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INTRODUCTION

In 1972, the Massachusetts Department of Correctiocn began _
its development of a network of community-based correctional pro=-
grams. Programs such as Home Furloughs, Work-Release, Education-

'Release and residential Half-way Houses and Pre-Release Centers

were some of the component parts of this network. Coordinated

-with the introduction of these various programs was an extensive

effort to develop and carry out careful research evaluations for
each of the individual programs in the community-based correc-

. tional network. The purpose of the research evaluations were

twofold: first, research evaluations were designed to provide
operational feedback for program administrators; secondly, re-
search evaluations were designed to measure the rehabilitative
effectiveness of the programs as correctional devices. Several
of these research evaluations have already been completed and

-~ have been published by the Department of Correction's Research

Unit.=

The present paper continues the research evaluation series.
It deals with an important operational aspect of the Boston State

~and Shirley Pre-Release centers. Pre-Release Centers are small

- residential facilities located outside the confines of the walled
-institutions to which state prisoners who are within eighteen

- months of their parole eligibility date are able to be transferred.

These centers take as their model the programs originally initiated
by the Federal Bureau of Prisons in 1961, known as “Pre-Release

- Guidance Centers'..

The purpose of the Pre-Release Guidance Center is teo provide
a mechanism whereby a more gradual process of societal reintroduc-
tion for prisoners completing their sentences would occur, and
thereby reduce the rate of reincarceration. - This process is accom-
plished in several ways. First the selected inmates live in a re~

~integration residence located outside of the walled institution,

and often in the area of the community where they are to eventually
return, Presumably, this action separates the inmates from what
has been called the "anti-rehabilitative inmate social system"

. within the total institution of the walled prison. Secondly, most
- . of the inmates work at jobs in the community during the day and re-

-  turn to the Pre-Release Center to spend. their non-working hours.




This allows for interaction with non-inmates at work in the commu-
nity as well as provides the opportunity for the offender to parti-
cipate in major economic roles. In addition to accumulating sav-
ings from their wages, residents in the program are participating
in economic roles by paying state and federal taxes, by paying for
social security benefits, and by paying for the cost of their room,
board and personal expenditures even though they are still techni-
cally incarcerated inmates. Furthermore, a portion of their pay

~ is often allocated to support dependents or to pay off debts or
court costs accumulated before incarceration. When released from
prison, the inmate receives his accumulated earnings less the de-
ductions for room, board, taxes, personal expenditures and outside
- allotments. The remaining accumulated earnings provide an additional
-resource for the inmate's reintegration into the community when he
is released.

Thirdly, inmates have the opportunity to enlist in educational
programs in area schools and colleges by attending classes during
the day or evening and returning to the Pre-~Release Center during
non~school hours. This allows the inmate to interact with indivi-
duals in the free community as well as to allow the inmate to re-

- establish ties with the educational system prior to his release on
parole. In most instances, the centers are able to secure funds to
support this activity. '

Finally, the Pre-Release Centers are able to meet the need of
gradual reintegration to the community by such programs as continued
vocational and educational counseling, drug counseling, resource
identification in the community, home furloughs, and job develcp-
ment and placement. In summary, the Pre-Release programs provide
-needed institutional supervision but at the same time allow the
offender to continue to perform major societal and economic roles.
Hopefully, the program eases the oftén.difficult transition from
prison to community by providing -an intermediary step.

One facet of the current operational experience of running
pre-release programs in Massachusetts that has caused administra-
tors some concern is the high percentage of individuals who are
. selected for and enter into pre-release programs but who do not
complete these programs. Instead of being released directly from
' the pre-release centers to the community on parcole status, or on
~a good conduct discharge, the program non-completers are returned
- to their original sending walled institution usually to spend the
remaining period of their incarceration. A few are allowed to re-
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enter pre-release programs for a second time after a period of
incarceration in the walled institution. However, the majority
are paroled or discharged directly from the walled institution
to the street. This occurence is problematic in the sense that
it negates the attempted achievement of the basic goal of the
pre-release program — the provision of an intermediary step be-
 tween prison and parole or discharge in the community.

Individuals become program non-completers for a variety
of reasons. Some are returned for failing to adjust to the
pre-release environment; either because they exhibit serious
disciplinary problems such as failing to adhere to house rules
or because they fail to return from release programs at the
specified time limit. Other individuals are returned because
they attempt or actually complete an escape from the center.

- A few individuals are returned because they have become in-
volved in illegal activities in the community while on release
time; some are actually arrested for these crimes and receive
an additional sentence.. Finally, some individuals become in-
volved in excessive alcohol and/or drug abuse. When any of

- these above situations occur and are detected, a committee con~

sisting of selected program staff meets to determine whether or
not removal from the program is warranted. If an agreement is
reached that removal from the program is warranted, the indivi-
dual in guestion is returned to his sending institution.

The behavior problems signal to the staff that the indivi-
dual in concern is not ready to handle the responsibility in-
volved in living in the relative freedom that constitutes the
‘pre-release environment. The damage that results from such a
situation, however, is far more extensive than the simple re-
‘moval of an individual from a pre-release program. Not only is
~an individual returned to a walled institution, but he is probably
to remain in that institution for a longer period of time than
- he would have, had he not entered the pre-release program. For
example, if the individual had attempted or completed an escape
from the pre-release program, he may receive an additional sen-

- tence from the courts of up to five years, thus considerably
 prolonging his period of incarceration. Similarly, if the indi-

- vidual concerned has been arrested for a new crime, he may re-

. ceive an additional sentence of length to be determined in rela-
":tion to the particular crime involved. Even if the individual
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is returned for technical, disciplinary infractions that do not
involve additional court action, such as failure to adjust, dam-
age may occur. When the individual in concern eventually ap-
Plies for parole while back at the walled institution, the
record of his adjustment failure in the pre-release program may
.affect the decision of the Parocle Board. Knowledge that a fail-~
ure had already occurred in a minimum security setting lessens

. the chances of a parole being granted, or at least prolong the
walt for a parcle. :

What follows is an analysis of the two pre-release samples
in terms of the basic statistical differences between Program
participants who completed the program and were released from
the pre-release centers to the free community and program parti-
c1pants who did not complete the program but who were instead
returned to their s sending institutions. Such an analysis is
deemed important for two ‘basic reasons. First, if program ad-
ministrators have some sort of cbjective guide by which to
~ predict in advance whether or not a particular individual has a
high, low or moderate success/failure probability for complet=-
ing their program, the selection process would be facilitated
by the use of such indicators. That is, if program administra-
tors choose to select only those individuals who are found to
have a reasonably high statistical probability of completing
the program, so as to maximize use of scarce residential bed space
or to avoid doing eventual harm to the resident, indicators dis-
tinguishing between completion/non-completion may be utilized
- at the selection process stage for this purpese.

A second, perhaps more creative use of the indicators could
be at the reception and diagnosis stage of the pre-release pro-
gram. At the time of the client intake orientation periocd the
indicators could be utilized to identify high, moderate or low:
completion risks. High risk groups could be identified and more
1nd1v1duallzed and more intensive supervision or programming and
guldance could be established.

In summary, identified indicators distinguishing between
potential program completers and program non-completers could
be utilized either as a selection function in which high re-
turn risks would be screened out, or as a diagnostic function
~in- whlch hlgh return. rlsks would be 3331gned more intensive




supervision and programming. In either case, an attempt is being
made to identify characteristics of individuals who fail to com-
plete the pre-release programs to which they have been assigned
so that this material can be used by program administrators in
an attempt to reduce such fallures

-
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RESEARCH DESIGN

2
" The present study was begun in January of 1973~ and was
designed with the purpose of answering the following research
guestions: :

“What variables distinguish between indivi-
duals who complete and individuals who do
not complete their assignments to Pre-Release
programs? '

In determining the existence of characteristics distinguish-

ing between program completers and program non-completers, a
multivariate analysis was conducted on a sample of individuals
assigned to either of two programs operated by the Massachu-
setts Department of Correction: the Boston State Pre-Release
“Center and the Shirley Pre-Release Center. A statistical com-
‘parison of commitments, personal history background characteris-
tics, and criminal history background characteristics on each

- of the program completers and each of the program non-completers
was carried out to determine whether or not any significant dif-
ferences existed between the two samples. Statistically signi-
ficant differences between the two sub-samples were recorded and
a profile of the differences was conducted.= '

The study includes those participants who entered the Pre-
Release programs and who were also released from the programs
- during the first fourteen months of operation. Thus, all in-
- mates who participated in the Shirley and Boston State Pre—Re-

lease programs from the time of the inception of the program in.

November of 1972 and who had been released from the program as

- of January 1, 1974 were included. Included in this sample are
both program completers - individuals who had been released

. directly to the community - and program non~completers - indivi-
" duals who were removed from the program and returned to their:
respective sending institutions.

A total of 228 1nd1v1duals had participated in and were - -

released from the two Pre-Release centers collectively during
the specified time period of the study. Of the 228 individuals
" in the two samples who participated in the Pre-release programs
under . study, 137 (60%) successfully completed these programs
~and were released to the community dlrectly from the programs.




The other 91 individuals (40%) were returned to their walled
institutions as program non-completers. Many of the program
non-completers were subsequently released directly from their
walled institutions to the community at the time of their
eventual paroles; others are still in prison. A few individu-
als were reaccepted into Pre-release programs after a period
of incarceration. '

Of the 111 individuals who participated in the Boston

‘State Pre-Release Program, 75 (68%) were program completers,

and 36 (32%) were program non-completers. Of the 117 individu-
als -who participated in the Shirley Pre~Release Program, 62
(53%) were program completers and 55 (47%) were program non-
completers. A summary of the number of individuals returned

as program non-completers as well as a breakdown of the specific
reason for their return is provided in Table I below.

TABLE I
Reason for Return to Sending Institution.

‘Boston State and Shirley
Pre-Release Population: 1972-1973

Specific Reason Boston State Shirley Total
Escape on Furlough 10 (28) 26 (47) 36 (40)
~ Violation of Furlough Rules .0 (0) - 1.(2) 1 (1)
" Escape on Work-Release 6 (17) 2 (4) 8 (9)
Direct Escape from Pre-Release : a
. Facility 5 (14) .3 (5) 8 (9)
. New Arrest 2 (6) 0 (0) 2 (2)
Medical Problems . 0 (0) 1 (2) 1 (1)
Violation of House Rules 7 (19) C10 (18) 17 (19)
Inability to Adjust 1 (3) -7 (13) 8 (9)
Other (i.e. own reguest) 4 (1l1) 2 (4) 6 (7)
Unknown - ' _ P 1 (3) 3 (5) 4 (4)
Total ' S . S © 36 (100) 55 (100) 91 (100}




Data Collection

Data collection for both the treatment and contrel samples
consist of: (1) criminal history wvariables, (2) social back-
ground wvariables, (3) history of present offense variables, and
(4) history of present incarceration. This material was col-
lected from the Massachusetts Department of Correction central
office files. A full listing of the variables collected and

utilized in the analysis that follows can be found in Appendlx
' I of this reportii




FINDINGS

I. Boston State Pre-Release Program

A comparison of Commitment, Background and Criminal History
variables between Boston State program completers and program
non-completers yielded nine variables that produced statistically
- significant differences. These variables were: Number of Pre-
vious Juvenile Paroles, Number of Prior Juvenile Incarcerations,
Number of Prior Court Appearances for Crimes Against Property,
Length of time to Parole Eligibility Date, Length of Employment
at any one Job, Number of Prior Court Appearances for Narcotic
Offenses, Age at Time of Release, and Total Number of Prior
Court Appearances. The specific dividing point and the actual
direction of each of these differences is-discussed below.

(1) The Program non-completion sample had a disproportion-—
‘ately higher number of individuals who had previously been
parocled as a juvenile. Whereas 47% of the program non-comple-
tion sample had experienced parcole status as a juvenile, only
19% of the program completion sample had experienced pardle
status as a juvenile.

. (2) Similar to item I above, the program non~completion
-sample had a dlsproportlonately higher number of individuals
- who had been previously incarcerated as a juvenile. Specifi-
- cally, 50% of the program non-completion sample had experienced
juvenile incarceration. For the program completion sample only
' 22% had experienced juvenile incarcerations.

(3) The program non-completion sample had a higher number
of 1nd1v1duals who had a ‘large number of prior court appearances
for crimes against property. Seventy-four percent of the program
non-completion sample had five or more prior court appearances
for crimes against property as compared to only 43 percent for
the program completion sample.

(4) - In terms of Length of Time to parcle e ligibility date
a disproportionately higher number of the program non-completion
~sample had more than six months to go before parole eligibility.
Whereas 67 percent of the program non-completion samples had
' seven menths or longer before eligibility, only 21 per cent of
-lthe program completlon sample had seven months or longer before




- 10 -

parole eligibility. (For this variable individuals with unknown
parole eligibility dates were excluded from the sample).

(5) When considering employment variables, it was dis-
covered that the program non-completion sample had a dispropor-
tionately higher number of individuals with relatively short
periods of employment at their prior most skilled position.
Eighty-one percent of the program non-complétion'sample had
“been employed less than one year at their most skilled prior
position. Fifty-two percent of the program completion sample
had been employed less than one year at their most skilled
position. :

(6) It was also discovered that when considering the

- longest peried of employment at any one. job (excluding unknowns)}
that the program non-completion sample had a disproportionately
‘higher number of individuals with less than one year at any job.
Seventy-six percent of the non-completion sample compared to

48 percent of the program completion sample had worked less than
one year at any prior job. : ' ‘

(7) The program non-completion sample had a dispropor-

- tionately higher number of individuals with prioxr court appear-
ances for narcotic offenses. Fifty-five percent of the non-

" completion sample had one or more prior court appearances for
narcotic offenses as compared to 31 percent for the completion
sample.

(8) A disporportionately higher number of individuals in
.~ the program ncn-completion sample were under 30 years of age at’
the time of their termination from the pre-release program com-
~pletion sample.. Eighty-four percent of the program non-comple-
tion sample was 30 years of age or under at time of release
while 64 percent of the program completion sample was 30 years
of age or under at time of release. -

(9) Finally, the program non-completion sample has a
disproportionately larger number of individuals with five or
' more previocus court appearances. Ninety-five percent of the
program'nonécompleters compared to 80:percent of program com—
“pleters had five or more prior court appearances. '
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In summary, analysis revealed that program non-completers
at Boston State Pre-Release Center more often than not tended
te be younger offenders with long court records largely for
narcotic offenses and/or offenses against property whose in-
carceration and parole histories began on the juvenile level.
The program non-completer had a more severely sporadic employ-
~ment history than the program completer. Additionally, the
program non-completer had a longer wait for a parole eligi-
bility date and thus a potentially longer period of stay at
the pre—release center.

. A summary of these relationships as well as the remain-
ing variables that did not produce statistically significant
results is presented in Appendix II. The Chi Square statistic
for the most significant splits for each of the varlables utll—
ized in the analysis are also given in Appendix II.

II. Shirley Pre-~Release Program

A comparison between Shirley Program Completers and Pro-
" gram Non-completers that had resided at the center between

" November of 1972 and December of 1973 yielded five wvariables
‘that produced statistically significant differences at the
.05 probability level. These variables were: Number of
Prior Court Appearances for Crimes Against the Person, Num-

" 'ber of Previous Juvenile Parcles, Total Number of Prior

‘Court Appearances, Number of Previous Adult Parocles, and

" Total Number of Prior Juvenile incarcerations. The specific
‘dividing point and the actual direction of each of these dif-
ferences is discussed below. )

(1) Individuals in the Program Non-Completion Sample
had a disproportionately higher frequency of Previous Court
Appearances for Crimes Against the Person. Specifically, 66
 percent of the Program Non-Completers had two or more court:
 appearances for crimes against. the person whereas only 43 per-
cent of the Program Completers had two or more such court ap-
pearances. :

_ (2) Analysis of the variable Number of Previous Juvenile
Paroles revealed that significantly more members of the Program
Non-Completion Sample had one or more previous juvenile paroles

than did individuals in the Program Completion Sample. Thirty-

two. percent of the Non—Completers had one or more prev1ous




- 12 -

juvenile paroles compared to 13 percent of the Completers.

(3) Analysis of the variable, Total Number of Priocr

~ Court Appearances, revealed that a disproportionate number of

individuals who were Non-Completers had 11 or more prior court
appearances. For this cut-off point, 48 percent of the non-

'~ completers and 30 percent of the completers had 11 or more court
© appearances. ' o . ‘

(4). A disproportionate number of the Non-Completers had
experienced a previous adult parole. Approximately 18 percent
of the Non-Completion sample, compared to three percent of the

‘completion sample had had one or more previous adult paroles.

(5) When considering the variable, Total Number of Prior

‘Juvenile Incarcerations, it was found that Program Non-Com-

pleters more frequently than Program Completers had experienced

' one or more prior juvenile incarcerations, only 17 percent of

the completers had experienced one or more such incarcerations.

As a profile'of the typical Shirley program non-completer
as compared to the completer, one would say that he was an indji--

‘vidual with a longer court record especially involving offenses

against the person whose prior incarceration history had begun
at the juvenile level and subsequently led to both juvenile and
adult paroles. : :

A summary of these findings containing the specific fre-~

_quency for each sector of the dichotomy in each sub-sample as

well as the statistical significance levels is produced in Ap-
pendix II. Also included in Appendix II are those variables
not found to display a statistically significant difference.




DISCUSSION

The present study was designed with the purpose of deter-
mining characteristics which distinguish between individuals
who complete and individuals who do not complete their assign-
ment to the two community-based pre-release programs operated
by the state of Massachusetts. The programs had emerged out of
" the current national treatment philosophy characterized as com-
munity-based corrections. This treatment philosophy argues that
the series of stresses that accompany the transition from the
rigid controls of traditional penal institutions to the relative
freedom found upon community re-entry, infringe upon (or negate)
any rehabilitative gains made through institutional treatment
programs. Therefore, the community-based treatment philosophy
advocated the establishment of supervised graduated release cen-
ters to be located outside the confines of the penal institutions
and to be directly linked to the major social institutions of the
outside community. It was considered crucial to re-establish (or,
- in fact, to establish for the first time) ties between the releasee
and the legitimate social institutions in the community to which
* the inmate would eventually return. This process, it was hypothe-.
- sized, would reduce the present high levels of recidivism of
- correctional institution releasees. The Boston State and Shirley
' Pre-~Release Centers were established in Massachusetts to meet
this goal. ' ‘

A separate study has been published that dealt with the

- correctional effectiveness of these two pre-release programs
by testing whether. or not inmates who ended their terms of in-
carceration in these pre-release centers were less likely to be
reincarcerated within one year of their release than similar
types of inmates who did not participate in a pre-release pro-
gram prior to release. Results_revealed that these pre-release
centers reduced recidivism 50%.2 However, the reduction in
recidivism only applied to individuals who successfully com-
pleted their assignment to pre-release programs. Individuals
who did not complete the program, but were instead returned

to walled institutions and eventually released from these
“walled institutions, did not demonstrate reduced recidivism
rates.

_ - Therefore, if the programs are not correctionally effective
-with the non-completers, and if program non-completion rates
~continue at their present high: levels (40 to 50% of those as-
“signed to the programs do not complete the programs); an index
of characteristics associated with the incidence of completion/
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non-completion becomes crucial for program administrators. Be-
cause of this situation, the present study was designed to ad-
dress the question of what particular characteristics seem to
distinguish between individuals who complete and individuals
who do not complete their assignments to pre-release programs.

In order to determine the possible existence of character-
istics distinguishing between program completers and program
non-completers, a multivariate analysis using commitment, per-
sonal background, and criminal history variables on each par- -
ticipant was carried out. The background characteristics were
used as independent variables, and the incident of completion
versus non-completion was used as the dependent variable for
this analysis. '

The comparison of commitment, personal background and
~ecriminal history variables for the Boston State program com-
pleters versus non-completers yielded 9 variables that pro-
duced statistically significant differences on outcome. These
variables were summarized in the following profile: At the
Boston State Pre-Release Center individuals who failed to suc-

- cessfully complete the program tended to be the younger of-

‘fenders; offenders with long court records, largely consisting
-of narcotic offenses and/or offenses against property, and of-
fenders whose incarceration and parole histories bhegan on the
juvenile level. The program non-completer had a more severely
sporadic employment history than did the program completer.
Additionally, the program non-completer had a longer wait un-
til legally eligible for parocle and thus a potentially longer
stay at the pre-release center.

The comparison between Shirley Program completers and
Program Non-completers yielded five variables that produced
statistical differences. These variables are summarized in
the following profile: The typical program non-completer
~at Shirley when compared to the program completer was found
to be an individual with a longer court record, especially
involving offenses against. the person, whose prior incarcer-
‘ation history began at the juvenile level, and who had pre-
 viously experienced both juvenile and adult paroles.

"It was suggested that these indicators of potential non-
 completion types could be used administratively in two ways.
‘First, they could provide administrators with -an objective
~guide, to be used in conjunction with subjective feelings, by
"which to predict in advance whether or not a particular indiv-
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idual applying for entry into the program has a high, low or
moderate success/failure probability for program completion.
In this way, the selection process could be facilitated by the
use of these indicators, so as to maximize optimum use of
scarce residential bed space or to avoid eventual harm to a
prospective resident with a high non-completion risk.

Secondly, the indicators could be used as a treatment
device .at the reception and diagnosis stage in the program.
- At the time of the intake orientation, the indicators could
- be used to identify the high, low, or moderate non-completion
"risk groupings. The identified high non-completion risks could
be singled out and assigned to more individualized and more inten-
sive supervision, programming, and guidance. Hopefully, the
process would reduce the non-completion rate.
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PART A

VARIABLES USED IN ANALYSES

A, © c=mitment Y_a;r Jal_q les
1. Institution of Criginal CCmm'itrﬁent*
2. Number of Jail Credits |
3. Age at.Commitment
4. Present Offense (most serious char'ge)*
5. Numbexr of,Chargeé Involved in Present Offense *
. 6, Type of Sentence® | |

B, Personnel Background Characteristics Varisbles

. Race¥
. Marital Statug*

. Military Service*

1l
2
3
4, Last Civilian Address*
5. Emergeﬁcy Addressee®
6. Occupational Field* _
7. . Length of Employment ‘at Most Skilled Position
8. .Longe‘st Time Employed at Any One J'bb '
9", Last Grade Com'pl_etea*_ ' |

10. History of Drug Use*

¢. Criminal History Variaplcs

1. Age at First Arrest
-2, Ade at First Drunk Arrest

3. Age at First Drng Arrest

' ' An asterik’ J.nd:.cates variables tha‘_ will be formally _
deflned in Paxrt B of thJ.s Append:xx.




thal Number of Court App—ea.raﬁces

Numbex

Nu:ﬁber

Numbex
Number
Numbex
Number

Number

Nunbexr
Numbear

Numbex’
Number

: Number

Fumber
Nunbex

Hunber

- 20 - . '. _. ]

-

of Court Appearances for Persca Offenses

of Court: Apverrznces for Progeréy Offenses -
of Court Appearances for Sex Offensesvl
,c:f'jCQurt Appearances for Narcot ic Offenses
of ourt Appearances for Drunkenness Offenses
éf‘CGurt Appearances for Escape Offenses

of Juvenilé Commitments |

of House of C:qrrect'ion COmﬁ.tments

of Prior State of Federal Commitments

of Any Incarcerations )

of Juvenile Paroles

of Adult Parvoles

of Any Parclies

of Juvenilz Parole V-iolaf;.ions

of Adult Parcle vViplations |

of Any Parole Violations

- Releasing Variables

3.

Type ©

1. Age at Release

. 2. Length of time sarved on pr_es_ént incarceration

£ TLelizase, ¥

'Recidivism Variabie
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PART B

FORFAL DEFINITION: OF VARIABIES | .

'1;*;1. Institution f grig’iﬁai Ccmmitment
a. 'W alpole
b; Concord
¢. Framinghem
d. Other “:Ln.st itutions

Pregsent Offense

a, Offengses Against the Person (Chapter 265) *

Murder, lst deoree (sect:.on 1)
Murder, 2nd deuaree {section 2)
Mans laughter - {section 13)
Assaults with intent to commit murder, -
includes assault with intent to murder, maim, ete,;
assault to commit murder; assault with a deadly
weapon with intent to murder; assault with intent
to kill (section 15) .

 Attempted murder

incliudes all attempts ko comm:.t murder, other
than assaults: ti'empted murder, attempts to o commit

nmurdexr by po:.sonmq, drownmg, or strangling

(section 16)

Armed Robbery (oo ~tion 17)

Unarmed Robbery '
- . includes robbery, robbery-—not be:.ng armed,

robbery by force and violence. (section 19}
Assaults with irtent to xob, etc., Being Armed

includes asu-ult with a deadly weapon w;u..h intent

to rob. (section 18)

Agsaulte with intent to rob, etc. Not Be"ﬂrr Armed
inc ludes assaul- to rob, assault with irtent to
rob, assault with intent to rob by force and violence

- (section 20)
© Coniinirg or put -__g_ in fear a person zZor the purpose

of stealincr
includes break*.ng, burning or blow.sng up a saf
(Sec:'t:.on 21.)

o Chapters and Sect.x..OnS refer to the General Laws
_ of Massachusetts. :
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Armed Assaulis in dwell:.nq_ houses ‘
the act n.ay e an mctual assaul: or an

'att«ampt (se:tion 18r), -

Aszault and Ausgault and Battervy o

. Kidnappirg'

h.,"

includes assault, assault and bcttery, assau.t
on an officer (sections 132 and 13D)

Assanlt ard Batterv with Dangerous Weaoon (.,e"tion :
452) ..

hAssavlt Ly means c,J: a Dan erous Wraago
: ircluﬁes “armed assault. (secticn 158)

Maxhem fsection 14) -
Assaults not befrre mentioned

inc ..udes asszult with intent to commit man-
‘slaughter (sect:mn 29)

includes abduct:l.on, hold:Lng hostage s. (section 26)

Exxtort 1.on

includes attempts to extort money, threats.
(secticn 25)
Conspiracy

where possible do not code case here, but under
the specific crime that the subject conspired to
‘commit. That is, conspiracy to comm:.t larceny should -
be coded as (524.} Larceny.

Sex Offenses - Against the Person (Chapter 265)

Rape (section 22)
Agsault with Intent to Commit Rape.
inc ludes attempts to rape, indecent assault on
an adult, indecent assault and battery on an adult,
indecent assault on an adult with :.ntent to rape
‘(section 24)

Rape of Female under Sixteen (section 223)

~“Rape of Child

_ includes carnal abuse of a child carnal abusge
of a child under "x* years, statutory rupe '
(section 23) :

Assauil on Female undex Eixteen with intemt to
comm:.t ape .

Iacludes attempts to carnally =buse, assault on
child unaer tre age of conseat, indecont assault
on a minor (section 24B) .

Indcacent Asszzault and Ba _terv on ch..ld undex 14
includer 1ndecent ass aul" and" battew oo oa minor
- (section 1),
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Unnatural and Lascivious Acts (Chaptar 272)

inc ludes 'mnatural .acts, lascivio:s acts,
agszults to commit unnaturdl sex acts (section 35)

. Unnatural 2-ta with Child under 16 (section 31)

Sodonwv and Bungery (secticn 347

Incest (section 17)

Other Sex Offenses N _
includes aduliery, fornication, indecen* exposure,

- lewd  lascivious conabitaiion, lewdness, oran

and,gross lewdness. (se-tions 14, 16; 1_8, 53)-

Crimes Against Property (C'haptar 266)

Arson

T includes burning of houses, woods, ferce, ete.:
and any attempts. (sections: l,.‘,b 5a,7,8,9,10,
108, 109, 111a)

Burglary, Bein __9;_ Armed or Mak:Lng an Assautt

includes armed burglary, bresking and enter:.ng
with intent to assault with dancerous weapon (sec~-
tion 14) .

- Burgl

inc ludes breaking and entering (both night and

‘day), attempt to break and enter, breaking and

entering and larceny, burglary, breaking and entering
with intent larceny, breaking and entering with
intent larceny and larceny. {sections: 15,16, 16A,

. 17,18, 19)

Possession of .‘.Burqlary Implements (section 49) :
~ Stealing

ine ludes stealing in bu:.}.d:.ng, sh:.p, a,t a f:l.re,

etec. (sections 20,24)

‘Larceny from the Person (section 25)
- Larceny

includes attempted 1arceny. (section-30)

- Theft of a Motor Vehicle

incIudes larcenv of a motor veh:u::le, operation
without authority or owner afZer suspensicn, Opera-
tion without authority of owner, use without
authority (section 28}

Forgery and Utfering :
include forgery, uttering, counterfe:.t:.ncr
(section 37 ard 37A and Chapter 267, uections. 1-31)

Common and thorlous Thior cnﬂtwon 47
- Fraud

T oA embezz lement ( sect 1ons : 5 O—S 9)
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Receiving Stolen Goods
includes hoth the receiving and the buylng of
stolen goods (section 60)

" common Receiver of Stolen Goods {section 62)

Malicioug or Wanton Injuries to Prou p_gr*'z
inc ludes the destruction, defacement, wiliul

injury, exploss.cn of both puklic cr private

property: malicious mischief (sections: 94 11.4
124—1?0) .

Other Offenses (chapter~2sss273)

Escapeg . ' '
includes attempts, assisting in, accessory to
{Chapter 268-Sections 15, 18, 1ea,. 17)

. Weapons Offenges

includes carrying or possession (Chap-ter 269-

. Section 10}

Nonsupnort
includes desertion (Chapter 273-Section 1 thru 10}

o Polygamy

includes bigamy (Chapter 272-Section 1.‘3}

-Stubborn Child

includes runaway, common night walkexr (Chapter
272-Section 53} .

. Deriving Support from Prostitute (Chapter 272-Section

9)
Pisturbing the Peace
includes idle and disorderly '(C‘hapter 272-

';,: Section 53)

Prostitution  (Chapter 272-Section 53)
Tllegitimacy {Chapter 273-Section 11-19)

Abortion {Chap’cer 272-Section 19)

Gaming .
includes the manufacture, possess:r.on, or sale of

gaming :melements. keepa.ng conmorn gaming house

{(Chapter 271-Sectic 1-48)

. 'Motor Vehicle O fenses

“includes all motor <ehicle ofifenses other tlwn
larceny of a motor vehicle, operition without
authority of owner after suspension, ¢peration
without authority of owneirs, use without author ity.

. ‘Contempt of Cor.t

“inc ludes purjury (Chapter .468, =ccion 1)

) Yoo
B “T""——\.‘d-

includes both accepting anc't offerlng (Chapter

- 268A-Sections 1~ 24)

4
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Irurkenness (Chapter 272-Scction 48)

Possession of Narcotie.Drwes = -~ .
includes tne possession of all narcotic drugs other.

. than heroin only where the sale of che drug is not . |

inferred or explicitly staced, For example: :
possession of aarcotic drugs, narcotic drugs found
in possession (Thaptexr 94-Section 205)

' Possession of Hersin o o
. 7. only where the sale of the druy is not inferred
or explicitly stated. [Chapter 24-Section 212)

Stealing Narcotic Drug :

only where the sale of the drug is not inferred

or expliditly stated (Chapter 94-Sectior 217C) -
'Being Present Where Narcotic Drug Illegally Kept

“includes narcotic drug law violation, conspirvacy
to violate narcotics drug law, and all charges in-

- wolving "Being Present" where narcotic diugs are
illegally kept. (Chapter 94-Section 2133)

Pogsession of Hypodermic Syrince

includes possession of hypodermic needle, or
any instrument adapted for the administration of
narcotic driugs. (Chapter 94-Section 211}

Inducing Another to Violate Narcotic Drug Law

includes inducing a minor to vioclate narcotic

drug law (Chapter 94-Section 217A)
Sale of Heroin '

inc ludes possession of heroin with intent to

"sell, unlawful possession of heroin with intent

to Sell, sale of heroin (Chapter 94-212A)

' Sale of Narcotic Drugs

" includes the sale of all naréotic' drugs other -
than heroin. For example: unlawful sale of narcotic
drugs, sale of narcotic drugs (Chapter 94-Section 217)

Possession of Narcotic Drugs with Intent to Sell

_ includes the possession of all narcotiec drugs
other than heroin with the intent to sell (Chapter
94-Section 2178} ' :

Operating a Motor Vehicle Under Influen:e of Ni:cotics

c ontrolled Substance

T includes th: manufacturing, dis%“ribation, dis-

' pensing or possession with intent to nanufacture,

distribute or Aispense a coutrollea suibstance.
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A-5 MNuorber of Chrrges Involved ‘n Iresent Oifense

The total number of chaiges involved in the present
commitnent. For example, if an individuzl is com— )
- mitted for Burglary, Arsor and Assault, three charges
are recorded, Charges snould not tz confused with
courts., An individual nay be committed on 16 counts
for the single clarge of Burglary. -

"A-6. Type of Sentence:

Simple - onc sentence is being-served.

Concurrent - more than one sentence is being served
(all served coterminous)

Aggregate -~ _more than one sentence is being served
- : but the sentences are added together and
not served ccterminous. .

Forthwith - a sen‘- ence which supercedes an existing
' - sentence.

From and After - =2 sentence which began after an
individual had been released from an
existing sentence.,

B-1 Race/Ethnic Origin - .

. White . - - Asiatic
Black ~ _Spanish

American Indian

B-2 Marital Status

. Married Widowed
s :Lng le - Common Law
D :.vorc ed ' Separated

B-3 Militarv Serv:.ce

None:

Honorable Di.;charge

Dishonor:able Discharge:

Bad Condauct discharge, Other tha.n Honcrable,
- Gencral, Undasirable :

Medical . o

In Armed Services, but the type of d:._,"ha:cge is
not l:z.sted on the Book:.ng Sheet
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Last Civilian 2ddress

Bositon )
Nerthern Boston Subuvbs
' Remaining Metropolitan Bostoa
Iowell-Lawrence Arez :
Y.ew 3edford - Fall River Aresas
. Bpringfield Area
Worcester Area .
Other Massachuzetls Areas .
-Outside Massaciwusetts

Emergency Addresses: Name listed by the inwaté as the .
perszon to contact saould an emergency occur. Cate-
gories included were: C '

Father -  ‘Other Relative
Mothe:: Hon-Relative
- Spouse . Ho emerg‘ency addressee listed

Occupat iOl';E:.i Field

 Professional - (e.g., lawyers, doctors, engmcers,

clergy).

Bus iness/Managerial - cwnership of management of a

business valued at $10,000 or more.

(H.erica]/Sales - {e.g., sales managers,. 1ife insurance
. :sales, bcokkeepJ, clerks}.

'Skn.lled Manual - (e g., master. tradesnan, machinist,

. factory foreman).

~ Semi-Skilled Manual - {e.qg.., appm'entz.ce craftsman,

automobile mechanic, assenbly l:.nej.

Uns'kn.lled Manval - 1a'bor tasks requ:u:lng little tra:l.n-
ing or skill,

Service -~ (e.g., bartender, waitexr, taxi driver,
janitor).
Frucatisn (last Grade Completed}

the last ~rade of educasion which the subject com~
pleted. Both a high schocl grzduate Aand a G.2.D. should

" be coded as 12. An individual who has completred one

year of college should be coded 13. Two year:s of college
is rodad ag li, Tecetaraz, - : i
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B-10 Hi_sfo:gg of Druj Use

Data collected Srom inmate files determining whetierx:.

' W6 mention of Drug use.

Drug User (no specific drug memtioned)

Drug User (mention of heroin use)

Drug User (menticn of the use of uny d-ug other.
thzn heroin or marijuana - the exclusive use
of Marijuana) : _ ERT O

Drug User (Marijuana only drug_men_t-ioned)

D=3, Tvype of Release
' Parcle

Discharge
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TABLE A

yariables Foun¢ to Distingnish Between Program Non-
completiors and ProgranzCompletiOns at Bostcn State
Pre-Relesse Center

A —— i ———————

1. Totai Nunber of Yrevious Juvenile Paroles

Categogx ) ' - complet ions Non-Complet ions
N % N %
None _ 60 (81) - 20 (53)
- One oY More 14 (19} .18 (47}
Total ‘74 (100} 38 - (100}

(2 = 9.96, 1 &f, p €.0L

IT. Total Number of Prior Juvenile Tncarcekations

| Category ' ACOmgletiOns" an—Complétions
B % N %
None 58 {78} . 19 (50)
One or More 16 - {22) 19 (50)
Total. 74 - (100) 38 - (100)
(x2 = 9.41, 1 af, p < .01 '

" 7TI. Number of Court Appearances for Crimes Against

Propexrty
CategOory ' : - completions. andCOmpletiggg
K % x - %
" Pour or Jess - 42 (57} 10 126}
‘Tire or tore _ 32 (43) 28 (74)
|  Tozal 74 (100}  3E (109)

{2 = 9.35, 1 df, p. < .01
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TABLE A (continued)

"IV, leagth of Tlme to Parole Eligibility Date
. . unknowns exc luded)

Category - _Completiors Non-Complezions
- N % N %
Six Months or Iess 38 {79y - 5 (33)
Seven Months or More 10 (21) 10 ° . {87)

motal 48 (100) 15 (100)

(x* = 9,07, 1Laf, p < .01)
(Yates correction appl:.ed)

V. Lengtn <f Time at Most Sk:.lled Position
{unknowns excluded)

Category - : 'c ompletions =~ Nen-Completiong
" Less than Ona Year . 33 (52) .26 - {81}
‘One Year or More 31 (48) -6 (1.9)

motal - 64 (100) 32 (100)
(x? = 7.93, 1daf, p < .el} |

vVI. Longest Per:.od of Employment at Ang Orie Jot
(uzﬂ{nowns eycluded)

-Category ‘ | Completionsg Non—é ompletions
- - X % X %
. Less than One Year . 31 (48) 26 (76)
One Year or More = __34 {52} 8 (24}
'  motal 65 - (100) 34 ' (1.00)

(%2 = 757, i3s, p<.0L)

| _vm;. Nurber of Prior Court EE ezrances for Narcotic

Of+'~ﬁse~
:i Catgqr:-_y_ SRR | : - comnletions  kun-Completions
- None . . s1 . is9)y .17 (ab)
“One or More = w23 - (3yy . 21 {55)

rotal 74  (100) - 38  (100)

(%% = 6.16, 1 df, p <.02)
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TARLE A (_cont:i:nued)

vIII.j .Age at Release from Pre-Release

Cztegory - - -Ccmpletion Nor—Compietion
| | B 2 5§ 2
N i Thirty Years or Under 47 (84) 32 (84) -
o Thirty-One Years or More __ 27 ~~~ (385) 6 (16)
> . - Total 74 - (x00) 38 (100) -
| ' (x* =5,.17, 1Laf, p < .05) |
IX. Total Number of Prior Court gp_geara.nces
E Category = _ ' g Completion  Hon-Completion
Four or Less ' : 15 (20) 2 - fS)
oo . - . Five or More ' 59 _(80)  _36 (95)
~Total 74 (1000 38 (100)

(x? = 4.39, 14, p< .05)
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TABLE B
Varinbles Which Ni¢ Not Distingtiish Between Progrem )
Non-Jompleters aixd Program Complecers at Boston
) ' Pre-Release CenteX
(differences not statistically significant)
1. Institution of Commitment
v 77 category o - - Ccompletion Xen~Complet ion
' . . N v % i
Wwalpole 29 - (39y 14 (37}
concord ' ' . _ 45 (61) _ 24 (63}
Total 74 - (100)

(%2 = .05, 14f, p > .05)

‘2. Race

3¢ (1.00)

' Non-Completion .

.. category o " completion
. \ ] ' N % N %
' White 45 (61 23 (53)
Non-White ' ‘ 29 {39 18 (47)
Total 74 (100}

(x2 = .69, 1L daf, p > .05)

3. Marital Status

38 -~ {100)

Non~-complet icn

Category _ . - ~ completion

S ' N % N %
‘gingle - 36 {49) 20 (53}
" other ' 38 (51) 18 (47)
| | Totai. 74  (100)

(x2 = .57, 1L Af. p > .(5)

-4, Military History )

38 1100)

Non-Compieticn -

C _g-_ategorz' '_ SR R CCmple{:ié:n‘
S e % x %
Neme 50 -(68) 27 (71)
Some - . S _24 (3z)  _11 (29)
S Total - 74 (1000 38 (100}

(%2 = .14, 1 4f, p > . 05)

N
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- TABLE B (continued) |
5, Numker of Prior Court Appearances for Sex Cffenses
Category o " Completions _Non-Completions '
| o Y & N Z
‘None S - .65 (8s) --33 - (s6)
- One _ .9 {12) - _ 5 {13)
Total 74+ (100) 33~ (100} -
(x2 = .02, 1 df, p > .05}
~ 6. HNumber of Prior Court Appearances for Drunkenness
. Categoxry - o ' COmpleti_ar&g_ . Non-completions
None _ - 44 (£9 17 {45)
Some - . ‘30 - (41) 21 (55)
Total 74 (Loo) | 38 -~ (100}

(x2 = 2.19, 1 df, p > .05}

7. HNunber of Court Appearancesg for crimes Aqgainst the Person

Categcry R ‘completions  Non-Completionsg
5 % N &
. Four or Less 63 . (85) 28 (74)
- Five or More R | (15)  _10 {26)

Total 74 (100) 38 (100)
* = 2.16, 1a£, B > .05) | '

2 Number of Prior Court Appearances for Escape ch&qes -
Category o ' *"omgl L ions No"—':omp l:tions
' - N e N ¢
None - . B 72 (97} Z4 {89)
" One R | o 2 3) _. 4 L1
 getal 74 (100) 38 (100}

(%% = 3,02, 1 ;_:'if',' p .05

(yrtes correction applied)
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mi3IE B (continued):

Education: Last Grade Completed ' T
Category - Completiors Non-Completiorg
Eighth Grade or Iess - 24 {32) 19 (50)
_ Ninth Grade or More : 50 {65) 3.9 {50)
. " motal 74 (000 38  (100)
’ (x% = 3.27, 14df, p » .05)
Emergehcy Addresses :
- Category Completicong Non-Completions
N % ® %
Father or Mother - 36 (a9) 23 (1)
Othex _ 38 (81) 15 (39)
‘Total 74 (100} 38 (100}
(x2 = 1.42, 1 &£, p > .05)
 History of Prior Drug Use
~.category | Completions  Non-(ompletions
. , N g N %
No Mention of Drug Use 46 (62) 20 (53}
History of Use 28 (3g) .18 - (47)
Total . 74 . (100} 38  (100)

(x2 = .94, 1df, p > .05)

Total Number of Prior State or Federal Incarcerationg

...catégorz _ Completidng Non-Completions

 None S - 50 168) s (50)
One or More .24 (22} w9 50)
; Total 74 (1c0y 38 7100)

(x? = 3,27, 1 4df, p »>.05)
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pap<E B (continued)

I

13. Tciol Number of Prlcr House of Corizections Incarcezatlons

- gaieqory - completions Non-Complet ions
DR N % N %
fhree or lese - 64 (36) 35 {92}
 Pour or More 10 (34} 3 (8)
Total 74 {109) 38 (100)
(x = 77 ldf P2 05)
{vates correctlon applled)
714 Hunbexr of Previous Adult paroles
Caiggorz Comgletlon an-COmﬁietions
X % N %
- None : 53 (72) 22 . (58)
 One or More 21 (28) 16 - {42)
Total 74 (100)

(x? = 2,13, 1 &, p > ,05)

38 {100}

' 15, Number of Previous Adult Parole Violations

 .Cat§gorg
None
One or More
_ Total
(x2 = 2.07,

.1 af,

completions
N %
58 (78)
16 - (22)
74 (100)
v > .05)

16. 2ge at commitment (Unknowns Excluded)

Categoxry

Twenty—FIve or Les
Twenty— ix or Olde*

Total 0

k7 - 3.1,

completions

P %
20 - {(50)
3 (580)

{10c;

L ag, p > .05).

Non~complekt ions
¥ %

25 (66)

13 (34)

3z (100)

Nop--Lompleions

- 35

= %

24 (!‘39}

11 (a1}
- {..00}
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TABLE C

Variables Found to Distinguish Between Program Non-
- Completions aul Program Completions at Shixley

Pra-~Release Centex

' Total Number-gg-Prior court Appearances
' Categogx -  o ':.“COmpletidns. Non-Completions
- | ¥ % N Z
10 or less © 43 (70} 27 (48)
11 or More | 18 (30) 29 _ (48)
' - Total | 61 (120 56 (200!
(x2 = 6,03, 1df, p ~.02)
- Number_of Previous Adult Parcles
Category o 'Complqggons -;ﬁdn—Completicgg:
 None - .89 (97 46 . (82)
- One or More r 2 (3) . 10 . (18)
| Total 61 {100} s¢ . (100)

' Number of Prior Court Appzarances For Crimes 2jainst
the Person
- Category | chpletions" Non-Completions
o ‘ N % N %
‘One or less 35 (57) 19 (34)
Two or More : ' 26~ {a3) 37 (e6)
Total 61 {100} 56 (100)
(x* = 6.46, 1 4f, p < .02}
Number of Previous Juvenile Paroles
Cateqory ' ' completions  Non-Ccmpletions
o X % N %
None : . 53 (87) g (68)
One or More - 8 {13) 18 (32)
| Total 61 (100) 56 {100

(x* = 6,12, 1 4f, p < .02)

{%? = 5,25, 1 af, p < .05)
A{vates correction applied)

JLE,
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TEDIE C (cont inued)

Total Nuwber of Prior Juvenile Incarcerations

- ategory

None

One or. More

Total

Completions Non-omplei-ions
N % N 2 |
5¢ (82) 37 .. {66) .
11 _le7) 19 L {34)..
61 (1o0) 56 (100)

(x* = 3.87, 1 df, p < .05)
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TABLE >

Variables Which Did not Distinguish Betwegn Program

" Pre--Relearse Center .

_ Non-Completers and Prograw Completzars aa sh=.rley

(Differences Not Statistically ‘-‘:.gn:.f:.car.t)

Liscitution of Commitrient

N s—————— . A Ao Tl R LS.
—— 1] e ——r, P TRTETIT "epeeS ere

Non-Completions

S (xx? = .48, 1 4f, p > .05}

Cateqory ' completions
- : N % X %
Walpole - ' 2 (3 0 (0)
-Concord 59 °  (97) 55 {100)
- ooral 61 (100) 55 - {100)
(22 = .41, 1 df, p > .05)
(Y2tes correction applied)
Race .
Category ST - Ccompletions Non-Completions
| X Z, N i
‘White | - 43 (70} 36 (64)
Non-White 18 (30) 20 (386)
Total 61 (to0y 56 . . (100)
‘(%2 = .51, L af, p > .05) '
Maxital Stéﬁug
.Category . B . Com lét ions | N’oh—Complet‘ions
. Married . . 11 (18) 13 (23)
| Ollier | | £9 (2! _43 0
Total €. (100)

56 (100)
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. TABLE D (continued)
4. Militarv History
__f‘=;‘:g-orz e _ Complat ions _Non—Completions
- None 48 {79) 4 . (80)-
Some - - ' 13 {21) __11 (20)
Total 61  (100) 56 .. (loO)

(xza = 0' 05' l df' p ) - 05; ' .;._,,;W-,,,

5. Number of Prior Court Appearances for Sex Offenses

Category -+ Completions  Non-Completions
. | N g X %
' None 55 (90) 55 (98)
One or More .. 6 . (10} 1 ( 2)
Total 61  (100) 56 (100)

(x2 = 2,08, 1L 4f, p > .05)
(vates correction applied)

6. Number of Prior Court Appearances for Drunkenness

e

category - - completions Non-Complet _ions
, % N %
One or Tess . 49  (81) 43 (76)
Two or More ' 12 (20) 13 (23)

- Total 61 (100) 56 {100)
{x2 =.,22, 1 4F, p » .05) |

Number of Prior Court Appearanceg for Crimes Acaingt |
. Propexrty ' R :

Category | | corpletions Non-Complet +ong

' 5 2 E. %
One or Less . 18 (30) 1 (18
Two or More . . 43 = 370) 45 . (82) -

Tetal 61 (100) 56 - . (100)
(x% ='2.18, 1 df, p ».05) |
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PABIE D (continied)

8. Number of Court Appearances for Escape Chraryes

10.

- wategory

: (iomplet ions Non-Complet ions
X % N z
~ None - 58 (95), 53 {35)
~One S 3 (5) 3 (s
_wotal 61 (100) 56 (100}
(x2 =+.09, 1L df, p > .05 |
(vateg correction applied)
Education: Last Grade Completed
- Category B - Completions Non-Completiong
E | B P %
.~ Finished High School T o
or More . 18 (30) 11 (20}
Less than High School _43 _ (70) 45 (80)
Total 6l (100) 56 (100}
{(x2 = 1,52, 1 &£, p > .05),
Emergency Addregg
. cateqory . completions Non-Completions
‘ B B N %
Parents - - 48 (79) 41 (73)
. Other . .13 (21) s . (27)
o _ Total 61 (100) 56 (100}
(x2 = .48, L 4f, p > .05)
Eistory of Prior Drug dJse |
Cacugory - Completicns Non-tompleticns
' N % N %
. Druvy User (mention : o C o
~_of Heroin use) - 34 (56) 39 rha)
' Oth_'er T , - 37 . (4_5-)'__ 17 (31)
. - Total .6l . (100) 56 {100}
(%2 = 2,40, 1L &f, py .05)
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TABIE D {ccutinued)

“—————
——————

ey <~

12, _Total iumber of Prior Stite or Foderal Incarceratiors -

Categorzl | ' ' Complet ions © Non-Completions
| N % N %
| None 56 (22} 4 (80}
wee. ... Onz or More , 5 {9 - 11 (20)
Total 61— (100} 56 {100}

(x? =.2.34, L d&f, p >.05)
(vateg correction applied)

13, Total Number of Prior House of Correction Incarcerations

Cat eJory _ - Completions - Non-Completions
. N 2 ¥ & |
. None - : - 51 (84) 39" (69)
One or More 10 {17} 17 - (31)
Total 61  (100) 56 (100)

(2 = 3,21, L 4f, p > .05}

14, Age at Commitment

category : - Completiong Nor~Complet iong

o S | 4 N . %

30 Years or Less 55 . (90) 45 (80)

31 years or More 6 (10) 11 __{20)
Total 61 - (100} 56 (100}

(x* = 2,26, 1 af, p > .05)

15 . Tangest Period of Erryglgyu cnt at Anvrone J‘ob (Unknown

Exr. luded)
Catagory _ o ~ Complef J.ons_' kon-Completions
| B - & 1 %
12 Moaths or More 37 {73) 38" (79)
12 Monthe or Less . L — (27) 10 (21)
' B - Total . 51 (lOO) 48 - f100)

_.(x 59 laf P . 05)

o
I
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TABIE D (continued)

16, Iength of Time nt Most Skilled Fosition (Unknowns

{x%2 = .45, 1 4f, p > .05)
' (vates correction applied)

_ _ Excluded)
‘¢ategory Coméletioné Non-Complet iong
N % u %
Up to 5 Years ‘50 (93} 47 {98}
5 Years or.More 1 (2 1 ( 2)
Total 51 {1092} 48 (100}

.17 Nﬁmbﬁr of Prior Court Appearances for Narcotlc Offenses

12,

categogz '.COmpletlcng Non-Comgletlons
| X Z N i
0 to 6 Months 49 " (88) 22 (92) -
_Seven.Months or More: 7 (13) 2 ___( 8)
. Total 56 (100) 24 (100}
(x2 = 1.05, 1 df, p > .05)
(vates correction applled)
Agé at Release from Pre—;sﬁease
Category - Completious Ncen-Completions
| N & N 3
25 Years or Less 55 (o0) 52 £51)
25 Years or More . __ 6 _{10). 3 { 6}
Total - 61 (00} 56 (100}
=2 ﬂ-,_l LEE, p o> . . 05) '
(Yates correction applied) o
-

Total - 61 . {100} .

(2 = ,49, 1 4f, p > .05)

Category ) COmpletlon“ Non—Completlons
N . % N %
- One or Less : . 32 . (52} 33 {59)
‘'wo or More ; 29 {48) 23 (41)
56 (100}

Ienqth of Time to Parole Ellqiblllty (Unknown exclade&)




