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Introduction

The goai of this report is to present an.analyéis of all persons committed
to the supervision of the Department of Correction for murder between 1943 and
1966, The focus will be on the type of person convicted of murder, his behavior
. while confined; and - for those who have been released - adjustment in the
- community. This-iﬁformation, while important in itself, may have some imélications
for the controversial isSué of capital punishment. Although a godd deal has besn
wfitten‘about capiﬁal pﬁnishment, much of 1t has been phildgpphical or polemical.
The éim of the pfesent étudy is to provide sqme_émpirical daéa on convicted
murderers which may have a bearing Aon capital punishment.

In an earlier study'Bugden and Serkess preﬁared a déscribtive analysis of all
inmates-sefving a life sentence for murder as of January 1, 1959.1 The present
étudy, in addition to preSenting_a description of a larger sample of convicted
murderers, includes a.compsfison_of murderefs with other offenders on selected

variablés,.as well as an analysis ofrrecidiiism for those who have_been reléased,
&

Method

lggg'gggglge 2143 subjects were committed to the Department of Correction
- for first.or.second degree murder from 19&3'thfough 1966; Compléte data could
‘be collected for ELO of these subjects.' Two cases were drOpped from.the sample
since_theif offenses-were reduced to manslauéhﬁer after theif commitment. Thus,

there were 238 éubjects in the sample of convicted murderers.,

- William F, Bugden and Leonard Serkess, nA Psycho-Social Study of 160 Male Inmates
. Serving a Life Sentence for Murder in Institwtions of the Massachusetts D
- Department of Correctlon, Janua:w‘l, 1959" Department of Correction, mimeo,

(no date)




Comparative data on other offendera ware derived from two sources. Thﬂ

| primary sources were the samples used in the Base: Expectancy ‘Studies done at
Concord,zNorfolk,Band W‘alpole.h The Concord sample included &ll those who ware}

released from’that institution in 1959, while tha Norfolk and Walpole samples |
included all thase releasec in 1960 from these 1nst1tution3. Gonvlcted murderera
were eliminated from these samples 80 that the comparlson between murdarers and
:other offenders would not be confounded by the icclusion of murderers in the'
"cthér.offender“ sample.

| The second source of comparative data was the total number of subJects
commlttad to the Department of Correction in 1965.5 ‘Again, those conﬂicted of :
:flrst or second dogree murder. were-dropped from ‘this sample. When comparative :
tables are presented, the specifle "other offendern sample w1th which thc convicted
mprderers are being compared will be clearly-indlcated.

Data Collection. The data for thislstudy-were.collected from'the folders of

: convicted murdercrs. The variables analyzed fell under six general categories';"
(A) Background Factors, (B). Criminal History, (c) Data on Present GOmmitment, .

'_(D) Release Data, (E) Post-release Data, ‘and (F) Recidivism Data, It was not

apocaible to compare conV1cted murdererszw1th-othar offenders on all variablos.

due tofailack of inforﬁatidn oo_some:factors in the "other offender” aamples-f

7 _ . - S S :
Ralph Metzner and Gunther weil, "Predicting Racldlvism- Base Rates for Massachusetta
-Correctional Institution, Concord,ﬂ.Journ. Crim. Law, Crimlnol., and Pollco Sc. -

(Sept-, 1963) pp- 307-316

' 'Franciq J; Carney, "Predicting;Recidivism'in 2 Medium Security Correctional
- Institution," Journ. Crim. Law, Criminol., and Police Sc. (Sept., 1967) = -
| ;pp. 338-3h85 T o T T T
oy e : _ _ R s :
Francis Je Carney, "Predicting Recidiv1sm in a Maximum Securlty Correctional S
~ Institution: Some Emerging Generalizations," Department of Correctlon, mimeo AT
(Oct., 1966) - . e TN S TR
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" Findings

The findings of this study are presented in Appendix A under the six general
categories mentioned above. | ' | | | |

A. Background Factors. 4As Tables A, 1 through A, lB'indicate,'convictad

murdererstand.other.offenders_conld be compared on 8 of the“13.variabies_under-.'
ﬂBackground Factoret, No Significant-differences wereffound.between convicted'_

. mnrderers and other offenders on age at commitment (Table A, 1), race (&, 3),
education (4, L), and military service~da£a.(r, 7)e On the other hend, aignificant
differencea as described below, were found between the two samples in terms of sex,

- marital: status, occupational status, and behavior disorders. |

Table A, 2 shows that females were. significantly underrepresented in the
-.. sample of murderers, Only aboutone out of fifvy of the mnrderers (2.1%) was
:'d female, while about one out of five of the other offenders (20 9%) was a woman._-"
| A highly significant difference was found in marital status (A, 6)
=Gonvicted murderere were more 1ikely to have been 31ng1e (52 12) than other
:- offenders (L5, 3%). Of the llh murderers who had been married, 30.7% were widowed,

" while only L.3% of the other offendere were widowed. The explanationyof ‘this

'Z’finding'is,rather atraightforward. There were 35 convicted murderers who were
- widowed, and of these, 82 9% were committed for ‘the murder of their 3pouses. .
Table A, 8 reveals a significant difference between the two samples in

regerd to occupational statua. Gonvicted murderers were underrepresented in the

i,:; _._flower occupetional class and overrepresented in the.. middle occupetional clals and~

_lin the student category.

' The fourth signif:cant difference was found in regard to behavmor disorders R

'(A 9). A significantly lower proportion of convicted murderere manifested :

symptoms of problem drinking (i e.,2 or more arrests for drunkennese) or narcotic S

-_:addiction (i.e.,l or more erreets for narcotic offenaes).



.'Fér'ﬁﬁ§;reﬁéining'five fariables-under ﬁﬁgékgiaﬁadfFaE£5£se_ﬁe comparative
| date WEre'eveileble._:Table Ay 5 on intelligence quotientsfenowe more nurderers-
with below average than above average I. Q.S. Table- A, 10 - early home life -:

rindicates that a substantial minority (36.2%) came from inferior homes (as
'vdeflned in Appendix C)y while another h.?% had either left home or were raised

' inoen institution, 'With respect to employment patterna, only 17.2% had been B
regularly employed (4, 11),-aﬁ¢ only a little o&e;nnalf'thé‘sample (52.1%)‘wa8_
.employed at the time of the present of fense, Finally,-Table Ay 13 reveals that
' the.convioted murderers were primarily angurban'group. '70.3% were living in _
 :ci£iee or towns with popuietions_of S0,000_or more at.the:time of their'orfensee

| Further, hS.U% of the convicted murderers were living in cities of 100,000 or

" more., There are four cities in Massachusetts with a population this large. About

. : . _ 6 _
207 of the total Mﬁesechusetts‘population reside in these four citiee. Thns,

the proportion of conV1oted murderere who were 11v1ng in these cities is more than
'tw1ce that of total Messachnsetts population in these hlghly urbanized areas, Thls-
 spotlights- the overrepresentation of 1nd1viduals with. urban backgrounds in the.
;sample of conV1cted murderers. o i

B.'Criminal History. Under crimlnal history signlficant dlfferences were.

found between convicted murderers and other offenders for the three faotors on whlch -

':fcomparatlve data were avallable. The data on prior arrests show that murderere werex-

VSignificantly older.at'the time of their flrst'arrest'fﬁgal)' 3?.8% of the murderers S

_-d«were 20 or older at their. first arrest, while 25 7% of the other offender° were in _'

“dthis age category when flrst arrested._ Also, a highly elgnlflcant dlfference was

_:found on number of prlor arrests (B, 2). The proportion of those w1th 8ix or more :

nprior arrests wag, almost tw1ce as high 1n the. other offender sample (6h.h%) a8 egf_

”’d_: i§ wae in the sample=of_conv1cted murderors-(Bh;h%)-_ Further, two out_of three '

- The Decennial Censea: 1965, The. Commonwealth of Massachusetis, pp':3f6* :
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subjects’ in the mirderers! sample had never been arrested for'dfunkenﬁéséd(Bs 3),
'-and_only one of'the_238 conrioted morderers had a prior errest for e marcotic :
offense (B, k). o |
o The difference between the two samples in: regard to prior penal commitments
_(B, 5) was as impressive as the differences w1th regard to prior arrests. Over
half-the conv1ctedjmnrderors (5505%) had no prior commitments in an adult
j:correctional institution, while only 29.9% of the other offenders had no prior
commitmemts. Indeed, ohly one out.of four murderero had been previously inoarcerated
" dn a State or Federal Correctional: Institution (B, 6)s Two out of three had never |
been commltted to & House of Correction. - | o
The data in this section clearly 1nd1catea that convicted: mnrderers had less -
" gerious crlmlnal histories - than other offenders - at least 1nsofar as this dlmen31on
'f:is reflected by the factors studied here.

Ce Data on Present Commitment. Table C, 1 presents the data on type of murder '

, conv1ction - i.e, first or second degree - according to the year of commitment.

) The 2L year time period under” study was divided into 8 categorles of three years.

':e-This table shows that 61 (25, 6%) of the 238 subjects in the sample were commltted

p;efor flrst degree murder, 177 (7he. h%) were commltted for second degree murder. The -
_.table also reveals a considerable amount of fluctuation in terms of the number of
'“:subaects commltted for firet and second degree murder over. the 24 year perlod.* :
;:iFor example, sllghtly over half of ‘those conv1cted of first degree murder {50. 8%)
'i.were commltted 1n the last six years under study - i.e. 1961 through 1966. This
;‘pr0portion (50. 8%) is approxlmately'twice as hlgh as the proportion of those -

 -_;committed for oecond degree murder (2h.3%) durlng the sams time period.__Thls.;"'

"*Figures on the Massachusetts population show a steady 1ncrease of 20 per cent over
the 2h year period under study. L . o ;
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t_fluctuation is also: reflected in the "Totall column of. Table Gy Lo For example,

-~ in the pericd 19h3-h5, 13 people were committed for murder, vwhile in the following

- time period (1546-48) 53 people were committed, ' |

In order to spotlight more clearly the actual degree of fluctuaticn in'murder

convictions the number of commitments is preeented on a yearly basis in the. graph

in Appendix B. . This. graph shows a striking increase in the-number of murder

1 commitments after 1945, Perhaps this upeurge in the.number of cormitments in 1946

- through 19h8_was related to the ending of World War II. At any rate, ‘in the late
zhO'e and early 50's there was a eteady decline in the number of murder commitments,
which was reversed by another increase. in the mid-50'8, = After 1955 the trend
”dounward resumed, reaching the lowest pOint-of the study in 1958 with only'three

‘h'individuala.committed for murder in that year. Since 1958 there has been a general -

; although somewhat sporadic ~ increase in the number of murder ccmmitments through
1966, | |

- Turning back to the "Data on Present Commitment" Table C, 2 1ndicates that

?r_the families of convicted murderers tended to maintain a rather high degree of

& 'intereet in their incarcerated relatives. 82 O% of the convicted murderers had at It

"f'leaet a euetained interest from their familiee° Only 12.1% appeared to be isolated

- from their families, or had no living relativee. (The categories under "Famnhr

"i Interest“ are defined in Appendix C. )

Frcm the data on dieciplinary reports (C, 3), 1t does not appear that conv1cted

:* murderers present any particular behavxoral problema 1n the 1nstitution. 81.0%-had~ :

"*-rfewer than five diseiplinary reports, while 42.4% had none at all. These proportions

'?__are rather impreesxwa . considering the- long period of incarceration that. most of the_ :

A7Isubjects have undergone. Unfortunately, comparative date on . other offendere were

fif not, available on this factor. -
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D, Data on Releaaea In- Table Dy 1 the current status of subjects - i.es as 5

fof January, 196? = i3 presented according to four categories of year of commitmant.

-This~table shows that almost two out of three of the 66 subjects committed during

the 1943-1948 périod have been released to the community (60.6% have been paroled

‘and 3.,0% have raceived 2 full and complete pardon)s 17 (25. 8%) were still confined,_

with k4 of tha 17 committed to the Brldgewatar State ‘Hospital.

This table alao shows that three subjects « L. 5% of those committed from 1943=
48 ~ were exscuted. The last execution in Massachusetts took place on May 9, 1947

when two men were gent to the electric chairs. - The death penalty has been applied

' 65 times in Massachusetts since the law which prov1ded for: executlon in the

,'electric chair was passed in 1898. No women have ever been electrocuted in

Massachusettis, In this. century, the death penalty was applled most frequently

: during the ten year period, 192?-1936 when 25 men were axecuted. Slnce that tlme,

there has been a steady decline in the number of executions as the following graph

15

‘No. of Executions
Exec |
i

-indicatés._'”'.

Trends in the A _pplication of the Death Penal_y in Massachusetts: 19001965 _

1 ) " ! P i i 1 1 i 1 1 ’ ko P

- Reo-03
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Table D, 2 - release data by length of incarceration - reveals that 59 (83, l%)
of the 71 subjects who have been releaned to the community served at least nine
'years in a correctional institution. ' On the other ‘hand, 6l (41.4%) of the 155
subjects stlll -confined have been incarcerated for nine years or longer. The

‘average length of time served by . the 71 subjects who wers releaeed was 13.8 years.,

E. Post<Releage Datsa,.Post-release information was avallahle on four factors

for the 71 subjects.who had been releaged to the community, -The data on occupatidnal*
status (E, 1) shows that 36,6% of those releaeedfwent to work in middle cleee jobe;:f
Recall that only 1h.uf of the subjects held middle class jobs at the time of their
. commitment, Thls finding may mean that there was a blas toward releasing convicted -
' murderers with middle claas backgrounda. However, of the 26 subjects who were
releassd to middle class Jobe, only 7 (26.9%) held middle class occupations prior
 to0 their commitment. Therefbre, it is prooably more likely that thoss who had
‘learned a meaningful skill while confined were the ones most apt to be paroled. |
It is striking that none of those releaaed had unfavorable work records (E 2),
as defined in Appendix C. Almost 7 out of 10 (69.0%) had favorable employment .
records - i.e. worked steadily while on parole. There is, however, probably a
-:selective factor operating here, in that the Parole Board ie more likely to
releaee those with good employment prospects. | - ' :
The average age at releaee wae-hl.? years (E, 3). The majority of those

releaeed was. ho or older (55. 0%) at the time of their return to the communlty._ |

_ Table E, 4 1ndicates that a high proportion of released murderers return to _“_]
: urnan ereas. h2.3% were released to citiee with populatione of lOO 000 or more.rii'
) Earlier it was po:.nted out. that only about 20% of the total Maeeachusetta -
populatlon reeide in citiee with population this large. The data in Table E, h,:."
"i_are very similar to those 1n Table A, 13, which preeented the population of the

- cities or towns where PonVicted murderers were: living at the timc of their

. commitment. Thns, it is -clear that a very high proportion of convicted murderers
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F. Data on Recidivism. Table F, 1 réveals that 57 (80.3%) of the 71 subjects

" released to thé community had no further arrests as of January, 1967; Of the 1i

: squects who had been arrested, 6 (42.9%) were arrested only for traffic violations.
On the other hand, one of the remaining eight releasees was arrested for ?irst
Degree Murder. 'This subject'was found guilty of this charge andrwas-sentenced to
~death. However, this verdict was later set aside by the Massachasetts Supreme
Judicial Court. At the present writing, the outcome of this issue is still
:pehding, and thse suﬁject has.been re-incarcerated fOr.a violation of his parole
conditions; Other offenses for wﬁich'releasees have been arrastad include:-
asSault'and'battery (2 man), larceny (3 meﬁ), illegal pbssessioﬁ of firearms '
(l‘ﬁan), and operating a motor vehicle without a license (1 man).

It is interesting to note that L (5.6%) of the 71 people released were
females. None af these four women had any further arrests ar parole violaxions.'_.
It is also noteworthy that the average 1ength of time 1ncarcerated for these
four women was 6 years, while the average for male releasess was 4.3 years.

Table F, 2fprov1des a detalled_breakdown of follow-up data‘qn_releasees
.accordiag to.the.length_of time since their return to the community. Note that-
'a”8 of'thef?l releaseea have-had_their éaroles revoked agd'hava been're-iacarcérafed.
.'.It is'important_to emphasize, in presenting‘data on recidiviam that the definition'
f'ér the term, récidivism, must be alsarly spelled oute In prev1ous studles done by

*the Massachusetts Department of Gorrectlon a recidlvist has been deflned as any
‘subaect who was returned to a county, state or federal correctlonal 1nst1tution
“‘_for one month/ﬁitﬁggefour years of hlS release. Thls.def1n1t10n=1ncludeslparola

aV1olatqrs as well asrthose.receiv1ng a new aentence from the aouft; 'ﬁsing this
";adefiﬁitibﬁ;”tha.6véra11 recidivism'faﬁe'for.the three ﬁajof'male cafrectiohal '

'7 £1nst1tutions in Massachusetts - M, C I., Walpole, M. C I., Norfolk and M.C. I., -

:'5Da Concord_- was-BQ.S%. When_thls de inltlon of re01d1v1sm was applled to tha present'- '




sample of released conv1cted murderers, there were 30 subjects who had been

" released early enough for a four year follow-up. One'subgect had died within

four years;of his release. Of the remaining 29 subjects, only 3 were r601d1vists.
_Thus, the rec1d1v1sm rate for convicted rurderers was. 10 3%. ThlS is 31gn1ficantly_

-_lower than the overall rec1d1vism rate of 59 5% (K = 29,30, df = l, p«{}OOl).
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- Discussion

' Theostudj"hes revealed significent:differences between cOnvicted_murderers
'and other offenderS'on:severel'factors. One_aree'where a consistent pattern of
significant-differencee-emerged was -that of criminal history.' A very high level
of statistical-significance.was eesociaﬁed with the.findinge,that oonwiqted_f '
- murderers were older'fhan other_offenders at the time of their first arrest, had o
fewer prior arrests, and had a higher'proeoreion_of_shbjects with no previous
incarcerations, The latter two differences were not simply a function of age,
since the'age'distributioos of the two samples were quite similar, Although_ﬁhis
peﬁtern of differences nay mean:thet_convicted murderere eere more adept a£4
 avoiding arrest and incarceration, it would seem more likelyethat they were much
© less involved_in.a-"criminal" style of life than other offerders,

The- analysis of recidivism spotlighted another important difference between
'convicted murderers and other offenders. The recidivism rate of convicted
| murderere'(lo 3%) was significantly lower than the overail'recidivism rate of
'ff the three major male correctlonal 1nst1tutlons {59, 5%) It_shoold'be.emphasi;ed
that there is a selectlve factor operating here, That is;_sihce all conrioted
i murderers received at least a 11fe sentence from the courts,'only those who |
show ‘a high probablllty of maklng a successful adgustment in the communlty are
likely to be released by the Parole Board. Therefore, it would be expected thet
~ the re01d1v1sm rate of conv1cted murderers be somewhat 1ower than the overall return |
.rate. However, the fact that the overall return rate of other offenders was.

approx1mately six times hlgher than that of conv1cted murderers, suggests that -

"the selectlve factor notw1thstand1ng - conv1cted murderers have a relatlvely

thgh probabllity for successful communlty adJustment._, ;
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Summary-. .

| Thieqstudyfpresents an analysis of all persons fN=238) committed to
Massachusetts oorrectlonal institutions for murder from 19h3 through 1966,
Information was collected in six general sreas: Background Factors, Crimlnal
Hlstory, Data on Present Comm1tment Data on ‘Release, Posturelease Data, and
Data on_Rec1d1vism. Convicted murderers could be compared with other offeoders
on varlables under three of these general areag = RN background factors, criminal
history, and recldiv1sm.

When compared to.other offenders on background factors, convmcted murderers
were ‘much: ‘more likely to be male, to be widowed (due to a substantial proportlon
who were commltted for murder1ng~their spouses), to be higher in occupational
status, and to have fewer symptoms of problem drlnklng or drug abuse, No
: signlficant dlfferences were found in regard to age, race, education, and mllltaxw'-
service data. _ |

| In terms of criminal hlstory, conv1cted murderers appeared to have mnch less
'serions records than other offenders. For example, they were significantly older
| at the tlme of their first arrest, and they had 31gn1f1cantly fewer prlor arrests
and prlor 1ncarceratlons.

-The-data on recid1v1sm revealed that convioted-murderers had 2 significantljw

' lower -recidivism rate (10 3%) than other offenders (59, 5%) Thie differenoe seemed
_:to be too great to be explalned by a selectlve factoy aloris, Therefore, 1t was o
.concluded that relative to other. offenders, conv1ctedlhurderers have a very low

probabllity of returnlng to a correetlonal 1nst1tutlon after thelr release to.

“the community.



Appendix-A

A Statistlcal Profilse of Convicted Murderers, Includmg a

Gomparison with Other Offenders on Selected Varlables

_ _ Murderers 3' Qther Offenders
Varisle oy @ 5 ®
A. Backéfoﬁhd Facfbfs | |
l. Age EE,Commitmegt* : _ _
2k or younger | | - 100 (L2.0) 362 (hld)

25 or older - 138 (58,0) . U458 (55.9)
| | X2 = ,3h, 4f = 1, .50 p<L.T0 |

2. Sewwe |
male 233 (97.9) 637 (79.1)
female : . 5 (2.1) 168 (20.9)
| | X2 = 46,77, 4f = 1, p<.00L |

3 Reso - L o |
| " White | g (8Le5) - 647 -(?8.93'

Non-White - =~ - . hh (38.5) 113 (21
| K7, af =1, 30<p<L50
4. Educa#ioh** R

'8£h'grade'or less . 129 'CEh;2). ' 375 (47.5)
9th grade or more ' 109 (L5.8) -l (52.5)

2 = 3,26, df = 1, «05<p<.10

5. Intelligence Quotients .

above 110 S - 27*'(1157)'

70. =9 - R 57 (2h.0y
69 or lower o 13 - ( 5.,5) T
- no information =~ . - _78 (31.5)'-

: *Indicates that murderers are compared w1th sample derlved for Base Expectancy Studles _

**Indlcates that murderers are compared w1th all" 1nmates commltted to the Department of
Correctlon in 1965 (excludlng Brldgewater) . . R



" Murderers. . Other Offenders.

N | @ | X o (%)
6o Marital Statugs _ _
single v 12k (52.1) 365 (15.3)
married - - 38 (16.0) 229 (28.k)
divorced or. sep. .k (17.1) 192 (23.8)
widowed 35 (14.8) 19 ( 2.4)

= 70,82, df = 3, pL.001

of the 35 convicted murderers who were widowed, 29 (82, 9%) were committed
for the murder of their spouses,

‘7o Military Service Data®’ | |
no military service 139 (58.4) M (56.2)

honorable discharge - 59 (24.8) Co 211 (25.7)
other then honorable disch. = L0 (17.2) 8 (18.1)

X2 = .38, df = 2, 8O P<.90

8. Occupationsl Statusss

upper . b (1.7) 15 ( 1.9)
middle 0 3 () 50 ( 6.3)
lower - 176 (7h.6) C 713 (90.h) -
military service o = 5 € 2.,1) 6 (0.8)
studen'b L . : 1_7 ( 7¢2) 5 (1 0.6) §
| '9.nBehario:_Disorder8* 4 | N _

" none . | - 187 (78.6) 52  (63.9)

alcoholiSm, drug addlction :: 51 (21.h)’_, L 296 (36.1) |

= 18.01, df = 1, p<i00L"

10, Early Home ILife

_.superior = 03 (1h.)
average . 7 91 (L40.8)
inferior - 86 (36.2)

" left home - .3 (1.3)
institution 8 (3

( Le2)

no information .- -~ N 10

**Indlcates that murdarers are’ compared w1th all 1nmates commltted to the Department of -
Correction in 1965 (excludlng Brldgewater) : _ . REE

-



'MprdEféféf“ : ' Other Offenders

| T ® @
11. Stability of Employment | |
regular | Bl (17.2)
- irregular . . : - 80 (33.6)
‘casual _ 97 (40.7)
‘student 17 ( 7.2)
never worked . 3 (1.3)

- 12. Employed at Preésent Offense ? -

- yes | - 12l (52.1)
 student 17 ( 7.2)

13. Size of City or Town Where
Living at Present Offense

100,000 or moré'j. - 109 (LS.&)
50,000 - 99,999 59 (2L.9)
10,000 ~ 49,999 _ L9 (20.6)
" under 10,000 _ 16 ( 6.9).
out of state h (1.7)
offense committed in 1 ( 0.5)
_ prispn :
'B. Criminal History
1. Age éi;Firét Arrests - , _
- 19 or younger C1k8 . (62.2) - 610 (7&q3)
20 or older. 90 (37.8) . . 210 (25.7)

'  2.3-Number gﬁ_Prior'Arrests*' '

'S or fewer R 156 (65.6) -:_: 292  (35.6) _
6 or more . o 82 (3kh. h)_;_. : 528a'(6hoh). C

z?:. 65.30, af = 1, P g0

3. No. of Prior Arrests :
f—r Drunkenness

" rione : .. ’ 157 (66-0)

1 L 30 (13.0)
2ormore . 51 (21,0)

*%Indlcates that murder&rs are. compared with all 1nmates committed to the Departmsnt of
Correction in 1965 (eicludlng Brmdgewater) o . . O



- Ls No. of Prior Arrests
 Yor Narcotic Offenses ._

none

. -one

5. Prior Penal Cormitments+

Te

Ce Data

no prior state, federal

. or Housa of Corr, Comms,

prior state s fedoaral s O
House of Corr. comms,

132 (55.5)
106  (Ul.5)

Ef. .(E)

2hs  (29.9) .
575 (70.1)

2 ='52,64; df = 1, p<:;001

Prior State or.Fed. Commsi# -

~ nona

one
two or more

none
- one _
two or more

.Prior:House _cg'_ Corr, Commse,

187

177
38

23

3k
L7

(66.0)
(s.2)
(19.8)

21_1_ Present Commitment (Murderers only)

1. Type of Murder GConviction by Year of Commi tment

o l9emn

. 5860

- Year

" Murder, 1st degres .

(%)

W3hs
16-48

=
W
[ ] »

Sody
R

h)CNUJHJE;hJ.I==

6163 12
6-66 . - 19

‘Total .~ 61

L — o~ N o, P o
L .
= =3\ CoNO N

e~
8.
°
o

BELorE

oo

- Murder, 2nd degree -

95
43 -
19
21
22
: 18”
S22
.21

wo

@ 5

(6:2) . 13
(2h03) LT '_'_'53

(10.7). ’ E : 26

(11.9) 2

(12.y) - 28
(10.2) . . . 20
';(120&)'. . v Bh

e) o ko

238

Other Offendsrs |

. (.505) ..
(22d?)"'

(10,9)

(10.1)
(11.8)

,(lho3): R |
'(16.8).  .

(200,0)

. %Indicates that murderers are compared with sample derived for Base Expectency Studies

e



- Ivim'.dfer_e:ee-‘;= s . Other Offenders
2, Family Interest During Confinement o o

very active ' 57 . (24.0)
active : 89 (37.0)
sustained : - L9 (21.0)
passive . : 20 ( B.k)
none . 9 ( 3.7)
no information 1y ( 5.9)
- 3o Number of Disclplinary Reports
none _ : - 201 (h2.h)
14 o 92 (38.6)
5 or more .. L5 (19.0)

D. Data on Release (as of Jan., 1967)

- 1, Release Data by Year of Commitment

o Year _o__f'. Commitment ,
Release Data . 194348 19L9-5h 1995-60  1961-66 . Total
| E @ F @ ¥ ® K@ X@

 Paroled M0 (60.6) 25 (50.0) 4 (8.3) - 69 (29.0)
Pardoned (full & complete) 2 ( 3.0).. _ - 2 ( 0.8)
Died. while confined S L (6.1) 4 ( 8.0) - - 8 { 3.4)

. Executed 3 (Le5) _ - 3 ( 1.3)

' Released for Prosec. in Juv. Gt. : - - -1 ( 2.1) - -1 (06b)
Still Confimed o -

(2).4in correctional mst. 0 13 {19.7) 15 (30.0) L43 - (89.6) 734. (100.0)1h5 (60.9) _
(b) in Bridgewater State Hosp. L ( 6.1) 6 (12, o) _ 10 ( he2)
CTotal 66 (100.0)50 (100, 0)L8  (100.0)7h (100 0)238 (100. 0)
| 2'.-Re3.ease _-_Data by Length of Incarceration . ' ' ' '
| | | _ ' _ Release Data
Bel. to  Died Wmile Rl fo  SHIL |

- _ Ysars Served .'.Gonlmunity Confined‘ -Eﬁecut.ed' 'Juv.‘"_(?i;.'..g Con_fined.  Total - _

Coe 3 (k) 2 (25.0) 3 (100. o) 1 (100.0) 56 (36.1) 65 (27.3)
o 5=8 9 (la.7) - e 35 (22:6) Ly (1805)
o120 16 (1205) 1. (12.8) - - 26 (16.8) 43 (18.1)

S 13416 0 23 (32.4) 5 (62 5) - - © 19 (12.3) - W7 (19.7)

- 17e20 . 20 ,(28.2) _ a - - 17 (11.0) .37 (15.5)
23e2y - - - - 2 (1.3) 0 2 (0.8)

'_T'et..a.'l._. | et (mo._o)-_'_ 8 :(100_.0_-)__'3 _'(160.0).' 1 (100.0)155 '_-(100 1) 238"-__(-_99,9)': 5 "



~Hnrderers_5f . OtherIOffenBers
r® O ®

E. PostmRelease Data (for the 71 suplgcts reloased to the community)

1. Occupational Status

. Uppﬁr i
‘Middle

Lower
Retired .
Unemployed

No Information

w8 Ro

-3
o
o
o
o
<@
Q
St

. Total
2+ Work Record =

- Favorable

" Somewhat Favorable
Somewhat Unfavorable
Unfavorable '
Part Time Work:
Retired _

No Information

O FOMNEN

3. _5_ at Release (ave, age = hl 7)

2029 11 (15.5)
3039 - 21 ' (29.6)
4oLl : _ 22 (31.0)
50-59 . 100 (Ther)
60 or older : ST (9.9)
h. Population of Clty or Town |
100,000 or more 30 (h2.3)
. -50,000. = 99,999 170 (23.9)
10,000~ 49,999 - - 18 (25.L)
under 10,000 _ 2 ( 2.8)
No Informatlon Sk (5.6)
F. Data on Recidivism ' ":
1._Subsequent Arrests.__' .
| . None . R o 57 (80.3)
Offenss vs., Person -~ 3 ( L.2)
‘Offsnse vs, Property : 3 (Lhe2)
.. Other -Offenses . | -2 ( 2.8)
& (815)

';Trarfic vlolatian‘



- 2, Parole Data by Length of Time on.Outside

Elapsed Time

“up to 1 yr.

1 up t0:2 yrs.
2 up to 3 yrs.
3 up to Ly yrs,

i up to 5 yrs. -

5 yrs. or more

Total _

Pérole.

~ Still on

19 (35,
6 {11,

5

~3 ( 5.7)
15 (28.3)

53 (99:9)

8)

3)

S5 ( 9.b)
9.4}

Revoked Died on  Parole
. and Returned  Parole  Terminated  Total

1 (12.3) 3 (5040) - 23 (32.4)

2 (25.0) 1 (26,7) e 9 (220T)

- 1 (16.7) 1 (25.0) 7 ( 9+9)

2 (25,0) 1 (16.7) @ = 8 (11.3)

oL | - 2 (50.0) 17 (23.9)
8 (100,0) 6 (100.1) 4 (100.0) 7L (100.1)
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AEEandix gﬁ,

1. Eétly Homé Life  (Table A, 10)

(a) Superior home: A home in which there was no serious economic problem, . .
' ' no apparent domestic discord; and there was some :
evidence of religious and moral traininge. The parents
in such cases will have been conventional, law-abiding
persons, frequently actlve in church, soclal, or civie
affairs. _

(b) Average home: - This is a residual category between superior and inferior.

: It may also be used in the case where one parent dies and
the remaining parent remarries, creating thereby a home
unmarred by family discord or poverty but ome which is not
superlor in character.

(c¢) Inferior home: A home in which ther was a pattern of poverty,'fémlly
C L 7 strife, abuse of the chlldren, drunkenness, -delinguency,
etce,

(d) Left Home: This category should be used where the offender left home
: of his own accord prior to sixteen years of age.

(e) Institution: This-category should be used where the offender was placed
- 'in an institution, such as an orphanage, and institulional
treatment represented an important part of hlS early life
as comparsed to home contacts. _ _

_2. Stabllity of. Employment (Table A, 11) -

(a) Regular: A person who has worked steadily all of his working life
. . . at one or only a few jobs. .

~(b) Irregular: A man who does not hold a job for any length of time, but
C . ' shows fairly continuous employment., He must have held a
job for one year or more in a working life of five years
or more, or for six months or more in a'worklng llfe of

~ less than five yoars, .
(c) Casual:s * A man who cannot hold a job more thah a few months at & time, '
' -  and who is generally discharged or quits because of his"
~ind1fferent attltude toward work 1n general- ' :

- (d) Student: A person whose pravious work hlstory'con51sts pr1nc1pally
' ' - - of school attendance, except for summer Or. after-school
'jwwk. . : . _ .

: (e)_Néver wbﬁked:_.;A person who-has-nevef workedjat.a;1Egi£ima£e pursuit.

'ﬁnge'ig.adgpgéd frbm Lloyd Oﬁliﬂ; Selection for Parole



3e Family Interest Dunng Goni‘imment *(‘I‘able Cy. 2)

(a) : g Acti.ve: . Inmat.e receives five or more letters a month i‘rom :
‘relatives. _
(b) Actives Inmate receives two to f:.ve 1etters a month from
: . : relatives.
(¢) Sustaineds Inmate receives fewer than two letters a month, -
_ - put more than one every three months.
(d) Passive: Tnmate receives letters only at rare intervals.
(o) None. Imnate receives no letters from relativea,

L. Work Record (Table E, 2)

(a) Favorable: . Worked steadily wh:n.le on pa.role.

(b) Somewhat Favorable: . Was employed for a greater perilod of time. than
o - was unemployed while on parole. _

| (c)'Some_v}rha_t Unfavorable: Worked some, but was unemployed for- a greater
period of time than was employed while on
parole. _

(8) Unfavorable: " pid not work at all while on parole.

%In; applying this code, a visit by e.r.elative was considered equal %o two'v:l_.si.ts.'




