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INTRODUCTION

In 1972, the Massachusetts Department of Correction 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 introducticn 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
ave 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 to provide
a mechanism whereby a more gradual process of societal leln r
tion for prisoners completing their sentences would occur,
thereby reduce the rate of reincarceration. This process is '“'77
plished in several ways. First the selected inmates live in g
integration residence located outside of the walled ;Lnstltut1‘? N
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- o
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 develop-
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 often 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 parole 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-



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 ox
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, 1f 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



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 Parole 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
wait for a parole. '

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-
cipants who did not complete the program but who were instead
returned to their sending institutions. Such an analysis is
deemed important for two basic reasons. First, if program ad-
ministrators have some sort of oljective guide by which to
predict in advance whether or not a particular individual has a
high, low or moderate success/fallure 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-completicn may be utilized
at the selection process stage for this purpose.

A second, perhaps more creative use of the indicators cculd
be at the reception and diagnosis stage of the pre-release pro-
gram. At the time of the client intake orientation period the
indicators could be utilized to identify high, moderate or low
completion risks. High risk groups could be identified and more
individualized and more intensive supervision or programming and
guidance 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 which high return risks would be assigned 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 failures.




RESEARCH DESIGN

2
The present study was begun in January of 138737 and was
designed with the purpose of answering the following research
guestion:

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.3

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 individuals 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 directly from the programs.




The other 91 individuals (40%) were returned to their walled
ingtitutions 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 T

Reason for Return to Sending Institution
Boston State and Shirley
Pre-Release Population: 1972-1973

Specific Reason Boston State gShirley 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
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) 10 (18) 17 (19)
Inability to Adjust 1 (3) 7 (13) 8 (9)
Other (i.e. own reguest) 4 (11) 2 (4) 6 (7)
Unknown 1 (3) 3 (5) 4 (4)

Total 36 (100) 55 (100) 91 (100)



Data Collection

Data collection for hoth the treatment and control samples
consist of: (1) criminal history variables, (2) social back-
ground variables, (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 Appendix
I of this report.é



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.

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

(2) Similar to item I above, the program non-completion
sample had a disproportionately 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 individuals 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 parole eligibility 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 months or longer before eligibility, only 21 per cent of
the program completion 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-completion 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 period 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 prior 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 non-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 oxr
more previous court appearances. Ninety-five percent of the
program non-completers 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
.to 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 variables util-
ized in the analysis are also given in Appendix II.

ITI. 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 variables
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 Paroles, Total Number of Prior
Court Appearances, Number of Previous Adult Paroles, 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 previous
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juvenile paroleé compared to 13 percent of the Completers.

(3) Analysis of the variable, Total Number of Prior
Court Appearances, revealed that a disproportionate number of
individuals who were Non-Completers had 1l 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.

(4) A disproportionate number of the Non-Completers had
experienced a previous ad.lt 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.

(3) When considering the variable, Total Number of Prior
Juvenile Incarcerations, it was found that Program Non-Com-
pleters more fregquently 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 indi-
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 complate and individuals wiio 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
freecdom 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
correcticnal 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 similarxr
types of inmates who dic not participate in a pre-release pro-
gram prior to release. Results revealed that these pre-release
centers reduced recidivism 50%.= 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/

- 13 -
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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 qguestion 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 aaalysis.

The comparison of commitment, personal background and
criminal history variables for the Boston State program com-
pleters versus non~completers yielded 9 variables that pro-
duced statistically significant differences on outcome. These
varig®-les 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 began 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 parole and thus a potentially longer
stay at the pre-release center. '

The compariscn 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-completexr
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. a
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-



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 ANAT.YSES

A, Ccomitment Variables

L. Institution of Criginal Ccmmitment*

Nunber of Jail Credits

. Age at Commitment
Present Offense (most serious charge)*

. Number of Charges Involved in Present Offense *

o 0 D W N
L}

. Type of Sentence¥

B. Personnel Backaround Characteristicyg Variables

1. Race*

2, Marital Status¥*

3. Military Sexrvice*

4. Lagt Cilvilian Address*

5. Enmergency Addressee*®

6. Occupational Field*

7. Length of Employment at Most Skilled Position
8. Longegt Time HFuployed at Any One Job

9., Last Grade Completed*
10. History of Drug Use*

C. Criminal History Variaplcs

1, 'Age at First Arrest
2, Age at First Drunk Arrest

3. Age at First Drug Arrest

*
An asterik indicates variables that will be formally
defined in Part B of this Appendix. )

.




E.
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Iqtal Nunmb<.r of Court App2rarances

Number
Numbec
Numbex'
Number
Number
Nurnber
Numberx
Nunmbe
Number
Nurnber
Number
Number
Nurniber
Nuriber:
Nunbex

Munther

Releasing

of Court Appearanceg for Persca Offenses
of Court ApéePrances for Provarty bffenses
of Court Appearances for Sex Offenses

of Court Appearances for Narcotic Off=nses
of Court Appearances for Drunkenness Offenses
of Court Appearances for Escape Offenses
of Juvenile Commitments

of House of Correction Commitments

of Prior “tate of Federal Commitments

of Any Incarcervationg

of Juvenile Paroles

of Adult Paroles

of Any Pardlies

of Juvenilc Parcle Violaéions

of Adult Parcle Violations

of Any Parole Violations

Variables

1.
2.

Y

e

Age at
Length

Release

of time s»rved on present incarceration

Type 0Ff Leleasge,*

Recidivism Var iab.e
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PART B

FOR-AL DEFINITION3 OF VARIABIES

Inst itution »f Orriginal Conmitment

a, Walpole

b. Concord

Framingham

d, Other inﬁtitutions

Pregent Offenge

a. Offeriges Against the Person (Chapter 265)*

Muxder, lst dearee (section 1)
Murder, 2nd deudree (section 2)
Mans lauchter {section 13)
Assaults with intent to commit murder. -
includes assault with intent toc murder, maim, etc.,:;
agsault to commiiv murder; assault with a deadly
weapor with intent to murder; assault with lntpnt
to kill (section 15)

Attenpted nurdex

includes all attempts to commit murder, other
than assaultg: attempted murder, attempts to commit
nurder by poisoning, drowning, or strangling
(section 16)
Arned Robbery iszction 17)
Unaxrmed Robbery

includes robbery, robbery-not being armed,
robbery by force and violence. (section 19)

Assgsaults with .intent to rob, etc., Being Armed
includes asszult with a deadly weapon with intent
to rob. (section 18)

Agsaulte ,rith intent to rob, etc. Not Beinr Armed

T icludes assaul: to rob, assault witha irtent to
rob, assault witb intent to rob by force and violence
(section 20)

Coniinirg or putt:ng in fear a person for the purpose
of steal:na

includes breaking, burning or blowing up a safa
(scction 21)

*
Chapters and sections refer to the General Laws

of Massachusetts.

-
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Arined Assau]\s in dwelling houses
“fhe act n n.ay be an actual assaul: or an

‘attpmpt (section 18%),

Assault and Asgault and Battery

“ne ludes assault, assault and bettery, assault
on an officer (sections 13A und 13D)

Bssault and Battery with Dangerous Weavon (seztion
i5A) :

Agsat.lt Ly means ¢f a Dangerous Weapon
ircludes armed assault. (secticn 15)3)

‘Mayhein (section 14)

Assaults not befrre mentioned
anludas assault with intent to commit man-
slaughter (section 29)

Kidnapping,
includzs abduction, holding hostages. (section 26)
Extortion '
Tncludes attempts to extort money, threats,
(secticn 25)
Conspiracy
wheire possible do not code case here, but under
the specific crine that the subject conspired to

commit., That is, conspiracy to commit larceny should

be coded as (522) Larceny.

Sex Offenses - Against the Person (Chapter 265)

Ilpg (section 22)
Asgault with Intent to Commit que

inc ludes attempts to rape, indecent assaunlt on
an adult, indecent assault and battery on an adult,
indecent: assault on an adult with intent to rape
(section 24)

Rape of Female under Sixteen (section 221)
Rape of Child

includes carnal abuse of a child carnal abuse
of a child under "x" years, statutory rave
(section 23)

Assauir on Female under Sixteen wich intent to
commit ra — o

ircludes att.empts to carnally sbuse, assault on
child unacr ttre age of conseat, 1.ndeC(m: assault

an a minor (scction 24B)

Indccent Aszault and Ba:terw on Child unde:: 14
‘Includer indecent assaul’: and battery 0. a minor
(section 1io).
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Jnniatural and Lasc ivious Acts (Chaptor 272)
inc ludes '‘mnatural acts, lasciviois acts,
agssaults to commit unnatural sex acts (sectior. 35)

Unnatural 2:ts with Child under 16 (section 31)
Sodonv »nd Buggery (secticn 34)
Tncest (section 17)
Other Sex Offenses

includes aduliery, fornication, indecer* exposure,
lewd lascivious conabitation, lewdness, oran
and gross lewdness. {sections 14, 16, 18, 53)

Crimes Against Property (Chaptar 266)

Arson

includes burning of houses, woods, ferce, etc.;
and any attempts. (sections: 1,2,5,5A,7,8,9,10,
108, 109, 111a)

Burglary, Reing Armed or Making an Agsault

includes armed burglary, bresking and entering
with intent to assault with dancgerous weapon (sec—
tion 14) '

Burglary
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) .

Possegsion of Burglary Implements (section 49)
Stealing

includes stealing in building, ship, at a fire,
ete. (sectionzg 20,24) '

Larceny from the Person (section 25)
Larceny
includes attempted larceny. (section 30)

Theft of a Motor Vehicle

inc¢ludes larcenv of a motor vehicle, operation
without authority cr owner af'~r suspensicn, opera-
tion without authority »>f owner, use wiihout ‘
authority (sect.ion 2&;

Forgery and Utlering
include forgery, utteving, counterfeiting
(section 37 ard 37A and Chapcer 267, unections 1--31)

Common and Notorious Thicf .ge~tior. 47
FPraud .
ine Le?2r enbezzlement (gsections: 50-59)




1
- 24 - .

Recaiving Stolen Goods
includes woth the receiving and the buylng of
stolen goods (section 60)

Common Recciver of Stolen ¢oods (section 62)

Malicioug or Wanton Injuries to Property

inc ludes the destruction, defac amensz, wilrul
injury, explosicn of both puklic cr pr.ivate
property; malicious mischief (sections: 94.-114,
124-120) .

Other Offansecs (Chapter 268- A/J)

Escapes .,

includes attemphis, asc.:u:.tlng in, accasgsory to
(Chapter 26&6-Sections 15, 16, 1l6a, 17)
Weapons Offenses

ine ludes carrying or possession (Chanter 269--
Section 10)
Nongupportc

inc ludeg desertion (Chapter 273-Section 1 thxru 10)

Polyguny,
includes bigamy (Chapter 272-Section 15)

Stcubborn Child
includes x unaway, Common n ight walker {Chapter
272-Section 53) .

Deriving Suppori from Prostitute (Chapter 272-Section

9y T
Digturbaing the Peace

includes idle and disorderl; (Chapter 272-
Section 53)
Progtitution (Chapter 272-Section 53)

Illegitimacy (Chapter 273-Section 11-19)
Abortion (Chapter 272-Section 19)

Gaming .
includes the manufacture, posqegsion, or sale of

gaming :,mplements, keeping common gaming house
(chapter 271-Sec.ciu.n 1-48)

Motor Vehicle Olfenses

includes all. motor ~'ehicl: ofjenses other tlwn
larceny of a motor vehic le, »nperation wwithout
authority of cwner after suspension, ¢peration
without authority of owne:rs, use w'thout authcr tty.

Contempt of Cor.t
includes puzrjury (Chap:er 268, <~ccion 1)

’nww"_:_,;_}
includes both accepting and offerlng (Ch=ptcr

268A-Sections 1-24)
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'

Irurkenness .hapter 272-Section 48)

Possaesgsion of Narcotic.Drucs -

includes tne possession of all nexcotic drugs other
than heroin only where the sale of che drug is not
inferred or cxplicitly steced. For example:
possession of narcotic drugs, narcotic drugs found
in possession (Thapter 94-Section 205)

Possesgion of Hernin
* only where the sale ol the druy s not inferred
or explicitly stated. (Chapteir 94-Section 212)

Stealing Narcvotic Drug
only where the sale of the dvug is not inferred
or explicitly stated (Chapter 94-Sectior. 217C)

Being Pregcent Where Narcotic Drug Illegally Kept

includes narcotic drug law v.olation, conspiracy
to vielate narcotics drug law, ~nd all charges in-
volving "Being Presgsent" where narccotic diugs are
illegally hept. (Chapter 94-Section 2L3A)

Possegsion of Hypodermic Syrince

includes possession Of hypodeniic needle, ox
any instrument adapted for the administration of
narcotic drugs. {(Chapter 94-Section 211L)

Inducing Another to Violate Narcotic Drug Low
inceludes inducing a minor to violate nucgotic
drug law (Chapter 94-Section 217A)

nc tudes pussessilon of heroin with intent to
gell, unlawful possession of heroin with intent
to Sell, sale of heroin (Chapter 94-212A)

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

Posgegsion of Narcotic Drugs with Intent to Sell
includes the possession of all narcotic drugs

othexr tharn heroin with the intent to sell (Chapter

94-Section 2178}

Operating & Motur Vehicle Under Influenue of M cotics

—— SRt bbbl

Controlled Substance

includes the manufacturing, distrikuation, disa-
pensing or possession with Intent to ranufactura,
distribute or dispense a :ontrollea sabstance.
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A-5 nurber of Chrrges Involved ‘n Itcsent Orfense

The total number of chasges involved in the present
commitment., or example, if an individu:zl is com- '
mitted for Buzglary, Arsorn and iAssault. three charges
are recorded, Charges gnould not -z confused with
courts. An individual nay be committed on 16 counts
for the single clarge of Burglary.

A-6. Type of Senlence:
Simple - one gentence 1s being sexrved.

Concurrent - more than one sentence ig being served
(all served cotermirous)

Aggregate -~ more than one sentence is being served
but the sentences are added together and
not gexrved coterminous.

rorthwith ~ a sentence which supercedes an existing
' sentence.

from and After - = sentence which began after an
individual had been released from an
exist.ing sentence.

B-1 Race/Bthnic Origin ‘

White As latic
Black Spanigh
American Indian

B-2 Marital Status

Married Widowed
Single Conmon TLaw
Divorced Separated

B-3 Military Service

None:

Honorabl. Discharge

Dishonor:able Discharge

Bac¢ Conduct iischarge, Other than Honcrable,
Gencvral, Undesirable

Meiical

In Armed Services, but the type of dis~harge is
not listed on the Bocking Sheset.
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Lasgst Civilian Zddress

Bosi:on )
Ner:hern Boston Subuicbs
Remaining iletropolitan Boston
ILowe L1-Lawrence Ared

Yiew 3edford - Fall River Areaa
tipringfield Area

Worcester Area

Other Massachuseti.s Areas
Cutside Massachusetts

Enmergency Addressee. Name listed by the inuate as the
person to contact saculd an emergency occur. Cate-
gories included wete:.

Father Other Relative
Mothe:; lon-~Relative
Spouse No emergency addressee listed,

Occupatioral Field

Professionvl - (e.g., lawyers, doctors, engincers,
clergy) . '

Bus iness/Msnagerial. -~ ownership of management. of a

business valued at $10,000 -r more.

Clerical/Sales ~ (e.g., sales managers, life insux

.sales, bookkeeper, cleri:s, .

LIS e

vl

Skilled Manual - {e.g., master tradesman, machinist,
- factory foreman).

Semi-Skilled Manual - (e.y., apprentice craftsman,
automobile mechanic, assenbly line).

Unskilled Manual - labor tasks requiring little train-
ing or skill.

Service -~ (e.g., bartender, waiter, taxi Jriver,
janitor) .

Fwueation (Iast Grade Combleted!

the last orade of educa:ion whicl. the subjsct com-

pleted.  Both a nigh schocl grzduate and a G.3.D. should

be coded as 12, An indiviiual who has completed one

year ol colleg: should be oded 13. Two year: of college

is roda2d as li, Dkoetara,
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History of Druj Use

Data collected :Txrom inm;te filea determ:ning whetier:.
‘NO mention of Drug uge,
Drug User (no specific drug mentioned)
Drug Uset (mentioﬁ of heroin use)
Drug Userx (menticn of the use »f .ny dzug other
than heroin 9r marijuana - the exclusive use

of Marijuana)

Drug User (Marijuana only drug mentjioned)

Iype of Relcase
Parcie

Discharge
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TABLE A

variables Ffound to Distin~uigh Between Prog.cam Non-
Completiors and Prograwm Completions at Boston State
. Pre-Relezse Center

I. Total Nurber of lreviougs Juvenile Paroles

. Category Complet iong Non-Complet iong
N2 N i
None 60 (81} 20 (53)
One ox More 14 (19) 18 (47)
Total 74 (1.00) 38 (100)

(x® = 9,96, L df, p <.0%)

| 1. Total Wumber of Prior Juvenile Incarcerations

Category Completions Non-Complet ions
None 58 (785 . 1o (50)
One or More 16 (22) 19 (50)
- . - Total 74 (100) 38 (Lo0)
‘ C . (% =941, L Af, p < .OL)

IIT. Numberc of Court Appearances for Crimes Against

Property .
Category o Completions - Non-Completions
N Z pif i
Four. or Jess 42 (57 10 128)
rise or tore 32 (43) 28 . (74}
To:al 74 (100) 2 {100)

(%2 - 9.35, 1 df, p < .0l
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TABLE A (continued)

IV. length of Time to Parole Eligibility Date
) (unknovns excluded)

Catecgory _Completiorsg Non-Ccomple: ions
N % N %
£ix Months or lLess 38 (79) -5 (33)
Seven Months or More 10 (21) 10 ~  (e67)
motal 48 (100) 15 (100)

(x2 = 9,07, 1df, p < .01)
(vates correction applied)

V. Iengtl: of Time at Most Skilled Position
(unknowns excluded)

Category Complet ions Non—-Complet.ions
N % N o %
Less than One Year 33 (52) 26 (81)
Ona Year or More 31 (48) 6 (19
Total 64 (100) 32 (100)

(% = 7,93, 1Ldf, p < .@L)

VI, Longest Perliod of Employment at Any One Jok:
(unknowns exc Luded)

Category Completions Non-é omplet ions
| N % N %
Less than One Year 31 (48) 26 (76)
One Year or More 34 (52) 8 (24)
‘ Total 65 (100) 34 (100}

(%% = 7.57, 135, p < .My

Vie. Nuwiber of Prior CourlL Appezrances for Nacotic

N gt} .
LLonged

TPy s funity

Cateqory Comnletions Lun~Compilet iong
N % N %
None 51 L8 AT (42)
One oxr More 23 (31) 21 (55)
Total 74 (100} 38 (100)

(x2 = 6.16, 1 df, p < .02)
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TARLE A (continucd)

VIII. Bge at Release from Pre-Release

Cztegory Ccupletion  Nor-Compretion
N Z N %
Thirty Years or Under 47 (62) 32 (84)
Thirty-One Years or More __ 27 (35) 6 _ (16)
Total 74 (L00) 38 (100)

(x2 = 5.17, 1L &f, p < .05)

IX. Totel Number of Prior Courlt Appearances

Category Completicr: Non-Completion
N - L N - &
Four or Less 15 (20) 2 (5)
Five or More 59 (80} 36 (95)
Total 74 - {100) 38 (100)

{x? = 4,39, 1df, p< .05)

-
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TABLE B

Varisbles Which Nid Not Distingr.ish Between Progrem
Non-2ompleters aid Program Complecers at Boston

Pre—~-Release Ceanter

(differerces not statistically significant)

1. Institution of Comnmitment

Category

Walpole
Corncord

(%

[2%3
®

Race

Categoxry

White
Non-White

(x°

3. Marital Stabtus

Category

Single
Other

(x

4, Military History

Complet :on

ft

N Y
29 (39)
45 (61) _
74 (o)
p > .05}

Conmplet ton

_Ken—Completion

N %
14 (37)
.24 (63)

3¢ (100)

Non-Complieticon

1 df, p

N % N %
45 (61) 27 (53)
29 (39) 18 (47)
74 (LO0) 38 (100)
> .05)

Complet lon

Non-Complaetion

Catcgory

No» e
Some

(2 =

1L af, p » .05)

N % N %

36 (49) 20 (53)
38 (1) _18 (47)
74 (100) 38 £1.00)

P> L5)

Cempletic on-Comp .eticn
N % N %
50  (68) 27 (71)
24 (32) 1L (29)
74 {100Q) 38 {100)

.
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TABLE B (cont inued)
5. Number of Prior court Appearances for Sex Offenser
Category ' Compietions  Non-Completions
N i N il
None G5 (8i3) 33 (86)
One 9 (1) _ 5 (13)
Total 74 - (L00) 33 (100)
(x2 = .02, Ldf, p > .05}

6. Nusber of Prior Court Appesrances for Drunkerness
Cateqoxry Completions  Non-Completions
None ’ 44 (59 17 (45)
Some ‘30 (1) 21 (55)

Total 74 (1u0) 38 (100)
(2 = 2,19, 1 d&f, p » ,05)
7. Nuiker of Court Appearances for Crimes Aqgaingt the Person

Category Completions Non-Completions
N % N %
Four or Less 63 (85) 28 (74)
Five or More 11 (15) 10 (26)
Total 74 (100) 38 (100)

(x? = 2,16, 1 df, p > .05)

Nunmbex 9;2 Prior Court Appearances for Escape Charges

Category Zompletions Non~"onplstiong
' N ! N ¢4
None 72 (g5 w4 (439)
One | 2____(3) _.4 RN
Total 74 (100 38 (100)

(x? = 3,02, Ldf, p, .95}
(Vatea courrection applied)
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7a1TE B (continnad)

Ecuacation:

Last Grade Completcd

Non-Completior g

Categor:v Completiors
. N % N %
Eighth Grade or Less 24 (32) 19 (50)
Ninth Grade or More 50 (es) _19 (50)
Total 74 (100) 38 (100)
(x? = 3,27, L df, p » .05)
Emergency Addresses
Category Completions  Non-Completions
N % N %
Father or Mother 36 (49) 23 (61)
Other ~ 38 (51) 15 (39}
’ Total 74 (1L00) - 38 (100)
(k% = 1,42, L df, p> .05)
History of Prior Drug Use
Categony Completions Non-C:ompletiong
N % N %
No Mention of Drug Use 46 (62) 20 (53)
History of Use 28 (3g) = _18 (47)
Total 74 (100) 38 (1.00)
(x? = .94, 1 4df, p > .05)

Total Nurmber of Priocr State or Federal Incarcerationg

Category
None
One or More -
Total
(x? = 3.27, 1 af,

complet ions Non-Complet iong
N % N %

50 f68) 1c \50)
24 (n2) 19 50)
74 (100) 38 "100)
I > .05)
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TABTE B (cont jinued)

e

-1

== o~

13,

Tcigl Number

———d

of Pricr House of Crnxirections Iacarcerations

Cai:egory Comrletions ‘Non-~Compl et ions
| N % N %
‘fhree or Lesc 64 (36) 35 (92)
Four or More’ 10 (4 3 ( 8)
Total 74 (192) 38 (100}
(x2 = ,375 1 daf, p » ,05)

(vates correction applied)

14, Runber of Previoug Adult Paroles
Category Conmpletiorg  Non-Completions
N i N %
Norne 53 (72) 22 . (58)
One or More 21 (23) 16 (a2)
| Total 74 (100) 38 (100)

(x* = 2,13, L df, p > .05)

15, Number of Previous Adult Parole Violations

.Cateqory Complet iong

Non--Complet lons

| N % N %

None 58 (78) 25 (66)

Cne or More 16 (22) 13 (34)
Total 74 (100) 38 (160)

(x2 = 2,07, 1L af, » > .05)
16. BAge at Commitment @nknowns Excluded)

Category Completivns  Feu-Lomplw.iong

Twenty-Five or Lesa 20 (50) 24 {(»9)

Twenty~Six or Older 39 (s0) 11 {(31)

Total £0 (1oc; 35 {..00)

x? - 3,11, 1 af, p > .05).

¢
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TABLE C

Variailes Found to Distinguish Between Program Non-
Comnpletions aua rrogram Completicns at Shuarley

Pre~-Release Center

Number of Priow Court Appearances For Crimes 2jainst
the Person

Cateqgory . Completions 'Non-Cqmpletions
N % N %
One or less 35 (57) 19 (34)
Two or Moxa 26 (43) __37 (66)
Total 61 (100) 56 (100)

(k% = 6.46, L df, p < .02)

Nunber of Previous Juvenile Paroles
Cateqgory Complet iong Non-Ccemplet iong
N % N %
Wone 53 (87) 38 (68)
One or More . 8 (13) 18 (32)
Total 61 (100) 56 (100)
(x% = 6,12, 1L df, p < .02)
Total Number of Prior Court Appearances
category Completions Non-Complet ions
N 2 N %
10 or YTess | 43 (70) 27 (48)
11 or Morxe .18 (30) 29 (48)
Total =~ 61 (122) 56 (1no)
(x? = 6.03, L af, p ~ .02)
Nuniber_ of Provious Adult Parcles

Category Completions _Nor-Completiuns
N % i %
None 59 (97) 46 (82)
One or More 2 (3) 10 (18)
Tot.al 61 1100} 56 (100)

(x? = 5,25, 1L af, p < .05)
{vater correction applied)

‘J.
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TEZDILE C (continuad)

——

5. T;j}_{:_g;]: Number of Prior Juvenile Incarcerations

(zategory Complet ions Non—lompleizions
N % N %
None 50 (82) 37 (66)
One or More 11 (17) 19 __(34)
Total 61 (100) 56 (100)

(% = 3.87, 1L 4df, p < .05)
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TABLE I

Pre--Releace Center

1

Variables Which Vid not Distinguish Betw:en Program
Non—Complotcrs and Prograw Conplet=ars a. Sh o len

(Differences Not Statistically € ignificart)

Ingcitution of Commitnient

Category Cenmplet ions Non~-Cumplet ions
' . N % N %
Walpole | 2 (3) 0 (0)
Concord 59 ©(97) 55 (100)
nocal 6L (100} 55 (1.00)

(x* = .41, L df, p > .05)
(v=tegs correction applied)

Race
Category Completions Non-Cumpletions
N % N %
White 43 (70) 36 (64)
Non-White 18 (20) 20 (36)
Total 61 (1o0)

(x2 = ,51, 1 35, p > .05)

Marital Stalug

56 (100)

Category Complet izns Non-completiong
‘ N 7 N
Marr ied 11 (18) 13 (23)
Diner 59 (c27 43 (77)
Total €. (L00) 56 (100)

(::2 = .48, 1 4f, p > .05)
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TABLE D (cont inued)
4., Military Histoxry
rategory Complationg Nori~Complat ions
“ N % N %
None * 48 (79) 45 (80)
Some 13 (21) 11 (20)
‘ Total 61 (100) 56 (100)
i \ (x* = 0.05, 1L 4F, p > .05)
5. Nunber of Prior Court Appearances for Sex Ofif'enses
cateqory - Complet ionsg Non—C'vomplet iong
N % N %
None 55 (90) 55 (98)
One or More ‘ 6 . (10) 1 (2)
Total 61 (100) 56 (100)
(x? = 2,08, 1 df, p > .05)
(vates correction applied)
6. Number of Prior Court Appearances for Drunkenness
Category complet ions Non-Completiong
N % N %
One or less 49 (81) 43 (76)
Two or More 12 (20) 13 (23)
' Total 61 (100) 56 (100)

(x* = ,22, 1L af, p > .05)

7. Nunber of Prior Court Appearances for Crimes Acringt

Property
Category Couipletiong Non-Ccomplet Lons
‘ N i N &
One or Less 18 (30) 19 (18)
Two or More 4% _ 470). 45 _(82)
Tetal 61 (100) 56 (100)

(x2 = 2,18, 1 4f, p 5 .05)

I " N
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RPABLE D (cornt inued)

8. Number of Court Appearances for Escape Charyges

10.

Enmexgency aAddress

vateqgory complet ions Non-Complet ions
K % N %
None 58 (95), 53 (95)
One 3 (5) 3 (5
votal 61 (100) 56 (100)
(x2 =-,09, 1L df, p » .05
(vatez correction applied)
Education: Last Grade Completed
Category Completions Non-Complet ionsg
| N % N %
Finished High School ‘ . : -
or More 18 (30). 11 (20)
less than High School _43 (70) 45 (80)
Total 61 (100) 56 (100)
{x? = 1.52, 1d4f, p > .05),

Category _completions  Non-Completions
| N % N %
Parents 48 (79) 41 (73)
Other 13 (21) 15 (27)
Total 61 (100) 56 (100)

2 =

(x .48, L df, p > .05)

fistory >f Prior Drug Jse

Cacugory Completions Non-Completicng
' N % N %
Pruvy User (mention
of Heroin use) 34 (56) 39 {c
Other 27 (45) 17 (31)
Total 61 \L00) 96 . (100)
(x2 = 2.40, L df, p > .05) : N
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TABLE D {(continued)

= P/

12, _Total iumber of Prior State or Federal Incarceratiors

Bt

14.

Ccategory ' Conmplet ions Non-Complet ions
N & N %
None _ 56 (c2) 4. (80)
Onz or More 5 {9 1 (20)
Total 61 (100} 56 (100)

(x2 =.2.34, L df, p > .05)
{(vates correction applied)

Total Nuwbec of Prior House of Correction Incarcerations
Category Completions Non-Complet iong
N % N &
None | 51 (84) 39’ (69)
One or Move 10 {17) 17 . (31)
Total 61 (L00)" 56 (100)
(% = 3,21, 1 df, p > .05)"
Age at Commitment
Catecqory Completions Nor-Comnpletions
N % N %
30 Years or less : 55 ~.(90) 45 (80)
31 years or More 6 {10) . 11 (20)
Total 61 (100) 56 (100)
(%% = 2,26, 1 df, p > .05)
wngest Period of Emplouywecnt at Anvone Job (Unknown
Ex~ luded)
catgory Complei.ions Kon~Camplet . ions
| N % i i
12 Months or Mose 27 (73) 38 (79)
1z Mrmthe or Less 10 (27) 10 (21)
Total 51 ' (100) 48 £1.00)

(x2 = ,59, 1 &f, p >.05)
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TABLE D (cont.nued)

v —_ o

16. Length of Time =t Most Skilled Fosition (Unknowns

e

Excluded)
Gategory | corplet ions Non-Complet jons
N % u 2
Up to 5 Years 50 (93) 47 (98)
5 Years or.Moxe 1 2) 1 { 2}
Total 51 (109: 48 (100)

L

(x2 = .45, 1 df, p > .05)

(vates correction applied)

17, Number of Prior Court Appearances for Narxcot.ic Offenses

Categoxy Completion: ~ Non-Completions
N. % N %
One or Less 32 (52) 33 (59)
Twa Or More 29 (48) 23 (41)
Total 61 {100) 56 (100)

{x2 = .49, 1L af, p » .05)

£

10, Length of Time to Parole Eligibility . (Unknown excludedi)

PV

category Completiong Non-Completions
0 to 6 Months 49 (88) 22 (92)
Seven Months or More 7 (13) 2 (8)

Total 56 (100) 24 (100)

(x* = 1,05, 1 df, p > .05)
(rates corre.tion applied)

13. Age at Release from Pre-_.zlease

Category | Conplet ious Ncn-Complet ions
N % N %
25 Years or ILess 55 (20) 52 (51)
25 Years or More 6 (10) 3 { 6)
Total =~ 61 (100) 56 (100)

(x2 = .31, LA, p > .05)
(Yates correction applied)

-
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