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Abstract 

This report is an overview of a five volume study of youthful 

offenders (youth who were seventeen years of age or younger at 

their comrnH:.ment) cerami tted to the Massachusetts Department of 

Correction from 1968 to 1979. This particular report provides 

1 

a profile of th,e total sample of youthful offenders considered in 

the series of reports. Also, youthful offenders over the time 

frame of the study are examined to determine any significant 

differences in this population over time. Recidivism rates are 

also presented for this sample of offenders. 

The analysis reveals that with the exception of more 

extensive criminal involvements, there have not been very many 

changes in this population over the time frame of the study. The 

youthful offenders are now receiving longer sentences but this is 

true of all offenders bei!lg committed to correctional institutions 

in the state. There is evidence presented in the report of a 

cha!lge in the manner in which the juvenile justice system and the 

adult correctional system handled these offenders. The recidivism 

rat.e of youthful offenders released from 1968 to 1978 was 30%. 

Their rates are consistently h~gher than the overall departmental 

yearly recidivism figures. .. '" ,"" > '. 
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Introduction 

There is a tendency when discussing the prison population to 

speak of all incarcerated individtf,als as one homogenous, similar 

group of people. However, this simply is not the case in most 

prisons across the country. There are racial, cultural, age, 

criminal history, and other factors that are evidence of great 

,differences amo~g many s~gments of the total population of 

incarcerated offenders. This first report, and the remainder of 

the reports in this series, will focus on one particular special 

population of incarcerated offenders. Specifically, this report 

will focus, on those individuals, herein referred to as youthful 

offenders (youth who were age seventeen or younger at the -cime 

of their commitment to the Deparbnentl~ who were committed to the 

state correctional system in Massachusetts from 1968 to 1979. 

There are several reasons for examining this particular 

population. Most people feel that change or treatment is more 

likely to occur, or more desirable, when a per.son is younger rather 

than older and set in his or her ways. The juvenile court and 

juvenile justice system was established with this ., ~.ise in mind. 

Even t.hough the youths in this study are being deClit with in the 

adult criminal justice system, there is probably still a greater 

expectation or hope of change for these offf:nders than for other 

adult offenders. Also, youthful offenders whose behavior is not 

positively impacted pose a serious threat. for the society for 
I 
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several years while these offenders are at the peak of their 

criminal involvement. However, there has not been a careful 

examination of this population of youthful offenders in Massa­

chusetts to determine how many are involved, what are their 

characteristics, what has happened to this popUlation while they 

were under the jurisdiction of adult correctional authorities, 

and what has been the effect of :Lncarceration on this population. 

This series of reports will examine the correctional systems' 

response to these youthful offenders to see how juvenile and 

adult correctional authorities in Massachusetts have dealt with 

these offenders and also to identify possible areas for improvement. 

An additional reason for examini~g this particular group of 

offenders has to do with the public's perception that youthful 

offenders have become much more of a problem by becoming a 

major contributor to the crime rate. With the increase in 

reporting of crime, the emphasis of crime and law and order as a 

political ~ssue, and the media's increased access to actual cases, 

crime by youthfui offe~ders has been portrayed as an ever increasing 

problem necessitating the incarceration of more youths. Several 

recent reports have attempted to address this issue and in some 

cases have come to different conclusions. The Report of the 

Governor's Task Force on Juvenile Crime, submitted in April of 

1981, was one such report. In this report, the FBI Uniform Crime 

Reports of juvenile arrests in the state were examined. Table 1 

/I 
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looks at juvenile arrests in the state by offense category. For 

the table, the data was classified into two major categories -

violent and property crimes. Property crimes include burglary, 

larceny, and auto-theft,~hile violent crimes include murder, 

manslaughter, rape, robbery, aggravated (and simple) assault, and 

arson. 

Table 1 

Juvenile Arrests By Offense cat~gory2 

Offense 
Cat~gory 1977 1978 1979 

Violent Crimes 1828 2116 2320 

Property Crimes 10027 9679 9390 

TOTAL SERIOUS CRIMES 11855 11795 11710 

As Table 1 shows, there has been an increase in reported 

violent c~imes by juve~iles in the state. From 1977 to 1979, 

there was an approximately 27% increase in reported violent 

juvenile arrests. How.ever, property crimes have decreased by 

approximately 6% and total serious crime has decreased by about 

1.2%. 

. . 

.. , 
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The Governor's Task Force report then attempted to increase 

the accuracy of the figures in Table 1 by taking into account the 

declining juvenile population in Massachusetts. The Task Force 

concludes that due to a large decline in the population of 

juveniles in the state during this time period, the total 

serious juvenile arrest rate has actually increased by 5%. 

Another source to consider consists of arrests for juvenile 
. 

offenders in the city of Boston. Since a large proportion of the 

'offenders committed corne from Boston, a substantial increase in 

juvenile crime would be expected to be reflected in the Boston 

arrest statistics. Table 2 presents this data. 

----- .~------

Table 2 

Juveniles Arrested in the City of Boston, 1975-1980 3 
Under ~ge 17 

Year Total 

1975 2718 

1976 2171 

1977 2081 

1978 2189 

1979 2025 

1980 1733 

" . 
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" 
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Table 2 shows that while there have been fluctuations over 

the years, there has been a 36.2% decrease in the number of 

arrests for juveniles in Boston from 1975 to 1980. The number 

9 

of arrests for 1980 was the lowest for the six year period and 

represented a 14% decrease from the 1979 figure. These figures 

do not support the conclusion that juvenile crime in the state is 

increasing. 

Another way to shed some light on this issue is by examining 

a recent report on the Patterns of Juvenile Delinquency Charges 

(1978 - 1980l issued by the Massachusetts Department of Probation. 

This report examined a random sample of juvenile cases heard over 

the three-year period of 1978, 1979, and 1980. All juvenile 

arraignments in Massachusetts were collected during three parallel 

sample weeks. The results indicate that "the volume of juvenile 

arra~gnments has dropped over the three yearly samples," from 

1,575 arra~gnments in 1978 to 1,456 in 1979 and 1,139 arraignments 

in 1980. Moreove,r, the actual yearly total of arraignments had 

declined even more. "While 24,958 juvenile delinquency cases were 

heard statewide in 1978, 22,552 juvenile cases were heard in 1979 

indica,ti!lg a decrease of 9.6%. 4 The three week sample for 1980 

indicates a similar decline from 1979 to 1980. Also, when examining 

the offenses according to category," property crimes represented 

the, greatest frequency of offenses by juveniles in the combined 

three-year sample (47.9%1.,,5 Selected major motor vehicle crimes 

repres'ented 9.4% of the sample and crimes against persons accounted 

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS: AN OVERVIEW 10 

for 13.7% of all arraignments during this period. Drug offenses 

represented 6.1% of the sample, sex offenses 0.4% and public 

order violations represented 22.5% of the total arraignments. 

These results, using three different data sources, do not lend 

credibility to the perception that juveni.1e crime is increasing. 

As a recent report on the Violent Juvenile Offender in MassachUsetts: 

A Policy Analysis, done by the Massachusetts Governor's Juvenile 

Justice Advisory Committee indicates, "all available information 

at the disposal of the JJAC indicates that as a whole, serious 

juvenile crime has ~ increased significantly over the past five 

years. Property crimes - by far the most common offense committed 

by juveniles - have decreased. This has resulted in a small 

overall decrease in the total amount of juvenile crime. At the 

same time, there are several indications of minor increases in 

certain juvenile crimes against persons. ,,6 "In conclusion, all 

available sources on the current trends of juvenile crime in 

Massachusetts indicate that while there has been some increase in 

certain categories of c'rime, certainly there is no major juvenile 

crime wave occurring today.,,7 

It is also important to get some indication of the extent of 

involvement of youthful offenders in the adult correctional system. 

While this series of reports is concerned with youthful offenders 

committed to state correctional institutions, it is important to 

realize that this sample does not represent the total committed 
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youthful offender population in Massachusetts. Not all incar-

cerated youthful offenders are committed to Walpole, Concord, or 

Framingham; some youthful offenders are sentenced to county houses 

of correction. In Massachusetts, incarcerated offenders who 

receive maximum sentences of less than two and one-half years 

are sentenced to county houses of correction. Those individuals 

receiving maximum sentences of two and one-half years or longer 

are incarcerated in one of the state correctional institutions. 

'As a result, to, get an accurate indication of the numbers of 

committed youthful offenders in the state, it is necessary to also 

examine statistics for committ:ed youthful offenders in both state 

correctional institutions and county houses of correction. Table 

3 provides information on youthful offenders who were committed 

either to county houses of correction or to one of three 

correctional insti ttltions (Walpole, Concord, or Framingham} in 

Massachusetts from 1968 to 1979. Included also are percentages 

of youthful offenders represented in the total committed population 

for each year from 1968 to 1979. 

. ), 
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YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS COMMITTED TO COUNTY HOUSES 
OF CORRECTION OR STATE CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTIONS IN MASSACHUSETTS 1968 TO 1979 

:r II ~lt. _------------------~-~,.-. _ - .. .\, 

,-,¥,' 
.' , 

L 

\' 



YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS: AN OVERVIEW 13 

As Table 3 indicates, 2990 (87%) of the youthful offenders 

committed to adult correctional institutions from 1968 to 1979 

were committed to county houses of correction. While there has 

been some fluctuation in the percent~ge of the total commitments 

to both state correctional institutions and county hOllses of 

correction, . generally youthful offenders represent 4% of the total 

number of state commitments and 5% of the total number of county 

commitments. The numbers of youthful offenders committed to 

state correctional institutions have ranged from a low of 17 in 

1978 to a ~gh of 53 in 1976 while the youthful offenders 

committed to county houses of correction have ranged from a low of 

207 in 1975 to a h~gh of 287 in 1970. 

For the purpose of this report, a youthful offender is 

defined as any youth who was seventeen years of age or younger 

at his or her conuni men t to Walpole, Concord or Framingham. It 

'. is possible for juveniles (youth age sixteen or younger) to have 

been incarcerated in one of these correctional facilities if she 

or he was' dismissed from juvenile court and treated as an adult 

in the a.dult system. Table 4 examines the age range for the 

sample of youthful offenders committed to state correctional 

fa.cilities in Massachusetts from 1968 to 1979. Included is the 

percent~ge of the totals for each age group during each year. . . . 

\ ", 

'/ 
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COMMITTED 

TABLE 4 

AGE AT INCARCERATION YO 
TO STATE CORRECTIONAL-INS~i~~g~o~~F~~D~!~SACHUSETTS 

1968 TO 1979 9 

Connnitting Fourteen Fifteen Sixteen Year N (%) N (%) 
Seventeen T 0 t a 1 N (%) N (% ) N (%) 

1968 3 8) 4 ( 11) 29 ( 81) 36 (100) 
1969 

3 ( 11) 24 ( 89) 27 (100) 
~970 1 (. 3) 5 . 14) 30 83) 36 (100) 
1971 1 ( 2) 2 ( 5) 38 ( 93) 41 (100) 
1972 1 2) 8 ( 17) 39 ( 81) 48 (100) 
1973 

7 ( 17) 33 83) 40 (100) 
1974 

3 8) 33 ( 92) 36 (100) 
1975 1 (. 4) 4 ( 15) 21 ( 81) 26 (100) 
1976 3 (. 6) 5 9) 45 ( 85) 53 (100) 
1977 

5 ( 16) 26 ( 84) 31 (100) 
1978 1 ( 6) '1 (. 6) 3 C. 19) 11 ( 69) 16 (100) 
1979 

4 (. 20) 16 (. 80) 20 (100) 
TOl'AL 1 (. O) 11 <- 3) 53 (. 13) 345 ( 84) 410 (100) 

'. -

, 
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As Table 4 indicates, the majority (84%) of the youthful 

offenders in the sample were seventeen year.s old when committed 

to correctional institutions in Massachusetts. However, there 

was one fourteen year old committed, eleven fifteen year o16ers, 

and fifty-.three sixteen year old youthful offenders from 1968 to 

1979. 

This report is the first volume of a five volume study of 

youthful offenders committed to the Massachusetts Department of 

Correction from 1968 to 1979. This first volume is an overview 

of the total sample of youthful offenders committed to the 

Department. Included in this report is a profile of the sample 

of youthful offenders as well as an evaluation of the sample over 

the time frame of the study to indicate a,ny important changes in 

this group of offenders from 1968 to 1979. Included below is a 

1isti~g of the upcomi~g volumes of this series as well as a short 

description of the contents of each forthcoming volume. 

Volume 2: Bind Over Juveniles Committed to the Department of 
Correction 

This report will look at a subset of the total youthful 

offender population hy looki~g at those youths who were juweni1es 

at the 'time of their offense, had their charges dismissed from 

juvenile court jurisdiction, and were bound over and tried as 

adults i.n the adult criminal process for tlieir offense. 10 This 

; 
\ I 
I 
\ 
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report will develop a profile of the bind-over youthful offender, 

examine any cha~ges over time, and compare them with the other 

youthful offenders to determine any differences between the two 

samples. Recidivism data will be presented on bind-overs and 

all factors asso~iated with reduced rates will be analyzed. 

, , 

Volume 3: Quantitative Analysis 

Included in this report will be detailed analyses of the 

juvenile court/Department of Youth Service variables, social 

history variables, institutional/movements variables, and 

recidivism variables to, give a better indication of the charac­

teristics of this population. This report will examine the 

seriousness of the youthful offenders' past offense histories in 

order to determine if the youths bei~g committed are more serious 

offenders than before.
11 

Finally the factors related to lower 

recidivism rates for this sample will be discussed. 

Volume 4: . St'a;tistic'a'l Tables 

Included in this volume will be all the statistical tables 

for the total sample of youthful offenders and a separate section 

that will only have a breakdown of all variables for the bind over 

youthful offenders in the sample. 
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Volume 5: Qualitative Analysis, Summary and Implications 

This volume will be the concluding volume in the series. 

Included will be a presentation of case studies of some of the 

youthful offenders in the sample. Also, interviews have been 

carried out with youthful offenders committed in 1980 and 1981 

and the results of some of these interviews will be presented 

17 

in this report. Finally, a summary of the series will be 

presented and a discussion of the implications will be presented 

as well. Since this particular series of reports has policy 

implications for institutional pr?gramming, placement decisions 

and classification, the results found from this series of 

analyses will he discussed in l~ght of their implications fur 

correctional administrators and policy makers. 

". 
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MethodoloSY 

Sample 

As previously stated, this report deals with youthful offenders 

committed to the Massachusetts Department of Correction from 1968 

to 1979. The Department of Correction maintains a computerized 

data Base for all individuals who have been committed from 1972 to 

'1979 .. Tne sample of individuals committed from 1972 to 1979 was 

drawn from the computerized data base of the department. For the 

sample of individuals committed from 1968 to 1971, all commitments 

were drawn from the admission and release forms maintained by the 

three committi~g institutions (Walpole, Concord, and Framingham) • 

After identifying each person commi.tted for each year, dates of 

Birth were collected and all those offenders who were seventeen 

years of age of younger at commitment were included in the total 

sample. 

It is important to realize that an offender may have been 

fifteen or sixteen when he or she committed the offense, and 

due to dela~{s in awatting trial and other procedural delays, may 

have oeen eighteen at their commitment. This individual would not 

be' included in the sample. Duri~g th.e latter years of the 1970' s 

some offenders awaited booki~g at county houses of correction for 

several weeks (or even monthsl before being committed to the 

Department of Correction and these offenders may have turned eighteen 

before tneyjwere committed to the Department. If this happened, 

\ 
I' 

; ~ , 

It· 
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these offenders would also not be included in the sample. As a 

result, it is possible for some bind overs or other youthful 

offenders to have been excluded from the sample because they had 

turned eighteen prior to their commitment. The best way to avoid 

these types of problems would have been to define the sample based 

on the youth's age at offense. However, this information is not 

systematically, collected and could not be used to define the 

"sampl~. The sample also does not include youthful offenders who 

were sentenced out of state or in federal prisons and transferred 

to Massachusetts prisons. The cut off date for the data collection 

..- .. ,'", 
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Department of Youth Service (DYS) history variables, and social 

history variables. For those youthful offenders released from 
13 

1968 to 1978 , a six~h category of recidivism variables was 

added. A specific listing of all variables that were collected 

is contained in Appendix II. The majority of the data was 

collected from Central Office files at the Department of 

Correction. The DYS history variables were collected at the 

Central Office of the Department of Youth Services. The data 

was analyzed and the tables produced on the Massachusetts State 

College Computer Network (MSCCN1. 

effort was January 1, 1980. RESULTS 

For the purpose of the analysis, youthful offenders who 

served less than thirty days in prison before being released were 

excluded from the analysis. This restriction resulted in twenty­

one youthful offenders bei~g excluded from the total sampl~. Also, 

eight youthful offenders w.ere excluded from the sample because they 

were immediately transferred from adult prison to juvenile 

facilities and there is a lack of substantive information in the 

12 Department of Correction records on these youths. 

Variables Collected 

The "analyses that follow in this series of reports are based 

on five categories of vari.ables: commi.tment variables, institutional 

history/movement variables, juvenile court history variables, 
I 

, -

I. Profile 

Prior to embarking on the detailed analyses that follow in 

later volumes of this series of reports, it is important to 

develop a profile of the youthful offenders who made up the sample 

for this study. 'l'his profile attempts to highlight the character­

istics and qualities of youthful offenders committed to the 

Department during the time frame of the s"t:udy (1968 to 1979) by 

first looking at their social history variables and their 

i: 
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f Y th Service variables. Also, the juvenile court/Department 0 ou 

profile will look at the present offense and commitment variables 

to get an understanding of the crimes that were committed by the 

sample of 0 en ers. J: ______ , ff d . '!'l'inally the examination will looR at the 

. 'b1 to determine how these youthful institutional/movement var~a es 

d 'n the Department of Correction. offenders progresse ~ 

A. Social History Variables 

A disproportionate number of the sample was black or hispanic 

(44%) • Census figures for Massachusetts from 1960 to 1980 indi-

cates that of the total population of 15-19 year olds in the state, 
, ,14 only 3% were black or h~span~c. Most of the youthful offenders 

in the sample were single at the time of their commitment to the 

b in Massachusetts Department of Correction (96%), most were orn 

f their own at the time of (72%) and did not have any children 0 

) They had not gone beyond the their original commitment (89% • 

ninth grade in \. school '67%} and a reading of school information 

many Of these youths were not performing at grade indicates that 

level when they terminated their school invo vemen • 1 t At the time 

h Department, most of the youthful of their commitment to t e 

offenders had both of their parents ~v~ng. 1 " The median age of 

the mother at the youth's birt was h twenty-three and the median 

age of the father 15 at the youth's birth was twenty-seven. The 

majority of the youths had less than ,ree tb brothers (63%) or 

J 
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three sisters (65%). 

Immediately prior to their commibment, most youth in the 

sample were living with either both parents (32%) or their mother 

only (36%1; there were also less than three other siblings living 

at home with the youth (.55%). Most of the youthful offenders in 

the sample had less than four addresses in the past ten years 

before their commitment (54%), and had lived for less than six 

years at their. current address t51%).' Finally, in the cases where 

information was available, 16 at their clommi tment, most of the 

youths had evidence of past drug Use (90%). 

B. Juvenile Court/Department of Youth Service Variables 

These variables indicate that the youthful of~enders have had 

fairly extensive criminal histories prior to their adult commitment 

to the Depat'tment of Correction. Slightly more than half (53%) 

of the youthful offenders had received a prior commitment to the 

Department of Youth Services while under juvenile court jurisdiction. 

Also, most of the youthful offenders had not be:en incarcerated or 

. detained in juvenile institutions while under the juvenile court's 

jurisdiction (62%1.
17 

Sligbtly less than half (48%) of these 

youthful offenders had more than eight prior juvenile court appearances 

and the majority had fewer than two prior juvenile court sUspended 

DYS' coromi trnents (seventy three percent ) or probations 
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(65%) .18 Finally, 44% of these offenders had received more 

1 " t A_S a J"uveni1e under the juvenile cour~s than ten prior comp a~n s 

jurisdiction. 

C. Present Offense/Commitment Variables 

The vast majority of the youthf~l offenders committed to 

state correctional institutions in Massachusetts from 1968 to 

1979 were Concor • d comm~tments (.78%) who were serving indeterminate 

" '75%) When committed to the sentences of less than s~x years ~ . 

correctional institutions, most of the youthful offenders had one 
19 

year or less "1:.:0 serve until their parole eligibility date (71%). 

Most of the youthful offenders were committed to .the Department 

for offenses against th,e person (.66%). with the majority of these 

offenders committing the crime of armed robbery. Twenty-one 

percent had committed property offenses and eight percent had 

committed a sex offense as their committing offense. 

D. Institutional/Movement Variables 

Most of the you'thfu1 offenders committed to state correctional 

" f .... ~om 1968 to 1979 did not receive any maximum institutions 

h 01 J.",ncarcerated in adult facilities (82%), security placements w ~ e 

had fewer than two placements in a medium security institution 

(76%1., and never received minimum security placements (.94%). or pre-

(80%1.2• 0 Also, most of these offenders were release placements 
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never placed at Bridgewater State Hospital for the Criminally 

Insane (88%) and never received a transfer to a county house of 

correction (92%). Most of the youthful offenders in the sample 

spent less than nine months incarcerated in a medium secUrity 

institution (.53%), and had served less than four months in prison 

before receiving any disciplinary reports (55%), if they had 

received any disciplinary reports at all. Finally, for those 

you thful offe~~ -=l~rs in the sample who were released prior to the 

cut-off date, most were seventeen or eighteen years old at their 

release date (62%) and had served less than one year or exactly 

one year in prison prior to being released (59%). The majority 

of the youthful offenders who were released had not participated 

in the furlough pr~gram prior to bei!lg released <"76%) and were 

released directly from MCI-Concord (63%). 

E. Recidivism Variables 

These variables look at the recidivism rates for youthful 

offenders released from the Department of Correction from 1968 

to 1978. For the purpose of this analysis, a recidivist is 

defined as any individual returned to a federal or state correctional 

institution, the Department of Youth Service, or to a county jail 

or house of correction for 30 days or more as a result of either 

a parole violation or a new court sentence. 

Table 5 gives recidivism rates with both a one-year and two-

21 year follow-up period for youthful offenders released from 1968-1978. 

, 
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Table 5 

Recidivism Rates - One Year And Two-Year Follow-Up 

Recidivism Rate 
Releasing Total Number One-Year Two Year 
Year Of Releases Follow-Up Follow-Up 

1968 36 31% 67% 

1969 26 23% 46% 

1970 34 21% 29% 

1971 41 34% 49% 

1972 46 41% 57% 

1973 39 26% 38% 

1974 33 24% 30% 

1975 21 38% 57% '. 19.76 40 25% 35% 

1977 22 36% 45% 

1978 10. 30% N/A 

'l'OTAL 348 30% 46%* 

* This figure 'excludes 1~78 data. 
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As Table 5 indicates, recidivism rates with a one-year 

follow-up range from a low of 21% in 1970 to a high of 41% in 

1972. Overall, for ~11 youthful offenders released from 1968 

to 1979, their recidivism rate (with a one-year follow-up) is 

30%. When looking at the recidivism rates with a two-year 

follow-up period, the low ,vas 29% iI:, 1970 and the high was 67% 

in 1968. Overall (excluding 1978 1 t~e recidivism rate for the 

youthful offenders (uti1izi~g a two year follow-up period) was 

46%. 

Table 6 compares the recidivism rates for the youthful 

offenders- Cusi~g a one-year follow-up periodl with the overall 

recidivism rates for the Department of Correction as a whole. 
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Table 6 

Recidivism Rates - Youthful Offenders And Departmental Rates 

Recidivism Rates 22 
Year Youthful Offenders Departmental Rate 

1971 34% 25% 

1972 41% 22% 

1973 26% 19% 

1974 24% 19% 

1975 38% 20% 

1976 25% 16% 

1977 36% 15% 

19.78 30% 16% 

As table. 6 shows, .th.e reci.divism rates for the youthful 

offenders are consistently ugh.er than the. yearly departmental rates. 

F. Discussion 

Based on these five cat~gori.es of vari.ables certain obser­

vations can be made concarning the youthful offenders who were 

committed to the Department of Correction from 1968 to 1979. 

Most of these offenders w.ere committed for serious person offenses 

d t MC T C d Wh~le most of these and typically were sentence 0 ~- oncor. • 

offenders received maximum sentences of five years or less, those 
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youthful offenders who were released had served twelve months or 

less in prison prior to their release. While incarcerated, these 

offenders spent the ~ajority of their time in medium security 

institutions and tended not to receive any alternate placements to a 

higher or lower security institution. Most had completed their 

formal school experi'ence prior to being incarcerated, had both 

of their parents alive when they were committed to the Department, 

but were often not living with bot.h natural parents pri()r to their 

commitment. These youthful offenders had a much higher recidivism 

rate than the yearly departmental recidivism rate and when using 

a two-year follow-up period, almost half of the youthful offenders 

released had been re.turned to custody. 

II. Youthful Offenders Over The Time Frame of the Study 

This section of the report looks at the youthful offenders 

over the twelve year period of this study to examine any changes 

in this population. This type of examination helps to illuminate 

the issue of whether the youthful offenders being committed now 

are more serious than those wh.o were committed in earlier years. 

Some sense of changes in this population since the deinstitution-

alization of the juvenile justice system in Massachusetts is also 

possible from looki!lg at the results of this analysis. First, a 

discussion of the method used will be undertaken and then a 

discussion of the findings will follow • 

, 
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A. Method 

This phase of tpe analysis is concerned with looking at the 

This youthful offenders over the twelve year study of the report. 

was done by grouping the youthful offenders committed over the 

twelve years into three groups: Group 1 consists of youthful 

offenders conuni'tted from 1968 to 1971, Group 2: those youthful 

offenders committed from 1972 to 1975, and Group 3: those youthful 

offenders committed from 1976 to 1979. Then, G:~:oups 1 and 3 were 

compared and a, chi square analysis was carried out to determine 

all variables that proved to be significant. Once variables and 

splits \\,ere found that were significant, a comparison was then 

made with Group 2 to determine if the relationsh~p held during 

t..he middle phase of the stu,dy years. In this way, any spurious 

relationships were discarded and no't included in the discussion. 

There are two main reasons for splitting the sample years 

into the three groups already mentioned. Since the report 

examines a twelve year period of time,. groupi~g the sample years 

into, groups' of three makes the analysis easier to handle. Also, 

since there was a possibility of spurious relationships, having 

three, groups makes it much easier to test for these spurious 

relationships. Another reason for this grouping concerns the 

historical changes that occurred in juvenile justice in Massa-
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chusetts with the closing of the juvenile institutions. By 

grouping the commitment years into the three groups already 

mentioned, it is pos~ible to relate these groups to the changes 

in the juvenile system in the state. That is, Group 1 (youths 

committed from 1968 to 19711 represents those youthful offenders 

who were committed to the Department of Correction prior to the 

closing of the juvenile institutions or at the onset of the 

closing of the institutions. Group 2 (youths committed from 1972 

to 19751 represents those youthful offenders who were committed 

to the Department of Correction during the transition period in 

the juvenile just.ice system when the community based system was 

being established. Finally, Group 3 (youth committed from 1976 

to 1979>- represents those youthful offenders who were committed 

to the Department of Correction after the establishment and 

improvement of the community based juvenile justice system in 

Massachusetts. In this way, some conclusions can be made concerning 

any differences in the youthful offenders committed to the 

Department prior to the closipg of the juvenile institutions and 

those youthful offenders committed after the development and 

operation of the community'oased juvenile system: 
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B. Findings 

In discussing the differences found over the time frame 

of the study, variables were grouped into the following 'categories: 

Present offense/Commitment variables, Juvenile Court/DYS variables, 

Social History variables, and institutional/mov~ent variables. 

The differences found will be discussed by looking at these four 

categories of variables. 

1. Present Offense / Commitment Variables 

There were two present offense/commitment variables that 

yielded s'~gnificant results. Basically, both variables indicate 

that youthful offenders in the latter years of the sample are 

serving loriger sentences than those youth who were committed in 

~e earlier years. Specifically, only 17% of the youths in . 
Group 1 (1968 to 19711 had received maximum sentences of six 

years or longer. When looking at Group 2 (1972 to 1975) the 

results indicate that almost half (.49%1 of the youthful offenders 

committed duri~g those years had received maximum sentences of 

1 An e.vam~nation of the sentences for those six years or onger. 4 ~ 

youth£ul offenders in Group 3 (committed from 1976 to 19791 indi­

cates that 68% of the youthful offenders had received maximum 

sentences of six years or lo~ger~ showi~g that during the twelve 
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years of the stUdy period, maximum sentences have increased for 

youthful offenders committed to the Department of Correction. 

This trend is also shown by focusing on the amount of time to 

be served until original parole eligibility dates for the total 

sample. For youthful offenders in Group 1 (1968 to 1971) the 

overwhelming majority of them (.81%) had one year or less to serve 

until they were eligible for parole. Seventy-six percent of the 

youthful offenders in Group 2 (.1972 to 19751 had one year or less 

to serve until their original parole eligibility date. During 

the latter group (Group 3: 1976 to 19791, slightly more than half 

(53%1. of the youthful offenders had one year or less until they 

were el;iginle for parole. This indicates that the youth have a 

longer amount of time to serve until they are eli~ible for parole, 

a further reflection of lo~ger sentences. 

Tnes:etwo results are not surprisi~g given the trends for the 

total population of committed offenders. Research has shown 

that the overall trend in sentencing in Massachusetts is towards 
23 

lo~ger sentences. Th.e results di.scussed above must be seen as 

a furtlier dernonstra ti.on of the, general increasing sentence length 

trend currently, goi~g on in the Commonwealth. 
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2. Juvenile Court/DYS History Variables 

Three of the juvenile court/DYS History variables proved to 

be significant in distinguishing between the earlier and later 

youthful offenders committed to the Department. For youthful 

offenders committed from 1968 to 1971 (Group 1) only 11% of the 

youthful offenders had more than one prior Department of Youth 

Service commitment before being committed to the Department. 24 

33 

For youth£ul offenders in Group 2 (committed from 1972 to 1975), 

33% had more than one prior Department of Youth Service commitment 

before their adult commitment. The results indicate that for 

youthful offenders in Group 3 (committed from 1976 to 1979), 

. almost half (43%1 had more than one prior DYS commitment prior 

to their adult commitment'to the Department of Correction. 

When looki~g at the variable unumber of juvenile court 

appeara,nces", severa,l interesting results become evident. For 

youthful offenders in Group 1 (committed from 1968 to 1971), 41% 

had more than four prior court appearances in juvenile court before 

their commitment to the Department. In Group 2 (youth committed 

from 1972-19.751, sixty-nine percent of the youthful offenders had 

more than four prior court appearances in juvenile court. This 

difference was found to De s~gnificant. However, when looking at 

the youthful offenders in Group 3 (committed from 1976-1979) , 

t. 
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only slightly more than half (.54%) of the youths had more than 

four prior juvenile court appearances. When comparing youthful 

offenders in Group 2 to those in Group 3 for this variable the 

results indicate that the difference is significant. That is, 

the current trend indicates that fewer youthful offenders are 

being committed to the Department with more than four prior 

juvenile court appearances. While the percentage of youthful 

offenders with more than four juvenile court appearances in 

Group 3 is more than the comparable percentage in Group 1, the 

. percentage is decreasing. 

The last of these variables that was significant was the 

variable "total number of charges as a juvenile in juvenile 

court". For youthful offenders in Group 1 (committed from 1968 

34 

to 19711, slightly less than half (.47%) had more than five charges 

as a juvenile in juvenile court. For youthful offenders in 

Group 2 (committed from 1972 to 1975), 72% had more than five 

charges as a juvenile in juvenile court. Finally, for youthful 

offenders in Group 3 (committed from 1976 to 1979), 66% had more 

than five cha~ges as a juvenile in juvenile court. 25 
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3. Social History Variables 

Most of the social history variables reflected a change in 

the youthful offenders committed to correctional institutions 

35 

that was indicative of many of the changes in the total population 

of people in the United States during the time frame of the study. 

For the youthful offenders in Group 1, 38% of their parents were 

married when their son or daughter was committed to the Department. 

For youthful offenders in Group 2, 27% of their parents were married 

when their son or daughter was committed. Finally, for youthful 

offenders in Group 3,only 22% had married parents when they were 

committed. Only four percent of the youthful offenders committed 

from 1968 to 1971 (Group 11 had children when committed to prison. 

Nine percent of the youthful offenders in Group 2 {committed from 

19.72 to 1975} had children when they were committed to prison. 

Finally, fourteen percent of the youthful offenders in Group 3 

(<?omroitted from 19,76 to 19791 had children when committed to prison. 

The variable, "number of addresses in the past ten years,,,26 

yielded significant l;'esults. Sl~ghtly more than half (fifty-one 

percent of the youthful. offenders in Group 1 had more than two 

addresses' the previous ten years before their prison commitment. 

However, seventy percent of the youthful offenders in Group 2 

(committed from 1972 to 19751 had more than two addresses the 

previous ten years, evidence of increased mobility for this 

particular sample of offenders. But, when iooking at youthful 
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offenders in Group 3 (committed from 1976 to 1979) only 37% had 

more than two addresses the previous ten years before their adult 

prison commitment., ~his indicates that there is less mobility 

in this particular group than at anytime in the years measul:ed 

by the study. The last variable, "length of time at current 

address" indicated results similar to the one just discussed. 

Slightly less than half (46%1 of the youthful offenders in 

Group 1 had lived for more than four years at their last address 

before their prison commitment. Fifty-three percent of the 

youthful offenders in Group 2 had more than four years at their 

last address while 61% of the youthful offenders in Group 3 had 

lived for more than four years at their last address. 

4. Institutional Variables 

There were three institutional variables that differentiated 

the sample over time. For youthful offenders in the earliest 

groupi:ng (Group 1), only 29% had more than two disciplinary reports 

while in prison. For those in Group 2 and Group 3, 47% and 51% 

respectively had more than two disciplinary reports while incar-

cerated in prison in Massachusetts. Of course, since the results 

indicate that youth in Groups 2 and 3 are receiving lo:nger 

sentences it could be presumed that this would mean that since the 

youths are serving longer sentences, they have more of an oppor­

tunity to receive a disciplinary report. For youthful offenders 

... ..... ________________________________ """--________ ~___o.J.\,"__ _____ ---'-'---____ .~ ___ _ 
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in Group 1, only 14% had received one or more maximum security 

placements during their incarceration. Seventeen percent of 

the yout~ful offenders in Group 2 had one or more maximum 

security placements during their incarceration and one-fourth 

(25%) of the youthful offenders in Group 3 had one or more 

maximum security placements. Finally, for youthful offenders 

committed from 1968 to 1971, 14% had received more than one 

medium security placement while incarcerated in prison. For 

youths in Group 2, one-fourth (25%) had received more than one 

medium security placement while incarcerated. In Group 3, 32% 

had received more than one medium security placement while 

incarcerated. 

5. Discussion 

To summarize these findings, there were twelve variables 

37 

that indicated significant changes in the population of youthful 

offenders committed to correctional institutions in Massachusetts 

over time. Since there were sixty variables considered, only 20% 

of the variables indicated significant changes over time. This 

would indicate that youthful offenders committed to prison in the 

state in latter years have remained very similar to their earlier 

counterparts, except that those youth committed in latter years 

have more extensive criminal histories than the youthful offenders 

committed in earlier years. Conse~uently, they are being dealt with 

differently by official agencies and exhibit some different social 

characteristics. 
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On the surface, the results would seem to indicate that the 

youthful offenders in latter years are more serious offenders 

than those committed, in the earlier years. They have received 

more DYS 

had more 

commitments, had more juvenile court appearances, and 

total charges than their counterparts in earlier years. 

Of course, other changes have occurred at the same time that 

would make this conclusion a questionable one at best. There 

has been an increase in the reporting of crimes by the public 

and an increase in the development and sophistication of police 

departments that:. would tend to r.esult in youths receiving more 

charges and subsequently more court appearances in juvenile 

court. This increase does not necessarily mean an increase in 

seriousness but may simply reflect an increase in, the detection 

of crime by juveniles and other youthful offenders. Also, by 

reporting an increase in commitments, J'uven-1le court ... appearances 

and total charges in juvenile court, these variables do not give a clear 

indication of the nature of the offenses or the disposition of 

the offenses. It might be that the number of delinquency 

petitions has increased proportionately to the increase in total 

charges and court appearances. As a result of these considerations, 

it is premature at this time to report or conclude that the 

results over time indicate that the youthful offenders are more 

serious in latter years than they were in earlier years. Volume III , 
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in this series will delve into this question at some leng'ch to 

determine whether in fact this statement can be made and dernon-

strated to be factua~ly correct. 

A listing of all significant variables and their corres­

ponding chi square values are presented in Appendix I. 
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Summary 

This report has provided an overview of the youthful 

offenders committed to correctional institutions in Massachusetts 

from 1968 to 1979. The remaini~g four volumes in this series 

will examine in further'detail other specific aspects of this 

population in order to provide a more detailed and thorough 

understandi~g of the population of youthful offenders who were 

committed to the Department from 1968 to 1979. 

The analysis in this report has described the profile of the 

youthful offender. An attempt was also made to look at the 

youth£ul offender over the entire time frame of the study to 

determine if there are a~y cha~ges in the type of youth presently 

being committed to the Department of Correction in Massachusetts. 

The report has shown that there have been some changes in the 

response of the juvenile justice and criminal justice systems to 

the youthful offender in Massachusetts. The youth being committed 

to correctional institutions presently receive longer sentences 

than before and, generally have penetrated much de,eper into the 

juvenile justice system prior to their commitment to the Department. 

Adult correctional authorities are bei~g less hesitant about 

placi~g these youthful offenders in maximum security institutions 

duri~g their incarceration period in state correctional insti­

tutions. Finally, these youths have a much h~gher recidivism 

rate than the rate for the total population of individuals 

released by the Department of Correction. 
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1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

Footnotes 

Youth in Massachusetts who are younger than seventeen years 
~f ~ge.wh7n they. co~it a~ offense come under the original 
Jur~sd~ct~on of the Juven~le court and juvenile justice 
system which could lead to a commitment to the Department 
of Youth servi~e. Youth who are seventeen years of age or 
older at the t~me of offense are under the original juris­
diction of the criminal court which could lead to a commitment 
to a county house of correction OJ:' to the Department of 
Correction. 

Report of the Governor "s Task Force on Juvenile Crime 
April, 19811, p.2. 

Lowell, Harvey D. and Bullington, Bruce, Rediscovering 
Juvenile Justice: Th~e 'Cost' 'of Getting Tough (June, 19811p. 10. 

Marjorie Brown Roy, Juvenile Defendants in Massachusetts: 
Patterns of Delinquency Charges (1978-1980}, Massachusetts 
Department of Proba tio,n (November 18, 19801, p. 3. 

Inid, p.4 

A Report of the Massachusetts Governor's Juvenile Justice 
Advisory Committee, The Violent ,Juvenile Offender 'in 
Massachusetts: A Polic Anal sis, Massachusetts Committee 
on Criminal Justice June, 1981t, p. 15. 

rnid, p.24. 

The data on youthful offenders committed to state correctional 
institutions was taken from the Statistical Repo'r't o'f' the 
Commissioner of Correction for 1968, 1969, 1970, 1971 and 
for 1972-1979 from the Massa'chusetts Department of Correction 
Yearly' Commitment Reports, Publication Numbers, 68, 86, 108, 
116, 139, 161, 172, and 196 respectively. 

The data o~ youthful offenders committed to county houses 
of correct~on was taken from the Statistical Repo'rt of the 
Commissioner of Correction for 1968, 1969, 1970, 1971, 1972 
and for .1973-19. 79 from the Mas'sa'chusetts Department of 
Correct~on Yearly House of C'orrection Reports, Punlication 
numbers 149,,144, 167, 173, and 185. 
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9. The total figures for youthful offenders in Table 3 differs 
from the figures in Table 2. The data presented in Table 
3 is derived from the sample for the report and excludes 
youthful offenders who were not included in the sample due 
to lack of information. 

10. There is no way 'of knowing how many of the bind overs have 
not completed the whole bind over process. Some of'the 
bind overs may have been at different stages of the process 
and may be subsequently put on probation. 

11. To determine serious offenders, the report will examine all 
juvenile offenses for individuals in the sample. Those 
offenders who have committed multiple offenses against the 
person will be considered more serious than an offender who 
committed only a few status offenses. 

12. There was an agreement between the Department of Youth Service 
(DYSl and the Department of Correction (DOC) that any youth 
committed to the Department of Correction who was younger 
than seventeen at commitment and who was felt to be' 
inappropriately placed in the DOC could be transferred 
directly to DYS upon agreement by the Commissioners of 
Correction and 'youth Service. As a result, even though a 
youth may have been bound over from juvenile authorities to 
the adult criminal process, he or she may have ended up back 
in juvenile facilities as a result of this agreement. 

13. The recidivism analysis covered the years 1968 to 1978. An 
analysis for youthful offenders released during 1978 could 
not ne carried out since the cut off date for the data 
collection effort was January 1, 1980. 

14. U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, 1970. 

15. The information on median age of mother and father at youth's 
nirth was calculated based' on those cases where this information 
was available. For statistics on mother's age at youth's birth 
this was derived from 306 cases and for the statistics on 
father's ~ge at youth's birth, this was derived from 270 cases. 

16. Information was available for 240 of the 410 youthful offender 
sample (59.% 1. 

17. This figure does not include any instances of pre-trial 
detainments. 

18. Juvenile Court ju~ges can make several' possible dispositions. 
They may: 
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19 .• 

20. 

A. 

B. 

C. 

D. 

Adjudicate the juvenile not delinquent. 

Adjudicate the juvenile delinquent and: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Impose a fine 

Place youth. on probation 

Commit the juvenile to the Department of Youth 
Service 

Suspend the 'commitment 

Dismiss cha~ges due to lack of evidence 

File the case with no fUrther action unless the 
juvenile e~g~ges in further trouble. 

E. Continue without a findi~g - no determination made 
on. guilt or innocence. 

F. Bind over youth to Superior Court to be tried as an 
adult. 

(Juvenile Bind Overs in Massachusetts: 1979 • 
Marjorie Brown Roy and Rachel S~ganl. 

Concord commitments receive an indeterminate sentence; that 
is, they do not receive a minimum sentence and are given 
a maximum sentence. For some Concord commitments (first 
offeriders), they are ~ligible for parole within six months. 
Other Concord commitments are eligible within one year, one 
year and a half, etc. 

From. 1968 to 1972,· pre-release centers were not utilized on 
a regular basis by the Department of Correction. As a result, 
the percentage given may not give 'an accurate indication of 
the utilization of these facilities by the Department during 
the 1970's. However, ~hen looking at the number of pre­
release placements from 1973 to 1979, 68% of the sample had 
never received any placements in a pre-release facility. 
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21. Por the youthful offenders released from the Department 
during 1978, it was not possible to carry out a two-year 
follow-up period since the data collection effort was 
terminated on January 1, 1980. 

22. The data for the departmental recidivism rates for 1971 to 
1977 was taken from: Smart, Yvette, An Analysis of Recidivism 
Rates Among Residents ReleaSE!d From Massachusetts Correctional 
Institutions in 1977, Massachusetts Department of Correction 
Publication Number 183, and for 1978: Williams, Lawrence T., 
Stat~stical Tables Describing the Background Characteristics 
and Recidivism Rates of Releases From Massachusetts 
Correctional Institutions During 1978, Massachusetts 
Department of Correction Publication Number 210. 

·23. Linda Holt, An Analysis of Recent Trends in Court Commitments 
to the Massachusetts Department of Correction, Massachusetts 
Depar.tment of Correction Publication Number 207, (September, 
19801. 

24. 

25. 

26. 

Technically when a youth is committed to the Department of 
Youth Service (DYSl this commitment gives DYS jurisdiction 
over the youth until his or her e~ghteenth birthday. This 
would make multiple commitments seem to be an unnecessary 
occurrence (as long as a youth's prior DYS commitment was 
never terminatedt. However, some judges have utilized 
recommitments; i.e., youth who have previously been 
committed to DYS (and still have an active prior commitment) 
are suosequently committed again to DYS giving multiple com­
mitments. 

This increase in the number of charges as a juvenile in 
juvenile court mayor may not be indicative of an increase 
in the seriousness of the youth involved. Police departments 
may have increased their abi.lity to apprehend law violators 
and citizens may be more likely to report violations 
committed by juveniles which could lead to an increase in 
the total number of charges without this necessarily 
indicating more serious offenders. 

This variable does not include placements or incarcerations 
as a result of being committed to the Department of Youth 
Service. 
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Appendb:: I 

Variables That Disti~guished Youthful Offenders 

Over Time 
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1. Maximum Sentence 

5 Years or Less 
6 Years or More 

TOTAL 

2 (X =33.5386, 1df, Pi.. • 001) 

5 Years or Less 
Q Years or More 

TOTAL 

(X
2
=8. 9982, 1df, Pl.... all 

5 Years or Less 
6 Years or More 

TOTAL 
., 

(X.c..=68.0587, 1df, p<. .0011. 

1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (%} 

116 ( 83) 
24 <. 17} 

140 (100) 

1972 - 1975 
Commi tments 

N (%) 

76 ( 51) 
74 <. 49) 

150 (100) 

1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N C% 1 

116 t 83) 
24 t 17} 

140 C1001 

1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (% 1. 

1972 - 1975 
Commitments 

N (%) 

76 ( 51) 
74 ( 49) 

150 (100) 

1976 - 1979 
Commitments 

N (%) 

39 (32) 
81 (68) 

120 (100) 

1976 - 1979 
Commitments 

N (%1 

39 (32) 
81 ( 68) 

120 (,100) 

1976 - 1979 
Commitments 

N (%) 

46 

2. Time Unti.1 Original Parole' E.1igibi1i ty Date (Excluding Unknowns) 

12 Months or Less 124 ( 891 69 ( 58) 
More Than One Year 16 <. 11} 51 ( 42) 

TOTAL 140 (1001 120 (100) 
2 ex =32.6117, 1df, p<.OOll. 
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3 • 

4. 

1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (%) 

Total Number of Disciplinary Reports 

Two or Fewer 
Three or More 

TOTAL 

2 
(X =9.9499, Idf, P -< .01). 

Two or Fewer 
Three or More 

TOTAL 

0::2=12.5842, Idf, P < . a a 11 

99 
41 

140 

( 71) 
( 291 

(1001 

1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (.%) 

99 (. 711 
41 (. 29) 

140 (1001 

1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (%) 

Number of Maximum Security Placements 

None 120 ( 86) 
One or More 20 (. 14) 

TOTAL 11 0 (1001 
2 eX =4.7755, Idf, p <. 051 

1972 - 1975 
Commitments 

N (%) 

79 
71 

150 

( 53) 
( 47) 

(100) 

1976 - 1979 
Commitments 

N (.%) 

59 (. 491 
61 ( 51). 

120 (100) 

1976 - 1979 
Commitments 

N (%) 

90 ( 75) 
30 ( 25) 

120 (100) 

47 
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One or None 
Two or More 

TOTAL 

(X
2=18.7825, 

One or None 
Two or More 

Idf, p <. • 0011 

124 (. 891 
16 ( III 

140 (lOa). 

1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (.%1 

124 
16 

(. 891 
(. III 

TOTAL 140 CloOl 

(X
2
=32.6117, Idf, P <.0011 

101 (. 67) 
49 ( 331 

150 (1001 

1976 - 1979 
Commitments 

N Uk) 

69 
51 

120 

( 581 
C. 421 

(lOa) 

...... ' ~ 

48 
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1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (%) 
7. Number of Juvenile Court Appearances 

l'~our or Fewer 82 ( 59) Five or More 58 ( 41) 

TOTAL 140 (10 0) 
2 

(x =21. 7548, Idf, P <. • 001). 

1972 - 1975 
Commitments 

N (% ) 

Four or Less 47 <. 31) Five or More 103 ( 69) 

TOTAL 150 (100). 
2 

(x =5.9629, Idf, p( .021 

1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (.% ), 

~ .. Four or Les.s 82 ( 59>. Five or More 58 ( 411. 

TOTAL 140 (10 a 1 
2 

p' ( • 05>. ex =4.2059, -ldf, 

1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (.% 1 
8. Number of Charges in Juveni.1e Court 

Five or Fewer 74 ( 53 >. Six or More 66 <. 47) 
.. 'rOTAL 140 <..100). 

(X 218.6429, 1df, p< .0011. 

1972 - 1975 
Commitments 

N (%) 

47 ( 31) 
103 ( 69 ) 

150 (100) 

1976 - 1979 
Commi tmen ts 

N (%) 

55 (. 46) 
65 ( 54) 

120 (100) 

1976 - 1979 
Commitments 

N (%) 

55 ( 46) 
65 (. 541 

120 (100) 

1972 - 1975 
Commitments 

N (% ) 

42 (. 28) 
108 <. 721 

150 (100). 
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Five or Fewer 
Six or More 

TOTAL 

2 ex =9.1508, 1df, p <.01} 

1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (%) 

74 
66 

140 

( 53) 
( 47) 

( lOa). 

1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (.%) 

1976 - 1979 
Commi tmen,t.s 

N (%) 

41 
79 

120 

( 34) 
( 66) 

( 100) 

1972 - 1975 
Commitments 

N (%) 

-9. Marital Status of Parents (Excluding Unknowns) 

Married 
Other 

TOTAL 

2 ex =4.3436, 1df, p < . 051 

Married 
Other 

TOTAL 

2 
(x =8.2339.~df, p:< .01). 

53 ( 38) 
86 ( 62) 

1,39 (100l 

1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (,%1 

53 <. 38l 
86 <.. 621. 

139 (1001 

1968 - 1971 
Commi tmen ts 

N (%1 

10. Number of Children at Incarceration 

None 
One or More 

TOTAL 

2 ex 5.8128, 1df, p< .021. 

134 
5 

139 

( 961 
<.. 41. 

(1001 

40 ( 27) 
110 ( 73) 

150 (100) 

1976 - 1979 
Commitments 

N (%) 

26 ( 22) 
94 (. 781 

120 (lOa). 

1972 - 1975 
Commitments 

N (%), 

128 
16 

144 

(. 91) 
<. 9). 

(100) 
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None 
One or More 

TOTAL 

2 (X =7.8236, 1df, PI. .011 

1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (%) 

134 
5 

139 

( 96) 
( 4) 

(100) 

1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (%) 

'11. Number of Addresses the Past Ten Years 

Two or Fewer 
Three or More 

TOTAL 

(.x2=8.2129, 1df, 

Two or Fewer 
Three or More 

TOTAL 

P < • all. 

(X
2=22. 8873; 1df, 'P < • 0011. 

Two or Fewer 
Three or More 

TOTAL 

2 
(X =4.1754, 1df t P ~ .05). 

\ ... 

:"~-';:::=-:-::::::-:~=X~:-:-:-=.::'.~-.....~::-.~~~~-:;t--:::~~-~.~'C~.-,-~ ".,. 
V I , 

52 ( 49) 
55 ( 51). 

107 (100). 

1972 - 1975 
Commitments 

N t%). 

35 <- 30>. 
82 l 70 >. 

117 t1001 

1968 - 1971 
Commi tmen ts 

N t%l 

52 
55 

107 

. , 

C 491 
<- 51). 

t1001. 

1976 - 1979 
Commitments 

N (%) 

103 
17 

120 

( 87) 
( 13) 

(100) 

1972 - 1975 
Commitments 

N (%) 

-------

51 

(Excluding Unknowns) 

35 ( 30) 
82 ( 7 0) 

117 (100) 

1976 - 1979 
Commitments 

N (%) 

58 ( 63) 
34 t 37) 

92 (100) 

1976 .- 1979 
Commitments 

N (%) 

58 
34 

92 

t 631 
<- 37) 

t1001 
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1968 - 1971 
Commitments 

N (%) 

1976 - 1979 
Commi tments 

N (%) 

12. Length of Time at Current Address (Excluding Unknowns) 

,. 
, I 

,~ 
t 
to 

f 
I
, 

I ' ... 

I 

4 Years or Less 
More Than 4 Years 

TOTAL 

2 ex =5.3084, 1df, P<.051 

r:: 

68 ( 54) 42 ( 39) 58 ( 46) 66 ( 61) 

126 (laO) 108 ( lao) 

52 
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Appendix II 

A List of Variables Collected 
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I. Present Offense/Commitment Variables 

A. Date of Offense 

B. Age at Offense 

C. Committing Institution 

D. Minimum Sentence 

E. Maximum Sentence 

F. Time Until Original Parole Eligibility Date 

", . ,~ " 

54 

G. Reception Diagnostic Center - Initial Security Rating 

H. Age at Incarceration 

I. Present Offense - General Categories 

J. Present Offense Person Offense 

K. Present Offense - Property Offense 

L. Present Offense - Drug Offense 

M. Present Offense - Sex Offense 

N. Present Offense - Other Offense 

O. Date of Commitment 

II .. Tnsititutional/MoV'ement Variabl'es. 

A. Total Number of Disciplinary Reports 

B. Date of First Disciplinary Report 

C. Number of Maximum Security Placements 

D. Number of Medium Security Placements 

E,. Number of House of Correction Placements 
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F. Number of Pre-Release Placements 

G. Number of Forestry Camp Placements 

H. Number of Bridgewater State Hospital Placements 

I. Time Spent in Maximum Security Institutions 

J. Time Spent in Medium Security Institutions 

K. Time Spent in a House of Correction 

L. Time Spent in Pre-Release Facilities 

M. Time Spent in Forestry Camps 

N. Total Number of Escapes 

O. Number of New Cha;r-ges This. Incarceration 

P. 

Q. 

R. 

Type of Release 

Age at Release 

Time Served Before Release 

III • Juvenile' Court/Departmen't of Youth Service Variables 

A. 

B. 

C. 

D. 

E. 

F. 

G. 

II. 

I .. 

J. 

Number of Department of Youth Service Commitments 

Number of Juvenile Court Appearances 

Number of Probations From Juvenile Court 

Number of suspended Sentences ~rom Juvenile Court 

Number of filed Charges From Juvenile Court 

Date of First Juvenile Court Hearing 

Number of Cna!ges in Juvenile Court 

Juvenile Court Offense,s 0-241 

Date, of all Juvenile Court Appearances 

Disposition of all Juvenile Court Appearances 
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IV. Social History Variables 

A. 

B. 

C. 

D. 

E. 

F. 

G. 

H. 

I. 

J. 

K. 

L. 

M. 

N. 

o. 

P. 

Q. 

R. 

s. 

T. 

U. 

v . 

w. 
x. 

Y. 

Race 

Marital Status 

Parents Marital Status 

Number of Brothers 

Number of Step-Brothers 

Number of Brothers Incarcerated 

Number of Sisters 

Number of Step-sisters 

Number of Sisters incarcerated 

Number of Children 

Last Grade Completed 

Place of Bir.th 

Mother Livi:ng at Youth's Commitment Indicator 

Father Livi:ng at Youth's Commitment Indicator 

Mother's Age at Youth's Birth 

Fathers Age at YouthS Birth 

Age of Youth at Separation of Parents 

Fath~s Occupation 

Mothers Occupation 

Location Where Child Formerly Resided 

Number of Siblings Living With Youth at Last Address 

Source of Family Income 

Number of Addresses in the Past 'Ten Years 

Length of Time at Current Address 
I 

Drug Use Indicator 

56 
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1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 
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