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ABSTRACT

The primary goal of this study is to evaluate the rehab-
ilitative quality of Massachusetts medium and minimum security
institutions using recidivism as the gauge for measuring the
impact of the program. Specifically this study was designed
to analyze the occurrence of differential rates of recidivism
for MCI-Walpole commitments by their specific institution of
release. The sample populations consisted of 1971 releasees.

The evaluation resulted in two significant findings. First,
it was determined that evidence did not exist in support of
the contention that low recidivist risks were in fact chosen
for transfer to the programs. Secondly, even when controlling
for a possible selection bias analyses revealed that there was
indeed a rehabilitative quality in the movement from maximum to
medium and minimum security levels in the Massachusetts Depart-
ment of Correction. '
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INTRODUCTION

In the Massachusetts criminal justice system the courts
make direct commitments to three institutions. Men are committed
to either MCI~-Walpole or MCI-Concord, while women are committed
exclusively to MCI-Framingham. When sentencing a man to Concord
a judge does not fix a minimum and maximum term as he does when
sentencing a man to Walpole. Sentences to this maximum security
institution, traditionally the place of confinement for the
younger offender, are always indefinite. A District Court or
the Superior Court may sentence a male of any age, not previously
sentenced for a felony more than three times, to an indefinite
term at MCI-Concord, after conviction of a crime punishable in
any state or county penal or correctional institution. If a
maximum term is not specified it is considered an indefinite
sentence, having a maximum of 2 1/2 years. This maxXimum term,
however, cannot exceed the maximum provided by law for fhe crime
of which the individual was convicted. An indefinite sentence
with no minimum term is a "reformatory type" sentence, giving
the Parole Board considerable leeway as to the releases on Parole
of an offender.?

When sentencing a man to the Commonwealth's other maximum
security institution, MCI-Walpole, a judge must fix both a
minimum and maximum term, and the minimum sentence may not be
less than two and one half years. In recent years the crime for
which more men were committed to Walpole was robbery, armed and
unarmed.

A "Segregation Unit" with accommodations for 60 men was
opened at Walpole in 1959. Male inmates in the general population
of any of the correctional institutions whose presence there is ‘
"detrimental to the program of the institution" may be transferred
to this unit for an indefinite period of time by the commissioner.
An "Isolation Unit" where inmates may be confined for not longer
than 15 days is also available for the "enforcement of discipline".

MCI-Norfolk, a medium security walled institution ogened in
1931 was planned for the more hopeful and adaptable men. Resi-~
dents at Norfolk live in dormitory units rather than cell blocks.
This approach, at least to "community life" was considered the
first "community prison" in the United States for males. Selected
inmates sentenced to Walpole or Concord, are eligible for transfer
to Norfolk, after a careful screening process.

Since 1952, the Department nf Correction has opened the first
of three Forestry Camps in state forest reservations throughout
the Commonwealth. Because these camps are minimum security insti-~
tutions without walls or security barriers, escape is not difficult.
For this reason men are carefully selected for transfer and
are informed that an escape may result in an additional sentence
and forfeiture of all deductions for good conduct from the sentence
he was then serving. The law specifies that certain types of
offenders cannot be transferred to the camps, specifically those
serving life sentences for first degree murder or sentences for
rape or assault to commit rape.
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: n directly to either MCI-Norfolk, in their criticism of the Illinois Youth Commission's claim of

Thetcouétipgo not commnit me Yy a lower failure rate at the state's forestry camps suggested that:

or Forestry Ca .
£ "The Commission's forestr camps claim a ]owe
i visi ch of the Massachusetts Department o : Y camps claim a lower

he D1v1519nu2§ R;igiished a recidivism follow-up analysis fal%u;e‘rate than the commission's other
Correction preVlOfroﬁ the Massachusetts State Correctional . facilities, but any comparative evaluation
of the rgleasgesthe ear 1971, One important result cited in Qf the success rates of camps versus closed
Ingtltutlons in téd zo an interesting pattern regarding the 1nst1tgtlons 1s without validity because the
this report poin f MCI-Walpole commitments when differentiat?d_ selection process which takes place at time
recidivism rate ? reloase It was determined that the recidivism of intakg sénds only tge less serious offenders
bytlngglgggiggdgals committed to MCI-Walpole and directly reliased to open institutions."
rate : idivism rate

3 trast to this, the reci . ) L

from Walpole was ?Z;éd ig ﬁgg—Walpole but éirectly released from The authors continued their criticism of methods used to assess
of rSSlgeiisygngég- and the recidivism rates of MCI-Walpole the results and effectiveness of correctional programs asserting
MCI-Norfolk w 5 ’ 13% Walpole that:

. ~Forestry Camps was £
commitments released from MCI : p P

! d to and released from el ' _
com?ltments who wﬁrie:§§§sg§;;§, then, had a significantly lower "most state correctional agencies do not
MCI_STN?rfOlktorchn those residents who were committed to and undertake controlled surveys, reporting
recidivism ra ecI-Wal ole.® These results are summarized in rather in the most general terms on their
released grim M p . rates of success without consiceration for
Table I, below.

random assignment, matched groups, or

comparison with the effectiveness of other
TABLE T agencies"

A

‘ NTS STITUTION OF RELEASE In a study concerning recidivism among inmates released
RECIDIVISM RATE OF WALPOLE COMMITMENTS BY IN from Massachusetts Forestry Camps, Carney and Bottome (1967),
determined that men were selected for the camps on the basis of
a judgment as to how they will adjust to the camp routine.S8
Releasing Percent Recidivism Rate they determined, did not always mean that the best risks
Institution Numbex o in terms of recidivismr were transferred to the camps. The actual
recidivism rate of the Carney and Bottome forestry sample was

e
jop
.
0

150 (31) 27% ' calculated to be 52.3%, while the expected rate was 57.7%.
MCI-Walpole - Despite the fact that the difference between the two rates was
216 (45) 17% not statistically significant, it was in a favorable direction
MCI-Norfolk » : and it did approach significance (X*=3.15, df=1, < .10). Using
23 ( 5) " 15% expected rates of recidivism as a comparative measure the
MCI-Concord researchers did control to some degree then for the type of
—_ ery 95 (20) 13% inmate transferred to the camps.
MCI-Fores o ‘
TOTAL 484 (100) 19% From their analysis it was further determined that sex

offenders had the lowest recidivism rate of all types of offenders
studied. The law which excludes sex offenders from the camps,
then, actually tends to have a lowering effect on the return

: sted that rate at the other institutions. It should be pointed out that
Th? author of Fhe above ziﬂitggegoieggrStsﬁggzétiwo possible only those men who volunteer are considered for transfer to
these differences might ?z‘aqst risks men were selected for the camps. Coupled with the added pressure of keeping the
hypotheses: (1) low reci lgél's—Norfolk and Forestry Camps, camps full, this fact becomes significant. Maintaining the camps
transfers,‘SPelelcaLlY to these facilities had lower recidivism at full capacity with the dependence on volunteers, lowers the
disproportionately, and tguiehagzii£ative or reintegrative degree of selectivity then for transfer to the forestry facilities.
rates; or, (i) thi;iegisfrom e elinT e Dediom e Tt e | ‘ ‘ . ) i
quality to the movem mpared to direct release from a The data presented in the Carney and Bottome study strongly
security lnst%tut}on,.as comp It is the purpose of this study ; suggest that the probability for recidivism was not a major
maximum security institution. hypotheses are in fact supportable. consideration for transfer to a forestry camp. The findings
to test if either of the above hyp ' : of this study seem to he at odds, then, with tre *heory that
o . s nature must always deal with i low recidivist risk men might have been selected for transfers
e piiiizgcgfeza;gzziggz zngZtion bias. ZXeller and Alper (1970) ; to MCI-Forestry Camps.
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This study, like the Carney and Bottgmg report, WLI;
address itself to Kellexr and Alper's crlt}CLSms by applving a
pase expectancy table to the Walpole commitments (treatment
sanple) in the sample who were transferrgd to anGAreleased ]
from MCI's Norfolk and Forestry Camps. The expeCted_rates of 4
recidivism derived from the base expectancy tables w;ll be used
to test the possibility of selection factors agcountlng fog .
the lower rates of recidivism for Walpo}e commitments rglga;ea
from Norfolk and Forestry Camps. In this way, the p0551§111ty
that a low or high zisk population may have‘been chogen in
the process of selection for the programs will have been

controlled for.

Research Design

Research Questions:

This study will address the following two research guestions:

(LY Were low recidivist risks men selected for transfers
gpecifically to MCI's Norfolk an@ Forestry Camps,
disproportionately, thus accounting for these
facilities lower recidivism rates?

(2) Was there a reintegrative or rehabili@ative qga}ity
£o the movement from a maximum to medlgm or minimum
security institution, as compareﬁ t9 direct release
from a maximum security institution?

Samgles:

ist I-Norfolk and
The treatment samples consisted of t@e MCT. ar
MCI-Forestry Camp releases in the year 1971 who wexre originally
committed to MCI-Walpole. The Norfolk sample contained ZlE
individuals while the Forestry Camp releasee population totaled

95.

[ £ 55 individuals
The control sample was made up of the 15 Y
who were Treleased from MCI-Walpole during the year 197l.

Data Collection:

From the computerized data base of @he Correction/Parole
Information System, 39 items of information were geng;a@e?
(see Appendix I for a list of these items and the officia
definition of these terms), all relateq Fo the rgleases,
criminal history and background, pertaining to b1§ pregent
incarceration. A 40th item, the var}able recidivism, was
collected and added to the other variables.
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Development of Base Expectancy Tables

Base expectancy categories have long been used by the
Massachusetts Department of Correction koth for program eval-
uation and as an aid in the decision making process.

The method used in this study to construct a base expec-—
tancy table is called predictive attribute analysis or successive
dichotomization. Using this method, the sample was divided
into two sub-groups for each variable,used in the analyses.

A recidivism rate was then derived for the two sub-groups.®

The variable with the most significant differences in recidivism
was selected. This procedure was continued until the sub-group
became too small to produce significant differences in the
recidivism rates, A predictive attribute analysis, then, was

run on a population consisting of all releases from MCI-Walpole

in 1971. The total sample consisted of 155 males. The successive
sub-grouping of the predictive attribute analysis was accessed

by a computer program designated "Max-Chi Square."10 The completed
analysis resulted in the base expectancy table presented below:

TABLE II

BASE EXPECTANCY TABLE

Age 24 or Older
At Time of Release

RR = 6%
Total Number of
Charges 14 or
Less Age 23 or Younger
RR = 11% At Time of Release
Total Sample RR = 36%
RR = 27%
Military Service Some
Total Number of RR = 20%
Charges 15 or
More
RR = 41% Military Service None
RR = 54%
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Development of Base Expectancy Risk Categcxries

The completed base expectancy table yiglded fog{ (4Lega51c
isk cate ories. These were used to determine the gxgec ‘A
iziecC;f gecidivism for the Norfolk and Forestry samp es.

rank ordering of these four (4) categories in terms of their
risk level (i.e., recidivism rate),

is summarized in Table ITIT

below:
TABLI, III
BASE EXPECTANCY RISK CATEGORIES
Recidivism
gﬁgigiry Description Rate
I No Military Service, 15 oxr more 54%
total number of charges
- o £ 36%
] Age 23 or younger at time O
t rélease, 14 or less total number
of charges
i 20%
Some military service, 15 or more
T ftotal number of charges
0
Iv Age 24 or older at time of release, 6%

14 or less total number of charges

The expected rates for each of the zegaiate.an%agizbéged

‘ ' in 1 .
‘ £ atment groups are presente; elow "2 4
iﬁzpég:cggigricmputatgons made for each of these derived expecte

rates are found in Appendix IT.

TABLE IV

; ES
EXPECTED RECIDIVISM RATES FOR NORFOLK AND FORESTRY CAMP SAMPL

S les Numbexr Expected Rate
amp
23.3%
MCI-Norfolk 216
19.9%
MCI-Forestry Camps 95
. | 22.3%
TOTAL SAMPLES 311 3

FINDINGS

0f the 311 ihdividuals who were originally committed to
MCI-Walpole but released from either MCI's Norfolk or Forestry
Camps, 261 individuals were not returned to a county House of
Correction or Jail or a State or Federal prison for 30 days or
more within one year of follow-up. The remaining 50 residents
were reincarcerated during this follow-up period. Thus, the

overall recidivism rate for the combined treatment sample was
16.1%.

For the MCI-Forestry Camps release sample, 12 of the 95
releasees had been reincarcerated for 30 days or more within one
year of their release. This resulted in a 12.6% recidivism rate.
Of the 216 individuals released from MCI-Noxrfolk during 1971,

38 were deemed recidivists resulting in a 17.6% return rate.

For the Walpole release population, 42 of the 155 releasees
during 1971 were reincarcerated for 30 days or more within one
year of their release date. Therefore, the recidivism rate for
this group was 27%. These figures are presented below in Table V.

TABLE V

DIFFERENTIAL RECIDIVISM RATES FOR TREATMENT AND CONTROL SAMPLES

Non- Recidivism
Sample Number Recidivists Recidivists Rate
Walpole Releases 155 42 113 27%
Norfolk Releases 216 38 178 17.6%
?orestry Camps Releases 95 12 83 l2.6%
&OTAL TREATMENT SAMPLE 311 50 261 16.1%

From Table V it can be seen that the control group i.e.,
Walpole releases, had the highest actual or observed recidivism
rate while the Forestry sample had the lowest rate. The Norfolk

releases had a higher rate than the Total Treatment sample but a
lower rate than the control group.

Because of the possible existence of a non-random selection
process in the transfer of inmates to medium and minimum security
institutions, a comparison between the treatment and control samples
will be made. To test the first hypothesis the possibility of
selection factors accounting for the lower rates of recidivism
for MCI-Walpole commitments released from medium and minimum
security institutions as opposed to those directly released from
MCI-Walpole, this study will compare the actual rate of recidivism
for Walpole releases (27%) with the expected rate for each of the
MCI-Norfolk and Forestry Camp releasee populations.
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When comparing the actual recidivism rate of the Walpole
releases with the expected rates of the Norfolk and Forestry
samples, it was determined that both groups, when taken individually
or as a whole, had expected rates of recidivism that were lower
than Walpole's actual rate. While comparisons hetween these
samples show a basic difference, when the Chi Square goocdness of
fit test was applied the differences were found not to be statis-
tically significant.ll The comparative figures and the results
oL the statistical tests of significance are presented in Table VI,
below:

TABLE VI

COMPARISONS BETWEEN RATHS OF RECIDIVISM FOR WALPOLE COMMITMENTS
RELEASED FROM WALPOLE AND EXPECTED RATES OF RECIDIVISM
FOR WALPOLE COMMITMENTS RELEASED FROM
MCI'S NORFOLK AND FORESTEY CAMPS

Expected Chi Square
' Walpole Releases Rate of Test and Pro-
Rate of Recidivism  Recidivism  bability Level
Walpole Commitments %2=1.50, PY.05,
Released from MCI-Norfolk 27% 23.3% laf
2
Walpole Commitments Released X"=2.43, PY.05,
from MCI~Forestry Camps 27% 19.9% laf
TOTAL WALPOLE COMMITMENTS D
RELEASED FROM LOWER SECURITY ¥4 =3.48, P).05,
INSTITUTIONS 27% 22.3% ldaf

s

Expected Rates of Recidivism Compared to Observed Rates

In order to test the second hypothesis this study will
compare the expected recidivism rates for the MCI's Norfolk and
Forestry Camps releasge populations with their actual rates of
recidivism. Because a total redjection of the existence of a
selection process could not be made selective factors will be
held constant when testing the second hypothesis. Selective
factors, to the extent that they exist will be controlled for,
then, by using the expected rates of recidivism.

Using the risk categories generated from the completed base
expectancy table, expected rates of recidivism for the treatment
samples were derived. From these categories it was determined
that the expected rscidivism rate for the Norfolk release sample
was 23.3%; and the expected rate for the Forestry sample-was
19.9%. The expected rate for the combined sample was calculated
to bhe 22.3%.

When these expected rates were compared with the actual
recidivism rates it was found thet both the Norfolk and Forestry
Camp samples had actual rates of recidivism that were lower than
their expected rates. It was also determined that the total
treatment sample had an actual rate that was substantially lower
than its expected rate. These findings are summarirzed in Table VII

below:

TABLE VII

WALPOLE COMMITMENTS WHO WERE TRANSFERRED TO AND RELEASED
FROM LOWER SECURITY INSTITUTIONS, FOR RELEASEES IN THE YEAR 1971

The data in Tabl@ VI indicates that the expected recidivisn
rates of Walpole commitments who were released from Norfolk or
Forestry Camps were lower than the actual recidivism rate of

their counterparts who were released from Walpole.

Because this

difference approaches statistical significance for the combined
Norfolk/Forestry release sample, a complete dismissal of the

Expected Actual
Recidivism Rate Recidivism Rate

Chi Square &
Probability Level

Walpole Commitments
Released from
MCI-Noxrfolk 23.3% 17.6% 14f

Walpole Commitments

x?=3,94, p<.05,

gxistence of a selection process cannot be made. Therefore,

in tegt@ng the possibility that there is a reinteqrative or
rehabilitative quality to the movement from a maximum to moedium
ggeglnmmum security institution base expectancy tables will be

Released from »
MCI-Forestry Camps 19.9%

TOTAL WALPOLE COMMITMENTS
RELEASED FROM LOWER
SECURITY INSTITUTIONS  22.3%

¥223,16, D205,
12.6° 1af

¥2=6.95, D{.05,
16.1% 1df
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From Table VII it can be seen that while CI-
commitments released from MCI-Norfolk hadh;ieeigzcggg ?gigg;e‘
rate of 23.3% their actual recidivism rate was 17.6%. MCI—évism]
commitments released from MCI-Forestrv Camps exﬁjgi;éd én rpene
expected recidivism rate of 19.9% while their acéuéi rate w
12.6%. Using the Chi Square goodness of fit test it was deisr~
mined, in terms of statistical significance that tfe differeec
ggiwiﬁg ﬁh;feiiectid and actual rates of recidivism was sign?ffcant
orfo releasee sample. The diff S i
Norfolk and Forestry Camp sample was also zizﬁgﬁiggittheigomblned
should be noted.that the difference for the Forestry éamp sampl
though approaching significance, was not statisticallf signifghzét

Controlling for a possible selection bi

. _ ! Ne} ias the results
this comparlson~betw§en expected and actual recidivism rategf
suppgrts the‘contentlon, then, that there is, to some degree

a reintegrative or rehabilitative quality in the movement frém

maximum to medium and minimum securit i
) y levels in the
Department of Correction. Hassachusetts

BN
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11.
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In terms of statistical significance, individuals originally
committed to MCI-Walpole but subseguently transferred to

and released from MCI-Norfolk had significantly lower
regidivism rates than those who remained at MCI-Walpole
(¥4=5.50, P<£.02, 1ldf); individuals originally committed

to MCI-Walpole but subseguaently transferred to and released
from MCI-Concord were not significantly different than

those who remained at MCI-Walpole [¥2=1.23 (Yates correction
applied), P>».05, 1ldf]; and individuals committed to
MCI-Walpole but subsequently transferred to and released
from Forestry Camps had significantly lower recidivism

rates than those who remained at MCI-Walpole (X2=7.42,
(.01, 1laf).

Oliver J. Keller, Jr., and Benedict S. Alper, Halfway
Houses (Lexington: Health Lexington Books, 1970), P.145.

Ibid.

Francis J. Carney and Estelle D. Bottome, An Analysis of
Recidivism Among Inmates Released From the Torestry Camps,
Massachusetts Department of Correction Publication No. 11,
Maxrch, 1967.

For the purpose of this study a person was defined as a
recidivist if he became incarcerated in a PFederal, State,
County or Town correctional facility for 30 days or moxre
during the first vear following his release.

The max~chili sqguare computer program was developed by

Tom Cannon, Research Analyst, Massachusetts Department of
Correction. The author of this study actually ran the
Base Expectancy analysis.

To determine statistical significance, the XZ, goodness
of fit test was utilized:

X2 = g (observed-expected)2
expected
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PART X

VARIAZ HS USED N ANALYSES

A. Comuitment Var:iabies

la

6¢

Irstitution of Original Conmit.nent*
Nunmber of Jail Credits

Age at Gcmmitment

Present: Offense (rost serious charge)*

Numbexr of Chargen Involved in Present Offense *

Type of Sawtence®

B, Personnel Bagkaround Chavacteristics Variabl=g

1.

5.

Aminal History Varizpies

Race*

Marital Status¥®

Military ServiceX

Lot Clvilian Adcrasg¥

Enengency Addrezsce¥

Oceupat tonal Fleld®

Length of @mployuwent at Mozt Skilled Position
longest Tiwe dmployed at Aay One Job

Last Grade Completed®

History of Drug Use*

2.

"Age at Fivsl Arrvest
Aje at Firs' Drunk Arrest .

Ag: at Fivst Doug Anvest

* > A . 3 ‘ 0 .
An asterik indicates veariables that will be formally
defined in Parit B of this Appendix.



4, thal Number of

5 © .N mub €?I'
4., Numbex
7. Number

8. Number

9, Nurber.

Nunbex
Rumler
Nunbex
Nurdsesr

nu m}‘o er
Rundberxr
16, Number
17. Nudhex
18, Nuwbex
19, WNunber
20, Nundber

Releasing

—A2-

Court Appearyinces

Appearances for

of Covrt Perscn Offenseq

of Ceuxt Appearances for Property bffenses

of Court Appearances £ Sex Offenses

of Court Apgcarancns for Wweotic Of-lenses

of Court Appearances for

of Court Appearances for Iscape Ofifenses
of Juvenile Conmitments

of Houge of Correctilon Commitmernts

of Prior State of ¥Federal Commitnents
of Any Invarcerations

of Juvenile Paroles

of Adult Paroleg

ofi Any Parocles

of Juvenile Parole Violaéions

of Adult Parole Violationg

of Any Pavole Violations

Var lablas

1. Bge at

2. lLength

Releasge

off tine sexrved on present incarceration

3. Type of Release.

Rec iddvism Variable

-

Deunkennezsgs Offences

_AB_

; PART B

FFORMAY, DEF INITIONS OF VARIARIES

Tustitution of Osiginal Commienent

Walpole

Concoxrd

Framinghamn

Other institutions

Present Offenze

a. Offenges Against the Person (Chap:er 26!5)*

A1
a.
b.
c.
de
A4,

Murdex,

st degree (section 1)

Murder, 2nd deqreeg
Mangs Lavghtex

(section 2)
{gection 13}

Asgaultg with Llotent to commnit 1murdex.

agsault to comnit marder;

includes assault with intent to murder,

ma im,
assault with &« Jeadly

ete., ;

weapon with intent to murdex; agsault with intent
to kill (scction 15)

Attenpted murder

includes 211l attempts to commit murder, othex

o e

than assaultg: attempted murder, attempts to commit

murdexr by poiscning, drovning, or strangling
(section 16)

Armed Robhery

(section 17)

Unarned Robbery

robbery by force and violence.
Asgaults with intent to roh, etc., Being Armed

includes rebhbory, vobbery-nch beling armed,
(section 19)

to rob.

includes agsault with a deadly weapon with
(section 18)

intont

Agsaultg with irtent to xob, etc. Not Beino Prmed

includes agsault o rob, tnosault witl ‘ntert -0
1rob, assault with intert to rob by force and v.olons:
(section 20)

Confining or rutting in fear a person ror the

of stealing

includes brreaking, burniag or biowing up a

(section 21)

#—

*
Chapters and sectiong
of Magsachugelias.

Rarpos g
gafe.

——

refer to tha General Laowe
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-A4-— ' . .

rrmed Bssanics in dwelling houses
the ac: may be an actaal assault or an
httempt. (section 18n),

JAsgault ard 2sgauvlt and Battery - - e
T meludes sssavit, arsault and bzetory, adsault
on en officer (sectious 13A wnd 135)

Assailt and Batterv with Dangerous Weapon (secticn
Ba)
Agsavlt Ty mOQns of a Dangerous Waapon

——

Tholuceg anmed assauit., (section 153)

Mavhel: (section Xd)
Asgaults not k=fore mwentioned

includes assault with intent to commit man-
slaughter (gection 29)

Ridnapping,
includes abduction, holding hostages, (section 26)

Extortion

includes attompts to extort money, threats.
(section 25) .
Couspirvany

where pogsible do not code casge here, but under
the specific crime thst the subjcct consplred to
comult., That is, conspiracy to commit larceny should
be coded as (522) Larceny.

-

Sey Offences

Padshaipuy

- Ageinst the Pargon (Chapter 265)

Rd}‘)" (S'tfﬁ.ﬁ(‘:‘ ?..
3T Y R SR N S L PR S SRV LELY P

lnoLudcs ahncm.is CO waut, indecent assault on
an adult, ivndecenc assault and battery on an adult,
indecent: asgault on an adult with intent to rape

(gection ?q)

Rape of Female 'mder §ixteen (ﬁection 228)
Rape of Child

includes carnal abuse of a chiLd carnal abuse
of a child under "x" vears, statutory rape
(section 23)

Agsaalt o1 Fenale ander Sixteen with idn‘enl to

comngit Rﬁ)@ ) T
includss attemits to carnally abuse, assault on

chi’d unie; the ace of congent, indeccent assauvlt

on a mino: {(section 24B)

Indecent Agsault ~nd Battery on Child snder 14
_includes indec nt assault and battoly on a miror
{rrction 13B)

-
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Unnatureal ant Lascivious Actg‘(chapte: 272)

O ey At e s

inc ludeg vnnaturai cts, lasciviow: acts,
assaultg to commit unuatural sex acts (section 25) |

Unnatural, hots with Shild unier 16 (scetion 31)
Sodcmy and Burgery \section 34)
Tncest (sectiom 17)
Othe:r Sox Offenses

TTinc ludes adultery, fornication indscernc exposgure,
lewd lasaiviouwy c¢~habitation, lewiness, open
and grogs lewdnes.. (sections 14, 16, 18, 53)

Crimes 2gain

st Property (Chapter 206)
Azson ‘
inc Ludaos bury ing of housch, woodls, fence, etc,,
and any attempt.3 (sections: 1,2,5,5A7, 7 8,9,]0,
108, 1L0Y, 1L11a)

Burglary, Being Arned or Making an Assanlt

incindeg armed burglary,. breaking and entexing
with incent te assavlt with dangevous weapon (sca-
tion 14 ,

Burgloxy

inc ludeg breeking and entewing (both night and
day), attompt to break and enter, broeokicco and
entering end lmocany, burglary, Mreaking ~ud enloring
wﬁm:mmmtlmmmw,bmmkmq and entering with
intent Larceny and larceny. (scetionsg: ', 16,164,
17,18, 19)

Possession of Burglary Implements (sectlon 49)
steal.ng

ing ludes stealing in buillding, ship
ate. (seulions 20,24)

at a fire.

Larceny from the Person (section 25)
Larceny
includes attcmpted larceny.

gsection 20)

Theft of a Motor Vehicle
Tincludes larcenv of a motor ve'iclie. operation
withort authoxity of own:ar afiter "'.L;p' nsien, opaera-
tion wathout avchority ouf owiee, vse vithout

authority (scct.ion 28)

Forcery avd Utlering
nelude forgexry, vittarineg, COUhu”VJQILIWq
(section 27 and 37A and Chajyex 267, scctions 1-31)

comuon amd gerorions Thi~f (section 40)

Firoud .
ncludes enbezzlenment (seciiions: 50-59)
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Rezeiving Siolen Good.s

Includes koth The ~aceiving and the buying of
agtolen goods (section o0)

comion Recadver of Stolen Goxds (sect:ion 62)

Malizious or Vanton Iniuries to Property

T iaTudc s tho destrustion, defas sment, wilful
injury, evplosion oif both puklic cr br:vath
sropextys maliciovs mischief (secciong: v4-114,
124-130)

Other Offenses (Chapter 268-273)
'.hqc,' ‘lpu-a v .
. 1nclmnﬂ‘atp aptss, asgld
(Chapter 268-Ses:ions 15, 16,

Weapon:s Olfcnvem

inciuaes carcying or possession (Chapter 269-
Seotion L0)
Nongujaort ;

inc Lades de%crtion (Chaptor 273~Section L thru 10)

sting in, accegsory to
6, 16A, 17)

Polygamy )
inc Ludes bigeny (Chaptew 272-Scotion 15)

Stubhory ¢hild '
inclwics runaway, common night walker ‘Chapton
27258 ectinn 53) :

Deriving Support, frowm Prosts L (Chapfar 272-Section
9)
DJ.F\'t U:I::b '34(3‘ ,.u(" Pe_é:\:‘ic:l
Tine ades  iade and Gisorderly (Chaptess 272
Section 53)
Prostituticn * (Chapter 272-Soection 53)

rllegitiveey (Chaptex 273-Scctlon 11-19)
Mhoriicn  (Chapter 272-Section 19)

Gaming

inc Iudeg the monufacture, posse.ulonf or salc of
ganing implements:; keeping common gamiryg house
(Chapter 271-Sccltives 1 48)

Moteor Vahisle CEfieczes

incTuies alc motor vohicls offcnsoy otler than
larceay of a potor Vahl:lef operscion without
authority »f ownex after sunpens.om, operzcion
without av:shosity of owners, use williout aanthority.

Contemut of Court

inclade = varjury (Cha.rer 268, section 1}
Brihery

includies both accepting and of:fering (Chaptex
2680-Scations 1-24) .

-...A7.— ' .
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Drunkennesg (Chapter 272-Section 4F)

e I

1cludn' the possession of all raxcotic drugs other
thin herodr. orly whese the sile of the Arug i nat
irferred o Grplicitly stited. ¥or oxampie:
possa gsion of narcot'c 1Lugq, naretic drugs found
‘n possession (Chaptzazr 94-Scction [:05)

Pougession othucoLu.Drugg E

Posscsgirn of Hercin

. orly where the sala of the druy is not inferred
or explinitly staced., (Chapten 94~3ect lon 212)

Stealiny Narcotic Drug
only where Eqe saJc of the drug 1s rnot inferred
or explicitly s:ated (Chopter 94-Section 217C)

Being Precent Where Moyectie Drug Xllegally Kept

includcs navactic drug law violation, conspiracy
to violsate navcoticg dwrug law, and all charges in-
volving "PFeing kresent" where narcotic 6Lucs dl
illegally kepl. (Chapter 94-Scotion 2133,

Poggegi ton of Mypodermic Syrincae

-

e luios pqssnvsjon of hypodexmiic necdle, ox
any ingtmunent unupned for the administration of
narcotic drugs. (rhapler 94-Section 211)

Incucing Anothes: to Violate Narcohic Druv Low
inc Ludes lhhHLLnO & MIinor 1o violiste nercotic
drug Llaw (Chapter 94-§ection 21L74)

Sale of Xovoin
ingludes possoesslon of hexoin with intart to
soll, uwnlawful posgession of heroin with inent
to Se, sale of hewxoin (Chaptexr 94-2122)
Sale of Wangolic Druug .
Tinclwies the sale of all narcotic drugs othor
than hexoin. For axouplesvunlowful sale of noccowia
druga, gale of narcotic drugs (Chaptoc Cﬁ~8cctlon 217)

Pouu agion of Nargotic Drugs with Inten. Sall
1 des the posscugion of all narcorlc urugs

other than haeroin with the intent to sels (Chapter

94-Section 2178) \

Oporating a Motor Vehis.le Under I flucnce oFf Narcoliss

Controlled Suwhstane

inciudes “la mﬂnuirsturing, d:stribution, dig-
pensing ox possassion with ‘ntent vy amnufcture
dis:iribute ox ddspense a controlled substarce.,
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Warher of Chawges Iuvelved in Drasent CFfunase B-4, Test Clvilirn 1ddrness ‘ _
The total numbsr of charges involved in the present ' Boston ‘ , *
] R ' N o]+ vt ‘ AR Al A Y]
comnitient, TFor cxample, If i individuul i com- ' . . Noxtharn Bon hon | Bk nlag
A " A i . Lo . IO IR Y HETR Y "3 §ofn o a,
m.tted for Burglawy, Argon and Asscull, {hree cahacges . Reme :1.11.'.39 Jdatopoliton Pogton
are reccricd, Churges shouls not ho cc»ni‘usezl with S Tove Ll»ua\'{f.z:.u:g Ar).cm‘
courts. An individual nay ke commitiod on 16 dounts l\go.w']}edifox 4 - Fall River Avea,
for the single chavge of Burylary. ( . Sptc'mngn.e]g) Area
: Worcegter Arai
Type of Senlencer ' Other Maw«aclhngetis Areas
— - Outslie Massac husotts
[ 30 | ' o ey e Ty
S imple - one sgentoence ls being sexved. ) ‘
= ' \ B-5. Rmergency Addresscc:  Name llsted by the inmate as the
Concurrent s~ more thon one sentenae ds baingy sexved pergan to contiict should an emexgency otcur. Ccate-
] T (all gexved coterminous) ‘ gories imcluded weres s ]
‘ ' . Tather Other Relativea
Aqqregate ~ more than one sentencu ‘8 halue served Mother Non-Re Lat ive
but the sentences ave added together and Spouse No emcrgency addressee ligted.

not gecved coterminou..

B-6, Oeeuwsational Pielc!

. .

¥ .
Forthwith -~ a gentence which supercedes an existing
sentence. . . Profeasional -  (e.g., lawyers, doctors, engingers,
¢ leray) ,

Frowm and After - & sentence which wegan ol L2r an

N oS . i . . '
individusl had been reloased £com an Businces/Manoserial - owneiship of managercat of a
exlsting sentencc. business valued at $10,000 or more.

Rage/Bthnle Origin * clorigal/Sales ~ (e.g., sales wonagers, Life inguranca

AR s les, bookkeaspor, olorin) .
White Os dotic o ‘ o
B lack Sy ish Skilled Manval - le.g., master tradeswm, nachinist,
aerlcan Indian ‘ Eactory foreman) .,

Meritald Status , Semi-gkilled Mmmeal - {e.yg., apprentice crafioran, )

) T ‘ ) ' avtomobile mechenic, assendly Ling
HMary ied W ldowed . r * -
Sang Le Cotmon L Ungkilled Manual - labor tasks reguining Little train-
Nivorced Separat.ed

mg oxr gkill.

v

Military Sexrvice

Service ~ (e.g.. bortender, waiter, tasi driver,

janitox). .
None
Honorable Disciarge ‘ B~9. Ioucation (Lust Srada Completed)
NDishonorable Nischaryc e ) T ' ' '
JBad condugt digcharge, Othe:r thaos Ilonirable, the last f:)‘:r.'ilda‘of aducation which the subjcat con-
General, Undesirable ) pleted, Bouh a high school graduate and a G.E.D. coounld
Medical : he coded as li. An individual who hag ccompleted ona
In Armed Sorv.~es, bul the type of discharge is ; yeax cf college shouid be coded 13. Two y-ars of collcge
not listed on the Broking Shec. is coded ag l4. htcehera.
1Y . 3

e L e
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B~-10 Higtory of Nrug Use : . ;

Data collected from inmate files determining whethex:.

- N . . }

Wo mentio:; of Drug veas,

Drug User (no specific drug mentioned)

Drug Jsor (mertiun of heroin use)

Drug User (mertion of the use of any drug other
than heroin ov marijuana - the exclusive use
of Mavijuana)

Prug User (Marijuana only drug mentioned)

n-3. Zype of Releage

, Parcle APPENDIX II

Discharge
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The formula for constructing an expected recidivism rate
for a particular sample is:

EXPECTED RATE OF CATEGORY X NUMBER CF INDIVIDUALS IN CATEGORY

TOTAL NUMBER OF INDIVIDUALS IN SAMPLE

For example, if we take the Norfolk sample, the expected
rate of recidivism would be calculated in the following manner:

Risk Category Expected Rate Number Computation

I .54 56 30.24
IT .36 22 7.92
ITI .20 28 5.60
Iv ' .06 110 6.60
216 50.36

EXPECTED RATE = 50.36

216

EXPECTED RATE = 23.3%

In the above procedure the risk category is the specific
Base Expectancy Risk Category computed from the construction of
the Base Expectancy Table for the control group i.e., the Walpole
1971 releasee sample (see Table III Page 6 for specific listing
and description of the four (4) risk categories). The. expected
rate is the appropriate expected recidivism rate for the individual
risk category (see also Table III Page 6 for specific rate)
while the Number refers to the number of individuals in the sample-
for which an expected rate is being calculated that fall into the
particular risk category. Total Number is the total number of
individuals in the sample for which an expected rate is being
determined.

The specific mathematical computations made for each of the
derived expected rates are presented below:

Sample Risk Category Expected Rate Number Computationsf
Forestry I .54 19 10.26
Releases II .36 10 3.60
IIT .20 8 1.60
Iv .06 58 3.48
95 18.94
18.94
95 = EXPECTED RATE = 19.9%

i
i

-AII-2-
Sample Risk Category Expected Rate Number Computations
Total Releasee
Sample I .54 75 40.50
II .36 32 11.52
ITT .20 36 7.20
v .06 168 10.08
311 69.30
69.30 _ _
311 = EXPECTED RATE = 22.3%






