If you have issues viewing or accessing this file contact us at NCJRS.gov.

. R SR

Los ¢
P ’

(" D

U.S. DEPARTEAENT OF COMBMERCE
National Techuical Information Service

PB-268 770

The Adult Furlough Center
Variables Related to
Successtul Parole

Hawaii Univ, Honoluly

NCJRS
NOV 91977
ACQUISITIONS
Prepared for -
Hawaii Corrections Div, Honolulu
Sep 74 ‘
\ J




5573 D T e e
-

t

3

™~

v

[

'PB 268 770

{

CLEARED  MCL

4-SEP2 8
Copy ... 1976

(L A : THE ADULT FURLGUGH CENTER:

» VARIABLES

s . 5 o i . .
-, 7 4 .
; [ . N . Lot X . - ~
. oo ' \ Ve
o \ \ . ‘
\ [ t ¢ \ \
' \ '
s . s ;
£ \ !
. ' 4 '
Y
I
A Geiences & Social V!x~§fure 4 \
i
- } N
. Ry,
* .
* Lol
0 TR e $
o ;
X | Social
S Welf?re
o Development
w f and 4
3 Research Center SEPTEMBER, 1974
Vg

REPRODUCED BY

NATIONAL TECHNICAL
INFORMATION SERVICE

. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SPRINGFIELD, VA. 22161

RELATED TO SUCCESSFUL PAROLE . ‘
. . ! . '

REPORT NG. 137




o iy o 2

e G i e

THE ADULT FURLOUGH CENTER:

VARIABLES RELATED TO SUCCESSFUL PAROLE

September, 1974

Report No. 137

2 a ihai a



e G R VT YA

AU AT ST

; i &

FOREWORD

1

In October, 1972, the Soclal Welfare Development and Research Center (here-

in SWDRC) published a Progress Report on the Adult Furlough Center (herein AFC).

Further research wag prescnted in a supplement in September, 1973, describing
correlates of parole outcome for AFC residents during the program's first year
of operation.

As part of the SWDRC's continued service to the Corrections Division of
the State of Hawall, Department of Social Services and Housing, the following
report 1s presented as an extension of research concerning parole outcomes,

this time for all residents of the AFC during its two years of operation.

' Ms. Dian Grossman undertook the tasks of collecting data and preparing the ini-

tial draft of this report, in fulfillment of research requirements for the
degree of Master of Social Work; Dr. Clifford R. O'Donmnell, SWDRC researcher,
and Ms. Kathleen G. Stanley, SWDRC program speclalist, provided overall direc~
tion and supervision, especlally in the selection of researcit desipgn, statistical
techniques, and in editing the report. Dr. O'Donnell revised much of the
results and discussion sections.

We wish to acknowledge the complete cooperation and assistance of the fol-
lowing staff members of the Corrections Divisjion:

Mr. Ray Belnap, Adminisfrator

Mr., Michael Kakesako, Acting Assistant Administrator

Mr. Sam Kawshara, Acting Administrator, Hawali State Prison

Mr. Antone O0lim, Prison Administrator

Mg, Betty Chaﬁg, Hawaii State Prison Records Clerk

Mr. Earl Chun, Administrator, Board of Parole and Pardons

Mr, Thomas Nakama, Parole Administrator, and seven of the parcle officers

Ms. Kuulel Reyes, Secretary, Board of Parocle and Pardons
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Mr. Wayne Matsuo,. Administrator, Kamehameha Conditionsl Relesse Center
(past Administrator, AFC), and his staff

Mr. Conroy Chow and Mr. Frank Okana, Coxrrections Research and Statistics

Bureau
It is our hope that this Center's contributions to the Corrections Divisicn
will assist in ongoing efforts to develop correctional programs which are in~

creasingly humane and effective. The Center welcomes the opportunity to be a

part of this vital work.

/2f Jack T. Nagoshi
Director
Social Welfare Development
and Research Center
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ABSTRACT
i
i The purpose of this study was to identify variables whigh are predictive
g of parole outcome. The population consisted of 92 men who had been residents ‘

BIPRCE  a

g

of the Adult Furlough Center, a short-ters pre-parole program.

Data were collected from prison, Adult Furlough Center, and parole records.
Data analyses were done using factorial and multiple regression techniques, and
chi square statistics.

It was found that the ability to maintain employment on parole was the
gingle variable most predictive of parole success. The gecond most important
variable was performance in thg Adult Furlough Center program, in which one of
the main goals waa to establish ecmployment prior to golng on parole. These
findings were consistent with those cf studies done elsewhere. Additionally,
it appears that the population studied is similar to other prison arnd parole

populations in being characterized by employment problems.
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THE ADULT.FURLOUGH CENTER:
YARIABLES RELATED TO SUCCESSFUL PAROLE

The ability of parolees to succeed on parole, and the possible causes
of parole fallure, are of substantial interest to correctional systems and to
gocliety which sponsors the criminal iustice systems encompassing correctional

programs.l The recason for this interest is not only because adjucated criminals

are responsible for serious crime.2 noxr because parole failure is the same
thing as repeated criminal activity. Rather, the need for studying and under-
standing determinants of different parole outcome is created by a complex
network of toncerns, based on such diverse values as those of efficiency and
right to liberty, on the visibility of identified felons as representatives
of crime, on the apparently high degree of handicaps of many prisoners, and
on needs for correctional systems to maximize success.?

The purpese of this study was to evaluute the degree of association of
a numher of variables with parole outcome (success or failure), for a group

of men who have served prison terms in Hawaii. The objective was to identify

predictor variables which may be significantly related to parole outcome.

General parole outcome studies can, and have been used to estimate
zhances of parole success for individual prisoners, prior to being granted
parole, based on past findings of parole outcome for similar prisoners.4
However, thig study wag not intended for such use. Rather, it sought to iden~
tify characteristics of parolees and their situations which distinguish

parnle fallures, as a group, from parole successes, as a beginning step in

improving correctional. programs. For such a purpose, it 1s necessary to include

information about behavior on parole, as well as that typically included about
behavior in and before prison. This is especially important because it has

been noted that behavior outside of prison is more powerfully predictive of

s
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parole outcome than is behavior in prison.6

Biackpround of the Present Study

The present study is a continuation of work done by the Soclal Welfare
Development and Research Center (SWDRC) on correlates of parole outcomes for
men who had resided in the Adult Furlough Center (AFC).7 The first study
appears to be the only one, so far, of general parole outcome predictors in
Hawaii, This second study expands the number of cases to include all of the
AFC rasidents and extends the follow-up period.8

There ig reason to believe that the AFC population is representative of
recent Hawaii prisoners, with the possible exception of those prisoners con-
sidered to be either exceptionally good or poor parole risks. Residents of the
AFC representel about B1% of all prisoners released from the Hawaii prison
gsystem during the time of program operation.9 "Very high risk' men, as in
most states, usually serve out their maximum sentences, without receiving
parole. Men considered to present "very low risk" (but not go little that they
are sentenced to non-residential correctional alternatives) have been assigned
to residential correctional programs which permit the inmate to be quite
active in the free community, for most or all of the sentence. The moég nota-
ble of such programs in Hawali is the Conditional Release Center, imn opefation
since 1967, which uses a work and recreational furlough proggam for periods at
least a year prlor to release on parole. Thus, AFC men repre;ented the "kind"
of men in Hawaii who were likely to be Incarcerated in pris&ns and camps (and
hence, to be quite isolated from the rest of the community during their terms)
and who eventually will be paroled.-. |

There 1s an additional value to the selection of AFC residents for this

study. The AFC was the first and only program in Hawaii to offer a short-term

e v R MG TREIR AL AT T g
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pre-parole furlough center for all men to be paréled. There i3 increasing
evidence that being required to serve time in prisons, isolated from the
rest of the community, doves not provide a good setting in which to learn
Lenaviors which would help a person to 'go straight" after release. This has
led to frequent recommendations that opportunities be extcnded to spend as
much of a prison sentence within the larger community as 1is possible, unless
a prisoner is clearly very dangerous.lo If we are to begin to explore possi-
bilities of extending this lkind of opportunity, it is necessary to take a
closer look at this program, which has now been replaced with a second
Conditional Release Center (same place and staff as the AFC).11

It has been supgested that one use of pre-parole furlough centers is
to‘provide a more realistic ébservation of inmate "readiness" for parole.12
This use may be evaluated by exploring possible correlations between measured
success in a pre~parocle program and success on parole. If a strong correla-
tion 1s found, there may be increased administrative incentive in doing
specialized studies and experiments to improve the effectiveness of such

programs for a preater number and variety of men.
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REVIEYW OF PREVIQUS FINDINGS OF PAROLE OUTCOME STUDIES

The First AFC Outcome Study13

Fifty~three former AFC residents who had received parole were studied.
Five patterns of predictor variables were found, using a Pearson product-
moment correlation matrix: juvenile history, type of last commitment off<ase,
experience in the AFC, employment and traininp, and marital status. In
brief, it was concluded chat those with less serious juvenile records, whe
can maintain employment on parcle, and whe are married tend to have higher
probablilities of parole success. There was also the finding that “less serious"
crimes (against property. or involving only minor injury) were associated with
higher rates of parole “allure. In addition, tinse who stayed for a relatively
long time at the AFC experienced a greater rate of parole success, and those
who were paroled directly from the AFC (rather than having beer returned to
pfisun and paroled from there) were more likely to be employed at the time of
the study.

Four predinctor variables were then chosen and combined, and the combined
"score" correlated with parole outcome through the use of multiple regression.
The four variables were marital status, commitment to youth correctional
facility in the past, lack of injury to a victim in the last commitment
offense, and number of days in the AFC. Three different measurés of parole
failure were used in threc sepcrate regressions performed with the same predictor
variables: being artested on parole* being arvested for a felony crime; and
having parole revoked. The regressions summarized the results in regression
equations, which were used to generate a '"predicted outcome' score based on the
cumulative predictive ability of the four predic;or variables. These predicted

outcomes were then compared with actual outcomes. The predicted outcome of
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arrest or no arrest correctly classified 80% of those actually arrested and 85%
of those not arrested. The predicied outcome of felony arrest or no felony
arrest correctly clasgified 55% of the felony arrestees and 92% of those who did
not incur felony arrests. The predicted outcome of parole revocation or success
correctly classified only 29% of those whose parole was revoked, but 36% of
those whose pnrole was gtill In effcct.

As in mose variable relationship étudies, no formal hypotheses were formu-
lated for testing.lé The generation of hypotheses from these findings 1s one
of the steps which may be taken in applying them to further correctional research

and program development.

Studies Done Elsewhere

More than 600 studies have been done in this area since 1928, in wmany
1anguages.15 Although there are some findings which are reported repeatedly,
and which will be summarized below, the findings are variled. These differences
occur in indentifying predictor variables, in ranking their relative importance,
and in descriLing various comblnations of predictor varizbles which, as a
group, distinguish between failinpg and successful sub-populations within a
given parolee population. This occurs even when studies are repeatad within
one pripon and parole system over a long period of time. Thus, within correctional
systems which actually undertake and attempt to apply this basic research, fullw-
time actuarial-socfulogists are employed to update predictive knowledge as
conditions change - such as the characteristics of the prison population, the
administration of parole and its regsulations, econemic situations, or popular
social values. It has been recommended that cach corvrrctional system study its
own prison and parole populations, so that uniform varlable definitions can be

6
used and consistent records kept for the entire country.l This is one reason
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why the SWDRC chose to do a general prediction study rather than immediately
trying to apply general findings done elsewhere.
Despite these differences, it is possible to summarize frequently found

17 fhese seem to £all into two groups.la The first

predicters of outcome.
group describes the extent of a person's experience within the criminal justice
and correctional systems, and of hils past known criminal history. The second
group describes social and demogtraphic characteristics which reflescit a person's
non~criminal history, such as education, work, and family lefe. ¥For this

summary presentation, a List is shown for each group. It must be understood that

the predictors chavacterize groups of parole "fallure" in contrast to groups of

arole '‘successes'; no _refcrenaze is intended to non-parclee populations. The
p

parenthetical nctations in the list identify the value (or degree of a value)
of the predictor variable which has been more strongly associated with failure

than with success.

A. 'Criminal History":
1. Time spent in correctional institutions (more).

2. TPrevious parole and probation records (more times on parole and probation;
more violations). ;
3. Criminal records (a greater number of arrests and convictions).
4. Age at which an offender first comes to the attention of criminal Justice
or correctional authorities (younger).
5. Kind of crime(s) committed (against property, as opposed to simply
against a person). |
B. "Non-Criminal History':
1. The use of alcohol or narcotics (heavy use; addiction).
2. History of work and school prior to incarceration (fewer yesrs of school
completed; smaller proportion of time spenﬁ in working or i1 aschpoly wmove

‘frequent changes of jobs).
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3. Residence (high degree of residential transisnce).

4. Family relations (not assuming "conventional” roles and responsibilities
for other family members, either prior to cr after inéarceration, having
no family at all).

5. Work situation on parole (not obtaining or holding a job: beginning
parole with a job that is not "appropriate').

6. ﬁesidential situation on p:role (living with people with whom the parolee
feels conflict; living close to old friends who can encourage and rein-
force non-conventional and/or criminal behavior: living totally alone).

These are the kind of variables which were chosen for the first AFC study,
most of which were carried over into the present study.

Applications of General Parole Qutcome Studies19

Many people are characterized by a "mon-conventional" history without an
involvement in crime, and not all persons with long criminal records stay involved
with crime. Thus, it is evident that describing a combination of "criminal" and
"non-conventional” characteristics is neot the same thing as saying that these
characteristics "cause" continued criminal involvement. And, being that parolees
may fail without receiving new felony convictions, it is not even accurate to
say that variables which are associated with parole failure (revocation of parole
for any reason, including absconding, i.e. disappearing) are those associated
with criminal recidivism.

It is sometiﬁcﬂ found that Lthe degree of family Interest shown in a prisoner
vhile he is incarcerated is relauted to parole outcome. One research group
followed this up and found that-the ethnicity of the prisoner greatly affected
20

this co-varlance.

Quite a number of observers have noted inconsistency in the criteria for
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parole revocation, which makes it impossible to generalize findings from one
parolee population to another.21 This appears to have led to a wide variety
of further explorations, for example: an attempt to differentiate between
parolees who fall for technical violations only and those who fail for new
felony convictions;22 suggestlons that parole regulations be made uniform over
the entiras country;23 explorations, of many kinds, of the effects of different
parole conditions on parole outcomes.24

The frequency of the {inding that ability to maintain employment is rélated
to parole outcome for so many prisoners has led to many attempts to improve
vocational skills, and the training received in correctional programs has often
been used as a variable in outcome studies. Several studies, which combined
both experimental vocation;l training and a general predictor study, have’
reported no effect between the training and parole outéome; this is béginning‘
to spark interest in a deeper exploration of how parole outcome may actually
be related to employment.25

A very ambitious example is one in which the results of a great many studies,
with all their contradictions, are synthesized into a typology of criﬁinal careers .
and recommendatlons on treatments which may be most effective for each "fype"

of criminal are made, also based on a large number of past findings.

L
e
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METHOD

After the first AFC parole outcome study the original 1ist of variables was
revised. Some variables were deleted or recoded 1f they seemed insignificant in

the findings or presented oxtreme difficultfes in interpretation. Others were

added to evaluate some relationships which wero reported in other studies, or

to follow "hunches".

The Sample

Ninety~two AFC residents were followed In thig study. This includes all of
the AFC residents who were paroled and under supervision of Hawaii parsle

authorities.

The Variables

A complete 1ist of all variables used in this study is given in Appendix A,
Each variable ig numbered and ritled. The computer card number and column(s) in
which the daca were punched are recorded for future reference by the SWDRC. The

cades and operationalizations for each variable are listed and explained.

AR e e v e et . RS
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RESULTS

Desgriptive

10

Variables hest expressed in means are presented in Table 1; Table 2 presents

other variables in percentages, and Table 3 overall outcome results,

Table 1

Description of AFC Residents in Means

Variable
Current Age
Age at Firast Offense
Aga at First Admission to Prison
Yeara in Prison
School Grade Completed
CAT Grade Level Score
‘¢ A IQ Score
Days in AFC

Dollars Earned Per Week at AFC

Mean

34
15
24

87
69
102
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Table 2
Description of AFC Residents in Percentages
Variable
Married
Etiployed at time of study or parole failure
Juvenile Court Record
Spent Time in HYCP
Spent Time in Jail
Parole Violation (if previously paroled)
Last Offense Against Person
Last Offense Against Property
L 1t Offense Involvgd Drugs

On Job Training Taken in Prison

Table 3

Overall Cutcome Results

Varilable
% on Successful Parole
% Arrested on Violated Parole
% Arrested for Felony (of those arrested)
X Number of Arrests

X Months te Arrest or Parole Violation
{of those who did s0)

X Months on Parole (fur Succeyses)

i’Months on Parole (for Failures)

11

90

Result

74

39

24
1.3
6.7

15.7
903




[

gy T T RIS CTRTRE ¢ N ST

SR

e

£ et ¥

P A st RS

. e, . e i T A Y Do ‘ <
AT R o A O

12
Of the 267 whose parole was revoked, 29% failed within six months, 88% in

one year, and 96% in two years. For the successes, the time from the granting
of parole until the time of this study ranged from six to 29 months. Thus, all
of the AFC residents had been on parole at least six months, 76 (or about 83%)

for at least one year, and 12 (or about 17%) for two years.

Qutcome: Pre-AFC

Four variables differentiated fallures from successes: whether they had
been committed to HYCF, had a previous adult probation, started but failed to
complete vocational courses in prison, and had spent more than four years in
prison.

Of the failures 71% had been in HYCF compared to 40% of the successes
(X2 = 5,70, DF = 1, p «.05); 75% had been placed on probation as an adult
compsred to 467 of the successes (X2 = 5,06, DF = 1, p+. .05); 43%Z of those who
started but didn't complete vocational courses in prison have failed parole,
compared to only 17% of those who did not start or complete vocational courses
(X2 = 5,34, DF = 1, p = ,02); of those who were in prison less than four years
162 have failed parole, while for those in prison for four or more years the

failure rate was 45% (X% = 10.09, DF = 1, p.r .01).

Qutcome: AFC

The two most promising AFC variables appear to be time spent in AFC and
whether any money was earned in AFC. The overall median length of stay at the

AFC was about 66 days. Only one~third of the failures had a longer than median

2
stay, compared to more than one-half of the successes (X = 6.19, DF =1, p <.05).

An analysis which categorized the AFC residents according to whether or not they
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- g earned any money at all in the AFC showed that 53% of those who had not earned
/. § any money have falled, compared to 21%Z of those who earned some money (X2 =5,32,
\ i DF =], p = ,02). .
A
: :“g Outcome: Post-AFC
et %: After leaving the AFC the most Important variable was employment. Of those
’- 2 who werevnot working at the time of this study (or the time of their parole
. t: ? revocation for failures) 437 falled parocle as opposed to only 15% of those who
17{ o wer: employed (%2 = 8,02, DF =1, p :.01).
/ }' These results were also supported by additional analyses. All of the input
variasbles were factor analyzed: the resulting factor scores were then correlated
.~ with parole status in & stepwise regression analysis. The factor which was the
- : best predictor of parole success was employmené. This factor consisted of three
- . ? variables: the proportion of time employed on parole, whether employed at the
}5;7/ - % time of this study (or the time of their parole revocation ), and employment
o : skills, The second best predictor of parole success was thelr AFC experience,
consisting of the proportion of furloughs earned, money earned per week, and
s k days spent in the AFC.
7
%2,}
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DISCUSSION

‘In general these results may be best characterized as "success breeds success,
and failure breeds failure". Prior to entering the AFC those who had been in the
HYCF, on adult probation, in prison more than four years, and started but failed
to complete vocational courses in prison were less likely to succeed on parole.
In the AFC those who left the program early, or did not earn any money, were also
less likely to succeed on parole. And finally, after leaving the AFC, those who
did not maintain employment were less likely to asucceed on parole,

Thus it appears that the AFC effectively serves as a gcreening procedure.
Upon entering the AFC, prior criminal history is the best predictor of success;
upon leaving, the AFC experience 1s the best predictor of success; and while
on parole, employment is the best success predictor.

Such results indicate how the AFC (or similar pre-parole centers) can be
most effective: (1) by increasing the‘training and success experience of
residents, particularly those who enter with extensive criminal histories,

(2) by emphhsizing employment skills in the program, and (3) by developing a
post-release employment resﬁurce program yherein those who need job referrals ox
training could continue to obtain assistance.

It would alse be uscful to know what contributes to not maintaining

employment on parole. One study postulates that a great variety of handicaps

contributes to this, particularly problems in getting along with bosses and

_co-workers, reading problems, and the inability to find and fit into a

comfortable routine.27 Glaser (1972) summarizing a great many studies, suggests
that the bulk of prisoners are men in their late twenties and thirties, who
vacillate between crime and lepgal employment as sources of financial and

emotional satisfaction, and whoge contact with the law started at a young age.
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He furthey characterizes these men as having formed social groups among those
shering their prison cells and as having difficulty in maintaining conventional
adult family roles. Morcover, they appear to lack vocational and academic
skills. Quite interestingly, Glaser's review of research led him to the sugges=-
tion that small pre-releasc furlough centers are especially effective for
reducing parole fallure with this type of convicted felon, and that the experience
gained in such centers seems niore beneficial to these men than does traditional

parole supervision and "assistance."z8

Several sources suggest that the prison setting is totally inappropriate for
learning skills which enhance the ability to hold down Jobs, whether these are
technical or social skills.29 Still others have suggested that a great deal of
a parolee's problem with work is due to irrelevant restrictions om his eligi’ility
for a number of jobs.30 There are wmany ways to approach the problem, but

clearly employment is a major focus in maximizing parole success.

s
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FOOTNOTES

1. For at least the pasc 10 years, about 907 of all prison releases in Hawaiil

have been granted paroiz (1963 data: the President's Commission on Law
Enforcement and Administration of Justice, 1967; data for fiscal years 1968
through 1972, obhtained tihrough discussion with staff at the Corrections
Kesearch and Statistics Burecau, State of Hawaii). This is higher than the
national rate of &bout 657 reported by the President's Commission (1967),
but it is also reported that the rate is steadily increasing nationally.

There are many sources of pressure to make parole the uvnly form of release.
from prison (see, especiully, the American Correctional Association, 1966).

-1t is becoming common wisdom that very few people who commit crimes are

apprehemnded; very few of those arrest ore charged; still fewer are convicted
{and most of these convictions have been for misdemeanors); and, of those
convicted of feloniles, only a small percent are sentenced to a prison.

In Hawaii, ",,.the Corrections Division recelves only those persons whom the

courts have judged as least likely to abstain from future criminal conduct
{15% of all convicted felons)."

Excellent summaries of the need to go beyond treating identified criminals
in efforts to control crime are given in Glaser (1972) and Sutherland and
Cressey (1966). The National Council on Crime and Delinquency (Advisory
Council of Judges, 1971, 1972; Board of Directors, 1973) suggests that
there are only two kinds of truly dangerous criminals: those enmeshed in
organized crime, whose occupational skills in crime are highly developed,
and those who are repeatedly violent towards others.

General discussion of the kinds of handicaps which scem to plague prisoners
and of the challenges they pose are given in: Dean (1966); Glaser (1972);
MacSpeiden (1966); McSally (1966); Odell (1951); Pacesetter (1974); Silber-
man (1969); Smith (1965); Sutherland and Cressey (1966): and Taggart (1972).
Frequently, the most intense problems seem to be those which affect the
ability to obtain and keep a satisfying job, and these may often be problems
in the opportunity structure as they are of individual disabilities.

For some excellent criticism of parole repulations and their application,
sec Arluke (1969); Gottesman and Hecker (1963); Rubin (1971); Studt (1971,
1972); and Waller (1972). Some of these authors criticize the very legal
foundations of parole. All question its effectiveness in helping convicted
criminals, and point out its punitive and restrictive qualities.

Individual prndiction was the original Intent of parole predictilon studies.
For discussion of this use. see. especially: Evjen (1962); Glaser (1954,
1955, 1964); Gottfredson and Deverly (1962); llayner (1958); Mannheim and
Wilkins (1955); Ohlin and buncan (1Y49); and Sutherland and Cressey (1966).

Sources sugpesting the use of prediction studies in the development of better
correctional programs include: Fosen and Campbell (1966): Gottfredsen and
Beverly (1962); Cottfredson et al. (1966). Glaser (1972) actually uses a
summary of many such studies for policy recommendations, supplemented, of
course, by specialized studies.
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6.
7.

8.

10.

11,

12,

13,

14,

See, especially: Dean (1966) and Glaser (1972),

0'Donnell and Stanley (1974); Social Welfare Development and Research
Center (1973).

Seventy percent of all violations occur within 18 months of release; 60%
within 12 montha; 507 within gix months (the President's Qommission on
Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice, 1967),

Sixty-three percent of all failures occyr within the first year; B5% within
the first two years, based on paroles revoked in Hawaii in 1968 (National
Council on Crime and Delinquercy, 1969).

The Corrections Division (Hawaii. Corrections Division, nd) considers a
period of five years to be appropriate in final reports of failure rates
{defined as return to prison for any reason).

The 81% figure was derived thus: 1t is kuown that about 90% of all prison
releages are given on parole. AFC staff estimate that 90% of all parolees,
during the time of the AFC program life, were sent to the AFC prior to being
granted parole, 90% X 90% = 817%.

Some of the sources of these recommendatifons: Araki (1973); Bachman (1968);
Berecoches et al. (1973); Glaser (1964, 1972); National Council on Crime
and Delinquency, Bosrd of Directors (19717, 1973); National Clearinghousge
for Criminal Justice Planning and Architecture (1973); Pacesetter (1971).

Complete descriptions of thie AFC program may be read in: Matsuo (1972) and
Social Welfare Development and Research Center (1972a).

Glaser (1972) has made a special point that furlough centers serve an admin-
istrative purpose (observing rcadiness for release, in a realistic setting)
‘g well ag a rehabilitiative one. He also suggests that such programs,
particularly 1f they are of at least three months in duration for each man,
are proving to increase chances of parole success substantlally, of a great
many prisoners on the mainland.

Sce footnote 7.

This sort of general study is classified in Tripodl, et al. (1969) as
a variable relationship study, part of a class of quantitative-descriptive
studies.

Parole prediction studies which use formal hypotheses for testing are gener~
ally those which focus on just one gencral area for study: for example,
Adams (1973); Babst et al, (1972): Beadle (19659); Forman (1960); MacSpeiden
(1966); National Council on Crime 4nd Delinquency Research Center (1972);
Pacegetter (1974); .Schnur (1948); Thurston (1963). Typically, they seleck
onie or more hypotheses penerated from earlier prediction studies and test

it (them), again using actual outcomes for a group of prisoners to estimate
the chances of different parole outcomes for future, similar prisoners.

Dean (1966) is a notable exception, in that his study is quite broad and
genaral, but tests several hypotheses, and ahypothestis about the relationshlp
among the other hypotheses.
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15,
is.

17.

18,

19.

20.
21,

22.
23.
24,

25,

26.

27.

20.

29.

30.

18
Reported in Dean (1966).

Californie and I1llinois are noted for their continuing development of par..e
prediction tnformatfon. Most writings by Ohlin and Glaser will remind the
reader that local situations and changes over time will affect the relia-
bility and validity of prediction attempts, and they consistently recommend
that local studies be done and kept up to date,

The main sources for the entire summary of findings in studies outside of
Hawail are: Ali (1958): Dean (1966); and Glaser (1972).

This basic orgauizantion is based on some fundamental tenets of Sutherland's
theory of differential associntion, as explained in Sutherland and Cressey
(1966). Also see Glaser (1954, 1972).

Those interested in the application of prediction findings to the éecision-
making process used in granting parcle should see: Fosen and Campbell (1966);
Evien (1962); Glaser (1965); Gottfredson (1972); Gottfreds.n and Beverly
(1962); Hayner (1958); Mannheim and Wilkins (1955): Ohlin (195:); Ohlin and
Duncan (1949); and Wilkins and MacNsughton-Smith (1964),

Holt, Norman, and Donald Miller. Explorations in Inmate-Family Relationshipa,
California: Research Division, Department of Corrections, 1972, Cited in
Adams (1973). -

Some ohservers have included: Arluke (1969); Glaser (1965); Gottfredson
et al. (1966); Martinson et al. (1966).

Ali (1959).

Arluke (1969); Glaser (1965); Gottfredson et al. (1966).

Battapglia (1968); Forman (1960); Coulding (1958); Robison and Takagi (1968):
Skolnfck (1960); Studt (1971, 1972)., '"Conditions" of parole mean not only
the rules and repulations, but how they are applied and, in addition, sub~
jective evaluations of the parolee and measurements of che kind of setting
to which he is released.

MacSpeiden (1966); National Council on Crime and Delinquency Research
Center (1972); Pacesetter (1974); Smith (1965); Taggart (1972).

Glaser (1972).

Pacesetter (1974, Taggart (1972) also mentions that the research he reviewed
indicated that prisoners are "harder' to serve vocationally than all other
people with employment proablems,

Glager (1972),

Some sources include: MacSpeiden (1966); National Council on Crime and
Dolinquency Research Conter (1972), Board of Nirectors (1973, 19717);
National Clearinghouse for Criminal Justice Planning and Architecture (1973):
Smith (1965),

See, cspecially, Glaser (1972); Mann (1965); McSally (1960); Sutherland
and Cresscy (1966).
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APPENDIX A:

LIST AND OPERATIONALIZATION OF VARIABLES

BASIC DEMOGRAPHIC DATA

1., Current age or age at death (card 1/columns 20-21)
List age to nearst birthday:
Ethnicity (varlables 2 through 7)
2. Hawaiion, or part (1/27)
1 yas
0 no
i unknowh

3. Caucasian, or part, including Portuguese (1/28)

1 yes
0 no
¥ unkoown

4, Oriental, or part (Korean, Japanese, Chinese) (1/29)

i yes
0 no
¥ unknown

5. Filipino, or part (1/30)

1 yes
0 no
¥ unkown

% Y is an indicati{on of a blank to be used on the computer card.
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6. Puerto-Rican, or part (1/31)
1 yes
0 no
-] unknouwn

7. Other, or part (Black, Samoan, etc.) (1/32)

1 yea
0 no
¥ unknown

8. 1Intelligence test score {1/46 &8)

Record, using Wechsler Adult Intelligence Score (WAIS) if available,
or other scores, without conversion,
Record obtained score

¥ Y Y o score available

"CONVENT IONAL" RECORD

9. Current marital status, or astatus at death (1/22)

Married, fncluding common-law, but not if separated, unless by

{incarceration.
1 yesd
0 no

10. Highest school grade completed prior to first prison admissfon (1/49-50)
, List grade

11. CAT overall gradepoint score (2/19-21)
List acorn; wvsa the first if several scores are recorded.
... Record obtained score

e

¥ Y ¥ No score available




(

12. Difference between CAT and highest grade completed (2/22)
The CAT scoze is first rounded: every tenth of a point from .5

. up {8 rounded to the next higher score, Then, the difference is

"

Ry o R AT L SRR D st

obtained between the rounded score and the highest grade completed,

1 CAT 5 or more years lower than grade completed
e E 2 CAT & years lower than grade completed
’fik % 3 CAT 3 years lower than grade compieted
. é 4 CAT 2 years lower than grade completed
f/‘ i 5 CAT no more than one year different, in either direction,
% from grade completed
’ 6 CAT 2 years higher than grade completed ,
:~ 7 CAT 3 years higher than grade completed
) E 8 CAT &4 years higher than grade completed
; ‘ 9 CAT 5 or more years higher than grade completed
: Y no CAT score available
13. Bubstance abuse (1/67)
Score 'yes'" if there {g any mention in the record of having
substance abuse problems which were thought to contribute to criminal
;::f behaviors, to interfere with work, or tr interfere with interpersonal
i velations. 'Yes'" is not limited to addicts, nor is it time limited.
| 1 yes
o no
¥ unknown
‘ ,.’ . 14, Present job status, or status as of death or parole -failure (1/23)

Employed or in training?
1 yes

0 no

ot v R
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o 16,
|
17‘
;
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/

[

Proportion of time on parole spent employed or in training (up to

A-h

time of data collection, death, or failure) (1/24)

1 all of parole

2 half or more, but less than all
3 some, but less than half
4 none

First job or trainlng after AFC (1/25)

1 unskilled

2 semi-gkilled

3 skilled

¥ no job or training
On-job tratning in any adult prison at any time (1/56)

Score "1" 4f subject was supervigsed in a job new to him, or
which was at a higher level of responsibility and skill in a job
or trade previcusly known. It i{s not possible to make any finer

differentiation, gilven limitations in the record.

1 aome
0 none
¥ unknown ; records missing

Vocational courses tgken in any adult prison at any time (1/55)

0 none

1 gome :

2 full sequence of vocational courses completed; cercificate
granted

¥ unknown; records missing
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19.

20,

21,

22,

23.

[ A-3 .
Academic courses taken in any adult prison at any time (1/57)
0 none
1 some, at a liigh school or lower level
2 sone, at a post-high school level only
3 some, both at high school and higher levels
] unknown; records missing

Academic achievements in any adult prison at any time (1/58)

0 none {or no records)

1 raised CAT by more than one grade level
2 achieved G, E. D,

¥ no naeed (see text; section IV)

AFC success: técreational or home furloughs earned (1/37-39)

Divide total number of separate furloughs farned by the number
of weeks in residenée for all admissions up to the first parole, if any.
A Series of consecutive day furloughs, or combined day and overnight
furloughs 1s counted as one "separate” furlough.

et Record obtained score
AFC success: overaight furloughs earned (2/16~18)

Divide total number of separate furloughs earned by the number of
overnight furloughs. Count a consecutive day and overnight furlough as
an overnight furlough.

et . Record obtained score

¥ ¥ ¥ No record available
AFC failure: misconduct (1/40-42)

Divide number of "pink slips" for misconduct by days in residence.

s

. __ Record obtained score
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:~' § 24, AFC success: Was resident paroled directly from any admissicn to AFC?
Yo % (1/26)
_\' ; 1 yes
,é 0 no
: ¥ no paroie granted as of data collection

RS R LE

25. Average weekly pross earnings at AFC (1/43-45)

; Does not include checks received for earninge in prison or bank

. dividends; does not include income such ae gifts and bank balances
carried over from prison. Divide total pross earnings by the number

of weeks in AFC during waich resident was working: found to the nearest
dollar.

Record obtained score

"CRIMINAL" RECORD

26. Age at first knuwﬁ offense (1/51-52)
For juvenile offenders list age at first court refarral, exclu~
sive of "status” offenses and "dependency".
—_ List age

¥ ¥ not known

27. Juvenile Court record (1/59)

1 yes
0 no
¥ unknown, but suspected (only one case)

28. Commitment to Naw~ti Youth Correctional Facility or equivalent (1/60)

1 yes
0 no
o, ¥ unknown
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29.

30.

.

320

33.

34.

35.

[ A7
Counitment to Halawa Jail, or other facility for misdemeanants (1/68)

Do not score "yes" if the only time in jail was while awaiting

trial for a felony charge,

2 yes .
0 no
¥ unknown

Previous adult probacion failure (2/23)

1 yes
0 no
¥ no previous probation known to have been granted

Age at first krown admission to an adult prison system (1/53-54)
—— List age g
Rumber of adult ?rison terms, prior to the one inmediately preceding
admission to the AFC (1/69)

List number

Praevious adult pazole failure l/61)

1 yes
4] no
¥ no previous adult parole is known to have been granted

Total number of days in prison (2/9-12)
Include non~traditional facilities.
Add up and list

o - oo St

Experience, at any time, in a nou~traditional prison facility (2/24)
1 yes

0 no
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The Crime Which Led to the (last) Imprisonment Prior to AFC

36,

37.

38.

39,

40.

41.

42,

——

Escapes ware not considered crimes, although they incur sentences.

Where escape was the laat offense, the commitment offense before tha
escape was usad.
Against property (1/62)
i yes
0 no
Against person (1/63)
1l yer
0 no
Robbery (2/29)
1 yea‘
0 no
Agadnst drug laws (1/64)
1 yes
0 no

"Factor crime" (2/28)

-

(Larceny over $50, robbery, aggravated assault, or against drug laws)
1 yes
0 no
Presence of a weapon (1/65)
1 yesg
i} no

Injury to a victim (1/66)

1l minor
2 serlous (death, or requiring hospitalization)
Y a0 victim; no injury




43.

44,

! Ao
Is the resident a participant in organized crime? (1/33)

(Thie question was asked of the AFC administrator.)

1 nearly certainly, yes
2 suspected, maybe
3 nearly certainly, no

Predictions of parole success recored by others (2/25)

Originally, six categories were used. What became "2" was
originally "1: very negative", and "2: negative". What became "3"
was originally "blank: no predictions found", "0: compietely neutral",
and "3: mixed strong and weak points a toss-up", What becamn "4"
was originally "4: qualified positive", and "5: positive"., The
results were frqitless, unfair to the recorders, and needlessly';io-
lated ranking which was necessary to use the information in a correlation

analysis, The collapsed, ranked version is still somewhat unfair,

because three catepgories were used for the recorders, showing poor

.

correlat ‘thtlje two categories (success/fallure) used in the study.
2 negative
3 mixed, or neutral prognosis
4 positive proguosis

OUTCOME VARIABLES:

45.

Parole status, first parole after AFC, if any (1/9)
1 failure (i.e., back in prison with parole revoked or
about tn be vrevoked: or parole revoled due to abscondiﬁgy
0 success (i.e., "free'" without absconding)

¥ no parole granted yet: exclude from study
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Delinquenciest arreasts or parole violations during the parole in
question (1/10)
1 yes

0 no

)

Nunber of arrests (1/18-19)

Total

———

¥ ¥ unknown

Time from granting of parole until first arrest or parole violation
(1/16~-17)
Number of months

g Sun—."

Moat serious arrest (1/11)

1 feibny
2 non~felony arrest
¥ no arrests

Given a new felony arrest on parole, and given that the vesident's
last commitment conviction pricr to £irst AFC admission was for a
“person crime', was the new felony arrest also for a crime against

a person? (1/12)

1 yes
0 no
¥ not applicable because resident's last commitment conviction

was not for a crime against a pefson, or because no new
felony arrests were incurred.
Given a newlfelony arrest on parole, and given that the resident's last
commitment conviction prior to first AFC admission was not for a "person

crime", was the new felony arrest, in contrast, against a person? (1/13)
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Awll
i yes

0 no

¥ ' not applicable, because resident's last commitment conviction was

for a "person crime", or because no new felony errvests were

incurred.

TIME VARIABLES

352. Days in AFC, all admissions up to the first parole, if any (1/34-36)
List

T e

53. For fallures: time from granting of parole to failure (2/26-27)

Record number of months

——

54, For successes: number of montha on parole, to time of data eollection

. (1/15-16)

Y

. —. Record number of months
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