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ABSTRACT 

This report examines the characteristics that distinguish 

between program completers and program non-completers for women 

released from Charlotte House during 1977 and 1978 • 

. For the sample of combined 1977 and 1978 releases, there were 

twelve variables that produced statistically significant differences. 

In rank order of their significance, the variables were: 

It Time on Job of Longest Duration 

2). Age at Charlotte House Placement and Age at Release 

3). Age at First Arrest 

4). Number of Prior State or Federal Incarcerations 

Time at Most Skilled Position 

Number of Charges for Property Offenses 

Number of Court Appearances 

Time Spent at Charlotte House 

Age at Incarceration 

'101 Marital Status 

111 

12). 

Number of Charges for Escap~ Offenses 

Number of Any Prior Incarcerations 

. 
" 
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In June of 1972, the Massachusetts State Legislature passed the 

"Correctional Reform Act" (.Chapter 777) authorizing the establishment 

of different correctional programs that were to be outside of the 

walled institutions. Charlotte House was one such program that was 

established to service women off~nders and assist them in their 

readjustment into the community. In 1973, Charlotte House began 

accept~ng women on a pre-release basis from the Massachusetts 

Department of Correction. 
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This report is the second component of a three part evaluation 

of women released from Charlotte House during 1977 and 1978. The 

first component of the evaluation was a client profile of these women 

released during 1977 and 1978. 1 Included in this report is an analysis 

of ~e sample in terms of the basic s·t:atistical differences between 

individuals who were program completers and those who were program non­

completers. 

This analysis is an update of a previous report done by the Depart­

ment of correction. 2 It is useful in providing a guide to determine 

whether or not a particular individua.l has a high, mediurn or low success/ . 
failure probability for completing their Charlotte House program. 

lwilliams, Lawrence T., 
Releases, Massachusetts 
August, 1980. 

Client Profile - Charlotte House: 1977 and 1978 
Department of Correction Publication No. 201, 

2Landolfi, Joseph, Charlotte House Pre-Rele-ase Center for Women: A 
Profile of Participants & a Recidivism Follow-up, Massachusetts 
Department of Correction Publication No. 125, October, 1976. 
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Samples 

In determining the analysis, a population consisting of women 

admitted to and released from Charlotte House during 1977 and 1978 

was chosen (N=45). The total sample was divided into two groups -

program no~-completers and program completers. A program completer 

was defined as any woman who successfully completed her stay at 

Charlotte House and was released to the streets either by permit of 

the Parole Board or by a certificate of discharge. Also, any women 

who received a lateral transfer to a similar security institution are 
". 

included as program completers. A program non-completer was defined 

as any woman who escaped· or did not: complete her stay at Charlotte 

House but was instead returned to her s~nding institution or an 

institution of higher security. 

Research Des'ign 
~ 

The present study was designed with the purpose of answering the 

following research question~. 

What variables distinguish between women who complete and women 
who do not complete their stay at the Charlotte House pre-release 
progr~? 

-3-

DATA COLLECTION 

Data collection consisted of criminal history variables, social 

background variables, and commitment variables. The material was 

collected ~rom the MassachusettGJ Department of Correction Central 

Office files and from the computerized data base developed by the 

Correction and,Parole Management Info~ation System (CAPMIS) and was 

produced on the Massachusetts State College Computer Network (MSCCN).3 

3The auth.or would like to acknowledge his appreciation 
and thorough work and assistance given in coding data 
by Denise Amand, Suffolk University student intern. 

for the careful 
for this report 
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Findings 

A. Methodology 

Commitment, background, and criminal history variables were 

characterized according to a series of splits for the total completion 

sample. The split yielding the highest chi square value was chosen. 

Variables that yielded a statistically significant relationship at the 

.. 1 1 1",2 3 84 ldf). were selected as indicators of .05 probab~l~ty eve ~ =. , 
differences between the sample. 

B. Results 
... 

A comparison of the differences in the variables between program 

~ompleters and non-completers for the Charlotte House sample of 1977 

and 1978 releases resulted in twelve variables that produced statistically 

significant differences. In rank order of their significance the 

var:;'ables were: 

Time on Job of Longest Duration 

Age at Charlotte House Placement and Age at Release ': 

Age at First ?xrest 

II 

2). 

3). 

4>-

5 ). 

61 

7J. 

8t 

9·t 

Number of Prior State or Federal Incarcerations 

Time at Most Skilled Posi~ion 

Number of Charges for Property Offenses 

Number of Court Appearances 

Time Spent at Charlotte House 

Age at Incarceration 

lot Marital Status 

llL Number of Charges for Escape Offenses 

l2L Number of Prior Incarcerations 

A brief discussion of each variable follows. 

'! ,. 

I 
I 
.L 

.! 

~ 
\ 
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1). Time on Job of Longest Duration 

After excluding all unknowns, it is discovered that the 

majority of completers (.65%), had spent one year or longer at the job 

that they held for the longest duration. This compares with a percentage 

of only 13% for the non-completers. The majority (87%) of the non­

completion sample had spent less.' than one year as their longest time on 

anyone job. 

2) Age at Charlotte House Placement and Age at Release 

An analysis of these two variables yields interesting results: 

A significa'nt majority of the program campleters (74%) were age 26 
, 

or older at the time of their placement at Charlotte House and at the 

age of their release. Only 28% of the non-completion sample were 

that age when placed and released. This contrasts with the fact that 

the ,vas't majority of the women who were non-completers (72%) were age 

25 or younger when placed in Charlotte House and when released. 

Age at First Arrest 

After excluding any unknowns we get the following result for this 

par'l:icular variable: almost all of the program completion sample (.91%) 

were adults, Cage 18 or older). when first arrested. Oply 47% of the non­

completion sample fell in that age range. 

4 ). Numbe'x of Prior State or Federal Incarcerations 

The vast majority of women who were program completers (96%) had not 

had any prior state or federal incarcerations. Significantly fewer (59%) 

of the non-completion sample fell into that category. 



Time at Most 'Skilled posit'i'on 

The majority of the non-completers (.87%). had spent one year or 

less at their most skilled position compared to only 39% for the 

completers in this same class.Conversely,6l% of the program completers 

had spent one year or longer at their moot skilled position. 

6). Number of Charges for Property 'Offenses 
, 

Seventy percent of the program completers had not had any charges 

for property offenses or had only one previous charge for a property 

offense. Seventy three percent of the non-campleters had two or more 

charges for property offenses,. 

71 Number of Court Appearances 

The majority of the program campleters (..63%). had three or fewer 

previous court appearances. Only (22%1 of the non-completion sample 

had.three or fewer court appearances. Seventy-eight percent of the non-

completers bad four or more court appearances. 

T.i:me Sp'ent at Charlotte House 

" 
t, 

All of the non-completers (..100%). ha.d spent seven months or less 'at 

Charlc:te House Defore release. Thirty-three percent of the program 

completion sample had spent eight months ox more at ,Charlotte House 

before release. 

'Age ·at 'Incarceration 

A significant majority of the program campleters (..93%} were 22 

or older when committed to MCI-Framingham. Significantly more of the 

non-completion sample (.39.% vs. 7%). were 21 or younger at age at 

commitment. 

10). Marital Status 
, 

The majority of the program failures <..82%). were single. The 

majority of the program successes ~6%1 were either married, divorced, 

.. 
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widowed, or s~parated. 

11) Number of Charges for Escape Offenses 

Ninety-two percent of the program completion sample had not had 

any prior charges for escape offenses. Significantly more of the 

women who ~'ere non-completers (.41% vs. 8%) had one or more charges 

for escape offenses. 

12). Number of Any Prior Incarcerations 

This variable yeilds the following result: most of the program 

successes had not had any prior incarcerations bef,ore their present 

commitment. Most of the program failures (53%). bad one or more prior 

incarcerations. 

A profile can be constructed of the typical Charlotte House.program 

completer as compared to the non-completer for the total sample of 1977 

and,1978 releases. The women who were program successes spent eight 

months or longer in the Charlotte House program, were 26 or older when , 
t. 

placed at Charlotte Bouse and released from there, had spent one year 

more at their job of longest duration and at their most skilled position, 

and' had been married. Th.e successes 'were also age 22 or older when 

committed, adults (..18 or older). when ,first arrested, had three or fewer 

court appearances, and had not had either any charges for property 

offenses, or escape offenses, and had not had any state or federal 

incarcerations or any incarcerations of any kind. This profiJ.e is 

that of an inexperienced offender, without an extensive involvement in 

the criminal justice system. 

A summary of these relationships is presented in Appendix I. The 

variables that did not produce statistical significant results for the 

sample,are documented in Appendix II. 
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SUMMARY 

This report indicates that the inexperienced woman offender has a 

high probability of success at the Charlotte House Program. This 

would seem to follow from a rather common sense kind of logic. Those 

women who have not had extensive criminal histories or numerous 

incarcerations would seem to be logically more likely to succeed in 

programs than those women with extensive, long-term histories of 

involvement in the criminal justice system. However, it would seem 

that much more of an impact potentially exists for the criminal 

justice community if the COL1munity programs (halfway houses and pre-

release centers). would develop strategies to positively impact the 

more serious offenders. 
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APPENDIX I 

VARIABLES FOUND TO DISTINGUISH BETWEEN PROGRAM COMPLETERS 
AND PROGRAM NON-COMPLETERS - 1977 AND 1978 RELEASES 

1. Time on Job of Longest Duration 
(Unknowns EX,cluded) 

Less Than 1 Year 
1 Year or Longer 

TOTAL 

(X2=7.89.,· ldf, p<.Ol) 
(Yates correction applied) 

2. Age at Charlotte House Placement 
And Age at Release 

25 Years or Younger 
26 Years or Older 

'TOTAL 

ex2=7.59., ldf, P < .01). 
(Yates .correction applied). 

3. Age at First Arrest (Unknowns 
Excluded). 

17 Years or Younger 
18 Years or Older 

TOTAL 
2 . 

eX =7.07, ldf, p( .01)., 
(Yates correction app1l.ed). 

COMPLETION 
. RATE 

38% 
88% 

35% 
80% 

18% 
71% 

4. Number of Prior State or Fed~r~ld) 
Incarcerations (Unknowns Exc u e_ 

None 
One or More 

TOTAL 

(X2=6.82, 1df, p< .01)., 
lYates Correction appll.ed). 

71% 
13% 

COl'1PLETIONS 
N % 

8 (35) 
15 (65). 

23 (.100) 

7 (. 26) 
20 t 74} 

27 (.1001 

2 
20 

22 

C. 9) 
(. 91>-

(100) 

24 t 96) 
1 (. 4). 

25 (l00). 

NON-COMPLETIONS 
N % 

13 ( 87) 
2 ( 13) 

15 

13 
5 

18 

9 
8 

17 

10 
7 

17 

(100) 

( 72) 
( 28) 

(100) 

.( 53) 
( 47) 

(100) 

( 59) 
( 41) 

(100) 

~ I 
5. Time at Most Skilled Position 

(Unknowns Excluded) 

Less Than 1 Year 
1 Year or More 

TOTAL 
2 

(X =6.58, ldf, p" .02) 
(Yates Correction applied). 

COMPLETION 
RATE 

41% 
88% 

6. Number of Charges for Property Offenses 

One or Fewer 
Two or More 

TOTAL 

2 
(X =6.25, ldf, p" .02>-
(Yates correction app1iedl 

7. Number of Court Appearances 

Three or Fewer 
Four .or More 

TOTAL 

2 
eX = 5 • 66, 1 df, P ( • 02 ). 
~ates correction applied). 

8. Time Spent at Charlotte House 

7 Months or Less 
8 Months or More 

TOTAL 

2 ex = 5 • 56, ldf,. P ( • 0 2 ). 
lYates correction app1iedt 

9. Age at Incarceration 

21 or Younger 
'22 or Older 

TOTAL 

(X
2
=4.87, ldf, P < .05) 

(Yates correction applied) 

79% 
38% 

.81% 
42% 

50% 
100% 

22% 
69% 

COl-1PLETIONS 
..N.. ~ 

9 
14 

23 

( 39) 
( 61) 

(l00) 

19 (70). 
8 (. 3D) 

27 (1001 

17 l 63). 
10 C 37). 

27 

18 
9 

27 

(100 ). 

( 67) 
e 33) 

(100) 

2 (. 7) 
25 (. 93) 

27 (100) 

NON-COMPLETIONS 
N.. l.. 

13 
2 

15 

5 
13 

18 

4 
14 

18 

18 
o 

18 

7 
11 

18 

( 87) 
( 13) 

(100) 

( 27) 
( 73) 

(100) 

( 22) 
(. 78) 

(100 ) 

(100 ) 
( 0) 

(100) 

( 39) 
( 61) 

(100) 

I 
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COMPLETION 
RATE 

10. Mari tal St.a tus (Unknown Excluded). 

Single 
Other 

TOTAL 

2 ex =4.69., ldf, p < .05). 
(.Yates correction applied). 

11.Number of Charges for Escape 
Offenses (Unknowns Excluded). 

44% 
82% 

None 69% 
One or More 22% 

TOTAL 

CX2=4.49., 1df, p < • OS). 
<-Yates correction applied). 

l2.Number of Any Prior Incarcerations 
(Unknowns Excluded). 

None· 
One or More 

TOTAL 

2 (X =4.49., ldf, p( .05). 
(~ates correction appliedl 

,.,.~.,.,.,.- . ..,.. ... ~~. 

. , 

71% 
31% 

COHPLETIONS 
N ],. 

11 (. 44) 
14 (. 56) 

25 (l00) 

22 (92) 
2 t 8). 

24 (100) 

20 (. 83) 
4 t 171 

24 (100 ). 

NON-COHPLETIONS 
.N. 1. 

14 ( 82) 
3 ( 18) 

17 (l00) 

10 
7· 

17 

8 
9 

17 
, 
~ 

( 59) 
". (41) 

(100) 

( 47) 
( 53) 

(100) 

.r 
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APPENDIX II 

VARIABLES FOUND NOT TO DISTINGUISH BETWEEN PROGRAM COMPLET3RS 
AND PROGRAM NON-COMPLETERS - 1977 A-~D'1978 RELEASES 

1. Jail Credits 

Less Than 10 Days 
More Than 10 Days 

TOTAL 

2· 051 (X =1. 81, 1df, p)o. 
(Yates correction applied). 

2. Present Offense 

Property Offense 
Non-Property Offense 

TOTAL 

(X
2
=.89., 1df, P > .05). 

CYat~s correction applied). 

3. Minimum Sentence 

Less Than 1 Year 
Indeterminate 

TOTAL 

. CX2 = • 22, 1df, p '> • 051. . 
(Yates correction app1~ed). 

4 • Maximum Sentence 

Less Than 5 Years 
5 Years or More 

TOTAL 
2 . . c.x =. 80, 1df, P '> • 051 

(.Yates correction app1iedl 

...... ---... -:--.. 

~f I 

COl-iPLETIONS 
.Ii .!. 

18 (671 
9 (331 

27 (.100 1 

6 (211 
22 C. 791 

28 UOOl 

9 (331 
18 C 67) 

27 (100 1 

18 C. 67} 
9 (. 33} 

27 (l00). 

NON-COMPLETIONS 
1i. 1. 

16 
2 

18 

( 89) 
( 11) 

(100) 

7 C 39) 
11 . ( 61) 

18 

4 
14 

18 

15 
3 

18 

(100) 

(. 22) 
( 78) 

(100) 

( 83) 
( 17) 

(.10 0) 

5. Race -
Black 
Other 

TOTAL 

(X
2
=.034, 1df, p> .051 

(Yates correction applied). 

6. Military Status (Unknowns Excluded). 

No Service 
Some 

TOTAL 

c.x 2=. 03, Idf, P '> • a 5)~ 
(Yates' correction applied).. 

7. Address (Unknowns Excluded). 

Out of State 
In S:tate 

TOTAL 
2 eX =. 02, Idf, p '> • as >. 

(Yates correction applied).' 

-15-

COMPLETIONS 
11 % 

11 (411 
16 (59). 

27 (.1001 

20 C. 9.5). 
1 L 5) 

21 (.100). 

3 L 121 
23 (881 

26 (.1001 

8. Prior' Address'-County (.unknowns Excluded). 

9. 

. Middlesex 
Other 

TOTAL 

ex 2 
= • 2 8, 1 df, . P '>. as L 

(Yates correction applied).. 

4 
22 

26 

Number of Furloughs at Charlotte House 

None 
One or More 

TOTAL 
2 eX =.13, Idf, p ).051 

~ates correction applied). 

26 
1 

27 

( 151 
(. 851 

(~OO) 

c.. 961 
c.. 41 

(1001 

NON-COMPLETIONS 
.N.. .!. 

7 
11 

18 

15 
o 

15 

1 
17 

18 

. 1 
17 

18 

16 
2 

18 

(. 39) 
( 611 

(.100) 

(100 ). 
(. 0).· 

CI00). 

( 6) 
( 94) 

(l00) 

(. 6) 
( 941 

(100) 

( 89) 
(. 11) 

(100) 

I 



10. Occupation 

Manual 
Other 

TOTAL 

2 ~ ex =. 02 , ldf, p,. • 05 1• • 

~ates correction app11ed1 

-J.o-

COMPLETIONS 
N % - -

7 (28) 
18 (. 72) 

25 (.100). 

11. Last Grade Completed (Unknowns Excludedt 

Less Than lOth. Grade 
lOth Grade or Higher 

TOTAL 

(X2=.004, ldf, p> .05)., 
(Yates correction appll.edl 

12. Known Drug Use 

None 
Some 

TOTAL 

(X2=. 67, ldf, P ') .05). 
(Ya tes correction applied). 

13. Number of Charges for Person· Offenses 

Less' Than One 
.Two or More 

TOTAL 

CX2=2.87, ldf, p,>.0.5J. 
lYates Correction appliedt 

14. Number of Charges for Sex Offenses 
(Unknowns Excluded[ 

None 
One or More 

TOTAL 

2 t ex =. 0 7, ldf, P '> • 0 5 I. 
(Yates correction appliedl 

8 l 291 
19 (71) 

27 l1001 

12 (. 44). 
15 l 56l 

27 (.1001 

20 
7 

27 

l 74) 
(. 261 

(lOa ). 

22. (. 96l 
1 L 4). 

23 (.100) 

NON-cm·1PLETIONS 
N % - -
4 (25) 

12 (75) 

16 (.100) 

6 
11 

17 

5 
13 

18 

8 
10 

18 

15 
2 

17 

(. 35) 
( 65) 

(100) 

t 28). 
( 7:i.) 

(100) 

(. 44). 
(. 56) 

(100) 

( 88l 
(. 12). 

(100) 

""t 

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

15. Number of Charges for Narcotics 
Offenses 

None 
One or More 

TOTAL 

(X
2
=.31, ldf, P > . OS). 

eYates correction applied). 

16. Number of Charges for Drunkenness 
Offenses 

None 
One or More 

TOTAL 
'2 

(X =. 9.7, ldf, P >. 051 
lYates correction applied). 

17. Number of Juvenile Incarcerations 
(Unknowns Excluded). 

None 
One or More 

TOTAL 

(X
2
=1.97, 1df, P >.051 

lYates correction applied). 

18 •. Number of County Incarcerations 

None 
One 'or More 

TOTAL 

2 ). ex =. 01, ldf, P >. 05 . 
CYa tes correction applied). 

-17-

COMPLETIONS 
N % 

17 (63) 
10 (. 37) 

27 (.loa). 

25 <. 93) 
2 ( 71 

27 (.1001 

25 l 961 
1 l 4). 

26 (.1001 

25 
2 

27 

l 93l 
l 7>-

(100) 

NON-COMPLETIONS 
N % 

9 (. 50) 
9 (50) 

18 

14 
4 

18 

14 
4 

18 

16 
2 

,18 

(100) 

(. 78) 
(. 22) 

(100) 

(. 78) 
(. 221 

(.100). 

( 89) 
( 11) 

(1001 

19. Number of Prior Adult Incarcerations (.Unknowns Excludedl 

None 
One or More 

TOTAL 
2 

(X =3. 28, ldf, P > . 051 
(Yates correction app1iedl 

22 <. 88l 
3 (. 12). 

25 (100 1 

10 
7 

17 

( 59) 
( 41) 

(lOa) 
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COMPLETIONS 
Ji. !. 

20. Number of Juvenile Paroles (.Unknowlls 
Excluded). 

None 24 ( 92) 
One 2 (. 8) 

TOTAL 26 (.100 ) 
2 ldf, p>.05) (X =.02, 

(Yates correction applied) 

21. Number of Juvenile Parole Violations 

Never Paroled 24 <- 891 
None 3 <- 111 

TOTAL 27 (100) 
2 

(X =.23, ldf, p ) .05), 
(Yates correction a.pplied). 

22. Number of Adult Paroles (Unknowns Excluded) 

None 25 <- 96} 
Two or More 1 (. 4) 

TOTAL 26 (.100 ), 
2 ldf, p) .05). (X =1. 9.7 I 

<-Yates correction applied).. 

23. Number of Adult Parole Violations 

Never Paroled 25 (. 93) 
. Same 2 <- 7} 

TOTAL 27 (.100 ) 
2 

(X =.9.7, ldf, P > .05). 

24. Number of Paroles (JJnknowns Excluded). 

None 22 (. 88) 
One or More 3 (. 121 

TOTAL 25 (~OO). 

2 ) (X =.84, ldf, P > .05 . 
(Yates correction appliedt 

NON-COMPLETIONS 

. 

N 

16 
2 

18 

16 
2 

18 

14 
4 

18 

14 
4 

18 

13 
5 

18 

% 

( 89). 
( 11) 

(100) 

(. 89). 
( 11) 

(100) 

( 78) 
(. 22) 

(100) 

(. 78) 
( 22) 

(laO), 

(. 72). 
( 28) 

(.100 ) 

c" .. '" ....... ~_ 
/ 

.\. 

,", 

.... , 

~. 

r I 
I' 
I' 
1 

I, 
I 

Ii 
I: 
Ii 

I 
! ' 

I 
I 
! 

j 
I 
I 
J 
I 
! 
j 

1 

j 

i 
i 
~ 

! 
f 
1 , 
j 
! 

~ 

25. Number of Parole Violations 
(Unknowns Excluded~ 

Never Paroled 
One or More 

TOTAL 
2 

(X =.39, ldf, p," • OS). 
(Yates correction appliedl 

26. Age at First Drug Arrest (Dnknowns 
Excluded) 

Not Applicable 
At Least 1 Arrest 

TOTAL 
2 

(X =. 07, ldf, P "7 • 051 
(Ya tes correction applied). 

27. Age at First Drunk Arrest (Unknowns 
Excluded). 

Not ~pplicab1e 
At Least 1 Arrest 

TOTAL 
2 

(X =. 72 , ldf I P > • 05 ). 
(.Yates correction applied). 
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COMPLETIONS 
Ji .!. 

22 (85) 
4 (. 15) 

26 (100) 

13 (. 57) 
10 (431 

23 (100 1 

21 
2 

23 

(. 911 
(. 91 

(.1001 

NON-COMPLETIONS 
1i !.. 

13 
5 

18 

8 
9 

17 

l~ 
4 

17 

(. 72) 
( 28) 

(.100) 

, 47) 
(. 53) 

(.100 1 

( 76) 
(. 241 

(~OO), 
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