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ABSTRACT

. ThlS report examlnes those _women who were released dlrectly from-_
SMCI= Framlngham,_the 1nst1tut10n ‘for women offehdérs in Massadhusetts,—nV”“”“
Quring 1979. There were several important findings.  'They are as
folloys: ' ' |

1) The majority of women released directly from Framingham in
1979 "had not participated in graduated release programs (92%)
or the furlough program (86%1 durlng their current incar-
ceration. - :

2) The majoritﬁ of women (92%) released directly from Framingham
in 1979 had not escaped during their current incarceration.

Si The majority of women (64%) released directly from Fréming—
" ham in 1879 served more than one month prior to their release.

4) The women released directly from Framingham had character-
istics that were ‘associated with success in pre-release
placement.
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- INTRODUCTION
Deoartment of Correction Research reports have consrstently
shown that individuals in the system who have had the opportunity to
partlcrpate in community programs through placements in pre-release
facilities or part1c1patlon 1n the furlough program have statlstlcally
-: 51gn1f1cant1y lower rates of rec1d1v15m than those who do not have the
0pportun1ty of this exper:.ence.1 Moreover, on a rather common sense
ba51s it would seem to follow that since 1nd1v1duals rn the crrmlnal
justlce system w1ll ke returnlng to the communlty upon release, any
attempts to better equlp these: 1ndlv1duals prlor to their return-
.would be a benef;cxal undertaklng for a: correctlonal system.rurificeit
| ;n sglte of these results, there remains a s;gnlflcant number of
individuals who are being released on parole or discharged directly
from walled institutions into the commhnity. The concern remains that -

these individuals may have been deprived of the opportunity to partici-

'_pate'ih graduated release or reintegration programs prior to their

release. This concern is especrally prenalent for women 1n the system. ,

VMCI*Framlngham s#a medl thetonly
walled institution for women offenders in Massachusetts.' The recent
trend in commltments of women to Framlngham is for them to receive
'shorter sentences.2 In fact, the most recent commitment report indicates

that 69% of the ﬁomen'committed to Framingham in 1979 had maximum

- sentenoes of less than one year}3r This would indicate that this popula-

:'tlon has ‘more women elrglble for part1c1patlon ln communzty programs

‘,"‘

fand more in heed of these placements gidaa” therr”incarceratlon perlods
are short in nature.
Contrary to- expectatlons, there Temains = large number of women,

ﬂ;;i_uwho ‘are belng released dlrectly from MCI—Framlngham to the streets. Cpna,
RO FR Lol e T o iﬁ'ffﬂ o
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This study examines the population of women released from Framingham

during 1979 in an attempt fo gain a better understanding of their

“heeds ‘and placement histériesg, " Tt T e T




5. ~§M§§-h

SAM?LE:
The sample consists of all women released from MCI-Framingham

during 1979. There were 160 women eho were in the sample, 19 of whom

fwere.parole violators. Forty—Six percent were released at expiration :'

of sentence, 43% were paroled and 11% were discharged

DATA.COLLECTION:.'

.The analyses following in .this report are based on fonr cate-
gories of variables. commitment variables, personal background
dvariables, criminal history variables,vand furlough variables.ﬁ.lhec
material was collected from the Massachusetts Department of Correction
- Central Office files and from . the computerised data base developed
by the-Correction and Parole‘Management Information System (CAPMIS)
and Qas produced on the Massachusetts State College Computer Network

(MSCCN)..

While there were 160 wamen released from MCI framingham in 1979,
not all women necessarily had to have spent their whole institutional
life in Framingham. Some women could have had the opportunity to
participate in-pre—release facilities, failed at these facilities,
been returned to Framingham and subsequently released from there._

1~;Ideally, walled institutions would be used to house women, who are

;hserious offenders or; women“who have repeatedly faaled in 1ower,n oS
*security placements. However, the 1979 release population from

Framingham does not follow this pattern.  The placement histories
' of thlS population 1s presented in Table I.hF”Hngl_!"Nh‘m

.--..‘
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TABLE I
PLACEMENT HISTORIES - 1979 FRAMINGHAM RELEASES*

NUMBER . PERCENT
Prior:Pre-Release Placements 13 ( 8)
During Incarceration .
' No Prior Pre-Rélease Placemeénts =~ 147 - {792y
During Incarceration
ToraL’ 160 (100)
As Table I showsju92% of the women released from Framingham- °

durlng 1979 had never recelved any pre-release placements during” thelr
1ncarceratlon. These women were released Wlthout.beneflt of part1c1~
- pation in graduated release programs. Also, an examination of the
present offenses of the women released in 1979 shows that the most
frequentiy comnitted offense for the sample was larceny (18%) closely

‘_followed by prostitution (l6%). These offenses are not usually thought

‘of as serlous offenses.

Whlle 8 51zeab1e number of*women ‘hre’ belng released frcm Framlngham T

without the benefit of alternate placements, it may be that they are
receiving‘a-significant number of furloughs tﬁat give them an opportunity
te sfrengtheh or else develop their'community ties. Table II breaks
the sample ipfb'gtoups according to participation in the furlough program

and placement options.

.k Those -women ‘who were parole vzelators Ere-ifieluded in this- table.e B b

‘The placement 1nformat1on covers their total incarceration for the
current offense.

UL




TABLE II

-

PLACEMENT HISTORIES AND FURLOUGH PARTICIPATION 1979 RELEASES

NUMBER : PERCENT
Framingham Releases, No Pre-Release ' . 129 _ ( 81)
Placements, No Furloughs - S : -
Framlngham Releases, No Pre-Release . 18 - (‘ll)
Placements, Furloughs :
Framingham Releases, Pre-Release - - _ 8 . (.5
Placements, No Furloughs
Framingham Releases, Pre-Release 5 { 3).
Placements,rFurloughs ’ _

As Taﬁle IT shows, there are 137 women or 86% of the sample who™
never received a furlough durlng their lncarceratlon. Also, 129
women or 81% of the sample never recelved placements or participated
‘in the furlough' program; i.e., spent all their institutional time

.,;1n Framlngham.

w e, u,,

Tud
ot
,'E“‘:'i
3
¢

One reason tha£ could be proposed to’ explaln ‘these results is
that the women released in 1979 had evidenced patterns of repeated
'negative behavior in the institution. One way to examine this is

| by looking et_escape statistics for the -women in the sample since an

escape represents a serious infraction of rules. Table III looks at .

' whether en§:women in the sample had éscaped during" their incarceration.

R,
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TABLE III

ESCAPE‘HISTORY - 1979 FRAMINGHAM RELEASES

NUMBER PERCENT
'Escanes Durlng Incarceratlon o _13' o -Aﬁ” B f8)
’No Escapes Durlng Incarcerataoaxi'?qulﬂb:.ié7: o fr :7-1?§é5
TOTAL S o o o1e0 o o ' (100)

As Table III shows, there were only thlrteen women who had
escaped at least once durlng thelr lncarceratlon ‘who were released §
during 1979. The majorlty of the women released {92%) had never |
escaped from their institutions. Also; it is important to note that
of-the thirteen women who escaped, six were women who had received a
pre-;elease placement and escaped from there. Only seven women or
4% of the sample had escaped ffom Framingham. This of course does

‘not include those women who have escaped from Framlngham and not

The last varlable.to be'eéamined dufing tﬁis-phase‘ef.analysis
is the amount of time served by the women in the sample. Iffthe
majority of the sample is only serving one month or less, they

probably could not be placed during their incarcefation. Table V

specifically looks at the amount of time served for women in the

.y, SOTRLE.




: “*served one month or” longer prlcr to thelr release 1n 1979»* Not onlyé$

.-aﬁﬁfrelease or- a certlflcate of dlscharge- and Groun 3 contalns those e 33¢5ﬁigg

TABLE IV

TIME SERVED - 1979 FRAMINGHAM RELEASES¥*

NUMBER - PERCENT

Same Day | R N 5 | ¢ 3)
15 2 Weeks i-~¥'-:~w-b_5-fu:;*;m5=5f-~=v-393os e o10)
2 - 4 Weeks - o .22 ( 14)
1-3 ﬁonths o : I '_ 748’ " . | ( 30}

3 - 6 Months - - 16 (10

6 - 9 Months ) B 14 ¢ 9’
9~ 12Months . s (e
1 - 2 Years . 14 ( 9

- More Than 2 Years ' . 2 ] ( 0)
EOeAL o | 160 - (100)

.As Table IV shows, 368 of the éopulation served less than one month

before belng released Slxty—four percent of the women released had

.-was the populatlon ellglble for pre—release placements, but they had
'served a long enough period of time for pre-release placements to be a
viable option'fcr them.

A'further.breakdcwn of time served'was done according to type of
release from Framlngham Group l contalns only those women who were-

,,ﬁparoled Group 2 contalns women who recelved elther 2. certlflcate of e

‘women who went to the explratlon cf thelr sentence. .Table V summarizes

these_results.

l_* This . table 1ncludes tlme served for parole VLOlatcrs An. the sample.,L

- The time served for parole viclators was’ ccnoutec by taklng the . .7~
tlme served from the date of return t¢ the date of release. ‘




 TABLE V
TIME SERVED BY TYPE OF RELEASE

N 3 N % N 3
Same Day o ( 0) 0 ( 0) 5 ( 12)
1 - 2 Weeks R R 4 ( 8) 25 ( 58)
2 - 4 Weeks. 7.(10). - -9 (.18) - 6 - ( 14) ©
1 -_3 Months 221 (2 31) i 20 L0 42). ST (16
3 - 6 Months 9 ( 13) 7 { 14) 0 ( O
6 - 9 Months 11 ( 16) 3 { 6) 0 ( 0)
"9 - 12 Months 6 (9. 3 {.-86)° o ( 0)
1 - 2 Years : 11 ( 1s6) - 3 - ( 6) 0 ( 0)
More Than 2 Years -2 3y - ¢ { O 0 ( 0)
68 49 (100) 43 (100)

TOTAL " (100)

- As Table v shows, Bas of those women who' served less than ‘one
month ‘were released at explratlon of- sentence. Seventy—-four percent
: of5the discharges and 88% of the paroles served longer than one month
before release. |
”Looting at the total releases from Framingham during 1979 and

.Aexcluding those -women who had escaped; those women who had prior pre-

_‘release fallures this incarceration, and those who had served less than .

%one month, tnere remalns 84ueemen LS3%f'of.thewsample who;haﬁ not nad S
any escapes or pre—release failures this incarceration and Who had served
one month‘or longer prior to their release.

Another.kind of analysis was done on this sample of women. This
analysis invoifed a comparison of'this sample of women eith a sample .
.. of women released from Charlotte House, a pre-release fac1llty for women -

“1n Massachusetts. Prev;cus publlshed reports done by the Research

T RIET G oh” the” Charlotte House'releases? entlfied eleven varlables'that
dlstlngulshed successful completers from unsuccesslul completers.4
'The eleven varlables llsted by unsuccessful and successful spllts '

E respect:l.vely are as fOllOWS B ,. o , L .‘ . .- t .




VARlABLE' . - UNSUCCESSFUL SPLIT SUCCESSFUL SPLIT
l. Time on Job of Longest . Less Than 1 Year 1 Year or Longer
Duration :
2. Age at,Release,_ o .25 Years or Younger = 26 Years or Older
3. Lége7et7ﬁiretzhriest‘"““i'i:'"*lﬁlYeatéth'Ybﬁﬁgéfﬁl”?"lé”Years;ef'bl&ét':
4. Number of Prior State oi; . One or More -.- Lo _None

Federal Incarcerations

5. Time at Most Skilled Posi- = Less Than 1 Year | 1 Year or More
tion '

6. Numbet of Charges for . Two or More One or Fewer

" Property Offenses - . . L T e s b eecanoene T Ty el b e

7. Nuniber of Court . 'Four or More i Three or Fewer -
- Appedrances S _

8. Age at Incarceration .21 Years or Younger 22 Years or Older

9. Marital Status ' single | Other

10. Number of Charges for One or More None

- Escape Offenses ' '
11. Number of Any Prior =~ One or More .~ TNome

.. ..lncarcerations- - ... "

e e g i .
e th el = e
R T e T A

A scale was constructed based on these eleven variables. One point
wes_assigned for each item in the scale according to the dichotomies
established ebOVe. That half of the dichotomy most linked with success
received one polnt, the half linked with failure received no points. .

Eleven lS the max1mum score on the scale and WOuld be assoc1ated w1th

l'ﬂsuccess at Charlotte House.':COmParlng the scores on thls scale for

At A
e

kthe comblned Charlotte House populatlon for 1977 and 1978 and the

Framlngham releases for- 1979 should permlt an assessment of the proportmon

of those *Ele&ﬁﬁ from Framlngham who would be expected to succeed in

" Chatlotte House. Table VT shows thé distribution of sédres of the . 11 [
two. groups on the scale.

-




) TABLE VI
CHARLOTTE ’ CHARLOTTE
SCALE HOUSE HOUSE FRAMINGHAM
SCORE ’ SUCCESSFUL - - UNSUCCESSFUL RELEASES
| ' - ‘.Lg,hﬁri?vmf;e;e . l;fﬁéﬁési:;ngé-{¥3A” j:Mq§t LL§w-ngﬂ
0 o 0) 2 (1) 0 ( 0)
2 1 (4 ERRE o (¢ o)
3 1 (4 5 (.28) S5 (3
4 1 (4 3 (17) 21 ( 13)
5 ', 301 2 I T 36 0 23)
6 1 (o B o (L o 34 (21 ’
7 5 (19) 2 (11) 27 (a1
8 3 (1 o (0 18 1)
9 5 (19) 0 -( 0) 13 ( 8
10 10 ) 6 ( 4
.......... Y TR NN S . Ry,
MEAN _ 7.8 E 3.8 6.2
MEDIAN 8 3 6

As Table V shows, 79% of the Charlotte House successful completers
had a scale score of six and above. Sixteen percent of the Charlotte

House unsuccessfdl-completers had a scale score of six and above and

61% of the. Framlngham releases had a scale score of six and above.

'f*lekew1se, 8% of the Charlotte House successful ccmpleters had a score

ﬂﬁégof 3 or less, 56%éof?the Charlotte’House unsuccessful compieters Hag
2 score of 3 or less, and 3% of the Framlngham releases had this scale
_score. Based on thlS multl—varlate analysms of the varlables that

Z_dlstlngulshed successful and unsuccessful Charlotte House placements,

the Framlngham releases have characterlstlcs srmllar to the Charlotte

.House;suocessful completer sample.- "




lar b

DISCUSSION
”This'report examined the women released from_MCI-Pramingham dur-
ing 1979. ‘Based on this analysis, several conclusions can be made.
First, those women who were released'from Framingham for the most part
.-dld not have the opportunlty to part1c1pate 1n the furlough program or
to receive a placement in a pre- release fec1llty even though empty pre—
release beds for women have conszstently ex1sted ' Secondly, the majorlty
of women had never escaped durlng thelr 1ncarceratlon. Thirdly, a
majority of these women. served more than one month and so were viable .
*candidatesufor prefrelease,ngastly;aehenaan“analySisgis;made:ofrthe}ﬂ
women released from-Framingham'based-On the varlables.that were found = -
to“distingﬁish successful Charlotte House pre-release placements, the
nomen released from Framingham'in 1979 vere just as likely to be successes
in Charlotte House as those women released from that facility.
This analysis points up a need to develop a classification process
that better enables these ellglble ‘women to part1c1pate in the graduated

‘-gi?':.

xfﬁrelease or relntegratlon programs._ Whlle ﬁany would argue that women'?ww“rﬁ“

- in the system do not- serve enough time to justify pre-release placements,
the results would seem to indicate that a mechanism can be established to
provide the pré—release option to women who serve more than one month

at Framingham. Published reports have shown that women released from

Charlotte House5 and ore—release in general have lower recidivism rates

© . than: those released from Walled 1nst1tutlons. Thesewreports.have“.-fy

“?tcontrolled for selectlon factors* and- cons;stently have shown istatigesid

‘ tlcally sagnlflcantly lower recidivism trates for the pre-release releases
versus non-pre-release releases;_-This would make‘obvious-the.conclusion
that maklng the pre—release optlon avallable for these women and ut11121ng'fj
%lt to the fullest w1ll result in beneflts both for the Department and for |

-*The. Charlotte House recidivism report did not control for selection . .
., factors.due to the small sample size. SR W




-12-
the individual women involved. Also equally as important, the society

~at large would benefit since these wémen-would be returning to the

community less likely to commit further crimes: .

7. . oy
. - N
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1. Court From Which Committed

Essex

Middlesex : :
. Norfolk .. .. ... .~
Plymouth

Suffolk

Worcester _ _
Municipal Courts
- District Courts

TOTAL

2. . Jail Credits
None
1l to 10
11 to 50
51 to 100
TOTAL

3. Minimum Sentence

1l Year
- 5 Years
. . 9 Years ‘ . .
2 Indeterminate . i s i
" Day to Day - - .. ’

TOTAL

NUMBER " PERCENT

3)
.5)

o1
- 9)
: T 8)
46 ( 29)
72 . -~ - L 45) .

r‘\f‘nf‘b';’ﬁf-\r\

160 (100)

. L 8l1)

17 ( 11)
11 { 7)
2 ( 1)

160 7 (100)

1 (
1 { 1
T A 1 )
1

e

160 {100}
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© 17 ‘Manslaughter’
: Armed Robbery
. T narmed Robbery

00.~1 OV U1 W B =

- Day to Day

Tﬁ;Present Offense = General Categorles ﬁygg;

-16-

NUMEER PERCENT

Maximum Sentence

26)
39).

Less than one month . 41

Less than one year . Y -
Xear | oG lie oL e e W
-Years - ' ' 23

Years

Years

Years

Years

Years

10 Years

11 to 12 Years
20 or more years

14)
1)
3}
1)
1)
1)
3)
0)
- 0)

e U1 O

TOTAL - ' o 160 (100)

-Typé ofESentence

One sentence only , ' 102 ( 64)
Concurrent Sentence = . 47 ( 29)
Aggregate Sentence 10 - { 6}
From & After Sentence : 1 { 1)

- TOTAL : | 160 (100)

Person : 29
Sex L ‘ 2
Property 65
Drug : 10
Other . 54

TOTAL o - 160

: Presenthffense - Person

Not Appllcable )

Armed Assault
Unarmed Assault
Kidnapping
Conspiracy

( 6)
( 6)
{ 0)
(" 0)-

ALY

0 -

T O 3 T I Ty SN S
& TRl -"'-“:-"'('_:" .:-ﬁ.,3._) pe O il Rl ;_..:.‘»-u‘.- R



10.

11.
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Present Offense - Property.

Not Applicable
Arson

Burglary - Armed
Burglary °

Stealing

Larceny - Person .
Larceny ‘
Vehicle Theft -
Forgery & Uttering
Steolen Goods

 TOTAL

" Present Offense - Sex

-Not-hpplicable

Rape of Minor
Unnatural Acts

TOTAL

~Present Offense - Drugs

" Not Appllcablé

Possession of Narcotics

../ Controlled Substance-=.ClassiA ixwigaiis
Controlled Substance - Class B - T

l

Controlled Substance - Class C

‘Controlled Substance ~ Unclassified

TOTAL

Présent Offénse - Other

Not Applicable -
Escape
Weapons Offenses

- - Disturbing the Peace ™ . . ..ot
C o Prostitution " SRy e T e e
..., .Vehicle Offenses
T Contempt of Court
Other

TOTAL

NUMBER .

1
2

WO W0 O <

. 160 . . .

PERCENT

{ 98)
¢ 1)

D

(100)

( 94)

( 2),
s‘ - 'E.‘,:': (: Fo ..43)
L)

{0
¢ 0)

(100)

( 66)
¢ 1)
¢ 1)

oG8

't.sl
(100)

L e et
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: - NUMEER PERCENT
12. . Age at Incarceration

17 : 8
18 ‘ . 13
19 : - 8
2L et e e e e R e i B L
22 ' ' 20
23 ‘ : _ 12
24 . - S 10
25 . _ - 9
30 - 39 - _ 14
40 - 64 - - 13
65 and Older - o 2

5)

8)

6)
L3y
13)
8)
6)
6)
20) .
9)
8)
0)

[l Rl et T Tl ¥l e e

TOTAL - T 0 Tie0 100y

13. Race

White 108 ¢ 68)
Black . 51 0 32)
Hispanic ' 1 { o)

TOTAL : 160 (100)

l4. Marital Status

. - Married. . . A S

e in'g" lewaas R -.f-,‘w‘f-" e ” RERE i ey i A
- Divorced ' T o
Widowed

Separated
Unknown

TOTAL } 160 (100}

15. Military Discharge

No Service o . - ' . 140 . { 88)
Honorablg o . I
. Unknown . .

B . B . .t . R . P . : s TR
. B . . - . . B e - 1o e e e T ) .
»TDTAL Dot T toaa . i L
N LRy RIS S g N LV P S LR o
R L W AL T BT LS Vet e > ¢
; B I A S L T o P R X ST . i N % S
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NUMBER PERCENT

16. .Prior Address Selected Cities and Towns

Boston
Brockton
Cambridge
~ Fall River - » :
- Framingham: - 0 o B
Holyoke
Lawrence
Lowell
Lynn
Quincy
Somerville
Worcester
Other Massachusetts -
~ Out of State-

W w ‘ oo U
U1 0T W s =3 W W = N O W

TOTAL o - -  '" L 160 (100)

17. - Rrior Address - County

Worcester . 39 . 0 24)
Middlesex _ ‘ 29 { 18)
Suffolk :

Norfolk
‘Bristol
Plymouth
- Essex
Hampshlre : L
“rHampdend e v
'Berkshlre ) A - ' Co
Barnstable 1 . L 0)
Out of State L ' 4 L 3)

TOTAL - o 160 : (100)

18. Prior Addreés —_SMSA

Boston .

Brockton

Fall River .
- Fitchburg = Leomlnster;;.ﬁ;;j;gjgfj;JA;”gﬁ_
-"Lawrence »‘Haverhlll : ' ~ S '
i LOWGll il

‘Plttsfleld

Springfield

‘Worcester )

Other Massachusetts -

Out of state

W ki - \o
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NUMBER - PERCENT

19.- Occupation

Professional : : 3 (
Seml-ProfeSSLOnal ‘ 4 {
Business. o S e e 0 0) .

“Sales ’ Clerlcal B T IR TR WDV S VR 3 T T e L o
Manual 26 {

Services ' . - 48 ( 30}
Housekeeper | S o 2 : (. 1)
Unemployed o B _ : l6 { 10)
Unknown o ' o - S 27 (1T

TOTAL : ' ' 160 (100)

20. Time at Most Skilled Position

Less than one month
-1 - 2 Months

3 =~ 4 Months

5 - 6 Months

7 - & Months

18 = 12 Months

1 -~ 2 Years

2 - 5 Years

More Than 5 Years

Unknown ' :

‘.TOTAL

v A PRI
oy

S 21. Tlme on Job of Longest Duratlon

-t

Less than one month ) 25

1 - 2 Months . o 15

3 - 4 Months ' 12

5 - 6 Months 14

7 - 9 Months ' . 7

10 = 12 Months . 9.

1 - 2 Years . 21

2 - 5 Years - . . 12 .
" 'More Than 5 Years~ ~ - & oo o100
‘o .Unknown A SN RS Fa o - 35 RERPEE N

[ o
R PR ol

f"'\
N
FRION W 00w O
N L

; ﬂﬁJ?QQAPwﬁy@rﬁqssqggp;ﬁ
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22,

e Tenth. I N il ':. . IR g BTt e 21 &

" G.E.D. ‘ S L S
- Some College _ , 3

- 23.

. Total Number of Court Appearances

Lohe st -:_*'-‘---T-:-‘l'_‘-‘-" PR T I SR TN WIS (I E I

Four ' . ) 13
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NUMEER PERCENT
Last Grade Completed -

Fifth .2
Sixth 3
Seventh ) ' 6
Eighth ' 12
Ninth o I S s . 25

1)
2)
4)
8)

16)

Eleventh ) .29
Twelfth , 36

18)

23)
6)
2)
1)
8)

College Graduate T 1
Unknown _ . 13

TOTAL : 160 - (100)

. Known Drug USe,

No Mention of Drugs ' 72 ( 45)
Non-specific : - 12 ( 8)
Heroin - . : 49 ( 31)
Other. Specific B ' : 18. { 11)
Marijuana Only 2 (1)
Unknown , 7 L 4)

TOTAL | | | 160 (100)

.*-ﬂ;v...’
W
2

Lo

Three ' 5

(

(

{
Five . 3 ¢
Six - Eight 15 ¢
Nine - Eleven ‘ , 16 ¢
Twelve — Fifteen . ' 22 {
Sixteen - Twenty 4- (
Qver 20 S . 25 ¢
Unknown . . 6 - ¢

SABY e e e
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NUMBER PERCENT
25. Number of Prior Charges for Person
" Offenses

35)

14) . - .

B R Ao
3)

5)

4). ..

3)

None . 56
. One- . S ce e 220 . :
WO T it e Lt e e e LB L T
Three o ' S '
Four
- Five . &
Six to Eight
Over Eight - .
Unknown 3

T ~J 00U,
f\ﬁwﬂrﬁrwﬁ}“rwﬁ

22)
TOTAL ' 160 (160)

26. Number of Prlor Charges for Sex - ,“
: Offenses - o

None . 119 - 74)
One _ 6 ( 4
TwWo ' ) . 1l { 1)
Unknown ' 34 ( 21)

TOTAL ‘ 160 ' (100)

27. Number of Prior Charges for Property
Offenses

l&;Nene
One
Two . ' o '

Three . . . 12
Four ‘ _ 8
Five : 7
six to Eight 10 ( 6)
Over Eight ' 39 { 24)
Unknown . : 34 ( 21)

TOTAL o 160 {100}

,‘Number of Prlor Charges for Escape “A,,a‘m.lﬂm”_.,:],.:~
~Qffenses : - I O S A L R ; i

f*None*~“’
One -

Two .
Three or More _ 3
Unknown S ' 35

L
(
L
( 22)
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) NUMBER PERCENT
29. Number of Prior Charges for Drunkenness
Offenses

64)

7)
3) -
1y

1)

3)
22)

Necne ' . 103
" One ' ) . 1r
CPRyea T e e e e e Ao B R LT IOy TR

Four . 1

Five or More _ ‘ 5

1
| Rad

‘poraL - ) . 160 (100)

30. Number of Prior Charges for Drug Offenses .

48). -
11)
3)
4)

One o ' T o ‘17
- Two : : 5
Three ' 6
Four ' _ - 5
Five or More : . 17
Unknown : 33

11)
21)

TOTAL 160 (100)

31. Number of Prior Juvenile Incarcerations .

( 71)

ety
( 1)
( 21)

- None
. One- N
ESRRT: ~T‘WO . !_
Three o '
Five
Unknown

TOTAL ' ' 160 (100)

32. Number of Prior County Incarcerations :

None ' 106 66)
, One ;
. "Three

.. Four -

N T Five:
< ++-:8ix.or-More:s e

”Unknown

. TOTAL




|

33.

34.

35.

36,

~ None
’~One‘— ERCTAR AT

-24-

Number of Prior State or Federal
Incarcerations

None

One

TWO. . . oo T
Phpaa h1. s e
Four -

Five . .

Six or More

" Unknown

TOTAL

Number of Prior Adult Incarcerations

None

- One

T™wo

Three

Four

Five

Six or More
Unknown

TOTAL

Number of Any Prior Incarcerations

One

Two

Three

Four

Five

Six or More
Unknown

TOTAL

Number of Prior Juvenile Parodles B

Two
Unknown

TOTAL

NUMBER

. 160

L e
W

e e
Sy R e

- 26

PERCENT

( 59)
(11)
T 4)
1)
1)
1)
17)

{100)

(- 51)
( 12)
( 6)
( 4)
¢ 2)
( 2)
¢ 3)
{ 20)

(100}




. _ ' ~25=
NUMRBER PERCENT

37. ‘Number of Prior Juvenile Parole
Violations

Never Paroled . , 125 { 78)
None . 3 { 2)
One . ‘ e 2) o _

TOTAL : 160 (100)

38. Number of Prior Adult Paroles

' 4)
2)
4)

None . 103
One : S 18
Two A <
Three _ o _— .3 2)
Four or More TR e e e g T o
Unknown - . - : s 28+ - (-18)

Oy

Il et et et e

TOTAL ' o 160 {100)

39.. Total Number of Prior Adult Parole
Vieclations . '

Never Parocled 103 A 64}
None ' 10 ( &)
One : , _ .11
T Two | : . 8
Unknown . - - : o 28

AL

g R TS R L A T S e I B e o

P PR L SR TR
R R E e < :'16 D-. TSNS

40, Total Numbe? of Prior Paroles

None : g8 - { 61}
One 21 ( 13)
Two -6 { 4)
Three ' , 4 ¢ 3)
Four or More 1 ' { 1)
Unknown . k 30 ' ( 19)

CwomAL 10 ooy




: - : NUMBER PERCENT
41. Total Number of Prior Parole Violations

Never Paroled - 98 { 61)
- None = ST L - o413 ( 8)
one. T L e D e T 10 - o0, .8) i
',Unknown;:?;-15,Lbuafﬁgghgbrﬁ;:ﬁgfﬁﬁzfﬁ{”fBDnéﬂaﬁa?éﬁﬁi 19) LaEa Ll

Cwomal . o tiee '“(1001'

42.-'Age'ét First Arrest

tn

12 or Younger
13T
—- .. _ 14 L -_-,-- SR o [ T T LI .
15
16
17
- 18
19 8
20 5
21 4
22 1
.23 _ : 2
_ ' 5
3
5
6.

N ==

24
26 ~ 29
30 - 3%

e
ut
—

- R . o ., : .
gy W OYQI 4{3 N i .».:‘4?.4.-.‘:"' 1 s k 43:‘;.5‘:.:

ZfUnknown _ 7 .
TOTAL 160 - - {100}

43. Age at First Drunk Arrest

‘Not Applicable o 101
14 or Younger '
15 - 17
18 18
.20 21

“joana older” _ | ;
Unknown - . ‘ " T -39

TOTAL . . D 160
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NUMBER .  PERCENT

44,  Age at First Drug Arrest

Not Applicable _ ' 76 (

14 or Younger ‘ ' ‘ 3 (

15 - 17 ' ' 9 ¢
CT18 = 19 e e e e 9 e 0.8y
0 = 217 T T T e e 10 e e el

22 - 25 | 10 {

- 26 - 28 . 3 (

30 - 39 - | - o A WL TUR A
* Unknown . _ _ 39 : ( 241

TOTAL _ . 160 (100)

‘45, Total Number. of Furloughs
None = : . L . C 134 ) {
- One o 4 C
2 to 5 - o 13 ¢
6 to 10 2 (¢ 1)
11 to 15 . : 4 {
16 to 20 ' _ 2 (
21 to 30 1 (

TOTAL - | 160 (100}

Number of Successful Furlough Qutcomes

iﬁNever Furloughedvﬂ-
- One , :

Two to Five

6 to 10

11 to 15
16 to 20

TOTAL

| 47. Number of Late Under Furlough Outcomes

' Never Furloughed oo 134 - L 84) _
e NOME &y i L e e e e e o AR e i, L 10) -oo o
" One’ '_f- » AR g STy T T gy

RO T n A N

TOTAL
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o : S NUMBER PERCENT
48. Number of Late Over Furlough Outcomes : ‘ :

Never Furloughed 134 ( 84)
None _ : : 26 ( 16}

TOTAL . .o 30 a00)

49, Number of Escape Furlough Outcomes

Never Furloughed - - . 134 . L o84).
None : S o : _ 25 { 16}
One - " ' | 1 1)

TPOTAL : o | 160 (100)

Paroie S R 68 T (43 o
Discharge 19 ( 12)
Expiration , 73 : ( 46)
TOTAL S | . 160 (100)

51. Age at Release

17 or Younger 4

18 ' - - 13
A - R ;
2~0'..~ e :
RETERNE
23

25 - - ]
26 - 29° - ' ' 39 { 24)
30 - 39 21 ( 13)
40 and Older _ i5 o 9

TOTAL | 3 160  (100)
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