some backgr round data on the inmaies

Tne gozl of this repoft'iS'té p

%

3 in the Fernald 3chool Program at [1II-lon cordﬁ One aspect of the report
S o2 To Zocus on thoss

Lorle meleass because of

| rzlgvaluate the staituts wihi

rnald School Program participants

EA) o

aspect of the report will bz to compare ine

with the general MCI-Concord populabion on several varisbles in.order o determine

i

witoner or not the Fernald group differs from the general popuiatlon.

The Fernald

‘es all those men who heve been wnvoivad
fron its begizaizg in Feb., 1968, up to Oct. 1, 1968. There were 33 .2m in this
group. The information on the general Co“cord DOp io was based .n & descripuive

Study'04 all the immates who were in M.C.I., Concord on a given day in November, 196?,.

The to al number of men in this analysis was 404, The principal researcher of the

study was Annemarie Dewey of the Counseling Service at M.C.L., Concord.

o

Findings

~ As the bottom row in Table 1 shows, 19 (57.6%) of the 33 Fernald Program
partL01pants were commltted for ozfens S VS. pPersotia Further, of the 1L men who
were' 1nvolved in the program on Sept. 30 78.6% were offenders Vs. persorr in

contrast to U2.1% of the 19 men who “ire no longer involved in the prograx oo

'thls date -~ i.e. the comblnablon of thosc who nad heen released, those who had been

(&)

3removed from the program, and those who had escajpede The fact that the propertio
of offenders VS, person nas 1ncreased in the more recent Derlcd of the program!s:
.

- existence 1nd10ates that th 5 type of offender appar 1"crzn'l;ly Gid not conssiiute any

'greater rlsk than other tjpes of offenders. In fact, this fin ndi suggests Thot
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iizo, the fact that none of the thrse escences were oifsncers V3. Do

Table 2 presents the average length of time in the program for

of Fernald Program subjects. Yor exawple, those who wers par

ran on Sephte. 30, 1968, hed been invelved fer an average of 2 months, 27 ceys.

“ne shortest peried of involvement was L days for a man whe -

pregram, while the longest pericd was 7 mounths, 18 days for & man who hed been

)

ved in the program siace 1is beginning. For those who had been released,

M

of time in the program was 3 mon Lns,.l? days. <Lhe range for

relsasees went from 1 month, 5 days uwp o 6 months, 9 days. It is notewordly that

9 (89.2%) of the 13 releasses had intended %o work a2t the Fernzld School after their

reture to tas community and thab eight of these apparently did work therc for ab

Tables 3 -~ 8 provide a comparison of the FPernald Program participants and the

eneral Concord population on a number of factors. Table 3 shows thet. the Fernald

ta

sriicipants were significantly older than the general Concord poo_“aulcna. For

v

exarple, 57.6% of the Fernald subjects were 25 or older at the present commiiment,
while 29.h% of the general population were 25 or older. Furthez, only orie subject
(3.0%) in the Fernald sample was under 20 years old, while 12 {30.7%) subjects’

in the general Concord sample were under 20 at their present commitments

Wo 51gn1flcant dlfferences wers founé between the rernald subjects and uhe
general populatlon on race (Table h); marival status (Table 5}, or type of offense
(Table &) waever, w1th respecﬁ to the 1n8u1tu310n of original commitment (Table 7).
| it was found that_a significantly higher proportiOn.ofmthe Fernald subgac@s (he?hZ)'ﬁ

were orlglnally conmltted to Walpole, when compared to the prosv_alon of the general

Concord ponulatlon which was orlglnally committed 1o Nalpo Le (4uo9%)o




Ll

“Thus, proporbionately, over twice as many sub jects in the Fernald sam“Te wers

nally committed to Walpole, as compared to the general Concord sample. Finally,

+ was found that the two samples were sighificantly different in terms of the

sentences they had received from the courts (Table 8). For example, only L2.4% of

~
.

the Fernald sample had received S year indefinite sentences from the couris,

compared to 59.6% in the general Concord sample. In addition, 36.L% of the Fernald

sample had received a minimum sehtence of ab lsast 5 years, while only 16,0
general Concord sample had received & minimum sentence of at ieast 5 years. Thus,

to be serving longer sentences than those

fL

the Fernald Program participants tend
in the general Coacord sample. This is consistent with the
significantly higher proportion of the Fernald sample was oOriginal

MCI-Walpole.
SUmnmAry

The'findiﬁgs iﬁdicate that thoée who were committed for offenses Vs. the person
.aré at least as good candidates for the Fermald School Program as are other typss of
offenders. In fagt, there is some evidence tc suggest that they might be somewhat
betﬁer.candidates. For example, the proportion of offenders vs. person in the
Vprogram has increased as the program has déveloped. At the time of this stﬁdy 78.6%
§f the Fefnaldrfrogram ﬁarticipanﬁs were offehders VS, persbnj,while 12,13 of those

who had terminated their involvement in the program were offenders vs. person.

AL 50, none of the three men who escaped were oflenders VS. person,

Slnce the Fernald School Program is similar in nature +to the Work Release Pregram,
1t is llkely that offenaers vs. person would be equally good candidates for work
release.. Thus;ﬁthe‘findings of'this study suggest-that it might be well to re-
efalﬁaté.the Staﬁute.which declares a man ineligiblE'for work release because he has

-been committed for an offense vs. person.

-
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popuiabion revealed that the Fernald subjects were significantly older, had a
significantly higher proporiion of men who were originally committed to Walpole, and

had received significantly longer sentences. No significan®t differences were found

between the iwe samples on race, maribal status, or iype of offense.

Prepared by:
Francis J. Carney, with the
zssistance of Patricia Magee

_and Tdward Callahan

November 12, 1988
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Participants ic

Curvent Stalus N
Present Participant 11
Released 6
Removed from Program -2
Escaped

" TOTAL - i9

Average Iength

. Perscn

cording to Type of Oifenss

Type of Offense

Vs. Properiy Other

g & (@

e (1l.3) 1 {7.1)

& (k6.2 1 (7.6)

1 {33.3) - .

2 {(86.7) 1o {33.3)
1 (33.3) 3 (9.1
Table 2

Current Status

" Present Participant

Released :
Removed from Program -

Escaped

Ave., Time in Program

2 mose, 27 days
3 mose, 17 days
2 mos., 3 days

2 mos., L7 days

Total
@
1L (100.0)
13 (100.0)
3 (100.0)
3 (100.0)
33 {(100.0)




Fernald Progesm Perdicipants - Censral Concurd Populatic

Varizble - 9 ) ' N (E)

S—————— e ] — —-—— | —

33 {180.0) Lok (100C.0)

cvie 3 - Age ab Copmitment

SR younger - L { 2.0) gk (30.7),

Lo 2 | | 13 (39.h) 161 (39.9)
25 or older 19 (57.6) 119 {29.4)

Tanle 4 - RHace
Write \ _ o2 (66,7} 293 g?aaS)
Von—White 13 {33.3) 13L {27.5)
X2 = 52, 67 = 1, 0 < p<. 80
Table 5 - Marital Status
single 25 (738} 291 {72.0)
Married 5 {15.2) é: XlDoB)
Dive, Sep., Wide 3 {9,315 51 (12.7)
X2 = .38, o = 2, 080 <5< +90
Table & ~ Type of Offense
.Vs. Person ‘ ' 19 (57.6) | 235 (58.2)
Vs. Property x 11 {33.3) o i38 $3£02)
Other . 3 {( 9.1) . 31 (7.7
(not significant)
© Table 7 - Institubion of Original Commitment
Concord ' 19 (57.6) 287  {71.6)
Walpole. - . FRI (h2.h) : 8 (20.9)
Other S o (o) 30 (7.5)
| | X% = 9.5, af = 2, < LOL

Table 8 - Minimum Sentence

L yrs., or less L ~ - 6 (18.2) , 68  {16.8)
5 yrs. Or more : o 12 (36.4) . 66 (16.0)
5 indef. 1k (helh) _ -2kl (59.6)

{ 3.0) 29 . { 7.2)

‘Sandldsy 1
o X% = 9,21, af = 3, p < .05




