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Abstract

Educational programming is an important part of the rehabilitative
effort of the Department of Correction. However, not all offenders
choose to participate in educational programs and those who do enroll
in educational programs may not complete them. The purpose of this
project is to study patterns of enrollment in educational programs in
order to discern any differences between offenders who participated
in educational programs and those who did not participate, as well as
to discern differences between those participants who remained in
programs and those who withdrew. The report is based on a study of
vocational and academic programs at a single correctional facility in
Massachusetts over a four month period of time. Some highlights of
the findings are:. '

- Of the 1,196 individuals in the sample there were 499 (42 percent)
participants in educational pPrograms. :

- At the end of the study period, of the 499 participants, there were
149 (30 percent) still enrolled in courses, 163 (33 percent) who
had. completed courses, and 187 (37 percent) who had withdrawn from
courses . )

- Minority offenders were more likely to participate than non-minority
offenders.

- Younger offendérs were more llkely to participate than older
' offenders.

- Offenders serving Concord sentences were more likely to participate
than offenders serving Walpole sentences.

- Participants had a less extensive criminal history than non-
participants.

- Participation rates were low among those offenders who were recently
; . transferred to the institution; participation rates were also low
| . ‘ among those offenders who were at the ihstitution for a long period

of time.

- Minority offenders were more likely to participate in academic
programs; non—mlnorlty offenders were more likely to participate
in vocational programs. -

- Offenders with ioW'levels of education were more likely to
participate in academic programs; offenders with high levels of
education were more likely to participate in vocational programs.

- There were no differences found between those offenders whq tended
" to complete educational programs and those who withdrew.
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Patterns of Enrollment in Adult Education
Programs During Incarceration

Academic and vocational training programs are an integral part
-of the_rehabiliﬁative effort of the bepartment of Correction (DCC).
Participation in educaticnal programs is thought to be rélated to the
overall goal of rehabilitatio; as it provides the training necessary
to'ehable offenders to become productive.and independent members of
.éééiety upon release. The edﬁcational‘level of the cffender population
in state corfection%l facilities is lower than that of the general
pbpulation; Accofding to the 1980 census the geﬁeral adult population
in Magsachusetts had é median educational level of 12.6 vears while
‘the—population of offenders committed to the DOC in 1985 had a median
educational léve; of only 9.5 years. Addressing this lack of formal
education is-one of the major rehabilitative efforts of the DOC.

Participation in academic and vocational training programs is
”voluntary on the part of the offender. Because of the voluntary
nature. of correctional éducation programs questions that often arise

are: Why do some offenders choose to participate and not others?
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What part of the population is being served? and How‘can non-participants
be included? Attrition rates are oftenrhigh in cérrectional programé
so related éuestions that are also asked include: What part of the
participant population completes educational programming? why do some
students succeed in the vérious programs and not others? and What types
of students persist and which are more likely to drop out?

The present study éonsiders pétterns of enroliment in educational
programs in the DOC. It is hoped that the study will be of direct
practical interest to the staff and administrators of the particular
programs inVined as ﬁell as of general intérest to adult educators
concerned with theseiiésues;

The project focgses on the educaticnal programming at a single
"institution of the DOC over a four month period of time. The project
involved tﬁe collection and analysis of educational participation and
offender backgfound information to address the following guestions:

- _How can ;he education.programs be characterized?
-  What are the patterns of enrollment in education programs?
- How do participants differ from non-participants?

- How do participants in vocational programs differ from participants
"in academic programs?

—'  Are there any differences between offenders who complete courses
and those who withdraw?

Vafiahles that were considered in makiné comparisdné among the various
educatioﬁal groups-inciude the following genéral areas: personal
background characteristics, criminal hiétory Qf the offender,. present
offense characteristics, institutional placement characteristics and

educational program descriptors.
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The first section of the study.details the method used in the
project. The second section describés thé educational programs
offered during the study ﬁeriod and the patterns of enrcllment in each
program; In the third section the sample is divided into two groups,
participants and non—participant;, and é comparison is made between
these two groups. In the fourth seéction the participants are divided
inte two groups, academic and vocational program participants, and a
‘comparison is made béﬁween these two groups. In the ﬁext section the
participants are divided into three g;éups, those enrolled in programs
at the end of the study beriod,‘those who completea programs and those
who withdraw from ?rograms, A comparigon is then made between those
who campleted programming and those who withdrew. Tﬁe final section

“isummarizes the findings of the report and discusses some of the

~wErimplications of these findings for correctional programming.




Methodology

The study considered patterns of enrocllment in eduatiqnal'progfamming
gt a single correctional facility over a four month period of.time.
Included in the study were all offenders incatcerated-in the institution
over that time period and all academic and vocational prograﬁming offered
during that time. The time period under study was September 1, 1981 to

December 31,. 1981.

Sample
-The sample consisted of all offenders at the study institution during
the period September 1, 1981 to December 31, 1981. Thus, included in

the sample are all offenders at the institution at the beginning of the

‘study period as well ag any offender admitted to the institution

during the sﬁudy period. Offenders who were admitted to the institution
éolely for medical purposes were excluded from theranalysis. Of fenders
who were housed or admitted to the qufolk Reintegration Unit (NRU) were
included in the sample. | |

The total samﬁle siée was 1,196 and included 866 individuals who
were at the institution at the beginﬁing of the study period and 330

individuals who were admitted during the study period. Thé sample

‘included 321 individuals who were released from the institution during

the study period, 281 of whom were at the institution at the beginning
of the study period and 40 of whom were also admitted during the study

period. Of the total sample of 1,196 there were 585 (49 percent)
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individuals who were at the institution for the entire study pericd and
611 (51 percent) individuals who were either admitted to or released
from the institution {(or both) during the study period;"Thus half of
the study sample were involved in some institutional movement duripg
the study period while half were at the study institution for the entire
study period. fhis substantial amount of_popuiation ﬁovement is
significant in terms of programming considerations.

Figure l-shows the movement of the study sample. It is important
to remember thé amount 6f movement through the institution in disqussing
patterné of enrollment, as the edﬁcaticnal program participation to be
studied takes place while individual offenders aré at the study
" institution but is likely to be affected by inter—institutional movement

‘patterns.
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Data Collection

Information on education program participation was colleéted from
monthly education program attendance rosters completed by each instructor,
The;e rosters indicated the participants in éach eduqatidnal program,
their attendance, the date of entry into the program and the date and
reason for program termination (where'appliéable).‘ Additional program
participation information was collected frdm monthly ‘earned good.time
-rosters for each program. A monthly summary roster of educatiocnal
program participatipn'and eafned_good time for each program participant
was used Eo check_for“completeness of the data collected.

Further information on the subjects in the sample included present
-offense personal background, criminal history, furloﬁgh participation
-énd present incarceration. This information was collected from the
Correction and éarole Management Information System (CAPMIS). Information

..on current placement at MCI-Norfolk was taken from Central Office records

regarding the offender.

Institution
The study insﬁitution'was MCI-Norfolk. This is a medium security
facility for males that was opened in. 1931. The population at MCI-

Norfolk was 885 at the beginning of the study period and 892 at the end

of the study period, averaging 889 over the periocd under study.

Individuals are never committed directly to MCI-Norfolk; rather they

are transferred from other secure facilities and are generally released

by transfer to other lower security facilities.
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MCI-Norfolk was selected for the study for a number of reasons.
First, the institution was known to have a weil established and
diversified educational program. The educafional program ingluded
exteﬁsive programs in academic and vbcational areas and provided
programming from basic to posfmsecondary levels. The program is run
.solely within the confines of the institution as offenders are not
eligible for reléase‘programming,

Second, the institutional population at MCI-Norfolk was particularly .
suited to this study. The population at MCI-Norfolk is large and
relatively stable. This permitted the utilization of a largé ple of
subjects and allowed. for long term participation in educational programs.

Using a single institution for purposes of the study has the
advantagé of making the project more feasible than a department wilde
study. It has the disadvantage of limited generélizability to other
_institutional settings. Further, it is not pbssiblé to felate-an
inmate's educational program participation at Norfolk to such program
involvement at other corréctional facilities in oxder to get a measure

of his overall educational experience while incarcerated.

Educational Programs

Thérezwere over 70 different courses offered to offenderé at
MCI-Norfolk_dufing this four month period; The courses ranged'from
véry basic to college levels and included academic, vocational and
general interest:06Urse$._ Vocational training includéd courses in

computer science, welding and graphic arts. Academic. training
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included reading, méthematics and other traditional subjects. A list
of all course offerings appears in Appendix A. In this section a
géneral description of the program areas and courées will be given as
well as an overview of the levels of participation in each of the

courses.

Educational Programs, A Description

‘The éducaﬁion programs at MCI-Norfolk can be divided into six
general areas: college courses, day—-time Adult Basic.Education (ARE) ,
vocational traiﬁing, Norfolk Reintégration Unit (the NRU, a protective
ngtody residential unit), and other (generél interest courses). &
.éist-of'the courses in éach area appearé in Appendix A.

“Education programs varied considerably in their structure. Some
met once a week while others met every daj of the week. Ciasses were
scheduled from 8 in the morning until 2 in the evening. Class size
réﬁged from individual tutorials to classes of 20 to 30 students. Some
of the generai characteristics of the courses afe given here. More
detailed descriptions of the courses appear.in Aﬁpendix‘A.

College Courses. College courses were offered by three institutions:

Boston University, ﬁniversity of Massachusetts (Boston) and Bunker_Hill
Community College. There were seven undergraduate courses offered in
‘the humanitiés, social sciences and mathemaﬁics. Additioﬁally the
“Universitf.of'Massachusetts offered two college preparatory courses.

Bunker Hill Community College offered a variety of correspondence courses.




-12-
College courses met one day'a week for two and one~-half hours. Total

enrollment ranged from 5 to 49.

A.B.E. Day Division. ABE day division offered courses ranging from
basic education to preparation for tﬁé General Equivalency Diploma (GED)
test. Courses Qere also offered fof special populations. Courses were.
-available for individﬁals whose primary language was not English
(bilingual education). Supplementary courses were available for
offenders who were under 21 years of age (Chapter I). Geﬁérally an
offenderx enrolled in more than one course in the ABE day division.
Usually a participant enro;led.in a math course and a language course.
Thése courses generally were at the same grade level but this was not
necessarily so. ABE day courses generally met fi&e days a week in
the morning. |

A.B.E. Evening Division. The content of the ABE evening division

cburses was similar to that of the day division. The evening division
offered courseslfrom 6 to 9pm on Monday, Wednesday and Friday. Courses
were generally one-hour long so thag'participants were generally enrolled
in several courses in different subﬁect areas but at the same grade

levgl. Special course offerings were more limited in the evening than

in the day division.

Vocational Training. Vocational training included courses that were

non—academic. - These courses provided training in a wide variety of areas
including heating, graphic arts, refrigeration, air conditioning, welding,

computer science, and barbering. Courses met during the day and the

number of scheduled in-class hours was generally higher than for academic

courses.
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N.R.U. The WRU was a sgpecial protecfive custody section of the
institution. As such there is génerally limited population movement
‘between the NRU and_the rést of the Norfolk population. For this reasocn
a number of courses were established specifically for this population.
They weré generally similar in centent to the A.B.E. day division but -
met less freqguently with lower attendance -levels. A health course, a
vocational course and a college seminar were also organized for NRU

residents during the study period. Thus, while their choices were more
narrow, they could choose from a rahge of course levels. Courses met
one daj é week in the afternoon.

Other Courges. Two types of courses were offered during the study

period that can best be described as dgeneral interest courses: corxres-—
pondence and health. Correspondence courses covered a variety of
-academic, vocational and general interest topics. Correspondence courses -

included: bockkeeping, accounting, business math, business management,

psychology, sociology, American literature, economics, law, mathematics,
Spanish, communications and auto repair. Health courses covered

cardio-pulmeonary resuscitation (C.P.R.) and stress awareness.

Education Program, Patterns of Participation

Of the 1,196 individuals in Norfolk during the study period, 499
(42 percent) enrclled in at least one educational program during the
four month period. Some of the general characteristics of that partici-

pation are described in this section.




-14-

Number of Classes. Individuals participated in one to nine

different educational courses during the period. Most individuals
participated in only one class (N=210 or 42 percent). The median .
number of classes. in which offenders were enrolled was two. Table 2

in Appendix A shows this information.

Program Areas. Courses were divided into six categories: college
courses, day-time ABRE, evening ABE, vocatiéhal training, NRU and other
{special interest courses).. Most participants were enrolled in classes
in one program area only. However, é substantial proportion of
p;rticipants weré enrolled.in two or more general program areas.
'Seventyhthree percent were enrolled iﬁ one program area; 23 percent
were enrolled in fWo programs and 4 pe;cent were inﬁolved in three or

. foux different programs.

fhe course areas with the most enrollment were ABE—daf with 175
individuals (35 percent) and vocational training with 174 individuals
(35 percent). Enrollment in other areas_inclﬁdes college'(i09 or 22
percent), ABE-evening (96 or 19 percent), NRU (37 or 7 percent) and
other (66 or 13 percent). Percentages total more than 100 percent because

-offenders can enroll in more:than oné program area.

Status of Enrollees. The status of participants in education

praograms at the end of the study period is shown in Appendix A. At
the end of the period participants could be currently enrolled ox.could
voluntarily withdraw or be administratively dropped from a class or

‘the class could end. Participants could also terminate enrollment by

being released from the Institution, transferred to another correctional

facility or released to the street..
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Participants and Non-Participants

In this section participants in educational programs will be
compared with non-participants. A-participant'was defined as any
individual who enrolled in cne or more courses during the study period,
regardless of the outcome of that enrcllment. A non-participant was
defined as.any indiyidual who enrclled in no gducational coursés‘during
the study pefiod. Overall, of the 1,196 offenders in the sanple there
were 499 {42 percent) participants and 697 (58 percent) non—participants.
Pérticipants and non-participants will be compared on a number of
characteristicé in four gengral areas: personal background, present
offense, criminal history and présent incarceration. The ana;ysis will
atfémpt to determine if there are ény areas in which participants
differ systematically from nonuparticipants. Tables éhowing'the'

relationships discussed in this section appear in Appendix B.

Personal-Background Characteristics

Race and Ethnicity. Offenders were classified in two ways in

- order to describe théir'race'and efhnicity. -Offenders were classified
by race into white and non-white, Whife:would include White hispanics
and ron-white would include blacks, black hispanics and other races.
Offenders were classified by ethnicity into hispanic and non~hi5panic..

Hispanic would include white hispanics and black hispanics while non-

hispanics include whites, blacks and other races. -
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Participation in education programs was higher among non-white
offenders than white offenders. The participation rate among whites
was 39 percent; the participation rate among non-whites was 46 percent.
Similarly, participatiﬁn iﬁ education programs was higher among hispanic
offenderé than.among ﬁon—hispanic offenders. The participation rate
for hispanics was 59 percent compared with 41 percent for non—hisﬁanics.;
These differences are large enough to be considered statisticaily
significant-.

Age. The age of.the offender sample was considered in two ways:
age at the beginﬁing of the study periocd and age at the beginningrof
the current commitment. Participants were found to be significantly 
younger than non-participants. The average age of participants at the
beginning of the study pericd was 28.0 years in comparison with an
average age of 30.2 years for nonfparticipénts. The average age of
participants at the time of theirréommitment was 26.3 years in comparison
with an average age of 27.6 years for non-participants.

Participation in educational programs decreased steadily as. the age

of the offender increased, from 50 percent of those 19 and under at the
beqinning'oflthe study period to 26 percent of those in the 45 to 49

‘year, old cohoxt. Participation rates increased slightly for offenders

.ages 50 and over. ' A similar pattern of participation is exhibited when
locking at age at commitment.

Offenders under 21 Years of age are a pérticular target group for
educational programming under Chapter I. This is a federally subsidized
program,that provides supplemental instruction to younger offenders. There

were 109 offenders who were leas_than 21 at the beginning of the study
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@eriod. The participation rate among those ydunger offenders was 49
percent, compared with. 41 pefcent for offendefs 21 years and older.
While offenders undexr él had a higher participation ratexthan older
of fenders, this differencerwas nqt large enoﬁgh to.be considered

statistically significant.

Military Service. Participation rates were similar for veterans

and non-veterans in the sample. Veterans had a participation rate of
41 percent while non-veterans had a participation rate of 42 percent.

"Marital Status. Participation rates varied significantly by the

marital status of theroffehder aﬁ the time of comﬁitment. Participation

rates were highest amonyg offenders who were married (44 percent)‘or

single (43 percent} in contrast with those who were in a state of

marital separation (34 percent). This latter category. includes offenders

t who were separated, divorced, or widowed at the time of commitment.
‘Education. There were no statistically significant differences

in the participation rates of offenders with vérying prior educaéional

eﬁperience. " Offenders with prior college education had the highest '

participation rates (46 percent) while offenders with an 8th grade

education or less had the lowest parficiﬁation rates (38.percent).

On average participants aﬁd non~participaﬂts had completed 9.8 years

of schooling prior to théix commitment. | |

" Work Experience. Lehgth of work ekperiencé was not related to

participation in educational programs. Forty—-two percent of the subjects
with 9 months or less work experience participated in educational
programs compared with 41 percent of those with 10 months or more

work experience.
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Summary. Participation rates in educaticnal programs were found
to be higher_among non-white'and hispanic offenders.. Younger offenders
were more likély to participate than older offenders. Marital status
was related to participation only to the extent that offenders who
weré married or single were more likely to:pafticipate than those from
disrupted marriages. Participation in educati;n programs was not

related to prior education, work experience or military experience.

Present Offense Characteristics

Committing Institution. Offenders committed to the DOC are

Qriginally sentenced to MCI;Walpole oY MCI-Concord. Those sentenced
to MCI-Walpole are serving s#ate prison sentences that are generally
longer and given to oldexr or more serious offenders. Those sentenced
to MCI-Concord afe,serving indeterminate reformatory sentences that a;e
gener_ally'f shortexr and given to younger or less serious offenders.
Offenderé committed to MCI-Concord were more likely:to participate
in educational prbgrams than those comﬁitted to MCI-Walpole. Concord
'commitments had a participation rate of 46 percent in contrast with
4Q.percent for Walpole commitments. - This is probably related to-the
finding that pafticipants.were younger than nonﬁparticipants as
individuals committed to Concord.are generally youhger than those
.committed to ngpole. It is impor;ant.to note that offenders serving

shorter period of time (17.9 months) than offenders serving Walpole '
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sentences (56.1 ﬁonths).l

Sentence. There were no differences found in the iength of - sentence
that.individuals were serving and their participation in educational
programming. Participants serving Walpole ssntences had an average
minimum sentence of 12.3 vears compared with 13.1 years for non-
participants. Participants serving Ccn;ord sentences had an aﬁerage
maximum sentence of 12.6 yvears sompared with 11.5 years for non—participants.
These differences were small and not statistically significant.

Offeﬁse; Part;cipation rates did not differ significantly for
individuals in- various prssent offense categories. The highest
participation rates were among drug offenders (46 perCent),.sex offenders
{46 percent) and person offenders (42 percent). The lowest participation
rates were among property offendexrs (37 percent) and other offendérs-

{25 percent). These differences wsre not large enough to be considered
‘_ststistically_significant. Participation rates for specific offenses
are shown in Appendix B as well.

Summary. For the presén£ of fense characteristics considered only
one.differEHCe was found between participants and nos—parﬁicipants; that
cffenders serving Concord sentences were more likely to participate
than those serving Walpole sentences. This is probably relaﬁed to the

finding that vounger offenders are more likely to participate than

.0lder. offenders. .

Linda K. Holt, A Statistical Description of Releases from the Massa-
chusetts Conrectienal Institutions- During 1982, Massachusetts
Department of Correction, Boston, 1983.
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Criminal History

Court Appearances. Participants had statistically significantly
fewer prior court appearances on average than non—participaﬁts.
Participants had an avérage of 12;4 prior court appearances compared
with an average of.l3;9 prior court appearances for non—-participants.
This could be related to participant age. Since it was aiready
.established that participants were younger than non—participants,:it
would be.éxpected‘that the extent of their involvement with the criminal
jusfice,system would also be less. |

Prieoxr Criminal Charges. Participants and non-participants were

compared for the number of prior charges in six different offense
éategories:.person, sex, property, naﬁcotics, alcohol and escapes.
Participants and non-participants differed in only one offénse category,
' prior charges for alcochol offenses where participants had significantly
fewer prior charges-thaﬁ-nén—pgrtiéipants; Again, this findihg may

glao be related to offender age since older offénders are more iikely
to have incurred criminal charges for alcohol offenses-éuch_as |
drunkenness. In all other offense categories participants and

o ﬁon—participants had similar numbers of prior charges.

Prior Incarcerations. Participants and non-participants did not

differ on their history of commitments to juvenile authorities or
county correctional facilities., Participants and non—participants/did_
differ in their history of prior state or federal incarcerations and

total prior adult incarcerations. Participants were less likely to
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have ‘any prior state or federal incarcerations than'non—participants,
and participants weré less likely to have any prior adult incarcerations
than non-participants. Of those offenders with no prior state or
federal incarcerations the participation rate was 45 percent;.of those
offenders with one or more prior state or federal incarcerations the
'participatipn rate was 34 percent. 8Similarly, 45 pe?cent of the cffenders
with no prier adult incarcerations participated in edﬁcational programming
compared with 40 percent of those with one or more prior adﬁlt incarcerations.

Age at Entry Into Criminal Justice System. Participation rates

did not vary by age at entry into the criminal justice system. On
éverége participants were 17.8 years old at the-timé df their first
court appearance while nonfparticipants were 17.2 years old at the time
. of their first court appearance.

Summafy, ‘Participants in educational programs exhibited a less
extensive criminal history than non-participants when measured by total
nuﬁber of coﬁrt appearances, prior adult inéarce;ations and prior
incarcerations in a state or federal facility. Since participants were
significantly younger than non-participants it is expected that offender

_aée.is related to the finding of a less extensive criminal history.

" "Present  Incarceration Characteristics

There are several characteristics of an offender's current
incarceration and current placement at MCI-Norfolk that could be
related to participation in educational programs. The sample was:

constructed in such a manner that offenders were at Norfolk for varying
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lengths. of time during the study period and were at various stages in
their incarceration in the Departmenf. Some of the characteristics of
.present incarceration will be considered in this section to determine
if they afe_related to program participation.

'Participation in educational programs was related to the offender's
. movement pattern during the study period. Participation rates were
highest among offenders who were in Norfolk during the entire study
perio& (48 peréeht), compared to those who were admitted during the
.period 634 peréent) of admitted or released during the period (22 percent) .
Haif of the sample had some movement during the four month study period
and this movement tended to inhibit participation in edugatidnal programs.

Participation was also related to the type of movement that
offenders were making. Participation rates Qere equally high_among
those who were at Norfolk at_the énd of the period (43 percent) or were
released to a lower security institution (43 percent)._ Participation
rates were lowest among those who were released to the street (37
percent) or returned to a‘hiéher security institution (28.percent) by
the end of the study period;

The total length of the study period was 122 days (September 1 to
December_3li. Participants were -in MCI-Norfolk an average of 98.4
days.while non—participénts were in 80.7 days of the study period.

This is further indication that length of time at MCI-Norfolk was
related to program participation.

These indicators seem éo point to a trend thét recent arrival to
or impending release from MCI~-Norfolk is not conducive to program

'patticipation;.i,e, that participation is related to a long stay at
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the institution. There are other indications, hoﬁever, that too long a
stay at the institution is‘negatively related to program participation.

A total length of stay at MCI—Norfolk'was calculated as the
length of time between transfer to MCI—Norfolk and the end of fhe sfudy
—period orlrelease from MCI-Nerfolk. ‘The‘average length of current

placement at MCI-Norfolk was 384.9 days for participants and 449.8 days
for noﬁ—participants. Thus, a very long term of-incarceration at
MCI-Norfeolk was not conducivé to program participation. Particiﬁation
rates increased from 14 percent for offenders in MCI-Norfolk for 1
month to 65 percent for offénders at'MCI—ﬁorfoik for 5 months and |
declined to 28'peicent for subjects at MCI;Norfolk for 5 years or more.

The total length of current incarceration in the Departmeﬁt was

i

" caloulated as the time betﬁeen commitment and the end of  the study
"period. Parole violat&rs were excluded from the analysis. Participants
in education programs were incarcerated'an average of 820.1 days. from
comiitment, non;parﬁicipants were incarcerated 1082.4 days on average

' from commitment. Participaticon rates were lowest for subjects
incarcerated for less than 3 months (35 percent) énd increased for
-offéhders incarcerated 6 months to 1 year (54 percent) and.decreased

to 39 percent fof offendgrs incarcerated for more than a vear.

Participation rates were lower for individuals with prior placements

at MCI-Norfolk. - Forty-six percent of the subjects with no prior

placements  at MCI-Norfolk participated in education programs compared
with 31 percent of those with a history of one or more placements at

" the institution.
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.Offenders'who were lncarcerated as parole violators had lower
participation rates than offenders incarceraﬁed during thg original
part_of their commitment,  Participation rates were 35 percent for
parole violators and‘42 percent for other offenaers. This difference
was not large enough to be considered statistically siénificant.

This analysis points out that a long periocd of incarceration in
the Departmeﬁt, a long'placement at MCI-Norfolk and prior placements
at the institution are associated with reduced participation rates
among offenders. "It is impossible to ascertain from the data available
if this decrease in participation can_bexaccounted for by prior
participation in educational programming or decreased interest in
educaticonal programs for long-term offenders.

Participants in.education programs had less experience in the
furlough program than non-particibants. " Participants had an avérage
of 3.1 furloughs compared with 4.2 for'nonnparticipants. 'Forty—two
percent oﬁ the:participants had one or more furléughs compared with 48
pércent of the non-~participants.

"Sﬁﬁﬁéf?;" Participation in education programs was foun& to be
lowest at two points in an offender's'placement at MCI—Norfolk,,during
the first few months after transfer to the institution and for

offenders who were incarcerated for a long period of time. Participation

rates were,highést_for of fenders at MCI—Norfolk for 5 months, serving

their first placement at the. institution and not a parole violator.
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Participants and Non-Participants: A Summary

Participation in educatiocn progfams was found to be related.to a
number of characteristics of the offender population. In terms of
background characteristics younger inmates, ﬁonuwhite'or higpanic
inmatés and single or married'inmates were more likely to participaté
than other offenders. In terms of present offense, inmates serving.
Concgrd sentences were more likely to participate thaﬁ of fenders
'serQing Walpole sentences., Participants also exhibitéd a less
extensive criminal history in terms of total court appearances and
prior adult incarcerations than non-participants. In terms of fheir
present.incarceration inmates who had recently arrived at Nérﬁolk or

- who had been incarcerated a long time were less likély to participate
than inmates who had been at Norfolk for a while or who had not been
incarcerated a long time. These findings suggest that participation

could be impacted by facilitating entry into education programs soon

after transfer to a facility such as MCI-Norfolk and the need to

develop programming to serve the interests of older and long-term

offenders.

A substantial proportion of the sample {42 percent) was found to

participate in educational programs. There are éeveral characteristics
of offenders that were not related to participation in education
programs. Prior educational attainment and-vocational experience were
not related to participétion. Sentence and offense weré not rélated

to participation in education programs. Even when participants and.
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non-participants were found to differ on other characteristics the

participation rates were never very low.

Participants in Vocational and Academic FPrograms

In the previous section ali-participants in education programs
were considered together. In this section a comparison was done
between participants in-vocational and acédemic prbgrams. In some:
cases an individual could participate iﬁ-bqth vocational and aqademic
programé.. If an individual participated in both voecational and
‘academic programs then they were considered vocational par?ici§ants if
they participated in at least as many vocational as academic programs.
0f the 499 participanté in ali.education programs, 370.(74 percent}
were par£icipants_in academic programs and 129 {26 pekrcent) were
partidipants in vocaticnal programs. éeverai differenées were:found'
between participants ih academic and vocational programs: race, ethnicity,
prior education andlpxior work experience. | |
White offenders were more likely to participaté in vocational
pfograms while non-white offenders were more likely to participate in
académic programs. Thirty percent of the white offenders were in
vocational programs in ‘comparison with only 20 percent of the non-white
offenders. .Conversely 70 percent of the white offenders were in
academic programs in comparison with 80 perxcent of the non-white offenders.
Ethnicity was also related to participation in academic or vocational
programs, with hispanic offenders being more likely to participate in .

academic programs and hbn—hispanié offenders being more likely to
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participate .in vocational programs. Ninerpercent of the hispanics were
in vocational programé; in comparison 27 percent of the non-hispanics
were in vocational programs. éonversely, 9ll§ércent of the hispanics
were in academic programs and 73 percent of the non~hispanics were in
acadenmic programs.' |

In general offenders in academic'pfograms had less formal education
than offenders pérticipatiné in vocational programs. On average
Iacademic program participants had completed 9.5 yeérs'of échooling
while vocational program participants completed 10.7 years of séhooling.
dply 14‘pe£cent of the participants with a grade school education were
in wvocvational programs cbmpared With.40 percent of the high school
gradqates. Similarly, 86 percent of the participants with an éth grade
‘education or less were in.academic programs, 78 percent of those with
&’ 9th to 11lth grade education, 60 percent of the high school graduates
dand 65 percent of ﬁhe éollége educated were in academic programé. .TheSe
differences in educational attainment of academic and vocational program
participants may be explained by the stricter enrollment requirements
of some of the vocétional_programs.

Offender participants with a lengthy history of work egperiende
were more likély to be in vocatiohal programs while those with a short
history'of.work'experience were more likely to bé in academic programs.
Twenty—two percent of those with 9 months of less work experience
were In vocational programs.while 30 percent of those with 10 months
ior-more.work‘experience.weré in vocational programs.

Participants in vocational and academic programs.differed in three

“areas: race/ethnicity, prior education and prior work experience.
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Participants in vocational programs tended to have more work experilience
and more prior education and tended. tc be white or- non—hispanic.
Participants in academic programs.tendéd to have less work experience
ahd brior education and tended to be non-whites and hispanic offenders.
Entrance requirements may explain some of these differences.

i

Persistence in Educational Programs

In this éeﬁtion the 4§9 participants-in educational programs were
furthgr considered to determine the outcome of their enrollment in
education programs. There is an interest in discussing program
cdmpie;ion ;ates and distinguishing those program participants who
tend tolcomplete educational progﬁams in contrast with those whe do
not complete programs. However, prograﬁ completers can not.always be
readily distinguished from otheré for a number of reasons. In this
section the methoﬁ for classifying offenders into persister and
non-persister groups is discussed and then the persister and

non-persister groups are compared.

‘Clasgifying Educational Program Participants

There were two probleéms in classifying participants into persister
and non—persister grbups. The first is that program participation can
be terminated by transfex_from the institution as well as program related
factors, and tﬂe‘second is that program termination type can vary when

offenders are enrolled in more than one course. The method for resolving
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these classification.problems_is discussed here.

Enroilment in correctional education programsfcan be affected by
two factors: program factprs and institutional placement factors. An
individual's enrollﬁent in a program will.be related to performance in
that program. At any peint in time an individual can be enrolled in a
program, can have Eompleted the program or can haﬁe withdrawn from a
program. This is considered an individual's enrollment status and is
shown in Figqre 2. |

Enrollment in a pfogram is also geing to be rélated to the
individual}s status at.ﬁhé institution. Any program participant can
remain in the institution, be transferred to another institution of
either higher or lower security or be released to the street. These
can be termed an individual's instifutional status and are also shqwn
in Figure 2.

Prqgram participaﬁts were classified into one of three groups by
.considering their enrollment status and their institutional status.
three participant outcome groups are: enrollees, persisters and
non-persisters. In most cases enrollment status was sufficient_to
determine.an individual's classification but in some cases institutional

Status was used to make the classification decision.

The

21l individuals who completed courses were classified as persisters,

. pegardleSS‘of their evgntual status at the institution. Simi;arly, all
individuals who were in the institution and withdrew from courses were
classified as. non—persisfers, regardless of their eventual status at
the institution. .Individuals who wéfe,enrolled in courses and were

still at the institutibn at the end of the study period formed the
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Figure 2

Institutional Status

Transfer

Classification of Educational Program Participants into Persistence Groups by
__ SR Enrollment and Institutional Status

Transfer

. ‘Rélease
Remain Lower Higher Te Street
Enrollees Persisters Non-Persisters Persisters
- (N = 144) (W = 51) N = 3 (N = 2}
" Persisters ' Persisters Persisters Pergisters
(N = 98) (N =13) (N = 1) N = 1

Non-Persisters

{N = 143)

Non—-Persisters

(N = 28).

Non-Persisters

(N = 8)

Non-Persisters

N= 7
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enréllee group.

The ¢ifficulty comes in assigning.thosé individuals who were
enrolled in courses at the time of their transfer or release from the
‘institution. Forx purposés of this analysis individuals who were
enrolled in classes at the time they were transferred to lower securlty
or released to the street were included in the persister group while
individuals who were enrclled in,ciasses at the time they were
transferred to higher security were included in the_non»persister group.
As shown in. Figure 2 there were 53 individuals classified as persisters
and 3 individuals classified as nonupersisters'wholweré enrolled in
classes at the time of their transfer ﬁxom MCI—Norfolk. This represents
‘about 32 percent of the persister group and 2 percent of the.non~persister
group. |

It is important to note that enrollment status and institutional
status may be independent_factors and that pefformance in educational
programs may .not be related to transfer decisidns- For example, 11 of
tﬁe non-persisters were -eventually rgturned to higher'secﬁrity. of

- these 7 (64 percent) were returned to higher security because of
possession of a controlled substance and 4 (36 percent} were returned
 to higher security because of another behavioral problem. In only one
‘of these four cases did the behavicral problem relate to the édﬁcation

program (writing obscenities on the blackboard). Thus, in the majority

of cases return to higher security was not related to performance in

education programs.

A second analytic problem invelved in classifying offenders into

’

completer and non-completer groups is that individuals can participate
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in more than one program and their enrollment status in eaéh ﬁrogram
might vary. For the purposes of this analysis-individuals were
classified according to the medal type of cQurse termination. If
individuals completed exactly as many courses as they withdrew from
then the individuals were considered to be persisters rather -than

non-persisters.

-Persisters and Non-Persisters: A Comparison

Persisters and non-persisters were compared on a number of
.variables-in three general areas (personal background, present offense
ana criminal history) in eorder to determine if there weré-any systematic
differences between the two groups. Tﬁe results which are discussed
in this section are shown in detail in Appendix D. Because indicators
of presént incarceration are related to the definition of the persister

kS

and non-persister groﬁps, these variables were not used in comparing
- the two groﬁps.

There-were no differences'between persisters:and non-persisters
on any of the persénal background characteristics that were avéilable
for analysis. Race, ethnic group, age, veteran status, marital status,
education and_work.experiencé.yielded no differences between the
-pérsister and non-persister group.

There were no differences beﬁween persisters and.non-persisﬁers
on any indicator of their present offense. Comﬁitting institution,._
type Qf offense and sentencs yielded no differences between the.

persister and non-persister groups.
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There were no differenceé between persisters and non-persisters
on any indicator of their criminal histofy. In terms of total number
of prior court appearances, number of prior charges for person, property,
sex, drug, alcohol or escapes offenses or prior incarcérations thefe
were no difféfences between persisters and.non~persisters that were:
statistically significant. |

In summary, there were no significant differences between those
who persisted iﬁ educational programs and others in any of the areas
considered (personal.backgrouﬁd, preseht offense and criminal history).
Thqs once an individual enrolled in educational programs there were no
systematic'differences détected between‘those who confinued in programs

and those who withdrew based on any of the characteristics considered.

~ Summary and Discussion

Thé conduct of educational programming within the constraints of
a correctional institution needs to Be carefully studied. A :écent
report of the National Institute of Justice justified the ngedlto
research corxrectional educatién because "two of America's mbst serious
Accqrding

problems — crime and illiteracy - converge in our prisons”.

to the 1980 U.S. census, about three-quarters of the adult males in

John P. Conrad, Adult Offender Education Programs, - NIJ, Washington, DC,

1981
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Massachusetts are high school graduates. 1In contrast only 31 percent
of the wmales admitted to the DOC in 1980 were high school graduates. |
Education programs need to be considered from a number of perspectives.
The present study was an attempt to begin considering educational
programs in the DOC by _geti—iing an overview of program utilization.

The study considered educéfional prégramming at a single
institution in the Department of Correction over a four month period
éf time. The purpose of the project was to describe the educational
programs and to discern pattérns of offender participation and
persistence irn these programs.

There were over 70 different courses offered at MCI-Norfolk
dﬁring the study period.. The course offerings varied widely in terms
of subject matter, scheduling, class size and achievement level.
Courses were offered in a varilety of academic and vocational areas at
levels ranging frxrom basic education to coilege. Ciasses met at various
timés-from 8am.to 9pm. Classes were scheduled from one to fiﬁertimes
'a week and enrollments ranged from individual tutorials to classes of
over 30 students.

During the time period under study 42 percgnt of.the offenders in
the institﬁtion Weré in one or ﬁére courses. Thus, a sﬁbstantial
proportion of the population was taking advantage of the program
offerings. There were several differences found between participants
.and non—participants,r In particular, participants were yqunger, were
more likely to be serving a Concord sentence aﬁd were likely to have a
less extensive criminal histo#y than,nqn—participaﬁts. In addition,

minority inmates were more likely to participate as well as single or
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married inmates.

Participation;was alsc related to characteristics of the offender's
placement at Norfolk and the DOC. In particular, participation was
1owest for offenders either recently transferred to the institution or
at the institution or in the_DOC for long periods of time. The present
study was limited in its analysis of'program participation and
incarceration because no data were available regarding prior program -

finvolvement. If possible, further research should control for prior
participation in educational programming in looking at participétion
| patterns, as well‘as participation in programs in other areas.

There are many areas in which participation rates .did not differ.
For example, participation was similar for offenders in all educational’

-+ -background levels and work experience levels.

A comparison of participants in vocational and académic programs
_demonstrated that minority ﬁffenders_were more_likely to be enrplled
in academic programs while white offenders were more likely ﬁo be
enrolled in_vocational programs.. Offenders with less education and
work experience were more likelj to enroll in academic courses, while
those with more extensive educational and occupational background were
more likely to be in vocational programs.,

The study found that once enrolled in programs, there were few
différences between those who persisted and those who did noﬁ persist.
While the study showed few differencés between persisters and

: non~persisters in educatiocnal programs, it is possible that there were
differences tha£ could nof be detectea because many of the partiéipants

were still enrolled in the courses at the'completion of the study.
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Further research in the area of persistence patterns should follow
-particular programs for more than the four monthe considered in this
study in 6rder to detexmine the outcome for all enrollees.

While the study has several limitatioﬁs, it did demonstrate the
variety in educational_programming as Qell as the fact that many
offenders participate and-persist in these programs. Educational
programming remaiﬁs a need of the offender population as the DOC
attempts to address their relative.laqk of education to aid offenders

in being successfully reintegréted into society.
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Glossary
ABE ) Adult Basic Education
APL, _ Adult Performance Level
CAPMIS ' ' Correction and Parole Management

Information System

CPR | | . Cardio-Pulmonary Resuscitation
. poC c 4 . Department of Corréctiqn
ESL o ' " _English as a Seéqnd Language
GED - 7 General Equivalency Diploma
MCT | Massachusetts Correctional Institution

NRU : " Norfolk Reintegration Unit
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Appendix A

‘Educational Programs at
MCI-Norfolk
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Table 1
Number. of Classes Enrolled In,

Participants in Norfolk
Education Programs

Numbher of

Classes . Number : .Percent
One | o 210 | | o (a
Two - . 108 . ( 21)
Three : | : 85 (17)
Four | | _ ' | 45 | _ | { 92
Five _ 21 | : | ( 4
six e N (4
Seven . ] 7 6 | { Jl)
Eight ‘ 5 | . ( 1)
Nine | 3 o | ( ;)

TOTAL . . S 499 - (100)
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Table 2
General Programs Enrolled In
. Program Enrolled In
ABE-~- ABE- : Vocational - : Total
Day Evening College Training NRU Other Number DPercent
X ' ‘ | - : 110 ( 22)
x - aa ¢ 9
X S 68 { 14)
X ) 23 { 19)
' X 26 ¢ 5)
5 S 24 ( 5)
X X - : : . o 22 ( @
X X | o 19 ¢ 4
X o x | 18 ( 4
X X - | 16 ( 3)
X X 8 ( 2)
X X 8 ¢ 2)
X X 8 (2)
X X 6 { I
X X 6 (¢ 1
X X 5 ( 1
X ' X 3 ( 1
X X 2 ( 0)
X X X 2. ( 0)
X X 2 ( 0)
X 1 ( o)
| x 1 ¢ 0
X 1 ( 0y
X X X 1 ( o
X X X 1 { 0}
X X X 1 { Q)
X X S X 1 ¢ o)
X X o1 {( 0)
X 4 X 1 ¢ 0

175 T 986 _ 109 174 37 66 . 499 (100)
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Table 3

and Participant Status at the .
End of the Study Period

Program Area and

Program Enrollment and Participant Status

Basic Education Math

. In With- End Transfer Transfer Release Change
Course Title Total Class Drawn Class Higher_' Lower Straet Class Missing
College Courses
' Boston University o _ _ _

History: American Business Ethos 15 0 5 9 0 1 0 0 0
Humanities: Major Authors 11 0 3 8 Q 0 0 0 0
Math: Social Science & Business 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 o
Sociology: Am. Social Values 14 0 6 7 0 1 0 -0 0
Visual Studies: Primitive Eye 12 0 4 7 0 1 -0 0 0
University of Massachusetts 7

English: Am. Detective Novel 41 0] 18 20 0 3 0 0 0
Sociclogy: Criminclogy 49 0 26 18 0 5 0 0 0
Bunker Hill Community Collede

Correspondence Courses 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

- Pre-College )

Basic Pre—College 15 4 5 5 0 0 1 0 0
Advanced Pre-College 36 8 9 17 0. 2 0 0 0
A.B.E. Day Division - :

' G.E.D. English 28 10 7 7 0 3 0 1 0
-G.E,.D. Math 27 9 7 7 "0 3 0 1 0
'G.E.D. Science 27 -9 7 7 0 3 0 1 0
G.E.D. Social Studies 31 10 8 8 0 3 0 2 0
Basic Education English 19 5 5 1 0 2 0 6 0

i8 5 & 1 -0 2 4 0
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Table 3

" Total -Enrollment in Education Programs
and Participant Statusg at the
End cf the Study Pericd

Program Enrollment and Participant Status
Program Area and In With- End Transfer Transfer Release Change
Course Title _ - Total Class  Drawn Class Higher Lower Street Class Missing

A.B.E. Day Division (continued)

Intermediate A English .29 10 .8 2 0 3 0 6 0
Intermediate A Social Studies 27 10 -7 1 0 4 0 5 0
Intermediate A Math - 27 11 9 2 ' 0 2 0 3 0
Intermediate B Math _ 18 2 12 0 0 . 0 1 3 0
Intermediate B English . 17 3 10 0 0 0 1 3 0
Title I _ 23 9 9 0 0 5 0 0 0
Remedial Reading : 25 11 8 0 0 5 0 1 0
Communication Lab .- . 42 20 15 2 0 5 0 0 0
Bilingual Lab AR 19 15 -0 0 0 4 0 0 0
Math Lab : : g +20 .8 6 1 0 4 0 1 0

A.B.E. Evening Division

Elementaxy English ' 0 6 3 0 0 1 0 0 0
Elementary Math (B}. 8 4. 3 0 0 1 0 0 0
Elementary Math (A} 7 3 2 _ 0 0] 1 0] 1 0
© Pre-GED Math . ' 6 1 3 0 0 1 0 1 o]
Pre-GED Social Studies : 4 Q 2 2 0 0 0 0 0

Pre-GED English o _ 6 2 4 0 0 0 0 0 0
GED Math © 10
GED English - : . : 10

GED Socilal Studies:
GED Science
GED Test Only

W !,

O wRu o
OO0 F Www
(Lo ISR R S
oo ooQooOo
é oo Q o
OO0 Qo
OrROOO
S0 00 0
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. . Table 3

Total Enrollmént.in Education Programs -
and Participant Stdtus at the
End of the Study Period

Program Enrollment and Participant Status

Program Area and - : In With- End Trans fer Trans fer Release Change
Course Title Total Class Drawn Class Higher . Lower Street Clasgs Missing
A.B.E. Evening Division (Continued) '
APL Literature : 9 o2 6 0 - 0 1 0 0 0
APL Reading = 9 5 4 0 0 0 0 0 0
APL Math : . : 2 1 1 0 : 0 0 0 0 0
Remedial Reading: Elem. : 15 .7 3 3 0 2 0 0 0
Remedial Reading: Voc. 11 4 -3 2 0 2 0 0 0
" Remedial Reading: Spell. . _ 4 2 1 0o 0 1 0 0 0
" Bilingual Education 20 Lo 9 0o o 1 0 0 0
ABE ~ No Class Specified 21 0 21 o Q 0 a 0 0
ABE - Teaching Assistant 6 5 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Vocational Courses _ _
Barber 17 9 1 0 1 6 0 0 0
' Air Conditioning. I ' 27 0 10 13 0 2 0 -2 0
Air Conditioning II ' 21 5 3 10 0 3 0 0 0
Heating 17 6 9 0 Q 2 0 0 0
Refrigeration - : 29 8 19 1 0 1 20 - 0
COBOL : _ ©o12 3. 4 3 2 0 0 0 0
. Plowcharting R T 13 6 5 1 0 1 0 0 0
Fund. of Data Processing 22 .6 15 a 0. "1 0 0 0
Operations 33 22 -0 11 .O 0 0 0 0
Computer OJT ' 13 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 9
. Graphic Arts T _ .9 3 5 0 0 0 o} 0 1
_Graphic Arts TI ' 8 L2 4 0 1 1 0 0 0
Art : 16 '8 3 3 0 0 0 0 2
Welding 13 12 0 0 0 1 0 0. 0
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Table 3
Total FEnrollmént in Education Programs

and Participant Status at the
Erd of the Study Period

. , Program Envollment and Participant Status
Program Area and : In With- End Trans fer Transfer Release Change
Course Title Total Class Drawn Class Higher ° Lower .Street Class Missing

Other Courses

Correspondence . 13 2 . 8 - i 0 2 0 0 ' 8,
Health - Stress ‘ 5 5 0 0 0 o o0 0 0
‘Health - C.P.R. - . 52 3 32 14 0 3 0 0 0

N.R.U. Courses _
English : 10

NRU A 5 4 0 0 1 0 0 0
- NRU A Social Studies 10 S 0] 6] 0 1 0 0 0
" NRU A Math 4 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 0
NRU A Language ' 12 11 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
NRU B English 8 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NRU B Social Studies 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NRU B Math 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NRU B Language. 7 '3 4 0 0 0 0 o 0
NRU Health | 10 5 1 4 0 0 0 0 0
NRU Engine Repair 8 8 0 ) o 0 0 0 0

‘NRU B.U. Criminology : 11 11 -0 0 0 ' 0 0 , o 0
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Table _4

Selected Characteristics of Education
Programs During Study Period

. _ Course Characteristic
Program Area _ _ Days Time Length Attendance
"& Course Title , Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri AL.M. P.M. Eve. of Session Minimum Maximam  Mean

College Courses

Boston University

History: American Business Ethos. X : X ‘ 2% Hrs.

6 12 9
Humanities: Major Authors X, _ X _ 2 Hrs. 6 10 8
Math: Social Science & Business X : X . 3 Hrs, 4 5 5
Sociology: A. Social Values X X . 3 Hrs. 3 11 6
Visual Studies: Primitive Eye o X . X 2 Hrs. 4 11 7
University of Massachusetts
English: A. Detective Novel . : . X X _ 2% Ers. 16 30 22
Sociology: Criminology _ ' : . X X 2% Hrs. 16 36 26
Pre=College -
Basic Pre-College X X X : 1% Hrs. 2 12 8

_Advanced Pre-College X X b:4 X : 3 Hrs. _ <) 16 10
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Table 4

Selected Characteristics of Education
Programs During Study Periogd

Program Area

Course Characteristic

. Days Time Length Attendance
& Course Title Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri A.M. P.M. ‘Eve. of Session Minimam Maximum  Mean
'A.B.E. Day Division
G.E.D.. English X X X X X X 1 Hr. 3 12 8
“G.E.D. Math X ‘ X X X X X 1 Er. 3 1z - 7
G.E.D. Science X X X X X X 1 Hr. 3 12 7
G.E.D. Social Studies X % X X X X 1 Hr. 5 14
Basic Educ. English X X X X X X 1 Hr. 1 7 4
Basic Educ. Math X X X X X X 1 Hr. 1 6 4
Intermediate A English X X X X X X 1 Hr 2 9 5
Intermediate A Social-Studies X X X X = X 1 Hr 2 .10 6
Intermediate A Math ' ¥ X ¥ X X X 1 Hr 1 9 5
Intermediate B Math X X X % X X 1 He. 2 11 5
" Intermediate B English X X X X X 1 Hr. 1 10 5
Title i ) - X X X X X X X N.A. N.A N.A. N.A
RemedialgReading X X" X X X X X N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A
Communication Lab X X X X X X X N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A
Bilingual Lab - X X X X X X X N.A. N.A. N.A. __N.A
~Math Lab X X X X X - X L Hr. 1 8 4
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Table - 4

Selected Characteristics of Education

Programs During Study Period

Program Area

Course Characteristic

Days

Time

Attendance

: Length

& Course Title Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri A.M.  P,M. Eve. of Session Minimum Maximum Mean
A.B.E. Evening Division
Elementary English X X X > 1 Hr. 1 6 3
Elementary Math (B) X ¥ X X 1 Hr. 1 6 4
Elementary Math (a) 4 X X X 1 Hr. 1 3 2
Pre-GED Math X X X X 1 Hr. 1 3 2
Pre-GED Social Studies X X X X 1 Hr. 1 7 3
Pre-GED: English X X X X l BHr. 1 4 2
GED Math X X X X 1 Hr. 1 6 3
'GED English X X X X 1 Hr. 1 6 3
GED Social Studies X X ¢ X 1 Hr. 1 3 2
GED Science X X X X 1 Hr. 1 3 2
APL Literature X X X X 1 Hx. 1 .5 3
APL Reading X b:¢ b4 X 1 Hr. 1 5 4
APL Math X X X "X 1 Hr. 1 2 1
Remedial Reading: Elem. X X X X 1 Hr. 2 7 4
Remedial Reading: Voc. X X X X 1 .Hr. 2 9 4
'Remedial Reading: Spell. X X X X 1 Hr. 1 3 2
Bilingual Education b4 X X X 3 Hrs. 2 10 7
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Table. 4

Selected Characteristics of Education
Programs During Study Period

Course Characteristic

Health - CPR

Program Area Days - Time - Length Attendance
& Course Title Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri A.M. P.M. Eve. of Session Minimum Maximum  Mean
Vocational Courses
Barber X ¥ X X X X 2% Hrs. 3 11 . 8
Air Conditioning I X X 3% Hrs. 7 19 13
Air Conditioning II X X 2% Hrs. 4 12 6
Heating X X X 2% Hrs. 2 11 6
Refrigeration X X 2% Hrs. 3. 18 -9
COBOL X b4 ] X X 3 Hrs. 3 7 5

. Flowcharting X X X 3 Hrs. 4 11 8
Fund. of Data Processing X X X 3 Hrs. 7 22 14
Operations X X b4 ¥ 2 Hrs. 9 20 13
Computer 0.J.T. X X X X X X 3 Hrs. 5 15 10
Graphic Arts I X X X 2% Hrs. 4 8 6
Graphic Arts II X X X X X X 3 Hrs. 5 5 5
Art X 5 Hrs. 11 11 1l
Welding 0.J.7. ¥ X X X X X X 7 Hrs. 13 13 i3
Other Courses

' Health - Stress P4 X 1% Hrs. 4 5 _ 5.

Hrs. 16

‘10
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Table 4

Selected Characteristics of Education
Programs During Study Period

Courge Characteristic

NRU Engine Repair

.Program Area- Days Time .. Length Attendance
& Course Title . Mon Tue Wed Thu Fxri A.M. P .M. Eve. of Session Minimuem Maximum  Mean
N.R.U. Courses
NRU A English X X 1l Hr. 3 6 4
NRU A Social Studies X X 1% Hrs. 5 10 8
NRU A Math X X 1% Hrs. 1 2 2
NRU A Language X X 1 Hrx. 1 7 4
"NRU B English X X 1% Hrs. 1 1 1
NRU B Social Studies X X - 1% Hrs. 2 2 2
NRU B Math X X 1% Hrs. 3 6 4
NRU B Language X X 1 Hr. 1 3 2
" NRU Health X X 2 Hrs. 5 9 7

X pA X 2 Hrs. 8 8 8
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Appendix B

Participants and Non-Participants:
A-Statistical Comparison
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Table 1

Participation in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

= 17.32 with 7 degrees of freedom, p

Offender _ _ Participants Non-Participants Total

Characteristic Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Personal Background Characteristics

Race

White 284 { 39) 449 ( 61) 733 {100}

Non-White 215 ( 46) 248 ( 54) 463 (100}
Chi-square = 6.59 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .01

Ethnic Group

Hispanic 33 ( 59) 23 ( 41) 56 (100)

Non-Hispanic - 466 { 41) 674 { 69) 1140 (100).
Chi-gguare = 6.43 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .01

Age on September 1, 1981

15 to 19- 29 { 50) 29 { 50) 58 (100)

20 to 24 170 { 48) i87 { 52) 357 (100}

25 to 29 141 ( 44) 176 { 56) 317 {100}

30 to 34 82 ( 38) 132 ( 62) 214 (100)

35 to 39 36 { 33) 74 {( 67} 110 (100)

40 to 44 17 {27 46 ( 73) 63 1100)

"~ 45 to 49 8 ( 26) 23 ( 74) 31 {100)

50 or- More 16 {35) 30 ( 65) 46 (100)
Chi-square = 22.18 with 7 degrees of freedom, p = .002

‘Age at Commitment

14 to 19 77 ( 44) 96 . ( 58) 173 (100)

20 to 24 195 ( 48} 232 { 54) 427 (lQO)

25 to 29 124 { 45} 153 { 55) 277 {100)

30 to 34 483 { 32) - 102 ( 68} 150 {160)

35 to 39 19 ( 30) 45 (" 70) 64 (160)

40 to 44 19 { 32) 40 ( 68} 59 {100}

45 to 49 6 ( 30} 14 {70} 20 {100)

50 or More 11 ( 42) 15 ( 58) 26 - (100)
Chi~square = .02



C=h2-

Table 1

Participation in Educational Programs by

Selected Offender Characteristics

Chi-square =

0.00 with 1 degree of freedom, p = -99

Offender _ " Participants Non—Participants Total

Characteristic Number Percent Number Percent Nunber Percent

Age on September 21, 1981

Under 21 53 ° { 49) 56 ¢ 51) 109 {100}

21 and Over 446 ( 41 641 { 592} 1087 (100)
Chi—sqﬁare = 2.05 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .15

Military Service

Non-Veteran 369 ( 42) 501 (580 870 (100)

Veteran 101 { 41) 143 { 59) 244 (1o,
Chi~-square = ¢.04 with 1 degree of. freedom, p = .83

Marital Status

Single 334 _ ( 43) 442 ( 57) 776 (100)

Married 103 ( 44) 132 ( 56) 235 (100}

Marital Separation - 62 { 34) 123 ( 66} 185 (100} -
Chi-square = 6.11 with 2 degrees of freedom, p = .05

Last Grade Completed

0 to 8 115 { 38) ©190 { 62} 305 (100)

9 to 11 : 219 { 44) 283 { 56) 502 (100)

High School Graduate 131 ( 42) 184 ( 58} 315 (100}

College 34 { 46} _ 40 { 54} 74 {100}
Chi-square = 3.32 with 3 degrees of freedom, p = .34

Time Spent on Job of Longest Duration

0 to 9 Months : 224 ( 42) 316 ( 58) 540 (100)

- 10 Months or More 215 - ( 41) 306 { 59) 521 (100}
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Table 1

' Participation in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender Participants Non-Participants Total
Characteristic Number Percent Number - Percent Number - Percent

Present Offense Characteristics

Committing Institution

Walpole 341 { 40) 513 ( 60} 854 (100)
Concord _ 158 { 46) ' 184 { 54) 342 (100)

Chi-square = 3.69 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .05

Present Offense

Person - 348 { 42} 482 ( 58) 830 {100}
Sex ' 75 ( 46} 88 { 54) 163 (100}
Property 51 { 37) .88 ( 63) 139 (100)
Drug 20 ( 46) 24 { 54) 44 (100)
Other 5 { 25) 15 ( 75) 20 - (100D

Chi-square = 5.25 with 4 degrees of freedom, p = .26

Offenses Against The Person

Murder - 1 27 ( 31) 59 ( 69) 86 (100)
Murder - 2 33 ( 35) 62 °  ( 65) 95 (100}
Manslaughter ‘ 35 ( 46) ‘41 ( 54) 76 (100)
Assault w.i. Kill 16 { 43) . 21 ( 57) 37 (100)
armed Robbery 151 ( 43) 202 ( 57y 353 (100)
Unarmed Robbery 38 ( 49). 39 { 51) 77 (100)
Armed Assault 34 { 44) 43 ( 56) 77 €100)
Unarmed Assault : 5 ( 46) 6 { 54) 11 {100}
Kidnapping 5 { 50) 5 ( 50) - 10 {100)
Conspiracy 1 (100) 0 { o0 1 (100)
Other Person 3 ( 43) 4 (s7) 7 . - (100)
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- Table 1

Participation in Educational Prpgfams by
Selected Offender Characteristics

Offendex - . Participants ' Non-Participants _ Total
Characteristic Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Sex Offenses

Rape - 49 { 49) 51 ( 51y - 100 (100}

Assault w.i. Rape 11 ( 42) 15 ( 58) 26 (100}

Rape of Minor 11 ( 44) 14 { 56) 25 {100)

Assanlt w.i. Rape a Minor 4 { 40) -6 © {80} _ 10 (100)

Unnatural Acts 0 { o) : 2 {100) 2 (1003}

Offenses Against Property

Arson 3. ( 38) -5 { 62) 8 (100)

Armed Burglary 4 { 67) 2 {33 6 (100)

Burglary 36 ( 38) 60 { 62) 96 (1o00y
Burglary Tools 1 {17) 5 ( 83) 6 (100)

‘Stealing o ( 0 1 (100} i {100)

Larceny Person 0 { O 1 (100} 1 (100)

Larceny 1 { 33) 2  67) 3 (100)
M.V. Theft 1 ( 14) -6 ( 86} 7 (100}

Forgery o] { 0} 1 (100} 1 (100)

R.S.G. 4 ( 50) 4 { 50} 8 (100)

Property ILnjury 1 { 50) 1 { 50) 2 . (100} .
Druyg Offenses

Poss. of Syringe 0 L 0 1 {(100) 1 (100)

Sale of Heroin -1 { 25) 3 { 75) 4 - (100}

Sale of Narcotics Q. [} 1 {100} 1 (100)

Controlled Substance - 18 { 50) - 18 { 50} 36 (100)

Class B - Repeat Q { 0) 1 - (100} - 1 (100}

Cocaine 28-99 1 (10a) 0 ( o 1 (100)

Other Offenses

Escape _ 1 ( 33) 2 ( 67) 3 100)

Weapons -4 {24y . 13 ( 763 17 (100}
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Table 1

Participation in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

- Offender Participants Non-Partlcipants Total
Characteristic - Nurber Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Criminal History Indicators
Prior Juvenile Commitments
None 363 { 42) 494 { 58) . 857 (100)
One or More 136 { 40} 203 ( 60) 339 (100)

Chi-square = 0.41 with 1 degree.of freedom, p = .52

Prior County Incarcerations
None 260 { 42) 364 ( 58) 624 (100)

. One or More 239 o[ 42) 333 { 58} 572 (100)

Chi-square = 0.00 with 1 degfee of freedom, p = 1.00

Prior State or Federal Incarcerations

‘None | 366 (. 45) 442 { 55) 808 (100)
One or More 133 { 34) - 255 { 66) - .388 {100)

Chi-sgquare =-12.64 with l.degree'of freedom, p = .0004
Prior Adult Incarcerations
~ None 207 { 45) ' 249 ( 55) 456 {100}
One or More 292 (_ 40) 448 { a0) 740 (100}
Chi-square = 3.85 with 1 degree of freedom, p = ,05
Present Incarceraticon Characteristics
Movement Pattern During Study Period
. Entire Period at Ngrfolk 279 { 48) 306 {52} 585 (100}

Admitted During Period ag . ( 34) 192 { 66) 290 {100}

Released During Period 113 ( 40) 168 ( 60) 281 (100)
~ Admitted and Released 9 ( 22) - 31 { 78) 40 {100}

- Chi-sguare = 22.42 with 3 degrees of freedom, p =_.0001
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‘Table 1

Participation in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

Of fendexr _ Particiéants Non-Participants Total

Characteristic Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Status at End of Study Period

43) " 498 (.57) .. 875 (100)

At Norfolk 377 { .

Released to Street - 10 ( 27) 27 { 73) 37 {100)

Lower Security ) 81 ( 43) - 106 { 537) 187 (100)

Same Security 14 ( 39} 22 { 61) 36 (100)

Higher Security 14 { 28) 37 { 72) 51 (100)

Other Correctional _ _ '
Setting 3 ( 30) 7 ¢ 70) 10 (100)

Chi-square = 9.11 with 5 degrees of freedom, p = .10
Prior Placements at Norfolk
None 386 ( 46) 446 { 54) 832 (100)

One or Meore 113 { 31) . 251 { 69) 364 {100)
Chi-sguare = 23.91 with 1 degrée of freédom, ;)C;OOl

Time at Norfolk As Of December 31, 1981

NN HO OO U A W N

Month 14 { 14) 84 ( 86) 98 (100)
Months 13 CC23) 44 (77 57 (100)
Months 57 ( 42) 78 { 58y 135 (100)
Months o 43 ( 45) 52 (. 55) 95 (100)
Months 52 { 65) 28 { 35} 80 (100)
Months : - 51 . ( 52) 47 ( 48) 98 - (100)
to 2 Months C 77 ( 50} ‘ 77 { 50} 154 (100)
to 12 Months 44 { 50} 44 ( 50) - 88 . (100)
‘to 2 Years 81 ( 42} 112 (.58] 1923 . (100)
to 5 Years 54 { 36) 98 { 64) 152 {100)
Years or More 13 { 28) 33 ( 72} 46 {100)

Chi-square = 74.00 with 10 degrees- of freedom, - p<£.0001
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Table 1

Participation in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender ' Participants Non-Participants Total

"Characteristic Number -Percent Nunber = Percent = Number Percent

Time Served During Present ILncarceration

Less Than 3 Months 27 { 35) 51 { 65) 78 " (100)
3 to 6 Months . 49 { 51) - 47 {( 49) 26 (100)
6 Months to 1 Year 109 { 54) 93 ( 46) 202 (100)
1 to 2 Years 104 { 45) 127 { 55} 231 (100}
2 to 5 Years . 110 { 38) 172 ( 82) 289 (100}
5 Years or More 56 ¢ 32) 119 ( 68} - 175 (100)

it

Chi-square 26.53 with 5 degrees of freedom, p = .0001

Parcle Vioclator

Yes 44 (35 8L (&5 125 (100)
No | | 455 ( 42) s 616 (58) - 1071 (100)

Chi-sguare 2.15 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .14
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Table 2

Participation in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender Characteristic o Standard

and Participant Status Mean Number Deviation

Personal Background Characteristics

Age on September 1, 1981

Participants 28.0 Years 499 { 8.1)
Non~-Participants 30.2 Yedrs 697 ’ { 92.0)

ot = -4.30 with 1134 degrees of freedom, p< .00l

Age at Commitment

Participants 26.3 Years 499 ‘ ( 7.7)
Non-Participants 27.6 Years 697 _ { 8.3)

t = -2.72 with 1194 degrees of freedom, p = .006

‘Last Grade Completed _ : ]

Participants

9.8 Years 499 ¢ 2.7
Non-Participants : 9.8 Y

ears 697 . _ { 2.7}
t = .14 with 1194 degrees of freedom, p = .89

Walpole - Minimum Sentence

Participants : 12.3 Years 341 : ( 8.8)
‘Non-Participants 13.1 Years 513 : ' ¢ 2.3)

t = -1.19 with 852 degrees of freedom, p = .23

Concord - Maximum Sentence

Participants o 12.6 Years 158 : ~ L 7.0)
Non-Participants _ 11.5 Years - 184 { 6.5)

t = 1.44 with 340 degrees of freedom, . p = .15
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‘Table 2

Participation in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender Characteristic Standard
and Participant Status . Mean _ Number Deviation

Criminal History

Total Number of Court Appearances

Participants _ 12.4 493 { 8.9
Non-Participants o 13.9 688 ( 10.2)
t = —-2.72 with 1132 degrees of freedom, p = .007
Prior Charges for Person Offenses
Participants _ ' 5.3 493 | { 4.6
Non-Participants 5.6 688 o - - { 5.8)
t = -1.15 with 1156 degrees of freedom, p = .25
Prior Charges for Sex Offenses
Participants - K : -0.6. ' 493 : ( .
Non-Participants. 0.5 688 _ ( 1.3
t = 0.91 with 1179 degrees of freedom, p = .36
Prior Charges for Property Offenses
Participants 8.4 493 : ¢ 9.7 -
Non-Participants 9.2 688 ' (9.8}
t = -1.32 with 1179 degrees of freedom, p = .19
 Prior Charges for Narcotics Offenses
Participants : 1.6 - 493 € 3.3)
Non-Participants , 1.6 : 688 : - 3.1

t = 0.19 with 1179 degrees of freedom, p = .85
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Table 2

Participation in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Charvacteristics

Offender Characteristic : . ' Standard
and Participant Status Mean . Number : beviation

Prior Charges for Alcchol Offenses

Participants 0.7 493 ( 2.0)
Non-Participants 1.1 688 ' ( 3.7

t = -2.83 with 1097 degrees of freedom, p = .005

"Priox Charges for Escape Qffenses

Participants o 0.2 493 _ ‘ { 0.7)
Non-Participants . 0.2 " 688 ' ( 0.7

t = -0.37 with 1179 degrees of freedom, p = .71

Age at First Court Appearance

Participants - 17.5 Years 493 : _ ( 5.6)
Non-Participants . 17.2 Years 688 { -5.2)

t = 1.16 with 1179 degrees of freedom, p = .25

Length of Stay at Norfeolk as Of December 31, 1981

Participants . ' 384.9 Days 499 - (480.7)
‘Non-Participants _ 449.8 Days 697 _ _ {(674.2)

t = -1.97 with 1194 degrees of freedom, p = .05

Length of Stay at Norfolk During Study Period

% o Participants 98.4 bays 499 { 33.0)
5 Non-Participants 80.7 Days 697 : - ( 44.0)

t = 7.94 with 1191 degrees of freedonm, p<:.001
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Table 2

Participation in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender Characteristic - ) - : - Standard
and Participant Status = Mean Number ' ~ Deviation

Time Served During Present Incarceration

Participants _ : 820.1 Days 455 : { 869.4)
Non~Participants _ 1082.4 Days - - 616 {1159.0)

t = 4.23 with 1069 degrees of freedom, pg .001

Number of Furloughs

Participants ' - 3.1 furloughs 499 : { 7.8)
Non-Participants 4.2 furloughs 697 ( 9.9)
TOTAL 3.7 furloughs 1196 9.y

t = -2.05 with 1183 degrees of freedom, p = .04
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Appendix C

Participants in Vocational and Academic Programs:
A Compariscon : '
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Table 1

Participation in Academic and Vocational
Programs by Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender : Academic Vocational ’ Total
Characteristic - Number Percent Number Percent _ Number Percent

"Personal Background Characteristic.

Race
White 198 (70} 86 ( 30) 284 (100¥
Non-White 172 ( 80) 43 ( 20) 215 (100)

Chi-square 6.22 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .01

Ethnic Group

Hispanic . 30 ( 91) 3 (9 - 33 (100)
Non-Hispanic _ 340 (- 73) 126 { 27) 466 (100)

Chi-square = 4.28 with 1 degree of - freedom, p = .04

Age on September 1, 1981

15 to 19 ‘ .24 - (83 5 {17 29 {100)
20 to 24 ' 132 ( 78) 38 { 22) 170 (100)
.25 to 29 102 ( 72) 39 { 28) 141 (100)

30 to 34 55 { 67) 27 { 33) 82 (100)

35 to 39 27 { 75) 9 . ( 25) 36 (100)

40 to 44 ' 10 ( 59) 7 C o 41) 17 (100)

45 to 49 7 { 88) 1 (1) 8 (100)

50 and Over 13 - 81) 3

( 19) ‘16 (190)

Chi-square = 7.85 with 7 degrees of freedom, p = .35

Lge at Commitment

88) 9 { 12) 77 (L00)

15 to 19 - 68 (

20 to 24 . 144 S 74) 51 ( 26) 195 (100}
25 to 29 81 ( 65) 43 { 35) 124 (100}
30 to 34 _ 35 ( 73) 13 { 27} 48 (100} .
35 to 39 . . : 14 74) 5 ( 26) 19 (100)
40 to 44 : 14 { 74} 5 { 26) 19 {100}
45 to 49 6 . {100} 0 { o) ' 6 (1o0)
" 50 And Over 8 ¢ 73) 3 ( 27) 11 (100)

Chi-square = 15.25 with 7 degrees of freedom; p = .03
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“Table 1

Participation in Academic and Vocational
Programs by Selected Offender Characteristics

Of fender Academic . Vocational Total
Characteristic Number Percent —  MNumber Percent Number Percent

Age on September 21, 1981

Under 21 - 45 { 85} -8 - 15) 53" {100)
21 And Over _ '325 { 73) 121 ( 27) 446 (100)

Chi-square = 2.98 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .08

Military Service

Non-Veteran 274 ( 74) 95 . [ 26) 369 (100)
Veteran 74 { 73) 27 ( 27) 101 (100)

0.01 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .94

it

Chi-sgquare

Marital Status

Single 253 { 76} 81 { 24) 334 (100}

Married _ 69 ( 67) 34 { 33) 103 (100}
Marital Separation - 48 (77} 14 { 23) 62 {100}

Chi-square = 3.54 with 2 degrees of freedom, p = .17

Last Grade Completed

86) 16 ( 14) 115 (100)

0 to 8 99 {

9 to 11 - 171 ( 78) 48 { 22) 219 (100)

High School Graduate 78 { 60) 53 ( 40) 131 (100}
{ 65) 12 ( 35) .34 (100)

College ' _ S22

Chi*square 26.48 with 3 degrees'of freedom, p< .0001

Time Spent on Job of Longest Duration .

0 to .9 Months: . 175 (78} 49 { 22} 224 (100)
10 Months or More - 150 (70} _ 65 { 30) 215 {100}

Chi-square = 3.56.with 1 degree of. freedom, p = .06




Table 1

Participation in Academic and Vocational
Programs by Selected Offender Characteristics

Total
Number Percent

Vocational
Number Percent

Academic
Number Percent

Offender
Characteristic

Present Offense Characteristics

Committing Institution

. Walpole ' - 253 { 74) 28 { 26) 341 (100)
Concord 117 ( 74} 41 { 26) 158 {100)

Chi-square = 0.01 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .97

Present Offense .

102

(100)

Person 246 { 71) - 29) 348
Sex 63 { 84) 12 { 16) 75 (1oo)
Property 39 { 76) 12 { 24) 51 {100)
Drug 17 { 85) 3 { 15) 20 {100)
Other 5 (100) 0 { 0 5 (100}
Chi-square = 9.08 with.4 degrees of freedom, p = .06
Offenses Against the Person
Murder-1 21 { 78) 6 ( 22) 27 (100}
Murder—2 26 ( 79) 7 ( 21) 33 {100)
Mans laughter - 28 { 80) 7 { 20} 35 {100)
Asslt., w.i. Kill 11 { 69) - 5 ( 31) 16 (100)
Armed Robbery a8 ( 65} 53 { 35) 151 (100}
Unarmed Robbery 30 (- 79) S ¢ 21) 38 (100)
Armed Assault 23 { 68) 11 { 32} 34 (100)
Unarmed Assault 3 ( 60) 2 { 40) 5 {100}
Kidnapping 3 { &0} 2 ( 40} .5 {100)
Conspiracy 1 (100} 0 ({ o 1 -{100)
 Other Person - 2 { 67) i ( 33) 3 (100)
Sex Offenses
Rape 43 { 88) 6 ( 12) 49 {100}
Assault w.i. Rape 8 { 73) 3 (27 11 . (100]
Rape - Minoxr 8 { 73} 3 ( 27) 11 - (100)
Asslt w.i. Rape Minor. 4 (100) 0 { 0) 4 (100}
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Table 1

Participation in Academic and Vocational
Programs by Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender . Academic ' Vocational Total
Characteristic Number Percent Numbher Percent Number Percent

Offenses Against Property

Arson - 3 {100) 0 { 0 3. (100)
Armed Burglary -3 ( 75) 1 ( 25) 4 (100)
Burglary 29 ( 81) 7 ( 19) 36 (100)
Burglary Tools 0 ( 0 1 (100} 1 (100)
Larceny 1 {100) 0 ( 0) 1 {100)
Auto Theft 0 { 0 1 (100} 1 {100)
Stolen Goods 3 { 75) 1 { 25) 4 {100)
Property Injuries 0 ( o) 1 (lom 1 (100)
Drug Offenses

Sale of Heroin 1 (100} . o 0 1 (100)
.Controlled Substance 15 { 83) "3 {( 17) _ 18 {100}
Class A ' 1 (100) 0 { 0) 1 (100}
Other Offenses

Escape _ 1 (100) - 0 (0 1 (100)
Weapons : 4 (100} 0 . o : -4 ~(100)
Criminal History Indicators

: \

Prior Juvenile Commitments

None 258 (71 105 { 29) "~ 363 (100}
One or More - 112 . { 82} - 24 ( 18) 136 - (100}

Chi-square = 5.99 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .01

Priox County Incarcerations
‘None - 195 ¢ 75) 65  ( 25) 260 (100}
One or More 175 { 73) - 64 {27} 239 (100}

Chi-sguare = 0.12 with i degree of freedom, p = .73
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Table 1

Participation in Academic and Voecaticnal
Programs by Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender " Academic Vocational Total
Characteristic Number Percent . Number Percent Number Percent

Prior State or Federal Incarcerations

None 275 {( 75) 91 { 25) 366 - {100)
Cne or More 95 ( 71) 38 ( 29) 133 (100)

Chi-square = 0.52 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .47

Prior Adult Incarcerations

None - _ 154 { 74) 53 { 26) 207 (100}
One or More 216 ( 74}_ 76 { 26) - 292 (100} .

Chi-square = 0,01 with 1 degree of freedom,.p = .92

Present Incarceration Characteristics

Movement Pattern During Study Period

77} 64 23 279 (100}

Entire Period at Norfolk 215 (

Admitted During Period 69 (700, .29 { 30) - 98 (100)

Released During Period 80 { 71) 33 ( 29y . 113 (100}
{ 67) 3 ( 33) 9 (120}

" Admitted & Released : 6
Chi-square = 2.88 with 3 degrees of freedom, p = .41

Status at End of Study Period .

75) 93 { 25) 377 (100)

At Norfolk S 284 {

Released to Street 7 { 70) 3 { 30) 10 (100)

Lower Security C6l (-75) 20 { 25) 81 . (100)

' Same Security ' 8 . ( 57) 6 {43 14 (100)

Higher Security 8 ( 57) 6 ( 43) 14 - (100}
2 c

Other Correctional 671 1 - 33) 3 (100)

Chi-square = 4.73 with 5 degrees of freedom, p = .45
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Table 1

Parficipation in Academic and Vocational
Programs By Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender . Academic : Vocational Total

Characteristic Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Prior Placements at Norfolk

None 292 ( 76) 94 ( 24) - 386 (100)
One or More ‘ 78 {( 69) 35 - { 31) 113 (100}
Chi-sguare - 1.67 with 1 degreé of freedom, p = .20

Time Served During Present Incarceration

Less Than 3 Months 20 ( 74) 7 ( 26) 27 (100)
3 to 6 Months 35 {7 14 { 29} 49 (100)
6 Mos. to 1 Year 76 ¢ 70) - 33 ( 30) 109 ~  (1l00)
1 to 2 Years 76 (- 73) 28 (27 104 - (100}
2 to 5 Years 89 (Bl 21 . { 19) . 110 {100)
5 Years or More .39 { 70) C17 ( 30) 56 (100)
Chi-square = 4.46 with 5 degrees of freedom p = .48

Time Spent at Norfolk During Present Incarceration

Less Than 3 Months " 59 { 70) 25 { 30) 84 {100)
3 to 6 Months _ 106 ( 73) 40 ( 27) 146 (100)
6 Mos. to 1 Year : 86 { 71 35 ( 29) 121 {100)
1 to 2 Years . 62 { 76) 19 ( 24) g1 {100}
2 to 5 Years 47 ( 87y 7 ( 13) 54 (100}
5 Years or More 10 { 77). 3 { 23) 13 (100}
Chi-square = 6.42 with.S degrees of freedom, p = .27

Parole Violator

Yes 35 ( 80} 9 ¢ 20} 44 (100}

No _ 335 ( 74) 120 ( 26) 455 (100)

il

Chi-sguare 0.46 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .50

Furlough Program Participation

None 226 ( 78) 65 ¢ 22) 291 (100)
One or More 144 ( 69) 64 - ( 31} 208 . - €100}

Chi-square = 4.07 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .04
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Table 2

Participation in Academic and Vocational
Programs by Selected Offender Characteristics

Of fender Characteristic ' ) Standard

and Program Group Mean Number | Deviation

Personal Background Characteristics

Age on September 1, 1981

Academic 27.8 Years 370 ‘ ( 8.4)
Vocational - 28.5 Years 129 ) { 7.2)

t = -.92 with 259 degrees of freedom, p = .36

Age'at Commitmént

Academic ' 26.1 Years 370 (-8.0)
Vocational _ 27.0 Years . 129 - ( 6.9)

t =-1.12 with 497 degrees of freedom, p = .26

Last Grade Completed .

Academic 9.5 Years 370 { 2.8)
Vocational 10.7 Years 129 (2.3

t = -5.04 with 274 degrees of ffeedom, p< .001

Present Offense Characteristics

Walpole ~ Minimum Sentence

Academic 12.4 Years ' 253 - ( 8.8)
2

Vocational 12.1 Years 88 (9.

t = 0.30 with 339 degrees of freedom, p = .77

" Concord - Maximum Sentence

Academic 12.2 Years 117 { 6.7}

' Vocational . R 13.8 Years 4l ; ( 8.0)

t = -1.33 with 156 degrees of freedom, p = .19
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Table 2

Participation in Academic and Vocational
Programs by Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender Characteristic ' : ' Standard
‘and Program Group ) Mean, Number Deviation

|

Criminal History Indicators

Total Number of Court Appearances

Academic ' 12.5. 367 _ ( 8.7)

Vocational 2.1 126 ( 9.5)
t = .42'with 491 degrees of freedom, p = .68 |
Prior Charges for Person Qffenses |
Academic : : : 5.3 Charges 367 o {0 4.7)
Vocational ' 5.1 Charges 126 ( 4-1)_'
trm .46 with 491 degrees of freedom, p = .64
Prior Charges for Sex Offenses
Academic 4. ' 0.6 Chérges 367 ( 1.4)
Vocational 0.4 Charges 126 ' (1.0}

t = 2.55 with 330 degrees of freedom, p= .01

Priox Chargyes for.Property Offenses

Academic = - 8.5 Charges 367 (10.0)
Vocational _ g 7 8.2 Charges 126 ( 8.8)

t = 0.28 with 491 degrees of freédom, p = .78

Prior Charges for Narcotics OFffenses

Academic , 1.6 Charges 367 o (03.3)
Vocational : _ . 1.8 Charges 126 : ( 3.5}

£t = —-0.59 with 491 degrees of freedom, p = .56
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Table 2

Participation in Academic and Vocational
Programs by Selected Offender Characteristics

Of fender Characteristic " Standard
and Program Group - Mean Nunmber ‘Deviation

Prior Charges for Alcohol Offenses

Academic . o 0.7 Charges 367 ( 2.1
Vocational 0.6 Charges .- 126 (1.4)

t = 0.88 with 336 degrees of freedom, p = .38

Prior Charges for Escape QOffenses

Charges 367 {0 0.7)

-Academic - . _' 0.2 _
o 0.3 Charges 126 S 0.8)

Vocational
t = -1.06 with 491 degrees of freedom, p = .29

Age at First Court Appearance

“Academic ' 17.3 Years - 367 (:5.4
Vocational 18.2 Years o 126 . { 6.1)

t = -1.45 with 491 degrees of freedom, p = .15

Present Incarceration Characteristics

Length of Stay at Norfolk as of December 31, 1981

Academic . . . 99.8 Days 370 (32.0}

Vocational . ' 94.4 Days 129 (35.4)
| t = 1.60 with 497 degrees of freedom, p = .11 |

Time'Served During Present Incarceration

Academic ' ' 832.5 Days 335 {876.7)

Vocational - 785.7 Days : 120 , (851f4)

“t = 0.51 with 453 degrees of freedom, p = .61

- Number of Furloughs

Academic 3.1 Furloughs 370 (8
Vocational o _ 3.1 Furloughs - 129 (6.7

t = 0.05 with 269 degrees of freedom, p = .96
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Appendix D

Persisters and Non-Persisters:
A Statistical Comparison
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Table 1

Persistence in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender Persisters Non-Persisters Total

Characteristics Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Personal Background Characteristics

Race
White 96 ( 48) 102 {52y © 198 (100)

. Non-White ) 70 ( 45) ‘ 87 { 55} 157 (100)

Chi-square 0.39 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .53

Ethnic Group

- Hispanic 11 {52) - 10 - ( 48) 21 {100)
" Non—-Hispanic 155 { 46) 179 ( 54) 334 (100)

Chi-square = 0.09 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .76

Age on September 1, 1981

15 to 19 ' 10 ( 48) 11 { 52} .21 (100} -
20 to 24 56 ( 46) 65 ( 54) 121 (100)
25 to 29 ' 48 (47 55 ( 53) 103" (100)
30 to 34 25 ( a1) 36 { 59) 61 (100)
35 to 39 _ 16 { 62) 10 ( 38)- 26 (100)
40 to 44 o a { 60) 4 { 40) 10 {100}
45 to 49 0 ( 0) 3 100) 3 (100)
50 and Over .5 € 50 5 (. 50) 10 (100)

Chi-équare‘=-6.5 with 7 degrees of freedom, p = .48

Age:at Commitment

15 to 19 ' 24 ( 43) .32 ( 57} 56 {100}
20 to 24 68 { 47) 77 C 53) 145 {100}
25 to 29 44 { 53) 39 ( 47) 83 {100)
30 to 34 _ - .13 (. 35) 24 (. 65) 37 {100}
35 to 39 6 (. 50). 6 ( 50} 12 (100}
40 to 44 7 ( 58), 5 ( 42) 12 (100)
45 to 49 _ 0 ( 0} 3 (100} 3 (100} -
50 and Over ‘ 4 ( 57) 3

(. 43} 7 (lOO)_

Chi-square = 7.29 with 7 degrees of freedom, p = .40
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Table 1

' Persistence in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender
Characteristics

Persisters - Non~-Persisters

Total

Number Percent Number  Percent

Age on September 21,

Under 21
21 and Over

Chi-sguare

Military Service

Non—Vetéran
Veteran

Chi-sguare

Marital Status

Single
Married
Marital Separation

. Chi-ggquare

Last Grade Completed

0 to
9 to 11 ]
High School Graduate
College

8

Chi-sguare

Time Spent on Job of

0 to 2 Months
10 Months or More

Chi-square

1981
18 ( 46) 21 ( 54) 39
148 { 47) lesg ( 53} 316
= 0.00 with i degree of freedom, p = 1.00
121 (. 46} 144 ( 54) 265
-39 { 53) 34 ( 47} 73
= 1.09 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .30
109 (47 125 ( 533} 234
35 { 46) 41 ( 54) 76
22 { 49) 23 - 51) 45
= 0.10 with 2 degrees of freedom, p = .95
3% { 49) 40 ( 51) 79
70 ( 44) oL ( 56) 16l
44 ( 48) 47 {52) 91
13 { 54} 11 { 46} 24 _
= 1.53 with 3 degrees of freedom, p = .67
Longest Duration
66 ( 42) 91 ( 58) 1157
74 ( 47) 82 { 53) 156
= 0.72 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .40

Number Percent

(100)
{100)

(100}
{100)

(100}
(100)
C{100)

(100}
(100
(100)
(100)

(100)
{100}
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Table 1
Persistence in Edﬁcational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender Persisters Non-Persisters Total
Characteristic. Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
‘Present Offense Characteristics

Committing Institution

Walpole 108 ( 45) 125 ( 54) ' 233 (100)
Concord 58 { 48) 64 ( 52) J122 (100)

Chi-square = 0.0 with 1. degree of freedom, p = .92

Present Offense

Person 102 { 42) 138 { 58) 240 (100}
Sex . ' 32 { b8) 23 {( 42} 55 {100)
Property ' . 22 { 55) 18 ( 45) 40 (100)
Drug 87 { 50} _ 8 - { 50) 16 (100)
Other ' 2 { 50} -2 { 50) 4 A{100)

Chifsquare = 5.81 wifh 4 degrees of freedom, p = .21

Of fenses Against the Person

Murder - 1 ' 7 ¢ 37) 12 ( 63) 19 (100)
Murder - 2 . 7 ( 39) 11 { 61) 18 _(100)
Manslaughter 12 { 60} g ( 40) ' 20 (100}
Assault w.i. Kill 6 { 46) .7 ( 54) 13 (100)
Armed Robbery 45 { 41} 65 { 59) 110 (100}
Unarmed Robbery 13 { 46) 15 ( 54) 28 (100}
Armed Assault 9 33 18 - { 67) 27 (100}
Dnarmed Assault 2 { 67) 1 ( 33} 3 (100)
Kidnapping 1 (1.00) R C 0} 1 {100}
Conspiracy 0 { 0} 1 {100} - 1 {100}
Sex'offehses

Rape 20 { . 56) 16 ( 44) 36 - (100}
Assault w.i. Rape 5" { 62) 3 { 38) 8 (100}
Rape of Minor _ 5 ( 62) . 3 { 38) 8 (100}
Assault w.i. Rape Minor 2 ( &7} 1 { 33) 3 (100)
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Table 1

Persistence in Educational Programs By
Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender Persisters Non~Persisters Total
Characteristics " Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Offenses Against Property

Arson _ 1 -(lOO) 0 ( 0O) 1. (100}

Armed Burglary 0 { 0 .3 (100} '3 (100)

Burglary - 19 { 63) 11 { 37} 30 {100}

Burglary Tools 1 {100} 0 { o) 1 (100)

Larceny 0 ( O} 1 (100} 1 (1.00) .

M.V. Theft . 4] { ) 1 {100} 1 (100)

Steolen Goods 1 ( 33} 2 {.67) 3 (100)

Drug Offenses

Sale of Heroin - : 0 ( 0) 1 (100) ' 1 (100) .

Controlled Substance 8 ( 53) 7 { 47) 15 (100) .

Other Offenses

Escape 1 (100) 0 ( 0) 1 (100)
~ Weapons ' 1 { 33} 2 - {67} 3 {100)

Criminal History Indicators

Prior Juvenile Commitments

None ' 126 ( 49) 130 ¢ 51) 256 (100)
. One or More 40 ( 40) 59 { 60) 99 {100}

Chi-square = 1.89 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .17

Prior County Incarcerations

None _ 89 ( 48) .96  ( 52) 185 (100}

One or More 77 { 45) 93 ( 55) 170 (100)

Chi-square = 0.18 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .67
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Table 1

Persistence in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

Of fender Persisters Non-Persisters Total

Characteristics Number Percent Number Percent_ Number Percent

Prior State or Federal Incarcerations

None 131 50) 133 - ( 50 264 (100}

One or More ‘ 35 38) 56 ( 62) 91 (100)

Chi—square = 2.95 with 1 degree of freedom, p = .08

Prior Adult Incarcerations

None 74 51) 72 ( 49} 146 (100)
".One or More , 92 44) 117 ( 56) 209 (100)

Chi-square =-1.28 with 1

degree of freedom, p = .26
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Table 2

Persistence in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender Characteristics ‘ Standard
and Persistence Status -~ Mean - . Number _ Deviation

Personal Background Characteristics

Age on September 1, 1981

Persisters 27.8 Years 166 ¢ 7.7
Non-Persisters , 27.6 Years 189 : ( 7.9)

t = 0.20 with 353 degrees of freedom, p = .84

Age at Commitment

Persisters . 26.1 Years 166 ( 77-4l
Non-Persisters . 26.0 Years 189 { 7.7

t = 0.04 with 353 degrees of freedom, p = .97

Last Grade Completed

Persisters 9.8 166 _ { 2.7)
. Non-Persisters 9.7 189 { 2.8
t = 0.31 with 353 degrees of freedom, p = .76
Present Offense Characteristics
Wailpole -~ Minimuam
Persisters : : _ 11.4 Years - 108 : . ( 8.2)
Non-Persisters 12.0. Years 125 B { 8.9

t = -0.53 with 231 degrees of freedom, p = .60

Concord - Maximum

Persisters - 12.1 Years 58 o ¢ 7.1}
Non-Persisters 12.1 Years 64 - 6.2}

t = 0.01 with 120 degrees of freedom, p = .99
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Table 2

Persistence in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender Characteristics R Standard
.and Persistence Status Mean- Number Deviation

Criminal History Indicators

Total Number of Court Appearances

Persisters ' 11.6 163 o 09.2)

Non-Persisters 13.1 187 - {. 8.7
t = -1.52 with 348 degrees of freedom, p = .13

.Prior Charges for Person Offenses .

Persisters : 5.1 163 ( 4.0)

'Non-Persisters . . 5.6 : 187 _ { 5.2
t = ~-1.08 with 344 degrees of freedom, p = .28

Prior Charges for Sex Offenses

Persisters : 0.7 163 o { 1.5)

Non-Persisters 0.4 187 _ ( 1.2)
t-=1.97 with 305 degrees of freedom, p = .05

Pricr Charges for Property Offenses

Persisters . 7.6 163 9.4

Non-Persisters 9.3 187 ( 10.4}
t = -1.57 with 348 degrees of fréedgm, p = .12

Prior Charges for Narcotics Offenses

Persisters 1.7 i63 . (3.4

Non-Persisters . 1.5 187 ( 2.4)

t = .59 with 282 degrees of freedom, p = .56
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Table 2

Persistence in Educational Programs by
Selected Offender Characteristics

Offender Characteristic Standard

and Persistence Status Mean Number Deviation

Prioxr Charges for Alcohol Offenses

Persgisters _ 0.9 163 { 2.5

Non-Persisters 0.5 187 ( 1.7)
t = 1.68 with 283 degrees of freedom, p = .09

Pricr Charges for Escape Offenses

Persisters - ' 0.2 : 163 ( 0.5

. Non-Persisters T 0.3 187 { 0.9)

t = -0.24 with 292 degrees of freedom, p = .35

Age at First Court Appéarance

Persisters : 17.8 Years 163 { 5.9)

Non-Persisters _ 17.2 Years . 187 7 ( 5.8)

t = .88 with 348 degrees of freedom, p = .38







