RESEARCH REPOEY KO. IIT

MASSACEUSETTS CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTION,
FRAMINGQAM

JUNE 28, 1965

Base Expectancy Categories for Prediciing

Parole Fallure =»

Superintendent: Bebty Cole Smith

-

Hesearchersgs Barbara DeVault
' David W. Haughey

i

PROPERTY OF

 GTAFF LIBRARY CENTRAL OFFICE
MASSACHUSETTS DEPT. CORRECTH)N

| ‘_-_ﬂ/w' W J 6@%& %@




jBase Expectancy Study, McCol, Pramingham . -
Barbara DéVault*‘and.David W. Haughey™

INTRODUCTICN

Ais part of a larger ressavch project to evaluate changes in inmate behavior
at MCI Framingham, an initial study was conducted to establish categories of
expected parole performance for female prisoners released 1o parole supervision.
Such categories have come to be designabed Base Expsciancy Categories and are
groupings derived from statistical analysis of inmate characteristics assocliated
with parole performance. In this study the Base Expectancy Catsgory predicts

s ovate, shated as & poresntoge, of uwnswcossslil perlovmance of falluxe on

ole, The characteristics chosen for investigation were those which were
ztively easy Lo score, which were knoyn at the time af the woman!s commite

t to the institution, and which were indicated as relevant by prior experience.

both in Massachuseltts and elsewhere,

A Preliminary Report of findings for the first sample of 1CC cases was
repared. iU LHis renort, ceven cahegories predictive of unsuccessiul percle
rformance ranging from 0 failure to 91% failure wera derived from the analy-
of five variszbles: age, prior arresis, prior commitmenis, use of sicchol,
¢ use of aliases., A second sample of 100 new cases was anziyzed in order
4o validate these resulis; however, the velidation study only partially s
the original findings. A comparison of the two sample populaticas revealed
statistically significant differences between them which suggested that pooling
the two samples into a single sample would provide a more accurate sampling

of the parolee population under study. The pocled sample of 200 cases was re-

o
snalyzed. The Tinal results of that analysis are deteailed io this report.
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PRCCEDURE

Yample

The sample included 200 inmates of MCI Framingham released to parole
supervision in 1959 and 1960, Only those inmates actually released from the
institution to parole supervision were included. No inmates released under

" other conditions (mainly expiration of shori, non-parolable senitences which

- targely involves the drunkenness offenders) were included. A1s0 excluded were
inmates paroled to a new sentence in an institution. For those few individuals
who were paroled twice during the study period the first parole was inegluded,
but the second parole release was discarded. The sample thus included all of
the inmates released once to parole supervision during the years 1959 and 19603
2 cases released in early 1941 were added to bring the second szmple up o 100
cases. As reported asbove, significant differences were found in the two small
samples of 100 inmates. These samples were first selected principally upon -
the basis of year released to parcle; thus there was a 1959 sample, Sample A,
and & 1960 sample, Sample Bj.although a small degree of overlap was present.
Table I presents a comparison of Samples A and B which reveals that the signi-
ficant differences are a greater incidence of alcohol abuse and a greater
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use of an alias In Sample B. The five other varisbles show a
sgree of similarity between ithe two groups. :

TABLE T

Comparison of A and B Samples of
Women Released to Parole

' Sample
Varizble ' A B Difference
ﬁ | N=100 _ N=100
: _ ‘ 7 :
Rage: Waite 7& 7€ Woh
¥ ‘ Negro 2h 25 Significant
Age at Mean 26.3 28,3 Not
Commitment: S,D, 9,59 9.47 Significant
Biior None ik 1 Not
Arrestss Some 7 86 86 C Significant
Prior None 59 57 . Not
Commitments: Some L1 L3 Significant
Merital Single | Bl L2 Notb
Status: Other | L6 58 Significant
ig Lliess None 6% 524 Significant
] ' Some ' 33 LS P5,.05 .02
Alcohols Use 83 58 | “Significant
Abuse ¢ 17 L2 P>o0L =

#Method

1.

Variables Selected for Study

Data oa each paroled inmate was drawa from the case record on file at the
Central Office of the Department of Correction., Information was collected on
15 variables which included 1. age, 2. race, 3, marital status, L. eaacau,cq,
S. intelligence gquotient (I.Q.), 6. age at first arrest, 7. number of vrior
arrests, 8, number of prior commitments (including Youth Service Board
commitments), 9. pumber of probation and/or parole vioiations, 10, crime

for which presently senienced; 11, drug addiction; 12. alcohol use, 13, use
of aliases, 1ll. means of support immediately prior %o present commiiment and
15, persons in household immediately prior to commitment, In addition to
this information, dates of release to parole und subﬁequant dﬂscharge

'revocatlon, or other actlons waere noted,

_Crlterla of‘Parole Success and Failurs

Each case was classified either a parole success or a parole failure,

‘based on departmental records. Board of Probation searches were not

carried out to check on subsequent arrests, jaill sentences or county
house of correction sentences. Ounly return to MCI Framingham or its -




equivaients was regarded as a failure, Thus parole failure was defined
as 1, revocation of parcle and return to MCI Framinghan (73 cases),
2. revocation of “&"07@“ wawrant gutstan

d %g, whereabouts unknown (8 cases),
le (? cases), 1. new crime

state (2 cases).
ith no evidence
record (5 cases),
?C“&hﬂ _or whatever reason

3. new cyrime 1olzon
while on parole (6
Parole success wzs
of further record (
3. written up for re
(8 ases)s lie par
{3 cesebly 5» Qpavn@c iR 7Y evidehes &F 4 o
o i ebriate cormitment, but no return o MCs_Fraﬁix
The guiding principle followed was to classify acc
or implicit decision that the release should be red
to the imstitution..

= O

3e Lengcn of Follow-up Period

The foliow~up period was arbitrarily terminabted at Janmuvary 1,1965. This

means that for the entire sample of 200 cases the follow-up period

s from L to.6 years, It should be noted agasin that the follow=up

iso limited in terms of information coliscied. Only return o
Framingham oy involvement with the Pavoie Board is inecludsd as

ow=up information, excepiting 2 cases where ;110fmat¢on aboud ¢o
out~of -state was available,

f“‘a

e ]—..'

he Statistical Analysis

The data were analyzed according o a shatistical method called
succesgive dichotomizziion. In this meunod cach variable is dichotomized
(dwv1aua into 2 segments such as some-none, above-below, mors-less,
etc.) and a failure rate computed for each of the two segments. That
variable which when dichotomized yields failure rates which depart
most widely from the overall failure rate of the tobal sample is

- ratained, After the sample has been dichotomized on the first variable,

- the two segments are each Ureated as separate samples and the dichotomi=-
zaticn process repeated successively on each separate segment as many

times as necessary to produce a category that cannot be further divided.

In this study six varisbles were retained and nine variables were
discarded. The six variables that were retained yielded eight cabtegories
predicitve of parole failure ranging from 6% to 79% failure.

RESULTS

: The overall rate of parcle failure for the entire sample of 200 cases was
L8%. Conversely, the overail sucsess rate was 529, Table II presents the
data derived from the analysis of this sample by the method of successive
dichotomization,
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BASE EXPECTANCY CATEGORIES

Description Number of cases. % of Return
N=200 {(Failure)

1. Short record, older 18 6%
2. Long record, older, nonwalcoholic i5 1%
5o Short racord, younger, Class I¥I crime b 32%
Le Dewg wooord, yowger, ol Serphed 25

[ Loﬁg récord, older, slcchol abuse . 37

&. Long record, younger, whitég single 3

7. Short record, yéunger9 Class I & IT crime 13 | &5%
8. Long record, younger, negro 19 : 79%

It shouwld be noted that the longer record, younger, negro
parolee that has the highest rate of faidure also contains the majoriity of the
drug acdicts, In faet use of the dichotomized variable drug addiction - no
drug addict*Oﬁ instead of race would have produced very similar results. Race
was Tinglly selected for use because it is more directly scorable and included
& oomewha, lbfger number of cases,

F.
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CONCLUSION

This report has presented the findings of research investigation into
Tactors known at the Lime of the woman's commitment which are predicitive of
parole faliure for female inmates at MCI Framinghsm., These factors have been

. analyzed in such a manner as to derive Base Expectency Categories, which
- provide bazeline data on convicted female offenders regarding thelr expected
rates of recidivism,

Bese Expectancy Categories are essential for research and useful as an
Cadjunct to decision making. As a research tool BE Categories can be used as
a varlable for matching or equating groups selected for comparison along some
dimensions thought to be related to parole performance. For example in studying
the number of months of the current sentence served in prison in relation to
recidivism, the subject's need to be comparable with respect to expected rates
of return. Also, in evaluating the effects of a treatment program such as
education or group psycotherapy, the BE Categories provide an expected rate of
success for varlous types of immates against which actual rates of success
following exposure to btreatment may be compared. This type of control is now
virtually mandatory for meaningful research involving parole success or failure,

Apar‘ from its research uses, BE Categories can fﬂﬁction as parole prew
iction tables when applied as a supplementary source of information to the
role de015¢0ﬂa Thus the expected parole performancé of a category of inmates
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0 .posssss certain chanCD ristics may shed some useful light on the guestion
of wna+ nerole performance may be expected of this specific lumate who possesses
the same characteristics

-uld be emphasized
JOjeCt to change.

aliers the nature

change in the

£ parole per-

hased on these

about Base Expectancy G&;egOVLe
rouplngs derived in this w &
he aumlnrstratlon 0¢ cr1

formance must quomauﬁca?ly alter the o S
factors, As these fachors emerge from ths fa-" ng of plex soclal
processes including new lu;@EMQulG* puch such &8 thess b FAnddhgs, ey
of necessity undergo coastant, if sub“u"eJ change. s D“Cé{ctive
groupings are COPLlﬂuuily shifting and changing. There will never beg & final

set of Base Expectancy Categories that will saard unchanged fow ﬁTi time,
Constant modification of groupings through continuocus analysis of parcle per=
formance is the only way of insuring maximum predictive power and accuracys

It




