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Introduction

The population movement report is cne of seven annual statistical
.reports regularly produced by the Research Unit of the.Massachusetts
Depértment of Correction. Each correctional facilify of the Department
of Correction submits weekly admission and release reports describing
in detail each offender move into‘or out of that facility. “This

annual movement report is a compilation of all admissions and releases
during 1982. It presents infofmation by type of admission and release
including; new court commitments, parbles, returns on parole violation,
discharges, escapes, deaths, transfers to other correctional facilities
both within the state and outside of the state,.and trips to hospitals
and éourts.

This report consists primariiy of seventeen tables that deécribe
the various types of movement. The first table summarizes changes in
.population from December 31, 1981 td December 31, 1982.. The next two
tables summarize all types of admissions and releases. The remaining
.fourteen tables consider specific types of moves in.detaii. Each table
" is broken down by specific institution or institutional group.

Offenders can be received into an institution in any number of
ways..'offenders can be_committed by the courfs to Walpole, Concord,

‘or Framingham. Only at the time that the offender arrives at that
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institution is the commitment registered. During 1982 and.fér several
years previous to that it was often the case that, after sentencing, an
offender would be placed at a house of correction while awaiting space
at a DOC_facility. These offenders'are not counted as commifments
~until they actually.arrive.at the institution of cémmitment. Offenders
' can aléo arrive from another institution to begin serving a new sentence,
Vhaving finished a first senfence and started a second or third sentence.
These are "from and after”, "B" and "C" sentences. Generally an
offender would be paroled or discharged from the initial sentence and
then committed on a second sentence.

Offenders can be admitted in ways that are not directly related to
beginning of a riew sentence. Offenders who have viclated soﬁe conditioﬂ
of their parcle can be returned as a parole violator to continue serving

.the sentence on which they were released. Offenders can also be returned
from.outside releases of short duration such as, trips ﬁo courts or
hospitals or be returned from escape. Additionally, offenders can be
transferred from other correctional authorities including houses of
correction (which are county facilities), federal priscn authorities,
out-of-state prison authorities, or sheriffs.

Offendgré can be released by the authority of the Parole Boafd, by
receiving a good conduct discharge, by serving the maximum térm of their
senteﬁce, or by the courts changing their sentence. Such paroles and
releases can be sent to the community, to another prison authofity, or to .
another sentence. Offenders also can be released on.a short term basis
to hospitals or courts. Moreover, offenders are classified as releaéed if_

they die during their incarcderation or escape from confinement.




The most numerous type of movement is a transfer from one facility
within the department to another. Because the department maintains
facilities of different security levels, it is quite common for an
offender initially'io be placed in one.facility—-the commitment insti-
tution--and then to be blaced into a number of lower security facilities
in the process of serving his/her prison senfence. Such inter—institﬁr
ticnal transfers are generally from a higher security setting to a
lower security setting, but occasionally transfers are made from lower to
higher security. One institution records an admission and anothe: institution
records a.release each time a movement of this type occcurs.

When cénsidering nunbers of admissions and releases, this report
does more than tabulate the number of offenders admitted from the courts
and released by parole or the termination of their sentences. This report
includes information on all.types of admissions to and releaseé from all
of the institutions in the department and, as such, is a valuable
statistical description of the flow of offénders thrdugh the correctional

system of Massachusetts.

Highlights of 1982 Movements

In this section some of the more important characteristics of
population movements during 1982 will be discussed. More compléte
information can be found by consulting the individual tables. In
reading the tables in this report, the reader should néte that: (1} the
_ top number in each cell in-the.body.of a table represents the ﬁumber of

moves which are characterized by the corresponding row and column cate-




-4-

gories of that table; and (2} the bottom number in parenthesis iﬁ eéch
cell represents the percentage of total moves in that colgmn (colunm‘

' percent) corresponding to the row category. The percents sum down the
column to total 100 percent. For example, in Table 2 of.the text, 721
of the admissions to Walpole are court coﬁmitments which comorise 42
percent of the total admissions to Walpole during 1982. All tables in
the text éhould be read as reporting the admissions, releases, transfers,
and returns to or from the institutions identified across the top of

the fables. Reading the numbers and percentages in this way is consis-

tent with the document's interpretation of the movement information.

Population Changes. At the beginning of 1982 the population of all

Massachusetts Department of Correstion facilities was 3777; at the end
of 1982 the pogulation was 4431.1 This represents an increase of 654
individuals or 17 percent during a single year and represents an
increase of 37 percent over the population.at the beginning of 1981.
Table 1 summa;izes all movements of offenders.adjusted for Bridgewater
State Hospital moves . This table indicates that the population ingrease
'during 1982 is due in large part to the disproportionate increase in

-admissions over releasges.

- Admissicops. There was a total of 11,356 admission movements of all types

inte institutions during 1982, excluding 7 admissions to Bridgewater

Lrhe figures 3777 and 4431 do not include individuals sentenced to the
Department and awaiting placement at the time the count was made, women
awaiting trial at MCI-Framingham, or any transfers into or out of
Bridgewater State Hospital. ' o :
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State Hospital. This represents a 22 éercent increase over the number of
éuch movements in 1981. The number of returns on pérole viclations in

;982 was 425, a 20 percent increase over the previous_year. There were

- 8,264 transfers--adjusted for Bridgewater transfers-—-among Department 6f
Correction facilities, a 24.percent increase from the previous yéar. There
was a 17 percent increase in the number of new court commitments from 1,678
in 19281 to 1,968 in 1982. The court commitments do not include eight
individuals awaiting placement in a DOC facility nor offenders re-admitted
on a "from and after” sentence. The number of individuals received on a
from and after sentence increased from 18 in 1981 to 39 in 1982. There
was. an 18 percent increase in the numnber bf feturns from escape as compared

to the previous year, with 213 returns from escape in 1981 and 251 in 1982.

Releases. There were 10,702 movements out of institutions during 1982,

a 23 pércent increase from the previous yeaf. Much of the increase in
releagseg can be attribute& te inter-institutional transfers, which increased
23 percent in oné year. Paroles to the street in 1982 increased by 16
percent over the number of parcles in 198l1--an actual increase of 132
_feleases of this type. The number of transfers to houses of correction
remained about the same (60 in 1981 and 79 in 1982). fhere were 9 deaths

in Department of Correction facilitles during the year. There were twd
deaths by homicide, two by suicide, and five by natural causes. There was

" a 15 percent increase in thé.number‘of escapes from the previous year,

“with 239 during 1981 compared to 275 in 1982.




Court Commitments. There were 1,968 new court commitments during 1982,

a 17 percent increase over 1981: Walpole commitments increased by 8
percent, Concord commitments increased by 9 percent, and Framingham
commitments increased by 50 perdent from 1981l. The total court commit-
ments for 1982 equal the sum of the 1,968 "new" court commitments plus
the 39 "from and aftef" sentences of inmates already under the authority

of DCC, which amcunts to 2,007 total court commitments.

Institutional Transfers. There was.a large increase in inter-institu-
tional transfers from 1981 to 1982.2 Two institutions,.Walpole and
.Concord, accounted for almost half (48 percent) of the transfers éent
-out. Concord and Norfolk were the largest receivers of inétitutional
transfers. Most of the transfers released from medium security insti-
tutions such as Norfolk, Gardner and SECC were sent to lower security
institutions. With the exception of transfers to Bridgewater and
Lemuel Shattuck, 62 percent, 74 percent, and 54 percent of the releases
from Norfolk, Gardner_and SECC, respectively, Qent to minimum security
or pre~rel¢ase Facilities in 1982. Two-thirds (66 percent) of Bay
State releases and 59 percent of NECC releases went to Pre—release
facilities; both Bay State and NECC are minimum securitx institutions.
While a relatively high prop&rtion of releases from pre—releasé_

centers were moves to other pre-release facilities (44 percent), more

2Most of the statistics referred to in this section can be found in
Tables 5 through 9. Unless otherwise stated, the discussion of the

" security level of institutional moves excludes releases to and admis-
sions from Lemuel Shattuck Hospital and Bridgewater State Hospital.




than half of the admissions to pre-release centers (52 percent) came'

from walled institutions, inciuding Walpole, Concord and Framingham.

Hospital Transfers. Offenders needing hospital care can be treated at

Lemuel Shattuck, a Department of Correction hospital, or other community
hospitals. During 1982 there Qere 389 transfers to Lemuel Shattuck

' Hosnital from Department of Correction facilities (MCI's) and 395
returns from Lemuel Shattuck to state correctional institutions.

There were 106 releases to non-Department of Correction Hospitals.
Ffémingham Union Hospital received almost a fourth of the releases in
1982. Moreover, there were 103 returns to correctional institutions
from outside hospitals. Framingham Union, Massachusetts General and

Peter Bent Brigham sent the most returns.

Transfers to Houses of Correction. Four types of movements between

county houses of correction and state faciiities are presented in the
tables of this report. The first is a Depaxrtment of Correction inmate
transferring to a county institution. Thére were 79 such transfers in
1982, The Lawrence House of Correction received the largest number of
:transfers (18) during 1982. The second tvpe is a Department of Correction
inmate ieturning ffom a county facility. There were 33 such.returns in

1982. About a third of the returns (11) were sént back to Concord.

The third type of move is a county inmate transferring to a Department
§ - of Correction facility. There were 36 such admissions in 1982, an

increase from 22 in 1981. The fourth type of move is the release of .
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Department of Correction inmates to é couﬁfy facility on a from and
after sentence. There were 24 such releases in l§82 which sﬁowed little
change from 1981. Most of the releases went to Suffolk County facili-

tieg, either Deer Island or the Charles Street Jail {9 moves altogether).

Movements to Other States. There were 82 transfers from Department of

Corrgction facilities to prisons in other states. This includes 64
Department of Correction inmates and 18 non-Department of Correction
inmates transferred. Most of these offenders (79 percent) were trans-
ferred from No;folk, Walpoié and Concord. More than three-fourths of
these offenders (77 percent) were transferred to other New England
States. There were 38 returns from other states during 1982. This
included 56 Department of Correction offenders and 32 non-Department
" of Correction offenders being admitted from an out-of-state prison.
Most of these offenders were admitted from other New England states

{78 percentl to Norfolk, Walpole or. Concord (80 percent).




— 9..
Table 1
Summary of All Movements And Population Changes In The
Massachusetts Department of Correction.
December 31, 1981 - December 31, 1982
Movement of Population : Number
Department Population On bDecember 31, 1981 3777
Admissions . '
New Court Commitments ' 1968
B Sentence 8
Parole Violations ' 425
Transfers From Another DOC Facility _ 8264%*
Transfers From A House of Correction : - 36
Returns From A House of Correction ‘ _ "33
Returns From A Court ' 102
"Received on A From And After Sentence _ . 39
Returns From A Hospital , 102
Returns From Escape . C 251
Received From Federal Authorities 40
DOC Inmate Returning From Out-Of-State _ 56
Non-DOC Inmate Transferring From Out-Of-State . _ 32
TOTAL ADMISSIONS . 11356*
Releases .
Trans fers To Another DOC Facility : B . B276%*
Trans fers To A House of Correction . ' 79
Transfers to Another Authority. : _ : 93
Parcle To-Street ' _ 957
Parole To Another Authority _ 28
- Parole To Another Sentence ' ‘ ' 25
Sentence Expired _ _ 234
Discharge To Street : - 258
Discharge To Other Authority _ i3
Discharge To Another Sentence _ _ : 53
Release To Warrant : : _ 12
Removed By Court - ' : - - 158
Release to Sheriff : ’ . ' 37
Released By Court ' o . 89
Transfers To A Hospital ' oo 106
Escapes o - : ' 275
g Deaths ' _ ]
TOTAL RELEASES . o 10702%
Department Population on December 31, 1982 ’ 4431

* These figures exclude Bridgewater State Hospital moves because of the
irregular reporting of such moves. '




TYPE OF ADMISSION

Court Commitment
Court Commitment
B Sentence
Parole Viclation
Transfer From
Another MCT

Trans fexr From A House
of Correction

Return From A House
of Cerrecktion

Return From Court
Received From A From
and After Sentence

Return From Hospital -
Return From Escape

Received From Federal
Authorities

. DoC Offender From.
out of State

. Non-DOC Offender

From Out of State

" TOTAL |

1703

CONCORD

|
—
Lh

2859

FRAMINGHAM

702
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TABLE 2: TYPE OF ADMISSION
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TYPE OF RELEASE
Transfexr To
Another MCI

Trans fer To A
Rouse of Correction

Transfer - To -Another
Authority

Parole To Street

Parole To Another
Authority

Parole To Another
Sentence

Sentence Expired

Discharge To Street

Discharge To Ancther

Authority

bischarge To Another
Sentence

Release To Warrant
Removed By Court

. Release By Sheriff

Release By Court

Transfer To Hospital

Escape

Death
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Releasing Institution
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TABLE 4: SENTENC ING COURT
Commi tment Institﬁtion
=
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TABLE 5: INSTITUT IONAL TRANSFERS

Releasing Institution
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INSTITUTION QF ORIGIN
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RECEIVING FACILITY

Shirley

éoston State

South Middlesex
Park Drive
Lancaster

Hillside

Norfolk Pre-Release
MHHT

Drug Rehab

Qther Inst,

TOTAL

FRAMINGHAM

WALPOLE
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"TABLE 7: PRE-RELEASE TRANSFERS

Releasing Institution
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( 8y ( 8y ( 5y { 25}
21 9 0 35
C M 7y { 6 ( 0y ( 11)
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C vy (1) 18y (1Y |
0 15 12 ] 20
( 0y « 5y ( 8y ( oy
9 14 31
( 2y ( 5y (v ( 71y 1o
4] 11 3 1 15
( oy { 4 ( 2% ( o) |
4 9 23 0
( vy ( 3y (15 ( oy {
6 43 14 5 60
{ 2y (14 { 9y ( 1}y ( 19)
1 v} 4]
( 1y ( oy ( oy ( oy ¢{
336 133 56 287 .139

{ 85) ( 44y ( 37) [ 65) [ 44)

397 304 150 440 317

MEDFIELD
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STATE HOSPITAL
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PRE
« un  RELEASE
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TABLE 8: FPRE-RELEASE TRANSFERS

Admitting Institution

i)
&
. =
= : . g o
by Fol o . g & O
a 7 g 3 & £ & @ a5 g =
e} [} H =] 1 E n — fos EEE-: gg =l
ORIGINATING FACLLLTY 5y g g s 8 8 - 2 e = 2 4 =) ok %
g 8 & 2 7 & R 8 & g o 8 48 m o &
Shirley ' 6 122 0 10 0 10 2 1 14 2 127 8 0 302
1 8y o) (%) ( ©0) { 2y ( 1) ( 0y { 3) (100 .( 7} ( 2} ( 0y ( 4)
Boston State 1 55 0 3 0 ] 0 0 0 0 64 1 0 124
o0y [ 4y ( 0y (o) ( o) ( © { o ( 0y ( o0 ( ©°) ( 4 ( 0 ( 0 ( 1)
South Middlesex 0 30 [+] 2 0 1] 0 4] 0 0 53 3 0 88

Park Dxive 0 26 4] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 57 6 ¢ - 89 |
Lancast.er ’ 2 26 21 1 [4] . a ¢} 0 1 0 29 5 0 " 85
Hfi.llside 0 16 0 1 0 1] 0 1] 0 V] 0 1 0 18
Norfolk Pre-Release o 18 0 3 0 0 0 0 1 o 12 9 0 44
MHHT 1 a1 8 -2 1 o 0 0 2 0 32 6 4] 1490
Drug Rehab o 8 0 o o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o s

Other Inst, 723 1175 30 1478 460 424 227 . 660 423 18 1398 350 6. 7372
{ 99} {75} [ 51) ( 99) (100} ( 98) ( 99) (100) { 96) ( 96) { 79) ( 90) (100) ( 89)

TOTAL 734 1564 59 1500 461 434 | 229 661 441 20. 1772 389 6 . B270
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Table 9

Institutional Transfers To And From Specific Pre-Release

Facilities In 1982

Pre-Release

Admissions From
Other MCi's

Releases To
Other MCI's

*Percentages may not total 100 percent due to rounding.

Facility {8 )% (% )*
Shirley 451 302
( 5 (. 4)
Boston State 176 124
({ 2) { 1
South Middlesex 175 88
' { 2} { 1
" Park Drive 123 89
( 1 { 1L
Lancaster 222 85
' { 3} ¢ 1
Hillside 48 18
{ L) { O
Norfolk Pre-Release 103 44
¢ L) { O
MHHI 453 146G
{ 5) C 2}
Drug Rehabilitation 21 8
' ' ¢ a) { 0)
Non-Pre~Release 6428 7399
L 79) ( 29}
TOTAL 8270 8297
' (100} (100)




RECETVING HOSPITAL

Emerson

Framingham Union

Mass. Eye & Ear

Mass General

Peter Bent Briéham

St. Elizabeth
Westhoro State Hospital

Boston State

Norwood

Taunton State Hospital
Tufts New England
Medical Center

Beth Israel

st. Ann

Nashecba

Danvers

Worcester State Hospital

Northampton State Hospital

Metropolitan State Hospital

Lindemann-

Faulkner

TOTAL

WALPOLE

18

(

(

CONCORD

TABLE 1¢: RELEASES TO HOSPITALS

Releasing Institution

FRAMINGHAM

.45

-18-~

NORFOLK

26

SECC

GARDNER

PRE
RELEASE

—
oo
—

{

{

LEMUEL
SHATTUCK

o0
—

TOTAL




' DISCHARGTNG HOSPITAL

Emerson

Framingham Uniocn

Mass.'Eye & Eér

Mass. General

Peter Bent B?igham

.Wesﬁboro State Hospital

Boston State

WNorwood

Taunton State Hospital

Tufts Mew England
Medical Center

Beth Israel

St. Ann

Nashoba

Danvers

Worcester Stakte Hospital

Northampton State Hospital

Metropolitan State Huspital

Lindemann

Faulkner

Solomon Carter

TOTAL

3
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g
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0
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1
( 14)
4
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)
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0
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0
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0
( o)
¢}
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Q
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{ o)
0
(0
4]
{0y
o]
(o)
[}
( o)
0
(o)
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{ o)
0
(o)
0
{ o)
7

|

CONCORD

TABLE 17:  RETURNS FROM HOSPI1TALS
admitting Institution
o] ™ . o “
- 5§ £
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{ oy ( & ( oy ( 0oy ( 0)
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( 49y ( oy (@Y ( 0y ( 0}
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{ oy (tey ( 0y { 0y ( 0)
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o 1 0 0 1
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( 0y ( 19y ( oy ( oy ( 0)
0 0 0 1 0
{ oy ( 0oy ( 0}y ¢33}y ( 0}
0 0 0 0 1
( oy { o) ( oy ( 0y { 50)
2 0 0 0 0
5y ¢ o)y ( oy ( o0y ( o
3 0 0 0 0
7 { oy (°0) ( 0y { 0
2 0 0 0 0
{ 5 ( oy ( oy { o ( 0)
2 0 0 0 0
5 o)y ( oy ( 6y ( 0)
3 0 0 0 1]
70 ( 0y ( 0y ( ¢y ( o)
1 o o 0 o
2y 09 0y ( o) { 0
i 0 0 0 0
2y 0 (0 ( oy ( o)
41 37 1. 3 2

-19-

—

{

LEMUEL
SHATTUCK .

—
k=1 W -
—

{

{

{

TOTAL

103 .




RECEIVING HOUSE
OF CORRECTION

Barnstable
Billerica
Charles Street
Dedham

Deer Island
Greenfield
Lawrence
Mew Bedford
Northampton
Pittsfield
Plymouth .
Salem
Springfield

Worcester

TOTAL

{

WALPOLE

1

TABLE 12:

=
=
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3 g
8 g
1 0
3 ( oy
2 Li]
ER T )
0 0
oy { 0
0 0
0 (0
2 0
ER T S 1)
1 1
3} {100)
. [ 0
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0 0
oy ( ©)
6 4]
20 ( 0)
5 0
LRR] ( 0)
1 0
3) [ o}
1 [4]
3 (0
2 0
o 0)
3 0
10) ( 0)
30 o1

TRANSFERS TO HOQUSES OF CORRECTION

(

12

Releasing Institution

m
o o g g
o 5 X &
8 g Zf 5
0 i Q
{ & ( &y ( o)y ¢
2 0 4]
{22y ( oy ( 0}
2 0 1]
( 22y ( oy ( oy ¢
0 0 [ H]
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2 4] 4]
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( 9 ( 0y ( oy
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1y ¢ 0y ( 0) {
9 3 1
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(

(

FORESTRY -

{

{

FPRE
© © RELEASE

—

TOTAL -

79




SENDING HOUSE
OF CORRECTION

Barnstable
B;llerica
Greénfield
Lawrencg
Northampton
Pittsfield
Plymouth
Springfield

Worcester

{

TOTAL

WALPOLE

(
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TABLE 13
RETURN OF DOC INMATES
FROM HOUSES OF CORRECTION

Receiving Institution

[m] e 24 3]

5 3 g 2 3

2 & 3 2 R &

o g & & = E =
0 0 1 0 0 1
0 ( 0) (14) ( 0y ( 0) ( 3
3 1 0 0 0 7
27) (25) (- 0y ( 0)y ( 0) ( 21)
1 0 1 0 0 2
) ( oy (14 ( o0y ( ©) ( &)
2 1 1 0 1 6
18} ( 25) ( 14) ( 0) ( 25) ( 18)
0 0 0 0 1 1

11 4 7 2 4 33
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TABLE 14
HOUSE OF CORRECTION {NMATES
TRANSFERRED TO DOC FACILITIES

Admitting Institution

“ 2
g o ”
ORIGINATING HOUSE % z E
OF CORRECTION = o 8
Billerica ' 0 3 3

Decham - 0 16 16
Deer Island 1 2 3
Plymouth 0 1 1

Worcester : 0 13 13
A 0) ( 37) ( 36)

TOTAL 1 35 36




HOUSE OF CORRECTION
DESTINATION

. Billerica
Charles Street
bedham

Deer Island
Lawrence

New Bedford
Pittsfield
Springfiéld

Worcester

TOTAL

TRANSFERS TO HOUSES OF CORRECTION
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TABLE 15

ON A FROM AND AFTER SENTENCE

WALPOLE

—

-—

CONCORD
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STATE OF DESTINATION .

Maine

New Hampshire
Rhode Islan@
Connecticut
.New Jérsey

New York
Pennsylvania
: bhiq

'.Florida
Qegrgia

North Carolina
Virginia
Tgxas_"

" Wyoming .

California

TOTAL

- WALPOLE
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TABLE 16:
8
o
Z
s
0
( 0
_ 7
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1
(7
4
( 29)
0
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0
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0
(o)
1
( 7
0
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1
(7
0
( 0
0
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0
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0.
( 0
0.
(o)
14

RELEASES TO OUT OF STATE

=
=
2
g
g
I
1
( 25)
2
( 50)
0
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0
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0
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0
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1
{ 25)
0
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0
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0
( 0)
0
("0)
0
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0
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0
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0
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Releasing Institution

N =
o 0 2
g 2 <
2 0 0
(6 ( 0 ( 0
g8 3 2
{ 22y ( 50) ( 29)
9 3 1
( 25) ( 50) ( 14)
7 0 I
( 19y ( 90)y ( 14)
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( 3y ( o)y { 0)
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( 8 ( o)y ( o)
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0 0 0
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TOTAL

82




TABLE 17: ADMISSIONS FROM OUT OF STATE

" Admitting Institution

19

10

-25-

| & 2 2 5 %
o @) b ) =
STATE OF ORIGIN E % i E 8 QQ:
. ' o 0 o O | %
Maine 0 3 6 1 0 0
0 (16) ( 60) ( 3) 0y ( 0y
New Hampshirxe 11 9 2 5 2 1
' 58) ( 47) { 20) ( 16) 67) ( 20)
Rhode Island 2 1 0 9. -1. 1
"y  5) ( o)y ( 28) 33) ( 20)
Connecticut 4 4 1 6 0 0
21) ( 21) { 10) { 19) 0y ( 0)
New Jersey 0 0 0 1 0 0
0y ( o)y ( o)y ( 3) o) ( 0)
New York 1 0 0 3 0 0
5 ( oy ( 0y ( 9) o) ( 0)
Pennsylvania 0 1 1 1 0 0
0y ( 5y ( 10} (- 3) 0y ( 0)
ohio 0 1 0 0 0 0
o)y ( 5y ( 0) ( 90) 0y ( 0)
Florida 0 0 0 1 0 1
' 0y ( oy ( o0y ( 3) 0) { 20)
-Georgia 0 0 0 1 0 0
6y ( 0oy ( oy ( 3) 0y ( 0)
North Caroclina - 1) 0 0 3 1] 4]
0y ( o)y ( o0y ( 9 0y ( 0)
~ Virginia 0 0 0 0 0 R
0y ( oy { o) ( o) 0) ( 20)
- Kentucky 0 0 0 1 0 -0
' 0y ( o)y ( 0y ( 3) 0y ( 0)
" Wyoming .0 0 0 0 0 : 1
| 0) ( 0) ( 0 ( 0 0) ( 20)
California 1 0 0 0 0 0
' 5) (-0 {0y ( 0) )y ( 0)
TOTAL 19 32 3

—
&
e
10 .
( 11)
30
( 34)
14
( 16)
15
( 17)
1
( 1
4
( 5}
3
( 3)
1
( 1)
2
( 2)
1
( 1
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1
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1
1
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Glossary
1. Gardner is the North Central Correctional Institution, sometimes referred
to as NCCI.
2. SECC is the Southeastern Correctional Center.
3. NECC is the Northeas%ern Correctional Center.
1. Forestry consists of two minimum security forestry camps at Plymouth and
Warwick.
5. Drug Rehab]D:ug Rehabilitation programs are pre-release centers for offenders

with drug related problems. Drug Rehab includes the following programs:
Concilio House, Spectrum House, Meridian House, Boston VA Hospltal, Thlrd
Nall Project Turnabout, and Bedford VA Hospital.

6. Lemuel Shattuck Hospital provides a secure ward for offenders requiring
treatment.
7. - Bridgewater State Hospital includes the hospital for the criminally insane

and sexually dangerous persons (SDP Treatment Center).

8. MHHI (Massachusetts Halfway Houses, Incorporated) is a private non-profit
corporation that provides facilities to DOC on a contract basis. MHHI
includes the following facilities: 577 House, Coolidge I, Temporary Hou51ng
Project (THP), Coolidge II, and Brooke House.

9. . The Medfield Prison Project is a winimum security facility located on the
grounds of the Medfield State Hospital.




