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This report focuses on the numbers of people moving into, among and out
of the Massachusetts Correctional Iﬁstitutions {excluding Bridgewater) during
1972, More specifically, it deseribes the numbers of moves during 1972 of

various types: (1) entrances into the éustody of the Department by court

conmitment or return as & parole violator, and exits from its custody by parole,

discharge or expiration, - (2) transfers among Massachusetts Correctional

Institutions, (3) transfers to and from other jurisdictions on the county

"and federal levels and in other states, (%) short-term moves out of the

system and back in for such reasons as going to court or %o a hospital,
(5) other miscellaneous moves Included are all moves into and out of MCI's

with two exceptiona: furloughs and routine trips away from the institution

lasting less than a day;

| The report will alac present basie facts about ﬁhe changes in the
institutional poﬁulations durihg 1972 and relate these population changes

to thé movements of population during 1972. However, the major point of the
report is not.to examine population trends, Tﬁis subject has been covered in
more detail in two previous reports by the Division of Research and Plannins.*

The report describes population movements and population changes for all

Messachusetts Correctional TInstitutions (MCI's) except Bridgewater, Bridgewater

- is execluded ﬁec&use the Department's computerized Information System, which

hag provided the data forwthis report, has initially focused only on MCI's other
than Bridgewater. Thus the tabies below, unless otherwise mentioned, refer

only to MCI's other than Bridgewater,

*¥"A Report on Porulation Trends: 1970-1973," Joseph Landolfi, March 1973,
Report #61. "Drastic Decline in Imstitutional Population," Paul Bourgecis,

November 1972, Memo #99, '



The fepor‘t is based on datas taken from the Admission-Release Sheets, which
are sent in from each MCI and 1list for each week all persons entering or leaving
that MCI. These lists of people coming and going are entered into the
Department's Information System, where they serve several functions, one of
which is to produce periodic reports on population movements.

This is one of several statiaticallrepor‘ts describ:i.ng-the state-level
prison and parole syatem of Massachusetts during 1972, Other forthcoming
major reports will deseribe the characteristies of sdmissions and releases
during 1972 and of the current popula.‘bions of the MCI's as of January 1, 1973.
A set of three companion reports produced for the Parole Board describe parolees
frém MCI's during 1972, These reports together should give managers and
plermers a better feel for the types of information requests that can be

rapidly responded tou

The core of the report consists of eleven tables, which are listed below:

Table Page Title
I 5 Population of Each MCI during 1972 ~ Largeat and

Smallest Population at Any Time During the Year,
Average Population for the Year and for Each Month

IT | 7" Change in DOC Population During 1972 - By Institution
III 9 : Movemen'_t of DOC Pepulation - By Institution

v 11 Movement of DOC Population - By Month

v 13 Transfers Among Mass, Correctional Inst:.tutions Other

Than Bridgewater

VI 15 : Transfers Between Bridgewater and.Other Massachusetts
' Correctional Institutions '

VIiI T Movements To and From Other Jurisdietions



VIII

19
22

22
2k

-3

Court Commitments — By Court and By Institution
Committed to

Munbers of Admissions From Street and Releases to
Street: 1970=T72

Population Change and Net Intake From Street: 1970-72

Movement of DOC‘Population ~— Gain and Loss of
Population From Different Categories of Moves Into
and Cut of System

Tables I and IX present the basic facts of trends in institutional

populations during 1972. Table IIT and IV break down admissions and releases

into certain standard categories, and present the numbers of each type of

admission and release, by institution and by month, Tables V, VI, VII and VITI

examine certain types of population movements in more detail —— transfers

among MCI's, movements to and from other juriadietions, and court commitments,

Tables IX, X and XTI use the dat# on population movements to explain the

deeline in institutional populations,

Esch table will be presented on a separate page, preceded by a page

describing what the figures refer to and drawing major implications from the

table,



Explanation of Table I, Table I traces the average monthly populations

of the institutions over the yedr. It also presents the average, largest

and smallest population of each institution during 1972,

Comment, During the first half of.the year, the population of each
institution was generally stable,'with somewhat of an increase in the Concord
population and therefore in the total population, During the last half of
1972, the populations of Walpole and Forestry remained stable, the popula-—
tions of Norfolk gnd Framingham declined, and the population of Concord -
sharply deelined, Thus the sizable decrease in the Department's popﬁlation

occurred entirely during the last helf of the year,
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Explanation of Tabie IT. Table II presents, for each institution and for

the whole Department of Correction (DOC) except Bridgewater, the population

at the beginning of 1972, the population at the end of the year, and the change in the
popglation_over the year. Also presented are the total mumbers of admissions

and releases, The change in the population over the year of course equals

the difference between the number of admissions and the mumber of releases,

Comment, During 1972 the DOC (i.e. Department of Correction) population
decreased by 16%, from 2203 to 1856, A sizable majority of this reduction
- came at Concord, whose population decreased by 37%, from 614 to 387, Further,
t_he populations of the walled institutions (Walpole, Concord, Norfolk, |
Framingham) decreased considerably; while the ;;opulations of the minimm
security, pre-release f;cilities (the three Forestry Camps, Boston State and
Shirley Pre-Release Centers) increased considerzbly. The populations of the
walled institutions decreased by 19% (from 2078 to 1673), while the populations

of the minimm security, pre-release facilities increased by 46% (from 125 to 183)



- TABIE IT

CHANGE IN DCOC POPULATION‘DURING 1972-BY INSTITUTION

Pop. on Number of Number of Pop. on et
Tnstitution 1-1=72 Admissions Releases $42=-20-72 Change
Walpole 609 1228 1261 576 -33
Concord 61k 995 . 1222 337 -227
' Norfolk 724 836 934 : 626 -98
Framingham 151 - =37 38Y g 47
Forestry . 125 249 2ho 134 +9
Bogton State 8! 2 7 25 +25
Shirley o~ 26 2 ol +24

TOTAL 2203 27073 4G50 1856 -347



8-

Explanation of Table III, Table III presents, for each institution and

for the whole Department, the numbers of admissions of various types during
1972, &s well as the numbers of releases of various itypes, The specifie

meaning of each type of admission or release is defined in the Appendix,

Commrent., This table is perhaps the basie one in the report, Because
of the great diversity of information preéented, it is inappropriate to comment
on any section. of the table. One comment however, is in order:
Two c#tegories apﬁear to be problems, "out to ccurtﬁ and "from out to court©,
While the instructions for filling out the Admission-Release Sheets, from which
information this report is derived, state that gll court trips are to be listed,
it.would appear from the small number §f court tripé that many of these trips
. are not listed. Quite probably these court trips not listed are those lasting
less than a day. |

It might be added that this table will be the model for the standard

- quarterly réports on population movements that will henceforth be preoduced,



1Type of Admission

Court Comnitments
Parole Violators
Trom MCT other than
Bridgewater
Trom Bridgewater
“rom Houses of
Correction |
Trom Federals Auths.
Trom Other States
Trom Out %o Court
“rom Hospitals
Teturn from Escape
Jther

TOTAL

Type of Release

Taroled

Tischarge or
Txpiration

"o MCI. other than
Bridgewater

To Bridgewater

To Pederal: Auths.
T3 Other States
it of Court

To Hospitals
“scape

~ther

TOTAL

™o House of Correction

9=

TABLE TTI

MOVEMENT OF DOC POPULATION - BY TNSTTTUTION

ATMISSTONS

Walpole Concord - Norfolk = Framingham Forestry Bost.St. Shirley TOTA

484 535 - 84 — -— - 1103
162 208 — 23 — — - 293
214 146 633 0 239 32 24 1288
42 19 25 0 - — 2 88
h 22 99 24 - — —_— 149
179 -— - 9 _ - - 188
22 —_— 3 85 — —_— — 110
70 3k 23 17 1 — — 145
57 16 52 ke - — _— 151
5 . 11 - 19 9 — - R
9 L 1 30 - — -— iy
1228 295 836 337 249 32 26 F70%
_RELEASES

Walpole Concord Norfolk Framingham Forestry Bost.St., Shirley ITI0TA

126 749 287 84 112 5 -1 1364
32 63 32 €0 15 1 _— 207
€71 214 305 0 S6 1 1 128E
61 51 ko 3 0 — -_— 468
ko . 33 121 16 - 6 —_ — 21€
190 -— — 7 ' - — — 197
33 1 7 g - - _ 134
26 €5 77 18 o1 — — 187
46 16 52 sk - - — 16¢
_— 22 2 23 10 -— — Y
25 8 11 26 — —— — 21

~3
N
P
L]

\J1
Fany

1261 1222 - 9% 28y 240
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Explénation of Table IV, Table IV presents, for each month, the number
of admissions of various types, the number of releases of various typea, and
the resulting change in the DOC population. As explained in the footnote to
the table, certain of the categories employed in Table IIT are combined in

Table IV,

Comment. The central pattern displayed in this table is one of a
population decrease beginning in March, and brought about by a large increase
in the monthly number of paroles which also began in March., This populatioxi
decrgase beginning in March was temporarily reversed during May and June
by the great inecrease in court commitments which occurs just before the
sumner court recess, With the exception of t.hirs temporary, seasonal
increase in the monthly/number of court commitments, the last ten months 6f
the year witnessed & contimiing decrease in the DOC population,

A secondary factor in the population reduction was that there were
‘more transfers to ofher correctional facilities (i.e. Houses of Correction,
other states, federal authori'ﬁie?()than from other eorrectioﬁal facilifies.
This excess of transfers out of the system over transfers into the system,

was particularly large during November and December — and was an important

. part of the atrategy to reduce the population of Concord.
Tables fEK, X and XTI below will fur*thef examine the roles played in the

poprulation decline by incx:eased rates of paro]_.e and of transfers out of the

system.
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Explanation of Table V., Table V presents the number of transfers from

each MCI to each other MCI. Transfers to and from Bridgewater are not included
in this table, but are rather covered in the next table. Framingham is not
mentioned in the table because there were of course, during 1972, no transfers

between Framingham and the male institutions.

Comment., Over half of the transfers were between Norfolk and Walpole.
There were more transfers from Walpole to Concord than in the other direction,
while there were somewhat more transfers from Concord to Norfolk than in the
other direction, About six-sevenths of the transfers to Forestry were from
Walpole or Norfolk, while virtually all of the transfers to the Boston State

and Shirley Pre-Release Centers were from Concord,

-



TInstitution
Transferred
From:

Walpole
Concord
Norfolk .-
Plymouth
Warwick
Monroe
Boston State
Shirley

TOTAT,

TABLE V

TRANSFERS AMONG MASS, CORRECTIONAL TNSTITUTIONS OTH=:

THAN BRIDGEWATER

INSTITUTICN TRANSHFERRED TO:

Walpole Concord Norfolk Plvmouth Warwick Monrce Besgt.St. Shirley TOT

- 65 507 18 36 55 - - 67
31 - 93 3 21 11 31 2k 21

153 72 - 25 23 32 - - 30
8 _— 13 —_— - 3 - — 2
9 2 6 8 — 2 1 —

13 - 5 14 9 3 — -— — L
—_— 1 _ — — - _— _—

—_ 1 —_— — — _— _ —

214 1&6 633 63 83 93 32 -2k 128



R '5N

Explanation of Table VI, Table VI presents the numbers of transfers to

Pridgewater from other MCI's, and the numbers of transfers from Bridgewater

to other MCI's.

Comment, There were many more transfers to Bridgewater (155) than
returns from Bridgewater (88). Of course a certain portion of this difference
was brought by the commitment of people after transfer to the State Hospital
or the Sex Treatment Center, Virtually all of the transfers between Bridgewater
and other MCI's involved Walpole, Norfolk and Concord men.

_ It would be of interest to know which section of Bridgewater that residents
were transferred to or from, Howsver, this cannot be reliably determined from
the source document used (the Admission—Release‘ Sheets), It can be said,

though, that a sizable majority of these transfers involved Phase IT

(Protective Custody) and the State Hospital,



TABLE VI

TRANSFERS BETWEEN BRIDGEWATER AND OTHER MASSACHUSETTS CORRECTIONAL INSTTTUTIONS

Other MCI From Other MCI To Other MCI
Walpole 61 42
Norfolk 4o 25
Coneord 51 19
Forestry . ' —_— -—
Boston State — ‘ _—
Shirley — 2
Framingham 3 A -

TOTAL 155 _ 88
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Explanation of Table VII, Table VII‘ lists the number of transfers both

to and from other jurisdictions — i.e, to and from Houses of Correction, other
states, federal authorities, and Youth Forestry Campa., Transfers to and from
federal authorities refer primarily to persons spending brief periods at

Walpole or Framingham either just before or just after trisl,

Comment, The most str:ikiﬁg finding contained in this table is that
there were considerably more transfers to other jurisdictions than from other
jurisdictions, As discussed in conjunction with Table IV above and Table XI
below, this excess of transfers ‘to other jurisdictions over returns from them

explains a 'sizable!-tportton :of--the -population -deecrease during 1972,

Notes, Certain of the figures presented in Table VII should be broken

down in more detail.

(a)} Of the 149 transfers from Houses of Correction, 99 were transfers
to Norfolk, Of the 216 transfers to Houses of Correction, 121 were from
Norfolk, Most of these transfers between Norfelk and Houses of Correction
were: persons going to the Norfolk Hospita.lj there is no way from the -
Admission-Release Sheets to determine exactly how many. '

(b) 82 of the 90 transfers from Rhode Island went to Framingham} 92 of
the 107 {transfers to Rhode Island came from Framingham.

(e) Of the 188 transfers from federal authorities, 179 went to Walpole
and 9 to Framingham, Of the 197 transfers to federal authorities, 190 came
from Walpole and 7 from Framingham, )
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TARIE VIT

MOVEMENTS TO AND FROM OTHER JURISDICTIONS

Houses of Correction: _In From out To
Billerica 26 1
Worcester 21 22
Salem 21 20
Deer Island 16 22
Plymouth 9 19
‘New Bedford 9 18
Charles Street 11 15
Springfield 8 17
Barnstable g 11
Northampton 2 15
Dedham 8 7
Lawrence 6 5
Pittefield L 5
Greenfield —_— 5
Not Available —_— L
SUB TOTAL H,C,. 159 216
Other.States

Ehode Island Q0 107
New Hampshire 5 8
Connecticut y 5
Maine 3 3
Vermont 1 2
States Outside New England 7 Q
SUB TOTAL Other States 110 134
FEDERAL AUTHORTTIES 188 197
YOUTH FORESTRY CAMPS#* 1 1y
TOTAT ' 488 551

¥Tables lLI’ TV and AT includes these transfers to and from Youth Forestry Camps in
tre "ﬂtﬂbr" category :
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" Explanation of Table VIII, Table VIII presents the mumber of commitments

from each court to each committing institution — i,e. Walpole, Concord, and
Framingham, The table also contains the total number of court commitments

from each court and to each committing institution.

Comment., - The largest number of commitments of course come from Suffolk
Superior, with the bulk of the remaining commitments coming from five other
superior courts (Essex, Bristol, Hampden, Middlesex, Worcester), Municipal |
and district courts account for a2 majority of Framingham commitments, 17%
of Concord commitments, and no Walpole commitmenta, Intereatingly,. certain
superior_' courts are more likely to commit mern to Concord, while others .a.re

more likely to commit men to Walpole.
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TABLE VIT I

COURT COMMITMENTS - BY COURT AND BY INSTITUTION COMMITTED TO

Court Committed From

Suffolk Superior
Essex Superior
Bristol Superior
Hampden Superior
Middlesex Superior
Worcester Superior
Plymouth Superior
Norfolk Superior
Barnstable Superior
Hampshire Superior
Rerkshire Superior

Franklin Superior

Boston Muniecipal

Other Muniecipal and
Distriect Courts

Not Available

TCTAL

Institution Committed To

TOTAL,

Walpole Coneord  Framingham
196 156 17 372
b6 €0 B 107
54 34 6 ol
43 47 6 96
45 &5 - 91
28 32 3 73
24 21 1 L6
17 25 2 4k
5 13 — 18
3 - 9
2 _— 4
2 1 - 3
— 42 20 52
_— 50 28 78
6 —— — £
s 578 8y | 1103
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i
With the examination of partieular types of popﬁlation movements completed,

Tablea IX, X ahd XI use the data on population movements to explain thé decline

in the DOC population during 1972,

Explanation of Tables IX and X, Thble IX traces over the last three years

the numbers of coﬁrt commitmenté, parole revokes, and total admissions from
the street. It also traeéé for the last three years the numbers of paroles,
discharges or expirations, and total‘reieases to the street,

Table X presents the dlfference, for each of the last three years,
between the number of admissions from the street and the number of releases
to the street, It also presents the population change during each of these

years,

Comment., As displayed in Table X, both 1970 and 1971 saw sizable increases
~in the DOC population, with a correspondingly greater mumber of street.admissiona
~than street.releases. 1972 saw a greater number of street releases than street
. admissions, and a corresponding decline in the population. ‘.

Table IX hélpe us to more:specifically understand these ehanges; From
1970 to 1971, the number of court commitments markedly increased, the number
of.paroles almost co;respoﬁdingly increased, and the population.change during
1971 (+120)was thus only slightly larger than the population during 1970 (+70).
From 1971 to 1972 the number of court commitments held eonstant, the number .
of paroles increased even more markedly, and thus the population sharply declined
There were no major changes over the three year period in the number of parole

revokes or in the number of discharges or expirations,



It is important to add that this sharp inerease in the yearly mmber of
court commitments and paroles was concentrated almost entirely at Concord.'
Between 1970 and 1972, the yearly number of Concord court commitments and
- paroles boﬁh doubled. Accompanying these inereasea was a change in tﬁe type
of men committed to Concord. As described in other reports*,. more recent;
commitments to Concord were moz;e likely to be first offenders and drug users,
In terms of basic changes in population flow, the changes for institutiona
other than Concord were much more minimal, |

It' might also be added — by way of justifying 1970 as a baseline year —
that 1968 and 1969 were very similar to 1970 in 'bems of the population inerease dur:l.n.g
the year as well as in fterms of the numbers of court commitments, parole

violators returned, parbles, and discharges or expirations.

‘*"Popzﬂ.atioﬁ Trends at MCI-Concord," Frank Carney, March 1972, Memo #58.
"Number of Drug Users and First Offenders Committed to Concord: Trends Over
the Last Four Years and Projection for the Next Year," Edward Callahan, May 1 973,

Memo #156.
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TABLE IX

NUMBERS OF ADMISSIONS FROM STREET AND RELEASES TO STREET: 1970 - 1972

Street Admissions

Street Relesses

Court
Year .= Commitments
1970 _ 859
1971 1091
1972 1103

Parole _ Discharged

Revokes Total Paroles or Expiration Total
349 1208 759 253 - 1012
368 1459 oU6 2h2 1188
393 1567

1496 1364 203

TABLE X

POPULATION CHANGE AND NET INTAKE FROM STREET: 1970 - 1972

Pop. Change

Pop, on
Year Jan, 1 During Year
1970 20173 + 70
1971 2083 +120
1972 2203 =347
1973 1856

Nunber of Street Admissions
Minus Number of Street R_eleasea

+196
+271

-7
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Explanation of Table XTI, Table XI compares the number of admissions and

releaseé 6f various types. The purpose'is to spotlight the contribution of
various categories of movements to the lozs of population in the

Department during 1972, This table uses the standard categories of types

of admissions and releases that are also used in Table III and IV and that

are specifically defined in the Appendix,

Comment, The most striking finding contained in this table is that
there was a major loss of population to the following facilities: Bridgewater,
Mzss, Houses of Correction, federal authorities, correcfional'aystems in
other states, hospitals. There were 184 moré releases to these facilities
than there were admiasions from these facilities, This was clearly a major
factor in the population decline during 1972,

The question raisea by this table is "how much of the population - decline
was due to various types of population movements?" No precise answer can be

given to this question !! However, & fairly high degree of confidence could

‘be attached to the following general estimates: (a) As presented in Table X,

during 1972 there were 71 more releases to the'street than there were adﬁiasions
from the street, Examining population trends over the last decade, population '

stability has historically been assocciated with about 100 more street admissions

than street releases., We might then say that about half of the bopulation
‘decline during 1972 (100+71 out of 347) could be attributed to the increase
'in paroles, (b) Most of the remaining population decline would then be due

"to the excess of releases to,over admissions frcm,ﬁhe types of facilities

discussged above (i.e. Bridgewater, Mass, Houses of Correction, federal

- authorities, correctional systems in other states,.hospitals). Table IV .~

above examines the'mcnths of the year during which each of these two major

porulation reduction forces operated,
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TABLE XI

MOVE!-IENT OF DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION POPULATICN —- GATN AND LOSS OF POPUIATION
' FROM DIFFERENT CATEGORIES OF MOVES INTO AND OUT OF SYSTEM

" Type of Movements Number of Number of - Ret

To/From: - Admissions Releases Change
Street* ‘ 1496 1567 =71
MCI's Other than Bridgewa.ter 1288 1288 0
Bridgewater 88 155 67
Houses of Correction 149 ' 216 ~67
Federal Authorities 188 ' 197 ' -9 ( -184
Other States 110 134 -2k

 Hospitals - 151 168 -17
Out to Court 145 187 ~h2
Escape Ly 57 ~13
Other | . 4 81 _ =37
TOTAL 3703 4050 a7

¥Admissions from street include court commitments and parole nolators. Releases
to gtreet includes pa.roles, discharges and expirations. .



APPENDIX

EXPLICIT DEFINITION OF CATEGORIES OF TYFPES OF ATMTSSIONS AND RELEASES

(Note: The numbers in parenthesis indicate the numbers of people falling

in each category and subcategory. )

Admissions:

1.

9.

10.

1.

"Court Commitments" {1103) include both new commitments (1066) and
drug treatment commitments (39). Not inecluded are court commitments
for "B" or "C" sentences, in which the resident completes one sentence
and begins serving another but never leaves the walls,

"Parole Violators™ {303) are persons reihcarcerated on parole revocation
warrants., Persons reincarcerated both azs parole violators and on new
court commitments are categorized as court commitments.

"From Other Regular MCI" (1288) refers to transfers zmong MCI's, except
for Bridgewater. These transfers of course show up both as admissions

to one institution and releases from another,

"From Bridgewater" {88) indicates itransfers from Bridgewater to other

MCI's. TIncluded are transfers from the State Hospital (50), Bridgewater
DSU (7), Phase IT i.e, Protective Custody (6), the Treatment Center (15},
and the Drug Addiction Treatment Center {(10). :

"From Houses of Correction" (149) includes both the transfer of House
of Correction commitments to MCI's, and the return of MCI commitments -
from Houses of Correction,

"From Federal Authorities" (188) refers predominantly to persons
spending brief periods of time at Walpole or Framingham either just
before or after trial in federal courts, Alsc included are 2 few
federsl prisoners serving time in MCI's, '

"From Other States: (110) inecludes persons awaiting trial in another
state (primarily Rhode Island women); persons committed in other states
transferred to Massachusetts to serve time; and persons commitied <o
MCI's,transferred.to other states, then transferred back to Messachuseitts
either for a parole hearing or to serve time here,

"From Out of Court" (145) refers to people remanded or habeused to
court, then returned. All court trips were apparently not listed on the
Admission—ﬁelease Sheet,

"Prom Hospitals" (151) indicates MCT commitments returned from temporary

transfers to medical hospitals or to, in a few cases, mental institutions.
. Not ineluded are returns from the Bridgewater State Hospital or the
Norfolk Hogpital. -

"Return from Escape: (41) is self-explanatory.

"Other” (44) inclides a wide variety of miscellianeous categories: court
commitments for "B" (12) or "C" (4) seniences, voluntary alcoholic
cormitments to Framingham (20), transfers from Youth Forestry Camps (1),

-and received on from and after sentence f?).



Releases _ .

1.

2.

",

1C,

11,

"Paroled" (13%5U4) indicates parolees to the street.

"Discharge or Expiration" (203) includes good conduct discharge (155),
expiration of sentence (25), discharge from Framingham drunkenness
sentence (23).

""To Other Regular MCI" (1288) refers to transfers among MCI's, except

for Bridgewater.

“To Bridgewater” {155) indicates transfers to Bridgewater from other
MCI's, Included are transfers to the State Hospital (70), Bridgewater
DSU (3), Phase IT i.,e. Protective Custody (63), the Treatment Center (11),
and the Drug Addiction Treatment Center (8).

"To Houses of Correction" (216) refers predominantly (208) to the
transfer of House of Correction commitments to MCI's, and the return of
MCI commitments from Houses of Correction. Also included are the parole
of residents to from and after sentences at Houses of Correction (6)

and the discharge of residents to from and after gentences at Houses of
Correction (2).

"To Federal Authorities" (197) refers predominantly to persons briefly
held at Walpole or Framingham either Jjust before or after trial in
federzl courts, Also included are a few federal prisconers who had
been serving time in MCI's, as well as five (5) persons paroled to or
by federal authorities.

"Po Other States" (134) primarily indicates residents released to
correctional institutions or courts {predominantly Rhode Island womén)
in other states (127). Also included are residents paroled (5) or
discharged (2) to the authority of other states,

"Out to Court" (187) refers to people remanded or habeused to court,

A1l court irips were apvarently not lisiad on the Adwmission-Release Sheet,

"To Hospitals" (168} indicates transfers of residents to hospitals
outside the Department,

"Escape" (57) is self-explanatory,

. "Other" (81) is a'residurl category consisting of the following:

transfers to Youth Forestry Camps (%), death (6), sentence revoked (S),
sentence vacated (3), released on bail {1), sentence stayed (1),
discharge from voluntary alcoholic commitment (3), released on discharge
by federal authorities (5), released by authority of other states (3),
voluntary commitment released by own request (3), parcled to "B" (8) or
"c® (1) sentence, paroled to warrant (&), paroled to from and after
sentence {8), discharged to "B" (9) or “C" (1) sentence, and discharged

" to warrant (5).



