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ABSTRACTY

“This report is the third volume of a five volume study of

e e - .

vyouthful offenders (youth-&ho were seventeen f}éis of ééé-or yo&ngﬁi)
committed to the Massachusetts Department of Correction froem 1868 to

1979. This report focuses on a recidivism analysis of the samplie as

well 25 2 recidivism analysis of different sub-groups of the total
sample.
The analysis indicated that the high recidivist risk youthful

offen&er was one who had an extehsive criminal/delinguent record prior
te his or her commitment to prigon. The youthful offenders in the
sample who had the least ekteﬁsive Ccriminal background - had
significantly lower rates of recidivism than.did thé remainde;.of the

sample of youthful offenders.




ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

in order to complete a project of this scope, several individuals

.. provided_a_ great deal_of_assistance that enabled 'me _to complete my

data  collection -efforts. A speciil thanks to David Segal, formefly
Director of Research for the. Massachgsetfs Department of Youtﬁ
Services, and also to records room staff at the Department of Youth
Sefvices for their. assistance In data <collection efforts at the
2gency. A]so, thanks are in order for several ;tudent interns who
worked on the prd}ect and. assisted in ihe 'callecfion and coding of

datz wused for this series of repoerts. The students are Ruth Averilil,
: " .

John Harringten, Joén Hyler, Cynthia Lessa, Claire Lynch, Judi
Rzvanesi, Paula Tamagno, and Paul Tringale. Alsd, special thanks to
Ann Marie Rocheleau for her assistance in the coding of data and .in

editing earlier drafts of this series of reports.




_TITLE

e s

V.

Yii.

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Abstract

Acknowledgements

_Tables

Introduction

,.Methodology

A. Research Questions

‘B. Sample

C. Variables Collected
D. Recidivism Definition

E. Techniqgue

 PAGE NUMBER

10

10

11

1. Diagram | - Youthful Offenders by Group 14

Overview of Prior Massachusetts Department of
Correction Recidivism Research '

‘Recidivism Analysis

A. Total Sam#ie

B. Bind Over Sample

C. Non-Bind Over Sample
Group Analysis
Summatry
References .

Footnotes

16

18
21
24
29
32
34

36




TABLE I
TABLE 111
TABLE IV

TABLE V

TABLES

Recidivism Risk Categorijes:
Tota! Sample

Recidivism Risk Categories:
Bind Overs

Recidivism Risk Categories:

Non~-Bind Over Sampile

Youthful Offenders Tota! Sample:
Base Expectancy Table

Recidivism bf Sub~Group Classification

PAGE NUMBER

20

23

26

28




INTRODUCT ION

‘Crime has become an extremely . important issue in' ocur present

- wm r —— = e ———— - = .. . . ——— e s e e m————— b e e e e o e b mmem—e e ‘ - m - *', . . .
society. Along with ~the increased focus on crime as a problem has
been a concern with the best way to effecti&ely deal with individuals

who are committing the  bulk :of the crimes. Criminal behavier by
juveniles and other vouthful offenders hzs received a great deal of
media attention. .Many members of ;ociéfy feel that youthful offenders
h;ve become much more serious offeﬂders than in earlier years and pose
an ever increasing threat to the safety and survival of wour
communities. Due to these perceptions, legislators and policy makers

have often recommended tougher responses from the juvenile justice and

‘adult criminal justice systems. Many times these recommendations. have

centered - around 2 modification of the ‘laws to make it easier

procedurally to deal with younger offenders as adults in the adult

-criminal justjce systems.

One result of this type of recommendation may be that more.

,youthful offenders will be sentenced te prison than before this type:

of change and that they will also be serving longer sentences. Often

absent from these discussions is knowledge of what happens to these

offenders once they are incatcerated and information - 2bout their
performance once they are returned to the community. In an 2attempt to
address this lack of knowiedge and to provide. additional information

on this particutlar population, a five volume study of youthful
offenders committed to the Massachusetts Department of Correction from

1968 to 1979 was undertaken. For this series.of reports, a youthful

i




offender is defined as any offender who was seventeen years of age or

younger when committed to the Department of Correction from 1868 to

1979. This definition includes youth wheo were seventeen at the time

-

Of‘{ﬁ;};'comﬁiihént (T;g;i{ymaduits ih"ﬁ;ssacﬁagé;}kfﬂé;'weil as veuth
who were bound over from juvenile ﬁourt jurisdiction and treated as
adults in the zdult criminal justice éyst%m.

The first volume of this series (Williams, 19871a) was an overview
of the total sample of youthful offenders committed to the Depaftment
of Correction from 1968 tou 1879. The report initially tried to
address the issue of whether juvenile crime in Massachuseits.w;s
ingreasinga After examining several reports and data sgurces, the
cpnc[usion was reached that there was "not arma}or juvenile';;ime
wave" occurring itn Massachusetts at this - time (JJAC, 1?81)} The
overview report also presented evidence that this population of

vouthful offenders has not changed much over .the twelve vears being

‘examined, with the exception that youthful offenders being committed

in the latter vyears of the study period evidenced more extensive.
crimin}l'(deiinquent) involvements. Finally, consistent with previous

feports (Glaser, 1964; Mershon, 1978}, the overview indicated that the

youthful offenders released duriﬁg the study period had a2 recidivism
rate of 30% {utilizing a one-year follow-up period) which is  higher

_than the overall! departmental rates during this time.
The second.volume in.this series {(Williams, 1982) flooked only at

the bind  over youthful offenders in the sample. Bind over vyouthfulb

offenders were those youth who.were bound over {transferred or waived)

from the  original jurisdiction of the juvenile court to the adult




__viewed as more -'serious offenders _than non-bind overs.

criminal court and were subsequentiy sentenced to the state

correctional department. This report iﬁdicated ihat bind overs were
. This was
reflected in the fact.that bind overs received more Walpole senteﬁces
and longer sentences in general tﬁan did ;he non-bind overs. Atgo,
bind overs r;ceived more maximum security placements and served longer
time in prison before release. In terms of c¢riminal (delinquent)
history, bind overs _exhibited_mbre_extensive prior juvenile justice
experiences than did the non-bind overs. Bind overs were more likely

to be poeor, black offenders {from multi-probiém families. Finally,

bind overs and non-bind overs exhibited approximately cqﬁgl recidivism

rates.

The fourth volume of the series {(Williams, j981b) presented the
stati&tic;l tables for both bind ovef and non-bind ovef youthful
offenders committed from 1968 to 1979. The final' volume of this
series, VYolume V, will present case studies of selected youthful
offen@efs in the sample as well as the reﬁu!ts‘of interviews carried-

out with yduthfb[ offenders committed to the department during 1980,
1981, and 1982Z. Also, a summary of the series will be presented and a

discussion of the policy implications will be presented at that time.




METHODOLOGY

RESEARCH QUESTION:

ki

This particular .report focuses on one main research question

concerning recidivism. This question is as follows:

-

1) What is the recidivism rate of the youthful
offender population? What are the factors
‘associated with a high or low recidivist risk

vouthful effender?

SAMPLE:
The sample <consists of youthful offenders <committed to the
Massachusetts Department  of Correction from 1968 to 1979. The

Department of Correction maintains a computerized data base for -ail

-individuals whe were committed from 1972 to 1979. The 270 ybuthful

offenders committed during that particular. time period were drawn from.
the 'Eomputerized data .base of the department. For those youthful

offenders committed from 1968 to 1871, -a different procedure was

carried out. All commitments during this time period were drawn from
the admission and release forms mainfaingd by the thr;e committing
institutions (MCl-Walipole, MCl-Concord, and MCI—Framingham): After
identifying each persoen committed from 1968 to 1971, dates of birth
were collected and fhe 140 offender§ who Qere seventeen years of age
or younger at their commitment were incliuded in the sample. This

gives the total samplie of 410 youthful offenders committed from 1968




to 1979.

It is important to realize that an offender may have been fifteen

or sixteen when he or she committed their particular offense, and due

-

“to delays in awaiting trial 'aﬁ'h"d"'ii'{éi'e"}"";'a"'r"'a'&e"&"i?riﬂl" delays, may have been
eighteen or older at the time .of tﬁeir commitment. . This type of
individual would not be included in the sampié. Buring the iatter
years of the 1970's, some offenders awaited booking at county houses

of correction for several weeks (or months) before being committed to

the Debartment of Correction and some ©of these offenders may have

turned elghteen before they were committed to the Department. If this
‘occurred, these offenders would also not be. inctuded in the sample.
As a result, it is possible for some bind overs or other youthful

offenderﬁ to have been .excluded froem the sampié because they had
turned eighteen prior to their commitment date. Thé best way to have
avoidgd these types of problems wéuld have been to define the sample
.~based on the youth'!s .age at the time of his or her offense. Mowever,
this information is not systematically collected anﬁ could not be used
to define the sample. The sample also does not include youthful
offenders who were sentenced from oui.of state or sentenced to federal-
prisons and transferred 1o Massachusetts prisons. The cut off date

for the data collection effort.was January 1, 1980.




VARJABLES COLLECTED:

10

'The analyses"that follow in this report are based on eighty

' ' e .

variables that ‘are broken down into five categories:  fifteen
commitment/present offense variables, 'twentynthree institutional

history/movement variables, ten juvenile Tourt history varibles, and
twenty-five social history varibles. For thosé youthful offenders
rele;sed from 1868 to 1976} 2  sixth <cztegory of seven recidivism
variables was added. The majoriiy of the data was collected.from
Central Office files at the Department of Correction. The Department
of Youth Service information was céliected at the Central Office of
the Department of Youth Service (DYS). The data were analyied and

maintained on the Massachusetts State College Computer Network

(MSCCN) .

:.REC[DIVISM ANALYS IS :

Fbr_the purposes of the recidivism analysis " in this report, a

recidivist was defined as any youth returned to a federal or state

correctional institution or te a county jail ot house of <correction
for 30 days or more as a resuit of either a parofe violation or a new
court sentence. For the follow-up period, a2 length of time of 9one
year and twe years from the.youth‘s refease date from prisoﬂ was used.

In order..to address the issue of identifying hfgh risk
recidivists, each of the  eighty variables was dichotomized to

determine the best split for high and low recidivism risk categories.



+
Those variables that produced a statistically significant

difference ( X7> 3.841) between high and low recidivism risk groups

"were chosen as distinguishing variables or factors for this report.

L TECHNIQUE: _ . ] )

It is important te realize that while the analyses in this report

deal .with youthful offeenders committed Yo the department, noet all
youthful offenders have the same kind of background prior teo their
prison commitmenf. Some of the youthful coffenders are bind over
youth-~ that is, vouth who camé urnder ‘the original jurisdiction of

juvenile court who had their charges dismissed in juvenile court and
were éubject to the provisions of the a@ult criminal process. Other
youthful offenders may.have leng prior records of involvement in the
juvenile justice system{ Due to ihe ‘variabil}ty in ihe types of
youthful offenders, six different groups were defined to ‘incorporate

the possible types of youthiul offenders that were- found. A

described below:

Bind Overs, Prior Juvenile Offenses, DYS Commitment{s)

These vyouth are bind over youthful offenders who came
under the original jurisdiction of the juveniie court, had
‘their juvenile complaints dismissed,\and_were bound over to
the adult criminal process. They were Eubsequent!y convicted
in c¢criminal court of their offense{s)rand were sentenced to

prison. While under juvenile court jurisdiction, these youth

11

~description of the necessary characteristics of each group is




had prior guilty findings for person, property, sex, status,
or drug offenses and had 2zt least once been commitied to the

Department - of Youth Services (DYS) as a diSpusi;ion'for an

offense in juvenile court.

-

Bind Overs, Prior Juvenile Offenses, No DYS Commitment(s}

-The;e vouth are bind over"youthfup offenders ~who had
prior guil;y findings for juvenifé offenses undef the
jurisdiction of the juvenile court but had never been
committed to DYS while a jpvenile undér the juvenf!e court's

jurisdiciion.

Bind Overs, No Prior }uvenile.Offenses; Ne DYS Commitment(s)

These youth are bind over youthful offenders whose bind
over offense represented their only offense while under
juvenile court jurisdictioh and who never came under the

supervision of the Department of Youth Services.

Non-Bind Overs, Prior Juvenile Offenses, DYS‘Commifment(sl

These youth are non-bind overs; that is, they came under
the original jurisdiction of the criminal courts as adults
{age seventeen}. While juveniles under the original

jurisdiction of juvenile court, these youth had been found

12




guilty of juvenile offenses and had received at feast one

prior commitment to the Depariment of Youth Services (DYS).

Non-Bind OQersL Prior juvenile Offenses, No DYS Commitment(s)

-

These youth are non-bind overs who had received prior
guiiiy' dispositions for charges received as a. juvenile under
juvenile court jurisdictiqn; Howe&er, while under juvenile
court .jurisdiction, these youth had ﬁ;vef'beeﬁ committed to

the Department of Youth Services.

Non-Bind Overs, No Prior ‘Juvenile Offenses, No DYS

Commitment{s)

These youth are non-bind over youthful offenders who had
never received any delinquent dispositions as a juvenile
under juvenile court jurisdiction. They also had never been

committed to the Department of Youth Services as a juvenile.

Diagram ! presents a breakdown of the total sampie of youthful

offenders azccording to the categories defined above.

13




DIAGREAM |

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BY GROUP CLASSIFICATION

-~

NUMBER

Bind Overs, Prior Juvenile Offenses, | 91
DYS Commitment{s)

Bind Overs, Prior Juvenile Offenses, ) 46
No DYS Commitment (s}

Bind Overs, No Prior jJuvenile Offenses, 9
No DYS Commitment(s)

‘Non-Bind Overs, Prior Juvenile Offenses, - 81
DYS Commitment(s)

Non~-Bind Overs, Prior Juvenile Offenses, 126
Noe DYS Commitment(s) '
Non-Bind Overs, No Prior Juvenile Offenses, 57

No DYS Commitment (s) o
TOTAL. S | 410

PERCENT

( 22)

{ 1)

{ 20)

{ 14)

(100)

14




Diagram | shows that there were 146 bind overs (36%) in the tota!
samplie of 410 youthfu!l offenders. Of these 146 bind overs, 46 (32%)
had no

prior DYS Commitments ~and 9 had no prior(juveni]e offenses or
DYS Commitments. For the non-bind overs, 126 (48%) had no- prior DYS

Commitments and 57 (22%) bad never received any charges as }uveniiés
under juvenile «court jurisdiction befg}e their prison commitment
offense. When fooking at the nine youth Qho were bind overs and who
were first time offenders, one-was-committgd for first degree murder,
two were .committed for second d?gree murder, two were committed for

manslaughter, three were committed for rape, and one was committed for

armed robbery.

15



OVERVIEW QOF PRIOR MASSACHUSETTS
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION RECIDIVISM DATA

16

The Massachusetts Department of Corfectionlhas published vear by .

recidivism reports on offenders reieaséd from prisen to the community
since 1871. During the past eight .years Bf recidivism research,
several trends have emerged.  One domina;} trend wzs the systematic
reductioﬁ in the recicdivism rates for releases from the Department of
Correction from 1871 through 1977. In the Year_ 1971 the recidivism
rate for state prison releases was 25%; in 1973 it had dropped to 19%;
and in 1976 it had dropped to 16%. By 1977, the récidivism rate was
15%. | - |

Another trend that emerged involved participation in the furlough

program in the Massachusetts correctional system. The vearly .

recidivism analyses have revealed that participation in the furlough
program may be an important variable in explaining the reduction in

recidivism rates occurring over time. . The data showed that those

offenders who had participated in the furlough program prior to

‘release from prison had significantly lower rates of recidivism - . than:

did those offenders who did not participate in the program before

release. The relationship remained constant when selection factors
were controlled (LeClair, 1878}).
The recidivism repbrts have 2lso indicated that participation and

successful completion of pre-release programs prior to community

relezse leads to reduced recidivism rates. Once again, when selection’

fz2ctors were controlled the relationship remained constant {LeClair,

'




1981).

A final treﬁd:that emerged from the data concerned thé graduated
moveﬁent among in;titutions'iﬁ ﬁescending level oﬂ security and size.
Tne analyses indicated that offenders released from prison directly
from lower security facilities {inctuding minimum.l security,
pre-relezse, and halfway  houses) had Lsignificantly.lower rates of

recidivism than do offenders who were released directly from a maximum

security institution (Williams, 1982; LeClair, 1981},

17
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FINDINGS
1. RECIDIVISM ANALYSIS
A. TJTOTAL SAMPLE
Overall, for all youthful offenders Teleased from 1968 to 1978,

‘the recidivism rate {with a  one-vyezr féllow—up period) was 30%.
Overall, the recidi;ism rate whénl utilizing a two -yéar foliow-ﬁp
'period was 46%. The yvouthful offender datﬁ zlso are-consistent with
the trends that have been highlighted for thé total adult prison
releases, though the dffferences are not statistfcallf significant.’
That is, youthful offenders who participated in the furlough prcéram
prior to _releasé had 2 recidivism rate that was fnwer than those
youtﬁful offenders Qho did not pafticipﬁte in _the furlough pfogram
prior to release. Also, youthful offenders wﬁo.spccessfully complieted
-‘pre—-release programs and were re}eased to the communfty had lower
recidivism rates than youthful offenders who were released from higher .
securiiy institutions. |
An  analysis was undertaken to further highlfght aspects of the
research gquestion. Thaf s, factors were identified that were
associated with high recidiyist-risk youthful offenders. There were

fourteen variables that were found to be significant in distinguishing

between -~ the low risk. and high risk groups. These variables are as

follows:




AL Present Offense/Comml;ment Variables
1. Committing Institution
2, Maximum Seﬁtence
B. fnstitutional Movement/Placement Variables
T 3. Number of Disciplinary Reports before release
4. Time Served
C. juveniie CourtiDYS Variables
5. ‘Number of DYS Commitments
6. Number of Juvenile Court Appearances
7. Numb;r of Probations.
3. 'Numbgr of Suspended Séntences
9. Number of Filed Charges
10. Total Number of Chafges as a juvenfle
11.‘ Age at First Juvenile Court Appeazrance
D. Social History Variables
12. Number of Brothers Incarcerated
13. Number of Sisters

14. Last Grade Completed

19

Table | presents the fourteen variables that were significant.’

Each variable presented in the table is dichotomized at its best split

in relation to recidivism. Both the low recidivism risk category and

its recidivism rate as -well as the high risk .caiegory and its

recidivism rate are recorded.
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Table T

Recldivism Risk Categories
Total Sample ~

Tow Rocddiviom

Nigh necidiviam Recidiviom Recidivism CHT Square
" ¥arlable Risk Cateqory Numboer Rate Risk Category Numher nate Value
Comnitting Institution Concord 299 32% Walpole, Framingham 55 15% | 6.07._"1(11‘.[‘1(-02
Maxbivm Sconkonce 6 Yoars or Loss 251 EXL) 7 Yoars or Moro 1061 2% ! 5.09,14E ,p¢.05
No. of Dlsciplinary Repts. 9 or More 40 5% B or Fewer 314 27% : 9,19, L1 ,pe. 0]
ima fiorved _ 18 Months or lLess 272 33% 19 Monkhs or More a1 19% 6.54,14r,p<. 02
Mo. of DYS Commltmonts Two of More 93 52% one or lLeoss 261 22% f 20.09,14F,p<. 001 -
Na. of Twvenlla Courk One ar Morae 101, 344 Mone 53 9% 12.88,14€,p<.001
AppearCances !
Mo, of Prebabionn From ) .One or Moro 2on 35% Nona 146 233 i 5.80,)dE,p<.02
Juvenlle Comeb :
N, of Suspended Sen-~ One or Moro 184 G Hone 170 21% : 7.60,0100,p <« 0L
toncen fron Juvenlle :
Conrk t
Mo, of Filed Charges Oona or More 196 40% None 158 17% ' 21.04,1dF ,p <. 001
From Juvenile Court ‘
Totnl (jlg‘ll’l‘jf!!! in Juvenlle Four or More 260 36% Theee or Fower 94 '_lfl‘t : 16.20,14f,p < .001
Courk | .
Age abt First Juvenile h Thirteen Years or 166 40% Fourteen Years or 134 26% ' : 6.94,1d40,p ¢ .01
Conrt Appearance Younger Glder : !
No. of Drothers Incar. one or More 54 41t None 300 274 i 5.93,'1df,p< 02
No. of Sisters One or More 278 333 None 76 17% 6.67,14f,p< .01
Last Grade Completed Tenth Grade ox Less 32y - 2% Eleventh Grade ox More 28 7% 7.22,1d4f ,p< .01
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Table 1 provides the following profile of the high risk-
) : ‘ .2
recidivist youthful ~offender: Youth who were Concord commitments

serving short sentences with an extensive history of disciplinary

infractiens while incarcerated and who served fess. than eighteen
“Cmohths Tin Tprisdn  bEfore feleaser T The rEsU ts 2156 indicated that
‘those youth who had fairly extensive involvement in the juvenile

justice system had  higher recidivism. rates than those youth with
fittle or ne prior juvenile Jjustice experience. fn  terms ef fhe
spocial . history variables, the results indicafed that youthfu!
offenders who had at least one bro;her incarcerzted {at . the time of
commitment), = ét least one sister, and who had completed less than the

eleventh grade were high recidivist risk offenders.

B. BIND OVER SAMPLE

.This particular sectioﬁ focuses on a recidivism analysis that
concentrates only on bind-overs - in the sample. Bind over youthful
:,offenders.are.those vouth who were sixteen yeérs of ége or younger at
the rtime of their offense, originatly under the—jurisdicfion of the
juvenile court, who had their juvenile offense dismissed and
trénsferred to the adulit criminal justice sYstem.B Overall, bind overs;
released from 19268 to 1978 Had a recidivism rate {fwith & one-year
follow~up period) of 29%.  An aﬁalysis‘was undertaken to find the
variables associated with the high recidivist risk of fenders. © Eleven
variables produced Qtatistically significant differences between high

and low risk groups of bind overs. These variables are as follows:




A Social History Variable

1. Location where vyouth residing before commitment
B. tnstitutionz] Movement/Placement Variables-

2. Total Number of Furloughs

3. Number of Successful Furloughs
4. Number of Furioughs from Pre-Release
5. Time Served b;fore Release -
6. Age at Relezse
cC. Juvenile Court1/DYS Variables
7.. Number of DYS Commitments
8. Number of Juvenile Court Appearances
9. Number of Filed Charges

10. Number of Charges as a juvenile

11. Age at First Juvenile Court Appearance

fabie 1l presents the eleven variables that were significant.
Each variable presented in the table is dichotomized at its best split
in relation to recidivism. Both the low recidivist risk category and
its récidivism rate as well as the high risk category and its

recidivism rate are recorded.

22
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Tabls 11

N : : - : hectidi{vinm Risk Categorlos
. ' tnd-uvers

High tecldivisg . Rucldbvbum Tow Reclbdlvisn ' Recldbviam

. Cll Sepnaro
Var Lable Ink Cateyory Humhaoy Ratn Mk Category Nuwborx hale Value
Ha. ol BYS Commklmants 3 or Muro Cownliments 21 Tur 2 or Fower Commitwonta 91 21 ' [RUB LIV W) | R i 1 ]
Hu. of duvenlie Court ¢ ur More Appoarancesy 13 5 140 ur fowor 104 20 : G20 e, pog 07
Appeat noeey : ApPORrENCDS :
Mo. of Fited Chargon Ut or Mure Fllod Churquu GY I Wo brlor Flled Chargos 43 154 : 6.7, 3a4F o 01
From Juvenltle Courh ) ' ]
Ho. of Chargos in Forty or More Charges 1] 5% 19 Or Fower Charges o4 26n ' .24, 140, p 02
Juvenile Courk ’ . .o . . '
} .
Aye ot Fleut Juvenlle 12 Years or Youngerx 1% 418 L1 Yoars or Oldov ¢ 19 l VoAb, Wi, p 0L
Court Appasrance S : _ :
Prior Heshdence ) Ol.'her'lelng Arrangomonts 30 4T Mother Only or Both 1]} 238 ; 5.59,1df,p ., .02
Pareaty !
Mo, of rurlouwghs Bofore One or -Hoho BG A 2 or More Furioughs 26 By ! (].U‘J,i«l[.p-c N3
tolonse . ' .
Ho, of Successlul One or Hune o2 RLIAY Two or Moco ) 30 10 ' .69 VAl p < 0]
Fur Lowgh Cateoman Buloro Sunceoysful tutoeonos 1
nelaease . . . F i

Furlouwghs Feom Pro- Hone .~ 90 35% One or More ) 22 9% ' ) 672,148, . OF
weluane ! ) |

Timo Served Doefoie 30 Months or lass L9 0L M Montlis or More 10 0y } 0.62, 108, .01
Reloaso : ' .

Ao at Rolease 19 Yoars or Younger 07 34s 20 Years or Older 1% i1 T.U(l,.ltl[,pf_.ﬂl
S :
j




Table {1 enables a .profile ef the high risk bind over to be
presented. The high risk bind over is a youth who' had an extensive

juvenile justice .background {as evidenced by the fact that they were

_younger at their first juvenile court zppearaznce, shad more commitments

to the Department  of . Youth Service, had more juvenile court

appearances, more fTiled charges from juvenile court, and had more
L 2

L

toeta! _charges as a juvenile in juvenile court), and was not living
with both parents or his/fher mother. on[y_ immediately prior io
commitment to prison. Finatiy, these high risk bind overs did not
receive furloughs while incarcerated .fn prison {did net . have

successful furloughs and did not receive a furlough from a pre-release
center), served a-¥horter periecd of time in prison before release, and
were younger at the time of their release than were the low risk bind

oYyers.

C. NON-BIND OVER SAMPLE

This section of the analysis concentrates on a recidivism

analysis that looks only at non-bind over youthful offenders in the

24

sample. These youth represent youth who were seventeen Years of 2ge

at the time of their offense who did not come under the original

jﬁris#iction of the .juvenile court. Overatl, all non-bind overs
refeased from 1968 to 1978. héd a reﬁidivism rate {(with a2 one-vyear
follow-up period) of 30%. An analysis _w;s' undertaken..to detefmine
those variablies associated with high recidiﬁist rigk_nonwbind over

youthful coffenders. Thirteen  variables produced stafist[cally

significant " differences between high and low risk groups of non-bind

Rt R e S S SRR fot sl




25
overs. These variables are as follows:

A. Present Offense/Commitment Variable

1. Present Offense

»

-"“"ET"lhktTtﬁIionér'M&vEﬁeﬁf/PTa%%mEnf‘VaTi%bTE‘”“”’L‘ T e
2. Number of DiséEplinéry Repofts befofc Release
C. :Social History Variables | =
3. Number of Sisters
4. Number of Step-5Sisters
§5. Last Grade Completed
D. Juveniie Court/DY5S Variables
6. Nﬁmber of DYS Commitments
7. Number of Juvenile Court Appgarances
8. Number of Probations |
9. Nﬁmber of Suspended Sentences
10. Number of Dismissed Charges
T1; Number of Filed Charges
12. Total Number of Charges.as a Juvenile

13. Age at First Juvenile Court Appearance

Table .Ei! presents the thirteen . variables found = to be .
sigﬁfficant. Each variable presented is dichotomized at its best
split in relation' to recidivism. Both the low recidivist risk
cétegory and its recidivism rate 25 well as the high risk category and

its recidivism frate are recorded.
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-Table 111 " provides information to develop the following profile
of the high risk recidivist non-bind over youthfu! offender: this
youth was serving time for either a property, drug, or "other" offense

c-agc their “most "yerivus—"offewge” znd*hgcciﬁﬁﬁﬁ¢eﬁ- ‘more-—than eiﬁht
discipiinary reports while incarcerated. The high risk non-bind over
had one or more sisters, more than two step-sisters, and had completed
the tenth grade or less as their last grade completed in school. In
terms of juveni[é court/DYS variables, the high risk non-bind over had
prior involvement in.the juvenilé justice-sy;tem as expressed by the
“fact thét.they had mﬁre than one prior ?ommitment to DYS as a
juvenile, .had ene or more appeafances in juvenile court; had prior
pfoba;ions, suspended sentences, dismissed charges, and filed ﬁharges
as juveniles ﬁnder juvenfle court jurisdiction. Also, the high risk
non-bind ofer of fender had more total charges in_juvenile " ¢court than
did tﬁé low risk offcnderl-and Qis vounger when he or she first

- appeared .in juvenile court.

A base expectancy table was constructed on the totai sample of
youthful cffenders in order to demonstrate the clusters of

characteristics that were found to be associated with recidivism.

Table !V presents the base expectancy table.
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Four or more tharges as a juvenile
in Juvenile Court

N .= B3
RR ;= 30%

Present OfFfense Person or Sex

K THi= 132
RR ;= 34%
S _
E
- e

Present Offedsc Property, Drug or
"other" !




il. GROUP ANALYSIS

The recidivism anzlysis in the prior section has examined

recidivism for  the  three general categories of vyouthful offenders.

However, as previously mentioned, there are differences within these

broad categories of offenders. This section examines recidivism by

focusing on the six sub-~groups outlined earliier. Table V presents

recidivism rates by sub-group classification.
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TABLE V

RECIDIVISM BY SUB-GROUP CLASSIFICATION

K

RECIDIViISM

NON-RECIDIVISTS RECIDIVISTS _ RATE
Bind Overs, Prior Juvenile 41 24 37%

Offenses, DYS Commitment(s)

Bind Overs, Prior Juvenile ° o3 8 _ 21%
Offenses, No DYS Commitment(s) o : ‘

Bind Overs, No Prior Juvenile 3 0 0%
"Offenses, Ne DYS Commitment(s) -

Non-Bind Overs, Prior Juvenile 51 21 299
Offenses, DYS Commitment(s) :

Non-Bind Overs, Prior Juvenile 70 - 47 O 40%
Offenses, No DYS Commitment(s) '

‘Non-Bind Overs, No Prior juvenile 49 4 : - 8%
Offenses, No DYS Commitment(s)

TOTAL . 245 104 30%




As Table V indicates, among the group of bind overs, those bind
overs who had no prior-DYS involvement had a reéidﬁvism rate of- 37%

while those who had not been committed had a rate of 21%. Those bind

"--overﬁmwhoyv-presenifoﬁfemse_wrs"fheif-oniyvéonwﬁcfiﬂn—hadrﬂ‘thidivism.~

rate of 0%, though the_sampie size was quite small (N=3). Among the
non-bind overs, those who had never received a DYS commitment. had a
rate of 29%. Those youth who were the least serious offenders in
terims of their prior record {no prior juvenile offenses, no ~ DYS

commitment, present offense only conviction) had a recidivism rate of

89%. In other words, while the total sample of youthful offenders,
bind overs, and non-bind overs all had a recidivism rate of about 30%,
"the youthful offenders with the least extensive criminal backérounds

had a rate of 8% while thosé. youthful offenders with the most

extensive criminal backgrounds had a rate of 37%. This difference was

found to be signifi;ani { X 2. 13.92, 1df, p < .001)
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SUMMARY

I'n responding'to the research question posed in this téport, the
zanalysis of the tota}l sample, bind overs, and noﬁ-bina over youthful
Loffenders has indicated fairly simifar and consistent results. In
terms of the characteristics of the high risk youthful offender, all
the separate ;nalyses indicate that those youth wHo had made a deep
penetration into ‘the juvenile jﬁstice system {several commitments to
the Department of Youth Services, several juvanile'cdurt appeatances,
~filed charges in juvenile court, and. several charges In juvenile
céurt) have a much greated probability of being recidivists as ;du[ts
ence they are released from prison. Also, the younger the age of the
youth when he or she first entered the juvenile justice system by
appearing in ]uveﬁile court, ~the highér the probability of being
fetﬁrned to prison after .their initial adulit commitmeng to pri?on.
The vyouth who received more disciplinary reports‘whi[e incarcerated,
had Eompleted less than the eleventh gréde {as their last grade
compleied) ﬁt their commitment date, and had at least one sister also

seemed to have high recidivist risk potential though these results

were hot found in each separate analysis.

" The group analysis has reveaied that there was a great deal of
difference in recidivism rates among different categories of. youthful
offenders. That is, youthful offenders with the least e;;ensive
briminal/delinquent background who were not bind ove}s had a

recidivism rate of 8% - while those youth with an extensive

criminal/delinguent background who were also bind overs had a




recidivism rate of 37%. The difference in recidivism rates between

2

these two sub-groups of offenders was found to be significant. One
third of the youthful offenders released during this time frame were
not bind overs, had never received any commitments to the Department

"of Youth Services, and had several juvenile court appearances and they

had a recidivism rate of 40%.

33




34

REFERENCES
Y. TA report of the Massachusetts Governor's Juvenile Justice
Advisory Committee, The Violent Juvenile Offender in Massachusetts: A
Policy Analysis, Massachusetts Committee on Criminal Justice (June,
1981).
2. Academy for Contemporary Problems,  Major fssues in Juvenile

justice Information and Training: Readings in Public Policy, Columbus,
Chio 1981.

2. Glaser; Daniel, The Effebtiveness of a Prison zand Parole System,
fndianapolis, Indiana: The Bobbs-Merritl Co., lnc., 1964.
4, Hamparian, Donna Martin; Schuster, Richard; Dinitz, Simon; and

- Conrazd, John P., The Violent Few: A Study of Dangerous Juvenile
Offenders, Lexington, Massachusetts: Lexington, Books, 1978,

5.  LeClair, Daniel P., Societal Reintegration and Recidivism Rates,
“Massachusetts Department of Correction Report No. 159 (August, 1978).

6. LeClair,. Daniel P., Community—-Base Reintegration:  Some
Theoretical Implications of Positive Research Findings, Massachusetts
Department of Correction Report No. 180 (November, 1979) .

B LeClair, Daniel P., Community Reintegration of Prison Releases:
.-Results of the Massachusetts Experience, Massachusetts Department of
Correction Report No. 217 (March, 1981).

8. LeCtlair, Daniel P., An Analysis of Recidivism Rates Among
Residents Released From Massachusetts Correctional lInstitutions During

the Years 1978 and 1979, Massachusetts Department of Correction Report
No. 252 ({March, 1983)}). -

9.  Mershon, Randi, An Analysis of Recidivism Rates Among . Residents
Released From Massachusetts Correctional Ins;itutions During the Year
1975, Massachusetts Department. of Correction Report No. 156.

10. Report of the Governor's Task Force on Juvenile Crim;,_April
1981,

171, Sellin, Thorsten and Marvin E. Wolfgang, The Measurement of
Delingquency, New York: jJohn Wiley and Sons, 1964.

12. Strasburg, Paul A., Violent Delinguents, New York: Menarch, 1978.




13. Williams, tawrence T., Men Released From Maximum Security: An
Update, Massachusetis Department of Correction Report No. 236
(January, 1982). ~ ' o . -

:14L Williams, Lawrence T., Youthful Offenders Volume l: An Overview,
Massachusetts Department of Correction Publication Number 227
{September, 1981).

-

35

i5. Willlams, Lawrence T., Youthful Offenders Voiume |!: Bind Overs
Committed to the Massachusetts Department of Correction 1968 to 1879,
Massachusetts Department of Correction Publication Number 228

(January, 1982).

6. Williams, Lawrence T., Youthful Offenders Volume 1V: Statistical

Tables, Massachusetts Department of Correction Publication Number 230
(September, 1981). ' : ' o




36

FOOTNOTES

1. The recidivism analysis covered the years 1968 to 1978. An
analysis_ for youthful _offenders _released during 1979 could not be
carried out since the cuf off date for the data collection effort was

January 1, 1980.

2. In the Massachusetts criminal jﬁstice system, the courts - make
direct commitments .td three ingtitutions. VWomen are caommitted to
'MCI—Frapingham and men committed to either MCl-Concord or MCl-Walpole.
In the case of men sentenced to MCi-Concord, the judge does not fix a
specific term. Thé cffender is sentenced to the authority of the
superintendent without a minimum seﬁtence and the maximum sentence is
established by sta;ute._ Traditionally, ‘Conqord sentences are for
offgnders with less fengthy ;riminaf histories. In the case of men
senfenced.to MCl1-Walpole, the judge must fix both g2 minimum aﬁd a
:~maxiﬁum term (except for life sentenceé). The minimum must not be for

less than two znd a half years and the maximum not more than that .

established by statute.

3, The statutory regulations as defined by the Massachusetts General .

Laws Chdpter 119, Section 61 are as fTollows: -

A) The youth must have been previously
committed to the Department of Youth Services
{DYS) and have committed an offense for which
adults can be punished by imprisonment;

B) The youth must have been between the ages
of fourteen and seventeen at the time of the
zlleged offense;




4.

-or=-
C) The youth must have committed a

bodily harm;

crime
involving  the infliction or threat of serious

D) The youth present§ a significant danger to

the publiic and is not _amenable
rehabilitation as a juvenife.

Examples of "other" offenses inciuded escapes,

prestitution, and motor vehicle vielations.

to

wWeapons
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offenses,




