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The Community Rehabilitation System 

1. Boston State Pre-Release Center 
Boston State Hospital 
591 Morton Street 
Box 678 
Dorchester, Massachusetts 02124 
Superintendent: Ron Amaral 

Shirley Pre-Release Center 
Box 597 
Shirley, Massachusetts 01464 
Superintendent: Edward Douzenis 

Massachusetts Halfway Houses, Inc. 

2. Brooke House 
P.O. Box 348 
Back Bay Armex 
Boston, Massachusetts 02117 
Dilrector: Rufus Il'homas 

Temporary Housing 
P.O. Box 348 
Back Bay Annex 
Boston, Massachusetts 
Director: Neil Ocha 

Coolidge House 
P.O. Box 348 
Be; It Bay Annex 
Boston, Massachusetts 02117 
Director: Peter Flynn 

ROXbury MIll ti-service CentE'J;.: 

3. Roxbury Cozmnunity Rehabilitation Center 
250-252 Columbia Road 
Dorchester, Massachusetts 02124 
Project Manager: George Wright 

Friends of Fra.min~ 

4. Charlotte House 
32 Charlotte Street 
Dorchester, Massachusetts 02124 
Director: Jean Pina 

.. 
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In 1972, the Massachusetts Department of Correction, in an attempt 

to provide alternatives to the traditional methods of correctional pro-

gramming, began developing and implementing a system of community-based 

correctional programs. These programs (i. e. the Furlough Program, the Work 

and Educational Release Programs, the Special Impact Programs and the 

Community Rehabilitation System Programa)9 had all oeen made possible through 

the passage of the Correctional Reform Act (Chapter 777) by the Massachusetta 

Legis;~ture in 1972. 

The most far-reaching of these community programs? the Community 

Rehabilitation System (CRS), began operations in August of 1972. CRS is a 

network of small, separately operated community based correctional facilities 

that handle both IIpost-release" (individuals on parole) and "pre-release" 

(persons soon expected to merit parole) clients. Some of these centers are 

operated directly by the Department of Correction (Boston State and Shirley) 

while others are sub-contracted by the DOC to be run by private agencies. 

At the time of this writing, there are three such agencies: The Maasachu-

setts Halfway Houses Inc. (Brooke House, Coolidge House, and Temporary 

Housing Project), Roxbury Multi-service Center (Roxbury CRC) and the Friends 

of Framingham (Charlotte House). The main objective of this system, as 

well as the other Community Programs, is to provide the offender with a 

smooth transition from the total institutionalized correctional facility 

1 to the nearly complete freedom of a parole. It is the feeling of the 

Department of Correction that through a carefully and responsibly I'lUl 

I J013eph Landolfi, "Interim Report on Connnunity Rehabilitation System. - No­
vember 1972 - August 1973" Massachusetts Department of Correction, April 
1974, unpublished 
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system of community baaed correctional programs, the incarcerated indiv­

idual can make the very difficult adjustment back into society in a more 

poeitive and productive way_ 

Residents at these facilities participate in either work or education­

al programs ard may receive coun.se1ing and other supportive servIces. 

While the methods of treatment and program structure may vary, it is ex­

pected that certain services will be common to all. These services include: 

(1) counseling services, i.e. individual, group and family counseling; 

(2) ~ocationa1 counseling; (3) arrangements for pre-vocational and vocation­

al training; (4) job development and job placement; (5) arrangement for 

e~~cation, to include remedial education, G.E.D. certification and higher 

education; (6) financial planning and management; (7) arrangements for 

medical and legal services; (8) recreational activities and (9) partic­

pation in interagency programs (A.A., Drug Programs, etc.). For specific 

data regarding work and educational release programs, Tables III, IV, and 

VII are produced below. 

The data included in this section of the report covers a period be­

ginning December 31, 1973 and conclUding on December 31, 1974. During 

this period, four of tIle seven partiCipating facilities began receiving 

pre-release clients for the first t1ffie. It is important to note that 

during 1974, Roxbury Community Rehabilitation Center, Brooke House and 

Coolidge House all went from a residency population made up entirely of 

post-release clients to a population consisting of 75 to 77% pre-release 

residents (Table VIII). This reflects a departmental policy change 

in that the Community Rehabilitation system is now being used primarily 

to assist individuals still on pre-release statue. 
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Other statistical information to be found in this section of the 

report include movement of population data, program termination data, 

and program data. 



Boston State Pre-Release Center 

Admission/Release Data 

On the last day of December, 1973? the Pre-Release Center at Beaton 

state Hospital reported a total of 38 male residents', there were 139 res­

idents admitted to Boston state during 1974 and a total of 128 were re­

leased. During that year, Boston state averaged about 12 admissions and 

11 releases per month and had an average daily population of 47. Thus, we 

may note a slight increase in population at the Boston State Pr&-Release 

Facility during the course of 19740 The number in residence on the last 

day of 1974 was 49. 

Source of Admissions 

By looking at the Boston State column of Table I, we may note that 127 

(91%) of the 139 total admissions for 1974 were received from various Massa­

chusetts Correctional Institutions. 5 (4%) were received from various other 

Community Rehabilitation Centers, 2 (1%) from Jails and Houses of Correction 

as well as 2 (1%) which returned from escape. The remaining 3 (2%) residents 

admitted to Boston State ''lere recordad in 1;he monthly reports in a category an­

titled "other". Th.L.-ing 1974, we ce.ased using this category in an effort to 

make our reporting process more specific. Jails and Houses of Correction1 

Temporary Custody, other Community Rehabilitation Centers, etc., were among 

the kinds of areas covered by that category. In reading the remainder of 

this report, the reader is advised to consult this explanation to avoid undue 

confusion with regard to this admittedly vague category. Obviously then, this 

would apply to the sections dealing with releases as well. 
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Types of Releases 

In Table I we may note that of the men released in 1974 from Boston 

State 60 (47%) were released by penni t of the Parole Board. Further, 2 

(2%) received Good Conduct discharges aud 1 (1%) ~ras released due to sen­

tence expiration. Thus, 63 or 49% of the total released from Boston State 

during 1974 were returned to the community. Of the remaining 51%, 30 (23%) 

were returned to various MoC.lo's, 14 (11%) were reported escapes, 5 (4%) 

were transferred to other Community Rehabilitation ProgramSt 3 (2%) were 

transferred to Jai Is and Houses cf Correction and 13 (10%) were reported 

released in the "other" category. 

Shirley Pre-Release Center 

~dmissionJBe1ease Data 

On December 31, 1973, the Pre-Release Facility at Shirley had 55 men 

in residence. During the course of 1974, Shirley P.R.Co accepted a total of 

170 clients all on Pre-Release status. Also during that year, 182 rasidents 

were released in a various number of ways to be touched upon in the follo~ 

paragraphs. The average monthly admission total waf! 14 while the average 

number of residents released was higher by one. The average daily popula­

tion at Shirley during 1974 was 48 and on the last day of December 1974 

the number in residence was slightly lower at 43. 

Source of AdmiSSions 

T~ble I shows that 160 (94%) o:f the 170 total admissions for 1974 were 

received from various Massachusetts Correctional Institutions. We can observe 

further that 139 (87%) Of: the aforementioned 160 were transfers from MCI 

Concord. Shirley then, received 82% of their 1974 residents fromMCI Concord. 

Four other residents were received from the Reception Diagnostic Center 10-
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cated at MCI-Norfolk [2(1%)], Coolidge House [1(1%)1, and Temporary 

Custody [1(1%)]. The remaining 6 (4%) residents were listed in the "other" 

category. 

~e of Releases 

Table r also shows that of the 182 men released fIOm Shirley P.R.C.; 

71 (39%) were returned to the community by permit of the Parole Board, 51 

(28%) were returned to various MCI's, 18 (10,%) were recorded as escapes 

and 15 (8%) were transferred to other Community Rehabilitation Centers • 

.An additional 27 (15%) were recorded released in the "other" category. 

Charlotte House 

Admission/Belease Data 

On the last day of 1973, Charlotte House reported 7 women in residenoe. 

In 1974, Charlotte House admitted a total of 19 women and released 18. 

There was a monthly average of 2 admissions and 2 releases during that 

year and the average daily population for 1974 was 9. On December 31st, 

8 women were in residence at the Charlotte House Facility. 

Source of Admissions 

All of the lY admissions were received from MCr-Framingham. 

!YEe of Releases 

Table I shows that of the 18 women released from Charlotte House during 

1974, 12 (67%) were released by permit of the Parole Board and 1 (6%) was 

discharged by a Good Conduct Certificate. Thus, an impressive 73% of the 

Charlotte House women released during 1974 returned to society. Of the re­

maining 5 women released, 2 (11%) were returned to Mel-Framingham, 2 (11%) 
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were reported escaped and 1 (6%) individual was reported in the "other" 

category 0 

Roxbury Community Rehabilitation Center 

Admission!Belease ~ 

A total of 6 residents were reported to be residing at Roxbury C.R.C o 

on the last day of Decemberp 19739 All 6 were on Post-release status as 

no Pre-release clients were admitted until Janua.ry of 1974. During the 

course of the year9 Roxbury became primarily a Pre-release oriented fac~lity 

in that only 3 Post-release clients were admitted as opposed to 64 pre-release 

admissions. Two of those three post-release admissions were persons who 

had been living at Roxbt~ on Pre-release status and had switched to Post­

release status upon receiving Parole. Thus p only one resident (who entered 

the program in January) was admitted in the usual sense as the other two 

had already been in residence. The remaining 7 Post-release clients (the 

original 6 plus the January admission) had all been released by the end of 

April, 1974. Fifty-on<il (80%) of the 64 admitted to the Facility on Pre-

release status were also released during the course of the year. 

The average number of Pre-release individuals admitted to Roxbury 

during 1974 was 5 and the average released was 4. Roxbury's average daily 

population for that year was 17, a sizable increase over the stating figure 

of 6. It is also a slight increase over the average daily population fer 

the firs';:; quarter of 1974 (or when the Facility was housing both pre and . 

post-release clients), which was 13. Thus, we may note that dnring the course 

of 1974, Roxbury more than doubled its clients in residence over the previous 

year. 

Source of Admissions 

Due t.o the small number of post-release admissions, we refer you to 
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Table II for a breakdown as it will not be supplied here. 

Of the 64 pre-release clients admitted to Roxbury C.R.C. during 1974, 

47 (73%) were received from various Massachusetts Correctional Institutions. 

Fourteen (22%) were received from other Community Rehabilitation Centers and 

the 3 (5%) remaining were reported in the "othertr category. 

Types of Release: 

Post-Release 

Four (57%) ofilie 7 Post-release residents that left Roxbury C.R.C. 

during 1974 were considered successful program completions. The remaining 3 

(43%) left the program due to a failure to adjust. 

Pre-Release 

Of the 51 Pre-release clients released from Roxbury Community Rehab­

ilitation Program; 25 (49,%) were returned to society by permit of the Pa­

role Board, 14 (27%) were returned to various MCI'a 2 (4%) each were either 

transferred to other Community Rehabilitation Centers; Jails or Houses 

of Correction, released from Temporary Custody or reported escape. An ad­

ditiomU 4 (8%) were repor-'ced in the "other" category. 

Massachusetts Halfway Houses Inc. 

Brooke House 

Admission/Release Data 

As in all of the Mass. Halfway Houses, no pre-release clients were in 

residence at Brooke House until March, 1974. Therefore, all 13 clients in 

residence on December 31, 1973 were on post-release status. During the 

course of 1974, a total of 57 men were admitted to the Brooke House Facility. 

Of that number, 37 were on Pre-release status and 20 were Post-release clients. 

The monthly average for Post-release admissions to Brooke House for that year 

was 2. This is half the monthly a7erage ox Pre-release clients admitted to 
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that facility during the ten month period between March and December. As 

you can see Brooke House has ahifted in emphasis to a pre-release oriented 

facility_ 

In 1974, 58 men were released from Brooke House. Of that total, 

an equal number. of clients were released from the pre and post-release proo 

grams. However f the monthly averages differ somewhat due to the differing 

time variables discussed above. Therefore, the average monthl~· number of 

residents released from Brooke House on pre-release status was 3 and the 

post-release average was 2. 

The average daily population for Brooke Houae in 1974 consisted of 

8 pre-release clients and 4 residents on post-release sta~aa. Similarly, 

these same figures apply to the number of residents living at Brooke House 

on the last day of DGcembar, 1974. By noting the 12,1:;1/73 'figure of 13 

and the 12/31/74 total of 12, 1M'e may observe no significan"ti change in the 

total number of residents livillg at Brooke House during 1974. 

Source ~f Admissions 

Pre-Re1eas! 

Twenty-five (~) of the total number admitted to Brooke House in 1974 

were received from various Massachusetts Correctional Institutions. Ten 

(2.7%) came from other Community Rehabilitation Pro;grams, 1 (3%) ,.ras received 

from a House of Correction and 1 (3%) was reported in the "otherll category. 

Post-Release 

Twelve (6Q%) of the residents admitted on I~at-release status arrived 

directly from the various MCI's. Two (10%) were received from Community 

Rehabilitation Centers, 2 (10%) were admitted directly off the street and 

4 (20%) were listed in the !lother" category. 
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Type of Release 

Pre-Release 

Of the tot~l residents released from Brooke House on pre-release statua, 

16 (55%) were released by permit of the Parole Board and 1 (3%) was released 

due to sentence expiration. Thus p 59.% of the 29 residents released on pre­

release status were X'eturned to the cormrunity. Eight (28;t) were reported 

escaped, 3 (10%) were returned to MCl's and 1 (3%) individual waB transferred 

to the Reception Diagnostic Center. 

Post-Release 

Seventeen (59.%) of the -total 29 post-release clients that left Brooke 

House dUring 1974 were considered successful program completions. Three (10%) 

left the program due to a :failure to adjust, 2 (7%) were arrested and 7 (24%) 

were listed in the "otherlf category4 

Temporary Housing Project 

On December 31, 1973, one Post-release client was in residence at 

Temporary Housing Project. During the course of 1974, 13 Post-release and 

7 Pre-release clients were admitted to the program, averaging 2 admissions 

per month. All 7 of the Pre-release residents were released at arl average of 

one a month. Of the 14 post-release clients in residence during the year, 

12 were program terminations. The monthly Post-release program terminations 

also averaged at one. The 1974 average daily pov~lation at Temporary Housing 

consisted of one resident on Pre-release and one client on Post-release 

status. On December 31, 1974, T.H.P. had 2 Post-release clients in residence. 

Source of Admissions 

Pre-Release: 

Of the 7 residents admitted to the program on Pre-release status, 4 (57%) 

were received from Massachusetts Correctional Institutions and 3 (43%) were 
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transferred from the Shirley Pre-Release Center. 

poat-Release: 

Table VI shows that 3 (23%) of the 1974 Post-releaBe clients were 

received from Jails and Houses of Correction, 2 (15%) came from MOl's 

and 8 (62%) were listed in the "othert' category. 

'£lEe of Releases 

Pre-Release: 

By looking at Table V we can observe that 4 (?7%) of the total num-

ber of Pre-release clients ret'UI'Iled to the co~ity by Permit of the 

Parole Board. Of the remaining 3 released during 19~~, 2 (29,%) were retur~ed 

to Massachusetts Correctional Insti tutiona and 1 (14%) was listed in the 

"other" category. 

Post-Release: 

Of the 12 Post-r-elease cU.ents terminated; 9 (75,%) '\Tere considered to 

be successful program completions, 1 (8%) left the program due to a failure 

to adjust and 2 (17%) terminations were lis'ced in the "other" category. 

900LIDGE HOUSE 

On the 31st of Dec~mber, 1973, Coolidge House reported a total of 7 

people in residence, all on post-release status. During the course of 1974, 

a total of 76 clients were admitted to the facility of an average of 7 

per month. Of that total, 41 (54%) were arum.tted on a pre-release status 

and 35 (46%) entered the program on a post-release basis. During the afore-

mentioned tan-month period (I~rch to December) in which pre-release residents 

were admitted to the facility, 31 of those who entered the program were re­

leased. Thus, on December 31, 1974, 10 pre-release residents ~emained at 

Coolidge House. On the other hand, 40 post-release residents were released 

' ... '-< 
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leaving only 2 in residence on that date. It is clear then that during 

1974 Coolidge House also shifted towards a residency made up primarily 

of pre-release clientele. 

The aITerage daily population at Coolidge House during 1974 consis·ted 

of 11 pre-release clients and 4 residents on poet-release. There was a monthly 

average of 4 pre-release and 3 post-release admissions during that year. 

Further, Coolidge House averaged 6 releases P Fonth dividing them evenly between 

pre and post-release. 

Source of Amnissions 

Pre-Release 

Coolidge House received 25 (61%) of their 41 pre-release admissions 

from various Massachusetts Correctional Institutionso Of the remaining number, 

13 (3~) came from other Community Rehabilitation Centers and 3 (7%) admissions 

were listed in the !fother" category. 

Post-Release 

Of the 35 post-release admissions to Coolidge House during 1974; 15 

(43%) came directly from various MCl's, 4 (11%) were received from Jails 

and Houses of Correction, 2 (6,%) were from other Community Rehabilitation 

Programs and 14 (40%) were listed in the "other" category. 

Type of Release 

~Release 

Table V shows that 17 (63%) residents returned to the street by Permit 

of the Parole Board during 1974. The remaining releases went either to Mass­

achus/Btts. Correctional Institutions [5(19%) J, other COmmunity Rehabilitation 

Progr'rons [1(4%)] or they escaped [4(15%) J. 

Post-ReleaB,,£ 

Of the post-release clients who terminated their stay at Coolidge House 

during 1974; 23 (58%) were considered successful completionst 5 (13%) left 
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due to a failure to adjust, 5 (13%) were parole violations and 7 (1&,%) 

were listed in the "other" category. 
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TABLE r 

1974 Pre-Release Population Movement 

Boston Shirley Charlotte 
Number in Residence State House 

12/31/73 38 55 7 

Admissions: N AV (%) N AV (%) N AV (%) 

RECEIVED FROM: 

MCr Walpole 20 2 (14 ) 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 
MCr Concord 40 3 (29) 139 12 (82) a 0 (0) 
Mer Norfolk 31 3 (22) 9 1 (5) 0 0 (0) 
MCr Forestry 20 2 (14) 3 a (2) 0 0 (0) 
MCl Bridgewater 9 1 (6) 9 1 (5) a 0 (0) 
Mer Framingham 7 1 (5) 0 0 (0) 19 2 (100) 
Shirley 5 0 (4) 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 
Jails and Houses 
of Correction 2 0 (1) a a (0) a a (0) 
Coolidge House a 0 (0) 1 0 (1) 0 0 (0) 
R.D.C. 0 0 (0) 2 0 (1) 0 0 (0) 

Recei ved from Tem-
porary Custody 0 a (0) 1 a (1) 0 0 (0) 
Returned from Escape 2 0 (1) 0 0 (0) a 0 (0) 
Other 3 0 (2) 6 1 (0) 0 0 (0) 

TO'rAL Admissions 139 12 (100) 170 14 (100) 19 2 (100) 

Released by Permit of 
Parole Board 60 5 (47) 71 6 (39) 12 1 (67) 

RETURNED TO: 
MCl Walpole 5 0 (4) 1 0 (1) 0 0 (0) 
MCl Concord 14 1 (11) 46 4 (25) a a (0) 
MCr Norfolk 10 1 (8) 0 a (0) 0 0 (0) 
MCl Bridgewater 1 0 (1) 4 0 (2) a 0 (0) 
Mel Framingham 0 0 (0) 0 a (0) 2 a (11) 

Escaped 14 1 (11) 18 2 (10) 2 0 (11) 
Release from Tem-
porary Custody a 0 (0) 2 a (1) 0 0 (0) 

TRANSFERRED TO: 
Boston State 0 0 (0) 5 0 (3) a a (0) 
Coolidge House 1 0 (1) 2 0 (1) a 0 (0) 
Brooke House 1 0 (1) 2 0 (1) 0 0 (0) 
Other Conmnmity 
Rehabilitation Centers 3 a (2) 4 a (2) 0 0 (0) 
Jails and Houses 
of Correction 3 a (2) a 0 (0) a 0 (0) 

Expiration of Sentence 1 0 (1) 0 0 (0) a 0 (0) 
Good Conduct Certificate 2 a (2) 0 0 (0) 1 0 (6) 
Other 13 1 (10) 27 2 (15) 1 a (6) 

TOTAL Releases 128 11 (100) 182 15 (100) 18 2 (100) 

Number in Residence 
12/31/74 49 43 8 



AdmisSions 

RoxbYFY Community Rehabilitation Center 

1974 Population Movement 

Pre-Release 

Numbe~ in Residence on 12/31/73 - 0 

Releases 

RECEIVED FROM: N AV (%) By Permit of the Parole Board 

MCl-Walpole 1 0 (2) RETURNED TO: 
Mel-Concord 12 1 (19) MCl-Concord 
MCl-Norfolk 18 2 (29) MCl-Norfolk 
MCl-Framingham 6 1 (10) MCl-Forestry 
MCl-Forestry 9 1 (15) Jails and Houses of 
MCl-Bridgewater 1 0 (2) Correction 
Boston state Released from Temporary 
P.R.C. 5 0 (8) Custody 
Shirley P.R.C. 7 1 (11) Escaped 

* Other 3 0 (5) Roxbury C.RoC. 
Other 

TOTAL Admissions 62 5 (100) TOTAL Releases 

Number in Residence on 12/31/74 - 13 

~t-Release 

Number in Residence on 12131/74 - 6 

Admissions 

RECEIVED FROM: N l!.V (%) 

MCl-Norfolk 1 0 (33) 
Roxbury C.R~C. 2 0 (67) 

JOTAL A~ssions 3 0 (100) 

Number in Residence on 12/31/74 - 2 

* 

Releases 

Successful Completions 
Failure to Adjust 

TOTAL Releases 

N AV 
25 2 

10 1 
3 0 
1 0 

2 0 

2 0 
2 0 
2 0 
4 o· 

51 4 

N AV 

4 0 
3 0 

7 1 

There were two residents at Roxbury COmmunity Rehabilitation Center 
(RCRC) on pre-release status, but in November they were paroled and 
continued to remain at RCRC on post-release status. The above statis­
tics, therefore, indicate that the two residents were released from pre­
release and transferred to post-release status. 

(~\) 
(49) 

(20) 
(6) 
(2) 

(4 ) 

(4) 
(4) 
(4) 
(8) 

(100) 

(100) 



TABLE III 

1974 AVERAGE MONTHLY PROGRAM DATA FOR THE PRE-RELEASE CENTERS 

BOSTON CHARLOTrE 
STATE SHIRLEY HOUSE 

Average Monthly Number 
In Residence 48 47 7 

Average Number of 
Beds Available 3 7 5 

Average Number of 
Residents on Work 
Release 43 28 5 

Average Number of 
Residents on Education 
Release 10 5 1 

Average Number of 
Residents on Vocational 
Training Release 1 1 0 



TABLE IV 

AVERAGE MONTHLY ROXBURY C.RoCe 1974 PROGRAM DATA 

Pre-Releas.~. 

Average Monthly Number 
In Residence 15 

Average Number of 
Beds Available 9 

Average Number of 
Residents on Work 
Release 

Average Number of 
Resident on Education 

9 

Release 1 

Average Number of 
Residents on Vocational 
Training Release 1 

* Post-Release 

Average Monthly Number 
In Residence 2 

Average Monthly Number 
Employed 1 

Average Monthly Number 
Unemployed 1 

Average Monthly Number 
Attending School 1 

Average Monthly Number 
In Vocational/Education Program 0 

* Data for the first third of 1974 only. 



'l~LE V 

* MASSACHUSETTS HALFWAY HOUSE INC. 1974 PRE-RELEASE POPULATION MOVEMENT 

Brooke Temporary Coolidge 
Number in Residence House Housin~ House. TOTAL 

12/31/73 0 0 0 0 

Admissions N AV C%) N AV (%) N AV (%) N AV 

RFCEIVED FROM: -
Mel-Walpole 5 1 (14) 0 0 (0) 1 0 (2) 6 1 
MCI-Concord 9 1 (24) 2 0 (29) 11 1 (27) 22 2 
MCI-Norfolk 5 1 (14) 1 0 (14) 7 1 (17) 13 1 
MCI-Framingham 0 0 (0) 1 0 (14) 0 0 (0) 1 0 
Mer-Bridgewater 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 2 0 (5) 2 0 
MCr-Forestry 6 1 (16) 0 0 (0) 4 0 (10) 10 1 
Boston state 
P.R.C. 7 1 (19) 0 0 (0) 9 1 (22) 16 2 
Shirley P.R.C. 3 0 (8) 3 0 (43) 4 0 (10) 10 1 
Jails and Houses 
of Correction 1 0 (3) 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 1 0 
Other 1 0 (3) 0 0 (0) 3 0 (7) 4 0 
TOTAL Admissions 37 4 (100) 7 1 (100) 41 4 (100) 85 9 

Released by Permit 
of Parole Board 16 2 (55) 4 0 (57) 21 2 (68) 41 4 

REl'URNED TO: 

MCl-Walpo1e 1 0 (3) 1 0 (14) 0 0 (0) 2 0 
MCl-Concord 1 0 (3) 0 0 (0) 3 0 (10) 4 0 
MCI-Norfolk 1 0 (3) 1 0 (14) 1 0 (3) 3 0 
MCr-Bridgewater 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 1 0 (3) 1 0 
Shirley P.R.C. 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 1 0 (3) 1 0 
R.D.C. 1 0 (3) 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 1 0 

Expiration of Sentence 1 0 (3) 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 1 0 
Esoape 8 1 (28) 0 0 (0) 4 0 (13) 12 1 
Other 0 0 (0) 1 0 (14) 0 0 (0) 1 0 

TOTAL Releases 29 3 (100) 7 1 (100) 31 3 (100) 67 7 

Number in Residence 
12/31/74 8 0 10 18 

* Pre-release clients were first received by the Massachusetts Halfway Houses in 

Narch, 1974. Thus, the averages will encompass only the ten month period. Also, 

it ehould be noted that two additional pre-release clients, who were admitted and 

released from Project Overcome during 1974, are not included in the above data. 

(%) 

(0) 
(0) 
(0) 
(0) 
(0) 
(0) 

(0) 
(0) 

(0) 
(0) 

(100) . 

(61) 

(3) 
(6) 
(4) 
(1) 
(1) 
(1) 
(1) 
(18) 
(1) 

(100) 
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TABLE VI 

MASSACHUSETTS HALFWAY HOUSES INC. 
1974 posT-BELEASE POPULATION MOVEMENT 

Brooke Temporary Coolidge . Number in ReeidEnce House Housing House TOTAL 
12/31/73 13 1 ---r- 21 

Admissions: N AV (%) N AV (%) N AV (%) N AV (%) 

RECEIVED FROM: 

Mel-Wa.lpole 3 0 (15) 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 3 0 (4) 
MCl-Concord 3 0 (15) 2 0 (15) 5 0 (14) 10 1 (15) 
Mel-Norfolk 3 0 (15) 0 0 (0) 8 1 (23) 11 1 (16) 
MCl-Framingham 1 0 (5) 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 1 0 (1) 
Mel-Bridgewater 2 0 (10) 0 0 (0) 2 0 (6) 4 0 (ei) 
Boston State PRC 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 2 0 (6) 2 0 (3) 
Shirley PRC 1 0 (5) 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 1 0 (1) 
Jails and Houses 
of Correction 0 0 (0) 3 0 (23) It- 0 (11) 7 1 (10) 
Brooke House 1 0 (5) 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 1 0 (1) 
stree't Admission 2 0 (10) 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 2 0 (3) 
Other 4 0 (20) 8 0 (62) 14 1 (40) 26 0 (38) 

TOTAL Admissions 20 2 (100) 13 1 (100) 35 3 (100) 68 6 (100) 

!mLEASES: 

!lEe of Release: 

Successful Completion 
17 1 (59) 9 1 (75) 23 2 (58) 49 4 (68) 

Failure to Adjust 3 0 (10) 1 0 (8) 5 0 (13) 9 1 (11) 
Arrested 2 0 (7) 0 0 (0) 0 a (0) 2 a (2) 
Parole ViolateI' 0 0 (0) 0 0 (0) 5 0 (13) 5 0 (6) 
O-ther 7 1 (24) 2 0 (17) 7 1 (18) 16 1 (20) 

TOTAL Releases 29 2 (100) 12 1 (100) 40 3 (100) 81 7 (100) 

Number in Residence 
12/31/74 4 2 2 8 



TABLE VII 

MASSACHUS~TTS HALFWAY HOUSES INC. 1974 PROGRAM DATA 

BROOKE TEMPORARY COOLIOOE 
HOUSE HOUSING HOUSE -

Average Monthly Number 
In Residence 8 1 11 

Average Monthly Number 
Of Residents On 
Work Release 6 0 8 

Average Monthly Number 
Of Residents On 
Educational Release 0 0 3 

Average Mon~hly Number 
Of Residents On 
Vocational Training 
Release 0 0 0 

POST-RELEASE 

BROOKE TEMPORARY COOLIOOE 
HOUSE HOUSING HOUSE 

Average Monthly Number 
In Residence 4 1 4 

Average Monthly Number 
Of Residents Employed 2 0 2 

Average Monthly Number 
Of Residents Unemployed 2 0 1 

Average Monthly Number 
Of Residents Attending 
School 0 0 1 

Average Monthly Number 
Of Residents Attending 
Vocational/Educational 
Programs 0 0 0 



oJ ... 
TABLE VIII 

12/v to 12/74 CRS Resident Count Comparison 

Pre-Release Fost-Release Total 
Facility- Clients Clients Clients 

12/73 12/74 12/73 12/74 12/73 12/74 

Boston State 38 49 0 0 38 49 

Shirley 55 43 0 0 55 43 

Charlotte House 7 8 0 0 7 8 

Roxbury Community 
Rehabilitation Center 0 13 6 2 6 15 

Brooke House 0 8 13 4 13 12 

Coolidge House 0 10 7 2 7 12 

Temporary Housing 0 0 1 2 1 2 

TOTAL 100 131 27 10 127 141 






