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CORRECTIONS

‘ Parole Board Votes
" State Institutibns ahd Couhty Houses of7CorWC;tiﬁﬁ,:1983

o

S

>

i

K&

Page 4, Table 3: The last co

s

—

Ry

umn of the first line should read 41 instead of 20.

Table 16 in Appendix B: Information on first hearings at thé'Plymoufh House of

Correction was omitted. This information is as follows:

@

*  Parole

Institution Parole Reserve Other N

Total |

to Custody
YRR SO Y S (NSNS W AT T RS O OO0 S A

o

%

3.3 | 36 [59.0] 2 3.3 11 |18.0| 61

Plymouth 2

6.8

TR

'A11 other information in this table remains the same.

Thank you for your attention to these matters.
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1. INTRODUCTION o | Sl

The Massachusetts Parole Board is the sole decisional authority in the
Commonwealth for matters of parole granting and parole revocation. The Board
has jurisdiction over all individuals committed to state or county institutions
for terms of sixty (60) days or more in accerdance with M.G.L." Chapter 127, S.
128; Chapter 155, Acts of 1980.

In Massachusetts, parole is the procedure whereby a prisoner is released prior

to the exp1rat1on of sentence, perm1tt1ng the remainder of the sentence to be
served in the community under superv1>10n and subJect to specific rules and con-
ditions of behavior. » ‘ -

O

The statutory responsibilities of the Massachusetts Parole Board are to~deterf
mine whether and under what conditions an eligible individual, sentenced to a

correctional institution or committed as a sexually dangerous person, should be :
issued a parole permity to make recommendations to the Governor on the merits of g A
all petitions for pardons or commutations; to supervise all individuals released P PR ¢ o e o
on parcle or pardon under parole conditions; to revoke parole permits for viola- oo : ' :
tions of conditions and to terminate sentences for individuals completing at ‘ v :
least one year of sat1sfactory paro]e adjustment. IS , - : . / o

«©

- Massachusetts Parole Board Members conduct release hearlngs at all state 1nst1- ;
tutions and at all county houses of correction for individuals sentenced to more
than one year. Hearing Officers of the Parole Board conduct release hearings for v ' : .
county cases of one year or less and make recommendat1ons to Parole Board - , : ‘ .
Members who ‘then votf on these cases. e ' ‘

)

This report is d1v1ded into two parts. Part 1 presents information about

hearings held at state institutions by Parole Board Members during 1983. Part S ,f‘ "_y o ) ; " . , o : »
IT presents information about hearings held at county houses of correction by ﬁ A " & - . PART 1: HEARINGS AT STATE INSTITUTIONS
Parole Board Members and Hearing Officers during 1983. Information is presented ‘ Foo g s

for all release, revocation, and rescission hearings. ‘ : g o : s SR _ N
lpassachusetts Parole Board, Organization. and Lega] Bas1s of the o T %:k ’

Massachusetts Paro1e Board 983.

Iz

s e s st o e, &



s

st

P

Q

R oty e a2

e R St T A TSN N i o

=9
N

§
]

II. SUMMARY: HEARINGS AT STATE INSTITUTIONS

Release Hear1ngs

sideration hear1ngs and 1411 regular order hearings conducted.
> first hearings, there were 302 annual review hearings, seven (7) open reserve .

Table 1.

In 1983, the Massachusetts Parole Board conducted 2134 release hear1ngs at state
1nst1tut1ons As a result of these hear1ngs, 1202 inmates were released from
institutions and placed under the supervision of field parole officers in seven
regions across the Commonwealth. Of the 2134 release hearings held, 1453 were
first hearings, those in which the inmate was seen by the Parole Board for the
first time on that sentence. First hearings consist of regular order hearings,
special consideration hearings for inmates sentenced to M.C.I. Walpole and
early consideration hearings. .

2]

During 1983, there were 21 special consideration hearings, 21 early con-
In addition to

interviews, 262 postponement  hi hearings, 94 reconsideration hearings and 16 third
year reviews, Third year reviews are release hearings for sexually dangerous
persons confined to the Bridgewater State Hospital Treatment Center. Table 1
presents information about release hear1ngs and the paroling rate for each type

of hearing.

[}

Re1ease¢Hearings at State Institutions, 1983

Number of
Persons Released

Number of

Hearings Held Paroling Rate(%)

Type of Hearing

First | 1453 873 - 60.1
Annual Review o302 - EEIT 38.4

Open Reserve 7 >5 , 71.4

Interview ' : S

Postponement 262 146 55.7

Reconsideration w - | B DR - 64.9
Third Year Review 16 e 6.3

Total ' 2134 1202 0 56.3

lin addition, 121 1nmates waived the1r r1ght to a hear1ng and 56 were not
seen due to other reasons. , e

2The paroling rate is the percentage of hear1ngs wh1ch resu]t in a vote to
parole, reserve or paro1e to custody. S : .

gﬁ_

e 1 e

it g S e

St sprsanid
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Table 2 depicts the number of re]ease heari

ngs held and the parol
;o;deach month of 1983, The greatest number of release hear?ngs 12%8ra;§s
AﬁQUS;n t?ﬁemonth]of July and the smallest number, 136, in the month of
April (49 7%)paro ing rate was highest in December (65 7%) and lowest in

Tablebz. Release Hearings at State Institutions by Month, 1983
' : Number of Number of
Month Hearings Heldl Persons Released Paroling Rate(%)
January 150 141 60.0
Febhuary 163 . 85 52.1
March 181 11 55.8
April 167 H“p 83 19.7
May 1m0 ,, 108 60.0
June - 185 108 58.4
July s 218 : 116 ° 53.2
August 136 ‘f 68 50.0
September | s 102 58.3
October 189 / 102 © 53,4 .
Novenber 184 / 107 58.2 v‘j
December : 66 | 109 © 65,7 L
Total ﬁ‘ 2134 / . L0z 56.

3
In addition, 121 ; | ~
inmates walved their rij ; :
seen dde to’other reasonSﬂ r right to a hearing and 56 were not

” REN

il
Sk /i
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| Revocation and Rescission Hearings
In 1983, the Parole Board held 450 revocation hearings at state institutions. < "
Revocation is the process by which a parolee's permit to be at liberty may be
permanently or temporarily revoked as a result of his violating one or more of - . . . s ,
the seven conditions of parole.3 R : ' . 1 Additionally, there were 235 rescission hearings he]d_at state institutions
‘ | : ' in 1983. Table 12 depicts the outcomes of those hearings. (See Appendix A)
0f the 450 revocation hearings held at state institutions in 1983, 130 resulted i ’ ' ’ )
in the granting of a new release date and 12 to a parole to custody. This pro- 3 Overall, the Parole Board held an average of 178 release hearings, 38 revo-
- duced a re-paroling rate of (32%) for state parole violators in 1983. Table 3 o X 1] cation hearings and 20 rescissjion hearings per month at state institutions
depicts the results of the 450 revocation hearings by month at state institu- ~ ) - " in 1983. : - : ‘ :
tions in 1983. The largest number of revocation hearings, 59, was held in the V
month of January and the smallest, 20, in the month of ApriT.
Table 3. Revocation Hearings at State Institutions by Month, 1983
< @ o
Number of
. Number rof Persons Number of Persons
Month - . Hearings Held Re-Paroled Re-Incarcerdted
January J . 59 18 20 IR
February , 39 7 : 32 Lo Yoo
‘(March 29 6 ; 23 : , | R
April 20 12 & 8 | | &
May - 35 Do i ‘ 26
= . . ‘ : . 0
June ‘ 30 ' 9 “ 21 _
July - 37 | 14 23 ;A b | ,
August 32 | 9 23 e NS | | | ~
Septembef o 35 1 20 . L 1 ’ J &
October ~ ° 3 9 2 : B a
November 53 a7 36 ) &
 December 48 B - |
‘ L - b , : ‘ ‘ S ' %
o Co Total - 450 S 142 308 ' o g ' o
3For a full description of the parole revocation procéss, see Massachusetts i R | ’ ¢ | B R Tl R
) Parole Board, Hearings and Revocations, 1983. . : . B ' B ' ‘ \ . ‘ S .
| o ’ ‘;L b' °

J
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III. SUMMARY: 'HEARINGS”AT COUNIX HOUSES OF CORfECTION

A. Re]ease Hear1ngs Countj Cases of More Than One Year

In 1983, the MaSSachusetts Parole Board conducted 971 release hearings at county
1nst1tut1ons fok cases of more than one year. As a result of these hearings,
730 inmates were released from institutions and placed under the supervision of

!

, W ¥ie1d parole ofﬁ1cers in_seven regions across the Comménwealth. Of the 971

| release hearings held, 899 were first hearings, those in which the inmate was
seen by the Pargle Boafﬂ"?br the first time on that sentence. First hearings
consist of regular order, early consnderat1on and Mutual Agreement Programming
(MAP) Negotiation hearmgs.4 One state inmate seen at the Spr1ngf1e1d House of
Correction for a special consideration hear1nq was~aTso included in th1s cate-

gory. !
During 1983, there were 800 regular “order, 18 early consideration and 80 MAP
Negotxatxon hearings conducted. In add1t1on to first hearings, there were 14
annual review hearings, 35 postponement hearings and 23 recons1derat1on

hearings conducth TabTe 4 presents this information and the paroling rate for
each type of heaw1ng. o

Table 4. Release Hearings at County Institutions for Céses of -More Than
One Year, 1983

El
Es)

' , Number of Number of Persons ”

Type of Hearing Hearings He1d1 Released Paroling Rate(%)
First = 899 675 | 75.1

Annual Review ) , 14 7 50.0
Postponement - I 88.6
Reconswderatlon 23 : - 17 ,_f‘f - 23.9

Total o 971 730" | ‘ 75.2 .

7

1In addition 45 inmates waived their r1ght to a hearing and 16 were not seen due
‘ to other reasons.k _

£ (e

4MAP or Mutual Agreement Programm1ng cons1sts of a contract between the inmate,
Parole Board and institution whereby the inmate receives a fixed parole @
release date for the successful achievement of behavioral, treatment, training
and work objectives while in the institution. Table 17 preseﬁ%s*the4resu7ts of
~the MAP Negotiation Hearings. (See Appendix B) e e

@

&



The largest number of release hearings,

the smallest, 55, in the month of July.

hearings by month in 1983.

116, was held in the month of October and
Table 5 depicts the number of release

Table 5. Re1ease Hearings by Month”for County‘Cases of More Than One Year, 1983
Number of | Number of Pestns | "

Month Hearings Heldl Released Paroling Rate(%)

January B 62 - 44 71.0

February 84 .,57 . 67.9

March 69 59 ’ k 85.5

april 93 62 66.7

May n 53 746 i

June 102 79 7.5 ?

July 55 40 72.7¢

August 91 71 78f0 ‘

September 82 - 63 R '76.8 ,

October 116 88 75.9 -

November 72 “ 56 77.8 |

December 74 58 78.4

Total 971 30 v 75.2

<

other reasons.

(

,lln add1t1on 45 inmates waived their right to a hearing and 16 were not seen due to

(.

&

N

14

i,

e T,

St

“revocation hearings held at county houses of correction in 1983.
number of revocation hearwngs, £3, was held in tiie month of February and the

R

‘Revocation and Rescission Hearings

In 1983, the Parole Board conducted 193 revocation hear1ngs at county houses of
correct1on Of this number, 38 resuTted in the granting of a new release date
and six (6) to a parole to custody This produced a re-paroling rate of (23%)
for county parole violators in 1983, Table 6 depicts the results of the 193
The largest

smallest, eight (8), in the month of August.

A

Revocation Hearings at County Institutions by Month, 1983

Table 6.
Number of o
Number of Persons Number of Persons
Month - ; _Hearings Held Re-Paroled Re-Incarcerated '
January 10 . 0 10
February 23 ; 6 ' 17
‘March @ g 3 . 6 e
CApril | 2 1
May 18 . 5 | 9
Juhe 10 3 7
}JuTy | 18 2 16
,AugUSf el ‘ 8 - . 4 4
 September 22 3 19
AOctober 22 -8 16
. November R 2 14 -
December L 20 8 12
Total ' 193 L n | 149

~In addition,

“here were 82 rescisSiQh hearings held in 1983. Table 20 depicts
the results of those hearings. (See Appendix B)  Overall, the Massachusetts

~ Parole Board conducted an average of 81 release hearings, 16 revocation hearings

and seven (7) rescission hearings per month at county houses of correction for
cases of more than one year in 1983 :

X
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B. Release Hearings: County Cases of One Year or Less

In 1983, Hearing Officers of the Massachusetts Parole Boarq conducted 323@~
release hearings for all county cases of one year or less in accordgnce with
Chapter 647 of the Acts of 1973 and M.G.L. Chapter 127, S. 128; Chapter 155 of
Acts of 1980. A1l release hearings were first hearings, those in which the
inmate was®seen by the hearing officer for the first time on that sentence. In
addition, 245 inmates waived their right to a hearing and 20 ‘were not'seenaggs
~to other-reasons. o ‘ ¥

The Parole Board voted parole, reserve or.parole to custody for 2169 of the
total 3231 cases under consideration. Therefore, the paroling rate for county
cases of one year or less was (67%) in 1983. ~

o
'41

Q

- A RO R
e ot e e

P et
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IV, CONCLUSION
A. State Institutions

The number of release hearings held at state institutions totaled 2134 in 1983.
This figure represents _an increase of (23%) over the total of 1734 release
hearings held in 1982.5 The paroling rate for state cases in 1983 was (56%). This
represents an increase of (1%) over the 1982 paroling rate of (55%). The number of
revocation hearings at state institutions in 1983 totaled 450. This represents an
increase of (17%) over the total of 383 revocation hearings held in 1982. The
number of rescission hearings totaled 235 in 1983. This represents an increase of
(36%) over the total of 173 rescission hearings held in 1982. The total number of
hearings held at state institutions was 2819 in 1983. This represents a (23%)
increase over the total of 2290 hearings held in 1982. ' '

B  County Houses of Correttion

The number of release hearings for all county cases totaled 4202 in 1983, This
figure represents an increase of (6%) over the total of 3947 hearings held in

~1982.6 The paroling rate for all county cases was (69%). This represents an

increase of (13%) over the 1982 paroling rate of (56%). The number of revocation
hearings at county institutions totaled 193 in 1983. This represents an increase of
(11%) over the total of 174 revocation hearings held in 1982, The, number of
rescission hearings totaled 82 in 1983. This represents a decrease of (10%) over
the total of 891 rescission hearings held in 1982. ‘

C. Totals

The nimber of re]éase“heabings held at all state and county institutions totaled

6336 "in 1983. This represents an increase of (12%) over the total of 5681 release
hearings held in 1982, ‘ ‘ ,

The grahd total of institutionai hearings held in 1983 was 7296. This represents

~an increase of (12%) over the grand total of 6502 institutional hearings held in

1982,

fThe-OVEra]]kparoling rate for state ahd county cases was (65%) in 1983. This repréé
sents an increase.of (9%) over the 1982 paroling rate of (56%). ’

D. Tables éhd Decisions, 1983

| The'remain%er of this report consists of tables depicting the results of hearings

held by Parole Board members and Hearing Officers in 1983. A complete set of tables

is available for review in the Planning, Research and Program Development Unit of

the Massachusetts Parcle Board.

o ) . Y
o . . [ bl
. . !

.N

o ‘
A

&

: 5In addition, in 1982, 108 inmates waived their right to a hearing and §g7were not
- seen due to other reasois. -~ o ,

g

seen due to other reasons.

by additidn,‘in 1982,~§Ql inmates waived ‘their right to a hearing and 13 were not ‘l
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1 Table 7. Release Hearings: State Institution by Decision
DECISION.
L 5 % - , Parole 3&&
! S e to ‘ ' N
§ INSTITUTION Parole Reserve Custody Deny 0t wrl Total2
B ! Nl % | o | ox | N | % [N % | Nt % | W %

L NCCI . ) B

| (Gardner ) 2 | 09| 8 | 38.4| 17| 7.4 38| 16.6{ 84 | 36.7( 229 | 10.7

% Walpole - 7 | 25| 9 | 32.5] 14 | 51| 9 | 32.5| 76 | 27.4| 277 | 13.0

i | Concord 8 2.4 165 49.8 2 | 0.6 51 15.4} 105 31.7} 331 15.5

g ‘ 1 v ,

1 Framingham 26 14.9 87 50.0 2 1. 1.1 21 12.1 38 [ 21.8} 174 | 8.2

: Shirley/ h | 4 i - : “ |

§ Lancaster 6 2.6 156 | 67.2 0 0.0 12 1 5.2 58 25.0¢ 232 10.9

| Norfolk | & | 2.4 | 130 | 38.9| 32 | 9.6| 68 | 20.4| 96 | 28.7| 334 | 15.7
Bridgewater| 0 | 0.0 | 3 | 13.6/ 1| 45| 14 | 63.6( 4 | 18.2| 22| 1.0

) secc | 2 | 17| 33| 28.2) 3| 2.6 44| 36.6| 35 .29;9 117 | 5.5
Pre-Releasef | | / U IR | |
MCI-Plymouth 7 | 1.7 %313 74.9 0 0.0 15 3.6 83 19.91 418 | 19.6
TotaL | 66 | 3.1 {1065 | 49.9| 71 | 3.3| 353 | 16.5| 579 | 27.1{2134 | 100.0
lother decisions consist‘of,open’reserVe, action pending and postpone.
. 2In addition 121 inmates waived their right to a hearing and 56 were not seen to due other
» | reasons. g » o
\\@‘ ST -
o) by
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Table 8. ;Firsé Hearings: - State Institution by Decision j; |
| |
m E DECISION &T
i ][4 Parole ]
i INSTITUTION | _ Parole Reserve Custody Den ot erlf Total2
| N | % N % N % | N % N | % N %
!
i NCCI , . : i
! (Gardner) 0 |00 | 5 | a9 7| 51| 31| 22.8) 41 | 30.1| 136 | 19.4
é Walpole 6 | 4.1 56 | 38.6| 5 3.4 38 | 26.2| 40 27.6| 145 | 10.0
Y Concord 6 | 2.5 | 129 | 53.1| 2 0.8| 36 | 14.8{ 70 | |28.8] 243 | 15.7
Framingham | 22 [15.8 | 70 | s0.4 1 ( 0.7 18 | 12.9] 28 |/20.1| 139 | "9.6
i \Shirley/ | | | W .
] Lancaster 6 2.9 144 69.6 o 0.0 9 4.3 48 |[123.2| 207 14,2
, 1 |
Norfolk 6 3.3 64 34.8 15 8.2 39 21.21 60 32.6| 184 | 12.67
Bridgewater | 0 | 0.0 3 27,3 o 0.0 6| 5.5 2| 18.2{ 11| 0.8
| , < o
SECC 0 0.0 19 29.2 1 1.5 23 35.4 22 33.8 65 4,5
' : !
Pre-Release/ . : ‘ _ . S
MCI-PlymoutH 5 1.5 | 249 77.1 0 0.0 10 3.1 59 | 18.3| 323 | 22,2
TOTAL 51 | 3.5 | 791 | 54.4 31 | 2.1 210 { 14.5| 370 | 256.5{ 1453 | 100,0
! i 10ther decisions consist of open reserve, action pending and postpone. ﬂ
21n addition 63 inmates waived their right to a hearing and 28 were not seen tp due other %
" reasons. | | . , ﬂ
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~ Table 9. Special Consideration (Chaptep 764) Hearings:

State Institution by Decison

R T R DR

‘ ~ DECISION
»PQrQle O
_ to o
INSTITUTION |  Reserve Custody Deny Other!l Total?2
| N % % N % N 3 N %
Walpole 2 | 100.0 0.0 0 {00}| 0 | 0.0] 2 9.5
ConCOrd‘; 4 100.0 0.0 0 J 0.0 { 0O 0.0 4 | 19.0
Framingham 1 100.0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 | 1 4.8
Shirley/ . i .
Lancaster 1 100.0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.8
Norfolk 1 33.3 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 14.3”
Pre-Release 6 60.0 0.0 1 10.0 3 30.0 | 10 “ 47.6’
TOTAL 15 | 71.8 9.5 | 1 | 4.8 | 3 |14.3 |21 |100.0
lother decisions consist of open reserve and action pending. H
21y additipn one (1) inmate waived his right to a hearing.
o s
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3N

i DECISION

IR A ‘

i E, Rescission | Rescission Rescission | Rescission

- : : Rescission: Affirmed Affirmed Affirmed Affirmed
“g”ﬁ% | _INSTITUTION | Not Affirmed | New Release 7 To Custody Deny Otherl Total

] | N |3 Nof % Lon | % [N % N % | ov |

,i “.?ggnger) 1 |30 | 1| srel 1 | so| s | 2| 7 |ae| 3| 140
o walbole~ 1 3.1 7 | 219 2 6.3 7 | 21.9| 15 6.9 | 32 | 13.6
; Concord 1 | 13| a8 | ss.0f 1| 1.3 12 | 15.0] 22 |27.5 | 0 | 34.0
%é ) { Framingham 1 6.7 5 33.0 C 0.0 4 | 26.7 5 33.0° 15 6.4
zi k Shirley/ , : ) IR v ;
B Lancaster 0 | 0.0 | 3 |100.0f O 0.0{ 0 0.0{ 0 | 0.0 3| 1.3
§§ : Norfolk 0| 0.0 | 25| 45,5 1 1.8/ 16 | 29.1) 13 |23.6 | 55 | 23.4
'VE BridgeWater o | 0.0 1 {100.0f © 0.0{ 0 0.0f 0 0.0 | 1 ;O.4’
‘% | SECC ,ﬂg 0 oo | 4 64| o | ool 3 | 273 4 |34 | 11 "4.7‘
o o |Pre-Release| 0 | 0.0 | 3/ 60.0{ 1 | 20.0f 0 0.0{ 1 J20.0| 5} 2.1

o s |17 | m | are] s | 26| a7 | 20.0] 67 [28.5 | 285 | 100.0

| | Iofhef décisions:consiét of open réserve; action pending and;postpone.,~ :

- SO e
-
Vo | ;?j i

e

RS

Table 12. Rescission Hearings: ‘State Institution by Decision
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Table 13. Revocation Hearings: State Institution by Decision

-

apsTET—— e

e T A T A T

R

? - DECISION.
t;h ? INSTITUTION ~Revocation Revocation Revocation Revocation
g ' Revocation Affirmed Affirmed Affirmed Affirmed ‘
| Not Affirmed| New Release| To Custody Deny Otherl Total
5 N % N % N | % | N s | N % N | %
f ner | [ | :
n i (Gardner) 0 0.0 2 | 12.5¢ 1 6.3 5 1 31.3 8 | 50.0f 16 3.6
- - 2 , Walpole 0o | 0.0 5 1 26.3[ 0 | 0.0 7| 3.8 7| 3.8 19| a2
//fi = - | concord 1 | 0.3 [ 106 | 30.3| 10 | 2.9 143 %0.9 90 125,7 350 | 77.8
\\ | | % | - | Framingham | 0 0.0 8 | 24.2 0 0.0 | 7| 21.2 18 | 54.5 3| 7.3
B Shirley/ ST R SR e | S A R B
é | Lancaster 0 ‘0.0 { 1 {100.0{ 0 | 0.0 S| 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.2
| | Norfolk 1 42| 5| 2081 | 42| 7 .7 20| 53|
f | Bridgewater | 0 |" 0.0 0| 0.0 0 0.0 3 25.0 4| 0.9
; SECC 1 |s0.0] of 00| o |00 1 0.0 2| 04
s Pre-Release | 0  0.0 | o o0l o {00 o 100.0° 1% 0.2
% | Total 3 |07 | 17 | 22| 12 | 27| 173 30.0| 450 | 100.0
% ;
| ylother déciéions constt,of open reserve, action pending and postpone.
-
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DRSS

. |
‘1" ~ Table 14A. Release Hearings: State Institution by Month
\
% DECISION
o E . . ) o L
,‘.\\':27 | | ; INSTITUTION January | Febr:uary March April May June
p . | N % N % N % [N | % N| % N %
I .
L NCCI o | |
| (Gardner) | 24 |10.5 | 19 | 8.3 | 12 5.2] 23 | 10.0( 21 | 9.2 | 26 |11.4
' Walpole 21 | 7.6 | 23 | 8.3 | 25 | 9.0| 17 6.1 26 9.4 | 18 6.5
Concord 26 | 7.9 | 20 | 6.0 | 33 10.0| 25 7.6 27 8.2 | 36 |10.9
‘Framingham | 16 | 9.2 | 11 | 6.3 [ 13 | 7.5 16 | 9.2{ 17 | 9.8 | 17 | 9.8
Shirley/ _ ‘ : ‘ : ' : :
; _ Lancaster 28 |12.1 9 3.9:1 21 9.1} 17 7.3] 19 8.2 18 7:8
P S ~Norfork | 19| 5.7 |27 | 81| 32 | 9.6 24 7.2\ 24 | 7.2 | 28 | 8.4
| o | : Bridgewater | 9 |40.9 | 3 |13.6 | o | 0.0 o | 00| 0o {00 | 3 |13.6
’ e L IsEce 7161 6 | 5.2 5 8.3 16 | 13.9 7 | 61| 7 | 6.1
| i | Pre-Release/ R L ~ ' 1 |
% MCI-Plymout 40 | 9.5 | 45 [10.7 | 40 9.5| 29 6.9/ 39 | 9.3 [ 32 7.6
‘% TOTAL 7 190 | 8.9 |163 [ 7.6 |18l 8.5(167 | 7.8]180 8.4 | 185 | 8.7
o
3 }? » b > L]
/   ,§ .
- . . - | e o , | |
. : N =
‘@ » . -
! d ! A 5 ‘ o
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A\

[a]

&

o .

J
E: Table 14B. Release Hearings: State Institution by Month ﬂ
1 . & ‘ . : m,'
DECISION
J ’ ' )
4 INSTITUTION July August September October November December Total
f | T ‘
o | neer “ ‘ ,
(Gardner) 23 |10.0 27 11.8 0-} 0.0) 22 9.6 19 8.3 13 5.7 | 229} 10.7
Walpole 0} 0.0 38 13.7 29 |.10.5| 34 12.31 26 9.4 20 7.2 2771 13.0 .
Concord 28 8.5 34 10.3 35 10.6| 36 lo%i 19 5.7 1. 12 3.6 331} 15.5
! Framingham 23 |13.2 0 0.0 | 21 12.1| 16 9.1\ 17 | 9.8 7 4.0 | 174| 8.2
I , | ' A ' .
£ Shirley/ 1 ‘ \L ‘ :
- Lancaster 20 8.6 9 3.9 | 24 10.3| 24 10.3\ 21 9.1 22 9.5 |1 232} 10.9
%g 1.Norfolk. 70 |21.0 | 16 | 4.8 | 15 | 4.5 25 7.5\ 36 (10.8 | 18 | 5.4 | 334| 15.7
1 |bridgewater| 2| 9.1 | o [o0.0 | 5 | 22.7] 0" 0.0&\ 0 { 00| o |o0.0]| 2| 10
| sece 23 {2000 | o oo | 11 | a6l 7 | e1fl1s |13.0 | 11 | 9.6 | 115( 5.4
- | Pre-Release/ o | fo | y
| MCI-P1ymouthy 29 6.9 | 12 2.9 { 3 [ 8.31 25 6.0 31 7.4 63 | 15.0 | 420 19.7
TOTAL 218 [10.2 136 | 6.4 {175 | 8.2|189 | 8.9 .185‘\\ 8.6 | 166 | 7.8 |2134]100.0
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5 i . . ) -
' i x{' h 4 ‘ ‘; .
; o | ;o i
4 ’ : v . o S | ; ; . ,
\;g Ké % ~Table 15, _Release Hearings (Cases of More Than One Year): County Institution by Decision ?f
// sy s v ’ 5 Tl e i N A e
o }j k e i e TN R et 1 . -‘Q‘}%"m P ﬂ-. TR
e =S E N NI PN ‘k“wﬁmﬁjtxy<§&aﬁﬁxﬁﬂ—*‘ DECISION T g
” INSTITUTION “ParoTe ' CL
L : : to 5 , ' ’ :
" Pargle Reserve _Custody De Otherl Total? " : e
- Nl % pon |l N | | % LI R N IO S [ s
P Barnstable | "0 | 0.0 | 18 [85.7 | 0 | 0.0 2{ 9.5 11| 48] 21| 2.2
- %? ; Billerica 6 | 3.1 | 136 [70.8 | 2 | 1.0| 32| 16.7] 16 | 8.3° 192 | 19.8
i ) N
'; Dedham 0 0.0 46 | 67.6 0 | 0.0 15 | 22.1:4 7 {10.3 68 7.0 |
, : , | 3
. ok Deer Island| 5 3.6 89 {65.0 I 0 | 0.0 24 | 17.50 19 [13.9 | 137 | 14.1
i ' ) : ; B
!{i Greenfield 0 | 0.0 8 |61.56 | 2 15.4 0 0.0 3 23,1 13 1.3
% Lawrence 2 | 3.3 4 (70,0 2 | 3.3 7| 117 77| e | 6.2
: ° &e
New Bedford 3 5.7 46 | 86.8 0 0.0 3 5.7 1 1.9 53 5.5 | =
’ 0 A7 Northampton| 0 | 0.0 | 32 (727 | 1 | 23| 3| 6.8 8 (182 44| 45 |
< ? P1ttsf1e1d 2 5.9 21 | 61.8 3 8.8 6 17.6 2 5.9 34 3.5 i
! 0 ~ “
,? P]ymouth 2 3.1 39 1600 2 3.1 10 15.4 12 | 18.5 65 6.7 'jJ
/ e | _| satem 1 | 2.7 26 |649 | 1 | 2.7 7| 189 4 |10.8| 37| 3.8 %
: é Springfield| 7 4.5. | 114 |73.1 1 0.6 12 7.7 22 j14.1 | 156 | 16.1 ‘ R
- Worcester 0 0.0 66 | 77.6 3 3.5 7 8.2 9 [10.6 85 8.8 P (
E. Cambridgd 1 [ 16.7 2 |33.3 1 {16.7 1| 16.7 1 }16.7 6 0.6 3 ‘ };//
: aR : 5 , g
3 TOTAL 29 3.0 683.]70.3 | .18 1.9 129 | 1" 3| 112 |11.5 {_971 |100.0 '
§ 10ther dec1s1ons consist of open reserve, action pendmg and postpone
% o
! 21n addition 45 inmates waived their Mgh’c to a hearmg and 16 were not seen due to other
. f reasons. . - i ; Q .
: ° ‘
AN § ) o Yo - o= | ~ e
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Table 16. Ff}st @eirings (Cases of More Than One Year): _County Institution by Decision

‘ :@,f EIPIT Y et in A

- DECISTON

Sl W P

e B O S e

NI

Paro

le

Reserve

Paro
to
. Cust

le.

ody

N T o TN R N e
5 :

- De

__oth

N s S g A SRR e TR
I AR S G e

erl

Tota

INSTITUTION

%

N

.

N

=

%

N

Barnstable
Bil]ericé
Dedham
VDeer Island
Greenfield
| Lawrence
New Bedford
Northampton
Pittsfield
Salem
Springfield
Worcester

E. Cambridge

TOTAL

—_ O o1 O s O

—_ O N O N

- 24

S

0.0
2.3

0.0
3.7
0.0
1.7
4.0
0.0
7.4

2.8

4.1
0.0
16.7
2.7

17
126

43

86

41
46
29

18

23
105

636

85,
71.
70.
64.
50.
70.

| 92.

76.

66.

' 63.
71.
77.
33.

70.

~J

W O W W N WO N O ;oY O

oy

1
15

0.0

0.6

0.0 -

0.0
20.0
3.4

0.0
2.6

3.7
2.8
0.7
3.9
16.7
1.7

29
13
24

12

NSy NN

x

120

16.
16.
21.
17.

12.

2.
19.
8.

6.
16.
13.

.
—t o o (45 ] [&]

.
~N (%] o

=

A NN

3

16

S O o O

104

19

22
9
1

8.2

5.0
T9.1

10ther'decisions consist. of open”reserve,;action;pendingkand postpOne.

| 2In addition 39 inmates wafved their right to'heahing‘and 13 were not seen due

16.
11.

14.
30.
12.

0.
15.

0.
11.
15,
11.

“to other reasons.

@ o~

i~ - T = B N =

—

- 899

20
176
61
134
10
58
50
38
27
36
146
76

2.2
19.6
6.8
14.9
1.1
6.5
5.6
4.2
3.0
4.0

16.2 1

8.5
0.7
100.0
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°  Table 17. MAP Negotiation Hearings: County Institution by Decision
% DECISION | : 1 ST
3 . | INSTITUTION|  Parole Reserve Deny Otherl Total2 ’ - ' i
N N T . %
N | % N | N | % | £ | N]| % o
Springfield| & 6.3 | 67 |83.8 2 2.5 | 6 7.5 | 80 |100.0
)
' |
lother decisions consist of open reserve, action pending and postpone. i
Q 2In addition, two (2) inmates were not seen by the Parole Board.
sl “ :
: L k I
Pl Q: : /’ . o>
- R . . . : . . g
: I ) . it : . T T : ‘ BRI - 3 S A SO U SO, o FRres . Sl T A e S KRNI iy W I;{ : ar S Y e L ‘A: >
o : Lo © B ‘ & e N s = \’ >
: 2 ¥ B k b o T = T B
b \ N Gy 4 ‘S a g
i .J," ‘x; G‘ -
- ‘ b \‘ ° Q ‘ ‘\ '
. : ” ﬁ ) i 1



T T

: bR PO ConER . L . : : . ¢ \ ¢ H

; £
L ’ ‘ - . ‘ . p ‘ v 3 ~ ’ )

=

2 ‘ - ‘ 7 )
¢ ‘ 7 . B PN . o i i e e g T T gl e D A T A Cr
T : : X - B e T T T T R N R s e st B S AT e T g o R gt g Vi o i U S P S T e B ST g R RN S A e B T,
B - . R : oo Table 18, . Early Consideratian-dosedfngsT=COunty“In$Titutitirby Seeigipirrraissse=s S ety araai e T : : , ~
s A N P S PN Gl A B bl e L LA STt S Al RS ALA S MBS B G A e e e . : 0 !
| . LA

¥

i
{
!
H
o
|

i TS
e

DECISION

-

e e

Parole ’
INSTITUTION|  Parole | Reserve Custody Otherl Total

T ORI sk e G m e et

| N £ | N % N %N % N % |
g Barnstable’ | 0 0.0/ 1 f1000[ 0 | o0.0f0 | 00| 1 | 5.6 | :
é' Billerica | 0 0.0 1 100,0| 0 0.0] o 0.0 1 5.6 ‘
| Dedham 0 0.0{ 0 0.04 0 0.0 1 100.0] 1 | 5.6
Deer Island | 1 100.0 © 0.01 0 0.0 0 0.0{ 1 5.6 )
Lawrence 1 33.3] 1 | 33.3 ' o 0.0 1 33.3] 3 | 16.7 )
| New Bedford | 1 | 50.0/ 1 | 50.0| o | 0.0/ 0 0.0 2 | 1.1 ] |
f Northampton | 0 0.0 2 |e6.7| 1 | 33.3] 0 0.0/ 3 | 16.7 |
% | P1ymouth 1 33.3] 2 66.7( O 0.0/ 0 .| 0.0{ 3% | 16.7
§ 3 Springfield 1 5.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50,0 2 11.1
y % © | ‘Worcester | 0 o;o 0 0.0] 1# 100.0{ 0  o0.0f 1 5.6
| | TOTAL 5 | 27.8] 8 | 44.4] 2 | 11.1] 3 | 16.7] 18 |100.0
% : 10ther deci;ions consist“éf open rése?ve;;ac:ion pending and postpone. .
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S i D S G i i E S - ) R ;Q, g g e v:::av*« ’E’»—wﬂ‘i—d\ Lamn St i T e T »«; o= . Rt
S senn e ST e B %‘;‘" B ub’eng. = OKEVoCation Hearl ngs = County [nstitution by Dec1smn
, , : , 3% . ;
. DECISION |
g , | ' : o T Revocation Revocation tevocation Revocation .
‘ L » Revocation Affirmed Affirmed ‘Affirmed Affirmed
HE ’ INSTITUTION | Not Affirmed| New Release| To Custody - Deny Otherl Total
| No| % N £ | N | % | % Nl % | N | %
I Barastable | 0 | 0.0 | 0 20f 0 | 0.0 1 |100.0{ 0 | 0.0 1 | 0.5 :
: Billerica | 1 1.9 | 9 1??57 1 1.9 | 25 | 48.1| 16 |30.8 | 52 26.9| :
] Dedham 1 9.1 | 0 0.0f 0o [o00| o | 8.8/ 1 | 91|10 5.7 |
. Deer Island | 1 3.8 | 5 19.2 1 | 38| 9 | 34.6| 10 |38.5| 26 | 13.5] ;
L Greenfield | 0 0.0 ] 0 0.0/ 1 [33.3 1. | 33.3] 1 |33.3 3 1.6 T |
i{é 5 ’ .
: g ‘Lawrence 0 0.0 2 28.6 0 0.0 1 14_.3 4 57.1 7 3.6
8 New Bedford [ 0 | 0.0 | 2 | 28.6{ o [ 0.0 | 4 | 571 1 [143] 7 | 3.6 ;
Northampton | 0 0.0 { 3 3750 o {o0.0| 2 | 25.01" 3 [37.5| 8 4.1 ?
\ _ 1
Pittsfield | 0 0.0 |0 0.0 © 0.0 | 5 83.3| 1 |16.7 6 3.1 ;
| : | P1ymouth 0 0.0 | 0 0.0/ 0 | 00| 7 | 63.6] 4 [36.4 | 11 | 5.7
L salem 1 [16.7 | 3 500 o |00 | 1 | 16.7{ 1 f16.7 | 6 3.1
| Springfield| 1 2.9 | 4 11.4) 2 | 5.7 | 21 60.0/ 7 |20.0 | 35 | 18.1
o Worcester | 0 0.0 | 5. | 29.4f 1 | 5.9 7 | a1.2{ 4 {235} 17 | 8.8
SR - { E. Cambridgd 0 0.0 | O 0.0l © 0.0 3 |100.0f © 0.0 3 | 1.8
Vv t:é\ o o ‘ .
\ n & | TOTAL 5 2.6 |33 | 17.1| 6 | 3.1 |:96 | 49.7] 53 |27.5 | 193 |100.0
B w0 | lother décisibns consist of action pending, postpone, 1ift warrant, warrant to stand , ; - Lo : Q s
‘ - and not seen. ; L ' R P ' ﬂ R
| : | P | / | | | <R
i -
- Q 1
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1 i; Table 20. Rescission Hearings: County Institution by Decision
(7 x: ! “ . e
N . . T i Mm;g(r;:z@ﬁ@,gg’&”ﬁ;‘:f}gﬂ T B e S R £ ,f”\.mﬂun;uﬂu’":ﬂéwc\‘uw:rﬁ‘ﬁ:‘mw ey W%
; ﬁwmw“mﬁmw-ﬁlfw — ""”\’ : DECISION
Rescission Rescission Rescission Rescission)
‘ : Rescission | Affirmed Affirmed Affirmed Affirmed
v INSTITUTION | Not Affirmed | New Release| To Custody Deny Otherl - Total

: N % N % N % N % N % N %
y Billerica | 0 | 0.0 | 12 | 63.2| 0 | o0.0f 5 | 26.3| 2 | 10.5| 19 | 23.2
| Dedham 0 |00 | 2 [ 50.0] 1 | 2500 1 | 25.0| O 0.0 4| 4.9
Deer Island| O 0.0 3 42.9 0 0.0 2 28.6 2 28.6 7 8.5
| .. | Lawrence o |00l 1 | 20| o ool 3 |s6.0] 1 | 2.0 57 6.1
: 5 New Bedford | 0 0.0 | 1 | 33.3] o 0.0 2 | 66.7] 0 0.0 3| 3.7
, Pittsfield 0 0.0 2 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.3 3 3.7
N\ Salem 1 |s0.0 | 1 | 50.0f{ 0 0.0 o | 0.0 0 0.0 2| 2.4
Springfield| 0 | 0.0 | 12 50.0{ O 0.0 7 29.2| 5 20.8 f?124 29.3
Worcester | 0 0.0 | 8 [ 571 o 0.0 3 | 21.4{ 3 | 21.4 é;a 17.1
E. Cambridgq 0 0.0 0 ¢.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 1.2
_ TOTAL 1 1.2 42 51.21 1 1.2] 24 29.31 14 17.1 82 1 100.0

‘ 1other decisions consist of action pending, ‘postpone and denied at own request.
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APPENDIX C: TABLES (COUNTY CASES OF ONE YEAR OR LESS)
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Table 21.

Release Hearing (Ceses of One Year or Less):
~ ,

Page 1 of 2

- County Institution by Decision

INSTITUTION

DECISION

“Parole
to

Otherl Total?2

:Barnstab]e
Billerica
Charles St.
Dedham

Deer Is1end
Greenfieid
Lawrence
New Bedford
Northambton
Pittsfield

Piymouth

0 , 1Other dec1s1ons consxst of open- reserve, act1on pend1ng and portpone

T te

- reasons.

' Reserve Custody » J Den

%

62 |

29,7

16.7°
34.8

19.1

119.2
| 39.7
27.2‘@
26.3 |
©33.0
29;7'

"160

13

52
ur
18 |
28

81

TR T RN T
38.6 |

31.8

137.8
16.7

31.9
43.0
25.0
24.9
49.8

31.6

25.0

38.8

3
11

w
.

Y I T R - TN = S R = B X
- O ] e e . . . '3
Hp O OO SO T W A O N o

O
£ - .

@

52

139

‘i14‘

65
133

23

69

47

22

?

61

45

25

33

29

.0
n 27.7
66.7
31.0
35.8
44,2
.0
20.0
38.6
40.2
2

o

w

Pt

Ny N

2.6
- 0.0

11.5

1.8

i

1.8

1.1

0.0 -
,1-9
1.4

n.4

1.0

88

502

210
372

235

57
112

209 -

2In addltlon 245 1nmates wa1ved the1r right to a hear1ng and 20 were not seen due to other

2.7
15.5

0.2

6.5

115

1.6
6.5

7.3
1.8} .
3.5/
6.5
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- | ] Table 21. Release Hearing (Cases of One Year or Less): County Institution by Decision

DECISION

@ 7 P@role T ; , . .
INSTITUTION | _Pargle Reserve | Cuﬁgody Den Otherl Total? | ' A |
| N | % N LR A I % N % | N | % | L v
salem | 68 | 36.2] 58 [ 30.9] 2 | 1.1| 60| 31.9 0.0 | 188 5.

0.7 | 293 9.

v B T T T T R L A e

Springfield 98 | 33.4{ 65 | 22.2 6 2.0 122 | 41.6
Worcester . | 140 | 31.0( 159 | 35.3| 12 2.7 | 138 | 30.6 0.4 | 451} 14.

0.0 5( 0.

N QO e

Edgartown o| 00| 2] 4.0 o | 0.0 3] 60.0

o N O O NN O

é . E. Cambridgd 68 | 66.0| 17 | 16.5] 1 | 1.0 | 17 | 16.5 0.0 | 103 3.2| 5
% Framingham | 42 | 31.1| 39 | 28.9| 2 | 1.5 | 50 | 37.0 1.5 | 135 4.2

Lancaster o| 0.0/ 41000 0 |o00] 0] 0.0 0.0 | a| 0.1

TOTAL 1015 | 31.4| 1009 | 38.0] 55 | 1.7. 1020 | 31.6| 42 | 1.3 | 3231 100.0

lother decisions con;ist of open,reserve,.action pehding and postpone. ' s

' ZIn additibn,'gg§ inmates,waivgd their right to a hearing and 20 were not‘éeen~due'to other ¢ )
reasons. . T : SR ‘
b
: - ;A\
. ﬂf ‘ e
o SR T R T i T B —— 7,
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APPENDIX D:

'GLOSSARY OF TERMS

[}
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' tThat the Board found sufficient evidence to withdraw a previous release date.

out of state detainer.

{3

'GLOSSARY OF TERMS

ACTION PENDING: A vote of action pending indicates a deferment of a decision by

~the Board for the purposes of clarification of facts, further input from
interested parties, resolution of legal problems or other considerations which
would require a delay of parole.

DENY: A deny vote closes out release consideration for a period of one year.
However, the Board may consider upon request, a rehearing on the merits of the
individual prior to the expiration of one year.

“PAROLE TO CUSTODY:' There are two types of parole to custody votes. An indivi-
dual may either be paroled to a from and after sentence which would allow him to
begin serving a new sentence or he may be paro]ed to a Massachusetts, Federa] or

@

RESCISSION AFF IRMED: A’rescission affirméd vote by the Parole Board indicates

This decision by the Board is followed by an additional d1spos1t1on such as
paro]e, reserve, parole den1ed or parole to ¢ xstody

RESCISSION NOT AFFIRMED: A vote of rescission not aff1rmed reactivates an indi-
vidual's parole release vote. In this situation the Paro]e Board finds insuf-

ficient reasons for W1thdraw1ng a prev1ous vote.

[

RESERVE A reserve vote is one which requires the 1ssuance of a cert1f1cate of -

‘paroTe on a future date indicated on the vote sheet, provided that the indivi-

dual has sat1sf1ed the wr1tten requwred cond1t1ons (1 €. home work or home and -

N work ).

“REVOCATION‘AFFIRMED: A revocation affirmed vote is one where~the Board makes a

final determination that a violation of parole was committed. A'vote of revoca-
tion affirmed is followed by an additional d1spos1t1on such as paro]e reserve,

~ parole denied or parole to custody

, REVOCATION NOT AFFIRMED: A vote of revocat1on not aff1rmed is one where the

Board does not find sufficient grounds on which to support the provisional revo-f'
‘cation. The 1nd1v1dua1 concerned wou]d be re]eased on parole. ,
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