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CORRECTIONS 

Parole Board Votes 

State Institutions and County Houses of i;corratidn, c 1983 
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\~~~' 

Page 4, Table 3: the last column of the first line should read 41 inst~ad 0' 20. 

Table 16 in Appendix B: 
Correction was omitted. 

Information on first hearings at the Plymouth House of 
This information is as follows~ 

0 Parole 
Institution Parole Reserve (I :to Custody 

N % N % N 

Plymouth 2 3.3 36 59.0 2 
., 

o 
All other information in this table remains the same. 

Thank you for your attention to these matters. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The Massachusetts Par6leBoard is ihe sole decisional authority in the 
Commonwea.lth 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 accordance 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 expiration of sentence, permitting the remainder of the sentence to be 

Q served in the community under supervision and subject "to specific rules and con-. 
ditions of behavior. 0 

The statutory responsibilities of the Massachusetts Parole Board are to deter­
mine whether and under what condjtions an eligible individual, sentenced to a 
correctional institution or committed as a sexually dangerous person, should be 
issued a parole permit;'! to make recommendations to the Governor on the merits of 
all petitions for pardons or commutations; to supervise all individuals released 
on parole or pardon under parole conditions; to revoke parole permits for viola­
tions of conditions and to terminate sentences for individuals completing at 
least one year of satisfactory paroleadjustment. 1 

Massachusetts Parole Board Members cOl1duct release hearings at allstate insti­
tutions and at .all county houses of correction for individuals sentenced to more 
than one year.'iHearing Officers of the Parole Bqard conduct release hearings for 
county cases of one 'lear or less and make recommendations to Parole Board 
Members who then vot~ on these cases. 

II " 

This "report is divided into two parts. Part I presents information abo~t 
hearings held at stclte institutions by Parole Board Members durill9 1983. Part 
II presents information about hearings held at county houses of CO'rrection by 
Parole Board Member~ and Hearing Officers during 1983. Information is presented 
for all release, r,evocation, and rescission hearings. 

lMassach~setts Parole B6ard, Organization.and legal Basis of the 
Massachusetts Pa~ole Board, 1983. 
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2. 

II. SUMMARY: HEARINGS AT STATE INSTITUTIONS 

Release Hearings 

In 1983, the Massachusetts Parole Board conducted 2134 rele~se hearings at state 
institutions. As a result of these hearings~ 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. 

01 

During 1983, there were 21 special consideration hearings, 21 early con­
sideration hearings and 1411 regular order hearings conducted. In addition to 

"first hearings, there were-1"02 annual review hearings, seven (7) open reserve 
interviews, 262 postponementhearings, 94 reconsideration hearings and 16 third 
year reviews-. -Thi rd year reviews are reTease heari ngs for sexually dangerous 
persons confined to the Bridgewater State Hospital Treatment Center. Table 1 
presents information about release hearings and the paroling rate for each type 
of hearing. 2 

Table 1. Release Hearings at State Institutions, 1983 

Type of Heari ng 

First 

Annual Review 
" 

Open Reserve 
Interview 

Number of 
Hearings Held l 

1453 

302 

7 

Postponement 262 

Reconsideration 94 

Third Year Review 16 

Total 2134 

Number of 
Persons Released 

873 

116 

5 

146 

61 

1 

1202 

')~ 

Paroling 

- 60.1 

38.4 

71.4 

55.7 

64.9 
" 

6.3 

56.3 

Rate(%) 

lIn addition, 121 inmates waived their right to 
seen due to other reasons. 

a hearing and 56 were not 

2The paroling rate is the percentage of hearings which result in a vote to 
parole: reserve or parole to custody. 

I 
I 
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3. 

Jable 2
h

depicts the riumber of release hearings held and the paroling rate 
h~~de~~ t~~n!~n~~ ~i83~lyT~~dgtrheeatsemstalnleumstber of release hearings, 218, was 

number, 136, in the mon~of 
Aug~st. The paroling rate Was highest in December (65.7%) and lowest ,·n 
Apnl (49.7%). 

Table 2. Release Hearings at State Institutions by Month, 1983 

Month 

January 

February 

March 

April 

May 

June 

July 

August 

September 

October 

November, 
Ii 
,[ 

December' 

Total Ii 
'I 

:'1 

Number of 
Hearings Held l 

190 

163 

181 

167 

180 

185 

218 

136 

175 

189 

184 

166 

2134 

Number of 
Persons Released 

141 

85 

101 

83 

108 

108 

116 I., 

68 

102 

101 

107 

109 

1202· 

Pil'ro 1 i ng Rate( %) 

60.0 

52.i' 

55:8 

49.7 

60.0 

58.4 

53.2 

50.0 

58.3 

53.4 

58.2 

65.7 

56.3 

lIn addi!/tion, 121 inmates w,~ived their right 
seen d~e to other reasons! to a hearing and ~ were not 

"it 

: I 
J ~. I 

1/ 
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Revocation and Rescission Hearings 

In 1983, the Parole Board h~ld 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 
the seven conditions of parole. 3 • 

Of the 450 revocation hearings held at state institutions in 1983, 130 resulted 
in the granting of a new release date and 12 to a parole to custody-. -This pro­
duced a re-paroling rate of (32%) for stateparole violators in 1983., Table 3 
depicts the results of the 450 revocation hearings by month at state i'nstitu-
t ions in 1983. The 1 argestnumber ,of revocation hear; ngs, 59, was held in the 
month of January and the smallest, 20, in the month of Apri~ 

Table 3. 

Month 

January 

February 

.March 

April 

May 

June 

July 

Augu!;'t> 

September 

October 

November 

December 

Total 
~;~) 

Revocation Hearings at State Institutions by Month, 1983 

Number (of 
Hearings Held 

59 

39 

29 

20 

35 
"" 
30 

37 

32 

35 

33 

53 

48 

450 

Number of 
Persons 
Re-Paroled 

o 

18 

7 

6 

12 

9 

9 

14 

9 

15 

9 

17' 

17 

142 

Number of Persons 
Re-Incarcerthed 

20 

32 

23 

8 

26 

21 

23 

23 

20 

24 

36 

31 

308 

3For a 'full description of the parole revocation prod:!ss, see Massachusetts 
Parole Board, Hearings and Revocations, 1983. 

, 
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'r:i) 

Additionally, there were 235 rescisslon hearings held at state institutions 
in J983. Table 12 depicts the outcomes of thos~ hearings. (See Appendix A) 

Overall the Parole Board held an average of 178 release hearings, 38 revo­
cation hearings and 20 resci~ion hearings per month at state institutions 
in 1983. 
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6. 

UI. SUMMARY: HEARINGS'" AT COU~J)' HOUSES OF C~~rECTION 

A. Re lease Hear; ngs: County" Cases of More Than One Year 
Vi] c· ... --"';l\r~':'~-"'-' • 

In 1983, the Ma,sachusetts Parole Board conducted 971 release hearlngs at county 
l institutions fo\r cases of more than one year. As a result of these hearings, 
o 730- inmates wer~ re'leased from institutions and placedunder the supervision of 

" i~b fjeld parole.of~;icer·s in, seven re~ions acr?ss the ~omm~nwea~th. Of.the 971 
m release heanng$' held, '899 were flrst hearlngs, those 1n WhlCh the lnmate was 

seen by the Parqil~ BoarcrTor the first time on that sentence. First hearings 
cons; st of regul,ar order, earlycons'Wtl3ration and Mutual Agreement Programmi ng 
(MAP) Negotiatiqn hearings. 4 One state' inmate seen at the Springfield House of 
Correction for a:

1 
special consideration hearing was"'also included in this cate-

gory.' ",L, 

During 1983, there were 800 regular1brder, 18 early consideration and 80 MAP 
Negotiation hear'ings conducted. In additionto first hearings, there were 14 
annual review he:,.rings,35 postponement hearings and 23 reconsideration -
hearings conductied. Table 4 presents this informationand the paroling rate 'for 
each type of healri n9. . D 

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

Number of Number of Persons 'D 

TYEe of Hearing Hearings Held1 Released Paroling Rate(%) 

First 899 675 75.1 

Annual Review 14 7 50.0 
" 

Postponement 35, 31 88.6 

Reconsideration 23 17 r [S3.9 

Total 971 730 75.2 
o 

lIn additi:on 45 inmates waived th~ir right to a hearing and 16 were not seen due 
"to other reasons. t, 

4MAP or Mutual Agreement Progranwning consists of a contract between the inmate, 
Parol~ Board and in'st;tution whereby the inmate receives a fixed parole 'C;~ 
release date for the successful achievement of behavioral, tre_atment,training 
and work objectives while in the institution. Table 17 presents the results of 
the MAP Negotiation Hearings. (See Appendix B) ,~", 

!l: " 
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7. 

The largest number of release hearings, 116,~was held in the month of October and 
the smallest, 55, in the month of July. Table 5 depicts the number of release 
heari ngs ,by month in 1983. 

Table 5. Release Hearings b~ Month for Count~ Cases of More Than One Yeaf~ 1983 

Number of Number of Pe.rsons 
Month Hearings Held1 Released Paroling Rate(%) 

'" January 
c. 

62 44 71.0 

February 84 57 67.9 
!..:: 

ij 

March 69 59 85.5 
" 

April 93 62 66.7 

May 71 53 74.6 0 

0 

June 0 102 79 77.5 

July 55 40 72.7" 

August 91 71 78.0 

September 82 63 76.8 
0 

October 116 88 75.9 ~ 

November 72 56 77 .8 

December 74 58 78.4 

Total 971 '730 ,~I 75.2 

lIn addition, 45 inmates waived their right to a hearibg and 16 were not seen due io 
other reasons--. « 

(.: ') 

J') 
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8. 

" Revocation and Rescission Hearings 

In 1983, the Parole Bgard conducted 193 revocation hearings at county houses of 
cO.rrection. Of this number, 38 re.sulted in th~ granting of a new release date 
and six (6) to' a parole to custO.dy. This produced a re-paroling rate of (23%) 
for county parole violators in 1983. Table 6 depicts the results of the 193 

. revocation hearings held at county houses of correction in 1983. The largest 
number of revocation hearings, ~3, was held in the month of February and the 
smallest, eight (8), in the month of August., 

-" 

Table 6. Revocation Hearings at County Institutions by Month! 1983 

Number of 
Number of Persons Number of Persons 

Month Heari ngs Held, Re-Paroled Re-Incarcerated 

January 10 0 10 
0 

February 23 6 17 

March 0 9 3 6 

April 21 2 19 
G 

May 14 5 9 

June 10 3 7 
" ,., 

JF July 18 2 16 

August 8 4 4 

September 22 " 19 oJ 

£i<,October ,,22 6 16 

November 16 2 14 
(.~':oo 
c \\ 0 

December 20 8 12 
" Total 193 44 149 

In addition, ":l1ere were'82 rescissia.n hearings held in 1983. Table 20 depicts 
the results of those hearings. (See Appendix ,~) Overall, the Massachusetts 
Parole Board conducted an average of 81 release hearings, 16 revocation hearings 
and seven (7) rescission hearings permonth at county houses of correction for 
cases of more than one year in 1983. 

Q 
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9. 

B. Release Hearings: County Cases of One Year or less 

In 1983, Hearing Officers of the Massach-usetts Parole Boar~ conducted 323~ 
release hearings for all county cases of one year or less 1n accord~nce wlth 
Chapter 647 of the Acts of 1973 and M.G.l.,Chapter ~27, S. 128;,Chapt~r 155 of 
Acts of 1980. All release hearings were flrst hearlngs, those 1n WhlCh the 
inmate wasoseen 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 seen ~ 
to other" reasons. " 

The P aro 1 e Boar'd voted paro 1 e, reserve or 0 paro 1 e to custody, for. 2169 of the 
total 3231 cases under consideration. Therefore, the parol1ng rate for county 
cases of one year or less was (67%) in 1983. 

Q 

o 

,'1 

':'.', 

10. 

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 nsJ 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 hearingstieTd in 1982. "0 

B. County Houses of Correction 

The number of release hearings for all county cases totaled 4202 in 1983. This 
figure represents an increase' of (6%) over the total of 394Tliearings 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 91 rescission hearings held in 1Q82. 

C. Totals 

The nl:tmber of release hearings held at all state and county institutions totaled 
6336 u in 1983. This represents an increase of (12%) over the total of 56~1 release 
hearings held in 1982. 

The grand total of institutional hearings held in 1983 was 7296. This represents 
an increase of (12%) over the grand total of 6502 institutional hearings held in 
1982. .;, -"- lj 

The overall paroling rate for state and county cases was (65%) in 1983. This repre­
sents an increase.of (9%) over the 1982 paroling rate of (56%). 

D.Tables and Decisions, 1983 
D 

The remainder 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 P a rei" e Board. 

SIn addition, in 1982, 108 inmates waived their right to a hearing and 62 were not 
seen due to other rea,$·ol:l~. 

I) 

6In addition, in 1982, °3!)! inmates waived their right to a hearing and 13 were not 1 
seen due to other reas'OriS. 
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Table 7. Release Hearings: State Institution by Decision 

DECISION ", 

"JI" 

Parole .. !~\ 
to 

INSTITUTIO'N Par.ole Reserve CU5tody Deny ot~erl Tote 12 

N % N % N % N % N " % N % 

NCCI ii 

(Gardner) 2 0.9 88 38.4 17 7.4 38 16.6 84 36.7 229 10.7 
<:) () " 

Walpole {", 7 2.5 90 32.5 14 5.1 90 32.5 76 27.4 277 13.0 

Concord 8 2.4 J65 49.8 2 0.6 51 15.4 105 31.7 331 15.5 

Framingham 26 14.9 87 50.0 2 !, 1.1 21 12.1 38 21.8 174 8.2 
! 

Shirley/ " 

Lancaster 6 2.6 156 67.2 0 0.0 12 5.2 58 25.0 232 10.9 
.. 

Norfolk 8 2.4 130 38.9 32 9.Q 68 20.4 96 28.7 334 15.7 
" 

Bridgewater 0 0.0 3 13.6 1 4.5 14 63.6 4 18.2 22 1.0 
"' 

SECC 2 1.7 33 28.2 3 2.6 44 36.6 35 29.9 117 5.5 

pre ... Re 1 ease) 
~CI-PlymouU 7 1.7 313 74.9 0 0.0 15 3.6 83 19.9 418 19.6 

.~ 

TOTAL 66 3.1 1065 49.9 71 3.3 353 16.5 579 27.1 2134 100.0 

10ther 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. " 

c 

J' 

-', , 

() 



---- - '--'--~""-

c' 

, . .. 

Table 8. Firs~ Hearings: State Institution by Decision 

f I 

\ 
" 

" 

II 
II 

DECISION 
' , 

,,;> 

~i 

II 
II 
II 

((/r If Parole I! 
Ii 

" 

to , 

INSTITUTION Pa:r.ole Res.erve Cu~tody Dery Otter1 ! Tota 121, 
" 

N % N % N % N % N ~: N % 
ro 

" I 
o 

NCeI I 

(Gardner) ° 0.0 57 41.9 7 5.1 31 22.8 41 301.1 136 19.4 
i'j " 

Walpole 6 4.1 5lr~ 38.6 " 5 3.4 38 26.2 40 27'.6 145 1,0.0 

Concord 6 2.5 129 53.1 2, 0.8 36 14.8 70 28.8 243 115.7 
(I 

Framingham 22 15.8 70 50.4 1 0.7 18 12.9 28 20.1 139 ~ 9.6 

jShirley! 
Lanc~ster 6 2.9 144 69.6 0 0.0 9 4.3 48 1123.2 207 14~,2 

" 
,'I 
\ 

II 
" Norfolk 6 3.3 64 34.8 15 118.2 39 21.2 60 32.6 184 12.17 
II 

Bridgewater 0 0.0 3 27.3 0 0.0 6 54.5 2 18.2 11 OJi8 
!I . II 

SECC 0 6.0 19 29.2 1 1.5 23 35.4 22 33.8 65 4J!5 
.- " Ii 

Ii 

Pre-Re 1 ease) • 'I 
I 

MCI-PlymouU 5 1.5 249 77 .1 ° 0.0 10 3.1 59 18.3 323 22112 !I 
ii 

TOTAL 51 3.5 791 54.4 31 2.1 210 14.5 370 25,.5 1453 
]1 

100i~0 
'j 

i) 

D II 

10ther declsions cansist of open reserve, action pending and postpone. 1/ 

II 
" 

2In addition 63 inmates waived their right to a hearing and 28 were 
Ii 

not seen to due other !r 
reasons. Ii 

I, 
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Table 9. Special Consideration (Chapter 764) Hearings: state Institution by Oecison / 
D DECISION 

G) 

Pa,rO, Ie 
to a 

, '. INSTITUTION Reserve Cu tod)' Deny Ot~er1 Tota1 2 

N % N % N % N % N % 

Walpole 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 9.5 

Concord 4 100.0 0 0.0 0 
<I 

0.0 0 0.0 4 19.0 

Framingham 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.8 

Shirley/ " 
Lancaster 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.8 

Norfolk 1 33.3 2 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 14.3 
'.I 

Pre-Release 6 60.0 0 0.0 1 10.0 3 30.0 10 47.6 

TOTAL .. 15 71.4 2 9.5 1 4.8 3 14.3 21 100.0 

I. \'" 

" 
10ther decisions consist of open reserve and action pending. 

2I~ addition one (1) inmate waived his right to a hearing. 
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Table 12. Rescission Hearings: State Institution by Decision 

DECISION 

i\ Rescisslon Resclss10n Resclsslon 
Rescission Affirmed Affirmed Affirmed 

INSTITUTION Not Affirmed New Release To Custody Deny 
'c,=::-

; N % N % N % N % 
0 

NCCI 
(Gardner) 1 3.0 19 57.6 1 3.0 5 15.2 

Walpole 1 3.1 7 21.9 2 6.3 7 21.9 

Concord 1 1.3 44 55.0 1 1.3 12 15~0 

Framingham 1 6.7 5 33.0 0 d.o 4 26.7 
o 

Shirley/ 
Lancaster 0 0.0 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Norfolk 0 .' 0.0 25 45.5 1 1.8 16 29.1 

Bridgewater 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

, SECC 0 0.0 4 36.4 0 0.0 3 27.3 
1,\ ;, 

Pre-Release 0 0.0 3 60.0 
" 

1 20.0 0 0.0 

TOTAL 4 ':, 1.7 111 47.2 6 2.6 47 20.0 
o 

10ther decisions consist of open reserve, action pending and postpone. 

CJ 

I ' 
5_, ____ ,.....-___ . _I _~_, ---.. ___ ,.. __ ~_",~"~ .. _""_"" .... .".,<:",,,,... , ................. -~ ", ,~.,"'",~"., ",," ... ,,..~>d,.,..,'>"._,.,,',...,·,~._. ___ .··, 

ij ,,' " 

" 

ReSC1SSlon 
Affirmed 

Other1 

N % 

7 21.2 

15 46.9 

22 27.5 

5 33.0 . 

0 0.0 

13 23.6 

6 0.0 

4 36.4 

1 20.0 I 

67 28.5 

Total 

N % 
v 

33 14.0 

32 13.6 

80 34.0 

15 6.4 

3 1.3 

55 23.4) 
" 

1 0.4 
,', 

11 4.7 

5 2.1 

2§5 100.0 
" 
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Table 13. Revocation Hearings: state Institution by Decision 

DECISION 

INSTITUTION Revocation RevocatlOn Revocatlon Revocatlon 
Revocation Affirmed Affirmed Affirmed Affirmed 

Not Affirmed New Release To Custody Deny Otherl 

N % N % N % N % N % 

NCC! 
(Gardner) 0. 0..0. 2 12 • .5 1 6.3 5 31.3 8 50..0. 

Walpole 0. 0..0. 5 26.3 0. @.D 7 36.8 7 36.8 

Concord 1 0..3 10.6 30..3 10 2.9 143 40..9 90. 25.7 

Framingham 0. 0..0. 8. 24.2 0. 0.0. 7 21.2 18 54.5 

Shirley/ '. .. 
Lancaster 0. 0..0. 1 10.0..0 0. D~O tP 0.0. 0. 0..0. 

Norfolk 1 ,,:\\ 4 2 
;.' . 5 20..8 " ~ 4.2 7 29.2 10 41. 7 
i) 
iJ 

.i 0. j~ Bridgewater 0 0..0 0. 0.0. 0.0. 3 75.0." J~i:' 25.0 
'., 

<'I 0 

SECC 1 50.0 0 0.0 0. 0..0. 1 Sp.0!(t \\\\ 0. 0..0 ! :,t T,! 

'\l ,) 
" '('\' . 

0. 0.0 0'.0 0. 0. " I tj 1 10.0..0. Pre-Release 0 0..0. O'~ ., 
a 

Total 3 0.7 127 28.2 12 2.7 173 38.4 135 30..0 
! 

Ii 

lOther decisions consist of open reserve, action pending and postpone • 
. 

((I 

::0 ii' 

Total 

N % 

16 3.6 

19 4.2 

350. 77 .8 

33 7.3 

1 0.2 

24 5.3 

4 0.9 

2 0..4 
i: 

L' 0..2 

450. 10.0..0 

.. 
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Table 14A. Release Hearings: State Institution by Month 

DECISION 

u 

~ 

INSTITUTION January February March 0 April 

N % N % N % N 

NCCI 
G 

(Gardner) 24 10.5 19 8.3 12 5.2 23 

Walpole 21 7.6 23 8.3 25 9.0 17 

Concord 26 7 • .9 20 6.0 33 10.0 25 

Framingham 16 9.2 11 6.3 13 7.5 16 . 
a 

Shirley/ 
Lancaster 28 12.1 9 3.9 21 9.1 17 

Norfolk 19 5.7 27 8.1 32 9.6. 24 

Bridgewater 9 40.9 3 13.6 0 0.0 0 

SECC 7 6.1 6 5.2 5 4.3 16 

Pre-Release) 
MC I -P lymoutt 40 9.5 45 10.7 40 9.5 29 

TOTAL t/ 190 8.9 163 7.6 181 8.5 167 

D 

May 

% N % 

10.0 21 9.2 

6.1 26 9.4 

7.6 27 8.2 

9.2 17 9.8 

7.3 19 8.2 

7.2 24 7.2 

0.0 (, 0 0.0 

13.9 7 6.1 

6.9 39 9.3 

7.8 180 8.4 

June 

N % 

26 11.4 

18 6.5 

36 10.9 

17 9.8 

18 7;8 

28 8.4 

3 13.6 

7 6.1 

32 7.6 

185 8.7 

H 
II 
II 
II 
I, 

i! 
11 
l' 
II 

o 

" 
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o Table 148. Release Hearings: State Institution by Month 

DECISION 

" 

\] .. INSTITUTION July Au~ust September October November December Total . 
. '. 

N % N % N % N % N % N % N % 
co 

NCCI 
(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 12.3 26 9.4 20 7.2 277 13.0 

a 

Concord 28 8.5 34 10.3 35 10.6 36 
10\\ 

19 5.7 12 3.6 331 15.5 

Framingham 23 13.2 0 0.0 21 12.1 16 17 9.8 7 4.0 174 8.2 9., 
Shirley! 
Lancaster 20 8.6 9 3.9 24 10.3 24 10.3\ 21 9.1 22 9.5 232 10.9 

0 

" 
" , "Norfolk 70 21.0 16 4.8 15 4.5 25 7.5 36 . 10.8 18 5.4 334 15.7 

" 
, 

Bridgewater 2 9.1 0 0.0 5 22.7 0' 0.0 \ 0 0.0 0 0.0 22 1.0 

SECC 23 20.0 0 0.0 11 9,.6. 7 6.1 L5 13.0 11 9.6 115 5.4 

0 

, 
" I 

f: 
!t ,: 

0 ~~ 
;i 

ff p 
1"1 

Ii 
,-.:, il 

0 
~ 
I 0 

) 
, 

Pre-Re lease; 
,i \1 

\ 

MCI-Plymoutt 29 6.9 12 2.9 35 8.3 25 6.0 31 7.4 63 ,15.0 420 19.7 
" 1\ 

,,;) 

\\ 
V. 

TOTAL 218 10.2 136 6.4 175 8.2 189 8.9 18\ 8.6 166 7.8 2134 100.0 
, 
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APPENDIX B: TABL~,S (COUNTY CASES OF MORE THAN ONE YEAR) 
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Tab 1 e 15. "Re 1 ease Hear; ngs (Cases of More Than One 'Year): 
o 

County Institution by Decision 

J I ,") .-., p.-... •. , ~~I" }4_~·.~~~~~····_·"i~'~6!'·i!.~!i·,'Ii·"'''''''''_\''-~_·' ; •••• ' ~"I!il1S . 'iI~_~~~' 
.·.r" ' ,.", " ~,l 

::: :::~~nfh' .. ' ".'¥l~- "-:.:.,r~.:~~~~'~-=--- . DECISION 0 , . '---J 
Q 

INSTITUTION Parole 
to () 

c 

Parcle Reserve CUSi~ ody Deny " OUer~ Tota1 2 ",. 
'",r- . 

<:l 

N % N % N % N % N % N % 
: 

Barnstable 0 0.0 18 85.7 0 
0 

0.0 2 9.5 1 4.8 21 2.2' 

Biljerica 6 3.1 136 ~70.8 2 1.0 32 16.7 16 8.a' 'I 192 19.8 
(,~. 0 0 '\\." <r:J 

',. 

Dedham 0 0.0 46 67.6 0 0.0 15 22.10 7 10.3 68 7.0 

Deer Island 5 3.6 89 65.0 a 0 0.0 24 17.5 19 13.9 137 14.1 
0 

,j 

, 
Greenfield 0 0.0 8 61.5 2 15.4 0 0.0 3 23'~] 13 1.3 

0 

Lawrence 2 3.3 42 70.0 2 3.3 7 11. 7 7 11. 7 60 6.2 
" iJ~ 

New Bedford 3 5.7 46 86.8 0 0.0 3 5.7 1 1.9 53 5.5 

Northampton 0 0.0 32 72.7 1 2.3 3 6.8 8 18.2 44 4.5 

Pittsfield 2 5.9 21 61.8 3 8.8 6 17.6 2 5.9 34 3.5 

Plymouth 2 3.1 39 60~0 2 3.1 10 15.4 12 18.5 65 6.7 

Salem 1 2 • .7 24 64.9 1 2.7 7 18.9 4 10.8 37 3.8 
!j 

Springfield 7 4.5·, 114 73.1 1 0.6 12 7.7 22 14.1 156 16.1 
" ! 

(~j . 

I. 

Worcester 0 cO.O 66 77 .6 3 3.5 " 7 8.2 9 10.6 85 8.8 
i,1 

E. Cambridge 1 16.7 2 33.3 1 16.7 1 16.7 1 16.7 6 0.6 

r 
0 

TOTAL 29 3.0 683 70.3 )8 1.9 129 1" ':l 112 11.5 
0

971 100.0 
\,. 

lOther decisions consist of open reserve, action pending and postpone. 
" 

21n addition 45 inmates waived their right to a hearing and 16 were not seen due to other 
- -

reasons. ="" \> C' ~, 
.:. 
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Table 16. first ~earings (Cases of More Than One Year): County Institution by ,Decision 

Billerica 

Dedham 

Deer Island 

Greenfield 

Lawrence 

New Bedford 

4 

o 
5 

o 
1 

2 

2.3 126 

0.0 43 

3.7 86 

0.0 I 5 

1.7 

4.0 

41 

46 

Northampton 0 0.0 29 

Pittsfield 2 7.4 18 

Salem 1 2.8 23 

Springfield 6 4.1 105 

Worcester 0 0.0 59 

E. CambridgE 1 .. ' 16.7 2 
c"3 

TOTAL 24 • 2.7 636 

71.6 

70.5 

64.2 

50.0 

70.7 

92.0 

76.3 

66.7 

63.9 

71.9 

77 .6 

33.3 

1 

o 
o 
2 

2 

o 
1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

70.7 15 

0.6 

0.0 

0.0 

20.0 

3.4 

0.0 

2.6 

3.7 

2.8 

0.7 

3.9 

16.7 

N 

2 

29 

13 

24 

o 
7 

2 

2 

6 

7 

12 

5 

1 

1. 7 120 

Deny 

% 

10.0 

16.5 

21.3 

17.9 

0.0 

12.1 

4.0 

1 

16 

5 

19 

3 

7 

o 

5.3 6 

22.2 0 

19.4 4 

8.2 22 

6.6 9 

16.7 1 

13.3 104 

10ther decisions consis~of open'reserve, action pending and postpone. 

Other1 Tota1 2 

N % 

5.0 

9.1 

8.2 

14.2 

30.0 

12.1 

0.0 

N 

20 

176 

61 

134 

10 

58 

50 

15.8 38 

0.0 27 

11.1 36 

15.1 146 

11.8 76 

16.7 6 

11.6 899 

% 

2.2 

19.6 

6.8 

14.9 

1.1 

6.5 

5.6 

4.2 

3.0 

4.0 

16.2 

8.5 

0.7 

100.0 

2In addition 39 inmates waived the'ir right to he.aring and 11. we.re not seen due to other reasons. 
;: 
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DECISION 

INSTITUTION Par.ole Rese,rve DerlV Otter! Tot,a1 2 

N .% N % N % N % N % 
, 

Springfield 5 6.3 67 83.8 2 2.5 6 7.5 80 100.0 

10ther decisions consist of open reserve, action pending and postpone. 

2In addition, two (2) inmates were not seen by the Parole Board. 
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INSTITUTION 

N 

Barnstable' 0 
E;? 

Billerica 0 

Dedham 0 

Deer Island 1 

Lawrence 1 

New Bedford 1 

Northampton 0 

Plymouth 1 

Springfield 1 

Worcester 0 

TOTAL 5 

10ther decisions 
/" 

., D~CISION 

Parole 
to 

Parole Reserve Custod.Y 

% N % N % 

0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 

'" 0.0 1 100"00 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0: 0 0.0 

100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
/i 

33.3 1 33.3 /' 
Ii 0 0.0 

50.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 
., il 

0.0 /2 0 66.7 1 33.3 

33.3 2 66.7 0 0.0 
II 

0 

50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 
F 

27.8; 8 44.4 21 11.1 
\\ 

action pending 
" I) 

consist Q,f open reserve, 

_ • ''"~' ~.",,",.,, ... ,, ..... _ ,.",~.", ~H ,", ... ,".~ --" •• , 

o 

a 

'Ot herl Total 

N % N % 

0 0.0 1 5.6 

0 0.0 1 5.6 

1 100.0 1 5.6 

0 0.0 1 5.6 

1 33.3 3 16.7 
II I': 

0 0.0 2 11.1 !} 
jl 

H 
'I 

0 0.0 3 16.7 n 
rr 
"d 

0 il 0.0 3C) 16.7 i 
~ 
I 

1 50.0 2 11.1 ! 

0 " 0.0 1 5.6 

3 16.7 18 100.0 

" 

and postpone. 



V'. 
I 

D 

,l 

:1 
I < 

i 
,I 

i " ! ' 

,II 

0 DECISION 
0 

Revocatlon Revocatlon Revocation Revocatlon 
Revocation Affirmed Affirmed Affirmed Affirmed 

INSTITUTION Not Affirmed New Release To Custody . Deny Other1 

N % N % N % N % N % 

Barnstable 0 0.0 0 ~O . 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 

17) Billerica 1 1.9 9 1 1.9 25 48.1 16 30.8 
" 

D~dham 1 9.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 81.8 1 9.1 

Deer Island 1 3.8 5 19.2 1 3.8 9 34.6 10 38.5 
(/ 

Greenfield 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.3 1 33.3 1 33.3 
'If 

Lawrence 0 0.0 2 28.6 0 0.0 1 14.3 4 57.1 

New Bedford 0 0.0 2 28.6 0 0.0 4 57.1 1 14.3 
" Northampton 0 0.0 3 37.5 0 0.0 2 25.0 ," 3 37.5 

Pittsfield 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 83.3 1 16.7 

Plymouth 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 93•6 4 36.4 

Salem 1 16.7 3 50.0 0 0.0 1 16.7 1 ,;\116.7 

Springfield 1 2.9 4 11.4 2 5.7 21 60.0 7 20.0 
. 

Worcester 0 0.0 5 ' 29.4 1 5.9 7 41.2 4 23.5 

E. Cambri dgE 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.0 0 0.0 
" 

TOTAL 5 2.6 33 17.1 6 3.1 ',' 96 49.7 53 27.5 

10ther decisions consist of action pending, postpone, lift warrant, warrant to stand 
and not seen. "-

'it 

Total 

N % 

1 0.5 

52 26.9 

11 5 .• 7 
~~"', 

"'''''~ 

26 13.5' 
I"''''''''',~ dJ 

3 1.6 

7 3.6 

7 3.6 

8 4.1 

6 3.1 

11 5.7 

6 3.1 

35 18.1 

17 8.8 

3 1.6 

193 100.0 
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(:;" DEC! SION 

c, 

ReSC1SS10n Resclss10n ReSC1SSlon ReSC1SSlon 
Rescission Affirmed Affirmed Affirmed Affirmed 

INSTITUTION Not Affirmed New Release To Custody Deny Other! Total lJ, 

'., () 

.. ' <::;I 

N % N % N° % N % N % N % 

Bi llerica 0 0.0 12 63.2 0 0.0 5 26.3 2 10.5 19 23.2 

Dedham 0 0.0 2 50.0 1 25.0 1 25.0 0 0.0 4 4.9 

Deer Island 0 0.0 3 42.9 0 0.0 2 2B.6 2 2B.6 7 8.5 
..£ 

Lawrence 0 0.0 1 20.0 0 0.0 3 60.0 1 20.0 5 (( '.~ 6.1 
: 

New Bedford 0 0.0 1 33.3 0 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 
0 

Salem 1 50.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 00•0 0 0.0 2 2.4 
c 

i;: Springfield 0 0.0 12 50.0 0 0.0 7 29.2 5 20.B 29.3 

Worcester 0 0.0 8 57.1 0 0.0 3 21.4 3 21.4 17.1 

E. Cambri dgE 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 1.2 

TOTAL 1 1.2 42 51.2 1 1.2 24 29.3 14 17.1 B2 100.0 
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10ther 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 (Cases of 9ne Year or less): County Institution by Decision 
~) 

" DECISION 
" 

0 " 

Parole -
to " (' 

INSTITUTION Par.ole ' Rese,rve Cus10dy Del\Y OHer1 Tot-a1 2 
"j .-

c 

N % N % N % N % N 
J 

Barnstable 34 38.6 28 31.8 3 3.4 22 25.0 1 

Billerica 149 29.7 190 3'7.8' 11 2.2 139 D 27.7 13 

Charles St. 1 16.7 1 16.7 .. 0 0.0 " 4 66.7 \') 0 

Dedham 73 ~4.8 67 ~ 31.9 5 2.4 65 31.0 0 
( 

Deer Island 71. 19.1 (1160 43.0 .01 0.3 l33 35.8 7 .. 
" . 

Greenfield 10 19.2 13 25.0 0 0.'0 23 44.2 6 
.. :J 

Lawrence 83 c 39.7 52. 24.9 2 1.0 69 33.0 3 
" .'J 

':' 

New Bedford 64 27.2 1''';;117 <' 49.8 6 2.6 " ,47 20.0 1 
d 

Northampton 15 26.3 18 31.6 1 1.8 22 38.6 1 
1 

u , 
Pittsfield 37 33.0 28 25.0 0 0.0 45 40.2 2 

" 0 c '. 

Plymouth 62 29.7 81 ,.38.8 3 1.4 61 29.2 ,,2 
, ) 

'.' ('.' , 
,. 0 

lother decisions consist oi open " reserve, action pending and postpone. 
\1 ,. 0 

,2Irfadditign 245 inmates waived their right tQa hearing,and.20 ,~ere not 
reasons. 
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0.0 210 6.5 

1.9 372 ~1. 5 
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1.4 209 6.5 
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0.4 235 7.3 

L~ 57 1.8 : 

1.8 112 3.5 
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Table 21. Release Hearing (Cases of One Year or Less): County Institution by Decision 

DECISION 
0 

C)I " Parole ~) ., 
~to 

INSTITUTION Parc1e Reserve Cusiody Deny OUerl Tota1 2 

N % N % N % N % N % N % 
m (,J 

til'" 

Salem 68 36.2 58 030.9 2 1.1 60 31.9 0 0.0 188 5.8 
0 

Springfield 98 33.4 65 22.2 6 2.0 122 41.6 2 0.7 293 9.1 

Worcester ,- 140 31.0 159 35.3 12 2.7 138 30.6 2 0.4 451 14.0 

Edgartown 0 0.0 2 40.0 0 0.0 3 60.0 0 0.0 5 0.2 

E. CambridgE 68 66.0 17 16.5 1 1.0 17 16.5 0 0.0 103 3.,2 , 

Framingham 42 31.1 39 28.9 2 1.5 50 37.0 2 1.5 135 4.2 

Lancaster 0 0.0 4 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0.1 ., 
, 

TOTAL 1015 31.4, 1099 34.0 55 1.7 0 1020 31.6 42 1.3 3231 100.0 

10ther decisions consist of open reserve, action pending and postpone. 
.. 

2In addition, 245 inmates waived their right to a hearing and 20 were not seen due to other ( 

reasons. 
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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 al)ow him to 
begin serving a new sentence or ,he may be paroled to a Massachusetts, Federal or 
out of state detainer. 

·c;o,ReEl&GISSION AFFIRMED: ,A rescission affirmed vote by the Parole Board indicates 
that the Board found sufficient evidence to withdraw a previous release date. 
This decision by the Board ;51 followed by an additional disposition such as 
parole, reserve, par91e denied ot parole to custody. 

RESCISSION NOT AFFIRMED: A vote of rescission not affirmed reactivates an indi­
vidual's parole release vote. In this situation the Parole B'bard finds insuf­
ficient reasons for withdrawing a previous vote. 

RESERVE: A reserve vote is one which requires tlie issuance of a certificatE; of 
parole on a future date indicated on the vote sheet, provided that the indivi­
dual has satisfied the written required conditions (i.e. home, work or home and 
work) • 

Q REVOCAT10N AFFIRMED: A revocation affi rmed 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 disposition such as parole, reserve, 
parole denied or parole to custody. 

REVOCAT10N NOT AFF.IRMED: A vote of revo.cation not affirmed is one where the 
"'Board does not find sufficient grounds ,on which to support the provisional revo-' 
cation. The individual concerned would be released on parole. 
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