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HIGHLIGHTS 

Four-hundred thirty-two offende~s who were re
leased from the Lorton Correctional Complex (formerly 
the Reformatory) were divlded into release categories 
and followed up for 36 months by means of records to 
learn whether there was variation in community per
formance by release type. ' 

The three re~e3se csteoQries, bv number of of
fenders were the following:- 1) parolees, 101: 2) 
conditional, or "Cood-time,11 releasees, 205; and 3) 
expirees, or releases at expiration of term, 126. 

Performance in the community was described in 
terms of frequency of b~oking back into the D.C. 
Jail and in types of dis~ositions made after booking. 

The parolees were the most successful of the 
three release categories. ~t the end of the 36-
~onth follow-up, the parolees showed 29 percent 
booked, 12 percen~ sentenced for 30 or more days, 
and 7 perc~nT 3pntenc~d for 360 o~ ~ore_day~. The 
C'O r res;:; 0 r; d 1 :t 9 val u eST ~}' c h e ·c C!1 d i ~ 1 0 n a! r:: lee ~ e:: s 
Here 44 percent ~I 27 percent, and 13 ?ercent; 8.nd f-:.r 
the expirees, 57 percent, 39 ~erceht, and 24 percent . 

While some of the difference in performance 
might be attributed to personal and social differ
ences betw~en the releasee groups, some might be the 
result of differential handllng before, during, or 
aft e r Y' e 1 e as e . The ex pi\' e e s ~ for (; x a rr.;:.' 1 e) ',; h 0 r e
ceived no post-release supervision by the ?aroie 
Division, had fai1dre rates ranging from two to 
three times those of the pqrolees, 

These findings indicate a pressing need for 
deeper and more e1aborate studies of the relation
ship between ln~ate ty~e and performance after re
lease to the community. Such studies are ~asic to' 
an understandinq of the extent to which community - ~ 

performance of releasees can be improved by changes 
in institutional treatment, in Parole Board proce
dures or decisions, or in post-release supervision. 

'1 .J 
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COHHUNITY PERFORf.'L4NCE OF THREE CATEGORIES 
OF INSTITuTIONAL RELEASEES 

INTRODJ"CTION 

" 

In Research Repol:t Nc. 11, it '\vas noted that a 

follor·;-up of 432 ~r:Crl re leas ed fr0:n th,:: Lort:'ll C~r-

rectional Complex in 1965 sho~ved that at three yee.rs 

e.fter release, 44 per:;e::t of the men hdd been 2.1:'-

rested fen: a parole viclatio0. or ne"'i offense and 

,.-- _. 1 
retu::::ned to the D. C. Jall. Approximately 25 per-

cent of' the 432 rJe:l had re:::eived senter:.CE:S of 90 days 

or mGre, end aboul: 13 Doreen t b..ad !:'e:;ei-,,~ed S E:l te'':'::CeS 

of 360 days or more. 

Research Report No. 11 dealt 'Y7ith the 432 ;:ne71 as 

if they H.:;re a~ undifferer..tiated, gr.,Jup. In actl.:ality, 

the gro\J.p of releasees cC'2.ld 'ha-"e bee~ dividc;d into 

, - ~f b -- oy cstegcr:7 ot OI, e'C:.se, y pe:t'son-

~l1.·"""\jT"".--ne b·17' . l' , 1-C1. L..J ~Yr: j SO':;l.a Clr::t:,-;:lScan(';€, .. JY age, c;::,d so on 

2nd perfoD1an-:e in th.e cr;1r.Ll'..l:li ty ·3.fter releas e ~:.o'-=.ld 

1. / 
]?os t-Re~",'&se Perfcr"L:'!':.l.1·"":~e_ :::·f :::.32 R8~::":'l:12ti):t'Y Releasecs, 
Dep .. rt .... ---<-~r- _-i= ("'O,..I'"!!oj..> -."'"l--';C-~ -1·'--· ... , -. '"'. r ..... -. ....... -d. u!t.:'._~ u .... v .~::.c·~!....L .L~, ~._.1.:::.Ll, .• n _1: .i.\.e::> <::.3!..L::J.. 

Researc~ Reoore No. 11, FebIuary 1969) by Stuart Adams, 
1"'landa ::-:'. riea ton ~t~lG Jctlt~ ~l)t. \;'3.~~~~:"!, 

, ' 
, . ..c-l~~ __ ~ ..... 

;t 
IiJ 
~" _,~" " ...;,. _ o..l~·: ...... ~.i~ ... 

.. 
._~ ,~.".,: ,. .. "t, .: .••• " .,,' , • • "c_ ..... _.c> ·~ ....... ~ ...... 4;SooJ...s. ......... :", 

have been examined in relatio!1 to any or all of these 

syste~s of categories. 

The present report looks at performance in the 

commpnity from the standpoint of type of release from 

the institutio:l. The 432 meE retu:t:ned to ths com-

~unity in three differe::t sta::USl?s: 1) on par81e, 

2) on conditional release, and 3) on. expirati0n of 

sentence. 

The report .\vill shmv th.:::.t these th::-ee categ~ries 

of releasel~s perfOrll1 differe::.tly in the cO:'1I.ro.e.-;:;'1.ty. 

They' he.-,re 'wide ly di ffer:e:l t '1'';. tes of. retcrn the 

D. C. Jail, and they differ co~siderably in the fre-

quency 'tvith v7hich they receive sen::e:-!ces at 360 days 

or more. 

The analysis prese~tcd in this report does Lot 

explai~ theSe differen(:es in performa.!J.ce. '1':) prc:vide 
. . 

an explanation -- that is, to state dciL::itely'ivhat 

"caus edt: the differences -- r2Quir.'2s kil:-:ds of infor-

ma tion and types of 1,"f,;S ecS.;.:'(:ll. c!.GS ig~s tr..a t ha-ve thus 

far been beycmd the capability cf =~e Dcpa:t'tme::t. 
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In the future, with the completion of the cievelop-

ment of the automatic data precessing system and the 

e5tablishment of proc<.~dt.::.res for carryi:;:lg ct~t concrolled 

experime:lts, ·the Department will be in a position to 

aCCOL:::lt £e:: dlff..:!rsu::.es 1:1 c:.:z:@t..:..."1.icy per£s1::na:l..:!e of 

population subgroups. Hore importa.r_t, it will be able 

to use this inforIn.2.tion to devise progralTIS chat pro-,. 

teet the c~~L:nity more effectively, rehGbili~ate its 

.--
offenders more surely -- and perf01.-:n these opErations 

at generally 1m'ler cas~s per committed offender:, The 

present s~~dy 18 .2. first s::ep that 

PROCEDURE 

The procedure in tilis stt.:dy consisted c-f f.J~r 

definite stages: 1) identifying the rc12asees fr::m the 

Complex i-a a spe~i:tied year; 2) sepat'acing the 1::12-

leasees i~to three release 

informa cion en fail(:.re "Co adj i.:S t i::1 the commt:::"~1 r:.y, 

definsd as "rett.:!.rns to Departr.ler..t of Correc-

tions "; and !i-) .2.TIalyzing the da t.2. on r€: t~r.::-.s to the 

correctL)nal SYS1:Gill in .eelati::n to ti.me 0":;':: and 

penalties impcsed. 

." '.>. .~ 

r~:~'U..I,..,,;.I""'""i~-"'~"';+ "" ... ·'O;'-·"-4_~~<J<·3.<-"_ .... ,,.... ...... ,1A.,i."'A',IO,<~l .. ,.. .-$- : ... "'~."--r~._~.,:4.:.".,..~.,'-.- .. ~ 
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To identify a group of releasees from the Complex, 

the s.t~dy made use of the subjects in a previous proj

ect, already desc.ribed in Research Report No. 11. 2. 

These subjects were all the releasees f-r-om the Com-

plex in 1965, ex~luding cases that were held for de-

tainer and those \vho died s!.:!.bsequel1t to release or 

for vih0ill adequ.ate r2c::"rds could n.:;t be fOlli"1d. 

The 432 relcasees 'who became the final group of 

Sllbj ects fer the study \-7ere trace:i for three ye.2.rs 

+ 1 1 l ' ~ .2...I..ter re ~:as e tD.~Ol.lg_2 tne re·:;oras of the D. C. Jail, 

the Parol; U~f';; ,~o ___ +....o\.,.., and t2e ot:ber ins ti-CL:.tio:ls OI the 

Deparb.nen t . 

Through the L:se of schedules of backgrc~nd infor-
.. 

mat; 0-.-1 nn- r'.ne .... e·1e ... seos .... - ~. J.. a. ',- s it was possible to identify 

the man:c:e:::" clf rele2.82 frow the Complex in 1965. This 

resul ted :i.!~ the defini tic::J. of three maj o-r- T.~12as e 

the P '1 t'" . 1 • t . "1 R 1 .. aIO. ees., ne l; or: a.J. lO~.:3.l. .e eas ees , 

and the Expirees. 

2 
See footn.ote 1. 

'. 
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To describe the post-release performance of the 

three cohorts, the Jail and institution~l return data 
..;.:"'-~ .. -

were tabulated month by month to identify the status 
\ 

of each releasee \'7110 returned to the supervision of 
f 

'\ -
the Deparbnent of Corre~tions. Plotting of these 

statuses against time provided a pattern of perform-

ance curves for each cohort, shm'7ing cl1.'1lulative per-

centaozes beoked into th~ D. C. Jail, DOQked and re-
'-' 

leased at cohort, or booked and sentenced to pay 

fines or to be detained for specified pe~iods of tine. 

The subjects cf this stt:dy have Deen described 

, 't 3 in detail in a preV1.0US researcn r@ELor . For the 

present repprt, it \vill be useful to ;:ecapitulate a 

. f .c," t' fe~v of the major eat::;.res OJ.. tne GeSCr1p l(m. 

Parolees: The:: 101 parolees i!l the study \-7ere 

predowir-~a:1tly (89. O/~). black, ~vith a m~dian age D£ 34.2 

-----------

·< 

::~~1:..~!" ... .,. 4& • 

at time of rele2se in 1965, a median age at first ar-

rest of 18.6 years) 3.8 ~rior arrests, 1.9 prior com-

mitments) medicm IQ score of 96,2, median. SAT score of 

6.9 grades, crimt.~s predomina!:tly (70, 6~~) agains t the 

person, and median length of confine~e~t O~ present 

term 5.3 yeCirs _, They had been expos ed to vc·ca tional 

training i~ the prison in a minority of cases (30.3%) 

and to academic or social training i~ a majori~y of 

cases (59.6%)~ were either single or separated (58.6%), 

and had -ch.eir l£!.rgest re?resentation (38.5~~) in an 

unskilled Cccupation. 

Conditional Releasees: The 205 conditional re-

leasees were predominantly (90.7%) . black, with a 

median age of 34c6 at time erE rele.ase, a median age 

of 18.8 at time of.first arrest, 5.7 prior arrests, 

3.5 prior commi toea ts, media:::. IQ of 96,1, med.ian SAT 

score of 6.2, crimes of greates t frequ2::lcy (46. lio) 

, ... '1- d d1'':1'''' 1e~D"th ..... -_:- rnn.fi.n.E..ment ~ga1ns L tl.!8 persoll.: a::. me _,~ ,'L:;, ." -' ---

't I 7 -~~s ~~ey T.~ere expn_sed to 'lO-on presenc~Im~. yb~~. ~l~ • ' 

cat:ional trainir:g ' j. 01:1 c..Gu. ( 1'" --"") ..,. ri "Co aCD.demic or: social 

training single or separated 

-6 ... 
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(52.9%), and had their largest representCltion (41.4·%) 

in an unskilled occupation. 

.Expira.ti;,.~-of-SeEte:~:.:e Releasees: The 126 ex

pirees in the study "(".vere predo~in.:a:ltly (86.8%) black, 

with a median age of 32.4 CI.t time of release, a median 

age of 18.2 at time of first arrest, a median of 7.4 

prior arr2S ts} 4'.5 prior'" CDI11!Ili tmen ts, median IQ of 

96.3, median SAT score of 6.6, crimes predominantly 
" 

(60~4%) age.inst property, and median length of con-

"". .... -~,..,... 1 3 '(Te-'Y's .':'ne,,;1' 1: •• 1 ;:>_T"" P_Y·po~prlu. Il.nerne~ r; on pres eu't.. '-Cl..~1 • .I cl~. l _" _ ~'-_ __ 

t "- -1 /'-'r-;n4n~ (0 8:"1)'1. :::I"ld' ~,=,r-. ....,c"'d::.._~ .... ,.;f' f)-J,.' soc;al o voca 'C1. '_na. ... a.... ...1 0 ~. 10 _... _ c:. ~ • '"-_ ... ..1-

t 'n'.,..,C' (18 1(11) -,-rere e_';ther sinoC'le or separated _r al. 1.""0 • 10 , ~v 

('60 /'<;') and had c' 'ooi"'" laroO'est representation (31.3%) 
, ""'/"". ~'- J.. " 

in the I.!r.s-;,.cilled occupational category. 

It will be noted that the parolees differed from 

the co~ditional releasees and the expirees primarily 

in 1) smaller n~~bE~s, 2) more crimes against the 

mitments, 5) lo::ger time serve"d; and 6) more exp::>st.:.re 

to vocaticnal and ~,cade:r.ic tr~tining t-7hile in th~ 

ies titUt:tC"1. 
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The expirees tended to be at opposite poles from 

the parolees on a number of charac teris tics, \vi th the 

conditional releasees o~c~pying an intermediate pcsi-
\ 

tion. The expirees shmved 1) higher numbers of prior 
\ 

arrests, 2) hi;b.2~ nt!;.~ber of prior ccr..:nitmE:-~ts, 3) 

fe'\-1er crimes against per.sens dnd more against prop-

erty; 4) much Imver years of confinement, and 5) much 

less invobleme:'.'lt in vocaticr..al al:;d academIc training. 
,.'-

I the next S ec ~i~..., a+-... h_=·nti.on ;;·7ill focus o~ n ..' 1.._'..1 •• , _ 

(~~ - ) 
",_oJ'- thes e tl-..J.:'ee types qf reJ.eas,ees. The pt'8sen::ation will . 

;,e primarily in . the for11 of "performance '.;urves, 11 

shO\ving trends in jail bookings a:1.d in se:iJ.tences cf 

various typt;'s OV2r a 36-month exposure period. 

FINDINGS 

Of the three releaseE: groups, the parolEes shO\ved 

the best record of e:::TIsl\l ... "'1ity adjt::.stment o"',"'er the 36-

mcnth exposure per.iod. The cO::lditic:lal releasees were 

second in ra.nk, aad t::e expirecs were third i:1 rei!,:k in 

general quality of performan~G . 

~ ... 
-8 ... 
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Since "performance" has been defined here as "not 

being be-oked in the D. C. Jail" and as "not being 

backed and sentenced,!! the foregoing statement may be 

pe.raphrased to indicate that the parolees were the 

most successful in av()idi~1g beir:.g br::okcd into the 

D. C. Jail. The expirees \Vere the least successful. 

To .describe these "patterns of performance in 

detail, each of the three release cohorts is traced 

over a 36-mcnth exposure period by means of a chart 

that ShO~'75 ct:.-nu1ative percencages of and 

dispositions. Each 6£ the charts is accompanied by 

a table listing ~he values on the chart. 

Parolees: The performance trends of the 101 

parolees are shmm in Chart 1 (page 10). Table 1, 

page ll~ shoHs the same da.ta. 

The uppermost cl.;.'!·ve on the chart represents the 

extent to ,,;vl:.ich the pa3:"ol~es ,w'!::u '\vere rei_eased from 

the Correcticna1 Complex in 1965, have been booked 

into the D. C. Jail in the intcI""ilsning mo!u.:hs. The 

follmv-up i:J. eaL':h case l:ns been for precisely 36 

··9~ 
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Chart 1. Parolee Bookings and Dispositions: N = 101 
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, Table 1 

(J 

J 

Parolee Bookl.1}gs and Di§..Eosition ___ , _________ ~ __ "_-.. _ 
Honths After Release 

Action 6 12 18 24 30 36 --,.----•. -----~--.---.;.:~---~;..;:.... 

,Sentenced 360 
or NOl'C Days 

Sent8L1ced 
90-359 Days 

Sent.:enced 
30-89 Days 

Sentenced 
1~'29 Days 

Un lcnO,lTtl 

.A.wa i t:j.ng Further 
Heari.ng 

Booked and 
Dismissed 

Not Booked 

Total 

1 
1.0% 

o 

1. 
1.0% 

o 

2 
2.0% 

o 

1 
1.0% 

2 
2.0/0 

1 
1.0/0 

2 
2.0% 

1 
1.0% 

4 
lj·.O% 

o . 

1 
1.0/0 

3' 
3.0/'0 

'2 
2.0% 

2 
') Oi, _. (J 

1 
1. 0% 

8 
? " 9{., 

0 

1 .... 
1 OCI 
...L,. • 10 

LI· 
Lj..O% 

2 
2.0% 

2 ~ 
2.0% 

1 
1.0/'0 

9 
8.9% 

0 

2 
2.0% 

S 
5.0/0 

2 
2.0% 

2 
2.0% 

, ~. 

1 
1.0/0 

9 
8.9% 

0 

2 
2.0% 

7 
6.9% 

3 
3.0% 

2 
2.0% 

2 
2.0/0 

10 
9.9/0 

2 
2.0% 

3 
3.0% 

Cumulative Tot~~ ! 

7 
6.9% 

10 
9.9% 

12 
11. 9/l'! 

14 
13. 9/~ 

2L~ 

23.8% 

26 
25.7% 

29 
28. 8~~ 

72 
71. 21'0 

101 

.. 1, 
~ , 
f 

" -\" I 

'" l . 
i 

t· ... 

... .. ----...,.-------.-~--... '""""-'-.-~ ... ~---_._-.----..,.--_. ---!~~.-, ---..._--'--.-- 100. P% _ . ....:..,.~_ 
I 

... \ . 
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() 
months so as to equalize exposure time for individuals 

released in different parts of the year 1965. 

The data in chart 1 show that in 36 months after 

release about 29 percent of the 101 parolees has been 

booked back into the D. C. Jail. ApproxL~ately 3 per-

cent were dismissed \vhen their cases' \Vere heard in 

court; about 2 percent \Vere a'ivai ting a fe;,rth€:r near-

ing in COLl,rt. For about' 10 percent) the disposi ti-:>n . ..~-

after booking was not evident in the available records. 

About 12 percenc of the paz-olees rec.ei',(.7ed S E:n tences 0 f 

30 days or more, and about 7 perceUi: recEived sentencES 

of 360 days or more. 

One conspicuolls feature of the data is the sharp 

upt~nl in the bc,oking curve in the 30-36 month segment. 

This is llilLlsuai. in J.'c-::idh7ism curves, which te::ld to 

rise rapidly in early msnths after release, the:!]. level 

off at about: wo]o or t1::r:e'e years, and reI!lain en a pla-

teal1 indefinit:ely after that, In the present: instance, 

the rapid rise of the bO:Jking curve -- tOgeth2I' 1;'7ith 

rises of slightly less emph8.sis i!~ the remaining 

opera t'LOIl :",t souie special 
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influence. One might hypcthesize that increasingly 

strict parole policies, increasingly active police, 

increasingly aliet1.a:ed parolees, or an increasingly 

disorden:!d so.:iety accot:.:1t singly or in c()mbination 

for the upt~1:Tl in b~oki::;.gs a:-.d disp:;s i ti'~':'!s i:J. the 

final six m::mths of tr..e rolle·",.,-up, As will be seen 

later, the most plausible of these hypothesE:s is that 

--
the upti..:rn in parolee fai LUYeS at the 36-m::mth mark is 

./"" 

the result of the social disorders that occ'Grred in the 

District of Columbia i~ early and middle 1963. 

Co:ndi':icnal Releas2-=s: The da'ta on contffiunity-

adjustment failures am.:·ng (;onditional relea.s€es are 

shown in Chart 2 and Table 2 (pages 14 and 15). 

The performance-curve patteITI for cOuditional 

releaseEs shc\'JS buth similarities and 'dif£eren~es when 

compar~d wir:h the CUI'VES f:'r par.:>lees. In the arEa of 

s imi18.ri t:ies, there is the 'C.;ndeu,:;y tv ris e rapidly in 

the begi~r::iIlg, climb mere sl~Hly in the middle months 1 

d d · I. d .. .c then ae::.elE:ra te rapi ly t:p%s,r l.U tiie en ~nO:lt:ns 0.1.. 

the' follm,r-lip period. 

-13-
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Chart 2. Conditional Releasee Bookings and Dispositions: N = 205 
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Conditional ----
Action 6 12 

,Sentenced 360 4 7 
or Norc ~ays 2.01'1) 3.LI-'I'o 

Sentenced If. 6 
90-359 DHYS 2.0% 2 Qic • .; 0 

Sentenced 1. 2 
30-89 Days • L~70 1.0io 

Sentenced 1 2 
1-29 Days .4% 1.0% 

Fined c.md 1 1 
Dismissed .4% .4% 

Unknown ft 6 
2.0% 2.970 

A\'laiting Further 0 0 
Hearing 

Booked and '::I 3 .J 

Dismissed 1.5% 1.5% 

Not Booked 

Table 2 
Releasc.c ~ookings and Dispositions 

Nonths After Release -----_. -
18 24 30 36 

12 13 21 26 
5 I'"\Y, • ,) 0 6.31'0 1.0.2% 12.7% 

7 1.l~ 19 26 
3 .l~% 6.81'0 9.3% 12.7% 

3 3 . 3 LI 

1.5% 1. 5i~ 1.5% 2.0% 
~. 

3 4 Lj. LI. 

1.5% 2.0% 2.0% 2.0% 

1 1 1. 1 
.4% .4% .4% .4% , 

7 9 12 llt 
3.4(10 LL4io 5.9/0 6.870 

0 0 1 6 
.4% 2" 970 

5 5 6 7 
2.4/0 2.47Q 2. 9~~ 3.4% 

() 

26 
12.7% 

52 
25.4·% 

56 
27.3% 

60 
29.3% 

61 
29.8% 

75 
36.61'0 

81 
39.5% 

88 
42.9% 

117 
57.1% 

205 
IOO.O·X 
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In the area of differences, it \vil1 be noted that 

the conditional releasee curves rise higher in 36 

months. There is not as strong a tendency toward 

leveling off in the middle months. The sector of the 

curves that shO'ivS acceleration after a period of slow'-

down is twelve months lcng, not six months. Final1 v -J , 

the part of the releas~e population that re~eived 360-

day sentences is only one-half tha"t which received 90-

day sentences, not bvo-thirds as in the case of the 

parolees. 

Perhaps the mos t note\'lOrthy aspect of the con-

ditional releasee curves is the relatively high fai1-

ure rate. The booking rate is L~3 per~e:lt, compared 

to 29 percent for the parolees, and the 360-day sen-

tenct:! rate is 13 percent, compared to 7 percent for 

the par::lees. The 90-day senr:2ll.Ce rate is 25 percent, 

compared to 10percenC fJr the parolees. 

\ , 
\ 
I 

Tne conditional releasees differ from the parolees 

at time of release ,they a1:'c managed differently in 

-I.." 'ne COT;l':',l"n';tV ) ~nd they rJ:: . 1. d' ~t= tl h_ ~_~ J ~ 1 - pe ~C~ qUL~e Lr~eren y. 
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all clear, since cause and effect relati::nships are 

thoroughly mixed here. 

Expirees: The 126 expirees performed in the com-

murlity in the manp-er showa by Chart 3 and Table 3 

(pages 18 a~d 19). 

Se',-€ral matters in tr~esc data ar'e Horthy of note, 

First, the le:vel of faili.:re in this group is rela::ively 

high. 7he cocking rate of 57 per~e~t is considerably 

abo",Te the 29 pe!:'cent of the paroleEs 2.:-:.d the 43 pe1:'-

Cent of t!:1e co!~c.itiC'nal J:'eleasees. SeccL1.d, tl-:.e up-

ward I!break fl in the Derfcrma:lce Cllrv85 that ,.;as evi-.. 

dent in the other tv:) grsl.1ps is evid~nt he1:'e also: 

alth:;ug~ i!l. c1 special ferm -- it shmvs itself pri-

marily bet:Ylee-:l t:he 24th and 30th 'months, and thus 

differs in at leest one respect from the l.lpwa.rd 

brf!.!aks in the par''Jlee and g::cd- ti;:ne rel.:~a.s ee CGrves. 

Third, the E:xpirees s'h::w a disproporci:·nac€\ly high 

. i1u:nDer.' of c1::eir S2n"tEo':::;E:S falling i!!to r:he 360-days-

anci-::!.p ..!a tegary. For t!:.e parDIEes J abot.:t ene-fourth 

.., J 
(;0:1(1 1 CJ,0"1E. - 1 1 · . " - , re edS;:-t:S, s :lgti.tJ.y :n')re tnan one-' 
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Table 3 
___ . __ ,_______ Expiree B£old.I1...6E_ and Dispositions 

Action 

Sc-ntellced 360 
01:' H()):c Days 

Senl:eJ"1ccd 
90-359 Days 

Sentenced 
30-89 Days 

Sentenced 
1-29 'I):1Y5 

F:i..necl and 
Dismlss (~r1 

AvlHiting Further 
Hearing 

Booked and 
Di.smissed 

Not nooked 

Totn.l 

~ ________ ~ ______ ~ ______ ~}1~o~n~.hs After Rcleasc_ 
6 12 18 24 30 36 

5 
I~. 0% 

3 
2. L~/~ 

1 
.8/0 

o 

o 

1 
.8% 

1 
• 8~1" 

2 
1.6% 

8 
6.3% 

5 
4.0/0 

1 
.8/0 

2 
1.6/0 

o 

1 
.8io 

1 
. 8/0 

2 
1.6% 

13 
10.3/0 

6 
lj-.8,%, 

2 
1.6/0 

2 
1. 6~/o 

1 
:8'%, 

2 
1.6% 

1 
. Sf" 

3 
2 .L~% 

17 28 30 
13.5% 22.210 23.8/0 

10 13 17 
7.9% 10.3/0 13.5% 

2 \ 2 2 
1.6/0 1.6% 1.6% 

~. 

3 3 3 
2.Lr/o 2. L~/o 2.4% 

1 1 1 
.8% .8% .8'/., 

3 6 7 
2.t1-% 4.8% 5.5io 

1 5 7 
.8% 1+ • O'/~ 5.5% 

3 4 5 
2. LI-% 3.2% 4.0/0 

() 
. . 
! .. 
; 

i --- [. 

Cumulative Total 

30 
23.8% 

47 
37.3% 

49 
38.9% 

52 
1-+ 1. 3';10 

53 
LI-2.1% 

60 
LI·7.6% 

67 
53.2.% 

72 
57.1% 

5L~ 
"2 Q% Lr • .,,_ () 

126 
1 on O"/. 



o 
third were thus handled. However, for the expi~ees, 

.. 
slightly more than b'lO-fifths of the bookings \~~ere 

given sentences of 360 days or more. The expirees: 
I 

\ 

--=-- -. 

'\.;11.0 served their initia1·te"LlIls for less serious of-
\. -. 

fenses: were nO~'7 shmqing a tenden::y to earn l::mger 

terms for more serious offenses and in ccnsiderab1y 

greater propor~ions. 

A Compariso~:_ To provide comparatDie data on the 

three groups o't releasees, it Will be use.ful to com-

bine the essEn"tial data from the three ch.3::::-ts 

on 
. / 4 ,page The results are single table. 

21) . 

Table 4 is not clilllu.lative. It divides the per-

formance "space l ! into its seveI'al sectors, eac.h mea-

sured by its percer..tage dim'2:lsions. The total OI the 

several spa;;es is 100.00 percent. 

-20-

Comparative Perfcrr!1ance of Parolees, Good-Time 
Releasees and Expirees on Bookings 

and Sentences 

Good-Time 

- -

.... ~ 

Parolees Rel~ase~s Expirees 

Not Booked 

Booked a~d Dismissed 

Held f,")1.' Fur ther Hearing 

Disposition Unknown 

Fined and Dismissed 
,.'-

Sentenced 1 to 29 Days 

Sentenced 30 to 

Se~tsnced 90 to 359 Days 

Sente::lced 360 OT. Hore Da.ys 

TOTAL 

71.2% 

3.0 

2.0 

9.9 

2.0 

2.0 

2.0 

3.0 

6.9 

100.0% 

57.1% 42.9% 

3.4 4.0 

2.9 5.5 

6.8 5.S 

.4 .8 

2.0 2.4 

2.0 1.6 

12.7 'L3.5 

12.7 23.8 

100. 07~ 100.0% 

Thes e data d·isclc\3 e that the parolees II COnf01.llil I 

. better in the CGTI'Jl1u:lity as :::cmpa-r'ed with the good-

time releasees and ti:..;: exph:ees. 

D. C. Jail in ICMer perC2!:tages J and r:h-:::se \:·;::ho retillTI 

are ser..tenced less £r2at::.ently to the longer terms. 

Al thc...:.gh they had his tori.:.:s of lenger i!lCBrc:eratio:l 

and mors cr;T11es agai:1.s t th-=. 
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better during the 3-year exposure period than the 
The foregoing analysis also discloses that there 

t\.,o other release cohorts. 
are many matters that are poorly understood in the 

T'nE expire€s, on the other hand, with. their field of corrections, a~d the establishment of a 
\ 

shorter b~t more frequent terms of recEnt ir.carcer- truly effective correctional operation will have to 
\ 

ation, primarily for property offenses, we're appar- 'V7ait £0:: b2t::er Gncic::rst.:lr:.dir..g. A s::'L.:.'r.d ~orr~.:::tio~al '. 

--., -
ently tt.:rning to more serious offe::.ses that 'l;V'ere sys tern ca:l be built onl:r upon a ioundation of a g08d 

resulting in sentE!lces.'Of longer duration. information system (tha~ is, a good data processing 

system) a~d a capable research activity_ 
DTSCUSSION -

The foregoing ans.lysis of COUED.u::lity pe~fcr- As has been noted many times, some aspects of 
. -

mance tre-,:'lds of thr-ee ex-prisO':18r subcateg::>ries dis- _corre~tio~s are destr'.J.ctive; to both 

closes that there are L~PGrtant differe~ces in per- the pris~nEr and to th~ comm~iit~. Other aspects are 

formance of the various subgro~ps. These differe~ces constructive and rehabilitative. Further:.n0::'e, some 

are si&,tificant enough t1:at they should be foll·.)\ved correctional practices are c.ostly, and to the extent 

by char.ges in priso-;J. and parole p(.ilicies ~- if -che that they achieve little ccrrecticn., thEY ere waste:Eul. 

diffEreT.!...:-es mea::.!. what they appear to. If the dif- Still other practices are ec·.:mol.1ical, either in the 

sense tha-:: they make mcdest use of resou::'ces or tbat 

the resul~ of noa-st.:pervis~r.n of the expirees, for they accomplish a gre.at d~al with tr..e resources that 

example, then it ~vould appedl:' tCc.t I":O priso::er should they emp 1 Jy . 

be all'.)~;8d to return t:) th~ CQ~t:r..ity tc a status of 
The'se considerati:::;:-ts G.,;,l.derscore· the i..rnportan(!e 

non-sup'e:rvis ion. 
of carrying out further analyses of the relationship 

_.~~ ""~ .... ,.. >t .......... ..: _-,-,: __ 
._ ..... ~ .... ..... -J. ....... _ "",,,,I ..... ...i-_...J 

>' 
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forma:lce. It is important to know what asscciatio:ls 

exis t bet:weer.. cC'ITli1lcni ty PE:1:'f::"'.cIndTICe and offens e type, 

offender pE.rsC'!'la licy chara.::t:eris ti:::s, ·.')ffcndt:I." social 

his 1: 0 1:'Y , a!i.d offender g:Ja,J.s and val~e syste.ms. 

~ ne 4n rhe c~mm:'nit~y- a~d off~~det eXPerie~~es in the mc~n~ .J...~.. _ 

correcticTIcl systen. To ~vhat f:X'tc:lt is the cff,;;nder's 

• ' . ; ...... __ co r;_'~_<=; c,~--n-n:_-"'l-! t-.. y l"_'eL~,tE:d t ... ,; d:::ademi,:: 1:'ell'.. te.gr:a T:l'::;n .J.." ..'';: ..... ,J.U __ 

to 

, - • 1, • 1.' S p·:>-J.."'~_,c.."P~ The E.nalysis of st:::s. relatlt;ns ... lps '-' ", .. 

noted elsewhere !:~a.t .7.:1:'-8 ki:-tds 'Jf ·'':;OJ::'1.·E:-.;.ti~~·~al exper-

applied t:.:: yOt.:~ger offe:-:dEr:s., pa:t·ti;:~'...:la.rly t·.) y~t.:ng 

it 
offe:'.deJ::s i:: a CO!DTIu':':licy setti. ... 1g. Detached !,o]:n:kG.t'5 

.. .. 

, , , 
"''''Il·~ • • > •• ....O:~~..;.:~ _"" ~ .. M ... .,"'~l.~ .... ~, ...... __ ". ""_ ~ ~ , .••• ~... ..... :. ,,~.;,;,,"'~'., ~,". 

~ith j uv-eni.le gangs and ccmmu.uity trea tment ,yorkers 

in a probation or early-parole operation appear to 

accomplish the most re=idivis~ reduction per dollar 

of corre-::tivnal illv-E!stment. 

As COI.':C2C tiu!1s b2::>~mc:s more experienced, and as 

it dev-elops conceLn for optimal usc: of its resources, 

cost-benefit 2:lalysis ~1ill perhaps become as common-

.. . ,.,- · ... -~r-;cn~l research di_visions as re~idivis!!l-p.Lace In c",r"-o,;· .. _.J.. .,::: 

rate or c0~uu~ity-performance analysis. The rapidity 

wi th ,:,]hicn, thts \vill c'::':t.:r depends on the 2cceptG.!1ce 

'1 ,-..,_ ... f-L...~ +-- -1. es sa-:-2.n rscr: i\72S IrOill corLee tieD-aJ . . ana S UPP' Il.... _;' .. ('.1. '-

admi~istrators a~d ~cntrol ags2cies. 
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