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I. INTRODUCTICN

This report presents a history and evaluation of the Work
Release Program during seven years of operation. During that
period of time, 386 separate individuals who participated in the
program were released from the Adulﬂ Correctional Institutions
and returned to the community. The tables in.this report show
a total of 402 because 14 inmates were in the program twice
during two separate 1lncarcerations and one inmatekwas on the
Program three times during three separate incarcerations. The
23 inmates who were in the Work Release Program more.than once
during the same incarceration are counted only once but are
appropriately footnoted in Tables 1-64.

The cohorts for this study were determined by the date of
release from the Adult Correctional Institution (hereafter
abbreviated AGT in the text and tables). That year does not
necessarlily coincide with the year the inmate was on the program.
The one inmate who was released during 1966 is included with the
1967 cohort.

The period studied in this report is 1967 - 1973. This
report does not include personé»released from the ACI during-
1974 or persons who were feturned to Maximum Security ‘and are
still serving time. The characferistics of the 18 persons
belonging to this category are presented in Table 65. For the
purposes of measuring recidivism, the follow-up period of study

runs from the date of release from the ACI through June 15, 1974,



Because none of the records kept by the Department of Corrections
are automated, a great deal of time was spent in tabulating these
data. It was unfortunately not possible to obtain a control group
for the years 1967 - 1970 without a prohibitive amount of work.
Unfortunately, the three years for which data are aVailable have
the shortest follow-up period. The follow-up period for the

1972 cohort is completed for the filrst year and partially com-
plete for the second year. The follow-up period is complete for
the first two years after release for the 1971 cohort (see table
A). Data for the years 1967 - 1969 show thet there 1s significant
recidivism even after three years in the community.

The greatest difficulty in the design of any study is obtain-
ing a control group. When working with human beings, one cannot
assign or not assign a person to a program simply for the'purpose
of having an excellent comparison of two groups with near-

identical characteristics. Indeed the inmate placed in the program

may not be a typical inmate of the ACI.
Because Rhode Island does not have an automated record keep-
ing system, all data was tabulated by hand. Because of this

difficulty in gathering data, the control group for this study

was limited to one year - 1971. " The year 1971 was chosen because

1) There is a recidivism study being conducted by the
Staff Services Unit on the years 1971 - 1973. Ob-
talning the basic data for that study took two months.
It would take even longer to obtain the data for

prior years because most of these records are now

- stored in:the Record Center in Providence.
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2)  The 1971 Work Releasé cohort had the largest number

of Inmates thus yielding the laréest sample for com-
parisoh.

3) The year 1971 was preferable to later years because

a longer follow-up period wasavailable.

The 1971 Control Group was imperfect for many reasons.
Probably the greatest difference between the Work Release Group
and the Control Group was in the nature éf change. In the Con-
trol Group only 39 percent were guilty of crimes against
property, while 58 percent of the Work Release Group committed
crimes against property. - The proportion of crimes ofkviolence
was similar between the two groups - 26 percent for the Control
Group and 25 percent for the Work Release Group. Thus, 36
percent of the offenses for the Control Group were in the

CERTSECTy CREmSS NSRTESS of  VEdsaiense aor Agginst Property. This

category accounted for oniy 16 percent of the Work Release
Group. The largest sub-category of this group is Narcotics and
Drug Related charges which accounted for 9 percent of the

Work Release Group but only three percent of the Control Group.
The sub-category "drunk or drunk driving" accounted for a much
"higher proportion of persons in the Control Group than in the
Work Release Group. Offenses in this category rarely resulted
in jail sentences after 1971; therefore, recidivism rates were

low for %this category. The category other crimes neither of

violence nor against property accounted for 17 percent of the

ControlvGPOup and only seven percent of the Work Release’Group.

‘More than half of these sentences were for motor vehilcle



vidlations which rarely resulted in jail-term recidivism,
especially after 1971. The second most common offense in this
group was contempt of Court, which also had a low recidivism
rate.

The Work Release Program began in October, 1966 with a
small group who were housed 1in the Medium Securiﬁy‘Building.

In August, 1970 the living quarters for the participants
in the Work Release Program was moved to a separate building known
as Pine Cottage. The program 1s still operating out of this
cottage as of the time of this writing. During the two months
of operation 1in 1966, only one person was released into the
community. For the purpose of statistics, he is included with
the 29 inmates released in 1967 to form a cohort of 30 persons.
The program was expanded to include more inmates until in 1971,
86 persons who participated in the program were released from
the ACI. The numbers dropped to 64 in the 1972 cohort and 72
in the 1973 cohort. During the seven—yearkperiod onlyksix

females were on the Work Release Program. All of these females

were released in 1973.



II. DEFINITION OF VARIABLES

Eight variables were considered in studying the work release
program. Six of these variables were consldered in studying the
control group. . One of the variables was considered only when
studying the 1971 Work Release and Control‘Groups. That varilable
was recldivism before the current sentence. The recidivism of |
the 1971 Work Release cohort and the non-Work Release cohort are
thus comparable. The variable "time spent onkﬁhe program"
obviously can be applied to the Work Release Group only. All
elght variables are defined in the proceeding sectlons.

1. Recidlvist Category

This category considers only known recidivism resulting in
prison or jall sentences. Recidivism reéulting in suspended 6r
deferred sentences or probation is not considered. Crimes
resulting in imprisonment outside Rhode Island are considered if
they are known to us.

Recidivism 1s divided into flve categories:

l. Never returned to prison.

2. Returned as a parole violator but was never sentenced.
3. One new sentence resulting in jail ferm of under 90 days.
by, éne new sentence of over»90‘days.
5.  More than one new sentence with imprisonmént of over
90 days.
2. Race
Three categbries are considered: white, ndnwhite and other.

3. Age at release

The age was calculated from date of birth until the day
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off release from the ACI; this release being from the sentence
durlng which he participated in the Work Release Program. The
age 1s given in completed years, thus age 30 years, 10 months
and 20 days 1s considered as 30 and therefore 1s tabulated with
the 26 - 30 year age group. Eight age groups are considered.
The four inmates who were aged 17 are listed under charge as
juvenile offenders.

4, Reason for Terminating Program

Five categories are consldered: 1) parole, 2) expiration
of sentence, 3) escape, 4) other disciplinary infraction,
5) other. The latter category includes’discharge at Court,
balled, paid out, parole to serve sentences 1n other states or
in the Federal penal system (note these afe not included under

Parole), transﬁer to hospitals including the Institute for

Mental Health, death and many others.

'If an inmate was on the program twlice or more during the
same incarceration, the reason.for terminating the program for
the latest period(in which he was on the program was tabulated.
These cases are indicated in tables lééh by the footnotes s, t,
u, v, or w. These footnotes even apply to those who were’ |
removed fyrom the program twice for'diSCiplinary reasons.

5. Time on the Program

The time spent on the program was calculated from the date
the inmate was placed in the program until the date he left

thé program. ~ This time 1s stated in completed days,'weeks, or

months. If an inmate was in the Work Release Prdgram twice

or more during the same incarceratlon, the time on the program

-



was the sum of the elapsed time for the‘t&o or more periods.

If an inmate was on the prcgrém twice or more during-different
incarcerations, the time 1is not added and each amount of time

1s calculated separately. This inmate was counted twlice because
thékStatistics were tabulated by year of release. Therefore,
this inmate was included in this study under each year in which
he was released from the ACI and a participant in the Work
lelease Program.

6. Time Out of ACI

This refers to the ﬁime between release from the ACI
and return to the ACI as a recidivist. The date which he
returns to the ACI 1s the date upon which he enters the ACI and
is not bailed or discharged at Court but is held continuously
as a prisoner until either paroled or the sentence expired.
This would not correspond to the arrest date unless the inmate
was held awaiting trial from that date until sentenéing.' This
date would not correspond to the date of sentence uniess he

was never held before trial and never bailed prior to trial.

7. Charge‘

The charges afe divided into three categories: crimes of
violence, crimes against property, and crimes neither of
violence nor against property. The crime group "weapons charges"
Includes assault with a dangerqus weapon, thus this’crime is
not included in the category ”assault”. ‘Sex-related éssaults
are included in the category sex—rélated and are also not
included = in the category assault. The category other crimes

against property includes crimes such as defacing property,

]



statutory burning, malicious mischief, obtaining money under
false pretenses, fraudulent use of credit cards and possession
of explosives. The category other crimes neither of vioclence
nor against property include motor vehicle violatiqns, contempt
of Court, escape, conspiracy, perjury, and inhalation of

glue or other toxic vapors.

8. Recidivism Before or After This Sentence

This variable was only considered for the 1971 cohort and

the control group. A person was a recidivist before this sentence
if he had been in prison, as a result of a sentence, prior to
the sentence that terminated in 1971. He was a recidivist after

this sentence if he subsequent to 1971, returned to prison

under a new sentence or as a parole violator.



ITT.

TRENDS AND VARIABLES

A.

RECIDIVISM IN GENERAL

The prime question addressed to all Correctional
Programs is 1ts effect on recidivism. Table A gives
a history of recidivism for the seven years the program
has been in operation. It should be noted that direct
comparisons are not possible for the later years
because the follow-up period has not expired. Those
figures based on time periods that are incomplete are
appropriately footnoted. The last category - "percent
returned after the third year" was considered complete
after_five years for the purpose of footnoting,

because none of the 130 recidivists that were ever on

the program returned to the Adult Correctional Insti-

tution after more than five years of freedom.

The total recidivism rate for the seven years of
the study was 32.3 percent. In the first year of the
program, the recidivism rate for participants was
50 percent. This figure declined thfee consecutive
years until in 1970 the recidivism rate was 22.6
pércent.k Total recidivism rates for 1971‘and
eSpecially 1972 were much greater. This is particularl&
significant because the follow-up period for these
cohorts is incomplete. The 1973 figure is iny'based
on an average follow-up period of nine months. The

table shows that slightly less than half of the

- recidivism occurs in the first year after release.’
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This appears to be a contradiction to the 53 percent

figure obtalned by comparing the 32.3 percent total

figure with the 17.2 figure under Percentage Returned

the Flrst Year, however, a comparison of the two

figures should be made for 1967 — 1969 alone, because
the follow-up period is completed for these _ three |
years only. A comparison of the recidivism rates of
the 1971 control group with the seven years of the

program seems alarming - the raw recidivism rate 1s

higher in the Work Release Group. This comparison

becomes less alarming once we compare the two groups

on the basls of age, race, charge and recidlvism

before as well as after this sentence. It should be

noted that the Control Group contained many persons,
wlth short sentences. This type éf offender is known
to be less likely fo return to the ACI than the felon
serving a longer sentence. Offenders with short
sentences were rarely placed in the Work Release Program.
More extensive comparisons of the Control. Group and
the Work Release Group are made in sections III B
through III J of this‘report. ! |

Recidivism during the first year after release
showed 'a downward trend during the first four years
until 1971, when a small increasé in recidivism was
detected. In 1972 the first year recidivism rate’

Jumped from 11.6 percent to 26.6 percent. The 1973

rate 1s already 15.3 percént based on a fallow-up

- -10-



period averag;ng nine months, The second year
recldivism rape varied little between the seven
years excé[t for 1971, when the rate of 15.1 stood

94 percent above 1972 (the second highést year
despite the fact that the follow-up periocd has

not ended). RecidiviSm during the third year was
near seven percent during 1967 ~ 1969. The apparent
drop-off in the fdur more receqt years is due to

the fact that the follow-up period is incomplete

for later years. The years 1967 and 1968 give sur-
prising evidence that a significant amount of recidivism
continues even after three years. The control group
contains no such recidivists but that is due to the |
fact that éhe three-year period is complete for only

half of the 1971 releases.  (See Table G)
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TABLE A

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS IN TIE
WORK RELEASE PROGRAM ACCORDING TO RECIDIVISM DURING THE TFTIRST,

SECONMD, THIRD, AND LATER YEARS AFTER RELEASE FROM THE ADULT

CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTIONS.

TOTAL RE- PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT
YEAR CIDIVISM RETURNED RETURNED RETURNED RETURNED
PERCENTAGE FIRST YR. SECOND YR. THIRD YR, AFTER

THIRD YEAR

1967-1973 32.3 17.2 8.0 3.4 3.7
1967 50.0 26.7 - 6.7 6.7 10.0
1968 44.2 16.3 7.0 7.0 14.0
1969 38.9 18.5 7.4 7.4 5.6
1970 22.6 11.3 7.5 0.0 3.8%
1971 32.6 11.6 15.1 4.7% 1.24
1972 35.9 26.6 7.8% 1.6% 0.0
1973 16.7 15.3% 1.4% 0.0% 0.04#

1971 CONTROL
GROUP 27.9 17.9 7.0 2.6% 0.4#

* Period of Time completed for only part of the populafion in the
study. :

# Period of time is not complete for any part of the population
in this study. -



RECIDIVIST CATEGCRY

The recidivist categories include: 1) Never returned,
2) Parole violator only, 3) New sentence - less than
90 days, 4) New sentence - 90 days or over, 5) More
than one new sentence. The category '"mever returned®
is the dnverse of recidivism; and therefore, the trends
discussed 1n III A are applicable to this category;
There was considerable variation in the type of
recidivism in the program durlng the seven years.
(See Table B-1) In the 1967 and 1968 cohorts there
were no persons réturned as technical violators of
parole. This was due to the fact that a relatively
small percentage of the persons on the Work Release
Program during those years was pareled. (See
Table E). In 1969 and 1970 only one person each
year was‘returned to the ACI as a parole violator
without a new sentence. In more recent years parole

violators were more common. The 1971 control group

"had a lower percentage of violators than the Work

Release cohorts of the three most recent years. The

short sentence category of recidivist has gradually

~dlisappeared. In the only year where comparison is

possible, there were more'recidiviSts with shoft
sentences in the control group than in the Work Release
Group.‘ There is no significant difference between the
recidivigm of the contrdl group and the recidivism of
the Wdrk Release GroupVWith regard to the category

-
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YEAR

1967-1973
1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972

1973

TABLE - B-1

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM ACCORDING

NEVER
RETURNED*

67.9
50.0
55.8
61.1
77.4
68.6

64.1

*As of 6-15-74

PAROLE

VIOLATOR

ONLY

1.9
7.0
12.5

5.6

TO TYPE OF RECIDIVISM

NjZW SENTENCE
UNDER

9() DAYS

2

1,7

NEW
SENTENCE
90 DAYS OR OVER

1¥.9
16.7
25.6
27.8

15.1

MORE THAN
ONE NEW
SENTENCE

6.5



new sentence - 90 days or over. One third of all the

recidivists after three years were members of the 1967
cohort. This fact wihich may be due to chance alone

(30 persons isra small samﬁle) accounts for most of the
difference in the recidlvism rates in the category more

than one new sentence. (See tables B-2 and B-3).

RACE

P e

The raclal composition of the participants of the
Work Release Program was similar to that of the Aduit
Correctional Institution's general population. Except
for the 1967 cohort, in which only ten percent of the
partilcipants were black, the proportion of blacks in the
program was near the proportion in the ACI. (See table C-1).
The 1971 cohort was_ 23 percent: black while the 1971 control
group was 21 percent black. The 1973 cohort was 24 percent
black. This 1s comparable to the 22 percent figure for.
the ACI total population on March 1, 1974.

The recidivism rates for participants in the
Work Release Program did,ﬁotvdiffer greatly between
the races. The white recidivism rate was 32 percent
while the black raté was 34 percent. This 1s in marked

contrast to the control group, in which the white recidivism -

rate was 23 percéntfwhile the black recidivism rate was an

astounding 51 percent. This leads to the tentative con-

clusion that blacks benefit more greatly from the program

than whites. (See Table C-2).
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AGE:DISTRIBUTION AND RECIDIVISM OF WORK RELEASE GROUP 1867-1973

PAROLE VIOLATQOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NE! SENTENCE MORE THAN ONE

AGE. TN . NEVER RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE  UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS NEW SENTENCE
YEARS TOTAL Mumber Percent Number Percent  Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
i‘ToTALk 402 272 67.7 20 5.0 7 1.7 77 19.2 26 6.5
17-20 25 12 48.0 0 - 0 - 10 40.0 3 12,0
21-25 144 93 64.6 8 5.6 3 2.1 29 20.1 11 7.6
26-30 113 77 68.1 7 6.2 ; 3 2.7 17 15.0 9 8.0
-31-35 58 40 69.0 4 6.9 0 - 12 20.7 2 3.4
36-40 24 20 " 83.3 0 - 0 - 3 12.5 1 4.2
a1-50 3 24 77.4 1 3.2 1 3.2 5  16.1 0 -
51-60 6 5 83.3 0 - 0 -7 1 16.7 0 -

61 & over 1 1 100.0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -




TABL.. 3-3

AGE DISTRIBUTION AND HECIDIVISM OF CONTROL GROUP

TYPE OF RECIDIVISM AND PER CENT

PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW. SENTENCE

MORE THAN ONE

_AGE IN NEVER RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE  UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS NEW SENTENCE
YEARS TOTAL Number Percent Numbexr Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percant

 roTAL 229 165 72.1 6 2.6 . 6 | 2.6 44 19.2 8 3.5

- 17-20 44 26 5.1 - 2 4.5 0 - 13 29.5 3 6.3

- 21-25 66 43 65.2 4 6.1 - 3 4.5 14 21.2 2 3.0
1 26-30 51 40 78.4 0 - 0 - 9 17.6 2 3.9
31-35 24 18 75.0 0 - 1 4.2 5 20.8 0 -

- 36-40 8 6 75.0 ) - 1 12.5 0o - 1 12.5
41-50 22 18 81.9 0 - 1 4.5 3 13.6 0 -
‘51—60 9 | 9 100.0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
6l & over 5 | | 5 100.0 0 T 0 - 0 - 0 -




TABLE C-1

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE

WORK RELEASE PROGRAM ACCORDING TO RACE

1967 - 1973 78.9 20.6
1967 ©90.0 10.0
1968 79.1 18.6
1969 74.1 25.9
1970 81.1 18.9
1971 76.7 23.3
1972 81.3 17.2
11973 76.4 23.6
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TABLE C - 2

RACEE AHND RECIDIVISM ~ A. Compariscn of The. 1967 — 1973 PARTICIPANTS IN

THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WITH THE 1971. CONTROL GROUP

WORK RELEASE GROUP CONTROL GROUP
Number | Pércent Number Percent

. TOTAL o 402 o ~ 100.0 | 220 100.0
" White 317 78.9 | 185 80.8
 Black 83 20.6 | 43 18.8
Other ) S 2 | .5 1 .4
RECIDIVISTS 130 100.0 64 | f 100.0
‘White 102 j-'k 77,7 42 | 65.6
Black 28 21.5 | 22 34.4
- Other 1 .8 | | 0 | 0.0
: ﬁECIDiVIST’RATES S A T 32.3 SR 27.9
 White | D 3.9 - | 22,7

 Black | : 33,9 o | | 51,2




AGE
The age distributlion of the Work Release Population

for each of the seven years the program was in operation
i1s given in Table D-1., Table D-2 compares the age dis-
tribution of the Work Release Group with the 1971 Control
Group. The recidivism rates by age for the two groups . is
given in Table D-3. A more detailed study of age versus
recidivism 1s presented in Sectlion IV-B and Tables 1-8.
In the 1967 cohort, thirteen percent of’the parti-
cipants in the Work Release Program were under 21. In
-other years the proportion of participants under 21 was -
greatly reduced.» In the 1968 cohort, 53.5 percent of
the participants in the pfogram were aged 21-25. This

pfoportion showed a continued decline until a low of 27.8

nercent was reached in the mast recent year. Recidivism

was reduced along with the reduction ih the proportion of
younger persons until in 1970, the recidivism rate was
down to 22.6 percent. The recidivism rate rose during
the two years following 1970, despite the fact that the
proportion of younger persons in the program continued to
deciine..

The median age of the participants in the Work Release
Program was lower during the'first three yeérs of operation
(27.1, 25.0, and 25.6 for 1967, 1968 and 1969 respectively)
than in the latter four years (28.0, 27.8, 27.8, and 28.9

for 1970, 1971,'1972, and 1973 respectively). Similarly,
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TABLE D - 1

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF PARTICIPANTS, IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM

ACCORDING TO AGE

AGE I YEARS = PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION

o Median Mean : : S
Year  _Age  _Age 17-20  21-25  26-30 31-35 36=-40 41-50 51-60 61 & Over
1967 - 73 27.4 29.3 6.2 35.8 28.1 14.4 6.0 7.7 1.5 9.2
1967 27.1 28.7 13.3 30.0 30.0 16.7 3.3 3.3 0.0 3.3
1968 25.0 28.5 7.0 53.5  14.0 7.0 7.0 9.3 2.3 0.0
1969 25.6 27.6 7.4 46.3 20.4 16.7 7.4 0.0 1.9 0.0
1970 -~ 28.0 30.8 3.8 34.0 30.2 9.4 - 5.7 13.2 3.8 0.0
1971‘ 27.8 29.4 4.7 34.9 29.1 18.6 4.7 5.8 2.3 5.0
1972 . 27.38 28,8 6.3 29.7 39.1 12.5 6.3 6.3 0.0 0.0

1973 29.9  30.5 5.6 27.8 29.2 16.7 6.9 13.9 0.0 0.0



TABLE D - 2

COMPARISON OF AGE DISTRIBUTIONS OF PARTICIPANTS IN. THE

WORK RELLASE PROGRAM. AND THE,CONTROL.GROUP

Work Release Group Control Group
Age Group Number ’ﬁer Cent Number Per Cent
TOTAL 402 - 100.0 229 100.0
17 - 20 25 ’ 6.2 44 19.2
21 - 25 , | 144 35.8 66 28.8
26 - 30 : 113 28.1 51 - 22.3
31 - 35 58 14.4 24 10.5
36 - 40 ; 24 6.0 8 3.5
41 - 50 : 31 7.7 22 9.6
51 - 60 | 6 1.5 9 3.9
6l & over ' ‘ 1 0.2 5 2.2
Median Age 27 .4 - 26.4 -

Mean Age 29.3 - : 29.6 -



TAFLE D - 3

- A COMPARISON OF THE RECIDIVISM RATES BY AGE gF THL WORK RELEASE GROUP- AND THI. CONTROL GROUP

Work Release Group

Control Groﬁp
Recidivist

- ; , . Pecidivist
Age Group All Persons Recidivists Rﬁﬁe All Persons Recidivists Rate
. TOTAL 402 130 32.3 229 64 27.9
17 - 20 . 25 13 52.0 44 18 . 40,9
21ke‘25 | 144 | 51 35.3 66 23 34.8
'26:—330;; | 113 | 36 - 31.9 51. 11 . 21.6
31-35 59 18 3l.0 24 6 25.0
36 - 40 24 g 6.7 8 S22 25.0
41 - 50 | 31 o 7 22.6 22 4 18.2
51 - 60 6 1 6.7 9 0 0.0
61 & over . | S0 0.0 5 0 0.0




the mean age was higher in the later foﬁr years than in

the earlier three years. The 1970 cohort had the highest
mean age (30.8) and the lowest recidivism rate (22.6).

The 1973 cohort was the only othef year whose mean age
exceeded 30 (30.5). In 1973 the percentage of participants
in the Program who were aged 41 and over was 13.9 percent,
a figure nearly 50 percent above the seven-year average
(9.4 percent).

REASON FOR TERMINATiNG PROGRAM

ﬁﬁring the seven years the program has been 1in opera-
tlon, there were four common reasons for an inmate to
terminate his participation in the Work Release Program:
1) Expiration of sentence, 2) Parole, 3) Escape and
4y Other Diecipiinary Infraction. The category
"other" in Table F and Tables 1-64 includes such reasons
as discharge at Court, parole to begin a sentence in
another state, placement into protective custody, trans-
fer to a hospltal, and vacation of sentence. In the
case of juveniles, a return to the Training School was
included under "Other Disciplinary Infraction."

In the early years of the program, the number of
participants in the Program who ended their participation
in the Work Release Program by parole was very low.. In
_1967, 23 percent of the cohort ﬁas released on parole.
In,1968, only five percent (2 pecple) were released on
parole.. In later years, the percentage increased greatly.
A study of the entire seven yeers showed that 74.4 percent
of‘those who‘wefe’released on pafolehdid het return to the‘
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ACI either as sentenéed men or parole violators.
Only 9.2 percent returned as technical violators of
parole. Additionally, only 16.3 percent of the
parolees ever received a new sentence.

Those inmates terminating the work release
program due to expiration of sentence have decreased in
numbers. After‘l968, when 49 percent of the persons
termihating the program left upon expiration of sentence,
the proportion of persons terminating the program for
that reason declined steadily unfil in 1973, only 8.3
percent of the cohort left upon expiration of sentence.
This group of inmates had a seven~year'recidivism rate
of 33 percent, eight percentage points above the rate for
paroiees.

The proportion of participants in the work release
program who have escaped has beén on the increase. During
the first year of operation, no onerescaped. In the 1973
cohort, 21 percent of these inmates had escaped. During
the seven—Year period, 35.6 percent of the participants
who eécaped bécameyrecidiviétsa

The proportion of pefsons who were terminated from

the program due to disciplinaryﬁinfractionskother than

escape varied widely between the years. It is known that

the three‘yeérs with the highest percentage of such
infractions all had higher than average recidivism rates.
During the seven years of the study, 40.9 percent of '

the inmates who belonged to this category became recidiviSts;
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TABLE E

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM ACCORDING TQ REASON FOR .

TERMINATING THE PROGRAM

Reason for Terminating Program - Percentage Distribution

Expiration of Other Disci-
Year Parole Sentence Escape plinary Infraction Other
1967 - 73 38.1 24.9 11.9 22.0 3.2
1967 23.3 33.3 0.0 40.0 3.3
1968 | 4.7 48.8 9.3 30.2 7.0
1969 35.2 29.6 13.0 18.5 | 3.7
1970 50.9 22.6 » 9.4 15.1 1.9
1971 - 46.5 25,6 10.5 15.1 2.3
1972 39.1 20,3 12,5  26.6 1.6

1973 45.8 8.3 20.8 20.8 4.2



A more complete study of the relationship between

"the reason for terminating the program and recidivism

is included in Sectisn IV = I and in Tables 25 - 32.

TIME SPENT ON THE PROGRAM

Table F is a percentage distribution of time spent
on the program for the seven éohorts in the study. The
median time spent on the program showed an upward trend
over the period. 1In 1967 thirty percent of the partici-
pants in the program were on the program for less than a
month and in 1968, 37 percent were on the program less
than a month. After that, the percentages were: 1969 -
26 percent, 1970 - 17 percent, 1971 - 10.5 percent, 1972 -
12 percent and 1973 - 17 percent. Most of those persons

whose participation in the program was less than a month

sither escapea oF were terminated for other disciplinary
infractions (See Tables 17.— 24).k The mean time spent on
the program has increased from 7.7 weeks in 1967 to 15.7
weeks in 1972. The median time én program has similarly
increased from 5.8 weeks in 1968 to 15.4 weeks in 1972.
The proportion of persons on the program for 7 - 12 weeks
fluctuated from year to year.yvA high of 31.5 percent

wés réached in 1969,}while 1968 had the lowest figure -
16.3 percent. |

The proportion of participants who were on the program

more than three months steadily increased from a low

~of 13 percent of the 1967 cohort to a high of 56.2 per-

cent in 1972. The figure for 1973 was exactly 50 percent.
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TABLE F

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM ACCORDING TO TIME SPENT ON THE
PROGRAM

. Time on- Program - Percentage Distribution

Median Time Mean Time 1-7  8-15 16-27 4-6  7-12  3-6 7-11  One Year or

Year - (Weeks) (Weeks) Days Days Days Weeks Weecks Months Months Longer
1967 - 73 10.3 12.9 6.7 5.5 7.0 18.2 23.1  28.9 7.7 3.0

1967 6.3 7.7 6.7 13.3 10.0 26.7 30.0 13.3 0.0 0.0

1968 5.8 9.3 23.3 4.7 9.3 20.9 16.3 20.9 4.7 0.0

1969 8.4 10.4  11.1 5.6 9.3 16.7 31.5 22.2 3.7 0.0

11970 11.1 12.5 5.7 3.8 7.5 15.1 26,4 39.6 1.9 0.0

1971 10.9 14.6 3.5 3.5 3.5 24.4 23.3 26,7 12.8 2.3

1972 15.4 ' 15.7 1.6 4,7 6.3 l4.1  17.2  35.9 10.9 9.4

1973 13.0 ’ 14.9 2.8 6.9 6.9 12.5 20.8 33.3 11.1 5.6



G.  TIME OUT OF THE A.C.I. FOR RECIDIVISTS

Table G shows the time between release and recommittal
as a recidivist for the 1967 ~ 1973 Work Release Group and
the Control Group. A comparison of the two groups shows
that the Work Release Group stays out of prison for a
considerably longer period of time than the Control Group
before returning to the ACI as recidivists. Sixty of
the 130 recidivists in the Work Release Group (46 percent)
returned after being out of prison for over cone year.

Only thirty-six percent of the Control Group was ocut of
priSOn more than a year before returning to the ACI. An
even greater disparity exists after two years. Twenty-six
out of the 130 recidivists (20 percent) in the Work Release
Group returned after two years. The corresponding figure
Tor thre Control Group was II pervent. The median time out
of the ACI before returning was 10.7 months for the Work
Release Group and 8.1 months for the Control Group. A

tentative conclusion that may be reached is that the Work

Release Program is effective in reducing recidivism during

the first year after release. After one year the Work

Release participants have a higher recidivism rate than

the Control Group. This indicates a need for a follow-up

program in the community designed to prevent recidivism

after the first year.
CHARGE

Table H presents a seven-year history of the major'
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TAEBLE G

A COMPARISON OF RECIDIVISTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM AND
RECIDIVISTS IN TEE CONTROL GROUP ACCORDING TO TIME BETWEEN
RELEASE FROM THE ACI AND RECOMMITTAL

Time Out of ACI

Total Cohort

All
1 -

8 -

10 -
12 -
19 -

24 -~

Recidivists
7 days-

30 days

2 months

5 months

9 months

11 months
18 months
23 months

35 months

36 months oxr longexr

Unknown

Medi

an Time Out

Woxrk Release Group

NUMBER PERCENT
OoF OF
CASES COHORT
402 100.0
130 32.3
2 0.5
4 1.0
13 3.2
21 5.2
21 5.2
9 2.2
23 5.7
9 2.2
14 3.5
12 3.0
2 0.5

10.7 months

Control Group

NUMBER PERCENT

OF OF
CASES COHORT
229 100.0

€4 27.9
1 0.4
3 1.3
i3 5.7
7 3.1
15 6.6
2 0.9
10 4.4

6 2.6

6 2.6

1 0.4

0 0.0

8.1 months



types of charges for which participants in the Work Release
Program were incarcerated. In the early years, most of
the participants in the Work Release Prograﬁ were incar—
cerated for crimes against property. During 1967 - 1969
more than three fourths of these inmates had committed
crimes against property. In the three most recent years,
the proportion of persoris in the program who committed
crimes against property was lesé than 50 percent. An
inverse trend was true for crimes of violence. There
was considerable caution in the early years with regard
to including inmates incarcerated for crimes of violence.
In 1967 and 1968, the percentage of such inmates in the
program averaged only four percent. In 1969 the figure
 was IF percent. In I970 the figure was 32 percent and
in the three most reéent years, inmates incarcerated for
crimes of violence accounted for over 30 percent of the
participants in the program.

During the first three years, there were no murderers
in the program. In the four more recent years, murderers
accounted for nine percent of the participants in the
program. Recidivism rates for murderers are low (See
Tables H-I). |

During the first two yéars, no robbers were admitted
into the program. The percentage of robbers has increased
ih recent years to 15 percent of the participants in the
program. The program has been ineffective forfrobbers -

44 percent becamé recidivists in the Work Release Group
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, ' TABLE 0 “

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SELECTED TYPES OF CRIMES COMMITTED BY PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK

RELEASE PROGRAM 1967 — 1973

Percentage of Particirants During the Given Year

Crime 1967-1973 1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1873
All crimes of violence 25.1 3.3 4.7 13.0 32.1  31.4 39.1 30.6
- 7All Crimes Against Property 57.5 83.3 74.4 74.1 58.5 45.3 45,3 439.6
Crimes neither of violence nor 16.4 13.3 16.3 11.1 9.4 23.3 15.6 20.83
’ against property
“furder or Manslaughter 6.2 n.n 0.9 0.0 7.5 7.0 12.5 3.7
Robbery | 10.7 0.0 0.0 9.3 13.2  10.5 = 15.6 15.3
Weapons charges : : ' 4.7 3.3 0.0 1.9 1.9 8.1 6.3 2.3
Breaking & Eﬁtering, Entering

a Building or Possession of :

Burglar Tools - ' 38.8 : 56.7 48.8 - 57.4 35.8 32.6 28.1 30.6
Larceny . 4.7 6.7 2.3 3.7 3.8 4.7 6.3 5.6
Receiving or Possessing Stolen 3.0 3.3 2.3 3.7 1.9 2,3 4,7 2.8

Goods ‘

Forging, Uttering or Publishing 6.0 3.3 11.6 7.4 9.4 2.3 1.6 8.3
qarcotics and Drug Related 8.7 3.3 2.3 3.7 1.9 12.8 12.5 15.3



as opposed to 25 percent in the Control Group.

There was no definite trend of increase or decrease
in the number of participants who were inuarcerated on
weapons charges (See definition 7 Chapter Ii). These
participants in the Program did considerably better than
the Control Group. The recidivism rate for these program
participants was 16 percent which compares very favorably
’with“the Control Group rate of 47 percent. The opposite
relation exists ‘for the category "assault” (See definition
II-7). Only one person in the program was incarcerated
for sex charges.

The largest category of offenders for both the

Work Release and Control Groups was the category Breaking

and Entering, Entering a Dwelling, or Possession of

Burglary Tools. The recidivism rate for this category was

slightly higher in the Control Group (42 percent) than

in the Work Release Group (40 percent). The category
Larceny also has a slightly lower recidivism rate for
participants in the program than for the Control Group.

A much lower recidivismvrate was noted for participants in
the Work Release Program who were convicted of Receiving

or‘Possession‘of>Stolen Goods. This difference should be

viewed with caution because the number of persons in this

category is only 12. Similarly the higher recidivism rate

for inmates convicted of Forging, Uttering, or PUblishing

should be viewed cautiously.
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TABLE T -1

RECIDIVISHM RATES BY CHARGE OF PARTICIPANTS IM THER

‘ . FIORK, RELEASE PROGRAM. AND THE CONTROL GROUP
Jork Release Control Group
Charge Group Rate Rate
All charges 32.3 27.9
I. Crimes of Violence 22.8 21.7
Murder or Manslaughter 4.0 0.0
Kidnapping 0.0 0.0
Robbery 44,1 25.0
Yeapons charges 15.8 46,7
Assault 33.3 8.3
Sex Related 0.0 13.3
Rape 0.0 0.0
Jther 0.0 14.3
II. Crimes Against Property 36.4 32.2
Breaking and entering a Dwelling or
Possession of Burglar Tools 39.7 42.1
Larceny 26.3 30.0
From person 13.2 - 67.7
Not from person 37.5 23.5
Receiving or Possession of Stolen Goods 16.7 44.4
. Driving Off Auto 33.3 33.3
Forging, Uttering, or Publishing 33.3 0.0
Other Crime Against Property 35.7 15.4
ITI. Crimes Neither of Violence nor against
Property 30.3 27.8
Narcotics and Drug Related , 28.6 47.1
Drunk or Drunk Driving 33.3 13.3
Parole violation oxr violation of suspended
or deferred sentences 33.3 37.5
Other crimes neither of violence nor against
property 31.3 23.1
IV. Juvenile Offenders 75.0




The 33 percent rate for the Work RéleasefProgram is
based on 24 cases and may'reflect a true rate, but the
Control Group only included seven offenders in this
category and the zero percent recidivism rate may be

due to chance alone. The category Other Crime Against

Property is difficult to compare between the groups
because the seriousness of the charges in this category
may differ widelykbetween these groups.

One of the bright spots in the Work Release Program
wasthe recidivism recoxrd for narcotics wviolators. The
recidiviém rate for those in the Work Release Program -
28.6 percent was significantly below thé 47.1 percent
rate for the Control Group. The lower recidivism rate

of the Control Group for Drunk or Drunken Driving was

expected because jail sentences for this type of charge
were rare after 1971. The Work Release Program.was |
ineffective for juvenile bffenders. Three of the four
who were in the program returned as adult offenders.
Table H~2 presents the type of charge for partici-
pants in the Work Release Piogram according to category
kof recidivist. The recidivism rate when restricted to
new charges resulting in p;ison séngences of‘QO'days or
more was considerably lower for crimes of violence (lS
percent) than for crimes against property (30 percent).
The rate for crimes neither of violencé noxr against
propérty was 24 percent. Of thé 20 who returned as

parole violators almost half were in the category
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TABLE

PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WO WERE RELEASED FROM THE ACI DURING 1967-1973 ACCORD- ]
ING TO THE NATURE OF CHARGES AND RECIDIVISM ' '

More tran |

JII.

New Sent.
, Never Parole New Sent. 90 days one new
Charge Total Returned Violator Under 90 days or over senterce
All charges 402 272 20 7 77 26
"I. Crimes of Violence 101 78 8 0 15 0
- Murder or Manslaughter 25 23 0 0 2 0
Kidnapping 1 1 0 0 0 0
Robbery 43 29 6 0 8 0
Weapons charges 19 16 1 0 2 0
Assault 12 8 1 0 3 0
Rape 1 1 0 0 0 0
IT. Crimes Against Property 231 147 10 5 49 20
"Breaking & Entering, Entering a
Dwelling or Possession of Bur-
glary Tools 156 94 9 3 38 12
Larceny from Person 11 9 0 0 1 1
Larceny not from person 8 5 1 0 1 1
Receiving or possessing stolen gds 12 10 0 0 1 1
Driving Off Auto ; 6 4 0 0 1 1
Forging Uttering or Publishing 24 16 0 0 5 3
Other Crime Against Proverty 14 9 0 2 2 1
Crimes neither of violence nor
against property 66 46 2 2 11 5
“Narcotics & drug related 35 25 2 0 5. 3
Drunk or Drunk driving 3 2 0 1 0 0
Parole violator or violator of
- 'suspended orx deferred sentences 12 8 0 0 3 1
Other. crimes neither of violence
Nor against property 16 11l 0 1 3 1
Juvenile Offenders 4 1 0 0 2 1

v,
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Breaking and Entering, Entering a Dwelling, or Possession

of Burglgry Tools. Over half of the remainder of the
parole violators were convicted of robbery.

Table H-3 is an attempt to compare the Work Release
Group and the Control Group on the basis of charge. The

column recidivists within 33 months excludes the 16 persons

who were out of the ACI for more than 33 months before

returning as a recidivist. That period of time was chosen

-so that a comparison of the two groups can be based on an

equally long follow-up period. The last column, labeled

Non-Work-Release Recidivists adjusted for charge is the

number of expected recidivists in the Contrdl Group if it
were also composed of 402 persons, if the distribuiion of
types of offense.was the same as in the Work Release (Group,
and if the same rate of recidivism within the group preVailed.
Thus when charge is considered, the Work Release Program had
slightly fewer recidivists (114) than the expected total,
assuming that the program had no effect on recidivism (126.5).

The number of recidivists for persons convicted of crimes of

violence was nearly identical to the expected number.

There were slightly fewer recidivists among participants

convicted of crimes against property. The greatest differ-

ence in expected recidivism was in the category Crimes Neither

of Violence nor Against Property. This reduction was due

mainly to the lower recidivism rate of participants in the

program who were incarcerated for narcotics or drug-related

charges.
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TABLE H - 3

A COMPARISON OF RECIDIVISM OF WORK RELEASE. PARTICIPANTS DURING
1967-1973 WITH THE NON-PARTICIPANTS DURING 1971 ADJUSTED FOR
CIIARGE DURING 33 MONTHS AFTER RELEASE

Non work-
rel. reci-
divists ad
usted for
charge

# of parti~ All Recidi- Recidi~
cipants vists _ vists
CHARGE ‘ w/i 33
_moSs.
ALL CHARGLES 402 130 114
Crimes of Violence 101 23 21
Murder or Manslaughter 25 2 2
Kidnapping 1 0 0
Robbery 43 19 17
Weapons charges 19 3 3
Agsault 12 4 4
Sex related 1 0 0
Rape 1 0 0
Other 0 0 0
Crimes Against Property 231 84 75

Breaking and entering, a
dwelling, or possession

of burglary tools 156 62 53
Larceny 19 5 5
From Person 11 2 2
Not frcm person . 3 3 3
Receiving or Possession of
stolen goods 12 2 2
Driving off auto 6 2 2
Forging, Uttering or ’
publishing : 24 8 8
Other crime against ’
‘property - 14 5 5
Crimes neither of violence
nor against property 66 20 17
Narcotics & drug related 35 10 10
Drunk or drunk driving 3 1 0

Parole violation or wviola-
tion of suspended or ‘
deferred sentences 12 4 3
ther crimes neither of
violence nor against ,
property ' 16 5 4

Juvenile Offenders 4 , 3 1

126.54

20.52
0.00
0.00

10.75
8.87
1.00
0.00

25.06
16.47
’ 040

4.50
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RECIDIVISM BEFORE AND AFTER THIS SENTENCE

One of the greatest differences between the Work
Release Group and the Control Group is in the recidivism
status of the offender prior to his being (or not.being)
placed in the Work Release Program. The data is avail-
able for 1971 only, and is presented in Table J.

In the Control Group, 45 percent of the inmates

“released in 1971 served additional time prior to that

" incarceration. Among the Work Release Group who left

the ACI in 1971, 57 percent were recidivists prior to
that sentence. 1In the Control Group, 65 percent of
those who ‘were recidivists prior to 1971 returned as
recidivists after 1971. Fifty-nine percent of the Work
Reié&se~?fugram-participantS’who'were'recidivists before
1971 returned as recidivists after 1971.

In both groups, recidivism was lower among persons
confined to the ACI for the first time than for persons

who served time prior to that sentence. The recidivism

rates for these persons whose only sentence ended in

1971 were 17 percent for the Control Group and 22 per-

cent for the Work-Release Group.
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TABLE J

RECIDIVISM BEFORE AND AFTER THIS SENTENCE FOR THE 1971
WORK RELEASE PARTICIPANTS AND THE 1971 CONTROL GROUP

WORK RELEASE GROUP

Recidivist before

This Sentence Recidivist After this Sentence
TOTAL YES NO
TOTAL ' 86 28 58
YES 49 20 , 29
NO 37 8 29

CONTROL GROUP

Recidivist before

This Sentence Recidivist After this Sentence

TOTAL | 229 58 171

YES o lo2 36 66
NO 12{ 22 105



IV. ' CORRELATIONS OF VARIABLIES

The variables considered in this section are aqge, race, time

on program, type of recidivism, type of release from the program,

and time between release from the ACI and recommital as a recidi—

vist. The variable charge is not cross tabulated with other
variables because the size of the cells produced in such a table
would be small. A list of the charges of each of the seven co-
horts is given in Tables 57 ~ 64. The second columnbin these
tables refers to the type of charge the recidivist came.back
with - not the type of charge the recidivist was originally
incarcerated for. The latter data should be obtained‘from

Table H-2. The variable Recidivist before or after this sen-

tence 1is not tabulated because the data was available for only

one year - 1971.

A. TIME ON PROGRAM VERSUS RECIDIVISM

The top portion of Tables 1 - 8 give the seven year
cross—-tabulation of time on the program against recidivism.
Rec¢idivism rates by time on the program are given in Table

X below.

- TABLE K

RECIDIVISM RATES OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK‘
RELEASE PROGRANM ACCORDING TO TIME SPENT ON
THE PROGRAM

Time on the 1-7 8=15 16-27 4-6 7-12 3-6 7-12 1 yr. or

Program days days days wks. wks. mOS. mOS. longer
Recidivism . , ‘
Rate - 40.7 50.0 39.3 283.2 34.4 31.0 22.86 8.3
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Forty-three percent of the persons on the program
for less than one month became recidivists; 32 percent
of the inmates on the program one to three months became
recidivists; 31 percent of those on the program three to
six months became recidivists; and only 19 percent of
those on the program six months or more became recidivists.

This leads to a tentative conclusion: Recidivism rates

are lower for persons on the program for longer periods

of time. Submission of’this hypothesis = to a Chi-

Square test shows the level of confidence in this coanclusion
to be somewhere between 75 and 90 percent.

AGE VERSUS RECIDIVISM

The bottom portion of Tables 1 - 8 give the cross
tabulation getween age and type of recidivism. A per-
centage distribution of this cross tabulation is presented
in Table B-2 of the previous chaptér° A summary of thié |

data is given in Table L below.

TABLE L
RECIDIVISM RATES OF THE WORK RELEASE PARTICIPANTS BY AGE

Age 17-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-50 51-60 61-Up

“Gronp

Recidivism 52.0 35.3 31.9 31.0 16.7 22.6 l6.7 0.0
Rate

This summary leads one to bélieve that the Recidivism

was greatest among younger inmates. Submission of this

~hypothesis to a Chi-Square test shows the level of con-

fidence in this conclusion to be just below 90 percent.
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TIME ON THE PROGRAM VERSUS RACE

A cross tabulation of time on program versus race
shows very little relationship between these variables.
(See Tables 9 - 16). The median time spent on the pro-
gram was 10.2 weeks for blacks and 10.3 weeks for whites.
Only two persons that participated in the’program were
neither black nor white.

A disproportionate number of blacks were ih the
program for the shortest and longest periods of time.
Thirty-nine percent of the persons spending less than
a week on the program were black. On the other end of
the spectrum, 42 percent of the participants in the.
program for over a year's duration were black. Most
of the differences between the races in the other
periods of time were probably due to chance variation.
Submission of this data to a Chi-Square test shows that

there was no discernible relationship between race and

time spent on the program.

RACE VERSUS REASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAM

The cross~tabulation of reason for terminating
program versus race is included in the middle portion of
Tables 9 - 16. 'Eighty-oﬁe percent of those who ended the
program either by parolekor expiration of senéehce wefe
white.‘ Seventy~five percent of those terminating the
program by éscape or other diséiplinary infractions were
white. If we define those that terminated the program

by parole or expiration of sentence as successes, and
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those that were removed for escape or disciplinary reasons
as failures, we would have a white success rate of 67
percent and a black success rate of 61 percent. This leads

us to tentatively state that whites complete the work

release program successfully slightly more often than blacks.

Submission of this conclusion to a Chi-Square test shows the
level of confidence in this statement fo be just over 75
percent. This conclusion should not discourage one from
placing btacks in the program. The conclusion that "blacks
benefit more greatly from the‘program than whites" as stated
in Chapter III, Sectjon C, is in,no way contradicted by the
findings of this section, |

RACE VERSUS. TYPE OF RECIDIVISM

The bottom portionyof/Tables 9 —’16 gives a cross-
tabulation of race andﬁéype of recidivism. The relationship
between race and;récidivism was discussed rather extensively
in Chapter III -~ Section C. Although the recidivism iate
was slightly greater for blatks, (see page C-2), the
difference in the recidivism rates for black participants
in the program (34 percent) and blacks in the Control Group
(51 percent) is an encouraging sign. The difference between
black andkwhite recidivism rétes for participants in the

program is not statistically significant.
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F. RACE VERSUS AGE AND RECIDIVISM

A cross-tabulation of age and race is given in Tables
17 -~ 24, A percentage distribution is given in Table M

below.

TABLE M

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION - RACE OF PARTICIPANTS IN WORK
RELEASE PROGRAM

AGE 17-20 21-25 26-30 31~-35 36-40 41-~50 51-60 61 & over

PERCENT ;
WHITE 68.0 83.3 77.0 70.7 79.2 87.1 83.3 100.0

PERCENT
BLACK 32.0 16.0 22.1 29.3 20.8 12.9 16.7 0.0

Variations in these percentages appear to be due to
chance alone. The median age for blacks was 28.1 years.
The comparable figurée for whites was 27.8 years.

G. TIME ON THE PROGRAM VERSUS REASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAM

The time spent on the program is cross-—tabulated with

the reason for terminating program on the bottom halves of

Tables 17 - 24. Of all the pairs of variables, these two
show the highest degree of correlation. Table N divides

‘the variable time’spent on the program into three broad

groups.
This table shows that more than half'of those parti-

cipants in the program who escaped spent less than one

month on the program. 'Indeéd 13 percent of the escapees

escaped during the first week. Those inmates who were

removed from the Work Release Program for other disciplinary 47
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reasons also spent much less time orn the program than
those terminating the program due to release from the ACI
either upon parole or expiration of sentence. The median

time spent on the program was 3.6 months for parolees,

10.0 weeks for those whose sentence expired, 23.5 days

for escapees, and 6.7 weeks for those terminating the

program due to disciplinary infractions other than escape.
Submission of this data to a Chi-Square test shows a
strong correlation between reason for terminating the
program and time spent on the program. The confidence
level was over 99.9 percent, therefore allowing us to

conclude that Inmates successful on the program

(terminated the program upon parole or expiration of

sentence) spent more time on the program than those who

were not successful (terminated the program by escape or

other disciplinary infraction.).

TABLE N

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK
RELEASE PROGRAM ACCORDING TO TIME SPENT ON THE
PROGRAM AND REASON FOR TERMINATING THE PROGRAM

Time Spent on Program : Reason for Terminating Program
Expiration Other

All of Disciplinary
Reasons Parole Sentence Escape Infractions

TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Less than '

1 month 19.2 5.9 10.0 56.3  29.6

1-3 months 41.3 37.9 51.0 - 25.0 44 .3

Over 3 months 39.6 56.2 39.0 18.8 26.1
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AGE VERSUS REASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAM

The top portions of Tables 25 - 32 present a cross-

tabulation of age with the reason for terminating the

program. Table O below seems to show a moderate trend

toward increased success on the program with increasing

age. Submission of this hypothesis to the Chi-Square
test shows that this relationship apparent in the Table

may be due to chance alone.

TABLE O
SUCCESS RATES FOR PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK
RELEASE PROGRAM ACCORDING
TO AGE

Age upon release From ACI

Success 17-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-50 51-60 61 & over

Rate

56.5 64.7 56.3 64.9 70.8 77.4 80.0 100.0

These successes are not necessarily non-~recidivists.
The labeling of a participant as a success simply means
that he left the ACI either upon parole or expiration of
sentence. In the same context a failure is one who
terminated the program by escape or other disciplinary

infraction.

REASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAM VERSUS TYPE OF RECIDIVISM

The bottom portion of Tables 25 - 32 presents a

' cross-tabulation of the different categories of recidivism

according to reason for terminating the program. Nearly

three~quarters (74 percent) of those participants in the
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program who terminated the program by parole never

returned to the ACI. The comparable-figure for those whose
sentence expired was 67 percent. The figure for escapees
was 65 percent and the figure for persons who terminated
the program by disciplinary infractions was 59 percent.
Only 15 percent of the parolees returned with new sentences
of 90 days oxr over, Thirty percent of those whose sen-
tences expired returned with new sentences of over 90 days.
Thirty-one percent of the escapees returned to the ACI with
new sentences of over 90 days. The comparable figure for

persons discharged from the program for disciplinary

reasons was 34 percent. This leads to the conclusion that

Inmates who are paroled directly from the Work Release

Program have lower recidivism rates than any other members

of the cohorts. When submitted to a Chi-Square test, the

statement can be supported with between 95 and 97.5 percent

confidence,

TIME ON PROGRAM VERSUS AGE

The top portion of Tables 33 - 40 is a cross—tabulation
of age and the amount of time spent on the program. . Table
P is a summary of the relationship between these variables.

A cursory glance at this table shows that the

' proportion of participants in the Work Release Program who

were on the program less than a month was greatest for the
youngest age group and that this proportion declined for
each successive age group until the age group 41 - 50.

Twenty-eight percent of the participants in the Work Release
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TABLE P

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTI(N OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE
WORK RELEASE PROGRA}l ACCORDING TO AGE AND
TIME ON THE PROGRAM

Percentgge of each age group
IR N

Time on Program All ages 17-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-50 51-60 61 & over
Less than 1 month 18.1 28.0 24.3 18.6 13.8 12.5 6.5 14.3 0.0
1 - 2 months 41.3 68.0 39.6 42.5 36.2  25.0 38.7 71.4 100.0

3 months or over 39.6 4.0 36.1 38,9 50.0 62.5 54.9 14.3 0.0



Program aged 17 - 20 spent less than a mdnth on the program,
while only 6.5 percent of those aged 41 - 50 spent less

than one month on the program. This table also shows the
inverse relationship for those spending at least three
months on the program. Only four percent of those aged

17 - 20 spent at least tﬁree months on the program. This
proportion jumped to 36.1 percent for ages 21 - 25. There-
after each successive age grdup had a higher proportion‘of

~ persons spending at least three months on the program, until
this proportion reached 62.5 percent for ages 36 -~ 40. This

leads to the conclusion that Older inmates spent more time

on the program than younger inmates. Submission of this

hypothesis to a Chi~Square test showed that the statement
can be made with a confidehce level of 99.5 percent. This
is particularly surpfising becauée in the previQQSuSadtivﬂnu,,
no relationship could be found between age and the reason
for terminating the program despite the fact that a signi-

ficant relationship was found between time spent on program

and reason for terminating program in Section G.
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TIME ON THE PROGRAM VERSUS TIME OUT QOF ACI BEFORE
RETURNING AS A RECIDIVIST.

The crdss»tabulation of time spent on the program
against time out of the ACI before returning as a
recidivist is shown in the bottom portion of Tables 33 -
40. A study of this table shows that there is no
relationship between these variables and that the differ-
ences are due to chance alone. Thus persons spending
more time on the program will retu:nkas recidivists
just as quickly as those spending less time. It should
be noted that this statement is confined to recidivists
alone. It was found in Section K that spending more
time on the program did result in a lower recidivism

rate. This in no way contradicts the finding that if

z. particicent iz tho T o e doios z—:e-tur*x tO the ACI, the

N P e et PR R Rt BN W T N

increased length of time on the program does not result

- in . an increased time interval between release from the

ACI and recommital as a recidivist.

TYPE RELEASE FROM THE PROGRAM VERSUS TIME BETWEEN RELEASE
FROM THE ACI AND RECOMMITAL AS A RECIDIVIST

A cross tabulation of the reasons for tetminating the
Work Release Program versus tine between release from the
ACI and recommital as a recidivist is contained in the top
portion of Tables 41 - 48. Of those tﬂat terminated the
Work Release Program by escaping,\the‘mediAn time between
release and recommital was only 5.4 months. The median
time period for parolees was 9.5 months. The median time

period for those whose sentence expired was 12.6 months.
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The most surprising statistic is the fact that the median
time interval between release and recommital was 12.8
months for those terminatingathe program for disciplinary
infractions other than escape. It is difficult to find an:
explanation for this phénomenon. Submission of this data
to a Chi-Square test shows that these differences are
significant at the 90 to 95 percent lével of confidence.

AGE VERSUS TIME BETWEEN RELEASE FROM ACI AND RECOMMITAL
A5 A RECIDIVIST,

A cross—~tabulation of these two variables is pre-
sented in Tables 41 - 48. ‘The median time interval between
release and recommital was longest for the age group 17 -
20. This can partly be explained by the fact that the
juveniles on the program were returned to the Training School
and treated thereafter as juveniles until their 2lst birthday,
thus they could not return as recidivists within three years.
It is significant that three of the four persons aged 17 -
20 who were out of the ACI 36 months or more before returning
were the three juveniles. The median time out between |
release and recommittal was 26 months for ages 17 - 20,‘
10.3 months for ages 21 - 25, 7.8 months for ages 26‘- 30,
11.0 months for ages 31 —’35, 12.0 months for ages 36 - 40,
énd 15.5 months for ages 41 and over. Thus the time period
between release and recommittal fo the ACI was shortest for
the participants between 26 - 30 and becamé longer with
~ increasing age. It is difficult to explain why this time
period was“longer forkthose aged 21 - 25 than for those aged

26 - 30.
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TIME BETWEEN RELEASE FROM THE ACI AND RECOMMITTAL AS
A RECIDIVIST VERSUS CATEGORY OF RECIDIVISM. -

The cross-—tabulation of these two variables is pre-
sented in Tables 49 - 56. Table Q contains a percentage
distribution of the different catego%ies of recidivist |
according to four broad time inter&als.

The technical violator of parole is the quickest to
return to the ACI with a median time between release
and recommittal of 6.0 months. Those that return on short
sentences (less than 90 days) are out the longest period
of time. The median length of time between release ana
recommittal as a recidivist was 15.5 months for this
group. The median time interval was 12.8 months for those
returning with one new sentence of at least 90 days and
1%, & mowens For- those returning more than once with rew

sentences.
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TABLE Q

®

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE DIFFERENT CATEGORIES
OF RECIDIVIST ACCORDING T0O TIME BETWEEN RELEASE
FROM THE ACI AND RECOMMITTAL AS A RECIDIVIST

Type of Recidivist

Time Between Release - Parole New Sentence:- One New Sentence More than one
and Recommittal Violator Under 90 days 90 days or over new sentence
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Less ‘than 6 months 50.0 28.6 23.4 38.5
6 to 11 months 35.0 0.0 23.4 19.2
1 to 2 years | 15.0 7 42.8 28.6 15.4
2 years or more 0.0 28.6 22.1 26.9
Unknown . 0.0 0.0 - : 2.6 0.0

TABLE R
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE PERIOD OF TIME BETWEEN
RELEASE AND RECOMMITTAL AS A RECIDIVIST BY RACE
Race Total Less than 6 mos. 6 mos., - 1 year 1 to’2 years 2 vears or more
White  100.0 32.3 26.3 22.2 19.2
Black ~ 100.0 25.0 , 14.3 . 35,7 25.0




RACE VERSUS TIME BETWEEN RELEASE FROM THE ACI AND

RECOMMITTAL AS A RECIDIVIST.

The cross-tabulation of these two variables is
presented on the bottom half of Tables 49 -~ 56. The
conclusion the data tends to lead us to is that the

period of time between release from the ACI and

recommittal as a recidivist is longer for blacks

than whites. Submission of this hypothesis to a

Chi-Square test reveals a level of confidence of near
75 percent. The median time interval was 8.9 months
for whites and 15.5 months for blacks. Table R

shows a percentage distribution according to four broad

time periods.
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

The recidivism rate for participants in the Work Release
Program decreased from 50 percent in 1967 to 23 percent in
1970 and then began increasing again in 1971 and 1972.

More than half {57 percent) of the participants in the Work
Release Program had been incarcerated prior to the sentence
in which they were serving when placed in the program.

Recidivism rates were higher for younger participants in the
program, Fifty-two percent of those who ended their parti-
cipation in the program at ages 17 through 20 returned to the
ACI. The rate for ages 21 - 25 was 35 percent, and the rates

for all other age groups were lower.

Older inmates were less likely to escape or terminate the
program by other disciplinary infractions than younger inmates.

Older inmates spent more time on the program than younger
inmates.

The recidivism rates of the White and Black races did not
differ greatly for participants in the Work Release Program.,
Tnis fact was in sharp contrast to the Control Group in which
the Black recidivism rate was more than double the White

recidivism rate.

The period of time between release from the ACI and recommittal
as a recidivist is longer for Blacks than for Whites.

The proportion of participants in the program whose sentence
expired while on the program deceased during the seven-year
period. A corresponding increase was observed in the propor-
tion of program participants who were paroled. :

The recidivism rate for participants in the program who
terminated the program by parole was much lower than the
recidivism rates for those whose sentence expired. Indeed,
only 16 percent of those who were released directly from the
program to parole returned to the ACI with new sentences.

The recidivism rate for escapees was higher than the rate for
parolees or persons whose sentence had expired. The recidivism
rate for those who terminated the program because of disci-
plinary infractions other than escape had a higher recidivism

rate than even the escapees.

An increase in recent years in the proportion of participants
escaping has been noticed. In 1973, the proportion of partici-
pants who terminated the Work Release Program by escape was 21
percent. More than half of the participants in the Work Release
Program that escaped did so within the first month in which they

were on the program.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15,

16.

17.

18.

During the earlier years of the program, three-fourths of
the participants were incarcerated for crimes against
property. This proportion dropped as the program admitted
more inmates who committed crimes of violence.

The recidivism rate for persons convicted of crimes of
violence was about the same for participants in the
program and in the Control Group. The recidivism rate
was higher for robbers in the program than in the Control
Group; but was lower for persons convicted of weapons

charges in the Work Release Group than in the Control Group.

The amount of time spent on the program has increased
throughout the duration of the program. In 1967, the
median time spent on the program was only 6.3 weeks. In
1972, the median time spent on the program was 15.4 weeks.
The mean time spent on the program increased from 7.7 weeks
in 1967 to 15.7 weeks in 1972. Because most escapes and
disciplinary infractions occur after a short time on the

program, there is a strong correlation between the reason

for terminating the program and the amount of time spent
on the program. Recidivism rates were found to be lower
among persons who were on the program for longer periods
of time.

The participants in the Work Release Program who do return
as recidivists stay out of prison for a considerably longer
period of time than the Control Group before returning to the
ACI; thus, the Work Release Program is effective in reducing
recidivism during the first year after release. There is a
need for a follow-up program in the community designed to
reduce recidivism after the first vear. :

Recidivism rates were lower for persons participating in the
program for longer periods of time. During the seven years
of the program, an increase in the length of time spent on
the program was noted. In 1968, the median time spent on
the program was only 5.8 weeks. In 1972, the median was
15.4 weeks. \ '

There is no relationship between time spent on the program and

time between release from the A.C.I. and recommittal as
a recidivist.

The period between release from the ACI and recommittal as a
recidivist was greatest for those terminating the program
by disciplinary infractions other than escape. It is diffi-
cult to find an explanation for this phenomenon.

of all types of recidivists, the technical violator of
parole returns to the ACI after the shortest period of time.
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VI  APPENDIX

This section of the report pfésents the cross~tabulation
of all the wvariables considered in this réport. Figures are
shown for each of the individual yeafs 1967 - 1873 as well as
the totals for the seven~year period. Footnotes for these
tables (1 - 64) are explained on the proceeding page. Table 65
is a tabulation of the characteristics of persbns who were
removed from the ACI for disciplinary reasons and were sﬁill

incarcerated at the ACI as of June 15, 1974.
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Footnotes for Tables 1-64

One inmate was released December, 1966.

One American Indian.

Indicates that an inmate was on the Work Release Program
for the second time and that he was serving different
sentences during the two separate terms during which he
was on the program. This footnote also applies to persons
who were on the program twice and that the second term at
the Adult Correctiovnal Institutions was for violating
parole from the first sentence.

Indicates that two inmates met the conditions of footnote a.
Indicates that three inmates met'thefconditions of footnote a.
Indicates that four inmates met the conditions of footnote a.

Indicates that an inmate was on the Work Release Program
for the third time as a result of three separate incarcera-

tions (see footnote a).

Indicates that an inmate was on the Work Release Program
for the second time during the same term at the ACI. It
showld bo noted that the vasrabre game o program is the

sum of the time spent on the program during both terms.

It should also be noted that in each such case the inmate
was removed from the program the first time for disciplinary
reasons and that the variable Reason for Terminating Program

reflects the reason for terminating the program for the

second time.

iIndicatés that two inmates met the conditions of footnote s..

Indicates that thfee inmates met the conditions of footnote s.
Indicates that four inmates met. the conditions of footnote s.

Indicates that one inmate was on the Work Release Program
three times during the same incarceration (see footnote 5.).
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RECIDIVISHM SUBSEQUENT TO THE YEAR 19567 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE
RELEASBD FROM THE A.C.I DURING 1947 ACCORDING TO TIME ON THE PROGRAM

: ; MORE THA.
‘ ; NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW

~ TIME ON PROGRAM TOTAL -~ RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS SENTENCE
TOTAL _ 30 _15 0 1 5 5
1-7 DAYS-———-=_2 REE T i T T ;
S | S ! 2% o ) ! =
T6=27 DAYS—=—=< » il ' T T N
46 WEEKS-T———-= B 3 ) 5 4 3
=17 WEEKS—=——-v 7 5 3 0 2 2
. 376 MONTHZ==Z=T 7] il ] 0 3 -
7-1T1 MONTHS=——= 3 Q- ) 5 Y ;
OWE YEAR OR LONGER ; B 0 3 0 ] 3

RECIDIVISHM SUBSEQUENT TO 1947 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM TxT
A,C.I. DURING 1947 ACCORDING TO AGE AND TYPE OF RECIDIVISM

: T NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE MORE THAN O
AGE IN YEARS , TOTAL RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 ‘DAYS NEW SENTENCZ
ALL AGES -0 15 0 ER 5 ;
I7-20 T 2 8 J T T
hre 3:, q i) U U 2 2
'76= 30 g EE 0 1 2 3
31-35 5 3 0 0 0 2
3b-40 1 i) 0 4§ ) 1
F1-5U0 1 1 0 ) 0 5]
51-60 h D 0 0 5 J
61 AND OVER 1 1 0 0 0 J
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RECIDIVISM SUBSEQUENT TO THE YEAR 1968 OF DAPT£CIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE
~RELEASED FROM THE A.C.. DURING 1968 ACCORDING .fO TIME ON THE PROGRAM :

MORE THAN
: ; v NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE  ONE NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW
- PIME ON PROGRAM TOTAL RETURNED NO NEW. SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS SENTENCE
TOTAL 43 24 0 2 11 6
1-7 DAYS—————== 10 6 n 0 3 T _
B-15-mmmmm e 2 1 0 0 I 0
T6=27 DAYS————- 4 3 0 0 1 0
L-b WEEKS-—=—=—- 9 5 " 0 1 3
T-12 WEEKS-—-~-~ 7 1 0 1 3 2
3-6 MONTHS-——<~— 9 7 n 1 1 0
7-11" MONTHS---- 2 1 0 0 1 0
ORE YEAR OR LONGER 0 0 0 0 U 0

‘RECIDIVISM SUBSEQUENT TO 1968 OF PAHTICIP/\N'I‘Q IN TFE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE!
A.C.I. DURING- 1968 ACCORDING TO AGE AND TYPE OF RECIDIVISM 8

o ' o . NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE MORE THAN ONE
~ AGE IN YEARS TOTAL RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS OQVER 90 DAYS NEW SENTENCE

ALL AGES U3 ol 0 2 11 &

- I7=20 — 3 0 0 0 2 1
1=y ' 23 12 0 1 3 I

31-35 3 2 0 o 1 0

3690 3 3 0 Q 0 0

hT=57 i 2 0 1 1 Ry
. 51-60 1 1 0 0 0 0

&1 AND OVER 0 0 0 " 0 q_




" I | TABLE 3 | B

RECIDIVISM SUBSEQUENT TO TFY YEAR 1969 0F PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE
' RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I DUxING L1969 ACCORDING TO TIME ON THE PROGRAM

' * IMORE THAN
NEVER PARQLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW

TIME ON PROGRAM - TOTAL ~ RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS SENTENCE .
TOTAL | 54 33 1 0 15 3
T=7 DAYS—————=< ‘ 6 1 0 1 3 1
e e ——— 3 < 0 0 1 0
T6-27 DAYS——=—= 5 2 0 0 5 5
=6 WEEKS——=-——= 9 3 0 e 0 0
7-12 WEEKS————- 17 13 a 0 1 5 T
36 MONTHS—=——= . 4 1 0 b 1
7-11 MONTHS———= 5 1 a 0 Q 1 U
- ONE YEAR OR LOHNGER 0 0 i 0 0 0 0

RECIDIVISH SUBSEQUENT‘TO 1969 oF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM 1T
A.C,I. DURING 1944 ACCORDING TO AGE AND TYPE OF RECIDIVISM‘v . ,

NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE MORE THAN C

AGE IN YEARS TOTAL ~RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 'DAYS NEW SENTENC
ALL AGES B L - N & PN 15 - -

CI7=70 q T : 0 0 3 0 |
5I=05 25 155 1 1 5 5 7
26=30 , T T a 0 1 5 1 ‘
31-35 ' ) ! 0 0 2 0

UG . g 2 0 0 2 0
F1=50 0 0 0 3 5 5

0 0 0 0 0 0
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- RECIDIVISM SUBSEQUENT TO THI YEAR 1970 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE
RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I DURING 1970 ACCORDING TO TIME ON THE PROGRAM

MORE. THAN

o ~ NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE -~ ONE NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW
'P'IME ON PROGRAM TOTAL  RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS SENTENCE
TOTAL 53 41 q 1 8 5
17 DAYS——————— 3 3 0 o 0 o
S ) P —————— 2 1 0 0 1 0
TE}_::T? ’)AY ““““ u 3 O N l 0
T=6 WERKS————-= 8 6 0 0 2 0
7-12 WEERS--—=- 1% g ] 0 2 2
376 MONTHS———== 27 18 0 1 5 0

- 7=11 FONTIS———- 1 1 0 n 0 o
- ONE YEAR OR LONGER 0 0 0 0 v 8

~

RECIDIVISHM SUBSEQUENT TO 1970 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE PFLEASED FROM THI
A. C.I. DURING 1970 ACCORDING TO AGE AND TYPE OF RECIDIVISM '

NFVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE MORE THAN ON!

~-AGE IN YEARS TOTAL RETURNED - NO NEW SENTENCE  UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS NEW SENTENCE
- ALL AGES ‘ 53 ﬂl 1 1 8 2
:,17_20. 2 1 0 0 ] 0
26—30 ~ 6 13 1 0 1 1
31-35 , ’ : 5 4 0 0 1 0
3640 3 3 0 0 0 0
o d1l=5U ' 7 6 0 0 1 0
S R1-60 5 1 0 0 1 0
61 AND OVER 0 0 q 0 0 0
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'HECIDIVISM SUBSEQUENT TO THF YEAR 1971 OF PAR”ICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE
RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I DURING 1971 AFCORDING TO TIME ON THE PROGRAM

MORE THAN
: NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW
TIME ON PROGRAM TOTAL  RETURNED NO NEY SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS SENTENCE
TOTAL 26 58 6 1 17 4 |
1-7 DAYS——mceem - 3 2 n_’ 0 1 ) .
L 3 2 0 0 la ) 1
- 16-27 DAYS—v—-- 3 la o 0 1 1 ;
I-5 WEERKS——=~-—= 21 13 3 1 4 n
7-17 WEEKS——=-—= 26 I5a 17 '0 A 0 |
3I-6 MONTHS——=—= 23 16as 10 n 4 2
~7=IT MONTHS-——-- 11 7s la 0 2t 1 |
¢t YEAR OR LONGER 2 2 N b 0 n |

RECIDIVISM SUBSEQUENT TO11971 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE
A.C.I. DURING 1971 ACCORDING TO AGE AND TYPE ,OF RECIDIVISM

 ‘
|

NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE MORE THAN ONE

AGE IN YEARS TOTAL RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS NEW SENTENCE
ALL AGES . a6 "5 G 1 l7 A
I7=20 A 3 0 0 L 0
21=25 ~ 30 20h 3 0 6 1
- 7630 25 16 1 1 4 3
- 3I=35 | 16 12 1 n 3 0
Jo-40 4 3 n 0 1 0
FT=50 5 2 1a n Z n
- 51-60 ‘ 2 2a n n_ 0 0]
- BT AND OVER ' 0 q 0 0. 0 )




| TABLE 6 N

RECIDIVISM SUBSEQUENT TO THE,YEAR1972 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE
RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I DURING 1972 ACCORDING TO TIME ON THE PROGRAM

. V , MORE THAN ‘

o NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW
TIME ON PROGRAM TOTAL RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS SENTENCE
‘TOTAL o 64 4] 8 0 13 2

I-7 DAYS——=——== 1 1 0 0 0 0

o J 1 A N -3 n n n 2 1
J16-27 DAYS—w—ww " 4 2 1 0 . 0 1

-6 WEEKS<=——ew= ' ) 6 1 0 2 N
1-12 WEEKS=——a—~ 11 6a 2 ) 3s 4§

3-6 MONTHS-—=—==- 23 lda-s 3g 0 fis 0
“T=11 MONTHS~~—-= 7 GS aseom 1 0 0 0

CNE YEAR OR LONGER 5 GV - 0 ) 0 n

| ‘\
“RECIDIVISM SUBSEQUENT TO 1972 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM TE
~A.C.I, DURING 1972 ACCORDING TO AGE AND TY?E OF RECIDIVISM .

L . ' NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE MORE THAN O:

AGE IN YEARS TOTAL 'RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS NEW_SENTENC™
ALL AGES 64 gyt R e R 2
I7=20 7 5 Q. 0 T 1 1
21-25 ] 10 Y 0. 3 1
26-30 25 16b 3" 0 6 0
3i-3> 8 4 2 0 2 0
35-490 4 4 0 0 0 0
I1=50 T 3 o 0 T 0
51-60 0 0 o 0 0 0
61 AND OVER 0 n ﬂ:f 0 0 0
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RLCIDIVISM SUBSEQUENT TO THE YEAR 1973 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE

- RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I DURING 1973 ACCORDING TO TIME ON THE PROGRAM

MORE THA!
, NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW

TIME ON PROGRAM TOTAL. -~ RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS SENTENCE
TOTAL 72 60 A 0 8 n
1-7 DAYS——mm—mem 2 2 n- ) 0 n
8-15 ----------- 5 3 7 n 1 0
—J7 DAYS===== 5 4 17 0 0 0
u b WEERS——==—= 9 Sa __n- 0 L 0
T7=17 WEEKS-—==<= 15 12s 1 0 2 n
36 MONTHS—=—--= , 24 2le-a-t 1a 0 2a n
7-11T MONTHS=——== ) 7S -t - 0 1s n
CNE YEAR OR LONGER A 3t n:: 0 TS n

~

RECIDIVISM SUBSEQUENT TO 1973 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM T
A.C.I. DURING 1973 ACCORDING TO AGE AND TYPE QF RECIDIVISM ,

pia

S - . NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE  ONE NEW SENTENCE MORE THAN C

AGE IN YEARS TOTAL -~ RETURNED NO NEW SFNTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS - OVER 90 ‘DAYS NEW SENTENC
~ALL AGES 72 ro SRR 4 '*'05 N A§~i '-8 _ -
17-20 4 3 0 0 1 4]
2l=2h 20 16a 1 D 3 f
2b6-30 21, 18a 2 0 1 ]
- 3IS35 12 ) Ta 0 e 0
- I6-HT 5 5 0 0 0 0
BTS00 10 Se n 0 1 0
51-60 0 g 0 0 0 0
61 AND OVER 0 n Q 0 0 0
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;RECIDIVISM SUBSEQUENT TG THE K YEARof(ers:cOF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE
RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I DURING1967-7ACCORDING TO TIME ON THE PROGRAM

' MCRE THAN
' ; NEVER - PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW
- ~TIME ON PROGRAM TOTAL RETURNED = NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS SENTENCE
TOTAL 4072 272 20 7 77 26
1~7 DAYS—w—mem" 27 i6 i) 1 1 2 -
S 8=lhe e 22 ‘ 11 ] ) 8 2
I16=-27 DAYS——==~~ " 28 17 2 1 G 2
ITH WEERKS———=-<= 73 52 4 1 10 6
7-12 WEEKS=—=—= 93 6l 5 t2 18 7
3-6 MONTHS ~~=—=- 116 30 6 2 22 6
S T=TT MONTHS———== " 31 24 wan 2 0 4 1
. Cnt YEAR OR LONGER 12 11 0 N 1 i

~

-+ RECIDIVISM SUBSEQUENT TOnreleascOF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE
A.C,I. DURING 1967-7HACCORDING TO AGE AND TYPE OF RECIDIVISM ‘

NEVER ?AROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE MORE THAN ONE

AGE IN YEARS TOTAL RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 9C DAYS OVER 90 'DAYS NEW_SENTENCE
- +ALL AGES ‘ o ann e LR e oap s R T R
- I7-20° ' 25 12 0_- n : 10 . 3
0 2l=2h _ 144 93 8 - 3 - 29 11
.. 26<30 ; i 113 77 7 3 17 9
~31-35 U 58 40 4 - n 12 2
O L BT n 0 3 1
-4 I=50 ' 31 iy 1" 1 5 o)
- 51-60 , 6 e n. n 1 0
- 61 AND OVER 1 R 0 0 0 n



AU 3
PARTICIPANES 1i] THE VORY RELEASE PROGEAM VIO WERE RELFASED FORK THE A.C.I. DURING 7 ACCORD
ING TO TINE O} THE PROGRAM AND RACE : |
: | | |
TIME ON PHE PROGRAM . ‘ ‘
: 1-7  8-15 16—27,“—6 T-12 3-6 7-11 ONE YEAR OR

RACE TOTAL  DAYS DAYS DAYS WEEKS WEEKS MONTHS MONTHS LONGER

ALL, RACES _ .0 2 b 3 3 g) It 0 o

WHITE i 2 SE 2 3 7 0 0 3

BLACK _ V.__-_.:i-____o 1 Q 0 2 3 0 ) e
COTHER __ i) b 0 0 0 )} 0 0 0
PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHQ WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURTNGC 1947 ACCORD-
ING TO RACE AND REASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAM. o
REASON FOR 1FRIINATING PROGQ&E
ALL : EXPIRATION OTHER DISCIPLIMNARY '
BAQE RFASONS - PAROLE OF SENTENCE ESCAEE_ INFRACTION OTHER |
ALL RACES. . 3¢ 1 190 J 12 . — ]
Wi LI,‘TCE. e i 2 7 7 9 , g 10 3._, |
BLACK 3 0 1 0 - 2 J_ |
QTHIR 0 0 0 ) 0 0

RECIDIVISH SUBSEOUFNT TO 1967 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE

WORK RELEASF PROGRAN WHO WERFE RELBEASED F:illT

TIE A.C.I. DURINMG 199 57 ACCORDING TO RACE AVD TYPE O RICIDIVISHM

NEVER PAROLE VIOILATOR HEV SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE MORE THAM ONE
RACE TOTAL  RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR MORE ~NEW SENTENCES
ATT, RACES 30 5
T IR ) 15 0 1 5 C
WHITE ™" 27 TU% 0 T 5 "%;___-__-,_,_
ELACK ™™~ _ 1 5 5 5 T ——
i — ) g 0 5 L




' ’
P a -

MATIT S 2
AdVaddai. A

PAFTICIPA”ZS TIT THE WORK RELFEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FORM THE A.C. I. DURING1S5ZC ACCORD
ING TQ TTHp ON THE PROGRAM AIID RACE

TIME ON THE PROGRAM |

1-7 8-15 16-27 L4-6 7-12  3-6 7-11 ONE YEAR OR ‘
RACE, TOTAL DAYS DAYS DAYS WEEKS - WEEKS MONTHS  MONTHS LONGER 1
ALL RAGES 43 10 2 b 9 7 9 2 0 e \
WHITE. 3% 7 % 3 5 7 3 > 0 - T
BLACK &5 77 3 1 I D 1 0 3 ST
OTHER - Lt 171 0 ) ) 0 0 0 s) 7 \

PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.T. DURTHG 17363 ACCORD-
ING.TO_RACK _AND REASOM FOR_IBRMINATING PROGRAM.

RFASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAII

; ATL ‘ FYPIRATION CTHER DISCIPLIMNARY
Rﬁgﬁ‘ REASONS . PAROLE OP SENTENCE FESCAPRE INFRACTION OTHER
ARL RACES 03 2 . 2T 1 13 3
WUITE 34 2 17 b 9 2
BLACK . . .. . 3 0 ; 4 : 0 q B
OTHER . _ . __ et 0 0 0 | 0 Lo

 W}CID1VISW SUBSEQUENT TO 19580F PARTICIPANTS IN PHE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELFASED FROLI
THE, A.C.I. DURING 1968 ACCORDING TO RACE AND TYPE OF RECIDIVISM

NEVER PAROLE VIDLATOR NEVW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE MORE THAI ONE

RﬁCT TOTAL RETURNED NC NEW SENTENCE, UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR MORE NEY SENTENCES
AIIIJ R/\CI‘S L{:‘; 21 ) 8] 2 o [8)
WHTAE “l o - 3] 20 0 1 9 L
BLACGHK 3 3 0 1 2 2 _ _
- QDIER J 1 1 0 0 0 D



! FILA R T .
.t,fL.B;.x,. “

PARTICIPANYS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM UEO WERE RELEASED FORM THE A.C.I. DURING 17¢

> ACCORD
ING TO TINF O THE PROGRAM AND RACE

TIME ON THE PROGRAM | |

1-7 8-15 16-27 U4-6 7-12 3-6 7-11 ONFE YEAR OR f
RACFE, TOTAL DAYS DAYS DAYS WEEKS WEEKS IMONTHS  MONTHS LONGER ,
ALL RACES 54 G 3 5 9 17 12 2 0
WHITE, _____ 49 2 25 6% 151 8 2a 0 oo e/ T
BLACK _ - _ . 14 h o1 -0 3 2 4 0 3 T
OTHER _ 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 I

e e D o < e

PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORKX RELEASE PROGRAM WHON WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING 1943 ACCOPD- |
~ING TO RACF AND REASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAM.

T T

REASON . FOR. TERMINATING PROGRAH |

S ALL | EXPIRATIOHN OTHER DISCIPLINARY

RACE . REASONS PAROLE OF - SENTENCE ESCQgg INFRACTION ‘ O'dF? ' |
ALL RACES o] 19 jie) 7 10 . z . ]
WHITE i) 15 119 5 oa 1 _

BLACK 15 ] 5 2 2 T
OTHER s 0 0 0 0 0 ° ]

|
|

RECIDIVISH SUBSEQUEﬁT 70 1969 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE F.._LA31D FRL
TIIE A.C.I. DURING 1959 ACCORDING TO RACE AND TYPE OF RECIDIVISM

, . NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEY SFNTEMCF MORE, THAM OULE
RACE _TOTAL RF”URNFD NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR MORE NEW SPNTENCES
ATd, RACES _ L 33 T 2 15 Ty
[ ) 2hcC ' ] 1 13 e
BLACK . 14 9 o) 1 2 2
COTHER 0 0 J 0 0 0




;‘t“.m‘i. : .

PARTICIPANTS Il THE WCRK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FORM THE A.C.I. DU RING 1575 ACCORD

ING F0 TINE ON THE PROGRANM AHD RACR

1-7  8-15 16-27 4-6 7-12  3-6 7-11

TIME ONM THE PROGRAM

, ’ ONE YEAR OR

- RACE . - OPAL  DAYS DAYS DAYS WEEKS WEEKS MONTHS MONTHS LONGER
ALL RACES 53 3 2 . 9 14 21 1 0 R
WHITE ... k3 2 D) 3 0 13 13 1 ) e
BLACK . 10 1 2 1 2 1 3 0 0 el -
OTHER. «*_ﬂmwg__~g‘ ~j ) 0 0 0 0 0 _ .

PARTTICIPANTS IN THE WORK

RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING 1373 ACCOED-

TG TO RACE AND REASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAM.

REASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAH

OTHER DISCIPLINARY

ALL EXPIRATION

RACE, REASOHN PARQOLE ~ OF SENTENGE  ESCAPE  INFRACTION  OTHER
ALL_RACES. 53 77 Iz 5 3 SO
WHITE i3 22 1D i G 1 e
BLACK. e 10 5 2 1 2 o
OTHER. 0 0 , 3 0 0 J ‘

THE A.C.I.

DURING 1970 ACCORDING TO RACE AND TYPE OF RECIDIVISH

|
|
RECIDIVISM SUBSEQUENT T01970 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WIO WERE RELEASED PROI

' , ‘NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SFNTF“C? ONE NEW SENTENCE KQRE THAMN OHE
RACE - TOTAL  RETURNED = NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR MORE MNEVW SENTENCES
ALT RACES 53 I G 2
VETTTL . b3 0 1 7 2 o
PLACK : 10 1 0 1 Q__aa__m__’h
THER 0 D 0 8]

COPHER - 0




O N e

PARTICIPANS TI TE WORK RELEASE PROGRAN WLO WRRE RELEASED FORM THE A.C.T. DURTNG 1371 ACCORD
ING TO TIME O THE PROGRAM AND RACE

|

TIME ON THF PROGRAM !

1-7 8-15 16-27 4-6 7-12  3-6 7-11 ONE YEAR OR
RACE TOTAL DAYS DAYS DAYS WEEKS WEEKS MONTHS  MONTHS LONGER
ALL RACES 36 3 3 3 21 20 23 11 2
WHITE —~ %6 1 35 2a_ 17 14 17s=a _1pu-a 2 S
BLACK 79 2 0 1 I £ 6 1 0 - ~ ‘"‘
OTHER ™0 0 0 0 0 D 0 ) 0 e

PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PPOGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING 1371 ACCOPRD-~
ING TO RACE AND REASOH FOR TERMINATING PROGRAM. :

REASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAM

ALl :  EXPIRATION OTHER DISCIPLINARY

RACE REASONS  PAROLE  OF SENTENCE  ESCAPE  INFPRACTION OTHELR

ALL RACES T ol 27 I I
WATHE "7 " 7T T RS o070 108 G ga I
BLACK —~ "7~ an 9 I 3 L i

OPHER  _ 0 0 Q 0 J o T

RECIDIVISH SUBSEQUENT TO 1971 "OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO VWERE RLILVASWD Z570
THFE A.C.I. DURTHG 1371 ACCORDING TO RACE AND TYPE OF RECIDIVISH

NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE MORE THLI OF
RACE TOTAL  RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR MORE NEW SENTLN Qf_w ‘
ATI, RACES G 53 G T 17 . A
VHTTw R G 7 L& 1 12a I
BLACK — 7~ 20 i1 ) S R A
oFfRR T T 0 S o A 9 N




’ : : LA ’ .

P\HT?PWUP’“° 1 THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAHM WHO WERE RELEASED FORM THE a.C.I. DURTNG 1372 ACCORL
TNG TO TTXE OM THE PROGRAR AHD RACE

et 2 i i e g e

TIME OM THE PROGRAM

‘ 1-7 8-15 16-27 4-6 712 3-6 7-11 ONE YEAR OR
RACE. TOTAL DAYS DAYS DAYS  WEEKS WEEKS MONTHS MONTHS LONGER
ALL RACES G 1 3 Il 9 11 23 7 )
WITTE -~ 5m 7 3 K] 9 72 203-5 s T B
BLACK "~ ~ 771U D 3] s 0 IS 25 3 1Y T -
OrMER 1 0 D 0 0 0 1 0 0 SR

PARTICTPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING 1977 ACCORD-
ING TO RACE AND RIASON FOR TRERMINATING PROGRAIL.

REASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAM

ALLk~ EXPIRATION OTHER DISCIPLINARY

RACE © REASONS ~ PAROLE  OF SENTENCEK ~ ESCAPE  INFRACTION OTHER
CRLITRACES o 25 10 5 L7 % ;
WHITE —~ 7T T 21U 1S 0 12 T
BLACK = "2 L I L 1 ha IR
COUER T T 0 0 = ~ 0 B o

B S gy I S

~ RECIDIVISH SUBSEQUENT TO 1579OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE VORK RELEASE PROGRAM VWHO VERE RLIEASED Fis
CTHE ALC.T. DURING 1972 ACCORDING TO RACE AND TYPE OF RECIDIVIS3H

v NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE MORE THAY Off
RACE, TOTAL ETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR _MORE ~NEW SENTT. _c;_g
ALT, RACES gl T 3 0 ‘ 13 2
SWHITE T 52 359 5 0 10 3
BLACK 11 9 3 0 ' 2 J_ -
) ) ) L J

J~l’¢ER ‘ 1




?ARTJCIPANGS il

CING 70 TIMNE

TiE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM ViI0 WERE RELEASED FORil
oM THE

TALLE 14

PROGRAI AND RACE

THE A.C.I

DURING 2273

TIME

OM THE PROGRAM

o 1~-7 8-15 16-27 4-6 7T-iL2 = 3-6 7-11 ONE YEAR OR

RACE TOTAL DAYS DAYS DAYS WEFKS WELKS MONTHS = MONTHS LONGER

ALIL, RACES 72 2 5 9 w5 24 8 4 L
WHITE ~ = "85 7 1 I I ga ©4s 18c-e-t 5T 15 S
BDACK ~ 77T 17 1 1 1 1 1 6 3 3t-w T ST
OTH“?“'“ T TTD 5, 0 0 - 0 0 0 0

'PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE

JNG TO RACE AND REASON FOR TERMINATING PROFRA”

PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THF A.C.I. DURING

1273 ACCORD-

REASON FOR TEPMINATING PROGRAM

ALT, : EXPIRATION OTHER DISCIPLIUARY
RACE REASONS ~ PAROLE - OF SENTENCE  FESCAPE  INFRACTION OTHER
AT.I, RACES 7 33 o 15 15 3
WHITE™™ - 50 250§ K 1id 12V-¢€ B ~
BLATK 17 gs=v 28 K 3 O
OTHER 0 0 0 . 0 0 _9

TFE A.C.T. DURT

REGIDIVISM SUBSEQUENT TO 1973 OF PARTTCIPANT: AN THE VWORK RELEASE PROGRAIM VWO VERE RELEASED FRCI l

JTHG 1

1973 ACCORDING TO RACE AND TY

PE

- -

OF RECIDIVISM

W

, NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEY SEUTENCE OWE NEY SENTENCE MOR:E THAM ONE
- RACFE. JOTAL,  RETURNED NO NEW SENTENCE UNDRR 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR MORE NREW SENTENCES
AT, RACES 77 60 b 0 3 R
VIR T T T T T T 730-2 Ta 0 Ta T
BLACK ~" """ 17 Y 0 0 0 S
OTTE ™= ""7 "~ e} 0 0 0 0 9

e e



FARTICIPANT'S 1i1 THE WORK

1

AT Ty
paAsvialh Au

. N

RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FORM THE A.C.I. DURTHNG 1847~ ACCOED
149G TO TIHFE ON THE PROGRAM AND RACE

37
__,| ;

_ TIME OM THE PROGRAM

_ 1-7 8-15 16-27 4-6 7-12  3-6 o 7-11 ONE YEAR OR
RACE TOTAL DAYS DAYS DAYS WEEKS WEEKS MONTHS  MOHTHS LONGER
ALL_RACES.. 02 27 22 23 73 93 116 31 12
WHITE Ll IE a7 2l 59 71 93 21 7 B
BLACK. .. _.._5___ 323 5 b 14 16 22 7 5 oI e
OTHER .. ..... A ____ Lt 0 1 9 2. 1 g 0 .
PARTTCIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURINC 1947- ACCOPRD-

o2

ING TO RACK AND REASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAM. 1972 .
REASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAM
ALL EXPIRATION OTHER DISCIPLINARY
RACF.  REASOHS  PAROLE  OF SENTENCE  ESCAPE  INFRACTION OTHTR
LT hﬂCLSw__”_.-_‘LﬂT R ' 100 “7 c3 i3
WILITE . . 317 12 31 36 G0 S R J
BLACK .___ - 83 29 19 11 55 5 -
COTHER. . 2 0 0 1 0 TTTTT T
RECINIVISH SUBSEQUENT TOLOGT ~ 71H‘PARTICIPANTS IN THE VORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RE! £S8hD I3l
THR A.C.T. DURING 1967- ACCORDING TO RACE AND TYPE OF RECIDIVISHM L
‘ (3
o , NEVER PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE MORE TUf”‘Oy“
RACE TOTAL  RETURNED NO NEW SFNTRMCE UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR MORE NEW STNTITODS
AT L _EACES AU 27 20 7 77 : P4
VITTE 317 216 14 5 64 13
WLACK. . 83 55 6’ 2 12 ERR
QLUER. 2 1 0 0 1 R S,




h R I R 4
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ERCIDIVISH SUBSHQUENT 70 1967 OF PARTTCIPANTS IN
PLE ALC.I. DURING 1967 ACCORDING TO AGH AND PACE,

THW WORK RELEASE PROGRAI WHO WrRE FILEASED

ALL PARTICIPANTS RECIDIVISTS

AGE_IN YEARS TOTAL WHITE BLACK TOTAI, WHITH BLACK

NON RECIDIVISTS

TOTAL WHITE BLACK

ALL AGES 30

27 3 5 13 p) 15 14 1
17-20 I g 0 2 2 0 2 z y
51755 g 9 0 I i 9) > ) U
5630 9 7 T 0 60 3 L
31-35 5 3 2 2 0 2 3 3 0
- 3640 1 1 0 T T 4] 8) 9) 0
T1-50 1 1 D 0 0 T T T J
51-60 N 0 0 0. 9) ) y) 3] 8]
61~ATD OVER 1 1 0 0 ) ) T T 0

PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I DURING

TO PIFE ON THE PROGRAIM AND REASON FOR TERTNATING

PROGRAM

TALT
o]

DING

1
\

REASON ‘70R PRRMINATION

, EXPIRETION - OTHER

s ; ALL ¢ OF DISCIPLINARY

- TIME IN PROGRAM REASONS  PAROLE  SENTENCE  ESCAPE IWNFRACTION OTHER
TOTAL , 3 T 10 0 12 1
1-{ DAYS ‘ 2 U 0 05 —2 5=

- BZ15 DAYS 4 T U U 2 I
T6-27 DAYS 3 2 0 0 1 0
N5 WRRES 8 il 3 0 1 3
7-12 UREKS 3 2 5 D 2 7
376 _TOATHS Ll ! 2 0 L 0
7oL HOHYEST 0 0 3) 0 0 ]
0HE VEAR OR TONGER 0 ) 0 0 9 5




. : g e T 9} ’
PATLE 18

£E0 LRSI RUE SIOUANT 70 19680F PARFICTPANTS [N wHW WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE BELFASED 307
LA CL T Auerrg 1?30 ACCORDING 'TO AGH AND VACH

‘bggL PARTICIPANTS RECIDIVISTS NON RECIDIVISTS

P0E LN YRARS  TOCAL  WHITE DBLACK TOTAL WHITE BLACK — TOTAL WHITE BLACK

>
J
o
IS g
\a“.}
(O8]

34 : 3 10 14 5 204 20 3
1 T3 1 2 e T 2 g 0 5
T 20 2 1T 1% T 127 10 I
26-30 T TG J 2 2} 1 1T~ U 3 T
31-35 7 7 3 3 3 i 1 0 7 P D
5640 - 3 2 T 3y ) 0 3 2 T
E1250 iy 3 1 2 T T 2 z 4]
5160 T 77T 0 D R 73 T T 0
61-ATD OVER 0 ) 0 o 1 0 0 0 0

PNy
D'

;i “[CLPAHWS'[N THE WORK RELFEASE PROG PA” WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I DURING LTINS ycoeaDING
TO TTRIE_ON 'CHE PROGRAI AND REASON FOR TERMINAYING PROGRAM

REASON FOR TERMINATION

. ' TTTTHYPIRATION T OTIER
- ALL ' : or DISCIPLINARY
CIME IN PROGRAM REASONS  PAROLE  SENTENCE  ESCAPE INFRACTION OTHER
T@TAL‘°~ o b3 2 21 4 13 3
727 DAVE o 0 - 3 : _
- §-15 DAYS < Y = v - 0
Lo i 27 DAYS ~ | ; L A 0 0 9
CH_BTUREXS - ) L 3 L 3 -
7= 12 H}FV T 8] 15) J 2 ‘N
S 3.6 TONTHS 9 1 7 0 gl 5
NN DI 2 0 o 1 0 1 0
O YRAR OR TONGTR Q ) 0_ 0 0 0__




PECIDIVIOSE
PHE AT

1A vy ta P
FVES R LN 13

SUDEREQUENT TO 1969 OF PARDTCL AANTS IN T YWORK RELEASE PROGRAM WO WERE
oo DRRING 1909 ACCORDING TO Aiii

MDD _PACH,

ALL _PARTICIPANTS RECID[VISTS

NON-RECIDIVISTS

AGE IW YEARS TOTAL WHITE BLACK TOTAL WHITE BLACK  TOTAL WHITE BLACK
ALL AGES 54 40 14 21, 16 5 33 24 9
17-20 I p) 2 3 2 1 1 ) T
21--25 25 29b 5 10 7 3 15 130~ 2
26-30 11 Ra E 5 3 1 7 5T 2
31-35 9 5 Iy 2 2 0 7 3 l
3610 I ] 0 2 2 0 2 2 0
¥31-50 9 B 0 3 ) 0 0 0 0
E1-6 1 1 0 ) ) 0 il T )
61Ii§ﬁj_gyggz 0__ 0 0 0 90 ) 2 ) 0

[P R

y b4 4y L ° “' PR :‘.;{O.”

o ain sy ]

PARTICIPANTS IN “HE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.T DURING ~747 ACCORDING
TO MIFE_OM HE PROGRAM AND REASON FOR TEFMINATING PROGRAM :
REASON FOR TERMINATION
EXPIRATION OTHER
- ALL " OF DISCIPLINARY
PIiE IN PROGRAM REASONS =~ PAROLE  SENTENCF  ESCAPE INFRACTION OTHER
TOTAL 51 19 16 7 19 2
1-7 DAYS 6 g 0 3 2 T
Eiis qus 3 0 il 0 1 T
5 2 i) 1 1 0
9 3 a 0 2 0
17 49 5 1 34 0
12 6 3 2 1 8]
A 0 od 0 9) 9
0. 0 0 0 0 0




t

TADLE 20

CIDIVISH SUBSEQUNT TO 1970 OF PARITCIPANTS IN THY WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE BELEASED #RO:
TQ@ A.C.[. DURTNG 1970 ACCORDING TO AGE AND PACE. .

ALL PARTICIPANTS RECIDIVISTS NON.HECIDIVISTS

AGE_IN YEARS ZOTAL WHITE BLACK TOTAL WHITE BLACK  TOTAL WHITE BLACK

ﬂﬁb AGES 53 N3 _10 1211 2 41 338
(=20 — 2 2 0 1 1 { 1 1 ) '
21-25 " 13 15 3 5 5 0 13 10 13
26-30 164 11 5 3 12 13 103
3135 5 y 1 1 1 n L 3 1
36-140 3 2 1 0 B Q 3 > 1
§1i-50 7 7 n 1 ] 0 6 60
51-60 2 5 0 1 . 0 1 10
GT-AHD OVER 0.0 n 0 0 0 n n__0

" PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I DURING1270 ACCORDING |
PO _TINE OW THE PROGRAM AND REASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAM _~

'REASON FOR TERMINATION ‘
EXPIRATION- OTHER

ALL - OF - DISCIPLINARY
TIME IN PROCRAM REASONS  PAROLE  SENTENCE  ESCAPE INFRACTION = OTHER
TOPAL 53 27 12 5 8 1
1-7 DAYS 3 0 0 3 0 0
8-15 DAYS 2 0 1 0 T 0
TEZ27 DAYS ] 2 0 1 1 )

- W26 WEERS 8 3 2 0 2 1
7-12 wr‘ {S 14 9 2 1 2 0
340 ;orwﬂs 21 12 7 0 ? 0
711 FONTHS 1 1 0 0 0 0 ‘
ONE YFAR OR TONGER 0 0 0 0 0 s
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PECIDIVISH SUBSEQUENT T01971 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THW WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE BRELEASED FRONM
THE A.C.TI. DURING 1971 ACCORDING TO AGE AND RACE. ‘ _

ALL PARTICIPANTS RECID@VISTS NON RECIDIVISTS

AGE IN YEARS -TOTAL WHITE BLACK TOTAL WHITE BLACK TOTAL WHITE BLACK

ALL AGES 86 66 20 28 19 9 58 47 11
17-20 v i p) 2 1 1 0 3 1 2
21-25 30 25 5 10 9& 1 20 160 T
26-30 25 19 6 9 5 g 16 175 )
31-35 16 11 5 I 1 3 ~ 12 10 2
36-10 1 3 1 1 0 T 3 3 0
§1-50 5 5 0 3 3¢ 0 e 2 0
51-60 2 1 1 0 - 0 0 2 ia T
61-AND OVER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9
~ PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGPAM VWHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I DURING ACCCRDING

~TO TIME ON THE PROGRAM AND REASON FOR TERMINATING PROGRAM

REASON FOR TERMINATION

, o EXPLIRATION OTHER
. ALL .+ OF DISCIPLINARY
~PIME IN PROGRAM - REASONS PAROLE ~ SENTENCE  ESCAPE INFRACTION OTHER
TOTAL 36 10 22 9 12 2
1-7 DAYS : 3 1 0 2 Q- 1
8-15 DAYS 3 0 1a 1 1 0.
16-27 DAYS 3 0 1 1 1a 0
L6 WERKS 21 9 6 1 5 0
7-12 WEREKS . ) 9 6a 9 5 4
3-6 MONTHS 23 12a-8 6 T 3 1
7-11 jJONTHS 11 7a~t o8 1 1 n
ONE YEAR OR LONGER 2 2 0 0 0 0




ThL LIS 29

RQQLDIVIS? SUBSEQUENT TO 1972 OF PARTICIFANTS IN THW WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM
CTHE ALC.I. DURING 1972 ACCORDING TO AGE AND BACE. :

ALL PARTICIPANTS RECIDIVISTS NON RECIDIVISTS

AGE TN YEARS® TOTAL WHITE BLACK TOTAL WHITE BLACK TOTAL WHITE BLACK

ALL AGES 644 52 11 23 17 5 by 35 6
21-25 19 15 I 7 5 5 12 10 >
26-30 ‘ 257 22 2 SE [ 7 15156 1
31-35 3 5 3 7 72 T 3 1
36-10 I I 0 D~ 0 0 4 Iy 0
41750 2 3 il 1 1 0 3 2 1
' 51-60 a 0 0 0 ) 0 0 "9
~ 61-AlID OVER 0 0 0 0 0 B 5 5 0

PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGPANM {/HO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I DURING 1372 ACCORDING
TO TIME OH THE PROGRAIM AND REASON FOR TERYMINATING PROGRAM

- REASON FOR TEPMINATION

ERPIRATION OTHER
ALL . . OF DISCIPLINARY

PIME IN PROGRAM -  REASONS  PAROLE anmiicE ISCAPE INFRACTION OTHER

TOTAL, | G4 25 13 8 17 .
1-7 DAYS ' T 0 g 0 1 D

6-15 DAYS 3 0 0 2 L 0

16-27 "DAYS 0 D 0 z 2 0

TZ8 WERKS 3 3 5 0 1 )
*7 12 WERKS 11 1 2 1 68 1

3-6 [HONTHS 03 12a [E 28 35 ¥

7=1T H0:ITHS 7 IS 0 1 2 9
 ONE YEAR QR LONGER 6 54 ) 7 15 i)



Q‘ | ' V .
' ! . TACLT L TN
.‘”L‘(;JL EAA

PMOIRLIV IS SULSEQUENRT T0 1273 OF PARYTCIPANTS IN WHW WORK RELEASE PROGRAN WHO WERE =°

TEE o AC. T m?:’ ruf' 1373 ACCORDTNG ”O AGE AND PACE.

ALL PARTICLPANTS  RECIDIVISTES NON RECIDIVISTS

CAGE_IN YEARS  POYAL  WHITE DBLACK TOWAL WMITE BLACK  TOTAL WHITE BLACK

AL RGRES > 5 17 .12 1290 60 4217
1720 A 3 1 1 5 3 1
2125 29 10 g i A e i2a 4
26-307 21 15 5 3 0 15 128 3
31-35 12 10 7 4 o3 5 G 2
IG-ug T Ty 3 2 0 ) D 5 3 2
R N 3 I R 10 de 2
160 B 9 0 9 95 ) 9 9 _
Cr-AD OVER 0 0 b 0 00 ] D

PATTCIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGPAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I DURING <373 ACCORDING

O rTEE 0N UIE PROGRAIN AND REASON FOR TERMINATTNG DROGRAM

RFEASON FOR TEPMINATION
TEYPTIAYION OTHER
, ALL ' or , DISCIPLINARY
TIME TN ‘D’JOGRAN REASONS PAROLE SENTENCE ESCAPE INFRACTION OTHI

[S

R

TOTAL 72
1-7 _DAYS
815 DAYS

(O8]
=

15
1

|

R

3 6 5 3

. 5 Q 0 Iy 1 0

1 :37 DAYS 5 il G 3 T q

N6 2 TS 9 3 0 24 3 T

7~ 12 PIEKS 1 5 7 3 55 1
36 FOITS 7 568 > 2 Le~§ T3
T-11 oMy 1S 3 Gs 0 ) 58 0

0 YEAR oq TOHGER q 25-w 18 0 15 0
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BETVERN RELEASE AUD RECOMHITIAL AS A RECTDTVIST ACCORDING TO TIMR SPRNT ON THF WORK RLLPAST I

" TTIME SPRNT ON_ PROuxAM

©1=7  8-15 T16-27 U6 712 73
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SPENT ON -PROGRAM
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TIME
1-7  8-15 T16-27 U-6 7-127 3-6 7-11 ONE YEAR

TIME QUT OF A.C.T. TOTAL DAYS DAYS DAYS  WERKS VWEEKS MONTHS MONTHS - OR LONGER
TOTAL 23 0 5T T3 35 9 1 ' 0
17 DAYS 0 Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
B-30 DAYS 0 U 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0
T-2 MONTHS 2 0 1 0 0 18 0 0 0
3-5 FOWNTHS 5 0 0 1 0 1 35 0 0

~ b=9 TIONTHS 8 0 1 T I 1 s 0 0
7.0-14L FONTHS 2 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0
12 -18 MONTITS ] 0 1 0 T 0 T 1 0
19~ °3 TOHTTE 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
L R ) 0 0 ! o 0 0 0
IS OO TeT e T S 0T T T T 00

PART rs,ﬁl“a 1H e VORY RELEASE PROGRAN WHO WERFP REIEASED FROM THE A.C.I. IN1972 ACCORDLLG %O AGY 4.
COTAPE QN PROGUAM - .
Aan IN_YEARS
ALL :
TIME OHN Pnoqngg,xg§§ 17-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-10 41-50 51-60 61 & OVER
TOTAL 64 4 19 25 8 4 4 0 0
1-7 DAYS P! 0 1 0 U 0 0 0 0
8-15 DAYS 3 2 0 T 0 "7 0 0 0 0
1627 DAYS 1 0 3 g 0 1 0 0 0
-6 WEEKS g 1 2 2 1 1 2 0 )
7-12 WELKS 11 1 3 5a-s 2 0 0 0 6
3-6 MOWTHS 23 0 5 128-8 LT 0 2 0 0
7-11 HMONTHS T 0 3 3 0TS 0 4} o)
 ONE YEAR OR TONGEH6 0 o5 ot Is™ T 0 o 0
CPARTICTIPANTS TN WORK RELEASE PROGRAM VIO WIERE RELFASED TPOM THY A.C.I. DORT 1“ ACCORDTIIG T0 G Ll
BETWERM RELEASE AMD RFCOMMITTAL AS A RECIDIVIST ACCORDING TO Tl”F SPENT ON THE %zﬁW'HELEASY PROGTAN
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PARYLCTPANYS TH WORK RELEASE PROGHAN VIO WHRE NI FASED FRON THEATC.T. DURING 1973 ACCORDITS o nil
BIPHIIT RELMASY A'ID RECOUETTTAL AS A RECTDLVIS® ACCORDIIG W0 BTHE SPRIfY OM WP WORK INIFAST PRI& A%
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TIME snr,m ON PROGRAM

1-7  8-1%5 16-27 Th-6 T 7127 T3-6 7-11 ONE YEAR
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\ ~ ~ TABLE 40 | |

PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. IN lgéTACCORDING TO AGE AX
TIME ON PROGRAM ' 1977 ‘

AGE~IN YEARS

; ALL

© TIME ON PROGRAM AGES 17-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 L41-50 51-60 61 & OVER
TOTAL 4Q2 25 144 113 ;58 21 31 6 1
1-7 DAYS 27 3 17 i 2 0 1 0 U
" B-15 DAYS 27 I 8 7 3 0 0 0 0
16~27 DAYS ; 28 0 10 10 3 3 1 1 0
L1-6 WEEKS [E] T 25 ’E A )y 5 5. a
7-12 WEEKS 93 10 32 25 1.4 2 7 2 1
3=6 MONTHS 116 1 43 29 M) 8 13 1 0
7-11 MONTHS 31 0 5 11 5 5 ly Q 0
ONE YEAR OR LONGERL2 0 ]| 1y 2 2 0 0 0

PARTICIPANTS IN WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.L. DURLING 1907-7ECCORDING TO TIME
BETWEEN RELEASE AND RECOMMITTAL AS A RECIDIVIST ACCORDING TO TIME SPENT ON .HE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM

TIME SPENT ON PROGRAM

S S 1-7  8-15 16-27 Ili-6 T-12  3-6 7-11 ONE YEAR

TIME OUT OF A.C.I. TOTAL DAYS DAYS DAYS WEEKS WEEKS MONTHS MONTHS OR LONGER
TOTAL T 130 11 11 11 21 32 35 8 1
1-7 DAYS 2 0 0 1 0 1 0 Q 0
~ B-30 DAYS I 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0
1<2 MONTHS 13 0 2 1 3 2 i 0 1
3-5 MONTHS 21 3 0 3 3 L 5 3 )
6-9 HMOI.THS 21 3 2 3 1 4 6 2 0
10-11 MONTHS 9 0 0 1 0 3 s 1 0
~12-18 MONTHS CETEE) 3 2 5 4 7 1 0
19-23 MONTHS G 0 0 0 4 2 2 1 0
25235 NONTHS 14 2 2 0 3 6 1 0 0
36 MONTHS OR MORE 12 2 1 0 2 4 3 Q Q
UKHOWN , 2 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
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Table 41
‘ PAN”TCJP&I”S I THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.T DURTH% ACCCROENG 70 73
BETWELY RELEASE AND RECOMMITCAL AS A RECIDIVIST AND REASON FOR TERMINATING THE PROGRAN
' 1-7 8-30 1-2 3-5 6-9 10-11 12-18 19-23 24-35 36 J0NTHS
gggggq TOTAL DAYS DAYS HMONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MOWTHS MONTHS OR MORE
ALL _REASONS 15 Q 2 1. A 3 1 2 0 2 3
PAROLE b 0 1 0 Q 1 Q Q Q 1 1
EAPTRATION OF ‘ ;
SENPRICE B 0___ 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 O
SCAI} 0 0 ) ] 0 0 Q 0 Q Q — 0 e
OUTIEN DTSCI
PLINARY IN-
FRACTIONS 7 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 Lo wﬂz_“»,“”"
OTHER - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0__

PARTICIPANTS IN

THE VORXK RELEASE

A8 RICIDIVI%”% ACCORDIUG 10 TIME

PROGRAM VWHO VWERE

BETWEEN RELEASE ﬁTD

AT
I'L}J

RELFEASED FRQM THE A.C.I. DURIHG
COMMITTAL, AMD AGE.

AND LATER RETUEN

AGE IN YEARS

ALL : ' ‘

TINE OUT OW A.C.T. AGRES 17-20 21~25 2630 31-35 36~ 41-50 51-60 61 AND OVER
TOTAL_ 15 2 b 6 2 1 0 0 0 ’
= 3 "'DAYh 2 0 e 1 1 0 Q Q Q
T=2 ONTTIES 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

355 THMORNTTS 1 0 0 1 0 Q 0 0 0
6=9 MONTHS 3 0 1 2 0 8] 0 0 0
TO- T HONTHS 1 -0 1 0 0 Q Q 0 0
T5-T4 HONITS 2 il 0 1 0 0 0 0 0.
19- ?3 TIOHTHS 0) 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 Q
SU-3h HONTHS 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 -
367 .Oﬂ‘urS OR LONGER 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0




Table 42

PARTICIPLANTS TN THE VORI RARLEANE PROGRAM WO Wi

AE RETEASED FROM THE A.C.I DURIHG 1968 ACCORDTIHG

‘ -

'O

LT
L

IPHEEN AELEASE AUD RECOMMIPTAL AS A RECTDIVISD AND REASON FOR TERMINATING TIE PROGRAM
S 1-7 8-30 1-2 3-5 6-9 10 = 11 12-18  19-23  24-35 36 HONTHS |
IASON TOTAL DAYS DAYS MOWYIS HONIHS HOWTIS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS OR FORE 'i
oL GBASOMS 19 0. Q. 2 3 1 1 2 1 3 &
PREOLE T T30 Q Q O Q 0 Q Q 0 1
2P CRATTOW 6F ;
ELICT 8 0 0 21 0 1 0 0 1 3
SUAPE 2 0 0 0 I 1 0 0 0 0 0
- wUERTBISCIST =
LIMARY I3- -
2JROTIONS 6 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 1 0 2
VIR T T e 0 0 0 o 00 0 0 2 0
PARTICIPANTS IN YHE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELFASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING AMD LAPER RETUR
1S RECIDIVISTS ACCORDING 'TO TIME BETWEEN RELEASE AND RECOMMITTAL AND AGE.

i = < o e S o i s 4t

AGE_ TN YEARS

A.{'JTJ L

TS OUT 0 ALCL T, AGES 1720 21-25 26-30 31-35 36--10 41-50 51-60° 61 AND OVE
LOOAT, 19 3 11 2 1 0 2 0 0
<7 DAYS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TI0TDAYS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
IR ONTST o 8) 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
35 OIS 3 0 ) 0 0 0 T 0 0
£=9 WONTHS 1 0 T 0 0 0 0 0 0
0T 1THONTHS 1 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0
2T OIS 2 0 T 1 0 0 0 0 0
(22 T3HONTHS 1 0 0 1" 0 0 0 0 0
??;J} SOL IS 3 i 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
35~' f)’ gUTEy Ot’ IJ"(:I'R 6 2 2 0 1 0 1 0 0
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f' ’5‘.’CL’~?I’ RELEACE PROGRAM WH
HCOMMITTAL AS .

ERE RELEACSHD FROM THE A.C.I. DURING ’2959 "‘C ’r?“"'"“ C

B R B )

QW
RECIDIVIST AND R_A3QN FOR TERMINATING THE PRCOGRAMN

J
(‘J

REALORN TGTAL 1-7  8-30 1-2 3-5 6-9 T0-71 8§  19-23  £li-35 34 neuTas L

Cldas L TI32 Ly Lidy

12-1
DAYS DAYS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MCOHNTHS MONTHS  MCNTHS CR MCRD

ALL HBALCNS

o1 c 1 1 3 ol 1 4 0 L 1
FPARCLE A O 1 7 0 0 o) 7 0 > )
WXL IRATICN

G SENTRIICE G C 0 Q 1 2 1 O C O 3
NLUALME 3 ) O 0 ¢ o 1 O [e iy
C‘Z..;“.E\ JJ.L._/;:_"

PLIMARY TN~ ‘

PRACTICNS / G 0 Q 0O 1 O 2 0 1 <
QT L . 2 Q O o) O 0 o 0 1 o

ARTICITANTS . I3 THT wORK '{ SLEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELTAURLD FROM THE A.C.I. DURING 1947 AL LATEN
RETURNSD - AL BLCI LIVISTS ASCORDING TO TIMD CoTULERN RLULDASE AND RECCMMITTAL AND AGE.
AGE TiT ¥YDARS
ALL
L o RETORNIEE B o AN SHEINEN ~ o) i D3N 1 i Oy bia m ~ 2 < iS4 ERSAATIY
TILY CUT P A.C0.0, aiZ D 17-20 21-25 206-30 -531-35  36-71( t1-50 5160 &7 Al CVimh
TOTAL 21 10 2 0
1-7 Dava 0 o 0
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1-2 Monthea
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SARWLCTIPANTS [N "NIE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WiRE RELSASED
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TABLYE

i i wl FROM THE A.C.L DURING 1970 acconning w0 o1
SELCEH ENTRASE AND RECOMMINTAL AS A RECIDLVISP AND REASON FOR TERWINATING THE PROGRAN

S 1-7 8-30 1-2 35  6~9 10-11  1p-18  19-23  2U-35 36 IONIHS
TASON , TOTAL DAYS DAYS MONTHS HONYHS FONTHS MONTHS [ONTHS MOWTHS MONTHS OR HORE

LL REASOMS 12 2 1 1 0 1 2 3 1 0 1
AHOLE | 711 0 [0} 1 1 0 0 0 0
JFPTRATION OF ,

SRIFPRNCE 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 1 0 0
SCAPE 1T O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
JTHER DISCI-
PLINARY IN-
FRACTIONS 3 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1
bR 0 0 00 0 5 o g

BARTTCIPANTS TN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURINGLOT7O
©S3 RECIDIVISTS ACCORDING 10 TIVME BETWSEN RFLEASE AND RECOMMITTAL AND AGE.

ALD LA’ <R RETUR

AGE IN YEARS

AL, | |
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SIDAT 1
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Table 45

IS t”"‘“D’* DELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE FRELEASED FROM THE A.C.I DURIIG 1971 ACCORDING
Rﬁh”Aﬁh AUD RACOLLITTAL AS A RECIDIVIST AND REASON FOR TERMINATING THE PROGRAM

-
O
-3
I~

e el v s e e i e < R . . : . |

1-7 8-30 1-2 3-5 6~ 10-11  12--18 19-23 24--35 36 ONTHS
TUTAL DAYS DAYS  MONTHS - HMONTHS  FONTHS  MONTES MONTHS MONTHS HMONTHS OR MORE

- 28 .0 0 5
Lk oo a2 T s

7 . 3
L

6
hs

NN

b Ok
oy

Q 7
0 3
0 1 1
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PARTICIPAMNTS TN M3 XORK RELEASY PROGRAM WHO WERE RELFASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING 1971 A”U LATER RETUR
'3 RECIDILVISTS ACCORDING TO TIME BETWEEN RELEASE AMD RECOMMITTAL AND AGE.

AGE TN YFARS |

T oo 0P ALCLT. AGES  17-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-50 51-60 61 AND OVE

L3
{, JJ

“NDODHODOQPH

OPAT,. 28 10
=7 DAYS

ITY0TDRAYS
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YTETHONTHS
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Tabie L6 '

“"FIPhi“S I -PHE VORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELXASED IPROM THE A.C.T DUQLNG ?72 ACCORDIHG 0O TI
ERO ‘

GETVELT PULEASE AND RECOHMMITTAL AS A RECIDLVIST AND REASON FOR TERMINATING TIRE YA
, 1-7 8-30 1-2 3-5 6-9 10-11 12 -18  19-23  24-35 36 HONTHS |
"TASON ~ TOTAT, DAYS DAYS MONTHS MOFI'HS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS OR NORE
LI, BRASOHS 23 0 0 2 5 8 2 L 1 1 0 o
AROLE —— k0 0 Q Q. 2 1 1 G 0 9 |
o PIruWPTOM o . A A
i 5 0 Q Q 1 0 1 2 0 1 0
SBeAYE 6 Q 0 1 23 2 Q 1 0 0 o
TR D1sSUI= ,
STLIARY TN , | |
yRACT IONS 8 C 0 1s 2 Ls o Q 1 o 0 i
LHER - Q___ 0 Q 0 0. 0 0 0 — 0 0 9

PARTICIFANTS IHN THZ VWORK RELEASE PROGRAM VWIHO WERE RELEASED FROM .HE A C.I. DURING 1972 AND LATER npm
AS RLCIﬁ[VTST% ACCORDIHG TO TIME BETWREEN RFELEASE AND RECOMMITTAL AND ACE. N

I
|
i ~——— p !

—

AJE IN_YEARS

¥

) . /\LL
TR OUT 6P ALCLT, AGES  17-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 -41-50 51.-60 61 AND OVER
ﬂ“AL e : 23 2 7. 9 4 0 1, 0 0
L7 DAYS 0 Q Q Q 0 0 0 Q a
3-30 DAYS™ 0 0 Q Q 0 0 Q 0 o
-2 HORTIS 2. 1 q 1 Q Q Q 0 o
5=5 HOHNTHS I 0 3 ) 0 0 A 0. 0
- 0=5 RON L,'ﬂ.,b 8 1 2 2 3 Q 0 0 a
‘ 7&9“1;1 .1" 2 0 el 1 1 0 a Q o
1218 koW 3 Q 2 1 0 0 1 0 0
A i 0 Q 1 0 Q 0 0 0
2035 1 0 Q 1 Q a Q Q Q
36 - Q Q 0 0. Q.0 Q 0 o
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Table L7

PARTICIPANTS Ti THE WORK RELEASE PROCRAM VIO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I DURING 1973 Accomniis =0 R ORI
BETHEEN RELEASE P“D RECOMMITTAL AS A RECIDIVIST AND REASON FOR TERMINATING Hr PROCRA |

1-7 8-30 1-2 3-5 6-9 10-11 12-18  19-23  24=35 36 LQNTES
REAS 304 ' TOTAL DAYS DAYS MONTHS DMONTHS MONTHS MOI' LS MONTHS MONTHS MOWTHS OR MORE
ALL REASONS 12 0 Q L J, 1 2. 1 0 0 0
PAROLE o 6. 0 Q 2 3 Q 1 Q 0 o O
EXPTHATION OF ,
SEIPEHOS o0 0 0 9) 0 o) 0 0 0 O
ESCAPE 2 0 Q 1 Q S N, Q 0 Q Qi O
OvHIR DISCIS . .
PLINARY IN- |
FRACTIONS ~ I 0 0 1s 1 0 L 1 Q .0 O
QTHER -0 Q_..__0___0 .0 Q_ . .0 Q 0 0 .0
PARTICIPANTS IN THE VORK REILEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELFASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING 1973 AND LAT:R RETUR:

A8 RECIDIVISTS ACCORDING TO TIME BETWEEN RELEASE AMD RECOIMITTAT AND AGE.

it it g —_—

AGE, TN YRARS

———— ety e

TIME OUT OF A.C.T. AGES 17-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-50 51-60 61 AND QVER

POTAL 12 1 L 3 3 4 9) 0 0

1=-7 DAYS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
B30T DAY : 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0

TP NMOWITE L 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 Q

3T RONTHS 1, 0 2 2 0 0 Q 0 o}

6= MONTIS™ 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 Q 0
TO-T 1 MONTHS 2 0 1 0 0 1 Q 0 0
12:18Mﬁ§nwns 1 1 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0

VG- T3 TS ' 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0 0 Q.
Nhﬁ)wwﬂw 0 0 0 0 0 0. 0 0 0 -
‘ﬁd‘ﬂﬁﬂLQmJ@EL@Q 9o oO__ .0 0 0 .. .0 0 0 -




Table L8

: PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERP RELEASED FROM THE A.C.IX DURINGI976—7}CCOPDING TO TIME
BETWEEN RELEASE AND RhCOMMITTAL AS A RECIDIVIST AND REASON FOR LERMINATING THE PROGRAM

. 1-7 8-30 1-2 3-5 6-9 10-11 = 12-18  19-23  24-35 36 MONTH3un
REASON TOTAL DAYS DAYS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MuwfHS MONTHS MONTHS OR MORE know
ALL REASONS 130 2 Iy 13 21 21 9 23 9 1l 12 2
PAROLE 39 1 3 5 5 6 3 5 L 3 3 .1

~ TXPIRATION OF . : B ,

- SENTENCE 33 0 0 L 3 5 Ly 6 2 5 L 0
ESCAPE 17 1 0 2 7 1 L 0 3 C 9) 0 0
OTHER DISCI- ~ R

- PLINARY IN- ,

FRACTIONS 36 0 1 2 6 6 2 9 3 2 5 0
OTHER 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B U T

~PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING AND LATER RETURNE]

AS RECIDIVISTS ACCORDING TO TIME BETWEEN RELEASE: AND RECOMMITTAL AND AGE.

AGE- IN YEARS

ALL

PIME OUT OF A.C.I. AGES 17-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36~ uo 41-50 51-60 61 AND OVER
TOTAL 130 13 Al 36 17 5 7 1 0
1-7. DAYS 2 0 0 1 ) 0 1 0 0
8§=30 DAYS Iy 0 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 i
I=2 VMONTHZ 13 - 1 6 3 3 0 0 0 0 |
375 TWONTHS : o7 0 11 g 0 0 2 0 0
5=9 WMONTHS 27 1 6 9 I 1 0 0 0
10 11T MONTHS g q_ 1 1 2 2 0 0 0
- IR-18 MONTHS e B! 10 [ 2 1 1 1 0
. I9-23 MONTHS g 7 3 L 0 0 1 0 Q
24235 MONTHS ) . 2 3 1 1 0 0
36 MONTHS OR LONGER ¥12 1. L 1 2 0 1 0 9)
0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0

UNKNOW o 2
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Table Ly

AECIDIVISIT SUREZQUERT TO 1967 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAN WHO WERE I RELEASED FRO.
THE P .C.I. DURIEG 1967 ACCORDING TO TIIE BETWEEN RELEASE FROM THE A.C.TI.

ELEASE FROI .C.I. AND RECOMMITTAL AS A
RECIDIVIST. , - :

: o All . PAROLE VIOLATOR NEW SERTENCE ONE HNEW SENTFNCE HORE THAN OX
TIFE oUT OF A.C.I. RECIDIVISTS NO NEW SENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR QVER NEW. SENTENCE

TOTAT,

17 DP¥§
8—30 DAYS
172 TAONTHS
3}31:QNWHS
£-9 L0HTIS
1011 HMONTHS
12-18 [0HTHS
-10 23 HONTHS
21235 TOWPHS

36 TI0HTIS OR OVER

v

bmomw@wwmo&
olo|ololojo|olojoloto
ololo|H| ololojolojo -
nol ol o o] ofw)| o O] Oj O
(ol of H 1 Of | 1 o] OO

PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING 1967 ACCORDING
TIME RBETWEEN RELEASE AND RECOMMITAL AS A RECIDIVIST AND RACE.

TIME OUT OF A.C.TI,

1-7 8-30 1-2 3--5 6-9 10-11 12-18 19-23 24-35 36 MONTHS
RACE TOTAL  DAYS DAYS  MONTIIS FONTHS IMOWTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MOWTHS OR IiORE
TOTAL 15 0 2 1 1 3 1 2 0 2 3
WHITE 13 0 il 1 T 3 T 2 0 T 3
BLACK 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 T 0
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢) 0 0




Table 50

RECIDLVISH SUBSEQUEMI T0 1968 OF PARTICIPANTS [N THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO W

THE A.C.TI. DURING 1968 ACCORDING TO ’VlI‘L) BETWEEN RELEASE FROM THE A.C.I. AND RECOMMITTAL AS A

RECIDIVIST.

. -

FRE RELEASED FROI

‘A1L o PAROLY VIOLATOR = NEW SENTENCE

o ONE NEW SENTENCE  ©ORE 7HAN (
S 2L¥E OUT OF A.C.I. RECIDIVISTS NO_NEY! SJNWPNCE UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR QVER ~ MNEW SENTEYN
POTAL |

C1-7 DAYS

8-30 DAYS

1.2 HOWTHS

35 WONTHS

6-9 NONTIIS

1011 [MONTHS

12-18 HONTHS

19- 23 FOHTHS

21' =35 TIOWTHS

: 4
o = o - = fo|rojoloro
olololololoiololololo

HiolOO|0I0] O T O]V

j o OIJ’l_‘_I I5 OR OVER

sfol-{-l={ M H oo

Fiol-i-lojo| H O o of oy

PARTICTPANTS IN ‘THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO VWERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING 1968 ACCOHDII‘?d
TIME BETWEIEN RBL}* ASE AND RECOMMITAL AS A RECIDIVIST AND RACE.

TIME OUT OF A.C.TI.

1-7 . 8-30 1-2 3-5 6-9 10-11 12-18 19-23 24-35 36 MONTHS
G4CE - TOTAL DAYS [DAYS MNONTHS MONUAS HONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MMOUTHS CR MORE
TOTAL 19 00 2 3 1 1 2 1 3 5
WHTTE 1 0 0 D 3 1 i il g 3 3
BTACK 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 il il 0 3
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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TV LAY SURSEOLANT 00 1969 Gf PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASS PROGRAI WHO WERD DULIASED TR0OK
nﬁxtﬁ.”.z. DURTHG 1969ACCORDI’G 7O TIis BETEGN RELEASE FROH CHE A.C.T. AID RECOIGILNTAL AS A
REC [DIVIST.
~ ALL PAROLE VIOLATOR  NEW SENTEHCE  ONE NEW SENTENCE WORE THAN OX

PIRE OUT OF A.C.T. ARCIDIVISTS  NO NEW SERTENCE  UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR OVER  NEW SF;LULCJ
TOTAL, 21 1 g 15 3
V=7 DAYS 0 0 C 0 0
8230 TAYS A 1 - 0 0 0
1-2 NS T 0 0 1 0
g 5 OLORYHS X 3 B 0_ 0 2 T

Q 1 O\Im‘,{g ~ LL o O O 3 il
19 11"_ﬂgg§ys 1 ' 0 0 T 0
1218 0TS i 0 il 3 0
1933 'u}Tﬁs 0 0 0 9) 0
2035 TONTHS I 0 T 2 T
JGJ@wms OR OVER 1 0 0 T 0 |
UNKNOWN 2 0 0 2 0 |

PARTICIPANTS TN H% WORK RELFEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING 1969 ACCORDING '
PIHE BEPWESN RELEASE AND RECOMMITAL AS A RECIDIVIST AND RACE.

TIME OUT OF A.C.T.

- 1-7  8-30 1-2 3-5 6-9 10-11 12-18 19-23 = 24-35 36 HONTHS UNKNC
CACE TOTAL  DAYS  DAYS  MOWIHS NONTHS MONTHS HONTHS MONTHS MONTHS IONTHS OR IMORE

TOTAL 21 Q 1 1 3 s 1 b 0 4 1 2
WHITE 16 Q 1 1 2 3 1 2 0 3 1 2
BLACK 5 Q Q 0 1 1 0 2 0 1 0 0
OTHER _ Q 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




Tab;e 52

RECIDIVISH SUBSEQUENT TOC 1970 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FRO¥ -

THE A.C.T. DURING lQ?OACCORDING TO TIME BETWEEN RELEASE FROM THE A.C.I. AND RECOMMITTAL AS A
RECIDIVI°T

: All V PAROLE V]OLATOR NEW SENTENCE ONE NEW SENTENCE MORE THAN ONE'
TIME QUT OF A.C.I. RECIDIVISTS NO NEW S]ENTENCE UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR OVER NEW SENTENCE ;
TOTAL ' 12 1 1 8 2
1-7 DAYS 2 1 0 1 9)
8-30 DAYS 1 0 0 0 1
1-2 MONTHS . 1 0 : 0 1 0
3-5 MONTHS 0 0 . 0 0 0
6~-9 MONTHS 1 0 3 0 1 0
10-11 MONTHS 2 0 0 1 1
T2-18 MONTHS 3 0 1 2 0
19-23 MONTHS 1 0 ‘ 0 1 0]
2 -35 MONTHS 0 0 0 0 0
36 MONTHS OR OVER 1 0 0 1 0

PARTTCIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING 1970 ACCORDING T
TIME. BETWEEN RELEASE AND RECOMMITAL AS A RLCIDTVIST AND RACE.

TIME OUT OF A.C.TI.

1-7  8-30 1-2 35 6-9 1011 12-18 19-23  28-35 36 MONTUS

RACE  TOTAL DAYS DAYS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS OR MORE
TOTAL 12 ) 1 1 0 1 ) 3 1 0 1 |
WHITE 0 T—T T ) T 5 5 T 0 1 ~
BLACK D T 9) o) 0 9) 0 T 0 0 0

- OTHER 0) 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




THE A.LC.T.
RECIDIVIST.

TABLE b!

RECIDIVISM SUBSEQUEHT TO 1971 oF PKHTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO VERE RELIZASED
DURING 1971 ACCORDING TO TIME BETWEEN RELEASE FROM THE A.C.I. AND RECCHMITTAL AS

PAROLE VIOLATOR

NEW SENTENCE

ONE NEW SENTENCE

TOTAL

A -O. i:A N
UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR OVER MEW SENTnNa
|
1

it i

RE T4
RECIDIVIS'PS ~ NO NEW SENTENCE E
28 6 1 17 4
17 DAYS, 0 0 0 g R
- 8-30 VAYS 0 o] 0 g 5
1-2 H0,0PHS 5 7 T 0 0
6-9 HOHTIHS 2 1 0 T —
1041 TIONTIS 0 A ) 5 T 3
12 438 HOLTHS 7 2 0 q —T ‘
19-273 VOLTHS 6 0 0 5 0 \
2H-35 TIONTIS fj 0 0 L 0 -
36 HOITHS OR OVER 1 0 0 T o

CPARPICIPANTS IN 'THE WORK RRLFEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING
PIME BETWREN RELEASE AND RECOMMITAL AS A RECIDIVIST AND RACE.

1971 ACCORDING
\

TIME OUT OF A.C.I.

1-7  8-30 1-2 3~5 6-9 10-11 12-18  19-23  24-35 36 HONTHS
RACE TOTAL -DAYS DAYS KONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MUNTHS HMONTHS HMONTHS OR LIORE
TOTAL 8 0 0 2 5 3 0 7 6 b 1
WHITE 19 0 0 2 E 2 0 1 5 3 Y
BLACK -~ 9 0 0 0 2 1 0 3 I 1 T

- OTHER Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q 0 0




‘ TABLE 4 ‘

i

RECIDIVISY SUBSEQUENT TO 1§72 OoF PARTICIPAI‘JTS IN TIIE WORK RELEASE

CTHE ALC. L, DURING 1972 ACCORDING TO TIME BETWEEN RELEASE IFROM THE

PROGRAM WO WERE RELEAZED FROM
RECIDIVEST.

A.C.I. AND RECOMMITTAL AS A

. All o PAROLE YIOLATOR  NEW SENTENCE  ONE NEW SENTENCE LIORE THAN O
TIFME QUT OF A.C.I. RECIDIVISTS NO NEW SENTENCE ~ UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR OVER  HNEW SENTENCE
‘TOTAL 23 8 0 13 ' e
1-7 DAYS 0 0 o 0 0
§=30 DAYS 0 0 0 0 0
1-2 1.ONTHS o 0 0 1 T
3-5 ONTHS 5 2 0 3 0
6-9 TONTHS 8 q 0 3 1
10- 11 HONTHS p) 1 0 L 0
12 =18 HMOWTHS I ‘1 0 3 Y
19-23 HMONTHS 1 0 0 1 0
2N =35 MOHTHS 1 0 0 L 0
36 HOHTIIS OR OVER 0 .0 0 v 0

PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.TI.

DURING 1972 ACCORDING
 TIHME BETYEEN RELEASE AND RECOMMITAL AS A RECIDIVIST AND RACE.

TIME OUT OF A.C.T.

: 17 8-30 1-2 3-5 ' 6-9 1041l 12 -18 19-23  24-35 36 IONTHS
RACE TOTAL DAYS DAYS MONTHS MONTHS IMONTHS KONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS OR liORE
TOTAL kS 0 0 2 5 8 2 Ao 1 1 0
WHITE 17 0 0 1 3 7 T 3 T il 0
BLACK 5 0 0 il T I T 1 0 0 4]
OTHER 1 0 D 0 1 0 a 0 0 G Q




. , e TABLE 9 )

=

I/ A
RECIDIVISHM SUBSEQUENT TO 1973 OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED sRC

T35 A.C.I. DURING 1973 ACCORDING TO rpINE BETWEEN RELhASL FROM THE A.C.T. AND RFCOwMITTﬁL AS A
RECIDIVIST. .

~ All PAROLE VIOLATOR  NEW SENTENCE  ONE NEW SENTEVCE MORE THAN
TIME OUT OF A.C.I. RECIDIVISTS NO NEW SENTENCE  UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR OVER = NEW SENTE
TOTAL , 12 4 0 8 0

1-7 DAYS 0 0 0 0 0
8-30 DAYS 0 0 0 0 0

T=2 MOWTHS I 1 0 3 0
- 3°5 FEONTHS ]i 2 0 p. q
6-9 FONTHS 1 1 0 0 0
1041 MONTIIS > 0 0 2 v

} 218 HMONTHS 1 0 0 1 0
19-23 1ONTHS 0 0 0 0 0
2h-35 HMONTHS 0 0 0 0 0

36 TONTHS OR OVER 0 0 0 0 0

PARTICIPANTS IN THF WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING 1973 ACCORDII:
TIME BETWEEN RELEASE AND RECOMMITAL AS A RWCIDIVIST AND RACE

TIME ouT OF A.C.T.

~ : 1-7 8-30 1-2 - 3=5 6-9 10-11 12-18 19-23 24-35 36 MONTHS
RACE ~ TOTAL DAYS DAYS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHo MUNTHS MONTHS MONTHS OR MORE
TOTAL 12 0 o A ok 2 1 0 0 0
WHITE 12 0 0 L y - 1 P 1 0 0 0
BLACK Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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RECIDIVISH SUBSEQUEJT TO relesdtd PARLLCTPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAH

WHO WERE RELEASED FRC
THE A.C.I. DURING 1967-ACCORDING TO TIME BETWEEN RELEASE FROM THE A.C.I. AND RECOMMITTAL AS A
RECIDIVIST. 197% . : R 2

All PAROLE VIOLATOR  NEW SENTENCE  ONE NEW SENTENCE MNORE THAN |
TIME OUT OF A.C.I. RECIDIVISTS NO NEW SENTENCE  UNDER 90 DAYS 90 DAYS OR OVER NEW SENTE. |
TOTAL ~ 130 © 20 : 7 S 77 26 |
1-7 DAYS : 2 1 0 I 0 N
3-30 DAYS - 1 T 0 0 3
1-2 MONTHS ~ 13 2 2 7 2

- 3—-5 KONTHS , 21 ) 0 310 5
6-9 MONTHS 21 . b 0 10 3
1041 MONTHS — 9 T 0 6 2

12 -8 MONTHS 23 3 3 15 3
19-23 MONTHS 9 0 ) 3 1
21=35 MONTHS 15 0 1 K 5
36 MONTHS OR OVER 12 0 T g 2

UNKNOWN 2 -0 0 2z o
PARTICTPANTS IN THE WORY RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM THE A.C.I. DURING }@éﬁACCORDIx
TIME BETWFhN RELEASE AND PFCOMMITAL AS A RhCIDIVIST AND RACE.

TIME pUT OF A c.I. R
( : _ | \ UNKNGRP

: o - 1-7  8-30 1-2 T 3-8 6~9 10-11t 12-18  19-23  24-35 36 MONTHS il
RACE ~ TOTAL DAYS DAYS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS OR MORE ~
— ' ; ‘ ] :

TQTAL 130 2 4 13 21l 2l 2 23 s L2 2

WHITE 101 1 3 12 16 - 18 8 15 7 11 8 2.

BLACK 28 1 1 T g 3 1 3 2 . 3 4 0

- OTHER 1 0 0 0 il 0 U 0- 0 0 0 0




TARLE 57 :
PARTICIPANTS IN TIHE WORX "ELEASE PROGRAM YN0 WERE RELEASED FROM
TE ALC.I. DURING 190 ACCORDING TCQ THEE NATURE OF CHARGES PREFERRED
ACATY3T THEY FOR THE SENTTNCE SERVED DURING TIIE PROCGRAM AND THT

NEXT SENTENCE SFRVED IF ANY.

SENTENCE SERVED FIRST SENTENCE
CHARCE DURING THE PROGRAM SUBSEQUENT TO PROGRAM

] PO SN PORSY SR

ALL CUARGES—~—m—mm e e —e 30 15

T CRINES 0F VIOLENCE-—————
AT O S AU
KPR e —————
FBORBERY e e e e o —————
WEAPONS CEARGRS——mmmm——m

T T
SEX R,UAWED ——————————— -
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n
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IT CRIMES ACAINST PROPERTV-
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ROV PRRSO I~ ——om o

NOT FR B PERSON mm e e
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_______________ i e o 4y
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DI R Y et e 4 : 3

Y EEATTES T D00 T
LATED - o AR 1
DONE 0% DRCTE DRIVITG-—o
TATOLE VIOLATTON O VI0—
LATTON OF SUSPENDED OR
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PI\QTICIP/\NTS I\I THE WORX RELTA E’J L"égﬁ ¥ WO WERE REL EASED FROM
TER ALC.I. DURING 1968 5 CCOHDING TO THE NATURE OF CHARGES PREFLRRED

AGATIHIT THEM T‘O” THE ?E,’TF\‘ L SERVED DURIXNG THE PROGRAM AND THE
NEXT SENTENCE SERVID IR ANY.

SEXNTENCE SERVED FPIRST SENTENCE
CHARCE DURING THE PROGRAM SUBSEQUENT TO “\OC’QAM

AL, CHARGES = e e e o om 43 7 19

T CRINNS OF VIOLENCE-———-- > 2
TORDER OR MANSLAUGHTRR-= ) 0
N e P ———— 0 5
TR I S 0 )
"ZAPONS CHARGRS—————-—_= 0 T
ASSAULT—————————<—-o-o== 5 0
S A0l O] I ———— 0 T

BAPE-——C_—___---_-_C 0 5
O] S ———— 0 : T
TT CRIYES AGAINST PROPERTY- 32 10

RRZAYING AND ENTERING, A
DWELLING, OR DOSSF‘SbIOI\T
oF DrL’RGLlU?Y TOOLS==m—wmm ;
L x'?C‘:iI'x' —————————————————
72 PERSON-= == mim e
g ’?' 01'1 PERSON —m ==
?ECZ;-‘.’TI\"‘ OR POSSZSSION
0F STOLEN GOODS—=—=—g——=—
T ING QR \r";'n ________

N
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i e A
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L e Lk P A

TII CRINES JEITHER OF VIO-
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I Ui AR 7
N a00TICS AND DRUG RE-
LATED e m o e m e e ~ 1 2

AT 0N DRUNE DRIVING--= T , 5
FAROLE VIOLATION OX VIO- '
LATTON OF SUSPENDED OR
DTFERRED SENTENCES—~——e—— b
57 FRTNES NEITHSn OF
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VIOT E.‘TCZ NOR AGAINST
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PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORX RRELEASE PROGRAM WHO “dtg EASED PROM
THE ..C.Z. DURING 196 9NUC ORDING TOC THE NATURE OF C ARC 253 PREIMZRRED
AGATINST THINM FOR THE SEXNTINCE SERVED DURING THE PROGRAM AND TIZ

. tor
NEXT SENTENCI SERVED IF ANY.

SENTENCT SERVED ‘FIRST SENTENCE
"HE PROGRAM SUBSEQUEKT TO PROGHEAM

CHARGE DURING TH
ALL CUARGES—m———m—m e e 51 21
I CRTNES CF VIOLENCE-———== 7 5
FOROER 0% LAVALAUGHIRBR—— 0 | T
L Y D¢ o — Y ' 0
HOBBR Y mmmmmmm————mmmm 5 3
TEAD0NS CHARGES———————mm T 1
A I I T I T = T 0
ST STl e ——— 0 0
RADE- —mmmim e m 0 0
OTHE e mm—m—mmm 0 0
T T}“”"‘ AN \TQm 'DD DY Dmv 40 lo
IT CRIMES AGAINST PROPERTY-
RaLfna AR ENTRAING, A
DWELLING, OR POSSESSION
™ MTAT AD 3la b4
O BURSLATY TO0LS~——mwm—
LANCENY —mm e SR 2 3
RO SO e —— 1 0
YOT “R0F PRRSON—m——== T 3
RECHTVING OF DPOSBZSSION
Q07 STOLEY (G00DS—=——m==mw—-m 2 0
Urivang LS AsrD-———oo—= 1a 1
FORCING, UDUBALNG, OR FUB-
T G TN ettt s e o e o e ] 0
GTIMY CRInm AGALNST PRO- ,
DIRTY e e —— 0 2
YIT R*"f° NIITIRR OF VIO~ :
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*"""3"7’\’ ____________________

o EA S

VZTC“”'”S AXD DRUG RE- 5 . 2

T A e e e o e e i e e e
Ads ..,_1-4
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hv—n—tr\quﬂn Q \Tmrw\vnﬁc._‘ ______ 28. :
et i A L

IR T o TN EMIIITT DY -
OFHEIR CRIVES NIITHER OF :

*r'r'ﬁ'r TN VTAT h —xroim
\ [P P ot P R l 1
JERELS D= RUAE S R G eSS e
PR
Ay R T TR AT e SO . 18]
¥ WY e dd :(—.J.‘AF.-)TJI-‘-,& """"""" l )

n

Vo UNKNOW:T



i R Lo T TT. 0T T UUTHLLLL CU : A
PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORX RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RBTF\uuD FROM
THR ALC.Y. DURING 1970 ACCCORDING TO THE NATHURE OF CHARGES PREFERRED

-k

ACATNST THEY FOR THE SENTINCE SIRVED DURING THE PROGRAM AND THE

-1

dZXT SENTENCE SERVED I ANY.

SENTENCE SERVED FIRST SENTENCE

CHARGE DURING THE PROGRAM  SUBSEQUEKT TO PROGRAM
ALL CHARGES==——m—m—————m— 53 12
I CRIMES OF VIOLENCE-————= 17 4
YURDER OR MANSLAUGHTER q 0
ZIDWAPPING-mm—mmm e — 0 0
ROBBERY —=—=——mm——m—— o 7 1
WEADPONS CHARGES————————o 1 Z
ASSAULT—m—m—mmmm e 1 0
S T P L ——— i il
) ———— T 0
OTHE R m— s o 0 T
31 3

II CRIMES AGAINST PROPERTY-
RREALING AND ENTERING, A
DWELLING, OR POSSESS *”V

OF BURGLARY TOOLS————mm—m 19 2

ST e ——— g U
U TS O — 0 U
NOT FRON PERS0N-———-= 2 0

RECEIVING OR POSSESSION

0P STOLEN 000DS———mmem e 1 0

S5TVING 0% AUl0-————o-= T 0

SEETNG, UTTERING, 03 PFUB-

T TS TN G e e i 5 0

TR TeT S FOATIeT Sho—.

BT DY e e et o e e e e e e 3 1

TECOTTCS AND DRUG FES 1
LATED———mmmmm i m e m e
DEUNK OR DRUNK DRLVIAf——-= 0 0

?u 10LE VIOLATION OR VIO~ :
ATION OF SUSPENDED OR 0 ‘ 5

DEFERAED SENTENCES—————=-

OTEER CHINES NEITHER OF |

YIOLINCE NOR ACAINST | | | 1

PROPERTY = mmmmmmmmmmm e .
IV gL, outoh OFFeiDRRS-—oo—on 0

V. UNKNOWN | -0 | 1
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PARTICIPANTI IN TIE
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Table 62
PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK RELEASE PROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FROM
THE A.C.TI. DURING 1972 ACCORDING TO THE MNATURE OF CHARGES PREFERRED
AGAINST THEM FOR THE SENTENCE SERVED DURING THE PROGRAM AND THE
NEXT SENTENCE SERVED IF ANY.

’ SENTENCE SERVED FIRST SENTENCE

CHARGE DURING THE PROGRAM  SUBSEQUENT TO PROGRAM

ALL CHARGES-——=——=m=—mme - o .
I CRIMES OF VIOLENCE--——--~ e i
MURDER OR MANSLAUGHTER-- A >
KIDNAPPING————m——-—oooo- 0 L
ROBBERY-———=-————-———-—— T a
WEAPONS CHARGES--——-—-——= ) Q
NS\ —————— 5 <
SEX RELATED-—————-—--—-= 2 L
VY D ——— 5 n
5 10] e ———————— o 0
II CRIMES AGAINST PROPERTY- .~ in

BREAXING AND ENTERING, A
DWELLING, OR POSSESSION

OF BURGLARY TOOLS~-—————=- 18b &

LARCENY —s=mm— e m e m e I R
FROM PERSON=—=——e— e 7 0
NOT FROM PERSON—=~——~ 2 1

RECEIVING ‘OR POSSESSION

OF STOLEN GO0ODS——=—=—m——ae 2 )

DRIVING OFF AUTO-w-——m—me— 0 0

FORGING, UTTERING, OR PUB-

LISHIM G e e e o H 1

OTHER CRIME. AGAINST PRO~-

PERTY oo oo ‘ 2 P
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H
o o
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PAROLE VIOLATION OR VIO-
LATION OF SUSPENDED OR
DEFERRED SENTENCES-=——=—- Q , 8
OTHER CRIMES NEITHER OF ’
VIOLENCE NOR AGAINST
PROPERTY === m—mmmm e >
IV JUVENILE OFFENDERS-—=——-= 0 ~ 3
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PARTICIPANTS IN TL{ WORX h‘:',:;f'"‘.1?? PROGRAM WERE RELEASED FRQCYM .
THR ALC. T, DURING 1973 ACCORDING ™0 THE NATURE OF CHARGZS PREFERRED
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ALL CHARGES—memmm e 72 11
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PRHTLCIPANTS IN THE WORX RELEAZNT *>ROGRAM WHO WERE RELEASED FRCM

THE A.C.JI. DURING19G67-78RCCORDING TO THE NATURE OF CHARGES PREFERRED
AGATINST THEM FOR THE SENTENCE SERVED DURING THE PROGRAM AND TIE
NEYT SENTENCE SERVED IF ANY.

SENTENCE SERVED | FIRST SENTENCE

CHARCE DURING THE PROGRAM  SUBSEQUENT TO PROGRAM
ALL CHARGES——=m=mmo—m—me Lo2 | 130
T CRIMES OF VIOLENCE=———== 101 o8
MJRDER _OR MANSLAUGETER-- o5 6
XTDNAPPING=—mmmmr o 1 1
ROBBERY——————m————<—-=- 3 3
WWEADONS CHARGES-—————=mm 19 3
NI Uy ————— 15 1
SEX RELATED-—mo——=—m-—=- 1 3
71V D ———— 1 5
OTHER-————————m——mm 0 I
II CRIMES AGAINST PROPERTY- 231 55

RBAZAXING AND ENTERING, A
DWELLING, OR POSSESSION

OF BURGLARY TOOLS==mmm—m—= 156 36
TARCENY e mmmf—mm——— - 19 S
TROM PERSON—mmo—mmmme 11 0
NOT FROF, PERSON—m—=—= 35 5
RECEIVING OR POSSESSION 7 5
OF STOLEN GOODS——m—m—mm—— .
DEIVING OFF AUTO———m———= RS -
FORGING, UDPTERLING, OR PUB-
LISHINGmm e e ol 2.
OTHER CRIME AGAINST PRO- , ‘
D T e e e e e e Ly 4
ITI CRIYES NEITHER OF VIO- SRy
-~ " "LENCE NOR AGAINST PRO-
;ERgg—g ---------- e 66 Al
WiRCOTICS AND DRUG RE- _
T AT = = e e s s e e e e o 35 9
PRUNK OR DRUNK DRIVING-—= 3 2

PAROLE VIOLATION OR VIO-
LATION OF SUSPENDED OR , :
DETERRED SENTENCES——————— 12 : 25
O7THER CRINLS NRBITHER OF EAARN '
VIOLENCE NOR AGAINST
PROPERTY e o e - ,
TV JUVENILE OFFENDERQ— o~ m e —— 7

UNKNOWN o 3



Tabl 5,.

CnaraCLerlstlcs of Farticipants in the Work Release Program who were removed Ifrom tThe

Program during 1967~ 73 and are still incarcerated as of June 15, 1974.

I 4

Year on Program
Total . . 18
1970 . . .1

White .

Race

Total . . 18

.14

Age when Removed

from Program

Total . . 18

% one case—«total time spent on the program in two periods.

**% two such cases.

17-20 . 1
1972 . . . 3 Black . . 4 2l-25 . . §
1973 . . 1k 26-30 . . 6
o 31-35 .. 2
36-40 . . 1
41-50 ., . 3
‘Reason for Terminating Program Charges Time Spent on Program
Total . . o « « . . 18 All Charges . « . .18 Total . . 18
: SMurder . ... o o. o !
Bscape . - e e e . 12 RODBELY « v o « o « o« « B 1- 7 days . . . i
Other Infractlon .« 6 Weapons Charges . . « . 3 8-15 days . . . . 2%
RAPE o « o s o o . 1 16-27 days .+ . . 4
- Breaking and Enterlng . 2
- Larceny from Person . . 1 4o 6 weeks . . . 2
Narcotics « « + + o « « L 7-12 weeks . . . 2
3~ 6 months . . . 2
7-12 months . , . L¥¥
1 year or over , , 1*
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JUMBER OF PAROLEBS IFROIT ADULT CORRECTICIAL INSTITUTIOLN
BY MONTH -~ 1973 and 1974

TOTAL 148 203
January 11* : yo%%
February g# ' 13
March 13 | | | 18
April 6 | . ilﬁ
lay 1 o ohuw
June 7 , 23
July 1o%x 12
‘ | August 1h# . DR
| | September 21H% Pl
October 13%# e o 1o
Hovémber 13 ’ | o19%
December 16% s o 16=

¥ 3Included one inmate that was paroled twice during
1973-1974. : C : :

#%  Tncludes two inmates that were paroled twidebdurihg
1973—197“- ,

Sk

Includes three inmates that were oaroies tyice durlng

1973~ lo”
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