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Part I l'rlnol1 CIH~~11'''1J r:10 ()ffcncca 

Thio p:l~r, prep:!.l."'(ld by the Vici;oria.."'1 Social Welfare Dcl'::I.l'Lt;O.l L 

pre .• 'rr~o int.orstfl.te COllip:.<riIJOM of prioon esc:J.p'~ dnd offence r:J.tco, Oild the 

ccmpnrl3:.iye costo ot iL1pl'ioolllllent. 

A nuwbcr of problcms ,'/el"'(l encountered in oalculating a corJJ.lnrablo 

escup0 rate for each of the Auztroliun stutes. 

The tcrm lIescapell connotntco the idea of n per::;(ln occlin,cr over nr 

tunnellills throlle.h or othel"'l'ri!je forcinG his way out of custody, 

una historically, this is correct. However, ,d·th the m1vellt of 

a range of less riC;Ol'O"'D cuntodio.l prison ree;iccs, lll1tl the inJ':J'c~ 

dttction of worle rcleaoe, wcel{om1. impri::;olll:lent and cor.;ruuni ty service 

orders, the term "escape" is now generally applied tc any convit:'.:.c':" 

perDon who is illeo:llly nt larGe whether this was ach:l.evcd by fore(o, 

~le or ubllSe of tl'USt. 

However, not all offenders illcC;ru.ly at laree Qre l:'Ci.;o.rdcd ~s llriac'n 

eoc!\pces. AmOll[; tho!.le gr-(\ullo Generally 'not rcga.rdeu az pr:Lcon 

escapees a.l thoueh illcGnlly at lnrGc lll.'v juycllile ol'fend(?'r,:, 'lh­

crlmin:llly inso.r.e nnd. offen~ers ,'tho csc:.'..j:'~ !rom policG ctl!.,toc'.:l-". 

Whether or not l'.ll csct~pe :in clnr;z1.i'1od :''::: a. pr:i30n c:::c;J.:Je ':. 

determ:l.ned by wllic!" dl1pnrtn~'lli; is reoponr.lible for thl) Cllztorl;: '. 

ot '1;11e :!.ndivid1lIll, anI! this is by no mco.!1S uniform be"\'''"leen th<::: 

states. 

Not only is there n lMk of unifo."l:1Dl. ty be"tween the Stateo as 1:1) whnt 

it< regarded as a pl'ioon cacnpp. but not all types 0:1.' eocapeo enD be' 

regarded as cClIIIp..'lXO.ble. 'l.'hcrc are obviou.':J differences betl'lccn C1J 

"escape" from I:. msximum security prison, :from c.n 0):'0]) prison, =d . 
flliltng to ::el?ort for weekend detention or a community st'rvice orcer. 

CurrentJy, no unifOrm. distinction is I!l::'..C1e between these vnrioutJ 

valid iJ.ltC~.'Ot~,tc COJ:lp:1J.""iSOllO, 0. \lllifor,'2 c:lGtcm of Cll..:;::ifyi:1C 

esctlp'-",: !:lUSt ue Ileveloped and o.dopted. 

. ~",,, .... 



An o7.ru:lplo of thf.! cm'ruT"t cmbiGUous voo1 ticill 113 th::-.t two (H:fd,,~o,· 

Muld h:wC' OJ] "eseupp' 1I l'Ute of 5;3. Howcwr, this docs not 

ncccm:Jnrl1;{ mcan th-,~t the st;(\ teo nrc c:-:pcl'icnciIl{; the ()~~(! pr,)ulo.' • 

!L'ho CI:;Ct:lllCI3 in one state l1.'\y be pl'cclo:::nill!:4'1tly from oDon i113ti t\~t)t.> '.: ~ 

(which onyo more r.t\;ont claosifieo.tion than scc\lri ty), while t: Ie 

t:.aco.pea in thc other S'bte HOY be predornino.n·tly from l:lXdnl1.u:J. 

secnri1:y prison!! (idcntifyine the problem of' security ro.thor th 

classificntion). 

In order to accurately identify the probl,e;;!.~ and =l,o valid il1t~r­

st!\te [lr.d lon£P, tudit.tD.1 co;npnl'isollo, a three category system of 

clasoifyin[( "escapee" illto -

- forced escapes 

abocondi.ng 

- failure to ropo:I.'·b or return 

muot bc developed tl.ut: t\(\optcd. 

.An annuru. total of five escapes from Tast".mU.nn pr:i.sonD is obY'loWJly 

not the nOlnc as an nnnual total of five escapes froll! Uc",,/ SOtrth I/::U.I.!U 

prloon.~, because of the greater number of prisoners im'olved ill 

New South Wales • At present, the base fi[;Ure roost gel1Cl':llly ULlCl(1. 

for detcnninirl{{ priCOl1 cscape rates is the doily nvc:L'a:;e pri.r.;on 

population. For e:c.w,ple, five escapes from n daily aYc!':l':;', p:l:'luc'" 

population of 100 prisoners is shol'{ll !l.8 ['on escape rate of 5%. 

J.n. cscape ratc calculc.tcd in this m:lllIlcr is understood by tho;- '., 

workin£; in the field, bu~ is: often misinterprcted by othero, 

particularly the pre!::!.!, vmo aSSUI:le that a 5% escape rate btUJeC- t,,_ 
the daily s,.ter.lg0 prison population m€la2lS toot 5% of the prioo::~o::'!J 

have escaped. 

This of COu:::'lle in not so, IlS thc fol~owi!1G two e7..anpleo S110\7 

de.ily a.verage prison population 

prisoners handled 

nu;:',b~r of esc['.pes 

escape rate b~sed on daily avere~e 
prison population 

escape rate based on prisoners 
handled (i.e. proportion of 

prisoners who escaped) 

, ... -. .... 

~.2E..1. 

100 

100 lone; 
prisonero 

5 

5% 

5% 

Pr.i.oOP.. 

100 

tern 400 
fOl' 
each 

5 

5" 

1.25;:; 

n 

T·ri<.c. .. ·1l" 

3 mont: .. ::: 
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U~hc: ODlbir.:ui ty of l.wing tbe doily :;wernGc prison papulu"tion to 

Pl'OdUC0 l). perC(mt~1:;" cseupo ro.tc is oho\'m by thc c:fP~lllo of 

Thursday Ielr.nd prinon in the Queenslwcl Annun.l BelJOrt, 1976. 

Th\l.I'sdny lslnml hml n d:rl.ly ;:tveraGc prison population of thro\.' , ru",. 

durin.:; the ycr's hOod six escnpcEl. Tllat ill an esco.pc rata ot: 200,; 

WhCll expresaed us 0. pcreent:lLSC amI would seem to il.1ply that t\'rl.co 

as mnny prisoners escaped as \'iere in the llrisOl1 dm'inC t\10 yl~nr. 

The Thur'sdn3' Ioll:\:I:' escape rate would be better cxprcsu0u as 200 

(:scaPl'a pel' 100 man-years of imprison.'!lent. 

The c:;Jcape rate based on the nu.:nbcr of prisoners han(Ued is a morel' 

accurate and lel;s anbiguoWJ figure because it relates the aC'bus), 

number 01' e:;Jcapes to the llumber of potenUoJ. eoco.pecs. 

However, the nUJllber of pl'i!Joncrs handled is not readily uyuiJ.oble, 

and :i.t should not be confUSed with the number of prisollers receivccl 

Tlhich is reo.dily nvailable. The fieurc for prisol1ero received is 

considel'ably larger th.:m the fi@lI'c for prisoners haucUed bcelim:e 

the same pri:;Joner is counted each time he cl1anses stutus I'r1 t11111 the 

prir.on SyotClll. ITe is countod once when he is rea"U1dcd in cus'body, 

and counted a,sain \',11en convicted :mel sentenced to 0. term of im!,lrisoll­

ment. Further, if he Goes to a hiGh sel'curlty psychintric ho:.:pito.l, 

he is counted al!ain at each trOl1sfer, al tho~ he remniIW tlle l:1!:2L1C 

potential cscape risk. 

New South Wales is the only state "hic..'1 banes 1 ts prison eSC<ll;>O ra1:C 

on the number of pl'isonel's hamUed, but 3.9 this figure ia not cyo.il­

able for othc't' Statos, in this study the escape rate ha.:s boer.. b.:lsed 

on the daily average prison population. This rate, hOll'ever, is 

better expreosed as "the number of escapes per 100 l.1Oll-years of 

impl'isonment" than as a "perccntage of escapes per daily Ilveruc;c 

prison population", as the Thnrsday Island example shows. 

2. Victoria!l trends in. prison escapes and offenceD over the decade 

1967 to 1976. 

Table 1 shows the annual daily ave~ prison popul!l~on; .no 

proportion of priconero in l:I3.."ti~, mediULl and minimum security pri::;oru:;; 

t11.c ntU:lbcr cf o.fi'cnccs corm tted in prison; the nU!!lber of escnpJs i t!v~ 

prison off.ence rate at"d the escape rate per 100 IIlm'l-years of imprioo)1l',:el1t 

tor Victoria from 19G1j/67 to 1975/76. 

._7.· ... · ~_. ___ --"', .... > 
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The daily o.v0rllce prloon populntiol1 reuc1:lC1(~ c. p,'uk of 2,309 in 

1970/7~ nnd h:l!l since dcclillCd quite rupitlly to ',651 prioollero ill 1 ')7 /,j'i::' 

bcfora levellinz out. (Sec Tablc 1). 'l'hio d.rop in do,ily avcrar;o PI'j.UO:l 

popu19. tion bem1cen 1970/71 to 1975/76 repl'c::lcnts n 33i~ reduction ayc r the: 

fi \"0 YCHJ.r period. ( 1 ) 

The proportion of prioo.'lcra held in Victoriull prioona of different 

secur:!. ty rat;tnco hall not cho.na0d I:J:U'Y.:edly oval' the dccaca conr,ider:-r'. A'u0 i,:.1, 

t .... o out of every three priGollc-lrs are held in l!IC.:ld.lll\lDl seouri ty, one in foll.L' 

are held ill medium security, O.lld the smnllcst proportion, abottt one in six 

nre held in l!lini1!!UIn scctU'i ty priocJl1n. In the last two yearn there 11no beer: 

a oli~h.t tleclino in the proportion of pril<'onerc held in nriniulum GcctU'ity 

prisons. 

The rate of ptison offcmoca bus fluctu.'J.ted considerably over the 

last decade. FI'om thirty-nine offences per 100 lllO.ll-yearo of irlprloonr:cl;t i11 

1966/67 it levelled off to just under fifty offences per 100 man-yours 

imprisollIl'..cnt over the period 1966/57 to 1971/72. It tbell l'ons dIn~.'lt1.co.J.l:· 

to eighty offcnces per 100 =n-years dtU'in[; the prison riot:. of 1972/,(j 0...'1(1 

reIll!lincd relatively hi&'1 for two year:. a:fte1' the riots, befoN droppine 

to forty-seven offences per. 100 m:m-years in 1975/76. A crrapb of t.he oftener: 

rnte io sho'im in Ficrure 1. 

The escape rate from Victorian prisons hns more than treblet~ in 

the last decade from 0.9 to 3.3 ecoapes per 100 oon-YOIll'S of irlpriI3Cl'l:'lC11t, 

(see T!\ble 1 and FigUl'e 1). Rcasons gil'en for this include the cb.:::...:,iu-; 

composition of the prison populution as indicated by the Nsulto of the 

Pri!lon CCl1!:lU!l descrio<!d in Trcnd(:l in Prif30n Population in Vlctorh. 'l'herr· 

has also bcen an increase in the proportion of yOU!lg violent offenders 

cervina sentences of five years or more', \'Iho consider they have little to 

lose by escaping. At the same time there hAs been a decline in the prop­

ortion of drunks and vnt:;rnn-to irJpriso!lcd for short tCI'tlS who po:::cd no G=e:;:~ 

security threat. 

( 1 )co'" .. ,., ...• -,,; l' '1- \'1)' ..... ~'1·:l 1~·"·· .. 1·· ~ ~ "\ rc'" 'J. + o'f' t 1,. ~ de eli '1~ ; ,. 1'''; - '"'-..................... _ .. l:t ~\,Il' "". _"."_ .. -... ...,4 J _ .'"-oI..o.J' _ ... "' . .... .L _,--,.;1\" •• 

population, there h.,."s been a. pro!lounced ch..'1l\,-.e in the cOI:lponi tion of t!,C 

, prioo:lers held. The 1970 Victorian PriSO!l Census ahowed tha.t 25) of 

oonvicted prisoners \'II'lre held for "offences iIIvolvin;; Violence", and 41,-: 

tor "breaking and larceny". lly 1975, this had chnn.;ed to 40:~ of conv:l e";(:~' 

pr100ncrs beld tor "offences involving violence" and 30;t for "bNaIc1ng 

and larceny". (See Trends in Prison POpul3t1on in V1rtor1a, 1976, 

Social Welfare Dep3rtment, Victoria) • 

. .. ""'" .... 
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TABLE 1 VIOTORIAN TRENDS IN PRISON OFFENOES AND ESCAPES - 1966/67 to 1975/76 

. 
! 

, ~ 
Yea.r 1966/ 67 1967/68 1968/69 1969/70 1970/71 1971/72 197?/n 19n/74 1974/75 1975/76 

I Daily Average :Prison ~o?ulation 2,111 2,233 2,315 2,283 2,389 2,366 2,107 1,870 1,651 1,604 

Maximum Security 66% 61% 59% 59% 60% 60(0' 58% 59% 67% 64% 
~ 
0 

_., 
J:: . 
o 171 ~ Medium Security 18% 23% 24% 24% 24% 24% 26% 25% 25% 25% 'M l-l 

~ ~ o 0 
P<C'l 

1610 16% 17% 17% 16% 16~~ 16% 16% 13% ' 11% Q 'M Minim~~ Security 
~tL 
1+' 

t101 Prison Governor 787 906 1,120 1,014 1,074 1,011 1,404 978 1,~08 702 o 0) 
'<.1.s:l 

tIl 1:2 +' o Gl'M 
III OJ ;Jo 

Visiting Maeistrate 36 38 58 63 145 203 88 52 'M ~ 49 413 t! OJ --
Prisor. offenoe r~to pe~ 100 man years of 

39 42 50 47 48 49 86 63 72 47 impriaonmcnt. . -• 
Numbe::: of Prison Escap<:s . 20 26 27 29 48 54 59 53 57 53 

Escape rate per 100 man years of 
0·9 i." •• ::! 1·3 2.0 2.3 2.:' 2.8 ,.) 3·) imprisollment. 

-
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Thio oo:np:J.rloott is booed on the fiGtl1'ns provided by the renpccUV(. 

l'rlso)'.r/Otll'"re()tiorm Dc:pm.'{;~lcl\"t~, Cl1t: public.had in thoir anllU!ll :,.'(!par-t:" 

Ho~reve:f, the J;lrobltlos outlinc(l bolow lilllO't be J::!.llrt .in mint! I'IhOl1 CQUptlJ.'l,t 

the iJ1t~~1"/:lt(\tc i'ial.lrclJ. 

n) ));I.ff('retlCClS in rnec~:~lil1':J nrocc(hu.'os 

'l:ncrc c.t'(! n number of Stato tlifferoJ;cco in recol'diD.$ procoduroEJ I"hioh 

tiu'ow oonsidcrahlc doubt 011 ·tho nccuro.e:y £Uld vo.lidi ty of interstate 

cOtlD::1.risCll1o on prison ellCllpo all1 ol'fenee ruteo. These (1if,fel'cnco.J c..t-c :-

i) ~1il:.v ClV5'l".rt"';O .I!dGol1 POlllt'lnUon 

Thul'C is como o.:;lbigui ty ns to w11l:1t COll!)ti tutco n "priooller". 

Some ~lto.tos include persono hold in Ilccurl ty pGychictdc 

hospi t,nlo, l)olice lock-ups, police (,Iaols, persons nervi.J:lG 

weekend. detC!lJdo!l and COl1!UltUli ty oervice orders as " 11risonort·.\ 

whilH othol'o do not. The duily nVIlr'J.GC prison 110pulatiol' 

fiGures Wled in this otudy \'lore thol3e ll:t'Ovidod by tho rcspc~~·.;l \";} 

:Prioons/Correetions lI:lpartI:1onte in onch sta.tC'. Ho o.tteop1~ was 

l1l.:lae to correct this tiuurc ;£or dii'fcrenccs in recording p::o·· 

ecdurcs and ~, d:i.scl~pancy would tcnd to bo ntinor. 

11) ~.£.§. 

S1r...:l If>X'ly t.here is no uniforro1 ty betwtlcn the stn.tClO as to "O/;lr, ~ 

conn .. tutC13 a. prioon cocal'o. SOtlC states inclt\co abCJ-;-or.t&.l).~, 

or failin~ to attend Vleekend detention centreo, :roil in:" to 

report for co:mluni ty oCr\'icc, cscapco frotu police cello o.llCl 

locle-ups, fran rourts, Md fro):! l::ccuri ty hoopttrtlo !U3 1'1011 :.J.!) 

attcrnrlted eooo.11oo , l'I11ilc othors do not. Tl1e dctOrJ:ll.111',t10n 

of whcthc,r or not a..n escape io clnsoi:Cicd o.s c. pricon p-nc:t.p-=: :Lr:; 

generally dcp(!:J.dcnt 011 \"ihich depa:rtment hM reo ponoibili t:' fOj~ 

that perocn. All figures u:.:;ed were thoae publishtlQ by tho 

respective lTioo~s/CorrcetiolW De~~tmcnts~ 

111) Ot1'e:ncco concl tted while ii' priso' 

Di:£f.er:\.nr, l1l~thotl(l of aOunUn::; prloo,U of fenceD nre USt'r\ b~7.\· N.m 

~ ....... '} Stt'.tc c. t~,.. .... ,o ~lt~+cs il'!cln:u r.i ..... <.'"1:- bl"",£\oht' ~ o:C 1':1 !h·!.~ 

X'i!eulatimll~ un offe).lcco, \'/hilo ot..~crG only count those of£C'!lct'!J 

which rG 3uJ.1; in 100$ of rcluooion. 

J 

.! 
! 

- (l 

b) IJn:1'1C\~~C::r'~ raten 

In 1974/7:; the cocapo ri,.-\;eo pCI' 100 l,ml-ycnrs of imprioon:.l(mt 

rOl'{:ed from 2.19 :l.n South Allutro1:i.n to 11.70 in Western Au.:;tr:Ui~': 

tl.1J oho\'m in Table 2, n.ll(1 Cl'tl!-,hicruly in FiGtU'O 2, Victor-lu, at 3.,:~·· 

hud the &9cond lo\'{oot CDCftpe rate 01' 2.13 lower than thn:t for the 

All sta.ten fiQ!rc. 

." V1er;rtcrn AUf-rt:t."Ulia.' 0 escape rota cd' 11.70 pel" 100 mo.n-yCc.l'o.- of 

illlprioonrucnt \Yns OllnO:lt trdce aD h:l.&1 no allY other Sta to. He­

asoltringly, only 3,~~ of ·the eGctlllcs (that io 0.39 oscapoD pel' 100 

man-yoaro 'of iOpl-loonmcnt) were fran z;1a."dm\.lm security llrioorts. !J.'ldn 

eompal'cs q~titc fnvottrably w-lth the cOlL.parable Victol'iD.ll fiGure: of 

0.61 (Jscnpr:G frODl rnllX:L!llUIll oeauri ty prieOl113 per 100 lJlIl.I1-j'Clal'S 0;1: 

imprisorunrmt, rmd 11 rote of 0.29 for 11ew South Wo.leG. COUlptlro.bl(. 

figures fol' other stnt~l) D.I'C not availuble. 

A note on tho usc:o>.UO rute fl.'o'1 m ... etml1.U:l. Gcc:u.ri t,v lrri.~ : 

This eoeape rate is b$sed on tho <!uil:y nvol'tl[;e prison 110pulo.tion 

for nll prisono \v1 thl.n th", Stute, l'~ther than the dl\.:I..l~· ;.."orrlCo 

prison papulation for only l!lIlXilUUID security prlsono, which v;oll.ld b'! 

the mora nppropr'late m!lIlSUre, bccauf;c the proportioi'l ot priSOnp.l ..... ; 1u 

lllro=imum SCCtlri ty I7ill affect t)-..io partitlulur oocape ro.to. HOI'lcye,,::,, 

only Victoria awl \','co'bern Alurtrll.lia hnve these t'16'lXCS LIYailnu) c, 

Using tho proportion of of:t'ondcrc in JlI.'!.."d.1!lUI!l security 0..0 the bc .. :w . . 
figUl'e, Victorin hnd 0.90 eaccpvs "}ler 100 man-y\!flrfJ of l!L:)..i:ir.ru". 

security impriaorullont compnrcd to n'eatern Au:.:;tro.lio.' D 1.05 eocn~~~ 

per 100 ma.n-ycnr.9 of ~l::lY.i1llUlll socuri ty 1mpl'isonllr.mt. ~h.i.u oiJowo 1,,:. ... 

effect th...'\t inappropt'iate llIeCOU!'ell can have on !'esul to, where 

Victol'ia [Uld Western J..U!3trolia. hc\'e now reverlled their Ol'dOl' in 

the :rote of escopes fl'Olll. lll::lXilll\lDl sec\\I'ity prioona. The discrepencies 

between the tl70 !i(;t1.res for the m::u:1l:Iu:n security eoco.pe ro.tcs :fOr 

the two States relntes to the faet that ill 1974/75 62,b of Victo:riCl'r; 

prisonera "erG in m:;dmum seourity prisons, compared to only 37iJ 

fo~ Western Australia. 

In 1975/76 tho Victorian escape rate o.f ~.?1 oBonpeo par 100 on\!­

yeo.ra or icpr'1.ooml'Jlit l'ro.S the lowest or tlll the stl\tC:'i, (!)ul 17nr: 

alic;htly more thC!.l half that for All StateD which \Inn 5~77 CC\;:!;N 

per 100 mn-::cara of iIilpri.son:!!cnt. (Sec Table' and l:<:l.r,urc 3.) 
Once again the very hi~ ratc::: of escapes from '.'Iestel'll Au:;trclic. 

prisons nt 12.85 esc:l.peo per ,00 mn-)'edr.c of 1mpri~.o~nt Wall 

more tlWl double tht . of III States. Thio would scett to lndiCo.1.1l 

IUl1 ODe of, or eombiDBtioD oft t.1le following 
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TABLE 2 INTERSTATE COMPARISON OF PRISON OFFENCES AND ESC.~S 1974/75 

N.S.W. VIC. QLD. 

Daily average prison 'population 3,397 1,651 1,526 

<4 
0 

Maxilll'llll Securi ty 62";' 78"/c 
a:> 

s:l ~ 
o <1> 

'M J:: Medium Security 25% +' 0 ~ ~ D'l 
22"/0 (, OM 

g'~ 
~ Minimum Seourity 13% p.. 

Prison Offences 1,864 1,196 1,129 

Prison Offence rate per 100 man 
54.87 72.44 73.98 yea:o:s of imprisonment 

.. -' 
Number of Prison Escapes 198 57 70X 

• 
Escape rate pc::, 100 lJ''''.!l years of 5.83 3·45 4·59X impri. s orlmel. t . I I f 

.r,. dop.s no I; i:1cl').dc Tasmania 

S.A. W.A. TAS. 
ALL 

STATES 

731 1 , On 342 8,674 

37% 

. 
6"3"/0 -

328 443 4,960 * 

44·87 43·14 57.18 * 

16 121 22 484 

2.19 11·78 6.43 5·58 

~-
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I 
~.s.w. VIO, QLD. S.A. W.A. TAS. ALL S'l'ATES 

I 

I 5·8~ ~.45 4.59 X -2·19 11.78 6.43 5.58 .' 

54·87 72.44 73·98 44.87 43.14 57.113 * 

I 

I 

I 
I 

* does no~ include ~2smania 
t 

X includes atxemp~ed escapes 

.1 
Fir;l.lre 2 Int.erstnte compnrison of p~:bon o"f:::'~:"NI "nd escapes per 10i)'rnan yeprs of impriBonemtn 1974/75 

.... 
o 
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poor cecuri t;n 

inappropriate Cl~Dification; 

a community tolcrullQc of n niOl cocc,pc rate ill p~'c:rurencc 

to a str:i,ct cuotocii::ll prison regime; 

a diffcrent c...-i teriu for II eGco.pe sit i or 

a ~~dcr area of reopo~sibility for the Department of 

Corrections • 

c) Comp:tTnt:i,'!e nrioon offence rn.tes 

In 1974/75 the Victor:i,o'.l1 prisOIl offences rate cit 72.44 o:::~'Cl:!Ce8 

per 100 man-ye~l.I's of iroprioonroont \'Ins the second highest of 0.11 t:!lG 

states, bei11f; only I7'.!ll'Cinnlly surp::LDocd by Quecnslnnd, and \'Ins hnlf 

as w"Uch aGain as the All States (e):ccpt Tasmania) fil:,'Ul'c of 57.18 

offfolDceo per '100 mrul-yenrs of imprisoDDCnt. 

By 1975/76, h017Cver, the Victorian prison offencc rate h8.d,droPl1ed 

to 47.01 offences per 100 Iran-years of imprisonmcnt - n uup of 

3510 from the previOUS yenr. The Victorian pricoD offence r.?te for 

1975/76 VInS 12;(, below the All St::ltes (except 'l'asmania) fiou't! of 

53.24 offences per 100 =n-years of imprisonment, while (~uE:enslQnd I u 

rate had further incrcaned to 86.53. 

It is interes'~inG to llote in FiGUl:")s 2 ar..d 3 that Western ,1.t~tl'nli(l 

has the lowent prison offence rates, but the highest eSeCl?!? T.o:Ges 

for both yearn. 

,t. 
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TABLE' 3 INTERSTATE COMPARISON OF PRISON OFFENCES AND ESCAPES 1975/76 

Daily averae;e prison,population 
, 

" 

.... Maximum Securi ty 
0 

III 
I:: ~ o QJ 

Medium Security .... p 

r.:l +> 0 
~ to 
o 'rl 
P<~ 

~P< Minimum Security 

Prison Offences 
. 

Prison Offence rate per' 100 man 
years of imprisonment 

Number of prison escapes , 
Escape rate per 10C '!Ian years of 
imprisonment. 

N.S.W. VIC. QLD. 

3,252 1,604 1,433 

49% 64% 79% 

51% 
25% 

21% 

11% 

1,507 754 1,240 

46.34 47·01 86.53 

185 53 74X. 

5.69 3·3 5.16X 

* dc\~c not ir,chtde T<J.Gmc:nie, 

X inc!ude~ ~tt~mp:ed escapes 

S.A. W.A. TAS. 
AI,jJ 

STA'l'ES 

713 996 309 8,307 

3~ 40% 

57% 
60% 

11% 
... 
1\1 

366 391 4,258 * 

51·33 39.26 53·24 * 

28 128 11 479 

3·93 12.85 3.56 5.77 

-- .. -



10 - r- N S W . . . VIC Q,LD S A W A . TAS . ALT O"JW1'ES !J <l 

, 

~.--.--

. 
.' 
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5.69 3.3 5.16 X 3.9) 12.85 3.56 5·77 

20 _I- 46.34 47·01 86.53 51. ;3 39.?6 53.24 * 

,. 40 ~I- L . 

60 ~ 

•• 

.lI- does not include Tasmania 
X includes attempted escapes. 

SO -.'. 

! '. 
Figu.l;C ,; In""p,rstate compa;deon' of pri"on nf"e!)I'?s and escapes per 100 me.l1 years of imprison;nent '1975/76 

• I 
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The coot of impr:Lsom'J01'lt for tho fimmcia1,. year 1975/76 wno eOr:1Y:U'( 

bct\'loo" ~lw AUGtrl:U.io."l state.':I. Two methods of comparison Vlere used - th' 

onnU!U cost per priooller O1'lCl the W1J1lUU. cost per head of Stllte populo.ti n. 

1::t\o11 state was then eo:npnrcci to tho ,Ul States expenditure (calculated b~' 

the tot::W. exp':llldituro in 1111 the:: S'bates divided by the m1.'nbD)"' 01' prlnonarc 

in 0.11 the states). The .10.11 St~ltes expendi turc was eonsideI'ilcl a more 

o.pDropriate index tha11 0. Statc average as i'b Gives proportion .. 'l.te I'lei{lhtin,c; 

to the number of .pr~oonero O1'ld exrx;-ndituro involved in each State. 2,'11ot 

i[1, tho Hew South Wales rcsulto ho.ve a groater proportional influellce thnn 

the TC\!JJn..'1.nian rcsul to beca.usc New South Wales hao a greater nunbor of. 

priconers, O1'ld [l greuter pri!Jon expenditure. If a state a.verago had bcell 

U!)ccl, each stu te: l"IoLllcl h:?vo had. the t.D.I:1O "/ciGhting irrespective of' differ­

onceo in th& number ot prioollors E1nd expendi tUl'O involved. 

11. number of problctl.:) were encountered ill I!;OOuriI10 that the i tOIIt:.: 

of c:x:pendi t\tl.'e were comparable. In order to achieve coroparllbili ty, disonstJic!:. 

were hold with thc AtlStrnlicUl Bureau ot Sto.tictico, and relo"011t dop:u't.;nel1tl)~ 

(Jfficero in each of tho states. 

The follo\'lill~ i teJ;1!3 )"Iere includcd for cno11 ot the Stn 'bes :-

Salaries and Y/a[\cs 

Prisonero earnin~s 

tlnintennnce nnd 'IIorldn[l expenocs 

Administration expenses 

Research and statiotico 

Coot of prison industries 

Trainin[l of prison officers. 

b) Canital EXI'cndi ture 

This inclUded expenditure on buildines, site "crks, plant, equip·· 

ment alld machinery and ls' reterred'to :in some states un 1/·,lo1'}-.s on.l 

Services", "LoM Funds" or "Capi t3.l Expcndi ture". As the eo.pi tal 

exp0n:\i.turc can i'luetuuto greatly from year to year, a five j'onr 

average of capHal e:cpenditUl'e from 1971/72 to 1975/76 \'f.l.'3 tl.!l(!cl. 

c) Revenue 

This includec'. prOduction value of wor1: done by prison laootu', both 

for internal prieon consumption (such as bread, meat and vceetables) 

and for e~rr.n1 nc.n-prison consumero. Other revenue such r.c pn~'l!lcn'b~ 

• 
J 
./ 

J ,. 
; 

I!) 

by the Fedcrill GOVCl'!1l11Cl'lt. for pd001'lel':J from tho AWJtrnH~'l 

Capital Territory 011d lIol'thor'll 'l:c.rri'i:ory io Sh01r..l I'Ih~l'C tll';'Hc"J,l('>, 

but is not incltldctl in i..lle value of pro-.htction in rrison in·l\ul\;rj.,.;;. 

2. M:i1l!Jtrl':~11t.!L..to ex-llcmli turo 

In ordor to obtain oomp~rabi1ity bet\'lllcn states Cldjus~cnto \'tcro 

rode to the various State ex:pcndi'tUJ:e!J in thc foliowine \'Iay :-

...... ... 

a) new Sot\th Ilulcs 

The cotim.ted coot of probation and parole (S3, 750,000) WC<f.l Gub­

tractcd from the DJP:a-till'.mt of Corrections totul reCltrrillG (;q'Jc~11:!. tu.:'c. 

b) Victorin 

In Victoria, tho PrisonD Divioion i!J one of seVOll c.ivlsio113 in 

thc Soc.i3.1. Welfare Dcp:-:rrtment. An cf.rtiI'.!I;\te Tr.lS L1..".dc of the prop·:n:tio .. ·· 

ate vlOrk load of !'rison; ])ivision within tho De part m';11l'b, (h:1Clld 011 

the proportion of salul'ios and general expenses - 37(.) and ndj~t­

&lents wore n'lde lJy addin() on thio propo::-tioll of tl:w cos'!; of Cer.t~·~·.l 

Adldnistration, Research rum Statistics) ani: Trai11ine to tho 

cxprmdi ture of Prisons Di vi!Jion (a total addition of $797,0;)0). 

c) Queensland. 

In Queensland, the cO!Jt of tho se CLU,'i ty Llentnl HOG pi tal ~LO borne b:i 

Prisono. Thip coot (cstim~ted at S980,000) wus subtr£\Ctt'll frc.:;l +"1; 

prinons expenditure. The cost ot oporating t:1~ prioon il)!!u::rtrillL' 

(~.950,OOO) wao ndded to the prisons cxp:mdittll't .• 

d) Sotlth Auotrnlill 

In South Australia, BS ill How South Wales the corrb of Dl'ob:'!tiol'l 1.l.llc1 

parole is borne by the Dcpn=tlJent of Corroctiore.l Servicca. '1:110 

estimated oout ot South .Au!ltro.lio.'s p.:oba'tion and pal.'olc (t565,OOO) 
,,'Us subtracted from the COITectiona.l Service:; recurring oxpcmcli t.u'!.":!. 

e) Western Austrcu.in 

.No adjUstments .were required 1'01' thoe.x;xmdi.tlU"(> of tho '.7,'ntt:l"l 

Auot~a Dcpnrtment 01 COITcctions. 

Tho cost of oporatinJ the Tasmanian prison industries (O~16,OOO) 
'\TIlS added to the reeurrinJ prisonD c~:pondi tUT\'). 
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TABLE 4 

RECURRING EXPENIiITURE - PRISONS - 1975/76 

Prisons Expenditure 

N.S.W. I 
$24,952,;00 

Daily Avaracro prison population 3,252 

QI 
Reou:rrit~ expenditure !J7,673 ~1-1 :a ~ 

I:: 0 
$ ± All states -$311 0(1) 

ft·~ 
Q) P. 

]~ %1 All sta.tes - 4~ 

~~-

Reourring e~enditure 
I 

~ $5.10 .... 
• .-i 

~ g.g s ± All st!l~es + SO.20 0 
Q) 

~ ~ 
p.+> 1-1 

..... (l) 

'@ >U ~ %± All states + 4% I:: 0 
~ Q) III • g ~ ..... 
• , Ql ~. 

VIC. Q.U). 

$11 ,62~, 100 G10,87~l,800 

1,604 1,433 

$7,246 ~'7,592 

- ~73f3 - 0392 

- 9',~ - 5% 

S3.1~ ~.19 

- $1.79 + $0.29 

- 37~ -+-f4, 

S.A. W.A. 

$5,935,400 $10,295,000 

71:5 996 
--.......... 

~,325 ~10,336 

+ $341 + $2,352 

+ 4% f· 29% 

$4.72 313.89 , 
- $0.16 + SJ.99 

- 4% + 81% 

TAS. 

02,611,800 

309 
..... 

$8,550 

+ $~56 

+7f.. 

$6.50 

+ Ct.{)O 

,+ 3~~ 

ALL STATES :J 
.%5,325,1).00 

8,307 

$7,934 

-
-

--
$1,..90 

... 

.. 
-

j' .. 
o 

I 

I 
I 

I 

- _____ J 
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$500 
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§< 
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. I 

N.S.W. VIC. Q,LD. S.A. W.A. TAS. ALL STN~'ES 

----

S7,6n $7,246 $7,592 S8,3~5 $10,356 $8,550 lS7 ,984 

I 

$5.10 $3.11 $5.19 $4· 72 $8.89 $6.50 $4.90 

I I 
! i I r 

I , 
L-

Pig1.lre' Annual recu:r:rinc; eY.pe".1itu~q on ~ri30~1s per prisoner ann yer cupi ta for the Austl:~ 1 ien 
Sta·~es. ·'.:'75/76 • 

... 
,.." 
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lIr~vins Pladc nllo';:ml'Jes fOl' the above fD.ctOrs, the rc!)ul'uJ.l"":' C!tll:lp;'.l ;\~J -:. 

pl'ioclrl!J ()XIlCllditu't'e fo:!' eueh st::lte io shor/ll in ~C!blc 4. 

POI' compnruti va pu=pooes, tl'/O UllalySC:; wcre conducted on tilt:; 

compoxo.bla stato prison:; expEmdi turerJ. The firs1: is bascd on the UllllUal 

recnt'rin::; cXllondi ture pc:;:' p:doonnr nccorclil1[:1 to the daily uvcl'ace pr:i.cOll 

population for the yearj audtllc second iE bc.scd on the CUllltl1.U cxpon,li tLl.l'" 

on prisons pOl' helld of state population. TheDo resuJ.ts oxe also preoeni.cd 

in Tablo ~, und OhO\,111 proportionatol:r in F;\.au.re t,. 

In Table 4 it cnn be seen that the rccnrril16 e::tpcndi ture pl~r. 

prioonel' ran[;';, from 07,2,4,6 to S1O,336 PCI' anm.'.!ll a ranse of $3,090 per 

prison~r pCI' yenr. 

Taldng the All Statos vclue of S7,934 per prisoner per yeaT us the 

base, the state recurring expendi turc p(!r prisOller falls in the follol'linD; 

ord!:!l' :. 

Western Australia 

Tusmruua 

S.A. 

JJiL STATES 

n.s.\'!. 

QLD. 

VIC. 

Annual e:>:pcncli ture 
per prisoner 

$10,336 

$ 8,550 

$ 8,325 

$ 7,984 

S 7,673 

t 7,592 

S 7,246 

S ± All States 

+ $ 556 

+ $ 341 

$' 311 

,- $ 392 

- $ 738 

% ± All Sto.ter 

+ 

-l' 

710 

4:( 
i' 

~., . 
:J,' 

The nnntnl recurring eX~ll1i ture per head of State populo.tion OhOWll 

an even greater proportionate rnnge trom $3.11 to SS.89 - e. X1U~e of 05.78 

per capita per year. 

W.A. 

TAS. 

QLD. 

Jl.S.W. 

. 
The rank orderin.3 and differences w.'e as followa :-

Aununl erpendi turc 
per e8pita 

$5.50 

35.19 

$5.10 

+ C1.60 

+ $0.29 

+ $0.20 

~ .. , .... _ 't"""... .-.. '''''' ...... ~" .• t, 

./l.lJ.. STATBS 

s. fl.. 

VIC. 

19 -

Annual c::cpenditure 
per 'Jupi tu 

$4.9D 

$4.72 

$3.11 

II ;!. All sto.tos 

- 4% 
$1.79 - 3"1,· 

~ that the rank ordel'in::; and proportional dif,1'Qrenecn betwOE:ll 

the stutes expenditurc variclJ between thc per prisoner and per c!lpito. 

IlIw.1yoio. Thin is .due to the dii'fcrill,':; ir.1prioolll!lcnt ra.tes in co.eh sto. to. 

(See Austrnli.c.n l'.r:i.OO:l Trcno:1, montluy circular produced by Australicll 

Inotitute of Criminology). 

4. Oani tal Expendi ture 

As the capi t::U. expcudi ture on prisons Cal1 fluetuntc rrl'Cl1:l-tly from 

year to year, a five year average of capital c:;:penditure from 1971/72 to 

1975/76 illlS used. The amow1t spent on capital expenditure (also calleHl 

"Works and Serviccs" or "Loon :E\1.11101l) flas provi<led by the rriSOllr/Corrcc·tio~?.!J 

Department :1.11 each State for the five year perioa., and is presented in ~~u'ul!: 5. 

The averar,e capital expem1i ture over the fi vo ;yeur period is ulso sho\'ln 

for oo.ch Stato in Ta':Jlc 5, tUl a.-o the results of tlle two o.Ilnlyoes ~ l;\'~in;: 

the average capi tnl expent1it.tu-c to th~ prison population 3011(1 the Sta", I. 

popu.1.e.tion. It can be seCHt that the averaGe capital expendi tlll'e I-~'~ 

prisoner rarl{!;es from ~36? to $1,849 - e. raIl{Je of ~1 ,483 per pl'isoner pe:t' 

year. The proportional differences are shOVIll in Figure 5. 

The bibh capital e:cpenditure for Quecnnlc-.nd in'rclation to thu other 

Statos io due to a lar/)e rebuilding proGTal:une I?hich hl1S been runnine for 

a orne ye o.rs • 

Taldng the .Ul States eari tal expendi tuN of $799 per prisonor per 

year ao the bnse, the State cap! tal o:cpentli t\l.I'eS :per pt1soner faU in tile 

follolving order :-

.QLD. 

S.A. 

.ALL STATES 

N.S.\'{. 

~A.S. 

VIC. 

AmluaJ.. expenditure 
per priGoner 

864 

$' 799 

$ 637 

S 587 

S 469 

S :!: All sta.tes 

+ .J1,050 

65 

$ 162 

- S 212 

S 330 

~ :!: All states 

+ 

20;S 

?7;~ 
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,'TA:BLE :f 
i CAPITAL'E~~ITURE ON PRISONS 

I 

1 
: 
i 

1 ~ 71/72 , ~ 72/n j 

'a1 13/74 "M 

.~ 74/75 
po, 75/76 

Total 

Avernge over 5 years 

~ ~ 
F.j Capital expenditure 

.... 0 ~ 
,,..j til 0 
P, ',..j til S. ± All States oJ J.; 'M op. ~ 
~g ~ %* All Sbates 
§ m 

Capital expenditure ~ til .... 
Q) 'M 'M 
tOl"; til' s ± All states ru >1 
~ m 0 
Q) tf ~ 'if± All St·ates .:;; Q) m p.. . ., 

, 

N.S"W. VIC. 

$ 1,494,100 $ 371,600 

1,997,200 775,500 
1,456,000 553,900 
2,378,600 1,153,700 
3,034,100 909,300 

810,360,000 $ 3,764,000 

$ 2,072,000 $ 752,800 

$637 5469 

-$162 ':'$330 

-20% - 41% 

$0.42 $0.20 . 
-$0.07 -~0.29 

- 14% -59% 

Q,LD. S.A. 

$ 1,835 ;'300 It 680,000 

2,780,900 262,000 

2,886,900 700,000 
2,828,900 777 ,000 
2,913,900 662,000 

$13,245,900 s 3,081,000 

\I 2,649,160 S 616,200 
-

$1,849 $864 

+$1,050 +$6,5 

+ 131% + 8% 

$1,26 $0,49 

+SO.77 -
. +157% -

W.A. 

S 188,500 $ 

551,00(' 

517,000 
264,000 
302,000 

S ,1,822,500 $ 

$ 361\,500 $ 

$366 

-$433 

- 54% 

$0.31 

-$0.18 

- 37% 
·l 

TAS. 

197,500 
112,600-

?56,100 
222,000 

119,400 

907,600 

181,520 

$587 

-$212 

- 27% 

$0.45 

-50.04 

-6% 

A.tl. S'rNI'ES 

S 4,767,000 

6,479,200 
6,369,900 
7.624,?00 

7.940,700 

$33,181,000 

S 6,636,200 

S799 

$0.49 

I I 

I\. 
C 
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Tnt! wlDunl copi tF.ll expcndi'l;\U'o 1..'01' h",,"d ,~f state population r.hm',;) 

c.n evan [;reater proportiollntc runce from t.1.26 to eO.20, - u rcul.::',c of ::i'I.U"" 

The ran1: orderinc; uncl differences bused on 'per heod of St(~te 

population are as follows :-

sta'bo Annu.~l expenditure $ :!: All states 
Fl' Capito 

QLD. $1.26 + SO.77 

SIA. $0.49 

AIJ, STA'l'ES $0.49 

TAG. SO.45 - $0.04 so:! 
I" 

N.D.W. $0.42 - $0.07 147; 

VI.A. ~0.31 - 110.18 - 37% 

VIC. &0.20 $0.29 - 59;~ 

Note again the c~e in rank order:i.ne between the two types of 

analysea. 

5. Total expendi ture 

The totnJ expenditure on prison!! fo::- oach Stnte 10 colculotc,', '-;: 

tokin,:; the sum of the recurrins expcnili ture for 1975/76 and the uvcr:15c 

capital expenditure for the five year period 1971/72 - 1975/76 (sec Tnulc 6). 

The table shO\.s thnt the total expcn<li ture per prisoner l""anfcs i'rC::l 

87,715 to $10,702 per ruUlum - B ranee of $2,987 per prisoner per yc~x. 

These results are prese::lted proportionately in F:i.gure 6. 

Us1~ the All States value of S8,783 per prisoner per year as th~ 

base, the statc tota.'l. e~penditu1'es'.fall i.I1to the followi~ OrdcI :-

state To·tal ey.j1cndi tilre 0 :!: All Statcs % ± All Sta.tc:; .... 
per p:ison0r 

W.A. $10,702 + 31,919 + 22j'~ 

QLD S 9,440 + S 657 + 7% 

S.A. .. 9,189 + $ 406 + 5% 

TAS. S 9r 137 + a 354 + 4% 
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TOTAL EXPENDITURE ON PRISONS (RECURRING EXPENDITURE PLUS AVERAGE OF 5 YEARS OAPITAL EXPENDI'l'ORE) 

N.S.W. VIO. Q1D. S.A. W.A. -
Total expenditure 1975/76 S21,024,300 S12,)74,900 ~13,527,980 86,551,600 $10,659,500 

Total expenditure $8,310 S7,715 ~9,440 S9,189 $10,70'2 
CD k . 
~ l'! 

s ± . All States ,~~ - 8473 - 81,058 + $657 + ~406 + $1,919 
o I: k 
~Q)Po 

~k % ! All States -~ - 12% +7% + 5% +22'jt Ql ~ . 
-

Ql ~ 
Total expenditure $5.52 .~3.31 36 .. 45 35.21 $9.20 

~~~ 
S ! .... Po 

All Ste.tes +$0.14 -f.? "7 +$1.07 -$0.17 +C3.82 +''''''' 0:::0 

I r, 
~k 
>1 n. 
Q) p, 

~± All stp~ ':IS + 3% - 3U;~ .; 20,~ - ... % 1+71% 

TAS. ALl, STATES 

32:823,320 $72,961,600 

99,137 $8,783 

+ $354 -
+ ~.% -
36.95 ~5.38 

+IH .57 -
+ 297& -
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Figur· 6 Total annual expendj J\lrp. ('. r,' ;.r.on:l t 1975/76 (rocurr:'hg :;::cponcli ture :pl\lS £l.veraea of 5 ;yeur: 
capi ';;'3.1 o~:-pendi'\;\\re "~:.:' :i.::;., ':l~ end :per cUpi'!;a tor ~hc AUG \;r<'.licm Sto:~E'(l. 



- 25 -

St:l'be Total e:r.:llC!ldi tur'c " :!: All Stutes l~ :!: All Gtni;~!J .. 
per prifjorter 

ALT., STi;"i.'l!~S S 8,7133 

n.D.W. S 8,310 - 3 473 - 5% 
VIC. $ 7,715 - S1 J 06!3 - 12'% 

Tho tot&l expendi ttU'C per hcnd cf Strite population sholVo n.n even 

r-rcoter proportionate -anr,e from $3.31 to $9.20 - n r~e of S5.8~ pcr 

capi tu. per yom'. The rank orderilll! and difference's based on per head of 

State population arc ns follows :-

Sta:~e Total expenditure !I ± All stutes % ± All Sto.teo 
:per capito. 

\Y.A. S9.20 + $3.82 + 71% 

TAS. $6.95 + $1.57 + 29:f 

QIiO. r,6.45 + 01.07 + 20;£ 

N.S .. W. $5.52 + $0.14- + 3~ 

ALL S'J:,\TI:)S S5.38 

S.A. $5.21 - $0.17 ;;'f, 

VIC. $:;.31 - $2.07 38% 

Again note the chnJ1Sc in ranlc ordCl'in8 of the Statt;:s between t~l'" 

two types of analyses. 

G. ~ran effect 

Althoueh the )'llOnl:ltnry o.mounto aho"l!l'in the tables relating thd ·~tL\'tu 

expenditure to the All States expenditure are relatively sG'.all, it uv.-.t 

be remembel.~d that theJ' nrc to be cml ti}')licd by tlle number of prisonc"'\'; 

Or the State popula.tion as tile case IIlny be. Thio shows how much eacll 

State was over or under spending in relation to the All states 1'j.E,lU;C.. 

This amount above or below the All states expenditure is shol",TI belo\': tOl' 

recurrine, capital and total expenditure per prisoner ~d per capite for 

each of the states. 

11.S.W. rcc\"U'I'in6 

capital 

Total 

. "'"'--'" --- -.. -

Per priso).lcl' 
S± All S'\;uteG 

- :;1.0 r:.:i.1J.ioll 

- $0.5 million 

- S 1 .5 I:li.llion 

Per Oapit£', 
~ ± All St~ttt,~, 

+ ,31.0 111::':.'00\ 

- ~O. 3 r;:LJ.l;i.v:J 

+ ';:0.7 r.lill:Lu!! 

.\., 

- 26 •. 

J>l?r pr1conc:r 
~ ± All St::ttos 

Per Coritu 
:I ± All FHtttChl 

VIC. recurrinll' - $1.2 million - $6.6 n~,lliOl~ 

capital - ~O.5 million $1.1 million 

Tottl.l - ~1.7 million - $7. 7 L~il1ion 

QLD. recurring $0.5 million + $0.6 million 

capital + $1.5 million + $1.6 million 

Totol + $1.0 million + S2.2 1I'.!.11io11 

S.A. recurr:i,ng + eO.2 million $0.2 million 

capi tal. + SO.03 IDJ.llion 

Total + $0.3 million - $0.2 Idllion 

W.ll. recurril'lB + 32.3 million + $4.6 million 

capital - $0.4 million - $0.2 million 

Totol + ~1.9 million + $4.it million 

TAS. recurring + $0.2 million + 30.6 million 

CCipital - $0.07 million - $0.02 million 

Total + $0.' million + $0.6 r.tl..llion 

7. i'alne of nrj,son Pl'oc1uetion 

The value of prison production is not rccoxrl~d uniformly in ~~J 

States. Both South Austrnlill :?l1d i/este.rn Australia only keep reeol'us of 

production for non-prisoll cODaum.ption, and Dome diffieul ty \~ ej:l?3ri(!1~eeC. 

in obtaining the valuc of;' 'pl'oduce for 1ntcnml consuoption in \":1.cto:!:'in. 

Table 7 shows the totol product~on value (not ClollllIlCrcial value) of 

prison industries for, NCVl South Wales, Victoria, Queensla.nd end Tusm.:uti.:L; 

and the value of production of gooc:>' for extern:lJ. consumption for South 

Australia o.nd Western Australia. no A1l States value can be given IW 

comparable data are not available for each State. 

TIle Illlnual value of production per prisoner for tbe four Stntes 

'/h!ch do have cOlllparable ':ti€Ul"l!s :rnngcs from ~ to ~" 260 per prJ-our.e) 

per year. The percentage 01' recurrinc expend1:ture recovered tllI'Ou~h prison 

industrieS' r[!!11';CS frOlr, 6;'~ to '5:~. (Seo Table 7 o.r;.d. Pieure 7.) 

The rank order'tn6 for prison prouuction for' the four Stutcr, f'lrlch 

have comparable figures is :-
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. TABLE 7 PRISONS REVENUE .ANI> PRODUCTION 1975/76 

N.S.W. VIC. QLD. 

Total value of production and $3,942,000 $841,000 S632,700 other revenue 

Other Revenu.::l mainly (Common- $1,334,200 Nil wealth Prisoners) 

~ Gl External conaumption $419,600 
'01 

:j1 'ti .~ Internal oonsumption $421,400 o d .p 

,g~g~ 
fcJ~'g Totel $2,607,800 8841,000 S632,700 ~ p. .... 

Annual value of production per $802 $524 $442 prisoner 

Percentage recurring expenditure 10% 7 % 6 % recovered by prisoner production 

* External consumption only 

.. ?, .. ~ ., ... ..,.. 

S.A. '!l.A. 

$68;,800 

$;95,400 , 

$288,400 $162,000 

$404* $163* 

5 % * 2 % * 

TAS. 

Nil 

$389,300 

$1,260 

15% 
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VIC. QLl). ," * 5.A. W.A.* TAS. 

* External COl'.sumption only 
, 

S 5 . 
$802 

$524 $442 $40,4* $1,260 

$163-1:· 

I 
15~ r 

Annual vaJ.ue of produ,ction per prisoner 

-ll:Erlernal conoumption onl·y 

10,6 -r n" I I .' ----, 
I ' 

5% + 
I I ,~~ 7,1 

~ __ '_...!.. ______ L _ 

1 -'l :-1· 
6:; I 5)~*. 1 15;'; 

.... _. __ J ____ l_., z;:~;< __ l ___ J ______ . __ ... ____ _ 

I 



. , 

I 
i 

I 
f 

I 

sta.te 

TAB. 

N.S.W. 

VIC. 

QLD .. 

Prison 1l1'ociuctiOIl per 
prisoner per yeer 

$1,260 

$ 802 

S 524 

. t. 4-42 

••.• _ .. -. • ..-._'"' .. _ ... ___ J,. ___ ---....._~ .............. '''' '" 

% re()urril'l(; cy.pentli tuX'(.' 
recouped by prioon :pJ'ochwt 

There is ~ strone; positive correle.tion be:tl'leen the value of prison 

production per pl:isoncr and the rccurrin[l expend! ture per prisoner for the 

four compamble Stutes - correlation is +0.92. However, cODlparu.ble data 

011 pricon industries for Western Auntralio. und South Australia 'liould be 

required to subDtnntiatc this trend. In Western Australia, the lll.[lh 

recul'rine; expenditure pOl' prisoner would tend to weaken the corral",tion 

unloso it was balanced by an extremely hiE;h value of prodt\c'tioll from 

prison iudustriE's. This seems Ulllilcely an the vo..l11e of pro::1ucc" for c:ctern<l, 

conzuruption at (;16:; per prisoner per year does not point tOWG.l'ds 0. high 

level of prodUctivity. 

8. Clos:Ln{/, Cor-1:aents 

This brief study 011 the canpal-ntive co eta of imprioonrJCnt hr,!, 

hiehlic;hted two =in nrens of co~ern. The fir!lt in the diffioult:,' ( , 

obtainin~ comparable datu on the COl:>t of inpriE:Oll!llcnt for e::cll of t: ' 

stntes, and the second is the large cll.fferences in the expon::li tlU'c 0 •• 

prisons in ellch State - whether mea.sured as the coot per priaoncr or "~,,. 

co.pito.. 

The diff.iculty in obtaining cocp2.TCble data is no doubt one of the 

main reaSO!1S for the paucity of published infor;rction in thin area. J, 

study by Anatole Kononerroky of the Australian Institute of Crit:li.noloc;:; 

entitled "The Cants of erim1nt?~ Justice: An Annlysis" is ono of tlle fil'nt 

AustraU.lln stu(lics on the comparative co;;ts between StEttes of the Crimill:ll 

Ju"tice System. Hcnrever, there \V:l(l a time la[~ of three ;y,mra bct'.7(;cn tilC 

time the 'data was co1.1.ected and the trub1.ication of the "tucly which \'lo~LUl 

affect its value in n. pl,m.'1inu Denoe. Further, the dcta \'I~"H obtC1ine:l ~l'O::! 

state GoveI'n;:lent:;. As outlined earll,or tbio in:ro~tion 1)CC('ls to be 

aujU3ted, in reany cases, before it C{~l be considered to be coop~ble. 
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In:CoI'illtltion on tho comparo.tiye coo to at imprisonment ohould h~ 

avnilable to Dil'octor.", ot }>-i O"~ I.e"'i -, :J. S .... f' orrcc. 0110 or. an nnnucu. b!lois bufol'l' t;,~ 

date ~n which SUblniS"" 0%'" are -'dn for "'\1 t' st t n __._ .. ~ ~ •• c rcsIICc ~ ve a c ml,;cts. !;"h(l 

AllStral~an Inllti tute of CriminoloGY i3 in the bellt poai tion to prep:!l"o o.t:' 

distribute this informn:tion. 

no interpretation cn."l bc n:ade of the large differenceo in the COD~: 

of imp:'."isonmcnt in each state ,d:thout tru:ing into account the p::u-Lu\.\lo.r 

probletls con:Cront1nc each State's prison syotem. 

Factors influencing costs miCht include: population, si~e o:c the 

State, imprisonmen't. rate, J.el~h Of prison sentences, the wealth of the 

state, the tacilitics and SCl~lces prOvided, and a number of political 

factors. 

It is not the purpose of t'his paper to advance speculative re:lOOI1t1 

M an explanntion of the different costs of ilrIpriaonment in each State 

nor to mnke recoDllllendationo no to what prison cY.plimdi ture should bG - thcoc 

can best be diocussed at a Prison Director3 confere~ce or at Il. State h:"cl.. 
~ 

The aim of this pup€r is simply to show what these difference~~ aro -

basically toot Woste1'11 AustrD.lin spends the mos'l; on 1 ts prioon system both 

per priso11er and per capitrl, that Victoria spends the least, l\~tl that on 

the data available, Tasmania bas the most cfficie~t prioon 1nnustrie~. 

.'. .' .. ,," 






