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Introduction 

WHO RETURN$'? 

A STUDY .OF RECIDIVISM FOR ADULT OFFENDERS 

IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

Ralph W. Smith 

Office of Research, .Department of Social 
and Health Services, State of Washington 

Olympia, Washington 

The purpose of this publication is to bring together statistics 

related to recidivism in the State of Washington. In the following 

sections, return rates for those released from Washington State facili~ 

ties will be examined in relation to several important variables. 

Recidivism, with its many definitions, has become the primary variable 

for evaluating the relative success of various correctional programs, 

and the need for recidivism statistics has long been felt by correctional 

administratorS. The data presented here can be used in monitoring pro-

gram changes in the Washington State system, as well as in proV'id:J.ng 

comparative baseline data for county and state correctional programs. 

A major difficulty in any use of recidivism statistics is that 

recidivism is seldom defined in the same way twice. In order that the 

figur,~s presented in this putlication hav~ the most general applica-

bility, the most objective and straightforward definition of l'ecidivism 

was used. Recidivism throughout this publication is defined as: return 

to the custody of the State of Washington of " F.1uy person paroled~or dis'" 
~, 

charged from a Washington State correctional facil{~y. Thisdefi~ition 

includ~s all persons paroled or discharged with the exception of persons 

paroled to consecutive sentence (which means they began serving time on 

an additional conviction without ever actually leaving \~ustody), and ..... 
~: 

\\\ 

those paroled from emergency detention (wh:i.ch m~ans they were waiting· for 

\\ 
\\ 

I) 
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further iction in the court, etc.). Of all persons released from 

Washington St~te custody, approximately 97% are released to parole 

supe:r1'vision. The remaining 3% are discharged directly from the insti-

tution following completion of their sentences. A return to Wt:r"pington 

State ctistody includes returns for parole violations as well as returns 

for conviction on a new offense. This definition includes any indi-

vidual returned to a Washington State facility for any reason; but 

does not include a Washington State parolee who absconds from super-

vision and is not apprehended. Individuals who are committed to federal 

institutions or state institutions outside of Washington following their 

release from Washington facilities are also excluded due to lack of 

necessary data. This definition is kept sufficiently simple so that 

any state or county program maintaining the most rudimentary statistics 

on program participants, can L~ a general way compare their own failure 

rates with that of a statewide population. Any comparisons, of course, 

must recognize that population characteristics may not be comparable. 

Recidivism: The Last 10 Years 

Table 1 shows .the number of. persons released from adult correctional 

in9titutions in each year since 1965 and the perce~ltage of those released 

who had returned to Washington State custody within various time periods. 

In 1965 there were 1,273 persons paroled or discharged from Washington 

State custody, and within six months 10.1% had been returned to a state 

£ac:l;1ity. After following each person released during 1965 for five years, 
" . /{ 

39.~% had returned. The final follow-up category (labeled "To Date") shows 

the number of persons returned as of June 30, 1975. This allows for a 

minimuIll. of nine and one-half y,ears follow-up for eVery person released 

during 1965. For those 'released in January of 1965, th.e follow-up repre-

sented in the final categoxy is ten and one-half years. 
(;: 

I 
I 
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It is commonly believed that the most critical period for a 

person released from a correctional institution is the first few 

weeks, or at most, the first six months. If the ~ndividual is able 
Y""",,-

to make a successful adjustment during this period,. his likeliho~d 

of success is greatly increased. The data, however, do not tend to 

support this assumption. It can be seen, for example, that of those 

released in 1970, 6.4% had returned within six months; but in the 

following six months 8.7% returned for a total of 15.1% at the end 

of the first year"" In 1971, 5% had returned in the first six months 
,\ 

and 8. 2% returned in th~ second sixI'; months. 
'~~,:..., ' 

-

In 1972, 5.0% in the 
'I 

first six months and 8.7% in the following six months were returned 

for a total of 13.7% at the end of the first year. In every year the 

number of failures during the second six months following release was 

higher than the number of failures in the first six months. ' 

Although the second six-month period appears to be even more 

" 
~lritical than the first six months, it may be that programs aimed at 
il 

helping the parolee adjust during the first few months ino'Che community, 

such as the stipend program and other state and privately funded pro-

grams, are delaying failure that would otherwise occur earlier in the 

parolee I S community experience. It is also pos'sible that for a 

certain percentage of those who are returning, particularly those who 

are returning for commission of new offenses and have gone through 
..if 

court procedures, their offense may have been committed shortly after 

release but p:cocess time and convictidil did not come until some months 

later. This will be further examined in a future study. 

While the first few, weeks or months do not appear to be the most 

" ~ crid.cal peFiod, it is clear that within one year after release almost 
r 

one-half of all those who will return to the system have done so, and 

, 
\ 
I, 
1\ 
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Year of 
Release 

1965 

1966 

1967 , 

1968 

1969 

1970 

1971 

1912 

1973 

1974 

TOTAL 

TABLE 1 II ,I 
NUMBER OF PERSONS P~ROLED OR DISCHARGED FROM WASHINGTON STATE 

ADULT CORRECTIONS hURING CALENDAR YEARS 1965 \'rHROUGH 1974 
BY TIlE PERCENT WHO HAVE RETURNED TO STATE CUSTODY 

" 
Number Percent Returned Within: 
Released 6 mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs. 4 yrs. 

, 

1,273 10.1 21.3 30.3 35.0 37.8 

1,357 6.9 15.8 27.7 33.5 36.3 

1,673 7.3 16.5 .27.7 31.4 32i~9 

1,490 7.2 18.7 29.7 33.9 35.9 

1,503 8.8 18.4 29.2 33.7 36.1 

1,380 6.4 15.1 2.4.5 28.8 31.1 
~ 

" 
1\ 

1,593 5.0 13.2 23.0 27.9 :I: 

1,736 5.0 13.7 22.8 * * , 

" 
1,l~90 6.0 12.7 * " * * 

1,363 6.1 * * * * \') 

14,858 ,0 6.8 * * * * 
" 

'0 

,,5 yrs. 

39.3 

37.4 

34.1 

36.8 

37.3 

* 

* 

* 
" 

* J) 

Cf 

* 

* 

*A11 populations 'vere followed through June 30, 1975. The entire 1965 popu1ati6n was 
followed for 9~ years while those re1.e"irsed at the end of 1974 could only be folbowed 
for six months. The June 30, 1975 follow-up a11ows;for an "average" fo110Yl-up of one 

. ~ear for the 1974 population (some persons had been fiat riskJ! 18 months while others 
had been released for only six months). The liTo Date"column for 1974 shows the per­
cent returned after an average of one year at risk, the 1973 HTo,Datetl co1UlD.n shows 
the percent returned after two" years, and so on. 

.: 

Date' J To 

42.7 
" 

40.0 

36.5 

39.1 
, 

38.2 
., 

32.8 

30.S 

27.7 

21.9 

12.8' 

., 
" 32.2 
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by the end of the second year 75% of all those who will return ,Fo the 

system have done so. 

It is apparent that the second. year in the ct)mmunity is also , . 

critical. In 1971 for example, 13.2% failed during the first 12 

months, and during the second 12 months anothet: 9.8% t:etutned to the 

institution. In 1972, 13.7% failed in the first 12 months and 9.1% 

failed in the second 12 months. 

During. the third and fourth years after release, the percentage. 

of additional failures drops to approximately 5% and 3% respecttively. 

For the next several years the overall failure rate ihcreases at 

approximately 1% per year until topping out at approximately 4G-Yo." 

Persous who are not returned to Washington facilities but end up in 

other states or federal institutions are n~.t specifically reported 
'\ 

on here. It is interesting to note, however, that a study recently 

completed by the Washington State Board of Prison Terms and Paroles 

has indicated that after twq years only about 2.5% of the total popula-

') 

tion released from Washington facilities had entered other institutions.< 

Possibly the most striking piece of information appearing'in 

Table 1 is the apparent reduction in recidivism rates over the past 

10 years. ~ile the fail~re rate after one year for the 1965 popula­

tionwas 21. 3%, the failure ,rate for the 1973 populatiqn after..: one , i 
year was only 12.7%. At/'first inspection it appears' that .trkre is 

~ relatively consistent i~rop from year to year, but a more careful 

examination shows that ~here is only one major break; that occurring 

between 1969 and 1970. 
;i 
i! 
!10ther fluctuations appear to be spurious"in 

nature. For example, 'W~lile there appears to be a significant differ-
J
!\ 
'" 

ence in failure rates f<~r the 1965 and 1966 populations for six months 
II ' )) 

and one year follow-up, ii the differences appear to even up in subsequent 
II 
I! 

';r: II 
Ii 

1) 'i. 
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follow-up periods. In fact, in all years from 1965 through 19'69 there 
d'; 

appears to be a very consistent rate of return. For the years 1970 
[: 

through 1974, fluctuations between years are very minor .. Between 1969 

and 1970, however, there is a pronounced drop in failure rates for every 

follow-up period. A pronounced increase in case10ads for probation and 

parole officers might account for s\lch a decrease in the number of 

persons being returned (Le., with less time to supervise individual 
-': 

)._ " ~,i!, 

cases fewe'r,?cechnica1 violations would be reported). B.owe'i]er, it was 
\, 

found thFt while average case10ads had increased from 74 in 1965 to 92 

1iU .li974;the maj or portion of that increase occurred frotn 1972 to 1974 
if 

when it jumped from a caseload size of 76 to 92. In th~ two c~itical 

years of 1969 and ,1970 ,average caseloads were identical at 7L Other 

possible explanations were also examined) but the one that appears to 

have the most explanatory power is the fact that the parole board 

instituted on-site hearings during the latter part of 1969. The pro-

cedure for handling parole violators prior to that time was that the 

individual would be reincarcerated and await a parole board hearing at 

the institution. This made reincarceration the most convenient course 

of action if there were any reason at all to keep the individual at the 

institution. By Sept&'1l1ber o,f 1969, how'ever, when on-site l~earings had 

become operational, individuals accus.ed of parole violation were de-

tained in their home communities and parole board me~bers held the 

hearings "on-site" of the violation. Holding the hearing lIin the com-

munity" made the most reasonable course of action leaving the individual 

in the community unless there was strong evidence that parole had beep. 

change had a pronounced effect on persons under par,ole :supervision as 

evidenced by the data shown in Xable 1. 

c 
"II 

".~. 
fI' c 



'l;, 
I) 

-7-

Reddivism by Institution of Release 

Each institution in the Washington State c.orrectional system is 

in many waysl unlike any of the others. They are generally different 

in the progl:'lims offered and in the populations they house. No attempt 

will be madl/~ here to analyze the population characteristics of those 

persons parol/ad from the various institutions. It is clear that some 

variables r,elated to recidivism are also related to instittltionE'il 

placement 81Ucl1 discussion of some of these variables will follow. 

Table 2 shows the n1,1mhe.r Cif persons re1eased from each' correctional 

inBr.it~d:ion over the p(H~t. 10 y.eo.xg~'1<I·th/~~:~l':C;i'.'Qt.who ha\ifi: !:~f.:'~~'J!~~ 

~:l.th.i.n g1:VE,n'! til,l1'ttl fi?~·:h~dt'" 'r'~'f? .~. '5li~de;';c i~ (.~~~\:\:t.:t.J;;;l~J;t I,:hat th~~ <d~i~a;}'n>' .. '" 

for 10 years others have been at risk for only six months. The average 

time at risk for the total population is approximately five years. This 

Table is pr~sented for the purpose of making general comparisons between 

institution; but the reader must review Table 3 for the actual percentage 
~' : 

returned for each institution for each follow-up ~eriod. The figures 
\) 

!) 

f'· shown in Table 2 (particularly for the longer follow-up !periods) are 

understatemeuts of what the actual failure rate for the follow-up period 

will be after the entire population has been at risk for that length of 

time. Table 2, does, hoW'ev,er, provide a useful compari~on sincejthe ,same 
I, 

cutoff date of June 30 1 1975, is used for populations released from all, " 

tqe institutions. 

The highest failure rates (Table 2) are for th~ population released 

directly from the reception center wi'th over 14% of those paroled having 
n 

returned after only six months and after; two yeaJ:s having 37% returned to 
" 

the institution. 

II 
]I 

f' 
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In I:he years from 1965 through part of 1970, approximately 120 

persons were released from the re.ception center by way of "parole to 

reinstatement." These are those persons returned to custody (in the 

reception center) to await a hearing as parole violators and who then,' 
: .;.J 

due to lack of evidence on the violation or for some other reason, were 

reinstated on parole. These persons proved to be poor risks, and if and 
/1 

when they again returned to custody they showed up as failures for the 

population paroled from the reception center. 

The figures for the reception center (table 3) show a sharp de-

cline in failure rates from 1970 to 1971. The use of parole to re-

instatement is still used in certain cases but since 1970 has not been 

a major factor in recidivism rates. 

Another problem to be considered is that the 100 plus persons 

released from the reception center as parolees to reinstatement had 

been previously paroled from one of the other institutions, and when 

they were returned to the reception center for a hearing they became 

failures in the statistics of the parent institution in spite of the 

(,J fact that they were soon after reinstated"'on parole. This tracking 

problem existed for the six years from 1965 through 1970, but while it 
i 
\ 

is a probl~~'\, the small numbers involved have no significant effect 

on annual recidivism rates. 

The institution with the next highest failure rate is the Mental 

Health Unit of the Washington State Reformatory with 14.3% failing in 

the first six months and 19% failing by the end of the iirst year. 
if 

" . Ii / 
Failure rates for the State Penitentiary and for the honor camps ar~1'i 

almost identical; with the State Reformatory havi..g a considerably higher 
G 

rate of failure. At the two-year follow-up period (Table 2) the reforma­
() ( . ,l~ 

tory had a.,return rate of 28% 'While the State Penitentiary had a return 

rate of 24.8% and honor camps had a return rat.e of 24.1%. The Washington 
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Corrections Center had considerably lower failure rates with 21% having 

returned after two years. The Purdy Treatment Center for Women had bJ"' 

far the lowest return rate with only 2% having returned after six 

months and 8.8% having retu\ned ,after 24 months. Again the reader is 

cautioned that these figures do not represent the total percentage of 

returns that will occur once the total population has been at .risk 

for the total follow-up period. 

Table 3 shows the number of persons paroled from each institution 

in each calendar year. This table shows the actual return rates for 

each follow-up period. For the population released in 1965, the "To 

Date" column shows the number of persons returned as of June 30, 1975. 

This means that the entire population was followed for at least nine 

and one-half years. The "To Date" column 1:or 1966 shows the percent 

of those paroled and discharged who had returned by the end (If eight 

and one-half years follow-up. The follow-up for each year was only 

possible through June, 1975, and therefore, for years beyond 1969 th~ 

number of follow-up periods shqwn decreases. For the total population 

released in 1974, only a six-month follow-up period was possible, but 

the June 30, 1975, follow-up allows for an Ifaverage" follow-up of the 

1974 population of one year (some persons had been;::"at risk" 18 months 

while others had been released for onl)' six months). The "To Date" 

column for 1974 shows the percent returned after an average of one 
u 

year at risk •. The 19{3 I'To Date" column shows' the percent returned 

after an average of two years at risk and so on. 

Ii 



TABLE 2 
TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGED FROM WASHINGTON STATE 

ADULT CORRECTIONS FROM JANUARY 1, 1965 THROUGH DECEMBER 31., 1974 
BY INSTITUTION AND BY PERCENT RETURNED TO ~1STODY 

Number Percent Returned After** 
Iristit'L1.tion Released 6 mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs. 4 yrs. 

State Penitentiary 5,777 7.4 15.8 24.8 28.2 29.8 

State Reformatory 4,219 6.9 17.6 28.0 32.2 34.2 

Mental .Hea1th Unit 21 14.3 19.0 * 

WeC-Reception. 262 14.1 27.9 37.0 41.6 43.5 

WCC-Institution 2,418 4.7 12.2 21.0 24.8 26.1 

Purdy 307 2.0 5.2 8.8 * 

Honor Camps 1,854 7.1 ),4.9 24.1 28.0 
t/\ 

29.5 

TOTAL 14,858 6.8 15.6 24.9 28.6 30.3 

*Mental Hea1tn Urlit opened in 1972. Purdy Treatment Center for Women opened in 1971. 
Since these institutions do not include the 5 or 6 earlier years, we might expect 
their return rates to be comparatively lower. See note below. 

**NOTE: This table combines populations for 1965 through 1974 and follows them througb 
June ,JO, 1975. Whi;1:;2 some persons have been on",~he street (at risk) for ~"O 
years'~ others have been at risk for only 6 months. The average time at risk 
·for the total population is approximately 5 years. \>, This table is presented 
only for the purpose of making general comparisons between institutions. For 
determining the actual percent returned for eat!h institution for each follow­
.up period, please see. Table 3. 

(f 

i,. 

5 yrs. 

30.6 

35.0 

43.5 
.~ 

27.0 

30.3 

31. 0 
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Year and 
Institution 
of Release 

" 
1965 Total 

State Penitentiary 
State Reformatory 
WCC-Reception 
WCC-Institution 
Honor Camps 

1966 Total 
State Penitentiary 
Stat~ Reformatory 
WCC-Reception 
WCC-Institution 
Honor Camps 

1967 Total 
State Penitentiary 
State Reformatory 
WCC-Recep tion 
WCC-Institution " 

Honor Camps 

1968 Total 
State Penitentiary 
State Reformatory 
Wee-Reception 
WCC-):nstitution 
Honor Camps 

NUMBER OF PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGEDFROMeWASHINGTON STATE 
ADULT CORRECTIONS DURING CALENDAR YEARS 1965 THROUGH 1974 

BY INSTITUTION AND BY PERCENT RETURNED TO CUSTODY 

n 
Number Percent Returned After 

Released 6 mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs. 4 yrs. 
> 

c -
1,273 10.1 21.3 30.3 35.0 ,-,c'37.8 

592 10.8 22.8 30.1 34.5 37.2 
428 10.0 20.8 32.7 38.3 40.9 

1 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
34 5.9 14.7 29.4 35.3 35.3 

218 9.2 18.8 26.1 29.8 33.5 

1,357 6.9 15.8 27.7 33.5 36.3 
626 6.1 14.9 25.9 33.1 36.1 
397 8.3 18.6 31.5 35.8 39.0 

9 33.3 55.6 77 .8 88.9 88.9 
102 2.9 8.8 22.5 25.5 26.5 
223 7.6 14.8 26.5 32.3 34.1 

1,673 7.3 16.5 27.7 31~4 32.9 
706 6.9 15.4 25.9 28.2 29.6 
452 6.3 22.4 35.6 39.5 41.5 

16 12.5 25.0 43,8 56.3 62.5 
269 4.5 15.2 26.4 32.3 32.7 
230 6.5 13.5 25.2 28.7 29.6 

1,490 7.2 18.7 29.7 33.9 35.9 
621 8.1 17 .6 27.7 31.6 '~ 33.0 
410 6.3 22.4 35.6 39.5 41.5 

57 17 .5 36.8 47.4 50.9 52.6 
213 5.2 13.6 24.4 29.6 32.4 
189 5.8 14.8 23.8 29.1 '32.3 

\1 

() 

5 yrs. To Date* 

39.3 42.7 
38.7 41. 7 

, 

42.8 47.2 
100.0 100.0 

35.3 41.2 
34.4 36.7 

37.4 40.0 
36.6 39.6 
40.8 43.3 
'88.9 88.9 
30.4 34.3 
35.0 35.9 

34.1 36.5 
31.0 33.6 . ." 

,\ 
42.2 43.4(2' 
62.5, 62.5 . 

33.8 36.8 
30.9 33.0 

36.8 39.1 
34.0 37.0 
42.2 43.4 
52.6 56.1 
33.8 35.7 
32.8 35.4 ,\ 



Year and 
Institution 
of Release 

1969 Total 
State Penitentiary 
State Reformatory 
WCC-Reception 
WCC··Institution 
Honor Camps 

1970 Total 
State Penitentiary 
State Reformatory 
WCC-Reception 
WCC-Ins t:Ltu tion 
Honor Camps 

1971 Total 
State Penitentiary 
State Reformatory 
WCC-Reception 
WCC-Institution 
Purdy 
H1onor Camps 

1972 Total 
State Penitentiary 
State Reformatory 
Mental Health Un.it 
WCC-Reception 
WCC-Institution 
Purdy 
Honor Camps 

TABLE 3 (Continued) 
NUMBER OF PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGED FROM WASHINGTON STATE 

ADULT CORRECTIONS DURING CALENDAR YEARS 1965 THROUGH 1974 
BY INSTITUTION AND BY PERCENT RETURNED TO CUSTOD,,{i! 

.~ 

Number Percent Returned After 
Released ,,6 mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs. 4 yrs. 

: 

1,503 \ 8.8 18.4 29.2 33.7 36.1 
593 8.9 17.2 27.5 31.5 33.6 
380 8.7 20.3 31.3 35.8 38.4 

56 19.6 41.1 46.4 50.0 53.6 
247 6.5 15.8 28.3 32.4 35.6 
227 8.4 15.9 26.9 33.0 ".34.8 

1,380 6.4 15.1 24.5 28.8 31.1 
501 ---r:6 16.0 26.3' 28.9 31.9 
382 4.5 13.1 23.0 29.3 31.9 

20 15.0 25.0 40.0 50.0 55.0 
264 4.5 14.4 23.1 26.1 .28.0 
213 8.5 16.9 25.4 29.1 29.1 

1,593 5.0 13.2 23.0 27.9 
600 ~ 13.8 23.3 26.3 
476 3.8 14.3 25.0 32.4 

14 0 14.3 21.4 21.4 " 

273 4.8 9.5 19.0 24.5 
47 2.1 4.3 10.6 14.9 

183 6.6 15.8 26.2 30.6 
ii " 

1,736 5.0 13.7 22.8 
583 '"6.9 15.8 25.7 
487 4.3 15.2 25.1 

1 0 0 0 
29 6.9 6.9 20,7 

400 ':.' 3.8 11.5 19.5 fJ 

74 2.7 5.4 10.8 
162 3.7 12.3 19.1 

(\ 

" 

5 yrs. 

37.3 
34.7 
40.0 
53.6 
36.8 
36.1 

" 

To Date* 
.~ 

38.2 
35.4 
40.8 it 

53.6 
38.1 
37.4 

32.8 
33.3 
33.0 
55.0 
31.4 
31.0 

30.8 
28.5 
36.8 
21.4 
27.1 
17.0 
32.2 

27.7 
29.5 
29.8 

0 
31.0" 
26.5 
17.6 
22.2 

I 
I-! 
~ 
I 

J~i 

.;,~~k\\t:~~;·,:~.):··Clj",.~ __ ~ '~',jJt;a....~'~.,~-:~:.~r;!,ta'tl<"'L':'~~~~l· .::~~ •. ~'''' 
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TABLE 3 (Continued) 
NUMBER OF PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGED FROM WASHINGTON STATE 

ADULT CORRECTIONS DURING CALENDAR YEARS 1965 THROUGH 1974 
BY INSTITUTION AND BY PERCENT RETL~D TO CUSTODY 

" 

Year and 
Institution Number Percen't Returned After 
of Release Released 6 mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs. 4 yrs. 

1973 Total 1~490 6.0 12.7 
State Penitentiary 489 5.9 11. 7 

,) State Reformatory 447 7.2 16.1 
Henta1 Health Unit 6 0 16.7 
WCC-Reception 19 21.1 21.1, 
\VCC-Institution 313 5.1 10.9 

,Purdy 99 2.0 7.1 
Honor C,amps 117 6.0 12.0 

1974 Total 1,,363 6.1 -
State Penitentiary 466 "" 6.4 ~ 

State Reformatory 360 7.2 , 

MentaL Health Unit 14 21.4 
WCC-:Reception 41 4.9 
WCC-Inntitution 302-:, 4~6 
Purdy 87 1.1 
Honor Camps 92 7.6 

* NOTE: All populations weref0110wedthrough June 30, 1975. The entire'1965 population was" 
followed for 9~ years while those released at the end of 1974 could only be followed 
for six months. The Junl? 30, 1975 follow-up allows for an "average" follow-up of one 
year for the 1974 popUlation (some per~ons had been "at risk", 18 months while others 

,bad been released for only six lllonths). The "To Date" column for 1974 shows the per­
cent returned after an average of one year at risk; the 1973 I'To Date" column shows 
the percent returned after two years, and so on. 

n ~ 

/1 

r;. , 

5 yrs. To Date* 

" 21.9 
21. 7 
26.6 
16.7' 
26.3 
19.2 
10.1 
20.5 

,it 12.8 
" {, 12.2 

" 16,9 
21.4 

, 17.1 I 

10.9 
4'.6 
9.8 

::;,,' 

o 

/fr 

. if 
" j 

.),~), ~ 
~- ___ •• ,'~ .",,-,-~_,.;iriI' 
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Recidiyism by T:YF"\ of Admission 

-14-

Table 4 is subject to the same limitations as Table 2 and 

presents the data for return rates for all those released during 

the ten-year study period by their type of admission. Table 5 

comPCf,res the type of admission and rates of return for each of 

the study years. The tables indiCate that first admissions have 

the lowest rate of return. Return rates for "Other" admissions 

(including admissions from other states and admissions from juvenile 

institutions) were somewhat higher than that of first admissions. 

Failure rates' for those who were admitted as parole violators or 

as re-admissiona Were higher than for the other two categories with 

parole violators generally having the highest rate of failure. 
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, , V T~\BLE 4 !: ~~,-
TOTAL NUMBER O~) }lERSONS PAROLED OR DISCllARGED FRQM WASHI:tqGT(5~~ATE 

ADULT CORRE<{T,IONS FROM JANUARY 1, 1965 ,THROUGHl)ECEMBER 31, 1974 
BX TYPE OF ADMISSION AND BY PERC~T RETURNED TO CUSTODY 

Number Percent Returned After* 
Admission Released 6 lila. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs. 4 yrs. 5 yrs. 

" First Admission 8,800 5.5 12.8 21.3 24.9 26.4 27.1 

Re-Admission 1,409 8.7 18.8 29.1 32.1 
,', 

34.0 
' I;; 
34i\!)~ 

iiJ 

I \': 

Parole Violators 3,738 9.5 20.8 131.9 36.4 38.4 39.2 
! , 

Others 911 5.8 15.3 23.8 27.9 28.8 29.9 ',", 

, 

" 
, 

TOTAL 14,.858 6.8 15.6 24.9 
II 

28:~'6 
"I.' 

30.3 31.0 
J 

" 

~ 

* NOTE: This table combines popul'ations :tor 1/965 n~c\ugh 1974 arid follows them through ) 
June ;30, 1975,( While some persons J;iave been, on the stre~t (at risk) for 10 years~ 
others have been at risk. for only 6 months'!i The average t::tm~ at risk for the total 
popu1~tion is approximately 5 years. This nab1e is presented only for the purpose 
of making genelj"a1 comparisons Q,etween type~ of admission •• For determini~gthe 
actual percent' returned for each type of 'ad.mission for each follow-up period, 
please see Table 5. 'i! " ';i 
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Year and Type 
of Admission 

1965 Total 
First Admission 
Re-Admission 
Parole Violators 
Other 

1966 Total 
First Adtttission 
Re-Admission 
Parole Violators 

/ , Other 

1967 Total 
First Admission 
Re-Admission 
Parole Violators 
Other 

1968 '!"ta1 
Fil .It Admission 
Re-Admission 
Parole Violators 
Other 

1969 Total 
Fir.st Admission 
Re-Admission 
Parole Violators 
Other 

(t. TABLE 5 
NUMBER OF PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGED FROM WASHINGTON STAlE 

ADULT CORRECTIONS DURING CALENDAR YEARS 1965 THROUGH 1974 
BY TYPE OF ADMISSION AND BY THE PERCENT RETURNED TO CUSTODY 

Number' Perce~t Returned After 
Released 6 mo. 2 yrs. 4 yrs. 1 yr. 3 yrs. 

1,273 10.1 21.3 30.3 35.0 37.8 
759 7.8 17.3 25.8 31.4 33.9 
165 16.4 27.3 37.0 39.4 43.0 
291 12.4 27.8 38.8 43.0 46.0 
58 12.1 24.1 27.6 31.0 32.8 

1,357 6,9 15.8 27.7 33.5 36.3 
769 5.9 13.8 24.3 28.2 31.1 
165 7.9 13.9 29.1 34.5 38'.2 
350 9.4 21.1 35.1 44.6 46.6 

73 4.1 15.1 24.7 34.2 37.0 

1,673 7.3 16.5 27.7 31.4 32.9· 
1,024 6:6 15.1 25.4 29.2 3,0.4 

155 7.1 15.5 28.4· 32.9 34.8 
416 9.4 ,20.4 34.4 37.7 39.7 

78 5.1 15.4 21.8 24.4 25.6 

1,490 7.2 18.7 29.7 33.9 35.9 
827 5~6 15.5 24.8 28.7 30.2 
172 10.5 23.8 36.6 41.3 44.2 
439 9.3 22.8 36.0 .40.8 43.5 

52 5.B 19.2 30.B 34.6 34.6 
I' 

{I) 

.~ 1,503 B.8 1B.4 29.2 33.7 36.1 
:7 B12 7.0 13,8 23, .• 3 27.8 30.2 

148 9.5 23.0 37':'B 41.2 41.9 
484 12.4 " 25.4 37.4 41.3 44.4 

59 1,7 13.6 22.0 32.2 
< 

33.9 
" 

" 

.,) 

',\ 

5 yrs. 

39.3 
35.4 
43.6 
47.8 
34.5 

37.4 
" 32.4 

3B.B 
47.7 
38.4 

c 

34.1 
31.6 
36.1 
40.4 
29.5 

36.8 
31.0 
45.3 
44.6 
34.6 

37.3 
31.2 
44.6 
45.7 
35.6 

To Date* 

42;7 
39.1 
49.1 
50.2 
34.S 

40.0 
34.6 
41.2 
51.1 
41.1 

36.5 
33.9 
38 .. 7\ 
42.8 
33.3 

,., 

39.1 
33.0 
47.1 
4B.1 
34.6 

38.2 
32.1 
45.9 

') 46t3 
35~6 

(~.! 

->;.;' 

\) 

.1 

,.,.,,,',,'j 



'J (I 

" 

'.' 

. 

" 

Year,and Type 
of Admission 

1970 Total 
~ 

First Admission 
Re-Admission 
Parole Violators 
dther 

c 

1971 Total, 
First Admission 
Re-Admission 
Parol~ Violators 
Other 

1972 Total 
First Admission 
Re-Admission 
Parole Violators ., 
Otper 

1973 Total 
Firs.t Admission 
Re-Admission 
Parole Violators 
Other 

1974 Total 
First Admission 
Re-Admission 
Parple Violators 
Other 

TABLE 5 (Continued) iJ 
NUMBER OF, PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGED FROM WASHINGTON STATE 

ADULT CORRECTIONS DURING CALENDAR YEARS 1965 THROUGH 19~4 
BY.TYPE OF /.illMISSION AND BY THE PERCENT RETURNED TO CUSTbDY Y , 

./ 

Number Percent Returned After 
Released 6 mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs, 4 yrs. 

1~380 6.4 15.1 24.5 28.8 31.1 
843 5.0 12.1 20.3 23.8 25.9 
'109 8.3 20.2 30.3 34.9 37.6 
385 8.8 19.7 30.9 36.9 39.7 

43 7.0 20.9 34.9 39.5 39.5 .. 

'. 1,593 5.0 13.2 23.0 27.9 
960 3:6 10.3 19.7 24.3 
134 9.0 22.4 31.3 32.8 
415 6.0 15.9 ., 27.0 33.0 

84 9.5 17.9 28.6 36.9 
'I 

1,'736 5.0 13.7 22.8. 
1,109 3.9 11.4 20.4 

99 6.1 14.1, 21.2 
351 7.1 1 '.41 28.8 " 9.'\:\'j) 

l6.~j' 177 6.8 26.6 
" 

1,490 6,0 12.7 . 
~ ., 908 5:5 11.2 

110 4.5 8.2 
\\ 316 8.9 17.7 

156 4.5 14.1 

1,363 6.1 
789 4.8 
152 4.6 . 291 11.3 
131 3.8 

" 

* All populatiqns followed through June 30, 1975. See NOTE on "Table 3. 
\~ 

IJ 

'. 

5 yrs. To Date* 

32.8 
27,5 
39.4 
41.0 
46.5 

30.8 
26'.8 
35.1 
36.4 
41. 7 

27.7 
25.6 
23.2 
34.2 
30.5 

21.9 
19.6 

':0 ,17.3 
28.,5 
25.1 

12.8 
10.4 
15.1 
18.9 
10.7 
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Recidivism by Offense 

Most studies of recidivism show differential failure rates 

between various offense categories. The following tables show 13 

specific offense categories and their rates of return over the 

follow-up periods. Table 6 combines populations for 1965 through 

1974. The average time at risk for this population is approxi­

mately five years. This table is presented for the purpose of 

making general comparisons between offense categories. The reader 

will need to review Table 7 for the actual percent returned for 

each offense category for each calendar year population. 

The data in Table 6 are consistent with other studies on 

recidivism by offense. The offense categories with the lowest 

recidivism rate are manslaughter, murder~ indecent liberties, and 

drug violations. The offense categories with the highest failure 

rate are burglary, forgery, and auto theft. 

Convictions for drug violations sharply increased in the late 

1960's. Persons convicted and sentenced to prison during this time 

period began to be released from correctional institutions during 

1970 and 1971. The number of persons released from institutions on 

drug violations continued a dl'amatic increase through 1972 and 1973. 

It is interesting to note that prior to the dramatic increase in the 

number of drug violators, this of:eense category exhibited a rela­

tively high rate of failure. Fifty percent of the 1968 drug violator 

category (Table 7) had failed after two years and 36.7% of the 1969 

drug violator population had returned to an institution by the end 

of two years. In the following year, however, when the number of 

drug violators released from an institution tripled over the previous 
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year, the failure rate after two years for that population was only 

16.9%. This indicates that, as expected, a different type of offen-

der was being committed for drug violations. In subsequent years the 

numb4r of persons being released for drug violations increased to 

almost seven times 'What it was in 1969. Data related to the changes 

in the type of offender being admitted to correctional institutions 

are availa,ple frCim the Washington State Research Office. The data 

presented here are related to release populations and cannot be used 

to describe changes in commitment population. However, the data pro-

vide some interestitig comparisons from one year to the next. 'Burglary, 

larceny, auto theft~ and forgery have long been the most populated 

offense categories (with robbery running a close fifth). But in 

recent years, at least for those being discharged and paroled from 

adult correctional institutions, the drug violator category has in-

creased in size to become secorid only to the burglary category. In 

1974 there were more drug violators being paroled and discharged than 

persons who had been committed for larceny, auto theft, forgery, or 

robbery. 

An area of particular concern to the correctional admini~trator, 

as well as to the general public, is the matter of whether more persons 

are now being committed for person type offenses as opposed to crimes 
(\ 

against property than was the case several years ago. In ca~endar 

yearl974, 21.4% of all those paroled or discharged had conunitted 

crimes against persons. A study of release rates over the past eight 

years shows th.at there hus never been more than a 2% fluctuation in 

this figure. A chi-square analysis shows no statistically significant 

difference. 



TABLE 6 

II 
I' 

TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGEU FROM WASHINGTON STATE 
ADULT CORRECTIONS FROM JANUARY 1, 1965 THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 1974 

BY OFFENSE AND BY PERCENT RETURNED TO CUSTODY 

Number Percent Returned After* 
Offense Released {) mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs. 

.{ 

Murder 196 5.6 8.7 12,2 14.3 
Manslaughter 237 5.9 10~5 14,8 15.6 
Robbery 1,216 5.4 18.3 21.0 24.3 
Assault 669 4.2 to,2 18.8 21.5 
Rape 73 2.7 6.8 17.8 21,9 
Carn. Know. 249 5~6 14.1 20.5 , 23.7 
Ind. Lib. 291 5.8 12.0 17 .2 19.6 
Burglary 3~572 7.3 16.9 27.2 31.4 
Larceny 2,625 5.3 13.4 22.9 27.0 
Auto Theft 1,506 11.9 24.6 35.3 39.8 
Forgery 2,016 7.8 17.0 27.5 31.4 
Drug Vio. 913 3.6 9.4 17.7 20.4 
Non-Sup. 140 3,6 12.1 22,1 24.3 , 
Other 565 5,8 13.3 18,4 22.1 
Not Rep. 590 10.7 21.5 32.4 36.1 

1\ .; 
\\ 
II 

TOTAL 14, 8~l8 6.8 15.6 1/24.9 28.6 
j~ 
II 

4 yrs. 

15.8 
16,9 
25.7 
22.3 
;n,9 
25.7 
21,3 
33.7 
28,6 
41.6 
32.9 
21.0 
24.3 
23.2 
37.6 

30,3 

*NOTE: 
I 

This table combi~les populations for 1965 through 1974 and follows them t~J:'0ugh 
·June 30, 1975. lfui1e some persons have been on the street (at risk) for'10 
years, others have been at, risk for only 6 months. The average time at risk 
fo1: the total population is approximately 5 years. This table is presented 
only for the purpose of making general comparisons between offenses. For 
determining the actual percent returned for each offense for each follow-up 
period, please see Table. 7, 

5 yrs. 

16,8 
16.9 
26.8 
22.,6 

// ..... :. 
21;;9 
26~~", 
22.{}-.:: 
34.5 
29.4 
42.8 
33.7 
.21.2 
25.0 
23,9 
38.3 

31.0 

.I> 

(I 

\ 
N 
o 
) 
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Offense 

1965 Total 
Murder 
Manslaughter 
Robbery 
Assault 
Rape 
Carn. Know. 
Ind. Lib. 
Burglary 
Larceny 
Auto Theft 
Forgery 
Drug Via. 
Non-Sup. 
Other 
Not Reported 

1966 Total 
Murder 
Manslaughter 
Robbery 
Assault 
Rape 
Carn. Know. 
Ind. Lib. 
Burglary 
Larceny 
Auto Theft 
Forgery 
Drug Via. 
Non-Sup. 
Other 
Not Reported 

- TABLE! 7 
NUMBER OF PERSONS PAROLED OR D[SCHARGED FRO}! WASHINGTON STATE 

ADULT CORRECTIONS DURING CALENDAR YEARS 1965 THROUGH 1974 
BY OFFENSE AND BY THE PERCENT RETURNED TO CUSTODY" 

Number Percent l{~turned After 
Released 6 rna, 1 yr. 2 yrs l• 3 yrs. 4 yrs., 

1,273 10.1 21.3 30.3 35.0 37.8 
7 28.6 28.6 28.6 28.6 28.6 

17 0 5,9 5.9 5.9 5.9 
96 7.3 15.6- 27.1 32.3 37.5 
30 6.7 20.0 30.0 33.3 36.7 

6 33.3 50.0 50.0 50.0 50.0 
29 10.3 20.7 20.7 31.0 31.0 
21 0 9.5 19.0 23.8 28.6 

343 8.5 20.4 28.9 33.8 37,0 
257 10.9 20.2 28,4 32.7 35.0 
123 13.8 30.9 44.7 49.6 51.2 
218 If.o 21.1 30.7 33,9 36.7 
16 18.8 43.8 43.8 50~0 56.3 
19 5.3 10.5 21.1 26.3 26.3 
27 0 7.4 11.1 l) 14.8 14,8 
64 17.2 29.7 42.2 51.6 54.7 ::.J 

1,357 \~ 15.8 , 27.7 33.5 36.S 
13 15.4 15.4 1.5:4 30.,8 30.8 ,-, 

16 12.5 18.8 18.8 25,0 31.3 
84 2.4 IS.l 21.4 25.0 27.4 
36 2.8 16.7 25.0 33.3 36.1 

9 0 11.1 22.2 22.2 22.2 
33 6.1 15.2 24.2 30.3 36.4 
3p 2.8 5.6 13.9 16.7 22.2 

364 4.7 11.0 23.4 29.4 33.0 
237, 5.9 13.5 27.8 32.9 35.0. 
154 11.0 22.7 35.7 40.9 43.5 
241 8.3 19.9 32.0 40.2 41.9 
18 5.6 16.7 33.3 33.3 38.9 
27 3.7 14.8 18,,5 18,5 18.5 
38 " 2.6 s 7.9 21-.1 31.6 31.6 
51 25.5 37.3 52.9 

:( ,', 
54.9 I, 58.8 
, '~\ 
",,",' ,.' 

", ' 'y 

,,5 yrs. 

-
39.3 
28.6 
5.9 

39.6 
40.0 
50,.0 
31.0 
33.3 
39.1 
36.-2 
51.2 
38.1 
56.3 
26.3 
18.5 
56.3 

'/ 
37.4 

Q,,\ 

30.8 '\ 
"'" 31.3 

28.6 
36.1 
22.2 

' 39.4 
22.2 
34.3 
35.4 
47.4 
42.7 
38.9 

" 

18.5 
31.6 
58.8 

" , 

To Date* 

42.7 
28.6 
39.6 
40.2 
40.0 
50.0 
31.0 
38.1 
43.4 
39.3 
55.3 
41.3 
56.3 
26.3 
29.6 
62.5 

40.0 
30.8 
31.3 I' 

-

33.3 
) 

38.9 
22.2 
39.4 
25.0 

3p 1 ,'I 

~~ .6 
(~~7, 1 
45'.6-k , 

38.9 
22.2, 
39.5 
60.8 

I 
N 

~ 

(, 



Offense 

1967 Total 
Murder 
Manslaughter 
Robpery = 
Assault 
Rape 
Carn. Know. 
Ind. Lib. 
Burglary 
Larceny 
Auto Theft 
Forgery 
Drug Vio. 
Non-Sup. 
Other 
Not Reported 

. 1968 T.otal 
Murder 
ManiHaughter 
Robbery 

II Assault 
Rape 
earn. Know. 
Ind. Lib. 
Burglary 

" 
Larceny 
Auto Theft 
Forgery 
Drug Vio. 
Non-Supp~Ft 
Other '.' 

Not Reported 

\ 
I) 

~ TABLE\Z, (Continued) 
NUMBER ORiPERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGED FROM WASHINGTON STATE -II 1:1\ 
, ADULT .q9~/L6.CTIONS pURING CALENDAR YEARS 1965 THROUGH 1974 

BY \.~?FENSE AND' BY THE PERCENT RETURNED TO CUSTODY 

Number Percent Returned After 
Relecfsed 6 mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs. 4 yrs. 

1 2 6;73 7.3 16.5 27.7 31.4 32.9 
18 0 5.6 22.2 22.2 2202 
25 12.0 15.0 16.0 '16.0 16.0 

105 7.6 12.4 20.0 22.9 22.9 
6~ 4.4 11.8 23.5 26.5 27.9 
12 0 0 16.7 33.3 33.3 
38 0 10.5 15.8 18.4 18.4 
35 11.4 17.1 20.0 20.0 20.0 

453 6.6 17.7 31.1 34.9 37.3 
3Cf7 6.2 14,,3 2:5.7 30.9 32.6 
183 13.7 29~O 38.3 42.1 43 .• 7 
285 7.0 13.7 26 .• 3 29.1 29.8, 

20 5.0 5.0 40.0 40.0 45.0 
21 0 19.0 23.8 28.6 28.6 
56 7.1 16.1 17.9 21.4 23.2 
47 12.8 23.4 34.0 40.4 40.4 

1,490 7.2 18.7 29.7 33.9 35.9 
18 11.1 11.1 16.7 16.7 22.2 
34 8.8 8.8 23.5 23 • .5 26.5 

123 8.1 16.3 25.2 30.9 30.9 
91 7,7 13.2 23.1 26.4 26.4 

3 0 0 33.3 33.3 33.3 
29 3.4 13.8 17.2 17.2 20.7 
42 

,. 
9.5 19.0 26.2 26.2 26.2 

Ii 360 8.1 21. 7 34.2 38.3 41.1 
254 4.3 13.4 23.2 (~'28. 3 31.1 
170 10.0 26.5 

" 
40.0 45.3 47.1 

235 6.0 18.7 28.5 33.2 35.3 
20 0 25,0 50.0 50.0 50.0 
16 0 0 12.5 12.5 12.5 

':"; 60 8.3 18.3 23.3 u 30.Q 30.0 
35 14.3 37.1 54.3 57.1 .. " 62.9 . 

5 yrs. 

34.1 
27.8 

" 
'- 16.0 

24.8 
27.9 
33.3 
18.4 
20.0 
38.4 
33.9 

.45,. 4 
30.9 
45.0 

, 33.3 
25 ... 0 
42.6 

36.8 
22.2 
26.5 
32.5 
27.5 
33.3 
24.1 
26.2 
41.4 

., 31.9 
49.4 
35.7 
50.0 
12.5 
31.7 
62.9 

....... ' " 

To Date* 

36.5 
27.8 
20.0 
28.6 
30.9 
33.3 
18.4 
22.9 
40.4 
37.1 
47.5 
32.3 
50.0 
33.3 
25.0 
51.1 

,'. 39.1 
22,2 
26.5 

'" 33.3 
31.9 
33.3 
24.1 
31.0 
44.7 
34.6 
50.6 
37.4 
50.0 
12.5' 
33.3 
68.6 

.' 

I 
N 
N 
I 
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Offense 

1971,+ota1 
Murder 
Manslaughter 
Robbery 
Assault 
Rape 
Carn. Know. 
Ind. Lib. 
Burglary 
Larceny 
Auto Theft 
Forgery \~; 

Drug Via. 
Non-Suppor{ 
Other 
Not Reported 

1972 Total 
Murder 
Mans laugh ter' 
Robbery 
Assault 
Rape 
Carn. Know. 
Ind. Lib. 
Burglary 
Larceny 
Auto Theft 
Forgery 
Drug Via. 
Non-Support 

" Other 
Not: Reported 

.. 

TABLE 7 (Continued) 
NUMBER OF PERSONS PAROLED O~ DISCHARGED FROM WASHINGTON STATE 

ADULT CORRECTIONS DURING CALENDAR YEARS 1965 THROUGH 1974 
BY OFFENSE AND BY THE PERCENT RETUPJmD TO CUSTODY 

',;' 

Numbe;: Percent Returned After 
Released 6 mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs. 4 yrs. 

1,593 5.0 l3.2 23.0 27.9 
19 10.5 15.8 15.8 15.8 
28 3.6 7.1 10.7 14.3 

146 4.8 14.4 22.6 24.7 
86 1.2 5.8 18.6 22.1 

7 0 0 ,0 0 
18 16.7 22.2 27.8 27.8 
22 0 0 0 9.1 

377 5.3 14.9 23.6 29.7' 
318 3.5 ~, ... n .!1 19.5 23.3 iV.i 

18D~ 7.6 18.9 31.4 38.4 
188 5.9 18.}, 29.3 33,5 

83 2.4 6.0 20.5 27.7 
18 0 11.1 27.8 27.8 
51 7.8 11.8 23.5 31.4 
47 8.5 10.6 19.1 25.5 

c.' 

1,736 5.0 1:L7 .~ '1 8 
-0- --

11 7 (?f 26 /'~_8 

35 2.9 (, /4 14.3 
168 3.6 J:o'~ 7 25.0 

75 C/.> 4.0 9.3 24.0 
5 0 0 0 , 

',' 

21 9.5 14.3 19.0 
30 0 20.0 26.7 

368 6.5 16.6 26.6 
292 3.1 10.6 I) , 20.2 
'161~ .. 8.7 19.3 28.6 
189 7.4 15.9 '25.9 I) 

176 2.8 7.4 15.3 
8 0 12.5 12.5, '(3 

80 2.5 7.5 10.0 " 
,'.\ 

" 102 5.9 15.7 27.5 
" 0':::~ 

c 

5 yrs. 

..,;;£,. 
;, 

f:;', 

T9 Date* 

30.8 
15.8 
17.9 
25.3 
22.1 

0 
27.8 
9.1 ' 

32.9 
26.1 
44.3 
36.7 
27.7 
27.8 
37.3 
29.8 

27.7 
19.2 
14.3 
31.0 
26~7 

0 
19.() 
30.0 
31.3 
27.1 
36.0 
30.2 
19.9 ' 
12".5 
.,12~5 

30.4 

D 

I 
N 
.p-
I 
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Offense 

1973 Total 
Murder 
Manslaughter 
Robbery 
Assault 
Rape 
Carn. Know. 
Ind. Lib. 
Burglary 
Larceny 
Auto Theft 
Forgery 
Drug Vio. 
Non-Support 
Other 
Not Reported 

1974 Total c; 

Murder 
Manslaughter 
Robbery 
ASl;lault 
Rape 
Carn. Know. 
Ind. Lib. 
Burglary 
Larceny 
Auto Theft 
Forgery 
Drug Vio. 
Non-Support 
Other 
Not Reported, 

TABLE 7 (Continued) 
NU}ffiER OF PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGED FROM WASHINGTON STATE 

ADULT CORF.ECTIONS DURING CALENDAR YEARS 1965 THROUGH 1974 
BY OFFENSE AND BY THE PERCENT RETURNED TO CUSTODY 

Number Percent Returned After 
Released 6 mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs. 4 yrs. 

1,490 6.0 12.7 
19 --s.3 --s.3 
13 7.7 15.4 

133 6.0 9.0 
69 5.8 10.1 
11 0 0 
16 0 0 

l7 33 6.1 6.1 , 
308 7.5 16.6 
254 2.4 9.1 
116 12.1 22.4 
147 8.2 17.0 
227 4.0 9.3 

5 40.0 40.0 
67 6.0 14.9 
72 2.8 6.9 

1,363 6.1 
30 3.3 
18 0 

124 3.2 
89 2.2 

7 0 
" 

l3 0 
20 10.0 

261 9.6 
202 5.0 

. 
102 14.7 

97 7.2 
234 3.0 

6 0 
83 9.6 
77 3.9 

* All populations followed through June 30, 197~5. See NOTE on Table 3. 

III 

j.' / 

5 yrs. To Date* 

21.9 
10.5 

' 23.1 
18.8 
13.0 
18.2 
18.5 
6.1 

26.0 
18.8 
31.0 
31.3 
18.1 
60.0 
22.4 
13.9 

12.8 
6-:7 

5.6 
4.0 
5.6 

0 
0 

10.0 
21.8 
12.4 
24.5 
10.3 

9.4 
0 

14.5 
11.::7 

I 
N 
VI 
I 
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Recidivism by Age at Commitm~~t 

Table 8 shows no significa.nt difference in failure rates for 

the three central age groups, including those aged 21 through 40. 

Persons less than 20 years of age show a significantly higher 

failure rate tban the central groups and those 17 or less were very 

much higher than the 21 to 40 age group. Persons 41 years of age 

or over had significantly lower recidivism rates than tbl younger 

The few persons who were 60 and over have far lower 

\'5~This trend, with the very young offenders having a high like­
'1\ 

lihood of return to an institution and the older offenders having a 

low likelihood of return seems to be generally consistent in Table 9 

for all years, This sugges~s that the trend has remained fairly .... , .. 

constant over the last 10 years. This finding is also consistent 

with other studies of recidivism conducted in the state. 
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! 

Age 

17 or Less 

IS - 20 

21 -. 25 

26 - 30 

31 - 40 

41 - 59 

60 & Over 

TOTAL 

Ii 
'i 
II 

TABLE S 
TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGEDiltROM WASHINGTON STATE 

ADULT CORRECTIONS FROM JANUARY l~ 1965 THROO~H DECEMBER 31, 1974 
BY AGE AND BY PERCENT RE~'URNED TO CUSTODY 

Number Percent Returned After* 
Released 6 mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs. 4 yrs. 

~ , 

325 15.1 31.4 49.8 54.S 56.9 

2,903 7.2 17.4 27.6 31.S 34.1 

4,311 6.4 15.8 "25.4 29.5 31.1 

, 2,464 5.5 13.9 22.2 25.8 27.4 
,~, 

c/ 

2,733. 7.2 15.0 24.2 27.6 2S.6 

1,965 7.0 1;;.5 21.2 24.2 
II 

25.S II 

1.57 3.2 5.1 8.3 10.8 11.5 

14"S58 6.S 15.6 24.9 28.6 30.3 

(I 

5 yrs. 

57.8 

34.9 

31.9 

2S.3 

29.3 

26.3 

12.1 

31.0 

* NOTE: This table combines populations for 1965 through 1974 and follows them through 
June 30, 1975. While some persons have been on the street (at risk) for 10 
years, others have been at risk for only 6 months. The average time at r,isk 
for the total population is app-roxilllately 5 yea-rs. This table is ptesented 
only for the purpose of making general comparisons between ages. For 
determining the actual percent returned for each agee group for each follow-up 
period, please see Table 9. ~ 
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Age ;> 

1965 Total 
" 

17 or Less 
18 - 20 

~. 21 - 25 
26 - 30 .):) 

31 - 40 
" 41 - 59 

60 & Over 

1966 Total 
17 or Less 
18 - 20 
21 - 25 

"-' 

26 - 30 ,~ 

31 - 40 
41 - 59 
60 & Over 

1967 Total 
17 or Less 
18 - 20 
21 - 25 
26 - 30 
31 - 40 
41 - 59 

I,' 

60 & Over 

1968 Total 
17 or Less 
18 ... 20 
21 - 25 

) 26 - 30 
31 -40 
41 - 59 \, 

60 & Over 

TABLE 9 
NUMBER OF'PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGED FROM WASHINGTON STATE 

.ADULT CORRECTIONS DURING CALENDAR YEARS 1965 THROUGH 1974 
BY AG~ AND BY THE PERCENT RETURNED TO CUSTODY 

cJ 

Number Percent Returned After 
Released 6 mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs. 4 yrs. 

I' 

1,273 10.1 21.3 30.3 35.0 37.8 
19.6 31.4 43.1 47.1 5l.O 51 

244 7.4 18.0 30.3 37.3 40.6 
311 9.5 21.1 30.3 36.0 38.8 
183 9.3 24.0 31.1 36.6 39.9 
274 12.0 20.8 28.8 32.1 33.9 
194 10.8 21.6 29.4 30.9 33.5 

10 0 10.0 10.0 20.0 20.0 

1,357 .; 6.9 15.8 27.7 33.5 36.3 
43 18.6 30.2 60.5 60.5 60.5 

224 10.7 21.9 33.0 37.1 40.6 
353 4.0 12.5 25.5 32.3 35.4 
210 6.2 13.8 24.8 ,I 32.4 36.7 
302 6.6 15.2 25.5 31.1 32.1 
205 7.3 15.6 27.3 32.7 35.6 

20 0 5.0 5.0 15.0 1,,5.0 
1,1 

1,673 7.3 16.5 27.7 31.4 32.9 
63 38.1 '57.1 58.7 58.7 ,20.6 

284 9.5 20.1' 31,7 37.7 40.1 
436 4.8 17 .0 28.4 32.6 33.3 
282 ,0 6.0 15.2 24.8 27.3 29.1 
331 8.5 15:4 \) 27.2 30.5 31.4 
248 6.01 10.1 19.8 " 23.0 25.4 

29 
If 

~<;.3.~j.4 6.9 17.2 17.2 17.2 
II 

1,490 7.2 18.} 29.7 33.9 35.9 
37 10.8 43.2 51.4 62.2 64.9 

249 7.2 21. 7 36.1 40.6 43,,8 
424 7.1 , 18.6 30.2 34~9 36.6 
237 7.6 18.1 . 29.1 32.5 34.2 
282 5.7 16.3 26.2 29.8 31.6 
241 7.9 15.8 24.5 28.6 " 30.7 

20 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 
(; 

5 yrs. To Date* 

39.3 42.7 
52.9 62.7 
42.6 45.9 
39.4 43.5 
41.5 43.7 
35.4 39.1 
35.6 37.6 
20.0 20.0 

37.4 1' 40 •0 
60.5 65.1 
43.8 46.4 
36.5 38.5 
37.6 40.5 
32.8 36.1 
36.1 38.0 
15.0 15.0 

34.1 36.5 
:'--

60.3 66.7 
41.5 44.4 
34.4 36.2 
31.6 35.5 
32.0 33.5 
26.2 27.8 
17.2 17.2 

36.8 39.1 
64.9 64.9 
44.6 '" 47.4 
38.2 39.9 
34.6 37.1 )] 1)-

32.6 
,-:;,'; 

36.5 
30.7 32.4 
15.0 15.0 

'" f) 

'.I-



Age 

1969 Total 
17 or Less 
18 - 20 
21 :; 25 
26 - 30 
31 - 40 
41 - 59 
60 & Over 

;; 

19:70 Total 
J ]17 or Less 
" c::l 18 - 20 
" 21 - 25 

26 - 30 
31 - 40 
41 - 59 

,60 & Over 

, 1971 Total 
17 or Less ,.::::::; 
18 - 20 

0 

21 - 25 
26 .,.. 30 
31 - 40 
41 - 59 
60 & Over 

11 

i' " 

r:; ..... ..::=:::=-. 

TABLE 9 (Continued) , 
NUMBER OF PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGED FROM WASHINGTON STATE 

ADULT CORRECTIONS DURING CALENDAR YEARS 1965 THROUGH 1974 
BY AGE AND BY THE PERCENT RETURNED TO CUSTODY 

Number Percent Returned After 
'" Released 6 mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs. 4 yrs. 

1,503 8.8 18.4 29,2 33.7 36.1 
40 12.5 37.5 67.5 72.5 80.0 

262 9.2 17 .9 28.6 35.1 37.4 
420 9.8 ,,,:19.0 29.5 34.5 37.1 
247 4.9 14.6 25.9 30,.0 32.8 
289 9.3 20.4 31.1 34.9 37.0 
227 10.1 17.6 26.0 28.6 30.0 
18 0 0 0 °1 0 

2{(~l 1,380 6.4 15.1 24.5 31.1 
21 14.3 23.8 47.6 57.1,' 57.1 

290 5.5 17 .2 26.6 30.3 34.5 
407 6.4 15.2 26.3 30.7 .l2.9 
216 3.7 10.6 16.7 21.3 22.2 
247 8.9 17.4 27,.1 32.0 33.2 
191 6.8 13.6 21.5 25.1 27.2 

8 0 0 0 0 12.5 

1,593 5.0 13.2 23.0 27.9 
23 s:=r .,26.1 34.8 29.1 

331 5.7 14.8 25.1 30.3 
430 4.0 13.0 ,25.3 32.3 
305 5.9 13.8 23.3 27.2 
293 4.4 11.3 20.8 24.9 
190 .. 5.8 12.6 17.9 20.0r 

21 0 0 4.8 4·Y 
,. 

',5 ',' 

~ ... " 

5 yrs. 

37.3 
82.5 
38.2 
38.6 
35.2 
38.1 
30.4 

0 

To Date* 

38.2 
82.5 
39.3 
39.8,. 
36.4 
38.8 
30.4 

0 

":'32.8 
57.1 
36.6 
35.1 
23.6 
34.8 
27.7 

,. 25.0 

30.8 
43.5 
35.0 
36.3 
29.5 
26.3 
21.1 
4.8 

I 
I 

N 
1;0 

l 



'0 

Age 

1972 Tdtal 
11 or Less 
18 ~. 20 
21 - 25 
26 - 30 
31 - 40 
41 - 59 
60 & Over 

1973 Total 
17 or Less 
18 - 20 
21 - 25 
26 - 30 
31 - 40 
41 - 59 
60 & Over 

1974 Total 
17 or Less 
18 - 20 
21 - 25 
26 - 30 
31 - 40 
41 - 59 
60 & Over 

TABLE 9 (Continued) 
NUMBER OF PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGED FROM I-lASHINGTON STATE 

ADULT. CORRECTIONS DURING CALENDAR YEARS 1965 THROUGH 1974 
BY AGE AND ~Y THE PERCENT RETURNED TO CUSTODY 

Number 
~;e1eased 

<~~ "'1 

: i 

'1,736 
24 

418 
555 
263 
280 
i87 

9 

1,490 
14 

344 
475 
273 
224 
150 

10 

1,363 
9 

.,~57 
. 494 

248 
211 
l32 

12 

5.0 
8:3 

5.3 
5.0 
4.6 
5.,:{ 
3.2" 
o 

6.0 
7.1 
7.6 
7.4 
3.7 
4.5 
4.7 

10.0 

6.1 
11.1 

6.2 
7.1 
4.0 
6.2 
6.1 
o 

,-' 

l3.7 
16.7 
14.8 
15.3 
14.8 
11.8 
8.0 
cO 

12.7 
7.1 

18.0 
15.2 

7.7 
8.9 
8.0 

10.0 

Percent Ret~}~ed After 
2 yrs. 3 yris. 4 yrs. 

"","'~ ,~. '. 

22.8 
29.2 
27.5 
24.0 
21. 7 
20.4 
13.9 

o 

* All populations followed through June 30, 1975. See NOTE Table 3. 

5 yrs. 

o 

To Date* 

27.7 
45.8 
33~0 

28.6 
26.6 
23.9 

'18.7 
11.1, 

21.9 
"28.6 
25.9 
24.8 
17.2 
19.2 
16.0 
10.0 

12.8 
33.3 
l3.6 \1 

14.4 
10.9 
11.4 
9.8 
8.3 

I 
W 
a 
1 
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Recidiv,i.sm by Ethnic Group 

Table 10 compares the cumulative failure ratle.s for all those 

released from 1965 through 1974 by ethnic group. It can be seen that 

the American Indian category consistently has the highest failure rate 

for every follow-up period for each year examined. Admission stat­

istic(~ by race fo/~fiscal years 1971 and 1972 show that while approxi-

mate1y 25% of all non-Indian admissions were parole violators, the 

rate of admissions for parole violators for Indians was 55.6% for 

fiscal year 1971 and 41.3% for fiscal year 1972--appro~imate1y twice 

the rate of any other racial group. Further data analysis is 

necessary to determine if alcohol ,involvement or any other variable 

is related to this higher parole failure rate for American Indians. 

Mexican-American and "Other" categories are considerably lower 

than the other categories in their rate of failure. As noted, the 
;:. 

Mexican-American c,ategory has only been recorded separately since 1969. 

Prior to that Mex:Lcan-Americans were included in t,he "Other" category. 
,1,1 

\' 
Since the Mexicau-Attlerican category does not include the four (4) 

\ 

earliest years, the return rates shown in Table 10 are expected to be 

lower than for. the other categories. In turtling to Table 11, where the 

actual failure rates for the Mexican-American category are shown, it can 

be seen that ;che Mexican-American category do~\s in fact have a lower 

recidivismr~Lte than the other major ethnic grbups until about 1971, 

when the dif/ference b,ecomes minor. The category with consistently the, 
i 

lowest reciliivism is fhe "Other" category. This category includes Japanese, 

Chinese, Fj~lfpino and all other ethnic groups ,and has consistently had 

" the li:n..rest' fail\lre" rate for all fo110w"'up periods in each year. 

o ' 
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In comparing the white and black racial categories it can be 

seen (Table 10) that while during the first six months to one year 

whites have a slightly higher failure rate, the railure rate for 

blacks equals and begins to pass that for the white ca.tegory during 

the second year follow-up" and appears t'O increase at a slightly 

higher rate over subsequent years. An examination of Table 11 

shows that this trend appears to have been constant over the past 

10 years, with whites having the highest failure rate during the 

early months after release but with blacks eventt:ally having a higher 

rate of return with more than two years follow-up. The only real 

exception to this trend appears to be for those released during 

calendar year 1971. It can be seen in that year that even after 

three years' follow-up whites had a higher rate of return to the 

institutions. Whether or not the trend is beginning to diminish 

=is difficult to say until further follow-up data are available, but 
'. 

.thE! data for 1973 and 1974 tend to indicate that the overall trend 

described above is still occurring. 
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TABLE 10 
TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGED FROM WASHINGTON B~ATE 

,'( 

ADULT CORRECTIONS FROM JANUARY 1, 1965 THROUGH DECEMBER 31, !11974 
BY ETHNIC GROUP AND BY PERCENT RETURNED TO CUSTODY 

Number Percent Returned After** " 

Ethnic Group Released 6 mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs. 4 yrs. 5yrs. 

White 11,638 6.9 15.5 24.5 28.0 29.5 30.1 
.:-=--

Black 1,961 4.5 13.9 25.6 30.6 32.7 34.3 

Amer. Indian 803 12.2 23.9 35.0 38.9 41.2 41. 7 
I', 

Mexican-Amer. 114 6.1 11.4 15.8 20.2 21.9 l' * 
Other 342 3.2 9.4 14.0 17 .5 19.6 20.2 

" 

TOTAL 14,858 1) 6.8 15. 6 ,>~ 24.9 28.6 30,3 31.0 

\\ 
* Mexican-American has been recorded as a separate category since 1969. Before that they 

were included in the "Other" category. Since this category does not include the 
4 earliest years, its return rates should be comparatively lower. See note below. 

** NOTE: This table combines populations for 1965 through, 1974 and follows them through 
June 30, 1975. While Some persons have been on the street (at risk) for 10 
years, others have been at risk for only 6 months. The average time at risk 
for the total population is approximately 5 years. This table is presented 
only for the purpose of making general comparison,s ~(l,tween ethnic groups. F~lr 
determining the aetual percent returned for each group for each follow-up , 
period, ples:se see Table 11. ,~, 
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Ethnic Group 

1965 Total 
White 
B1a-'i1{, ,J 

( , 
Amer;, 'Indian 
Other 

1966 Total 
White 
Black 
Amer. Indian 
Other 

1967 Total 
White 
Black 
Amer. Indian 
Other 

1968 'rotal 
Whit-e-

,. 

Black 
Amer. Indian,. 
Other 

1969 Total 
White 
Black 
Amer. Indian 
Mexican -AIDer. 
Other 

TAJ3LE 11 
NUMBER OF PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGED FROM WASHINGTON STATE 

ADULT CORRECTIONS DURING CALENDAR YEARS 1965 TijROUGH 1974 
BY ETHNIC GROUP AND BY THE PERCENT RETURNED TO CUSTODY. 

Number Percent Returned After 
Released 6 mo. 1 yr. 2 yrs. 3 yrs, 4 yrs. 

1,273 10.1 21.3 30.3 35.0 37.8 --1,.026 9.8 20.8 29.7 33.7 36 ~'3 
137 8.8 18.2 29.2 38.0 40.9 

72 16.7 34.7 43.1 51.4 56.9 
38 10.5 21.1 26.3 28.9 31.6 

1,357 6.9 15.8 27.7 33.5 36,.3 
1,085 -=r:z; 15.9 27.5 33.1 35.,,6 

135 3.0 16.3 35.6 43.7 47.4 
60 15.0 28.3 40.0 c 46.7 51.7 
77 1.3 3.9 7.8 11.7 14.3 -

1,673 ~ 16.5 27.7 31.4 32.9 
1,309 7.3 16.0 27.0 30.3 31.8 

183 7.7 16.9 31.7 36.6 37.2 
109 11.0 28.4 42.2 48.~ 49.5 

72 1.4 6.9 9.7 13.9 16.7 

1,490 7.2 18.7 29.7 33.9 35.9 
1,186 6":8 18.5 28.9 32.9 34.7 

184 5 .. 4 1&.5 31.5 37.5 39.1 
81 17.3 27.2 42.0 45.7 49.4 
39 7.7 10.3 17.9 23.1 28.2 

1 2503 8.8 18.4 29.2 33.7 36~1 
1,192 8:6 17.3 27.5 31.6 33·17 

173 7.5 20.8 32.9 4~.6 46.8 
97 16.5 29.9 46.4 47.4., 49.5 

7 0 14.3 14.3 28.6 28.6 
34 2.9 14.7 23.5 26.5 26.5 

" 

5 yrs. To Date* 

39.3 42.7 
37.4 40.9 
45.3 49.6 
56.9 59.7 
34.2 34.2 

37.4 40.0 
36.8 39.4 

" 48.9 52.6 
51.7 5L7 
15.6 16.9 

" 34.1 36.5 
,.32.8 35.1 
40.4 44.8 
50.5 52.3 
16.7 18.1 

36.8 39.1 
35.6 ,:1 37.8' 
40.8 44.6 
49.4 51.9 
28.2 28.2 

37.3 38.2 
34.7 35.7 
50.3 50.9 \~ 

50.5 " 50.5 
28.6 28.6 
26.5 26.5 

, 
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Ethnic Group 

1970 Total 
White 
Black 
Amer. Indian 
Mexican-Amer. 
Other 

1971 Total 
White 
Black 
Amer. Indian 
Mexican -Amer . 
Other 

1972 Total 
White 
Black 
Amer. Indian 
Mexican-Amer. 
Other 

1973 Total 
White 
Black 
Amer. Indian 
Mexican-Amer. 
Other 

1974 Total 
White 
Black 

'Amer. Indian 
Mexican-Amer. 
Other 

TABLE 11 (Continued) 
NUMBER OF PERSONS PAROLED OR DISCHARGED FROM WASH~NGTON STATE 

ADULT CORRECTIONS DURING CALENDAR YEARS 1~6S THROUGH 1974 
BY ETHNIC GROUP AND BY THE PERCENT RETURNED TO CUSTODY 

Number " Percent Returned After 
Released 6 mo. 1 yr. 2'yrs. 3 yrs. 4 yrs. 

1,380 6.4 15.1 24.S 28.8 31.1 
1,067 6.5 lS.2 23.9 27.9 29.8 

179 3.9 12.8 25.7 31.3 35,2 
96 10.4 20,8 31.3 36.5 40.6 . 
15 6.7 6.7 13.3 13.3 13 .3 
23 4.3 13.0 21.7 30.4 30.4 

1,593 5.0 13.2 23.0 27.9 
1,222 5.5 14.2 23.4 28.2 

244 " 1.2 6.6 20.9 26.6 
84 8.3 16.7 27.4 31.0 
23 13.0 17.4 17.4 30.4 
20 0 10.0 15.0 15.0 

1,736 I 5.0 13.7 22.8 
1,356 4":9 12.9 21.8 

274 3.6 16.1 27.0 
68 13 .2 22.1 29.4 
26 3.8 1,5.4 23.1 
12 0 0 0 

1,490 6.0 12.7 
1,157 6:8 13.3 

227 2.6 9.7 
73 6.8 16.4 
24 0 0 
9 0 11.1 

1,363 6.1 ,', 

1,038 6:6 
225 Ii 4.0 

63 6.3 
19 10.5 
18 0 

:::J 

* All populations followed through June 30; 1975. See NOTE on Table 3, 
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5 yrs. To Date* 

32.8 
31 .• 0 
40.2 
42.7 
13.3 
30.4 

30.8 
30.9 
30.3 
33.3 
34.8 
15.0 

\";. 

27.7 
26.6 
32.5 
33.8 
30.8 

0 

21.9 
22 .• 3 
21.6 
23 .• 3 
4.2 ' 

'11.1 

12.8 
12.8 
11.1 
17.5 
21.1 
6.3 
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This publication presents basic data related to recidivism rates 

.~ for persons paroled or discharged from Washington State correctioJlal 

facilities. The following conclusions are supported by the data . 

presented: 

1. Over the last 10 years return rates have been reduced. 
This apparently has been due to administrativ~ changes 
(i.e. on-site hearings for parole violators) that now 
tend to keep'more parolees in the community. 

2. Over.al1 return rates in recent years for persons re­
leased from Washington correctional facilities are 
approximately 6% after six months' follow-up, 13% to 
14% after twelve months'follow-up and 23% to 24% after 
two years. 

3. The return rate levels off after five years at just 
under 40%. Even after 10 years follow-up 60% of those 
released have not returned to a Washington State 
correctional facility. 

4. Of those who returned during the follow-up period (up 
to 10 years) 75% returned in the first two years. 

5. The Washington State Corrections Center at Shelton 
had the lowest return rate for all institutions housing 
male residents, while the Purdy Treatment Center fot 
Women had a far lower return rate than any other cor­
rectional institution. 

6. Persons entering the correctional system as first 
admissions ha.ve significantly lower return rates 
after release than those who enter the system as 
re-admissions or parole violators. 

7. Ret.1.lrn rates by offense show that the offense cate­
gories with the lowest re.cidivisnl rates are manslaughter, 

cmurder, indecent liberties, and drug violations. The 
offense categories with the highest failure rates are 
burglary, forgery, and auto theft. These are also. 
among the largest (most populous) offense categories. 

8. A large ancreas~ beginning in 1970 in the number of 
drug offenders released, ac.companied by a decreasing 
r.ate of return for drug offenders, help in part, to 
explain the overall reduction in recidivism rates de$~ 
cr::tbec:f above iu,) conclusion nl).mber one. ; 
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9. There is a relatively high return r~te for persons under 
the age of 21 and a lower return rate for .those in the 
over 40 age groups. There appears to be n,p significant 
difference in the return rates of various age groupings 
of the population between the ages of 21 and 40. 

10. Recidivism by ethnic group shows that the "Other" cate­
gory ,(including Japanese, Chinese, and Filipino) has 
consistently lower return rates while American Indians 
have significantly higher return rates than any other 
ethnic group. Return rates for whites and blacks are 
very similar, although whites tend to return to the 
institution at a somewhat higher rate during early 

,. months after release while blacks tend to return at a 
\~ \ \. higber rate than whites after two years of follow-up. 

il \. 

)i I 

! 



= 



:1 
J 

I 




