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This study analyzes the effects of good time allowances 

for (1) inmates receiving indeterminate felon sentences 

at Connecticut Correctional Institutions, and (2) inmates 

receiving detenrrinate misdemeanant sentences and recently 

discharged from Connecticut Correctional Centers. 

The study does not attempt to address the exceptional 

cases arising from any of the varied combinations of 

sentences which the judiciary may impose, and for which 

the application of the good time laws can often become 

quite complicated. 

The General Statutes of Connecticut allow four types of 

good time credit. 

1. Statutory Good Time 

2. Jail Credit Good Time 
--3. Seven Day WorK Week Good Time 

4. Outstandingly Meritorious Good Time 

The first two are generally awarded as a matter of course 

to all eligible sentenced inmates, while the latter two 

are awarded on a selective basis to sentenced inmates who 

meet special conditions. 

The study was conducted to determine: 

1. How much good time, by type, is granted. 

2. How much good time is revoked. 

3. How much good timei s restored. 

4. By what percentage good time provisions 

reduce minimum sentences. 
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5. vlhat percentage of an inmate;'s sentence 

is actually served. 

Many individuals believe that the Department of Correction 

revo~es a great deal of good time and that it subsequently 

restores nearly all of it. It is also commonly believed, 

that the Department awards large amounts of Outstandingly 

Meritorious Good Time (OMGT). 

The study however reveals that 1i ttle good time ; s revoked' 

and less is later returned. 

The study '\\1 so shows that although the Comnissioner has 

the aut,\',\\:)'{ny to award an inmate up to 120 days OMGT, 

the most frequent award was 60 days for felons and 10 

days f,;)}" mi $demeanants . 

Otht.w ~N\H~~t facts revealed by the data are: 

• T'lle Q,verage felon minimum sentence was 3.3 years. 

• The average misdemeanant sentence was 71 days. 

Felon inmates received an average of 496 days 
(16.5 mos.) good time, which resulted, in a 41.0% 
reduction of their minimum sentence. 

· Misdemeanant inmates aver"aged 30 days good time, 
which amounted to a 42.0% reduction"of their 
sentence. 

• The average amount of Outstandingly Meritorious Good 
Time awarded was 28 days for felon inmates. (most 
frequent was 60). 0 

· Twenty percent of the felon inmates had some portion 
of their good time revoked. Only one inmate in the 
misdemeanant sample of 226 had good time revoked. 

I:. 
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· The amount of forfeited good time subsequently 
restored was approximately onr,-third of that 
revoked. 

• The average felon inmate became eligible for 
parole after serving about 59.0% of his minimum 
sentence. A misdemeanant inmate served approxi­
mately 58.0% of his sentence. 

• The proportion of time served to the sentence 
imposed tends to decrease as the length of 
sentence increases. 
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INTRODUCTION 
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SAMPLES. 

The General Statutes of Connecticut set forth the 

regulations governing the allowances of good time 

for inmates under Department of Correction supervision. 

Good time allowances provide a method by which an inmate 

may· earn a reductton of his/her sentence by good conduct 

and obedi"ence to tne rules and regulations of the De­

partment of Correcti·on. Nearly all correctional pro­

fessionals believe that awarding good time to inmates 

motivates them toward good behavior during incarceration. 

This study was undertaken to make Department policy makers 

more aware of the real effects of good time allowances on 

an inmate's sentence-in short, to learn what's really 

happening" 

The questi om1l thi s study addresses are: 

• What is the average amount of good time received 

by felon and misdemeanant inmates? 

o How much goold time is forfei ted? 

• How much of the good time forfeited is later restored? 

• How much is an inmate's sentence reduced by good time 

awards? 

• What percentage of an inmate's sentence is actually 

served? 

There were two random samples used in this study: a 

felon and a misdemeanant sample. 

-1-
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The felon sample data, collected during October 1977 at 

the Hartford Parole District office consisted of 270 male 

parolees under parole supervision. All 270 were serving 

indetenninate sentences. In addition, all sentences ran 

concurrently when there was a conviction for multiple 

offenses. 

The misdemeanant sample data were collected during 

January 1978 at the Hartford Correctional Cente.r. 

The sample consisted of 226 inmates who were d'ischarged 

from their sentence during the last six months of 

calendar 1977. All had served definite sentences for 

misdemeanant offenses. As with the felon sample, all 

sentences ran concurrently when there was a conviction 

for multiple offenses. 

"The collected data were keypunched onto computer cards. 

The cards were used to generate a variety of data analysis 

tables through the Statistical Package for the Social 

Sciences (SPSS) computer program. 

A. sp~cific listing of the variables collected and used 

in data analysis is given in Appendix A. 

In Connecticut~ the general statutes currently provide 

four types of good time credit: (1) Statutory Good 

Time (SGT); (2) Jail Credit Good Time (JCGT); (3) Seven 

Day Work Week Good Time; and (4) Outstandingly Meritorious· 

Good Time (OMGT). 
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Statutory Good Time (SGT} is awarded all sentenced inmates 

for good behavior while incarcerated. It is typ~ca11y 

awarded routinely and is credited in a lump sum at the 

beginning of an inmate1s sentence. It is ~pplied to 

both the minimum and maximum of an irldeterminate sentence, 

and to the specific sentence in the case of a definite 

sentence. 

The amount of SGT that could be earned on sentences 

imposed prior to October 1, 1976 was 5 days per month 

up to a minimum sentence of six years. Inmates with 

sentences with a minimum of six or more years earned 7.5 

days per month for the 6th and subsequent years. Effective 

October 1,1976 the rate of good time was increased to 10 

days per morth for inmates with minimums of under six years 

and 15 days per month for the sixth and subsequent years. 

SGT is pro-rated for less than a full month's confinement. 

Prior to October 1, 1976 inmates were also awarded 

Meritorious Good Time (MGT) at the rate of 5 days per 

month. The increase of SGT mentioned above resulted 

from the combining of SGT and MGT in order to standardize 

and simplify the computation of good time~ 

Jail Credit Good Time (JeGT), created on October 1, 1975, 

is earned on the time an inmate spends in jail prior to 

being sentenced. This pre-conviction confinement occurs 

when an accused person is either denied bond or is unable 

to obtain the necessary bond money. 
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For inmates sentenced between October 1,1975 and 

September 30, 1976, JCGT was earned at the rate of 

5 days for each month of jail time. For those sentenced 

on or after October 1,1976, the rate was increased to 

10 days per month. As with SGT, JCGT is pro-rated for 

less than a full month's confinement. 

Seven Day Work Week Good Time is awarded to sentenced 

inmates at the rate of 1 day for each period of seven 

consecutive days of institutional employment at the 

correctional faGility. 

Outstandingly Meritorious Good Time JOMGT) is awarded 

any sentenced inmate who displays exceptional personal 

achievement, accomplishment, or any other outstandingly 

meritorious conduct, as determined by the Commissioner 

of Correction. 

A sentenced inmate can be awarded not more than 120 d~s 

OMGT for anyone continuous term of imprisonment. The 

number of inmates who can receive OMGT in' anyone fiscal 

year is limited to 10% of the average sentenced inmate 

population during the previous fiscal year. 

GOOD TIME AWARDED TO FELON INMATES 

The sample of 270 was separated into three groups 

depending on the date the person was sentenced . .The 

three groups were 0) those sentenced prior to October 
"=.., 

1, 1975 (N=197); (2) those sentenced between October 1 , 
.;, I 

1975 and September 30, 1976 (N=59); aJld (3) those 
}' 

sentenced 00 or after October 1,1916 (N=14).· 

Q 
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This division isolated the effects of changes which 

occurred in the good time 1avJs IJn October 1, 1975 and 

October 1,1976. The change occurring on October 1,1975 

was the creation of good time for pre-conviction jail time 

(JeGT), accrued at the rate of 5 days for each month of jail 

time. A number of changes altered the sentences pronounced 

October 1,1976 and after. Statutory good time was in­

creased from 5 to 10 days per month for sentences with a 

minimum of under six years, and from 7.5 days to 15 days 

per month for the sixth and each subsequent year. JeGT 

was increased from 5 to 10 days per month. However, 

meritorious good time w'~s combined with SGT. 

Because of the small r.umber of sampled individuals in 

the two groups sentenced after October 1, 1975~ the 

data collected on the 197 persons in the first group 

was extrapolated to estimate the good time effects on 

felons presently being sentenced. 

A summary ~f the comparative amounts of good time 

awarded is presented in Table 1. 

PARTICULAR FIN'DINGS 1. The minimum sentence ranged from 1 to 10 years, with 

an .average of 3.3 years. Over one-third (38.6%) 

received minimums of 2 years or less, with 2 years 

being the most frequent. 
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2. All 197 inmates received statutory good time wi th 

an overall average of 413 days or 13.6 months. 

3. The average amount of jai 1 credit good timl~ 

received was 28 days. A total of 170 (86.::'%) 

of the inmates were ~ntitled to this type (If 

good time. 

4. A total of 113 (57.4%) of the 197 received 7 day 

job credit good time. The average was nearly one 

month. The higher the minimum sentence, the more 

likely an inmate would receive this type of credit. 

5. The average amount of outstandingly meritorious good 

time awarded was 28 days. As with other types of good 

time, the higher the minimum sentence the higher ~he 

amount of good time awarded. The most frequent number 

of days of OMGT awarded was 60 days. The limit that 

can be awarded to anyone inmate is 120 days. 

6. Twenty percent of the inmates had some portion of 

their good time forfeited through the disciplinary 

process. The average amount forfeit~d was 3 days. 

One third of this was subsequently restored. 

7. The average net amount of good time received was 

496 days or slight1¥ more than 16 months. This 

reducti,on amounted to approximately 41.0 percen't 

of an inmate's sentence. 

8. Approximately 86.0% of all sentenced inmates spend time 

,,- in,.jaiJ,-pr-,i,or to .Gom!i.ction .. ----Over two,.,.thlrds{68.B-%) 
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spend 120 days or less in the accused status. The 

average was S3 dayscwith a range of from 1 to over 

330 days. 
fr 

9. The average sentenced felon was incar~era'ted 705 day~ 

(23.2 months), 59.0% of his minimum senten(;e, prior 

to being eligible for parole. Those who roceived 

1 anger terms served a sma 11 er percentage of thei r 

minimums than did those who received relatively 

shorter sentences. For example, a person with a 

1 year minimum sentencf1 served approximately 65 ~JO% 

of his minimum, whil~/a person with a 10 year minimum 

served about 50.0% ~& his minimum prior to being e1i-
/' 

il 

gible for parole. 1 
/i 

~! 

[ " 10. Figure 1 i11ust~ates in years the average good time 
I' 

and time served I~rior to eligibility for parole by 

felon inm~tes W/th indeterminate senten~es. Ii 

.. i' 
11. The effects of i!changes in the good time laws in lSm)~ 

and 1976, resulted in an increase of 1S.7% in the 

average amount of good time awarded·to those sentenced 

after 10·-01-76, from· 41'S ,days to 496 days. The percent 
.".:;:) 

of the minimum sente!~cec served consequently decreased 
"'/'. 

to 59.0% from 66.0%. 

, GOOD1[IME AWARDED TO MISDEMEANANT INMATES 
---~~ i 

All 226 sentenQ.ed misdemeanantsin the sample were sentenced 

\~fte~' October l, 1976 and were not ~;ubject0 to ~ny changes 

in the 'good t:ime ,laws" All wered1scharged from their 

sentence durtng the last 6 months' of cal endar year 1977. 

'" .,' 
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For the purpose of table clarity, Table 2 that follows~ 

includes only 200 of· the original 226 inmates. The 26 

omitted were atypical in that their sentences were for 

other than multiples of 5 days. Their exclusion does 

not appreciably change any of the averages. Two variables 

not included in the felon study were inc1uded in the mis­

demeanant study: type of offense and class offense. When 

there were multiple offenses, the most severk was chosen 

as the primary offense. 

PARTICULAR FINDINGS 1. The data summarized in Table 2 show that the average 

length of sentence for misdemeanants was 71 days. 

Two-thirds received a sentence of 60 days or less. The 

most frequent sentence was for 3d days. There were 

5 inmates (2.5%) who received the Faximum allowable 

misdemeanant sentence of one year. 

2. The average statutory good time received was 24 days. 

3. 99.1% of the sampled inmates received SGT. Not all 

inmates received it because an offender must have a 

sentence of 3 or more days to be eligible to earn SGT. 

4. A total of 82 inmates were entitled tq receive jail 

credit good time at the rate of 10 days per month 

pro-rated. The average misdemeanant inmate received 

2 days JeGT. 

5. Seven day job good time averaged 3 days for each inmate" 

84 inmates received this type of good time credit. 
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6. There were 13 inmates awarded outstandingly meritorious 

good time by the Commissioner of Correction. The awards 

ranged from 5 to 40 days, and averaged out to 1 day 

for each inmate in the sample. As with other types 

of good time! the higher the sentence the higher the 

amount of good time. A total of 13 (6.5%) of the 200 

were awarded OMGT. 

7. Only one inmate had part of his good time forfeited. 

This averaged out to less than one day per inmate. 

The 5 days forfeited were not restored. 

8. The average total good time received was 30 days for 

each inmate. SGT accounted for 80~0% of this total. 

9. Each inmate served an average of 41 days, or 57.7% 

of his sentence. As with felons, misdemeanants with 

shorter sentences serve a higher ~ercentage of their 

terms than offenders with longer sentences. An inmate 

with a 10 day sentence served 60.0% of that sentence, 

while an inmate with one year sentence served 52.5% 

of his sentence, or 189 days. 

10. A misdemeanant sentenced inmate spent an average of 

6 days in jail prior to conviction. This· compares 

to an average of 83 days (see Table 1) for sentenced 

felons. This large discrepancy arises from the much 

higher severity of felon crimes which results ·in 

either high bonds or bond denials. Another important 

contributing factor is the backlog of pending cases 
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in Superior Court which requires that accused confined 

inmates spend long periods of time -in jail aWaiting 

tria 1. 

Fi 9'0 re 2 ill us t rates the average number of days good time 

an inmate received. along :~ith the average length of stay 

by length of sentence. 

As stated previously, the type and class of offense were 

included as addHional variables in the misdemeanant study. 

Offenses were div'ided into 7 diffet'ent types - (1) property 

offenses; (2) offenses affecting public justice and peace; 

(3) offenses against persons; (4) motor vehicle offenses; 

(5) drug offenses; (6) sex offenses and (7) fraud and 

forgery offenses. 

Misdemeanors are cla~sified for the purpose of sentence 

as follows: (1) Class A; (2) class B; (3) class C and 

(4) unclassified. The sentence for a class A misdemeanor 

cannot, with some exceptions, exceed one year; a sentence 

for a class B offense cannot exceed 6 months; a sentence 

foY' a cl ass C offense cannot exceed 3 months, whi 1e the 

term for an unclassified misdemeanor cannot exceed the 

sentence specified in the general statutes. 

Figure 3 reflects the offense categories jnto which 
.\ 

~ 

the misdemeanant sample fell. ~6.8% of the primary 

offenses were for property crimes, closely followed by 

offenses against public justice and peace with 31.5% • 
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Figure! 3 
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The most frequent offense was for larceny (61) followed 

by breach of peace (28) and disorderly conduct with 22. 

These three accounted for over one-half (55.5%) of the 

m; sdemeanor o:ffenses. 

A misdemeanant was more likely to be convicted of a class 

B offense (38.5%) than any other class offense. This is 

depicted in Figure 4. As the severity of offense class 

increased the average time served also increased. 

The most frequent offense by cl ass was - class A, 

assault III; class B, larceny III; class C, disorderly 

conduct; and unclassified, operating a motor vehicle 

while under suspension 

There is a general feeling that the Department first 

revokes a large amount of an inmate1s good time and 

subsequently restores all ~f it. The results of this 

study indicate differently. An examination of the data 

reveals that an inmate earns nearly all of the good time 

he is eligible to earn and that very little ;s revoked. 

When an inmate is found by the Disciplinary Committee 
\ 

to have violated Department of Correction rules or 

regulations, it may impose a number of different sanctions 

other than the loss of good time. Some of these other 

sanctions are 10s.s of Visiting and mail privileges, " 

confinement to quarters, punitive segregation and the 

imposition of extra duty assignments during leisure hours. 

All such actions must be reviewed and approved by the 

Co~~issioner. Since the loss of good time is used 
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sparingly by the Di.sciplinary Committel;, it seems to 

indicate that it prefers to impose sanctions other than 

loss of good time. 

Again contrary to belief, the amount of good time which 

was later restored only amounted to approximately one-third 

of that revoked. 

Another general belief is that the Commissioner's awards 

of outstandingly meritorious good time (OMGT) are very 

sUbstantial. The study showed this belief to be greatly 

exaggerated. The most frequent number of OMGT days 

awarded to felon inmates was 60, while that awarded to 

misdemeanants was 10. The limit that can be awarded to 

anyone inmate is 120 days, double the amount the Com­

missioner most frequently awarded felon inmates. 

Department personnel frequently state that good time 

provisions usually reduce an inmate's sentence by one­

third. This study indicates that this assumption slightly 

understates the situation: Good time allowances reduced 

the sentences of felon inmates by 41% an,d of misdemeanant 

inmates by 42%. 

Although this study did not include inmates who received 

sentences which ran consecutively, or other sentence 

combinations, it is a fairly accurate description qf 

the. effects good time allowances have upon the average 

felon and misdemeanant sentence. 
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FELON VARIABLES l. Type of Sentence 

2. Date of Sentence 

3. Minimum Sentence 

4. Maximum Sentence 

5. Statutory Good Time 

6. Jai 1 Credit 

7. Jail Credi t Good Time 

8. Meritorious Good Time 

9. 7 Day Work Job 

10. Out~tandingly Meritorious Good Time 

11. Good Time Forfeiture 

12 . . Good Time Restored 

13. Institution 

14. Inmate Number 

M T<:nr.~~,:", lI'<IAM'r 
.. ~-:':.: .,."""r..",' . ~ :. .1 .;..:.!.! __ 
Vf:.;~ 1 p,:'Li3 1. Date of Sentence --.-

2. Inmate Number 

3. Type Offense 

4. Class Offense 

r:; ::-rabation Part of Sentence .... 
G. Spsc~fic Sentence 

0" Stct~tory Good Time I • 

., Jai 1 Credit e. 

9. Ju.il Credit Good Time 

10. 7 Day Work Job 

1l. Outstandingly Meritorious Good Time 

12. Good Time Forfeiture! 

13. Good Time Restored 
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