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INTRODUCTION

I _Findings of FPhage I

This study is the second stage of a project enguiring
into parole revocations in N.S.W. Results of the first stage
were presented in a monograph "Parole Revocations - A Descriptive
Study", Januvary 1975. The trends which prompted the project are
outlined in the report of the first stage : briefly these are:

1. an increase in the numbers of male prisonersreleased to
parole over the period 1971-1974;

2. an increase in the numbers of parolees whose parole was
revoked over the same period (although the proportion of
revoéations to parole releases in any calendar year
remained relatively constant);

5. trends in the N.3.W. daily prison population (it was
suggested that these trends were related to parole
_pollCleS ).

The aim of Stage I was to describe a sample of men whose
parole was revoked during the same periods in 1973 and 1974
respectively, to determine whether the characterlstlcs of
revokees were changing over time.




Three imporitant factors changed little between the two
samples., For each sample two-thirds had previous adult
imprisonments, three-guarters had committed offences against
property (offence for which parole order was issued) and two-
thirds were given sentences of 2 - 5 years. However the following
trends were noted for the 1974 sample in comgarison with the
sample of 1973 revokees: _

1) an increase in the proportlon hav1ng past Juvenlle
convictions

2) an increase in the proportion with short non-parcle periods
of less than 9 months

3) an increase in the proportion released from predominantly
sécured penal establishments

4) an increase in the proportion revoked for violent offences

5) an increase in the period to serve before expiry of the
parole period at the time of revocation.

In the absence of any information concerning prisoners

~ released to par01e and Whose parole was not revoked, these -
findings were 1nterest1ng but inconclusive. Thug the second
stage, a comparison between/sample of prisoners who completed
parole successfully and those who failed on parole was planned.
Ideally it was intended "o determine factors which differentiate
the successful completions from the failures and thus 1o identify
the 'at rigk! populatlon ne

2. "Parole Revocations" p 4. -



II Methodological constraints relating to criminological
research

‘This type of evaluative study is not new, and criminologists
who have made investigations in this area have reported difficulties

which must not be lightly dismissed. A number are ably summarized
by Hood and Sparks.3

1. Criteria of success and failure

In this study, as in similar projects, the issuing of a
revocation order against a parolee is taken to indicate his failure
on parole and conversely, the completion of the parole period
without revocation is taken to indicate success. A though the fact
of revocation is a readily identifiable, obJectlve criterion, there
are also problems in using this criterion.

Firstly if revocation results from an offence committed during
parole, the failure rate may be underestimated because of undetected
crime or because of Parole Board discretion with respect of offences
resulting in imprisonment of less than three months and other non-
benal sanctions. ,

Secondly where revocation results from a breach of conditions
the failure rate may depend on the detection of breaches by +the
supervising probation and parole officer, the discretion of the.



officer in reporting the alleged breach4, the nature of his report
concerning the incident and the policy of the Parole Board in
dealing with the breach.

Other indices which may be conceptualized as ‘successful
adjustment to parole', such as stable family relationships,
employment stablllty and financial 1ndependence may not be considered
in determining success or failure, or even degrees of success and
failure. Moreover in most studies it is not feasible to distinguish
degrees of success or failure in terms of trouble-free period on
ﬁarole prior to the incident(s) resulting in revocation.

2. Inadequacy of record information

The accuracy and reliability of descriptive and evaluative
statements about offenders depends upon the quality of information
available in administrative records. As Hood and Sparks pointed
out5, "almost invariably, such personal and social data as are
available in these records are haphazardly recorded, and are thus
likely to be missing or inaccurate for a high proportion of cases;
~information on some topics .(for example,. relations with peer groups)
ig in our experience hardly ever recorded at all, even in probation
officers' social inquiry reports."

3. Interaction effects between tvypes of offenders and types of
gupervigion

Very little research has been done in +this area and the
development of typologies of offenders and treatments is still in

4, for example, in deciding what period of non-reporting constitutes
a breach,

5. Op.cit.p 185




its infancy. Although a typology of 'failure prone' parolees may
conceivably be derived statistically from descriptive data, it would
be unwise to ignore the influence of supérvision variables on parole
performance, However this whole area would reguire separate study
and careful evaluationQ ‘

4, -Prediction

In the course of evaluating a particular ocrrectional programme,
the researcher is often required to go one step beyond the

~ descriptive or typology-generating phase to the stage where he attempts

to predict success or failure on a given programme. His base line
predictions may then be used to test the effectiveness of programme

~variations by measuring differences between actual and expected out-

comes for the various samples,

Simon6 presented a review of 40 prediction studies in the areas
of prisons, probation and parole, and concluded that most of the
prediction equations generated by thorough research had low predictive
power: that is, they could not clearly divide a specified population
into successes andlfailures in the,programmes_under review, HMNoreover

‘he asserted that a single variable such as number of past convietions

may give as accurate a prediction as a sophisticated combination of
many veriables (bearing in mind that the accuracy of both methods is
gquestionable in most instances).




In order to increase the efficiency of prediction studies,
Simon argues that a more complex analysis of pre-treatment
variables, treatment variables, the interaction between these two
and environmental factors during the follow-up period is required.
For a parocle study this would involve the collection of social and
record data prior to parole release, analysis of supervision factors;
examination of the relationship between social-criminal type and '
levels of supervision and environmental factors during parole
(e.g. home life, employment).

5. Other congtraints

In addition to methodological problems there are often problens
of data interpretation which require careful consideration, West7
gives a very pertinent example: in England between 1968 and 1971
over 8,000 prisoners were released to parole and only 6% of these
were recalled to prison., This 94% success rate apﬁears most
satisfactory, '

However, as West argues, stringent selection factors were
operating (in 1968 less than 10% of those eligible for parole were
released to parole, rising to 28.6% in 1971) and for most parolees
the period of supervised liberty was brief, thus minimizing the
reriod at risk,

Similar factors of selection ratios and follow—up periods
must be considered in evaluating the effects of a parole System.
In the case of parcle in N.3.W., changes in the proportion of

7. West D.J. "Board on Parole" New society 15th June 1972 p 567




eligible prisoners released to parole and in the periods of time
under parole supervision must be examined if a satisfactory
explanation of changed revocation rates is to be provided.

11l Implications for future research

The constraints which have been digcussed above

* criteria of failure, |

* inadequacy of record data,

interaction effects,

statistical weakness of prediction methods

selection factors and follow up periods which render
comparisons between studies difficult

pose serious methodological problems and indicate that extreme
caution is to be used in generalizing from research findings.
However the existence of such difficulties does not invalidate
research provided that the limitations of the study are
recognized and given explicit attention in drawing conclusions
from the data. TFor the agency-based researcher the answer to
‘many of these methodological problems is surely to examine the
field of study, patiently and systematically, from as many
different perspectives as possible, thus building a composite
picture of the phenomenon. In the field of parole, descriptive,
comparative and prediction methods are all valuable, even where
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research, population studies, sampling studies and longitudinal
studies should be made: it is hoped that in the true spirit of
scientific enquiry the findings of each research stage will
pose the questions for the next.

PURPOSE AND SCOPE

The aim of the study was to examine trends in parocle
populations, divided into 'successes' and 'failures?!, over
a period of six years between 1970 and 1975, and to analyze in
detail differences between cases in which parole was successfully
completed and cases where parole was revoked, using a 1974 sample.

The study was divided into three sections:

A, Parole population trends 1970-1975

Four major factors were used to examine trends for the six
year period,

B.f Adequacy of the 1974 sample

The time sample of 200 cases was analyzed o determine
whether it was representative of the 1974 parole population.

c. Yarole outcomes for the 1974 sample

A detailed analysis was made of the sample of 200 in terms
of social factors, criminal higtory, imprisonment details
prior to release to parole and parole performance,



HMETHODOLOGY

Section A

The four major factors used to debtermine trends over the six -
year period were:

1} age at time of conviction
2) offence

3)' sentence

4) non-parole period.

The data for this section were ohbtained from parole data cards
kindly lent to the Research Division by Mr. J. Moroney, foundation
member of the Parole Board, _

The parole population for each year was divided into two
groups of parolee:

1) current and completed (defined as successes)
2) revoked (defined as failures)

The current and completed group comprise those parolees who
had successfully completed parole or were still on parole at the
time of the study. The revoked group comprise those parolees whose
parole had been revoked because of a further conviction and/or a
breach of conditions.

Both groups were analyzed according to the year in which
parole was granted. Trends over five years, 1970-74, were
examined for successes and failures separately and tested by the

ohi—anmare akatiatdin
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Section B-

A chi-gguare test was used t0 determine whether the 1974
sample of 200 cases was representative of the 1974 parole
population in terms of age, offence, sentence and non-parocle
periocd. - Parole data cards were used %o provide this information.

The sample was obtained by taking the names of the first 200
persons granted parole from July 1st, 1974 according to the Parole
Board Agenda. :

Section C

For each parolee in the sample, record data were taken from
files maintained by the Parole Liaison Section and from Prisoner
Index Records. Information was compiled undef eight separate
categories and a comparison was made between the current/completed
and revoked parolees within these categories:

' 1) social factors

2) past juvenile history

3} past adult history |

4) period prior to release to parole

5) details of release to parole

6) conditions leading to subsequent revocation of parole (as

applicable) _

7) situation at time of revocation (as applicable)

8) situation after revocation and return to prison (as

applicable).
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DISCUSSION OF METHODOLOGY

Section A

Age, offence, sentence and non-parole period were used as

criteria for determining trends for three reasons:

1) the four factors are basic record information obtainable from
parole cards for each subject '

2) they are variables used frequently by correctional agencies to
describe populations

3) the factors are used most frequently in administrative decisions.
Chi-square was used as the statistical test for differences
because the distributions were skewed and information was
recorded as categories rather than continuous variables.

For the years 1970-1974 the current and completed populations
were defined as successes. Thus the definition of "successes" must
read "those who completed their period of parole supervision without
revocation and those who completed at least twelve months on parole
without revocation"., It is conceivable that a small number of the
"current" group would later have their parole revoked, but it was
felt that the definition used in this study was sufficient for all
practical purposes.

The 1975 population was not included in the statistical analysis
of successes and failures since it was congidered that a follow-up
period of less than twelve months was not an adequate basis for



representations as preliminary findings.

Section B

A sample of 200 cases was selected to provide a sufficiently
large pool of cases from which to analyze sub~groups, and to
comprise a reasonably large proportion of the total parole
population, The sample comprised 15.5% of the population released
to parole in 1974, a total of 1289 cases.

It had been hypothesized that a time sample selected at the
beginning of the financial year would be representative of the
population released to parole over the whole calendar year,
Reasons for this hypothesis were: ‘

1) there was no reason to believe that particular types of
offenders would be due for parole consideration at this time.
2) there was no evidence of any special pressures on the Parole

Board to clear cases as in pre-Christmas weeks.

The chi-square was used as a test of the hypothesig for
reasonsg outlined in Section A above. It was assumed that a non-—
significant chi-square result would indicate that the sample was
representative of the parole population.

- Use of a random sample would have alleviated any such doubts
as to representativeness raised by the time sample, However it
was less practical to use a random sample because of:
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1) difficulty in obtaining record data for some prisoners
released t0 parole early in the year, (shortage of storage
space results in regular removal of ‘completed! case files
to the government repository at Kingswood)

2) difficulty in standardizing the follow-up periods for cases
released to parole over the full-twelve months' period.

Section C

Information collected in this stage of detailed sfudy was
limited to objective data available in record files., While it
may have been valuable to have examined other factors such ag
employment history, marital status, number of dependants and
family relationships, these data were not consistently recorded
in all parole reports. Hence the research was confined to factual
data available for all cases. Some difficulties were encountered
when obtaining information from parole files as a small number of
files for "completed" cases had been stored at the Kingswood.
Reposgitory. Delays ocourred in compiling basic data because of
the time spent in locating and receiving each file.



SUMMARY OF PINDINGS

Section A, Parole Population Trends 1970-74

Te

2,

Age of conviction

There has been a slight decline in the proportion of young
people under 25 granted parole, from 64% in 1970 to 59% in
1974. |

In all years young offenders under 25 years were over-
represented amongst the failures compared with the
successes.

Offence

The proportion of property offenders has increased from
55% to 61% over the five years, while violent offences have
increased from 27% to 30% of the total. Violent offenders*
have been consistently over-represented amongst successes
compared with failures.

Sentence

There has been a slight increase in the proportion serving
sentences of 5 years and over from 16% in 1970 to 21% in
1974. There are few differences between the successes and
Tailures in terms of sentence length,

* Convicted of homicides, assaults, robbery and extortion
and sexual assaults.
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4, Non~parole period

There has been a consigtent increase in the proportion‘with
N.P.PSof less than 9 months, from 25% in 1970 to 36% in 1974,
and a corresponding decline in the proportions with N.P.PS of
9-18 months (41% and 31%, respectively).

Prior to 1975 the failures tended to have been given larger
N.P.P B than the successes, In 1973 proportions in each category
of N.P.P. length were remarkably similar, while in 1974 the
failures tended to have been given shorter NW.P.P S than successes.

5. Revocation rates

The percentage of revocations from total persons released
to parcle has remained very similar over the five years at an
‘average of 31%., That is, 69% of persons granted parole over the
peribd 1970-74 couwld be classified as successes.

Section B, Comparigon between gample and all persons releagsed to
parcle during 1974

‘There was no significant difference befween the sample and
the 1974 population in terms of age, offence, sentence, non-
parole period and revocation rate.

Thus there is no reason to assume that the sample is not
representative of the population under study.




RELLLUL V. DUMDary oL rindings ror sample of 200 parolees

1.

2.

a)

b)

- Social Ffactors

The Sample

Almost half were under 25 years of age at time of release
to parole,

 Three guarters were born in N.S.W.

Comparisons between successes and failures1 on parole

There were no signifieant'differences between the two

groups in terms of age at release to parole and birth-
place.

Past juvenile history

a) The Sample

b)

Half had experienced juvenile convictions,

One third had been committed to a juvenile institution.

Of those with juvenile records, 70% had committed

_property_offences as the most serious offence type,

Comparisons between successes and failures on parole

- The difference in number of Juvenile convictions between

the groups is not statistically significant.
The failures have a significantly higher proportion of
commitments to juvenile institutions than successes,

Fifty-eight parolees were revoked, representing a failure
rate of 29%, :

!
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a)

b)
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Past adult history

The Samplel

Over 80% had past adult convictions.
60% had -experienced imprisonment as an adult in the prast.

Almost one-quarter had committed an assault as their most

serious past offence. : : :
Less than 20% had been released to parole in the past,

Comparisons between successes and failures on parole

The failures had a significantly higher number of past

adult convictions than successes, :

The failures had experienced a significantly higher
number of past adult imprisonments than successes.
The difference in types of offences committed in the
past and number of releases to parole in the past for
the two groups is not significant.,

Period prior to release to parole

a) The sample

Just over 50% had committed property offences.

55% were serving sentbences of 2 - 5 years.

Two-thirds had been given non-parole periods of less
than 18 months, _

Half had svent less than 12 months in vriaon at the +time
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b)

a)

Comparisons between successes ahd failures on parole

There was no significant difference between the two groups
according to major offence, but 22% of failures compared

- with 8% of successes were also serving a sentence for

revocation of parocle. _

Iwo~thirds of failures compared with 50% of successes
were serving medium sentences of 2 - 5 years.

There is no significant difference between the groups

in length of non-parole period or period spent in prison
prior to release 1o parole,

Details of release to parole

The sample

16% of cases had special conditions of parole imposed,
largely relating to psychiatric treatment and drugs.

In 3% of cases the parole officer failed to recommend
release t0 parole or was neutral about release.
Three—-quarters were released 0 parole from predominantly
secured establishments., : : 7
19% were released to0 parole prior to the expiry of their
parole period under Section 6{(2)(a)(i) of the Parole of
Prisoners Act. '

In one-third of cases the period between date of release to
parole and expected date of release by remission was less
than 6 months,



-19 -

b) Comparisons between successes and failures on parole

A slightly higher proportion of successes (22%) were
granted remission on their non parole period (Section
6(2)(a)(i)) compared with failures (15%).

Ho other clear differences emerged between the two
groups.

. Profile of parolees who revoked

6.

7.

Conditions leading to subsequent revocation of parole

One third of revocations resulted from breach of
conditions only. '

90% of breaches occurred in N.S.W.

For cases of revocation resulting from an offence, two
thirds had committed property offences and 20% violent
offences. '

Of those parolees revoked for an offence, three quarters
committed an offence of the same category as their
original offence while 15% committed 2 more serious
offence than the original offence, '

95% of these offences resulting in revocation oécurred
in N.3.V.

Situation at the time of revocation

. 45% were revoked within 6 months of release to parole.

——— A -
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24% of revokees were still at large at the time of the
study.



DITALILED FINDINGS

Section A. FParoele Population Trends 1970-1974

1 Age at Conviection

There is a significant difference in age distribution over
the five yeaxr per}od for both successges and failures.

For successes, ) S 34.99, df = 16, significant at p ¢ .01 level
Por failures, X° = 41.002, df = 16, significant at p <.001 level
Suceesseg: Over the Tive years there has been a decrease in the
propovtion of offenders aged less than 20 yvears and an increase
in the proporticn aged 40 years and over. Cther age groups

Tt

remeined relatively stahle,

Failures: Althcugh there has been a decrease in the propertion
of offenders aged iess than 20 years, thig proportion hag
remained higher for feilures than foI successes. A slight
increase can be seer in the proporiion of offenders aged
hetween 20 and 40 years over the five years,



100%

90 -

NN

GRAPH 1: AGE AT CONVICTION
A o 3 = s P
2 P BEA T G ER

CODE

N

Under 20

20 €25

40 & over

" C.C. Current &

completed
R. Revoked



- 23 -

2. Original Offence

There is a significant difference in offence distribution
over the five-year period for both successes and failures.

For successes: X 2 = 34,99, 4df = 20, significant at p< .05 level
TFor failures: X2 =31.54, df = 16, significant abt p ¢ .05 Level

Successes: The proportion of offenders sentenced for homicides
and assaults over the period was very low (less than 10%) and
relatively stable, A similar stability can be seen in property
offences which accounted for over 50% of the total., - There was
a slight increase in the proporition of "other offences"which
would largely comprise drug and breach offences,

Failures: Property offenders comprised two-thirds of the total
and this proportion remained relatively stable over the five
years. The proportion of violent offenders was lower than for
the successes, and the trend for homicides and assaults in
particular has been a steady decrease after.1971.:
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S Sentence

There is a significant difference in sentence distribution
. over the five year period for successes but not for failures.

. Successes: 2 41.72, df = 16, significént at pZ.001 level
Failures: X_'z = 15,63, df =16, not significant at p{ .05 level

succegses

The proportion of short-sentenced offenders (sentences of
less than 2.years) has remained relatively constant over the five
years at between 20-25% of the total,

The proportion with sentences of 2 — 5 years has decreased
slightly, from 59% to 52%, but the proportion with long sentences
of 5 years and over has risen from 16% to 23%.

Failures

. The proportion of short-sentenced offenders has remained at
about 20% over the five years and similarly the proportion of
offenders with medium sentences of 2 - 5 years at about 60%,.

Long sentenced offenders comprised 15-20% of the total over

this period.
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4. ‘Non parole period

There is a significant difference in the distribubtion of non-
parole periods over the five year period for successes and Ffailures,

Successes: X 2 =104.97, df = 20, significant at p¢ .001 level
Failures: X ° = 31.54, af = 20, significant at p ¢ .05 level

Succesges

The proportion of offenders with short N.F.PS of less than
9 months increased from 27% to 37% over the five years, while
proportion with medium N.P.FSof 9 months -~ 2 years decreased
from 54% to 36%. The proportion with long N.P.P§ of 2 years
and over remained relatively stable, at between 15% and 20%.

Failures

Similarly, the proportion with short N.P.P.S (less than
9 months) increased from 21% to 35% over the five years,
However the proportion with medium N.F.P S remained relatively
stable at about 50% while the proportion with long N.E.P S of
2 years and over declined over the five years'from 23% to 11%.
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5. Revocation rates

Year Current-Completed | Revoked Total |[% revocation
1970 499 221 720 30.7
1971 528 269 797 33.8
1972 682 292 974 - 30.0
1973 898 398 1296 30,7
1974 892 397 1289 30,8

5 year Total 3499 1577 5076 31.0

Apart from the year 1971, revocation rates over the five
years have been remarkably similar at an average rate of 31%,
These rates represent revocations from releasges during a

particular year :

the 1974 entry indicates that of 1289

persons released during the calendar year, 397 persons were
subsequently revoked, a rate of 30.8%.
from those presented in Parole Board reports where total

These figures differ

revocation orders issued during a particular year are presented.

In interpreting these rates it must be remembered that
there has been a declining follow-up period for cases released
from 1970 onwards and that slight changes may occur over longer
periods of follow-up, '




SECT1on L, UORMPArlsSOon DEeTWeel Salple and all persons released
to parole durine 19074

Findings:

Table 1 age at conviection

Age Sample |Remainder of 1974 Total
Parole Population

20 years and less 53 346 399
21 - 24 64 : 305 369
25 - 29 36 199 235
30-39 32 146 178
40-49 11 71 82
50 and over 4 32 56
Total _ 200 - 1099 | . 1299

) _
X =6.02, af =5, not significant at p £ .05 level.

There is no significant difference between the sample of 200

and the 1974 parole population in terms of age at conviction.
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Table 2 Sentence Length

Sentence sample | Remainder of 1974 Total
Parole ropulation
less than 18 months 23 115 138
18 months & less than 3 yvears 77 433 51C
3 years & less than 5 years 61 325 386
5 years and over 3G 226 265
Total : 200 1099 1299

'ij = 0.35, df = 3, not significant at p ¢ .05 level.
There is no significant difference hetween the sample of 200
and the 1974 parole population in terms of the sentence length.




Table 3 Non-parole veriod

Fon parole period Sample | Remainder of 1974] Total
: parole population

6 months 52 361 T==ET§=
greater than 6 months &

less than 12 months 49 195 244
12 months & less than 18 months 29 187 216
18 months & less than 2 years 15 98 113
2 years and less than 3 years 20 125 145
3 years and less than 4 years 11 35 46
4 years and less than 5 years 3 13 16
5 years and over 4 17 21
N/A 17 68 85
Total 200 1099 1299 {

X % =12.04, af = 8, not significant at p £ .05 level.
There is no significant difference between the sample of 200
and the 1974 parole population in terms of the non-parole

‘period,
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Table 4 Offence

Offence Samﬁle Remainder of 1974 Total
parole population
Homicides & Assaults _ 19 81 . 100
Sexual Offences 1 i 108
Robbery 36 166 202
White Collar Offences 9 63 72
Property Offences 107 609 716
Other ' 18 83 101
Total 200 1099 1299

X 2=5.2,4r =5, not_significant at p < .05 level..
There is no significant difference between the sample of
200 and the 1974 parole population-in terms of the offence
type. :



Revocations

A Tinal check was made between the rate of revocations
for the 1974 sample compared with the total 1974 population.
For the sample, the revocation rate was 29% (58 cases in 200).
For the population the revocation rate was 30.8% (397 cases in
1289). '

These rates are not significantly different at p<.05
(X % =0.26, at =1). |
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SECTION C. DETAILED FINDINGS FOR SAMPIE OF 200

Part 1 : Social Factors

Table 5 Age at Release to Parole:

Age at Release Revoked Current-Completed
To Parole Ko, % No. | %
Under 20 o7 1241 8 5.6

20 - 24 21 36,2 60 42,4

25 - 29 11 19.0 1 21.8

30 - 39 14 24 .1 31 21.8

40 -~ 49 4 6.9 7 4.9

50 and over 1 1.7 5 3.5
Total 58 [100.0 | 142 | 100.0

The study revealed that almost half the prisoners released to
parole were under 25 years of age. The difference in age
distribution between the two groups is not statistically
significant (Y2 =2.791, af = 4) at .05 level of
probability, |
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Revoked Current-Completed
Category

No. % No, %
N.S.W. | 38 | 65.6 108 76,0
Other States of Austjii 19.0 19 12.0
Buropean Countries 9 15.4 17 12.0
Total 58 100,0 142 100,0

The vast majority of parolees in the sample were born in
N.8.W. The category "European Countries" includes England,
Germany, West Germany, Yugoslavia, Hollend, Greece, Malta,
Hungary, Spain, Czechoslovakia and Scotland. The category
"Other States of Aust." also includes FHew Zealand,*

There is no significant difference between successes and
failures in terms of birthplace (X 2 = 2.46, af = 2) at the .05
level of prcbability.

¥ 1,4% in Current-Completed group were born in New Zealand,
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Part 2 : Past Juvenile History

Table 7 Number of juvenile convictions:

Number of - Revoked Current-Completed
Juvenile Convictions No., | % No. %
Nil 25 43 .1 75 52.9

1 -2 11 18.9 31 21.9

5 and over 12 20.7 12 8.4
Not known 1 1.7 10 T.0
Total 58 100,0 142 100.,0

In hoth groups approximately half had experienced previous
juvenile convictions. The Revoked group has a considerably
larger percenﬁage of b or more juvenile convictions compared with
the Current-Completed group. The difference in the distribution
of the number of juvenile convictions between the two groups is
not statistically significant (?(2 =6,9%, df = 3) at .05 level
of probability.



Table 8 Number of juvenile commitments to institutions:

Kumber of Juvenile Revoked Current-Completed
Commitments to an

- Institution No. % No. %

) N/& 25 43 .1 75 52,9
Nil 7 12.1 27 19.0
1T -2 12 20,7 23 16,2
% and over 13 22.4 7 4.9
Not known 1 1.7 10 Te0
Total 58 100,0 142 100.0

The Current-Completed group has a slightly higher proportion of
no past committals to an institution whereas the Revoked group has
a significantly higher proportion of 3 or more juvenile committals.
The difference in number of juvenile commitments to institutions .
between the two groups is statistically significant at the .05
level of probability (X2 =14.55, df = 3). That is, the failures
have a significantly higher incidence of past juvenile commitments

than successges.
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Table 9 Most Serious Juvenile Offence Type:

Revoked Current—~Completed
Category No. % No. %
S por——e]
N/A - 25 43,1 75 52.9
Assaults - 7 12,1 7 4.8
Property 25 43.1 46 32.6
Other - - 4 2.7
Not known 1 1.7 10 7.0
Total 58 100.0 142 100.0

The.pr0portion of Property Offences in both groups was notably
higher than for any other offence type. The difference in offence
distribution between the two groups is not statistically significant,
(X:2 = 4,63, df = 2 for combined categories at 0.5 level of
probability). '
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Revoked Current-Completed
Corrective Measure -

No. % No., %
e L
Imprisonment 3 5.3 2 1.4
Comm, to Institution| 22 379 28 19.7
Probation 4 6.9 19 13.3
Bond 1 1.7 4 2.8
Fine 2 3.4 4 2.8
N/ A 25 43 .1 75 52.8
Not known 1 1i.7 10 7.0
Total , 58 100.0 142 100.0

The Revoked group showed a higher proportion of committals
to an institution as the most serious corrective measure, The
difference in category distribution between the two groups is
statistically significant at the .05 level of probability
(X2 =8.83, af =2 for combined categories).
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Part 3 : Pagt Adult History

Table 11 Number of adult convictions in past:

umber of Past Revoked CurrentTCompleted
Adult Convictions Yo. % No. g
Nil 6 10,3 32 22.6
1 10 17.3 26 18.3
2 7 12.1 21 14.8
3 T 12.1 14 9.9
4 -5 6 10.3 17 12.0
6 -7 6 10.3 14 9.8
8 -9 5 8.6 8 5.6
10 and over i0 17.3 7 4.9
Not known 1 1.9 3 2.1
Total 58 100,0 142 100,0

There was a significant difference between the 2 groups in
number of past adult convictions. Only 10% of the failures and
almost a quarter of the successes had no prior adult record., On
the other hand one revokee had a past conviction total of eighty-
nine, The difference in number of past advlt convictions between
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Table 12 Number of past adult imprisonments:

Number of Past Revoked Current—-Completed
Adult Imprisonments No. % No. %
N/A 6 10.4 32 22,6
Nil 6 10,4 34 23.9
1 11 19,0 27 19.1
2 9 15.5 18 12,7
3 9 15.5 7 4,9
4 -5 6 - 10,3 | 12 8.4
6 -7 5 8.6 3 0§ 2.
8 and over 5 8.6 6 4.2
Not known 1 1.7 3 2.1
Total 58 100.0 142 100,0

Almost half the SuqceSSeé compared with 20% of the failures
had 1o previbus adult imprisonment; The general pattern is that
the revoked group have experienced more imprisomments than the
successes. The difference between the two groups is statistically
significant (Xiz =18.35, df = 6 at ,05 level of probability).
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- Pable 13 Pattern of past adult offenceg:

Revoked Current-Completed

Category of offence

, No. % No. 7
Vioclent offence only 2 3.4 1 0.7
Property offence only 12 20,7 - 23 16.2
Other offence only - - 12 8.5
Combined Violent & Property 6 10.4 15 10.6
Combined Violent & Other 1 1.7 T 4.9
Combined Property & Other 30 51.7 48 33.8
N/A 6 1:0.4 32 22.5
Not known 1 LT 4 2.8
Total _ 58 100.0 142 100.0

For both groups approximately 16% had committed violent
offences in the past. Over three—quarters of the failures and
60% of successes had committed property offences. The
difference is not statistically significant at the 0,05 level
of probability (X 2 = 6.98, daf = 3).
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Revoked Current-Completed
_ Category of

- : offence No, % No. %
i Assaults 15 25.9 27 19,0
) Property 36 62.0 68 48.0
Cther - - 11 T7
N/A 6 10.4 32 22,5
Not Ikmown¥* 1 1.7 4 2.8
Total. 58 100.0 142 100.,0

* One of these is an interstate conviection, offence
a not known.

Both groups showed similar offence types in terms of the
most serious offence ()(2 =5.18, df =2 : not significant at
0.05 level of probability). ,

Approximately one.quarter of parolees had committed an
assault as their most serious past offence.
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Table 15 Most serious corrective measure for past adult offences:

Revoked Current-Completed
Measure

No. %% No. %
Imprisonment| 46 79.3 78 54.9
Bond 4 6.9 19 13.3
Fine 1 1.7 10 7.0
N/A 6 10.4 32 22.5
Not known 1 e 3 2.1
Total | 58 100.0 142 100.0

Over three guarters of the failures and half the successes
had experienced imprisonment in the past. A higher proportion of
the successes had been given a bond in the past. The difference
between the two groups, in regard to the most serious corrective
measure, ig sgtatistically significant al the .05 level of
probability (X 2 = 10.54, df = 2).
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Table 16 Number of times released o parole

in past:

Number of Times Revoked Current-Completed
Previously Released

to Parole No. % No. A
N/A 6 10.4 32 22.5
Nil 37 63.8 83 58.5

1 12 20,7 21 14.8

2 and over 2 3.4 3 2.1
Not known 1 1.7 3 2.1
Total 58 100.0 142 100.0

Approximately three quarters of subjects in each group had
not been released to parole in the past. About 17% of succesaes
and 25% of failures had previously ex@erieneed parole., This
difference is not significant at the .05 level of probablllty

(X 2 =14.38, af = 1).
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Part 4 : Period Prior to Release to Parole

Table 17 Current Offencs:

Revoked . Current—Completed
Category of

offence No. % No. | %
Homicides - L - 3 2.1
Major Assaults T 12.8 29 20.4
Minor Assaults 6 10.3 21 14.8
White Collar Crime 3 5.1 8 5.6
Property 39 67.2 - 66 46.5
Other 3 5e1 15 10.6
Total 58 100,0 142 100,0

Classification by original offence type reveals similarities
between both groups in all but one category. The failures committed
& higher proportion of property offences than the successes, A
higher proportion of failures (22.4%) were serving a sentence for
revocation of parole in addition to the current offence compared
with successes (8.5%). The difference in offence distribution
between the two groups is not statistically significant at .05
level of probability (X © = 3.49, af =1).




Table 18 Length of Current Sentence:

Sentence Revoked Current-Completed
Length No. % No. %
Less than 2 years 9 15.5 43 30.3
2 years & less than 5 years 40 69,0 69 48.6
5 years and over 9 15.5 30 21.1
Total- 58 100,0 142 100.,0

There are marked differences between the digtribution of

the two groups regarding sentence length.
compared with almost one-third of the successes had short
sentences of less than two years,

sentences of 2 - 5 years.

Cnly 15% of failures,

Over two-thirds of failures
and almost half the successes had been given medium length

Approximately 20% in both groups
had sentences of five years and over. The difference in

'distribUtion of length of current sentence between the two 
groups is statistically significant at .05 level of probability

(X 2 =17.25, af = 2).
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Table 19 Length of Non-Parole Period:

.Length of Non- Revoked Current-Completed
{Parole Period No. % No. )
Less than 9 months 12 20.7 51. 359
9 months & less than 18 months 24 41 .4 43 30.3
18 months & less than 3 years 12 20,7 23 16,2
3 years and over 5 8.6 13 9.2
N/ A& 5 8.6 12 8.4
{Total 58 100,0 142 100.0

Approximafely two~thirds of subjects in both groups had an
original non-parcle period of less than 18 months. A higher
- proportion of the successes had been given a short non-parole
period of less than 9 months (36%) compared with failures (21%).
However the difference in distribution between the two groups is
not statistically significant at the .05 level of probability
(X 2 = 4.79, az = 3).



Table 20 Non-Parole Period as proportion of sentence:

. N.P.P, as a Revoked Current-Completed

- proportion of -
the sentence No. % No. %

. 25% and less 13 | 22,4 33 23.2
30% - 49% 23 39.7 65 45.8
50% and over 17 29.3 31 21.8
N/A 5 8.6 13 9.2
Total 58 | 100.0 142  {100.0

The distribution of the two groups according to the K.P.P.
. as a proportion of the sentence is very similaf. For just under
one half of all subjects, the non-parole perlod comprises between
30% and 45% of total sentence.
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Table 21 Period in prison prior to releage to parole:

Périod in Prison Revoked Current—completed.
{Prior to Helease

to Parole No. % No. %

Less than 12 months 23 39.7 79 55.7

12 months & less than 2 years{ 22 38.0 37 26.1.

2 years and over 13 22.3 26 18.2

Total 58 100.0 142 100.0

Less than one-quarter of the subjects had spent over 2 years
in prison prior to release to parole, Over half the successes and
almost 40% of the failures had spent less than 12 months in custody
prior to release to parole. Differences between the two groups are
not statistically significant at the .05 probability level
(X 2 = 4.38, af = 2). |



o rart o ¢ betails of Release to Parole

Table 22 Special conditions of parole:

Revoked Current-Completed

Condition ,

- No. % No. %
Nil 50 86,2 117 82.5
One other 7 12.0 21 14,7
Two others 1 1.8 4 2.8
Total 58 100.0 142 100.0

Over 80% in both groups had no special conditions associated
with their parole order.1 Special conditions most Irequently
~imposed on both groups were related to psychiatric treatment and .

drugs. " B ' - ‘ :

1. See Appendix (1) for a list of the additional conditions.
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Table 23 Recommendation for parole:

Recommendation Revoked Current-Completed
for Parole No. % - No. | - %
Yes 56 96.6 138 97.2
Neutral i 1.7 4 2.8
Total 58 100.0 142 100.0

The perdentage of subjects in both groups for whom parole
was recommended by the probation and parcle officer is very high.
There were no caseg in the successful group where the parole
officer failed to recommend release to parocle, and only four
'neutral’ cases, | el o




Table 24 Zstablishment of releasge:

Type of Revoked Current-Completed
Bstablishment : No. % ~ No. %
Predominantly secured 43 T4.1 104 | T3.2
Open 15 25.9 %8 26.8
Total 58 100.0 142 100.0

Approximately three quarters of subjects in the sample had
been released from predominantly secured establishments. Both
the failures and successes had similar percentages in both
categories.
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Table 25  Feriod between expiry date of non-parole period and zctual
date of releage to varole: '

i Revoked Surrents-Completed

Category . .

Deleased BeforelReleased after |Released BeforelReleagsed aAfter

0. D o, % | o, 5 Ko, %

Same date - - - - 7 1 0.8 -
2 -6 4, 2 5.8 17 32.1 & 4.6 50 23.1
Td & less
than 2w 3 5T 4 Ted i0 TaT 15 11.5
2w & less
than 4 w 2 5.8 3 5.7 o 6,9 10 TaT
m & less ‘
than 3m 1 1.8 3 5.7 P 3.1 3 2.3
“m & less :
than 12m - - 3 5.7 - - 4 5.1
Total 8 15.1 45 84,9 30 P23 100 T76.9

sbbrevietions: d = day, w = week, m = month

Note: 5 revoked cases and 12 current-completed cases were nobt given a
H.,P.P. as they were serving a sentence of balance of parole.
Therefore these are excluded from this table.

Over three guarters of-subjects in the sample were released to parole
after the expiry of their non-parole period., Of these, more than half in
each group were released to parole within a week of the expiry date. For
those who were released to parole before the expiry of their non parole
period (under Section 6(2)(a)(i) of the Parole of Prisoners act), the
majority were given remissions of seven days to one month, A higher
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: Revoked Current-Completed
Period , ,
Lo, ;o Ho. | 75

Less than 6 months 14 54,2 52 36.8
6 nmonths and less than 12 months 17 29.3 44 31.0
12 months and legs than 18 months 17 29.3 14 5.8
18 nonths and over _ 10 1742 52 22.4
Total 58 100.0 142 100.0

For half of the failures and two-thirds of the successes the
period between the date of parole releage and expected date of
release by remission was less than 12 months. The range of
differences between the two dates for the successes is particularly
large — from 1 day to 3 years 11 wmonths. The difference in
distribution between the two groups is statistically significant
at the .05 level of probability (X ° =12.59, df = 3).
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trofile of rarolees who revoled

Part 6 : Conditions leading to subseguent revocation of parole.

Table 27 Reason for Revocation:

devoked

ldeason for Revocation

Breach conditiong only 18 31.0
further offence not resulting

in statutory revocation 2 3.4
Offence resuliing in Sentence

of 3 months and over 23 39.7
Offence and Breach of

conditions 15 25.9
Total 58 100.0

slmost one-third of revocations resulted from a breach
of conditions only. In 40#% of cases revocation resulted from
an offence which incurred a sentence of three months or more
(statutory revocation) and in one-quarter of cases there was
a combination of offence and breach of conditions leading %o
revocation.



Table 28 State in which breach of conditions ogceurred:

State in which Breach Revoked

of Conditions occurred Ko p
N.Sl‘i“!. 29 50.0
Interstate , 4 6.9
/A 25 43,1
Total 58 100.0

For 33 cases in which revocation resulted from breach of
conditions (alone or in conjunction with an offence}, almost
90% of breaches occurred in N.3.Y.
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Table 29  Nature of conditions breached:

Revoled
Conditions Breached#*
No. %
Hon~violation of law 2 5.4
Subjection to Supervision % .

Non-violation of law plus sub-
jection to supervision 8 13,7

Non violation of law plus
notification of change of
address and employment 2 3.4

Subjection to supervision
plus notification of change

of address and employment 18 31.0
N/ 4 25 43 .1
Total ' 58 100,0

* See appendix (2) for reproduction of Farole Order.

Conditions breached most frequently by revoked parolees
were numbers 2, 3, 4 and 5 of the Parole Order. These conditions
oomprise subjection to the supervision and guidance of a parole
officer, reporting to a parole officer as directed, notification
of a change in employment and notification of a change in address.
No subjects in the sample were revoked for association with any
persons specified by the parcle officer or for fregquenting any.
place or district designated bv the narole officer.



Revoked

Category

- No. %
Major aAssaults 5 8.6
Minor Assaults 3 51
White Collar Crime i Te7T
Property 27 | 46.5
Other 4 6.8
N/A 18 31.0
Total 58 100.0

Almogt half the subjects were revoked for committing
a property offence and 15% had committed a violent crime
(major or minor assault).
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Table 31  Original Offence and Offence for which parole revoked:

Uriginal Offence
Revokead

Offence resulting Against Against
in Revocation Ferson Froyerty Other Total No,

e e—- e
Against Person 1 6 - 7
Againgt Froperty 1 28 - 29
Other 1 2 1 4
/A 2 14 -2 18
Total 5 50 3 58
Offence type Revoked
resulting in o, %
Revocation _ _ I
More serious than original 6 10.4
Same as original 30 51.7
Less serious than original 4 6.9
N/ A 18 31.0
Total 58 100.0)

Over half of these subjects were revoked for the same
category of offence as their original offence., In 10% of
cagses revecabion resulted from a more seriocus offence than
the original offence.




Table 32 State in which conviction for offence regulting in
revocation occurred:

Revokead
State of Conviction No. a6
;‘noi’jcﬂjl 58 65.5
interstate 2 545
N/A 18 31.0
Total 58 100.0

S5% of those convicted of an offence Were convicted
in N.3.¥.
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Part 7 : Situation at time of Revocation.

Table 33 Teriod between date of release to parole and date of
revocation:

rferiod from date of Revoked

release to revocation ‘ o, %
less than % months 9 15.5:
3 months & less than é months 17 29,2
6 months & less than 9 months 10 17.2
9 months & less than 12 months 8 13.9
12 months & less than 18 months 14 24..2
Total 58 100.0

Note that the follow-up period for this sample was eighteen
months., '

Almost half of the subjects were revoked within 6 months
of their release date but one quarter were revoked after twelve

months under parole supervision.
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period:
Revoked

Period 0. %
less than 12 months 24 41.5
12 months and less than 2 years 19 5247
2 yearsg and over 12 19.6
Hot known 3 5.2
Total : 58 100,0

In over half the cases of revocation, subjects had
more than twelve months of parole supervision to complete at
the time of revocation and conseguently would be liable to
spend more than twelve months in prison serving the balance
of parole in the absence of other factors (e.g. another
sentence of revocation resulted from an offence).
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Table 35 Revocation before or after expiry of varcle period:

Rewvoked
Category ,
Ho. 7
Before expiry date 54 93.1
After expiry date 1 1.7
N/ A 3 5.2
Total 58 100,0

In over 90% of cases revocation occurred before
the expiry date of the parole period,




Yarv 8 : Situation after revocation and return to prison.

Table 36 Period between revocation and reception into Prison:

Revocation before

Revocation after

Feriod between revocation imprisonment loprisonment
and impriscnment .
Ho. % of totaliNo. ¢ of total
revocationsg revocations
less than 2 weeks 14 24..2 4 6.9
2 weeks & less than 4 weeks 5 8.6 8 13.8
1 month and over 5 8.5 6 10,3
Not known 16 27.7 - -
Sub Total 40 69.0 18 31.0

In almost TOj% of cases the parocle order was revoked prior to
receptioh into prison. The remaining cases répresent parolees who
were held awaiting court appearances or serving sentences for
offences committed during parole : in most czses the revocation
order'was issued within four weeks of the person's imprisonment.
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Table 37 3till a2t large:

Revoked

Still at Large

L No, 73

=

Yes < 14 24 .1
Lo 42 T2.4
EfK 2 3.5
Total h8 100,0

Over 70% of the revokees had been imprisoned Following the
order to revoke. 24.1% were still at large at the time of the
study. '



1. Inplications of five vear trends

it has been found that the revocation rate for persons
released vo parole has remained relatively constant at 31%
over five years, despite some changes in the composition of
parole po;ulations during that period. These changes in age,
offence, sentence and non-parole period, while statistically
significant, have been small in absolute magnitude and do not
indicate a clear trend.

it arpears that a slightly lower proportion of young
People under 25 years are being paroled than previously, that
more property offenders and violent offenders are being
released to parole and that more persons are released to parocle
having served less than nine months in paison.

iiether the result of chance or Parole Board policy, these
changes in parole composition have not, it appears, adversely
affected the revocation rate and have resulted in a higher
absolute number of successful paroless. for example, the
number of young persons under 25 years at the time of convietion
and released to parole over 1970-74 increased by 64%: revocations
for this group increased by 50% and successful cases increased
by T1%.
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Loreover the policy of releaging more violent offenders to
parole appears o hove been justified in terms of parole success:
of 1456 violent offenders released to parole over 1970-74, 1123
have not revoked, representing a 77% success rate. This compares
well with the 69 success rate for parolees in general,

Thus in terms of the four basic factors studied, age,
offence, sentence and non-parole period, the changes in typres of
offenders granted parole does not appear to have affected
revocation rates over the five year period., Yet during this
time the number oFf persons granted parole increased by Just under
80%. This reflects a Parole Board policy to release to parole as
many priscners with non-parole periods specified by the courts as
poseible, and again this wider selection rate does not arpear to
have adversely affected the revocation rate over the period
studied.

However in absolute numbers, revocations have almost
doubled from 221 in 1970 %o 397 in 1974. The effect of this on

the prison population is doubtful. On the one hend a high parole.

release rate reduces the daily prison population, but usually
revckees return to prison to serve a longer 'balance of parole!
period than the pericd which would have been served if released
to remission. 4 detailed prison population study would be
required'to elucidate these effects, since at this stagé it was
not possible to follow up all those serving a balance of varole




in relation to reparcls.

2 Implications of gample study

a) Tmplications for prediction

A ﬁumber of stoaiistically significant differences emerged
between the successes and fallures in the sample, luargely relating
to past criminal activity. The failures had proportionately more
commitments to juvenile institutions, more adult convictions, more
past adult impriscnments and more incidence of failure on parole
in the past., However other factors studied such as age, birth-
place, offence, sentence, non-parole pericd, recommendations for
parcle, institution released from and parole conditions did not
differentiate the successes and failures except for the slight
indication that successes exhibited more fexcellent' behaviour
in prison resulting in Section 6(2){(a)(1) remission.

In brief, it appears that the failures on parole are
largely the same people who failed when given other corrective
measures, whether relatively severe (juvenile commitment,
imprigsomment; or designed for rehabilitation {parole). Yet no
other bases for a prediction model emerged. Irom a cogt-benefit
point of view it is doubtful whether the task of Tormulating
prediction equations would be worth while.
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This is the conclugion reached by Sizon1 who stated:
", ...While greater predictive power obviocusly would be desirable,
efforts put into refining prediciion studies based on pre-
treatment date may have reached the point of diminishing returns.
Although there are regervations connected with difficulties of
measurenent and analysis, the accunmulated evidence suggests that
for a large 'middle range! of offenders it is unlikely that
future criminal behaviocur can be vdredicted to a useful extent
from e knowledge of past history."

The value of statistical prediction for making decisions
about parole for N.5.W. prisoners seems doubtful when considered
with the observation above that the Izrole Board's liberal
policies in terms of selection revios and iypes of offenders
released to parole apparently have not z2ffected the rate of
failure on parole. However it mey be valuable to undertake a
prediction study incorporating other factors discussed below.

b) Implications for supervision

For the supervising probatidn and parole officer, very few
relevant findings have emerged from the study. Certain features
of the 'failure prone' parolee, probably recognized intuitively,
may have been confirmed: that the parolee &t risk ig likely to be

1. simon F.H, ZTPrediction Methods in Criminology
Home Office research Studv 7. 1671 "nlTH8
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istter trait common to the majority of offenders released to
rarole) and less likely to have been granted remission on his
non-parole period.

The study also confirms the general belief that the first

six months of parole (when almost half the failures occur) are of
rz jor importance. WO possible implications of these findings are

that:

1; ‘intensive supervision should be given to young, repeated
offenders

2 intensive supervision should be given during the first six

months of parole.

Zovever in cost-benefit terms these soclutions may be impractical.
17 all cases in our sample of 200 parolees had been given six
~onths! intensive parole supervision it is possible that half the
revocations (say 27) would not have occurred. Yet these 27 people
represent less than 15% of the total parole sample. Hence it
cculd be argued that intensive supervision of all cases in order
$o zlter the outcome For 15% is wasteful of valuable resources.

¢) Implications for the community

‘Many members of the community may welcome humane,
enlightened treatment for prisoners, including the opportunity
Tor resettlement into society under parole supervision. Houever
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most members of the public may also become digstressed if prisoners
released to parole used their period of supervised liberty to
endanger the life, limbs and property of the citizen. To a large
extent, the public can be reassured by the findings of this study.

Firstly, less than one third of the sample failed on parole,
0f the failures, about one third were for breaches only, leaving
approximately 20% of the total sample who were convicted of
further orffences committed during parole., These offences were
largely property offences: thus the risk of a person released to
parole committing a property offence is about one in ten and for
a violent offence (assault, threatened assault etc.) the risk is
about one in forty.

Secondly, the behaviour of a parolee who is revoked for
breach of parole conditions would not, one assumes, cause the
public any immediate concern, Thus the failure rate relevant to
gsocial concern is the failure rate resulting Irom offences or azbout
20%. It is tempting then to argue that the term 'failure' should
be reserved for those who are revoked for offences on parole and
not for breach of conditions. This wouvldd also have the effect of
increasing the success rate to almost 80%. On the other hand, a
cynical obsgerver might suggest that »ersons who breach their
parole conditions (not reporting, changing jobs and addresses
without notification) are likely to be engaged in criminal
activities that are not detected and vrovertv offences in




Naturally the guestion OL uUndetected OIIelRCes WUrlng parole
should not be discounted: it 1is & difficult issue that cannot be
answered by this study. However on the basis of available evidence
it appears that the risk posed to the public by paroclees is not
excegsive, especially when it is remembered that in time all of
these offenders would be released from prison and at libexrty to
commit offences, and that for 80% of persons released under parole
supervision there is no evidence that the period of earlier
liberty is used for committing offences.

d) Implications for future research

A number of times in this study2 it has been stressed that
only a limited number of variables have been considered in
analysing success and failure on parole. For pragmatic reasons,
uniformly available record data was used_in the analysis and past
criminal history emerged as the most significantv area of difference
between the two groups.

Now it appears that it may be necessary to include other
variables in order to obtain a more comprehensive basis for
examining success and failure. In particular it is likely that
employment factors and family relationships would have contribubted
to past failures and/or failure on parcle. Information on these

2. See ‘'implications for prediction' above.
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variables was not uniformly available in the parole records and
there are methodological difficulties in attempting to obtain
such data for the 58 revokees in our sample at this stage:
difficulties in locating the supervising probation and parcle
officer 1n each case, in obtaining unbiased data when the parolee
has been labelled as a fallure and in designing questions that
would elicit objective data but allowing for critical shades of
difference.

One solution fto the problem would be to design a detailed
study of psychological/sociological variables relevant to
parolees and apply this to a sample of persoans recently released
to parole., After a suitable follow-up period (say, 2 years), an
analysis of successes and failures cculd be made.

A more immediate answer o the question 'Do failures differ
from successes in terms of employment and family variables?!?
could be approximated from the results of a study currently being
undertaken by the Research Divigion in which detailed information
including these variables is being obtained from probation and
parole officers for a large sample of persons released to parole
from the Work Release programme., Although these parolees would
have experienced a selected correctional programme, they appear
to be similar to other parolees in terms of offence digstribution




and sentence,” Thus it is hoped that the analysis of data on
parolees from Work Release will provide some tentative
conclusions about the relationship between conditions
experienced during parole and parole success.

3. According to monthly statistics compiled by the Research
Division on Work Releasees. See also Annual Report,
N.3.W. Department of Corrective Services 1974-75.
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ATPENDIX 1

ADDITIONAL CONDITIONS WHICH ARE IMPOSED, WHERE
APPROFRIATE, O PERSONS ADMITTED 10 PAROCLE.

The parolee shall abstain from intoxicating liquor.

The parolee shall abstain from intoxicating liguor and shall
not visit hotels nor shall he visit such other licensed
premises as nay be directed by the FParole Officer.

The parolee shall refrain from gambling.

The parolee shall refrain from gambling and shall not visit
places where gambling is conducted.

The parolee shall refrain from the use of, and shall not have
in his possession, any drug except in accordance with the
prescription of a registered medical practitioner.

The paroleé shall enter sveeececscocevraons eeeeeesl(hospital)
and shall not.leave until he is discharged by the Medical

Superintendent.,

The parolee-shall attend at such place as the Parole Officer
may direct for the purpose of undergoing psychiatric and
other medical treatment.




Parole supervision shall be in conjuncition with the
fetesieeatetecenneeesensnsss.Crobation and Parole Service
provided that should he return to New South Jales before
the date of expiration of the Parole Order the parolee
shall report to the Parole Officer within seven (7) days of
his arrival.

The parolee shall not contact nor communicate with his wife or
any of his children,

The parolee shall not visit any hotel.

The parolee not to contact, communicate with or molest

...l‘-......‘.....‘...-..‘."..
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ArPENDIX 2

Parole of Irisoners Act, 1966, as amended
NOTTFICATION OF RELEASE ON PAROLE

4fter consideration of the case Of PriSONET seesreveoceess

——
.I...H.lO..0......lll.’.‘.‘l"..0..‘...'...“...l‘.‘ﬂ....o..-l.‘

court “Iho a‘t* .'.E.......“O'.O'll0.0I.'l..Oll.l..O-.‘..........l....

Da.te on ...l.t-'l...'IOl..-."ll..l.l...l-...."..l‘cII...C...IC.._.

@ega’te Tf‘fas Sentenced to 0P & &P OIS RS ST STERES & & & & 0BG S BB NS S e e e S - e B
term
for the Offence (S) Of L R BN B BN B NN B B B B AN N N N ) ® 0 00 &P ¢SSR TR

Short T R R R I T T T
degeription
' the Parole Board pursuant to the provisions of the Parole of
Prisoners act, 1966, as amended, has authorized and directed by
order in writing (which order is hereinafter referred to as the
parole order) that you the said prisoner (hereinafter referred +to ag
the parolee) be released from prison on parole.

The parole order shall be in force for the period commencing
on the date of release and LTErMiNAting ON veeeeececocvocescosceesss
and shall be subject to ihe following terms and conditions:

1. the parolee shall be of good behaviour and shall not violate the
law;



of

the parolee ghall report to a parcle officer, or other person
nominated by a parole officer, in the mammer and at the times
directed and shall be available for interview at such times and
places as the parole officer or his nominee may from time to time
diréct;¥

the parolee shall enter into employment arranged or agreed upon
by the parole officer and sha 11 notify the parole officer of
any intention to change his employment before such change
occurs, or if this be impracticable, then within such period

as may have been directed by the parole officer;

the parolee shall reside at an address arranged or agreed upon
by the parole officer and shall notify the parole officer of any
intention to change his address before such change cccurs, or

if this be impracticable, then within such period as may have
been directed by the parole officer;

the parolee shall not associate with any persons specified by
the parole officer;

the parolee shall not frequent or visit any place or district
designated by the parole officer.

The attention of the parolee is directed to the summary overleaf,
section 6 of the Parole of Prisoners Act, 1966, as amended,

For and on behalf of the Parole Board:

LN BB BN IR BN I BN B BE R BN BN BN BN RN BN N B B R RN R R R R ........‘.........lO........Secretary

(TO BE HANDED T0O FRISONER OW RELZASE)
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TABLE 1: ACGE AT CONVIGTION
a} Current/Completed Group
1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975

AGE N N % N % N N N o,

Under 20 131 | 28, 126. [ 23.9 | 171 | 25.1 [ 178 [ 19. 169 | 18, 259 | 282

20 < 25 184 | 32. 204 | 38.7 | 269 | 39.4 | 357 { 39. 335 | 37. 410 | 38.2

25 € 30 79 14. 76 14.4 o6 | 14.1 126 | 14. 183 | 18. 198 | 18.5

30 ¢ 35 a2 8. 45 8.5 61 B.9 g7 | 1 79 8. 73 7.3

35 < 40 36 7 25 a.,7 38 5.6 a6 5 55 6. 33 3.6

ap < 45 22 a 27 5.1 24 3.5 49 5. 38 a. 48 4.5

45 £ 50 19 3 10 1.9 13 1.9 27 | 3. 23 2. 21 2.0 -

50 & over 15 3 15 2.8 10 1.5 21 2. ao 3. 18 1.7
~|ToTAL 199 | 100, s28 |170.0 | 682 | 100.0 | 898 | 100. gs2 | 190.10 | 1070 | 100.0




TABLE T: ABE AT CONVICTION

b) Revoked Group

1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975
AGE N % N % N % N | % N % N %
UNDER 20 g2 41.6 S0 33.5 84 28.8 100 25.1 101 25.4 a7 28.3
2025 74 33.5 oz 34.1 122 41.7 154 38.7 154 38.0 60 35,2
25¢ 30 s 21 9.5 34 12.6 35 12.0 69 173 23 18.4 34 20.5
3035 11 5.0 26 9.7 27 9.2 32 8.0 29 7.3 9 5.4
35 <40 9 4.1 12 4.5 13 4.5 13 3.3 15 3.8 10 6.0
40 €45 7 3.2 10 3.7 5 1.7 16 4.0 15 3.8 2 1.2
45 <50 4 1.8 4 1.5 4 1.2 7 1.8 7 1.8 2 1.2
50 & over 2 0.2 1 0.4 2 0.7 7 1.8 6 1.5 2 1.2
N/K 1 0.4
TOTAL 221 1100.0 269 100.0 292 100.0 398 100.0 397 | 1046.0 166 100.0
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Appendix 3
TABLE T: AGE AT CONVICTION

c) Total

1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975
AGE N % | N % N % N % N % N o
UNDER 20 223 34.0 216 27.14 255 26.3 275 21.2 270 20.9 306 24,8
204 25 238 33.0 296 37.2 391 20.2 | 511 39.4 485 37.8 490 | 38.0
254 30 91 12.6 110 13.8 131 13.4 195 15.0 236 18.3 232 18.8
30 £ 35 53 7.4 71 8.9 88 9.0 | 129 | 0.0 | 108 8.4 87 7.0
35¢< 40 45 6.3 37 4.6 51 5,2 59 4.6 70 5,4 48 3.9):
ap < 45 29 2.0 37 4.6 29 3.0 65 5.0 53 8.1 50 4.0
45 <50 23 3.2 14 1.8 19 1,7 34 2.6 30 2.3 23 1.9
50 B over 17 2.4 16 2.0 12 1.2 o8 | 2.2 36 2.8 20 1.6
N/K 1 0.1
TOTAL 7220 |100.0 | 797 | 100.0 974 } 100.0 {1296 | 100.0 | 1289 | 100.0 | 1236 100.0




TABLE TII: OFFENCE

Current/Completed
1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975

OFFENCE | NP % N % N | % Nl o N| % N|o%
HOMICIDES & FELATED 12 2.4 42 2.3 10 1.5 20 2.2 22 2.5 15 1.4
ASSAULTS 19 3.8 21 4,0 30 4.4 52 5.8 49 5.5 67 6.3
ROBEERY & EXTORTION 53| 10.6 70 ‘ 13.3 g7114.2 1071 11.9 151 1| 16.9 173 15.2
SEXUAL * 741 14.8 771 14.6 731 10.7 7 80 8.9 a1 10.5 23 8.7
WHITE COLLAR 41 8.2 31 5.9 35 5.1 a3 4.8 B8l 6.5 a7 4.4
PROFPERTY 2721 54.6 279 | 52.9 374154,.91 804 56.2§ 437 45.0 535 | 49.9
DRUGS 2 0.4 12 2.3 g 1.3 30 3.3 21 2.4 50 a,7
BAEACHES 17 3.4 11 2.1 34 5.0 47 5.2 34 3.8 57 5.3
OTHER o o| 1.8] 18| 2.8 2o 2.9) 18| 1.7| =8| 2.9 33| 3.1
TOTAL 499 1100,0 5281100.0 682 1100.0 898 {100.0 892 1100.0 {1070 § 100.0

* Excludes prostitution,
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Appendix 3
- TABLE IT: OFFENCE

Revoked

1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975
OFFENCE N % N | % N % | N % N % N o
HOMICIDES & RELATED al 1.4 | 9| a.a| 8 ;2.7 2| 0.5
ASSAULTS al 1.8 | 12| a5 6! 2.1 1 15| a.8| 13| 3.3 4| 2.4
ROBEERY & EXTORTICN 22 | 10.0 | a0f11.2 | a1f1a.0 | a2l 106 s2|13.1 | 18| 10.8
SEXUAL 12| 5.4 | 16| 5.9 | 13| 4.5 | 19 a.8{ 14| 3.5 3l 1.8
WHITE COLLAR 91 4.1 | 10| 3.7 721 2.4 | 13| 3.3} 15| a.8 5| 3.0
PROFERTY 156 { 70.4 {18a|68.a | 192|65.7 |288| 72.2 | 273|68.7 | 123 | 7a.2
DRUGS ~ 3| 1.4 3l 1.4 2| 0.7 a{ 1.0 8| 2.0 6] 3.6
BREACHES 11 | s.0 al 1.5 | 18| 6.2 | 14| a5 13] 3.3 al|l =2.a
loTHER 1] 0.5 1| 0.4 5[ 1.7 1] 0.3 9| 2.3 | 3| 1.8
TOTAL 221 {100.0 | 269 |100.0 | 292 |100.0 | 398 |100.0 | 397 .0 | 1es | 100.0




TABLE II: (FFENCE

e}

Total
15970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975

OFFENCE N o N % N % N % N % N %
HOMICIDES & FELATED 15 2.1 1 21 2.61 18 1.8 22 1.7 22 1,7 { 15 1.2
| ASSAULTS 23 3.2 | 33 4,11 36 3.71 67 5.2 62 a.8| 7 5.7
ROBBERY & EXTORTION 75 | 10.4 |100 | 12.5] 138 { 14.2| 149 | 11.5| 203 | 15.7 { 191 15.5
SEXUAL 86 {11.9{ 93 | 11.7]| @6 8.8] 99 7.6 | 108 8.4 95 7.8
WHITE COLLAR 50 6.9 | 41 5.1| 42 4.3) 56 4,31 73 5.7 52 4,2
PROPERTY 228 | 59,5 | 463 | 58.2| 566 | 58.2{ 792 | 64.2| 710 | 55.2 | 658 53.3
DRUGS s{ 0,20 15 1.9 11| 1.4] 38] 28| 29| 2.2]| =8 4.5
BREACHES o8 3.9] 15 1.9] s2 5.3 61 a,71 47 3.6 61 4.9
OTHER 10 1.4 | 16 2.0 25 261 16 1.2| 35 2.7 36 2.9
TOTAL 720 |100.0 | 797 | 100.0{ 974 |100.0 {1295 }100.0 [1289 | 100.0 [1236 | 100.0
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Appendix 3
TABLE TII: LENGTH OF SENTENCE
Current/Completed
1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975
SENTENCE N % N % N % N % N % N %
UNDER 12m 3 0.6 11} 1.6 12 1.3 5] 1.7 10 0.9
1om £ 18m 3| 7.6 { 86 10.5 61| 8.9 50 | 10.0 88 { 9.9 | 141 13.2
18m £ 2y 67 | 13.4 | 82 | 156.5 | 128] 18.5 | 141 5.7 | 114§ 12.8 | 175 | 16.4
2y < 3y 168 | 33.8 | 144 | 27.3 | 201| 29.5 { 268 | 29.9 | 213 | 23.8 | 255 | 23.7
3y € 4y 95 [ 19.0 | 24 | 17.8 | 114]| 18.7 | 151 6.8 | B2 18.2 | 159 | 14.9
4y < Sy 31 | 6.2 | 52 9.8 511 2.5 68 7.6 93 | 10.4 92 8.6
5y < 10y 69 | 13.8 | 87 | 16.5 6] 14.1 144 | 16,0 | 179 ] 20.1 | =00 | 18.7
10y+ 9| 1.8 | 10 1.9 o2l 3.2 24 2.7 28 | 3.1 38 3.6
N/B 22 4.4
{ToTAL 499 [100.0 | 528 {100.0 | e82|100.0 | sss | 100.0 | B892 {100.0 | 1070 | 100.0




TABLE TII: LENGTH OF SENTENCE

Revoked

1970 - 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975
SENTENCE N o N % N % N % N % N %
UNDER 12m - - 1 0.4 4 1.4 3 0.8 4 1.0 - -
12m £ 18m 13 5.9 14 5,2 19| 6.5 23 5.8 | 30 7.6 16 9.6
18m & 2y 28 { 12,7 40 | 14.9 36 { 12.3 45 | 11.3 55 | 13.9 30 | 18.1
2y £ 3y 62 | 28.0 71 | 26.3 g2 28.0 134 § 33.6 | 119 | 29.9 51 | 30.7
3y £ ay 47 { 21.3 69 | 25,7 70| 24.0 87| 21.9| 781{ 19.6 22 | 13.2
dy £ Sy 20 9.0 18 6.7 36| 12.3 a8 9.5 53| 13.4 17 | 10.2
Sy & 10y 30 | 13.6 as | 18.2 39| 13.4 61} 15.3 54 | 13.6 26 | 15.7
10y+ 7 3.2 7 2.6 6 2.1 7 1.8 4 1.0 4 2.4
N/S 14 | 6.3
TOTAL 221 -}100.0 269 | 100.0 | . 282 | 400.0 398 {100.0 | 397 | 100.0 166 1100.0
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Appendix 3
TABLE IITI: LENGTH OF SENTENGE

Total

1970 1974 1972 1973 1974 1975
SENTENCE N % N % N % - N % N % N %
UNDER 12m - - 4 0.5 15 1.8 15 1.2 19 1.5 10 0.8
12m £ 1Bm 59 7.1 70 8.8 80 8.2 113 8.7 | 118 9.2 157 § 12.7
18m € 2y 95 | 13.2 122 { 15,3 162 | 16.6 165 | 4.4 | 189 | 13.1 205 | 16.6
2y { 3y 230 | 31.9 215 | 26.9 283 | 29.1 402 | 30,9 | 332 | 25.7 306 | 24.8
3y € Ay 142 | 19.7 163 | 20.5 184 | 18.9 238 | 18.4 | 240 | 18.6 181 | 14.6
4y € Sy 51 7.1 70 8.8 87 8.9 106 8.2 | 145 | 11.3 109 8.8
5y € 10y 95 | 13.8 136 | 17.1 135 | 13.9 205 | 15.8 | 233 | 18.1 226 | 18,3
10y+ 16 2.2 17 2.1 28 2.9 31 2.4 32 2.5 42 3.4
N/S 36 5.0
TOTAL 720 }100.0 757 1400.0 874 {100.0 | 1256 | 100.0 [1289 | 100.0 | 1236 | 100.0
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TABLE TV:

NON-PAROLE PERTOD

purrent/Completed
1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975

NePoPe N % N % N % N o N % N 9%
6m € Sm 134 | 26,5 175 1 33.0 257 | 37.7.| 31e§ 35.4 331 { 37.1 374 34.9
Sm ¢ 12m 70 | 14.0 8g | 8.9 115 | 16.9 123 | 13.7 117 | 13.1 150 17,7
12m ¢ 18m 140 { 28.1 g7 | 18.4 191 | 16.3 180 | 20.0 136 | 15.2 189 17.7
18m {2y 59 { 11.8 51 9,7 a9 7.2 78 8.7 74 8.0 53 5.0
2y &Sy 66 | 13.2 gs | 5.9 95| 3.9 119} 13.3 164 | 18.4 | 159 14,9
Sy+ 9 1.8 10 1,9 wl 2.3 18| 2.0 17 1.9 16 1.5
NoAe 21 4,2 17 3.2 39 5.71 62| 8.9 56 6.3 8s B.2
NoS, - - - - - - - - - - q 0.1
TOTAL 499 1400.0 528 | 400.0 682 | 100.0{ 8ss | 100.0 | @92 | 100.0 | 1070 | 100.0
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Appendix 3
TABLE IV: NON-PAROLE PERTOD
Revoked
1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975
NePoPa N o, N o N % N % N % N o,
£ 6m - - - - - - - - - - 1 0.6

Bm < 9m a6 20.8 69 25.6 75 25.7 (132 .6 {137 34.5 a7 28.3
Sm < 12m a4z 19.0 35 13.0 38 13.0 62 15.6 63 15.9 29 17.5
12m £ 18m 43 19.5 65 24,2 77 26.4 as 22.1 80 20.2 31 18.7
18m £ 2y 27 12.2 a3 12.3 34 11.6 39 9.8 a1 10.3 20 12.0
2y & By 44 | 19.9 53 19.7 37 2.7 56 14,1 a1 10.3 22 13.3
Sy+ 7 3.2 6 2.2 10 3.4 8 2.0 4 1.0 1 0.6
NaAa ' 12 5.4 8 3.0 21 7.2 22 5.5 31 7.8 15 9.0
N.S. - baad - - - - '] - D-B - - - -
TOTAL 221 0.0 {269 |100.0 | 292 | 100.0 {398 |4100.0 }397 |100.0 | 166 | 100.0

LA BN



Total

1971

o oew &~

1970 1972 1973 1974 1975

NePuPe N % N % N % N % N % N %

< 6m - - - - - - - - - - 1 0.1
6m < Om 180 | 25.0 { 244 | 30.7 | 332 | 3a.0 | 440 | 33.9 | 468 | 6.3 | 421 | 34.1
on < 1om | 112 | 158§ 124 | 5.6 | 183 | 15.7 | 185 | 1.3 § 80 | 1.0 | 219 | 17,7
12n < t6m | 183 | 25.4 | 2| 20,3 | 188 | 193} 28 | 207 | 216 | 168 | 220 | 17.8
18m ¢ 2y 86 | 11.9 sa | 10.5 83{ 85} 17| 9.0 | 112 8.7 73 5.9
2y < Sy 1m0 | 5.3} 192} 17.8 | 32| 13.6 | 175 | 13.5 | 205§ 15.9 | 181 | 14.6
Sy+ 16| 2.2 6| 2.0 % | 2.7 26 2.0 | 21 1.6 17 1.4
NoAs 33| 4.6 25 | 3.1 60| 6.2 84 6.5 87 6.7 | 103 8.3
NeSe - - - - - - 1 0.1 - - 1 0.1
TOTAL 720 {100.0 | 797 |100.0 | 972 |100.0 | 1296 { 100.0 | 1289 | 100.0 | 123 '100.dA"
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