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Mission Statement

The Alabama Sentencing Commission shall work to establish 
and maintain an eff ective, fair, and effi  cient sentencing system for 
Alabama that enhances public safety, provides truth-in-sentencing, 
avoids unwarranted disparity, retains meaningful judicial discretion, 
recognizes the most effi  cient and eff ective use of correctional 
resources, and provides a meaningful array of sentencing options.
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December 16, 2020

Honorable Kay Ivey, Governor of Alabama
Honorable Tom Parker, Chief Justice, Alabama Supreme Court
Honorable Steve Marshall, Attorney General, State of Alabama 
The Honorable Members of the Alabama Senate
The Honorable Members of the Alabama House of Representatives 
The Citizens of Alabama 

The State of Alabama continues to seek ways to improve its criminal 
justice system.  This past year was especially challenging for the world, and 
COVID-19’s infl uence on Alabama’s criminal justice system was very 
noticeable.  The upcoming year will be critical in continuing to craft a plan 
forward with all areas of Alabama’s system.  The Alabama Sentencing 
Commission stands ready to assist in any way we can.
 
Due to the pandemic, the 2020 Regular Session of the Alabama Legislature 
did not witness much activity with criminal justice legislation.  In April 2019, 
the United States Department of Justice submitted a letter to Governor Ivey 
detailing the results of an investigation into the conditions of Alabama 
Department of Corrections prisons for men.  Governor Ivey responded and 
established the Governor’s Study Group on Criminal Justice Policy through 
Executive Order No. 718.  The momentum from the Study Group’s eff ort 
was thwarted by the pandemic, but the upcoming legislative sessions will 
undoubtedly see a lot of discussion and eff ort put into the State’s criminal 
justice system.
  
Monitoring and evaluating criminal justice information are central 
components of the Commission’s work.  The fi gures presented in this annual 
report represent the pre-Covid-19 timeframe, but are useful evaluating the 
status of the system directly before this past spring.  The collection and analysis 
of current information will be become paramount this year as Alabama 
assesses the change(s) to the system, and the reactions as criminal justice 
operations begin to re-open and conduct business on a more regular basis.  

The past year was challenging.  The Commission is committed to helping 
Alabama move forward continuing to improve the State’s criminal justice 
system.  
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Where Does Alabama Go From Here?  

The data and information in this year’s Commission Report refl ects 
pre-2020 information.  It is impossible however not to recognize that the 
past year changed the world including Alabama’s criminal justice system.  
The Commission’s upcoming year will be challenging gathering, accessing, 
and using current information to make the most informed decisions moving 
forward in a continuing changing criminal justice environment.  

Sentencing Standards and Criminal Justice Information

The Sentencing Standards continue to be the central component to the 
State’s sentencing system.  Over 80 percent of all individuals convicted each 
year are subject to the Sentencing Standards, and a majority of all felony 
convictions are subject to the Presumptive Sentencing Standards for 
non-violent off enses.  Compliance information is provided for all off enses 
subject to both Voluntary and Presumptive Sentencing Standards.  

The number of felony convictions has increased by almost 8 percent 
since FY 2017.  The largest growth in number of convictions during this 
timeframe was Unlawful Possession of Controlled Substances convictions 
which account for over one-quarter of all felony convictions.  

The In-House population of the Alabama Department of Corrections is far 
below the number from a year ago due to the pandemic.  There have been 
severe restrictions on the number of individuals admitted into the prison 
system since early spring resulting in a reduced population.  The 
composition of the current In-House population continues to trend toward 
fewer non-violent off enders being housed in the prison system.  
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Chapter 1:  Sentencing Standards Compliance and 
Criminal Justice Data

IN/OUT COMPLIANCE

Figure 1 is a fl owchart displaying the “In/Out” worksheet recommendations 
and “In/Out” dispositions for the worksheets for which judicial compliance 
is reported statewide.  This fl owchart is organized as follows:

Valid Worksheets
  o  Box A - Displays the number of completed and valid worksheets 
received by the Sentencing Commission used to determine judicial 
compliance;  

Recommended Dispositions
  o  Box B - Displays the number of “In” recommendations from the 
completed worksheets and the percentage of submitted worksheets with a 
resulting “In” recommendation;
  o   Box C - Displays the number of “Out” recommendations from the 
completed worksheets and the percentage of submitted worksheets with a 
resulting “Out” recommendation;

Imposed Dispositions
  o   Box D - Displays the number of “In” recommendations that received 
an “Out” Disposition.  The percentage displayed is the percentage of 
“In” recommendations that received an “Out” disposition;  
  o   Box E - Displays the number of “In” recommendations that received 
an “In” Disposition.  The percentage displayed is the percentage of 
“In” recommendations that received an “In” disposition;  
   o    Box F - Displays the number of “Out” recommendations that 
received an “Out” Disposition.  The percentage displayed is the percentage 
of “Out” recommendations that received an “Out” disposition; 
   o    Box G - Displays the number of “Out” recommendations 
that received an “In” Disposition.  The percentage displayed is the percentage 
of “Out” recommendations that received an “In” disposition. 

Box A shows the starting number of valid worksheets used to report judicial 
compliance – 3,574 worksheets. The “In/Out” recommendations refl ect 
the Prison vs. Non-Prison recommendation based on the total score of the 
“In/Out” worksheet.  An “Out” disposition was recommended in 55 percent 
of the received worksheets and an “In” disposition was recommended 
in 45 percent of the received worksheets.  For those worksheets with an 
“In” recommendation, an “In” disposition was imposed 81 percent of the 
time (Box E).  For those worksheets with an “Out” recommendation, an 
“Out” disposition was imposed 91 percent of the time (Box F).  
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Figure 1.

In/Out Compliance Flowchart

Worksheets 
Received for 

Sentencing Events
n = 3,574
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55.3%
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n = 300
18.8%
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Disposition

n = 186
9.5%
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Disposition
n = 1,789

90.5%
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B C
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Disposition
n = 1,299

81.2%
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Disposition
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1 For the purpose of determining compliance only, an imposed community 
corrections sentence was categorized as In/Out compliant regardless of the 
worksheet In/Out recommendation (see Figure 2 for examples).  

Figure 2.

In/Out Compliance Examples

Worksheet 
Recommendation

Imposed 
Sentence

Box
Destination

IN/OUT
Compliant

IN
Probation Box D

No

IN
Community 
Corrections

Box E Yes

IN Jail Box D No

IN Prison Box E Yes

OUT Probation Box F Yes

OUT
Community 
Corrections

Box F Yes

OUT Jail Box F Yes

OUT Prison Box G No

The shaded boxes (Boxes E and F) indicate sentencing events that were 
“In/Out” compliant - that is a “prison” sentence was imposed for an 
“In” recommendation, or a “non-prison” sentence was imposed for an 
“Out” recommendation์.  Figure 2 provides examples of combinations of 
worksheet recommendations and case dispositions to show where sentencing 
events are categorized on the In/Out fl owchart.
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Off ense Category Compliance Flowcharts

Figure 3.
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Figure 4.
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Figure 5.

Off ense Category Compliance Flowcharts (Continued)

Drugs
n = 1,942
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n = 797
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Recommendation

n = 1,145
59.0%
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Disposition

n = 173
21.7%
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Disposition
n = 1,060
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IN
Disposition

n = 85
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Disposition

n = 624
78.3%

OUT
Disposition
n = 1,060

92.5%

Figure 3 reports the In/Out compliance for the personal worksheet category, 
Figure 4 reports the In/Out compliance for the property worksheet category, and 
Figure 5 reports the In/Out compliance for the drug worksheet category.  

The Personal worksheet has the highest compliance with “In” recommendations 
at 88 percent of off enders receiving a prison sentence for a corresponding 
“In” recommendation.  The Property worksheet had 83 percent compliance with 
“In” recommendations while the Drugs worksheet had 78 percent compliance 
with “In” recommendations. The Personal worksheet, while having the highest 
compliance with “In” recommendations, had the lowest compliance with 
“Out” recommendations at 63 percent.  The Property and Drugs worksheets had 
90 and 93 percent compliance with “Out” recommendations, respectively. 
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Figure 6.

Figure 7.

Race & Gender Compliance Charts

Figures 6 and 7 provide statewide compliance with the Sentencing Standards 
by race and gender, respectively.  Compliance data with the Standards show 
similar In/Out compliance rates for Black and White off enders while White 
off enders had a higher Overall Compliance.  The “Other” category consists 
of a small number (n=47) of off enders representing numerous racial groups.  
The overall compliance and In/Out compliance for females is higher than 
for males.

Race

Overall In/Out

Black 75.9% 85.3% n=1,234

White 82.1% 87.1% n=2,293

Other 76.6% 80.9% n=47

Gender

Overall In/Out

Female 87.4% 90.5% n=852

Male 77.5% 85.2% n=2,715
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SENTENCE LENGTH COMPLIANCE

Sentence Length compliance is measured by comparing the term(s) of 
confi nement to the recommended term(s) of confi nement found on the 
Sentence Length sentencing worksheet.  For an imposed direct/straight prison 
sentence, the length of imposed confi nement is compared to the “straight” 
recommended sentence range found on the Sentence Length worksheet.  For 
an imposed split sentence, the split portion and the total sentence lengths are 
compared to the split and straight Sentence Length recommended sentence 
ranges found on the Sentence Length worksheet.  For a direct/straight 
sentence to be Sentence Length compliant, the imposed confi nement must 
fall within the “straight” Sentence Length range found on the worksheet.  
For a split sentence to be Sentence Length compliant, the split portion of the 
sentence and the total length portion of the sentence must both be within the 
“straight” and “split” ranges found on the worksheet.  

Sentence Length compliance is only reported for those sentencing events 
where the worksheet recommendation was “In” and the sentencing event 
also had a corresponding “In” disposition (those events located in Box E 
of the In/Out fl owchart).  1,299 worksheet sentencing events received an 
“In” recommendation and an “In” sentence and are used to report sentence 
length compliance (those in Box E).
  
The diagram (Figure 8) on the following page displays statewide Sentence 
Length compliance using four categories - Within, Below, Above, and 
Mixed. The “Mixed” category is applicable only to split sentences when the 
diff erent portions of the sentence (incarceration and total portions) are not 
consistent with each other.  Instances when the incarceration portion is above 
the recommended range and the total portion is below the recommended 
range, or the incarceration portion is within the recommended range and the 
total range is above the recommended range are examples of split sentences 
that would fall in the “Mixed” category.  If both the split and total portions 
are within, above, or below the worksheet sentence length recommendations, 
they would be categorized as such, if they are not, they are categorized as 
“Mixed”.  82 percent of eligible sentencing events were sentence length 
compliant, 7 percent of the sentencing events received sentences above 
the worksheet recommendations, 1  percent received sentences below the 
worksheet recommendations, and 9 percent fell in the Mixed category.  
The overwhelming majority of events in the “Mixed” category consisted of 
sentences when the incarceration portion of the split sentence fell within the 
recommendations, but the total sentence exceeded the recommendations.  

The three pie charts, Figures 9, 10, and 11, display sentence length 
compliance for each worksheet off ense category - Personal, Property, and 
Drugs, respectively.  The three diff erent worksheet off ense categories all have 
markedly diff erent sentence length compliance patterns.  Personal worksheet 
sentence length recommendations were followed in 71 percent of events, 
property worksheet sentence length recommendations were followed in 
78 percent of events, and drug worksheet sentence length recommendations 
were followed in 88 percent of events.  
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Figure 8.

Departures from the worksheet sentence length recommendations varied by 
worksheet off ense category as well.  15 percent of all sentences imposed 
for personal off enses were above worksheet recommendations while 10 
percent of property sentences were above, and only 3 percent of drug off ense 
sentences exceeded the worksheet sentence length recommendations.  

XXX
XXXXXX

IN
Disposition

n = 1,299

XXX
XXXXXX

XXX
XXXXXX

XXX
XXXXXX

XXX
XXXXXX

XXX
XXXXXX

Below

n = 18

1.4%

Above
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7.4%
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n = 1,066

82.1%

Mixed

n = 119

9.1%
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Figure 9.

Figure 10.

Figure 11.

Sentence Length Compliance

Personal

Mixed
12%

Above
15%

Below
2% Compliant

71%

Property

Mixed
10%

Above 10%

Below
2%

Compliant
78%

Drugs

Mixed
8%

Above 3%

Below 1%

Compliant
88%
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Figure 12.

OVERALL COMPLIANCE

Overall compliance with the sentencing standards worksheet 
recommendations is achieved by conforming to the “In/Out” recommendation 
and the “Sentence Length” recommendation (when applicable).  For the 
determination of compliance, voluntary sentencing event sentence length 
recommendations are only applicable when the worksheets recommend “In” 
and an “In” sentence is imposed – those events located in Box E of the 
In/Out fl owchart (Figure 1, and those burglary off enses located within 
Figure 3 as well).   

Consider the following examples for clarifi cation:     

• If the personal or burglary worksheet recommendation 
(voluntary) is “Out”, the sentence length recommendation is 
not applicable for compliance purposes.  If in this example, 
an “Out” sentence was imposed, this  event would be overall 
compliant. If however an “In” sentence was imposed, 
this event would be overall non-compliant.  If the drug or 
non-burglary property worksheet recommendation 
(presumptive) is “Out” the sentence length recommendation is 
applicable for sentence length compliance;

• If the worksheet recommendation is “In” for either a voluntary 
or presumptive sentencing event, and an “Out” sentence is 
imposed, this event would be overall non-compliant.  If in this 
example, an “In” sentence was imposed and the sentence was not 
within the sentence length recommendation(s), this event would 
also be overall non-compliant.  If using this same scenario, an 
“In” sentence was imposed and the sentence was within the 
sentence length recommendation(s), this event would be 
classifi ed as overall compliant.   

Overall compliance statewide is displayed in graphical format in the pie 
chart (Figure 12).  All valid received worksheets are categorized into one 
of the categories in the pie chart.  Overall compliance was realized in 80 
percent of sentencing events.  Approximately 8 percent of the events were 
categorized as “Aggravated”, meaning either an “In” sentence was imposed 
on an “Out” recommendation or the sentence imposed exceeded the 
worksheet recommendations for “In” recommendations.  9  percent of events 
were “Mitigated”.  The Mitigated category is comprised of “Out” sentences 
imposed on “In” recommendations and sentences that were imposed that 
fell below the worksheet recommendations for “In” recommendations.  The 
Mixed category (exclusive to splits) contained 3  percent of all worksheet 
sentencing events – the majority of these events were instances when the 
incarceration portion of the sentence complied with the recommendation but 
the total sentence exceeded the sentence length recommendation.  

Overall Compliance

Mixed 3%
Aggravated

8%

Mitigated
9%

Compliant
80%
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Figure 13.

Who is in our Prisons - Top 25

Figure 14.

Figure 15.
Drugs
11%

Property
15%

Violent
81%

Non-violent
19%

In-Custody Population on October 31, 2020

In-Custody Population
Off ense Category

In-Custody Population
  Violent as defi ned 
   in § 12-25-32

Other 3%

Murder 1 3,329
Robbery 1st 2 2,696
Rape 1st 3 1,205
Capital Murder 4 1,004
Distribution of Controlled Substance 5 718
Manslaughter 6 695
Burglary 1st 7 677
Theft of Property 1st 8 631
Sodomy 1st T9 549
Burglary 3rd T9 549
Trafficking Drugs 11 460
Attempted Murder 12 420
Sexual Abuse of Child < 12 years 13 408
Assault 1st 14 390
Possession of Controlled Substance 15 384
Robbery 3rd 16 366
Manufacturing Controlled Substance 1st 17 317
Kidnapping 1st 18 293
Robbery 2nd 19 281
Burglary 2nd 20 262
Assault 2nd 21 258
Rape 2nd 22 238
Community Notification Act Violations 23 237
Sexual Abuse 1st 24 229
Receiving Stolen Property 1st 25 196

Top 25 Offenses 16,792

Other Offenses 2,390

Total In-Custody Population 19,182

The Prison Population 
Dropped Signifi cantly in 
the Past Year Due to Greatly 
Reduced Admissions

Personal
71%
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Most Frequent Felony Off ense at Conviction 

Figure 16.

Most Frequent Felony Off ense at Conviction - Top 10
October 1, 2014 - September 30, 2019

1,901

2,104

2,285

2,817

4,450

4,467

4,695

6,002

6,093

22,931

Assault 2nd

Breaking/Entering a Vehicle

Receiving Stolen Property 1st

Community Notification Act

Possession of Marihuana 1st

Theft of Property 2nd

Distribution of Controlled Substance

Burglary 3rd

Theft of Property 1st

Possession of Controlled Substance

Unlawful Possession of 
Controlled Substance 
Convictions Far 
Outnumber Any 
Other Felony Off ense
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Figure 17.

Most Frequent Felony Off ense at Conviction - Top 25

Most Frequent Felony Off ense at Conviction
October 1, 2016 - September 30, 2019

The Total Number of Felony 
Convictions Increased 8% 
Since FY2017
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Type of Most Frequent Felony Off ense at Conviction

Figure 18.

Most Frequent Felony Off ense at Conviction
 Off ense Category

October 1, 2016 - September 30, 2019

Other
7%

Drugs
43% Property

36%

Personal
14%

Other
7%

Drugs
45% Property

35%

Personal
13%

Other
7%

Drugs
41%

Property
37%

Personal
15%

FY17

FY18 FY19

Unlawful Possession of 
Controlled Substance 
Convictions Result in 
High Percentage of 
Drug Convictions
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Class D Felony Off ense at Conviction
October 1, 2016 - September 30, 2019

Most Frequent Drug Traffi  cking Convictions
October 1, 2016 - September 30, 2019

Most Frequent Felony Drug Off enses at Conviction
October 1, 2016 - September 30, 2019

Figure 20.

Figure 21.

Figure 19.

FY17 FY18 FY19

Possession of Controlled Substance 3,478 4,810 5,209

Theft of Property 3rd 392 562 641

Poss Forged Instrument 3rd 159 270 369

Possession Marihuana 1st 67 164 169

Receiving Stolen Property 3rd 95 132 142

Fraud/Illegal Use Debit/Credit Card 77 123 133

Forgery 3rd 27 42 37

Theft of Lost Property 3rd 4 4 13

Theft of Services 3rd 3 2 5

Attempt - Possession of Controlled Substance 2 1 4

Total Class D Felonies 4,304 6,110 6,722

Possession of Controlled Substance (F-C & F-D) 1 4,466 1 5,475 1 5,648

Possession Marihuana 1st (F-C & F-D) 3 893 3 918 2 835

Distribution of Controlled Substance 2 960 2 929 3 773

Poss of Controlled Sub with Intent to Distribute 4 280 4 443 4 481

Trafficking Drugs 6 183 5 190 5 189

Manufacturing Controlled Substance 2nd 5 255 6 156 6 80

Manufacturing Controlled Substance 1st 7 135 7 99 7 35

Felony DUI 8 34

Attempt - Possession of Controlled Substance 8 48 8 44

Top Drug Offenses 7,220 8,254 8,075

Other Drug Offenses 170 139 121

Total Drug Offenses 7,390 8,393 8,196

FY19FY17 FY18

FY17 FY18 FY19

Trafficking - Methamphetamine 56 82 84

Trafficking - Marihuana 41 35 33

Trafficking - Cocaine 34 30 21

Trafficking - Heroin 21 12 17

Trafficking - Opium 13 5 13

Trafficking - Illegal Drugs 10 10 9

Trafficking - Morphine 14 9

Other 8 2 3
Total Trafficking Offenses 183 190 189

Unlawful Possession of 
Controlled Substance 
Convictions Grew Over 
25% since FY2017

Methamphetamine 
Off enses Continue 
to be the Largest 
Category of 
Traffi  cking

Unlawful Possession of 
Controlled Substance 
Convictions Dominate 
Class D Off enses
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Chapter 1: Sentencing Standards Compliance and Criminal Justice Data 

Prison Admissions - Top 25

Figure 22.

Prison Admissions for New Off enses
October 1, 2016 - September 30, 2019

Possession of Controlled Substance 1 951 1 1,007 1 1,146

Distribution of Controlled Substance 2 757 2 802 2 716

Theft of Property 1st 4 437 4 416 3 482

Burglary 3rd 3 514 3 431 4 461

Robbery 1st 5 355 5 371 5 337

Possession Marihuana 1st 7 192 7 232 6 192

Receiving Stolen Property 1st 8 179 6 249 7 187

Murder 15 127 10 166 8 172

Trafficking Drugs 9 164 9 178 9 166

Breaking/Entering a Vehicle 14 134 8 190 10 154

Theft of Property 3rd 24 68 18 103 11 143

Community Notification Act 16 125 12 140 12 133

Assault 2nd 10 150 11 151 13 131

Theft of Property 2nd 6 246 13 137 14 125

Manslaughter 22 80 19 94 15 113

Robbery 3rd 13 135 15 112 16 110

Assault 1st 19 94 14 119 17 106

Burglary 2nd 17 102 16 109 18 95

Robbery 2nd 18 95 20 83 19 89

Burglary 1st 20 89 23 78 20 80

Discharge Gun Occupied Bldg/Vehicle 21 67

Manufacturing Controlled Substance 2nd 11 149 T21 81 T22 58

Sexual Abuse of Child <12 yrs 24 64 T22 58

Fraud/Illegal Use Debit/Credit Card 25 65 T21 81 T22 58

Manufacturing Controlled Substance 1st 12 136 17 108 25 56

Poss Forged Instrument 2nd 21 84

Receiving Stolen Property 2nd 23 70

Chemical Endanger Minor CS-Ser Phy Injury 25 58

Top 25 Offenses 5,498 5,560 5,435

Other Offenses 1,884 1,931 1,989

Total Prison Admissions for New Offenses 7,382 7,491 7,424

FY17 FY18 FY19

The Number of 
Jurisdictional ADOC 
Admissions Changed 
Little



17

Prison Admissions for New Off enses by Off ense Category

Figure 23.

Prison Admissions for New Off enses
Off ense Category

October 1, 2016 - September 30, 2019

Drug, Property, and 
Personal Admissions 
Remain Stable 

949

2,387

2,274

1,772

1,079

2,428

2,203

1,781

1,095

2,367

2,164

1,798

Other

Drugs

Property

Personal

FY19

FY18

FY17
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Chapter 1: Sentencing Standards Compliance and Criminal Justice Data 

Prison Admissions by Type of Admission

Figure 24.

Prison Admissions (all admissions)
Type of Admission

October 1, 2016 - September 30, 2019

Other
9%

Straight
Sentence

30%

Split
Sentence

34%

Parole
Probation
Revoke

27%

FY18

Revocation Sentences 
Account for Over 
One-Quarter of 
Admissions 

Other 
8%

Straight
Sentence

30%

Split
Sentence

36%

Parole
Probation
Revoke

26%

FY17

Other
8%

Straight
Sentence

30%

Split
Sentence

34%

Parole
Probation
Revoke

28%

FY19
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Prison Releases - Top 25

Figure 25.

Prison Releases
October 1, 2016 - September 30, 2019

Possession of Controlled Substance 1 1,479 1 1,732 1 1,719

Distribution of Controlled Substance 2 1,107 2 1,144 2 1,024

Burglary 3rd 3 959 3 906 3 863

Theft of Property 1st 5 833 5 786 4 807

Robbery 1st 4 950 4 833 5 664

Possession Marihuana 1st 8 366 6 380 6 369

Theft of Property 2nd 6 589 8 358 7 368

Receiving Stolen Property 1st 11 272 9 356 8 291

Assault 2nd 13 248 12 282 9 270

Manufacturing Controlled Substance 2nd 7 445 10 332 10 250

Robbery 3rd 10 283 14 266 11 234

Breaking/Entering a Vehicle 15 229 7 361 12 232

Manufacturing Controlled Substance 1st 9 355 11 297 13 217

Community Notification Act 19 182 18 203 14 181

Burglary 2nd 16 217 16 226 15 174

Trafficking Drugs 14 239 15 231 16 172

Theft of Property 3rd 17 151

Murder 12 270 13 269 18 150

Burglary 1st 20 169 19 202 19 147

Robbery 2nd 17 206 17 208 20 144

Fraud/Illegal Use Debit/Credit Card 24 99 21 169 21 130

Assault 1st 23 149 22 142 22 125

Manslaughter 21 164 24 109 23 123

Poss Forged Instrument 2nd 18 195 20 191 24 113

Obstruct Justice-False Identity 25 110

Receiving Stolen Property 2nd 22 155 23 115

Rape 2nd 25 95 25 91

Top 25 Offenses 10,255 10,189 9,028

Other Offenses 2,162 2,466 2,500

Total Prison Releases 12,417 12,655 11,528

FY19FY17 FY18
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Chapter 1: Sentencing Standards Compliance and Criminal Justice Data 

Prison Releases by Off ense Category

Figure 26.

Prison Releases 
Off ense Category

October 1, 2016 - September 30, 2019

Drug, Property and 
Personal Releases 
Remain Constant

80

4,057

4,118

3,288

1,133

4,182

4,227

3,113

1,245

3,799

3,866

2,618

Other

Drugs

Property

Personal

FY19

FY18

FY17
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Prison Releases by Type

Figure 27.

Prison Releases
Type of Release

October 1, 2016 - September 30, 2019

Other
8%

EOS
20%

Split
Sentence

39%

Parole
33%

FY18

No Change in 
Distribution of Releases

Other
9%

EOS
22%

Split
Sentence

38%

Parole
32%

FY17

Other
9%
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22%

Split
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Parole
25%
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Chapter 1: Sentencing Standards Compliance and Criminal Justice Data 

Prison Releases by Type

Figure 28.

Prison Releases
Type of Release

October 1, 2016 - September 30, 2019
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