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The ldea that & small
number of eriminaks
ure responsible for
much of the crime In
pirr communlib=s s
oow widely accepted
by oSt erlmlnal jos-
tice professtonals.
Unfortusately, detalkod
information about the
charscterbBdics of
Tl:"l:H;‘.H.t lenders hias
bevn backing,

Tn respense 1o the
weed for more Informa-
tlon on repeat offend-
ers In Iinls, the THE-
nls Criminal Justice
Informatlon Auothority
initfuted the Repeat
{ffender Project, or
RO,

This research bl
fetla, the fourth n &

focases on rechlvisem
AMONE 3 ETOUp ol 11E-
nofs offenders wha
suegessiully completed
parole. These parsdees
are akso compared with
the elher offenders In
the ROF sample, all of
whom were neleased
feom prison under
different copditons.

The Fepeat Ofender Project (ROF 15 wacking
the criminal actvity of Te% releasees from the
[linois Department of Cocrections (TEOC),

The ROP sample meludes offenders who s
released on different dates and under different
release condinens, such as pacole, mandatory
supervised release, parcde foom work melease, and
final discharge from prison.

Research o dawe in BOP has focesed on
the 539 mmates in te sample whio wers res
leased frown [0 Between Apnl 1, 1583 and
Jupne 30, 1983 — the ROP sampling “window,”
Excluded from previous analyses were 230
releasaes who were on parcle prioe o April 1,
1983, but who received their final dischange
fram 102 supervision during the throe-month
sampling period. This bulletn analyzes (e
crminal activity of these 230 parolees and
compares it with the other 539 releasees i the
sample, The paroless are expected w dilfer from
{he larper group of releasess o many ways,
including recidivism rates, because these
particular parolecs successinlly comploted parok:
and eventually received their final discharge from
parcde {this final discharge ocowred during the
sunpling window).

Iie order 10 accurately compare mecidivism

series of ROP reports, | raies among the 230 paroiees with those of the

other 539 offenders in the sample, analysis of
the parolees’ post-release comnal aclivity began
immediately after they were released from prison
and went on parole, nof alter they reccived their
final dischurge from parole. Therefore, while
ihe lenprth of the follow -up pericds for the two
groups of releasees is the same — 27
monihs -« the follow-up periads do nol cover
ihe same 27 calendar maonths.

Some parclees, for example, were oul of
prison and on parole for as long as five years

preac 10 heir final discharge. For ihe 230 o
leasees, the “27-month follow-up period™ begas
with the dae they wers physically released foom
prison &l on parmbe supervision, amwd it doess oot
match in calendar time the 27-month follow-up
period of the ofher 539 releasees in the sample,
Thiz was done o gain a betier piclure af the
paralens” criminal activity following their re-
lease from prison and w maks the group oom-
parable with the olher 339 releasees in the ROF
sample.

Release Types in the ROP Sampile

The 769 offenders in the ROP sample wens me-
leazed undor wanous sdministrative conditions
governing, among other things, the length of
senicnes imposed and the achiml Ume served in
prison, These conditions were affected by a
variety of kws and policics — for crample, the
pvpe of sentencing strocture (either determingte
or miketenmanate} in place at the time the
clfenders were convicled and such logiskagive
chanpes as the mplementaton of mandaory
supervised release (MSE) in place of panale.,

IDNC uses several calegones e classily
inmmates who fulfill the conditons of their
seniences and are 1© be released from the depan
menl's custocly, Offencders who recerved one of
the fallowing four releass types are anadvzed in
thiz bullztin:]

W Condifional release from prison (400
frrirteg; 52 percent of the sample). Currently
this release tvpe most ofien tkes the form of
mandaioey supervised release (or M3E), In
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Definitions and Terms

Defining and Measuring
Recidivism

“Racidivisrm” has baon dafined i My
YR, B wach dalinibon can procuce
substartiay diffarenl resuls, Two
celinitions of recdvism haviz baos
ssid nihe Repeat OFendsr Projecl:

W Arrestafter releasa. Any arrasl ra
ol an bsais” Computerzed Srimi-
) Flaslery S0OHD system after ihe date
she eflerder wias releasoed from prison.
A individual s considorod a trecidivist
oy Arrest” on the dale ol tho Feef amest
afer baing releasead fram 1o nstitudicn.

B [ncarceration affar Fefeasa. Any in-
carcaration in an llingis prison recardod
an thio SCH aystamn after the inilial g
san releaso gate. An irdividual is gon
sidarad 2 oo vist by incancaration”
o the data of the fesfincarcaraton
fallowing ralgase from prson.

Far the 230 parelses anabrad in
thus rpsearcn oulleting two alternative
cdedinitions of recicivism were usarl
thaso aternative delinfticns wars
sradad Deeausa the Ybase relesse
dale” los tha paralons — the date their
27-rnonthlclowew panod bogan — was
the dale they wara physcally raloasod
{rem prison and on parela)

W Arres! aftar relesse on parole. Any
arrest recorded oo lbe GOH systam
after the date the paraloa was physi-
cally released from prison, A parclee is
considered 5 'reoivisl by s oo
ime date of the firstarrast following

ra s frarm pris:m.

B [ncarcadatlon after release an perols.

Ary incarcaratian in an llinais prison
racarded on the GCH systam after the
paaralig was physcally ralsasad trom
priscet. Agzing a parcles is considaned
“recidivis] by incarceration’ on the dals
ot thie firs! irezaregration lollowing
rzlezss from prisen

“Canviction aftar relaasa™ was o
wsad as a dedinition of recidivism in the
ROP shudy becauso provious audits of
the GCH system have indksatod that
many arras avants on fhe Systom oo
nct have corresponding disposhons
indicating corviclions, amguitals, and
sentencss. Given lhese dalegually
preblems with CCH Cispositions, comaic
tian aftar seleasa could nod Rave pro-
wihad @ sotable reasure of recidivism in
Wirzig, (Fara mora camalete discus-
sion of missing dispastions, saa the
Suthority's 1985-86, 1964-65, and 1932-
232 audils of B COH sysiom. )

Common
Terms

Hern ane some commen enms wsed in
Lhie FOP siuddy:

B Bosa incarcarption. The mprsoa-
rnant inzm which the alfendsr was ra-
laasod during the three-month sampling
peraagd of 1983, For tha 230 parclaes in
thio RO sarmpla, 1his is the imprison-
mam asscciated with the panole supersi
sic from whish thay wora farmaly
dizcharges during the sampling pericd.

B Hofding offense. The olfanse [or
wiich the base incarceration soourrad,
In casas whoera an oifendar was san-
tencad on mulliphe changes, D00 dater-
rivined the hobding olferise o e e ona
that carriad the ongest sentance {This
wias genarally the most sefous chargs),

In aocardance with ID0C prac-
ticas, whan lhane weane muliple charges
thal resuled 1 conviction, The falding
oflsnsa was e ona thal cared 1ha
latest ralassa data. B mullipie coovic-
tion oounts resulted in senlsnoes of
acpuil lenghh, the statutory class of the
cflensa (the legslative renking of
seripusnass) wias used o determine the
nolding olfansa,

Haowennar, Far e 250 panciasg
analyzed in this bulletin, the halding
cdlgnsg was unavailabla from 1DCG.

eralenin, thio kodding cflanse far those
raleasaes was delarminad Iroom filas the
Prizznar Raview Board Keaps on each
parclea, The same crilaria that IDCG
uses to datarmine the holding eflense
were amnployed hare as wall.

B Posf-ralease grrests. All armasts
racordadd g the GOH system doring 1he
27 monthes inliowing the olfandans’
raleasa fram prison, Forthe 2320
parzlass in the ROF samples. (hasa
cam inchede both arrests that aocousngd
while the afandars wars shill an gk
and arresis ihal ccourred afls they
recaived final discharge from parala.

N Fost-releaze incarcerations. Al
nearcarations rocarded onthe COH
systarn during the 2F manths ollowing
Tha otfandars’ ralseeas frarm prisan, Fos
1he 230 parcleas in e BOP samples,
these can include both incarceralions
Imat courrad while the cifenders were
shill e parala and incarceraticns that
pecurred afler thoy recoieed final
discharga from parcle.

W Priar arvest ilstery. A clhasilicalion
that dezoribas gach relaaga's anling
arrest history — aither violent, props
oy, drug, “other,” or *mixed” [the laisr
refers bo instancas whars ra pradomi-
nant erime Typa was cear). This dassi-
liabon was hased an the cffendear's
*pradominant crime typa,” which folws
the same calegorizations wssd in tha
riatkanal Unitarmm Crime Aspors.

B FPrior criminal histary. 8 srrests and
incarcanatikng up o and imduding the
basa incarcaratkan,

W Statistice! significancea, Tha laval ol
significance of tha chi-zgquara slatislic,
Achi-square tast indicslss whather 1
dislednilon of values produced by tao
variabdas undir obsarsation could have
hapoenad by chansa whan o ralation-
ship batwean the twa vanablos aciually
aEists.
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I9TE, MEE replaced purole a5 the
presalent type of conditionad release in
Hingis. Ehgabaliy for M3R is not at
Lo ihseretien o the Prisoner Bavicw
Board, bt iz instead statulonly man-
dared, The supervision period onder
PASE iz aleo established by statote
accoeding w e clazs of the offense for
which the offender was convicesd (for
crample, morder or & Class X Belony
CRITICE A mrandatory LTee-year super-
vistan pencd). The conditiong of MER
are L sqme a5 thoss of parole, ples
wy wclehitienal coneditiong desmed neces
siry b the Prisoner Beview Board.
T Bogurd alss makes decisions on
violatons and revecations of condi-
Licial relegs: 2

W Paroled fros work release i
Lerates; W percent of the sangile),
Tloese are edlenders who were parled
frorn TDOKT work release cenlers 1o tha
COMTImILILiLy.

W Meavisaen e seved (49 irmentes;
& pebeent of e sample), This group
inclizdes releasees whe “maced oo™ —
Fral i=, whi seremi the maxinim
prison sentenoe impescd by coors
Tharse alfenders recsived their final dis-
charge from [DNKT during the sampling
peeraed, anel were not released an condi-
il pedease, parole, or MER at thar
time They remained inoan IDOC ingt-
(ubica until Gz dme of their discharpe.

W Discharped frome parale supessiion
(230 innumes; 30 percens of The
sarggrie ). The offenders in this growp,
ity are thie Focus of this hulletin,
completed parole and were given final
drscharge during the sampling period.
They ame e cnly offenders in the ROCP
sarmiple 0 be physizally released o
Trison — ancd theeefore Ao risk in e
community — hefore the thres-mantl
sarnpling pericd hoeoan.

This resaarch bullshin was witten by
Avthoriy rezsarch analyst Shan
Kiniqhr walthy tha assistance of research
actarlpsrs A Apfvand, Jahe
Markovic, Roger Przybylski, and
Gavand FRamkor, §was edited by Kewn
Adarisin,

Data Sources

The Comnputerized Criminal History
COCTL swstern matntained by the 1101
neis Depariment of State Police {DEF)
4 e 5ol source of the criminal his-
cary record mlommaten wsed in the
RO study. The OCH tunscripe, or
Urap sheel,” 18 meant o be @ cumulative
record of a person's contacts with 110E-
nods” cramual Justics system.

The Authooty tracked the crimi-
nad actvily of the releasess in the ROP
sample by reguesting DEP i periodic-
ally search Ureugh e CCH daiabase
lor any additcns Lo the rap sheos of
these offenders. Thus, only criminal
Tustory events that were recorded cn (he
CCH system are included in the ROP
analvais, In additton, gencral
demnagraphic informaiinn ghoot sach
rizlgase wus ohlained from TR0,
Most of this infoemation was eeiginally
reprted by the inmabes upen their
adrirssion Lo [0

The rermswnder of this bulletin firsc des-
crles and analy=es the 230 parolses in
thee TP zample in tenns of teic domo-
graphic charactenstes, pooe crimingal
higiores, and recidiviem rates. Tt then
compares Ui paroless with variows
other pypes of meleasess i te sample
aleng these zame vanables,

Demographic Profile of
the ROP Parclees

Five demographis vamables were
examingd for cach of the 230 pasoloes
in the ROF sample: sex, race, age 2t
releass, mantal status, and educational
level * According ety analysis:

W Al 230 of the parolees were male,

B Blacks made up 54 pereent of the
rarolees; whites acoounted for 41
rorcent and Hispanics, 5 perncent

m Although 74 percent of the paroless
were berwesn ages 18 and 30 when they
were rebeased o parole, the age =t
release mnged from 18 through 61, The
FEEEAN A at relesss was 28,

W Llpon enlenng prison, 63 porcent of
these reporling a manital sams wers
single; approxumately 35 peroonl wors
marngd (g luding comman-liw
SPOusEs),

W The level of eduzation was defined as
thi haghest grude completed opan
admssion ko IDOC, Two-thisgs af g
parclees had oot Nonished high scheol,
and the mean number of vears of educa-
pon completsd was approximacely 11,
Twenty-seven percent said they were
high zchool graduates (or had receiesid
peneral egquivaleney diplomas) hor had
nil pone on e college; another £
percent reporded having lnished high
sebical and completed ac least some

Gl b,

Prior Criminal History of
the ROP Parolees

The paralees” “price criminal histony™
refers oo all arrests and incarcerations
et cocurred up e and ancluding the
buze incarceratinn (see Definitiors and
Verms, page 2. Prior criminal hisiory
prosvides historcal information tar can
B et compare with the crimimal
actvity of e parolecs afier they wor
released from prison, An carlier ROP
Bulletin Ueat analyeed the ocher 339
releasses in the sample found that the
extenl of an offenier™s pricr crimmingl
history 15 Uwe best indicator of whether
ar nol that person will be arrested agan
after being released from prison,s

FPrigr Armests

The average number of prior amess por
parales was seven (he holding affenss
wiks coutiled as a prior armest in this
analysiz), The mmge, bowever, varied
[rcan omes 0 35 price amests. Eighry.
e percent of e parcloss had mors
than cae prior amest, 17 percent bad 11
or more, and 4 percent had mone Uwan
20, The combined prics ceiminal his-
oy of e 230 parolees included 1,380
arrests and 1870 offense counts®
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Criminal Justice Policies and the ROP Sample

The valume and severity of crima
2ifecie different parts of the crimminal
e systom in different ways, Al
svany lownl of the systen — law anforos-
ment, prasesution, te oours, and cor-
rections — eifiials muest implermeant pali-
cies 1hal respond lo he prablam:s thal

nfront 1he svstam. Prizon population
& any given tinss, for example, reflecis
miary diflerent policy decisions,

S 1975, [Fnois' prisan popula-
sian b incransed ala diamalc and
snprecedentsd rate, Various hsloresl
and legizlziive changes havs alfaciad
thir #fate's prison population over the
yiars (s Figurn A), Whes considaring
the criminel acipily @ ha typos of
resleimsmas meludd in tho BOP sample,
it i impetand e place this sample with-
in the historical ramework of lnois’
changing orisen population. Thres
recent coerectional policies influancad
Ire e un of the ROP sample:

B Tha forced-releass program. The
Hirmais Dopadmeant of Corrections
bagan the forced-rebease program in
Jume THI0 N resmanse i St
croiding in the slate's prisons, Undér
e pragram, [DOC awarded mullipls 90-
day alkstmants of merilenous good lime
I cartain inmaias, InJuly 1923, cne
resanilly &ftertha end of the ROP sam-
peling pariad, the [inois Suprame Gourt
irvalicdabid tho practios by ruling that
GG cauldd aveard ondy andg B0-day allo:-
mmant ol me il goad Limsd par in-
mata. SHill, for b e yaars tha
farced-releasa policy was in efacl,
nany aflendars ware ralaased socner
than thay would have bean under pre-
viows or currant correctonsl palicios,
Tharatora, forcad-releaze may hawva
wlectcd the ROP zampla since thara
il patentialy mora inmates raleased
curing the BOP sampling pericd than
thara mghl clharwise have Bean,

B The exclusion of misdemeanants
feyn stata prison. Alsoin July 1583, a
changn in slate law required offendars
seriancad far misdormnanans to sarve
thair fima in lecal jais inslead of slatn
ariseng. Consequantly, the HOF s2m-
ale probahly containg a langer numbs: ol
less-serious aflanders than would ba
included in a sirmilar sarmpla draswn 1o-
day, Hawover, this changa intha law
did not alfact tha 230 parsleas that ara
enalyzad indapth in this bullatin,

N Thelmplarmeniation of doterminate
senfencing. On February 1, 1978,
linois implemaniad a dedarminate, or
“flat-time," santencing systam. Undsr
dedarrninate sentancing, ofendars ara
sonbpnoed 10 & fixod numbar of years of
incarcaralon, Howower, each inmate's
largth of slay — the lime adually
served of the sentence impassd —can
ke sherenad through good-conduct
credits. [ngenearal, determinale sen-
tencing is designed 1o lessen discreticn
ard prameate parity,

A8 e eme datarminale Son-
tencing was implamanted, mandalony
suparvised release (MSH) also replassd
parcks ag the prevalant typs of superd-
sion for inmatas ralaased from DO,
nder detarminate sentancing and
MESRE, aach cffendar's release date s
sl prior o ampnsanmant [alheugh the
inmats’s langth of stay can ba raducad
through gocd-conded oredils). Inaddi-
tizn, the langih of lima an alfandar musl
be suparvizsd afiar baing raleased fram
prizon is determinad by stala staluta
aocarding to the type of crime the
alfandear was comvicted of.

Ll 1o ald santensing and
supardision slaedurm, tha Paralo and
Pardon Board was thi agancy respon-
siale lor granting and revaking panhs,
In 1973, this board, which was parl ¢f

IDCE, was replaced by e Prisonar
Fieviaw Board, an agency now indspen
dant af [DCRG,

The Prisoner Aeview Board is re-
sponsiole for making judgmanis on MER
wvinlaticng and ravocations. Howewar,
gines MER algibility s datorrmined by
statulery guidalings, the reviaw boand
doas net decide who receivas MSR and
when.

The review board also remains 53
the siate's paroling authority for thoasa
prizonars who continue to seree indobes-
rvimate sentencas, The baard & also
raspansibla far salting conditkans ol
ralzasa for those prisoners released un-
dar delarminate sentencing and KMSH,
for making final decisions on al revoca-
tons of good-conduct cradits, and lor
conducling executive clemancy
haarinegs.

Bacawse of hags changas in
llincis' santancing ard swvperyision
struciures, allanders ralaased from
100G sincs 1978 reprasant a combing-
licnof thosa serving relatively shor
daterminate sentencas and those
sarding the longest indatermingta san-
tencas. Astimegoes on, & smallar
proparion of releazess in Mo will
hava zarsed indetarminate sentences.
Howevar, tha 250 parclees in the ROP
sarmpla warg ot &ffeciad by thoze
changes bocause all of them sarsed
indetarmnaa sontoneos and thon
recaivad parale,

Flgure A

iingis ' prison popuiation has increased sleadly sinca 1975,

Frison popoiation {(thousands)
10 -

Foooad-ralasma program
Lo s ok
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Sowree: fiaos Department of Sarmactions
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Thase 1970 offcnse cownts were
livicledd tnley Fowar categorics for analysis:
vietlenl, property, drog-related, and
“nther” crimes {see Tahle 1. Vielen
cdtenses avcounted for nearly 24 peroent
and property affenses for more than 44
percent of the alfenss counts. Dmg-
reluted effenses constituted § percent of
the total, and other comes aceoanted for
272 porcent.’

Age at First Arrast

Sisry-six porcent of the 230 parolees
s younges than age 30 at (he s
their Fiest adolt arrest was recaorded on
the COH svsrem. Thirly-gight pereent
bzt 1 least ene CCH-recorded adult
arresl before reaching ape 15, The
average age of the parslecs at the dme
af their Tirst adulr arrest was 20,

Priar Incarcerations

For 71 percent of U paroless, the hase
mcarserslion wis Feir first state prison
admission reconded on the COH sysiem,
Approximately 249 percent had maore
thim one preor slale commibment, and 2
percent of tus groop had more than
biwi,

Holding Offense

Winlent crimes accounted for 52 percen
al the holding offenscs for che 230
peraless; properly crimes made up
nearly 38 percent {see Table 20 The
rernaimning holding offenses thal wers
wnown anvedved either drug-relaed (4
percent) or other crimes {1 percent),

Foe 9 percent of the parclees, no anfor-
maten on holding offenses was avail-
able from either [T or the Posoner
Beview Board (see Definitions and
Terme, page 2, for more mleasnaton
about howw holding oflenses weps deter-
rned for Uus part of the BOP sanple)

Time between Physical Release
from Prison and Final Discharge
from Parole

Because the 230 parolecs were releascd
from prizon and on parobe prioe 1o the
beginning of the threg-month sampling
period, the majority of them were in he
communily considerably longer than
were the Glher 539 releasces in the sam-
ple, In fact, only one paralee in the
sample spent Jess than a yvear on parole,

Table 1

Foar criminal fislory ol the ROEP
parciees (inalfense counis).

Yiolent crimes

Murder 44
Kidnapging 1
Linlawiul restraint 3
Rapsa 25
Deviale sexual assault 21
Arrmad violencs a
Armad robbeny 122
Robbery® a7
Home invasion 2
Aggravated assault 2
Aggravaled battery 20
Aszaultbattery Ba
Arsan a
(iher r

462 23.5%
Property crimes
Burglary® 265
Thidt* 439
Shapliflirg 2
Clher 153

875 44 4%
Drudg-ralated crimes 166  8.4%
Other crimes
Cantermnpd of court 3
Unlawdul use ol weapon 54
Dizorderly conduct £2
Other™* 285

440 22.3%
Ho Information 27T 1.4%

Total oifense counts 1,370 100%

* Inclodes milwnprs,
** Far axargle, prosiiution, pandning
parrgasd, Srearm owerers ioniization
wolasons, and sy o winhabions,

Source: ey Computmired Griminal
Migtary Syskam

T ——— s T R 2 A EET S
Tabla 2

Huodding olfenses of the ROP
parclees.

Yialent crimes

Murder 13
WVolurtary manslaughier 11
Irveluntary manslaughter 3

Lirdlawful restrain 1
Rape” v
Ceviate sexual assault 1
Indecent liberty with chilkd 7
Aggravated incast 1
Armed viclenoa 2
Armed robberny” 25
Rabbens 33
Aggravated ballery 11
Imimicatian 1
Araon 4
120 52.2%
Property crimes
Burglary® a7
Thei 22
Passassion of stolen 1
propeny
Deceptive practices P
Fargeary 4
Criminal damage to 1
property
i
Drug-related crimes 10 4.3%
Other arimes 2 09%
MNa infamnation 3 91%

Total halding offenses 230 100%
*imcki 85 aemars.

Saureer Mo Frisarar Raaoe Board



The sverage tme hotween the
warcdees” phvsical reloise froam prsen
and their final discharge fmm parole
v TH months; the acheal tirmes ranged
e seven 1o 05 months (or moce than
live yesrs), Mode than 39 percent of
the: parcless had boen on parole less
than pwg wears prior o thedir fnal dis-
charge (zee Table 3}, The amount of
b thess releasecs spent on panole
varied Because of several Bretors, incled-
g e sedeusness of the holding
eilenze and the length of the senienoe
iposel; wheter the parolee was ar-
rested, sy incarcerated, oF wias Found o
have vielated the condians of releas:
while on parele, and terefore had the
period of parcle leogthened; and whether
the paroling board censdered the pasal-
oo suffciently adjusted w hife in the
COMmmanity.

Table 3 also shows tat the majer-
ity of he paroless who wen: aresed
within 27 mnnths of their releass (oo
prizon were on parole for Jess Gun two
vears, Offenders who were on panole
for lenger pericds of dme were kess
lekely fo recidivate by armesl

Approximately &9 percent of the
parcless who were incarceratsd for progs-
city grimes were on parcle less than
tw years (s Table 47, MNearly half of
the offenders with viclent holding of -
[enses woepe oo pacole Jess than fwo
veurs, and ancther 42,5 percent were on
parcle between e and three years,
This distribubiom, Iraeeer, Wik nol
statistically sgnilaant,

Seventy-one percent of e paral-
eos had been incarceraied caly once be-
fore being bwcluded i the ROT sample.
OF these 164 offenders, mare than 57
porcent wers on parcde less two vears be-
lore recerving their final discharge (soe
Table 51 Sumdlacly, almos & percent
of the 65 parcless in Uk sample who
Feac 1wor oF MOre prior INCArCeralicns
were on parcle for bess than 1w vears,

Table 3

Percenfans of ROP paroleas arested ouring fallow-up penod, based on the
fime they spent on grarole.

All Farolees arrested
parclees within 27 months

Time spent on parole Number  Percent MNumber  Percent
Lessihan 2 yaars 136 59.1% &7 24.5%
2103 vears a1 A5 2% 27 11.7%
3o d years G A.5% 2 0.9%:
4105 vears 1 (4% 1 0.8%:
kore than 5 yvears 3 1.3% 1 0.4%
230 06,99 e 38.2%

* Parcaniage doss nod add g to 100 percent bacawsa of raunding,

Table 4

Fercantage of RHOP parolzes with different types of holding offenses, Dased
an the ima they spant an parale,

Violent Property
holding offenses halding offenses

Time spent on parcle Nyumiber Pearcent MNuribear Percent
Lassthan 2 years =4 43.2% =3 £8.5%
2o Jyears 1 42 5% 23 28.9%
o 4 years 8 6.7 0 —_—
410 5 years 1 05 1]
Wiore than 5 years 1 0B 1 1.3%

120 100%% I 100%:

e
Table 5

Ferpamtage of ROP paroloes with different incarceralion hisfories, bassd on
ihe fima thay spanf an parole.

One prior Twa ar more prior

incarceration incarcerations
Timaspanton parala Number  Percent Numbar  Percenl
Less than 2 years a4 57.3% 42 B3.6%
2o 3 years 58 35.4% 23 24.8%
S0 dyears g 4.9% 1 1.5%
4o Syears 1 0.6% 0 ————
Morethan S years 3 1.8%: 0 _—

164 1000 5] 99.9%"

* Percaniane does molackd up & 100 pevcan bessise of mding.



Recidivism among the
ROP Parolees

Thas section presenls summary informa-
tion abowut the criminal sctvily —

hath arrests and incarcerstions — of e
230 parclees after Usey wers released
fromm prisen and oot parole, Any of
Urese post-release armests Uil oocurmed
while the oflenders were on parobe, but
befoore thear Dosal doscharge from parole,
are also analyred separaely,

Post-Helease Arrests

Thirty-cight percent of the BEOF panc]-
cog were arrested ol least once duong the
27 menths following Usear physical
release from prison. These 82 offenders
were responsible for 194 OCH-reported
arrests during that ve,

The 194 post-release gmests in-
cludied 224 affense counts recardsd on
Use CTTT sysiem, Propemy crimgs ac-
counled for 24 pegcent of the post-
release olfense counts, whils viclent
criznes constuted 23 percent of the
Lolal (see Fgure B), Drog-related
offenzes made up 8 percent and “ather™
crunes 25 percent of the weal number
of post-release olfense counts, Table &
presents a more detailsd breakdown of
the parolees’ post-release offonse
LT'i.'II.1I:I|_"1i.=;I

Post-Release Arrests during the
Ferlod of Parole

O fenders who are wliimately descharged
from parcle (s the 230 parclees m the
ROT zample wens) would be expected
0 b foweer post-release arresls denng
their parale peiod than woold other

-]
Figure B

Moot post-roloase arrests imahing
AROF paraloas wara for progenty
CrITIEE.

CHhar 25%

Property 44%

g e b e o

Wialant 23%  Drug 5%

types of offenders following their ne-
Tease Trom prison, This 15 becauss Ge
former parolees, by the vary fact of
their cventoally receiving final dis-
charpe from parods, had successTolly
met the conditicns af their release,

The average time the 230 BOP pa-
rolees spent on parcds was M9 days, o
about 18 months. The average parcles,
theretore, spent slightly mose than bee-
thirds of the 27-month follow-op perod
on parcle and about one-thicd of the
time without any 10O supervision,

CH the HE pamoless who were
wrrested during the 27-month follow-up
perid, 63 of them, or aboul 74 percent,

|
Table &

Arrasts involving the ROF parclecs
(in offanse counts) dunng the 27
manths following thedr releasa from
Drgan,

Vialent crimes

Rape 1
Deviala saxual assault 3
Armed violence 1
Armad robbary &
Robbary 3
Agaravated assaull i
Aggravated baltery &
Assaullbatlery H
Chher 1

52 23.2%
Property crimes
Burglary 13
Thedi a1
Shaoplifting B
Cther 18

98 43.7%
Drug-related crimes 19 B.5%
Other crimes
Lnlawful pese ol waapan 7
Dizsardery conduct 2
Chher® 400

25 24.6%
Total post-release 224  100%
offense counts

* For gxampe, prosblion, pandsning, pimp-
g, Brednm ownens " ioenpiica pon Walalions,
Ang fakany Fafie virlanmis.

wenes arrested while sull oo parcls. The
ather 23 ollenders were arrested alier
teear Gl discharge from parsde. Six-
een of these 88 repeal offenders, o
aboul 18 percent, were arrestad andg incar-
cerated durng the Fallow-ugp pericd.
Howeerer, none of these 16 offendoers
were mearceratad while still on parole.
All of the post-releass incarcentions
occurred after the offenders received Ui
(nal discharge Moo parole dunng the
Ueree-month KO sampling period. By
Ueat time, ey were theorelcilly
longer under IDOC supenviston.

OF the 194 post-reless: armests
Uress 88 parclees were mespansible for
during the fellow-up pericd, 52 percent
oecurred whils the offenders were on
parale. Thess 100 arrests inchided 133
offenss counts: 18 percent [or violent
crimes, 42 percent far properly comes,
andd 40 percent Tor drug-related and other
cifenses (zee Table T,

I ————
Takle7T

Arrasts invalving the AOP paralees
whils they warg shlon parode within
the 27-manth fallow-up periad (in
offense counis).

Violent crimas

Rape 1
Devigke sexual assault 1
Armed viglancs 1
Armed robbery 3
Rabbery 1
Azcaullbatiary 14
Aggravaled battery 3

24 18.0%
Froperty crimes
Burglary 5
Thetft 32
Shoplifing 5
Other 14

56 421%
Drug-related crimeas 16 12.0%
Cther crimes 37 IrE%
Total eHense counts 133 99.99%°

while on parole

* Parcentage does notacdd ug o 1030 pemeor
Barcawsn of rownding,



For three of the foor crime tepes.
thie majerity ol the paralees” post-
rolosse armests covrmed whils they were
still e parale Csoe Figoee C Eighty-
Zovier percent ol all drog-relatl arrsts
cecurrsd during the parole period, al-
tngh the il number of offense
counls was sl (19, Bixte-seven per-
cont af thi arreats for "othes™ crimes and
a7 poreent of the arresis for propery of-
fenscs oocwresd whils the affenders wens
sull on parcls, Approximaicly J6
percent of the post-releiss areests for
viclenl crumes wok place while g
ol femders werg oo pasole,

Paost-Aelease Incarcerations

Denng the 27-month Tallow-up pencd,
21 ol 220 parolees wers incarceratsd
arain in an [linois state poson, either
Tor a new offense or for viclatng the
ennditicas of ther parole® Thess 21
ropeat oflenders wine responsible for 24
e SLAE PrISca IRCANCEralons, Ning-
teen of e offenders had one post-
release incarceration, ane affender had
pavey, e e had threes,

|
Figure G

Mastal the parolees arrests far
oropaidy and drug affenses

seurred while they were sl an
DA,

- Arrasts whia
o Ganzle
Farcealage

104

Armasis afmar
giacherge
rom parok

&l

4

et

Vislent Property  Drug Ciher

Factors Related to
Recidivism

Prewinns RO research has found that
severyl factors were relatzd o recidivism
amang the 534 releasees whose cnimi-
nal activity has alecady been anslyzed.,
For cxample, a strong relatonship was
found horwecn an offonder's prioe crimi-
ritl hiziory and the likelihoodd of that
affender recidivaing within the 27 m

29 months Tollowing their relegss from
prisont? The relationships between
regicivisin and such variables as price
criminal hiswory and demographis charss
lerisrios were alzo examined foe the
group of ROP parolees.

Each relatonshap was wesied fos
statistal significancs vzang the chi-
aquare statste {see Defnitions ond
Terns, pape 23, The satistical sipni-
Neanes of a melationship is cxpressed in
icrms of probakilitics, Significance at
the A5 kel (pe03) means the probi-
hilivy that the rclainnship is atiribat-
akle 1o chance is oo mors than 5§ in
Wy, Significance a1 the p<Ol lovel
regans this probalility is no maore chan
1an 100, Tn thiz holleting eelaticnzhips
were considered stavstically significan)
il they wers significant &t the 08 level,

Factors Aelated to Arrest Hecidivism

Prior Arresls and Privr Incarcersilons,
Faraless i the sample who bzl several
pror arresls wers mors lxkely Lo be
arrssled during the 27-moath follow-up
pesiod Uran were those will fewer prior
arrests Czee Figore [, Twenly-six
percent of the parclees with one o thres
pror arrests were armested dunng the
follorar-up perid, comparcd with 52 per-
cent of those with soven w10 prios
arvests angd 438 percent of those with 11
O MG PO AcsLs,

Mn significani relzticnzhip was
found Beracen the numbser of price incar
coratians a paroles hed and the likeli
hocwf of arrest after release (soe Table 81
Thiry-five percent of the paroless with
0N pEior Incarceraiion wee aresed
during the: fedlow-up period, compared
with 50 percene of those with twa prioe
tncarcerations and 3% percent of those
with thres or mace.

Dyemagraplie Varmables. The only
demographic varable found o be
siznificantly related o amrest recidivism
wils race (see Table ). Black pamlees
wers mare likely than adhites 10 be

Figure D

Faraleas with more extensive ciiming! Distores werg genarally mora ikely fo
bo arrpsled again than weara parciees witl fewer priar arrasts or

INCECEraions.

Parcaniayge of paraloes with diffarent crimingl histories arrasted within 27 moniha

100 -

an

20

1-3 4-6 =10
Numbar of prior arreste

11+ 1 Z 3+

Mum et af prior IncArcerablons



T T R T e e, - |
labled

Aolaronshp of salected criminal
history and damaographic variables

o arrest recidivism amang the ROP
DArOees.

Signlflcance
Variable of chi-sguare
Mumber of gricer =05
arresls
Mumberol prar .
ircarcrrations
Halkding olfense .
Prior arnest histary P 01
Age at release :
rantal slatus '
Hace o=

* Mot sfabshzaly sigrhlicai

aregatgd during the 27-maonth follow-up
pericel {50 percent ve, 25 percent,
respoctively,

However, when the normber of
prbar arecsls was used 8sa conteed vari-
able, race was significanily relzicd w
areear recidivism only for the 40 peenl-
e whe lad 11 or mone prics armesis,
Swrnlarly, when the number of prior
ItCArTErANons: was used &8 a control
variable, there waz a zignificant relation-
ship bedween eacs and arcst rogidivism
only [or Usose parolees who bad one or
Lt prios mcarceraicns, Foc those
alfenders with thres of Maee paor incar
cerstions, the relationship was not
slatistically sigmificant.

Faciors Related to Incarceration
Recldlvism

Pripr Arrests and Prior Incarceraiions.
The morher of pricr wrresis and the
rumber of price incarcerations a parobo
bl were both found b be sipniticantly
related o incerceration recidivism ses
Table 9. This contrasts with Gue find-
ing that the npmber of prics incarcern-
ligns was wol signiltzantly related to
arrest mecidivism,  However, parcle vio
laticns, cather than new cffensss, may
aceeunt for the relationshap beraeen the
memeber of preor incarceratons and incar-
certon recidhvizmn A effeader can be
remandsl o D0 costody on 4 techni-
cil parcle violaton only, eveq i § new
arrest never ook place,

Flgure E

Paroloes wilh Mo Door armests o INcarseralons warg also marg Wely fo be
ncaregrated agam lhan wora paroless wilh less exionsive coming istaries

Porcontoge af poraloos with differont eriminad Rstoras insercorafed wathin 27 manihs

100

1-3 45
Humber of prlor arraaia

=10

In peneral, a2 the number of price
arrzars a paroles had increased, so did
the: likelikood of that person being
ingarceraied during 1he follow-op period
rzee Figure B Paroless wilh one o
three prior arrests wore moch des likely
e b ancarceraied (5 poroent) than weee
those with 11 ar moee peior arrests {25
percent), Similarly, az the number of
prior dncarceraiions 3 parcle: had in-
crepsed, 20 did the hkelihood of tha
alfender being incarcerated again,
Trarenty-five percent of e parolecs

“whir had thras or rere prior ncErees-

|
Tabkles

Relalionshio of sefectad crirming!
hislony and demographic vanaiies
ia incarceration recigivisim amang
ife ACHE paroioes.

Signiticance

Variable of chi-square

Mumber of price
arrasts
Murmber of prics
iNCarcaraions
Hokding cHense *
Prigr arrest hastary P01
Age af release )
Karital slatus *
HRaca *

pe 01

P01

* Mar stadsticaly signfzant

11+ 1 2 i P

Humiber of prlar IncGarcerations

Lioms wers incarcerated again within 27
rennchs, comparcd with 7 percent of
thnses wilh ores parior incarceration.

Demopraphkic Variohles. Mong of the

cmographic varizhles e Found 10 be
sirnificantly related w0 incarcerastion
reciclivism among the 230 pamolees in
the sample (seo Table 9.

Recidivism: ROP
Parolees vs. the Rest of
the Sample

A was explained cardier in Gus bulle-
tin, U 230 BOP parolees were exam-
inned separatsly from the other 339
releasees i the sample because the for-
mer wers already on parole and s tee
commuity pricr w April 1, 1983, twe
start of the ROP sampling pericd.
These parobes becane part of e sum-
ple becanse they received Beir fozl
dascharge from parole during the tree
meaihs in which the sampls was
deawn, The other 539 rcleasees cither
received their conditional selease from
prizom, “nraxcd ol {comploed (e
ERLIFS PrsOn SeMENTes), ar wens parlad
fram work rebease dunng this period.
To test the hypothesis thar there may



nediffercnees in recidivism — in bath
s level and Dz pace — between the
praredees and the ather three groups of
releisens 0 g whole, they wen: conm-
pitred along several dunenzscns, !

Arrest and Incarceration Recidivlism

Fibe 10 gompanes the paraless” cromi-
il senvily — bot arresis and incareera-
ticns — wath that of the rest of the sam-
ple: during the 27 months following

their eeleass from prasen. Danng the
Fallow-up tmes, 38 percent of the parol-
v and & percent of e oller releasees
wors arrestsd, Sirmlarly, % percent of
e prarclees, bot 41 percent of the cther
releasees, were sancerated again in
slail pariscan,

Table 11 shows the statstical
significance of the relatonslip between
twr proups of releasees — the pariees
andl the rest of the sample combined —
in s el pocr crimdnad hostory, demo-
eraphic varmables, and post-releass crmi-
il wotivity, The only vartahle for
wheeh e relationship was not signill-
catil wis racs, Only the type of prior ar-
rest history and age i release werg signi-
licant at kess than the 01 lewvel, Thess
relmienships dermensieate thar generally
the foar types of releasos were Signi-
ficantly difterent in every respect cxocpt

PR

Halding Otfense

There were also differences bevasen e
parclees and the other BOP releasees in
Lheedr holding edfenses (see Figons F).
The parelees were significantly more
Likely (=010 10 have a violenl bolding
atlense thun were the other relessess in
e sarmple (32 percent vs. 38 percent,
respoctively). Converscly, the parclecs
wore less likely i have & property holid-
ing offcnses (34 porcent for this group
vi, 47 percent foe the other reloasses
combaned),

Furder, atempled murder, volun-
tary rslanger, and mvoluntary
manslaughier ascoumied Tor 12 pescent
uf e parcless' holding offenses, corm-
prarecd witls 5 peccent [or Uee otfier
relesees, Sex offenses made up 7 per-
cenl of the parcdees’, bt only 2 percent
ol the other naleasses”, holding alfenses,
Clearly then, the paroless aere mone
likely 1 be inoprisoa foc violent comes
such as murder, manslauehter, and
soxul asssull than were the other 339

10
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Table 10

Fecichasm after 27 manths: ROP paralees va. the athar releasses inthe
Sampie cormbingd,

Paraless Mhers
Total number In sample group 230 o349
Post-release ammasts
Number of offenders arested &A el
Percentage of group 2050 B0%:
Murnbser of arrest avents 194 77a
Mumber of offensa counis 224 gye
Peroentage propary chmes 449, 45%%
Parcentaga vialenl arimes 23% 2ol
Perceniagsa drug crimes 4% 10%
Arresis par olfender
Range Q- 2-14
Average numbar <1 2
Median =1 e
Distributlon of armests among recldivists
1 arrest 47% 43%
2-3 arrests 36% 28%
4 of marg arresls 17% 19%
Post-release Incarcerations
Mumber of eifenders incarcerated 21 222
Perceniags of group 9% 41%
Numizer of prison admissions 24 275
Incarcerations peroffender
Range 0-3 -4
Avarane number <1 <1
Distribution of incarcerations amang recidivists
1 incarceration 0% 805
2 incarcerations S% 18%
3 or more incarcerations 5% 2%

Figure F
Farplees had more viclanl hakling affensas han Jd the other refeasaes,
FPardiana CERer Palaa sy

Othar 1% Char e

Fropary 47

Mlaslng date 425" '

-
e o
e
| Rt

et

Violent 52 % Wialent 36% Drug 4%

"Mzzing dara g d?



Table 11

Companson of ROP paralecs and
tha threg olher lypes of releasees
in the ROF sample across solected
variables.

Significance

Variable of chl-square

Furritaer of pricr prec. 0
arrests

Mumber ol prior pe01
incarceralions

Hzlding offense P01

Frizrarrast history oz 05

Age ai release .05

hMarital stalus e 01

Race *

Arrest recidivism Erec. 01

Incarcerstion recidivisrm oz

Mumber of post- pec
release arresis

Mumber of post- e

release incarcerationds

T Mot smEbeposiy sipifizan,

relessnes (see Tahle 11 for & summary
o Grese relationships).

It shuled be et biowsesner, Lhat
the source of the holding offense
variahle for the 230 paroleess was the
Prisoner Review Board; tor the other
539 relegsose intee sample, the soarcs
of e holding offense was [DOC,

Survival Analysls Comparisons

Lo far, this bulletin has analyeed only
the proportion of e sample (0r certain
sutbrroups in the sample) who recadi-
vated By the gad of the 27 months Fol-
lowing their releass from prison. How-
cwier, it i3 also useful t examine recidi-
wizan fnes wulfia the follow-up period.
Iy e o, for example, that the
sarne percentage of offenders in two
eroups of eleasess were arrested by the
end af the fellow-up period, even
Uroogh their (est arrest occureed at Jaf
ferend trmes during that pericd, One
group may have 3 high “failurs me"”
carly on in (e follow-up Wi that Usn
diminishes ower time, whale the ather
meay have @ more even rate of fadlurs
across the entire follow-up pered.

Figure G

Faralogs warg regrrasted al & slower pace Nan warg e oner relegsaes,

Ferpantaga ol rédarrasfed
10
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Parcless
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Monifis gince refesre from prison

A rechnsque ealled “survival anal-
yeis" was conducted in the ROP study
oy measare recidiviem rales across dme.
In geneml, survival analysis shows the
curnulative proparticon of the sanple
that “survives™ sl each interead within
e foalleswe-upy pericsd.

[n ROP, survival analysis
measures the propocton of releasess (o
subgroups of releasees) who have yet o
be arrested — that is, t fail — at each
monthly interval following thear releaze
from prison.'? That way, the rare a
which differenn groups of releasees
recidivale can be examined.

Fipure G shows a clear disting-
won in the armest recidivian rates of te
230 parolees and the other 539 meleasses
in the ROP sample during the 27-
momth Eedboa-op period. The othaer ne-
leasces recidivatsd ac & rapid pace dorng
the first 12 months, as demonstrated by
the sieep decling in the proportion of
these relogsees who swrvived.  Afler 12
rnonchs, their recidivism rate generlly
diminizhed cver W, In condrast, 1he
parolees had a much moee consistent
pace throughout the Eollow-up period.

Thing gap begween the proportion
recidivaung in the two groups of releas-
sig s avident even afier one manth: 99
percent of the paralees, compared with
o4 percent of the rest of the sample, had

survived, The gap gradually widens
until the 1Zth month, at which ime 78
percent of the paraloes, bat only 53
percemt of the others, had survived,
Therzafter, a difference bebween the two
roups of ghoot 25 percentepge poinks
TEEINS ConsLEnt.

Thess results confirm what was
axpecled: The releasess who Rad bees
dizcharged from parole — & shalus that
ik 9 serse disfinpuishes them as
“rrocoesand — were lesy likely thon
the rest of the semple to be arrested
cring the follow-np period, And when
thes: parcless did recidivane, tey did 20
al 4 touch slowser pace inatially.

Adter 12 months, however, the
recidivism rate for the rest of the sum-
ple whe hacd surmwvisd op o thal e
pamzdleled thar of the pansles sroup for
the remainder of the 27-month follow-
up period. Thus, the supedor perfor-
mance of the paroless is reflected
mastly in te first vear, 1 the other
releasaes were nol arrested for dee firs
L2 months following their releass, they
pertoamed o then on about as well
as the parmlsos.

11



Comparison of All
Helease Types

eowies eaplaingd carlier, the 769
relessees o the BOP semple wees cale
corzed aecording o TDOC release olass-
ficaions. Moo dewailed analvaes were
conducted ooy w de@emine whether
there werne real difforences Debween Dhse
croups af releasess and whether s
separale anglyais far the 230 pamlees
wizs, 0 facn, justifed,

The: pricveous analyses found
sigmnificin) dilferenses betwesn the 23)
pardlees in e sampls and e other
rge ypes of relsess as s whole, To
caimrning meee clasely e difTerenees
among the releasess m the ROP sum-
ele, all Tour types — thoss who
recetvrd condibonal releass, those whi
wizrg paroled from work release, those
whis served thelr mazimum sentences in
prasan and e whe wers discharged
Irean parole — were comparsd psing the
sarne variables empleyed inothe pre
views analyses, Again, satistically zig-
oificunt dfifferences were found amang
the tour relonse tvpes and & nomber of
demmographic, prior criminal hizioey,
wied recclivism varinbles (zee Table 12,

Demographlc Variables

Agre. A smstistically significant relation-
ship was found betweeen the foor types
of relessess and theie age at release rom
pri=can,. Qflenders on comnditional release
wiere mors likely o be voungor (apes

17 throgh 2000 or older Cages 31 and
cdder} than were the other theee (vpes of
releasees who tended 1o be ages 21
through 25 or 26 throagh 3,

Free. There was also a agnilicant rela-
nomship belween B four tvpes of
rloaaces and race. Thas relaticoshig
wis largely dee w te differences be-
Pwisin these releasees who served thair
e sentences and the olber three
rilefese bvpes. Beleasees who maged
aul wer: disproporitonabely white (67
percent vy, 40 percent of the odal sam-
plel. Blacks scoounted for the majerity
ol releaseey in the ather thres rroaps.

12

Prior Criminal Hislory Variables

Prigr Arrests. Thees was & signilcant
relaticnship berween 1he different rvpes
of relessees and the number of price
arrests. Offenders on cooditional ralease
were equally disrriboied ameng e Tour
groups that were analyeed: one o three,
foowr o six, seven 0 10, and 11 o more
prior amests. The parcless, on the other
hand, ended @ have propocsanzlly
fewer prior amests than did the condi-
tional seleasees, Thers wene no sipnifi-
cant diffzrences berween the other o
ypes of releasees, Tlerefore, the sip-
nifzzanse of us relationship wes dus o
differenses borwens the concditionzl
relepsees and the pamolees,

Frier Incarcerations. Except for those
eifenders whi sepeed their maximum
prizon sentences, the majority of all
releasess had only one prior incaroora-
Lions (1hial is, the hese incarceration).
Mearly T percent of those who masaed
put hzd W or mone peice imprison-
ments. The statsical spmbcancs of
the relatinnship bepsesn aumber of
prior incarcerations and release trpes 15
due o differences between the groop
whi maxed out and the thres oiher
rvpes of releasecs,

Holding Offense, The maponty of all
releasces, excopl for tose discharged
from pasale, were barcerated on & prop-
criy holding offense, Most paroless
were held onoa viclent crime, A rela-
tively larme prapariaon — aboul 33
percent — of those who maxed ool T
holding offenses categorized as “other"
CrMEZE,

Frigr Arvest History, A sigmficant rela-
tEanship was found betwesn the four
sroups of releasess and the predoeminant
tvpe of prior arrest hustory. This signi-
Dcimee was due o differences bebween

T S —
Table 12

Campanson of all four ypes of
relezsess in the ROP sample acrozss

selegied vanablas.
significance
Variable of chi-square
Mumber of prior P06
arests
Mumber of prior P
incasceralions
Hakling ellense P01
Prior arrast history pe.05
Age at release pe. 1
Sex P
Race P 1
Amest recadivism p. 01
Incarcaration recidivism pe01
Mumber of past- p=1
release arrests
Mumber ol past- P01

releass incarcerations

thase who received conditional releass
and Uwse who were discharged from
parale, The parcless were more likely
1o havvie prior arrest histores gpificd by
violent crimes and less Likely oo have
oncs dominated by property crimes than
wre the conditional relsasees.

Arrest and Incarceration Recldivism

There was alzo g significant relation-
ship berween 1ype of releases and
whether a releases was arrested during
the 27-month follow-up perod. Those
offenders who received conditional
release (mostly MIE) were the most
likely gvpe of releasee 1w be armestod
again, while parolses were Uk least
likely o recidivate by arrest (see Table
13013 Thos finding, however, s nnt
surprisng since these parolecs, by defi-

Table 13

Aecidivism rates among the faur ypes of refeasaes i the ROP samola afler

27 manths.

Type of reloasos

Condianal ralease from prison
Maionum birme sened
Discharged framwork release
Discharged from parala

Percent Percent
arrested Incarceratied
B5% A5
479 27
b 23%
o 109%



niticm, successfully complets) thaear
supervision perksds amd recerved Lhear
fimal dischanges from TE0H

e cther hand, the offenders
inthe ROP sample who received condi-
tionial release had just boen physically
relzased indo he commuonity during the
throe-roonth sampling period of 1983,
Therefore, onlike the parclees in the
sampls, thess releasces wers st at the
bozinning of their pericd of 10
supervizsion when the study hogan.

Thers weas also a signilicant rels-
ponship berween ype of releasce and
wheither a eeloases was (Rodrcerated
follorwing their relosse from prisom. Q-
lenders on coaditional release wore morns
Lkely 1o be reincarceraied following
melease than wers any of the other types
of releasces, Apain, the pamlecs wers
the Least likely group o ba reincsr-
cerated during the follow-up pericd,

Survival Rates amang the Release
Types

Jureival analysis was wsed 10 compan:
e curnulative progsarison of offenders
e zch af the four groups of relessses
whio I merr Been areesied an momhly
mibzrvals during the 27-month fallow-

up pensd Gee Figwee Hy, Clearly, of-
[engders whio received conditional release
el anly were the mast Likely o be
arcgsred, bat they also recidivated by
arcesl & e miost eapid pace.

Coonversely, the parcless had the
slowest pace of recidivism, but only
during the first 22 months of the follow-
up ime. By the 23rd month, the amest
recidivism pace among the parcless wis
caual 10 that of the relesees parcled
Iroen work release.  For both gmoups,
approsimately &4 percent of the releas-
cos had survived by thatl tine, and e
ruies of recidivisio remainesd somilar
rereaflor.

For two groops of meleasees —
these wha were discharied oo wock
release and these who completed their
maximum sentences — the proportion
whit survived remairsl tairly similac
until the l4th moath after release, when
approximaccly &7 percent had nod hoen
arveated,  After that time, howewer, the
releasess who miased out continued 10
recidivae ar abont the same pace, whils

Flgure H

Faroleas had e slowes! pace of raciaivism doring the lirsf 22 months

foiiewing refease from prson,

Parcelege nof ragrresied
100 7

- Pargloan
Work relepgmas
Maximum llme relaasess
------ Candillanal refeaspas

&l 1

T

2[' E

a +— ; —t — —t——1
a 10 o 87

Monifis since refrasa from prigon

Uiexse parelesd focon wiock nelease recidi-
vated at & much slower pace than
T,

Differences amaong Types of
Releasees Inthe ROF Sample

Az there differences, then, amonge the
four types of releasses in the ROP
sample? Based on the prévious data, it
appescs that Urere ane — and that they
aree nal due salely o IDOC's admnistra-
tve classificanons, Furthermore, most
of Use differences are due w differences
between those offenders an conditicnal
meleaze and the other tvpes of releasees
as a whole, or between those on condi-
tional release and the paroless
apecifically,

Thase offenders on condinonal
elease (mainly M3IE) include releasees
with many diffcrent characicnsiics,
bzt imparant, this group includes
alfenders who were senenced under the
e JEIEATINKIE SeMENCNG SFEcion
and who recerved relatively shoal prison
sentences under this struciure, Becauss
af the tme period used in the ROF
stucdy, ths group ded not include of-
fencbers who recerved melatively long
determinate sentences, usually the mome
serous, wviolent, or oepeat offandars.
Thas group also includes some olfenders
whiy were given determinale seneees
with a fixed dae of release on e MSR

and somc inrmates who were releaged
uneder IDCKT s forced-release program.,

Thase releasess who served the
maximum senlecnoss impossd by the
courts arc larpely inmatss who were sen-
tenced under the old indeterminste son-
tencing strecture, Those offembers wens
oot released on parels bocause of the
circumstances or severty of their orgi-
nal offenses, or they did not Teceive
ariad-condued coedits becauwss of their
bebavior during imprisonment. This
irmouge could also inclode inmates who
wers previowsly relesssd on parcls it
whier wers reincarcerated boceuse of och-
nical violations or new offenses.

The releasess who received final
discharge from parcle were sentenosd
under the okl mdelenminate senatencing
stmaclurs; they sereed a portion of theic
seqnences in prison and then completed
i period of parole sopervision by
[E2M2, It 15 net surprising that this
eroup had a simaller number of prior
arresls than did the other celeasees; the
paroless tended w0 be violent offenders,
which meant they had a history of sere
ing relatively long prison seniEnces,
which in tim meant they ware not at
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risk of being drresied [or new crimes
wlhtile they were incarcerated,

Thas group was alsay more hikely
L o hiad @ vinlent holding odTense,
ncluding murder, manzlaoghter, and
farcible rape, Becawse viclent offenscs
enerally cary langer prison ssntences,
the time thar thess offenders wens ol
risk in the communily wes also
reilueed, The longer prison sentences
are alze relaed wohe e it this
geonn ol releasees waded 10 bein te
middle of the ape disribution — ages
21 1 30,

i R R
Conclusion

Significan differences wers found
lzvween the 230 paroless and the other
Lypad of releasaes i the ROP sample.
These included differences in demo-
graphic charsctenstics, such as their age
Al relesse; prior criminal history, in-
cluding the number of prior arcests and
mncarcersbieans e offenders had and e
hizlding offenses; and recidivism, in-
chiding both overall bevels and the mes
al wheeh oflenders recidivate. The recid-
pelsim comparisons showed thar, of the
four tepes of releasces analvead, parol-
oy owiers the least likely o recidieane,
while offenders who received condi-
licnal releass were the most likely, In
addition, parolees recidivaced ac a moch
slowrr pace than did any other tvpe of
releanes,

At first glance, i1 may appear that
these data sugpest pamle was a mors
elfcetive system for raducing recidivism
wnong fommer prison inmates. How-
svir, Lhere are some methodological
limatatzons inhierent in the ROP sam-
ple. The 230 paroless in the ROP
sarnpke are, by definiton, “success™
cises — especially when compared
willy U other releasess in the sam-
ple — because anly U paroless are
et B drave eaveqiually compleeod
e conditens of therr release.
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Adtheugh some of them wene
arrested Tollowing their physizal releass
from prizon, including soms who were
arresicd during their parole pericds, in
st cases these arrests merely pro-
longed the parcless' final discharpe
From ITROHC, T cabier words, il of the
parolees in the ROF sample success-
fully complered the specified period of
[N sopervision and were discharged,

This was not the case with the
other releazces in the sample. Those
who were on M3E had nol necessanly
cornpletsd their supervision periods
chring the 27 moaths following their
release from prison, and i1 was impos-
zible o select out a group whes had.
Methodelogically, the caly way o com-
pare the relauve success of parole vs.
MER i contrelling recadivism weonld
be @ compars a “seccessiul” MER
group with a group of “successful™
paroless,

Ohe significant finding from (hiz
sldy — and one that is conzisten with
prévious ROF research — is that prior
crirmihal Risiory i3 te most imponion!
Jaclor for dislinguishing recidivins
from nen-racidivisig, Trevioos ROFP
rescarch found tha, among the 339 non-
paraless in the sample, thase offenders
with the most cxienzive prior cruminal
fustorics wers glso the ones who were
most likely 1o be arrested or incarcerated
following their releasze from prison. The
same was e with the 230 paroless
cxarningd in chiz bulletn.

Gienerally, parolees with 11 or
Mare price arests wers mors likely to
be arrested or incarcerated during the 27
meaths fodlowing ther release from
prizon than wens parolecs with loss ox-
ensive crimind lustones, Similacly,
parobees with theee Or mome pror state
Prigoa inCarceratons wen: more likely
e e incaroerated again than wers parol-
ees with fewer than three prioc
InCAREratons,

Such findings demonsirars the
need for accurale and vp-to-date criminal
hiztory informaton on rpeat offenders
o b collected in Iinois. [In addition,
this informaton must be disseminated
in 3 umely manoer o those agencies
involved in making decisions at armign-
ment, sentencing, and other critical junc-
tures in the criminal justice system,

R Ty v
Motes

L Three ather types of releasees were
excluded Tooen tee anadvsis because their
numbers were 50 smalls 13 dischasged
from work: release, which refees 1o
releasees wha recerved final cemination
Erom TRAOMC custedy; 2% purols un-
known;, and 3} discharge onknown (for
the latier 1wo groups, the instmtion
from which the offeanders were released
could nor be determined from ITOC:
Caomrectional Insttution Managzment
Information Syzem). In all, 24 offend-
ors, of about 3 percent of the wial BOP
sample, were ncluded in these three
calgRones,

2 For a more complete discussion of
MSE, see Block (1979 and Hinoic Ke-
vired Sigiutes, chap. 38, par, 1005-8-1.

* Bince this demographic information
wizs reporcd by the cffenders them-
sclves at the time they werne admitted o
[T, the analvsis does not include
any cducational credits the offenders
camed while Usey were in [DOC cusio-
dy {exeept for any credits camed during
previows incarcerations). In acdition,
thess findings should he intempreicd
with cauticn, again because the data
wire sellreported.

# The snall percentage of Hispanics in
the ROFP sample 15 duc partially o the
[act that the releasees were classified
under an old 10O racial classificalion
system that may have onderoounted Tis-
panics. Among the other 539 mleaseas
in the sample, there were 25 Hispanics,
alscr about 5 porcent,

5 Soo Prevhylskd (19869,

& The toal number of offense couts s
preater than the nomber of aeresis be-
canse a porson can be charged with
more than one affense coweml for a smn-
ple arrest. For example, someane could
e arrested foe multiple cownts af the
sams offense or for one count of each of
many different affenses, These offiens:
counts were coded fram CCH svatem
rap shects; thercfioee, they da not cor-
respond direcily with coums filed by
individual state’s aipomeys" offices.

T oDither” crimes include offensss —
contempt of court, unlawful use of wea-
pon, disorderly conduct, and others —



that cannod be easily catepomaed as vio-
lent, propeny, or drog-relaed comes,

® Bee Markovic (1988) for an alter-
native method of measuring recidivism
knovam a5 Usurvival analysie.” Unlike
the “Tined-interval™ method wsed hore,
survivid analysis identifics the propor-
tons of relessses who “survive™ (that
1, who aee no! rearrested)y ot specific
Lime indervals within the follow-up
peridd. In other words, survival anal-
yeiz Allows researchers o determine
whedser vae or moene groops of neleas-
cen recidivale Al the same cate, or pece,
over Umee. Survival analysis is weed
It an an this bulledin as well.

¥ Since ere 15 no sccurate recoeding
ool Ui COH system of parols viola-
wang vi, new oflenses, te two could
nel b separted. Subsequent ROP
research will address this issoe.

12 Siae Proybylskd (T986),

I Thiree typees of releasees oo ox-
chuled from this analysis because their
numbees were so small; 1} discharged
from work release, 20 parode unknown,
unel 3} discharge unknown, See Note 1.

12 In this hulletin, survival analysis is
sed w0 measure only grres! necidivism.
It was nod wsed 10 analyee incarceration
recidivism bocanse very fow of the pansl-
o8 e about 10 percent — melumed to
prizon during the follow-up period. For
the arcest recidivism analyses, survival
lrres were caleulated based on the date
epch inclividual weas released from prizson
and om o purole. Pamloes who weee
arrested belwecn one and 30 days after
their rebesse are conselensd o heve failed
n the ficsl month; those who wene
arrested bedween 31 and 64) days, in the
secextil month; and 5o on. See Marka-
vic [TWHEG) Eor & more detailed cxplans-
tom of survival anslvsis and recidivism,

I3 Tabde 13 should mor be interpreted as
evadence thal parole, a5 2 systemn of
supervision, produced lower recidivism
rates Usan ol trpes of supeovision

Printed by authonty of the state of
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have, The parolees in the ROP study
are, by the very fact that they olii-
mately received their final dischaegs
Iroen parcle, sucecss cases, Although
some parclecs did recidivale during the
Tollow-up pericd, and therefone were
ungder TN supervision for longer
perinds of time, by and large their recids-
VigMh rales wore expected 1 be lower
than the eaces for cther types of releas-
cos, One way 0 measure the suecess of
parale ve, MER in conwolling mecidi-
wizm would be o seleen people wh
successfielly completed MSR — a com-
rarable suceess group o those whe
were discharged from parale — and con-
parc theie recidivism mies with those of
the parobecs, Undorunately, there was
no way, within the context of dus

study, o identify sich an M3E success
group. These findings, however, do
suggest that indetcemingne senences and
parcle may be an avens: for reducing
the resources the erimingl justice sys-
tem neads o process repeat offendears.
This iz an issue for further meseasch,

(IR o T R - 1)
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Other ROP
Publications

This = the fourth resaanch buBstin
Treem thia linais Griminal Justice Infor-
maian Aulhority’s Repaat Offandier
Fraojec. Pravious ROP publications

i luded:

B Aepsst Offsndors in ileois (N
vambsr T385) This research bullatin
analyzes the criminal actiity of 539
of thie 769 redeasdns in tha BOP sam-
cha dluring the fiest 18 ta 20 months
feallcnwiing rviir relaaise from prisen in
1983, | The 220 parclees in the zam-
pla, who ara the focus of this repod,
wire axcluded from the first threa
ROP publications.) This first regart
alzo dascrives in detail the damea-
grapnic characteristics of the AQP
sample and the ROF mvihodoiogy.

W The Paco of Hecidivism in Mirods
[April TREE)L This rasearch bullstin
prevides a defaded explanation of
Lhe usa of survival anslysis in recidi-
vism rasaarch. | alzo comparasg
racidivism rates ammong Yarkaus sk
groups of the ROP samplo. Thasa
analysas were based ontha 27 10 29
months follewing the ottendors
raleasa from prison,

W The fnpact of Prior Griminal His-
| oy o Recidhasm in Winods fduly
1585). This research bulliin analy-
zas the ralaticonship babweasn prior
criminal histery and recidivism
among the non-parcless inthe ROP
| sample. kalso updates thelindings
of the first ROP repon by analyzing
| amadditional nine months of data (2
[ 27-10 29-month lolow-up paeriod),

Alza planned is a filth report
that will analyze the ROP sample for
thiraa aars folkowing their release
lram priscn. This repoet will also koen-
ity how much recidivistic activity
among tha BOP sample is acoounad
lor by mpw offanses vs, violations of
the ettendars' release conditions.

For copias of any of the pub-
lishad ROF reparte, contact Oka
McNamara af the Awthardy, 120
South Riversice Plaza, Chicaga, I,
GG0E-309 7
CTE T S S e e T A
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Owerall Findings

B For tha ROP parcless, asfor b
cther reloasons in tha sampla, pror
crimi! huslony was the most important
Faector for distinguishing recidivisis from
non-recidivisis. Ganerally, paroleas
wha had sawaral prior arresis or incar-
carslicns ware more likely than thage
with lass exlansive criminal kistorios o
v arrastoed o impascned inhe 27
b falkawing thair releaze from
orison.

W Rslaasses who were dischargad Irom
parole — a slatus1hat in & s=ense distin-
quishes tham as "succassiul® — wara
lesss: likonhy than the atie raloasoes o
tha HOH sampbe 1o ba arested during
Thi 2T -manli ledlowsup pariod, Thosa
who recsied condilional relesce
imoslly mandalcry supanisad releaze)
wiarg most likehy to be rearrested.

Priar Criminal History of the ROP
Parolees

W Eighiy-dhres percani of the parleas
huxd meare than anae pricr armast; 17 per-
cant had 11 or more.

W Vicknl crimes acoountod far naarky
ona-laurhal he parakess” priar ofldenses
counls; proparty offenses accounted
ler ancther 44 parcent.

W Foe 71 percand of the paraleas, the
bass incarceratian was their lirst state
orisen admizssion.

TLLINCES

CRIMINAL JUSTICE _
INFORMATION AUTHORITY

T T T e N S L S R L L S S Ny Y

Summary of Findings

B Fitty-nine parcant of tho paraioes
ware on parale betwesn one and twe
yéars; the avaraga fime they spani on
parcla was 18 months,

Recldivism among the ROP
Paroless

M Thirty-eight parcen o the 220 paral-
ks o arrasiod & loast ance during
tha 27 months folkwing thalr ralease
fram prisan. Forydour parcant of
these posl-releass arrasis were for
prooarty crimes, and 223 percent wene
far vialant offanses.

M Hoarly threa-quartars af thae paraloos
wha recidivated by arrast during the 27-
rranth fealkaw-up pocd waera armastad
whils shay wara sl e parale

B Less than 10 percand of the parclees
wara incarcarated in &n Hinois prison
eluring thin 27 menths following Their ra-
lerasr Ircen peisan.

Comparison of ROP Parclees and
the Cher Releasees Combined

B The 230 parcless and the othar 539
releasess inthe sample differed signdi-
cantly interms of their age wpon raleass
frarn prisan. The parckeas lended toba
cluslened in tha 21-30 age graup.

B Parolaas tendad 1o hawva lawar pricr
arrasis than the ather types of raleas-
s did, Tha average numbor af priar
AFFESS par panralas Wik Savan, corm-
pared with ning for tha cther eilenders
inthe sample.

Chicagn, Ilinois G0&06

120 Soelh Hiverside Plaza

Research
Bulletin

W Twanty-nine percent of the parchess
had bewo or mora prior incarce ralons,
compared with 40 pancant of the olher
relaazeas,

W Approximately 61 percent of the
patrabaas wera naf armested during the
27 menihs fallowing thair release Irom
prison. Conwersaly, this same paeroini-
age of offenders who recadvod coned:-
tional discharge or wha comglaled (heir
antire santances in prison were ar-
reslad during the lollow-up paricd.

Comparison of all Four Release
Types

W Blacks constiutad the majoriy of
afsnders in three of the four ralaasa
growps. Whites were disproponionately
rapresented in the growp who “rmaxed
cud” — that iz, who senvad in prisan Hhg
FRAKIFL S ilaons imposed.

M Faraless wera tha only tvpe of re-
laasas who had predeminantly viclent
holding cifenzes.

W Oflandors who received condilicnas|
release wara marn Bkaly to e arrasted
churirg the 27-month fofow-up period
thaw ware the ofanders in any of tha
olher ralaasa groups; offendars whao
received conditional rabeass wene also
mera likaly 1o relun 1o prison,

HULK BATE
L5 POSTAGE
FAID

CHICAGD, 1L
PERMIT Nk 4273




