


release, wers raarrestad mare often
than any olher 2ge groupinthe sam-
ple. Mora than thrag-guarers of the
chandars infhe yourgest age
groupwerns aresled again during
he 27- b 28-mondh follow-up
perad.

A Property offenders were more
likely than viglent oflenders to be ar-
rested fellowing their release from
prison.

L
The ROP Study

“ack” began his officially-recarded
adult crinunal carear af the age of 17
with an arrest for burgiary. Two aind
cre-nall years later he was arested
lor urlawiu! uss of 2 weapon, and
hwo yoars alter that, af fthe ags of 22,
fe was arrested far thaft, Following
ifis arrest, barely a vear elapsad
pefore Jack was arresled again—
iz fima for murder and armed rod-
Dery. Behwaan tha ime he was ar-
resied and Incarceratad on the mur-
derchanga, Jack was arrosied faur
mora Hmes — hwice for aifempled
mudar and ance egah for gnmed rob-
bery and attempled armad rabbeny.
Just TE manihs after completing his
sanence for munder, Jack was ar
ragled far grmed rebbery, kidnap-
ming, and armed vialence, Hawas
subseguently comvicted and is now
Senving & 40-year prisan sehiencs,

Crimingl justice officials hrowghowt
ihe naticn have singled cuf repeat
offenders such as "Jack™ as afop
comcemol our pstice systerm. Tha
icled Ihal praportionally few criminals
arg respansitls for mech of the
crime ingur commurnities has gained

This regearch bulletin was writ-
fens by Awbhorily research aralyst
Foger Proyboylski, with the as-
sigtanee of research analysts
Anmarie Ayvlward, Shery!
Enight, Jokn Markovic, and
Grerry Ramber. The bulletin was
edited by Kevin P Morizon.

DRSNS S ng federsl, stale,
and local authorities. Unfortunately,
many of thasa afficials lack up-1o-
cate irdormatian abaut the charao-
leristics of repeal clfenders and the
patterns of their cimingl zofivities
Withiout this bagig infarmation, ¢rim-
inal justica practitionars and gov-
emmant policy makers have ittle
chance of elactively addrezsing the
problem of repeat offenders.

In responss to the need far more
inferrmation on this topic, the Hingis
Criminal Justice Information Author-
ity launched iis Repeal Cilender
Project (ROP), a detailed, mulli-
faoeted study of recidivism in 1Engis.
The ROP sludy is designed 1o peo-
duce one of the mosl complate sum-
manies of recidivistic activily ever dog-
umentad for a cohart of prison re-
leaseas in llingis.

The ROP Sample

Mg BOP study is fracking the crim-
inal gstvity of VB2 inmates released
from ingds prsons between Sgl 1
and June 370 of 1983, This sample
cordaing relegsees with vanous re-
lgase dates and different release
types, such as parole, othar vpes of
condiional release, and uncendi-
tiznal release.

Soiar, the Autharity has analyzed
the achivity of 539 of the TES re-
leasaesinthe iotal sample, The 230
releasaes who have not been anal-
vzed were already on parale belorg
April1, 1283, but received their fingl
discharge slalus during (he thres
mznths when the sampls was
drawn. These individuals have not
bean examined because, thearali-
Gally, they could have Deen at sk in
1he carnmunity prior 1o their citicial
discharge, A subsequent report will
analyze the criminal aclivily o this
qraup.,

rata Sources

The Computenzed Criminal History
(G H) system maintained by the
lingis Department of Slate Polce
(DR iz the source of crimmingl hig-

fory recard infarmation used in 1he
ROP sludy, The CCH transcngt (ar
rap shael) is meant to be a cumula-
tive record of 3 person’'s dealings
with lHlinois’ criminal justice system.
The Aulhority fracked the ciminal
activity af the releasaes by period-
cally agking the D3P to search
through the CGH database for addi-
tions ka the ofienders’ rap sheats.
Thus, cnly criminal hiztory evants
that were posted to the CCH system
wearg ingluded in the Autharnby's
analysis.

I addition, 1he Authorily abtained
general demagraphic dala about
gach releazee in the sample from
the linoig Departmeant of Sorec-
ticna (I0D23). Thisinfarmationwas
self-reported by the inmates

Criminal Justice Policies
And the ROP Sample

Crime affects various componegnts of
tha crmingl justice system in dilar-
eni ways. AL every lavsl {law erdonzo-
mant, proseculion, cours, and cor-
rections), decision makars corting:
ally face a unique array of problems.
The policies they imglamend reflect
the need 1o respond to these prob-
lems in a lirmaly and efiective man-
ner.

Whenconsidering the criminal activ-
ity of the ROF sample, itis impartant
o remember that thera will abvays be
historical evenls within the cdminal
justice system thal affect the compo-
sition af both the general prison pop-
ulakon and the population of pison
reloasees. Correclional policiesin
ellact attha lime the ROP sample
was drawn could have affected 1he
overall makeup of the zample. Two
palicies are particukary imgorian:

1 The farced-releage program, in
effect from Jung 1980 until July
1983 and

U The detention of misdemean-
arls in state prisons.

Underihe forced-release program, a
response 10 severe prisen crowd-



ing, the IDCG awarded muliple incre
ments of mentanous good ime o
cedaininmates This policy gener-
aly Allowed offenders 10 be re-
lpased soonerand ai a fastar rale
1han woulkd be the case under prior
arcurrenl sorectional policies, Dur-
ing the fima the policy was in effect,
nat only weara mare ollenders re-
lzasad, but those who would have
boen held urder normal condilions
ol their semences were allkvwed 10
ga free. The result isthal the ROP
sample of releasess could havain-
clugad mare sericus oligndarcs than
if tha sampla were drawn today.

Tha ROP sample could also have
been altected by the inclesion of
rrisdameananis inthe stala's gen-
eral prison population, InJuly 1983,
2 change in state law required per-
sons senlenced o lass hanone
yizar bo seree theirtime inbocal jails
instead of stale prisons, Tha pras-
gnce of mizdemaanants in the slate
prisan population betwesn Apl and
June ol 1883 could have resulledin
alarger number of less-senous of-
landars being included inthe ROP
sample thanif & similar sampla ware
CIFAw ThOnes,

Defining and Measuring
Recidivism

Secidhviem has beendafined in
many ways by many ditferent re-
saarchers, and each definifion ¢an
produce substantially different ra-
sulls. The ROP study uses twa dafi-
riificns of recidivism;

J Arres! aftar release, which refers
la any arrast recardad onthe CCH
system afterthe dale the oltender
was reloased from prisen (the 1883

release dateinthis case). Anindivid

palis considerad an armest resioiis!

afer his ar har first anrest following re-

lzasa fram prison forthe base incar-
ceration,

U lnearceration after reloasa, which
includes any CCH-reportad incarcer-
alion in state pAsen ocourmng afler
lhe 1983 prison release date. Simi-
larky, an individual is considered an
incarcaration reckdivist gt the data ol

e ———

Some Common Terms

Here are deliralions of some cem-
monierms used throughout Lhe
FOP study:

| Base Incarceration. Theimprison-

ment from which the inmate was
released durrg ihe three-manth
sampling perod in 1953,

Haolding offanse. The conviction
charga torwhich the base incancer-
alion occurred. Incases whens of-
fenders wara senenced on multiple
charges, the lEnais Department of
Correcfians determined the holdng
oHiense 1o be the one that camied
the longesi senlance (Lhiswas
generally ihe most serous charge).

Fost-ralease recldivism felther
grrast ragidivism or incarceralion
recidivism), Refers o all GoH-
reporied evarts (arrests and incar-
cerafions) following each inmate’s

release forthe base carceralion.
| Anindividual is consdered a recial-
vist at the time of tha first post-

release arrest or the first post-
release incarceralion, depending
an tha delinilian.

Priar erirmingl lisfory. Allarrasls
andincarceralions associated with
an offender, up to and including fhe
base incarceration,

Provious arrest history. Usedio
classify releasess as either viclent,
praperty, drug, of othoroflenders,
based on thaeirenting arsst hisiory
(including the hodding offanse).
This elagsificationwas based on
gach ollenders predominant crims
typa — 1he lype of crima far which
tha olendar was arestad maest
frequently.

Statistical significance. Forpur-
poses af the ROP sludy, the leval
of sigrificancs of the chi-sguare
sfakiskic. A chi-zquare test indicates
whather tha distribulon of values
praduced by the varables under
abservation could have happened
by chance when no relationship
bateaen ihe two varables exisis.

the first incarceration alter baing re-
leased from prisondorthe base incar-
ceration.

Canwiction afsr reiegsswas mal
used as a definifion of recidivismin
the ROP study becauss past awdils
of the CCH system have indicated
fhat many arrest events on the sys-
1am lack final dispositions, Consa-
quenity, 1he Authadty decided that
canwiction after releasewas nat areli-
anle measure of recidivismin Hlinois,
{For a mare complele discussion of
misging COH dispositions, seée the
Authanty’s aodi reports for 1982-83
and 1884-85.)

Post-Release Criminal
Activity: A27- to
29-Month Update

Since her releass from prson in
June 1883, "Alice™ has bean ar-
reslad 14 Kmes, moestlly on charges
of theit and shoplifing. The fiest of

these arresis — for thel, reckiess
canduct, and aggravaled assaull—
came anly o months affer her re-
izase. Alicg began her officiaily-
recardad adult criminal carear af age
23 with an arrest for thefl, Sharly
tharoaiter, she was arrgsled for prog-
tiubon, Using 27 aifferent assumed
names, Alice has been arested 8
total of 67 Hmes. Her prior drrest rge-
ord includas theft (371 Hmes), pros-
fluban and shoplifting (10 imes
gacty, Wegal possession anduse of
creaif cards (7 Emes), and varous
attar offensas. Allce was incar-
caraled in stale prison wice phor o
fier 1953 relaase. Now, &l the age
of 38, she has the Kghest number
of arrests among the 539 raleasacs
analyzed thus far, although she is
not currently in & 1000 mstitution.

The Authority's first ROP pubkcation
analyzed the criminal activity o the
sample during the dirst 15 1620
manths following their releass from
paison. This saction of the curment
repor] updates the previcus lindings



for an additional ning months, ora
27 to 29-morh folldw-ug period.
This ipcdals ecaminas both post-
release arests andingarcerztions,

Post-Eelease Arrests

Table 1 compares the post-ralaase

arresl activily of the sample allar 18
1o 20 mordhs with the arrest activity

after 27 10 23 manths. Amang olhar
1hirgs, this analysis found that:

J Roughtly B0 percert (324 of
538} of the samgla have now re-
corded at least one post-release
arrest,

[ Sixty-cix roleasess sxperanced
heir firgd post-ralaase aras! durning
fhe lagt nine-manth pencd. Thesea
affandars represent a 26 parcant in-
crease in tha number of oilendars
arrested singe {heir 1983 releassa
froem prison,

- The 324 offenders were respon-
sible for 775 post-release armests
recarded onthe COH system (sea
figure 1 far a braakcown of these
arrests by oiferant crime lypes).
These 775 arresis represent a
growdh of 58 percent in the number
of post-release arrests inthe last
ning manlhs.
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Post-Helease Arrest Aclivity
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FTGURE 1

Most Post-Release Arrests Involved Property Crimes
Breakdown of Post-Eelease Arrests by Tvpe of Crime
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[ Tha 775 arrests included 972
armest counts, ar an increase of 36
parcantin the (25t nina manths,

{ Thiz tatal numbar of arrest caunls is
graater than the number ol arrests
because anollender Gould be
charged with mara than ona arrest
cauntior each arrasl. Forexampla,
gameans could be arrasted tor mul-
fipla counds of the same offense or
forane count of each of many dit-
ferent offenses. These amast
counts have no direct cormespaon:-
dence with actual counts filed by a
slate’s attomeay.)

I Orwver the last nina months, the
proportion of arast recidivists wilh
only one post-release amest de-
creased 10 percent, The propartion
havirg twa or three post-releass
arrests increased minimally {1 per-
cent), while the proporion having

four or more past-releasa arrests in-
creased S percent.

O Inthe last nine manths, there
has bean liflle change in the bregk-
doswn of the post-release armest
counts by ivpe of crima. Table 2
shows thal propeny crimes still ac-
count far approdimalaly hal af tha
arres! counts.

Post-Eelease Incarcerations

Table 3illusirales how the post-
release incarcerafion activity of the
zample changed betweenthe 18-10
20-manth and the 27-10 28-manth
follow-up penods. (Keapin mindgd
that releasses in the sample coukd
be incarcerated again for either a
new offense or a violation of their
conditional release. Sincethere is
rey acourale recording onthe CCH




TABLE z

Post-Releaze Arrest Coanis

18-20 2729

Months  Meaths
Murder” T 11
Kidnappn 1 1
Lkl Fasstrain 3 3
Higs 1 1
Diaviahe Sex. Assaul t i
&rmed Yickncs i 3
Armuatd Robbeey 14 16
Pty 1% a7
Hame: riasion 1 i
Agpriyaled Assau 22 )
Aggawalied Ballery 7 &
AszaukEatery G2 102
Arson 1 i
Ciher 4 _a
Tal Yiclam 15) i

{21%) ey
Proparty Cilanses
Bungiary® i ]
Rezidential Burglary 11 16
Thah® 137 175
Shopliting 54 ]
CHher os 145
Talal Property EH | 176

1530 A
[rpg Offenses
Tolal Ciug 33 e

(7] {1085}

Dbar Gflenses
Cortampt ol Couwd T Py |
Unlawdal Usa of
Weapan 21 5
Cisoederty Conguc g B
Crar - J
Total Cehar 13 158

(8% [16%)
o Infarmation 4 17

1% (%)
Total Counts T15 572
* Includes attsmp's

system of new ofienses vs release
viplations, the Authority could not
dislinguish betwesn the twaoin this
bllatin.}

Crear1he last nine months;

1 The number of offenders expe-
rigrzing theirfirst state prison incar-
caration following their base incarcer-
ationincreased 28 percent, from
17310 222 offanders. (Incarcera-
tien, as defined in the ROP study,

refers only o imprsonment in lirois
state comectional {aciities, itex-
cludes commitments o county jails.)

= The highast number of post-
releass incarcaralions lar any one
allendearincreased iram beo o faur,

1 The proporion of incarceration
recidivisis with orily one post-
release incarceration decreased 15
percent; the proporion having bwo
posi-release incarcerations in-
creased 12 percent.

A Twe percent of the incarceration
racicivicls had {thras or mare post-
release incarcerations.

Recidivism Among
Different Subgroups
Of Releasees

Warious groupings of elfendsars can
display differem behaviaral lendsn-
cies toward regidivism, Previous
ROP reports, for exarmple, found
varniations in recidivism levels among
diflererd age groups and amang
pacple with differerd numbers of
proroflenses, Analyses such as
these help identify those charag-
leristics most likely to be azsodated
with recidivism. If policy makers and
other criminal justice officials ara 1o
be successiuliniderdilying seraus,
repeat offanders, they must focus
some of their altentionan these
characlerishics,

With fhis idea in mind, the Authority
examingd the relafionship between
arrest ragidivism and a number of
damagraphiz and ciminal histery
variables. Each relafionship was
lested 1o statistical significance
using the ohi-square statistic, A chi-
sguara teglindicates whelherthe
dislribution of values produced by
he variables being obsered could
have happened by chance when no
relationship between the two van-
ables actually exists, The stalistical
signiticance of a relationship is ex-
prassadin tarms of probabilities.

TARLE 3
Post-Release Incarceration Activity
1820 &
Months  Montha
Fost-Feloasa I
[ncarceraliong
b, Barcamantad 17 s
= % of Zamphk 3% 41%
Ranga i2 14
Distribullon of Incarcerations
Amang Rocidivists
1 % il
2 L% 175
3 — 1%
4 — 1%

Sigrificance at the .05 level {p<.05)
means thal 1he probability of the rela-
tionship being attributable to chance
i% no mare than 5in 100, Inthis re-
port, relationships weare accepted as
statiskically signdicantif thay were sig-
nificant at tha .05 level or higher.

A secord slatistical measura,
garmma, was used o test both the
strength and direction of the relation-
ships between variables. Gamma
values range betwaen 0 and 1, and
the higherthe gamma (that ig, the
cloger o 1), the stranger the relation-
ship. A paositive or negalive gamma
indicates the direction of the relation-
ship.

The ¢hi-square and gamma statistics
are preserediniables 4 through 8
for all of the relationships discuszed
inthis bultetin, However, unlass
alherwise noted, statistical signi-
cancein this report refers to the sig-
nificance lavel of he chi-square sta-
listic,

Criminal History Variables

"Car"was arrested for iz firat of-
fanse, athelt, af the age of 20. Cwer
fhe naxt 19 years, e was imoris-
afgd wice and arrasted 30 timas —
mostly for theft (12 timas), dnig-
related activities (eight), the unizwild
use of weapons (three), and a faw
othar propedy crimes. Jus!four
manths affer being releasad from
prisan i 1283, Cad was arrested
again for burgiary, He is now 52
years oid, and in the last three years,
has been amested twice and impris-



Property Offenders and Those with Extensive Criminal Histories
Were Most Likely to be Arrested Following Release from Prison

Arrest Recidivism Comparizons Based on Different Criminal History Variables

Mo, of Prior Amests
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Halding Offansa

onad threa imes. Ganl, who s our-
rently in stale prison, is an excalient
examole of 8 carser prapeny Grim-
il — an offendarwihe fias g long
criminal history charemenzed by 8
high number of arrasts and relaiively
few incarcarations, mainly ralaled fo
SrapaTy orimes.

"Pele” fias bean arrested and impris-
aned many Fmes, mainly for grap-
oty onmes. Since his relzase from
prsonin May 1583, Pate has been
arrestad again twice, once sachior
shapiifting and thelf, Tha first arrest
for shapiifting came iess than ong
manth affar he was refeased from
slale prison. Pote has baen incar-
cerated omce since Nis refeasa, but
i5 not currently i an Winais pRson,
Hiz goholt commenail hislory goes back
o gge 22, when he was arrested,
and subseguently incarcarated, for
vieft, By April TAB3, Fata had baan
arresfed 47 fimes for crimas such as
shaplifing, thefl, bunglary, and pos-
sessian of conlrolied spbslances
and narcalic inslrurmants. He has
baegr i Winais orisong ning fmes,

Pravious ROP analyvses have found
that cartain criminal history vari-
ables — namely the murmbsraf pricor

arrcsts and incarcerations an of-
fender has, the e of prior arrests,
and the type of holding offense —
are mas! Bkely to be associated with
arres! recidivism. These analysas
are helpiul in studying releasees
such as “Carl” and "Pete," who have
extensive crminal hislores.

Lising these criminal history vari-
ables, ligure 2 shows the propation
of allendars withinvaricus sub-
graups of the ROP sample who
were arrasted dunng the follow-up
pariad. Table 4usgesthe chi-sguare
and gamma slatistics o indicate the
level ol significance between each

ol these griminal hislary vanatles, as
well a5 two damagraphiclactors, and
arrest recidivism., Far example, this
table shows that age af releasewas
related o rearrest at the 07T lawel
This means that the probability of
the relationship being afirfoutabls (o
chanceis no more than 1in 100,

MNoumbar of prior arresis. Releasses
wilh a high number of prior armests
wera mare likely 1o ba amasted again
{har thase with lewer prior amesls.
Approsimately 40 percert of {ha
releaseas with 1103 priar armests ex-
parencad a CCH-repored aras!

]

during the 27« 1o 28-maonth follos-
up pancd, and 1hig proporfion graw
steadly as the nurmbar of priar
arrests increased. By ihe end ol the
iollgnee-up periad, tha percantage al
releasess arested againwas 80 per-
cant far thosawith 4 10 G prior ar-
rests, 64 percent for those with 710
10 prigr arrests, and 77 percent for
aifenders having 11 or mora priar
arrests {see figurs 21

Numberof prior incarcerations, Re-
leasees with dfferent incarceration
histeries displayed varying levels of

TARLE 4
Relationships of Selected Criminal
History and Demographic Yariables
To Arrest Recidivism

Nark Chl-5quare  Gamma
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arrest recidivism as well. Threa 2ub
CDLDE Were Compared: releasaas
vilh ane prigringarcaralion (tho
base insarseralian), Ihese with two

Birae or Mare.

This analysis found Lhat as the num-
Lerof prgringarceralions increas g,
s did the proportion o offenders
recidivating by arresl. Fifty-three per-
cent of the relegsess wilh one prior
incanceration wers arrastad agan
during the follpw-up pancd, com:-
pared with 85 percend of tha oflend-
ers with twe prigringarcaralions and
76 parcent ol those with thres or
mare (see ligure 2).

Previous arres! history, Alreleas-
a2t in the ROF sample were classi-
fied by the type of criminal history
cxhibited in thair previous amests.
Thras subgroups were campared:
prapery, vislent, and rmixedoffend-
prs (the atter inshedas offenders
who did ot exhibet & single Grime
fypuz). Crug offendars, who consh-
uted 3 low number of all relgasoees,
were amitted

The AOF data indicais there is gen-
crally a relationship betwean the
lype of prior crminal activity exhib-
ited by an offender and the lilkeli-
haod af his or her beirg arestad
alier release from pdson. Clenders
wilh & cramingl bislory dominated oy
propery crimes wars far mon likely
to recidivate by arrest; 70 percent of
theso offenders ware arreslad
cluring the 27- 1 29-monih Fallow-
up ime. By comparison, 56 parcant
of lhasa classified a5 riviesaand hall
of thosa classilied as pregominanihy
viglantware arreslac again fsee
fiquirg 21

Holding offense, Heloasees ware
alzo classified basen on thair nold-
ing offensa, as determined by the
DG, (Holdivey offense relersto he
single conviglian chargs, orthe
st serious of mufipie charges, for
which the aifender was sentenced

g oasondorthe bass incarceration,)
The drug and offtercalogones were
again so small that thay wang ex-
cludoed fromthe anabysis

Hawewvar, whan releasaas wilth prop.
erty and vinlent holding atfensas
wera comparad, the Authority found
thatthose who had been heldlor
propery cifenses were more likaly
1o recidivate by arrest thanihose
who had beanimprisoned for vialanl
offenzes. Sixty-six parzent of the
releasees who had propery holding
offenses, compared with 56 percant
ol those having vielent halding
ollenses, expenenced a COH-
recorded arrest during the follow-up
pehnod (see igure 2).

Demographic Variables

Just asthers are relationships be-
bwgzen aadain criminal histong vari-
ables and arrest recidivism, sormss
demographic factors were found o
be relzlzd 1o arrest recidivism as
well. Figure 3 shows ihe proportion
of glienders arrested dunng the
follow-up pericd forthreo of these
demographic varables: age alihe
time of release rpm prisan, race,
and mariial stalus at 1he time of the
baseincarcerafion,

Age al refease. For camparative pur-
poses, The sample was divided ine

four categones based on each of-
lenders age at the fime he orshe
was released from the base incarscer-
alionin 1983 The age categornies
uzedwers 171020, 2110 25, 2610
30, and 31 and clder.

Aamong ihese four groups, the youn-
gestones —those age 1710 20 at
the time of their release — recidi-
valed by arrest mare often than any
clher age group. Morethanthree-
quariers of these releasees were
arrasted during the 27- Lo 29-manth
follew-up pencd. Foreach of the
thriee alder 208 aroups, The cropor-
tionof offendars arested againwas
much kywer, and it rermained 12irky
constant across age groups. Filly-
eight percert of the 21- io 25-vear-
olds, 57 percent of the 26- ta 30-
vear-alds, and 56 percent of thase
releasees age 31 and olderwars
arrested al least once dunng the
follonss-up time (sae fgure 3.

Race. Companng the two majorra-
cialgroups inthe sample — blacks
and whiles — revealed a raticeables
difference inarsest recidivism levels.
1Only blacks and whiles wers in-
cluded in thiz comparison because

[persenl of tofal in subgroup)
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FIGURE 3

Certain Demographic Variables Help Identify
Those Offenders Most Likely to be Rearrested
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of the Iew nurnbear of people calegor-
ized as being from other racial
oroups.) Black ralagsess recidivated
by arrast mare olienthan white re-
lzazeas, with 82 percent of the
blacks and 20 percent of the whitas
inthe sample amested at least once
curing the 27 - 1o 29-month follow-
up penod fsee fgure 3.

Mavital siatus. Two groups of releas-
SRS werae comparad here ag well;
thase who reported being single
wihenihey enterad prigan forthe
basgincarceration ard ihose who
saidthey were married. And, once
dgain, adifference in arrest recidi-
vism levels was uncovered. Mearky
twoethirds of the single releasees,
campared with atoul ane-hall ol the
marrigd onas, were arrasled dunng
ihe ollw-up paricd (see fgure 21,

Summary of Subgroup
Comparisons

The anzlysis ol recidivism patlerns
ameng vanous subgroups of the
ROF sample found that seme fac-
1ors are clearly related to recidivism
oy arrest, Criminal hislory varables
found to be associated with armest
recidivism included:

1 The numberof prlor arrests. In-
dividuaks wilth several prior arrests
were arrested dunng the 1ollow-up
pericd more eflan than parsons with
relalively tewear pnor arresls. The
average number of prior arasts for
thase who did recidivate was 11,
whilg fhe avarage number ior those
vt il nobweas &,

d The number of prior incarcer-
arfgng, Aswith prior arrests, individ-
ualswith mane extensive histoies of
incarceration recidivated by armest
rare aften than those with less ex-
tensive hiztores, While recidivists
and nonerecidivists alike tended to
hiave anly ong piorincarceraton, 48
percent of the recicivists had bwo or
mare paorincarcaralions, conpanad
with 2% pergent of the non-racidi-
visls.,

. The type of offense. Regard-

lzss of whether the entire arrest his-
tary oronly the most recent ofense
[the holding offense)l was con
sidered, offenders who wera respon-
sible far propery offenses weare ar-
rested again more olten hanal-
Tenders who committed viclant ol-
fenses. While 70 percent ol ol-
lenders having & history of propery
crime — {hase with arrest histones
irdicating a patternof propey of-
lanses —were arrested during the
fallawe-pp periad, S0 percant of
those with violert offenze histones
recidivated by arrest. Similary,
those having a propeny holding of -
fense wers more likely to be ar-
rezled again than thoze wilth a vio-
lant halding ellense (B6 percant vs.
S parcent).

These relationships betwean aresi
racidivism and various criminzl his-
tory and demographic faciors are
analyzed inmaore Setailin the re-
mainder of the bulletin,

Prior Criminal History
And Recidivism

The preceeding analyses revealad
thal a number of cilender character-
iglics, when considersd separately,
were related 1o the likelihood of a
persen being amested within the 27
o 29 manths aflar being released
fromprscn. Forexample, itwas
feund that thase olenders with 2
high nurber of prior arresls or prior
stale prison incarceralions ware
mare lkely 1o be arresled again than
thoze with Tewer phcr arresis orin-
carcerations. This finding — that the
voluma of pas! chminal bahavicrs is
Lha best indicator of possible lufure
criminal activity — is thus farans ol
tha ROP study's most imparian
conzlusions,

Howevar, the study has also found
that other varables, such as age,
race, holding offense, and the type
of previous arrest history, alzo ap-
peario be related to arrest recidi-
vizm. The questionthat must be
answered thenis this: |s the ralaticn-

ship Babergen prior crirminal history
and recidivism explained by 1hese
clher vanabias, oris lhare a direct
relalicnshia between the two?

To arswer 1his questian, three impor
tant methodalogical concems re-
garding the original relationship be-
tweean prcr criminal hislory and ar-
rest recidivism were addressed:

- Doestha arginal relationship dis-
agpear when g lest (or conieed wari-
able izinlreduced? When race is
ugad as a third factor, for example,
are olferders wilh more prgr amrests
slill more likely to be armested after
being released from prison than
ihose oifenders having fewer priar
arresis?

1 Does the original relatianship
between prior griminal historny and
the Ekelibead of recidivism hold up
across all calagorias of the cantrol
vanable, or aoross anly some? In
clherwords, using race again as the
controlvarable, does the relation-
ship between prior arresls and arest
recidivism hald upor both Dlacks
andwhiles?

1 Isthe crginal relationship belter
explained usng a combination of
pricr criminal hiztary and the third
vanable (lor example, racel? Thaiis,
do the o lactors combinsg (o ex-
plain arrest recidvism better than
either factor indivicdually?

Given this methadokgy, the {ol-
Ewdire] et analysas were paronmead
foreach contral, or added, variable:

[ The ralationship babween he
cantral wanatia {lar example, race)
ared prior crirminal hislory was exam-
ined lirsd (seelakies S and 7lora
sumamany af the slalishical sepnili-
cancs al thess sirnpls hwo-varighle
reiatiorsluns ).

1 Mex, the effects of the third varni-
able ondhe redationship between
prigr crimingl history and recidivism
by arrestwas analvzed [soe lables 6
and & far & summany of the slatistical
sigriicance of thase relalionsiips).



Prior Arrests

Tha crnunal cargar af "Walam™ ius-
Lrates he refalionstup belweern the
nurmberof prior arresls and arrast
secacinvesn, Aflhe e of 20, Whillam
Sfaded e adul! errmminal caraer witlh
anarrest forthaff. Overitha next
o and one-half pears, e was ar-
rested 43 Kmes, or an average of
Mree offenses every hwa months,
[hese arresis werg mainly far shop-
ditiag (20 e} and thett {11 imes),
Bl also inclocsd pessession of can-
nahbis and possession of controlled
subsfances, Wiam's holoing of-
fonsa, while incarceraled by the
D00, waz theli. After being re-
fegsad from prison in June 1983, he
was arresled eight manths later for
dradt & hwa weaeks affer (hat for
shophinng. Haaly wo weeks
giagsed helorg he was arresfed
A2 lor pogsession of confroled
subslances and twa maenths later for
shopditing, Willam iz nof currenily
cncarceraled in an Wineis prison,

Hace, priof arrests, and arrest recid-

ivigim. Astable &indicates, the two-
varable relationship between the
nurmier of prior arrests and race was
significant (that is, the chi-square
slatistic was p<.01). Race wasthen
intraduced as & contral varable, and
e relationship betveen the num-
berof prior arrests and arrest recid-
vismwas examined. Findings were
significant for both Hacks and whitas
(seg fable ). Inctherwords, astha
number ol peior arests increased, 5o
dii the propanton of slendars who
were grrestied durng the follow-up
perigd, regardless of their race.

Forwhiles, the proportion rear-
rested increased gradually at first,
v 35 parcant far those with 110 3
oiar arests bo 51 paercant far thoss
wilh 7 8o 10 pricr arrests, This figure
then jumped dramatically, 1o 78 per-
cent, forthose white releasees with
11 ar more prior arrests. Forblacks,
the propoticn rearrested graw frem
45 percent for those with 1 1o 3 prics
arresls ba 71 percend for those with 4
I & prior arresls. Bul this nurmiber
increasadonly slightly, ta 78 per-
canl, lorblack releasaes with 11 or

TABLE &
Exlationships of Criminal History
And Demagraphic Varizhles
Tu Mumber of Prior Arrests

Presicus Amesl History pec 3 -2}
Hedding Cifeniza P AT
Agpi it Helaasa i AG
Rac =i ey

mMore prcr arresis,

Because the proportion reamested
increased sigreficanity for both
races, the relationship betwaenthe
nurmter of prior amests and arast
recidivismn cannot be explained by
race alone. Sl the influence o
racewas evident inthe proparicnal
differences. Comparing whites and
Blacks within each level of prior ar-
rests reveadled that for all but 1the
highest level, blacks were mara
likely thanwhites o be rearrestacd
during thie follow-up period. This
trend was particulary evidant among
olfenders with 4 1o 10 priar arasis.

In sum, ihen, raca was nat raspon-
sible far ihe relatiznship between
1he number of prior armests and ar-
rest recidivism. For both whites and
Blacks, as ihe nurmbsr of prior arrests
increasad, 5o did the proportionof
releasaes intha sample who were
rearrested. Thatis, the criginal rela-
lionship bebtween prior arrests and
arrest recidivism habd up across tha
twio racial groups. Howaver, blacks
with 4 o 10 prior arrests wara nearly
as likely 1o be rearrested as any
cllendar, Black or white, with 11 or
mare prior arests.

Age at relgase, prior arrasts, and
arrest recidivism. The analysis re-
vealed a significant ralzlions hip be-
twean aga and ihe numbsr of prior
arresls (see lalia 5), Likewisa,
whan tha interastion of ags at re-
lzzse, pricr arrests, and arrest recich-
vismwas examined, the number of
prior arrests was significanly related
to recidivisrm by arrest at every age

TABLE 6

Belationship of Arrest Recidivizn
And Mumber of Prior Arrests when
Controlling for Selected Variables
Conirsd Variakle Chi-Square  Gamena
Fravipus Amast Histary

Wit pe.0B M

Propeny e, 0 A0
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|Racs
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laval (g2 lable &), Thereis avery
sirang likalihgod that offenders age
31 and olderwho have 11 or maorg
priar arrests will recidivale by amrest.
However, it was clear that releasees
with 7 ar more prior arests, regard-
less of their age, were much maora
likgly to be arrested aller baing re-
leased from priscn than ihose relezs-
eeswith iewer than 7 pricr arrasts,

Cfienders age 26 and akder were
maonz likely than younger releasess
1o have 11 crmore prior arresis.
Howevar, mambers ol all age groups
were likely lo racidivate by armestif
they had ¥ ar mare prior arests. The
conglugion, then, is that the orginal
ralatiorship beberesn numiber of
priar arrests and arrest recidivism
was not affected by controlling lor
age. but remained strong Tor all age
greups.

Pravious arrast history, prior aimests,
and arrest recidivism, The number
of prior arrests was significantly re-
lated 1o the offender's previous ars
rest history classification, eithar vig-
lentor propery (seatable 5). And,
when previous arrast histany was
used asthe contral vanabile, the
association betwaan the number of
prior amests and arres] recidivism
remained for Bath violent and
propany offenders (see labie 6).



Farviolern ofenders, the preparion
arresied Surirg the follow up penod
increasad gradually Trer 33 percent
iorthose with 1 b0 3 groramestsio
67 percent for those with 11 of
morz. For property offenders, the
gatlern was similar; Tha pragarfion
rearmestad climoed from 48 percant
for fnose with 1 to 3 prior arresis 2
B2 percent for those with 1% or
Mmiora.

Zirnce the propadian of resasess
whiowere rearrestad incroased sig-
nificantly for both vielanl and prope:
erly cilenders, the relationship ba-
bareen fhe number of pricr arrests
and arrezl recidivism cannol be ex-
plaingc solaly by the type of pra-
viops criminal hizlory exhibited by
the affender. SHll, for every lavel of
priar arrests, praparly offenders
ware more likely than violent ofiend-
o310 be arrested during the follow-
up perad. Infact, praperty offend-
ara Wwith 410 10 prior armesls were as
ikely to be rearresled as violent of-
fenders with 11 ar mara gacr anmests,

I summary, the relalicnship be-
tween the numiber of priar arrasis
and recidivism by arrest remained
sigrificant evenwhan a vanabla for
Iype of previous arrast histary was
intreduced, For bath vielent and
proparly offenders, as the number
of prior arrests increased, sodidihe
prapaticn of releasees wha warg
rearreslad. Propery offenders with
4 §o 10 prior arrests, howewvar, were
as likely to ba reamastad a5 violen
pffendars with 11 or mare prier
arrests.

Holding offense, prlor arrests, and
arrest recidivism, The study lound a
significant relationship betweenthe
number of prior arrests ard the type
of halding offense forthe offendar
{see fakda 5). In addition, when ihe
nurrger of prior arrests and arrast
racidivism were examined contral-
ling for the typs of holding offense,
the relationship still remained, ra-
gardless of whether the affandar

had been held for a property cime

ar a vialent cime (see table 6). As
{he number of prier arrests in-
creasad, sodid the properion of of-

fenders rearrestad durng the 27 10
28 months folkbwing ner releage
from prison, no malierwhat the
heldng offense was,

For releasees with a violent holding
offenze, the propertion rearresliad in-
creased from 42 parcerd for fhose
with 110 3 prior arrests o 73 percend
forthose with 11 or more. For releas-
seswith a propety holding offense,
{he ralaticnship was more consis-
feni, The proportion rearested was
48 percent for fhose with 1 o3 prior
arrests, bulincreased o 78 parcent
forthosewith 11 or rmore peaor ar-
rests. Because the proportion of re-
leasees arresied during the fallow-
up perad increased significantly for
those who had been held for both
vinlerl and progeny holding of-
fenses, tha relationship between

tha numier ol prior arrests and ar-
rast recidivism canncl be explained
by the fype of holding offanse.

To swmrmarize, the relalianship be-
twaan the number of prcr arests
and arrest recidivismdid nat disap-
pearwhen tha type of holding of-
fanse was introduced as a control
variable, Farbalhthe violant and
propery clagsificalions, the propor-
tion of releaseas who were rear-
rested increased as tha numizer of
prior arrests grew. Oifenders having
aviolent holding offenss and 410 6
prior arrests weare nearly as ikely,
and offenders with a property hokd-
ing offense and 7 to 10 prior arrests
wirg just as likely, 1o ba rearrested
as any affenderwith 11 or mare priar
arrasts.

Concluslion. Taken as awhole,
thess analyses contibute 10 & better
undersianding of the ralationship
between prior arresls and aras! re-
cidivism amang the ROF sampla.
The analvses show thattharaig a
direct relationship betwaen fhe rum-
berof prior arresls and the ikelihood
of anaifender being arrested again
after leaving priscn. As the number
of prior arrests increaszed, so did the
proportion of relaasees reamested,
regardless of the control variable
used (sea table 6 for summary slalis-
nicsl. Infact, releasess with 11 or

10

MCre prar arests consistently dis-
played very high levels of arrest re-
cidivizm, regardless of the contol
vanable,

FPrior Incarceralions

The same analysss used to evaluate
the relationship between1he num-
b of prr arests and arrest recich-
vismwere alsa conduslad larthe
relationship bebween priar incarser-
ations and arres: recidivism (ses
fable & far sumnary slatizlics), The
results here were sirkingly similar o
those found when the number of
prior arasts wasused. Themfore,
the follawing discuzsion highlighis
only those lindings that were net
consisier] with those lor prior ar-
resls.

Race, prior incarcerations, and arrest
recigivism. Unlike proramesls, there
was na slatistically sigrificant relalion-
ship betwean the numbar ol pror
incarceralions and race (see lable 7
Therefore, racs could not be respon-
sible far tha relationship beltwean

the number of pricor incarceralions

and arrest recidivism, Furthermorg,
when race wasused as a cantrol vari-
able, a significant relalicnship ba-
bwaenthe number of priorincarcar-
aticns and arrest recidivism was dis-
covered for both blacks and whites
(sae table 81, Forboth races, asthe
numiber of prior incarcerationsin-
creased, so did the proporion of re-
lzazaes who were amested within 27
1o 25 manths follewing their releass,

Since the propartion of offenders
raarrgstied increased significantly for
both blacks andwhites as the num-
ber of prior incarcerations became
larger, the relalionship batwasen
prior incarcerations and arrast racidi-
vismwas nol explained Dy raca
akone, although the influencs of

race was evident. Thers zppearsta
be aninteraction betwesn pricrincar-
caralians and race with regard 1o ar-
resl recidivizm. Stll, 1he relationship
betwaen ihe numbear of pricrincar-
ceralions and arrast recidivism was
not explainad by race, nor did the
relationship differ for Backs and
whites,



Provious arrest histary, priorincar-
carations, and arrast recidivizm.
There was no significant relationship
bebtweean the number of prior Incar
ceratons anollendar had and the of-
farders previous arrest history clas-
sification, either wiclen or progany
(sealabla 7). Howevear, when pra-
vious arrest history was infroduced

as a4 control variabla, a significan rela-
tiznship was found, but for violent
offenders only (see fable 8],

A comparzon of viclent and prop-
ety clienders within different levels
of pricr incarcerations further re-
veakad the influence of arest history
Ivpa. Aegardless of the number of
priorincarcaralions, progany af-
fanders warg mora likaly 1han violen
oliendars 1o be arrasted during tha
fallow-up paricd. This patternwas
pariculary evident for relaasees
with cne or two priar incarcerations,
Infact, propeny offenders with only
one priorincanceration were nearty
az likely Io be rearmasted as violent
affenders with three or morne prior
incarceralions.

Tha ralationship babweaen the
number of prior incarcerations and
arrest recidivism, then, cannot ba
explained by the type of pricroim-
inal activity, but rather was depen-
dent onit, Therewas a relationship
between priorincarcerations and ar-
rest recidivism for viclent offenders
cnly. Forproperty offenders, no
sigrificant relationship was found.
This finding is related to the tenden-
cy for property offenders, regardiess

TABLE T
Belationships of Criminal History
And Demographic Yariables
To Mumber of Frior lncarcerations

Yarlahls Chi-Fguers  Gamma|
Prervipizs frnest History n.s. 2
Harlging Crifansa pr A
Age & Aeleass g A6
Fae n.s. o7

.5, Means mx sigmikean!

o1 1he number of prior incarcer-
alions, to be rearresiod.

Holding offense, priorincarcer-
allons, and arrest necldivism. A slg-
nificand relationship was faund ba-
twaen lhe numbsar of prior incarcer-
aticns and the type of halding of-
tense (see fable 7). Howevear, when
harlding offanse was introduced as a
contrel varable, the relationship be-
tergen the number of prior incarcer-
aficns and amest recidivism was
significant onky for offenders who
had violent holding offenses.

Camparing releaseas with violent
and proparty halding oflenses and
differant numbers of prior incarcar-
aliens lurther ravealed the idbience
of the typa of halding oifense. Re-
leaseas with a propery hakding of-
fensa and one pricr incarcaration
ware more likely 1o be reamasted
than those with a violent holding
ofiense and one priorincarceration.

In zummary, the relaticnship ba-
tween the numbser af priorincarcer-
alions and arrest recdnasm was not
axplained by ihe type of holding of-
fense, butwas conditional upamn it.
The relationship cleary operaled for

TARLE 8§
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releaseas with a viclent hokding ol-
fanse, but notfor those with a prop-
erty hokding offense. Offenders
with a proparty habding offense and
cnly cne prior incarceralion weara as
likaly to e rearrasted as any offend-
erwith twd prcrincarcerations,

Conclusian. The analyses of pricr
incarcarations and amest recidivism
produced results similar to those
found when pricr arrests and arres!
recidivismwers examined. How-
evear, the relationship batween prior
incarcarations and aras! racidivism
was not as clear as that of paor ar-
rests and arrest racidivism.

Indrachecing race as a control varable
revealed a significant relationship
between the number of pricrincar-
carations and recidivism by amast
{sea fabie 5). However, tha intro-
duction of age at release, typa of
criminal history, and type of holding
offense revealad conditonal rela-
tionships. Inctherwords, signifi-
canca kevals and the subsequent im-
parance of priar incarceraticns on
rearmest vanad with age and crime
type. Therewas a significant relaticn-
ship between prior incarceralions
and amest recidivism for releasees
akderthan 26, for releasaes having
an arrest history typified by vigkent
crimeas, and for those wilth a viclent
hokding offense.

Conclusion

Three vanables wera found to be
strongly related to the likekhood of
an offender baing arrested again fal-
lewing his or her release from prison:
the number of prior arrests, number
of prior state prison incarcerations,
and the type of holding offense.

The Athority's initial analysis inc-
cated some relationship babweaen
arrest recidivism and: the numbar af
prior amasts, the number of priarin-
carcarations, the type of halding of-
fange, the type of praviows ameast
histary, race, and age at the time of






