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Organization of the 2008 Report

The 2008 repor is onganized into four major ssctions.
Sechbon one contans a bref Executive Summary with a
bulsted list of findings and conclusions. Section two
contains a Study Swumnmary with descripbons of the
offender swdy groups followed by the recidivism
research. Appendix | provides technical information
explaining the data collecton process and the research
methodologies used in this study. Appendix || prowides an
ana'ysis of recidivism rates for select offender groups.

The Connecticut Statistical Analysis Center [SAC) is a
collaborative venture between the Office of Policy and
Management and Cenfral Connecticut State University.
The ZAC functions as a clearnghouse for justice related
infarmation, serves as a liasson in assistng the Bureau of
Justice Statstics (BJS) in gathering swmate data, and
conducts ressarch. This study was funded in part by a
B.JS grant.

This report has been generated by the co-facilitation of the
Ciffice of Policy and Management and the Connecticut
Statistical Analysis Center at Central Connecticut State
University, and in collaboration with members of the
Forecast/Research Work Group.

Office of Policy and Management ({OPM)
Robert L. Genuario, Secrstary
Griminal Jusfice Policy & Planning Division
Brian Austin, Jr., Under Secretary
John E. Forbes, Assistant Director
Linda D. DeConti, M_5c.. Research Manager
Alyse A. Chin, M.5.W., Assistant Manager
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Annual Report
2008 Connecticut Recidivism Study

Orverview

The State of Conneclicut Recidwism Study is an annual
report  published in response to  the stabutory
requremenis outined m Public Act 05-248, An Act
Conceming Crminal Jusfice Planning and Eligibility for
Crime Viclim Compensation. This legislation created the
Criminal Justice Policy and Planming Dwision (CJPPD)
within the Office of Policy and Management (OPM)
effectve July 1. 2008, and tasked the Diwsion with
issuing an annual report on the recidwvism of offenders
released from the custody of the Deparment of
Carrection (0:0C) and from probation.

Differences and Improvements

This is the second annual report to stedy recidivism
prepared by OPM. The 2008 report has been
reconsiructed 1o address concems raised from limitations
found in OPN's inaugural 2007 report. Owerall the 2008
report is more extensive, comprehensive and confains
maore cument information. These changes are as follows:

= The 2007 report assessed recdwvism rates of offenders
released during the 2000 calendar year. The 2008
report assesses recdivism rates of offenders released
during the 2004 calendar year. The 2004 calendar
year was selecied because it was more current and it
afforded the opportunity 1o assess recidivism rates up
o two years from the time an offender was released
from DOC custedy or placed on probation.

The 2007 report used 3 baseline sample of B.501
offenders released from DOC custody with an 87%
(B,221) match rate for criminal history records. The
2008 report used a baseline sample of 16577
offenders released from DOC custody with a BE%
{16,248) match rate for cominal history records; and in
addibon incuded a baseline sample of 24263
offenders placed on probation with & 81% [22,261)
match rate.

= The JB07 report maiched offender criminal history by
officia’ cocket based court records from the Judicial
Branch. The 2008 regort matched offender criminal
history by maore siraightforward offender based files
from the Department of Public Safety.

In additon, the 2008 report has been expanded to
mclude: new amest rates: success (or completion)
rates; winlabion rates for offenders released from DOC
custody: recdivism rates for offenders on probation;
and a detailed analysis of recidivism rates for 7 select
offender groups.

|BED) 418-6248 = WWW.CT.GOVIOPMICTIminaljusilice!Research
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Released

About the Study 2004

The data and recidivism rates developed for this report represent
two separate study groups:

(1) DOC Study Group
the Connecticut Department of Correction (DOC) study group
included 16,577 offenders who were released from DOC
facilities and DOC supervision between January 1, 2004 and
December 31, 2004

(2) CSSD Study Group
Connecticut Judicial Branch’s Court Support Services Division
(CSSD) study group that included 22,261 offenders placed
on probation during this same time period and supervised by
CSSD probation officers. Data for both groups was collected to
analyze the two year period between January 1, 2004 and
December 31, 2006
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Methodology 2004

National Model: USDQOJ, Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS)

Data Files for DOC Study Group:

DOC provided four (4) separate electronic files:

(1) Master File (one line per offender released: 16,577 lines)

(2) Classification File (one line per offender released: 16,577 lines)
(3) Movement File (one line per offender movement: 476,228 lines)
(4) Sentence File (one line per court sentence: 141,578 lines)

CSSD was able to match 16,246 offenders to their respective criminal history records.
Criminal History DOC Match: (one line per arraignment docket: 649,929 cases)

Data Files for CSSD Study Group:

Data for probationers provided by Judicial Branch’'s CSSD CMIS database.
Probation Cases File (one line per probationer: 24,263 cases)

CSSD was able to match 22,261 offenders to their respective criminal history records.
Criminal History Probation Match: (one line per arraignment docket: 394,940 lines)
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Demographics for DOC Study Group 2004

Demographics for the DOC Study Group
] EMale Female 0.6% AsianiOther

5000 4506 23.6%

4274

4,000

3,395 a .
- Hispanic White v

1314
2000
African

e na N . . VOP
DI125 - 38.2% American 11.6% Drug

37.6%

15 to 21 22 to 30 HMto 40 M+ ¥rs 24.4%

CHART 1A — All Offenders CHART 24 — All Offenders CHART 34 — All Offenders

MalelFemale Age at Release Race and Ethnicity Offense Categories
The vast majority (88.6%) of
offenders were male. Atrelease, the | Almosttwo thirds (62 4%) of all For this study primary offenses, or the
offenders’ ranged in age from 15 to offenders in the DOC study group most serious crime for which an offender
&4 years, with an average age of 33 were minorities. The study group was convicted, have been classified into
years. Twelve percent (1,814) of the | was 37 6% White, 38.2% African six offense categories®: violent (11.4%],
male offenders were in the 15 to 21 American, 23.6% Hispanic, and property (21.5%), drug (24 4%), violation
age group whereas less than one 0.6% Asian/Other, of probation (VOP) (11 6%), motor
percent (125) of the female offenders vehicle (MY (13 6%), and all other
wiere within that group. crimes (17 4%).

*Each crime category is comprised of specific types of offenses. Violent crime consists of homicide, assault, sexual assault, robbery, kidnapping, and arson. Property crime consists of
harglary, larceny, fargery, and fraud. Oy crime includes sale and possession of ilegal drugs and paraphernalia. The WVOP categary also includes failure to appearin court and escape.
The maotor vehicle offense categary includes all driving and license vialations. The other chime category consists of all remaining offenses.

10
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Demographics for CSSD Study Group 2004

Demographics for the CSSD Study Group

5o B Male Female 3.4% Asian/Other AD'5%5 1%
5000 1 455 475 1940!:) 39 20":) 980‘,’0
2995 o C
o 2838
Hispanic .
300 Misdemeanor 17%
and Other Felony D
2000 e African White
s : ek 1% American
e Unclassified
. 23.9% 53.4% Felony
14-21 ¥r= 2230 %rs 31-40 Yrs 41+ Yrs 2840-":)
CHART 1B - Probationers CHART 2B — Probationers CHART 35 — Probationers
Male/[Female Age at Release Race and Ethnicity Offense Categories

The "“’C?St majority {76.26%) O_f Rl Less than half (46.6%) of new Faor this study primary offenses, or
probationers were male. During the ime o ationers in the CSSD study the most serious crime for which an
of the study, the average age of group were minorities. The study offender was convicted, have been
offenders starting probation as 31 group was 53.4% White, 23.9% classified into six offernse
years old. Approx!mately 21 /':'_(4-56” African American, 19.4% Hispanic, categories™ Felony A (0.5%]),
of the male probationers were inthe 14 454 3 404 Agian/Other, Felony B (5.1%), Felony C (9.8%),
to 21 age group whereas less than six Felony D (17%), Unclassified
SEEAS ) CIAUSELS Felony (28.4%), and all other
probationers were within that age e
grodip. (39.2%).

*Due 1o type of data awvailable for the ©250 study group the categories for primary offenses are different from thase shown in the DOC study group. The primary offenses are categarized
by Felony types A, B, C, D and Other Felony with the rermaining offenses aggregated into a category for all other misdermeanars and violations.

11
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General Findings of the Study 2004

Conclusions — Primary findings of the 2008 recidivism study are:

»= The recidivism rates found in this study are comparable to the 2001 Connecticut Legislative
Program Review and Investigations Committee report and to national studies of recidivism.

» Offenders released from prison with no community supervision were most likely to be
arrested, convicted, and incarcerated for a new offense than offenders who received some
type of post-release supervision.

Time Served Prior to Release

» The vast majority of offenders 70% to 80% served a period of two years or less prior to their
release from prison; and 61% served one year or less prior to their release from prison.

» High volume of offender movement

= Time served is NOT sentence length.
Current Method: (Date Sentenced to Date Released) actually under estimates time served:
Method evolving to consider Connecticut’s unified system (no jail credit for pre-sentenced
time served) and this is a mixed population.

» Data only a subset for offenders RELEASED in 2004; does NOT reflect the composition of
the incarcerated population.

12
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Specific Findings for Recidivism Rates 2004

Definitions and Terms —

= Definitions of End of Prison Sentence (EOS) versus Non End of Prison Sentence (NonEQOS)

= Follow-up Time Periods (24 months versus 35 months)
Followed offenders ONLY for the time period while IN these programs

Recidivism Rates —
= DOC Study Group

= Split Sentence Probationers
= CSSD Study Group (New Probationers)

= Select Offender Groups: 1)  Convicted Violent Offenders
2)  Severity/Violence
3)  History of Violence
4)  Burglary Offenses
5)  Substance Abuse Treatment Need
6) Mental Health Treatment Need
7)  Sex Offense Treatment Need

13
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Recidivism Rates - DOC Study Group 2004

= Arrest, conviction, and new prison sentence rates were higher for offenders with
no post DOC prison supervision.

= Among all end of sentence (EOS) offenders, those who had served a period of parole and
transitional supervision prior to leaving DOC custody had lower rates of recidivism.

= 57% of the total study group were released from prison WITH post DOC community supervision.

TABLE 1 — All Offenders Released in the 2004 DOC Study Group

0,

End of Type of Release at the Total All % Total Success | Violation New Arrest New N_ew
Sentence Time of the Stud Offenders Al Rate Rate Rate Conwviction Prison

(EOS) y Offenders Sentence

EOS Release from Prison 6,916 42.6% 43.6% NA 56.4% 38.7% 20.5%

EOS Release from Parole 764 4.7% 50.5% NA 49.5% 31.9% 13.6%

EOS Release from Trans. Sup. 756 4.7% 48.0% NA 52.0% 33.9% 14.9%

*Mandatory

Data Note: Due to DOC data availability at the time of study, EOS and Non-EOS post release time to recidivism are calculated based
on 24 and 35 months, respectively.

14
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Recidivism Rates - DOC Study Group (continued) 2004

= Almost one-half (47.5%) of parolees successfully completed parole while 25.3%
were returned to prison for a technical violation, 27.2% were arrested for a new
offense, 19.6% were convicted for a new offense, and 12.6% received a new prison sentence.

= Offenders with the highest success rate (or completion rate) and least likely to recidivate were
those under DOC community supervision released to community programs (67.3%) and
transitional supervision (64.5%).

TABLE 1 — All Offenders Released in the 2004 DOC Study Group

End of Type of Release at the Total All % Total Success | Violation New Arrest New N_ew
Sentence Time of the Study Offenders Al Rate Rate Rate Conviction Prison | Avg Days to
(EQS) Offenders Sentence| Completion
NonEOS Release to Parole 1,767 10.9% 47.5% 25.3% 27.2% 19.6% 12.6% 303.0
NonEOS Release to Trans. Sup. 2,515 15.5% 64.5% 22.0% 13.5% 10.2% 6.2% 133.0
NonEOS Release to Comm. Program 1,710 10.5% 67.3% 28.7% 4.0% 3.2% 2.2% 188.9
NonEOS Release to Furlough 1,540 9.5% 97.3% 0.7% 2.0% 1.6% 0.7% 16.2
NonEOS Release to Special Parole* 278 1.7% 28.4% 39.2% 32.4% 23.7% 15.1% 659.4
128.2
*Mandatory

Data Note: Due to DOC data availability at the time of study, EOS and Non-EOS post release time to recidivism are calculated based
on 24 and 35 months, respectively.

15
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Recidivism Rates - Split Sentenced Probationers 2004

= 17.3% of the total 2004 DOC study group served split-sentences to guarantee that
some type of community supervision followed their release from prison.

= Qverall, the re-arrest rate was 10.5% higher for offenders who were released from prison following
the completion of their sentence who did not have a term of probation to follow (59.9% to 49.4%).
Offenders released from prison with no post prison community supervision or probation had higher
rates for new arrest (59.9%), new conviction (41.2%), and a new prison sentence (21.6%).

TABLE 2 — End of Sentence (EOS) Offenders With Probation compared to those Without Probation

i 0,
Split Type of Release at the Total EOS % Total Success | Violation New Arrest New N_ew
Sentence ) All L Prison
. Time of the Study Offenders Rate Rate Rate Conviction
Probation Offenders Sentence
No Release from Prison 4,596 28.3% 40.1% NA 59.9% 41.2% 21.6%
No Release from Parole 557 3.4% 47.2% NA 52.8% 35.0% 14.4%
No Release from Trans. Sup. 467 2.9% 42.6% NA 57.4% 36.0% 16.5%
Yes Release from Prison 2,320 14.3% 50.6% NA 49.4% 33.7% 18.5%
Yes Release from Parole 207 1.3% 59.4% NA 40.6% 23.7% 11.6%
Yes Release from Trans. Sup. 289 1.8% 56.7% NA 43.3% 30.4% 12.5%

Data Note: Due to DOC data availability at the time of study, EOS post release time to recidivism rates are calculated based on 24 months for each offender.

16
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Recidivism Rates — CSSD Study Group (New Probationers) 2004

= Atotal of 22,261 probationers began new probation supervision during 2004.
For new probationers 40.7% were arrested for a new offense, 20.0% were convicted for a new
offense, and 11.4% received a new prison sentence.

TABLE 3 — New Probationers

0,
Type of Supervision atthe  Total New % Total Success Violation New Arrest New N_ew
) . All L Prison
Time of the Study Probationers Rate Rate Rate Conviction
Offenders Sentence
Surveillance 787 3.5% 38.1% NA 61.9% 33.5% 27.4%
High 5,559 25.0% 42.3% NA 57.7% 29.9% 20.0%
Medium 4,567 20.5% 56.8% NA 43.2% 22.1% 12.1%
Administrative 10,876 48.9% 69.0% NA 31.0% 13.8% 5.9%
Sex Offender 472 2.1% 74.8% NA 25.2% 11.9% 8.1%
TOTAL New Probationers 22,261 100% 40.7% 20.0% 11.4%

Data Note: Due to data availability at the time of study, recidivism rates are calculated based on 24 months for each offender.

17
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Recidivism Rates — Offenders Convicted of a Violent Crime 2004

» Offenders ever convicted of a violent crime represented 41.6% of all
offenders in the total DOC study group population.

Violent
41.6%

= OQverall, the recidivism rates for released offenders considered to be /" other
violent are not significantly different from all offenders. | 584%
» 54.8% of select group released WITH post DOC community supervision. \

CHART S1 - All Offender
Convicted of Violent Offenses

TABLE S1 — Offenders Convicted of Any Violent Crime

55:33 r?::e Typg of Release at the _ Total & Xﬁtal Success Violation New Arrest Ngw_ Pl\rliz\(l)vn
Time of the Study Violent Ever Rate Rate Rate Conviction
(EQS) Offenders Sentence
EOS Release from Prison 3,057 18.8% 35.9% NA 64.1% 44.4% 24.6%
EOS Release from Parole 335 2.1% 48.1% NA 51.9% 34.9% 14.6%
EOS Release from Trans. Sup. 212 1.3% 48.1% NA 51.9% 33.5% 17.9%
NonEOS Release to Parole 917 5.6% 49.4% 24.3% 26.3% 20.4% 12.6%
NonEOS Release to Trans. Sup. 844 5.2% 60.8% 25.0% 14.2% 10.5% 6.9%
NonEOS Release to Comm. Program 728 4.5% 63.0% 30.7% 6.3% 4.9% 3.6%
NonEOS Release to Furlough 528 3.3% 96.4% 1.1% 2.5% 1.7% 0.6%
NonEOS Release to Special Parole* 142 0.9% 23.9% 46.5% 29.6% 20.4% 12.0%

TOTAL Violent Ever 6,763 41.6% 18
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Recidivism Rates — Severity/Violence of Current Offense

» Offenders with a severity/violence of current offense risk score of 3 or higher
represented 22.2% of all offenders in the total DOC study group.

= Qverall, the recidivism rates for released offenders with a severity/violence
of current offense score of 3 or higher are not significantly different from all
offenders.

» 51.6% of select group released WITH post DOC community supervision.

End of
Sentence
(EQS)
EOS
EOS
EOS
NonEOS
NonEOS
NonEOS

NonEQOS
NonEQOS

Type of Release atthe  Total Violence

Time of the Study Severity (3+)
Release from Prison 1,745
Release from Parole 239
Release from Trans. Sup. 85
Release to Parole 591
Release to Trans. Sup. 317
Release to Comm. Program 323
Release to Furlough 214
Release to Special Parole* 91
TOTAL Violence Severity 3,605

% Total

All

Offenders

10.7%
1.5%
0.5%
3.6%
2.0%
2.0%

1.3%
0.6%
22.2%

Success

Rate

46.6%
51.0%
49.4%
56.3%
62.5%
66.3%
100.0%
28.6%

Violation

Rate

NA
NA
NA
21.0%
24.0%
27.8%
0.0%
49.4%

New Arrest

Rate

53.4%
49.0%
50.6%
22.7%
13.5%

5.9%

0.0%
22.0%

Offenders —

Released

2004

1
41.7%

5
2 11.3%

S 361%

>
/

CHART S2 - All Offender
Severity/Violence Scores

TABLE S2 — Offenders with Severity/Violence Scores of 3 or Higher

New

Conviction

36.0%
33.5%
30.6%
17.1%
11.4%

5.0%

0.0%
17.6%

New
Prison
Sentence
19.1%
16.3%
15.3%
10.2%
6.6%
3.4%
0.0%
11.0%

19
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Recidivism Rates — History of Violence Risk Scores 2004
= Offenders with a history of serious violence represented 10% of all ) )
offenders in the total DOC study group population. y 4.9%
= Offenders with a serious history of violence had a higher recidivism [ e A/‘g,f/
rate for end of sentence release types and for releases to transitional “\ -
supervision from all offenders combined. J .2
;\\ // . (1)

= 38.2% of select group released WITH post DOC community supervision. ~

CHART S3 — All Offender
History of Violence Scores

TABLE S3 — Offenders with History of Violence Risk Scores of 3 or Higher

End of Type of Release at the Total History % Total Success Violation New Arrest New N_ew
Sentence Time of the Study Violence (3+) Al Rate Rate Rate Conviction Prison
(EQS) Offenders Sentence
EOS Release from Prison 1,000 6.2% 26.7% NA 73.3% 48.5% 28.0%
EOS Release from Parole 49 0.3% 32.7% NA 67.3% 51.0% 30.6%
EOS Release from Trans. Sup. 23 0.1% 30.4% NA 69.6% 34.8% 17.4%
NonEOS Release to Parole 207 1.3% 34.8% 33.3% 31.9% 23.2% 15.9%
NonEOS Release to Trans. Sup. 147 0.9% 42.2% 36.0% 21.8% 15.0% 11.6%
NonEOS Release to Comm. Program 71 0.4% 49.3% 46.5% 4.2% 4.2% 2.8%
NonEOS Release to Furlough 70 0.4% 95.7% 1.4% 2.9% 0.0% 0.0%
NonEOS Release to Special Parole* 51 0.3% 11.8% 51.0% 37.2% 27.5% 17.6%

TOTAL History of Violence 1,618 10.0% 20
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Recidivism Rates — Offenders Convicted of Burglary 2004
= Qverall, offenders convicted of burglary crimes represented 16.5% of all
offenders in the total DOC study group population; Burglary 1 represented B 1
0.6% of all offenders in the total DOC study group. NG
» Offenders convicted of Burglary 3 had higher recidivism rates than ‘, / 3'2%
offenders convicted of Burglary 1. . other 12.9%
83.4% )
» For offenders convicted of Burglary 1:
60.4% of select group released WITH post DOC community supervision. ~_

CHART S4 — All Offender
Convicted of Burglary

TABLE S4a — Offenders Convicted of Burglary 1

End of Type of Release at the Total % Total Success Violation New Arrest New N_ew
Sentence Time of the Study Burglary 1 Al Rate Rate Rate Conviction Prison

(EQS) Offenders Sentence
EOS Release from Prison 40 0.2% 47.5% NA 52.5% 40.0% 22.5%
EOS Release from Parole 11 0.1% 81.8% NA 18.2% 9.1% 0.0%
EOS Release from Trans. Sup. 0 0.0% NA NA NA NA NA
NonEOS Release to Parole 31 0.2% 51.6% 25.8% 22.6% 22.6% 12.9%
NonEOS Release to Trans. Sup. 3 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% NA NA
NonEOS Release to Comm. Program 6 0.0% 66.7% 16.6% 16.7% 16.7% 0.0%
NonEOS Release to Furlough 8 0.0% 87.5% 0.0% 12.5% 12.5% 12.5%
NonEOS Release to Special Parole* 2 0.0% 50.0% 50.0% 0.0% NA NA
TOTAL Burglary 1 101 0.6% 21
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Released
Recidivism Rates — Substance Abuse Treatment (SAT) 2004

» Offenders with substance abuse need scores of 3 or higher represented $
60.2% of all offenders in the total DOC study group population.

» Offenders with high substance treatment needs scores did not have “ 2
significantly different recidivism rates from those with low need scores. |

=  63.5% of select group released WITH post DOC community supervision.

40.6%

CHART S5 — All Offender
Substance Abuse Need Scores

TABLE S5 — Offenders with Substance Abuse Treatment (SAT) Need Scores of 3 or Higher

End of Type of Release at the Total SAT % Total Success Violation New Arrest New N_ew
Sentence Time of the Study Need (3+) Al Rate Rate Rate Conviction Prison
(EQS) Offenders Sentence
EOS Release from Prison 3,572 22.0% 41.2% NA 58.8% 41.2% 21.9%
EOS Release from Parole 603 3.7% 48.4% NA 51.6% 33.8% 15.3%
EOS Release from Trans. Sup. 458 2.8% 48.0% NA 52.0% 33.6% 14.8%
NonEOS Release to Parole 1,453 8.9% 45.8% 26.5% 27.7% 19.6% 12.7%
NonEOS Release to Trans. Sup. 1,339 8.2% 60.9% 24.5% 14.6% 11.3% 7.1%
NonEOS Release to Comm. Program 1,224 7.5% 66.1% 29.6% 4.3% 3.3% 2.5%
NonEOS Release to Furlough 915 5.6% 97.6% 0.7% 1.7% 1.2% 0.4%
NonEOS Release to Special Parole* 222 1.4% 27.5% 40.1% 32.4% 24.8% 16.2%

TOTAL Substance Abuse 9,786 60.2% 36.5% 63.5% 22
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Offenders ——
Released
Recidivism Rates — Mental Health Treatment (MHT) 2004

= Offenders with mental health need scores of 3 or higher represented

13.8% of all offenders in the total DOC study group population. o~
1.1%

» Offenders with higher mental health treatment needs scores had higher 3
recidivism rates for end of sentence released from prison and parole A
compared to the overall rates. ot

s

= 39.1% of select group released WITH post DOC community supervision. 21.2%/

//

CHART S6 - All Offender
Mental Health Need Scores

TABLE S6 — Offenders with Mental Health Treatment (MHT) Need Scores of 3 or Higher

End of Type of Release at the Total MHT % Total Success Violation New Arrest New N_ew
Sentence Time of the Study Need (3+) Al Rate Rate Rate Conwviction Prison
(EQS) Offenders Sentence
EOS Release from Prison 1,367 8.4% 39.8% NA 60.2% 40.6% 21.7%
EOS Release from Parole 58 0.4% 37.9% NA 62.1% 39.7% 17.2%
EOS Release from Trans. Sup. 83 0.5% 49.4% NA 50.6% 27.7% 12.0%
NonEOS Release to Parole 136 0.8% 57.4% 22.0% 20.6% 16.2% 8.1%
NonEOS Release to Trans. Sup. 291 1.8% 64.9% 23.1% 12.0% 8.6% 5.5%
NonEOS Release to Comm. Program 163 1.0% 58.9% 38.0% 3.1% 3.1% 3.1%
NonEOS Release to Furlough 115 0.7% 94.8% 2.6% 2.6% 2.6% 0.9%
NonEOS Release to Special Parole* 32 0.2% 28.1% 46.9% 25.0% 15.6% 12.5%

TOTAL Mental Health 2,245 13.8% 23
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Offenders ——
Released
Recidivism Rates — Sex Offender Treatment (SOT) 2004
= Sex offenders with need scores of 3 or higher represented 6.5% of all ;
offenders in the total DOC study group population. 0% o,
3
= Offenders with higher sexual offender treatment needs scores 922% /  5.6%
consistently had lower recidivism rates for all release type categories ’ o/
compared to the overall rates. 0.6%

= 15.2% of select group released WITH post DOC community supervision.

CHART S7 — All Offender
Sex Offender Need Scores

TABLE S7 — Offenders with Sex Offender Treatment (SOT) Need Scores of 3 or Higher

End of Type of Release at the Total SOT % Total Success Violation New Arrest New N_ew
Sentence Time of the Study Need (3+) Al Rate Rate Rate Conviction Prison
(EQS) Offenders Sentence
EOS Release from Prison 896 5.5% 48.9% NA 51.1% 34.2% 18.2%
EOS Release from Parole 23 0.1% 73.9% NA 26.1% 13.0% 0.0%
EOS Release from Trans. Sup. 0 0.0% NA NA NA NA NA
NonEOS Release to Parole 100 0.6% 54.0% 25.0% 21.0% 16.0% 11.0%
NonEOS Release to Trans. Sup. 4 0.0% 75.0% 25.0% 0.0% NA NA
NonEOS Release to Comm. Program 0 0.0% NA NA NA NA NA
NonEOS Release to Furlough 3 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% NA NA
NonEOS Release to Special Parole* 31 0.2% 22.6% 58.0% 19.4% 19.4% 6.5%

TOTAL Sex Offender 1,057 6.5% 24
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Offenders —
Released
Summary of Findings 2004
Total % Total EOS % EOS Release % WITH
Comm.

Select = Study Release  from Prison of

Group | Group from Prison  Select Group | S-Pervision of

Select Group
DOC Study Group 16,246 6,916 42.6% 57.4%
Split Sentence Probationers 2,816 17.3%
CSSD Study Group (New Probationers) 22,261

Select Offender Groups:

Convicted Violent Offenders 6,763 41.6% 3,057 45.2% 54.8%
Severity/Violence 3,605 22.2% 1,745 48.4% 51.6%
History of Violence 1,618 10.0% 1,000 61.8% 38.2%
Total Burglary Offenses 2,685 16.5% 954 35.5% 64.5%

Burglary 1 101 0.6% 40 39.6% 60.4%

Burglary 2 494 3.0% 170 34.4% 65.6%

Burglary 3 2,090 12.9% 744 35.6% 64.4%
Substance Abuse Treatment Need 9,786 60.2% 3,572 36.5% 63.5%
Mental Health Treatment Need 2,245 13.8% 1,367 60.9% 39.1%
Sex Offense Treatment Need 1,057 6.5% 896 84.8% 15.2%

25
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Presentation Outline

e 2008 Prison Population Projection Study
e Issues for Further Study

e Questions & Comments
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Organization of the 2008 Report

The 2008 report is organized into seven major sections. Section one contains an executive
summary with a bulleted list of findings and conclusions. Section two contains the
Connecticut Prison Population Forecast. Section three discusses the yearly trends in the
Department of Correction (DOC) populations. Appendix | provides a description of the types
of community supervision in Conneclicut. Appendix |l provides demographic information
about the DOC prison population.  Appendix Il shows a timeline of significant events.
Appendix IV contains a summary of legislative changes.

This report has been generated by the co-facilitation of the Office of Policy and Management
and the Conneclicut Statistical Analysis Center at Central Conneclicut State University, and
in collaboration with members of the Forecast/Research Work Group.

Office of Policy and Management (OPM)
Robert L. Genuario, Secretary
Criminal Jusfice Policy & Flanning Division
Brian Austin, Jr., Undersecretary
John E. Forbes, Assistant Director
Linda D. DeConti, M.Sc., Ressarch Manager
Alyse A, Chin, M.S.W., Assistant Manager

Central Connecticut State University (CCSU)
Stephen M. Cox, Ph.D., SAC Director
Lyndsay Ruffolo, Research Specialist

The Conneclicut Statistical Analysis Center (SAC) is a collaborative venture between the
Office of Policy and Management and Central Connecticut State University. The SAC
functions as a clearinghouse for justice related information, serves as a liaison in assisting
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Significant Events

Timeline of Significant Events

Significant events occurred that
invalidated last year’s projections.

These recent changes in legislation
and practices have already had
significant effects and more
changes are anticipated that further
make extended predictions or
forecasts imprudent at this time.

Therefore, the 2008 report focuses
on the current environment and
provides a projection of
Connecticut’s correctional system
through January 1, 2009.

Governor Rell’'s
Initiatives

Gubernatorial Actions Legislative Actions

July 23, 2007 September 11, 2007

August 31, 2007

September 21, 2007 October 1, 2007

Sept 14, 2007

November 27, 2007
January 27, 2008

Special Session January 22, 2008

Public Act 08-01
January 25, 2008

Expanded Expanded Expanded
Re-Focused & New Criminal Community Supervision
BOPP Duties Penalties Programs & Services
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Connecticut 2008 Prison Population Forecast

= The prison population has begun to decrease and is expected to continue to decline to a facility
population of 18,849 by January 1, 2009 as recent initiatives and legislative changes take effect.

» This projection is based on the following facts: (1) the total Department of Correction (DOC)
supervised population has remained stable, (2) the unsentenced/accused population has declined,
and (3) Public Act 08-01 has provided funding for additional re-entry/diversionary beds. This
projection is also based on: (1) the expectation that transitional supervision placements will increase
and (2) that parole supervision placements should return to pre-July 2007 levels.

B Actual Projected
20

Thousands

15
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DOC Total Community Supervision Capacity

= The capacity exists for the Department of Correction (DOC) to safely supervise more offenders in

the community than is currently being utilized.

W Usage Capacity Projected

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

ol
Thousands
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Presentation Outline

e Issues for Further Study

e Questions & Comments
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Presentation Outline

e Questions & Comments

32



STATE OF CONNECTICUT e OFFICE OF POLICY & MANAGEMENT (OPM)

Criminal Justice Policy & Planning Division
WWW.CT.GOV/OPM/CriminalJustice/Research

ANNUAL REPORTS ON
2008 Connecticut Recidivism Study
&

2008 Prison Population Projection Study

Presentation to the

Criminal Justice Policy Advisory Committee
April 10, 2008

33



