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Today’s report includes two sections:

I. 2022 Recidivism Analysis: 2018 release cohort

II. 2022 Correctional Population Projection
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Today’s report includes two sections:

I. 2022 Recidivism Analysis: 2018 release cohort
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For 2022, OPM expanded upon the 2021 analysis, comparing the 
2018 release cohort to 2015 and 2017 over a 36-month period.

 Recidivism again defined as: A person’s first 
return, for any reason, to a Connecticut DOC 
facility following release or discharge into the 
community.

 Study population: sentenced individuals 
released or discharged into the community 
from a correctional facility in calendar years 
2015, 2017, and 2018.

 Cohorts do not include people released with DOC 
status code of X, which consists of special parole 
and interstate transfers.

 Following release or discharge, we looked for 
a subsequent re-admission to a DOC facility 
within 36 months of release.

Year
Change 

(2015 to 2018)

2015 2017 2018 %

DOC Population on July 1st 16,025 14,333 13,371 -16.6%

Release/Discharged Study pop.

Sentenced 10,361 9,293 8,601 -17.0%

Male 9,103 8,055 7,478 -17.9%

Female 1,258 1,238 1,123 -10.7%

Under the age of 25 2,098 1,647 1,389 -33.8%



Although the 2015 and 2017 cohorts’ cumulative recidivism rates were 
consistent, rates for 2018 fall below the others over three years.

Source: OPM CJPPD analysis of Department of Correction data
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6- and 12-month rates were similar across all cohorts; 2018 return 
rates notably lower two- and three-years following release.

 Cohort changes may explain a 
small amount of the observed 
differences. 

 Release cohort populations:

 Smaller as system contracts
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2015 Cohort 2017 Cohort 2018 Cohort

2015 2017 2018

# % # % # %
15 to 25 2098 20.2% 1647 17.7% 1389 16.1%
26 to 31 2284 22.0% 2109 22.7% 1942 22.6%
32 to 37 1921 18.5% 1795 19.3% 1717 20.0%
38 to 47 2105 20.3% 1970 21.2% 1805 21.0%
48 and 
Older 1953 18.8% 1772 19.1% 1748 20.3%
Total 10361 9293 8601

Source: OPM CJPPD analysis of Department of Correction data



COVID-19 pandemic the major factor contributing to 2018 differences.
 Total returns by month following 

release a companion chart to 
cumulative rates.

 Illustrates that the largest 
volumes of returns occur within 
the first twelve months.

 Key detail in chart: The 2017 
cohort’s returns diverge from 
2015 trends beginning in 
month 32 

 2018’s diverges from trend 
beginning in month 21.

 Months when each cohort on 
average began encountering the 
COVID-19 pandemic.
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Pandemic impact on returns associated with changes in arrest trends.

 The chart shows criminal and 
motor vehicle arrests by month 
from January 2019 – February 
2022.

 OPM believes the marked and 
sustained shifts in arrest 
volumes following the 
pandemic significantly 
influenced the 2018 two- and 
three-year recidivism rates.

 Arrests currently remain below 
pre-pandemic levels: February 
2022 arrests were 25% lower 
than in February 2020.

Source: CRMVS via CJIS, as reported at time of Monthly Indicators publication

11,050

4,418

7,271

0

2,000

4,000

6,000

8,000

10,000

12,000

JA
N

 2
01

9
FE

B
M

AR AP
R

M
AY

JU
N

E
JU

LY
AU

G
SE

P
OC

T
N

OV DE
C

JA
N

 2
02

0
FE

B
M

AR AP
R

M
AY

JU
N

E
JU

LY
AU

G
SE

P
OC

T
N

OV DE
C

JA
N

 2
02

1
FE

B
M

AR AP
R

M
AY

JU
N

E
JU

LY
AU

G
SE

P
OC

T
N

OV DE
C

JA
N

 2
02

2
FE

B

Onset of COVID-19 
pandemic



People with multiple prior sentences have a higher likelihood of returning to a 
correctional facility than those with fewer prior sentences. 

2018 Release Cohort Cumulative Percent Returned
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Additional findings: Recidivism among women & those with RREC

 New for 2022, OPM CJPPD examined returns 
by individuals discharged with Risk Reduction 
Earned Credit (RREC) across all three cohorts.

 At 36 months, RREC earners demonstrate 
similar rates of return to the 2015 benchmark 
rate. 

Source: OPM CJPPD analysis of Department of Correction data
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 Across all three cohorts, women returned to 
correctional facilities at significantly lower 
rates than the 2015 benchmark.

 After three years, the 2018 women’s cohort 
cumulative rate was nearly 8% lower than the 
2017 women’s cohort.

Cumulative Percent of Women Returned Cumulative Percent with RREC at Discharge Returned

Source: OPM CJPPD analysis of Department of Correction data



Future OPM CJPPD recidivism study priorities

 Build on existing approach, continuing to provide aggregate comparisons between 
future cohorts and benchmark year.

 Expand to include alternative recidivism measures for consideration.

 Expand study of sub-group and special topical analyses.

 Further explore COVID-19 pandemic effects upon recidivism.



Today’s report includes two sections:

II. 2022 Correctional Population Projection
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Revisiting the 2021 Correctional Population Projection 

 Here we first review the year-end 
performance of OPM CJPPD’s 2021 
projection.
 Assessing the performance of prior forecasts a 

key step in OPM CJPPD’s annual projection 
process.

 We also review long term correction trends 
and the COVID-19 pandemic’s impacts on 
the population.
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OPM’s annual correctional population forecast has tracked the actual 
population within 5%
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 Most years, the variances from OPM’s forecasted population to the actual population range within 5% at the February 
end-of-reporting cycle.

 Only twice has the correction count varied from OPM’s projections by more than 5% at the end of the reporting cycle: 
2021 and this year, 2022.



As of February 1, the correction facility population stood at 9,719, 
8% higher than OPM’s 2021 Annual Forecast estimate.

 As shown, the divergence of the 
correction facility population from 
our forecast began in June 2021

 Growth of the pretrial population 
held in DOC facilities drove the 
2021 rise in the correction 
population

 The accused population increased 
31% since February 2021 

 The sentenced population shrank by 
3% over this same period
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COVID-19 pandemic’s disruption of long-term population trends

 The pandemic’s onset 
drastically shifted 
correction population 
trends between March 
2020 and February 2021.

 In developing our 2021 
Annual Forecast, we had to 
anticipate how the 
correctional population 
might eventually return to 
the historic trend in years 
ahead.
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Comparing OPM’s 2021 Annual Forecast approach against actual 
population changes

 OPM developed the 2021 Annual 
Forecast by opting for estimates 
between the slow and moderate 
return to trend lines.

 In actuality, the population 
changes between March 2021 and 
February 2022 exceeded our fast 
return trajectory.
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Grappling with uncertainty to develop the 2022 Annual Forecast

The historic trends underpinning OPM 
forecasts tell three distinct, different 
stories:

 A steady decline (February 2008 to 
February 2020)

 A steep drop before leveling out 
(March 2020 to February 2021)

 Modest growth (March 2021 to 
February 2022)
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OPM’s approach to developing the 2022 Annual Forecast

1. Hold preliminary discussions with DOC staff to inform our 
expectations for 2022 and 2023

2. Build upon insights from 2021 Annual Forecast development and 
performance

3. Employ multiple forecast methodologies

4. Assess range of forecast estimates

5. Develop composite forecast interpreting results across forecast 
methods 
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Resulting range of 2022-23 forecast estimates

 For 2022’s forecast, OPM CJPPD 
utilized 20 different forecasts 
representing a variety of 
methods, including:

 Benchmark methods

 OPM’s input-output methodology

 ARIMA

 ETS

 Included a mix of forecasts 
utilizing pre-COVID trends only 
and forecasts built with post-
pandemic data
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The 2022 Annual Forecast of the Correction Population
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THANK YOU

HTTPS://PORTAL.CT.GOV/OPM/CJ-ABOUT/HOMEPAGE/CJPPD

OPM wishes to acknowledge the contributions of:
Board of Pardons and Parole
Court Operations, Judicial Branch
Court Support Services Division, Judicial Branch
Criminal Justice Information System
Department of Correction

For more information, please visit
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