
· . 

, . 

"",. .. 

JNCJRS, 

,OCT 6 1978 

/ACQUISITt()j',iS 

Michigan Dept. 
of Corrections 
Program Bureau 
August 15; 1978 

INFORMATION ON MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS RISK SCREENING 

Attached are several items of information for persons interested in 
the parole risk study developed by the Michigan Department of 
Corrections and in the application of that study. The first two pages 
are the actual risk sc~eening sheets and definitions now in use by the 
department. This is followed by the notice form given to persons 
receiving high and very high risk designations. These forms have been 
filled out as they would be in practice to illustrate their us'e. 

The first policy directive in this packet (PD-DWA-30.06) is the 
general policy concerning the application of risk screening. A 
reading of This directive is probably the best way to become ac­
quainted with the application of risk screening in practice. Risk 
factors are used as one tool among others to determine parole 
eligibility and c.lstody level (including community programming). 
They are not used for other classification decisions. Following 
the overall directive are sections of other dire~tives in which 
risk scree~ing comes into play. 

The final item is a description of the research study which generated 
the risk screening sheets. Much of this material is technic'al and 
will be of interest only to researchers; for those not interested 
in this detail we might say that the study was based on more than 
2;000 persons paroled in 1971, and took approximately three years to 
complete. We feel that the following feature:s are crucial to the 
results obtained: 

Large sample size. 

Careful coding from original source documents. 

Use of an analytical technique which allowed 
for distinctly different subgroups. 

Coding of actual offense behavior rather than 
legal dispositions. 

Preliminary risk factors from the study were first employed in June 
of 1976, and the screening sheets and factors shown in this packet 
have been in use since January 1, 1978. The risk study-was directed 
by Dr. Douglas I1cKenzi(!, now with the University of Maryland; any 
further questions on the study or its use may be addressed to the 
Program Bureau, Michigan Department, of Co:t'rections, 'Box 30003, 
Lansing, Michigan 48909. 
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MICHICjAN Of PAflTM[NT OF CGRRECTIONS 
< . 

• PROPERTY RISK SCREENING SHEET CSO'352 12/77 
~=:;:::::::::::::::;::===:::;==r=====.---=-==========: 
fU':SIOl:NT'S NAME J O+JtJ :t2 0 ~ ____ ......-:= 

SCRFENED BY .~ , I LOCA::LD, ;"'/f'I (f)ef' .. "'".N ..... ~ 
___ ~ __ ~_~ __ ~~_~AM~~~~~t~~~~_ ~~'U~~~~~~~~~~KI.~V~~~~ 
INSTRUCTlONS: Starting at 1aft, check r=;z::> '''yes'' or "no" at each item. This directs' you to next item. When a risk 

cat(lgory is reached at right, circle that category, If information is missing or conflicting, circle insufficient in­
formation box and refer to classification director. See definitions on reverse side. 

Hcported 
Juvenile 
Felony 

YES 

Serious 
.nstitutional 
Misconduct 

o 

NOTICE OF HIGH RISK: 

Orug 
Use 

Problem 

First 
Arrest 
Befcre 

15th 
Birthday 

YES 

o 

o 
NO 

o Not Applicable f) ~ 
JJ ~-''i--1'' ~ . Sent_-'---O;;t-e - -- signatUre 

HIGH 

PROPERTY 
RISK 

MlDDLE 

PROPERTY 
RISK 

LOW 

PROPERTY 
RISK 

NOTE: If HIGH risk, 
noUce of risk screen· 
ing MUST bl'l given to 
residant within 30 days 

INSUFFICIENT 

INFORMATION 



DEFINITIONS OF PROPERTY RISK CLASSIFICATION FACTORS 

1. Reported juvenile felony. This variable is to be coded "yes" if the record indicates that the individual, ~efore his 17th 
birthday, has a reported arrest or petition filed for behavior which would constitute a felony for an adult. 2 

2. Serious misconduct or security segregation. This variab!e will be coded "yes" if, during any sentence for which he is still 
serving, the resident has been a) fOllnd guilty of major misconduct which is nonbondable under current department-wide 
policy by the disciplinai-y hearing committee; that is, found guilty of homicide I assault , intimidating or threatening behavior, 
sexual assault, fighting /l inciting to riet or strike, rioting or striking, or possession of dangerous contraband, or escape, and 
attempt to escape; OR b) was placed in administrative segregation by the securiity classification committee. Involuntary. 
segregation for the resident/s own protection is not to be counted in this category; neither is segregation within R&CG only. 

3. First arrest before 15 years. This variahle is to be coded "yes" if the presentence report or pOlice arrest record indicates 
that the individual w~s arrested for or had a petition filed for any criminal behavior prior to his 15th birthday. 

4. Drug use problem. This variable shall be coded "yes" if and only if the ind;vidual , at or about the time of ~ny offense on 
which he is now serving, was: a) addicted to any nonprescribed controlled substance other than marijuana or alcohol, or b) in 
chronic or sustained use of any non prescribed controlled substance other than marijuana or alcohol. Occasional use is not to 
count, nor is addiction or sustained use which apparently terrninated at least six month5 qefore the instant offense. It is 
recognized that this variable will be difficult to code, and inforrnation will often be lacking. The coder's best judgment. based 
on material present in the written record, must be the basis. 

11 f the hearing report clearly indicates that the individual was only reacting to attack and had no part in provoking the 
incident it should not be counted here. 

21 ncarceration or probation for criminill behavior will be taken as evidence of petition or arrest. Status offenses are not 
to be counted. 

-~~~~~-~--~-------
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. MICHIGAl>! DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

ASSAULTIVE RISK SCREENING SHEET 
"II; :,-jo-F.-,;;"T;s NI\~-[, -j='-'---' .=::.7.'-:i)' ::,:,--,,~=" ===== 

.. i:riF~_£-()-av_' -',-_ .-_$~:_-S;; ~-•. ~ ·-TLO~:~--~J(I1A~~~Z __ . --'----=--J-..:-{--_ 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

YES 
Crime 0 

Description 
Fits 

Robbery, 
Sex Assault 

or 
Murder 

Stmtin3 at left, check c=;z=> "yes" or "no" at each item. This directs you to next item. When a risk 
catcgory is reached at right, circle that category. J f information is missing or conflicting, circle insufficient in. 
formation box and refer to classification director, s'ee definitions on reverse side. 

Reported 
Juvenile 
Felony 

YES 

0 

0 
NO 

Crime 
Description 
Fits Any 
Assaultive 

Felony 

First 
Arrest 
Before 
15th 

Birthday 

. YES 

o 

YES 
0 

0 
NO 

NO 

0 

Ever 
Married 

0 

ASSAULTIVE 
RISK 

CATEGORY 

VERY 
H1GH 

ASSLT. 
RISK 

NOTE, If HIGH 
or VERY HIGH 
risk, notrce of 
risk screening 
MUST be given 
to resident wlth-
in 30 days. 

HIGH 

ASS LT. 
RISK 

MIDDLE 

ASSLT. 
RISK 

LOW 

ASSLT. 
RISK 

VE;RY 
LOW 

ASSLT. 
RISK 

J .1!!. 
NOTICE OF HIGH. OR VERY HIGH RISK: 

YES 

$ Not Applicable 

o Sent_---:::-:-__ ~ ____ -=:--_:__-----__ 
Date SignatUre 

INSUFFICIENT 

INFORMATION 



DEFINITIONS OF ASSAULTIVE RISK CLASSIFICATION FACTORS 

1. Sl!rvlng on robbery. sexual assault, or homicide. This factor will be coded "yes" if the individual is now serving on and/or 
has not been ,dischargr.d fro III sentence for a felony, the description of whic;h indicates that; by any participant in the crime, 
there was eithe:r: a) the taking or attempt to take property or money by force or threat of force during personal confronta­
tion, b) sp.xuill tlssault or attempted sexual assault by force or threat of force, or c) death of a victim, 

Thi!> determinatIOn is based on the best judgment of the person doing the coding after review of the investigator's description 
of thH offense, cHld all other relevant information concerning the offense ,available. Because the offense of conviction is a re­
sult of pica baroainin~J and other factors not related to behav:or during the incident, the coding in the study and, therefore, 
in its application is based on actual behavior so far as this can be determined from documentation normally available. 

2. Serious misconduct or security se,gregation. This variable will be coded "yes" if, during any sentence for which he is still 
serving, the resident has been a) found guilty of major misconduct which is nonbondable under current department-wide 
policy iN the disciplinary hearing committee; that is, found guilty of homicide, assault, intimidating or threatening behavior, 
sexual c:ssaul t, fightingl inciting to riot or strike, rioting or striking, or possession of dangerous contraband, or escape, and 
attempt to escape; OR b) was placed in administrative segregation by the security classification committee. Involuntary 
segre~lillion for the resident's own protection is not to be counted in this category; neither is segregation within R&GC only. 

3. First arrest before 15 years. This variable is to be coded "yes" if the presentence report or policy arrest record indicates 
that the individual was arrested for or had a petition filed for any criminal behavior prior to his 15th birthday. 

4. Reported juvenile felony. This variable i~ to be coded "yes" if the record indicates that the individual, b~fore his 17th 
birthday, has a reported arrest or petition filed for behcwior which would constitute a felony for an adult.2 

5. Serving on assaultive felony. The individual shall be coded "yes" on this variable if the description of his behavior during 
the course of any felony on which he is now serving indicated that it involved harm or threat of harm to any person. This is 
defined as behavior constituted by any of the felonies' listed below. 

6. Ever married. This variable is to be coded "yes" if the individual, at the time of the commission of the instant offense, ... .,tas 
or had ever been legally married. A common law relationship of at least seven years duration shall be counted as equivalent to 
legal marriage if it can be documented to the satisfaction of the coder. 

11 f the hearing report clearly indicates that the individual was only reacting to attack and had no part in provoking the 
incident it should not be counted here. 

21ncarceration or probation for criminal behavior will be taken as evidence of petition or arrest. Status offenses are not 
to be counted. 

OFFENSES TO BE REGARDED AS ASSAULTIVE FOR PURPOSES OF 

M.C.L. 750.316 
150.317 
750.91 
750.321 
750.324 
750.83 
750.349 
750.82 
750.84 
750.89 
750.87 
750.479A 
750.88 
750.136 
750.529 
750.530 
750.205 
750.209 
750.210 
750.211 A 

. ' 

RISK CLASSI FICATION 

MUrder, First 
Murder, Second Degree 
Attempt to Murder 
Manslaughtr.1' 
Negligent Homicide 
Asslt W/lntent to Commit Murder 
Kidnapping 
Felonious Assault 
Asslt W/lnt Gr Bod Harm Less Murder 
Asslt W/lnt to Rob & Steal Armed 
Asslt W/lnt to Commit Felony 
Driver Assault Police 
Asslt W/lnt to Rob & Steal Unarmed 
Cruelty to Children 
Robbery Armed 
Robbery Unarmed 
Place Explosive By Prop W/lnt Disch 
Piace Off. Subst. W/lnt to Injure 
Possession of Bomb 
Explosive Devices, Use or Possess 

M.C.L. 752.861 Careless Use of Firearms to Kill 
750.479 Resisting, Obstructing Officer 
752.542 Incite, Take Part in Riot 
750.197C Jail Break - Armed 
152.191 Felonious Driving 
750.85 Asslt W/lnt to Rape 
750.158 Sodomy 
150.333 Incest 
750.336 Indecent Liberties 
750.338/338A/338B Gross Indecency 
750.339/340 Debauchery 
750.341/342 Carnal Knowledge 
750.520 Rape (I nd. Statutory) 
750.520b Criminal St;Jxual Condtlct, First Degree 
750.520c Criminal Sexual Conduct, Second Degree 
750.520d Criminal Sexual Conduct, Third Degree 
750.520g Asslt W/lnt to Com Crim Sex Conduct 
767.61 A Offense by Sexually Delinquent 
750.71-80 Arson* 

*Except where the arson can clearly be estab­
lished to have taken place only tor purposes 
of profit and without risk to life or safety. 

.' 
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MICIIIG/\N DFPAf1 I"MENT or- CORfiFCTIONS 

NonCE OF RISI( CLASSIFICATION OR SPeCIAL DESIGNATION CS()3!>O 1'l/77 .. Ilr~ '}~;·r.~:'.;· ~~M~:J_~:~;~~~~ D~~;- :_ ::~~=:=~:~=:===-~-~==~::~-=·-~=rIfM5~;=;;3~~~= 
()II .•.•••• _ .• ____ .• _ ____ •. ___ . __ you 'W(lre c1tlssified as: 

Dille 

0 Very High Violence Risk 0 Professional Criminal 

0 High Violence Risk 0 Involved in Organized Crime 

~Hi9h Property Risk 0 Drug Trafficker 

·iliis desi~ln(ltion/cla!jsification is based upon the following factors in your background: __________________ _ 

)) ~~_~ve C}","~d \AP~ Mn~~ YO~7 aT /folfIrY:J ~ '*Oil. (f1~h 1<11S) 

~~7.QU ~ve. AVY'".rte ~ (:., .... &eAt(ltJ"l A>i;}. E;J-k"., .,. At ~ I ~ (J "Ny 117::) 

===--=~ ,4 t'T Mhcj $cree
AJ7XJ 0:.:3 2; eetJ 

As 1l result of this classification, you may not be eligible for participation in community programs (halfway house, 
furlough. resident home, or Work-Pass). 

Tho Parole Board will also be informed of this classification, and although the Board looks at many other factors as 
well as risk in making each decision, it may deny or delay parole. 

If you believe these statetnp.nts about your background are inaccurate, you should'see your counselor or supervisor. 
If you are still dissatisfip.d after tha t, you may request an administrative hearing to contest the factors for the classi· 
fication uprlied to you by completing the lower portion of this form. If you are dissatisfied with the results of that 
hearing, y nay file a grievanc directly to Step 4. . 

g-/y-7?; 
Signature Date 

I wish to contest the basis for the classification/designation that I have been given. The statement(s) above that: 

is not accurate. For that reason, I request an administrative hearing so that I can present information concerning 
this matter. 

R()sident's Signature & Number Date 

cou nselor /Supervisor Signa ture Date 
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MICHIGAN DEPT, Of" CORRECTIONS 

POLICY, DIRECTIVE 
SUSJI!CT 

,ST 

OBJECTIVE: 

PAGE 1 OF 3 

To provide for use of statistical risk categories as an instrument for 
security classification and to improve the Department's ability to 
provide cost effective public protection. 

APPLICA nON: All male residents of BCF institutions and community residential 
facilities, <.lnd all male parolees. 

POLICY: 'Screening: All incoming residents are to be screened as to 
assaultive dnd property risk at the Reception and Diagnostic Center 
(Forms CSO-352 and 353). Persons doing screening should use thelr 
best judgment as to proper classification of each risk variable using 
the definitions provided on the screening sheets; however, when it 
appears that information in the record is conflicting or totally 
ambiguous, the probation department of the sentencing court should 
Le contacted for clarification. Pending their respon~e the case 
should be coded "insufficient information." If the conflict or. 
ambiguity cannot be resolved, that variable will be coded so as to 
give the resident the benefit of the doubt. 

Notification, Appeal, and Hearings: Each person screened shall 
, receive copies of the completed screening sheets and o~ the defini­
tions used within 30 days of screening. Anyone classified as high or 
very high risk on either screening sheet shall also receive two copies 
of notification form CSO-350, informing him that if he feels he has 
been coded incorrectly, he may bring this to the attention of his 
counselor or supervisor for resolution. If not satisfied with the 
result of this discussion, he may request an administrative hearing 
on the matter, which must be held within 90 days. Hearing decisions 
may be appealed directly to the fourth step of the grievance 
procedure. 

If the he~ring officer needs further information or clarification of 
any of the issues in question, he should not render an immediate 
decision, but sh,ould first seek such clar~flcatlon. . The hearing shall 
not be' conducted by any person who performed the screening of the 
case in question. 

Once a hearing makes a determination concerning a particular risk 
variable, the resident may not be given less favorable finding on that 
variable un.ess new information appears which was not avail,able to 
the hearing officer . A copy of the hearing report should go to 
counselor, ii1stitutional and Central Office files. 

CSO-216 
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8UREAU/INST. NUMBER SUPERSEDEs NO. \' 

DOM 1976-15 &. 18 i 

Persons protes ~ing risk designations other than high or very high 
should use the normal Department grievance procedure if discussion 
with a counselor or ~jupervisor does not resolve the matter. 

Change of Risk Ca.tegories: Individuals already screened on CSO-
352 and CSO-353 shall be rescreened and may receive different risk 
classifications under the following circumstances: 

1. Upon discovery of an error in the original screening. 

2. As a result of receiving a new felony sentence, or of being 
discharged from a current sentence, since "crime descriptionll 

is a risk factor applying only to sentence still being served. (It 
applies, however, to all sentences still being served.) 

3. As a result of relevant ne'v information which becomes 
available and affects risk factors. 

4. As a result of either: 

a. Finding of gUilt for non-bondable major misconduct 
(Director's Office Memorandum 1977-2; also listed in risk 
definitions). 

b. Security classification to administrative segregation. 

5. Upon return from community status to a correctional facility 
for misconduct or criminal behavior. 

Each institution must establish procedures to ensure that a finding 
of mujor misconduct or assignment to segregation shall result in 
review of the resident's risk screenin • If this review increases the 
ris category of a resident already being processed for parole or 
communit· . lacement then. the Parole Board or Community 
Programs must e notifie immediately. 

Because of the significance of non-bondable major misconduct to 
risk categories, failure to report such misconduct shall be deemed an 
employee disciplinary violation. Care must also be taken to ensure 
that no employee or disciplinary committee incorrectly classifies 
any behavior as non-bondable major misconduct and thus unfairly 
penalizes a resident in his risk classification. 

Use of Risk Categories in Case Decisions and Classification: Risk 
categories are to be regarded as tools which supply valuable infor­
mation for decision making. It is not intended nor contemplated 
that decisions such as eligibility for parole, inter-institutional 
transfer, and changes of security level should be based exclusively 
on statistical risk category to the exclusion of other relevant 
factors. Rather, risk factors are to be considered along with other 
indicators 1n making such decisions . 
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AUTHORITY: 

APPROVED: 

PMJ:evb 
6/16/78 

The following policy directives should be consulted for guidance in 
applying risk factors to speciflc areas: 

1. Parole decision process - see PO-DW A.,45.10. 

2. Security levels - see PD-BCF-34.01. 

3. Work-Pass placement - see PD-OWA-41.01. 

4. Community residefltial placement - see PO-OW A-43.01. 

5. Temporary release from correctional facilities - see Po-OW A-
44.01. 

future C,hange3 in Risk Criteria: The Department wlll continue to 
validate risk factors. As validated research data can be secured 
which indicates that risk factors can be further improved, as for 
eX2mple by including positive ~nstitutional per~ormante, appropriate 
changes will be made. This will be among the general research 
priorities of the Departmentfor the foreseeable future. 

MCL' 791.203, 791.206, 791.231, 7?1.232, 791.233, 791.23.1, 791.264; 
Corrections Commission: April 10, 1975, June 16, 1976, 

Februa -:2... . . 
- 6-19-73 

..zc:;..z~ 

ohnson, Director Date 
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• IEFFECTIVE OATE 

. . • MICHIGAN DEPT. OF CORRECnONS .1 Burea:/~;7:orrectional 

POLICY DIRECTIVE I Facilities 
SUBJECT 

PRISONER PLACEMENT AND INTER-INSTITUTIONAL TRANSFER· 

:NUMBER . 11 
' PD-BCF-34.0l " 
lSUPERSEDES; NO, ii 
I PD-BCF-34.01 : 
DATED I 

I 

8/1/77 ----i 
PAGE 1 OF 8 II 

OBJECTIVE: 1. To ensure prisoners are placed in the least restrictive degree 
of security necessary consistent with public protection and 
a vailabili ty of bed space. I 

2. To ensure efficient institutional population management. 

II 
II 

3. 

4. 

To ensure available programs are equitably distributed to 
individuals demonstrating greatest need. 

To ensure and appropriate redassification of security risks and 
the unmanageable. 

5. To ensure expeditious transfer of individuals in need of 
medica.l and/or psychiatric treatment. 

APPLICA TION: All male residents of BCF facilities. 

POLICY: Prisoners who meet criteria stipulated in this policy may routinely 
be transferred without individual Central Office approval. Facilities 
initiating transfer are responSible to ensure appropriate due process 
and· prior medicai and/or psychiatric clearance. Emergency medical, 
psychiatric or security transfers shall be initiated with a "pink 
transfer order." Should the transfer be only temporary, the prisoner 
may be returned to the sending facility utilizing the original pink 
transfer order. If placement is permanent, the sending facility shall 
complete a "yellow transfer order." All transfer orders shall include 
a violence risk statement depicted in capital letters. 

When reason calls for transfer of prisoners not meeting established 
placement criteria, specific approval of the regional administrator 
or Deputy Director, Correctiona1 Facilities, shall b~ required. 

It shall be the policy of the Department of Corrections to place 
individual offenders in the least restrictive security available 
consistent with public protection and facility capacity. It shall be 
the responsibility of institutions to regular.1y screen their population 
to ensure individuals are moved to a less restrictive security status 
immediately upon eligibility. 

The receiving institution is required to notify the regional admini­
strator or Deputy Director, Bureau of Correctional Facilities of 
transfers received in violation of this directive. 

I 

I 
l 
I 

II 
'I 
! 
I 
I 
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POLICY DIRECTIVE I 2/1/78 PD-BCF-34.01 
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BUREAU/INST. NUMBER SUPERSEDES NO. 

PD-BCF-34.01 

-----, 

The following basic criteria are established as guidelines for 
placement in specified levels of custody: 

I. 

A. 

Minimum Custody: 

Risk Classification limits: 

1. Very high violence risk and has established parole date or 
180 days or lessremaining to the SGT maximum. 

Those who are potentially very high risk, (i.e., crime fits 
Robbery.) Sex Assault or Murder and experienced first 
criminal arrest prior to age 15), may not be placed ir. 
minimum custody until one year after arrival at R&GC. 

2. High violence ri~k and has twenty-four (24) months or 
less remaining to the SGT minimum. 

3. Medium violence or high property risk and has thirty (30) 
months or less remaining to the SGT minimum. 

4. Low or very low violence risk who will also qualify for 
community residential programming at twelve (12) 
months as specified in the screening criteria of 
PD-DWA-43.01 and has thIrty-sIx (36) months or less 
remaining to the SGT minimum. 

5. Low or very low violence risk and medium or low 
property risk who will also qualify for community 
residential programming at twenty-four (24) months as 

,specified in tl)e screening criteria of Director's Office 
Memorandum 1976-18 and has forty-eight (48) months or 
less remaining to the SGT minimum. 

6. Very low violence risk and medium or low property risk 
and has thirty-six (36) months or less remaining to the 
SGT minimum. 

7. Very low violence risk and who will qualify for com­
munity residential programming as specified in the 
screening criteria of Director's Office Memorandum 
1976-15 and has forty-eight (48) months or less remaining 
to the special good time minimum. 

B. Residents who mee t all of the following conditions shall be 
placed in minimum custddy according to the gUidelines for 
placement noted under II All above. 
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I 
" MICHIGAN DEPT, OF CORRECTIONS 

PERSEOF.S; NO .i 
Field Services 'PD-DWA-44.01· 

POLICY DllJECTIVE' Bureau of Programs fA-rEO------" -- ~ 
11-------- ~, __ "_ ,\ Correctional Faci1itL~ ___ +-.~W1JL 

SUBJECT ! 
, PAGE: L OF 5 

TEMPORARY RELEASE FROM CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES __ ,J. __ . 
, ' .• "j' 

OBJECTIVE: To provide carefully screened prisoners an opportunity to engage ;n 
prograrN of work or training; seek employment; meet per~onr.il 
responsitilities during times of family crisis; assist with social 
reintegrc.tion. preparatory to release; obtain heath care not otherwise 
available; and to test their readiness for parole. 

APPLICATION: Residents of correctional facilities who meet the specific criteria fer 
the respective type of temporary release as outlined herein. 

POLlCY: Declsiomi to grant temporary release, for the reasons and under tile 
conditions specified in this directive, must be based upon the reasonable 
belief that tIle resident will honor this trust, that release would not 
undermine public confidence in the program, and that the resident 
meets the criteria enumerated below. Unless otherwise noted, the 
authority to grant temporary releases under this policy lies with the 
institution head. 

All cost incurred through temporary releases shall be borne by tr.€ 
prisoner 0r his family except for health care provided at the request of 
the Department of Corrections. Each prisoner returning froll) 
temporary release 'Nil! be referred to health services at the institution. 

All temporary releases must be in-state. 

Compassionate Pass: 

This 1s d temporary release without custodial supervlslOn for tre 
purpose Clf visiting a seriously ill member of the prisoner's immediate 
family or to attend their funeral. Compassionate passess shall not he 
for more than eight hours plus reasonable and necessary travel time ,-,5 

established by the institution head. Escort by an immediate family 
member or public official is required. Verification of the illness or 
death by the institution or a field staff employee is required. 

Applicants for compass;,of~at\;! passes must qualify for minimum security 
and they :nust agree to adhel"e to the conditions on the furlough permit. 

Health Care Furloughs: 

Prisoners who qualify for minimum custody, or who are so incapacitat(:'d 
by their in.firmities as to be deemed harmless to society, may be place:i 
on fudou~h status, for not more than 30 days, to a suitable health cat e 
facility for proper treatment. Medical furloughs may be initiated ('I 
the institution physician, however, the approval of thE' institution head 
or his designate is also required. Proper safeguards to provide 
necessary security during recovery is required for those prisoners who 
do not qualify for minimum custody. 
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Work/Study Pa:;~: 

(Please refer to Pollcy Directive DW A-:-41.01 for details.) 

Family Escort Furloughs: 

These are temporary releases for the purpose of assisting prisoners 
with social reintegration, employment or other programs for parole, 
or community residen~~ placement. " Qualified furloughees who 
obtain approved employment will be given priority for transfer to 
corrections center or resident home facilities. Furlough conditions 
are as follows: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Destination and escort must be approved by both the institu­
tion and the investigating field agent. The field agent at the 
furlough destination will be given seven days advance notice of 
pending furloughs. 

Furloughs will be for not more than 48 hours unless the ap­
proved destination exceeds 250 miles, in which case they may 
be for 72 hours, but no more frequent than t.ne furlough per 
month. Furloughs granted from institutions north of highway 
M-46 may be for 72 hours. 

The furlough applicant must-agree to adhere to the conditions 
of the furlough permit. 

Family Escort Furlough Eligibility 

1. The applicant must be classified as minimUm security and 
housed in minimum or medium security institutions or cor':" 
rections centers. 

2. 

3. 

'+. 

"The applicant must have demonstrated. a good institutionai 
adjustmE'nt, including a clear conduct record for at least 90 
days exclusive of R&GC. 

The applicant' must have strong family ties and temporary 
release shall be to the custody of an immediate' family 
member. 

There must be no medical or psychiatric restriction that 'would 
contraindicate furloughs. If there is question in this regard, 
medical or psychiatric clearance must be obtained prior to the 
furlough. 
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1\ 5. The prisoner's background must be free from patterns of 
I assault and he/she imay not be serving for a sex crime. I "Pattern of assault" shall be defined as having committed two 
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6. Persons involved in organized crime, professional criminal 
. activities, and drug trafficking are not eligible for family 
escort furloughs, Upper Peninsula visiting - passes, parole 
placement passes, or extended furloughs. (The Department's 
formal definitions for these terms shall be followed.) 

7. Prisoners. serving for offenses designated as assaultive accord­
ing to ,the listing attached to this policy must .be within 180 
days of their earliest release date before being granted fur­
lough. 

': 
1 ,I 

1\ 
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~ 8. Male prisoners who are not serving for designated assaultive 
offenses must be within one year of their earliest release date 
unless they qualify as low or very low risk offenders. ----

9. A male applicant who is classified witn low violence risk and 
who is not serving for a designated assaultive offense must be 
wIthin two years of earliest release date before a furlough can 
be granted. 

10. A male applicant who is classified with very low risk potential 
for violence and low or average potential for property crime 
must be within three years of earliest release date before a 
furlough can be granted. 

11. Female applicants who qualify under 1 through 6 above and 
who do not qualify under number 7 (180 day rule)' must be 
within three years of earliest release date before a furlough 
can be granted. 

Upper Peninsula Visiting Passes: 

Prisrmers of the Marquette Trusty Division and Upper Peninsula 
camps who qualify for family furloughs may also be granted a spe­
cial visiting pass in the custody of immediate family members for up 
to eight hours to an approved destination within 30 miles of the 
facility. These furloughs must take place on the weekends or 
holidays, and shall be limited to two per month. They may be 
granted on two consecutive days. These special visiting passes may 
be taken in addition to a regular- family escort furlough, but cannot 
be used to extend that furlough privilege. 

Parole Placement Passes: 

Prisoners with no close family ties who have been granted parole 
(other than in custody) but who lack satisfactory placement may 
obtain up to a l2-hour pass for the purpose of seeking employment, 
programs of training, or placement. Potential employers, friends, or 
other appropriate persons may serve as escorts. If the institution is 
in the proximity of public transportation, no escort 1s required. 
Parole placement passes must be approved by the institution head or 
his/her designate. 
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WORK-PASS PROGRAM 

OBJECTIVE: To provide carefully selected prisoners an opportunity to engage in 
programs of work outside the confines of established correctional 
facilities. Such programs are designed to' provide opportunities for' 
improving eTJ.1ployability,. to test ·readiness for community placement 
or parole, and to develop economic self-sutficiency, which reduces 
institutional dependency and its resultant burden upon the public. 

APPLICA TION: Residents who are housed in minimum or medium custody and whose 
backgrounds are free of patterns of assaultiveness, sex offenses, 
involvement in organized crime activities, extensive trafficking in 
controlled substances, recent acute mental disturbance, serious 
institutional misconduct, or other behavior which would make them 
an unwarranted risk to the public under this program. 

POLICY: 

(a) Offenders who are serving for a crime of violence, Or an 
assaultive crime as specified in the attached list, must be within 180 
days of their special good time or incentive good time minimum 
dates. 

(b) Offenders who are serving for crimes not specified ,in the 
attached list, must be Within 24 months of their special good time or 
incentive good time minimum dates, . 

OR 

Cd Residents of the Camp Program, the Cassidy Lake Technical 
School, and the Dormitory at the Michigan Reformatory, who are 
not serving for crimes specified in the attached list, shall be eligible 
to apply after a total of 90 days of satisfactory institutional 
adjustment, provided that they meet all other eligibility 
requi rements. 

Organization: The Work-Pass Program is administered by the 
Bureau of Correctional Facilities, in cooperation with the Bureau of 
Field Services and the institutions. The Director of Treatment is 
designated as the Department representative for all matters 
concerning the program and shall have the responsibility ~or final 
approval of all applicants. The Central Office Work-Pass Program 
Manager will maintain ongoing liaison with institutions and 
appropriate field staff. 

Eligibility: Applicants wilJ be screened carefully to avoid 
unwarranted danger to the,; public or unfavorable publicity for the 
program. The following criteria must be met. 

1. Must qualify for minimum security status according to Bureau 
of Correctional Facilities standards, and be housed in minimum 
or medium security facilities. . 

-- ---- --- --- --- -
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Must not be classified as very ~igh risk for violence or both 
high risk for violence and high risk for property crimes. 

3. MUst not be serving for a sexual offense. 

4. Background must be free from predatory~ compulsive or 
assaultive sexual offenses, and recent acute mental 
disturbance.· Medical condition must be consistent with the 
physical demands of the program. 

5. Must have no involvement in organized crime or extensive 
trafficking in controlled substances. Individuals with hIstories 
of substance abuse are eligible, so long as there is no history of 
lnvol vement in controlled substances traffic beyond persona! 
use, or limited sales to support the offender's own addiction. 

6. A satisfactory institutional adj~stment is required and there 
must be a willingness to conform to the rules and regulations 
of the program, as published on the program application. 

7. Must be willing to support legal dependents who are receiving 
public assistance, or, for whose support a valid court order 
exists. No more than 50% of the resident's net earnings, after 
program expenses· are deducted, may be used for such 
purposes, unless the resident requ~sts a higher amount in 
writing. Remittances for eXIsting support orders shall not 
exceed the amount required to keep support obligations 
current; any arrearages sl1all be made up only upon the 
voluntary written request of the resident. 

Employment Standaras: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Work-Pass candidates shall not be placed unless the pay scale 
meets minimum 'wage requirements; and the prevailing wages 
for similar skills or trades in the locality. 

The place of employment shall meet prevailing standards of 
safety for the particular job in that community~ Proof of 
Workmen's Compensation insurance is required. 

The assistance of local Unions should be sought and utilized. 
No Work-Passer may at any time become involved in union 
activities beyond membership. Neither shall he/she be 
employed to displace UOlon laborers where such are avaIlable, 
nor engage in work at places where strikes are in progress. 
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Work-Passers will be eligible for the usual benefits to which i 
any other employee of the particular employer is entitled. JI 4. 

However, only one dedu<:tion for withholding tax purposes may , 
be claimed. I 

._------------- 1 __ _ 
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Corrections Centers and Resident Homes provide a structured 
setting within the community where support, guidance and super­
vision are provided for. selected eligible residents and parolees. 
These programs provide an alternative to traditional imprisonment 
for residents who are not likely to be recidivists. They also offer 
both residents and parolees who require some structure and super­
vision, assistance in rehabilitation and reintegration into community, 
family and employment. Finally, these programs provide valuable 
screening for parole readiness, and assistance in the transition to 
parole status, for residents who are potentially recidivistic but who 
do not constitute an unusual risk of violence to the public. 

APPLICA TION: All clients of the Michigan Department of Corrections. ... , 

POLICY: Eligibility: To be eligible for consideration for placement in a 
community residential program, a resident must: 

1. Qualify for minimum security status according to Bureau of 
Correctional Facilities' standards. 

2. Be medically able to comply with the physical demqnds of the 
program, or able to receive medical treatment through 
community resources • 

.3. Evidence a background free from: (a) A pattern of assault, 
which is defined as having committed two or more violent acts 
within. the past three years which, if prosecuted, could have 
resulted in a felony conviction; (b) Predatory, compulsive or 
assaultive sexual offenses (see MCL 769.2a); (c) Recent acute 
mental disturbances or other behavior indicating an 
unwarranted risk to the publiC; (d) Involvement in organized 
crime;* (e)' Professional criminal activitiesj* (f) Any history of 
being a drug trafficker.* A resident whose involvement in 
narcotics trafficking is limited to personal use or sale to 
support the resident's own addiction may be considered for 
community status. 

4. Be wi thin 180 days of release on the special good time 
minimum** if he or she is serving a sentence for any of the 
assaul ti ve offenses designated on the attached supplement. 

*As defined in Director's Office Memorandum 1978-1. 

**If sentenced as an habitual offender', MeL 769.10, 769.11 or 
769.12, time periods should be computed using the calendar 
minimum rather than the special good time minimum. 
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5. Be within 12 months of release if serving under the statute 
known as l1~he gun law," MCL 750.227b. An individual serving 
under that law must also be classified as being not higher than 
middle assaultive risk and middle property risk, and meet all 
other applicable criteria herein. 

6. Not have been returned from a community residential program 
for disciplinary reasons (noncriminal behavior) within 30 days 
prior to application. 

7. Not have been returned for violating furlough status within 180 
days prior to appllcation • 

. Risk Classification: 
requirements: 

In addition to the above eligibility 

1. All residents who have been classified by the Department of 
Corrections' risk screening procedure must be eligible for 
release on their special good time minimum** within the time 
periods set forth below if they have the applicable risk 
designation: (a) Within 36 montns if designated as being low 
property risk and very low assauitive risk; (b) Within 24 months 
if designated as low assaultive risk and low or middle property 
risk; (c) Within 12 months if classified as high property risk and 
low or middle assaultive risk; (d) Within 180 days if classified 
as high property risk and high assaultive risk. 

2. All residents who are not subject to the Department of 
Corrections' risk screening procedure are eligible for 
consideration for placement· in a community corrections 
program 36 months prior to their special good time 
minimum.** 

3. All residents who have been classified as very high assaultive 
risk must have an exceptional institutional record and be 
recommended by the institution in which they reside, as well 
as approved by the Assistant Deputy for Programs, Bureay of 
Field Services, after consultCl,tion with the Parole Board, and 
must be within 180 days of release on their speciaf good time 
minimum.** 

Others Eligible: The following individuals are aiso eligible fo~ 
community residential programs: 

1. Offenders on parole status who are·subject to technical viola-: 
tiorl return, and whose participation in community residential 
programs has been made a special condition of parole. 

CSO-219 
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SUBJECT 

PAROLE BOARD EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR 
DANGEROUS OFFENDERS 

PAGE 1 OF 1 

OJBECTIVE: 

APPLICATION: 

POLICY: 

To require deliberation by a majority of the Parole Board whenever 
a case is under consideration in which past behavior indicates reason 
for unusual caution in meeting the statutory mandate regarding the 
granting of parole. . 

Prisoners eligible for parole consideration who have a history of 
assaultive or predatory sex offenses within the past five years; or 
who are classified with "very high risk" potential for violence; or 
who have "high risk" potential for both violent and property crimes. 

The statutory requirement "That no person shall be given his liberty 
on parole until the Board has reasonable assurance after considera­
tionof all the facts and circumstances, including the prisoner's 
mental and social attitude, that he will not become q menace to 
society or to the public safety ••• " indicates the need for careful 
deliberation in those cases in which previous behavior indicates a 
serious potential danger to'the public. Prisoners who are classified 
with very high potential for violence or a high potential for both 
violent and property crimes clearly fall into this category, as do 
those who have recent histories of assaultive or predatory sex 
offenses. This does not mean such cases may never be paroled, but 
it does mandate careful assessment to comply fully with the 
requirement of "reasonable assurance." Debilitating infirmities of 
age, medical or physical impairment, enco~raging long-term psychi­
atric treatment, or several ye~rs remission from the behavior in 
question are among the indicators that could be considered reason­
able assurance. 

To provide additional safeguards in protecting the publiC, these 
cases will require study and discussion by a majority of the Board 
members after interview by the hearing member(s) before any 
deCision to parole is made. 

AUTHORITY: MeL 791.232, .232, 2233; 791.203, .206 and Corrections Commission: 

APPROVED: 

PMJ:cjr 
11/21/77 

April 10, 1975, June 16, 1976, December 21, 1977, December 
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THE PAROLEE RISK STUDY 

Background 

Michigan Dept. 
6f Corrections 
Program Bureau 
June 29~ 1978 

The problems of recidivism and parole prediction have been 
concerns of parole boards, corrections administrators, and 
researchers for many years. Because of the dual goals' of 
protecting society from violent felons while at the same 
time providing constructive opportunities for all offenders, 
both administrators and parole boards must weigh the rela­
tive risks of their decision alternatives. Parole board 
members must assess the public risk of releasing an inmate 
versus the cost and personal disadvantage of continued 
incarceration. Without reliable data and predictive tools, 
parole boards are left to general'assumptions arid experience 
in predicting parole performance. 

Numerous attempts have been made to supplement the information 
base available to parole boards. Specifically, "parole pre- . 
dictiol)" devices are methodological attempts to estimate the 
probability of successful completion on parole. These devices 
have had a long history in American prison research (for 
example, see Lejins, 1962). In 1923, two Harvard professors 
attempted to correlate prison background variables with 
success on parole (Warner, 1923; Har~, 1923). WarnerTs 
approach, using single input indicators, failed to show any 
significant relationships between historical variables and 
parole completion. Hart, however, found that combined 
indicators could provide insight into parole success. 

Subsequently, Burgess (1923) developed the first table of 
expectancy rates for parole violation and completion. Those 
tables were eventually adopted by the Illinois Department of 
Corrections in 1933. Given a parolee population with a 
known recidivism rate, Burgess created a number of sub­
populations based on background characteristics. For example, 
one means of subdividing the Illinois parole population 
centered on work histories. Four subpopulations CLe., no 
work record, casual work record, sporadic employment record, 
full time regular employment) were devised ,and,recidivism 
rates 'calculated for each subdivision. If a given violation 
rate were less than the overall POP4lation ratio, that factor 
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was labeled "favorable". After exam1n1ng several subpopulations, 
Burgess manufactured a table consisting of all favorable or . 
positive factors. The probabilities of parole success were then 
calculated, ranging from 98.5% for parolees having 16 to 21 
positive factors to 24% for those having two to four favorable 
factors (Bruce, Harno, Landesco, Burgess, 1923). 

Sheldon anq Eleanor Glueck attempted to improve upon th2 Burgess 
method. They used a sample of 1,000 juveniles (SOO delinquents 
and 500 nondelinquents), matched on age, intelligence, ethnic 
background, and neighborhood conditions. The Gluecks discovered 
that five out of the 120 original social factors were the basic 
discriminators between groups. These factors included . 
Tfdiscipline of boy by father, II TTsupeJ:'vision of boy by mother,1I 
"affection of father for boy," "affection of mother for boy,fI 
and "cohesiveness of the family". A weighted failure score 
was devised for juveniles falling into categories under each 
of the five dimensions. A conglomerate score consisting of 
failure scores on each of the five facto~s was calculated for 
each subject, leading to a table of probability scores for 
delinquent juveniles (Craig and Glick, 1963; Sheldon and Eleanor 
Glueck, 1950). 

Following the publication of the Burgess and Glueck experience 
tables, Laune noticed that institutional treatment variables 
were excluded in the prediction instrument (Lejins, 1962; 
Laune,1956). In addition, other researchers had discovered 
that parole experiences varied according to population, thus 
describing the need to calculate prediction tables for each 
parole population examined (Lejins, 1962; Tibbits, 1931; Bold, 
1931; Sanders, 1935). In the late 1940's and the early 1950's, 
Lloyd Ohlin attempted to refine the experience (or prediction) 
table. Using the Illinois parole population, Ohlin stressed 
the need for continual updating of the experience table (Ohlin, 
1951). In conjunction with Otis Duncan, Ohlin developed the 
"Index of Predictive Efficiency" which measured the percentage 
lost in predictability when using the experience tables as 
opposed to the overall recidivism rate (Ohlin and Duncan, 
1949). Additionally, Ohlin's analysis succeeded in reducing 
the number of positive factors in Burgess's research from 21 
to 12. 

In summary, the prediction table was established in the early 
1920's as an acceptable methodology in predicting parole 
success. The following 30 years evidenced a period of re­
fining analytical procedures, the highlight perhaps being 
Ohlin's reexamination of Burgess's experience table 
(Schuessler, 1954). 

. . 
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Tw.o of the most important contributors to the methodological 
analysis of parole success in the 1960's were Don Gottfred­
son and Daniel Glaser. Gottfredson developed.the base 
expectancy score model used in Wisconsin, Illinois, Washington, 
and California. Basically, parole success/failure (a 
dichotomous dependent variable) was regressed on a number of 
variables suggested as important by a previous research. 
Those weights or coefficients found to be s·tatistically 
significant in the prediction equation were used to identify 
the variables to be utilized in the construction of the base 
expectancy table. Each significant coefficient "\o1as multiplied 
by the individual's score for that particular variable and a 
total score for each person was calculated by summing the 
scores on each of the key variables. (Gottfredson, Ballard, 
Bon~s, 1962; Gottfredson, Ballard, Mannering, Babst, 1965; 
Gottfredson and Beverly, 1962). 

Glaser pioneered the use of configural analysis in parole 
prediction. His primary work, The Effectiveness of a Prison 
and Parole System, is considered a classic of corrections-­
theory and research. Utilized by the federal prison system 
and the states of WisconSin, Massachusetts, Washington, 
Florida, Distri0t of Columbia, and New York; the configural 
analysis technique was developed in the following manner: 
1) a cross-section of subjects was classified on 71 types of 
background and institutional treatment variables (all 
dichotomized); 2) the most differentiating predictor of parole 
success/failure was chosen; 3) given the two separat~ categories 
of the key indicator, the next variable that produced the 
largest difference between successes and failures was selected; 
~) repetition of this procedure until several categories 
representing different percentages of favorable outcomes was 
established (Glaser, 196~). The goal of configural. analysis, 
then, was to discover a group of indicators which, when 
considered collectively present the greatest discrimination 
between parole success and failures. 

In addition to the methodological issues and techniques in 
other studies, the practical needs of corrections administrators 
and parole board members gave impetus to the development of an 
empirically derived parolee risk classification scheme which 
could be used as an objective aid in the management and . 
deciSion-making responsibilities of the Michigan Department of 
Corrections. 

------------~--------------------
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DESIGN OF THE STUDY 

Population and Sample 

The population examined in this stl~dy consi,stF'd of all male 
inmates paroled between January an~ December, 1971, in the 
state of Michigan. The popula:tion excludes females because 
the adult prison population in Michigan is predominately 
male (97%). The year 1971 was chosen in this study because 
the computerized record which had some key inmate indicators 
had only been in operation since 1968. And prior to 1970 
the manual file is plagued with much inconsistent and/or 
missing data. The years 197Q and 1971 were suggested as the 
earliest possible reliable data base. In addition, inmate 
files con'cain few standardized presentence reports before 
the late 1960's. The analysis of a large sample of the 1971 
population permitted the utilization of more reliable informa­
tion while providing a four-year follow-up period. 

A 50% random sample of 1971 parolees (N = 2,200) was selected 
from the populatio~. The need for a large sample when dealing 
with a sizable number of variables has been well documented in 
prediction re~earch (Simon, 1971). The sampling procedures 
.:lre the best compromise given the data collection restrictions, 
time constraints, desire for representativeness and frequency 
requirements for certain variables. For example, homicide 
occurs infrequently in the general population and, therefore, 
a large sample is necessary to obtain sufficient numbers of 
homicides to permi', any anal ;,t,is. 

Variable List 

A variable list was developed after a meticulous review of all 
the parole prediction literature, frequent meetings with cor­
rections administrators, numerous con.tacts and consultations 
with university specialists in the fields of psychology, 
sociology, criminal justic.:·, ,3tatistics, and, mathematics. 

The input from all of these various experts helped produce an 
initial variable list of over 400 variables. Further meetings 
and consultations resulted in further refinement of that 
variable list to reduce redundancy and eliminate unattainable 
variables. Further revisions reduced the number to about 350 
variables. Rather than examining the entire list of variables, 
a review will be given to 1:he different dimensions of the 
independent variables as well as a definition of the dependent 
variable. The independent variables ~'~ere very loosely 

.. 
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categorized into three different time frames: Time 1, any 
variable or measure ~hich could generally be related to the 
inmate prior to his time of incarceration for the instant 
offense; Time 2; any· variables which would be appropl'iately 
measured during the inmate '·s incarceration for the instant 
offense; Time 3, any variables or measure which generally 
related to the inmatets parole. 

The Time 1 variables were generally divided into two groups 
-- social background and offense related. The social back­
ground subdivision included ~ndicators of general demographics, 
previous home status, current home status, health, psychological/ 
personality, education, community environment, . and employment. 
The offense related subdivision included demographics, 
convictions, commitments, parole-probation, and current offense. 
Special efforts were made to gather as accurately a description 
of the instant offense as possible. This was accomplished by 
incorporating the Sellin-Wolfgang seriousness-of-offense 
scale into the variable list as w€ll as such things as: whether 
alcohol was involved during the instant offense$ type of . 
relationship between the victim and the criminal (i.e. 
relative, friend, stranger), location of the instant offense, 
whether or not the victims sustained minor injuries or were 
hospitalized or killed, whether or not a weapon was involved, 
etc. 

The Time 2 va:r:>iables were originally designed to measure the 
extent of educational 'and vocational program participation. 
But it was determined that much of that information was either 
missing or incomplete from the files. Therefore, most of the 
program-related institutional variables had to be deleted from 
the study. This represents a serious drawback and a severe 
limitation in the ability to analyze the relntionship between 
program participation and parole outcome. However, such 
institution-related variables as amount of time in involuntary 
segregation, number of assaults against other prisoners or 
staff member~, visits to the psychiatric cliniC, etc., were 
included in the variable list. 

The Time 3 variables were designed to fully measure the different 
types of activities of the inmate while on parole. This included 
such things as the location to which the parolee returned to 
live; size of the community; whether or not he was living with 
his parents, or wife, or other relatives; whether or not he was 
working full time or part time or not at all; whether or not 
he had an alcohol or drug or psychiatric problem, etc. The 
intent of these parole variables was tode~ise .a set of 
indicators of positive commnnity adjustment as well as indicators 
of recidivism. 
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Traditionally, analyses of recidivism have used a dichotomous 
dependent measure -- success/failure of the parolee. Such a 
dichotomy, however, fails to differentiate between the degrees 
of completion/noncompletion. For example, it may be in­
appropriate to equate return to prison because of a new felony 
such as a homicide or kidnapping with return to prison due to 

a technical violation. Several different recidivism measures 
were used in this study some of which were discarded along the 
way as being too impractical to code. Two recidivism measures 
were finally included in the data collection. The first and 
most important recidivism scale devised for this study was as 
follows: Recidivism: 1) no illegal activities; 2) technical 
violation or abscond from parole supervision; 3) misdemeanor; 
I~) nonviolent felony; 5) violent felony. This scale was a 
behavioral index of the inmate's most serious behavior while 
on parole. For example, if a parolee had only committed a 
minor technical violation on parole and nothing else, he would 
have been coded a two on this scale. If another inmate had 
committed both a misdemeanor (three) and a violent felony 
(five) while on parole, he would have ,been coded for the most 
serious offense on the recidivism scale and therefore received 
a "five fl

• This scale was coded for only.the most serious activ­
ity along the scale from one to five. The coding criteria for 
this scale was based upon a written description (from police 
records wherever possible) of the behavior involved in the 
criminal activity. The criteria did not rest upon arraignments 
nor convictions nor administrative decisions concerning an 
inmate's return to the. prison. It tried to reflect as closely 
as possible the actual reported behavioral description of the 
man's activity. It was this five-point behavioral scale 
which was used in most of the analyses. 

In addition to this scale, the elements of the Sellin-Wolfgang 
seriousness-of-offense. scale were also coded for the most 
serious behavior on parole. The same careful attention which 
was paid to the measure of the instant offense was also paid 
to the measure of the inmate's ffiQst serious-on-parole activity 
by utilizing the same elements in the Sellin-Wolfgang scale. 
This provided an accurate description of how many victims 
received minor injuries, major injuries, or hospitalized or 
killed; how many victims were raped; how many victims were 
intimidated with a weapon; how many premises were forcibly 
entered, etc. . 

.. 
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The entire list of independent and dependent variables was then 
inspected for their validity and reliability. The validity of 
each of the variables was reviewed in light of criminological, 
psychological, and sociological theories, and by -the expertise 
by the numerous professionals who had been consulted in the 
generation of these variab~es. The reliability of the variables 
was established in the following manner: Approximately 20 inmate 
files were randomly selected from the sample of 2,200 cases and 
the variables coded from those files by the special coders who 
had been hired for the project. A reliability coefficient was 
then calculated for each of the variables coded as well as for 
each of the coders. If the reliability coefficient was less 
than .90 the variable was either dropped from the variable list 
or revised so that it could be coded with a .90 reliability: 
This means that if any of the given Ve t,:,i,2}jles were not coded 
the same way by the coders, it indicated that either the 
variable was ambiguou c or that there were problems with missing 
data. In either case the variable was usually dropped from 
further consideration. Similarly, a reliability coefficient 
of .90 was established among all of the coders. Those people 
who were not coding the information reliably were replaced. 

Analysis and Results 

In order to get a general idea of the different types of 
relationships in the data base, a correlation matrix was 
generated. The zero ordered correlations of all independent 
a~d dependent variables were examined in view of their 
statistical significance and meaningfulness. In order to check 
for spurious correlations, partial correlations were calculated 
which controlled for the effects of age, race, and other 
variables. Additionally, other correlations that seemed 
contradjctory or nonsensical were reanalyzed, controlling for 
a logical intervenjng variables. The partial correlations 
were designed to provide a more accurate description of the 
degree of relationship between any two variables which may 
have been obscured by some third intervening variable. 

Frequency breakdowns were calculated on all of the variables. 
Means, standard deviations, range and the relative frequency 
of the responses for each variable provided a further descrip­
tion of the sample. The following statistics help provide a 
general profile of the parolees in the sample. 
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Variables Mean ex) 
Age at first arrest 17.4 
Highest grade level 

attended in school 9.29 
Number of jobs held 
prior to instant offense 3.03 

Prison commitments 1.·59 
Total nonviolent felonies 1.56 
Total violent felonies .58 
Months previous 

incarceration 15.59 
Age at start of, prison term 25.36 
Month's incarcerated 
for instant offense 26.79 

Other descriptive statistics include: 

Variables 

Single 
Mother or father had criminal history 
Siblings had criminal history 
unemployed at time of instant offense 
Previous paroles 
Had definite job when paroled 
One or more arrests on parole 
Assaultive instant offense 
Race - white 
Juvenile Commitment or Probation 
Alcohol problem 
Drug problem 
One or more arrests while on parole 

Standard 
'Deviation 

5.4 

2.25 

2.1 
1.06 
1.99 

.81 

36.05 
8.07 

21.26 

Percent 

55% 
3 (lOla 
25% 
61% 
36% 

. 32% 
56% 

32% 
48% 
42% 
31% 
24% 
56% 

(S . D.) 

After the correlation matrix and frequency distributions were 
inspected, contingency tables showing the joint distribution 
between recidivism and an independent variable were calculated 
for each of the independent variables. This allowed even 
closer examination of which of the independent variables were 
related to either a higher-than-average or lower-than-average 
rate of violent crime on parole. It also allowed a closer 
examination of higher or lower rates of no criminal activity 

.. 
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on parole. Given the large number of independent variable~ 
this turned out to be a very lengthy process. ThIs search 
for various combinations of variables produced a number of 
different interactions which differentiated among the high 
and low rates of violence when compared to -the average. The 
subgroups identified by these interactions were developed on 
one half of the sample (n=l,OOO) and the rates of violence 
for these subgroups were reexamined by reconsidering the 
other half of the sample as a validation group. The joint 
distribution of these contingency tables provided preliminary 
findings of rates of violence which identified groups ranging 
from-three to four times higher, to ten times lower, than the 
average of the total sample. 

Multiple regression analysis was then used to try to 
establish the significant predictors for the dependent 
var'iables. Most of the analysis with mUltiple regression 
used the five point recidivism index. These regression 
analyses were conducted in sequence according to the time 
period in ~Jhich the independent variables were located. That 
is, the variables under time period one were examined to see 
which, if ahy, were predictive of the variables in time 
peribd two and the variables in time period one and two were 
examined for prediction of variables in time period three. 
In all of the numerous sequential regression equations 
careful attention was given to which predictors produced the 
highest R2. The R2 represents the proportion of reliability 
in the dependent measure predicted from, or explained by, the 
combined lin~ar influence of the independent variables. The 
higher the R , the greater the reduction in the variability 
of a dependent measure and the greater the predictive ability . 
of the independent variables in the equation. However, the re­
gression equations involving the various time sequence 
variables produced R2's which ranged from a low of .0012 to a 
higf1 of .3321. This meant that the linear model of regreSSion 
was explaining anywhere 'from abqut .1% to 33% of the variability 
in recidivism but leaving some 99% -to 67% of' the recidivism 
variability unexplained. 

Automatic Interaction DetectioQ . 

Because of the limited success in using the linear regression 
model to predict recidivism, other approaches we~e tried. The 
Automatic Interaction Detection program is a technique designed 
to detect significant interactions among a large number of 
independent variables (predictors) in relation to a single 
dependent or criterion variable. Because of the thousands of 
possible combinations among the different predictor variables, 
the AID analysis was used to systematically search and select 

~~ --------- ~-~----~ - -----~---------
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from many possible combinations those which produced the 
highest and lowest rates of violent crime. On the basis of AID's 
scanning of the relationship between the predictors and the 
one criterion, the analysis selects the best way to divide . 
the sample into two groups. "Bestll means selecting a dichotomous 
partitioni.ng which maximal,ly explains variation in' the criterion. 
In this analysis the five point recidivism scale was dichotomized 
into violent felony, "yes" or "noTT (0 or 1). Nt;xt, AID repeats 
this search and partitioning within each of the two subgroups, 
and continues operating in this fa'shion, generating and 
examining an increasing number of subgroups until it reaches 
its terminal groups. 

The ultimate aim of AID is to account for variation in the 
dependent variable, violent felony yes or no. Scanning all of 
the predictors, AID identifies that predictor which permits 
the sample to be split into to subgroups in such a way that a 
maximum reduction in variation on the criterion is accomplished. 
Put differently, it splits the sample so as to minimize the 
unexplained variance. An important aspect in the AID analysis 
is that it selects a variable for splitting a subgroup 
according to the strength of the relationship after choosing 
the best dichotomization. The best way of splitting the sample 
in two groups is that which maximally reduces the residual 
variation. That residue is quan'tified by calculating the un­
explained or aggregate within-group variance, which is the sum, 
over all observations, of the square of the distance separating 
each observation from the subgroup mean.' Residual variance is 
zero if and only if all observations on the criterion are the 
same in each subgroup. This would mean that all of the 
observations in each subgroup either had committed a new violent 
crime (1) and had not committed a new violent crime (0). 

After this best dichotomization .is selected, the sample is /chen 
divided into two subgroups based on the value. of the predictor 
variable selected. This search and selection procedure is 
carried out again separately on the two new subgroups to find 
the next predictor variable which differentiates the rates of 
new violent felony and again maximizing the between sums of 
squares to total sums of squares ratio. Once the next pre­
dictor variable is selected, the subgroups would again be 
further subdivided based on the values of that predictor. This 
procedure is repeated until various terminal groups are 
established. The terminal groups represent different configura­
tions of variable combinations which maximize the difference in 
rates of violent felony on parole. The diagram below outlines 
this procedure. 

. . 
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Summary of AID Results 

The configural analysis produced the followihg groups with their 
respective rate of new violent felony on parole: 

RISK GROUP RECIDIVISM RATE* 
Very High Risk. Instant offense 
of rape, robbery, or homicide and 
serious misconduct or security 
segregation and first arrest 
before 15th birthday. 

High Risk. Instant offense of 
rape, robbery, qr homicide, and 
serious misconduct and age of 
first arrest was over 15. 

Middle Risk. Instant offense 
either rape, robbery, or homi­
cide and no serious misconduct 
or jnstant offense not rape, 
robbery or homicide and reported 
felony while juvenile. 

Low Risk. Instant offense not 
rape, robbery, or homicide (may 
be other assa.ultive crime) and no 
reported felony while juvenile and 
never been married at time of 
instant offense. 

Very Low Risk. Instant offense not 
rape, robbery, or homicide and no 
reported felony while juvenile and 
not serving on other assaultive crime 
and had been married. 

*Base Rate 10.5% 

.40.00/0 

20.7% 

11. 83% 

6.3% 

2% 

% OF SAMPLE 

4.7% 

6.6% 

45.5% 

23.5% 

19.7% 
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This same search and select procedure was used to identify 
different configurations which differentiated the rates of 
nonviolent felony on parole. The dependent variable waG 
dichotomized to nonviolent felony, I!yes!! or !fnol! .(0 or 1). 
Those who had committed a violent felony on parole were 
excluded from this analysis because they would have auto-

. matically been put in the I! no nonviolent felonyl! group in 
the dichotomQzation. This would have suppressed, to some 
extent, the ability to differentiate the rates of nonviolent 
felony. The configural,analysis produced the following groups 
and their respective rate of new nonviolent crime on parole: 

RISK GROUP 

High Risk. Reported felony 
while juvenile and major mis­
conduct or reported felony 
while juvenile and no major 
misconduct and age of first 
arrest before 15th birthday. 

Mi'ddle Risk. Reported felony 
while juvenile and no major 
misconduct and age of first 
arrest over 15; or no reported 
felony while juvenile and drug 
problem at the time of instant 
offense. 

Low Risk. No reported felony 
while juvenile and no drug 
problem at time of instant 
offense. 

RECIDIVISM .RATE* '% OF SAMPLE 

39.5% 23.6% 

27% 33% 

15.1% 43.4% 

°kBase Rate 28% This rate was calculated by first excluding 
all those who had cOlM1itted a violent felony on parole, thus 
reducing the sample size to N = 1820. The base rate of the 
nonviolent felony for the entire sample was 22.5%. 

These configurations represent subgroups of the release 
population. For any particular prisoner to be considered a 
member of anyone of these subgroups, he must have all of the 
characTeristics which define that group since the respective 
subgroups are defined by the combined interactions of the 
variable characteristics. R~cidivism rates for the subgroups 
refer to the mean (average) rate of violent or nonviolent felony 

, . 
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on parole for the respective. subgroups. These results do not 
mean that it is possible to predict the probability of recidivism 
for a particular individual but rather indicate that he is a 
member of a particular subgroup which has an average rate of 
recidivism that, in the 9ase of the very.high risk group, is 
nearly four times as high as the base rate. 

Replication study 

While AID requires few assumptions about the data in order to 
,conduct the analysis, it has certain limitations. For example, 
it takes very literally every observed value that is presented 
and if one predictor is found to have only slightly higher 
BSS/TSS ratio as a basis for subdividing the sample than another 
predictor, it takes the first and dis~egards the second. At 
this pOint it is subject to problems of sample and measurement 
error (a problem common to most analysis). However~ since the 
entire sample was sufficiently large eN = 2.~200) the problems of 
sample and measurement error are likely to be minimized. To 
test this out a replic?tion study is currently being conducted. 
A random sample of 1,200 inmates paroled in 19,7'+ has been 
selected. Nearly 100 of the most important variables collected 
on the 1971 sample are being collected for each of the parolees 
in the 197'+ sample, including all of the key predictive variables 
which identify the different risk groups. Those subgroups will 
be analyzed in the r'eplication sample. While some regressiot:l 
in the rates of violent felony and nonviolent felony on parole 
might be expected,the recidivism rates -found in the analysis 
of the 197'+ sample will serve as a further validation of the 
initial results. - -
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