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Table 1. Profile of Referrals to the Six Evaluation Groups

School Status
(# of cases)

Full time student
Part time/alternative school
Not in school

Race
(# of cases)

Black
White
Other

Age at the time of referral

(¢ of cases) .

13 or younger
14

15

16

17

18 or older

Mean age
Prior Offenses (two years

prior to referral date)

(# of cases)

No prior court contacts
One prior court contact
Two to four prior contacts
Five or more prior contacts

Sex
(# of cases)

Male
Female

in Washingtor, DC

*Incarceration® Groups

"Probation" groups

Al AIR INCAR AP APR PROB
(35) (29) (10) (143) (131) (137)
69% 45% 60% 75% 72% 72%
6 14 ] 11 8 15
26 41 40 15 21 13
(36) (29) (10) (144) (133) (142)
1008 100% 1C0% 99% 98% 99%
] ] 0 1 2 1
.0 0 0 (] 1 1]
(37) (29) (10) (144) (133) (142)
11 7% (] 10% 7% 7%
14 14 20 17 14 9
22 17 20 17 24 26
24 21 30 30 30 30
24 31 20 22 20 21
5 10 10 4 5 7
15.5 15.8 15.9 15.4 15.5 15.6
(37) (29) (10) (144) (133) (142)
14% 21% 20% 378 35% 39¢
30 24 40 33 30 31
41 45 40 26 32 28
16 10 (] 4 3 3
(36) (29) (10) (144) (133) (142)
92% 86%  100% 97% 87% 91%
8 14 0 3 13 9




Table 2.

Types of Referral Offenses

in Washington, DC

*Incarceration® Groups

"Probation® groups

Violent
Rape
Armed Robbery
Unarmed Robbery
Aggravated Assault
Subtotal
%t of group total

Serious Property Offenses
Burglary
Attempted Burglary
Arson
Subtotal
% of group total

Other Felony Property
Motor Vehicle Theft
Forgery, Praud, Embezzlement
Subtotal
% of group total

Minor Personal Offenses
Simple Assault
Resisting police officer
Other minor person:l
Subtotal
% of group total

Minor Property Offenses

Stolen Property (receiving
or possessing)

Vandalism

Disorderly conduct

Pursesnatch and pickpocket

Shoplifting

Other theft

Other minor property
Subtotal
%t of grouj» total

Trivial Offenses
Drugs
Trespass
Subtotal
% of group total

Al AIR  INCAR
0 0 0
0 2 0
7 7 2
1 0 0
8 9 2

22% 31s 20%

12 11 4
0 0 0
0 0 0

12 11 4

2% 38s 40%
3 5 1
0 0 0
3 5 1
8% 17% 10%
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1]
ot 0% Os
1 . 9 0
0 0 0
o 2 v
1 1 1
4 b 1
6 0 1
0 0 0

12 4 3
32s 14 30t
1 0 0
1 0 0
2 0 o
S5t os ']

AP APR  PROB
0 1 3
1 3 5

35 23 25
4 7 12

40 34 45

28% 26% 32%

40 32 25
1 1 1
0 0 1

41 33 27

28% 25% 19%

11 6 12
2 2 0

13 8 12
9% 1 8t
9 8 9
(] 1 2
1 4 1

10 13 12
7% 10% 9%
3 0 1
1 1 3

-2 (4] 1]
9 10 3
s 12 20

17 18 15
1 0 0

37 41 45

26% 31% 32%
2 1 0
1 3 1
3 4 1
2% 3% 1%

Table 3.

Overall Distribution of

Reoffense Patterns by Evaluation Group
and Offense Type

"Incarceration® Groups "Probation" groups

Reoffendin
(# of cases)

No reoffenses

One reoffense

Two reoffenses

Three reoffenses

Four to six reoffenses
Seven or more reoffenses

Reoffense Patterns by Type

of Offense

SUBSEQUENT VIOLENT OFFENSES
None
One or more

SUBSEQUENT BURGLARY AND ARSON
None
One or more

SUBSEQUENT OTHER FELONY PROPERTY
None
One or more

SUBSEQUENT MINOR PERSONAL
None
One or more

SUBSEQUENT MINOR PROPERTY
None
One or more

SUBSEQUENT TRIVIAL
None
One or more

Al AIR INCAR AP APR PROB
(31 (290 (10) (144) (133) (142)
27% 388 8o 47t 45y 374
M 0 19 23 23
16 7 0 15 14 13
16 7 0 6 6 9
M 17 20 10 8 14
14 7 0 3 3 .
78% 831 9oy 8l+ 81y 78
22 17 10 13 19 2
843 831 908 81t 908 793
16 17 10 13 10 21

3% 79%  100% 913 87% 82%
27 21 0 9 13 18
872 93%y  100% 93% 96% 9612
13 7 0 7 4 4
STt 112 80% 5% 72% 68t
43 3¢ 20 25 28 32
76% 79% 90t 88s 92 863
24 21 10 12 8 14




Table 4. Reoffense Rates by Evaluation Group

Group Reoffense Rates

(# of cases)

$# of subsequent offenses
for group

Months of risk time
for group

Average risk time
per youth (in months)

Average § of offenses
per youth

Overall reoffense rate, per
100 youths, per year

Reoffense Rates for major
offense types (per 100

youths, per year)

Violent

Burglary and Arson

Other Felony Property
Minor personal -
Minor property

Trivial

and Offense Type

*Incarceration® Groups "Probation® groups

Al AIR INCAR AP APR PROB
(37)  (29) (10) (144) (133) (142)
101 62 10 207 180 246
1,351 966 414 4,635 4,166 4,569
36 33 41 32 31 32
2.73  2.14 1.00 1.44 1.35 1.73
91 78 25" S4 52 65
22 14 3* 13 15 12

6 28 é* - 10 7 12

20 10 o* 4 9 9

7 3 o* 3 2 2
22 16 18* ‘19 15 22
14 8 3* 5 4 8

*These rates are highly unstable due to the small number of cases (N =
10) on which they are based. They are included only for descriptive purposes.

Table S.

Total Offense Rate,
per year, per 100

Violent rate

Burglary/arson
rate

Other property
rate

Minor personal
rate

Kinor property
rate

Trivial rate

Number of cases

Pre/Post Comparisons of Offense Rates for Youths
in Each of the Six Evaluation Groups

"Incarceration” Groups "Probation® groups

Al AIR INCAR AP APR PROB

B A B A B A B A B A B A
119 91 105 78 85 29% 61 5S4 62 52 61 65
22 22 22 14 15 3* 12 13 14 15 11 12
26 6 33 28 35 6* 17 10 12 7 13 12
22 20 12 10 o o* 4 4 7 9 6 9
5 7 6o 3 10 o% 3 3 4 2 6 2
g 22 33 16 20 18* 21 19 23 15 23 22
7 14 5 8 5 3* 3 s 3 4 2 8
(37) (29) (10) (144) (133) (142)

Pigures in the cells for the "before®" period (B) show the rate of offenses
per year committed by each 100 youths duririg the pre-intervention time
period. This "before® period examined two years of data for these youth. For
the “after® period (A), similarly computed yearly rates are displayed based on
three years of post-intervention data.

“The before and uafter rates for the incarceration group (INCAR) are )
highly unstable due to the small number of cases (N = 10) on which they are
based. They are included only for descriptive purposes.




Table 6. Multiple Regression Analysis of Recidivism Rates of Youth
Randomly Assigned Restitution or Probation

RELATIONSBIPS BETWEEN
RANDOMLY ASSIGNED TREATMENT AND RECIDIVISM

-4~

Table 1. Profile of Referrals to the Restitution
and Incarceration Groups in Boise, Idaho

Recidivism Measure Zero-Order Partial SE Beta  Multiple
r Sig. b b Weight R Squared

OVERALL RECIDIVISM

Frequency .08 .06 .43* .21 .10 .10

Rate .07 .07 .16* .08 .10 .09
VIOLENT OFFENSES

Frequency -.02 .37 .02 .11 .01 .06

Rate --02 -38 001 00‘ 001 .05
SERIOUS PROPERTY OFFENSES

Frequency .08 .06 .13* .07 .10 .05

Rate .06 .11 .04 .03 .08 .05
OTHER FELONY PROPERTY

Frequency «05 .17 .06 .06 .04 .03

Rate .04 .21 .02 .02 .04 .03
MINOR PERSONAL OFFENSES

Frequency -.04 .21 -.02 .03 -.03 .01

Rate -.04 .20 -.01 .01 -.03 .01
MINOR PROPERTY OFFENSES

Frequency .07 .06 .17 .10 .08 .06

Rate .08 .05 .07* .04 .09 .04
TRIVIAL OFFENSES

Rate .06 .10 .02 .02 .06 .02
SERIOUSNESS INDICES .

Most serious reoffense 07 .08 53 «25 .10 .10

Seriousness score .83 .27 .79 65 .06 .09

Seriousness rate 02 .33 «27 «25 05 -08

The zero-order correlations (r) are the simple relationships between the ran-
doaly assigned treatment (1 = restitution; 2 = probation) and the recidivisa
measiure. The partial b is the partial unstandardized regression coefficient
showing the independent effect of the treatment on recidivisa after control-
ling for prior offenses, age, race, school status, and sex; partial b's that
are statistically significant at the .05 level are marked with an asterisk (*).
The beta weight is the partial standardized regression coefficient and is use-
ful for assessing the relative independent effect of treatment across
different recidivism measures. For the frequency variables (including most
serious reoffense and seriousness score), the amount of time at risk was also
controlled in the multiple regression analyses. For the simple correlations
and the regression coefficients, positive values indicate the restitution
group tended to recidivate less; negative values, the probation group.

Restitution Incarceration
School Status
(# of cases) (83) (95)
Full time student 81t és;
Not in school 19 15
Race
(# of cases) (85) (94)
White 95%
Black 5 92‘
Age at the time of referral
(# of cases) (84) (95)
13 or younger 18% 15%
14 23 12
15 17 24
16 23 26
17 17 20
18 or older 4 3
Mean age 15.0 15.3
Prior Offenses (two years
prior to referral date)
(#§ of cases) (86) (95)
No prior court contacts 348 20%
One prior court contact 14 24
Two to four prior contacts 42 39
Pive or more prior contacts 10 17
Sex
(# of casesz) (86) (95)
Male 863 842
Female 14 16

-
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Table 2. Types of Referral Offenses Table 3. Reoffense Patterns by Evaluation Group
in Boise . and Offense Type
Restitution Incarceration , Restitution Incarceration
: Overall Distribution of
Violent Reoffending
Aggravated Assault 1 _0 (4 of cases) (86) (95)
Subtotal 1l 0
% of group total 1% os No reoffenses 47% 418
. One reoffense 17 25
Serious Property Offenses Two reoffenses 12 s
Burglary 29 26 : Three reoffenses 13 12
Subtotal 29 26 Four to six reoffenses 8 11
$ of group total 34% 27% Seven or more reoffenses 3 6
Other Felony Propert
Motor Vehicle Theft 0 2 Reoffense Patterns b e
Forgery, Fraud, Embezzlement _5 3 of Offense
Subtotal S S
% of group total 6% 5% SUBSEQUENT VIOLENT OFFENSES
Rone . 100% 95%
Minor Personal Offenses One or more ) 0 5
Simple Assault (incl. within-family) 2 1
Assault and Battery 3 1 SUBSEQUENT BURGLARY AND ARSON
Other minor personal 1 _0 None 90% 84%
Subtotal 6 2 One or more 10 16
% of group total 7% 2%
SUBSEQUENT OTHER FELONY PROPERTY -
Minor Property Offenses None 94% 91%
Shoplifting 11 8 One or more 6 9
Vandalism 4 11
Theft from Motor Vehicle S 7 SUBSEQUENT MINOR PERSONAL
Stolen Property (receiving None 98% 90%
or possessing) 4 8 One or more 2 10
Bicycle Theft 3 2
Disorderly conduct 1 1 SUBSEQUENT MINOR PROPERTY
Pursesnatch and pickpocket 1 1 Nome 718 70%
Other theft 16 20 One or more 29 30
Other minor property - -0 1
Subtotal 45 L) SUBSEQUENT TRIVIAL ¥
t of group total 52% 62% None : 67% ‘ 65%
One or more . . 33 35
Trivial Offenses
Drugs 0 1
Trespass 0 1
Fighting _0 1
Subtotal 1] 3
$ of group total s 3%

L e ——— e o . o
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Table 4. Reoffense Rates by Evaluation Group
and Offense Type
Table 5. Pre/Post Comparisons of Offense Rates for Youths
in the Restitution and Incarceration Groups
Restitution Incarceration
Group Reoffense Rates Restitution Incarceration
(4 of cases) (86) (95) B A % Change B A _ % Change
# of subsequent offenses ; Total Offense Rate,
for group 136 174 A per year, per 100 103 86 - 173 137 100 - 27%
Months of risk time 5 0 - 100 +
for group 1897 2134 Violent rate 1 100% 2 3 508
. . Burglary/arson
Average risk time rate 11 7 - 36% 51 12 ~ 76%
per youth (in months) 22 22
Other property
Average § of offenses rate 10 15 + 50% 12 9 - 25%
Per youth 1.58 1.83 ,
Minor personal
Overall reoffense rate, per rate 3 1 - 67% 6 9 + 50%
100 youths, per year 86 100
Minor pro ert v
rate property 51 32 - 37% 46 33 - 28%
Reoffense Rates for major
offense types (per 100 Trivial rate 26 31 + 19% 21 33 4+ 57%
Youths, per year)
. - Number of cases (86) - (85)
Violent 0 3
Burglary and Arson 7 12
Figures in the cells for the ‘before® period (B) show the rate of
Other Felony Property 15 9 offenses per year committed by each 100 youths during the pre-intervention
. time period. This "before" period examined two Years of data for these
Minor personal 1 9 ' youth. FPor the "after® period (A), similarly computed yearly rates are
. B : displayed based on approximately two years (22 months average subsequent risk
Minor property 32 33 ! time) of post-intervention data.
Trivial 31 : 33 f
i

i
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Table 6. Multiple Regression Analysis of Recidivism Rates of Youth
Randomly Assigned Restitution or Incarceration

RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN
RANDOMLY ASSIGNED TREATMENT AND RECIDIVISM
Recidivism Measure Zero-Order Partial SE Beta Multiple
r Sig. b __b Weight R Sguared

OVERALL RECIDIVISM

Frequency .05 .27 «33 <44 .06 .04
Rate .02 .39 .07 .26 .02 .04
VIOLENT OFFENSES
Frequency Too few cases for analysis. ;
Rate ) i
l
SERIOUS PROPERTY OFFENSES !
Frequency .09 .12 .09 .09 .08 .03
Rate .09 .12 .05 .04 .09 .02
OTHER FELONY PROPERTY
Frequency -.04 .30 ~.07 .25 -.02 .08
Rate —.05 .25 -011 .18 -.05 .06
MINOR PERSONAL OFFENSES
Frequency .18 .01 +.15% .07 .17 .04
Rate. .18 .01 .08* .04 .17 .04
MINOR PROPERTY OFFENSES
Fregquency .01 .46 .04 .20 .01 .03
Rate --01 046 -.01 011 -0004 002
TRIVIAL OFFENSES
Frequency .02 .39 .05 «15 .03 .04
Rate .02 .39 .02 .08 .02 .04
SERIOUSNESS INDICES
Most serious reoffense .12 .06 <34 .29 .09 .04
Seriousness score .07 .16 . 1.06 .97 .09 .06
Seriousness rate .04 .29 «35 .63 <04 - 05

The zero-order correlations (r) are the simple relationships between the ran-
domly assigned treatment (1 = restitution; 2 = incarceration) and the recidi-
vism measure. The partial b is the partial unstandardized regression coef-
ficient showing the independent effect of the treatment on recidivism after
controlling for prior offenses, age, race, school status, and sex; vartial b's
that are statistically significant at the .05 level are marked with an
asterisk (*).

The beta weight is the partial standardized regression coefficient and is use-
ful for assessing the relative independent effect of treatment across differ-~
ent recidivism measures. For the frequency variables (including most serious
reoffense and seriousness score), the amount of time at risk was also control-
led in the multiple regression analyses. For the simple correlations and the
regression coefficients, positive values indicate the restitution group tended
to recidivate less; negative values, the incarceration group.

Table 1. Profile of Referrals to the Four
Evaluation Groups in Clayton County, Georgia

School Status

Race

(# of cases)

Full time student
Not in school

(# of cases)

white
Black

Age at the time of referral

(¢ of cases)

13 or younger
14

15

16

17

18 or older

Mean age

Prior Offenses (two yvears

prior to referral date)

(¢ of cases)

No prior court contacts
One prior court cnntact
Two to four prior contacts
Five or more prior contacts

(# of cases)

Male
Female

Restitution Nonrestitution
R R&C C CONTROL
(71) (74) (55) (55)
76% 82% 75% 86%
24 18 25 14
(72) (72) (55) (54)
94 % 96 % 96 ¢ 100%
6 4 4 0
(73) (74) (55) (55)
12% 11% 18% 18%
16 11 13 13
26 28 29 38
34 46 35 15
11 4 6 15
0 0 0 2
14.9 15.1 14.9 14.9
(73) *(74) (55) (56)
401% 57% 44 46%
19 19 33 25
26 18 18 20
15 7 5 9
(73) (74) (55) {56)
868 80% 78¢% 80¢
14 20 22 20




Table 2. Types of Referral Offenses
in Clayton County, Georgia

Violent

Armed Robbery
Aggravated Assault
Subtotal
§ of group total

Serious Property Offenses
Burglary
Subtotal
%t of group total

Other Felony Property
Motor Vehicle Theft
Forgery, Fraud, Embezzlement
Subtotal
t of group total

Minor Personal Offenses
Simple Assault (incl. within-family)
Assault and Battery
Intimidation
Subtotal
% of group total

Minor Property Offenses
Shoplifting

Vandalism
Theft from Motor Vehicle
Stolen Property (receiving
or possessing)
Bicycle Theft
Pursesnatch and pickpocket
Criminal Mischief
Other theft
Subtotal
% of group total

Trivial Offenses
Driving under the Influence
Trespass
Fighting
Subtotal
% of group total

Restitution Nonrestitution
R R&C C CONTROL
0 1l 0 0

_0 1 1 0
1] 2 1l 0
(1} 3 2% 0t
9 22 22 14
9 22 22 14

12% 30% 40% 25%
8 4 3 3
1 1 1 0
9 5 4 3

12% 7% 7% Sy
4 0 2 3
1 1l 0 0
0 0 0 1
S 1 2 4
7% 1s 4% 7%
10 12 8 8

10 9 6 12
6 4 1 9
4 1 1 1
1 3 1 4
0 0 "3 0
0 1 0 0
13 12 6 |

44 42 26 35
60% 57% 474 63
1 1 0 0
5 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
6 2 0 0
8% 3t Gs 0%

Table 3. Reoffense Patterns by Evaluation Group
and Offense Type

Overall Distribution of

Reoffending
(¢ of cases)

No reoffenses

One reoffense,

Two reoffenses

Three reoffenses

Four to six reoffenses
Seven or more reoffenses

Reoffense Patterns by Type

of Offense

SUBSEQUENT VIOLENT OFFENSES
None
One or more

SUBSEQUENT BURGLARY AND ARSON
None
One or more

SUBSEQUENT OTHER FPELONY PROPERTY
None
One or more

SUBSEQUENT MINOR PERSONAL
None
One or more

SUBSEQUERT MINOR PROPERTY
None
One or more

SUBSEQUENT TRIVIAL
None
One or more

Restitution Nonrestitution
R R&C C CONTROL
(73) (74) (55) (56)
S1ls 541% 408 48%
10 11 26 20
8 14 7 7
11 8 6 7
12 11 15 7
8 3 7 11
97% 97 96 98%s
3 3 4 2
88%s 88% 82% 86 %
12 12 18 14
99% 100%s 86 91s
1 0 14 9
92% 89 80%s ' 93¢
8 11 20 7
693 7% T1s $6¢
31 23 29 34
58 724 62% 68%
42 28 38 32
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‘Table 4. Reoffense Rates by Evaluation Group i
and Offense Type : i

Table 5. Pre/Post Comparisons of Of £
. ense Rat
Restitution Nonrestitution in the Restitution and Nonrestitution ;:°:o: Youths
R R&C C CONTROL P
Group Reoffense Rates . i Restitution Nonrestituti
($ of cases) (73) (74) (55) (56) : R R&C T ¢ 23;301‘
| ._ B A B A B A B a
b t offenses ;
b o aroup 13 101 139 129 Total Offense Rate,
f per year, per 100 101 74 55 47 64 84 75 75
isk time 3 )
Mo e oroup 2584 2626 1976 2066 Violent rate 2 1 3 g : 1
1
. Burglary/arson
Average risk time
per youth (in months) 35 35 36 37 | | rate 14 6 13 g 11 16 7 8
Other property
offenses
“'eggey:u:; 1.86  1.36  2.53  2.30 rate 1 0 3 o s a3
: . Minor personal
Overall reoffense rate, per
100 youths, per year 64 4“7 84 75 rate 7 6 5 6 6 7 3 3
Minor property
Reoffense Rates for major rate 51 21 21 14 21 27 44 36
offense types (per 100
youths, per year) Trivial rate 26 30 11 17 13 27 10 2¢
violent 1 1 1 1 Number of cases (73) (74) (s5) (56)
Burglary and Arson 3 8 16 8
Other Felony Property 0 0 5 3 off Figures in the cells for the “before® period (B) show the rate of
,{m:n“'i:;t year °?"‘tt‘e-by each 100 youths during the pre-intervention
Minor personal 6 6 7 3 ;;;thp‘rro:’thfhfzfib‘fOIC i::t:°d"“.in‘d two years of data for these
. ’ displayed based on a . iy -k ’ ‘ , Yearly rates are
Minor property 21 14 27 36 PProxisately three years (36 months av
Lad Tisk time) of post-intervention data. Ehs average subsequent
Trivial y 30 17 27 24




Table 6. Multiple Regression Anilysis of Recidivism R{Fet of Youth
Randomly Assigned Restitution or Nonrestitution

RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN
RANDOMLY ASSIGNED TREATMENT AND RECIDIVISM

idivi Zero-Order Partial SE Beta Multiple
Recidivism Measure : Sig. : N mient noacible
LL RECIDIVISM
OV§§A uency .11 .05 .83 .45 .11 .14
Ra:Z .11 .04 29" .14 .13 .11
ENT OFFENSES
Ra:z -003 031 ‘.00 001 -.02 005
US PROPERTY OFFENSES
SE§:° iency .07 .13 .14 .14 .06 .04
Ra:z .06 15 .05 .05 .06 .03
LONY PROPERTY
OTﬁfR :Ency .23 .01 .13 .03 24 12
Ra:Z .23 .01 .04¢ .01 .24 .12
ERSONAL OFFENSES
Ra:z -001 047 -.01 002 -.01 -03
\
MINOR PROPERTY OFFENSES
Frequency .10 .05 47 «26 .11 12
Rate .11 .04 .16* .08 .13 .12
TRIVIAL OFFENSES os
.03 «32 P § | .18 .04 .
:::zuency .03 .34 .04 .06 .04 .05
SERIOUSNESS INDICES \ .
Most serious reoffense .09 -08 «29 «24 .0: ::
s‘t iwm SC0Te .0’ .ﬂ. - ,3 3 71 ./0 rm°7
Seriousness rate -08 -09 <32 -23 -09 .
The zero-order corzelations (r) are the simple relationships between the

‘ ¢ ' ution; restitution) and the
assigned treatment (1 = restitutiom; 2 = nonrest he
;:::g::{sa measure. The partial b is the partial unstandardized regression
coefficient showing the independent sffect of the trsatment on recidivism
after controlling for prior offenses, age, race, school status, aqd sex; .
partial b's that are statistically significant at the .05 level are marke

: ! lative independent effect of
fficient and is useful for assessing the re

:::atnent across different recidivisms measures. Por the frequency variab:es
{including most serious reoffense and seriocusness s?ore). the amount of time
at risk was also controlled in the multiple regression analyses. For the

the restitution group tended to recidivate less; negative values, the
nonrestitution group.

with an asterisk (*). The beta weight is the partial standardized regression

simple correlations and the regression coefficients, positive values indicate

e 2 ST 6

Table 7. Multiple Regression Analysis of Recidivism Rates of Youth
Randomly Assigned Counseling or Noncounseling

RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN
RANDOMLY ASSIGNED TREATMENT AND RECIDIVISH

Recidivism Measure Zero-Order Partial SE Beta Multiple
T Siqg. b b Weight R Squared

OVERALL RECIDIVISM

Frequency .03 .34 -.13 -45 -,02 .13

Rate 002 I39 -.06 014 "'03 .10
VIOLENT OFPENSES

Ftequency -002 .39 -.00 003 -000 .05

Rate -003 -29 -.00 .01 -002 .05
SERIOUS PROPERTY OFFENSES

Frequency -.07 .13 -.19 14 -.09 .04

Rate -a08 .10 -007 005 ‘009 .04
OTHER FELONY PROPERTY

Frequency -.03 .32 -.03 .03 -.06 .07

Rate -002 037 --ol 001 -.05 007
MINOR PERSONAL OFFENSES

Pl'eqllency °-°5 020 -.08 .07 -.08 .04

Rate --08 .10 ‘00‘ 502 --10 .05
MINOR PROPERTY OFFENSES

Frequency .06 .18 .07 26 .02 .11

Rate «16 .16 .03 .08 .02 .11
TRIVIAL OFFENSES ’

Frequency .07 .14 .11 .18 .04 .09

Rate .06 .19 T .03 .06 .03 .05
SERIOUSNESS INDICES

Most serious reoffense -.02 237 -.25 24 -.07 «12

Seriousness score -.07 15 -1.08 .70 -.10 .09

Seriousness rate -.09 .08 -. 42 «23 -.12 .08

The zero-order correlations (z) are the simple relationships between the
randomly assigned treatment {1 = counseling; 2 = noncounseling) and the
recidivism measure. The partial b is the partial unstandardized regression
coefficient showing the independent effect of the treatment on recidivism
after controlling for prior offenses, age, Tace, school status, and sex;
partial b’'s that are statistically significant at the .05 level are marked
with an asterisk (*). The beta weight is the partial standardized regression
coefficient and is useful for assessing the relative independent effect of
treatment across different recidivism measures. For the frequency variables
(including most serious reoffense and seriousness score), the amount of time
at risk was also controlled in the multiple regression analyses. Por the
simple correlations and the regresgion coefficients, positive values indicate

the counseling group tended to recidivate less; negatjve values, the
noncounseling group.
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Table 8. Multiple Regression Analysis of Recidivism Rates of Youth
Randomly Assigned Restitution, or Restitution and Counseling
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TABLE 1. PROFILE OF JUVENILE OFFENDERS
RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN . IN DANE COUNTY WISCONSIN
RANDOMLY ASSIGNED TREATMENT AND RECIDIVISM !
Recidivism Measure lero-Order Partial SF Beta Multiple
T Sig. b b Weight R Squared :
Progrommatic "Ad Hoc"
OVERALL RECIDIVISM . p i .
Rate ‘009 .1‘ -.07 -13 ‘005 018
No. of
VIOLENT OFFENSES : Cases 165 86
Frequency ~.00 .50 .00 05 .00 .07 z GENDER
Rate .01 .43 .00 .02 .02 .07 |
$ Male
SERIOUS PROPERTY OFFENSES $ Female gg ¥ gg ¥
Frequency .06 .24 «14 .12 .10 .06
Rate 07 .19 .05 .04 .12 .06 SCHOOL
% Fulltime Students 71 % 73 %
OTHER FELONY PROPERTY _ % Parttime/Alternative school 8 3
Fregquency -.08 .16 -.01 .01 .04 .05 $ Not in School 21 23
Rate -008 .16 -.00 .01 004 005 i
‘ RACE
MINOR PERSONAL OFFENSES ;
Prequency -.00 .49 .02 .11 .01 .04 ] § Minority 4 % 10 &
Rate 02 .42 .02 .03 .04 .03 | $ White 96 90
MINOR PROPERTY OFFENSES :
Prequency -.09 .15 -.18 .18 -.08 .13 . : AGE
Rate -010 011 -006 006 --09 l°9 .
14 5% 7%
TRIVIAL OFFENSES 15 21 23
Prequency -.16 .03  -,33 .20 -.14 .12 16 28 22
Rate -.14 .05 " -.08 07 -1 .07 17 - 29 33
- . : 18 17 15
SERIOUSNESS INDICES il
Most sericus reoffense -.02 .41 «14 .31 .04 .14 PRIOR OFFENSES
Seriousness score -.01 .44 .28 .76 .03 .09 . .
Seriousness :ate .01 .43 .20 .25 .07 .07 $ With No Prior Court Contacts 32 % 29 §
4 With One Prior Court Contact 19 15
The zero-order correlations (r) are the simple relationships between the s :‘t: ';'.'° t°y Four Priors 27 34
randomly assigned treatment (1 = restitution; 2 = restitution and counseling) % With Five or More Priors 22 22

and the recidiviza measure. The partial b is the partial unstandardized
regression coefficient showing the independent effect of the treatment on

recidivism after controlling for prior offenses, age, race, school status, and
sex; partial b's that are statistically significant at the .05 level are
marked with an asterisk (¢*). The beta weight is the partial standardized
regression coefficient and is useful for assessing the relative independent
effect of treatment across different recidivism Reasures. Por the frequency
variables (including most serious reoffense and seriousness score), the amount
of time at risk was also controlled in the multiple regression analyses. Por
the simple correlations and the regression coefficients, positive values
indicate the restitution group tended to recidivate less: negative values, the
restitution and counseling group.

None of the differences between the two TOUPS was statisti
significant at or beyond the .05 level, - ¥ istically
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TABLE 2. TYPES OF OFFENSES (IMMEDIATE INCIDENT)

Programmatic "Ad Hoc"
Restitution Restitution
N N
VIOLENT
Rape 1 0
Armed Robbery 1 1
Aggravated Assault 1 0
Subtotal 3 (2%) 1 (1%)
SERIOUS PROPERTY OFFENSES
Burglary 62 30
Attempted Burglary 1 0
Arson 0 1
Subtotal €3 (38%) 3T (36%)
OTHER FELONY PROPERTY
Motor Vehicle Theft 19 9
Forgery, Fraud, Embezzlement 7 4
Subtotal 26 (16%) 17 (15%)
MINOR OFFENSES
Assault and Battery L. . & 3
Stolen Property (receiving or
possessing) 3 1
Vandalism 3l 13
Pursesnatch & Pickpocket 3 2
Shoplifting 3 1
Theft 20 19
Subtotal -
TRIVIAL OFFENSES
Drugs 3 0
Criminal Mischief b | 0
Property Damage 1 0
Traffic/Property damage 1 2
Driving Without License 1 0
Subtotal T (5%) 2 (2%)
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TABLE 3. COMPARISON OF SUCCESSFUL COMPLETION RATES FOR
Programmatic and "Ad Hoc" Approaches to Restitution

Programmatic "Ad Hoc"
Restitution Restitution
No. of Cases 165 86
SUCCESSFUL COMPLETION
% Completing Successfully
(Program/Court Determination) 91 & 45 %
% Paying All of the Restitution
Ordered 88 % 40 %
% of Cases in Which Full Victim
Loss was Repaid in Restitution 27 % 7%
$ of Cases Paying No Restitution 2 % 37 &

% of Cases in Which Judge Ordered
Full Restitution (100 % of Loss) 35 § 23 %

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE CASES

Median Amount of Victim Loss $192 $157
Median Amount Ordered in Restn. $125 S 67
Median Amount Paid in Restitution $100 $ 20
Average Amount of Victim Loss $1,119 $1,350
Average Amount Ordered in Restn. $215 $225
Average Amount Paid in Restn. $197 $152

All of the differences shown, with the exception of the amount of vic
loss (median or average) and the average amount of the restitution or
are highly significant, at.or beyond the .05 level.

The averagé amount of victim loss is seriously distorted due to the [ .
of three youths involved in a case with a loss of $30,000 (two were i
the programmatic group and one was in the ad hoc group). The averagep

order is also distorted by one very large order $5,667) in the ad hoc
group
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TABLE 4. REOFFENSE PATTERNS FOR YOUTHS WHO WERE SUCCESSFUL
AND UNSUCCESSFUL IN COMPLETING RESTITUTION

Unsuccessful Successful
No. of Juveniles 61 190
PROPORTION REOFFENDING
% With No Subsequent Offenses 20% 40%
% With One Subsequent Offense 25 17
$ With Two Subsequent Offenses 13 13
$ With Three Subsequent Offenses 8 8
$ With Four to Six Subsequents 20 12
$ With Seven or More Subssguents 14 10
PROPORTION REOFFENDING BY TYPE OF CRIME
VIOLENT: No Violent Reoffenses 98% 94%
One or More Viclent 2 6
BURGLARY: No Subsequent Burglaries 77% 85%
One or More Burglaries 23 15
OTHER FELONY PROPERTY OFFENSES
No Subsequent Felonies 82% 92%
One or More 18 8
MINOR (PERSONAL)
No Subsequent Minor (pers) B87% 90%
One or More 13 10
MINOR (PROPERTY)
No Subsegquent Minor (Prop) S51% 59%
One Minor Property Subsqg. 26 18
Two or More Minor (Prop) 23 23
TRIVIAL: & With No Subsequents 48 64%
$ With One 26 18
$ With Two 26 18

(TABLE CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)

TABLE 4. CONTINUED

PAGE 25

Unsuccessful Successful

GROUP REOFFENSE RATES

# of Subsequent Contacts for Group

Months of Risk Time for Group
Average Risk Time, per Youth
Average No., of Contacts, per youth

Reoffense Rate, per 100 youths,
per year (all reoffenses)

CRIME SPECIFIC REOFFENSE RATES (Per
100 youths, per Year)

VIOLENT

BURGLARY

OTHER PROPERTY OFFENSES
TRIVIAL OFFENSES

191 428

2,196 7,080
36 mo. - 37 mo.
3.1 2.25

104 72

.5 2

15 -]

51 39

37 23
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TABLE 6. MULTIPLE REGRESSION ANALYSIS OF RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN COMPLET:

TABLE 5. PRE/POST COMPARISONS OF OFFENSE RATES FOR YOUTHS WHO WERE SUCCESS AND RECIDIVISM

SUCCESSFUL AND UNSUCCESSFUL IN COMPLETING RESTITUTION

CORRELATION BETWEEN SUCCESSFUL COMPLETION AND RECIDIY

Offense Rates Unsuccessful Successful Measures of
Per Year, for 100 Before After Before After Recidivism Zzero-Order With Controls
r (pit r (pt) R (squart
Total Offense Rate, é OVERALL
Per Year, per 100 140 104 122 72 | TSUBS (?otal Subsequenti) -.11 .04 -.08 .08 .19
. | SDRATE (Subsequent Rate -.17 .01 =-.10 .05 .16
Violent Rate 1.6 -5 3.4 2.2 | S1DRATE (Adjusted Rate) -.17 .01 -.10 .05 .16
Burglary Rate 34 15 40 9 ? SERIOUSNESS INDICES
f : SSERR (Seriousness Score) -.14 .03 -.11 .03 .13
Other Property 81 51 65 39 : SISERR (Adjusted Rate) -.17 .03 ~-,11 .03 .13
Privial Rate 23 37 26 23 : MOST (Most Ser1ops) -.15 .01 -.12 .03 .16
. VIOLENT OFFENSES
. SVIOLENT (Frequency) .08 .10 .08 .10 .00
Figures in the cells for the "before” period show the number of offe ggsgxgs(?iggisted Rate) :gg :ig :gg 'ig '88
per year, committed by each 100 youths during the pre-intervention t ) . .
period which covered two years. Similar yearly rates are shown for BURGLARIES
post intervention time period. SSERPROP (Frequency) -.09 .08 ~-.07 .12 .04
SSERPR (Rate) -.12 .03 ~.10 .06 .03
: S1SERPR (Adjusted Rate) -.12 .03 -,10 .06 .04
OTHER FELONY PROPERTY -
: SPROPFEL (Frequency) -.14 .02 -,17 .0 .03
SFELPR (Rate) -.18 .01 -.17 .01 .03
i S1FELPR (Adjusted Rate) -.18 .01 -.18 .01 .03
MINOR OFFENSES
SMINOR (Frequency) -.07 .15 -.0¢4 .24 .12
SMINR (Rate) -.12 .03 -.09 .07 .08
SIMINR (Adjusted Rate) -.12 .03 -.08 .07 .08
TRIVIAL OFFENSES
STRIV (Frequency) -.13 .02 ~-,10 .06 .09
STRIVR (Rate). . -.19 .01 -.16 .01 .11
S1TRIV (Adjusted Rate) -.19 .01 -~-.,16 .02 ?.11

=N

The significance levels are based on one-tailed t tests. Variables
controlled in the equation were the total number of prior offenses,
the number of prior violent offenses, and the age of the youth. In ~
addition, the amount of time at risk was controlled for the frequency
variables (TSUBS,SVIOLENT,SSERPROP,SPROPFEL,SMINOR,STRIV).

. I WS> VN SO IR S
& - o o - - R
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TABLEY 7.
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MULTIPLE REGRESSION MODELS FOR SELECTED MEASURES OF RECIDIV:.

MEASURE OF RECIDIVISM ;
Total Subsequent Adjusted Most Seriou:!
Subsequents Rate Seriousness Reoffense ;
Rate
b (p)t b (p)t b (p)t b (p)t
Successful
Completion ~-.08 .08 -.10 .05 -.11 .03 -.12 .02
Number of .
Priors .23 .00 .22 .00 .16 .01 .28 .00
Age -.30 .00 -.27 .00 -.25 .00 -.20 .00
Sex (l=male )
2=female) -.05 .34 -.05 .34 -.02 .74 -.12 .02
Number of
Violent
Priors .13 .03 .10 .08 .12 .02 .11 .03
2 :
Multiple R .19 .16 .16 .16

i
i
4
g

R e e LT L T

“The probability of t is based on a one-tailed test.

had a (p)t belov .05 were not in ‘the equation
the multiple R square nor for the calculation
regression coefficients. Risk time was controlled for the TSUBS vari:
but it 4id not enter the equation (b=.08; (p)t = .19).

Variables which

for the calculation of
of the other partial

{
¢

{

Table 1. Profile of Referrals in Ventura County, California

School Status
{# of cases)

Full time student
Not in school

Ethnicit

($ of cases)

Anglo
Mexican
Black
Other

Age at the time of referral
.(¢# of cases)

13 or younger
14

15

16

17

18 or older

Mean age
Prior Offenses (two vears

prior to referral date)
(# of cases)

Mo prior court contacts
‘One prior court contact
Two £o four prior contacts
Tive or more prior contacts

Sex
{¢ of cases)
Male
Female

Restitution Nonrestitution
RNP RP CNP CP
(283) (75) (127) (38)
73% 61¢ 78 % 6l%
27 39 22 39
(290) (81) (130) (39)
78¢% 68% 68¢% S9%
18 28 30 36
4 4 2 3
0 0 0 2
(290) (82) (130) (39)
7% 08 8% 3%
12 11 13 S
21 23 24 28
29 39 30 28
29 26 23 33
2 1 2 3
15.7 15.8 15.5 15.9
(291) (82) {(131) {39)
382 78 468 13%
27 15 23 28
28 54 24 51
7 24 7 8
{291) (82) (131) (39)
91y 958 °5% 97%
9 5 5 3
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Table 2.

Violent

Armed Robbery
Unarmed Robbery
Aggravated Assault
Subtotal
$ of group total

Serious Property Offenses
Arson
Burglary
Subtotal
$ of group total

Other Felony Property
Motor Vehicle Theft
Forgery, Fraud, Embezzlement
Subtotal
$ of group total

Minor Personal Offenses

Simple Assault (incl. within-family)

Assault and Battery
Resisting a Police Officer
Subtotal
$ of group total

Minor Property Offenses

Shoplifting

Vandalism

Theft from Motor Vehicle

Stolen Property (receiving
or possessing)

Bicycle Theft

Pursesnatch

Criminal Mischief

Weapons

Hit and Run with property damage

Other theft
Subtotal
$ of group total

Trivial Offenses
" Driving under the Influence
Trespass
Fighting, Disorderly Conduct
Subtotal
$ of group total

Types of Referral Offenses
in Ventura County, California

Restitution Nonrestitution

RNP RP CNP CP

0 1 ] 0

0 1 1 0

-2 _0o _0 )

2 2 1 0
1s 2% 1% os

1 0 2 (1]

41 45 57 21

142 45 59 21
49% 55% 46 % 54%

35 13 22 4

-5 2 _1 _1

40 15 23 S
14% 18% 18s 13

5 3 4 0

4 0 1 1l

1 0 0 -0

10 3 S5 1
3% 4% 48 3t

2 0 0 0

26 4 9 2

17 6 1 1

8 1 s 3

3 0 0 2

0 0 1 1

8 0 B 0

0 0 2 0

3 0 1} 0
26 5 13 _3

93 16 39 12
32+ 20% 30 31y

1 9 1 -0

0 0 1 0

2 1 0 -0

3 1 2 0
1s 1ls 2% 0s

S D Sk

TN, e e A

v T

Table 3. Reoffense Patterns by Evalua

and Offense Type

tion Group

Restitution Nonrestitution
RNP RP CNP_ P
Overall Distribution of
Reoffending
(# of cases) (291) (82) (131) (39)
No reoffenses 308 2683 37
One reoffense 26 24 21‘ i:‘
Two reoffenses 16 16 17 26
Three reoffenses 9 10 7 10
Four to six reoffenses 13 22 15 18
Seven or more reoffenses 6 2 4 5
Reoffense Patterns b e
of Offense
SUBSEQUENT VIOLENT OFFENSES
Rone. 93% 93%s 92 82%
One or more 7 7 8 18
SUBSEQUENT BURGLARY AND ARSON
None 75% 78% 74 % 72%
One or more " 25 22 26 28
SUBSEQUENT OTHER FELONY PROPERTY
None 88s 83% 86
R ]
One or more 12 17 14 :;‘
SUBSEQUENT MINOR PERSONAL
None 92 90 Ve e
One or more 8 10 JG 9;.
SUBSEQUENT MINOR PROPERTY
Mone 6ls 613 66
) L ] 51t
One /’” more 39 40 34 49
SUBSEQUENT TRIVIAL
None . . 60% 504% 64
59%
One or more 40 50 36 41




Table 4. Reoffense Rates by Evaluation Group
and Offense Type

Restitution Nonrestitution
RNP RP CNP cp
Group Reoffense Rates
(# of cases) (291) (82) (131) (39)
of subs ent offenses
' for gtzgg 584 167 245 93
Months of risk time
for group 10,718 2587 4882 1226
Average risk time
per youth (in months) 37 32 37 k3|
Average § of offenses
ep,f youth ( 2.01 2.04 1.87 2.38
Overall reoffense rate, per
100 youths, per year 65 76 61 92
Reoffense Rates for major
offense types (per 100
youths, per year)
Violent 2 3 3 8
Burglary and Arson ‘ 12 1l 11 14
Other Pelony Property 4 7 S (]
Minor personal 3 - 3 1
Minor property 22 25 17 41
Trivial . 21 . 25 22 23

Table 5: Pre/Post Comparisons of Offense Rates for Youths
in the Restitution and Nonrestitution Groups

Restitution Nonrestitution
RNP RP CNP CP
B A B A B A B A
. Total Offense Rate,
Violent rate 2 2 2 3 3 3 4 8
Burglary/arson
rate 14 12 32 11 15 11 18 14
Other property
rate 7 4 19 7 5 5 15 ¢
Minor personal
rate 3 3 10 5 s 3 9 1
Minor property
rate 31 22 68 25 24 17 38 41
Trivial rate 18 21 28 26 11 22 24 23
Number of cases (291) (82) (131) (39)

Figures in the cells for the "before" period (B) show the rate of
offenses per year committed by each 100 youths during the pre~intervention
time period. This “"before" Period examined two years of data for these
youth. Por the “after® period (A), similarly computed Yearly rates are
displayed based oh approximately three years {36 months
tisk time) of post-imtervention data.

%
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Table 6. Multiple Regression Analysis of Recidivism Rates of Youth
: Randomly Assigned Restitution or Nonrestitution

RELATIONSEIPS BETWEEN
RANDOMLY ASSIGNED TREATMENT AND RECIDIVISM

Recidivism Measure Zero-Order Partial SE Beta Multiple
r Sig. b b Weight R Squared

OVERALL RECIDIVISX .

Prequency -.01 «45 .03 .20 .01 .22

Rate -001 .40 001 007 .004 021
VIOLENT OFFENSES

Freguency .06 .09 .03 .03 .05 .10

Rate .06 .10 .01 .01 .05 .10
SERIOUS PROPERTY OFFENSES !

Frequency -.01 «46 .01 .06 .01 .08

Rate -.01 .45 .003 .02 .01 .07
OTEER FELONY PROPERTY

Frequency .02 .35 .03 .04 .03 .03

Rate .00 .50 .004 .01 .02 .03
MINOR PERSOMNAL OFPENSES .

Rate -.05 .11 -001 001 --05 -05
MINOR PROPERTY OFFENSES

Ptequency -e 02 036 ‘003 .11 -001 012

Rﬂte -ool . ‘5 0001 .0‘ 0001 011
TRIVIAL OFFENSES

?quuency .00 049 4 -03 010 001 009

Rate -001 - 39 -onuz 003 0003 009
SERIOUSNESS INDICES

Most serious reoffense .01 .41 09 .19 <02 <16

Seriousness score 01 -40 d2 «38 -02 .19

Sericusness rate -. 00 «49 <04 <13 .01 «18

The zero-order correlations (r) are the simple relationships batween the
randonly assigned treatment (1 = restitution; 2 = nonrestitution) and the
recidivism measure. The partial b is the partial unstandardized regression
coefficient showing the independent effect of the treatment on recidiviam
after controlling for prior offenses, age, race, school status, and sex; none
of the partial b's are statistically significant at the .05 level. The beta
weight is the partial standardized regression coefficient and is useful for
assessing the relative independent effect of treatment across different
recidivism measures. Por the frequency variables (including most serious
reoffense and seriousness score), the amount of time at risk was also
controlled in the multiple regression analyses. For the simple correlations
and the regression coefficients, positive values indicate the restitution
group tended to recidivate less; negative values, the nonrestitution group.

Table 7. Multiple Regression Analysis of Recidivism Rates of Youth
Randomly Assigned Placement or Nonplacement

RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN
RANDOMLY ASSIGNED TREATMENT AND RECIDIVISM

Recidivism Measure Z2ero-Order Partial SE Beta  Multiple
r Sig. b b ¥eight R Squared

OVERALL RECIDIVISM

Ftequency -003 022 006 025 001 022

Rate -011 901 --05 008 -002 021
VIOLENT OFFENSES

Frequency ~.06 .09 -.02 .04 -.02 .10

Rate -010 .01 -001 -01 -003 . 010
SERIOUS PROPERTY OFFENSES

Prequency .02 .29 .04 .08 .03 .08

R&te -001 .39 -01 .03 002 .07
OTHER FELONY PROPERTY

FteQuency -.04 017 "003 .04 -.93 003

R‘te -008 003 "-01 001 -.04 .03
MINOR PERSONAL OFFENSES

Frequency -.00 46 .02 <04 .03 .06

R‘te -.04 020 .001 001 001 .05
MINOR PROPERTY OFFENSES

Ptequency ‘006 009 -.13 013 -.05 012

R‘te -011 .01 --06 004 ‘-06 .11
TRIVIAL OFPENSES 4

FIQQI.ICDCY 001 045 - -17 012 007 009

R‘t. --05 011 .02 oo‘ 003 009
SERIOUSNESS INDICES

Most serious reoffense -.05 .11 -.11 .24 -.02 .1€

Seriousness score -.02 <36 «25 47 .02 .19

Seriousneass rate -.08 .02 -.01 15 -.004 .18

The sero-order correlations (r) are the simple relationships between the
randonly assigned treatment (1 = placement; 2 = nonplacement) and the
recidivism measure. The partial b is the partial unstandardized regression
cosfficient showing the independent effect of the treatment on recidivism
after controlling for ‘prior offenses, age, race, school status, and sex; none
of the partial b's are statistically significant at the .05 level. The beta
weight is the partial standardized regression coefficient and is useful for
assessing the relative independent effect of treatment across different
recidivise wmeasures. For the frequency variables (including most serious
reoffense and seriousness score), the amount of time at risk was also
controlled in the multiple regression analyses. For the simple correlations
and the regression coefficients, positive values indicate the placement group
tended to recidivate less; negative values, the nonplacement group.
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Table 8. Multiple Regression Analysis of Recidivism Rates of Youth
Randomly Assigned Restitution Nonplacement or Probation Nonplacement

RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN
RANDOMLY ASSIGNED TREATMENT AND RECIDIVISM

idivi Zero-Order Partial SE Beta Multiple
Recidivism Measure : Toer N N _—a M iple
VERALL RECIDIVISHM
° Prequency -003 30 -.18 .22 -.03 027
Rate -.04 «22 -.07 .07 -.04 .25
 VIOLENT OFFENSES
Frequency 02 .31 .004 .03 .01 .10
Rate .02 .33 .0004 .01 .002 .09
SERIOUS PROPERTY OFFPENSES »
FtequenCY -.02 036 -003 -07 -002 .10
Rate -002 03‘ -001 002 -002 009
OTHER FELONY PROPERTY
Frequency .03 .26 .03 .04 .03 .04
Rate .01 -‘2 0003 001 -01 -03
MINOR PERSONAL OPFFENSES
rtequeﬂcy -.01 o“ -.01 003 -.01 007
Rate -.02 - 34 -.01 .01 -.03 .07
R PROPERTY OFFENSES
HIggequency -.07 .09 -.19 12 -.08 .14
Rate -006 .10 -.05 -04 -007 012
L OFFENSES
TR;Zi:uegcy .01 .39 .03 .11 .01 12
R.t‘ .00 .‘. .0004 .04~ 0001 011
SERIOUSNESS INDICES
Most serious reoffense -.pl .41 -.qs .:i ~:.::1 .:g
Seriousness score -01 .46 =01 .1‘ -.02 .22
Seriousness rate -.01 <41 -,05 . . .

The zero-order correlations (r) are the simple zniattnazhipp between the
randomly assigned treatment (1 = rsstitution nonplacement; 2 -'ptobptiqn
nonplacement) and the recidivism measure. The partial b is the partial
unstandardized regression coefficient showing the independent effect of the
treatment on recidivism after controlling for prior offenses, age, race,
school status, and sex; none of the partial b's are ctltittically significant
at the .05 level. The beta weight is the partial sﬁyudardiztﬂ regression
coefficient and is useful for assessing the relative independent effect of
treatment across different recidivism measures. Por the freguency variables
(inclnding most serious reoffense and seriousness score), the amount of time
at risk was also controlled in the multiple re?tession a?alyses. Por th?
simple correlations and the regression coefficients, positive values indicate

the restitution nonplacement group tended to recidivate less; negative values,

the probation nonplacement group.
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Table 9, Myltiple Regression Analysis of Recidivism Rates of Youth
Randomly Assigned Restitution Placement or Control Placement

RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN
RANDOMLY ASSIGNED TREATMENT AND RECIDIVISM

Recidivism Measure Zero-Order Partial SE Beta Multiple
T Sig. b b Weight R Squared

OVERALL RECIDIVISM

Frequency .08 .21 <54 .43 .12 <11

Rate .06 «25 .20 <17 .11 .13
VIOLENT OFFENSES

Frequency «15 .05 .12 .07 .14 .19

Rate .13 .07 .04 .03 .13 .20
SERIOUS PROPERTY OFFENSES

Prequency .05 .29 12 T .13 .09 .03

Rate .05 30 .04 .05 .08 .03
OTHER FELONY PROPERTY

Ftequency -.03 .36 .002 008 0002 010

Rate -003 039 .00‘ 003 .01 012
MINOR PERSONAL OFPENSES

Ptequeﬂcy -.13 .°7 -007 007 --10 006

Rate -.16 006 -.03 -03 -011 007
MINOR PROPERTY OFFENSES

Frequency -~ 15 .05 .41 24 .16 13

Rate «14 .06 «15 .09 .15 .13
TRIVIAL OPFENSES

Frequency ~.05 29 -.04 .18  -,02 .06

n‘te . -.05 530 °.01 .07 ‘.01 .08
SERIOUSNESS INDICES

Most serious reoffense .08 .19 «53 <44 «12 .09

Seriousness score 03 .36 <74 79 +09 09

Seriousness rate 02 - 40 27 32 .08 .11

i
The zero-order correlations (£), are the simple relationships between the
randomly assigned treatment {1 Q Testitution placement; 2 = control placement)
and the recidivisa measure. The partial b.is the partial unstandardized

regression coefficient showing the independent effect of the treatment on

\ recidivism after controlling for prior offenses, age, race, school status, and

sex; none of the partial b's are statistically significant at the .05 level.
The beta weight is the partial standardizeg regression coefficient and js
useful for assessing the relative independent effect of treatment across
different recidivism measures. Por the frequency variables (including most
serious reoffense and seriousness score), the amount of time at risk was also
controlled in the multiple regression analyses. For the simple correlations
and the regression coefficients, positive values indicate the restitution

Placement group tended to recidivate less; negative values, the control
Placement group.




TABLE 1.

PROFILE OF REFERRALS TO THE EVALUATION GROUPS

IN OKLAHOMA COUNTY

Sole Restitution Control
Sanction And Group
Restitution Probation

SCHOOL STATUS

(% of Cases) (104) (116) (78)
Full Time Student 65 % 69 % 72 %
Not in School Full Time 35 31 28
RACE
(& of Cases) (106) (116) (79)
White 66 S4 % 68 7%
Black 30 3% 28
Indian 4 8 4
Mexican (e] k 1 o]
AGE
(4 of Cases) (106) (115) (83)
13 and Under 14 10 % 11 %
14 6 14 13
15 22 17 14
146 24 29 29
i7 25 23 25
18 and Qver 9 7 7
PRIOR OFFENSES
(% of Cases) (107) (116) £83)
None 41 41 % 32 4
One 24 29 28
Two to Four 30 27 35
Five or More ] 3 ]
SEX
(¢ of Cases) (107) (116) (79)
Male 1 87 % 85 %
Female 9 13 15
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TABLE 2- :

TYPES OF REFERRAL OFFENSES
IN OKLAHOMA COUNTY

Sole Restitution Control
Sanction And Group
Restitution FProbation
N % N 7% N %
VIOLENT
Robbery 9 ? 8
Aggravated Assault 4 2 b
% of Group Total 12% 8% 117%
SERIOUS PROPERTY
Burglary 24 30 25
Attempted Burglary 3 2 0
Arson ) o o 1
%4 of Group Total 25% 27% 267
OTHER FELONY PROPERTY
Motor Vehicle Theft 12 13 8
Forgery, Fraud, Embzl. 2 ) 2 3
% of 6roup Total 13% 13% 13%
MINOR PERSONAL
Simple Assault 2 1 1
Resisting Arrest 1 o] )
% of Group Total I% 1% 0%
MINOR PROPERTY
Shoplifting 13 18 9
Larceny 2 1 1
Purse Snatch 1 0 i
Theft from Motor Vehc. 8 8 q
Bicycle Theft (o] 1 3
Other Thefts 14 14 12
Stolen Property (Buying,

R.coivinq,'s.lltng) b 2 2
Vandalism 11 10 3
Criminal Mischies 0 2 1

% of Group Total 47% . A8Y% 43%
- TRIVIAL OFFENSES
Fight ) 0 1 . 0
Trespass 0 2 0
% of Group Total ox 3% 0%
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i ’ : f5 L e TABLE 4. REOFFENSE FATTERNS OF JUVENILE OFFENDERS IN
' ; o OKLAHOMA COUNTY
TABLE 3. SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIDN OF RESTITUTION j v . : .
ORDERS IN OKLAHOMA COUNTY i : Scle Restitution Control
' Sanction and Group
Restitution Probation
Sole Restitution 7 # of Cases (107) (114) (83)
Sanction as a Condition
Restitution of Probation , OVERALL RECIDIVISHM
7Z with O Reoffenses S1 S0 48
% with 1 Reoffense 20 21 16
(# of Cases) (82) (94) % with 2 Reoffenses 10 11 16
4 with 3 Reoffenses é S S
Successful Completion » % with 4-46 Reoffenses 8 10 12
(as Defined by Programs) 82 % a8 % ; 7 with 7+ Reoffenses S 3 3
MONETARY RESTITUTION ; .
(# of Cases) (4%) (&4) P VIOLENT SUBSEQUENT OFFENSES
. % With O 92 92 89
Restitution Payments as 1 Z with 1 or more . 8 8 13
Proportion of Restitution i
Order (Average, per youth 92 % 92 % SERIOUS PROPERTY (BURGLARIES)
% with © 83 81 78
Percentage of Youths | % with 1 or more 17 19 22
Paying 100%Z of Restitution : o
Ordered B4 % 91 X « OTHER FELONY PROPERTY
- % with O 83 87 81
Percentage of Youths ; % with 1 or more 17 17 19
Paying all of the . H |
Outstanding Victim Loss (1) S8 % 36 % . : MINOR PERSONAL
: X with O L] 97 99
COMMUNITY SERVICE j X with 1 or more , S 3 1
,(# of cases) 38) 31
. MINOR PROPERTY .
Percentage of Youths - 4 with O 68 72 69
Working all the Hours % with 1 18 16 18
Ordered 74 % 77 % ‘ X with 2 or more 14 12 13
_ TRIVIAL
' X with © a5 a8 a3
X with 1 or sors 15 12 17
(1) Some incidents involved co-offenders and the €ull :
payment may have been sade to the victia when the amounts %
from all offenders are combined. §




sam

o

TABLE &. COMPARISON OF RECIDIVISM RATES OF YOUTHS IN SOLE "
SANCTION RESTITUTION WITH YOUTHS IN RESTITUTION/PROBATION

Type of Offense B SE B Beta OSL R S@
N=218 (t)
OVERALL RECIDIVISM

Frequency -.08 27 0.02 77 .10

Rate -.03 .14 0.01 .84 .12
VIOLENT OFFENSES

Frequency .00 « 05 «00 «F9 .08

Rate . 00 « 03 -,01 .82 .04
SERIOUS FPROPERTY

Frequency .06 « 10 .04 .98 .11

Rate .02 « 06 .03 .68 .09
OTHER FELONY PROPERTY

Frequency .00 .08 . 00 .94 .03

Rate .00 .04 « 00 92 .02
MINOR PROPERTY

Frequency -.01 « 03 -. 02 «67 .06

Rate .00 002 s 01 -84 -07
MINOR PERSONAL

Frequency -.07 «139 -. 03 «. 60 .09

Rate -.03 « 07 -.02 .73 .08
TRIVIAL OFFENSES
- Frequ.ncy had'™ 05 . 03 bt 05 - 50 - 03

thl - ™ 02 ».04 ™ 0_4 ..53 - 03
SERIOUSNESS INDICES

Most Serious Reoffensa 25 .28 . 06 «TB .15

Seriousness Score « 00 75 « 00 « 79 .14

Seriousness Rate - 00 « 40 »00 «P? .16

T R T R .

TABLE 6

COMPARISDN OF RECIDIVISM RATES OF YDUTHS IN
RESTITUTION PROGRAMS WITH YOUTHS ON PROBATION

Type of Offense B SE B Beta OSL R S@
N = 293 : (t)
OVERALL RECIDIVISM

Frequency .00 27 « 00 .97 .11

Rate -.00 .15 0.00 99 .12
VIOLENT OFFENSES

Frequency .04 <05 .05 .40 .09

Rat. . 03 . 03 bt 05 - 35 . 08
SERIQUS PROPERTY .

Fregquency . 06 .10 « 03 a8 .07

Rate .02 « 06 .02 .72 .08
OTHER FELONY PROPERTY

Frequency -, 07 .07 0.05 37 .03

Rat. = 03 004 0- 05 -3& 004
MINOR PROPERTY

Frequency -. Q5 .03 -.10 09 .05

Rate -.03 .02 -.10 .10 .05
MINOR PERSONAL .

Frequency -.02 .14 0.01 .85 .07

Rate -, 00 .07 0.00 « 90 .07
TRIVIAL GFFENSES

Frasquency + O3 .08 .04 «32 .04

R‘t' ° 02 . 0‘ bt 03 « 61 . 02
SERIOUSNESS INDICES

Most Serious Reoffense - 0B « 28 «02 « 75 .13

Seriousness Score 19 77 -01 83 .12

Variables controlled in the squation were age, sex, priors,
school status, and (for the frequency variables) time at
risk. OLS refers to the observed significance level of t.
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