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THE PROBLEM

ÅIn 2001, there were 71, 774  offenders under 
the control of the Virginia Department of 
Corrections  
ð57% (41,062) of those offenders were under 

community supervision

ÅIn 1991, it was estimated that 10% of the 
offenders returned to prison were returned 
due to technical violations (Probation and 
Parole Violators in State Prison, 1991)



The study population

ÅComposed of all offenders placed on 
probation, parole or post release supervision 
between January 1, 1997 through December 
31, 1998 by VADOC
ðTwenty four month period



The Sample

ÅDistricts involved in the study
ðRoanoke-125 cases

ðWytheville-125 cases

ðRichmond-200 cases

ðCulpeper-50 cases

ðNorfolk-200 cases

ðWilliamsburg-50 cases

ÅTotal N=750; mix of rural & urban districts



TECHNICAL VIOLATIONS

Å44% (n=326) offenders did not commit any technical 
violations
ÅOf the 423 offenders that committed technical 

violations, there were a total of 990 different 
violations
ÅMost frequently committed technical violations: 
ð84% - testing positive for alcohol and/or drugs (n=353)
ð47% - missing appointments with their probation officer 
(n=98), andé 
ð27% - failure to comply with substance abuse treatment 

requirements (n=115)



Other Technical Violations

ÅSecond most frequently committed violations:  
failing to show for urine screens (23%) and 
absconding from supervision (18%).

ÅWhen violations were rated for severity, using 
ratings of minor, moderate and major:  198 
were minor in nature, 567 were considered to 
be moderate in consequence and 75 were 
considered to be major in nature.



Severity of Technical Violations

Rating of Violation 
Severity Rate

Major 9%

Moderate 67.5%

Minor 23.5%

Total 100%



NEW LAW VIOLATIONS

Å20% of the sample (n=150) population 
committed new law violations

ÅAnother 52 (7%) of those 150 committed 
subsequent law violations



NEW LAW VIOLATIONS

Å210 new law violations committed:

Offense Type Percent

Violent Crimes 18%

Property Crimes 26%

Drug Crimes 13%

Other Crimes* 43%

* traffic, failure to appear and other public order offenses



NEW LAW VIOLATIONS

Å85 of the 210 (40%) new crimes were felonies
ÅMost prevalent new crimes committed: 

felony drug offenses (23), traffic 
misdemeanors involving license issues (23)
ÅNext most prevalent new crimes committed:  

misdemeanor assault (17), felony larceny 
offenses (13), Driving While Intoxicated (13), 
Drunk in Public offenses (12) and felony 
Fraud offenses (12)



RESPONSE TO NEW LAW VIOLATIONS

ÅHigh Severity Response:
ð77%of new law violations handled by the offenderõs 

return to court, to the Parole Board, or offender was 
placed in fugitive status

ÅLow Severity Response:
ð3%of cases handled by brief periods of incarceration or 

placement into residential treatment 

ÅLow Leniency Response:
ð4%of cases handled through modification of conditions 

of probation



RESPONSE TO NEW LAW VIOLATIONS

ÅHigh Leniency Response:
ð21%of cases, new law violations were handled as 

minor violations or through the use of verbal 
reprimand or admonishment 

Å5%of cases, there was no response by the 
probation officer



Technical Violations



Survival Analysis ðFirst Technical Violation

Å326 cases out of 749 of the sample population 
were successful or 43.52% of the population 
(no technical violations).

ÅWithin the first week of supervision, 34 
offenders had committed their first technical 
violation.



Survival Analysis ðFirst Technical Violation

ÅWithin the first 30 days, 80 (11%) offenders had 
committed their first technical violation

ÅWithin the first 90 days, 169 (23%) offenders had 
committed their first technical violation

ÅAverage time for offender to commit first technical 
violation was 20.5 months or 82 weeks  
ðBy that time period, 376 offenders or 50% of the offender 

sample population had committed their first technical



Survival Function
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Survival Function

Censored

Survival Curve for 
First Technical Violation

*

*Censoring occurs when
a probationers reaches
the end of their probation
without any violations

Median Survival is 573 days



Survival by Age

Median Survival

Young 
Offender

Older 
Offender

398 days 705 days



Censor Status by Age

Censored (Completed 
Successfully)

Total N N Percent

Young 
Offender

295 114 38.6%

Older 
Offender

454 212 46.7%

Total 749 326 43.5%



Survival by Gender

Median Survival

Male 
Offender

Female 
Offender

497 days 815 days



Censor Status by Gender

Censored (Completed 
Successfully)

Total N N Percent

Male 
Offender 594 252 42.4%

Female 
Offender 155 74 47.7%

Total 749 326 43.5%



Survival by Race

Median Survival

White 
Offender

Non-white 
Offender

1095 days 372 days



Censor Status by Race

Censored (Completed 
Successfully)

Total N N Percent

White 
Offender 300 149 49.7%

Non-white 
Offender 449 177 39.4%

Total 749 326 43.5%



Survival by Employment Status

Median Survival

Employed 1058 days

Unemployed 234 days

4.5 times for 
employed!



Censor Status by Employment

Censored (Completed 
Successfully)

Total N N Percent

Employed 
Offender 497 245 49.3%

Unemployed 
Offender 250 79 31.6%

Total 747 324 43.4%



New Law Violations



Survival for New Law Violations

599 (80%) of the cases successfully completed
without a new law violation



Survival by Age

No median b/c 80% were right censored



Censor Status by Age

Censored (Completed 
Successfully)

Total N N Percent

Young 
Offender 295 220 74.6%

Older 
Offender 454 379 83.5%

Total 749 599 80%



Survival by Gender

Mean Survival Time

Male Offender Female Offender

2261 days (6.2 yrs)2158 days (5.9 yrs)



Censor Status by Gender

Censored (Completed 
Successfully)

Total N N Percent

Male 
Offender 594 462 77.8%

Female 
Offender 155 137 88.4%

Total 749 599 80%



Survival by Race



Censor Status by Race

Censored (Completed 
Successfully)

Total N N Percent

White 
Offender 300 236 78.7%

Non-white 
Offender 449 363 80.8%

Total 749 599 80%



Survival by Employment



Censor Status by Employment

Censored (Completed 
Successfully)

Total N N Percent

Employed 
Offender 497 397 79.9%

Non-white 
Offender 250 201 80.4%

Total 747 598 80.1%



Cox Regression for 
Technical Violations



Cox Proportional Hazards Model

Variables in the equation

Variable B SE Wald df Sig. Exp(B)

Sex -.257 .124 4.282 1 .039 .773

Race .212 .104 4.170 1 .041 1.236

Employ -.521 .102 26.328 1 .000 .594

Age -.126 .099 1.608 1 .205 .882

Overall Chi Square = 42.09, df=4, p>.001



Cox Regression for 
New Law Violations


