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ABOUT THE STUDY and its importance
Statewide 6679 31411| 7185 0% 22% 29%| 21% 40% 48%| 11% 24% 32%
As part of a 2023 federal grant award , SAC Adams 33 197 88 6% 21% 27%| 7% 18% 25%| 9% 16% 19%
researchers studied 45,276 individuals whom Allegheny 99 5004 | 1,282 2% 1% 15%| 28% 49% 57%| 13% 26% 33%
had a criminal court case filed in 2017 and
. . .. Armstrong 35 110 13 34% 54% 66%| 26% 48% 61%| 0% 15% 39%
eventually received a disposition to county
Supervjsion via Accelerated Rehabilitative Beaver 108 302 19 18% 38% 43%| 20% 48% 57%| 16% 63% 63%
Disposition (ARD), Probation, or Intermediate Bedford 57 150 9 2% 12% 23%| 9% 21% 29%| 0% 22% 33%
Punishment (IP) across Pennsylvania’s 67
. . . .. Berks 57 1,072 29 2% 4% 14%| 17% 35% 45%| 0% 7% 14%
counties. This study is part of the Statistical
Analysis Center’s (SAC) efforts to baseline Blair 85 418 91 14%  33% 44%| 24% 45% 53%| 10% 22% 32%
statewide recidivism among county-supervised Bradford 57 75 18 9% 26% 32%| 13% 25% 39%| 6% 11% 28%
individuals in Pennsylvania.
Bucks 404 2,232 17 9% 22% 29%| 18% 35% 43%| 18% 29% 41%
ARD, Probation, and IP are three major Butler 141 347 28 10% 29% 36%| 25% 44% 55%| 21% 32% 43%
pathways through which an individual can
.. . Cambria 99 498 54 13% 28% 33%| 25% 43% 53%| 9% 24% 32%
enter onto county supervision. However, in
: g 3 g Cameron 4 1 - 25% 75% 100%| 18% 55% 55% - - -
Pennsylvania, no statewide repository exists % %
to identify the exact date an individual enters Carbon 59 294 9 0% 37% 44%| 28% 47% 56%| 0% 22% 44%
county supervision because the information
. o . Centre 165 350 93 4% 12% 15%| 15% 31% 40%| 5% 12% 19%
resides within the various case management
systems of county Adult Probation Offices Chester 299 733 30 4% 1% 16%| 16% 34% 42%| 0% 23% 23%
(APO). This challenge of gathering records of Clarion 61 66 28 5% 13% 20%| 14% 32% 42%| 11% 18% 18%
county-supervised individuals across dozens of
T ) o Clearfield 78 100 3 9% 32% 39%| 18% 47% 56%| 0% 0% 0%
jurisdictions precluded us from identifying
when an individual began supervision and Clinton 22 107 51 14%  36% 46%| 23% 38% 48%| 12%: 28% 33%
through what pathway. To overcome this Columbia 14 117 23 14%  36% 36%| 21% 40% 49%| 13% 35% 44%
limitation and approximate a measure of
o o o Crawford 9 168 26 1% 22% 33%| 21% 44% 54%| 12% 35%  46%
recidivism, we used criminal court case filings
where the case disposition resulted in ARD, a Cumberland 27 544 171 15% 37% 44%| 25% 44% 51%| 7% 19% 34%
retrial diversion program into supervision Dauphin 186 1,196 502 7% 19% 27%| 23% 42% 51%| 15% 30% 38%
p p p P
with no admission or finding of guilt, or a Delaware 386 1,496| 352 4% 13%  17%| 17% 35% 44%| 7% 16% 24%
sentence to either Probation or Intermediate
: " : . Elk 29 104 - 3% 14% 17%| 32% 57% 61% - - -
Punishment, a diversion from confinement
into supervision, usually with a restrictive Erie 154 593 389 8% 25% 34%| 18% 35% 46%| 10% 23% 33%
component (e.g. house arrest, electronic Fayette 54 519| 342 19% 30% 35%| 22% 43% 53%| 19% 37% 50%
monitoring, etc.). Recidivism was defined as
. . Forest = 5 1 = = -| 0% 0% 0%|100% 100% 100%
the first instance of rearrest for any new
criminal charge fo]]owing an individual’s Franklin 244 316 240 8% 16% 23%| 17% 37% 47% 8% 20% 29%
disposition resulting in ARD, Probation, or IP. Fulton 22 33 25 5% 14%  23%| 15% 39% 52%| 24% 44% 48%
We present 1, 3, and 5-year post-disposition
e . . Greene 24 24 4 13%  25% 46%| 17% 29% 42%| 0% 0% 0%
recidivism rates for all counties to provide
it ] ] i Huntingdon 65 120 21 8% 29% 43%| 31% 50% 57%| 5% 14% 29%
ocal practitioners with 1mportant baseline 9
measures among key groups of individuals Indiana 52 240 36 14% 39% 50%| 25% 48% 55%| 6% 17% 19%
entering onto a county’s supervision caseload.
Jefferson 10 85 21 0% 20% 20%| 15% 27% 39%| 10% 33% 38%

PAGE Note — While this project was funded through the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ), neither the DOJ, nor any of its components operate, control, are responsible for, or
1 necessarily endorse, this project (including without limitation, its content, technical infrastructure and policies, and any services or tools provided).
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REARREST RATES findings overview
Juniata 9 47 8 1% 44% 56%| 21% 43% 51%| 13% 25% 25%
Of 45,276 unique individuals with a criminal Lackawanna 47 221 1 13%  23% 28%| 15% 33% 46%| 0% 18% 27%
case filed in 2017 resulting in a disposition of
. Lancaster 522 964 286 14%  27% 35%| 26% 44% 53%| 7% 19% 26%
ARD, Probation, or IP (and thus, entry onto i i
county supervision), 29% of 6,679 ARD- Lawrence a4 55 61 5% 23% 39%| 29% 51% 58%| 10% 26% 38%
. C e 0
diverted individuals, 48% of 31,411 sentenced Lebanon 104 353 112 7% 21% 33%| 13% 31% 40%| 9% 16% 28%
to Probation, and 32% of 7,185 IP-diverted : :
R L Lehigh 528 578 219 12% 24% 31%| 1%  27% 36%| 4% 13% 19%
individuals were rearrested within 5 years of : 1
their disposition date. Across the 67 counties, Luzerne 204 763 56 9% 19% 27%| 20% 41% 50%| 9% 34% 45%
the average 5-year recidivism rate among Lycoming 17 427 90 12% 59% 65%| 25% 45% 55%| 12% 21% 30%
ARD-diverted individuals was 35.7%, 45.5% {
i Mckean 2 53 10 0% 100% 100%| 40% 51% 66%| 0% 10% 20%
for those sentenced to Probation, and 30.5%

Al g SR Mercer 75 1 o 5% 6% b 43%  52% o 7% 64%
for IP-diverted individuals 238 Db b AHD|| S b | @B b &
County Distribution of 5Y Rearrest Rates By Disposition Mifflin 29 143 28 24%  38% A1%| 17% 39% 49%| 1% 18% 32%

Monroe 485 398 127 10% 23% 30%| 13% 29% 37%| 4% 13% 24%
35.7% : : |
. Montgomery 516 1,824 155 4% 10% 16%| 12% 29% 38%| 3% 8% 14%
31 ; :
Montour 3 20 7 0% 33% 67%| 25% 35% 50%| 0% 14% 14%
: Northampton 33 654 114 15% 30% 33%| 16% 35% 44%| 3% 11% 17%
14 : 14 , ‘
: Northumberland 18 198 71 0% 22% 39%| 18% 42% 54%| 3% 13% 20%
3 3
: Perry 16 121 3 25% 38% 44%| 26% 46% 57%| 0% 0% 0%
0-20% 20-40% 40-60% 60-80% 80-100%
: Philadelphia 101 2,372 199 14%  31% 37%| 24% 39% 47%| 38% 58% 66%
Average Pike 20 45 10 5% 5% 5%| 4% 7% 27%| 10% 10% 10%
County
45.5% Potter = 19 13 = = -| 11% 1% 16%| 8% 8% 23%
46 !
Schuylkill 89 437 56 15%  42% 58%| 15% 36% 47%| 14% 25% 36%
Snyder 37 129 42 8% 11% 14%| 8% 26% 37%| 7% 19% 29%
15 Somerset 70 156 22 10% 21% 26%| 19% 37% 45%| 14% 14% 27%
3 3 0 Sullivan 9 7 = 0% 11% 22%| 0% 14% 29% = = =
0-20% 20-40% 4.0.60% 60-80% 80-100% Susquehanna 14 47 6 43%: 57% 57%| 17% 40% 49% 0% 0% 17%
A Tioga 14 77 23 0% 7% 21%| 8% 21% 34%| 4% 22% 39%
Average
County Union 15 65 22 20% 27% 33%| 15% 29% 43%| 5% 9% 9%
uIP 30.5% i L
3 Venango 7 166 6 0% 14% 29%| 11% 30% 39%| 33% 67% 67%
Warren 2 36 56 0% 0% 0%| 6% 17% 17%| 9% 27% 32%
Washington 150 574 200 19% 41% 53%| 24% 45% 56%| 17% 29% 37%
4 Wayne 1 42 1 0% 0% 100%| 14% 29% 36%| 0% 0% 0%
1
: Westmoreland 267 1,064 309 17% 26% 34%| 29% 51% 60%| 12% 23% 33%
0-20% 20-40% 40-60% 60-80% 80-100% d !
: Wyoming 36 67 37 3% 3% 6%| 9% 27% 34%| 0% 3% 11%
A ‘ . ,
Ac‘fur:?f York 56 1,425 799 9% 16% 20%| 19% 36% 46%| 10% 23% 30%




