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• Crime Committed Before December 1, 2011: Individuals were released from prison 
without supervision or restrictions 

• Crime Committed On or After December 1, 2011: Individuals were automatically 
given nine months of post-release supervision 
• If they violated the terms of their supervision, they were sent back to prison for 

three to nine months depending on the severity of their violation
• These violations could be technical violations or criminal violations

Regression Discontinuity in Time Model:

𝑂𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑖 = 𝛼0 + 𝛽𝑃𝑅𝑆𝑖 + 𝑓 𝐶𝑟𝑖𝑚𝑒 𝐷𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑖 + 𝑋𝑖𝛼1 + 𝜖𝑖

• 𝑂𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑖 is the criminal outcome for individual 𝑖 upon their release from prison. 
• 𝑃𝑅𝑆𝑖 indicates whether the individual was given post-release supervision.
• 𝑓 𝐶𝑟𝑖𝑚𝑒 𝐷𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑖 is a polynomial function of the crime date. 
• 𝑋𝑖 is a set of controls that include race, gender, age, prior record level, crime category, 

felony crime classification, and special sanctions. 
• Standard errors are clustered at the crime date level.

Figure 3. Return to Prison

Figure 5. New Violent Crime Figure 6. New Property Crime

Figure 4. Any New Crime

• How does post-release supervision impact recidivism? 
• Which types of crimes, if any, are affected by post-release supervision?
• Does post-release supervision create incapacitation and/or deterrent effects? 
• Is the post-release supervision program cost effective?

Figure 1. Maximum Sentence

Figure 2. Minimum Sentence

Table 1. Regression Discontinuity First-Stage Results

• Upper Bound: Assume the post-policy mean of committing a new crime during the 
first nine months out of prison would have been the same as the pre-policy mean

• Lower Bound: Assume all the people who returned to prison for technical violations 
would not have committed a new crime

• Weighted Average: Assume the pre-policy mean of committing a new crime during 
the first nine months out of prison would have been the same for the people who only 
went back to prison for technical violations

Table 2. Regression Discontinuity Recidivism Results

Table 3. Bounding Exercise to Estimate Potential Mechanisms 

1. Point smart phone camera 
at the QR code.

2. Tap the link.

KEY TAKEAWAY: Post-release supervision creates larger deterrent effects relative to 
incapacitation effects.

KEY TAKEAWAY: Back-of-the-envelope calculations suggest that post-release 
supervision (≈ -$2,004.87 per offender) is a loss-minimizing program when 
compared to alternatives such as incarcerating individuals for an additional nine 
months (≈ -$21,817.44 per offender) or not having post-release supervision 
(≈ -$2,455.45 per offender).

KEY TAKEAWAY: Judges increased maximum sentences by nine months to include 
post-release supervision and assigned more supervision related sanctions, which 
were expected changes due to the Justice Reinvestment Act of 2011.

KEY TAKEAWAY: Post-release supervision causes individuals to return to prison 
more, but this is driven by technical violations. Supervision reduces crime during 
the period of supervision; specifically, violent crime and property crime.
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