
Recidivism Statistics mostly gathered and cited by Chris Dornin 
Year Study Rate Comments 

1989 Ohio Sentencing Commission study 8% in 10 yrs.  

1998 Hanson and Bussiere (Canada), 

“Predicting Relapse: A Meta-

Analysis of SO Recidivism Studies 

13.4% in 4-4 yrs. 

12.7% for child 

mol. 

61 studies, and 28,972 

offenders 

2000 Iowa Corrections study of offenders 

released in 1995 and 1996 under 

new registry law 

3% in 4.3 yrs. 

3.5% for control 

group not under 

law 

would be good to 

know details of that 

law; see notes 

2002 Roger Hood et all (British), “Sex 

offenders emerging from long-term 

imprisonment” 

1.2% re-

imprisoned in 2 

years 

 

2003 USJD  look at SO’s from NY, CA, 

OH and other large states from 

1994 

5.3%; 7.3% for 

child mol w/2 or 

more prior arrests 

counted new sex 

arrests and 

convictions 

2004 Karl Hanson and Andrew Harris – 

report on 4,724 Am and Canadian 

offenders followed average of 7 

years 

14% after 5 years; 

20% after 10 

years; 24 % after 

15 years 

Recidivism was 

counted as new sex 

crime or new 

conviction(meaning?)  

Convictions only rates 

½ that. 

2005 Hanson and Morton-Bourgon 

similar larger meta-study of 73 

studies;  

14.3% after 6 

years 

 

2005 Rober Barnoski of Wash. St. Inst. 

for Public Policy study of 8,359 

offenders released between 1986 

and 1999 

rates fluctuate 

from 6-8% until 

1995, when they 

decline 

’95-4.4%          ’98-

3% 

’96-3%            

‘993.7% 

’97-2% 

2006 NY study of 19,827 offenders. 

(What period of releases are 

covered?) 

2% after 1 yr, 3% 

after 2, 6% after 5, 

8% after 8 

this would could use 

more info—

treatment?   

2006  CA study of 93 high risk violent 

predators released from Atascadero 

State Hospital 

4.3% after 6 years “worst of the worst” 

2007 Missouri DOC study of 3,166 

offenders released from 1992-2002 

12% (arr) after 12 

yrs; 10% (conv); 

2002 offenders 3% 

in 3 yrs. 

 

2007 Alaska Judicial Council report 3% in 3 yrs.  

2007 Minnesota DOC study  3,166 

offenders released between 1990 

and 2002 

10% in av. 8.4 yrs 

17% in 3 yrs in 

1990; 3% in 3 yrs 

3 % in 3 yrs in 

2002 

This study seems to 

confirm the idea that 

rates are falling. 



2007   Jared Bauer of West Virginia DOC  

325 offenders tracked for 3 years 

from 2001, 2002 and 2003. 

As W Branch below, define “new 

sex crime”? 

9.5% returned to 

prison 

1% for sex crime 

w/ victim 

This study needs 

looking at to 

understand fully the 

details of smaller rates 

2008 California DOC&Rehab  4,280 

offenders paroled in 2003 

2.43% in 1 yr; 

3.27% in 2rs; 

3.55% in 3 yrs. 

 

2008 California SOMB  4,204 offenders 

released in 1997 and 1998 

3.38% in 10 yrs.  

2008 Larry Branch in Utah 389 offenders 7.2% in 25 yrs. For “new sex crime” 

2009 Indiana Corrections report  for 

offenders released in 2005, 

eliminated  “technical violations” 

from rate  

1.05% in 3 yrs.  

2009 Orchowski and Iwama study for US 

Justice and Research Association  

of offenders released in 2001 

AK – 3.4%    IA-

3.9% 

AZ – 2.3%    

NM—1.8% 

DE – 3.8%     SC 

– 4.0% 

IL – 2.4%      UT – 

9.0% 

Comparison national 

3 yr. rate was 5.3% 

for offenders released 

in 1994 

2012 Connecticut Criminal Justice and 

Planning Division Study of 746 

offenders released in 2005 and 

followed over five years 

3.6% arrested for 

new sex crime;  

2.7% convicted; 

1.7% returned to 

prison 

 

 Recent oft-cited studies of users of 

underage pornography 

  

2005 Seto and Eke Canadian study 201 

offenders 

56% w/ prior record; 24% had prior 

contact sex offenses 

In 2.5 yrs, 17% 

reoffended 

generally;  

4%  w/ contact sex 

offense 

Widely cited study 

which included a 

large number of 

offenders at higher 

risk or re-offending 

2009 Endrass et al.  Swiss study or child 

porn users 

N=231, of which 4.8% had a 

previous offense 

3.9 % w/ hands-

off sex offense; 

.8% w/ hands-on 

sex offense 

Concluded  that child 

pornography alone is 

not a risk factor for 

hands-on offenses. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Studies which have contributed to the mythology of high recidivism 
Year Study Rate Comments 

2004 Ron Langevin—

Canada 

“Lifetime Sex Offender 

Recidivism:  A 25 year 

Follow-Up Study” 

320 sex offenders 

referred to a single 

clinic for eval between 

1966 and 1974 

61.1% sex crime 

recidivism 

88.3% including 

confessions in 

counseling and new 

arrests that did not 

result in conviction; 

another measure that 

only included 

offenders outside 

their own family 

yielded a 94.1% rate 

Criticized as a non-random sample limited to a 

group who were referred for major prosecutions 

(“the worst of the worst”). 

The sample only dealt with period before 

prisons included a vastly wider range of 

offenders now arguably less prone to 

recidivism. 

Study eliminated everyone whose records were 

lost or purged from system after 15 years 

because of no new crimes or charges, 

eliminating most non-recidivists from the study 

Since at least 50% of the sample were already 

recidivists by Langevin’s definition, obviously 

he would dramatically inflate his figures, since 

the commonly accepted definition of recidivism 

is a new crime committed after release 

In response to his critics, Langevin himself has 

cautioned against making claims about all sex 

offenders based on his data. 

1997 Robert Prentky 

Study of 136 rapists 

and 115 child molesters 

released from 

Bridgewater civil 

commitement center in 

Mass. 1959-1986. 

32% sex crime 

recidivism for 

molesters; 25% for 

rapists (over widely 

varied periods). 

Over 25 years, he 

estimated rates of 

52% and 39% 

Covers approximately the same period as 

Langevin study 

Also only considers narrow range of offenders; 

average child molesters had 3.6 offenses 

already and average rapist had 2.5 offenses.  By 

Langevin’s definition, the recidivism rate 

would have been almost 100% 

Even the Prentky team said, “The obvious 

marked homogeneity of sexual offenders 

precludes automatic generalization of the rates 

reported here to other samples.” 

2000 

and 

2009 

Andres Hernandes 

study at Butner FCI – 

sample of 155 child 

porn offenders in 

treatment  

85% admitted in 

treatment to a 

previous hands-on 

offense, suggesting 

that child porn users 

overwhelmingly are 

also hands-on abusers 

The methods of the study are widely criticized 

for its poor research model.  Confessions were 

coerced by the threat of dismissal from the 

program with resultant return to the general 

population bearing the stamp of sex offender.  

Like the Langevin study, this study also raises 

serious questions about definitions of 

recidivism.  Several judges dealing with court 

cases have dismissed the study as lacking 

credibility on multiple grounds.  Although a 

2009 article was accepted for publication by 

The Journal of Family Violence, the BOP 

requested that the article be withdrawn (it was 

not), and a bureau official wrote:  “We believe 

it unwise to generalize from limited 

observations gained in treatment or in records 

review to the broader population of persons 

who engage in such behavior.”  The journal’s 

peer review process has also been criticized as 

remarkably lax—it is alleged that the journal 

allows authors to suggest peer reviewers and to 

blackball reviewers they wish to avoid. 

 


