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Study Background

• The Nevada Parole Board has been using an objective risk assessment 
instrument since 2004.

• The instrument has undergone three prior re-validation studies that 
have resulted in moderate modifications to the original instrument.

• The current instrument consists of 12 factors.  

• Seven factors are static factors while the remaining five are dynamic 
factors.

• In the most recent re-validation study all 12 factors were found to be 
statistically associated with recidivism rates.

• All 12 factors reflect factors used in other risk assessment instruments



Description of Re-Validation Study

• Consists of analyzing the recidivism rates (return to prison) of 3,366 
prisoners released from prison either via parole or discharge between April 
1, 2019 and March 31, 2020 – a 2.5 year follow-up period.

• Includes the 12 risk instrument factor scores and other background 
attributes.

• The return to prison rate is 24% which is lower than prior NPB studies and 
significantly lower than the national return to prison rate of about  45%.

• Part of the reason for the low rate has been the COVID-19 pandemic which 
has impacted technical violations

• The low recidivism rate has implications for a validation study as the vast 
majority of prisoners are not returning to prison – low amount of variance 
to explain.



Results

• Ten of the 12 risk factors were found to be statistically associated with 
recidivism rates.

• Disciplinary conducts in the past year had no statistical relationship 
while Classification level had an inverse relationship.

• The total points and overall risk level are statistically associated with 
recidivism rates.

• However, the High risk group is small  and does not have statistically 
higher recidivism rate.

• The cut-off point for Low risk  











Options

• Option #1:  Delete the two dynamic factors and adjust the cut-off 
points.

• Option #2: Retain the two dynamic factors but modify them as 
follows:

1. Adjust the Current Classification level so that prisoners classified 
as Minimum receive a score of -1 and all others a score of zero; and,

2. Adjust the Misconducts in the past year score so that prisoners 
with no misconducts receive a score of -1 and all others a score of 
zero.

Redefine ”High” risk as “Higher” risk given the relatively low recidivism rates. 
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Figure 1.  Current vs. Option #1 Recidivism Rates
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