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ABSTRACT 

 

This study examined the recidivism rate at the Bureau of Jail Manage-

ment and Penology – National Capital Region (BJMP-NCR), Philip-

pines, from 2020 to 2022 based on predictive variables and anteced-

ents of recidivism. The results revealed that young individuals; males; 

married; Person Deprived of Liberty (PDL) with drug cases, leading to 

death or intending to cause death, and acts involving fraud and decep-

tion; and those having shorter stays in prison tend to recidivate more. 

Likewise, the pattern of recidivism in the Metro Manila District Jail 

(MMDJ) from 2020 to 2022 was affected by the existence of the 

COVID-19 pandemic. In conclusion, both predictive variables and an-

tecedents of recidivism show no significant association with the pat-

tern of recidivism. 
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Introduction 
Every human being is believed to be capa-

ble of remorse and repentance  
(Zhong et al., 2014). Once committed behind 
bars, a person is released and reintegrated into 
the community after being rehabilitated, re-
formed, and considered a law-abiding citizen 
(Sanyal, 2010). Imprisonment is utilized to cor-
rect one’s wrongful act while setting examples 
and deterring would-be criminals (Galbiati & 
Drago, 2012). Albeit, some of them if not every-
one, are returning to the place of confinement 

and being involved in recidivism (James, 2015). 
Recidivism is the act of a formerly criminal 
turning to criminal behavior again; in which re-
apprehension, new trial, and re-incarceration 
take place (Chenane et al., 2015). Revised Penal 
Code (RPC) of the Philippines clearly manifests 
that a certain person is said to be a recidivist 
when on separate occasions, he is convicted of 
two offenses under the same title of the code  
(Par. 9 Art. 14, RPC).  

Recidivism can be linked to the demo-
graphic profiles of PDL like age, gender, marital 
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status, length of incarceration, and nature of 
their offense. Nagin et al., (2009) have men-
tioned the age-crime relationship to prove or 
disprove inverse and nonlinear association of 
the same. Many theorists also used continuous 
variables in assessing recidivism regarding age 
groupings (Huebner & Berg, 2009). Chances of 
recidivism can also be directly bonded to the 
gender of an offender, others are claiming 
males have high tendencies toward recidivism 
rather than females (McCoy & Miller, 2013). 
Universally, there are more unmarried offend-
ers than married offenders incarcerated in 
places of confinement, thus marital status is 
considered as a predictor of crime and even 
cases of recidivism (Nwankwo et al., 2018). The 
crime they committed before can also be a com-
pelling factor in reoffending as they may just 
barely forget the mistake or make it a habit if 
not track of life (Hester, 2018). Finally, the 
length of their stay in prison can also be a pre-
dicting factor, that instead of being rehabili-
tated, they acquire more skills and are more ex-
posed to other criminals (Bayer et al., 2007).  

In 2012, the Bureau of Correction (BuCor) 
one of the penitentiaries in the Philippines re-
ported that there is a 20% increase in recidi-
vism among Filipinos who were deprived of lib-
erty and that it continually escalates until today 
(Co et al., 2016). The country’s incarceration fa-
cilities’ occupancy level based on official capac-
ity is reportedly 463.6%, albeit, the significance 
of reporting re-offending among PDLs is 
missed as there is no available statistical data 
on said recidivism in the Philippines (Flores-
Barolo & Vicente, 2019).   

Measuring recidivism is looking through 
the re-arrest and reconviction rate of prisoners 
recommitted to jail. As reflected in the litera-
ture above, the theorist and researchers stud-
ied antecedents of recidivism separately and 
failed to analyze the same with a bigger picture. 
Prison length effects on recidivism are not 
clearly shown in past studies (Rhodes et al., 
2018) and most recidivism research is con-
ducted and focused on a limited predictor 
(Brame et al., 2018). Currently, there is no rec-
orded study in the Philippines reporting on the 
recidivism rate according to static and dynamic 
influences or a wide array of predictive varia-
bles and antecedents of recidivism. Co et al. 

(2016) admitted that the result of their study is 
limited as there are only 4 respondents in the 
study, and that the future researcher should in-
clude different factors since a single factor does 
not determine the reason for recidivism. More-
over, future researchers in the Philippines are 
challenged to specify variables that are rele-
vant to recidivism to have a sound study (Co et 
al., 2016). 

With the foregoing premises, this study 
aims to describe and correlate the age, gender, 
marital status, length of incarceration, and na-
ture of the offense of recidivists. Recidivism an-
tecedents were also subjected to being linked 
to the current recidivism rate. Instead of focus-
ing solely on violent and non-violent crime cat-
egories, the PDLs' crime commission was orga-
nized according to Philippine crime classifica-
tions. Additionally, the rate of recidivism be-
fore and during the COVID-19 pandemic was 
observed. 

 

Methods  
In this study, the quantitative descriptive 

research design was utilized. The Bureau of Jail 
Management and Penology – National Capital 
Region (BJMP-NCR) is the research locale of 
this study. Specifically, the MMDJ Annex 1, 
MMDJ Annex 2, MMDJ Annex 4, MMDJ Annex 5, 
and MMDJ Annex 6, except for the MMDJ Annex 
3 which is no longer operational. Said annexes 
were all located inside Camp Bagong Diwa, 
Lower Bicutan, Taguig, Philippines. The study 
utilized a survey questionnaire adapted from 
existing literature and results of previous stud-
ies that composed of two parts: Part I is about 
the respondents’ age, sex, marital status, nature 
of the offense, and length of incarceration, and 
Part II is about the antecedents of recidivism 
which includes familial structure, cognitive and 
psychological factors, environmental and insti-
tutional factors, and other factors related to 
prior criminal offenses. The self-made survey 
questionnaire was content validated by three 
(3) experts in the field of the study before being 
pilot tested with 35 respondents to ensure in-
ternal consistency and reliability. Using the in-
ter-reliability test, the Cronbach alpha of 35 re-
spondents is .769, describing the above accept-
ability of the instrument. 
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This study was conducted involving 70 re-
cidivists from 2020-2022. As most studies use 
unified metrics in recidivism consensus, a 3-
year analysis as a cohort-based methodology 
was used in this study that can be supported by 
substantial data set from the jail. The research-
ers asked for the permission of the Head of the 
BJMP-NCRO through a formal letter for the con-
duct of the study. Subsequently, hard copies of 
the survey questionnaire were distributed per-
sonally to 70 recidivists by the researchers 
through the help of the jail officers, to measure 
the predictive variables and antecedents of re-
cidivism. The Frequency and Percentage distri-
bution were used to summarize the recidivism 
predictive variables and antecedents. Pearson 
Chi-square was used to test the association of 
predictive variables and recidivism rate. Mean-
while, Pearson Coefficient Correlation was 
used to examine the relationship between re-
cidivism and its antecedents. Furthermore, the 
antecedents of recidivism were interpreted 
further using binary logistic regression analy-
sis to predict their relationship with the de-
pendent variable, which is the recidivism rate. 

To ensure that the study is not detrimental 
to the PDLs’ well-being, a clearance, and in-
formed consent has been secured both from the 
Head of the BJMP and the respondents, respec-
tively. All data were treated privately with re-
spect to anonymity and confidentiality while 
the identity of the PDLs was masked.  
 

Result and Discussion  
Table 1 describes the respondents’ profile 

variables. It was observed that there are three 
(3) respondents between the ages of 18 and 22, 
implying that the youngest recidivist is 20 
years old, while the oldest is 63 years old. This 
result affirms that younger adults have greater 
chances of rearrests than older adults (Rakes et 
al., 2018), and confirmed by Zgoba and Salerno 
(2017) that younger offenders are mostly re-
incarcerated than older ones. 

As to sex, there are generally male respond-
ents (f=60, %=85.7), with smaller samples for 
females (f=10, %=14.3). Thus, this means, that 
out of 70 respondents, males are more likely to 
recidivate than females. James (2015) affirms 
that the disparity between genders among of-
fenders and re-offenders may be due to the fact 

that men are less effective at forming support 
mechanisms than women.  

As to marital status, the majority are single 
(58, 82.9%), followed by married (8, 11.4%), 
and widower with two (2.9%) respondents. 
The rest of the categories such as separated and 
annulled gained one (1) response (1.4%). Wil-
son (1997) asserted that unmarried offenders 
are greater in number the married offenders, 
hence, marital status is considered to be a pre-
dictor of recidivism.  

Concerning the nature of the offense, 
mostly fall in the acts involving controlled drugs 
or other psychoactive substances (f=55, 
%=78.6%) which describe the crime related to 
the violation of R.A. 9165, followed by acts in-
volving or intended to cause death (f=5, %=7.1) 
which include murder, homicide, parricide, in-
fanticide, and other related crime of the same 
nature. Acts involving fraud, deception, or cor-
ruption has four (4) responses (5.7%) that de-
scribe cases about estafa, corruption, bouncing 
check, illegal recruitment, etc. Succeeding is the 
acts against property only with three (3) re-
sponses (4.3 %) which involves theft, qualified 
theft, and malicious mischief, among others. 
Other criminal acts not elsewhere as classified 
such as kidnapping, arson, carnapping, illegal 
possession of firearms, etc. have two (2) re-
sponses or 2.9%. Lastly, acts against property 
involving violence or threat against a person 
that concerns robbery, and other similar acts 
have one (1) response or 1.4%. Meanwhile, 
other categories under the nature of the of-
fense, including acts causing harm or intending 
to cause harm to the person; 

injurious acts of a sexual nature, acts against 
public order, authority, and provisions of the 
State; acts against public safety and state of se-
curity; and acts against the natural environment 
has no response. 

As to the length of incarceration of the of-
fenders based on their 1st offense, a large num-
ber in the category of 6 months & 1 day to 6 
years (35, 50.0%), seconded by 1 month &1 day 
to 6 months (23, 32.9%) were recorded. Mean-
while, less than a month received six (6) re-
sponses, or 8.6%, and three (3) responses 
(4.3%) for both categories, 6 years & 1 day to 
12 years, and 12 years & 1 day to 20 years. It 
can also be noted that there is no response for 
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the 20 years and 1 day to 40 years, as well as 40 
years and 1 day and above. 6 months 1 day to 6 
years otherwise garnered the highest response 
as most of the respondents were violator of Sec. 
15 of the R.A. 9165 or use of illegal drugs. Some 

studies suggested that an initial greater punish-
ment will sow fear or deterrence to the individ-
ual himself and to the would-be criminal 
(Roach & Schanzenback, 2015).

 
Table 1. Profile of Recidivist 

 
 
 

 
 

Profile Variables 
Frequency 

(N=70) 
Percent 

Age 
28-32 years old 
33-37 years old 
38-42 years old 
43-47 years old 
48-52 years old 
53-57 years old 
58-62 years old 
63 years old and above 

 
14 
7 

13 
15 
9 
1 
3 
1 

 
20.0 
10.0 
18.6 
21.4 
12.9 
1.4 
4.3 
1.4 

Gender 
Male 
Female 

 
60 
10 

 
85.7 
14.3 

Marital Status 
Single 
Married 
Widower 
Separated 
Annulled 

 
58 
8 
2 
1 
1 

 
82.9 
11.4 
2.9 
1.4 
1.4 

Nature of Offense 
Acts involving controlled drugs or other psychoactive substances 
Acts involving or intended to cause death 
Acts involving fraud, deception or corruption 
Acts against property only 
Other criminal acts not elsewhere as classified 
Acts against property involving violence or threat against a person 
Acts causing harm or intending to cause harm to the person 
Injurious acts of a sexual nature 
Acts against public order, authority and provisions of the State 
Acts against public safety and state of security 
Acts against the natural environment 

 
55 
4 
3 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

 
78.6 
7.1 
5.7 
4.3 
2.9 
1.4 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

Length of Incarceration 
Less than a month 
1 month & 1 day to 6 months 
6 months & 1 day to 6 years 
6 year & 1 day to 12 years 
12 years & 1 day to 20 years 
20 years & 1 day to 40 years 
40 years & above 

 
6 

23 
35 
3 
3 
6 
0 

 
8.6 

32.9 
50.0 
4.3 
4.3 
8.6 
0 
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Table 2 shows the familial structure of the 
antecedent of recidivism among respondents. 
Using the frequency-based score, the following 
responded yes respectively: I don’t live with my 
parents/family (26 or 37.1%), I am/was cared 
for by my foster parents (24 or 34.3%), My  
parents are separated (18 or 25.7%), I am not 
supervised/cared by my parents/family (12 or 
17.1%), My parents/siblings is/are in trouble 
with the law (10 or 14.3%), My parents/family 
has a recent history of drug abuse (62 or 88.6%), 
and I have a conflict with my family (4 or 5.7%).  

Family models and relationships have a sig-
nificant impact on the emergence of criminal 
behavior in an individual, as household addic-
tions such as alcohol, drugs, and gambling, 
among others (Wright & Wright, 1993). Wright 

& Wright also noted that entry into the criminal 
way of young individuals and recidivism in the 
future were results of dysfunctional family re-
lationships. Since 26 out of 70 recidivists don’t 
live with their family, 24 out of 70 were cared 
for by foster parents/family only, 18 out of 70 
has broken family, and 12 out of 70 were not 
supervised by their family, it can be assumed 
that structural family therapy is not feasible. 
That is, when the family members respect the 
structure of the family, guidance over each 
member will probably work well (Yarhouse & 
Sells 2017). Families’ connection with those in-
dividuals who were incarcerated has a signifi-
cant effect to reduce recidivism (Friedmann, 
2014). 

 
Table 2. Familial Structure as Antecedent of Recidivism 

 
Table 3 shows the cognitive and psycholog-

ical factors as antecedents of recidivism among 
respondents. Tallied responses of the recidi-
vists for yes underscores the following: I am ex-
periencing depression (48 or 68.6%), I am expe-
riencing anxiety (32 or 45.7%), I have low self-
esteem (22 or 31.4%), I am thinking differently 
(12 or 17.1%), I find learning very difficult (11 
or 15.7%), I can’t read and write (7 or 10.0%), I 
am experiencing hallucinations (4 or 5.7%), and 
I attempted suicide (3 or 4.3%). This can be ev-
ident from a systematic review and meta- 

regression analysis in 24 countries, wherein it 
was found that 10.2 % of male PDLs have major 
depression, while 14.1% of female PDLs have 
the said depression (Welu et al., 2021). Emo-
tional responses to places of confinement, such 
as anger and hostility could be a significant an-
tecedent of recidivism among offenders. Ac-
cording to the General Strain Theory, a crime 
commission can serve as a coping mechanism 
for one individual to a certain strain (Shaw, 
2020).  

 
Table 3. Cognitive and Psychological Factors as Antecedent of Recidivism 

Familial Structure 
Frequency 

(N=70) Percent 
 

Rank 
No  Yes 

1. I don’t live with my parents/family. 
2. I am/was cared for by my foster parents. 
3. My parents are separated. 
4. I am not supervised/cared for by my parents/family. 
5. My parents/siblings is/are in trouble with the law. 
6. My parents/family has a recent history of drug abuse. 
7. I have a conflict with my family. 

44 
46 
52 
58 
60 
62 
66 

26 
24 
18 
12 
10 
8 
4 

37.1 
34.3 
25.7 
17.1 
14.3 
11.4 
5.7 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 

Familial Structure 
Frequency 

(N=70) Percent 
 

Rank 
No  Yes 

1. I am experiencing depression. 
2. I am experiencing anxiety. 
3. I have low self-esteem. 

22 
38 
48 

48 
32 
22 

68.6 
45.7 
31.4 

1 
2 
3 
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Table 4 shows the cognitive and psycholog-

ical factors as antecedents of recidivism. The 
tallied yes responses of the recidivists under-
score the following in order: I have delin-
quent/law violator friends (56 or 80.0%), I am a 
drug user (55 or 78.6%), I have low income (49 
or 70.0%), I have a low level of education (36 or 
51.4%), I don’t have a job (26 or 37.1%), I am 
an alcoholic (23 or 32.9%), I have conduct dis-
order (22 or 31.4%), I have an aggressive behav-
ior (18 or 25.7%), both items I have a pre-adult 
prior arrest like juvenile delinquency and I have 
an anti-social attitudes/lifestyle towards educa-
tion or work (11 or 15.7%), I have behavioral 
problems at home/school/work (7 or 10.0%), I 
am homeless (6 or 8.6%), and I have behavioral 
problem/s (4 or 5.7%).  

Having delinquent friends in places of con-
finement may entail a high probability of recid-
ivism. Offenders inside the prison are also 
prone to developing peers along with co-of-
fenders and may show a high probability of re-
cidivism if said association is maintained in 
their post-release (Vries & Liem, 2011). More-
over, 56 out of 70 recidivists responded that 
they are drug users, evident that drug addic-
tion/dependence has an impact on recidivism. 

Flores-Barolo & Vicente (2019) asserted that a 
well-managed rehabilitative program by pro-
fessionally qualified staff may have a major im-
pact on reducing drug use among PDLs and 
even after their release. 

Meanwhile, low income, low level of educa-
tion, and unemployment ranked third, fourth, 
and fifth, respectively as antecedents of recidi-
vism. It can be noted that the trio was closely 
related to each other, as one may have low in-
come or be unemployed if he has a low level of 
education, or barred due to the stigma of being 
incarcerated before. Unemployment and low 
income were directly associated with human 
capital (Western & Sirois, 2019). Western and 
Sirois also noted that incarcerated minorities 
have labor market disadvantages since they are 
linked to criminal stigma. Given that a recidivist 
has a low level of education, and has a criminal 
stigma, it is then assumed that he may land a 
low-paying job or may not land a job at all, and 
would rely on illegal sources of income instead.  

As a matter of fact, unemployment and un-
deremployment have repeatedly been con-
firmed by various scholars to have a direct as-
sociation with recidivism rather than de-
sistance from crime (Huebner & Berg, 2009).  

 
Table 4. Behavioral and Environmental Factors as Antecedent of Recidivism 

Familial Structure 
Frequency 

(N=70) Percent 
 

Rank 
No  Yes 

4. I am thinking differently. 
5. I find learning very difficult. 
6. I can’t read and write. 
7. I am experiencing hallucinations. 
8. I attempted suicide 

58 
59 
63 
66 
67 

12 
11 
7 
4 
3 

17.1 
15.7 
10.0 
5.7 
4.3 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

Familial Structure 
Frequency 

(N=70) Percent 
 

Rank 
No  Yes 

1. I have delinquent/law violator friends. 
2. I am a drug user. 
3. I have a low income. 
4. I have a low level of education. 
5. I don’t have a job. 
6. I am an alcoholic. 
7. I have conduct disorder. 
8. I have aggressive behavior. 
9. I have a pre-adult prior arrest (juvenile delinquency) 

14 
15 
21 
34 
44 
47 
48 
52 
59 
59 

56 
55 
49 
36 
26 
23 
22 
18 
11 
11 

80.0 
78.6 
70.0 
51.4 
37.1 
32.9 
31.4 
25.7 
15.7 
15.7 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9.5 
9.5 
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Table 5 shows the cognitive and psycholog-

ical factors as antecedents of recidivism. It can 
be noted that the recidivists’ tallied response 
for yes underscores the following: I associated 
with other offenders before (43 or 61.4%), I am 
convicted with my prior case before (37 or 
47.1%), I am convicted with the same offense as 
before (28 or 40.0%), I am involved in prison 
misconducts before (14 or 20.0%), and I am 
once granted with pardon/parole/probation 
(13 or 18.6%). 

It can be noted that prison association was 
discussed earlier as one of the predictors of re-
cidivism falling under the length of incarcera-
tion. Meantime, said prison association ranked 
1st as the antecedent of recidivism with 43 re-
sponses. Bayer et al. (2007) found strong evi-
dence of peer effects on burglary, drug offenses, 
assault, sex offenses, and larceny, and that peer 
influence draw a greater impact on individuals 
who had the same crime category experience. 
Moreover, exposure to peers with a history of 
committing a particular offense may mark a 
greater propensity that an individual who al-
ready committed said crime, may involve in  

recidivism (Bayer et al., 2007). Moreover, 
based on the results, out of 70 respondents, 37 
were convicted of their prior offense, and it can 
be assumed that 33 respondents were not con-
victed of their 1st offense. Albeit said respond-
ents were considered recidivists based on the 
generic meaning of recidivism, where formerly 
incarcerated individual reverted to criminal 
behavior in which re-apprehension, a new trial, 
and re-incarceration takes place (Chenane et 
al., 2015). 

Meanwhile, 28 out of 70 respondents 
claimed that they were convicted of the same 
offense as before. Most of the inmates consid-
ered not giving up on their criminal career/be-
havior after being released from prison 
(Svönudóttir, 2015). In the qualitative study of 
Svönudóttir, it was revealed that most of the 
PDLs wouldn’t want to stay away from their 
crime since they perceived that there is more 
gain (crime proceeds) than cost (imprison-
ment/punishment), while others believed that 
they developed more connection to the under-
world and that their operation once they got re-
leased will be more intensified. 

 
Table 5. Prior to Criminal Offense as Antecedent of Recidivism 

 
Table 6 illustrates the pattern of recidivism 

from 2020 to 2022 among respondents with 
the frequency count based on the data provided 
by the Bureau of Jail Management and Penology 
(BJMP) National Capital Region (NCR). On top 
of the year of pattern of recidivism is the year 

2022 with 29 out of 70 respondents (41.4%), 
followed by 2021 with 23 out of 70 respond-
ents (32.9%), and 2020 with 18 respondents 
(25.7%). Given the statistics, it can be noted 
that the increase in recidivism patterns can be 
attributed to the existing pandemic. It is a fact 

Familial Structure 
Frequency 

(N=70) Percent 
 

Rank 
No  Yes 

10. I have an anti-social attitude/lifestyle towards  
education or work. 

11. I have behavioral problems at home/school/work. 
12. I am homeless. 
13. I have behavioral problem/s. 

 
63 
64 
66 

 
7 
6 
4 

 
10.0 
8.6 
5.7 

 
11 
12 
13 

Familial Structure 
Frequency 

(N=70) Percent 
 

Rank 
No  Yes 

1. I associated with other offenders before. 
2. I am convicted with my prior case before. 
3. I am convicted of the same offense as before. 
4. I am involved in prison misconduct. 
5. I am once granted pardon/parole/probation. 

27 
33 
42 
56 
57 

43 
37 
28 
14 
13 

61.4 
47.1 
40.0 
20.0 
18.6 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
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that due to the Corona Virus Disease-19 
(COVID-19); the crime rate started to rise and 
even hits its peak which can be associated with 
crimes against R.A. 9165, acts involving or in-
tended to cause death, and acts involving fraud, 
deception, among others (See Table 1). 

In early 2020, the COVID-19 pandemic hit 
the world leading to city lockdowns, stay-at-
home orders or quarantines, and commercial 
mass closings which became the “new normal”. 
With said mandates, there have been major de-
viations in routine activity, mental and emo-
tional health, and financial stabilities of many 

people, which offer opportunities for large-
scale criminology studies (Esposito & King, 
2021). COVID-19 lockdowns escalate loneli-
ness, depression, unemployment, financial 
non-stability, alcohol/drug addiction, and pov-
erty, among others (Wake & Kandula, 2022). 
Based on Table 6, in the span of 3 years, about 
15.7% was already added to the recidivism rate 
from 2020 to 2022. Illegal drug addiction/de-
pendence as shown in Table 1 undeniably has a 
great impact on said statistics, since 55 out of 
70 respondents were R.A. 9165 violators. 
 

 
Table 6. Pattern of Recidivism from 2020 to 2022 

 
Table 7 shows the age group by pattern of 

recidivism, and it can be noted that the result 
was statistically not significant, 
χ2(18)=12.313, p<.831. The researchers can ac-
cept the null hypothesis and confirm that there 
is no significant association between recidi-
vism and age group. Although Table 1 strongly 

suggests that 47 and above were less likely to 
recidivate, the age group of recidivists incarcer-
ated in MMDJ from 2020 to 2022 cannot be di-
rectly associated with a pattern of recidivism 
from 2020 to 2022. Age-crime relationship nei-
ther proved nor disproved inverse and nonlin-
ear association of the same (Nagin et al, 2009). 

 
Table 7. Frequencies of Age Group by Pattern of Recidivism 

Pattern of Recidivism Frequency (N=70) Percent 
2022 
2021 
2020 

29 
23 
18 

41.4 
32.9 
25.7 

Age 
Year of Recidivism  

Total 2020 2021 2022 

18-22 years old 
Count 0 1 2 3 
Expected Count .8 1.0 1.2 3.0 

23-27 years old 
Count 2 0 2 4 
Expected Count 1.0 1.3 1.7 4.0 

28-32 years old 
Count 6 4 4 14 
Expected Count 3.6 4.6 5.8 14.0 

33-37 years old 
Count 1 2 4 7 
Expected Count 1.8 2.3 2.9 7.0 

38-42 years old 
Count 3 5 5 13 
Expected Count 3.3 4.3 5.4 13.0 

43-47 years old 
Count 2 6 7 15 
Expected Count 3.9 4.9 6.2 15.0 

48-52 years old 
Count 3 4 2 9 
Expected Count 2.3 3.0 3.7 9.0 

53-57 years old 
Count 0 0 1 1 
Expected Count .3 .3 .4 1.0 

58-62 years old 
Count 1 1 1 3 

Expected Count .8 1.0 1.2 3.0 
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Table 8 shows the sex by pattern of recidi-

vism, the computed value depicts non-signifi-
cance having the χ2(2)=5.622, p<.060. This 
means that the researchers may accept the null 
hypothesis and confirm that there is no  

significant association between recidivism and 
sex. Imprisonment has a similar effect on males 
and females, although drug recidivism among 
males tends to escalate more (Mears et al., 
2012).   

 
Table 8. Frequencies of Sex by Pattern of Recidivism 

 
Table 9 shows the marital status by the pat-

tern of recidivism, wherein the computed value 
is statistically not significant, 
χ2(8)=4.260, p<.833. This allows the research-
ers to accept the null hypothesis and confirms 
that there is no significant association between 
recidivism and marital status. Many studies 

suggest that marriage reduces recidivism 
among men, albeit, such findings only repre-
sent the average effect of different types of 
marriages in limited data (Andersen et al., 
2015). Andersen et al. support said assumption 
by asserting that recidivism is not affected by 
marriage, but the type of marriage instead.  

 
Table 9. Frequencies of Marital Statu by Pattern of Recidivism 

 

Age 
Year of Recidivism  

Total 2020 2021 2022 

63 years old and 
above 

Count 0 0 1 1 
Expected Count .3 .3 .4 1.0 

Total 
Count 18 23 29 70 
Expected Count 18.0 23.0 29.0 70.0 

Sex 
Year of Recidivism  

Total 2020 2021 2022 

Male 
Count 18 17 25 60 
Expected Count 15.4 19.7 24.85 60.0 

Female 
Count 0 6 4 10 
Expected Count 2.6 3.3 4.1 10.0 

Total 
Count 18 23 29 70 
Expected Count 18.0 23.0 29.0 70.0 

Age 
Year of Recidivism  

Total 2020 2021 2022 

Single 
Count 15 20 23 58 
Expected Count 14.9 19.1 24.0 58.0 

Married 
Count 3 2 3 8 
Expected Count 2.1 2.6 3.3 8.0 

Separated 
Count 0 0 1 1 
Expected Count .3 .3 .4 1.0 

Annulled 
Count 0 0 1 1 
Expected Count .3 .3 .4 1.0 

Widower 
Count 0 1 1 2 
Expected Count .5 .7 .8 2.0 

Total 
Count 18 23 29 70 
Expected Count 18.0 23.0 29.0 70.0 
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Table 10 shows the association of the na-
ture of offense by pattern of recidivism, the re-
sult was statistically not significant, 
χ2(10)=7.800, p<.648. Thereby, the researchers 
accepted the null hypothesis and affirm that 
there is no significant association between re-
cidivism and the nature of the offense. As dis-
cussed earlier, the COVID-19 pandemic had a 
great impact on the recidivism rate in MMDJ 

from 2020-2022. Violation of R.A. 9165 tends 
to fluctuate during the said pandemic, while 
other crime classifications such as crimes 
against persons, and property, among others, 
declined due to lockdowns, limitations, and 
stay-at-home restrictions. Thus, the nature of 
the offense can’t be directly associated with the 
pattern of recidivism in MMDJ from 2020 to 
2022. 

 
Table 10. Frequencies of Nature of Offense by Pattern of Recidivism 

 
Table 11 shows the length of incarceration 

by pattern of recidivism, and further revealed 
that the result was statistically not significant, 
χ2(8)=6.733, p<.566. This allows the research-
ers to accept the null hypothesis and confirm 
that there is no significant association between 
recidivism and length of incarceration. Incar-

ceration of 60 months or less has no crimino-
genic effect (United States Sentencing Commis-
sion, 2019). Given that most of the respondents 
were incarcerated at the BJMP for about 3 years 
only, it can be deemed that length of their stay 
in the prison can’t be directly associated with 
the pattern of recidivism from 2020 to 2022.  
 

Table 11. Frequencies of Length of Incarceration by Pattern of Recidivism 

Nature of Offense 
Year of Recidivism  

Total 2020 2021 2022 

Acts involving or intended to cause 
death 

Count 2 0 3 5 
Expected Count 1.3 1.6 2.1 5.0 

Acts against property involving violence 
or threat against a person 

Count 1 0 0 1 
Expected Count .3 .3 .4 1.0 

Acts against property only 
Count 0 1 2 3 
Expected Count .8 1.0 1.2 3.0 

Acts involving controlled drugs or other 
psychoactive substances 

Count 14 20 21 55 
Expected Count 14.1 18.1 22.8 55.0 

Acts involving fraud, deception, or cor-
ruption 

Count 1 1 1 4 
Expected Count 1.0 1.3 .8 4.0 

Other criminal acts not elsewhere as 
classified 

Count 0 1 1 2 
Expected Count .5 .7 .8 2.0 

Total 
Count 18 23 29 70 
Expected Count 18.0 23.0 29.0 70.0 

Length of Incarceration 
Year of Recidivism  

Total 2020 2021 2022 

Less than a month 
Count 0 2 4 6 
Expected Count 1.5 2.0 2.5 6.0 

1 month & 1 day to 6 months 
Count 8 7 8 23 
Expected Count 5.9 7.6 9.5 23.0 

6 months & 1 day to 6 years 
Count 10 11 14 35 
Expected Count 9.0 11.5 14.5 35.0 

6 years & 1 day to 12 years 
Count 0 1 2 3 
Expected Count .8 1.0 1.2 3.0 

12 years & 1 day to 20 years 
Count 0 1 1 3 
Expected Count .8 1.0 1.2 3.0 
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Table 12 presents the scores obtained to 

describe the recidivism to the following ante-
cedents establish with familial structure 
(robt=.023, p05=.850), cognitive & psychologi-
cal (robt=-.037, p05=.760), behavioral & envi-
ronmental (robt=.157, p05=.194), and prior 
criminal offense (robt=.025, p05=.836). Thus, 
recidivism and all the factors of antecedents do 
not show a significant association, which al-
lows the researchers to accept the null hypoth-
esis. This affirms that recidivism is not depend-
ent on said antecedents. In relation to the GST, 

this study revealed that some variables of re-
cidivism such as familial stress, mental and psy-
chological stress, behavioral and environmen-
tal stress, and prior conviction stigma have no 
direct association with recidivism of respond-
ents in MMDJ from 2020 to 2022. Although GST 
has strengths, it also has its biggest weakness, 
as many researchers have diminutive guidance 
on the hundreds of types and categories under 
GST, such as life events that are stressful, 
chronic stressors, and daily life (Herbert & Co-
hen, 1996). 
 

Table 12. Correlation of Pattern of Recidivism and Antecedents 

 

Conclusion  
It can be concluded that the younger the age 

of recidivists the higher the chances to recidi-
vate. The majority of recidivists are violators of 
controlled drugs or other psychoactive sub-
stances, they are mostly male, unmarried, and 
incarcerated from 6 months and 1 day to 6 
years. The researchers believed that a shorter 
punishment removes the significance of im-
prisonment as a deterrence to would-be perpe-
trators and to current offenders. Likewise, the 
pattern of recidivism in the Metro Manila Dis-
trict Jail (MMDJ) from 2020 to 2022 was re-
vealed to be affected by the existence of the 
COVID-19 pandemic. Moreover, said pattern of 
recidivism shows no significant association 
with the antecedents of recidivism such as fa-
milial structure, cognitive and psychological 
factors, behavioral and environmental factors, 
and stigma of prior criminal offense. However, 

given the limited data, of which only 70 recidi-
vists of the MMDJ from 2020 to 2022 partici-
pated in said study, it can be assumed that said 
sample size affects the results. Relatedly, it can 
be assumed that PDLs deemed to be recidivists 
incarcerated at the MMDJ from 2020 to 2022 
are neither affected by the predictive variables 
nor antecedents of recidivism described 
herein. Albeit said predictive variables and an-
tecedents’ association to the pattern of recidi-
vism may have not the same results with other 
recidivists incarcerated in other jail/prison fa-
cilities. 
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Length of Incarceration 
Year of Recidivism  

Total 2020 2021 2022 

Total 
Count 18 23 29 70 
Expected Count 18.0 23.0 29.0 70.0 

 
Year of 

Recidivism 

Familial 

Structure 

Cognitive & 

Psychological 

Behavioral & 

Environmental 

Prior Criminal 

Offense 

Year of Recidivism 1     

Familial Structure .023 1    

Cognitive &  

Psychological 

-.037 .301* 1   

Behavioral &  

Environmental 

.157 .202 .482** 1  

Prior Criminal  

Offense 

.025 .129 .125 .257* 1 
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questionnaire without their voluntary partici-
pation this study is impossible to finish. 
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