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PREFACE 

Cai selected criminal offenders--traditionally held in jail or prison-

be released to the community without endangering it? 

Which offenders are, in fact, selected into Iowa's community correction 

projects, how do they perform there, and what effect do the projects have upon 

offenders? 

As the number of community correction projects grows, offering alternatives 

to traditional ways of treating offenders--and as the courts become less willing 

to imprison people for wh~m such alternatives are available--it becomes imper

ative to answer these questions . 
..... 

Research elsewhere has produced only very general suggestions about the 

effectiveness of community corrections. Nevertheless, Legislators and government 

officials are under increasing pressure, from both sides of the controversy, 

to make fundamental decisions on the future of community corrections in Iowa. 

The Correctional Evaluation Bureau, which became fully operational in 1975t 

has processed data from a 1974 study as rapidly as possible in hope of contrib

uting timely information. 

While th~ study was not designed to offer final answers on the comparative 

effectiveness of institutional and community bas~d corrections, we trust the 

variety of data will be of use in shaping the future of Iowa's efforts to protect 

the public and rehabilitate the offender. 

A grant from the Iowa Crime Commission made this report possible. We 

acknowledge, with appreciation, the continuing support and encouragement of 

its staff. 

The Univen;ity of Iowa 
UBRAR!ES. 



The Bureau of Criminal Investigation responded to an unexpected request in 

a highly professional manner and quickly furnished a large quantity of crucial 

information on new arrests. 

The basic design of the study and the data sheets used were contributed 

by the National Council on Crime and Delinquency (NCCD). While responsibility 

for presentation and analysis of the data is ours, we are happy to give credit 

to the NCCD for shaping the study. 

_ The first chapter gives a brief history and description of Iowa's community 

correction efforts. Chapter II describes the design of the study in some detail. 

Chapters III, IV, and V report findings from this study for both the Fifth 

Judicial District and the entire state. 

Chapter VI, which deals with the Fifth District only, compares results 

from the latest study and earlier studies. Chapter VII presents information 

on financial factors for both institutional programs and community based programs. 

A variety of data about community corrections in each of the eight judicial 

districts is found in the Appendix. 

It should be specified that the Executive Summary of this report, issued 

earlier, is superseded by the results presented here. 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

The route to correctional policy passes through a thicket of ethical, 

legal, and political dilemmas which were beyond the scope of this study. 

We will not presume to offer a final, scientific conclusion on whether comm

unity corrections efforts should be expanded at the expense of institutional 

efforts or vise versa. Instead, only a ljmited preliminary observation is 

warranted by the material presented here. 

Those in community corrections do not appear to commit a grossly larger 

number of new offenses, before trial or upon release, than those who were in 

traditional programs. Whether this is so because different people are se

lected into different programs, or because the programs are effective, is not 

clear. 

The operational viability of the types of programs covered here is 

reasonably well established. The incidence of escapes, transfers to jail. 

revocations, etc. have not risen to a level which would suggest discarding 

the community corrections theory. 

Community corrections offers the prospect of preventing the financial 

and family dislocation, or emotional distruction, resulting from the incar

ceration of selected offenders ..• and provide~ needed supervision and re

habilitation services for a greater number of offenders .•. at much lower 

costs ••. than is true of the traditional alternatives of bail, jail, or 

imprisonment, for the same selected offenders. 

The following is a summary of the basic results presented in the body of 

the report. First note that the evaluation team did not attempt to make 



judgeme nts as to t he effec t i ve ness of the programs un der study. This will be 

the subject of f uture evaluation efforts. 

Do Commun ity Cor rection Programs Endange r the Pub l ic? 

*Of the more than 3800 persons from around the state for whom arrest data 

was collected, 11.4% were, at the tin~ of arrest, either be i ng sought or await

ing trial for an earlier alleged crime , or were on probation, parole or work 

release for a prior convicti on. 

*Of _all defendents released to the community during 1974, 5.0% were re

arrested before their trial. 

*Of a 11 convicted offenders termim ted from pos t-convi cti on programs 

during 1974, 21.3% were re-arrested during their period of assignment. 

Are Offende rs Difficult to Ma naae Outsi de Jail or Prison? 

*Of all defendents released t o the community during 1974, 3. 1% failed to 

appear for at least one scheduled court date. 

*Of all convicted offenders terminated from post-conviction programs during 

1972, 2.6% absconded from the program, and 14.0% were transferred to·:fail or 

prison. 

Do Offenders Change-Their Ways? 

During a average follow-up period of nine months, 8.7% of those terminated 

from post-conviction programs during l974 ·were re-arrested after termination. 

Does Community Corrections Save Money? 

Estimated cost per term figures for those completing full terms range from 

$316 for court services probation, to $577 and $593 for state operated parole 

and probation respectively, to $4,298 for the men's residential corrections 

program. Comparable figures for the state institutions range from $5,184 for 
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t he Women's Reformatory, to $10,065 for the Men's Reformatory, to $14,297 for 

the State Penitentiary. Cost factors are too complex to permit a blanket 

answer in terms of financial effectiveness at this time. Yet, it is clear 

that direct cost for several corrrnun ity corrections programs are lower than 

direct cost for several alternatives, if both are realistic options for the .....--

same offender. 

Do Community Corrections Programs Assist in Reintegrating the Offender Back 

Into Society? 

Post-conviction data indicates a substantial gain in employment from 

entry to termination for those assigned to residential corrections, and a 

substantia·1 loss of employment for those assigned to parole. 

Do Comnuni_ty Corrections Programs Utilize Resources Existing in the Community? 

The percentage of services that are provided by existing resources within 

-- the community ranges from 20.8% for the pre-trial services program, ·to 50.8% 

for parole, to 58.2% for probation, to 86.4% for residential corrections. 

Who Is Chosen For Corrmuni ty Correcti ans? 

Resu1ts indicate clearly that those offenders with the best socioeconomic 

situation and the least criminal history tend to be placed in the least re

strictive conditions. 

It is the feeling of the evaluation staff that the outcomes for each of 

the programs under study are determined in large part by the characteristics 

of the offenders who enter it. 

x1 



CHAPTER I 

COMMUNITY BASE D CORRECT IONS IN IOWA 

Two basic ideas lie behind the commun ity based correction efforts described 

here. One is that sending people to jail or prison usually does more harm than 

good~ and that people should be diverted from these institutions whenever possible. 

The second is that to reduce an individual 1 s future criminality, it is necessary 

to reintegrate him into the community. Thus, all community correction programs 

exist as alternatives to traditional incarceration. The purpose of this study 

was to gather data that would be useful in examining the merits of the tradi

tional and community approaches. 

A. History of Community Correcti ans in Iowa 

Late in 1962, the Des Moines Register published two editorials que.stioning 

the philosophy of bail bonding in Iowa and describing results of the pioneering 

Manhattan Bail Project in New York City, under which low-risk defendants were 

released without posting bond. In response to those editorials, trustees of 

the Hawley Welfare Foundation* consulted with local officials and the Manhattan 

Bail Project on the feasibility of a pretrial release project in Des Moines. 

The resulting project, covering Des Moines and Polk County, came into being in 

1964. 

Federal funding to expand such efforts became possible with passage of the 

Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act in 1968. This Act established a Law 

Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) within the U.S. Department of Justice. 

*A trust established in 1927 by H.B. Hawley. 

l 
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In 1968, the Iowa Crime Com~i ssion was fo rme d to serve as the offici al co nduit 

for LEAA funds in Iowa. The Commission helps state and local governments plan 

cr i minal j ustice project s and then fin ances t hem wi t h grants f rom LEAA funds~ 

Si nee 1970, the Commi ss·i on and l ocal governme nt have vmrked to expa nd 

Iowa's initial pretrial release project to encompass al l 16 counties in the 

Fi f th Judicial District, whose l argest ci ty is Des Moines. Three new pro grams 

have been added: pretrial reiease with services, a probation component separate 

from existing probation serv i ces; and two residentia l correction faciliti es. 

The Fifth Judicial District Department of Court Ser vices was created in 

1971 to develop and administer all such programs. The purpose of unified 

administration was to transform a collection of frag mented programs into a 

single correction system able to deal wi t h selected offe nders from arrest 

until release from their sentence. 

Early in 1972, the Iowa Crime Commission and the Departme nt of Social 

Services' Bureau of Adult Corrections began planning with local officials 

for projects similar to those in the Fifth District. They expected projects 

to be launched in metropolitan areas and to expand.gradually in each aist r ict. 

One year later, the Iowa General Assembly gave legal approval to community 

based corrections, and appropriated $850,000 with vJh i ch to match LEAA funds 

during the biennium, when it p~ssed Senate Files 482 and 511. With this encour

agement, the number of projects has grown until , today, one or more community 

correction projects is operating in each of Iowa's eight Judicial districts. 

B. Programs Before Trial 

l. An Overview: Traditionally, arrested persons are either sent to jail 

or placed on bond while aw aiting trial. The posting of a money bond, \\'hich 

is forfeited if t he defendant does not appear, is intende d to assure appearance 

at t he trial. Defend ants who cannot affort to bail thems elves out, plus t hose 

whose offenses are especi ally notorious, are sent t o j ail. 
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In recent years, reformers have objected to these traditional approaches. 

They argue that bail .discriminates against poor people, that many who cannot 

af ford ba i l are good ris ks to oppear for tria l , an d that sendi ng good r is ks 

to jail because they are poor increases the costs of jails and welfare unnec

essarily. 

In the alternative programs described below, a screening interview is 

conducted soon after arrest. The interviewer asks the defendant about his 

living arrangement, employment, criminal history, and other matters, and he 

assigns points for each answer. If the defendant's situation earns 5 or more 

points, the interviewer usually recommends to a judge that he be released 

without supervision (PTR). If he earns fewer than 5 but is considered a good 

risk, the interviewer may recommend release with supervision and services (PTS). 

Most of those who are interviewed and not recommended for release to either 

PTR or PTS are sent to jail, though some of them persuade a judge to release 

them on bail. (This is a simplified description of a complex process. The 

Appendix contains additional details on the process ~n different districts.)* 

This report compares defendants who await trial in each of the four pre

trial conditions - PTR, PTS 1 bail, and jail - so the reader can examine the 

relative merits of those conditions. 

2. Pre-Trial Release (PTR): Theoretically, a person who earns 5 or more 

verified points during the screening interview has deep enough "community ti es" 

to obviate any worry by the courts about his appearing for trial. Once a 

judge agrees to release a defendant without supervision, he is not seen again 

by project staff. However, the staff does send the defendant a reminder of his 

*A succinct description of the philosophy and operation of the Fifth District 
proj ect is found in: Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, U.S. Department 
of Justice. An Er mplary Project: Community Based Corrections in Des Moines, 
(Washington: Government Printing Office, 197~), 16pp. 



4 

court date . Al most 60 percent of the defendants interviewed are released with

out supervision. 

3. Pre-Trial Release with Services (PTS): Persons released under super

vis ion can be sent to jail if they get into troub l e again or fail to cooperate 

with project staff. They see a counselor every week and are required to make 

specified efforts to improve their situation. Half the defendants have no jobs 

when they enter PTS, and the majority are unskilled. In general, they need a 

variety of services to help them become productive citizens. The project 

emphasizes reinforcement of the defendant's community ties. 

C. Programs For Those Who Are Convicted 

While probation and parole have been around for decades, they, too, were 

conceived as alternatives to imprisonment. And, in the context of the recent 

popularity of community approaches, probation and parole are being relied upon 

more and more in Iowa. The post-conviction programs compared here are: probation, 

which is diversion from imprisonment; residential cor·rections, which is an 

alternative to trad itional penal forms of incarceration; and parole, which is 

a transition from prison to release. 

1. Probation and Parole: In Iowa, a convicted offender may be granted 

prob a ti on through either a deferred or suspended sentence. Until community 

correction projects were established, probationers were supervised by the 

state Bureau of Adult Corrections. Now, however, several local jurisdictions 

nave set up probation components and share responsibility for the suoervision 

of probationers. Parolees are supervised by the state only. 

Supervision and services during probation and parole are similar to those 

provided in PTS. Contacts are made daily, weekly, or monthly. Activities 

offered or required include GED or college education, technical training, job 

development and placement, psychological counse lling, marriage counsel ling, 
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and achievement motivation. As a first choice, existing community resources 

are used, but additional resources are developed when needed. 

2. Residen ial Corrections : The creation of alte rnatives to imprisonriient 

had been a topic of interest among workers in Iowa's cri minal justice system 

for many years. In enacting Senate File 190, the 1970-71 Assembly gave authority 

to County Boards of Supervisors to (a) designate any facility they chose as 

the county jail and (b) determine its administrative setup. As a result, 

alternatives to state and county institutions, administered by neither the 

sheriff nor the state, could be created for the first time. The first such 

alternative began operation in June, 1971. Located at old Fort Des Moines, 

it housed convicted male offenders. Later, a smaller facility was established 

in Des Moines for females. 

Residential facilities function as a1ternatives to confinement, as sites 

for rehabilitation programs, and as release centers for clients engaged in 

employment, education, and vocational rehabilitation programs outside the 

facility. At a prison, nearly all services are provided inside the walls and 

mus~ 0e :;taffed by prison employees. However, minimum-security residential 

correction facilities cannot operate in isolation from the community. Rather, 

they de pend u-pon the community and the resources already existing there. 



II - ABOUT THIS STUDY 

Wh-iie this study ~1as prirnar ily an extension of ear, i er studies underta:,en 

-in the Fifth Judicial District , it was als o the initia l effort in a projected 

series of state-wide studies. This chap t er makes note of the earlier studies, 

outlines th e later mandates for evaluation, ana lyzes the app arent goals of 

co!TITTlunity corrections, and describes the cu rrent st udy . 

A. Mandates For Evaluati on 

1. Early Studies: In 1969, the City of Des Moines issued a study of its 

experience with pre-trial release. The National Counci1 on Crime and Delinquency 

(NCCD) issued reports on PTS f or 1970, 1971, and 1972, and on Fort Des Moines for 

1971 and 1972. The NCCD then received a Cri me Cormni ss ion grant to study a 11 

f acets of corrections in the Fifth Judicial District . It issued a repor t in 

February of 1974 on the operations and effects of PTR, PTS, prob a ti on and res

idential corrections. The report also included pre- tria l data on bail and jail.* 

2. Action by the General Asserrbly: When the General Assembly authorized 

community based corrections in 1973,** it stated that rules to be issued by 

the Department of Social Services must provide for "gathering and evaluating 

perfonnance data." When published, the rules expanded upon this requirement 

by specifying that 11 a continuous, comprehensive program effectiveness evaluation 

sha 11 be conducted for a 11 cornrnuni ty based correcti ona 1 programs. 11 The guide-

1 i nes listed five criteria against which programs should be evaluated: 

· protection of the community from addi ti ona l crime during the correction process 

•ability of offenders to function legally and effectively within society 

*Nationa l Council on Crime and Delinquency, Cormnunity-Based Alternatives 
to Traditional Corrections (Des Moines, 1974), 158 pp . 

· **S.F. 482 1 n™ Chapter 217.24, Code of Iowa. 

6 
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·reduction of future criminal behavior 

·cost effectiveness 

·effects upon cr ime rates, jail and prison populations, use of commun i ty 

resources 

B. The Goals of Community Corrections 

No social science researcher can conclude whether a given program is 

"successful," or whether one program is "more effective" than another, unless 

he can quantify results and compare them against quantified goals for the 

program. 

Since it was not practical to gather a11 possible statistics on all 

conceivable features of community corrections, statistics were gathered selec

tively within a definite framework of goals. This framework is composed of 

the first four of the five criteria listed in A above (as interpreted for 

consistency 1·1ith the rationales often given for community corrections). 

The remainder of this section analyzes those criteria or goals and outlines 

the types of data which were obtained relevant to each. 

l. Protection of the Community: In the United States, execution or life 

imprisonment usually are not acceptable ways to eliminate the possibility 

of repeat crimes. "Rehabilitation" usually is the goal, but this involves 

returning the criminal to society sooner or later. A fundamental assumption 

of community based corrections is that immediate community safety must be 

compromised, to some undefined degree, in exchange for rehabilitation and the 

expected eventual decrease in repeat crimes. Whether the new approach in 

corrections is considered "successful II probably depends, in large part, upon 

the public's perception of the balance between (a) crimes committed by persons 

while in community correction projects, and (b) the extent to which their 

criminal career falls off afterv1ard. This re port includes several relevant 
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measures: new arrests while in a project, the seriousness of the new charges , 

escapes, and revocations . 

2 . Reduction in Future Crimes : The three community correction programs 

for offenders who have been convicted are assessed according to new arrests 

after termination from the program .* 

3. System Impact: If the theories behind community corrections are valid, 

. two long-range effects shou ld begin to show up in society and the justice 

system after some years-all other things be i ng equal. 

a. A reduction in the proportion of repeaters among all those 

arrested or who have participated in community based corrections. 

b. Reduced cos ts for the total corrections package. 

4. Facilitating Goals: Observers may disagree over the re l ative import

ance of the goals listed. But it is clear that some goals can be accompl is hed 

more quickly and easily than others, and that the achi evement of some goals may 

make it easier to achieve still more. The following may be considered goals 

which facilitate the longer-range goals listed above. 

a. Appearance for trial 

b. Re-integration into the community: This report gives information 

about changes on a few variables, such as occupational level, from an offender's 

entry into a program until he completes it. 

c. Use of existing resources: Senate File 482 specified that the 

program guidelines would provide 11 
••• for the maximum utilization of existing 

local rehabilitative resources ... 11 Some very tentative information on this 

*Lega lly, the pre-trial programs are not aimed at 11 correcti ng 11
, s i nee 

defen dants are presumed innocent. But in fact, it is qui te likely th at those 
programs can help push a person toward cri me , or l ead him away from it, whethe r 
or not he is guilty. 
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criterion is obtained by counting the number of "services 11 provided by 11 outside 

resources. 11 

d. Sel ection of orfenders: The s ucces s or failure of any program 

depends largely upon a correct match between the characteristics of the part

icipants and the content of the program. This match is analyzed in Chapter V. 

C. The Research Design and Process 

l. First, a word of caution about the boundaries within which we worked: 

This was not an investigation of whether criminal activity in Iowa is increasing 

or decreasing. This was not a study of the comparative quality of the organi

zation, management, or program content of the numerous i ndi vi dual projects. 

Nor was this research designed to understand the psychodynamic process through 

which project acti vities may affect the behavior of offenders. 

This study was, insteads an initial effort to collect general information 

of potential value in telling about (a) the relative effectiveness of community 

based corrections and incarcerat ion in preventing repeat crimes by the same 

offenders; (b) the degree to which selected offenders can be released to the 

community without endangering the public, and (c) the dimensions of Iowa's 

com unity correcti on projects, the ~haracteristics of offenders in those projects, _ 

and the processes which those offenders undergo. 

2. The Projects and Offenders Studied: A 11 community correction projects 

operating in Iowa in 1974 were included except as noted below. Chapter I 

described the content of the projects, and the Appendix identifies them by 

location and jurisdiction. All persons within those locations and jurisdictions 

who were interviewed as defendants,* who were on probation or parole, or who 

*As the Appe ndix points out, various projects used somewhat different 
criteria as to which types of defendants would be interviewed. 
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were in re sidential corrections, were included ~s subjects. Data collection 

began in uanuary, 1974, and the data processed for this study reflect events 

pr· or to Decemhe r 31 , 1974. Most pro,iects v1ere launch ed at different ti mes 

after t he study began. In a few cases , a pro j ect was beg un so la t e in the 

year that it was not practical to include data from it in most analyses. In 

one or two cases, a project was not able to complete data sheets durinq a 

certain period. 

3. The Data Sheets: Most information for this study has come from four 

separate data sheets containing, altogether, 191 different questions. Re

productions of these sheets are found in the Appendix. One sheet obtained 

information about the offender at the time of arrest and about his release or 

non-felease condition prior to jail. A second data sheet obtained information 

on court outcome for all defendants, and included data on behavior in the 

project for cl ien ts of PTS. Still another s11eet was us ed to gather information 

about the offende r at the time he entered a post- co nviction project. Finally, 

one sheet refl ect ed the offender's behavior while in a post-conviction program . 

Almos t all items on the sheets were answered by writing in numbers, and those 

were key-punched by the research staff in Des Moines. 

4. Data Collection and Analysis: The pre - trial screen ing staffs com

pleted the defendant-characteristic sheets following interviews with the 

potential releasees. The data sheets were not ased as guides for interviews, 

but were completed later from other documents. The PTS staff completed the 

second data sheet after defendants had terminated from PTS. For all other 

pre-trial defendants, information on outcomes in court was obtained from 

court dockets. Project staffs completed the data sheets on characteristics 

of persons in post-conviction programs at the time of entry,* and they co mp leted 

*Persons already in post-convi ction programs or the PTS prog ram wh en data 
collection began are included. 
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the second sheet when the offender was terminated. 

Merrbers of the ~tudy team taught proj ect staff~ how to prepare the data 

sheets, served in a continuing li aison role, and ed i ted all sheets for compli

ance with data processing requirements. 

The data sheets were not tied to a specific computer program at the time 

they were developed. Therefore, the Correctional Evaluation Unit turned to 

the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences(SPSS), a generalized program 

developed outside the state but available at the Iowa State Universit) Computer 

Center. This package contains procedures for descriptive statistics, simple 

frequency distributions, crosstabulations, tests of significance, regression 

and correlation analysis, and factor analysis. 



III--BASIC PROGRAM RESU LTS 

This chapter describes the offenders who entered the various programs and 

gives a variety of basic information about their movement through the criminal 

justice system. The first section compares four pre-trial conditions, and the 

second compares three programs for con victed offenders. 

A. Pre-Trial Conditions 

This section reflects the characteristics and crimi nal justice processing 

of up to 3857 pers ons arrested and interv iev;ed by pre-trial release projects 

during 1914. The four pre-trial conditions analyzed include: pre-trial release 

without supe rvision (PTR), bail rele~se, pre-trial release with services (PTS), 

and detention in jail. The follov-1ing table shows the number and perce ntage 

of cases fa11i ng in each of the conditions under study. The Fifth District 1 s 

programs have been the subject of earlier studies, and about tvJo-thirds of all 

pre-trial subjects are in the Fifth District. Therefore, the data show both 

state-wide and Fifth District figures, with state-wide including those for 

the Fifth. The categories 11 All 11 refer to all offenders in any pre-trial con

dition, bbth statewide and Fifth District, including a small number of cases 

that do not fall under one of the four conditions analyzed. These cases in

clude those first rejected for release by PTR and subsequently either (1) re

leased on recognizance independent of PTR, (2) released to voluntary supervision, 

or (3) referred to another facility. 

STATEWIDE FI FTH- OISTRI CT 
CASES UNDER STUDY 

ALL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL ALL PTR BAIL PTS J,l\IL 

Number 3857 2253 426 506 593 2540 1574 248 280 402 

Percentage 100.0 58.4 11. 0 13. I 15.4 100.0 62.0 9.8 11.0 15.8 

12 
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It should be ~oted that these figures refer to cases rather than individuals. 

An unknown but small number of individuals were counted more than once because 

of r2-ar--es ts . A: so these fi gu,·es f 11 sorH1hc.t shori.. · e:f the actua l nu:.1ber of 

offenders interviewed by pre-trial re lease projects who awa i ted trial in one 

of the conditions under study. 

A number of cases remained non-adjudicated at the cut-off date for data 

process ing . The following tab le shows the number of adjudi cated cases in each 

condition . Any res ults reflecting activity during or after program assignment 

will be based on these cases only. 

STATEW IDE FIFTH DISTRICT 
ADJUDICATED CAS ES 

_ALL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL ALL PTR BAIL PTS JAI L 

Number 3004 1697 296 526 421 1966 1163 174 325 282 

Percentage 100.0 56.5 9.9 17. 5 14. 0 100.0 59.2 8.9 16.5 14. 3 

In a small numbe r of cases an offender 1s pre-tr ia l condition changed during 

the pre-trial period. These cases are counted under the initial pre-trial 

condi tion in the tab le 11 Cases Under Study , 11 and are counted under the sub 

sequent pre-trial condition in the table "Adjudicated Cases. 11 

Whenever data is presented fo r each program under study, the number of 

cases analyzed is gi ven directly unde r the heading for that program. Very 

often the figures fall short of those given above. This is due to missing 

data and responses that were not categorized for purpos es of analysis. 

1. Status at Time of Arrest: There are several ways, none of them de- • 

f·i ni t·ive, to try to find out how much crime results from releasing offenders 

before trial instead of jail ing them. One way is to dete rmine whether newly

arrested offenders are in fact already in the criminal justice system. 
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STAT EvJIDE FIFTH DISTRICT 

STATUS AT TIME OF ARREST ALL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL ALL PTR BAI L PTS JAIL 

3817 2241 419 496 582 2505 1565 241 271 392 .,.__ -·-• -- --- .. - -- ------ ____, 

% Not In Justice System 87.6 93.9 86.4 84 . l 68.5 87.8 94.0 87. 1 81.2 67.9 

% Wanted For Previous Offense 1. 4 1. 7 1.0 1.0 1. 5 2. l 2.4 1. 3 1. 8 l. 8 

% Awaiting Trial 4.6 2.0 6.4 7.7 10.7 4.4 1. 9 6.6 10.0 9.7 

% Serving Earlier Sentence 5.4 2.0 4.8 5.6 16.7 4.7 1. 3 4.2 5.5 17 .6 

% Other 1.0 0.4 1 .4 1.6 2.6 1.0 0.4 0.8 1.5 

Those detained in jail before trial were most likely to have been i n the 

criminal justice system at the time of arrest,HS* an d those released to PTR 

were least likely to be in the system already.HS 

2. Cri mes Alleged: These tables shov,, for ea ch pre-trial condition, 

3.0 

the type and seriousness of the most serious charge filed at the ti~€ of arrest. 

STATE\>JIDE FIFTH DISTRICT 
SERIOUSNESS AND TYPE OF CHARGE 

ALL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL ALL PTR BAIL PTS 

3857 2253 426 506 593 2540 1574 248 280 

% Misdemeanor 27.4 32.8 35.9 3.4 20.9 23.0 25.9 27.8 3.2 

% Indictable Misdemeanor . 28.2 31.6 28.6 26 . 5 18. 4 28.5 32.1 31.0 21.4 

% Felony 44.4 35.6 35.5 70.2 60.7 48.5 42.0 41. 2 75.4 

*The superscript HS means that the difference just r eported is highly 
statistically significant (a significan ce level of .01 or less). The super
script S means that the difference just reported i s statisticarly signifi can t 
(a si gnificance level between .05 and .01). Unless noted otherwise, statements 
of significance are based on s tatewide figures . 

J/-\IL 

402 

22.4 

19.2 

58.4 

I 
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STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT 
SERIOUSNESS -AND TYPE OF CHARGE 

(CONTINUED) ALL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL ALL PTR BAIL PTS 

3857 2253 426 506 593 2540 1574 248 280 

% Against Persons (Non-Sex ) 11.4 l O. 1 9.6 13.6 15.0 12.5 10.7 11.3 ·1s. 2 

% Against Persons (Sex) 1.0 0.7 0.5 1.8 1. 9 1.0 0.7 0.4 2. l 

% Against Pub. Health/Peace/Sfty 27.5 29.7 32.2 21. l 21.8 24.3 25.9 27.9 17. 5 

% Against Public Justice/Auth. 2.5 2.7 3. l 1.4 2.5 2.5 2.5 3.2 1.8 

% Against Publi c Morals 1.5 1. 3 2. 1 1.6 1. 3 1.8 1. 7 2.4 1.8 

% Against Property 36.3 32.8 31. 9 43. l 47.0 40.8 38.7 39.l 45.7 

% Against Children 1. 7 1.4 2.8 1.8 1.5 1. 5 1.7 1.2 1. l 

% Motor Vehicle Offences 17. 5 20.5 17 .8 14.8 8.8 l 5·. 1 17 .4 14."5 11. l 

% Mi see 11 aneous 0.6 0.8 0.0 0.8 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.:() 0.4 

Those released to PTS were initially ch arged with fewer misdemeanors than 

those in any of the other 3 conditions,HS and were initially charged with 

more indictable misdemeanors than those detained in jail .HS Those in PTS/ 

jail were initially charged with more felonies,HS and crimes against persons 

or property (including violent crimes)HS, than those in PTR/bail. Those in 

PTR/bail in turn were initially charged with more crimes against "public health, 

peace , or safety (mostly drug offenses), "HS and more crimes involving motor 

vehicles (-mostly OMVUI),HS ·than those in the other two conditions. 

3. Profiles of Offenders: The personal characteristics, socioeconomic 

situat ions, and criminal histories of the offenders are basic to an under

standing of the data presented in this report. Analysis of the following 

tables is deferred to Chapter V, where the selection of offenders into differ

ent conditions is discussed at length. 

JAIL 

402 

15.4 

1.9 

20.7 

1. 7 

1.2 

48.4 

1.2 

9.5 

0.0 
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STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRI CT 
PERSONAL DATA 

ALL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL ALL PTR BAI L PTS JAIL 

Sex 3857 225 3 426 506 593 12540 157,t 248 280 •Wt. 

% Male 85.0 82.6 87.1 87.7 90.4 83. 4 80. 9 86. 3 87. 5 89. 3 

% Fema le 15 .0 17 .4 12.9 12.3 9.6 16.6 19. 1 13.7 12 . 5 10. 7 

Race 3857 225 3 426 506 593 2540 1574 248 280 402 

% White 82. 8 85.9 87.6 73.7 76.2 80.8 83.7 87.5 65.7 75.9 

% Black 14. 6 11.8 9.4 23.9 19. 5 16.9 14.5 8. 5 31.4 20. 9 

% Other 2.6 2.3 3.0 2.4 4.3 2. 3 l.8 4.0 2.9 3. 2 

Age 3823 2239 416 505 585 2516 1566 241 280 394 

% 0 -- 17 1.4 l.5 0.7 2. 2 l.O 1.0 0.5 0.4 3.9 1.2 

% 18 - 25 61.1 59.9 59.9 65.9 62.9 61.0 61.5 58.8 61.4 61.2 

% 26 - 41 25.3 24.3 27.6 24. l 28.0 25.8 24.3 29.2 25.7 29. 3 

% Over 41 12.2 14.3 11.8 7.8 8.0 12. 2 13. 7 11.6 8. 9 8. 3 
,. 

Median 22.3 22.2 22.9 21.5 22.4 22.l 21.9 23.8 21. 8 22 .6 
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STATEW IDE FIFTH DIST RI CT 
CRIMINAL HISTORY 

ALL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL ALL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL 

Prior Ar res ts 3285 1951 341 391 534 2228 1424 207 194 370 

33 . 11 42 . 2' 26 . 7' iO . 7 33.i' ' 42 .1 ' % 0 D . 7 29.S ~, 0 14.2 ! Lt • .., 
i 

% 1 21. l 23.0 19 .4 21. 7 16. 5 19. 8 21. 7 16. 4 i 5.5 17 .o 

% 2 Or More 45.8 34.8 53.9 57 .6 69.8 46.5 36.2 54.1 69.6 68.7 

Prior Convictions 3697 2185 394 482 564 2476 1560 233 264 385 

% 0 52.8 62.3 41. 9 43.8 33.0 53.2 62.8 42. l 38.6 31.9 

% l 20.9 19.3 23.6 21.4 24.6 21. 3 19.0 24.9 22.3 27.5 

% 2 Or More 26.3 18.4 34.5 34.8 42.4 25.5 18. 2 33.0 39. l 40.6 

Prior Jail Terms 3756 2224 404 487 566 2474 1559 233 265 382 

% 0 85.2 91. 1 79 .7 79.3 71. 9 86.4 92.8 78.5 75.1 73.8 

% l 9.3 6.3 11.4 12.7 16.4 8.7 5.3 12. 4 14.7 1.5. 9 

% 2 Or More 5.5 2.6 8.9 8.0 11. 7 4.9 1. 9 9. 1 10. 2 10. 3 

Prior Prison Terms 3774 2229 407 490 571 2476 1559 234 265 383 

% 0 90.6 95.5 89.9 85.7 77. l 90.0 95.4 88.0 80.0 77 .3 

% 1 6.5 3.8 6.6 9. 4 14.4 7.0 3.8 18. 5 12.8 14.6 

% 2 er More 2.9 0.7 3.5 4.9 8.5 3.0 0.8 3.5 7.2 8.1 

Prior Prob. Terms 3762 2223 406 487 568 2469 1557 234 261 381 

% 0 76.0 84.6 71.2 66 .1 56 .0 79.3 87.8 70 .5 64.4 59.3 

% 1 20.8 13.9 23.4 27.9 38.7 19. 2 11.2 26.5 31.4 38.6 

% 2 Or More 3.2 1.5 5.4 6.0 5.3 ,. 5 1.0 3.0 4.2 2. 1 
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STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT 
DRUG AND ALCOHOL ABUSE 

ALL PTR BAIL PTS JA IL AL L PTR BAIL PTS JAIL. _. ___ 
- - -

' Drug/ Jl.1coho l Conne ction W/Case 3809 2237 422 493 579 2522 1564 245 
I 

278 39S 

% No Connection 61.8 59.3 60.9 61. l 71.8 66. l 64. l 64. 1 67.6 74.7 

% Using At Time Of Arrest 4.0 3.4 4.5 4. 1 5.4 3-.4 2.9 3.7 4.0 4.0 

% Related Criminal Charge 33.9 37.2 34.4 33.9 22.3 30.2 32 .8 32.2 27.3 21. l 

% Other Connection 0.3 0. 1 0.2 0.9 0.5 0.3 0~2 0.0 1.1 0.2 

Type of Connection W/Case 3819 2236 421 499 585 2515 1564 244 275 397 

% None 62.8 60.0 61.8 62.9 73.5 67. 1 64.7 65.6 69.0 76.0 

% Alcohol 22.7 25.4 24.7 19.4 14.2 16.9 18.4 18. 1 16. 4 10.6 

~~ Marijuana, Hashish, Etc. 12.7 13 . 4 11. 9 13. 6 9.7 13. 8 15.3 14.3 9.8 10.6 

% Amphet./Barb./Tranq., Etc. 0.9 0.8 0.5 1.6 0.7 1.0 1.0 0.4 1.5 0.8 

% Hallucinogens 0. l 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 1.5 0.0 

% Heroin, Morphine, Coe., Etc. 0.8 0.4 l. l 1. 7 1. 7 1.0 0.6 1.6 1.8 2.0 

Known Hist. of Drug/Alcohol Abuse 3802 2234 411 498 582 2509 1565 238 276 395 

% No Known History 81.0 86.2 78.3 68.3 74.9 84.3 88.8 81. 5 70.0 78.9 

% Known History 19.0 13. 8 21. 7 31.7 25.l 15.7 11. 2 18. 5 30.0 21. l 

Type Of Drug Abused 3835 2249 420 502 586 2526 1573 243 276 398 

% None 80.6 84.9 79.3 68.7 75.9 84.2 88. l 82.3 71.4 79.6 

% Alcohol 13. 7 11.8 13. 8 19.3 15.2 9.7 7.6 9.5 15. 6 13. l 

% Marijuana , Hashish, Etc. 4.0 2.8 6.0 8.4 3.·9 4.4 3.5 7.0 8.7 3.5 

% Amphet./Barb./Tranq., Etc. 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.7 0.0 

% Hallucinogens 0.2 0. l 0.0 0.6 0.3 0:3 0.2 0.0 1.1 0.3 

% Heroin, Morphine, Coe., Etc. 1.1 l. l 0.7 2.2 4.2 1. 1 0.2 1.2 2.5 3.5 
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STATEW IDE FIFTH DISTRICT J EMPLOYMENT AND INCOME ·----- -- - ·--- -·--- ---r--- ---

AL L PTR BAIL PTS JAIL ALL IPTR BAI L PTS JAIL I 
·-

Employment Status 3792 2221 411 502 580 2492 1550 236 278 392 

% Employed Full-Time 54;4 63.6 51. 3 40.6 35.7 54.8 63.2 47.8 39.9 37 . .8 

% Employed Part-Time 7. 1 6.7 8.5 8.0 7. l 6. 1 5.8 6.8 4.7 8.2 

% Unemp1oyed 37.3 28.5 39.2 49.6 55.9 37.6 29.6 44. l 52.9 52.6 

% Unemployable ,. 2 1. 2 1.0 1.8 l. 3 1.5 1.4 ,. 3 2.5 1.5 

Occupational Level 3766 2213 408 494 574 2471 1545 233 271 386 

% None 17. 8 15. 7 -16.4 17 .4 26.3 17.5 15.3 18. 5 18.5 24.3 
\ 

% Unskilled 30.7 23.9 35.1 41. 7 43.4 33.0 24.9 39. l 50.6 49:6 

% Semi-Skilled 24.8 27.2 23.6 25.3 17. 4 25.3 28.9 23.5 20.7 16.0 

% Clerical/Sales 5.0 5.8 4.9 2.6 3.9 5.6 6.8 5.6 1.8 3.6 

% Trades 17. 0 21. 5 15.4 9.7 7.3 13. 1 17.3 8.2 5.5 4.4 

% Managerial/Proprietary 2.9 3.8 2.9 l. 7 1.2 3.8 4.7 3.0 2.5 1.8 

% Professional 1.8 2. 1 1.7 1. 6 0.5 1. 7 2. 1 2. l 0.4 0.3 

Primary Income Source 3577 2178 382 453 496 2335 1517 216 239 331 

% Own Employment 61.0 66.8 60.5 50.5 47.9 51.4 66.5 56.0 49.0 52.3 

% Spouse Or Family 18.9 19.5 14.7 18. 1 18. 8 118. 0 18.4- 16.2 18.4 16.3 

% Public Assist./Income Trans. 8.9 7.6 9.9 12.8 10.2 8.0 7.6 9.7 10 .4 7.3 

% Savings/Inher./Invest. 9. 1 5.4 12.3 14. 6 17. 7 10.7 6.7 16.2 18.0 19.6 

% Criminal Activity 0.6 0. l 0.8 0.7 2.4 0.6 0.2 0.5 ,. 3 1.8 

% Other Individual 1.4 0.5 1.8 3. 1 2.8 1. 2 0.5 1.4 2.9 2.7 

% None 0. 1 0. l 0.0 0.2 0.2 0. 1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 
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STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT 
FAMILY AND RES I DENCE 

PTS I_J_8. !l_, AL L PTR BAIL PTS cJAIL ALL PTR BAIL ---- ·-- -

Marital Status 3857 2253 426 506 593 2518 15 71 241 277 393 

% Single (Never Married) 49.9 47.6 45.7 56. l 56.4 48.5 47.7 41.9 50.6 54 . 2 

% Married 26. l 31.5 24.4 18. 9 12.9 26 . .7 31. 1 26.6 21. 7 13. 0 

% Separated 7.2 6.4 8.4 6.2 9.8 7. l 6.4 7.9 6. 1 9.4 

% Divorced 13. 7 12. 2 16.5 14.7 17. 3 14.7 12.4 19.5 17. 3 19.6 

% Widowed 1. 9 1.8 3.3 2.2 1.4 l. 9 l. 7 3.3 1.8 l.5 

% Common-Law 1. 2 0.5 1. 7 1. 9 2.2 1.1 0.7 0.8 2.5 2.3 

Living Arrangements 3577 2153 391 · 447 515 2360 1512 227 243 346 

% Living -Al one 17.3 12 .8 22.0 20. 1 29.1 15.9 12.2 18. 5 20.2 27.8 

% Living With Spouse 27.3 32.2 24.3 20.6 15. 0 27.9 31.9 25.6 23.0 15.3 

% Living With Child(ren) 5.0 6.4 4. l 2.5 2.5 5.6 7. l 4.0 2.9 2.3 

% Living With Parent(s) 28.3 30. l 24.7 28.0 25.2 28.3 29.5 24.6 29.2 26.0 

% Living With Friend(s) 22. l 18.5 24.9 28.8 28 . 2 22.3 19.3 27.3 24.7 28.6 

Legal Dependents 3805 2238 414 498 576 2496 1562 238 272 388 

% 0 62.3 57.7 63.5 68.5 73.3 62.8 59.6 65.5 65. l 72.4 

% 1 13. 8 14.9 15.5 12.7 9.5 13.5 14. 1 15.5 14.7 9.3 

% 2 Or More 23.9 27.4 21.0 18.8 17. 2 23.7 26.3 19.0 20.2 18. 3 
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STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT 
EDUCATION 

ALL PTR BAIL PTS J/.\IL ALL PTR . BAIL PTS JAIL 
- -- ·---- ~- --

Student Status 3825 2248 414 501 583 2513 1572 237 275 393 

% Not A Student 90.6 87. 8 95.4 92.0 96. l 91. 7 89.6 94.5 93.8 96.4 

% Full-Ti me Student 8.3 10. 9 4.3 6.4 3.6 7.4 9.5 5. l 4.4 3. l 

% Part-Time Student l. l l. 3 0.3 1.6 0.3 0.9 0.9 0.4 1.8 0.5 

Years School Comp leted 3772 2217 405 496 576 2482 1555 233 271 388 

% 0 - 9 15.6 13. 3 ·17 .8 19.3 20.5 14. 7 12.4 ]4.2 21.0 21.6 

% 10 - 11 30.8 28.5 29.9 34.3 36.3 32.7 31.0 32.6 36.5 36.9 

% 12 37.8 40 .5 B6.5 34.9 30.9 37. l 39.9 35:·9 33.2 29.6 

% 13 Or More 15.8 17. 7 15.8 11.5 12. 3 15.5 16.7 16. :3 9.3 11.9 

Diplomas And Degrees 3814 2241 411 501 582 2510 1568 237 276 393 

% None 41. 3 38.0 43.3 46. l 47.8 41.0 38.0 40.5 47.8 47.6 
.. 

% GEO 7.0 5.5 6.3 l 0.2 10.8 8.0 6. l 8.0 12.0 12. 7 

% High School 47.4 51.5 46.0 40.5 39.5 48.2 52.3 49.4 38.4 38.7 

% Special Trade Or AA 1. 9 2. l 2.9 1.0 1.4 0.8 0.8 0.4 1. l 0.5 

% BA/BS Or Higher 2.4 2.9 1.5 2.2 0.5 2.0 2.8 l. 7 0.7 0.5 
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4. Appearance in Court: This table shows the proportion of offenders 

in the three release conditions who failed to appear for at least one scheduled 

court date . The category "All" refers to all offenders not detai ne d in jai l. 

STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT 
APPEARANCE IN COURT 

ALL PTR BAIL PTS ALL PTR BAIL PTS 

2564 1686 293 524 1671 1153 172 324 

# Failing To Appear 82 37 30 13 42 18 12 9 

% Failing To Appear 3.2 2.2 10.2 2.5 2.5 1.6 7.0 2.8 

The results show that offenders out on bail were less likely to appear 

than offenders released to PTR or PTS.HS 

5. Court Outcomes: Proponents of community corrections have hypothesized 

thit if an offender is released before trial, he will be able to help prepare . 
his legal defense and will appear in court as a functioning citizen rather than 

a jail inmate, and that therefore, he will be more likely to be found innocent. 

They also hypothesize that release before trial offers an opportunity to demon

strate to the court that one is not a danger to the community, so that courts 

will be inclined to place a releasee on probation or in residential corrections 

after conviction. 

It would seem important, then, to examine rates of conviction and incar

ceration for the four pre-trial conditions, with the thought that perhaps the 

less restricted the pre-trial condition the lower the rates of conviction 

and incarceration for that condition. The NCCD report referenced earlier 

found significant differences in rates of incarceration, but only slight 

differences in rates of conviction. The following table presents data on 

these factors for the current study. 
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RATES OF CONVICTION STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT 

AND INCARCERATION ALL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL ALL PTR BAIL PTS 

Con vi cti 0 ,1 3004 1697 296 526 I 421 1966 1163 174 325 

# Convic ted 2007 1164 197 339 262 1286 /68 11 2 206 

% Convicted 66.8 68.6 66.6 64.4 62.2 65.4 66.0 64.4 63.4 

Incarceration 2004 1164 197 339 262 1286 768 112 206 

# Incarcerated 226 42 27 65 88 161 29 14 54 

% Incarcerated 11. 3 3.6 13. 7 19. 2 33.6 12.5 3.8 12.5 26.2 

The results cast some doubt on the first hypothesis mentioned above, in 

that offenders released to PTR were more likely to be convicted than those in 

jail.HS The data are consistent, however, with the second hypothesis. Those 

detained in jail had a higher rate of incarceration than those released to 

PTR,HS bail,HS or PTS.HS In turn, those in bail/PTS had a higher rate of in

carceration than those in PTR.HS 

6. Elapsed Time, Arrest To Adjudication: Any comparisons among the 

four pre-trial conditions must take into account the substantially longer time 

spent in PTS than in the three alternatives.HS This difference may result 

from a feeling on the part of justice system personnel and attornies that 

offenders in PTS are under supervision and that bringing those in the other 

conditions to an early trial warrants a higher priority. Note that the off

enders in the Fifth District waited longer in all conditions, especially in 

PTS. We do not know whether the Fifth District, which has operated PTS much 

longer than any other jurisdiction, has found that a longer period is best, 

whether the criminal justice system in the Fifth District generally ooerate~ 

more slowly, or whether sorre other factor is at work. 

JAIL 

282 
I 

l 86 

65.9 

186 

61 

32.8 
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~ " 

TIME (DAYS) FROM STATEl·lIDE FIFTH DISTR ICT 
ARl-{EST TO 

AOj UOI CATION PTR BAIL PTS JAIL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL 

1647 "'" .. 52( 42. 11 · 3 174 335 282 r _:'O I 

I 
! 

% 0 - 15 28.6 32 . l 11 .6 39.2 20.3 19.0 4.6 30. 5 

I % 16 - 30 16.6 14.5 12.6 13. 1 14.4 14.3 7.7 15. 2 

% 31 - 60 23.5 28.4 
I 

26.2 19. 9 27. 1 34. 5 24.6 22.3 

% 61 - 90 17 .4 13. 5 22 . 7 15. 4 21. 3 16. 7 27.4 19.2 

% Over 90 13. 9 11. 5 27 .9 12.2 15. 9 15.5 25.7 12.8 

Mean 50.3 45.7 84.4 42.7 58. l 57. 1 105.7 46.3 

Std. Deviation • 49.7 51.8 94.8 49.3 52.6 58.4 111.4 47.0 

B. Programs For Convicted Offenders 

This section provides data on the characteristics of those subjects vJho 

were studied afte r conviction, their status in the criminal justice system upon 

entry and exit from communi ty correction programs, and re-arr ests after ter m

ination from the program . . Entry data cover virtually all offenders in the 

conditions unde r study whose cas es we re active in 1974. Tables which give 

exit or follovJ-up data reflect only t hose cases which were closed during l974. 

Data is presented on three types of programs for convicted offenders, 

namely probation (both state-operated and court services operated), parole, 

and men's residential corrections (Fort Des Moines). State probation is 

administered by the Bureau of Community Based Corrections and data on this 

program is presented under the heading BCBC. Court Services projects are 

operating probation programs in the First, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth and Seventh 

Judicial Districts. Data in these components of probatipn appear under the 

heading CCS. The column headed 5-DCS gives information on only the Fifth 

Judicial Distr ict Department of Court Service's probation component, which 

is included in the figures under CCS. Data on all probation compo nents, state-
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wide, is given under the hea ding 11 All 11
• The co lumn headed Ft.OM contains 

data on the men's resident ial cor rections program at Fort Des Mo ines. Due to 

insufficient data, results are not presented for the women ' s residential 

corrections program in Des Moi nes. 

The foll owi ng table shows, for each program under study, the total number 

of offenders for which data is presented (both open and closed cases), and 

the numbe r of offenders under study who were terminated from their assigned 

program during the year (closed cases). There are a few cases of offenders 

assigned to both 5-0CS probation and residential corrections. 

PROBATION 
CASES UNDER STUDY PAROLE FT. OM 

ALL BCBC ccs 5-0CS 

Total Number 948 240 4747 2774 1973 1167 

Number Terminated 374 178 1504 824 680 432 

Very often t he number of cases analyzed for a particular program will 

fall short of the figu res given above. This is due to missing data and re

sponses that were not categorized for purposes of analysis. Statistical 

statements of significance referring to probation will concern the total pro

bation pQ pula tion unless noted otherwise. 

1. Status Just Before Entry: The table below indicates status in the 

criminal justice system immediately prior to program assignment. There are 

several obvio us differences in entry status between those in BCBC probation 

and those on CCS probation. In sum, those assigned to the newer Court Services 

components after conviction were more likely to have been in the non-traditional, 

"community 11 programs of PTR or PTS prior to conviction.HS 
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PROBATION 
STATUS JUST BEFORE ENTRY 

PAROLE FT. DM ALL BCBC ccs 5-DCS 

948 240 4747 2774 1973 1167 

% Awaiting Trail -- ROR* 0. 1 10.4 23.5 27.5 17. 9 7.0 

% Awaiting Tri al -- Bail 0. 1 8.3 32.7 38.9 24.0 22. l 

% Awaiting Trial -- PTR 0.0 7.9 12.4 2.2 26.8 39. 1 

% Awaiting Trial -- PTS 0.0 6.3 4.9 1.2 10. 2 . 12.5 

% Awaiting Trial -- Jail 0.2 27.5 6. 1 7.1 4.6 4.5 

% Serving Sentence -- Jail 0.2 29.6 1.8 1.5 2.2 0.3 

% Correcti ona 1 Program 98.6 13.3 14. 5 18. 7 8.6 6.9 

% Mental Institution 0.4 0.4 0.9 1.1 0.7 0.3 

% Medical Facility 0.4 1. 3 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.5 

% Other 0.0 0.0 2.7 1.3 4.6 6.9 

In regards t o residential corrections at Fort Des Moines, it appea rs that 

either the program is perceived as being able to handle a wide variety of clien ts 

equally well, or the courts have no consistent criteria for releasing and sent

encing offenders. Fifty-two per cent entered Fort Des Moines directly from 

jail, but 26.6 per cent entered Fort Des Moines directly from ROR, PTR, or bail, 

which are conditions involving no supervision at all. 

When all probationers are compared to Fort Des Moines, we find that pro-
' 

bation includes a higher proportion of offenders who were released without 

HS h. l F t D M . t k . h . h t. supervis~on prior to trial, w 1 e or es 01nes a es 1n a 1g er propor ,on 

of those who were incarcerated or supervised before the trial.HS 

* 11 ROR 11 denotes the tr aditional release- on-own- recognizance. There is 
little or no practical difference betwee n this condition and PTR, except that 
th os e on ROR often have been interviewed, rejected, and subsequently released 
by a judge. 
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Since t hese figures reflect the entry of offenders throughout the state 

from 1972 or earlier, throu gh 1974, the tota ls mask out the probab le ch ange s 

which have been occurring. I.e., as the nL~ber of rTP and PTS projects expanded 

during 1974, it is likely that the use of ROR, ba il, and perhaps jail dimini shed 

Jroportionately. While we did not specifica lly compare the relative use of 

these conditions at the beginning and end of 1974, the data do show, as noted 

above, that CCS probation components--usual ly located where PTR or PTS also 

exist--show a higher proportion of persons enteri ng probation after PTR or PTS 

and a lower proportion entering after ROR or bail. 

2. Crimes For Which Sentenced: The following table shows the seriousness 

and type of the most serious sentencing offense for all offenders. 

SERIOUSNESS AND TYPE PROBATION 

OF SENTENCING OFFENSES PAROLE ' FT. OM ALL BCBC ccs 5-DCS 

948 236 4745 2772 1973 1167 

% Misdemeanor 0.4 5.5 2.8 1.5 4.6 1.9 

% Indictable Misdemeanor 2.6 21.2 25.9 17. 4 37.9 33.6 

% Felony 97.0 73.3 71.3 81.1 57.5 64.5 

% Against Persons (Non-Sex) 16. 5 13.6 5.9 5.5 6.5 6.8 

% Against Persons (Sex) 3.3 0.0 0.9 1.4 0.2 0.2 

% Against Public Health/Peace/Sfty 12.7 16. l 23.1 19.0 28.9 31.4 

% Against Public Justice/Authority 3.6 13. l 1.6 1.6 1. 5 1. 3 

% Against Public Morals 1. 1 0.0 1.4 0.7 2. 3 3. 1 

% Against Property 59.2 50.8 51. 3 58.5 41.2 44.2 

% Against Children 0.7 0.4 1. 1 1.2 1.0 0.8 

% Motor Vehicle Offenses 1.6 4.7 13. 0 9.6 17.8 11.8 

% Mi see 11 aneous 1. 3 1. 3 1. 7 2.5 0.6 0.5 
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Among probati one rs, those in the BCB C compone nt were more of ten conv icted 

of feloni es,HS and cri mes aga i ns t proper ty ,HS vJhile those i n the CCS compone nt 

were mo re often convicted of cri mes against public health, peace or safety 

{ ) HS , O' ) HS me, tly drug offe nses , and ilio ~o r vehicle offenses \mostly 1/iVUI . Those 

assigned to parole and those assigned to Fort Des Moines were more often convicted 

of cri mes against persons than those on probati on,HS whi le those on probation 

were mo re often convicted ·of crimes against public health, peace or safety,HS 

and mot0r veh icle offenses.HS 

This information permits compl eti on of a picture begun in Section A-1. 

If a person is already in the cri minal justice system when arrested, he is 

more li ke ly to awa it trial in jail or PTS than in an unsupervised condition. 

\.Jhether in the justice system already or not, the more "serious" his crime, 

the greater the chance that the offender will await trial in jail or PTS. Also, 

as will be poi nted out in Chapter V, offenders with the better records and more 

fav orable socioeconomic situations -tend to be placed in the more lenient con

ditions prior to t r ial. 

Those who await trial in jail or under supervision are more likely to be 

sent to prison if convi cted than those who await trial on bail or PTR. 

Conviction for a crime against persons or property is more likely to be 

followed by prison than conviction for any other crime. (If we assume that 

the sentencing offenses of the parolees we studied reflect the sentencing 

offenses of those sent to prison, then a higher proportion of crimes against 

persons are represented in prison than in any other programs; 5 and a higher 

proportion of crimes against property are represented in prison than in any 

other program except BCBC probation. S) 

The data appear to illustrate a cycle. If a person's offenses are serious 

enough, or his "community ties" have been \'Jeakened enough, or he has been placed 
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unde1 s upervi si on, or if he has been incarcerated once ... then any future i nvo 1 ve

ment in the criminal justice system is highly li kely to result in accelerated 

movement in the same directions . It was beyond the scope of this s t udy to in

vestigate wheth er the deepening cycle results from realistic effor ts to protect 

society from certain indivi dua ls who normally grow more confirmed in their 

criminality over time, or whether the cycle itself produces increased criminality. 

3. Profil es of Convicted Offenders: As noted earlier, no realistic 

comparisons among programs can be made without taking into account the fact 

that people with different characteristics and backgrounds tend to be assigned 

to different programs·. The following tables show the personal characteristics, 

criminal histories, and socio-economic situations of all offenders under study. 

A detailed statistical analysis of the differences in profiles betv✓een programs 

is included in Chapter V. 

PROBATION 
PERSONAL DATA 

PAROLE FT. OM ALL BCBC ccs 5-0CS 

Sex 948 240 4746 2773 1973 1166 

% Male 93.2 100.0 86.3 87.3 84.9 83.2 

% Female 6.8 0.0 13. 7 12.7 15. l 16.8 

Race 948 240 4730 2767 1963 11 60 

% White 79.6 78.7 89.0 91.9 84.8 84. 7 

% Black 17. 6 20.0 9. 1 5.6 14. 3 14.3 

% Other 2.8 l. 3 1.9 2.5 1. l l.O 

Age 948 240 4730 2767 1963 1159 

% 0 .,. 17 0.0 3.6 0.8 0.7 0.8 1.1 

% 18 - 25 47.2 68.7 67.0 68.2 65.4 66.6 

% 26 - 41 . 40.7 23.4 22.6 22.8 23.2 23.3 

% Over 41 12. l 4.3 9.6 8. 3 10.6 9.0 

Median 25.4 21.6 21.6 21. 5 21. 9 21.4 
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PROB.A.TI ON 
CRIMINAL HISTORY 

PAROLE FT . OM . ALL BCBC ccs 5- DCS 

Prior Arrests 856 238 4311 2653 1658 981 

% 0 14. l 17.7 41.8 43. l 39.7 36.l 

% 1 10. 3 17. 6 16.7 14.9 19. 6 23.5 

% 2 Or More 75.6 64.7 41.4 42.0 40.7 41.4 

Prior Convictions 880 237 4454 2665 1789 1093 

% 0 30.3 41.4 63.4 63.5 63.2 64.0 

% l 18. l 27.0 15 .4 14.6 16. 7 17. l 

% 2 Or More 51. 6- 26.6 21.2 21.9 20. l 18. 9 

Prior Jail Terms 821 236 4433 2634 1799 1104 

% 0 63.4 75.8 84.9 84.4 85.6 86. l 

% l 20.0 14.4 8.5 9.4 7.2 7.5 

% 2 Or More 16.6 9.8 6.6 6.2 7.2 6.4 
..-

Prior Prison Terms 910 240 4543 2680 1863 1109 

% 0 54.6 87.0 93.9 93. l 95.1 94.6 

% l 24.5 7.9 4.2 4.6 3.5 3.7 

% 2 Or More 20.9 5. l 1.9 2.3 1.4 .l. 7 

Prior Prob. Terms 859 237 4472 2666 1806 1105 

% 0 51.8 54.9 80.5 79.5 81.i 81.5 

% 1 38.3 35.8 15.8 16. 7 14.3 16~2 

% 2 Or More 9.9 9.3 3.7 3.8 3.8 2.3 
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DRUG OR AL COHOL CONN ECTION I I PROBATION 
I j : : 

,,1, ·1- -1• H (,',',.,:, ,,,,,-.... , [ II,~ [ 1 :~'J') '.:' ~ l> r ' ' .•tr,... r i c... ' :., .... . )·(~~ I 
,___ _ __ • -~"" ____ -_' ____ t ______ __ _ _____ \ ,, . , .... .__ __ ' . .. _ ~ ' J_ ,..,_1.._ ...... __ ._ .....,~_v j __ ~-...,....,J_I __ .., _ _ :_-- -1 

Type of Connection 

% No Connection 

% Using At Time Of Arres t 

% Related Crimi na l Charge 

% Other Conpection 

Type of Drug Involved 

% None 

% Alcohol 

% Marijuana, Hashish, Etc . 

% Ampl1et./Barb./Tra.nq . , Etc. 

% Ha111Jcinogens 

% Heroin, Morphine, Cocaine, Etc. 

872 

44.5 

41.4 

10.4 

3.7 

776 

46.9 

31. 3 

6. 1 

4.6 

2.4 

8.7 

237 

65.9 

16.0 

16 .0 

2. 1 

238 

66.9 

15. l 

12.6 

l. 2 

0.0 

4.2 

463 i 

46 .9 

25.4 

26. l 

1. 6 

4734 

46.6 

29.6 

17. 5 

3. 4 

l. l 

1.8 

2696 

48 .6 

30.2 

19.6 

l.6 

2806 

47 .6 

31.2 

14.4 

4. 1 

1.2 

l. 5 

1935 

44 .5 

18. 6 

35.2 

1. 7 

1928 

45 . l 

27.2 

21.9 

2.5 

l.0 

2.3 

1147 i 

47.8 

15. 2 

35. 3 

l. 7 

1142 

48.0 

21.8 

24. 0 

3.0 

0.8 

2. 4 
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KNOWN HISTORY OF DRUG PROBATION 

OR ALCOH_OL ABUSE PAROLE FT. OM ALL BCBC ccs 5-DCS 
- · -- --

A1coho1 880 235 4492 2614 "1878 1102 

% Known H·istory Of 51.4 36.4 36.6 38 .4 34 .2 27 .0 

% Current Regular Use 12.0 l 0. 6 10. 9 9.5 12.9 11. 7 

Marijuana, Hashish, Etc. 774 234 4372 2496 1876 1110 

% Known History Of 38.4 · 23.4 25.8 23.4 28.9 45 .8 

% Current Regular Use 2.3 6.0 3.8 2.0 6.3 7.6 

Amphetamines/Barb. /Tranq . , Etc. 769 23F. 4307 2445 1862 1109 
-

% Known History Of 20.3 20.8 10.7 10.9 10. 5 16.8 

% Current Regular Use 0.4 ,. 7 0.8 0.2 1.5 1.9 

Hallucinogens 774 232 4282 2434 1848 1111 

% Known His tory Of 15.2 13. 4 7.0 7.0 
I 

7.l 13.2 

% Current Regular Use 0.2 0.4 0. 1 O. l 0.2 0.3 

Heroin~ Morphi ne, Cocaine, Etc. 711 235 4293 2435 1858 1109 

% Known Histo ry Of 8.7 12.3 4. l 3. 1 5.3 8.6 

% Current Regular Use 1.0 1. 7 0.4 0.2 0.6 0.9 
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PROBATTn"4 
EMPLOY~FNT AND INCOME 

i :J1~.hO; .. c. i t·'. I"\', :;[ l l r,c,:JC c~: I - ' 
• I • l, -~- - I t I ~ 

-------7 
Employment Status 939 239 4654 2723 1931 1151 I 

% Employed .Full-Time 75.4 38. 1 58. 5 58.3 58.6 60.5 

% Employed Pa-rt-Time 4.8 2.5 7.4 7. 6 7.2 6.9 

% Unemployed 18. 8 58.5 33.0 33.0 33. l 31.6 

% Unemployable 1.0 0.9 1. l l. 1 1. 1 l.O 
-

Oc~upational Level 944 240 4663 2735 1928 1126 

% None 6.4 20.9 17. 0 17. 3 16. 5 12.4 

% Uns ki 11 ed 38. i 37.9 38.8 38.9 38.7 38.7 

% Semi-St< illed 34.4 24. l 26.0 27.6 23.7 26.4 

% Cleri cal /Sales 2.8 0.4 3. 1 2.6 3.7 4.7 

% Skilled 17 .4 15 . 0 12 .0 11. 3 12. 9 13. 7 

% Managerial / Proprietary 0.6 1. 3 1.8 l. 3 2.6 2.7 

% Profess i ona 1 0.3 0.4 1.3 1.0 1.9 1. 4 

Primary Income Source 919 202 4572 2689 1883 11 21 

% Own Employment 80.0 47.0 63.7 64.2 62.9 63.6 

% Spouse Or Family 6.8 29.7 17.8 18.3 17. 2 17. 6 

% Public Assist./ Income Transfer 5.5 6.4 9.7 9. l 10.6 9.6 

% Savings/Inheritance/Investment 1.6 5.0 1.0 1.2 0.8 1.0 

% Criminal Activity 0.4 2.0 1.1 0.8 1.5 1.8 

% Other Individual 0.8 1.0 2.2 2.2 2. 1 l. 3 

% ~one 4.9 8.9 4.5 4.2 4.9 5. l 
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FAMILY AND RESIDEN CE 
PROBATION 

PAROLE FT. OM ALL BCBC ccs 5-DCS 

Ma r i tal Status 945 240 4724 2757 1967 ·1166 

% Single (Never Married) 39.8 58.0 50.9 52.1 4Y .2 qa . g 

% Married 25.4 17. 9 29.5 29. l 30. 1 29.3 

% Separated 6.7 3.3 5.0 5.4 4.5 13. 9 

% Divorced 23.3 17. 9 11.7 10.4 13. 4 4.9 

% Widowed l. 9 l. 3 1. 2 0.9 1.6 1. 7 

% Common-Law 2.9 1.6 1.7 · 2. 1 1.2 l.3 

Living Arrangements 833 215 4323 2527 1796 1055 

% Living Alone 27.8 14.0 15. l 15.3 15.0 13. 9 

% Living With Spouse ;rn. 3 20.4 31.4 31.5 31. 2 30.9 

% Living With Child(ren) 1.3 0.5 4.3 3.8 4.9 5.2 

% Living With Parent(s) 26.9 47.0 32.9 34.7 30.3 32. 1 

% Living With Friend(s} 15.7 18. l 16.3 14. '7 18.6 17. 9 

Legal Dependents 940 240 3229 1941 1288 1166 

% 0 55.2 63.3 60.4 62.0 57.9 57.4 

% l 16.0 13. 3 14.3 14.2 14.4 13.8 

% 2 Or More 28.8 23.4 25.3 23.8 27.7 28.8 
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PROBATION 
EDUCATION 

PAROLE FT. OM ALL BCBC ccs 5-0CS 

S+••r'c t Sta•:•us .... ... ,u - ,, .._ ., V ., 
I 

. -J - I 
l I i 

240 2769 1964 11 61 

% Not A Studen t 94.0 
I 

95 . 0 91. 9 92. 7 90. 9 90 .6 

% Full-Ti me Student 3.2 3.3 6.5 6.2 6.9 6.8 

% Par t -Ti me Student 2.8 l. 7 l.6 1. 1 2.2 2.6 

Dip lomas And Degrees Held 932 240 4634 2707 1927 11 55 

% None 41. 6 54 .6 43 .0 43.8 41. 8 40.5 

% GED 26.9 16.7 9.2 9.3 9.0 9.9 

% High School 29.3 25.0 43.0 42.6 43.8 44.3 

% Special Trade Or AA 1.6 3.3 3. l 2.5 3.7 3.6 

% BA/BS Or Higher 0.6 0.4 l. 7 1.8 l. 7 l. 7 

, Yea rs Of Forma 1 Schooling Completed 905 236 46 09 2698 1911 11 46 

% 0 - 9 34 .6 29. 2 20.7 21. 2 20. 1 19 .4 

%10-11 31.l 41.9 29.2 29.4 28.9 30 . l 

% 12 28. 4 20. 3 37.5 38 . l 36.7 37.2 

% 13 Or Higher 5.9 8. 6 12. 6 11. 3 14. 3 13.3 
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4. Type of Termination: This table shows the manner in which termination 

or comp l etion of their correction program came abo ut , for all probationers, 

parolees, or Fort. es Yoi nes ~~s i dents wh ose ~ases were clo~ed in 1974. 

--T - --- --- ----- ---- ----, 

1 

I 

l 
TYPE OF 1 ERMINATION 

PA RO LE FT. DM AL L BCBC ccs 5-DCS I 
373 175 1494 

(69. 5) 

821 

(63.2) 

673 

(77.2) 

42;J 
Favorable (65 . 1 1 (67.4) 

·1 
(75.5) ! 

! 

% Fo und Not Guilty/Charge Dismissed 0.3 2.3 5.4 7. 6 2.8 2.6 

% Discharged--Ful l Sentence Served 26.3 14.9 35 .0 .29.0 42 .3 33.9 

% Discharged--Early Termination 37. 5 13.l 29.1 26.6 .'32 .l 39. 0 

% Favorable Transfer* 0 .8 37 .1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 . .0 

Unfavorable (23.7) (29.7) (14.3) (13.6) (15.2) (16.l) 

% Transfer To Prison 18. 8 5.1 9.3 8.9 9.7 11.0 
I 

% Trans fe r to Jaii 0. 0 I 17.1 2.5 1.3 4 . 0 1.5 I 

% Othe r Unfavorable Transfer* 0.3 0.6 0,8 0.4 1.3 1.6 

% Absconsion/Escape 4.5 6.9 1.7 3.0 0.2 0.0 

Neutral (12.3) (2.9) (16.2) (23.2) (7.6) (8. 4) 

% Death l . 3 0. 0 0. 9 1 . 0 0. 7 0. 9 

% Neutral Transfer* 10.2 2.9 14.6 21.6* 6.1 7.0 

% Other* 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.6 0.8 0.5 

*These four categories included cases of the following types. Unless noted 
otherwise, the nu mber of cases in each was small. Favorable Transfer: From 
Fort Des Moines to ptobation or parole (63), from parole to probatio n. Other 
Unfa vorable Transfer: From parole to Riverview Release Center, fr om Fort Des 
Moines t o the Train in~ School for Boys, from probation to residential corrections 
or arole. Neutr al Trans fer: Out-of-state from all programs (164); among 
parole or probation agents in Iowa (total 74, includes some transfers from CCS 
componen t tot, eBCB C component and occasionally vise versa); to Federal autho ri ty; 
t~ medi cal or psychiatric facility; and other . Other Neutr al Termina tion: 
Enlistment i n armed forces and extrad it ion. 
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Both parolees and Fort Des Moines res idents were more l ike ly to be t r ans

ferred to j ail or prison than probatione rs.HS Offenders in t he first two cat

egor i es al so ve re more li ke ly to abs cond or escape t han those on probati on. HS 

The high proportion of "favorabl e transfers " among Fort Des t-".oi nes r eside nts 

is accounted for lar gely by the pract ice of using Fort Des Moines as an initial, 

conditional placement for selected offenders. If they do satisfactorily at 

Fort Des Moines, the court may transfer them to probation. The relatively large 

number of "neutral transfers" in BCBC probation occurs when cases are transfe r red 

from one probation agent to another. Of 174 such transfers recorded, 120 were 

out-of-state, 50 were to another judicial district within Iowa, and 4 were to 

local court services probation components. 

5. Ne\v Arrests After Termination: The data on new arrests following 

program termination are based on state-wide arrest information provided by the 

Bureau of Criminal Investigation (BCI), wh i ch does not keep records on many 

misdemeanor offenses. 

PROBATION 
NEW ARRESTS AFT ER TERMINATION 

PAROLE FT. OM ALL BCBC ccs 5-DCS 

374 178 1504 824 680 432 

# Arrested 26 35 106 49 57 40 

% Arres t ed 7. 2 19.7 7.0 5.9 8.4 9.3 

Res idents of Fort Des Moines were mo re often arrested, after completion 

of their correctional program, than offenders who had been on parole or probation.HS 

It should be noted that the average follow-up per iod for new arrests was close 

to 9 months for all cases under study. A valid study of correctional effectiveness 

should allow a substantially longer follow-up period for new arrests. 

Whether a per son is arrested dur ing or af ter a correct i onal progr am depe nds 

upon t he complex i nte rplay of at l east f ive fa ctors: th e i nd i vidual hi mself , 
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li fe circumstances not fully under his contro l, the effect of the correctional 

program (which can be positive , nega tive, or both), the thoroug hn ess and select

ivity of police enforcement, and the length of time in which the ex-offender 

able to pursue any of these factors deeply. then it is obvious that these data 

on new arrests offer only very tentative suggestions about the poss ible effects 

of different programs, and should be con sidered only as indicators of the need 

for further study. 



IV--OFFENDER EVENTS DURING ASSIGN MENT TO COMMUN ITY CORRECTIONS 

Chapter III gave data re lated to entry into, and exi t from , co mmun i ty 

correction programs. This chapter goes on to examine events or processes which 

occur between entry and exit--new arrests while in the program, changes in the 

offender's socioeconomic situation, and the use of community resources to help 

offenders. 

A. Arrests During Program Assignment: The data on new arrests is based on 

the most serious charge for which an offender is arrested during the period 

of assignment. This information was obtained directly from codesheets rather 

than from BC! or police records. 

1. Before Tri al: The category 11 All 11 refers to all those offenders not 

detained in jail. 

NEW ARRESTS STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT 

DURING PROGRAM ALL PTR BAIL PTS ALL PTR BAIL PTS 

2583 1697 296 526 1684 1163 174 325 

. # Arrested 128 46 15 64 94 38 8 45 

% Arrested 5.0 2.7 5. l 12.2 5.6 3.3 4.6 13.8 

The results show that offenders awaiting trial in PTS were more likely 

to be re-arrested before trial than those released to PTR or out on bail _HS 

This information should be considered in conjunction with the results on time 

from arrest to adjudication that were presented in Chapter III. Those in PTS 

*The superscript HS means that the difference just reported is highly 
statistically significant (.01 or less). The superscript S means that the 
differen ce just reported is statistic ally significant (.01 to .05). Unless 
otherwise stated, all statements of significance are based on statewide tota ls. 

39 
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awai ted trial for a longer period than those in PTR-bail/jail ,HS and would thus 

have a somewhat long~r period in which to commit nev, offenses. Additional 

analysis revealed that the rate of new arrest for those rejected for release 

by PTR but subsequently released to the c0111munity \'t'as 10.2%, indicating that 

the PTR interview does screen out a large number of potentially bad risks for 

release. 

The following table shows the seriousness of new offenses. Those released 

to PTR were charged with a lower percentage of felonies during the pre-trial 

period than those in PTS/bail. These differences are not sta tistica lly sign

ificant, however, because of the small number of new arrests. 

SERIOUSNESS STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRI CT 
OF 

NEW OFFENSES ALL PTR BAIL PTS ALL PTR BAIL PTS 

128 46 15 64 94 38 8 45 

% Misdemeanor 21. 1 30.5 13.3 17. 2 23.4 31.6 12. 5 20.0 
.. 

% Indic table Misd. 25.8 26.l 26.7 25.0 24.5 25.3 50.0 17. 8 

0/ 
/0 Fe 10riy 53. 1 43.4 60 .0 57.8 52.l 42.l 37.5 62.2 

In comparing data on initial arrests, III.A.2, with the data on new arrests, 

we see that roore of the new arrests are for felonies (44.4% to 53.1% ). The 

reasons for the increas e appear to be: (1) most cases under study are PTR cases 

(58.4%), (2) PTR cases commit fewer felonies than PTS cases (both initial and 

new arrests), and (3) a high proportion of new arrests (50%) are of PTS offenders. 

In fact, although 50% of new arrests are of PTS clients, only 17.5% of adjudicated 

cases are PTS cases. 

The follm<1ing table shows the type of new offenses. In comparing type of 

arresting offenses vii th ne\<1 offenses, we see that PTR clients cornmi tted more 

new crimes against persons or property (42.9% to 58.6%), 5 and fewer new motor 

vehicle offenses (20.5% to 6.5%). 5 
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STATEWIDE FIFTH DI STR ICT 
TYPE OF NEW OFFENSES -- - -·----

ALL PTR BAIL PTS ALL PTR BAIL PTS 

128 46 15 64 94 38 8 45 

% Against Persons (Non-Sex) 13.3 19.5 13. 3 9.4 17. 0 23.7 12.5 13. 3 

% Against Persons (Sex) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

% Against Public Health/Peace/Sfty 24.2 28.3 26.7 21. 9 24.5 31.6 37.5 17. 8 

% Against Public Justice/Authority 4.7 2.2 13.3 3. l 4.3 0.0 12.5 4.4 

% Against Public Morals 0. 0 0. 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

% Against Property 46.9 39. 1 33.3 54.8 45.7 36.9 25.0 55.6 

% Against Children 2.3 2.2 6.7 0.0 1. 1 2.6 0.0 0.0 

% Motor Ve hi c 1 e Offenses 7.0 6.5 6.7 7.8 5.3 2.6 12. 5 6.7 

% Miscellaneous 1.6 2.2 0.0 0.0 2. 1 2.6 10.0 2.2 

2. After Trial: The table shows the number and percentage of cases in 

each post-conviction program under study that recorded a new arrest during the 

assignment period. The column "Comp" is a composite of probation, parole and 

Fort Des Moines and includes all subjects under study. The results show that 

parolees were arrested more often than those in probation,HS and in turn, 

probationers were arrested more often than residents of Fort Des Moines.HS 

NEW ARRESTS PROBATION l 
DURING PROGRAM PAROLE FT. OM ALL BCBC ccs 5- DCS COMP 

374 178 1504 824 680 432 2056 

# Arrested 119 18 300 157 143 100 437 

% Arrested 31.8 10. 1 19.9 19. 1 21.0 23.2 21.3 

I 

I 
I 

These re su lts are not consistent with results for new offenses after term

in ation as given in Chapter III. A partial explanation may lie in two factors: 
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(a) Pro ba ti on and parol e peri ods are gene ra ll y much l on ge r t han t hose f or 

res identi al corrections (s ee page .64); and (b) t he intensity of supervi s ion 

at Fort Des Moines a ll ows ve ry li tt l e t i me away f rom the f acility exce pt f or 

wo rk . The tab le bel m·J sh01·1s the ser i ousness and type of nev1 offe ns es recorded . 

There are no signif i cant di f ferences betwee n pa r ole, probation and Fo r t Des 

Moi nes in t erms of seriousness of ne w offense s . 

. . 

SERIOUS NESS AND TYPE PROB ATION 

OF NEW OFFENSES PAROLE FT. OM ALL BCBC ccs 5-DCS COMP 

119 18 300 157 143 100 437 
' 

% Misdemeanor 14.3 22.2 19.0 19. l 18.9 12.0 17. 8 

% Indictable Misdemeanor 13.4 l l. l 16. 0 12. l 20.3 22.0 15. l 

% Felony 72. 3 66.7 65.0 68.8 60. 8 66.0 ' 67 .1 
1 

J / Against Persons (Non-Sex) 14.3 5.6 6.7 5. l 8.4 7. o l 8. 7 / J 

% Against Persons (Sex) 5. l 0.0 ! 3.0 5. l 0.7 l.O 3.4 

· % Against Public Health/Peace/Sfty 21.0 22.2 26.7 19.7 34.3 37.0 24.9 

% Against Public Justice/Authority 8.4 38.9 i 6.0 10.2 l.4 l.O 8. l 

% Against Public Mora 1 s 0.0 5.6 1.6 0.0 3.5 4.0 l.4 . 

% Against Property 42.0 27.7 43.3 45.2 41. 2 45.0 ~ 42.3 
1! 

% Against Children 0.0 0.7 
,1 

0. 2 ' 0. 0 0.0 0. 3 l.0 1[ 
I 

% Motor Vehicle Offenses 9.2 0.0 11 . 7 13.4 9.8 4.01: 10. 5 
I i: r 

% Mis ce 11 aneous 0.0 0.0 0.7 ,. 3 0.0 0.0
1
1 0.5 

In comparing sentencing offenses with new offenses, composite figur es show 

a lower proporti on of crimes against property among ne\'v offenses. HS Si nee we 

followed offenders for only a matter of nn nths, and since the most ser ious 

cr i mes are, in t he ory, com i tted somel'Jha t l ess fr equentl y t ha n le ss serious 

cri mes , it 1,.,,o uld not be sur pr i s i ng i f cri mes commit t ed so on af t ei· conv i ction 

t end ed to be l ess s er i ous t han tho se for wh i ch conv i cted . 
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B. Chan ge s In Offender Profiles 

The data given be low reflect changes in four variab l es from en try to term

ination for eacr. program li'1 er study. Irleally, · t. COl/ld he determined from 

examination of data of this type if programs provide assistance in re-integrating 

the offender back into society as a functioning citizen with the resumption 

or addition of ties to the community. Unfortuna te ly , changes of this type 

cannot necessarily be attributed directly to progra m influences. There can be 

outside influences, plus natural change s due to the pas sa ge of time. One over

riding influence may be the pure fa~t that the offender has been in the crimi nal 

justice system, i ndependent of any aspec ts of program process. 

PROBATION 
CHANG ES IN OF FENGE R PROFILES 

PAROLE FT. DM ALL BCBC ccs 5-DCS 

Employment 350 165 1369 758 611 393 

% Emp loyed Full -Ti me (Entry) 79.4 40.0 59.6 57 .9 61. 7 60 .8 

% Employed Full--Time (Exit) 66.3 70.9 66.2 65.7 
I 

66 . 8 65 .4 

Occupational Level 369 166 1403 796 607 378 

% Skilled Or Above (En try) 1 7. 1 18. 7 15.0 13.3 17. 3 14.3 

% Skilled Or Above (Exit ) 23.0 15.7 18.7 17. 0 20.9 18.3 

t, a rita 1 Sta tus 372 172 1400 799 651 415 

% Married (Entry) 24 .1 18. 6 30. 1 30 .2 30.0 25.6 

% Married (Exit) 36.0 22.l 34.7 37.2 31. 6 27. 0 

Li vfog Arrangements 374 178 1504 824 680 432 

% With Spouse/Children (Entry) 24.3 20.2 33. l 34.0 32.l 28.5 

% With Spouse/Children (Exit) 33.7 17. 4 35.8 38.3 32.6 29.4 

The results show a substantial increase in full-ti me employment (30.9~0 

fo r residents of Fort Des Mo ines.HS The decrease (13.1 %) in ful l-ti me emp loy

ment for paro 1 ees, HS can be accounted for by the fact that employment is a 

COMP 

1884 

61. 5 

66.6 

1938 . 

15.4 

18. 9 

1944 

29.0 

33.8 

2056 

30.4 

33.8 

: 
l 



co nd it i on of parol e , and often the jobs promi sed paro l ees do not prove to be 

perma nent. Parol ees did show an increase (11. 9%) in nu mbers married,HS an in

cre ase in numbe rs living wi t h spouse /chil dren (9.4%),HS and a ma rgina l increase 

. -
' ;:,. -~ ~. :., ~·, ~ i : , r I')(; - ., ' , .. r 

were not large. 

C. Services Del ivered: Th e "in pu t" and "outpu t " associated v1ith eac h program 

ha ve been inspected in vari ous ways . Bu t any tentati ve assump ti on s of a cau se

and-effect relat ion ship between t he kind of peop le who enter a program and t heir 

future behavior must take i nto account the inte rna l program processes as we ll. 

The next t able pr esents information on se rvices deliver ed to pro gram cl~ents 

during their assignment to the program. 

The bottom section of t he table is a composite of the five sections on 

specific services appearing above it. Off enders we re defined as "needi ng" 

employment se rvices if they v✓ere not f ull -t i me employed upon entering the 

program. They were defined as needing ed ucati on se rvices if they did not have 

at least a high school diploma or the equ ivalent at entry. Aside from need, 

the table shows the percentage of all offenders in a program who recei ved some 

kind of assistan ce, counselling, or referral as part of thei r correctional 

program. In some cases this f i gure may be la rger than the corresponding figure 

for need . This may be because some clien t s not originally needing services 

at assignment came to need services some t i me during the program period. "Number 

of Services'' reflects t he number of units (not uniformly defined) of assistance, 

counselling or referral. Of these units of services, the percentage which were 

provided by some agency or or ganization other than the correctirn,al program's 

own staff is re f l ected in t he final item und er each topic. 
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STATEWIDE Fl FTH DISTRICT 

PROBATION DCS 
SERVICES DELIVERED PTS PAROLE 

BCBC I ccs 
PTS FT. DM 

ALL PROB I 
,___!_ - ---

432 1 526 374 1504 824 680 325 178 

Employment 

% Offenders Needing 59.4 26.1 41. 5 41.7 41.4 60. 1 39. l 63.8 

% Offenders Receiving 28.9 46.5 24.9 26.8 22.7 32.3 47.2 73.0 

# Of Services 294 325 775 417 358 175 280 204 

% Services From Community 11. 6 45.8 41. 2 52.2 28.2 7.4 22.5 80.9 

Education 

% Offenders Needing 46. l · 44. l 43.0 43.8 41.8 47.0 3i .o 53.9 

% Offenders Receiving 14. 1 10.9 9.8 8.9 10.9 13. 2 2·,. 8 36.9 

# Of Service~ 129 48 177 91 86 48 59 54 

% Services From Comri1unity 24.8 81.3 75.7 78.0 73.3 35.4 76.3 96.3 

Psychological/Psychiatric 

% Offenders Receiving 26.6 13.1,,- 11. 7 12. 9 10. 3 32.0 17. 9 56.7 

# Of Services 257 118 315 208 107 132 61 85 

% Services From Community 13. 2 46.6 66.3 66.8 65.4 12. 1 72. 1 94. 1 

Alcohol 

% Offenders Receiving 14.4 17. 3 13.9 14. l 13. 7 13. 5 10.5 4.3 

# Of Services 218 146 403 244 159 57 51 7 

% Services From Corrrnuni ty 38.5 58.2 82.1 79.9 85.5 71.9 52.9 71.4 

Drugs 

% Offenders Receiving 5.3 9.4 7.0 6. 1 8.1 2.8 13. 5 0.7 

% Of Services 78 87 192 104 88 13 46 2 

% Services From Community 24.4 46.0 47.4 56.7 36.4 61.5 19.6 100.0 

Composite 

# Of Services 976 724 1862 1064 798 425 497 352 

% Servi ces From Community 20.8 50.8 58.2 64 . l 50.4 22.4 37. 8 86.4 
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Results show that a higher proportion of Fort Des Moines residents received 

employment,HS education,HS and psychological/psychiatric servicesHS than any of 

the other r 0gv-arns, \•!h i ch is ,mrlers t2ndab e since it is a res i dert 1 al f acili ty . 

In turn, a hi 9!1er prop ortion of those on ~1, obation or parole received these 

types of services than those in PTS.HS Of course it is important to consider 

the substantially shorter periods of assignment for PTS clients . Fifth District 

figures for dr ug and alcohol services should be considered in the light of the 

fact that m~ny Fi fth Di strict offenders wi t h need for drug or alcohol services 

are referred to trea t ment facilities designated as a jail . This would tend to 

reduce the percentage of cases rece iving drug or alcohol services for the Fifth 

District in the table above. 

From the standpoint of need, the parole and Fort Des Moines programs appear 

to best meet the needs of their clients for emplbyment services, while only 

Fort Des Moi nes i s coming anywhere near mee ting its clients need for ed ucation 

services . 

Composite figu res show. that PTS makes proportionately less use (20.8%),HS 

and Fort Des Mc ines makes proportionately more use (86.4% ), HS of community 

resources in provi ding services for their clients than do parole and probation 

programs. In turn proba tion programs make proportionate ly more use (58 . 2% ) of 

community resources than does the parole program (50 .8% ). HS 

" 



V--ANALYSIS OF PROFILES AND SELECTION OF OFFENDERS 

This chaµter prese11-cs results wh ich tr.e study team feels a:"e among tne 

most important of all those in the report, namely those on the relationship 

of client characteristics with the type of program en tered. For pre-trial 

programs, these results relate directly to the PTR interview screening process, 

since release criteria have a most ~ignificant effect on the client composition 

of the pre-trial conditions. Consequently, a section on selection of offenders 

is included which provides an in-depth analysis of the PTR interview point 

system. 

A. Analysis of Client Profiles: The evaluation team realizes that the different 

programs under study have basic differences in roles/goals that mke direct 

comparison of results difficult if not impractical . It would not be valid, 

for example, to conclude that the residential corrections program is less 

correctionally effective than the total probation program solely on the basis 

of post-program arrest rates. The latter program generally handles offenders 

with lesser criminal histories and would be expected to have a lower re-arrest 

rate, regardless of program inf luences. In addition, differences in new arrests 

during the program, appearance rates, ra tes of apsconsion, etc., might be more 

readily explained by differences in client characteristics at entry than by 

any positive or negative aspects of tne program assignment. 

With these considerations in mind, we present for examination and re

flection a statistical analysis of differences in personal characteristi cs, 

criminal histories and socioeconomic situations of clients in the various 

programs under study. The analysis is based on the client profiles presented 

in Chapter III. The reader should compare statements of significance presented 

here with data g1ve~ 1n the profiles . 

47 
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As an example of th e relationships shown in the table below, the first 

row of the t able under PRE-TRIAL: STATE records the result that bail, PTS 

and jail conditions have s i gnificant ly man~ mal es than the PTR condition. 

AiJALYSI S OF P5.0FILE3 

Sex: Males 

Ethnicity: Whites 

Formal Schooling: 
12 Years Or Hore 

Marital Status: 
Married 

Living Arrangements 
With Spouse and/or 
Children 

Legal Dependents: 
1 Or More 

Pr imary Income Source: 
His / Her Own Job 

Occupational Level: 
Not Unskilled Or 
Semi-Sld.lled 

Alcohol Abuse: 
No Abuse Of 

Prior Arrests: None 

Prior Adult 
Convictions: None 

Prior Jail Terms: 
None 

Prior Prison Terms: 
None 

Prior Probation 
Terms: None 

7 
PRE-TRIAL: STATE PRE- TRIAL: 5TH 

Bail 
PTS PTR 
Jail 

PTR PTS 
Ba. 7 l- Jail 

Bail PTS 
PTR Jail 

P'f'S . 
PTR~&.i~J ail 

P'T'S J . 1 PTR----,&.i~ ai 

Bail 
PTS----PTR 
Jail 

Bail~ PTR-. J ail-4 PTS 

PTR PTS 
Bail:--- -.-Jail 

PTS 
PTR--> Bai~J ail 

PTR~~~~Jail PTR----,Jail 

Bail 
PTR B ·1 PTS PTR J ·1 ~. .--> ai ~ Jail ---- ai 

PTS 
PTR~Bail---)Jail PTR ----+ PTS 

Jail 

PTR PTS~Bail 
~Jail 

PTR-_,,. PT~ Bail 
Ja:i.L 

Bail 
PTR-->PTS ~Jail 

PTS 
PTR~~~~Jail PTR----Bail 

Jail 

PTR--&il---tPTS➔Jail 

PTR Bail J .1 . -PTS - a1. 

PTR---"7'Bail~~;~1 

Bail . 
PTR~ PTS __..Jail 

P0S T-corr-n CTI ON 

FDM~Far --+Pr ob 

Par 
Prob - - -FDM 

Par----,Prob----->FDM 

Prob~ar----,FDM 

Par 
P!'o b----FDM 

Par~Prob~FDH 

Par~Prob~FDM 

Prob 
FDM----Par 

Par 
Prob---➔FDM 

Prob-"FDM-4<Par 

Prob-4 FDM~~~~ 

Par I 
Prob--'---~FI:M I 

1------------- - - f--'---------+-- - - - ---~-----11----------
P!'ecipitating C:rimes: 

m.sdcm€a.r1ors 
--------------

Precipitating Crimes: 
i ot Against Persons/ 
Pr operty 

PBT~ 
1
~ Jail~TS 

a.J__ 

PTR PTS 
Bail---➔Jail 

PTR PTS PTR PTS ---- - --"> 

Bai l Jai l Bail Jail 
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In Summary: 

*Those released to PTR generally have the least history of crime and drug 

or alcohol abuse, have the best situations in terms of employment status, occu

pationa l level and primary income source, and are mo re often ma rried. 

*Those rel eased to PTR or bail generally are arrested for the fewest 

felonies and crimes against persons or property, have a better educational 

background, and are more likely to be white. 

*Those detained in jail generally have the most extensive criminal histories 

and are less often married. 

*Those released to PTS generally have the most extensive history of drug 

or alcohol abuse. 

These resu.lts indicate clearly that those defendents with the best socio

economic situati ons and the least criminal history tend to be placed in the 

least restrictive conditions prior to trial. 

*Considering client characteristics at entry into the program, those 

assigned to parole, in comparison to those assigned to probation or residential 

corrections, are more often sentenced for felonies and crimes against persons 

or property, . have the most extensive histories of crime and drug or alcohol 

abuse, have the best situations in terms of employment status, occupational 

level and primary income source, are older, are more often married, and have 

less formal schooling. Those assigned t o residential corrections, in compar

ison t6 those assigned to probation, have more extensive criminal histories, 

are less often employed, more often do not provide their own primary source 

of income, are less often married, have less education, and are more often 

members of the black race. 
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The following taple reveals modal (most frequently occuring) characteristics 

of various profile items for each pre-trial and post-conviction program under 

study. In many cases--, however, modal frequencies v-1ere not ·decis i ve ly l arge r 

t han other frequencies, so these ch aracte ris t ics should not be inte rpreted as 

being representative of program clients. In fact, we cannot be sure that any 

one individual actually exhibits all ch aracter istics as shown. 

MODAL PRE-TRIAL POST-CONVI CTION 

CHARA CT ER I STI CS PTR BAIL PTS JAIL PROB. PAR. FT. DM 

Sex Male Male Male Male Male Male Male 

Race White vJh-ite Whi~ White White White White 

Age 18 20 18 18 19 23 19 

Marital Status Single Single Single Single Single Single Single 

Prior Arrests 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 

Prior Convictions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Employed? Yes Yes No No Yes Yes No 

Occupational Level ss us us us us us us 
Self-Supporting? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Living With? Spouse . Frnds. Frnds. Alone Prnts . Spouse Prnts. 

Legal Dependents 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Yrs. FonTial Schooling 12 12 12 10-11 12 0-9 10-11 

Diplomas/Degrees HS HS None None None/ None None 
HS 

Composite figures show that the most frequently occurring characteristics 

of pre-trial clients are: single, white, male, aged 18, no prior arrests or 

convictions, employed full -t ime, unskilled, self-supporting, living with 

parents, no legal depe ndents, 12 yea rs of formal schoo ling, a high school 



51 

diploma and not currently a studen t. Compos ite figures for post-conviction 

programs reveal the most frequently occuring characterist ics are: single, 

½hite, ma le, aged 19, no prior a~rests or convicti o15, employed ful l -time , 

unskilled, self- supporting, living with parents, no le gal de pendents, 12 ye ars 

of formal schooling, no diplomas or de grees and not currently a student. Again, 

one may not assume that the majority of clients in any program exhibit the 

characteristics given above. 

In interpreting the differences which appear in the table above it is use

ful to consider the dichotomy of the supe rvised conditions (PTS and jail) versus 

the unsupervised con di ti ons ( PTR and bail). Based on this · dichotomy, \'le are 

able to make a number of statements concern ing the distribution of offenders 

among the four pre-trial conditions. 

A higher proportion of offenders with the following characte ristics enter 

the supervised conditions than those without these characteristics.HS 

· Male 

· Black 

· Single 

· Prior arrests 

• Pri or con vi ct i ons 

· Prior jail terms 

· Prior prison terms 

· Prior probation terms 

· Known history of drug and alcohol abuse 

· Unemployed 

· Occupation level none or unskilled 

· Self-supporting 

· No legal dependents 

· Less than 12 years of formal schooling/No diplomas or degrees 
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B. Selection of Offenders: · If it is accepted that differences in personal 

characteristics, criminal histories and socioeconomic situations have a relation

ship to the pri maty variab les under study, then the selection of offenders for 

pre- tr i al release programs be comes of pri mary i mpor tance in controlling rates 

of new arrest and appearance rates. As mentioned in Chapter I, the PTR and PTS 

programs select clients through an interview screening process, accepting -offenders 

they believe v1i1l be good risks for release to the community. The PTR program 

bases release status in large part on a system of points, while the PTS program 

relies in part on recommendations from the PTR program and also o~ subjective 

judgements of the degree of risk involved with a particular offender . 

One word of caution is in order how.ever. There apparently is no consistent 

set of criteria am6ng the various PTR projects around the state as to how many 

points are received for each response in the interviev,. General criteria used 

to determine release status include employment, family ties in the community, 

length of residence and criminal history. The type of arresting offense is 

considered only in sel€cting offenders to interview in the first place. 

It is an ultimate objective of the evaluation team to help refine-~elease 

criteria so as to more systematically eliminate bad risks from the list of 

releasees and at the same time release the great majority of offenders who are 

good risks. This would involve a thorough review o.f the present system of 

assigning points and a careful analysis of the criterion variables for both 

the released and the non-released groups. As an initial step in this process 

we examine (l) the relationship of points to release status, (2) the effect of 

verification on points assigned, and (3) the hindsight approach of looking at 

points for these ending up in each of the four pre-trial conditions. It should 

be noted that the totals for each pre-trial condition that appear here are 

somewhat short of the case totals analy zed elsewh ere. This is because a certain 

number of indiv i dua ls went direct ly to the PTS interview without being in te r

vi ewed by PTR. 
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1. Pair ~ =-= :--= ~eas e Status: The following table shows the number and 

percentage o..c -:.-:.'.: =. ·-:erviewed by the PTR project that were actuall y rele as ed 

by th e proj2:: -.-:: =- ~ i ntervi e1-,1 s t aff verifies proje ct points for many of 

those serio~~ --' ::-:;; · ::: red for release. The points under s tudy in this table 

reflect veri-= : -::: :: ,:-'-:.s whenever possibl e and unverified points in all other 

cases. 

Pu: •,:3 STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT 
) 

RELEASED NOT RELEASED NOT p ·-
~ 1-

i 

' · RE Lc.~ . .5 :: % # RELEASED % J! RELEASED ; 1T 

J 0.0 0 113 0.0 0 71 
' , l.0 l 101 0.0 0 55 I 

2 

I 
l. 4 2 140 0.0 0 67 

3 2.8 6 205 l.6 2 122 l 

, I 
5.3 14 251 l.2 2 170 I 

"T I 
U") 

I 
I 

1-- 66. l 286 147 66.2 176 90 z :) ,_ 
0 
c.. r 68.7 226 103 75.1 136 45 C 
l-
(..) 

L:J 
7 75.9 286 91 83.2 183 37 r-::; 

0 
c:: 
c.. 

8 79.4 277 72 84.4 184 34 
~ 
0 

c:::: 9 82.5 296 63 89.5 213 25 
w 
C'.l 
:::E: 10 S5.2 248 43 87.6 190 27 :::, 
z 

il 91. l 216 21 94.4 151 9 

12 87.2 164 24 93 . 8 121 8 

13 91 . 5 86 8 96. l 73 3 

14 95.7 67 3 95.7 67 3 

15 100.0 40 0 100.0 40 0 

Media n 8.0 3.5 8.4 3.4 

Mean 8.7 4.5 9.0 4.2 

Std. Devi c.:. i on 2.7 3.0 2.7 2.9 
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An interesting di f ference between the Fifth District project and the other 

projects is that while 75% of those with 6 points in the Fifth District were 

released, only 60% of those with 6 points we re released in the other projects. 

Analysis reveal s that the released group obtained more poi nts from th e 

interview than the non-released group.HS 

2. Verification of Project Points: The table below shows the percentage 

of cases for which project points were verified and the percentage of verified 

cases for which offenders lost/gained points after verifi .cation. 

ALL CASES VERIFIED CASES ONLY 
VERIFICATION 

TOTAL # VERIFIED % VERIFIED % LESS % SAME % MORE 

Statewide 3600 2783 77. 3 9.5 89.5 

Fifth District 2304 1715 74.4 7.5 92. l 

Other Districts 1296 1067 82.3 12 .6 85.2 
-

The followi ng table shows the relationship of change in project points 

to release status by recording the number and percent of cases released for 

various combinat i ons of points before and after verification. 

EFFECT OF AFTER VERIFICATION 

1.0 

0.4 

2.2 

VERIFICATION LESS THAN 5 FIVE MORE THAN 5 NOT VERIFIED 

ON RELEASE # % # % # % # % 

Less· Than 5 251 7.2 5 40.0 1 100.0 469 0.6 
w 
I- Five 29 6.9 303 85.l 3 66.7 93 11.8 ct: 
I-
(/) 

z More Than 5 60 0.0 29 51.7 2071 88.2 234 20.5 0 
1-1 

I-
ct: Less Than 5 63 3.2 0 --- 0 --- 367 0.3 u 
1-1 
LL. ::x:: ...... I- Five 14 7. l 185 89.2 0 66 4.5 ~ LL. ---
LL.I ...... 
> LL 

LL.I More Than 5 38 0.0 14 57 .1 1392 95.6 150 18.0 
~ 
0 
LL. Less Than 5 188 8.5 5 40.0 1 100.0 120 2.0 w 
co 

~ 
w Fi ve 15 6. 7 11 8 78 .8 3 66.7 27 29.6 :c 
I-
0 

More Than 5 22 0.0 15 46.7 679 72 .9 84 25.0 
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3. Project Points by Pre-Trial Condition: The table shows for each 

number of project points (verified wherever possible) the percentage of cases 

that end up in each of the four pre-trial cond i tions. 

STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT 

# % PTR % BAIL % PTS % JAIL # % PTR % BAIL % PTS % JAIL 

0 113 0.0 19.5 15.0 58.4 71 0.0 19.7 21. l 52.l 

l 102 l.O 25.5 l l. 8 57.8 55 0.0 23.6 9. l 65.5 

2 142 l.4 22.5 21 ,, 8 47.2 67 0.0 23.9 26.9 43.3 

3 211 2.8 22.3 28.0 43.6 124 1. 6 19 .4 24.2 52.4 
(/) 

f- 4 265 5.3 23.8 33.6 33.2 172 1.2 25.0 27.9 42.4 
z 
...... 5 433 66. l 8.5 13. 9 10.6 266 66.2 9.8 l 0. 5 12 .8 
0 

a.. 6 329 68.7 8.8 10.6 9.8 181 75.l 6. 1 6.6 n.o 

I- 7 377 , 75.9 8.0 9.5 5.6 220 83.2 6.4 5.9 4.5 
u 
w 8 349 79.4 5.4 7.7 6.0 218 84.4 5.0 3.2 6.4 
'"j 

0 9 359 82.4 5.3 6.7 4.5 238 89.5 l. 7 3.8 4.2 
O::'. 

a.. 10 291 85.2 4.8 4.8 3.8 217 87.6 3.7 3.2 4.6 

11 237 91.l 3.8 3.0 0.8 160 94.4 1.2 2.5 1.2 

12 188 87.2 6.4 2 .1 2.7 129 93.8 2.3 0.8 2.3 

13 94 91.4 3.2 ,. 1 3.2 76 96.1 0.0 1. 3 2.6 

14 70 95.7 1.4 1.4 1.4 70 95.7 1.4 1.4 L4 

15 40 l 00.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 40 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Composite 3600 61.5 10. l 11 .6 14.7 2304 66.8 8.2 8.6 15. 0 

It is apparent that the vast majority of those with 0 or 1 points end up 

in jail, with a good bulk of the rest bailing out. 

The final table in this section shows for each pre-trial condition under 

study the median, mean and standard deviation of points for that condition. 
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POINTS BY STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT 

PRE-TRIAL ALL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL ALL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL 

CONDITION 3600 2215 363 417 530 2304 1538 190 199 346 

Median 6.5 8.0 3. 9 4.0 2. 8 7.0 8.4 3.7 3.7 3. 1 

Mean 7. 1 8.7 5.0 5.0 3.7 7.4 9.0 4.5 4.6 3.9 

Standard Deviation 3.5 2.7 3.2 2.7 2.8 3.6 2.7 2.8 2.8 2.8 

Those released to PTR received more points than those in any of the other 

conditions,HS while those in PTS or out on bail received more points than those 

detained in jail _HS Considering the general release criteria in use by the 

projects, these .results align with the resu1ts in differences in client char

acteristics recorded in the first section of this chapter. 
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VI--FIFTH DISTRICT, 1971-1974 

Fifth Dis t rict programs have been in ope ration for several years, and ea ch 

has been evaluated previously. Thus, we have the opportunity to synthesize more 

extensive data on the Fifth Judicial District than on other districts. It is 

possible to see whether the data from different studies reinforce general con

clusions about the impact of the programs studied. In addition, one can gain 

some idea of the real changes which may be occurring over time within parti cular 

programs or within the total correction system. 

While comparing results from different years, it is necessary to ha ve in 

mind the different lengths of time covered by the various studies. 

PTR BAIL PTS PROBATION FT. OM 

Mid-1971 Feb. 1970 Feb. 1970 Mid-1 97'1 
1972 Thru 1972 Thru Dec. -1972 ·Thru Dec. - 1972 No Study Thru 1972 

Ref. 5 Re f. 3 Ref. 3 Ref . .4 
-

Jan. Thru Jan. Thru Jan. Thru Jan. Thru Jan. -, 1nru 
1973 Nov .-1973 Nov .-1973 Nov.-1973 Nov.-1973 Nov.-1 973 

Ref. 5 Re f. 5 Ref. 5 Ref. 5 Ref. 5 

Jan. Thru Jan. Thru Jan. Thru Jan. Thru Jan. Thru 
1974 Dec.-1974 Dec.-1974 Dec. -1974 Oec.-1974 Dec.-1974 

REFERENCES: 

l. Jones, James E., The Des Moines Pre-Trial Release Project, 1964-
1969, Des Moines, 1969. 

2. National Council 011 Crime and Delinquency (NCCD), Des Moines Com-
munitt Corrections Project, Evaluation ReQort Number Two, Des Moines, May, 
1973. 

3. NCCD, Pre-Trial Release With Su~~ortive Services For "High Risk" 
Defendants, Des Moines, May, 1973. 

4. NCC D, Residential Corrections: Alternative To Incarceration, Des 
Moines, July, 1973. 

5. NCCO, Corm1unit~-Based Alternatives To Traditional Corrections, Des 
Mo ines, February, 1974. 
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Because t he studi es were done at different times and for different purposes, 

during the formative stages of the programs, it cannot be assumed that the s ame 

)henomeno. we re meas ured in the s ame way in each study . No firm concl us i ons 

Jased upon a synthesis of the various studi es shou l d be attempted without mak ing 

a thorough review of the reports listed above. 

A. Pre-Trial Conditions 

1. Ap pearance For Trial: 

PTR BAIL PTS 

FAILURE TO APPEAR 72 73 74 72 73 74 73 74 

1369 633 1153 435 294 172 268 324 

# Failing To Appear 23 8 18 14 20 12 14 9 

% Failing To Appear 1. 7 l. 3 1.6 3.2 6.8 7.0 5.2 2.8 

There has been no significant change in the proportion of PTR releas ees 

wh o appear in court whenever required. The same is true for PTS. It is diff icult 

to say whether the change in the rate of appearance for bailees after 19725 i.s 

authen tic. Early re~earchers were unable, for several reasons, to learn of all 

bail forfeitures (Report 3, pp. 26-27, 47). It is not clear whether the 

systematic underreporting of bailees' failures has been continued in later 

studies. Since the absolute number of bailees has di minished, it is also 

possible to interpret the data as showing not that bail has become less effec

tive but that the better risks have been removed from the sample by their 

selection into PTR or PTS. 

2. New Arrests While Awai ting Tri a 1: 

PTR BAIL PTS 
NEW ARRESTS 

72 73 74 72 73 72 73 74 
DURING PROGRAM 

1379 633 1163 426 294 174 L68 325 

# Arrested 89 50 38 46 26 8 45 45 

% Arres t ed 6.5 7.9 3.3 10 .8 8. 8 I 4.6 16.8 13 .8 
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Comp aring 1973 and 1974, the decreases in the proportion of defendants re

arrested before trial were highly significant for PTR, significant for bail, 

and no t significan t for PTS. There was no change in the rank orders of the 

programs for this vari ab le. As re-arrests decreased, the numbe r of defendants 

released to PTR and PTS went up, and the number released on bail went down. 

This phenomenon would be consistent with (but not necessarily sufficient for) 

a conclusion that demonstrations of the feasibility of community corrections 

were followed by increased use of community corrections in lieu of traditional 

treatments. 

3. Outcomes In Court: The proportions of defendants who were convicted 

have not shown significant trends up or down during the periods studied. 

PTR BAIL PTS JAIL 

RATE OF CONVICTION 73 74 73 74 73 74 73 74 

633 1163 294 174 268 325 156 282 I 

# Convicted 419 768 179 112 157 206 97 186 

% Convicted 66.2 66.0 60.9 64.4 58.6 G3.4 62.2 65.9 

The next table shows the proportion in each pre-trial condition who were 

incarce rated after conviction. The results show no significant differences 

in rate of incarceration from 1973 to 1974 for PTR, bail and PTS. The rate 

of incarceration for jailees did rise significa~tly, but the small number of 

jail ees for 1973 makes that figure somewhat unreliable. 

PTR BAIL PTS JAIL 
RATE OF 

73 74 73 74 73 74 73 74 
INCARCERATION 

419 768 179 112 157 206 97 186 

# Incarcerated 18 29 25 14 37 54 59 61 

% Incarcerated 4.3 3.8 13. 9 12.5 23.6 26.2 60.8 32.8 
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4. Elapsed Ti me, Arrest To Trial: A comparison of data from 1971 through 

1974 shows that the time spent in PTS has gone up from a mean of 84.-3 days to 

a mean of 105.7 days. The time spent in PTR also has gone up slightly. Con

verse ly , from 1971 through 1974, the time spent on bai l or in jail before tria l 

has diminished substantially (94.7 days to 57.l days for bail; 79 to 46.3 days 

for jail). While we cannot be certain, it is likely that these two trends 

are related. I.e., it has been shown that defendants sorted into PTR have a 

re 1 ati ve ly low rate of new arrests before tri a 1, and defendants sorted into 

PTS are under continuing supervision. As persons in the criminal justice 

system have gained experience with PTR and PTS, their confidence in those 

programs may have grown. If so, they would be able to give higher priority 

to the rapid processing of persons held in jail or released on bail. 

B . . Pm grams For Convicted Offenders 

Since parole is operated by the state alone, this section is limited to 

the separate probation component operated by the Fifth District Department of 

Court Services and to the residential corrections facility at Fort Des Moi nes. 

1. New Arrests During Program: The decrease in the proportion of offenders 

who were arrested again while on probation was significant. The apparently 

small decreas e among those at Fort Des Moines must be considered in the context 

of an increase in the mean length of stay there from 3.58 months in 1973 to 

6.4 months in 1974. If a linear relationship between the passage of time and 

opportunity for new arrests is assumed, then the rate of new arrests per unit 

of time has decreased substantially. However, the decrease does not quite 

attain statistical significance in either case. 
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PROBATION FORT DES MOINES 
NEW ARRESTS 

1973 1974 1972 1973 1974 
DURING PROGRAM 

I 232 q32 246 116 178 

# Arrested 73 100 32 16 18 

% Arrested 31.5 23.2 13. 0 13.8 10.1 

2. Type of Termination: The way in which sentences are terminated in a 

legal sense may furnish additional information relevant to any judgements about 

the effectiveness of correctional programs. Residents of Fort Des Maines were 

11 unfavorably 11 * terminated from that program in the following proportions: 1972, 

22.4%; 1973, 27.5%; and 1974, 29.2%. The difference between 1972 and 1974 

is signif1cant. Turning to probation, the proportion of those terminated 

11 unfavorable 11 has diminished from 19.4% in 1973 to 16.0% in 1974.s 

3. New Arrests After Termination: The percentages of residents at Fort 

Des Moines who were terminated in 1973 or 1974 and then arrested again in the 

same years were 19.8 and 19.7, respectively. These figures probably do not 

give an accurate picture of the amount of recidivism to be expected over longer 

periods. The NCCD found that 41 per cent of the ex-residents who terminated 

between mid-1971 and the end of 1972, and who were followed up thro ugh November, 

1973, had been re-arrested. 

The percentages of ex-probationers who were released and re-arrested in the 

same year was 11.2 in 1973 and 9.3 in 1974. But these figures may not be 

comparable. The 1974 study included arrest data from around the state, while 

the 1973 study gathered data for arrests in Polk Co unty only. The 1974 study 

sys tematically excluded most types of misdemeanors, but the 1973 study did not 

*The original te rminati on categories in t he t hree studies from wh ich these 
data were constructed were similar but not necessarily the same . It is conceivable 
that the differences sho~•m result from the use of slightly differen t categor·ies 
for Favorable, Unfavorable, and Neutral terminations . Also see footnote, III-B- 4. 
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exclude them . Finally, it is not known v1hether the periods of follow-up in 

the two studies were the same. 



vrr~-FINANCIAL FACTORS 

The t able on the next page indicates a variety of cost information for 

both institutional and community-based programs. Although state-wide Court 

Services costs were not available for the evaluation, we are able to present 

cost information on all programs under study in the Fifth Judicial District. 

Program c_ost figures with the superscript 11 E11 reflect actual expenditures 

for calendar 1974; those with the superscript 11811 reflect the extrapolation 

of planned budgets to calendar 19_74. Estimated cost per day figures were 

obtained by dividing expenditures~ or budget, by the total number of client 

days during calendar 1974. When compiete data on lengths of term were not 

available . for the computation of total client days, we assumed an average term 

length for all missing cases. Figures on mean term length for the institutions 

(first seven listed) were obtained from outside sources while the remaining 

figures were obtained by dividing total client days from available data by 

the number of such cases. Estimated cost per term figures were generally 

obtained by multiplying the mean time in the program (in days) by the estimated 

cost per --day. 

Since PTR program costs are almost entirely interview costs, we do not 

include cost figures for the PTR program itself. Instead, we combine costs 

for the PTR and PTS interviews in obtaining costs for pre-trial screening in 

the Fifth District. The cost figures for pre-trial services do not include 

interview costs. 

The table below is a key to the vertical subdivisions aprrearing in various 

parts of the cost table. As an example, the table indicates that the top 

categories under Riverview Release Center refer only to clients on work release. 
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FT. MADISON RIVERVIEW STATE POLK 
KEY A.tl\JAM0SA RELEASE PROBATION/ COUNTY 

ROCKWELL CITY CENTER PAROLE JAIL 

Top Paroled On Work Discharged/ Absconded/ 
Release Neutral Transfer Term Revoked 

Cc:npleted Transition Awaiting C' • ~ 

Bottom 
,)(.I"V-Lrl1:-, 

Full Sentence To Parole 'rrial SE:ntence 

RATIO, MEAN TIME TOTAL 
STAFF: EST. COST IN PROJRAM EST. COST PRCG-RAM 

FINANCIAL FACTORS OFFENDERS PER DAY (MONTHS ) [PER TERM BUIX}EI' 

State Penitentiary, 1:2 . $21.37 . 27. 8 !11,.§22. B 
Fort Madison - -22 - - - $14,297 $4,485,992 

Men's Reformatory, 1:2.4 $15.25 18.7 $ 8,555 B 
Anamosa - -22 - - - $10,065 $3,336,144 

Women's Reformatory, 1:1. 6 $25. J.:l 13. 8 $10.520 B 
Rockwell City - - 6.8 - - $5,184 $ 559,816 

Security Medical Facility, 1:1. 5 $52. 98 3.5 $ 5,637 B 
Oakdale . $_1, 7 80, 445 

Riverview Rel€ase Center, 1:2.9 $13.71 
__ !±, ___ $1, 645 B 

Newton o. 5 $ - 2oti $ 725,113 

State Probation $ l.2l 16.1 $ 593 
7.9 $ 285 B 

1:32 15.4 $ 577 
$ 7'61, 271 

State Parole $1.23 10.7 $ 394 
Pre-Trial Screening, 

$ 25.40 E 
5th District ----- $ 86,771 

Pre-Trial Services, 1:12.4 $ 3.24 3.2 $ 333 
E 

5th District $ 125,459 
Court Services Probation, 

$ .90 11.7 $ 316 E 
5th District ---- $ 194,614 

Men's Resi dential Corrections 1:2 $22. Cf) 6.4 $ 4,298 E 
Fort Des Moines $ 412,067 

Women 's Residential Correct-
$45-}5 2. 8 $ 3,$6 E 

ions - Des Moines $ 131,966 

Polk County Jail $10.39 42.2 Days $ 441 E ---- 19:-6-Days - $-144 $ 367,482 
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Review of the table above delineates different costs for different program 

approaches. The financial efficiency of each correct ional process should involve 

actual cos~ or investments ~n ~ .... t-
i , 1. 

simp1y a review of pe r day and per term costs alone. Thus it is necessary to 

rel ate program costs to program outcomes, as such outcomes are i ndicative of 

program successes and failure~ in reaching established goals and objectives. 

The evaluation design for this report did not allow for such an analysis. As 

we recognize this need, we plan to examine these relati onships more closely 

in future evaluation efforts. 
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APPENDIX A 

DIS1 RI CT INFORMATION 

No rep ort on commun i ty corrections in IovJa would be compl ete wi tho ut 

t he i nclusion of relevant i nformation abou t t he various individua l corrections 

proj ects that were operating in Iowa during 1974. Pre-trial release operated 

under Court Services projects in . the First, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, and 

Eighth Districts during 1974, while probation components of Court Services projects 

were operat ional in the First, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, and Eighth Districts .. 

The information that follows includes: (l) Project Status Reports for the First, 

Fourth, Fi f th, Sixth, Seventh, and Eighth District projects, (2) The point 

schedules used by pre-trial programs in each District, (3) The types of offenders 

not interviewed by pre-trial programs in each District, and (4) Client Profiles 

and Process Informa tion (1974) for each of the district projects included in the 

main body of the report (including data on state-operated probation and paro1e). 

Proj ect Status Reports 

The following reports provide brief information about Court Servtces projects 

that were operational during 1974. The categories of information provided are 

the following: Start-up Date and Funding, Programs Offered and Geogr.aphica·1 

Coverage, Staffing and Workload, and Community Recource Utilization. Unless 

otherwise specified, the information applies to nrogram operations during 1974. 
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1ST. DIS TRI CT (PROJ ECT LINKUP) 

Sta r t -up Date and Funding 

Pro~ect began in Oc~ober of 1973. The ~rdnt un~er ~hich the project is 

current ly operat i ng al so began in October of 1973, and runs until June 30 , 1975 . 

The total budget for t his period was $175,923.60, wi t h th e following funding 

sources: Iowa Crime Commission ($105,870.60), Stat e ($24,194.00), and local 

{$45,859.99). 

Progr ams Offered and Georqraphic Coveraqe 

Pre-trial release, pre-trial release with services, probation services, 

pre-sentencE; investigations were provided in Black Hawk County. In Buchanan 

and Grundy Counties probation was provided, and pre-tria1 release programs 

were provided to these two counties on request. 

Staffi ng and Wo rkload 

The project and the Area State Probation and Parole Office merged in 

Octobe r of 1974. As of April, 1975, there were 22 full-time positions and 3 

part-time positions, including the Director, an Associate Director, a probation 

staff of 11, a pre-trial staff of 4, and 8 support staff. 

The total probation caseload was 85 and approxi mately 25 pre-s entence 

inves t igations were being done each month. 

During 1974 the pre-trial staff interviewed 102 offenders, releasing 11 to 

pre-trial re lease and 45 to pre-tri a·. re lease with services. 

Conmunity Resource Utilization 

Corrmunity resources most frequently utilized by the probation and pre-trial 

release with services programs were as follows: 

Mental Hea lth Cent er in Waterloo 

Mental Health Institute at Indepenaence 



Psychiatric Wing at St. Francis Hospita l 

Northeast Iowa C.ouncil on Alcoho l 

The Joynt in Cenar Fal ls - Drug Counseli ng 

Hav1keye Tech - GED clas<:es, Job training, Employment 

UNI-CUE GED and college credit cl as ses, Job counseling 

Veteran' s Admi nis tra tion - Educationnl benefits, Med ical benefits., Job 

training 

U. of Northern Iowa - Cl ass es (es pe ci ally veterans) 

Manpower 

Goodwi 11 Industries 

Iowa Employment Security Commission 

Salvation ArIT\Y 

County Welfare 

Lutheran Social Services 

4TH DISTRICT 

Start-up Date and Funding 

The probation component of the project began in February. 1973, and the 

pre-trial component in June, 1973. The present grant under which the project 

is operating began in February, 1974, and runs until June 30, 1975. The total 

budget for this period was $93,424.04, with the following funding source.s: 

Iowa Crime Commission {$69,133.78), and State ($24,290.26). 

Programs Offered and Geographic Coverage 

Probation services, pre-sentence investigations, and pre-trial release 

with services were offered in all 9 counties of the 4th District. 
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Staffing and Workload 

As of April, 1975, there was a full-time staff of 7, including the Director, 

four pre- trial release with servi ces/probation counselors (one of whom devoted 

almost full-time to pre-sentence investigations), and 2 clerical workers . 

The average probation caseload for each of the 3 probation/release with 

services counselors was 44, with the fourth counselor averagfng about 20 pre

senten ce investigations per month. 

During 1974, approximately 100 offenders were interviewed by the pre-trial 

component of the project, with 20 releas ed with services . 

Community Resource Utilization 

Community resources most frequentiy utilized by the probation and pre-

trial release with services programs were as follows: 

Pottawattamie County Mental Health Center 

Clarinda Mental Hea 1th Institute 

Glenwood State Hospital School 

Iowa Western Community College (Adult Education classes) 

Vocational Rehabi litation programs 

Iowa Employment Security Commission 

Alcoholics Anonymous 

Therapeuti c Community - Drug Problems 

Total Awarenes~ - Drug Problems 

Legal Aid 

County Welfare Offices 

5TH DISTRICT 

Start-up Date and Funding 

The Polk County Department of Court Services was formed January l, 1971, 
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nd with the expan sion of its services to cover the entire 5th Dis t ri ct in 1972 

t ~ecame known as the 5th Jud ici al Di s trict Depar t~en t of Co urt Services. Th e 

rese:1 t grc:nt under i•:hich the Departmen t is operati ng began in Noe .ber, 1974 , 

.nd run s untii June 30, 1975. The Women's Resident i al Correct ions Facility 

1perates under a separate grant, which began in October, 1974, and runs until 

une 30, 1975. The total budget for the period covered by the grants was 

;873,026.00, vdth the following funding sources: Iowa Cri me Commission 

$732,518.00), State ($135,665.00), and local ($5,000.00). 

>rograms Of fered and Geographic Coverage 

Probation services, pre-sentence i~vestigations, pre-trial release, and 

,re-trial release with services were provided in every county of the District. 

:n addition, Men's and Women1 s Residentia1 Corrections Facilities operate~ in 

)es Moines. 

;taffing and Worklo ads 

As af Ma rch, 1975 , the Department of Court Services had approximately 105 

?mployees, 96 of v-1hom were in full-time positions. Seven employees worked in 

)Verall Department Administration, ten with the Regional Programs outside Polk 

:ounty (probation, pre-sentence i nves ti gati ens, pre- trial re le ase, pre- tri a 1 

~elease with services), thirty-six within Polk County (including seven pre-tr ial 

interviewers, five pre-trial release with services counselors, ten probation 

)fficers, and five pre-sentence investigators), three with the Broadlawns 

\lcohol Project, twenty-eight with the Men's Residential Corrections Facility, 

rnd twenty-one with the Women's Residential Corrections Facility. 

During 1974 the average monthly probation caseload in Polk County was 458 

(an average caseload of 46 per month per probation officer), 307 pre-sentence 

i nves t i gat ions we re compl eted (an ave r age of 25 per month }, and the average 
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monthly pre-trial release with services case load was 86 (an average caseload of 

17 per month per counselor). The pre-trial staff in terviewe d 3021 offenders, 

of whom 1935 were released to pre-trial release and 326 to pre-tri al release 

with services. 

The average monthly probation caseload in Region SA was 65, the average 

monthly pre-tri aJ re 1 ease with services case load 1t✓ as 12, and ~] 07 pre-sentence 

investigations were completed (an average of 9 per month). It is important to 

note that regional employees perform all of the above functions in addition to 

ore-trial interviewing rather than specializing in one area. During 1974 2-3 

counselors performed these functions in Region SA. Region SA staff conducted 

129 pre-trial interviews, releasing 22 offenders to pre-trial release and 53 

to pre-tr~al release with services. 

The average monthly probation caseload in Region 58 was 71, the average 

monthly pre-trial release with services caseload was 13, and 94 pre-sentenc~ 

investigations were completed (an average of 8 per month). Two counselors handled 

these caseloads. In addition, they conducted 264 pre-trial interviews, releasing 

112 offenders to pre-trial release and 50 to pre-trial release with services. 

The Men's Residential Corrections Facility had an average monthly caseload 

of 49, and the Warren's Facility an average of 7. 

Community Resource Utilization 

Community resources most frequently utiliz~d by the probation and pre-trial 

release with services programs in Polk County were as follows: 

Polk County Welfare 

Private Missions 

Church Social Services 

Ch i1 d Gui dance 

Family Gui dance 



Goodwill 

Broadlawns Service Cente r 

Broadlawns Hospita l 

Polk County · Menta l Health 
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Private Psychi atrists and Physicians 

Evelyn Davi s Health Center 

Planned Parenthood 

Vocational Rehabilitation Programs 

VISTA 

Iowa Employment Security Commission 

Area XI College - GED classes, Adult Education, Career Exploration • 

Adapt - Drug Counseling and Treatment 

Des Moines Public Schools - Drop-In Center for high school drop-outs 

Community resources utilized by the Chariton Regional Office (5B) included the 

fo 11 owing: 

State Employment Service 

Rathburn Mental Health Center 

Alcoholic Assistance Agency in Osceola 

Community resources utilized by the Creston Regional Office (5B) included the 

following: 

State Employment Service 

Vocational Rehabilitation Programs 

Comprehensive Employment and Training Act (CETA) 

Alcoholic Assistance Agency in Atlantic 

Sheltered Workshop 

County Welfare 

Veterans Administration (Housin g Assistance) 



Alcoholics Anonymous 

Local Medical Clinics 

6TH DISTRICT 

Start-up Date and Funding 
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The project began in March of 1973. The project operate d under a year 

long grant in 1974 (termination date 1/13/75). The total budget for this period 

was $289,486.00, with Cr ime Commissjon f unding of $21 6,000.00 and state fu nd ing 

of $73,486.00. The current grant the project is operating under runs until 

June 30, 1975. 

Programs Offered and Geographic Coverage 

Probation services, pre-sentence investigations, pre-trial release, and 

pre-trial releas e with services were provided in all counties of the district. 

Staffing and Workl oad 

The project and the area State Probation and Parole Office merged in December 

of 1974. As of March, 1975, there were 35 full-time employees and 7 part-time 

employees, including 21 employees working with pre-trial programs, 18 with post

conviction programs, and 3 with overall administration. 

Probation officers in Cedar Rapids had an average caseload of 52 per month, 

and probation officers in Iowa City an average caseload of 41 per month. 

Aoproximately 5 pre-sentence investigations per month were done by each probation 

officer. 

During 1974 the pre-trial staff interviewed 1498 offenders, releasing 736 

to pre-trial release and 371 to pre-trial release with services. 

CoJ1TI1unity Resource Utilization 

Contllunity resources utilized by the probation and pre-trial release with 
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services programs included the followin g: 

Linn Coun t y Department of Social Services - Fami ly Service, ADC, Psychiatric 

Clinic , Citi ze n's Co mmit t ee on 

Drug and Alcoho l Abuse, Co mmission 

on Veteran 1 s Affairs 

Iowa Employment Security Commission 

Rehabilitation and Education Services Branch 

Kirkwood Co mmunity College - Skills Center, Adult Education, Vocational 

Education, Testing and Counseling, Academic 

Education, GED 

Reality Ten - Drug Treatment 

Credit Counseling Service 

YMCA - Lodging 

Cedar Rapids \~ork Release Center 

Manpower ( CETA) 

Hope House - Housinq, Counseling - -

Hawkeye Legal Aid 

Goodwill Center - Counseling, Child-rearing, Day-care 

Oakdale - Alcohol and Drug Abuse 

Mental House Servi c2 - Out-patient psychiatric 

Problem Drinking Center 

7TH DIS TRI CT 

Start-up Date and Funding 

Pre-trial release be~an operating in Davenport in 1973. The Court Services 

proj ect covering the entire district began Noverrter 1, 1974. The current grant 

al so be gan at that ti me and runs until June 30, 1975. The t otal budget for t his 
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peri od wa_s $160, 478.38, with Crime Commission funding of $144,000.00 and State 

funding of $16,478.38. 

Proarams Offered and Geographi c Coverage 

Pre-trial release was provided in Scott County. 

Staffing and Workload 

As of March, 1975, there were 16 full-time staff (including 4 probation 

officers and the chief pre-trial interviewer) an d 5 part-ti me pre-trial inter

viewers. 

During 1974 the pre-trial staff interviewed 1099 offenders and released 

759 to pre-trial release. 

8TH DISTRICT (OTTU MW A 8A) 

Start-up and Funding 

Project began in March of 1973. From April 30, 1974 to March 31, 1975 

the project operated on a total budget of $66,000.00, with Crime Commission 

funding of $56,000.00 and State funding of $10,000.00. The current grant under 

which the project is operating runs until June 30, 1975. 

Programs Offered and Ge ographical Coverage 

Pre-trial release with services, probation services, and pre-sentence 

investigations were provided in all of the counties of Region BA. 

Staffing and Workload 

As of January, 1975, there was a staff of nine, including the Director, 

t hree pre-trial s taff, two probation officers, and three clerical pe rsonnel. 

One of the probation officers serviced Wape llo County only, and had a 

monthly caseload of appro ximately 60 . The other probation officer serviced 
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1e remaining nihe counties of the Regi on, and carried a monthly caseload of 

>out 50. 

Duri ng 1974 t he ore- tr i al staf f inte r vi ewed 243 offenders, of whom 76 were 

!le ased to pre -t rial rel ease with services. 

Jmmunity Resource Utilization 

Community resource utilized by the probation and pre-tri a 1 re 1 ease with 

ervices programs included the following: 

Central Iowa Foundation for Alcoholism 

Career Orientation Center at Indian Hills Community College 

Mental Health Center in Mt. Pleasant 

Hope Haven Institute for Mental Retardation 

Iowa Employment Security Commission 

Southern Iowa Mental Health Center in Ottu rn.1a 

Point Schedules and Types of Offenders Not Interviewed 

The following outline shows the point schedules used by pre-trial programs 

in the First, Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, and Eighth Districts during 1974. In all 

Jf these Districts an offender needed 5 points to be recommended for release, 

Jut varying criteria were used to give points. The Districts using a particular 

set of criteria are indicated in parentheses after each of the categorical head

ings. 

POINTS 

3 

2 

1 

RESIDENCE (l, 5, 6, 8) 

Present residence one year or more 

Present residence 6 months .. OR .. present and prior year 

Pres ent residence 4 months . . OR .. present and prior 6 months 



POINTS 

3 

2 

2 

1 

1 

3* 

2* 

l* 

O* 

A- 12 

RES IDEN CE ( 7) 

Own home in County 

Reside at oresent address 1 vear or m0rn 

Z:MP LOYMENT (1 ) 

~\r~:)I"',~' 
, I._, !• • 

Present j ob one year or more 

Present job four months . . OR .. present and prior 6 month s 

Present job one month 

Current job 

OR Unempl oyed 3 mont hs or less with 9 ~onths or more on prior job 

OR Re ceiving unemployment compensation or welfare 

OR Supported by f amily 



4* 

3* 

l* 

O* 

POINTS 

3 

2 

l 

l 

POINTS 

3 

2 

l 

0 

-1 

POINTS 

2 

A-13 

*Add one point if defendan t has a pos itive i nvestment in his 

job an d place of employment 

Presen t job one year or more 

Pres ent job four rnonths .. OR .. present and prior 6 months 

Present job one ·month 

Current job 

OR Unemployed 3 months or less with 9 months or more on prior job 

OR Receiving unemployment compensation or welfare 

OR Supported by family 

*Deduct one point from first three categories if job is not 

steady, or if not salaried, if defendant has no investment in it. 

EMP LOYMENT ( 7) 

Stead ily employed for past 5 years (or husband 1 s) 

Employed at pres ent job for l year or more 

Emp~oyed at present job for 6 months 

Ful l -time student at area school 

PRI OR CRIMINAL RECORD (l, 5) 

No convictions 

No convictions in last year 

Mis demeanor conviction(s) in last year 

One felony conviction 

Two or more felony convictions 

PRIOR CRIMI NAL RECORD (6) 

No convicti ons 



POINTS 

1 

0 

-1 

POINTS 

2 

1 

-1 

POINTS 

2 

l 

.. 1 

··2 

-3 

POINTS 

0 

-1 

-2 

POINTS 

-1 

-2 

A-14-

PRIOR CRI MI NAL RECORD (6) (Continued) 

No convictions within the past year 

One fe lony conviction . . OR . . mi sdemeanor convicti on (s) within t he past 

ye ar 

Two or more felony convictions 

PRIOR CRIMINAL RECORD (7) 

No convictions (other than minor traffic) 

No convictions within past ye ar 

Previous felony conviction (each conviction) 

PRIOR CRIMINAL .RECORD (8) 

No convictions 

No convictions within the past year 

One felony conviction, OR, indictable misdemeanor conviction(s) 

within the past year 

Two or more felony convictions 

Habitual offender of the law 

CURRENT CHARGE (8) 

Crime against property 

Crime against persons 

Assigned at interviewer 1 s discretion 

KNOWN ALCOHOL OR DRUG ABUSE (1) 

Present involvement but no prior history 

Present involvement and history of abuse 

In addition to us ing varying point schedules, the pre-trial programs also 

vari ed in the types of offenders they did and did not interview in accordance 



Nith their program guidelines. The fo llowing is an outline of some of the 

types of offenders not interviewed in each of the Districts during 1974. 

First District - Fail ure to appea r ch arges, first offense OMUVI, Federa l 

charges, juveniles, simple misdemeanors . 

Fourth District - Failure to appear charges, Federal charges, juveni l es . 

Fi f th District - Failure to appear charges, Federa l charges, juveniles, 

intoxication arrests, most daytime simple misdemeanor arrests. 

Sixth District - Iowa City - Fai 1 ure to appear char"ges, Federal charges, 

juveniles~ simple misdemeanors 

Cedar Rapids - Failure to appear charges, Federal charges, 

juveniles, non-indictable traffic offenses. 

Seventh District - Failure to appear charges, Federal charges, serious 

assault charges, murder, breaking and entering, robberr, 

sex crimes, drug charges, intoxication, operating motor 

vehicle wh ile under influence, fugitive from justice. 

Eigh t h Dist rict (8A) - Simple misdemeanors, juveniles, Federal charges. 

Client Profil es and Pr~cess Information by District 

The followin~ tables show personal characteristics, criminal history, 

socioeconomic situations and process data for each of the district programs 

under study in thi s report. For probation programs, the three-digit codes 

across the top of the page are built as follows: 

(1) the first digit is the district number; 

(2) the second two digits identify the type of probation program, i.e., 31 

represents Court Services probation and 39 represents state-operated 

probation. Thus 131 represents Court Services probation in the first 

di strict. 



Probation Client Profiles and Process Information by District 

131 139 239 339 431 439 539 631 639 739 839 
Assignment Information 

Source of Assignment 256 392 600 MJO 150 219 204 326 285 337 337 % Transfer in State 27.0 11.7 4-0 4. 3 0.7 5. 5 17.2 2.1 7.4 5.9 5.3 % Sent, by Criminal 58.9 63. 8 68. 7 46.0 92.7 66.6 39.6 89. 6 74-7 77. 8 30.6 
crt. 

% Sent. by Non- 1 •. 6 0.3 1. 8 .o 1.3 0.5 o. 5 o.6 .o .o .o 
Criminal Crt. 

% P a..."'01 e 13rd. .o .o 0.2 0.3 .o .o 1. 0 .o .o o. 6 0.3 
% Work Release Brei.. .o .o .o .o .o .o .o -. 0 .o .o 0.3 
% Out of State Trans. .o 8.9 5.3 12.0 1.3 10.5 31.9 .o Et4 7.1 6. 2 
%_Deferred Sen. 12.5 15.3 0.2 .o 4.0 16. 9 8.3 7.7 9.5 8. 6 16.3 

-· 
Status Prior to 256 392 60o 400 150 21° 204 326 285 337 337 

Assignment 
% Awai ting Trial - 40.5 38.J 43.7 20.3 38.0 14. 2 6.7 26. 7 31.2 10. 4 29.4 

ROR 
% Awai ting Trial - 10.2 24-0 34-3 52.8 48.7 59. 6 23.0 29.4 25.6 55.4 38. 8 

Ba..i.l 
% Awai ting Trial. - 6.3 O,.J 0.3 0.3 1.3 1.4 3.4 16.3 12.3 0. 3 3.0 

PTR 
% Awai ting Trial - 0.8 0.3 0.2 0.3 4 .• 0 1.4 1.0 12.9 6.3 0.3 1.8 

PTS 
% Awai ting Trial - 7.4 5.9 6. 8 4.3 4-7 7.8 4-0 3.7 lr0 9 16.6 5.9 

Jail 
% Serving Sentence - 2.7 1.3 1.3 2.0 1.3 .o 1.0 3.4 1. 4 o. 6 3.9 

Jail 
% Correqtional 29.3 26.0 10.0 19.0 .o 14.2 56.0 4.3 16.1 12. 5 13.9 

Program 
% Mental Institu- 1. 6 1. 3 1. 5 0.5 1.3 0.5 1.0 o. 6 0.4 1. 5 1. 8 

tion 
% Medical Facility 0.4 0.8 o. 5 0.5 .o 0.9 .o 0.2 o. 4 0.9 0.3 
% Other o. 8 1. 8 1.3 .o 0.7 .o 3.9 2.5 1.4 1. 5 1.2 

Precipitating Crime 

Seriousness of Crime 256 392 599 399 150 219 204 326 285 3_,-7 337 % :t{i.sdemeanor 5. 9 2. 8 2.0 1.5 2.0 0.9 o. 5 13. 8 1. 4 (' ,, 1. 2 % Indictable V.d.s- J • 27. 0 25.3 23.9 15. 8 16.0 8 • .2 16.7 44.2 8.1 6. 8 23.1 demeanor 
% Felony 67.1 71. 9 74.1 82.7 · 82. 0 90.9 82. 8 42.0 90. 5 9 _l , • 0 75. 7 
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Precipitating Crime 
(cont.) 

Type of Crime 256 392 599 399 150 219 204 326 285 337 337 
fcAfainst Persons 10.5 5. 6 4-3 3.5 2.0 7.8 11. 8 4-9 3. 9 7. 4 4. 2 

non-sex) · 
fcAfainst Persons o. 8 0.8 1.3 1. 5 o.o o. 5 2.5 o.o 1. 8 1.5 1. 5 

sex) 
foA.gainst Public 23. 8 23.5 23.3 20.3 10.0 11.9 22.1 31. 0 13.0 13.4 1.8. 7 
Health/Peace/Sfty 

faAgainst Publia 2.3 3.1 1.7 3.5 o.o 0.9 0.5 2. 8 o.o o.o 1.8 
Justice/Authority 

faAgainst Public 2.0 o. 8 1. 5 o.o 0.7 o.o 1.0 1.2 1. 1 o. 6 o.o 
Morals 

%Motor Vehicle 14.5 16.3 9.2 7.0 13.7 6. 8 7. 8 17.5 11.2 10.4 5.9 
Offenses 

. foAgainst Property 42.6 47.3 56. 5 62.4 70.7 69.9 53.3 41.7 65. 8 51. 6 66.7 
faA.gainst Children 1.2 1.3 0.8 1.0 3.3 0.9 1.0 o. 6 2.1 
%Miscellaneous 2.3 1.3 1. 2 0.8 o.o 1. 4 o.o 0.3 1.1 1.2 13.9 

Personal Data 

Sex 256 392 t/JO 400 150 219 204 326 285 337 337 
fcMale 87. 1 87. 8 91.0 '87. 0 93.3 87.2 83. 8 85.0 85. 6 83. 4 87. 5 
%Female 12ia 9 12.2 9.0 13.0 6.7 12.8 16.2 15.0 14.4 16. 6 12.5 

Race 256 392 600 400 150 . 219 204 326 285 337 337 
%White 66.o 85.7 95. 5 96. 2 96. 6 94.1 90.6 91. 2 92.9 81.0 94-9 
%Rlack 33.2 13.3 1. 7 o. 8 0.7 2.7 7.4 6.7 6.o 11. 9 3. 3 
%Other 0.8 0.5 2.8 3.0 2.0 2.7 1.0 1.8 1.1 7.1 1. 5 
f&ssing or 0.0 0.5 o.o o.o 0.7 0.5 1.0 O.J o.o o.o 0.3 

Unknown 

Age 255 ]85 597 400 149 219 204 326 285 336 337 
'%) - 17 o.o o.o 0.8 2.0 o.o o.o o.o 0. 3 0.7 o. 6 0.9 
%18 - 25 60.4 68.9 71._9 73.9 47.7 67. 6 60.3 70.6 64-9 64-0 66. 8 
fo2.6 - 41 . 34-5 22.3 20.''8 17. 8 .30.2 24-2 28. 4 19.9 24-9 24-7 25.2 
ft:;ver 41 5.1 8. 8 6. 5 6.3 22.1 8. 2 11.3 9.2 9.5 10.7 7.1 



Probation Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.) 

131 139 239 339 431 439 53.9 631 639 739 839 
Criminal History 

Prior Arrests 2Cf) 376 570 391 112 203 194 282 276 313 333 
'fiJ 37.3 40.7 45. 8 45. 8 65. 2 51. 8 40.7 37.9 30. 8 La, 8 1+9• 7 
%1 13.9 18. 6 13.9 16. 9 13.4 10. 8 16.5• 16.0 14,. 5 13.7 14- 8 
%2, or more 48.8 l+O• 7 40.3 37.3 21.4 37.4 42. 8 46. 1 54-7 42. 5 35. 5 

Prior Convictions 2Cf) 377 571 393 14-8 208 192 265 277 31lL 333 
'fJ:) 56.9 62. 8 65.0 64-8 70.9 64- 9 65.7 58. 5 52.3 66.9 6/+o 3 
%:I. 16.3 16.2 15.6 14- 8 17. 6 1/+-9 16.1 15. 5 12. 3 13. 7 12.6 
'/Q. or more 26. 8 21.0 19.4 20.4 11. 5 20.2 18.2 26.0 35.4 19. L~ 23.1 

Prior Jail Terms 205 382 563 391 148 205 191 268 277 303 332 
</JJ 81.i--9 86.6 85. 4 88.3 88.0 83.0 80.1 83. 6 83.1 81+. 2 81.1 
%1 4.9 8. 6 8.2 6. 6 5.0 14,. 0 14ol 8. 2 9.0 9 2 10.2 
%2, or more 10.2 4~ 8 6.4 5.1 7.0 3.0 5 .. 8 8.2 7.9 6. 6 8.7 

Prior Prison Terms 247 377 573 393 148 206 194 285 280 318 335 
<f!J 95.2 92. 5 93.7 94.7 91.2 85.9 91.2 95. 7 93.9 9l1-~ 7 91. 2 
%1 3.6 5. 6 4-5 4-3 4-7 10.7 7.2 3.2 1. 8 h• 1 5.0 
'P, or more l.. 2 1.9 1. 8 1.0 4-1 3.4 1. 6 1.1 4-3 1. 2 3. 8 

Drug or Alcohol 
Cor>..nection w:i. th 
Current Case 

Type of Connection 256 392 600 400 150 219 204 326 285 3J7 337 
~ro Connection 46.0 37.5 49.3 47.2 12.7 54-4 43.6 43. O 47.1 57. 8 41.4 
%using at Time 22.3 32.1 26.5 32.7 14.0 35.2 34-3 32.5 '.31-9 16.3 30.9 

of Arrest 
%Related1 Crimi.nal 23.8 23.2 21.2 18.0 71.3 7.8 19. 6 22.4 16.1 19. 9 20.2 

Charge 
1other Connection 2.0 1. 8 1. 2 1.3 0.7 1.3 1. 0 1. 8 3.5 1.5 2.1 
%1'1:issing or Unlmown 5.9 5, 4 1. 8 0.8 1.3 1.3 1. 5 0.3 1.4 ~. 5 5.3 

Type of Drug Involved 256 392 600 400 150 219 204 326 285 337 337 
9ITTone 47. 6 4.0. 7 50.3 47.1 13.3 55.3 l~3. 6 Li.3. 3 46.3 59, 6 42.4 
%Alcohol 28.1 33.7 23.8 29.5 76.0 31+. 2 30.4 24- 2 30.5 16. 3 30.9 
~juana,Hashish, 12.5 15.8 17.7 1/+• 5 4.7 8 • .2 15.2 25 • .2 9.8 1~~- g 17.2 

etc. 
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131 139 239 339 431 439 539 631 639 739 839 
I:nig or Alcohol 
Connected with 
Curr ent Case (cont.) 

Type of Drug Involved 256 392 600 400 150 219 204 -326 285 337 337 
(cont.) 
fcAmphet /barbs./ o. 4 2. 6 5. 8 3.8 2.0 0.5 4.4 3.4 5. 3 5.0 3.6 

tranq. etc. 
fJ-Iall ucinogens 1. 2 2. 6 1.0 1. 8 2.0 .o 2.5 1.5 1. 6 0.3 0.3 
fJ-Ieroin, morphine, 3.9 1.8 .o 2.3 0.7 .o 1.0 1. 8 4.2 2.4 o.6 

cocaine, etc. o.6 2. 1 3. 6 
%.\fi.ssing or unknown 6.3 2. 8 1.3 1.0 1.3 1. 8 2.9 5.0 

Known History of Drug 
or Alcohol Abuse 

Alcohol 245 378 600 400 150 219 204 326 285 337 337 
f&own history of 64-1 75. 9 53. 4 67. 3 71.3 61.6 59.3 61.7 44. 2 l 6. 0 73.9 
fcCurrent regular use 9.0 10.3 2. 8 7.5 3.3 7.8 12.7 22.7 19. 6 14. 8 4.7 
foUnknown or missing 4.5 5.3 11.2 2.0 16.7 3.7 12.7 2. 5 1. 8 8. 0 1.5 

Marijuana 256 392 600 400 150 219 204 326 285 337 337 
faKnown history of 30.1 41.3 28. 6 30.8 14.7 15. 1 31.9 44. 5 29. 5 23.7 40.1 
fcCurrent regular use 1.2 2.0 0.2 1. 8 1. 3 .o 2.9 7.7 8. 1 1. 2 0.3 
foUnknown or missing 2.7 8. 2 14.0 5.3 15.3 6. 8 23.5 3.1 3.9 15.7 4.2 

Amphetamines/barbs./ 256 392 600 400 150 219 204 326 285 337 337 
tranq. etc. 

~Known history of 7.4 19.4 9.4 4.3 9.3 5.9 11.3 23.3 17. 9 10. 7 18.1 
'.)tcurrent regular use 0.4 .o 0.2 .o .o .o .o 1.2 0.4 0.3 .o 
%,unknown or missing 7.4 9.7 15.5 9.8 14.7 5.9, 24.0 3.4 4. 2 16. 6 6. 2 

Hallucinogens 256 392 600 400 150 219 204 326 285 337 337 
%Known history of 4-7 16. 8 4.7 7.5 L~. 7 3.2 8. 8 19.3 10. 2 7.1 14. 8 
fcCurrent regular use .o .o 0.2 .o .o .o .o o.6 0. 4 0.3 .o 
%Unknown or missing 7.4 10.2 16. 8 10.5 14.7 5.9 21.1 5.2 3. 9 20.5 6. 2 

-



Probation Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.) 
I 

131 139 239 339 431 
Known History of Drug 

439 539 631 639 7J9 839 

or Alcohol Abuse (cont.) 

Heroin, morphine, 1256 392 600 400 150 219 204 326 285 3;7 337 
cocaine, etc. 

1,Knovm history of /+. 7 16. 8 2.2 .2. 8 0.7 1. 4 3.4 12.3 6. 3 3~ 6 4.7 
1,Current regular use .o .o .o .o .o .o .o 0.3 .o 0. 3 0.3 
~Jnknown or missing 7.4 10.2 17.3 11. B 16. 0 5. 5 17.2 5. 2 4-9 20. 5 6. 5 

---
Enployrnent and Income 

Employment status 1256 392 600 MYJ 150 219 204 326 285 337 337 
%Employed fulltime 151. 9 54.1 57. 8 60.4 70.0 58. S 57.9 47. 9 . 54-3 54. 7 53.7 
%Employed part time 8. 6 6. 6 9.5 8. O 6.0 5. 5 4.9 6. 4 8. 4 5. 6 6. 8 
1J;nemployed t32.4 33. 9 30. 2 27.3 17.3 28. 8 32.8 L~0. 2 32. 3 33. 5 35.6 
1oUnemploya ble 1. 6 o. 8 1.3 0.8 2.0 2.3 0.5 0. 3 1.1 1.5 0.3 
%,unknmm or missing 5. 5 4- 6 1. 2 3. 5 4.7 4.6 3.9 5.2 3.9 4.7 3. 6 

Occupational Level !256 392 600 400 150 219 204 J26 285 337 337 
%."'Ione 125. 8 20. 2 14.3 16. 3 15.3 25. 1 12.7 19. 0 13.7 1h.8 20.5 
o/oUnskilled ~5-5 35. 7 · 38. 5 L~3. 6 20.0 43. 3 35. 2 39.9 40.3 2.7 4 39. 4 
foSenrL-ski. lled tl.4- 1 28. 8 26.3 27. 7 24.0 15. 5 30.9 22.7 20.3 35.8 26.7 
'fc;Clerical/Sales 1. 6 1. 5 2.7 o. 8 2.7 1.4 6.4 2. 8 4.9 l. 8 2. 4 
5'oSkilJ.ed 6.3 8. 2 15.7 7.3 26.7 10. 5 11. 8 10.1 15. 8 12. 5 6.2 
%1,1anagerial/ 1.2 2. 3 o. 8 2.3 8. 0 1. 4 0.5 1.5 .o 1. 2 1. 2 

Proprietary 
%Professional 1.2 1.3 0.7 1.0 .o o. 5 1.0 1. 5 1. 8 l.8 1.2 
fdJnknown or 1rri.ssing 4.3 2. 0 1.0 1.0 3.3 2.3 1. 5 2.5 3.2 2. 7 2. 4 

PrimarJ Income Source 256 392 600 400 150 219 204 326 285 I 337 337 
'{c.O wn Elnployment '67-7 58. 2 64.3 I 65. 9 72.0 64.3 63.2 51. 8 58.4 I 57 . 9 55. 4 
foSpouse or family u.o. 2 13.3 22.0 16. 5 12.0 12. 8 14. 2 17.5 13.2 18. 4 20.2 
%Public assist/income t}.O. 2 8.9 4.9 9.8 7.3 10.5 5.4 12.9 11.6 9. 5 11.3 

transfer 
'to.Savings/inheritance/ o. 8 1. 5 0.8 0.5 0.7 0.9 1. 0 o.6 1.4 1. 8 1. 5 

investments 
f£::i.minal activity 2.3 0. 5 0.8 .o .o 0.9 0.5 .o 2.1 .o 0. 9 
fcDther individual 2. 0 2.3 2.0 2.5 2.7 0.5 2.0 3.1 1.4 !. 5 3.0 

I 'foNone 7.0 7.1 2.2 0.8 2.0 5. 5 4.9 3.4 4.9 6,. 2 1.5 
I f:I.Jnlmov:n or missing 9.8 8.2 3. 0 4.0 3.3 4. 6 8. 8 10. 7 7.0 /. 7 6. 2 L 

·-
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131 139 239 339 431 439 539 631 639 739 839 
-Family and Residence 

Mari t al status 256 392 600 400 150 219 204 326 285 337 337 
f.;.si ngle (Never mar- L,3. 0 52.4 58. 3 56.3 34. 7 43. 4 42.1 57. O 50.4 ;_ 7. 5 l ,8. 0 

ried) 
fcMarried 30.9 27.0 27.2 22.8 49.3 37.0 31.9 25.2 27.4 32. 3 31.5 
foSeparat ed 4.3 5.1 3 • .2 5. 8 4.0 6. 8 5.9 3.4 5.3 5. 6 7. 1 
foDivorced 14.8 11 • .2 8. 5 10.8 10.0 9.1 14 • .2 12.0 12.3 9.5 9. 8 
%Widowed 2.7 0.5 0.3 1.3 0.7 1.4 1. 0 0. 9 0.7 1. 5 0. 9 
fcCommon-law . 1 • .2 1.0 1. 5 2. 5 .o 2.3 3.4 0.9 3 • .2 2. 7 1. 8 
fJJnknovm.. or missing 3.1 2.8 1.0 o • .5 1. 3 .o 1.5 o.6 0.7 0. 9 0.9 

Living Arrangements .256 392 600 400 150 .219 204 326 285 337 337 
%Living alone 16.0 13.3 16. 5 13.3 13.3 10.5 13.7 16. 3 17.5 17. 5 6. 8 
%Living with spouse .29. 2 26.5 15.8 23.9 47.4 35. 7 32.9 23.0 28. 8 32.4 31. 5 
%Ll ving with child 3.9 3.8 1. 3 4.3 1.3 3.7 2.9 4. 3 7. 0 4. 7 3.0 
%Living with parent s 21.9 30.1 35 • .2 37.2 .25.3 33. 3 25. 5 .2 L, • .2 .26. O 25.2 34-1 
%Llv:i..ng wit h friends 18. 8 18.9 14. 2 14.0 8.7 6. 8 13.2 22.1 13. 0 11. 0 11. 6 
%Unknown or missing 10.2 8. 4 7.0 7.3 4.0 10.0 11. 8 10. 1 7.7 9.2 13.1 

Legal Dependents 242 388 595 400 150 219 204 326 ' 284 337 337 
% 0 53. 8 64- 1 65.9 62.0 46~7 50 • .2 56.4 65. 3 59 . 9 6J .O 57. 9 
% 1 20.2 11.9 12. 8 13.5 18.0 14.6 14.7 13.2 16.2 11. L~ 16.3 
% 2 or more 26. 0 24-0 21.3 24. 5 35.3 35.2 28.9 21.5 23.9 25. 6 25. 8 

Education 

Student St atus 256 392 600 400 150 219 204 326 283 337 337 
faNot a student 89.4 92.1 89.0 93.2 92.0 96. 8 94.1 88.1 91. 2 92. 0 94. 6 
%Fullt ime student 6.3 6.1 10.3 5. 5 4.7 2.7 3; 4 9.8 6.7 5.0 4. 5 
%Part time student .2.0 0.3 0.7 o. 8 .2.0 .o 2.0 1. 2 2.1 2. 7 0. 9 
%Unknovm. or missing 2.3 1. 5 .o o. 5 1.3 o. 5 o. 5 0.9 .o 0. 3 .o 

Diplomas and Degrees .256 392 600 400 150 219 204 326 285 3]7 337 
%None 44.1 37.0 36.0 43.2 38. 7 55~ 3 38. 7 40.2 41. 8 47.1 51. 8 
fcGED 5.1 ;~~6 . 8. 5 9. 8 3.3 10.0 10.8 10.1 8. 8 7.4 13. 4 
%Hi gh school 34-8 47. 5 47. 8 42.0 51.4 32.0 42.6 42. 3 J.i2. 0 J9 . 8 30. 3 
fc:Special trade or AA 2.7 3.8 2.0 1. 5 3.3 .o 1. 5 2. 8 2. 5 1. 5 1. 2 
fJJA/BS or higher 1. 2 1. 8 2.8 2. 5 2.0 0.9 3.4 4.3 2. 5 1. 5 2. 7 
%Unknoi-m or missing 12.1 4. 3 2.8 0.8 1.3 1. 8 3.0 0.3 2. 1 1. 2 o. 6 



~ Probation Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.) 
-·- -----.--

I 131 139 239 339 431 439 539 631 639 739 839 I 

F..ducation (cont.) 

Years of .formal 222 371 581 397 147 215 197 322 275 3 n 333 , schooling completed 
I 7o 0-9 20.3 14. 8 18. 1 18. 2 23.8 30.7 21.8 21. 1 22.5 27 . 8 23.4 I % 10-11 34. 2 28. 0 25.8 31.9 17.7 25.4 26.9 24. 8 28. 0 26. 6 35.5 : % 12 33.3 1+6• 1 1+2. 0 39,3 L~J. 5 30.2 40.6 33.3 35.0 32.0 33.6 I % 13 or higher 12.2 11.1 14.1 10.6 :!.5: O 3.7 10.7 20.8 14. 5 13.6 7.5 : ---
· New Offenses During 

I I Progr am I 
! Seriousness of ')ffense 14 36 21 21 9 8 14 20 15 16 26 

faMisderneanor 14. 3 22.2 9.5 19. 0 55. 6 37.5 .o 40,,0 13.3 31.3 23.1 %Indictable 21.4 8. 3 19. 0 19.0 11.1 .o 7.1 15.0 20.0 12.5 7.7 misdemeanor 
I faFelony 64.3 69. 5 71.5 62.0 33.3 62.5 92.9 45.0 66.7 i --6. 2 69. 2 
' 

1 Type of offense i 14 36 21 21 9 8 14 20 15 I 16 26 
i faAgainst ~jersons 7.1 2. 8 4. 8 9.5 33.3 12.5 .o 5.0 .o ! 6.3 7.7 I 
' (non-sex) I 

faA.gains t persons .o 5. 6 .o 14.3 .o 12.5 7.1 .o .o I 6.3 .o 
(sex ) 

I faA.gainst /2ublic 35.7 22.2 9.5 19. O .o 25.0 14.3 35.0 26.7 25.0 19. 2 
health peace/saft . ' 1 

! faAgains t public 7.1 27.8 4. 8 4. 8 .o 25.0 7.1 .o .o I .o J. 8 
i justice/authority I I faAgainst public mora s • 0 .o .o .o 11.1 .o .o .o .o .o .o ! 
' %t'1otor vehicle 21. 4 13.8 19.0 9.5 33.3 .o 7.1 20.0 6.7 6,3 26.9 I 

faAgainst property 28. 6 27. 8 57.1 42.9 22 • .3 25.0 64.4 40.0 66.6 49. 8 42. 4 : %Against children .o .o .o .o .o .o .o .o .o .o .o 
I 

%Miscellaneous .o .o 4.8 .o .o .o .o .o .o 6.1 .o 
I ' I Type of Termination 78 121 149 121 76 87 86 90 54 99 105 I 

i Favorable 
i faFound not guilty/ 5.1 10.7 11.4 19. 8 3.9 4. 6 3.5 1.1 1.9 .o .o l 

i 
Lharge dismissed 

%Discharge-full 70.5 32.2 28.9 24.0 39.5 31.1 24.4 61.1 22.2 

I 
27 , 3 38.1 sent ence served 

I %Di schar ged-early 3.8 9.1 2L~. 8 Hl.2 48. 7 35.7 3L~. 7 10.0 29 . 6 l1 ,) , 5 23. 8 ! t ermination I L___ -



Probation cu.ent, .t-1ror 1J..es ana .t'roces s J. n .1.v.rnic1 1.1..1.uu UJ .U.-1.. IJ V .i. .J.\,; V \ '1.,,VA. .6. V. I 

131 139 239 339 431 439 539 631 639 7 !.2 819 
fype of Termination 78 121 149 121 76 ·~ 86 90 54 99 105 

(cont.) 

Unfavorable 
%Transfer to prison 11.5 11.6 10.1 5.0 3. 9 5.7 7.0 8. 9 16.7 8. 1 9.5 
%Transfer to jail .o .o 1.3 0.8 .o .o 1. 2 11. 1 3. 7 1. 0 3. 8 
1i:Ot he r unfavorable 1.3 .o 1.3 o. 8 .o .o .o 1.1 1.9 .o .o 

t r ansfer 
foAbsconsion/ 1.3 8.3 0.7 1.7 .o 1. 1 1~2 .o 1.9 .o 5.7 

escape 

Neut ral 
%Death .o o. 8 0.7 1.7 .o 2.3 1. 2 1. 1 .o 1. 0 .o 
faNeutral transfer 6. 4 27-3 20.1 28.0 3.9 19. 5 25. 6 5. 6 22.2 13. 1 19.1 
fJJt he r .o .o 0.7 3.8 .o .o 1. 2 .o .o .o .o 

Correcti onal 
Eff ectiveness 

Number of individuals 2 9 8 1 1 6 6 14 5 5 2 
arrested af ter prog. 
termination 

% of t otal terminated 2.6 7.4 5.4 0.8 1.3 6.9 6.9 15. 6 9.3 5. 1 1. 9 
~rr est ed 

Seriousness of new 2 9 8 1 1 6 6 14 5 5 2 
off ens e allegation 
fc1-Iisdemeanor 50.0 11.1 12.5 .o .o .o 33.3 7.2 ~o.o .o 50.0 
foindictable mis- .o 22.2 25.0 .o .o .o 50.0 35. 7 40.0 20. 0 50. 0 
demeanor 
faFelony 50.0 66.7 62.5 80.0 100.0 100.0 16.7 57.1 40.0 80. 0 .o 



Parole Client Profiles and Process Information by District 

1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH 1~F* 

As si gnment Infonnatior 

Source of Assignment 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Volunt eer 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.6 
% Trans fer in State 5.4 4.5 11.1 1.7 1.4 2.4 2.7 1.1 19.4 
% Sen tenced by 

Criminal - Court 0.8 1.1 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 1.1 30.6 
% Sent enced by Non-

Cri minal Court 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
% Parole Board 82.9 85.4 77.8 91.6 89.7 91.2 90.0 94.3 11.1 
% Work Release Board 3.9 0.0 0.0 1.7 2.8 0.8 0.0 0.0 19.4 
% Fede ral 0.0 1.1 0.0 3.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.8 
% Out of State 

Transfer 7.0 7.9 9.5 1. 7 5.7 4.8 7.3 3.5 0.0 
% Defe rred. Sentence 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
% Missing Or Unknown 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Status Prior to 
Ass i gnment 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Awa iting Trial -

ROR 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0 2.8 
% Awa iting Trial -

Bai l 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.8 
% Awaiting Trial -

PTR 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.3 
% Awaiting Trial -

PTS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.6 
% Awa iting Trial -

Ja il 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.8 
% Serving Sentence 

in Jail 0.8 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.6 
% Co r rect iona 1 

Program 98.4 98.9 100.0 100.0 98.9 96.0 97.3 100.0 50.0 
% Mental Institution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 2.7 0.0 2.8 
% Med i cal Facility 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 2.4 0.0 0.0 2.8 
% Other 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.8 

-*Gives da ta for the women's facility in Des Moines. 



Parole Client Profiles and Process Information (cont.) 

1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH WF 

Precipitating Crime 

Seriousness of Crime 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Misdemeanor 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 2.4 0.0 0.0 2.8 
% Indictable 

Misdemeanor 2.3 1.1 1. 6 6.7 4.2 2.4 0.0 1.1 2.8 
% Felony 97.7 98.9 98.4 93.3 95.4 95.2 100.0 98.9 94.4 

Type of Crime 129 89 63 60 283 125 110 88 36 
% Aga inst Persons 

(non-sex) 21.6 11.2 6.3 15.0 20.1 13.6 11.8 20.5 5.6 
% Against Persons 

(sex} 1.6 3.4 4.8 3.3 2.1 2.4 4.5 8.0 0.0 
% Against Public 

Health/Peace/Sfty 7.8 15.7 11. 1 20.0 13.3 11. 2 15.5 11.4 16.7 
% Against Public 

Justice/Authority 4.7 0.0 1.6 3.3 4.6 4.0 4.5 2.3 0.0 
% Against Public 

Moral s 1.6 1.1 0.0 0.0 1.8 0.8 0.0 1.1 22.2 
% Motor Ve hi c 1 e 

Offenses 1.6 2.2 0.0 0.0 1.4 3.2 · 1.8 1.1 2.8 
% Against Property 59.5 61. 8 74.6 58.4 55.3 61.6 57.4 55.6 52.7 
% Against Children 0.8 2.2 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.9 0.0 0.0 
% Miscellaneous 0.8 2.2 0.0 0.0 0.7 2.4 3.6 0.0 0.0 

Personal Data 

Sex 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Male 93.8 92.1 92.1 100.0 87.3 96.5 96.4 98.9 0.0 
% Female 6.2 7.9 7.9 0.0 12.7 3.5 3.6 1.1 · 100.0 

Race 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Wh ite 72.9 89.9 95.2 95.0 68.3 80.1 85.5 85.2 66.6 
% Black 24.8 10.1 1.6 5.0 28.9 18.3 9.1 11.4 30.6 
% Other 2.3 0.0 1.6 0.0 2.3 1.6 4.5 2.3 2.8 
% Unknown Or Missing 0.0 0.0 1.6 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.9 1.1 0.0 



Paro 1 e Client Profiles and Process In format ion (cont.) 

1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH ~IF 

Personal Data (cont.) 

Age 129 89 63 oO 283 126 110 88 36 
% 0 - 17 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.8 
% 18 - 25 41.1 57.J 44.4 63 . 3 43.5 50.8 50.0 33 .0 66.6 
% 26 - 41 37 .. 2 34.8 44.4 31. 7 42.0 40. 5 · 38.2 50.0 27 .8 
% over 41 21.7 7.9 11.2 5.0 14.5 8.7 11.8 17.0 2.8 

Criminal History 

Prior Arrests 117 82 59 60 259 116 85 80 36 
% 0 9.4 13 . 4 5.1 32 .8 12.4 12.9 20 .0 16.3 33.3 
% 1 8.5 9.8 11. 9 6.9 12.0 6.9 10.6 13.8 13.9 
% 2 or more 82 .1 76.8 83 . 0 60 . 3 75 .6 80.2 69.4 69.9 52 .8 

Prior Convictions 119 83 60 55 270 114 93 86 35 
% 0 25.2 25 .3 20.0 41.8 31. 5 29.3 37.6 31.4 51.4 
% 1 18 . 5 24.1 15.0 18.2 22.2 12 .3 14.0 12.8 ! 25.7 
% 2 or more 56.3 50.6 65.0 40.0 46.3 57.9 48.4 55.8 22.9 

Prior Jail Terms 116 79 57 56 254 108 77 79 34 
% 0 69.0 69. 6 64.9 64 .0 60.7 54.7 61.0 67 . 1 67 .6 
% 1 20.7 12 .7 15 .3 18.0 23.2 25.9 18.2 17.7 26.5 
% 2 or more 10.3 17 .7 19.3 18 .0 16 . 1 19.4 20.8 15.2 5.9 

Prior Prison Terms 124 85 60 54 278 119 100 87 31 
% 0 46. 7 54 .1 55.0 66.7 55.0 55.5 60.0 50 . 6 80 .6 
% 1 32.3 24.7 16.7 13 .0 27.0 27 . 7 16 . 0 19.5 16.1 
% 2 or more 21.0 21.2 28.3 20 .3 18.0 16.8 24.0 29.9 3.3 

Drug or Alco ho 1 
Connection with 
Current Case 

Type of Connection 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% No Connection 42.6 49 .4 41. 3 30.0 42 .8 35.7 53.7 22 .7 58 .3 



Parole Cli ent Profi l es and Proces s Info rmat ion by Dis trict (~ont.) 

1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH WF 

Type of Connection 129 69 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
(cont .) 
% Usi ng at the Time of 

Arrest 38.0 34.8 42.8 46 .6 36 .4 44.4 19.1 52.3 13.9 
% Related Criminal 

Charge 6.2 10.1 9.5 16 .7 8.8 11.9 10.9 6.8 13.9 
% Other Connection 1.6 1.1 1.6 5.0 4.6 5.6 1.8 5. 7 11. 1 
% Unk nown or Missing 11.6 4.5 4.8 1.7 7.4 2.4 14.5 12 . 5 2.8 

Type of Drug Invo1ved 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% None 50.4 53.9 42;9 31.7 43.9 35.0 55.5 22.7 58 . 3 
% Alcohol 30.2 23.6 34.9 36.7 24.4 34.1 14.5 47.6 8.3 
% Ma rijuana, Hashish, 

etc. 3.9 7.9 7.9 15.0 2.8 8.7 5.5 4.5 0.0 
% Amphet./Barb./ 

Tranq. ,etc. 2.3 5.6 6.3 8.3 3.5 1.9 1.8 3.4 11. l 
% Hal l uci nogens 2.3 3.4 1.6 3.3 1.8 2.4 2.7 2.3 5.6 
% Heroin/Morphine/ 

Coca i ne·, etc. 6.2 1.1 1.6 1.7 14 . 3 8.7 7.3 6. 8 13.9 
% Un kn own or Missing 4.7 4.5 4.8 3.3 8.3 3.2 12.7 12 . 5 5. 6 

Known History of Drug 
or Al cohol Abuse 

Al cohol 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Known History of 71. 3 56.2 84.1 61.7 70.0 56.3 41.P 81.8 36.1 
% Cu rren \ Regular Use 17.1 2.2 6.3 3.3 6.7 20.6 17.3 11. 4 '1 1.1 
% Unknown or Missing 4.7 11.2 0.0 1.7 11.0 1.6 20.9 2.3 8. 3 

Marijuana, Hashish, 
et c. 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Kn own History of 14 7. 3 27.0 27.0 21.7 26.1 33.3 19 . 1 30.7 47. 2 
% Corrent Re gul ar Use 2.3 0.0 3.2 1. 7 1.1 7 .1 0.0 0.0 13.9 
% Unkn own or Missing ~-2 15.7 6.3 3.3 30 .4 7.9 36. 4 11. 4 5. 6 



Parole C1ient Profiles and Process Information by Dis trict (cont.) 

1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH WF 

Known History of Drug 
or Alrohol Abuse 
( e;ont. J 

Amohetamines / 
Barbituates/ 
Tranquilizers,etc. 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Known History of 20.2 20.2 12.7 11.7 13.1 25.4 10.9 19.3 33. 3 
% Current Regular Use 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.8 
% Unknown or Missing 7.8 16.9 9.5 3.3 30.7 6.3 38.2 10 . 2 25.6 

Hallucinogens 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Knmvn History of 15.5 16.9 7.9 5.0 9.9 15.1 7.3 20.5 25.0 
% Current Regular Use 0.8 0. 0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
% Unknown or Missing 7.8 18 .0 9.5 1. 7 27.6 7.9 40.0 10.2 5.6 

Heroin/Morphine/ 
Cocaine , etc. 129 89 63 60 283 125 1 J.( 88 36 
% Known History of 17.8 5.5 6.3 5.0 21.2 15.9 9.1 11.4 38.9 
% Current Regular Use 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.3 
% Unknown or Missing 10. 9 15.7 7.9 1.7 17.3 7 .1 38.2 29.1 2.8 

Employn~nt and Income 

Employme~t Status 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Employed Full-Time 75.8 76.4 68.3 86.7 69.2 74.5 70.1 78.4 5.6 
% Employed Part-Time 4.7 2.2 6.3 1. 7 6.7 4.0 2.7 5.7 0.0 
% Unemp1oyed 14.0 21. 3 19.0 8.3 21.2 18.3 22.7 11. 4 94.4 
% Unemployable 1. 6 0.0 1. 6 0.0 1.1 1.6 0.9 0.0 0.0 
% Unknown or Missing 3.9 0.0 4.8 3.3 1.8 1. 6 3.6 4.5 0.0 

Occupational Level 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% None 7.8 7.9 7.9 8.3 6.7 3.2 4.5 5.7 13.9 
% Unskilled 42.5 33.7 41. 3 45. 0 35.0 37.3 32.8 45.5 41. 7 
% Semi -ski 11 ed 34.1 36.0 31. 7 15.7 35.3 34.1 39.1 35.2 11.1 
% Clerical/Sales 0;8 1.1 1. 6 0.0 5.7 2.4 1.8 2.3 19.4 
% Skilled 12.4 19.1 15.9 30.0 15.9 n.2 18.2 10.2 11.1 



Parole Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.) 

1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH WF 

Occ upational Level 
(cont.) 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Managerial/ 

Propri etory 0.8 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.9 1.1 0. 0 
% Professional 0.8 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0. 0 
% Unknown or Missing 0.8 0.0 1. 6 0.0 0.7 0.8 1.8 0.0 2. 8 

Primary income Source 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Own Employment 78.2 78.7 65.1 83.3 71.3 77.8 70.1 76.1 8. 3 
% Spouse or Family 5.4 8.9 7.9 5.0 6.4 1.6 8.2 9 .1 19. 4 
% Pub lic Assistance/ 

Income Transfer 4.7 3.3 9.5 0.0 4.6 9.5 4.5 5.7 8. 3 
% Savings/Inherit./ 

Investments, etc. 0.8 0.0 0.0 1.7 2.5 0.8 1.8 2,3 5.6 
% Cr iminal Activity 0,0 I. 1 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 1.8 a.a 13. 9 
% Other Individual 1.6 3.4 1.6 o.o o.o 0.8 0. 0 0.0 0. 0 
% None 3.9 2. 3 3.2 3,3 7.4 2.4 4.5 0.0 13.9 
% Un known or Missing 5.4 2.2 12.7 6.7 7,1 7.1 9.1 6.8 30. 6 

Family and Residence 

Ma rital Status 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Si ngle (never 

mar ried) t4.9 30.3 39.6 38.3 39.2 42.1 44. 5 34.1 39 .0 
% Ma rried 20.2 36.0 28.6 26.7 25.8 23.8 19. 1 26 . 1 8.3 
% Sepa rated 9.3 5.6 14.3 8.3 3.9 7.9 5.5 5.7 33 .3 
% Di vorced 21. 7 23.6 17.5 23.3 24.7 22.2 25. 5 22.7 19 .4 
% Wi dOl'led 2.3 2.2 0.0 1. 7 1.8 0. 0 3.6 3. 4 0.0 
% Common-law 0. 8 2.2 0.0 1. 7 3.9 4.0 0.0 8.0 0.0 
% Unknown or Missing 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 1.8 0.0 0. 0 

Living Arran gements 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Living Alone 17 .1 14.6 20.6 18. 3 26.l 39.7 23.6 25.0 11. 1 I 

% Living with Spouse 16.3 31.5 28.6 25.0 26.5 26.2 18.2 29 .6 5. 6 . . % Living with Children 0.8 1. 1 0.0 0.0 1.8 0.0 3. 6 0.0 5.6 
% Liv ing with Parents ~8.6 24.7 27.0 35.1 23.0 8.7 25.5 26.1 36. 0 
% Li vi ng with Friends 130 . 2 11.2 11. 1 8.3 9.5 16.7 17.3 3.4 3. 9 . 



Parole Client Profi1es and Process Informadon by District (cont.) 

1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6TH l 7TH 8TH WF 

~iving ArrJngements 
(cont.) 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 

% Unknown or Mi ssing 7.0 16.9 12.7 13.3 13.1 8.7 11.8 15.9 27.8 

Legal Dependents 128 89 63 58 283 126 104 88 36 
% 0 59.4 46 .1 52. 4 50.0 56 .6 54.0 65.4 48.8 52.6 
% 1 12.5 16. 1 15.9 17.2 15.5 23.0 13.5 I 14.8 22.2 
% 2 or more 37.1 37.0 31.7 32.8 27,9 23.0 21.1 36.4 25.2 

Education 

Student Status 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% Not a Student 96.1 94.4 95.2 98.3 91. 5 88 . 1 93.7 95.5 91.6 
% Full-Time Studt=>,....+ 2.3 2.2 3.2 1. 7 3.5 8.7 1.8 0.0 5.6 
% Part -Time Student 1.6 3.4 1.6 0.0 3.9 3. 2, 0.9 4.5 2.8 
% Unknown or Missing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.0 3.6 0.0 0.0 

Diplomas and Degrees 
Held 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36 
% None 41.1 43. 8 65.1 60.0 36.0 32.5 39.2 37.5 64.0 
% GED 29.5 30 .3 11. 1 23.3 25.8 23.0 34.5 28.4 8.3 
% High School 23.3 22.5 23.8 15.0 33.2 42.9 20.0 33.0 19. 4 
% Spec ial Trade or AA 3.1 L l 0.0 1.7 2.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.3 
% BA/BS or higher 0.8 1. 1 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.0 1.8 0.0 0.0 
% Unknown or. Missing 2.3 1.1 0.0 0.0 1.4 1.6 4.5 1.1 0.0 

Years of Fonnal 
Schoo 1 ing Completed 126 84 61 60 271 119 98 86 35 
% 0 - 9 27.8 34 .5 41.0 61.6 31. 7 23.5 41.8 37.2 37.1 
% 10 - 11 46.0 36 .9 32.8 20.0 30.3 26.9 29.6 20.9 37.1 
% 12 22.2 23 .8 21.3 16.7 31.7 38.7 21.4 38.4 17.2 
% 13 or higher 4.0 4.8 4.9 1.7 6.3 10.9 7.2 3.5 8.6 



Parole Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.) 

1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH ~IF 

New Offenses 
During Program 

Seriousness of Crime 17 14 10 4 36 14 9 15 0 
5~ Misdemeanor 5.9 21.4 20.0 0.0 13 .9 14.3 22.2 13.3 0.0 
~~ Indictable 

Misdemeanor 11. 8 21.4 10.0 25.0 11.1 14.3 ll. 1 13.3 0.0 
% Felony 82.3 57.2 70.0 75.0 75.0 71.4 66.7 73.4 0.0 

Type of Crime 17 14 10 4 36 14 9 15 0 
% Against Persons 

(non-sex) 5.9 28.6 0.0 0.0 13.9 28.6 11.1 13.3 0.0 
% Against Persons 

(sex) 0.0 7.1 10.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 11. 1 13.3 0.0 
5~ Against Public 

Heal th/Peace/Sfty 17.6 21. 5 20.0 25.0 27.8 14.3 22.2 13.3 0.0 
% Against Public 

Justice/Authority 23.5 7.1 0.0 0.0 13.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
% Against Public 

Moral s 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
5; Motor Vehicle 

Offenses 5.9 7. 1 20.0 0.0 2.8 7. 1 22.2 20.0 0.0 
% Against Property 47.1 28.6 50.0 50.0 41.7 50.0 33.4 40.1 0. 0 
% Against Children 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 

I 

% Mi scellaneous 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 n.o 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 

. Type of Termination 59 37 26 26 114 32 46 33 20 
! % Found Not Guilty/ 
I Charge Dismissed 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.2 0.0 5.0 
' % Discharged- Full 

Sentence Served 30.5 40.6 30.8 23.1 17.5 28.2 28.3 24.2 20.0 
% Discharged- Early 

I 

Termination 39.0 29.7 34. 7 50.0 39 .5 15.6 47.8 36.4 0.0 
% Transfer to Prison 15.3 13.5 · 19.2 15.4 21. 1 37.5 8.7 27.3 5.0 
% Transfer to Jail 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 



Parole Client Profiles and Process Information by Dis trict (cont. ) 

1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH WF 

Type of Tennination 
(cont .) 59 37 26 26 114 32 46 33 20 
XAb sccnsion/Escape 3.4 8. 1 3.8 0. 0 5.7 3.1 6.5 3.0 5.0 
% Death 3.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0. 0 6.5 0.0 0.0 
% Neutral Transfer 8.5 8.1 7.7 11. 5 15.8 15.6 0.0 9.1 55.0 
% Other 0.0 0.0 3.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 

New Arrests After 
Terminat ion 4 5 0 2 7 4 5 1 4 
% Arrested 6.8 13.5 0.0 7.7 6.1 12.5 10.9 3.0 20.0 

Seriousness of New 
Crimes 4 5 0 2 7 4 5 1 4 
% Mi sdemeanor 50.0 o.o 0.0 50.0 O.Q 25.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 
% Indictabl e 

Mi sdemeanor 25.0 20.0 0.0 50.0 14.3 0.0 20.0 100.0 25.0 
% Felony 25.0 80. 0 0.0 0.0 85.7 75.0 80,0 0.0 50.0 



Pre-Tri al Cl ient Profil es and Process Infonnation by Di strict 

FIR s·r S I X T H s E V E N T H 
PTR BAI L PTS JAIL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL PTR BAIL JAIL 

Status At Time Of 7 4 39 34 535 127 187 147 137 47 10 
Arrest 

% Not in Justice 100.0 100.0 100.0 79.5 92.5 84.5 84.3 66.0 96. 4 87 .3 90 .0 
System 

% Wanted For Prev- 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 2. 1 0.0 
i ous Offens e 

% Awaiting Trial 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 2.2 7. l 5.9 15.6 2.9 4. 2 0.0 
% Serving Earlier 0.0 0.0 0.0 14. 7 4.3 7. l 7.0 15. 6 0.7 2. l 0. 0 

Sentence 
% Ot he r 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 1. 3 2.8 2. 1 0.0 4. 3 · 10. 0 

Preci pita t ing Cri me 

Seriousness of Crime 7 4 39 34 535 127 187 147 137 47 10 
% Misdemeano r 28.6 0.0 5. 1 0.0 44.7 41. 7 3.2 21. 1 66.4 66.0 30.0 
% Indictable 14. 3 0.0 17. 9 2.9 34.8 27.6 35.8 20. 4 14 .6 . 21 . 3 10 .0 

Miscemeanor 
% Felony 5 7. 1 100 .0 77.0 97 .1 20.6 30.7 61.0 58. 5 19 .0 12.7 60.0 

Type of Cri me 7 4 39 34 535 127 187 147 137 47 10 
% Aga i nst Persons 28.5 0.0 12.8 20.6 4.5 6.3 7.0 12.2 24. 1 10. 6 20.0 

(Non-Sex) 
% Against Persons 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.4 0.8 1. 6 1. 4 1.5 0.0 0. 0 

(Sex ) 
% Aga'ins t Public 14.3 100.0 28.2 20.6 44.5 44.1 25.1 25.2 16.8 25.5 20. 0 

Health/ Peace/Sfty 
% Against Public 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 3.4 3.9 2.7 5. 4 2.2 0.0 0.0 

Justice/ Authority 
% Aga i nst Public 0.0 0.0 5. 1 2.9 0.4 1.6 0.0 1. 4 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Mora 1 s 
% 10tor Vehicle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 26.9 18. 9 23.5 8.8 31. 3 32.0 10.0 

Offenses 
% Against Property 42.9 0.0 53. 9 50. 1 19.4 20.5 36.9 43 . 5 19. 0 23 .4 40.0 
% Against Child ren 0. 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0. 4 29.4 3. 2 2.0 2.9 845 10.0 
% Mi see 11 aneous 14.3 0.0 0. 0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0. 0 0.0 2. 2 I 0.0 0.0 

.. 



Pre-Tri al 

PTR 

Persona 1 Data 

Sex 7 
% Male l 00.0 
% Female 0.0 

Race 7 
% Wh ite 42.9 
% Black 57. l 
% Other 0.0 
% Miss ing Or Unknown 0.0 

Age 7 
% 0 - 17 0.0 
% 18 - 25 71.4 
% 26 - 41 14.3 
% Over 41 14. 3 

Criminal History 

Prior Arrests 6 
% 0 16.7 
% 1 16.7 
% 2 -0r More 66.6 

Prior Convictions 6 
% 0 50.0 
% 1 16.7 
% 2 Or. Mo,re 33.3 

Prior Jail Terms 6 
% 0 100.0 
% 1 0.0 
% 2 Or More 0.0 

Prior Prison Tenns 6 
% 0 100.0 
% 1 0.0 
1)1 " n-

, __ ,.. ,.. 

-

Client Profiles and Proces s Information by District (cont. ) 

F I R S T 
BAIL PTS JAIL PTR 

4 39 34 535 
75.0 84·.6 91.2 89 .2 
25.0 15.4 8. 8 10.8 

4 39 34 535 
75.0 61.5 50. l 91.8 
25.0 38.5 44. l 2.8 
0.0 0.0 2.9 3.0 
0. 0 0.0 2.9 0.4 

4 39 34- 530 
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 

75. 0 74. l 58;8 54.5 
25 .0 15. 6 38.3 22 .6 
0.0 10. 3 2.9 22.5 

4 39 34 385 
25.0 25.6 8.8 40.8 
25 .0 28.2 2.9 29 . 9 
50 .0 46.2 88.3 29 .3 

4 39 34 483 
50.0 66.7 29.4 57.6 
0.0 17.9 14. 7 23 . 4 

50.0 15.4 55.9 19.0 

4 39 33 523 
100. 0 92.3 66 . 7 85.9 

0.0 7.7 24.2 9.4 
0.0 0.0 9 .1 4.7 

4 39 34 528 
100.0 100.0 70.6 95 .5 

0.0 0.0 17.6 4 .0 - - - - - -

S I X T H 
BAIL PTS JAIL 

127 187 147 
90 .6 88.8 93.2 
9.4 11. 2 6 . 8 

127 187 147 
92.9 88.3 83.7 
5.5 9.6 9 r .:) 

0.8 2. l 6 . l 
0.8 0.0 0.7 

·--
124 186 147 
0.8 0.0 0.7 

57.3 71.0 69,3 
25.0 23.6 21. 8 
16.9 5.4' 8.2 

85 158 120 
22.3 26.6 11. 7 
27.0 27.8 20.0 
50.7 45.6 68.3 

112 179 136 
42.9 46.4 36.0 
21.4 20.7 19.9 
35 .7 32.9 44.1 

122 183 142 
81.1 82 .5 65.9 
10.7 10.9 16.9 

8.2 6.6 16 .2 

123 186 144 
91. 9 90.9 76-4 

4. l 6.5 13. 9 

,, 
__,-2 1- ' r N T _ H ___ _ 

PTR 
. -· 

-r • .-, l 1. - ,1:.1,IL 
--'- •.. --· ····-- · 

137 
76.6 
23.4 

-
137 

82 .5 
23.1> 
0. 0 
0.0 

136 
17. 0 
31. 5 
30 .9 
20 .6 

136 
48.5 
16. 9 
34.6 

136 
73. 5 

7.l't 
19 . l 

136 
91.2 
5. 9 
2.9 

--
136 

97 . 1 
2.9 

i 

1} 

.o 
I .• Q 

10 
90.0 
10.0 

·---··'. ---- --j 
,,'1~ I -t? I . 5 1 /C. u j 

I.I I 
--,n f' I 

•. • ,,,_ • ,.1 I 

. l 1 0 . n I 
I I 'J ! ' I ,I I • 

- - _I ______ , 

. -, 1· l ' I •f '., , l1 I 
! 1 0.Q I 

. ~~ ! 50 . 0 I 
=- , l1 n ,l 

1 ,, I . '·• 

~ 10.0 

f5 10 
. 2 ! 30 .1 
n I O n . '-' I , ., 

. _ ·-~0. 0 

, ~ I - ~1 
. 8 i 44 . 1+ 

1i I 11.l 
.8 44 . 5 

s ;•j I 
o I 88 . 9 
'1 0. 0 
l I 1 ·· ·1 . !---}-!. 

10 
5 lfiO.G 
rj O • { 



Pre-Trial Cl ient Profiles and Process Informat ion by Dis t r i ct (cont.) 

F I R S T SIYT !f SE V~ N - H 
PTR BAIL • PTS JAIL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL PTR BAI!. JAI L 

-· -
Drug Or Alcohol Con-
nection With Current 
Case 

Type of Connection 7 4 39 34 535 127 187 147 137 47 10 
% No Connection 71.4 75.0 64.0 55.9 34.8 41. 7 47 .1 61.2 97.0 9.3. 7 90.0 
% Using At Time Of 0.0 0.0 2.6 11.8 5.2 7.9 4.3 ~.8 1.5 0.0 10.0 

Ar rest 
% Related Criminal 14.3 25.0 28.2 14.7 58.9 49.6 42.8 27.2 1.5 4.3 0.0 

Charge 
% Other Connection 0.0 0.0 2.6 2.9 0.2 0.0 0.5 0.7 0.0 ? . l 0. 0 
% Missing Or Unknown 14.3 0.0 2.6 14.7 0.9 0.8 5.3 4. 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Type of Drug Involved 7 4 39 34 535 127 187 147 137 47 10 
% None 85.7 75.0 66.7 70.6 35.5 41. 7 52.4 64.6 9T. l 93.6 90.0 
% Alcohol 0.0 25.0 5. l 11. 8 51.6 45.7 26.7 24.5 2.9 2. l 10. 0 
% Ma rijuana, Hashish 0.0 0.0 25.6 11.8 11.4 10.2 16. 6 7.5 0.0 4.3 0. 0 

Etc. 
, % Amph et /Barb/Tranq, 14.3 0.0 2.6 0.0 0.2 0. 8. 1.6 0.7 0.0 0.0 0. 0 

Etc. 
% Ha l l ucinogens 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0. 0 0.0 0. 0 0.0 
% Hero i n, Morphine, 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.8 1.6 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Cocai ne , Etc. 
% Missing Or Unknown 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 l. 3 0.8 1. 1 2. 0 0.0 (l.0 0.0 

--· 

Known Hist~ry Of Drug 7 4 39 34 535 127 187 14.7 137 47 10 
Or Al coho Abuse 
No Known History 85.7 75.0 61.5 44 .1 75.9 66.9 67 .4 70.7 97. l 95.7 90 .0 
Known History 14.3 25.0 38.5 55.9 24. l 33.l 32.6 29. 3 2.9 4. 3 10 .0 

-

Type of Drug Abuse 6 4 39 34 535 127 187 144 137 47 10 
None 100.0 75.0 61. 5 44.3 72 . 3 67.7 66.3 72.1 96. 8 9::. 7 90 .0 
Alcohol 0.0 25. 0 20.5 29.4 26.4 26.0 24 .6 18.8 3. 2 2. l 0. 0 
Mar ijuana 0.0 0.0 15.4 2.9 l. 3 6.3 6.4 4.9 0.0 0.0 10 .0 
Amphetamines, Etc. 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.0 l. 1 1. 4 0. 0 2. 1 0. 0 
Hal l ucinogens 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 .0 0 .0 0, 0 
Heroi n, Morphine, 0.0 0.0 2.6 17. 6 0.0 0.0 l.6 2.8 0.0 O~ O 0.0 

Etc. 



Pre~ Tri a 1 C1 i ent Profiles 

F I R S T 
PTR BA IL PTS 

Employment and Income 

Employment Status 7 4 39 
% Employed Full-Time 71.4 50. 0 28 .2 
% Employed Part-Time 0.0 0.0 20.5 
% Unemployed 28.6 50. 0 46.2 
% Unemployable 0.0 0. 0 5. 1 
% Unknown Or Missing 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Occupational Level 7 4 39 
% None 0.0 0.0 23. 1 
% Unskill ed 14.3 0.0 33.3 
% Semi-Skilled 28.6 50. 0 33.3 
% Clerical/Sales 0.0 0. 0 0.0 
% Ski 11 ed 42.8 50.0 7.7 
% Managerial/Prop- 0.0 0.0 0.0 

rietory 
% Profess i ona 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 
% Unknown Or Missing 14.3 0.0 2.6 

Primary Income Source 7 4 39 
% O.tn Employment 71.4 50.0 43.6 
% Spouse Or Family 28.6 0.0 33.3 
% Public Assist./ 0.0 25. 0 15.4 

Income Transfer 
% Savings/Inherit./ 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Invesµnents 
% Criminal Activity 0.0 0.0 0.0 
% Other Individual 0.0 25.0 7.7 
% None 0.0 0.0 0.0 
% Unknown Or Missing. 0.0 0.0 0.0 

and Process Information by District (cont.) 

S I : T H 
JAIL PTR BAIL PTS J/\I L PTR 

34 535 127 l 87 147 137 
32.4 · 66.3 56.6 43.9 31. 3 53.2 
2.9 8.6 7.9 10.2 5.4 8 .8 

64.7 23.4 32.J 44.8 59.9 35.0 
0.0 0.6 0.8 0.0 1.4 1.5 
0.0 1. 1 2.4 1. 1 2.0 1.5 

34 535 127 187 147 137 
20.6 13.5 12.6 14.4 32 .7 27.7 
23.5 18. 7 24. 4 " 30.0 29 . 3 32 .8 
41.2 22.8 22.0 30.0 15. 6 21. 2 

2.9 3.7 3.9 4.3 4.7 3.7 
11. 8 36.3 29.9 16.0 13.6 9.5 
0.0 1.5 3.2 0.5 0.7 1.4 

0.0 2.2 1.6 3.7 1.4 1.5 
0.0 r. 3 2.4 l. 1 2.0 2.2 

34 535 127 187 147 137 
35.3 18. 7 24.4 30.0 29.3 54.0 
29.4 59., 51.9 46.0 29.2 32.9 
8.8 3.1 1.6 3.7 3.4 6.6 

5.9 1.5 3.1 1.1 2.0 2.2 

14.7 0.6 2.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 
5.9 2.2 1.6 3.7 1.4 0.7 
0.0 13.5 12.6 14.4 32.7 0.0 
0.0 1. 3 

I 
2 .4- 1.1 2.0 3.6 

<:: F .V r: N T H 
B A :L 

5~ 
1 
zc 

'.) 

l . 
r., 

2 . 

6 

' 
2 

I 

l 
4 

l L 

17 
. 1 
. 1 
.8 
.0 
.o 

47 
.0 
.8 
. 4 
2 

. 5 

. 1 

.0 

.o 
1; 7 
. 8 
. 9 
. 9 

.3 

. 1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

JAIL 

10 
20. 0 
0.0 

80 0 
0.0 
0.0 

10 
20.0 
60 .0 
10 . 0 
0.0 

10.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

10 
10.0 
40.0 
20.0 

0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

30.0 



Pre-Trial Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.) 

F I R S T S I X T H s E V E N T H 
PTR BAIL PTS JAIL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL PTR 81\ IL JAIL 

Family ~nd Residence 

Marital Status 7 4 39 34 535 127 187 147 137 47 10 
% Single (never 57.1 50.0 64.1 61.8 48.2 51.2 62.6 61.2 42.3 49 .0 50. 0 

married ) 
% Married 14.3 25.0 7.7 11.8 31.4 22.0 17.1 12.9 36.5 19 .1 10.0 
% Separated 0.0 25.0 5.1 17.6 6.0 7.1 6.4 8.8 9.5 12 .8 20.0 
% Divorced 28.6 0.0 20.5 8.8 12 .1 11.8 9.6 12.9 9.5 14 .9 0. 0 
% Widm'led 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.1 3.9 3.2 1.4 1.5 2.1 0. 0 
% Corrmon-law 0.0 0.0 2.6 0.0 0.2 3.1 1.1 2.7 a.a 2.1 0. 0 ! 
% Unknown Or Missing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 10.0 

Living Arrangements 7 4 39 34 535 127 187 147 137 47 10 
% Living Alone 28.6 50.0 23.1 14.7 13.8 23.6 17.1 30.6 11. 7 25 .5 40.0 
% Living with Spouse 14.3 25.0 7.7 8.8 30.3 23.6 17.6 13.6 35.0 12 .8 10. 0 
% Living with 0.0 0.0 2.6 2.9 3.9 3.1 1.6 1.4 5.8 6.4 20.0 

Child ( ren) 
% Living with Parents 57.1 0.0 40.9 38.3 27.9 18. 9 20.3 17.0 36.5 JL O 20. 0 
% Living with Friends o.'o 0.0 15.4 14.7 17.9 23.6 33.7 27.2 7.3 1 . 6 10.0 
% Un known Or Missing 0.0 25.0 10.3 20.6 6.2 7.1 9.6 10.2 3.6 10 .6 0. 0 

Legal Dependents 7 4 39 34 533 126 187 145 136 46 9 
% 0 42.9 50.0 76.9 76.5 55.3 61.9 71.7 75.9 46.3 58 .7 55.6 
% 1 28.6 0.0 10. 3 5.9 16. 9 15.9 · 10.2 11.0 16.2 15 .2 11. 1 
% 2 or more 28.5 50.0 12.8 17.6 27.8 22.2 18.1 13.1 37.5 26 .1 33.3 

Education 

St udent Status 7 4 39 34 535 127 187 147 137 47 iO 
% Not a Student 71.4 100.0 92.3 97.1 84.5 96.9 89 . 3 94.6 80.3 93 .6 90. 0 
% Full-time Student 14.3 0.0 7.7 2.9 12.9 3.1 9 .1 5.4 17. 5 4.3 0.0 
% Part-ti~~ Student 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.4 0.0 1.6 0.0 1.5 0.0 0.0 
% Unknown Or Missing 14.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 2.1 10.0 



-

Pre-Trial Client Profi 1 es and Process Information by District (cont .) 

F I R S T S I X T H S _E__JLE__N T_ H 
PTR BAIL PTS JAIL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL PTR BAIL I JAIL 

.. ; 
Education (cont.) I 

I 

' 
Diplomas and Degrees 7 4 39 34 535 127 187 147 137 47 i 10 

I 

Held ' I 
% None 0.0 50. 0 46.1 55.9 35.1 40.9 43.3 45.6 49 .6 59.6 ! 50.0 

I % GED 14. 3 25.0 15.4 11.8 3.7 3.9 6.4 6.1 4.4 2. 1 0.0 
% High School 71.4 25.0 30.8 29.4 51.4 44.1 45.5 44.9 38.7 -1. 9 I 20.0 
% Special Trade or AA 14.3 0.0 5.1 2.9 1.3 3.9 0.0 0.7 2.2 0.0 t 20.0 
% BA/BS or higher 0.0 0.0 0,0 0.0 7.7 4.7 4.7 2.1 3.6 2.1 I 0.0 I 

% Unknown Or Missing 0.0 0. 0 2.6 0.0 0.7 1.6 0.0 0.7 0.0 4.3 I 10.0 
·-·• 

Years of Formal 
Schooling Completed 7 3 38 34 525 124 187 145 130 45 I 9 
% 0 - 9 14.3 66.7 18.3 23.5 14.4 21.0 16,6 18.0 24.7 26.6 0.0 
% 10 - 11 0.0 0.0 36.9 35.3 22.4 23.3 30.4 33.8 30.9 35.6 55.6 
% 12 71.4 33. 3 39.6 26.5 42.0 38.7 36.3 35.9 40.0 28.9 22.2 
% 13 or higher 14. 3 0.0 5.2 14.7 21. 2 17.0 16 .7 12.3 4.4 8. 9 i 22 .2 

-·· ! 

New Offenses During 
Program No Information No In fonna ion 

i 

Seriousness of Offense 3 2 16 ---- I 
% Misdemeanor 33.3 0.0 12.5 ---- I % Indictable 33.3 0.0 37.5 ---- i 

I 
Misdemeanor I 

% Felony 33.4 100.0 50.0 ----
- l 

I 

Type of Offense 3 2 16 ---- I 

% Against Public I 
i 

Health /Peace/Sfty 0.0 0.0 25.0 ----
% Motor Vehicle 

i Offenses 33.3 0.0 12.5 ----
% Against Property 66.7 100.0 56.3 ---- ; 

I 
X Against Children 0.0 0.0 6.2 ---- l 

-



APPENDIX B 

DATA COLLECTION INSTRUMENTS 



C L I [ II T C HA R -~ C T E R I S T I C S - PO S T - C D :1 I I C T I O r1 P RO G R n :·: S 11·~,.. Gfl2J4 

as 

fE CO~ED : DJ [D [I] 
Month Day 

I I I 
:Lf~LIJ .___._I~ 

cI J ITJ [jj 
~o:'lt.h Day Yeer 

If 

:~VtD DJ □ DJ 
12 13 14 15 16 17 

, OF ASSIGNMENT TO THIS PROGRAM 

l,.mteer 
1-:-l.djudiuted assignment 
,eci fy) 
1tenced:~by_c_r~im,l_n_a l~c.,..c u-r~t-
1tenced by non-c r imina l cour t 
~o le -Soard 
rk Release Boa r d 
jeral 
:odable or Other 

I STATUS lttlEDIATELY PRIOR 
S)GW.WT TO TH IS PROGRAM 

aiting trial - Reletsed on 
recogni zc.nce 

aiting trial - Released on bond 
aiting tri al - Released to 
etriai Releas e Project 
aiting trial - Released to 
etrial Services Project 
ait i ng trial - Detained in ja11 
i 1 - St:rvi ng sentence 

□ 18 

□ 1-9 

Year 

19 AGE 

20 SEX 

1 Male 
2 Fena le 

21 RACE 

1 Spanish-American 
2 Neg ro-American 
3 Anglo-k.lcrican 
4 American Indian 
5 Asiat ic-Amet"ican 
P Other (speci fy) _____ _ 

22 Nl.t\BER Of ALIAS ES 

(Identity Falsification Only) 
0-9 or 'llOre 

23 MILITARY EXPERIENCE 

0 No 
1 Yes , honorable discharge 
2 Yes. dishonorab l e discharge 
3 Yes, other type of discharge 
4 Yes , type of discharge un ~nown 
5 Yes, active 

24 MARITAL STATUS AT TIME OF 
ASSIGW.Elff TO THIS PROGRAM 

1 Single (never married ) 
2 Harried 
3 Separated 
4 Divorced 
r. Widowed 
6 Conmon- law "larr1a ge 
7 Homosexual Ali ;i!nu 

1. 0. Nl!MBE.P (:.,t;:u;,;.-, nw.1· ) I O___,__,__ I 
COOED BY : 

[TI 
01 , a 

□ 49 

□ 50 

□ 51 

□ 52 

□ 53 

33 r1;s10:n er ii LEG\L c::. nct~.s ~·.,r 
l!'.>l CF :)l<U':S Q;> l.LCC.11Cl 

Key: 0 :fo use 
l Jnf ,..equent use 
2 fcrir,er regu 1 a r u~c -

no current use 
3 for~r regul er use -

current use unlcno..._.,, 
4 CurrEnt r egula r use 
0 UncQda~le or other 

(spec ify), _____ _ 

•· Alco'io l 

b. Marijuana , hashish 

c. Amphetam~ nes I barb1 turates 1 

tra nqui 1 i zers , etc. 

d . Ha 11 uc1 nogens 

e. Hard narcotics (heroin. 
l!IOrp.,ine , cocaine , et c .) 

34 E!',PLOYMENT AT TIME OF ASSIG~EIIT 
TO THIS PROGRAM 

n 
r1 
I I 

e 

□ G4 

□ 65 

□ 66 

□ 67 

□ 68 

□ ntal institution 
di cal f aci 1 i ty , Uncodab le or other (specify) _ _ ___ _ 

0 Unempl oyed/lc id off 
1 8rploy~d fufl -t ine 
2 Emp1oyd part-tin~ 

69 

rrectfonal prog ram 
co(fa~ 1 e or other 

OUS ASSIGNHENT PROGRAM 
(specify), _____ ~--

20 21 22 

:NcrnG OFFEt.SE 
offens e list) ---~-~--

IJ ......__.__I II I I I 
25 26 27 28 , 29 30 31 

iH OF SE.NTENC E 

998 Mor.ths 
• Life 

u 
· Indefin ite 

,R OF P~ 1oq ASSIGJt-\ENTS 
HS -PROGRAM 

or morf:' 

IT FIRST ARREST 

ER OF PRIOR ARRESTS 

or rrore 

ER OF JINE'IHLE COtlMITl',EI/TS 

or 11t0re 

£R OF PRIOR 
r COll'i!Cl!ONS 

or roo re 

Gt OF PR!OQ 1-DULT 
ON srnm,crs 
or n1ore 

IER DF PRJOq AD~LT 
TE!t~S 

or rr,ore 

IER OF PRIOR PROBATION 
IS 

or nore 

-SrnTtNCE 111/E~ Tic.AT ION 

- ~one 
, (,pecify) _______ _ 

32 33, 34 

□ 35 

rn 
36 37 

□ 38 

□ 39 

□ 40 

Q 
□ 42 

□ 43 

I I 
44 45 

25 NUMB ER OF LEGAL DEPEND ENTS 
{excluding self) 

26 N~BER OF LEGAL DEPENDENTS NOT 
SUPPO~TED FINANCIALLY BY CLIENT 
(principal or regular support) 

27 LIVING ARRANGE!IENrs 

1 Living alone 
2 Liv ing with spouse (and children ) 
3 Living with chtld(ren ) 
4 Living with parent(s ) 
5 Living with friend(s) 
, Other (speci fy) _____ _ 

28 PUBLIC ASSISTAIICE AT TIME OF 
ASSIGNMElff TO THI S PROGRAM 

0 None 
1 Self only 
2 Dependents on ly 
3 Self and dependents 
4 ·oependent upon r eci pient 

of public assistance 

29 COUNTY OF RESIDENCE 

30 COUNTY IN l.\iICH CRIME 
WAS COMMITTED 

31 ARE DRUGS OR ALCOHOL CONNECTED 
WITH THIS CASE? 

0 Uo connection 
l Yes . defendant had been using drugs 

or al cohol at time of offense 
2 Yes , related crimina l charge 
3 Yes, offense C()l'T'r,litted to obtain 

money for drugs or alcohol 
4 Yes, other (specify ) 
ll Not poss.ible to dete'-m-,~,n_e ___ _ 

32 TYPE OF DRUG C()NNECHD WITH 
CURR (IH CASE 

O Does not apply 
1 Alcohol 
2 Marijuana, huhish . e tc. 
3 Amph.etam1nes , barb iturates , 

tranquilizers , etc . 
4 Ha 11 uc1 nogens 
5 Hard narcoti c !; {hero i n, mo r phine , 

cocaiite , etc.) 
D Unk.no\t.'11 or other {specify) _____ _ 

□ 54 

□ 55 

□ 56 

□ 57 

DJ 
5a 59 

DJ 
60 61 

□ 62 

0 

3 Une"p1oyab le due to hc:naice? 
D Uncodab le or other ( s p~cifyJ, _____ _ 

35 ~EE KL Y INCOME (in do llars) 

36 OC CUPATlONAL LEVEL AT TU<E OF 
rnTR Y INTO THE PROGRAM 

0 None 
1 Unskilled 
2 Semi - skilled 
3 Skil led (Trades) 
4 Clerical 
5 Sales 
6 Me.nagcr 
7 Proprietor 
8 Professiona l 

I I 
70 i'1 72 

□ 73 

0 Uncodable or other (specify) _____ _ 

37 PR I~,4RY INCOM E SOURC E 

O None 
1 o,.,n employment 
? Spouse's employment 
3 Family 
4 Compens ation , benefH, or retirement 
5 Inhe ritance or investments 
6 Public assistance 
7 Cr imi nal act i vity 
8 Othe r indiv idua l 
~ 'Other (specify ), _____ _ 

38 YEARS OF FORM.~L SCHOOLING CO~PLETED 

39 STUDEI/T STATUS AT TIME OF 
ASSIG NMENT TO THIS PROGRA.~ 

0 Not a student 
1 Fol 1-t i me student 
2 Part -t ime student 

40 DI PLO~AS AND DEGREES 

O None 
1 High School 

Equ1v• 1 ency(GED ) 
2 ~i g, schoo 1 
3 Specia l Tr ade 
4 " ssocia; te of Arts 

5 BA/BS 
6 M~/MS 
7 PH.0/H.D ./J.O. 
8 ?ost-Doctora l 
O Other (spec ify) 

[J 

DJ 
75 76 

□ 77 

□ i B 

rn 
1s eo 



J USl ICE il l ~fftRCH EV f\L UA TI ON COD ES HE ET 
rom 107 , 

DEFENDAN T CH!,R ACTERISTIC S - AT TIME OF AR REST 

NAl-lE 
La st n rst 

Month Day 
Pi od le 

Year 

D~T ( COCD : u ] I I I 
I 

_j 
[IJ 

1 COL'RT Y _1.,t} 

I I I I ~uMBE l< I I 
2 SOCIAL SECL'R I TY tlUMBER 

I I 
3 DATE OF 

ARREST 

dJdJW 
4 STATUS AT T!M[ OF ARREST I I I 

00 In :io correct io nal program . _ . 
01 A...,•ait i ng t ri a l~-released on 

rec ccr, i U"1 Cf? 

02 Awa ii i ng tria l--relea~ed unde r · 
voh ... t ee r supe rvisi on 

03 A~a itir.g trial--released to 
Pre t rial Release Project 
Awa i t i r,g tr i al --released to 
Pretr i a l Services rroject 

· 04 

05 A,·ai t ino tr1al - :,Ce leased on bond 
06 Awaiti~g tri al- -assigned to 

res i d·e nlia 1 correcti ons 
07 ~ant.ed f e r rion-adJudicated offer.~e 

18 

08 Serv ~ng se ntence in mini mum sec urity 
program ( i.e. , residential correct ions) 

09 Serving jail sentence (specify j ail) 

10 Se rv1ng priso n s·enten ce (s pecif) ;:risonJ 

11 On prot a1. io, (state ) 
12 On i;ro~ation ( loca l ) 
i3 On ;,a rol e (state) 
14 On par ole (loecl) 
15 On i.nr,-release (state) 
16 On wor<- rel ease (local) 
19 Other l s p~cif:,) _________ _ 

NU~B ER CF PR lOR RE LEAHS THROUGH 
PRI1 ?. I'-L ,'ELEASE PROJ ECT 

6 NUMBER OF PR !OR ASS JGNMENTS TO 
PRETRIAL 5fRV ICES ~ROJECT 

ARREST AL L[GATION (S) 
(see of.fee<e list ) 

19 

□ LJ 
21 

I I 

8 AGE AT FIRST ARREST 

27 26m 
9 Hl.t\BtR OF PR !OR ARRESTS 

0 - 9 e r more 

10 HUM BER OF JUVEII ILE COl'\1-IITMENTS 

0 - 9 or nore 

11 NUH BER OF P~IOR . 
AOUL T C0~\1 1C110NS 

0 - 9 or nore 

12 NU~e ER OF P~ !OR ADU LT 
PRISON SE,,-ENCES 

0 - 9 or nc re 

13 NUM BER OF op IOR A:JUL T 
JAIL TEP. HS 

0 - 9 or rno ,e 

1 • NUHBER OF PRI OR PROBATION 
TERHS 

0 - 9 or ror e 

15 AGE 

31 32 

□ 33 

□ 34 

□ 35 

□ [] 
37 

□ 38 

[I] 
;Q Ln 

17 Rt. CE 

1 Spani sn-Ar,erican 
2 ',es ro- A..-..e ri czn 
3 Ang io -Ar-,erican 
4 !oner i can Indi an 
5 .'. s iat 1c -k1rerican 

CODED SY · 

0 Ot her (specify )~----

18 li~~2 ,, CF ALIASES 

(Identi ty Falsification Only) 

0 - 9 or no re 

19 MI Li TARY EXPERIENC E 

0 No 
1 Yes, ho no rable dischurge 
2 Yes, d i shonorable ditcnarge 
3 •c s , o t "er type pf d1 scharge 
4 ves , ty pe of dis charge UJ1known 
5 ves, ac tive 

20 PRES ENT ~ R!TAL STATUS 

~ingl e (r.ever marrie d ) 
~arr ied 

3 Se p.a rated 
4 Divcr cl":d 
5 Pl iC.o~ed 
6 ( ol'T'>) n-La;, 11arri age 
7 ~o--.c,sc,ua l Alliance 

□ 41 

□ 42 

□ 43 

□ 

□ 45 

e Uncod abl e or e t her (sp< c ify) _____ _ 

21 NUM6cR OF LEGAL DEPENOftlTS 
(exc l u~iog self ) 

22 t.~., E'< OF LEGAL DEPENOEIITS NOT 
SUP PORT D Fi twlCJALLY BY CLIEI\T 
( l'nncipdl or regular ·support) 

23 LIV ING "-RRANG ~ENTS 

1 Living •lone 
2 Liv ing wi th spouse (J nd 
3 Liv i ng with chil d (re ,1) 
4 Living with parent(s) 
5 Living with frie nd (s) 

children) 

□ 46 

□ 47 

□ 48 

jl Ot her ( speci fy) _ ________ _ 

24 COU NTY OF RESl OENC E 

25 COUNTY IN llrl!CH CRJMl 
W!.S COt+IITTED 

26 I-RE :l,;JG S OR AL )t()L COS NECTED 
\/ITH THIS Cl.S E? 

0 No connecti on 

OJ 
49 50 

[TI 
51 52 

□ 1 Yes , defendant had been using drugs 53 
o r alcohol at time of offe ns e 

2 ves , re lated criminal chtrge 
3 Yb , offense contnitted tc obta1n 

·rroney for drugs or alc<Ylo l 
4 Yes, other (specify) 
0 Not possible to dete-,.,.,...,1,..n_e ______ _ 

27 TYPE OF DR.JG CONNECTED 
WITH ClRRElfT CASE 

0 Do es ,ot apply 
1 Alcoho l 
2 i'lcr i j uana, hashish , e t c. 
3 ki:""'e t ami nes, ba~,;,1turates, 

t--uiqu l 1 i ztrs I etc. 
4 Hali vc 1 nogens 

t'ar- d :1t;rco ti c.. {hero in , morph 1ne , 
cc,ca i ne, etc. , 

□ 54 

0 Gr-• 00wn or ot er (specify) ________ _ 

I I 

28a :()(~ OLrf~Gk~Ji HJ..1E A ..11:- -- c."R Y 
OF lllf.GAL OR EX CESSlll {iRuG 
OR ALCOHOL US E? 

l No known history 
2 Yes 

28b TYPE(S) or DWJG(S) 

0 Does not appl y 
1 Akoho l 
2 Hariju ana, hashi sh 
3 Am ph etamine s I ba rbiturates, 

tranquilizers , etc. 
4 Ha 11 uc i nogens 

[J_ 

5 H~r d narcotics {her oi n,. r.orpt,ine , 
coc aine , e tc.) 

.l 
8 

[ 
55 

[ 
56 

f) Unknown or other (specify ) _______ _ 

29 fl1PLOY~EN1 STATUS 

O Unemp loyed/laid off 
1 Employed full-time 
2 Employed part-t i me 

[ 
,1 

3 Unemploya ble due .to h,nd1cop 
0 Uncoda bl e or other- (s pecify ) ______ _ 

30 WEE KLY INCOME (1n do I oars) 

58 59 60 

31 USUA L OCCUPATION LEVEL 

0 1:one 
1 l'n!ki lled 
2 SE<'l i -skilled 

L 
61 

3 Sk illed (Trades) 
4 Cle r ical 
5 Sa 1 es 
6 Hanager 
7 Propri etor 
8 Professiona l 
D Uncodable or othe r (specify) ______ _ _ 

32 P~ Ws'J, Y I NCOHE SO;JRC E 

0 None 
1 Own emp 1 oyment 
2 Spouse's err,p1Qyment 
3 F,,nily •• 
4 Compensat ion, benefit, ·or retire-men t 
5 Inhe r itance or invest,>ents 
6 Public assistance 
7 Cr i minal activity 
8 Other individua l 
ll Other (SP€Cify) _________ _ 

33 PU&LIC ASS ISTANC.E 

0 None 
1 Self onl y 
2 Dependents only 
3 Se 1 f and dependents 
4 Dependent upon recipient 

of public assistance 

34 YEAHS or FORM~L SCHOOLING COMPLETED 

35 ST1JD[RT STATUS 

0 Not • s tudent 
1 Fu11-t1me student 
2 P,rt-tin>? student 

35 DIPLO<AS AND DEGREES 

0 None 5 BA/e.5 
1 High School 6 ¥.A/ ~ 

Equ1v,lency (GED) 7 PH.D/H.0./J.D. 
8 Post-Doctor a 1 

6~ 

2 High School 
3 Sl)<!c i&l Trade • Qt.her (sl)<'cify) 
4 Assochte of Arts 

A 

79 

u 
62 

□ 63 

65 

□ 66 

□ 67 

I A ] 
80 



I I 
2 

fATl! S AT TiME or lt/TERVI[\.I 

Interviewed prior to arrai'.)mnent 
Released on own re cognizance 
Released on bond 
Rel eased to juvenile aut horities 
Detained at medical or psychiatri c 
facility 
(,(,erify) 
Detarnc<l in ja1 I 

~IT !AL PRE,HJAL ltHS!lVJE\.I DATE 

3 4 5 6 

□ 7 

[I] DJ [I] 
a 

<OJECT INTE RVI EWER 
9 10 11 12 13 

;pecify) ___________ _ I I I I 
15 . 16 

JMBER OF PROJECT POINTS 
'TER INTERVIEW 

JMBER OF PROJECT POINTS 
'TER VERIFICATION 

l Not verified 

,COMMENDATION BY COURT 
,RV JCES PROJECT 

14 

Release to Pretrial Release Project 
Release to Pretrial ServTces Project 
Rel ease not recoITT!lended - case referred for 

Pretrial Services Proj ect consideration 
No recorrrnendation 

:ASON !-OR NO RELEASE RECOi-'.MEtWATION 
)R P~ _TR !AL RELEASE PROJECT 

Does not apply 
Defer,daA t does not qua1 ify -
not enough points 
Defendant does not qual ify -
enough points but poor risk 
Other charge pe nding 
Defendant posted bond prior 
to recommendation 
On hold for other agen cy 

(spec ify) _________ _ 
Guilty plea at arraignment 
Other 
(specify ) __________ _ 

[IJ 
17 18 

IT] 
19 20 

□ 21 

□ 22 

tETRJAL SERVICES PROJECT !IITERVIEW DATE rn w w 
23 24 25 26 27 28 

IETR IAL SERVICES PROJECT INTERVIEWER ---,--... 1-~1 
,pecify)___________ _ _ _ 

,ASON NOT INTERVIEWED BY 
lETRIAL SERVICES PROJtCT 

· Does not apply - defend,rnt interviewed 
llecision based on i nitia l inte rv iew 
Released under vo l unteer superv ision 
Releas ed to Pretri al Release Project 
Rel eased on bond prior to interview 
Charoe d with t raffic or misdemeanor 
off~ns e 
On hold for other agency 

(specify) 
Defendant_a_p_o_o_r_r_i~s~k-------

(spec ify) __ ~----,----
Refvsed to be intervi ewed 
Other 
(si)eci fy) ,. __________ _ 

29 
30 LJ 

32 

d7 RfCN 'l' C~rJA11J'l ~O>l RE LEASE TO 
PRETRl AL SFRVICtS PROJECT 

1 Re 1 ease .-ecollTT\ended 
2 Re 1 ease not recon,me nded 

48 REASON FOR HO RELEASE RECOMMENDATION 
roR PRETRIAL SERVICES PROJE CT 

O Does not opply-- re lease recorrrnencled 
1 Evaluated as a poor risk 
2 Released on bond prior to recommendation 
3 D. ~&U~EP to po rt icipate 
4 On hold 'or other agency 

(s µecify)_-~---- ------
5 Nature of of fense 

(specify) ___________ _ 

~ Other (spec ify) _________ _ 

49 COURT ACTION ON PRETRIAL RE LEASE RECOMMEN DATION 

O Does not apply--no recommendation 
1 Re leased to ~ret rial Rel ease Project 
2 Released to Pretrial Servlces Project 
3 riot relC!a sed--Project recommendation 

not followed 

50 IF !NlT lA LLY REJECTED BY BOTH PROJECTS BUT LATER 
ACCEPTED, INDICATE DATE . OF ACCEPTANCE 

□ 33 

□ 34 

□ 35 

WWW 
36 37 38 39 40 41 

51 ASS IGNED PRET RIAL RELEASE PROJECT NUMBER 

52 ASSI GN ED PRETR IAL SERVICES PROJECT NUMBER 

53 NAME OF COURT 

(specify) ____________ _ 

54 DATE OF RE LEASE rn rn rn 
42 43 44 45 45 47 

55 PRESID ING JUDGE 

(specify ) _____________ 1,. _ __......__ I 
56 AMOUNT OF BAIL SET BY COURT 

(in dollars) 

48 

I I I 
51 52 53 

57 DISPOSITION 

1 Charge dropped or dismissed 
2 Guilty plea at arraignment 
3 Held over for preliminary hearing 
4 Waived t o Grand Jury 
5 Waived to County Attorney 
6 Prosec ution deferred 

58 PRETRIAL STATUS 

l R~l eased on own recognizance 
2 R~ leased under voluntee r supervision 
3 Re leased to Pretrial Re lease Project 
4 .-: Re l eased to Pre tri a 1 ServTces Projec t 
5 Re l eased on bond 
5 Released to Pretrial Services and bo nd 
7 Not ·re leased- -detained in jai l 
8 r;ot re leased--referred t o other fac i 1 i ty 

(spe cify ) __________ _ _ _ 

49 50 

I I 
54 55 

□ 56 

□ 57 

[I] 
79 80 



IW(" ----.,,;-r---------1FCffrrsi1tr-- - -----7Ml!1flcld'ooTi1o,---·- lu l 
1.0. ICLHl(R ) 
(A<• l gnod By £v1lu1tlon Unit I I I I I 

DATE C00£0: [I] IT] [TI CODED BY: 

COIIRT OOC~U 
Nt,,..S[ R I I l I I I 

OAT[ OF 
ARREST 

Al:R[ST ALL(GATION(S) 

t t cr1 ous lea5lt st rfl 9us l I ("' i' , I I I . . -
L-.,., .,.4 -'--,2,-:s ..... -::'.26;-- z 1 2s 29 JO 

PR[-!RliL Rfl[AS[ STATUS 

1 Re eHtd on recogn1z.snce (or own bond) 
2 Rchi, t d t o voluntttr svpcrvis1on 
l 11., 1;,.,s,c:: -:o Pre ~trit11 RtluH_ Projt< t 

~ ' t>.; ,td to P~t- tr l ~l Ser vice s Proj ect 
5 ~:co;,d °" ba ll 
6 'iot re l cesed - det41ned 1n Jail 
7 Not r-elrand - referred to 

JI 32 

0 
othe r facility (,oec1fy)..-r-:-i::-_:-_::::::::::::-: __ Uncoddbit: or ott\cr ( spec, Y,_ 

FROC.PJ./1 ASS lGNED TO 
(,peel ly), ___________ _ 

TI PES Of ACTIVIT! [S OR ORGAN IZATION 
INVOL VEl<CNT WHIL E A PROGRAM CLIENT 

1 ~ochl 
z Ath 1e t1c 
3 Mus ical 
4 Rdlglous 
5 Pol itic,! 
6 ProfeHtonai 
7 5elf-1"'!provetr1ent 

34 JS 36 

00 
[J [J 

: ~~~~~:1. or other (spec ify ) ___ _ ______ _ 

Nt:~(R Of SCHEOULED CCUNSLLOR·CL1 £NT n7 
CO~TACTS WHI CH Cll ( NT FAI LED TO KE(P ~ 

~tMl[R OF m tEWLED OUTS IOC S[RVI CE 
lO CO!tTACTS loHICH CLIENT FA ILED TO KEEP 

l1 Hl,t:llER OF NEW OOTS IOE JOBS OBTAlHEO 
\Mil [ A CLIENT OF PROGAAM 

12 HU<O[R Of NEW M S 10£ JOBS 06 TA1NEO 
THROJG!i CLIEHi' S OWK EFFORTS 

lJ N\MlER Of NEW ,XJ8 ASS l GNHOHS 
WI OUN TliE PR(XiRA,~ 

[IJ 
43 44 

□ 45 

□ 46 

□ 47 

1' A/'IJU:H Of TIii£ ON LOHG(ST-HElO 
JOB I/H ILE A CLIENT OF PROGJi,'IM 
(n...t>er of weeks J 

15 TOTAL TA XABL E 11«:0!I[ 
WHILE A PROGRAM CLIE~T 

16 NUMlllR OF INFRACTIONS OF 
RU LES FOR W~ ICH Tl'E 
CLl[ NT WAS OI SCIPLJ N(O 

1/ 11\.f48 [R OF TIMES Pl AC (O IN 
JAIL 

18 NUM!l [R OF DAYS SPENT I~ 
JAIL 

19 HAVE Tl!ERE B[[N Kt()ll lt !HS TANCES 
OF ILLE GAL DRUG USE IJJRlNG PERICO 
OF ASSIGNM ENT? 

0 No 
1 Yu 

20 HAV E THERE BEEN ~!!Olffl INSTAIIC ES 
OF EXC[SSIVE ALCCHCX. USE CURING 
PERICO OF ASSIGNtUIT? 

0 Ho 
1 Yes 

21 OIPlOI\AS AH O DEGREES OBTAIHEO 
WHI LE A CLIENT OF nm PROGRAM 

~ ~~~~ School Eo uivaltn cy ( GE D) 
2 Hi gh School 
J Spech 1 Trade 
4 Auoclatt 
5 S.c helor 

48 49 50 

I 
51 52 SJ 54 

□ 55 

[J 
57 58 

I 
$9 
I 

[J 

[J 

[J 

: ~~~~;blt or other (,pec l fy), __________ _ 

22 WER( N[W OFFE NS ES ALLEGEO OURJl;G 
TH[ PRET RIAL PERI CO? 

O Ito 
1 Yu □ 6J 

23 DATE OF FIRST NEW 
OFF(NSE ALL[GATIO~ ITJ[I][IJ 

14 ~ST SERIO~S fl [W 
OFHNSE ALLEGE~ 

25 NUMB ER OF N(W 
OFFENSES ALLEGED 

G4 6S 66 6 7 68 69 

□ 7J 

( !'l. ,;'i ..... . J.bi. , 
.'•i11 d• l"l#::nt>r ) 

□ ,. 
I. 0, XU18ER 

71 7l 

□ 75 

s l 

26 StRYIC ES PROY l~O TO CllEHT 

KEY : 

00 Heine 
01 E~lo)'llen t 
0 2 [dvc al1o"I 
OJ Vocat tona1 
04 Tr1n.,.por t ,tion 
05 l odg Ing 
06 Ft MnC tal 
07 f 111> I ly 

08 P:y,ho10<jl e&1/ 
~, ;cht, trtc 

09 Dr'J'?I 
10 ~lcoho l 
11 r --".: ~1 u l 
l2 loq 1 
l J R, 1 lg tou• 
19 Ot•c, 

Typo of Sorv lce (Spc,dfy S.rvict an,j by-""" Provided ) rn 
7 8 

IT] 
II 12 

m 
h 16 

IT] 
19 20 

m 
2J 14 

m 
27 20 

27 PROGRAM OOTCM 

Pa rti c i pa t od In total progr111 
Part ictpated 1n progra•, but 
rt foied ':Ol':'11'! U l"VitH • 1 

3 Re t urned to j ail by projec t rec~ nd • ... ~ 
~ P.e t urncd to J• t l due to new of ftrisc u rtc. .. 
5 Ro t umed to Jail dv• to abscond1og 
6 Ret urned to J• tl due to ttchnic•h ty 

I I 
iO 11 

N:;,!,t r 
N\.IJ'bc! r Prc~f:f~d 

of 8y C\,t,ld• 

I~J'cl 
9 10 

□ □ l J l4 

□ □ 17 18 

□ □ 21 22 

□ □ 25 26 

□ □ 29 l:) 

□ l l 

(,pccify ):-------------

~ C:::.~:~~ or olhtr (,pecHy) _______ ____ _ _ 

28 DATE OF TERN!NATIC.C 
IN PROC.!W1 [I]ITJ[IJ 

29 PR(- S(NT[ HC[ INVESTIGATION FREPAR[O 8Y ll l l 

34 f 1
16 

l 3

7 

l 
(,p,clfyJ___________ JB n ,io 

(000 • lion,) 



IS DffENU',lff FAIL TO APPEM 
' SCHEDULED COURT DATE? 

,r court arrai gnment 
I imina•y hearing 
al--mis~eanor 
ffi C CO:Jrt 
trict court arraignment 
al - indictable offense 
tenciog 
odable o r other (specify ) ____ _ 

□ 41 

rnHo,th r-f-1 [I]Yfaf F r 1RST FAlLUP. E TO APP l:.AR Ll__J 

42 43 44 45 46 47 

IE OHENOAHT RECEIVE ANY 
IION CHARGES? 

, 1 ure to appear 
>i tu11l cri minal 
,tempt oi court 

l£ DEH!fflANT CONVICTED 
IPAN!ON CHARG ES? 

i lure to appear 
bitual criminal 
ntempt of court 

DANT REPRESENTATION AT TIME 
HAL Al>)UPlCATION 

1f 
iv•tely-retained (specify} ______ _ 

urt-dppointed counsel {specify) ____ _ 
bl ic defender/offender advocate 

ivate organization (spec i fy} ______ _ 

readable or other \specify) ______ _ 

□ 48 

□ 49 

□ 50 

. DATE OF LAST COURT ADJUDICATION WWW 
. N1.Jf-lBER 

ICTING OFFENSE(S) 

ER OF COUNTS 

1!¢L ALLEGATION 

IER OF COUNTS 

ADJUDICATED 

kme 
;u11ty ple;, 
Judge's finding 
Jury verdict 
Ji SIU1 Hed 
Ignored 
lor,d ~·orfeiture 
ti co:ites t 
Jncodab 1 e or other 

51 52 53 54 55 56 

GI!JI 1111 
79 80 2 3 4 6 

Kost Next Kost Least 
Seriou, Serious Serious 

cT1ctT I I CTictT 11 'TictI J 

7 8 □ 10 11 □ 13 14 □ 

16 17 lB 

------.1,--'-"--,I I I I I I I I 
19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 

~ 0 Q 
LJ □ □ 31 32 33 

[specify ), _______ _ 

lE 010 f IIW. 
JD!CATl OH OCCUR ? 

fr4ffic court 
.ewer cour t 
)is t1 1 ct court 
)ther 
(specify) _______ _ 

□ □ □ 34 35 36 

S[NTE~CE fOR l'()ST SERIOUS CONVICTION 

42 DA TE OF SEH1£HCE [TI LJ] [1J 
37 38 

43 J UDGE 

44 CP l(, l r,.\L PCOGPN\ 
A~~a,:,rc, f(J GY COUR , 

45 LEN&TH or SEN l[NC£ SP(ClFlED 
BY COURT (DAYS) 

0 - 9997 9'391 - Life 
9998 - inde fi nite 

46 w,,s THIS srnHHCE SUSPENDED 
OR DEFERRED? 

0 l:o 
l Ye s , s uspend~d 
2 Yes , deferred 

47 PR OGRt.J-1 Cl. lENT 
ACTUAL LY SENT TO 

48 L£1-«;TH OF SENTENCE SPEC!Fl[D 
BY COURT (DAYS) 

0 - 9997 9999 - Life 
9998 - !~definite 

49 CONO!l ION 

0 No CGnditi on s pec if ied 
1 Drug tredtment 
2 Al ::ohol treatment 
3 Psychological trea tment 
4 Medical tre atmen t 
5 Correctiono 1 progr.m 
il Other {specify) 

Prog ram Co1e 
(specify) 

50 LEPIGTH Of' TREATHENT PERIOD 
SPECI FIED AS COND IT ION 
(niinb~r of months) 

001 - 998 months 
999 - Indefinite 

51 OOUlfT OF F !NE ( 1 n do 11 ars) 

52 A/"3Urff OF REST!TUTI OII (in doll a rs) 

0000 - None 
9999 - Anount Unknown 

53 . . WAS A CtOlCE OF SElfTENCES 
OFFERED TO DEFENOAlfT ? 

0 No 
1 Yes 

54 RELEASE STATUS Of CL!Elrr BE TWEEN 
ADJUD ICATION ANO SWTf:ICING 

0 Sentenced a t time of ldjud1cation 

39 

49 

57 

72 

1 ReledS<:d •On recognizance . (o r o;,,n bond) 
2 Re l eased to voluntee r supervision 
3 Relea sed to Pretrial RP 1ease Project 
4 Re lea sed to Pt-etri al Serv i ces Project 
5 Released on bai l 
6 Hot released• detained in jail 
7 Not rele~s ed - returned to 

40 

I 
43 

L 
46 

I 
50 

54 

58 

62 

65 

73 

other f ac!lity (s pE,dfy ) _______ _ 

I! Uncodabl e or other (specify.,_ _____ _ 

4) 42 

I I I 
44 t.:, 

I ] 
47 lt, 

I I 
51 s, 

□ 53 

I 
55 
I 

56 
I 

I I 
59 co 

□ 61 

I lJ 
63 64 

17 
66 67 

74 75 

□ 77 

[iliJ 
79 80 



t V r.. L U fl ~ l Q '.l C G i: l: S :i [ l T 
JUSl lCE fl[St.Ar;CH 

i.J i2 13 ]4 15 
2 SCCl/,L ~ECUP.FY Hl1(5Eq,--..----, 

I I I 1 l l L_L.~I ~ 
3 1\PES CF ,'.,CTJV!TlES 01< 

OR&i1;:2J:.1 !Otv'll !tNOL'JC-~ENT 

l Socia l 
2 ,t~letic 
3 ~u~ ical 
4 ~tl ic ious 
5 Pol i ti csl 

6 Prcfe ss io·\a ·, 
7 ~elf - ~r.,r,rc\ie-~,.t 
8 Servite 
9 OH er (spec",) 

4 Nlll'CER OF sc~m.'Ltu c0.:t.:.£.,, - ·uprr 
CCN7ACTS ~'HrcH CLl[~'T :I\ L[: 70 KEEP 

5 NlMUER OF SCHEDULED OUTSIDE CD',T CTS 
• HlCH cu rnr FA?LED :0 Y-E EP 

6 Nl.t-lBER OF NE',/ JOB ASS !GNtmrrs 
WITH lU THE ?R(IGIWI 

7 NUMBER OF 00? iNTERVIE\.'S 

8 NU!'~ER OF OLITSJOE JO SS HELD 

9 Nl,....B£R OF OlfTS?LE ~085 03it.;1,::;J 
THROUGH CUEflT' S O~:i EFF0RTS 

in NUY;BER OF Tll'ES EMPLOYER 
TERMJNAT£D (FIRED) .CllENT 

11 NJ-1SE.R C'F WEl::KS ON LO•lCEST- ~E~D 
JOB 

12 NUt-lBE?. GF WE Ea:5 O\PLOYED 
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20 21 

IT] 
22 23 

I l 
24 

□ 25 

□ 25 ·o 
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□ 28 

29 30 31 

32 33 34 

l3 TOTAL TAXABLE rncOME 
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14 NUMBCR OF RULE INFRACTI ONS FO~ 

WHICH CLlE~ I/AS DISC!PLnm 

JS NUMSER OF T;r.i:S Pl.kCC:O 1H 
j JL OR !SCL.ATJON 

!5 t..:·'1Lfq OF Utl$ S?ENI ltl 
c,'IL OR l!:CL-'--:C'; 

-7 f•L•~:ER CF r.• -~"1 !~1STPK'£5 
CF lLU~;L .-', .-G US[ 

18 tiLIMS£P VF Kt£:~•-.~ ~:,_S ..... ~!1:-t!> 
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J :"oes r.? ~ .<2-i;.ply 
1 :· , ~i::""c~ed tred~rr-c:rt 

Yes , ;ery relJctoritlJ 
"e:s . cr,-,h,"'li:.t re1./:.tcr ... i/ 
c~ . :ori;>t.rJtively 

.:.c cm cua:- Of.Cf! c 1-1.;. ... : !.;.~ccr:c 
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.: 1°,;~, c.::.,o;e ,..ative·,y 

21 :E) cu~:.r WiAGE u, C:UJU, .. :0:-U.L 
'Jh \ICJGT !Ctv'i.L PURSUIT? 

J No 3 ·1es I S;; ec ia l Trace 
1 Y~~I ri~h Schc.01 4 t,s , :cilE:~e 
~ Yes , S[D 5 '1ES. Otr,Er (S;:>eci fy) 

22 ~rnv!C:S PRO~:~E:J TO CL : ::r .. 

V,EY : 

00 ~one 
Cl Ecploymcnt 
02 icducetion 
03 Vo,oticnol 
04 lra>sporta t ion · 

05 Lodq1ng 
06 Fina1cial 
07 Family 
08 Psycholog< ca1/Psychiatric 
05 rr~ss 

10 l'l co~ol 
~et~cai 

12 Lecal 
13 ~ei 'o.oss 
i9 Ot~c r 

"tr.~er 
cf 
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. OF ·1 i:H ::JlTH,l, r-·-r---1 I PF ~r-.;-.,~ '~ 

22 iJ 

: OF RELEASE OR TRA:,srrn 

Found not gu il t,y , droppcc 
or dis missed 
Di 5c1 c: r _ed (full sen t encr :;,Toe(!; 

c:,.__ "-. ;c;J L.- t 1 

:-\t_.(.t.., •. r,- : •• x r1 u -· ~---

~e\0~.:~=o n f~r ~~w cff~,~~ ~:1e- : :io. 
l nt<"r '..:a te transfer (cor·;-.,~ ~) · 
Excr,a; - i on 
Death 
Absconsion/Esca pe 
Parole 
Transfer to jail 
Trans er to other correct i0nal P'Ogra, 
Transfer to medical or ps~ch iatr i.: pro.ram 
Tra nsfer to federa 1 au th o,i tv 
Enlisted in armed forces • 
Other (specify) _________ _ 

GRAM TRAl'SFERRED TO: 
,eci fy) _ ________ _ 

INTY OF RESIDENCE AFTER REL~SE 

.-99; use county code 
00 = out of state) 

HTAL STATUS AT TIME OF REL E:',SE 

Single 
Married 
Separated 
Divorced 
\Ii do~1 ed 
Com".lD n-iaw marriage 
Homo sexual alliance 
Uncodal:-le ·or othe r (spcci· ~ . _ ____ _ 

MBER OF LEGA L DEPENDENTS AT 71 '·\E 
RELfASE (excl uding self) 

MBER OF LEGAL DEPENDENTS N0-;
PPORTED F . 1,ANC !ALLY BY CLI £:-. , 

TIME OF RELEAS E (principal 
· r eg ular support) 

VING ARRANG EMENTS 

liv ir.g a1one 
Liv i ng hith spouse (and chi ldren'. 
Living with child(ren ) 
Living with parent (s) 
Liv i ng with f riend(s) 
Other (spe cify). _____ _ 

JBLI C ASS:STANCE AT TIME OF RELE.AS:: 

None 
Se lf only 
Dependents only 
Self and de pendents 
Dep!':ndent ~pon recipie nt of 
public essi stance 

MPLOYMENT AT T!ME OF RELEASE 

Une mp l oyed/ La i d off 
fa,pl oy;;>c ... (;11 -ti me 
Emplojec cart-ti me 
Unen·p l c., 2~l e due t o hdndic a p 

1 
Uncod c~:e or oth e r (specify ) 

- --- --

30 

[IJ 
28 29 

31 32 

33 34 

□ 35 

□ 36 

□ 37 

□ 3B 

□ 39 

□ 40 

IE EKL Y INCO'' C: (in do 11 a r s ) 

I l I 
41 42 43 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

4.1 

42 

43 

occurA,:(;'/~.L LEV EL AT 11~:E OF ~[LEASE 

0 No ne 
1 l ln~k i 11 Ed 
2 Semi-s ki 11 Ed 
3 Ski 11 ed (Trades ) 
4 Clerica l 
5 Sales 
6 Man ager 
7 Proprietor 
8 Prof ess i ona l 
C _•r t~ '-C' er ot!~Lr (~t,(:C..:.:J) ______ __ . 

PRIMARY r:;crn-iE SOUhC E f.T 7 i! 'E OF Pi:LC.4SE 

0 None 
1 Own employment 
2 Spouse's employment 
3 Family 
4 Compensat i on , benefi t or retirement 
5 Inheritance or investments 
6 Public assistance 
7 Othe r indiv idual 
f') Uncodable or othe r (specify ) ______ _ 

STUDENT STATUS AT TIME OF REL EASE 

0 Not a s tuden t 
1 Full-time student 
2 Part-time student 

DIPLOMAS AND DEGREES OBTAINED 
WHI LE A CLIENT OF THIS PROGRAM 

0 No ne 
1 High Schoo l 
2 High Schoo l Equivalency (GED ) 
3 Spec ial Trade 
4 Associate of Arts 
5 BA/BS 
6 MA/MS 
0 Uncodable or other (specify ) _____ _ 

WHAT IS THIS CLIENT'S OR IENTATION 
TOWARDS TASKS WHICH HE/SHE BEGINS? 

Al mos t always follows them 
through t o comp le t ion 

2 Usua l ly follo~1s t hem t hro ug h 
to complet ion 

3 Usually doe s not follow them 
through to compl et ion 

4 Al mo st never follows them 
through to cumpleti on 

THE CLIENT'S OVERAL L REACTIONS 
TO THE PROGRAM HAVE BEEN: 

1 Extreme ly uncooperative 
2 Somewhat uncooperative 
3 Neither cooperati ve no r 

uncoope r ative 
4 Somewhat cooperative 
5 Ext re~e ly ~ooperative 

REGARDLESS OF CASE OUTCOME , THIS 
CLIENT'S PERSONAL ADJUSTMENT HAS : 

1 Deteriorated ma r ked ly 
2 Deteriorated some~1ha t 
3 Remained unchanged 
4 Improved somewhat 
5 Improve d ma r kedly 

THE MOST t\'<)T!CfA BLE AREA OF THE 
CLIENT'S IMPROVEMENT WAS: 

0 None 
1 Persona l re l ationship s 
2 Educat i ona l achie vemen t 
3 Emp l oyment 
4 Physica l hea l th 
5 Menta 1 hea 1th 
6 Attit ude toward society 
7 Self- concept 
0 Uncodable or other (specify) ____ ___ _ 

□ 45 

□ 46 

□ 47 

□ 48 

D 
49 

0 

□ 51 

GLJ 
79 
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t\at1ono1 1..ou: ,t.. 11 v11 .... , .. ~ .. , - --

A, CR!~ AGAINST F-£RSOl,S: 
rat:S.EX. .. Cm,,...s.___ __ 

{i-j-£q•s, aJl t ~h i le ►:aik«I 
112 As,cult \.ith Inten t to 

l'lfl ~ct Great R...C~i y Ham 
113 As~i!ul t W1 i..h jnt.e"'tt to Murder 
114 Assault \,/1th lotent to 

Coor-it Other Fel onies 
115 K1 ~ntrplng 
·1~6 t-'l• , ,C - .H'<1 "S 

i 17 t',o ,' 1 '.liJ' t-1 ·,· 

1 i8 H~:,hem (MJ trtdng) 
119 ~1. r1fr r - ist !:-egree 
121 ~Jro~e r - 2nd Pegr<e 
122 R,·,:'t ery With ,'l.r.igro·.-atior. 
123 ~o,ce ry Without Aggravation 
129 Ot '1€r Non- Sex felony Offenses 

Agains t Pe rs o'ls 

Jndi c:ub·,e Hi!:aemtano r 
~l~exTriiHctabl e 

Ki sc'en.ei!nOr Offense 
A9t i'l St a Person 

Sim;,1£ t-lisdeir.eano r e r Local 
Ordinlnce Viola t ion 
lol h:saul t 
162 Pssau l t & Battery U, & 8) 
163 Poirting Gun at Anotr,e r 
169 Ott,e r hon-Sex Si,iple 

M) sden-.e anor Offenses 
A9a i nst Persons 

B, CRIK:S A5AINST PERSCXIS; 
<f)S r RJtES 

Fe l unv 
"2TTAssau1 t l,'ith In tent to 

Rape 
212 Rape 
213 5e~Jction 
219 Other Sex-Related felonies 

Ind ictable ~isderreanur 
~ Sex-Relateo lncicteble 

Hisddieano r 

Simple tlisdeme<r,or o r 
Loca 1 Ordi nonce Vic 1 at ion 
~~Sex-Related Simple 

Misde~ono r 

C, CR!i'ES Al"-11/ST PIEi.JC 1£1J...1H 
!U,Cf, & Slf£D'. 

~ 
JTTc,rryir,g Concealed ~e&pon (CCII) 
312 De Ii very or Fossess ion Iii th 

Intent to Deliver Schedule 
I, II , or Ill Substances 

313 Oruss , All Other Fe lonies 
314 Goir,g Armed llith Intent 
315 Po!ise5sion c f Burglary Tools 
316 Riotous Conduct - injury to 

Persons or Property 
319 Other felony Offenses P.gainst 

Pu~ 1 i c Hea l th, Peace, & Safety 

lnd ict!">le Mhdeu'!E'a'lO•· 
)41 De, Hery or Possession llith 

lnter,t to De liver Sched ule 
IV or V Substances 

342 Nuisance (Erecting or Maintaining) 
343 Possession of Controlled Substances 
344 Record-~eeping Violztions by 

Re1i!. terE:d Manufacturers or 
Gis~r ib utors 

3~5 Selling Beer to ~inor 
346 Vagrancy 
3•9 Other Indictable Flisderoeanor 

Offenses Against Public 
He,lth, Peace, & Safety 

Si<,ple Hisdef!lfo nor or Local 
Ordinance Viclotion 
36] Coni: umln!J Bt:e r on Public 

Street or Highway 
362 Disturbing Pe li ce end 

Quiet (OPQ} 
363 111 ega 1 Er. try !nto Tavern 
364 ll le5a l Possession of Se-er 

or Liquor 
365 Intoxic ation 
365 Opera t i ng Disorderly ifouse 
367 RF-sorting to Oisc,rderly House 
368 Rio t ous Cor.~uct - Oi sturbing Others 
369 Simvitted Intoxication 
371 lmiiw fu 1 Asse!T'bly 
372 Zoni ng Offer. ses (Coun ty 

Zonieg Connissicn} 
379 Other Si mple Hisd•>ieanor 

0ffen 5e, A;einst ?ubl ic 
Hu 1th, Peace , & Safety 

D, CR!M:S ASAl<,ST FWL:C JUSTIC[ 
&.J,.uI:r..!filIL_ ___ _ 

Fe_l_<;_<;1 
Til>ribe ry of Ps:,lic Officials 
41 2 Bribe ry , Other Felony Offenses 
-.13 COl"~oond1ng • Felony rur.ishable 

By Life Jr.;pr; soir"l€n t 
414 [sco pe 
415 Inter fedng ~it~ ..;dministration 

of J" st1cc 
( l 6 ::i,c,.,. , f . i 1 , . r 

~ 17 Pr,· v'". 
418 Subrrioti::-r, )t. ry 
~i9 Other Felory C··1 n'..i c.s f\.garnc;t 

Public Justn1;. b Aut hJ nty 

Inc!ictoble Misderrecncr 
441 BribPrJ, Othe,.:cdict ab le 

Misde!Tlt:anor Cffenses 
442 Cor."ouod1ng Any Lesse r f•l ony 
443 Contem~t of Court 
444 Extort 10n 
445 Impersonating an Office r 
446 Mi seer.duc t ~ n Fub 1 i c Office 
447 Resisting hecu:ion of Due 

Pruc~ss 
449 Other lndictab e Misdemea11o r 

Offenses Aga i r,s t Pub lic 
Justi ce & Authc ri ty 

Simp l e Mi~demeano r or Local 
Ordinan·ce Vio l at ion 
%1 Desecration of ,tag 
462 False Reports o r Alarms 
463 Resis ting Arrest 
469 Other Si~9le Misdemeanor 

Offenses Aga iri s t Public 
Justice & Aut hcr i ty 

E, CRitES AGAINST P\£l IC tl'.&,!.S 

Fel onv 
~ortion 
512 Adultery 
51 3 Bigamy 
514 Enticing females Into 

Prostitution 
515 Incest 
516 Keeping Hou se of Ill Fame 
517 Solicitation For Pro t titution 
518 Other Prostitution Offenses 
519 Sodomy 
529 Other Fel ony Offe nses Against 

Public Mo ra ls 

Indi ctable H,sdeme<nor 
-041 Cohab1tauon 
542 Indecent (1poswre 
543 Keepi ng Gar-cling House 
544 Leasing House t(nowingly Used 

For Ill Fame 
545 Lewdness 
546 Presentation cf lnrnora l Plays, 

Exhib i ti ons, and Entertainment 
547 Selling Obscene Literature 
549 Other Indictable tlisdemea,,or 

Offenses ~g ainst Pub lic Morals 

Simple Misdemeanor er Local 
Ordina nce Violation 
561 Ga,,:,l, ng (Gor.,r~ .;;=-retting} 
562 Profanity 
569 Othtr Simpl o:- Mi~demeano r 

Offenses l.gainst Pub l ic Morals 

F, CRll'ES !N\O'_V!NG MJTOR 
\/Ei'!OE Q-F<'>jSES 

~ 
oiT-l)pera t ing ~otor Vehicle 

While Under Influence -
Subsequent Offenses 

612 Operating ~cto r Vehicle 
Without 0...,nP.r' s Co:1sent 

619 Other Felonies Involving 
t\otor Vehicle Offenses 

Jndi ctab le Mi sdeme onc r 
ro-l"aTTure to Renoer Assistance 

to Injured 
6~2 O;,er~ling Motor Vehicle While 

Under Influence (1st Offense} 
649 Other lrdicteblc Mi sdemeanors 

Invol ving Muter Vehicle Offenses 

Simple f\isdeme, nor or loca l 
Ordinince Violation 
661 Drag R•crng 
662 Drivi ng Wh il~ Li cer,se Re voked 

or Suspended 
663 Failure to Leave Name & 

Address c!t Seen~ of Accident 
664 ~eek.less Orivir.g 
6i9 Ct her Simple ~i sderneanors 

lnvo lv111g ~otor Vehicle 
Offenses 

G, i;>Jru_~'ill. 

Fel unf 
m7· rs c n 
712 i:re erin9 & ,nterir,g Offenses (B & E} 
713 £,u .. gla ry \./ilh A~g ra·.io:ion 
714 Et..rgh ry W1thc1..~ t. c:.;9rava tion 
715 E!l'bezzleo,ent of 5ec ,red Int.res t 

In Col lotercl 0-.e ... ~20 
71 6 Emb~zzler~nt. Ail Othe r 

':' ' l-"<.e~ 
7 l ~ _ r r. , :""' ,, .. !' ,::; • :_,.,- 1 ,,g 

i•(, I~ •' - r ~£., 
/18 F~he PrP.t"1SPS 
719 r·o rge ry 
771 larc•ny Over S20 
722 Lcr ceny ,n Oaytir.,• Over S20 
723 Larce1y i n r;ightt 'n., Over $20 
72~ Larc.env of t'otor '•'thic le 
725 ltrc:en)' from :arf.ing "'eter 
726 La•crny From Fers on 
/27 Ot,,tr lcrcenie:s 
728 l" a1iti~us Carriage to Bui ld ings 
729 Otr1er '1e li cious H~-s~ief 
]jl f;ec:eiving & Concealing Stolen 

Proper ty Over S20 
732 ~hop1 irting Over S20 
733 Uttering a Forsed !rstrurnent 
739 Other Felony Offe nses Against 

Property 

Indicti!ble Misdemeanor 
m Fraud or cnear----
742 Larceny in Oaytill'€ Under $20 
743 larceny in lhgh t t ic,e Under $20 
744 Ot he r Larcenies 
745 Othe r Helicious Mi schief 
745 Trespa!>s (C ri ninc~J; aa~ge 

0ve r $100 
749 Ct'• r Indi clcbl e ~; sderc,e,nor 

Offenses Against Pr.::i;:ierty 

Simple tlisde.n.,anor or lecal 
Ordincnce V~ohtior. 
7rioefrai.:d1r19 an rnr.kee;:ier 
762 Embezzlement of Secured 

·interest i n Co~latera1 
Unde r $20 

763 raise Drawing and Utte ring 
cf Checks Under S20 

764 l ;rcery Under $20 
765 C~her Larcenies 
766 Cther 1:alicious ~i schi ef 
767 Rece ivisg & Concealing 

~l •,len Pro;,erty Under $20 
768 Shoplifting Unde r 520 
769 Trespass (Cri mi n<l ) ; o,1:1age 

Unde r $100 
779 Ot"ter Simple ~.isdeilecnor 

Offenses Aga i nst Property 

H, Qijt:£S W1It,'SJ Oi11.WC~ 

Fel_Q_r,y 
m - Abandonmer,t of Child 
812 Chiid Stealing 
813 Lascivious Acts l.ith Child 
814 Statu t ory Rape 
819 Oth<r Felony Cffenses 

Against Children 

lndict,ble Miscen-,• rcr 
~l-Cti=-lfr,bui , rig to )el inquency 

of H:no r 
849 O~ner Indictable Misd...,~nor 

Offen~es Aga ins t C.hi ~re~ 

Si"';Jle Kisd ,eenor or L<,ul 
Ord in ance V1oli!tion 
'ScTNegl<ct of Chi loren \W<r.ton) 
869 Other Sim;,le Misden.e,nor Offenses 

Ag< ir,s t Children 

I I ~..s. 

~Wnt onspirocy 
912 Cour,te rfeiti ng 
91 J -eser t ion cf ~i fe 
919 Othe r Mi Hell,neous Felony 

Offenses 

Indi ctah 1 e ~i sden-e anor 
941 L1EeJ 
9(9 Other Mi.s c~ 11,.neous· 

!nCi ctab 1 e Mi sderr,eanor Offenses 

Siraple Mi sdel'l""anor or Lcca l 
Ordir>Sct 'liolation 
ffi~urr,er Frauds 
962 linl,.,.fu l Use of Oriver's 

License 
969 Othe r Kis cellaneocs Simple 

MisdemE:-ancr Offe ns-e s 

998 Probation Revocation 
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