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PREFACE

Can 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 whom such alternatives are available--it becomes imper-
ative to answer these questions.

Research elsewhere has pro&Uced 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 1975,
has processed data from a 1974 study as rapidly as possible in hope of contrib-
uting timely information. :

While the study was not designed to offer final answers on the comparative
effectiveness of institutional and community based 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 University of lowa
LIBRARIES




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 Timited 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 provides 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




judgements as to the effectiveness of the programs under study. This will be

the subject of future evaluation efforts.

Do Community Correction Programs Endanger the Public?

*Qf the more than 3800 persons from around the state for whom arrest data
was collected, 11.4% were, at the time of arrest, either being sought or await-
ing trial for an earlier alleged crime, or were on probation, parole or work
release for a prior conviction.

*0f all defendents released to the community during 1974, 5.0% were re-
arrested before their triai.

*0f all convicted offenders termimrated from post-conviction programs

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

Are Offenders Difficult to Manage OQutside Jail or Prison?

*0f all defendents released to the community during 1974, 3.1% failed to
appear for at least one scheduled court date.

*0f all convicted offenders terminated from post-conviction programs during
1972, 2.6% absconded from the program, and 14.0% were transferred to Jail 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 1974 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



the 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 community corrections programs are lower than
direct cost for several alternatives, ij_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

substantial Toss of employment for those assigned to parole.

Do Community Corrections Prqgréms 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 Community Corrections?

Results 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 BASED CORRECTIONS IN IOWA

Two basic ideas lie behind the community based correction efforts described

here. One is that seﬁding 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'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 gxamining the merits of the tradi-

tional and community approaches.

A. History of Community Corrections in Iowa

Late in 1962, the Des Moines Register published two editorials questioning
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.
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In 1968, the Iowa Crime Commission was formed to serve as the official conduit
for LEAA funds in Iowa. The Commission helps state and local governments plan
criminal justice projects and then finances them with grahts from LEAA funds.
Since 1970, the Commission and local governments have worked to expand
Towa's initial pretrial release project to encompass all 16 ccunties in the
Fifth Judicial District, whose largest city is Des Moines. Three new programs
have been added: pretrial release with services, a probation component separate
from existing probation services, and two residential correction facilities.
The Fifth Judicial District Department of Court Services was created in
1971 to develop and administer all such programs. The purpose of unified
administration was to transform a collection of fragmented programs into a
single correction system able to deal with selected offenders from arrest
until release from their sentence.
Early in 1972, the Icwa Crime Commission and the Department 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 metropo]ifan areas and to expand gradually in each district.
One year later, the Iowa General Assembly gave legal approval to community
based corrections, and appropriated $850,000 with which to match LEAA funds
during the biennium, when it passed 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

1. An Overview: Traditionally, arrested persons are either sent to jail
or placed on bond while awaiting trial. The posting of a money bond, which
is forfeited if the defendant does not appear, is intended to assure appearance
at the trial. Defendants who cannot affort to bail themselves out, plus those

whose offenses are especially notorious, are sent to jail.



In recent years, reformers have objected to these traditional approaches.
They argue that bail.discriminates against poor people, that many who cannot
afford bail are good risks to appear for trial, and that sending good risks
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 reiease to either
PTR or PTS are sent to jail, though some of them persuade a judge to release
them on bai].' (This is é simplified description of a complex process. The
Appendix contains additional details on the process in different districts.)*

This report compares defendants who await trial in each of the four pre-
trial conditions - PTR, PTS, 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 ties"
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
project is found in: Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, U.S. Department
of Justice. An Ey~mplary Project: Community Based Corrections in Des Moines,
(Washington: Government Printing Office, 1973), 16pp.




court date. Almost 60 percent of the defendants interviewed are released with-
out supervision.

3. Pre-Trial Release with Services (PTS): Persons released under super-
vision can be sent to jail if they get into trouble 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, prcbation 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 corrections, which is an
alternative to traditional 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
probation through either a deferred or suspended sentence. Until community
correction projects were established, probationeys were supervised by the
state Bureau of Adult Corrections. Now, however, several local jurisdictions
nave set up probation components and share responsibility for the subervision
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
of fered or required include GED or college education, technical training, job

development and placement, psychological counselling, marriage counselling,



and achievement motivation. As a first choice, existing community resources
are used, but additional resources are developed when needed.

2. Residential Correctionsf The creation of alternatives to imprisoniment
had been a topic of interest among workers in Iowa's criminal 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 jai] 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 alternatives to confinement, as sites
for rehabilitation programs, and as release centers for clients engaged in
employment, education, and vocétiona1 rehabilitation programs outside the
facility. At a prison, nearly all services are provided inside the walls and _
mus. ve staffed by prison employees. However, minimum-security residéntial
correction facilities cannot operate in isolation from the community. Rather,

they depend upon the community and the resources already existing there.



IT - ABOUT THIS STUDY

While this study was primarily an extension of eariier studies undertaken
in the Fifih Judicial District, it was aiso the initial effort in a projected
series of state-wide studies. This chapter makes note of the earlier studies,
outlines the later mandates for evaluation, analyzes the apparent goals of

comnunity corrections, and describes the current study.

A. Mandates For Evaluation

1. Early Studies: In 1969, the City of Des Moines issued a study of its
experience with pre-trial release. The National Council on Crime and Delinquency
(NCCD) issued reports on PTS for 1970, 1971, and 1972, and on Fort Des Moines for
1971 and 1972. The NCCD then received a Crime Commission grant to study aill
facets of corrections in the Fifth Judicial District. It issued a report in
February of 1974 on the operations and effects of PTR, PTS, probation and res-
idential corrections. The report also included pre-trial data on bail and jail.*

2. Action by the General Assembly: 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
performance data." When publiished, the rules expanded upon this requirement
by specifying that "a continuous, comprehensive program effectiveness evaluation
shall be conducted for all community based correctional programs." The guide-
lines listed five criteria against which programs should be evaluated:

‘protection of the community from additional crime during the correction process

*gbility of offenders to function legally and effectively within society

*National Council on Crime and Delinguency, Community-Based Alternatives
to Traditional Corrections (Des Moines, 1974), 158 pp.

*%xS . F. 482, now Chapter 217.24, Code of Towa.
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‘reduction of future criminal behavior
‘cost effectiveness
‘effects upon crime rates, jail and prison populations, use of community

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 all 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 with 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.

1. 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" 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 afterward. This report includes several relevant



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 should begin to show up in society and the justice
system after some years-all other things being equal.

a. A reduction in the proportion of repeaters among all those
arrested or who have participated in community based corrections.
b. Reduced costs for the total corrections package.

4, Facilitating Goals: Observers may disagree over the relative import-
ance of the goals listed. But it is clear that some goals can be accomplished
more quickly and easily than others, and that the achievement 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, sbch 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 "...for the maximum utilization of existing

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

*Legally, the pre-trial programs are not aimed at "correcting", since
defendants are presumed innocent. But in fact, it is quite likely that those
programs can help push a person toward crime, or lead him away from it, whether
or not he is guilty.



criterion is obtained by counting the number of "services" provided by "outside
resources."

d. Selection of offenders: The success 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

1. First, a word of caution about the boundaries within which we worked:
This was not an investigation of whether criminal activity in fowa is increasing
or decréasing. This was not a study of the comparative quality of the organi-
zation, management, or program content of the numerous individual projects.

Nor was this research designed to understand the psychodynamic process through
which project activities may affect the behavior of offenders.

This study was, instead, an initial effort to collect general information
of potential value in telling about (a) the relative effectiveness of community
based corrections &nd incarceration 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
community correction projects, the characteristics of offenders in those projects,
and the processes which those offenders undergo.

2. The Projects and Offenders Studied: A1l 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. A1l persons within those locations and jurisdictions

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

*As the Appendix points out, various projects used somewhat different
criteria as to which types of defendants would be interviewed.
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were in residential corrections, were included as subjects. Data collecticn
began in January, 1974, and the data processed for this study reflect events
prior to December 31, 1974. Most projects were launched at different times
after the study began. In a few cases, a project was begun so late 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 during 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-
producticns 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-release condition prior to jail. A second data sheet obtained information
on court outcome for all defendants, and inciuded data on behavior in the
project for clients of PTS. Still another sheet was used to gather informaticn
about the offender at the time he entered a post-conviction project. Finally,
one sheet reflected the offender's behavior while in a post-conviction program.
Almost 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 screening staffs com-
pleted the defendant-characteristic sheets following interviews with the
potential releasees. The data sheets were not used 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 doékets. Project staffs completed the data sheets on characteristics

of persons in post-conviction programs at the time of entry,* and they completed

*Persons already in post-conviction programs or the PTS program when data
collection began are included.
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the second sheet when the offender was terminated.

Members of the study team taught project staffs how to prepare the data
sheets, served in a continuing liaison role, and edited 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.



I1I--BASIC PROGRAM RESULTS

J

This chapter describes the

o
o

ffenders who entered the various programs and
gives a variety cof 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 convicted offenders.

A. Pre-Trial Conditions

This section reflects the characteristics and criminal justice processing
of up to 3857 persons arrested and interviewed by pre-trial release projects
during 1974. The four pre-trial coﬁditions analyzed include: pre-trial release
without supervision (PTR), bail release, pre-trial release with services (PTS),
and detention in jail. The following table shows the number and percentage
of cases faliing in each of the conditions under study. The Fifth District's
programs have been the subject of earlier studies, and about two-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 "A11" refer to all offenders in any pre-trial con-
dition, both statewide and Fifth District, including a sma11-humber 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 FIFTH-DISTRICT

CASES UNDER STUDY
ALL] PTR! BAIL| PTS|JAIL|| ALL | PTR [BAIL| PTS|JAIL

Number 385712253 | 426 506 593||2540 | 1574 248 | 280| 402

Percentage 100.0 58.4J 11.0113.1}15.4{{100.0{62.0| 9.8(11.0{15.8

12
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It should be noted that these figures refer to cases rather than individuals.
An unknown but small number of individuals were counted more than once because
of re-arrests. Also these figures fall somewhat short-of the actual number of
offenders interviewed by pre-trial release projects who awaited trial in one
of the conditions under study.

A number of cases remained non-adjudicated at the cut-off date for date
processing. The fellowing table shows the number of adjudicated cases in each

condition. Any resulis reflecting activity during or after program assignment

will be based on these cases only.

STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT

ADJUDICATED CASES '
- ALL |PTR |BAIL|PTS [JAIL|l ALL |PTR [BAIL|PTS |JAIL

Number ' 3004{1697| 296 526| 421| 1966{1163| 174| 325 282

Percentage 100.0{56.5 9.9117.5/14.0{{100.0/59.2| 8.9{16.5/14.3

In & small number of cases an offender's pre-trial condition changed during
the pre-trial period. These cases are counted under the initial pre-trial
condition in the fab]e "Cases Under Study," and are counted under the sub-
sequent pre-trial condition in the table "Adjudicated Cases.”

Whenever data is presented for each program under study, the number of
cases analyzed is given directly under 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 purposes of analysis..

1. Status at Time of Arrest: There are several ways, none of them de--
finitive, to try to find out how much crime results from releasing offenders
before trial instead of jailing them. One way is to determine whether newly-

arrested offenders are in fact already in the criminal justice system.



14

STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT

STATUS AT TIME OF ARREST ALL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL||ALL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL

| ssyleem| aro] ass| seellasos|1ses | 241] 271 02|
% Not In Justice System 87.6(93.9|86.4|84.1 |68.5|87.8]04.0 [87.1|81.2]67.9 |
% Wanted For Previous Offense Tl Lo 100 1.8 0 Tabl 2,71 20411.3F 1,818
% Awaiting Trial . 4.6| 2.0 6.4] 7.7010.7| 4.4| 1.9] 6.6/10.0] 9.7
% Serving Earlier Sentence 5.412.01 4.8 5.6116.71-4.7 1.3] 8.2 :5.517.6
% Other 107 0.41 1.4 1.61-2.61L 1.0 Q.8+ 081 1.5-3.0

Those detained in jail before trial were most 1ikely to have been in the
criminal justice system at the time of arrest,HS* and those released to PTR
were‘1eas§ likely to be in the system already.HS

2. Crimes Alleged: These tables show, for each pre-trial condition,

the type and seriousness of the most serious charge filed at the time of arrest.

STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT
SERIOUSNESS AND TYPE OF CHARGE

ALL | PTR |BAIL|PTS |JAIL||ALL |PTR |BAIL[PTS |JAIL

3857|2253 426| 506| 593)2540| 1574} 248| 280| 402

% Misdemeanor 27.4132.8/35.9| 3.4|20.9||23.0{25.9{27.8] 3.2(22.4
% Indictable Misdemeanor . 28.2|31.6{28.6{26.5|18.4/28.5/32.1{31.0{21.4{19.2
% Felony 44.4135.6/35.5|70.2]|60.7/48.5/42.0/41.2(75.4|58.4

*The superscript HS means that the difference just reported is highly
statistically significant (a significance level of .01 or less). The super-
script S means that the difference just reported is statistically significant
(a significance level between .05 and .01). Unless noted otherwise, statements
of significance are based on statewide figures.
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STATEWIDE - FIFTH DISTRICT
SERIOUSNESS ‘AND TYPE OF CHARGE

(CONTINUED) ALL |PTR |BAIL|PTS |[JAIL ALL» PTR {BAIL|PTS [JAIL

3857 2?53’ 426 506ﬂ ?93 254011574 248| 280! 402

% Against Persons (Non-Sex) 11.4/10.1] 9.6{13.6{15.0/12.5{10.7111.3]/18.2}15.4
% Against Persons (Sex) 1.0f 0.7} 0.5| 1.8] 1.9}| 1.0{ 0.7| 0.4 2.1| 1.9
% Against Pub. Health/Peace/Sfty| 27.5/29.7|32.2|21.1|21.8{[24.3|25.9(27.9/17.5|20.7
% Against Public Justice/Auth. &8 2.7 3.1 %.4) 2.5 2.5] 2.5 3.21 1.8] 1.7
% Against Public Morals 1.50 1.3] 2.1| 1.6] 1.3|| 1.8] 1.7| 2.4| 1.8] 1.2
% Against Property 36.3/32.8]31.9(43.1|47.0{/40.8|38.7|39.1|45.748.4
% Against Children 1.7 1.4 2.8] V.8 1.5 Y.5] 1.7} 1.2F V.19 ).2
% Motor Vehicle Offences 17.5120.5{17.8{14.8] 8.8|(15.1/17.4/14.5{11.1] 9.5
% Miscellaneous 0.6/ 0.8 0.0| 0.8f 0.2{| 0.5| 0.7/ 0.0f{ 0.4| 0.0

Those released to PTS were initially charged 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 jai].HS Those in PTS/
jail were initially charged with more felonies,’™ 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 of fenses), "

and more crimes involving motor
vehicles (mostly OMVUI),HS'than those in the other two conditions.

3. Profiles of Offenders: The personal characteristics, socioeconomic
situations, 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.




16

STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT
PERSONAL DATA

ALL | PTR |BAIL|PTS |JAIL||ALL |PTR [BAIL|PTS [JAIL
Sex 3857, 2253| 426| 506| 593{12540({1574| 248| 280! 402
% Male 85.0182.6/87.1(87.7|90.4{183.4/80.9|86.3|87.5|89.3
% Female 15.0{17.4112.9112.3| 9.6{|16.6]19.1{13.7{12.5/10.7
Race 3857| 2253| 426| 506| 593(|2540|1574| 248 280v 402
% White 82.8/85.9187.6|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| 1.8 4.0| 2.9} 3.2
Age 3823| 2239| 416| 505| 585(|2516|1566| 241| 280| 394
%0 - 17 T4 1.5} 0071 2.2] 1.0 1.01 0.5 0.4} 3.91 1.2
% 18 - 25 61.1{59.9159.9165.9|62.9/(61.0/61.5{58.8/61.4|61.2
% 26 - 41 25.3124.3|27.6124.1|28.0{125.8(24.3(29.2125.7|29.3
% Over 41 12.2/14.3/11.8] 7.8| 8.0}|12.2 13f7 11.61-8.9¢ 8.3
Median 22.3122.2(22.9|21.5|22.4{|22.1{21.9|23.8|21.8(|22.6




E%ATEWIDE ‘FIFTH DISTRICT
CRIMINAL HISTORY

ALL | PTR | BAIL|PTS |JAIL||ALL |PTR |BAIL|PTS |JAIL
Prior Arrests 3285| 1951| 341| 391| 534{j2228{1424] 207| 194} 370

%0 33.1{42.2)26.7(20.713.7)/33.7/ 421/ 29.5 |14.9[ 14
%1 21.1123.0{19.4{21.7{16.5{{19.8]21.7|16.4|15.5(17.0
% 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{42.1(38.6|31.9
%1 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{|125.5/18.2{33.0{39.1 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
%1 9.3| 6.3{11.4|12.7|16.4] 8.7| 5.3|12.4|14.7 [15.9
% 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 377412229| 407| 490| 571||2476|1559| 234 | 265| 383
‘% 0 90.6/95.5/89.9{85.7{77.1}{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{12.814.6
% 2 cr More 2.8} 0.71.3.5| 4.9} 8,5 3.0} 0.8] 3.5} 7.2} B.]
Prior Prob. Terms 3762|2223| 406| 487| 568||2469|1557| 234 | 261 | 381
% 0 76.0/84.6171.2166.1156.0({79.387.8170.5 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} 1.5} 1.0} 3.0} 4.2] 2.1
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STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT
DRUG AND ALCOHOL ABUSE
' ALL |PTR |BAIL PTS JAILJJALL | PTR |BAIL |PTS |JAIL
.QB;;;;A{;OAE3 Eonnectiaﬁ_WICasev P3809 223;‘ 422 453‘“559-2522 1564 245 278: 3§{'
% No Connection 61.8/59.3/60.9/61.1(71.8/|66.1/64.1{64.167.6|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 33.9137.2|34.4|33.9{22.3{|30.2] 32.8{32.2{27.3|21.1
% Other Connection 0.31 0.1y 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(12515|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|125.4124.7119.4|14.2|/16.9/18.4/18.1(16.4]10.6
% Marijuana, Hashish, Etc. 12.7{73.4111.9/13.6 9.7|{13.8{15.3|14.3| 9.8{10.6
% Amphet./Barb./Trang., Etc. 0.9/ 0.8] 0.5 1.6| 0.7/ 1.0| 1.0| 0.4] 1.5| 0.8
% Hallucinogens 0.1| 0.0{ 0.0 0.8} 0.2|| 0.2| 0.0| 0.0} 1.5| 0.0
% Heroin, Morphine, Coc., Etc. 0.8/ 0.4f 1.1} 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| 233! 276! 395
% Ho Known History 81.0{86.2(78.3|68.3/74.9/184.3|88.8{81.5 ({70.0{78.9
% Known History 19.0113.8(21.7(31.7(25.1{{15.7{11.2]18.5{30.0|21.1
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|88.1(82.3 (71.4|75.6
% Alcohol 13.7{11.8(13.8(19.3|15.2}| 9.7 7.6| 9.5[15.6{13.1
% 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) 0.11.0.0] 0.6¢ 0.3} 0.3] 0.2} 0.8 Y.1] 0.3
% Heroin, Morphine, Coc., Etc. Tl LAV OR)2.24 4,28 Vi1 0.2] 1,21 2/6143:5
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STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT

EMPLOYMENT AND INCOME Thary St S suc (ot Bt | U Rencd Crotes TORCIR S
) ALL | PTR |BAIL|PTS [|JAIL|JALL |PTR |BAIL|PTS (JAIL

Employment Status 3792 2221| 411 502| 580 2492‘;g;0 236| 278 39£~
% 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} 8.01 7.1i 6.1} 5:8] 6.8/ - 8.7|-8.2

% Unemployed 37.326.5139:2 49.6‘55.9 37.6/29.6/44.1152.9(52.6 \
% Unemployable 121 - 121 0000081 1.3 1.5} V8831 .2:5] 15
Occupational Level 3766|2213 408| 494| 574}247 1545 233 2711 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{39.1|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|j13.1]17.3] 8.2} 5.5] 4.4
% Managerial/Proprietory 2.90 1.8 2.9 1.7 120 3:814.7) 02 10
% Professional 1.8, 2.11.1.7} 1.6y 0.5]}.1.7] 2.1} 2.1} 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{50.5/47.9/61.4|66.5/56.0/49.0(52.3
% Spouse Or Family 18.9/19.5(14.7{18.118.8]i18.0|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 5.4112.3|14.6(17.7{10.7| 6.7/16.2|18.0|19.6
% Criminal Activity 0.6/ 0.1{ 0.8} 0.7| 2.4 0.6f 0.2| 0.5| 1.3{ 1.8
% Other Individual 1.40 0.51 . 1.8} 3.11 2.8]] 1.2} 0.5} 1.4} 2.9] 2.7
% None 0.1} 0.1| 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 RESIDENCE :

| ML PR BAILIPTS |JAILIALL | PTR |BATLIPTS |aATL

Marital Status 385712253| 426] 506 59312518 1571 241| 277{ 393
% Single (Never Married) 49.9147.6|45.7|56.1|56.4(/48.5/47.7|41.9/50.6|54.2
% Married 26.1(31.5124.4/18.9(12.9(/26.7|31.1[26.6[21.7|13.0
% Separated 7.2| 6.4| 8.4| 6.2| 9.8| 7.1| 6.4| 7.9| 6.1] 9.4
% Divorced 13.7112.2116.5|14.7(17.3/{14.7112.4{19.5|17.3{19.6
% Widowed L9 7.80 3.30 2.21 1.4141.90 1.7 3.31.81 1.5
% Common-Law 1.2) 0.5 1.71 1.8 2.20 3.1 0.7 0.8 2.5 2.3
Living Arrangements 357712153| 391| 447| 515||2360] 1512| 227| 243| 346
% Living-Alone 17.3|12.8122.0/20.1129.1}{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|23.015.3
% Living With Child(ren) 5.0 6.4| 4.1 2.5} 2.5|| 5.6] 7.1| 4.0 2.9| 2.3
% Living With Parent(s) 28.3130.1|24.7128.0(25.2(128.3/29.5|24.6{29.2(26.0
% Living With Friend(s) 22.1118.5(24.9/28.8128.2(|22.3{19.3{27.3(24.7|28.6
Legal Dependents 3805/2238| 414 498| 576/[2496|1562| 238| 272 | 388
% 0 62.3157.7|63.5|68.5(73.3(/62.8/59.6|65.5(65.172.4
%1 13.8{14.9(15.5(12.7| 9.5|{13.5{14.1{15.5/14.7| 9.3
% 2 Or More 23.9127.4121.0{18.817.2||23.7{26.3{19.0(20.2 {18.3
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STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT

% i aL | ptr learclers [oarllace lpre Jearilers loan

Student Status 3825|2248 14| 501| s832s13]1572| 237| 275] 303
% Not A Student 90.6|87.8|95.4]92.0|96.1||91.7]89.6|94.5|93.8|96.4
% Full-Time Student 8.3/10.9| 4.3| 6.4| 3.6/ 7.4| 9.5| 5.1] 4.4| 3.1
% Part-Time Student 1.1 1.3} 0.3] 1.6] 0.3] 0.9] 0.9| 0.4] 1.8| 0.5
Years School Completed 3772|2217| 405| 496 576||2482|1555| 233 271| 3e8
%0 -9 15.6/13.3[17.8[19.3|20.5||14.7(12.4|14.2|21.021.6
%10 - 11 30.8|28.5/29.9(34.3| 36.3(132.731.0| 32.6| 36.536.9
% 12 37.8]40.5|36.5|34.9|30.9|[37.1(39.9/36.9]33.2|29.6
% 13 Or More 15.8|17.7|15.8]11.5|12.3/115.5|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(46.1|47.8][41.0|38.0(40.5(47.8[47.6
% GED 4 7.0| 5.5| 6.3[10.2|10.8| 8.0| 6.1] 8.0[12.0[12.7
% High Schoo 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 2.1] 2.9| 1.0| 1.4 0.8| 0.8] 0.4 1.1 0.5
% BA/BS Or Higher 2.4] 2.9| 1.5] 2.2| 0.5| 2.0] 2.8] 1.7] 0.7] 0.5
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4. PAppearance 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 "Al1" refers to all offenders not detained in jail.

STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT

APPEARANCE IN COURT
ALL |PTR [BAIL|PTS ||ALL |PTR [BAIL |PTS

256411686| 293| 524{{1671|1153| 172 | 324
# Failing To Appear 821 871301 13421181132 9

% Failing To Appear 3.2 2.2 10.21-2.5012.51. 1.6 7.01 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
that 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 AALL PTR |BAIL|PTS [JAIL|ALL |PTR BAIL PTS |JAIL
Conviction 300411697 296 526| 421{11966!1163| 174] 325 282
# Convicted 2007|1164 197| 339| 262|{1286| /68| 112! 206{ 186
% Convicted 66.8|68.6/66.6|64.4 (62.2||65.4166.0({64.4/63.4/65.9
Incarceration 2004 1164| 197 339| 262|(1286| 768| 112 206| 186
# Incarcerated 226) 42 27| 65{ 88| 161| 29| 14{ 54| 61
% Incarcerated 11:3}1-3.6]13.7119.2 {33.6{{12.5] 3.8112.5126.2] 32.8

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 1ncafceration than those released to
PTR,MS bai1,™ 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 ameng the

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

spent in PTS than in the three alternatives.'> 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 Tonger 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 operates |

more slowly, or whether some other factor is at work.
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TIME (DAYS) FROM STATEHIDEV FIFTH DISTRICT =
ARREST TO -

ADJUDICATION PTR BAIL | PTS JAIL {| PTR BAIL | PTS JAIL
1647 296 1 S26 ¢+ 421 1 1363 1780 a3 e
| #0 - 15 28.6 | 32.1 i Hl8 43852 1 2053 101 9.8 4.6 | 30.5
%16 - 30 16.6 | 14.5 | 12.6 |.13.1 4 14.4 | 14.3 1.1 1 15.2
% 31 - 60 23.5 28,4 + 26.2 1 19.94 27.1 ] 34.5 | 24.6 | 22.3
% 61 - 90 11-8 1. 33.5 12 22,7 8. A W2l 36,71 21.4. 1 19.2
% Over 90 f 3 I O SR g g N St T R O W T N
Mean 50.3 | 45.7 | 84.4 | 42.7 j| 58.1 | 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 who
were studied after conviction, their status in the criminal justice system upon
entry and exit from community correction programs, and re-arrests after term-
ination from the program. Entry data cover virtually all offenders in the
conditions under study whose cases were active in 1974. Tables which give
exit or follow-up data reflect only those cases which were closed during T1974.

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 probation appear under the
heading CCS. The column headed 5-DCS gives information on only the Fifth
Judicial District Department of Court Service's probation component, which

is included in the figures under CCS. Data on all probation components, state-
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wide, is given under the heading "A11". The column headed Ft.DM contains
data on the men's residential corrections program at Fort Des Moines. Due to
insufficient data, results are not presented for the women's residential
corrections program in Des Moines.

The following table shows, for each program under study, the total number
of offenders for which data is presented (both open and closed cases), and
the number 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-DCS probation and residential corrections.

PROBATION
CASES UNDER STUDY PAROLE FT. DM
. ALL BCBC CCS 5-DCS
Total Number ' 948 240 4747 2774 1973 1167
Number Terminated 374 178 1504 824 680 432

Very often the number of cases analyzed for a particular program will
fall short of the figures 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 population 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 obvious 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" 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

248 240 4747 2774 1973 1167

% Awaiting Trail -- ROR* 0.1 10.4 o s 215 17.9 7.0
% Awaiting Trial -- Bail 0.1 8.3 32.7 38.9 24.0 irdl
% Awaiting Trial -- PTR 0.0 13 12.4 2.2 26.8 39.1
% Awaiting Trial -- PTS 0.0 6.3 4.9 e 0.2 1. 12.8
% Awaiting Trial -- Jail 0.2 27.5 6.1 74} 4.6 4.5
% Serving Sentence -- Jail 0.2 29.6 1.8 S O 0.3
% Correctional Program 98.6 t3-3 14.5 18.7 8.6 6.9
% Mental Institution 0.4 0.4 0.9 149 97 0.3
% Medical Facility 0.4 1.3 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.5
% Other 0.0 0.0 2.1 1.3 4.6 6.9

In regards to residential corrections at Fort Des Moines, it appears that
either the program is perceived as being able to handle a wide variety of clients
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 wi thout
supervision prior to tria1,HS while Fort Des Moines takes in a higher proportion

of those who were incarcerated or supervised before the tria].Hs

*'ROR" denotes the traditional release-on-own-recognizance. There is
little or no practical difference between this condition and PTR, except that

those on ROR often have been interviewed, rejected, and subsequently released
by a judge.
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Since these figures reflect the entry of offenders throughout the state
from 1972 or earlier, through 1974, the totals mask out the probable changes
which have been occurring. I.e., as the number of PTR and PTS projects expanded
during 1974, it is likely that the use of ROR, bail, and perhaps jail diminished
sroportionately. While we did not specifically 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--usually located where PTR or PTS also

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

and a Tower 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. DM | ALL BCBC CES 5-DCS
948 236 4745 2712 1973 1167
% Misdemeanor 0.4 5.5 2.8 1.5 4.6 1.9
% Indictable Misdemeanor 26 { - 21.2.°] 2.8 | 1747 37.9 | 336
% Fe]qny 97.0 73.3 1.3 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 16.1 23.1 19.0 28.9 31.4
% Against Public Justice/Authority 3.6 13.1 1.6 1.6 1.5 1.3
% Against Public Morals j % 0.0 1.4 0.7 2.3 2]
% Against Property | £9.2 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
% Miscellanecus V.3 | Y 4 2.9 0.6 .




Among probationers. those in the BCBC component were more often convicted
of fe]onies,HS and crimes against property,HS while those in the CCS component
were more often convicted of crimes against public health, peace or safety
{mostly drug offenses),”s and motor vehicle offenses (mostly OHVUI).HS Those
assigned to parole and those assigned to Fort Des Moines were more often convicted
of crimes against persons than those on probation,HS while those on probation
were more often convicted of crimes against public health, peace or safety,HS
and motor vehicle offenses.HS

This information permits completion of a picture begun in Section A-1.
If a person is already ih the criminal justice system when arrested, he is
more likely to await trial in jail or PTS than in an unsupervised condition.
Whether 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 pointed out in Chapter V, offenders with the better records and more
favorable socioeconomic situations ‘tend to be placed in the more lenient con-
ditions prior to trial.

Those who await trial in jail or under supervision are more likely to be
sent to prison if convicted 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

S and a higher

persons are represented in prison than in any other programs;
proportion of crimes against property are represented in prison than in any
other program except BCBC probation.s)

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

enough, or his "community ties" have been weakened enough, or he has been placed
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under supervision, or if he has been incarcerated once...then any future involve-

ment in the criminal justice.system is highly likely to result in accelerated

movement in the same directions. It was beyond the scope of this study to in-

vestigate whether the deepening cycle results from realistic efforts to protect

society from certain individuals who normally grow more confirmed in their

criminality over time, or whether the cycle itself produces increased criminality.
3. Profiles 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 between programs

is included in Chapter V.

PROBATION
PERSONAL DATA
PAROLE| FT. DM | ALL BCBC CCS 5-DCS
Sex ' 948 240 4746 23 1973 1166
% Male 93.2 | 100.0 86.3 87.3 84.9 83.2
% Female 6.8 0.0 13.7 12.7 15,1 16.8
Race 948 240 4730 2767 ‘;963 1160
% 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 1.3 19 2.5 1.1» 1.0
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 23.2 283
% Over 41 1241 4.3 9.6 8.3 10.6 90
Median 25.4 21.6 21.6 215 21.9 21.4 |
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PROBATION
CRIMINAL HISTORY 5

PAROLE | FT. DM | ALL BCBC CCS 5-DCS

Prior Arrests 856 238 4311 2653 1658 981
%0 14.1 Y230 41.8 43.1 39.7 36.1
%1 10.3 17.6 16.7 14.9 19.6 23.5
% 2 Or More 756 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
%1 18.1 27.0 15.4 14.6 16.7 12,1
% 2 Or More 51.6 26.6 21.2 21.9 0.1 18.9
Prior Jail Terms 821 236 4433 2634 1799 1104‘
% 0 63.4 75.8 84.9 84.4 85.6 86.1
%1 20.0 14.4 8.5 9.4 7.2 7.5
% 2 Or More 16.6 9.8 6.6 6.2 i 6.4
B Prior Prison Terms 910 240 4543 2680 1863 1109
%0 54.6 87.0 93.9 93.1 95.1 94.6
%1 24.5 7.9 4.2 4.6 3.5 3.7
% 2 Or More 20.9 51 1.9 243 1.4 N2
Prior Prob. Terms 859 237 4472 2666 1806 1105
% 0 51.8 | 54.9 | 80.5 | 79.5 | 81.9 | 81.5
%1 38.3 35.8 15.8 16.7 14.3 16.2
% 2 Or More 9.9 9.3 37 3.8 3.8 2.3
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DRUG OR ALCOHOL CONNECTION 7 PROBATION
SLH CORRERT, SORE - 7 | PAROLERT. O | L | BCBDJ£05 )y BGS |
Type of Connection 872 237 4631 26396 1935 1147
% No Connection 44.5 65.9 46.9 48.6 44.5 47.8
% Using At Time OFf Arrest 41.4 16.0 25.4 30.2 18.6 15.2
% Related Criminal Charge 10.4 16.0 26.1 19.6 3b.¢ 35,3
% Other Conpection 3. 8% 1.6 1.6 L % 4 17
Type of Drug Involved 776 238 4734 2806 1928 1142
% None 46.9 66.9 46.6 47.6 45.1 48.0
% Alcohol 313 15.1 29.6 31.2 27.2 21.8
% Marijuana, Hashish, Etc. 6.1 12.6 12.5 14.4 21.9 24.0
% Amphét./Barb./Tranq., Etc. 4.6 ¥t 3.4 4.1 2.5 3.0
% Hallucinogens 2.4 0.0 1.1 12 1.0 0.8
% Heroin, Morphine, Cocaine, Etc. 8.7 4.2 1.8 1.5 2 2.4




KNOWN HISTORY OF DRUG PROBATION
‘OR ALCOHOL ABUSE PAROLE | FT. DM | ALL BCBC CL5 5-DCS
MAT:O};)—;ﬁ_"__‘ o 880 235 4492 2614 878 08
% Known History Of 51.4 36.4 36.6 38.4 34.2 27.0
% Current Regular Use 124 10.6 10.9 9.5 12.9 ¥
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 3 B0 f A8 T B0 e T
Amﬁhetamines/Barb./Tranq., Ete, 769 23€ 4307 2445 1862 1109
%vKnown History Of 20.3 20.8 10;7 10.9 10.5 16.8
% Current Regular Use 0.4 1.7 0.8 0.2 1.5 1.9
Hallucinogens 774 232 4282 2434 1848 1111
% Known History Of 15.2 13.4 F 7.0 7.1 152
% Current Regular Use U2 0.4 0.1 8.1 0.2 0.3
Heroin, Morphine, Cocaine, Etc; 711 235 4293 2435 1858 1109
% Known History Of 8.7 12 .3 4.1 3.1 8.3 8.6
% Current Regular Use - 1.0 : ) 0.4 0.2 0.6 0.9
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PROBATTON
EMPLOYMENT AND INCOME e P s
Employment Status } 932 239 4654 1 2723 i 1931 1151
% Employed Full-Time 75.4 38.1 58.5 58.3 58.6 60.5
% Employed Part-Time 4.8 2.5 7.4 7:b 1.2 6.2
% Unempioyed 18.8 58.5 33.0 33.0 331 315
% Unemployable .0 0.9 : Pg 1.1 ] 1.0
chupationa{ Level 844 240 4663 2735 1928 1126
% None 6.4 20.9 17.0 ¥i:.3 16.5 12.4
% Unskilled 3g.1 37.9 38.8 38.9 38.7 38.7
% Semi-Skilled 34.4 24.1 26.0 27.6 23.7 26.4
% Clerical/Sales 2B 0.4 3.1 2.6 < e 4.7
% Skilled 17.4 15.0 12.0 3 12.9 134
% Managerial/Proprietory 0.6 1.3 1.8 1.3 2.6 et
% Professional 0.3 0.4 1.3 1.0 1.9 1.4
Primary Income Source 019 | 202 | 4572 | 2689 | 1883 | 1121
% 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 . 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 0.8 - 1.8
% Other Individual 0.8 1.0 2.2 22 2.1 1.3
% None 4.9 8.9 4.5 4.2 4.9 5.1
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PROBATION
FAMILY ARD RESIDENCE :

PAROLE | FT. DM | ALL BCBC CCS 5-DCS

Marital Status 945 240 4724 2757 1967 1166
% Single (Never Married) 39.8 58.0 50.9 52.1 49 .2 48.9
% Married 25.4 17.9 29.8 29.1 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 1.9 | 1.2 0.9 1.6 B 4
% Common-Law 2.9 1.6 1.1 2.1 1.2 { P
Living Arrangements 833 215 | 4323 2527 1796 1055
% Living Alone 27.8 14.0 1527 15.3 h.B 13.9
% Living With Spouse 28.3 20.4 31.4 315 31.2 30.9
% Living With Child(ren) 13 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 18.1 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
% 1 16.0 13.3 14.3 14.2 14.4 13.8
% 2 Or More 28.8 23.4 25.3 23.8 o 28.8
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EDUCATION
PAROLE | FT. DM | ALL BCBC CES 5-DCS
Student Status 046 240 473 2769 1964 1161
% Not A Student 84.0 95.0 9%.9 92.7 90.9 90.6
% Full-Time Student 3.2 3.3 f.5 6.2 6.9 6.8
% Part-Time Student 2.8 17 1.6 151 A 2.6
Diplomas And Degrees Held 932 240 4634 2707 1927 1155
% None 41.6 54.6 43.0 43.8 41.8 40.5
% GED 26.9 | 16.7 9.2 9.3 5.0 9.9
% High School - 29.3 25.0 43.0 42.6 43.8 44.3 |
% Special Trade Or AA 1.6 3.3 3.1 2.5 37 3.6
% BA/BS Or Higher 0.6 0.4 : 1.8 1< 1l
.Years Of Formal Schooling Completed 905 236 4609 2698 1911 1146
»0-9 34.6 29.2 20.7 212 20.1 19.4
%10 - 11 31,1 41.9 29.2 29.4 28.9 30.1
% 12 28.4 20.3 37.5 38.1 307 1 98
% 13 Or Higher 5.9 8.6 12.6 i P 14.3

13.3




4. Type of Termination:

or complétion of their correction program came about, for all probationers,

parolees, or Fort Des Moines residents whose cases were closed in 1974,

This table shows the manner in which termination

_ o e GO R
TYPE OF TERMINATION
PARCLE | FT. DM { ALL BCBC CCS 5-DCS
373 175 1494 821 673 428
Favorable (65.1) | (67.4) 1(69.5) | (63.2) | (77.2) | (75.5)|
% Found Not Guilty/Charge Dismissed s 2.3 5.4 7.6 2.8 2.6
% Discharged--Full Sentence Served 26.3 14.9 35.0 .289.0 42.3 33.9
% Discharged--Early Termination 3.0 13.1 29.1 26.6 €90 39.0
% Favorable Transfer* 0.8 371 0. 0.0 0.0 0.0
Unfavorable (23.7) ] (29.7) | (14.3) | (13.6) | (15.2) | (16.1)
% Transfer To Prison 18.8 Bt 9.3 89 9.7 11.0
% Transfer to Jail o0 Ry 2.5 1.3 4.0 3.5 |
% Other Unfavorable Transfer® 0.3 0.6 0.8 0.4 1.3 1.6
% Absconsion/Escape 4.6 6.9 T 3.8 0.2 0.0
Neutral (12.3)1 < (2.8) ({16.2) | (23.2) |- (h.6).4-(8.4)
% Death Yed 0.0 0.9 1.0 0.7 0.9
% Neutral Transfer¥* 10.2 P 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.

otherwise, the number of cases in each was small.
Fort Des Moines to probation or parcle (63), from parole to probation.

Other

Unless noted
Favorable Transfer: From

Unfavorable Transfer: From parole to Riverview Release Center, from Fort Des
Moines to the Training School for Boys, from probation ‘to residential corrections
or parole. Neutral Transfer: Out-of-state from all programs (164); among

parole or probation agents in Iowa (total 74, includes some transfers from CCS
component to theBCBC component and occasicnally vise versa); to Federal authority;
to medical or psychiatric facility; and other. Other Neutral Termination:
Enlistment in armed forces and extradition.
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Both parolees and Fort Des Moines residents were more likely to be trans-
ferred to jail or prison than probationers.”s Offenders in the first two cat-

egories also were more likely to abscond or escape than those on probation.HS

The high proportion of "favorable transfers" among Fort Des Moines residents

is accounted for largely by the practice 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 transferred

from one probation agent to another.

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

local court services probation components.

5. New Arrests After Termination:

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

Of 174 such transfers recorded, 120 were

The data on new arrests following

Bureau of Criminal Investigation (BCI), which does not keep records on many

misdemeanor offenses.

PROBATION
NEW ARRESTS AFTER TERMINATION
PAROLE | FT. DM | ALL BCBC CCS 5-DCS
374 178 1504 824 680 432
# Arrested 26 35 106 49 57 40
% Arrested 1.2 19.7 720 5.9 8.4 9.3

Residents of Fort Des Moines were more 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 period for new arrests was close

to 9 months for all cases under study.

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

Whether a person is arrested during or after a correctional program depends

A valid study of correctional effectiveness

upon the complex interplay of at least five factors:

the individual himself,
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life circumstances not fully under his control, the effect of the correcticnal
program (which can be positive, negative, or both), the thoroughness and select-
ivity of police enforcement, and the length of time in which the ex-offender

~ N ! ~ - . o, . . SNt

ig followed up afier rvelease. IT 3T 1§ vecognized un t this study was not

(97

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 possible effects
of different programs, and should be considered only as indicators of the need

for further study.




IV--OFFENDER EVENTS DURING ASSIGNMENT TO COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS

Chapter III gave data related to entry into, and exit from, community
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 BCI or police records.

1. Before Trial: The category "Al1" refers to all those offenders not

detained in jail.

NEW ARRESTS STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT

DURING PROGRAM ALL |PTR {BAIL|PTS [[ALL {PTR [BAIL|PTS

25831697 296| 526/|1684 1163 | 174 | 325
. # Arrested ‘ 128| 46| 15| 64} 94| 38|. 8| 45
% Arrested 5.0 2.1 8.¥112.28 5.61 3.314.6(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 bai].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
difference just reported is statistically significant (.01 to .05). Unless
otherwise stated, all statements of significance are based on statewide totals.

39
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HS and would thus

awaited trial for a longer period than those in PTR-bail/jail,
have a somewhat longer period in which to commit new offenses. Additional
analysis revealed that the rate of new arrest for those rejected for release
by PIR but subseguently released to the cummunity was 10.2%, indicating that
the PTR interview does screen out a Targe 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 statistically sign-

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

SERJOUSNESS STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT
OF

NEW OFFENSES ALL |PTR |BAIL |PTS [|ALL |PTR |BAIL|PTS

128; 46| 15| 64| 94| 38 8| 45
% Misdemeanor 21.1130.5113.3117.21123.413%,6112.5]20.0
% Indictable Misd. | 25.8/26.1]26.725.0/[24.5|256.3/50.0{17.8

% Felony 53.1{43.4160.0!57.8({52.1(42.1{37.5(62.2

In comparing data on initial arrests, III.A.2, with the data on new arrests,
we see that more of the new arrests are for felonies (44.4% to 53.1%). The
reasons for the increase appear to be: (1) most cases under study are PTR cases
(58.4%), (2) PTR cases éommit 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 following table shows the type of new offenses. In comparing type of
arresting offenses with new offenses, we see that PTR clients committed more
new crimes against persons or property (42.9% to 58.6%),S and fewer new motor

vehicle offenses (20.5% to 6.5%).S



STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT

TYPE OF NEW OFFENSES s
ALL |PTR |BAIL|(PTS [jALL |PTR |BAIL |PTS

128 461 15| 64 94| 38 8| 45
% Against Persons (Non-Sex) 13.3119.5113.3| 9.4{{17.0{23.7{12.513.3
% Against Persons (Sex) 0.0{ 0.0{ 0.0} 0.0|| 0.0| 0.0 0.0, 0.0
% Agéinst Public Health/Peace/Sfty|24.2|28.3|26.721.9||24.5|31.6(37.5(17.8
% Against Public Justice/Authority| 4.7| 2.2{13.3| 3.1|| 4.3| 0.0(12.5| 4.4

% Against Public Morals 0.0| 0.0y 0.0} 0.0{| 0.0| 0.0f 0.0 0.0
% Against Property 46.9139.1133.354.8|45.7|36.9(25.0 |55.6
% Against Children 2.3 2.2] 6.77 0.04 1.1} 2.6] 0.0} 0.0
% Motor Vehicle Offenses 7401 6.5V86.7§ 7.8]] 5.8 2.6}12.51 6.7
% Miscellaneous 1.6} 2.21 0.0} 0.0}l 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

HS

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

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

NEW ARRESTS PROBATION

DURING PROGRAM | PAROLE|FT. DM{ALL |BCBC|CCS [5-DCS||COMP

374 178 |1504| 824 | 680 | 432 2056
# Arrested 119 18 | 300f 157 143 100 | 437

% Arrested 31.8 1 10.1 [19:9119.1121.0123.2 {i2).3

These results are not consistent with results for new offenses after term-

ination as given in Chapter III. A partial explanation may lie in two factors:
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(a) Probation and parole periods are generally much longer than those for
residehtia] corrections (see page 64); and (b).the intensity of supervision

at Fort Des Moines allows very little time away from the facility except for
work. The table below shows the seriousness and type of new offenses recorded.
There are no significant differences between parole, probation and Fort Des

Moines in terms of seriousness of new offenses.

SERIOUSNESS AND TYPE | PROBATION

OF NEW OFFENSES PAROLEf FT. DMjALL |BCBC|CCS |5-DCS||COMP

119 18 | 300| 157 143| 100} 437

% Misdemeanqr 14.3 1 22.2 119.0119.1118.91 12.04%-17.8
% Indictable Misdemeanor 13.4 11.1 16.0[12.1{20.3 22.08 1b.1
% Felony 72.3 1 66.7 165.0168.8}60.8] 66.0} 67.1
% Against Persons (Non-Sex) 14.3 Eebod 6.7 5. M8.4] - 7.00 8.0
% Against Persons (Sex) 5.1 0.0 | 3.0 .- 0.71 01 A 38

% 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 | 6.0410.2} 1.4] 1.0} 8.1
% Against Public Morals 0.0 5.6 | 1.6] 0.0} 3.5| 4.0j 1.4
% Against Property 42.0 | 27.7 }43.3]45.2}41.2 45.01 42.3
% Against Children 0.0 0.0 ¢ 0.3} 0.0 0.7 ].O% 0.2
% Motor Vehicle Offenses 9.2 0.0 {11.7]13.4} 9.8 4.0; 10.5
% Miscellaneous 0.0 9.0 1:0.71 1.31 0.0 0.0% 0.9

In comparing sentencing offenses with new offenses, composite figures show
a lower proportion of crimes against property among new offenses.HS Since we
followed offenders for only a matter of months, and since the most serious
crimes are, in theory, committed somewhat less frequently than less serious
crimes, it would not be surprising if crimes committed soon after conviction

tended to be less serious than those for which convicted.
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B. Changes In Offender Profiles

The data given below reflect changes in four variables from entry to term-
ination for each program under study. Ideally, it could be 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 additioh of ties to the community. Unfortunately, changes of this type
cannot necessarily be attributed directly to program influences. There can be
outside influences, plus natural changes due to the passage of time. One over-
riding influence may be the pure fact that the offender has been in the criminal

justice system, independent of any aspects of program process.

| PROBATION
CHANGES IN OFFENDER PROFILES
PAROLE [FT. DM | ALL BCBC | CCS |{5-DCS || COMP
Employment 350 165 | 1369 758 611 393 || 1884
% Employed Fuli-Time (Entry) 79.4 | 40.0 | 59.6 | 57.9 | 61.7 | 60.8 || 61.6
% Empjoyed Full-Time (Exit) 66.3 | 70.9 | 66.2 | 65.7 | 66.8 | 65.4 | 66.6J
Occupational Level 369 166 | 1403 796 607 378 T938f
% Skilled Or Above (Entry) 17.1 | 18.7 :115.0 |} 13.3 | 17:3 }-14.3 }H 15.4
% Skilled Or Above (Exit) 23.0 | 15.7 | 18.7 | 17,0 ] 20.9 ] 1B.3 {] 189
Marital Status 372 172 | 1400 799 65i‘ 415 || 1944
% Married (Entry) 24,1 1°18.6 |30.1] 30.2 {30.0 | 25.6 || 29.8
% Married (Exit) 36.0 | 22.1 |34.7 | 37.2 | 31.6 | 27.0 || 33.8
Living Arrangements 374 178 | 1504 824 —EBO 432 || 2056
% With Spouse/Children (Entry) » 24.3 | 20,2 |'33.1') 34.0.132.7 | &8.5 {1 30.%
% With Spouse/Children (Exit) 33.7 7 17.8" 1 35.8 ] 38,3 | J2.6 | 29.8 33.8J

The results show a substantial increase in full-time employment (30.9%)
for residents of Fort Des Moines.HS The decrease (13.1%) in full-time employ-

ment for par‘o]ees,HS can be accounted for by the fact that employment is a



condition of parole, and often the jobs promised parolees do not prove to be
permanent. Parolees did show an increase (11.9%) in numbers married,HS an in-

crease in numbers living with spouse/children (9.4%),HS and a marginal increase

¢
¢
bt

. 1 - .
and numbers married, although the increases

were not large.

C. Services Delivered: The "input" and "output" associated with each program

have been inspected in Qarious ways. But any tentative assumptions of a cause-
and-effect relationship'Between the kind of peoplie who enter a program and their
future behavior must take into account the internal program processes as well.
The next table presents information on services delivered to program clients
during their assignment to the program.

The bottom secticon of the table is a composite of the five sections on
specific services appearing above it. Offenders were defined as "needing”
emp1dyment services it they were not full-time employed upon entering the
program. They were defined as needing education services if they did nct have
at least a high school diploma or the equivalent at entry. Aside from need,
the table shecws the percentage of all offenders in a program who received some
kind of assistance, counselling, or referral as part of their correctional
program. In some cases this figure may be larger than the corresponding figure
for need. This may be because some clients not originally needing services
at assignment came to need services sometime during the program period. “Number
of Services" reflects the 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 organization other than the correctional program's

own staff is reflected in the final item under each topic.
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STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT
PROBATION DCS
SERVICES DELIVERED PTS |PAROLE ; ' , PTS ) FT. DM
(B | RERC Ly o o e e
526| 374 11504 | 824 | 680 || 325| 432, 178
Employment
% Offenders Needing 59.4| 26.1 [41.5|41.7 |41.41/60.1] 39.1| 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
9 Services From Community|11.6| 45.8 |41.2 | 52.2 |28.2 || 7.4| 22.5| 80.9
Education
% Offenders Needing 46.1| 44.1 [43.0|43.8 [41.8/47.0| 37.0| 53.9
| % Offenders Receiving 14.1] 10.9 | 9.8| 8.9 (10.9(13.2] 21.8| 36.9
# OF Services 129| 48| 177| 91| 86| 48| 59| 54
% Services From Community|24.8| 1.3 |75.7 | 78.0 {73.3(|35.4] 76.3| 96.3
Psycho]ogical/Psychiatric
% Offenders Receiving 26.6| 13.1-111.7 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 14.417.3 113,91 14.1 1 13.71113.5] 19,51 4.3
# Of Services 218 146 | 403 | 244 | 159 57 51 7
% Services From Community|38.5| 58.2 {82.1]79.9 |85.5(/71.9{52.9| 71.4
Drugs
% dffenders Receiving 5.3 9.4 7.0 6.11 .81} 2.8] 1351 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
% Services From Community|{20.8| 50.8 | 58.2 | 64.1 {50.41/22.4| 37.8| 86.4




Results show that a higher proportion of Fort Des Moines residents received
emp]oyment;Hs education,HS and psychological/psychiatric servicesHS than any of
the other programs, which is understandable since it is a residential facility.
In ﬁurn, a2 higher proportion of those on probation or parole received these
types of services than those in PTS.HS O0f course it is important to consider
the substantially shorter periods of assignment for PTS clients. Fifth District
figures for drug and alcohol services should be considered in the 1ight of the
fact that many Fifth District offenders with need for drug or alcohol services
are referred to treatment facilities designated as a jail. This would tend to
reduce the percentage of cases receiving 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 employment services, while only

»

Fort Des Moires is coming anywhere near meeting its clients need for education
services.

Composite figures show that PTS makes proportionately less use (20.8%),HS
and Fort Des icirnes makes proportionately more use (86.4%),HS of community
resources in providing services for their clients than do parole and probation
programs. In turn probatibn programs make proportionately more use (58.2%) of

community rescurces than does the parole program (50.8%).HS



V--ANALYSIS OF PROFILES AND SELECTION OF OFFENDERS

This chapter presents results which the study team feels are among the
most important of all those in the report, neamely those on the relationship
of client characteristics with the type of program entered. For pre-trial
programs, these results relate directly to the PTR interview screening process,
since release criteria have a most significant 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 make 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 Tower re-arrest
rate, regardless of program influences. In addition, differences in new arrests
during the program, appearance rates, rates of absconsion, etc., might be more
readily explained by differences in client characteristics at entry than by

any positive or negative aspects of tne program assignment.

Hith these coﬁsiderations in mind, we present for examination and re-
flection a statistical analysis of differences in personal characteristics,
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 statementé of significance presented

here with data given in the profiles.
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As an example of the relationships shown in the table below, the first

row of the table under PRE-TRIAL:

STATE records the result that bail, PTS

and jaﬂ conditions have significantly more males than the PTR condition.

ANALYSTIS OF PROFILES

PRE-TRIAL: 5TH

POST-CONVICTION

: Bail Bail
Sex: Males PTS———PTR PTS — »PTR FDM—sFar —+Prob
Jail Jeil
S oA LA PTR PTS ; S Par
Ethnicity: Whites %ﬂﬁﬁ-ﬁhﬂ Bail »PTR—Jail—PTS th“”‘%m
Formal Schooling: Bail PTS PTR P15 )
12 Years Or More PTR Jail |Bail —  Jail REDD- Wi v
Marital Status: BLS e PTS :
e PTR-+BaiI—+uall PTR——qBaii—+Jall Par-—sProb-—FDMY
Iiving Arrangements PTS PTS
With Spouse and/or PTR— . ——Jail |PIR— . +—Jail Prob—Par-—FDM
; Bail Bail
Children
Legal Dependents: PTS . : Par ™
1 Op M5 PTR——%BaiI—%Jall PTR———>Jail Pros————f—feFJA
Primary Income Source: PTS Ball
e g * | PTR—Bail—" 7. |PTR———Jail Par—Prob—FIl
His/Her Own Job Jail TS
Occupational Level: PTS PTS
Not Unskilled Or PTR—Bail—_ " PIR ey Par-—Prob—7DM
S A Jail Jail
Semi-Skilled
Alcohol Abuse: PTS¢—Bail PTS«—Bail Prob
Ko Abuse Of i i %M Par
: 5 Bail .. . o TS Par
Prior Arrests: None PTR——aFTS —xJail PTR——%Ball—éJail Prob—~—————4FDM
Prior Adult Ballle =- . Bail :
Prto i DS e PTR-—»PTS —Jail PTR——ePTS —dJail Prob—¥DM—>Par
Prior Jail Terms: BESE Fae
gy PIR—=. rs~Jail. | PIR»————-3Bail Prob—FDM—Par
None Bail A
Jail
Prior Prison Terms: : : : PTS
Nora PTR-Bail-PTS~Jail PTR——+Ball—+Jail Prob—FDM—Par
Prior Probation : Ball ¢ . o Batd : apay
Terms: None R S L R R T e S TFDM
Precipitating Crimes: PTR PTS 2 A i Prob
Mi sdemeanors e e U Be U P mapity | FoM it
Pgiflilzigﬁgpgff’;‘iz’/ PTR.__ PIS [P PTS Prob et
srlion . he - i gn Bail Jail |Bail Jail FDM %

Property
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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-
pational level and primary income source, and are more often married.

*Those released fo 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 results indicate clearly that those defendents with the best socio-

economic situations 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
Tfevel and primary income source, are older, are more often married, and have
less formal schooling. Those assigned to residential corrections, in compar-
ison to 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 table 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 were not decisively larger

than other frequencies,
being representative of

one individual actually

so these characteristics should not be interpreted as
program clients. In fact, we cannot be sure that any

exhibits all characteristics as shown.

Mafita] Status

Prior Arrests

Prior Convictions
Employed?
Occupational Level
Self-Supporting?
Living With?

Legal Dependents

Yrs. Formal Schooling

Diplomas/Degrees

MODAL PRE-TRIAL POST-CONVICTION
CHARACTERISTICS PTR BAIL PTS JAIL PROB. | PAR. FT. DM
Sex Male Male | Male |[Male Male Male Male
Race White | White | White |White | White White | White
Age 18 20 18 18 19 23 19

Single | Single | Single|{Single| Single | Single | Single

0 0 1 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Yes Yes No No Yes Yes No
SS us us us UsS us us
Yes Yes Yes Yes _ Yes Yes Yes

Spouse | Frnds. | Frnds. |Alone | Prnts. | Spouse | Prnts.

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

12 2 12 10-11 12 0-9 10-11

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, empToyed full-time, unskilled, self-supporting, 1iving with

parents, no legal dependents, 12 years of formal schecoling, a high school
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diploma and not currently a student. Composite figures for post-conviction
programs reveal the most frequently occuring characteristics are: single,
white, male, aged 19, no prior arrests or convictions, employed full-time,
unskilled, self-supporting, living with parents, no legal dependents, 12 years
of formal schooling, no diplomas or degrees 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 supervised conditions (PTS and jail) versus
the unsupervised conditions (PTR and bail). Based on this dichotomy, we are
able to make a number of statements concerning the distribution of offenders
among the four pre-trial conditions. -

A higher proportion of offenders with the following characteristics enter
the supervised conditioné than those without these characteristics.“s

*Male

*Black

*Single

*Prior arrests

*Prior convictions

*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 Tegal 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 primary variables under study, then the selection of cffenders for
pre-trial release programs becomes of primary importance in controlling rates

of new arrest and appearance rates. As mentioned in Chapter I, the PTR and PTS
programs select clients through an interviéw screening process, accepting offenders
they believe will 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 on subjective
judgements of the degree of risk involved with a particular offender.

One word of caution is in order however. There apparently is no consistent
set of criteria among the various PTR projects around the state as to how many
points are received for each response in the interview. 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
considéred only in selecting offenders to interview in the first place,

It is an ultimate objective of the evaluation team to help refine-release
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 of 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 (1) 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 analyzed elsewhere. This is because a certain
number of individuals went directly to the PTS interview without being inter-

viewed by PTR.
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1. Poirzz =z~ =z7ease Status: The following table shows the number and
percentage o© —-Is:z “~zIerviewed by the PTR project that were actually released
by the preoje:: "z -"Rinterview staff verifies project points for many of
those seriouz -~ z:2-:"zzred for release. The points under study in this table

reflect veri© =z Z:2°- s whenever possible and unverified points in all other

cases.,
PGINTS STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT
AN RELEASED NOT RELEASED NOT
RELEZASE % # | RELEASED % # | RELEASED
i) 0.0 0 113 0.0 0 71
1 1.0 1 101 0.0 0 55
Z 1.4 2 140 0.0 0 67
3 2.8 6 205 1.6 2 122
4| 5.3 14 251 1.2 2 170
é 5.1 66,1 " 286 147 66.2 176 90
i g | 68.7 226 103 75.1 136 45
= 7 |.75.9 " 286 91 83.2 183 37
E g1 .79.4 . 211 72 84.4 184 34
; 9 : 8.5 29 63 89.5 213 25
g_ 10 | 85.2 248 43 87.6 190 27
11 | 91.1 216 21 94.4 151 9
12 | B87.2 164 24 93.8 121 8
13 | 91.5 86 8 96.1 73 3
14 | 95.7 67 3 95.7 67 3
15 | 100.0 40 0 100.0 40 0
Medizn 8.0 3.5 8.4 3.4
Mean 8.7 4.5 9.0 4.2
Std. Devizzion By 3.0 2.7 2.9
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An interesting difference 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 were released in the other projects.

Analysis reveals that the released group obtained more points from the

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 verification.

ALL CASES VERIFIED CASES ONLY
VERIFICATION
TOTAL # VERIFIED|% VERIFIED | % LESS % SAME % MORE
Statewide 3600 2783 7.3 3.5 BY.5 1.0
Fifth District 2304 B 74.4 AL 92.1 0.4
Other Districts 1296 1067 82.3 12.6 85.2 Lo

The following table shows the relationship of change in project points

to release status by recording the number and percent of cases released for

various combinations of points before and after verification.

EFFECT OF AFTER VERIFICATION

VERIFICATION LESS THAN 5 FIVE MORE THAN 5 NOT VERIFIED

ON RELEASE # % # % # % it %
Less Than 251 7.2 5 40.0 1 100.0 469 0.6
E; Five 29 6.9 303 85.1 3 66.7 93 11.8
§§ o More Than 60 0.0 29 5)..7 2071 88.2 234 20.5
EE Less Than 63 32 0 s 0 - 367 053
% E Five 14 7.1 185 L 0 - 66 4.5
; . More Than 38 0.0 14 871 1392 95.6 150 18.0
;o’".a: Less Than 188 B.5 5 40.0 4 - 1000 120 2.0
g:f Five 15 6.7 118 78.8 3 66.7 ot 29.6
4 More Than 22 0.0 15 46.7 679 72.9 84 29:0
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Project Points by Pre-Trial Condition:

55

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 conditions.

'STATEWIDE FIFTH DISTRICT

1 # | % PTR|%BAIL|% PTS |% JAIL | # | % PTR|% BAIL|% PTS | % JAILL
0.1 N3 i 00l 08 W s8] 7 Flonl19.7 154y ] 521
1| 102| 1.0| 25.5| 11.8| 57.8 | 55 | 0.0| 23.6 | 9.1 65.5
2 | 42| 1.4 22.5]| 21,8 47.2 | 67 | 0.0 23.9 | 26.9| 43.3
- 211 2.8 22.3| 28.0| 43.6 | 124 | 1.6 19.4 | 24.2 | 52.4
© 4| 265| 5.3 23.8]| 336|332 |172| 1.2 25.0 |27.9] 42.¢
= 5| 433| 66.1| 8.5 13.9| 10.6 | 266 | 66.2| 9.8 |10.5| 12.8
o 6| 39| 68.7| 88| 106| 9.8 |18 | 75.1| 6.1 | 6.6] 11.0
e 7 1 37t 5.0 180 9.5 B | 220 87 6.4 5 ¥ ITRS
w 8| 349 | 79.4| 5.4| 7.7| 6.0 | 218 | 8.4 | 5.0 | 3.2| 6.4
o 9| 39| 8.4 53| 6.7| 4.5 | 238 | 89.5| 1.7 | 3.8| 4.2
oo 10 Foer | ese sal wn i dn ] ar ere ) sl el s
1M | 237 | 91.1| 3.8| 3.0 0.8 | 160 | 944 1. 2.8 112

12 | 188 | 87.2| 6.4 21| 2.7 | 129 | 93.8| 2.3 | 0.8 2.3
12 | esd ot d spde w3 el 96 00 158 2.6
| 70) 95.7] 1.4 1.4 1.8 | 70| 95.7 ]| 1.4 | 1.4} 1.4
15 | 40 {100.0| 0.0 0.0| 0.0 | 40 |100.0| 0.0 | 0.0 0.0
Composite | 3600 | 61.5 | 10.1 | 11.6 | 14.7 |2304 | 66.8 | 8.2 | 8.6 | 15.0

It is apparent that the

in jail, with a good bulk of

The final table in this

vast majority

of those with 0 or 1 points end up

the rest bailing out.

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

-CONDITIQN 3600 | 2215 | 363 4]Zw 530 | 2304 | 1538 | 190 | 199 | 346
Median B0 80 3¢ Al 1208 T L eBed) 03T Bed 198, ]
Mean ' Fob {8 B P800 3.7 L R4 17907 4.5 | #i6 10B.9
Standard Deviation | 3.81 2,74 3.2 1-2.1.1 2.B{-3:.6.].2.7 | 2.8 28 1"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 mere points than those
detained in jai].HS Considering the general release criteria in use by the
projects, these results align with the results in differences in client char-

acteristics recorded in the first section of this chapter.



VI--FIFTH DISTRICT, 1971-1974

Fifth District programs have been in operation for several years, and each
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 particular
programs or within the total correction system.

While comparing results from different years, it is necessary to have in

mind the different lengths of time covered by the various studies.

PTR BAIL PTS PROBATION FT. DM
Mid-1971 Feb. 1970 Feb. 1970 Mid-1971
1972 | Thru 1972 | Thru Dec.-1972 | Thru Dec.-1972 | No Study Thru- 1972
Ref. 5 Ref. 3 Ref. 3 Ref. 4
Jan. Thru | Jan. Thru Jan. Thru Jan. Thru | Jdan. Thru
1973 | Nov.~-1973 | HNov.-1973 Nov.-1973 Nov.-1973 | Nov.-1973
Ref. 5 Ref. 5 Ref. 5 Ref. 5 Ref. 5
: Jan. Thru | Jan. Thru Jan. Thru Jan. Thru | Jan. Thru
1974 | Dec.-1974 | Dec.-1974 Dec.-1974 Dec.-1974 | Dec.-1974
REFERENCES:

1. Jones, James E., The Des Moines Pre-Trial Release Project, 1964-
1969, Des Moines, 1969.

2. National Council on Crime and Delinquency (NCCD), Des Moines Com-
munity Corrections Project, Evaluation Report Number Two, Des Moines, May,
1973.

3. NCCD, Pre-Trial Release With Supportive Services For "High Risk"
Defendants, Des Mecines, May, 1973.

4. NCCD, Residential Corrections: Alternative To Incarceration, Des
Moines, July, 1873.

5. NCCD, Community-Based Alternatives To Traditional Corrections, Des
Moines, February, 1974.
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Because the studies were done at different times and for different purposes,
during the formative stages of the programs, it cannot be assumed that the same
>henomena were measured in the same way in each study. HNo firm conclusions
>ased upon a synthesis of the various studies should be attempted without making

a thorough review of the reports listed above.

A. Pre-Trial Conditions

1. Appearance For Trial:

PTR BAIL PIS

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 WP LA ls L e SR D5 20 2o

There has been no significant change in the proportion of PTR releasces
who appear in court whenever required. The same is true for PTS. It is difficult
to say whether the change in the rate of appearance for bailees after 1972S is
authentic. Early researchers 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 bai]ées' failures has been continued in later
studies. Since the absolute number of bailees has diminished, 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 Awaiting Trial:

PTR BAIL PTS
NEW ARRESTS '

72 73 74 72 73 72 13 74
DURING PROGRAM

1379 | 633 | 1163 | 426 | 294 | 174 | 268 | 325

# Arrested 89 50 38 46 26 8 45 45

% Arrested 6.5 1 7.9 3.3 110.8 | R.8 | 4.6 |16.8 {13.8
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Comparing 1973 and 1974, the decreases in the proportion of defendants re-
arrested before trial were highly significant for PTR, significant for bail,
and not significant for PTS. There was no change in the rank orders of the
programs for this variable. As re-arrests decreased, the number 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

# Convicted 419 | 768 | 179 | 112} 157 | 206 g7 | 186

% Convicted 66.2 | 66.0 | 60.9 |64.4 | 58.6 | 63.4 |62.2 |65.9

The next table shows the proportion in each pre-trial condition who were
incarcerated 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 significantly, but the small number of

jailees 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 Time, Arrest To Trial: A comparison of data from 1971 through

1974 shows that the tihe spent in PTS has gone up from a mean of 84.3 days to

o

a mean of 105.7 days.. The time spent in PTR also has gone up slightly. Con-
versely, from 1971 through 1974, the time spent on bail or in jail before trial
has diminished substantially (94.7 days to 57.1 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
relatively low rate of new arrests before trial, and defendants sorted into
PTS are under continuing supervision. As pérsons in the criminal justice
system have gained experience with PTR and PTS, their confidence in thoée

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. Programs For Convicted Offenders

Since parole is operated by tﬁe state alone, this section is Timited to
the separate probation component operated by the Fifth District Department of
Court Services and to the residential corrections facility at Fort Des Moines.

1. New Arrests During Program: The decrease in the proportion of offenders
who were arrested again while on probation was significant. The apparently
small decrease 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 néw 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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PROBATICN | FORT DES MOINES

NEW ARRESTS
197311974 | 1972 | 1973 { 1974

DURING PROGRAM |
| 232 | 432 | 246 16 | 178

# Arrested 73| 100 3¢ 16 18

% Arrested 3 .5823.2. M350 1 13.8 1 10:1

2. Type of Termination: The way in which sentences are terminated in a
legal sense may furnish additicnal information relevant to any judgements about
the effectiveness of correctional programs. Residents of Fort Des Moines were
“"unfavorably"* 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 significant. Turning to probation, the proportion of those terminated
"unfavorable" has diminished from 19.4% in 1973 to 16.0% in 1974,5

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 through 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 County only. The 1974 study

systematically excluded most types of misdemeanors, but the 1973 study did not

*The original termination categories in the three studies from which these
data were constructed were similar but not necessarily the same. It is conceivable
that the differences shown result from the use of slightly different categories
for Favorable, Unfavorable, and Neutral terminations. Also see footnote, I1I-B-4.
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exclude them. Finally, it is not known whefher the periods of follow-up in

the two studies were the same.



VII--FINANCIAL FACTORS

The table 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 cost figures with the superscript "E" reflect actual expenditures
for calendar 1974; those with the superscript "B" reflect the extrapolation
of planned budgets to calendar 1974. 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 rehaining
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 appearing 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 POLX
KEY ANAMOSA RELEASE PROBATION / COUNTY
ROCKWELL CITY CENTER PAROLE JAIL
On Work Discharged/ Absconded /
+p Paroked Release Neutral Transfer Term Revoked
Bott Completed Transition Awaiting Serving
e Full Sentence To Parole Trial Sentence
RATTO, MEAN TIME : TOTAL
STAFF: |EST. COST| IN PROGRAM |EST,., COST | PROGRAM
FINANCIAL FACTORS OFFENDERS | PER DAY | (MONTHS) |PER TERM | BUDGET
State Penitentiary, 1:2 $21.37 |— _27.8 | $17,823 B
Fort Madison a : i 22 $1L,297 |$L, 485,992
Men's Reformatory, 3 o RBTT - L E B Ah6 B
Anamosa A e de $15. 25 22 $10,065 [$3,336,144
Women's Reformatory, > & __13.8 _ | $10.520 B
Rockwell City - 1:1.6 | $235.40 BT 155,18 |8 559,816
Security Medical Facility, 1 ; B
Oakdale il i e $ 5,63 $1,780, LL5
Riverview Release Center, g ool 18 L6015 B
Newton s Ll s 0.5~ 1% " 206 |$ 725,113
¥ ' 16.1 $ 593
State Pro‘patlon » : S 2 7.9 $ 285 B
1:3 ] $ 787,271
e 15. 4 $ 577 /
vate Parole $1e.23 10.7 $ 394
Pre-Trial Screening, ' E
5th District , e Dt L
Pre-Trial Services, 3 - E
5th District ilbede ¥ enh e $ 338 4 125,459
Court Services Probation, E
Men's Residential Corrections| . E
Fort Des Moines pis Heda b 184,298 o 10 067
Women's Residential Correct- E
ions - Des Moines R $45.35 2.8 $ 3,896 $ 131,966
: L2.2 Days | $ E
t e e et e et Sy AR IR T e o - —




Review of the table above delineates different costs for different program

approaches. The financial efficiency of each correctional process should involve

s T =d 2 mem bt - b B hmenty A ~ e P seFmandes Am A S Wy A
reicLionsSnip detween actual cost or investments and p aogram out

and not

[
5 ainidd

com

Fo)

simply a review of per day and per term costs alcone. Thus it is necessary to
relate program costs to program outcomes, as such outcomes are indicative of
program successes and failures in reaching established goals and objectives.
The evaluatibn design for this report did not allow for such an anaiysié. As
we recognize this need, we plan to examihe these relationships more closely

in future evaluation efforts.
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APPENDIX A
DISTRICT INFORMATION

No report on community corrections in Iowa would be complete without
the inclusion of relevant information about the various individual corrections
projects 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 operational in the First, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, and Eighth Districts.
The information that follows includes: (1) Project Status Reports for the First,
Fourth, Fifth, 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 Information (1974) for each of the district projects included in the

main body of the report (including data on state-operated probation and parcle).

Project Status Reports

The following reports provide brief information about Court Services projects
that were operational during 1974. The categories of information provided are
fhe following: Stért—up Date and Funding, Programs Offered and Geographical
Coverage, Staffing and Workload, and Community Recource Utilization. Unless

otherwise specified, the information applies to nrogram operations during 1974.
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1ST. DISTRICT (PROJECT LINKUP)

Start-up Date and Funding

Project began in October of 1973. The grant under which the project is
currently operating also began in October of 1973, and runs until June 30, 1975.
the total budget for this period was $175,923.60, with the following funding |
sources: Iowa Crime Commission ($105,870.60), State ($24,194.00), and local

($45,859.99).

Programs Offered and Georgraphic Coverage

Pre-trial fe?ease, pre-trial release with services, probation services,
pre-sentence investigations were provided in Black Hawk County. In Buchanan
and Grundy Counties probation was pfovided, and pre-trial release programs

were provided to these two ccunties on request.

Staffing and Horkload

The project and the Area State Probation and Parole Office merged in
October 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 approximately 25 pre-sentence
investigations were being done each month.

During 1974 the pre-trial staff interviewed 102 offenders, releasing 11 to

pre-trial release and 45 to pre-tria. release with services.

Community Resource Utilization

Community resources most frequently utilized by the probation and pre-trial
release with services programs were as follows:
Mental Health Center in Katerloo

Mental Health Institute at Indepencence



Psychiatric Wing at St. Francis Hospital
Northeast Iowa Council on Alcochol
The Joynt in Cedar Falls - Drug Counseling
Hawkeye Tech - GED classes, Job training, Employment
" UNI-CUE - GED and college credit classes, Job counseling
Veteran's Administration - Educational benefits, Medical benefits, Job
training
U. of Northern Iowa - Classes (especially veterans)
Manpower
Goodwill Industries
Towa Employment Security Commission
Salvation Army
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 sources:
Iowa Crime Commission ($69,133.78), and State ($24,290.26).

Programs Offered and Geoaraphic 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 ﬁnd Workload

As of April, 1975, there was a full-time staff of 7, inctuding the Director,
four pre-trial release with services/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 averaging about 20 pre-
sentence fnvestigations per month.

During 1974, approximately 100 offenders were interviewed by the pre-trial

component of the project, with 20 released with services.

Community Resource Utilization

Community resources most frequently utilized by the probation and pre-
trial release with services programs were as follows:

Pottawattamie County Mental Health Center

Clarinda Mental Health Institute

Glenwood State Hospital School

Iowa Western Community College (Adult Education classes)

Vocational Rehabilitation programs

Towa Employment Security Commission

Alcoholics Anonymous

Therapeutic Community - Drug Problems

Total Awareness - Drug Problems

Legal Aid

County Welfare Offices

5TH DISTRICT

Start-up Date and Funding

The Polk County Department of Court Services was formed January 1, 1971,
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nd with the expansion of its services to cover the entire 5th District in 1972
t became known as the 5th Judicial District Department of Court Services. The
resent grant under which the Department is operating began in November, 1974,
nd runs until June 30, 1975. The Women's Residential Corrections Facility
perates under a separate grant, which began in October, 1974, and runs until
une 30, 1975. The total budget for the pericd covered by the grants was
873,026.00, with the following funding sources: Iowa Crime Commission

$732,518.00), State ($135,665.00), and local ($5,000.00).

'rograms Offered and Geographic Coverage

Probation services, pre-sentence investigations, pre-trial release, and
ire-trial release with services were provided in every county of the District.
n addition, Men's and Women's Residentia® Corrections Facilities operated in

Jes Moines.

staffing and Workloads

As of March, 1975, the Department of Court Services had approximately 105
:mployees, 96 of whom were in full-time positions. Seven employees worked in
yverall Department Administration, ten with the Regional Programs outside Polk
ounty (probation, pre-sentence investigations, pre-trial release, pre-trial
~elease with services), thirty-six within Polk County (including seven pre-trial
interviewers, five pre-trial release with services counselors, ten probation
»fficersy and five pre-sentence investigators), three with the Broadlawns
Alcohol Project, twenty-eight with the Men's Residential Corrections Facility,
and 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

investigations were completed (an average of 25 per month), and the average
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monthly pre-trial release with services caseload was 86 (an average caseload of
17 per month per counselor). The pre-trial staff interviewed 3021 offenders,
of whom 1935 were released to pre-trial release and 326 to pre-trial release
with services.

The average monthly probation caselcad in Region 5A was 65, the average
monthly pre-trial release with services caseload was 12, and 107 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
pre~trial interviewing rather than specia]izing in one area. During 1974 2-3
counselors performed these functions in Region 5A. Region 5A staff conducted
129 pre-trial interviews, releasing 22 offenders to pre-trial release and 53
to pre-trial release with services.

The average monthly probation caseload in Region 5B was 71, the average
monthly pre-trial release with services caseload was 13, and 94 pre-sentence
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 Women's Facility an average of 7.

Community Resource Utilization

Community resources most frequently utilized by the probation and pre-trial
release with services programs in Polk County were as follows:

Polk County Welfare

Private Missions

Church Social Services

Child Guidance

Family Guidance
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Goodwill
" Broadlawns Service Center

Broadlawns Hospital

Polk County Mental Health

Private Psychiatrists and Physicians

Evelyn Davis Health Center

Planned Parenthood

Vocational Rehabilitation Programs

VISTA

Iowa Employment Security Commission

Area XI Cdl]ege - 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
following:

State Employment Service

Rathburn Mental Health Center

Alccholic Assistance Agency in Osceola
Community resources utilized by the Creston Regional Office (5B) included the
foJ]owing:

State Employment Service

Vocational Rehabilitation Programs

Comprehensive Employment and Training Act (CETA)

Alcoholic Assistance Agency in Atlantic

Sheltered Workshop

County Welfare

Veterans Administration (Housing Assistance)
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Alcoholics Anonymous

Local Medical Clinics

6TH DISTRICT

Start-up Date and Funding

The project began in March of 1973. ‘The project operated under a year
long grant in 1974 (termination date 1/13/75). The total budget for this period
was $289,486.00, with Crime Commission funding of $216,000.00 and state funding
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 release with services were provided in all counties of the district.

Staffing and Workload

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.
Approximately 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.

Community Resource Utilization

Community resources utilized by the probation and pre-trial release with
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services programs inciuded the following:
Linn County Department of Social Services - Famiiy Service, ADC, Psychiatric
Clinic, Citizen's Committee on
Drug and Alcohol Abuse, Commission

on Veteran's Affairs
Iowa Employment Security Commission
Rehabilitation and Education Services Branch
Kirkwood Community College - Skills Center, Adult Education, Vocational
. Education, Testing and Counseling, Academic
Education, GED |
Reality Ten - Drug Treatment
Credit Counseling Service
YMCA - Lodging
Cedar Rapids Work Release Center
Manpower (CETA)
Hope House - Housing, Counseling
Hawkeye Legal Aid
Goodwill Center - Counseling, Child-rearing, Day-care
Oakdale - Alcchol and Drug Abuse
Mental House Service - Qut-patient psychiatric

Problem Drinking Center

7TH DISTRICT

Start-up Date and Funding

Pre-trial release began operating in Davenport in 1973. The Court Services
project covering the entire district began November 1, 1974. The current grant

also began at that time and runs until June 30, 1975. The total budget for this
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period was $160,478.38, with Crime Commission funding of $144,000.00 and State
funding of $16,478.38.

Progrems Offered and Geographic 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—tria] interviewer) and 5 part-time pre-trial inter-
viewers.

During 1974 the pre-trial staff interviewed 1099 offenders and released

759 to pre-trial release.

8TH DISTRICT (OTTUMWA 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 Geographical Coverage

Pre-trial release with services, probation services, and pre-sentence

investigations were provided in all of the counties of Region 8A.

Staffing and Workload

As of January, 1975, there was a staff of nine, including the Director,
three pre-trial staff, two probation officers, and three clerical personnel.
One of the probation officers serviced Wapello County only, and had a

monthly caseload of approximately 60. The other probation officer serviced
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le remaining nine counties of the Region, and carried a monthly caseload of

yout 50.

During 1974 the pre-trial staff interviewed 243 offenders, of whom 76 were

:leased to pre-trial release with services.

ommunity Resource Utilization

Community resource utilized by the probation and pre-trial release with
ervices progfams 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 Ottumwa

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
of these Districts an offender needed 5 points to be recommended for release,
dut 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 RESIDENCE (1, 5, 6, 8)
3 Present residence one year or more
2 Present residence 6 months..OR..present and prior 1 year

1 Present residence 4 months..OR..present and prior 6 months
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Present job one month
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OR Unemployed 3 months or less with 9 menths or more on prior job
OR Receiving unemployment compensation or welfare

OR Supported by family
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*Add one point if defendant has a positive investment in his

job and place of employment

POINTS EMPLOYMENT (5, 6, '8)
4% Present job one year or more
3* Present job four months..OR..present and prior 6 months
1" Present job cne '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.

POINTS EMPLOYMENT (7)
L Steadily employed for past 5 years (or husband's)
2 Empioyed at present job for 1 year or more
1 Emgloyed at present job for € months
1 Full-time student at area school
POINTS PRIOR CRIMINAL RECORD (1, 5)
3 No convictions
2 No convictions in last year
1 Misdemeanor conviction(s) in last year
0 One felony conviction
-1 Two or more felony convictions
POINTS PRIOR CRIMINAL RECORD (6)

7 No convictions
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POINTS PRIOR CRIMINAL RECORD (6) (Continued)
1 No convictions within the past year
0 One fe1ony conviction..OR..misdemeanor conviction(s) within the past
year
-1 Two or more felony convictions
POINTS PRIOR CRIMINAL RECORD (7)
2 No convictions (other than minor traffic)
1 No convictions within past year
-1 Previous felony conviction (each conviction)
POINTS PRIOR CRIMINAL .RECORD (8)
- No convictions
1 ‘No convictions within the past year
-1 One felony conviction, OR, indictable misdemeanor conviction(s)

within the past year

-2 Two or more felony convictions

o e Habitual offender of the law
POINTS CURRENT CHARGE (8)

0 Crime against property

-1 Crime against persons

-2 ~ Assigned at interviewer's discretion
POINTS KNOWN ALCOHOL OR DRUG ABUSE (1)

-1 Present involvement but no prior history
-2 Present involvement and history of abuse

In addition to using varying point schedules, the pre-trial programs also

varied in the types of offenders they did and did not interview in accordance
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with their program guidelines. The following is an ocutline of some of the
types of offenders not interviewed in each of the Districts during 1974.

First District - Failure to appear charges, first offense OMUVI, Federal
charges, juveniles, simple misdemeanors.
Fourth District - Failure to appear charges, Federal charges, juveniles.
Fifth District - Failure to appear charges, Federal charges, juveniles,
intoxication arrests, most daytime simple misdemeanor arrests.
Sixth District - Iowa City - Failure to appear charges, 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, robbery,
sex crimes, drug charges, intoxication, operating motor

vehicle while under influence, fugitive from justice.

Eighth District (8A) - Simple misdemeanors, juveniles, Federal charges.

Client Profiles and Process Information by District

The following tables show personal characteristics, criminal history,
socioeconomic situations and process data for each of the district programs
under study in this 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

district.




Probation Client Profiles

and Process Information by District

151 139 239 339 431 439 539 631 639 739 839
Assignment Information
Source of Assignment [256 392 600 400 150 219 208, 326 285 337 337
% Transfer in State [27.0 ;o L0 Le3 0.7 5e 5 17.2 2.1 Toldy 5.9 5.3
% Sent. by Criminal [58.9 63.8 68.7 16,0 92.7 66. 6 39.6 €9.6 The 7 77 8 30. 6
CI‘t- ] : g
% Sent. by Non- 1.6 0.3 1.8 .0 1.3 0.5 0.5 0.6 .0 .0 .0
Criminal Crt.
%Pal"ole de' ao .O 052 0.3 00 .0 l-O -O 00 O:'.t) 003
% Work Release Brd. o0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 «D 0 0 .0 0.3
% Out of State Trans. .0 8.9 5.3 12.0 1.3 10. 5 31,9 .0 8.4 71 6.2
% Deferred Sen. 12.5 15.3 0.2 .0 ) 16.9 8.3 .7 9.5 8.5 16.3
Status Prior to 256 392 600 4,00 150 219 204 326 285 337 397
Assignment
% Awaiting Trial - |[40.5 38.3 L3.7 20.3 38.0 14.2 6.7 26.7 31.2 10. 4 29. L4
ROR .
% Awaiting Trial - |[10.2 2.0 4.3 | 52.8 4L8.7 59.6 23.0 29.4 25.6 55l 38.8
Bail
% Awaiting Tria} - 6.3 0.3 0.3 D3 1.3 1.4 3ely 16,73 12.3 0.3 3.0
PTR
4 Awaiting Trial - 0.8 0.3 0.2 0.3 5.0 1.4 1.0 12.9 6.3 0.3 1.8
PTS
4 Awaiting Trial - Yuli 5.9 6.8 Le3 L7 7.8 e O 3.7 L9 16.6 5.9
Jail
% Serving Sentence -—| 2.7 13 143 2.0 1.3 o 1.6 3.l Leds 0.6 3.9
Jail
% Corregtional 29.3 26,0 10.0 19.0 .0 14.2 56.0 L.3 16.1 12.5 13.9
Program
% Mental Institu- 1.6 13 1.5 0.5 1.3 0.5 1.0 0.6 0.4 1. 5 1.8
tion
4, Other 0.8 1.8 1.3 .0 0.7 .0 3.9 2.5 1, L 1.5 1.2
Precipitating Crime | »
Serlousne s of Crime (256 392 599 399 150 219 204 26 ; 337 3
% Misdemeanor 5.9 2.8 2.0 1.5 2.0 0.9 0.5 i3.8 235 L | 0.6 3'1:72
% Indictable Mis- AR 8) 25,3 23.9 15.8 16.0 8.2 16.7 i 2 21 | 6.8 0
demeanor '
% Felony 67.1 | 719 | Thl | 827 | 8.0 909 | 828 | 12,0 | 90.5 | 92.6 | 75.7




131 139 2335 55359 451 457 010 Wi w7 (07 w7
Precipitating Crime
(cont. )
Type of Crime 256 392 599 399 150 219 204 | 326 285 337 337
%hAgainst Persons 10.5 5.6 L3 345 2.0 7.8 | 11.8 LS 3.9 7ol b2
%non—sex) :
%A%ains,t Persons 0.8 0.8 1.3 1.5 0.0 0.5 2.5 0.0 1.8 1.5 1.5
sexX
Thgainst Public 238 1 23,8 | 25.3.1720.3 [010.0 1359 | 2.1 | 35023000 1304 18,7
Health/Peace /STty
FAgainst Public 2.3 3.1 o, 3.5 0.0 0.9 0.5 2.8 0.0 0.0 1.8
Justice /Authority
%Against Public 2.0 0.8 1.5 0.0 0.7 0.0 1.0 ; Yo S Sl L 0.6 0.0
Morals
fMotor Vehicle 14.5 | -16.3 9.2 7.0 | 13.9 6.8 P o b 0 R P e R 5.9
Offenses
fAgainst Property | 42.6 | 47.3 | 56.5 | 62.4 | 70.7 | 69.9 | 53.3 | 41.7 | 65.8 | 51.6 | 66.7
dAgainst Children 1,2 1.3 0.8 1.0 3.3 0.9 1.0 0.6 i
Aiscellaneous 2:3 1.3 ( ¥ 0.8 0.0 1.4 0.0 0.3 1l 1.2 0 15.9
Personal Data
Sex 256 392 600 400 150 219 204, 326 285 ooy 337
Riale 87.1 | 87.8 | 91.0 | 87.0 | 93.3 | 87.2 | &3.8 | 850 | 85.6 | 83.L | 81.5
GFemale 149 | 129 9.0 | 13.0 6.7 . 1781 16,2 [15.0 | Hlh 16,61 12,5
Race 256 392 600 1L0O 150 219 201, 326 285 337 337
Dihite 66,0 | 85.7 | 95.5 | 96.2 | 96.6 | 94,1 | 90.6 | 91.2 | 92.9 81,0 | 949
%Black 33.2 | 13.3 1.7 0.8 0.7 7 Tl 6.7 6.0 | 11.9 3.3
dother 0.8 0.5 2.8 3.0 2.0 2.7 1.0 1.8 14 2.1 1.5
PMissing or 0.0 0.5 0.0 | 0.0 0.7 0.5 1.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.3
Unknown
Age 255 385 597 1,00 149 219 201, 326 285 336 3
40 - 17 0.0 0.0 0.8 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.7 0.6 0.9
418 - 25 60.4, | 68.9 | 71.9 | 73.9 | 47.7 | 67.6 | 60.3 | 70.6 | 649 64,0 | 66.8
%6 - 11 2.5 1 22,3 1 2078 | 17.8 | 30.2 | 252 | 284 | 199 | 249 | 2.7 § 25.2
dover 41 5.1 8.8 6.5 A oI I e (B 9.2 g, el g S




Probation Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.)

131 139 239 | 339 431 439 2 631 639 739 839

Criminal History

Prior Arrests 209 376 570 391 112 203 194 282 276 313 333
40 37.3 | LO.7 | 45.8 | 45.8 | 65.2 | 51.8 | 40.7 | 37.9 | 30.8 | 43.8 | 19.7
%1 A 13.9 18,6 | 13.9 16,9 13.4 | 10.8 | 16.5' | 16.0 14. 5 19,7 14 8
42 or more 48.8 50.7 0.3 | 37.3 21. 5 37.4 42.8 L6. 1 50,7 42,5 35,5

Prior Convictions 209 STl L 393 148 208 192 265 277 31h 333
€0 56,9 | 62,8 | 65,0 | 648 | 70.9 | 649 | 65.7 | 58.5 | 52.3 | 66,9 | .3
%1 16.3 16.2 15.6 14.8 17.6 14.9 16,1 15.5 12.3 13.7 12.6
%2 or more 26,8 | 21.0 | 19.4 | 20.4 | 11.5 | 20.2. | 18.2 | 26,0 | 35.4 | 19.4 | 23.1

Prior Jail Terms 205 382 563 391 | 148 205 191 268 277 303 332
40 8.9 | 8.6 | 8.4 | 8.3 | 880 | g3.0 | €01 | 83.6 | 8.1 | 8.2 | BlL1
%1 L9 8.6 8.2 6.6 5.0 14.0 11 8,2 9.0 | 9.2 10,2
%2 or more 10.2 L8 6. b 5.1 2.0 3.0 5.8 8.2 7.9 6,6 8,7

Prior Prison Terms ING 377 s 393 148 206 194 285 280 318 335

L 95.2 92.5 93.7 ka7 91.2 85.9 91.2 95.7 93.9 b7 91.2
Al 3.6 5.6 La 5 Le 3 Le7 10.7 7.2 3.2 1.8 hal 5.0
42 or more ) 1.9 1.8 1.0 he 1 3l 1.6 5 | L.3 1.2 3.8

Drug or Alcohol

Connection with

Current Case

Type of Commection 256 392 600 100 150 219 204 326 285 337 337
%o Connection 46.0 3745 9.3 L7.2 12.7 5he by L3.6 43.0 7.1 5748 L1,
fUsing at Time 22.3 32. 1 26.5 32.7 14.0 35,2 3he3 32.5 31.9 16. 30,9

53
3
of Arrest
FRelated; Criminal 23.8 2hee 2802 18.0 2l 3 7.8 19.6 22k 16.1 19.9 o). 2
Charge
d0ther Connection 2.0 18 el 153 0.7 1.3 1.0 1.8 Beh L5
5

. 2 1
fMissing or Unknown| 5.9 Bl 1.8 0.8 1.3 1.3 1.5 0.3 1.4

5.3

Type of Drug Involved| 256 392 600 1,00 150 219 204, 326 285 337 337
Filone k1.6 | 10.7 | 50.3 | A7.1 | 13.3 | 55.3 | 43.6 | 3.3 | k6.3 | 59,6 | 12,1
4Alcohol 28,1 | 33.7 | 23.8 | 29.5 | 76.0 | 342 | 30.4 | 242 | 30.5 16,3 | 30.9
4Marijuana,Hashish, | 12.5 | 15.8 iy 1ha 5 L 8.2 15.2 25,2 9.8 12, 8 17.2

etc.
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131 139 239 339 431 439 539 631 639 739 839
rug or Alcohol

Connected with

Current Case (cont. )

Ty;(>e of I))rug Involved [256 392 600 1,00 150 219 204, 926 285 337 337

cont,.
Zamphet /barbs. / 0. 5 S R 3.8 2.0 0.5 Lo by 3el 5.3 5.0 3.6
trang. ete.
9Hallucinogens 1.2 2.6 1.0 1.8 2.0 .0 205 15 1.8 0.3 0.3
IHeroin, morphine, 3.9 1.8 .0 2.3 0.7 24 1.0 1.8 S 2 Sk 0.6
| cocaine, etc.
PMissing ’or unknown | 6.3 2.8 L3 1.0 1.3 1.8 2.9 0.6 oty 3.6 5.0

Known History of Drug

or Alcohol Abuse :

Alcohol 2L5 378 600 4,00 150 219 201 326 285 337 337
J¥nown HKistory of 6l 1 75.9 53.4 7.3 71.3 61.6 5943 61.7 + khe2 16,0 | 73.9
Current regular use| 9.0 10.3 2.8 7.5 3.3 7.8 12.7 22.7 19.6 14. 8 L7
%nknown or missing | 4.5 5.3 11,2 2,0 16.7 Bl 12.7 2.5 1.8 8.0 1.5

Marijuana 256 392 600 100 150 219 204 326 285 337 i
ZXnown history of 30.1 41.3 28,6 30. 8 14.7 151 31.9 Ll 5 29.5 23.7 10.1
dCurrent regular use| 1.2 2.0 0.2 18 1.3 0 2.9 71 8.1 1.0 0.3
FWnknown or missing | 2.7 82 14.0 5.3 15.3 6.8 23, 3.1 3.9 15.7 L.2

Amphetamines fbarbs. / [256 | 392 | 600 | w00 | 150 | 219 201, 306 " | 285 | 3w 33

trang. etc.

%Known history of Toly 19.4 Qely L3 9.3 5.9 113 233 17.9 30T 18.1
ZCurrent regular use| O.4 .0 0.2 .0 0 .0 .0 1.2 Oy 0.3 .0
dUnknown or missing | 7.4 2.7 15.5 9.8 | 147 5.9 24.0 3.4 ke 2 16. 6 6.2

Hallucinogens 256 392 600 400 150 219 204 326 285 S 337
Zknown history of Wt Ftheg ke 1S L7 B2 8.8 | 19,3 :1-10.2 7.1 | 1.8
FCurrent regular use| .0 .0 0.2 <0 s, .0 .0 0.6 0. 4 0.3 .0
Znknown or missing | 7..L 10.2 16. 8 10.5 61 5.9 2 b2 3.9 20. 5 6.2




Probation Glient Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.)

131 139 239 339 431 439 539 631 639 739 839
Known History of Drug
or Alcohol Abuse (cont.|)
Heroin, morphine, 256 392 600 400 150 219 201, 326 285 337 337
cocaine, etec.
$Xnovm history of La'? 16. 8 - 2.8 0.7 1.4 3eh 12:3 6.3 3.6 L7
fCurrent regular use| .0 0 .0 0 .0 .0 «0 0.3 .0 0.3 0.3
own or missing | 7.A 10,2 ¥7.3 11.8 16,0 5.5 17.2 5e' L9 20. 5 6.5
Employment and Income |
Employment status 256 392 600 1,00 150 219 201, 326 285 337 337
dBmployed fulltime [51.9 Shal 57.8 60.4 | 70.0 58. 8 1 % 47.9 | 543 5447 527
#Pmployed part time | 8.6 6.6 9.5 8.0 6.0 5.5 L9 6.1, 8. Lt 5.6 6.8
{Unemployed 32, 1, 33.9 30.2 27.3 17.3 28.8 | 32.8 40, 3243 335 35.6
Hnemployable 1.6 0.8 1.3 0.8 2.0 2.3 0.5 0.3 1.1 1.5 0.3
#Unknown or missing | 5.5 L. 6 12 3+5 L7 Le 6 3.9 5.2 3. L'l 3.6
Occupational Level 256 392 600 L00 150 219 204 326 285 i A% 337
%lione 25, 8 20.2 14.3 16.3 15.3 25.1 12.% 19.0 150 1h8 1 20,5
Tnskilled /.54 5 35.7 - 38,5 43.6 20.0 L3.3 35.2 | 39.9 40.3 29,1 39.4
%Semi-skilled .1 28:8 7 1 .26.3 27.7 2.0 15.5 30.9 337 20.3 35.8 26.7
dClerical /Sales 1.6 1.5 2.7 0.8 2.7 1e 6.1y 2.8 L9 1.8 2.4
Fskilled 6.3 8.2 15.7 7.3 26.7 10.5 13,8 | 10,1 15.8 12,5 6.2
Managerial / 1.2 2.3 0.8 2.3 8.0 1.4 0.5 1.5 0 b 1.2
Proprietory
%Professional 1.2 13 0.7 1+ .0 0.5 1.0 1.5 1.8 1.8 1.2
Hnknown or wissing | 4.3 2.0 1:0 1.0 3.3 2.3 Lo 5 2.5 3.2 2 2u ks
Primary Income Source R56 392 600 1,00 150 219 204 326 285 337 337
90wn &1pioy‘ment 577 B2 643 65.9 22,0 6l.3 63.2 51.8 58,1 57.9 55.4
%Spouse or family 10,2 13.3 22.0 16.5 12.0 12,8 14.2 17.5 13.2 18. 4 20.2
%Public assist/incomefl0. 2 8.9 L9 9.8 7.3 | 10.5 Sk | 12,9 '} 11.6 9.5 | 11.3
transfer
%#Savings /inheritance/| 0. 8 1.5 0.8 0.5 C.7 0.9 1.0 0.6 p I 1.8 1.5
investments
IC:iminal activity |2.3 0.5 0.8 0 .0 0.9 0.5 .0 2.1 .0 0.9
ther individual 2.0 2.3 2.0 2.5 2:7 0.5 2.0 3:1 ;9 5 3.0
INone 7.0 Fol 39 0.8 2.0 5.5 L9 3.0 $e © 5.2 1.5
9Unknown or missing |9.8 8.2 3.0 4.0 3.3 L. 6 8.8 0.7 2.0. e 6.2




Probation Client Proiiles and Process 1NIOIMATLON WY ULSULLLGU \GUlive J

131 139 1 239 339 431 439 539 631 639 73 839
Family and Residence '
Marital status 256 392 600 1,00 150 219 201, 326 285 337 337
%Singl§ (Never mar- |43.0 52,1 58.3 5643 3L 7 L34 L2.1 57.0 50. L7.5 18,0
ried
IMarried 30.9 v Jes B g 22.8 1 193 37.0 31.9 25,2 20k 32.3 31.5
%Separated L3 5.1 3.2 5.8 4.0 6.8 5.9 ar 5.3 5.6 7.1
%Divorced 14. 8 15.2 8.5 10. 8 10,0 9.1 14.2 12.0 12.3 9.5 9.8
Tiridowed 2.1 0.5 0.3 1.3 0.7 1.4 1.0 0.9 0:'7 1.5 0.9
dCommon-law 1.2 1.0 1.5 2.5 .0 2.3 3.4 0.9 3.2 2ue 1.8
* dUnknown. or missing | 3.1 2.8 1.0 0.5 1.9 .0 1.5 0.6 0.7 0.9 0.9
Living Arrangements 256 392 600 400 150 219 204, 326 285 337 337
Jliving alone 16,0 1 133" 1 s 1018500 18,3 105 0L ABT U 18RS o5 U 5 6. 8
Fliving with spouse [29.2 26, 5 15.8 23.9 N4 1 35.% 32.9 23.0 28,8 32. 31.5
%living with child 3.9 3.8 1.3 L3 1.3 3.7 2.9 he 3 7.0 o 3.0
%living with parents|21.9 30.1 35.2 37.2 25.3 33.3 25.5 Rl 2 26, 2Ea2 3L.1
Fliving with friends|18.8 18.9 142 14.0 8.7 6.8 1.2 e 13.0 11,0 11.6
%Unknown or missing [10.2 8.1 7.0 7.3 4.0 10.0 18 ' 10.1 7.7 9.2 13.1
Legal Dependents 212 388 595 400 150 219 204 326 281 337 337
% 0 53,8 6Ll 65.9 62.0 16,7 50. 2 56,1, 65.3 59.9 63.0 57.9
% 1 20,2 11.9 12. 8 13.5 18.0 14 6 147 13.2 16. 11. 4 16.3
% 2 or more 26.0 24,0 21.3 2he5 35:3 35,2 28,9 21.5 23.9 25,6 25.8
Education
Student Status 256 392 600 1,00 150 219 201, 326 283 337 337
Not a student 89. 1 92.1 89.0 93.2 92.0 96.8 941 88.1 91.2 92.0 4.6
ZFulltime student 6.3 6.1 10.3 5.5 it 2.7 3.l 9.8 6.7 5.0 Lo 5
IParttime student 2.0 0.3 0s7 0.8 2.0 O 2.0 102 el 27 0.9
dUnknown or missing | 2.3 1.5 .0 0.5 1.3 0.5 0.5 0.9 .0 0.3 20
Diplomas and Degrees |256 392 600 1,00 150 219 201, 326 285 s 337
%lone L1 | 37.0 | 36:00 | 83.2 | 987 | 55.3 | 3897 | W02 | M8 | 471 | 51.8
9GED 5.1 ;506 8.5 9.8 3.3 10.0 10. 8 10.1 8. 8 7k 13. 4
High school 3. 8 L7.5 L7.8 42.0 51,1 32.0 L2, 6 5 l 39.8 30.3
%Special trade or AA| 2.7 3.8 20 d e i 3 .0 1.5 2.8 2 15 162
9BA/BS or higher L2 1.8 2.8 2.5 2.0 0.9 3.4 Le3 2.5 Tl e
%Unknown or missing [12.1 Le 3 2.8 0.8 A2 1.8 250 0.3 80 e 0.6




Probation Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.)

{ 131 139 239 359 431 439 539 631 639 739 839
| Education (cont. ) o
| Years of formal 222 371 81 97 1 21 1 ; 3
| \
| schooling completed ? 4 47 ’ 4 248 < 3 333
%09 20.3 | 1k.8 | 181 | 182 | 23.8 | 30.7 | 2L.8 | 21,1 | 22,5 | 27.8 | 23.4
./ 10-11 32 | 28.0 | 25,8 | 31L.9 | 17.7 | 25.4 | 26.9 | 21.8 | 28.0 | 26.6 | 35.5
e : 33.3 | 461 | 42.0 | 39.3 | 43.5 | 30,2 | 40.6 | 33,3 | 350 | 32.0 | 33.6
| % 13 or higher 122 Tis 1 1hed 10.6 15.0 3.7 10.7 20. 8 e 13.6 7.5
- New Offenses During !
| Program ;
i r
} Serigusness of >ffense| 1) 36 21 21 9 g8 14 20 15 ‘ 16 26
| fAMisdemeanor 143 | 22.2 9.5 | 19.0 | 55,6 | 37.5 O [ 40 | 13.3 | 31.3 | 23.1
| %Indictable Rluk &3 | 19.0 | 19.0 | 11.1 O | P14 150 | 20,0 | 2.3 Tt
| misdemeanor : |
Felony 6h.3 | 9.5 | P15 | 620 | 333 | 625 | 92.9 | 5.0 | 667 | 562 | 69.2
§Type of offense 14 36 21 o 9 8 1l 20 15 ? 16 26
| %Against persons % 2. 8 Le 8 9.5 33.3 12:5 .0 5.0 5 o S 7.7
(non-sex) |
. %A%ainit persons il Beb L e 0w 7.1 .0 .0 } 6.3 .0
boale O | |
| gainst public 35.7 | 22,2 9.5 | 19.0 0 | 25,0 | 143 : ; 25, X
i health/peace/saft. R L i ! P I e
| dhgainst public Tel | 27.8 Le 8 L8 .0 | 25.0 L .0 % 0 RN 3,8
i justice/authority }
| %Against public morals ,0 .0 .0 .0 11.1 .0 .0 .0 oy .0 .0
: gMotgr vehicle 21. 4 13.8 19.0 9.5 33.3 .0 7.1 20,0 6.7 i 6.3 26.9
. %hgainst property 1286 | 27.8 | 57,1 [ 42,9 | 22.3 |. 25.0 | bkek | 40,0 | 66,6 | 19.8 | k2
| %Against children .0 .0 .0 0 .0 <0 .0 b3 s S R ¢ S
| M scellaneous .0 .0 L. 8 .0 0 0 .0 0 . a
| Type of Termimation |78 | 121 | 19 | 121 76 a7 8 | 90 R
| Favorable
. fFound not guilty/ | 5.1 107 | 11.4 | 19.8 3.9 L6 3.5 1,1 1.9 .0 .0
charge dismissed
| #Discharge-full 7.5 | 32.2 | 289 | 260 | 39,5 | 3%.1 | 24k | 61,1 | 222 | 27 38,1
q sentence served ot
%Discharged-early 3.8 9.1 2. 8 18,2 L8.7 35.7 3h.7 10.0 29.6 E 16.5 23.8
termination : t

s ks
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131 139 239 339 431 439 55 631 639 839
Type of Termination 78 121 149 121 76 87 86 90 5L 105
(Con‘b. )
Unfavorable
%Transfer to prison |11.5 11.6 10.1 5.0 3.9 5.7 7.0 8.9 16.7 9.5
%TranSfer to jail .0 .O 103 008 .0 .O 102 1151 307 3-8
7%0ther unfavorable 1.3 0 1.3 0.8 .0 ) .0 1 1.9 .0
sransfer
%hbsconsion/ 1.3 8.3 0.7 3.7 .0 i 1.2 .0 1.9 5.7
escape
Neutral
%Jeath .O 0.8 007 107 .0 2.3 102 1.1 .0 .O
INeutral transfer A 27.3 20.1 28,0 3.9 19.5 25,6 5.6 a2 2 19.1
7(£)t/her .O .O ; 007 308 .O -0 102 .O .O .O
Correctional
Effectiveness
Number of individuals 2 9 8 1 1 6 6 14 5 2
arrested after prog.
termination
% of total terminated | 2.6 ok 5.4 0.8 1.3 6.9 6.9 | 15.6 9.3 1.9
drrested
Seriausness of new 2 9 8 1 1 6 6 14 5 2
offense allegation
Misdemeanor 50.0 111 12. 5 .0 +0 .0 33.3 TR 20,0 50.0
dIndictable mis- A TR o~ 0 B e LY o .0 .0 .0 60.0 } 35.7 40.0 50,0
demeanor
Felony 50,0 66.7 62.5 80.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 16.7 57.1 40,0 .0




Parole Client Profiles and Process Information by District

1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH WF*
Assignment Information
Source of Assignment 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36
% Volunteer 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.6
% Transfer in State 5.4 4.5 11.1 1.7 1.4 2.4 2.7 N 19.4
% Sentenced by
Criminal Court 0.8 1l 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 2.1 30.6
% Sentenced by Non-
Criminal 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 i 0.0 94.3 111
% Work Release Board| 3.9 0.0 0.0 1.7 2.8 0.8 0.0 0.0 19.4
% Federal 0.0 LR 0.0 33 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.8
%» Out of State
Transfer 7.0 7.9 9.5 1:7 8.7 4.8 7.3 e 0.0
% Deferred 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
Status Prior to
Assignment 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36
% Awaiting Trial -
ROR 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0 2.8
% Awaiting Trial -
Bail 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 5.8
% Awaiting Trial -
Jail 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
% Correctional
Program 98.4 98.9 | 100.0 .| 100.0 98.9 6.0 7.3 | 100.0 50.0
%» Mental Institution | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 2.7 0.0 2.8
% Medical Facility 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 2.4 0.0 0.0 2.8
% QOther 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.8

*Gives data for the women's faciliity 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 2.3 153 1.6 6.7 4.2 2.4 0.0 1id 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
% Against Persons '
(non-sex) 21,6 11.2 6.3 15.0 20.1 13.6 11.8 20.6 5.6
% Against Persons
(sex) 1.6 3.4 4.8 3 243 2.4 4,5 8.0 0.0
% Against Public
Health/Peace/Sfty 7.8 15.7 il.d 20.0 13.3 11.2 15.5 11.4 16.7
% Against Public
Justice/Authority 4.7 0.0 1.6 Bed 4.6 4.0 4.5 2.3 0.0
% Against Public
Morals 1.6 1.1 0.0 0.0 1.8 0.8 0.0 11 22.2
% Motor Vehicle
Offenses 1.6 2.2 0.0 0.0 1.4 32 1.8 Lol 2.8
% Against Property 59.5 61.8 74.6 58.4 55.3 61.6 57.4 55.6 et
% Against Children 0.8 2.2 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.9 0.0 0.0
% Miscellaneous 0.8 L 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
% White 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 8.5 0.0 0.9 11 0.0 |




Parole Ciient Profiles and Process Information (cont.)

1ST Z2ND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH WF

Personal Data (cont.)

Age ‘ 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36
%20 =17 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.8
% 18 - 25 41.1 57.5 44,4 63.3 43.5 50.8 50.0 33.0 66.6
% 26 - 41 37.2 34.8 44.4 3137 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 12.5 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 u3l.5 29.3 37.6 31,4 51.4
% 1 18.5 yio: | 15.0 18.2 22-.2 123 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 il 79 34
%0 69.0 69.6 64.9 64.0 60.7 54.F 61.0 57.1 67.6
% 1 20.7 r2.7 15.3 18.0 23.2 25.9 18.2 T 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 34
2.0 46.7 54,1 55.0 66.7 55.0 55.5 60.0 50.6 80.6
/i 32.3 24.7 16.7 13.0 27150 2757 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 Alcohol
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 Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.)

l

18T 2ND 3RD ATH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH WF
Type of Connection 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36
(cont.)
% Using at the Time off
Arvest 38.0 34.8 42.8 46.6 36.4 44 .4 19.1 he.3 13.9
% Related Criminal
Charge 6.2 1051 9.5 16.7 | 8.8 11.9 10.9 6.8 13.9
% Other Connection 1.6 s 1.6 5.0 4.6 5.6 1.8 Sel 11.3
% Unknown or Missing [11.6 4.5 4.8 0 7.4 2.4 14.5 12;5 2.8
Type of Drug Involved | 122 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36
% None 50.4 53.9 42.9 31.7 43.9 35.0 58.5 22:7 58.3
% Alcohol 30.2 23.6 34.9 36.7 24.4 34.1 14.5 47.6 8.3
% Marijuana, Hashish,
etc. 3.9 7.9 7.9 15.0 2.8 8.7 5.5 4.5 0.0
% Amphet./Barb./
Trang. ,etc. 2.3 5.6 6.3 8.3 3.5 ¥.9 1.8 3.4 19 9% |
% Hallucinogens 2.3 3.4 1.6 3.3 1.8 2.4 2L 2:3 5.6
% Heroin/Morphine/
Cocaine, etc. b.2 13 1.6 P 14.3 8.7 73 6.8 13.9
% Unknown or Missing | 4.7 4.5 4.8 3.0 8.3 3.2 127 12.5 5.6
Known History of Drug
or Alcohol Abuse
Alcchol 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.¢ 81.8 36.1
% Current Regular Use |17.1 2av 6:3 3.3 Nl 20.6 1.3 11.4 o
% Unknown or Missing | 4.7 112 0.0 1.7 11:4 1.6 20.9 2.3 8.3
Marijuana, Hashish, ;
etc. 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36
% Known History of 47.3 27.0 27.0 21.7 26.1 33.3 19.1 30.7 47.2
% Current Regular Use | 2.3 0.0 3l ) K | 9% i | 0.0 0.0 13.8
% Unknown or Missing §.2 15.7 6.3 3.3 30.4 7.9 36.4 11.4 5.6




Parole Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.)

18T ZND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH WF

Known History of Drug
or Alcohol Abuse
(cont.

Amphetamines/
Barbituates/
Tranquilizers,etc.
% Known History of 2
% Current Regular Use
% Unknown or Missing
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Hallucinogens

% Known History of

% Current Regular Use
% Unknown or Missing
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Heroin/Morphine/
Cocaine, etc.

% Known History of 1
% Current Regular Use
% Unknown or Missing |10.
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Employment and Income

Employment Status

% Employed Fuil-Time
% Employed Part-Time
% Unemployed

% Unemployable

% Unknown or Missing
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Occupational Level
% None
% Unskilled
% Semi-skilled
% Clerical/Sales
% Skilled
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Parole Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.)

1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH WF
Occupational Level
(cont.) 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36
% Managerial/
Proprietory 0.8 | 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.9 8.1 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 18.7 65.1 83.3 1%.3 77.8 70.1 161 8.3
% Spouse or Family 5.4 8.9 7.9 5.0 6.4 1.6 8.2 9.1 19.4
% Public Assistance/
Income Transfer 4,7 343 9.5 0.0 4.6 9.5 4.5 Bl 8.3
% Savings/Inherit./ »
Investments, etc. 0.8 0.0 0.0 17 a0 0.8 1.8 2.3 5.6
% Criminal Activity 0.0 T.4 0.0 0.0 Q.7 0.0 1.8 0.0 13.9
% Other Individual 1.6 3 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0
% None 3.9 2.3 s 3.3 7.4 2.4 4.5 0.0 13,9
% Unknown or Missing | 5.4 vd 129 6.7 7.1 Pk | go 6.8 30.6
Family and Residence
{Marital Status 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36
% Single (never
married) 44.9 30.3 39.6 38.3 39.2 42.1 44.5 34.1 39.0 |
% Married 20.2 36.0 28.6 26.7 5.8 23.8 19.1 26.1 8.3
% Separated 9.3 5.6 14..3 8.3 3.9 7.9 5.5 5.7 33.3
% Divorced 21.7 23.6 17.5 23.3 24.7 2eE 25.5 22.7 19.4
% Widowed 2.3 < 0.0 1.7 1.8 0.0 3.6 3.4 0.0 i
% Common-Tlaw 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 Arrangements 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36
% Living Alone 170 14.6 20.6 18.3 26.1 39,7 3.5 25.0 i1.1
% Living with Spouse [16.3 315 28.6 250 26.5 26.2: 1 18.2 29.6 5.6
% Living with Children| 0.8 : {5 4 0.0 0.0 1.8 0.0 3.6 0.0 9.6
% Living with Parents 28.6 24.7 | 274 35.1 23.0 8.7 25.5 26.1 36.0
% Living with Friends 30.2 11.2 131 8.3 9.5 16.7 17.3 3.4 3.9




Paro}e Client Profijes and Process Information by District (cont.)
18T 2ND 3RD ATH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH WF
Living Arrangements
(cont.) 129 89 63 60 283 126 110 88 36
% Unknown or Missing 7.0 16.9 1c./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 be .8
% 1 12.5 1641 15.9 17.2 15.5 23.0 13.5 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 Studert 2.3 .7 3.2 17 35 8.7 1.8 0.0 5.6
% Part-Time Student 1.6 3.4 1.6 0.0 3.9 Ja2 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 it.1 23.3 25.8 23.0 34.5 28.4 8.3
% High School 233 22.5 23.8 15.0 33.2 -} 42.9 20.0 38.0 19.4
% Special Trade or AA; 3.1 1.1 0.0 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 Formal
Schooling Completed 126 84 61 60 271 119 98 86 35
20-9 27.8 34.5 41.0 61.6 31.7 23.5 41.8 372 37.1
% 10 - 11 46.0 36.9 32.8 20.0 30.3 26.9 29.6 20.9 CF |
% 12 22.2 23.8 21.3 16.17 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 F 3.5 8.6




Parole Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.)

1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH WF
New Offenses
During Program
Seriousness of Crime 17 14 10 36 14 9 15 0
% Misdemeanor 5.9 21.4 20.0 0.0 13.5 14.3 2.2 13,3 0.0
% Indictable
Misdemeanor $1.8 21.4 10.0 25.0 11:1 14.3 11.1 33.3 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 i1 13.3 0.0
| % Against Persons
(sex) 0.0 73 10.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 11.1 i 0.0
% Against Public
Health/Peace/Sfty | 17.6 21l.5 20.0 25.0 Zi.8 14.3 2242 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
I Morals 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
- % Motor Vehicle
| Offenses 5.9 7.1 | 20.0 0.0 2.8 y S e -5 R o s 1 0.0
f % Against Property 47.1 28.6 50.0 50.0 41.7 50.0 334 40.1 0.0
| % Against Children 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
; % Miscellaneous 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Type of Termination 59 37 26 26 114 32 46 33 20
% Found Not Guilty/
' 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
- 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 1 19+¢ 15.4 5 1 | 37.5 8.7 il 5.0
% Transfer to Jdail 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 District (cont.)

18T 2ND 3RD ATH 5TH 6TH 7TH 8TH WF
Type of Termination :
(cont.) 59 37 26 26 114 32 46 33 20
ZAbscension/Escape 3.4 8.1 3.8 0.0 8.7 i e | 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
i % Neutral Transfer 8.5 8.1 1.7 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
Termination 4 5 0 2 7 4 5 1 4
% Arrested 6.8 13.5 0.0 Lt 6.1 12.5 10.9 3.0 20.0
Seriousness of New
Crimes 4 5 0 2 7 4 5 1 4
% Misdemeanor 50.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 25.0
% Indictable
Misdemeanor 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-Trial Client Profiles and Process Information by District

FI RS T 1% T3 SEWENTH
PTR BAIL PTS JAIL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL PTR BAIL JAIL
Status At Time Of 7 4 39 34 535 127 187 147 137 a7 o
Arrest
% Net 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 2el 0.0
jous Offense
% Awaiting Trial 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 2.2 7:1 5.9 15.6 2.9 4.2 0.0
% Serving Earlier 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.7 4.3 71 7.0 15.6 § 4 7 0.0
Sentence
% Other 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 $.0 1:3 2.8 2.1 0.0 3.3 Q.0
Precipitating Crime
Seriousness of Crime 1 4 39 34 535 127 187 147 137 47 10
% Misdemeanor 28.6 0.0 5l 0.0 44.7 &1.7 3.2 2101 66.4 66.0 30.0
% Indictable 14.3 0.0 17.8 2:9 34.8 27.6 35.8 20.4 14.6 213 10.0
Miscemeanor
% Felony T 100.0 4.0 97.1 20.6 3037 61.0 58.5 19.0 2.7 60.0
Type of Crime 7 4 39 34 535 127 187 147 137 47 10
% Against 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)
% ?gai?st Persons 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.4 0.8 1.6 1.8 1.5 0.0 0.0
Sex
% Against 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 ik 0.0 0.0
Justice/Authority
% Against Public 0.0 0.0 5.1 2.9 0.4 1.6 0.0 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.
Morals
% Motor 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 3.4 40.0
% Against Children 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 29.4 p, M v b 2.9 2.5 10.0
% Miscellaneous 14.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.2 0.0 0.0




Pre-Trial Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.) _~]

FIRST SI1XTH SEVENTH |
PTR | BAIL| PTS  JAIL | PTR | BAIL | PTS [ JAIL | PTR | "l | JAIL |
Personal Data 5 3 |
Sex 7 4 39 4 83 | 127 | 187 | W7 187 T auT 0 Th |
% Male 100.0| 75.0| 84.6 | 91.2 | 89.2 | 90.6 | 88.8 | 93.2 | 76.6 | 1.0 | 90.0 |
% Female 0.0 | 25.0°] 15440 148.8 |\ 40:8 | 94 | 1M.2°1 6.8 f23.4 {140 [.10.0 ]
Race ' 7 4 39 c S e e I A T T R Y A
% White 42.9| 75.0| 61.5 | 50.1 | 93.8 | 92.9 | 88.3 | 83.7 | 82.5 5 | 70.0 |
% Black 57.1| 25.0 | 38.5 | 44.1 2,8 | 5.5 | 9.6 | 9.5 | 23.5 4 | 30.9 |
% Other Ggadh 0.0 0% BB 28 LAgd | 08 fadn 6.1 0.0 s 0.0 |
% Missing Or Unknown| 0.0 | o0.0| o0.0| 2.9 | 0.4 | 0.8 | 0.0 | 0.7 | 0.0 0 0.0 |
Age 7 4 39 36 | 530 | 124 | 186 | 147 | 136 7 |10 |
%0 - 17 0.0 0.00 w0.g ) 9.0 |64 | 080 8.0 07 1.17.0 1L 0.0
%18 - 25 71.4 | 75.0 | 74.1 | 58.8 | 54.5 | 57.3 | 71.0 | 69.3 | 31.5 2 | 50.0 |
% 26 - 41 4.3 | 25.0 | 15.6 | 38.3 | 22.6 | 25.0 | 23.6 | 21.8 | 20.9 5 | 40.0 |
% Over 41 14.3 0.0 10.3] 2.9 22.5 | 16.9 | 5.4 | 8.2 | 20.6 1§ 10,0 |
Criminal History i
Prior Arrests 6 4 39 34 | 38 85 | 158 | 120 | 136 5 | 10|
% 0 16.7 | 25.0 | 25.6 | 8.8 | 40.8 | 22.3 | 26.6 | 11.7 | 48.5 2 | 30.0
%1 6.7 | 25.0 | 28.2 | 2.9 | 29.9 | 27.0 | 27.8 | 20.0 | 16.9 g | 0.0
% 2 Or More 66.6 | 50.0 | 46.2 | 88.3 | 29.3 | 50.7 | 45.6 | 68.3 | 34.6 0 | 70.0
SRR, RO
Prior Convictions 6 4 39 34 | 483 | 112 | 179 | 136 | 136 5 | 9
%0 50.0 | 50.0 | 66.7 | 29.4 | 57.6 | 42.9 | 46.4 | 36.0 | 73.5 8 | 44.4
%3 16.7 | 0.0 17.9 | 14.7 | 23.4 | 21.4 | 20.7 | 19.9 | 7.4 LR
% 2 Or More 33.3 | 50.0 | 15.4 | 55.9 | 19.0 | 35.7 | 32.9 | 44.1 | 19.1 8 | 84.5
Prior Jail Terms 6 4 39 33 | 523 | 122 | 183 | 142 | 136 5|
%0 100.0 | 100.0 | 92.3 | 66.7 | 8.9 | 81.1 | 82.5 | 66.9 | 91.2 0 | 88.9
%1 0.0 0.0 7.1 .| 2%.2 9.4 | 10.7 | 10.9 | 16.9 5.9 | ©.9 | 0.0
% 2 Or More g.0'f o0V o0 91 | &7 | a2 66 162 |-2.9 | 6.1 j 11.1
Prior Prison Terms 6 4 39 33 | 528 | 123 | 186 | 144 | 13 | 6| 10
%0 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 70.6 | 95.5 | 91.9 | 90.9 | 76.4 | 97.1 |~ .5 [100.0
51 0.0 0.01 0.0} 17.6 | 4.0 | 4.1 6:5.9 13,9 1 2Tl atel A
¥y N 1w 0mam A A e - &3



Pre-Trial Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.)

SEVYENTH

ET RS T SIXTH
PTR BAIL ~ PTS JAIL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL PTR BAIL JAIL
Drug Or Alcchol Con-
nection With Current
Case
Type of Cennection 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 93.7 90.0
% Using At Time Of 0.0 0.0 2.6 11.8 hee 7.9 4.3 h.8 3.5 0.0 10.0
Arrest
% Related Criminal 14.3 25.0 28.2 14.7 58.9 49.6 42.8 2hik 1.5 4.3 0.0
Charge
% Other Connection 0.0 0.0 2.6 2.5 0.2 0.0 0.5 0.7 0.0 2l 0.0
% Missing Or Unknown | 14.3 0.0 2.6 14.7 0.9 0.8 Bt 4.3 0.0 Q.O 0.0
Type of Drug Involved 7 4 39 34 835 vy 187 147 131 47 10
% None 85.7 75.0 66.7 70.6 355 41.7 52.4 64.6 97.1 93.6 90.0
% Alcohol 0.0 25.0 5.1 11.8 51.6 5.7 26.7 24.5 2.9 2.1 10.0
% Marijuana, Hashish ] 0.0 0.0 25.6 11.8 11.4 10.2 16.6 7.5 0.0 4.3 0.0
Etc.
% Amphet/Barb/Tranqg, | 14.3 0.0 2.6 0.0 0.2 0.8 1.6 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0
EEce
% Hallucinogens 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
% Heroin, Morphine, 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.8 V.6 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cocaine, Etc.
% Missing Or Unknown| 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 a3 0.8 Tl 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Known Histpry Of Drug 7 4 39 34 535 127 187 147 137 47 10
Or Alcohol Abuse
No Known History 85.7 75.0 61.5 44.1 75.9 66.9 67.4 70.7 97.1 95.7 90.0
Known History 14.3 Z25.0 38.5 55.9 24.1 33.1 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 2.1 96.8 95.7 90.0
Alcohol 0.0 25.0 20.5 29.4 26.4 26.0 24.6 18.8 3.2 e 0.0
Marijuana 0.0 0.0 15.4 2.9 A 6.3 6.4 4.9 0.0 6.0 10.0
Amphetamines, Etc. 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.0 | i 1.4 0.0 &l 0.0
Hallucinogens 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Heroin, Morphine, 0.0 0.0 2.6 17.6 0.0 0.0 1.6 2.8 0.0 | 0.0 0.0
Etc.
e L




- Pre-Trial Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.)
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Pre-Trial Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.)
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Pre-Trial Client Profiles and Process Information by District (cont.)

F I RS T : SIXTH s ENE N TH ;
PTR BAIL PTS JAIL PTR BAIL PTS JAIL PTR BAIL |+ JAIL
Education (cont.) |
Diplomas and Degrees 7 4 39 34 535 127 187 147 137 47 ; 10
Held %
% None 0.0 50.0 46.1 55.9 L | 40.9 43.3 45,6 45.6 59.6 | 50.0
% GED 14.3 25.0 15.4 11.8 3.7 3.9 6.4 6.1 4.4 <% S RN ¢
% High School 71.4 25.0 30.8 29.4 51.4 44,1 45.5 44.9 38.7 S1.801 400
% Special Trade or AA|14.3 0.0 S 2.9 1.3 3.9 0.0 0.7 2.8 0.0 3 250
% BA/BS or higher 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 s 4.7 4,7 e 3.6 0 N RS ¢ 707
% Unknown Or Missing | 0.0 0.0 2.6 0.0 0.7 1.6 0.0 0.7 0.0 4.3 1 104
Years of Formal
Schooling Completed 7 3 38 34 525 124 187 145 130 45 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 Bl (gt
% 13 or higher 14.3 0.0 Bl 14.7 21.2 17.0 16.7 1253 4.4 8.9 | 22.2
New Offenses During
Program No Information No Information
Seriousness of Offense 3 2 16 ———— i
% Misdemeanor 33.3 0.0 12.5 ———— l
% Indictable 33.3 0.0 37.5 ———
Misdemeanor
% Felony 33.4 | 100.0 50.0 ————
Type of Offense 3 2 16 ———
% Against Public _
Health/Peace/Sfty 0.0 0.0 25.0 ———
% Motor Vehicle
Offenses 33.3 0.0 12.5 ———
% Against Property 66.7 | 100.0 56.3 | ===~
% Against Children 0.0 0.0 6.2 ———




APPENDIX B
DATA COLLECTION INSTRUMENTS



= e %o o e H e T A "M 4027
CLIENT CHARACTERISTICS - POST-CONVICTION PROGRANS A
1. D. NUMBER fisave Rlavk) L l l ]
Tast First WiddTe 3 S 3 4 5 i;_
TE CODED:
i COUED BY:
Month Day Year 7 g
DOCKET ] J 19 AGE
SECUIITY NUMEER 37" 48 Key: 0 No use
20 SEX 1 Infrequent use
2 Former regular use -
- 1 Male no current use
Menth Day Year 2 Famile 3 Former reguler use -
F 49 current use unknown
1 RACE 4 Current regular use
L # Uncodable or other
.
Month Day ]OY“'_” ; iz;:fm:::an (specify)
\ECEIVED 3 Anglo-American ¥ 2 a. Alcohol
JGRAM 4 American Indian
5 Asiatic-American
12 13 14 15 16 17 § Other (specify) 64
I OF ASSIGNMENT TO THIS PROGRAM 22 NUMBER OF ALIASES b. Marijuana, hashish !
|unteer (Identity Falsification Only) I-—J
1adjudicated assignment 18 0-9 or more 5 €5
recify
atenced by criminal court 23 MILITARY EXPERIENCE c. Amphetamines, barbiturates,
atenced by non-criminal court tranquilizers, etc.
role Board 0 No
;k "?1“59 Board 1 Yes, honorable discharge 52 66
era 2 Yes, dishonorable discharge gy
“odable or Other 3 Yes, other type of dischagge d. Hallucinogens
4 Yes, t f discharge unknown
[ STATUS IM4EDIATELY PRIOR S it e 1 | ]
SIGNYENT TO THIS PROGRAM 3]
P 24 MARITAL STATUS AT TIME OF
aiting trial - Releesed on 19 ASSIGNYENT T0 THIS PROGRAM e. Hard narcotics (heroin,
recognizance = morphine, cocaine, etc.)
aiting trial - Released on bon 1 Single (n married S——
aiting trial - Released to 2 Ma:?»iid( e Fiad: 53 68
etrial Relezse Project o e ted
aiting trial - Relessed to % Diooreed 38 EMPLOYMENT AT TIME OF ASSIGNVENT =
etrizl Services Project £ Widowed T0 THIS PROGRAM
aiting trial - Detained in jail 6 Common-Law Marriage . :
i1 - Serving sentence 7 Homosexual Al iance 0 Unemployed/1eid off 69
ntal fnstitution P Uncodzhle or other (specify) 1 Employed full-time
dical facility 2 tmployed part-time
rrectional program 25 NUMBER OF LEGAL DEPENDENTS ) 3 Unemployable due to hendicap
codable or other (excluding self) P Uncodeble cr other (spec‘:fys
OUS ASSIGNHMENT PROGRAM T 35 WEEKLY INCOME (in dollars)
(specify)
26 NUMBER OF LEGAL DEPENDENTS NOT R
20 21 22 SUPPORTED FINANCIALLY BY CLIENT 70 7 72
incipal or regular s rt
NCING OFFENSE primcigel o velér Spport] = 36 OCCUPATIONAL LEVEL AT TIME OF
offense 1ist) ENTRY INTO THE PROGRAM
27 LIVING ARRANGEMENTS
0 None 73
1 Living alone ) 12 lSJnslfﬂllj!]i] i
23 25 26 27 28 - 28 30 3 2 Living with spouse (and children emi-< €
i 3 Living with child(ren) o8 3 Skilled (Trades)
H OF SENTENCE 4 Living with parent(s) 4 Clerical
5 Living with friend(s) 5 Sales
- 998 Morths P Other (specify) 6 Menager
+ Life 32 33 3 2 4 Propne?or :
- Indefinite ASSISTANCE AT TIME 8 Professiona :
; %8 JSSIGHAENT T0 THIS PROGRAY # Uncodabla or-other {spacify)
R OF PRIOR ASSIGNMENTS
IS PROGRAM 0 None 57 37 PRIMARY INCOME SOURCE
or mere 1 Self only
35 2 Dependents only 0 None
AT FIRST ARREST 3 Self and dependents 1 Own employment 74
4 Dependent upen recipient 2 Spouse's employment
of public assistance 3 Family
4 Compensation, benefit, or retirement
36 37 29 COUNTY OF RESIDENCE g 'l,nht;ritance or investments
ublic essistance
ER OF PRIOR ARRESTS 7 Criminal activity
8 59 8 Other individual
or more P Other (specify)
2B e e e 38 YEARS OF FORMAL SCHOOLING COMPLETED
WAS COMMITTED A
ER OF JUVENILE COMMITMENTS
or more AR i
39 31 ARE DRUGS OR ALCOHOL CONKECTED
WITH THIS CASE? 39 STUDENT STATUS AT TIME OF
£R OF PRIOR ASSIGNMENT TO THIS PROGRAM
T CONVICTIONS 0 No connection ]
1 Yes, defendant had been using drugs 0 Not a student 7
or more 20 or alcohol at time of offense 1 Full-tine student
5 2 Yes, related criminal charge 2 Pert-time student
ER OF PRIOR ADULT 3 Yes, offense committed to obtain
UK SENTENCES money for drugs or alcohol 40 DIPLOMAS AND DEGREES
4 Yes, other (specify) 2
or more 4 £ Not possible to detemmine 0 Kone 5 BA/BS
: 1 High School 6 MA/MS 78
IER OF PRIOR ADULT 32 TYPE OF DRUG CONNECTED WITH Equivalency(GED) 7 PH.D/M.D. /0.0,
TERMS CURRENT CASE 2 High school € Post-Doctoral
3 Special Trade P Other (specify)
or more 42 0 Does not apply 73 4 Associate of Arts ot
1 Alcohol
IER OF PRIOR PROBATION 2 Marijuana, heshish, etc.
15 3 Amphetamines, barbiturates,
tranquilizers, etc.
or more 43 4 Hallucinogens
SENTENCE INVESTIGATION 5 Hard narcotics (heroin, merphine, c A
cocaine, etc.) y
« done  Unknown or other (specify) 79 80
.+ {specify) e 44 45 46




JUSTICE RESEARCH

NAME

EVALUATTION CODESHEET

DEFERDANT CHARACTERISTICS - AT TIME OF ARREST

1.D. NUMBER(Leave 8lank)

First
Day

Last
Month

Year

MiddTe

DATE CODED:

Form

102,

i

Y COURT DOCKET
NUMBER

2 SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER

3 DATE OF

ARREST Day

Year

12 13 4 15
4 STATUS AT TIME OF ARREST

00
01

In no ccrrectional program
Awaiting trial--released on
recognizance

Aweiting trial--released under
volunteer supervision

Awaiting trial--released to
Pretrizl Relesse Project
Awaiting Trial--released to
Pretrial Services Froject
Awaiting Triel-~released on bond
Awaiting trial--assigned to
residential corrections

Wanted for non-adjudicated offense

02
03
‘04

05
06
07
08

Serving sentence in minimum security

program {i.e., residential corrections)

09 Serving jeil sentence (specify jail)

Serving prison sentence (specify prison)

grobation (state)
On grobatien (local)

parcle (state)
parcle (local)
work-release (state
work-release (local
Other (specify)

v

5 NUMBER OF PRIOR RELEASES THROUGH
PRETRIAL RELEASE PROJECT

6 NUMBER OF PRIOR ASSIGNMENTS TO
PRETRIAL SERVICES PROJECT

2

20

21

7 ARREST ALLEGATION(S)
(see offence list)

22

2

25 26 27 28

8 AGE AT FIRST ARREST

3 NUMBER OF PRIOR ARRESTS
0 - 9 or more
10 NUMBER OF JUVENILE COMMITMENTS

0 - 9 or more

11 NUMBER OF PRIOR |
ADULT CONVICTIONS

0 - 9 or more

12 NUMEER CF PRIOR ADULT
PRISON SENTENCES

0 -9 or mcre

13 NUMBER OF PRIOR ADULT
JAIL TERMS

0 - 9 or mre

14 NUMBER OF PRIOR PROBATION
TERMS

0 - 9 or more

15 AGE

29

31 32

2

33

34

35

2

37

38

an

17

20

=

22

23

&

25

o

~

s W -

6Ty
1 vale
2 female

RACE

Spenish-American
hegre-American
Angio-Arerican
Americen Indian
Asiatic-American
Other {specify)

DU B P

RUMEER OF ALIASES
(ldentity Felsification Only)

0 - 9cr more

MILITARY EXPERIERCE

honorable discharge
dishonorable discharge
other type of discharge
type of discharge unknown
active

B wWN—-O
<
o
n

PRESENT MARITAL STATUS

Single (rever married)
Married

Separated

Diverced

widowed

Common-Law Marriage
Homosexual Alliance
Uncodable or cther {specify)

B N0V B N

NUMBER OF LEGAL DEPENDENTS
{excluding self)

NUMEER OF LEGAL DEPENDENTS NOT
SUFPORTED FINANCIALLY BY CLIENT
(principal or regular support)

LIVING ARRANGEMENTS

Living 2lone
Living with spouse (and children)
Living with child(rea)
Living with parent(s)
Living with friend(s)
Other (specify)

WL SN -

4

42

43

44

45

46

a7

COUNTY OF RESIDENCE

48

CCUNTY IN WHICH CRIME
WAS COMMITTED

ARE DRUGS OR AL JHOL CONNECTED
WITH THIS CASE?

0 No connection
Yes, defendant had been using drugs
or alcohol at time of offense

Yes, related criminal charge

Yes, offense comnitted to obtain
money for drugs or 2lcohol

Yes, other (specify)

—

49

50

51

52

= s w N

Not possible to detemine

TYPE OF DRUG CONNECTED
WITH CURRENT CASE

0 Does not apply

Alcohol

Merijuana, hashish, etc.
knphetamines, barbiturates,
tranquilizers, etc.

Hallucinogens

Hard narcotic. (heroin, morphine,
cocaine, etc.!

Unknown or ot er (specify)

54

282

28b

29

30

3

32

33

34

35

DOES OLFENDANT HAVE A HISTORY
OF ILLEGAL OR EXCESSIVE DRUG
OR ALCOHOL USE?

1 No known histcry
2 Yes

TYPE(S) OF DRUG(S)

Does not apply

Alcohol

Marijuana, hashish

Amphetamines, barbiturates,
tranquilizers, etc.

Hallucinogens

Herd narcctics (hercin, morphine,
cocaine, etc.)

$ Unknown or other (specify)

W —O

(SN

EMPLOYMENT STATUS

0 Unemployed/laid off

1 Employed full-time

2 Employed part-time

3 Unemployable due to hendica
# Uncodable or cther- (specify

i

55

56

WEEKLY INCOME (in doiiars)

USUAL OCCUPATION LEVEL

None

Ungkilled

Semi-skilled

skilled {Trades)

Clerical

Sales

Manager

Proprietor

Professional

Uncodeble or other [specify)

WRONON B O

PRIMARY [NCOME SOURCE

None

Own employment
Spouse's employment

Family Ee

Compensation, benefit, or retirement
Inheritance or investments

Public 2ssistance

Criminal activity

Other individual

Other (specify)

WMmONOVHEWN ~O

59

PUBLIC ASSISTANCE

None

Self only

Dependents only

Self and dependents
Dependent upon recipient
of public assistance

BWNN—-O

€2

63

YEARS OF FORMAL SCHOOLING COMPLETED

STUDERT STATUS
0 Not a student

1 Full-time student
2 Part-time student

DIPLOMAS AND DEGREES

BA/ES

VA/MS
PH.D/M.D./J.D.

Post-Doctoral
Other (specify

0 Kone

1 High Schael
Equivalency (GED)
tigh School
Special Trade
Associete of Arts

mo o

Hwr

64

)

65

66

67

79




NUMBER (Zecve Biank) T

1 2 3 4

TATUS AT TIME OF INTERVIEW

Interviewed prior to arraignment
Released on own recognizance
Released on bond
Released to juvenile authorities
Detained at medical or psychiatric
facility
CspERitgs = Ll R
Detained In Jail
NITIAL PRETRIAL TNTERVIEW DATE

Month Day

Year

R0JECT INTERVIEWER

12

13

specify)

JMBER OF PROJECT POINTS
“TER INTERVIEW

JMBER OF PROJECT POINTS
“TER VERIFICATION

3 Not verified

ZCOMMENDATION BY COURT
IRVICES PROJECT

Release to Pretrial Release Project

Release to Pretrial Services Project

Release not recormended - case referred for
Pretrial Services Project consideration

No recommendation

{ASON FOR NO RELEASE RECOMMENDATION
JR PE_TRIAL RELEASE PROJECT

Does not apply

Defendant does not qualify -
not encugh points

Defendant does not qualify -
enough points but poor risk
Other charge pending
Defendant posted bond prior
to recommendation

On hold for other agency

(specify)

Guilty plea at arraignment
Other

(specify)

LETRIAL SERVICES PROJECT LNTERVIEN DATE
Mont! Day

16

17

18

Ye

20

21

22

23 24 25 26

27

28

ETRIAL SERVICES PROJECT INTERVIEWER

pecify)

SASON NOT INTERVIEWED BY £
RETRIAL SERVICES PROJECT

Does not apply - defendant interviewed
Decision based on initial interview
Released under volunteer supervision
Released to Pretrial Release Project
Released on bond pricr to interview
Cherged with traffic or misdemeanor
offense

On hold for other agency

(specify)
Defendant a poor risk

(specify) ;
Refused to be interviewed
Other

(specify)

30

=31

32

a7

48

49

50

ol

Y

53

54

55

56

57

58

RECOMMINDATION FOR RELEASE TO
PRETRIAL SERVICES PROJECT

1 Release recommended
2 Release not reconmended

REASON FOR NO RELEASE RECOMMENDATION
FOR PRETRIAL SERVICES PROJECT

Does not apply--release recommended
Evaluated as a poor risk

Peleased on bond prior to recommendation
Refused to participate

§ for other agency

On hold

HWN—~O

(specify)
5 Nature of offense

(specify)

¢ Other (specify)

COURT ACTION ON PRETRIAL RELEASE RECOMMENDATION

0 Does not apply--no recommendation

1 Released to pretrial Release Project

2 Released to Pretrial Services Project

3 Not released--Project recommendation
not followed

IF INITIALLY REJECTED BY BOTH PROJECTS BUT LATER
ACCEPTED, INDICATE DATE OF ACCEPTANCE

Menth Y

34

Ye

35

A65-0 BT 38 39
ASSIGNED PRETRIAL RELEASE PROJECT NUMBER

ASSIGNED PRETRIAL SERVICES PROJECT NUMBER

NAME OF COURT

(specify)

DATE OF RELEASE
Month Day

40

41

Year

42 43 44 45

46

47

PRESIDING JUDGE

(specify)

48
AMOUNT OF BAIL SET BY COURT

43

50

(in dollars)

2] 52 93
DISPOSITION

Charge dropped or dismissed
Guilty plea at arraignment

Held over for preliminary hearing
Waived to Grand Jury

Waived to County Attorney
Prosecution deferred

DO PWN —

PRETRIAL STATUS

Released on own recognizance

Réfeased under volunteer supervision

Released to Pretrial Release Project
~Released to Pretrial Services Project

Released on bond

Released to Pretrial Services and bond

Not released--detained in jail

Not released--referred to other facility

ONO N EH WA —~

(specify)

54

55

56

57

79

80




NAME

w

n

12

1.0. RWBER
[ast First RiddTe (Assigned By Evaluation Unit)
< k] 4 3 5 & 13
Mon th Da Year CODED BY:
DATE CODED:
9 i0 1
COURT DOCKET 14 AMOUNT OF TIME ON LONGEST-HELD PROVIDED TO CLIENT
NUMER JO8 WHILE A CLIENT OF PROGRAM 26 SERVICES 0
(number of weeks) KEY:
@® § &
SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER 00 Mone 08 Peychalogical/
01 Employment ?sychiatric
15 TOTAL TAXABLE IMCOME 02 tducation 09 Druss
WHILE A PROGRAM CLIERT 03 Yocational 10 Alcohol
04 Transportation N Kedical
DATE OF 81 82 530 BA 05 Lodging 12 Legal
BIRTH 06 Financial 13 Religlous
16 NUMBER OF INFRACTIONS OF 07 Family 19 Other
) W 15 6 1 RULES FOR WHICH THE Hosber
CLIENT WAS DISCIPLINED Mater  Provided
DATE OF 55 of By Gutside
ARREST Type of Service (Specify Service and by Whom Provided)  Servicss Resources
1 B ~%0 21 37 23 17 NUMSBER OF TIMES PLACLD IN
A
RREST Al TION
ARREST ALLEGATION(S) g - . =
most sericus next most serious least serigus
18 NUMBER OF DAYS SPENT IX
JAIL
2 BY a8 i ad -
25 26 27 28 29 30 31 2 m 2 5 14
PRE-TRIAL RELEASE STATUS 19 HAVE THERE BEEN KMOWN [HSTANCES
OF ILLEGAL DRUG USE DURING PERIOD
1 felegsed on recognizance (or own bond) OF ASSIGNMENT?
2 Relsased to volunteer supervision JF (4
3 Relpased to Pre-trial Release Project 0 MNo
© " “rased to Pre-trial Services Project 1 Yes 15 16 17 13
5 Relcased on bail
§ Mot relessed - detained in jail 20 HAYE THERE BEEN KNOWK INSTANCES
7 MNot releasad - referred to OF EXCESSIVE ALCCHOL USE DURING
other facility (specify) PERIOD OF ASSIGNMENT?
# Uncodable or other (specify) T
0 & 19 20 21 2
PROGRAM ASSIGNED TO 1 Yes
(specify)
21 DIPLOMAS AND DEGREES OBTAINED
34 35 kL WHILE A CLIENT OF THIS PROGRAM
TYPES OF ACTIVITICS OR CRGANIZATION 0 None 62 23 24 25 26
INVOLYEMENT WHILE A PROGRAM CLIENT 1 High School Equivalency (GED)
2 MHigh School
1 Social 37 3 Special Trade
2 Athletic [ 4 Associate
3 Musical 5 Bachelor
4 Religious 6 Master . ( ) 27 28 29 30
5 Political T P Uncodable or other (specify
6 Professional 27 PROGRAM OUTCOME
7 Self-fmprovement 22 WERE NEW OFFENSES ALLEGED DURILG Particinated in total -
§ Sovecs THE PRETRIAL PERICD? 3 Paceicimstes in prerons bt e
9 Uncodable or other (specify) e fites tois tirittes .
0 o A 1 ommendat |
MPEER OF SCHEDULED COUNSELOR-CLIENT 1 ¥as 63 2 :::::::: :: J.:\:1 gﬁcng::‘: Lecmmuantion
COMTACTS WHICH CLIENT FAILED TO KEEP 5 lie'urntd %5 3.” ok ita abscondieg
23 DATE OF FIRST NEW Ret il to technicalit
L OFFENSE ALLEGATION A ¢l et e Sl
NUMBER OF SCHEDULLD OUTSIDE SERVICE 7 Absconded
CONMTACTS WHICH CLIENT FAILED TO KEEP 64 66 67 68 &3 # Uncodable or other (spacify)
24 MOST SERIQUS NEW DATE OF TERMINATION Mot Day Yoar
A SRS OFFENSE ALLEGEVD = TN PROGRAM
MUMBER OF MEW OUTSIDE JOBS OBTAINED
WHILE A CLIENT OF PROGRAM WY 70 7 72 37 EE) k7] 2% £ 37
5 ¢ 0?',?"5[5 ALLEGED treicny) {natgobts ; t:Sedeneamar) 29 PRE-SONTENCE INVESTIGATION FREPARED BY
MMEER OF NEW CUTSIDE JOBS OBTAINED (spectfy)
THRCUGH CLIENT'S OWN EFFORTS 8 EE] 4
3 | (000 - Hone)
46 2 ’i 4 75
. D. MUMBER
HUMBER OF NEW JOB ASSIGMMENTS
WITHIN THE PROGRAM ‘ B &
47
79 8 } 2 1 4 5 5



|S DEFENDAKT FAIL TO APPEAR

* SCHEDULED COURT DATE?

sr court arraignment
liminary hearing
al--misdemeanor -

ffic court

trict court arraignment
al-indictable offense
tencing

ndable or other {specify)

f TIRST FAILURE TO APPEAR

IE DEFENDANT RECEIVE ANY
IION CHAKGES?

lure to appear
itual criminal
itempt of court

i€ DEFENDART CONVICTED
APANION CHARGES?

ilure to appear
bitual criminal
ntempt of court

DANT REPRESENTATION AT TIME

NAL ADJUDICATION

if
ivately-retained (specify)

urt-eppointed counsel (specify)
blic defender/offender advocate

ivate organization (specify)

icodable or other (specify)

. DATE OF LAST COURT ADJUDICATION

. NUMBER

Month

Year

41

42

43

Mo

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

53 54

55

B

Most
Serious

Conviction

78

80

1

Next Most
Serious
Convictio

2

n

4 5

Least
Serious
Lonvicti

ICTING OFFENSE(S)

ER OF COUNTS

w. n

13

15

INAL ALLEGATION

19
ER OF COUNTS

ADJUDICATED

wone

uilty plea
judge's finding
ury verdict
Yismisced

fgnaored

fond Torfeiture

¥ contest
Incodable or other

[specify)

20

1L DID FIKAL
JDICATIOR OCCUR?

freffic court
-ower court
district court
Jther
(specify)

21

3

220 23

24

29

32

35

25 26

27

33

a2

43

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

83

54

SENTENCE FOR MOST SERIOQUS CONVICTION

Month _Day

Year

DATE OF SENTENCE

37 38 39

41

JUDGE

P TRAT DOORBAK
IGTMAL PEOGRAM

o ¢ BY COURT

LENGTH OF SENIENCE SPECIFIED
BY COURT (DAYS)

0 - 9997 9397 - Life
9998 - incefinite

WAS THIS SENTENCE SUSPENDED
OR DEFERRED?

0 Ko
1 Yes, suspended
2 Yes, deferred

PROGRAM CLIENT
ACTUALLY SENT TO

54

LENGTH OF SENTENCE SPECIFIED
BY COURT (DAYS)

0 - 9997 9999 - Life
9938 - Indefinite

CORDITION

No condition specified
Drug treatment

Alcohio]l treatment
Psychological treatment
Medical treatment
Correctional program
Other (specify)

BUEBWN—-CO

€2

61

Program Code
(specify)

62

63

64

LENGTH OF TREATMENT PERIOD
SPECIFIED AS CONDITION
{number of months)

001 - 998 months &5

999 - Indefinite

66

67

AMOUNT OF FINE (in dollars)

A3

VAl

AMOUNT OF RESTITUTION (in dollars)

0000 - None

9999 - Amunt Unknown

72 73

. WAS A CHOICE OF SENTENCES
OFFERED TO DEFENDANT?

0 Ko
1 Yes

RELEASE STATUS OF CLIENT BETREEN
ADJUDICATION AND SENTENCING

Sentenced at time of adjudication
Reledsed on recognizance (or own bond)
Released to volunteer supervision
Released to Pretrial Release Project
Released to Pretrial Services Project
Released on bail

Rot released - detained in jail

Not released - returned to

other facility (specify)

P Uncodable or other (specify)

NOOVLAsWN~O

74

75

78

77

78

80



JUSTICE RESEARCH

FORM. 50274

Neme : S Tr P r e
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CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS:
NON-SEX CRIMES

Felon

TIT Assault While Mesked

112 Asseult With Intent to
Inflict Great Bodily Ham

113 Assevlt With intent to Murder

114 Assauit With Intent to
Cormit Other Felonies

115 Kitnepping

16 ) Q43

116 Malic Tareats
117 Ma g X
118 Mayhem (Maiwing)

119 Murder - ist Degree

121 Hurder - 2nd [Cegree ’

122 Robbery With fggravation

123 Robiery Without Aggravation

129 Other Non-Sex Felony Offenses
Against Persans

Indictebie Micdemeanor
ny hon-Sex indictable
Misdeneanor Offense
Against a Person

Simple Misdemeanor or Local

Ordinance Viclation

Tol Risault

162 Pssault & Battery (A & B)

163 Pointing Gun 2t Another

169 Cther Non-Sex Simple
Misdemeanor Offenses
Against Persons

CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS:
SEXCRIMES. e

Felun

21T Ksseult With Intent to
Rape

212 Rape

213 Seductien

219 Other Sex-Related Felonies

Indictable Misdemeanor
Fny Sex-Related Incictable
Misdeneanor

Simple Misdemeeror or

Local Ordinance Violation

789 Eny Sex-Relzted Simple
Misdem2anor

CRIMES AGAINST PLELIC HEALTH
SAE. SSEEN.

Felon

k1] Earrying Concezled Weapon (CCW)

312 Delivery or Possession With
Intent to Deliver Schedule
1, 11, or III Substances

313 Orugs, A)1 Other Felonies

314 Going Armed With Intent

315 Possession of Burglary Tools

316 Riotous Conduct - Injury to
Fersons or Property

319 Other Felony Offenses Against
Puhlic Health, Peace, & Safety

Indictabie Misdemeanor
eiivery or rossession With
Intent to Deliver Schedule
IV or V Substances
342 Nufsence (Erecting or Maintaining)
343 Possession of Controlled Substences
344 FRecord-Keeping Violetions by
Regictered Manufacturers or
Cistributors
345 Seliing Beer to Minor
346 Vagrancy
349 OQther Indictable Kisdemeanor
Of fenses Against Public
Health, Peace, & Safety

Simple Misdemeanor or Local

Ordinance Viglation

36V Toncuming Beer on Public
Street or Highway

362 Disturbing Peace &nd
Quiet (DPQ)

363 1llegal Entry Into Tavern

364 11legal Possession of Beer
or Liquor

365 Intoxication

366 Operating Disorderly House

367 Resorting to Disorderly House

368 Rictous Conduct - Disturbing Others

369 Simuiated Intoxication

371 Unlewful Assembly

372 Zoning Offenses {County
Zonirg Commissicn)

379 Other Simple Misdemeanor
Offenses Rgainst Public
Health, Peace, & Safety

.

E.

F.

- 1075 (OO

CRIMES AGAINST PUBLIC JUSTICE
& AUDORITY

Fe!c.ng.
T Bribery of Public Officials
412 EBribery, Other Felony Cf fenses

413 Compounding 2 Felony Punishable
By Life Impriconment

414 Escepe

415 Interfering With Administration

of Justi
416 Parnle Vi an
517
418 rjury
416 Other Felory Of€enses Against

Public Justice & Authority

Indictable Misdemeencr
Bribery, Other Indictable
Misdemeanor (ffenses

442 Compounding Any Lesser Felony

443 Contempt of Court

244 Extortion

445 Impersonating an Officer

446 Misconduct in Fublic Office

447 Resisting Execution of Due
Process

443 Other Indicteble Misdemeanor
Offenses Against Public
Justice & Authority

Simple Misdemeancr or Local

Ordinance Violation

46\ Desecration of Flag

462 False Reports cor Alarms

463 Resisting Arrest

463 Other Simple Misdemeanor
Offenses Aoainst Public
Justice & Autherity

CRIMES AGAINST PLBLIC MORALS

Felony
ortion
512 Adultery
513 Bigamy
514 Enticing Females Into
Prostitution
515 Incest
516 Keeping House of I11 Fame
517 Solicitation For Prostitution
518 Other Prostitution Offenses
519 Sodomy
529 Other Felony Offenses Against
Public Morals

Indictable Misdemeanor
chabitation

542 1iIndecent Exposure

543 Keeping Gambling House

544 Leasing House Knowingly Used
For 111 Fame

545 Lewdness

546 Presentation of Immoral Plays,
Exhibitions, and Entertainment

547 Selling Obscene Literature

849 Other Indictable Misdemeanor
Offenses Against Public Morals

Simple Misdemeanor or Local

Ordinance Viclatien

561 Garmbling (Gamirg or Betting)

562 Profanity

569 Other Simple Misdemeanor
Offenses Against Public Morals

CRIMES INVOLVING MCTOR
YEHIQLE OFFENSES

Felon
(3 igperating Motor Vehicle
While Under Influence -

Subsequent Of fenses
€12 Operating Mctor Vehicle
Without Owner's Consent
619 Other Felonies Involving
Motor Vehicle (ffenses

Indicteble Misdenecnor

BT Failure to Render Assistance
to Injured

642 Operating Motor Vehicle While
Under Influence (1st Offense)

649 Other Irdictable Misdemeanors
Involving Motor Vehicle Offenses

Simple Misdemeanor or Local

Ordinance Violation

667 Drag Recing

£62 Driving While License Revcked
or Suspended

663 Failure to Leave Name &
Address at Scene of Accident

664 Reckless Driving

669 QOther Simple Misdemeariors
Involving Moter Vehicle
Offenses

G,

H.

1.

CRIMES AGAINST PROPERTY

Felony
711 Frson
712 Grezking & Entering Cffenses (B & E)
713 Burglary With Aggravation
714 Burglary Without Aggravation
715 Embezzlement of Secured Interest
In Collateral Over $20
716 Embezzlement, A1l Cther
Cffenses

ecks Over S0

alse Pretenses

719 forgery

721 Larceny Over $20

722 Lerceny in Daytime Over $20

723 Larceny in Nighttinz Over $20

728 Larceny of Motor Vehicle

725 Lerceny From Parking Meter

726 Larceny From Person

727 Otner Larcenies

728 Mzlicicus Damage to Buildings

723 Other Malicious Mischief

731 Receiving & Concealing Stolen
Property Over $20

732 Shopiitting Over $20

733 Uttering a Forged Instrument

739 QOther Felony Offenses Against
Property

Indictable Misdemeanor
raud or Lheat
Larceny in Daytime Under $20
783 Larceny in Nighttime Under $20
744 Other Larcenies
745 Other Malicious Mischief
746 Trespass (Criminal); Demage
Over $100
749 Other Indicteble Misdemeeznor
Offenses Acainst Property

Simple Misdemeanor or Lecal

Ordinence Violation

761 Defrauding an Innkeeper

762 Embezzlement of Secured
‘Interest in Collateral
Under $20

763 False Drawing and Uttering
cf Checks Under $20

764 Larceny Under $20

765 Other Larcenies

766 COther Malicious Mischief

767 Receiving & Concezling
Stolen Property Under $20

768 Shoplifting Under $20

769 Trespass (Criminal); Damage
Under $100

779 Other Simple Misdemeencr
Offenses Ageinst Property

CRIMES AGAINST CHILDREN
Felon,
andonment of Child
812 Child Stealing
813 Lescivious Acts with Child
814 Statutory Rape
819 Other Felony Cffenses
Against Children

Indictable Misdemeanor

BA1 Tontributing to Uelinquency
of Minor

849 Otner Indicteble Misdemeanor
Offenses Against Chirdren

Simple Misdemeanor or Local

Ordinance Violation

BET Neglect of Children (Wenton)

869 Other Simple Misdemeaznor Offenses
Against Children

HISCELLANEOUS OFFFNSES

felon,

m—%bnsp‘lracy

912 Counterfeiting

913 Desertion of Wife .

919 Other Miscellanecus Felony
Offenses

Indictable Misdemeanor
ite
843 Other Miscellanecus
Indictable Misdemeanor Offenses

Simple Misdemeaznor or Local

Ordinance Viglation

SE1 Tonsumer Frauds

962 Unlewful Use of Driver's
License

969 Other Miscellaneous Simple
Misdemeancr Offenses

998 Probation Revocation
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