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La Crosse County Jail Reoort: 1985 Confinements is a publ'ication of the Wisconsin Statistical 
Analysis Center, a program of the Wisconsin Council on Criminal Justice. The Statistical 
Analysis Center is funded by the State of Wisconsin and the U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau 
of Justice Statistics. 

The Wisconsin Statistical Analysis Center collects, analyzes and disseminates criminal justice 
data in Wisconsin. The Center currently operates two major programs. 1) The Uniform Crime 
Reporting Program entails the collection and analysis of crime and arrest data throughout the 
State. 2) The Jail Information System, of which this publication is a part, collects and analyzes 
data from various counties in Wisconsin. Those participating in this System determine the 
content and frequency of reports provided. Reports are issued at toe request of individual 
Sheriff's Departments. 

In addition to operating these two systems, the Center also provides technical assistance to local 
criminal justice agencies. Further, it provides state and local government agencies with access 
to Feelera.l resources in criminal justice statistical information. The Statistical Analysis Center 
also promotes the coordination and development of criminal justice statistical systems in 
Wisconsin. 

Wisconsin Statistical Analysis Center 
30 West l"1ifflin St., Suite 1000 

Medison, Wisconsin 53702 
(608) 266-3323 
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A INTROOUCTtON/METHOOQlOOV 

This report studies vwlous aspects of the 2.210 conn ...... ts at the La eros. 
County Jan during calendar year 1985. Thesecoofinements tncludeal12 r '87l11tJts 
held end the 23 juveniles held for motor vehic1e-rel8ted charges or waived into crjmill61 coort. 
This report is divir.B1 into five major sections: 

1. ~ent Infrrm6tit:YI - inclooing arresting ~, monthldfty lhour of mission, 
length of stay, Averfqj Daily Population (AOP) , and "peek­
popul8tioos. 

2. Inm8teProfile -includil)Jganrer, Ma!,.md~s). 

3. Huber Inmates -a comparison of inmates serving 8 senteoa1 and those 00 Huber 
status. 

4. 'lOlJ{l-Term "lnm8tes -analysis of those persons confined for more than three d6ys. 

5. HistoriCfJI CDmp8f'isons -comparison of 1982 to 1985 confinement trends along with 
historical data on admissions from 1975 th~ 1985. 

The oota in this report are based upon Information submitted by the La Crosse County Sheriffs 
Department to the Wisconsin Statistical Analysis Center (SAC). Individual forms were 
submitted for ea:.:h jail mission and were then entered into a computerized dBtab8se. While 
the report is based largely on information concerning Inmates confined during 1985. some 
individuals were either mated during 1984 (43) or released during 1986 (38). However, 
unless otherwise noted, all the data presented are based 00 the 2,210 confinements during 
1985. 

B. MANAaEMENT INFORMATION 

Graph 1 Identifies the arresting ~ for those Inmates confined at the La Crosse OJUnty Jail 
during 1985. 

Graph 1: Arresting Agency 
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The various proportions are quite simi1ar to those of 1984, althot.ql the percent~ referred 
frool court has increesOO somewhat. 

Since a 18f1J! proportion of limited jail resources are used in the various activities neOO:Jd to 
complete ajal18dmisslon, the next ffNI (raphs ldentlfy temperal patterns in jan mlssions­
I.e., month, day end hour of mission. This information may assist the Sheriffs Department 
in the most efficient allocation of its personnel and other resources. 

Graph 2 presents monthly patterns in 1985 jail missions.' 
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Admissions were quite consistent during the year except for a decl1ne during the latter three 
months of the year. 

Patterns in the day of admission are presented in Graph 3.' 

Graph 3: Day of Admissions 
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The hi~ volume of Monday missions is U!(ely due to the ht~ number of court ref~r81s 00 

that day. 

Graph 4 portrtfY'S the hour of mission with the individual hours a:mbined into consecutive 
three-hour periros for ease of ooa1ysis (e.g., period 1 ~ls mimj\tlt to :5 am., period 2 
equals 3 a.m. to 6 am. , and so on).2 

Number of 
Admissions 

2 

Graph 4: Hour of Admission 
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Admission patterns closely resemble those of previousyeers. 

Corresponding figures for the hour of release are shown in Graph 5.3 

Gr5ph 5: Hour of Release 
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M was true in 1984, releases are heavily concentrated in the late morning and ear 1y 
afternoon. 

The amount of time ser',,'6d by Inmates directly affects the financial end personnel resources of 
8 loca) jol1. Inf€X'motton presented in TPhle 1 md er~h 6 tndlC8te that neM'1y tn-thirds 
of III tn_ales reaalned in jail jess than three days. 

IableJ: JjmeSeryed 

DavsServed Number Percent 
less than 1 954 43.2 
1 372 16.8 
2 133 6.0 
3 78 3.5 
<4 - 10 308 B.9 
11 - 20 103 4.7 
21 - 50 128 5.8 
OVer 50 ill §.l 

TOTAl 2210 100.0 

AverfqJ (Mean) Time Served = 10.8 0ays4 
Medlan Time Served = 1 Day 

Over 50 
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Graph 6: Days Served in Jail 
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The 8YSf'aga time served figure of 10.8 days is somewhat less than the 1903 fNer. of 12.3 
0Jys. 

4 Based upon an analysis of La Crosse County (i)ta, those inmates serving less than one day 
were assigned an average stay of 3.74 00ys 
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Table 2 presents several characteristics of inmates held on the five "peek days" ruring 1985 
and averages these fi~res for the five mtes. The various catelp'ies presented may be useful 
in i€lmtifying sections oftha jail (e.g., maximum security) which mffY suffer from periodic 
overcrowdillJ. 

Table 2: Peek Day Inmate Char~teristics 

~ 
Character ist ic 3/11 9/18 9/19 9/i7 9128 Average 

Total Inmates Held 75 79 80 83 99 83.2 

¥/Sex 
Adult Male 70 71 71 10 90 74.4 
Adult Female 4 6 7 I 1 1 7 
Juvenile Male 1 2 2 2 2 1.8 

Lonq-Term 
Confinementsli 21 28 28 28 25 26 

Reason Held 
Serving Sentence 44 50 50 48 36 45.6 
Turned over To other 13 16 16 16 17 15.6 
Making Bond 12 7 9 10 34 14.4 
All other 6 6 5 9 12 7.6 

The Average Daily Population (ADP) for the enUre year wos 58.5 inmates. a 
figure SOIIewhat lower than the 1984 ADP of 60.2 in.ates. 

The preceding section on man~ent-related information could be summarized in terms of an 
"aver~ confinement" at the La Crosse County Jail during 1985. This -oYer age 
confinement.. wus likely air have been arrested by the La Crosse Police 
Department, admitted on 8 Monday in the late morning or evening, and released 
ot mid-day after having spent two days or Jess In the jail. 

C. INMATE PROFILE 

certain remographlc ch6racterlstics of inmates such as ¥ or genOOr may affect the staffing 
and spf£e limitations of lcx:al correctional faciliUes. er~hs 7 throuc;#l 9 characterize the 
1985 confinements to the La Crosse QxJnty Jail in terms of gender , rtD! and ~. 

5 "long-term" confinements incite those held thirty d6ys or more. 
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Graph 7: Gender of Admissiosn 
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Graph 9: Age of Confinements 
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Patterns in all three inmate characteristics are vary similar to those during 1984. 

Graphs 10, 11 and 12 present information on the physical condition, occupation and marital 
status of 1985 confinements at the ~a CrClS'38 County Jail. 

Graph 10: Physical Condition 
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Graph 11: Occupation 
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Graph 12: Marital Status 
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The composite description of 1985 confinements emerging from these graphs 
is that of an unmarried "hUe male in his mid or late twenties, in good 
physical condition and with on unskfl1ed manual job. This description is very 
similar to that of previo'ls years. 

Information in Table 3 summarizes a series of inmate characteristics on the basis of positive 
or negative responses to a series of questions. 
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lab Ie 3: Selreted Inmate CflaoWrtsUcs 

~ .ti! 
Item Number Percent Number pergmt 

Huber stotus? 304 14.' 1855 85.9 
Work Releese? 80 3.7 2056 96.3 
Employed? 1151 53.4 1004 ~ 46.6 
DepenlDlts? 147 37.7 1235 62.3 
VBter8fl? 549 25.6 1596 74.4 
Hj~ School GrOOuate? 1287 60.2 850 39.8 
OED? 316 20.5 1223 79.5 
Receiving Aid? 405 19.1 1717 80.9 
Prior COOvtcUoos? 1100 51.1 1051 48.9 
On Prob8tioo/Parole? 425 19.8 1725 80.2 

There are 8 few m1nor ~ from last year's fkJJres. First, the proportions of Inmates 
employed end h8v1ng ~ from h~ school ere both somewhat htpr. SecoOO, the 
percentEql of inmates on probation or parole has €Ellned mtrgineJJy. 

Those confined in j8n C8f1 81so be studied fn terms of the relatfve seriousness of their 
charge(s). Graph 13 and Teble -4 delineate the principal and fd:!iUonal (If any) cMrges fscOO 
by those confined in the La Crosse County Jan during 1985.6 

Category of 
Charge 

AJlother 

forgarylFraud 
ProbaUon/Parole 

Violation 
WarrlMll 

Motor Vehicle 

Nlllc Order 

Drug-Related 

Property Index 

Violent Index 

Graph 13: Charge(s) at Admission 
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6 In Table -4 the percent columns refer' to either the percent of an principal ~ or the 
percent of ell adfitional charges. For example, the 379 principel warrant cherges make up 
17.2 percent of 811 principal chIrges whi Ie the 117 Uiitional warrant ~ make up 11.5 
perrent of a11 adfitional charges. 
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Table 4: Charge(s) at MnissiOri 

Principal Mutiooal 
Charoo Number Percent Number Percent 
Violent J nrex 
Murder ( 1 st Degree) 4 0.2 
Attempted Muroor 7 0.3 
Sexual Ass8u It 36 1.6 4 0.4 
Robbery 6 0.3 5 0.5 
Assault/Battery 92 .12 ~ U 

Total - Violent Index 145 6.6 32 3.1 

Property I ndex 
Burglary 43 2.0 12 1.2 
Theft 122 5.6 44 4.3 
Motor Vehicle Theft 17 0.8 9 0.9 
Arson 1 0.0 - -- -

Total - Property InOOx 183 8.3 65 6.4 

Dr~-Re18ted 
Sale/Del fvery 40 1.8 26 2.6 
Possession Marihuana 6 0.3 4 0.4 
Possession other Drugs 23 .LQ n. 2.2 
Total - Drug-Related 69 3.1 52 5.1 

eUbH!.'iOrrer 
Weapons 39 1.8 13 1.3 
Resisting Arrest 39 1.8 92 9.1 
DlsonEr' Iy Coil(mt/ 
Crim inal Dam. 279 12.6 74 7.3 

Total - Public Order 357 16.2 179 17.6 

Motor Vehicle 
OMVWI 41 1.9 7 0.1 
OperMing After 
ReYocat 1m/Suspension 8 0.4 7 0.7 
other Mobr Vehicle ~ 29.9 ill 30.8 

Total - Motor Vehicle 707 32.1 328 32.2 

W!!'ront 379 17.2 117 11.5 

PrOOotlon ytoJatloo 140 6.3 31 3.6 

All Other mfenses 
ffKV!Jf'Y /freud 66 3.0 40 3.9 
Hold 17 0.8 1 0.1 
Sentence Commiiment 16 0.'7 13 1.3 
Poss. Stolen Property 10 0.4 7 0.1 
tal-Support 8 0.8 
Negll{Jrtt ItJm IckE 1 0.0 I 0.1 
Another ill 5.4 ill 13.5 

Total - Other Offenses 229 10.3 207 20.4 

TOTAl- All OfFENSES 2209 100.0 1017 100.0 
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Hlere are several differences in the offense patterns between 198.!J and 1985 confinemenls at 
the La Crosse. County Jail. first, the number of drug-related and OMVWI offenses 
hove both increased. Also, the number of warrant violations has declined. 
final1y, the number of additional offenses has increased during 1985. 

Information in Graphs 14 and 15 detail the custody of release and reason for release for 1985 
confinements. 

5270 

Graph 14: Custody of Release 

Graph 15: Reason Released 
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The various percentages for reason released are virtually identlcal to corresponding flgures 
for 1984 confinements. 
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D. Huber Inmales 

During 1985 there were 497 persotlS confined at the La Crosse County Jan who were serving 
8 ~tence. Approximately sixty percent of these indiyiduals were on Huber status. Table 5 
compm'eS these two fTOOPS on the basis of ~ end length of confinement. 

Ieble 5: Chertclerisiics of Sentenced and Huber inmates 

Item Sentenced Huber 

Number 497 304 

aenmr - Male 455 276 
- Female 42 28 

Days Servat. Mean 28.4 20.1 
Median 8 7 

The Average Datly Population (ADP) of Huber In.ates was 16.1 In ... tes whUe 
the ADP of sentenced in.utes was 27.1 persons. This latter figure lIetes up 
neerly half of the total ADP for 1985 at the llCrosse County Jail thus 
eaaphnsizing the i_partance of this sentenced category. 

Graphs 16 and 17 compare the offense for which these two groups of inmates were charged. 

Graph 16: Offenses- Sentenced Inmales 
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Graph 17: Offenses - Huber Inmates 
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The mesjor differences between the two groups of inmates are as follows: sentenced inmates 
are more llkely to be char{JXI with either a warrant or probatioo violation; Huber inmates are 
more likely to be charged with a motor vehicle offense; and, sentenced inmates are s1i!jttly 
more likely to be charged with an Index or public order offense. 

E. Long-Term Inmates 

Near ly seventy percent of jail confinements were held less ttal four mys. The 671 persons 
confined for fNer three days are refined as "long-term" inmates. Table 6 differentiates long 
and short-term inmates at the La Crosse County Jan on the basis of selected charc£teristics. 

Table 6: Selected Cherfderistics of long Md Short-Term Inm$s 

Item Short-Term Long-Term 
Number 1539 671 

fCllliiga] a.orot 
Motor Vehicle 29.81 37.51 
Public 0rd3r 20.11 6.41 
ProbetkJn VklJ8tioo 2.81 14.11 

Criminal ~ 
Prw Convict ions 43.81 67."11 
On PrOOation/PtroJe 10.41 41.01': 

Reaaoo ImIEmed 
Borv:f 70.51 8.01 
Served Sentln::e 4.21 65.11 
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SeYeral cl..- differences between the two groups can be seen In Table 6. 
fIrst. long-terM InM.tes .. a Mora IIkaly to be chIr .... with • probation 
violation or a MOtor vehicle offense end less Ittely to be char_ with .. publtc 
order off8ft98. Those serving IangItr teras of conn .... t .. a Much More 
likely to have bed previous contact with the crIM'na. Justtce systeM t lIS 
Measured by prior convictions or probation/perola status. Also, longer terM 
In •• tas are Much More likely to be serving 8 .qtence end Jess IIkaly to be 
reI .... 00 bond. 

F. HistoriCfll Comparisons 

A comparison of 1982 to 1985 confinements at the La Crosse County Jan reveals basiC 
similarities in terms of the gender ••• race and occupation of inmates. In terms of charges 
f~ by those confirBi, 1985 inmates were more likely to be ~ with 8 It'ug-rel8ted 
offense, OMVWI or 8 prob6tion violation. Inmotes cooflned 1n 1985 were Jess likely to be 
charged with 8 werrent violation. Inmates held tn 1985 were 81so slil;tltly more likely to be 
released after haVing paid a fine. These inmates were also 8 bit more likely to be employm aOO 
have gradl.ulted from high school. 

I-klwever. the most Important distinctions between inmate patterns In the four years were in 
the number of confinements, length of confinement and ADP. Data presented in Table 7 
summarizes these differences during the four years under study. 

Table 7: Confinements 1982 to 1985 
lmD. ~ ~ ill.1 ~ 12a2-12aQ 
~ 
Number of Confinements 2629 2519 2123 2210 -15.9~ 

Aver~ (Mean) Days Served 6.4 9.0 12.3 10.8 + 68.8:t: 

AverfllJ Daily Populatlon (ADP) 50.1 56.2 60.2 58.5 + J6.8:t: 

While the total number of confinements decreased by approximately sixteen 
percent during the four years, the average daily population increased by 
nearly seventeen percent due to a substantial increase In the oyer. number 
of days served. These trends at the La Grosse County Jail are rather sim ilar to those seen 
in other county jails in Wisconsin. 

A somewhat longer perspective on the population at the La Crosse County Jail can be seen by 
examining annual confinements oyer the past decOOe. Graph 18 and Table 8 present the total 
number of adult confinements from 1975 through 1985 and subdivides the information by 
()mder of inmate. 
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Graph 18: Adult Confinements 
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!0018 8; Mult Confinements by Gender, 1975-1985 
Y-. ~ F§,ffisles Total 

1975 1468 149 1617 
1916 1657 130 1787 
1977 1365 129 1494 
1978 1834 242 2076 
1979 1953 190 2143 
1980 1928 197 2125 
1981 2441 265 2706 
1982 2352 277 2629 
1983 2252 267 2519 
1984 1900 222 2122 
1985 1950 237 2187 

• Miles 

• females 

The data show a substantial (35.2 percent) Iocr.. fr. 1915 to 1985. 
although the total no.bar at coaflnetlents has dlelined appraxl.ately nineteen 
percant since a 111gb .f 2.106 In 1981. Hewaver D IS noted .. Iter ........ 
8Y8rage periods .f Incarceration haYe .ere t .... aatnlghed this recent 
dlcllne In .. nual cenftft8lHftts . 

a. Cooclustoo 

This report h8s analyzOO the chlr8}terlstics of those confined at the La Crosse County Jan 
tlJrlng 1985 end h8s oompared the 1985 confinements with those of previous ytB'S. 
Mnission patterns and inmate char~jsUcs tr8 similar to those found in other county jails 
in Wisconsin. WhHe total confinements rose sl~t1y in 1985, somewhat shorter terms of 
stay resulted in 8 sH~t decline in the aver. dnfly population figure. 




