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INTHODUCTIO~\! 

The major purposa of the F16rida Parole and Probation-

Comil1ission is the reso(!ialization of offenders. In 

order to help achieve' this ,goal clients must report 

periodically for consulfation to Pa~ole and Probation 

Officer.s. While it is knm'll1 that tlliE consul ta tion 

providea assistance and guidance 'in the reoocialization 

process, it is also recogni~ed that other forms of 

treabnent, foupd Ln the local conm1unit~esl are often 

necessary. The Commission finds these Commurdty Ser-

. vices helpful in ~he resocialization procGss, although 

they are considered supplemental forms of treatment .. 

During the month of November/ 1974, the Florida Parole. 

and Prob'ation COlTJnission conduc~ced a state"llde survey 

to determine the number. of parolees and probationers 

in J:ehabili ta ti ve programs or'treatment modali ti(:;s " 

, 
concurrent \,Ii th their' reporting required by the Corml1is-

sian'., The treatment mOdaii ties' \~ere categorized into 

'fiv,e major groups:, Alcohol Prograrns r Drug Programs, 

Education Programs r Psycho~,?gical/Psychiatric Programs, 

and Other ,Programs. 

, , 

The survey forms were mailed in late October and were 

to be completed by every officer vlith a caseload, based " 
" . 

bn the November caseload. 
. " 

The report: STATEWIDE SURVEY: COMMUNITY TREATMENT 

: . 

--, I 

," 

" 
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MODALITIES presents the findings of the survey for 
I 

each of the Conunission's ten Areas. (Copies of 'the 

State\']ide Survey may be obtained from the Florida . 
Parole and Probation: Conunissiol1, Division of Planning 

and Evaluation.) 

The present, report consoJ .. idates the data for the 

Alcohol Programs. 

~'v1O points lTI_st be remembered v1hen read -lng th' .... J.,S report: 

First, the survey data presented is representative of 

the ~T.Clvember, 1974 C-aseload only. Secondly lit· should 

be realized that clients participate i~ Conununii:y 

Treatment Programs usually within their first year of 

supervision; therefore, i;'is plausible that a higher 

percentage of the overall caseload have, at one time, 

been involved in this program. 

,!l .. 
I. ... _.~ 

-\ 

" 

,I 

. ; 

ALCOHOL PROGRAMS 

A breakdown of the Florida Parole and Probation Commission 

probation misdemeanant (P. Hisdemeanants) caseload by offen.se 
I 

showed that the Driving While Intoxicated (DWI) offense con-
, . 

stituted 44·.52% (10,002) of the P. Misdemeanants under super-

vision. (The tota.1 probation misdemeanor clients under super­

vision was 22,456; these figures are f·rom the Septembel: 30, 

1974 case~oad). Based on the misdemeanant intakes for the 

months of ~uly, August, and September, 1974, 1508 of the 3028 

clients (49.8%) were under supervision for DWI.* 

Driving While Intoxicated is a misdemeanor offense and; there­

fore, all individuals convicted of same would be sentenced as 

p~obation misdemeanants. However, an individual who is already 

under felony supervision and is convicted of DWI would be run­

ning two concurrent sentences, both felony and misdemeanor, and 

would be listed under the more serious offense, ego felony, on 

'tne Florida PaJ::'ole and Probation Commission :t::ecords. At the 

present time the number of felons or parolees runni~g two con­

current sentences, with a mvr conviction, is not ,available. 

An indiyidual, once under the supervision of the Florida P~role 

and Probation Commission~ may participate in any number of Com­

munity Treatment Programs. Participation is usually voluntary; 

however, a't the discretion of the courts, participation in a 

particular program may be a stipulation of the sentence, ego DWI 

School. In the study: 

Statewide Survey: 
cornmunit~ Treatment Modalities 
March, 1 75 

-, ,I '.' 

by the Division of Planning and Evaluation, Florida Parole and 

Probation Commission, the frequency of participation in various 

*F10rida Parole and Probation Commission figures 
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Community Treatment Program categories by those under the 

s'Uper~:i-s'ion of the Commission was measured.* As would be 

expected, based on the high percentage of alcohol related 

offel)ders (DWI) in the ~aseload (19%) the greatest participa-
I 

tionwas found to be in the Alcohol Program catego~y - 36.5% 

(5526 clients). Probation Misdemeanants made up 80.3% (4438) 

of2 the Alcohol progr~m participants; w'i th Probation Felons at 

~5.2% (837); and Parole, MCR, and W/R at 4.5% (251). This 

preponderance of misdem~anants is to be expected since, as 

stated earlier, the alcohol offense categories are primarily 

misdemeanor'offenses. This report will look further at the 

participants of the Alcohol programs.** 

On the survey form the Alcohol program participants were divided 

into two subcategories: DWI School and/or Treatment; and Other 

Alcohol Prog'rams. The participants were then separate'd into 

t~eir appropriate classifications, i.e. Probation Misdemeanants 

(P. Misdemeanants);.Probation Felons (P.' Felons); and the Parole, 
.' 

Mandatory Conditional Release (MCR), and Work Relea'se (W/R) 

grouping. 

Alcohol Progr~m participants constituted 36.5% (5526) of 

the total ,clients participating in Community Treatment 

~rograms. Of the 5526 Alcohol Program Category partici­

pants, 3316 (60%) were in the subcategory DWI School and/ 

or Treatment with the remainder 2210 (40%) pa.rticipating 

in Other Alcohol Programs. -\ 

* Infor~a~ion concerning 1;he survey' form and the method of data 
collectl.on may be found in the Statewide Survey: Community Treat­
ment Modalities. 

* *Note: The da.ta for the Survey, and therefore, this report, was 
collected on the November caseload. 

-3-

CHART 1 

ALCOHOL PROGRI\M PAR'rICIPANTS BY SUBCATEGORY 

• OTHER 
ALCOHOL PROGRAMS 

2210 (40\) 

OWl SCHOOL and/or TREATMENT 

3n6 (60%) 

The DWI School and/or Treatment participants were 88.9% (2946) 

P. Misdemeanants; 8.5% (283) P. Felons; and 2.6% (87) Par.ole, 

MCR and W/R., Conceivably, the bulk of these clients were sent 

.tp these programs by the courts as a provision of their sentences. 

CHART 2 . 

OWl SCHOOL and/or TREATMENT PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS: 

BREAKOOffil BY CLASSIFICATION 

PROBATION 
MISCEHEANANTS 

2946 (88.9%) 
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The Other Alcohol Programs participants were 67.5% (1492) P. 

'~isdemeanants; ~5.1% (554) P. Felons; and 7.4% (164) Parole, 

:MCR, and N/R. The clients in these programs wer~, presumably, 

Vo!unta:rY participants; participating in accordance \'1i th their . 
Structured Treatment Program (STP) or rehabilitative plan 

as set up by the client and his Parole/Probation Officer. 

CHAR'!' 3 

OTHER ALCOltO~ PROGP.AM PAR'l'ICI!?A..''''l'S: 

BREAKDOWN BY cr~SSIFICTION 

PROBATIO~{ MISDEMEANANTS 

1492 (67.5%) 

I 
Over sixty-six percent 66.4%; (2946) of the P. Misdemeanants 

were in the DWI subcateg~ry with the rest, 33.6% (1492) in 

Other Alcohol· Programs while P. Felorl participation \llaS the 

reverse: 33.8% (283) in DWI. School and/or Treatment and 66.2% 

(554) in Other Alcohol Programs. The'Paroie, MeR, and W/R 

grouping followed the trend of the P. Felons; 34.7% (87) 

DWI School and/or Treatment; 65.3% (164) - Other Alcohol 

Programs. 
., 
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, 
ALC0HOL PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS: 

CLASSIFICATION BREAKDOWN BY SUBCATEGORY 
~---------------~--

OTHER 
ALCOHOL PROGRAMS 

554 (66.2') 

uWI SCHOOL and/o~ 
TREATHE~IT 

283 (33.e~) 

PROBATION FELONS 

PROBATION MISPEMEANANTS . ' 

OTW.:!R 
ALCOHOL PROGRAH5 

1492 (33.6%) 

DWI SCHOOL and/or TREATMENT 

2946 (66.4%) 

OTHER 
ALCOHOL 1:'ROCRAMS 

164 (65.3%) 

P~:I SCHOOL and/or 
TREATHENT 

87 (34.7%) 

PAROLE, MCR, W/R 

f oarticipant concentrati'on be-Again, this reversal 0 program. 

tween P. Misdemeanants and both P. l"elons ,and Parole, .,'MCR., and 

. DWI School is rel~ted to W/R'grouping is to be expect~d s~nce 
, . 

the sentencing of a misdemeanor offense. 



- Parole and Probation Conunission has divided the The FlorJ.da 

State into ten ~reas. These ten, Areas are further divided 

into 48 cistricts. The district data may be found in Ap-

pendix B Combining both subcategories and collapsin.g 

across all three classifications, the Areas can be ranked 

on the. general Alcohol Program participation. 

'i\\BLE 1 

AREAS RANKED BY ALCOHOL PROGRA!1 PARTICIPATION 

Areas Ranks Particioatin Clients 
OT Frequency Percent 

Pensacola I 4 573 10.4% .. 
Jacksonville II 5 530 9.6 
Tampa III 1 1467 26.6 . 
Ba~'tow IV 3 685 12.4 
Miami V 9 162 2.9 
St. Petersburg VI 2 728 13.2 . 
Or1f.!ndo , 

VII 8 334 6.0 
W. Palm Beach VIII 6 520 9.4 

15), 
. Ft. Lauderdale IX 10 2.7 . 

Tallahassee X . 7 376 6.8 
5526 100.0% 

Area III, Tampa - Hillsborough and Pasco Counties, has the 

greatest Alcqhol Program participa.tion, having better than 

twice as many participants as·the second ranked Area. A brief 

note of explanation can be given: the city of Tampa has a 

federally funded program, Alcohol Safety Administ+1'at,:ion Pro-
-I 

grain; (ASAP), wh~Ch deals specifically with the drinking jdriver. 

ASAP utilizes members of the local police forces (members have 

-7-· . 

been specifically assigned to this program); this has in-

. f The' Judiciary' system creased the arrest rate 0 DWI cases. 

has also been coo~era~ive in ~entencing'these individuals to 

the ASAP programv This sentencing is in the form of proba-

tion with the stipulation of attendance at the DWI School 

and counseling available at ASAP. Therefore, the lJ.'ampa Area's 

high participant figures. 

The Ft. Lauderdale and Miami Area's, on the other hand, have 

very few participants in comparision to the other areas. 

Broward (Ft. Lauderdale Area) and Dade County (Miami Area) 

Both 

have set up their own Alcohol programs. The Broward County 

1 ,- h dl ·of the DWI cases for Commission on Alcoho J.sm an ~s many 

that c~unty; while the Dade County courts utilize the DWI 

Counter Attack School without probation and the Dade County 

Alcoholic' Rehabilitation Program. _ 

Table 2 ranks the area participatio·n wi,thin each of the 

subcategories: DWI and Other. (See Table 2, page 8) 

The effects of the Tampa ASAP program are especially noticeable 

here when a comparison of' the two subcategories is made: DWI 

1074 cases; Other Alcohol Programs - 393 clients. And, as 

expected, the Ft. Lauderdale- Miami Areas are lower in DWI 

- - comp'ared to the Other Alcohol Program participa-particJ.patJ.on . 

tiona 

~, 

. .' 
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TABLE :2 

AREA PARTICIPATION R1>J~KED NITHIN EACH OF THE ALCOHOL 

PROGRAM SUBCATEGORIES 

AREA ALCOHOL PROGRAlo1 SUBCATEGORIES 

DHI SCHOOL AND/OR OTHER ALCOHOL 
'I'RF.Zl.'T'I~FN'I' EE()r.mH<1S 

Rank Client Rank Client 
Participation Particioation 
Freq.* Percent Freq.* Percent 

I ~ 403 12.2% 6 170 7.7% 
II 5.S 295 8.9 4 235 10.6 

III 1 1074 32.4 1 393 17.8 
IV 5.5 295 8.9 . 2 390 17.7 
V 10' 46 1.4 9 116 5.3 

VI 2 409. 12.3 . 3 .319 14.4 
VII 7 181 5.4 7 153 ·6.9 . 

VIII 4 382 11. 5 S 138 6.2 
IX 9 69 2.1 10 82 3.7 
X 8 162 -- 4.9 5 214 -- 9.7 

Totals 3316 100.0~ 2210 100.0% 
*Fre q . I? requency 

'!"9-

.. 
For the overall Alcohol Pro9ram Cate.gory the largest number 

of participants were the Pr6bation Mi~demeanants with Proba-.,.... " . 
tion felons second and Parole, MCR, 'W/R third. (See Table 3) 

This was the rule for every area with the exceptions of Area 

V and Area IX, Miami and Ft. Lauderdale, respectively . 

TABLE 3 

ALCOHOL PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS: 

BREAKDOWN BY CLASSIFICATION AND AREA 

AREA CLASSIFICATION TOTAL 

PROBATION PROBATION , PAROLE 
l-II SDENEJ..NAN'L' FELON HeR N/R Per-
Freq. * Percent Freq • .f.Percent Freq.*Percent Freqi; cent 

0-

I 468 81. 7% 74 12.9% 31 5.4% 573 100% 

II 426 80.4 90 16.9 14 2.7 530 " 
III 1361 92.8 81 5.5 25 1.7 1467 " 

IV 564 82.3 88 12.9 .33 4.8 685 " 
V 75 46.3 76 46.9 11 6.8 162 " 

VI 596 81. 9 119 16.3 13 1.8 728 " 
0 

VII 220 65.9 67 20.0 47 14.,1 334 ,. 

VIII 389 74.8 100 19.2 31 . 6.0 520 roO 

. 
IX 60 39.7 76 50.3 15 10:0 lSI n 

X 279 74.2 66 17.6 31 8.2 ....ll§.. n -- - -
TOTALS, 4438 837 251 5526 

*Freq. - Frequency 

Looking at the classification breakout within each of the two 

subcategories, Probation Misdemeanants are the greatest partici­

pants in 9 of the 16 Areas for DWI .(Area IX being the only 

exception) and are the greatest participants in 8 of the 10 
.' 

Areas for Other Alcohol Programs (again Areas V and IX being 

exceptions). See Table 4 , page 11. 



A 
·"s;).ubroategories and wi. thin a clas-

.comparison by Area ~qross _ 

sification shmvs that 1), Probation IHsdemeanants: Arei:ts IV, 

V and X had a larger misdemeanant participation ip the Other 

Alcohof programs while for the remaining Areas DI-II Programs 

were predominant. This reflects the relationspip between 

this category and the offense - DWI. 2) Probation Felons: 

The largest participation for felons was Other Alcohol pro­

grams. This Was true for. all Areas except Area III _ Tampa. 

This typifies the type of program needed.hy felons -a volun­

tary program such as AA. 3) Parole, MeR, W/R: The largest 

participation for this grouping of clients was also Other 

Alcohol Programs for a~l Areas except Area I _ Pensacola. 
(See T~ble 4, page 11) 

Chart 
5 presents a graphic representation of the data in 

Table 
4' This Chart (Chart 5) .illustrates the within Area 

p
r

Oportio11S of the participants from each of the three clas-

sifications for both of the Subcategories. 'ColllParisons can 

then be made across Areas. The proportions are based Oh the 

total participants for an Area subcategory." (C~rt 5, page 12). 

The data may also be looked at relative to the total Alcohol 

program Participants. Chart 6 illust~ates this information. 

The data for each Area Was diVided by the total participants 

(5526), this gives proportions relative to the state (all per­

'y centages Summed equals 100%). The Areas can then be compared. 

, , 

(Chart 6, pa~e 13). ,. 
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TABLE 4 

ALCOHOL PROGRAM PARTICIPATION: . 

CLASSIF.ICA'TION, AND AREA BREA~OUT BY SUBCAtEGORY, 

~. _~~~~ __ r-~C~L~A~S%SI~F~I~CA~T~I~OrNS~~~~ ____ l TOTAL 

PROBATION FELON MCR l'1 R Fre • * Percent AREAS HISD Fre . * Percent 
E

HEANANTS Frea. * Percent ~~~~~~~PR~O~B~A~TI~O~N~~~~P~AR~O~L]E~'~~~~~~~~~ 
. Fre . * Percent 403 100% 

I 

I 

II 

III 

IV 

V 

VI 

VU 

VIII 

XX 

x 

TOTAL 

AREAS 

I 

II 

III , 

IV 

V 

VI 

VII 

VIII 

IX 

X 

TOTAL 

373 92. G% 13 3.2% 17 4.2% 

257 87.1 32 10.9 6 2.0 295 100 

lOla 94 .• 8 47 4.4 9 0.8 1074 100 

260 88.1 24 8.2 11 3.7 295 100 

30 65.2 14 ];0.4 2 4.4 46 100 

368 90.0 40. 9.8 1 0.2 409 100 

145 80.1 1'9 10.5 17 9.4 181 100 

328 85.9 41 10.7 13 3.4 382 100 

33 47.8 34 49.3 2 2.9 '69 100 

134 82.7 19 11. 7 9 5.6 162 100 

33),6 100% 8
8.IB% l~2:03~~~a~.~5~~'~L-____ 1-____ ~L-____ L-____ __ 

2946 88.8% 87 2.7% 

. 
OTHER ALCOHOL PROGRAMS 

CLASSIFICA'l'!ONS 

. PARO~~t • TOTAL PROBATION PROBATION 
HCR W R FELOt. MISDEHEANANTS 

Fren.* Percent Frea.* Percent Frea." Percent Frea." Percent . 
95 55.9% 61 35.9% 1:4 8.2% 170 lOOt 

169 71.9 58 24.7 8 3.4 235 100 

343 .87.3 34 8.7 16 4.0 393 100 

304 78.0 64 16.4 22 5.6 390 100 

45 38.8 62 53.4 9 7.8 116 100 

228 71.5 79 24.8 12 3.7 319 100 .. 
75 49.0 48 31.4 30' 19.6 153 100 

61 44.2 59 42.8 18 
.' 13.0 138 100 

27 32.9 42 51.2 13 15.9 82 100 

145 67.7 47 22.0 22 10.3 214 100 

1492 67.5% 554 25.1% 164 7.4% 221.0 100% 

I I 

*Freq. - Frequency 

I. 
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CHART 6. 

ALCOHOL PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS: P~RCENTAGE PARTICIPATION BY CLASSIFICATION, 

SUBCATEGORY, AND AREA, RELATIVE TO'THE TQTAL ALCOHOL PROGRAM PARTICIPATION 
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EVP ... LUATION CONTROL CHARTS 

The following charts illustrate the Area data 'in the 

form of Evaluation Control Charts. Evaluation Control 

Charts (ECe) are graphic representatiol).s of numeric 

values. The average or mean of those values is "indicnted 

along with the r~nges or control limits about the mean 

on each BCC. The control limits are related to the amount 

of dispersion of the data involved, and are usually 

determined statistically. Any aat:a poin.ts falling be-

t'veen the control· limits c1epic·ts an acceptable variation 

from the mean. HO'ivever I "lhenever a data poin·t falls 

outside these control limits, a unique situation or 

problem exists which· may require fUrther investigation 

and/or explanation. 

The data f.or the Areas is presented as the Level of 

Participation in ~ particular. program v11 thin a Classi­

fication (Probation Misdemean~nti Proba-tion Felon~ and 

the Parole, J:.1andatory Conditional Release (HCl1) I and 

Work. Release (N/R) grouping)". These data are presented 

as a percentage of participation. 

The mean or State Average Line is indicated along \"li th 

two control li1;\li ts. The first control limit exte.nds 

from -Is to +ls (s = standard deviation). This r~nge 
" 

is described by ~h(~ Zone Descriptors as Belov:Average ' 

~articipation Zone and liliove Average, Participation Zon,e. 

-15- . 

. . 

Theseconc1 set of control limits extends from ·-2s 

t.o +2s .. · In Zone Descriptor· terms this 'iwuld include 

L0\1 Level r Be,lovl Avera.ge I Above l~verage and High 

Level Participation kones. 

, 

Any .Area points 'ivhich fall in the Minimal Level or the 

Very High Level Participation Zones would be considered 

an unusual level of participation. for that progr.am and 

classification. The s'cudy 'for \'lhich these data Vlere 

collected asked only .for descriptive information on 

client participation; therefore r vlhy an P ... rea has an 
.' 

unusual level of participation is preseni.:ly not knO\~nf 

further'study ,'ViII be necessary. 

,I. 
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PROBATION, 

I MISDE11E&'W-.I"TS 

~ PROW.TIOl.'1 
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EVALUATION CONTROL CHARTS 
STATE AVERAGE LINE and STANDARD DEVIATIONS 

. L·.EVELS OF . PARTIC.IPATION 
. 

, STATE 

.rro..~ Wvil BEIDW AVERAGE ABOVE HIGH VERY 'HIGH 

LEVEL LEVEL AVERAGE LTh'E -, AVERAGE LE'ilEL 'LEVEL 

-Is ~ 
..!.. I 

'~ -2s <E X >'+1$ 7- +2s 7 
I· I j' I 1 ,. 

. I . I 81~43% I I " -IX** 54.07% 67.75% 95.11% ------
I . I 

I 
------ 1.45% '14.89% 28.33%,' . 41.=77% IX* 

.l 
! 

. _. ~-.~.'----:\'\ 
'll 

'.:-': I~ 

! 
I-' 
0\ 
t 

\ ! 
·1 

" " \~ , 

§ PAFDLE, 
lYx:::R, W/R 

------ 1.18% 3.65% 6.12% 8!59% VII* 

~ ' . 

. 
I 

ProB..~ION 

! 25.24% 42.48% 59.72% 76.96% 94.20% 
lYlISDEl\1S.Z\.NA..m'S 

I + -I 
fJ.l 
.;J P~B..~ION 3.25% . 17.19% . 31.13% 45.07% 59.01% 

I I 
y @ FELONS I ' 

.~ Pl'.rotE, I I I ------ 3.94% ' 9.17% 14.40% 1.9.63% 
~ ~~' w/R J . . . 

*This Area showed an unusually high level of participation. 
**This Area showed an unusually low level of participation • 
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'CHART 8 CHART 9 

LEVEL OF PROBATION MISDEMEANANT PARTICtPATION IN LEVEL OF PROBATION FELON EARTICIPATION IN 

DlH SCIIOOLS AND/OR TREATMENT DIII SCHOOLS AND/OR TREATMENT 
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u - ,..Zo.!!!:. ___ 
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~ 60 
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0 
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4Q Mint.mal 

E 
u JQ 

Level 
Cl ... l'articip!ltion 

20 
Zone 

10 

0 

AREAS I It III IV V VI VII VIII IX ·x ZONE DESCRIPTORS 

50 

A . Very' 111Sh Leval 

45 ~ ""'"'''''' Zone 

-i--------.-~--. ____ ' 
:z: 

40 .J J.: 1 High Level . 
0 
H 
I-< 
< 't fIT ~,"d,.tl., '" H " ZonQ 
u ---- --- ----... 
I-< 

'" Abov" A,'e.l:nge < 
'" " 1· At",,",""'" ... ~ . Zone 
0 

15 f_ 1 T 1 T 
'" C! 

G 
< 
I-< :z: 
'" ~ Belo\1 Average u 

'" 10 
'" Participation ... 

- Zone 
LE\'m.~ Or PARTTCIr,\TJ<1!l - RAl,(:)!S . 

5 

Very High Level --- --- )x + 25 

lUSh Levul 95.ln - 100.00% X + 2S 0-r----'---- ____ -----Lo ... Lev(>l 
Ahovc-Ave"r'.:Jnc 81.44% - 95.11% X + S 1. U III. IV V VI VI! VIII IlC It ZONE DESrRIPT~RS 

ST,ATE AVEIlAGE 81.43% X , LEVEI.s Ill' 1',\RTlcrl'.\T1P!1 - CA':Gr.'i 

llelo~' Avel-Itg\! 67.76% - 81.42% X - S Vel:Y HiUh Level 41.7~:: + )X + 2S . : 
Low Lev"l 54.08% - 67.75% X - 2S lUUI! Level 28.34% - 41.77% X + 25 

Mini!:'"l J.evel < 54.07% (X - 2S Ahovo Avor"~o 14.90'; - 28.331: it + S 

Mean (X) - 81.43 STATE AVEMGE 14.89% X 

Stan~ard Deviation (S) _ 13.68 
B"lo\1 AV"rase 1.46% - 14.88% )l. - S 

------------ -- - --

Low Level 0.00% - 1.45% X - 2S 

Hin'lmal T.a,'a1 -- - (51: - 2S 

Mean (X) - 14.89 

Standard Dav!aEion (5) - 1J.44 
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CHART 10 

LEVEL OF PAROLE, MCR, WfR PARTICIPATION III 

Dill SCHOOLS AND/OR TREATMENT 

:c 
o ... 
'"' < ... ... 
<J ... 
'"' '" < ... 
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o 

'" t:> 
~ 

'"' 2: 
ILl 
<J 

'" '" ... 

10 

9 

-r--
8 

7 

6'1- -
5 

-- '-- ---

Very lIigh Level 
'Participation 
Zorr~ ,---

. Hieh Level 
Participation 
Zone 

.L -T---
\ • Above Aver"g" 

Participation 
Zone 

BI!lo". Averllge 
Participation 
Zone 

Low ( 

AREAS 
rarticipation Zone 

I II III~V V VI VII VIII IX xl ZO:;E ,DESCRIPTORS 

Very lItr.h Llwel. 

Hi?h L<wcl 

Ahov" AVl'r.1!:(! 

STATE AVEJ".AGE 

Bela". Aver"ge 

Low Lt>ve1 

Minir.:al Level 

~fclln ex) _ 3.65 

LI:.'VUr.S OF !',\RTIClr,\"Hl;; - RAI~r.HS 

8.60% + 

6.13% 

3.66% 

1.19% 

0.00% 

3.65% 

8.59% 

6.12% 

3.64% 

1.18% 

Stancl"rll Devintion (S) _ 2.47 

" 

)x: + 2S 

X + 2S 

X + s 

x 

x - S 

X - 2S 

~X - 2S 

CHART 11 

!-EVEL OF PROBATION MISDEMEAliANT PAl\TICIPATION IN 

OIHER ALCOIlOL PROGRAMS 
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STATE A"linACe 

Delow Aver:1se 

I.ow Level 

Hinil!',~l Level 

Helln (5f) Q 59.72 

76.97% 

59.i3% 

42.49% 

25.25% 

Stnnd~rd Dcvintion (S) _ 17.24 

59.72% 

( 

100,00%. 

94.20% 

76.96% 

59.71% 

42.48% 

25.24% 
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CHART 12 

LEVF,L 01" PROBA'lIOtl FELO!!" .PARTICIPATION IN 

OTHER ALCOIlOL PROGRAMS 

lIigh Level 

PartieiplItion 

;:one 

:z: 
0 Above Avernge ... 
!< Participation 
'" H Zone 
u ... 
~ 

~ ... ... BI!low Avcrage 
0 \'orticipation 
ILl 
.." . Zone 
< 
!:; 
ILl 
U 

'" ---ILl 

'" Low Level 
PnrticipaHon 
7.one 

- ---- mnir.lOlLevcl -0 

AREAS I II III IV V VI VII VIII IX X I ZONE DESCRlr~ 
-----

Lr:vl:tS OF I'ARTlClI'AfTl'S - ll\l:r.r.S 

Very 1I1gh Le,·"l 59.02% + )X + ., .. 4" 

Bleh Level 45.08% 59.01% X + 25 

~bcve Avprnn~ 31.14% 45.07% X + S 

STATE AVERAGE 31.13% X 

Below Averace 17.20% 31.12% X S 

Low Level 3.26% 17.19% X 2S 

Hlni,,,,.l Level 0.00::: 3.25% X 25 

Henn (X) - 31.13 

Standard Deviol'tion (S) • 13.94 

2: 
o 
H 

'"' < ... ... 
<J ... ... 

CHART 13 

LEVEL OF PAROLE, MCR, W/R PARTICIPATION 

OTIlER ALCOHOL PROGRAMS 

25 

Very High Level 

Iligh Level 
~ ------I:- _li~~~icipat: -

~ _ _ __ _ _ ~ ~:~;icipation 
I Above Average ~ I J I I ?artitipation 

10 I _one 
... I .... ~ •• " ... ~~ ... ,. 

'" < 
'" 
'" t:> 
.-.: 
~ 
:r­
ILl 
u 

'" '" '" 
o 

AREAS I 

~ ... ~ ..... ~~ .... ~.~.-...... 

II III IV v VI 

Below Average 
rarticipntion 
Zone 

----- - --

I Lo ... Level 
Pnrt:lc1pntion. 

---.Z.Q.!'!~ 

VII VIII IX X I ZONE DE5CRtPIORS 

U:VrI.S (11' rAI:TlClrATII':; - R,\::\:fS 

Very UtilI! tev"l 19.64:: + 

1I1Sh t"ve1 14.41:: 

A1:-ov~ 4\v('rngc 9.18% 

ST,\TE AVEr,,\CE 

Below Avcrnse 3.95% 

Lo... Level 0.00% 

Min1::!,,1 I.eve1 

Hean (X) a 9.17 

5C;md::rd Deviation (5) a 5.23: 

19.63% 

14.40% 

9.1i: 

9.16% 

3.94% 

)x + 2S 

X + 25 

X + S 
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X - 25 

(x - 25 
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IIPPENDIX, A . APPENDIX B 

RAW DATA - AREAS Raw Data - Districts 

'. 
SCllOOL A1'.'D/OR TREATNENT OTIlER ALCOHOL l'ROGRAHS 

I 
'DHI 

" Parole, HCR, ,. Parole,HeR, 

AREAS Hisdemennant Felon H/R Hisden1~nnant F,e1on H/R 

fr -Pensacola 373 13 17 95 61 14 

II 

I-, 
.-

~Jacksonville 257 32 6 169 58 8 
/ .~ 

',' 

III -Tampa 1018 47 9 343 34 16 

DISTRICTS 
nHT OTHER 

PRODA nON PAROLE. PROBATION PAROLE, 
.. NISD* .EEL0lL.MeR.-.lll.R. --1llfiDt.-EE1QN_JICR....li'1lL-_ 

llRE11 I 
01 - Pensacola 280 6 15 56 LJ1 3 . 
1-1 - "!ilriana 5LJ 5 1 32 13 8 
1.9 - Crcstv·im·] 12 1 0 2 5 O. 
25 - PanalOa City 11 1 0 2 1 3 
30 - Hilton 16 0 1 3 2 0 

IV -nartow 260 24 11 304 64 22 

V -}fiami 30 14 2 'is 62 9 
c_ 

VI -St. Petersburg 368 40 1 228 79 12 

llRE!1 II 
04 -' Jack50l~v.i.l}c 253 32 6 169 58 7 
48 - Gr.eell Cove 4 0 0 0 0 1 

Springs ; 

AItF.l\ HI " 
-, 

" . 
145 19 17 75 48 30 

. VII -Orlando . -
VIII -\>1. Palm Beach 328 . 41 13 61 59 18 

08 - 'J'anl}Jet 1014- 42 5 343 3l , 16 
31 - Duae City 4 5 4 0 0 0 

." 

Mlli7~ IV 
----- -

IX -Ft. Lauderdale 33 34 2 27 42 13 06 - ll£lrtC\'1 92 15 2 258 51 15 
17 - Ocala 22 2 2 19 5 3 

X -Tallahassee 13LJ 19 9 145 47 22 22 - ~'?C\val:es 43 0 2 14 l, 3 
32 - Seb.r.ing 4 5 4 0 0 0 

33 - Al:cudia 16 2 1 3 0 0 
34 - Dushncss 3 ,0 0 3 0 0 
42 - Inverness 13 0 0 0 0 0 
43 - nrook&vill~ 8 0 0 , 1 0 0 
45 - l'1auchula 59 0 0 6 LJ 1 

. 
-lIImA v-

07 :.. '·Hami 25 14 2 45 62 8 
0 0 0 0 1 

. 
26 - Key \~cst 5 

AREA VI 
03 - C1e1H:\'later 254 37 1 200 73 12 
13 - Bra"denton 45 0 0 2LJ 1 0 
27 -,Sarasota 69 3 0 LJ 5 0 

AREA VI.L 
05 - Orlando 66 7 0 41 20 6 
15 - Deland 10 2 0 4 5 " , 1 
20- Titusville 11 5 17 4 9 13 
21 -. St. Augustine 4 0 0 1 7 '8 
28 - Sanford 20 0 0 19 3 .1 
29 - Palatka 15 5 0 2 1 0 

39 - Kissimmee 1.9 0 0 4 3 1 
~ - .' 

,I, 
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DIS'l'RICTS 

AREA III 
12 - Vcro Beach 
16 - l'lcst Palm 

Beach 
23 - J,'t. Hyers 
35 - r"aucl1c 
38 - J,'t. P.iarce 
44 - Okccchohee 
46 - Punta GO):da 
47 - St\lart 

1,}mA IX 
18 - Ft. Lau&er-

dale 
36 - NaplGs 

AREA X 
02 - Live Oak 
09 - rJake City 
10 - Gaj:nesvi11c 
J.l- TallclhflnSCC 
24 - Pc):ry 
37 - /oladison 
1)0 - Quincy 
<:11.0;- Star};c' 

. 

II 

-22-

APPENDIX n 

Raw Dnta - 'Districts 

DHI OTHER 
l'ROBATION PAROLE, PROBATION PAROLE 

H:rfil)!:: __ B~LmL.J1CR. wiJL.. t---l'lJ.BD* FELillLllGlL.JiL.1L--

3 0 0 9 1 0 

? 1'9 12 2 6 23 il 
8 

222 2 1 4 5 0 

9 0 0 9 13 3 
1.5 26 10 16 12 5 

5 0 0 6 0 2 
17 1 0 7 3 0 

8 0 0 4 2 0 

23 33 1 20 42 10 
, 

10 1 1 7 0 3 

-----------
0 0 0 6 1 0 , 

110 1 1 3 2 1 
23 5 3 24 12 13 
54 11 4 57 17 4 

0 0 0 31 9 0 
6 1 1 12 1 1 
7 1 0 9 3 1 
4 0 0 3 2 2 

.---

-\ 




