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Charlottesville Community Correctional Center 
Client/Cost Data 

April 23, 1974 - November 30, 1974 



CHP .. RLOTTESIJILLE COI-i;·jUNITY CORRECTIm:AL CEilTER 

PERIOD OF April 23, 1974 -. Nov. 30, 1974 

I. TOTAL NUMBER OF CLIENTS RECEIVEO 

A. Categorical Breakdown 
1. Parolees, Direct From Prison 
2. Parolees, From Current Caseload 
3. Probationers, Direct From Court 
4. Probationers, From Current Caseload 
5. Pre-Sentence, Prior to Sentence Imposition 
6. Misdemean~nt Case 
7. Federal Case 

II. TOTAL NUl·IBER OF CLIENTS DISCHARGED 

A. Categorical Breakdown 
1. Parolees, Direct From Prison 

a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sent~nce 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

Ust: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

2. Parolees, From Current Caseload 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treat~ent Facility 

List: Blue Ridge Sanatorium {T.8.} 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 

29 

2 -pr-

O 
12 
o 
1 
o 

29 

2 
1 
o 
o 

1 
o 

o 
o 

14 
4 
a 
1 

5 

5. Pre-Sentence, Prior to Sentence Imposition 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facil ity 

List: 

d. Discharged For Pro~ram Standards Violation 
e. Tenminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

6. Misdemeanant Case 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Fad 1 ity 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

7. Federal Case 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

List: 

o 
o 
a 

o 
o 

o 
o 

1 
o 
1 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 



e. Terminated Due to Arrest 2 
List: Case #FS Violated Technical Conditions of Parole 

Case #BS Violated Technical Conditions of Parole 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 
h. Other (specify) -: Center Closed 

3. Probationers. Direct From Court 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

4. Probationers, Fro~ Current Caseload 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

list: . 

o 
1 
1 

o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

12 
3 
o 

'0 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 5 
e. Terminated Due to Arrest 2 

List:Case # ET Arrested for Reckless Driving, Under Influence 
Nisdemeanors 

Case # OP Arrested on B&E, Convicted of Trespassing, a 
Hisdemeanor 

f. Absconded From Program o 
g. E~ergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 
h. Other (specify) - Center Closed 

o 
2 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

lis t: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

III. CLIENT EARNINGS FOR THIS REPORT PERIOD 

o 
o 

o 
o -

$10,975.92 

" . 

. . 



I. 

CHARLOTTESVILLE COMMUNITY CORRECTIONAL CENTER 
Cost Analysis Report 

April 23, 1974 - November 30, 1974 

Program Income 

Federal Contract Receipts 
Client Paid Rent Revenue 
Actual Total Program Income 

$ 0 
1,302 

$1;302 

II. Program Costs 

Personal Services 
Rent 
Other Operating Expenses 
Actual Total Program Cost 
Less: Actual Total Program Income 

NET PROGRAM COST 

III. Per Diem Cost/Bed 

$51,119 
7,250 

'3,551 
$61,920 

1,302 
$60,618 

The following figures are based on 27.3 percent occupancy for the 
. period reviewed. 

Actual Client Man/Days 
*Actual Cost per Man/Day 

1,214 
$49.93 

Projected per diem based on optimum occupancy of 85 
percent(or 3774 man/days) - $16.06 

*U:et Progrclii Cost • Actual Client ~an/Days) • 

Richmond Community Correctional Center 
Client/Cost Data 

March 25, 1974 - June 30, 1974 

I. 



Richmond COi'l>lUmT'( CORRECnDrIAL CHlTER 

P;::RIOD OF March 25, 1974 - June 30, ,~.:·74 

I. TOTAL NUMBER OF CLIENTS RECEIVED 

A. Categorical Breakdown 
1. Parolees, Direct Ffom Prison 
2. Parolees, From Current Caseload 
3. Probationers, Direct From Court 
4. Probationers, From Current Caseload . 
5. Pre-Sentence, Prior to Sentence Imposition 
6. Misdemean~nt Case 
7. Federal Case 

II. TOTAL NUMBER OF CLIENTS DISCHARGED 

A. Categorical Breakdown 
1. Parolees, Direct From Prison 

a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

2. Parolees, From Current Caseload 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Prog~am 
b. Comoleted Sentence 
c. Tl'a~lsferred To Another Tre2tment Facil it}' 

List: Rubican Drug Treatment Program(l) 

19 

3 
6 

-'g--

I 

7 

o 

4 

E.G. Williams Hospital Alcoholic Wardell 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
1 



·' . 

e. Terminated Due to Arrest 
List: Case #EA arrested for B&E; convicted 
misdemeanor; served sentence and continued 
under supervision of District Parole Office 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

3. Probationers, Direct From Court 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Comoleted Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facil i ty 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referra'J, Temporary stay Only 

4. Probationers, From Current Caseload 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Comoleted Sentence 
c. TrJnsferred To Another Treatment Facility 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due to Arrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Oniy 

1 

o 

2 

1 

1 

5. Pre-Sentence. Prior to Sentence Imposition 
a. Satisfactotily Completed P)'og'ram I 

b. COill;, j e'ted Sen tence . 
c. Transferred To {'nother Tl"eatment Facil ity 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

Li st: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

6. Misdemeanant Case 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

list: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violatia~ 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

7. Federal Case 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

List: 

o 

---

o 

1 

---

. , 



d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

III. CLIENT EARNINGS FOR THIS REPORT PERIOD 

() 
-cr-

1 
_0_ 

$3119.70 

.. , .. 

I. 

RICHMOND COMMUNITY CORRECTIONAL CENTER 
Analysis Report 

March 25, 1974 - June 30, 1974 

Prooram Income 
---~------

Federal Contract Receipts 
Client Paid Rent Revenue 
Actual Total Program Income 

$ 559 
$ 444 
n-;o'(JJ" 

I I. Prog ram Cos ts 

Personal Services 
Rent 
Other Operating Expenses" 
Actual Total Program Cost 
Less: Actual Total Program Income 

NET PROGRAt1 COST 

III. Per Diem Cost/Bed 

$23,630 
$ 3,548 
$" 8,835 
'$36,013 
$ 1,003 
-S-35,OlO 

The following figures are based on 21.0 percent occupancy for the 
period reviewed. 

Actual Client Man/Days 
*Actua1 Cost per Man/Day 

496 
$70.58 

*(~et Program Cost: Actual Client Man/Days) 

,*' OCT ? 8 1975 



Cost Analysis Report 
of the .. 

Richmond Community Correctional Center 

FY 74-75 

Virginia Department of Corrections 
Division of Probation and Parole Services 

R. J. Polisky, Assistant Director 
D. L. Parris, Com..-nunity Correctional Center Coordinator 

-1-

At ths present time the Division of Probation and Parole Services of the 
Vi~Si~i2 Department of Corrections is operating two residential treat-
men':. f 2,cil ities, or half-"iay houses, \"hich are called COITl.:1lunit.y Correc tional 
Cen::'e~s (CCC). The facilities are loea'ted in the ci-::ies of Richfi10nd and 
R02r:'J:--:e I ai:1d funds have been provided by an LEN-"\, gran't, ".,hich ·,'iaS a\wrded 
to the Depart.rnen't by the Virginia Council on Crimin.al Justice during r'Y 
73-74.. 

There has been much reported 'in recent literature concerning the compar­
ative costs between incarceration in a state correctional institution 
2.nd cO:-:;'-:11.l...rli ty-based corrections such as proba tioD, parole ~ and ha1f1,'lay 
houses. The latest available data indicates that the cost for the incar­
ceration of an offender in a state correctional institutj~n in Virginia 
averages out to a per capita cost per bed of approximately $5,700 per 
year per man. However, the cost of supervising an offender who is on 
probation or parole is approximately $350 per year~ But Nhat of the per 
capita cost in a half~vay house setting? Un'til recently there was no \'laY 

of ascertaining this cost in Virginia since neither of the state-operated 
facilities had been in existence long enough to have generated sufficient 
data for a cost analysis. 

Tf:e RichInond CCC ,'las the first to begin, having opened i,ts doors for 
operation in March, 1974, while the Roanoke center has only been open 
since February, 1975. The first grant period for the RicluTIond facility 
ended on June 30, 1974. Since that time ,the centers have received grant 
awards whose grant periods have been on a fiscal year basis (July l-June 
30), which is concurrent with the fiscal year that is used by the 
Co:-:::;":"!.o:r.·;eal th of Virginia. Thus, the Richmond CCC cornElle-ted its firs't 
co~?lete fiscal year of operation on June 30, 1975. Since all of the 
major equipment for this center was purchased during the March - June 30, 
1974 period, it is felt that the FY 74 - 75 cost figures for the operation 
of this facility will serve as the best indication of the actual costs 
necessary for operating a cormnunity correctional" center, once ,the s'tart-up 
time has been achieved. 

T~J.e Rich,l11ond center can acconu-nodate a maximllil1 of 24 residents at one ,time. 
The cost analysis and comparisons contained herein are based on 66.2% 
occupancy of the Ric~~ond CCC. The Division has determined that 85% 
oce;.:pancy would be the optimum amount of beds ;"lhich could be occupied 
duri~s a year in order for the facility to operate at maximum efficiency, 
a~d that it could not be operated at 100% capaci~y, due to several reasons. 

The fi=st of these reasons is tha"t a certain T!t.lmber of bec1s !P .. ust be av"'aj.l­
able for emergei:1cy use by offenders who are under the supervision of state 
p=obation and parole officers, and who might be referred to the facility 
by -::he supervising officers in the middle of the night on a crisis basis. 
This would give the officer an alternative to placing the offender in a 
local jail in cases where the offender has cc,nmitted only a minor tech­
nical violation, and who may only need a short period of close supervision 
lr'.. 2. structured conununi ;:y-based setting, \'111i.l2 .::-st2.i!i.inS his fr22:'::'ot:'., his 
JOD, ar..d his family ties. 



-2-

The second reason that a center could not be operated at 100~ of its 
c~pacity is that it is irn90ssible to predict the exact turnover of resi­
dents. This is mainly because, while a 90 day sfay is the average, there 
is no T:1inimum o:c maximll.:."71 period of time a resident remains in the facili-ty; 
this allows the client to be released from the center as soon as it is 
determined that he has derived the maxi:aum benefit from residing in the 
facility. Another reason that prediction of resident -turnover is unfeasi­
ble is -that there is no T,vay of ~nticipa-ting ,h'm., many probation cases 
might be referred to the cen~er by the local judges. 

Furthermore, it is impossible to project the exact cost of opera-ting a 
center at 85% of i-ts capacity, although a rough estimate can be reached. 
It is felt that, even though the subsistence ($5/c1ay) w'hich is given to 
those residents who are not employed at the time they en-ter the ia.ci1ity 
would be greater at 85% capacity than at 66.2%, this added cost would, 
be more than offset by the additional income which would be generated 
by the increased amount of resident rent paymen-ts. 'The o-tner opera-!:ing 
costs are, for the most part, fixed expenses which would not increase 
much ~.,i-th the housing of addi-tional residents. On this basis the per 
capita cos'!: per beel at 85% capacity (7,446 man da.ys) would be. approximate1:: 
$4,425 per man l a savings of approximately $1,300 per bed 'I;'i'hen compared 
to the cost of incarceration in a state correctional facility for a 
period of one year. 

On the surface this figure does not seem -to represent much of a saving~ 
However, it must be remembered that a resident of the facility remains 
there for an average of only 90 days. After tha-t period of time, he is 
released from the center and is continued under probation or parole 
supervision. 

The cost of housing an offender for a period of 90 days in the center 
at 85% capacity would be approximately $1,400; th~ cost of keeping him 
on probation or parole for nine mon-ths irru"71ediately follm.;ing his s-tay 
in the facili-ty would be about $260, based on current figures. This 
means that the total cost to the state of treating an offender in the 
communi-ty, using a halft.vay house treatiltent model as an integral part 
of the established probation and parole system, would be about $1,660 
per year. This would result in a saving to the state of over four 
thousand dollars for each offender handled in this manner. 

In addition to the above cost comparison, there are other advantages 
in allmving the offender to remain in his comrnunity that should be co~­
sidered. As a resident of the community, he is earning a living, paying 
taxes on his income, pu-t-ting money back into the economy, and supporting 
himSelf and his family, rather than adeing -to the already overburdened 
welfare roles. In addition, the offender would be receiving close 
SU5;:lE'!rvision in a structured se-tting \'lit~out being removed from his 
cOfi"-.T.l~:1i ty, which "'lOu1d preven t his further alienation from society, its 
values, and its norms. 

. . 

I. 

III. 

IV. 

!. 

Ricrunonc1 Community Correct..:ional Cen te:r. 

Program Income 

Cost Analysis Repor~ 
July 1,:1974-June 30,1975 

Federal Contract Receipts 
Client Paid Rent Revenue 
Actual To'tal Program Income 

Program Costs 

Personal Services 
Rent 
Other Operating Expenses 
Actual Total Program Cost 

Less: Actual Total Program Income 
NZT PROGRAM COST 

Per Capita Cost Per Bed 

~';12, 558 
8, t125 

~'; 2 0 ;-~rtf3' 

$ 88,775 
13,200 

9,240 
$111, :-n:S-

20,983 
-$90, 23 Z 

This figure represents what the actual cost was for one bed 
occupied during Fiscal Year 74-75, with the center having operated 
at 66.2% capacity. 

Actual Client Man Days 5,806 
Actual Cost Per Man Day 
Actual Per Capita Cost Per Bed 

Projected Per Capita Cost Per Bed 

$15.54 
$5,672 

($90,232 ~ 5,806) 
($15.5~ x 365) 

This figure represents what the actual cost would be to keep one 
bed occupied for one year if the center were to operate at 85% 
capacity. 

Actual Client Man Days 
Actual Cost Per Man Day 
Actual Per Capita Cost Per Bed 

7,446 
$12.12 
$4,424. 
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Client Popul~tion Report 
of the 

Ricb,mond ConuTIunity Correctional Center 

FY 74-75 

Virginia Department of Corrections 
Division of Probation and Parole Services 

R. J. Polisky, Assistant Director 
D. L. Parr is I Cor;1.rrmni ty Correctional Center Coordinator 

PERIOD OF July 1, 1974 - June 30, 1975 

I. TOTP,L rlUi',lBER OF CLIENTS RECEIVED 

A. Categorical Breakdown 
1. Parolees, Direct Ftom Prison 
2. Parolees, From Curreni Caseload 
3. Prob~tioners, Direct From Court 
4. Probationers> From Current Caseload , 
5. Pre-Sentence, Prior to Sentence Imposition 
6. Misdemean~nt Case 
7. Federal Case, 

II. TOTAL NUMBER OF CLIENTS DISCHARGED 

A. Categorical Breakdown 
1. Parolees, Direct From Prison 

a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c Transferred To Another Treatii\ent Fad '!'i ty 

List: .' 

.-.2l.._ 

t.7 
12 

5 

85 

40 
28 

J 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 3 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 3 

List: Case #TJ convicted of B & E, parole revoked, new 
felony . 
Case # RJ Possession of schedule II Drug, convicted of 
misdemeanor, readmitted to program . 
Case #MG Grant Larceny case dismissed, continued under 
supervision of district parole office 

f. Abs~ond:d From Program 5 
g. Emergency Referral, Tem~orary Stay Only 

2. Parolees~ From Current Caseload 
~. Satisfactorily Co~oleted Praarem w, w 

b. Co~p1eted Sentence 
c. \';2iisrerr:?d To ,L\r.other Tr2::::2en"t Faci1'it.:-' 

Lis:: 

d. Discharged For PrGgr3~ St~~d3rds Violation 

11 
6 

3 

-.. 



e. Terminated Due to Arrest 1 
List: 

Case #GH Att. Rape an2 Felonious assault, convi~ted 
of misemenor parole revoked 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Ref"erra 1, Temporary Stay On'Iy 

3. Probationers~ Direct From Court 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Comoleted Sentence 
c. Tl-a~sferred To Another Treatment Facil i ty 

Ust: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Termi nated Due To ~L\rrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral., Tempor~ry Stay Only 

4. Probationers, From Current Caseload 
a. Sa ti sfactori ly Compl eted Progrem 
h. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treat:;;ent Facility 

Li st: 

d. 
e. Terminated Owe to ,i;~"rest 

List: 

,.. - .. 
"Ja!~LI·Jn 

_L_~ 

--2_ 
3 

'., 

1 

1 

19 
7 

3 

5 
2 

Case #TT Petty larcenj conviction, continued under 
supervision of probation office 

I. 

g. 

Case #WC Possession of Prescription Drug - not guilty 

.;bsconded 
Er:::!rgency 

2 

.. . " 

~-.' . W" 

5. Pr8-SnI1t~nc0 Prior to Snn~~r'r~ i-~~~~"IO~ ... \..0. .... - ,'t .... _ ..... r... I ... _ ... , .... ~....J:» I L, ,,' I 

S ,. c: ' , 'I (' "I a. a~,s~~~~arl y ~O~pl~C2G ?(~;ra~ 
b Co-,ol~t2~ S~n~anr~ • " I _...... ....jl t.. ..... "'-' .... 

c. Transferred To ;,nother TreTt:-:ent Focil it.y 
Lis t: 

d. Discharged For Program Ste.ndards '1io'iaticn 
e. Termi nated Due To A'rres t 

Lis t: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Eii12rgency Referral, Temporary St;;JY On'ly 

6. Misdemeanant Cese 
2. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
h. Completed Sentence 
c. T'r'2nsferred To Another Ttea t;;-:ent Facn i ty 

Li st: 

d. Oi scharged For ?rogr.Jm S t.andards Viol ati a;n-
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. 
g. 

,!',Dsconded 
Efi1erg en c.y 

7. F2Ger21 Case 

Frcm ProgrClm 
R~~o~-I ~l -l~~~or~~y - • \..., I ~.., C\:I.~ ...... I St2~1 On1y 

2. S~tisfactorily Cc~p12t2d ?r~9re~ 
b. Co~~leted Sen~2nce 
c. T ansrerred :0 .t.i1oth2r Tr€:2.t;::~nt F2cil'i::~/ 

L st: 

... "'-.... --.~--

---...-.. 
... _-------

--

o 
--

----

10 --rO-



• 

d. Discharged For Pi'og'rclil Standar'ds Violr!tion 
e. TAnninated DU2 To Arr8st 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. El,,2)'gency Referral, Ter.ipora'c'Y Stay On1y 

III. CLIENT EARNINGS FOR THIS REPORT PERIOD 

o 
--0-

o 
o 

$.54,525.56 

Richmond Comrnunity Correctional 
1

. Center 
C ~ent/Cost Data 

1st Quarter 
FY 75-76 



Ri9.hmo1l9_ COI/l:'IU~1 ITY CORRECT! O,'IAL CENTER 

PER 100 OF _July 1, 1975 - Se.Rt.ember 30, 1975 

I, TOTAL iWi,13ER OF CLIENTS RECEIVED 

A. Categorical Breakdown 
1. Parolees, Direct From Prison 
2. Parolees, From Current Caseload 
3. Probationers, Direct From Court 
4. Probationers, From Current Caseload . 
5. Pre-Sentence, Prior to Sentence Imposition 
6. Misdemean~nt Case 
7. Federal Case 

II. TOTAL NUMBER OF CLIENTS DISCHARGED 

A. Categorical Breakdown 
1. Parolees, Direct From Prison 

a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

List: V. A. Hospital 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

2. Parolees, From Current Caseload 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 

25 

11 
1 
2 
9 
o 
o 
2 

27 

14 
11 

o 
1 

1 
o 

'. 

1 
Q 

2 
1 
1 
o 

o 



e. Terminated Due to Arrest 
List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
~ Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

3. Probationers, Direct From Court 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Comoleted Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facil i ty 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay On1y 

4. Probationers, From Current Caseload 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Comoleted Sen~2nce 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Faci1ity 

d. 
e. 

List: 

Discharged For Program Standards 
Terminated Due to Arrest 
List: 

f. Absconded Fro~ Program 

, .. , .' 
i10Ia1:1Cn 

g. E~ergency Referral, T2m~orcry Stay Only 

o 

o 
o 

1 
1 
o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

5 
3 
o 
o 

1. 
o 

1 
o 

5. Pre-Sentence, Prior to Sentence Imposition 
a S r' J: .J. ., . a~lSlac~orl Iy Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

r. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referra1, Temporary Stay On1y 

6. Misdeme~nant Case 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Comp1eted Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation-
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

list: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

7. Federal Case 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facilitv 

List: u.s. Penitentiary Hospital -

1 
1 
o 
o 

a 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

o 

4 
2 
o 



d. Discharged For Pl'Ogt'am Standal'ds Violation 
e. Ter'n',inated Due To ~,rrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Eir,2rgcncy Refetral, Tempol'ary Stay Only 

II 1. CLIEta E[.\RNltWS FOR THIS REPORT PERIOD 

1 
__ 0 __ 

o 
--0--

$13,497.24 

. ,",,... 

.. 
;' 

R I C~>10NO CQt';i'.iUN ITY CORRECTI ONAl cn:TER 
Quarterly Cost Analysis Report 

July 1, 1975 - Sept. 30, 1975 

1. Program Income 

Federal Contract Receipts 
Client Paid Rent Revenue 
Actual Total Program Income 

II. Program Costs 

Personal Services 
Rent 
Other Operating Expenses 
Actual Total Program Cost 
Less: Actual Total Program Income 

NET PROGRAt·1 COST 

III. Per Diem Cost/Bed 

$2,405 
$2,390 
Stf,795-

$26)440 
$ 3,300 
$ 1)668 
$31 ,408 
$ 4,795 
'S26)613 

The following figures are based on 71.1 percent occupancy 
for the quarter reviewed. 

Actual Client Man/Days 
*Actual Cost Per Man/Day 

*(Net Program Cost. Actual Client Man/Days) 

1570 
$16.95 



Roanoke community Correctional Ce~ter 
Client/Cost Data 

February 10, 1975 - June 30, 1975 

-. 
Roanoke CO!'l:-iWl ITY CORKECTI mU,L CEi;TER 

PERIOD OF February 10, 1975 - June 30, 1975 

I. TOTAL NUMBER OF CLIENTS RECEIVED 

A. Categorical Breakdown 
1. Parolees, Direct From Prison 
2. Parolees, From Current Caseload 
3. Probationers, Direct From Court 
4. Probationers, From Current Caseload . 
5. Pre-Sentence, Prior to Sentence Imposition 
6. Misdemean~nt Case 
7. Federal Case 

II. TOTAL NUMBER OF CLIENTS DISCHARGED 

A. Categorical Breakdown 
1. Parolees, Direct From Prison 

a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Oniy 

2. Parole~s, From Current Caseload 
a. Satisfactorily Co~pleted Program 
b. Comp1eted Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Trect::;ent rc.:i n ty 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 

32 

2 
8 
2 

17 
1 

2 

20 

1 

1 

7 
~-

1 



e. 

f. 
g. 

Terminated Due to Arrest 
L'ist: 

Absconded From Program -
Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

3. Probationers, Direct From Court 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b Comoleted Sentence 
c: Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

List: 

d. 
e. 

f. 
g. 

Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
Terminated Due To Arrest 
List: 

Absconded From Program 
Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

4. Probationers) From Current capseload 
a. Satisfactorily Completed rogram 
b. Comoleted Sentence F 'l't 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment aCl 1 y 

d. 
e. 

f. 
g, 

Ust: 

Discharqed For Program Standards Violation 
- . -: d Dup_ t' 0 ,""', rpst' I errrn nate h _ w 

Li st: 

Absconded From Program 
Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

3 

2 
1 

1 

10 
I 

8 

1 -

. . 

5. Pre-Sentence, Prior to Sentence Ir.?osition 
a, Satisfactorily Co~pleted Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred 10 Another Treat~ent Facility 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

6. Misdemeanant C~se 
B. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
h. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

Li st: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violatian-
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

list: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

7. Federal Case 
a. 
b. 
c. 

Satisfactorily Completed Progrcm 
Comoleted Sentence 
Transferred To Another Ireat~2nt 
List: 

--

o 

o 



d. Discharged For rrogr~n Standards Violation 
e. T~rminated Due To Ar(Gst 

List: 

f. ~bsconded From Program 
g. tl'",ergency R[~fr:n'a 1, Tf;'r'··Or'ary Stay On ly 

Ill. CLIENT EARHI~GS FOR THIS REPORT PERIOD 

, , 

ROANOKE COMMUNITY CORRECTIONAL CENTER 
Cost Analysis Report 

Feb. 10, 1975 - June 30, 1975 

I. Pt'ogram Income 

Federal Contract Receipts 
Client Paid Rent Revenue 
Actual Total Program Income 

II. Program Costs 

Personal Services 
Rent 
Other Operating Expenses 
Actual Total Program Cost 
Less: Actual Total Program Income 

NET PROGRAr·1 COST 

III. Per Diem Cost/Bed 

$33,758 
$ 6,900 
$ 4,372 
$45,030 
$ 1,455 
$43:-575 

The follow; ng figures are based on 42.3 pet'cent occupancy for the 
period reviewed. 

Actual Client Man/Days 
*Actual Cost per Man/Day 

*(Net Program Cost ; Actual C1 i ent l·~an/Days) 

1 ,186 
$36.74 



Roanoke Community Correctional Center 
Client/Cost Data 

1st Quarter 
FY 75-76 

PER roo OF July 1 - September 30, _1975 

1. TOTAL NUMBER OF CLIENTS RECEIVED 

A. Categorical Breakdown 
1. Parolees, Direct From Prison 
2. Parolees, From Current Caseload 
3. Probationers, Direct From Court 
4. Probationers, From Current Caseload 
5. Pre-Sentence, Prior to Sentence Imposition 
6. Misdemean~nt Case 
7. Federal Case 

II. TOTAL NUMBER OF CLIENTS DISCHARGED 

A. Categorical Breakdown 
1. Parolees, Direct From Prison 

a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

li s t: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay On1y 

2. Parolees, From Current Caseload 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Co~p1eted Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Trect~ent Facility 

List: Hulti-Lodge Detox Center 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 

21 

4 
5 
6 

_3_ 

3 

19 

2 

1 
1 

6 

-L-

1 

3 



• 0 

e. Terminated Due to Arrest 
List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

3. Probationers, Direct From Court 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Comoleted Sentence 
c. Tra~sfe~red To Another Treatment 

Li st: 
Facility 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. 
g. 

Absconded From Program 
Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

4. Probationers, From Current Caseload 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Comoleted Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Fad 1 i ty 

List: 

3 
1 

1 

1 

7 
___ 3_ 

d. 
e. 

Discharged For Program St2nd~rds Violation 3 
Termi nated Due to .;rres t 1 
List: Case #M.M. arrested on P.B 15 -

suspected violation of Gun Control Act 

i. Absconded From Program 
g. Er.ie~'gency Referra 1, Ter.:porarj' Stay Only 

.. 
5. P re-Sen~ence: P~ior to Sentence Imposition 

a. Satlsfacl..only Completed Pl'ogram 
b. Completed Sentenc~ . 
c. Transferred To Another 'Treatment Facil i ty 

List: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation 
e. Termi nated Due To Arrest 

List: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

6. Misdemeanant Case 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Sentence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

lis t: 

d. Discharged For Program Standards Violation. 
e. Terminated Due To Arrest 

list: 

f. Absconded From Program 
g. Emergency Referral, Temporary Stay Only 

7. Federal Case 
a. Satisfactorily Completed Program 
b. Completed Ser.tence 
c. Transferred To Another Treatment Facility 

list: 

1 
1 



----- ---- --

d. Dis(;hurg(~d Fot' Pro!:j'r't:JIl Standards Violation 
e. TC:i'ininated Due To A)"((;st 

List: 

f. Absconded From Pl'ograrn 
g. Err:c:rgc:ncy !-;eferta 1, Te-'potary Stay en 1y 

III. CLIENT EARNI~GS FOR THIS REPORT PERIOD 

o 
-0-

o 
==_0_._ 

1. 

ROANOKE COMMUNITY CORRECTIONAL CENTER 
Quarterly Cost Analysis Report 

July 1,1975 - Sept. 30, 1975 

Federal Contract Receipts 
Client Paid Rent Revenue 
Actual Total Program Income 

$ 3,003 
$ 1 ,050 
S 4,053 

II. Program Costs 

Personal Services 
Rent 

$22,630 
$ 4,500 
$ 3,611 
$30,741 
$ 4,053 
$26,688 

*Other Operating Expenses 
Actual Total Program Cost 
less: Actual Total Program Income 

NET PROGRA~1 COST 

*Does NOT include Relocation Cost of $2,283. 

III. Per Diem Cost/Bed 

The following figures are based on 55.7 percent occupancy 
for the quarter reviewed. 

Actual Client Man/Days 
*Actual Cost Per Man/Day 

1 ,025 
$26.03 

*(Net Program Cost ~ Actual Client Man/Days) 

At a nominal perce~tage of occupancy of 85 percent (or 1,564 
man/d~ys) the per diem would have been $14.22. 



l 




