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. PROBATION AND PAROLE TERMINATIONS
1974

HIGHLIGHTS

Eight out of 10 adult male probationers and T out of 10

‘adult male parolees successfully completed supervision

in 197k,

Slightly fewer than Q out of 10 adult female probationers

and parolees completed supervision in 19Tk. .

Wine out of 10 adult males who were self-supporting or
earning over $400 per month while on supervision successfully

completed probation.

Among juvenile boys, 8 out of 10 completed probation
supervision successfully and T out of 10 successfully

completed aftercare.

Seven of 10 juvenile girls successfully completed probation

and. 75 percent completed aftércare successfully.

When the agent reported a 'productive and useful'! relation-

ship with & Juvenile boy under supervision or aftercare,

9 out of 10 were successful; hbwever, when the agent reported

a 'negative' or 'limited' relationship, only 6 of 10 cases

were successful.

Less than half of all adult and juvenile cases succeeded
when the supervisingfagent assessed the personal goals of
the client as unrealistic; when goals were assessed as highly

realistic, over 95 percent of adult and juvenile cases were

succgssful. ’, N C ,,,E R g
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Information in this bulletin is based‘on 9,200 terminations
from the Division of Corrections Probation and Parole caseloads
for calendar year 197hk. A case termination is the ending of super-
vision by either expiration of sentence or revocation because of
violation. The bulletin is divided into 39 tables, separating cases
by adult or juvenile sﬁﬁtus, by probation or parole program, and
by gender. |

Tables are also arranged to relate the outcomes of these
mejor termination groups to various social characteristies, such as
age, race, marital status, income level, and to charscteristics of
supervision such as its duration, use of a case plan, and various

assessments of the agent supervising the case.

Data concerning adult male and female probation and parole
terminations are covered in Tables 1 to 17. During 1974, cases of
7,169 adult males were terminated, including 6,195 probation and

97h parcle. There were 1,009 female terminations, including 952 pro-
bation and 57 parole.

Juvenile probation and aftercare cases are presented in Tables 18

to 39. During 1974, 807 juvenile boys snd 215 juvenile girls were
terminated.

Termination resulting from revocation accounted for 1,464 adult
males, 116 adult females, 226 juvenile boys, and 57 juvenile girls.

The majority of revoéations were for absconding or other rules
~violations. '

Tabular Formats

All tables have in common a vertical axis'representing pbpulation
characteristics, and a horizontal axis specifying the number and percent
terminated Successful;ya' An outcome coded as succeSSfuliis by defihition.

a case not terminated by reVocation, which is the returh of ‘the
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probationer‘or parolee to a correctional institution. The revo-
cation'rate is therefore 100 percent minus the reporfed percentage

of success or failure. Reasons fof revocation are conviction of

a new offense, charged with a new offense but not yet convicted,
arrested but not charged with a new offense, abséonding,li- and other

rules violations.

Tt should be noted that the report of 100 percent success for
18 year olds is an artifact of their automatic case closure upon

attaining 18 years of age.

The population covered by these data should not be confused
with a release cohort. This is not a follow-up study but a study

of all cases terminated without respect to when they were received.

Discussion of the Data

Tabular data enable case outcomes to be related to a charac-
teristic of the offender under supervision and to a characteristic of
the supervisory process, including perceptions of the supervising
agent; Of a group of cases with a given characteristic, the data
show percentages of cases successful. The data do not necessarily
permit accurate prediction ofkindividual success on the basis of a

single characteristic.

The Supervision Process

Some‘characteristics of terminated cases describe the process
of supervision. Selected for discussion are the agent's report of

the relationship with the person under supervision, the agent's

. agsessment of the goals of the person under supervision, the degree to

which a case plan was developedﬂand,completed,‘and time under super-—

“vision.

/1 Beginning in l97h, absconders were not actually revoked un?il

" located, provided an administrative hearing, and a revocation ’
order were completed. For the purposes of this report, however,
all absconders are included in the revocation group.
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Adult cases characterized by the supervising agent as having a
productive and useful relationship with the agent displayed success
rates of 90.T to 100 percent. Groups coded as having a negative
relationship with the agent did Worse (1.7 to 60 percent success)
than those having no contact with the agent at all (60.0 to 75
percent success), except for a handful of female pdrolees who succeeded
despite negative relationships. The success range was 82.6 to 88.6
percent for juvenile groups reported as having a "productive and

usefnul"

relationship with the agent. For juvenile cases reporting
negative relationships, the success rate was 50 to 62.5 percent (see

Tables il and 26).

The agent's perception of the goals of the person under super-
vision, whether juvenile or adult, related strongly to the termination
outcome. Those clients whose personal goals were assessed by the
agent as "unrealistic" were only 33 to 56 percent sugcessful. Of 833
cases ccded as having "highly realistic" gosls, only seven were

revoked, a success rate of over 99 percent (refer to Tables 1l and 36).

When a case plan was reported as completed, the range of success
rates across all juvenile and =zdult categories was 91.5 to 100 percent.
For cases where a plan was reported as not completed, success retes

ranged from 28.1 percent to 6L4.7T percent (see Tables 15 and 37).

Time under supervision and success correlate in similar patterns
for male and female adults. Adults on pobation for 12 to 18 months
experienced highest. rates of Success, 91.8 percent for men and 95.7
percent for women. For both genders, success rates drop markedly with
each: shorter interval of supervision. . In the sik to .12 month category,
success rates drop to 61.8 percent fdr men and to T7.2 percent for
- women. Lowest suceess rates accrue to the group df cases sﬁperviSed
for less than six months, 40,2 percent'for~men and 5k.2 percent for
women. These figures suggest revocastions are most likely to occur

early in the supervision period.
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The second most successful grioup of adults were those super-
vised for more than two years but less than three years, 88.6 percent
for men and 92.1 percent for women (refer to Tables 3 and 20). It
should be kept in mind that this group ig largely made up of those

with more serious offenses and longer sentences.

Social and Economic Circumstances of Probationers and Parolees

Outcomes of adult men when compared by marital status varied by
as much as 26.9 percentage points. The group showing, lowest ‘proportion
of success were paroled males coded "nct reported,”" at 50.0 pereent;
thus, case outcomes may be related not only to objective characteristics
of‘clients but also to the pattern of reporting or not reporting the
information to the agent. The male groups doing best were reported
as merried, 89.2 percent successful for probationers and 84.9 percent
for perolees. Suecessful outcomes for divorced or separated men
dropped to T2.3 percent for probationers and 64.8 percent for parolees.
This pattern was reflected by women on probation but broken by women
on parole, where the divorced group did the best at 95.2 percent
successful (see Table 6).

The group of juveniles living with cne or both parents is neturally
by far the largest and does substantially better as a group than those
who live in group homes, and somewhat better than children in individual
foster homes, Aﬁong juvenile boys on probation or aftercare, the highest
success rates are for those reporting as livingkwith other relatives

(refer to Table 23).

Suceessful outcomes are related to such economic indicators as
time employed, iscome per month, and degree to which the person under
supervision is self-supporting. Men who were reported as supported by
others were only 58 percent successful, in contrast to those Who‘were
reported as gelf-supporting, whose success rate for probationers was

91.4% percent and 8L.2 pefCent fqr parolees. ‘Across allﬂjyvenile

e S, i

PR




categories those reported as wholly or partially self-supporting
showed success rates of a higher order than those completely
supported by others. Of adult Womeﬁ, all parolees reporited to be
self-supporting were successfully terminated (Tables 8 and 27).

Income information on terminated cases compares outcomes by
dollars earned per month, ranging from no income to $400 per month
and over. Tables 10 and 25 show an increase in percentage of
successful cases with each increase in income per month for all but

female parolees.

Success rate went hand-in-hand with employment stability across
the three mostvp0pulous adult categories. Unemployment for men is
associatedkwith an aggregate success rate of 59.5 percent for probationers
and 52.3 percent for parolees. The generaliy full-time employed have
success rates of 81.5 to 93.7 percent. Men and womgn'reporting
generally full-time employment do better than those who are sporadically
employed, part-time employed, or unemployed. Variance in percentage
of success as employment status weakens is more dramatic among men than
women, whose probation terminations remained in the 80 and 90 percent
decades despite poor employment profiles. Low success was associated
- with all significant gfoups when employment information was not reported,
54.8 to 67.6 percent (see Table 9).

Chemical Dependengg

The non-user of drugs and the non-abuser of alcohol were generally
mofe successful in adult and juvenile ‘outcomes. Disruptive use of
alcohol lowered adult success rates by 26.3 percentage points, with the
non—disruptive‘user~group,achieving 92 percent success. :While disruptive
use of alcohol did not‘discriminate so sharply -as a success. correlate

‘émong Juveniles, drug usagé related to significant,differénces in

juvenile outcomes, 67.7 percent success for those who reported using drugsendfﬁ

‘ 8L.1 percent for those who, by report, did not (See‘Tables 12 and 35).

The Anthropological Characteristics: Age, Race, and Sex

Among adult probationers, the age groups reporting the highest
rate of success were men whose cases were terminated at ége 55 or

older, 90.T percent, and women in L0 to Ul age group, 95.4 percent.

‘The most heavily represented age group for both sexes was the 20 to

oL set. In this group, 83.1 percent of men's cases were successful,
second only to cases in the 55 and over set.' Except for the rela~
tively higher suécess of men between 20 and 24 years of age, men's
cases were stable at TT to 79 pertent successful in groups up to

b0 years of age, and thereafter advanced in success wiFh each.five
year interval. For adult women on probation and for male and female
parolees, patbterns of correlation between age and case sﬁcceSS were

less apparent (refer to Table 4).

As a major age grotp, the entire juvenile caseload was less
successful than the caseload of adults, percentages of success ranging
from 69.8 o0 77.k percent in contrast to the adult range of T1.3 to
88.5 percent. It has been noted that the report of 100 percent success
for 18 year olds is an artifact of their automatic case closure upon
attaining 18 years of age (refer to Table2l). In cases of adjudicated
juveniles, the highest success rate was among 17 year old boys on

probation.

Non-white males in both probation and parole termination groups
showed a higher percentage of revocations (32.8 and 35.0) than cases

of white males‘(l6.0 and 25.6 percent). Non-whites (Blacks, Native

 Americans, and a group reported as "Other") made up one-fifth of all

cases terminated in 19Tk. Whites coded "Mexican Origin" comprised

less than one percent‘of all terminations (see Table 5).

When stratified by gender, proportionally more women's than
menls cases terminated successfully in both probation and parole

programs. Percentage of successful probation cases was 80.6 percent

for men, 88.5 percent for women; on parole the comparison was T1.3

percent for men, 87.7 percentkfor women.
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Table 2
Adult Probation and Parole Terminations by : . Table 2 (COHCl}ldEd)
SUCCESS AND COUNTY OF RESIDENCE AT TERMINATION ‘
Jenuary l-December 31, 19Tk i i Male Female
1 foun ty of Total Tobal. Probaglon Parole N Probation Parole
- Male - Female Residence Cases | Successes || Total uzs?er Total Nuzgger Total Nurgger Total Nur(t)x‘;er
County of Total|{ Total Probation Parole Probation Parole ' Cases| g ocesses| *25%% |successes| ©°%% | successes| ©25¢%| successes
Resi C oo Number Number Number Total Number . ,
esidence ases (Succenses| Total of Total of Total of CO a of i Milwaukee 3,0k0 2,228 2,254 1,633 370 2h2 387 326 29 27
o Cases Successes Cases Successes Cases Successes| oo c°| Successes | Honroe 2k 20 22 18 - = 2 2 - -
. ! Oconto 1k 1k 12 12 2 2 - - - -
Total 8,098l 6,518 [[6,135 L,9L6 958 683 oL8 839 2T 20 | Oneida . 39 32 35 o8 3 3 - - 1 1
Out of state 73 58 51 Lo 16 12 6 - - | Qutagamie 88 T1 70 57 8 L 10 10 - -
Adams 8 8 5 5 2 2 1 - - | Ozaukee k6 46 40 4o 3 3 3 3 - -
Ashland ahfi - 22 22 21 1 - - < 1 1 | Pepin ; 5 5 3 3 2 2 - - - -
Barron ‘ h2 34 3k 27 '8 T - - - - Plerce 15 15 12 12 1 1 2 2, - E
Bayfield 8 8 7 T 1 1 - - - - | Polk 3k 32 28 28 4 2 2" .2 - -
Brown 120 83 6l L2 b1 29 15 12 - - | Portage TT 72 55 51 2 1 20 20 - -
Buffalo oll. T 5 L - - 3 o i 1 | Price 11 9 9 8 2 1 - - - -
Burnett 12 11 6 5 L L 2 2 i - | Racine 218 213 183 156 31 23 34 34 - -
Calumet 7 I3 6 & 1 - - - - | Richland 16 16 13 13 2 2 1 1 - -
Chippeva. 59 U7 46 36 9 7 I i - - Rock 231 209 183 , 166 18 15 28 26 2 2
Clark = 22 20 19 3 2 1 1 - ~ ; Rusk 20 15 7 12 2 2 1 1 - -
Columbia 68 65 56 53 7 7 5 5 - - | St. Croix 34 29 2l 21 6 4 4 4 - 5
Crawford 12 11 11 10 1 1 z - - - | Sauk 66 5T L9 ko 3 3 14 14 ~- -
Dane L37 383 325 292 5k 37 55 51 33 k;fa.wyer 22 18 19 16 1 - 2 2 - -
Dodge 73 57 53 43 1Q 5 10 9 - - ; fhawano 300 27 22 20 4 3 Y k - -
Door 2h 2L 19 19 3 3 2 2 - - 1 Sheboygan 138 113 107 8l 8 T 23 22 - -
Douglas 79 66 65 sk 7 5 6 6 1 1 | Taylor | 12 11 11 11 1 - - - - -
Dunn 30 o7 o8 26 1 - 1 1 2 - | Trempealeaun 18 1h 1 1l 2 2 1 1 - -
Eau Claire 149 129 121 106 6 4 21 18 1 1 | Vernon 16 12 1k 1l 1 - 1 1 - -
Florence 6 6 6 - 6 - - - - - - | Vilas 27 27 23 23 I L - - - =
o Fond du Lac 8l 68 55 Ll 15 11 10 9 b 4 | Walworth 87 81 70 6l 9 9 6 6 2 2
- Forest 10 10 9 9 1 1 - - - - | Washburn T4 5 L 3 2 1 1 1 - -
Grant 31 c6 23 19 i L I 3 - -z ¢ Washington 79 63 69 5h L 3 6 6 - -
Green 27 23 17 1k 5 5 5 L _ - | Waukesha 287 2ko 238 201 12 7 36 31 1 1
Green Lake 11 9 9 8 2 1 - - - - | Waupaca 50 L Lo 35 Y 3 6 6 - -
Tova 31 31 || 26 26 3 3 2 2 - -, - Waushara = 23 19 20 16 1 1 2 2 - -
Tron 2l 1 1 1 _ - - - - - | Winnebago 134 116 89 80 21 16 21 19 3 1
Jackson 56 52 43 Lo 3 2 10 10 - - | Wood 46 b5 33 32 5 5 8 8 - =
Jefferson 3| 60 || 56 46 10 T T T - = '} Unknown 876 677 651 12 1ko 101 8
Juneau ~ 18 13 1k 11 1 - 3 2 - - ' ‘ > T i 7 2
Kenosha 187 167" 146 131 21 18 19 18 1 -
Kewaunee - 7 T 6 6 1 1 - - - -
LaCrosse 103 92 78 68 12 11 13 13 - -
Lafayette | 9 8 7 T 1 - 1 1 = -
Langlade 23 20 13 11 L 3 .6 6 - -
Lincoln 32 29 25 23 3 3 I 3 - -
Manitowoc - 79 66 67 57 6 4 6 5 - -
Marathon | 129 113 106 91 5 L 18 18 < -
Marinette w3h 31 28 25 L k 2 2 - -
Marquette 8 7 i 3 2 2 2 2 - -
Menominee o2y a6 18 1k 2 1 1 1 - -
i
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Table 3
Adult Probation and Parole

Terminations by

SUCCESS AND TIME UNDER SUPERVISION
January l-December 31, 197k
Male Female
. "Probation Parole Probation Parole
Time Under
. s # # , # # o
Supervision #  lsuce 7 # lguce % # guce % # lsuce.|. *
: ~ Cases T " |Suce. [Cases "Succ. {Cases “|Suce. [Cases | “| Suce.
erm. Term. Term. Term.
Total Cases 6,135 4,046 80.6| 958 683 1.3t 948 839 88.5{ 57 50 87.7
Iess than six months 502 202 ho.2{ 1ho 81 57.9] 48 26 sh.2 9 T 77.8
' 8ix months, less than 1 year 978 604  61.8] 190 123 64.T7) 19 115 TT7.2 16 13 81.3
1 year, less than 18 months 2,521 2,315 91.8{ 1lh2 106 TL.T| Mh5 k26 95.7 L 3 T75.0
18 months, less than 2 years hog 311 76.0| 122 86 T70.5 82 71 B6.6 8 T 87.5
2 years, less than 3 years 1,205 1,068 88.6] 167 125 Ti.9] 152 1k0o 92.1 10 10 100.0
3 years,. less than L yezrs 359 310 86.h 82 68 82.9 39 32 82.1 L 4 100.0
4 years, less than 5 years 93 16 81.7 35 28 80.0 17 13 76.5 1 1 100.0
5 years or over 68 60 88.2 80 66 82.5 16 16 100.0 5 5 100.0 1
o
Table 4 .
Adult Probation and Parole Terminations by
SUCCESS AWD AGE AT TERMINATION
January l-December 31, 197L4
Male Female
Probation Parole Probation Parole
Age at Termination # # # #
' # Succ. % # Succ. 5 # Suce. % # Succ. »
Cases Succ. | Cases Succ. | Cases Suce. | Cases Sucec.
Term. « | Term. Term. Term.
 Total Cases 6,135 k4,oh6 80.6] 958 683 T1.3 9ok8 839  88.5 57 50 BT.7
“ Less than 20 - 864 670  T7.5 20 13  65.0 oh 81 86.2 2 1  50.0
20-2k 2,726 2,266 83.1 298 222 Th.5 415 364 87.7 20 17 85.0
25-29 1,061 821 - TT7.4 261 189 T2.h4 171 19  87.1 i2 9 T75.0
30-3% 536 h13  77.1 123 80  65.0 88 78  88.6 6 6 100.0
35-39 32k 256 79.0 7 50 64.9 T2 66 91.7 T 7 100.0
Lo-LL 212 165 T7.8 76 53  69.7 43 41 95.4 6 6 100.0
l5-Lg 168 139 82.7 57 43 T75.h4 37 35 9k.6 1 1°100.0
) 50=54 113 98 86.7 21 13 61.9 9 8 88.9 - - -
: 55'and older 129 LT 90.7 25 20 80.0 19 17 89.5 3 100.0
Not reported 2 1 50.0 - - - - - - - = =
Table 5
Adult Probation and Parole Terminations by
SUCCESS AND RACE
January l-December 31, 197L
Male Female
v Probation ‘ Parole Probation Parole
Race # # # #
g # Suce. b # Suce. % . # Succ. b # Suce. 7
Cases Succ. | Cases Succ. |Cases Succ. | Cases Sucec.
Term. Term. Term. Tern.
Total Cases 6,135 4,046 B0.6| 958 683 71.3{ 948 839 88.5 5T 50 8T1.7
White | 4,875 Lk,094 8k.0| 652 485 Th.h | 664 600 90.k 30 26 86.7
White (Mexican origin) 82 60 73.2 9 5  55.6 5 4 80.0 2 2 100.0
Noa-white 1,178 792  67.2| 297 193 65.0 279 = 235 84.2 25 22  88.0
Black 1,016 676 66.5 255 165  6k.7 245 206 84.1 23 20  87.0
Native American (Indian) 131 92 70.2 36 27  75.0 28 23 82,1 2 2 100.0
Other : 31 2L 77.L 6 1 16.7 6 6 100.0 - - -
, ]
Table 6 v
Adult Probation and Parole Terminations by ’ L
SUCCESS AND MARITAIL STATUS AT TERMINATION
January l-December 31, 1974
Male Female
, - ‘ Probation Parole Probation Parole
Marital Status at Termination # . # % & # % e # o 2 # y
: uec. Suce. Suce. Succ.
Cases Suce. | Cases Succ. | Cases Succ. | Cases Suce.
Term. . Term. Term. Term. ]
Total Cases 6,135 4,946  80.6 958 633 = T1.3 9h8 839 88.5 57 50 87.7
Single ‘ 3,354 2,709 80.8| 459 317 69.1| k2T 379 88.8 2l 20  83.3
Married 1,478 1,319 :89.2 231 196 8h.9 206, 195 9k.7 8 6 75.0
Divorced or separated 1,033 T T2.3 233 151 64.8 280 235 83.9 21 20  95.2
Widowed 18 ik 77.8 7 5  Ti.h 12 12 100.0 L 4 100.0
- Not reported 252 157  62.3 28 14 50.0 23 18 178.3 - - -



Table T

Adult Probation and Parole Terminations by
SUCCESS. AND RESIDENCE DURING SUPERVISION

January l-December 31, 19Th

Male Female
. Probation Parole Probation Parole
Residence During Supervision # # # #
c # Sucece. % # Sucece. % # Succ. 7 # Succ. %
ases Succ. [ Cases Succ. | Cases | Succ. { Cases Succ.
v Term. Term. H Term. ) Term.
Total Cases 6,135 k4,046 B80.6| 958 683  71.3 948 839  88.5 51 50 87.7
Alone 1,620 1,319  81.Lh [ 263 181 68.8 346 306 88.k 21 18  85.7
With spouse 1,388 1,253  90.3 206 171 83.0 189 180 95.2 7 6  85.7
With parents 1,752 1,519  86.7 oho 167 69.61 1k7 . 132 89.8 9 8 88.9
With other relatives 371 277 TRT 83 56 67.5] 108 100 92.6 11 11 100.0
Group home 6 L 66.7 5 1 . 20.0 2 2 100.0 1 1 100.0
Foster home L 3 75.0 - - - 1 1 100.0 - - -
Half-way house 68 31 U45.6 17 8 47.1 13 4 30.8 4 3 75.0
Other 650 389 59.9| 102 75  73.5 112 95 8h4.8 L 3 75.0
Not reported 276 151  5h.7 L2 2 57.1 30 19  63.3 - - - :4
 Table 8 - '
Adult Probation and Parole Terminations by
SUCCESS AND MAINTENANCE LEVEL
' January l-December 31, 19Th
Male Female
Probation Parole Probation Parole
Maintenance Level # = # # #
' co : C # Succ. % # | Succ. b # Suce. % ~# Succ. 7
ases Succ. | Cases Suce. | Cases | Sucec. | Cases Succ.
Term. Term. | [ Term Term.

- Total Cases 6,135 4,086 80.6| 958 683 71.3| 948 839 88.5 57 50  87.71
Self-supporting 3,34k 3,056 91.L 493 k15  8kh.2 2Lo 229  95.h4 21 21 100.0
Partially self-supporting 1,429 1,102  77.1 215 128 59.5 253 230 90.9 12 9 T15.0
Supported by others 798 L75 - 59.5 1kh5 83 57.2 403 346 85.9 22 18 81.8
Not reported 564 313 55.5 105 57 54.3 52 34 65.L4 2 2 100.0

| Table 9 b et ot Wi et F I - - i
Adult Probation and Parole Terminations by
'SUCCESS AND EMPLOYMENT DURING SUPERVISION
January 1l-December 31, 1974 |
|
; e Male Female ‘
= ; : robation P 1 3

Employment During Supervision P # % ¥ aro#e % p PrOba;*On y ParO;e ‘

: , Succ. 0 Suce. 4 ] 4 # %

’ Cases Term. Suce. |} Cases TZiz. Succ. | Cases 32;;_ Succ. | Cases §2§;: Suce. 1
kTotalLCases’ , 6,135 L,946 80.6| 958 683 7i.3} 948 839 88.5 57 50 - 87.7
Generally full-time employment 3,428 3,135  91.5 512 k17 81.5 299 280 | 20

: ; - > ’ : . 3. 22 20 0. i

Regula? part-tlge employment Th2 616  83.0 110 79 T71.8 102 ok 32.2 T T 180.8

Sporadic part-time employment 31T 233 73.5 Iy 26 63.h 59 50 88.1 3 2 66.7 |

Jnemployed 1,243 7ho  59.5| 235 123 52.3| 451 388 86.0| 23 19 B2.6
ot reported ko5 222 54.8 60 38  63.3 37 25  67.6 2 2 100.0 ‘

Table 10
Adult Probation and Parole Terminations by ‘
SUCCESS AWD INCOME AT TERMINATION {
January l-December 31, 19Th —
. : \A
: ‘ v—— Male Female ]
Income Per Month : = a#lon Paro;e PTOba;IOD Parole
c ? Suce. % # Succe. % # Suce. % # Suic %
_ t | ases | o oo Suce. |Cases Term. Succ. | Cases Term.,fSucc. Cases- Term. Suce.
- Iotal Cases | 6,135 b4,0k6 80.6| 958 683 71.3| 9u8 839 88.5| 57 50 B7.T

$400.00 and over 2,527 2,380 9 8 88.9

0 > 2, 9k.2 366 330 90.2 157 152 96.8 9 8 88.
§§0369§£$399.99' 1,201 1,060 88.3 155 126 81.3 269 255 94.8 19 18 9h.$

B 99.99 664 h76  TL.T | 11k 70 61.k 89 83 93.3 5 4 80.0

No rcomet . 847 516 60.9 | 166 79  W7.6| 319 - 264 82.8 20 16 80.0

eporte 896 51k 57.4 | 157 8 Lho.7 ik 85 TLh.6 4 4 100.0




Table 11

Aduit Probation and Parole Terminations by
- SUCCESS AND RELATIONSHIP WITH AGENT
January l-December 31, 197k

: Male Female :
' R Probation Parole Probation Parole
Relationship with Agent # # : # ; #
' d # { Suce. % # Succ. % ; # Succ. % # Succ. %
ases Succ. | Cases Succa | Cases Suce. | Cases Suce.
S ) - Term. Term. Term. Term. ,
_ Total Cases 6,135 L. ok B0.6| 958 683 71.3| 948 839 88.5 57 50 B87.7
* None, no contacts | 387 - 232 60.0 36 27 . 75.0 b3 28  65.1 2 - 2 100:0
Very limited relationship 2,224 1,547  69.6 329 167 50.8 382" 319  83.5 18 1 6l.1
Productive and useful relationship} 2,978 2,855  95.9 461 418 © 90.7 k73 60 97.3 33 33 100.0
Negative relationship 306 129  Lh2.2 8L 35  hi.7 30 18  60.0 i ¥ 100.0
 Not reported 240 183  76.3 148 36  T75.0 20 14 T70.0 - - -
Tabhle 12
Adult Probation and Parole Terminations by 1
SUCCESS AND DISRUPTIVE USE OF ALCOHOL =g
January l-December 31, 197k - .
Male Female
A : Probation Parole Probation Parole _ ,
Disruptive Use of Alcohol #. / # # #
R : L # Succ. b # Succ. oo # Succ. % # Succ. 7
Cases Succ. | Cases Succ. | Cases Suce. | Cases Succ.
Term. Term. Term. Term.
Total Cases 6,135 L,oh6 80.6. 958 . 683 7L.3| 948 839  88.5 57 50 87.7
‘_Yes 1,078 708  65.7 243 1h5 59.7 76 58  76.3 9 9 100.0
No : 2,873 2,64k 92.0 4oz~ 3ko 8L.h 528 502 95.1 38 33 86.8
~ Unknown 1,667 1,231  T3.9 250 155 62.0| 241 193  80.1 L 4 100.0
~ Not reported - 517 ~ 363 70.2 62 43 69.4| 103 86  83.5 6 L 66.7
Table 13 ’j
. Adult Probation and Parole Terminations by
SUCCESS AND DRUG USAGE DURING SUPERVISION
January l-December 31, 1974
Male Female
v , : Probation Parole Probation Parole
Drug Use During Supervision -y # # # #
L Succ. 7 # Succ. % # Sucece. % # Succ %
i Cases Term. Suce. | Cases Term. Suce. | Cases Term. Succ. | Cases Term. Suce.
Total Cases 6,135 k,946 80.6 958 683 71.3 948 839 88.5 5T 50  87.7
Yes 504 327 6h.9 65 28 L3.1 53 Ly 83.0 L L 100.0
No 2,631 2,358 = 89.6 399 327  82.0 458 430 . 93.9 33 30 90.9
Unknown 2,47k 1,886 T76.2) W23 2719 66.0| 330 271 82.1 15 13 86.7
~ Not reported 526 375 - T1.3 71 kg - 69.0} 107 ok 87.9 5 3  60.0
Table 1k
Adult Probation and Parole Terminations by
SUCCESS AND PERSONAL GOALS !
January l-December 31, 1974 L
1
Male Female
S Probation Parole Probation Parole
. S . o S . (] o 2 o
’ ; Cases TZE:. ’S?cc. Cases T:;;. Suce. | Caset gz;;: Suce. | Cases 32;;: Succ.
Total Caseés 6,135 L,ou6 80.6| 958 683 T1.3 oL8 839  88.5 5T 50 87.7
Unrealistic = 656 281 L2.8| 165 T2 43,6 Th 3h  b6.0 9 5 55.6
Generally unrealistic 1,038 668 64k 187 98 52.k 137~ 110 80.3 1k 12 85.7
Fairly realistic 1,597 1,k77 92.5) 212 1Tk 82.1| 283 272 - 9. 10 9 90.0
Realistic . 1,k22 1,394 98.0}{ 182 171 9L.0 o2k6 246 100.0 ih 1h 100.0
‘Highly realistic 607 603 99.3 95 93 97.9 90 90 100.0 6 6 100.0
Not reported 815 523 6h.2| 117 75 61| 118 87  T3.7 4 4 100.0



‘ Table 15
Adult Probation and Parole Terminations by

SUCCESS AND COMPLETION OF PROBATION OR PARQLE PLAN
‘ January 1l-December 31, 19Tk

Male , Female
3 ' 3 P
Campleﬁlon of Probation or Probaglon : Paro;e Proba;;on aro;e
“Parole Flan # Suce. | % #o Suce. % . # Suce. % : # Suce. %
Cases Suce. | Cases Succ. { Cases Succ. { Cases - Suce.
7 Term. Term. Term. 7 Term.
Total Cases 6,135 L,946 80.6] 958 683 T71.3| 948 839 BB.5 51 50 87.T
~ No plan made 12 281 68.2 k2 3 81.0 5k o 75.9 3 3 100.0
Yes : 2,454 2.4k 99.51 295 288 97.6| 349  3UT 99.L 1k 1k 100.0
“Yes, w1th modlflcatlon 1,631 1,538 9h.3 257 228 - 88.7 3ko 332 97.7 22 21 95.5
No : ‘ 1,340 k39 32.8 317 89 28.1 181 99  5h.7 17 11 6h.7
Not reported 208 2u7 - 82.9 L7 k4 - 93.6 24 20 83.3 1 1 100 0
; ‘Table 16 |
Unsuccessful Adult Probation and Parole Terminations by o
REASON FOR REVOCATION >
January l-December 31, 19T7h "
’ , ~Male Female
~ Beason for Revocation __Probation Parole Probation Parole
’ ‘ Number | Percent | Number | Percent Number | Percent | Number | Percent 3
. Total Revocations 1,189 100.0 | 275 100.0 109  100.0 7 100.0
Conviction of another offense 238 20.0 88 32.0 8 7.3 1 14.3 ;
Revocation substituted for new conviction 37 3.1 T 2.5 5 .6 - - :
Charged with another offense but not yet v ' .
convicted 96 8.1 30  10.9 4 3.7 - - |
Arrested but not charged ' 6 0.5 1 0.k = = = - A
~ Absconded ~ 676  56.9 119  143.3 6 69.7 5  Ti.b
Other rules violations 136 11.h 30 10.9 16 1.7 1 14.3
Table 1T %ww
Unsuccessful Adult Probation and Parole Terminations by
MOST - SERIOUS VIOLATION
January l-December 31, 197h
, " - Male , Female
Most Serious: Violation Probation Parole Probation Parole
» _ ; NumbergL?ercent Number‘ Percent NumberJﬁPercent Number‘rPercent
5 o Total Revocaxions~ 1,189 100.0 275 - 100.0 109 100.0 7 —lOO!O
£ Ofxenses Against Persons 16 6.4 L 16.0 2 1.8 - -
Murder, all degrees 1 0.1 2 0.7 - - - :ﬁ
Robbery, unarmed 13 1.1 6 2.9 - - - -
Robbvery, armed - 20 1.7 27 9.7 - - - -
Assault and battery - 22 9
ASHalt ; ‘ v 1. 3 1.1 1 0.9 - -
Injury by conduct regardless of life 6 5
: 0. 3 1.1 1 0.9 - -
Injury by negllgent use of weapon ; 1 0.1 - - - '
’ Rape 5 o_h 1 0.k - - - -
Statutory rape ' I 0.3 1 0.k
Sexual intercourse without consent N 0.3 1 0.k z Z z -
Prqperty Offenses 313 26.3 87 31.6 20  18.3 1 1k.3 5
Burglary, armed ~ 8 0.7 3 1.1 - - - o
Burglary, unarmed : 141 11.8 k5 16.h 1 0.9 - -
Theft, except auto , 59 5.0 13 b7 4 3.7 1 1k.3
'Rece1v1ng stolen property ‘ 9. 0.8 Ly 1.5 1 0.9 - -
Auto theft ‘ 3k 2.8 5 1.8 1 0.9 - -
Fraud and embezzlemen%r 12 1.0 2 0.7 2 1.8 =~ -
Forgery and worthless checks 50 h.2 15 5.4 11 10.1 - -
Sex Offenses 10 0.8 ;" 1.5 5 4.6 - 2
Indecent behavior w1th child —E' 0.4 N 1.5 - - - - -
. Adultery. 1 0.1 - - - - - -
- Lewd and lascivious conduct 3 0.2 - - s - - - -
: Prostltutlon pandcrlng, and commercialized
‘vice ~ 1 0.1 - - 5 4.6 - -




Pable 17 (Concluded)

By ; S Male Female
" Most Serious Violation Probetion Parole Probation __Parole

R ] o Number | Percent Number [Percent Number‘ Percent Numberl Percent
Dmg Offenses 23 46 6 2.2 2 1.8 i 1bk.3
 Narcotic drug use and/or posse551on 10 0.8 2 0.7 1 0.9 1 1k.3

. Narcotic drug sale, manufacture or : .

Cgistribution : by 0.3 2 0.7 - = = =

Marijuana use and/or posse551on 21 1.9 1 0.4 1 0.9 - -

<. Marijuana sale, mamifacture, or distribution 5 0.4 - - - - - -

Other dangerous drug use and/or possession 8 0.7 - - - - - -

Other dangerous drug sale, manufacture or '

- distribution L 0.3 1 0.4 - - -~ -

Other dangerousudrug violations 3 0.2 - - - - - -

Other Of fenses 735  61.9 13k 48.7 80  73.5 5 . Ti.h

Concealed'weapons 28 2.4 17 6.1 = - - -
Escape 12 1.0 2 0.7 - - - - !

~Malicious destructlon 8 0.7 - e - - - - 3

Non-support 10 0.8 - - 2 1.8 - - |

~ Contributing to the delinquency 6 0.5 - - 1 0.9 = - -

. Disorderly conduct 26 2.2 L 1.5 5 4.6 - =

‘Absconding 532 L. 8 91 33.0 60 55.1 L 57.1

: .Problem,drlnklng 1k 1.2 L 1.5 1 0.9 = -
Uncontrollable - - - - 1 0.9 1 1k.3

- Traffic v1olat10ns 8 0.7 3 1.1 1 0.9 - -
- Other rules violations 6 0.5 1 0.k - - - -
Other offenses 85 7.1 12 boL 9 8.4 - -

i mm& ; ; i
Table 18
- Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by
TYPE OF TERMINATION
January l-December 31, 1974

. : Male . Female
Type of Termination Probation Aftercare Probation ftercare
;~ , Number [Percent NumberJﬁPercent' Number| Percent Numberl Percent
Total qases 221 = 100.0 586 100.0 55 100.0 160 100.0

" Discharge 105 UT.5 .

-hare -5 6 62.4 .

Early discharge 8 3.6 32; i 9 3? ‘Sh f llé ég.g
Closed - b7 21.3 3 0.5 5 9.1 - -
Off records 11 5.0 |
Revocation 49 22'2 172 33-2 lg 25.5 h_ -
Death 7 "< T -2 9.1 1 25.6
Other 1 0.k 3 0.5 1 1.8 - ~-

i
Y]
|l

1




l - 22 - ‘ - 23 -
Table 19 Table 19 (Coencluded)
Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminaticns by ;
SUCCESS AND COUNTY OF RESIDENCE AT TERMINATION _ Male . Female
January l-December 31, 19Tk County of Total Total Probation *| Aftercare Probation Aftercare
Residence Cases || Successes|| Total # Total # Total # Total #
‘ Male Female Cases | Succ. | Cases | Suce. | Cases| Sucec. | Cases | Suce.
County of Tatal Total Probation Aftercare Probation Aftercare Menominee 7 i = - 6 3 - o 1 1
Residence Cases || Successes|| Total # Total # Total | # Total # . Milwaukee 293 196 3k 19 199 128 5 2 55 bt
, Cases | Suce. | Cases | Succ.| Cases| Succ. | Cases | Succ.  f Monroe 3 3 1 1 2 o - - - _
3y ; 1}  Oconto 2 2 - - 2 2 - S - - -
Total 1,022 739 221 172 586 ‘h09 55 39 160 119 Oneida 1l 7 _ 9 6 3 1 5 -
o ey W o o > — - - - l l 2 2 ‘ )
?&gtlmgl state ’é I - - Z 1 - - - - Outagamie 19 15 - - 18 1k - - 1 1
Ashland 5 5 2 2 2 2 1 1 - - Ozaukee 12 11 9 9 2 2 - - 1 -
Barxon 7 6 - - 5 4 1 1 1 1 1; . :2L i - - 2 1 - - - -
Bayfield T 5 3 3 1 1 - - 3 1 - - ~ i - =
Polk 11 11 2 2 3 3 6 6 - -
8 - _ = _ :
‘gg?glo 1-3- - % % l? f - - - - Portage 6 5 1 1 3 2 1 1 1 1
Burnett 5 ) - - 5 L _ - B} _ Price 3 31 31 31 - - C ; - -
Calumet 2 ) = - 5 o N - - - Re_tcme 30 21 1 1 26 17 L 71 2 )
Chippeva 8 5 2 1 5 3| - - 1 1 glciland | lj 2 - - 2 2 - - - -
’ . . . . i oc¢ 3 1 1 29 22 - - 1k 13
Clark 5 - - — - - )
Columbia 3 3 2 o 1 1 - - - - SESkCr . t é 2 - 2 1 - - - -
Crawford 2 - - - 1 - - 1 - Sa};k -O1X 10 2 1 8 3 2 - - - -
Dane 22 1h 2 2 8 6 3 1 9 5 ooy 12 5 1 8 3,& -2 2 - -
Dodge U 3 - - in 3 - - - - Wy T 2 - - 1 -
O . Shawano 3 2 - - 2 1 - - 1 1
Door 1 - - - 1 - - - - - ,
Sheboygan. 18 12 5 3 11 7l - - ) )
gggﬁlas l'; lg - _ g g g g > 3 Taylor 17 17 16 16 - - - - 1 1
] . - - - - T 1 - - - - - - - - - -
BauClaire a7 13 11 5 12 6 3 2 1 - o : p
Florence b 1 1 - 1 - - -~ 2 1 ernon 2 2 5 3 1 1 - -
! : Vilas 26 17 13 11 6 b 2 1 5 1
‘ - - 1 ,
Forest B2y 8 s g o o vaven 0L R | ] O T
p ] _ Washburn 2 1 - - 2 1 - _ _ -
gmnt g g 2 1 i i i BL_ K i Washington 7 6 - - L 3 1 1 o 2
, Gm?n Lok 1 1 - - I 1 B ~ ~ Weukesha 33 19 4 - 23 16 1 5 3
reen Lake - - - {  VWaupaca | 6 3 1 - 5 3 - - = =
%igﬁ , —2. ; - 3 i i Ny i ~ ~ |} Waushara 1 1 - - 1 1 N __ _ ~
Jackson 1 1 - - 11 L i - . il Winnebago 20 15 1 1 17 13 - - 2 1
Jefferson Y 3 - - 3 2 - - 1 1 i} Wood ‘ 5 L 3 2 2 2 - - - =
Juneau 4 L - - 2 2 - - 2 » | ~ Unknown 36 28 8 8 12 9 2 2 1k 9
~ Kenosha 72 54 eT 20 35 27 2 - 8 T
Kewaunee - - - - - - - _ - .
LaCrosse 15 10 - L 10 7 1 - b 3 4
~ Lafayette - - - - - = - = - -k
Langlade y L - - 2 21 1 1 1 1
Lincoln 9 6 1 1 3.3 2 - 3 2 Hl
Manitowoe 6 ) 2 2 3 3 1 1 - -k
Mayathon 37 31 2 2 26 23 5 b L 2
Marinette e 1 - - 2 1 - - e B |
Margquette ) 1 - - 1 1 - - - .




a ' : , ' Table 20
Juvenile Probation and Aftercere Terminstions by

SUCCESS AND TIME UNDER SUPERVISICHN
January 1-December 31, 197k

Male Female
Probation Aftercare Probation Aftercare
Time Under Supervision P # 7 » # o o " # 2 4 # 2
‘ ' C ‘es Sace. Suéc Ca” s Suce. Su;c Ca:es Suec. Sugc Ca:es Suce. Sugc
as Term. i S€S | Perm. : Term. i Term. )
Total Cases 221 172 77.8| 586  hog 69.8 55 39 70.9} 160 119 Th.h
Less than six months 68 k1 60.3 195 116 59.5 11 7  63.6 b1 21 51.2
6 months, less than 1 year 59 brooT9.7| 1ke 90 63.h 11 3 27.3| 36 25  69.h
1 year, less than 18 months 56 50  89.3 82 59 © 72.0 8 6 T75.0{ 25 20 80.0
18 months, less than 2 years 13 11 84.6 60 k7  78.3 5 L 80.0 13 11 8h4.6
2 years, less than 3 years 15 ik 93.3 T1 64  90.1 7 -~ T 100.0 21 200 95.2
3 years, less than b years 1 L 100.0 22 20  90.9 6 6 100.0 5 13 86.7
_l years, less than 5 years L 3 75.0 10 10 100.0 L 3 75.0 8 8 100.0
5 years or over 2 2 .100.0 I 3 5.0 3 3 129.0 1 1 100.0
Oy
4=
, Table 21 1
Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by
SUCCESS AND AGE AT TERMINATION
January l-December 31, 19Tk -
- Male Female
Probation Aftercare Probation Aftercare
Age at Termination # ~ # # , #
C / Suce. S ! ¢ ¢ s Suce. S ’ Caies Suee. Suzc Caies Suce. Sufc
: , 8S€S | peyq, uee. 8SeS7) porm. uce. Term. i Term. ’
Total Cases 221 112 77.8 586 Log  69.8 55 39 70.9 160 119 - 7h.b
Under 12 - - - - - - - - - - = -
12 . 1 C - - - — - - — - - -
13 6 3 50.0 3 2  66.7 1 1 1060.0 - - -
1k 8 4 50.0 3 1 33.3 2 -~ - 1 - -
15 22 9 ko.9 37 2 5.4 2 1 50.0 5 2 Lo.o
16 39 19 48.7 72 11 15.3 8 1 12.5 oL - -
17 3k 27 79.4 124 48  38.7 11 5  Ls.5 22 9 40.9
18 o ‘ 108 108 100.0| 341 341 100.0 31 31 100.0 | 108 108 '100.0
19 ) ‘ . 3 2 66.7 6 L 66.7 - ~ - - - -
Table 22 |
Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by
’ SUCCESS AND RACE
January 1-December 31, 19Tk
Male Female '
i Probation Aftercare Probation Aftercare
Race = # # # # o
| CaZes Suce. Suzc. Caies Suce. Sufc Caﬁes Suce. Suzc CaZes Succ. Suﬁc
; Term. Term. : Term. : Term. :
Total Cases 221 172  77.8 586  Lo9  69.8 55 39 70.9| 160 119 Th.h
White 197 159  80.7 L15 293" 70.6 51 31 12. 102 75 13.5
White (Mexican Origin) 1 1 100.0 5 4 80.0 - - - 6 6 100.0
Non-white 23 12 52.21 166 112 - 67.5 L 2 50.0 52 38 13.1
Black 16 7 43.8 133 89 66.9 2 - - Lo 31 7.5
~Native American (Indian) T .5 _Ti.h 27 19 70.L4 2 2 100.0 12 7 58.3
Other - - - 6 h 66.7 - - - - - -
]
| Table 23 &
Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by !
SUCCESS AND RESIDENCE DURING SUPERVISION
January 1-December 31, 19Tk ’
Male Female
- 2 - Probation Aftercare Probation Aftercare
esidence During Supervision
: P # Suic. % # Suic. 5 # Sufc. 7 # Suic %
‘ Cases Term. Succ. | Cases Term. Suce. Ca;es Term. Succ. | Cases Term: Suce.
Total Cases 221 172 77.8| 586 409  69.8 55 39 70.9] 160 119 Th.L
Alone 1 1 100.0 L 4 100.0 .- - - 2 2 100.0
W%th spouse 1 1 100.0 2 2 100.0 1 1 100.0 5 3 60.0
With parents . 1ho 125 83.9| Lko 312 70.9 16 1L 87.5 8l 75 89.3
With other relatives 15 1k 93.3 h6 35 76.1f 1 2 2 100.0 15 11 73.3
Group home 29 13 44.8 50 25  50.0 29 17 58.6 25 11 Lk.o
Foster home 16 12 - 75.0 25 16 64, 6 5 83.3 13 7 53.9
Halfway house 2 2 100.0 3 3 100.0 - - - 1 - -
Other 7 3 ka9 15 11 73.3 1 - - 12 7 58.3
Not. reported 1 1 100.0 1 1. 100.0 - - - 3 3 100.0



Table 2u

Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by
SUCCESS AND EMPLOYMENT DURING SUPERVISION
January l-December 31, 197k

Male Female
: ; ‘ Probation Aftercare Probation - Aftercare
Employment During Supervision C# # ; # : # .
) L ‘ : # Succ. % # Suce. 7 # Succ. » : # Succ. 7
Cases Succ. | Cases Succ. | Cases| Succ. | Cases Succ.
Term. Term. Term. Term.
Total Cases 221 112 77.8| 586 409  69.8 55 39 70.9| 160 119 Tk.k
Generally full-time employment 23 20 87.0 65 60 92.3 2 2 100.0 17 15 88.2
Generally part-time employment Th 66 89.2 118 96  81.h 9 9 100.0 20 18 90.0
 Sporadic part-time employment 24 18 T75.0 56 36 64.3 I 1 25.0 5 ¥ - 80.0
Unemployed : o 98 66 67.h4 31 213  62.5 39 26  66.7 111 77  69.4
Not reported 2 2 .100.0 6 L 66.7 1 1 100.0 7 5 T1.b
Table 25 i
Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by N
SUCCESS AND INCOME AT TERMINATION ?\
January l-December 31, 19Tk
Male Femaie -
Probation ‘ Aftercare Probation Aftercare
Income Per Month ; # # # #
Sl , # Suce. '% # Succe. A # Suce. 5 # Suce. b
Cases Succ. | Cases Succ. - { Cases Succ. | Cases Suce.
. Term. Term. Term. | Term. |
Total Cases . 221 172 T77.8 586 409  69.8 55 39 70.9 160 119 T7h.h
$h00;00 and over 8 8 100.0 19 19 “100:0 1 1 100.0 L 1 100.0
$200.00 - $399.00 29 27 93.1 68 = ‘64 9h.1 2 2 100.0 11 10 90.9
- $1.00-$199.00 90 77 85.6 158 116 T3. 8 6 T75.0 31 2L 77.4
© No income 89 55  61.8 295 175  59.3 43 29  6T7.4 97 67 69.1
Not reported 5 5 100.0 L6 35 - 76.1 1 1 100.0 20 17 85.0
Table 26
Juvenile Probatipn and Aftercare Terminations by
SUCCESS AND RELATIONSHIP WITH AGENT
January l-December 31, 19Tk
: Male Female
’R Lot E Probation - Aftercare - Probation Aftercare
elationship With Agent # ‘
& # S N 0 R I B 2 R LA R B B
Cases Succ. Suce Cases Suee., Succe Cases Succ. Su Cases Suce. Su
; , Term. i Term, i Term. ee-. S5 1 perm, ce.
Total Cases 221 172 77.8 586 Log  69.8 55 39 70.9{ 160 119 7h.k
None, go_contaCts 1 1 100.0 13 13 '100.0 1 - - L 3, 75.0
Very limited relationship ; ; 79 ko 62.0 285 172 60.4 24 15  62.5 69 b7 68.1
Productive and useful relationship 132 117 - 88.6 2h2 200 82.6 2l 20  83.3 67 56  83.6
Negative relationship ‘ 8 5  62.5 36 18 50.0 5 3 60.0 1k 7 50.0
Not reported 1 - - 10 6  60.0 1 1 100.0 6 6 100.0
Table 27
|
Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by o
SUCCESS AND MATNTENANCE LEVEL h
January l-December 31, 197k .
Male - Female
. . o : Probation Aftercare Probation Aftercare
aintenance Level #
‘ Caies Suce. 5 f a # Suﬁc. s % o # Suﬁc. 7 # Suic.’ »
; | | Term. uce. ases Term. ucce. ases Term. Succe. { Cases Term. Suce.
Total Cases 221 172 77.8 586 409  69.8 55 39 70.9 160 119 - Th.k
SelfTSupporting | 11 10 90.9| 27 26 96.3 - - - 7 T 100.0
Partially self-supporting 59 56  9k.9g 141 123 - 87.2 9 9 100.0 26 22 84.6
Supported by others 150 105 T70.0f kT 259  62.1 L6 30 65.2| 122 86  70.5-
‘Not reported 1 1 100.0 1 1 100.0 . - - - 5 L 80.0




Table 28
Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by

SUCCESS AND PUBLIC ASSISTANCE RECEIVED
January l-December 31, 19Tk

Male . Female
o Probation Aftercare Probation Aftercare
Public Assistance Received J # ~ T Z 4 # ]
: S f Suce. % - Suce. % # Suce. %‘ # Suce. | o %
Cases Succ. | Cases Suce. | Cases Suce. | Cases - Sucec.
Term. Term. Term. Term.
Total Cases : 221 172 77.8 586 409 69.8 55 39 T190.9 160 119 - Th.h
None recorded o 173 146 8h.L 403 289  T1.7 27 21 77.8 86 68 - 79.1
Aid to dependent children 23 12 52.2 108 73 67.6 5 4 -80.0 3k 28 82.b4

0lLd ‘age assistance : , - -
Ajid tc the blind - -
Aid to totally and permanently

-disabled : o 2 2 100.0 2 1 50.0 - - - - - -
General relief ' ‘ - - S 2 2. 100.0 - - - 1 1 100.0
_ Federal aid program - - b L 100.0 - - - 2 2 100.0
Other : 18 8  Lb.k 61 35 S5T.b 22 13 59.1 30 ik W67 !
Not. reported 5 L 80.0 6 5  83.3 1 "1 100.0 T 6 85.7T%
’ [
Table 29
Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by
SUCCESS. AND ‘SCHOOL ENROLILMENT
. January l-December 31, 197k “
Male Female
: , Probation Aftercare Probation Aftercare
. School Enrollment - | 8 . # % ¥ # % 2 # g | # # %
: ucc. Suce. Succ. Suce. :
e : , Cases Succ. | Cases Succ. | Cases Succ. | Cases Succ.
: Term. Term. Term. Term. )
. Total Cases | ' p21 172 77.8| 586 ko9 £9.8 55 39 70.9| 160 119 Th.h
‘Not enrolled Lo 43 87.8 227 183 80.6 20 13 65.0 70 52 7Th.3
‘Full-time academic school 1hs 109 75.2 225 134 59.6 28 21 - 75.0 60 k2 70.0
Part-time academic school ' 11 8 To.7 T1 kg 69.0 l 2 50.0 13 12 . 92.3
Full-time vocational school 3 3. 100.0 10 T 70.0{ - - - 2 2 100.0
Part-time vocational school 3 -3 100.0 11 8 T2.7 - - = 2 1 50.0
Part-time academic, part-time ,
vocational school 6 3 50.0 34 23 67.7 1 1 100.0 9 T 77.8
Other : 3 2 66.7 7 L 57.1 2 2 100.0 2 2 100.0
Not reported 1 1 100.0 1 1 100.0 - - - 2 1 50.0
Table 30
" Juvenile Prgbation and Aftercare Terminations by
SUCCESS AND EDUCATIONAL PROGRESS
January l-December 31, 197k
Male Female
Ea ,i. : i 5 Probation ) Aftercare Probation Aftercare
ucational Progress # '
Cazes Succ. Suz c # Suic. S % c # Suﬁc. % # Suﬁc. _%
- - ; Term. ucc. | Cases | o " | Succ. | Cases| . Succ. | Cases Term. Sacg;
“Lobal Cases Lo , 221 1712 T77.8 586 ko9  69.8 55 39 70.91 160 119 Th.b
Not applicable s B 56 50 89.3 248 198  T79.8 20 13 65.0 Th 55  Th.3
Excellent : ; ' 16 ik 87.5 20 18 - 90.0 10 10 100.0 9 9 ,100.0
-Batlsfactory. - o 89 77T 86.5{ 105 76 T2.4 10 7  70.0 19 17 89.5
- No progress bt 25 53.2| 154 86 55.8 14 8 57.1 46 31 67.4
Regression ‘ ; : 10 5 50.0 b7 21 k.7 1 1 100.0 8 L 50.0
Not reported 3 1 33.3 12 10 83.3 - - - L 3 15.0
Table 31 !
Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by 8
SUCCESS AND VQCATIONAL PROGRESS !
January l-December 31, 197k
Male Female
, . ’ ‘ Probation Aftercare Probation Aftercare
Vocational Progress . # . # # #
‘ : Caﬁes Suce. Suz Cai Succ. g » c # Suce. g % C # Succ. %
; | | Term. c. €S | mapm. uce. ases | m .o ucc. ases | o Suce.
Total Cases , | 221 - 172 T77.8| 586  h4o9  69.8 55 39 70.9| 160 119 TL.L
- Not applicable , 206 161 T78.2 528 368  69.7 5L 38 70.4 145 108  T74.5
Excellent ; 1 1 100.0 3 3 100.0 1 1 100.0 2 2 100.0
Satisfactory 8 6 T5.0 19 16 8h.2 - - - 3 3 100.0
No progress 3 2 66.7 27 15 55.6) . - - - 4 3 75.0
. Regression 1 1 100.0 L 2 50.0 - - - - - -
- Not reported 2 1 50.0 5 5 100.0 = - - 6 3  50.0




Table 32

Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by
SUCCESS AND SCHOOL BEHAVIOR PROBLEMS
Jamuary l-December 31, 19Tk

Male Female
: Probation Aftercare Probation Aftercare 7
- School Behavior Problems I % # Suce % # Suce. % # 1 suce. g ’

k Cases TZii: Succ. | Cases Term: Succ. | Cases Torm. Buce. Cases{ Term. ’ucc.
Total Cases o1 172 T77.8| 586 409  69.8 55 39 70.9| 160 119 T7h.b
dota. Lases , 2 L.
Not in school L9 43 87.8 228 183 ig.z 22 13 gg.g 73 Sl Zs.g
Very serious problems L 1 25.0 23 %O h6.2 1 _ T 23 15 65.2
~Serious problems 16 > 21'3 102 61 61.0 8 L 50‘0' 28 00 78.6
Moderate problems o o 85'2 60 76.0l 13 12 92.3 16 13 8L.3
Minimal problems EO Aot I R 9 9 100.0 9 9 100.0

- No problems ko 38 95.0 9 5 ~68.8 1 - - 10 T T70.0
- Not reported T 6 85.7 32 2 . |
- (6)
Table 33 I
Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by
SUCCESS AND SOCIAL IDENTIFICATIONS
January l-December 31, 1974 -
: Male . Female
: Probation Aftercare Probazlon After;are
Social Tdentification vl # P " Suic 7 Bolgge | # ? | suce. | %
7 | ' Cases TZ;;. Succ. | Cases Term: Succ.| Cases Term. Suce. | Cases Term ucci
: I . ¥ CRRN . 160 119  Th.b
Total Cases 021 172 7.8 586 - Lo9  69.8 55 39 I10.29 S o
L e 16 8 50.0 81 35 L43.2 11 3 27.3 21 .
Delinquent 59 30  50.9 003 111 5h.T 19 13 68.4} 47 29  61.7
Mainly delinquent 8 o 86.h] 193 - 165 85.5| 11 9 81.8 45 3 T75.6
Some authority figure 1 16 00.0 57 55  96.5 10 10 100.0 19 19 100.0
st e S ii 11 100.0 11 9 81.8 2 2 100.0 6 € 100.0
Strong authority figure : . : 00. 0 05 1 86.4
Not reported - 8 T 87.5 b1 34 82.9 2 2 1 9
Table 34
Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by
SUCCESS AND DISRUPTIVE USE OF ALCOHOL
January l-December 31, 1974
Male Female
v : Probation Aftercare Probation Aftercare
Disruptive Use of Alcohol ' # # # #
= o ‘ e # Succ. % # Succ. A #‘ Suce & # ‘Bucc. %
ases Succ. | Cases Succ. | Cases Succ. | Cases Succe.
, Term. Term. Te Term.
Total Cases 221 172 77.8 586 Log 69.8 55 39  70.9 160 119 Th.k
Yes | 39 30 76.9{ 110 6T 60.9 6 3 50.0 18 11 611
No 126 100 79.k 262 196 Th.8 31 25  80.7 76 63 " 82.9
- Unknown 54 1 75.9{ 181 121 66. 15 8 53.3 55 38 69.1
- Not reported 2 1 50.0 33 25  75.8 3 3 100.0 11 7 63.6
Table 35
Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by J;
SUCCESS AND DRUG USAGE DURING SUPERVISION =
January l-December 31, 1974 !
Male Female
; - Probation Aftercare Probation Aftercare
.“D?#g;Usagé During Supervision 4 Suﬁé g P Su# P 4 ] # % #' . # %
' ' Cases * | Suce. | Cases €C- | Suce.| Cases| 2U°C* | Succ.| Cases| 2"°C| suce.
~ | Term. Term. Term. | Term.
Total Cases 221 172 77.8] 586  ho9 69.8 55 39 70.9] 160 119 Thk.b
- Yes 3k 23 67.7 118 66 55.9 8 3 37.5 19 10 52.6
. No 88 s 8h.1t 17 121 82.3 23 19 82.6 55 48  87.3
‘Unknown 95 73 76.8 296 204  68.9 22 16 72.7 Th 52 70.3
Not reported L 2 50.0 25 18 - T12.0 2 1 50.0 12 9 75.0
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Table 36

Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by
SUCCESS AND PERSONAT: GOALS

January 1-December 31, 19Tk

Male i .- Female i
el B _ Probation Aftercare Probation , Aftercare E
 Goals , R - ‘ # # # ~ # 2 ;
S o ' # Suce. b # Suce. % # Suce. A # Suce. i }
Cases ; Succ. | Cases , Succ. | Cases Succ. ] Cases Suce. 1
i Term. Term. Term. Term. f
 Total Cases = : 221 172 77.8| 586 ko9 69.8 55 39 70.9f 160 119 Th.h :
 Unrealistic | | | 32 1k 13.8{ 136 - 69 50.7| 18 6 33.3] 36 17 k.2 |
Generally unrealistic ; 56 35 . 62.5 178 103 57.9 1k 12 85.7 Lk 29 65.9 :
~ Fairly realistic 75 67 89.3} 169 1k 85.2 9 T 77.8 43 39 - 90.7 ;
- Realistic g ' 45 45 100.0| - 64 61 95.3 7 T 100.0 18 18 100.0 7
 Highly realistic , 10 10 100.0 1h 13 92.9 5 5 100.0 6 6 100.0 i
- Not reported , : 3 ‘1 33.3 25 19 = 76.0 2 2 100.0 13 10 76.9 ;
|
Table 37 RS
; Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by 1
SUCCESS AND COMPLETION OF PROBATION OR AFTERCARE PLAN
January 1-December 31, 19Tk _
Male Female
SR ' Probation Aftercare : Probation Aftercare
““Completlon of Probation or # # : # : # ‘
- Aftercare Plan , ‘ . # | Suce. ? # Suce. % ,# Suce. % # Succ. b
Cases Suce. | Cases Sucec. | Cases Succ. | Cases | Suce.
e L , : Term. , Term. Term. ; Term.
Total Cases ! 221 112 77.8| 586 , o9  69.8] 55 39 70.9| 160 119 7h.}
Mo plan made ' 3 3 100.0 7 7 100.0 1 1 100.0 4 3 T5.0
- Yes RE 8l 81 96.4 129 118  91.5 1k 13 92.9| - 27 27 100.0
© Yes, with modlflcatlon ' Th 62 83.8 184 158 85.9 15 13 86.7 57 49  86.0
" No : ; , 59 25  Lo.kh 250 110 kLk.o 2l 11 L45.8 66 34 51.5
Not reported - e ; 1 1 100.0 16 16 100.0 1 1 100.0 6 =~ 6 100.0

e ) Table 38
Unsuccessful Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminations by
REASON FOR REVOCATION
January l-December 31, 197k

L i : ‘ ‘ : Male 7 Female

o }ReaSOn for Revocation ‘ : Probation Aftercare Probation Aftercare
b . Number | Percent { Number | Percent Number | Percent Numberl Percent

';}'Total'Revo¢ation5' ’ SR L9 100.0 177  100.0 16 100.0 41 100.0
Conviction of another offense 1 2.0 13 7.3 - - SRR

- ~‘Revocation substituted for new conviction 30 61.3 64 36.2 2 12.5 3 T.3

... Charged with another offense but not yet ‘ !

© convicted : , L 8.2 36 20.4 - - 3 7.3

' Arrested but not charged ' ' 6 12.2 13 7.3 - - 2 kg

~ " Absconded 2 b1 3L 19.2 10  62.5 26 63.3

- Other rules violations 6 12.2 17 9.6 b 25.0 7 17.2

_EE -
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Table 39
Unsuccessful Juvenile Probation and Aftercare Terminstions by
MOST SERIQUS VIOLATION '
January l-December 31, 197k

: . , . v Male Female
Most Berious Violation _ Probation Aftercare Probation Aftercare
‘ ' Number l Percent | Number I Percent Number lPercent Number l Percent
 Total Revocations b9 100.0 177  100.0 16  100.0 11 100.0
Offenses Against Persons 5  10.1 1k 7.9 1 6.2 3 7.3
' Robbery, unarmed 3 6.1 5 2.8 - - - -
Robbery, armed 1 2.0 2 1.1 - - = -
Assault and battery - - b 2.3 1 6.2 3 T
Injury by conduct regardless of life - - kR 0.6 - - -
Injury by negligent use of weapon , 1 2.0 - - - - - -
Rape , ‘ - - 2 1.1 - - - -
~ Property Offenses 33  67.h 97  5k.9 2 12.5 5 12.0
Burglary, armed - - 2 1.1 - - = -
Burglary, unarmed 12 2h.5 Ll 2h.9 - - 1 2.4
Theft, except auto 9  18.4 12 6.8 1 6.2 1 2.h
Receiving stolen property - - 2 1.1 - - - -
Auto theft 12 2k.s 35  19.8 1 6.2 2 4.8
Forgery : = - 1 0.6 - - 1 2.}
Arson - - 1 0.6 - - = -
Drug Offenses 1 2.0 16 9.0 1 6.2 2 4.8
Narcotic drug use and/or possession - - 1 0.6 1 6.2 1 2.4
Marijuana use and/or possession 1 2.0 12 6.6 - = 1 2.4
Marijuana sale, manufacture, or distribution - - 1 0.6 - - - -
_Other drug use and/or possession ; - - 1 0.6 - - - -
Other -drug sale, manufacture, or distribution - - 1 Q.6 - - - -
Other Offenses 10  20.5 50 28.2 i2 7541 31 75.9
Absconding 5  10.k4 26 1k.7 9 56.h 19 46.7
Uncontrollable 1 2.0 1 0.6 2 12.5 6 1k.6
Traffic violations 1 2.0 3 1.7 - - - -
Truancy . - e 2 1.1 - - - -
Other violations 3 6.1 18 10.1 1 6.2 6 14.6
~d
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