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Mr. David L. Head %&?
Regional Administrator
Reglon X LEAR
Department of Jusﬁace
130 Andover Building
Seattle, Washington 98188

s 2 <2

s e

Dear Mr. Head:

Enclosed are five (5) copies of the current work plan
for the evaluation of the Portland High Impact Anti-
. Crime Program. Part I offers a summary of the evalu-
. : ation plan and a brief discussion of major elements.
Part II addresses the .current status of 1nd1V1dual v
projects.

Please be advised that all schedules are based on the
assumption that necessary funding will be available
in a timely manner and that dl grants and contracts
will be approved with minimum delay. ’ '

If you have any questions, please contact Clinton C.
Goff, Evaluation Supervisor by phone at 378-4359.

Sincerely,

i 1

Edward R. Cooper
Adnministrator
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INTRODUCTION

In March 1973, a comprehensive evaluation plan for the
Portland High Impact Anti-Crime Program was submitted to
the Region X Office of LEARA, and to the National Institute
of Law Enforcement and Criminal Justice. This plan has
been supplemented by individual project evaluation designs
which were developed and forwarded, following the submis-
sion of the respective project grant applications to the
Oregon Law Enforcement Council.

'On the following pages a brief status report has been pre-

pared on evaluation designs completed as of this writing,
and evaluation workplans have been converted from a "pro-
ject year" schedule to specific calendar time frames.

The intention of this report is not to reiterate material
previously forwarded, but to provide a ~urrent overview
of the evaluation program. The following section offers
a summary of the overall evaluation workplan, and a dis~
cussion of major elements; while the second section

addresses the status of individual project evaluations.
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SECTION 1

Introduction

Overall Evaluation Workplan

The workplan presents the principal activities of the evalu-
ation program and the estimated time intervals from the
initiation to the completion of each activity.

First, an overview is provided of the Law Enforcement Coun-
cil's Evaluation Unit activities in regard to contract
initiation and management of individual project evaluations
and analysis and reporting requirements. Secondly, a sum-
mary is offered of the contracted activities for each of
the anticipated contracts.

In the following pages major elements of the evaluation

are briefly discussed. At the close of the discussion,

a summary schedule for the award of contracts and a copy
of the revised overall workplan are enclosed.
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A. Funding

Despite the extended delay in reaching even a commit-
‘ ment forxr initial funding of the evaluation program,

the impact of this delay on project evaluations will
be minimized as much as possible. However, it should
be noted that all evaluation designs are conditioned
by the availability of funding. Further delays in
locating and obtaining this funding will necessarily
restrict the capabilities of the program.

The discretionary grant application for the support

of the basic evaluation was forwarded to Region X on
December 20, 1973. It is anticipated that this appli-
cation will provide funding as follows: :

Basic Evaluation Funding

Evaluation Personnel $112,000 (18 mos.)

Street Lighting Program :10,000 (24 mos.)
Case Management Program ‘ 72,804 (L yr.)
Travel - 17,011 (1 yr.)
Equipment ' - 9,887
Supplies & Operating Expenses 24,100 {1 yr.)
Total . $245,802

‘ ’ Punding for these items beyond the periods shown has

not yet been identified.

During the month of January 1974, efforts will be di-
rected toward the submission of the discretionary grant
application for the portion of the first year funding
required of the National Institute of Law Enforcement
and Criminal Justice in support of the Annual Sample
Survey and the area-based crime estimates. Requests
for letters of commitment are currently being reviewed
in the City of Portland and Multnomah County for their
respective share of the first year cost. As the State
of Oregon's allocation has already been identified,
the grant application may be forwarded when the nec-
essary letters of local commitment are received. The
first year cost breakdown is as follows:

Annual Sample Survey and
Area-Based Crime Estimates

National Institute of Law Enforcement $ 85,000.00
& Criminal Justice

. State of Oregon . 31,733.00
City of Portland - 26,633.50
Multnomah County 26,633.50

First Year Total $170,000.00
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It is currently understood that $175,000 has been re-
served by the National Institute of Law Enforcement

and Criminal Justice for the evaluation of the Depart-
ment of Human Resources projects. This funding will

be released upon approval of the evaluation designs

for these projects and upon receipt of a grant appli-
cation for the $175,000. The remaining sections of

the evaluation design were forwarded to Region X on
November 27, 1973. The discretionary grant application
forwarded December 20, 1973, included a request for

the $175,000. It is anticipated that funding for the
evaluation of the Department of Human Resources projects
will be forwarded with the basic evaluation funding

of $245,802.

Department of Human Resources Evaluation $175,000 (1 yr.)
: Total $175,000

Funding beyond this amount has not been committed as
of this writing. Efforts are currently being made to
locate funding for the client-based recidivism
predictions.




B. Crime Incident Reports

and in the evaluation of the area-based projects will
be historical crime incident information from calendar
years 1969 through 1973.

I An integral factor in the area-based crime estimates
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Crime incident information for these years is available
for the City of Portland on magnetic tapes stored with
the Portland Data Processing Authority. However, two
problems must be resolved before this information can
-be utilized for the evaluation. First, the tapes have
two different data file systems. Apparently this is
E a minor problem, and the tapes can readily be converted
F to a common system. The second problem could be much
+ . more serious as it involves a changing geographical

base for the crime incident reports. During the his-

torical period identified, the police grid reporting

system has changed at least twice, and will change again

January 1, 1974. To establish a common geographical

base that can also be related to 1970 census informa-

tion, it will be necessary to admatch all crime incident

repoxt  information from calendar years 1969 through

1973 to census tracts. It is unknown at this time,

. though, how adequate the address identifiers are on

the historical tapes. Consequently, copies of the five

'. tapes are being secured so that the information can
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be examined and a determination can be made as to the
admatching possibilities. It may be necessary to de-
velop a sampling frame for the historical data and
utilize less than 100 percent of the reports.
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It is anticipated that this effort will be initiated

in January 1974, with the receipt of copies of the tapes,
and completed in February 1974, with the establishment
of usable baseline data.

The availability and adequacy of historical crime in-
cident reports for the remaining portion of the
Portland Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area is un-—-
certain at this date. It is probable, however, that
the available historical information for the remaining
area will have to be compiled manually under the con-
tract for the development of the area-based crime
estimating model. The workplan anticipates that this
data can be compiled and produced in a machine process-
able form during the period of March 1974 through July
1974. G
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It is currently understood that information on crime
incidents following January 1, 1974, will be available
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on a census tract basis for the Standard Metropolitan
Statistical Area from the Columbia Region Information

. Sharing System. Such information will be available

on a request basis followmng the development of the
necessary programs in early 1974.
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Area-Based Crime Estimates and the Annual Sample Survey

In the original evaluation plan, it was anticipated

that development of the area-based crime estimates model
would be initiated prior to the first Annual Sample
Survey, and that relationships between socio-demographic
factors and crime identified in this developmental phase
could provide a basis for selecting items for survey.
With the delay in the funding resolution and the con-
tinued desire to conduct the survey in phase with the

. Maxch through April interview schedule of the 1970 cen-
.8us, it will be necessary to field the Annual Sample

~ Survey prior to the initiation of the development of

- the area-based crime estimates model.

- Although this schedule reversal raises the possibility
- of inappropriate item selection for the survey, this
"approach was chosen in favor of the lesser alternatives
.0f fielding the survey during a period not readily com-
patible to the 1970 census, or of delaying the survey

e for a year.
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While difficulties could arise from construction of
the guestionnaire in the absence of the earlier model
development, this possibility is being addressed by
requiring the contractor to be aware of the model de-
velopment needs through review of germane literature
and the solicitation of expert opinions from persons

- knowledgeable in appropriate fields. Additionally,
this office will monitor construction of the guestion-
‘naire and approve the final format. These and related
specifications are included in the Annual Sample Sur-
vey Request for Proposal enclosed in Appendix A.

It is currently anticipated that the award of the con-
tract for performance of the first Annual Sample
Survey will be made in conformance with the follow1ng
schedule:

Annual Sample Survey

Dates "~ ° Activities
December 4-14, 1973 Request for Proposal Prepared
December 14, 1973 Request for Proposal Mailed
December 20, 1973 Offeror's Conference
. December 21, 1973 Notice of Intent to Respond

Deadline
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Dates Activities
January 14, 1974 Proposal Response Deédline
January 14-18, 1974 Contractor Selection
January 21-25, 1974 Contract Negotiations, Prepar-

ation and Award, and Necessary
Contract Approval Secured
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Survey responses relating specifically to the Street
. Lighting Project and to the Crime Prevention Bureau
_ will be tabulated through this office in accordance
with the respective project workplan. The remaining
. survey responses will probably be tabulated under the
-contract for the development of the area-based crime
estimates model. .

The activities involved from the preparation of the
solicitation for this model through the award of the
contract are scheduled as follows:

Area-Based Crime Estimates Model

Dates : : Activities
January 18, 1974 Réquest’fdr Proposal Preparation
through
February 1, 1974
february 1, 1974 Request for Proposal Mailing
February 7, 1974 Offefor'é Conference o
AFebruary 11, 1974 Notice of Intent to Respond Deadline
March 8, 1974 Proposal Response Deadline
March 8~-15, 1974 Contractor Selection
March 18-22, 1974 Contract Negotiations, Prepar-

ation and Award, and Necessary
Approval Secured

With an acceptable performance by the initial contrac-
tor, and if sufficient funding is available, the
following three contracts will continue performance
by the initial contractor. :
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D. Evaluation Unit Activities

While the general activities of the Evaluation Unit
are presented in the overall workplan, more definitive
information is presented in the individual project
workplans.

However, the major staff emphasis during the months

of January and February 1974, will be focused not on
individual projects, but on the necessary submission

of grant applications and the solicitation of proposals
for contracts. These tasks must be addressed to ensure
that adequate evaluation capabilities are available

as more projects become operational. The grant appli-
cations were discussed briefly under funding requirements.
The solicitations are discussed separately in the first
section of this report, with the exception of the Re-
quest for Proposal for the performance of the Client
Based Recidivism Predictions, and for the evaluation

of the Department of Human Resources projects. Discus-
sion of this solicitation is included as a project
evaluation in the second section.

In February 1974, staff emphasis on these tasks will
be reduced in favor of the data base development of
crime incident information; the design of evaluations
for new projects; and then, the resumption of efforts
in accordance with individual project workplans.
Necessarily, staff time will continue to be allocated
to contract development and contract coordination and
monitoring, but in terms of total staff effort this
time allocation will be significantly reduced from the
level devoted in January and February 1974.




E. Cost~Effectiveness Analysis

Development of the cost-effectiveness analysis has not
yet been initiated. If sufficient funding is available,
this contracted activity will begin in April 1974.

The award of the contract could follow the schedule
proposed below:

Cost-Effectiveness Analysis

Dates Activities
February 4-15, 1974 Request for Proposal Preparation
February 15, 1974 Request for Proposél Mailing
February 28, 1974 Offeror's Conferencemnéﬁ~ N
March 4, 1974 Notice of Intent to Respond Deadiine
March 18, 1974 . ?roposal Response Deadline |
March ié~22, 1974 Contracteor Selection
March 25-29, 1974 Contract Negotiations, ?reéaration

T ‘ and Award, and Necessary Approval

Secured '

With the award of the contract, the contractor's acti-
vities could begin in accordance with the outline of
the overall workplan.
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Summary of Requests for Proposal Schedules

Dateg

- December 4-14, 1973

December 14, 1973
Decembexr 20, 1973
December 21, 1973
January 14, 1974
January 14—18, 1974
Januwary 21-25, 1974

Department of
and the Cl

IMPACT RFP #1

. Annual Sample Survéy

Activities _ S

Request for Proposal Prepared
Request for Proposal Mailed

Offeror's Coﬂference

Notice of Intent to Respond Deadline

Proposal Response Deadline
Contractor Selection
Contraét Negotiations, Preparation
and Award, and Necessary Contract
Approval Secured

_ IMPACT RFP #2

Human Resources Projects Evaluation
ient—-Based Recidivism Predictions

Dates

December 17, 1973
through
January 18, 1974
January 18, 1974
February 11, 1974
February 18, 1974

Maxrch 4, 1974
March 4, 1974
through
March 18, 1974
March 18, 1974

through
April 1, 1974

Activities

Request for Proposal Preparation

Reguest for Proposal Mailing
Offeror's Conference

Notice of Intent to Respond Deadline
Proposal Response Deadline
Contractor Selection and Possible
Oral Presentations by Prospective
Contractors

Contract Negotiatibns, Preparation

and Award, and Necessary Contract
Approval Secured




IMPACT #3

Area-Based Crime Estimates Model

Dates
January 18, 1974
through
February 1, 1974
February 1, 1974
February 7, 1974

February 11, 1974

March 8, 1974
March 8-15, 1974
March 18-22, 1974

Activities

Request for Proposal Prepared

Request for Proposal Mailed

Offeror's Conference

- Notice of Intent to Respond

Deadline

?ropcsal Response Deadline
Contractor Selection

Contract Negotiations, Preparafion

and Award, and Necessary Approval
Secured .

IMPACT #4

Cost—-Effectiveness Analysis

Dates

February 4-15, 1974

February 15, 1974

February 28, 1974

March 4, 1974

March 18, 1974
March 18-22, 1974

March 25-29, 1974

Activities

Request for Proposal Prepared
Request for Proposal Mailed
Offeror's Conference

Notice of Intent to Respond
Deadline

Proposal Response Deadline
Contractor Selection
Contract Negotiations, Preparation

and Award, and Necessary Approval
Secured ) ’
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° . PORTLAND IMPACT EVALUATION WORKPLAN
LAW ENFORCEMENT COUNCIL EVALUATION UNIT ACTIVITIES ' (Rev. 1/11/74)

1873-74 { 1974-75 { 1975-76 | 1976-77 i 1977-73
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PORTLAND IMPACT EVALUATION WORKPLAN
LAW ENFORCEMENT COUNCIL EVALUATION UNIT ACTIVITIES {(Rev. 1/11/74)
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" PORTLAND IMPACT EVALUATION WORKPLAN

LAW ENFORCEMENT COUNCIL EVALUATION UNIT ACTIVITIES . {Rev, 1/11/74)
Paga 3 1973-74 ! 1974-75_ ] 1975-76 I 1976-77 l 1977-13 ]
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’ PORTLAND IMPACT EVALUATION WORKPLAN
) CONTRACTED ACTIVITIES (Rev. 1/11/74) |

1973-74 i 1974-75 1 1975-76 { 1976~77 { 1277-73
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CONTRACTED ACTIVITIES

PORTLAND IMPACT EVALUATION WORKPLAN

(Rev. 1/11/74)

Page 2
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SECTION II

Introduction

Individual Project Evaluations

For each of the individual project evaluations developed

to date, this section provides a brief status report and

a current workplan outlined in specific calendar time frames.
The anticipated direction of the evaluations is addressed

in terms of major tasks to be accomplished and the possi-
ble time periods necessary to accomplish these tasks.




A. Case Management Corrections Services

The Case Management Project was officially funded May
4, 1973, although the grant provides funds to cover
costs incurred from January 1, 1973 through June 30,
1974. The period from January through the award date
is not considered appropriate for evaluation as the
project did not have the capablllty to operate and pro-
vide services as proposed.

Pl PRI T4 T AN S AN T L AT O s LR

: The Impact Evaluation staff member began working with
Duane Brown, Researcher with the Juvenile Court, on
the evaluation design in May 1972, and the data forms

. development in early December 1972. :

Prospective employees to collect the project data were
interviewed in May and June, and the three researchers
and clerk were hired in July. ‘ ' : Loy

M > ¥ N

- The researchers have been pre-~testing the data forms ‘ o
and making the necessary modifications. R

. Reliability in terms of percentage of agreement among
the four data collectors has been checked on CMCS forms
~ 6.0-1 and 6.0-2. Because of the excessive time needed
to use all the information in each client's case file
: U and unsatisfactory coder reliability, the instructions
' . for collecting offense data are being modified pursuant
to the following objectlves'

l. To facilitate the achievement of acceptable rella—.
bility by specific data source; :

2. To develop the capablllty of summarizing offense
. data in four (4) formats, each oriented to specific
sources, and thus, specific audiences; and

3. To develop the capability of making comparatlve anal~
yses of offense data by source.

. The modifications which resulted from the above limita-
tions and objectives are summarized below:

Reliability
Data Source Definition of Offense Objective
Law Enforcement:
§ 1. Crime and custody Reported crime 90%
i reports-Juvenile
; Court

R atae A tandad Bt

PR

kit A - . . ———
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';Goal Attainment Scaiing

: Reliability
Data Source Definition of Offense Objective

2. Case file face Substantiated charges 90%
sheet and petition ,

3. All case file Offenses alleged | | 67%
information :

4. Statistical Data Substantiated charges | NA

Form (as used for
standard annual re-—
porting to "Chlldren S
Bureau") .

One hundred and thirt?—five forms 6.0-1 and 6.0-2 have
been initiated through November 1973. Sixteen of these
forms were for the concurrent control group of clients.

N

¢

Recruitment for the individual who would be the staf-

- fing team leader and "direct" the goal attainment scale

construction was initiated in May. Dr. Michael Ebner

. was selected, and formal staffings were initiated in

July.

Dr. Thomas Kiersuk, the developer of the goal attain-
ment technique as an evaluation tool, conducted a two
day workshop for the case managers, project administra-
tion, and researchers in July to help implement the
process. Dr. Michael Shay, who has utilized the tech-
nigue in a juvenile court setting in Minnesota, spent
December 19 and 20 with the above mentioned groups to
answer questions and offer guidance in the CMCS project's
utilization of the technique.

A revised work plan with time frames for the CMCS evalu-
ation activities is included. As indicated in the work
plan, the first progress report that will include pro-
cess and outcome objectives is scheduled for February

1974.




CASE MANAGEMENT CORRECTIONS SERVICES

EVALUATION WORKPLAN {Rev., 1/4/73)
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CASE MANAGEMENT CORRECTIONS SERVICES
EVALUATION WORKPLAN {Rev. 1/4/774)
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B. Children's Services Division and Corrections Division
Projects and the Client-Based Recidivism Predictions

’ It is currently anticipated that the evaluation of the
Department of Human Resources projects and the perfor-
mance of the ¢lient-based recidivism predictions will
be conducted under a singular contract. The Request
for Proposal for this contract is being developed, and
award of the contract will follow in conformance with
the schedule shown below:

Deparxtment 6f Human Resources Projects
Evaluation and the Client-Based Recidivism

Predictions
Dates Activities
December 17, 1973 Request for Proposal Preparatiqn
through : . ‘ : v
January 18, 1974
January 18, 1974 Request for Proposal Mailing
*“'?ebruary 11, 1974 Offeror's Conference
February 18, 1974 Notice of Intent to Respond Deadline
‘ March 4, 1974 Proposal Response Deadline
| March 4, 1974 Contractor Selection and Possible
through Oral Presentations by Prospective
March 18, 1974 Contractors
March 18, 1974 Contréct Negotiations, Preparation
through and Award, and Necessary Contract

April 1, 1974 Approval Secured

L3

The solicitation will address the first year evaluations
of all of the Department of Human Resources projects

and the first year development of the client-based re-
cidivism prediction model.

With the award of the contract, the contractor's acti-
vities could be initiated. It is estimated that monthly
evaluation analysis reports would begin in July 1974,
following the necessary data base development. Follow-
up procedures will have to be established and implemented

prior to the first scheduled follow-up date, January
1975.
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Development of the model would be initiated with the
award of the contract. Reports would be generated in
accordance with the workplan.

With an acceptable performance by the initial contrac-
tor and the availability of sufficient funding, the
final three contracts will maintain the initial efforts
through the completion of the evaluation program.
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DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN RESOURCES ’ .
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C. Columbia Region Information Sharing System

An evaluation design for the Columbia Region Informa-

tion Sharing System will be developed and completed
by March 30, 1974.

Information relating to the System and the development
of various system components is being forwarded from
the project to the Justice Data Analysis Center of the
Oregon Law Enforcement Council. This information will
facilitate design of the evaluation which will be ini-
tiated in late February 1974.




D. Crime Prevention Bureau

1. The Expanded Project

‘ An evaluation has been designed and will be initi-
) ated in January, when it is assumed that the expanded
. Crime Prevention Bureau Project will become operational.

Project personnel are maintaining records identify-
ing premises marked, and where and when meetings
are held. Analysis and reports on the efficacy of
this project activity will be initiated when crime
reports become available on a census tract basis,
probably no earliexr than February or March 1974.

Area-based historical comparisons and reports will
necessarily follow development of usable baseline
data. Again, such comparisons may not be available
until Maxrch 1974.

The "Crime Prevention Report" analysis will be ini-

tiated.when this reporting system becomes fully

operational. Current information suggests only that
 this system will be operational early next year (1974).

It is currently anticipated that the "returned sto-
. len property" analysis and the results from the Annual
| . ' : Sample Survey will be available as outlined in the
following work plan.

2. Public Information and Education

Preparation of the evaluation design will be initi-
ated upon the formal submission of the "Public
Information and Education” grant appllcatlon to this
office. . -




CRIME PREVENTION BUREAU EVALUATION WORK PLAN* ' (Rev. 12/28/73)

Process and Outcome Objectives

Assessment [ 1673-74 1 " 1974-75 i 1575-76 1976-77 ] 1977-78
ACTIVITIES Jlalslolntplairinjainlalaf Al sjoju|pigiriulalmisia|als joln|olafFiMjalufSealalslofniplajriulals]s]sialsoftinlcIm a2l =
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A. Baselinc LCcveloped xlx 7
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Incidence X X X X i X X X < X I N ¥ ¥
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Selected Areas and to E,
‘ Baseline xyxd bl xbx T D bacdx e ix v fx Do Fe b o b b i e I e e Do b b b be b b be bbb b ol ol ol s =
I -
{_ _IV. Crime Prevention Recport { i
i A. Prevention Check . &
! Analvysis X - X kK X < ke x 4
! B. Crime Report Analysis - 7
i 1. Selccted Areas xixIxx{xgxlxlxpadx iz qx xgx xR b e x e xRl ke vk ik ksl 2 vl = |
2. Stratified Areas X X X X < X X X q 1 Kk < ; q
]
V. Returned Stolen Property
Analvsls
A. Sclected Areas X X < X ¥ N j X
B. City-taide - X X 23 X e K S
VI. Annual Sarple Survey
A. Pecucst for Proposal
Submitted X X X <
B. Contract Awarded X ) X X < ]
l. Survey Designed IREIES . XXX X {x lx ¢ H It
2. Survey Conducted - XX X% %X < Kk
3. Survev Responses ,
Keypunched XX XX XX O
JIAISIOINIDIJIEl I AIMI T} A1 SIOINIDI|JIFMIAIMIIITIAISIOINI DI Y P M) Al J{al al slolNIDi S| Fluialuis)alalslolslolairtxlals
CONIOIM to the crime incidence base for the Annual Sanple SUXVEY.

* The analysis will be continued through October 1577 TG~

.
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E.

Model Cities Youth Service Center

The evaluation design is currently pending. Develop-
ment of the design will resume at the earliest
opportunity, and will possibly be completed in early
February 1974.

One federally funded center of the Portland Youth Ser-
vice System has been visited, and the procedures and

data collection methods of this center have been reviewed
to gain a conception of the approach that the model
cities center might take.

Additionally, copies of the evaluation design for the
Health, Education and Welfare funded Youth Service Cen-
ters have been obtained and are being reviewed.

In the design of the Model Cities Youth Service Center
evaluation plan, efforts will be made to provide com-

‘patibility to the evaluations of the existing centers.

The evaluation design will be prepared following fur-
thexr discussions with program personnel directed toward
reaching a clear understanding of proposed objectives,
goals and activities for both the project center and
the Portland Youth -Service System.




F. Multnomah County District Attorney Project

An evaluation design has been written and initiated.
The data collection form has been designed and is be-
ing pre-tested during December, the initial month of
~-nject operations. Following any necessary modifica-

+"ns, the forms will continue to be completed by
perscnnel in the District Attorney's Office for all
cases processed for either a project or comparison
cffense.

It is anticipated that data analysis and reports on

the project cases and the concurrent comparison cases
will be initiated in February 1974, and completed monthly
thereafter. During February, following a review of
historical records, the necessary clerical assistance
will be hired to compile baseline information.

Data analysis and reports on the historical comparison
to project cases will be initiated with the completion
of this baseline compilation, which is currently estl—
mated to be completed by June 1974.

A revised work plan follows, and a copy of the data
collection form is enclosed in Appendix B.
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Portland Police Strike Force and Communications

The evaluation design for the overall bureau shall be
finalized in January 1974. No serious problems are
anticipated in finalizing this design. The implemen-
tation of the first half of the communications
component's increased channel capacity has been delayed
until at least May, and it is anticipated that the
evaluation design shall be updated by that time with-
out any serious difficulties. For the Strike Force
component, a new evaluation design has been necessitated
by fundamental changes in the concept and nature of
Strike Force operations. ’

The previous Strike Force design was developed on the
expectation that operations would be concentrated in
designated areas of Portland for ninety (90) day periods,
while being excluded from established concurrent con-
txol areas. Evaluation would have consisted simply

of comparison of target crime rates for the operations
versus no operations areas. However, Strike Force
Operations, which became operational in August 1973,
has shifted priorities away from ease of evaluation
toward the need to better compensate for the weaknesses
and augment the strengths of routine operations. Most
Strike Force missions have been short in duration (one
to seven days) and have allowed for quick response to
fresh intelligence, or follow-through in specific op-
exrations, neither of which is possible with thinly
spread routine operations. This responsive nature of
missions has greatly complicated the evaluation task,
primarily by dispersion of outcome effects and elimi-
nation of clearly defined controls. From a statistical
point of view, Strike Force operations outcomes greatly
overlap routine operations outcomes.

In general, data elements for the evaluation shall re-
main the same. However, the ways in which the data’
will be used to attempt to isolate the contribution
Strike Force operations will require redevelopment.
This will be accomplished during January 1974. Mean-
while, the routine collection of data will continue at
the Strike Force Operations Office (SFO) and the Portland
Police Records Division as part of their on-going op-
erations. Data elements specifically developed by the
SFO are S/F Team Leader's Report, S/F Overtime Report
and S/F Activity Report. Copies of these forms are
included in Appendix B.
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H. School Burglary Prevention Project

An evaluation design has been written and current data
sources have been reviewed.

‘Initiating in February 1974, and continuing through

the full implementation of the project, will be a re-
trieval of baseline crime information for project and
control schools. The control schools have not yet been
designated, but will be established in February 1974.
The control school designation will take into consid-
eration the possible addition of project schools, if
sufficient funds appear to be avallable for project
expansion.

With full implementation of the project anticipated

in July 1974, data collection will be initiated at that
time. Data analy51s and reporting w1ll be performed
gquarterly thereafter. ,

Necessary follow—up procedures will be established and
implemented prior to the first scheduled follow-up date,
December 1974.

A revised work plan follows.
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I. Street Lighting Project

An evaluation design has been written and comparison
‘ areas have been selected. :
It is anticipated that data analysis and reports may
begin in March 1974, following the necessary develop-
ment of a usable crime incidence baseline for the area
specific project. Analysis will be performed monthly
thereafter, for both the historical and area comparisons.

The survey of the Street Lighting Project and compar-
ison areas will be incorporated within the Annual
Sample Survey. Questions will be asked which will re-
flect citizen apprehension toward crime, including
attitudes and non-daylight use of streets and parks,
and will record incidence of reported, unreported and
observed stranger-to-stranger street cimres and burg-
lary during the twelve months prior to the interview
or the period of residence if this period is less than
twelve months. The citizen responses relating to the
Street Lighting Project will be tabulated, analyzed
and reported within two months following receipt of
the keypunched survey responses. :

During late January 1974, or early February 1974 prior
to the initiation of analysis, it will be necessary

to ascertain the extent of impingement of the current
energy situation on the Street Lighting Project. While
it is currently undexrstood that no project lights have
been extinguished, the installation of some lights has
apparently been delayed. The extent and impact of this
delay will be addressed through interviews with the
project director.

A map of the project and comparison areas, and a rev1sed
work plan follow.
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J. Youth Progress Association

An evaluation plan has been designed and initiated.
The data collection forms for intake information and
monthly service provisions have been designed and
utilized since October 1973.

During January 1974, completed forms will be reviewed
and procedures for completion will be revised, if
necessary.

Prellmlnary analysis on services prov1ded will commence
in February 1974. .

Adequate procedures for follow-up of both the client

and comparison groups have yet to be established. As
computerization of juvenile records is questionable

at this time, manual recovery of individual recidivism
data may be required. Necessary procedures will be
established prior to the first follow-up date, scheduled
for June 1974. Analysis reports on client outcome will
be prepared subsequent to the scheduled follow-up dates.

A revised work plan follows, and project data collec-
tion forms are enclosed in Appendix B.
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K. Proposed Projects

It is anticipated that several additional project grant
applications will be submitted for funding under the
High Impact Anti-Crime Program. Preparation of the
evaluation designs for these proposed projects will

be initiated upon the formal submission of these grant
applications to this office.



‘ kP -
.- T
. Y
e«
.- T
- -

APPENDIX A

.

Requests for Proposals

> .

0 .
> s :
r . -

o

S -

0] -
B .

g

S : .
S -

—~

Q==

s

£

g

< A

=

@

e wr e

P -—

T




TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR

J. N, PEET
Director

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT

.: -,/

LAW ENFORCEMENT PLANNING

240 COTTAGE STREET S.E. ® SALEM, OREGON © 97310 ® Phone (503) 378-4347

Re: Impact RFP #1

The Oregon Law Enforcement Council of the State Executive Department
will be conducting a comprehensive evaluation of the Law Enforcement
Aggistance Administration funded High Impact Anti-Crime Program, now
operating in the City of Portland. An integral factor in this evalu-
ation will be four Annual Sample Surveys, which will provide current
census Information for area-based crime estimates and will also measure
citizen response to two specific projects: (1) Street Lighting, and

{(2) Crime Prevention Bureau,

This office 13 soliciting proposals to conduct the first of these Annual
Sample Surveys and has been given the name of your organization as a
potential contractor.

Attachments "A" and "B", enclosed, provide information regarding "In-_
structions to Offerors" and the '"Scope of Work'" of the study. Questions
regarding clarification of these enclosures should be addressed to
Clinton C. Goff, Ph.D., Project Officer, Oregon Law Enforcement Council,
Executive Department, 240 Cottage Street, S.E., Salem, Oregon 97310, or
by phone, (503) 378-4359. :

Proposals are due in the office of the Project Officer no later than
5:00 p.m., January 14, 1974.




ATTACHMENT "A"
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Information and Instructions to Offerors

2
N
P

Section 1 - Acknowledgement of This Request for Proposal (RFP)

Offerors are requested to promptly acknowledge receipt of this Request for
Proposal and to advise the Project Officer by December 21, 1973, whether or
not they intend to submit a proposal in response thereto.

Section 2 - Hand-Carried Proposals

Offerors are advised that hand-carried proposals shall be delivered to the
Law Enforcement Council, Executive Department, 240 Cottage Street, S.E.,
Salem, Oregon 97310, prior to the time and date set for receipt of proposals.
Hand-carried proposals received after the time and date specified shall be
considered "Late Proposals" and subject to the "Late Proposals and Modifi-
cation of Proposals" provision of this solicitation.

Section 3 - Alternate Proposals

Offerors may, at their discretion, submit alternate technical proposals or
technical proposals which deviate from the requirements. Alternate technical
proposals or technical proposals which deviate from the requirements may be
considered, provided the intended use and overall performance are either
improved or not prejudiced and are in the best interest of the state. If

" deviations are requested, they must be specifically stated and justified.
Alternate technical proposals, if sulmitted, must be specifically marked as
such.

Section 4 - Unnecessarily Elaborate Brochures
~ * ¢
- Unnecessarily elaborate brochures or other presentations beyond that suffi=
cient to present a complete and effective proposal are not desired and may be
construed as an indication of the offeror's lack of cost consciousness. Elabo-
rate art work, expensive paper and bindings and expensive visual and other .
presentation aids are neither necessary nor wanted. .o

Section 5 - Explanations to Offerors - Release of Information

(hny explanation desired by an offeror regarding the meaning or interpretation
of provisions of the Request for Proposal should be requested in writing

and within sufficient time to allow for a reply to reach all offerors bhefore
submission of their proposals. Any interpretation made will be in the form
of an amendment to the solicitation and will be furnished to all prospective
offerors. Oral explanations or instructions given before the award of the
contract will not be binding. After submission of proposals and closing
thereof, no information will be furnished until award has been made.

‘ Section 6 - Restrictive Legends

In the event that your proposal contains data which you may not want disclosed
to the public or used by the state for any purpose other than evaluation of
the proposals, the offeror shall mark each shcet of data which he so wishes

to restrict with the legend set forth below:
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"This data furnished in response to RFP shall not be
disclosed in whole or in part for any purpose other than

. to evaluate the proposal; provided, that if a contract
is awarded to this offeror, as a result of or in connec-
tion with the submission of such data, the state shall
have the right to duplicate, use, 'or disclose this data,
to the extent provided in the contract. The restriction
does not limit the state's right to use information con-
tained in such data if it is obtained from another source.”

’
B - ‘/
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Section f - Offerors' Conference

Offerors are advised that there will be an Offerors' Conference held rela-
tive to this solicitation in order to answer questions concerning the Scope
of Work and/or Contractual Terms. In their acknowledgement, offerors are
requested to advise the Project Officer as to whether or not their firms will
be represented at the Offeror's Conference and the number of representatives
they intend to send. In order to most economically make use of the time
available at the conference, offerors are requested, to the extent practi-
cable, to submit their questions in advance to the Project Officer.

DATE OF CONFERENCE:  December 20, 1973

TIME: 10:00 a.m.
. LOCATION: Conference Room, Executive Department

240 Cottage Street, S.E.

Salem, Oregon 97310

Section 8 - Discussion of Proposals

-

The state reserves the right to make an award without further discussion of
the proposals submitted. Therefore, proposals should be submitted initially .
on the most favorable terms from both price and technical standpoint which
the offeror can propose to the state. The offeror shall specifically stipu-
late that the proposal is predicated upon the acceptance of all the terms
and conditions contained in the Request for Proposal. It is understood that
ghe proposal will become a part of the official file on this matter without
bligation to the state. '

Section 9 -~ Late Proposals and Modifications to Proposals

A. Proposals and modifications received at the office designated in the
Request for Proposal after the close of business or the date set for
receipt thereof will not be considered unless:

(1) They are received before award is made; and either
. (2) They are sent by registered mail, or by certified mail for which

‘ an official date post office stamp (postmark) on the original
receipt for certified mail has been obtained, or by telegraph,

D
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(2)' Qualifications of Offeror's Personnel

{a) Experience K ] o

.General background, experience, and qualifications of the
offeror. Special notation should be made of similar or
related studies conducted by the offeror.

{(b) Personnel

Personnel who will be assigned for direct work on this
program; information is required which will show the compo-
sition of the task or work group, its general qualifications,
and recent experience with similar eguipment or programs.
Special mention shall be made of direct technical supervisors
and key technical personnel, and the approximate percentage
of the total time each will be available for this program.
Resumes are desirable which will indicate education, back-
ground, recent experience and specific scientific or techni-~
cal accomplishments.

-

(c¢) Additional personnel, if any, who will be required for full-
time employment, or on a subcontract or consultant basis;
the technical areas, character, and extent of subcontract
or consultant activity shall be indicated and the anticipated
sources and their qgualifications shall be specified.

Section 14 - Information to be Furnished by Offerors

A'

-

Proposals shall state the intended place of performance for the work as
required herein: .

{Street)

{state) . {County)

Offerors shall indicate the names and telephone numbers of persons{(s)
authorized to conduct negotiations concerning their proposal:

Name Title ' Telephone No. -




'énd it is determined by the state that late reéeipt was due
solely to delay in the mails, or delay by the telegraph company, '
for which the offeror was not responsible; or N

(3) If submitted by mail or telegram, it is determined by the state
that the late receipt was due solely to mishandling by the state
after receipt at the state office; provided, that timely receipt
at such office is established upon examination of an appropriate
date or time stamp (if any) of such office, or of other docu-~
mentary evidence of receipt at such office (if readily available) .
within the control of such office or of the post office serving
it. ‘

B. Offerors using certified mail are cautioned to obtain a Receipt for
Certified Mail showing a legible date postmark and to retain such receipt
against the chance that it will be required as evidence that a late
proposal was timely mailed.

C. The time of mailing of late proposals submitted by registered or certi-
fied mail shall be deemed to be the last minute of the date shown in the
postmark on the Registered Mail Receipt or registered mail wrapper or on v
the Receipt for Certified Mail unless the offeror furnishes evidence from
the post office station of mailing which establishes an earlier time. In
the case of certified mail, the only acceptable evidence is as follows:

(1) where the Receipt for Certified Mail identified the post office
station of mailirg, evidence furnished by the offeror which estab-
lishes that the business day of that station ended at an earlier
time, in which case the time of mailing shall be deemed to be
the last minute of the business day of that station; or

{2) An entry in ink on the Receipt for Certified Mail showing the
-~ time of mailing, and the initials of the postal employee receiving
the item and making the entry, with appropriatec written certifi-
cation of such entry from the post office station of mailing, in
which case the time of mailing shall be the time shown on the
entry, If the postmark on the original Receipt for Certified
Mail does not show a date, the offer shall not be considered.

D. Notwithstanding the restrictions enumerated above, the state reserves the
right to consider late proposals if such action is deemed to be in its best
interest. '

Section 10 ~ Price Warranty

The offeror warrants that the rates quoted for services in response to this RFP
are not in excess of those charged nongovernmental clients for the same services
performed by the same individuals.

Section 11 - Content of Proposals -

A., General

(1) Proposals shall be submitted in two (2) parts in accordance with
the following requirements:

-3




Part I - Technical Proposal 6 copies.
. Part IX - Business Proposal 6 copies,

The business proposals shall be in a separately sealed envelope
within the same envelope containing the technical proposals.

The RFP No. and closing date should be shown on the outside of
the forwarding package and the RFP number on both parts I and II,

(2) Proposals which merely offer to conduct a program in accordance
with the requirements of the stated Scope of Work will be con-
sidered nonresponsive to this request and will not be considered
further. The offeror must submit a definitive proposal, for the
end results that are set forth in the state requirements. '

(3) Offerors shall include in their proposal a statement that the pro-
posal is predicated upon the acceptance of all terms and conditions

contained in the Request for Proposal and resulting thereform.

Section 12 - Content of Business Proposals

Cost and Pricing Data

Business proposals shall consist of the following:

(1) Cost and pricing data sufficient to establish the reasonableness of
the proposed price, such supporting data to, as a minimum, consist
of the following: ) .

{a} The cost for individual elements such as reports, interviews,
keypunching, etc,

~ *  {b) The estimated cost of each phase or segment of the offered
performance shall be itemized.

{c) Breakdown of direct labor cost estimates by major functional
areas including number of manhours and applicable actual or
average hourly and man-day rates, overhead rate and support-
ing schedules.

e (d) Breakdown of costs by the tasks enumerated in the Scope of
Work contained in Attachment "B", Contract Provisions,
Including Scope of Work.

{e) Travel estimate supported by breakdown including destination,
duration, purpose and cost (per diem and transportation). All
proposals submitted shall be on a firm fixed price basis for
all elements of the price except travel to and from areas of
contract performance. Travel between the Contractor's
location (or subcontractor's locations) and areas of contract
performance shall be reimbursed at actual costs to the Con-
tractor, not to exceed the cost of economy class air trans-
portation between the points. A positive statement of
acceptance of this condition in your proposal is mandatory
for your proposal to be considered responsive to this request.

[

-
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Proposed Contract Type

A firm fixed price type contract is proposed; however, with the excegtion
of a "cost-plus~a-percentage-of-cost" proposal, which is prohlblted by
federal regulations, alternate proposals may be considered. The state
reserves the right of entering into a type of contract most advantageous
to the state.

Section 13 - Content of Technical Proposals

A,

B,

General

(1) Proposals shall be submitted in an original with five (5) copies.
Offerors are cautioned that their proposal shall be submitted
in two parts, technical and business. The business proposals
shall be in a separately sealed envelope within the same envelope
containing the technical proposals.

(2) Proposals which merely offer to conduct a program in accordance
with the requirements of the state Scope of Work will be considered
nonresponsive to this request and .will not be considered further.
‘The offeror must submit a definitive proposal, for the end results
that are set forth in the state requirements.

(3) Offerors shall include in their proposal a statement that the

' proposal is predicated upon the acceptance of all terms and con-
ditions contained in the Request for Proposal and resulting
therefrom.

Proposal Content

- As a minimum, technical proposals must contain the following data:

”~

(1) Understanding of the problem and technical approach.

{a) Statement and discussion of the requirements as they are
analyzed by the offeror. .

{b) Prospective Contractor's proposed definitive Scope of Work
with explanation of technical approaches and a detailed
outline of the proposed program for executing the require-
ments of the technical scope and achieving the objectives
of the project. '

{c) Methodology and criteria for selecting interviewers.
Statement and discussion dealing with the need for assuring
that interviewers selected are sensitive to the need for
confidentiality of those persons being interviewed.

H

{d) Preliminary layouts, sketches, diagrams, other graphic
representation calculations, curves, and other data as may
be necessary for presentation, substantiation, justifica-

: tion or understanding of the proposed approaches and

program.




{e)

(£)

{g)

(h)

(i)

Statement and discussion of anticipated major difficulties

. and problem areas, together with potential or recommended
approaches for their resolution. ~.

Specific statement of any interpretations, qualifications,
limitations, deviations, or exceptions to the technical
scope.

Statement of the extent to which the proposed approach and
program can be expected to meet or exceed requirements and
specifications of the technical scope.

A differentiation shall be made between the areas of assured
compliance, possible but not assured compliance, and non-
compliance. If, in the opinion of the offeror, a requirement
or specification of the technical scope cannot be satisfied,
offeror shall so state, shall indicate his reasons for the
conclusions, and may suggest or recommend an alternative or
compromise for tentative consideration.

An outline of the phases or segments into which the proposed
program can be logically divided and performed if for some
substantial reason they are different from the phases or
segments shown in the technical scope.

Schedule for the completion of the work and delivery of

items specified in the technical scope. Performance or
delivery schedules shall be indicated for phases or segments,
as applicable, as well as for the overall program. Schedules
shall be shown in terms of calendar months from the date of
authorization to proceed or where applicable, from the date
of a stated event, as for example, receipt of a regquired
approval by the Project Officer. Unless the Request for
Proposal indicates that the stipulated schedules are manda-
tory, they shall be treated as desired or recommended
schedules. 1In this event, proposals based upon the offeror's
best alternative schedule, involving no overtime, extra
shift or other premium, will be accepted for consideration.

A proposal may be submitted which deviates from the reguire-
ments of a technical scope, providing that it is clearly
identified as an alternate proposal and providing further
that it can be demonstrated that intended usage and overall
performance are significantly and substantially improved or
are not compromised or prejudiced by such deviations; and
that it would be clearly to the interest of the state that
the proposal be accepted. Such alternative proposals will
be provisionally accepted for consideration, subject to the
reserved right of the state to make the sole determination
whether the stated conditions for alternative proposals have
been satisfied, and subject further to the reserved right
of the state to finally accept or to reject the proposal
upon the basis of this sole determination.

o
-
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Section 15 - Financing

Offerors must indicate their desire for progress payments if progress payments
are to be included in any contract resulting from this solicitation. i

-y
.

The need for progress payments will not be considered as a handicap or adverse
factor ia the award of any contract hereunder.

Section 16 -~ Method of Proposal Evaluation

LA

The state contemplates award of a contract to that firm whose propesal demon-~

'strates that the firm would be most advantageous to the state, price and other

factors considered. The state reserves the right to award a contract to other
than the low offeror or to not make an award if that is deemed to serve 1ts
best interest.

Section 17 ~.Criteria for Selecting Contractor

The following criteria will be used in selecting the contractor, with each
¢criterion weighted as indicated: .

Weighting Criteria

25 l. Offeror's respondence in meeting the requirements of the
Scope of Work as evidenced by the proposal. Proposals
will be examined in the llght of the following
considerations:

(a) How the proposal addresses the specifications
of the Scope of Work and the practicality and
effectiveness of proposed approaches;

- . (b) Recognition by the offeror of anticipated dif-

ficulties, along with strategies for dealing
with them;

{c) Indication of the proposed time frame and
schedule within which the specific tasks will
be accomplished;

{(d) Quality of the methodology proposed;

{e) .Editorial clarity and organization of the
proposal and supporting papers.

25 2. Capability in terms of knowledge and experience of the
offeror in conducting evaluations of and in providing
technical assistance to programs related to the fields of
law enforcement, corrections, and criminology. Capability
here generally refers to technical and professional compe=
tence of personnel in relation to the tasks to be performed.
Expertise and experience in basic and applied research,

. evaluation methods and techniques, the logic and design of
survey research, sampling design, interview schedule and

5-8_ Al
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"Weighting Criteria

questionnaire construction skills, data processing

and coding skills, data analysis techniques including
multivariate procedures (especially regression analysis
and other linear statistical procedures), and an undex-
standing of principals in the substantive areas to be
covered including social psychology, criminology,
penology, and "social engineering", and an appreciation
for the substantive and theoretical issues encompassed
in these fields.

20 3. Previous experience and reputation of the offeror in
performing similar tasks in the past.

20 4. Pricing data. Proposals will be evaluated on the ade-
quacy of the pricing data submitted, including extent
and appropriateness of detail in pricing individual
work functions and in pricing out the cpsts of indi-
vidual tasks described in the Scope of Work. Total
price quoted will be considered but will not necessarily
govern. :

5 5. Methodology and criteria for selecting interviewers
which indicates consideration for sensitivity and con-
fidentiality of interview relationships,

5 6. Offeror's familiarity with the State of Oregon, know-

ledge of the Oregon Law Enforcement Council and its
programs, and knowledge of the criminal justice system.

Section 18 ~ Level of Effort

It is estimated that performanée of the effort described in this RFP will
require from __man days to man days of professional and clerical
time. , .

¢
L

Section 19 -~ Contract Provisions

The attention of the offerors is directed particularly to Attachment "B".
This attachment contains a description of the effort to be performed and the
special and general provisions of any resultant contract. Offerors will be
furnished with this RFP, and other material deemed useful in preparing a
proposal.

Section 20 ~ Project Officer

The Project Officer shall be as set forth below:

Oregon Law Enforcement Council
Executive Department
240 Cottage Street, S.E.

P Salem, Oregon 97310 '

Attn: Clinton C. Goff, Ph.D.
Project Officer

Y

Y
.



ATTACHMENT "B"

Special Contract Provisions ~

©

Y 4
B

2
.
-

Article I ~ Scope of Work

A.

B.

¢

Statement of Purpose

The purpose of this survey is to:

(1) Elicit responses to selected questions from the 1970 Census of Popu~
lation and Housing and to other related questions. All questions
will be selected on the basis of identified relationships between
social and demographic factors and crime and will be asked through=~
out the Portland Standard Metropolitan Statistical area.

(2) Obtain information on citizen apprehension toward crime and the
incidence of reported and unreported crime in Street Lighting Project
and comparison areas and in the Crime Prevention Bureau Project and

. comparison areas.

(3)- Solicit-general information about citizen attitudes toward and recog-
nition and utilization of the Crime Prevention Bureau Project in the
Portland Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area. More detailed
questions, designed to indicate which aspect of the project is most
effective in encouraging participation in the preventive measures
and to what extent these preventive measures are utilized, would be
&sked in comparison areas of nine census tracts.

Background

The Law Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) was created by the

~ Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 for the purpose of

improving the law enforcement and criminal justice system in the United
States. This mandate is being addressed through the award of grants to
states for allocation to state agencies, local agencies, private research
organizations and institutions of higher education, for activities
including crime-related research and planning and program development,
implementation and evaluation.

Under the authority accorded LEAA in the 1968 Act, the High Impact Anti-
Crime Program has been established. This program is an intensive planning
and action effort designed to reduce the incidence of stranger-to-stranger
street crime and burglary in eight American cities by five percent in

two years, and twenty percent in five years. Stranger-to-stranger street
crimes are homicide, rapes, aggravated assaults and robberies, as defined
by Uniform Crime Reporting Standards, when such crimes do not occur

among relatives, friends, or persons well known to each other.

As one of the eight cities participating in the High Impact Program, Port=
land, Oregon, will be receiving program funding of approximately $20
million for innovative and comprehen51ve projects in many areas of the

. criminal justice system.

1
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In Oregon, the state criminal justice planning agency has the primary
responsibility for the evaluation of these projects. This agency, the
Oregon Law Enforcement Council, has developed a comprehensive approach\go
the evaluation, including four Annual Sample Surveys in the Portland =~
metropolitan area and area-based crime estimates for census tracts within
the City of Portland and for surrounding areas.

In harmony with the crime~oriented address of the High Impact Program,
the Annual Sample Surveys will provide current information about certain
social and demographic features, which will be selected for survey on
the basis of considered predictive relationships to the target crimes.

In a subsequent contract, the tabulated results of the initial Annual
Sample Survey will be utilized for the development and generation of

- .quarterly area-based crime estimates. The later surveys will be used to

update, refine and revise, if necessary, the initial crime estimates for
subsequent quarterly projections. :

The four Annual Sample Surveys will also provide a measure of citizens'
recognition, attitudes and response to two specific projects: Street
Lighting and the Crime Prevention Bureau. '

The Street Lighting Project is designed to alter the
environment to reduce the vulnerability and/or accessi-
bility of the target or areas of crime. Within the project
areas, nearly 500 lighting units have been or will be in-
stalled in streets, alleys, parks and school grounds. The
objective of the project is to reduce crime during the
hours of darkness through deterrence of the potential
criminal and through increased detection and apprehension
because of the improved visibility. The geographical
boundaries of the project and comparison areas are
identified in Figure 1.

The Crime Prevention Bureau proposes to reduce selected
target offenses by improving the knowledge and involvement

of potential victims. BAddressing primarily residential -

burglary, nonresidential burglary and robbery, the Crime
Prevention Bureau will encourage citizens to eliminate
opportunities for successful commission of target crimes
through activities including:

1. Block, neighborhood and business meetings to educate
and involve potential victims in protecting them-
selves and their neighbors;

\
.

2. A permanent property identification program to deter
burglaries and aid recovery and return of stolen
items; and,

3. An environmental Crime Hazard Report System to pro-
vide a method for police officers to report and the
Crime Prevention Bureau to follow-up environmental
crime hazards.

~11-




-

- . Figure 1l
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The areas described in the Request for Proposal as the “nine
census tract comparison areas” of the Crime Prevention Bureau

are census tracits: 16.01, 18.01, 19, 33.01, 33.02, 35.02, ~
36.01, 36.02 and 37.02. ' ‘ ‘

s

3
L33

C. bhauthorizing Legislation and Statutes

The State Planning Agency's participation in Law Enforcement Assistance
Administration programs is authorized under the Omnibus Crime Control and
Safe Streets Act of 1968, ( .

Oregon Revised Statutes 423,205 to 423,240 provide authority for the State
Planning Agency, the Oregon Law Enforcement Council, to conduct activities
pertaining toc crime prevention or reduction, including the authority to
"make surveys, investigations and inquiries into the causes of crime and
its control and prevention." (ORS 423.230(5))

D. Task Statement
The Contractor shall:

(1) Review germane literature and solicit expert opinions from per-
sons knowledgeable in the field of criminology or related fields
to identify established or considered relationships between
social and demographic factors and stranger-to-stranger street
crimes and burglary.

(2) Review germane literature and the National Crime Survey Question-

nairel and solicit expert opinions from persons knowledgeable
in the field of criminology or related fields to identify
select questions which will best reflect citizen apprehension
toward crime and will best record incidence of reported, unre-

- ported and observed stranger-to-stranger crimes and burglary
during the 12 months prior to the interview or the period of
residence, if such residence is less than 12 months.

{3) Review germane literature and analysis of similar projects and
solicit opinions from persons expert in the field of criminology
or related fields to identify select questions which will best
elicit information on citizen recognition, attitudes toward and

¢ response to the Street Lighting Project and the Crime Prevention
Bureau Project. a

{4) Develop a "multi-purpose" sample design which will meet infor-
mation neceds across the universe of all residential and non-
residential premises within the Portland SMSA (by county, city
and census tract), and for certain subsamples of individuals

1 victimization survey conducted in Impact cities by the Bureau of the Census
undexr contract with the National Criminal Justice Statistics Service. Limited
number of copies are available from the Project Officer.

~33=



residing within experimental and control areas for two area-
specific projects--the Crime Prevention Burean Project2 and the
Street Lighting Project. More broadly, there is the need to s
generate information from a combined sample of all persons
interviewed in Portland and the surrounding SMSA counties and
satellite cities to develop area-based predictive models to
evaluate the overall impact of the area-based projects and to
assess the effects of displacement of target crime offenses
outward from the Portland city limits. Heavier sampling will
be required within the city limits of Portland due to the .
requirements of dgeneralizability to smaller geographic units

and more refined detail.

These information requirements must be generated from a sampling
design which guarantees reasonable levels of tolerated erxror
within acceptable confidence limits and also insures an adeqguate
degree of external validity or representativeness and generaliza-
bility of findings, given an aggregation of all data on a census
tract basis. 1In addition, the sampling design must guarantee
on a cost-benefit basis, the optimal level of information ob-
tained for the costs in time and money of drawing the multi-

* purpose sample and conducting the interviews.

(5) Draft, construct and pre-test a questionnaire which in addition
to containing all necessary geographic coding capabilities,
shall include: .

{(a) For survey throughout the Portland Metropolitaﬁ—Statis—
tical Area:

i. exact questions from the 1970 Census of Population
and Housing and other related questions selected on
e the basis of the analysis performed under Article I .
' Section D Item 1. ) ‘ y

ii. questions which will gauge citizen recognition of

the Crime Prevention Bureau stickers, use of Crime

Prevention Bureau and other source engravers; and
the attitudes toward and the reasons for the aware-
ness of the Crime Prevention Bureau program. These

< questions should reflect the analysis of Article I
‘Section D Item 3; "

(b)) For survey within the defined Street Lighting Project areas
and comparison areas and within the defined nine census tract
Crime Prevention Bureau Project comparison areas:

»
” ———

2 The tie-in between the Annual Sample Surveys and evaluation of the Crime
Prevention Bureau is particularly important in that the sample should include
an adequate number of premises in the target and control areas of this proj-
ect, in ordexr to provide data on the extent to which program services are
utilized in the community, including a measure of resident turnover in
premises marked under the project.
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(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

ii.

(Y

questions identified under Article I Section D Items

5a(i) and 5a(ii).

questions which will reflect citizen apprehension toward ..f
crime, including attitudes and nondaylight use of streets
and parks within the project areas, and will record inci-
dence of reported, unreported and observed stranger-to-
stranger street crimes and burglary during the 12 months
prior to the interview or the period of residence, if
this period is less than 12 months. These questions
should incorporate the analysis of Article I Section D
Item 2; and :

(c) For survey within the defined nine census tract Crime Prevention
Bureau project comparison areas:

i.

questions identified under Article I Section D Items 5b(i)
and 5b(ii). :

guestions which will indicate which aspecé of the Crime

.Prevention Bureau project is most effective in encouraging

participation in preventive measures and the extent to
which these preventive measures are utilized. The survey
shall also identify other security measures utilized at
the premise. .

Print necessary questionnaire forms, training materials and instruc-
tion manuals. '

Be responsible for:

(a)
(b)

(c)

(d)

{e)

(f)

Recruiting and selecting interviewers.

Interviewer and coder training (trainer, training materials

Compensation of all interviewers, coders and other necessary

. and interviewer training time);

personnel;

Contacting and interviewing, and for a first callback, a
second callback and substitution, if necessary;

All field supervision, including response quality control
procedures; and

Necessary travel time and travel expense.

Complete all interviewing within the period beginning March 15, 1974,
and ending April 15, 1974.

Edit, code, and keypunch on 80 column machine data cards, all survey

responses and all geographic identifiers. The keypunching shall
have 100 percent verification.



E. Reports

-

“ N

‘ (1) The Contractor shall: ' ' ‘
. -

(a)

" (b)

(c)

(@)

Submit monthly progress reports to the Project Officer cover- v
ing all work accomplished during the preceding monthly period °
of contract performance. The two-page monthly reports, six

(6) copies, in brief informal narrative form, shall include:

i. a quantitative description of overall progress;

Ji. a delineation of results obtained.

iii. an indication of any current problems which may impede

performance, and proposed corrective action;

iv. a delineation of the work to be performed during the

next reporting period; and

v. a statement relating overall progress being made to the
- period of performance. :

Submit for written approval of the Project Officer, a two-page
summary and a bibliography for each of the respective reviews
required under Article I Section D, Items 1, 2 and 3, prior to
final construction of a questionnaire. This submission may be
made at a conference between the Project Officer and the Con-
tractor. Written approval or recommendations for revision or
additional review will be provided at the conference, or within
three (3) calendar days following the receipt of a formal
submission. If recommendations are made for revision or addi-~
tional review, written approval from the Project Officer will
be provided within three (3) calendar days following satis-
factory resubmission. -

Submit for written approval of the Project Officer, five (5)
copies of a brief written summary of the approach and methods
used in the sample design. This summary shall address appro-
priate sample sizes, respective error variance and statements
as to the validity, representativeness and generalizability
of the "multi-purpose" sample. At the discretion of the Project
Officer, a conference between the Contractor and the Project
Officer may be held to review the sampling approach, Written
approval will be provided within three (3) calendar days
following receipt by the Project Officer of a satisfactory
submission. ’

.

’

Submit five (5) copies of the proposed questionnaire, proposed
machine data card formats, and a brief written statement sum-
marizing the response field checking design, for written
approval of the Project Officer, prior to the initiation of
actual interviews. The contractor shall allow sufficient time
for modification to the above, if such modifications are
deemed necessary by the Project Officer, prior to the
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(2)

(3)

initiation of the actwual interviews. Written approval will

. be provided within three (3) calendar days following receipt
by the Project Officer of a satisfactory questionnaire. At <_
the discretion of the Project Officer, this written approval
may be preceded by a conference between the Contractor and
the Project Officer.

{e) Submit six (6) copies of all training materials and instruc-
tion manuals, including interviewer and coder instructions.

{(f) Submit six (6) copies of a written report identifying and
' logging all coding problems and corresponding rationale for
coding decisions.

{g) Subﬁit two (2) separate, identical copies of the machine data
cards o« which the survey responses have been keypunched and
. verified.

All reports shall be delivered to the Project Officer as set forth
below: .

-Oregon Law Enforcement Council
Executive Department

240 Cottage Street, S.E.
Salem, Oregon 97310

Attn: Clinton C. Goff, Ph.D. .
Project Officer .

All reports to be furnished hereunder shall be delivered, -all trans-
portation charges prepaid by the Contractor.

-
Article II - Information Available to the Contractor

Tlie Project Officer shall furnish the Contractor the following:

(1)

{2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

»

Access to federal and state grant guideline manuals and financial
and pricing manuals.

Addresses of agencies in Oregon directly or indirectly participating
in projects and programs under evaluation by the Contractor.

Original and revised grant applications for discretionary funds for
projects and programs under evaluation by the Contractor.

Proposals {(where existent) and final reports (when available) on
past and current projects similar to or related to the projects
under evaluation by the Contractor; for example, reports on concur-
rent victimization studies. :

Addresses of agencies in Impact cities responsible for evaluation

of projects similar to those under evaluation by the contractor and
listings of any related information sources.

17~
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(6) Addresses of premises marked under the Crime Prevention
Bureau project.
~.

Article III - Period of Performance "j

t
3

The period of performance for the completion of the work saet forth in Article
I - Scope of Work is 120 calendar days from the date of contract award.

Article IV - State-Furnished Property

Except as otherwise provided herein, no other state-furnished propérty or
materials will be provided the Contractor.

Article V - Contractor-Furnished Property

Except as otherwise provided herein, the Contractor shall furnish all necessary
personnel, facilities, materials, equipment and services required to accomplish
the work called for herein.

Article VI - Rights to Data

All items produced‘ under this contract shall become the exclusive property of
the state which may make, without any recourse to the Contractor, any use there-
of as it may see fit. Furthermore, the state shall have the right to review

- and copy any documentation tabulations or analyses accumulated and developed

by the Contractor in performance of, or utilizing any items produced under,

this contract. .

"Article VII - Confidentiality of Information

The Contractor shall maintain and guarantee the confidentiality of all survey
respondents. Upon completion of the contract, all completed questionnaires
and-copies of any identification, listings or references to respondents and
respondent addresses shall be delivered to the Project Officer. The Oregon
Law Enforcement Council shall assume responsibility for the confidentiality of
all information delivered to the Project Officer. Such information will be
made available for the three subsequent Annual Sample Surveys, upon the writtén
approval of the Project Officer.

Article VIITI - State Proiject Officer

Xﬁ individual from the Oregon Law Enforcement Council, Executive Department,
shall be designated as the State Project Officer for any resultant contract
awarded as a result of this solicitation.

The Project Officer will provide no supervisory or instructional assistance to
Contractor personnel. The Project Officer is empowered to make, with approval
of the Administrator, Oregon Law Enforcement Council, any changes which affect
the contract price, terms or delivery. The acceptance of any change by the
Contractor without the specific approval and written consent of the Project
Officer and Administrator will be at the Contractor's own risk.

Article IX - Inspection and Acceptance

The state's Project Officer designated in accordance with Article VIII above,
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shall be responsible for inspection and acceptance of all items to be delivered
under any resultant contract.

The Oregon Law Enforcement Council reserves the right to inspect all materfﬁ}s

. and workmanship at any reasonable time. All work under the contract is subject
to the approval specified in Article I Section E and to final acceptance by an
authorized represcntative of the state,

The Contractor shall not receive final payment until all work required by the
Scope of Work has been completed to the complete satisfaction of the Project
Officer. '

The analyses, methods, interviews and keypunching, and the substantive content
of all reports, and other data to be furnished under this contract, shall con-
form to the generally accepted standards of the Contractor's profession. Re-
ports shall include a complete disclosure of all data relevant to the work
performed, techniques developed, the investigations made, and shall be rele-
vant to the materials studied and methods and processes employed.

Article X - Invoicing and Payment

Upon completion, final inspection, and acceptance by the state, of the work called
for herein, the Contractor shall submit invoices in triplicate. Invoices shall
be submitted to:

Oregon Law Enforcement Council
Executive Department

240 Cottage St., S.E.

Salem, Oregon 97310

Attn: Clinton C. Goff, Ph,D.
Project Officer

s

Article XI -~ Approvals by Project Officer

All items required to be submitted to the Project Officer for approval, including:
the preliminary reviews and sample specifications, work plan. and schedules, inter-
view instruments, and other pertinent items shall be reviewed by the Project
Officer before implementation and will be deemed to have been approved five (5)
calendar days after the date of delivery, except as otherwise specified in this
contract, if approval or disapproval has rnt been given within such period. The
Project Officer's disapproval or revision to the items submitted shall be

within the general Scope of Work stated in this contract.

Article XII - Consultant Services

The contractor agrees to determine whether or not any consultant to be, utilized
under this contract has an agreement in effect with the state for similar
services, and, if so, to advise the Project Officer accordingly.

Article XIII - Working Papers

‘ The Contractor shall provide at the request of the Project Officer one (1)
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A Y
copy of all the working papers used by the participating officials and employ-

ees of the Contractor in connection with this project.
.

’ L

Article XIV - Publication and Distribution ' . Oy

Publication or distribution of the data or other related material is prchibited,
without the prior approval in writing by the Project Officer.

Article XV - Contractor Persaonnel Standards

The Contractor shall determine that all Contractor personnel of every category
shall be personally and professionally qualified for the assignment to be
under taken.

Article XVI - Equal Opportunity

The Contractor shall not discriminate against any employee or applicant for
employment because of race, creed, color, age, sex or national origin.

Article XVII -~ Consideration

A. In cénsideratioh for the work to be performed hereunder, the Contractor
shall be paid an amount not to exceed , subject to adjustment
undexr Article XVIII and upon presentation of actual expense records,

B. Travel and Subsistence

(1) Reimbursement for travel will be in accordance with the pro-
visions of standard state travel regulations in effect on the
date of this contract.

(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of Article XI, the written

© approval of the Project Officer shall be obtained prior to any
out-of-state travel necessary in the performance of this con-
tract. Requests for such approval shall be accompanied by a
brief written statement clearly identifying the need and the .
estimated costs for the trip. L.

(3) wWhen air transportation is used, less than first-class accom-

modations on prop or jet aircraft constitutes the normal

¢ class of service which travelers are required to use. First-
class accommocdations may be used if (1) less than first-class
is not available (providing reservation was requested within
24 hours after traveler had knowledge of the trip); (2) less
than first-class required circuitous travel; (3) less than
first-class required travel to begin or end at unreasonable
hours (i.e., if scheduled flight time is before 8:00 a.m. or -
scheduled arrival is after 9:00 p.m.); or (4) less than first-
class will not make connections with other flights or means of |
transportation for continuation of the .journey. :

TOTAL OF TRAVEL AND SUBSISTENCE SHALL IN NO EVENTAEXCEED

TOTAL CONTRACT PRICE NOT TO EXCEED
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Article XVIII - Contract Amount and Redetermination

A. The total amount of this contract is § .  The Contractor agrees,
if the estimated number of hours of participation by his' employees as Sdﬁf
forth below is not used in contract performance or if the labor categories
specified do not perform work under the contract as negotiated and agreed
to, the total contract amount shall be reduced accordingly, provided that
the total charges to be made by the Contractor are less than the total
contract price. ' .

B. Rates for Purpose of Computation

Labor Category puantity of Man-Days _Rate/Day

Article XIX - Price Warranty

The Contractor warrants that the rates charged under this contract are not in
excess of those charged nongovernmental clients for the same services performed
by the same individuals.

Article XX - Key Personnel

The personnel cited below are considered to be essential to the work being per-
formed hereunder. Prior to diverting the specified individuals <o other pro-
grams, the Contractor shall notify the Projedt Officer reasonably in advance

and shall submit justification (including proposed substitutions) in sufficient
detail to permit evaluation of the impact on the program. No diversion shall
Be made by the Contractor without the written consent of the Project Officer;
provided that the Project Officer may ratify in writing such diversion and such
ratification shall constitute the consent of the Project Officer required by -
this clause. ) : .o

Article XXI - Executive Department and Law Enforcement Assistance Administration

Approval
¢ '
This contract and any.amendments to this contract will not be effective until
approved by the Executive Department, State of Oregon and Region X, Law Enforce-
ment Assistance Administration.

'
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EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT

Y

LAW ENFORCEMENT PLANNING

240 COTTAGE STREET S.E. ® SALEM, OREGON ® 97310 ® Phone (503) 378-4347

TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR .

J. N, PEEY
Direclor

Re: Impact RFP {1

I would like to thank you for your notice of intent to respond to
the Impact Request for Proposal (RFP) #1. May I remind you that
this notice should be confirmed in writing, if you have not done
so already.

The Offeror's Conference was held at 10:00 A.M. December 20, 1973,

as scheduled. A brief summary of responses to questions is attached,
as is other material requested at the meeting. Within seven (7) cal-
endar days, please confirm in writing your receipt of these documents.

I am looking forward to receiving your proposal by January 14, 1974.

If you have any further questions please contact Clinton C. Goff, Ph.D.,
Project Officer, Oregon Law Enforcement Council, Executive Department,.

240 Cottage Street, S.E., Salem, Oregon 97310, or .by phone, (503) 378-43:59.

Sincerely,

i

Edward R. Cooper
Administrator

ERC:cs
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Impact RFP #1
Offeror's Conference :
December 20, 1973 ) ' ‘ >

-

Summary of Responses to Questions

Basically, the responses to questions constituted a reiteration
and clarification of statements made in the Request for Proposal.
However, additional information was requested in regard to sev-
eral provisions of the solicitation. This additional information,
as well as the clarifications, are summarized below.

1. Impact RFP #1 extends through the required keypunching of
- data. The tabulations and analysis will be performed under

a contract to bhe solicited in late January or early February
for the area-based crime estimates. It is imperative, how-
ever, that the first contract be performed with the needs
of the later contract in mind, for even though preferential
welghting will be assigned to performers of the first con-
tract, the later contract may be awarded to a different
party. As a case in point, all coding decisions shall be
accurately documented in a code log book.

2. The provisions of Attachment B, Article VI: Rights to data
shall be followed explicitly and all items produced under
this contract shall become the exclusive property of the
state. The contractor may, however, make use of items
produced under the contract after obtaining specific written
approval from the project officer.

3. The primary sampling emphasis will be on the census tracts
.within the city limits of Portland. The survey of the out-
lying areas, including Clark County, Washington, will be
used mainly to measure crime displacement. Within the out-
lying areas, the primary sampling emphasis should be within
the designated urbanized areas. -

4. Information compiled under Impact RFP #1 will be used to
generate reports to various political jurisdictions. This
information would be available for program decisions, espe-
cially in regard to the Street Lighting Project and the
Crime Prevention Bureau Project.

In addition to responding to questions from individuals attend-
ing the|0fferor's Conference, the Project Officer made available
the Ngtlongl Crime Survey Questionnaire and the 1970 Census
destlonpalre. These questionnaires are attached for organiza-
tlons which are intending to respond but were not represented

at the Offeror's Conference. Also, individuals at the conference
were referred to an article in the Municipal Performance Report




and to the High Impact Evaluation Plan. The section noted in the

evaluation plan is enclosed. A citation is provided below for the
Municipal Performance Report.

~
N
. vy

Council on Municipal Performance, -
Municipal Performance Report,

"City Crime", Volume 1l:1, May-June, 1973

Council on Municipal Performance
456 Greenwich Street
New York, New York 10013

One point that was not raised in the Request for Proposal, but
should be clearly understood is that any contract awarded as the

. result of this solicitation will be subject to all applicable

state and federal regulations, including necessary fiscal and
audit procedures. Any questions regarding these regulations or
procedures should be addressed to the Project Officer in writing.
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ANNUAL SAMPLE SURVEY
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL #1

MAILING LIST

Guy Rainboth

2108 North Pacific

Seattle, Washington

Phone: ME2-9275
ME2-9274

Roy Bardsley

* Bardsley and Haslacher

1320 SW Broadway
Portland, Oregon
Phone: 226-2591

Robert P. Rath

Assistant Executive Director

Northwest Regional Educational
Laboratory

710 SW Second

Portland, Oregon

224-3650

Marie Williams

West Coast Community Surveys,
2148 NE 20th

Portland, Oregon

Phone: 288-5187

Dr. Paul Hoffman, Director
Oregon Research Institute
P.0O. Box 3196

Eugene, Oregon 97403

Joanne Carlson
Graduate School

* University of Oregon

.Bugene, Oregon 97403
Phone: 686-5130
¢

Dr.,6 Richard J. Hill and

Dr. Kenneth Polk

¢/o Department of Sociology
University of Oregon
Eugene, Oregon 97403

Institute for Communit' Studies
c¢/o Harmon Zieglar

Political Science Department
University of Oregon

Eugene, Orcgon 97403

~,
Y

Ray N. Hawk '

Vice President for Administrative
and Finance

Johnson Hall

University of Oregon

Eugene, Oregoa 97403

Roy A. Young :

Vice President for Research .o
and Graduate Studies

Oregon State University

. Corvallis, Oregon

Phone: 754-1133

Dr. Nobart Hartman and
Bx. Roger Peterson
Department of Statistics
Oregon State University
Corvallis, Oregon 97371
Phone: 754-3366

Dr. Robert Mason

Survey Research Center
Department of Statistics
Oregon State University
Corvallis, Oregon 97371
Phone: 754-3667

Robert J. Low

Vice President for Admlnlstratlon
Portland State Unlver51ty

P.0. Box 751

Portland, Oregon 97207

Don C. Gibbons and

Barry D. Lebowitz
Department of Socioclogy
217 Cramer Hall

Portland State University
Portland, Oregon 97207

Oregon Graduate Center for
Study and Research
19600 NW Walker Road

Beaverton, Oregon
Phone: 654-1121




Michael Edison

Vice President

Louis Harris and Associates, Inc.
1270 Sixth Avenue '
New York, New York

Abt Associates,; Inc.
55 Wheeler Street
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138

Cresap, McCormick and Paget, Inc.
245 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10017

Institute for Social Research
University of Michigan
Ann Arbor, Michigan

Institute for Social Research

. ¢/o Aaron J. Spector, Ph.D., Director
"Seltzer Hall

Temple University

1710 North Broad Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19121
Phone: (215) 787-8355

Mr. Irving Crespi

Executive Vice President

The Gallup Organization, Inc.
53 Bank Street

Princeton, New Jersey

Phone: (609) 924-9600

Battelle - Human Affairs’
Research Centers

4000 NE 41st Street
Seattle, Washington 98105

( N

J. Brian Cullerton, Director
Institute of Urban Affairs
1020 East Jefferson Street

Seattle, Washington 98122
Phone: (206) 626-5320

Teaching Research
c/o James Beard
Monmouth, Oregon

ERY

School of Community Service
and Public Affairs

c/o James Kelly, Dean _

University of Oregon -

Eugene, Oregon e

Paul A. Eggér
Corbett Building
Portland, Oregon

Lund, McCutheon, Jacobson, Inc.
Management Consultants

1311 NW 21st

Portland, Oregon



ANNUAL SAMPLE SURVEY "
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL {1
MAILING LIST

Guy Rainboth

2108 North Pacific

Seattle, *zshington

Phone: ME2-9275
ME2-9274

Roy Bardsley

Bardsley and Haslacher
1320 SW Broadway
Portland, Oregon

" Phone: 226-2591

Northwest Regional Educational Laboratory
+ 710 SW Second

Portland, Oregon
Phone: 224-3650

Marie Williams

West Coast Community Surveys
2148 NE 20th

Portland, Oregon

Phone: 288-5187

Charles Brooks
Director of Administrative Services
Oregon Research Institute
Post Office Box 3196
Eugene, Oregon 97403

Dr. Richard J. Hill and

Dr. Kenneth Polk

¢/o Department of Soclology
University of Oregon
Eugene, Oregon 97403 /
Institute for Communilty Studies
¢/o Harmon Zieglear

Political Science Department
University of Oregon

Eugene, Oregon 97403

Ray N. Hawk

Vice-President for Administrative
and Finance

Johnson Hall

University of Oregon

Eugene, Oregon 97403

(12/14/73)

?}q}
-Milosh Popovich ' _
Dean of Administration
Oregon State University
Corvallis, Oregon

Phone: 754-1133 .

Dr. Nobart Hartman and
Dr. Roger Peterson
Department of Statistics
Oregon State University
Corvallis, Oregon 97371

Phone: 754-3366

Robert J. Low

Vice President for Administrat
Portland State University
Post Office Box 751

Portland, Oreogn 97207

Don C. Gibbons and

Barry D. Lebowitz
Depatment of Sociology
217 Cramer Hall

Portland State University
Portland, Oregon 97207

~ Oregon Graduate Center for St

and Research
19600 NW Walker Road
Beaverton, Oregon

‘Phone: 654-1121

Louis Harris and Associlates, 1
1270 Sixth Avenue .
New York, New York

Abt Assoclates, Incorporated
55 Wheeler Street
Cambridge, Massachusetts 0213

Cresap, McCormick and Paget, T
245 Park Avenue ’
New York, New York 10017

Institute for Social Research
The University Michigan
Ann Arbor, Michigan




Institute for Social Research

c¢/o Aaron J. Spector, Ph.D,, Director
Seltzer Hall

Temple University

1710 North Broad Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19121

Phone: (215) 787-8355

Mr. Irving Crespi

Executive Vice President

The Gallup Organization, Inc.
53 BAnk Street

Princeton, New Jersey

Phone: (609) 924-9600

Battelle - Human Affairs
Research Centers

4000 NE 4lst Street
Seattle, Washington 98105

J. Brian Cullerton, Director
Institute of Urban Affairs
1020 East Jefferson Street
Seattle, Washington 98122

Phone: (206) 626-5320
Teaching Research

e/o James Beard
Monmouth, Oregon

* 8§Chool of Community Service and

Public Affairs
¢/o James Kelly, Dean

" University of Oregon

Eugene, 'Oregon

Paul A. Egger

_Corbett Bullding

Portland, Oregon

Lund, McCutheon, Jacobson, Inc.
Management Consultants

1311 NW 21st

Portland, Oregon
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APPENDIX B

DATA COLLECTION FORMS



. . MULTNOMAH COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY PROJECT

TP U PP R T T - DR e :l\-ax-\u.;nwh»w;nbamnwmw.nw MRETA Y AW PN

DATA COLLECTION FORM

The following is a summary of abbreviations utilized on
-the data collection form:

BW - Bench Warrant
8/0 - Set Over to a New Date
THA - To Hire Attorney
CAA -~ Court Appointed Attorney o - S
AC - Appearance of Counsel
| BO/GJ - Bound Over to Grand Jury
TB ~ True Bill (Grand Jury found reasﬁn‘to indict)

NTB - Not True Bill (Grand Jury found insufficient evidence
to indict)

G -~ Guilty
NG - Not Guilty
MQD - Motion of Defense
MOS - Motion of State
MOC - Motion of Court
| STIP - Stipulation to Facts of Case
JTA— Jury Trial

CT - Court Trial
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DISTRIGT, AFTORNFY PROJFCT

ll
: u

NARARIIR

. . MULTMOMAH COUNTY

i - -
Der. NAME . Victin Nave:

ADDRESS: : AoORess:

0.0.1. Ace Race, Sex 0,0,0, Ace Race Sgx

CHARGE(S Co-Dcr,? Y N Case Moo —

Or16, CIARGE (IF OTHER):

‘ons: (Scr JuoeMENTS ) .
. .

JNVESTIGAT 1 ON:

PSYCH-MOTIONS-DEMURRERS

' -

DAte oF OFFENSE: Tine: - MoT 1ON?

LocaT1om: Date Ftho- DATE HearD:
. Date InvesT1GATION BEGUN: Resutts

Date luveSTicAT10N COMPLETE: - .

Devective AssSicnED: MoTiong

Der. Amuro () Unasugo () Vicaeon () Date Fiveod: Date Heano:

AssauLy () Turear of Assautt () Merrwer () |Resuits:

Sertous Prysicat luwury { ) tmoury { ) Nope ( )

7 . JVMoTION; :
Dscttiss { 3 Bureoina () Streer () Omier () DATE FiLgo: Date Heano:
IF OtHER, TAPLAIN: Resunts:

MgTI10D OF ENTRY:

(Con®r on BACK 1F MeCESSARY)

Prorenty TAren () VAwue:

Prorenry Recoverco { ) Wnews

AsH TAKEN { ) AMOUNT:

Recovereo{ )

PRE-TRIAL | .

MERE ¢ Date: {1r PLEA EXPLAIN * )
Fron Wuom: .
Casc Mo,
PRroPCRTY NoT Recovereo { ) - CALL R
i ARREST DATE: RETURMED FOR PLEA *
T WARmANT? Y N Sfo: MOD () Mos () MOC { ) BW ()
WE3 LacATi0M: Juoce AssIGNED: .

tnet Escars () Artenst Resist { )
=g Perorng () Out on Batt () Recos () BY
Der, on Daugs (.) Hao Druss { ) ¢s Aoorct ()

FIRST APPEARANCE
Dare:

Jury Triae () Court Triaw () Smie ()
() . TRIAL
DATE: Jr(yer () s/og

FG { ) FNG ( ) Direcreo Veroiet( ) stnnaseo {)
MisTrRiAL () EXPLAIN:

Dev, ATTY:

Prone:

Der, BAILED ( ) Recoceeo { ) Heeo () S/0 (
IF $/0 - Resoti: THA () CAA ()
New Dave:

i )

Pre-Sentence Requesteo Y N Date:
Der/ VA1veD Twe For Semrencinc: )
AcGRAVAT 1oN HEARING Requesteos ()

Der, Barcco ( ) Recocero ( ) Hewo ()

PRELIMINARY HEARING
80/ () Puea* ()
Dismisseo® { ) BY ( ).

{F PucA or DisMissaL ExptAin 1n PLeA Box*®

‘ GRAND JURY

DATC PRESENTEOD:
80/cd () Diacer Present ()
Date Senr Ourt:
CuAarct Prpschteo:

DATE:

Ta()ma()

SENTENCE

#pLzA Ann DispissAy EXPULANATION:
.PLEA 1o CvAmrce( ) Puta vo Lesser IHCLUDED ()
PLEA To DIFFERENT CHARGE { ) PLEA To SEPARATE
Case For DismissaL oF Tuis CHaree ( )

Crarcr {UDICTED:

Ir OhARGE InDiICcTED 15 DIFrEReNT THAN CHARCE
Presenteo EXpLAId oN Dack**

ARRAITGNMNENT
TE:

eA: G( ) NG { ) Mo Comvest ()
Geey I Custooy ) On Recos () On DA (
10 S0 - Vheer THA () O (Y AC () oW ()

Par-Tniat Daye: THIALS

)

untt Assicugne OA;

tF Cuatice of 33,0, o New D, A, lamg:
STACE oF CASE AT Yine oF CHANGC'
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YOUTH PROGRESS ASSOCIATICN
DATA COLLECTION FORMS



Completed by

‘Phone Number

YOUTH PROGRESS ASSOCIATION
1314 SE Taylor Street
Portland, Oregon 97214

CLIENT INFORMATION

Date Form Initiated /

Date Form Completed /

M
Item # I.

True Name . .

(last) . (first) (middle)
Other Names I

(last) (first) (m;ddle)
Other Names . ) ' T

"+ (last) (first) (middle)

Address

Phone Number

LEC USE ONLY

1)
2)
3)

4)

5)
6)
7)

Case Number

W inn e - ae—

— o — ——— w— r—

/ / _ _ Social Security Number

1 = Male
= Female




1

8)
9)
10)

11)
12)

- 13)

14)
15)

16)

17)
18)

Ethnic Group

Y LN W N

White

Black

American Indian
Mexican American
Oriental

Other, Specify

mantuau

Work Permit

R

2

mon

Yes
No

Driver's License

-

1
2

Yes
‘No

o

— — vt E— o

State of Driver's License

Oregon
Other

i

Do you have a car?

1
2

/ _ Draft Classification

Yes
No

Active Service

-1

= Yes
2 = No
Reserve
l = Yes
2 = No

Marital Status

Ul W N =

Single
Married
Divorced
Separated
Mate Deceased

wnnn

Number of Dependents

1

- Driver's License Number

Specify Type of Military Discharge



20) / / Living Arrangements (code the last three with
) most recent first)

00 = Not applicable
0l = With both parents

. , 02 = With mother & stepfather #1

. 03 = With mother & stepfather #2
04 = With mother & stepfather #3 or more
05 = With father & stepmother #1
06 = With father & stepmother #2
07 = With father & stepmother #3 or more
08 = With mother only
09 = With father only
10 = Home of relatives ' I I
11 = Foster family home #1 Lo
12 = Foster family home #2
13 = Foster family home #3 or more
14 = Institution for dellnquents
'~ .'15 = Orphange L
. 16 = Group home
" 17 .= Independent living arrangments
18 = Other ' LN
21) _ _/ _ _/ _ _ Respective Duration of Living Arrangments Shown Above
00 = Not applicable
01 = Less than 1 month
. 02 = 1 - 3 months
: 03 = 3+ - 6 months
Y ' 04 = 6+ - 12 months
‘ : 05 = 1+ - 2 years L Co .
' : 06 = 24+ - 4 years . SO e

07 = 4 or more years SR : o

22) If not living with parents, why?

23) Father's Name -

24} Father's Occupation

25) Mother's Name

26) Mother's.Occupation

27) __ Is your family receiving Welfare?
' 1 = Yes
2 = No
28) $ _ _ _ _ Monthly Allotment ,
.29) Case Worker , .
' (name)
30) Case Worker

§ (phone number)




LY

]

!

31)

1
2

i

Yes
No

Do you have any physical disabilities?

L 3

32) _ _

33)

@ -

I1f so, specify

Do you have any chronic medical problems? e
1l = Yes
2 = No
‘ .
If so, specify
[Ad . . . )
Are you currently taking any medication? .
1l = Yes
2 = No L
S
If so, specify '
‘ ‘ (medication)
Doctor :
: {name) - {(address)
{phone)
Have you had ény experience in a state/private institution?
1 = ves . ;: i | . v ; :
2 = No ' '
If so, specify: .
(a) : From: _ _/ _ _/
‘ {Institution Name) ' . D Y
. . To: — o o
D Y
(b) From: _ _/ _ _ /- _ _
{Institution Name) ) M D Y
. To: _ _/ _ _ [/ _ _
) D Y
‘ (c) From: _ _/ _ _/ _ _
. (Institution Name) )

BEHAVIOR AND ATTITUDES

Yes, client admits

Client denies, use suspected
No

Don't know

= o N
nunu

i

To:

__ Are drugs/alcohol used by client at time of staffing?



’ ‘ dates:

v e o

36) / / If item 35) was coded either "1" or "2", estimate
’ number of days used during last month by placing a
check in the appropriate space below. (Code drug/

. ) alcohol used in blank on left; code number of days
‘ used in blank on right. For example, marijuana used

from two to six days would be coded "l 2". 1If client
denies use and use is not suspected, code "0 0".
Possible to code three drug categories.)

Estimated Number of Days Used

(1) = (2)= (3)= (4)= (5)=
Primary Drugs . 1 2-6 7-14 15-29 30
Marijuana 1 5
Amphetamines &
similar agents 2
Barbituates &
other sedatives 3 -
Hallucinogens 4
Cocalne 5

" Codine 6

Heroin 7
Alcohol 8
Other, specify 9

37) Specify deviant behavior not included in arrest records -~ nature and

Placg a chgck (;/3 in the spaces most accurately reflecting client behavior
at time of report. (A check (y”) in the 3rd space would indicate optimum
behavior.) : . : )

38)- a)

unsure 1 2 3 4 5 overly confident
b) . L 1 i i l.‘ '

hostile 1 2 3 4. 5 overly friendly
é) . e ‘

“untalkative 1 2 3 4 5 overly talkative
d) e 8 1 1 b

nervous 1 2 3 4 5 overly relaxed

' /
® ... |

uncooperative 1 2 3 4 5 overly cooperative
f) . | RS | t { [ I

unresponsive 1 2 3 4 5 overly responsive




11

. mmmens o

'39)

@

Other Comments:

Personal Appearance and Cleanliness:

41) Have you participated in group or individuel counseling?
i = Yes ' _ ' ~', e 3: PR _ :
2 = No- ' S , ‘. L »
If &es; explaih: 3 | |

EDUCATION

42) _ School atatus at time of referral to Youth Progress Assocxatlon

43)
44)

45)

46)

47)

48)

Enrolled

Suspended
Expelled

Enrclled in GED program

Alternative school, e.qg.; vocational tralnlng school,

residential manpower :
Not enrolled

School completed

Other, specify

{1 I I I

0 ~J O s W N

~N

_ _/ _ _/ _ _ Date suspended, expelled, or school completed
M D p4

Present school grade, or highest grade completed if not enrolled
{numeric)

Dismissal time if attending school

et e e

Do you have a school release?

l] = Yes

2 = No
_ ! _ / _ _ Date school release obtained
M D Y

Name of school client enrolled in or last school attended when referred
to Youth Progress:




. m——.ee

“49)

__ School attendance at time of referral to Youth Progress Association
(¢ of absences to total days enrolled during last eight weeks; if
not currently enrolled, base on last eight weeks enrolled)

(reason for leaving)

"1l =0 - 25%
2 = 26 - 50%
3 = 51 - 75%
4 = 76 ~ 100%
5 = Not enrolled during service period.
EMPLOYMENT
50) _ Employment status when referred to Youth Progress 2
1 = Working for pay
2 = Working without pay
3 = Not working TN
51) Employment History (most recent first) . |
a) * From: /) __/ __
(3ob) "
’ To: [/ _ _ [/ _ _
' D Y
_ _ Hours Per Week
(employer) = oo
' - $ _/ _ _ Hourly Rate '
' (reason for leaving) .
" b) From: ./ __ _
: {job) o M D
- To: _ _/ _ _ [/ _ _
M D Y
: ) _. _ Hours Per Week
{employer)
| $ _/ __;.Hourly Rate
(reason for leaving) : :
c)’ From: _ _/ _ [/ _ _
(job) M D Y
To: _ _/ _ _/._ _
: M D Y
’ _ _ Hours Per Week
(employer)
_ S _ / _ _ Hourly Rate
(reason for leaving)
d) ‘ From: _ _/ _ _/
(30b) M '
To: _ _/ _ _/ _ _
M D Y
_ __ Hours Per Week
{employcr)

S / _ _ Hourly Rate

——



52) If

- 00
0l
} 02
o |
04
. 05
53) _ Work
0 =
1=
2 =

54) Specify type of work prefetred:

not working, indicate reason .

[ [ N | I I |

Not applicable

Does not desire employment

Poor health, illness or disability
Inability to find employment
Unable to locate client

Other, specify

Needed

Not applicable

‘Full-time

Part-time oo R . . - S D

55) _ _ Referred by
¢l = State Parole ‘ . L
02 = City Parole P o )
03 = Federal Parole
04 = Juvenile Parole :
05 = Multnomah County Juvenile Court o s
. 06 = Clackamas County Juvenile Court ’
T 07 = Washington County Juvenile Court
' 08 = Clark County Juvenile Court
: ‘ 09 = Oregon State Prison/OSCI '
| 10 = Multnomah County Correctional Institute
: 11 = Multnomah County Jails
12 = Oregon Halfway House
"13 = Department of Vocational Rehabllltatlon
14 = Dammasch State Hospital
15 = Alcohol ‘and Drug Rehabilitation _
16 = Medical School Crisis Unit 5
17 = Goodwill Industries : =
18 = C.E.P, )
19 = Job Corps
20 = Residential Manpower
21 = Youth Opportunity Center
22 = Neighborhood Youth Coxrp
23 = Welfare
24 = Oregon State Employment Service
. ° 25 = High Schools
26 = Children's Services Division
: 27 = Other, specify
; (name) (phone)
;. (title)
(agency)

(address)



56) Specified Referral Need (code up to flve ltems if

1 2 3 necessary)
4 757 00 = Not applicable
' ‘ : 01 = Intensive one-to-one counseling
‘ 02 = Group counseling
03 = Job counseling and referral
04 = Education (GED and other tutorial programs)
05 = Interim residential facility
06 = All of the above
07 = Other, Specify
57y _ “' _ _ Services to be Offered (code up to flve 1tems 1f 4

1 2 3 necessary)

4 5. 00 = Not applicable
' 01 = Intensive one-to-one counsellng
02 = Group counseling ) e s
03 = Job counseling and referral ' et
04 = Education (GED and other tutorial programs)
.-'05 = Interim residential facility
© 06 = All of the above x
07 = Other, specify

58) Reason Service not to be Offered

‘ o Intensive one-to-one counsellng ,
~ 7 Group counseling
Job counseli+y and referral
Education (GZD and other tutorial programs)

Interim residential facility
Other, specify

00 = Not applicable
01 = Client did not show
02 = Client refused serxvices .
03 = Client rearrested
04 = Client ineligible because of age
. 05 = Resource unavailable (Impact only)
' 06 = Resource unavailable (Impact & Non-Impact)
07 = Client not accepted by service provxder
08 = Parent refused
. 09 = Referral withdrawn
s 10 = Other, specify

X OFFENSE INFORMATION (include most recent arrest)

59) _ Total number of target arrests
60) __ Total number of status arrests

i.l) _. Total number of other arrests (other than target or status)

{
]




62)

63)

64)

65)

3

Total number of all arrests

OO A WO
NAUMs WO

I S A T L | O

Client!s age at first arrest

OO~ DS W N
R T VR T O 1R (O

Time between first/most recent arrest

3+
6+
1+
2+
3+
4+
5+

oAU WNRFEO

T T L T O A O

Time between last/most recent arrest

2+
i+
2+
4+
6+
1+
2+

{200 A A T O 1

VO WN O

10

same
1 day

to
to
to
to
to
to
to

same
1 day

to
to
to
to
to
to
to

ll or more

under 10 years
10 years
eleven
twelve -
thirteen
fourteen
.fifteen
sixteen
seventeen

to 3 months

6

12 months

2

months

years

3 years

4

years

5 years

.6

years

more than 6 years

to 2 weeks

4

weeks

2 months

4
6

12 months

2
3

months
months

years
years

more than 3 years

Time between most recent arrest and referral to Youth Progress

ll

s WO
oy

i

4

2
4
6

same day
1 day to 2 weeks
2+ to
1+ to
24+ to
4+ to

weeks

months
months
months

OO~

Uy

6+ to 12 months
14+ to 2 years

2+ to 3 years
more than 3 years



i




v

67) Baseline Offense Data

Incidents by Offense (number each incident and code offense(s) in
chronological order, ending with current incident)

cident Number  Quarter During - Parole
(I=1st incident) 12 wo. Baseline Offense? Disp.2& Officer or Correctional
(2=2nd incident) (L, 2, 3, 4) Code Code Counselor Institution
- B - I (name) ~ (name)
: | T

- - - ___ (name) . (name)

7 |

B - — o (name) (name)

o " h .o_- 0 __C (name)  (name)

‘ ST | ~C  TCC Tmame) T {mame)

B | B 2 ZII TaEme (mame)

B - - — (name) (name)

- B - — (name) (name)

B B 22 III T Game (mame)

- - o T T T TT(name) (name)

_aOffense and disposition codes are included in the instructions manual.




Target Offenses - , ‘

04
05
09
10
11
20
26
27
28
29

I T I N O | O O A (O 1

Burglary First Degree (BID)
Burglary Second Degree (BNID)
Robbery, Third Degree
Robbery, Second Degree
Robbery, First Degree

Rape, First Degree, Forcible
Assault, Third Degree,
Assault, Second Degree
Assault, Fixst Degree
Homicide

Other Offenses

0l
02
03
06
07
08
13
14
15
16
17
19
21
22
23
25
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44

{7 T VT {1 Y | O 1 11 D 1 1 O

(0ffenses

45
46
47

48
49

wnununn

)

(Offenses

52 =

Motor Vehicle Theft

Possession Stolen Motor Vehicle
Unauthorized Use of Vehicle - 7
Criminal Trespass, Dwelling
Criminal Trespass, Pxemlses
Loitering, School

Theft Second Degree, Shoplift Only
Theft First and Second Degree
Theft by Receiving & Concealing
Theft by Deception

Forgery

Rape, Non-Forcible

Prostitution:

Public Indecency

Sex Abuse, Child Molest

Menacing, Harassment, w1th a Weapon
Theft by Extortion

Criminal Mischief, Third Deyree
Criminal Mischief, Second Degree
Criminal Mischief, First Degree
Arscon .

Disorderly Conduct

Resist Arrest, Interfere with Arrest
Riot : L ’
Unlawful Possession Firearm

Carry Concelaed Weapon

Obscene Calls

Cruelty to Animals

Fish and Game Violations )
Criminal Activity/Use Drugs, Marijuana
Criminal Activity/Use Drugs, Other

Applicable to Juvenile Only - Status)
Truancy
Runaway

Beyond Parental Control

MIP Alcohol
Curfew

Applicable to Juvenile and Adults)

All Other




00
o1
02

03

c4

05

06

09

10

11

17

20
T2
22
o
24

25
26
27

28
29

DISPOSITION CODES ¢

Prefix: Did the client remain in Youth Progress?

o

IR | S R | I

{1 A | A | O (O I O (I 1

0 = Not applicable
1l = Yes
2 = No

)

(Example: 201 would 1dent1fy a client who was remanded .
and dld not remain in Youth Progress. ) '

No action taken
Remand '
Charge not substantlated (dlsmlssed by juvenile intake counselor,
denial and disappear) . .

Dismissed by the court <0
Concurrent with other referral or continued with no status change
Warn or reprimand (by the court)

Informal probation

Return to placement

Return to other jurisdiction :

Return to other court, agency or individual
Formal probation

Revoke suspended commitment

Placement or commitment )

Dismissed by district attorney

Dismissed by Grand-Jury

Bench probation

State probation

Incarceration

Dismissal for unknown reason .
Charge substantiated with unknown result
Unknown .



e 1t ke 08

‘me : . Completed By

1]
1
1
P
[

YOUTIH PROGRESS ASSOCIATION
. ' Client Information

SERVICE PERIOD OFFENSE DATA -

Case Number Date Form Completed / /

— e o vman ey

‘ Phone Number

Service Period Offense Data

Incidents by offense (number each incident and code offense(s) in chronologi-
cal order, ending with last incident before case service completed).

v -
Incident Number Quarter During - Parole '
(1=1st incident) 12 mo. Baseline Offense® Disp.2 Officer or Correctional
(2=2nd incident) (1, 2, 3, 4) Code Code Couriselor - Institution
' ' A
- ' - - .- (name) (name)
B B - - (name) ~ (name)

(name) - (name)

—— — (name) - (namg) =
- - — o {(name) : (name)
- N - : o (name) (name)
- . - — : - (namg) (nam_e)l

1
l
|

(name) (name)

i
i
i
bl

1
i
{
1
]
1
1

1
|
i
|
!

|
|

. : ‘ ' (name) (name)

—— —-— w—— — D

(name) (name)

-

- — P

o~ — — .

A0ffense and disposition codes are included in the instructions manual.




MONTHLY REPORT NARRATIVE

‘omménts (in reference to the Services Report)

Job Referral

l.

. .

-3

Initial Contact

Initial Contact Made by:

Firm Contacted:

Phone 'l_ .
/ /7 Name
M D ¥ Personal / /
Organization

Client Contact Results Date Hired

/ / Phone /7 / /.
M D Y M D ¥

/ / Personal / /
M D Y

Initial Contact

Initial Contact Made by:

Firm Contacted:

Phone 4_/
/ / Name o
M D Y Personal / /
Organization

Client Contact Results Date Hired

/_/ Phone /7 / _/
M D Y M D ¥

J / Personal / /
M D ¥ .




.
»

Initial Contact

Initial Contact Made by:

Firm Contacted:

Phone /7

/[ / Name

M D Y Personal / /
Organization
Client Contact ‘ Results Date Hired

/ / _ Phone /7 / _/
M D Y M D Y

/ _/ _ Personal [/ /

D ¥ 4

Initial Contact Made by:

Firm Contacted:

Initial Contact
' " Phone /7
/ _/ Name .
M D Y Personal / /
Organization
Client Contact Results Date Hired
/[ _/ Phone L/ [ [ -
M D Y M D ¥
/ / Personal / /
M D Y

Initial Contact

Initial Contact Made by:

Firm Contacted:

[/
M D Y

Personal / /

: Phone /7
/ / Name ' c .
M D Y Personal / / )
Organization
Client Contact ‘ Results Date Hired
/ / Phone /7 /7
M D Y M D XY




Ve

Attitudes and Behavior . :

Place a check ( ) in the spaces most accurately reflecting client behavior

t time of report. (A check ( ) in the 3xd space would indicate optimum
ehavior. : O
H 15 s
(a) [ t 1 I} H ! . . ! '
unsure 1 2 3 4 5 overly confident
(b) ‘ . . | ] ' | 1 ! ‘ 1
hostile 1 2 3 4 5 overly friendly
. * . 3 * - . . )
(C) [ ' I Kl 1 )
untalkative 1 2 3 4 5 overly talkative
. | . e :
(d) [ 1 i 1‘ 1 '| ’ .
nervous 1 2 3 4 5 overly relaxed
(e) Lo | 1 1 .t \ © ' :
uncooperative’ 1 2 3 4 -5 overly cooperative

(£) ' L 1 : : ' '
. . unresponsive 1 2 3 4 5 overly responsive

. General comments

Personal appearance and cleanliness




. meemme e [ N

You SS ASSOCIATION . -
Case Number Client Name FPacility Address onth/Year Counsgelor's Name Phone : .
~ ToTa.
10 12§ 12} 331 141)15) 16f 17} 18 {19 | 204 21{ 22] 23| 24{ 25} 26| 271 28{ 29! 30! 31 Hour

.

CCUNSELING
Intansive Orie-to-One

Group Counseling

Jeb Counseling

(specify)

Code Fezscn Service Not Offered

Ccée Reascn Service Terminated

(specify)

(s;ecify)

Ccle Reason Service Hot Offered

Code Reacgon Service Terminated

INTERIMY RESIDENTIAL FACILITY

cde Reason Service Not Offered

0

Ccde Reason Service Terminated

o VT

. EMPLOYNINT
(scecify: Jjob/employer/ratej ”
- Code Reason Emplovment Not Secursd i

Ccde Reasen Employment Terminated

ILLNZSS

EQLICEY/VACATION

(specify)




STRIKE FORCE DATA COLLECTION FORMS




QTRIKE FORCE TEAM | BEADER'S REPORT
' BUREAU OF POLICE
PORTLAND, OREGON
TEAM LEADER: APPROVED: MISSION
‘ RANK NO.
. PREC./DIV. COMMANDER:
MO |DAY| YR
TEAM, AUTO/EQUIPMENT INVENTORY
SHOP | EQUIP. SHOP |EQUIP.
TEAM MEMBERS: CAR 4 | PROP. ¥ ITEAM MEMRERS: CaR 4 IpROD. £

1

LEADER'S COMMENTS:

(A brief resume'

f ‘ of the type of activity;
i the mission should be continued, expanded, or discarded; if the equipment

issued was satisfactory and in good working order; and suggestlon for 1mprovement
f in tactics, procedure, or team composition).

the results:;

"

. fForm 40.87

Continue On Back




e —— A d——t

—— ——Ta a

P T v + % —————————

-SQTRIKE FORCE (JVERTIME REPORT

BUREAU OF POLICE
. PORTLAND, OREGON

NAME and NUMBER DATE

UNIT RELIEE DEFENDANT:
REG.HRS.WORKED: FROM TO OVERTIME HRS.
OVERTIME WORKED:FROM TO
- [J SIGN COMPL. [ pATROL OTHER/REMARKS
{1 PRETRIAL CONF. [J INVESTIGATION
- - [Q GRAND JURY [J SURVEILLANCE
[0 pisTRrRICT [J OFFICE . R
£ cIrcuiT T
FOR SUBSTITUTE DUTY ONLY
OFFICER )
REPLACED }
. SUPERIOR OFFICER
NO .— UNIT——e RELIEF
UNIT COMMANDER
BAILIFF ;
DIRECTOR OF OPERATIONS
60.27.1 : ‘ .

Form 40.89

-
- B

(THIS REPORT WILL BE ORANGE IN COLOR)




BUREAU OF POLICE
‘ ' PORTLAND, OREGON B
Officer For office use only

No.,

1 Mo | Day| Yr
signature , hours worked reg. assign.
2) o )Fr.  To 0,
approved . 6 prec/div. commander 7 shop n
5) o e
TREET ICE COURT
8) STREE ©) OFF | )
ACTIVITY OFFENSE HRSJ{ ACTIVITY OFFENSE HRS. { ACTIVITY OFFENSE [H2
BURGLARY | BURGLARY D.A. OFFICE
PATROL REPORTS B : - _
: STREET . .STREET JUVENILE
o P CRIME {1 __ _CRIME ) e
BURGLARY BURGLARY DISTRICT
NVESTIGATE = RADMIN. - e
o STREET ' . STREET CIRCUIT
. CRIME = _CRIME . L .
BURGLARY BURGLARY GRAND JURY
SURVEILL. | ___ TINVESTIGATE ' e
STREET '~ STREET
-__Q CRIME B , _CRIME TOTAL _ |
11) ACTIVITIES [N0. | (2) CASES CLEARED (13) PROPERTY RECOVERED
offense no. { item . . tvalu
REPORTS . . -
E‘o Co R- ! S . ! ‘ s .
ASSISTS
CASE NO. SUBJECT - CHARGE TIME LOCATION
)
A — — . EU————
R
R
gl o _ R L o
S
T e S S S O, S —
S
REAMARKS :
DM 40.86

prvrr vy




—— e

INSTRUCTIONS

Box 1. Printed name, officer identification number, and date
operation commenced.

Box 2. Signature of member preparing report.

Box 3. Actual time that duty began and ended to the nearest
6 minute inc:ementi .

Box 4. " Regular duty assignment using standard abbre&iations.

Box- 5. Signature of team leader, or regular superVLsor
for court overtlme. .o .

-Box 6. Signature of the unlt commander having mission
: respon51blllty or regular commander for court
overtime. : .
Box 7. Shop car number used by reportlng officer durlng
SSLgnment .

Box 8. Street operations computed at straight time to the
nearest % hour in categories most descrlptlve of
the reportlng officer's actlv1tles. .

Box 9. Office act1v1t1es computed at stralght time to the
' nearest % hour. _

Box 10. Judicial related activities computed at straight
time to the nearest % hour and listing the charge
on which the reporting officer appeared.

Box 1l. Number of reports, F.C.R.'s and as§ists accomplished
by the reporting officer. ‘ .

Box 12. Cases cleared by named offense, usihg standard
abbreviations and showing the number in each
offense category.

Box 13. Property recovered by reporting officer listing
each item by general description and identifying
number if present, plus estimated value.

Box 14. All arrests made by the reporting officer regardless
of the charge. Arrests will be listed only by the
member writing the report pertaining to the arrest.
All others involved will claim an "assist" in Box 11.

no.
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CASE MANAGEMENT CORRECTIONS SERVICES
DATA COLLECTION FORMS



AR NI Cles  Yorm  b.0-1
. JAEN L LY November 1973
— / ~~~~~~ ——— ’ .
ID Number . :
‘ CASE MANAGEMENT CORRECTIONS SERVICES %
. CLIENT INFORMATION :
Y
2
CLIENT
(Iast Name) . {First) (Middle)
\
1 ,
|
|
]
.
: . _\\1\.‘
F
i




Form completed by

CMCS Form 6.0-1
October 1973

CASE MANAGEMENT CORRECTIONS SERVICES

Client Information

Date:

A

Form initiated

_Case Manager/Counselor's name

mo. day yr

Item number

et O Gme omat S o—

Prefix

uonuon

W E AU R\ R

Suffix
.0

—
-

Census

B pews avee

3)
)

mosT ' day Yr.
Age

Sex.

o

» :

ID number . - .' - ‘f

Codes for Study Groups -

CMCS clients ~

Control clients .

Contrast clients, current -- residing out51de CMCS service ar~
Contrast clients, prevmously served wh:le re51d1ng wlthln CMC=

‘service areae.

Contrast clients, prev1ously served whxle resxdlng out51de C¥
service area. »

Codes

no letter, 1 = A, 2 .= B, 3 = C, etce.

Tract of Client's address

Date of Birth

1 = male : C .

2=
6)
1

]

2

3
b =

i}

6 =

Ethnic Group

Other, specify

female

White
Black
American Indian
Mexican-American

5 = Oriental




10)

October, ly¢i

II. Program Entry Dates

Date: BEvent:

mo. day yr. ° ': .
—_/__/ _ _ Offense
__/ __/ _ Arrest (Custody. Report)
_.__/r___J/__:_ Referred to Juvenilé Court, i.e., date‘refer¥al documeﬂt réceived)b} Cour
,_,_/L___[___ Received by Case Review and‘Assignment £o Manager/Counselor (CRAM)
A A "First client-CRAM contact ;
w/__/__ Court hearing (code 00/00/00 when no Court hearing);
.../—/_..;./_” CRAM comple't;ed . - | o
—_/__/__ Assigned to Case Manager/Coﬁnéélor bj Record Room ’ ‘;;2 a

/ /_ _ Initial case staffing (for study groupvl); three weeks after assignment t
‘counselor (study groups 2-5); court hearing date; CRAM—c‘ompleted date for
" cases with no service period; or counselor's dispositibn date.

8Code 00/00/00 for study groups three through five.

-

—_——-

VR e e ey g — . - R




ITEM #

16)
17)
18)
19)

20)

21)

22)

III. Offense Record

(Include all offenses preceding the date noted in item 15).

—. . Total number of Target offenses

— .. Total number of Status offenses (applicable to juveniles only)

— —. Total number of Other offenses (other than Target or Status)

Total of All above offenses

—. Client's Age at First Offense

1 = under 10 years
2 = 10 years

3 = eleven

b =

ﬁwelve

Time between First/This offense

no prior offense
O to 3 months
3+ to 6 months
6+ to 12 months
1+ to 2 years
2+ to 3 years

{1 I B I S S

0
1
2
3
L
5

~

Time between Last/This offense

no prior offense
O to 2 weeks

2+ to b weeks

1+ to 2 months
1+ to 4 months
b+ to 6 months

it n

)
1
>
3
4
5

O 00~ O A0 0O~ O

O OO

ionounu

nuunn

itounonu

~

thirteen

fourteen
fifteen
sixteen
seventeen

3+ to b years

L+ to 5 years
5+ to 6 years
more than 6 years

6+ to 12 months .

1+ to 2 years
2+ to 3 years
more than 3 years
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CASE MANAGEMENT CORRECTIONS SERVICES R
CURRENT REFERRAL, CASE PROCESSING, AND OFFENSE DATA
Client
(Last Name) ' (First) (Middle)
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v Oct
' PR CASE MANAGEMENT CORRECTIONS SERVICES Obcr' 1573
Current Referral, Case Processing, and Offense Data
Coe . Date: o
. * Form completed by Form initiated / /
® Ll
Case Manager/Counselor's name Form completed 4 /
R S , ) . mo. day yr.
. /o / _ ID Number ' o S
o ’ Prefix Codes for Study Groups REC IR
. 1 = CHCS clients o ) R fc PR
2 = Control clients o B ’
3 = Contrast clients, current--residing outside CMCS service aresa
4 = Contrast clients, prev1ou51y served while residing within CMCS
service area .
5 = Contrast clients, prev1ou81y servad whlle resxding outside CHCS
gervice area ‘ '
Suffix Codes o S
O = no letter, 1 = A, 2 B, 3 =-C, etce. L ’f,'a"f; .
2) / PR "+ Police Case No. A .

Prefix Codes
1 = local agency

‘ - T ‘ . . 2 = other agency

3. /o Sheriff Case No. .
Prefix Codes see item 2 .
k) __ Case status at referral
. . - 1 = Opened this offense (no previoua Multnomah County Court reco
) - - 2 = Active (opened prior offense - not in study group)
' 3 = Active (prior offenmse in a study group)
L = Closed (prior offense - not in a study group)
5 = Closed (prior offense - in a study group)
5) — Numbar of times prev1ously assigned to a study group and closed.

Ir current referral results in entry to -study group 1 or 2, code items 6 - 9 below===
00/00/00 to indicate not applicable. Tiese dates are reported on Form 6.0-1 for entry

2 referrals. ,
Datel Event:
‘ mo. day yr.
©6) __/__/_ _ Offense
V) _/ . _/ _ _ Arreat {(Custody report)
/Qz'~ / _ _ Referred to Juvenile Court, i.e., date referral document received by Cou
{ S S —
9) / / _ _ Court hearing (code 00/00/00 when no Court hearing)



10) — _ Referred by

S

' OL = Police, Portland 7 = Parent or relative
02 = Sheriff, Multnomah County 08 = Other Court
03 = Other police or sheriff ' . 09 = Self
Ol = School 10 = Other, specify
05 = Social agency 11 = Parole officer T
06 = Juvenile Court Counselor 12 = Youth Service Bureau
or Case Manager .
1) Referral (code up to three offenses for one referral)
" T T _ ; ..
12) __/‘_.Specify weapon for target offense codes 09 - 29 above
Prefix codes T L R S 7f p
0= not’applicable
1 = threat :
2 = injury (injury requires that weapon comes in contact with victlm)
3 = unknown T
0 = Not applicable (offense codes other than 09 - 29 above) -
1= gun . : g S - ..
2 = knife '
3 = blunt instrument
4 = body parts
5 = other, specify
W) Value of property loss (to nearest dollar)
l . . _ Property loss in addition to cash value
| 1 = yes | PR .
: ' 2 = no S ‘
) Census Tract of Offense (Code countles other than Hultnomah as follows:)
00001 = Clackamas 00003 = Columbia -
00002 = Washington =~ 0000k = Clark
00005 = other ' . .
16) _ _ Time of Offense
Ol = Midnight to 3 a.m. 06 = 3+ p.m. to 6 p.m.
2 ‘ 02 = 3+ a.n. to 6 a.m. 07 = 6+ p.m. to 9 p.m.
03 = 6+ a.m. to 9 a.m. 08 = 9+ p.m. to Midnight
‘ O4 = 9+ a.m. to Noon : 09 = 11+ p.m. - 11 a.m.
! 05 = Noon+ to 3 p.me 10 = 11+ a.m, - 11 p.m.
. : V 11l = Unknown
H
@
i
i A LS ¢
: -




18)

19)

20)

©21)

22)

1
2

LLuiiun UL Uilliand

0l = school building 09 = parking lot

02 = school grounds 10 = vehicle, street

03 = commercial building -1} = vehicle, open area
Ok = commercial grounds - 12 = vehicle, park

05 = residence 13 = vehicle, parking lot
06 = street/sidewalk 14 = other, specify

07 = open area

08 = park

Number of companions involved in referral incident
(Exclude cliept5

o
g
o

o on o

WO

or more

.Time client brought to detention

not brought to detention - CL e
Midnight to 3 a.me |, R S T
3+-8.m. to 6 a.m. e ' Lo IR
6+ am.m. to 9 a.m.
9+ a.m. to Noon
Noon+ to 3 p.m.

'3+ pem, to 6 p.m.
6+ p.m. to 9 p.m. .
ol to Midnight

nouon l! mnounoonn

\DGO\'!G'\\J\-F‘\NNHO

9+
unknown
Detention days (numeric)

Court Hearing

o
B

Plea on Referral at hearing

no hearing

admits to petition
denies petition

admits to lesser offense
partial admission

no plea

W uwnnn

Vit WO

Judge/Referee

= no hearing

= Delz: .-

= Knapp

= Lenon

= Lewis

= Dahl Lo
= Van Hoomissen:




2h)

@

. 26)

27)

Attorney Reprecenting Client

1 = Court Appointed
2 = privately retained £ .
3 = none
1 2 3 ‘
______ Disposition awarded (code the disposition associated with each offense

coded in item 11).

_ Disposition awarded as recommended?

"0 = not applicable , -
1 = same ' T
2 ='different ' '
3 = unknown o

. >
_ _ Placement awarded
00 = Own home or no placement :
0l = Alternate living (e.g. one parent to another, frlend, or relative)
02 = Foster home
03 = Group home (CSD funded)
. Ot = Group home (Impact funded) -

05 = Residential treatment (CSD funded)
06 = Residential treatment (Impact funded)
07 = MacLaren .
08 ='Hillcrest
09 = Youth Progress Association == .
10 = Other, specify '

_ Did placement result in change in residence?
1l = yes
‘2 = no

— Placement awarded as recommended?
1 = same
2 = different

g




Client

CASE MANAGENENT CORRECTIONS SERVICES

SERVICE PERIOD OFFENSE DATA .

1

_ Hovember 1973

(Last Name) _ (First) - (Migdle) :
2
1
N'.#

+ w—mee




, CMCS Form 6.0-3
\ ' . - ] October, 1973

CASE MANAGEMENT CORRECTIONS SERVICES

Service Period Offense Data

.' X ' a ) Date:

| Form completed by Form initiated _ _ /
Lo : mo. day Sr-ri.
Case Manager/Counselor's name ' Form completed _ _/ _ _/ _
mo. day yr.
ITEM # - ¥
1) A / _ ID Number
2) ) : Service Period Offense Data ' 2

I . : } Code offenses(s) in chronological order, ending with last
: offense before case service completed.

} ! P

E . - Quarter during :

! Referral Service Offense S

l Number ‘ (1, 2, 3, &) Code‘al Seriousness Index

| — . o @ . ®

i oY ) o ‘ PR T

, . — — —_— . _—
! - — Y e e e —
! . t— L ' e whep . e e S s S - amm
! . - _ — - D -z ZC
N - o ) - .. n- o, : :
i e - o~ * . o — - — e v emmc
‘.‘ O —— e meee . s N — dp— — —— ——
s : - - __ —— .- - ZCZ
i . e Al Lt — - e rm — — -
P - - - - T= . == -
t ' wy — - -— -~ — e —— — e o
. 3) / / Dute service completed--last CM~client contact (study group 1)

o mo. day  yr. or date closed by record room (study groups-2-5).

b,
N . aCode 00 = No action taken (use only when referral on a closed case does not result
!= in the case being opened).
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CASE MANAGEMENT CORRECTIONS SERVICES . _ .
. .
FOLLOW-UP OFFENSE DATA : i
. .
. . ° . -
b - ) .~ *
. .
.
Client
(Last Name) (First) - (Middle) )
- * - . > . v. .! . N
. L. . . . . .
e s e e+ 1 em . N
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- -~ e - October, 1973
CASE MANAGEMENT CORRECTIONS SERVICES

Follow-Up Offense Data

- Date: ‘ ) '
' Form completed by Form initiated _ __/ _ _/ _ _
mo. day yre
Case Manager/Counselor's name Form completed ____/,____ —
’ mo. day yro.

ITEM # '
1) / ./ ID Number
2) Follow-up Offense Data

Code offense(s) in chronological order, ending
with last offense during follow-up period. S ,)

Quarter during A _
Referral ‘ Follow-up Offense Disp.? Seriousness Index
Number (L, 2,3, %) - :Code . Code L @ G *)

oo \J Chem Swae o v S —— G Cmn wem G G
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Yy acqqe 00 = No action taken (use only when referral on a closed case does not result.in
: he case being opened).








