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N\isdemeanant Corrections ~ssociation 

This report on Hisdemeanant Corrections in the State of 

Washington for 1976, is appropriately erl.titled "The People's 

Court". TD€ volume of citizens adjudicated by the misdemeanant 

courts is staggej:ing; these courts affect hundred::; of thousands 

of lives each year. 

"The PeoplE.' s Court" is authored and provided by the members of 

the Misdemeanant Correct.ions Association of the State of 

Washington. The report is forwarded to you as it is vitally 

important that all citizens, professionals, and community leaders 

be knowledgeable of the correctional activities and programs of 

th~ misdemeanant courts in our state. 

We encourage you to contact the Association regarding any com­

ments, critique, or questions you might have of this report. 

\Vi th appreciati.on, the Association acknowledges the probation 

directors and the Annual Report Committee for their dedicated 

service. The committee members are: Bill Cobb, Dick Lee, 

Karen Lindsay, Fred Niller, Sig Slette, and Tom \vatling. 

Sincerely, 

~(,j ~~"~""'" Conrad Thomps r~ President 
Nisdemeanant C rections Association 
State of Washington 

<}th Floor County CqurthouJe 
311 Grand Avenue 
Bellingham, tvA 
(206) 076-6708 
SCAN 644-6708 

98225 

NCJRS 

MAR 6&31 

ACQUiSiTiONS 
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24 Counties currently have 
the ~yailable services or a 
misdemeanant level probation 
departmen~. 

118 Municipal, District andl 
or Superior Courts utilize 
these probation departments. '. 

The 24 counties covered by 
misdemeanant probation ser­
vices represent a citizen 
population of 3,294,600.* 

T.he 15 counties not current­
ly served by misdemeanant 
le.vel probation departments 
represent a citizen popula­
tion of 183,200. 

* Washinoton State Alcoholism 
Plan, Fiscal Y0ar 1977; 
VoLume II 
For population statistics 
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INTRODUCTION 

This is the second Armual Report on ii[isdemearlant Corrections 

in the State of Washington. In the year that has passed ... the 

problem of crime in our state cont:inues to remain a. maj or concern 

of our citizens, legislators, and cr1minal ;Justice agenc.ies. Yet, 

few of our citizens really \mde!'stand the workings of the criminal 

justice system. Felt' realize that only a snaIl percentage of court 

activity is devoted to felony crimes and that a large percentage 

is devoted to serious misdemeanor crirres and traffic offenses. 

In 1976 the superior courts of oUP state heard 11,000 felony cases 

while the district and municipal COUI'ts heard 103,000 criminal 

cases and 745, 000 tral'fic cases. These misdemeanant courts are 

indeed the :tpeoplels Cou.."t" and touch hundreds of thousands of 

11 ves each year. 

While the majority of those cited into our district and muni­

cipal courts are normally law abiding citizens ,'many others are not. 

In fact, a conSiderable number of misdemeanor criminal cases origi­

nate from felony arrests. "Tne Theory and Practice of Probation 

and Parole" a basiC text on corrections states the following re­

garding misderreanor' offenders: 

11 Among misdemeanants are found the alcoholic, 
the drug addict, the petty thief, certain types 
of sex offendel"s; and the serious traffic offender. 
All of these tend to be more disorganized person­
ally, and less capable of solving their problems 
than are felons. .And in individual instances 
they may be more dangerous than the latter'. Yet, 
the public considers misdemeanants lessor off' enders • H 

Each year the· judges of our district and municipal courts are 

faced with an increasing number of cases which require sentencing 

decisions. Prior to the mid-1960's there were no organized probation 

and/or community resources to assist judges ~n the sentencing pro­

cess. The President's Commission on Law Enforcement and Administration 

of Justice, in The Challenge of Crime in a Free Society, 1967, 
addressed this prominent problem, stating: 

-5-
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"Lack of community treatment facilities for 
misderneanc:mts ..... means the neGlect of one of 
the most ilnportant lines of defense c~gainst 
sC'rious crimes) 8Inee mEtrW persons with .••. 
misdemeanant records graduat;c~ to ["',ravel" 
nf'fennes ••. • uwk of probathm SUPi"r'V.iS ion 
inay lTI'clml tlw .i::rUlng; of' rm:uw rrrl.llOX> and first 
tIme oifonder';:; t'Jho wm"!d be {It.l1'P mritab1y ~md 
economically dealt \'J:Lth in the community. 
Lack of adequate probation supervision also 
means that the comrnunity i~~ being exposed to 
unnecessary risks and that offenders are 
going without assistance In re-estublishing 
themselves in jobs and schools." 

}"laced with this lack of resotu'ces for misdemeanant offenders, 

many of our state's district and municipal com't judges responded 

by establishing probation departments to serve the courts and the 

commmity. As the benefits of rnisdemean..ant probati.on services 

became apparent, other courts across the state established proba­

tion programs. In 1965 there \'JeX'e no misdemeanant probation depart­

ments in the state; by 1976 ther'e were 26 departrrents. 

Community based m:i,sdE::meanant probation services have proven 

effect:i.ve because of cith~en involvement at the local level. 

Accountability to the immediate community and elected officials has 

resulted in progt'ams which are more sensitive to the needs of the 

community. A strong enphasis is placed on community service pro­

grams) utilization of voltmt8ers, restitution to victims, referrals 

to and development of local treatment resources, and close coordina­

tion and cooperation T,1ith all local criminal ju.stice agencies. 

l't1isdemeanant probatlon personnel have played a major role in 

developing local out-patient alcohol treatrrent programs and court 

alcohol information schools. Active participation by probation 

professionals on alcohol administration boards, boards of directors 

for alcohol in-resident treatment facilities, mental health boards, 

and other community advise!"'! committees has l'esult(?d in improved treat­
ment and rehabilitation programs as demonstrated in the handling 

of Driving While Under the Influence offenders. A 1974 study 

revealed that at least one in three persons arrested for D. W • I. 

is . repeating the offense ~ (Thompson & Desler" " A Five Year Study 

-6-
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Of Drinking Dri vlng Arrests, 1974). 

In 1976;) 444 deaths, in DUX' state, resulted f':r'om persons 

drivin!:T. while intoxicated. ~ni.G is over two and one half ti.roos 

the number' of our' ci tlzens who were victims of hOmicides during 

the same year. And yet, drivin2: vlh:ilc intoxicated :in a m.i.sd~~nleanor· 

offense that is dealt with by distrJct and nrunicipal L:OUt't,fj. To 

curb this menacing problem, t'fe must treat and rehabilitate thos(:: 

persons suffering from alcoholism or alcohol abuse. In a r'eport 

to Congress and the P:':"esident, the U. S. tepartment Of' fltr',3r1SpoX'ta­

tion report;ed that "in 1971, alcohol related traffic fatalities 

totalled 28,000ll. Of these fatalities, Happroxinately two third3 

(19" 000 deaths) in~lolved problem drinking drivers". It is in 

this area that misdemeanant probation services have theil? gr'eatest 

impact. Illustrating this is a recent letter from the Veterans 

Administration alcoholism treatment program to a refeloral agency 

in which the following statement WetS made, HOur experience has 

been that those court referred veterax~ specifically instructed 

that their probation is contingent on successfully completing 

our tr'eatrnent program are mol'e likelY 'to persevere &\ld succeed in , .. 

treatrrent.1I 

PROBATION SERVICES 

TO THE COURT AND COMMUNITY 

Misderr.eanant probation departments provide a i'Jide variety of 

services to the court and community. These services include: 

~ Pre-sentence RePOl"ts • Citizen Volunteer Programs 

---.. ,-

• Probation Strpervision It Referrals to Community Treatment 

• Bail and Indigency ReViews • qommunity SerVice Wor!\; Programs 

• Work/School Release _ Collection of Restitution/Fines 

e Pre-trial Diversion • Collection of Child Support 

8 Deferred Prosecution • Liason.with Community Agencies 

This section on Court and Community Services will detail these 

services and programs. %e basic concept under which these programs 

-7-



~-; carried out is cU..:.mt a~countn.bility. '1ne probation officer 

insures that the clic·nt fo l1()~'m trlt'oufJ! lv-ith cOltrt-orderel?prograrns. * 

1'Jith l'tU'8 exception, 5w:li};cs KrJOW almost nothing about the per­

sonal history or cY'iminal records of persons convicted. To assist 

judges in the sentencing function~ pre-sentence investigations are 
frequently orden:~l. 'fher;r: investigations include an examination 

of the offender's background, his CU-l'Tent life situation, his 

educational and vocational history, the quality of his relationships 

wi th others, his police record, Wld the soux'ce and type of maj or . 
problems in his life. In some courts, these reports may also include 

specific sentence recommendations. 

*Indl vidual probation departmr~nts in the state vary in the selection 
of the above services provided. Tnis is often determined by the 
availability of other' local correctional .t">aci U ties and progpams, 
as well as) geographi.c 2Jld funding considerations. 

-8-
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When appropriFit(~, comnuni ty diagnostic !'esources, such as 

evaluations from mental health, alcoholism, drug and vocat:Lonal 

azencies are incorporated into the pre-sentence report. ~his 

information is utilized In devnloping semteneing recommendations 

tailored to meet the indivIdual needs of the offender and the 

protection of the comnunity. In 1976, 23 mifJ(lE:n~Mrjnt pr'obation 

departments conducted 11,441 pre-sentence investigations. 

PROBATION SUPERVISION 

Probation supervision is the enforcement of those conditions 

imposed by tr18 court at sentencing. Frequently, the probatioller 

may be um'lilling or finds it difficult to carry tbroug,h with the 

conditions of his sentence without the supervision of a probation 

professional. The probation officer, utilizing the pre-senten¢e 

report when avaIlable, helps the offendex' to determine the sour,:!e 

of probleIT's in his/her IH'!,:,. The officer motivates and aidS th~~ 

off(-'nder 1n locating and utilizing available community resources, 

such as; alcohol and mental hr:alth trea.tment progra1Il..s, vocational 

and educational opportunities, job placements, veterans benefits~', 

conmunL ty volunteer sponsors) as vlell as other hunan s!~rvices. 

In 1976, 14,408 offenders were supervised on act:lve probation. 

Through the effoy·ts of the fvlisdemeanant Corrections Associatton) 

inter-county agreements have been developed which resulted in coux'­

tesy supervision of 686 offenders in 1976. 

COMl\t1UNITY SERVICE WORK PROGRAJVJS 

Community sel~ice work programs are a sentence alternatiVe 

for the courts to use in lieu of j ail or fines if the defendant is 

indigent and is also used as a the:r'apeutic tool. It has proven 

beneficial to both the offender and the commun:i..ty. Offenders are \i 
l 

assigned to work at private non-profit and public agencies. In !: 

1976, 18 departmeDts reported that a total of 3,220 probationers 
'" 

corrpleted 94,505 community service work hours. If computed at 

$2.50 per hour, these service hours amounted to $236,262.50. 

-9-



crl'IZEN INVOLVEr,1ENT IN PROBATION SERVlt;P~S _.,. __ u ~ _____ __ 

CitIzen lnv(J1V(~rn(mt. in probation },ct'ViCfJ:"1 f'~lnn into two cate­

gorton: volunteer' star'f' tuld voluntem" sponsol":". Vo11.mte(~!' staff;) 

i'c(~ruit;ed fr'om colhw.e~5 and tly, GOmmunji;y) priPtlt:!Jpate .11'1 probation 

loau mnnagement and provide sp;:c:lall ~:f;(l s('rvlces uC'eorci.i.ng to thE? 

n(~I?ds of thp inrli vidlU:l.l d£::partr!1f.>nts. 

Volunt(~er' t;pc1rlSOr'f) Nitb f;peclall:::;ed gki.l1s and interestt1 can 

be rlrltched tdth probationerH, prDv:i.ding a positive f;Jtir7,cnship ex­

aInple and assistance :in the following at'GD.S: 

• Tutorjng 

• One-to-one friendship 

.. Job findi ng 

e Financtal Gounzeling 
~ Aiding the proba.tioner in 

locating and u::.;:lng 

Go:nffiun.l ty I"8S0m"'Ces 

By recrui ting ~ t:r'a.h lir It: tInd SupffI'vis ing corrrr:run i ty volunteers) 

th:: qu.'11i,ty nnd quantit;! Pi' s(;~rvt(~(:"'G is impr'oved l'lith minimal dollar 

eont-. Tlhe offend:!' ami tht:': comrnunlt.y both gain positi.v(? results. 

In 1976, ~?5, 101 citi.~~(m bours It!ere contr:i.buted to 16 fJIisdemeanant 

Pl'obation DepSl:'tli!Hnt::" If computed at :$ILOO por hour, the value of' 

these services would be :noo, 4011.00. 

\I,TORK BELEASE PROGRf\.!'\'J3 

Tn cC)1.mtic!s ~iherE:: misdemeanant work/school !'I:::lease OI'OEr.t"ams 

aI'C' in (lxiHtencc, mi~.:;d8mf:anant probation personnel rrBy recormnend as 

a sentcmning al tt~mati ve these programs to the courts. 

Tbe worklsehool reIG·as(~ program allONs the offender to leave 

the ~lail or private facility for work or school purposes only. 

Participants are required to pay a fee into the program fund. On 

\.<lork releas(~, the offender' is continuing his employment or schooling, 

he1pinl=; to pay his incal"ceration costs and is supr;.orting his famtl~· 

and paying taxes. ltfork l"'e lease is a valuable pr'ogt"am which saves 

the taXpayer from supporting the offendel' f s dependants on welfare 

during his :i.ncarceration or subsequent job loss. 

-10-
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In thE: 16 (!Ol.rrltJ(!B that provided th:W GcrvicG in 1976, 11115 

offenders wr;re plaecd :in work r'c:leaG(~ r~r'ogr'hnt3. rl'ot,a1. arrK)!.ll'lL of 

'. ;;,'Oom r.md board colleetod was $:19,6'78. 

DUl:':Lnc the PD,8t de:eade, st1"lte aX1u I'0dm'al (Jom':',) hav() !'uled 

t;hat pel'sons charf}:::d ~'1Jtb c)?imes must' bl;.' relt1(i~,>ed f'rOfH ,J 1:1.11 pendIng 

trial unlc;ss thorro~ J.g e':JJl1pel11ng r(~ason not to r'elea~( thf"Jl'l, whr:tbr':t' 

or not they have the m')ney to post a f'lnancial bond. 'rhe eourts 

have similarly ruled t.hat all persons eharged w"ith crim:"~s mUGt haw: 

a(!(!eSfj to adequa1-rJ le[';C11 J'epresentation !'epj':ir'dleGs of' thE:"ir i'lmlh,!j,a.1 

situ:.::tion. 

As .jwjzes s(:ldom have Info:mk'1tion r'eg .. 3.rdil1k'; the: pemonal and 

ol"iminal htstOl"ie:3 of' def(;:ndants, they also ,f~enerally have Ij,tth:~ 

informa.tion on th(~ defml(jr).nt 1 d f:i.narmln.l si tuutton. rllost misueme::m­

ant COU!lts in Dill' statn util:i Z0 MleiI" probation departments in 

gathc::rinc inform:Jtion which wIll aId t;he .iudscs in (:k'tr.:;rmilling under 

what cond'i tions de ffmdr.mti; should be released pend ing trIal and 

\'Jh("!th"~r or rIot thE~Y qualH'y for G0\.iX't-appointed OOl.U1Sf'1. In 19~(6) 

111 departl'lYmtn rc:portcu (loJng 14,8 r

(o ball studif's. 

Rr!B']}l'I'lJTION 'It) VICTIf.'fS 

Some misdemeanant C01.1l'ts and th(,:jr probation departments have 

placed art emphash:; on the payment of restitution by the off'ender to 

v:I.ctims. Data from 16 departments show(~d supervisf::~d col1ectiom; 

from 410 defendants mrKnmting to $94,624. 

S~JPERVISED Ii'INE AND CHJI,D SUPPORr COLLECTIONS. 

Studies are conducted by probation personnel to determine the 

defendant! s ability to pay fines assessed by the court. All courts 

experience offenders who have a history of non-payrrerit of fines and 

those who need financial counse ling to improve their budgeting skills 

and pI'actices. In 11 departments, court probation officers super­

vised the collection of $592,280.00. In additiop, some probation 
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tioparrtm0nts ar(~ be{~or:rl rJt; rrl)r'(:' involvl'd in child sUI.lpo.rt cases re­

fc:rTCd by 1,he C()llrt:~. In GlnJ:'l;, ~'il1,x!;'Ylm and Sl\;lf~1 t GnUHttr'~j, Pl'CJ-' 

oa.t:i.on {)fflnc1:"fj :::upcrvlsed th.;.~ (!o11(:;'1t:i.()n ()f $~~'f ,37Ci • l)f) in \1hild 

sUI lpnpt pn~imentrS. \<Jbnn theBe r)aymentf~ arC' not (;>ufnt'cetJ) thn (~:i t 1..~ 

:~enr'Y tIUL;t, ~mppoI't. theGE' fnmtli(;s thI"jUJ~h (!I);:;tly '.1(::U':tl'0 Pl"'UP~I'.::u!l. 

f)r su:.;pemHng 1:11(: l:'Or'lIHl e:rimilKll .1w:;tlcc' pl'r;ec'(}dhlG' 1'(;1' S(::lt:.:ctt}d 

lnisderw';)AIlr-l.nt off":~nder;:;, Ut~ually f'j.i:·~1t ()fronrj~~1'8, pl'fwi ded that thEW 

i'm' the n:l".st afTends''):', [:11'1<1 to :'~llbt;tDnt'lall;'yr J'c:~dUf'i~~ CCiurt cost~j, 

rrl'11::~ al:::;o avoids thr.: Gtlr}Yt1. that IKL";! bp detr'iJw}Htal to thi.:; t;ype 

or nJ'i'endo!'. In tho ;;''.:attll',: t;lunleipal CO~l.r'l, Probat1nn r)\~p,-"L!'tment) 

1,L188 offend~l~) '.'Sept' kK~r·t~~~ned, and 1,338 W(:l"::~ c1:,~ef:l~tt~d lrito pre­

i,1-:1:.1.1 UiVE'r'sion. Of th(::..~!;:," {,<lIlly 1.7;1 \'/I"l"'(' rc-~wref;t,xl durin's th0! 

90-drW prngram, and r:,. G% did not comp 1ete . 

Tn :vrrrj, .n. ~:t;:lt(' l~t~'J w('rlt lntn pff\;I;t allo\'line dl't'('J:'lY:d prex:;(;­

(Jutlon of' eh,tr'{y:s fm' dnffmduntn \'Jho rH'e aleurlclJie, m~mtalLy 111, 

nt' dl'Ufl; addlet.L'c1, 'Xl tIi;:. nnndlthn that; they r'(-'I.~ir;vl"" ~!.ppr()pplate 

t.r'f'atwC'nt, and not re-nft'()nd f'r;;r tMo ;V<:'ffi'D. rlhirl If:lvl has boen most 

~lhil(:;, Under tile Influ(·nC: l :: Of lUGo1inJ (VIiI), rmd in m."J.ny .jupisdic­

Uon~, thIs per:tod 01' deft""X"!rrc>!lt i~;) fmpel"Vised by m1sdeme~mant pro­

bation counselorf';. In 13 d,~'paptni:mts submittinp; data, 265 def(:!rt'(.;d 

prClGecution um:;es \',[('1'(' handl("'d in 1976. 

HEFERIw.,s '11() GOFiNtJNl.'ln{ IJ.lHENriYlENT ,---

iVlOst mlsdemmanrmt p:r'obation depart;rrents function on a trbroker 

of sEn'Vicm:." model. Large case loads havE.> necet'isitated that probation 

depO.l7tments concentrate on trK~ assessment of' tho p1"oblems of the 

oi'f'cnder. &:ferr'als are rrJ[1cir; to appropr'iate eQmmun:it;l resources for 

tft'atrn.::nt of personal, (':motiohal and aleohol Or' dr'uf:r:-related problems. 

-12-

I 
I 
I' 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I···
·' 

(I 

;/ 
" • 

-------

ALCOHOL INFORl\1ATION SCHOOLS 

Indi viduals convicted in the rrrlsderreancmt courtn of offenses 

that al?e alcohol related 8.l:"e, in most cases, refGrJ:'t~d to Alcohol 

Information SchoolG. Th€!se schooh, arc,:, oprJrt to the public .free of 
charge. Mont eou!t-refnT'J.'c:d ()ff'imdr:,rr) El'!> l 'equired \A:) pay [t fen 

which malms the :::;ohools self -susta:Lning. 'Tbe schools emphasize 

the physical effeets of a1 cohol on d:t71ving and the laws per·taining 

to D. W • I. in the State of' War-hinb'ton. From 17 departments) 3,199 

indi victuals were ref'erred to Alcohol Informr:l.tion Schools :1.n 1976. 

rIbis indicates 37% of the client caseload of these departments 

were referred to alcohol Info:rwation schools. 

ALCOHOL TREA'll·WNf PROGRAl'4S - ... 

Dri vine; While Under the Influence ,md other alcohol-related 

misdetn::mnor offenses have provided the courts wIth an exct:.:l1ent 

opportuni ty to evaluate and identify persons suffering from alcohol­

ism or' alcohol abuse. IdentH'lcatlon and treatment recommendations 

are often made by alcoholism specialist usuall:l throU1!P local Alcohol 

InfoI'lTlc'ltlon and Referral Centers. The court can through probation 

conditions require appropriate treatment. 

In-resident alcohol treatment folloltled by strong community 

out-patient programs Drld probation supervision have proven to be 

effective in rehabilitating alcoholics and alcohol abusers. These 

program) help cut D.1rl. r. recidi v:tsm and other potential alcohol­

related offenses. In the 18 departments reportir.g data, 742 defend­

ants were required to complete in-patient alcoholism treatment; 

2,875 offenders referred by 20 departments participated in outpatient 

alcoholism programs. 

MENTAL HEALTH AND DRUG REFERRALS 

A substantial number of individuals convicted of misdemeanors 

can and have benefited from mental health programs. vJhether it is 

individual counseling, group therapy, family counseling or drug 
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tr'Catment, referrals arE: made when appropriate. Eleven depart~nts 

l:'~;poI'ted 39 persons enter'ed in-resident drug treatment programs in 
1976; 18 departments l'l1'lde 792 referrals to mental health counseling 

facilities. 
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Probation Referrals By Offense 

45 

40 I;. t~'. 1 • 
I ;n:"pny 

j't:·;tructiGn of Property 

.5 -
1 .) .. 

Impact On Local Jails 
If (;'ach of t1:,' }':I,:,i:;:: \) ~' •.• \"I:~,:',; lFj'(.:}'",7!:':i to th~: prob~tiQn department 
in the f'.t[!t(' 1,,,0',' '''C,·:'t('nu~,l I"~ 11ii.~t L, 5~ or 10 (b.ys in custody, the 
impa("t on out' Ine:d hU:c, ;,,(mId b('; 1;1.:; follo;,'.?: 

144,080 (395 Years) 
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A-.3 

1 

2 

.3 

4 

6 

A-4 

Referrals to Community Resources 

1. Inpati(mt Drug E Alcohol 
;.!" Employment 6. School 
3. Inpatient Alcohol 
4. N(;n~al Health 
5. Outpatient Alcohol 
6. Alcohol School 

TOTAL 

279 
442 
742 
792 

2895 
.3199 
8349 

Revenues Produced & Services Contributed 
CHILD SUPPORT 

,$28,000 

RES'l' £ :rUTIOl'l 
$95,000 

COMNUNITY SERVICE \.JORK 
$236,000 

FINES 
$592,000 

The probation officer is responsible for insurimg that offenders 
placed on supervi.sion comply with all conditions set down by the 
court. This includes payment of fines, restitution, in some c.aseS 
child support, and the enforvement of community service work. This 
graph only partially reflects the impact of probation supervision 
on revenues produced and se-rvlc{'!s contributed. 
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SUMMARY 

'Ihe f1CA is hopeful ti:1at t.he !3ccond Annual Report On rvlisdem~ 

nant COl:'Toc:tions in the Stat.£...9f W'?sh1ruston, 1976.~ has provided 

useful infomation rf:lgarding ,Ustrict cmd rm.lliJ.(:'ipal COUl·t probation 

services. This report points to the ~tIiiportmlce and need for 

probation services at tht? misdE;ITiE't:lllhnt (~ourt level. 

The degree of community involvement and t.he brr.iad scope of 

programs at the local lev!;;1 ar'p jJnport~ll1t elements th'3,t have deter­

mined the success of our correctional efforts. HONevE~r, w'ithout 

adequate funding, no correctional progr'aJft can present itself as 

a v:i.able altemati ve, to the court Or' the taxpayer. Vie agree 

With the United States Comptroller General's 1976 report entitled 

fin Report to the Congress en State cmd County Probation Services:! 

which states: 

"Our study showed that services provided do 
lead to success on probation. II Page 39 

nprobation C8rJl10t ef'fE~ctivcly rehabi.litate 
offenders and protect society so long as 
problems in delivering s(~l'Vi.:;eD exist. 
Eliminat.ing thes(~ problems depends on the 
commitment of resources by all levels of 
gove:rnm(-mt • II PaGe 51 

As members of the l'fJisdemea . .nant COrTections Association of 

Washington, we are vitally concerned vIith the question of t\rhat re­

sources will be available :in future years to provide misdemeanant 

probation services wi thin our state. Nleaningful services can only 

exist when adequate resources also exist. The services that we 

provide are vital to the operation of our courts and are essential 

for the safety of our citizenry. 

There has not been adequate emphasiS or attention given to the 
problems of the IIPeople t s Court ll

• Often our programs are confused 

or identified with State Parole and Probation Services or County 

Juvenile Programs. The fact is vie are a local) county I city funded 

branch of the misdemeanant courts) providing services to and super­

vision of thousands of adult offenders yearly. 
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It is important that all elected offioials be lmowledgeable 

I of the services we provide to the community and the court and of 

the irrpact of these services on public safety and public coffers. 

Public safety is only served when sentences are based on adequate 

information and when there are assurances that the conditions of 

the sentences are actually being carried out. This accountability 

is proVided by rnisdemeanrult probation departments. 

The impact of probation services on local government budgets " 

is best demonstrated by considering what the increased pressure 

would be on our already crowded city and county j ails if such 

services did not exist. For instance, if each of the 14,408 of­

fenders who were supervised by our misdemeanant probation departments 

in 1976 had not been placed on probation but rather had each been re­

quired to serve just 10 days in jail, the load on our jails would 

have increased by aLmost 144,080 prisoner days or 395 prisoner 

years. As evidenced in this report, other services provided by 

misdemeanant probation departments also result in savings of tax 

dollars and increased revenue through collection of fines) court 

costs, work release fees and community service work. Of addltio11al 

significance is the money COllected in restitution to victims ano 
money saved by utilization of volunteers in probation. 

We are also hopeful that this report will be of value in de­

veloping local programs and legislation, concerning misdemeapant 

probation services. The MeA looks fO!'\'lard to irrproving future 

services to the courts, the offender> and the community. 
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