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Introduction

This volume is a product of the National Evaluation of LEAA's Standards and ]
Goals (S&G) Program. The S&G program was active during the period 1974-77. The
evaluation was conducted by the American Institutes for Research in 1977-78.

It was the intent of the S&G program that each state develop its own set of
standards for the operation of its criminal justice institutions--law enforcement
agencies, prosecutors, public defense services, courts, and the correctional
system. The standards were to include tcpics that cut across LE/CJ institutions
such as juveniles, system planning, information systems, and crime prevention.
By March 1978, 45 of the states had developed standards for at least sume aspect
of the LE/CJ system. Most states published their standards as a separate volume
explicitly designated as the product of the S&G Program. Some states simply
included the standards in their comprehensive state plans. Four additional
states with S&G programs had not published any standards by that date, and two
states chose not to participate in the program.

The standards do not have the force of law or even of administrative regu-
lation. They were typically produced by a commission of leading figures in the
state's law enforcement and criminal justice system. Often, prominent lay
persons were also included. The commission was typically supported by a research
and administrative staff, functioning in much the same role as a congressional
committee staff. The standards they produced can be read as an official state-
ment of where a state wants its law enforcement and criminal justice system to
be heading, and the minimum acceptable practices that the system should permit,
The standards were not always adopted by the State Planning Agencies (SPAs), nor
were the LE/CJ agencies in some states aware of their existence (see Table 1).
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TABLE 1. State Planning Agencles (SPA) Adoption of State Standarus and Goals -

SECEOYR\}SOC&\QEERED FORMAT OF VgLUME
mlﬁ
52
¥ € 5 58 8
Elsls L £a| 5 23 5
S| 3| 5, |8 sz ElEE E 25%c
s 3 =g | 8 g g 52 2§ Es 5 gsif
5 s | 1% ¢ & 5E8% £E5p¢g i §8
- 8 a3 3 & & AR © g & o
STATE HERIEIEEERL IR R COMMENTS
ALABAMA Final Yas 2006 | @O | @@ L]
ALASKA Final Yes 6/76 seie0 ®; 0 [ B ] ®
ARIZONA Final Yes 277 {0 el @ @ | @1 1 ABAS/Gs were adopted, no separate volume publishoed
ARKANSAS Fina! Yes 6/76 @@} ® eo(le|e
CALIFORNIA Draft | No [ 1274 | @@ /@0 0| @ . . .
COLORADO Final Yos 6/77 [N BN BN J o
CONNECTICUT Final Yes 5/76 e o000 ® L ]
DELAWARE Draft Yes 1276 | o e 0o (0|0 0|0 @ [ AN J
FLORIDA Final2 | Yes3 M6 |0 |le|0|ee ® & & @ | 2 Juvenilejustice S/Gsare indraft form, 3. Adopted as an advisory docutment to the Governor.
GEORGIA ... J.Fmat | Yes, | 3610 o el ‘elei i | jef . S . e e o NP
Hawali * S/Gs are being revised--no document praduced yet.
IDAHO Final No 6/75 |® e e ®jeoi0]e@ eje
1inols * Final No4 i775l @@ | @ [ B BN [ ] 4. SPA will use as o working document =no formal adoption 5. Represents only the §/Gs for the nonmatropolitan aress, two additional
Final Yos s/l @ S/G programs, but no volumes were published at time of this report.
INDIANA Final Yes 1177 [ S N ) L BN B BN BN
fowA, e, . Fmal | Yes | 577 @@ @@ o ¢|e e e I .
KANSAS Final Yes 9/1s |@j@® e |e@ ! L B [ [ ]
Kentucky ® 5/Gs In¢luded in the 1978 Plan; document hat received at time of report
LOUISIANA Final 1 Yes wis|e e el eie]e t [ ]
MAINE Fin.Draft? No 12077 ; @ (@ | @ o e O 6. Final volume will be published in July 1978
MARYLAND NA? | Yes | 1996 ]e@ e elelele]| | et L)L 81Gs included 1n the 1977 State Plan and Court Standards adopted 10/76,
Massichusatis® Draft Yes 1976 /G voluma nat recaived by time of this writing
MICHIGAN Final Yos 415 | e | (0 e/ 0]0.e [ ]
MINNESOTA Final Yes wis| e e |le|e e, ete [ N J
MISSISSIPPI NAB No NA (BN BN NN BN BN L R 8. S/Gs included in the 1976 Comprehensive State Plan,
MISSQURI_ ) Final | Yes | 276 | @0 |0/@ @ 0]e LER SR ] e
MONTANA Final | Yes Mme e lelelej0 0le e °
NEBRASKA Final Yes NA9 @@ @@ @@ [ ] ® 1 9. 5/Gs from NAC were approved one-by-one; valume of collecled standards will not be published
NEVADA Draft | Accept 20710 006|000 @ [ AN )
NEW HAMPSHIRE  [Fln.Draft| VYes v eiejo|o(eie|e e 10. Courts volume published 1/77
NEWJERSEY | Final | vYes'| 6/77 (@ |l@ | @ LER NN i Q‘? ® | 11. Comparison of NAG standards snd state statas. 12 8/Gs adopted by Governor, never formally adopted by SPA
NEW MEXICO Final Yos v |eje (e LB BN ]
New York*® S/G program started as of 4/77; no document published as of 9/78
NORTH CAROLINA Final Yes W |e®ie e 1 [ ] ®
NORTH DAKOTA Final |Endorsed] 12/75 | ® |1® |@® (@ | @ [ ]
QO e foFinal | Yes ] 77 1@ le e eie S U U
OKLAHO Final Yes 4717 e e e 0 le | e [ ] [ ]
OREGON Dratt!3  Yes 975 (@ o |® | @ ele ® | ® | ® |13 Volume will always be in draft form to permit flexibihity and rovision.
PENNSYLVANIA Final Yes 37 | @@ | @ ®; 0 ® [ BN J
Rhode Istand ® $/Gs are still in draft form--no documant produced yet
SOUTH GAROLINA Fal | Yes | 1977 @@ @ |@ el I e e
$0UTH DAKOTA Final | Yes 1276 | @ |0 |®@|® | @ @O 0O
TENNESSEE Final®  Yes 197 @ & (@ (@ ele [ J 14, S/Gs rovised in 1977
TEXAS Final No 716 |® e 6|00 @ . .
UTAH Final Yes B/714 |@|® (@ |®|@ [ BN } [ BN J
VIRGINIA Final [Endorsed!® 277 @ |@ | ® ° ) ® | @] @ | 15 Notall standords wern adopted
WASHINGTON Droft Yes NA'S| @ [ B ] eo!e 18. S/Gs will not be published in a separate volume; are in Comprehansive State Plan.
Waest Virginia® S/Gs are in the 1976 Comprehensiva State Plan; document not received by time of thi writing
WISCONSIN Final I Yes Widi | ° ] ° 1 ° l ° I ) I e’ @ ° 17, Juvenila Justice $/Gs were prublished 12/78 as a separate volume.
Wyoming® S/Gs are stiil in dralt form-no documen} produced yet. l

¢ States not included in concordance study.
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The concordance of standards and goals that follows embraces 41 states that

had completed standards development by March 1978, and for which the S&G document

was publicly available. It focuses on 136 selected topics--"key elements" as

we labeled them--that specified policy and practice in councrete detail. The

topics were chosen from the five volumes produced by the National Advisory

Commission in 1973: those dealing with police, courts, corrections, the criminal

justice system; and community crime prevention. Several criteria governed the

selection of standards. They were to be specific enough to entail an identi-

fiable behavior or activity by an agency affected by the standard. Thus, broad ¢

and undefined standards such as "Every police agency should insure its opera-

tional effectiveness in dealing with other elements in the criminal justice

system" were eliminated from consideration. Standards were also elimirated 'if

they appeared to address self-evident or incontrovertable truths, or if they

merely endorsed policies or practices that were settled by some other authority

such as a legal statute or a court decision. Another obvious criterion was the ‘

intrinsic importance and salience of the issues the standards addressed to the

criminal justice system. 1
|
|
|

Data reported on the following pages were obtained by combing the standards
volumes of the 41 states and determining the stance of each state on each of the
136 key elements. 1In the final step, the variations on each key element were
grouped into a manageable number of categories, with footnotes indicating sig-
nificant deviations.

|

\
When interpreting the tables, it should be remembered that states varied in

their approaches to standards development. Some states, such as South Carolina,

developed standards only on a few topics of highest priority in that state;

hence, South Carolina did not have standards for most of the topics in this

comparison. Other states virtually copied the National Advisory Commission

(NAC) standards. Still others went beyond the scope of NAC, and developed

standards on topics not covered in this analysis. At each of these extremes,

the impressions left by the tables could cccasionally be misleading. Most |

states, however, used NAC as a guide, applying their own thinking to the topics

we covered.




Many coding decisions were necessarily subjective. In particular, we some-
times wavered on the question of whether to code "no standard," when a remotely
relevant item had been found. The rule was that the state standard must address
the specific topic indicated by the key element. But there were borderline
cases.

It should also be noted that states were often ambiguous about what consti-
tuted a "standard," as distinct from an "implementation strategy," or just
"commentary." We took a broad interpretation of "standard," using most of the
material in the volumes, regardless of its official label. Information re-
trieved from commentary is generally italicized in the following tables.

The results of this exercise were used as a basis for much of the analysis
in the evaluation reports.* But it is our hope that the complete state-by-state
breakdown will be of reference value to SPAs and other criminal justice planning
agencies. Hence this concordance.

*American Institutes for Research. The National Evaluation of the Standards and
Goals Program. 2 vols. Washington, D.C.: AIR, 1978,
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Organization and Planning

1. Establishment
of Police Goals
and Objectives

Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Louisiana
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-
cluding NAC

NAC
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
idaho
indiana
lowa
Kansas
Maine
Maryiand
Michigan

o Revise agency
objectives and
priorities . . .
annually in con-
junction with
budget
preparation.

eje (e @ o o000 |0 o0 o0 (0 (0 eo/000® 20

¢ Revise agency
objectives and
priorities ojole| |0 ° o |of |o o9
periodicatly
{no budget
tie-in).

s Establish
agency ob-
jectives and
priorities (no
mention of
update or
revision}.

® No standard, ® I I OO0 ole L 9

e Target date for

implementation * 1 ¥ 19 1% * * ¥* +* ¥*|% * *|% * *177 * | ¥ 18

* = immediately} s

a. Applicable to agencies with more than 100 sworn personnel only.




LAW ENFORCEMENT
Organization and Planning

2. Planning

Q@

o o
Capabilities & 2 = ol Ele o
s 8|l »| 838! o €lol|8 c g

= 2 x © Ox o
o 0 ) ) Sla © El 8| x| Slm|wml g el&] 2
2 ol Bl E1915]| 5] ol © € clglolelc|gl2]| 18| 5l8[8]a Eic12|8|al 4 aioialxs
Elolell5lBlE ol|'e c 2lalellloldlgizisl BlolT]S|2lc]l elolalelcl ] v cisisllce
Qlx}l o o.o_ sl c 210 I R © 1 Rl >eleclzlQl*lclw® o clelsl|lcl olelaslce b
H E N EHEHEREHE R HE R R HEBHEEEEEHE R EE A B
—_] =] -] - L - I YL P44 - =Jo3
zlz|z|<z|<|S|S|S|8|z|C|=|e|e|2|3|S|Sis|S 5|55 (2(2|2]| 2| 2|2 2|618|5|&|3[8| 8| 8|55 (21283

¢ Employ at least
one full-time .
planner in agencies
with at least 75
personnel. In
agencies with (g | @ ° oole o | |0 |o o |o 10
fewer than 75 o
personnel, assign i
responsibility for
planning to a
designated
employee.

¢ Have a full-time
planner in large
police agencies
and have some o ®| 2
planning capa-
bility in small
agencies.

e Establish a
planning capa-
bility consistent o ® ® 3
with agency size
and planning tasks.

o Establish or

improve planning ® { K ® o @ |® o0 o 10
capabilities.
¢ No standard 9 |0 @ o (o] |o/0/00® |06 ®e o ee 16

o Target date for
implementation * 1% * ®[®i{®l78 * *| (% * ¥|78] |¥ 13
- * = immediately)

a. Refers to agencies with 50 or more personnel instead of 75.

2
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Organization and Planning

3. Formation of
Criminal Justice
Coordinating
Councils

Alabama
Alaska
Arjzona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Fiorida
Georgia
ldaho
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Okiahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas
Utah
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-
cluding NAC

NAC

e Establish criminal
justice coordinating
councils in juris- L ]
dictions of 30,000
or more persons.

e Consider and
where appropriate
form a criminal olo (o(eoi0 o0 o000 00O O OO o0 0o/l000 o o (o000 27
justice coordinating
councif.

e Conduct joint
planning and
exchange infor- P PY 4
mation with o
other criminal
justice agencies.

e No standard o 0 o0 o0 o|®| 9

¢ Target date for
implementation *|% x| *® *1%|78|% * * | % *| % * ¥* *(78 * 18

{ * = immediately)




LAW ENFORCEMENT
Organization and Planning

4, Consolidation
of Police
Agencies

issippi

Louisiana
irginia

Maine

NAC

Alabarma
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Coforado
Connecticut
Dalaware
Fiorida
Georgia

idaho

indiana

iowa

Kansas
Maryland
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississi
Missouri
Mantana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Harmpshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
QOhio
Qklahoma
Qregon
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

i
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-
cluding NAC

e Consolidate
police agencies
with fewer than o b
10 employees,

o
o
= @
L]
<

o Consolidate
police agencies
with fewer than ® e 2
| 20 or 24 b
employees.

e Consolidate
poiice agencies
if that is the
most effective
and efficient ® ® ¢ ® o ® 6
way to provide d
adequate (i.e.,
24-hour) police
service,

2]

e Consider the
feasibility of ® ® ® o o0 ® ® o 9

consolidation.

<

¢ No standard o | o 00 o0 000,000 e |0 o |® 09} 19

¢ Target date for
implementation 4% | % %! 4% *I% |78 ¥ |* 8

{* -~ immediotely)

a, Advises combining or contracting for sorvices, but states that the minimum number of sworn officers employed by any agency should be 10,

h. Advocates consolidation only when there are no compelting geographic reasons 1o the contrary,

c. Advacates that state funding be provided for this purpose.

d. Adds that no arbitrary limit on agency size should be imposed and that no agency employee should luse salary or status as  result of such consolidation.
e, Realates only to jurisdictions of less than $,000
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Organization and Planning

5. Combining

» . 'Y
Police Services £ 2l e 2w
© § o5 8&‘&@3 ® lg’ég S 2
B ] cf .,
E mﬁ'ég’dgm.w o .,.% 256,9':23.‘,55588 gc388§ .‘.‘2??%3
slolsislolElelzlBlolelslol BlEl el 22 E213]E 818|222 sl ol 8l8t2]slel&le]|clE|§]|2E
H E SRR R HEHEEEEEEEEEREEEEE E:
Zl<|<|q|2|S|S|3|8|c|d|2|e|a| 2|32 25|55 (SI2|2|2(2{2(2]|2|2|5(5|5|&13|8]&| 851525103
o Consider combhining

or contracting for o ® 000000 OOC OO OGOGEOGEOG O ® o |00 90 ® ® 009 OO @®| 30

police services with
other agencies

¢ Develop joint
task force efforts
or personnel
exchange programs o ° ® o 4
among police
agencies

® No standard o ® e (e o o o ‘ 7

® Target date for
implementation Y E I KA ™ I *| |%|w|%| [#| |82 * %* (%% *177]% | % | % 19
{* = immediately)

a. Ralates to counties of aver 100,000 peputation only,
b. Relates to jurisdictions of less than 5,000 population only,
¢. Relates to agencies unable to provide 24 hours/7 day service only.




LAW ENFORCEMENT

Operations
1. Geographic .
Policing b ol o ol
5 NEEE 2l5le el | ¢
® o © ela < ._;_-g © nh-% O‘C
of lol8lEl8l5|8alel la 8l 12lslal|elclelel 5l 8131818 (B |2|518|¢8 o842
sjlciclslele]l2ld]s c alzlel 212|818 1218]8I09] X3Sl £ £lsl2lelel 8] q c|S(5]2¢8
ulSlxl8l&lLl5]¢c .~-.°mmsx"i’ca~.cc--°"um~ clrlels clelele|l ojelmglLEl olms
H EHER R R R BEE R E R EHHB RN EHEHE AN B
z3<<40080E®ES254..:5_2222522222222000&mwt—}—:>>33»—'5
e Adopt geographic
policing programs
with stable officer |®]@® ® o { 3 ® ® L ] [ JERT o 12
assignments where
feasible.

o Study the alter-
natives of neigh-
borhood team
policing, geo- .
graphic policing, PY ° e L 2 2T 2K J 7
and other patrol
methods, and
impfement those
best suited to
local needs.

¢ Develop state-
wide guidelines

on the use of PY 1
different types .
of patrol
methods.
® No standard 900 o0 L J e e { J ¢ e o0 L J L L 0 A0 @ (@] 21

® Target date for
implementation
{ * - immediately) I

80 79 * 3
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Operations

2. Criteria for
Allocation
of Patrol
Resources

New Hampshire
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
cluding NAC

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
idaho
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryiand
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Jersey
Oklahoma
Oregon
Texas
Utah
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-

NAC

® Allocate patrol
personnel on
the basis of
explicit geogra- |@]@® 000 |0/0/0 000 ol® |© ® o (@® (o ® o 00 22
phical and al
chronological
criteria.

® Study or
consider patrol
allocation alter- 1 o 2
natives.

¢ Develop state-
wide guidelines
on the use of P 1
alternative
patrol distribu-
tion plans.

® No standard (] [ ] ® o |00 [ ] o 00 o 00 ®|@®] 16

¢ Target date for
implementation |%[% ¥* % 77| % *| ¥ * * * *| |® * * | %% 16

{ * = immediately) |

a. Adds that the system may not be applicable to smaller departments.




LAW ENFORCEMENT
Operations

3. Use of Work-
load Studies
to Allocate
Patrol Resources

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia

Idaho

Indiana

lowa

Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Marytand
Michigan
Mirinesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Qregon
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-
cluding NAC

NAC

e Conduct compre-
hensive workload
studies at least
annually, for
establishing ele oo o o oo oo ) ) e o [ o0 16
patrol activity
priorities and
operational
objectives.

¢ Conduct compre-
hensive workload
studies for estab-
lishing patrol acti-
vity priorities and o ® o
operational objec-
tives without
specifying annually.

¢ Maintain data
from the criminal
justice informa-
tion system
for use in
making allocation
decisions.

¢ No standard L ® L o |oi0/®| |0 o (o0 ] ® @14

® Target date for
implementation
{ * = immediaely)
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LAW ENFORCEMENT

Operations
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4. Closure of

Investigations
Content of Standard

by Patrol
Officers

* Allow patrol

officers to close

criminal investi-

gations that do
not require

extensive
followup

® No stanhdard

e Target date for
implementation

{ * = immediately)
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LAW ENFORCEMENT

Operations
5. Telephone
» . -]
Invegtlgatlon & 2l o &l
of Misdemeanors 5 . al -1 8|5l 8 2l518 = 1
© flollle ol Yic|E|8l-|al® El 8l'x| ®ml® E Slaimld 2iel.z
£ m&E‘UU‘ém,E @ wlS CNO._\.:.‘\",W«:;‘DBO 053803 ololel2s
| Sislec|lolllelziv|B|oiE m‘amﬂ-QgﬂgﬂmuIﬂELc £lo|lalele]| 2 » c|l&|&l2c
A B EH M EE SRR R I HE N BEHBE EEEE AR MR E R EE
i Y I o ol=]l=tls |2 @ Qlol £} x elelo)S o
zlz]2)q}2|8|S|8|8|c|S|=le|a) L |3|S|3|s|S|s |5 S| 2i2)2| 22|22 6iala18131al &l elsis|sls]es

® Consider the
collection of
misdemeanor
and miscellaneous | @] @ ® ® o|0/® (0|0 ® [ JE [ 12
incidents by tele-
phone where
appropriate

® Provide a
procedure for
accepting
reports of
criminal o ® * i 4
incidents not
requiring field
investigation

® No standard L L e o |® 00000 C0 (00 0 6 G000 0000 s

® Target date for
imptementation * 1% * 1% *| [R|RIK % * *! 1% 11
( * = immediately)

10




LAW ENFORCEMENT
Operations

6. Exercise of
Discretion:
Investigations

NAC

Alabama
Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Colorado

Connecticut

Delaware

Florida

Georgia

idaho

Indiana

fowa

Kansas

Louisiana
Maine

Maryiand

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

North Carolina
North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma
Oregon

Pennsyivania

South Carolina
South Dakota

Tennessee

Texas

Utah
Virginia

Washington

Wisconsin

cluding NAC

Total ex-

TR

¢ Establish policy
for the exercise
of discretion in
the conduct of
investigations.

® Establish policy
for the exercise
of discretion in
general.

® Seek legislation
or authority to
permit discretion
in the conduct of
investigations.

® No standard

® Target date for
implementation
{* - immadiately)

14

76

LA



LAW ENFORCEMENT

Operations
7. Exercise of .
Discretion: = o gl e MRS 0
Arrests ] = gl >| 8lsl e ol iE1918 < b1
K. g ® ° 2rat El 8l 'xig|® i ol d 2lel .z
BlolelBIEIBI5 Elalel || o8l [B18l01C]s|2l3 ol 8] 81 8|0]S] |§|c|5|8]8] 4 2|22l ds
MEIRA Plalzioloe c sl el 2| & 2 glglulxl S ol & £loldjele] 2w clElol=86
e EH MR R EE R EEEEEHERHBE R E:
3 _— i f e e i [ Hed o
%323&8888&(3952332EEEZEE%ZZZZZZOOJd'.’u?tgi—fr-:\>§§’-73
# Establish poticy
for the exercise
" oi0 ® ® [ ] [ 2 3 2K O J ol® ®0 L 2 2 ) 00 ® o0 00 C O 25

of discretion
in using arrest
alternatives.

® Establish poticy
for the exercise °® ° °® 3
of discretion
in general.

o Seek legislation
or authority to
permit discretion ®
in selection of
arrest alternatives,

* No standard o ® o0 |0 L 21 3 o o [ ) 1"

¢ Target date for
implementation 76
* immediately)
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LAW ENFORCEMENT

Operations
8. Use of .
. . [+3]
Citations and = 2l 2w
Sumimons in 5 HINEIEE 2|5]¢ c 9
— [
. @ g © 2le Bixl5]% g A IE Sle
© wl®l o o Ole|® ol ® 3 x © Slm[wl @ el 2
Lieu of Arrest Bl olel8lel8is|8lele] |el |8 %gﬁ*%sg“gmi"%é’so Elcl21818] 8 S{8lEf5%
sl4islslSlS|ElEIR 2 el8] ol BlelelZlE | El2 1Bl 8182l 25l Elol 5|8l 2]els| 8] g |SlE|8lgs
S EEEHEERHE S EHHE R HHEBHEHEREHHBEE R E AR EE
z|<d|q|<q|<jS|ojo|ajalo|Ble|e|x|Il|z|sSIS|EIE B s |Z|ZiZ|ZzlZzi1Zzl Zlojo)old1d]8 I8l 8l5ls|2l2]ls

e Implement programs
or utilize existing sta-
tutes permitting use of
summons or citations |@]@® e |0 ¢S |00 ® ® o (0000 000 |0 e @ 22
in lieu of physical
arrest or prearraign-
ment confinement.

¢ implement programs
or utilize existing sta-
tutes permitting use of
citations in lieu of e |0 ¢ ® 4
physical arrest or pre-
arraignment confine-
ment.

e Implement programs
or utilize existing sta-
tutes permitting use
of summons in lieu of L @ ] 3
physical arrest or pre- a
arraignment confine-
ment.

¢ Seek legislation allow-
ing use of citations or ® ® 4
summons in lieu of ® .
arrest.

* No standard ® ® oj0ol0 @ o ® @ 9

® Target date for
implementation * ¥* 78 E I Sk * 80| % *177 11
{ * = immediately)

a. 1n misdemeanor cases.

13




LAW ENFORCEMENT

Operations
9. Diversion .
Policies £ gl e ol Sle o
- [72] =| o =1=Ilo0
o] - Q>~80¥ cl9lw c q
®© o © ®l'a Es{mgm © ol Sl¥|l @ O ¢
=lol=|lw © -~ — © x| o 5} @ wl 2
Elol ol BlElRIE]|Elulel || |lS| |E|E|GISIS|E2| || 5|&(5|S| |§]c|2|S|8|8 elolelss
sl 8l Slelolljelz|v|e|oltE g'am—.g’mmgSm‘oIﬂﬁcz clo|alelel 2f » cl=ls]llc
A EEEMEEEEH R R EHEEH R EHEEHEE B EE
-3 I e =106 (Ll ol.@ olojll|o|lSls[:F 1S ojlojojo|lo|lo]lOo]L]lx] v ‘ | © = S ]o03
zl<|q|<|g|SIS|8i{d|x|{S|z|c|o|2|3|S|S|s|5|5 5 |1312|2|2| 2| 2|2 2|6|8|5|&[3]8[&| 255|232

¢ Divert some
offenders pursuant
to written policy,
for some juvenile jol®| |@| (@ o eoe® ° o ® o 10 ® ) 13
offenders, misde-
meanants, and
mentally ill persons.

¢ Divert some
juvenile offenders
and mentally ilt ® ® o { 2N { JEY ) 7
persons pursuant
to written policy.

¢ Divert some
juvenile offenders
pursuant to ® ® ® L4 1 g o o8
written policy.

]

® Divert some

offenders pursuant L JET ® o 4
to written policy.
* No standard @ ® o|0|Cl@® ® ® ] 9

® Target date for
implementation * % *| %% *| % * * X %% * *178] % 771 16

{ * = immedialely)

a. Also advocates the development of written policy governing all police situations.

14
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LAW ENFORCEMENT

Specialization
1. gpeci;_l'i.zgd .
apabilities: £ Ol o 2l o
Intelligence 5 o ls Bl =181518 |.| |215(8 £ g
ol lol8|ElelEle HREAHER R E LR I EERIEE: ol 5|5 %2
Elol 21215188 88 8l 181 laldl.l8|8l8lal5]5|2]siT) 8|S slelz gl . [2lE|Eloe
Gl o o|c S| o} b E ] glal{d £l £ £l o £l< < 6.5
H EE R R A E RS HEH e R B HEERE EEHEEHEHEE R EEE E:
22| K = e} S| |E|E I S|E 2183
zl<|a| | g|3|8|8|8|z|a|=]|c|e|L|2|S|s|s[S]s s |s|2(2) 2] 2] 2| 2| 2|6|a|5l 883|255 |212]83
o Maintain a full-
time intelligence
capability in
agencies with { 21 L J ?.. g ® ® 0:.. 2 13
more than 75
personnel
e Maintain a part-
time or full-time
intelligence capa-
bility depending e ® * (., e 7

on agency size
and local needs

e Study the need
for intelligence ® 1
specialization

# No standard LK L ® ® o |o/0 o006 OO o 90 00 e 0|20

® Target date for
implementation |%|%* * X | %1% * * ¥ ¥|77) ¥ ¥ 12

{ * = immediately)

a. With more than 200 officers

b. Opts for a state-wide system of gathering and disseminating information,

¢. Refers to agencies with more than 50 instead of 75.

d. Advocates the use of generalists whenever possible with specialization anly atter careful investigation.

15




LAW ENFORCEMENT
Specialization

2. Specialized

H YT [

Capabilities: 5 = e ol £l & o
Vice © i o sla 8§8§3 @ E_E.S 3 g
0 = Sle
ol LolallelElel.lel [l 12l 1215518 ele] 51 Bl 5 |5(8] |B_515|8]8 | |o|8l5]:2
sl 2l §|lclsl®lelz|e|D < alel2lel8lE|3|8] 88|52 a ol wl [c|EIS|ZE
e R EHBEHE RN R EEEE R HEEEEBE R E:
L =18 K % {0 Sl GIOlEIB(2]8 o el € a1 9 2le
3|31<]5|%|5(5]8|8|2|8 (812|232 |3(8|5|E|s|S |5 |82 81 8| 5|85 3(6]25 8|3 ]3]l 255|833

o Maintain full-time
vice investigation
capability in police ° ‘
agencies with g i o000 ® ® o ® . e e 13
more than 75
personnel.

P
P

o Maintain full-time
vice investigation
capability
depending on o o e i g o o 7
local needs and
agency size

® Study the need for
specialized capa-
bility in vice ° ; !
investigation

* No standard e |0 [ ® o(eo 0 600 LI K o0 o(®(®] 18

® Target date for
implementation ¥* | * *% %1% * * * %% * 770 |%] 1 13
{ * = immediately)

a. Refers to agencies with more than §0 personnel instead of 75,

16
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LAW ENFORCEMENT

Specialization
3. Specialized »
- Capabilities: = 2l a 2la
Drugs and 5 &l ~| 815 8 ] g g
Lo ® o o l'a L1 E x © S| S1x slel.
Narcotics el |2l 81E |81 8l slal 1ol |al8l B8]858 s 218]sl2l312518] (5lcl3SICI8] .| |=|BlE]5%
e HEHHENRHEHE A REH A H BB EE B R EEHEEE R
O Olciwlwslo R Alol=1=1.= .2 Ll X o | = b=
zlz{<(<|<|3|S|S|S (|G = el 2 3IS|S|S|S|518(512|2(2(212|2|2|6|3|5|&8{3 (3 |&|R5Is|218]03
¢ Maintain a full-time
narcotic and drug 4
investigation capa- gl g ole oolele ° ® o 00 ojol0|0 (O 17
bitity in agencies a b a

with more than 756
personnel

* Maintain a full-time
narcotic and drug
investigation capa-
bitity depending i o0 o : o . o 7
on local needs and
agency size

® Study the need for
specialization in o
drugs and narcotics

¢ Develop regional
crime squads spe-
cializing in drug ® L
and narcotic
investigation

¢ No standard ® ° L o o006 |0 o0 0 o @ e 14

® Target date for
implementation * * * ¥* | ¥ ¥ * 77 8

{* =~ immudiately)

a. Refers to agencies with more than 80 personne) instead of 75,
b. Refers to agencies with more than 25 personnel instead of 75,
¢, Advocates providing drug training 10 all officers and specializing only after carefu) investigation of the need,

17




LAW ENFORCEMENT
Specialization

4. Specialized
Capabilities:
Tactical
Crime Force

~Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
QOhio
Pennsyivania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Washington
cluding NAC

Alabama
- Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Georgia
Idaho
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryiand
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippt
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
Oklahoma
Oregon
Texas
Utah
Virginia
Wisconsin
Total ex-

NAC

® Maintain at least
a part-time tactical
crime force, consis- ° °® ° ole
tent with an analysis
of necds and avail-
able personnel

(&)

¢ Same as Item 1,
for agencies with ® ® 2
more than 50
personnel

® Same as Item 1,
for agencies with ® [ ) 8
more than 75 d g d d . ¢
personnel

e Same as Item 1,
for agencies with ° 1
more than 200
personnel

® Establish county-
wide or regional
support services ® 1
such as tactical '
units.

¢ No standard o0 L ® o (@ o (00000 o o000 @00 00696 2

« Target date for
implementation * 1% * *| %
( * = immediately)

18
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Specialization
5. Specialized
FYYP o
Capabilities: £ i 9 o
. - £ =1 ‘(_!-_—u 8]
Evidence RNE ols gl =828l |el |58 glcl
Technicians ot Lol 81E1815 81 ala| {o HREHEHHRHEBHHHE R R EEER I
sl21slsls|8lels|n|®)ols glale] 28 a13]8|8 I|S|2lele coa.c:,gm cl=lal-€
SI212121815 5 1E 31508181218 31315 515 E 2 12 15 515 5l 2| 25 E| 2l 5| Bl £\ 5(5| 5| Bl 5|2| 8| €|z
zlz| 2| 223|888z |s|2 el R3S 13|s|S (SIS |12121212{ 22|21 3|6|5|5|818181&| 25151815 ] 23
® Ensure the avail-
ability of trained  1glg| g|@l® o [olojololel |@ ° oloole o |o| |0 20
evidence technicians a clb

on a 24-hour basis

¢ Ensure the avail-
ability of trained ° ° ° 3
evidence techniclans
when they are needed

¢ Ensure the avail-
ability of trained
avidence technicians
through a state or ¢ o 2
regional laboratory

system

¢ Consider the use
of trained evidence ® 1
technicians

* No standard ([ ] o0 anl JENL J 00|00 |O { o |0 o, ®|15

e Target date for
implementation * 1
{ * = immediatety)

a. Not necessarily on a 24.hour basis.
b, Refers only to those agencies with a 24-hour police capability,

¢. Advocates that each county have a 24-hour capability and that counties with less than 100,000 ponulation
combine with neighboring counties to provide full-time evidance technician services.

19°
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LAW ENFORCEMENT

Specialization
6. Access to Crime .

Laboratories £ 2l s Ble
i | || &

5 - 8l >18|512| |-l |El8[8 S ps

Rl 2l ° o 2la @© El 81 x| g ® IR elEt .2

Blolet8lelsislslelel 1ol |18 |B18lSISIsiEl%al ) 51 8|8]S] |El[2]8]8] % 212|855

el l8i5lclelllelziv|®|ole glalel2l2) (21318 8|05 2)cie elsl2lelei el v c|E|5]2E

A B EHEE R HA RN AR AR B R EEHE R HEHEHENEE R EE

g piy ey ‘a [Tl alol.ml=I1=12 olealoloeolaoiol olclx ¢ &= =103

zlg|q|a|<|S|G|8|Aix |2l el |33 |S(SISIS|SISi21212|12| 2|2 2|0|0|6]|&|&18181 855121822

® Ensure access to
at least one crime
laboratory (state,
regional, or local) |@]@ o000 o0 00000 O OGO OGO OO0O o 000000 OGO o (o} ® 33
capable of efficient bla a a a c G
processing of
physical evidence

D
5.

® No standard e o ® ® o L ® @o| 8
e Target date for
implementation * 1
[ * = imimediately)

a. Stipulates that the state should legislate or order the development and funding of crime labs.
b. Within 24 hours travel time.
¢. Advocates using the State Bureau of Investigation's facility.

20



LAW ENFORCEMENT

Specialization
7. Internal R
H ~ [12]
Co[nplamt . v-{ I g g o £|2 _ o
Unit © .‘Eo-f_‘:—jm e chig,_mm g§'5g‘«‘u g §§%§ 2ic Ag
EmgaEgg‘n‘:m.E © w|8 Egg‘asg"émfﬁguo glelS|9|C 2121gldo
slelclGle|slel2|B|Qle{S|ofBla|glEl8)2|atEl IR €18l olSl18lE1EIC]E| 8le|ElE[8lRSE
H EE R HE R HHHHBEHEE BB E R B EE
Sl=|z|2|%|3(S|S|8|2|8 |2 |23 S |3|2[2s(S1s 5 [212|2] 2| 2|23 215(8 58338 2| 515|215 2
®
® Use a specialized
unit or individual
to investigate ol ® |(® |9/0/0 |0 |@ [ o0 0 |0 o o0 0 17
complaints against a
officers

® Use a specialized
unit or individual '
to investigate o0 2
serious complaints
against officers

¢ Investigate com-
plaints according ° PY Y ) ) o 6
to written policy
and procedures

® Ensure that all .
complaints are ® 1
investigated

* No standard o (O |9 (@ |O@ o o o000 (O | ® @} 1%

® Target date for
implementation ¥* % *®| . #®| [%[e]e |* * * * %% % |®l77] |%|% 17

{ * = immediately)

a. Advocated only when agency resources permit.
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Specialization

8. Police Liaison

with the Media

NAC

Alabama
Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Colorado

Connecticut

Deiaware
Fiorida

Georgia

Idaho

Indiana

fowa

Kansas

Louisiana

Maine

Maryiand

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

North Carolina
North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma
Qregon

Pennsyivania

South Carolina
South Dakota

Tennessee

Texas

Utah

Virginia

Washington

Wisconsin

cluding NAC

Total ex-

o Establish regu-
lar liaison with
the media through
a full-time
specialist officer
{or unit, depend-
ing on agency
size and media
demands).

® Assign at least
a part-time officer
to media liaison.

¢ Develop a policy
or program with
regard to the
news media.

¢ No standard

¢ Target date for
implementation
(* = immediately)

19

13

13
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LAW ENFORCEMENT

Specialization
9. Specialized .
Capabilities: = gle ol £f & o
Juveniles 5 - & (88l & c[5]2 & b1
Siol8te ol lojc|8]8]. al [EIBI=[®I®] 181 1giR]S Sle} .2
‘é’mg§sgﬁam.g © w| & S&g'gsg"‘mi"ﬁg’so gc'acg elZleg{de
ugﬁogegi‘:’g.’gE’Q%g8.'2'“:"5%:%%03@%;;;@@05%?55“c’%;‘g‘f:§a-5
N s19icle = ci3ts € 0 =1 = 212} €] x [ [Eae]
b k] I RS B ol 8wl a|s|2|E1L]|2|s 6| 8| £| = € SlES8|2)l63
z|<| 2| <{<|S|8|8|a|z|S|=|c|2|2|S|2|S|5|s |55 (2212|221 2]2(2| 2|5l €88 ¢85S |2]|2]Ra
o Utilize a
specially trained PY ° °® 'Y PY 5
juvenile officer
or unit.

® Utilize a specially
specially trained
juvenile officer
of unit (for el0 o|® |© ® L JL o0 L oo eo0® { 1 J o/0o000 O o] 24
agencies with 4 s
more than 15
officers).

[~
Q
@
@
a
2]

¢ Provide officers
with specific
training in [
juvenile delin-
quency topics.

o
N

*No standard ] ® o ] L o (o0 o0 10

¢ Target date for
implementation | %] %|78 * 78] |¥|%| |76]|% ¥ |®| %% * ¥*|78] (% 8ol 17
( * = immediately)

Refers to agencies with more than 10 afficers.
Refers to agencies with more than 12 officers.
Refers to agencies with more than 13 officers.
Refers to agencies with more than 25 officers.
Refers to agencies with more than 50 officers.

sanos
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Specialization

10. Assignment of
of Police .
Officers to
Schools

ississippi

Missouri
North Carolina

New Mexico
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsytvania
South Carolina
South Daketa
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-
cluding NAC

Connecticut
New Hampshire
New Jersey

Minnesota

M

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
idaho
Indiana
fowa
Kansas
Loutsiana
Maine
Maryland
Michigan
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

NAC

® Assign a full-time
officer to each se-
condary school, for
counseling and teach-| @ o0
ing classes (when )
school cooperation
can be obtained).

® Assign a part-time
officer to each se-
condary school, for
counseling and teach- ®
ing classes {when
school cooperation
can be obtained).

® Assign a part-time
officer to each se-
condary school if
agency resources e | 2
permit or if the
pregram is believed
to be heneficial.

® Establish haison
officers to improve ® °® °® 3
police-school rela-
tions.

¢ Initiate some other | .
type of educational ® @ 2
program for the
secondary schools.

* No standard ¢ (000 0000 0000 |0 |0 ] o o0 000 0!®]24

¢ Target date for
implementation
(* = immediately)

* * ]

a. Refers to police agencies with more than 200 employees.
b. Refers to police agencies with more than 400 employees anly,
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LAW ENFORCEMENT

Specialization
11. Presentations "

at Schools £ gl e ol £l 0
by Police 5 gl ~| 8|5| ¢ HE = q

R o ol's L P x © Olx 5
Officers {EHHHHHHADRARRE ggg.ggsgmg»%gas HAEEEE MR
el 2lslslelRlEI2(B|PlalG ale| ) E 21618 B 2 £le <lo cle|l ¥ Elelol=-%
OlolalN|SlE|S & |'S £le EIT|5]E € 2l 2 tlelelslglElS1S| El Blslo|G]g[d
_I\z_g-:-\é-—_c“o mvg‘::’ .9.5.2."30'03 5 Lc::’cxﬂ.‘:m.-n
f’f<<<<8888E§E£.9Q3§§§5252%’2%’%232550&’88&"‘-’3>33;‘3%
_ |

® Ensure that class-
room presentations
are conducted at
specified intervals "
by uniformed o|lo| |0 |@® .O:OO. ol® [ JO o |0 @ (@@ 18
officers at all
elementary schools
in each jurisdiction.

@

® Same as above,
without specifying
frequency or e |® o |® ] 5
regularity of
presentations.

a
(=]

® No standard o o e |0 L ] ( J[ ) o @ |0 |0 @ e 9 (@ o018

® Target date for
implementation *| |* F1%| [%[w|* ) *|% *| %] |* * ¥ [H|¥ 16

{* = immediately)

a. Advocates presentations only when local conditions permit,
b. Advocates presentations at all schools in a jurisdiction.
¢.  Suggests only that presentations be encouraged,
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Specialization
12. Crime @ o w0
. e
Prevention . HRREE o £|8 0
2 - gl »|.o|o c|d [~ g
Programs . 2lol2e ol lelcl5l8lcielgl |6l B15|GIA1 (&) _|SI5I2]8] | ||B5:2
R EEEIHEEIRE ﬁ.gma.waégmgf-"’,z:c HEHAAE PR ES
HEHEM BRI HHE RS AL HBERHHEEEEEEEHE R EEE R
%22&'&83&8EL§25233§§2525255%’252035508’.88}3»9:>3309’6
¢ Establish crime
prevention pro-
grams that in-
clude (a) dissemi-
nation of crime
prevention infor- !
mation, (b) volun- |@ 18| |9 |@l@ ¢ Oo/0l0 |00 e 0 000, C O 0 00OV OOS G002
teer neighhorhood e alb a

security efforts,
and {¢) security
programs for com-
mercial establish-
ments,

¢ Establish crime
prevention pro-
grams that in-
clude (a) dissemi-
nation of crime ° 4 1
prevention infor-
mation and (b)
security programs
for commercial
establishments,

e Establish crime
prevention pro-
grams that in-
clude (a) dissemi-
nation of crime ° ° ° 3
prevention infor-
mation, and (b)
volunteer neigh-
borhood securi-
ty efforts.

® Increase com-
munity involve- PY © °® a
ment in crime ®
prevention.

® No standard [ JEY o o

® Target date for
implementation *| | % 77 % | H]% * * * % * % * (79| # ¥*i% %18

{ * = imimediately)

Also suggests strengthening security ordinances and codes and improving environmental design.

Also suggests establishing crime prevention buroaus that transcend municipal boundaries,

Specifies that communitics with populations of more than 10,000 should have crima praevention burenus,
Specities that jurisdictions of 20,000 or more should have special crime prevantion officers.

26
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Personnel Policies

1. Criteria for
the Selection
of Police
Officers

New Hampshire
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
cluding NAC

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Deilaware
Florida
Georgia
ldaho
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryiand
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Jersey
Oklahoma
Oregon
Tennessee
Texas
Utah
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-

NAC

®Use a formal process
to select officers, in-
cluding {a) written
aptitude test, {b) an
oral interview, (c) a
physical exam, (4) a
psychological exami- c
nation, and (5) an
in-depth background
investigation

eSame as Item 1,
omitting the
psychological ® i 2
examination

eSame as Item 1,
omitting the oral o 2
interview

° @

e Same as Item 1,
omitting the oral
interview and the ® 1
psychological
exam

*Develop and use
a comprehensive ® o @] 3
sefection process.

* No standard ® o [ L ® ] o 7

® Target clate for
implementation *q |% * * * |%* *| |%|% * 1% % *| |%* *| % 16
{ * = immediately)

Requires physical and psychologicsl examinations only when they are avaitable.

Aiso recommends the use of a polygraph test and a review of arrest records.

Requires psychological examinations only when applicant’s emotional stability is questionable.
Specified that the service be provided by the State Municipal Association.

Have psychological examinations when possible.

27
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ILAW ENFORCEMENT
Personnel Policies

2. Standards for

the Selection £ e ol
of Police ARE . ol 8l 218188 | 2|35|8 € 1
Officers el LeialEl8l5|8lalel o] |.18] [Bl5l518]< 2|2l o 51 2 8]8I] (B] 2(3|318] | |«|B|5]:2
ol 8| 3|21 8|2(5| 5|5 |5 5|2 8 el Blz 2| 215 £ )5 215 51815 515 €1 €l <l 51 8l E| 5|5  E| 8l 5|5 5| 8l =5
Z|<|<|%|<|5]8|8|8|E|8|2|E|5|2|5|2|2|5|5 55 [212(2] 2] 2| 2| 2| 2|6|8|5|&|3|a| 8| 8|55 |8|5]e2
¢ Develop state
standards for
police officer '
selection through o0 |00 L J o @ ® ® 9
ar, existing com- . a
mission or
council

® Develop state
standards for
police officer o|lo (@ @ L L 2 J ® [ o |0j0 (O |© L L J 15
selection through
legislative action

¢ Develop state
mandatory
minimum stan- o o 2
dards for police b
officer selection

[2]

® Develop local
selection stan-

dards for o 1
individual
agencies

* No standard o @ | |© o0 ol|o(@®| (© ® o0 ¢ (@14

e Target date for
implementation |75 75 77176 76 78] |77 19 7
{ * = immediately)

a. Adds that by 1976, legislation should empower Commission to enforce selection standards,
b. Advocates using P.O.S. T. standards.
c. Advocates adhering to the State Intergovernmenta! Personnel Act in setting selection policy.
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Personnel Policies

3. Enforcement
of Selection
Standards

South Carolina
South Dakota

North Dakota
Tennessee

New Mexico
North Carolina
Ohio
Okfiahoma
QOregon
Pennsylvania
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-
cluding NAC

New Hampshire
Texas
Utah

NAC
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
idaho
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Jersey

¢ Use a state com-
mission to inspect
local agencies for |@]@ L J
compliance with
selection standards

a

°®
c@
®
@
o
(]
®
®
®
@
®
@
°
o
°
—
~

* Use a state com-
mission to enforce o L ) ®
selection standards

® No standard ® [ ] ¢ (@ e o000 GOS O o (o |0 (@ 0 0/@®|19

¢ Target date for
implementation 75751 175(75|75 77
{ " = immediately)

76 78 77 76 79 10

a. Advacates that the current practice of inspecting locat agencies for corpliance be continued.
b. Adds that the State should certify agencies based on compliance to selection standards.
c. Adds that the State should certify anly those officers who have met the selection standards.
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Pei:onnel Policies

4. Reserve Officer
Programs

idaho
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryiand
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Qregon
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas
Utah
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-
cluding NAC

Connecticut
Georgia

Alsbama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Delaware
Florida

NAC

Content of Standard

® Establish a
reserve officer
program when
thereisaneedto |@®]® L L o0 0 0|0 nel e/ |o olo@ ® 18
augment the a
sworn officer
force.

o(Statements in
the standards
indicate that P ° 2
reserve officers
are currently
used.)

o Consider estab-
lishing a reserve ® ® L ® o ® 6

officer program.

¢ No standard e @ o0 o 0|00 0

o Target date for
implementation % % * * * * *| |* ¥ 177 %% i1

{ * = immediately)

a. Refers to agencies wfth at least 10 sworn personnel only and advocates that volunteers be required to serve at least 16 hrs. par month.

W State has standard on topic; content data unavailable.
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Personnel Policies

5. Use of Civilians
in Police
Positions

Connecticut
Minnesota
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ghio
Oklahoma
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Washington
cluding NAC

Oregon
Wisconsin

NAC
Alabama
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
Idaho
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Michigan
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
Texas
Utah
Virginia
Total ex-

Alaska

e Use civilians in
posit_igns not ole o |ele °
requiring peace
officer status,

25

o
L]
o
L
@
®
L
o @
®
®
e
o
L
o
L
L
o
@
®
(J

® Use civilians in
positions not
requiring peace
officer status ® 1
{for agencies
with at least
10 personnel).

® Study or
encourage the ® o @ 3
use of civilians.

® Use civilians for
property system ® °® 2
or technical
positions only.

o No standard @ ‘ 000000 o e e 10

® Target date for :
implementation R ¥ % * * ¥* * * 77| % * 11

* = jmmediately)

a. Advocates civilianization only where it js fiscally feasible,
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Personnel Policies

6. Educational

. [
Requirements £ 2l e 1gls
for Police R . ol éﬁ.g HET § E g 4
H Zlejste Vlcl¥ - ] x [ @ “{Eel.z2
Officers BlolelElEI815I5 alel ol ol8].l5|BI81515|8(% sl 8| 5[2|S|S Sc—gdoﬁ L EE
oletlolelotcl2l2lRiDlols glalels| 2 n b Q 3 £l clo clel 2l w clztol=C
H EEENEEHRHBHEHHEHEEREEHE A BHHEEEEEHEEEHEEEE B
Content of Standard 233<4888011".025Qx3§§§2§§§22222220053’.3&5!“—’&553?_093
® Require 1 year of
coltege for entry e o0 3
f 3}

level officers.

® Require 2 years
of college for entry : ° ° e |0 g o0 8

level officers.

® Require 3 years
of college for entry ® o 2
level officers.

® Require a B.A.
or equivalent o L 2K J o |@® @} 5
for entry level b ¢
officers.

¢ Meet educational
standards establish- ole ® Y 4
ed by a state com-
mission or council.

¢ Require a high
school diploma for PY o |® ® ° 5
entry level officers.

2
&

e Allow local dis-
cretion on educa-
tional requirements o L ‘ 2
for entry level
officers.

¢ No standard ol ®ol® Y o ® o o ® (] o o 12

® Target date for
implementation 821 % 76 84184(82| |85 82! |82|78 80| ¥ 85 78 82 14
( * = immediately)

States that the minimum college education requirements should be postponed until a task analysis study is completed.
Advocates only that this practice be encouraged.

Advocates that the requirement be an ultimate goal.

Stipulates that the requirement be reached within 5 yrs. of employivient,

Advocates establishment of an average of one year of education; state law requires high school diploma,

Stipulates that it be required in agencies with more than 400 personnet and considered with less than 400.
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Personnel Policies

7. Educational I
Incentives :'_;’ of 2l o
H -3 K> Vo |
for Police 5 ol 8;,8 HEIRRBEEEE € g
: ) = 5 - % e E
Officers el el 81EL8]5 81 alel l2] 18] [2|8l8IE]s (2|8 el 5| 215|5|8] |E]c|3|8|5!4 =|5[E]5%
MR EEEEEHEREEE glajei 221218318818l 3|2lelel {26l 2lslsl @) JelEl§]28
ggga&“;_oEﬁ‘a‘gggc's,ggﬁémﬁggggggggggﬁéssé'ﬁxe’fs89g
2'&2338888E§ES292352255522222222000&88&&5‘53309‘«3
M#**— o

® Adopt the following
educational incentives
when they do not inter-
fere with the deliver
of police services: (a
duty or shift adjust-
ments to facilitate o| |oje]| |00 o0 ol o o [o/loele| (@@ ° o0 19
college attendance, a b
(b) financial assist-
ance for books and
tuition, and (c) pay
incentives for college
credits.

®Same as item 1 above,
omitting pay incentives. L4 L 4 3

eSame as Item 1 above,
omitting duty and ® o 2
shift adjustments.

*Same as Item 1 above,
omitting financial ® 1
assistance.

eSame as Item 1 above,
providing for pay [ ) 1
incentives only.

®Same as Item 1 above,
providing for duty or ® Py 2
shift adjustments only c
{or leave with pay)

<

® Provide adequate edu-

cational incentives. L ® L o |0 5
o No standard [ ] ® o @ ® [ o/@®| 8
® Target date for

implementation *|78 * % *|% * ¥* * ¥ % ®1{771 || % 15

{ * - immediately)

a. Recommends that LEEP funds be made availabln,
b. Advocates that these incentives be considered only.
¢. Limits leave with pay 1or education to 40 hours per yoar,
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Personnel Policies

8. Training

. @
Requirements £ gle ol &l
o 13 . ols Bl=81e1 2l || |E|ElE sle] 2
@ Llojs]le Ol el* - © x © ] El.z
Bl el BIE18 5 5 alal 2] Lxl8].IBI5 8|5 5]8 |5 < 5|5 E19(8] |5I2I0I51H .| |=|5lEss
gl2lglslellig|z|elelols flalel 2|8 al3l8i 8o = cle clé|l@le{g] @ » c|EI&I2E
BN R EH AR R T R R R B R HEB BRI EE R R R IE AR EE
—1—-1lCclv oglololix| o 0[O0 slesilic s (IO O] L]0 O] £ X w1802
zlala|2|<|8|S || |G|l e SIS |55 5|5 12|212]2(2]|2| 2| 2|o|o|o|& |3 8L e]5|5 2(2]Rs
® Legislate minimum
preservice training
requirements for ole o |o o (o0 |® 00000 @O OG O O 0 ® @ 20
sworn police b c a
officers.

® (Statements in the
standards indicate
that legislation
setting minimum L e |@ ° ee e |ej® 9
training require-
ments already
exist.)

® (Other standards
indicate that
authority for
setting training oo e ® e 0 ® ® ® 9
standards is
vested in existing
board, commission,
or council.}

* No standard. ’ o ® ® 3|

® Target date for
implementation 75176 76{78 76176 78|76 77 75 80 77 76 12
{ * = immediately)

a. States that exceptions may be made for smalter agencies.
b. Does not specify that the standards be for preservice training.
c. Adds that the training be completed within one year of service.
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Personnel Policies

9. In-Service

« [y
£ ® o .
Training . 2l .le %g E _gg . 9
© 8 o R|a el 8l =| 5% bl 51%l e ol c
Llo [)) Oicl¥» - ol o X [} = g =8 = B4
Blol el BIE18IE 5 alal 1ol (ol |5|8IBISI5|2(%]al£l5]€]|5(8] |5§|c|2[S|O]4 LB
sl Sl1&lclolBlgiz|=|®le]ls Flolel2| 218|838\ 8]0 = cle £lo|lalslsiel g E1Ele]l=E
H EE R R BB E R EHHBEBREE EEHEHE R EE R EE
Lre o © slels is J I~ == 5
zldj<|<|2|8|S|8|8|c|S|2le|e|2|3iS|s|s|s |5l |2(2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2|S|B|56|&(3|8 | I &|5|5|2|2]°2
"
o For sworn officers
up to and including
captain, provide at | gl g olol. (o (o000 |00 o |lolo|olele o ele| o |eoef oo o| 26
least 40 hours of a

inservice training
annually.

* For sworn officers
up to and including
captain, provide at
least 30-35 hours of o ® |2
in-service training
annually.

o For sworn officers
up to and including
captain, provide at ® 1
least 40 hours of
in-service training
every two years,

¢ Provide in-service
training {no other L N J o (@ ® ® (] 7
specifications). b

® Study, consider,

or identify in- o ® 2
service training
needs.

® No standard. ® ® ® 3

® Target date for
implementation 75]7s 76|77 78| |75 82 76 75 75] |77 76} |78]77 14

{ * = immediately)

a. Applies to all officers with 2 yrs. of service,
b. Advocates legislatior: requiring annual training hours to be set by the Potice Personnel Standards Board.
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Personnel Policies

10. Criminal

. [
Justice £ el o el o
. " =8 B od - |
Training 5 - al »| 8|%| e 2lsle c g
Ct © “‘.‘_’o-‘—‘-'m @ UCE%»N“’ E&XLN g gg-ga; SE|Z
enters Emgﬁsgg‘ﬁm.‘.‘! o wl5 ggg.agg_\émfagao oc‘;sgiﬂ 212125
& 8 &8 8 £
2%%83-@:»5_%-‘5’%”%3g?:‘”s’.%ass'aﬁgagg;;€§.9§§§§§§ﬁg%sga%
R S8 C ™| o R SR ) Ul olol=1=)2 |8 [ vlajololelx o2 3
Contentof Standard | Z|q| 2| < | |3|S|S[S|T|{S|2||e(<|S|S|S|S|SIS|5|S({2|2|212|212|2|8|81S5|&1818|C&ls5|s(251e2

@ Establish criminal
justice training
center(s) to provide
training for officers L 2L olo(0j® (O o000 0|00 e o000 00O o0 ¢ [ ) 24
without access to b
local facilities.

¢ {Other standards
indicate that
criminal justice
training centers ®
are already in
existence.)

® No standard o 2,00 ® ® (-] o @e| 9

e Target date for
implementation 78]78 78|78 78 78 78 78{78(78{ (82| |80 1
{ * = immediately)

a.” Specifies that legislation should empower P.O.S.T. to approve institutions and facilities for training of officers and recruits.
b, Advocates one center only.
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NAC
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Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Colorado

Connecticut

Delaware

Florida
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idaho

Indiana
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Louisiana
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13. Physical

itness
Facilities

fitness facilities

® Provide physical
for officers.

® Provide physical

fitness programs
or standards for

officers.

*No standard

* Target date for

implementation

(I.A.

immediately)
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Personnel Policies

14. Enhancement

@
of the Patrol = 8o ol o
. = =] e
Officer’s Role AIRE ols "éi;,.g_eﬁ s 152|2]q g 9
= = id he) & x © [} £
gt Vol8lEl8lEl e alel |o Sl 18lslstetcial 8l |5 8{3{S|8] [El.|121S{8]§ I
o| 8l Sleisidle|z]o]le c Rlaleolll2|o|2|2(I8]|8lo|lT|S5=la] e HBEEIHMEIT Z(€lclog
A EHE N EEHEHHEEHHEHBEE BRI R R EEEE R B EERE RS
i _— L3812t |nlo |l [T et clol®8|S|sSiL12(e|o|o|ol2|[d|oldlc]lx Llol2]l83
ContentofStandard - [ Z2¥qi gl < | <{S|S|S|SlT|G|vlicialZ|SIS|Sis|s|sts|s|22I2[ 2| 2|21 318{SISI&(alG1el e 5(s (25183

® Establish or
expand multiple
classificationand |@®@]@®] |@ @ o o o000 0 o0 e o 09|30 ® ® 09090002
pay grades within
the patrol rank.

® Establish
multiple pay ® 1
grades within
the patrol rank.

® Consider establish-
establishing
muttiple classi-
fication and pay o o 2
grades within
the patrol rank.

e No standard o |o o |o o o0 |o o o o | 1

® Target date for
implementation
{* = immediately)
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Personnel Policies

15. Collective
Bargaining

New Hampshirz
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
cluding NAC

NAC
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
Idaho
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Jersey
Oklahoma
Oregcn
Texas
Utah
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-

¢ Allow employees
to engage in Y ele
collective bar-
gaining.

@
]
@
o
(4
o
@
=@
)
o
-—
N

e Continue
existing prac-
tice of allowing. . o0 ® 3
collective
negotiations.

® No standard ¢0® ] e e 000 00000 GG GGG S o000 @ @ @ 26

® Target date for
" implementation |45 * 76178 75 78 5
{ * = immediately)

a. Advacates only that this practice be considered,
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LAW ENFORCEMENT
Personnel Policies

16. Prohibition .
of Work . £ gl ol Ele 0
Stoppages and o 12, ol ol lela Elzleleigl | |5l8l%ls §lcl . 2
Job Actions Bl lelBlel8lBl8lelel lof |16 [BIEIGIC| 2|2l 8l 5|8 818] [El |2|8]E]8 2|88 %%

m_‘,“’SCosgzgmoC glale[21- 212|813 I8[8I01T17[<lels Eleiajelel 8w clElG6l2e
S IR e R R e R A A L R R R 1 e R R R A E BT B I I B R B B B B R T R R R R R
ool x o glElL e @ = e 3
zlg| < 2|a|S|S|S|A||S[els{ei2iIlS(= (551215 (s|2(2|2|2{2(2]2|510(S5{&(3|3 2|55 {2|2jC3
* Prohibit police
work stoppages ele (o oo 00 (0@ ) [ ) e 0 (@ o000 17

through legistation.

® Prohibit potice
work stoppages
and job actions [ 1
through formal
written policy.

o (Other standards
indicating that
legislation pro-
hibiting such o ® ® 3
actions has
already been

) and job actions

enacted.)
® No standard o 0 |00 ® o o/0l000 00 @ O o o ®00]20
i ® Target date for
implementation 76}76 76178 76 75 76 80 %| |78l78l76 1
(* = immediately} . . i
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PROSECUTION
Prosecution Process

1. Approval of .

(S

m

Arrest £ 2| S o
W w G 9l=( 8 gl s c O

2 cj > 0} o clo
arrants © :8.‘20-:—3'8 8 cha._mm Eg’gs"‘é g EE%S; %.E )-(‘:l‘,
Elel 2l 2IEIBIBIEIg12 18] lalel Gl 8l8lE151s]%lall8 21912 |olel3|ClO] 8 21E|é|de
ol 8185125l c|R|E]5l2 |8 ]| Blelel sl ElalB|E 5|8 5| 2] Bl €lel 5|8l Eic| S| El 8l <|E|5|8lms
BN =l1&2]lc]8l5lolE]ls clojzlCiG EfU]NIS]|0 =28 S5 el € olw 2
b K IR R - i 31 0(Q(B(B|3(&|a|@|B{2|Ele1218(8(8{8(d|d(s[s(c{=|2|S(3 AR EIR L K
zl<j<fal2|8|S|8|alc|s|z|cteie(SiSls|s18 155152121 212|2|2| 26|35 (&13I3E|&i5|s|2|51e3

* Obtain the formal
approval of the
prosecutor before
issuing an arrest o o ®600 e (@ o o0 oo |@ e |0 15
warrant or filing
a complaint,

® Obtain the formal
approval of the
prosecutor before ® L | ] 3
issuing an arrest
warrant.

® Obtain the formal
approval of the
[ 1
prosecutor before
filing a complaint. .

® No standard o0 X0 00 00 o0 ol® 0 0 L J o o0 0 e 0 e 2

® Target date for
impiementation 0
{ * = immediately)

a. Adds search warrant,
X Adopted ABA Standards,
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2. Guidelines for
Taking Persons
into Custody

PROSECUTION
Prosecution Process

NAC

issippi

Missouri
cluding NAC

Tennassee
Washington
Wisconsin

irginia
Toral ex-

ik

North Carolina
Vv

Connecticut
Minnesota
Miississi

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Dakota
Ohio
Pennsylvania
South Carofina
Soutfr Dakota

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
ldaho
indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Michigan
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
QOklahoma
Qregon
Texas

® Aid the police
in establishing
guidetines for
taking persons
into custody.

® Aid the police
in establishing
guidelines for
taking juveniles
into custody.

® Provide law
enforcement
agencies with
legal advice
regarding their
functions and
duties.

® No standard

® Target date for
implementation
{ * = immediatoly)

9 e o |00 e & (@ oo 0® o o0 17
) b a

Guidelines by the Police and Prosecutors should be developed separately. .

Advocates drawing up law enforcemnent guidelines only for those cases where it is contemplated that the pretrial intervention decisions will he made
by the police; in other cases the prosecutor develops the guidelines.

Adopted ABA Standards.
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PROSECUTION
Prosecution Process

3. Preliminary
Hearings in
Misdemeanor
Cases

South Dakots
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Virginia
Washington
Wiscensin
Torl ex-
cluding NAC

North Carolina

Connecticut
Minnesota
Mississippr

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico

{ North Dakota

QOklahoma
Pennsylvania
South Carolina

NAC
Afabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Coforado
Delaware
~lorida
Georgia
fdaho
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Michigan
Missouri
Monztana
Nebraska
Nevada
Chio
Qregon

® Discontinue pre-
liminary hearings °
for misdemeanor
prosecutions,

]
L)
(]
)
@
(]
®
&
o
@
o
L]
@
o
-
o

® (Related statements
supporting the
limitation of preli- ]
minary hearings ® ® o 3
for felony and
serious misdemeanor
cases).

® Study the possibility
of eliminating preli- o ]
minary hearings.

® No standard o X0 |@@® o ® ¢ 00 O |@ o000 00 o0 o0 | 22

e Target date for
implementation 0
{* ivunadiately)

X Adopted ABA Standards,
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PROSECUTION
Prosecution Process

4. Guidelines o
for Diversion 2 e )
5 . al =1 815l 8 2518 < by
w) 518 o 2la sls © gl 5 Slel,
gl lolBIE[81El8lalel |o 81 |2lsial&lclelsl Bl E1BI8I& |E _—288?;’; ol BlE] %2
of Slols B e @ |\® ngg‘"ﬁm"'mrwi aret > » clEIE|¢E
of 83|51 5|2151E 518\ | ol Blel el 2le| LG 512 1815513 5l 5] ol 5] Bl Bl 5| £ 8l s 5|5 | Bl 58
g K Rl R A 21013l 8lBlslGla|mlslLlSl2lels dlalalaf{s|olEl= 1313211 EIREIB| 28
zlz|2lq|2|8i{G|8|8|c|Sl=lle|e|3|Z| 2|55 |55 (3|2|2{2|2|2]|2|2|5]|a]5| &332 8552|594
o
* Publish gquidelines
governing diversion |@ L L 22 o e L 06 o0 ® L 2t L N J o0 L J o0 &) 24
decisions. ¢
* Develop diversion
guidelines {no
stipulation that they ’ o0 ¢ o i 6
be made public).
* No standard @ IX |® o e B | A L Y 9
* Target date for
implementation 77 1
(*  immedintely)

X Adopted ABA Standords.
B Stote has standurd on topic; content data unavailable.

a. For juventles.
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PROSECUTION
Prosecution Process

5. Diversion

QO
. . [ L] ©
Criteria . gl | 18l ol &l o
ol 13 o ela ggietelgl |e |5lel2le Sl
g Sloe ° o x © © A=4
gl el 8lclelslslclel (el |18 [S1EIQ|SIS|81%| &l 5l2|81S] [Elc|2|SI8]8 ol B8l 32
gl Si51cto|Siglz|oIDlols glalej2 8B5S 80T 5|21l g Elsldlclel @] a c|E|lG1SE
olalz| R EEl e (2|5 alslS| et e15|s 2|6l Ela|2is|a] gzl &l z1ElElelE|lcl5|E|El ls|als|8|Es
21 21C ®| o2 @ glojele|l=(=t2le ola|la]vlajololc]x Elell 5
Zl<|zj<{<|S|S{Q|A||S|2|elale |35 2lsis|sisl5121212|2|2|212|18|3(51&8|818188|5]51215]83
¢ Use diversion pro-
grams for offenders
when the likelihood
of conviction is high
but when the benefits ole L | o0 o o0 0000 ® [ Y J o0 o000 ® .0 ®] 24
of noncriminal diver- a

sion for the offender
outweigh the poten-
tial danger to society.

® Use diversion pro-
grams for offenders
when the benefits :
of noncriminal di- ° ° P Py Py ® 6
version for the c
offender outweigh
the potential danger
to society.

® Consider using
diversion when ® : o |® ® : () 7

appropriate.

® Support the enact- N L e
ment of legislation . ° ® 2
allowing and legal-
izing diversion. .

¢ No standard X ® 1

¢ Target date for
implementation
{ * = immediately)

77 1

States that court approval must be sought if the diversion agreement includes a substantial depravation of liberty.
Standard sets forth criteria indicating which offenses may qualify defendants for diversion.

Does not advocate use of diversion but does specify some standards to use if diversion is adopted.

Jurisdictions may wish to consider the development and implementation of diversion programs.

Adopted ABA Standards. 47

x oo




PROSECUTION
Prosecution Process
6. Guidelines R
for Plea = Ele olll® o
) 5 - al > 83| o cl2l 2 <
Negotiations o aleloldle o |olcl2lEl lele| |EI8|5I5|% (8] |§|5% ¢ slgl, 3
El ol 2| B1EIR|G| B | e © wl® HEI AR HEE R B clels|Q2| 8 o121¢]3e
ol 81 8| 8(5|2 5|2 8|2 2l | Blele| 2|2l ELE 1212 5 8]5] 5|3 €| €] ol 5| 8] E| £ |5l 8| 8| < |5 12| &S
|Bieic|¥islo 3|8l |®8|O I EIEIEA B S slo|lEtx|®1cl21215] 31812181218
z|qg| <l <|€|S|S|8|a|z|E|zlc|ate|S|s|Z |55 |55 Is|2(2|2|2|2{2|2|G|0|5{&|& |82 2|5 |S|Eig]|e3
¢ Establish guide-
lines governing ole a
S ® ® oe e (@
plea negotiation o ®e L 2 o e 10 |@ o000 @GO :O. :O 25
practices.
* Ny standard o X|o (@ ) ® X e |0 @0 ® o0 ] 14
» Target date for
implementation 76 77 2
{ * = immediately)

a. Adds that prosecutors may wish to consider writien policies.
b. Adds that the guidelines should be tegislatively established mandatory standards.

X Adopted ABA Standards.
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PROSECUTION
Prosecution Process

7. Presentation
of Plea
Negotiation
Agreements

North Carolina
North Dakota

Ohio

South Carolina
South Dakota

New Hampshire
Tennessee

NAC
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
ldaho
Indiana
iowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryiand
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Jersey
New Mexico
Oklahoma
Pennsyivania
Texas
Utah
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-
cluding NAC

® Present all plea
negotiation agree-
ments in court,
and place in the Py PY oo/0o0(00 e o ) e 0o |@ol® o o0 ®]19
record a full state- a
ment of the terms I ,
underlying the
agreement,

o Present all plea
negotiation agree-
ments in court, and
and place in the
record a full state-
ment of the terms
underlying the
agreement, for
felony cases only.

® Present all plea :
negotiation agree- o [ ) o0 4
ments in court.

® No standard o X|®] @@ ® o0 0le [0 |@ o e o ] 15

® Target date for
implementation
{ * = immediately)

a. Does not stipulate that the agreement be in open court, but that it must be recorded.
X Adopted ABA Standards.
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PROSECUTION
Prosecution Process

8. Management

Q

Y ™ m w
Information 2 £l 8 ol S| 8 0
5 8l > 8198 HEF & <
Systems MNEIR ol o ela © IR g sl 5%l g gicl.z
© glel8lel| c SleojQiciell ol Slo(d]a Zl10|al a o | Q| a| %
wiBIElD|b © @ Sl e wl51€ o) @ ol | > o =lelclag
Elalc SialplSl8)E I vl Rl d1ai2lsl g8l TI 3 S s Clol@{ecic| @ v cl=|g c
S clof w SO oo Rl 2 2ioiel e = 5 Sle -5
x| o)l g|& c = o w© Rigl >l el AR clelelolaf e €l ol ol ol
2%ng....ch_“Boﬁﬁ;:g.a\éocﬁﬂgg%sggoa'f;@c:gggﬁge’gms'g
@i o2 = | S 8. © =le=12 e O el B =
zl<|g|qiq|8|S|S|alz|E|R|c|elL|S|Z|S|5|5|5|5(51212]2|212|2|2|6|3]5|&(8]8|f1# |55 |8 |zle3

¢ Provide the prose-
cutor with access to
a computer that
performs administra-
tive functions such ole o e o (eo (@ P ® o0 |® 12
as case scheduling,
multiple indexing,
etc., in high-volume
systems or where
eccnomical.

® Use an information

system for the above oo @ ® o0 e oo ¢ @ |® 12
functions {not neces-

sarily computerized).

’

® No standard o X L JEK o o ® o0 00 o0 o @ ® [@®]16

¢ Target date for :
implementation 76
* = immediately)

X Adopted ABA Standards,
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PROSECUTION
Personnel
1. Time
. @
Commitment . E gl o oSl o
o= [l =
3 _ 81 > Biol @ cl®l8 = I
© o ® =ialx © | X Q

© floldlo ® Ol ]lolo El 4l x| 5l ® Q5| ol B AR -4
gmgﬁsggam.g i w8 ,%g,ﬁ%sg-‘émfaguo El<{2|S]a] & el2eldo
Ug-:gg%&ag%?‘g’g,@mgg%&zc‘gagbﬁ;;;‘é‘éo%fééﬁﬁ%%c%'i865
 EIEIRIRI R IR B R R R I I E A M T H I EH R H F cl 3|21l x| =l2l%12]28
zlal<|a|<|S|S|8|8|T|S|=le|e|w|S|sS|2[s|s |5 (532|212 2]|2[2|2|6]|a|5|&|3|318|el5|S 25|83

* Emplo o
mploy prosecutors lgle e0oo oo o oo |o oo 00000000 ° e'eele o2

on a full-time basis.

® Ensure access to at
least one full-time
prosecutor in each
jurisdiction or
region, but assistant o o |@o|® o ® 6
prosecutors may be
part-time if the
jurisdiction has a
small caseload.

® Have or encourage
full-tirme prosecutors
whenever it is neces- ° o e 3
sary and feasible.

* No standard @ X ® o ® ] 5
a

® Target date for
implementation
{ * - immediately)

77 1

a. Already a state praciice.
X Adopted ABA Standards,
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PROSECUTION
Personnel
2. Pre-Service ‘
Training £ g g
i v ] ol £] 8 o| S| 8 Q
3 - al >l ol o el ® [ I
® .2 0 Sla IS ol Xl S|e
© =lolas|e 2 Ble|&lg]-|nlz £ X © £ gmmg’ el oz
el el EIEl IR S el ] o]l Bl (5|58 ol 2|81 21812] |5lsl31S 10 8. || 8|52
o B MR H R SRR R R R EEEEEEHER RN R E AR ES
[ o wlo w0 [} slal®|lslllE|lL|Liclolel ||| ololsS|x SlE|lo| 2 =
zl<|zj 2| <{S|SISIA |G |2leial2|S|S|s|sis (55151222 2[2|2{ 218|531l 5|s|2l5]|85

¢

* Require new pro-
secutors to attend
a prosectuor’s
training course o9 L4 o o 0l ‘, L0 : e (900 ® |o ) ) 18
prior to taking ¢
office.

® Reqtire training
for prosecttors
{without stipula-
tion that it be
received prior to
taking office).

® Establish training
programs for new ® o e |©® o 5

prosecutors.

® No standard @)X e [ ] e (0 ® e e ) ®i0 N

¢ Target date for
implementation * 1
{ * = immedintely)

a. Requires a minimum of 40 hours of pre.service training.
b, Requires a minirnum of 80 hours of pre-service training,

X Adopted ABA Standards.
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PROSECUTION

Personnel
3. In-Service
. s )
Training = g e gle
= ﬂJ"‘"‘
5 . 8 > 8|58 18l 8 < 2
© o o ol'a 8-—5.. © [ ) [s}
© 2] o o olec|® " © 13 X © m% 21el.z
Blolel8El8l5 8 s|el Lol o8], |2|Bl3)S!s|218| sl | 5| 8(818) |5]<|5|S|8 N B
xlolclolclglslBlololt Rlalels| s alalelgle o £l £ cldlalelet 2w ch=laf=5
gggNQ:gc_@aoﬁggcasa slalale|s| 8| 2| = z|E|El 2|l gl E|5IE 5| SlsialG|2lFs
S22 ™| o TR R ololelolslS IS 12 le v|lovlalajo|olelx Slojd
zja{Z|{<|<{3|S|S(A|T|E |||« (I|S(s|S|SIE |5 |s|212|2|212]|2|2|5|3|5|&|8|8e| 858|823
® Require prosecutors
and assistants to . |elo o L L o |0o/0o|0|0/0 (060 00O 0000 oo |00 00 26
attend a formal train-
ing course annually.
® Establish in-service
training for prose- o e |0 ® [ ] @l 6

cutors.

® Encourage the
establishment of
continuing educa- ) L L J ] 4
tion programs for
prosecutors.

® No standard o X @ . o ® 4

® Target date for
implementation 0
{* - immadiately)

X Adopted ABA Standards.
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PUBLIC DEFENDER
Organization and Planning

1. Provision of

. Q
Defense Services = 2o 8l a
o G al=l 8 o] B3 I c 0
=] - al >l ol © cl© g
@ o © ot'g sg'—\.x © sl Sl o ol e

© anlsjolsle Vleclv e |0} @ E X| @of ® s|aj®l o =2 =3 YA
ElolelBlel2lEi8ele| 1o |o(S] (5I&|B|SIs|81%|]el5{8|S|S] {E||2(E|S]5 g5
sl 2i&lelofli2izloivlols {x'am—...wmo.@,robx"icc clolalele]l 2w clzlogl=c¢
S EHEEEHEREHBR R EIEHEEE R EHEEBBREEEEHEHEHE R
BlIBIC|ICIw]olol®]l]la wnlolelolslslslsllloldla) vl dlo]lole)lx] o glolalelmioi2103
zlg|d|q|<|S[ojo|aji|o|B |8 [IISIsiSISIS1SIS|Z12|Z|2|Z|ZI 2|88 |8 LiS5(5 =2 (218

¢ Provide defense ser-
vices in each locality
through an assigned
counsel system draw- { @ | @ ® o060 o000 000 L L K ) e |00 ] o o] 21
ing from the private a
bar and from a pub-
lic defender organi-
zation.

® Provide defense ser-
vices, with local
option on the type
of system (assign- o o ] ® ® e |0 7
ment of counsel or
public defender).

¢ Create or expand
a full-time state-
wide public defend- e : o e |® |o 6
er organization.

(]

® Provide defense ser-
vices through an
assigned counse! sys-
tem but experiment o 1
with a hybrid system
using both assigned
counsel and public
defenclers.

* No standard o|X ole ° ° 5

® Target date for
implementation 78 79 2
( * = immediately)

a. Assigned attorneys are advocated for unusual circurmnstances only.
b. Counties with smaller populations currently use private counsel,
¢ Advocates an independent, non-profit organization under contract ta the state.

X = Adopted ABA Standards. 54




PUBLIC DEFENDER
Organization and Planning

2. Financing for

. [}
Public Defender £ 2w 2la
. - % al<| 8 2l=13 Q
Services NIRE ol Blalsielgl (ol [5l2l8]s sl 2
Slol|lstle © Tlel ol ® % © @l ol g sl 2
Emg§sg§5m.‘2 o wl& ggg.%sg%mgag‘gﬁ gc‘;UD§2 2121 ¢lde
Sixl{o{S[e|S(&21D]| 2ol Rlaleltei@lelo(2( 2R 2 £|E sioltets| @l al |S|E18)=E
2%3.&2‘-‘5_2:g‘agﬁagg:‘gaﬁcﬂﬁggggggggﬁﬁggz:csmggﬁgg
Bl & 8 S|E|B|8 @ S 8| £ 2
zlq|zi<|<|S|S|S|alz |G| |e|al2(S|S|Sis|E 15 |5 is1212|2| 2| 2|21 2|618|5 3|32 8552|582
® Provide for
S‘fa‘e{)'lf)a':jcmg ole ° o0 0000|000 o ooicele (eoee o lo (oje (@ 27
of public de- a

fender services.

® Provide for
state contribu-
tions to financing L ® o 3
of public defen- : b
der services.

® No standard o X o L ® o [ e o{®®]|10

e Target date for
implementation 0
{ * = immediately)

a. Advocates state financing only when the state becormes able to afford it,
b, Existing state law.

X = Adopted ABA Standards.
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PUBLIC DEFENDER
Organization and Planning

3. Location of

[ V]
Offi £ 2 2
i ©
ffices . HIREIEE 218 ol |9
. 0 < Y
© O © oi'a 8 [l B 1] ol % @ ol c
Rl Slo ° o , © € x| al® LRI =R =Y B4
Bl o|elBlElB|E|5]elal (o] |o|8l.I5|8|8[215|8|8!]s!5]2|S|S] |5]c|2|C|S| 8 B
[T} o [ B ~=12 e Q = B
ol8lslelslelslcla(EElelsle] 228l 2|5l |5 (RIEIE|E HEEEEHEEREHE B HE
|8 C)¥|Ri5(8]=|8] 88|28 513]5|5|S|s|212|518||8)2|3|5|6|2|%(8|53|2]s|5[8|2|8|2]2%
Zldl || < |ojojo|o|rjolBlEle|v|a]|s|3|S|(si2iE|2|zlziZ|ZiZ|Z|Z|0l0|o|2 &I =] ~|D|5 (2|2

® | ocate public
defender offices
in the neighbor- ole ® o ® { JY o @ ® @ 10
hoods where most
of the clients live.

® {_ocate public

defender offices PY P ® ® 5
in easily accessible a a
locations.

® |_ocate puhlic
defender offices
in areas which
will not cause the
public defender to ® ° 2
be identified ex-
cessively with the
law enforcement
and judicial systems.

* No standard (X L L o |®0o |00 OO |00 LAL o000 o0 ® 0 e} 23

© Target date for
implementation
{ * = immediately)

a. Specities that the location be accessible to the courts, rather than the clients.
X = Adopted ABA Standards.
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PUBLIC DEFENDER
Organization and Planning

4. Use of Computers

. Q

for Public Defense 5 8l e o 8le
Management 5 ~ &l >~ 8|58 e15(8 c <
; © wl2lalg|e el telslEl&lcielel [El2151SIR] 1] [SIR]&|8 2leliz
El ol @I 3| E1BIG| Bl ai @ o nwl® %gg';:ﬁgﬁmfw-; o ol=ls|9|C] 8 Lleléloso
st2islS([S1E12(21ClelElclBlale|Sl2lE121318 8181 212 cle]o|El8|2lclele|allel|E|slsE
A28 12| 2|5(3151218 8|5 2|2l 5]3]5]5|8(E\2|215|8 5| 5| 31 3(5|5|2(=| 8 5|313] 5| 5| 5|2l8|8]|58
=]l =<l w|~“] ® - == = | = = s
Ziq|a|qj<|[S|o|oja|Tjo|B|Eje|via|sis[E|5 (s IS |2]zizlzlz|zlz{z|olo|o|&|8 &S| iSls|=lg]|83

® Provide the public
cefender with access
to a computer that
performs admini-
strative functions
such as case sche- L L J ] o |©@ e 0 00 |0 o0 ® ® o0 |0 16
duling, multiple
indexing, etc., in
high-volume
systems or where
economical

o Use an informa-
tion system for
the above functions ® ® 2
(not necessarily
computerized)

* No standard e[ X0 0 |® |® |00 L o |o0 oo 000 G000 ® (0]22

® Target date for
implementation 85
{ * =~ immediately)

80 2

X = Adomed ABA Stantards.
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PUBLIC DEFENDER
Organization anrl Planning

5. Felony Caseload
Limits

New Hampshire
irginia

NAC
Alabama
Alaska
Ar'Zhna
Arksnsas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
Idaho
Indiana

lowa

Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Jersey
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ghio
Oklahoma
QOregon
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tenness=e
Texas

Utah
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-
cluding NAC

%

e Limit public
defender felony | 'Y
caseloads to 150
per year.

o
@
L]
@
o
| ]
~J

¢ Limit public
defender felony
caseloads to assure
proper representa- o ’ ® ° ® ) e °® 8
tion (no figure
specified).

¢ No standard o0 X0 |@ el 10 oo 00/0 000 [ 00 00 00 0005

e Target date for
implementation 0
(* = immediately)

a. Sungests the development of standards for felony caseload management,
X = Adopted ABA Standords. .
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PUBLIC DEFENDER
Organization and Planning

- 6. Provision of

. . E., 1 1]
Services during = el o gl o ,
. [~ ' ol=10o 2l=|08 c O
Mass Disorders ol 12 ol al 2lelelxy (= [5l8x § <
m 2lolate o vicl&l&l-lelnm E$x8m E I AR 2lel.z
€ ”§CUUNNQ i} @ Cg,%--ht:*‘n"’u‘:“’ o "803 oi@ral s
steic|elslolelstidielole glalef2[212(2]|318|B|B| XI55l 28| 2lelel g« els(6l28
H E MBS REE R AR AR HEEE R E R EEEE R R ES
Sl BICiCiwlo [ s mlold|llslele e old|la|la|lov|lolojc|xie e o]l dlej=|Nj=]lod
zl<|<| 2| |S|o|S|A|c|{s|2|c|e|L|S|Z|S|E|5|5 |5 (5|2|2| 2| 2|2|2| 2|05 &38| 815|522

¢ Ensure that the
local public de-
fender or bar
association develops | @] @ o [ ] ® 4
a plan for providing
defense services dur-
ing a mass disorder.

e Ensure that the
judicial councit .
or the courts
develop a plan for L K ] ] 4
court processing
during a mass
disorder.

*Develop a com-

prehensive criminal ® o lo o e o0 7
justice plan for mass

disorders.

*No standard o|X| |ooe®0® e o 000000 |© o0 0 e o @ e 0 e o225

e Target date for
implementation 0
{ * = immediately)

X = Adopted ABA Standards.
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PUBLIC DEFENDER
Defense Function

1. Post-Detention/

"« _an [V}

Conviction & o o 2l
[ o ﬁ ol=]5 Rl B - Q
Defense Services 5 o= gl >[efel2f | l5]el$ 5 <
© al@l ol o © Olcle|8l~la|® E|l 3% [} £ g ) & slel .2
ol ®lc|ol0]E © © S Cmc._&-c-xmma;m(gc c--(SDg; ofo|af x o
El m| & \_m&,mm._ b wn |9 .‘E.Q‘Xim:’m:@nl'—»ﬁ o] > o ' cl&lc]eg
mxog.9~c?EE’Ommﬂ.w“’>rc--g~L ‘:":0":085'5:;0_;_>—1:°‘5'—-
H EE R R R S HEHEE R R HEREHEREE R RS EIR B
zl<j<i<|<|S|SI8[AllB|2ele|C|S|S =25 |25 |5|Z2|2| 2| Z[Z2|2| 2|5 |ota|&||8| 21855258 %

® Provide public
representation to
{a) inmates wishing
to appeal, (b} indi-
gent inmates of
detention facilities,
{c) indigent parolees | @ o ol®o o LK J | o0 (@0 (6 o (0 0@ 16
at parole revocation
hearings, and (d)
indigent probationers
at proceedings affect-
ing probationary
status.

¢ Same as Item 1
above, omitting
indigent probation-
ers,

® Provide public
representation to
inmates who wish
to appeal, to indi-
gent inmates of
detention facilities, L oo ® LR ® 7
or in all criminal
proceedings {usu-
allty limited to the
first appeal).

¢ No standard ¢ 0o X0 ° o |00 e |o0 o @ | J 00 0|16

¢ Target date for
implementation
{* = immediately)

X = Adopted ABA Standards,
60
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PUBLIC DEFENDER
Defense Function

2. Earliest Point

H Q

of Representation 2 o o of o
£L =] & wl=| Q
3 ol é§§e§’ o '5938 < I
2 Slao © ° elal © X © ] elel. .z
g mﬁsg’a‘,ﬁmm © wl§ c%g.e..gﬁmm;mﬁo gc?;(-’oﬂ 2|2|2|5x%
2l &lc|lolt|2|zle|D < wle| 22|83l BB 51=2(clc cidlale|el 2] a cle|gllc
sl ¥ 21slEls]e <212 (sl |28 >|Elc]|a |2l E[B cltlol|ls glelsle]l Bic|slE]l8]wE
|2 ES|2l5]3l5ls1 218|158 IE|6(315 & 1L|5(2|2\8\5)5| 3| 5| 3(5|5|2|2| 86|32 5] 58|28 (5]53
Z<(<<I<(UULO)CJIOEE£’¥JEEEEEEEZZZZZZZOOOQ.U)(%’—}—D>330—73

® Provide counsel
to eligible defen-
dants during
Investigatory olo ° ool (o (0@ o |o |of |@ ° o |o 14
stages in which
the individual is
a likely suspect,
or upon arrest.

¢ Provide counsel
to eligible defen-
dants upon arrest ® o |® () ® [ ] o} 7
{or at the first b
stage of criminal
proceedings).

+4]

® Provide counse!
to eligible defen-
dants no later o
than the first
court appearance.

® Provide prompt
and reasonable
defense repre- : ° 1
sentation that
includes pretrial
activities.

® No standard ¢ X loe® ® ® e e |© ® ® o0 (® o0 5

Target date for
implementation
{ * = immedintely)

a, Advocates the ""earliest possible client representation’’,
b. Suggests counsel be provided within 24 hours after arrest,

X = Adopted ABA Standards. 61



PUBLIC DEFENDER
Defense Function

4. Compensation

QO
1] ©

£ €l e ol £ 8 o

L 7] ol=| o Sl=ilo c
2 = ar 21891 x @ c)1 ) x & g
) g ) e Sla © El 8| x| 5] ® Ols|m| 8 eley.z
of Ioj8lelR]E]S ol |w £ elglolelclel¥| |l 5| 8|3]8] |E|.|2|5|8]% =|2l2l x5
Emcc‘émmg%'a c "'-gm.@,2’$$3m$ux—)§£c _Cgﬁ;;mm :‘EO—C
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® Require that
defendants with
public represen-
tation pay that
portion of the eole oo o ¢ (o o0 o (® (o 00O o 0@ o 00 20
cost that they
are able to afford
without substan- ‘
tial hardship to
them or their
families.

® Develop a
system whereby
defendants pay ® Y o @ 0] 5
some part of the -
costs of public
representation.

@

® No standard o X ol0e e o (@ o @ @ o0 00 ] ® 15
* Target date for
implementation 0

(- immediately)

a. Partial payment system exists (standard suggests increasing the supervision of those able to make partial payments),

X = Adopted ABA Standards.
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PUBLIC DEFENDER
Personnel

1. Selection of
Pubiic Defenders

NAC
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
Cajifornia
Coiorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
Idaho

Indiana

lowa

Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Michigan
Minnesota
Muississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Qregon
Pennsylvania
South Caralina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-
cluding NAC

o Nominate candidates
for public defender
through a commission
or similar body with
final selection by the
Governor.

e Same as Item 1 above,
except with final selec- ® 1
tion by the Supreme
Court.

e Nominate through the
appropriate district :
bar, with final selection i i 2
by the Governor.

o Nominate through
local nonpartisan
boards, with appoint- ] 1
ment by the county
commissioners.

o Select public
defenders through o L ] 3
public election.

¢ Appoint public de-
fenders through the
board of directors or ® ® 2
trustees of the public
defenders organization.

o Ensure independence
and competence of pub-
tic defenders through an ® ® 2
appropriate selection
process {no process
specified).

® No standard o Xi® |®e ® o0 0 o @00 ®bHl® e o 0 o |®e(e]20

a

(2]

¢ Target date for
implementation 79 1
{ * = immediately)

a. Stipulates that final selection be by the appropriate governmental authority.
b. Stipulates that current selection policy should be continued without specifying what the current policy is.
c. Only the Chief Public Defender is appninted by the Board of Trustees, assistants are selected by the Chief Public Defender.

X = Adopted ABA Standards. 63



PUBLIC DEFENDER

Personnel
2. Use of Full-Time
. [4]
Public Defenders & 2| o Rl
- & ol|=| o Ll g c (@]
3 — el > 0jo c| O g
© 0 © ol'a o x © ol S| Ol e
Olol2lae olel s " © El 8] 'x [} Biol B sre) .z
Elole|BlElB|SiElalel ol [olS| | 5|B|E1S 5|52l 8| 28|0|8] |5]c{2|S|S|8 21212 5e
olx|olslel8le|zln(BlolS Qlalels|E wlgli8| oo = cle clolatecie] @ v ElElol<=c
slelale|Elslelelalslalstigli gl elsis alElElalalslal S|zl sl zlElEle|sllcls|s|ElelslalE|]es
1= = olelXia oo slelies s [V VR TR TR T s X e X - g 2
z|<|q|a|<|8|S|S|a|x|Ele|c|e|2|3[=|=|5|2 (55 |5|2|212|2(2|2|2|618({5|&(3 8| 8|5(S|R5(e2
® Employ public
pioy P olo 0 oo |o (ol@® ole! loleole |® e ele ° o3 |o 21

defenders on a
full-time basis.

® Employ public
defenders on a
full-time basis, ® ® 2
where justified
by the caseload.

® No standard ®i X o® L JERT ) L M ] n ee L 2% ) ® ® 00016

® Target date for
implementation 78 1
(* = immediately)

X = Adopted ABA Standards.
B = State has standard on topici content data unavailable,
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PUBLIC DEFENDER

Personnel

3. Public Defender .
Terms ) HAAEE RHE .

a Sl e 21510
=] - Ql > [} 3 cl O =4 g
© e} ® o l'g Sl x ) Sl 8jx Slel.
ol 1ol8lEl8]%]2]lel |e HREBHSEHHAHHHE EREREEIEE MEIEEE
ol i 25188 S|8]8|o!8 S MR E IR RS KR Slstz 2le|Else
g HEHHEHEHEHEHEHEEREH I EEHEE R EHERHE R
e BRI R G o8 8l G alelg|lElZ|2]|ele| 2] @ slolelx|8]& S 2lEinle]s3
Zla| <2 2|S|S|S|8l |G|zl (el |SiS|S(S|5 155 (121212(2|2{2| 2| 2|6]0|6|&|3 818|552 8]e3
® Employ public

defenders to serve eole ole ° Y ® o0 olole ® 13

terms of not less
than four years.

© Use a merit .
system in deciding
whether to retain .‘ . 2
the public defender.

® Employ public
defenders for

terms equivalent 7] 1
to those of pro-
secutors,
®No standard o X0 0 ee o ® o0 LT oo o a o0 o 0000 023
*Target date for
0

implementation
{ * = immediately)

a. States that the terms of public defenders as stipulated in N.J.S.A,, 2A: 158 A-1 should be continued.
X = Adopted ABA Standards,



PUBLIC DEFENDER
Personnel
4. Compensation R
. gl | 18] e ol £l @ o
a Sl o 21510
3 — al >l ol o cl o < g9
Rl L ® © Sla 3{“‘-"‘ o @‘-J‘ O.El
g ”ﬁﬁgggm.‘! m wl& %g‘g,g-zg&"mEa%BB gc'§.88§ -Qégﬁi
SiSlcisle z|lviPlolE glalel 2221838 8|elT|2|2]lele] |2 8| 2fclc| @] w clEl§5)128
e B E R AR REH RN R EEEEEEEEEE B B
T =l = = 5 =3 B A R [3] Y - &= 2 <]
Content of Standard z<<E28888&@2523322222222252222000&88&¢5>Ssﬁﬁ
® Compensate public
defenders at a rate
comparable to that | @ L JL I ° .|® |@® ® ® 8
paid by private a 0 a a a
taw firms.
® Compensate public
cdefenders at a rate
comparable to that ® L L ® ® o9 O 0O (0 @ 13
of prosecutor ¢
counterparts.

¢ Compensate public
defenders in accord-
ance with provisions ] e 2
established by a
board or commission,

® No standard o)X o0 o (o o000 'O o0om (O e |00 16
b

® Target date for
implementation 0
{* - irmmediately)

o Refers to salaries through the first 5 years of service only.
b. State has standard for salary of Chief Public Defender only.
¢ Existing stote law,

X = Adopted ABA Standords,
@ = State has standard on toplic; content data unavaitable,
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PUBLIC DEFENDER

Personnel
b. Civil Service
Status £ YNa 8w
L §,>8€8 '&%S ‘e S-I)
2 3 ] aia =l . clQlx §1c
el el 8IE8I5 s alel (o] |oI8] |Blal5iSls]el8]|5|12]8|8] |&|(2I8|818 | |=|B|E]:2
ol 5| 31515125 E|ZI2 0 e 5 ol Ble el Bl E1 8|8 51 E R 5 515 | €l o| 5| Bl 2|5 5| 2 8| <|ElE ]8]S
N KRB R B R R HEEE R E R R Elx SEEEREEEIR B
zl<|a| 2| <|8|S|8|S|x|s|=| e |22 |32 SISI5 |5 |5 (512|212 2| 2|3)3|56]5|5|815131&| 25158 15]ea
e Prohibit public
defenders from ole ole PY
holding civil o |® ® L L[ o (@ ® ® 14
service status.
o No standard o X o0 (@ (@ oo 000 @@ oo o o000 0 |00 (00 0 26
® Target date for
implementation o
{ * = immediately)

a. Standard states anly that public defenders be part oi a non-profit corporation contracted with by the state;
it is theretorg assumed they do not have civil service status.

X = Adopted ABA Standards.
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NAC

Aiabama

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Coiorado

e oXio0

Connecticut

spiepuelg vay pardopy

Delaware

Florida

Georgia

ldaho

Indiana

lowa

Kansas

89

Louisiana

Maine

Z8

Maryiand’

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

-~
New Jersey

New Mexico

North Carolina

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

QOregon

Pennsylvania

South Carolina

South Dakota

Tennessee

Texas

Utah

Virginia

Washington

Wisconsin

oclel® e
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Total ex-
cluding NAC
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PUBLIC DEFENDER
Personnel

7. In-Service
Training

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia

idaho

Indiana

lowa

Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Okiahoma
Qregon
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Totai ex-
cluding NAC

NAC

® Establish
continuing legal
educatnonpro-_ o100 o 00 00® 00 00 oo 0000 GO OGSO o000 O 27
grams for public a
defenders {and
other lawyers).

o Establish a
commission to
advise on local 4 1 2
training needs.

® No standard o X iole o ® L ® [ ] { I0 3 18R

® Target date for
implementation
( * - immediately)

a. Relates to pre-entry and “pre-promotional’’ training only.
X = Adopted ABA Standards.
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COURTS
Court Process

1. Maximum Delay

Q@
on Appearance = 2l o W&l e
Before a Judicial 5 — gl > 8{sl 8 2188 c g
: 2lolele @ olc|2|Q ® £ Bl %l &[® £ ol 5| glel.z
Officer g ”ﬁEUSEm“’ © wl® c“’o'g.zg‘u‘.m“"?ﬁ“’ao gciuog KB R=d ] I e
(8 Slcisill2|lz|olof{alE m'amﬂ‘g’a"}&:svaﬂE;z Llolatelce| gl @ clS|§]=8
AR S < ol T | o 2lel>lel€ls 19 10 ol ® clw|lelCclolelsle ©
B E R MEEE R HHEHE RS HEBHEEE R HEEE EE RS
zlglz| 2|2 S|S|8la|T |G|z || 8| eSS |5|5 15 5 (S12]2|2] 2| 212 2| &i8I5|£1313|8| 8558 5]02
® Bring defendants
before a judicial
officer for an initial |@ ® [ 2

appearance within
6 hours of the arrest.

® Bring defendants
before a judicial
officer for an initial ® { o 3
appearance within
12 hours of the arrest.

¢ Bring defendants
before a judicial
officer for an initial o ® L o @ 5
appearance within
24 hours of arrest.

¢ Bring defendants
before a judicial
officer for an initial o ® 2
appearance within
48 hours of arrest.

¢ Bring defendants
before a judicial
officer for an initial ® 1
appearance within
72 hours of arrest.

¢ Bring defendants
before a judicial
officer for an initial ® ° o ® e 00 0 (O 9
appearance without
unreasonable delay.

® No standard o X(® (@@ e e ® o (o W |@ o o ele (o ece|17

o Target date for
implementation
{ * =~ immediately)

80 1

X Adopted ABA Siandards. B State has standard on topic; content data unavailobla,
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COURTS
Court Process

2. Use of Private

N -9
Bail Bond & Ol o e
Agencies 5 HRNEHE €le|2 g i
3 e al > [e] cl O g
] B - o
o wlelol8le 2l 1elsiElSicielsl 161 Bl 5iS181 L8] 18518 glel.z
£ IR Clo|o|l 6| w].® ] S Cg,g--LC"‘m“’a‘” Q eSO e{2els
gl 21slciolelelzieloiols glelel2j2tatglgigigig[T1S]2 2 "y & clElGI2E
20 sl 2ol 32 Slclel2iaj=|8 £ € S18l21e) 8 4 Sle|Slss
‘&’ﬁg"‘ﬂ:"-ﬂcﬂagﬁﬁgc3‘5~5c$$gn§333tti933’§§’:§gﬁmﬁﬁgﬁ
DI CIiml o [ . gfglalolot.=lo 1 @ dlalatololcl x|« el ol olElollad
Zla|a[ 2|2 |S{S[S|B[x|O|e|E|e|<[I|SISISISIS(Z(S(21212[2[2(2|2[0(0|01& (3 C | {5IS (2213

e Eliminate private
bail bond agencies .
from the pr%trial oo o L0 L 00 0930 ® L o 15
release process.

® Minimize parti-
cipation of private

bail bond agencies L ® 2
in the pretrial
release process.
® Study alternatives
® 2

to the private bait o
bond system.

® Retain private
bail bonding with L ] (3K ] { ] . 0 6
suitable reforms.

*No standard X ojoie oo @0 L o oo |0 @ @ e} 15
® Target date for
implementation 77 78 2

{* = immediately)

X Adopted ABA Standards.
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COURTS
Court Process

3. Time Limits

Q
. [ f1s] ©
gn.l\:hsdemeanor . £ o e MEE o
riais =1 - gl »>jojel¥ clolS c b4
o al2|s|ge gl leisl8l8lclalel |6 B|3I3|&] |Ef_|2|5|&]% &5 2
E e E'Ugmm.'! o] () %gg‘aéﬁf:@mi‘mg ol el > Qlclélde
sl &lS5lelsl 2lol®lo]s Blalel2E Zlal8lE|e S clg cle|lalelgl @ v clElsl=€
H E AR EH A B AHHEHAENEEREHEEE R E AR
e | .. - w_. m P I X0 £1- S Ll B h g
zl<|<|<|{2|8|S|S|a|a|Gizle|e e |3is|2|s|sIs|s|si2|2]|2|2| 2|21 2|6]|a|5|&|3|8|8|el5|5|8|2]e:
e Set a time limit
of 30 days between
arrest or indictment |@ o ® o000 LI K e o0 { o o o 16
and trial in mis- a b

demeanor cases.

® Same as ltem 1 :
except that
the time may be ] [ ] | J ® 5
extended if pre-
trial release occurs.

®Same as Item 1
except time L L 2
limit is 60 days.

¢ Set a time limit
of 180 days between °® ole| @ ® 5
arrest and indictment cld
and trial in all cases.

¢ Mandate the de-
velopment of time
limits through court oo ¢ 3
ruling or statute.

¢ Eliminate delays

in bringing [ o] 2
cases to trial.
¢ No standard o0 X ® @ ® o0 7

¢ Target date for
implementation 82
{* - immediately)

78 2

15 days for district court cases.

From preliminary hearing to trial,

For nonincarcerated defendants.

Should try to attain 30 days in misdemeanor cases.

Adopted ABA Standards.
72

X ange



COURTS
Court Process

4. Time Limits
on Felony
Trials

laine
Marytand

Michigan
North Carolina

NAC

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Colorade

Connecticut

Delaware
Florida
Georgia

tdaho

indiana

lowa

Kansas
Louisiana

M

Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Qregon
Pennsylvaria
South Carclina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas
Utah
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-
cluding NAC

e Set a time limit
of 60 days between
arrest or indictment
and trial, in felony
cases.

¢ Set a time timit
of 60 days between
arrest or indictment
and trial, except o ® 2
that the time may
be extended if pre-
trial release occurs.

o Set a time limit
of 90 days between
arrest of indictment ® o0 oo @ @
and trial, in felony
cases.

* Set a time timit
of 180 days
between arrest
or indictment and
trial in all cases

* Mandate the
development oi
time limits through ole
court ruling or
statute.

¢ Eliminate delays
in bringing ® @] 2
cases to court.

L
o
L
@
(4
o
-
e
o
i d
L4
L
L
L]
—
w

a

¢ No standard L JE 1D ¢ [ [ ]

¢ Target date for
implementation 82 78 2
( * - immediately)

a, Period from preliminary hearing to trial should not exceed 60 days, with a 180 days limit for non-incarcerated delendants.
X Adopted ABA Standards. 73
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COURTS
Court Process

—

5. Grand Jury

Indictments 2 ol o ol o

4 §>o§g gl=]E c Q

g 0= L2901« ciOlx <

ol ol8lo © © glal_ ® El Bl 2|5l % o 51 2lel .2

Bl ol 2l BIEIRBIB 8| nje| o ol 15l8lalelsieislal 581 3(S]8] |5l (31818 alolels%

|l R1S|lclol8|2jzjoiE|lo|E glalel 2|8 alaleidio SiRlele clolajelel @l v cl=|al=¢

I8l B8 E|=| 8 el8sialelalslalslslaleleialdls a5zt clelalp|cl5|5lcl§lslel5] |t

11 wla [T IS « olol=1g1Z |2 oldtalold| o[l E]x Sle(2Llss

zlz|<jq||8|S|8 |G|z |Gl |e |22 |)S|S)SIS|S |5 12|2]2|212)2)2)216]8|56]|&13|&8|&i5iS|g|s)e3

e Efiminate the
requirement for
grand jury indict- |@® ® o (0|9 900 o 0|00 ] ® ] 14
ment in criminal
prosecutions.

¢ Eliminate the
requirement for
grand jury indict-
ment in criminal L J L ® 3
prosecutions, ‘
except in capital
cases. .

¢ Eliminate the
requirement for
grand jury indict-
ment jri criminal
prosecutions, ® * ¢ 3
except in contro-
versial or excep-
tional cases.

¢ Continue
existing grand P o o l® 5
jury indictment ® a
practices.

*No standard P (XI® (0@ ) o [@ o oo |0 ® |00 e]is

e Target date for
implementation ; 0
{*  immediately)

a. Etiminate indictment on ol guilty pleas md where defense ond prosecution pyree 1O waive,
X Adopted ABA Standards,
74




COURTS
Court Process

6. Use of Plea !

o« .. Q
Negotiations £ 2l o 2l e
5 5 ol=18 Sj=1% c Q
. al > olo c{ O L<4
© 2 © &l'a el 5% © Bl c|x )
© !l @] o o Blc|& o © € x o) >mm§ lel ..z
Elolel|8lElB1E|8lslal || (|| I5|BIB|SI5|8Z |2l 5] €|018] |61c|2lS|C R
slSlolslolS|E12(2]|D| |G|l B2l 2f={E2]|2]|0|2] 2 2 £ & clolelels| el glc|SlE]ElzE
B E S R RN R E A HBEHEBEEE R EHEHE R B
Bl 6 , 8 gleld|a o RS 2
zla|<j<j<|S{S|Slalajo|B|e|2|2|3|=(=|E|5 5 15 |5|2|2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 25|05 &38R &I5|5|215]|Rs
® Eliminate plea
negotiation o @ 1
practices. €
e Aim for the

elimination of
plea negotiations,
but conduct nego-

tiations in accord- . ® ° 2
ance with written b

guidelines in the
meantime.

® Support or
permit plea
negotiations
when they are ] ( JX ) 00 O0.0/0"” e 0 o000 ® L J o000 0O @] 26
in the public d d
interest.

a

¢ No standard ® Xl® |® @ o o0 o @ o L 12

® Target date for
implementation 76 1
{ * = immediately)

Sets a time limit after which plea negotiations will no longer be permitted.

Stipulates that adequate resources be insured before plea negotiations are discontinued.
Suggests that there be tighter controls on plea bargaining.

Suagests the elimination of plea bargaining necessitated solely by overcrowded caseload.
. Existing practice in Alaska.

eRoTD

X Adopted ABA Standards.
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COURTS
Court Process
7. Use of .
Pretrial = 8 o 2w
-~ ‘F,, ol=|4& ol=|= Q
Conferences 5 - ai > 815( 2 |58 c b
Llol2le e olc|8l8 o|® HEIREE E SEIELE g1l :2
£ o| BlElB|E| 5] oo ™ ] tsg&-‘—l':c*‘mma‘”‘go ol el5]|Y19] 3 218l
el B{S(cl{s5{P1el3{v|B|olE Blale| 2281813188101 T15{3|c| g clelafeie| €l m cfE{&1SE
e BB EE RN R BB EE E R HEEEE R R B
S13t1c ] Lla © flelsle s IS v|ld|lolo|olo & ok 2lo3
zl<jql 2|2 |S|S|S|8|T |G|z |c|2i2 |35 |55 (1212|121 2| 2121 2|6{als|&13|3|8|8lsls |2 )82

¢ Hold pretrial
conferences for
all cases unless the
judge determines | J o9 [ L X o |0 |el® ® ® ] 12
that such a confer-
ence would serve
no useful purpose.

¢ Hold pretrial con-
ferences for com-
plex or protracted ) ® ® 3
cases, or as needed
and requested.

o (Other statements
indicating that
pretrial confer-
ences are used, [ ] ) Y 3
but without
specifying types
of eligible cases.)

® No standard ® X oo @@ ® e |® o |0 |00 00000 00 00022

® Target date for
implementation
{ * = immediately)

X Adopted ABA Standards.

76




COURTS
. Court Process
8. Rules of o
Pretrial £ gl o gl o
h - wl _lol=| 8 Sz 8 < Q
- e} Q
Discovery ol o|2], ol 1ol lela o |El 812!l o R slel.3
© m@"ég"" o c cgg,g-chmmamuo <lojor g 2213
b"’cc““’gg‘ﬁa g m‘gmg‘g’ﬂ’ﬁ:m%t’xﬂ§cc 2l8i212lel | clE[§]|2C
ol81%| 88| alc|315|5 2 e el BI5IEl2IslEaIBIE|5(8]=| 13| €| Elel&| Bl ElE(E|E|8|s|5|5|8|es
le|<|5|5]a|8]8|al2|8|8|8)5]£|3]8| 3 5|5 |5 |5 |3 |B| 8| 2| 5| 5|5| 015|145 8|5 )8 8| 8| SIS |§ |22
z ofelL p-
® Require full

reciprocal disclo-
sure between the
prosecution and
the defense, with- | o ° o o/ej00/0o 00 ooee (seoe oee (o ) ole 25
in the limits of
constitutionally
protected rights
and witness
safety.

* Require dis-
closure by ° ® ® 3
prosecution
only.

@

¢ No standard olo/xlel o Y o o0 @ 00|12

¢ Target date for 0
implementation
( * = immediately)

a. Refers to plea negotiations only.
X Adopted ABA Standards,
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COURTS
Court Process

9. Jury Size

.?‘:) 0 ©
- s O.EE ol &8 O

[%:) =} 0 =l ==10
3 — al > 8|%® =] c by

@ Q o o |'a $~—s.¥ [} ol 2% o

I 2lels|e Ticle —|ol® E x © © slel.z
[ “’aE’UﬁEm.‘E ® )8 gm8-9~ce‘,,m'°a‘“‘30 gc‘gao 2|2 elde
sl 8| Siclsi®|el{z|d|DlolE Slaje(2 2818153 (818[e(T|5|2|clcl {2161 2]|c|e]|Elw clEl§512¢2
B E BN R R A HHBEEE R E R EEE MR R R
SelclvEiwlo o]0 & slol@ll|S|S|S|sie|e ||| 2l2lololslx|s|S|oialalo|2]E|lo|Ll]laos
zld|q|<|<|8|G|8|ajc|G|2|c|e|<|SIS|s|5|5|5 |5 |5(2(2|2[21212|2|6]|3|5|83|3[{&2|5|5(2|={°3

® Use juries of fewer
than 12 persons but
more than 6 in
criminal prosecutions | @ ® o|® |@ o 5
for offenses not
punishable by
life sentences.

oise 12-member
juries in felony cases
unless the parties
approve a jury L4 ® L e e @] 6
composed of
fewer than 12.

elUse juries of fewer
than 12 persons
but more than 6
in non-felony cases; ® o ® 3
use 12-member
juries for felonies.

o Study the use of
juries of fewer o
than 12 people. .

oUse 12-member .
juries. ? o o o 4
*No standard o X o0 o @ o |o|0/® @O0 o0o|l0 00 OGO OGO O 21

e Target date for
implementation
{ * = immediately)

a. Reduction to 10 permitted if a member dies or is discharged for good cause.
X Adopted ABA Standards. 78
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NAC

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Colorado

o0 (o X®

‘SpAPURS VEY POdOpY X

Connecticut

Delaware

Florida

Georgia

idaho

Indiana

lowa

Kansas

6L

Louisiana

Maine

Maryiand

Michigan

Minnesota

Missizsippi

Missouri

Maontana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

North Carolina

North Dakota

Ghio

Okiahoma

Oregon

Pennsyivania

South Carolina

South Dakota

Tennessee

Texas

Utah

Virginia

Washington

Wisconsin

(4]}

Total ex-
cluding NAC
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NAC

Alabama

Alaska

Xe

Arjzona

Arkansas

California

Colorado

Connecticut

Delaware

Florida

Georgia

Idaho

Indiana

lowa

Kansas

Louisiana

Maine

Maryland

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippt

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New .ersey

New Mexico

Narth Carolina

o000 0000

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklshoma

Oregon

Pennsyivania

South Carolina

South Dakota

Tennessee

Texas

Utak

Virginia

Washington

Wisconsin

Le

£l

Total ex-
cluding NAC

§582014 14N0)
S14N0J



COURTS
Court Process

12. Jury Sentencing

isconsin

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Pennsyivania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Washington
cluding NAC

Mississippi
W

idaho
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryiand
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
QOklahoma
Oregon
Tennessee
Texas
Utah
Virginia
Total ex-

Connecticut
Georgia

NAC
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Coiorado
Delaware
Florida

@
L
e
[
o
L]
(]
e
o
®
e
[ J
o
o
o
-
o

® Abolish jury ®
sentencing.

® Abolish jury
sen‘tenc'ing ® ) 2
except in
capital cases.

o (Rejated
statements
indicating that ® 2
fury sentencing
is permitted.)

¢ No standard @ X oo O o0 oom (@ o (00000 0/ 0/0® 19

® Target date for
implementation 0
(¢ hmmediately)

X Adopted ABA Standards,
B State has standard on topic; content data unavailable.

81
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COURTS
Court Organization

1. Unification

(Y
of the Court £ ol o e| .

= L1135 Q
System 5 ol S HEEEIRE P Sl.l €
K} Q o] o 3 x o 0| ® B=8 I
o ol BlclB|E18 © © c 250.9'583,‘,10;“’80 E 2|o|al g m’émxi

El ol © cloldlolel2 2 wni®o slo|@la|3|&|Y T{3ls olct > 4 =t1elc]e
sleiol&lelsie12|3]2lolS|ol Bla2le|[ElE| 2|08 E[R ElElolGlISIE|E1E 2| 8l c|E|E|8)rE
H EE R EBRHEHE I HEEHE AR HEBHEEHE EHEEHE N

8|8 X 8 S1E|8 |5 AR
Z|gj<} 7 <|S|S|S (ol |a|zlE|2[L|3|=[=|5|5 5 |515|2|2|2|2|2[2|2|5|0|58|&|3|8| 8|55 (2(2]e3

® Unify all courts
under a state-
administered and
financed system, ole ° oo (oje/e00 (o0 ol® elo |0 o |lejo| |oj® @2
supervised by
the Chief Justice

. of the Supreme
Court.

¢ Organize all courts
into a state-admini-
stered and financed
system under the
supervision of the
state judicial council.

* Unify all state-
level courts under
a state-administered
and financed system, o ‘ 1
maintaining local
control of limited
jurisdiction courts.

*No standard o X LIk ® ® o o @ ¢ |e|® |© ® 0 |14

® Target date for
implementation *
{ * = immediately)

78 2

X Adopted ABA Standards.
a. State constitutional law, 82
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NAC

o|®] puesopuow o1 sy

Alabama

Alaska

- S TR

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Colorado

elelele|x |0

Connecticut

‘SpiepunS vVaY padopy X

Delaware

Florida

Georgia

idaho

Indiana

lowa

Kansas

€8

Louisiana

Maine

Maryland

Michigan

Minnesota

L
'
'J

1,

Mississippi

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hamgpshire

--

New Jersey

New Mexico

North Caraclina

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

Oregon

T ..

Pennsylvania

South Carclina

South Dakota

Tennessee

Texas

Utah

Virginia

Washington

Wisconsin

0c
0c

cluding NAC

uoneziuebiQ 14007

i Total ex-

S14N0D
GE = =
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COURTS
Court Organization
3. Family Court | .
2l ol ol El8 o
= [ =l o =1=l0
3 . al »1olol§ clol S c g
2 = o ° 2la El Bl'%x| &l ® g S|l %o elel.z
e ool 8lE1815 8 el el [2] |.8].[218l8|8 s 2|2l <] 5 512]3|8] [E|. (218|818 | |<|8|8|s2
alxlagteciol & 2iBlolal§ glalel<i2lelalagillic|o - £l £ clolaleletl 2] o cizlal=C
BB EHE R EER R AN AR BEHBE R EEEHBEHEENREREEE
2l = C ® LQ mBlelstE2 |2 1) ) 4 o= 2 3
Zl<|q|z|<[S|S|S|8|c|G|2|c[a12|S|S|z|s|S |5 |5 (2(2|212|2|2|2]| 2|6|3|5|&I&|3|f[&]|5|5(12(5]e3
¢ Establish a
family court as
a division of the |
trial court of o3 L L4 ® o ¢ 0 o * 8
general juris-
diction.
¢ Establish a
family court o @ 2
when feasible.
® Maintain a
separate ® dhdhd @ 5
juvenile court. a
¢ No standard ®|X ol® (@@ o000 00 o000 0 o000 00 LK Y 25
¢ Target date for
implementation 82 1
* = immedjately)

X Adopted ABA Standards.
a, Existing state law.,

84




COURTS
Court Organization

4. Administration
of Local
Trial Courts

isconsin

Washington
cluding NAC

w

Total ex-

New Hampshire
Virginia

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Fiorida
Georgia
Idaho
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryiand
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Caroiina
North Dakota
Chio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas
Utah

NAC

® Use full-time

local court admini-
strators in trial
courts with five v
or more judges, id A ° ®eoeo0 e o @ @ o (o |® o0 17
or in courts
where justified
by the caseload.

2]
=

® Use local trial
court administra-
tors as needed.

® Use court admini-
strators in eaph ° ® ° ° 4
judicial circuit
or district.

® Non standard. o X CA0 ) [ ] o (o o |(oe® o (@ (@@ o 0o@17

o Target date for
implementation 0
{ * = immediately)

a. Counties with sufficient workloads should also employ a county administrator.
b. Specifies each court with 3 or more judges should employ local court administrator.
c. Utilization contingent on statewide financing of a unified system.

X Adopted ABA Standards.
85 ' ’




COURTS
Court Organization

5. Research and

Development £ e Ele

Functions ] o= 8l 8158l (o [€]E]8 € <
o EERE &l |=lsielelcletel. I Bl 8ZISI8] B |2[5|S|8 gl5) %2
El | 212|E|R|8]|8|mlm o wl.® 1‘.‘,8'&57’55"’“’125 ol el g Qiglclog
ol 8l E18ls[Sl51E|2(2122|8o| Blelel 2|2 e e o |E| Eisl5l 2|2 el £l ol 5] 8l 2l | 5| &| 8 | lE| 8|5S
5 K E N EE R EHE R E EH R E R E R A HEHEHHEEEHE R EEHEHER R EE R B

ContentofStandard | 21 g) g g <S8} S|S|Alx|d|zlejeie|S|s]|s]|s|s|zis|s|2|2]| 2| 21218 21618]5| 8|38l &|5|s|215]e2

¢ Assign responsi-

bility for research,

planning, and

development to ole L J( o |0 |00|0® o 0 |@ oe 0 @ o000 19

the local or a

regional admini-

strator.

® Assign responsi-
bility for research, .
planning, and o @ ® 3
development to
the central ac-
ministrative office.

®No standard o X 09 ) o |0 o000 e |0 [ JE J o|® @|18

® Target date for
implementation 0
{ * - iimmediately)

a. Regional only,
X Adopted ABA Standards,

86
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COURTS
Court Organization

6. Management

. Q

Information = Bl e Ble
Systems 5 - &l > 8132 €lsle g 2
© §'9°'3&’ i R E AR ngSm g ‘g‘ém%" Qiel .=
[ b ElQ ol Gim|® o w|® S|s|atalsis| %ol 2l 5|2 Q 6l elsi9|0O ol2lel e
slE|Ssis(elS|8fzie|oie|s glalel 22881218883 =2elc eleiadlelel € cl&1§|28E
olol ¥l lelslalciali<ls B Alet>telelz|81El s @ v o]l ® leElElcl 8l15lE] 8]5=E
. H EHE N SRR R R R HHEHE R EE R HEEER EE AR B
ContentotStandard - I Z1g| <l 2| <|S| S|SB |a|2|e|e|2!S|S|S|s|sis(S(S|2|2]|2]| 2|22 2]5|3|SI&I3[3| e85 (S(2(2]°3

® Establish court

access to a com-
puter for manage-
ment functions
such as case L 2 J o000 @ o [®@(0] |O® eoe ee 00 o0 |0 19
scheduling and
jury selection in
high-volume sys-
tems or where
economical.

¢ Establish a court
management in-
formation system e (@ ® [ ® |@ |® @] 8
{not necessarily
computerized).

* No standard @ Xi®; |® ® L ) o | o0 o (@ ® 13

® Target date for ,
implementation 0
{* = immediately)

X Adopted ABA Standards.

87
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G b AN SN En W O OF AN G0 O YD G T GF G O Gm =

COURTS
Personnel
1. Selection ©
of Judges £ gl e ol £l 2 0
- ' ol=|8 Kol g
5 — al >l ol© cl© 3 <
o Q © ol'a s 1 - © gl B4 Slel,
elolel8E8[5 8 alel ol [alBl.I5185 5! |28l 2 812(8(8] |Elc|2lSIE! 0.l {=|5|8]5%
ol515|2\e|El 2121812 2|5 e B2 2 2le 2 1R 18 2 E 8 5 213 B el el 21 BLE €15 2 ol 5 5 5 B o
23 cicis|B @]9 |8 sla|lsl8|2]|E(d|elele|a|d|8[&8]|o|s|=ix g gl 8l2)53
Contentof Standard | Z1g| <| < |2|S|S[S|Alc|G|B|c|2|<|S|S(sS|s|E(s(515(2|2[2]|2|2|2|218i0|5|&|&|8 8|55 |2l5]es

* Nominate judges
through a judicial
nominating commis- {@}@® oe0 000 o0 |0 o|e (O ® o ol® 17
sion, with final selec-
tion by the Governor.

¢ Nominate judges
through a judicial
nominating commis-
sion, with final selec- ‘
tion by the Governor, o ® 2
and election on a non-
partisan ballot after
the initial term of
service.

® Adopt a judicial
merit selection sys-
tem that includes o o ¢ i 4
members of the bar,
bench, and public.

® Elect judges by ® ® ® o e 5
popular vote.

*No standard o/ Xl® el ] o o o090 ®|®]12

® Target date for
implementation
{ * = immediately)

76 1

X Adopted ABA Standards.

88



G R G S E Ul - en/n e G B G 0 D G o0 o B

COURTS
Personnel
2. Oversight of ®
Judicial Court £ 8l o 2o
- £ ol=l8 B8 B Ih-d |8}
ol |2 ﬁ e|a glalelel 2l 1ol 15]8l%Ele sl &
gl 1ol8lcl8lE|8lalel |o sl 1B1&8laleis|elg| 15| 8| 3{S|8] |E|I2|5|8]8 MEIE PR
sfelclsliefel|3(Ba c glale22e(2|21818|g| (|21l clgialeic| 8] » cl{S1&6f~c
o HEE AL EHE EHEER R REEEE R HEEE R R
e8| X515 g K 9 wlo|2lE&E1L12]0 D ol olclx QlE|sl 2185
Contentof Standard . | Zlg| 2| <|<[S|SI8[A|T|G|=]|c|8|C|3|312|S|s|s|512|2]|212]12|2]13]13]16/8]|5]&]|8]1818121515|215)22
¢ Establish or main-
tain a commission
authorized to in-
[ 2L JT ® o L JX J ® o ® 0/00'® o o ® [ 2l ) { ) 19

vestigate and take
action on matters
of judicial conduct.

® Use existing provi-
sions in the state P o o 3
code to discipline
and remove judges.

¢ Establish or main-
tain a commission
to investigate judicial ‘
conduct and make ® @ e i@ @ [ ] 6
recommendations
to the Supreme
Court (or Court of
Appeals} for action.

* No standard X o ® ) o @ o ® o 00012

¢ Target date for
implementation 77 1
{ * = immediately) . 3

X Adopted ABA Standards.
a, Existing state law,

89
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COURTS
Personnel

3. Continuing
Judicial
Education

consin

North Carolina
irginia

NAC
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
Idaho
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
‘Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas
Utah
Vi
Washington
Wis
Total ex-
cluding NAC

Content of Standard

e Create or maintain
a comprehensive
program of contin- |00 [ ] e 00
uing judicial educa
tion.

o
@
o
[ ]
@
o
L
( J
@
o
L)
L
o
®
L J
(]
o
[ ]
[ ]
@
[ ]
o
L
[ ]
o
@
[ ]
&

® Establish a state
judicial education
committee to develop
standards for training
judges.

¢ No standard X|® () [ ] o o o 6

® Target date for
implementation 82
{* < immediately)

77 2

X Adopted ABA Stondards.

90




CORRECTIONS
Sentencing
1. Maximum
Sentences for 2 ol o of o
- £ = e @] =] = U
Nondangerous 5 - al ~ 8lej g SR < by
Offenders 0 al2lolle sl lolc|€i8l-lalel |E|&x|&I2] |8 |S1R(RI% Slel .S
El wi @] B EITB1E] 6| x|e @ nl® SI512175]sl¥alfla)gioQ slel2i910] g e121else
SlxjolslelSlel2lBISio1G ol BlEl2lsiZiEl2]a18]01T 22iel s clolaieig) @l g clcigl=5&
A8 E|2(2(51215|51515(8(213c 3 5518]512\2|5)8] 513 5 3 5 5 8 515 E|5\5]5 8 525 |8|es
S N -~ e [ b | van lbma B - Kl b
zjzj<|<|2|S|S|S|A|c|S|=|E(8|2|{3{S|E|5|5|5(5(312|2|2]|2|2]2|2|56]3|5|8|3|8|8|RI5|512]5]C2
e Set maximum
sentence for non- ° Py ° ° ® ° 5
dangerous offenders
at 5 years.

¢ Set maximum
sentence for non-
dangerous offenders
at § years, but allow ® 1
increases or decreases
based on offender’s
adjustment.

e Set maximum
sentence for non-
dangerous offenders

at greater than 5 8 : 2
years but less than
10 years.
[
¢ No standard o000 000000 |X C ) o o 000000 00000000000 3

® Target date for
implementation 0
{ * = immediately)

Only standard on sentencing suggests that the General Assernbly study principles, purposes and practices in criminal sentenciny.
Maximum of 5 to 10 years.
Maximum of 7 years,

x ooo

No corrections standards available.

o1




CORRECTIONS
Sentencing
e . - i
2. Maximum »
Sentences for & gl m ol llm o
. - @A o|1=|3 Bl g
Felonies AHREIN ol 1ol clels of [E1FI5I8(%] lel [5|8]%s Slel.2
) = rol BN . e el %
El ol 8| Bl ElB|8 B lalel |e] |ulb %g,ﬂ-ﬁ%s'é%m‘“_mgaﬂ §1<|%|8]9| 3 22 élde
AR R HE B R R B HE T R N E N E R R R R T
e R e R R K e R A R R R e R R A A R e I A R R e B e e e B R R R ]
—] =12l v — » O f 22 o= o demm 3 Y - ) v 8% R 3
Zle|a|<|2|S|S|8|G|u|E(ris|e|<C|S[S|SISIS(EIEIS(212(212(2(2| 2181868 (|&(&1E8(5[5 (21524
®*For felonies other than
murder, set the maxi- | @ o0 ® o0 0 O ® 8
mum sentence at 25 b

years.

¢ For felonies other than
murder, set the maxi-
mum sentence at 25
years except when the o e 2
prescribed penalty is
life imprisonment,

¢ For felonies other than
murder, set the maxi-
mum sentence at 25
years with extension
permitted under cer- L J I
tain circumstances
le.g., danguraus or
habitual felony of-
fenders).

o Permit life sentence
without parole for ® |
repeat and violent
offenders.

®No standard 90 o000 X |of0e00 e (0 o0 o000 00 0OCGOGCOGIOGOGO 28

e Target date for
implementation
{ * = immediately)

a. State has a general standard that advocatas o comprehensive examination of semtencing proactices, including their duration,
b, Advocates maximum of 25.30 years,
X No corrections standards available. 92




CORRECTIONS
Sentencing
T -

3. Specification of @

of Minimum £ | [8e ol o ® o
. Lo 0 E=3 ==l
Sentences in the ol |21, ol lol.|2la o LEl5lelel ol |58|%lg §lel .2
e ’ wnl=1als - : > =1
Criminal Code Blol el 81 R15I5 slal (2] |al&l 1518181815 (E 2]l S5 €88 (§]<(5(3]5]4 S
2281512 5|E12]21E|elelel Bl E Ll e 2 2| EIRIE 212 El el ol Bl 8 Bl el 8] 5|52 8] 5E
R R S e I A R A R R HBHEEEHE R EEEEEEEE EE
zle|g|<|<(S|S{S|S |G| =| S22 1515 (2|2(2(2| 2| 2|2 2|5 S|EI18(8|2| 855|253
® Do not specify

minimum sentences |® ® ® L L L e L e 9

in the criminal code,

® Do not specify
mandatory sentences ® o L 3
in the criminal code.

® Establish a deter-

minant sentencing [ 9o 2
system.
¢ No standard 00 e ©0/e X o |0 oo 000 o 0000 00000 o 26

e Target date for
implementation 0
{ * = immediately)

X No corrections standards available,

93



CORRECTIONS
Sentencing

4, Discretion in .
Specifying & gl e ol 2l o
Minimum N 5 ola 8 5l 8le18l |ef (5|28 Slel &
- “ .tq
Sentences Bl || 81E[8]5]8!clel |e gl 18lslalelelelsl | Bl El3|S18] |&l|S|5|8|8 NE B
elsiclsle|lelEld]® c glalalll2l8(g|2]8| 8|01 T[S|=| el £ 218t alelel 8l o clEelgleE
u“’-“omvac ._;Omma.!’c),.cc._ou‘n - | of @ cuo—a:m_c»-—.x:g"‘--
18818121515 15|2l8(8 8|2 |E51315|5\8|c|2|2\5\5|5|5]5|3|5|502|5| Bl 5|23 5| BB IE\8| 2|50
Zj«| x| 2| <|8|S|S|A|T|S|=|e|el e || |5|5|5 153|212 2|2|2|2|218|5|5]|&|313|8|& 5|52 5]e2

e Authorize courts to
specify @ minimum
sentence to be served | @ L JY ) ® ® e |00 e @ (O [ 1
before becoming eli-
gible for parole.

e Authorize courts
to specify a mini-
mum sentence in ® 1
cases of extended
terms.

o (Other statements
indicating that
authority to deter-

mine parole eligi- ® ® 2
bility is vested in
the Pardon and
Parole Board.)
® No standard L JK 2N )00 [0 (X ® o |0 O 0o/ 000 |00 90 OO0 OG0 OGO 6

o Target date for
implementation 0
{ * = immediately)

.

K No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Sentencing
5. Discretion in .
ifvi © 1]
Specifying £ 2| g Jele
i i Q1= Q1= &}
Maximum Time 5 o= 8l >lole|l 2| | |ElC|2) §lc| &
Parol wlLlolllo b Qe 28] |ajo El Bl %<| 8] € Cls|(o| ] 51El .2
Before arole i} ol®|lc]lolSls © ® Cla|Ql2felc)x o] & EwUD & C;UO a sl2iel 3
™ Emcg‘-mgg-g‘& c V’.gmﬂ.g)g,’g:m,‘@uIﬂES_: cliolaleclel O v c(=|al=¢
Eligibility A B RN EEE A ER R EEEE RN R
[ Y By wlo o i} =l=l2 1210 | @ ololc|x 2.k 218
Zl<|<|&|%|3|8|S|B|Z|&|B 8|3 (32|85 |s (51512225 8|8|2|2|8]5|8|5]8|3]3|8| &8s |8|5]e2

¢ Authorize courts to
impose a maximum
of one-third of the
sentence or three o [ | o ® o @ 6
years to be served
before becoming
eligible for parole.

e Authorize courts to
impose a maximum
of one-third of the
sentence or three
years to be served ° !
before becoming :
eligible for parole,
in certain classes of
felony cases only.

o (Other statements
indicating that the
parole authority is
responsible for es-
tablishing these
guidelines. )

® Authorize courts
to impose a maxi-
mum sentence to PY 1
be served before
becoming eligible
for parole.

¢ No standard o0 (0000000 X 0000 eo e O ®Co 000006 0 06/06 0|30

e Target date for
implementation
* = immediately)

X No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Sentencing
6. Discretion in
Imposition of £ of o 9| o
t— | bt =
Concurrent 5 - 2l > 8l5| @ 21518 < g
Se al2fo(dle el |olciS|8l-(e|lel |El 3|3 |B] |[3{s]12]8 2lel.z
ntences 2 ol 81|05 5| ole © wl§ clglgl2lc ||| 5] 5128|0|0 Slcl2lofo] g s 28l x5
|8l Slcisieigfz|vie|ols glale|2l218 (838 8l0| ]| 3|=2ele elelalelel @l v c|E1§5|22
olg| (8| =l elelelsta|slSis|el5lcl2lE|Elalalcsls) el zlz]z|E|lElel=| 2| Elsielelglslais|8las
<I£..“."Cf?ﬁ'606_9m.mggmomm-gm-‘-’-’fi’ommmmwoo.:x\.gogmés.:m-ﬁaa
Zl<j g jojojo|a | |O|B 812 v |JIZIZIZ|S |22 |2|Z|2|z|2|2|2|Z2|0|o|o|&|8|8|R| L5532 185]
e Avthorize courts
te impose concurrent
sentences on offen-
ders already under
sentence for prior o8 ® ® (& |0 |09 o d i ? n

crimes, and on those
convicted of multi-
ple offenses.

® Authorize courts
to impose either
concurrent or con-
. 4
secutive sentences ® o o
depending on the
circumstances.

¢ No standard e (¢ @00 o |X ® o |0/09 00 000 0000000 OO0 O 5

e Target date for
implementation 0
{ * = immediately)

a. Stipulates only for offenders convicted of multiple offenses.
X No corrections standards available.
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7. Credit for

Time Served

Before Trial
Content of Standard

21
19
10

75

77

97

75

75

X No corrections standards avoilable.

immediately)

Grant offenders

credit toward
their sentences
for time served
in jail awaiting
trial or appeal.
No standard
Target date for
implementation
( »




CORRECTIONS

Sentencing
8. Utilization of
. Q
Sentencing = gl e 8le
. = il i
Councils 5 - &l >~/ 815l ¢ clg|8 c by
3] @© ol =gl © ol IR S g
. © w2l ol 2lo © BVicle |l _jolwm El 5| %I gl @ & Ol | ®l 8 =R B=1 A
& gSEUUE«;.E © wl 8 5‘“9,'%51:-?,‘,(11‘“?6%’00 ol e|SiC|O} 8 KR Il e
Sl2lol5|2|5|E|2|2]Clele|lBleje|RlEl el 2|2 EIRlE| 22 el 5l ol 6] 8l Bl €l &l 8| <|S|E| 852
e R M S HHEH R A EHE N HEHH B EE R HEEHE R EEHE EE
z|a|2| 28|83 |o|x ||| |8 2|3 [S]|2]|5|5|5|5|2]2|2]2]| 2| 2[2|2{5|0|5|&|8|8|E|8|5|512|2]e%

® Utitize sentencing
councils in courts
with more than :
onejudge, asa  lglele|@ o o olole o 9
means of assisting b
trial judges in ar-
riving at appropriate

sentences.
® No standard o0 S|00 o b4l JE JL K JK /0000 000 0000000086 0 003
® Target date for

implementation 75|%{77|75 76 * 175 6

{ * = immediately)

a. Recommends the establishment of a sentencing council of 3 judges by the Supreme Court to be consulted in all cases where
the judge believes he will impose a sentence outside of the guidelines.
b. Specified that sentencing councils be for each judicial circuit.

No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Sentencing

9. Specification
of Reasons for
Sentencing
Decisions

Georgia
jgaho
igan

North Carolina

New Hampshire
North Dakota
Ohio
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
cluding NAC

NAC
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Indiana
fowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Mich
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Jersey
New Mexico
Oklahorma
QOregon
Texas
ttah
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Tota! ex-

® Specify in the record
the reasons for impos-
ing a given sentence.

o
e
o
o
@
e
o
@
L
o
L
[ ]
o
o
o
e
@
®
@
@
——
©

¢ Consider recording
the reasons for sen-
tences that do not ® 1
fall in the usual range
for a given cffense.

¢ No standard

¢ Target date for
implementation * 1% * * * * (9% * * * 9

* = immediately)

a. Suggests recording reasans for sentences unless it would be detrimental to the defendant.

X No corrections standards available,
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CORRECTIONS
Sentencing
10. Appeails of T
Sentence £ of o G
5 HINELEE 2|58 & g
Llotlle ol lolcl®l8] lolel |E|BI=I82 (2 |815(%(8 slel. %
Bl ol 8lc|8|5l5lelel (o] {<|8| |E|BlBISlS|8]%|cl85|E(S|0| [§|c|5|Sl0]|8 A B
ol 51515]5|215|2 12122l l8) o Bl 22 2121812 B 813 5 5 € €l ol 5] Bl EL 5|5 Bl 8l 5 515 ) 528
Y KR I R R - |9 {0 ‘w LlEjg(2iolq c|lx S1E 215
zlz|<|a{<|S|S[S|8|z|&|2|c|siL 3|2 |2[5|F |5 (5|812]2| 2| 2] 2121 2|6|8[S|&|3|8|2| 85|52 |5]|r3
¢ Make sentencing
decisions stibject to
review on appeal to |@®|® o @ @00 000 L AR ® L @14
a court or other a
appeals body.
e No standard o0 00000 O X L Y o0 0 e o 00 o0 00000 26
¢ Target date for ‘
implementation 75] % 76 75 75 81 76 6
{ * = Immediately) .

a. Suggests that sentences be subject to review on appeal in certain instances such as the discovery of new material
facts, the sentence exceeds the maximum imposed by law, otc.

X No corrections standards available,

100

G G b U5 &0 = 8 . G G G5 O R G s e o e



CORRECTIONS
Sentencing
11. Disclosure of R

Presentence £ Sl e ol Sl
v o)== Rug Il I 9]
Reports ARER ol lol |ala o LIS (el [§l8l3] §lel 2
= ‘e [=4 v b wl.=sl v 2
Bl ol el BlElBl|5lalal el ulel [5Bl01S15 18 13|alEl 5| 2]S|S] |§|c[2]8|C| 8 | 92| %%
sig|lols|elS1813[R{2|al§|elBlz|2fS|El218(218]|E]T 2 Elelol sl ol 2|lEiEl 8| 8| |ElE| =S
H EE R B R HEHEHE R EEHEEE B E B
zlz|g|2|2||G|S|A|c|S|2|c|e|L|3[s|S|5|5 |55 |2 2| 2| 212 2| 2[6[3|5| €838 &l 5|5 |2 15|Rs

® Make presentence
reports routinely
available to con-
victed defendants ole| (o000 oo o o0 olejleoj0o @ (@ e e o (el@|20
and to the prose-
cution, prior to
sentencing.

¢ Make presentence
reports routinely
available to defend-
ants only, except ® ¢ o 3
under special
circumstances.

® Make presentence
reports routinely
available to either ® e 2
the cotirt or the
prosecution.

® (Related statements
supporting full ex- PY
change of information !
relative to sentencing.)

¢ No standard o L X e (O (O o 00 o000 O @ 14

® Target date for
implementation *]% * *| |¥ LA IR *

{ * = immadiately) ]

* 9

a. Make available reports unless the report contains information harmful to the defendant or others if disclosed,
X No corrections standards available,
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CORRECTIONS
Sentencing

12. Court
Jurisdiction
Over Sentenced
Offenders

[

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticu
Deiaware
Fiorida
Georgia

idaho

{ndiana

fowa

Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohioc
Okiahoma
Oregon )
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-
cluding NAC

NAC

® Authorize senten-
ing courts to retain
jurisdiction over
sentenced offenders
and to adjust sen- ] L J L ® [ ] o ° 6
tences in accordance a
with new circum-
stances.

v

¢ Authorize senten-
cing courts to retain
jurisdiction for a ¢ : i ® 4
specified period.

[« 8
(o]
@

¢ Limit sentencing
courts to jurisdiction
over offenders only Py 1
during the period .
prior to incarcera-
tion.

* No standard eie| 0 00 0@ Xoo0 o 00 000 G000 00 000 00 000 20

¢ Target date for
implementation 75 75 : 75 78 75
( * = immadiately)

Does not specifically call for the adjustment of sentences in accordance with new circumstances.
Recommended for misdameanor cases only -

Retain jurisdiction for 90 days.

Retain jurisdiction for 120 days.

e, Retain jurisdiction for 1 year.

X No corrections standards available.

gz

e
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CORRECTIONS
Correctionaf Programs

1. Planning for
Noninstitutional

g gl o 2l

e £l 3 wl] ] 8
s (o3 ] o= g e oY Q
Alternatives o 13 o l= 8 = 81818l |o [El8l8], sl | ¢
wl 8l ol2le © o slal lole El 81'%| ®| ® Ol 5w erel.z

© [ c = Qi O £ =3

E Ol B|E1R|T 6|l © n|® IR H R E RIS sle|3[91Q) 8 e1g2lde
s 8lElcioi®lelziold|ols olalol3lo1Bi8]1218 8]0 T S|2 ) clolalelel 0 v cl=lsglle
ol8lxlol&|gsic|s[dE glo|la|2|lc|I>elc]alB ol e cleiolslojclel[=lclvlcigls| ol ®ws
|| 8| Ex|5 5|5zl 8|2lEl2|zi&|3]|e|5|elc|8|2(8(8\2|83|3|56|5|2=|8|5|3i218|5|E|8\8|2]|89
—_l=lw]vlm Pt Sl |ls | Q by = =
Z<(<I<(<IUU(SDLLOEEEMJ§§§§§EEZZZZZZZOOOn.mml—l—D>§?~l—-U

® Develop a syste-
matic plan and
timetable for olojojojoec | o0 (o 00| 000 o | 00 | o000 | o 0 | 0 000|xs
implementing a .
a full range of
alternatives to
incarceration.

® Analyze the needs,
resources, and
gaps in service to

develop a range of L ] ® ® ® e 0 7
alternatives to
incarceration.

® No standard ) X e |0 o0 ® Y 7

® Target date for
implementation 78¢% 78i80{78 78{% 78178 78,78 78 78 78 78 78 78177 78 18

{ * = immediately)

a, Specifies for diversion only.
X No corrections standards avaiiable.
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CORRECTIONS
Correctional Programs

2. Encouragement

» ot

of Community- £ el = 2l a
: o G ol=l 8 ol=]g O
Based Correctional 5 o= & »1818121 [« (=(S12], g b
Progra el el8lEl8lE]5 Sl 12lslalelslele|c| 5l B 2[5 |E|L12(8|8|8] | |e|B|E|s2
rograms T HEERE AR PR E A EE R R E R EH R AR R R EE
o 5 = Q2 e B =4 S € = e —.=
BB L1252\ clal5|5|5|8 55025 |518]E12|2|5!5!515|5]515!5]2l 5 6l8)55 8 §ls|e)5) 8|S

- = [ - = 1.= 1.2 [.Z =

zl<|<{g[<|S|S|S|8|c|E|=|elal<|3|Z|2|5|5|5(5|S5|2|2|2| 2| 2|2| 2|6(3|5| &3] &|R|5|5(2(5]e3

¢ Enact legistation
authorizing the
establishment of a
wide variety of { 3 o0 o |0 ® 600 o0 [ 12
community-based :
correctional
programs.

® Develop communi-
ty-based correctional ® ® o000 90} 16
programs through e & 0 o o000 L
correctional agencies.

* No standards o0 ® Xle o o000 |0 ] e |0 12

® Target date for
implementation * )% 77} % *| % 82| %] |% * 80| |% 78] [%®[77] [% 16
{ * = immediately)

X No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Correctional Programs

3. Classification

. Q

of Inmates in £ 8l e ol &l e o
Reception-Diag- 3 s 8l > 81818 |l [€]%]|8], g <
. © vl 2l oldle o UC"‘%.-«:“’ El $]'x| 8| ™ £ Qa1 @) @ eSSl .z
nostic Centers ol BIElB|5 % © © elglolSic|{glx sl 512|060 2|31al g c| 22| x
Elolcl 2/ 5tRI8|SI1SIS| IR 2|88l 8|a|5|5|%|a| s3] olg| % g slElglog
ol 85| 8|E|2(21E|5 |5 81818 | El5|2I a5 clE 8 E|5(8)3| 2|5 5 Ele| 5 8|25 5 8lsl5]5)5las
- K RS =35 ©|0 iRl glalmlall|(sle|2|olw]|a|la|ldlalo|lelelx il 218
z|l<|<{<|<|S|S|8|a|T|S|=|e|e|<l3|Z|=|5|5|5 (5 |s|2|2|2|21212|2|5|8|5|&1818(&| 8515|2522

* Do not use reception-
diagnostic centers for | @ L @ ® g @®| 6

inmate classification,

¢ Continue to expand
the use of reception-
diagnostic centers for o ® ® ® L4 ® g 7
inmate classification.

® (Other statements
indicating that
inmate classification
is conducted at insti- °® ® 2
tutions rather than
at separate reception-
diagnostic centers.)

® No standard oo 000000 © |X o |00 (@ ooie @ |0 eoleleo o o0 (o |25

® Target date for
implementation * * * ¥* * * 5
* = immediately)

a. Discontinue use of centers as soon as the community classification teams are implemented.
b. Inferred from a related standard that centers will still be used.

X No corrections standards available,

106




CORRECTIONS
Correctional Programs

4. Conversion to

. [
a Coeducational 2 o o
» 'c L1 8 ol |8
System ol |2 o e |a 8 =818l o |€l8|S el | ¢
2 1ol 8518158 alel |o el 18ls|alelclelel |5 213188 |&].|2|3|8|% o| 55| %2
El of c EIRlg18|ale i 0|8 13 alal|5(8iwln|Llials ole|x 18l el de
Rletol&lelsl&|23]B(DIols RlalytsiZ|elelalB| |8 - ele clojalelel @] @ cl=]gllc
H I I M B R IR B B HE R HEHE N EHEH BB B E R HE R EHE I E R B
IR Q Q| =@ 2 vjol@l =S ie | eldlolardvlojojeix]C o| o Lo 3
Zl<|z|<|<|S|S|8|a|z|b|=|E|a|<|3|s|=IE|SI5|E(=|12(|2| 22|22 2|8]0|6|&|3 |3 255|212 ]|23

® Convert adaptable
institutions with
comparable popu- ol® o |@ ® ® ® ° 7
lations to coeduca-
tional facilities.

e Study the feasibility
of converting insti-
tutions into coeduca- e o o i i 5
tional facilities.

© No standard 00 000 (0 (X oS e o000 0 (00 0000 OGO O 000028

® Target date for
implementation * 82 80 3
{ * = immediately)

X No corrections standards available,
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CORRECTIONS
Correctional Programs

i

8. Educational
Programs Within
State Institutions

MAC

NAC
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Coiorado
Connecticut
Oelaware
Florida
Georgia

idaho

Indiana

fowa

Kansas
Louisiana
fMaine
Maryland
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersay
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohijo
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsyivania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Virginia
Washington
‘Visconsin
Joual ex-
sluding !

® Develop or continue
comprehensive edu-
cational programs o]0 !0 |© o0 ¢ 00006 0 O o 0000 L 3 o0 o0 ®! 24
within each institu-
tion.

® (Other statements .
indicating the
existence of educa- L ] 2
tional programs.)

® Provide education
to inmates either
through institutional o |@ o e 5
or community pro- 8
grams.

o

* No standard. ] o ® IX o (@ |0 |@® [ ] ] 9

e Target date for
implementation ]l (%t (% %[ (%] % * * ¥* *| |%|% ¥ (%(78] [%|% 17
{ * = immediately)

a. Stipulates the provision of education up to high school equivalency.
X No corrections standards available.

107




G B D B O D SN DD N D B O D B B uUn o a a.

CORRECTIONS
Correctional Programs

e i

i
|
1]
!
1
X
1
13

6. Treatment of

A o © m :
Addicted & S|z ol Sl 8

fod w>‘060 ...—(-30 oy Q

Offenders 3 als eI @ sletxl §le] 2

) Blopd]e 2 Ol a2 18 . lnlw £l 8% 318 [ 2131818 = B3 B

£ mﬁE'UUEm“’ w PR SlalElS cl{¥ ol 5|2 Q élels o1 g S| else

Sislclelllefz|els e alolLtel 8|83 88| T2l 2 clolalele| | v cig | §1%¢c

u§%33xagm:§2Egﬁsﬁzﬁga%uw;;;c:esgssséaﬁﬁﬁa%

Bl 8|c|¥|R]3 ©|0 S| dlojalo|esic|s|E|e|le|e|lolla|o|9|&E(x| 2 G|lalalbl 8IS |a|L]63

z|<|q| ||| GI8|a|x|E|ele|e[L|3|= 25|55 |s|=|212(2| 2| 2|2 215|135 &|8|3|8|F|5iS|zlg]es

e Develop drug
treatment programs
for incarcerated ojoe000 o o |0 o006 o000 o ooooo0le o0 (0%
addicts who cannot
be handled in com-
munity facilities.

® Reexamine policies
for handling addicted
offenders and dis- o |@ 2
courage their incar- )
ceration.

® Divert addicted
offenders from
correctional facili-
ties into community o ® e |® 4
treatment programs,
prior to incarceration,

® No standard ® @0 @ (X o O | @ o 8

® Target date for
implementation *®lel (% *| (%] (% * * * ® %1770 (%1% 13
{ * ~ immediately)

X No corrections standards available,
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CORRECTIONS
Correctional Programs
7. Study-Release o
Programs 5 @ 2| g
5 ::"i ~ 8(5l 8 Zlsle = &()
© g.@o-ge o ch&.-_m‘“ E%;E% 8 ‘;’?6%%} 2letl .z
El ol 2181 E|Q|9| 0| 0f.2 © w |8 %gm'ascﬁmi"mguo alel=|9|2) 4 o2l 2l 5
S R R EEE A EHNEENEEE R E HE R R RS
=i 2ici¥(5ls(Slelol8|alel2(5]3|l=&5|81E(818]|5|8]3 H SlslElx|8lclal2lelxls|8)g|altn
zlz|q|2|<|S8]8|8[B|x|E|Si=ig|S(2[S|2IEis |5 1512|2212 21231268 |5|e{al8|el 5|5 (215 e2
* Adopt or expand
study-release programs |®1®| (@@ o000 OO0 OGOGOGOSG OGO o o000 ®e |0 |00 25
in institutions. a
e (Other statements
indicating the
current use of ® ® 2
study- release
programs.)
e No standard eo|00 X oo @ o0 o o ® @13
L
Target date for
implementation * | *|¥* ¥ % * * * ¥* (¥ ¥ * 77 *|¥ 15
{ * = immediately)

a. Specifies "'release programs’’ in general,
X No corrections standards available.
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NAC

*1%¥

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Colorado

Connecticut

Delaware

Florida

Georgia

Idaho

Indiana

lowa

Kansas

Louisiana

Maine

Maryland

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

North Carolina

North Dakota

Ohio

Okighoma

Oregon

Pennsylvania

South Carolina

South Dakota

LL

Tennessee

Texas

Utah

Virginia

Washington

‘Wisconsin

ol

éc

81

Total ex-
cluding NAC

sweiboid |rUOR8II0)
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CORRECTIONS
Correctional Programs

9. Community-
Based Partial
Release
Programs

New Hamgpshire
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
cluding NAC

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
Idaho
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Marytand
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Jersey
Oklahoma
Oregon
Tennessee
Texas

h
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Totsl ex-

NAC

® Develop residential
or other partial
release alternatives.

@
(J
L4
o
@
d
@
[
o
e
o
e
L
@
o
o
o
(L
o
o
o
@
[
o
@
o
@
L
o
w
—

¢ Study the need for
community release @
programs.

® (Other statements
indicating that
partial release pro- ®
grams are already
being utilized.)

® No standard ® o (X o0 |0 ® ® 7

Target date for
implementation ¥ 1% 77| % * * * % * (% * *177 * 13

{ * = immediately)

X No corrections standards available,
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CORRECTIONS
Correctional Programs

10. Vocational

Q
Programs = 8lw 2
e £l 8 R
Within State NRE ols 55,593 of 1518121 st | 2
. n ol Btol2]o @ O] ec|* - © vl x|l gl ® 2 o g el&l .z
Institutions El ol 2| 8lElelE|Elele ® w8 538%‘58ﬁm£mguo 5:;30‘@ el elie
Sl2{o|G(SSIE(3]8IDlaislel B2l 2|E]|018]81T o sls clolklsis| gy ElEle]=g
HEER EHERHE R HHEHEREE A R REEHE R A EE
z]lalq| || S|o|Olalzjo|B|E|elvla|=|2|E |5 (515 2| 2|2 Z2| 212121 2|00l @& | &8 &l 5|5 i21g)2s
® Develop or continue
i ining |@|®/® @000 00 © OGOGOGOSEG |0 oo0o000 ‘000 e (o0 @29
vocationat training
programs within each .
institution.
® (Other statements
indicating the
® 1

existence of voca-
tional training
programs.)

¢ Develop and test
in selected settings
vocational training ° 1
concepts related to
state employment
needs.

¢ No standard o X o 000 [ ee [ 9

® Target date for
jmplementation %] jw|wlw * * * * * * * 78 %l 14

( * = immediately)

X No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Correctional Programs
11. Private ]
Industry and %’ ol gl
Vocational Rk sla &l & 81|l | I€]5]8], 5 2
. s ) o © o 1% o % OS1cl.,
Training ol tel8lEl8lEl e elel |el 118 |BlalsiSls]elel |5 E181S|8] €l 1218|8]4 MEE
sl2lsiclslCle|z|Blolals|olBla]|e| 2818388312l d8|E|2lsleld]al (clE]S]2E
|88 8|2 15|25l 5|5]5|512 2|5 (2| 5| 5lE|E|2|2|5055 5! 515 (5 5258 5555l lele|k |85
zlz|<|a|<|S|S|8|8|c{o|=|E (2| L|3|8|2|5(s s l5(S(2|2|2|2|2(2]2|6(3|5|&|3|8|8|E|5|s]|2|5]e3
® Encourage private
industry to establish
institutional training
programsand to  |®|®] |®| (@ o o |0 o 00 (@ o o000 o o ) 19
reserve jobs for
graduates of these
programs.
® No standard ¢ |0 009 (@ X [0 @ o |000 |© o000 o 00 o 0]
® Target date for
implementation IR L L #1 1% % * * * ¥ % *| 1% * 1% 16
{* - Iinmediataly)

a. Stipulates only that effective working relationships with employment resources be developed {not necessarily

training programs and job committments).
X No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Correctional Programs
12. Rates of ‘ I ) T ]
. Al
Compensation = 8 e clol®
in Prison ARk ] ol gl 181518 | |E1E|2], el | @
. L ¢ o ¢ " N
Industries 2l el 8815 8 alel (o] |18 [B18|81Es(e|8 a5l 2| E(88] [&]ci2I5(8] 4 ML P
Ug%’,o%&8:5292%ma!@g’—a'?c'gog'883;‘;‘;‘@50%5,?:’5*388;52 NEHS
N b [ e - oy A 13 =4 for) [t
al2l o El2i%|5|S5ic ol |siB|2| 5|35 gleldlalslg] 8 slelx| s 328l 2821812188
z|g|<|q|z|S[S|8|8|a|b|=|e]|e[L[3|E|2|S|E(5|5|2|212]2]2|2|2|2|5|8|5|8|B|8|&|E|5|S 21803
o Compensate inmates
at the rate prevailing ole o o o 4
outside the correctional
facility.
¢ Compensate inmates
at a teasonable level, or )
as an incentive to ? ? eeeo o 6
participate.
¢ Compersate inmates
at the Federal minimum ‘ L !
wage.
¢ Compensate inmates 1
{no level specified). o
¢ Compensate inmates
for their work, but
require payment for
services provided by L o ® e ,., * 7
the state (food,
clothing, medical).
e No standard o |06 o [ X|® 00 00000 00000 0 00 21
e Target date for
implementation 78 * (78 8ol {78 77 &
{ * = immediately)

a. Advocates that pay be based on a sliding scale directly related to the prevailing economic situation and the economic price index
b. Advocates studying the feasibility of compansation and service deductions.
¢ Remuneration should be graduated according to job difficulty, responsibility and seniority and used as an incentive,

X No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Correctional Programs

R

]

!
o
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3
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13. Worl-Release

=

. = © )
Programs » 3 cla ol £ 8 U
2 o e 6§8§§ © cieil & a
m Ll ® Q - v o A4 ) ! W g )
(\3 o ﬁ < .8 b5 S © © [=4 .g ‘% ‘6 Qe g _‘l“ %\: &,8 [} & = 8 [m) § o« ‘C" A \:64‘
El m| claiela ;%-5, < L IR slalgiaiatiglgl i3IS al &l ~ a etetelaoo
UE%Sgrg5gm‘:‘8-,8.'_9leg‘é’élgg'é’gggs;;géﬁo%%ggggﬂgég8»"%
ale| Bl E(¥E3 310 Sleid|slalols|2lEl2]le|olnlsldldlalalale(=]Cl§ A N R R B
zZigj 2| 2| S|S|B|S|T oS|I 2SI SISISISISIS 121221 212|121 28138181818 F | E1 8IS 181588
» Adopt, expand, or
continue work- o|00 00 o o (o000 0 000 e |00/00 00006 OGO LY 29
i) ¢

release programs
in each institution.

¢ Establish transitional
centers for selected
work-release inmates
rather than developing L 1
work-release programs
in each institution.

¢ (Other statements

indicatjng the current P )
use of work-release
programs.)

® No standard o g X LK ) ® [ o|®| 9

¢ Target date for
implementation *| %% ¥ (¥ ¥ * * * * (% | % * ¥(77) %] % 17

{ * - immediately)
» {

a. Advocated only where job training needs cannot be met within the institution,
b. Advocates institutional vacational programs with a poriod of institutional “decomgpression’’,
c. Advocates only the consideration of work-release.

X No corrections standards available,
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CORRECTIONS
Offender Rights

1. Grievance

n 1]

Procedures in £ g e 2l e
§ : : I @ ol=l o el=lg Q
nstitutions 5 ol= & >35Sl (| [ElEIS € I
© Blollla © vlele|8l-|el® El 8| % © g S © 2lel.z
g ol BlE|B|E] 5] el © g clglojelz || ¥ -1 8| §121S8ta Z|8|a ol @[] x
| © Ciol|lo ‘= c o |0 clolf|z|3iclg BTt ol c| > slelgloe
ol 31%|8ls|S[5lc|3|BIS12le | Bl2leloicl |5 (BIEIS18] 2] 2] € ElelB 8| 8|E|5|E|8l<lE|5|S]las
e sl wlal8lelei2leleiz|alalelelSlsi|E|c|8|3|3| 5 8]s|s|s{=|28ls|3|3|S|5|8i1F|8(2|53
zla|laj<|<|S|S{S|Alc|S|2le|e|el3|=|Z|SISISS|=(Z212(2|2]2|z|2|0|o|s|&[31&]&[2] 515 =212 ]|8s

¢ Establish a formal
system to hear
inmate grievances, ,
using an ombuds- [ 21 |00 00 o |®|0® @ { o |@ L o0 o0 19
man or other
independent entity.

® Establish formal,

written grievance ® ® ° ) 4
procedures.
* No standard ° ® X LT o0 (0 (00 (@ |@ L L ) ® o(®]17

® Target date for
implementation ¥* ]3¢ ¥* | ¥ * ¥* * * * ¥ * *177 ¥ ¥ 14
{ * = immediately)

X No corrections standards available,
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CORRECTIONS
Offender Rights

2. Inmates’ Rights

(M

to Legal Coun- £ 9 2l g
: - G ol=| 5§ el=ls Q
sel During 3 ol 8| > 8|sl8 m AR g b1
D..r © 3,90.:52 g Ucwg._mm ng © € gmma; stel .2z
Isciplinary E CI3EIQfo| B {n|.® © w|® SI8i2l5151c|¥%| o] 8 5] 2 o olcl|s|OlO}l g el elie
H | BiSlclolB|efzio|D € ale|2]2|olai2]siBalT|S |2l e clolalclel @« cl={5l=C
Hearings u;:%,‘,ag.togm-:égggg':-,czgg'g%’é;g;;;t:ewggggggg‘a%ue%
a| =] 9|8 =5 |0 | D slolBl8|2|E(L|2i8|e|ld|2|B|lBlgo|8lcl=| ol o|2lEtotl]63
z{a|a{<{2|{S|S|S|B|c|T(=|e|el2 (3|S5 (5 (3|2]|2]|2|2|2|2| 2|53 &38| 8| R|5|5|2|g]R3

* Implement policies
that satisfy a pri-
soner’stightto — fglg| | g ° o |olol® 0 o |@ ° ° ol
legal counsel dur-
ing disciplinary
hearings.

e Afford access to at
least a counsel sub-
stitute (law student,
correctional staff
member, inmate @ o (2 o o0 7
paraprofessional,
paralegal) during
disciplinary hear-
ings.

® Afford access to
Igga] counsel (.d|s- ole ° P 4
ciplinary hearings
not specified).

o Afford access to
counsel or a coun-
sel substitute in L ] ® 2
preparation for
disciplinary hear-
ings.

¢ No standard o ® @ (X o0 |0 |®o|® oo OO ® 13

® Target date for
implementation
{ * = immediately)

77 1

X No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Offender Rights

3. Provision of

skl

n [
Legal Counsel z gl e ol S| 8 o

« e s +a ] Q1= o 2=
for Disciplinary Nk ol 1ol lels grzlelel gl || 16188 Glcl &
. wnli.=|lol=1o Lo — (1} (3] [4¢] 4"'.—.‘__
Hearings gl olelsleleltlslale © & Sl 2121518 %| || 5| 2|80 El<12|S]o] & | FE|de
MBI EEE IR glalel2lol 8181318819 TS| =] e elalalelel @] w elEIG|2E
A EE M EEHEER R R AR H N E R R R EHEE R R R S
Sl3lSv| sl aiqle[l) @l mlolole|lslSlsll|olata]l o) vl ool olofxl o ol a|le|SE{R[=106D
zl<l g qj<|SlojolalmjolBis||x|T|Z 1S 1E|5 15 2|22 2| 2| Z2|2| Z2|5]o|s| & 31| 5[5 12503

® Provide counsel
for prisoners unable
to afford a private ® o ® o L 2K ) 00 ] { J ® 11
attorney, for major
disciplinary hearings.

® Provide staff assist-
ance for prisoners
in proceedings re- ® o o Ki
lated to disciplinary
hearings.

® Provide legal ser-
vices to prisoners
in accordance with
existing legislation, o [ @[3
court decisions, or
administrative
policies.

® Facilitate prisoner
access to legal ser-
vices {no public ® L ® 3
funds to be used for
attorneys’ fees).

* No standard 0 o o ® X [ o0 ¢ o0 oo (000000 O 20

* Target date for
implementation * ¥*|% * * *| % * * * * 10

( * = immediately)

X No corrections standards available,
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CORRECTIONS
Offender Rights

4. Limits on

. o
[s [0 3}
Solntz,ry . £ o€l 8 PR 0
Confinement 3 o l= 8 >[ 81818 || [<l3l2 < T
@ al@lolsle e ole(el8-|n]ls ESﬁme £ Ol Rim]d Slel .z
£ ol gl c[vlo| &l w|.® i n|.® 518125 (5icl¥l o] Bl 512 a al eS| g ol B= I
S{Slcla||2|z(e]|D c wlol22(el8l3188ioi TS| = 2 o c{E| 512
ol 8| %121 8|2|s|c|EE[5]2l=]ef 8218 2lElE1R]|RIEI5]B ElElo|&l | ElE|E|E|8l=iSlE|Blss
a8l BI1T|2|5|5|5|2l8|8lelelsls|als|5|S|El2|218|51883|3(5|5|5|=|8lc|2|2|s 58|88 2]58
zljg| || <|{8|S|S|a|c|S{elc|e|2|3|=is IS5 |2 s|2(2|2|2|Z2|2| 2|6 o|o|&|3|3|el8|5i5|2(2]e2
® Prohibit solitary con- ° :

finement extending
beyond 7 days.

e Prohibit solitary con-
finement extending |@® ® | | @ L o0 7
beyond 10 days.

® Require administra-
tive review of con- e o ® ol 4
finement after a a b
specified time.

® Require administra-
tive review of con- 1
finement after 15 ® L ® ® 4
days.

® Set policy limits
and procedural
safeguards for soli- ® ® 2
tary confinement.

® Prohibit solitary con-
finement except as ® L 2
a last resort.

* No standard o e ol0 o X o|® o0 (0 &0 /0000 o0 o 20

® Target date for
implementation * 13 ¥* * * * ¥ * ¥* *177 * 1
{ * = immediately)

a. Hearing after 10 days of solitary confinement,
b. Hearing to take place within 3 days and the upper limit of solitary confinement shall not exceed 90 days.

X No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Offender Rights

5, Conditions of
Participation in
Rehabilitation
Programs

New Hampshire
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
{Ohio
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
cluding MAC

Connecticut
New Jersey
‘Nashington
Wisconsin
Total ex-

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
Cslifornia
Colorado
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
{daho
indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Mazine
Maryland
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nabraska
Nevada
Oklahoma
Oregon
Tennessee
Texas
Utah
Virginia

NAC

® Agsure that parti-
cipation in rehabil-
itation or treatment | @
programs be volun-
tary.

@
L
o
®
@
@
@
@
o
L
e
L
@
e
@
o
L J
(
v
©

® Require partici-
pation in rehabi-
litation programs L 1
for adults.

® Provide incentives
for participation in P 1
rehabilitation pro-
grams. .

* No standard ° ° ° o/®|X ® ° o oo |0 o o oeoj0oje (@0 |0 |20

® Target date for
implementation * %! % * % #* * %l | 78 %l el
{ * = immediately)

X No corrections standards available,
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CORRECTIONS
Offender Rights
6. Cell - b
a)
Occupancy & of o af
5 J‘c’:’: >l 8l5| 8 2158 e <
o 0 ® o'a : IR e ® Sio|x 3 4
Bl el BLEIS1E 8 alel 1ol [LI5] 128l E1S s e|2.| 61 215|3(8) (&l 15|58 8] | |<|2]%]s2
sl 2161 |SlCi2iz(Biotlols gimjet2l2laigdizlglglolTlisi=aliel o sidlajcigl @l a clelEl2E
N B e S R R A N R M HE R R B EEEE R EE R B
[ JRICE B e Brws =8 =0 B4 e ) 3 IR -
zlg|q|2|2|S|S|S|S | |=lc|el< |3 2|2 (5|s|5(515(2|2]2| 2| 2|2| 2|5]3|5] &38| E|5|5 2|82
¢ Within a reasonable
time, close all facili-
ties in which prisoners | @ @ L I @ ) 5
are not provided with
individual cells.
[ ]
Require individual
cells in new construc- ® ® 2
tion.
. . -
¢ Provide prisoners
with individual
cells (no stipulation Y ® el (@ ° P 6
that substandard a
facilities be closed).
® Provide prisoners
with adequate space. e |® L L e 5
® No standard [ J o 1000 o X L L o0 9/00 @ o |900 o0 9 9 22
® Target date for
implementation 76 * * * 4
{ * = immediately)

a. Refers to regional facilities only,
¥ No corrections standards available,
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CORRECT!ONS
Offender Rights

7. Restoration of
Civil Rights

g 9 o gl w

* - £ = o=l e
Following Jd s ols ?€§§ s18 el [S]3]8], g b

0 Ll ow © k) e |2 X © © £

Release £ EIEEIAE o o 5 cl§lalele|m 8 al £l 3|8t £ 213|148 % ol BB 2%
sletsiclslelels|d|aiolc "’-;wﬂﬁ\xzmvm:gg:x:%zcc olslzl=l=l 8 » Zlelclee
ggéﬂg:ggg'gaﬁgg@'s.saﬁg'aﬁ‘éﬁg;;;c:.@.@ggéqéa’%‘&ﬁ§§’6
Sl | w|l o RSN E o loldiflelSls st Oo|lol ] X = Alo]l ol o &[22 ]E 3
zl< =<l <|3|S|8|a|c|E|e|elale|3|s|S|5IsS S| ||2|2|2|2|2]2]|2|5]|0|5| &38| 8|55 (21|03

® Assist inmates in
the restoration of
cvilrightsby e} | |@ o e o | o o o | o |0 ®@ 1"
providing related
agency services.

® Enact legislation
providing for the
restoration of all o L 2T J o0 e L 9
civil rights (no
services.)

e (Other statements
in the standards

supporting the res- ) Y ® e |lels
toration of civil
rights of prisoners
following release.)
® No standard o 0000 X ole 0 o 0|0 @ o0 9 15

® Target date for
implementation % * * % 1% * YR B K13 * |77 * 10
{ * = immediately)

X No corractions standards available,
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CORRECTIONS
Offender Rights
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8. Employment
of Ex-Offenders

ey
ina

T
i Minnesoza
jercay

M

P
chading MAC

ol
%1

ississippi

Idaho
indiana
Kansas
Louisiana
n
Maryland
Michigan
a
Mew Hamgshir
New .
Oklahcma
iregon
Taennesse2
Texas
Litan
YVirnnia
ashingan
‘Wisconsin
Tor

4 North Dakoiz

i Ohjo
3 South Caralire

NAC
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticu
Delaware
Fiorida
Georgia

] iowa

4 Missouri

Montana

4 Nebraska

1 New Mexice

3 North Carotl

A
pRS:

i

o Repeal all statutory
provisions prohibiting
the employment of ex- ,
offenders in state and g L4 o0 L ® L4 e 0 ® ® LR
local government agen-
cies.

¢ Enact legislation pro-
tecting ex-offenders from}
unreasonable discrimina-
tion in employment (gov-
ernment agencies not
specified).

e Enact legislation pro-
tecting ex-offender’s
civil rights and other
attributes of citizenship
{employment barriers
not specified).

® Utilize existing laws
to restore ex-offenders’
rights (including the
right to employment) ® 1
not directly related to
the offense comiitted.

o |_egislate collateral
conzequences of a
criminal conviction,
including the denial ° 1
or revocation of a
license or government-

al privilege.

®No standard e |0 o0 X o |0 oo '@ e |o (0o00 @00 |0 |18
® Target date for

implementation 75 *| 177 75 * 80, |75 78 7

( * = immediately)

X No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Facility Construction

1. Construction

(O]
. m i)
of New Adult = & m ol &l o
. . % ] o= SlETD
Institutions 3 o 1= 8 > 8lel2 o clelgl, g g
R Ll Q o | Q @ El Bi'x| mlw® Qs = slel . =
© ® QlIe|@ c c Ql-[m Qo 1S > 1] =] 2
S eIGIEIB|C|Biml® © wnl|,© Cmg._uc%mmmwua oc;UQ‘g .‘Sgg&"c
sl8lSiclsl®|elz|ole c wlelBj2ldial2 (880|532 clolajiclic| 2w c (s ' €
Q %[ R]g|xs c ‘""O“"US"‘C>‘£C"‘O“‘~W ~. Gl ol wl &l Elsjsiel 8lel|glS]|8lgs
|81 81 E|¥5IS5al8(8l5lT|2|5|5]88|2|c|8\8|5\8]5 155 5]5!5|2(2(8ls|3]3/s5 8 8|28|g|es
<l g 9 it i g€l | 212 2 Cidlo| ol & < S o2
Zl<| €| <|qjo|o|oo|T|O[RB|E |2 ja|S|s|EIS|SE(S|Z({z|2|Z2{z|z|Z2|0|0|o|d | |3, =iD[S |2 12§26

® Prohibit construc-
tion of major new
adult institutions
unless an analysis ole |® oo (o |00 e/oo [elee o (o |0 |@ olole 20
indicates that no
alternative exists
(replacement
allowed).

® Postpone construc-
tion of new adult
institutions untit
inmates are classi-
tied and grouped o
into homogeneous
populations as
specified in a master
plan.

® Permit construction
of new adult facili-
ties provided that
construction conforms L o @ 3
to total system needs
or to state-wide policy.

® Permit construction . ! PY ° 2
of new facilities. a b

¢ No standard e o |eo0 ® X o |0 ® ® o |0e ® 0|14

® Target date for
implementation ¥* 1% * * % * * * %% * * * * 13

( * = immediately)

a. Promote the construction of regional facilities for housing offenders sentenced to more than 6 months,
b. The maximum inmate population in new facilities must be 400.

X No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Facility Construction

2. Construction

@

of New £ gl o 8w
: [ % al=13 Sl=i0 d Q
Juvenile 5 a g S EEIHE w clels| g 5] 2
o . o] o o] © S|l m| o w =1 7
= o ko) g - Q 0wl X @ i) Q
|nstltut|0ns E © § [ '8 Oi%| elw © w % % é 3 g 5 g 2| o f @ %’ Ul g c _';. ol g =z g’ ¢ 53 <
vy Cc R & c ‘5 2 1.82 a ] E - ol 1] [ -
SRR A EEEH RN R EEBEE HEHEE R R RS
<l ei<|¥iEl5I5la|o0|8l&8(B dlojalelsiS|E|E|le|Eig|o|di{o|g|ElxiS|Elalalaldl8lE|x12lel
zlz| 2|1 S|S|S|A|L|E|Be|oiv |32 |55 |5 |E|5]2|2]2|2]2|2|2|8|0|8] 8|3 |38 &|5]|5 |2 |=]es

o Prohibit construc-
tion of major new
juvenile institutions PY ° P o (oeole P Py o @ 10
under all circum- a
stances (replacement
allowed).

® Prohibit construc-
tion of major new
juvenile institutions
unless an analysis o ® ® o0 1 d 6
shows that no other
altetnative exists.

® Permit construction
of new juvenile
institutions provided
that projects are o o ® @ 4
undertaken in accord-
ance with a system-
wide plan.

¢ No standard ol® @ (@l® |© Xie (& (@® (] o e |eoe o0 ®ie 0] 20

® Target date for : 77 7
implementation * * * *| % * *

{ * = immediately)

a. Construction prohibited until community resources have been developed that would deinstitutionalize status offenders,
X No corrections standards avaifable.
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CORRECTIONS
Facility Construction

3. Size Restric-
tions on
Juvenile
Detentior:
Facilities

NAC
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California

Colorado
Ccnnecticut
Delaware
Florida

Georgia

Idaho

Indiana

fowa

Kansas

Louisiana

Maine

Maryiand

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

North Carolina
North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma
Oregon

Pennsylvania

South Carolina
South Dakota

Tennessee
Texas

Utah
Virginia
Washington
‘Wisconsin
Total ex-
cluding NAC

® Restrict the population
of newly constructed
juvenile detention faci-
lities to 20 persons.

® Restrict the population
of newly constructed
fuvenile detention faci-
lities to 30 persons.

® Develop standards for
juvenile detention
facilities.

® No standard

® Target date for
implementation
( * = immediately)

28

78 1

a. Stipulates onty where it is feasible.
X No corrections standards availabte.
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CORRECTIONS
Local Correctional Facilities
1. Planning .
for Local ;_; el s . el .
Correctional 5 - &l ~ 813|8 2158 c g
HHH @ ~'30-83 o 'UCSQ._«,«: Eg‘ikm 'Ev §5‘¥°$ 9.5.2
Facilities HHE A RHA R B L E R R R AR RS
olgle(S[SlE|o|Ela|s|alc|2 S| g5l SISl Elalalctal 8] z|zIElEieleloic|S|5|Ellslala|ales
- IR R N |0 slo|2]| &3 Slelelelel 83 Plel2i2lstxie|E18[2]5%
z<t<<<8888uC%EE233§§§§§§2%%32332550&’88&&:>§E~'»9%
® Develop local
correctional
facilities in olojojojeoje| (000 |0 |0 |0 o (o® olole| (0|0 o (olole 23
accordance with a
a state-wide master
plan.
® No standard @ o |X| |®] 900 @ |O© o0 [ ] o e (0 ®oi®|17
® Target date for
implementation  |% [4%{77] |78 770 |l || | * *| | * * 12
{ * = immediately)
-

a. Refers to planning for construction of local facilities only.
X No corractions standards available,
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CORRECTIONS
Local Correctional Facilities

2. State Control
of Local
Correctional
Facilities

ippi

Missouri

aia

Geor:
Idaho
isconsin

Connecticut
Delaware
New Hampshire
New Mexico
North Carolina
n
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
cluding NAC

Florida
Minnesota

New Jersey
Tennessee
‘Washington

Wi

Oregon
Texas
Utah
Virginia
Total ex-

orth
Ohio
Oklahoma

NAC
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Louisiana
Maine
Maryfand
Michigan
Mississ
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

¢ Incorporate jails into
the state system (state
control).

L
@
c@
o
@
@
°@
L
e
@
©

® Study the feasibility
of incorporating
jails into a state or
regional system; in ® ® ° ® 4
the interim, develop a b
and enforce jail
standards.

¢ Develop and enforce
state-wide jail
standards, but retain ¢ ® L o e e o0 o L L d o )14
local administrative
control.

® Develop and enforce
jail standards {no ® ® ] ] 4
mention of control). d

® Continue complete °
. 1
local control of jails.

® No standard o |@® X o e 000 o 8

® Target date for
implementation 82 % *| (80 77 *|78 *| B2 [|¥% 80 |% ¥177] 'B2|% 15
{ * = immediately)

Florida leaves choice of state/local operation to counties, but counties which do not maintain local facilities in accordance
with state standards forfeit their right to choose and are incorporated.

Applies to selected local institutions only.

Applies only to all local correctional tacilities housing offenders sentenced to more than 6 months.

Already accomplished in state,

No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Local Correctional Facilities

3. Segregation
of Pretrial and
Post-Trial
Detainees

na

irginia

Florida
Georgia
Idaho

Louisiana

Maine

1sconsin

Connecticut
New Hampshire
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Pennsylvania
outh Carol
South Dakota
Tennessee
cluding NAC

Delaware
Washington

w

Arizona
California
Coioradc
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Maryiand
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Jersey
Oklahoma
QOregon
Texas
Utah

Vi

Total ex-

Arkansas
S

NAC
Alabama
Alaska

® Segregate pretrial
and post-trial
detainees where
possible, in focal o|e o |0 e 0 10 00 ® .‘ o0 13
correctional
facilities.

® Seqregate diverse
categories of ® ) ) ® o @ 7
inmates in local : b
facilities.

o No standard

e Target date for
implementation *1¥® * *1 1% % * * *1{77] | H|¥ 1"

{ * = immediately)

a. Advocates segragation in all cases, instead of ''whera possible”.
b, Suggests separation of thase requiring maximum sacurity confinement from those who need loss suparyision,

X No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Local Correctional Facilities

4. Programming

. ©

in Local £ 8 o 2o
3oy = gf= Q
Correctional 5 - &l = 8|5l 8 AR c b
epegs ol ollla © ko) Ila © 53;5% E m5%$ SC*Z
Facilities Bl ool 8l 8158l alel |ol (18| |BlEIGISI5IE18 |5 88(8]8] |5]c|2I0|0|8 | |{2]|E]|5%
el S151clol18jei2in|®loi§ {g'amﬂg’magsg'o:t"’icc Liojaielic)elwn clelsl_c
B E R EEEE R E R AR HE N EHEHEEEE N HEHEH R R E R
g gui-y e Bewl 1 =) olS: @ slo{lolEl=i=12 = Djo|lo|[v]e{ojo]lL|x]| v glol ||l |lo3
o R R R IR E L N R E M M H E R R AR B E R BB A I N E N E E S

¢ Develop educational,
vocational, job place-
ment and recreational |@j®] (@] @ e |6 oleo00 00 O e ¢ 6 |ole ® eie! |0} 21
programs in locat
correctional facilities.

¢ Examine programming £
or develop standards
to ensure that recrea-
tional, educational
skills and social needs g ¢ ® 3
of offenders are being
met in local correc-
tional facilities.

® No standard o |® (o000 X ® oo (00 © o0 o0 ] 16

® Target date for
implementation * % * * W *|77|% * * * * (% * | ¥ 14

( * = immediately)

a. Programs should be available "when practicable’,
X No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Training and Education

1. Provision of

- @

In-Service = 2w e
. e = G O‘-'—‘S ‘Q':S Q
Training for 2 o= 8f »lojoj g ol |ElCl2), g€ g
1 © nl®l oSl @ Olci={8l-la|w El B x| sl ® £ Cla(of 3 el .z
Correctional Bl [el8lcle|Blg|ele © wl& cEl§|ol8lc|8¥| |8 5l810|0 El 121812l & sl ola] %%
gl 81Sleloile|zinlo|olt glale|2)2|8|8|3[8|8|0| |32l e 21812121218l » S K
Employees QL& SIE(S el |5ls|sl5| S E(2l<si2lEie(ala1csi5|8| 3 az|EElel o El5l5|cldls alE|gles
Al3lIclic|glolaolo|l) ololl|li=lSE |2 ol vjolo|lojLel i w o] ® ol 3
z|<|qj<l<|S|S|S|S|z|d|ele|eje|S|=| 25|55 (5122 2| 2| 2|2|2|2|613 (68|33 8l5151215 22

® Provide at least
80 hours of in-
service training ® 1
annually for all
correctional staff.

¢ Provide at least
60 hours of in- L 1
service training. . . .

® Provide at least
40 hours of in- o] o000 o0 o 00 o |o ) o |0 000000 20

service training. . .

® Provide at least
20 hours of in- ) °® Py 3
service training... . a

®Provide formal
in-service training o ® L L 2 ole ®| 8
{no hours specified).

® Create a commission
to advise on correc-
tional and other
criminal justice Y ® ° 3
agency training
needs, and to
develop standards
thereto.

®No standard X o |® e o 4

®Target date for
implementation X J%|77] K ¥ |¥ ¥[¥|76|%| |¥]| [|¥| I82|% * * ¥ (77| %[ % K771 % [ %% 24

{ * = immediately}

a. Provide 80 hrs, for first year employees, provide 40 hrs. for all others.
b. Standard relates only to correcticnat systems in counties of at least 150,000 population and the State

X No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Training and Education

2. In-Service

: v @ ©
Education of Zl 18] e ol &l e o
; 5 a S| o 2135 e
Correctional ol 13 ols 8l =18lel2] o |E[E] el | €
© wl2lolZlae © Dlciei8l lolw ngam € Olalw| 3 sl ) 2
Employees gl lel8lele|tltlalel o sl |el&lalgfcie|d|ola]5l8I8|a] [E)l1210|8]% MEIEIEE
@l € “1o|o ‘& c @el1.s Sloldlai2ialglalTiS= > o c]Elg]oy
uE{gS%3‘5C%ge’gwmg-'ﬂ%’>~2c-38’é‘gmg;g‘g‘éof‘,%gﬁﬁcg;az8",5%-
N ol IS, © o = (=t s({GIE(4Q1a > == ci2{afci X{m|{2{Q]ole
o 2iglalalsle| 18226l 2|EllS8iEl2ig|ciEial 518l 5io| 6| =]® 2 sl 8lEisl2lE3
zlz|<|2|<|S[S|S[a|z|G|=|e|e|<|S|2|2(5|5|5i5|35|2|2|2|2|2|2|2|56|0|5|&|3|&|&|&|5(5]2 (2|28

o Provide salary
increases and new
work assignments
as incentives for eole! eleie® e (0 ® ® @ @ o 00 @ o 000 @19
correctional em-
ployees to improve
their education.

e Provide salary
increases as incen- '
. o 1
tives (not new work
assignments).

*Provide incentives
to improve educa- o0 o0 ° 5
tion {unspecified).

o Provide incentives

for participation in P 1
in-house training
programs.

o No standard ® L J X o oeol@® @O0 o0 e O o 14

® Target date for .
implementation 78
{* = innediately)

77 2

a. Specifies incentives for probation officers only,
X No corrections standards available,
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CORRECTIONS
Training and Education

3. Work Stoppages
by Correctional
Employees

NAC

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia

idaho

Indiana

lowa

Kansas
Louisiana
Mair:
Maryland
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippl
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Carolina
North Dakota
Chio
Qklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Total ex-
cluding NAC

@ Enact legislation
prohibiting work ° YL °
stoppages by correc- | .
tional employees.

o
o
@
[ )
L)
o
9
o
o
-
N

® Establsih formal
policy prohibiting
work stoppage L ] 2
{legislation already
exists).

o Discourage work
stoppages and ® ° ® PY Py 5
make plans to deal
with them.

® No standard o (@ (O L X oo (0 0 0009 0000 GO | 0 @] 21

® Target date for '
implementation 78} % * 78{%| {78] |78 |78 78 80 78 * | % 12
{ * = immediately) |

X No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Organization and Planning
—
1. Program o
Evaluations g 1188 ol Ele o
B - 7] '_':o “‘":O
2 o al >l gl clo c g
© g zla RN ® IR IR S
© al.2l g ) Q LI I R e lwl| ® [ » © Qloin ei1Ll.z
El ol 2|21 E1R|G| 8| n]e o wl& 5&8‘%55%«,&"5530 §ic|£{S1al 8 S| 212 2%
meC°¥c399Dg gialelsti=llelaillole — Fal clolls|lel cl=2|ol=.t
221812151816 515181512 215 3]5] 5| 5 2|2)5)5]5) 5] 5 5(5(5]2|2 Bl 515151 5| §|512)5| (53
=l =] ] - ot wd b Lo fune o 4
Zl<|zj2|q{S|S|S|S|T |G|z (|2 |3|S|2|5|s|s|E|5|2(212121212]2]6|8|5]&[3]&8|°|8l5 IS 2 (s]e2

e Evaluate correc-
tional performance
on the basis of olel (e/0@ ¢ (o o |@ o |oloe o0 14
recidivism rates
reported at six-
months intervals.

® Conduct agency
evaluations L o ® 3
periodically, . .

e Conduct overall
reviews of the state
correctional sys- eole ) ® 4
tem on the basis ;
of recidivism mea-

e sures.
* No standard ) e |X| @ | |ooioe O O o000 00000 ®|19
o Target date for
implementation %l® [%]|%* *! | % |% * * * ¥ | % 12
( * = immediately) |

a. Evaluation not reqbired but the information by which they may be evaluated must be available,
X No corrections standards available,
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CORRECTIONS
Organization and Planning

2. Jurisdiction

: o
Over Juvenile E g 8 © g o o
|4 = Kol B

Status Offenders 3 ol al » 815! 8 . 2lsle c Q

© Blojd|w © o8| _lolo £ 8% © £ ol gl Slel.z

£ N&“Ub‘ﬁmm ) S Cmo-gucé‘mmsﬂ’so = =1R ol o] Gl x

plelcig|®la o l's c Bia slolgla|2isi8lol (3= 215 » Q0 clef§12e

“—YOm8‘53~—8‘°mm3.ﬂ“’>;c-—-0“»m Sl E ‘:"“Eﬁc‘&;.-co—u‘i

<|2| 5151215151515 81 8182|2512 5] 5| 2|12 |2|8]5 5| 5| 5|3|5]5]8|2|E15 (5|5 5| 5| B|2|%|3|Ee

z|<|a|<[<|3|S|8|8|c|S|B|c|elL|S|2|2|5|Sis (s |=(2(2] 2| 2]|2|2|2|5(3|56|&[3|8&|2]|5|S|2 ]R3
® Limit the juris-
diction of the

court to juvenites |9®]@ ® L o (o0 [ e|s
charged with

nonstatus offenses.

o Maintain the
court's jurisdic-
tion over status
offenders, but oo O o o ] ) ® L JET ) 10
prevent their
incarceration.

*No standard e e o 000 |xoe @ @ (@ (00 000 10 O 0000 |22

e Target date for
implementation 75k% 77 80 77
{ " iimmediately)

X No corrections standards available.
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CORRECTIONS
Organization and Planning

3. Pretrial

o
Release £ 2= _18ls
-— r al=iga Z1=t = C
= — cl >l gl e ciclt o [
Il = 2 = . <
o g-go-gg 2 n:a%__mn el 8lxisl= g E:_('?‘:% cirel .=
E e ElRlo|lE|al= = <] Sls =lmclX sl 512100 Zlaic) a zlo]al x
clclli-|slao = c w8 sicigivlalasle|ElISIsS clgl > a =Zlciclez
slxlglclo|c|E8IZ|BlEje slale|l<]=]2lelag|3iclT - =i c clCclaujelci & ci=lo c
Qfolal i 8l=siciSlam|lslslei8lel2is|E|lZiE€|Ciwln|lctS5lE SlieloteloielSsiSiclsleclzisliclas
el 8112zl 21s12I51 215 iz 513|552 |S|21218|2)2) 23| 3|5]8|=|=]8||3) 315 5| =18|8|2)32
= o 5 == =1L 1 & ] 2 = SiEjz )2 3
zi<l<|<|<| S|SB || |S[2|E|e|< || |ZISIEE 5|22 2| Z|2|=2|2|cio|o|E|a|8[S[E| SIS iI2iz|Ss
e Release the accused
on OwWn recognizance
09 ele L ® o000 0 00 o o 000000000000 L L J { M J @ 30

when conditions
permit.

e Establish a state-
wide pretrial ® ® , 2
release capability.

® No standard o o |e@ X ® ® ® ® o 8

® Target date for
impiementation * ¥* * % »! lg2 ¥* *1¥% * i 78 * *]114
{ * = immediately)

a. Suggests that the General Assembly cansider adopting legislation giving judges substantial discretion in releasing arrestegs on their
own recognizance.
X No corrections standards available.








