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I INTRODUCTION

- Qverview
During the 1979 grant period, Uniform Parole Reports continued to expand the
strueture and scope of the projeet in the effort to improve UPR's role as a system for
g;utvlwrin',;', analyzing, and disseminating dam on pm'.olc and other related areas of
eritainal justice. A scries of cight tasks comprised the work plan for the 1979 grant

perind. This report outlines the major activities and products of that plan.

Task It Level 1

Level It Agpregate Parole Data included colleceting summary parole data from

state and federal agencies, publishing it in the report, Parole in the United States: 1973

and distributing it nationally,

Level H: Individual Parole Data included the collection and publication of the
individual ease-based data system. The distribution of these data on entry and follow-up

data included the national report, Characteristies of the Parole Popuiation: 1976 and

1077 a5 will as accompanying state feedback tables.

Task 3: Lovel 11

Level HI: Speeial Questions included two main calegories. One was the special
requests reecived by UPR ‘data users. Two included a methodological review and an

exploration of parole related community programs,

»

Task <11 Level IV

Level 1V: Information Referral Service ineluded responding to requests for parole
informntion and data sources and distributing two UPR reports (one on parole related

Tegislation andd the other on community programs).




+

“Task 5: Hational Probation

Reporting Study

During the 1979 grant period, UPR expanded its scope to exar}mining the
fons&bility of a national probation reporting system comparable to National Prisoner
Slatistics, Uniform Crime Reports, and Uniform Pardle Reports. Currently no such
system exists, In addition to this report, a detailed final report on the first year findings

is being prepared under separate cover,

Task 0: Linison/Coordination

UPR maintained contact with data users and other key agencies through five
major avenues: the UPR annual seminar, the annual Task Force meetings, UPR
publications, contact with other national criminal justice reporting systems, and

professional meetings.

Task T: Teehnical Support

Technical and methodological support was provided for the data collection and
processing at UPI through: expanding the data processing shop, implementing prkocedures
for an automnated reporting system, redesigning coding procedures, and training data
providers. Concurrently, additional time and expertise were devoted to solving problems

of sampling, quality control, and statistical analyses.

Task 8: Administration

»

UPR's administrative staff continued to streamline and routinize tasks in order

lo support the project's expanding staff and expanding rescarch capabilities.
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. II. LEVEL I: AGGREGATE PAROLE DATA

-

* “Introduction

The purpose of this UPR series, Level I, is to present basis summary statistics
concerning adull pareole in the United States. It' is .intended to answer a series of
straight-forward questions about parole, including:
1. low many Pcople are on parole?
2. llow may people entered parole during the last year?

J. llow many people were removed from parole during the last
your? '

4. What were the parole population compositions?

This series is also'designcd to increasc factual knowledge about parole systéms,
the administration of parole and agency workloz;ds and resources. The report, drawing on
sources in addition to Uniform Parole Reports, explores a series of relationships between
parole data and other iteins related to paroie, inéluding:

1. Parole system cl1al*agtex'istics

2. Parole supervision

3. Prison population

4. Crime levels

9. The total U.S. population

6. Trends in parole and prison populations

7. Trends in the rate of use of parole

Accomplishments

During the 1979 grant pefiod, Uniform Parole Reports published its second

annunt report on nggre'[;nte parole data, Parole in the United States: 1978. The genceral
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design of this report involved the presentation of state, regional and national aggregate

parole data on: 1) conditional releAse population movements which included entries,

removals, year-end population and population compositibn; 2) parole authority
chavacteristics which ineluded parole guidelines, sentencing statutes and agency staff
resourees; 3) the context of parole which include'd the crime rate and prison/parole
populations, 4) and longer term trends of .pal‘ole based on prison releases and parole
entries, and prison/parole populations.

The report is based on four sources of data. Tirst, the major focus of the report
is on the 1977 and 1978 parole data collected in the 1979 aggregate parole data survey
conducted by the UPR staff, The data were vol.untm‘ily provided by 56 parole
authoriLy/corrcctions agencics including: all 50 states, the U.S. {ederal systevm; the
Distriet of Columbia; Américan Samoa; Guam; and Pue_rto Rico (see Atachment I).
Second, the UPR historical data from UPR files from 1965 through 1974 were used to
examine longer term trends. Third, the discussion on parole authority characteristics is a

sccondary data analysis of information presented in Changes in Sentencing and Parole

Decision-making: 1976-78 (Travis and O'Leary, 1979) and "Survey of Parole Related

Legislation Enacted During 1977-1978 Legislative Sessions” (Kannenshon, 1978). Fourth,

to set the context of parole and aid in examining longer term trends, two other national

. data colleetion systems were used: prison release and prison population data were drawn

from the NP3 annual publication series, "Prisoners in State and Federal Institutions”
(February, 1977; February .1978; February 1979; and May 1979); and crime index data and
civilian population data were drawn from the Uniform Crime Reports' annual pdblication
serics "Crime in the United States" (FBI, 1978).

In addition lo presenting this parole system information and relating it to

population dand eriminal justice data from other sour‘cés, UPR also hopes to both call
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attention to the need for further studies and to identify gaps and inco'nsistencics in
criminal justice datn which are currently collected and published. If useful poli_cy studies
are to be made in the arca of parole, it is essential to have reasénab]y complete and

-

reliable information, not only on parole but on eriminal justice activity as a whole.

g,
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I, LEVEL II: INDIVIDUAL PAROLE DATA

Introduction

Level 11 constitutes the individual case-bascd data system from which the

detuiled analysis of those entering parole and thosc being removed from parole is

developed, This dnta base is designed to answer the following types of questions:

1,

A4,

What arve the characteristics of the population entering parole in a
given year?

What are the characteristics of the population being removed from
parole in a given year?

What relationships are there between the population and system
characteristics covered in Level I to parole entry, and to the nature
and timing of parole removal?

Iow do the answaors to'the three questions change over time?

In addition to addressing these basic substantive questions, the Level 11 data base

also pbrforms the following functions:

1.

It serves as the data base from which special runs can be made and sample
can be drawn for a variety of special studies, including follow-up studies on
parole performance. '

. Through the use of various estimation procedures, it provides a cross-check

with certain aspects of the data reported at the aggregate level (i.e., UPR
Level ). )

It provides the basis for item validity studies and allows for the
incorporation of procedures for continuous quality control in terms of

"matlers such as state coding and UPR coder reliability.

Accomplishments

‘Several major developmcnté occurred at the individual data level of the UPR

projeet, Pirst, the new Level 11 data collection procedures were implemeﬁted with the

colleetion of 1979 data (on those entering parole in 1979, 1978, 1977, and 1876). New data

sheets were designed to provide more easce in coding for agency data providers and
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several variables revised and added to expand and broudpn the data base. An Ipstruction
Manual was also (Jcs'igncd to accompany the new forms, explaining in detail all (ig]ta itemms
and values found on the sheets. The revisé{d data base is now based on entry and {ollow-
up: period files.

Sccond, computer software was created for dnta cntry, recoding of automated
agency data to UPR codes and formats, editing, and updating the data. This software
prc.)vi(los the basis for converting previously collected 'dnur to a format compatible with
the new Level 1T design and for analyzing all data collected as part of the new system.
Given the relatively large sizc of the data files, the complexities of some of the
variables, and some of the problems associated with the data base, the conversion of the
eleven years of data was begun. This conversion task willibc spaced out ove: a
thrcc»y:car period, DBut once completed, the converted data base will make crucial
long-term studies possible,

Third, work was completed on the development of procedures for recciving
automated data from the participating agencies. Tor those agencies which have
automaled data systems, the provision c;f ent.ry and follow-up data should, in fact, be
considerably easier than has been the case in the past. While interfacing with these
system has created coding and other problems, they are soluble. Other developments in
UPR' data processing system are deseribed in Section VI, Technical Support.

Fourth, the publication of the first annual bm‘ole entry and follow-up report,

Characteristics of the Parole Population: 1976 and 1977, and accompanying state

feedback tables were distributed. Along with the Level I Annual Report, the parole entry
and follow-up report provides a relatively comprehensive look at parole on a national and
state-by-state basis.  The Level II report covers factors such as race and ethnic

background, type of release on parole, age, sex, prior record, and type of offense.
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The tabulations presented in the annual publicuti-on are also run on a
state-by-state basis. llowever, they are too large in volume to publish and l:{ave other
problaems associnted with them. For example, detailed cross—tabu‘lations of states with
sm"ull parole populations result in such small numbers in certain cells that it is possible
for individuals to be identified. Such data are handled very carefully by UPR in order to
observe the privacy and conflidentiality requirements of the data base. At the same
tin.m ¢, the eross-tabulations may be of great use to cert‘nin states, particularly those that
do nol have their own claborate statistical reporting systems, Therefore, these data,
reported in the state feedback tables, are only released to appropriate persons in the
individual states, not to the general publie.

States participating in UPR's reporting system are listed in Attachment A;
participation is shown for two years, States which contributed data during 1978 are
inclinded in the next Level I publication and the 1979 fecedback tables. States which

a

contributed data during 1979 will have their data reportetl duriné the upnoming year.
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considered significant to the UPR project and to the study of parole in general. As in our

previous project yecar, three genecral prineciples guided the selection of questions

IV. LEVEL III: SPECIAL QUESTIONS

Introduction

UPR's Level III was designed to examine selected "special questions" that were

incorporated into this special study component of UPR: -

1.

The studiecs should contribute to the clarification of UPR's basic data.
Many issuecs arise in using a data base such as UPR's, and one task of
the special study component is to undertake studies which could help in
the development of solutions to issues such as recliability and validity
that arc inherent in the type of data reported to UPR.

The stutlies should contribute to an improvement of UPR's data
system. Concrete alternatives can be proposed on the basis of special
studies whieh deal with issues sueh as increasing coder reliability,
improving the accuracy of sampling procedures, and improving the
quality of estimation procedures.

The studies should focus on current policy concerns in order to
illuminale options for the formulation of new public policies governing
parole. Public policy is shifting in the area of parole, and as policy
malters are raised, onc task of a data/study system such as UPR is to
analyze the data that are available to indicate the nature and
conscquence of public poliey option.

The Level Il component contained two main categories of special questions:

special requests and special studies.

Accomplishinents -

Special Requests

interested users of UPR data. These requests included analyses of some part of an

individual state's data or of specific data from a group of states linked by a similar

Special requests were received by UPR from state parole agencies and other

characteristic. Speeial requests completed by UPR during 1979 were:




SOURCE:

REQUEST:
SOURCE:
REQULST:
SOURCE:

REQUEST:

SOURCE:

REQUEST:

SOURCE:

REQUEST:
SOURCE:

REQUEST:

SOURCE:

REQUEST:

-10-

Ed Ziegler
Rhode Island Parole

Median time servéd for willful homicide in Rhode Island

* K k

Pat Ray Recse
Kentucky Bureau of Corrections

Machine-readable copy of data provided by Kentueky for 1973
to 1976

* ¥ ¥

Dr. Richard McCleary
University of Illinois

Analysis of time under active parole supervision

A ok ox

Steven Van Dine | '
Ohio Adult Parole Authority

New offense by commitment offense for 1876 entries in Ohio

* ok %

Devon T, Knoll )
Kansas Adult Authority

Mean time served by class of offense in Kansas

* ok ok

Pleasant C. Shiclds
Virginia Parole Board

Parole status comparing Virginia with certain other states
with/without credit for time on parole

* % %

Kenneth Adams
Criminal Justice Institute

1976, .1975, and 1974 national tables for individual and
aggregate~based parole data :




SOURCE:

REQUEST:

SOURCE:

REQUEST:

SOURCE:

REQUEST:

SOURCE:

REQUEST:

SOURCIH:

REQUEST:

SOURCE:

REQUEST:

SOURCE:

-11-

Charles P. Smith
American Justice Institute
Sacramento, California

Characteristies for parole population under age 18

L R

Mark Reading
Missouri Board of Probation and Parole

New offense by commitment offense for 1974-1976 parole
entries and one-year parole status by prior prison in Missouri

Richard J. Oldroyd
Utah Department of Social Services

Length of time under parole supervision of 1876 parole entries
Edwin Zedlewski

Office of Rescarch and Evaluation Methods
LEAA

Mean time served in prison by UCR Type 1 offenses by state

* % %

Timothy Flanagan
Sourecebook

1976, 1975, and 1974 national parole tables

k ¥ %

Ray Rhodes
Kansas Adult Authority

Months under supervision by parole performance by
commitment offense for Kansas

* ok ok

William P, Johnson
Colorado Division of Criminal Justice
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REQUEST: Median timne served in prison by sex and commitment offense
for first releases to parole in 1976 (national) x

* % *x

. SOURCE: Sister Dolores Brinkel
' Criminal Justice Ministry
Kansas

REQUEST: One-year parole status for offenders convieted of willful
homicide and paroled in 1976 for Kansas and the nation.

¥ ¥

Speeinl Studies

During the 1979 grant period attention was devoted to two major special
studies. One was o methodelogical review. The other was an exploration of parole-
related community programs currently available to parolees. The findings of ths study

are reported in a UPR publication entitled Parole-Related Community Programs: A

Preliminary National Survey.

"NMethodological Review"

With technical support [rom John 1L i«‘reeman, Ph.D., a methodologist from the
School of Business at the University of California, Berkeley, one UPR product was to be
the preparation of a dctailcdv report discussing the major considerations emerging from a
methodological review of the entire UPR individual case-based data system. This would
include a discussion of the methodological problems imd" issues as well as a plan for:
restructuring the 10-year existing data base; establishing sampling tephniqucs for both
the interim and revised systems implemented in January, 1979; and refining quality
control procedures. |

A draft of the report was prepared during the 1979 projeet year. The major

seetions of the rcpért refleet the completion of the first phase.of the methodological




analysis conducted by UPR with the technical assistance of Dr. Freeman over ‘the past
two project years. The sections ares 1) Introduction, provding an overview of '.UPR;

2) Evolutionary Considerations, which discusses national reporting systems and technical
di:velopments; 3) Special Features of UPR, which analyzes the restrictions on the
variables studied by UPR, and the problems arising from follow-up studies, the large
volume of data and the voluntary nature of the UPR de.tta. collection system. The last
secfion, Future Plans, outlines further procedures for quality control of the individual
case-based data. The expansiox}x and refinement of the report will parallel the completion
of the second phase of the methodological analyses to be coﬁducted during the 1980

1

project year.
"Parole-Related Community Programs:
A Preliminary National Survey"

With an apparent trend towards the abolition of indeterminate sentencingvby
state legislatures nationwide, parole in general, and more specifically, the function and
nature of parole supervision, have come under publie serutiny. The overall question is, of
course, the future of parole. Students of parole such as Eliot Studt and Arthur Pearl
have proposed that voluntary rehabilitative services be made the emg')hasis of parole
supervision in the future. | | | .

In order to help conceptualize a parole organization of the future which
promotes the service function of parole, it was necessary to review the service areas for
parolees that were being addressed by parole agencies. What service‘s other than the
general services of traditional parole supervision are available to parolees? The need for
the identification of parole-related community programs and/or service areas that are
being used or could be used by parole authorities for the benefit of paroiees under their

supervision led UPR to undertake this study.
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The study was divided into two phases. The first phase ;Nas conducted in 19'!9.
It consisted of a preliminary survey of state parole authorities on the exisi‘.encé’ of -
parole-related com muﬁity programs and/or service areas sponsored by the paroie
agencies. Five categories of prog‘rams a/nd/or service areas were identified and are
discussed in the published report. The sgcond phase of the study wiil be conducted in
1980. |

The UPR staff continues to work in both areas of the special questions
component of the project. During the 1979 grant year highest priority was given to
special requests from state parole agencies which participate in UPR's data reporting
effort, but special requests from all other sources were also considered. On the other
hadn, the number of special studies suggested for consideration by UPR was very large,
so the stalf undertook those.(such as sampling and quality control and the survey of
parole-related community programs) deemed most likely to contribute to the
improvement of the performance of UPR's regular system functions, i.e., design,
implementation, and publication of yearly summaries of data, parole entry and removal
data, and follow-up studies; and collections and codification of resource materials on
changes in the policies and the organization of parole. UPR also developed ideas and
designs for additions] special studies and sought potential sponsors to fund them. Finally,

the project made its data and findings from both its regular and special studies available

to rescarchers.
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PY | ‘ V. LEVEL IV: INFORMATION REFERRAL SERVICE

Introduction

-

N There is a demonstrated need for up-to-date information on the constantly

similar organizations pursuing issues in parole-related legislation, three accomplishments

¢ changing nature of the parole system in the nation. States have uniéue statutes, parole
systems, and parole regulations which are frequently changed as legislatures pass new
laws or 1epeal old ones, administrations change, and as'new programs are implemented.
. In addition, there is an increasing number of books and journal articles devoted to the
subject of the parole system. Further, research into all aspects of the parole system is
continually being conducted. Because of this steady growth in parole materials of all
¢ types, it is becoming more difficult for people seeking specific parole data to locate
what they need.
() o Accomplishments
. UPR's general approach to the information referral service function was that
J while it was important, it must be made a lower priority given the other developmental
@ | needs in UPR. Iowever, in addition to maintaining our liaison with the Natiohal Parole
- Institute and the NCCD Information Center, which routinely forwards parole-related
xLi ~information to UPR, and our liaison with the Council of State Governments and other
°

in this area could be reported in 1979.

First, UPR attempted to respond to any reasonable request for information in’
the area of parole, .These requests come from either state parole agencies or others
interested in the field, But the emphasis in this referral sefvice was on assisting

individuals in the location of the appropriate data sources.

-0
e
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‘ !
® . Second, a report on parole-related legislation presented to the 1979 UPR
Seminar by Michael Kannensohn was published by UPR and distributed nationaliy. The
report, A National Survey of Parole-Related Legislation Bnacted During the 1979
Legislation Session, provides an update on mandatory sentencing, determinate
® : .
sentencing, parole guidelines, due process rights, and parole eligibility dates legislation.
Third, a report of findings from our survey of parclie-related com muﬁity
® programs and/or scrvice areas (discussed in Level 1) was distributed nationally. This
report, ertitled Parole-Related Community Programs: A Preliminary National Survey
covers programs reported by state parole agencies to be in existence in 1979.
.
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V1. NATIONAL PROBATION REPORTING STUDY

mtroddction

The National Probation Reporting Study (NPRS), a project funded by LEAA to
determine the feasibility of a national reporting system, completed ;1 successful first
year of operation on December 31, 1979, If found to be feasible, a natioﬁal adult
probation reporting system would be comparable to the Uniform Crime Reports, the
National Prison Statistics, or thé Uniform Parole Reports. Currently no such national
information system for adult probation exists.

The 1979 final report for the National Probation Reporting Study (NPRS) is
presented here in two sections: 1) a brief summary of the accomplishments achieved in
the first year of the study; and 2) "a summary of the preliminary a:nalysis of adult

probation agencies and offices.

A detailed version of the final report containing an in-depth analysis of the

survey data is being prepared under separate cover.

Accomplishments

In its effort to establish the feasibility of national probation reporting, the NPRS

project accomplished three major tasks:

1. The identification of adult probation agency and office populations in
the U.8. and its territories

2. Survey of adult probation agenecy population
.3, Preliminary data analysis
| Working v;/ith a 1976 Bureau of the Census listing, the population of adult
probation offices waslinititally identified through contacts with the State Planning
Agencies. Each agency as;;iéted in verifyi‘ng the listing of offices in their jurisidictions.

This initial identification resulted in a total count of 2,100 adult probation offices. The
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figure represented all adult probation locations at the state, co'unty, and city levels Qf

government, This task updated the 1976 listing and showed a net increase of 166
offices. State recorganization of probation created the addition and deletion of offices in
s;)me agencies., Other increases in‘ the final count are attributable to a more complete
listing of offices than previously compiled in some jurisdictions.

A national eanvassing of the 2,100 offices was conducted in July. A glossary of
probation terminology was prepared in an attempt to obtain uniform rAesponses. This
effort sought to identify certain characteristics of each office. These include:
information on the administrative structure of agencies, types of populations served, and
record-keeping methods employed. The full details of this effort will be discussed in a
separate report of the specific information gathered by the NPRS project. By October,
with o;le follow-up request, .the study obtained_:i_l_‘i’: response rate. Only 1% of these
reported not to be involved in adult probation. Ee remainder became the basis for the
full data analysis to be conducted in the second year.

Preliminary data analysis required classification of each office within each
agency. Offices were identified as existing at one of five levels within an agency's
organizational structure: central, regional, area, branch or satellite. Attachment II
illustrates this method of ¢lassifying offices within the hierarchy of an agency. This
classification scheme resulted in identification of 472 additional offices, most of which
were branch offices not included in the first count. ’f‘he total ﬁumber of adult probation
offices currently identified is 2,403. This figure represents the totalpopulation, not the
number of contacts required to coliect adult.probation data on a national level.

The preliminary data analysis presented in the following section is the product of

the identification of the adult probation agency population and the subsequent agency

classification scheme, Three substantive issues are presented which capsulize the efforts
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made toward addressing the central issue of national reporting. These issues are: 1) a
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comparison of 1976 to 1979 adult probation office population figures; 2) an exéminationl
of the current organizational structure of these agencies; and 3) the identification of

central reporting locations for national reporting.

Preliminary Analysis

The Changing Population of
Adult Probation Offices

The initial task in assessing the feasibility of‘nntional reporting on adult
probation was to identify the total population of organizational units which might
eventually contribute information to a reporting system. This effort benefited
immeasurably from a previous study conducted in 1976 for LEAA by the Governments
Division, Bureau of the Cen.sus. Analysis of the information obtained in this earlier study
indicated a population of 1,931 agencies engaged in adult probation as of September 1,
1976.

The Bureau of the Census study contributed in two important respects to the
NPRS research effort. First, the earlier listing of aduilt probation agencies provided the
berchmark for contacts at the state and local levels in attempting to document the
current population of adult probation offices. These contacts resulted in a revised listing
of 2,100 offices which served as the base population for a direct mailing effort in July,
1879, The returns and subsequent follow-up of the difect mailing led to a further
revision of the population listing which a;nounted to 2,403 offices as of January 1, 1980.

Secondly, the previous research by the Bureau of Census was instrumental in
pointing to the need for further conceptual distinctions regarding probation agencies.
Among these was the need to classify organizational units belonging to a single

administrative authority, The Census study adopted a definition of ageney that classified
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sub-offices of a single authority as separate agencies, When documenting the activities
of all such "agencies" there is a tendency toward over-enumeration in which a.central
administrative unit reports a total figure while sub-offices separately reported their own
contribution to the same total. The summation of these reports could more than double
the activity count for all offices of a probation aﬁthdrity. Having been forewarned of
this problem, the NPRS research was based on a classification whereby all offices of an
administrative authority would bé counted as an agency. Al offices were then identified
according to thelr position within the organizational hierarchy of their respective

agencies. Comparing the results of the Bureau of the Census study to that of NPRS, the

practical consequence of differences in classification is that the Census count of

"agencies" is equivalent to the NPRS count of offices.

Table 1 provides an indication of the major changes that occurred in the
population of adult probation offices between 1976 and 1979 (sece Attachment IO for the
detailed breakdown of changes in office populations). Revision of the listing of adult
offices resulted in the deletion of 332 office designations from the population of 1,931
offices enumerated by the Bureau of Census. Many of these deletions do not involve, in a
strict sense, the physical disappearance of a probation office. Rather, they may
represent a reorganization of probation within a jurisdiction transferring probation
authority {rom the local level to state government, or vice versa. For instance,
reorganization in Massachusetts placed 82 separate county and municipal probation
departments unider the authority of a single state ageney. This is recorded in the NPRS
enumeration as a deletion of 82 designations at the county and muniecipal level with an
equ.al number of additions for state designated offices. The 804 additions t.o the office
listing yielded the 1979 total population of 2,403 offices, a net increase of 472 offices or

24.5% over the 1976 population figure. While additions may reflect reorganization and
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changed designation of offices, they also inelude t; number of other factors besides real
growth in the population of offices. The NPRS figures include a small number of offices
(N=18) from six jurisdictions that were not enumerated in the Census study - American
E;amou, Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands, Northern Mariana Islands, and Trust
Territories of the Pacific Island. Also, the NPRS effort identified & number of sub-
offices that were probably missed in the 1976 Census study. This would leave some

portion, but not all, of the net increase of 472 offices as an indication of real growth in

the population of adult probation offices.
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TABLE 1
Changes in the Population of Adult
. Probation Offices (1976-1979) by
- Major Geographical Area

1976 : 1979
Population  Deletions Additions  Population
Area
Northeast 324 96 186 414
North Central | 700 133 310 877
South 616 86 239 769
West 2901 17 _69 343
Totals ' 1931 332 804 2403

Additional detail on changes in the population of offices can be seen in Table 2
which shows the distributional shifts in offices at each level of government-—state,
county and municipal. The figures for municipal adult probation offices should be viewed
with caution. In 1976 only 52 such offices were identified, and the 1979 NPRS effort
yielded a net increase of 18 for a total of only 70 municipal offices nationally. These
figures may be a function of the difficulty in idenfifying purely local probation
departments through state and regional information networks, and future NPRS efforts

may show that the actual number is higher than has been suspected.
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TABLE 2
Changes in the Population of Adult Probation Offices
- (1976-1979) by Major Geographical
Area and Level of Government

1976 1976 %
Population  Deletions Additions  Population Change

MNorthicast \ '
State - 85 4 116 197 +132%

County 216 79 43 180 - 17%
Municipal 23 13 27 37

North Central )
State 344 53 98 389 + 13%
County 337 72 206 471 + 40%
Municipal 19 8 6 17

South ' ‘
State 500 71 118 547 + 9%
County 111 15 115 211 + 90%
Municipal 5 0 6 11

West
State 157 . 13 29 173 + 10%
County 129 1 37 165 + 28%

- Municipal 5 3 3 . 5

U.3. Total
State 1,086 - 141 361 1,306 + 20%
County 793 167 401 1,027 + 30%
Municipal 52 24 42 70

For both state and county level offices, an increase has been recorded in each of
th.e'four major geographical areas. The exception ocecurred in the Northeast where the
reorganization in Ma<sachusetts resulted in a net decline among county adult probation
offices. The remaining three areas—North Central, South, ‘and West—show a
proportionately higher increase at the county level than in adult probation offices at the

state level. This is reflected in the national figures which show a 30% increase at the
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county level (from 793 in 1976 to 1,027 in 1975) as compared to a 20% inérea_se in state
level offices (from 1,086 in 1976 to 1,306 in 1979). Howevet;, in both years the majority
of all adult probation offices were found at the state level, with stgte offices accounting
for 56% (N=1,086) in 1976 and 54% (N=1,306) in 1979.

Current Organization
of Adult Probation

In an attempt to document the organization of adult probation, the NPRS effort
utilized, as previously discussed, a classificatioh that identified an agency as an entity
composed of all offices administered by a single probation authority. Within this system
the size of an adult probation agency could vary from a single to a multiple office
structure. The detailed in'formation in Attachment IV shows that the largest agency
nationally is the Florida state system with 86 office locations within a four-level agency
organizational structure. Single office agencies are frequently encountered at the

municipal and county levels

An additional classification was made of the organizational position of offices
within their respective agencies. Each office is identified as operating at one of five
levels within an agency: central, regional, area, branch, or satellite office. The

summary results of this effort are shown in Table 3.
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TABLE 3
Number of Adult Probation Offices
by Organizational Level
Within Agencies

Organizational Level of Office ' N %
Central 885 36.8
Regional 821 34.4
Area 445 18.5
Branch 240 10.0
Satellite _6 0.3
Total ' 2,403 100.0

Only one office in each agency was designated as a central office location. The
total count of B85 central offices therefore represents the number of adult probation
agencies nzitionauy. Regional offices, those having regional authority within the total
jurisdiction of an agency, total 827 of all offices identified. The third level of offices is
found in those agencies which assign area responsibility to locations within a region. This
category of area offices totalled 445. Slightly over 10% of all offices identified are
either branch or satellite offices. This percentage represents the 240 branch offices of
area level offices and six satellite locations attached to branch level offices.

Details in Attachment IV indicate that agencies with three or more levels of
office organizational structure total less thaﬁ 3% of ali agencies. However, this group
generally contains the largest state agencies, and accounts for 42% of all :;dult probation

offices.
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Additional. descriptive information is available concernir{g the agencfes that are
represented by the 885 central offices. This is shown in Table 4 which 'presents a
classification of all agencies according to both the branch of government responsible for
administration, and the level of government at WhICh the agency exercises Jurxsdlctxon
In terms of absolute numbers, the majority of all adult probation agencies, 69% (N= 612),
are administered by an executive branch of government, with the remainder being within
a judicial branch. The importance of this distinetion is somewhat tempered by the fact
thlut the judiciary often has appointive power over probation staff in executive branch

agencies, and, at the operational level, all probation agencies are necessarily responsive

to the judiciary.
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TABLE 4 ,
Number of Adult Probation Agencies
by Level and Branch of Government

Branch of Government

Level of
Government Executive Judicial Total
State 44 12 56
County 538 241 779
Muniecipal 30 20 50
Total 612 273 885

’

The level of government at which an agency operates is of major significance
because it determines the size of the geographieal jurisdiction of the agency, and is
related to both the number of offices within an agency and the likelihood of processing
felony level caseloads. Again, as shown in Table 4, in regard to absolute numbers there is
an obvious clustering of agencies within a single category: 88% of all agencies operate at
the county level and approximately 6% operate at the state and municipal levels of
government,

Among all agencies it is important to note' that, based on the data shown in
Table 2, there is a different pattern of relationship in the number of probation offices
operating at various levels of government. For instance, while only 6% of the agencies
are at the state level they account for 54% (N=1,306) of all probation of-fices; and that
42% (N=1,027) and 3% (N=70) of all offices can be found at the county and municipal

levels, respectively.
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Feasibility of Adult ' L

Probation Reporting

&“’M”A B L

In contemplating a national population of 885 adult probation ‘agencies
répresenting 2,403 separate office locations, the prospect of a complete national
reporting system appears as a dim, if not unobtainable, reality. However, in assessing
the feasibility of such a system, the NPRS effort sought to identify the actual number of
contacts that would have to be made at the state and local level in order to obtain
caseload statistics for all probation agencies., This task required gathering additional
information on existing centralized reporting systems within state and regional
jurisdictions, and the adoption of an as yet unverified assumption concerning reporting
practices within adult probation agencies: namely, that offices within an agency report
their c:ase]oad statistics to the céntral agency office.

The review of centralized reporting revealed that a number of state jurisdictions
have established computerized reporting systems for all levels of adult probation data,
from state, county and municipal agencies. A larger number of states gather aggregate,
or summary, caseload statistics on a reéular basis from all probation agencies operating
within the state jurisdktion. This inform_ation was used in examining each state or
territorial jurisdiction to determine the projected number of contacts that would be
necessary for national reporting. The detailed information appears in Attachment V, and

the summary of this effort is shown in Table 5.
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TABLE 5
Number of Projected Reporting Contacts
for Adult Probation by Major
Geographical Area

Centralized Reporting De-Centralized Reporting
Number Number

of Contacts Offices Reported of Contacts Offices Reported
X % N %
Northeast 11 414 100 NONE o —
North Central 13 803 92 70 74 8
South 18 713 93 54 56 7
West 17 284 83 46 59 17
Total 59 2,214 92 170 189 8

When viewed from the perspective of actual contact points, the possibility for
total national repor'ting appears as a very reasonable objective., While there are
differences among major geographical éreas, it appears that only 59 contacts would be
required to produce reports accountihg for the activity of 92% (N=2,214) of all adult
probation offices. The remaining 8% (N=189) of the offices would require 170 contacts in
order to secure reports of their activities. However, if municipal probation agencies
were excluded in gathering data from decentralized sources, tﬂe remaining 163 county
offices could be reached through 144 contacts.

In summary, if the assumptions and additional information used in this analysis
are correct, then it would be possible to obtain national probation reporting from all
state and county level agencies by contacting 59 centralized repor;ting locations and an
additional 144 county level agencies. The added effort to obtain all known municipal
probation agencies as well would require 26 more contacts. It appears that national

probation reporting is indeed feasible.
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VII. LIAISON/COORDINATION %

1979 UPR Seminar

- The 1979 UPR Seminar was held on October 15, 16, and 17 in Kansas City,
Kansas. This year's Seminar was the largest ever with 109 participants from parole,
correctional, and other public and private agencies, The theme was "UPR and Parole-
Related Research,"

The Seminar opened with a keynote address by Richard Mulcrone, U.S. Parole
Commissioner. Mr., Mulcrone's address, "Can Parole Develop Its Own Directions?" set
the framework for the remaining two days of the Seminar {see Attachment VI for the
complete Seminar agenda).

* The second day was highl’ightedpy a keynote panel on limited discretion.
Professor Leslie Wilkins from the State University of New York, Albany, presén’ced a
paper entitled "Structured Decision-making: The Impact on Parole Guidelines and

Determinate Sentencing." Panel respondents were Ira Blalock, Board Member from

_Oregon; Kenneth Polk, Ph.D., Professor of Sociclogy, University of Oregon; and Brian

Taugher, J.D., Chief Counsel to the California Com munity Release Board.

Participants selecteld workshops to attend tilat efternoon. Workshops were
organized around three themes, two of them specific to UPR data: "Data Related Issues"
;1nd "Using Research." UPR staff led these presentations. A third theme, "New
Directions," offered broadly based workshops: 1) "Parole Guideliqes" lJed by Edward
Hammock (New York Board of Parole), 2) "Prison Populations" led by Bradford Smith,
Ph.D,, (Abt Associates, Cambridge, Massachusetts), Carol Kalish {Bureau of Justice
Statistics/Office of Justice Assistance, Research and Statistics) and Vida Ryan
(California Department of Corrections); 3) "Legislative Update" led by Michael
Kannensohn (Council of State Governments, Lexington, Kentueky); and 4) "National

Probation Reporting" with Gerald
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Alston (New York State Division of Probation) and Charles Wheeler, Ph.D., (Mott-

McDonald Associates, Ine., Washington, D.C.).

<

The last déy opened with workshops gnd concluded with a panel, "Research and
Parole-Related Community Programs."  Panel members Sherry Hallex" (Executive
Dni‘rectov of the Criminal Justice Education Center, Hartford, Connecticut) and Cynthia
Mahabir, D.Crim. (UPR Research Associate) provided a national overview of community .
programs av‘ailable to parolees; while John Irwin, Ph.D. (Professor, San Francisco State
University) presented a critique of community corrections. Arthur Pearl, Ph.D.
(Professor, University of California at Santa Cruz) responded to the panel presentations
and concluded with a summary of the role of parcle in the broader context of soéial
problems.

The major Seminar presentations wiil be published in the 1979 UPR Seminar Final

Report.

Overview ‘

The annual UPR Task Forece meeting was held on September 24-25, 1979 to aid
the UPR staff and its progrelm monitor from the Bureau of Justice Statistics/OJARS,
Carol Kalish, in: planning for the second phase of the Community Alternative Study and
other special studies conducted by UPR (Level I); expanding the information referral.
functions (Level 11); refining the aggregate parole data collection procedures (Level I) fof
the upcoming year; and developing a third year plan for the National Probation Reporting

Study (NPRS). (See Attachment VI for the complete Task Force Repdrt.‘)
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Parole Board Member :
Salem, Oregon

Project Director
American Justice Institute
Sacramento, California

Department of Sociology
San Francisco State University
San Francisco, California

Office of Systems and Evaluations
Department of Corrections
Madison, Wisconsin

Department of Sociology
University of Oregon
Eugene, Oregon

Research Assistant

. Research Associate

Administrative Assistant
Project Director
Project-Co-Director
Research Associate
Research Associate
Manager of Data Services
Project Co-Director

[
o Participants
1 Task Force Members
g Ira Blalock
John J. Gailvin
o
John Irwin, Ph.D. Professor -
L :
Paul Kusuda Director
® Kenneth Polk, Ph.D. Professor
® UPR/NPRS Staff
William Elms
Mareia Empey
Margene TFudenna
James L. Galvin, Ph.D.
o Frank R. Hellum
Paul Litsky
Cynthia Mahabir, D.Crim.
Ellen L. McNeil
Cheryl H. Ruby, Ph.D.
®
Offender-Based State Correctional
Information System (OBSCIS)
The key to the development of any inter-state data management system is the
® development of agreements between states for common definition of terms. UPR's
service on the ODBSCIS Data Elements Subcommittee made available 'its long-term
experience in the development of these common definitions. As an active member of the
@

OBSCIS Project Committee, UPR facilitates the growth of the OBSCIS system and also

maintains active contact with data management personnel.within state correctiors
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P
A systems. UPR staff participated in the SEARCH Intérnational Symposium held in
1 Washington, D.C. in .May, 1979' and in the Users Group Meeting which was held in
. ~ Sacramento, Calif6ria in July, 1979. | 7
. National Prisoner Statisties (NPS)

* i UPR staff has attempted to maintain close contact with the National Prisoner
Statistics program in order to assure uniformity and continuity between the two data
systems. Most of the focus during 1979 was on issues related to UPR's Level I. Relevant

o data were again exchenged, as in 1978, and discrepancies between the data reported to

| NPS and UPR were discussed in detail. Procedures for checking 'such discrepancies in
future data collection were also finalized. In addition, with NPS's support, NPS data

@ were again included in the Levell document. The NPS data have proven valuable for

“ establishing the context noF only for the parole data, but for the determination of the
relative use of parole over time by the fifty states.

o

\ . . Professicnal Contacts

| UPR staff maintained active contact with national parole and correctional

| . ‘ organizations by attending a variety of fneetiﬁgs and conferences. UPR participated in:

L the Sixth Annual Meeting of the Western Society of Criminology in Philadelphia,

f . Pennsylvania; the National Conference on Organized Crime in Los Angeles, California;
| L the Association of Criminal Justice Research conference in Sacramento, California; and
L the American Correctional Association's (ACA) Congl;ess in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.

Presentations were made during the ACA Congress at the annual meetings of the
| ." American Probation and Parole Association, the Association of Paroling Authorities, and

1 ; the Interstate Compaet Administrators, Because the activities of UPR have expanded to

| include studying the feasibility of implementing a national probation reporting system

‘! paralle! to the UPR system, the purpose was to further familiarize parole and probation
i I ] " officials with the current publications and expanded activities of UPR: The staff also
| i ' . .

L
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attended and made presentations at:  the Searen International Symposium in
Washington, D.C.; the Internaiional Femnale Offender Sympoéium in Vancouyer, British
Columbia; the National Legal Aid and Defender Association in Albuquerque, N'je:w Mexico;
the Offender Based §. ate Corrections Information Systems (OBSCIS) Users Group
m'.eeting in Sacramento, California; the WNational ’Institute of Corrections (NIC)
Conference in Washington, D.C.; and the Texas Adult Probation Commission, Second

Cooperative Information Network Conference in Corpus Christi, Texas.




VIII. TECHNICAL SUPPORT x

Introduction
- The UPR project collects, analyzes, and aggregates data supplied by state parole
agencies. In the operation of the project, the technical suppor.'t used involved two
separate, y?t related, areas: the coding of parole data and the data processing

cépabilities.

Dats Collection

The new Level II data collection system was implemented with new data sheets
and Instruction Manual (see Attachment VIO). Several new variables were added, others
revised, the data collectiop sheets changed to reflect the new system and the entire
process integrated completely into the data collection scheme. Data are now co}lected
at the point of entry to parole (Entry Sheets) and at the end of the one-, two-, and
three-year follow-up periods (Follow-up Sheets). A new Instruetion Manual was also
designed to provide detailed explanations of the data items and their values.

To facilitate implementation of the new Level Il system, on-site and regional
training meetings were held to instruct agency data providers in completion of the new
data sheets. These meetings, which will continued to be conducted as review or for
training new agency data providers, proved helpful to UPR staff for highlighting the
discrepancies between the various state parole definitions and U15R‘s language., A total
of 72 data providers from 33 agencies participated in the 1979 meetings with one of four

UPR staff members.

Data Processing

The UPR project's data shop was expanded in 1979 to include three terminals

(two with vidco screens), a microprocessor, and a-high-speed printer. Data collected
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from the participating agencies were entered into the system via a special data entry

package, FORMSPAK, then transferred over telephone lines to disk at the computing .

facility of the University of California, San Francisco. The end of 1979 saw the
ix;stallutic;n of a speeial direct communication line from UPR offices to the UCSF
Computer Center to better facilitate spooling of data from the microprocessor to the
mainframe computer.

Procedures were developed to permit agencies to submit data to UPR in an
automated format, These procedures were written up in the UPR 1979 Technical
Specifications (see Attachment VIII) which includes:

1. A record layout form

2. Variablc ¢ode descriptions
3, The |‘clutionshib between UPR and the Offender-Based State
. Corrections Information System (OBSCIS) for those agencies
implementing the BASIC OBSCIS Software package -
4, A questionnaire that‘ when completed by the agency, would

deseribe the machine-readable data being submitted to UPR

This new capability of UPR allows states with information systems that were
previously upable to participate in the hand-scored data scheme due to staffing

limitations, to commence participation as automated data providers. This should also aid

in the collection of more reliable and complete data by UPR.

Compiiter programming consultants have completed debugging and testing of the
majority of programns that perform the housekeeping and analysis chores involved in
processing the new system data. The following new system programs have been tested

and debugged:
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FORMSPAK:

z SORT;
FREQ:
LIST:
PRDAT:
LABEL:
CREFMT:
IDNAM:

UPDAT:

High priority was devoted to using these programs to cre&ite new system files and

to computerize many of the routine, on-going tasks involved in collecting the large
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program that created a data "dictionary" and screen
forms for data entry; contains variable edit and venfy
capabxhtles

program to sort selected files by specified variables
(i.e., ID number or zipcode) .

program that outputs frequeneies of selected variables
from selected files

program that reads from selected file and outputs in
desired format

program that prints specified variables from files onto
data forms

program that prints mailing labels from address files
program that allows recording and reformatting of a file
into UPR format and codes; especially designed for
receipt of automated agency data

program that outputs name and ID numbers of Level II'
files for recordkeeping purposes

program that allows for mass updating of selected files
with additional data

amount of UPR Level I data.

The data services section of UPR was expanded in 1979 to include data entry and

processing needs of the National Probation Reporting Study (NPRS).

designed to be compatible with existing UPR data entry and processing packages.

John Freeman, of the University of California at Berkeley, has functioned as

UPR's methodological advisor in reviewing and revising the UPR data base. His primary

Methodology

focus is on Levels I and I, including the following functions:

NPRS tasks were



. Analysis of and planning for the restructuring of the existing data
base of Level I

g

A. An analysis of the methodological problems with the existing
eleven-year data base and the development of procedures for
establishing the quahty of the data base;

B. Estimating missing data for states which did not participate in a
given year, or states which did not partlmpate in certain months
of a given year;

C. Establishing adequate estimating procedures for those states
that were sampled in the past;

D. Handling the problem of panel mortality; and

E. Sampling within the data base as a prelude to exploratory
studies.

II. Establishing a sample plan for the revised Level II: to include specific
sampling procedures, documentation of the procedures, the drawing of
the sample, and the fine tuning of the procedures.
II. Refinement of quahty control procedures: to include working with the
systems analyst in order to refine quality control procedures for
Level 1.
IV. ~Exploration of modeling and other advanced techniques of data
analysis: to explore the relevance of advanced techniques of data
analysis to the data base.
The work during the past year focused on aspects of the first three steps:
1) analysis of the data base, 2) work on the sampling plan, and 3) work on quality control
procedures,
Analysis of the Level II
Data Base
The analysis of the data base included not only the current files in which data is
still being entered, but, in fact, certain work ‘was done on the entire eleven-year data
base. All data was converted to the current file structure and run against the edit

procedures on the mainframe IBM 370 computer. These runs yielded a relatively high

error rate in all of the data files covering persons entering parole prior to 1973. This has
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been referred to as the "old data set" and will require special funding if:it is to be
cleaned. It should be noted that the edit run checks only those variables that.éan be
compared for logical consistency with other variabl.es in the system and as of yet, no
c"bmplete edit of all variables for out-of-range characters and the like has been done. At
this point it appears that the error rate is high enough that further analysis is not really
appropriate until such time as we have the funds available to carry out the corrective
,work. The current data base continues to be analyzed for completeness, accuracy, and

structure of the distribution of the variables within it.

Completeness of Data Base

A panel mortality study previously reported was conducted and it was
determined that panel mortality. is not a serious issue in the UPR data base. A variety of
strategies for estimating data from states which did not participate in a given year were
explored and no adequate solution was uncovered other than the general strategy of
assuming thut those states that report data to UPR represent an adequate picture of
parole nationally. While this does not assume that any given state is identical to the
total pool of those that do report, it does assume that the group of non-reporting states
is statistically equivalent to the group of reporting states. While this solution is not
totally satisfactory, it turns out to be the only one available to us. We did determine
that the best procedure for estimating the presumed total N for the Level I datal‘base .
was to take the parole entry figure (reported in the Level I aggregate parole data survey)
given the same definition of the population covered and use that for the basis for

establishing the weights within the data base.
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Technical Structure o :

Data Base

A variety c.>f actions were taken with regard to technical structure of the data
btise. We submitted the UPR data base structure; to Search Group for its review of the.
c&hgrucnce between the OBSCIS genefal structure and the OBSCIS software package.
Based on their comments we have made certain revisions and these are reflected in the
technical specifications that were distribut;ed to those states who may be submitting in
machine-readable form in future years. We conducted similar negotiations with National
Prisoner Statistics in order to determine that we had common definitions of when a
person should be reported to NPS and when they should be reported to UPR. In addition,
we have constantly reviewed the file structure of the Level II data base in order to
cieterm.ine the most useful form it should take. While some fine-tuning will continue
throughout the life of the project, we expect to be able to arrive at a relatively final
version during the spring of 1980. At this point we will be able to use a new program on
the mainframe computer, RECODE/REFORMAT, in order to convert the entire eleven-
year data base to this format., At this point we will also revise all our various programs
to be dependent upon this new format so that we can have an integrated mainframe and

microprocessor set of data~handling routines that are applicable to the entire data base.

Sampling Plan for Level II Data
A variety of strategies were considered in developing a sampling plan. The one
that was initially given the most weight was a cluster sampling design which would have
permitted factors of geographic region and population size tol t;e considered in
determining the sampling frame. However, the variability of state report.ing from year
to year ultimately defeated this plan. That is, with many states shifting in and out of

reporting to data base from year to year it became impossible to develop a stable
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sampling frame over time. Furthermore, it became very difficult to draw‘ a national
sample of reporting units (agencies or states) that turned out to be, indeed, pr;sent in the
data for a given year, While it was possible to select replacements that closely
approximated the missiné' units in population size, this violation of the sampling design
called into question its usefulness. Ultimately, it provéd to be more cumbersome than a

simple random sample of the actual reporting units. This simple random approach has

been adopted as the basis for sampling within UPR.

Sampling Issues

As indicated above, in order to assume that this simple random sample that we
will be drawing is truly a national sample, it is necessary to assume that the group of
report‘ing states and the group of non-reporting states are statistically equivalent. There
are a variety of difficulties with this assumption both because of some of the missing
reporting units (for example, California Department of Corrections has not reported for
several years) and because of the changing nature of parole. California is, in fact, an
example of the latter problem as well. Because of the changes in California's parole
legislation we have agreed with the state (and NPS has agreed as well) that all those
persons entering parole after January 1, 1979, will be treated as mandatory releasees.
This means that they will be reported in the UPR Le'vel I but to date UPR has not
included mandatory releasees in its Level Il data base., As more states pass forms of
determinate sentencing where discretionary parole release is either eliminated or
severely constrained, the issue of how to .classify such releasees becomes problematic,
The conceptual exploration of this issue and the development of some solution for the

Level Il data base should be a prime priority for the next year to two years and must be

followed over the life of the data base.
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One concern in the sampling procedure was presented by those s,ga'tes which
reported for only parts of the year. The concern here was that there might-be seasonal
variations sufficient partial year reporting an accurate in estimating the total years
antering population in a given state. A variety of runs were donev using all those states
which provided complete full year reporting. ’ﬂm ;:)rocedures included drawing three-,
six-, and nine-month Samples from various parts of the calendar and using them to
estimate the entire year. These runs showed that while the accuracy of predicting the
full year picture was increased from three to six to nine months, the three-month data
was a sufficient base to make a statistically equivalent prediction of the full-year
pattern. For this reason the general procedure followed by UPR is that for any state
that reports at least three months worth of data, that amount of data will be used as a
basis for estimating their fuﬂ—year entering population.

These and other activities with regard to the developmeﬁt of a sampling plan for
UPR are Being reported in a document currently under preparation. This document
should be completed by late spring or early summer of 1980, A more detailed discussion

of the contents is provided in Section IV.

Quality Control for Level II

Several steps in the improvement of quality control procedures were undertaken

during the year,

Data Entry

Data entry is now being done on a key-to-disk basis using a specialized data
entrs.l program developed for UPR called FORMSPAK. This package sets ea‘ch variable as
it is entered. It can te.st for alpha versus numeric and for those variables where the

specific values or range of values can be specified in advance. It can be set to accept
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-only those values. Approximately half of the data entered during 1979 was entered via
this program, which has proved a significa'nt help in assuring data quality. T'}}is program
?pemtes on the DTC microprocessor in the UPR offices. Its current operat'ing
éompunion is the set of edit routines on the mainframe IBM 370 computer. ’This program
tests for acceptable values among those variables that can be compared (for example,
parole status across follow-up periods and the like). Other elements of the data base
handling system that were specified during 1979 and will be fully operational in 1980
include the following two key programs: The first is a relationship edit program that will
operate on the DTC microprocessor so that this level of editing can be completed after a
given state file for a given month is finished. In this way edits can be done immediately
follovying the entering of the data rather than on a large scale batch basis on the
mainframe computer. The second program, now partially operational and to be fully
operational by spring 1980, is the above-mentioned RECODE/REFORMAT which in one

veréion will function as a bateh edit of all variables values.

Coder Reliability

A variety of techniques are being explored for insuring the accuracy of the UPR
data operation. While the primary reliance has been on the development of FORMSPAK
and the other editing routines on the computer, other steps are being taken with regard
to the staff, First of all based on the literature which exists on coder reliability we have
determined ‘thut the single greatest step to assure the highest pqssible coder reliability is
that those doing data entry have the fullest possible understandings c;f the purpose of the
project and the meaning of the data base with which they are working. However, in
addition, a variety of steps are being explored to supplement this general effort. Of
course our main concerr.l is to avoid establishing procedures which are counter-productive

to the effort to develop a high quality data base. Now that the data entry and data
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-handling system is becoming more stabilized, we expect to be able to develop

perfor;nance standards and the like in order to give all those sﬁaff members..in the data
enlry and other [orms of data handling a more precise picture of the expectations the
Sboject has for their work.

At the same time, we have begun an effort to develop a routine quality control
procedure with regard to the reliability of the information provided us by the states.
Essentially this will involve an annual sample of twenty-five cases in which we ask them
to recode. While this small sample will provide only quite limited information, it does
represent an appropriate routine check. Where problems crop up in the small sample, we

will then conduct further explorations to determine what the nature of the problem is

and how it can be corrected.

Revised Manual Coding Forms

With regard to our general strategy for increasing the quality of the data we
receive from the states, we feel that two steps should prove quite helpful. The first is
that for all those persons entering parole after January 1, 1980, data will be provided by
hand-scoring states on a revised form. This form is much more directly interpretable to
the data entry persons working in the states in that the questions that are to be answered
are asked in standard English forms and answers with check boxes are provided. This is a
shift from the previous style which was simply a dgta processing code sheet onto which
the data entry person had to mark preset codes taken from a forty-eight page code
book. The requirement that the data entry person in the state'used‘ both the code book,
and the coding‘she.et as wvell as the cumbersome files from which they had to draw the
data, led to a high degree.of error. In particular our observations and discussions with

coders in the state led us to believe that they rarely referred to the codebook, but relied

on memory for the codes. The possibilities for errors in such a process are obvious. The




new data eniry form went through several variations as we reviewed it with a variety of
state representatives, with the UPR Task Force, and with data entry personsf‘themselves
working with them in the states in a pretest situtation. The resulting form has had a high
degree of user acceptance and should result in ncreased accuracy of the reports from the

states,

Automated Data Capability

A second major step in terms of improving the accuracy of reporting from the
states has been to develop within UPR the capabiltiy of accepting automated data. ‘This
is a step that is not without its difficulties. While on the one hand it removes the
separate mantal transeription step that currently goes on in the states and it provides us
with data from the same system that the states themselves use for their own data, it
does éut us one step furthér away from the point of data entry. Furthermore, many of
the states have established their automated data systems as tracking systems for
offenders in institutional custody. Parole is only now being added to many of the systems
and it has not been given the same level of attention as has the aspects of correctional
supervision. We expect to encounter variety of difficulties as we begin to accept
automated data. However, it does provide the possibility that the total coverage of the
system will increase in terms of the number of states covered. Furthermore, many
states are suffering the same sort of post Propo-sition 13 financial difficulties
experienced in California and these states may only be able to participate in the future if
we draw the data from their automated system. The manual eoding-that they have done
for UPR in the past may simply be eliminated in the future through budget cuts. For this
range of reasons it seems very appropriate for us to increase our capability to acéept

automated data, '
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IX. ADMINISTRATION

Administrative Support

UPR's édministrative staff continued to streamline and routinize tasks in order
{6 support the project's expanding research staff and product schedule. Extensive
surveys were done into the areas of word processing and in-house report binding
equipment. It is anticipated that the purchase or lease of such equipment wili decrease

the project's dependency on temporary secretarial services and outside printing services.

Staff Changes

During 1972 promotions, restructuring of the project, and expansion within UPR
brought new staff members and a shifting of responsibilities for the entire staff.

Ellen Swanberg joined UPR as Project Secretary. Ellen McNeil, formerly Data
Collection Coordinator, became Manager of Data Services. Bill Elms was promoted from
coder to a research assistant in charge of the DTC/MKX operations. The data gathering
staff expanded to include Daniel Thigpen and Gayle Marie as coders.

The NPRS project recruited Frank R. Hellum as Project Co-Director, Marcia '

Empey as research associates, and Barbara Bonner as research assistant,

.
S T R P b ...m..‘l a
v



ATTACHMENTS




ATTACIHMENT I

i 1979 PARTICIPATING AGLENCIES
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. AGEHCIES

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
Californin-CYA
Califormnia-CDC
Colorado
Conneeticut
Delaware
District of
Coltmbin
TFlorida
Georgia
Nawaii
Idaho
inois
Indiana
fowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minncsota
Mississippi
Missouri

ATTACIIMENT I

1979
PARTICIPATING. AGENCIES
Level | Level II* AGENCIES Levell . Level IT*

X .1 Montana X 3
X 4 Nebraska p 4 1
X 4 Nevada X 1
X 4 New Hampshire X 1
X 3 New Jersey X 3
X 2 New Mexico X 1
X 2 New York X 3
X 2 North Carolina X 1
X 1 North Dakota X 1

Ohio X 3
X 1 Okluhoma X 4
X 1 Oregon X 2
X 1 Pennsylvania X 1
X 4 Puerto Rico X 1
X 3 Rhode Island X 1
X 1 South Carolina X 1
X 4 South Dakota X 1
X 3 Tennessce X 1
X 3 Texas X 1
X i U.S. Federal X 4
b4 1 Utah X 3
X 1 Vermont X 2
X 1 Virginia X 1
X 4 Washington X 4
X 1 West Virginia X 1
X 2 Wisconsin X 2
X 4 Wyoming X 1
X 1

* Level I Codes:

Active Participation--reporting 1979 data (1979, 1978,
1977, and 1976 entries) in hand-scored format

Active Participation--reporting 1979 data in automated
format

Active  Participation--reporting 1979 data in a
combination of the hand-scored and automated formats

Not reporting 1979 data

Susd
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Organizational Structure of an Adult
Probation Agency and Its
Associated Offices
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ATTACUMENT IIT

Changes in the Population of Adult Probation Offices
(1976-1979) by Major Geographical Area, State, or
Territorial Jurisdiction, and Level of Government
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' ATTACHMENT ITIT
] Changes in the Population of
Adult Drobation Offices, 1976 = 1979
| by Major Geographical Area, State, or Territorial
' Jurisdiction, and Level of Government '
ADULT PROBATION
- OFFICES

NORTHEAST 1976 1979 ‘Change
Connecticut: State 5 21 + 16
o © County 0 0 0
Municipal 0 0 0
Maine: State 5 6 + 1
County 0 0 0
Municipal 0 0 0
Massachusetts: State 1 83 + 82
County 70 0 - 70
Municipal 12 0 - 12
New Hampshire: State 14 15 + 1
County 0 0 ‘ 0
- Municipal 8 15 + .7
New Jersey: State 0 1 + 1
County 25 21 - 4

Municipal 0 0 0
New York: State 7 3 - 4
County 59 54 - 5
Municipal 2 22 + 20

Pennsylvania:  State 30 30 - 0
County 62 105 + 43
Municipal 1 0 - 1
Puerto Rico: | nr 12 + 12
Rhode Island: State 14 15 + 1
County 0 0 0
Municipal 0 0 0
Vermont: State 9 9 0
County 0 0 0
Municipal 0 0 0
Virgin Is: nr 2 + 2

324 414 + 90




NORTH CENTRAL

Illinois:
Indiana:
Iqwa:
Kansas:

Michigan:

Minnesota:

Missouri:

Nebraska:

L4

N Dakota:

Ohio;

S Dakota:

Wisconsin:

State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal
State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal
State

County
Municipal

e pp

ADULT PROBATION

OFFICES
1976 1979
10 1
58 85
0 0-
4 0
92 108
8 7
12 1
0 37
0 0
23 30
41 -0
0 4
99 78
8 104
3 2
38 43
52 81
0 0
27 27
0 1
2 2
14 35
2 0
0 2
13 10
0 0
0 0
21 46
81 55
6 0
33 28
0 0
0 0
50 90
3 0
0 0
700 877

Change
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ADULT _PROBATION
OFFICES
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Alabama:

Arkansas:

Delaware:

State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal

District of Columbia:

Florida:
Georgia:
Keﬁtucky:
Louisiana:

Maryland:

Mississippi:

N Carolina:

Oklahoma:

S Carolina:

Tennessee:

Texas:

State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal

"State

County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal

State
County

Municipal

State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal
State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal

-State
- County

Municipal
State

. County
Municipal

39
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0
22
25
1
8

4
0
0
1
6
0
0

84
C 7
0
7

wun

0
0

19
0
2
]
0
0
37

0

0
10

39

0
0
0
2
7

4

2

0
0
1
-0

2

1
179
0
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ADULT PROBATION

| OFFICES

SOUTH (cont.) 1976 1979 Change
Virginia: State 32 39 + 7
County 0 0 0

Municipal 0 0 0

- W Virgina: State 23 36 + 13
B County 9 0 - 9
Municipal 0 0 0

616 769 + 153

WEST

Alaska: State 15 14 - 1
County 0 0 0

Municipal 0 0 0

American Samoa: nr 1 + 1
Arizona: State 10 0 - 10
. County 15 14 1
Municipal 0 0 0

California: State 0 0 0
- County 89 97 + 8

Municipal 2 0 - 2

Colorado: State 23 27 + 4
County 0 1 + 1

Municipal 0 3 + 3

Guam: nr 1 + 1
Hawaii: State 4 5 + 1
County 0 0 0

Municipal 0 0 0

Idaho: State 8 "8 0
County 0 0 0

Municipal 0 0 0

Montana: State 13 18 + .5
County 0 0 0

Municipal 0 0 0

Nevada: State 5 8 + 3.
County 0 0 0

Municipal 0 .0 0

New Mexico: ‘State 21 24 + 3
County 0 0 0

Municipal 1 0 - 1

Northern Yariana "~

Islands nr 1 + 1

L Artm ey s v




WEST (cont.)

Oregon:

. Trust Territory

Utah:

Washington:

Wyoming:

State
County
Municipal

~ Pac, Is,.

State
County
Municipal

State
County
Municipal

State
County
Munhicipal

T e

Ry

ADULT PROBATION

OFFICES
1976 1979
34 40
14 22
0 0
nr 1
4 4
0 0
0 0
6 4
11 31
2 2
14 17
0 0
0 0
291 343

e

Change

-+
g ,
OO ODON OO0 = QOO

+
w
N




ATTACIHMENT IV

Level of Branch of Government of Adult Probation
Agencies by Type and Number of Offices
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ATTACHMENT IV
Level of Branch of Government of Adult Probation s
Agencies by Type and Number of Offices
Area Branch Office
Central Regional Area Branch Satellite Total .
ALABAMA
State: 1. 12 29 42
Municipal: 1 1
ALASKA _ |
State: 1 3 10 14
ARTZONA
Judicial (County): 14 14
ARKANSAS
State: 1 6 15 22
Judicial. (County): 23 2 25
Municipal: 4 A
CALIFORNIA
County:: 58 39 97 .
COLORADO '
Judicial (State): 1 22 4 27
County: 1 : "1
Municipal 3 3
CONNECTICUT
Judicial (State): 1 4 16 vo21
DELAWARE )
State: 1 . 1
DIST. OF COLUMBIA
Judicial: - 1 1

[ S
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- Area Branch Office
Central Regional Area Branch Satellite Total
FLORIDA
State: 1 5 20 60 86
GEORGIA
State: 1 42 41 84
County: 7 7
HAWAII
... Judicial (State): 1 4 » 5.
IDAHO '
State: 1 7 8
ILLINOIS
Judicial (State): 1 1
County: 70 15 85
INDIANA
County: 108 @ 108
Muncipal ' 7 7
I0WA
State: 1 1
Judicial (County): 8 29 37
KANSAS ‘
Judicial (State): 1 29 . 30
Judicial (Munic): 4 ’ 4
KENTUCKY
State: 1 12 44 57
LOUISIANA
State: 1 4 14 a 19
Municipal: 2 2
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Area Brahch Office
Central Regional ~ Area Branch Satellite Total
MAINE ,
State: 1 5 6
MARYLAND .
State: 1 4 5
MASSACHUSETTS
, Judicial_(State): 1 81 1 83
MICHIGAN '
State: 1 4 12 60 77
Judicial (State): 1 1
Judicial (County): 92 4 96
County: 4 4 8
Judicial (Munic): 1 1
Municipal 1 r .
MINNESOTA
State: 1 3 13 26 43
. County: 55 24 2 81
"MISSISSIPPI -
, State: 1 36 37
MISSOURIL
State: 1 24 2 27
County: 1 1
Municipal: 2 2
MONTANA
' State: 1 3 14 18
NEBRASKA
Judicial (State): 1 16 18 35
Municipal: 2 2




Municipal:

s - o SRE. IR I 2 0 s °
Area Branch Office
Central Regional Area Branch Satellite Total
PENNSYLVANTA |
State: 1 10 19 30
County: 64 41 105
RHODE ISLAND
' State: 1 14 15 .
SOUTH CAROLINA
State: 1 46 47
SOUTH DAKOTA
Judicial (State):. 1 8 19 28
TENNESSEE d
State: 1 8 12. 21
Municipal: 2 A
TEXAS ’
State: 1 1
Judicial (County):104 75 179
UTAH
State: 1 3 4
VERMONT '
State: 1 8 . 9
' VIRGINA
State: 1 38 39
WASHINGTON »
. | , 3 4
State: 1 31
County: 2% 8 2
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Area Branch . Office .
Central Regional Area Branch Satéllite Total

NEVADA

State: 1 5 2 8
NEW HAMPSHIRE

State: 1 14 15

Judicial (Munic): 15 - 15
NEW ‘JERSEY

Judiecial (State): 1 1

"' County: 21 21

NEW MEXICO

State: 1 4 19 24
NEW YORK

State: 1 2 3

County: 54 54

Municipal: 2 5 15 22
NORTH CAROLINA '

State: 1 9 10
NORTH DAKOTA

State: 1 9 10
OHIO

tate: 1 5 7 33 46 .

County: 55 55
OKLAHOMA

State: 1 7 31 39

Municipal: 2 2
OREGON

State: 1 3 10 20 6 40

County: 17 5 22

REe
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Area’ Branch Office
Central Regional Area Branch Satellite Total
WEST VIRGINA
State: 1 7 8
Judicial (State): 1 27 28
WISCONSIN
State: 1 6 42 41 <90
WYOMING
State: 1. 2 14 17
AMERICAN SAMOA: 1 a 1
GUAM: 1 1
PUERTO RICO: 1 11 12
VIRGIN ISLANDS: 1 1 2
NORTHERN MARINA IS: 1 1
TRUST TERR. PACIFIC: 1 1
"' Totals: 885 827 445 240 6 2403




ATTACHMENT V

Number of Projected Reporting Contacts for
Adult Probation by Major Geographical Area
and State or Territorial Jurisdiction
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ATTACHMENT V

Number of Projected Reporting Clontacts for
Adult Probation by Major’ Geographical Arca
and State or Territorial Jurisdiction

Centralized Reporting " Decentralized Reporting
# # # # # #
. Contact  Offices Contract Offices Contract Offices
Northeast
Connecticut 1 21
Maine 1 6
Massachusetts 1 83
New Hampshire 1 - 30
New Jersey 1 22
New York 1 79
Pennsylvania 1 135
Puerto Rico 1 12
Rhode lsland i 15
Vermont 1 9
Virgin Islands 1 2 _ . . __
11 414
Northeentral
inois 1 85
Inclisna 1 115
fowa 1 o8
IKansas 1 30 4 4
siichigan 2 174 4 8 2 2
Minnesota 1 124 .
Missouri 1 27 1 1 2 2
Nebraska 1 35 2 2
North Nakota 1 10
Ohio 1 46 55 55
South Dakotn 1 28
Wisconsin _1 90 - — _ _
13. 803 60 64 10 10
South
Alabama 1 - 42 : : 1 ]
Arkansas ' 1 22 23 25 ' 4 4
Delaware ] 1 ‘
Distriet of Columbia 1 1
Florida 1 85
Jeorgin 1 84 7 7
Kentucky 1 57 .
Louisinna 1 19 2 2
alaryland 1 5
hlississippi 1 37
Horth Carolina 1 10
Oklahoma ] 39 C 2 2
South Caroling 1 47 . :
Tennessee 1 21 ‘ 2 2
Toxas 1 167 13 13
Virginin 1 39 : ~
Wast Virginia 2 36

18 713. 43 45 T . T




West
Alaska

o American Samoa

' Arizona

-, California

® Colorado

o Guam
Hawaii
Idaho
Montana
Nevada

® New Mexico
Northern Mariana ls.
Oregon
Trust Territories
Utah
Washinglon

o Wyoming
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ATTACHMENT VI

1979 Seminar Agenda




.l

5:00 - 7:00 p.m.

7:00 - 7:30 p.m,

7:30 - 8:30 p.m.

8:30 - 9:30 p.m.

8:30 - 9:00 a.m.

UPR anp PAROLE RELATED RESEARCH
1979 UPR SEMINAR
AGENDA

MONDAY, OCTOBER 15, 1979

REGISTRATION ~ (Lewis & Clark - West)

WELCOME (Lewis & Clark - West)

- James L. Galvin, Ph.D.
UPR Project Director

-.Cheryl H. Ruby, Ph.D,
UPR Project Co-Director

- Frank R, Hellum
UPR Project Co-Driector

- Carol B, Kalish
Project Monitor -
National Criminal Justice Informatlon
and Statistics Service (NCJISS)
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration
\ (LEAA)
Washington, DC

" KEYNOTE ADDRESS (Lewis & Clark - West)

"Can Parole Develop Its Own New Directions?"

-~ Richard D. Mulcrone
Parole Commissioner
U.,S, Parole Commission
Kansas City, MO

" NO HOST COCKTAIL HOUR (Lewis & Clark - Hest)

TUESDAY, NCTOBER 16, 1979

COFFEE / REGISTRATION (Lewis & Clark - West)




9:00 - 10:00 a,m,

10:15 - 12:00 p.m.

12:00 - 1:30 p.m.

1:30 -~ 3:00 p.m,

AGENIDA
_2_

UPR UPDATE AND REVIEW ° (Lewis & Clark - West)

- James L., Galvin, Ph.D.
UPR Project Director

-~ UPR Staff

KEYNQTE PANEL (Lewis & Clark - West)

"Structured Decision-Making: The Impact of
Parole Guidelines and Determinate Sentencing"

- Leslie Wilkins, Ph.D,
Professor
State Universilty of New York

- Ira Blalock
Board Member
Oregon Board of Parole

~+-Kenneth Polk, Ph.D.
Professor
University of Oregon

-~ Brian Taugher, J.D.
Chief Counsel
Community Release Board (California)

BUFFET LUNCHEON (Lewis & Clark - East)

WORKSHOPS
1. DATA RELATED ISSUES (Kaw)

Manual Reporting .

- Fllen L. McNeil
UPR Manager of Data Services
« Bill Elms '
UPR Research Assistant

- Anner Montgomery
UPR Data Entry Specilalist

- Elsie Semrad
UPR Systems Analyst



&

3:15 - 4:45 p,m,

2, NEW DIRECTIONS

AGERDA
-3-

National Probation Reportlng_

3. NEW DIRECTIONS

Frank R. Hellum
UPR Project Co-Director

Marcia Empey
UPR Research Assocceiate

James Creighton
Chief, Information Systems
New York State Division of Probation

Legislative Update

4. PAROLE GUIDELINES

Michael Kannensohn

Special Assistant for Criminal Justice

Council for State Governments
Lexington, KY

Cheryl H. Ruby, Ph.D.
UPR Project Co-Director

Questions and Concerns

Edward Hammock
Chairperson
New York State Board of Parole

Respondents

Ira Blalock
Board Member
Oregon Board of Parole

Kenneth Polk, Ph.D.
Professor

‘University of Oregon

Brian Taugher, J.D.
Chief Counsel
Community Release Board (Callfornla)

WORKSHOPS

+1. DATA RELATED ISSUES
Sampling and Quality Control

- John Freeman, Ph.D,

Professor
University of California at Berkeley

- Paul Litsky

R

UPR Research Associate

(OSag; - North)

(Osage - South)

(Lewis & Clark - West)

(Kaw)
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AGENDA
-

-, 2. USING RESEARCH (Osage - North)
. : Level I: Aggregate Parole Data ‘

- Cheryl H. Ruby, Ph.D.
UPR Project Co-Director '

- John J. Galvin
Project Director
American Justice Institute
Sacramento, CA

~ Paul Kusuda
Director, Office of Systems and Evaluation
Wisconsin Division of Corrections

3. USING RESEARCH (Osage - South)
State Reports

- James L. Galvin, Ph.D.
UPR Project Director

~ James J, Alibrio
Director of Research and Statistics
Pennsylvania Board of Probation and Parole

~ Kenneth Polk, Ph.D.
Professor

University of Oregon

4, NEW DIRECTIONS (Lewis & Clark - West) -
Prison Population

~ Bradford Smith, Ph.D.
Project Director
Abt Associates
Cambridge, MA

- Carol B, Kalish
Project Morditor
NCJISS/LEAA
Washington, DC

- Vida Ryan
Chief, Management Information
California Department of Corrections

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 17, 1979

8:30 - 9:00 a.m. . COFFEE (Lewis & Clark - West)
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AGENDA
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9:00 - 10:15 a.m.  WORKSHOPS " (Kaw)
1. DATA RELATED ISSUES
- Automated OBSCIS/UPR/NPS
PY - Ellen L. McNeil
’ UPR Manager of Data Serv1ces
- Chester E. Bowie
Chief
National Prisoner Statistics
° U.S. Bureau of the Census

- Bill Elms
UPR Research Assistant

- Paul Litsky
UPR Research Associate

o - Van Mitchell
; OBSCIS Project Manager
Search Group, Inc.
Sacramento, CA

: - Elsie Semrad

° UPR Systems Analyst

2. USING RESEARCH (Osage - Norty)
Special Research Topics

- James L. Galvin, Ph.D.
UPR Project Director

._l - Cynthia Mahabir, D,Crim.
a UPR Research Associate
- Kenneth Polk Ph.D.
Professor -
° University of Oregon

3. NEW DIRECTIONS X . (Osage - South)
Legislative Update

- Michael Kennensohn
: , Spec1al Assistant for Crlmlnal Justice
e : o Council for State Governments
: Lexington, KY

- Cheryl H. Ruby, Ph.D.
UPR Project Co-Director
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® S 4. NEW DIRECTIONS (Lewis & Clark - West)
National Probation Reporting

- Frank R, Hellum
UPR Project Co-Director

- Marcia Empey
UPR Research Associate

- James Creighton
Chief, Information Systems
New York State Division of Probation

® - Charles Wheeler, Ph.D. .
Project Director

Mott~McDonald Associates, Inc.

Washington, DC

o 10:30 ~ 12:00 p.m.  PANEL (Lewis & Clark - West)
: Research and Parole Related Community
Programs

1. NEW DIRECTIONS IN COMMUNITY SUPERVISION

'Y - Sherry Haller
Executive Director
Criminal Justice Evaluation Center
Hartford, CT

2, CRITIQUE  OF COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS
- John Irwin, Ph.D.

Professor

San Francisco State University
3. PAROLE AUTHORITY-SPONSORED ALTERNATIVES
o - Cynthia Mahabir, D.Crim,

UPR Research Associate
4, RESPONDENT

; - Arthur Pearl, Ph.D,
o ' o Professor
~ University of California at Santa Cruz
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BUSINESS AND BUREAUCRACY (Lewis & Clark - West)

Collection of Expense Records and Evaluations

- Mafgene Fudenna
UPR Administrative Assistant:

- Ellen Swanberg
UPR Project Secretary

N.B.: UPR staff will be available until 2 p.m.
to answer questions concerning Expense
Records, Reimbursements, Publications,
etec.

ADJOURLHENT * *

o
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I. PURPOSE AND AGENDA

A. Purpose

A UPR Task Force meeting was held on September 24-25, 1979
to aid the UPR staff and the NCJISS/LEAA program monitor, Ms. Carol
Kalish, in: planning for the Phase II of the Community Alternatives
Study and other special studies conducted by UPR (Level III),
exbadding the information referral functions (Level II), refining
the aggregate parole data collection procedures (Level I) for the

upcoming year, and developing a third-year plan for the National

Probation Reporting Study.

B. Agenda

1. 1Introduction and discussion of agenda

2. ‘Special Studies (Level III) and Clearinghouse
(Level IV: current and future activities)

a. Community Alternatives Study

b. Developing a plan for Special St- iius

c. Developing a plan for Clearinghes:. s functions
3. Individual Case Data Base (Level II)

a. Current status
b. Responding to the offense ‘coding problem

4., Aggregate Data (Level I)

a. Current status
b. Developing revisions for 1980

5. National Probation Reporting Study

a. Current status and second-year plan
b. Developing a third-year plan for NPRS

R L Lt L TR R R



A.

£

B.

C.

Task Fbrce Members

Ira Blalock

John J. Galvin

IT. PARTICIPANTS

John Irwin, Ph.D.
Paul Kusuda
'EKenneth Polk, Ph.D.

Parole Board Chairman
Salem, Oregon

Project Director
American- Justice Institute
Sacramento, California

Professor

* Department of Sociology

San Francisco State University
San Francisco, California

Director

Office of Systems and Evaluation
Department of Corrections
Madison, Wisconsin

Professor

Department of Sociology
University of Oregon
Eugene, Oregon

Natlonal Criminal Justice Information and Statistics SerVLCe/

Law Enforcement Assistance Administration

Carol Kalish

UPR Staff

William Elms
Marcia Empey
Margene Fudenna

James L. Galvin, Ph.D.
Frank R. Hellum

Paul Litsky

Cynthia Mahabir, D.Crim.
Ellen L. McNeil

Cheryl H.

Ruby, Ph.D,

Project Monitor
NCJISS/LEAA
Washington, D.C.

Research Assistant
Research Associate
Administrative Assistant
Project Director.
Project Co-Director’
Research Associate
Research Associate
Manager, Data Services
Project Co-Director
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MAJOR RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE TASK FORCE

A. Community Alternatives Study

. Major Recommendation: For Phase II of the study, UPR should

conduct a critical examination of some of the program types iden-

tified and located in the Phase I survey.

Discussion: The Task Force recommended that Phase II of the

study should involve a more in-depth examination of community

alternatives.

1.

To do this, the Task Force suggested the following:

Tighten the typology used for Phase I; expand and
clarify the definition of each type of program.

Make contacts with people and organizations that
might have information or know of past studies on
halfway houses and other community alternatives.
These contacts include: the International Halfway
House Association, Bureau of Prisons, Jerry Collins,
and community corrections article by David Greenberg

in Issues in Criminology.

Possible areas of investigation for Phase II:

a.

Take the program typology and investigate the
following three questions: (1) What are the
sources of the pressures that affect these
programs? (3) How could they move to positive
alternatives?

Since halfway houses predominate among parole-
related community programs, UPR might do a
comparison of halfway houses using level of
custodial control as the main basis of com-
parison.

’

Since career development seems to contain the
least amount of surveillance and perhaps the
greatest support for parolees, UPR might
restrict the second phase of the study to this
type of program and relate it to Level II (indi-
vidudl case-based data) on a.''prospective"

basis by: a) defining career development, and

b) identifying through Level II offenders who
receive this service and those who should have
received it and did not.
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B. Plan for Special Studies (Level III)

Major Recommendation: The Task Force recommended that UPR
proceed with its plan to conduct follow-up phases for both the
Life Without the Possibility of Parole and community alternatives
studies. |

Discussion: This was not a major item of discussion at the
meeting. However, the Task Force recommended that UPR continue
with its current special studies plan to focus on research in the
general areas of the community, positive alternatives, and system

characteristics.

C. Plan for Information Referral Functions (Level IV)

Major Recommendation: The Task Force supported UPR's plan
for developing the Informational Referral functions (Level IV).
Discussion: This was not a major item of discussion at the
meeting. However, a possible plan for the development of UPR
Level IV functions was distributed and reviewed. The Task Force
agreed that the four areas outlined should be considered as possible
Level IV activities:
1. Continued follow-up and publication on previous
Special Studies. Last year's LWOPP study and the
current Community Alternatives are two possibilities.
Periodic reports in the Newsletter and references

to UPR summaries of recent information could be
added to the Level IV effort.

2. Monitoring of parole legislation. Develop a pro-
gram for gathering, organizing, and disseminating
information on proposed and adopted legislative
changes in the area of parole.

3. Bibliography of parole literature. A Newsletter
section could be developed for a listing of recent

publications in the parole field. Possible sources
| ‘ -
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of information include other bibliographies such
as the National Criminal Justice Reference Service,
NCCD 'library services, and direct contact with
publishers of crimindl justice materials.

«
s

Summaries of recent parole research. Develop a
systematic review of published research in the
parole field with possible abstracts or summaries
in the Newsletter. This type of activity and the
bibliography effort could add to the in-house
capaclty for fielding questions on general parole
issues.

D. Individual Case Data Base (Level II)

Major Recommendation: UPR should maintain the existing basic
offense coding scheme and modify it only so it better corresponds
with the offense classification used by the Uniform Crime Reports
(UCR). Also, a table showing the relationship between NCIC and
UPR offense coding should be provided to all participating agencies.

Digcussion: The Task Force felt that the éxisting UPR offense
classification was adequate. However, to adjust for more com-
patible national data collection efforts, it was recommended that
the existing scheme be modified to align with the UCR reporting
classifications. The suggestion was made that a NCIC/UPR offense
table be constructed and distributed since many corrections and
parole agencies collect offense data in the NCIC format. A table
reflecting the compatibility of the two schemes would enable states
reporting parole data in a machine-readable formaf‘to moxre easily

submit offense data according to the UPR scheme.

E. Aggregate Parole Data (Level I)

Major Recommendation: The Task Force recommended that in 1980

UPR follow the data collection procedﬁres and reporting format




n A et sy b

used the previous year.
Discussion: Part of the discussion consisted of revfewing
the current status of Level I: the distribution date for Parole

in the United States: 1978; common problems states shared in

providing some of the data, and plans for the 1980 survey and
publication. The Task Force continued to be supportive of the
new Level I series and recommended UPR follow the same overall
data collection procedures and reporting format for the 1980
publication as in 1979. 1In addition, the Task Force made the
following recommendations:

1. Move in the direction of using the broader con-

cept of supervised community release populations

with parole. as one subcategory of that population.

2. Clarify the definitions of parole, mandatory
release and other conditional releases.

3. Collect the same data, but reorganize some of the
questions on the data collections instrument.

4. 1In the report, expand the analysis of the parole

authority characteristics (now in Section IV},
particularly in the area of limited discretion.

F. National Probation Reporting Study

Major Recommendation: The Task Force recommended that NPRS
proceed with its proposed activiéies, but that a special task
force for probation be created to provide NPRS with more specific
guidance in the future.

Discussion: There was a discussion of the first-yeéar activ-
ities of NPRS including objectives of the study and tasks com-
pleted. There was a lengthy discussion of future plans for NPRS

which the Task Force supported. These plans include:




T

Interim directory of adult probation. It will be

be organized by state and sent to each office within
the respective jurisdictions. The mailing will ‘also

?e Ehe method of monitoring the agency/office popu-
ation.

Adult probation newsletter. A presentation of
selected first-year findings on the organization of
adult probation offices. It will be the initial
effort in establishing a forum for an adult proba-
tion information referral service.

Analysis of agency/office classification data. An
examination of the data collected to determine any
logical inconsistencies or other problems. This
editing process will produce the final form of data
for the interim directory.

Directory of adult probation. A computerized version
of all information collected as a result of the
interim directory. .

Aggregate reporting. Collecting total numbers of
people in probation (comparable to UPR's Level I).

In addition to the overall mandate for NPRS to proceed with its

proposed activities and schedule, the Task Force made the following

specific suggestions:

1.

Create a task force sbecifically for adult probation.
Include people involved with probation at the state
and local levels.

Clarify whether data collection will comprise felony
population only or combined felony/misdemeanant popu-
lation. '

Establish coordination with APPA to help identify
the problems and solutions for national probation
reporting.
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o
IV. LIST OF SUPPORTING MATERIALS
® : Each member of the Task Force received copies of:
e Community studies summary table
- e Community studies list of program examples
¢ e Level III memo on potential projects
e NPRS Inquiry Packet: cover leftef, inquiry form, and
glossary
® e NPRS narrative from the UPR 1980 Refunding Proposal
e NCIC Offense Codes
9 NPS Offense Codes
Py o UCR Offense Codes
e Unpublished dictionary of crime classification systems
‘s Level I data collection instrument
e o UPR Seminiar schedule
The above materials are on file in the Uniform Parole Reports
office and are available upon request.
¢
o
@
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.
IV. LIST OF SUPPORTING MATERIALS
e : Each member of the Task Force received copies of:
e Community studies summary table
- ¢ Community studies list of program examples
® e Level III memo on potential projects
e NPRS Inquiry Packet: cover 1e£ter, inquiry form, and
glossary
- e NPRS narrative from the UPR 1980 Refunhding Proposal
e NCIC Offense Codes
e NPS Offense Codes
° e UCR Offense Codes
o Unpublished dictionary of crime classification systems
‘e Level I data collection instrument
® e UPR Seminar schedule
The above materials are on file in the Uniform Parole Reports
office and are available upon request.
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1979 Individual Case-~Based Data System
Instruction Manual




AV

5 TE OF PAROLE ENTRY: BIRTHDATE:

" FORM PAR .- = -
[ [

STATE ID NUMBER:

T BJECT NAME:
R

MONTHT  pay 7

FBI NUMBER: .

YEAR

AGENCY PAROLING:
AGENCY RECEIVING:

; /)/ta.h' C)Arm‘ ()nc .’/,?av m jn gnrA .S,u'h'un /.\)fﬁmu
B _ PAROLE DATA

1.{T] PAROLE AUTHORITY DECISION C. PAROLE OR 1.[] FIRST PAROLE ON CURRENT SENTENC:
A. TYPE OF 2.[7] MANDATORY RELEASE )

ZONDITIONAL RELEASE: 3.[ o1HgR,
x.[] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

2. [J REPAROLE. ON CURRENT SENTENCE

REPAROLE:;
x. [0 UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

®
3 ZONDITION OF
RELEASE:

1.[J ACTIVE SUPERVISION
2.[] INACTIVE SUPERVISION

¥r S.D PAROLED TO CUSTODY, DETAINER OR WARRANT
x[J UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

D. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE PARCLE DATE:

MONTH 7 YEAR

E. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE DISCHARGE DATE:

MONTH YEAR

F. AGGREGATE MAXIMUM RELEASE DATE:

ks -9/‘0: B3 is rAu‘n/, go (/l'rn'(/y fo section Q, amitling sections C-p MONTH 7 YEAQ
- BACKGROUND DATA
@ SEX 1.0] MALE
2] FEMALE 00.[ ] NONE OR KINDERGARTEN
x.[] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED % 1~8.% GRADE SCHOOLI
% 9-12. HIGH SCHOOL
131600 some couecef Highest Grad,
1.0 AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKAN NATIVE I. EDUCATION 17.[0] COLLEGE GRADUATE
@ 2.[C] ASIAN OR PACIFIC ISLANDER 18.[] SOME GRADUATE SCHOOL
H. RACE/ETHNICITY 3.CJ BLACK, NOT OF HISPANIC ORIGIN 19.0] MASTER'S DEGREE
4.0 mispanic 20.(J ph.D., M.D., 1.D., OTHER

5. WHITE, NOT OF HISPANIC ORIGIN
X.["] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

oz

22.]
xx.[J

B 9 boxforb 11605 choched, pleaie

GED OR HED
UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

weile in /‘r Afy‘uf 9!:!:{:- rum,y/r/n/.

COURT AND CORRECTIONAL DATA

J. TYPE OF MOST RECENT ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM:

1.00  NEW COURT COMMITMENT 5] PAROLE VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION
2.0 PROBATION VIOLATION/NEW CONVICTION 6.0 TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION
3.[] PROBATION VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION 70 oOTHER

® 4[] PAROLE VIOLATION/NEW CONVICTION X[] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

K DATE OF MOST RECENT
ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM

MONTH 7 YEAR

L. DATE OF ORIGINAL ADMISSION TO
PRISON ON THIS AGGREGATED SENTENCE

MON"H 7 YEAR

@ 0. CRIMES AGAINST PERSON
MURDER/NONNEGLIGENT
1. [0 MANSIAUGHTER

12, [[J NEGLIGENT MANSLAUGHTER
13. {7 FORCIBLE RAPE

14. (] ROBBERY

20, PROPERTY CRIMES

21. [J sURGLARY
22, [] LARCENY/THEFT
23. [] MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT

ZURRENT SENTENCE OFFENSE CODES:  (For mulliple offenses, check the three [AATALA most serious, and circle the controlling offense.)

30. OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES 40. ALL OTHER OFFENSES

17. [[] AGGRAVATED ASSAULT

31. [J ArRsoN

32, [} FORGERY/COUNTERFEITING
33, U] FRAUD/EMBEZZLEMENT

34. (] STOLEN PROPERTY

xX.[] ‘UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

42. ] comMmERCIAL SEX OFFENS
43. [J OTHER SEX OFFENSE
44. [J NARCOTIC 1AW VIOLATIO
45. D ALCOHOL lAYV VIOLATION
46. [J weapon OFFeENSE
47.0 escare

48. [J simMPLE ASSAULT

9.0 otHER

N. COUNTY OF COMMITMENT FOR THIS SENTENCE

. 'ﬂ‘r ('oun/y in u"l‘(‘ /Ar coirl paising /Lc :nnlru//}ng sentence is /n(‘n[rc/)
7. & TIME CREDITS ALLOWED FROM JAIL BY JUDGE OR

}

STATUTE ON THIS CONTROLLING SENTENCE

[ OGS U S g g G S O G VU S SO

3. {UMBER OF PRIOR KNOWN INCARCERATIONS ON A COURT COMMITMENT WITH
SENTENCE OF OME YEAR OR MORE IN ADULT CORRECTIONAL FACILITY

NAME OF COUNTY

NUMBER OF DAYS

MNUMR[?

® :

Q OMPLETION DATE COMPLETED BY

MOMIH T vEAR INITIALS

u R. INDIVIDUAL AGENCY USE




® : - ‘ July, 1979

‘g\} . UNIFORM PAROLE REPORTS
® ‘ . Instruction Manual Supplement
) Entry
I Variable Required Relationships ‘
d D. Minimum Eligible a. Must be prior to or equal to Date
Parole Date of Parole Entry.
E. Minimum Eligible a. Must be later than the Minimum
- Discharge Date Eligible Parole Date (D).
L
; F. Aggregate Maximum a. Must be equal to or later than
Release Date the Minimum Eligible Discharge
Date (E). :
J.  Type of Most Recent a. If 1 (first parole) was checked
© Admission to Prison in C (Parole/Reparole), must be 1,
‘ . System . 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, or X.
_ : b. If 2 (reparole) was checked in C
(Parole/Reparole), must be 4 or 5.
Qi% ’ K. Date of Most Recent a. Must be pridr to or equal to Date
Admission to Prison of Parole Entry; later than or equal
‘System to Date of Original Admission to Pri
L. Date of Original . a., Must be prior to or equal to Date
: Admission to Prison of Most Recent Admission to Prison
| J System System,
b. If 1, 2, or 3 was checked in J
(Type of Admission), must be equal
o to Date of Most Recent Admission
® to Prison Systen.
¢. If 5 was checked in J (Type of
Admission), must be prior to Date
of Most Recent Admission to Prison
: System.
‘.l ~
4
o
)
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\TE OF PAROLE ENTRY: BIRTHDATE: / / STATE ID NUMBER:
® : MONIHT DAY 1 Year )
uasscr NAN‘E ‘ FBI NUMBER: AGENCY PAROLING:
R SRR . AGENCY RECEIVING:
. /)/'tule (1«1“ ()nc Bar @ .9n é,nrA _Sjvt/iun lﬁ).'/nwr
;‘ PAROLE DATA
I.D PAROLE AUTHORITY DECISION C. PAROLE OR 1. D FIRST PAROLE ON CURRENT SENTENC
A. TYPE OF 2.[[] MANDATORY RELEASE " REPAROLE: 2.[]] REPAROLE.ON CURRENT SENTENCE

CONDITIONAL RELEASE':}D OTHER:
X.D UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

1.[J ACTIVE SUPERVISION
2.[J INACTIVE SUPERVISION
¥t 3.[:] PAROLED TO CUSTODY, DETAINER OR WARRANT

X[ UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED
9/‘0' ” 7 L) ('A'(L'l/, 70 f[lf'( ’/y 10 Jer [“’)I‘l Q, Oml!l'ng Jec I‘ol‘l.’ C p

P CONDITION OF
RELEASE:

x. ] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

D. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE PAROLE DATE:

MONTH 7 YEAT

E. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE DISCHARGE DATE:

7

MONTH YEAF

F. AGGREGATE MAXIMUM RELEASE DATE:

MONTH 7 YE&}

BACKGROUND DATA

1.[] MmaLE
2.(] FEMALE
x.[[] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

6 SEX

1.0 AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKAN NATIVE
2.] ASIAN OR PACIFIC ISLANDER
3.[J BLACK, NOT OF HISPANIC ORIGIN
4.7 Hiseanic
- 5.[7] WHITE, NOT OF HISPANIC ORIGIN
" X.[T] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

® race/erHiciTY

co.(
% 1-8.1]
v 912,
¥ 13156
7.0
i8. [
19.{]
20.(

NONE OR KINDERGARTEN
GRADE SCHOOLI

HIGH SCHOOL
SOME COLLEGES J/iy‘nl g)nu!r

COLLEGE GRADUATE

SOME GRADUATE SCHOOL
MASTER'S DEGREE

Ph.D., M.D., J.D., OTHER

22."] GED OR HED

xX. 7] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPGRTED

w j/‘ox'ﬂw:' H1-16is r‘rr‘nl, PL«:M wrile in the Aiy‘u( grm/r rum,-/rfn/.

I. EDUCATION

- COURT AND CORREC

TIONAL DATA

- J. TYPE OF MOST RECENT ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM:

1.[0 NEW COURT COMMITMENT 5] PAROLE VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION
2.0] PROBATION VIOLATION/NEW CONVICTION 6.0] TRANSFER OR JURISDICTION

3.[J PROBATION VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION 700 otHer

4. PAROLE VIOLATION/NEW CONVICTION ’ #[] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

I DATE OF MOST RECENT

ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM

MONTH Y YEAR

L. DATE OF ORIGINAL ADMISSION TO
PRISON ON THIS AGGREGATED SENTENCE

MONTH 7 YEAR

CURRENT SENTENCE OFFENSE CODES:

i

(jﬂl’ nlu/ll/lA’ ()[/(‘AJQJ, "(‘[ [Ar [
10. CRIMES AGAINST PERSON

11. O WitlFuL HOMICIDE

Y2. D INVOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER
13. ] FORCIBLE RAPE

14, [[] ARMED ROBBERY

Arr: m m @ m.uluno-u, antlrlrc‘/r I‘c ron[ra//nq n//’uur )

15. ] UNARMED ROBBERY

16. [ ASSAULT

20. PROPERTY CRIMES (UCR PART 1) 30. OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES 40. ALL OTHER OFFENSE!
21. ] BURGLARY 31.[J Arson 41.[) STATUTORY RAPE
22. [0 tArRCENY 32.] rorGERY 42.[J COMMERCIAL SEX OFFEs
23. 7] MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 33.[] FRAUD 43.[0) OTHER SEX OFFENSE
34.[C] RECEIVING STOLEN PROPERTY | 44. [J narRCOTIC LAW VIOLATY
35.0] oOTHeR 45.[] ALCOHOL LAW VIOLATIC
46.[} WEAPON POSSESSION
47.0] escare
XX.[] UNXNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 49.[J orher

N COUNTY OF COMMITMENT FOR THIS SEMTENCE
(5}" counly in which the conrl passing the rnnlrn//ing senlenio i (:u a/n/)

m}'T TIME CREDITS ALLOWED FROM JAIL BY JUDGE OR.
STATUTE ON THIS SEMNTENCE

F NUMBER OF PRIOR KNOWN INCARCERATIONS ON A COURT COMMIT

SENTENCE OF OME YEAR OR MORE IN ADULT CORRECTIONAL FACILITY

NAME OF COUNTY

MENT WITH

NUMBER OF DAYS

NUMBER

® ComPLETION DATE

COMPLETED BY
MONIM 7 YLAR } lN.l!lAlS

" R. INDIVIDUAL AGENCY USE




May, 1979
ENTRY DATA

I. TIDENTIFYING DATA

Five variables (Date of Parole Entry, Birthdate, State
ID Number, Agency Paroling, and Agency Receiving) form the
basic set of identifiers for each offender being entered in
the UPR system. Subject Name and FBI Number are also useful
as identifiers but are optional. Most of these variables
are supplied to UPR by each state/agency on the monthly pa-
role release lists. This information will be pre-printed on
all forms. Instructions and variable definitions for these
items are included here for reference only.

Ttem A. Date of Parole Entry

DATE OF PAROLE ENTRY:

Instructions:

Enter month (January = 01, February = 02, etc.) and

last two digits of year. If unknown.or not reported, enter
XX/XX. :

This item reflects the month and year in which the

offender was released on parole or any other conditional
release, : R perYiE Nb © ner

Example:

If an offender was released from the prison system to
parole supervision on July 10, 1977, the date of parole entry
would be: ' . :

DATE OF PAROLE ENTRY: (77 [ 11




s

.

ENTRY 5/79

Item B. Birthdate

BIRTHDATE:

MONTHT DAY [ veaw

Instructions:

Enter month (January = 01, February = 02, etc.), day,
and last two digits of year., If unknown or not reported,
enter XX/XX/XX.

Example:

If an offender was born on October 7, 1948, his/her
birthdate would be: '

BIRTHDATE: [0 /07 /48

MONTHT DAY 7 YEAR

Item C, State ID Number

STATE 1D NUMBER:

Instructions:

Enter any number (8 digits or less) that clearly
identifies the offender.

This number must enable you to locate the records for
each offender within your state/agency and must also allow
UPR to follow all movements by the same person within both
your system and the UPR system, '



ENTRY 5/79

Item D, Subject Name

SUBJECT NAME:'

Instructions:

Enter the offender’s full legal name.

This information is optional and will used only to
aid in matching records WitEln the UPR system. It will not
be released under any circumstances.

Item E. FBI Number

FBI NUMBER:

Instructions:

Enter the identification number (11 digits or less)

assigned to the offender by the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, :

This information is optional and will be used only
to aid in matching records within the UPR system. It will
not be released under any circumstances.
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‘1 - Item F. Agency Paroling

, : . ' AGENCY PAROLING:

’«
Instructions:
Enter the number for the state/agency releasing the
offender on parole or other conditional release, Use onl
.; the state/agency numbers presented in Figure 1 (see p. 35).
e Item G. Agency Receiving
.;

AGENCY RECEIVING: |

Instructions:

Enter the number for the state/agency to which the
offender is being released on parole or other conditional
, release. Use only the state/agency numbers presented in
o’ Figure 1,
L

e
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62
94
85
70
92
83
15
50
52
58

93
81
32
31
41
46
60
71
10
51
13
33
40
63

42

80

State/Agency Numbers

FIGURE 1

Montana

(Alphabetical)

Alabama 45
Alaska 87
Arizona 11
Arkansas 21
California 84
Colorado 20
Connecticut 55
Delaware 43
District of Columbia 30
Florida 72
Georgia 91
Hawaii 22
Idaho 98
Illinois 14
‘Indiana 56
Towa 44
Kansas 61
Kentucky 73
Louisiana 00
Maine 86
Maryland 12
Massachusetts 53
Michigan 99
Miﬁnesota 90
Mississippi 54
Missouri 34
82

Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico

New York

North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio

Oklahona
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Puerto Rico
Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

U.S. Federal System
Utah

Vermont
Virginia
Virgin Islahds
Washingtén
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming
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IT. PAROLE DATA

The following six variables constitute the information
on the offender's entry to parole or other conditional

rclease.,

Item A. Type of Conditional Release
1.[0] PAROLE AUTHORITY DECISION
A, TYPE OF 2.{7] MANDATORY REIEASE
CONDITIONAL RELEASE:3,(] orHER:
x.[J UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED
Instructions:

Check [y] the ONE most appropriate category.

This item reflects the type of release granted to the

offender.
Definitions:
1. Parole Authority Decision--All conditional
releases officially entitled ''parole'; release
to parole supervision granted by the parole authori-
ty.
2. Mandatory Release--The offender has served his/
her maximum sentence minus deductions for ''good
time'" and, by law, is being conditionally released.
Note: 1In contrast to expirations of sentence,
supervised manditory releases may be re-
incarcerated for violating conditions of
release. This type of release may also
be called supervised mandatory release,
supervised conditional release, or manda-
tory conditional release.
3. Other--Types of conditional releases not' covered

by the preceding categories. Examples: (a) where
the, law does not provide for good time but does pro-
vide that persons released upon completion of sen-
tence must submit to parole supervision for some
period; and, (b) where release results from condi-
tional sentence commutation (e.g., by the Governor).
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Describe the nature of the other conditional
release in the space provided. ¢

X. Unknown or Not Reported—~Not able to be determined.

Item B, Condition of Release

1.0 ACTIVE SUPERVISION
8. CONDITION OF 2] INACTIVE SUPERVISION
RELEASE: % 3.[]] PAROLED TO‘CUSTODY, DETAINER OR WARRANT

' ' X.[J UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED
i J/lar ”J:‘IJ r‘crlu/, go a/iurl/y {o seclion Q, amilling seclions C.p

Instructions:

Check [y/] the ONE most appropriate category. If
Box #3 is checked, go directly to Section Q, omitting

Sections C-P,

Definitions:

L. Active Supervision-Active parole supervision refers
to face-to-face supervision with the parolee on a
reguliar basis.

2. 1Inactive Supervision--Released to parole jurisdic-
tion but not to active parole supervision. Inac-
tive refers to telephone and mail contact with the
offender.

”.

3. Paroled to Custody--Includes pérole to detainer,
mental hospital, or to the U.S. Immigration Service
for deportation to a foreign country.

X. Unknown or Not Reported--Not able to be determined.




)

ENTRY 5/79 ' ‘ . 8

Item C. Parole or Reparole

1.[] FIRST PAROLE ON CURRENT SENTENCE
C. PAROLE OR 2. REPAROLE ON CURRENT SENTENCE
REPAROLE:
x.[J UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED
Instructions:

Check [/] the ONE most appropriate category.

This item reflects whether or not the offender has
been previously released on parole or other conditional
release on the current sentence,

Exawple:

An offender was convicted of robbery, entered the
prison system in. March 1974, and was then paroled 15 months
later in June 1975. Parole was revoked on a technical viola-
tion in March 1976. The offender was subsequently reparoled
(on the original robbery conviction) in September 1576. You

are completing the form for the second parole so Item C would
be: .

REPAROLE: 2.{M REPAROLE ON C TENCE
. x.[J UNKNOWN OR MOT REPORTED

Example:

An offender was convicted of theft, entered the prison
system in June 1976, and was paroled in June 1977. While on

parcle, the offender committed burglary and was recommitted to
prison in September 1977 with a new sentence. 'In December 1978,

the offender was paroled on the burglary sentence. Since this
is the parole period UPR data is being collected on, Item C

. would be:

l.%sr PAROLE ON CURRENT SENTENCE
2.[7] REPAROLE ON CURRENT SENTENCE
%. [0 UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

C, PAROLE OR
REPAROLE:

AN
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Item D. Minimum Eligible Parole Date
D. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE PAROLE DATE: /
MONTH 7 YEAR
Instructions:
Enter month (January = 01, February = 02, etc.) and
last two digits of year. If unknown or not reported, enter

XX /XX,

This data should reflect when the offendef was first

eligible for parole or other conditional release on the
current sentence. .

As determined at the time of original admission to the
prison system or as first set by the parole authority, it
should take into, account all current effective sentences and
should also consider the date of original admission to the

prison system, the sentence, time credit deductions, and any
other factors affecting this date, '
I1f parole eligibility is indeterminate, this date

would be the same as Date of Parole Entry, unless the offen-
der has been previously denied parole on the current sentence.
In this case, the Minimum Eligible Parole Date would be the
date of hls/her first board hearing.

Example: : e

See example following Item F,

Bl B

e st Sy
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‘¢ . Item E. Minimum Eligible Discharge Date
S '|E. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE DISCHARGE DATE: . /
. - } . MONTH . YEAR
o
Instructions:
® Enter month (January = 01, February = 02, etc.) and
last two digits of year. If unknown or not reported, enter
f XX/XX.
This date should reflect when the offender is first
_ eligible for complete discharge from all correctional super-
® vision on this sentence.
As determined at the time of original admission or
as first set by the parole authority, it should take into
, account all current effective sentences, and should also
: @ consider the date of original admission to the prison system,
@ the sentence, time credit deductions, and any other factors
affecting this date.
If the sentence is "Life" and a term of years was
not given, enter "Life."
| B
v Example:
See example following Item F.
' .
@
o
D
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Item F. Maximum Aggregate Release Date

F. AGGREGATE MAXIMUM RELEASE DATE:

MONIH 4 YEAR

Instructions:

Enter month (January= 01, February = 02, etc.) and
last two digits of year. I1f unknown or not reported, enter
XX/ XX,

This date should reflect the date when the offender
will be fully discharged from all sentences currently active.

If the sentence is "Life" and a term of years is not
given, enter "Life."

Example: (for Items, D, E, and F)

The offender entered prison on December 1972 to begin
serving a 24-month sentence. At that time, the law provided
for good time credits of one day for.every two good time days
served (thus reducing the actual time under correctional
supervision by one-third). The law also required that one-
third of the original sentence be served prior to release on
parole, On January 8, 1973, the Board of Parole set the of-
fender's first parole hearing for June 23, 1973. Therefore,
Items D, E, and F would be:

Item D. Minimum Eligible Parole Date

08 /13

MONTH YEAR

D. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE PAROLE DATE:

Because one-third of the sentence must be served
before the offender becomes eligible for'parole, -the
earliest parole date would be 08/73 (8 months = one-
third of 24 months).
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Item T (continued)

Example (continued)

Item E. Minimum Eligible Discharge Date

E. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE DISCHARGE DATE: 04-/%

MONTR TYEAR

The correct date is 04/74 because the good time
allowance would take off one-third cf the sentence (24
months). Thus, the offender could be discharged from
all correctional supervision after serving two-thirds
of the sentence (or 16 months).

Item F. Maximum Agpregate Release Date

12/ 74

MONTH YEAR

F. AGGREGATE MAXIMUM RELEASE DATE:

The cocrrect date is 12/74 because the offender
could be required to serve the entire sentence of 24
months, '

— - POV R g e S et K A R S e &R Sy ey AT P
. B
.
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Item G. Sex

III. ' BACKGROUND DATA

G. SEX

1.0 MALE
2.[] FEMALE .
x.[] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

Instructions:

Check [/] the ONE most appropriate category.

13
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Ttem H.

Race/Ethnicity

1.] AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKAN NATIVE
2.L] ASIAN OR PACIFIC ISLANDER
H. RACE/ETHNICITY 3.[J BLACK, NOT OF HISPANIC ORIGIN
43 Hiseanic
5.[] WHITE, NOT OF HISPANIC ORIGIN
- X.[T] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

Instructions:

Check [/] the ONE most appropriate category.

Definitions:

1.

American Indian or Alaskan Native--A person having
origins in any of the original peoples of North
America, and who maintains cultural identification
with this group through tribal affiliation or com-
munity recognition.

Asian or Pacific Islander--A person having origins
in any of the original peoples of the Far East,
Southeast Asia, the Indian subcontinent, or the
Pacific Islands. This category includes, for
example, China, India, Japan, Korea, the Philip-
pine Islands, and Samoa.

Black, Not of Hispanic Origin--A person having
origins in any of the black racial groups of Africa.

Hispanic--A person of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban,
Central or South American, or other Spanlsh culture
or origin, regardless of race.

White, Not of Hispanic Origin--A person having
orlglns in any of the original peoples of Europe,
North Africa, or the Middle East.

Unknown or Not Reported--Not able to be determined.
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Item I. Education

00.{]

s 18.0]

s 912.0

w0 13-16.[]

|. EDUCATION 1.3
18. ]

19.

20.(]

22.(J

xx. [

NONE OR KINDERGARTEN
GRADE SCHOOL\{

HIGH SCHOOL

SOME COL[EGEJ J/l."'][ g’nu/e
COLLEGE GRADUATE

SOME GRADUATE SCHOOL
MASTER'S DEGREE

Ph.D., M.D., J.D,, OTHER

GED OR HED

UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

& ~9 Aou or K 1.6 s r‘cr‘rc/. /onu erile in l‘r ‘i ‘ul rnr/v com J/tlll/.
r wrle dn | ¢ H /

Instructions:

Check [¢/] the ONE most appropriate category.

Note: 1If a box for 1-16 is checked, write in the
highest grade level completed in the space
provided.

Education indicates the highest academic level com-~
pleted by the offender at the time of original admission
to the prison system on the current sentence. It does not
take into account any education completed while the offen-
der was incarcerated on the current sentence.

If both "claimed" and "tested" grade levels are
available, enter grade ''claimed'". However, in the case
where either only grade "claimed" or only grade '"tested"
is available, enter the one that is available.

15




' u
©

ENTRY 5/79 | o 16

ITtem J.

IV. COURT AND CORRECTIONAL DATA

Type of Most Recent Admission to Prison System

J. TYPE OF MOST RECENT ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM:

1.0] NEW COURT COMMITMENT 5] PAROLE VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION
2] PROBATION VIOLATION/NEW CONVICTION 4[] TRANSFER OR JURISDICTION

3.[] PROBATION VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION 7.(]  OTHER

&.[] PAROLE VIOLATION/NEW CONVICTION x[J UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

Instructions:

Check [V] the ONE most appropriate category..

Definitions:

1-

4

New Court Commitment--First admission to a given
state correctional facility as a result of a sen-
tence which did not grow out of a probation or
parole violation.

Probation Violation/New Conviction--Commitment to
the prison system on a new conviction for an of-
fense committed while the offender was on probation
on a previous sentence,

Probation Violation/No New Conviction--Commitment

to the prison system on the current sentence after
probation was revoked for a technical or probation
violation,

Parole Violation/New Conviction--Recommitment to

the prison system on a new conviction for an offense
committed while thé offender was on parole on a pre-
vious sentence,

Parole Violation/No New Conviction--Return to the
prison system on the current sentence after parole
was revoked for a technical or parole violation.

Transfer of Jurisdiction--Received in the prison

system from an out-of-state jurisdiction. This

does not include in-state transfers.

Other--Any type of admission to the prison system
not covered by the preceding categories. Describe
the nature of the other admission in the space pro-

"vided.

Unknown or Not Reported--Not able to be determined.
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Item K. Date of Most Recent Admission to the Prison System

K. DATE OF MOST RECENT
ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM

MONTH 7 YEAR

Instructions:

Enter month (January = 01, February = 02, etc.) and

"last two digits of year. If unknown or not reported, enter

XX/XX.

This date should reflect when the offender was most .
recently received into the prison system. Do not include
escapes and recaptures unless the offender was recommitted
with a new sentence for escape. If the offender is a New
Court Commitment or a Probation Violator (Item J), this date

will probably be the same as the Date of Original Admission
to Prison System (Item L),

Example:

An offender was committed to the prison system in
March 1975, and paroled in September 1975. Returned to pri-
son as a parole violator in Janvary 1976, the offender was
then reparoled in July 1976. This item would be:

* K. DATE OF MOST RECENT
ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM

0l /76

YEAR

MONTH
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Item L. Date of Original Admission to Prison System

L. DATE OF ORIGINAL ADMISSION TO
PRISON ON THIS AGGREGATED SENTENCE PR AR—

.

Instructions:

Enter month (January = 01, February = 02, etc.) and
last two digits of year. If unknown or not reported, enter

XX/XX.

This date should reflect when-the offender was first
received into the prison system for confinement on the sen-
tence from which s/he is now released on parole or other
conditional release. T

Eﬁﬂmgle:

Using the example in Item K, this itew

L. DATE OF ORIGINAL ADMISSION TO —
PRISON ON THIS AGGREGATED SENTENCE Mocw?ns z/ 72

YEAR

i i T e e U Y . . .
Tpe—r . o e K wee v A ey a . . -
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Item M.

Current Sentence Offense Codes

19

M. CURRENT SENTENCE OFFENSE CODES: (.7;..../:.-,/. offomsen chockthe thees YA most sovions, and sizele the contealling offinse.)

10 CRIMES AGAINST PERSON
MURDER ‘NONNEGHGENT

n.0d MANSLAUGHTER

12 [J NEGUGEMT manstauGHTER

13 [[J FORCIBIE RaPE

t4. [ rOBBERY

17 [ AGGRAVATED ASSAULT

20. PROPERTY CRIMES

21, {J surGtary
22. [ 1arCENY THEFT
23 [ MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT

30 OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES

31, [J arson

32 [0 rORGERY/COUNTERFEITING
33. {T] FRAUD/EMBEIZLEMENT

34 [ sTOLEN PROPERTY

%X, ] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

40, ALL OTHER OFFENSES

42, [J commencia sex oreenst
43.J orHER sex OFfENSE

44, NARCOTIC LAW VIOLATION
45, ALCONOL AW VIOLATION
48 ) wearon ofrense

7.0 escare

48, CJ simpie assautr

49, O orwer

SR

4

Instructions:

Check [V] up to the THREE most appropriate categories.

Circle the ONE controlling offense.

This item should reflect the offense types for which
the offender was committed to the prison system on the cur-
Ignore multiple counts of the same offense

rent sentence(s).

type.

Major offense is one for which a sentence of one year or
more in an adult correctional facility is given or one that is
designated as a felony.

If the sentence(s) contains more than three distinct
offense types, check the THREE most serious.

Procedures to Determine Offense Seriousness:

1. Check the THREE offenses for which the offender
received the highest maximum sentences.

2. If the highest maximum sentences are the same for
two or more of the offenses sa that you cannot

check the THREE most serious,

check the offenses

for which the offender received the highest
minimum sentences. )

3. .If both the maximum and the minimum sentences are

the same for two or more offenses,

check the

offenses by assumed seriousness as ranked on the

form (11.
serdious; 49.

Murder/Nonnegligent Manslaughter = most
Other = least serious).
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Item M (continued)

Instructions (continued)

4. The controlling offense is the offense receiving
the longest maximum sentence. If no controlling ;
offense is specified, UPR will assume controlling
offense based on the ranking on the form.

Offense Codes: Codes are based on the Uniform Crime Reports
(UCR) Reporting Handbook (Washington, D.C.: FBI, January, 1978).

10. Crimes Against Person

11 Murder/Nonnegligent Manslaughter: the willful (or
nonnegligent) killing of one human being by another;
all willful felonious hgmicides as distinguished
from deaths caused by negligence; excludes attempts
to kill, assaults to kill, suicides, accidental
deaths, or justifiable homicides.

12 Negligent-Manslaughter: the killing of another per-
son by gross negligence of some individual other
than the victim.

13 Forcible Rape: the carnal knowledge of a person
forcibly and against his/her will, and attempts or
assaults to rape. (Excludes statutory rape.)

14  Kobbery: the taking or attempting to take anything
of value from the care, custody, or control of a per- .
son or persons by force, threat of force, violence,
and/or by putting the vietim in fear, such as strong-
arm robbery, stickups, armed robbery, attempts. or
assaults to rob.

17 Aggravated Assault: the unlawful attack by one person
upon another for the purpose of inflicting severe or
aggravated bodily injury. This type of assault usu-
ally is accompanied by the use of a weapon or by
means likely to produce death or. bodlly harm.
(Excludes simple assault.)

20. Pfoperty Crimes

21 Burglary: any breaking or unlawful entry of a struc-
ture to commit a felony or theft.

22 Larceny/Theft: the unlawful taking, carrying, leading,
or riding away of property from the possession or
constructive possession of another. (Excludes motox
vehicle theft.) '

[ — -y >N
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Item M (continued)

tiotor Vehicle Theft: the theft or attempted theft
of a motor vehicle. A motor vehicle is self-pro-
pelled and travels on the surface rather than on
rails. Specifically excluded from this category
are motorboats, construction equipment, airplanes,
and farming equipment. :

30. Other Property Crimes

31

Arson: any willful or malicious burning or attempt

to burn, with or without intent to defraud, a dwelling

house, church, college, jail, meeting house, public
building or any building, ship or other vessel,.
motor vehicle or aircraft, contents of buildings,
personal property of another, etc.

Forgery/Counterfeiting: the making, altering, utter-
ing or possessing, with intent to defraud, anything
false in the semblance of that which is true as well
as all attempts to commit any of these offenses.

Fraud/Embezzlement: fraudulent conversion and obtain-
ing money or property by false pretenses. Includes
bad checks, confidence games, etc., except forgeries
and counterfeiting. Also, the misappropriation or
misspplication of money or property entrusted to
one's care, custody, or control.

Stclen Property: buying, receiving, and possessing
stolen property, as well as all attempts to commit
any of these offenses.

40. All Other Offenses

®
23
‘.
®
32
°
= 33
™
@
g 34
9.
2
® 4
, 43
®
44

.(§W< ' 45

Commercial Sex Qffense: all,sex offenses of a com-
mercialized nature and attempts such as prostitution,
pandering, procuring or transporting persons for
immoral purposes. . ~

Other Sex Offense: offenses against chastity, common
decency, morals, and the like, such as statutory
rape, incest, indecent exposure, and all attempts

to commit any of these offenses. .

Narcotic Law Violations: unlawful possession, use,
growing, manufacturing, and making of narcotic drugs.

Alcohol Law Violations: the unlawful manufacture,
sale, transporting, furnishing, possessing, etc. of
intoxicating liquor. :

“
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- Item M (continued)

46  Weapons Offense: unlawful manufacture, sale, or
possession of deadly weapons; carrying deadly '
weapons, concealed or openly; etc., and any attempts
to commit any of these offenses.

47 Escape: escape or attempted escape from incarceration
in an adult correctional- facility.

48 Simple Assault: unlawful assaults and attempted
assaults where no weapon was used or which did not
result in serious or aggravated injury to the victim.

49  Other: all offenses not covered by the preceding
categories. Describe briefly the nature of the
offense in the space provided.

XX. VUnknown or Not Reported--not able to be determined.

Example: ,

The offender was convicted of four different offense types:
robbery, 3 to 10 years; burglary, 2 to 5 years; theft, 1 to 5
years; and forcible rape, 5 to 20 years. This item would be:

M. CURRENT SENTENCE OFFENSE CODES: (Tor mulliph offensers chock the theoe [AIRGY meost sovions, and sivsls the sontralling offense.)
10 CRIMES AGAINST PERSON | 20 PROPERTY CRIMES 30 OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES 40. ALL OTHER OFFENSES
1 O MR e o 21 Eﬁunomv 31, ) arson . 42. [J commerciat sex orrense
12_ L1y IGINT MANSLAUGHTER 22 D LARCENY ‘THEFT 22, D FORGERY/COUNTERFEITING | 43, D OTHER SEX OFFENSE
(3 _[VFORCIBLE RATD) 23 [ MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT | 33, [JJ FRAUD ‘EMBEZZLEMENT 44, (O narconc Law viowation
14 {EROBBERY 34. [ STOLEN PROPERTY 45. [ arconor taw viotanion
\7 D AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 46, D WEAPON OFFENSE
a7. 0 escare
. 48, 0] simpie assautr
%X.[] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 9. O orher

The offenses of forcible rape and robbery received the
highest maximum sentences (20 and 10 years, respectively). Of
the remaining offenses, burglary received the highest minimum
sentence (2 years). So those three offenses were checked and
forcible rape was circled as the controlling offense (longest
sentence). .
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Item N. County of Commitment

N. COUNTY OF COMMITMENT FQR THIS SENTENCE
(5‘: toenly in which tde conrl patsing L. n-(n//i-, conloace b bocaled) .

NAME OF COUNPY

Instructions:

Enter the name of the county 'in which the court passing
the controlling sentence (for the current sentence) is located.
If unknown or not reported, enter X. If there are multiple
counties of commitment, enter that ONE which corresponds to the
controlling offense (see Item M).

Item O, Net Time Credits

O. NET TIME CREDITS ALLOWED FROM JAIL BY JUDGE OR
STATUTE ON THIS SENTENCE

-t t 2 o o e - - -

P NUMM & OF Camy

Instructions:

Enter the number of days. If unknown or not reported,
enter X,

This number should represent the net tlme credits in
da¥s allowed by the judge or state statute {for all current
effective sentences) prior to the ''Date of Most Recent Admis-~
sion to Prison System tem K).

Example:

An offender spent 12 days in. jail prior to the most
recent admission (as a new court commitment) to the prison
system, and these 12 days were credited by the judge agalnst
the sentence. This item would be:

0. NET TIME CREDITS ALLOWED FROM JAIL BY JUDGE OR ' I 02’
STATUT: ON THIS SENTENCE .

+ syar

NUMME O OaTS
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Item P. Number of Prior Known Ihcarcerations

SENTENCE OF ONE YEAR OR MORE IN ADULT CORRECTIONAL FACILITY

b . o e e e e e e

P. NUMBER OF PRIOR KNOWN INCARCERATIONS ON A COURT COMMITMENT WITH ‘ —,
NN S

Instructions:

Enter the known number. If unknown or not reported,
enter X,

This number should represent the. known number of times
the offender has been incarcerated within the jurisdiction of
the agency paroling (in-state): (1) on a court commitment
with a new sentence of one year or more (excluding the present
incarceration); and (2) in a correctional facility having the
legal authority to confine persons with sentences greater than
one year,

A

e A s e S84 b aasemmer e e Y S - eve Vo remn . [RTSPRP R R PR -



L TE OF PAROLE ENTRY:

[ STATE ID NUMBER: e

. BIRTHDATE:
3 TE OF FOLLOW-UP: . MONTH

DAY [ YEAR

MONTHS UNDER SUPERVIS!ON:_

.. AGENCY PAROLING:

S JECT NAME: o < . FBI NUMBER: _
™ . AGENCY RECEIVING:
N CURRENT PAROLEE STATUS
£ ABSCONDER? v 1.[] YES C. REMOVED FROM PAROLE? = 1,[] YES 2.[] NO
® 2.[] NO ‘ :

v j/yu, enler :/n[c n//n.s/ conlach

/ ‘

MOMIH / YEAR
B. CONTINUED ON’PAROLE? + 1.[] YES
PY AR

L« .y/,u, r‘vr‘ nne ‘m {a ‘v’bwl

1. ] NO OFFICIAL PROBLEM

2. ] NEW MINOR CONVICTION

3,0 NEW MAJOR CONVICTION

@ 4 [0 CHARGES PENDING, NOT YET REMOVED FROM PAROLE
5.(C] ABSCONDER, NOT YET REMOVED FROM PAROLE

X.[J UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

* j/yr.!, enler r/alc o/nrh'an
am/r‘cr‘ one ‘o.r @ ‘f’ow:

MONTH [ YEAR

PAROLE COMPLETE/EXPIRATION OF SENTENCE
RELEASED PRIOR TO EXPIRATION OF SENTENCE .
a. [] EARLY DISCHARGE/PAROLE BOARD

b. [[] SENTENCE COMMUTED/PARDON, .

o« 3. oearn
4.[J REVOCATION
5. RECOMMITTED TO PRISON BUT NOT REVOKED
6.[] RETURNED TO PRISON BUT NOT REVOKED
7.0 orHer
X.[] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

s j/an)uuu # 1-3are l‘"(‘t!t, @ ' go c/x‘rrr//, {o seclion ~9

0‘.[]
«2.[]

[ REMOVED FROM PAROLE BY REVOCATION.
@ RECOMMITMENT, QR RETURN TO PRISON?

* “9/9"’ "‘!f‘ one ‘DI @ ‘;‘,ﬂw-‘

VIOLATION OF PAROLE CONDITIONS
a. D PAROLE VIOLATION ONLY

ﬁ .9/’4‘.!, r‘fr‘ one ‘or @ lr"lwl

1.0J IN-STATE
2.[J out-oF-STATE

OTHER.

ﬁ' .9/,:5, cﬁlr‘ one ‘or E ‘r’owt .
PENDING HEARING

# 1.[]J Yes
2] No _b. [[] PAROLE VIOLATION ,CRIMINAL CHARGES PENDING
. - e. [JIN LIEU OF NEW MINOR CONVICTION
; ' d. [J IN LIEU OF NEW MAJOR CONVICTION
fﬂ‘} 2.[] NEW MINOR CONVICTION
Py 3.[J NEW MAJOR CONVICTION
4.[J otHer
X.[[] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED
E.- CURRENTLY IN PRISON? | F. RETURNED TO PRISON...NOT REMOVED FROM || G. ARE THE ACTUAL MONTHS UNDER
N || PAROLE? ~ SUPERVISION DIFFERENT THAN ABOVE?
Q. # 1. ves * 1.0 ves * 1.0 ves '
. 2.[]No 2.0 No 200 no

b4 ,9/9'1, enler num‘rr o/mon": L":wr .

NUMBER

1,
2,
PY X.[] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 3.
X,

[,

O
[ MEDICAL REASONS
O
a

UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

H. NEW MAJOR CONVICTION? #1.(] ves 2.[] NO

® 0. CRIMES AGAINST PERSON

o MURDER/NONNEGUGENT
11, [ MANSIAUGHTER

5 12. [J NEGUGENT MANSIAUGHTER
13. O rorcisLe rRAPE
14, [JroBBERY

20. PROPERTY CRIMES

21. [J BURGLARY
22. [} LARCENY/THEFT
23, [JJ MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT

ko4 .9f9u, r‘vr‘ /‘o n,xprnlrn'a/t ‘or (u)l (.71» muﬁip/t n//nuu, (‘rré (‘v _fh E E @ mozi serions am/&g_’_é [_‘: t'nnfro//c'ng od’rnu.)

30. OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES 40. ALL OTHER OFFENSES

42.U COMMERCIAL SEX OFFE!
43,0 OTHER SEX OFFENSE
44. ] NARCOTIC LAW VIOLATH
45. D ALCOHOL LAW VIOLATIC
46, ] WEAPON OFFENSE
48. [ simpLe ASSAULT

31. 0 arsoN .
32. ) FORGERY/COUNTERFEITING
33. [J FRAUD/EMBEZZLEMENT

34, [ STOLEN PROPERTY

® M{. [ AGGRAVATED ASSAULT

XX. 7] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

49, [] OTHER

| COMPLETION DATE

COMPLETED BY . ____—

MoNnE [ vEAR INITIALS

+ ETRTRRRE TR A SR L ety B AR R SRRSO RO 5 N AT V3T Ly T TR AT Ve TR AY IR R ER AR AR MR I S T G A R S

J. INDIVIDUAL AGENCY USE
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®
) UNIFORM PAROLE REPORTS
gmo‘ .
: Instruction Manual Supplement
¢
One-Year Follow-up
. 3 Variable ‘ Required Relationships
o B A. Absconder? "a. Date of Last Contact must be
' equal to or up to one year later
than Date of Parole Entry.=%
B. Continued on Parole? a. If 1 (yes) was checked in A
(Absconder) and 1 (yes) was
® ' checked here, status must be 5.
C. Removed from Parole? a. Date.of Action must be equal to
Oor up to one year later than Date
of Parole Entry.¥*
o D. Removed by Revocation, a. If 4, 5, or 6 was checked in C
B : Recommitment, or (Removed from Parole), must be 1
Return? (yes).
) : F. Returned to Prison... a. If 1 (yes) was checked in C
@ Not Removed from (Removed from Parole) or 2 (no)
- Parole? was checked in E (Prison), must
be 2.
G. Actual Months Under a. If 1 (yes) was checked, Number
Supervision? ' . of Months must be between 00 and
. 11.* ‘
e
H. New Major Conviction? a. If 3 checked in B (Continued on
» Parole) or in D (Removed by
Revocation), must be 1.
o
* This supplement can also. be used when completing two and
. three year follow-up forms. However, the Date of Last
o contact (A. Absconder) and the Date of Action (C. Removed
S from Parole) must be equal to or up to twu (or three) years
- T later than the Date of Parole Entry; and Actual ‘Months
¥ under Sunervision must be between 00 and 23 (two year) or
00 and 35 (three year).
® -
o




May, 1979

FOLLOW-UP DATA

Follow-up data is collected at the end of an offender's
first, second, and third years on parole or other conditional
release. Tor example, if an offender was released to parole
supervision in June 1977, one year follow-up would show
his/her status as of exactly one year later, that 'is, June 1978.

The TFollow-up form contains the same identifying data
as the Entry form in addition to two other items: Date of
Follow-Up and Months Under Supervision. These have been
added to differentiate between the three follow-up periods

and will be entered in the UPR office prior to mailing to
the state/agency.

CURRENT PAROLEE STATUS

Item A, Absconder?

A. ABSCONDER? % 1.[] YES
2.[J NO

bed j/yu, enler t/u/i a/,:ul conlacl:

MOMTH / YEAR

Instructions:

Check [/] the ONE most appropriate category. If yes
is checked, enter month (January = 01, February = 02, etc.
and last -two digits of year. If the date of last contact is
unknown or not reported, enter XX/XX. '

This item should reflect whether or not the offender
has been declared an absconder or if a warrant has been issued
for his/her arrest at the time of follow-up.
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Ttem B, Continued on Parole?

B. CONTINUED ON PAROLE? + 1.[7J ves
2. No

o4 .Q/yu, r"r‘ ane L«n LcAw:

1. ] NO OFFICIAL PROBLEM

2. ] NEW MINOR CONVICTION

3.{J NEW MAIJOR CONVICTION

4.[] CHARGES PENDING, NOT YET REMOVED FROM PAROLE
5.[C] ABSCONDER, NOT YET REMOVED FROM PAROLE

X.[J UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED ‘

Instructions:

Check [y] the ONE most appropriate category. If yes
is checked, then check ONE category in the second part.

Définitions:

1. No Official Problem--Continued on parole with no
technical violation; with reprimands; or with jail
sentences resulting in 60 days or less.

2. Mew Minor Conviction--Continued on parole although
the offender has been convicted of a new minor

offense resulting in a sentence between 60 days
and one year.

3. New Major Conviction--Continued on parole although
the offender has been convicted of a new major
offense resulting in a sentence of one year or more.

4. Charges Pending, Not Yet Removed From Parole-- '
Either an alleged technical violation or an alleged
new offense has been committed and charges are
pending against the offender. However, s/he has

not yet been removed from parole and is still under
parole jurisdiction (no new conviction).

5. Absconder, Not Yet Removed From Parole--A warrant
has been issued or the offender has been declared
an absconder although s/he has not yet been offi-
cially removed from parole jurisdiction. If "yes"
was checked in Item A, this should be checked.

X. Unknown or Not Reported--Not able to be determined.

L
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Item C. Removed from Parole?

C. REMOVED FROM PAROLE? w 1,[] ves 2.0 no
% .9/'". snles dute -,-rh'un

mONIH [ vtas

and choch ons bos @ bolom:

o 1[0 PAROLE COMPLETE/EXFIRATION OF SENTENCE
» 2, ] RELEASED PRIOR TO EXPIRATION OF SENTENCE
a. [JEARLY DISCHARGE/PAROLE BOARD
b, [JSENTENCE COMMUTED/PARDON

o 3.0 peamn
4.3 revocamion
5.0 RECOMMITTED TO PRISON BUT NOT REVOKED
6.[] RETURNED TO PRISON SBUT NOT REVOKED
7.0 omer

x.[J UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

4 J/au-on £ 1.3are checkid [a ‘e J«'~rl/;- lo-seclizn _9.

Instructions:

Check [v] the ONE most appropriate category
checked enter month (January = 01
last two digits of year;

February = 02,
then check ONE category in the second

If yes-- 1s
etc.) and

part. If data of removal action is unknown or not reported,

enter XX/XX.

If 1,

I; do not complete Items D-H,

Definitions:

2, or 3 is checked, go dlrectly to Item

1. Parole Complete/Expiration of Sentence--Sentence ex-

pired and offender has been discharged from parole.

2. Released

Prior to Expiration of Sentence--Release

prior to the expiration of sentence because:
a, The parole authority discharged the of-
fender early from parole (Early Discharge/
Parole Board); or
b. The sentence has been commuted or the of-

3. Death--The offender died while on parole.

fender was granted a pardon (Sentence

Courcuted/Pardon).

4. Revocation--Parcle has been revoked: for whatever

reason as a result of parole authority action.

5. Recommitted to Prison but Not Revoked--Reconmltment

to the prison system jurisdiction with a new convic-
tion although the parole authority took no official
action to revoke parole.
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Item C (continued)

6. Returned to Prison but Not Revoked--Return ‘to the
prison system jurisdiction although the parole
authority took no official action to revoke parole.

7. Other--Removals from parole not covered by the
preceding categories. Describe the nature of the
other removal in the space provided.

X. Unknown or Not Reported--Not able to be determined.

)

Item D. Removed From Parole by Revocation, Recommitment, or

Return to Prison?

D. REMOVED FROM PAROLE BY REVOCATION. % I yer, chock ane l.. My A
RECOMMITMENT, OR RETURN TO PRISON? 1,.[] VIOIATION OF PAROLE CONDITIONS
* 1,0 ves a. PAROLE YIOLATION ONLY
2-(3 NG . b, PAROLE VIOLATION, CRIMINAL CHARGES PENDING

¢ [JIN UEU OF NEW MINOR CONVICTION
d. [JIN LIEU OF NEW MAJOR CONVICTION

2.[C) NEW MINCR CONVICTION
3. 00 NEW MAJOR CONVICTION
4.0 omer

x.[J UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

Instructions:

Check [v/] the ONE most appropriate category. If yes
is checked, then check ONE category in the second part.

Definitions:

1. Violation of Parole Conditions--Revocation of
parole due to a technical or parole violation on
one of the fellowing grounds:

a, Parole Violation Only--Parole was revoked
for a violation of the offender's parole
conditions.

b. Parole Violation, Criminal Charges Pend-
ing--Parole was revoked for a violation of
parole conditions although criminal charges
are pending against the offender.

c. In Lieu of New Minor Conviction--After
allegedly committing a new minor offense,
parole was revoked and the offender
returned to the prison system as a parole

. violator instead of being prosecuted on
the new offense.

d. In Lieu of New Major Conviction--After
allegedly committing a new major offense,
parole was revoked and the offender
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Item D (continued):

returned to the prison system as -a parole
violator instead of being prosecuted on
the new offense,. ’

- 2. HNew Minor Conviction--Conviction of a new offense

- resuiting in a senhtence between 60 days and one
year (i.e., misdeméanocr) in an adult correctional
facility.

3. New Major Conviction--Conviction of a new offense
resulting in a sentence of one year or more (i.e.,
felony) in an adult ccrrectional facility.

4, Other--Reasons for removal from parole not covered
by the preceding categories. Describe the nature
of the other removal in the space provided,

X. Unknown or Not Reported--Not able to be determined.

Item E. Currently in Prison?
E. CURRENTLY IN PRISON?
% 1.[Jves
© a2.[dnwNo
1 .9/7”, r‘rr‘ one ‘a' @, ‘fﬁ)w:
1.0 iN-sTATE
2.[] our-of.sTATE
X.[] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED
Instructions:

Check [v] the ONE most appropriate category. If yes is
checked, check ONE category in the second part. .

Definitions:

1.

In-State--The offender is currently in prison with-
in the same jurisdiction in which s/he had been
incarcerated and then paroled (in-state).

OQut-of-State--The offender is in prison within a
jurisdiction different from the jurisdiction where
s/he had been incarcerated and then paroled (out-.
of-state). ‘

Unknown or Not Reported--Not able to be determiped.

——— it s ol P ————— e omn i  § L iy Neeebemsndmes ety 6 e 1 & G shes st mh g P
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Item F, Returned to Prison, Not Removed from Parole?

F. RETURNED TO PRISON...NOT REMOVED FROM
PAROLE? :

. x LOves Y

- 2.0 wno !

U I yes, chech one bor [ bolocer
1.[0] PENDING HEARING
2.[]] MEDICAL REASONS
3.0 ortHer
X.[J UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

Instructions:

Check [y] the ONE most appropriate category. If yes
is checked, check ONE category in the second part.

Definitions:

1. Pending Hearing--The offender is being held in
custody pending either a court or parole authority
hearing, and has not been removed from parole.

2, Medical Reasons--Return to prison for matters con-
cerning the offender's health (physical or mental),
not removed from parole,.

3. Other--Reasons for a return to prison, not removed
from parole not covered in the preceding categories.
Describe the nature of the other return in the
space provided.

X. Unknown or Not Reported--Not able to be defermined.
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Item G. Are the Actual Months Under SupeerSIOH leferent

Than Above? ‘

0

G. ARE THE ACTUAL MONTHS UNDER
SUPERVISION DIFFERENT THAN ABOVE?
Vi I,D YES

2.[J ~no

<4 ~9/’yu. ealer number o/mnnlA.J Lvﬁnu:

NUMBER

Instructions:

Check [/] the ONE most appropriate category. If yes
is checked, enter the correct number of months in the space
provided.

Item H. New Major Conviction?

OF HOHEW MAJOR CONVICTIONT @1 (] YES 2 [ no

¥ .q/’u. ek dd, apprenpriale o (n); {70’ n-/lc,-/- n”’uul. :‘u‘ e M'" D D D ol revious a-J‘ ize /( !A( rn-ln//iu' -t!mn.)

10 CRIMES AGAINST PERSON | 20, PROPERTY CRIMES 30. OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES 40, ALL OTHER OFFENSES
N O aieavoures CUOENT 21. [J surGLARY 1. O arson 42,00 commenciat sex orsens,
12 [ NESUGENT MaNSLAUGHIER 22. [ 1arRceNy THERT 32 [ rorcerv/counTerremming | 43 O OTHER SEX OFFENSE
13 O rorcinie rare 23. [0 mortor vVEHICLE THEFT 23 [ erauD/EmBEZZIEMENT 44. (] narcornc taw viousnier
14 [Jrosscar. 3¢ [J sroien prorerTY 45, [J aicomot 1aw viotanon
17 [JAGGRAVATED ASSAULT ) 46 [J weapon orrense

48. [0 simPLE ASSAULT
. 49, [J oTHER
XX, [J UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

Instructions:

Check [V] the ONE most appropriate category' If yes
is checked, check up to THREE categories in the second part.
Circle the OUNE controlling offense.

This item should reflect the offense type(s) for which
the offender was recommitted to the prison system on a new
major conviction. Ignore multiple counts of the same
offense type. ‘

A major offense is one for which a sentence of one
year or more in an adult correctional facility is given or
one that is designated as a felony.

If the sentence(s) contains more than three distinct
of fense types, check the THREE most serious.

B R R TR T e R T T . cmtarnie s .- B L T R
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Item H (continued)

Procedures to Determine Offense Seriousness:

L.

Check the THREE offenses for which the offender
received the highest maximum sentence.

.If the highest maximum sentences are the same

i two or more of the offenses so that you

cannot check the THREE most serious, check the
offenses for which the offender received the
highest minimum sentences.

If both the maximum and the 'minimum sentences

are the same for two or more offenses, check

the offenses by assumed seriousness as ranked on
the form (11. Murder/Nonnegligent Manslaughter =
most serious; 49. Other = least serious).

The controlling offense is the offense receiving
the longest maximum sentence. If no controlling
offense is circled, UPR will assume controlling
offense based on the ranking on the form.

Offense Codes: Codes are based on the Uniform Crime Reports

(UCR) Reporting Handbook (Washington, D.C.: FBI, January, 1978).
10.

Crimes Against Person

11

12

13

14

17

Murder/Nonnegligent Manslaughter: the willful (or
nonnegligent) killing of one human being by another;
all willful felonious homicides as distinguised
from deaths caused by negligence; excludes attempts
to kill, assaults to kill, suicides, accidental
deaths, or justifiable homicides.

Negligent Manslaughter: the killing of another
person by gross negligence of some individual
other than the victim.

Forcible Rape: the carnal knowledge of a person
forcibly and against his/her will, and attempts
or assaults to rape. (Excludes statutory rape.)

Robbery: the taking or attempting to take anything
of value from the care, custody, or control of a
person or persons by force threat of force,
violence, and/or by puttlng the victim in fear

such as strongarm robbery, stickups, armed robbery,
attempts or assaults to rob.

A"gravated Assault: the unlawful attack by one per—-
son upon another for the purpose of inflicting severe
or aggravated bodily injury. This. type of assault
usually is accompanied by the use of a weapon or by
means likely to produce death or bodily harm.
(Excludes simple assault.)

LY
PRl
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Item H (continued)

20.

30.

40.

Property Crimes

21

22

23

Burglary: any breaking or unlawful entry of a

structure to commit a felony or theft.

. Larceny/Theft: the unlawful taking, carrying,

leading, or riding away of property from the
possession or constructive possession of
another. (Excludes motor vehicle theft.)

Motor Vehicle Theft: the .theft or attempted
theft of a motor vehicle. A motor wvehicle 1is
self-propelled and travels on the surface rather
than on rails. Specifically excluded from this
category are motorboats, construction equipment,
airplanes, and farming equipment.

Other Property Crimes

31

32

33

34

Arson: any willful or malicious burning or attempt
to burn, with or without intent to defraud, a
dwelling house, church, college, jail, meeting
house, public building or any building, ship or
other vessel, motor vehicle or aircraft, contents
of buildings, personal property of another, etc.

Forgery/Counterfeiting: the making, altering, utter-
ing or possessing, with intent to defraud, anything
false in the semblance of that which is true as wall
as all attempts to commit any of these offenses.

Fraud/Embezzlement: K fraudulent conversion and
obtaining money or property by false pretenses.
Includes bad checks, confidence games, etc., except
forgeries and counterfeiting. Also, the misappro-
priation or mlsappllcation of money or property

‘entrusted to one's care, custody, or control.

Stolen Property: buying, receiving, and possessing
stolen property, as well.as all attempts to commit
any of these offenses. .

All Other Qffenses

42

43

Commercial Sex Offense: all sex offenses of a com-
mercialized nature and attempts such as prostitu-
tion, panderlng, procuring or transporting persons
for immoral purposes.

Other Sex Offense: offenses against chastity, common
decency, morals, and the like, such as statutory
rape, incest, indecent exposure, and all attempts

to commit any of these offenses.




_Of the remaining offenses, burglary received the highest

FOLLOW-UP 2/80 .-
Item H (continued) . 10

44 Narcotic Law Violations: unlawful possession, use,
growing, manufacturing, and making of narcotic drugs.
i

45  Alcohol Law Violations: the unlawful manufécture,
sale, transporting, furnishing, possessing,' etc. of
intoxicating liquor. '

46 Weapons Offense: unlawful manufacture, sale, or
possession of deadly weapons; carrying deadly
weapons, concealed or openly; etc., and any
attempts to commit any of these offenses.

47 Escape: escape or attempted escape from incarcera-
tion in an adult correctional facility.

48  Simple Assault: unlawful assaults and attempted
assaults where no weapon was used or which did not
result in serious or aggravated injury to the victim.

49 Other: all offenses not covered by the preceding
categories. Describe briefly the nature of the
offense in the space provided.

XX. Unknown or Not Reported--not able to be determined.

Example:

The offender was convicted of four different offense
types: robbery, 3 to 10 years; burglary, 2 to 5 years; theft,
1l to 5 years; and forcible rape, 5 to 20 years. This item
would be:

H NEW MAJOR CONVICTION? =1 [J vis 20 w~o
o, v/’n. l‘n‘ o, appropriale bailer). (.r’ow nn/’:’v/v -”-uu. herd "v “’l! D D D morl séeinus AAJ‘ jes /g '—‘-l .nnlm//i-l oﬂ!ﬂ ve )
10 CRIMES AGAINST PERSON | 20. PROPERTY CRIMES 30. OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES 40. ALl OTHER OFFENSES
1 Gl T o
[ e gh s SHoEn 21 B aURGLARY 31 [ arson ‘7-8 COMMERCIAL SEX OFFEns
17 %umm manstauchier 1 22 O LaRcENY/THERT 32 [J FORGERY/COUNTERFEITING | 431 OTHER SEX OFFENSE
13 MlrorCIBlE RaPD) 23 [0 motor veMicLe THEFT 33, O ¢RAUD/EMBEZZLEMENT 44 [ nanconc 1aw violanor
550( RY 34 [J STOLEN PROPERTY 45.{7J aicoHol taw vioranion
17 C1AGGRAVAIED ASSAULT 46 [J wearon offense
48 [J simpLe assautt
49, 3 otHer
XX, ] UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED

The offenses of forcible rape and robbery received the
highest maximum sentences (20 and 10 years, respectively).

minimum sentence (2 years). So those three offenses were
checked and forcible rape was circled as the controlling
offense (longest sentence).

o w b s e eno . - N .
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UNIFORM PAROLE REPORTS

1979 TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

Introduction

Uniform Parole Reports (UPR) is a federally-funded
national project collecting data on paroled offenders
sentenced to a year or more in prison. It is funded by
the National Criminal Justice Information and Statistics
Service (NCJISS) of,the Law Enforcement Assistant Admin-
istration (LEAA), and is operated by the National Council
on Crime and Delinquency (NCCD) Research Center in San
Francisco. ‘

These 1979 Technical Specifications. are for the sub-
mission of individual case-based data to the UPR project
in an automated format by the state agencies. The data
‘cover characteristics of parolees such as the amount of
time serwved in prison on current sentence, type of commit-
ment offense, and number of known prior prison commitments.
The data also cover the status of parolees while on parole
(continued or absconded) or at the time of their removal
from parole (discharged, returned or recommitted to prison,
or died).

The data on characteristics are collected at the point
of entry to parcle and are known as ENTRY data. Data on
the status of parolees are collected one, two, or three
years after entry to parole and are called FOLLOW-UP/REMOVAL
data. These Technical Specifications are designed for the
submission of Entry data on offenders who entered parole
during 1978 and 1979, and Follow-up/Removal data on offenders
who entered parole during 1978 (one year), 1977 (two year),
and 1976 (three year).

The following UPR Technical Specifications include four
sections: (1) the record layout forms for Entry and Follow-
up/Removal files; (2) variable and code definitions describ-
ing in detail the UPR data items; (3) the relationship be-
tween the Offender-Based State Corrections Information System
(OBSCIS) and UPR for those agencies implementing the BASIC
OBSCIS Software package; and (4) a questionnaire to be com-
pleted and submitted to ‘UPR along with any type of machine-
readable data.

.
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Each Entry and Follow-up/Removal file begins with
seven items called identifying data. The seven variables
(Agency Paroling, Agency Receiving, State Case ID Number,
Date of Parole Entry, Birthdate, Subject Name, and FBI -
Number) are used to match Entry and Follcw—up/Removal
records in the UPR offices. Thus, it is critical that
the State Case ID Number for each particular case be iden-
tical in all files containing data on that parolee for
matching records. Subject Name and FBI Number are also
useful identifiers but are optional. Agency Paroling is
the UPR code for each contributing agency and should be
the same for all records in your agency's files.

Entry data are collected on each offender at the time
of entry to parole or other conditional release and should
reflect the offender's characteristics and history as of
the Date of Parole Entry unless otherwise specified in the
definitioms. _

Follow-up/Removal data are collected on each offender
at the end of his/her first, second, or third year on parole
if s/he has not yet been removed from parole. If the parolee
has been removed from parole prior to the end of the first.
(or second or third) year on parole, status would be as of
the date s/he was removed. For example, for those offenders
released to parole in June 1978, one year follcw-up/removal
data would reflect their status as of exactly one year later,
June 1979, unless they had been removed prior to that date.
In this case, assumed Months Under Superv1s1on would be 12
(24 for two year, 36 for three year)

All data items are to be rlght Justlfled unless other-
wise indicated ln Section 2 (Deflnltlons) . R

The deadline for submission of automated 1979 data:

"(Entry: 1979, 1978; Follow-up/Removal: 1978 one year, 1977

two year, 1976 three year) to UPR is May 15,°1980.

If necessary, UPR can supply your agency with a tape
for reporting machine-readable data. If you send us your
own tape, it will be returned to you as soon as the data
have been successfully entered into the UPR system.

If, for any reason, your agency plans to submlt all
or partlal 1979 parole data in a machine-readable format.
and foresees any problem in meeting the May 15 deadline,
or if you should have any questlons please contact Ellen
McNell at UPR -immediately. T T e




; SECTION 1
. Entry and Follow-up/Removal Record Lay-out Forms
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 RECORD LAYOUT SUEET - g

e

CENTRY >

vl Acerey H5l [L0] Cedi's {151 201 1251
{11, 2 Raroling a2 1102Prer . 1152 a2 1252
lnusag:?. [ 3y I'1 0 3 Inéarcamions 153 fr3 1253
Lt ving 254 Number 1104 1154 faey [264
Juid 1e5% 1135 ]155 | 7205 . 1255
[t 1255 1105 uze, [156 j2¢5 1255
1807 1057 1lo7 1157 1207 1257
lsUt Sote Cass 1158 Jlog {158 [0 258
[0y D Number |05 0Fpe of Relaase) 139 1159 [0 [259
fule . U Cprditionof ReLI11@ 1160 P21 | 243
inll . 145 ] Parole/ Reparnle [ 11 1. 1151 [a1! 1251
liel2 TVoe 1112 {162 P21 1252
(13 063 Minirim Blia. 1113 1163 {213 [263
1014 Daote, oF loa4R~becnw§ 114 1164 1214 {254
[¢15Pale By [065 1115 1165 1215 {235
1016 166 1116 1165 1215 1264
[G17 067 Minimum Elig, 1117 1167 1217 [267
jule IUGBDE*u@bDJLIIIS 168 1218 268
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Record
Position

SECTION 2

UPR Variable and dee Definitions

Entry Segment

Variable and C Cn

1-2

3-4

. 5-12

13-16

17-22

23-47

48~58

59

Code Definitions

Agency Paroling: the state/agency relea31n° the
offender on parole or othetr conditional release.

For all cases, this number should reflect the appro-
priate code for the state/agency submitting the data
(see Figure 1).

Agency Receiving: the state/agency to which the
offender was released on parole or other conditional
release (see Figure 1).

State Case ID number: the number (8 digits or less)
that clearly identifies the offender. It should
enable you to locate the records for each offender
within your state/agency and must also allow UPR to
follow all movements by. the same person within both
your system and the UPR system.

Date of Parole Entry: this item reflects the month
and year in which the offender was released to
parole or any other conditional release.

Birthdate: the birthdate of the offender, verified
if possible (mm/dd/yy).

Subject Name: the full legal name of the offender
(free form, left-justified).

FBI Number: the 1dent1f1catloh number assigned to
the offender by the Federal Bureau of Investigation.

Type of Conditional Release:

1. Parole Authority Decision-—All conditional
releases off1c1ally entitled "parole;" release
to parole superv1310n granted by the parole
authority. S

2. Mandatory Release~--The offender has served
his/her maximum sentence minus deductions for
"good time" and, by law, is being conditionally
released. '




62
94
85
70
92
83
15

250

52
58
57
97

93

81
32
31

41

46
60
71

10 i

51
13
33
40
63
42
80

FIGURE 1

Agéncy Numtetrs

(Alphabetical)
Alabama 45
Alaska 87
Arizona 11
Arkansas 21
California 84
Colorado ‘ 20
Connecticut 55
Delaware ‘ 43
District of<Columbia 30
Florida 72
Georgia - 91
Guam 22
Hawaii 98
Idaho 14
Illinois - 56
Indiana L4
Iowa 61
Kansas 73
Kentucky 00
Louisiana 86
Maine | 12
Maryland 53
Massachusetts 99
Michigan 90
Minnesota- 54
Mississippi 34
Missouri 82
Montana

Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico

New York

North Carolina
North Dakota

" Ohio

Oklahoma

‘Oregon

Pennsylvania
Puerto Rico
Rhode Island

‘South Carolina

South Dagkota
Tennessee

Texas |
U.S. federal system
Utah

Vermont -

Virginia

Virgin Islands
Washington

West Virginia
Wisconsin

Wyoming
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Variable and
Code Definitions

60

61

62-65

Note: 1In contrast to expirations of sentence,
supervised mandatory.releases may be re-
incarcerated for violating conditions of
release. This type of release may also
be called supervised mandatory release,
supervised conditional release, or manda-
tory conditional Zelease.

3 Other-~Types of conditional releases not covered
by the preceding categories. Examples: (a) '
where the law does not provide for good time but
does provide that persoris released upon comple-
tion of sentence must submit to parole supervi-
sion for some period; and (b) where release
results from conditional sentence commutatlon
(e.g., by the Governor).

9 Not Repoxrted

" Condition of Release:

1 Active Supervisioﬁ--Face—to-face supervisioﬁ
with the parolee on a regular basis,

2, Inactive Supervision--Released to parole juris-
diction but not to active parcle supervision;
refers to telephone and mail contact with the
offender.

3 Paroled to Custody-~Includes parole to detainer,
warrant, or to custody of the U.S. Immigration
Service for deportation to -a foreign country.

9 Not Reported.

Parole/Reparole:

1 First parole on current sentence

2 Reparole on current sentence

9 Not Reported

Minimum Eligible Parole Date: This date should re-
flect when the offender was first eligible for

parole or other conditional release on the current
sentence (mm/yy) .

As determined at the time of original admission
to the prison system or as first set by the parole

cremEeN oA e SrmwemT v gweEaT L EER — e e L mem—— e




Record Variable and
Position Code Definition ' o ' oo .

authority, it should take into account all current
effective sentences and should also consider the
Py : date of original admission to the prison system,
g sentence, time credit deductions, and amy other
factors affecting this date.

t 5

If parole ellolblllty is lndetermlnate this
: date would be the same as Date of Parole Entry, un-
® less the offender has been previously denied
o parole on the current sentemce. In this case, the
; Minimum Eligible Parole Date would be the date of.
his/her first board hearing.

. 66-69 "Minimum Eligible Discharge Date: This date should
°. reflect when.the offender is first eligible for
) " complete discharge from all correctional supervi-
sion on this sentence (mm/yy).

"As determined at the time of original admission
or as first set by the parole authority, it should
.f , take into account all current effective sentences,
‘ and should also consider the date of original ad-
mission to the prison system, sentence, - time credit

geductlons, and any other factors affecting this
ate.

o ' If the sentence is "Life" and a term of years
S was, ‘not given, code 88/88.

70-73 * Maximum Aggregate Release Date: This date should
reflect the date when the offender will be: fullz

‘ _ ’ 4 " discharged from all sentences currently active

® (m/yy) .

If the sentence is "Life'" and a term of years is
not given, enter 88/88,

: 74 Sex: 1 Male
2 Female
8 9 Not Reported

75 Race/Ethnicity:

. 1 American Indian or Alaskan Native--A person hav-
. ing origins in any of the original peoples of :
® . North America, and who mdintains cultural identi-
fication with this group through tribal affllla-

tion or community recognition.
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Variable and

Record
Position Code Definition ’
2 Asian or Pacific Islander--A person having ori-~
gins in any of the original peoples of the Far

East, Southeast Asia, the Indian subcontinent,

or the Pacific Islands. This category includes,

for example, China, India, Japan, Korea, the

Philippine Islands, and Samoa,

3 Rlack, Not of Hispanic Origin--A person having
origins in any of the black racial groups of

Africa.

4 Hispanic--A person of Mexican, Puerto Rican,

Cuban, Central or South American, or other Span=-

ish culture or origin, regardless of race.

5 White, Not of Hispanic Origin--A person having
origins in any of the original peoples of

Europe, North Africa, or the Middle East.

9 ©Not Reported
76-77 Education: Education indicates the highest acade-
' mic level completed by the offender at the time of
original admission to the prison system on the cur-
rent sentence. It does not take into account any
education completed while the offender was incar-
cerated on the current sentence,

If both "claimed" and "tested" grade levels are
available, enter grade 'claimed." However, in the
case where either only grade "claimed" or only
grade ''tested" is avalilable, enter the one that is
available. :

00 None or Kindergarten
01-16 Highest Grade

17 College Graduate

18 Some Graduate School

19 Master's Degree

20 Ph.D., J.D., M.D., Other

22 GED or HED

99 Not Reported

78 " Type of Most Recent Admission to Prison:

1 New Court Commitment--First admission to a given
state correctional facility as a result of a
sentence which did not grow out of a probation
‘'or parole violation. ’
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‘Record Variable and
Position ' Code Definition '~

2 Probation Violation/New Conviction--Commitment
to the prison system on a new conviction for an
offense committed while the offender was on pro-
bation on a previous sentence.

3 Probation Violation/No New Conviction--Commit-
ment to the prison system on the current sen--
tence after probation was revoked for a techni-
cal or probation violationm.

4 Parole Violation/New Conviction--Recommitment
to the prison system on a new conviction for an
offense committed while the offender was on
parole on a previous sentence,

5 Parole Violation/No New Conviction--Return to
the prison system on the current sentence
after parole was revoked for a technical or
parole violation. :

6 Transfer of Jurisdiction--Received in the prison
system from an out-of-state jurisdiction. This
does not include in-state transfers.

7 Other--Any type of admission to the prison sys-
tem not- covered by the preceding categories.

‘ 9 ©Not Reported

79-82 " Date of Most Recent Admission to Prison: This date
should reflect when the offender was most recently
received into the prison. system. Do not include
escapes and recaptures unless the offender was re-
committed with a new sentence for escape (mm/yy).

83-86 " Date of Original Admission to Prison: This date
should reflect when the offender was first received
into the prison system for confinement on the sen-
tence from which s/he is now released on parole or
other conditional release (mm/yy).

87-89 - Current Sentence Offense 1l: Contrelling or single
major offense type. !

-90-92 - Current Sentence Offense 2: If multiple, second

most _serlous major offense type.

R LR » e L e pon—— ooy vy . e e
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Variable and
Code Definition

93-95

‘most serious major offense type.

Current Sentence Offense 3: If multiple, third

Major offense is one for which a sentence of one
year or more in an adult correctional facility is
given or one that is designated as a felony. Ignore
multiple counts of the same offense type.

If the sentence(s) contains more than three dis-
tinct offense types, code the THREE most serious.

Procedures to Determine Offense Seriousness:

1. Code the THREE offenses for which the offender
received the highest maximum sentences.

2. If the highest maximum sentences are the same
for two or more of the offenses so that you can-
not code the THREE most serious, code the offen-
ses for which the offender received the highest

"minimum sentences. .

3. If both the maximum and the minimum sentences
are .the same for two or more offenses, code the
offenses by assumed seriousness as numbered
(11 Murder/Nonnegligent Manslaughter = most ser-
ious; 49 Other = least serious).

4, The controlling offense is the offense receiving
the longest maximum sentence. If no controlling
offense is specified, UPR will assume control-
ling offense based on numbered ranking,

Offense Codés: Codes are based on the Uniform.
Crime Reports (UCR) Reporting Handbook (Washington,
D:C: ¥BI, January, 1978).- t

11 " Murder/Nonnegligent Manslaughter: the willful
(or nonnegligent) killing of one human being
by another; 2ll willful felonious homicides as

. distinguished from deaths caused by negligence;
excludes attempts to kill, 'assaults to kill,
suicides, accidental deaths, or justifiable ‘
homicides. : ‘ !

12 Negligent Manslaughter: the killing of another f
person by gross negligence of some indiwidual &
other than the victim. '
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.........

13

14

17

21

22

23

31

32

Forcible Rape: the carnal knowledge of a person .
forcibly and against his/her will, and attempts
or assaults to rape. (Excludes statutory rape.)

Robbery: the taking or attempting to take any-
thing of value from the care, custody, or con-
trol of a person or persons by force, threat of
force, violence, and/or by putting the victim
in fear, such as strongarm robbery, stickups,
armed robbery, attempts or assaults to rob.

Aggravated Assault: the unlawful attack by one
person upon another for the purpose of inflict-
ing severe or aggravated bodily injury. This
type of assault usually is accompanied by the
use of a weapon or by means likely to produce
death or bodily harm. (Excludes simple as-
saults.) ’ :

Burglary: any breaking or unlawful entry of a
structure to commit a felony or theft..

Larceny/Theft: the unlawful taking, carrying,
leading, or riding away of property from:the
possession or constructive possession of an-
other. (Excludes motor vehicle theft.)

Motor Vehicle Theft: the theft or attempted
theft of a motor wvehicle. A motor vehicle is
self-propelled and travels on the surface
rather than on rails. Specifically excluded
from this category are motorboats, construction
equipment, airplanes, and farming equipment..

Arson: any willful or malicious burning or at-
tempt to burn, with or without intent to de-
fraud, a dwelling house, church, college, jail,
meeting house, public building or any building,
ship or other vessel, motor vehicle or air-
craft, contents of buildings, personal property
of another, etc.

Forgery/Counterfeiting: the making, altering,
uttering or possessing, with intent to defraud,

*anything false in the semblance of that which

is true as well as all attempts to commit any
of these offenses.
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33

34

42

43

Y

45

46 .

47

48

49

99

Fraud/Embezzlement: fraudulent conversion and
obtaining money or property by false pretenses.
Includes bad checks, confidence games, etc.,
except forgeries and counterfeiting. Also, the
misappropriation or mlsappllcatlon of money or
property entrusted to one's care, custody, or
control,

Stolen Property: buying, receiving, and pos-
sessing stolen property, . as well as all at-
tempts to commit any of these offenses.

Commercial Sex Offense: all sex offenses of
a commercialized nature and attempts such as
prostituticn, pandering, procuring or trans-
porting persons for immoral purposes,

Other Sex Offense: offenses against chastity,
common decency, morals, and the like, such as
statutory rape, incest, indecent exposure, and
all attempts to commit any of these offenses.,

Narcotic Law Violations: unlawful possession,
use, growing, manufacturing, and making of nar-
cotic drugs.

Alcohol Law.Violations: the unlawful manufac-
ture, sale, transporting, furnishing, possess-
ing, etc. of intoxicating liquor.

Weapons Offense: unlawful manufacture, sale,
or possession of deadly weapons; carrying
deadly weapons, concealed or openly ete,, and
any attempts to commit any of these offenses.

Escape: escape or attempted escape from in-
carceration in an adult correctional facility.

Simple Assault: unlawful assaults and attemp-
ted assaults where no weadapon was used or which
did not result in serious or aogravated injury
to the victim,

Other: all offenses noi covered by the pre=-

‘ceding categories. Describe briefly the nature

of the offense in the space provided.

‘Unknown
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Variable and
Code Definition

Position
96-98
* "
| 99-101
9
}
| 102-103
.
g 104-107
o
o
°
¢

-

County of Commitment: The county in which the
court passing the controlling sentence (for the
current sentence) is located. If there are mul-
tiple counties of commitment, code the ONE which
corresponds to the controlling offense,

Net Time Credits: Number of days that represent
the net time credits allowed by the judge

or state statute  (for all current effective sen-
tences) prior to the '"Date of Most Recent Admis-
sion to Prison System." , a

" Number of Prior Known Incarcerations: The known

number of times the offender has been incarcerated
within the jurisdiction of the agency paroling (in-
state): (1) on a court commitment with a new sen-
tence of one year or more (excluding the present
incarceration); and (2) in a correctional facility
having the legal authority to confine persons with
sentences greater than one year.

Agency Use: These four variables are for the use
of any agency reporting data to UPR that wishes
UPR to collect state specific data not in the UPR

- data base.
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UNIFORM PAROLE REPORTS
UPR Variable and Code Definitions
Follow-up/Removal Segment

Record Variable and

Position Code Definitions
"1-2 Agency Paroling
3-4 Agency Receiving - _ :

- 5=-12 State Case ID Number Identifying Data: see
13-16 Date of Parole Entry Entry ‘segment for defi-
17-22 - Birthdate nitions.

23-47 Subject Name
48-58 FBI Number
59 Absconder? Is the parolee declared an absconder

: i or was a warrant issued for his/her arrest at the

time of follow-up? (y/n)
60-63 Date of Last Contact: if yes above, date of lasf

: - . contact with- the parolee (mm/yy).

64 Continuedﬁon Parole? Was the parélee still on
parole at the time of follow-up? (y/n)
65 Type of'Continuétidﬁ: if yes above,

1 No Official Problem--Continued on parole with
no technical violation; with reprimands; or with
jail sentences resulting in 60 days or less,

2 New Minor Conviction--Continued on parole al-
though the parolee has been convicted of a new -
"minor offense resulting in a. sentence between
ays and one year,

3 New Major Conviction--Continued on parole al-
though the parolee has been convicted of a new

"major offense resulting in a sentence of one
year oOr more,

4 Charges Pending, Not Yet Removed From Parole--
Either an alleged technical violation or an al-
leged new offense has been committed and charges

. are pending against the parolee. However, s/he
has not yet been removed from parole and is
stil} under parole jurisdiction (no new convic-
tion).
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5 Absconder, Not Yet Rémoved'From Parole--A war-
rant has been issued or the parolee has been
declared an absconder although s/he has not yet
been officially removed from parole jurisdictionm.

9 Unknown

66 In Prison? Is the parolee currently in prison?
y/n
67 Jurisdiction: If yes above,

1 The parolee is currently in prison within the
same jurisdiction in whish s/he had been incar-
cerated and then paroled (in-state).

-2 The parolee is in prison within a jurisdiction
different from the jurisdiction where s/he had
been incarcerated and then paroled (out-of-

" state), '

9  Unknown.

68 Returned? Was the parolee returned to prisonm but

not removed from parole? (y/n)

69 ' Return Reason: If yes above,
1 The parolee is being held in custody pending .
~ either a court or parole authority hearing, and
has not been removed from parole.

2 Return to prison for matters concerning the paro-
lee's health (physical or mental), not removed
from parole. )

3 Other reasons for a return to prison, not .removed
from parole not covered in the’ preceding cate-
gories, :

9 Unknown.

70 "Months? Are the actual months under supervision

different than 12 for one year follow-up, 24 for
two year follow~up, or 36 for three year follow-up?

(y/n)
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Record Variable and
Position -Code Definitions =~ =~ '~ ~° """
" 71-72 Actual Months Under Supervision: if yes above,
number of actual months under supervision between
Date of Parole Entry and time of follow-up.
73 " New Major? Has the parolee been convicted of a
- new major offense while on parole or other condi-
tional release? (y/n)
74-76 ~ New Offense 1: Single or -controlling majbr offense
type.
77-79 New Offense 2: If multiple, second most serious
major offense type.
80-82

New Offense 3: If multiple, third most serious
major offense type. '

Major offense is one for which a sentence of one
year or more in an adult correctional facility is

given or one that is designated as a felony. Ignore

multiple counts of the same offense type.

If the sentence(s) contains more than three dis-
tinct offense types, code the THREE most serious.

- Procedures to Determine Offense Seriousness:

1. Code the THREE offenses for which the offender
received the highest maximum sentences.

2. If the highest maximum sentences are the same
for two or more of the offenses so that you can-
not code the THREE most serious, code the offen-
ses for which the offender received the highest
minimum sentences.

3. If both the maximum and the minimum sentences
are the same for two or more offenses, code the
offenses by assumed seriousness as numbered

(11 Murder/Nonnegligent Manslaughter = most ser-

ious; 49 Other = least serious).

4, The controlling offense is the offense receiving
. the longest maximum sentence. If no controlling
offense is specified, UPR will assume control-

ling offense based on numbered ranking,
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Position Code Definitions

...............

Offense Codes: Codes are based on the Uniform
Crime Reports (UCR) Reporting Handbook (Washington, .
D.C.: FBI, January, 1978).

11 Murder/Nonnegllcent Manslaughter: the willful
(or nonneglloent) killing of one human being
by another; 2ll willful felonious homicides as
dlstlnoulshed from deaths caused by negligence;
excludes attempts to kill, assaults to kill,
suicides, accidental deaths, or justifiable
homicides, - P

12 Negligent Manslaughter: the kiiling of another
person by gross negligence of some 1nd1v1dual
other than the victim.

13 Forcible Rape: the carnal knowledge of a person
forcibly and against his/her will, and attempts
or assaults to rape. (Excludes statutory rape.)

14 Robbery: the taking or attempting to take any-
thing of value from the care, custody, or con-
trol of a person or persons by force, threat of
force, violence, and/or by putting the victim
in fear, such as strongarm robbery, stickups,
armed robbery, attempts or assaults to rob.

17 Aggravated Assault: the unlawful attack by one
person upon another for the purpose of inflict-
ing severe or aggravated bodily injury. This
type of assault usually is accompanied by the
use of a weapon or by means likely to produce
death or bodily harm. (Excludes simple as-
saults.)

21 Bﬁrglary: any breaking or unlawful entry 6f a
structure to commit a felony or theft

22 Larceny/Theft: the unlawful taking, carrying

’ leadlng, or riding away of property from the
possession or constructive possession of an
other. (Excludes motor vehicleé theft.)

23 *Motor Vehicle Theft: the theft or attempted
theft of a motor vehicle. A motor vehicle is
self-propelled and travels on the surface
rather than on rails. Specifically excluded
from this category are motorboats, construction
equipment, airplanes, and farming equipment.

. ) . B . .o B - e e v g e
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31

32

33

34

42

43

44

45

46

Arson: any willful or malicious burning or at-
tempt to burn, with or without intent to de-
fraud, a dwelling house, church, college, jail,
meeting house, public building or any building,
ship or other vessel, motor vehicle or air-
craft, contents of buildings, personal property
of another, etc,

Forgery/Counterfeiting: the making, altering,
uttering or possessing, with intent to defraud,
anything false in the semblance of that which
is true as well as all attempts to commit any
of these offenses.

Fraud/Embezzlement: fraudulent conversion and
obtaining money or property by false pretenses.
Includes bad checks, confidence games, etc.,
except forgeries and counterfeiting. Also, the
misappropriation or misapplication of money or
property entrusted to one's care, custody, or
control, ’

Stolen Property: buying, receiving, and pos-
sessing stolen property, as well as all at-
tempts to commit any of these offenses.

Commercial Sex Offense: all sex offenses of
a commercialized nature and attempts such as
prostitution, pandering, procuring or trans-
porting persons for immoral purposes.

Other Sex Offense: offenses against chastity,
common decency, morals, and the like, such as
statutory rape, incest, indecent exposure, and
all attempts to commit any of these offenses.

Narcotic Law Violations: wunlawful possession,
use, growing, manufacturing, and making of nar-
cotic drugs.

Alcohol Law Violations: the unlawful manufac-
ture, sale, transporting, furnishing, possess-
ing, etc. of intoxicating liquor.

Weapons Offense: unlawful manufacture, sale,
or possession of deadly weapons; carrying
deadly weapons, concealed or openly; etc., and
any attempts to commit any of these offenses.

.
yyr o P e v g S L e s
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o.

Record Variable and
Position Code Definitions -~ "'~ """ """ """ :
47 Escape: escape or attempted escape from in-
, z carceration in an adult correctional facility.

L

: 48 Simple Assault: unlawful assaults and attemp-
ted assaults where no weapon was used or which
did not result in serious or aggravated injury
to the victim.

@ 49 Other: all offenses not covered by the pre-
ceding: categories. Describe briefly the nature
of the offense in the space provided.

99 Unknown

o ' 83 Removed? Was the parolee removed from parole super-

v vision? (y/n)

84-87 Removal Action Date: If yes above, date parolee
was removed (mm/yy).

® 88-89 Type of Removal: 1f yes above,

10 Sentence expired and parolee has been dlscharged
from parole.

-

|

i 20 Release prior to the expiration of sentence

® because: .

Fg o 21 Early discharge’granted the parolee by the

b _ ~ parole authority.

22 Sentence commuted or the parolee was gran-
Y ted a pardomn.
30 The parolee died while on parole.
40 Parole has been revoked (for whatever reason) as
. a result of parole authority action.
o , , . ;

- 50 Recommitment with new major conviction to the:
prison system jurisdiction with a new conviction
although the parole authority took no official

; action to revoke parole.
o . 60 Return to the prison system jurisdiction al-

though the parole authority took no official
action to revoke parole,

70 Other removals from parole not covered by the
preceding categorles
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!
® Record Variable and
Position = Code Defimitioms ~ @ @ <« "ttt
i 99  Unknown
, - 90 " Revcked? Was the parolee removed from parole _
o supervision by revocation, recommitment to prisom,

o _ or return to prison? (y/n)

91-92 Type of Revocation:

10
e
o
‘A.
.
o

20
..-’

30
® 40

Revocation of parole due to a technical or
parole violation on one of the following
grounds:

11 Parole Violation Only--Parole was revoked

12

13

for a violation of the parolee's parole
conditions.

Parole Violation, Criminal Charges Pend-
ing~-Parole was revoked for a violation of
parole conditions although criminal charges
are pending against the parolee.

In Lieu of New Minor Conviction--After al-
legedly committing a new minor offense,
parole was revoked and the parolee returned
to the prison system as ‘a parole violator
instead of being prosecuted on the new of-
fense.

In Lieu of New Major Conviction--After al-
legedly committing a new major offense,
parole was revoked and the parolee returned
to the prison system as a parole violator
instead of being prosecuted on the new of-
fense.

New Minor Conviction~-Conviction of a new of-
fense resulting in a sentence between 60 days
and one year (i,e., misdemeanor) in an adult
correctional facmllty

New Major Conviction-~Conviction of a new of-
fense resulting in a sentence of one year or
more (i.e., felony) in an adult correctional

facility.

Other reasons for removal from parole not
covered by the preceding categories.




. .
o _Record Variable and
Position Code Definitions -
) 99 Unknown
® 93-96 Agency Use: These four variables are for the use
' . of any agency reporting data to UPR that wishes
UPR to collect state specific data not in the UPR
data base.
@
o
.a
. -
9. .
‘! .
.
®
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. SECTION 3

Relationship Between UPR and

BASIC OBSCIS Software

For those states implementing the BASIC OBSCIS
(Offender-Based State Corrections Information System) Soft-
ware package, we have included here a brief table comparing
the UPR variables and the corresponding OBSCIS items. Nearly
all of the UPR variables can be directly drawn or derived
from core level OBSCIS.

However, two basic differences exist between the two
systems. First, UPR uses a numeric "9" for the unknown/not
reported code; OBSCIS leaves the item blank except in the
case of Education which is coded 21 for unknown.

Second, except for Birthdate (month/day/year), UPR
collects only month/year for all dates; OBSCIS provides for
month/day/year on all dates. These are minimal problems and
can easily be worked around.

The following section charts briefly the.UPR variables
and the corresponding OBSCIS items. Also included is a table
matching UPR Offense codes to the NCIC offense coding scheme.
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OBSCIS

Identifying Data Elements

Agency Paroling
(UPR code)

Agency Receiving

State Casé ID Humber

Date of Parole Entry

Birthdate
Subject Name
FBI Number

Location " ’ :
(Parole Destination (o))

‘State Corrections ID Number
Movement--Exits

date of exits to Condltlonal
- Release (4 codes)

Birth Date

" Commitment Name

FBI Number

- Entry Data Elements

Type of Conditional Release
1 parole authority decision

2 mandatory release
3 other

" Condition of Release

Parole/Reparole
1 first parole

2 reparole

Minimum Eligible Parole Date

Minimum Eligible Discharge Date

Movement--Exits

Cond. release-parole, unsupervd,
Cond. relsase-parnle, supervised
Cond. release-parole to custody

Other conditional release
(Parole Supervisory Level (r))

Movement-New Entries (3 codes)

. New court commitment
NCC/probation vieclation
Transfer of jurisdiction

Mcvement--Retu;ns
Parolee returned--tech. viol.

Ret. from cond. release~-tech. viol.

Minimum Eligible Parole Date

Sentence Minimum/Maximum _
Minimum length of sentence -
plus movement date (new
court couamitment)




UPR

Maximum Aggregate Reledse Date

Sex
Race/Ethnicity
Education

Type of Admission
1 new court commitment
2 probation viol/new conv
3 probation viol/no new conv
4 transfer of jurisdiction
5 parole viol/new conv.

6 parole viol/no new conv.

Date ;of Most Recent Admission

Date of Original Admission
Offense 1

Offense 2

Offense 3

County of Commitment

Net Tiﬁe Credits

NﬁﬁBef'bf ffior Knownb
;;“Incarcerations

25

OBSCIS

Aggregate Maximum Release Date

Sex
Race A
Last Grade Compieted

Movement-New Entries
New court commitment
NCC following probation viol.
" Receiving full jurisdiction

Movement-Returns
Parolee returned,w/new sentence

Parolee returned, tech.viol.

Movement-New Entries date
-Returns date

. Movement-New Entries date

(State-specific code)

County of Commitment

Sentence Credit Time

" “Adult Criminal Commitment Hiétpry
(In-state (r))

Follow-up/Removal Data Elements

Absconder?
Date of Last Contact
‘Continued on Parole?
'T§§é of Continuation N
1 no official problem
2 new minor conviction

3 new major conviction
4 charges pending

Paroling Authority Decisions
Absconder

Paroling Authority Decisions

-

Paroling Authorit Decisions
Parole continued
Parole cont-new minor conv .
Parole cont-new major conv.

(Movement-Returns: parolee
returned, .pending hearing)

e e s sy g fome e v e R T 1
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UPR

5 absconder

In Prison?

Jurisdiction
1 in-state
2 out-of-state

Reéturned tobPrison?

Return Reason .
1 pending hearing
. 2 medical reasons
3 other

Months?

Actual Months Under Supervision

New Major Conviction?

Offense 1
Offense 2
Offense 3

Removed from Parole?
Removal Action Date

Type of Removal
10 parole complete
20 release prior to expiration
21 release/parole board
22 release/commutation or pardon

30 revocation
40 recommitted, not revoked

50 returned, not revoked

OBSCIS
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Absconder
Movement~Returns

Location
. In-state correctional facility
" Other state or federal system

Movement-Returns

Movement-Returns
Parolee returned-pending hearing

Parolee returned for medical
or other :

(Date of Parole Entry plus 12; or

plus Date of Last Contact; or plus
Date of Removal Action)

Paroling Authority Decisions
Parolee returned-w/new sentence

(State-specific code)

Movement-Returns
Return date

Final Termination:
discharge from parole

discharge from institution by .
commutation

discharge from institution by
nardon




UPR
e 60 death
‘, 70 other
Revoked?
Type of Revocation
.j ‘ 10 violation of paroel conds.
11 parole violation only
12 pv/criminal charges pending

@ 13 in lieu of new minor conv.

o 14 in lieu of new major conv.

’ 20 new minor conviction

...J :

e 30 new major conviction
|.§ 40 other

.,

o |

|

=

i
®

wyoows LR CovEw
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OBSCIS

death-suicide
death-accidental
death-non-accidental
death-natural causes
death-unknown causes o

Paroling Authority Decisions
'Paroling Authority Deéisions

return to prisom, tech. viol./
violation of parole conds.

Return to prisom, tech. viol. .
in lieu of new major offense
prosecution

Return to prison, tech. viol./
new minor conv. or in lieu
of new minor conv.

-  Return to prison, new court
commitment for new major
offense conv.

Return to prison, other

g g e - -
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OFFENSES

UPR
Murder/Nonnegligent .
Negligent Manslaughter
Forcible Rape

Robbery

Aggravated

Burglary

Larceny/Theft

Motor Vehicle Theft

Arson
Forgery/Counterfeiting

Fraud/Embezzlement

Stolen Property
Commercial Sex Offense
Nafcotic Law Violation
Alcohol Law Violation
Weapons Offense

Excape

* S8imple Assault

Other

28
- NCIC

0900 - 0908
0911 - 0999
0909 - 0910
1101 - 1103
1200 - 1299
1301 - 1312
1314 - 1315
2200 - 2299
2300 - 2399
2410 -
2400 - 2409
2411 - 2499
2000 - 2099
2500 - 2599
12600 - 2699
2700 - 2799
2800 - 2899
4000 - 4099 .
3500 - 3599
4100 - 4199
5200 - 5299
4901 - 4903
4999

1300 1313 1316
1399 .

all other codes




TITLE:

SECTION &

Questionnaire

All Automated Data Submitted After January 1, 1980
(including Entry data for 1979, 1978 and
Follow-up/Removal data for 1978, 1977, 1976)

ITEM A SPECIFICATIONS

Who is the person to be contacted if UPR has questions
regarding the data? _ '

NAME :

* TELEPHQNE : . L ) .

ADDRESS - L e

....................

- ITEM B SPECIFICATIONS

The UPR system is capable of accepting,machine-readable
data in two manners.  Please check / ONE box.

/_ ] Punched Cards: skip ITEMS C-F and continue with
ITEM G.

/7] Magnetic Tape: continue with ITEM C.

ITEM C SPECIFICATIONS

The UPR system is currently running on an IBM/370.

The specifications listed below are preferred for the
UPR configuration:

Density = 1600 bpi
Tracks - 9

Mode - EBCDIC
Labels - Standard IBM

Record Form Fixed Block

s~ s BTN e v g o e e o gy T IRy e reepepees cp i e v ns




Q2 -

User labels are NOT acceptable. Tapes must have either
standard IBM labels or NO LABEL attributes.

VARIABLE LENGTH records are NOT acceptable.

If you are(submitting a tape with the specifications _
described above, check /3// this box and.skip ITEM D. /[~ 7
Continue with ITEM E.

If your installation cap not submit a’'tape as described above,
continue with ITEM D, - : :

- ITEM D SPECIFICATIONS

Complete this section if you are NOT submitting a tape as
described in ITEM C, Check /47 ONE box on each line.

DENSITY ' .,["_T 556 “ /T 7800 /T 7 1600
NUMBER OF TRACKS '/_"‘._] 7 T 9
PARITY 'ZT;T even ‘IL%_T odd
MODE _/_;_7 EBCDIC [_7 BCD /7 ASCII
\ . : .
LABEL ' [7_7 standard IBM /"7 NO LABEL |

If the RECORD FORM is fixed block, check here 7.

ITEM E SPECIFICATIONS

What is the make and model of the computer.where the tape
was created?

EXAMPLES : IBM/370 PDP/10 Burroughs/6700

Ay

........

make model
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ITEM F SPECIFICATIONS

It is necessary to have a description of each of the data .
sets (files) on the tape submitted to UPR.

Please complete the table on the next page describing the
characteristics of each data set on the tape. -

NOTES (explaining the table):

FILE# refers to the sequence loczting the files on the tape.
The first FILE# is #1, the second is #2, etc.

DATA TYPE/YEAR defines the type of data-on the records in
each of the files., The 1979 UPR files contain Entry data
and Follow-up/Removal data for three years for those

cases on which data are being collected.in 1979. The YEAR
refers to the year of entry to parole. If your file con-
tains only Entry data for 1979 releases, you would describe
the file as ENTRY/1979. 1If the file contains both Entry and
Follow-up/Removal data for 1978 releases, you would specify
TYPE as ENTRY, FU#1/1978. Note: BE SURE THE YEAR IS THE

" DATE OF ENTRY AND NOT THE DATE OF FOLLOW-UP,

LABEL NAME refers to the internal name on the tape for each
of -the files if you use standard labels. The label name
must not exceed eight characters. You may choose to create
a NO LABEL tape; if so, write NO LABEL in this columm.

RECORD LENGTH should conform to the UPR rscord length of 107
characters for Entry files and 96 characters for Follow-up/
Removal files and be padded with blanks if you are unable to
supply all of the data items.

BLKSIZE refers to the size of the block and is the total
number of characters used for blocking the records when the
tape is created. You may choose any blocksize that is a
multiple of the record length. It is suggested to block
the 96 character records in blocks of 5568.

N/RECORDS refers to the actual number of records (cases)
on each file,
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EXAMPLES :

Five files are being submitted on the tape. File #1 con-
tains only Entry data for 1979.

FILE LABEL RECORD

# DATA TYPE / YEAR NAME. ~°_LENGTH ' BLKSIZE ' N/RECORDS
1 entry ' 1979 no label 107 '~ 5885 . 2,759

2 entry = 1978 no label 107~ 5885 2,887

3 fu-l 1978 o label - 96 5568 2,100

4 fu=2 1977 no label 96 5568 1,000

5 fu-3 1976 mo label 96 5568 500

Line two of the table describes file #2 which contains Entry
data for 1978, Line three describes file #3 which contains

one-year Follow-up data for 1978; line four describes file

#4 which contains two-year Follow-up data for 1977; and line

2 describes file #5 which containg three-year Follow-up data
or 1976. '

UPR FILE DESCRIPTION TABLE

FILE : LABEL - RECORD
#  DATA TYPE / YEAR ' ' NAME LENGTH ' BLKSIZE ' N/RECORDS

............................

...........................

............................

.................................................

...................

.
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ITEM G SPECIFICATIONS

The UPR system has a fixed set of codes which it expects to
find at certain locations on the physical record. It would
be ideal if users would supply data with variables using UPR
codes., However, we realize this may not be realistic.
Therefore, we are supplying a table listing for each of the
record p051rlons on the file and a space for user codes if
different from UPR. If some of the fields are the same and
some differ, write SAME for those filés having the same
coding structure as UPR and supply us with your codes when
they differ. If you cannot supply the data for a particuiar
variable, write OMIT in the USER CODE column by that field.

Each variable is defined in detail in the sections on '"Variable
and Code Definitions." Please refer to the definitioms

when determining any differences between UPR codes and your
agency codes,
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¢ UPR FILE DEFINITION TABLE
Entry Segment
- (107 Characters, 26 Variables)
. .
RECORD .
POSITION| ' FIELD DESCRIPTION ° =~ ~° '} ° USER CODES
‘ 1-2 Agency paroling

@
- 3-4 Agency receiving

5~12 State case ID number

13-16 Date of parole entry (mm/yy)
® : .

17-22 Birthdate (mm/dd/yy)

23=47 Subject name (free form)

. 48-58 FBI number
®
: 59 . Type of conditional release
l-parole authority decision
2-mandatory release

: 3-other
L B 9-not reported

60 Condition of release

l-active supervision

4 2-inactive supervision
» 3-paroled to custody,
o detainer, or warrant
= 9-not reported

61 Parole or reparole
- l-first parole on current
sentence

®. 2-reparole on current
sentence

9-not reported

, 62-65 Minimum eligible parole date
- (mm/ yy) ;
L
. 66-69 Minimum eligible dlscharge

date (mm/yy)




RECORD
POSITION

ST

FIELD DESCRIPTION R | B

Q7

USER CODES

70-73

74

76-77

78

79-82

83-86

87-89
90-92
93-95

' Date of original admission

Maximum aggregate release
date (mm/yy)

Sex
l-male
2-female
9-not reported

Race/Ethnicity

l-American Indian/
Alaskan Native

2-Asian/Pacific Islander

3-Black, not Hispanic

4-Hispanic

5-White, not Hispanic

9-not reported

Education .
00-none or kindergarten
01-16-highest grade
17-college graduate
18-some graduate school
19-Master's degree
20-Ph.D., M.D., J.D., other
22-GED or HED
99-not reported

Type of admission
l-new court commitment
2-probation viol/new conv.
3«probation viol/no new conv.
4-parole viol/new conv.
5-parole viol/no new conv,
6-transfer of Jurlsdlctlon
7-other
9-not reported

Date of most recent admission
(om/ yy)

(mm/yy)

Major or single offense

Next offense, if multiﬁle

Nekt offense, if multiple




RECORD

POSITION

~

" FIELD DESCRIPTION |

Q8

" USER CODES

96-98

99-101
102-103
104-107

1l-murder/nonnegligent
manslaughter
12-negligent manslaughter
13-forcible rape
l4-robbery S
17-aggravated assault
21-burglary
22-larceny/theft :
23-motor vehicle theft
3l-arson
32-forgery/counterfeiting
33-fraud/embezzlement
'34-stolen property
42-commercial sex offense
43-other sex offense
4b4-narcotic law violation
45-alcohol law violation -
46-weapons offense
47-escape
48~simple assault
49-other offense
99-not reported

County of commitment (3-digit

1 code)

Net time credits (N'days)
Prior incarcerations (N times)

Agency use

e gy
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Follow-up Segment
Year #1

‘~(96‘Characters, 27 Variables)

Q9

l-pending hearing
2-medical reasons
3-other

9-not reported

RECORD ' .
POSITION FIELD DESCRIPTION " USER CODES
1-2 Agency paroling
3-4 Agency receiving
5-12 State case ID number
13-16 Date of parole entry (mm/yy)
17-22 Birthdate (mm/dd/yy)

23-47 Subject name (free form)

48-58 FBI number

59 Absconder (y/n)

60-63 .Date of last contact (if yes)

(om/ yy)

64 Continued on parole. (y/n)

65 Type of continuation (if yes)
l-no official problem
.2-new minor conviction
3-new major conviction
4~charges pending, not removed
5-absconder, not removed
9-not reported

66 Currently in prison (y/n)

67 Jurisdiction (if yes)
l-in-state
2-out-of-state
9-not reported

68 Returned to prison,‘not removed

(y/m)
69 Return reason (if yes)




RECORD
POSITION

FIELD DESCRIPTION

'~ USER CODES

Q10

70

71-72
73

74-76
77-79
80-82

83
84-87

88-89

Months under supervision = 12

(y/m)
Actual months under supervision
New major conviction (y/n)

Major or single offense, if yes

Next offense, if multiple

Next offense, if multiple

ll-murder/nonnegligent
mans laughter

l12-negligent manslaughter
13-forcible rape
l4~robbery .
17-aggravated assault
21-burglary .
22-larceny/theft
23-motor vehicle theft
31l-arson
-32-forgery/counterfeiting
33~fraud/embezzlement
34-stolen property
42-commercial sex offense
43-other sex offense
44-narcotic law violation
45-alcohol law viclation
46-weapons offense ’
47-escave
48~simple assault
49-other offense
99-not reported

Removed from parole (y/n)

Removal action date (if yes)

 (mm/yy)

Type of removal (if yes)
1l0-parole complete
20-release prior to expira-

" tion (only)

21l-release prior to expira-
tion by early discharge
by parole authority

22-release prior to expira-
tion by sentence com-
muted/pardon

30~death




RECORD

- POSITION

" FIELD DESCRIPTION = "~

Q11

' USER_CODES '

90

91-92

93-96

40-revocation
50-recommitted, not revoked
60-returned, not revoke
70-other :
99-not reported

Revoked, recommitted, or

| returned (y/n)

Type of revocation (if yes)

1l1-violation of parole condi-
tions (only)

12-violation, c¢riminal char-
ges pending

13-violation, in lieu of
minor conviction

14-violation, in lieu of
major conviction

20-new minor conviction

30-new major conviction

40-other

99-not reported

Agéhcy use.




Follow-up Segment
Year #2

(96 Characters,.27 Variables)

Q12

" l-pending hearing
2-medical reasons
3-other
9-not reported

RECORD
POSITION FIELD DESCRIPTION USER CODES
1-2 Agency paroling
3-4 Agency receiving
5-12 State case ID number
13-16 Date of parole entry (mm/yy)
17-22 | Birthdate (mm/dd/yy) |
2347 Subject name (free form)
- 48-58 FBI number
59 Absconder (y/n)
.60-63 Date of last contact (if yes)
' (mm/yy)
64 Continued on parole (y/n)
65 Type of continuation (if yes)
l-no official problem
2-new minor conviction
3-new major conviction ~
4-charges pending, not removed
5-absconder, not removed
9-not reported
66 Currently in prison (y/n)
67 Jurisdiction (if yes)
l-in-state.
2-out-of-state
97not reported
68 Returned to prison, not removed
(y/n) ‘
69 Return reason (if yes)

e




RECORD

POSITION.

FIELD DESCRIPTION

USER CODES

Q13

70

71-72
73

74-76
77-79
80-82

83
84-87

88-89

Months under supervision = 24

(y/n)

Actﬁal mdnths‘under supervision
New major conviction -(y/n)
Major or single offense, if yes
Next offense, if multiplé

Next offense, if multiple

ll-murder/nonnegligent
manslaughter

12-negligent manslaughter
13-forcible rape
l4-robbery
17-aggravated assault
21-burglary
22-larceny/theft
23-motor vehicle theft
3l-arson
-32-forgery/counterfeiting
33-fraud/embezzlement
34~stolen property
42-commercial sex offense
43-other sex offense
44-narcotic law violation
45-alcohol law violation
46-weapons offense
47-escave
48-simple assault
49-other offense
99-not reported

| Removed from parole (y/ﬁ)

‘Removal action date (if yes)

(mm/yy)

Type of removal (if yes)
10-parole complete
20-release prior to expira-

. tivn (only)
2l-release prior to expira-

tion by early discharge
by parole authority
22-release prior to expira-
tion by sentence com-
muted/pardon
30-death
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° : RECORD | )
' ' POSITION. FIELD DESCRIPTION _|___USER CODES

40~-revocation
50-recommitted, not revoked
‘ 60-returned, not revoked
P 70-other

. : 99-not reported

¢0 Revoked, recommitted, or
returned (y/n)

PY 91-92 Type of revocation (if yes)
ll-violation of parole condi-
tions (only)
12-violation, c¢riminal char-
ges pending
v 13-violation, in lieu of
® . minor conviction
: l4-violation, in lieu of
major conviction
20-new minor conviction
30-new major conviction
40-other :
e 99-not reported

93-96 Agency use.
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Follow-up Segment
Year #3 - s -
(96 Characters, 27 Variables)
RECORD .
POSITION FIELD DESCRIPTION : ‘ USER CODES
1-2 Agency paroling
3-4 Agency receiving
5-12 State case ID number
13-16 Date of parole antry (mm/yy)
17-22 Birthdate (mm/dd/yy)
23-47 Subject name (free form)
- 48-58 FBI number
59 Absconder (y/n)
60-63 Date of last contact (if yes)
' (mm/yy) |
64 Continued on parole (y/n)
65 Type of coritinuation (if yes)
- 1-no official problem
2-new minor conviction
3-new major conviction
4-charges pending, not removed
S-absconder, not removed
9-not reported N
66 Currently in prison (y/n)
67 Jurisdiction (if yes)
l-~in-state
2-out-of-state
9-not reported
68 Returned to'p:ison,_hot removed
(y/n)
69 Return reason (if yes)

l-pending hearing
2-medical reasons
3-other

9-not reported




RECORD
POSITION

FIELD DESCRIPTION

USER_CODES

Qlé

70

71-72

73

74-76
77-179
80-82

83
84-87

88-89

Months under supervision = 36

(y/n) B

Actual months under supe%vision
New major conviction (y/n;
Major or single offense, -if yes
Next offense, if multiplé'

Next offense, if multiple
ll-murder/nonnegligent
manslaughter
12-negligent wusnslaughter
13~forcible rape
l4-robbery
1l7-aggravated assault
2l-burglary
22-larceny/theft
. 23-motor vehicle theft
31l-arson
-32-forgery/counterfeiting
33-fraud/embezzlement
34~stolen property
42-commercial sex offense
43-other sex offense
44-narcotic- law-violation
45~alcohol law violation
L6-weapons offense
47-escave
48-simple assault
49-other offense
99-not reported

Removed from parole (y/n)

Removal action date (if yes)
(mm/yy)

Type of removal (if yes)
10-parole complete
20-release prior to expira-

tion (onlvy)

‘2l-release pruirr to expira-
tion by ewly discharge
by parole authority

"22-release prior to expira-
tion by sentence com-
muted/pardon '

30-death

B T e ]




RECORD
POSITION

Q17

USER CODES

90

91-92

93-96

FIELD DESCRIPTION

40-revocation
S0-recommitted, not revoked
60-returned, not revoked
70-other

99-not reported

Revoked, recommitted, or
returned (y/n)

Type of revocation (if yes)

ll-violation of parole condi-
tions (only)

l2-violation, criminal char-
ges pending ;

13-violation, in lieu of
minor conviction

l4-violation, in lieu of
major conviction

20-new minor conviction

30-new major conviction

40-other

99-not reported

Agency use
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