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I. INTHODUCTION 

OVCl'vicw 

T)m'ing the 197!J r,1'Hllt period, Unifol'l11 Parole H.cP01'ts continued to expand the 

slr'lIdlll'(! and scope of the pl'oject in thc CffOl·t to improve UPH's role us a system for 

f;ntll:'l'illi~, 11l11llyzillg', and disseminating datu on parolc and othel' related areas of 

cr'i l.Ji lld justice. A sCl'ies of ei[!;lIt tasks coml?rised tile work plan for the 1978 grant 

[Wl'iqrl, This ['pi:)ol'l olltlines the flIajor activities and pl'odllcts of that plan. 

Lovel I: Am;l'egnte Parole Data included collceting summary pm'ole data from 

stnte' Illl'l reder'al I1lIeneies, pllblishing it in the repor'L, Pmole in the United States: 1978 

. . 
Level II: Imlivicluul PllI'olc Dntu included the collection and publication of thc 

illdivid!l1l! cllsc-bllserJ datu system, The di5tl'ibution of these data on entry and follow-up 

cia til iIF.;lu((ed tlle tlll tional l'cpOl'l, Characteristics of tile Parole Popuia tion: 1976 and 

.u:L~:lS \vUlI us aceompanying state feedback tables. 

IJ()vcl III: :Spacial Questions included two main categories. Orle wus the special 

['cqllC!stn )'cccivcd by UPHcJata uscrs. Two included n methodological revic\· ... and an 

cxplor';IUon of pm'ole ['elated community programs. 

'I'lwk -[: Level TV 

Level IV: Tllfol'lnlltiOI1 Heferl'E11 Service included l'cs[londing to requests for par'ole 

illfol'illllliol1 lind dntl1 sources llnd distl'ibutinr, two urn reports (one on parole related 

IC!Ii~;I:tliO!l nlld lile nUlcl' on eOllHllllllity programs). 
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DuI'iTl[~ tile 1 !J7!J grant period, UPR expanded its scope to examining the 

fC!1Sibility of n notional pl'obation reporting system comparable to National Pl'isoner 

Stu list ies, Unifol'!Tl C!'imc Hcports, and UnifoI'rn Pardle Reports. Currently no such 

system exists. In addition to this report, a detailed finnl repol't on the first yem' findings 

is bci !1~{ pl'cpnl'ed under' sepm'n te covel'. 

J'nslc G: Linison/Cool'dinlltion 

UP II. mainlained contact with data users and other key agencies through five 

IllnjOt' nVClllues: tile UPH.' llnnual seminal', the annuul Task Force meetings, Upn. 

pulJliCll lions, contnct with olher' national criminnl justice reporting systems, and 

pt'ofcssionnl 111 ectings. 

,Task 7: To-elm ienl StJ[?p"ort 

Tcelmical and metllOdological support was provided for the data collection and 

• proccssing' at urn through: expanding the data processing shop, implementing procedures 

rot' llll llutomated reporting system, redesigning coding procedures, and training datI) 

[lI'ovidel'S, COI1CIIrt'cntly, additional time and expertise Wet'e devoted to solving problems 

• of snlTlpling', Cjualily contt'ol, nncI statistical analyses. 

Task U: AcJlllinistl'/ltion 

• UPH IS administl'ative staff continued to streamline and routinize tasks in ord~r 

to sllp[Jo('l the project's expanding staff and expanding research capabilities. 

• I 
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II. LEVEL I: AGGREGATE PAltOLE DATA 

,-

. Introduction 

The purpose of lhis UPIl sCl'ies, Level I, is to pl'csent bnsis summnry statistics 

COIlC!CI'nil1l{ nelull pHI'ole in the United States. It is intended to nnswer n series of 

stl'lligllt-fOl'\'JUl'e! questions about parole, including: 

1. llow many People mc on parole? 

2, Ilo\'~ lI1ny peoplc entered pal'ole during the last yClll'? 

3. lIow many people were removed from parole during the last 
ycur? 

4, Wlwt wel'e the parole population compositions? 

This scl'ies is also designce! to inc['ease factual knowledge about parole systems, . . 

lhe m]minislr'o lion of pat'ole and agency workloads and resOUrces. The report, drawing on 

SOlll'ecs in Addition to Uniform Parole Reports, explol'es a series of relationships between 

pllI'ole cia ta Dncl olher iterns I'elated to parole, including: 

1. Pmolc system cl1uI'8ctel'istics 

2. Pm'ole supervision 

3. Prison population 

4. CI'ime levels 

5. The lotnl U.S. population 

G. Trends in parole une! prison populations 

·7. Tl'cnds in the I'Ll te 0 f use of parole 

Accomplishments 

During tile 1 D7H grunt period, Uniform Pm'ole Reports published its seconcl 

1l11f1l1l11 I'C'[WI'l 011 nm.0'Cfjnlc pmolc dutn, 11nrole in the United Slutes: 1978. The general 

----MM __________ ~ __________ ~ ___________________________________________________ ___ 
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dcsig-n of this I'ep()('l involved the pl'esentation of stat'c, regional and national aggrcgate 

pal'ole data all: 1) conditional r'clouse population movcmcnts which included entries, 

• rcrnov'tls, YCnI'-clld population and population composition; 2) parole authority 

CIIllI'IH.!lcl'isLics 1'J1lic'!J included parole guidelines, sentcncing statutcs and agency staff 

"CROlII'('(!i'j 3) lIlC (!ontcxt of parole which included the crime rate and prison/parole . . ~. 

• populations, 4) find longer tel'lll trends of pm'ole based on pl'ison releases and 'parole 

cnll'ics, ancl [)I'iSOII/plll'Ole populations. , 

Tlte I'eport is based,on four sources of datu. First, the major fOCLlS of the report 

• is on lite I D77 /lntl I D78 pm'ole duta collected in the 1 D79 aggregate parole data survey 

conduC! loci by tlto UPR stuff. The data \\'ct'e voluntmily provided by 56 parole 

UUtllOl'i ly/corf'(~ctiol1S agencies including: all 50 states, the U.S. federal system; the 

• IJis(l'icl of Columhin; Amcl'ican Samoa; Guam; and Puel'to Rico (sec Atachment 1). 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Second, the UPlt llistorical datil from upn files from 19G5 through 1974 were used to 

cXllmine longct' tel'lll tl'ends. Third, the disc~lssio~ on parole authority ehar.acteristics is a 

seeollcll11'Y data annlysis of information presented i'n Chfll1ges in Sentencing and Purole 

J)ocision-rnQking: 1976-78 (TI'avis and O'Lemy, 1979) and "Survey of Parole Related 

Legislation Enacled During 1977-1978 Legislative Sessions" (Kannenshon, 1978). Fourth, 

to set 1Ile context of parole and aid in examining longer, term trends, two other national 

du tEl collection systems were used: pI:ison release and pl'ison population data were drawn 

f,'om tile NP8 Illlnlllli pUblication sel'ies, "Prisoner~ in State and Federal Institutions" 

(Fehl'ulll'y, ]977; Febl'umy 1978; February ,1979; and l\lay I(79); and crime index data and 

civilinn'populatiol1 datn were drawn from the Unifbrm Crime Reports' annual publication 

sel'ies "CI'imc in tile United Stutes!! (FBI, 1978). 

III additioll to pI'csentinrr this pnrole system information and relating it to 

poplIlnlioll Ii lid el'illlinnl' justice dnln from aliI 0'1' sources, UPll a1s9 hopes to both call 
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'. " 

a ttention to tile need for fUl'thel' studies and to identify gaps and inconsistencies in , 
~, 

cri minal jusUcc cln tn which' are curren tly collected and published. If useful poli~y s~udies 

ll'I'C to be made in tile area of parole, it is essential to hnve reasonably complete and 

relirible inror'llllllioll, not only on pm'ole but on cr'imina! justiee nctivity as a whole. 

I 
I 
i 

" 
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• III. LEVEL II: INDIVIDUAL PAnOLE DATA 

Intl'oduction 

Level II C!onslitutes tile individual case-bnscd data system from which the 

• delailed llllnlYRis of those entering parole and those being removed from parole is 

develorcd. Tilis ell! tn base is designed to answer the following types of questions: 

I. \\'llnt IlI'(! the eilnl'uctCl'istics of the population entcl'ing parole in a 
• givell yoc\I'? 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

2. Wlln 1 me the cllilrncteristics of the populn lion bEdng removed from 
pm'ole in n given yeal'? 

:3. "'ha t. ('eld tionships al'e there bet ween the popula lion and system 
chmnctcl'istics eovel'ed in Level I to pm'ole entry, and to the nature 
fll1d tilllil1[{ of parole l'emoval? 

:1. IIow do the nnswors to·the three questions change over time? 

In addl lioll to nddJ:essing these basic substantive questions, the Level II data base 
",. 

also pel'fol'lllS t.he following functions: 

1. It sel'ves as the datn base from which spccial runs can be made nnd sample 
CI111 be drawn for a val'icty of special studies, including follOW-lip studics on 
pal'ole perfol'mancc. 

2. 'I'hl'ough the usc of vfl1'ious cstimation procedurcs, it provides a el'oss-check 
willI cel'tain aspects of thc datu reported at the aggregate level (i.e., UPn. 

3. 

Level I). < 

It pt'ovidcs the basis for item validity studies anq allows for the 
incol'pol'alion of pI'ocecJures for continuolls quality control in terms of 

'mallers such as state coding and UPR cO~l:r reliability. 

Accomplishments 

'ScvcI'al major developments occurred at the individual data level of the UPH. 

project. Fil'st, lIlC !lew Level 'II dntu collection procec1ul'es Were implemented vo/ith the 

colleetioll of 1D7!) dalu (on tllose cntel'ing parole in 1979,1978,1977, ancl1976). New data 

sheets \','e['c (biir{llOcl to pt'ovide 1110re case in coding for agcncy data providers and 
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severn I val'iaulcs revised and added to expand and bronden the data base. An Instl'uction 

~)nllulIl wus nlso desi~ncd to necom[>uny the new forms, explnining in dctail all d~ta items 

Ullcl valucs found on lhe sheets. The revised data base is now based on entry and follow-
t 

lip· PC!' ioti fi les. 

Second, compuler soflwUI'c was cl'cnted fOl' .()ntl1 entry, recodill~ of automated 

l1g-ency dntn to UPH codes and [ol'mats, editing, and upduliilg tile data. This softwnre 

pr'ovidcs tile basis fOI' convel'ting previously collected data to a format compatible with 

the new Leve! II design and fOl' analyzing all data collected as part of the new system. 

Given the reIn lively large size of the da ta files, tile complexities of some of the 

variables, and sOllle of the problems associated with the e1ata base, the conversion of the 

cleven yel.ll's of datu wus begun. This conversion tl1sl< will be spaced out OVf a 

three-y'car period. Out onee completed, the converted data base will make crucial 

10!ll{-te('lIl studies l)Jssible. 

Thil:d, wol'l< Ivas completed on the development of pl'ocedures for receiving 

lllltolllllled data from the pLlI'ticipllting agencies. FOI' those agencies Which have 

au lO!l1lll0.d dn ta systems, the provision of entry and follow-up datn should, in fact, be 

cOllsidembly easier than has been the case in the past. While interfacing with these 

system has erented coding and other problems, they are soluble. Other developments in 

U PI1 's cln tn pI'ocessing system are described in Section VII, Technical Support • 

FOlll'th, llle publication of the first annual pmole entry and follow-up report, 

Clwra<!leristics of llle Parole Population: HJ7G and J!)77, and a~compnnying state 

feedbnek tables were distributed. t\long with the Level I Annual Report, the parole entry 

and f.ollow-lIp report provides n l'cIa tively comprehensive look at parole on ri national and 

stn tc-by-sln tc basis. 'rhe Level II report covers fae tors such as !'nce and ethnic 

backgrollnd, type of I'cleuse on pl1role, age, sex, prior recot'd, and type of offense. 

._---_ .. _._-...... ~ ....... , .......... ,.~-- ... ~.-.-............. " . ..... " .. --............. -............ - ... -.-...... ~- .. ~' ... - ............ -.. -
f " 



~-----------------------------------~.-----------------

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

-8- -

'rho tubululions Pl'oscllted in the anntlal publication are also run on a 

stn L(!-lly-stn lo basis. llowovcr, they are too large in volum e ~o publish and have other 
, ' 

[ll'olJl(!tIlS nssocinlocl with them. For example, detailed cross-tabulations of statcs with 

S1111111 pllI'ole populatiolls roslJlt in such small numbers In cOI'lain cells thnt it is possiblc 

rOl' illflividunls to be identified. Such data me hnndled vCl'y cUl'efully by urn. in ordel' to 

oL):;('I'V[~ tile pt'ivlley llnd confidentiality requit'ements of the data base. i\t the same 

time, l:w el'oss-tl.llnllntions may be of gl'eat use to ccrtuin states, particularly those that 

do nol Ilnvc tlleit' 0'.'1'11 el(11)ol'(1to statistical reporting syslems. Therefore, these data, 

I'CP()I'lt'c1 i II the stille feedback tnbles, are only released to apPl'opl'ia te persons in the 

inclividwtl sLates, not to the genel'al public. 

Slnlcs [>I.ll'lieipflting in UPR's repOI'ting system nI'e listed in Attachment Aj 

[Hu'ti('ipn tion is shoWIl for two yeH\'S. States which con tl'ibuted dntn during 1978 are 

included in Ulr. lIo;...t lAwellI publication and the 1970 reedbnck. tables. States which 

conti'i\llllc<l dn1.u c1u\'illg l!J79 will hnve theil' datu reported during thc ur~oming yenr. 

" . 
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IV. LEVEL I,ll: SPECIAfJ QUESTIONS 

Introduction 

UPI~'s Level III WllS designed to examine selected "special questions" that were 

consider'cd SiC'lIificHllt to the UPR pr'oject and to the stuely of parole in general. As in ollr 

previolls pI'oject yetI!', three l~enernl principles guided the selection of questions 

incol'[JOI'n ted into this specinl study component of UPR: ' 

1. Tile studies should contl'ibute to the clurificoUon of UP1\'s basic data. 
~Jony issllcs arise in using a data base such as UPH's, and one task of 
the specinl stUdy component is to undertake stUdies which could help in 
the development of solutions to issues such as relinbility and validity 
that nrc inherent in the type of data reported to UPR. 

2. The studies should contl'illllte to an improvement of UPR's datn 
system. Concrete alternntives can be l)['oposecl on the basis of special 
studies which de1;ll with isslles such ns increasing coder relinbility, 
improvinG' the accu('[lcy of sampling procedures, and improving the 
quali ty of estimation procedures. 

3. Tile stulcllcs should focus on current policy concerns in orde!' to 
illumina'le options fol' the formulation of new public policies governing 
powle. Pliblic policy is shifting in the area of pal'ole, and as policy 
mntters me raised, olle task of a data/study system such as UPR is to 
llIwlY7.e the data that nrc available to indicate the nature and 
eOllseC]uence of public policy option. 

Tile Level III com[?onent contained two mnin categories of special questions: 

special l'cC]uests and special stUdies . 

Accomplishments 

~ecinl I~eqllests 

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

Interested users of UPR duta. These requests included analyses of som~ part of an 

Individual state's data 01' of specific data from a group of states linked by a similar 

chnrader h;t ic, flpf:)(!inl requests completed by UP 1l during I !J79 wel'c: 

r 
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Ed Zieglct' 
Rhode Island Pal'ole i. 

i\lediun tim.e served for willful homicide in Rhode Island 

* * * 
Pa l Hay Heese 
Kentucky Bureau of Corrections 

I'Ilnclline-readable copy of data provided by Kentucl<y for 1973 
to 1976 

* * * 
Dr. IUcllnrd :\1cCleury 
Univet'sity of Illinois 

Annlysis of time under nctive parole supervision 

* '" * 
Steven Van Dine 
Ollio i\dull Parole Authority 

New offense by commitment offense for ID76 entries in Ohio 

* * * 
Devon F. Knoll 
I{ansns Adult Authority 

Mean time sCI'veel by class of offcnse in Kansas 

Pleasant C. Shields 
Virginia Parole Uoord 

* * * 

Pm'ole status compal'ing Virginin with certain other states 
with/without credit fOl" time on parole 

* * * 
l{cl1neth Adams 
Cl'iminal ~usticc Institute . 
Hl7G, H175, and 1974 national tables fOl' individual and 
aagregate-bascel parole data 

____ ~-.-~.-.. __ .--...... " .... ---1--" • 
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* * * 
Charles P. Smith 
American Justice Institute 
Sact'amento, California 

HEQUES'l': Cl1m'acterisLics for parolc population under age 18 

* * * 
SOUllCE: I'dark Ilending 

Missout'i Doat'cJ of Probation and Parole 

ItEQUEST: New offense by commitment offense for }!,l74-197G parole 
entries Hnd one-year parole status by pI'ior prison in ~1issollri 

SOURCE: 

r~EQUEST: 

SOUllCE: 

Il r.q U EST: 

SOUilCE: 

HEQUES'I': 

SOUnCE: 

HEQUEST: 

SOURCE: 

* * * ! 

Hichard J. Oldroyd i 
Utah Uepartment of Soeinl Services 

Lengtll OJ time under parole supervision of 197G pm'olc cn tries 

Edwin Zccllcwski 
Office of Hcsenrch and Evaluation ~lethods 
LEAA 

rlleal1 time sCI'ved in prison by UCH Type 1 offenses by statc 

'llimothy Flunngan 
SOlll'cebook 

197G, 1975, and 1974 national parole tablcs 

* * * 
Hny Rhodes 
[(Illlsas Adult Authority 

i\lonths undet' supervision by parole performance by 
commitment offense for Kansas 

* * * 
Willill'm P. ,Johnson 
Co)O['ado Division of Criminal Justice 

, , 
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IU~(2UE!3T: i\letlinn time served in prison by sex und commitment offense 
for fi rst releases to parole in 197G (nn tiona!) '" 

sounCE: 

* '" * 
Sistcl' Dolot'es Dt'inkel 
Cl'imill111 Justice Ministry 
Kansas 

. , 

JtE(~UES'l': One-year parole status for offenders convicted of willful 
Ilomicide llnd paroled in 197G fol' l\unS[lS and the nation. 

* * * 

Specinl Sludies 

During thc HJ79 grunt period attention v,/us devoted to two major special 

,stUdies. One '\vas n methodological review. The other was I1n exploration of pnrole-

I'eluted COlllllllll1ily [)['ogl'anls cUt'I'cntly aV<.1i1able to parolecs. The fi,nclings of ths study 
, . 

arc r'epol'lcd in n UPlt publication entitled Parole-nelated Community PI'ofP'nms: A 

P ['cli III i I1llt'Y N n t ion/) 1 SUI'vay'. 

"i\Tatllodolorriclll Hcvicw" 
, . 

Witl1 teelmicnl support from John II. PI'ceman, Ph.D., n methodologist from the 

School of Busines':; at tile University of Cnlifornia, I3erke]cy, one UPR product ',vas to be 

the [lI'C[H1I'ution of n dctailed report discllssing the majo!' considerations emerging from a 

Illetllodolog'ic!ul I'evicw of tile entirc upn, individual case-based dnta system. This would 

illcltldo 11 discllssion of the methodological problems nnd issues ns well as n plan for: 

['csU'tldlll'illrs tile] O-YCI,It' c:xistill[1' data basc; cstnblisllillG sn mplin~ techniques fOl' both 

the illlel'illl Ilnd revised systems implemented in JnnuaI'Y, 1979; and refining quality 

con1rol pl'ocedll['cs. 

t\ drart or tile rrpOl't wns prepared during the 1979 project year. The major 

seeiiolls of tile repol'l I'eflacl the eompletion of the fil'st phase,of the metllOdoloe-ical 

, .......... ___ Lw.. ...... ' _'--_,_~ __ •• , __ .... ". __ ........ .. r '.' 
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analysis conducted by UPR with the technical assistance of Dr. Freeman over the past 

two project years. The sections are: 1) Introduction, provding an overview ofPPRj 

2) Evolutionary Considerations, which discus:ies national reporting systems and technical 

developments; 3) Special Fea tures 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 data collection system. The last 

section, Future Pla!lS, outlines fUrther procedures for quality control of the individual 

case-based da tao The expansioll and refinement of the report will parallel the completion 

of the second phase of the methodological analyses to be conducted during the 1980 

project year. 

"Parole-Relaled Community Programs: 
A Pl'eiiminal'Y National Survey" 

With an apparent trend towards the abolition of indeterminate sentencing by 

state legislatures nationwide, parole in general, and more specifically, the function and 

na tUl'e of parole supervision, have come under public scrutiny. The overall question is, of 

course, the future of pat'ole. Students of parole such as Eliot Studt and Arthur Pearl 

have pl'oposed that voluntary l'ehabilitative services be made the emphasis 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 tIm t wel'e being addressed by parole agencies. What services 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 u,sed by parole authorities for the benefit of parolees under their 

supervision led UPIt to undertake this study. 

" H""".' .• _. , "" 
----------------------~----------------------~---------------
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The study was divided into two phases. The first phase was conducted in 1979. 

It consisted of a preliminary survey of state parole authorities on the existenc~ of 

paroie-reia ted com munity programs and/or service areas sponsored by the parole 
j' 

I _ 

agencies. Five categories of programs and/or service areas were identified and are 

disCUS'3cd in the published report. The second phase of the study will 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 l'equests from state parole agencies which participate in UPR's data reporting-

efrol,t, but special requests from all other sources were also considered. On the other' 

hadn, the number of special studies suggested for considel'atton by Upn. was very large, 

so the:staff undertook those. (such as sampling and quality control and the survey of 

parolc-I'elated 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. UPn. also developed ideas and 

designs for additiom:1 special studies and sought potential sponsors to fund them. Finally, 

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

to rescm'chers . 

~ . ....-o:-_...., ... ' ..... -.._ .\ .......... _ .......... ____ ." .... ___ .. .,.~. - . ..-._ .......... -~. "-- , 
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V. JJEVEL IV: INFORMATION REFERRAL SERVICE 

Introduction 

There is 19. de monstra ted need for up-to-da te infor ma tion on the constantly 

changing nature of the parole system in the nation. States have unique statutes, parole 

systems, and parole regulations which are frequently changed as legislatures pass new 

la'ws or l~peal old ones, administrations change, and as'new pl'ograms are implemented. 

Tn addition, there is an incI'easing number of books and journal articles devoted to the 

subject of the pat'ole 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 

wha t they need. 

Accomplishments 

UPn's general approach to the information referral service function was that 

while it was important, it must be made a lower priority given the other developmental 

needs in UPIl. However, in addition to maintaining our liaison with the National Parole 

Institute and the NCCD Information Center, which routinely forwards parole-related 

information to UPH., and our liaison with the Council of State Governments and other 

sim nIH' orgnniza tions pu rsuing issues in parole-rela te~ legisln tion, three acco mplis~m en ts 

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 sta te parole agencies or others 

interested in the field. But the emphasis in this referral service was on assisting 

individuals in the location of the appropriate data sources. 
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Second, £I. report on parole-related legisl£ltion pl'esented to the 1979 U~R 

Seminar by Micil£lel I\annensohn was published by UPR llnd distributed na tionally. The 

report, A National Survey of Parole-Related Legislation Enacted During the 1979 

Legislation Session, pl'ovides an update on mandatory sentencing, determinate 

sentencing, parole guidelines, due process rights, and parole eligibility dates legislation. 

Third, a l'CPOI't of findings from our survey of pnrole-l'elated community 

progt'ams und/ol' service areas (discussed in Level III) ,vns distributed nationally. This 

report, entitled Paz'ole-Related Community Pl'ograms: A Preliminary National Surve.l 

cover's progl'ams l'cported by state parole agencies to be in existence in 1979. 

..- • _.,.. .. _ ...... _.~ ___ 00- ... • _~. 
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VI. NATIONAL PROBATION REPORTING STUDY 

Introduction 

The National Probation Reporting Study (NPRS), a project funded by' LEAA to 

detennine the feasibility of a national reporting system, completed a successful first 

year of op~ration on December 31, 1979. If found to be feasible, a national adult 

probation reporting system would be comparable'to the Uniform Crime Reports, the 

Nationnl Pl'ison Statistics, or the Uniform Parole Reports. Currently no such national 

information system for adult probation exists. 

The 1979 finn! report for the National Probation Reporting Study (NPRS) is 

presented here ill two sections: 1) a brief summary of the accomplishments achieved in 

the firs.l year of the study; al1d 2)' a summary of the preliminary analysis of adult 

probation agencies and offices. 

A detailed version of the final report contairling 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.S. and its territories 

2. Survey of adult probation agency popuiation 

3, Preliminary data analysis 

Working with n 1976 Bureau of the Census listing, the population of adult 

probation offices was inititally identified through contacts with the State Planning 

Agencies. Each agency aSsisted in verifying the IJsting of offices in their jurisidictions • 

This iniUal idelltification resulted in a total count of 2,100 adult probation offices. The 

. .. .... - ... -~. ..... ~ -------- --------
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'figure -represented aU adult probation locations at the state, co'unty, and city Itve1s of 

government. This task updated the 1976 listing and showed a net increase of 166 

o.ffices. State reot'ganization of probation created the addition and deletion of offices in 

some agencies. Othel' increases in the final count are attdbutab1e to a more complete , 

listing of offices than previously compiled in some jurisdictions. 

A national canvassing of the 2,100 offices was conducted in July. A glossary of 

probation terminology was prepared in an attempt to obtain uniform responses. This 

effort sought to identify certain characteristics of each office. These include: 

information on the administrative su'ucture of agencies, types of populations served, and 

record-keeping methods employed. The full details of this effort will be discussed in a 

sepal·ute report of the specific in.formation gathered by the NPRS project. By October, 

wi th one follow-up ['equest, the study obtained 71 % response ra teo Only 1 % of these ---reported not to be involved in adult probation. The remainder became the basis for the 

full du ta analysis to be conducted in the second year. 

Pl'eliminat'y data analysis requir~d classification of each office within each 

agency. Offices were identified as existing at one of five levels within an agency's 

organi7.ational sU'ucture: central, regional, area, branch or satellite: Attachment II 

illustra tes this method of classifying offices witl~in the hierarchy of an agency. This 

classification sch~me resulted in identification of 472 additional offices, most of which 

were branch offices not included in the first count. Tl1e total number of adult probation 

offices currently identified is 2,403~ This figure represents the total population, not the 

numbm' of contacts' required to collect adult probation data on a national level. 

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

the identifica tion of the' adult probation agency population and the subsequent agency 

classifieution scheme. Three substnntive issues arc presented which capsulize the effo[·ts 

... 
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'made toward addre~sing the central issue of national reporting. These issues are: 1) a 
. . 

compnrison of 1976 to 1979 adult probation office population figuresj 2) an exa.mination 

of the current o'l'gnnizational structure of these agencies; and 3) the identification of 

central reporting locations fol' national reporting . 

Preliminary Analysis 

The Changing Population of 
Adult Probation Offices 

The initial task in assessing the feasibility of national reporting on adult 

p['obaUon was to identify the total popUlation of organizational unite; which might 

eventually contribute information to a reporting system. This effort benefited 

immeasurably fl'om n previous study conducted in 1976 for LEAA by the Governments 

Division, Bureau of the Census. Analysis of the information obtained in this earlier study 

indicated a population of 1,931 agencies engaged in adult probt'\tion as of September 1, 

1976. 

The OUl'eau of the Census study contributed in two important respects to the . ' 

NPRS research effort. First, the earlier listing of adult probation agencies provided the 

benchmark fOL' 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, . . 

1979. The returns and subsequent follow-up of the direct mailing led to a further 

revision of the population listing which amounted to 2,403 office's as of January 1, 1989. 

Secondiy, the previous research by the Buceau of Census was instrumental in 

pointing to the neec' for fUl'thel' conceptual distinctions regarding probation agencies. 

Among these was the need to classify organizational units belonging to a single 

ndministrntive nutho1'ity. The Censlls stuely adopted a definition of agency that clnssified 
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sub-offices of a single author'ity as separate agencies. When documenting the '{lctivities 

of all such "agencies" there is a tendency toward OVel'-enumeration in which a central 

~dministl'fitive unit l'epOl'ts a total figure while sub-offices separately reported their own 

contribution to the same total. The summation of these repOl'ts could more than double 
, , 

the activity count fol' all offices of a probation authority. Having been forewarned of 

this problem, the NPRS research was based on a classification whereby all offices of an 

adminii~tl'ative authodty would be counted as an agency. AU offices wet'e then identified 

according to their posi lion within the organizational hiet'U\'chy of their respective 

agencies, Comparillg the resul ts of the BUI'eau of the Census study to that of NPRS, the 

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

"agen~ies" is equivalent to ~he NPHS count of offices. 

Table 1 pl'ovides an indica tion of the major Changes that occul'l'ed in the 

population of adult probation offices between 1976 and 1979 (see Attachment III fOl' the 

detailed bl'eakdown 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 enumera ted 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 from the local level to state government, or vice versa. For instance, 

reorganizntion in Massachusetts placed 82 separate county and municipal probation 

departments under the authority of a single state agency. This is recorded in the NPRS 

enumeration as a deletion of 82 designations at the county and municipal level with an 

equal nllmber of additions for state designated offices. The 804 additions to the office 
, . 

listing yielded the 1979 total population of 21A03 offices, a net increase of 472' offices or 

24.5% over the 1976 population figlll'e. 'Vhile additi,olls may reflect reorganization and 

________________ "---________________ --'--____________ ~.__'_ -•• T .... , 
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changed designation of offices, they also include a number of other factors be~ides real 

growth in the population of offices. The NPRS figures include a small number of offices 

(~=18) from six jurisdictions that were not enumerated in the Census study - American 

Samon, Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands, Northern Mariana Islands, and Trust 

Terri tories of the Pacific Island. Also) the NPRS' effort identified a number of sub­

o,ffices thn t were probably missed in the 1976 Census ~tudy. 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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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 identi'fied, and the 1979 NPRS effort 

yielded a net increlJlse of 18 for a total of only 70 municipal offices nationally. These 

figures may be a function of the difficulty in identifying pur~ly local probation 

departments t1H'ough state and regional information networks, and future NPRS efforts 

may show that the actual number is higher, than has been suspected. 

•• ~9"'" 
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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 

Nortl,cHst 
State 85 4 116 197 + 132% 
COllnty 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 
Stllte 500 71 U8 547 + 9% 
Counly III 15 115 211 + 90% 
Municipal 5 0 6 11 

West 
Sta-te 157 13 29 173 + 10% 
County 129 1 37 1·65 + 28% 
Municipal 5 3 3' 5 

U.S. 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 

the' four major geographical areas. The exception occurl'ed in the Northeast where the 

reorgnnizution in Mn.:sachusetts resulted in a net decline among county adult probation 

offices. The rcmainlng thl'ee areas-North Central, South, and West-show a 

propol'tiollately higher incl'ease at the county level than in adult probation offices at the 

statc lcvel. Th~s Is reflected in the national figures whi~h show a 30% increase at the 

,"" . 
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county level (from 793 in 1976 to 1,027 in 1979) 8.S compared to a 20% increa,se in state 

level offices (from 1,086 in 1976 to 1,306 in 1979). However, in both years the majority 
. 

of aU adult probation offices were found at the state level, with state offices accounting 

for 56% (N=I,086) in 1976 and 54% (N=1,30G) in 1979. 

Current 0l'l;ranlzatlon 
of Adult Pl'obation 

In an attempt to document the organization of adult probation, the NPRS effort 

utilized, as previously discussed, a classification that identified an agency as an entity 

composed of all offices administered by a single probation authority. Within this system 

the size of nn adult probation agency could vary from a single to a multiple office 

struc lure. The detailed information in Attachment IV shows that the largest agency 

nn tionally is the Florida state system with 86 office locutions 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 I'espective agencies. Each office is identified as operating at one of five 

levels within an agency: central, regional, area, branch~ or satellite office. The 

sum mary resul ts 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 

Central 885 

Regional 827. 

445 

Branch 240 

Satelli te 6 

Total 2,403 

N % 

36.8 

34.4 

18.5 

10.0 

0.3 

100.0 

Only one office in each agency was designated as a central office location. The 

total count of 885 central offices therefore represents the number of adult probation 

agencies nationally. Regional offices, those having regional authority within the total 

jurisdiction of an agency, total 82'7 of all offices identified. The third level of offices is 

found in those agencies which assign area responsibility to locations within a region. This 

cntegory of area offices totalled 445. Slightly over 1096 of all offices identif~ed are 

either branch or satellite offices. This pel'centage 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 than 3% of all agencies. However, this group 

generally contains the largest state agencies, and accounts for 42% of all adult probation 

offices. 

. 
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AdditionaL descriptive information is available concerni~g the agencfes that are 

represented by the 885 c~ntral offices. This is shown in Table 4 which presents a 

c:.lnssification of all agencies according to both the branch of government responsible for 

administration, and the level of govGmment at which the agency exercises jurisdiction. 

In terms of absolute numbers, the majority of all adult probation agencies, 69% (N=612), 

are adrninistcl'oc1 by on executive branch of government, with the remainder being within 

a judicial bl'unch. The importance of this distinction is somewhat tempered by the fact 

that the judiciary often hUB ap[!ointive power over 'probation staff in executive branch , 

agencies, and, at the opet'ationallevel, all probation agencies are neceS3arily responsive 

to the judicial'Y. 

, .... 
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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 

Municipal 30 20 50 

Total 612 273 885 

The level of government at which an agency operates is of major significance 

because it detet'mines the size of the geographical jurisdiction of the agency, and is 

related to both the number of offices ~ithin an agency and the likelihood of processing 

felony level cllselonds. 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 

tile 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 shoy.ln in 
. . 

Table 2, there is a different pattern of relationship in the number Of probation offices 

opera ting at var:ious levels of government. For instance, while only 6% of the agencies 

are at the sta te level they account fm' 54% (N= 1,306) of all probation offices; and that 

42% (N=l,027) and 3% (N=70) of all offices can be found at the county and municipal 

levels, respeclively. 
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In contemplating a national population of 885 adult probation agencies 

representing 2,403 separate office locations, the prospect of a complete notional 

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 

jul'isdictions, and the adoption of an as yet unverified assumption concerning reporting 

practices within adult probation agencies: namely, that offices within an agency repOl't 

their caseload statistics to the central agel1:cy office. 

The review of centralized re[?orting revealec1 thn t a number of state jurisdictions 

have established computerized re[?orting systems for aU levels of adult [?robation data, 

from state, county and municipal agencies. A larger number of states gather aggregate, 

or sum mary, caseload statistics on a regular basis from all [?roba tion agencies operating 

within the state jurisdiction. This information 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 ap[?ears 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 Proba Hon by Major 
Geographical Area 

Centralized Reporting De-Centralized Reporting 
Number Number 

of Contacts Offices Reported of Contacts Offices Reported 
N % N % 

Northeast 11 

13 

414 

803 

100 

B2 

93 

NONE 

NOI'th Central 

South 18 713 

West 17 284 83 

Totill 59 2~2l4 92 

70 

54 

46 

170 

74 

56 

59 

189 

8 

7 

17 

8 

When viewed from the perspective of actual contact points, the possibility for 

total national reporting appears as a vel'y reasonable objective. llihile there are 

differences among major geogl'aphical areas, it appears that only 59 contacts would be 

requil'cd to produce reports accounting for the activity of 92% (N=2,2l4) 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, the remaining 163 county 

offices could be reached through 144 confacts. 

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 Ilnd 'county level agencies by'contacting 59 centr~lized reporting locations and an 

addi tional 144 county level agencies. The added effort to obtain all known municipal 

pL'Obnlion agencies as well would require 26 more contacts. It appears that national 

pl'obn lion reporting Is indeed feasible. 
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Vll. 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 Pat'ole-

Rela ted Resen r ch." 

The Seminar opened with a keynote address by Richard Mulcrone, U.S. Pur ole 

Commissioner. Mr. Mulcrone's address, "Can Parole Develop Its Own Directions?" set 

the framework fOI' the remaining two days of the Seminar (see Attachment VI for the 

complete Seminar agenda). 

. The second day was highlighted by a keynote panel on limited discretion. 

Professor Leslie Wilkins from the State University of New York, Albany, presented a 

paper entitled "Structured Decision-making: The Impact on Parole Guidelines and 

Deter'minate Sentencing." Panel respondents were Ira Blalock, Board Member from 

. Oregon; Kenneth Polk, Ph.D., Professor of Sociology, University of Oregoni and Brian 

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

Participants selected workshops to attend that afternoon. Worl<shops were 

orgnnized around three themes, two of them specific to UPR data: "Data Related Issues" 

and "Using Research." UPR staff led these presentations. A third theme, "New 

Directions," offet'ed broadly based workshops: 1) "Parole Guipelines" led by Edward 

Hammock (New. YOl'k Board of Parole), 2) "Prison Populations" led by Bradford Smith, 

Ph.D., (Abt Associates, Cambridge, Massachusetts), Carol Kalish (Bureau Of Justice 

Sta tis tics/Offi ce of Jl}stice Assistance, Research nnd Statistics) and Vida Ryan 

(California Department of Corrections); 3) "Legislative Update" led by Michael 

I{annensohn (Council of State Governments, Lexington, Kentucky); and 4) "Natioryal 

Probation Rcporllll[5" with Gerald 

I 

I 
I 
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Alston (New York State Division of Probation) and Charles Wheeler, Ph.D., (Mott­

McDon!lld Associates, Inc., Washington, D.C.). 

The last day opened with wpr\(shops and concluded with a panel, "Research and 

Purole-Helatecl Community Programs.1I Panel members Sherry Haller (Executive 

Director of the Criminal .Justice Education Center, Hartford, Connecticut) and Cynthia 

Mahubir, D.Cl'im. (UPll Research Associate) provided a national overview of community 

programs available to I?aroleesj while John Irwin, Ph.D. (Professor, San Francisco State 

University) I?l'csentcd a critique of community corrections. Arthur Pearl, Ph.D. 

(Pl'ofessor, University of California at Santa Cruz) responded to the panel presentations 

and concluded with a summary of the role of parole in the broader context of social 

problems . 

The majo[' ScminEH' presentations will be published in the 1979 UPR Seminar Final 

Hepo!-f. 

Task Force 

Ovel'vicw 

The llnn!lHl UPn. Task Force meeting was held on September 24-25, 1979 to aid 

the UPR stuff and its pl'ogram monitor from the Bureau of Justice Statistics/OJARS, 

Carol Kalish, in: planning for the second phase of the Community Alternative Stuqy and 

other special studies conducted by UPR (Level III); expanding the information referral 

functions ([level n); refining the aggregate parole data collection procedures (Level 1) for 

thCi' upcoming year; and developing a third year plan for ~he National Probation Reporting 

Study (NPRS). (See Attachment VII for the complete Task Force Report.) 

--~">t ....... _ ... , ... _ ..... _ ..... '.,." . e_ 
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Task Force Members 

Ira Blalock 

John J. Galvin 

John Irwin, Ph.D. 

Paul Kusllda. 

Kenneth Polk, Ph.D. 

UPR/N PRS Sta ff 

William Elms 
Marcia Empey 
Margene Flidenna 
James L. Galvin, Ph.D. 
Frank R. Helium 
Paul Litsky 
Cynthia lVIahabir, D.Crim. 
Ellen L. McNeil 
Cheryl H. Ruby, Ph.D. 

\. 

Parole Board Member 
Salem, Oregon 

Project Director 
American Justice Institute 
Sacramento, California 

Professor· 
I)epartment of Sociology 
San Francisco State University 
San Francisco, California 

Director 
Office of Systems and Evalua tions 
Department of Corrections 
Madison, Wis('~onsin 

Professor 
Department of Sociology 
University of Oregon 
Eugene, Oregon 

Research Assistan t 
Research Associate 
Administrative Assistant 
Project Director 
Project-Co-Director 
Research Associate 
Research Asso.cia te 
Manager of Data Services 
Project Co-Director 

Offender-Based State Correctional 
Information System (OBSeIS) 

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 ODSCIS Data Elements Subcommittee made available its long-term 

experience in the development of these common definitions. As an active member of the 

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

maintains nc tive contact with da. ta mano.gement pet'sonnel. within state correctiolis 

--------~-------------------------------~----------------------~----------------------I~.' 
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systems. UPR staff participated in th'e SEA,RCH International Symposium held in 

Washington, D.C. in May, 1979 and in the Users Group Meeting which was held in 

Sacramento, Califtiria in July, 1979. 

National Prisoner Statistics (NPS) 

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 lhe focus during 1979 was on issues t'elated to UPR's Level I. Relevant 

data were again exchanged, as in 1978, and discrep~ncies between the data reported to 

NPS llnd UPR were discussed in detail. Procedures for checking such discl'epancies in 

future data collection were also finalized. In addition, with NPS's support, NPS data 

wel'e again included in the Level I document. The NPS data have proven valuable for 

establishing the context not only for the parole data, but for the determination of the 
, ' 

relative use of parole over time by the fifty states • 

Professional Contac ts 

UPR staff maintained active contact with national parole and correctional 
, . 

organizations by attending a variety of meetings and conferences. UPR participated in: 

the Sixth Annual Meeting of the Western Society of Crimino~ogy in Philadelphia, 

Pennsylvania; the National Conference on Organized Crime in Los Angeles, California; 

the Association of Criminal Justice Research conference in Sacramento, California; and 

the Arnet'ican Correctional Association's (ACA) Congress in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

Presentations were made during the ACA Congress at the ann~al meetings of the 

Amel'ican Probation and Parole ASsociation, the Association of Paroling Authorities, and 

the I,ntm'state Compact Administrators. Because the activities of UPR hav'e expanded to 

include studying the fea~ibility of implementing a national probation reporting system 

parallel to lhe UPR system, the purpose was to further familiarize parole and probation 

officials with the current publications and expanded activities of UPR. The staff also 
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a ttendcd and made presentations at: the. Search International Symposium in 

.Washiqgton, D.C.; the International Female Offender Symposium in Vancouver, British 

ColumbLu; thc National Legal Aid and Defender Association in Albuquerque, N~w Mexico; 

the Offendcr Based r, ate Corrections Information Systems (OBSCIS) Users Group 

meeting in Sacramento, California; the National Institute of Corrections (NIC) 

Conference in Washington, D.C.; and the Texas Adult Probation Commission, Second 

Cooperative Information Network Conference in Corpus Christi, Texas. 



J • 
•. ,.1 

! 

•• 

• 

• 

• 

.: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

---------~ ~c___-~--__,_-__,__---

- ... , ..... 

VIII. TECHNICAL SUPPORT 

Introduction 

The UPR project collects, analyzes, and aggregates data supplied by state parole 

agencies. In the operation of the project, th~ te~11l1ical support used ~nvolved two 

separate, y~t related, areas: the coding of parole data and the data processing 

capabilities. 

Data Collection 

The new Level IT data collection system was implemented with new data sheets 

and Instruction Manual (see Attachment VIII). Several new variables were added, othel's 

revised, the dB ta collection sheets changed to reflect the new system and the entire 

process integrated completely into the data colle~tion. scheme. Data are now collected 

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 Instruction Manual was also 

designed to provide detailed exp1ana tion~ of t~e data items and their values. 

To facilitate implementation of the new Level IT s~stem, 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 help.ru~ to UPR staff for highlighting the 

discrepancies between the various state parole definitions and UPR'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 UPU project's dB ta shop was e>''Panded in 1979 to include three terminals 

(two with video screens), a microprocessor, and a· high-speed printer. Data collected 
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'.t 

fl'om the purticipnllng ngen,cies were entered into the system via a special", data entry 

packagc, FORMSPAI<! then transferred over telephone lines to disk at the',computing , 

ftlCility of the University of California, Sun Francisco. The end of 1979 saw the 

installat.ioll of a specinl direct communication line from UPR offices to the UCSF 

Complltet' Center' to better facilitate spooling of data from the microprocessor to the 

m,ninfl'a me computCl'. 

ProceclUl'es were developed to permit agencies to submit data to UPR in an 

au toma ted format. 'l'hesc pl'ocedures were wri tten up in the UPR 1979 Technical 

Specificu lions (sec 1\ ttaehment VITI) which includes: 

1. A recol'd layout Cot'm 

2. Variable code descriptions 

3. The I'clutiol1sllip betwecn UPR nnd the Offender-Based State 
COl'l'c(' Lions Information System (OBSCIS) for those agencies 
implementing the BASIC OBSCIS Software package ' 

4. 'A quer::;tionnnil'c thn t when completed by the agency, would 
desCl'ibf! the machine-readable data being submi tted to UPR 

This new cupability of UPR allows states with information systems that were 

previously unable to participate in the hand-scored data scheme due to staffing 

limitation~, to commcl1ec participntion as automated, dnta providers. This should also aid 

in the collcc 1.1 on' of morc reliable nnd complete data bY,UPR. 

Computet' pr'og'l'amming consultants have completed debugging and testing of the 

majority of pt'Ogrnll1s that perform the housekeeping and analysis chores inVOlved in 

proce&':)in(~ tho new system data. The following new system programs have been tested 

and debugged: 
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program that created a data "dictionm'y" and screen 
forms for data entry; contains variable edit and verify 
capabilities . 

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

program that outputs frequencies of selected variables 
from selec ted files 

program that reads from selected file and outputs in 
desired format 

progl'am 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 fOl'mat and codes; especially designed for 
r~ceipt of au tomated agency data 

progl'am that outputs name find ID numbers of Level II 
files for recordkeeping purposes 

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

High priorIty was devoted to using these programs to create new system files and 

to computerize many of the routine, on-going tasks involved in collecting the large 

amount of Ul?'R Level IT data. 

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

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

designed to bo cornpntible with existing UPR data entry and processing packages. 

Methodology 

John Frcernnn, of the University of California at Berkeley, has 'functioned as 

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

focus is on Levels £I nnd III, including the following functions: 

----...... ...,;.,,;---...... --....;..;.-------....-------------=-~--..... , .. 
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I. Analysis of and planning for the restructuring of the existing 9ata 
base of Level II: 

A. An analysis of the methodological problems with the existing 
eleven-year data base and the development of procedur~s for 
establishing the quality of the data basej 

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

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

D. Handling the problem of panel mortaH tyj and 

E. Sa mpling wi thin the data base as a prelude to explora tory 
studies. 

U. Establishing a sample plan for the revised Level II: to include specific 
sampling pl'ocedul'es, documentation of the procedures, the drawing of 
the sample, and the fine tuning of the procedures. 

m. Refinement of quality control procedures: to include working with the 
systems analyst in order to refine quality control procedures for 
Level 11. 

IV. 'Exploration of modeling and other advanced techniques of data 
analysis: to explore the relevance of advanced techniques of data 

analysis to the da. ta 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 

procedul'es. 

Analysis of the Level II 
Data Base 

The analysis of the data base includ~d 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 da tn 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 

et'rot' ra te in all of the data files covering persons entering parole prior to 1973. This has 

• b~"''''. ~ _. _______ • __ ... ,_ ......... - __ ..,..... _____ ~_&\'I.~ ....... , __ ...... , •. _.~ .. --.----...... - ....... .,....--.. ..... -=i .. ~. 
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.been referred to as the "old data set" and will requ-ire special funding .if ,;it is to be 

cleaned. It should be noted that ~he edit run checks only those variables that.can be 

compared for logical c~onsistency with other variables in the system and as of yet, no 
. 

cnmplete 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 avuilable to carry out the corrective 

,work. The CUI'I'ent data base continues to be analyzed for completeness, accuracy, and 

struc ture of the distribution of the variables within it. 

Completene&<> of Data Base 

A panel mortality study previously reported wa.s conducted and it was 

determined that panel mortality. is not a serious issue in the UPR data base. A variety of 

strategies fol' estima'ting 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 UPH. 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 II data .base 

was to take the pnrole entry figure (reported in the Level I aggregate parole data survey) 

given the same de fini lion of the population covered and use that for the basis for 

establishing the' we-ights within the data base. 

I ~ . . .. ' __ . __ '_" ~_~."---'-r-' . ____ . I· . -. -----.-----. .... -...... ------~~-!...- T· .... ~· -.:- • :., I' - _. _ .... -.- .... ___ .',"', '. f 
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'rechnical Structure 
Data Base 

A variety of actions were taken with regard to technical structure of the data 

base. We submitted the UPR d~ta base structure to Search Group for its review of the· 
-. . 

congl'uence between the OBSCIS general 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 distributed to those states who may be submitting in 

machine-readable fOl'm in future years. We conducted similar negotiations with National 

PrL'3oner Statistics in order to determine that we had common definitions of when a 

pel'son should be reported to NPS and when they should be reported to UPR. In addition, 

we hnve constantly reviewed the file structure of the Level II data base in order to 

determine 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 

vel'sion 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 we\ght was a cluster sampling design which would have 

permitted factors o~ geographic region and popUlation size to be considered in 

determining the sampling frame. However, the variability of state reporting from year 

to year ultimately defeated this plan. That is, with many states shifting in and out of 

reporting to da til base ft'Om year to year it became impossible to develop 0. stable 

• 'i' " • , . l 
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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,' pre,sent in the 
., . 

Elata for a given year. While it was possible to select replacements that closely 

approximated the missing units in population size, this violation of the sampling design 

called into question its usefulness. Ultimately, it proved 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. 

Sampli ng 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 

reporting states and the gr~up 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 CalifOl'nia's parole 

legisln tion 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 Level I but to date UPR has not 

included manda tory releasees in its Level II data base. As more states pass forms of 

determinnte 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 II du ta 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~a:tes which 

reported for only parts of the year. The concern here was that there might be seasonal 

~riations sufficient partial year reporting an accurate in estimating the total years 

an ter ing popula lion in H given state. A variety of runs were done using all those states 

which provided complete full year reporting. The procedures 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 wllile 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 tile full-yellr 

pattern. For this reason the genel'al procedure followed by UPH. is that for any state 

that r~ports at least three months worth of data, that amount of data will be used as a 

basis COl' estimating theii' full-year entering population. 

These and other activities with regard to the development of a sampling plan for 

UPR are being reported in a document currently un-der pl'eparation. 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 yeui'. 

Data Entry 

Da tn en try is now being done on a key-to-disk basis using a specialized data 

entry program developed for UPR called FORMSPAK. This package sets each variabl€.\ as 

it is entered. It can test for alpha versus numeric and for t~ose variables where th~ 

specific values 01' 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 enter'cd during 1979 was entered via 

this program, which has proved a significant help in assuring data quality. T~is program 

opera tes on the DTC microprocessor in the UPR offices. Its current operating 

-
compllnlon Is the set of edit routines on the mainframe IBM 370 computer. This prog'ram 

tests for acceptable values among those variables that can be compared (for exa.mple, 

pal'ole 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 fol' a given month is finished. In this way edits can be done immediately 

following 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 

version will function as a batch 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 othel' editing ['outines on the computer, other steps are being taken with regard 

to the staff. First of all based on the literature whi~h exists on coder reliability we have 

determined that the single greatest step to assure the highest possible coder reliability is 

that those doing data en try have the fullest possible understandings of the purpose of the 

project and the mC:'.aning of the data base with which they are working. However, in 

addition, a variety of steps are being e.xplored to supplement this general effort. Of . 
coul'se our main concern is to avoid establishing'procedures which are counter-productive 

to the effol't to develop a high quality data base. Now that the data entry and data 

. ...:....:..------~.::..-.:==-------'----~~-- . ".--------- ... " 
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,hnndli,ng system is becoming more stabilized, we expect to be able .. to develop 
. . 

per for mance standards and the like in order to give all those s.taff members.in t,he data 

entry and othel' forms of data handling a more precise picture of the expectations the 

projec t has for theil' work. 

At the same time, we have begun an effort to develop a routine quality control 

procedure with I'egard 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 cOl'rected. 

Revised Manual Coding Forms 

Wi th ['egard to our general strategy for increasing the quaU ty of the data we 

receive from the states, we feel that two steps should prove quite helpful. The first is 

thn t 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 data processing code sheet onto which 

the e1llta entry person had to mark pr~set codes taken from a forty-eight page code 
, 

b09k. The ['equire ment that the da ta entry person in the state used both the code book, 

and the coding sheet as weH 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 

codel's in the stu te led us to believe that they rarely refereed to the codebook, but relied 

on memory fOl' the codes. The possibilitiEJS for errors in such a process are obvious. The 

I .' 
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new data entry f01'111 went through several variations as we reviewed it with a variety of 

state representatives, with the UPR Task Force, and with data entry persons: themselves 

wOI'king with them in the states in a pretest situtation. The resulting form has had 11 high 

degree of usel' acceptance and should result in ncreased Ilccuracy of the reports from the 

states. 

Automated Data Capability 

A second major step in terms of improving the Ilccuracy 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 manual tr'anscription step that currently goes on in the states and it provides us 

with (.lata from the same system that the stllte8 themselves use for their own datil, it 

does put us one step further away from the point of data entry. Furthermore, mllny 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 hils 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, mllny 

states are suffering the same sort of post Proposition 13 financial difficulties 

experienced in California and these states may only be able to participate in the future if 

we elr'a w the da ta from their automated system. The manual coding,that they have done 

for upn in the past may simply be eliminated in the fut~ll'e through budget cuts. For this 

range of reasons It seems very appropriate for us to Increllse our capability to accept 

automated data. 
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IX. ADMINISTRA'rION 

Administrative Support 

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

to 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 will decrease 

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

Staff Changes 

During 197D promotions, restructuring of the project, and expansion within UPR 

brought new staff members and a shifting of responsibilities for the entire staff. 

, El1en Swanberg joined UPR as Project Secretary. Ellen McNeil, formerly Data 

Collection Coordl.nator, 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 

sta ff expanded to Include Daniel Thigpen an~ Gayle Marie as coders. 

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

Empey as research associates, and Barbara Bonner as research assistant. 
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ATTAClIfvIENT I 

lU7U PAllTICIPATING AGENCIES 
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• ATTl\CIIMENT I 

1979 
PARTICIPATING, AGENCIES 

'. ' AGEHCIES Level I Level H* AGENCIES Levell i.. L.evel II* 

A In lJa 111 a x , I Montana x <\ 
.> 

Alaska x 4 Nebraskn x 1 
AI'iZOllll X 4 N eVlldl1 x 1 
-Arkansas x 4 New HHmpshire x 1 

• -Califol'l1in-CY A x 3 New Jersey x 3 
Cnl ifol'1l ill-C DC x 2 New t\lexieo x 1 
Colm'nell) x 2 New York x 3 
Conr1eC! t icu t x 2 NOl'til Carolina x 1 
Deln WUl'C x 1 North Dakota x I 
Distl'ict of Ohio i'( 3 

• Columbia x 1 Oklahoma x 4 
Flol'idn x 1 Orcgon x 2 
GCor'(~ill X 1 Pennsylvania x 1 
lIuwaii x 4 Puerto Hico x 1 
Idol1O X 3 Rhode Island x 1 
lIli nois x I South Cat'olinn x 1 • Indiana x 4 South Dakota x 1 
Iowa x 3 Tennessee x 1 
Knllsus x 3 Texas x 1 
I( cntllcky x 1 U.S. Federal x 4 
Louis'intta x 1 Utah x 3 
I\!nine x I Vermont x 2 

• i\1l1rylllnd x 1 ViIginia x 1 
I\Iassflcl1usc t ts x 4 Washington x 4 
~Ii(!higHIl X 1 "'Test Virginia x 1 
1\1 innasola x 2 Wisconsin x 2 
hlississippi x 4 Wyoming x 1 
~'I issolll'i x 1 

• 
* Level II Codes: 1. Active Part ic ipa t ion--reporting 1979 data 

1077, and Hl76 entries) in hand-scored format 
(1079, 1978, 

2. Active Participation-l'cporting 1979 data in automated • fOl'mat 

3. Active Purt icipn tion--I'cpol'ting 1979 dntn in (1 

combination of tile hand-scol'cd and automated formats 

4. Not reporting 1979 data • 

• 

• 
~-.", .. .. .. -... -""----,~.. .. .. - ........... " 
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ATTACHMENT II 

Ol'gll.nizationnl Strllcture of nn Adult 
Pt'obntion Agency and Its 

Associa ted 0 ffices 

!. 
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COil tm I 

Organizational Structure of nn Adul~ 
Probation Agency and Its 

Associa ted 0 ffices 

Q 
I 

I 

ATTACH MENT II 

r-----------t----------r, 
I I I 
I ! i 

[] 0 [] 
I I 
I I 

~A~r~c~o~------.----------- l 1~---~:-;----~-L-~-: I ~---;!;---~ 
I _I 5-----6 0 

131'1ll1C 11 

I I 
I I 
I I 

I I 

6 d Sntcllilc 

r ..... M 
..... , .... " ------------ • - -. -_. -. .-.-- - .... - .... - '" -."- . -.. -.. ,,- _ .. -----r"" 1 

__, J 



• 

e· 

• 

• 

.; 

• 1 

.' 

• 

• 
i 
I 

I~ 
I 
L 

ATTACHMENT III' 

Challges in the Population of Adult Probation Offices 
(I!)7G-l!J7D) by i\,Iujot' Geo[Jrnphicnl Area, State, or 
Territorial Jurisdiction, and Level of Government 
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Clllmges in· the Population of 
Adult I'robation Offices J 1976 :..' 1979 

ATTACHHENT III 

by Major Geographical Area, State, or Territorial 
Jurisdiction, and Level of Government 

NORTHEAST 

Connecticut: State 
County 
Municipal 

Maine: State 
County 
Municipal 

Massachusetts: State 
County 
Municipal 

New Hampshire: State 
County 
Municipal 

New Jersey: State 
County 
Municipal 

New York: St~te 
County 
Municipal 

Pennsylvania: State 

Puerto Rico: 

Rhode Island: 

Vermont: 

Virgin Is: 

County 
Municipal 

State 
County 
Municipal 
State 
County 
Municipal 

ADULT PROBATION 
OFFICES 

1976 

5 
o 
o 
5 
o 
o 
1 

70 
12 
14 
o 
8 

o 
25 
o 
7 

59 
2 , 

30 
62 

1 

nr 

14 
o 
o 
9 
o 
o 

nr 

324 

1979 

21 
o 
o 
6 
o 
o 

83 
o 
o 

15 
o 

15 
1 

21 
o 
3 

54 
22 

30 
105 

o 
12 

15 
o 
o 
9 
o 
o 
2 

414 

Change 

+ 16 
o 
o 

+ 1 
o 
o 

+ 82 
70 
12 

+ 1 
o 

+ .7 

+ 1 
4 
o 
4 
5 

+ 20 
o 

+ 43 
1 

+ 12 

+ 1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

+ 2 

+ 90 
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ADULT PROBATION 
OFFICES 

•. 
NORTH CENTRAL 1976 1979 Change 

~; Illinois: State 10 1 9 
County 58 ,85 + 27 
Hunicipal 0 0- 0 

· l Indiana: State 4 0 4 
County 92 108 + 16 

.~ Municipal 8 7 1 t j 

Iowa: State 12 1 11 
, , County 0 37 + 37 

Municipal 0 0 0 
, . , . 

Kansas: State 23 30 + 7 • County 41 0 41 ,., 
, I 

Municipal 0 4 +', 4 ' . 
I 

~ J 

Michigan: State 99 78 21 
I 1 County 8 104 + 96 · , , , Hunicipal 3 2 1 

. i\J Minnesota: State 38 43 + 5 
r 1 County 52 81 + 29 
· I · . Municipal 0 0 0 ! 
L .• J 

Missouri: State 27 27 0 
r 1 County 0 1 + 1 
~J Municipal 2 2 0 

Nebraska: State 14 35 + 21 
!l County 2 0 2 
LJ Municipal 0 2 + 2 

N Dakota: State 13 10 3 
~1 County ,0 0 0 

Ll Municipal 0 0 0 
Ohio: State 21 46 + 25 

r ~ 

County 81 55 26 
• J 

Municipal 6 0 -' 6 .\ S Dakota: State 33 28 5 
County 0 0 0, 

: j Municipal 0 0 0 
Wisconsin: State 50 90 + 40 

County 3 0 3 

• Municipal 0 0 0 

700 877 + 177 

• 
-.~ 
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ADULT.PROBATION 

OFFICES 

• SbUTH' 1976 1979 Change 

Alabama: State 39 42 + 3 
County 4 O. 4 
Municipal 1 1 0 

Arkansas: State 6 22 .+ 16 •• County 9 25 + 16 
Municipal 3 4 + 1 

Delaware: State 2 1 1 , County 0 0 0 - . 
Municipal 0 0 0 .: District of Columbia: 2 1 1 I 

I 
• J Florida: State 59 86 + 27 

County 0 0 0 
Municipal 0 0 0 · . Georgia: State 89 84 5 • County 0 7 + 7 r 1 . Municipal 0 0 0 · ! 

'" .1 
Kentucky: . State 57 57 0 , , Co'unty '0 0 0 I 

Municipal 0 0 0 .: 
Louisiana: State 18 19 + 1 , -1 County 1 0 1 

Municipal 1 2 + 1 u 
Maryland: State 5 5 0 

~J County 1 0 1 
Municipal 0 0 0 

Mississippi: State 21 37 t 16 11 County 0 0 0 U Municipal 0 0 0 
N Carolina: S,tate 10 10 0 

'J County 0 0 0 
Municipal 0 0 0 

Oklahoma: Stat.e 8 39 + 31 
U County 0 0 0 

Municipal 0 2 + 2 • S Carolina: State 44 47 + 3 1'1 County 0 0 0 U Municipal 0 0 O· 
-

11 
Tennessee: .State 20 21 + 1 

County 0 ·0 0 -.1 Municipal 0 2 +-_£ 

! 1 
Texas: State .65 1 - .64 --. ,., Co~nty 87 179 + '92 

Municipal 0 0 0 

f] 
~ " 

. ,~.tv"'" •• ' ~',....~~. .. .-"" ... '"'":";~ ... ~ . • '1\','lr1!'l"""" " • ... J .. ';I'rwr .. .~"." '.-:-w"""" 1- , . 



• 
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 

• County 9 0 9 
Municipal 0 0 0 

616 769 + 153 .: 
, I HEST 

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 
\ 1 Municipal 0 3 + 3 .: 
• .J Guam: nr 1 + 1 
r 1 Hatvaii: State 4 5 + 1 , 

County 0 0 0 , 
i j Municipal 0 0 0 

"1 Idaho: State 8 '8 0 
County 0 0 '0 

L ; Municipal 0 0 0 
Hontana: State 13 18 + 5 

County 0 0 0 

• Municipal 0 0 0 
• 1 Nevada: State 5 8 + 3, 
• j 

County 0 0 0 
Municipal 0 0 0 

New Mexico: 'State 21 24 + 3 .' County 0 0 0 
Municipal 1 0 1 

Northern Hariana .. 
" 

.. 
Is lands nr 1 + 1 

• I 

f-- -- _ .. --.-.. -~. -- ~_ ... ~ ".¥ ... ---•. '._-::~Jf' "-' '._' .. -",-~~ . "" ,- ... _, -, ........ ~ ~ I - ~ 
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l.. ." ADULT PROBATION 
OFFICES 

WEST (cont.) 1976 1979 Change 

• Oregon: State 34 40 + 6 
County 14 22 + 8 
Municipal 0 0 0 

" Trust Territory - Pac. Is. nr 1 + 1 .' Utah: State 4 4 0 
County 0 0 0 
Municipal 0 0 0 

Washington: State 6 4 2 
County 11 31 + 20 

(-
Municipal 2 2 0 .. Wyoming: State 14 17 + 3 
County 0 0 0 

'. Muhicipal 0 0 0 
C' 1 

.-- 291 343 + 52 

I . 
.. _...i 

f 1 

.J 

;1 
., " .1 

I 
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• 
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ATTACHI\1ENT IV 

Level of Brnncll 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 
! f 

Agencies by Type and N~ber 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 
ARIZONA 

Judicial (County): 14 14 
ARKANSAS 

State: 1 6 15 22 
Judicial. (County): 23 2 25 
Municipal: 4 ,4 

CALIFORNIA 
County: : 58 39 97 

COLORADO 

Judicial (State): 1 22 4 27 
County: 1 '1 
Municipal 3 3 

CONNECTICUT 
Judicial (State): 1 4 16 'l 21 

DELAHARE 
• .I. t I 

State: 1 1 

DIST. OF COLUNBIA 
Judicial: 1 1 

I 



•• • • ' . • " • . • " L.._ L ......... >i \... ~ .. 0' J " t •. _ '" ~ l ... .. ,~. : • • • 

Area Branch Office 
Central Regional Area Branch Satellite Total ' . 

FLORIDA 
State: 1 5 20 60 86 

GEORGIA 
State: 1 42 41 84 I County: 7 7 

.1 
HAWAII 

I Jud~cial iState): 1, 4 5 r 
1 
I 

IDAHO 
I State: 1 7 8 
~ ILLINOIS I 
! Judicial (State): 1 1 County: 70 15 85 INDIANA 

County: 108 \h 108 Muncipal 7. 7 IOWA 
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 t .r- 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 

.--- .. ~ .... ~.~.----- - , . .....--_._-... ----- . '''..0-<--- __ 

State: .. 4 12 60 77 J. 

,Judicial (State): 1 1 
Judicial (County): 92 4 96 
County: 4 4 8 
Judicial (Munic): 1 1 

i_. Municipal 1 l' 
MINNESOTA 

State: 1 3 13 26 .43 
County: 55 24 2 81 --- ~ .. _. 

MISSISSIPPI 
State: 1 36 37 

MISSOURI 
State: 1 24 2 27 
County: 1 1 
Municipal.: 2 2 

MONTANA 
State: 1 3 14 18 

NEBRASKA ." f • 

Judicial (State): 1 16 18 35 
Municipal: 2 2 

I 
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l , 
! Area Branch Office 

Central Regional Area Branch Satellite Total 

PENNSYLVANIA 
State: 1 10 19 30 
County: 64 41 105 

RHODE ISLAND 
Sta.te: 1 14 ).5 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
Sta.te: 1 46 47 

" 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

Judicial (State) : . 1 8 19 28 

TENNESSEE 
State·: 1 8 12. 21 
Municipal: 2 . 2 

TEXAS 
State: 1 1 

-" Judicial (County) : 10.1+ 75 179 
UTAH 

St,ate: 1 3 4 
VERMONT 

State: 1 8 9 
! VIRGINA. 

State: 1 38 39 . ~ .. 
WASHINGTON 

St.ate: 1 J 3 4 

County: 23 8 31 

Municipal: 2 2 

I .~ 
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Area Branch Office 

Central Regional Area Branch Satellite Total 

NEVADA 
State: 1 5 2 S 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
State :. 1 14 15 
Judicial (Munic): 15 15 

NEW -JERSEY 
" Judicial (State): 1 1 

, County: 21' 21 
NEW HEXICO 

State: 1 4 19 24 
! 
; 
I' 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 

I OHIO 
i , State: 1 5 7 33 46 
I 
I County: 55 55 
j 

, . ~ OKLAHOMA 
1 , State: 1 7 31 39 

Municipal: 2 2 
.. 

OREGON 
State: 1 3 10 20 6 40 

o , 
: 

County: 17 5 22 . /.; 
" 

I 

, I 
J 

I 
.-J 

I 
of .... 
" 
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ATTAClIl\1EN'l' V 

Numbet' of Projected Heporting Contacts for 
Adult Probation by i\lnjor Geocrl'nphical Area 

and Stute or Territorial JUl'isdiction 



.: ATTACl! ;\IENT v 

Numbel' of Projectcd Hcporting Contacts for 
Adul t Probu lion by MnjOl' Geo(jrnpllical Area 

and Slate or Terl'itorinl Jul'isdiction 

• Centralized Reporting Deccntralized Rcportin~ 

# # # # # It 
Contact Offices Contl'act Offices Contrnct Offices ----

• Northeast 
Connecticut 1 21 
r,lnine 1 6 
[11 ns.'l flchusetts 1 83 
New lin mpshll'c 1 30 
New Jersey 1 22 

• Nc\'.' York 1 79' 
Pennsylvania 1 135 
Puerto Rico 1 12 
Ithode Island 1 15 
Vermont 1 9 
Vit'gin Islands 1 2 

• 11 414 
N ol'thecl1 trnl 

III i 11.0 is 1 80 
Il1cliJ) nn 1 115 
IOWll 1 38 
1\ IlllSnS 1 30 4 4 

• ;,i icllilJal1 2 174 4 8 2 <j 
OJ 

;\1inncsotu 1 124 
~1 issourl 1 27 1 1 2 2 
Ncl)J'nskn 1 35 2 2 
North iJakota 1 10 
Ollio 1 46 55 55 • South Dnkotn 1 28 
Wiscol1sin 1 90 

13 803 ,60 64 ro ro 
Soulll 

• AIIl!;mrna 1 42 1 ) 

r\ I'k I) nS/lS 1 22 23 25 4 4 
))e]tIIVUrc I I 
J)istl'ict of Columbia 1 
Flor ida 1 86 
Georgill 1 84 7 7 .' l(cl1lllcky 1 57 
Louisiana 1 19 2 2 
,\lll1'ylnl1d 1 5 
i.l is::lissippi I 37 
Horlh Carolillu 1 10 
01\ l/lhol11 n 1 39 2 2 

• :.,ollth Cal'Olillll 1 47 
Tennossee 1 21 ') 2 " 
'['C'XllS 1 167 13 13' 
Vil'g-inin ] 3f) 
Wosl Vil'Gillin 2 36 

18 713. 43 45 IT IT 

• 
~_""'+'l! __ • ________ ~ __ o, ____ ~ .... ' . . --

---~------ - - -------- - ----
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•• West 

Alaskn 1 14 
American Samoa 1 1 
Ari:wI'Ill 1 14 
California 1 97 

• Colorado 1 27 1 1 3 3 
Guam 1 1 
Hawn ii 1 5 
Id/lho 1 8 
MontanLl 1 18 
Nevada 1 8 

• New ~1cxico 1 24 
NortllCl'l1 ~.1nl'inrw Is. 1 1 
Ol'egon 1 40 17 22 
Trust Tert'itol'ies 1 1 
Utah 1 4 
W nshi nf~lon 1 4 23 31 2 2 

• Wyoming 1 17 
17 284 IT 54 5 5 

of) \:. 
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• ATTACH ME NT VI 

1 !)79 Seminar Agenda 
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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 AND PAROLE RELATED RESEARCH 
1979 UPR SEMINAR 

AGEHDA 

MONDAY) OCTOBER 15) 1979 

REGISTRATION 

WELCOME 

- 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 
Proje':!t Monitor 

(Lewis & Clark - West) 

(Lewis & Clark - West) 

National Criminal Justice Information 
and Sta'tist'ic8 Service (NCJISS) 

Law Enforcement Assistance Administration 
(LEAA) 

l.Jashington, 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 

TUESD,~Y) OCTOBER 16) 1979 

COFFEE / REGISTRATION 

(Lewis & Clark - West) 

(Lewis & Clark - West) 
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UPR UPDATE AND REVIEH (Lewis & C~~k - West) 

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

- UPR Staff 

KEYNOTE PANEL (Lewis & CZa~k - West) 

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

- Leslie Wilkins, Ph.D. 
Professor 
State University 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 & CZa~k •. East) 

WORKSHOPS 

1. DATA RELATED ISSUES 
Manual Reporting . 

- Ellen L. McNeil 
UPR Manager of Data Services 

~ Bill Elms 
UPR'Research Assistant 

- Anner Montgomery 
UPR Data Entry Specialist 

- Elsie Semrad 
UPR Systems Analyst 

(Kaw) 

I 'Ijo ,. 
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2. NEW DIRECTIONS (Osage - North) 
National Probation Reporting 
- Frank R. Hel1um 

UPR Project Co-Director 
Marcia Empey 
UPR Re8earch Associate 

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

3. NEW DIRECTIONS 
Legislative Update 

- Michael Kannensohn 

(Os,age - South) 

Special Assistant for Criminal Justice 
Council for State Governments 
Lexington, KY 

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

4. PAROLE GUIDELINES (Lewis & CZark - West) 
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 O~egon 

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

WORKSHOPS 

·1. DATA RELATED ISSUES (Kaw) 
Sampling and Quality Control 
- John Freeman, Ph.D. 

Professor 
University of California at Berkeley 
Paul Litsky 
UPR Research Associate 

.-"--".~.'"''--.--'''-''' .......... _-_ ....... _ .. _ ........... __ .. -.. -,_ ........ -.~ _ ...... ,._., .... .. .' ------ " ,~ 
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2. USING RESEARCH (Osag~ - 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 
State Reports 

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

(Osage - South) 

Director of Research and Statistics 
Pennsylvania Board of Probation and Parole 

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

4. NEW DIRECTIONS 
Prison P~pulation 

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

- Carol B. Kalish 
Project Monitor 
NCJISS/LEAA 
Washington, DC 
Vida Ryan 

(Lewis & Clark - West) 

Chief, Management Information 
California Department of Corrections 

WEDNESDAY) OCTOBER 17) 1979 

8:30 - 9:00 a.m. COFFEE (Lewis & Clark - West) 

r"'-------------------- -----.-.... -.--_. __ .-.. _ . ..." .. "\-, ...... -.... ~ ..... - ..... '- ........... . .... " 
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1. DATA RELATED ISSUES 
Automated' OBSCIS/UPR/NPS 

- Ellen L. McNeil 
UPR Manager of Data Services 

- Chester E. Bowie 
Chief 
National Prisoner Statistics 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 

- Bill Elms 
UPR Research Assistant 

- Paul Litsky 
UPR Research Associate 

- Van Mitchell 
OBSCIS Project Manager 
Search Group, Inc. 
Sacramento, CA 
Elsie Semrad 
UPR Systems Analyst 

2. USING RESEARCH 
Special Research Topics 
- James L. Galvin, Ph.D. 

UPR Project Director 
- Cynthia Mahabir, D.Crim~ 

UPR Research Associate 
Kenneth Polk Ph.D. 
Professor . 
University of Oregon 

3. NEH DIRECTIONS . 
Legislative Update 
- Michael Kennensohn 

-' 

(Kaw) 

(Osage - North) 

(Osage - South) 

Special Assistant for Criminal Justice 
Council for State Governments 
Lexington, KY 
Cheryl H. Ruby, Ph.D. 
UPR Project Co-Director 

,"," .. . 
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, 
4. NEW DIRECTIONS 

National Probation 
(Lewis & ClArk - West) 

Reporting 
Frank R. He11um 
UPR Project Co-Director 

- Marcia Empey 
UPR Research Associate 

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

- Charles '.Jhee1er., Ph. D. 
Project Director 
Mott-McDonald Associates, Inc. 
Washington, DC 

PANEL (Lewis & Clark - West) 

Research and Parole Related Community 
P~ogr~ms 

1. NEW DIRECTIONS IN COMMUNITY SUPERVISION 
- 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 
- Cynthia Mahabir, D.Crim • 

UPR Research Associate 

4. RESPONDENT 
Arthur Pearl, Ph.D. 
Professor 
University of California at Santa Cruz 

• -t+ ,..... .. ..... -~ ..... '.- ......... .. . ..,,... • .... -r-
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BUSINESS AND BUREAUCRACY (Lewis & Czark - West) 

Collection of Expense Records and Evaluations 

Margene 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, 
etc. 

A D J 0 U R ~ HEN T * 

--------------------------------------------



-----~-~-~-

• 
. } 

• 

.' 
A'f'f AClI !\'lENT VII 

• 197 D Task Force Meeting lleport 
\ 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

•• 
,'" " 



." 
J 

• 

• 

• 

• 

e. 

e 
... .! 

e; 

.. e 

.' 

UNIFORM PAROLE REPORTS 

TASK FORCE MEETING 

September 24-25, 1979 

FINAL REPORT 

-

.. 

'" I 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

.~ 

• 

.' I 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

1. PURPOSE AND AGENDA OF THE MEETING 

II. PARTICIPANTS OF THE MEETING 

III. MAJOR RECO~~ENDATIONS OF THE TASK FORCE 

A. Community Alternatives Study (Level III) 

B. Plan for Special Studies (Level III) 

C. Plan for Information Referral Activities 

1 

2 

3 

3 

4 

(Level IV) 4 

D. Individual Case Data Base Coding Issues 
(Level II) 

·E. Aggregate Parole Data 1980 Revisions 
(Level I) 

F. National Probation Reporting Study 

IV. LIST OF SUPPORTING HATERIALS 

5 

5 

6 

7 

..... 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

I. PURPOSE AND AGENDA 

A. Purpose 

A UPR Task Force meeting was held o~ 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). 

expanding 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. Introduction and discussion of agenda 

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

a. 
b. 
c. 

Community Alternatives Study 
Developing a plan for Special Stc LlJ.!S 

Developing a plan for Clearinghf" .:! functions 

3. Individual Case Data Base (Level II) 

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

4. Aggrega~e 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 
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II. PARTICIPANTS · , 
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A. Task Force Members 

Ira Blalock 

John J. Galvin 

John Iptlin; Ph. D. 

Paul Kusuda 

'Kenneth 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, Califon1ia 

Director 
Office of Systems and Evaluation 
Department of Corrections 
Madison, His cons in 

Professor 
Department of Sociology 
University of Oregon 
Eugene, Oregon 

B. National Criminal Justice Information and Statistics Service! 
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration 

Carol Kalish 

C. UPR Staff 

l.Jilliam Elms 
Marcia Empey 
Margcne Fudenna 
James L. Galvin, Ph.D. 
Frank R. Hellum 
Paul Litsky 
Cynthia Mahabir, D.Crim. 
Ellen L. McNeil 
Cheryl H. Ruby, Ph.D. 

Project }ionitor 
NCJISS/LEAA 
Washington I 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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III. MAJOR RECOMHENDATIONS OF THE TASK FORCE 

1 A. Community Alternatives Study 
j 

eJ 
1 
j 

• .>1 

• "f!I 

r 
I 
L J 

~.: 

L 

, 
~ ., 

• 

• 

• 

Najor Recommendation: .For Pha~e 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. To do this, the Task Force suggested the following: 

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

2. Hake 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. 

3. 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 positiv~ 
alternatives? 

b. Since halfway houses predominate among parole­
related community program~, UPR might do a 
com arison of halfwa houses using level of 
custo ia as t e main basis of com­
parison. 

c. 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
vidual case-based data) on a."prospective" 
basis by: a) defining career development. and 
b) identifying through Level II dffenders who 
receive this service and those who should have 
received it and did not. 

0- I'" . 
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B. Plan for Speclal Studies (Level III) 

Maj or Recommendation: The Task Force recommended th~,t UPR 

proceed with its plan to conduct follow-up phases for both the 

LLfe 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 i~ the area of parole. 

3. 
. . 

Bibliographf of parole literature. A Newsletter 
section cou d be developed for a listing of recent 
publications in the parole field. Possible sources 

,'" . 



e,' 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

.1 

• 

• 

-5-

of information include other bibliographies such 
as the National Criminal Justice Reference Service, 
NeCD'library services, and direct contact with " 
publishers of criminal justice materials. 

4. Summaries of recent parole research. Develop a 
systematic review of published research in the 
parole field \vith possible abstracts or summaries 
in the Newsletter. This type ,of activity and the 
bibliography effort could add to the in-house 
capacity 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 corresponus 

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. 

Discussion: The Task Force felt that the existing 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 UCRreporting 

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 format to more easily 

su~mit offense data according to the UPR scheme. 

E. ~gregate Parole Data (Level I) 

Major Recommendation: The Task Force recommended tha-t in 1980 

UPR follow the data collection procedures and ~eporting format 

~--~- ~~-~~-~~~ '. 
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used the previous year. 

Discussion: Part of the discussion consisted of revi-ewing 

the current status of Level I: the distribution date for Parole 

ip 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 fprmat for the 1980 

publication as in 1979. In 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. In 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 recom~ended that NPRS 

• 

• 

• 

proceed with its proposed activities, 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-year activ-

ities of NPRS incl.uding 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: 

1 .... ., 
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Interim directory of adult probation. It will b~ 
be organized by state and sent to each office w~thin 
the respective jurisdictions. The mailing will 'also 
be the method of monitoring the agency/office popu­
lation. 

Adult probation newsletter. A presentation of 
selected first-year findings Dn the organization of 
adult probation offices. It will be the initial 
effort in establishing a forum for an adult proba­
tion ~nforrnation ref~rral service. 

Anal~sis of a¥ency/o'ffice classification' data. An 
exam~nation 0 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. 

5. 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 specifically for adult probation. 
Include people involved with probation at the state 
and local levels. 

2. Clarify whether data collection will comprise felony 
population only or combined f~lony/misdemeanant popu-
lation. . 

3. Establish coordination with APPA to help identify 
the problems and solutions for national probation 
reporting. 
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IV. LIST OF SUPPORTI~G MATERIALS 

Each memb.er of the Task Force received copies of: 

• Community studies summary table 

• Community studies list of program examples 

• Level III memo on potential projects 

• NPRS Inquiry Packet: cover letter, inquiry form, and 
glossary 

• NPRS narrative from the UPR 1980 Refunding Proposal 

• NCIC Offense Codes 

• NPS Offense Codes 

• UCR Offense Codes 

• Unpublished dictionary of crime classification systems 

• Level I data collection instrument 

• UPR Scmirlar schedule 

The abov~ materials are on file in the Uniform Parole Reports 

office and are available upon request. 
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IV. LIST OF SUPPORTING MATERIALS 

Each memb.er of the Task Force received copies of: 

• Community studies summary table 

* Community studies list of program exampleG 

• Level III memo on potential projects 

• NPRS Inquiry Packet: cover letter, inquiry form, and 
glossary 

• NPRS narrative from the UPR 1980 Refunding Proposal 

• NCIC Offense Codes 

• NPS Offense Codes 

• UCR Offense Codes 

• Unpublished dictionary of crime classification systems 

• Level I data collection instrument 

• UPR Seminar schedule 

The abov~ materials are on file in the Uniform Parole Reports 

office and are available upon request. 
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ATTACll]\1ENT VIII 

1 D7D Individual Case-Based Dutn System 
Instruc tion }llJ.nual 



,\j: - l fORMPJ\K'" 

/ I STATE 10 NUMBER: 
MONTH r DAY I YEA~ 

it TE OF PAROlE ENTRY: BIRTHDATE: 

::--,:rr NAME: FBI NUMBER: AGENCY PAROLING: 

AGENCY RECEIVING: 

PAROLE DATA 
1.0 PAROLE AUTHORITY DECISION 

A. TYPE OF 2.0 MANDATORY RELEASE 
:Ot-JDITIONAl RELEASE:3.0 OTHER: __________ _ 

X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

• B :ONDITION OF 
1.0 ACTIVE SUPERVISION 
2.0 INACTIVE SUPERVISION 

RELEASE: .'r 3.0 PAROLED TO CUSTODY. DETAINER OR WARRANT 

X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 
'r .9llor #.1 iJ r~ .. t,J, 'in Ji,utl'} In Julin" Q. omilli",) urlio"J C.p 

C. PAROlE OR 
REPAROlE: 

1. 0 FIRST PAROLE ON CURRENT SENTENC' 
2.0 REPAROLE ON CURRENT SENTENCE 

X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

I 
I 

MONjH rEAP, 
D. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE PAROlE DATE: ________ ---f---

/ 
MONTH i 

YE"'~ 

E. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE DISCHARGE DATE: ______ -I-_. 

F. AGGREGATE MAXIMUM RELEASE DATE: 
I L 

MON;>j YEA~ 

BACKGROUND DATA 

• SEX 

• H. RACE/ETHNICITY 

1.0 MALE 
~.O FEMALE 
X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

1.0 AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKAN NATIVE 
2.0 ASIAN OR PACIFIC ISLANDER 

3.0 BLACK. NOT OF HISPANIC ORIGIN 
.4.0 HISPANIC 
• 5.0 WHITE. NOT OF HISPA.NIC ORIGIN 
X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

I. EDUCATION 

00.0 
* 1-8.0 
* 9-12.0 
*l3.16.0 

17.0 
18·0 

19.0 
20.0 
22.0 
XX.O 

NONE OR KINDERGARTEN 

GRADE SCHOOlh 
HIGH SCHOOl .---~. 

SOME COlLEGE .J.Jiy!.ol G,ad. 
COllEGE' GRADUATE 
SOME GRADUATE SCHOOL 

MASTER'S DEGREE 

Ph.D., M.D .• J.D., OTHER 
GED OR HED 
UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

COURT AND CORRECTIONAl OAT A 
J. TYPE OF MOST RECENT ADMISSiON TO PRISON SYSTEM: :-=..:..!.;...:..=.....:~~--------------------

1.0 NEW COURT COMMITMENT 
2.0 PROBATION ViOlATION/NEW CONVICTION 

PAROlE VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION 
TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION 

3.0 PROBATION VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION 

5.0 
6.0 
7.0 
x'. 0 

OTHER __________________________ ___ 

• 4.0 PAROLE VIOLATION/NEW CONVICTION UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

------------------------------------------~------------------------------------------K JATE OF MOST RECENT 
ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM MONTH 

I 
r YEAR 

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

Iv :URRENT SENTENCE OFFENSE CODES: C}or mu/tir!. olf."w, ck-cll/', 1/',,, 00!Zl mOJI JuiOUJ, anJ <ire I, I/" co .. /,oll.·M) ofl."u) 

• 10. CRIMES AGAINST PERSON 

O MURDER/NONNEGUGENT 
II. MANSLAUGHTER 

12. 0 NEGLIGENT MANSLAUGHTER 

13.0 FORCIBLE RAPE 
14. 0 ROBBERY 

20. PROPERTY CRIMES 

21. 0 BURGLARY 
22. 0 lARCENY/THEFT 
23. 0 MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

30. OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES 

31.0 A'RSON 

3::? 0 FORGERY/COUNTERFEITING 
33. 0 FRAUD/EMBEZZLEMENT 
34. 0 STOLEN PROPERTY • 

40. All OTHER OFFENSES 

42.0 COM.Y.ERCIAL SEX OFFENS 

43. 0 OTHER SEX OFFENSE 
44.0 NARCOTIC LAW VIOLATIO 

45.0 ALCOHOL LAW VIOlATIOr-. 

46. 0 WEAPON OFFENSE • 17.0 AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 
F=================================================9 47.[JESCAPE 

48.0 SIMPLE ASSAULT 

XX.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 49.0 OTHER 

. 
N. COUNTY OF COMMITMENT FOR THI~ SENTENCE 

• ':Jl, n"'n/y in u'~ill. I~, """""'.lJin~ II .. ,n"I, .. I/'·n<j J.·"I ... " iJ /,'rn/"IJ ________________ --;:=~;:;.;;-;:~-----------
NAME OF COUNry 

0. '0TIME CREDITS ALLOWED FROM JAil BY JUDGE OR . 
STATUTE ON THIS CONTROLLING SENTENCE. ___ . __________________________ ~ _____________ =~::;-;:c:-::;----

NUMBER or O~YS 
::>. WMBER OF PRIOR KNOWN INCARCERATIONS ON A COURT COMMITMENT WITH 

SENTENCE OF QtoIE YEAR OR MORE IN ADULT CORRECTIONAL FACllITY. ________________________ ~=;;__----
",u,yf,(Q 

I COMPLETED BY _-,:-::~ __ _ 
INIrlAlS 

Q :OMPLETION DATE 
MO>/lil r IE~R R. INDIVIDUAL AGENCY USE. D D D C 
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UNIFORM PAROLE 'REPORTS 

Instruction Manual Supplement 

Variable 

D. Minimum Eligible 
Parole Date 

E. Minimum Eligible 
Discharge Date 

F. Aggregate Maximum 
Release Date 

Type of Most Recent 
Admission to Prison 
System 

K. Date of Most Recent 
Admission to Prison 
'Sys tern 

L. Date of Original 
Admission to Prison 
System 

.. 

Entry 

Required Relationships 

a. Must be prior to or equal to Date 
6f Parole Entry. 

a. Must be later than the Hinimum 
Eligible Parole Date (D). 

a. Must be equal to or later than 
the Minimum Eligible Discharge 
Date (E). 

a. If 1 (first parole) was checked 
in C (Parole/Reparole), must be 1, 
2, 3, 4, 6, 7, or X. 

h. If 2 (reparole) was checked in C 
(Parole/Reparole), must be 4 or 5. 

a. Must be pridr to or equal to Date 
of Parole Entry; later than or equal 
to Date of Original Admission to Pri 

a. Must be prior to or equal to Date 
of Host Recent Admission to Prison 
System. 

b. If 1, 2, or 3 was checked in J 
(Type of Admission), must be equal 
to Date of Most Recent Admission 
to Prison System. 

c. If 5 was checked in J (Type of 
Admission) J must be prior to Date 
of Most Recent Admission to Prison 
System . 

" . 
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,TE OF PAROlE ENTRY; 

• 
BIRTH DATE; I I ST ATE ID NUMBER: 

MONTH r DAY I YeAR 

\~.~ECT NAME: ,"'. '11 . ..; .. 
FBI NUMBER; AGENCY PAROLING: 

AGENCY RECEIVING· . ' .. ',1': . 
f- p7.tIJ. C~ul On. 180, 0 .9n G'tU~ Sullo" I..~'./"WI 

PAROLE DATA 

""". 1.0 PAROlE AUTHORITY DECISION 1.0 FIRST PAR'OLE ON CURRENT SENTENC 
C. PAROLE OR A. TYPE OF 2.0 MANDATORY RELEA"SE REPAROLE; 2.0 REPAROLE .ON CURRENT SENTENCE 

CONDITIONAL RELEASE;3.0 OTHERI X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 
X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED . 

D. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE PAROLE DATE: I , •.. 
I MONTH YE~r 1.0 ACTIVE SUPERVISION 

~ CONDITION OF 2.0 INACTIVE SUPERVISION E. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE DISCHARGE DATE: L 
RELEASE; 1'( 3.0 PAROlED TO CUSTODY. DETAINER OR WARRANT MONTH 

j 
YEM 

X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED F. AGGREGATE MAXIMUM RELEASE DATE: / 
-:r J!to, /1.1 iJ <~rrt.'/, '/" ,/;, ... 11" 10 J • ..tir", Q, omi/Un'} Ur lionJ Cop MONTH 

. r- YE,q 

1-. 
BACKGROUND DATA 

•. SEX 1.0 MALE 
00,0 2.0 FEMALE NONE OR KINDERGARTEN 

X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED \'r 1-8.0 GRADE SCHOOL 
\"( 9.12.0 HIGH SCHOOL 

.J./;'l/"JI (;,,,,/, ','r 13.16.0 SOME COllEGE 

1.0 AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKAN NATIVE I. EDUCATION 17.0 COllEGE GRADUATE 

t. RACE/ETHNICITY 
2.0 ASIAN OR PACIFIC ISLANDER 18·0 SOME GRADUATE SCHOOL 

3.0 BLACK, NOT OF HISPANIC ORIGII'~ 19.0 MASTER'S DEGREE 
4.0 HISPANIC 20.0 Ph.D., M.D .• J.D .• OTHER 
5.0 WHITE. NOT OF HISP~NIC ORIGIN 22.0 GED OR HED 
X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED XX.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPC>RTED 

~ '* JI to/{ /0:' H [. [6 iJ r/'".l.J,,,!.,, ..... ,iI. ,'" f/', ~;')~'Jf 9",,1. rom"I.,,,/. --• COURT AND CORRECTIONAL DATA · 

J. TYPE OF MOST RECHH ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM: 

• 

• 

1.0 NEW COURT COMMITMENT 5.0 PAROlE VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION 

7.0 PROBATION VIOLATION/NEW CONVICTION 6.0 TRANSFER OR JURISDICTION 
3.0 PROBATION VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION 7.0 OTHER ______________ _ 

4.0 PAROLE VIOLATION/NEW CONVICTiON' X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

DATE OF MOST RECENT 
ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM 

10. CRIMES AGAINST PERSON 

11. 0 WILLFUL HOMICIDE 

12. 0 INVOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER 
13. 0 FORCIBLE RAPE 

14. 0 ARMED ROBBERY 

15. 0 UNARMED ROBBERY 

16. 0 ASSAULT 

MONTH 
I 
J YEAR 

20. PROPERTY CRIMES (UCR PART 1) 

21. 0 BURGLARY 
22.0 LARCENY 
23.0 MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

l. DATE OF ORIGINAL ADMISSION TO 
PRISON ON THIS AGGREGATED SENTENCE / 

MONTH r YEA,' 

30. OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES 

31.0 ARSON 

32.0 FORGERY 

33.0 FRAUD 

34.0 RECEIVING STOLEN PROPERTY 

35.0 OTHER 

40. ALL OTHER OFFENSE: 

41.0 STATUTORY RAPE 

42.0 COMMERCIAL SEX OFFE.' 
43.0 OTHER SEX OFFENSE 
44.0 NARCOTIC LAW VIOLAii' 
45.0 ALCOHOL LAW VIOLATIC 
46.0 WEAPON POSSESSIO!-

47.0 ESCAPE 

XX.O UW:NOWN OR NOT .REPORTED 49.0 OTHER ____ _ 

t-l COUNTY OF COMMITMENT FOR THIS SEt-HENCE 

(:;~, rnunl" in UI~;I ~ I/" '''H,I,ItIJJ;n~II~, (,,,,,,.01/,·,,'.1 J'n/~n. ~ ,'J tu nl.,,/) ____________ ~~:;;_;::;;=;-----------
• NAME OF COUNTY 

1:'~T TIME CREDITS ALLOWED FROM JAIL BY JUDGE OR 
, STATUTE ON THIS SENTENCE • __________________ .~ _____________ ..:. __________________ __;:==;-;;-;;,.--__ _ 

NU ..... ec ~ OF DAYS 
F NUMBER OF PRIOR KNOWN INCARCERATIONS ON A COURT COMMITMENT WITH . 

SENTENCE OF mlE YEAR OR MORE IN ADULT CORRECTIONAL FACllITY. _______________________ -:-::-;:-==-__ _ 

t"UM8E~ 

• COMPLETION DATE _'~~-I-/......,-:-=-_ 
MW;fIt I Y['R 

COMPLETED BY _~~ __ 
INIlIAlS 

R. INDIVIDUAL AGENCY USE DC-JDe 
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May, 1979 
ENTRY DATA 

I. IDENTIFYING DATA 

Five variables (Date of Parole Entry, Birthdate, State 
ID Number, Agency Paroling, and Agency Receiving) form the. 
basic set of identifiers for each off~nder 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. 

Item A. Date of Parole Entry 

I 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 par~!e~r any other conditional 
release. 

Example: 

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

I .. DATE OF PAROLE ENTRY, 01 h 1 
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ENTRY 5/79 

Item B. Birthdate 

BIRTHDATE: 

Instructions: 

Enter month (January = 
and last two digits of year. 
enter XX/XX/XX. 

Example: 

01, February = 02, etc.), day, 
If un~nom1 or not reported, 

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

BIRTHDATE: 10 I 01/.4:JL 
MONTH J DAY r YEAR 

Item C. State ID Number 

I STATE ID NUMBER, 

Instructions: 

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

2 

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. ' . 

.'-
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ENTRY 5/79 

Item D. Subject Name 

SUBJECT NAME: 
I 

Instructions: 

Enter the offender's full legal name. 

This information is 0Btional and will used only to 
aid in matching records wit in the UPR systeQ. It will not 
be released under any circumstances. 

Item E. FBI Number 

FBI NUMBER: 

Ins tr.uctions : 

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. 

3 
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ENTRY 5/79 

Item F. Agency Paroling 

I AGENCYp_A_R_O_lI_N_G_: ____________ ~I' 
Instructions: 

Enter the number for the state/agency releasing the 
offender on parole or other conditional release. Use onty 
the state/agency numbers presented in Figure 1 (see p. 5 . 

Item G. Agency Receiving 

I~A_G_E_N_CY __ RE_C_EI_'V_IN_G_I,_, ______ ~~ 

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 
Figure 1. 

4 

t -., -:: 
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• ENTRY 5/79 5 

FIGURE 1 

• State/Agency Numbers 

. " (Alphabetical) 
) , 

62 Alabama 45 Nebraska 
9LI Alaska 87 Nevada • 
85 Arizona 11 New Hampshire 
70 Arkansa.:: 21 Ne'tv Jersey 

• 92 California 84 Ne't~ Mexico 
83 Colorado 20 New York 
15 Connecticut 55 North Carolina 
50 Delaware 43 North Dakota 

• 52 District of Columbia 30 Ohio 
58 Florida 72 Oklahona 
57 Georgia 91 Oregon 
93 Hawaii 22 Pennsylvania 
81 Idaho 98 Puer~o Rico 

(J)" 1"., .... 
32 Illinois 14 Rhode Island 
31 Indiana 56 South Carolina 
L~l Iowa 44 South Dakota 

• 46 Kansas 61 Tennessee 
60 Kentucky 73 Texas , 
71 Louisiana 00 U.S. Federal System 
10 Haine 86 Utah 

• 51 Maryland 12 Vermont 
13 Nassachusetts 53 Virginia 
33 Hichigan 99 Virf!,in Islands 
L~O l>Iinnesota 90 Washington 
63 Hississippi 54 t-,les t Virginia 
42 Hissouri 34 v1isconsin 

• 
80 Hontana 82 ~Tyoming 

• 
," .. 
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II. PAROLE DATA 

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

Item A. !ype of Conditional Release 

1.0 PAROLE AUTHORITY DECISION 
A. TYPE OF 2.0 MANDATORY tlEIEASE 

CONDITIONAL RElEASE:3.0 OTHER: ________ _ 

x.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

Instructions: 

Check [/J 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: In contrast to expirations of sentence, 
supervised mand,tory releases may be' re­
incarcerated for violating conditions of 
release. This type of release may also 
be called supervised mandatory release, 
supervised conditional releas'e, 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 tine 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 cOmn1utation (e.g., by the Governor). 
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ENTRY 5/79 7 

D~scribe the nature pf the other conditional 
release in the space provided. ' 

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

Item B. Condition of Releas~ , 

1.0 ACTIVE SUPERVISION 
B. CONDITION OF 2.0 INACTIVE SUPERVISION 

RELEASE: * 3,0 PAROLED TO 'CUSTODY. DETAINER OR WARRANT 

x,D UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED * JIlo< N3 ,JJ (~ul.,l, '10 J""rll"/o J".uon Q, n""'/U"'J urlioAJ C.p 

Instructions: 

Check [/J the ONE mos t appropriate c~tegory. If 
Box :/13 is checked, go directly to Sec'tion Q, omitting 
Sections C-p. 

Definitions: 

1. Active Supervision-Active parole supervision refers 
to face-to-face supervision with the parolee on a 
regular basis. 

2. Inactive 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 Custbdy--Includes parole 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. 

----__________________ ~P~--.----------------------------------------.----------~~ q 
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Item C. Parole or Reparole 

C. PAROLE OR 
I~EPAROlE: 

Instructions: 

1.0 FIRST PAROLE ON CURRENT SENTENCE 
2.0 REPAROlE ON CURRENT SENTENCE 

X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTEP 

Check [(J 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. 

EXc.llllE..le: 

8 

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 !'o'\C'.rch 1976. The offender was subsequently reparoled 
(cm the original robbery conviction) in Sep·tember 1976. You 
are ~ompleting the form for the second parole so Item C would 
be: 

Example: 

C. PAROLE OR 
REPI>.ROlE: 

1. [] }IRST PAROlE ON CURRENT SENTENCE 
2. ur REPAROlE ON CURRENT SENTENCE 

x.O UNKNOWN OR ~·IOT REPORTED 

An offender was convicted of theft,entered the prison 
system in June 1976, and was paroled in June 1977. Hhile on 
parole, the offender committed burglary and \Vas 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: 

\C. PAROLE OR 

1_ REPAROLE: 

1. fiRST PAROLE ON CURRENT SENTENCE 

'2.0 REPAROlE ON CURRENI' SENTENCE 

X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

-, 
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Item D. tlinimum Eligible Parole Date 

D. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE PAROlE DATE: ___ ....,...",.=:-_-f,l_~~ 
MO/'Illt 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 \vhen the offender was first 
eligible for parole or other conditional release on the 
current sen~ence. 

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 
ihould also consider the da~e of original admiss{on to the 
prison syster.l, the sentence, time credit deductions I and· any 
other factors affecting this date. 

If 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 Hinimum .Eligible Parole Date would be the 
date of his/her first board hearing . 

Examl?le: 

See example following Item F. 

.' .,., -~'!'--' ......... -.- .... - ... ...:...: .. ~.J ..... t 
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Item E. tUnimurn Eligible Discharge Date 

. E. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE DISCHARGE DATE:_~=~--T/_-.""..-:--
MONTH reAR 

Instructions: 

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

This date should reflect when the offender is first 
eligible for conplete discharge from all correctional super­
vision on this sentence. 

As determined at the time of original admission or 
~s first set by the parole authority, it should take into 
account all current effecti~e 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 IlLife." 

Example: 

See example fo~lowing Item F. 

,'" 
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Item F. l1axfmum Aggregate Re1ease Date 

F. AGGREGATE MAXIMUM RElEASE DATE:_-..,.-.,...,.,.., __ tl-I_...,..-_ 
MONltt YEM 

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 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 p'rison on December 1972 to begin 
serving a 24-month sentence. At that time, the la~v 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, 
Ite~s D, E, and F would be: 

Item D. Minimum Eligible Parole Date 

D. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE PAROlE DATE: ____ ~o~q /13 
MONIH ~~ 

Because one-third of the senten~e 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). 

t~... .......... .., .'or '-.. 
.----------~--------------~-----------
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ENTRY 5/79 12 

Item F (continued) 

Exampl~ (continued) 

Item E. Minimum Eligible Discharge Date 

E. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE DISCHARGE DATE:: __ ~::-:-' .;:;.O-lt-+-/-Jt"--f::~· :--1 
- MONTH r YEA. 

The correct date is 04/74 because the good time 
allowance would take off one-third of 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 Aggregate Release Date 

F. AGGREGATE MAXIMUM RELEASE DATE: __ MO~N=TIot:-,-I_')..J-I-/-?.:....4-'-Y=E"'~R-

The correct date is 12/74 because the offender 
could be required to serve the entire sentence of 24 
months . 

•..• -,",\,"'-"f't" .... _-: .. -- .. ~ ...... ~_.c ,,..~,...... . ""',,. 
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• III. BACKGROUND DATA 

.. ' 
) 

Item G. Sex 

• 

• L·S.E .. X.. ___ -=_1.~O~M_A_lE __ ~ __ ~ __ ==========~ 2,0 FEMAlE 
x.O UNKNOWN OR 'NOT REPORTED 

.~ _.. - . 

Instructions: 

• Check [;] the ONE most appropriate category_ 

e; 

• 

• 

• 
'----'_.,,_.,,_. __ . "-----------.. _. __ ._----_ . .:::-_------_ •... _-_ ..... _ .. -........ _--_..... .. ." .. -- .... . 



.' 
e· 

. " 

• 

• 

• 

. ~ -' 

.: 
• 

. ' 

ENTRY 5/79 14 

Item 11. Race/Ethnicity 

H. RACE/ETHNICITY 

1.0 AMERICAN INDIAN OR ALASKAN NATIVE 

2.0 ASIAN OR PACIFIC ISLANDER 

3.0 BLACK, NOT OF HISPANIC ORIGIN 

4.0 HISPANic . 

5.0 WHITE. NOT OF HISPANIC ORIGIN 

. x.O UNKNOWN o~ NOT REPORTED 

Instructions: 

Check [/J the ONE most appropriate category. 

Definitions: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

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 or~g~ns 
in any of the origitial peoples of the Far East, 
Southeast Asia, the Indian subcoptinent, or the 
Pacific Islands. This category includes, for 
example, China, India, Japan, Korea, the Philip­
pine Islands, and Samoa. 

Black, Not of Hispanic ori~in--A person having 
origins in any of the blac racial groups of Africa. 

4. Hispanic--A person of t1exican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, 
Central or South American, or other Spanish culture 
or origin, regardless of race • 

5. ~fuite, Not of Hispanic OriQin--A person having 
origins in any of the orig~nal peoples o~ Europe, 
North Africa, or 'the Middle East. 

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

----> ....... .:.: .. ~" .. ~~-~----=-=---:...:..:........:. . ....:.-----=-.. "_ • ....:... .• ....:... .•. --... ~....;. •• ....;. .. -----------------'-------
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Item I. Education 

I. EDUCATION 

lnstructions: 

00,0 NONE OR KINDERGARTEN 

',',' 1·8.0 GRADE SCHOOl~ 
','I 9·12,0 HIGH SCHOOL 1>-------
','( 13·16. D SOME COllEGE .)/;"/",, (f,,,J~ 

17. D COllEGE GRADUATE 

18. D SOME GRADUATE SCHOOL 

19. D MASTER'S DEGREE 

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

22. D GED OR HED 

XX. D UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

Check [(J the ONE most appropriate category. 

Note: If 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 
\vhere either only grade "claimed" o'r on~l grade "tested" 
is available, enter the on,e that is ava~ able. 

15 
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IV. COURT Afm CORRECTIotlAL DATA 

Item J. Type of Most Recent Admission to Prison Syst;em 

J. TYPE OF MOST RECENT ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM: 
• I .• ••• 

1.0 NEW COURT COMMITMENT 5.0 PAROLE VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION 

7.0 PROBATION ViOlATION/NEW CONVICTION 6.0 TRANSFER OR JURISDICTION 

3.0 PROBATION VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION 7.0 OTHER 
--------------------~ 4.0 PAROLE VIOLATION/NEW CONVICTION x.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

Instructions: 

Check [/J the ONE most appropriate category. 

Definitions: 

1. 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. 

2: Probation Violation/Ne~y 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. 

3. Probation Violation/No Nmv Conviction--Commitment 
to the prison system on the current sentence after 
probation was r~voked for a technical or probation 
violation . 

l.. Parole Violation/New Conviction--Recommitment to 
the prison system on a new conviction for an offense 
committ~d while the offender was on parole on a pre­
vious sentence . 

5. Parole Violation/Nd New Conviction--Return to the 
prison system on the current sentence after parol~ 
was revoked for a technical or parole violat·ion. 

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

7. Oth~r--Any type of admission to the prison systern 
not. covered by the preceding categories. Describe 
the nature of the other admission in the space pro­
vided. 

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

I ... .. 
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Item K. Date of Most Racent Admission fo t6e Prison System 

K. DATE OF MOST RECENT 
ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM 

Instructions: 

I 
MONTH r Yf"R 

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 nost . 
recently received into the prison system. Do not include 
escapes and recaptures unless the offender was recomt:litted 
with a new sentence for escape. If the offender is a New 
Court Commitment or 9- Probation Viol.:1tor (Item J), this date 
will probably be the same as the Date of Original Admission 
to Prison System (Item L)~ 

E~amp1e: 

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 Jan~ary 1976, the offender was 
then reparo1ed in July 1976. This item would be: 

. K. DATE OF MOST RECENT 
ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM MONTH r YeAR 
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Item L. Date of Original Admission to Prison System 

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

Instructions: 

/ 
MONTH In .... 

18 

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 
r.eceived into the prison system for confinement on the sen­
tence from vlhich s /he is now released on parole or other 
tnnditional release. 

EXClmple: 

Using the example in Item K, this it"::li, .' 

l. DATE OF ORIGINAL ADMISSION TO 
PRISON ON THIS AGGREGATED SENTENCE MONTH rYE .... 

'. 
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Item M. Current Sentence Offensa Codes 

10 CRIMES AGAINST PERSON 

II 0 ~~~t~~'6'1,~~JGliGFNl 
12 0 NIGUGHII M~NSLAUGHTER 
13 0 FOWBlE RAPE 
14. 0 ROBBERY 
17 0 AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

20 PROPERTY CRIMES 

21. 0 BU~GIARY 
12 0 LARCENY;THEFT 
23 0 MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

3~ OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES 

31. 0 ARSON 
J2 0 FORGERV,lCOUNTERFEITING 
33, 0 FR.t,UD/EMBEZZIEMENT 
34 0 STOLEN PROPERTY 

19 

40. All OTHER OFFENSES 

~7. 0 COMM!RCI~l Sf~ OFF/NSf 

4J, 0 OTHER SEX OFFENSE 
AA. 0 NMCOTl~ l.a.W VIOl~TION 
45.0 ALCOHOL LAW VIOlAllON 

46 0 WEAPON OF'ENSE 
1-======="""==~=-'------------4 ~7. 0 ESCAPE 

~8. 0 SIMPLE ASSAUI T 
XX.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 49.0 OTHER _____ _ 

Instructions: 

Check [/J up to the THREE ~ost appropriate categories. 
Circle the ONE controlling offense. 

This item should reflect the offense !Y~ for which 
the offender was committed to the prison system on the cur­
:rent sentence (s.) . Ignore mUltiple counts of the same 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. 

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 bighest maximum sentences. 

2. If the highest maximum sentences are the same for 
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. . 

3.. ·If both the maximum and the minimum sentences are 
the same for two or more offenses, check the 
offenses by assumed seriousness as rank~d on the 
form (11. Murder/Nonnegligent Mansl~ughter = most 
serious; 49. Other = least serious) . 
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DATE 2/80 20 

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

10. Crimes Against Person 

11 

12 

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

Negligent-Manslaughter: the killing of another per­
son by gross neg~igence 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 

17 

Robbery: 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 victim in fear, such as strong­
arm robbery, stickups, armed roLhery, attempts· or 
assaults to rob. 

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. bodily harm. 
(Excludes simple assault.) . 

20. Property Crimes 

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

22 Larceny/Theft: the unlawful taking, 
or riding away of propeity from the 
constructive possession of another. 
vehicle theft.) . 

carrying, leading, 
possession or 

(Excludes motor. 
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Item M (continued) 

23 Hotor 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 

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: tte 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 
misapplication of money or property entrusted to 
onels care, custody, or control. 

Stolen Property~ buying, rece~v~ng, and possessing 
stolen property, as well as all attemp~s to commit 
any of these offenses. 

40. All Other Offenses 

42 

43 

Commercial Sex Offense: 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. 

l~4 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. 

• • 

~~~~~.~.~~~~~mm~~~.u ~ 
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ENTRY 2/80 22 

Item M (continued) 

46 Weapons Offense: unlawful manufacture, sal~, 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. 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, 1 to 5 
years; and forcible rape, 5 to 20 years. This item would be: 

M. CURRENT SENTENCE OffENse CODES, ('l., -.hlrf. ./1, ..... ,L,,' ,L,!.b.u 0 (i) 0 _ .• , "" ..... •. J "" I. IL, ••• / .... 111., Jkw..l 

10 CRIMES AGAINST PERSON 

11 0 ~~~~\~S~~~;10IlCENT 
12 n .... 'r.Ilr.I'H MAN~IAUO>iTER 
cr3-~FORCIBIE RA~ 
I~ [Et'1\0BBERY 
17 0 AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

20 PROPERTY CRIMES 

21 ~URGIARY 
22 0 LARCENY ·1HEFT 
23 0 MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

30 OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES 

31. 0 ARSON 
32. 0 fORGERY/COUNTE~FE;TlNG 
33, 0 FRAUD 'EMBEZZLEMENT 
3~. 0 STOLEN PROPERTY 

~O. All OTHER OfFENSES 

~1 0 COMMERCIAl SEX or'ENSE 

~J. 0 OTHER SEX OFFENSE 
~~. 0 NARCOTIC lAW I/iOIATION 

~5. 0 AICO>iOI lAW VIOlATION 

~6. 0 WEAPON OFFENSE 
I=========~""""''''-'''-------~ ~7.0ESCAPE i 

~8. 0 SIMPLE ASSAUL T 

xx.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED ~9. 0 OTHER ----- J 
~--------------------------~----

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 thre~ offenses were checked and 
forcible rape was circled as the controlling offense (longest 
sentence), . 



.' 
• 

• 

• 

• 

.,. •• 1 

•. , 
• 

• 

ENTRY 5(79 23 

Item N. County of Commitment 

N, COUNTY OF COMMITMENT FOR THIS SENTENCE 
(:Jl. ,. •• 1, 10 _L,,' IL. , ••• 1, ... 1., IL. ,..1_11.., ... 1 •• ,." ! ... I.J)--:-~-------":H ..... ;;:;:;-;;"'i<C<;UOUHHn,,;-------t L-_________________ . ________________ ~ ________________ .. __ 

Instructions: 

Enter the name of the coun'ty'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). 

IteIT1~. Net ,Time Credits 

Instructions: 

Enter the number of .9~. If unknown or not reported, 
enter X. 

This number should ~epr~sent the net tir:1e credits in 
df¥s allowed by the judge or state statute (for all current 
e ective sentences) ~r~Ir to the "Date of Most Recent Admis-
sion to Prison System tern K). 

§xampl/,;! : 

An offender spent 12 days in, jail prior to the most 
recent admission (as a nev7 court commitment) to the prison 
system, and these 12 days were credited by the judge against 
the sentence. This item would be: 

0, NET TIM!; CREDITS Al\,OWED FROM JAil BY JUDGE OR I J--
stATUi" ON THIS SENTENce - _______________________________________________ --::....--_--;:;: .... = .... ;:;.;:;".;;;; ... 'R .. -I 

, 
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ENTRY 5/79 

Item P. Number of Prior Known lncarcerations 

P. NUMBER OF PRIOR KNOWN INCARCERATIONS ON A COURT COMMITMENT WITH 
SENTENCE Of ONE YEAR OR MORE IN ADULT CORRECTIONAL fACILlT'f • ___________ ..: _____ _ 

Instructions: 

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

.24 

This number should represent the. known number of titi1es 
the offender has been incarcerated within the jurisdiction of 
the agency paroling (in-state): (1) on a court cor:l.ti1itrr.ent 
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. 

• ........ __ .............. -. __ 1 ...... _ ... -----...,..-- " 

; 



C fE OF PAROlE ENTRY: 

• TE OF FOllOW·UP: 

. BIRTHDATE: __ ~+/ __ +/ __ STATE 10 NUMBER: 
MONTH r DAY r YEAR 

MONTHS UNDER SUPERVISION: 

S HECT NAME: . \ FBI NUMBER:.. AGENCY PAROLING: 

.~j""--------------C:;::;-;UhRhR;:-E N ..... T--;;"P A ..... RO~LEO:;E;:--;S;-:;T:-;:A:-':;T .. U;-;;S:--------.:...:.AG=EN..;.C::..Y:-..;.:.:RE:..:C~E:;..:IV...:.;IN..;.G::..::...--~-

... ABSCONDER? -tr 1. 0 YES 
2.0 NO 

/ 
MONTH I YEAR 

B. CONTINUED ON:PAROlE? f'r 1.0 YES 

• .2.0 NO 

-tr . .9/ y.J. r~uL nM tn.!L] t,/'"", 
1. 0 NO OFFICIAL PROBLEM 
2. 0 NEW MINOR CONVICTION 
3. 0 NEW MAJOR CONVICTION 

• 4.0 CHARGES PENDING, NOT YET REMOVED FROM PAROLE 

5.0 JlBSCONDER, NOr YET REMOVED FROM PAROlE 
X.O UNKNOWN OR N,OT REPORTED 

-= 

C. REMOVED FROM PAROlE? * 1. 0 YES 2.01'10 
* J! y.J, ... Iu .Ial. 0/ a {'lion _____ ' ____ "...."..~/t.-= 

MONTH 7 YEAR 

""./ t:~#t'l "'" to~ ~ t.low: 

• 1.0 PAROlE COMPLETE/EXPIRATION Of SENTENCE 

• 2.0 RElEASED PRIOR TO EXPIRA TlO;~ OF SENTENCE , 

o. 0 EARLY DISCHARGE/PAROlE BOARD 
b. 0 SENTENCE COMMUTED/PARDON. . 

• 3.0 DEATH 
4.0 REVOCATION 

5.0 RECOMMITTED TO PRISON BUT NOT. REVOKED 

6·0 RETURNED TO PRISON BUT NOT REVOKED 

7.0 OTHER 
X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

* J/ Y'J, t'1.",l Oil' tor [!j i.low, 
1. 0 VIOLATION Of PAROLE CONDITIONS 

[ REMOVED FROM PAROlE BY REVOCATION. 

• RECOMMITMENT, Ox RETURN TO PRISON? 
o. 0 PAROlE VIOLA nON ONLY ., * 1.0 YES 

(~ 

•• 

2.0 NO b. 0 PAROLE VIOlA1(ON. CRIMINAL CHARGES PENDING 
c. 0 IN LIEU Of NEW MINOR CONVICTION 
d. 0 IN LIEU OF NEW MAJOR CONVICTION 

2.0 NEW MINOR CONVICTION 

3. 0 NEW MAJOR CONVICTION 4.0 OTHER ______________ _ 

X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

-- -------------------------------------------------------------
E •. CURRENTlY IN PRISON? II F. RETURNED TO PRISON ... NOT REMOVED FROM 

* 1.0 YES 
2·0 NO I 

PAROlE? . 

* 1. 0 YES 
2.0 NO 

G. ARE THE ACTUAL MONTHS UNDER 
SUPERVISION DIFFERENT THAN ABOVE? 

* 1.0 YES 
2.0 NO 

• 
r 

* J! y.J, r~Ht nM tor !i2l t.low, 
1. 0 IN·STATE 
2.0 OUT·Of·STATE 
X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

* JI yd, t'~",L on. tor UZI i. '0 Ill' 
1: 0 PENDING HEARING 
2. 0 MEDICAL REASONS 
3. 0 OTHER .. ________ -:...._ 

X. 0 UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

NUMBER 

H. NEW MAJOR CONVICTION? -tr I. 0 YES 2.0 NO 

e 10. CRIMES AGAINST PERSON 

• 11 0 MURDER/NONNCGLlGENT 
, MANSLAUGHTER 

j 12. 0 NEGLIGENT MANSLAUGHTER 

13. 0 FORCIBLE RAPE 
14. 0 ROBBERY 

e'i<;. ~r ~AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

I COMPLETION DATE / e MONltt r y£~R 

20. PROPERTY CRIMES 

21. 0 BURGLARY 
22. 0 LARCENY /THEFT 
23. 0 MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

30. OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES 

31.0 ARSON 
32. 0 fORGERY /COUNTERFEI'TING 
33. 0 FRAUD/EMBEZZlEMENT 
34. 0 STOlEN PROPERTY 

xx. 0 UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

40. All OTHER OFFENSES 

42.0 COMMERCIAL SEX OFFEr 

43.0 OTHER SEX OFFENSE 
44.0 NARCOTIC lAW VIOLATI' 

45.0 ALCOHOL LAW VIOLATIC 

46. 0 WEAPON OFFENSE 
4B.O SIMPLE ASSAULT 
49.0 OTHER -----

COMPLETED By ____ ·_ J. INDIVIDUAL AGENCY USE.D D. D I 
INITIAlS . L. 

,. , 

· ~\U~JI1&'!~..e~~~C'~4'f'~~<~~~ilr,~.\l>1jfj\~11I.I~~I1:;~:~,~·~~~.m.~:'P'::i;~:'A:~:?jlIIffl:~l~~"IJ !!~~~f.l!~·:'j;l,"?i'jf<~"':·7il~~~':!:~:r.P.'0·0'~'!:;:;~~~' ~ - ~ .. ~, '1 . . . , ~ 
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July, 1979 

UNIFORM PAROLE REPORTS 

Instruction Manual Supplement 

One-Year Follow-up 

Variable 

A, Absconder? 

n. Continued on Parole? 

C. Removed from Parole? 

Required Relationships 

a. Date of Last Contact must be 
equal to or up to one year later 
thin Date of Parole Entry.* 

a. If 1 (yes) was checked in A 
(Absconder) and 1 (yes) was 
checked here" status must be 5. 

a. Date,of Action must be equal to 
or up to one year later than Date 
of Parole Entry.* 

D. Removed by Revocation, a. If 4, 5~ or 6 was checked in C 
(Removed from Parole), must be 1 
(yes) . 

Recommitment, or 
Return? 

F. Returned to Prison ... 
Not Removed from 
Parole? 

G. Actual Months Under 
Supervision? 

a. If 1 (yes) was checked in C 
(Removed from Parole) or 2 (no) 
was checked'in E (Prison), must 
be 2. 

a. If 1 (yes) was checked, Number 
of Months must be between 00 and 
11. * 

H. New Maj or Convic tion? a. If 3 checked in B (Continued on 
Parole) or in D (Removed by 
Revocation), must be 1. 

)'( This supplement can al,so,'be us,ed 'tvhen completing t\vO and 
three year follow-up forms. However, the Date of Last 
contact (A. Absconder) 'and the Date of Action (C. Removed 
from Parole) must be equal to or up to twu (or three) years 
later than the Date of Parole Entry; and Actual 'Months 
under Sunervision must be betwei:!n 00 and 23' (two year) or 
00 and 3S (three year). 
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May, 1979 

FOLLm~ - 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. For example, if an offender was released to parole 
supervision in June 1977, one year follO\v-up would show 
his/her status as of exactly one year later, that 'is,' June 19-:'8. 

The Fbllow-up form contains the same identifying data 
as the Entry form in addition to two other itens: Date of 
follow-Up and Months Under Supervision. These have been 
added to differentiate between the three follow-up periods 
and will he entered in the UPR office prior to mailing to 
the state/agency. 

CURRENT PAROLEE STATUS 

Item A. Absconde.r? 

A. ABSCONDER? * 1. 0 YES 
2.0 NO 

* J! 'In, ,nlrr .I .. Ii 0/ l.ul ron Ind. 

Ins t'ruc tions : 

Check [/J the ONE most appropriate categorv. If'~ 
is checked, enter month (January = 01, February =J 02 , etc.) 
allel las t . t~vo digi ts of year. If the date of las t 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 ~as been issued 
for his/her arrest at' the time' of' follmv-up. 
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. FOLLOH-UP 5/79 

Item B. Continued on Parole? 

B. CONTINUED ON PAROlE? * 1.0 YES 

2.0 NO 

R .9/ '1~J, r~O(L on" t, .. !i2] t~/owl 

1. 0 NO OFFICIAL PROBLEM 
'1. 0 NEW MINOR CONVICTION 

3.0 NEW MAJOR CONVICTION \ 
4. 0 CHARGES PENDING, NOT YET REMOVED FROM PAROlE 

5.0 ABSCONDER, NOT YET REMOVED FROM PAROlE 
X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

Instructions: 

Check [/J the ONE most appropriate category. If ~ 
is checked, then check ONE cate.gory in the second part. 

Definitions: 

2 

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 although 
the offender has been convicted of a new minor 
offense resulting in a sentence between 60 days 
and one year. 

3. New Ma~or Conviction--Continued on parole although 
the of ender has been convicted of a ne ... .f r.laj or 
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 co~itted 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" 
w~s check~d in Item A, this should be checked. 

x. Unknown or Not Reported~-Not able to be determined. 

""I'" . ' , ' 
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Item C. Removed from Parole? • • 

. . ' 

• 

• 

• 

e' 

., 
• 

• 

Instructions: 

C. REMOVCD fROM PAROLE? * 1.0 1'1:5 2.0NO 

• I. 0 PAROl! COMPlElt/EXPlRA TlON Of SENTENCE 

• 2. 0 RELEASED PRIOR TO EXPlliATION OF SENTENCE 
o. 0 EARLY DISCHARCEtpAROlE ~OARD 
b. OseNTENCE COMMUTEDtpARDON 

~ ~.O DEATH 

~. 0 REVOCATION 

5.0 RECOMMITTED TO PlIISON BUT NOT REVOKED 

6.0 RETURNED TO PlIISON BUT NOT ReVOKeD 

7.0 OTHER 
X,O UNKNO=-W-N-O-R-N-=-OT=-=R-=-EP-=-O-=RT':"'ED-------

. Check [/J .the ONE most appropriate category. If ~-- is 
checked, enter month (J~nuary = 01, February = 02, etc.) and 
last two digits of year; then check ONE category in the second 
part. If data of removal action is unknown or not reported, 
enter XX/XX. If 1, 2, or 3 is checked, go directly to Item 
Ij do not complete Items D-H. 

Definitions: 

1. iration of Sentence--Sentence ex­
has been ischarged from parole. 

2. Released Prior to Ex~i~ation of Sentence--Release 
prior to the expirat~on of sentence because: 

a. The parole author~ty discharged the of­
fender early from parole (Early Discharge/ 
Parole Board); or 

b. The sentence has been commuted or the of­
fender was granted a pardon (Sentence 
COLlrl1uted/Pardon) • . 

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

4. Revocation--Parcle has been revoked' for whatever 
reaqon as a result of parole authority action. 

S. Recommitted to Prison but Not Revoked--Recornrnitme.nt 
tothe prison system jurisdiction 1;vith a nev7 convic­
tion although the parole authority took no official 
action to revoke par~le. . 
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Item C (continued) 

6. Ret'urned 'to Prison but Not Revoked--Return '·to the 
prison system jurisdiction although the par9le 
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 Frol'il Parole by Revocation, Rec'ommitment, or 
Return to' Prison? 

D. REMOVED FROM PAROLE BY REYOCATION. tt .if, .. , rl .. l ••• l •• (jJ l.I.~. 
RECOMMITMENT, OR RETURN TO PRISON? , 1,0 VIOlATION OF PAROlE CONDITIONS 

Instructions: 

" 1.0 YES 
2.0 NC 

c. 8 PAROLE VIOLATION ONLY 
b. PAROLE ViOlATION .CRIMINAl CHARGES PfNOING 
c. 0 IN liEU OF NEW MINOR CONVICTION 
d. 0 IN LIEU OF NEW ~OR CONVICTION 

2. D NEW MINOR CONVICTION 

3. D NEW MAJOR CONVICTION 

4.0 OTHER 
x.D UNKNO-W-N-O-R-N-Or-R-fP-O-RT-EO--------l 

Check [/J the ONE most appropriate category. If ~ 
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 following gr,ounds: 

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 min9r offense, 
parole was revoked and the offender 
returned to the prison systeB as a parole 
violator instead of being prosecuted on 
the new offense. 

d. In Lieu of New Major Conviction--After 
allegedly committing a neN 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 prosecu~ed on 
the new offEmse. 

2. New Minor Conviction--Convi~tion of a new offense 
restJlting in a sehtence between 60 days and one 
year (i.e., misdem~anor) 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 . 

It~m E. Currentl~ in Pris6n? 

, E1 E. CURRENTlY IN PRISON? 

•• 

• 

• 

• 

. ~ 
\-: ) , . 

• . 

Instructions: 

-(: 1.0 YES 
2.0 NO 

-(: .!J! '10. r~ut 0"' Lor [2), L.lowl 
I. 0 IN·STATE 
2.0 OUT·Of·STATE 
X. 0 UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

Check [I] 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 Hith­

in the' same jurisdict.ion in v7hich s/he had been 
incarcerated and then paroled (in-state). 

2. Out-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-s,tate) . 

X. Unknown or Not Repox·ted--Not able to be determined . 

.~.' ____ """_. ,.._ .. '.to .... .". -"'00' _____ • " '.-,. .. I'" 
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Item F. Returned to Prison, Not Removed from Parole? 

Instructions: 

F. RETURNED TO PRlSON ... NOT REMOVED FROM 
PAROLE? 

* 1. 0 YES 
2.0 NO " 

* .9/ y,J, r~ul OM to< 0 L~f,,~.'/' 
1. 0 PENDING HEARING 
2. 0 MEDICAL REASONS 

I 

... 

3.0 OTHER ________ _ 

X. 0 UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

Check [;J the ONE most appropriate category. If ~ 
is checked, check ONE category in the second part. 

Definiti.ons: 

6 

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 pa~ole. 

3. Other--Reasons tor 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. Unkn'mm or No't Rep'o'rt'ed--Not able to be determined. 

,., 

,'". '" 
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Item G. Are the Actual Months Under Supervision Different 
Than Above? 

Instructions: 

G. ARE THE ACTUAL MONTHS UNDER 
SUPERVISION DIFFERENT THAN ABOVE? 

,'1 10 YES 

2.0 NO 

NUMIIU 

7 

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

Item H. New Major Conviction? 

H 'jF,W MAJOR CONVICTION' (: I 0 YES 201'10 
,', . vI '0,. ~ .. lll. 'rr.nr·i.,.ln. ( .. J. (?. ~.It'rl. .. If, .... , .'"l", 11= Ii] 0 !iJ ..... 1.,.; ••• •• J d t1.t , •• 1_1/;., ./t ... .> 
10 CRIMES AGAINST PERSON 120. PROPERTY CRIMES 30. OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES ~O. All OTHER OFFENSES 

II 0 ~~~~\~~~~;~GlIGENl ?I. 0 BURGLARY 31. 0 ARSON ~2. 0 COMME~CIAl S£X O"EN~, 
12 0 N£::;lIG£NI ..... NSl.UGHTER n. 0 LARCENYfTHEFT 32 0 FORGERY/COUNTERFEITING 43 0 OTHER SEX OFFENSE 
13 0 fORCIBlE R,6,PE 23.0 MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT .JJ 0 FRAUD.'EMBEZZlEMENT 44 0 N.~COIIC I''''' _101_110' 

U 0 ROBBERY l4 0 STOLEN PROPERTY 45,0 'ICOHOI lAW V1014110'" 

11 O ... OGR,6,V"lfD ASSAUlT 460 WEAPON OfFENSE 

F=========~======ooo'-"---( 48,0 SIMPLE ASSAUlT 
49.0 OTHER 

XX, 0 UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED ----

Instructions: 

Check [/J the ONE most appropriate category. If,~ 
is checked, check up to THREE categories in the second part. 
Circle the ONE 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 mo~e 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. 

,'" .,~,.... . .. ' ...... ".' ......... , ................. H.-. ..... ' .. · ..... _ ........ .., ...... - .... _ .. __ . ...- ----'t-- ., 
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Item II (continued) 

Procedures to Determine Offense Seriousness: 

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

2. ,I~ the highest maximum sentences are the sa'me 
2.1r two or more of the offenses so that you 
cannot check the THREE most serious, check the 
offenses for which the offender received tne -
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. Murder/Nonnegligent Manslaughter -
most serious; 49. Other = least serious). 

4. 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 (Hashington, 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 homicides as distinguised 
from deaths caused by negligence; excludes attempts 
to kill, a$saults to kill, suicides, accidental 
deaths, or justifiable homicides. 

12 Negligent Hans1aughter: the killing of another 
person by gross negligence of 'some individual. 
other than the victim. 

13 

14 

17 

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 putting the victim in fear, 
such as strongarm robbery, stickups, armed robbery, 
attempts or assau1~s to rob. ' 

Aggravated Assault:, the unlawful attack by one per­
son upon another for the purpos~ of inflicting severe 
or aggravated bodily injury. This. type of assault 
usually is accompanied by the use of a weapon or by 
means likel~ to produce death or bodily harm. 
(Excludes simple assault.) 
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Item H (continued) 

20. ?roperty Crimes 

21 

22 

23 

Burglary': any breaking or unlawful entry o~ 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 th~ft.) 

Hotor 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. 

30. Other Property Crimes 

31 

32 

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 Nessel, motor vehicle or aircraft, contents 
of buildings, personal property of another, etc . 

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

33 Fraud/Embezzlem~nt:.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 misapplication of money or property 
'entrusted to one's care, custody~ or control. 

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

40. All Other Qffenses 

42 

43 

Commercial Sex Offense: all sex offenses of a com­
mercia~ized nature and attempts such as prostitu­
tion, pandering, procuring or transporting persons 
for immoral purposes. 

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

~----""""'I· " 
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Item H (continued) 10 

44 Narcotic LmV' Violations: unlawful possession, use, 
growing, manufacturing, and making of narcoti~ drugs. 

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

46 

47 

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

Escape: escape or attempt~d 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, 
1 to 5 years; and forcible rape, 5 to 20 years. This item 
would be: 

H NEW MAJOR CONVICTION? ~. I [J Yl5 70 NO 

" . y/ ,,,.,~,, l I~. "rr'.r,i.I. 'n, (oJ). (,'7 •• ~.lt.rl. .!f ....... t .. , ".11= Ii] 0 Ii] _n,I ••• i ..... J ~ tb., •• 1,.1/;., .!f. •.. ) 
10 CRIMES AGAINST PERSON 

II 0 ~~~m!~~;:::~iG\lOfNT 
11 ~lIr'lJmNI M.N~lAUCHTlP 

I'ilWF(~CIBIt:WD 
~OAn[RY 

17 OAGGRAVAIED ASSAULT 

10. PROPERTY CRIMES 

21 ~URGlARY 
22 0 lARCENY /THEFT 
23 0 MOTOR ~HIClE THEFT 

30. OTHER PROI'ERTY CRIMES 

31 0 ARSON 
l2 0 FORGE~Y /COUNTERFEITING 

33. 0 FRAUD/EMBEZZLEMENT 
34 0 STOLEN PROPERTY 

.co, All OTHER OFfENSES 

~2.0 COMMERC'Al SE~ O"t"'~ 
~3. 0 OTHER SEX OFFENSE 

d 0 NO.COIIC lOW V'OIO"O' 

~5. 0 ALCOHOL lOW VIOlOTlO'" 

~6 0 WEAPON OFFENSE 

~B 0 SIMPLE ASSAUlT 
F=================-----1 ~~, 0 OTHER ___ _ 

xx. 0 UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

The offenses of forcible rape and robbery received the 
highest maximum sentences (20 and 10 years, resp~~tively). 
Of the remaining offenses, burglary received the highest 
minimum sentence (2 years). So those three offenses were 
checked and forcible rape w~s cir~led as the controlling 
offense (long~st sentence). 
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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 p:roject 
,in an automated format by the state agencies. The data 
'cover characteristics of parolees such as the amount of 
time served 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 parole and are known as ENTRY data. Data on 
the status of parolees are collected one, two, or three 
years after entry to parole and ~re 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 .EntJ;'y 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 ?yst~m 
(OBSCIS) and UPR for those agencies implemen~ing the BASIC 
OBSCIS Software package; and (4), a questionnaire to be com­
pleted and supmitted 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 Follow-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 
definition:;. 

Follow-up/Removal data are collected on each offender 
at the end of his/her first, second, or third year on parole 
~f 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 th.ose offenders 
released to parole in June 1978, one y~ar follow-up/removal 
data would reflect their status as of exactly one year l~ter, 
'June 1979, unless they had been removed pr~or to that date. 
In this case, assumed Months Under Supervision would be 12 
(24 for two year, 36 for three year). . , 

All data items are to be right-justifieduniess other­
wise indicated in Section 2 (Definitions). 

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 YOt1 send us your 
own tape, ,it will be returned to you as soon as the data 
have been successfully entered int'b the UPR" system. 

If, 'for any reason, your agency plans to -submit all 
or partial 1979 parole data in a machine-readable format .. 
and foresees any problem in meeting the May 15 deadline, 
or if you should have any questions,please contact Ellen 
McNeil at UPR ·immediately. . - : . -" .. : - .. 



"Il 
.J 
• 
...J 

i .' 
• , .• j • 

. ' 
1 .. 

• 
.. ..J 

i ... 
.. .., 

I 

• • J 

.' 
. ..1 

• 

• 
( , 
I ! . , 
l. 

SECTION 1 

Entry and Follow-up/Rem~val Record Lay-out Forms 

,. 



• 
.. -1 

.: 
~ 0, 

.1 

•• 

• ...... 

I 

.. , 

.1 
C"'"' 

.. J 

e, 

.1 
e. 

.) 

• 
[ ! 
! .. 

~ 

. 

HJ::COHD LA YOU'!' 

, ~NT~'( 

Ti.:;:l~ I \'!) 1 11 n 1 CQd:,~ 1151 
I ! 11 't Rs:rchrog I :: :.: /. 11 (l2?rtbr 1152 
1:1::J~ I p ~,]fSt 1'1 03'~~t'f.7! 153 
lni1I~" vi~ I"r.!' ~ 11(11\ 1154 ,,:,hNum 
I u;;!:l I:J!:>~ 11J5~ , 155 
J ~~ ~ (. I~SG 11 ('6 U7f.. 1156 
I:lOi' 10:'7 11(17 1157-
I ;~ ~ t: Stt\ie ~ 1 n fl 115,9 
I i: (! ~ \0 Hl.trnb:r Fe.~1139 1159 
101\: ~ ~L 11(1 /1150 
I nIl I :: ;'11 Fo.~\el ~IQ.I Ill, , 1111 
I i! 1 :! fJJl 1112 1162 
1013 I (J G 3 Mini~. 1113 1163 
I01~~ef I064~~ 1114 J 164 
I t: 1 5 Alro~ fnyY IOG5 1115 1165 
1016 IU05 1116 1165 
IG17 lOG 7 t-iiroin'uun El~. 1117 '1 #j7 1 ,. 1 C' IU'iO ~~~1118 1168 .1 _ '"' 

1::1!}B'~ / (l '\ 9 J 119 1159 I • ') r If • 
"- \ I ~ ~ '/1: 112~ tl7n 

I:'::: 1 I ~. 7 1 Mo.ti~fI\ ~, 11 21 J 171 · .',.' I.: 7 2leA~ tJate. 1122 1172 I, .• , L 

: ,:~J ! .'73 1123 1173 I " .) f ~@ 112,,1 /174 ' I. '"' \. ". -I ,~: ... !., I.'·/S ~~eHy 112~ 1175 
• .... i :.j'hEQ ~ 112 r, 117(} · ,,,_. 

I . .,- '" on i ,~i: 7 1127 /177 I to I I 

i :; :: ,,' i .' ';. ;T~ Cf .AOmi~~ 1 2 r. 117C 
I \' 2~, . /,)7 1) 112 SI ' 1179 
I 10: !.::: i!~ot MCi'\' 113C 11 S C' .' .. II 

1 ~ 31 I.H31~ A6m.~131 1181 
1.'32 l i) (i 2 1132 1182 
j \lJ3 I \~ ,: J ""'133 11El3 
I ..... , Sub¢ I ::!~t, ~~ ot ~\! 134 11?1i I .' ,) 't 

! ': , NameI I " .1 ~ f.4m·~Of\ 111 ~ 1135 .... .,J I .1.,. _ 
i , .. 3 rl J .• \ :- 113~ 118 'i I , I 

I:' 37 t::~ 7 1137 1187 
! " J ,; I :l ~ ~ Of\!4'\se. \. 113e /18£ 
1:13'.1 \ t' ~9 1139 11S9 
,'0" I, I;; ::~ 111e: 11 ~O '0 tAl 

I ~l .; 1 : ~: 9 1 ott!~ 2. 1141 1191 
I.:·: ~ I :J~' ~ 11.: 2 119 /. 
I ~'I~ J I ,. C, "'"' 11 ~ 3 1193 I .1 J') 

J .: 4~ .~ I:! ~I:: 0If~ .3 /1t.4 119,1 
I~!·~~\ II; I) r; ! 145 ! 195 
I CI ,; :) I" 1 ,:; . • Ill, G 11 i'!i 
I :'.~ 7 - 1:1~7=r~ 11 t17 , 197 
I :) ,~ !! I :: ~I (! 114 f, 1193 
1'1/1 t., 1 ;l~9 /14~ 1199 ,. '. 
I ',I' , I '11' Ne.+1\M~ 115:1 1200 t' " .... ,. -._.-_._ ... -.---------_ .. ,-

SIIEET 3 
"\ 

ri6r-----r251 
i :.! \: /. I/. 52 
I;:' J 12~J 
I""" .. 1'., t I 2511 
I ; ~15 1255 
I 2 C' '; 12Sti 
! ~;'7 1257 
1 ., " ,I ' . '. 12 :·8 
I' 't,; ..... ~ 1259 
!.n t' J~~~ 
I;: tl 12,1 
r ., , .., 
I_J. .. :2:;2 
1213 12(;3 
1214 12G4 

,I 7.15 12:;5 
121;' , 12\36 
1217 1267 
'12H: 12Ge 
/219 1'-'i9 
II.?i! 127n 
1~21 1271 
~/'2.2 1272 
I'~ ~J 1273 
I ~ ~~ 4 1274 
1~2r; 17.75 
1),2:; r.,.,,, 

• , •• I If) 

1"'"'7 
I /. I. I I;., .... 

.. I I 
I • 

1~78 i 0-: .~ ,. 

1 ~ /. ~I 127~ 
r '; OJ ~. 
I I • .,. - 12E!J 
! :' 31 1201 
:232 l/.c2 
l ::~ 3 12':3 
I !~t4 I ~:~ t1 I .t •• 

I ... ' .... -. • • J 12:':5 
i, . , ,.. , I '~ ':' ,:; , , 
;. ~7 f2~j .... ,. .. , I ) \ : I a. \. ,. 

I . 1') 
If. ",,* :/.C~ 

I '" 
1'0 '" I ,~ !: :l 
: .. ;: 1 12~1 
I ' " I 12 ~'2 
J .•. , 

'.' .1 I?oS3 
I I' , 

.' .. '. 1 .., I.. /t 
I. ~ .I 

I ;''-,S i2~~ 
I .! t. -; 1?S''j 
I .. , • ., 

.. " I 12S17 
I:'q' I')CO 

I • .. "" 

I .' .'. . . I .,:, CI ..-'" 
! . 'I ., I .. 't " 

I ) \:' ... - _.-.. - ---, 

L _ ; 



.' 

• 

• 

• 

." 

e· 
[ , 

.1 
l..l 

I ", •• 
, ".' L 

: ,!23 . 
1 :' ;~ t. 
I,i :~ ~) . " '-\ ,. 
,.1'':'''' 

I..: 2 ~I 
f .': • 
It-. _ .., 

I·' :: 1 

1 "! , , ~~ 
l .. : j" 

1:'37 
! \' J:; 

I~' 3~ 
I :: :. :' 
I J.; 1 
I .~ .: L 
I :.!.~ J 
I .; I~ .; 
I<~·~ ~, 
1 () .; :, 

I "/~ U ,. ,. 

H ECO!W LA YOU'!' SllEET 

fOL-L.OyJ'" UP 4 REMovAL 

---1151 
'-1152 

1153 
1154 
1155 
1156 
1157 
11SS 
1159· 
/1150 
111i 1 
li62 
1163 
1164 
1165 
1165 
1167 
1168 
1159 
tl70 
1171 
/172 
1173 
1174 
1175 
1176 
t 177 
1178 
117') 

, ! ,: :"';! 11 3 C 113 (I 
1.}Gl ~~ \131 1181 
lil(i2 1132 I1S2 
1\' t 3¥e:;;:;";.u 1133 Il~3 
1:::·-1 1134 11~11 
I :: :! ~) ~O\tl\ Mt'c.11 1 3 ~ 11 ~ 5 
I;' ~ ,-; ~~ 11 J!\ 116'j 
l":~7 1137 1187 
I.!;: -.l1Yfe. of 11 J e 11St 
~I l"""'· ~,.,.: 9-=~::--~'~ __ 113 9 1159 

-1;:~::1Ve~o\C.Q61 11~c.: 1190 

I'" n .... 
l .' .., .. \ 

1.141 1191 
!1~2 1192 
1143 1193 

'4 

ri(\1---~251 
; :.: ; : ? 1 /. ~ 2 
1;>:'..1 12~3 
I :..: : .. ~ 

i i':: 5 
I ;:! {r 'l 
! ?:" 
I;': ,I 

I ..... ,. , . 
I '.' ~ 

I "1 ' •• • t 

I;'U 
, ., ' ., ; _..L.,. 

i213 
121t! 
1 ~: 15 
121:; 
1217 
12H: 
1219 
1 ;! ? i' 
1 ;: 21 ' 
1222 
12~3 
12~:4 
1~2,) 

!~2r, 

!~~?7 
. i .: .~ t-
, .. ..,. 
I ,.,. .,1 

1 :' 31 
1.::32 
: :::! 3 
: ! 11' 

I .' ~ '"; 
; .... ., 

: :. I 

12 5·~ 
1255 
12Stl 
1257 
12~C 
12:'9 

12')1 
:2:;2 
120) 
'12G4 
12~5 
12G6 
1167 
12G8 
1~'j9 
1273 
1271 
1272 
1273 
1274 
17.75 
127:) 
1277 
1~78 
127:> 
12e~ 

12111 
i? C 2 
12~3 
! ~;~,~ 
12:::5 
I~" -; 
1"',,-
I I • • _" I 
I ) .. :: 
I '. \" .. 

.·:1 1~91 
.. ~) 1?S-2 
,"J 17.'::3 

I ., " ' Jv\IIIft OJ ........ ~~·-I 
·1.;t)5~ 

11:'4119·1 :~ ... : I~~"~ 
11 4 ~ 11 ~ 5 1 :' t. 5 i 2 S- :: 

· ... ~I!' ~.~' -..... 
J 1 t, ~ 11 9 5 1 ,~ t. -; I ? ~ '3 
11'17 .ll~7 1~,;7 1297 
11 4 8 11 9·9 I :' t. !' I ~~ g a 
1149 1199 I;~~ 12~9 

_ L;:.::.---- _ .. , __ ll·.~n _~._.-=:.-::-:_.~.1=1=5=n======1=2=n=.n====-_!.:·~ :~_, ____ . ___ : j_\_:~_: ___ _ 



eJ 

. -

.' 
e 

•• 

e, 

e' 

• . 

• 

• 

• 

, 

\ 

SECTION 2 

UPR Variable and Code Definitions 

Entry Segment 

Record Variable and 
Position Code Definitions 

3-4 

5-12 

13-16 

17-22 

23-47 

48-58 

59 

A~enca Paroling: the state/agency releasing the 
o fen er on parole or other conditional release. 
For. all cases, this number should reflect the appro­
priate code for the state/agency submitting the data 
(see Figure 1). 

A~enca Receivin~: the state/agency to which the 
o fen er was re eased 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 (rom/dd/yy). 

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

FBI Number: the identification number assigned to 
~he offender by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

Type of Conditional Release: 

1. Parole Authority Decision--All conditional 
releases officially'entitled "parole;" release 
to parole supervision granted by the parole 
auth0:r::-ity. . 

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

------------------------------------------------
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• 
FIGURE 1 

• Agenc'y Nuinbe'rs t, 

(Alphabetical) 

62 Alabama 45 Nebraska 

• 94 Alaska 87 Nevada 
85 Ari:z;ona 11 New Hampshire 
70 Arkansas 21 New Jersey 
92 California 84 New Mexico .; 83 Colorado 20 New York 
15 Connecticut 55 North Carolina 

,:50 Delaware 43 North Dakota 
52 District of Columbia 30 Ohio !.' 58 Florida 72 Oklahoma 

~ .... 
57 Georgia 91 'Oregon 
97 Guam 22 Pennsylvania 

"'_.4 93 Hawaii 98 Puerto Rico 

• 81 Idaho 14 Rhode Island 
32 Illinois 56 South Carolina 
31 Indiana 44 South Dakota 
41 Iowa 61 Tennessee 

• 46 Kansas 73 Texas 
60 Kentucky 00 U.S. federal system 
71 Louisiana 86 Utah 
10 i Maine 12 Vermont . 

.J 
, 

51 Maryl~nd 53 Virginia 
13 Massachusetts 99 Virgin Is lands 
33 Michigan 90 Washington 
40 Minnesota. 54 West Virginia .' 63 Mississippi 34 Wisconsin 
42 Missouri 82 Wyoming 
80 Montana 

[ 
l .. 

LJ 
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Variable and 
Code D'efinitions 

7 

Note: In contrast to expirations of sentence" 
supervised mandatorY,releases may be re­
incarcerated for violating conditions of 
releas'e. 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 provide that persons released upon comple­
tion of sentence must submit to parole supervi­
sion for some period; and (b) where release 
results from conditional sentence commutation 
(e.g., by the Governor). 

9 Not Reported 

60 ' 'Condi'ti'o1:1 of ReTe'ase: 

61 

62-65 

1 Active Supervision--Face-to-face superv~s~on 
with the parolee on a regular. basis. 

2, Inact~ve Supervision--Released to parole juris­
diction but not to active parole 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 Repor.ted 

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 

"~ 
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Record 
Position 

66-69 

70-73 

74 

75 

Variable and 
Code Definition 

8 

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

If parole eligibility is indeterminate~ this 
date would be the same as Date of Parole Entry~ un­
less the offender has been previously de~ied 
parole on the current sentence. In this case, the 
Minimum Eligible Parole Date would be the date of 
his/her first board hearing. .' 

, Minimum E1'igible Discharge Date: This date should 
reflect when, the offender is first eligible for 
complete discharge fro;m 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 
take into account all current effective sentences, 
and should also consider the date of original ad­
mission to the prison system, sentence'," time credit 
deductions, and any other factors affecting this 
date. 

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

, Hax:imtmi 'Aggregate' Release Date: This date should 
reflect t e date when the offender will be,fully 

. 'di's'ch'arg'ed from all sentences currently active 
Cmm/yy) • 

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

Sex: I 
2 
9 

Male 
Female 
Not Reported 

Race/Ethnicity: 

1 American Indian or Alaskan Native--A person hav­
ing origins in any of the original peoples of 
North America, and who maintains cultural identi­
fication with this group through tribal affilia­
tion or community recognition • 
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76-77 

Variable and 
Code Definition 

9 

2 Asian or Pacific Islander--A person having ori­
gins in any of the original peoples of the Far 
East, Southeast Asia, the Indian subc.ontinent, 
or the Pacific Islands. This category includes, 
for example, China, India, Japan., Korea, the 
Philippine Islands, and Samoa. 

3 .Black, 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 

Education~ Education indicates the highest acade­
mic level c'omp leted by the offender at the time of 
original aamission 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 'gr a de' "·claimed. " However, in the 
case where either 'onl% grade "claimed" or only 
grade "tested" is ava~lable, enter the one that is 
available. 

00 
01-16 

17 
18 
19 
20 
22 
99 

None or Kindergarten 
Highest Grade 
College Graduate 
Some Graduate School 
Mq.5ter r s Degree 
Ph.D., .J .D., M.D., Other 
GED or HED 
Not Reported 

78 ' Typ'~' 'of Mo·s·t Recent Admi'ssTon to' Pris'on: 

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 D'efi'ni'ti'on . '. . '., .. 

79-82 

83.-86 

87-89 

90 ... 92 

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
calor probation violation. 

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--Retur.n 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. Th~s 
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, 

Dat'e 'of Most Recent Admission to Prison: This date 
should reflect when the offender was most reqently 
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). 

p'rison: This date 
--.--.......,~--;o ......... "--:-.,--..;.....-:-r-~7"7"'e-n-.,...e-r-w-a...;.s f i.rs t re ce i ved 
into the prison system for confinement on the sen­
tence from which s/he is' now released on parole or 
,other conditional release --rJiim/yy) • 

, 'Cur'r'ent'Se'ntence Offense' 1: Controlling or single 
major offense type. 

Cur'tent Sentence 'Offense 2: If multiple, second 
most. serious major offense type. 

,..:. ---. 

-_.. ..- .... 

.~~.,. ... J 
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V~riable and 
Code Definition 

11 

Current S'entence 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 typ'e. 

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

p'rocedures to Determine Offense S'eriousness: 

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 
minimumsent'ences. 

3. If both the maximum and the ~n~mum 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 
the longest maximum sentence. 
offense is specified, UPR will 
ling offense based on numbered 

offense rece~v~ng 
If no controlling 
assume control­
ranking, 

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

11 ' Muider/Nonnegligent Manslaughter: the willful 
(or'nonnegligent) killing ~f one human' being 
by another; all ",villful 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 
person by gross negligence of some ino.i:l1idual 
other than the victim. 

, 1 

I 
} 
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Code D'efiniti'on ' 

12 

13 Forcible Rape: the carnal knowledge of a person I 

forcibly and against his/her will, and attempts 
or assaults to rape. (Excludes statutory J;'ape.) 

14 Robbery: the taking or attempting to take any­
thing of value from tqe care, custody, or con~ 
trol of a person o~ persons by force, threat of 
force, violence, and/or by putting the victim 
in fear, such a.s 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 Burglary: any breaking' or unlawful entry of a 
structure 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 an­
other. (Excludes motor vehicle 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 •. 

31 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, ~tc. 

32 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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Variable and 
Code Definition 

33 Fraud/Embezzlement: fraudulent conversion and 
obtaj.ning 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' 5 care, custody, o·r 
control. . . 

34 Stolen Property: buying, rece~v~ng, and pos­
sessing stolen property, . as well as all at­
tempts to commit any of· these offenses. 

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

43 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. 

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

45 

46. 

47 

48 

cotic drugs. . 

Alcohol Law.Violations: the unlawful manufac­
ture, sale, transporting, furnish:r..ng, 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. 

Escape: escape or attempted escape from in- . 
carceration in an adult correctional faci·lity. 

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 

-_ ...... ~ 
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Record Variable and 
Position' Code Definiti'on 

96-98 

99-101 

102-103 

104-107 

County of COminitment: The ·county in which the 
court passing the controlling sentence (for the 
current sentence) is locate-d. If there are mul­
tiple counties o~ commitment, code the ONE which 
corresponds to the controlling offens'e o 

Net Time' Gredi'ts: 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 Host Recent Admis­
sion to Prison System." 

- Number of Prio.r 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 corre~tional facility 
having the legal authority to confine persons with 
sentences greater than one year. 

A~enCy Use: These four variables are for the use 
o any agency reporting data to UPR that wishes 
UPR to collect state specific data not in the UPR 
data base. 
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UPR Variable and Code Definitions 
Follow-up/Remoyal Segment 

15 

Record Var.iable and 
Position Code Definitions 

'1-2 
3-4 

, 5-12 
13-16 
1'1-22 
'23-47 
48-58 

Agency Paroling 
Agency Receiving 
State Case ID Number 
Date of Parole Entry 
Birthdate 
Subject Name 
FBI Number 

Identifying Data: see 
Entry ~segment for defi­
nitions. 

59 Absconder? Is the parolee declared an absconder 
or was a warrant issued for his/her arrest at the 
time of fallow-up? (y/n) 

60-63 Date of Last Contact: if yes aboye, date of l'ast 
contact with,the parolee (mm/yy). 

64 Continued on Parole? Was the parolee still on 
parole at the time of follow-up? (y/n) 

65 Type of Continuation: 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 a'l­
though the parolee has been convicted of a new 

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

3 New Maj o'r Conviction--Contin,>.led on parole al­
though the parolee has been convicted of a new 

, maj or 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 al­
leged new offense has been co~itted and charges 
are pending against the parolee. However, s/he 
has not yet been removed from parole and is 
still under parole jurisdictio~ (no new co~vic­
tion). 
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Record Variable and 
Position Code Definiti'ons' 

66 

5 Absconder, Not Yet Removed' From Parole--A war­
rant has been issued or the parolee has been 
declared an absconder although slhe has not yet 
been officially removed from parole jurisdiction. 

9 Unknown 

In p'ri'son? Is' the parolee currently ill prison? 
(yIn) 

'67 Jurisdiction: If yes above, 

1 The parolee is currently in prison within the 
same jurisdiction in whiGh slhe had been incar­
cerated and then paroled '(ill-state) • 

, ... , 2 The parolee is in prison within a jurisdiction 
different from the jurisdiction where slhe had 
been" incarcerated and then par,oled Cout-of-
state). . 

9, Unknown. 

68 Returned? Was the parolee returned to prison but 
not removed from parole? (yIn) 

69 

70 

Return Reas'on: If yes above, 

1 The parolee is being held in custody pending 
either a court or parole authority hearing, and 
has' 'riot been removed' from parole. 

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

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

9 Unknown, 

. Months? Are the actual months under superv~s~on 
different than 12 for one year follow-up, 24 for 
two year follow~up, or 36 for three year follow-up? 
(yIn) 
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Record Variable and 
Position -Code Definitions 

" 71-72 

73 

74-76 

77-79 

80-82 

Actual Months Under Supervis'i'on: if yes above, 
number of actual months under supervision between 
Date of Parole Entry and time of follow-up. 

New MaJor? Has the paroiee been convicted of a 
new major offense while on parole or Qther condi­
tional release? (yin) 

NeW' Offens'e 1: Single or 'controlling maj or offense 
type. 

New 'Offense 2: If multiple, second most serious 
major offense type. 

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 di.s­
tinct offense types, code the THREE most serious. 

Procedures to Determine Offense Seriousness: 

1. Code the THREE offenses for which the offender 
received the highes t 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 ser~ous, 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 
the longest maximum sentence. 
offense is specified, UPR will 
ling offense based on numbered 

offense rece~v~ng 
If no controlling 
assume i=ontrol­
ranki.ng, 
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18 

Offense Codes: Codes are ba.sed on the Unif'orm 
Crime Reports (UCR) Reporting Handbook (Washington, 
D.C.: FBI, Ja.nuary, 1978). 

11 ' Murder/Nonneglieent Hanslaughter: the willful 
(or 'nonnegligent) killing of one human' being 
by another; all 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 
person by gross negligence of some individual 
other than the victim. 

13 Fo';:cible Rape: the carnal knowledge of a person 
forcibly and against his/her -;'1ill, and attempts 
or assaults t~ 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, 
arm~d robbe~y, attempts or a~saults 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 Burglary: any breaking or unlawful entry of a 
structure to connnit a felony .or theft., 

22 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.) 

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. 
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31 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. 

32 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. 

33 Fraud/Embezzlement: fraudulent conversion and 
obtain{ng 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. 

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

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

43 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. 

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

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

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

........ 
" 
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Record 
Position 

83 

84-87 

88-89 

~. 

20 

Variable and 
Go de' Defi'rii ti'ons· 

47 Escape: escape or attempted e~cape from in­
carceration in an adult c'orrectional facility . 

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 

Removed? Was the parolee removed from parole super­
vision? (yIn) 

Removal Action Date: If yes above, date parolee 
was removed (mm/yy). 

TyPe of Removal~ if yes above, 

10 Sentence expired and parolee has been discharged 
from parole. 

20 Release prior to the expiration of sentence 
because: ' 

21 Early discharge'granted,the parolee by the 
parole authori~y. 

,22 Sentence commuted or the parolee was gran­
ted a pardon. 

30 The parolee died while on parole. 

40 Parole has been revoked (for whatever reason) as 
a result of parole authoritY,ac~ion. 

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. ' 

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 categories. 
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Record Variable and 
Pos'fti'o'ri ' Co'de' Definitions 

90 

91-92 

,99 Unknown 

Revoked? Was the parolee removed from parole , 
supervision by revocation, recommitment to prison, 
or return to prison? (yin) 

Type 'o'f Rev'o'cation: 

10 Revocation of parole due to a technical or 
parole violation on one of the following, . 
grounds: ' 

11 Parole Violation Only--Parole was revoked 
for a violation of the parolee's parole 
conditions • 

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

13 In Lieu of New Minor Conviction--After al­
legedly committing ~ 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 •. 

14 In Lieu of New Hajor Conviction--After al­
legedly committing a new major offense, 
parole was revdked and the parolee returned 
to the prison system as a parole violator 
instead of being prosecuted on the new of-
fens'e. " 

" . 

20 New Minor Conviction--Conviction of a new of~ 
fense reSUlting in a sentence between 60 days 
and one year (i.e., misdemeanqr) in an adult 
correctional facility. . 

30 New Major Conviction--Conviction of a new of­
fense resulting i,n a sentence of one year or 
more (i.e., felony) in an adult correctional 

. fad .. lity. 

40 Other reasons for removal from parole not 
covered by the preceding categories. 

• 

------~----~-----------------------------



I . .J 

1. 

• I 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
• .,J 

". 
I 

• .J 

• 

• 

Record Variable and 
Position Code Definitions 

93-96 

99 Unknown 

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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Relationship Between UPR and 

BASIC OBSCIS Software 
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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. 

Hmvever, 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), HPR 
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 inclu~ed is a table 
matching UPR Offense codes to the NCIC offense coding scheme . 
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UPR OBSCIS 

Identifying Data Elements 

Agency Paroling 
(UPR code) 

Agency Receiving 

State Case ID Number 

Date of Parole Entry 

Birthdate 

Subject Name 

FBI Number 

Location 
(Parole Destination (0)) 

'State Corrections ID Number 

Movement--Exits 
date of exits to Conditional 
Release (4 codes) 

Birth Date 

Commitment Name 

FBI Number 

Entry Data Elements 

Type of Conditional Release 
1 par~le authority decision 

2 mandatory release ' 
3 other' 

Condition of Release 

Parole/Reparole 
1 first parole 

2 reparole 

Minimum Eligible Parole Date 

Minimum Eligible Dtscharge Date 

Movement--Exits 
Condo release-parole, unsupervd. 
Condo rel~ase-parole, supervised 
Condo re~ease-parole to custody 

Other conditional release 

(Parole Supervisory Level (r)) 

Movement-New Entries (3 codes) 
New court commitment 
NCC/probation violation 
Transfer of jurisdiction 

Movement--Returns 
Parolee returned--tech. viol. 
Ret. from condo release--tech. viol. 

Minimum Eligible Parole Date 

Sentence Minimum/Maximum 
Minimum length of sentence 
plus movement date (new 
court cOilrmitment) 
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UPR 

Maximum Aggregate Retease 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 Time Credits 
. ,-

Ntimher of Prior Known 
Incarcerations 

25 

OBSCIS 

Aggregate Maximum Release Date 

Sex 

Race 

Last Grade Completed 

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 Histpry 
(In-state (r)) 

Follow-up/Removal Data Elements 

Date of Last Contact 

"T"ype of 'Gontinuatio,n 
1 no ~fficial 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 maj or conv. 

(Movement-Returns: parolee 
returned, .pending hearing) 
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UPR 

5 absconder 

I!l Prison? 

Jurisdiction 
1 in-state 
2 out-of-state 

Returned to Prison? 

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 ~o expiration 
21 release/parole board 
22 release/commutation or pardon 

30 revocation 
40 recommitted, not revoked 
50 returned, not revoked 

26 

OBSCIS 

Abscond~r 

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 Parol,e 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 
.~ardon 

--------~--~.~~~-=.~~--
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UPR 

60 death 

... 

70 other 

Revoked? 

Type of Revocation 

10 violation of paroel conds. 
11 parole violation only 

12 pv/criminal charges pending 
13 in lieu of new minor conv . 
14 in lieu of new major conv. 

20 new minor conviction 

30 new major conviction 

40 other 

OBSCIS 

death-suicide 
death-accidental 
death-nan-accidental 
death-natural causes 
death-unknown causes 

27 

Paroling Authority Decisions 

Paroling Authority Decisions 

return to prison, tech. viol. / 
violation of parole conds. 

Return to prison, 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, ne,v court 
commitment for new major 
offense conv. 

Return to prison, other 

'I '.f 
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UPR 

Murder /Nonneg1igent ...... 

Negligent Manslaughter 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated 

Burglary 

Larceny/Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Arson 

Forgery/Counterfeiting 

Fraud/Embezzlement 

Stolen Property 

Commercial Sex Offense 

Narcotic Law Violation 

Alcohol Law Violation 

Weapons Offense 

Excape 

Simple Assault 

Other 

OFFENSES 

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 

2600 2699 
2700 - 2799 

2800 2899 

4000 - 4099 . 

3500 - 3599 

4100 - 4199 

5200 5299 

4901 '- 4903 
4999 

1300 1313 1316 
1399 

all other codes 
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SECTION 4 

Questionnaire 

All Automated Data Submitted After J~nuary 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: 

TITLE: 

TELEPHOt'4E: 

ADDRESS: 

ITEM B" SPECIFICATIONS 

The UPR system is capable of acceptiRfmachine-readable 
data in two manners. Please check 'lONE box. 

, . --
17 Punched Cards: skip ITEMS C-F and continue with 

ITEM G. 

/7 Magnetic Tape: continue with ITEM C. 

ITEM C SPECIFICATTONS 

The UPR system is currently running on an IBM/370. 

The specifications liste.d below are preferred for the 
UPR configuration: 

Density .:. 
Tracks 
Mode 
Labels 
Record Form -

1600 bpi 
9 
EBCDIC 
Standp,rd IBN 
Fixed. Block 

,.~.~ .............. -. .,. .... -.... 
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User labels are NOT acceptab1~. Tapes must have either 
standard IBM labels or NO LABEL attributes. 

VARIABLE LENGTH records are NOT acceptable. 

If yo~ are submitting a !a£e w~th the speci~ications 
descr~bed above, check tv.. / th~s box and, sk~p ITEM D. 
Continue with ITEM E. --

Q2 -

If your installation can not submit a"tape as described above, 
continue with ITEM D. --

ITEM D SPEGIFI'CATI'ONS 

Complete this section if you_are NOT submitting a tape as 
described in ITEM C. Check /Al7 ONE box on each line. 

DENSITY / __ 7 1600 

NUMBER OF TRACKS /~-Y 7 

PARITY 

MODE 

LABEL /~_7 Standard IBM 

If the RECORD FORM is' 'fix'ed blo'ck, check here /-_7 . 

ITEM E' SPEGIFICATI'ONS 

What is the make and model of the computer,where the tape 
was created? 

EXAMPLES: IBM/370 PDP/I0 

" ' , / 
make 

•• ' ":It',. 

Burroughs/670e 

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 ~escribing the 
characteristics of each data set on the tape. 

NOTES (explaining the table): 

FILE1'fo refers to the sequence loc~ting the files on the tape .. 
The first FILE1'fo is 1'J:l, the second is 1'fo2, etc •. 

DATA TYPE/YEAR defines the type of data'on the reco~ds 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. If the file contains both Entry and 
Follow-up/Removal data for '1978 releases, you would specify 
.TYPE as ENTRY, FU#1/197B. Note: BE SUP~ THE YEAR IS THE 

. DATE OF ENTRY AND NOT THE DATE' OF FOLLOW-UP. . 

LABEL N&~ refers to the internal name on the tape for each 
of·the files if you u~e standard labels. The label name 
must not exceed eight characters. You may choose to creat.e 
a NO LABEL tape; if so, write NO LABEL in this column. 

RECORD LENGTH should conform to the DPR record 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 
supp.ly 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 recorqs (cases) 
on each file • 

'., ~ ___ ~.~~ _____ " ______ ~_~ _____ ___ i. ____ _ 
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EXAMPLES: 

Five files are beitlg submitted on the tape. File #1 con.­
tains only Entry data for 1979. 

FILE LABEL 
--1L DATA TYPE' l YEAR NAME , 

RECORD 
, LENGTH 

1 en'try 1979' ' no 1abeT 107 ' 

2 entry' '1978' ' no label 107 

3 fu-1 191'8' no label '96 

4 fu-2 '1977 no' 'label 96 

5 fu-J '197'6 no label 96 

BLKSTZE ' N/RECORDS 

58B'S 2,759 

5885 2,887 

5568 2,100 

55'68 1 , 000 

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 
5 describes file :ffo5 which contains three-year Follmv-up da.ta 
for 1976. 

UPR FILE DESCRIPTION TABLE 

. " . 

FILE LABEL . RECORD 
4fo 'DATA TYPE' l YEAR ' , NAME LENGTH 'BLKSIZE ' N /~CORDS 

• • '.' • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • I • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ..., 
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ITEM G SPEGIFIGA~IONS 

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 positions 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 SM1E for those files having the same 
coding structure as UPR and supply us ~Yith your codes when 
they differ. If you cann~t supply the data for a particu.'iar 
variable, write OMIT in the USER GODE column by that field • 

Each variable is defined in detail in the sections on "Variable 
and Gode Definitions." Please refer to the definitions 
when determining any differences between UPR codes and your 
agency codes. 

, 

.. 
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RECORD 
POSITTON 

UPR FILE DEFINITION TABLE 

En try S"egmen t 

(107 Characters, 26 Variables) 

FIELD" DES'CRIPTTON . 

1-2 Agency paroling 

3-4 

5-12 

13-16 

17-22 

.23-47 

48-58 

59 . 

60 

61 

62-65 

66-69 

Agency receiving 

State case ID number 

Date of parole entry (mm/yy) 

'Birthdate (mm/ dd/yy) 

Subject name (free form) 

FBI number 

Type of conditional release 
I-parole authority decision 
2-mandatory release 
3-othe1l" 
9-not reported 

Condition of release 
l-active supervision 
2-inactive supervision 
3-paroled to custody, 

detainer, or warrant 
9-not reported . 

Parole or reparole 
l-first parole on current 

sentence 
2-reparole on current 

sentence 
9-not reported 

Minimum eligible parole date 
(mmlyy) 

Minimum eligible discharge 
date (mm/yy) 

Q6 

USER "CODES 
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RECORD 
POSITION 

70-73 

74 

75 

76.-77 

78 

79-82 

83-86 

87-89 

90-92 

93-95 

FIELD DES'CRIPTION 

Maximum aggregate release 
date (mm/yy) 

Sex 
I-male 
2-female 
9-not reported 

Race/Ethnicity 
I-American Indian/ 

Alaskan Native 
2-Asian/Pacific Islander 
3-Black, not Hispanic 
4-Hispanic 
5-White, not Hispanic 
9-not reported 

Education 
aO-none or kindergarten 
Ol-16-highest grade 
17-college graduate 
IS-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 jurisdiction 
7'''other 
9 '''not reported 

Date of most recent admission 
(mm/yy) 

. Date of original admission 
(mm/yy) 

Maj~r or single offense 

Next offense, if multiple 

Next offense, if multiple 

Q7 
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RECORD 
POSITION 

96-98 

99-101 

102-103 

104-107 

. FIELD' DES'CRIPTION 

11-murder/nonneg1igent 
manslaughter 

12-neg1igent manslaughter 
:13-forcib1e rape 
14-robbery 
17-aggravated assault 
21-burg1ary 
22-1arceny/theft 
23-motor vehicle theft 
31-arson 
32-forgery/counterfeiting 
33-fraud/embezz1ement 
'34-sto1en property 
42-commercia1 sex offense 
43-other sex offense 
44-narcotic law violation 
45-a1coho1 law violation 
46-weaports offense 
47-escape 
48-simp1e assault 
49-other offense 
99-not reported 

County of commitment (3-digit 
code) 

Net time credits (N days) 

Prior incarcerations (N times) 

Agency use 

Q8 
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RECORD 
POSITION 

to11ow-up Segment 

Year ffo1 

, (96 'Chtaracters, 27 Variables) 

'FIELD DESCRIPTION 

1-2 Agency paroling 

3-4' 

5-12 

13-16 

17-22 

23-47 

'48-58 

59 

60-Q3 

64 

65 

Agency receiving 

State case ID number 

Date of p~ro1e entry (mm/yy) 

Birthdate (mm/dd/yy) 

Subject name (free form) 

FBI number 

Absconder (yin) 

Date of last contact (if yes) 
(mm/yy) 

Continued on pa~ole, (yin) 

Type of continuation (if yes) 
1-no official problem 

.2-new minor conviction 
3-new maj or conviction' 
4-charges pending, not removed 
5-absconder, not removed 
9-not reported 

66 Currently in prison (yin) 

67 Jurisdiction (if yes) 
1-in-state 
2-out-of-state 
9-not reported 

68 Returned to prison, ,not removed' 
(yin) 

69 Return reason (if yes) 
1-pending hearing 
2-medica1 reasons 
3-other 
9-not reported 

,. 

Q9 
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RECORD 
POSITION 

70 

71-72 

73 

74-76 

77-79 

80-82 

83 

84-87 

88-89 

FIELD DES'CRIPTION 

Months under supervision = 12 
(y/n) 

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 

manslaughter 
l2-negligent manslaughter 
l3-forcible rape 
l4-rob bery . 
l7-aggravated assault 
2l-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-escane 
48-simule 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 (only) 
21-release prior to expira­

tion by early discharge 
by parole authority 

22-release urior to' exuira~ 
tion by sentence com­
muted/pardon 

30-death 

QIO 
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RECORD 
POSITION 

90 

91-92 

93,,:,96 

FIELD' DESCRIPTION 

40-revocation 
50-recommitted) not revoked 
60-returned, not revoked 
'lO-other 
99-not reported 

Revoked, recommitted, or 
returned (yin) 

Type of revocation (if yes) 
ll-violation bf parole condi­

tions (only) 
l2-violation, criminal char­

ges pending 
l3-violation, in lieu of 

minor conviction 
14-violation, in lieu of 

major conviction 
20-new minor conviction 
30-new maj o'r conviction 
40-other 
99-riot reported 

Agency use. 

Qll 
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RECORD 
POSITION 

Follow-up Segment 

Year 1fo2 

(96 Characters, 27 Variables) 

FIELD DESCRIPTION 

1-2 Agency paroling 

3-4 

5-12 

13-16 

17-22 

23-47 

: 48-58 

59 

60-63 

64 

65 

Agency receiving 

State case ID number 

Date of parole entry (mm/yy) 

Birthdate (n~/dd/yy) 

Subject name (free form) 

FBI number 

Absconder (y/n) 

Date of last contact (if yes) 
. (mm/yy) 

Continued on p~rol~ (yin) 

Type of continuation (if yes) 
I-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 (yin) 

67 

68 

69 

Jurisdiction (if yes) 
l-in-state· 
2-out-of-state 
9:-not reported 

Returned to prison, not removed' 
(y j.n) 

Return reason (if yes) 
. l-pen4ing hearing 
2-medical reasons 
3-other 
?-not reported 

Q12 

USER CODES 
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RECORD 
POSITION. 

70 

71-72 

73 

74-76 

77-79 

80-82 

83 

84-87 

88-89 

FIELD DESCRIPTION 

Months under' supervision = 24 
(y/n) 

Actual months under supervision 

New major conviction ·(y/n) 

Major or single offense, if yes 

Next offen?e, if mUltiple 

Next offense, if multiple 
ll-murder/nonnegligent 

manslaughter 
l2-negligent manslaughter 
l3-forcible rape 
l4-robbery 
l7-aggravated assault 
2l-burglary 
22-larceny/theft 
23-motor vehicle theft 
3l-arson 
'32-~orgery/counterfeiting 
33-fraud/embezzlement 
34-stolen property 
42-commercial sex offense 
43-other sex of~ense 
44-narcotic law violation 
45-alcohol law violation 
46-weapons offense 
47-escaoe 
48-simole assault 
49-other offense 
99-not reported 

Removed from parole (yIn) 

Removal action date (if yes) 
(mm/yy) 

Type of removal (if yes) 
10-parole complete 
20-release prior to expira-
. . tion (only) . 
21-release prior to expira-

tipn by early discharge 
by parole authority 

22-release orior to exuira­
tion by sentence com­
muted/pardon 

30-death 

Q13 
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Q14 

RECORD 

l POSITION, FIELD DESCRIPTION USER CODES 

40-revocation 
50-recommitted, not revoked I 

60-returned, not revoked 
70-other 
99-not reported 

90 Revoked, recommitted, or 
returned (yIn) 

91-92 Type of revocation (if yes) 
Il-violation Cif p.arole condi-

tions (only) 
l2-violation, criminal char-

ges pending 
I3-violation, in lieu of 

minor conviction 
l4-violation, in lieu of 

major conviction 
20-new minor conviction 
30-new major conviction 
b .. O-other 
99-not reported 

93-96 Agency use. 

..................... ..;,0' ..... --.=--=-,."--_"'--____________ ' ________ . 
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RECORD 
POSITION 

Follow-up Segment 

Year 113 

(96 Characters, 27 Variables) 

FIELD DESCRIPTION 

1-2 Agency paroling 

.3-4 

5-12 

13-16 

17-22 

23-47 

.: 48-58 

59 

60-63 . 

64 

65 

66 

67 

68 

69 

Agency receiving 

State case' ID number 

Date of parole entry (mm/yy) 

Birthdate (mm/dd/yy) 

Subject name (free form) 

FBI number 

Absconder (y/n) 

Date of last contact (if yes) 
(mm/yy) 

Continued on parol~ (yin) 

Type of continuation (if yes) 
I-no official problem 
2-new minor conviction 
3-new major conviction 
4-charges pending, not removed 
5-absconder, not removed 
9-not reported 

Currently in. p.t"ison (y/n) 

Jurisdiction .(if yes) 
l-in-state 
2-out-of-state 
9-not reported 

~eturned to p~ison, not removed 
(y tn) 

Return reason (if yes) 
. I-pending hearing 
2-medical reasons 
3-other 
9-not reported 

Q15 

USER CODES 

r . " 



I ' 

•• 
LJ 

r' 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

t RECORD 
POSITION 

70 

71-72 

73 

74-76 

77.,.79 

80-82 

83 

84-87 

88-89 

FIELD DESCRIPTION 

Months under supervision = 36 
(y/n) 

Actual months under supervision 

New ~ajor conviction (y(n; 

Maj or or pingle offense, -if yes 

Next offense, if multiple 

Next offense, if mUltiple 
ll-murder/nonnegligent 

manslaughter 
12-negligen t ~;"\&ns laugh ter 
13-forcible rape 
14-robbery 
17-aggravated assaul~ 
21-burglary 
22-larceny/theft 
23-motor vehicle theft 
31-arson 
32-forgery/counterfeiting 
33-fra1.ld/embezzlement 
34-stolen property 
42-commercial sex offense 
43-other sex offense 
44-narcotic·law-violation 
45-alcohol law violation 
46-weapons offense 
47-esca'Oe 
48-sim'Ole assault 
49-other offense 
99-not reported 

Removed from paro~e. (y/n) 

Removal action date (if yes) 
(mrn/yy) 

Type of removal (if yes) 
lO-parole complete 
20-release prior to expira­

tion (only) 
~l-release p~:!.r't' to expira­

tion by e~~ly discharge 
by parole authority 

. 22-release orior to exoira­
tion by sentence com­
muted/pardon 

3D-death 

Q16 
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,J RECORD 
POSITION, 

90 

91-92 

FIELD DES'CRIPTION 

40-revocation 
50-recommitted, not revoked 
60-returned, not revoked 
70-·other 
99-not reported 

Revoked, recorrnnitted, or 
r'eturned (yin) 

Type of revocation (if yes) 
ll-violation of parole condi­

tions (only) 
l2-violation, criminal char-

ges pending / 
l3-violation, in lieu uf 

minor conviction 
l4-violation, in lieu of 

major conviction 
20-new minor conviction 
30-new major conviction 
40-other 
99-not reported 

Agency use 

Q17 

USER CODES 
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