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A SUMMARY OF PROBATION SUBSIDY IN 1970

Probation Subsidy has been operative in the State of Washington

since January 1, 1970. While one year is not a sufficient period of

operation to make conclusive judgments, general trends can be observed.

The following observations can be made:

1.

In 1970,;total commitments to astate juvenile rehabilitation
facilities by counties participating in Probation Subsidy
decreased 42.87% over the figure for 1969, In counties not
participating in the program, there was a 15.4% increase in
commitments, (Statewide, there was a 37.6% decrease.)

In 1970, first commitments to state juvenile rehabilitation
facilities by counties participating in Probation Subsidy
decreased 41.6% over the 1969 figure. In counties not partic-
ipating in the program, there was a 15.77% increase in first
commitments. (Statewide, there was a 36,3% decrease.)

Before Probation Subsidy, large caseloads represented one of
the major problems facing probation officers, The average
caseload was 65, and caseload size sometimes exceeded 100.

In counties participating in Probation Subsidy, those proba-
tion officers involved in the program carried an average case-
load of less than 20, with 30 being maximum.

The state commitment rate to juvenile rehabilitation facil-
itites was 37.58 per 100,000 population for the period 1964-

1969. For 1970, it was 24.56, a 34.6% decrease. Counties in



6.

Probation Subsidy have a commitment rate of 23.33; those not
in Probation Subsidy, of 33.00.

Counties participating in Probation Subsidy represents 87.6%
of the state population. In 1969, these counties accounted
for 51 7% of all commitments to state juvenile rehabilitation/
facilities; in 1970, they accounted for 83.3% of all commit-
ments.

Through the middle of November, approximately 1100 juveniles

‘ad participated in or were still participating in special

probation programs through Probation Subsidy. Of these 1100,

about 90 were later committed to a state juvenile rehabilita-

tion facility. This represents about 8% of those who were in
the program.

With more time and money available, the counties in Probation
Subsidy have implemented new programs arid have made better use
of existing resources. Perhaps most important, probation of f-
jcers are now able to individualize probation programs to an

extent not possible in the past.

PROBATION SUBSIDY IN WASHINGTON STATE
CALENDAR YEAR 1970

In its 1969 special session, the Washington Stgce Legislature
passed the Probation Subsidy Act. This act authorized the Washington
State Division of Institutions to subsidize the costs of special county
probation supervision to juvenilés who could be committed to state
juvenile rehabiliciticon facilities,

There are two funding methods available to counties electing to
participate in the program. The first is designated the "special"
program, Reimbursement in this program is on the basis of reduction
in the rate of commitment. The following steps are involved in cal-
culating the reduction:

1. Commitments per 100,000 population are established for each

- county for either the period 1964-1968 or the period 1967-
1968, whichever is higher. The resultant figure is called
the '"base commitment rate."

2. Each year, the base commitment rate is multiplied by the county
population (certified as of April 1), giving an "expected com-
mitment rate' for the year.

3. At the end of each year of operation, the actual number o§
commitments for each county is subtracted from its expecteg
commitment rate. This gives the "commitment reduction number"
for each county.

The maximum amount of reimbursement for which a county may establish

eligibility is arrived at by multiplying the "commitment veduction number"




by $4,000. Reimbursement is by actual program cost or by the mnximﬁm
figure mentioned above, whichever is smaller.

1f a county has an average base commitment rate of less than thirty,
it may either choose the special program, or elect the "alternate" pro-
gram. In the alternate program, the. state pays the salary of omne fulln
time probation officer who is assigned to the Probation Subsidy unit
only. 1In 1970, there were tem judicial districts representing eleven
counties in the special program, and eight judicial districts represent-
ing nine counties in the alternate program.

The objective of the Probation Subsidy program is to reduce the
necessity for commitment of juveniles to state rehabilitation facilities
by strengthening and improving the supervision of juveniles placed on
probation by the juvenile courts of the state. It is the intent of this
program to create a variety of special new techniques for treating juven-
ile offenders. It encourages the use of innovation and creativity in
developing new ways of doing a better rehabilitation job in the community.
Specifically, the goals of Probation Subsidy are these:

1. To reduce commitment rates to state juvenile rehabilitation

institutions by 25% or more in participating counties.

2. To reduce overall costs to the state for rehabilitating selected
delinquent youths.

3. To provide higher quality probation services to selected youth-
ful offenders through (a) reducing probation officer caseloads,
and (b) making funds available for purchasing additjional services
as needed.

4. To provide increased protection to the community through more

consistent, uniform supervision of probationers.

4

5. To reduce the extent to which youths become involved in repeated
offenses.

Probation Subsidy became operative in Washington State on January 1,
1970, with twenty counties participating in the program. This report
presents a picture of what is happening in the program in these counties,

At the present time there is no reporting system which gathers infor-
mation concerning Probation Subsidy.‘ Since each county keeps its own
records, and not all counties do so in the same manner or even keep the
same information, there is a limit on the type of data which can be pre-
sented. However, it is felt that there is adequate information available
to present a meaningful report. In general, this report will illustrate
what the counties are doing to meet the goals of Probation Subsidy,

The first goal of Probation Subsidy--reduction in commitment rate-=-
is a reality. Statewide, the commitment rate has decreased from 38.76
commitments per 100,000 population in 1969, and 37.58 for the period
from 1964 to 1969, to a figure of 24,56 for 1970. This represents a
36.5% decrease from the 1969 figure, and a 34.67% decrease from the average
for the last six years., For counties in the Probation Subsidy program,
the commitment rate is down 34,5% from the six-year average, and 41.5%
from the 1969 figure. The goal for these counties was a 257 reduction.

Not only is commitment rate down, but also the number of commit-
ments, From 1969 to 1970 for the state as a whole, total commitments
are down 37.6% and first commitments are down 36.3%. For counties in
Probation Jubsidy, total commitments are down 42.8% and first commit-

ments are dowm 41.6%. For counties not in Probation Subsidy, total
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commitments are up 15.4% and’ftrst commitments are up 15.7% from the
1969 figure.

Table 1 contains a list of all the counties in Probation Subsidy,
grouped according to type of participation in the program. It shows
the expected commitment figure for each county and the actual commit- |
ment figure for 1970. The table also gives each county's base commit-
ment rate, and its commitment rate for 1970. Table 2 shows commitments
for 1969 and 1970 for all counties in the state, grouped by type of
Probation Subsidy program. Table 3 lists 1970 admissions chargeable
to Probation Subsidy by county and by type of admission.

There are indications that the second goal of Probation Subsidy--
to reduce the overall cost of juvenile rehabilitation-~will be met by
the program. The lower populations in the juvenile rehabilitation
facilities (a result of lower admissions largely attributable to Pro-
bation Subsidy) have already yielded some cost savings., Eight cottages
within juvenile rehabilitation residential treatment facilities have
been closed. (Most of the facilities have several Yeottages', which
sre self-contained living units.) Fifty-five staff vacancies in juv?n-
ile rehabilitation residential treatment facilities have not been filled.
These unfilled vacancies are over and above those required to meet the
savings goals set by the Governor.

Lower populations have also eliminated the need at this time for
; planned 160 bed intensive treatment facility. This facility would
have cost approximately §5 million to build, with operating costs of

about $3.5 million per biennium.
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The third goal of Probation Subsidy--to increase the quantity and
quality of probation services--can be measured in several ways. One of
these is caseload size, since the number of juvenlle; a probation off-
icer has determines to a large extent how much time he can spend on each
one,

Before Probation Subsidy, caseload size averaged 65, and in some
cases exceeded 100. In the Probation Subsidy units, the maximum allow-
able caseload is 30; the average caseload in these units was between 18
and 19. Some counties were fairly close to the maximum figure; others
were substantially below it: The majority of the counties considered
20 a more realistic maximum than 30.

Another measure of improvement in probation supervision is the
amount of advanced training given to probation officers. Most of the
counties have had some kind of special training for their probation
officers involved in Probation Subsidy. Generally, the training involved
family counselling, individual counselling or group therapy techniques,
Those who have recejved this training considered it very beneficial in
carrying out their probation functions, Many counties plan tv: increase
such training in the future.

A third measure of improvement in probation services involves the
implementation of new programs and techniques, or the improvement of
existing ones. In Probation Subsidy units, the area of ‘greatest concen-
tration thus far has been individual and family counselling. With smaller
caseloads, the probation officers are lee to spend more time with their
probationers than was possible in the past. In most counties, the proba-

tion officers in Probation Subsidy units spent a large part of their
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time out of the office, working in schools and homes. Often the work
in the homes was done in the evening so that working parents could be
contacted, .

In the area of family counselling, one county implemented a Parent
gEffectiveness Training program in cooperation with a nearby college. [
This program involved 17 parents and their children, plus members of
the college staff and the Probation Subsidy unit ataff. Sessions were
held three hours a week for eight weeks. The goal of the program was
to get parents to listen and to communicate with their children. Several
techniques were used, with the playacting portion considered especially
beneficial. The program was considered very effective, and the county
plans to repeat it. Other counties have used techniques similar to
those employed in the Parent Effectiveness Training program, but on a
less formalized basis.

In another county, the main emphasis was on concentrated therapy
programs for child and family. This included family group therapy
(parents, child, and other family members, if appropriate); team group

therapy (those in the family group therapy program plus "stgnificanﬂn

others: relatives, employers, doctors, lawyers, etc.); and total agency )

therapy, in which the family and all agencies associated with it were
included (schools, social agencies, employment office, Public Assistance,
and Child Guidance, for example). Through these sessions, an individual
plan was developed for each family. In developing the plan, the goals
and desires of the probation staff, the parents, and the child were all

taken into consideration.

“8-

Another area of concentration was the school. Since most of the
Juveniles in the program were in some school program, it was helpful
for the probation officers to work closely with the schools. In many
cases, special educational programs were worked out for individual pro-
bationers, with the teachers, other school staff, and the probation
officer working together. In a few cases, arrangements vere made for a
juvenile to finish his high school education at & local community college
because of an inability to adjust to a regular high school environment.

Work-study programs and special programs for school drop-outs were
operated in some counties., Several counties plan to implement such
programs in the future.

Tutoring, often on a limited basis, was available in a few counties,
and several of the counties have plans to expand in this area. One
county plans to expand their present volunteer program to include tutor-
ing functions, with an emphasis on improving attitudes towards school;
another county plans to start using volunteers as tutors as soon as they
complete their new probation facilities.

Besides the tutor-volunteer programs mentioned above, several
counties had other volunteer programs. Most programs emphasized the
companionship aspect of the relationship, with volunteers meeting with
probationers on a one-to-one basis. Some meetings took place in the
home of the juvenile; others involved activities such as movies, cultural
events, swimming, hobbies, coke breaks, and so on. 1In one county, occu=
pational volunteers were used. The program involved a local businessman

working with a probationer in a field in which the probationer had
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expressed an interest. The businessman served as a teacher, and the
probationer used what he learned in carrying out tasks assigned by the
businessman. .

In an effort to put something positive in a juvenile's probation
rules, one county plans to implement a noncompensatory work program in .
which the probationers will act as companions to persons in nursing
homes, or as playground supervisors.

One county employed ex-probationers and ex-parolees as treatment
agents., In another county, before certain probationers were released
from formal probation, they spent six sessions with adult convicts:
four sessions with individual convicts, and two group therapy sessions
with convicts. Only the older, more mature probationers were selected
for this program.

Most counties try to individualize their programs as much as possible
to fit the needs of the probationers. As an example, in one county,
arrangements were made for a girl in the Probation Subsidy program to
take a class in behavior modification at a mental health center. She
received credit for the class; the class was particularly relevant to.
her situation, since she had a retarded sister. Another county arranged

for guitar lessions for one girl in the program. Some counties selec~
tively paid for memberships in the YMCA, or for fees to send certain
probationers to summer camps. One county had a program to "socialize"
probationers before they went into foster homes. Some probationers
were not aware of common grooming practices or techniques; in some cases,

they did not know how to eat using the implements and the manners to
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which most members of foster homes are accustomed. This program taught
some of these basics.

Recreational activities were used to some extenté in most counties.
While some activities took place all year long, the largest portion
were in the summer, when most of the probationers were out of school,
Lacking the structured environment of the school situation, most of the
probationers needed something to take its place., In the area of recrea~
tional activities, camping and fishing trips were the most popular.
Other activities mentioned included trips to county fairs, attendance
at cultural or sports events, and bowling, basketball, and other ath-
letic activities.

During the summer, jobs become an important factor in creating a
structured living situation. Some counties had excellent success in
finding summer work for their probationers, but most e*perienced diff-
iculties because of depressed job markets., One county implemented a
project in which twenty probationers worked in the county parks, doing
building and repair work. They worked eight hours a day, five days a
veek, for eight weeks, and were paid for the work. During this period,
none of those involved in the project got into trouble.

The fourth goal of Probation Subaidy-~to provide increased protec~
tion to citizens--is fairly difficult to measure. The goal, however,
specifies that this protection will come through closer supervision of
probationers. By the very nature of the program, probationers in Pro-
bation Subsidy received more attention and more supervision than pro-

bationers in regular programs; given these premises, we may infer that
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there has been an increase in the protection to the community. 3If a
juvenile was judged a danger to himself or to the community while he
was in the program, he was committed to a state juvenile rehabilitation
institution.

The fifth goal of Probation Subsidy--to reduce recidivism--is really
impossible to measure at the present time. There is no information
collected on a statewide basis, and not all counties keep the information
in the same manner. With the implementation of the Juvenile Court report-
ing system in 1971, informatiun on recidivism among juveniles in Proba-
tion Subsidy programs and among juveniles in regular probation programs
will begin to be available. A few counties have kept records, and these
records indicate a lower rate of recidivism among probationers in the
Probation Subsidy program.

Evidence currently available indicates that the goals of Probation
Subsidy are being met. Commitments are doﬁ; caseloads are smaller;
and innovation has been used in developing new or improved services in
the counties participating in Probation Subsidy, The counties as a
group are very enthusiastic about the program and its results. Several
of the counties in the alternate program plan to adopt the special
program July 1, 1971; and several of those in the special program plan
to expand their Probation Subsidy units beginning July 1.

Having examined the ways in which the goals of the Probation Sub-
sidy are being met, certain other areas will be examined to give a more
complete picture of Probation Subsidy in Washington State.

The first of these areas concerns the probationers involved in

the program, Through the middle of November, over 1100 juveniles in
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Washington State had been served or were being served by a special pro-
baﬁion program as a result of Probation Subsidy. In general, these 1100
represented the more "difficult" probationers in the’'counties involved
in the Probation Subsidy program. The criterion most frequently mentioned
by the counties in selecting juveniles for the program was the likeli-
hood that the juvenile in question would be committed in the near future.
The majority of the juveniles selected for the program had a record of
past offense; many were in regular probation caseloads and were trans=-
ferred to the Probation Subsidy unit because all of the resources avail-
able in the regular unit had been exhausted.

Other criteria used by the counties in selecting juveniles for
the program included the ability of the juvenile to benefit from an
intensive program; the juvenile not being a danger to himself or to the
community; how placing the juvenile in the program would affect the others
in the caseload; and having a suitable living arrangement available for
the juvenile,

Most of those selected for the Probation Subsjdy unit were between
the ages of 14 and 17, with a few younger children involved. Most (about
80%) were males.

Of the 1100 probationers involved in the program, about 90 (8%)
were later committed to a state juvenile rehabilitation institution.

Of those who were committed, several were from old caseloads and had
a long history of offenses, and a large number were committed within a
short period of time after being assigned to the Probation Subsidy unit

(sometimes before any work had been done with them in the special unit),
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Of the juveniles in the program who were not committed, some sliowed
dramatic changes in attitude or behavior. Changes in the area of atti-
tude are fairly difficult to measure; but several counties commented that
once a juvenile developed a trust in the probation officer and began to
relate to him, attitudé changes were evident, and in some cases, very '
significant. Some counties pointed to the decrease in recidivism among
their probationers as evidence of behavioral change, In some cases, a

juvenile with a long history of offenses would commit no new ones, either

during his period in Probation Subsidy or after being released from pro-
bation after having successfully completed the program.

In most counties, there were probationers staying in school who
would normally have become drop-outs (or who would have been dismissed
from school). In some cases a probationer stayed in school simply because
it was a condition of his probation; but for others, it could be attributed
to an increase in motivation. In one county, 17 of the probationers
placed in Probation Subsidy units were out of school at the time they
were assigned to the unit; 15 of them are now in school.

Some of the probationers showed improvements in grades and behavior.
In one county, a juvenile in the program went from a grade point average
of 1.5 to one of 2.6; in another county, a boy who had never shown an
interest in high school athletics before turned out for the cross-country
team. One of the more dramatic cases involved a girl who had refused
to attend school. After being placed in the Probation Subsidy unit, she
finished the ninth grade and entered high school with average to better

than average grades. She also took a part-time job--a real accomplishment
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for a third generation welfare case, She entered a YWCA Slim and Trim
class to improve her appearance, and now desires to finish her high
school program and become employable. .

Another area of importance is community acceptance of the Proba«
tion Subsidy program. Overall, this éccep:ance has been very good.

Ir the area of local law enforcement, there were some counties
in which law enforcement was not completely behind the program and there
were sometimes problems with individual police officers, but generally
cooperation was good. In many counties, the police called the proba-
tion officer before any action was taken when a juvenile in the program
was involved in some sort of trouble.

Cooperation with the schools has been very geod. While some achool
districts refused to cooperate and some individual schools were uncoop-
erative, these were the exception rather than the rule. There were
many schools which helped set up special programs or make special con-
cess: - -3 for juveniles involved in Probation Subsidy. In one county, a
boy was bussed several miles each day because the program in his own
school district was not suitable to his situation. In some schools,
if a probationer in the special program acted up, the probetion officer
was called, rather than the school taking unilateral disciplinary steps.

Most county Probation Subsidy units had a good working relationship
with supportive agencies in the communities. Child Guidance was one of
the agencies with which most counties worked closely, and cooperation
with them seemed to be uniformly good. Some counties mentioned problems
in working with Public Assistance, with most of the problems related

to the area of foster home care,
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Service organizations have been active supporters of Probation
Subsidy in several counties. Some counties had supplies for their
summer recreation programs donated by local service agencies; in one
county, a ladies' service organization obtained corrective lens?s for
one probationer and arranged for physical examinations for others.

Most of the counties made presentations to local service organizationms,
explaining the Probation Subsidy program, and were very well received.

In general, newspaper coverage of Probation Subsidy has been good.
A few counties did not have any newspaper coverage; most had some,
and it was favorable. One county in whizh the probation office gen-
erally had a poor relationship with the local paper received favorable
coverage on Probation Subsidy.

In response to questions about services not available in the com-
munity, most counties mentioned the area of homes. There was a lack of

appropriate foster homes and group homes almost everywhere. Many count-

ies mentioned the need for an interim home--a place where juveniles could

go on a short-term, drop-in basis. Interim homes could be used as a
place to go when a crisis situation developed at home, or as a temporary
home while a juvenile was awaiting transfer to a foster home,

A frequently mentioned unmet need was in the area of testing and
diagnosis. Psychological evaluations were not always available when
they are needed. Most areas did not have a psychiatrist readily avail-
able. In some cases, medical and dental problems were not diagnosed,
or were not treated.

About half of the counties participating in Probation Subsidy pro-

grams felt that the present funding method was adequate to cover their
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current operating expenses in the special unit. Of those who did not
find it adequate, half were in the special program and half in the
alternate program. Complaints about the funding metlod were in two
areas: restrictiona on how the money could be spent, and the method
used to arrive at the reimbursement figure,

In the area of program restrictions, the most common complaint
was not being allowed to include dependent children in the program.
Some counties felt that by getting certain of these juveniles early,
befora they bacame delinquent, further problems could often be avoided.

The counties which had complaints about the method used to cal-
culate the reimbursement were basically those with low base commitment

rates, and some of the smaller counties. Some of those with low base

commitment rstes felt they were being penalized for having kept more

of their juveniles in the community in the past, since they had to
work harder to reduce commitment rates than did those counties with
historically high commitment rates. In the smaller counties choosing
the alternate plan, only the salary of an additional probltl;n off-
icer vas paid, s0 no extra funds were available for implementing new
programs.

Despite the problems encountered, almost all of the counties felt
that the benefits of the program outweighed the problems. Almost with~
out exception, they mentioned having more time to spend with the indi-
vidual probationers as the major benefit of Probation Subsidy. With
this increase in time the probation officers were more available to

their probationers; several mentioned that for the first ¢ime in their
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careers, they were able to provide the services which a probation officer ‘

is supposed to provide.

Another frequently mentioned benefit of Probatign Subsidy was that
community resources were being developed to a greater extent. With
more time available the probation officers were able to see what is 4
available in the community and to evaluate the different resources. In

one county a probation officer in the Probation Subsidy program visited

- several group homes in the state., In this way, she was aware of what

was‘available, and of what type of juvenile would fit in best in each
of tﬁe group homes. Then, if one of her probationers was in need of a
group home, she was better prepared to determine where he would best
fit in.

Along the line of developing resources, one county mentioned that
the probation people were finally working together as a team, with each
other and with the resource people. Because of this, the probationers
were receiving a more unified type of treatment program than before.

Another comment was that the Division of Institutions is now being
used as a referral sefvice, rather than as a "dumptng ground." It is ?
résource, just as Child Guidance is a resource and there are times when
it is the proper resource for the situation. )

In addition to the¢ benefits accruing to the Probation Subsidy units,
séveral counties mentioned that their regular probation units were also
aided by the Probatisn'Subsidy program. ~In some cases, the regular
units have smaller caseloads because of the addition of probation off-

icers to the Probation Subsidy unit. In others, regular caseloads are
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now easier because the Probation Subsidy units take the more difficult
juveniles. Training given to those in thé Probation Subsidy unit is
often passed on to those in the regular units.

Some limitations on the data available for evaluating Probation
Subsidy will be eliminated with the introduction of the Juvenile Court
reporting system. This system will collect data on every juvenile with
whom the juvenile courts of the state have any contact. For every
referral in a county, a document will be prepared for submission to
the system. Through the system, information will be available on every
Juvenile who passed through the juvenile courts, and on every action
that was taken in regard to a particular Juvenile. .

It will be possible to determine such things as type of probation
ptogfam, sex, age, race, education, present school atténdance, type of
living arrangement, recidivism, reason released from the program, and
length of stay in the program, Comparisons of Juveniles in Probation
Subsidy and those in regular probation units will be made.

A limitation of this data system is that it is voluntary--counties
do not have to participnte; It 13 hoped that counties which do not
participate the first year will decide to after seeing the type of data
which is available from the system.

Unfortunately, the system will not be fully operational for all
of 1971; however, it should be in operation long enough and in enough
counties to give a better picture of Probation Subsidy--and the entire
county juvenile court system--than is available at the present time.

In addition to the data available through the Juvenile Court report-

ing system, there will be more detailed data available through a system
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TABLE 1

JUVENILE COMMITMENTS AND COMMITMENT RATES BY COUNTY AND
TYPE OF PROBATION SUBSIDY PROGRAM FOR CALENDAR YEAR 1970

BASE RATE 1970 RATE

(COMMITMENTS (COMMITMENTS

COUNTY AND TYPE EST 1970 @RELIM  PER 100,000 EXPECTED ACTUAL* COMMITMENT PER 100,000

OF PROGRAM POPULATION POPULATION) 1970 COMMIT. _ 1970 COMMIT REDUCTIONS POPULATION)

SPECIAL
BENTON-FRANKLIN 91,850 46.58 42 32 10 34.84
CHELAN 39,222 66.69 26 8 18 20.40
CLARK 126,446 40.88 52 26 26 20.56
COWLITZ 68,450 47.72 33 21 12 30.68
KING 1,139,730 39.66 454 216 238 18.95
PIERCE 405,238 43.76 178 170 8 41.95
SKAGIT 51,146 43.03 22 11 11 1.51
SNOHOMISH 262,150 27.25 71 32 39 12.21
SPOKANE 283,077 39.41 110 52 58 18.37
YAKIMA 142,235 29.64 43 43 0 30.23
ALTERNATE

CLALLAM-JEFFERSON 44,742 45.72 20 9 11 20.12
GRANT 40,504 34.80 14 11 3 27.16
ISLAND 25,900 18.30 5 1 4 3.86
KITSAP 101,646 28.76 28 21 7 . 20.66
KLICKITAT 11,959 25.18 3 3 0 25.09
LEWIS 44,485 24.74 11 13 -2 29.22
MASON 19,975 43.94 9 6 3 30.04
WALLA WALLA 40,722 46.66 19 » 11 8 27.01
2,939,477 1,140 686 454 23.33

*INCLUDES FIRST COMMITMENTS TO ADULT CORRECTIONS FACILITIES OF PERSONS UNDER 1B YEARS OF AGE.
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TABLE 2

ADMISSIONS TO CASCADIA JR-DC DURING 1969 AND 1970 BY COUNTIES GROUPED BY
TYPE OF PARTICIPATION IN PROBATION SUBSIDY PROGRAMS

----------------------------------- +-----------+--~----------

---------------- fmmmmmemcenan :
- TYPE OF ADMISSION BY YEAR {;;Rs';gzons
- COUNTY 4=reesmememe- fevemmmommspmenamana——- fremmcenmane +  TOTAL: -

TYPE - FIRST RE- RET N FROM ALL COMMITMENTS
OF - COMMITMENT COMMITMENT  PAROLE OTHER ADMISSIONS OF 19635
PROBATION " femeedemmmeme e ceecee oo e s omedsaeoeoodeesecceeee e + FIRST & RE-

SUBSIDY PROGRAM 1969 1970 1969 1970 1969 1970 1969 1970 1963 1970 COMMITMENTS

e Ll
BENTON 31 26 3 1 2 1 1 36 29 76
CHELAN 26 7 1 1 27 8 26
CLARK 57 25 2 4 14 1 1 64 40 42
COWLITZ 27 21 2 2 8 . 1 zlu; 32 Z§

12 6 2
mém“ 362 207 18 3 77 65 27 31 48 306 55
PIERCE 296 166 12 4 45 58 12 11 365 239 55
SKAGIT . 2% . 11 6 4 2 1 32 16 45
SNOHOMISH 82 32 1 22 21 2 7107 60 38
SPOKANE 9% 47 3 2 17 8 7 4 121 61 50
YARIMA 41 43 2 7 6 2 52 49 100
SPECIAL 1052 591 45 9 187 186 55 58 1339 844 54
CLALLAM 12 8 6 3 1 18 12 60
GRANT 18 11 1 1 1 20 12 57
ISLAND 4 1 1 1 5 2 2
JEFFERSON 2 1 2 2 43 H
KITSAP 18 19 2 13 4 4 31 23 ;00
KLICKITAT 2 1 1 1 s
LEWTS 7 13 1 7 14 18
MASON 10 6 2 3 1 13 2 60
WALLA WALLA 9 9 1 2 1 1 1 12 12 111
ALTERNATE 80 70 2 4 27 14 2 8 111 9% - - 90
TABIE 2 (Continued)
ADMISSIONS TO CASCADIA JR~DC DURING 1969 AND 1970 BY COUNTIES GROUPED BY
TYPE OF PARTICIPATION IN PROBATION SUBSIDY PROGRAMS
B e L L L L L L T T P S A Iu Feeemmannena R +
- TYPE OF ADMISSION BY YEAR %: 1970
= COUNTY 4emecemceec- S frmemmcaaeaa e +  TOTAL: FIRST & RE-
TYPE - FIRST RE- RET 'N FROM ALL COMMITMENTS
OF - COMMITMENT COMMITMENT = PAROLE OTHER ADMISSIONS OF 1969
PROBATION e e e e et ie e c e m .. + FIRST & RE-
SUBSIDY PROGRAM 1969 1970 1969 1970 1969 1970 1969 1970 1969 1970 COMMITMENTS

e e e e e et e e e +
ADAMS 3 4 2 5 4 133
ASOTIN 3 7 2 1 2 6 9 140
COLUMBIA 1 1 1 1 100
DOUGLAS S 7 5 7 140
FERRY 1 0 1 0

GARFIELD 1 1 1 1 2 100
GRAYS HARBOR 14 12 2 10 4 1 25 18 200
KITTITAS 4 5 3 2 7 7 125
LINCOLN 6 0 6 0
OKANOGA 10 i1 2 3 12 14 110
PACIFIC 3 5 1 1 4 6 166
PEND OREILIE 3 1 1 4 1 33
SAN JUAN 1 1 1 1 100,
SKAMANTA 1 1 1 2 1 0
STEVENS 5 4 2 5 6 80
THURSTON 23 27 6 4 2 1 31 32 117
WAHKIAKUM 1 1 2 0 0
WHATCOM 32 37 10 7 2 3 4 47 115
WHITMAN 5 3 5 k! 60
NONE 115 133 2 2 37 27 6 4 160 166 115
.......................................................................................... "
smrawms TOTALS 1247 79 49 15 251 227 63 70 1610 1106 62
R fomemccacaan Frmmmeemnaae fom e omamccncaen DL TLTTTL omemeccnaaan +

NOTE: YEARS IN THIS REPORT ARE CALENDAR YEARS




TABIE 3

1970 ADMISSIONS CHARGEABLE TO PROBATION SUBSIDY

First Comm. Re-Co*mn. First Comm. Total
COUNTY OJR OJR oac* Admissions

Benton 26 0 0 26
Chelan 7 0 1 8
Clark 25 0 1 26
Cowlitz 21 0 0 21
Franklin 6 0 0 6
King 207 2 7 216
Pierce 166 4 0 170
Skagit 11 [ 0 11
Snohomish 32 0 0 32
Spokane 47 2 3 52
Yakima 43 0 0 43
Clallam 8 0 0 8
Grant 11 0 0 11
Island 1 0 0 1
Jefferson 1 0 0 1
Kitsap 19 2 0 21
Klickitat 2 1 0 3
Lewis 13 0 0 13
Mason 6 0 0 6
Walla Walla 9 1 1 11

*Recommitments occurring within 30 days of discharge from Juvenile Parole
Services are not included.

*tonly persons admitted to Adult Corrections with an admission age of less
than 18 years old are included.
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