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DISCRETIONARY GRANT
PROGRES;REPORT

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
’!LAWENFORCEMENT'ASHSTANCEADMHHSTRAT1ON

GRANTEE LEAA GRANT NO. DATE OF REPORT REPORT NO.

NATIONAL LEGAL DATA CENTER, INC. |76 TA-99-003d4 1/30/78 Final

IMPLEMENTING SUBGRANTEE TYPE OF REPORT

[X}recuLAr ’ [[J sPECIAL REQUEST

{T] FINAL REPORT

SHORYT TITLE OF PROJECT FRANT AMOUNT
Clearinghouse for Career Cr1m1na] ‘Progiam $396,353

REPORT IS SUBMITTED FOR THE PERIOD ]0/‘]/77 THROUGH ]2/ 3:1]_'77 -

SIGNATURE OF PROJECT DIRECTOR TYPED NAME & TITLE OF PROJECT DIRECTOR

. Philip Cohen, Executive Director
COMMENCE REPORT HERE (Add contlnuation pages aa required.) .

NATURE OF THE PROJECT

“The National Legal Data Center, Ihc., serves as the

“clearinghouse for the ‘exchange of information on LEAA's
Career Criminal Program and on .related legal issues and
problems. The Center is responsible for collecting project
data from each of the LEAA Career Criminal funded projects,
analyzing this information and making it available for - -
evaluation and replication purposes. All of the LEAA funded
Career Criminal Project operations are reviewed and assessed
by the Center on a continuing basis from which they are
developing model guidelines.

The National Lega] Data Center provides, various types of
technical assistance in conjunction with the clearinghouse
function: direct assistance to the twenty-one (21) active "

. Career. Cr1m1na1 Projects, .direct assistance to the four or
five no-federal cost replication sites to be developed during
F Y 77 and the coordination -of technical assistance to a min-
imum of 25 jurisdictions interested in deve]op1ng Career

"Criminal-type opérations using local funds.'® :

Information relative to the Center's activities during
the report1ng period of Octcber 1, 1977 through -January 31,
1978, 1is contained on the fo]]owing pages of this document.

hv

RECEIVED BY GRANTEE STATE PLANNING AGENCY (Ofliclal) DATE

REPLACES EDITION OF 1-73 WHICH 1S OBSOLETE.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Dear Mr. Hollis:

The following summary is designed to extract the high-
lights of our activities and data this past quarter.

On-Site Visits

This past quarter NLDC staff members, in cooperation
with the Westinghouse Corporat1on, made eleven (11) on-site
assessment trips to jurisdictions interested in the Compre-
hensive Career Criminal Program ‘

Total Number of Jurisdictions

No new DF sites were funded during this quarter, however,
the number of non-DF sites rose by three (3) as follows:
Annapolis, Maryland
Rockville, Maryland , o .
Vancouver, Washington (scheduled date for imple-
mentation - January 1, ]978)
This now brings the total of locally funded programs to 13.

Data Reports o uf»
During this quarter, 203 reports wemegenerated (See
Results section, Goals c and d)

Data Training
Due to travel curtailment we provided. Data Tra1n1ng to
only one jurisdiction: Ventura County, California.

Technical Assistance Visits
We received 17 requests for TA during this period which,
in our judgement, would require on- s1te visits.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY (Cont.)

Comment

Our geoals and objectives are being reached and inquiries
continue to be answered. Other activities included:
1. The preparation of a supplemental application;
2. Assessment visit to NLDC by Tal Day of LEAA; and
3. Completion of an article on CCP for the National
College of District Attorneys. ‘
Although curtailment in staff due to a.lack of funds hampered
our activities this last quarter, our level of service was main-~
tained. "With regard to Tal Day's assessment visit, it would
appear that no response from NLDC is expected since it appears
wé will not be privy to its substance. We would of course
welcome an opportunity to comment on the report. '

Sincerely,

Vo

Philip
Execut1ve D1rector
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DATA AND PERFORMANCE ANALYSES

1. Potential Crime Rate Impact of Career Criminal Programs

During the First Quarter of 1977

TABLE I
FIRST QUARTER 1977 VS. FIRST
QUARTER 1976 CRIME RATES

Fobbery Burglary Total Index
A1l Cities -7 % -5 % -7 %

17 CEP Cities*  -10.11% -6.12% -9.14%

*Excludes only Kalamazoo and Manhattan

Table I, (derived from preliminary FBI UCR-data) contrasts
crime rate statistics for the first three quarters of 1977 with
the first three quarteré of 1976. The all-cities columns repre-
sent the rates for cities of 25,000 and above. The CCP cities
columns include all of the DF-funded Career Criminal sites except
Kalamazoo and Manhattan. Kalamazoo data is not presented as that
city is too small to be in the preliminary UCR reports and Man-
hattan is not presented‘since its data is but a sub-section of
the larger New York City information presented in the pre]iminary.
UCR's.

A review of Table I clearly shows that in each of the stated-
crime categories the reduction in crimé rates in the Career Crim-
inal cities was significantly higher than the reductions respectively
experienced by U.S. cities generally.

Specifically, the crime rate reductions in the 17 Career

Criminal cities EXCEEDED the national average decreases by:
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44% 1in Robberies

22% in Burglaries

31% in ALL Index Crimes

In further considering Table I, it should be remembered that

the rates %or "y.S. cities generally" includes the (even lower)
rates of the 17 Career Criminal cities and thus, if their‘(gven
lower) rates could be separated out, then the decrease for thg
main group would have been less, resulting in an even.greafer

gap between the two groups (in favor of the Career Criminal cities).
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The following table provides a breakdown of each of the
CCP sites #nd compares crime rates in the first three quarters
of 1976 with the first three quarters of 1977. Three sites have
experienced an increase in the overall cvime rate. The are

Houston, New Orleans and San Diego. The rise in the crime rate

in Houston, however, has been caused by an increase in population.

Actually the crime rate per 100,000 individuals is down. Data
from New Orleans has not been received since July-1977, therefore

no explanation is offered.
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CRIME RATE

CCP_VS.

ALL CITIES

FIRST 9 MONTHS 1976 VS. FIRST 9 MONTHS 1977

Albuquerque
Boston
Columbus
Dallas

Détroit

- Indianapolis

Louisville

Houston

Memphis

" Miami

Las Vegas

New Orleans
Portland
Rhode Island

St. Louis
salt Lake

San Diego

TOTALS . . . .

ccp

National Avg.

Difference

j§g§$g§E§1977 176 077 197QMEBEL%1211
657 ss2 | co78 4954 | 21,93 18,111
4652 3999 | 12842 10693 | 57,959 48,341
1475 1214 | 9408 9474 | 35,538 32,515
2262 2564 | 16826 18117 | 69,702 64,339
15997 11693 | 34660 26429 |118,449 93,071
1688 1538 | 7926 6269 | 29,917 25,304
1277 981 | 5869 4416 | 17,982 15,245
4100 4534 | 22323 24607 | 78,098 86,773
1783 1893 | 12193 12171 | 37,907 33,790
1713 1802 | 8509 7349 | 28,003 25,087
985 962 | 6418 6592 | 21,687 20,240
1953 2467 | 6580 6534 | 28,998 29,906
1360 1269 | 8970 8351 | 30,441 27,650
347 341 | 2568 2688 | 10,428 9,347
4013 3479 | 12783 11313 | 48,266 41,376
351 371 | 3493 3758 | 13,656 13,064
1550 1827 | 11644 13468 | 47,248 48,309
46152 41486 |188740 177183 696,125 632,468
~10.11% -6.12% -9.14%
7% 5% 74
44% Better 22% Better 31% Better



== pe== pem s e

TABLE OF CONTENTS ' =7 ‘ A. REPORTING PARTY

Cover Page . . . . . S R 1 }fg: Natiqna] Legal Data Center, Inc.
PrefacCe . « v v v o o o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e ;%E . ; . 100 East Thousand Oaks Blvd. Suite 172
Data Analysis | E?ﬁ ' Thousand Oaks, California 91360
el .  805) 497-3786 '

el . Project Director::’ : Philip Cohen
Projects Coordinator: . =~ Ronald W. Sabo
Information Systems Coordinator: Larry G. David
Prosecution Specialist: ' A1 Walkling
Reporting Requirements . . . . . . . . . ... .. ...12 Technical Assistance Specialist: Rivers Trussell
13 ) T Executive Secretary:" * Barbara Andersen
' Secretary: . : Marilyn Aikin
Secretafy)Receptionist:. Linda Bodenhamer
"Data Specialist: - : . Theresa Mundy
Data Entry.Technician: . . Ken Myer

2
4
Table of Contents . . . . . . . . ¢ . o ¢ o o v o v o . .. 8
A. Reporting Party ' 9

0

d

&

Due Date e

N

M
S

=

Execution . . « & v v ¢ i i v e e e e e e e e e e e e

J § ': uy
*‘“‘—“\J
e

e

=l

O

Problem Statement . .« . & ¢ & & & v v v o v « o + « « < 14

Hypothesis . . . . . . . . .+ v « v o o o o o o .. .15

il

£EL0

o

B
C
D
D-1 Goals
D
D
D
D

2
3

=4 Indicators .. . .« « 4 ¢ 4 4 4 e 4 s s e e e e e e . . . 16
. .

2

of

RESUTES v v v v o o s o e e o e e e e e e e e e e e 17

TR,

. L. . Submitted to the United States Department of Justice, Law
spectal Coné1t10n compliance P e B8 " Enforcement Assistance Administration, Courts Section, 633
Timetable Results . . . . .« oo v oo oo e e e S b Indiana Ave., Washington, D.C.. 20531 Report Period: July 1,
] 1977 through September 30, 1977. ‘

P

(B )

S

D=6 Problems - v v v o o v e e e e e e e e e e .. B2

N

e

E. Dissemination . . « ¢ & v v i v i e v e e e e e e e . . 67

iy
KON h
et

[Eeominduct 3
\

r!ﬁ‘f_'afxﬂ
ety

t'fﬁ',"JES
faa st |

i)
L]

B
‘dl':.::mm

N5

b

ke ]

s
TRiee

b~
=
ta
o
]



A Rt

fo

¥

i B B B o

1
B. DUE DATE T C. FORM AND EXECUTION
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This report which covers the reporting period of October 1, 'i T Three (3) copies of this report are being submitted in
1977 through December 31, 1977, is due at the Law Enforcement ¢ accordance with Guideline Manual M 4500.1E, dated September 27,
Assistance Administration on January 31, 1978. ! 1976. The person signing the report is Mr. Philip Cohen, Exec-
utive Director of the National Legal Data Center.
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D. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

This report is designed in accordance with Guideline
Marnual M 4500.1E, Appendix 19, and provides -information which
will permit deterhination of the extent the project is con-
tributing to the overall goals and objectives of L.E. A. A.,
and the progress of N.L.D.C. in meeting the goals and object-

:1ves set—forth in approved application NO.76 TA-99-0030. The

Six maJor categories of this report are:

1.

Statement of project goa]s/obJecf1ves and special

conditions.
Statement
Statement
Statement
Statement

Statement

of
of
of

of

of

problem.

hypothesis and working assumptions.
indicators and measures.

results achieved.

prob]gms. .
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For Statement of Goals, see Fourth Quarterly Report

Volume I, page 14.
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For Statement of Problem, see Fourth Quarterly Report

Volume I, page 19.
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For Statement of Hypothesis, see Fourth Quarterly Report

Volume I, page 20.
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For Statement of Indicators and Measures, see Fourth

Quarterly Report Volume I, page 22.
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This section of the report utilizes those indicators set
forth in section D-4 as they relate to the attainment of each
of the goals outlined in section D-1. The result of each is
related directly to the stated goal. )
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GOAL &

The attainment of this goal is directly related to all
other goals set forth in section D-1 of this report. It is
believed that NLDC provided the Career Criminal Prpéram
with excellent service dufing this reporting period. The
major thrust of activities during this quarter continued to
be directed toward the provisiaonr of technica] assistance to
DF and non-DF jurisdictiené. Other activities included:
1. The preparation of continuation application;
2. The preparation for, and follow through of, an
on-site assessment trip to NLDC by Tal Day of
LEAA; |
3. The establishment of agreements with Westinghouse
Corporation to conduct several on-site assessment
vfsits to selected jurisdictions; (see addendum ]
for profile questionnaire)
4. The completion of assessment visits to 11 locations;
5. The preparation of reports regarding assessment visitss
6. The éomp1etion of "The Career Criminal Overview" for
publication by the National College of District Attor-
neys. (see addendum 2)
Problems and questions inherent in a program of such wide-
spread operation continue to predictably occur and are discussed

in the Problem section of this report.

R

In summation, based on the requirements of approved grant

=

No.76-TA-99-0030, the National Legal Data Center did provide

==
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direction and coordination for the entire project during this
reporting period and also noted some areas in which expansion

could occur with no conflict of interest.
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GOAL b: DATA ACTIVITIES

Data was received from 19 jurisdictions this quarter.

The month-by-month totals are summarized in the table below:

Closed CDFs Data
CDFs loaded 1into Records
Month Received Data Base Generated
Oct. 304 337 6219
Nov. 227 476 8986
Dec. 411 199 4015

With the entry of 1012 closed forms, the data base grew
during this quarter from 6182 data forms on October 1, 1977, to
7194 case data forms at the end of December, 1977, for a 16%

increase.

DATA CLEANING

Approximately 77 hours were needed to perform data clean-
ing. Examples of areas in which cleaning was required follows:
1) Three hours were used to confirm findings on performance

summaries for the following jurisdictions: Kalamazoo, Las Vegas,

Miami, New York, Salt Lake, Saint Louis County.

2) A1l Jurisdictions: Inconsistencies in Judges' names were

corrected for Tal Day.
3) Trial Officials' names - Boston, New York, fer Tal Day.-

4) New Orleans: Misdemeanor statute numbers corrected.

Wrong numbers given on Case Data Form.

5) Portland, Oregon: Defendant 1.D. numbers and Case numbers

corrected.

6) Charges - Some frauds were entered as forgery. Covrections

-20-
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GOAL b: DATA ACTIVITIES (Cont.)

made.

7) San Diego:

encies and corrections made.

Entire Case Data Forms checked for inconsist-

8) Because of new Green Case Data Form, the following changes

had to be made for Al11 Jurisdictions:

Disposition Types - 19 and 20 changed to conf@rm to Green

Case Data Form.

Disposition Reasons ) Made to conform to Gr
Special Sentence Types ) Data Form. reen Case

9) Work was begun on cleaning the following:

Release Status - to conform to Green Case Data Form.

-21-
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GOAL c: STATISTICAL SUMMARY REPORT

The Clearinghouse provided jurisdictions with three (3)

separate Performance Summaries in accordance with the policy,

establishing their use during the prior quarter. Also,

several jurisdictions received the eight-page Statistical Sum-

mary Report along with their Performance Summary. During this

quarter, NLDC at the request of LEAA, jnitiated the development
of procedures to terminate the receipt of Case Data Forms and

begin collection of data on a quarterly basis from each par-

ticipating jurisdiction.

NLDC also produced a number of special reports. The fol-

lowing table summarizes the generation of reports for_this

fnuarter:

-22-
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STATISTICAL SUMMARIES

DS3 SPECIAL REPORTS

SURLS. 12731799 MONTHLY TOCDATE  SUMMARY REQ. . TOTAL
AQ 3 3 3 9
BM 3 3 3 9
co 3 3 - 3 1 10
DM 2 3 3 8
DT 1 2 2 5
HT 3 3 3 9
11 2 2 2 3 9
14 1 1 1 1 4
KM 2 3 3 3 1
LK 3 3 3 1 10
LV 2 3 3 8
MF 3 3 3 9
MT 3 3 3 9

MM 1 3 3 7
NY 3 3 3 9
PO 3 3 3 2 11
RI 2 2 2 6
SB 2 2 2 1 7
SD 2 2
SL 3 3 3 9
$1 2 2 3 3 10
53 3 3 3 3 12
s4 1 1 2
Ve 1 1
Sub Total 5 50 58 58 17 186
A]l Juris. 2 5 5 3 2 17
TOTAL 7 55 63 61 10 .o
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COLUMBUS -

INDIANAPOLIS -

INDIANAPOLIS

JUVENILE -

KALAMAZOO -

LOUISVILLE -

PORTLAND -

GOAL d: SPECIAL REPORTS

Gun Analysis at time of offense for time |
period of July, 1976 through August 31, 1977,
and July, 1976 through October 5, 1977.

a) Case numbers listed for verification -
October 7, 1977.

b) Verification run of all defendants (con-
sisted of - I.D. number, case number, DOB,
'Disposition Type, Disposition and Sentence
Dates) - October 12, 1977.

c) Verification run - November 28, 1977.

Same as 'c' above for Indianapolis Adult.

a) Internal 1ist made of Agency and Units
for Al Walkling to clean - October 21, 1977.
b) Re-verification (2) - November 8, 1977
and November 28, 1977.

Cop{es of eight-page Statistical Reports for
Columbus, Kalamazoo, Memphis, New Orleans,
San Diego, from start up to June 30, 1977 -
October 4, 1977.

a) Verification run {consisted of - I.D.
number, case number, DOB, charge, statute,
trial name and code) - October 6, 1977.

b) I.D. numbers, case numbers with total
criteria scores; number of cases that fall
under total scores; prior arrests, felony

and misdemeanor conviction statistics.

-24-
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GOAL d:

SPECIAL REPORTS (Cont.)

SANTA BARBARA -

SAN DIEGO -

VENTURA -

ALL_QQBlé' -

Eight-page Statistical Summary for time period
of start up through November 30, 1977 -
December 9, 1977.

a) Case numbers request - October 18, 1977.

b) Sorted ]iét of Al11 defendants by: Time
since Release from incarceration - with a
count of Time since Release; without a count
of Time since Release.

NLDC on-site demo - miscellaneous statistics -

October 26, 1977.

a) Printout by Jurisdfction: The minimum and

maximum sentence, and the dispositions and
arnest dates - November 23, 1977.

SPECIAL REPORTS

OTHER THAN JURISDICTIONS

AL WALKLING -

ST. LOUIS
CRIME COMMISSION -

Statistics on -

1. Prior arrests, felony and misdemeanor

convictions.

2. Number of pending cases.

3. Defendant status analysis.

4. Numbe: of defendants possessing weapons
at time of offense. Used for article for
National College of District Attorneys -

October 7, 1977.

a) S1 and S3 Performance Summary and eight-

-25-
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GOAL d:

SPECIAL REPORTS (Cont.)

ST. LOUIS
CRIME COMMISSION -

CHARLES HOLLIS -

TAL DAY -

page Statistical Summary for year-to-date
and August-1977 -
October 18, 1977.

b) $3 and $4 Performance Summary and eight-

page Statistical Summary for year-to-date

(00-07-31-77) -

" October 20, 1977.

Number of Misdemeanor cases handled by

New Orleans -
November 17, 1977.

a) List of earliest and latest Case Data
Forms received and disposition dates -
November 8, 1977.

b) Number of Case Data Forms handled per

judge for Boston and New York;

Number of defendants with multiple cases:

a. 2nd quarter of 1977

b. 4th quarter of 1976

c. No time period
‘Statistics on pending cases

Work load per prosecutor

Number of Case Data Forms in data base

per jurisdiction.

-26-
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GOAL e: HABITUAL OFFENDER DATA

No request for additional information regarding Habitual
Offenders was received this quarter. |

GOAL f: TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE

The Technical A‘?1stance Program developed by NLDC was

hampered dur1ng this reporting period by an L.E.A.A.
travel curtailment.

imposed
Also, due to the proliferation of vaca;
tions taken by local project personnel throughout the nation,
a reduction in requests for assistance was experienced.

As a result of an L.E.A.A. sponsored conference in Harper's
Ferry, West Virginia during September, a new Technical Assisténce
follow-up procedure is being 1mp1emented utilizing the methods
established by the American Un1vers1ty

The foliowing table summarizes Technical Assistance
activities from October 14, 1976 to -Décember 31, 1977.
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‘)P‘ - OPERATIONAL CCP UNIT
NON« DF  SITES
JURISDICTION TIME OF ACTIVITY BY QU. DATA COLLECTION PROGRAMMATIC
, at v at . iReg. : TA
LOCATION. 1st | 2nd | 3rd | 4th ["'Bth} |On-site] NLDC | Tele | Mail On-site NLDC |Conf. | Spec. [Tele | Pack. |Foll.
' Warren & Youngstown v v
Ohio (0P) X X v -1 v v v
2. Vancouver, - v
Washington (OP) . X X v ;\(,-'I v v .
111-6
3. New Haven IV ITI -1 Il 1nr 11!
Connecticut (0P) X | x| x v v 1355 B AL v
' v v v
ﬁ Charlestown I o
i . ’ - '1'
South Carolina X X X 111-1 m 11 u ! v
‘5. Charlotte, ' 1 I H-111
" Horth Carolina (OP) x | x| x| x 111-1 11-3 | IV o,
6 San Antonio, c, I-1 1111 I 111 11
" Texas (0P) X X | X | x 141 o v Vv
7. Nashville, Tennessee X : ur-2 |1 11
‘8. A.G. of New Jersey’ X 2 | 1 111
1
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B NON~ DF SITES 2nd .of 8
JURISDICTION TIME OF ACTIVITY BY QU. DATA COLLECTION PROGRAMMATIC
) ] at - at Reg. TA
LOCATION 1st | 2nd | 3rd | 4th *5th.) [On-site NLDC Tele Mail On-site NLDC Conf, | Spec. {Tele Pack. {Foll.
9. Hilo, Hawaii x | x| x 111 1
111 11 111
10. Los Angeles,
California X II-] II 11 Il
11
11.Lebanon, Ohio ' -
) {oP) X X 111-1 11 11
111 II Il
12. Jersey City, N.J. ) 17
Judiciary X X 111} 11-2 II r
13. San Mateo, Calif. X X 111 I
v 111 1V
14, St. Paul, Minn. X 1 I 0
15. A.G. of Kentucky X 1 1 1
. 11 1l
. 111 11 111
16. Belleville, I11. X X X v v
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- 1 NON= DF SITES 3rd of 8
JURISDICTION TIME OF ACTIVITY BY QU, DATA COLLECTION PROGRAMMATIC
at at Reg. TA
LOCATION I1st | 2nd | 3rd | 4th | 5th ) |[On-site] NLDC | Tele |Mail On-site NLDC jConf. | Spec. |Tele Pack., [Foll.
17. America Falls
, daho X nr o
18. Little Rock, Ark X |
19, Anchorage, Alaska X)X 111 111
: v 11 v
I
" 20, Honolulu, Hawaii X | X X Iv N I %\I,
: , 11 1
21, Chicago, ILL. {OF) x | x| x 1111 11 I{\I, 11 n
‘ . - 1 11
22. Pueblo, Colorado X | X |-x { x| x RIS V-1 v o |
v A Y
23, Tucson, Arizona (OP) X X v v v IV v
24, Dayton, Ohio X 11 1
i'.;
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NON- DF , SITES v 4th of 8 i
JURISDICTION TIME OF ACTIVITY BY QU. DATA_COLLECTION PROGRAMMATIC : : ;’/
: : o 2t |Reg, TA |
LOCATION . ist 2nd‘ 3rd | 4th |-5th.| |On-sitel NLDOC | Tele |Mail On-sitel NLDC |[Conf., Spec, |Tele Pack, |Foll, )
25, Rockville, Md. X i ‘ S Il 11
; . (op) . . y v
27. Los Angeles City. . X |x . S ANRI S W lm M
Attorney '
28. Pros. Atty Assoc. of , - _ ‘ 111 11 v 11
Mich. - Coord. 12 : X X . ) V21 1V (1o) v
$.B. Sites (OP) , )
i 29, Cleveland, Ohio
‘ © (0P) X v v Iv
: 30. Topeka, Kansas (OP) ‘ b4 -1 ; v v
3. Seattle, Wash. (0P) ||X 1Xx |x [|x | | o 1-1 N T T
' : 1111 v . v
32, Santa Fe, N. Mexico ' . . : ' I i
see o N TR | X % . : 11141 1111 1II-1 | 1I1-2 | 11 o jur
. '-_;
’ '
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NON« DF , SITES 5th of 8
JURISDICTION TIME OF ACTIVITY BY QU. DATA COLLECTION PROGRAMMATIC
‘ at | at Reg. TA ,
LOCATION st | 2nd | 3rd { 4th | 5th | [On-site[ NLDC | Tele |Mail On-site NLDC |Conf, | Spec. {Tele Pack., (Foll,
' I1, 11 11
o : ‘ v I
13.” Akron, Ohio {0P) X |x |x X 11141 1111 v v
) v
. 11 11
4. Canton, Ohio (OP) Xolx X% 11141 11-1 Hl n W
. 1 11
35, Eugene, Oregon x| X NI |IV1 Iv 11 I\‘/’
1 1
- 11 11
36. Oklahoma City, Okla. x | x |x 111 v 11 v
1
17, Witchita, Kan, (0P) X X 1 1 v
: 111101 111
13. Ventura, CA (OP) X X X X X vV . Y 11-2 v IV v
11l 1
A -1 | 1
9. Santa Barbara, CA (0P)| X | % |x x | x| lua |14 v i LR I S 1
. v v 1y
: 110 I
0. Sacramento, CA (0P} || x |« X - 1-1 v I n
v
* Includes programmatic
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NON- DF , SITES . oth of 8 _
JURISDICTION TIME OF ACTIVITY B8Y QU, DATA COLLECTION . PROGRAMMATIC :
at at Reg. TA
LOCATION 1st | 2nd | 3rd | 4th [5th | [On-site] NLDC | Tele |Mai} On-sitel NLDC |[Conf. | Spec. |Tele Pack., [Foll,
41, Kenosha, Wisc. (0P) b 111 1 _ .
42, West Palm Beach,’ ' o ‘ I 1
Florida (OP) X X N I1-1, II-1 Il I Il
43, Baltimore, Maryland . .
. (0p) X ~ . 11-1 1 11
' | , | 11
44. E1 Paso, Texas (OP) X X 1-1 1 1v
45. 'San Juan, P.R. X IV IV
46. Napa, CA X v v
47. Reno, NEV. : X . v V
Pros. Atty.Assn. ' | '
48. Washington site . X v v
49. Austin, TX ' X | x ‘ v, vi 1v
. . . ‘ S. . . ‘-.;
50. Hartford, Conn. X X : IV, VIV, V| IV
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Non-0F  SITES 7th of 8
JURISDICTION TIME OF ACTIVITY BY QU. DATA COLLECTION PROGRAMMATIC
: ) at 1 at Reg. -
LOCATION 1st | 2nd | 3rd { 4tk 5‘th On-sitel NLDC Tele Mail On-site ﬁLDC ngf. Spec. [Tele géck. Foll.
. I1,. I11] 11, II1 .
. . X . X X X s
MILWAUKEE," WISC _ |1 1, 1
. | 1. 11
FORT WORTH, -TX x Ix | x| «x 1 v T 111
: v, V v, v
BAKERSFIELD, CA X vl v v
BOISE, IDAHO X vl v v
STOCKTON, CA X v v v v v
[} '.;
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o , . . 8th of 8 j
. NON<DF SITES ' : !
JURISDICTION TIME OF ACTIVITY BY QU. * DATA COLLECTION - PROGRAMMATIC
' . at _ at Reg. O TA
LOCATION ! 1st| 2nd]| 3rd| 4th|5th On-sitd NLDC Tele | Mail On-sitd NLDC Conf, | Spec, | Tele | Pack. | Foll.
; ' ,
FORT WORTH, TX " . 4 I, II,
| X X | x 111, IV,\
ATTY. GEN. OF NV
: 4 | Sl LL I,
JACKSONVILLE, FLA X B _ X 11 III, 1V,
11 1 11
, ; . } 11 111
© LAKE COUNTY, IL X [ x [X ' s ) v 1v
: ‘ 111 111 111
PRINCETON, NJ | x , v v
11
. ) , 111
. §T. CLAIR CNTY, IL X | x |x 111 11 1v
1 '-.;
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OF  SITES st of 4
JURISDICTION TIME OF ACTIVITY BY QU. DATA COLLECTION PROGRAMMATIC
’ . at at Reg. TA )
LOCATION 1st|{ 2nd | 3rd | 4th | 5th On-sitel NLDC | Tele [ Mail On-sitel NLDC {Conf. Spec. {Tele Pack. [Fo11.
, 1 -1 . 1 I
: . 11 -2 11-2 |11 11
ALBUQUERQUE, NM X X X X |x I1-1 [1I-1 " /T =1V JIII -4 | dwve-1 fiv-1 1 111
s : . v IVy- 2} vy v oy
: I 1
- g et weoi i 3
. ‘o - - . A I
BOSTON, MA X X X X X HI-1 (1= |5 o5 ey W
. {1v 1v
BATON ROUGE . X X -1 IV -1
V-2
CLEARWATER, FLA X X Voo v IV -1 {1V -1
v
| 1V Ir-1 |11 -1
COLUMBUS, OH x | x x| % | x 1111 ALL I -2 11 -1 | ALL ALL
: 111 - ¢4 -1 {py o
! v_-2
. 11 -1 I1 -1
DALLAS, TX b X |.x X X 111-1 ALL i\III - ? I11- 1 IV =1 | ALL ALL
o3 11 - 3
DETROIT, MI % X X X | x 1.1 | AL T I11- 1 IV =1 | ALL ALL
. ~ 5 IV -1
' . - - -1 AL :
HOUSTON, TX xlx x| x| X quer fawc gt e HI L ALL
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DF  SITES  2nd of 4
JURISDICTION TIME OF ACTIVITY BY QU. DATA COLLECTION PROGRAMMATIC
. at at Reg., TA
LOCATION 1st | 2nd | 3rd | 4th | 5th On-site] NLDC | Tele | Mail One-site NLDC |Conf. | Spec. |Tele Pack. {Foil.
INDIANAPOLIS, IN X x| x bx | X jjrer jur-n jaw v I -1 {1v -1 |AL -1V
. I -; 11 -1
. ) _ 11 - 11 -1 ALL -1 {1u-1
KALAMAZOO, MI X PX X by firen et A T | -1
. v 9 V
' 11 -
LAS VEGAS, NV x L x bx | x |sx | prel fIr-n (Al IV -1 IV -1 {Iv-1 [ALL 11 -1
- _ ., IVV -1
S LU e
LOUISVILLE, KY ¥ 1 x [ x [ x |X 11 -1 -1 |[1 e I -1 LL v o=
. . v . v
MEMPHIS, TN x | x | x | x -1 |ALL v-1 Il -1 1V -1 v
1.1 . I -3
MIAMI, FLA X |-X X (11 -1 |ALL 17 - 1 {11 - 1 111 = 1 {111 « 1 111 -1
’ v
v Co -
‘ , II -1 {1V -1 [AL 11 -1
NEW ORLEANS, LA x| x ol x X [11 - 1" |ALL 111 -1 11 -1 1] - 2
. , IV V
) ' . I -1 jIv-1 1no-1
MANHATTAN, NY x | x x |x |X (1 -1 |ALL I - 1 11 -1
: v
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DF  SITES 3rd of 4
JURISDICTION TIME OF ACYIVITY BY QU. DATA COLLECTION PROGRAMMATIC
. ‘ at at Reg, TA .
LOCATION 1st | 2nd }'3rd | 4th | 5th| {On=-site] NLDC | Tele (Mail On-site NLDC |Conf. | Spec. {Tele | Pack. [Foll,
‘ : : . 111 = 1 I-1 [I-1 v oo Ir=1 ALl © L
. PORTLAND, OR X b x Lx | x | X ] |[1m-1|1iv-1 jALL V. I1 -1
. PORTSMOUTH, VA X X g 1l 1v I1-1 jIv-3 |1v V-1 jIv-2
: v y v
* 1 -1 III -1 v -1 i
£ : . ' ' Il - IT-71Iv-1 [1rI
RHODE ISLAND X L x 1x X 1= 4 o1 A Vo1 v
: . o 111
SALT LAKE, UT . X X | X X III- 1 |ALL w-1 {11 |Iv ¥
oot I-111=]
SAN DIEGO, CA x | x X X | x jlimen {Imm-ajaw .I\‘,( -6 we-1 o m
. . v
; . : I -1 W1 JIr -1 v -1 |1
SAN FRANCISCO, CA X X X | X Iv-3 [lIv-2 , v
v v v v v
o - : 1
ST, LOUIS (CITY) X {x |x X X jlmrerijmr-n e v -1 -7 1
. . V v Vv
' * . i ' IX
ST. LOUIS (COUNTY) X | X X | X IE - 3* 11 - 1 |ALL -1 fv-1 |1 11‘1, v
- ‘ I
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JURISDICTION TIME OF ACTIVITY BY QU. -DATA COLLECTION PROGRANMMATIC
: : at at Reg. TA .
LOCATION 1st| 2nd | 3rd | 4th | 5th| {On-site| NLDC | Tele |Mail On-site NLDC |[Conf, | Spec, |Tele | Pack. |Foll.
11 - 17
ST, Louts CRIME COMM. || X | X | X | X | X || .4 I - ) 1y n{,
11 11

MINNEAPQLIS, MINN X X X X H1 - 1

: IV Vv IV V

"Includes Programmatie
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GOAL f: STATUS REPORT

The status of technical assistance requests is provided
in the following table. NLDC will change this format during .
the next quarter to provide information not only on the status
of the technical assistance program, but also, include juris-
dictional reaction to each specific recommendation or suggestion
made during on-site visits, or via mail and telephone.

= 40 -
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BTECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 'REQUESTS

REQUEST RECEIVED

BY
JURISDICTION

SAN FRANCISCO, CA (DF)

PORTSMOUTH, VA (DF)

DALLAS, TX (DF)

HOUSTON, TX (DF)

NEW ORLEANS, LA (DF)

BATON ROUGE, LA (DF)

4" -CLEARWATER, FLA (DF)

A

NEW HAVEN, CONN (SB)

AT NLDC

MILWAUKEE, WISC.

TOPEKA, KAN (SB)

SANTA BARBARA, CA

VENTURA, CA

AT NLDC

SACRAMENTO, CA

ST. LOUIS (CITY) MO (DF)

INDIANAPOLIS, IN

MEMPHIS, TENN

41,
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TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS
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g‘ TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS

UZ In an effort to provide LEAA with information on the
extent of the need in this area, the following ‘list indicates

| 5 those jurisdictions which have requested training or deemed

Prior Present , .
i 10/15/76-09/30/77 07/01/77-09/30/77 TOTAL 5 r (by NLDC) to be in reed of same.
- i NLDC deems it appropriate to provide training without a
A. Requests Received 47 0 47 . g B formal request if: _
- I | -
= 1) The individual holding the position of Data Collector
B. Number of Requests B )
" Accepted for Service 47 0 47 : changes; or. |
— : 2) The jurisdiction receives an initial DF grant.
“C. Assignments Completed 29 2 31 | )
. PENDING TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS
_D. Active Assignments 17 17 17 : ~Discretionary
l_ 1. Pending Schedule ! é - Portsmouth, VA | Data Training
2. Site Work Scheduled 0 1 1 %‘ | Dallas, TX Data Training
B Houston, TX Data Training
3. Site Work in Progress 0 0 0 New Orleans, FA Data Flow Problem
. ’ } : Manhattan, NY : Data Flow Problem
- 4. Site Work Completed 0 0 0 § ; Baton Rouge, LA Start up and Data Training
Report Not Yet Rcvd. | |
T 3 I Clearwater, FLA Start up and Data Training
o i" T
- 5. Site Work Completed 0 P State Block
- Report Completed 2 - 2 [
__iﬁ i 7 Charlotte, NC Program Developmeit
. . £ X
: 6. Report Mailed with 0 2 2 . [ Raleigh, NC Program Development
a: Questionnaire ! e
Lol New Haven, CONN Data Training
E: o Milwaukee, WISC Data Training
7. Questionnaire Returned 0 2 2 B 7 .
;f - Tucson, AR Program Problems
i, | A Topeka, KAN | Data Training
I: | ‘ PAAM State TA Program Development
i -
[+ * .
: Problem Jurisdiction
o * %k
I: 2 ; . Site work completed

-45-
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PENDING TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS

=]

Local or State

Santa Barbara, CA

St. Clair County
(Be]levil]e) ILL

San Mateo, CA
Pittsburgh, PA

Data Training

Program Design
Program Design

Program Design

Gsrenemed
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CcP - ICAP
WESTINGHOUSE-INSTITUTE OF NATIONAL AFFAIRS

During this quarter, NLDC was requested by LEAA and Westing-
house to assist in the assessment of 18 jurisdictions. This
task required that NLDC personnel make on-site visits to each
of the selected sites. The process for selecting the sites to
visit followed guidelines developed hy the three participants.
Westinghouse supplied NLDC with a 1list of 22 jurisdictions. The
chief prosecutor in each jurisdiction was contacted‘and asked
about his commitment to the CCP-ICAP concepts and if an on-site
visit would be acceptable to him. Four jurisdictions rejected
the offer, 18 accepted.

NLDC notified LEAA and Westinghouse of the acceptances. All
those indicating interest were approved for a visit by LEAA.
Following this approval, a matrix (attached) was developed by
LEAA indicating the personnel to conduct the visit, the date, and
the place. This matrix was subsequently approved by LEAA.
Concurrent with this process, Westinghouse and NLDC developed a
questionnaire to be used in assessing each site. A copy is
attached. |

The following two tables indicate the month and staff member

visiting each jurisdiction and the status of each report.

-47-
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November,

December,

January,

1977
1977

1978

(scheduled)

ASSESSMENT TRIPS

Newburgh, New York
Springfield, Missouri
Kansas City, Missouri
Lawrence, Kansas

Fort Worth, Texas
Austin, Texas
Stockton, California
Portland, Maine
Quincy, Massachusetts
Elizabeth, New Jersey
Atlantic City, New Jersey

Colorado Springs, Cbid<‘ 

Pueb]o, Colorado
San Francisco, CA
Memphis, Tennessee
Clearwater, Florida
Baton Rouge, LA
Véntura, CA

-48-

Al Walkling
Philip Cohen

Philip Cohen

bhi]ip Cohen
Ron Sabo
Ron Sabo
Ron Sabo

A1 Walkling

Al Walkling

A1 Walkling
Al Walkling

‘Philip Cohen

Philip Cohen

‘AT Walkling

Ron Sabo
Ron Sabo
Ron Sabo
Ron Sabo

A

emier e,

ASSESSMENT TRIPS (STATUS REPORT)

St

I

-49-

Location (site) Schggﬁ$ed DaEEmiiZiegork Dgg;p$:gggt
Springfield, MO 11/29/77 12/12/77
1 Kansas City, MO 11/29/77 12/13/77
" Lawrence, KAN 11/29/77 12/14/77
g, Colorado Spr., COLO 11/29/77
 Pueblo, COLO 11/29/77
San Francisco, CA 11/29/77
| Fort Worth, TX 11/29/77 12/08/77
" Austin, TX 11/29/77 12/09/77
Stockton, CA 11/29/77 12/15/77
Memphis, TN 11/29/77 cancelled by LEAA
Clearwater, FLA 11/29/77
é Baton Rouge, LA 11/29/77
Portland, ME 11/29/77 12/01/77
. Dedham, MA 11/29/77 12/02/77
" Elizabeth, NJ 11/29/77 12/12/77
Atlantic City, JN 11/29/77 12/14/77
/" Ventura, CA 11/29/77

rm e i
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GOAL f-i: LEGAL ISSUES

A.) Attacks on Career Criminal Program

During this reporting period, no new legal attack
was filed against any Career Criminal Program. Summaries of

the four completed attacks are contained in the Third Quarterly

- Report. (April-June, 1977)

B.) Legislation

During this quarter, the Codes Committee of the Assembly
of the State of New York began considering the possibility of
introducing CCP-type legislation during the next session. NLDQ
became involved at the Committee's request and has supplied CCP
information, telephonic consultations and a copy of the recently
passed California CCP law.

GOAL f-ii: NEWSLETTER

NLDC prepares on a quarterly basis, a newsletter entitled
"The Verdict". It is designed as a user information sheet and
contains articles on Center activities, program status, media
clips, and news items of interest to Career Criminal Program
personnel. A copy of Volume 2, Number 3, can be found as adden-
dum 3. ‘

Reaction to this publication from the user group has been
most favorable. The format and content of the newsletter has
been changed to provide more news items and information on
Center activities and services. A]so; a new column has begn
added, which provides reviews of recently published books and

articles which are of interest to prosecutors.

-50-
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GOAL f-iii: RESPONSE TO TELEPHONE REQUESTS

Utilizing the two WATTS Tines provided, NLDC has the capa-

bility to respond to requests for information in a timely manner.

Telephone requests continue at a high rate.

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PACKAGE AND MATERIALS

NLDC has developed a Technical Assistance Package which
contains gehefé]Lianrmation concerning the design, implementa-
tion, and operation of CCPs.

The Package includes copies of the following:

1) Major Offense Bureau Manual
2) NLDC CCP Guidelines Booklet ("How-to-do-it")
3) CCP Information Sheet
4) Copies of "The Verdict"
5) Habitual Offender Statutes and Selected Firearms
Use Enhancement Laws |
6) Review of Current Statistical Data
7) NLDC Office Information Questionnaire
~ 8) CCP Information Sheet

119 Légal.Background Matérials

This Package of materials is sent to most any jurisdiction
that requests it, however, it is intended for use by prospect-
ive jurisdictions. Also, the Clearinghouse provides other TA

materials to users. A list of mailings follow:

Mailings
"Tim M. Morrison Bail Study
Chief Deputy Prosecutor
Bloomingtcn, Indiana
-51-
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Eric SerVaas
5644 N. Delasare Street
Indianapolis, IN 46220

Charles M. Hollis 111
LEAA

"Mr. William Allen

PAAM-Michigan

Ms. Janet Bode
1920 Laguna
San Francisco, CA

Mrs. Johnson
716 N. 73rd
Seattle, WA

Dr. Marvin Lavin
RAND Corp.
Santa Monica, CA

Mr. William Moore

Portsmouth, VA

Mailings
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(Cont.)

ccp

ccp

ccp

ccp

ccp

ccp

ccp

Information

Performance Summary
Slide Presentation

Information
Information
Mailing Labels

Slide Presentation
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GOAL f-iv:

DATA TRAINING AND SUPPORT

Data collection training was provided to Ventura County

during this quarter.

For a full report see addendum 4.

~53-
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GOAL g: EVALUATION PRODUCT

In reference to this goal, the evaluation design and pro-

posal developed by NLDC and ABT Associates, has, as of the date

of this report, been neither approved nor denied. However, if
the 90-day funding rule established by LEAA is in effect, the
funding of the proposal should be forthcoming.

GOAL h-1i:

Deleted by Grant Adjustment. (See Volume II, Addendum I

of Quarterly Report III.)

GOAL j: PROGRAM REPLICATION

NO-COST.

During this reporting period, no new jurisdiction esta-

blished a locally funded project. However, NLDC began consu]t—‘

ation with personnel in Vancouver, Washington, who have indicated

that they are desirous of implementing a program. Targeted
start-up date - February 1, 1978.
STATE BLOCK

The number of state block programs increased with the ad-

dition of Santa Ana (Orange County) California.

-54-
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SPECIAL CONDITIONS COMPLIANCE

k-SC1
NLDC is in full compliance with this condition.

k-SC2

No individual possessing a handicap has presented either
his/her person or application to NLDC during this reporting
period. However, NLJIC does not expressly or impliedly dis-

criminate against such persons.

' k-5C3

NLDC is in full compliance with this special condition.

k-SC4

NLDC is in full compliance with this special condition.

k-SC5
NLDC is in full compliance with this special condition.

k-SC6 ; .
A grant adjustment_to clarify this conqition has been sub-

mitted. (See.qddendum_Il Quarterly report fII).

k-SC7

. During discussions with our Project Monitor in February,
1977, it was agreed that conflicting<sc%edu1es warranted the
waiver of the thirty-day written notice, but that telephonic
approval wou]q be obtained prior to on-site visits. Written

'notice, when practical, is given to the jurisdiction.

k-SC8

during this quarter can be found dat Goal f-v of this report.
Copies of each of the technical assistance visit reports are
routinely transmitted to our Project Monitor. (Page 59).

~55-

Summaries of the activities of technical assistance trips
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k-SC12

SPECIAL CONDITIONS COMPLIANCE (Cont.)

K-SC9 & 10

NLDC is in full compliance with each of these Special
Conditions. '

k-Scl1l-

NLDC is in full compliance with this Special Condition. A
total of ten (10) jurisdictions have begun non-federally funded
programs. A list follows:

—t

. Akron, Ohio

. Canton, Ohio

Chicago, I1linois

West Paim Beach, Florida
Fort Worth, Texas

Denver, Colorado

. Seattle, Washington
Sacramento, California
Santa Barbara, California
. Ventura, California

WY W N
e & e

o w

NLDC is in full compliance with this Special Condition.
An evaluation design is pending action at L.E.A.A.
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TIMETABLE RESULTS

Quarter One

r
ol

PT 1 Negotiations with ATF did not begin due to ATF per-
sonnel changes and proposed revisions to gun laws. A grant
‘adjustment has been submitted to delete this item.

PT. 2 - Postponed until 2nd Quarter.

PT 3 -~ A regional conference was held in San Diego, Cali-
fornia on November 15 - 16, 1976.

PT 4 - See k-SC12.

PT 5 - See PT 3 above. _

PT. 6 - Volume 1 No. 5 of "The Verdict" was prepared and
mailed during first quarter. '

PT. 7 - The preparation of monthly statistical reports
were not completed during first quarter due io back]og of
data and time required to test computer programs. This
timetable is now operational. ‘
PT 8 - Technical assistance was.rehdered during first
quartef. See first quarter report.
PT 9 - NLDC did attend the NDAA annual meeting (held in
August, 19876). ' :
PT 10 - A second non-federally funded pirogram was begun
in Sacramento, California. The first pilot program is now
operational in Ventura, California.

Quarter Two

N
,~W
[P

PT 1 - Completed during second quarter. System is current
with only minor technical problems existing. |

PT 2 - The computerized program for the MITRE evaluation

is complete and being provided. (See also k-SC12).

PT 3 - Deleted with approval of pending grant adjustment.
PT 4 - AAregional conference was held in Miami, Florida, in
February, 1977. A full report is contained in the addendum
to the Second Quarterly Report. '
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TIMETABLE RESULTS (Cont.)

PT S - Volume 2, Number 1, of "The Verdict" was publishad

PT 6 - Deleted with approval'of grant adjustment.

PT 7 - The issuance of the monthly statistica? report
was initiated in February, 1977. :
PT 8 - NLDC did not attend a schedu]ed meeting with a
state prosecution organization since it was postponed.

"However, such a conference is scheduled for Ohio in May,

1977.

PT 9 - On-going technical assistance is reported earlier
in this report.

PT 10 - A non-federally.funded program was begun in this
quarter - Akron, Ohio. '
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THIRD QUARTER

Completed during second quarter.

Deleted by grant adjustment.
Report).

Regional Conference held in Boston, Massachusetts June
23-24, 1977.

PT-4

Volume 2, No. 2 of "The Verdict" published in June-1977.

PT-5

———

} ‘ ‘
Technical assistance was rendered during this quarter

PT-6

Monthly reports were issued as required,.

PT-7 ,
No national conference planned due to budget reduction.
PT-8

NLDC attended the Ca11forn|a Dmstrlct Attorneys Assoc1at1on

Conference -
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THIRD QUARTER (Cont.)

Cook County (Chicago), I1linois and Seatt]e, Nashwngtor
1mp1emented with NLDC assistance.
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5TH PERIOD

PROJECTED TIMETABLE RESULTS

Deleted by Grant Adjustment; see Quarterly Report III,
Volume II, Addendum one (1), dated 7/30/77. ’
Deleted as above.

NLDC did issue monthly statistical and special reports
during this quarter. (See Section d-5, Results, Goals ¢

and d.)

The Northwest Regional Career Criminal Program Workshop

was held this'quarter in Portland, Oregon, on October 6 -

7, 1977. |

NLDC did publish a newsletter during this quarter, Volume 2
No. 3.

For on-going Technical Assistanbe activity, see Section d-5,
Results, Goal f.

Deleted as in (1) ahove.

NLDC did not éttend a state prosecutors conference for
program replication due to LEAA imposed travel restrictions.
However, close contact was developed with the Prosecuting
Attorneys Association of Michigan (PAAM) and CCP information
was provided to Mr. Bill Allen, Program Director, to aide
him in estab]ighing a state wide career criminal assistance

program.
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D-6: PROBLEMS AND ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIVITIES

Administrative:

No administrative difficulties arose during the quarter.
No perscnnel changes occurred. A no-cost grant extension was
filed and approved on 9/28/77.

Problems:

This section explains the various problems which occurred
during the reporting periocd. As can be seen, very few céused
major vreactions.. Each statement is related to its correspond-
ing goal.

GOAL-a:

No problems.
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GOAL b:

DATA SCREENING ACTIVITIES

Numerous human errors continue to occur.

is a 1ist of telephone calls necessitated to clear up problem-

TELEPHONE LIST-OCTOBER/DECEMBER 8|

atic data collection forms:

NAME

David Barrett
Lynn Bracy
Margaret Casey
Art Connolly
Kay Hardacre
Rita Kane
Roberta Gates
Mike Keasler

Bill Evans

Robert Hathaway .

Debra Kohl
Mike McHugh

Barb Mejur

Rpsa]ie LeB]anc.

Don Richardson
Larry Shepard
Kevin Smith
Gay Wilson

Kay Wellman
Tad Corbet

NUMBER OF CALLS

The following

2

E— SN - T T - TR N S — R~ B e« B e T - B T oo B & ) R =)}

-

N W N
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JURISDICTION

New York
Milwaukee
New York
Miami
Columbus
Boston
Albugquerque
Dallas
Houston
Detroit
Rhode Island
Indianapolis
Kalamazoo
Portland
St. Louis 2 & 4
St. Louis 3
St. Louis 1
Santa Barbara
Memphis

"Las Vegas

P ]
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TIMETABLE - FOURTH.

GOAL c: PROBLEMS

]

it
£
Sl

PT-1: No problem.
Due to changes in our continuation application, we do :

=3

not anticipate a problem in this area in the future.

i 5 -~ AR __‘.,' \‘ l‘ (

FrmTny
o )

PT-2: No préﬂ]em.

GOAL d: No problems.

O

PT-3: _No problem.

GOAL e: No problems.

_‘..A

GOAL f: Problems (re: travel): o %

The overall technical assistance effort of NLDC was ’PT“4?.' No problem.

R T

hampered during this reporting period due to an LEAA imposed

travel curtailment. Therefore, jurisdictions requesting or 11 PT-5: No problem. .See section D-5, goal f-vi of this report.
in need of NLDC technical assistance could not be served. Dis-
cussions in this regard continue with our Project Monitor. . 7 R "PT—G: No problem.

GOAL g: No problems.

AN

GOAL h: Deletion requested, see addendum 1, Third Quarterly PT-7: Not planned due to budget reduction.

Report. v i

No problem.

GOAL i: .Deletion requesfed, see addendum 1, Third Quarterly | " PpT-8:
Report. - ..~ ‘ |
GOAL j: Although travel restrictions may reduce number of ; . PT-9:  No problem.
anticipated operative programs for the remaining grant period, z :

NLDC will reach or surpass the required number of four (4). L

k-SC1 through'k4sc5: No problems. L ;

prmmmny Tt

~k-SC6: See addendum 1, Third Quarterly Report for requested |
clarification. A R .

k-SC7: See addendum 1, Third Quarterly Report, for requested

clarification.

I

k-SC8 through}k-5012: No problems.

51

grermevs |
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5TH PERIOD

1. Deleted by Grant Adjustment; see Third Quarterly Report,
Volume II, addendum 1, dated 7/30/77. |
Deleted as above.

No problems.

Rescheduled due to schedule conflict.

No problems.

No problems.

~ [=)] o -~ w [A]
[ ] 1] . . . .

Deleted as one (1) above.
LEAA travel restrictions caused non-compliance.

A1l timetable requirements were completed as of December .31,

1977.
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DISSEMINATION

Three (3) copies of this report are being presented

to the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, 633

Indiana Avenue, Washington, D.C.

One copy is also mailed

to the California Office of Criminal Justice Planning,

Sacramento,

California

95823.
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PROSECUTORIAL OFFICE
B AND |
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM
PROFILE

Prepared by:

National Legal Data Center, Inc.
100 E. Thousand Oaks Blvd., Suite 172
Thousand 0Oaks, California 91360

Tel: 805-497-3786
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' OFFICE

OFFICE -
ADDRESS

I. GENERAL INFORMATION

PROSECUTORIAL TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE ASSESSMENT FORM

MAILING

ADDRESS

"OFFICE
HEAD

Latignal Legal Data Center, fne,

I-1

. (NAME) (TELEPHONE)
R4
(TITLE)
1st ASSIST.
ATTORNEY '
(NAME) (TELEPHONE)
(TITLE)
OTHERS INTER-
VIEWED
{NAME) (TELEPHONE)
(TITLE)
(NAME) (TELEPHONE)
(TITLE)
- (NAME) "(TELEPHONE)
(TITLE)
RECEIVED
OV 17 191/

sy

i



.\
(NAME) (TELEPHONE)
(TITLE) '
(NAME] - "(TELEPHIONE)
(TITLE)
. JURISDICTION e

(COUNTY, CITY, PARISH, JUDICIAL DISTRICT)

If jurisdiction is not coincident with the county, city,
etc., describe the counties, cities, etc., comprising
the jurisdiction.

POPULATION OF e
~ JURISDICTION L e

AREA OF
JURISDICTION

PPOSECUTION RESPONSIBILITIES CHARGED TO THE OFFICE (DOES THE OFFiCE HAVE

SOLE RESPONSIBILITY FOR FELONY PROSECUTIONS IN YOUR JURISDICTION INCLUD-
ING APPEALS FROM CONVICTION?)
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CASELOAD

(1976 Actual or FELONY
1977 Year End est.

UCR DATA

TOTAL PART I CRIMES

. TOTAL CASES

Y



II. ORGANIZATION AND STAFFING

f.

o OBTAIN A COPY OF THE MOST RECENT ORGANIZATION CHART. IF NOT
AVAILABLE, SKETCH OR FULLY DESCRIBE AND ATTACH,

PROSECUTOR

PROSECUTOR IS ELECTED C ) APPOINTED ( )

DATES OF CURRENT TERM = |

DATE HE FIRST TOOK OFFICE |

IS THE POSITION A FULL-TIME POSITION WITHIN THE JURISDICTION?
YES ( ) NO ()

i

ASSISTANTS

TOTAL NUMBER OF -ASSISTANT PROSECUTORS (INCLUDING 1st ASSISTANT)
TOTAL NUMBER FULL-TIME CRIMINAL PROSECUTORS ’
TOTAL NUMBER PART-TIME CRIMINAL PROSECUTORS

SUPPORT STAFF

TOTAL NUMBER OF CRIMINAL INVESTIGATORS:
PART OF THE OFFICE
ON LOAN FROM A LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY

TOTAL NUMBER OF LEGAL INTERNS
TOTAL NUMBER OF PARALEGALS
TOTAL NUMBER OF ADMINISTRATIVE, SECRETARIAL AND
CLERICAL STAFF
OTHERS (INCLUDE SPECIAL OR GRANT FUNDED PERSONNEL)
DESCRIBE THE DIVISIONS, SECTIONS, AND STAFFING OF THE OFFICE (REFER

ORGANIZATION CHART). SPECIFICALLY INDICATE ANY SPECIALIZED DUTIES/
ASSIGNMENT OF THE CRIMINAL.PROSECUTORS.

!
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PROSECUTORS AVERAGE EXPERIENCE WITH THE OFFICE' IN NUMBERS OF YEARS

IS THE PAY/CLASSIFICATION STRUCTURE ADEQUATE?

ARE ASSISTANT PROSECUTORS PART OF A CIVIL SERVICE SYSTEM? YES ( ) NO ¢ )

DOES THE OFFICE HAVE AN AFFIRMATIVE ACTION PLAN? YES () NO ()

II-2
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III. RESOURCES . : IR f
FROM WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING SOURCES IS THE PR R'S 'RIVED? | AV |
c PROSECUTOR'S BUDGET DERIVED | ' TOTAL ANNUAL BUDGET
STATE ) . | GRANT FUNDS
COUNTY/CITY ¢ ) . " |
SELF-CENERATED () | ; o ATTACH LIST OF GRANT FUNDED PROGRAMS (LAST FIVE YEARS). INDICATE
g ‘ ON THE LIST SUCCESS OF PROGRAM (AS DEMONSTRATED BY ASSUMPTION OF

PRIVATE FOUNDATION( ) | o COST) |
FEDERAL FUNDS € P o ATTACH A SPECIAL PROGRAMS INFORMATION SHEET FOR CURRENT GRANT
OTHER ) : ~ PROGRAMS :

WHAT IS THE PROCESS FOR APPROVAL OF THE BUDGET. (INDICATE FUNDING o : ARE PLANS CURRENTLY UNDERWAY TO ESTABLISH ANY NEW PROGRAMS (GRANT CR

PROBLEMS, IF ANY) ’ - 4 OTHER)? '

. - . . F

; : AR , .
: | - WHAT LOCAL ENTITY ADMINISTERS FEDERAL GRANTS?

DOES THE PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE HANDLE THE PAYMENT AND ACCOUNTS FOR o 1
SALARIES AND SERVICES? YES ( ) NO ()

ADEQUACY OF FACILITIES AND OTHER RESOURCES (I.E., CONTIGUOUS OFFICES,
ROOM FOR EXPANSION, PROXIMITY TO COURTHOUSE, JAIL, ETC., ACCESS TO'AN L

ADEQUATE LAW LIBRARY). ' | .

e ] [

III-1
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Attachment ' . :‘! | : ‘
. : ‘ - ii.
SPECIAL PROGRAMS * ‘
} T IV, OFFICE ADMINISTRATION AND MANAGEMENT
TITLE: ' " . -
PURPOSE : E HOW ARE POLICIES AND PROCEDURAL DECISIONS FORMULATED AND DISSEMINATED
| 5 m TO THE STAFF (STAFF MEET »
GENERAL DESCRIPTION: . . . H _}', ( INGS, MEMOS, ETCo)-
| m
? o
|
T
: i
q | a IS THERE A POLICIES AND PROCEDURES MANUAL? (INDICATE FREQUENCY OF USE
| Ny AND REVISION). ' '
! f
HOW FUNDED: | ' al e
IN YOUR OPINION, IS THIS PROGRAM SUCCESSFUL? YES ( ) NO () ¢ mi
" IF FUNDED WITH FEDERAL OR OTHER OUTSIDE “SEED" MONEY, WHAT ARE THE CHANCES Y ﬁ
THE PROGRAM WILL BE LATER PICKED UP BY YOUR LOCAL AND/OR STATE FUNDING . {
AUTHORITIES? T |
: ; ;
S
HAS ANY EVALUATION OF THE PROGRAM BEEN UNDERTAKEN? YES ( ) NO () - ‘
IF YES, PLEASE PROVIDE GENERAL REVIEW OF EVALUATION. ﬂi Eg
I
il L

3
| osasan e Y
S ]

g —
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.
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V. CASE PROCESS FLOW |
OBTAIN AND ATTACH A COPY OF A CASE FLOW CHART., IF NOT AVAILABLE,
DESCRIBE OR SKETCH THE PROCESS, AND ATTACH,

DESCRIBE HOW CASES ARE ASSIGNED IN THE OFFICE. (DCES THE OFFICE
OPERATE IN A VERTICAL OR HORIZONTAL STRUCTURE)

TIME IN DAYS FROM ARREST TO COMMENCEMENT OF TRIAL FOR FELONY CASES.

FOR ANY SPECIAL UNIT(S).
TIME

. UNIT

AVERAGE CASELOAD PER FELONY PROSECUTOR PER YEAR

V-1

-

i

¥
e

VI. LEGAL CASE PROCESSING ISSUES
K}‘(f’
i WHO CAN INITIATE THE FILING OF A CRIMINAL CASE?
a a, Only the office of the Prosecutor )
Hf b. Both the Office of the Prosecutor and the Police ( )
: c. Other: (Specify) C )
i
ﬂ% WHAT ARE THE METHODS FOR CHARGING IN THE FELONY COURT?
- a. Grand Jury indictment only C )
3“ b. Prosecutorial information only . « )
; c. Both of the above ()
Jg DOES YOUR JURISDICTION HAVE A ‘SPEEDY TRIAL STATUTE OR bOURT RULE?
) YES () NO ()
i -
v h IF YES, BRIEFLY DESCRIBE:
\g.?,
i
e .
- OES THE JURISDICTION'S STATE HAVE A SECOND OR HABITUAL OFFENDER STATUTE?
| Rt - V"7 BRIEFLY DESCRIBE, OR ATTACH A COPY:
RS : o
! - J?;‘t, L . .
§§ P oo
§ 5
} - o - o +JTENT IS IT UTILIZED?
- on . ‘ e
gA ‘\‘:‘\?n\ ‘ l:' SYmmorn rpaisy “ ":"::" -
g'f" - o wy B OYURISDICTION & »IATE WHAT OFFICIAL(S) HAS THE AUTHORITY TO
| LT ISSUS CRIMINEL SSARC- 00 LNTS? |
H Yo s - ’ .
;, o e
/ I VI-1
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IN THE JURISDICTION'S STATE IS THE APPROVAL OF THE PROSECUTOR OR AN
ASSISTANT PROSECUTOR REQUIRED PRIOR TO THE APPLICATION FOR A SEARCH
WARRANT MADE TO AN AUTHORIZED ISSUING OFFICIAL? YES ( ) NO ( )

IF NO, DOES THE PROSECUTOR EXPECT APPLICATIONS FOR SEARCH WARRANTS
TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE PROSECUTOR OR AN ASSISTANT PROSECUTOR PRIOR
TO SUBMISSION TO AN AUTHORIZED ISSUING OFFICIAL? YES (_)' NO ()

DOES THE PROSECUTOR OR AN ASSISTANT PROSECUTOR ASSIST IN THE PREPARA-
TION OF APPLICATIONS FOR SEARCH WARRANTS?

a., Usually does ( )
- b. Usually does not )
c. Other (G

WHAT IS THE INVOLVEMENT OF THE PROSECUTOR IN THE iSSUANCE OF AN
ARREST WARRANT?

VI-2

I
|
f
|
gg,

|

SCREENING
AT WHAT STAGE ARE INCOMING CASES FIRST SCREENED BY THE PROSECUTOR'S
STAFF?

IS THERE A SPECIALLY DESIGNATED STAFF INCLUDING ASSISTANT PROSECUTOR'S
RESPONSIBLE FOR SCREENING CRIMINAL COMPLAINTS? (IS THERE A HEAD OF
THE SCREENING STAFF? WHAT IS HIS AUTIORITY?)

!

i

B

H

i

l

i

i

i

i
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1
-

P
P

ooy

2

St
A

‘ARE LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS EXPECTED OR REQUIRED TO SUEMIT THE DE-
FENDANTS PRIOR CRIMINAL RECORD AT THE TIME THE COMPLAINT/REQUEST IS

SCREENED? YES () NO ()
IF YES, WHAT TYPE AND/OR SCOURCES ARE EXPECTED OR REQUIRED?

o

i

| bt

rRESTIy

Lssmmnimot

WHEN DO THE ASSISTANT PROSECUTORS SCREENING REVEIW THE DEFENDANTS
CRIMINAL RECORD IN RELATION TO THE CRIMINAL CHARGE (I.E., PROSECUTION

V. NO PROSECUTION DECISION). ’

Before ( )
Contemporaneously { )
After )

WHEN DO THE ASSISTANT PROSECUTORS SCREENING REVIEW THE DEFENDANTS
CRIMINAL RECORD IN RELATION TO WHAT OFFENSE(S) TO CHARGE (I.E., DEGREE
OF FELONY, FELONY OR MISDEMEANOR, ETC.) :

Before ()
Contemporaneously ()
After C )

-

VII-1
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HOW FREQUENTLY WHEN SCREENING DO ASSISTANT PROSECUTORS INTERVIEW A
LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER(S) OR THE VICTIM/WITNESS? (USUALLY, SELDOM,
ONLY FOR SPECIFIC CASE TYPES, NEVER). '

oo ,i;' .

L

el

[
H

1

e g e B T A B — .

potmaeony
Fa—

e |
i

WHAT ARE ASSISTANT PROSECUTORS EXPECTED TO SCREEN FOR: ‘(CHECK ALL
THAT APPLY).

Probable Cause.to Charge : ( )

Prove a pirima facia case in Court ¢ )

Convictability, i.e., not only make

prima facia case but meet burden of proof( )

IS THERE A TFORMAL PROCEDURE OR PROCEDURES FOR REVIEW WITHIN THE
PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE OF DECISIONS WHICH LAW ENFORCEMENT DOES NOT
AGREE WITH? YES ( ) NO « )
IF YES, DESCRIBE: N

4

-

IS THERE A SYSTEM IN THE PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE TO PREVENT LAW ENFORCE-
MENT OFFICERS FROM PROSECUTOR SHOPPING? (E.G., SELECTING THE ASSISTANT
PROSECUTOR THLY BELIEVE WILL GIVE THEM THE DECISION THEY WANT, RE-
SUBMITTING TO DIFFERENT ASSISTANT PROSECUTORS UNTIL THEY GET THE
DECISION ‘THEY WANT, ETC.) YES () NO ()

IF YES, DESCRIBE: '

S

LT

o

FUITIIN

P )

IF PROSECUTION IS DENIED ENTIRELY OR ONLY PROCEEDS FROM SCREENING ON
" LESS THAN REQUESTED CHARGE IS THE REQUESTING LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
ALWAYS ADVISED OF THE MAJOR REASONS WHY? FORMALIZED? WHO IS PRO-

VIDED THE INFORMATION? (ARRESTING OFFICER, INVESTIGATOR, COMMAND-
ING OFFICER) '

B e
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INDICATE OPERATIONAL STATISTICS MAINTAINED BY THE OFFICE

VIII. CASE MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEMS . oL i !
' % * ATTACH SUMMARY SHEETS WHERE AVAILABLE

BRIEFLY DESCRIBE HOW CASES ARE FILED, CONTROLLED, SCHEDULED, iN-
DEXED, AND STORED. (IF AUTOMATION SUPPORTS THE PROCESS, INDICATE

WHAT INFORMATION IS PRODUCED FOR THE OFFICE. IF THE SYSTEM IS l .
MANUAL, EXPLAIN CROSS REFERENCING PRQOCEDURE AND RETRIEVAL PROCESS). ?5

i |
N
! f -
P IS THERE AUTOMATION IN ANY OF THE FOLLOWING ORGANIZATIONS? INDICATE
L5 THE AVAILABILITY OF THE SYSTEMS TO THE PROSECUTOR.
- a. Police ‘ YES () NO ()
b Availability | '
. P - b. Courts . YES () KO ()
oS Availability ‘ . :
R R ) c. Corrections ' Yes () NO ()
‘ f' I L . Availability
. i s
DOES THE PROSECUTORS OFFICE UTILIZE A SPECIALLY DESIGNED CASE FOLDER? -
' [
ol
3
& b
! L
DESCRIBE ATTORNEY/CASE SCHEDULING PROCESS (DOES A TICKLER OR FLAGGING || n
SYSTEM EXIST? DESCRIBE.) . - o § P
ie
I
VIII-I . . . . ) . - U 4 ' VIII-Z
gé
} H
0
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| o

WHEN IS BAIL INITIALLY SET? X. INVESTIGATION

=23

& Tt

k IF THE PROSECUTOR DESIRES ADDITIONAL INVESTIGATION RESOURCES, HOW
! i ) : ARE THEY PROVIDED AND BY WHOM? (INDICATE THE ROLE AND AUTHORITY OF
ANY INVESTIGATORS ATTACHED TO THE.OFFICE)

e e

DOES THE PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE USUALLY MAKE RECOMMENDATIONS ON INITIAL
BAIL SETTINGS? YES (). NO ()
IF YES, ARE THE RECOMMENDATIONS:

a. Usually accepted
b. Usually rejected
c. Other: (please specify)

ey
P
|

NN
A A

ARE PROSECUTORS AVAILABLE ON A 24-HOUR BASIS TO ASSIST THE INVESTIGATORS

AND/OR POLICE? YES () NO ()
IF YES, SPECIFY THE PROCEDURE,

,,,
TS,
——
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U
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4
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L 4

T DO THE PROSECUTORS ACTIVELY PARTICIPATE IN THE INVESTIGATIGN PROCESS,
o I.E., VISITING THE CRIME SCENE, ETC.? YES () NO ()
IF YES, DESCRIBE PARTICIPATION.
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XI

PLEA BARGAINING

DOES THE PROSECUTOR CURRENTLY HAVE A FORMAL PLEA BARGAINING POLICY?

YES () NO
IF YES, DESCRIBE:

)

XI-1
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XII.

SENTENCING
WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING APPLY TO TilE OCCURRENCE OF PRE-SENTENCE
INVESTIGATIONS? )
a. Mandatory . C0)
b. Optional ()
¢. Not used ( )

WHEN USED, HOW MANY DAYS ARE USUALLY REQUIRED FOR COMPLETION?

ON SENTENCING, YOUR OFFICE:

a. Always or usually makes
recommendations
b. Never or rarely makes

recommendations

~¢. Other: (Specify)

NS M
s

YOUR OFFICE'S SENTENCE RECOMMENDATIONS ARE:

a. Usually accepted ( )

b. Usually rejected ( )

c, Other: (Specify) « )
WHO SETS SENTENCES?

a. Only judge « )

b." Only jury ]

c. Judge or jury option { )

ARE MOST OF YOUR FELONY SENTENCING PROVISIONS:

a, Determinate : C )
b. Minimum/Maximum (i.e., 3 - 5) (
¢c. Indeterminate (i.e., 1 to

life) (
d. Other: Specify - (

+ Sl el e

XII-1
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XIII. PROBATION/PAROLE o o I " XIV. LAW ENFORCEMENT
DOES THE PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE RECEIVE NOTICE FROM THE STATE PAROLE ! v I HOW MANY LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES EXIST I ~
AUTHORITY ON HEARINGS FOR PRISONERS FROM YOUR JURISDICTION? oo N YOUR JurtsprcTION?
. Do . ES THE P > p T
VES ) N0 () ‘ {¢ | T ROSECUTOR!'S OFFICE PROVIDE ANY TFU‘\INlNG TO LAW ENF
‘ , i AGENCIES?  YES ( J  NO NFORCEMENT
IF YES, DESCRIBE THE POLICIES ON RESPONDING THERETO: b , )
, L g T YF YES, BRIEFLY DESCRIBE. INDICATE AUDIENCR Q,p PATROL. INV
j’ I TIONS) FORUM (ROOKIES' TRAINING, IN-SERVICE ""*MNI" 3 VESTIGA-
IF YOU RESPOND, WHAT IMPACT HAS THIS HAD ON THE PAROLE OF CONVICTED ) IS
¢ S '
PRISONERS? e ‘ ' T R
YN i
WHO APPOINTS OR CONTROLS PROBATION OFFICERS IN YOUR JURISPICTION? . 5 I A i
court - . ) ‘ g DOES THE PROSECUTORS OFFICE PROVIDE LAW ENFOR(“I:‘\“-W- AGENCIES
a. Cour . FORM . Sl N '
b ey endent agency ¢ 3 3 ' o INFORMATION ON THE PROCESSING AND DISPOSITION 01 cages 1 1 IhITH
c. Other: Specify) () . ; I ARE INVOLVED? YES ( ) NO () *HICH THEY
' | ,\ j I .
DO PROBATION OFFICER'S REPORTS: ?i bl —
a. Regularly include Prosecutors recommendations ( ) : g - j. "I i . T
b. Rarely include Prosecutors recommendations ¢ ) . A e : CTT—
o Other{ Spocify) ¢ ) | RS DOES ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY ASSIGN PERSONNIL, TO Wokk WITH
. ' ~ R ; [t PROSECUTORS OFFICE? YES () NO () TH THE
| oo .
' Lo IF YES, EXPLAIN: ’ ;
WHO HAS AUTHORITY TO FILE PROBATION VIOLATION CITATIONS? o » PRVLAING - (HOW MANY, FOR WHAT PURPOSI:, pc
A. Prosecutor ( ) z ' % 7 e
b. Probation Officer ( ) [ - .
c. Either Prosccutor or Probation Officer ) S T D
d. Other: (Specify) C ) f ‘i | 3 LT e e——
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XV. JUDICIARY

g

ORGANIZATION AND NUMBERS OF JUDGES SITTING IN THE FELONY COURT. XVI. CORRECTIONS

Iy

INDICATE THE POPULATION STATUS OF LOCAL AND STATE CORRECTIONAL
FACILITIES. (MAXIMUM,