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ABSTRACT 

Risk, Supervision, and Recidivism: The First Six Months 
of Recorded Experience in the Improved Correctional Field 

Services Project 

Three correctional field services (probation) projects--in 
~llinois, New York, and F1orida--were developed and funded by 
the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration in 1978. The main 
objective of the Improved Correctional Field Services Project 
(ICFS) was to determine the- effectiveness of using risk screening 
procedures to assign probationers to different levels of probation 
Supervision. The central question examined in this evaluation re­
port is whether the different supervision levels have, for any 
risk classification, any effect on a global (combined) measure of recidivism. 

An aggregate first cohort sample of 507 cases was followed 
for six months of probation supervision. There are 102 cases from 
Kane County, Illinois; 127 from Suffolk County, New York; and 278 
cases from Florida. Data were collected from probationer case 
files. Separate analyses are reported for the aggregate data and 
for each site. A number of analytical methods were used, e.g., 
contingency tables, correlational analyses, and analyses of 
variance and covariance. 

The general conclusion, limited by the nature of the samples 
and the length of follow-up and outcome variance, is that the ma­
jor hypotheses providing the rationale for the project are not 
supported. Neither risk classification, nor supervision level, 
nor the interaction of risk and supervision has much effect on six­
month, on-probation global recidivism. There were problems in the 
strength and integrity of t~e ICFS treatment which undermine the 
validity of the experiment. \ There are, however, certain trends 
in the data that suggest that some elements in the project may be 
worth pursuing further. 
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BACKGROUND OF THE PROBLE2-i 

Three correctional field services (probation) projects (in 

Illinois, New York, and Florida) were developed and funded by th~ 

Law Enforcement Assistance Administration in 1978, and are the 

subjects of this study. The primary objective of the Improved 

Correctional Field Services is to determine the effectiveness of 

using risk screening procedures to assign probationers to dif­

ferent levels of probation supervision. The primary -goal is 

"knowledge acquisition regarding the effects of screening and 

differential levels of supervision • .,l It was hoped that informa-

tion would prove useful in the development of case load management 

techniques for departm~nts of probation. Further, it was expected 

that th~ project results would provide guidance for the most ef­

ficiE;:!nt alloca.tion of resources and additional information on the 

system's ability to deal with high risk offenders in the community. 

t~at follows is a brief description of the settings for the 

program, of the implementing probation ~gencies themselves, and 

of the individual projects. Th~ latter description focuses spe­

cifically upon how the risk and supervision level variables were 

operationalized in each of the three sites. 

Kane County, Illinois, 

Located in the northeastern region of the State of Illinois 

is the predominantly suburban county of Kane, the fourth most 

heavily populated county in that state. Kane County's 1980 popu­

lation is approximately 303,500 people, with about ten percent 

located in areas defined as urban. The county population is 

96 percent white and only four percent black. Young males (10-25 
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years old), who generally contribute disproportionately to of-

fender populations, constitute about a quarter of the county's 

population. 

Unemployment in Kane County is generally consonant with 

national unemployment--over eight percent in 1975, but somewhat 

less than that now. Slightly over half of the white adult popu­

lation (56 percent) have graduated from high school, while only 

.a little over a third of the black adult popu~ation have done so. 

Kane County accounts for approximately one percent of the 

total crime index for the state. It h'ad 1,572 index crimes in 

1978, according to the F.B.I.'S Uniform Crime Reports. 2 Most of 

these were property crimes, including 682 burglaries and 595 

larceny-thefts. The offender profile for Kane County is over­

whelmingly adult, white and male. 

The Kane County criminal justice system employed more than 

300 persons in the year 1976, and had a budget of nearly four 

million dollar$. The court system handles approximately 1,500 

new felonies and more than 6,000 new misdemeanors each year. 

This workload is'managed by 12 full-time and two part-time pro-

sec~ting attorneys, and by eight circuit court judges and seven 

associates. 

The Agency - The implementing agency for the Improved Cor­

rectional Field Services Project in Kane County is the 16th Judi­

cial Court Serviees, with the primary operational agency being 

Kane County's adult probation department. Altogether, 17 staff 

members were hired with project funds in three separate county 

departments--adult probation,community court services and a diag-

nostic center. 
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Adult probation has 16 full-time employees (10 probation 

officers), one part-time employee, and 15 volunteers. The ICFS 

project added six and one-half employees, including four proba­

tion officers. This department performs all pre·-sentence investi-

gations for the county courts. 

Probation, as a disposition, is precluded in Kane County for 

certain offenses, for example, armed robbery,. homicide, and rape, 

and for career cr~minals, and certain drug and sex off.enders. It 

is used most frequently (over 75 percent of the time) with misde­

meanors and with such felonies as burglary and drug selling. More 

than 90 percent of all felony probation sentences are for either 

7-12 or 13-18 months; most misdemeanant probation sentences are 

for 7-12 months. Many probationers receive some special conditions, 

the two most common of which are requirements for alcohol or drug 

, I' A'll r,'robationers are re- . treatment or for outpat~ent counse ~ng. ~" 

quired to pay court costs and fines. 

The Project - In order to implement ICFS in Kane County, the 

16th Judicial Court Services devised a classification and assign­

ment procedure to provide a basis for a quasi-experimental design. 

During the pre-sentence process, the Diagnostic Center research 

team assigns a level of risk to each individual offender being in-

vestigated, using the Center's previously developed risk screening 

. 3 
equat~on. All offenders are classified into high, medium or low 

risk categories, depending upon their risk scores. Based upon 

the offenders ,. risk classification, they are assigned alternately 

to one of two groupS (called A and B) then proportion~tely to ap­

propriate levels of supervision within those groups. The propor-
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tions are used to limit to approximately 10-12 percent the pro-

portion of cases in intensive supervision, to 5.0-58 percent of the 

proportion in medium supervision, and tQ 30-40 percent. the propor­

tion in minimum supervision, while maintaining an element of ran-

h . ,- . t 4 domness at eac step ~n tne ass~gnmen process. 

certain offenders are granted probation "instanter," that is, 

without a pre-sentence investigation or report. These cases are 

assigned an interim level of supervision (medium) while the risk 

assessment data elements are being verified. This usually takes 

less than a month. Once verification has been accomplished, as­

signment proceeds as described above. The probation officers are 

not informed of the data elements used in the risk screening in­

strument, nor are they informed of the actual risk classification. 

? I 

certain categories of probationers are excluded from the ICFS 

Project. These include: 

Those sentencud to a residential treatment (in-

cluding treatment for drug abuse or for mental 

health problems) or to a work release program as 

a condition of probation. 

Those sentenced to a period of incarceration prior 

to being placed on probation. 

Those s~ntenced to less than six months of proba-

tion. 

Further, high risk cases are precluded from assignment to 

minimum supervision and low risk cases are not assigned to inten-

sive supervision. 

There were no provisions made for control or comparison groups 
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in Kane County. It should be noted, however, that after risk clas­

sification a random element is introduce~ into the supervision 

level classification in order that comp'ariGons of supervision 

level within risk groups can be made with an assumption that such 

comparisons would not be biased by selection factors. 

Suffolk County, New York 

Suffolk County encompasses the entire eastern por4cion of Long 

Island. Primarily a residential, farming and resort area, it is 

made up of ten different townships. Suffolk has experienced a 

huge increase in population since World War II, especially during 

the last 20 years. For example, the county's population doubled 

bet\veen 1960 and 1970 (increasing from .,~pproximately 600,000 per­

sons to approximately 1.2 million persons). The county is rela­

tively wealthy ($11,000 mean family income in 1970) and has a rela-

tively small minority population. The largest minority group is 

comprised of blacks who constitute less than five percent of the 

population. 

In 1979, there were 67,702 Crime Index offenses reported in 

Suffolk County. The largest proportions of these offenses were 

grand larcenies (38,434) and burglaries (17,595). The 1980 

criminal justice budget for the county is $121 million. There 

are more than 4,300 county criminal justice employees, not in­

cluding court personnel. The police operation in the county, 

which constitutes the largest criminal justice entity, has more 

than 3,000 employees and a budget of $95 million. 

The Agency - The Suffolk County Probation Department has 

exclusive county-wide jurisdiction over all juvenile and adult 

, , 
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probationers. It has a total of 375 employees, including 174 

probation officers. The Improved Correctional Field Services Pro­

ject, during its period of funding', supported eight of these offi­

cers and one probation supervisor. This support came from both 

LEAA and matching grants. The department supervises nearly' 8000 

adult probationers each year, including approximately (2700 newly 

assigned cases. Its annual operating budget approaches $10 million. 

Probation is used v~ry frequently with most misdemeanors (in 
, . 

over 75 percent of the cases); and it is a common di~position (25-

75 percent of the cases) for such felonies as burglary, aggravated 

assault and drug sales. There are a number of offenses for which 

probation is not authorized by New Yor~,State law. These include 

Class A, B, C and D violent and non-violent felons, persistent 

violent and non-violent felons, narcotics addicts, and some vehi-

cle and traffic law violators. 

All felons receive probation sentences of five years, and 

misdemeanants receive one or three years. All probationers can 

be discharged earlier by.court order. Most felons generally. com­

plete half their probation term (2~ years); one year misdemeanants 

complete the year; and three year misrlemeanants complete l~ years 

on the average. 

The Project - The Suffolk County ICFS project receives its 

clients from a catchment area consisting of three townships. The 

project excludes only those cases which cannot be supervised be­

cause of placement in a residential facility, for example, drug 

treatment. Also excluded are probationers who have had several 

convictions for driving while intoxicated, and who are placed in 
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another special probation project. As each case is received, it 

is numbered sequentially, screened for risk and classified into 

a high, medium or low category. 

Risk screening is done using two di'fferent instruments. 5 

The first is a base expectancy instrument qeveloped for use in 

the New York State Intensive Supervision Project, and the second 

is a risk prediction instrument developed locally by the Suffolk 

County Probation Department~ This latter instrument has been used by 

that agency since 1976. Probation officers are,therefore, aware 

of the components of the instrument, even though the probationer's 

actual risk score is not revealed to them. Each of these two in-

strurnents was validated ona sample of Suffolk County probationers. 

Both instruments shO\ved a fairly high level of predictive' effi­

ciency, with the Suffolk instrument having a'slight advantage. 

Because the results were so close, it was decided to use both in 

ICFS. Where there is disagreement between the predictions, the 

Suffolk County instrument prevails. 

High risk cases are assigned randomly to intensive or medium 

supervision; medium risk cases are assigned randomly to all three 

supervision levels, with an upper limit of approximately 20 per-

cent to intensive supervision; and low risk cases are randomly 

assigned to medium or minimum supervision levels. This results 

in a single group design without a control or additional compari-

son group. All eligible adult probationers with the exception 

of those convicted for driving while intoxicated are included in 
... 

the Project. Those eligible include youthful offenders aged ~.6-

18, who are normally handled by adult courts in Net., York State. 
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As with Kane County, the element of randomness in the supervision 

category allocations is intended to permit comparisons of super­

vision level outcomes within risk classes. This compensates some­

what for the absence of a control group. 

Florida 

The Florida ICFS project is a statewide pr~gram; that is, it 

draws clients from throughout the State. It differs from the other 

projects in a number of other ways as well. 

The Agency - Since 1975, the Salvation Army Misdemeanant Pro­

bation Program (SAMP) has been providing probation supervision for 

more than 90 pe~cent of the adult misdemeanants in Florida--now 

over 11,000 newly assigned cases per year from 37 countieso Under 

the so-called "Salvation Army Act" as amended, SAMP has a purchase 

of services contract with the State's Department or corrections. 6 

Under this legislation, the Salvation Army receives a ten dollar 

per month fee from each probationer (since increased to $15), and 

an additional six dollars per probationer per month from the state. 

SAMP is charged with providing counseling, supervision and refer­

ral, and with collecting fines and restitution payments. The Sal­

vation Army operates 15 probation sites around the state. Thir-

teen of these sites participate in the ICFS Project. SAMP has 91 

full-time and ten part-time employees, and nine volunteers. A 

total of 26 probation counselors were hired 't'lith ICFS funds. 

Most of the Salvation Army clientele are young, first of­

fenders, convicted for such crimes as petty larceny, possession 
~ . 

of marijuana, or disorc1.erl'l' conduct. They also have been mostly 

employed, white, urban males. More than half have been between 
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18 and. 25; 75 percent are white; more than 70 percent are male; 

and about two-thirds are employed. 

In a preliminary evaluation of SAME, Dr. Charles A. Lindquist 

of the University of Alabama reported that the SAMP probation re­

vocation rate was exceptionally low, that the program was pro­

viding viable alternatives to incarceration, and that its operation 

costs were considerably lower than those of the state probation 

supervision. 7 

The Project - The probationers in' the project are divided 

randomly into t\olO I groups, called groups A and B. Group A clients 

are assigned according to a proportionate random process to the 

three levels of supervision. Group B c~ients are assigned by 

risk--high risk to intensive supervision, medium risk to medium 

supervision, and low risk to minimum supervision. Group A assign­

ments limit to eight percent the proportion in the intensive cate­

gory, 58 percent in the medium supervision category, and 34 per­

cent in the minimum supervision category. Low risk clients are 

not assigned to the intensive supervision category. The. r~sk 

screening instrument used in Florida was developed by the afore­

mentioned Dr. Charles A. Lindquist. 

Clients are excluded from the project on the basis of the 

following criteria: 

Resident in a treatment center for drug, 

alcohol abuse or other reasons. 

Sentenced to a work release or other 

residential program. 

Sentenced to incarceration for more than 

24 hours prior to being placed on probation . 
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sentenced to probation for less than six 

months. 

On simultaneous State or Fed'eral probation. 

'rhe Florida project has some "overflow" cases in major urban 

a~:-eas (Miami, Tampa, and Clearwater) which, meet the ICFS project 

criteria but cannot be assigned to the project because the coun­

selors' case loads are full. These cases are assigned to regular 

(non-ICFS) probation supervision and can be used as an additional 

comparison group. Risk screening is conducted on these proba­

tioners. The average case load for each ICFS probation ?ou'nse1or 

in Florida was initially 50 cases, but case1oa.ds were enlarged to 

as many as 100 cases in May, 1979. 
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THE PROBLEM 

The National Institute of Law Enfqrcement and Criminal Jus­

tice of The Law Enforcement Assistance Administration designed and 

implemented the ICFS program with three principal aims: 

to devise, implement and, assess classification 

methods to permit allocations of probationers 

to appropriate levels of supervision; 

to test the effectiveness of different levels 

of supervision; and 

to determine the differential impact of vary­

ing levels of supervision (that is, the effect 

of classification by risk and supervision levels 

on probation outcomes) • 

Our evaluation of this program proposed to aim principally 

at the third objective. It was recognized, however, that the aims 

identi£ied were interrelated; and we proposed to identify, within 

the three ICFS projects, how varying levels of supervision were 

related to outcomes for differing kinds of persons, with differing 

kinds of supervision. Indeed, the issue was expanded to include 

the questi~n of "kinds of outcomes." Thus, the general research 

question became: 

What level of supervision, with what mode of treatment, 

is effective with what kinds of offenders, with respect 

to what outcomes? 

The first ICFS evaluation report on the first si'x months of 

recorded experience will be able to address only part of this ques-

tion. Because the aggregate and individual site sample sizes, 
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length of follow-up and variances in outcome for the first study 

cohort of probationers are considerably more limited at this point 

than was anticipated in the original pr'~posal, the questions to be 

addressed must be limited; and the answ~rs given are necessarily 

subject to a number of limitations to generalizations. These limi­

tations include the following: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Although it is believed to be us~ful to explore the 

relations among classificatiqns of risk, supervision. 

assignment, and an outcome measure within the data 

combined from the three sites, the known differences 

among the projects suggest a good deal c:>f caution in 

interpretations based on that·exploration. As already 

noted, the risk classification instruments differ. 

among the sites. The offender samples are markedly 

different in offenses of conviction and other attri­

butes known from much prior research to be related to 

measures of recidivism. And, of course, the meaning 

of supervision may vary among the three probation 

agencies. 

The numbers of cases in table cells, when probationers 

are classified by risk and supervision, tend to be 

quite small in some instances, particularly when the 

data for individual sites are examined separately. 

The sample sizes and the "base rates" of favorable 

outcomes (that is, the overall Itsuccess rates lt
) are 

such that separate components of Itfailure," e.g., 

technical violations, new arrests, and new convic-

I 
c\ 

Cl 

o 

o 

'0 

a 

.. 

o 

I /. 
/~ . ~ 

4. 

5. 

-13-

tions, cannot yet be examined. Of particular in-

terest, for example, will be 'an assessment of rela~ . 

tions among the offender and supervision classifica­

tions and specific aspects of unfavorable outcomes, 

including technical violations, rearrests and new 

convictions. Thus, the "global measure of recidi­

vism" explained below must be regarded as a first, 

rough criterion of outcome. 

Related to the issue of the' outcome. measure to be 

used is the circumstance that the length of follow­

up of probationers after placement on probation is, 

in the analyses to be discu~~ed', extremely short (six 

months) and limited also to the period of probation 

supervision. That is, no assessment of "post-proba-

tion lt outcomes is yet possible; so the situation is 

analogous to studying a treatment only in the course 

of that treatment, when it is not yet finished. 

The probationers whose experience is to be examined 

are those, except for the Florida sample, who first 

entered the program. (The initial probationers who 

. first entered the program in Flor~da were excluded 

since retrospective data collection was nqt feasible.) 

If the program, including levels or intensity of super­

vision, changed after an initial period of program im-

plementation, then the results from the initial period 

only could be misleading. 

tvith these major limitations in mind, the general question 

, 
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to' be examined is: 

Wha'c level ef supervisien is effective wi th ~'lhat risk' clas­

sificatien ef, effenders, with respect to' a glebal" measure 
.' 

ef recidivism? 

Level ef Supervisien 

One ef the twO' main independent 'variables of cencern, level 

er intensity ef supervisien, previeusly has been measured in a 

number ef ways.8 Operatienal definitiens have ranged frem the 

number ef agent··client centacts to' their length and type. Mere 

cemprehensive measures have included indicaters of beth the nature 

and ameunt ef supervisien. 9 

In the ICFS preject, levels ef super-visien were defined epe­

ratienally as (I) intensive supervisien; censisting ef twO' personal, 

face-te-face cent acts per week and ene eptienal collateral face­

te-face centact per week; (2) medium supervisien, which included 

twO' persenal face-te-face centacts per menth with a minimum ef 

ten days between centacts and twO' eptienal cellateral face-te-face 

er telephene centacts per menth; and (3) minimum supervisien, cem­

prised ef ene persenal face-te-face centact per menth. The pre­

cise nature er centent ef the cent act was net specified. The 

project definitiens ef level ef supervisien allewed fer varia-

tien in beth the type and number ef centacts within the different 

levels. 

A specific hypethesis which the Natienal Institute \.,ished to' 

test with regard to' the level ef supervisien cencerned whether in­

creased levels ef supervisien (and service) ceuld incr~ase the 

prebability ef success fer high risk effenders. 
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Risk Classificatien 

The ether majer NIJ hypethesis was that risk screening mechan­

isms ceuld be develeped which will accurately pr~dict an indivi­

dual's perfermance en prebatien. Each site was to' devise and 

implement a ratienal screening mechanism that weuld determine 

the apprepriate ferm ef supervisien fer any prebatiener. All 

clients entering the prejects were to' be screened fer risk using 

a lecally develeped and validated screening mechanism. Thus, the 

ether ~primarY'-independent- variable--is ri sk screening and -clas sifi ... ' 

catien. 

Recidivism 

The key dependent variable in this analysis is recidivism. 

The eriginal prepesal called fer a cemprehensive assessment ef 

the effects ef level ef supervisien en eutcemes, requiring a 

variety ef indicaters ef recidivism. This variety was intended 

to' permit a determinatienef whether varying, levels ~ ,ef intensity 

ef supervisien has a differential effect upen either the nature 

er extent ef recidivistic behavier, er upen decisiens cencerning 
J 

such behavier. Fer example, it was anticipated that it might be 

feund that intensive supervisien results in mere technical viela­

tiens than dees medium er minimum supervisien, but fewer repeat 

effenses. 

, In measuring recidivism, we prepesed to' take intO' censidera­

tien technical vielatiens, arrests, cenvictiens and dispesitiens. 

Data have been cellected en all these indicaters fer the first 

cehert ef prebatieners, which is the subject-of this repert. 

Hewever, again because ef the particular limitatiens ef this sam-
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ple, recidivism will be operationalized only as a global measure 

encompassing technical violations, rearrests and reconvictions 

occurring during the first six months of probation supervision in 

the IeFS projects. 

A further interest of the National Institute was the hypo-

thesis that levels of seriousness of new offenses, when they occur, 

may be affected by the risk classification and differential super-

vision provided in the program., This issue also will be addressed 

in a separate report. 

Hypotheses 

Juxtaposing the three key variables in order to study program 

effects resulted in the following null hypotheses which may be 

tested with the first cohort data, subject to the limitations noted: 

The risk classifications are not related to global 

recidivism. 

The assigned levels of supervision are not related 

to global recidivism, overall or within risk clas-

sifications. 

There is no interaction of risk and supervision 

classifications on global recidivism. 

It should be noted that, by the design of the risk classifi-

cation and supervision level assignment procedures, the assigned 

supervision levels are not independent of the risk measure except 

for those cases randomly assigned. That is, some probationers 

have been classified as poorer risks; and there is evidence from 
.--

the study of the risk measures that these are related to recidi-

vism. Thus, if poorer risks tend to be given more supervision, 
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measures of risk need to be taken into account in the analysis. 

This will be done in several ways, but generally the hypothesis 

may be stated as follows: 

Levels of supe:r:vision. are not related to global 

recidivism when corrected for demonstrable bias 

associated with risk. " 
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METHODS 

The Sample 

When the RutgerS evaluation design was first proposed, ex-

pectations were that there would be an estimated 2,800 cases in 

the total sample from all three projects (Florida, Kane County 

and Suffolk County). This estimate was based upon the figures 

projected in the original proposals from the sites. Assuming 

random assignment to each of three levels of supervision, this 

would have resulted in more than 900 probationers in each super-

vision category, including the intensive level. This would have 

provided the basis for an excellent tes't of the hypotheses stipu­

lated earlier. As the ICFS program developed, however, certain 

changes, (negotiated by the 'project site staff and LEAA monitors) 

resulted in a sharp decline from these estimates and an abandon-

ment of any experimental designs. 

The estimated total sample number dropped because intake was 

much slower and smaller than projected in Kane County, because 

Suffolk County (w'hich had included in their plan a period of plan­

ning and preparation before intake) did not begin intake until 

June, 1979 (approximately 11 months behind the originallY envi­

sioned schedule) and because the initial intake of Florida cases 

(prior to May, 1979) could not be included in the evaluation since 

no rosters or adequate records had been maintained at the project 

site. In addition, most of these Florida cases already had com­

pleted probation by the time the evaluation Phase I planning and 

development was completed in April, 1979, and a retrospective 

coding operation was not feasible. 
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The envisioned random assignment t b sys em was a andoned by 

the projects and LEAA. Low risk cases were excluded from assign-

ment to intensive supervision, and with the ' exceptJ.on of Florida, 

high risk cases were not to be assJ.'gned t " o mJ.IlJ.mum supervision; 

and the proportionate assignment systems were adopted. The lat­

ter were intended to ensure an equitable workload distribution 

among the probation officers. 

The sample cohorts being used in these first analyses include 

Kane County's intru{e from October, 1978 to June 30, 1979, Florida's 

intake from May, 1979 through July 10 , 1979; and Suffolk County's 

intake from June 18 1979 t , 0 August 10, 1979. This first cohort 

is composed of all cases in each site comp1etJ.'ng a minimum of six 

months probation supervision beyond an arbitrary designated in­

take cut-off date. Six months is the minimum probation period 

required to be compl~ted in the initial classification and assign-

mente Th~ cut-off dates were establJ.'shed t " o permJ.t tJ.mely data 

collection I analyses, and writing fOl:' the required report draft 

due after 21 months from the start. 

The first cohort, the subject of this report, is broken down 

for the combined sites as follows: 

* 

RISK 

Low 

Medium 

High 

TOTAL 

Table 1 
* FIRST ICFS COHORT 

LEVEL OF SUPERVISION 
MinJ.mum Medium Intensive 

67 42 1 

70 241 36 

3 20 26 

140 303 63 . 

TOTAL 

110 

347 

" 49 

506 

The cohort actually contains 507 cases, but one medium supervision 
<?ase W~5 not scr7e:r;ed for risk. The one case in the cell "low risk 
J.nt7nsJ.ve supervJ.sJ.on" represents an error in the classification and 
assJ.gnment process. 
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The total cohort is composed of 68 percent whites and 23 per­

cent blacks; 77 percent are males; 57 percent are single and 21 

percent married; and 62 percent are employed either full- or part­

time, whereas 27 percent are unemployed but employable. The 

mean age is 25.8 years. The mean number of years of 'school at­

tained is a perhaps surprisingly high 11.1 years. 

More than half the sample (54 percent) deny use of alcohol, 

but 19 percent admit to being a problem drinker. Similarly, 59 

percent deny drug use, but 15 percent admit to using and 6 per­

cent are reporfed to be addicts. Nearly a third (32 percent) had 

been using alcohol on the day of their present arrest, and 24 per­

cent were under the influence of drugs~ 

Slightly less than 15 percent of these probationers have a 

knmffi history of past mental health treatment; only six percent 

were in mental health treatment (either inpatient or outpatient) 

at the time of the present arrest. 

For half the cases (49 percent), the present arrest was their 

first. Forty-five percent had been arrested before but were not 

currently involved with the criminal justice system at the time 

of their present arrest. The mean number df prior adult arrests. 

was 1.14; prior convictions was 1.87; and prior commitments was 

.47. Only three percent of the cases were already on probation, 

and just one percent were on bailor release on their own recog­

nizance at the time of arrest for the instant offense. Eighty 

percent of these cases were sentenced to this p'robation term for 
.' 

one offense only, whereas 18 percent were sentenced for multiple 

offenses. 
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The following is a rank ordering of the top five conviction 

offenses resulting in placement on probation to ICFS by frequency 

of charges: 

1. 

2. ' 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Larceny under $200 (petty 
larceny or theft) • 

Possession of marijuana/ 
hashish. 

Shoplifting. 

Resisting arrest. 

Driving while under the 
influence of alcohol. 

NUMBER 

III 

35 

34 

32 

31 

PERCEm: 

18.8 

5.9 

5.8 

5.4 

5.2 

The frequency of convictions for offenses against the person 

was rather low. One notable exception was a probationer with 25 

convictions for battery. Sex crimes, crimes involving weapons and 

offense~ against family and/or children were very infrequent. 

Data Collection 

The data collected at the project sites were derived from in­

dividual case files of probationers. Data collection for the first 

ICFS cohort began in Kane County in March, 1979. Each probation 

case in each of the three sites was coded on two occasions. First, 

individual background data were collected on some 87 items. These 

items include basic demographic information such as age, sex and 

race; criminal history information such as prior arrests, convic-

tions and sentences; and project-specific information such as risk 

assignment and supervision level. 

The second coding collected follow-up data on each individual 

prpbationer six months after the probationer was placed under su­

pervision in the project. These data include the number of face­

to-face and collateral contacts with the probation officer, em-

! ' 

,I 

" , I 
I 

,r 

, 



( 

( 

(" 

c 

( 

I:' 

-22-

ployment and school status, referrals, and such outcome information 

as technical violations, rearrests, reconvictions and commitments. 

The follow-up data collection ''las done during January and February, 

1980. Copies of the background and follow-up code manuals and 

code sheets are included in Appendix A. 

In each site, there were certain desired items of background 

information which were not originally available in the probationer's 

case files. Checklists of these items 'i..;ere developed in collabora­

tion with staff at Kane County and Florida, and these data were then 

collected routinely in both of these sites. Data items missing 

from the files were identified by the coders and retrieved by 

the project staffs in these two sites. 

The Suffolk County agency did not agree to the use of a simi-

lar che~klist nor to retrieval of missing information. Thus, any 

missing information in that site had to be sought on a case-by­

case basis while the coders were on site. 

The background data, for approximately ten percent of the 

cases, were re-coded independently for a reliability study. A 

summary of the reliability study results is presently being com-

pleted. 

Data Analysis 

In order to test the general key hypotheses noted hereto-

fore, two independent variables (level of supervision and risk) 

and one dependent variable (recidivism) were given operational 

definitions. Level of supervision is here defined in four ways: 

Level of supervision is the category of supervision 

(intensive, medium or minimum) to which the proba-
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tioner was assigned by the IeFS projects; 

Level of supervision is the actual nUmber of face­

to-face contacts between the probationer and the 

probation officer during the period of supervision; 

Level of supervision is the monthly rate of face-to­

face contacts over the period of active supervi­

vision; and 

Level of supervision is three ne'i.'lly created supervi­

sion levels as determined by the actual number of 

face-to-face contacts which occurred. 

Risk is defined in two ways: 

1. 

2. 

Risk is the assigned category of risk (high, medium 

or low) determined by the projects"' risk screening 

procedures; and 

Risk is the actual risk score derived £rom the pro­

jects' screening instruments. 

Recidivism--the only outcome measure used here--is defined 

as a global me'asure encompassing any technical violations, rear­

rests and reconvictions occurring during the six month follow-up 

period after the offender is placed on probation. The probation 

outcome is dichotomized into "favorable" or "unfavorable" as de-' 

termined by the presence of any of the aforementioned indicators. 

This outcome variable does not include other effects studied in 

this evaluation, including recidivism seriousness, Gosts and so-

cial adJ'ustment, wh,ich are d' d . ~scusse ~n other reports; nor d~~S 

the present analysis include any assessments of expo;~re to 'isks 

of recidivism after the first six months of probation supervision. 

, 



( 

( 

( 

( 

,Ie 

~-----

-24-

Excluded from the analysis are cases in which th~ probation super­

vision was not continuous because the probationer was incarcerated 

or otherwise placed in a residential se·tting while remaining in the 

project case load. 

Separate analyses were done on the aggregate data and for each 

individual site. In each analysis a series of contingency tables 

were created to test the relations ~f level of supervision and Qut-

come, r:'sk and outcome, and level:::: :::.!lpervision by risk and outcome ... 

Secondly, the actual number of CO~::::C"':.5r the supervision rate and 

the risk score were separately correl~~=d with favorable or unfavor-

able outcomes. Face-to-face contacts and supervision rates were 

analyzed both in aggregate and by site •. Risk scores and outcomes 
,,' 

are analyzed only by site, because the risk screening instruments 

from which the scores are derived are unique for each site. 

These analyses consider only two variables at a time, except 

that some comparisons were made within risk groups. These analyses 

by themselves may give misleading' results if not cautiously inter­

preted, part.icularly if groups being compared differ in :terms of 

offender attributes demonstrably related to the outcome measure. -- .. 
Therefore, two analyses were done in order'to control statistically 

for such factors. The first, as explained further subsequently, 

concerns an assessment of the relation of supervision to the global 

outcome while cont.rolling statistically for the risk scores that 

provided the basis for the risk classification. The second method 

of analysis, also explained in more detail in a later section, COffi-

pares the actual global outcomes, for the different levels of super­

vision, with those expected on the basis of offender attributes 

known at the time of placement on probation. 
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FINDINGS - OUTCQrtlES 

The presenta 

takes up each sub 

thesis in turn. 

gate data analysi 

site data analysi 

Institute's 1977 

Field Services Ev 

tion and discussion of findings which follows 

sidiary research question and related hypo­

Each question is tested first with the aggre­

s, where appropriate, and then with individual 

s, again where appropriate. Since the National 

"Grant Solicitation for Improved Correctional 

aluation" stipulated that "the focus of the 

study should be 0 n the effects of varying the level of supervi­

ble will be discussed first. sion, " this varia 

is 

- Do diff 

have di 

intensi 

on prob 

Recidivism 0 

first illustra 

OU 

SUPERVISION 

Minimum 

Medium 

Intensive 

TOTAL 

erential levels of probation supervision 

fferent effects upon recidivism? Does more 

ve supervision result in better performance 

ation? 

utcomes by levels of supervision for all sites 

ted in Table 2. 

TABLE 2 

TCOMES BY SUPERVISION LEVEL 

GLOBAL OUTCO~1E 
UNFAVORABLE FAVORABLE TOTAL 

NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 

20 14% 120 86% 140 

57 19% 247 81% 304 

12 19% 51 81% 63 

89 418 5Q7 

x?- = 1.46 ; df ;.2; n.s. 

The table sho ws that for all sites combined there.is no sig-
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nificant association between the assigned supervision level and 

the global outcome measure. In other words, different assigned 

categories of supervision, considering all sites combined, are 

not related to recidivism. The minimum supervision probationers, 

with a lower recidivism rate, did somewhat better as compared to 

the medium and intensive levels, but not significantly so. 

The second analysis compares the actual number of face-to­

face contacts (only) with the global measure of outc,omes. The 

resulting correlation coefficient is very small and not signifi­

cant (r = -.02). This means that the overall number of face-to-

face contacts between the probationers and their probation of­

ficers is not associated with their outcomes. Next is a corre­

lation of the rate of face-to-face contacts over the period of 

active 'supervision (supervision rate) with outcomes. This cor­

relation coefficient is small also, and not significant (r = -.002). 

Finally, we created three new supervision levels as determined 

by the actual number of face-to-face contacts which occurred over 

the supervision period. By tabulating the number of contacts we 

were able to subdivide the cohort into three parts: ·those with 

a low number of.contacts, those with a medium number, and those 

with a higher number. 

The table indicates again that there is no significant as-

sociation between actual supervision levels and. outcomes. It 

suggests further that the number of face-to-face contacts wh~ch 

actually occurred seems to be considerably fewer than that man-

dated in all three of the specified supervision levels, This is 

a subject to t>lhich we will. return later in this section. The 
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results are shown in Table 3. 

Table 3 

OUTCOMES BY ACTUAL SUPERVISION LEVEL 

ACTUAL SUPERVI GLOBAL OUTCOME 
SION (Contacts UNFAVORABLE FAVORABLE TOTAL 
per month) NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 

Less than 1 31 18% 137 82% 168 

1 - 1.7 34 17% 162 83% 196 

More than 1.7 24 17% 119 83% 143 

TOTAL 89 418 507 

2 X = .16 ; df = 2 '; n. s. 

The result of these analyses of the aggregate data is that 

we cannot reject the hypothesis that differential levels of pro­

bation supervision are not associated with global recidivism. 

Note, however, that the design of the study--that is, the super­

vision level allocation process--is such that the better risks 

(by the project risk scores) were more apt to be assigned to less 

supervision. Thus, a fair test of supervision levels may not yet 

have been provided. 

What about the individual site data? Let us look at the 

data from Kane County. Table 4 portrays outcomes by levels of 

supervision for Kane County only. 
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Table 4 

OUTCOMES BY SUPERVISION LEVEL 

(Kane County) 

GLOBAL OUT CONE 
UNFAVORABI..IE FAVORABLE 

NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 

7 30% 16 70% 

17 28% 43 72% 

3 16% 16 84% 

27 75 

2 X = 1. 41 df = 2 ; n. s. 

TOTAL 

23 

60 

19 

102 

The table shows no significant association between level 

of supervision and outcome in Kane County. The correlation 

coefficient for face-to-face contacts with outcomes is .15; 

for supervision rate it is .17. Although these correlation 

coef£i,cients are larger than those for the aggregate data and 

are positive (indicating that mo,re contacts tend to be associa­

ted with favorable outcomes) neither of them is statistically 

significant. Again, the null hypotheses cannot be rejected. 

Note again that the test does not take into account the pos­

sible bias associated with risk, scores. 

Table 5 shows the levels of supervision to outcomes com-

parison for the Suffolk County data. 
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Table 5 

OUTCOMES BY SUPERVISION LEVEL 

(Suffolk County) 

GLOBAL OUTCOME 
UNFAVORABLE FAVORABLE 

NUMB,ER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 
4 10% 37 90% 

14 22% 5'0 78% 

5 23% 17 77% 

23 104 

X2 = 2.86 i df = 2 ; n. s. 

TOTAL 

41 

64 

22 

127 

Again, there is no significant association between the two 

variables. 
Face-to-face contacts have a low negative correlation 

with outcome (r = -.09) i and supervision rate has a similarly 

low nega'cive correlation (r = -.10). Neither of these correla­

tions is significant. 

Table 6 illustrates the same cross-tabulation of data for 

Florida. 

SUPERVISION 

.f\1inimum 

Medium 

Intensive 

TOTAL 

Table 6 

OUTCOI1ES BY SUPERVISION LEVEL 

(Florida) 

GLOBAL OUTCOME 
UNFAVORABLE FAVORABLE 

NUMBER PERCENT NUHBER 'PERCENT 
9 12% 67 88% 

26 15% 153 85% 

4 18% 18 82% 

39 238 

X2 = .65 . df = 2 i n.s. I 

TOTAL 

76 

179 

22 

277 ' 

, 
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Once again, there is no significant association bebleen 

levels of supervision and outcomes. The two correlation coef-
.' 

ficients, both non-significant, are: face-to-face contacts 

(r = -.002), and supervision rate (r = .03). 

These data, both in aggregate and by site, show no signi~ 

ficant association between the six months global measure of 

recidivism and varying levels of probation supervision. In 

these samples, more intensive supervision does not seem to re-

suIt in better probation performan0e as determined by the global 

measure of recidivism; but the analyses do not take account of 

the risk measures and assignment process. 

The second major variable of interest to ICFS is risk 

screening and classification. The validi.ty of the risk measures 

used is discussed in detail in a separate report; but the asso-

ciation of the classification and outcomes in these samples may 

be measured. The question here is: 

Is the classification of risk associated 

with recidivism in these samples? 

In reviewing these data it should be nO,ted that, in a gene­

ral sense, the aim of the proj~cts is to invalidate, to some de­

gree, the 'risk classification! That is, the objective is to 

supervise some poor risks in such a way that their performance 

is improved. 

Table 7, using the aggregate data, shows a cross-tabulation 

relating the thre~ possible assigned categories of risk to the 

global outcome measure. 

o 

o 

'. 

o 
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Table 7 

OUTCOMES BY RISK ASSIGNMENT 

" 

GLOBAL OUT CONE 
RISK UNFAVORABLE FAVORABLE TOTAL 

NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 

Low 17 15% 93 85% 110 

~1ediurn 61 18% 286 82% 347 

High 11 22% 38 78% 49 

TOTAL 89 417 506 

x2 = 1.14· ; df = 2 ; n.s. 

Table 7 indicates that there is no statistically signifi-

cant association between assigned risk levels and favorable 0+ 

unfavorable outcomes. The recidivism rate, as would be expec·­

ted, is higher for the higher risk levels, but in this sample, 

not significantly so. The observed differences are in-the 

expected direction, and these data should be interpreted in the 

light of, first the evidence on validity of the risk measures 

presented in a separate report and, second, the partial con-

founding of risk and supervision that obtains as a result Qf 

the screening and assignment process previously described • . -' 
We can look similarly at the individual site data to see 

if there is.any risk to outcome association, in these samples, 

by site. Table 8 shows outcomes by risk assignment for Kane 
, 

County, Table 9 for Suffolk County, and Table 10 for Florida. 

In no instance is there a significant association. 

I 
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Table 8 

OUTCOMES BY RISK ASSIGN~~NT 

(Kane County) 

GLOBAL OUTCOME 
UNFAVORABLE FAVORABLE 

NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER 

4 21% 15 

18 26% 50 

5 33% 10 

27 75 

X2 = 65 . i df = 2 ; n.5. 

Table 9 

OUTCOMES BY RISK ASSIGNMENT 

(Suffolk County) 

GLOBAL OUTCOME 

PERCENT 

79% 

74% 
~ 

67% 

UNFAVORABLE FAVORABLE 
Nm.ffiER PERCENT NUMBER 

4 19% 17 

18 19% 76 

1 8% 11 

23 104 

; df::= 2 ; n.s. 

Table 10 

OUTCOI~S BY RISK ASSIGNMENT 

(Florida) 

GLOBAL OUTCOME 

PERCENT 

81% 

81% 

92% 

,-

UNFAVORABLE FAVORABLE 
NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT.' 

9 13% 61 87% 

25 14% 160 86% 

5 23% 17 77% 

39 238 

x2 = 1.49 i df = 2 ; n.s. 

TOTAL 

19 

68 

15 

102 

TOTAL 

21 

94 

12 

127 

TOTAL 

70 

185 

22 

277 
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The second level of analysis of risk is by project site 

only, since the probationers' risk scores were derived from 

three separate and individually developed risk screening instru­

ments. This analysis correlates the actT.lal risk score for each 

probationer with that probationer's global, outcome, that is, 

favorable or unfavorable. The results are as follows: 

Kane County r = .19; n.s. 

Suffolk County r = -.17; n.s. 

Florida r = .13; p < .05 

These findings indicate that, in these samples, there is 

no significant correlation between risk scores and global
p 

six-

month outcomes in either Kane County ~~.Suffolk County. There 

is a significant correlation in Florida. (Th.e correlations are 

point biserial correlation-coefficients, since the outcome is a 

dichotomous classification.) The larger number of cases in Flo-

rida eN = 269) accounts for the statistically significant corre­

lation in that site despite the lower value. In the other two 

sites, the observed correlations are each in the expected direc-

tion (the Suffolk County instrument is scored in reverse order 

from the others, accounting for the negative correlation). 

The analysis of supervision and risk interaction effects, 

\'1hich will follm'1, will shed some further light on what accounts 

for the outcomes observed. Meanwhile, an examination of the in-

tercorrelations of risk scores, the supervision rate measure, and 

the global outcome measure may be reported. 

Since risk scores are potentially related to outcomes and 

also to the level of supervision (as measured by the superviSion 

ii 
\,1 
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rate) the correlation of supervision rate with outcome while con­

trolling for risk scores is of substanti'al interest. That is, 

we \'lish to measure the relation of supe'rvision rates, within 

each site, with outcome while taking account of the risk scores. 

This may be done by measuring the partial correlation coefficient, 

which give~ ~ measure of the correlation desired while nullifying 

the effects of the risk scores on both the variables being cor-

related. That is, we wish to know the correlations bet\,Teen super­

vision rate and global outcome with the influence of risk scores 

ruled out. 

The relevant correlations for Kane County are as follows: 

KANE COUNTY INTERCORRELATIONS OF 

SUPERVISION RATE, GLOBAL RECIDIVISM, 

A..~D RISK SCORE 

Supervision Rate 

Global Recidivism 

GLOBAL 
RECIDIVISM 

.173 

RISK 
SCORE 

-.242 

.187 

The partial correlation coefficient describing the rela-
, " 

tion of supervision rates to the global outcomes with risk scores 

taken into' account is .229, which is significant at the five per­

cent level of 'confidence. This suggests that increased rates of 

contact are associated with more favorable outcomes when tbe 

selection bias due to 'the risk screening process is taken into 

account. 

" 
The analogous analyses for Suffolk County and Florida data 

are as follows: 

'. 
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SUFFOLK COUNTY INTERCORRELATIONS OF 

SUPERVISION RATE, GLOBAL RECIDIVISM, 

AND RISK SCORE 

Supervision Rate 

Global Recidivism 

GLOBAL 
RBCIDIVISM 

-.097 

RISK 
SCORE 

.280 

-.173 

The partial correlation coefficient is -.055, which is not 

statistically significant. Supervision rate is not associat~d 

with outcome in Suffolk, even when their risk scores are taken 

into account. In Florida, the same thing is true. The partial 

correlation coefficient there is .036, which also is not sig­

nificant. 

FLORIDA INTERCORRELATIONS OF 

SUPERVISION RATE, GLOBAL RECIDIVISM, 

AND RISK SCORE 

Supervision Rate 

G10bal Recidivism 

GLOBAL 
RECIDIVISM 

.027 

RISK 
SCORE 

-.063 

.134 

There' is one other aspect of the research problem which 

needs to be addressed. This concerns the specific hypothesis 

"that increased or intensive levels of supervision ••• can in­

crease the probability of success for high ri~k offenders." 

In order to test ,this hypothesis, we isolated the high risk 

probationers from all three sites and analyzed the effects upon 

them of the differential levels of supervision. The ·results are 

shown in Table 11 • 
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Table 11 

OUTCOMES FOR HIGH RISKS~BY SUPERVISION LEVEL 

SUPERVISION 

r.Unimum 

Medium 

Intensive 

TOTAL 

GLOBAL OUTCOME 
UNFAVORABLE FAVORABLE 

NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 

0 0% 3 100% 
" 

6 30% 14 70% 

5 19% 21 81% 

11 38 

2 X = 1. 68 " j' df = 2 . , n.s. 

TOTlt.L 

3 

20 

26 

49 

The table indicates that there is no significant association 

between supervision level and outcomes for high risk probationers. 

Because the number of cases is so small~ because the data are 

therefore combined from the three sites, and noting that the 

observed difference is in the expected direction, this result 

should be treated very cautiously. However, the hypothesis that 

increased levels of supervision increase success for high risk 

offenders does not seem to be suppor-ced • 

This same analysis was pei:formed for low and medium' risk, 

probationers from all sites as wll~ll. The r~sul ts are shown in 

Tables 12 and 13. 

Table 12 

OUTCOMES FOR LOW RISKS BY SUPERVISION LEVEL 

GLOBAL OUTCOME 
SUPERVISION UNFAVORABLE FAVORABLE TOTAL , 

NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 

Minimum 9 13% 58 87% 67 

Medium 8 19% 34 81% 42 

Intensive 0 0% 1 100% 1 . 
TOTAL 17 93 110 

. 
X2 = 81 . d.f = 2 i n.s • 

-----~---

" 

·15 ,l 

" 

.'" 
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Table 13 

OUTCOMES FOR MEDIUM RISKS BY SUPERVISION LEVEL 

SUPERVISION 

Minimum 

Medium 
--' 

Intensive 

TOTAL 

..,. , 

GLOBAL OUTCOME 
UNFAVORABLE 

NUMBER PERCENT 

11 16% 

43 18% 

7 19% 

61 

X2 = .266 df = 2 

,--
FAVORABLE 

NUMBER 

59 

198 

29 

286 

. , n.s. 

PERCENT 

84% 

82% 

81% 

In each case there is no significant association. 

-. 

TOTAL 

70 

241 

36 

347 

The different levels or categories of,risk may be examined 

similarly while controlling for levels' 'of supervision. The re-

suIts are shown in Tables 14, 15, and 16. 

Table 14 

OUTCOMES FOR MINIMUM SUPERVISION BY RISK ASSIGNMENT 

GLOBAL OUTCO~1E 
RISK UNFAVORABLE FAVORABLE TOTAL 

NUMBER PERCENT 'NUMBER PERCENT 

LoW 9 13% 58 87% 67 

Medium 11 16% 59 84% 70 

High 0 0% 3 100% 3 

TOTAL 20 120 140 

X2 = 66 . df = 2 n.s • 

" 
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Table 15 

OUTCOHES FOR MEDIUM SUPERVISION BY RISK ASSIGNMENT 

GLOBAL OUTCOME 
RISK UNFAVORABLE FAVORABLE TOTAL 

NUMBE':R PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 

Low 8 19% 34 81% 42 
~ 

l4edium 43 18% 198 82% 241 

High 6 30% 14 70% .'20 

TOTAL S7 246 303 

x2 = 1.79 i df = 2 i n.s. 

Table 16 

INTENSIVE SUPERVISION BY RISK ASSIGNMENT OUTCOr.1ES FOR 

GLOBAL OUTCOME 
RISK UNFAVORABLE FAVORABLE TOTAL 

NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 

Low 0 0% 1 100% 1 

Medium 7 19% 29 81% 36 , 

High 5 19% 21 81% 26 

TOTAL 12 51 63 

x2 = .24 i df ~ 2 ; n.Se 

9n ceagain, th€~re are no significant associations. 

The inevi·table conclusion at this point seems to be that, so 

far as this cohort is concerned, neither the risk screening classi­

fications nor the assignment of probationers to different levels of 

supervision is associated with the six-month global criterion. But 

let us explor,e and examine further. 

The anal,yses discussed heretofore have had the limitation that 

selection biclS in assignments to sU'r;>ervision levels may not have 

been taken il;lto account adequately. If demonstrably relevant of­

fender chara1cteristics (that is, probationer attributes associated 

,.;ri th the glolbal outcome criterion) are not reflected adequately in 

either the r:isk or the supervision classifications ,then the re­

sults maybe misleading. For example, some of the relevant infor-
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mation which provides the basis for the, ~isk claSSification is lost 

when the continuous risk score is used with cutting scores to di-

vide the sample into three groups, i.e., low, medium and high 

risk. That is, some potentially relevant information is discarded 

and hence not taken into account even though the aim in examining 

risk groups separately is to "control" for the risk measurement. 

Similarly, if there are offender characteristics that are 

related to the outcome criterion but t~ese had not been included 

in the project risk measures, then these 'probationer attributes 

also properly should be taken into account in comparing the out-

comes. 

Two sets of analyses will be described next, which are in-

tended to provide assessments of the major study hypotheses while 

controlling statistically for relevant offender characteristics 

known before the differential classification and supervision 

processes were imposed. In the first, the objective is to con-

trol for the actual risk scores used for classification by the 

project personnel. In the second, a "risk measure" developed on 

the basis of the observed relations of offender characteristics 

to the global outcomes, in the samples studied, is used. In the 

latter case, we wish to provide a statistical correction for any 

demonstrable bias in the classification-supervision process. 

More simply, we ~ish to compare global outcomes after taking into 

account the different kinds of probationers assigned to the dif-

ferent risk-supervision combinations. 

The first set of these analyses is illustrated by the re-

suIts from the Suffolk County data. These are shown in Table 17. 
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ACTUAL AND ADJUS,TED GLOBAL OUTCOMES, FOR SUFFOLK COUNTY, * 
BY SUFFOLK COUNTY RISK AND SUPERVISION ASSIGNMENTS 

NUz...lBER , , ~EnCENT WITH FAVORABLE OUTCOr-mS, 

, , , , SUPERVISION LEVEL 

MINIMUt-1' MEDIUM . INTENSIVE : 

hCTUAL ADJUSTED ACTUAL ADJUS1'ED AC'rUAL ADJUS'l'ED 

LOhT 21 91% 68% 70% 4'7% --
(n=ll) (n=10) 

HEDIUM 94 90 89 ' 78 . 81 72% 78% 
(n=30) _(n=46) (n=18) 

HIGH 9 .. - -- 86 100 1bo lOa, 
(n=7) (n=2) 

. 
OVERALL GLOBAL OUTCOME PERCENT = 81 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE SUMMARY , 
MODEL: GLOBAL OUTCOME 1\S A FUNCTlON_P~ RISK CLASS, SUPERVISION CLASS 

AND OFFENDER ATTRIBUTES (SUFFOLK'- RISK) 

SOURCE ~ 

NODEl, 

ERROR . 

ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 

*Different Nls result 
from no risk scores 
on certain cases. 

'. / 

SOURCE. 
. . 

RISI< 
SUPEnVISION 
INTElll\CTION: 
RISK & SUPERVISION 

OFFENDER ATTRIBUTES -. 

.... " 

," 
, ' .. 

DEGREES 
FREEDOH 

7 

116 

DEGREES 
'FREEDOH 

2 
2 
2 

1 

OF SUM 01" 1-tE1\N 
SQUARES SQUARE F 

2.21 .316 2.22 

16.52 .1,42 

. 
01' SUM OF MEAN 

. SQUARES SQUARE F . 
1.294 .647 4.56 

.211 .106 .75 

.134' .067 .47 

1. 484 1.484 10.45 

P 

.04 

P 

.01 

.48 

.63 

.002 
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In the top portion of this table, the actual (that ~s, observed) 

proportions of probationers with favorable global outcomes may 

be seen. vIe wish, however, to analyze "the variability in out­

comes that is associated with the risk classification as well 

as the supervision level; further, we wish to determine whether 

a portion of that variation is associated with the interacti'on 

of risk and supervision levels. Moreover, we wish to know whe-

ther a portion of that variation in outcomes may be attributed 
. 

to the risk scores (as distinct from the three-part classifica-

tion). Finally, we wish to make assessments of risk class, su-

pervision level, and the interaction of these while "holding 

constant" or correcting statistically .for the risk scores of 

the offenders. The probationer attributes on which these scores 

are based are descriptive of the persons at the outset of proba­

tion--based as they are on history or prior record--and unless 

it can be shown that the program classification (of risk, super­

vision, or interaction of these) helps explain the differences 

in outcomes beyond that explained by these scores, it will be 

difficult to argue that the classification and supervision pro-

gram had any differential t~ffect on the global outcome. 

The summary of the anaJ,ysis of variance, in the middle of 

Table 17, shows that the "model" described above is statistically 

significant at the five percent level of confidence. Thus, we 

must reject the hypothesis that the differences in outcome are 

due to none of the elements: risk class, supervision class, 

interaction of risk x supervision, or Suffolk risk scores. 

The analysis of covariance, summarized at the bottom of the 

\ 
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table, provides a test of each of these elements. The la;rgest 

contribution to the explanation of the outcome differences is 

shown to be the Suffolk risk scores; and this is 'statisticallY 

significant. When th ese scores are taken into account, neither 

supervision nor the interaction of risk x' supervision has a 

statistically significant effect. The risk classification, how­

ever, has an effect, perhaps surprisingly, even after the indi-

vidual risk scores have been taken into account. (It should be 

noted that the probation officers are aware that assignments to 

supervision levels are made, some of the time, on the basis of 

risk--so that in general probationers assigned to a higher level' 

of supervision will tend to be those defl" 'ned " as poorer rlsks.) 

The analysis of covariance permits also the calculation of 

an "adjusted mean" global outcome score that may be compared 

with the actually .observed mean outcome. Since the global out-

come was scored as a zero (unfavorable) or one (favorable), these 

means, multiplied by 100, may be regarded as adjusted percents 

with favorable outcomes. These are shown beside the actual 

percents in the top third of the table. Th d" e ,a J usted percents 
" .. ' , 

may be regarded as the "success rate" ft h a er t e probationer risk 

scores have been taken ;nto account. F 1 h .... or examp e" t e actual 

"success rates" for low and medium risk classes of probationers, 

assigned to minimum supervision, were about th~ same--9l and 90 

percent respectively. When the adjustment is made for the risk 

scores, the adjusted rates are rather different--68 and 89 per-

cent. This reflects the fact that the probationers classed as 

low risks were indeed better rl"sks th an were those classed as 
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medium risks. 

The comparable analysis for the Kane County data is given 

in Table 18. None of the elements in the ~odel has a statisti­

cally significant effect except the Kane County risk scores. 

A similar result is found with the Florida program. 
(See 

Table 19.) Neither the risk classification, the supervision le-

vel, nor the interaction of risk x supervision has a statis-

tically significant effect when the Florida risk scores are 

,controlled statistically. Some variation in outcomes is accounted 
" 

for by these scores. 

In summary, these analyses show that 

• In each site, spme of the variation in global 

outcome is explained by the risk Scores de­

veloped and used by the staff in classification 
and assignment to supervision levels. 

When the risk Scores are controlled statisti­
cally, 

the risk classification is found 

to have an effect in Suffolk County 

but not in the other two sites; 

Supervision levels hav~,no effect; 

the interaction of risk class x 

supervision level has no effect • 

The second set of multivariate analyses is completed in the 

same \.,ray, except that the intent is to control for any offender 

attributes demonstrably related, in these combined samples, to 

the outcome measure. In order to combine this information in a 

convenient fashion, items known at the time of probation place­

ment are combined (by multiple linear regression) into a single 
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ACTUAL AND ADJUSTED GLOBAL OUTCOMES, ,FOR KANE, COUNTY 
BY KANE COUNTY RISK AND SUPERV'ISION ASSIGNMENTS 

NUMBER , , 'PERCENT WITH FAVORABLE OUTCOMES. 

, , ' .. , . SUPERVISION LEVEL 

" . MINUmM' MEDIUM INTENSIVE 

ACTUAL ADJUSTED AC'l'UAL ADJUSTED AC'l'UAL ADJUSTED 

LOW 19 82% 64% 71% 4~% 100% 77% 
(n=11) , en=7) . (n=l) 

HEDIUM 68 58 62 ' 72 72 100 100 
(n=12) _ (n=47) (n=9) 

HIGH 15 
. -- -- 67 89 67 87 

(n=6~, (n=9) 

. 
OVERALL GLOBAL OUTCOME PERCENT = 74 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE SUMMARY . 
MODEL: GLOBAL OUTCOl~E AS A FUNCTJ;011 .O~ RISK CLASS, SUP~RVISION CLASS ' 

AND OFFENDER ATTRIBUTES (KANE RISK) 

SOURCE'" 

NODEL 

ERROR 

ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE pUMMU1RY 

SOURCE. , 

RISK 
SUPERVISION 
INTERACTION: 
RISK x SUPERVISION 

OFFENDER ATTRIBUTES 

.' 

DEGREES OF 
FREE DOH 

8 

93 

DEGREES OF 
FREEDOM 

2 
2 
3 

I' 

, 
l 

SUM OF NEAN 
SQUARES SQUARE F 

2.04 .256 1. 34 

17.B1 •. 1,91 

, 

SUM OF MEAN 
, SQUAlmS SQUARE F' 

.. 
.179 .090 .47 
.255 .128 .67 
.520 .173 .90 

.912 912 4 77 ", 

P 

.24 
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() Tl\BLE 19 

ACTUAL AND ADJUSTED GLOBAL OUTCOMES, ,FOR FLORIDA* 
BY FLORIDA'S RISK AND SUPERVISION ASSIGNMENTS 

NUMBER ~ERCENT WITH FAVORABLE 

n 

OUTCOl>1ES 

... . ... SUPERVISION LEVEL 

o 

: 
.. , MINIMUM' MEDIUM INTENSIVE 

ACTUAL ADJUSTED ACTUAL ADJUS'l'ED ACTUAL ADJUSTED , 

LOW 67 86% 79% 88% 78% -- --. (n=43) , (n=24 ~ 
HEDIUM 180 89 91' 87 89 78% 83% 

(n=27) _ (n=144) (n=9) 

HIGH 22 100 100 sa 66 '8S 98 
(n=3) (n=6) (n=13) 

. 
OVERALL GLOBAL OUTCOME PERCENT = 86 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE SUMMARY , 
MODEL: GLOBAL OUTCOME AS A FUNCT~,On O~ RISK CLASS, SUPERVISION CLASS, " 

AND OFFENDER ATTRIBUTES (FLOR~DA~RIS~) 

SOURCE 

NODEL 

ERROR 

ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 

*Different N's result 
from no risk scores 
on certain cases. 

. 

SOUnCE , 

'RISK 
SUPERVISION 
INTERl\CTION: 
RISK & SUPERVtSa~N 

OFFENDER ATTR B ES 

" 

.' 

DEGREES OF 
FREEDOH 

8 

260 

,DEGREES OF 
FREEDOM, 

2 
2 

.3 
1 

,/ 

SUM OF' MEAN 
SQUARES SQUARE F 

1.66 .208 1. 74 

30.97 ,.11,9 

, 
SUM OF MEAN 

, SQUAiillS SQU1\.R.E F 

.083 .042 .35 

.469 .234 1.97 

.606 .202 1. 70 
' .723 .723 6.08 

P 

.09 
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score. (More detail on the development of this measure is given 

in a companion report.) 

The equation, (i.e., the method of .scoring for each proba­

tioner) takes account of the following offender attributes: 

educational attainment, ,age, past residence changes, prior ar­

rests as an adult, prior sentences to probation, age at first 

arrest, age at first conviction, evidence of substance abuse or 

drug abuse, certain offenses--including resisting arrest and 

disorderly conduct, prior arrest for offense against person, 

prior arrest for offense against property, and prior conviction 

for offense against property. The scores, which are a weighted 

linear composite of the scores on these ~ttributes, provide an 

"expected" value of the global,outcome based on these proba-

tioner characteristics. 

The distributions of these scores, (called PREDRISK scores) 

are shown in Table 20 for the two outcome categories. It should 

be noted that this table shows the association of these scores 

with the global outcome for the samples from which they were 

derived, i.e., the combined data from the three sites. Since 

we wish to examine the global outcomes for 'the' three sites corn-

bined but ~lso for each site separately, it is of interest to 

note also the relation of these scores to outcomes in the data 

from each agency; these data are shown in Table 21. 

In buth Table 20 and Table 21, the PREDRISR scores are 

grouped to provide seven classificati0l3 of probationers. This 

is done merely to permit a more convenient examination of the 

association of the scores,vlith the global outcome measure; in 
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Table 20 

RELATION OF PREDRISK SCORES TO GLOBAL OUTCOMES, THREE SITES 

COMBINED, STUDY SAMPLE 

PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 
SCORES OF TOTAL FAVORABLE UNFAVORABLE FAVORABLE 

108.7 or above 20 1 0 100 

108.6 -96.0 14 66 4 94 

95.9 - 88.6 21 94 10 90 

88.5 - 75.5 37 166 20 89 

75.4 - 68.8 12 43 18 70 
. 

68.7 - 55.6 13 39 28 58 

55.5 - 0 3 8 9 47 
: 

417 89 .82 

Biseria.1. correlatidn coefficient = .51 

Point biserial correlation coefficient = .35 

Mean cost rating = .46 

.... ' 

. . 
, . 

,1 

I 
oj:>. 

...... 
I 

i" 

, 

\ 

, 

tt 
, 



,c 

Ie 
) 

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

-48-

Table 21 

RELATION OF PREDRISK SCOP~S TO GLOBAL OUTCOMES FOR 

SUFFOLK COUNTY, KANE COUNTY, AND FLORIDA 

PERCENT NUMBER 
GROUP OF TOTAL FAVORABLE . UNFAVORABLE 

A 0 0 0 
B 9 10 1 
C 16 19 1 

SUFFOLK X 42 49 4 
D 17 18 3 
E 15 6 12 
F 3 2 2 

A 0 0 0 
B 2 2 0 
C 12 11 1 

KANE x 35 29 7 
D 19 12 7 
E 26 18 '. 9 
F 6 3 3 

. 
A 0 1 0 
B 21 54' 3 
C 26 64 8 

FLORIDA X 35 88 9 
D 8 13 8 
E 8 15 7 
F 3 3 4 

BISERIAL POINT BISERIA:L MEAN COST 
" SITE CORRELATION CORRELATION RATING 

SUFFOLK .63 .43 .58 

KAl.'lE .35 .26 .31 

FLORIDA .49 .32 ~40 

PERCENT 
FAVOlRABLE 

I:) 

90 
9 1-.) 

92 
86 
33 
50 

I:) 

101[) 
9:2 
81 
6:3 
6'7 
50 

100 
95 
89 
91 
62 
68 
43 

, . o 

'II-

/ 
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the analysis of covariance the ,actual (ungrouped) Scores are 

used. (The groups are defined arbi trari'ly by. standard deviation 

units, such that the Scores in group A .are at or above two stan-

dard deviations above the mean score and B = 10 to 20, C = .50 

to la, x = -.50 to .50, D = -.50 to -la, E = -10 to -20, and 

F ~ -20.) In Table 20, the percent of probationers in each score 

group who had favorable global outcomes is shown in the column 

at the extreme right, and it can be seen that the proportions of 

probationers who "succeeded" decrease with decreasing scores. 

The correlations of the PREDRISK scores with the global outcome 

classification are shown below the Table, along with the mean 

cast rating. (The latter statistic is one often used in assess-

ments of prediction methods of this sort, and it is described in 

detail in the companion report mentioned previously.) Similar 

data are given for each site separately in Table 21. Together, 

these tables show that the PREDRISK scores are related substan-

tially to the global outcome classification, whether the data 

are combined from the three sites or considered separately. 

The analysis of covariance for the data from the three 

sites combined i q summarized in Table 22, which shows also the 

actual and. adjusted favorable outcome percents. The only sta-

tistica11y significant source of variation in outcomes is the 

PREDRISK scores, i.e., the summary of offender attributes known 

before the classification and assignment procedures were insti-

tuted. After these scores are taken into account in the analysis, 

neither risk class nor assigned supervision level, nor the inter-

action of these is statistically significant. It should be noted 
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RISK 

ACTUAL AND APJUSTED GLOBAL OUTCOMES, ~HREE SITES COMBINED, 
BY RISK AND SUPERVISION· ASSIGNMENTS 

NUlviBER . -
'lpERCENT WITH FAVORABLE OUTCOMES 

, - , , SUPERVISION LEVEL 

-

. , MINHmM' MEDIUN INTENSIVE 

ACrrUAL ADJUSTED ACTUAL ADJUSTED AC'l'UAL ADJUS'llED 

LOW 110 86% 80% 81% 73% 100% 100% 
(n=67), (n=42) (n=l) 

HEDIUM 347 84 86 82 83 80 83 
(n=70) _ (n=241) (n=36) 

HIGH 49 100 100 70 82 '81 88 
(n=3) (n=20) (n=26) 

. 
OVERALL GLOBAL OUTCOME PERCENT = 82 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE SUMMARY . 
HODEL: GLOBAL OUTCOME AS A FUNC'rJ;ON .PF: RISK CLASS, SUPERVISION CLASS 

AND OFFENDER ATTRIBUTES (PREDRISK) 
.. 

DEGREES OF SUH 01" MEAN 
SOURCE FREEDOl1 SQUARES SQUARE F 

MODEL 9 9.55 1.061 8.22 

ERROR 496 63.80 .• 12,9 

ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMA~Y 

DEGREES OF SUM OF MEAN 
SOURCE, FREEDOM , SQUAHES SQUARE F 

RISK 2 .118 .059 .46 
SUPERVISION 2 .325 .162 1.26 

INTERACTION: 
RISK & SUPERVISION 4 .207 .052 .40 

OFFENDER ATTRIBUTES r 8.948 8.948 69.36 

/"" I. 

, , 
) / . 

P 

<.0001 

P 

.63 

.28 

.81 

.0001 
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that the probability of obtaining a value of F as large or lar­

ger than that shown for the supervision effect, if there is.no 

effect (under the null hypothesis), is ~28~ the values for risk 

and for the interaction term are markedly larger. 

The comparable analyses for the three sites separately are 

summarized in Tables 23-25. In no case is there a statistically 

significant effect for the risk class, the supervision level, or 

the interaction. 

The analyses described thus far have included "level of su-

pervision" as the assigned level, that is, the designated or in­

tended level of supervision. Since it maY be expected that there 

is some variation in actual supervision ,within assigned levels, 

a similar, yet different question may be asked: Is there any 

supervision effect when actual, rather than intended, supervision 

is measured? 

In order to address this question, level of supervision was 

defined operationally as the monthly rate of face-to-face con­

tacts during the period of active supervision. The results of 

the analogous analysis of covariance are nearly identical, with 

one exception. In Florida, the supervision rate is a significant 

source of variation in global outcomes (F = 1.54, d.f. = 32, P = 
.04) even after the variation due to the PREDRISK scores is taken 

into account. Thus, the rate of face-to-face contacts in Florida 

does affect the outcomes, judging from this analysis. 

With that erc~ption, these analyses generally support the 

conclusions that, in each site and overall: 

The risk classification had no effect 
on global outcomes; 
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c: (, 0 OTABLE: 23 0 () (} 0 
ACTUAL AND ADJUSTED GLOBAL OUTCOMES, SUFFOLK COUNTY, 

BY RISK AND SUPERVISION'ASSIGNMENTS 

, 

RISK NUt-mER , . ~ERCENT WITH FAVORABLE OUTCOHES, 

, , . . ... SUPERVISION LEVEL 

: .. ' MINIMUH' MEDIUM INTENSIVE 

]\CTUAL ADJUSTED AC'llUAL ADJUS'fED AC'llUAL ADJUS'fED 

LO\'1 21 91% 85% 70% 63% --
(n=ll) , (n=10) 

HEDIUH 94 90 89 78 81 72% 73% 
(n=30) ~(n=46) (n=18) 

HIGH 12 -- -- 88 91 100 97 
(n=8) (n=4) 

. 
( 

OVERALL GLOBAL OUTCOME PERCENT = 82 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE SUM}~RY . 
HODEL: GLOBAL OUTCOME 1\S ]I. FUNCT:(ON .PF, RISI< CLASS, SUPERVISION CLASS, .' 

AND OFFENDER ATTRIBU~ES (PREDRISN) 

DEGREES OF SUH OF MEAN 
sounCE FREEDOl-1 SQUARES SQUARE F 

" 

NODEL 7 4.32 .617 
, 

5.02 

ERROR 119 14.52 .12,3 

ANALYSIS OF COVlmIANCE SUl-tMA.RY . 
DEGREES OF SUM 01:"1 MEAN 

SOURCE. 
, 

FREEDOM, , SQUAilliS SQUARE F 

RISI< 2 .438 .219 1. 78 
SUPERVISION 2 .299 .150 1. 22 
INTERl\CTION: 
RISI{ & SUPERVISION 2 .099 .050 .41 
OFFENDER ATTRIBUTES l' 3'.505 3.505 28.50 

P 

<.0001 

P 

.17 

.30 

.67 
<.0001 

I 
\J1 
N 
I 

. 
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o OABLE 24-0 o 
ACTUAL AND ADJUSTED GLOBAL OUTCOMES""'KANE COUNTY, 

BY·RISK AND SUPERVISION' ASSIGNMENTS 

NUMBER , , ~ERCENT WITH FAVORABLE 

, , . , , SUPERVISION LEVEL 

: 
.. MINIMUM' MEDIUM 

AC'L'UAL ADJUSTED AC'l'UAL ADJUS'l'ED 

19 82% 79% 71% 66% 
(n=ll) , (n=7) . 

68 58 60 . 72 73 
(n=12) _ (n=47) 

15 -- -- 67 70 
(n=6) 

o 

-
OUTCOMES, 

INTENSIVE 

AC'l'UAL ADJUS'l'ED 

100% 100% 
(n=l) 
100 95 
(n=9) 

67 74 
(n=9) 

. 
OVERALL GLOBAL OUTCOME PERCENT = 74 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE SUMMARY . 
HODEL: GLOBAL OUTCOME 1I.S A FUNCT:t.oU .OF: RISK CLASS, SUPERVISION CLASS, 

AND OFFENDER ATTRIBUTES (PREDRISK) 

DEGREES OF SUM OF MEAN 
SOURCE. FREEDOM SQUARES SQUARE F P 

NODEL 
. 

8 2.17 .271 1.43 .20 

ERROR 93 17.69 .19 
I 

ANALYSI~ OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 

DEGREES OF SUM OF MEAN 
SOUnCE . . FREEDOM I SQUARES SQUARE F P 

RISK 2 .140 .070 .37 .69 
SUPERVISION 2 ~279 .140 . .74 .48 
INTERACTION: 
RISK & SUPERVtBdO~ 3 .314 .105 .55 .65 

OFFENDER ATTR T'S I' 1.033 1.033 5.44 .02 
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(I iisLE 25 () 

ACTUAL AND ADJUSTED GLOBAL OUTCOr-mS, FLORIDA, 
BY RISK AND SUPERVISION ASSIGNMENT 

o () 

NUt-lEER "PERCENT WITH FAVORABLE OUTCOMES 

SUPERVISION LEVEL .. < .... -
MINIMUM' MEDIUM INTENSIVE 

J 
ACTUAL ADJUSTED ACTUAL ADJUSTED ACTUAL ADJUSTED 

LO\'I 70 .87% 81% 88% 82% -- --
(n=45) (n=25) 

l>1EDIUH 185 89 91 86 87 78% 100% 
(n=28) (n=148) (n=9) 

HIGH 22 100 100 50 72 '85 91 
(n=3) (n=6) (n=13) 

. 
OVERALL GLOBAL OUTCOME PERCENT = 86 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE SUMMARY 
MODEL: GLOBAL OUTCOME AS A FUNCTION OF RISK CLASS, SUPE~VISION CLASS, 

AND OFFENDER ATTRIBUTES (PREDRISK) 

-
SOURCE 

DEGREES OF SUH OF 14EA1'1 
FREE DOH SQUARES SQUARE F P 

MODEL 8 3.75 .469 4.23 <.0001 

ERROR 268 29.76 .111 

ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE SUMMARY 

DEGREES 6~ SUM OF MEAN 
SOURCE, FREEDOM , SQUARES SQUARE F P 

RISK 2 .050 • (1'2'5 .23 .ao 
SUPERVISION 2 '" .253 .126 1.14 .32 

INTERACTION; 
RISK & SUPERVISION 3 • 261 .087 .78 .51 
OFFENDER ATTRIBUTES 1 2.805 2.805 25.27 <.0001 
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The supervision level had no effect 
on global outcome; and 

The interaction of risk class and su­
pervision level had no effect on global 
outcome. 

Thus, when allowance is made for relevant characteristics 

of the probationers assigned to risk levels and differential 

supervision categories, the m(;;:.j or hypotheses providing the ra­

tionale for the proj ects are ~lOt supported. 

A potential hazard in hypothesis ~esting such as discussed 

in this report, presenting a ri.sk that is well recognized, is 

that there are two kinds of errors potentially to be made.. The 

first, usually called "type I error," consists in rejecting the 

null hypothesis when in fact it is true. That is, if there really 

are no classifl.catl.on or rea me "" t t nt e.L.r:fects, but these are claimed, 

d Sl."nce none of the results reported a typ~ I error has occurre • 

here resulted in such a claim (except the Florida supervision 

rate effe::ct), \.;e are in little danger of making this kind of error. 

The second type of potential error is the reverse: it consists 

of failing to reject the null hypothesis when it is not true, 

Classification or treatment effects do obtain. In a i.e., when 

sense, the five percent level of confidence assumed for the pur­

" 1 tests reported here is conservative with pose of the statistl.ca " 

respect to type I errors, following the five ~ercent level of con-

fidence rule means a ' we th t are not apt to commit type I errors. 

II .errors represent a risk as well, it may be But because type . 

important to searc _ h for any +rends or suggestions in the data, 

tha,t some elements in the classification-supervision suggestions 

be worth pursuing' further. program may 
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A first means of searching for such clues is given by a 

comparison, for all sites combined, of'the expected and actual 

values of global outcomes associated wi.th each combination of 

risk and supervision classes. The expected values are those de­

rived by means of the PREDRISK scores; that is, these are assumed 

to provide, a measure of the expected "success" rates on the basis 

of relevant offender characteristics known before the program be­

gan. The comparison is shown in Table 26. 

Generally, the differences between expected and actual 

values are not large. This is consistent with the finding that 

significant differences were not found. It may be noted that 

the persons classed as "low risk" did so~e\.;hat more poorly than 

expected, particularly in the medium supervision caseloads. The 

"medium risk" classed persons performed .~:J(.>t1t as expected. The 

"high risk" class performed as expected with medium supervision; 

but with intensive supervision they p~rformed somewhat better 

(consistent with the project hypothesis). Again, it should be 

noted that these differences are not significant. 

An overview of the project results with this limited cohort 

of subjects, studied for only six months after placement on pro-

bation wit:p respect to the "global outcome" criterion heretofore 

defined, is given in Figure 1. This is an "inside-out plot" of 

the data presented in Tables 22-25. The adjusted "success" rates 

(i.e., favorable global outcome, defined by the adjusted means 

in the analysis of covariance) are shown for each class of as-

signed supervision, according to the site and the proJect risk 

classifications. Thus, disregarding momentarily that none of 
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Table 26 

ACTUAL AND EXPECTED GLOBAL OUTCOMES, 

THREE SITES CO~ffiINED, BY RISK AND SUPERVISION LEVELS* 

RISK SUPERVISION N ACTUAL EXPECTED DIFFERENCE 

LOW r-UNIMUH 67 86.6' 88.7 -2.1 

LO~~ MEDIUM 42 81MO 89.2 -8.2 

MEDIUM MINIMUM 70 84.3 80.6 +3.7 

MEDIUM MEDIUM 241 82.2 81.6 + .6 

" ' 

MEDIUM INTENSIVE 36 80.6 80.1 + .5 

HIGH' MEDIUM 20 70.0 70.4 - .4 

HIGH INTENSIVE 26 80.8 74.9 +5.9 

*Risk/Supervision combinations with fewer than four proba­
tioners are excluded. 

o 

'0 

o 

o 
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the differences shown were statistically significant, we may ask 

the central question for the study: "What supervision class 

worked best for what risk' classes?" 

If we are now hunting for clues for further study, rather 

than testing hypotheses, the foll,owing features of Figure 1 are 

worth noting: 

1. With probationers classed as high risks, assign­

ment to intensive supervision had a more favor­

able result than assignment to medium level su­

pervision. This was the case in each site. 

2. Persons classified as low risk probationers had 

more favorable outcomes when placed in minimum 

supervision (rather than those placed in medium 

supervision) in Suffolk and Kane counties, though 

not in Florida, where there was essentially no 

difference. 

3. Results with probationers classified by the pro­

jects as medium risks were mixed. The ordering 

of type of supervision assignment, according to 

adjusted success rates, is just reversed in Suf­

folk compared with Kane county; and it is dif­

ferent yet in Florida • 

Before the general hypotheses of the study and the causal 

assumptions from which they were derived are accepted or rejec­

ted, one must ask also whether they have been validly tested by 

the ICFS projects. Some limitations already have been discussed, 

and we turn next to a discussion of issues concerning the strength 

and integrity of the supervision (treatment) implementatjon. 
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Med 
• 

Min = M'inimum Supervision 

Med = Medium Supervision 

Int = Intensive Supervision 

Supervision x Risk Classification 
with N < 4 excluded 

Min 
• 

Int Med Min 
• • • 

Med Int • • 

Med Min 
• • 

Min M,ed Int • • • 
Med Int • • 

Hin Med •• 

FLORIDA Med Min In~ • • Medium 

Hed Int 
High • • 

Med Min 
Low • " • 

COMBINED Int 
Min 

'Medium Meld • SITES 

Med Int 
High 

J I 

I I 60 

• . 
70 80 

Adjusted "Success" Rate 
(Favorable Global outcome) 

Figure 1 

Inside-Out Plot of Data from Tables 22 - 25: 

Supervision Levels by Adjusted l'1eans for Gl.obal 

ottcomes, According to Risk Classifications 
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Stren<;rth and Integrity of the ICFS Treatment 

In a recent paper developing these 'concepts, Sechrest and 

Redner make the following observation: " 

When interpreting the results of an evaluation 
study, the question of whether the study was a 
valid one on which to base the interpretations 
is of paramount importance. For'if the valid­
ity of the study is suspect, any interpreta­
tions will be unwarranted and potentially mis­
leading. lO 

Erroneous conclusions may be reached that a treatment is effective 

when it is not, according to these authors, or that a treatment is 

not effective when, in fact, it is. 

Sechrest and Redner point out that a failure may occur in 

wha1; is known as construct validity "when 'a treatment is assumed 

to Joe taking place when, in fact, nothing is happening, or when 

a treatment is delivered in some diluted ••• way.nll Their notion 

of strength of correctional treatment includes such possible ele-

ments as number and length of contacts or sessions between treaters 

and 

to 

in 

offenders, frequency of contacts, or period of time of exposure. 

This concept of treatment strength is very much applicable 

ICFS which explicitly designed "treatment" to be administered 

certain clearly prescribed strengths or 'dosages. Some proba-

ti,oners were to have one personal face-to-face contact per month; 

some two contacts; and some were to have' t'tvO personal face-to-

face contacts per week. These dosages, clearly spelled out and 

clearly different (particularly in the case of the most intensive 

supervision), were to be administered over a uniform time of ex-

posure, that is, six months. Sechrest and Redner emphasize that, 

'!'Any conclusions about whether a treatment is effective or not 
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must be reached with full knowledge of just how strong the treat-

ment was. ,,12 A d' 1 d 'd " ccor ~ng y, we nee to a dress th~s ~ssue. 

The second related concept, integrity of treatment, must 

likewise be examined in the ICFS context. "Integrity of treat­

ment refers to the fidelity 'i'Ii th which the treatment plan is 

carr~ed out.,,13 T h t' d hI' • 0 w a egree was t e p anned ~ntervention ac-

tually carried out? Did the three ICFS projects, in other words, 

do what they planned to do in order to provide the basis for valid 

tests of the research hypotheses about'level of supervision and 

risk? 

With regard to two key variables, the projects were given 

specific mandates by LEAA in its grant approval. The first was 

to develop ,and validate a risk screening mechanism, which then 

would be used to classify and assign probationers by risk to cer­

tain supervision or treatment categories. They were to supervise 

their clients for at least six months, providing the prescribed 

dosage of contacts between officers and probationers. These two 

requirements constituted what might be termed the classification 

and treatment plan. To the extent that they were met, we can 

have confidence that the experiment provided'the basis for an ulti­

mate valid'test. 

Let us look at the first requirement which was to develop 

and validate a risk screening instrument. Was this done? The 

answer, discussed at length in a companion report, is both yes 

and no. Risk screening instruments were developed in all three 

sites. In one site only, however, was the instrument' actually 

validated prior to its applicaJcion to the rCFS population. That 
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site is Suffolk County. In the other two sites, instruments were 

developed from' what is known as a constr'uction sample and then 

employed in the ICFS project without validation in any new sam­

ple. The consequence of this failure is that tht~ risk variable 

did not have, at the start of the program,. demons:trable validity 

in two of the three p_roJ'ects. It' t h ~s rue t at the ICFS samples 

themselves can and will serve I'd t' as va ~ a ~on sampll;s; and, fur-

ther, that the evaluation can assess the efficienc:y of thosfi! in-

struments. These assessments, however', are after the fact in 

that the use of these two instruments was a fa;t be'fore • ~,ccorm2li 
.' ' 

their validity and efficiency was established. 

That the risk scores used at each s;t'e do h • ave some validity 

in respect to the global, six months on-probation criterion used 

in this report is reflected in the results of the analyses of 

covariance summarized in Tables 17-19. At the bott:om of each 

of those summaries, the phrase "offender attributes" refers to 

these risk scores. In the analysis for each site ,thest? scores 

are seen to be a significant source of variation in the global 

outcomes. Validity, of course, is a matter of degrE~e, and a more 

detailed assessment is given in the companion report. which add~es­

ses this aspect of the study as an important topic in its own 

right. It can be asserted, however, even on the basis of the 

results shown in Tables 17-19, that each 't' d'd d s~ e' ~ evelop valid 

screening instruments. This part of the classification and 

treatment plan was not carried out ,'lith fide Ii ty in two of -the 

three sites, since the critical step of validation was omit·t:ed; 

nevertheless, the risk scores we;e in fatt related to probation 

outcomes. 
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th supervision part of the plan? Unfortu­But what about e 

greater, at least for the first nately, here the failure is even 

six months cohorts. , .. rate" We examined the variable "superv~s~on 

(the rate of face-to-face contacts over the period of active su-

This analysis of pervision) and constructed a frequency table. 

. t of contacts~was the combined data discloses that the med~an ra e . 

Per month, the mean rate was 1.68, an 1.3 d the mode was one per 

(17.7 percen.t) had a rate of less month. A total of 89 cases 

than one contact per month. In other ~ords, nearly one-fifth of 

. than minimum supervision category. the cohort was in a less A 

total of 307 c~ses (60.9 percent) received minimum supervision, 

less than two'~ontacts per month. To­that is, at least one, but 

categories constitute 78.6 percent gether, these two of the sam-

pIe cohort. . d medium su­Of the remainder, 21.2 percent rece~ve 

t t per month) • pervision (two - 7.67 con ac s What about intensive 

supervision? This level, d U ;red 8 contacts it will be recalle , req ~ 

per month. The number of cases rece~v~ng 0 .. 8 r more was exactly 

O 2 Percent of the total. one, or • The individual site da~a are 

illustrated in Table 27. 

Mean 

Median 

Mode 

Less than 1 

1 - 1. 83 

2 - 7.67 

8 or more 

TOTAL 

. .. ~. 

Table 27 

SUPERVISION RATE BY SITES 

KANE COUNTY SUFFOLK COUNTY 

1.8 2.4 

1.3 1.8 

1.3 1.0 

20 %. 3.2% 

52 % 49.6% 

28 % 47.2% 

0 % 0 % 

100 !), 
0 100 % 

FLORIDA 

1.3 

1.2 

1.0 

23.5% 

69.3% 

6.8% 

0.4% 

100 % 
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These data lead to several conclusions. First, a large pro­

portion of the cases in Kane County and Florida received less than 

the min.imum specified rate of contact.' All these cases are out­

side the parameters of the experimental design. Second, minimum 

supervision was the modal level of supervision, especially in 

Florida. Third, Kane County and particularly Florida provided 

medium supervision to a relatively small proportion of their cases. 

And, finally, there Was no intensive supervision. 

The proportions of cases actually receiving a particular 

rate of Supervision can also be compared to the proportions 

locally assigned to receive that rate of supervision in each 

site. These results are illustrated in. Table 28. Again they 

indicate that Kane County, and Florida even more so, had dispro­

portionately high numbers of cases receiving less supervision 

than was assigned. In Suffolk, the major difference seems to be 

in a shift downward from intensive supervision, and a shift up­

Ward in minimum supervision. 

Table 28 

ASSIGNED AND ACTUAL SUPERVI~3ION RATES BY SITE 

Number of KANE COUNTY SUFFOLK COUNTy 
F~UKL.u.A. Contacts Assi..,9"ned Actual Assiqned Actual AssJ..3!!.ed Actual I Less than 1 0 20% 0 3.2% 0 23.5% 

't<!i • 

1 - 1. 83 30-40 52 36 49.6 34 69.3 2 - 7.67 50-58 28 48 47.2 58 6.8 8 or more 10-12 0 16 0, 8 0.4 

ObviouSly, the treatment plan for supervision went seriously 

astray. The level of supervision variable as nJ~asured by Supervi-
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sion rate was diluted to such an extent ,that the original re­

search question cannot even be addressed, much less answered by 

these data. Using only the criteria of strength and integrity 

of the original ICFS treatment, this part of the experiment can-

not be termed a success. 

An examination of supervision rates by supervision levels 

d t and by S ites discloses that the mean su­for the aggregate a a 

t d S the supervision level pervision rate increased, as expec e , a 

increased. The rate was as expected in the minimum level of su­

pervision. At the medium level, Kane County and Florida even 

b h ' d At the J.'ntensive level of super­more so, began to fall e J.n • 

vision, Suffolk County performed the best by far. Kane County 

b t t by h Florida, on the is below the aggregate mean, u no muc • 

other hand, is far below the aggregate mean. It is easy to see 

from these data that Florida had the least variability in super-

" 1 1 It would ap_o_ear from this that vision rate by superVJ.sJ.on eve s. 

Florida had the most difficulty in adhering to the treatment plan. 

Table 29 

MEAN SUPERVISION RATE BY SUPERVISION LEVELS BY SITES 

ALL SITES KANE COUNTY SUFFOLK CTY.- FLORIDA 
STD. STD. STD. STD. 

MEAN DEV. MEAN DEV. MEAN DEV. MEAN DEV. 

Minimum 1.13 .45 1.06 1. 06 1.16 .31 1.13 .52 

Medium 1. 49 1.20 1. 48 .76 2.02 .63 1. 31 1. 40 

Intensive 3.81 2.41 3.64 1. 99 6.11 1.57 1.65 . 89 
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'SOME IMPLICATIONS AND QUESTIONS 

The conclusions from the foregoing analyses and discussions 

may be stated succinctly: 

1. The integrity of the original plan was not main­

tained, si.nce 

2. 

3. 

a. In two sites the risk measures were not 

validated before operational use, and 

b. In no site did the measureq levels of 

supervision match the intended levels. 

The "strength" of the treatment, mea­

sured by face-to-face contacts, was 

less than planned • 

Supervision, measured by face-to-face contacts, 

did vary aC'cording to assigned levels. 

The risk scores used had some validity in each 

site. 

4. Neither risk class, nor supervision class, nor 

the intersection of risk and supervision had a 
significant effect on global, si:x;-month, on-' 

probation outcome, at any site. 

5. In Florida, the supervision rate, defined ~y 

the actual number of face-to-face contacts per 
, 

month during active supervision, had a signifi-

cant effect on the global outcome measure • 

These conclusions must be taken in the context of the na­

ture of the samples, the short period of follow-up study, and 

the rather small variability in outcomes which characterize the 
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cohort reported on here. 

At the same time, the general absen'ce of strength and inte­

grity in the ICFS tr~atment during the 'six month period examined 

tends to undermine the validity of the heart of the study. The 

theory underlying the ICFS project, and its associated hypotheses, 

cannot yet be accepted or rejected, because they have not yet 

been tested adequately. 

This does not mean that nothing has been o~ can be learned 

from the projects .. The general patterns depicted in Figure 1 are 

suggestive of the need to pursue the >original project hypotheses 

further, particularly since, although not statistically signifi­

cant, the patterns depicted are gener,a~~y 'consistent with them. 

Similarly, the evidence that supervision rate, in Florida, helps 

explain the variation in outcomes may be noted. 

Particularly limiting is the nature'of the recidivism cri-

terion used here--not only by virtue of the short follow-up 

period but because of the accompanyinlg necessity to combine "tech-

nical'~ violations and measures of "ne,;.; offenses." With somewhat 

larger samples and with a lengthier follovl-UP study it will be 

possible to study such components of 'the "global outcome" crite­

rion; and the results of analyses similar to the exploratory ones 

reported here should be informative. 

'R.~e preceding discussion has implications for both the pro­

ject design and site selection (factors \,lhich are discussed in a 

separate evaluation report entitled "reFS: A Case Study), but 

also for the implementation and monitoring of the individual pro­

jects themselves., .For example, one must ?,sk why, when th~ initial 
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plans specified a four to six month planning F,'3riod during which 

the risk screening mechanism was to be developed and validated, 

this ,vas not done in t>vO of the sites. " Why did Florida and Kane 

County proceed with unvalidated instruments? Why did these two 

sites begin intake in October, 1978--only three months after re-

ceiving their funds? 

Why were the national evaluators not brought on board by 

LEAA (as intended) before the project began? If we had been, 

would this have made a difference in project implementation? 

Why, in the individual projects, did the probation officers 

or counselors not adhere to the mandated face-to-face contact re-

quirements? Were they adequately infor~ed about and involved in 

the development of the experimental design, and did they compre­

hend its significance? Or were they unable to? What happened to 

the p:r;obation supervisors in the sites? Did they monitor the num-

ber of contacts which were occurring? If not, why not? If so, 

what did they do. about the observed shortfall in contacts? If 

they did nothing, why? 

It may be that both the probation officers and their super-

visors were not only aware of, but also were· concerned about, 

maintaining the contact level. They may have been unable, how­

ever, to enforce the requirement because of inadequate backing 

(from the courts and perhaps their agency hierarchy} to ensure 

that technical violations would be Qrought against probationers 

who failed to meet the contact ~onditions. If this was the case, 

could it have been anticipated? 

These particular problems are illustrated by the feedback 
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which the evaluators received from the Florida project's coun-

selors and supervisors at a series of training sessions held in 

May, 1979. They (cou~selors and supervisors) expressed confusion 

about, and both disagreement and difficulty with maintaini~g the 

contact requirements of intensive supervision. They were resis­

ta~t to the requirement, and were reluctant to violate a proba­

tioner who did not comply TN'i th contact requirements. Further, 

they indicated that the judges would not violate an offender's 

probation if that person's only failing was in making the required 

number of contacts per week. 

What about the responsibilities and role of the national 

evaluators in monitoring the fidelity w.~th'which the treatment 

plan \vas carried out? Clearly, beginning the evaluation after 

the projects had already begun was disadvantageous to us and to 

them. We could no't, Tor example, alter the fact that t'tvO of the 

three risk prediction instruments had not been validated prior 

to their adoption. 

With respect to the problem of contacts, we did inform LEAA 

and the projects as early as January, 1979 and on numerous oc-
.. 

casions thereafter, that this \Vas a problem. We 'were a'tvare that 

this was a threat to the integrity of the design and thus to the 

validity of the entire project. We tried to make the projects 

and LEAA similarly aware that it was a threat; but 'tvithout much 

success, 'at least in the first six month period. Awareness did 

not or could not lead to a willingness and an ability to do some-

thing about the problem. 

It may be, arid in fact we believe that it is the case, that 
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much has and can be learned from the IeFS projects. The know-

ledge gained, however, may be different than what was expected 

or intended. These implications were prophetically predicted 

early in the project by several National Institute officials, 

one of whom told us: 

"I think that the people at Rutgers Univers'ity are 

going to have a very nice time interpreting results. 

You're going to find a lot of maybe, if's, buts, (and) 

ands in the final report of the evaluation. . • it may 

lead to very poor hypothesis testing, but very interes-

ting hypothesis generation." 

"We aren't going to get any hard conclusive findings 

out of this study. Just no way!" 

This view was echo.ed by his colleague who told us: 

It. what we had envisioned was a definitive test 

on levels of supervision and its impact on recidivism 

and I doubt if we're ever going to get that, for a lot 

of reasons." 

These were wise prophecies, but the evidence is not yet all 

in--and some of the hypotheses generated in this first analysis 

of the first cohorts in the projects can be tested more defini­

tively with the larger samples now available and with the proba­

tion successes and failures now taking place. 
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NOTES 

Gottfredson, Don M. Proposal for "Improved Correc­
tional Field Services Project Evaluation," School of Criminal 
Justice, Rutgers Univer~ity, 1977, p. 1. 

Federal Bureau of Investigation, Uniform Crime Reports 
for the United States (Table 8 - Number of Offenses Known to 
the Police, Suburban Counties, 1978). Released Wednesday, 
October 24, 1979, p. 142. 

This risk-screening device and those used by the other 
two ICFS project sites are described in a separate report. 

The assignment process was defined more specifically 
as follows in a memorandum prepared by the Kane County staff: 

"During the presentence report writing phase, the re­
search team will assign a level of risk to each individual 
applying for proba'tion as per the screening equation. Pro­
bationers with scores of 11 to 16 will be classified as high 
risk; probationers with scores of 17 to 20 will be classified 
medium risk; probationers with scores of 21 to 26 will be 
classified as minimum risk. Assignment to level of supervi­
sion would be as follows: fifty percent of the high risk 
individuals would be randomly assigned to group A and receive 
a high level of supervision. The remaining 50% of the high 
risk group would be assigned to group B. Twenty percent of 
these individuals Would be randomly assigned to high super~ 
vision and the remaining 80% would receive medium supervision. 
Fifty percent of the medium risk individuals would be randomly 
assigned to group A and receive a medium level of supervision. 
The remaining 50% of the medium risk individuals would be as­
signed to group B. Twenty percent of these individuals would 
be randomly assigned to high supervision, 33% to low super­
vision, and the remaining 47% would receive medium supervi­
.sion. Fifty percent of the low risk individuals would be 
randomly assigned to group A and receive a low level of 
supervision. The remaining 50% of the low risk individuals 
would be assigned to group B. Thirty-three percent of these 
individuals would be randomly assigned to low supervision 
and the remaining 67% would receive medium supervision. The 
following table displays the expected number of probationers 
in each level supervi~ion based on an N of 200. 

LEVEL OF ,RISK GROUP A GROUP B 

:High 20 
H High Sup. lOa High Sup. 2H+lOM .- 12 

Med. 100M Med. Sup. 50M Med. Sup. 8H+23M+27
L = 58 

Low 80L Low Sup. 40L Low Sup. 17M+13
L = 30 

Total 200 
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Random assignment to the appropriate levels of superv~s~on 
within groups A and B is accomplished through the use of 
three assignment sheets, one for each level of risk. These 
high, medium and low risk aSSignment sheets are designed to 
assign subjects to the two groups and the levels of super­
vision within those groups in accord with the percentages 
outlined above. 

Based on the above discussion, the probation supervision 
assignment procedure is as follows: The client is first 
assessed for risk utilizing the risk equation and classi­
fied as either high, medium or low risk.. Then based on 
the client's risk classification, the corresponding assign­
ment sheet is used to assign the person to group A or Band 
the appropriate level of supervision within that group." 

See note 3, supra. 

945-50 Florida Statutes (June, 1976); amended July, 1977. 

Lindquist, C.A. "Probation and the Private Sector," 
paper presented at the Academy of Criminal Justice Sciences 
ann~al meeting, March, 1978. 

Caseload variation studies generally have assumed that 
size of caseload affects the number of contacts with the 
clients and this directly influences differential outcomes. 
Questions regarding clients (parolees or probationers) and 
agents' perceptions of intensity typically have not been 
asked: the size of the caseload has been taken as the irn­
j?lied measure of intensity. Refer to S. Adams, "Some Fin­
dings from Correctional Case load Research," Federal Probation 
31 (Dec. 1967), 48-57; H. J. Vetter and R. Adams, "Effective­
ness of Probation Caseload Sizes: A Review of Empirical Lit­
erature," Criminology 8 (Feb. 1978) 33~-~3;. and M. N*:dthercutt 
and D. M. Gottfredson, Caseload Size Var~at10n and D~fferences 
in Probation and Parole Performance, Washington, D.C.: Na­
tional Center for Juvenile Justice, 1973" 

Three kinds of criteria have been used to assess levels 
of superv1s1on: variations in caseloads, the matching of 
parolee/probationer and agents' personality factors, and the 
number of contacts that occur in a specified period of time. 
Generally, such elements are used as operational definitions 
for levels or kinds of supervision. The impact of this prac­
tice is that the "true" nature of the level of supervision 
may be transformed for easier measurement, but possibly mis­
sing important aspects of the variable. When caseload size 
i~J the criterion, the assumption is that as caseload size 
increases the level of supervision decreases. For an indi­
cation of the results of these studies refer to H. G. Neither­
cutt and D. M. Gottfredson, CaseJ.;oad Size Variation and Dif­
ferences in Probation/Parole-Performance (Washington, D.I~ 
National Center. for Juvenile Justice, 1973). Studies concen-

'l 

I. 

t .; 
t. 
). . 
I· . 
f, ~ 
If· 
I ! .~ 

f. 
i I 



c 

( 

( 

:c 

i C-
., , 

.'" 

,~ G 

:) 
'i 

fl 
C' fj 

~ 
" ;1 
,j 

. - ;1 
;/ 
'i 

'J 
~ 
A 
(I 

II 
7.tt 

it 

~ 
'i 
IJ 
;1 

C: 

.~ 
;J 
.\ 
,f 

,1 
q 

G I 
·1 
:! 

H 
"'" 

'i~'l 

~ 0 II 
Ij 
'\I~ 
~ .... 

.. ~ 

10 . 

11 • 

12. 

13. 

. ' 
-73-

trating on matching client characteristics with agency (e.g., 
"Interpersonal Maturity Levels") are small in nwnber, e.g., 
T. Palmer, "Matching Worker and Client in Corrections," 
Social Work, 18 (March 1973, p. 101, as cited in D. Stanley, 
Prisoners Among Us (Washington, D.C.: The Brookings Insti­
tution, 1976), 86 and T. Palmer, V. Neto, P. A. Johns, J. 
Turner and J. W. Pearson, Community Treatment Projects. ~ 
Evaluation of Community Treatment for Delinguents, Seventh 
Progress Report, Part 1: The Sacramento-Stockton and the 
San Francisco Experiments (Sacramento: California Youth 
Authority, Oct. 1968). The third measurement criterion 
typically used is nwnber of contacts. "Time studies" tend 
to arrive at an estimate of the amount of time the agent 
spends with each client in relation to other professional 
responsibilities. Contact ,with clients is considered the 
average amount of time the agent spends with the client and 
is normally reported in minutes. The relationship between 
amount of time and recidivism rates usually is not consi­
dered. For examples of time studies, see: Washington, D.C.: 
The Federal Judicial Center, "Probation Time Study," (Feb. 26, 
1973); A. P. l'o1iles, A Time Study of Wisconsin Probation and 
Parole Agents (Madison, Wisconsin: State Department of Public 
Welfare, Division of Corrections (Harch, 1964) i W. Jachs, A 
Time Study of Parole Agents (Pennsylvania Board 'of Parole,­
March, 1961); and S. Megatha1in, Probation Parole Case10ad 
Review (Atlanta, Georgia: Georgia Department of Offender 
Rehabilitation, 1973) cited in S. Singer Cost Ana1ys~~ of 
Correctional Standards and Institutional Based Programs and 
Parole, Volume II (Washington, D.C.: American Bar Associa­
tion, 1975). 

Sechrest, D. "Strength and Integrity of Treatments in 
Evaluation Studies," Unpublished paper, 1979, p. 6. 

Ibid., p. 6. 

Ibid., p. 9. 

Ibid.,p.lO. 

" I 

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

o 

(I 

(, 

APPENDIX A 

n 

o 

, , 
1 ; 

(I 

o 

o 



, . 

, 
.' 

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

rj 

BACKGROUND 

ICFS 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR CODING 

The data collected for th~s project are derived from individual case 
files of probationers at each of the ICFS project sites. Of utmost impor­
tance is the reliability of coded information. Reliability can be measured· 
by the degree of compliance with established procedures across cases and 
coders. Therefore, it is essential that all coders are careful in abiding 
by the rules specified in this manual while performing this task. The 
instructions which follow are intended to clarify coding procedures. 

In completing the codesheet, priority should be given to information 
~ taken from forms in the files. If the information is not available, then 

the coder should consult the ICFS checklist completed on most probationers. 
Missing or unknown data should be coded with a set of nines (i.e., 99's) 
unless otherwise noted in the codebook manual. 

Due to the differences among our sites, it was necessary to provide 
C for more spaces than may be needed for certain variables (i.e., case num­

ber, state number, fines, court costs, etc.). In cases where there is 
more space provided than needed, it will be necessary to right adjust all 
numeric data. Zeros (O's) should be entered to the left of any set of 
numbers in order to fill all the space provided. 

In the process of coding offenses (for all appropriate variables) 
there may be more spaces than needed. A set of eights (88's) should be 
entered if there are more spaces provided than necessary (i.e., the sub­
ject has fewer prior arrests than the allocated spaces). A set of nines 
(99's) should be entered if the data is missing or unknown. 

Upon completion of the coding sheet for each case file, two checks 
should be made. The first one is to ensure that there is an entry made in 
each box. Where numerals are required, each box in a given field should 
be completed. If an item is not applicable for this client, put an "888" 
in the box. Second, be sure all digits are clearly written in order to 
ease the keypunching process. When difficulties in coding ~rise, these 
should be discussed with the supervisor. This will allow additional con­
sideration to revising the procedures and instructions as it appears neces­
sary. 

. .. ,. 
The numbers below the boxes refer to column numbers in which the data 

will be punched on cards. 
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CARD 1 BACI<:GROUND 

8 

1-5 Identifier 

Enter the number a . 
County will beg;n wS~t~hgnled to this file. All 

~ ~ , 2 for Suffolk C cases from Kane 
ounty, and 3 for Florid 6-7 Countr 

If site is 3 h 
follows: ' t en enter .. the county in 

Which this Occurs as 

01 - Jac~sonville, Fernandina 
Spr~ngs, St. Augustine Beach, Orange Park, Gre~?;n Cove 

02 - Tallahassee 

03 - Daytona Beach, Deland, Sanford 

04 - Titusville, Cocoa, Melbourne 

05 - West Palm Beach, Lake ivorth 

06 - Miami 

07 - Oscala 

08 - Lakeland 

09 - i"1inter Haven 

10 - Sarasota 

11 - Clearwater 
I St. Petersburg, P" 

~nellas Park 
12 - Tampa and Plant City 

13 - Gainesville 

14 - Panama City 

15 - Ft. ivaI ton Beach 

If site is 1 or 2 
spaces. T then 88 shbuld be entered in 

.'!Ype of Case 

If site is 1 th 

the provided 

, en enter a "1" "f th tioner, or a "2" "f" ~ e case i 
~ ~t ~s an instanter s a regUlar proba-case. 

If "t " s~ e ~s 2, enter "5" "f 
offender status "6" if ~h the case is eligible for youthful 
and "7" if the ~as is e youthful offender 

e a regular adult case status is required, 
If site is 3, enter "8" f • 

or not applicable. 

a. 

.I 



~~--------------------

COLUMNS 
( 

--. .. ~ 

rr 
~robationer's N arne 
Enter th ' 

e name of th 

-2-

c 9-18 
name, and the middl e.p70~ationer, last 

e ~n~t~al PI name 
. ease print. first, then first 

fase NUmber 

c 

c 

c 

I 
i 
'jC 
• 
J 

Enter the ca 
cod se number a . 
. es Or letters h s ~t appears on . 
~nclu~ed; all nu~ at appear on the filthe f~le, include an 
~~~og~~i~d ~n with e~~s~ho~d be right a~jus:;~ D's should b~ 

, 34 ~ us, 1234 should b so that all blanks 
e entered as 19-28 £ourt NUmber 

29-38 number assigned to 
Enter the COurt docket 

~CIC or FBI Number this caSe' ri ht . 
I g adJust. 

Enter the FBI 
all numb nUmber if one . 
"9999999ge9r 9s " a. nd letters. ~s available. " If the number ~ r~ght adjust. In 1 d 

~s unknown, enter cUe 39-48 §:..tate NUmber 

49-54 

55-56 

57-62 

En~er the state i '.' 
adJust. Include ~~nt~f~cation number of " -', 
known, enter "99999~9~;;~ers and .numbers. th~; ihrobationer; right 

• e number " 
For site 1 (v ~s un-
In " ~ane County) . 

vest~gations (IB ' th~s will b 
w~ll be the New YO;) nUmber. For sit: ~he Illinois Bureau 
s~te 3 (Florida) t~.Sta~e Identification (~Uffolk County) ~is 

' ~s w~ll be. the J SO umber (NYSIN).' For 
Date probation Bega~ ID ID nUmber. 

Code the month 
tion as"t ' date and year 
if it is~th appears in t~e case t~fl:ubject Was Placed on 
tion. e only date assOciatea--: Use the date of proba-

w~th commenc sentence 

Length of Pronation 

Code the length 
tenced to be of time (in m 

on probation. onths) that th 
Fines 

Enter the doll 

ement of proba.-

e person was sen-

$~2.51 = 00003;)' :~ount (rounded to the 
g~ven, Code "88888S:e;sed against the p nearest dOllar· i 
amOunt is unknown. or not applicable e, rson. If no fin • e. , 

enter "999999" ffwas 
The procedure to e 
51 cents or greate~Ploy in rounding 
Use the presenf dOlll:"oUnd to the nex~o~~~far~olunts is that for 

ar value. , ess than 50 
cents 
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64-69 

70-73 

74 

75-77 

78-80 
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-3- BACKGROUND 

(cont' d" ) 

Right adjust by placing "D's" in any blank spaces. 

If the amount of fines indicated in the file is inseparable 
from the amount of court costs, enter the collective amount in 
this category. 

Fines Payment Period 

Enter one of the following codes to 
the probationer is required to make 

1 - weekly 3 - monthly 
2 - hi-weekly 4 - total amount 

Fines Amount Per Payment 

specify how frequently 
payments for any fines owed. 

5 - other 
8 - not applicable 
9 unknown 

Enter the dollar amount per payment of fine. Round to the 
nearest dollar as specified above under "Fines"". 

If the amount of fines and court costs are inseparable, enter 
the dollar amount per paymen~~ 

Court Costs 

Enter the dollar amount of the court costs that the person was 
ordered to pay by the judge. Round to the nearest dollar using 
the procedure described above under "Fines". If no court costs 
were given, code as "8888"; if unknown, code as "9999". 

.,t.. 
If the amount of fines and court costs are not indicated sepa­
rately in the file., enter "999999" for court costs. (The col­
lective amount should be indicated in "Pines", columns 57-62). 

Court Costs Payment Period 

Enter one of the codes listed in "Fines Payment Period" to 
specify how frequently the probationer is required to make pay­
ments for court costs. 

Blank 

Enter IOI 

Identifier 

Duplicate from CARD 1, cols. 1 through 5. 

Court Costs Amount Per payment 

Enter the dollar amount per payment of court costs. If the pro­
bationer is required to make a total payment, enter that amount. 
Round to the nearest dollar as specified above in "Pines". 

, 
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-4- BACKGROUND 

(cont'd. ) 

If the amount of court costs is inseparable, enter "9999" in'the 
appropriate space. 

Restitution 

Enter the total dollar amount of restitution assessed against the 
person. Round to the nearest dollar using the procedure described 
under "Fines". If no court costs were given, code as "8888": if 
unknown, code as "9999 11

• 

Restitution Payment Period 

Enter one of the codes listed in "Fines Payment Period" to specify 
how frequently the probationer is required to make restitution 
payments. 

Restitution Amount Per Payment 

Enter ,the dollar amount per restitution payment. If the proba­
tioner is required to make a total payment, enter that amount. 
Round to the nearest dollar as specified above in "Fines ll

• 

Other Payments 

Enter the total dollar amount of any other probation fees the 
person is required to pay. Round to the nearest dollar using the 
procedure described above in IIPines". If no other payments were 
given, code as "8"888 11

; if unknown, code as "9999". 

If the payments were assessed on a monthly payment, multiply the 
monthly fee by the total' number of months the person is on pro­
bation. Enter the total dollar amount of other payments. 

For sites 1 and 2, enter "8888" in the appropriate space in most 
cases. Some special cases may have required probation fees. 

Other Payments Payment period 

Enter one of the codes listed in "Fines Payment Period" to 
specify how frequently the probationer is required to make these 
payments. 

Other Payments Amount Per Payment 

Enter the dollar amount for each other payment. If the proba­
tioner is requixed to make a total payment, enter that amount. 
Round to the nearest dollar as specified above in "Fines". 

Number of Special Conditions 

Enter the total number of special conditions that the judge has 
included in the probation order. Include restitution, fines, 
court costs or other required probation fees as part of the number 
of special conditions. Place an "8" in the space if no extra con­
ditions are given and "9 11 if the number of special conditions are 
unknown. The upper 1.imit is "7'! which indicates seven or more 
conditions. 
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Special conditions 1 through 7 

Enter the appropriate code tO,reflect the 
tion(s) awarded in the probat1on sentence. 
follows: 

BACKGROUND 

type of special condi­
The codes are as 

o - none/not applicable 
1 - jail time 

5 - employment related . 
6 - no driving, automob11e-related 

2 - suspended sentence 
3 - alcohol-related, D\U 
4 - mental health related, 

counseling 

7 - continued probation 
8 - other, please specify 
9 - unknown 

In all cases, where an "8" (other) is placed in the appropriate 
box, specify the condition. 

umbo f boxes exceeds the number 
Enter "0" in boxes where the n ,e:- 0 
of conditions or no special cond1t1ons are awarded. 

Type of Sentence 

Enter one of the following codes· which defines the type of sen­
tence the probationer received. 

1 - Sentenced for a single offense. 

2 Sentenced for more than one count of the sarne offense with 
the two sentences served together. 

3 _ sentenced for two or more I,:~ffenses with the sentences served 

together. 

4 _ Sentenced for two or more counts of the sarne offense with 
the sentences served separately. 

two or more offenses with the sentences served 
5 - Sentenced for 

separately. 

I " ff where part of the sentence in-6 - Sentenced for a sing e 0 ense 
t~me and the other involves a period of time on volves jail ... 

probation. 

Date of Birth 

First code the month of birth, day, then year. 
for month of birth as follows: 

Enter the code 

01 
02 
03 
04 

Sex 

January 
February 
March 
April 

05 
06 
07 -
08 -

May 
June 
July 
August 

Enter the appropriate code. 

09 
10 
11 
12 

September 
october 
November 
December 

" 
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" Ii 
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COLUMNS -6- BACKGROUND 

46 Ethnic Group 

47-48 

49 

50 

51-52 

53 

54 

Enter the appropriate code. 

Age l'llien Placed on pro~ation 

Enter the age of the subject as of his last birthday before pro­
bation began. 

Marital status 

Use the most recent marital status given for the subject which 
reflects the marital status at the time of placement on probation. 

Number of Dependents 

Enter the number of dependents, besides the,p:obatione:, th7 , 
probationer claims. This includes both leg1t1mate or 1~leg1t1-
mate children that the probationer acknowledges support1~g or 
any other financial dependents. Do not count the probat10ner. 

A "7" indicates seven or more dependents. 

An "8" will indicate not applicable because the probationer is 
dependent upon another person for. financial support. 

ill "9 n indicates the information is unknown. 

A "OP indicates no financial dependents. 

School Attainment 

Enter the appropr~ate code that corresponds to the amount of 
schooling the subject claims to have obtained. 

Number of Resident Changes within the Past 12 Months 

Enter the number of r~sidences in which the subjec~ ~la~ms to 
have lived during the past 12 months. The upper 11m1t 1S 7. 
"8" means not applicable and "9" indicates unknown. 

Employment Status at Time of Arrest 

Enter the appropriate code indicating the 7mployrnent status of 
the subject at the time of arrest. Full~t1me em~loyrnent con­
sists of 35 or more hours a week, whereas p~rt-t1me employ~ent 
is 34 or less hours a week. In terms of school, use the f11e's 
definition of full-time or part-time enrollment in. classes. If 
the subject is both employed and in school, enter the code reflec­
ting the individual's full-time endeavor., In cases where,the 
individual is both employed and enrolled 1n school full-t1me, 
enter the "21~ for full-time employment. 

Code "4" for unemployable refers to individuals who are retired, 
handicapped,·or a full-time homemaker. 

... 
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-7- BACKGROUND 

Number of Jobs Held 

Enter the n.umber of full-time jobs held by the subject in the 
last 12 months. 

Code "8" if the subject has not had any full-time jobs; code 
"9" if the information is unknown. 

Number of Months Employed on Last Held Job 

Enter the number of months the subject was employed (or presently 
has been employed) on the last full-time job. Enter "88" if not . 
applicable (i.e., no full-time job) or "99" if unknown. 

Planned Living Arrangements 

Enter the code indicating the living arrangements indicated as 
part of the subject's plan on probation. 

Halfway houses and community treatment centers should be coded 
as "With Others -- Other(s)II. Rooming and boarding houses and 
YMCA' s/YlvCA 's should be coded as "Alone -- Fixed Abode". 

If subject is being released to a halfway house or community 
treatment center and then plans to live with parents, friends, 
etc., or alone, code this plan rather than the release to half­
way house or CTC. 

!-" .. 

Living Arrangements at Time of Arrest 

Enter the code indicating the living arrangements of the subject 
at the time he/she was arrested. Use the same definitions as 
given in Planned Living Arrangement~. 

Alcohol 

Code 1 (Use Denied; Not a Problem Drinker) should be used if 
there is no known alcoho~ involvement, the subject denies use, 
or the subject' drinks' socially which is not reported as a problem 
or matter of concern by 'the probation agency or court. 

Code 2 or 3 should be used depending upon whether or not the 
person admits to having a drinking problem. If the subject admits 
to having a drinking problem, use Code 3. Code 2 should be used 
when the file indicates some evidence of a drinking problem but 
the person does not admit it. 

Code 4 should be used if there is definite information to indi­
cate that the subject is an alcoholic. Such information would 
include: 

a) The person had a reputation of being an alcoholic or problem 
drinker. 

b) The person has a record of any arrests for intoxication or 
for disorderly conduct involving drunkenness regardless of 
disposition of the arrest. 

---------~-.===---.------------
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-8- BACKGROUND 

(cont'd. ) 

c) The person ascribes h~,s present or past difficulties to the 
excessive use of alcohol. 

d) The person's history includes any indication of social 
problems due to drinking, including marital or family dif­
ficulties, loss of job, hospitalization for treatment of . 
alcoholism, etc. 

Consider Code 4 to be ~ore' serious than any other code; Code 3 
is more serious than Code 2. 

If no information exists, use Code 9. 

Drugs -- Type of 

This item seeks record of any evidence of use, on a frequent 
basis, of any of the substances listed. 

Drugs 

The question being asked is how problematic is the subject's use 
of drugs. Codes 1, 2, and 3 should be coded in the same fashion 
as those under alcohol. Code 4 should be used if there is con­
firmed evidence that the person is an addict to any drug, 
including heroin, opiate derivates, morphines, synthetic sub­
stances, barbiturates, etc. 

Mental Health Tr.eatment - Past 

Enter the appropriate code to indic~te whether or not the subject 
had received treatment for a mental health problem. The code 
should indicate whether treatment occurred in ~ mental hospital 
or in an outpatient care. Disregard the basis for confinement, 
i.e., whether committed voluntarily, and disregard the length of 
time. 

Do not count any mental hospital confinement for study and/or 
observation. If subject has been confined in the psychiatric 
section of a hospital or prison at any time, count this as in­
patient care. 

Length of Past Inpati~nt Treatment 

Enter the number of. months that the subj ect spent confined i'n a 
mental hospital. "85" indicates 85 months or more; "88", not 
applicable; "99", unknown. 

Length of Past Outpatient Treatment 

Enter the number of months that the subject spent undergoing 
outpatient treatment for a mental health problem. "85" indi­
cates 85 months or more; "88", not applicable; "99", unknown. 
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-9- BACKGROUND 

Mental Health Treatment - Present . . 

Enter the appropriat~ code to indicate ~hether or not the subject 
currently receives treatment for a mental health problem. Present 
treatment refers to anv treatment within the last six months. All 
other should be classified as past treatment. The code should 
indicate whether treatment occurs in a mental hospital or out­
patient care. Disregard the basis for confinement, i.e., whether 
committed voluntarily, and disregard the length of time. 

Length of Present Inpati~nt Treatment 

Enter the number of months that the subject spent confined in a 
mental hospital. "8" indicates not applicable; "9", unknown. 

Length of Present Outpatient Treatment. 

Enter the number of months that the subject has been receiving 
treatment for a mental health problem on an outpatient basis. 
"8" indicates not applicable; "9~ unknown. 

Blank 

Enter I02 

Identifier (Duplicate from CARD 1) 

Longest Job in Free Community 

Enter the number of months which indicates the longest period on 
any full-time job held by the subject. 

Sporadic employment or short term part-time jobs should be coded 
as "00". 

"85(' refers to 85 or more -months. "88" refers to not applicable 
in cases where the subject has never been employed as far as is 
known. If there is inadequate information in the case record, 
enter "99". 

This item asks only for legitimate empl?yment. Do not count work 
as a prostitute, pimp, bookie.' or drug pusher. 

8 Aliases 

An alias is a last name that differs from the case name. Include 
nicknames that are the last name. Exclude obvious misspellings 
and contradictions and changed first and/or middle names. In­
clude the maiden name and each name a woman takes for marriage. 

"0" means not indicated; "7" indicates seven or .more aliases; "8" 
means not applicable; and "9" means unknown. 
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-10- BACKGROUND 

NumPer of Co-Defendants 

Enter the number of associates allegedly involved in the commis­
sion of the current offense, including any not brought to trial 
with the subject. The upper limit is "7" which refers to seven 
or more defendants. "8" means not applicable or no co-defendants; 
"9" means unknown. 

original Charge 1 through 10 

Refer to Appendix A: Offense Code Sheet. This lists the perti­
nent offenses and respective 90des . 

First, code the offense which is a three-digit number. Thus, 101 
indicates a charge of murder while 201 indicates a charge of rape. 

Second, enter a "l" if the charge was for a felony offense or a 
"2" if it T,01aS for a misdemeanor offense. If the file does not 
specify this, consider it a felony charge. 

Third, enter the number of counts for a particular charge occur­
rin~ at the arrest. 

If the file has more than ten charges, enter the ten most recent 
ones. A set of "888888" should be entered if the offense is 
unknown. However, it is possible to specify offense category 
without knowledge of the specific offense type. The categories 
are as follows: 

1 Offenses Against Persons 
2 Crimes of Sex 
3 - Offenses Against Property 
4 - Crimes of Forgery, Fraud, 

and Conspiracy 

Present Conviction 1 

5 - Crimes of Weapon 
6 - Crimes o~ Drugs and Alcohol 
7 - Motor Vehicle Offenses 
8 - Offenses Against Family 

and/or Children 
9 Miscellaneous Offenses 

Use the same codes (Appendix A) and scheme as above (Original 
Charge 1 through 10) except reference here is to the actual 
offense(s) of which the subject was convicted. 

Blank 

Enter I03 

Identifier (Duplicate from CARD 1) 

Present Conviction 2 through 10 (cont'd.) 

o COLUr-m,S 
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-11- BACKGROUND 

Weapon Present in Offense 

Enter the appropriate code indicatin9 whether or not there was a 
weapon present at the time the crime was committed. ~'Present" 
refers to possession of a weapon by the defendant or co-de fen­
dant(s) for the purpose of using the; weapon or threatening use 
of the weapon (i.e., implied, feigned, or simulated use). 

Weapon Used in Offense 

Enter the appropriate code indicating whether or not a weapon 
was used in the commission of the I.=rime. Use of a w'eapon refers 
to actual involvement of the weapon where bodily or property 
damage was ensued. 

Type of l'leapon 

Enter the appropriate code indicating the type of \\leapOn which 
was present during the commission of the crime or llsed in com­
mitting the crime. 

Enter an "8" ;f th;s category ;~I·· not 1" 1 1'9'1 'f ' ~ ~ ~~ app ~caD. e or a ~ ~t 

is unknown. 

Physical Harm Ensued 

Enter the ;appropriate code indicating the type of physical harm 
ensued. "0" indicates none, "IR indicates bodily harm, arid "2" 
indicates bodily harm resulting in death. Indicate "1" bodily 
harm, if there is evidence that the victim or witnesses of the 
crime experienced some bodily damage such as a stabbing, broken 
bones, etc. 

Indicate an "8" if this crime could not result in bodily harm 
or a "9" if it is unknown. 

Property Damage Ensued 

Enter the appropriate code indicating whether property damage 
was the result of the commission of the crime. Property damage 
refers to actual destruction of goods, merchandise, buildings or 
any other property. Do not 'consider loss of. merchandise or car 
due to theft or burglary as property damage. 

Indicate not applicable "8" if the crime could not result in pro­
perty damage or a "9" for missing information. 

Status at Time of Arrest 

Enter the code reflecting the person's involvement with the 
c:iminal justice system a~ the time of arrest. Exclude any pre­
v~ous sentences of probat~on or parole. Only include present 
sta'tus. Thus, "new case" may include persons wi·th a previous 
history of probation or parole. "First time" indicates· this is 
the person's first conviction. 
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-12- BACKGROUND 

Dollar Value - Property 

If the offense code begins with "3" (any offenses against pro­
perty) and "4" (crimes of fraud), include the dollar value in­
volved. Include dollar value of goods stolen and/or the dollar 
value of damages to property due to vandalism or criminal tres­
passing. Round to the nearest dollar using the procedure employed 
under "Fines". 

The upper limit is '87,000, which indicates $87,000 or more. 
"888888" indicates not applicable and "999999" indicates unknown. 

Dollar Value - Narcotics 

If the offense code begins, with a "6" (crimes of'drugs and 
alcohol) and involves possession or sale of drugs, indicate the 
dollar value involved. Round to the nearest dollar using the 
procedure employed under "Fines ll

• 

The upper limit is 87,000, which indicates $87,000 or more. 
11888888" indicates not applicable and "999999 11 indicates unknown. 

Blank 

Enter I04 

Identifier (Duplicate from CARD 1) 

;. .. lcohol -- Use 

Enter the appropriate code illustrating \>lhether the description 
of the offense included the fact that the subject was drinking 
or had been drinking on the day that the offense was committed. 

Enter a n9" if the information is not available in the offense 
descriptions, either the official or defendant's version. 

Drugs -- Use 

Enter the appropriate code illustrating whether the description, 
of the offense included the fact that the subject was under the 
influence of some drug on the day that the offense was committed. 

Enter a n9" if the information is n.ot available in the offense 
descriptions, either the official or defendant's version. 

Reason for First Arrest 

Refer to Appendix A: Offense Code. Enter the appropriate codes 
which reflect the reason why the subject was arrested. Include 
only arrests for delinquent or criminal behavior; exclude traffic 
offenses that do not include drunk driving, hit and run, and man­
slaughter. 

If this is the subject's first arres~, enter the current charge{s). 
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20-21 

22-27 
28-33 

34-35 

(cont' d.) 

Space is provided for two different charges. If the first arrest 
resul ted in more than two charges, then use the fol,lowing pri-

, ori ty system. 

1) Give preference to those charges that were not dismissed. 

2) 

3) 

Give preference to those charges which resulted in the most 
s~rious sanctions. 

Use Appendix A as a guide. Include those offenses which 
begin with the smallest number first • 

. 
However, if the subject is arrested on three separate counts 
or the same offense simultaneously, then the last two digits of 
the offense code (number of counts) would be "03 n • 

n&88888 11 should be in the space for the ~;econd offense when the 
subject is only charged with less offenses than space provided 
for. "000000" should be entered if the offense is unknown. 

Age at First Arrest 

Age means age at last birthday prior to firs't arrest. Include 
all offenses except traffic offenses which do not involve drunk 
driving, hit and run, and manslaughter. This should be consis­
tent with Reason for First Arrest. 

Reason for First Conviction 

Refer to Appendix A: Offense Code. Enter iche appropriate codes 
which reflect the reasons for the first conviction; use the con­
viction offense, not the offense charge. Il1clude only convic­
tions for delinquent or criminal behavior. Exclude traffic 
offenses that do not include drunk driving, hit and run, and 
mans,laughter. 

Enter the current offense if it is the subj (:ICt' s f~rst convici;:ion. 

If the subj ect was concurrently convicted of more offenses tha,n 
space provided, use the procedures described under IIReason for 
First Arrest" to determine which conviction offense to illclude~ 

Include any type of sentence, even suspended sentence. 

Age at First Conviction 

Enter age at last birthday prior to the first conviction" Dis­
regard type of sentence and whether or not it \vas suspended. 
Include the current offense if it is the subject's first convic­
tion. 
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Reason for Commitment 

Refer to Appendix A: Offense Code. Enter the appropriate code 
which reflects the reasons for the offense for which the person 
was committed to an institution. A commitment must result from 
a sentence, thus, disregard any periods or pretrial ~etention or 
time spent awaiting execution of sentence. Include p'o~itments 
to a juvenile institution if the commitment was the result of 
delinquent behavior. Disregard sentences to confinement if con­
finement was suspended. Include commitments for traffic offenses. 

If the subject has not been committed to an institution,. enter 
"888888" for not applicable. 

If the subject was confined for more offenses than space pro­
vided, use the procedures described under "Reason for First 
Arrest" to determine the offenses to enter. 

Age at Fi~st Commitment 

Enter the age (at last birthday) at which the subject received . 
any sentence to confinement which was follovJed by confinement. 
A commitment must result from a sentence, thus disregarding any 
periods of pretrial detention or time spent awaiting execution 
of sentence. Include commitments to a juvenile institution only 
if commitment was the result of delinquent behavior. DisFegard 
sentences to confinement if confinement was suspended. 

This includes any commitments for traffic offenses (infractions 
or misdemeanors). (This means age at fi.rst commitment could be 
younger than age at first arrest and age at first conviction.) 

Number of Juvenile Arrests 

The question being asked is how many times the subject has been 
arrested for a delinquent offense. A juvenile is defined as any 
person 17 years or younger. Seven is the upper limit which means 
seven or more arrests. EI),ter "8" if· the subject has not been 
arrested i "9" if the :1.nformation is unknown. 

Number of Juvenile Adjudications 

The question being asked is how many times the subject has been 
adjudicated as a juvenile delinquent. "7" is the upper limit 
which means seven or more adjudications. Enter "8" if the sub­
ject has not been arrested and therefore not adjudicated. If 
the person has been arrested as a juvenile but no adjudications 
occurred, enter "0". "9" refers to the information is unknown. 

Number of Prior Juvenile Commitments ., 
The question being asked is how many commitments·the subject has 
served in'a juvenile correction institution. If .the institution 
houses both adults and youth and the subject is'17 years or 
younger, consider this a juvenile commitment. 

"7" is the upper limit which means seven or more commitments. 
Enter "8" if the subject has not been committed as a juvenile 
and "0" if the subject was arrested and never committed as a 

j COLUMNS, 
() -15-

52 (cont'd.) BACKGROUND 

jUvenile. Enter "9" for u k n nown. "A:;~ . .".' 

o 53 Number of Prior Adult Arrests 

The question being asked ' ~ 
arrested as an adul ~s how many times the b' 
is considered a t on felony or misdemeanor su Ject has been 
o~fenses. Incl~~~n~wi~ yea::s or older. EXClu~~ar~es. An a~ult 

o f~c) charges. s, h~t and run, or other m7n~r traff~c 
. . cr~m~nal (traf-

54 

o 

55 

o 

56 

o 

o 

o 

Exclude arrest for the 
current offense(s). 

"7" ' . ~s the Upper l' 't ' 
an "8" if th' ,~m~ wh~ch means seven 

e subJect has t b or more arrest 
offense or a "9" if th ,no e~n arrested prio t s. Enter 

e ~nformat~onis unknown. r 0 the current 
NuIDber of Prior Adult Convictions 

The question being asked is 
had. ~se th~ same rules as how many conVictions th ' 
determ h' Number of P , e subJect 

.~ne w ~ch convictions to include.r~or Adult Arrests to 
has 

Enter a "0'" if th 
adult and "8" if ~hPerso~ was arrested but never convicted 
an adult. e subJect was never ar as an 

rested and convicted as 

NUmber of Prior Adult Commitments 

The question being asked ' 
served in jailor prison ~= 
anyone 18 years or older .. 

how many commitme t 
an adult. Adult ~ s the, subject has 

~s cons~dered to be 

Enter a "0" if th 
adult and "8" if ~hPerso~ was arrested but never committed as 
an adult. e subJect was never a an 

rrested and committed as 

NUmber of Adult Ja~l ..... Commitments ..-:. 
The question being asked ' 
served in any jail ( ~s how many commitments th 
Jail commitments to ~s a sentence for commission Of e sUb~ect has 
follow sentences E elc~ded should only inclUde th a cr~me). 
of sentence and' xc.u e pretrial detention ,o~e that 
some senten~e is ~!fer forms o~ pretrial jail'c~~7~~ng execution 
tences. A jail' ng served ~n the jail. Incl d~ men~s unless 
nor.m~lly are sen~:n~e~o~~ectional institution toUw~i~~l~ftfsedn-
Enter a "0" 
an adult and 
as an adult • 

if the 
"8" if 

one year or less. en ers 

person was arrest d b 
the subject was n:verut never committed as 

arrested and committed 

I· 
i! 
" ,. 
i 
' . . . 
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Number of Other Prior Sentences 

Enter the known number of prior sentences excluding jail, prison 
and probation. Types of sentences include fines, restitution, 
suspended sentence, etc. 

Count all instances of court sentences other than a sentence to 
prison, jail, probation, etc., whether or not sentences were 
suspended. Include placement on a work release or halfway house 
program, f~nes, or other sentence dispositions that follow a con-
viction. " 

Probation Continued -- If this sentence is the result of a new 
criminal act by the subject, count it as another "Prior Sentence". 
If probation is continued as the result of a technical violat~on 
or a juvenile "status offense" (truancy, etc.), do not count ~t, 
as another prior sentence. 

Do not count any military sentences unless the sentence followed 
conviction for an offense not unique to the military services 
(e.g., assault, robbery,: etc.). 

Do not include sentences for traffic infractions. Do include 
sentences for traffic misdemeanors.' . 

Enter a "0" if the person was arrested but never had prior sen­
tences as an adult and "8" if the subject was never arrested and 
had prior sentences as an adult. 

Number of Prior Sentences with Probation 

Enter the number of separate instances of assignment to probation 
supervision in the life history of 'the subject. 

Follow rules as given under Other Prior Sentences for coding Pro­
bation Continued dispositions. 

Count unofficial and l"!0n-~udicial prob~tion. Also, count bench 
parole. 

Include split sentences. 

Do not include sentences to probation for traffic infractions. 
Include sentences for traffic misdemeanors. 

Enter a "0" if the person was arrested but never had prior s'en­
tences with probation as an adult and "8" if the subject was 
never arrested and had prior sentences with probation as an adult. 

Number of Pripr Incarcerations 

Enter the number of violations of probation/parole, recapture 
after escape, or other periods of incarceration. Do not count 
as incarceration detention for suspicion, investigation, awaiting 
trial or imposition of sentence, or determination of competency 
to s'tand trial. 

. -

.. 

, . 

@l 

! 

1 
! 

I~ 
j© 
I 

I. 

, 
0 

o 
I 

10 

o 
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. (cont' d.) 

Count confinement in prisons, reformatories, farms or camps' 
disciplinary barracks or brigs of the military service if the 
offense has a civil .counterpart or sentence resulted in con­
finement of 90 days or morei jails and their farms and camps' 
and juvenile institutions at feder'al, state, and local level~. 

Do not count transfers f~om one facility to another within the 
same state, county, city, or federal system. 

" 

Include returns to priso~ from parole as a separate incarcera­
tion. Also, incl~de re~urns to confinement following escape. 

Include incarcerations for traffic infractions and for traffic 
misdemeanors. 

Enter a "0" if the person was arrested but never had any prior 
incarcerations as an adult and "8" if the subject was never 
arrested and had any prior incarcerations as an adult. 

Number of Probation Revocations 

The question being asked is how many ,times probation has been 
revoked for this subject. Include revocations for adult or 
juvenile sentences of probation. 

E~ter a "0" ~f the person was arrested but never had any proba­
t~on re'{ocat~ons as an adult and Its" if the subject was never 
arrested and had any probation revocations as an adult. 

Number of Parole Revocations 

The question being asked is how many times parole has been re­
vOked for this subject. Include both revocations as either an 
adult or juvenile. 

Enter a "0" if the pe~son was arrested but never had any parole 
revocations as an adult and "8" if the subject was never arrested 
and had any parole revocations as an adult. 

Type of Prior Arrests 

Refer to Appendix: Offense Code Sheet. Enter the type of prior 
arrests with the last two numbers reflecti'ng the number of 
a)""rests for this offense (i. e., 301104 indicates four arrests 
for larceny under $200). 

Space is provided for up to six different offenses. If the sub­
ject has been arrested for more than six different offenses

t then use the following priority system: 

1) Give preference to those arrests which result in a convic­
tion. 

I 
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62-67 
68-73 

74-77 

78-80 

CARD 6 

1-5 

6-11 
12-17 
18-23 
24-29 

30-35 
36-41 
42-47 
48-53 
54-59 
60-66 

67-68 

69-70 
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(cont'd. ) 

2) Give preference to those convictions with the most serious 
sanctions. 

3) Us'e Appendix A as a guide. Include those offenses which 
begin with the smallest number. 

If the subject has less than six different types of arrests, 
then ~ut "888888" in the remaining spaces. 

Blank 

Enter lOS 

Identifier (Duplicate from CARD 1), 

Type of Prior Arrests (cont'd.) 

Types of Prior Convictions 

Refer to Appendix A: Offense Code Sheet. Enter the type ,of 
offenses the subject has been convicted of. The last two digits 
of the code should reflect the number of arrests for this parti­
cular offense. 

Use the same procedures as Type of Prior Arrests to determine 
which convictions to include. 

Longest Time Free Since First Commitment 

Enter the number of months indicating the longest time, after 
the first commitment, in ~he subject's life which was uninter­
rupted by institutionalization as a result of crime convictions 
or delinquency adjudication. This includes time spent under 
parole/probation supervision in the community. Time spent in a 
mental hospital should be counted as free time. "85" is the upper 
limit indicating 85 or more months. "88" indicates not applicable 
for subjects with no commitment history. "99" indicates unknown. 

Longest Time Served on Any Commitment 

Enter 'the number of 'months indicating the longest single time 
served on any commitment after any type of admission to confine­
ment (probation, parole, or man4atory release violator, etc.), 
to the nearest month. Do not count time served on a present sen­
tence, even if subject is a pa't"ole/probation violator with a new 
court commitment. 

, , 

/ . 
I, 

----~ .-~ ---- . 
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(j 

69-70 

, 71 

(cont 'd.) 

The question to be answered here is what was the longest period 
during which the subject was continually incarcerated without 
interruption. 

Code this time from the date of incarceration until the date of 
release, regardless of the nature of release. 

"85" is the upper limit indicating 85 or more months. "88" 
indicates not applicable to' this subject and "99" means informa­
tion is unknown. 

Escape History 

Escape is defined as any escape or ,attempted escape from any 
of'ficial custody (jailor prison). 

Code "no" if there is no record of any escape or attempted escape. 

Code "yes" if there is any record of escape. 

Code "8" if not applicable because ,the person has never been con­
fined;' "9" means unknown. 

72 Absconding History 

Absconding is defined as any failures to'informthe probation/ 
parole authorities of one's whereabouts for a prolonged period 
of time. 

Code "no" if there is no record of any absconding from authori­
ties. 

Code "prior" if there is any record of absconding from a prior 
sentence. 

Code "present" for any, absconding from t.he date this current pro­
bation began. 

Code "both" if prior and present are indicated. 

Code "8" if not applicable; "9" if unknown. 

73 Risk Assignment 

Enter a "I" if the risk assessment instrument places the person 
in the low category, "2" for medium, and "3" for high risk. 

74 Supervision Level 

Enter a "I" if the person is assigned by the agency to minimum 
supervision, "2" for medium, and "3" for intensive. 
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Experim~ntal Category 
. 1 dill" . h;ch the person ~s pace . . . t 1 group ~n w ..... . t Enter the exper~men a , to the risk assessment ~nstrumen , 

is for assignment accc:>rd~ng d "3'" is for the control group. 
"2" is for random ass~gnment, an 

Blank 

Enter I06 

f C.ARD 1) Identifier (Duplicate rom 

'd' R~sk Assessment Instrument 
Flor~ as ... 

in the risk assess-
t the values as they appear , t b If 

For site 3, en er ~ bationer in the appropr~a e .o~. 
ment instrument for each pro the instrument and other ~nforma-
there is a dis~repancY,betw:~~er the values appearing in the 
tion reported ~n the f~le, 
instrument. 

and 2 t r "8's" for not applicable 
For sites 1 , en e , 

t 's Risk Assessment Instrument Suffolk Coun Y 

in these boxes. 

. th appGar in the risk assess-
For site 2, enter the values as, :~ in the appropriate box. If 
ment instrument for each probat~tohn 'nstrument and other informa-

d " epancy between e ~ , . the there is a ~scr , t the values appear~ng ~n 
tion reported in the f~le, en er . 
instrument. 

For sites 1 and 3, enter "8's" for not applicable. 

, k A,ssessment Instrument Kane county's R~S 
1 s as they appear in the risk assess­

For site I, enter the v~ u~obationer in the appropriate box. If 
ment instrument for ea~b l n the instrument and other informa­
there is a disc::repancY'le w:~ter the values appearing in the 
tion reported ~n the f~ e, 
instrument. 

For sites 2 and 3, enter 
"8'sll for not applicable. 

,I! 

,,-
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APPENDIX A: OFFENSE CODE SHEET 

The first digit (1 through 9) represents the general category of of­
fense while the next two digits represent the specific offense type. The. 
actual offense code, however, consists of the.,first three digits. In addi­
tion, a Ill" should be placed after the offense type if the crime is clas­
sified as a felony or a "211 for a misdemeanor. Coding of current charges 
and convictions, reserves the last two digits for the number of counts. 
For previous arrests or convictions, these two digits are donated to number 
of times the person has been arrested or convicted of this particular of-' 
fense. 

Missing data should be coded as "000". If some information is avail­
able about the general nature of the offense (i.e., it falls within certain 
categories), coding should be as follows. Within each offense category, 

o provisions are available to code an unknown offense, which occurs within a 
category, in the codes. Thus, 100 means unknown offense against a pBrson, 
200 is unknown crime of sex, 300 is offense against property, etc. 

If more spaces are provided than needed, a set of eights ("888") should 
be entered. 

o If too few spaces are provided use the fol,lowing prioJ;'ity system to 
determine which offenses to include: 

o 1. 

100 
102 

o 104 

106 

108 
'-, 0 110 

112 

114 

G 116 

118 
120 
122 
124 

1) Give preference to those charges that were not dismissed. 

2) Give preference to those charges which resulted in the most 
serious sanctions. 

3) Use Appendix A as a guide. Include those offenses which begin 
with the smallest number first. 

Offenses Against a Person 

unknown 
attempted murder with firearm 

voluntary manslaughter 

involuntary manslaughter - reck­
less homicide and vehicle 
assault - aggravated & battery 
assault - aggravated - knife, 
cutting instrument 
robbery - armed -. firearm 

attempted robbery armed 
firearm 
attempted robbery other 
dangerous weapon 
kidnapping 
armed robbery - unknown tool 
battery 
rObbery - unarmed 

101 
103 

105 

107 

109 
III 

113 

115 

117 

119 
121 
123 

murder 
attempted murder with knife, 
cutting instrument 
involuntary manslaughter -
reckless homicide and non­
vehicle 
criminally negligent homicide 

assault - aggravated - firearm 
simple & minor assault 

robbery - armed - knife, cut­
ting instrument 
attempted robbery armed­
knife 
attempted robbery - unarmed 

aggravated kidnapping 
aggravated battery 
assault: 

JL~_, ...,.;... _________ """"" __ ,.,.,..,_=-__ ~,--_____ _ 

, 



.. 

!, .r, 

2" 

200 
t: 202 

204 

206 

3. 

. C 300 

, (, 

302 
304 

306 

308 

310 
312 

C 314 

4. 

Crimes of Sex 

unknown 
attkmpted rape 
unnatural sex acts (includes 
incest, homosexual acts, 
public indecency, sex fqr 
advertisement purposes) 
soliciting for prostitution 
or patronizing a prostitute 

Offenses Against Property 

unknown 

larceny over $200 
theft of a motor vehicle 

shoplifting 

burglary - unlawful entry 
without force 
possession of burglar's tools 
attempted arson or possession 
of explosives 
criminal damage to property 
(vandalism) 

-22-

201 
203 
205 

207 

301 

303 
305 

307 

309 

311 
313 

315 

Crimes of Forgery, Fraud and Conspiracy 

unknown 
fraud 
issuing or possessiqn of a frau­
dulent instrument (bad checks) 
credit cards - fraudulent use 

deception 

401 
403 
405 

407 

409 

410· blackmail or extortion 
412 unemployment fraud 

411 
413 

Crimes of Weapon 

unknown 
unlawful sale of 

unlawful possession of 
ammunition 

501 
503 

505 

BACKGROUND 

rape 
forcible sex acts 
prostitution " 

sale of obscene material and 
harmful materia.l - dissemi­
nating obscene material 

.larceny under $200 (petty 
larceny or theft) 
attempted thefr_ 
attempted theft of a motor 
vehicle 
burglary· - forcible (unlawful 
entry) 
attempted forcible entry 

arson 
trespassing 

criminal damage to vehicle 
or land (vandalism) 

forgery 
embezzlement 
~ttering a fraudulent in­
strument 
receiving or possession of 
stolen property 
criminal irnp~rsonation or 
simula,tion 
welfare fraud 
conspiracy 

unlawful use of 
unlawful possession of a 
firearm 
other weapon-related offenses 

o 

o 

0 

,0 

0 

0 

o 

6. 

604 

606 

608 

Crimes of Drugs and Alcohol 

manufacturing, delivery, pos­
session with intent to deliver 
failure to keep operating 
records 

-23-

soliciting alcoholic beverages . 

601 
603 

605 

607 

609 

~10 illegal possession or con sump- 611 
tion by minors 

612 possession of narcotic para­
phernalia 

7. 

700 

702 

704 
706 

708 

710 

Motor Vehicle Offenses 

unknown 

driving while under the 
influence of drugs 
reckless driving 
no registration for vehicle 
or revoked or cancelled regis­
tration of vehicle 
unlawful use of a driver's 
license 
failure to report accident 

701 

703 

705 
707 

709 

750 

8. Offenses Against Family and/or. Children 

800 
802 
804 

806 
808 

9. 

900 
902 

904 

906 

908 
910 

unknown 
failure to provide for 
wife- or husband-beating 

paternity 
miscellaneous 

Miscellaneous Offenses 

unknown 
keeping a gambling place 

other violations of gambling 
laws 
interfering with the enforce­
ment of t,he law 
standing traffic violation 
other traffic or vehicle law 
violation 

801 
803 
805 

807 
809 

901 
903 

905 

907 

909 
911 

BACKGROUND 

possession of mariju'ana/hashish 
possession of a controlled 

.. substance 
sale of a controlled SUbstance 

sale of alcohol to minors 

drunk or drinking in a public 
place 
use and intoxication of other 
compound 

driving while under the 
influence of alcohol 
transporting alcoholic liquor 

hit and run 
no license or suspended or 
revoked driver's license 

unlawful use of a motor vehicle 

other vehicle-related offense 

nonsupport or neglect 
child-beating 
contributing to the delin­
quency of a minor 
truancy 
runa,,,ay 

bookmaking or numbers game 
promoting gambling (posses­
sion of gambling records) 
escape from custody 

resisting arrest 

moving traffic violation 
cruelty to animals 

(continued on following page) 

i-· 
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9. Miscellaneous Offenses (cont'd.) 

912 l;1abitual criminal 913 harboring a fug i ti ':.r:: 
C 914 contempt of court 915 bribery 

916 intimidation 917 extortion 
918 violation of civil rights 919 criminal defamation 
920 telephone threats, obscene 921 public demonstration, looting 

phone calls 
922 obstructing a peace officer 923 disorderly conduct/criminal 

C mischief 
924 fugitive warrant 925 bail bond jumping 
926 probation violation 927 public nuisance 
928 abetting and hauling illegal 929 vagrancy/loitering 

aliens 

C 
950 others 

c. 

;/ 

~ 

. ' 

':;::;:';·.:.:::'::;':=-;';:.:;;;;;~-::-;;:.::::.::;:;-,_~.,;!;:';::':::~;,~:;c~>.::.....".. ... ~c.=~~":"._,,=~"",,",,,""'-'<>4 " ...... ~"c _-.,.,'>1<"."" ........ -."",., "'~_ r-I 
\ ! 
lll~ 

CODER: 

I rCFS CODEBOOK 
" CARD l' 

ICFS: CODESHEET I 
DATE CODED: 

la, 

CI 

C' 

(] 

o 

C) 

0 

0 

10# 
2 3 1+ 5 

COUNTY TYPE OF CASE o 
8 

NAME 
Last First . Middle Initial 

CASE#I I I I, 
9 10 11 12 13 11+ 15 16 17 18 COURT# L-;;;I ~~I :;---ll--;;;:-l-I-;; ;;-l1~1 :..1..1--1' 

1~ 20 21 22 23 21+ 25 26 27 28 

~"BI# [ 
29 30 

STATE# I I I I DI+8 
~3~9~J,~n~J7'1~~--~ ~-~~~---~ 

"'" .. 1+2 1+3 .... 1+5 If6 1+7 

I 
35 36 37 as 31 32 33 31+ 

I 
50 51 52. 53 S+ 

DATE PROBATION BEGAN [ 
LI+~9~~--~~---~~ LENGTH OF PROBATION (in months) ~ 

FINES 

59 60 61 62 

COURT COSTS 

70 71 72 73 

CARD 2 

IDENTIFIER 
2 3 1+ 5 

RESTITUTION I ! 
10 11 12 13 11+ 

FINES PAYMENT PERIOD 0 
1 = weekly ~ 

2 = bi-weekly 
3 = monthly 
4 = total amount 
5 = other 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

COURT COSTS PAYMENT PERIOD 

1 = weekly 
2 = bi-weekly 
3 = monthly 
4 = total amount 
5 = other 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

D 
71+ 

FINES-AMOUNT I 
~~~"~65~~~-L--L-~ 
.... 66 67 68 69 

I I 10 11 I 
78 79 80 

COURT COSTS AMOUNT PER PAYMENT .... I_,,-I"""';L--L---l 
6 '7 

RESTITUTION PAYMENT PERIOD 
1 = weekly 
2 = bi-weekly 
3 = monthly 
4 = total amount 
5 = other 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

o 
15 

8 9 

AMOUNT PER PAYMENT 

I I I I 
16 17 18 19 20 

I' 
1 i , , 
1 ' 



c 

OTHER PAYMENTS ] 
21 22 23 21+ 

OTHER PAYMENT AMOUNT 
26 27 28 29 

N~rnER OF SPECIAL CONDITIONS 
1 = one 
7 = seven or more 
8 = not applicable/none 
9 = unknown 

o 
30 

OTHER PAYMENT PERIOD 
1 = weekly 
2 :::; bi-w~ekly 
3 = monthly 
4 = total amount 
5 = other 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unkno\,ffi 

o 
25 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS l ________________________ ~ ______ ~----------------------~----

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 2 
--------------------------------------------------------------~---

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 3 __________________________________ ~ ______________ . __________ __ 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 4 
------------------------------~-----------------------------------

SPECI~L CONDITIONS 5. ____________________________________________________________ __ 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 6 ____________________________________________________________ __ 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 7 ____________________________________________________________ __ 

TYPE OF SENTENCE 

Sentenced for a single offense. 

Sentenced for more than one count of the same offense with 
the two sentences served together. 

Sentenced for two or more o'ffenses with the sentences 
served together. 

Sentenced for two or more counts of the same offense 
with the sentences served separately. 

Sentenced for two or more offenses with the sentences 
served separately. 

Sentenced for a single of£ense where part of the sentence 
involves jail time and the other involves a period of time 
on probation. 

DATE OF BIRTH "----'--_ .. 0 SEX o 
39 '+0 1+1 1+2 1 = male 115 

2 = female 

-2-

o 
38 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

o 

(I 

o 
31 

o 
32 

o 
33 

o 
31+ 

Q 
D o 

36 

D 
37 

o 

o 

o 

o 
, ' 

II 

ETHNIC GROUP 
1 = White 
2 = Black 

o 
46 

AGE WHEN PLACED ON 
PROBATION (years) 

ITJ 
1+7 1+8 

MARITAL STATUS 
1 = Single 

3 = Hispanic 
4 = other 

NUMBER OF DEPENDENTS 

,0 = none 
7 = seven or more 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

D 
50 

NUMBER OF RESIDENT CHANGES [J 
WITHIN PAST TWELVE MONTH 
PERIOD 

o = none 
7 = seven or more 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

53 

NUMBER OF JOBS HELD DURING 0 
THE PAST TWELVE MONTHS 
(Full-time only) 

o = none 
7 = seven or more 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

55 

SCHOOL ATTAINMENT: 

None 
Second grade 
Fourth grade 
Sixth grade 
Eighth graCle 
Tenth grade 
Twelveth grade/ 

high school 
Some college 

B.A. or B.S. 
More than M.A. 
Not indicated 

2 = Ma,rried 
3 = Widow(er} 
4 = Divorced 
5 = Separated 
6 = Common Law 
9 = Unknown 

YEARS OF SCHOOL CLAIMED Q:J 
00 First grade 
02 Third grade 
04 Fifth grade 
06 Seventh grade 
08 Ninth grade 
10 Eleventh grade 

12 GED 
14 Vocational 

training 
16 M.A. 
18 Other 
99 

01 
03 
05 
07 
09 
11 

13 

15 
17 
19 

EMPLOYMENT STATUS AT TIME OF ARREST 
1 = Not employed 

D 
SI+ 

2 = Employed - full-time 
3 = Employed - part-time 
4 = Not employable 
5 = In school full-time 
6 = In school - part-time 
9 = Unknown 

NUMBER OF MONTHS EMPLOYED CD 
ON LAST JOB HELD 56 57 

01 = one 
85 = up to 85 months or more 
88 = not applicable 
99 = unknown . 

D 
1+9 

LIVING ARRANGE:·j=:NTS AT TIME OF ARREST D 
58 

PLANNED LIVING ARRANGEMENTS 

With Others 
Parents/guardian 

D 
With Others 
Parents/guardian 1 
Spouse and/or children 2 
Girlfriend/boyfriend 3 
Other (s) 4 

Alone 
Fixed abode 
No fixed abode 

Other 

5 
6 

Institution/halfway house 7 
Not applicable 8 
Unknown 9 

Spouse and/or children 
Girlfriend/boyfriend 
Other(s) 

Alone 
Fix,ed abode 
No fixed abode 

Other 
Institution/halfway house 
Not applicable 
Unknown 

1 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 

7 
8 
9 

59 

, 
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" 

" of , 

ALCOHOL 

Use denied; not a problem 
drinker 

Problem drinker indicated 
in file 

Problem drinker - person 
admits 

Alcoholic 
Not ap.plicable 
Unknown 

D 
60 

1 

2 

3 
4 
8 
9 

DRUGS D 
Use denied; not a problem 

user 
Problem user 

in file 
indicat8d 

Problem user - person 
admits 

Addict 
Not applicable 
Unknown 

LENGTH OF TREATMENT - INPATIENT 
(past) (months) 

67 

1 

2 

3 
4 
8 
9 

IT] 
69 70 

MENTAL HEALTH TREATMENT - PRESENT LJ 
Inpatient 
Outpatient 
Both 
Not applicable 
Unknown 

1 
2 
3 
8 
9 

73 

I~NGTH OF TREATMENT -
(present) (monthst 

OUTPATIENTITJ 
'16 77 

CARD 3 

IDENTIFIER r~~~~--;--LI-;:-,I 
1 2 3 4 5 

LONGEST JOB IN FREE COMMUNITY (months) rn 
NUMBER OF CO-DEFENDENTS 

o = none 
7 = seven 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

o 6 7 

. 9 

-t~ 

DRUGS -- Type of (check all that apply) 
(Enter 0 = use not indicated; 

1 = use indicated) 

Marijuana & Hashish D 
61 

Stimulants 

Barbiturates & Sedatives 

Tranquilizers 

Opiates, Herion, Methadone, 
synthetic substitutes 

other 

D 
62 

~ 
D 

SIt 

D 
65 

D 
MENTAL HEALTH TREATMENT - PAST 66 D 

Inpatient 1 68 

OUtpatient 2 
Both 3 
Not·applicable 8 
Unknown 9 

PAST OUTPATIENT TREATMENT (months) ~ 

LENGTH OF TREATMENT - INPATIENT W 
(present) (months) 

. ~.' 

I I 10 12 I 
78 79 80 

ALIASES 

o = none 
7 = seven or more 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

D 
8 

, 
." 

ORIGINAL CHARGE 1 (Enter offense category, offense, classification, and number of counts 
for this charge.) 

ORIGINAL CHARGE 6 ,-.I 1-.1 
40 41 42 43 740:-1'--:-45;:"" 

_I 1---1 
10 11 12 13 '1i:"'4-"'TIl!"'s 

ORIGINAL CHARGE 2 _/-:-:::----"..."..,1_1 
16 17 18 19 -;;2:;;"0-;;2;-1 

ORIGINAL CHARGE 7 _I 1-.1 __ 
46 47 48 49 50 51 

ORIGINAL CHARGE 8 -.1 __ -.:1 I 
52 53 54 55 s'G---s7 ' 

ORIGINAL CHARGE 3 _I I_I 
22 ""'2:;;"3---::-24:-1 2S ";::2';1:"6-""'2' ..... 

ORIGINAL CHARGE 9 -.I / --I 
58 59 60 61 '"':0:'::'2--=6':"3 

ORIGINAL CHARGE 4 --.! I_I 
28 29 30 31 "3':;"2 -~33~ 

ORIGINAL CHARGE 10 _I I ---I 
64 65 66 67 -:6~8-"""6'::"'9 

ORIGINAL CHARGE 5 _I I_I 
34 35 36 37 -;3;;;"6--;309 

PRESENT CONVICTION 1 (Enter offense category, offense, classification, and number of counts 
for this charge.) 

-.I I_/~~,.-
70 71 72, 73 74 75 

CARD 4 

IDENTIFIER 

PRESENT CONVICTION 2 ___ I I I 
6 ""7=---"""8"": --9 - ~1~0--:1.".1 

PRESPfl' CONVICTION 3 -.I~_-:-:-,I I..,..".---..,,,,=, 
12 13 14 15 16 17 

PRESENT CONVICTION 4 -..I I ---.l. 
18 19 20 21 ""':2:-::2--::2""'3 

PRESENT CONVICTION 5 _I I --.I 
24 25 26 27 :-2""'8:---:2'""9 

WEAPON PRESENT IN OFFENSE 
o = no 
1 = yes 

D 
60 

WEAPON USED 
o = no 
1 = yes 

I II 0 I 3 1 
78 79 80 

P.RESENT CONVICTION 6 -..I I -.I. 
30 31 32 33 -3""4-~3""5 

PRESENT CONVICT10N 7 ---I 1---1 
36 37 38 39 -:4~0~~4~1 

PRESENT CONVICTION 8 _I 1---1 
42 -4:-3-:-4-4-' 45 -4:-6--'4"""'7 

PRESENT CONVICTJ:ON 9 _I I_I 
48 49 50 5 1 -=-::52~~5=-=3 

PRESENT CONVICTION 10 _I I_I 
54 5S 56 57 ~58~5~9:-

IN OFFENSE 0 
61 

TYPE OF WEAPON ~ 
1 = firearm 
2 = knife 

9 = unknown 9 = unknown 3 = other 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

PHYSICAL HARM ENSUED 
o = none 

D 
63 

PROPERTY DAMAGE ENSUED 
o = no 

D 
64 

1 = bodily 
2 = death 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

1 = yes 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

I 



'f 

I , 

STATUS AT TIME OF ARREST 

Fi~st time 01 
Probation-misd. 03 
Parole-misd. 05 
Released on 

recognizance 07 
Not applicable 88 

DOLLAR VALUE OF NARCOTICS 

00000 == none 
87000 = 87,000 or more 
88888 = not applicable 
99999 = unknown 

CARD 5 

IDENTIFIER 
2 3 If 

ALCOHOL -- USE INDICATED 
on DAY OFFENSE COMMITTED 

o == no; none indicated 
1 == yes 
9 == unknown. 

REASON FOR FIRST ARREST 

CD 
65 66 

5 

New case 
Probation-felony 
Parole-felony 
Release on 

bail 
Unknown 

72 73 71f 7S 7'6 

D 
6 

DOLLAR VALUE OF PROPERTY 

02 00000 == none 
04 87000 == 87,000 or more 
06 '88888 = not applicable 

99999 = unknown 
10 
99 

II 101 41 
78 79 80 

DRUGS -- USE INDICATED ON 
DAY OFFENSE COMMITTED 

o = no; ~orie ;. licated 
1 == yes 
9 = unknown 

D 
7 

[ I I I I 
67 68 69 70 71 

,e, 
(Enter code from Offense Sheet) rn AGE AT FIRST ARREST (years) 

21 20 f 
" 

.r 

: 
t-i 

__ 1 __ -
8 9 10 

1_1 __ -
11 12 13 I1f 

d 
:: C' REASON FOR FIRST CONVICTION 
~ j . 
'! _1 ___ 1_1 __ -
~ 22 23 21t 25 26 27 

i I 1 __ 1 
;1 -- ~----' ---
t!C! 28 

[J 

.~ 

29 30 31 33 

U 

l! 
!! AGE AT FIRST COMMITMENT CD 
II Cl 
k 

U 

lj 
11 . 

1t8 

I, 
II G NUMBER OF PRIOR D 
'\ JUVENILE COMMITMENTS 

II • 'J 

II ~ 
o = none 
7 == seven or more 
8 == not applicable 
9 = unknown 

52 

1t9 

15 16 17 18 19 

AGE AT FIRST CONVICTION rn 
31t 35 

NUMBER OF JUVENILE ARRESTS D ' 
o == none 50 

7 = seven or more 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

NUMBER OF PRIOR D 
ADULT ARRESTS 

53 
none o = 

7 = seven or more 
8 = not applicable 
9 == unknown 

REASON FOR FIRST COMMITMENT 

--1~ __ ~/_I ____ _ 
36 37 38 39 ItO Ifl 

___ I ____ ~/_I-----
1t2 43 If If ItS It6 1t7 

NUMBER OF PRIOR 0 
JUVENILE ADJUDICATIONS 

o = none 9 

7 = s~ven or more 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

NUMBER OF PRIOR D 
ADULT CONVICTIONS 

51f 
none o == 

7 = seven or. more 
8 = not applicable 
9 == unknown 

I .-

.. 11 • I 

C. . NUMBER OF PRIOR 
ADULT COMMITMENTS o NUMBER OF ADULT 

JAIL COMMITMENTS 
NUMBER OF OTHER 
PRIOR SENTENCES o 

a 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o == none 
.7 = seven or more 
8 not applicable 
9 = unknown 

55 

NUMBER OF PRIOR SENTENCES I --, 
WITH PROBATION (include ~ 
split sentences). 58 

o = none 
7 = seven or more 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

NUMBER OF PAROLE 
REVOCATIONS 

o = norte 

o 
61 

7 == seven or more 
8 == not applicable 
9 == unknown 

CARD 6 

IDEN'l'IFIER rl.---L---L-.J.I_ -I] 
1 2 3 It 5 

56 

o = none 
7 == seven or more 
8 = not applicabl~ 
9 = unknown 

NUMBER OF PRIOR 
INCARCERATIONS 

o = none 

.' 
~] 

59 

7 = seven or more 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

o = nOile 
7 = seven or more 
8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

57 

NUMBER OF PROBATION n 
REVOCATIONS (include L--J 
split sentences) 60 

o == none 
7 = seven or more 
8 = flOt applicable 
9 = unknown 

TYPE OF PRIOR ARRESTS (Enter offense category, offense, classi­
fication, and number of counts for this 
conviction. ) 

_1 __ ..... 1_/--:----:':': 
62 63 61t· 65 66 67 

---I----~/---I-----
6 7 8 9 10 11 

---I-----..... I--/~.----
18 19 20 21 22 23 

_'I I_I 
68 -69--7~0~ 71 ~72~-7~3- r-r--.--.. 

I I 10 15 I 
78 79 80 

--I----~/---I-----
12 13 lit 15 16 17 

__ I ____ ~/ ___ . 1-----
21f as 26 27 28 29 

TYPE OF PRIOR CONVICTIONS (Enter offense category, offense, classification, and number of 
counts for this conviction.) 

___ 1 ___ ~/--1 ____ _ --I----~/--I----- --I----~/---I-----
30 31 32 33 31t 35 36 37 38 39 ItO Itl 1t2 1t3 4'+ 1t5 46 If7 

---1_----1---1----- --1------1---1----- ---1------1--1-----
1t8 49 50 51 52 53 51t 55 56 57 58 59 60 61 62 63 61t 65 

LONGEST TIME FREE SINCE 
FIRST CO~~ITMENT CD LONGEST TIME SERVED 

ON ANY COMMITMENT rn ESCAPE HISTORY D 
01= one 
up to 85 = 85 months 

or more 
88 = not applicable 
99 == unknown 

ABSCONDING HISTORY 

o == none 
1 =" prior 
2 = present 
3 = both 
8 == not applicable 
9 = unknown 

66 67 

n L--.J 
n 

E~PERIMENTAL CATEGORY D 
1 = risk 
2 == random 
3 == control 

68 69 

01 = one 
up to 85 == 85 months 

or more 
88 = not applicable 
99 = unknown 

RISK ASSIGNMENT 

1 = low 
2 = medit.l.m 
3 = high 

o 
72. 

1'-', .or; 
..::t-· 0 16 : 

78 79 80 

o = no 
1 = yes 

70 

8 = not applicable 
9 = unknown 

~UPERVISION LEVEL I ~ 
~ 

1 = minimum 73 

2 = medium 
3 = intensive 

-7-
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR CODING 

FOLLON-UP CODEBOOK ' 

The data collected for this project are derived from individual case 
files of probationers at each of the ICFS project ,si~es. Of utmost impor­
tance is the reliability of coded information. Reliability can be measured 
by the degree of compliance wi,th established procedures across case~ and 
coders. Therefore, it is essential that all coders a~e careful in abid~ng 
by the rules specified in this manual while performing this task. The 
instructions which follow are intended to clarify coding procedures. 

In completing the codesheet, priority should be given to information 
taken from forms in the files. If the information is not available, then 
the coder should consult the ICFS checklist cempleted on mest prebationers. 
Missing 'Or unknewn data should be coded with a set of nines (i.e., 99's) 
unless otherwise noted in the codebook manual. 

Due to differences among ou+ sites, it ,was necessary te provide for 
'more spaces.than may be needed fer certain variables (i.e., case number, 
state number, fines, court costs, etc.). In cases where there is more 
space provided than needed, it will be necessary to right adjust all numeric 
data. Zeros (O's) sheuld be entered to the left of any set of numbers in 
order to fill all the space provided. 

In the p~ocess 'Of coding offenses (for all 'appropriate variables) there 
may be more spaces than needed. A set of eights (88's) should be entered 
if there are more spaces provided than necessary (i.e., the subject has 
fewer prior arrests than the allocated spaces). A set 'Of nines (99's) 
should be entered if. the data is missing or unknown. 

Upon completion 'Of the coding sheet for each case file,. two checks 
should be made. The first one is to ensure that there is an entry made in 
each box. Where numerals are required, each box in a given field should 
be completed. If an item is not applicable for this client, put an "888" 
in the box. Second, be sure all digits are clearly written in order to 
ease the keypunching process. .When difficulties in coding arise, these 
should be discussed with the supervisor. This will allow additional con­
F'ideration to revising the procedures and instructions as it appear's 
necessary. 

The numbers belew the boxes refer to column n~~ers in which the data 
will be punched on cards . 
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COLUMNS 

CARD 8 

1-5 

6-15 

16-17 

18-19 

20-2J. 

22-23 

24-25 

26-27 

28-29 

30-31 

& <-

FOLLON-UP CODEBOOK 

Identifier 

Duplicate from Background Characteristics Codesheet. 

Case Number 

Enter the appropriate case'number. 

Number of Face-te-Face Contacts 1 

Enter the n~~er of centacts the probationer has had with a pro­
bation officer in the first menth of probation. Contact refers to 
office or home visits with the prebationer; "0'0" means no contacts. 
"77" " , me~ns seventy-seven or more; :'88 11 means not' 'apvlicable which 
refers ~o the.fact ~hat the probat~oner has net 'been unde~ sUl?er~ 
vision for this per~od of ·time;. "99" means unknown. 

Number of Face-to-Face Contacts 2 

Same as Number of Face-to-Face Contacts 1 except reference is to 
the secend month" -of supervision.' -Refer to columns· 16-17 • 

Number of Face-to-Face Contacts 3 

Same as Number of Face-to~Face Contacts 1 except reference is te 
the third month of supervision. Refer to colUmns 16-17. 

Number of Face-to-Face Contacts 4 

Same as Number of Face-te-Face Contacts 1 except reference is to 
the fourth month of supervisione Refer te columns 16-17. 

Number of Face-to-Face Contacts 5 

Same as Number of Face-to-Face Contacts' 1 except reference is to 
the fifth month of supervision. Refer to columns 16-17. 

Number of Face-to-Face Contacts 6 

Same as Number of Face-to-Face Contacts 1 except reference is te 
the sixth month of supervision. Refer to 'columns 16-17. 

·Number of.Face-to-Face Contacts 7 

Same as Number of Face-to-Face Contacts 1 except reference is to 
the seventh month of supervision. Refer to columns 16-17. 

Number of Face-to-Face Contacts 8 

Same as Number of Face-to-Face Contacts 1 except reference is te 
the eighth month of supervisien. Refer to columns 16-17. 
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FOLL9W7U~ CODEBOOK 

COLUMNS 

-2-

34-35 

36-37 

38-39 

40-41 

42-43 

44-45 

46-4"; 

48-49 

50-51 

Number of Face-to-Face Contacts 9 

Same as Number of Face-to-Face Cont'acts 1 except reference is 
to the ninth month of supervision. Refer to columns 16-17. 

Number of Face~to-Face Contacts 10 . ,~~~~~~-=~ 

Same as Number of Face-t.o-Face Contacts 1 except reference is 
to the tenth· month of supervision. Refer to columns 16-17. 

Number of Face-to-Face Contacts 11 

Same as NuIrlbe.r of Face-to-Face Contacts 1 except reference is 
to the eleventh ro~nth of supervision. Refer to ~olumns 16-17. 

Number of Face-to-Face Contacts 12' 

Same as Number of Face-to-Face Contacts 1 except reference is 
to the twelveth month of ,supervision. Refer to columns 16-17. 

Number of Collateral Contacts 1 

Enter the number of collateral contacts the probation officer has 
had with peopl~ familiar with the probationer in his/her first 
month under supervision. Collateral contacts refers to contacts 
with the probationer's family, 'friends, employers, etc., for the 
purpose of acquiring further information about the probationer. 
"00" means no contacts; "77" means seventy-seven or more" "88" 
means not applicable wh~ch refers to the pr~tioner not' being 
under supervision for this period of time; "99" means unknown. 

Number of Collateral Contacts 2 

Same as Number of Collateral Contacts 1 except reference is 
to the second month of supervision. Refer to columns 40-41.· 

Number of Collateral Contacts 3 

Same as Number. of Collateral Contacts 1 except reference is 
to the third month of supervision. Refer to columns 40-41. 

Number of Collateral Contacts 4 

Same as Number of Collateral Contacts 1. except reference is 
to the fourth·month-of supervision.· Refer to columns-·40-41. 

Number of Collateral Contacts 5 

Same as Number of Collateral Contacts 1 except r~ference is 
to the fifth month of supervision. Refer to columns 40-·41. 

Number of Collateral Contacts 6 

Same as Number of Collateral Contacts 1 except reference is 
to the sixth month of supervision. Refer to columns 40-41. 

.. t-
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52-53 

54-55 

56-57 

58-59 

60-61 
() 

62-63 

64 

o 

o 
65 

o 

o 

o 

CODEBOOK -3-

Number of Collateral contacts 7 
~ 

Same as Number of Collateral Contacts' 1 except reference is 
;~to the se~~?th month of supervision. Refer to columns 40-41 . .. 

" Number of Collateral contacts 8 

Same as Number of Collateral Contacts 1 except reference is 
to the eighth month of supervision. Refer to columns 40-41. 

Number of Collateral contacts 9 

Same as Number of Collateral Contacts 1 except reference is 
to the ninth month of supervision. Refer to columns 40-41. 

Number of Collateral Contacts 10 

Same as Number of Collateral Contacts 1 except reference is 
to the tenth month of supervision. ~efer to columns 40-41. 

Number of Collateral contacts 11 

Same as Number of Collateral Contacts. 1 except reference is to 
the eleventh month of supervision. -' Refer to columns 40-41. 

Number of Collateral contacts 1£ 

Same as Number of Collateral contacts 1 except reference is to 
the twelveth .month of supervision. Refer to columns 40-41. 

Employment Status 

Enter the appropriate code indicating the current employment 
status of the probationer during the past month. Enter "1" if 
the person is currently unemployed and "4" if the person is 
unemployable (reti.red, handicapped, or a full-time homemaker). 
Full-time refers to employment which consists of thirty-five . 
or more hours a week whereas part-time employment is thirty-four 
or less hours a week. 

School Status 

Enter the appropriate code indicating the current school status 
.. of the probationer during the time under supervision. Enter "8" 
if the individual is not enrolled in school or the file does not 
indicate the person is' enrolled in school. Enter full-time 
school ("2") or part-time school ("3") for any type of school 
(i.e., high school, community college or college) except for 
vocational training/apprentice shop or G.E.D. classes. Rely on 
the file for a definition of whether the person is attending 
school part-time or full-time. 

., 
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COLUMNS 

6G 

67 

68 

c 
" 

( 

69 

·0 

.·0 

70 

o 

Number of Jobs During Probation Period 

Enter the number of jobs (full and part-time) the probationer has 
had during his/her time under supervision. If the probationer is 
regularly employed by a contracting firm count this as one job; 
do not consider the number of assignments. "0" refers to no 
jobs; "7" refers to seven or more jobs; "8" refers to not appli­
cable (i.e., the person is retired, unemployable, or full-time 
homemaker); "9" refers to unknown. 

Referral to Employment Agency 

Indicate whether or not the probation officer recommended the 
probationer contact an employment agency (either private or 
public agency). If the file does not indicate any recommen-
dation, enter "0" for 'none. 

Probationer contact with Employment Agency 

Indicate whether or not the probationer contacted any employment 
agency recommended by the officer. Enter "S" if the officer did 
not make a recommendation and the probationer,did not report any 
Co'iitact with an employment a.gency ." '" 0" refer's to areconunenda­
tion by the probation officer to contact an employment agency 
and the probationer did not report such contact. "1" refers to 
the case where the probation officer recommended the probationer 
contact an employment agency and the probationer followed through. 
In cases where the probation officer did not recommend contact 
with an employment agency and the probationer reported contact, 
enter "2" in the appropriate box. 

Total Number of Probation officer Contacts with an Employment 

Agency 

Indicate whether.or not the probation officer has had any con­
ta.ct with the employment agency{s}; If the officer did not 
refer the probationer to an employment ,agency, enter "8". If 
a recommendation was made and the probation officer did not 
contact an agency enter "0" for no contacts :made. "7" indicates 
seven or more contacts with the employment agency(s). The case­
notes will serve as the source of information; if this informa­
tion is not in the casenotes, enter "0" for no contacts. 

Referred to Residential Alcohol Treatment 

Indica.te whether or not the probationer was referred to an in­
patient residential alcohol treatment program by the probation 
officer. A residential program is one that requires a proba­
tioner to remain wi thin the c.onfines of the institution for a 
day (24 hours) or longer. If the file does not indicate any 
recommendat~ons, enter' "0" for none. 
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COLUMNS 

..... 
~ , 

71 

72 

73 

74 

Probationer Contact with Residential Alcohol Program 

Indicate whether or not the r b' ' .-. 
alcohol program recommended ~yOt~t~o~~: conta!ted a residential 
officer did not make a reco e,o ~cer. Enter "8" if the 
~ report any contact withmmenda~~on ~nd the probationer did 
cases where the probation Of~ires~d~~t~al alcohol program. In 
with a residential alcohol cer ~ not recommend contact 
contact, enter "2" in th progr~ and the probationer reported 
recommend,atiol'l by the r~b aPJ?ropr~a~e box. "0" refers to a 
alcohol program and th~ pr~~~~~ Off1~7~ to contact a residential 
"1" refers to the case where 10ner 1 ,not reJ?ort such contact. 
the probat,ioner contact a resi~:n~:o~at~on off~cer reqonunended 
probationer followed through. ~a a cohol program and the 

Total Number of Probation Officer Alcohol Program Contacts with Residential 

Indicate whether or not the b' , 
tact with the residential al~~~ ~t10n off1cer has had any con-
did not refer the robat' 0 prog:am(s~. If the officer 
enter "S". If a r~comme~~~~:oto a res1Qent1al alcohol program, 
officer did not contact a pr~gn was made"a~d the probation 
"7" indicates seven or m ram ente: 0 for no contacts. 
alcohol program(s). Theo~:S~on~acts,w~th the residential 
of information; if this infor~~t7S w:-ll ser:r

e 
as the source 

then enter "0" for n t 10n ~s not 1n the casenotes o con acts. ' 

Refer~ed to Outpatient Alcohol Treatment Program 

Indicate whether or not the b' . 
outpatient resident'al trea~rOtat10ner was referred to an 
officer. ,Outpatient refers t~n t~ro~r~m by the probation 
~ual tr

7
atment for a few ho~rs :t :nt~nce_atgroup,or indivi­

J,.S cons~dered an cm+-'n::otie~"" .... -e-"" .... :une. Alcohol1cs Anonymous 
does not indicate a~Y~rec~~~~da~~en~'PIOgram. If the f.ile 

~ a 1ons, enter "0" for none. 

Probatio~er cO,ntact with OutPati~nt AlC~hOl _ Treatme,nt P~o,?,rarn 

Indicate whether or not the b" patient alcohol trea.trnent p~o at~oner contacted any out-
if the officer did 't kProgram by the officer. Enter "8" 
tioner did not r n~ rna e a recommendation and the proba­
treatment progra::orlna~~~~~ntact with an out~atient alcohol, 
not recommend contact with anw~e~e .~~e probat10n officer'pid 

P
rogram and the b t' u pa ~ent alcohol treatrnen~ 

pro a ~oner report d t 
appropriate box. "0" refers t e con act, ,enter "2" in the 
tion officer to contact an 0 a recommendat10n by the proba-
probationer did not report :~~~h~;n~~~~:me~t"prograrn and the 
case where the probation O:(i' '. 1 r~fers, to the 
contact an outpatien.t alcoh;;lc~~ r~co~ended the probationer 
bationer followed through. . ea men~ program and ,the pro-
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75 
Total Number of Probation Officer Contacts with the outpatient 
Alcohol Treatment Program 

Indicate whether or not the probation officer has'had any con­
tact with the 'outpatient alcohol treatment program~s). If the 
officer did not refer the probationer to an outJ?at~ent alcohol 
treatment program, e!t,ter "8". If a recommendat~on was mad; " 
and the probation officer did not contact a program enter 0 
for no contacts made. "7" indicates seven or more contacts 
with the outpatient alcohol treatment pro~ram(7)·. The ca7enotes 
will serve, as the source of information; ~£ th~s ~nformat~on is 
not 'in the casenotes, then enter "0" for nq contacts. 

76 Referred to Residential Drug Program 

Indicate whether or not the probationer was refe:red to.a 
residential drug treatment program by the probat~on of~~ce:. . 
A residential program requires the probationer to 'rema~n w~th~n 
the confines of the institution or community center for a day 
(24 hours) or longer. If the file does not indicate any 
recommendations, enter "0" for none. 

77 Probationer contact with ,Residential Drug Program 

Indicate whether or not the probationer conf~acted ~n~ re7.~: 'f 
dential drug program recommended by the of ~cer. ~ er. ~ 
the officer did ~ make a r7commenda~ion ~nd the probat~oner 
did not report any contact w~th a res~dent~al drug program. In 
cases where the probation officer did not reco~end contact 
with a residential drug program and the probat~oner reported 
contact , enter 112" in the appropr ia te box. " 0" refers ,tc:> a . 
recommendation by the probation of~icer to cont~ct a res~dent~al 
drug program and the probationer d~d no~ repor~ such contact. 
"1" refers to the case where the probat~on off~cer recommended 
the probationer contact a residential drug progr~ and the pro-
pationer, followed through. ' 

78-80 I08 

CARD 9 

1-5 Identifier 

6 

, , ' 

Duplicate fr.om CARD 8 

Total Number of Probation Officer conta~t with Residential Drug 
Program 

Indicate whether or not the probation officer has had ~ny cox:­
t t with the residential drug program(s). ,If the off~cer d~d 
n~~ refer the probationer to a residential drug p:ogram,.enter 
"8" . If a recommendation was made and the probat~c:m off~ce;7" 
did not contact a program enter "0" for no co~tact=:> made. 
indicates seven or more contacts with the res~dent~al d:ug 
program(s). The casenotes will'serve as the source of ~nfor­
mation; if this information is not in the casenotes, theh 
enter "0" for no contacts. 
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? Referred to Outpatient Drug Program 

Indicate whether or not th~ probationer was referred to an out­
patient drug treatment program by the probation officer •. An 
outpatient drug treatment program is one where the probationer 
attends a session or two on some regular basis. Consider a 
cc:>mmunity trea~mex:t program as an outpatient program. If the 
f~le does not ~nd~cate any recommendations, enter "0" for none. 

S Probationer Contact with Outpatient Drug Program 

9 

'10 

11 

~ndicate whether or not the probationer contacted any outpatient 
drug program recommended by the officer. Enter "8" if the o£­
ficer did not make a recommendation and the probationer did not 
report any contact with an outpatient drug program. 'In,case-s-­
where the probation officer did not recommend contact with an 
outpatient drug program and the probationer reported contact, 
enter "2" in the appropriate box. "0" refers to a recommenda­
tion by the probation officer to contact an outpatient drug 
program and the probationer did not report such contact. "1" 
refers to the case where the probation officer recommended the 
probationer contact an outpatient drug program and the nroba-
tioner followed through. -

Total Number of Probation. Officer Contacts with an OU~Eatient 
Drug Program 

Indicate whether or not the probation officer has had any con-' 
tact with the outpatient drug program(s). If the officer did 
not refer the probationer to an outpatient drug program, enter 
"8". ,If a recomrnenda,tion was made and the probation officer 
did not contact a program enter "0" for no contacts made. "7" 
indicates seven or more contacts with the outpatient drug pro­
grarn(s). The casenotes will serve as the source of information' 
if this information is not in the'casenotes, then. enter, "0" for' 
no contacts. 

Referred for Psychological Testing/Diagnosis 

Indicate whether, or not the probationer was referred for psycho­
logic,al testing/diagnosis by, the probation officer. If the file 
does not indicate any recommendations, enter "0" for none. 

Probationer Obtained Psychological Testing/Diagnosis 

Indicate whether or not the probationer obtained psychological 
testing or diagnosis. Enter "8" if the officer did not make a 
recc:>mmendatic:>n an~ the J?robationer did not obtain any psycho-' 
log~cal test~ng/d~agnos~s. In cases where the Probation officer 
did not recommend psychological testing/diagnosis and the Droba­
tioner reported undergoing testing, enter "2" in the appropriate 
bpx. "0" refers to a recommendation by the probation officer to 
obtain psychological testing/diagnosis and the probationer did 
not report such contact. "1" refers to the case where the pro­
bation officer recommended the probatione~ obtain psychological 
testing/diagnosis and the probationer followed through. 
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13 

14 

15 

16 

Total Number of Probation Officer contacts with Agency Adminis­
tering the Psychological Tests/Diagnosis 

Indicate whether or not the probation officer has had any con­
tact with the agency administering the psychological tests/diag­
nosis'. If the officer did not refer the probationer to an age~cy, 
enter "8 n • If a recommendation was made and the p::x:'obation off~cer 
did not contact an agency enter "0" for no contacts made. "7" 
indicates seven or more contacts with the agency(s). The case­
notes will serve as the source of information; if this information 
is not in the casenotes, then enter "0" for no con~acts. 

Referred for Inpatient Mental Health Treatment 

Indicate whether or not the probation officer referred the proba­
tioner to receive inpatient mental health treatment. Inpatient 
refers to confinement of the probationer in a home, community 
center, or institution for more than a day (24 hours). If the 
file doe,s not indicate any recommendations, enter no" for none., 

Probationer Contact with Inpatient Mental Health Treatment Facility 

Indicate whether or not the probationer contacted any inpatient 
mental health care treatment facility recommended by the officer,. 
Enter "8" if the officer did not make a reconunendation ano. the 
probationer did not report any contact with a facility. In , 
cases where the probation officer did not recommend contact w1th 
.a facilit~ and the probationer reported contact, enter "2" in ~he 
appropriate box. "a" refer7 to a recommendation by the pro~a~10n 
officer to contact an inpat~ent mental health treatment fac~l~ty 
and the probationer did ~ repo~t such contact. "I'" refer7 to 
the case where the probation off1cer recommended the probat10ner 
contact an inpatient mental health treatment- facility and the 
probationer followed through. 

Total Number of Probation Officer Contacts with Inpatient Mental 
Health Treatment Facility . 

Indicate whether or not the probation officer has had any contact 
with the inpatient mental health treatment facility(s). If the 
officer did not refer the probationer to a facility, enter "8". 
If a recommendation was made and the probation officer did not 
contact a facility enter "0" for no contacts made. "7" indicates 
seven or more'contacts with the .facility(s). The casenotes will 
serve'as the source of information; if this information is not 
in the casenotes, then enter "0" for no contacts. 

Referred for outpatient Mental Health Treatment 

Indicate whether or not the probation officer referred the pro-', 
bationer to receive outpatient mental health treatment by a 
psychiatrist, psychologist or psychiatric social wor~er. out­
patient refers to attending individual orgrou~ sess~onson a 
routine basis (i.e., weekly, biweekly, etc.) w~thout actual 
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Referred for Outpatient Mental Health Treatment (cont'd.) 

'confinement in a home, institution, or conununity center. If the 
probation officer recommends that the 'probationeT who resides in 
some community center, seek counseling, this should be considered 
as a referral for outpatient mental health treatment. If the 
file does not indicate any recommendations, enter "0" for none. 

Probationer contact with outpatient Mental Health Practitioner 
tlii 

Indicate whether or not the probationer contacted any outpatient 
mental'health practitioner recommended by the officer. A prac­
titioner is considered a psychiatrist, psychologist, or psychia­
tric social worker. Enter "8" if the officer did not make a 
recommendation and the probationer did not report any contact with 
a practitioner. In cases where the' probation officer did not 
recommend contact with a practitioner and ,the probationer reported 
contact, enter "2" in the appropriate box~ "0" refers to a recom­
mendation by the probation officer to contact an outpatient mental 
health practitioner and the probationer did not report such con­
tact. "1" refers to .the case where the probation officer recom­
mended the probationer contact an outpatient mental health prac­
ti tioner and the probaJcioner followed through. 

Total Number of Probation Officer Contacts with Outpatient Mental 
Health Practitioner 

Indicate whether or not the probation officer has had any contact 
with the practitioner. If the officer did not refer the proba­
tioner to a practitioner, enter "8". If a recommendation was made 
and the, probat;ion officer qia'not contact a practitioner enter "0" 
for no contacts made. "7" indicates seven or more contacts with 
the practitioner(s). The casenotes will serve as the source of 
informationi if this information is not in the casenotes, then 
enter "0" fer no contacts. 

Referred to Counselor 
• 

Indicate whether or. -not the probation officer recommended the pro­
bationer consult~~ith a counselor. A counselor is anyone who 
offers counseli~g service but is not trained as a psychiatrist, 
psychologist, or'psychiatric social worker. Counselors can in­
clude religious leaders, school counselors, or other social 
workers. If the file does not indicate any recommendations, 
enter "0" for none. 

Probationer Contact with Counselor 

Indicate whether or not the probationer contacted any counselor 
reconunended by the probation officer. Enter "8" if the officer 
did not make a reconunendation and the probationer did not reoort. 
In cases where the probation officer did not recommend-COntact 
w;i.th a counselor and the probationer reported contact, enter "2" 
in the appropriate box.. "0" refers to a recommendation by the 
probation officer to contact a counselor and the probationer did 
not report such contact. "1" refers to the case where the proba­
tion officer ~2commended the probationer contact a counselor and 
the pro~ationer followed through. 
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'21 Total Number of Probation Officer contacts with Counselor 

.... 

Indicate whether or not the probation, officer has had any co~tact 
with the counselor .. If the officer d1d not refer the probat1oner 
to a counselor enter "8". If a recommendation was made and the 
probation offi~er did not contact the counselor, enter,1I0" for no 
contacts made. "7" indicates seven or more contacts w~th the , 
counselor. The casenotes will serve as the source of 1nformat10n; 
if this information is no·t in the casenotes, then enter "0" for 
no' contacts. 

22 Referred to Community Service 

'23 

24 

25-28 

Indicate whether or not the probation officer recommend7d the 
probationer:contact a communit~ ~ervice. If ~he commun1ty , 
service was required as a cond1t1on of probat~on, do not cons1der 
this a referral to a community service; enter "0" for no referral. 

Probationer contact "lid th 'communi ty. Se'rvi:ce' , 
< , 

Indicate whether or not the probationer contacteq the community 
service recommended by. the probation officer or court, Enter "8 \' 
if no community service was recommended and contact made, In cases 
where the probation office or court recommended contact, enter tlllI 

,for yes; enter "2" for self-initiated contact if the person con~ 
tacted a community service of his own accord. 

Indicate type of community service. 

Total Number of Probation Officer Contacts with Community Service 

Indicate whether or not the probation officer has had any contact 
with. a community service. If the officer or court did not refer 
the probationer to a community serv~ce, en~er "8': If a referral 
was made or required and the probat10n off1cer d1d not contact 
the service, enter "0" for no contacts made. "7" indica~es 
seven or more contacts with the agen7y., The ca~eno~es w1l~ se~e 
as the source of information. If th1s 1nformat10n 1S not 1n the 
casenotes, enter 110" for no contacts. 

Amount of Fines Paid 

Indicate the total amount of fines paid to date. The upper limit 
is 8700 which indicates $8700 or more. Enter "0000" if no fines 
have be~n paid but the probationer was required to pay a fine. 
118888" means the probationer does not owe any fines •. The proce­
dure to employ in rounding dollar amounts is that for 51 cents 
or greater round to the next dollar. Less than 50 cents, use the 
present ,dollar value (i.e., $32.52 = $33.00 while $4~.48 = $45.00). 
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29-,32 

33-36 

37-40 

41 

42-47 

48-53 

Amount of Court Costs Paid 

Indicate the total amount of court costs paid to date. The upper 
limit is 8700, which means $8700 or more. Enter "0000" if no 
court costs were paid but the probationer was required to pay 
court costs. "8888" means the prob-itioner does not owe any court 
costs. The procedure to employ in rounding dollar amounts is 
that for 51 cents or greater round to the next dollar. Less than 
50 cen1;s, use the present dollar value (i.e., $32.52 = $33.00 while 
$4~.48 ='$45.00). 

Amount of Restitution Paid 

Indicate the total amount of restitution paid to date. The upper 
limit is 8700 which indicates $8700 or more. Enter "0000" if no 
restitution has been paid but the probationer was required to pay 
restitution. The procedure to employ in rounding dollar amounts 
is that for 51 cents or greater round to the next dollar. Less 
than 50 cents, use the present dollar value (i. e., $32.52 = $33.00 
while $45.48 = $45.00). 

Amount of Probation Fees Paid 

Indicate the total amount of probation fees paid to date. The 
upper limit is 8700 which indicates $8700 or more. Enter "0000" 
if no fees have been paid but the probationer was required to pay 
fees. "8888" means the probationer does not owe any probation 
fees. The procedure to employ in rounding dollar amounts is that 
for 51 cents·or greater round to the next dollar. Less than 50 
cents, use the present dollar value (i.e., $32.52 = $33.00 while 
$45.48 = $45.qO). 

Number of Arrests 

Enter the total number of times the probationer has been arrested 
while under supervision. Arrest refers to apprehension by a law 
enforcement official for participation in criminal activities as 
defined by Appendix A. "7" means seven or more arrests. "8" . , 
means no arrests and "9" means unknown. 

Arrest 1 

Refer to Appendix A: Offense Codesheet. Enter the appropriate 
code for the offense for which the probationer was arrested. If 
there are more than two arrests, use the procedures expla.ined in 
the appendix to determine which offenses to-enter. Includ~ .the 
arrest if it was for a technical violation. 

Date of Arrest 1 

Enter the date (month, day, year) that the arrest occurred. If 
more than one date is given, enter the first one. Right adjust 
all days and months separately so that January 5, 1979 is coded 
as "01'05 79". Enter "888888" if no arrest occurred and "999999" 
if the arrest date is unknown. 
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6-11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

(cont'd.) '.-
use of a weapon, substance abuse (alcohol or drugs), continu~Us 
failure to report to the ,probation agency, failure to complete 
special conditions established by the court, failure to pay 
required fees (probation, court costs, fines, and restitution), 
failure to rnaintain employment, failure to inform probation of­
ficer of changes in the probationers' status (residence, marital 
si tuation, and living arrangements), aS,socia tion with known 
criminals, frequenting bars or other prohibited places, failure 
to obtain mental health counseling, absconding, and incarcera­
tion in a jail o~ prison. Enter "888888" if the officer never 
implied or indicated a potential violation in his/her casenotes. 

First Violation Report Cited Arrest 

Indicate whether or not the iS3ued violation report included an 
arrest as a reason for revoking probation. "8" means a viola­
·tion report was not issued. 

First Violation Report Cited Possession and/or Use of a Weapon 

Indicate whether or not tile issued violation report included 
possession and/or use of a weapon as'a reason for revoking pro­
bation. "8" should be used if a violation repo~t was not issued • 

First Violation Report Cited Substance Abuse (D~ugs or A,lcohol) 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report includ€d 
substance abuse a~ a reason for revoking probation. "8" means 
a violation report was not issued. 

First Violation Report Cited Failure to Report to Probation Agency 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report included 
failure to report to probation agency as a reason for revoking 
probation.' "8" means a violation report was not issued. 

First Violation Report Cited Failure to Complete Special Condi­
tions Required by the Court 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report included 
failure to comply with special conditions as a reason for revoking 
probation. Special conditions can include driving without a 
license,.· attending a drug or alcohol program, or whatever was 
ordered by the sentencing judge. Enter "8" if a violation report 
was not issueq. 

First Violation Report Cited Failure to Pay Required Fees 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report included, 
failure to maintain employment as a reason for revoking proba­
tion. Enter "8" if a violation report was not i~sued. 

18 First Violation Report Cited Failure to Maintain Employment 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report included 
failure to maintain employment as a reason for revoking pro­

,bation. Enter "8" if a violation report was not issued. 
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First Violation Report Cited Failure to Inform Probation Officer 
of Changes in Status 

Indi~ate whether or not the issued violation report included 
failure to inform the pronation officer of any significant changes 
in the person's life such as a new residence 'or marital status. 
Enter "8~ if a violation report was not issued, 

Firs-c Violation Report Cited Association with Known Criminals ex 
Freguenting Bars or Other Prohibited Places 

'; 
,! 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report included 
association with known criminals and/or frequenting bars or other : 
prohibited places. Enter "8" if a violation report was not issued. ;j 

I, 

First Violation Report Cited Failure to Obtain Mental Health 
Counsel 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report included 
.failure to obtain men"cal health counsel as a reason for revoking 
probation. Enter "8" if a violation report was not issued. 

First Violation Report Cited Absconding 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report included 
absconding as a reason for revoking probation. Absconding 
requires .the issuing of a warrant for continuous failure. to appear. 
Enter "8" if a violation report was not issued. . 

First Violation Report cited Incarceration in Jailor Prison 

Indicate whether or not 'the issued violation report included in­
carceration in jailor prison as a reason for revoking probationo 
Enter "8" if a violation report was, not issued. 

Date of Second Violation Report Issued 

Enter the date (month, day, year) that the second technical vio­
lation report was issued. Right adjust all days and months 
separately so that January 5, 1979 is coded as .. ~Ol 05 79". Enter 
"888888" if no report was issued and "999999" if the date is 
unknown. 

Second Violation Report cited Arrest 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report included 
arrest as a reason for revoking probation. Enter "8" if a vio­
lation report was not issued. 

Second Violation Report Cited Possession or Use of a Weapon 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report included pos­
session and/or use of a weapon as a reason for revoking probation. 
"8" should be used if a violation report was not issued. ' 
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32 Second Violation Report Cited Substance Abuse 

Indicate wbether or not the issued violation report included 
substance abuse as a reason for revoking probation. "8" means 
a violation report was not issued. 

33 Second Violation Report cited Failure to Report to Probation 
Agency 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report included 
failure to rep9rt to probation agency as a reason for revoking 
probation. "8" m~ans a violation report was not issued. 

34 Second Violation Report Cited Failure to ~omplete Special 
Condi tions Re';luired by the Court 

Indicate whether' or not. the issued violation report included 
failure to comply with special conditions as.a reason ~o: 
revoking probation. Special conditions can ~nclude dr~v~ng 
without a license, attending a drug or alcohol program, or 
whatever was ordered by the sentencing judge. Enter "8" if 
a violation report was not issued. 

35 Second Violation Report Cited Failure to Pay Required Pees 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report inciuded 
failure to pay required fees as a reason for revoking proba-. 
tion. "8" means a violation report was not issued. 

36 Second Violation Report cited Failure to Maintain EmploYTent 

Indicate whether or not the issu'·ad violation report ~ncluded 
failurQ to maintain employment as a reason for re~ok~ng pro­
bat1on. Enter "8" if a violation report was not ~ssued. 

37 

38 

39 

Second Violation Report Cited Failure to Inform Probation 
Officer of Changes in Status 

Indicate whether 'or not.the issued violation repc:>rt.i~cluded 
failure to inform the probation officer of any,s~gn~f~cant , 
chang~s in the person's life such as a n~w res~de~ce or mar~tal 
status. Enter "8" if a violation report was not ~ssued. 

Second Violation Report Cited Ass~c~ation with Known Criminals 
or Frequenting Bars or Other Proh~b~ted Places 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report included 
association with known criminals and/or frequenting bars or 
other prohibited places. Enter "8" if a violation report was 
not issued. 

Second Violation Report Cited Failure to Obtain Mental Health 
Counseling 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report included 
failure to obtain mental health counseling as a reason for 
revoking prpbat:i,on. Enter "8" if a violation report was not 
issued. 
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Second Violation Report Cited Absconding 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report included 
absc~nding aS,a r 7ason for revoking probation. Absconding 
requ~res the ~ssu~ng of a warrant for continuous failure to 
appear. Enter "8" if a violation report was not issued. 

Second Violation Report Cited Incarceration in Jailor Prison 

Indicate whether or not the issued violation report included 
incarceration in jailor prison as a reason for revoking 
probation. Enter "8" if a violation report was not issued. 

Probation Revoked 

Indicate whether or not probation was revoked. Enter "8" if 
not ~ppl'icable and "9" for unknown .. , 

Consequences of Revocation 

Indicate the result of the administrative hearing reVOking 
probation for this probationer. If probation was not 
reVOked, enter "8" i enter "9',' if this information is unknown. 

Length of Consequences (months) 

Enter the length of the sen~ence or confinement resulting 
from the revocation. Enter "88" if probation was not revoked 
and "99" if unknown. 

Number of Convictions 

Enter the total number of convictions the probationer has had 
since placement on probation. Do not include those convictions 
that resulted from arrests prior to placement on probation. 
Enter "0" if the person was arrested but not convicted "8" £f 
not arrested nor convicted, and "9" if unknown. ' 

Conviction I 

Refer to Appendix A: Offense Code ,Sheet. Enter the appropriate 
code referring to the conviction offense. If there are more than 
two convictions use the procedures' in Appendix A to determine 
which offenses to include. Enter "888888" if not applicable. 

Sentence I 

Indica·t:.e the type of sentence a",?arded for the new conviction. 
If more than one condition of a sentence is given, specify whqt 
the remaining conditions are (i.e., probation plus fines, jail, 
etc.) • 

Enter "88" for no new sentence and "99" for uunknown u • 
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59-60 

c 

61-62 

c 

63-68 

, 
..... " 

69-70 

\ ' 
:' 

, c:-' 
" 

71-74 

78-80 

CARD 11 

1-5 

6-7 

-~---......,..~'~ - .,-'_.--'­

~'..~ . I,:,; ..... 

Fines 

Enter the total dollar value of fines that were assessed by the 
court for this conviction. "8888" means not applicable/none and 
"9999" means unknown or to be determined. . 

Sentence Length (months) 

Ente:r' the total number of months that the probationer is required 
to serve for all non-confinement sanctions (probation, suspended 
sentence, court parole, probation continued, etc.). En,ter" 88" 
for not applicable and "99" for unknown. 

Confinement' Length (months) 

Enter the total number of months that the probationer is required 
to spend incarcerated (jailor prison) as a result of this new 
conviction. Place "01" in the bo~ if the sentence requires more 
than 24 hours but less than 30 days in jail. Enter "88" for not 
applicable and "99" for unknown. 

Conviction 2 

Refer to Appendix A: Offense Code Sheet. Enter the appropriate 
code referring to the conviction offense. If there are more than 
two convictions, use the procedure in Appendix A to determine 
which offense to include. 

Sentence 2 

Indicate the type of sentence awarded for the new conviction. 
If more than one condition of a sentence is given, specify what 
the remaining condi~ions are (i.e., probation plus fines, jail, 
etc. ) • 

Enter "88" for no new sentence and "99" for "unknown". 

Fines 2 

Enter the total dollar value of fines that were assessed by 
court for this conviction. "8888" means none/not applicable and 
"9999" means unknown or to be determined. 

"IIO 

Identifier 
-, 

Duplicate from CARD 8. 

Sentence Length (months) 

Enter the total number of months that the probationer is required 
to serve for all non-confinement sanctions (probation, suspended 
sentence, court parole,probation continued, etc.). Enter "B8" 
for not applicable and "99" for unknown. 
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COLUMNS 

8-9 

10 

11-12 

13-14 

.15 

16-21 

22 

23-28 

-18-

Confinement Length (months) 

Enter the total number of months that the probationer is.required 
to sHend incarcerated' (jail or pris~n) as a result of t~~s new 
conviction. Place "01" in the box ~f the sentence requ~res more 
than 24 hours but less than 30 days in jail. Enter "88" for not 
applicable and "99" for unknown. 

Number of Probation Officers 

Ent'er the total number of probation officers the pro1?a~io~er. has 
had during his probation tenure. "7" .is the upper 1~m7t ~nd~­
cating seven or more officers. "8" indicates not appl~cable and 
"9" means unknown. 

Leng'c,h of Probation Officer 1 (months) 

Enter the total number of months the probationer has been under 
supervision for each assigned officer. If there were more than 
two officers, enter the assignments which ~asted the longest 

. period of time. Place an "88" in boxes wh~ch exceed the number 
of probation officers and "99" if the number of months is unknown. 

Length of Probation' Officer 2 -(months)-

Enter the total number of months the probationer has been under 
supervision for each assigned officer. If there were more than 
two officers, enter the assignments which ~asted the longest 
period of time. Place an "88" in boxes whJ,ch exceed the number. 
of probation officers and "99" if the number of months is unknown. 

Changes in Supervision Levell 

Enter the aEpropriate code describing the first change in super­
vision level. 

Date of Change 1 
. \ ' ....• . 
Enter the date (month, day, year) that the first change in super­
vision level was secured. Right adjust all days and months 

1979 ' d d as "01 05 79". Enter separately so that January 5, ~s co e 
"888888" if no change occurred and "999999" if the date is unknown. 

Change in Supervision Level 2 

Enter the appropriate code describing the second change in super­
vision level. 

Date of Chan~ 

.~ Enter the date (month, day, year) that the second change in super­
:vision level occurred. Right adjust all days and months separately 
so ~hat January 5, 1979 is coded as "01 05 7~". Enter "888888" if 
'no change occurred and "999999" if the date ~s unknown. 

29 Change in supervision Level 3 

Enter the appropriate code describing the third change in super­
vision level. 
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COLUMNS 

30-35 

36 

37-38 

78-80 

--------------~-------~-

Date of Change 3 

E~t7r the date (month, day, year) that the third change in super­
v~s~on level occurred. Right adjust all days and months separately 
~o that January 5, 1979 is coded as "01 05 79". Enter "888888" . 
~f no change occurred and "999999" if the date is unknown. 

Transfer to Another CountY/State 

Indicate whether or not this case has been transferred to another 
c~un~y or state. If so, please be as specific as possible in 
l~st~ng the agency currently supervising the probationer. 

Termination ,> 

Indicate the condition which applies to this probationer at the 
time of coding. Absconding means that a warrant was issued for 
the person's arrest. 
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CARD '8 

16-17 

40-41 

FOLLOW-UP CODEBOOK 
" 

ADDENDUM 

'. Face-to-Face Contact 1 • 

(This applies to Face-to-Face Contact 2-12 cols. 18-39.) 

If a probationer appears for a visit and speaks with another pro­
bation officer, include this as a face-to-face contact. Exclude 
incidents where the probationer carne in to change an appointment, 
but did not speak to the· officer. 

Collateral contact 1 

(Th'is applies to Collateral Contact 2-12 cols. 42-63.) 

Collateral contacts do not include calls to change the date or 
time of a scheduled appOIntment. 

Include as a collateral contact any chance meetings the proba­
tioner and officer have where there is an actual verbal exchange 
of information (i.e., met on the streets). Do not include any 
incidents where the officer sees the probationer but does not 
talk with him/her. 

64 Employment Status 

66 

CARD 9 

19 

"Unemployable" (code 4) also refers to incidents where the pro­
bationer cannot work because he/she is responsible for the care 
of an ill member of the family. 

Full-time employment status (code 2) should be given to any pro­
bationer who worked two regular part-time jobs during the proba­
tion period. Also, a construction worker is considered full-time 
unless the notes state that he/she works periodically for dif~ 
ferent companies. 

Number of Jobs During Probation Period 

If a person has the same job (either a full-time and part-time 
job Or two part-time jobs running concurrently) ana does not 
change jobs during the ~ntire probation period, .consider this 
one job. 

The category is trying to capture stability In employment during 
the probation period. 

Referred to Counselor 

The category counselor excludes those already covered by other 
variables. In incidents where the casenotes refer to the "out­
patient drug counselor" (or any other counselor covered by other 
variables) as a counselor, record the contact or other informa­
tion under the appropriate contact. 

School counselors who function pS career guidance counselors are 
excluded from this category. 
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22 

23 

Referred to Community Service 

~f the community service is a condition of probation, enter "0" 
for no in the referral to community service category. 

Probationer contact with Community Service 

If the community service was a requirement of probation, enter 
uI" for yes if the probationer had contact with the agency. 
Do not consider this to he"self-initiated (code 2). Indicate 
type of community service. 

68 Number of Known Letters of Violation Sent 

CARD 10 

6-11 

CARD 11 

10 

37-38 

This'refers to informal warnings sent to the probationer. 
(Informal in the sense that the court is not notified that the 
letters are being sent.) 

Earliest Date of Technical Violation Report Behavior Noted In 
Catenates 

If a formal technical violation report was issued, reco~d the 
date of the earliest behavior problems noted in the casenotes. 
This behavior does not necessarily have to be any of the reasons 
cited in the violation report. 

Number of Probation Officers 

If the probation officer was not in the office at the time of 
the appointment and the probationer spoke with another officer, 
do not consider this to be a transfer to another officer. 

This question refers to the number of times the probationer 
was transferred to another officer. 

Termination 

The following codeS are to be used i£ applicable: 

14 - transferred 

IS revocation or warrant pending 

16. - probation extended through modification (please specify 
length of extension and reason) 

17 - probation by mail (please specify reason) . 
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FOLLOW-UP CODESHEET 

Identifier [ I 
2 3 4 5 

Probationer's 
~--~----~~~----~~--name last first middle' 

Case # 

6 7 8 9 

Face to face contact 1 
o - none 
1 - one 
7 - seven or more 
8 - not applicable 
9 unknown 

Face to face contact 2 

Face to face contact 3 

Face to face contact 4 

Face to face contact 5 

Face to face contact 6 

Face to face contact 7 

Face to face contact 8 

Face to face contact 9 

Face to £ace contact 10 

Face to face contact 11 

Face to face contact 12 

initial 

I I 
10 11 12 13 14 15 

rn 
16 17 

W 
rn 

20 21 

OJ 
22 23 

m 
21t 2S 

rn 
26 27 

CD 
28 29 

ITJ' 
30 31 

rn 
32 33 

ITJ 
34 35 

[J] 
36 37 

.~ 13J 

CODER ----------------
DATE -----------------

Collateral contact 1 
o - none 
1 - one 
7 - seven or more 
8 not applicable 
9 - unknown 

Collateral contact 2 

Collateral contact 3 

Collateral contact 4 

Collateral contact 5 

Collateral contact 6 

Collateral contact 7 

-. 
Collateral contact 8 

Collateral contact 9 

Collateral contact 10 

Collateral contact 11 

Collateral contact l2 

Employment status 
1 unemployed 
2 - employed full-time 
3 - employed part-time 
4 - unemployable 
9 -'unknown 

[JJ 
40 41 

co 
OJ 

44 45 

w 
OJ 

48 49 

rn 
so S1 

[II 
52 53 

IT] 
54 SS 

rn 
56 57 

rn 
58 S9 

W 
IT] 

62 63 

o 
64 
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C 

C. 

C. 

;0 

School status 
I - vocational training 
2 - in school full-time 
3 - in school part-time 
4 - G.E.D. classes 
8 - not applicable/none 
9 - unknown 

Number of jobs during 
probation period 

Referral to employment 
agency 

o - no 
I - yes 

Probationer contact with 
employment agency 

0 - no 
I - yes 
2 - yes - self-initiated 
8 - not applicable 

Total number of probation 
officer contacts with 
employment agency 

o - none 
I - one 
7 - seven or more 
8 - not applicable 

Referred tq residential 
alcohol treatment. 

o - no 
I - yes 

Probationer contact 
with residential 
alcohol program 

o - no 
I - yes 
2 - yes - self-initiated 
8 - not applicable 

o 
65 

0 
66 

D 
67 

0 
68 

·0 
69 

o 
7Q 

o 
71 

-2-

" 

Total number of probation 
officer contacts with 
residential alcohol program 

o - none 
I - one 
7 - seven or more 
8 - not applicable 

Referred to outpatient 
alcohol treatment 

o - no 
I - yes 

Probationer contact with 
outpatient alcohol treat­
ment 

o 
I 
2 
8 

- none 
- yes 
- yes 
- not 

- self-ini tiatl~~d 
applicable 

Total number of probation 
officer contacts with out­
patient alcohol treatment 

o - none 
I - one 
7 - seven or more 
8 - not .applicable 

Referred to residential 
drug program 

o - no 
I - yes 

Probationer contact with 
residential drug program 

o - no 
I - yes 
2 - yes - self-initiated 
8 - not applicable 

78 

CARD 9 

Identifier 
1 2 3 

o 
72 

o 
73 

o 
7S 

o 
76 

o 
n 

79 80 

l ./ 
5 

(\ 

o 

o 

·0 .: 

o 

o 

,0 

o 

, . o 

I 

.' ," 
Total number of probation 
officer contacts with 
residential drug program 

o - none 
I -. pne 
7 .' 'seven or more 
8 - not applicable 

Referred to outpatient 
drug program 

o - no 
I - yes 

Probationer contact with 
outpatient drug program 

o - no 
I - yes 
2 - yes - self-initiated 
8 not applicable 

Total number of probation 
officer contacts with 
outpatient drug program 

o - none 
I - one 
7 - seven or more 
8 - not applicable 

Referred fo~ p~ychological 
testing/diagnosis 

Q.,- no 
I - yes 

Probationer obtained psycho­
logical testing/diagnosis 

o - no 
I - yes 
2 - yes - self-initiated 
8 - not applicable 

Total number of probation 
officer contacts with 
agency administering 
the tests 

o - none 
I - one 
7 - seven or more 
8 not applicable 

Referred to inpatient 
mental health treatment 

o - no 
I - yes 

o 
6 

o 
7 

o 
8 

t1 
9 

D 
10 

o 
11 

[J 
12 

o 
13 

. ~--,- ,"'<.....--.'---..<..~~_,,~ ....... -"'4.<~""'_~...:.-;_. ~.~. ~,..c~_~""'~=-....:=.c.~=-:::=:::::::..:.:::.:,:/:!~ 

" 
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Probationer contact with 
inpatient mental health 
treatment 

o - no 
I - yes 
2 - yes - self-initiated 
8 - not applicable 

Total number of probation 
officer contact with in­
patient mental health 
treatment 

o - none 
I one 
7 - seven or more 
8 - not applicable 

Referred to outpatient 
mental health program 

o - no 
I - yes 

Probationer contact with 
outpatient mental health 
practitioner 

o - no 
I - yes 
2 - yes - self-initiated 
8 - not applicable 

Total number of probation 
o:t'ficer contacts with 

,,' outpatient mental health 
practitioner 

o - none 
I - one 
7 - seven or more 
8 - not applicable 

Referred to counselor 
o - no 
I - yes 

Probationer contact with 
counselor 

o - no 
I - yes 
2 - yes - self-initiated 
8 - not applicable 

o 
14 

o 
16 

0 
17 

0 
18 

o 
19 

o 
20 
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Total number of probation 
officer contacts with 
counselor 

o - none 
1 - one 
7 - seven or more 
8 - not applicable 

Referral to community 
service 

o - n.Q 
~ ~ yes 

Probationer contact 
with community service 

o - no ' 
1 - yes 
2 - yes - self-initiated 
8 - not applicable 

Total number of probation 
officer contacts with 
community service 

o - none 
1 - one 
7 - seven or more 
8 - not applicable 

Amount of fines paid 

Amount of court 
costs paid 

Amount of 
restitution 
paid 

Amount of proba­
tion fees paid 

Number of arrests 
1 - one 
7 - seven 
8 - not applicablel 

none 

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

-4-

o 
21 

o 
22 

o 
23 

o 
24 

25 26 21 2B 

I I 
29 30 31 32 

I I I 
33 34 35 36 

I I 
~ 38 39 40 

Arrest 1 __ 1 ___ 1_-1 ___ / 
43 45 It6 47 

Date of 
arrest 1 _--_1----_1 , ____ I 

49 so 51 52 53 

Arrest 2 ___ I ____ ~/ ___ I ____ ~I 
55 56 !i1 58 59 

Date of 
arrest 2 ------I_--~/----~I 

60 61 62. 63 ' 61+ 65 

Number of known failures IT] 
to report ' 

00 - none 66 61 

01 - one 
87 - eighty-seven or more 

Number of known letters 
of violation sent 

o - none 
- 1 - one 

7 - seven or more 

Number of technical 
violation reports 
issued 

o - none 
1 - one 
7 - seven or more 

o 
68 

o 
69 

I. ,. I D Date of 
first tech­
nical viola­
tion report 
issued 

70 71 12 73 71+ 15 

CARD 10 

Identifier I I I I. 
1 2 3 " 5 

Earliest date I I / 
of technical -6----~7 -8----~9 -1-0---1~1 

violation' 
report behavior 
noted in the 
casenotes 

:.ii ---

, . 

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

o 

\ o 

o 

..-

First.violation 
report cited: 

arrest 
o - no 
1 - yes 
8 - not applicable 

possession or use of 
a weapon 

o 
12 

o 
13 

substance abuse 0 
(drugs or alcohol) 

14 

failure to report 
to probation agency 

failure to complete 
special conditions 
required by court 

failure to pay 
required fees 

failure to main­
tain employment 

failure to inform 
probation officer 
of changes in 
residence, marital 
status, etc. 

association with 
known criminals, 
frequenting bars 
or other pro­
hibited places 

failure to obtain 
mental health 
counseling 

absconding 

o 
15 

o 
16 

o 
17 

o 
18 

o 
19 

o 
o 

21 

o 
22.' 

-5-

in jailor 
incarcerated 

• 

o 
23 

~ Date of second 
'technical vio­
lation report 
issued 

___ I I I' 
25 26 27 -28----29 

Second violation 
report cited: 

arrest 
o - no 
1 - yes 

24 

8 - not applicable 

possession or use 
of a weapon 

substance abuse 

failure to report 
to probation agency 

failure .to~complete 
special conditions 
required by court 

failure to pay 
required fees 

failure to main­
tain employment 

failure to inform 
probation officer 
of changes in 
residence, marital 
status, etc. 

o 
30 

o 
31 

o 
32 

o 
33 

o 
36 

association with 0 
known criminals, 
frequenting bars 38 

or other pro-
hibited places 

I 

I 
't 
i 
I 
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c 

'e 

failure to obtain 
"mental health 
counseling 

absconding 

in jailor 
incarceration 

Probation revoked 
o - no 
1 - yes 
8 not applicable 
9 unknown 

Consequences of 
revocation 

o 
39 

o 
ItO 

o 
1t1 

o 
1t2 

o 
1 - confinement in jail 1t3 

2 confinement in prison 
3 confinement in other 

institution 
4 probation extended 
5 - confinement in mental 

institution 
6 - other 
8 - not applicable 
9 unknown 

Length of conse- ~ 
quences (months) ~ 

Number of convictions 
o - none 
1 - one 
7 - seven or more 
8 not applicable 
9 unknown 

Convic-

lt4 ItS 

o 
1t6 

tions 1 ___ / ____ ~/ ___ / ______ / 
1t7 ItS 1t9 50 51 52 

-6-

. :.- .. 
• 

Sentence 1 
fine 
jail 

01 -
02 -
03.- fines and jail , 
O~ - suspended sentence 
05 prison 
06 probation 

07 

10 

11 

12 
13 
14 
15 

88 -
99 

Fines 1 

continued 
probation and 
fines 
split sentence 
(jail & probation) 
probation with 
other sentences 
restitution 
public service 
weekends in jail 
weekends in jail 
and probation 
not applicable 
unknown 

Sentence length 
(months) 

Confinement 
length (months) 

CD 
53 54 

I I I I I 
55 56 57 sa 

W 
CD 

61 62 

Conviction 2 ___ / ____ ~/ ___ / / 
63 6It 65 66 -::fj1:----:-68~ 

Sentence 2 
fines 01 

02 
03 
04 
05 
06 

- jail 

07 -

10 

11 

12 
13 -
14 
15 

88 
99 

fines and jail 
suspended sentence 
prison 
probation 
continued 
probation and 
fines 
split sentence 
(jail & probation) 
probation with 
other sentences 
restitution 
public service 
weekends in jail 
weekends in jail 
and probation 
not applicable 
unknown 

CD 
69 70 

::i --. 

J • 

C\ 

o 

CODE SHEET 

Fines 2 

CARD 11 

Identifier 

Sentence length 
(months) 

Confinement 
length (months) 

o Number of proba-
tion officers 

o - none 
1 - one 
7 - seven or more 

() 
Length of "probation 
officer 1 (months) 

Length of probation 
o officer 2 (months) 

o 

,0 

Changes in super­
vision level 1 

o - no change 
1 intensive to medium 
2 intensive to minimum 
3 medium to intensive 
4 medium to minimum 
5 minimum to medium 
6 minimum to intensive 

-7-

71 71. 73 71t 

I I I I I 
1 2 3 It 5 

rn 
6 7 

rn 
8 9 

o 
10 

rn 
11 12 

OJ 
13 lit 

o 
15 

Date of 
change 1 ----~/----~/----~/ 

16 17 18 19 20 21 

Changes in super­
visio:n level 2 

o - no change 
1 intensive to medium 
2 intensive to minimum 
3 medium to intensive 
4 medium to m~n~mum 
5 m~n~mum to medium 
6 minimum to intensive 

o 
22 

Date of 
change 2 ----~/----~/----~/ 

21t 25 26 27 

Change in super­
vision level 3 

o - no change 
1 intensive to medium 
2 intensive to minimum 
3 medium to intensive 
4 medium to minimum 
5 m~n~mum to medium 
6 minimum to intensive 

28 

o 
29 

Date of 
chang'e 3 ----~/----~/----~./ 

30 31 32 33 3lt 35 

Transferred to another 
county/state 

o - no 
1 - yes 

If yes, please fill in the 
following: 

Probation department 

o 
36 

Address 
------------s~t-r-e-e~t-------------

county state zip code 

Officer or contact person 

... --
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Termination 
01 - revoked 
02 early discharge 
03 normal discharge 
04 died, natural causes 
05 died during commis-

sion of criminal acts 
06 died fror:. sabstance 

abuse 
07 died, unknown causes 
10 suicide 
11 - ,absconded 
12 incarcerated 
13 - continued on 

probation 

OJ 
37 38 

7e 79 00 

---------~,~~ - -- - ----- -----------------------------

o 
-8-

o 

o 

o 

o 

APPENDIX B 

o 
SOME CHARACTERIS'rICS OF THE SAl-IPLE 
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- ALL, SITES KANE COUNTY SUFFOLK COUNTY 
N=507 N=102 N=127 

( 
CH~..RACTERISTICS NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PE:R~CENT 

91"''':rTENCE 
~~ingle Offense 406 80 93 91 97 76 

Multiple Of-
fense 92 18 9 9 29 23 

M:i,ssing values 6 2 0 0 1 1 
507 100 . 102 100 127 100 

RACE 
White 346 68 70 69 100 79 

Black 116 23 30 29 16 13 

Other 29 6 1 1 8 6 

Missing va.lues 16 3 1 1 3 2 
507 100 102 100 127 100 

SEX 
Male 390 77 86 84 111 87 

Female 111 22 16 16 16 13 

Missing values 6 1 0 0 0 0 
507 100 102 '100 127 100 

MARITAL STATUS 
Single 296 59 59 58 89 

,. 70 -
Married 109 21 17 17 20 16 

Other 87 17 24 2~ 17 13 

Missing values 15 3 2 2 1 1 
507 100 102 100 127 100 

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS 

Not employed 137 27 36 35 36 28 

Employed - 316 62 5.2 51 83 65 

Not employable 33 7 7 7 7 6 

Missing values 41 4 7 7 1 1 

507 100 102 100 127 100 

•. r:f" " .-". - .).l._ 

----------"----

FLORIDA 
N=278 

NUMBER PERCEN'I 

216 78 

54 19 
8 3 

278 100 

176 63 
85 31 

5 2 
12 4 

278 100 

193 69.4 
79 28.4 

6 2.2 
278 100.0 

148 53 
72 26 
46 17 
12 4 

278 100 

65 23 
181 65 

19 7 
13 5 

278 100 

• .. -

" ~~~~~~~g~;~.,-/ .. :~ 
. ' , 

-' , 
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o 

ALL SITES KANE COUNTY 
N=507 N=102 

CHARACTERISTICS NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT o LIVING ARRANGE-
MENTS AT TIME OF 
ARREST 

With oth(:rs 460 91 94 92 
Alone 29 6 3 3 
Ot,.her 2 0 1 1 

o Missing values 16 3' 4 4 
507 100 102 100 

PLANNED LIVING 
ARRANGEMENTS 

o With others 454 89 94 92 
Alone 29 6 3 3 
Other 3 1 2 2 
Missing values 21 4 3 3 

507 100 102 100 

ALCOHOL ABUSE 
Use denied 273 54 68 67 
Problem drin-
ker/alcoholic 121 24 31 30 

Missing values 113 22 3 3 
507 100 102 100 

DRUG ABUSE 
Used denied 301 59 62 61 
Problem user/ 

addict 81 25 38 37 
Missing values 125 16 2 2 

507 100 102 100 

" 

PAST MENTAL 
HEALTH 
. Inpatient .33 7 17 17 
Outpatient 31 6 0 0 
Both 8 1 {) 0 
Missing values 435 86 85 83 

507 100 102 100 

I}-- : 

i 

;. .~._,,,~,,~Ii,.~"ill!,;:;;;;'ii\lI'.Ml!:>\il',;r~~-~--· 

I . 
..' 

SUFFOLK COUNTY FLORIDA 
N=127 N-278 

NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 

118 93 248 89 
7 5 19 7 
0, Q 1 0 
2 2 10 4 

127 100 278 100 

. 
116 91.3 244 88 

8 6.3 18 6 
0 0.0 1 0 
3 2.4 15 6 ! • 

127 100.0 278 100 

80 63 125 45 

45 35 45 39 
2 2 108 16 

127 100 278 100 

99 78 140 50 

26 20 17 6 
2 2 121 44 

127 100 278 100 

3 2 13 5 
20 16 11 4 

3 2 5 2 
101 80 249 89 
127 100 278 100 
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CHARACTERISTICS 
PRESENT MENTAL 
HEALTH 
Inpatient 
Outpatient 
Both 
Missing values 

TYPE OF WEAPON 
Firearm 
Knife 
Other 
Missing values 

. 
PHYSICAL HARM 
ENSUED 

None 
Bodily 
Death 
Missing values 

STATUS AT TIME 
OF ARREST 
First time 

, Other 
Missing values 

-3-

ALL SITES KANE COUNTY 
N=507 N=102 

NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 

9 2 4 4 
19 4 1 1 

1 0 0 0 
478 94 97 95 
507 100 102 100 

11 2 3 3 
7 2 2 2 

17 3 4 4 
472 93 93 91 
507 100 102 100 

423 83 92 90 
54 11 8 8 

1 a a 0 
29 6 2 2 

507 100 I 102 100 

.. 

246 48 28 27 
248 49 73 72 

13 3 1 1 
507 100 102 100 

. 

SUFFOLK COUNTY 
N=1~7 

NUMBER PERCENT 

2 2 
12 9 

1 1 
112 88 
127 100 

6 5 
3 2 

10 8 
108 85 
127 100 

107 84 
19 15 

1 1 
a 0 

127 100 

73 57 
54 43 

. a a 
127 100 

FLORIDA 
N=278 

NUMBER PERCENT 

3 1 
6 2 
0 0 

269 97 
278 100 

. 
2 1 
2 1 
3 1 

271 97 
278 '100 

224 80 
27 10 

0 a 
27 10 

278 100 

145 52 
121 44 

12 4 
.' 278 100 
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