
National Criminal Justice Reference Service 

nCJrs 
This microfiche was produced from documents received for 
inclusion in the NCJRS data base. Since NCJRS cannot exercise 
control over the physical condition of the documents submitted, 
the individual frame quality will vary. The resolution chart on 
this frame may.be used to evaluate the document quality. 

MICROCOPY RESOLUTION TEST CHART 
• • • -NATIONAL BUREAU qF STANDARDS'1963~A 

Microfilm'ing procedures used to create this fiche comply with 
the standards set forth in 41CFR 101-11:504: 

Points of view or opinions stated in this doc'ument are 
those oHhe author(s) and do not represent the official 
position or policies of the U. S. Department of Justice. 

National Institute of Justice 
United States Department of Justicle 
Washington, D. C. 20531 0 

.. ' 

l' 

~'. J) .. , ,.:", 

: 7~~~~2 \ 

. ; 

" ·I~ . 

. . 

If you have issues viewing or accessing this file contact us at NCJRS.gov.



\ 

If,_, 

~. 

II 
Ii .... ,;' . .' 0 II . 

. : \\ 
~~ ..... ::~::::::;:.::~:.'::::~;;;!1:;Z:l:_!;:.-~~~ __ ~ __ ~-... __ .... "_ ... _. _ _r~~\~ 

". 'j 

"rn" , ;J '.' .. ' \.1 

, 

I'D.,l: 
, '\: ; , 

;~' ; i'l' 
, 

~ 

~ . ':'1 

0 
' ''1-1 D , \1 

G 
0 

GUIDE TO ILLI~OIS PAROLE AND 

RELEASE "\DATA 

July 19'79 
Second edition"December 1980 

By Carolyn Rebecc~ Block 
Statistical Analysis. Center 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEMS 
J. David Coldren, Di~~~ctor 

ILLIN9IS LAW ENFORCEMENT COM~ISSION 
Daniel W. Weil, Chai:rtna,Il 

William Holland, Acting Exec~tive Director 

U,!? Department of Justice 
Na'lIonal Institute of Justice 

This document has been reproduced exactly as recelV6
'
d from the 

person or organization originating it. Points of view or opiniqns stated 
I' in this document are those of the authors and do"hot necessarily 
,I represent the official position ,or pqlicies of the National Im,titule of 

Justice. . .' 

Permission to reproduce this Q.~ ri!!lIled material has beM 
granted by 

Illinois Law Enforcement 
Commission 

to the National Criminal Justice Reference Service (NCJRS). 

Further reproduction outside of the NCJRS system requires perm Is- ' 
sion of the~ owner. 

", 
/) 

1'·~.·-

,J 

'j 

J 

J 
} 
j 

j 
! 

1\ "'[', 

I
j

,\ '.~ 

1 '\ ~f /' 
! '~~; 

____________________________ ~ ______________ _L~ 

:0 
:0 
'0 
'0 

o 
o 

~lJ 

o 
u 
o 
o 
u 
u 
[J 

":0 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

This;,guide could not have been written w'ithout the help and advice of those 

p~ople who are responsible for collecting and maintaining Illinois parole data. Most 

of these people seemed to be genuinely concerned with maintaining accurate data 

and ma1~:ing them available to Users. Although this guide' discusses' a number of 

problems with the qualify and availability of parole data, I am optimistic that these 

problems can be solved. My optimism is based on the generally favorable resp.,onse 

to this guide as the first step in improving the data. I would particularly like to 

thank the fOllowing people for their contributions: John Henning, Perry Edelman 

and Severin Wellinghoff of the Department of Corrections' Planning and Research 

Unit, Deborah K. Campbell of the Department of Corrections Information Systems 

Division's Microfilm Lhit, Phillip R. Shayne of Adult Parole Services, W. v. 
Kauffman, Executive' Oirector and Ken Dobucki, former Researcher, of the 

Prisoner Review Board, Edward Maier of the Correctional Institutions Management 
>/ ' : , ----::.. /f 

Infdrmation System, Sheldon Adelberg, Data Systerns Analyst of the U. S. Parole 

Commission, and Ellen McNeil of the Uniform Parq~e Reports. 

In addition, a number of people were quite helpful in compiling the parole 

bibliography. I would like to thank all those who responded to my requests for 
" 

cita~ions. Mary Redmond, Reference ,.Librarian of the Illinois State Library, John 

Henning of the· Department of Corrections, Jennie Boulet, Staff Associate of the 

Chicago Crime Commission, and Donald R. Jensen, Staff Consultant of the John 

Howard Association were especially helpful. 

All Statistical Analysis Center (SAC) publications are a joint effort of the 

entire SAC staff. Staff members Bob B'unker,Olip Coldren, Linda Kok, Ruth' 

Perrin and Steve Tapke read this report and made suggestions. SpeCial thanks goto 

Betty Waters, and Deborah Wheaten who typed this long and sometimes compex 

report, and to Olga McNamara, wh~. coordinated printing and distribution. 

c: 

I 
I 

I 

I 
i 
I 
.! 
I 

1 
I 
j 
j 

j 
I 
I 
J 
I 
I 
I 
J 

, 



( 
il 

r / 

II 

. ' " 

.. . 

.-
'. , 

" 

. 

/' ' 

.of\ , 
/o- F .- .' .. 

" 

lJ 
u 
0 
0 

,fJ 

0 
0 
0 
j~ 

u 
'U 
~ 

[J 

0 
[l 

r:l 

[1 

U 
I 

I 

Table of Contents 

Ackno wledg emal tS ••.• e. e •••••••••••••••••••••••• ,," ., ••••••••••••••••••••••.•• 0 •••••••••••••••••• 

Table of Contents ............................................................................... . 
Figures ••••• ! r. ••••••••••••••••••• CI •••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~= ••..•••••••.•••••. 
Tables ••• ", ••••. .:; ••• " ............................. It •••• e •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ellt •••••••••••••••••••• 

Introduc ti on.&"tH ..•• -••• •• ,.1,1. •••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• e •••••••••••••••••••••• 

The IiHnois Adult Parole and Release System 
Illi no is Parole an d Release Data •••••••••••..•••••.••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••• 

Criminal Sentencing Commission 
Prisoner Review Board ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Department of Corrections ••.••.•••.•••.•••••••••••••••.••.•••• e •••••• e ••• o •• 

Federal Parole Data •••• Qo ••••••••••••••••••• fI •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Parole and Release Decision Records: The Prisoner Review Board ••••••••••• 
Data the Board . Collects 
Data the Board Generates •••••••••••••.•.••.. I::r;.- .... e ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Decision Files 
Decision Making Worksheet 
Standard Reports ••.•••••••.••••••..••...•.••.•.••••••••.••••••••••••••••••.•••• ~. 
Uniform Parole Reports 

Manual Parole and Release Supervision Records ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Adult Parole Services 
Special Parole and Release Programs ....•.•••••••.••••••.••.••.•••••••••••••••••• 

Half-Way Houses 
Community Correctional Centers •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Model Ex-Offender Project 

Microfilm Records ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~II: •••••••• It ••••••• ~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Movement of Information to MicrOfilm 
Inclusi veness of Microfilm Reco~rds .••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Time Periods 
Contents ••••••••••••.•••••••••••• ~ •••••.•••••••.••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••.• 
Backlogs and Lost Files •••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Quali t y of Fil m Processing ••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••.••.•••.•••. ~ ••••••••••••••••• 
Access to Microfilmed Records 

Legal and Administrative Access 
Practical Access •••.••••.••.•.••••.•.......•. " .....•.•... e ....................... .. 

Computer Records ••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• (41 •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Correctional Information System: History 

Page 

i 
iii 
v 
vi 
1 

2 

3 
4 
5 

7 

10 

12 

19 

22 

24 

27 

29 

32 
33 
36 

37 

41 

Contents of CIS Files.................................................................... 42 
Standard Reports........................................................................ 43 Q,uality of CIS Data...................................................................... 44 

Validity ••••..•..•...•••.•...••.•••••.••• o............................................. 45 
Reliability •.••.•••.•..•..• "......................................................... 48 

Access to CIS Data....................................................................... 49 

Federal Parole Data.............................................................................. 51 
Manual Files 
Computer Files 

iii 

\1 

, 



~ 
.~ 

1 
1 
1 , 
I 
I 

. 
" 

Appendix A 
Criminal Sentencing Commission Interim Report ...................................... , . 57 

Appendix B . 
An Example of an Early Department of Corrections Report: •••••••••••• , ••••••••• 77 

May,1949 . 

Appendix C 
Data Sent to the Prisoner Review Board from Menard October, 1978 • ...,.... 85 

Appendix D 

Past and Present Standard Reports:Prisoner Review Board....................... 95 

AppendixE . ' . 
Illinois Dissemination Statute and Department of Correctlons •••••••••••••••••• 101 

. Administrative Regulations for Research and ,Evaluation (A.R. 900) 

Appendix F . 
Department of Corrections' Non-Disclosure Agreement........................... 105 

Appendix G . , 
Missi"g D.ata in CIS Core ,file Data Elements •.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• III 

~ ,~.'; 

Appendix H . 
Example of a CIS Resident Profile Report •••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ,. ••••••• 125 

Appendix I 
Qfficial Policy on Access to Federal Probation and Parole ••••••••••••••••••••••• 135 

, Manual Datcii 

Annotated Bibli ography ................... "' ..... ~' .. !'!e!::-:._ ....... i •••••••• ~ •• <;~ •••••••• .:~aaoo •• 1t.9 145 

Glossary •••••• -: ••••••••• ' ••••••• ~ ......................................................... ~ ••••••••• '." ••••• 161 

165 Index to Sources •••• (1~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• "., ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••• e.. '\ 

iv 

j I 
. ,~ 

. 
. " 

, ' 

I 
I 

11 
i o 
I 
j , 

p 
b 

" 

0 
\1. 0" 

0 
0 
0 
f] 

')0 
~ 

0 
0 
0 
0 
U 
[}. 

[1 

(J 

lJ 
,. 

[1 
t'r 

'?, [J 

. ..-1' 

'~],":' r,'J ",,'0 • t 

J . 

/_~'!r 

1. 

2. 

3. 

".,,'j:4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

FIGURES 

Page 

DOC Weekly Population Report, January 20, 1978........................... 6 

Draft: Prisoner Revoew Board Decision Making Worksheet.............. 8 

Uniform Parole Report Codesheets: 1978 and Earlier ••••••••••••••••••••••• 12 

Uni form Parole Report. Codesheets: 1979 ........................................ 15 

Cumulative Counseling Summary ....... e- •••••• , •••• ':.................................. 20 

Visitation Report.......................................................................... 21 
Monthly Parole' Statistic Report •.........•...................••..•...••...•......... 23 

Movement of Manual Records from Reception to Microfilm ••••••••••••• 28 

Contents and Access to Microfilmed Data ••••.••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••. 34 

Form Letter Regarding Access to Microfilm Data: 1972................. 38 

Parole Decision Making (PDM) Codesheet....................................... 52 

v 

.. 

I 

j 

,( 

" 
J' 

:~ 

D 
Ii 
:"i 
II 
I, 

.' 

t 
I, 
¥ 
j, 
I: 

r 
I. 

Ii 
ii 
I' 

}l 
,./ 
t: 
'. I-
I; 

f: 
j; 
" I; 
p 
Ii 
/' r 

, 
I. 

f 
I 

i y ,. 
! I ! 



.. , 
81 

I 
" ~ 

if 
·,·1 
i 1 Ij 

. :;, 

TABLES 

Page 

1. Location of Records by Time Period •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' ,31 

2. Per Cent'Missing: DOC-1 Institutional Population......................... 46 

3. Per Cent Missing:, DOC-l P.arole Population................................. ,47 

vi 
", 

I 
-'·<'···-,:"~'~;,1J..~;~1""'...---~'·~;---·· ~-.. ", --'-'''-''~ 

~ .. , '~'.r -; \ ~ ,. ~'. 

~~-r' ~'~~ "-.-"" •. Y"""'j::t.".....l""""-'!;!'':'~!t.r:~"~~~.:::::::::~~::'7.~~;t:t:'f~.:1:'i':' ~~:.~J~'" ~ 

, lJ [J 

!J 
0 
[1 

0 
0 
0 

,-

0 
,', 

n 
a 
o 

die 0 
., [J 

[J 

u 
o 

~ ... , lJ 

fJ 
[J 
r "i\ -"".--"~~ , 

/ , .. 

I 
I' 

II ,'" 
-~,.,------1~"""'===;::I~:=~-"""'."''''''''''''''''''"'..,,---'' 

I 

i:i 

;1 

II 

il' 

INTRQbuCTION 
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This report is a user!s guide to lllinois adult parole and supervised release 

data. The Statistical Analysis Centg~(SAC) hopes that this report will enable 
II ' 

researchers to use Illinois parole diata more easily, more frequently, more 

accurately, and more creatively. It j~so hopes that, with more frequent use, the 

quality of the data will eventually imJlrove. This report is intended to be used as a 

reference. It includes detailed deS~riPtionsof each source of adult parolr:, and 

release data in nlinois; ~,section on reoPle to contact for more information o~ for 

access to the data;' a glossary of te~ms relating to parole, past and present; and a 

bibliography of research which has u!~ed Illinois parole data. 

This report ooes not attemp1a thorough ",alysis of the quality (vali~,ty ,.-,d 
reliability) of parole data. Inste/ad, it is a general guide to the collection and 

maintenance of pirole data in mJhois, and a'lis'ting of what data are available, for 
/1 " 

which years, where the data are tkept and how to gain access to them. Other than 

determining whether., the data ;~e really there, that is, the percent missing,we 

have not made a systematic study of validity or reliability. However, there have 

been several recent analyses of data quality, particularly a report by Eldeen 

Feuerstahler done in mid 1976 (Feuerstahlef 1976.) Where such a secondary source 

as to data quality existS~ it is noted. 

The remainder of this Introduction is a brief overview of Illinois ,adult parole 

data and an introduction to the more detailed sections of this report. 1 

The Illinois Adult Parole and Release System 

Speaking of the l11inois t'parole" system is, in a sense, a misnomer. Illinois has 

just converted from an indeterminate to a determinate sentencing system,a result 

of Public Act 8'0-1.099,-no~ codified in lUinoisRevised Statutes' thap.ter38~' v,i'fiid,' 

becarrie effecnve- 00' Feoruary 1,:1978.1: This "iaw 'createcrar1e-w"cate'gory-for ,,' 

1Ch• 38, ~ 1005-10-1 & 2 (Supp. 177.) This is also known as House Bill 1500 and as 
the Amendatory Act of 1977. We shall refer to it here as PA 80-1099. A CQPY is in 
the ~tatistical Analysis Center Library. 
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ff Class X set determinate prison terms and supervised release serious 0 enses1 , 

terms for all classes of offense, changed the Parole and Pardon Board to the 

Prisoner Review Board and made it completely independent of the Department of 

Corrections (DOC) with different functions than it previously had, and created the 

Criminal Sentencing Commission to study the effects of the law. (F.or. definiti~ns 

of these terms, see the Glossary.) The Criminal Sentencing Commlsslon Interim 

Report, Appendix A, reviews the law. 

For those sentenced under the new law, parole no longer exists. Instead, 

there is a fixed release date, assuming good time, set by law at the beginn~n.g of the 

terln. On this date, prisoners will be released for a period of supervlslon. also 

defined by law (see Glossary.) The Prisoner Review Board determines what degree 

of sLpervision is necessary, .. may set special conditions for parole if it chooses, hears 

all cases of violation of supervision and is the "court of last resort" for "loss of 

good conduct credit" cases. People who were sentenced before the enactment c of 
.... . h .. f less than PA 80-1099 and who have indeterminate sentences Wlt a mlnImUm 0 

twenty years are given a choice of taking a fixed .release ~te (which can ~e 

reduced by good time) or continuing under their current status. Once they deCIde 

to take a fixed release date, the decision is final. 

Thus, parole 'still exist~ in lllinois for some people sentenced under the. law 

prior to PA 80-1099.. There are1 in fact, a number of kinds of release from prIson, 

such as parole, final discharge or release, mandatory supervised release, mandC!tory 

b The Prisoner Review Board also release under supervision, and release y statute.. '. 

has "minimum" cases and "continued" cases before it. All these terms are defmed 

in the glossary. 

Illinois Parole and Release Data 

Criminal Sentencing Commission 

PA 80-1099 not only established determinate sentent;ing, but also set up a 

.. to study the effects of determinate sentencing, the twelve member commlSSlon . 
., (Ch 3ag 1005-10~1 & 2 Supp. 1977.) The Criminal Sentencing CommIssIOn ., ' . . 

Commission has produced an interim report which describes its organIZatlOn and 

• , ( 1\ d' A) Its duties according to PA 80-1099 are to monitor the objectives see ,..,ppen IX ., .. 
, . 1 t' s and budgets to "deterrmne effect of determinate sentencmg on prlson popu a Ion . ' 

2Their current situation depends on when they were sentenced. 
"Indeterminate Sentence." 
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the overall desirability EIld feasibility" of the new sentencing EIld felony 

classification, to review the "best methods available" for sentencing, to gather 

specific figures on prison commitments versus other court dispositions, "to develop 

standardized sentencing guidelines," and to make "other recommendations" (see 
Appendix A.) 

The Com':nission has no staff to aid it in accomplishing these objectives, some 

of' which may' require extensive data analysis. It has depended on DOC's ~_esearch 
and Evaluation Unit to provide it with data. Those who are interested in the_ 

research the commission will be doing should first contact Resp-arch and Evaluation 
(see Index to Sources.) 

The first report of the Commission will probably contain some data on. each 

of the above objectives, especially fiscal impact and pri@on population, and prlson 

commitments versus other dispositions. More information about this report may be 

obtained from Research and EvaluatIon or from the Commission's chairman, Robert 
J. Egan (see Index to Sources, p. 172.) . 

Prisoner Review Board 

In 1927 the Parole and Pardon Board became administratively separate from 

other parts of DOC. Siree the enactment of PA 80-1099 in 1978, the Board (now 

the Prisoner Review Board) is completely separatef.rom DOC. This means that the 

function of parole and release oocision-making is separate from the flinction of 

parole and release supervision, and thus that decision data are collected and stored 
separately from supervision data. 

The Board is required to "keep records of all of its official actions and (to) 

make them accessible in accordance with law and the rules of the Board" (Ch. 38 

1977 g 1003-3-2c.) This rule existed before' PA 80-1099. The Board is also 

empowered to collect information on persons who appear before it. Most of this 

information is collected from units of the Department of Corrections, for example, 

from the parole or release counselor. "The supervising officer shall keep such 

records as the Prisoner Review.Board or Department may require"(Ch. 38 1978 § 3-

14- 2c.) Siree the Board maintains its own records of decisions and also collects 

supervision information, it combines some supervision and oocision data at one 

location, making the collection of data for secondary analysis more convenient. 

The "Parole and Release Decision Records" section discusses Prisoner Review 
Board Records in detail. 
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Several sections of this report deal with data collected and maintained by the 

Department of Corrections (DOC). These sections are organized according to the 

form in which the data exist - manual, microfilm and computer files. Although 

DOC collects a variety of types of data, such as scores on tests given at reception 

or records of institutional events, "the main concern of this report is parole 

supervision data. 

To understand the relationship between DOC manual, microfilm and computer 

files, it is necessary to know how D()C record keeping is organized. The following 

gives an overview of this organization. For more detail, see "Microfilm Records," 

especially Figure 8, page 28. 

As discussed above, the Prisoner Review Board maintains records on the 

pal'ole or: release decision. DOC rnaintains records on parole or release supervision. 

All record keeping at DOC, including supervision, is based at the institution. A 

"master file" is created when someohe is committed to a DOC institution. This file 

remains at the institution until at least one year after final discharge (see 

Glossary.) People on parole or release remain under the jurisdiction of an 

institution, and that institution keeps the master file. However, a Parole Plan, 

containing cdpies of some of the material in a resident's master file, is sent both to 

Adult Parole Services and to the Prisoner Review Board. Parole supervjsion 

counselors also maJntain their own manual supervision records. One to two years 

after final discharge the master file is microfilmed and distroyed. DOG compute:r 

records are maintained as a parallel system with these manual records. They are 

created at reception to DOC, and record institutional and parole or release events. 

The three sec~ions, "Manual Parole and Release Supervision Records," "Microfilm 

Records," and "Computer React-ds, if tire guides to the use of each form of DOC 

data. 

The. DOC Research and Evaluation staff (see Index to Sources) also guides 

users in obtaining and interpreting DOC data. In addition, this staff publishes, and 

has pu~lished in the past, summary reports on DOC prison and parole popUlations. 

Appendix B is an example of an early 1949 report. After 1969, these reports were 

renamed the "Monthly Population Movement Report." However, the two were par.~ 

of the same series, and contain comparable data. In 1977, these reports were 
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discontinued. The raw data are still collected, but the cnly published report since 

1977 has been the IIWeekly Population Report" (Figure 1.) In addition, the Research 

and Evaluation Unit plans to publish, beginning in the summer of 1979, an annual 

report containing the "range, frequency, distribution and average" of terms 

sentenced and terms actuall~\:. served, by offense, for the previous five years. 

Public Act 80-1099 requires DOCro publish this information "insofar as possible" 

(Ch. 38, 1978 § 5.5.4-3.) For access to these reports, contact DOC Research and 

Evaluation (see Index to Sources.) 

Federal Parole Data 

Illinois parolees are not. all under the jurisdiction of DOC. Some are paroled 

from federal institutions. A report on Illinois parolee data would thus not be 

complete without a review of Illinois data in the federal parole system. Therefore, 

this report includes a final section on federal parole data. 
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STATE OF It.t.lNOIS 

"DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

Figure 1 
DOC Weekly Population Report ADULT. DIVISION 

M~MORANDUM 

Qote: 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

September 29, 1978 

Richard B. Gram'ley, Coordi~a~o~ 
Program Services - Adult Dlvlslon 

Distribution: 

Dennis L. Jennings, Transfer Coordinator 

WEEKLY POPULATION REPORT 

Di rector RClI'le 
~lr.Bright 

Dr. Craine 
Mr. Derstine 
I·lr Fra 
Mr. Hutchinson 
t4r. Hanahan 
Mr. Peters 
11r. Petrilli 
Mr. Petterchilk 
~lr. Zage1 

the adult resident population at each facility The following figures indicate 
~s of September 28, 1978: 

INSTITUnONS 

Statevil1e C. C. 
Joliet C. C. 
Sheridan C. C. 
D\~ight C. C. 
Pontiac C. C. 
Vandal ia C. C. 
:1enaY'd C. C. 
~lenard Psych. 
Vienna C. C. 
··.ogan C. C. 

'_., TOTALS 

RESIDENT POPULATION 

llS8 (Honor Farm - 135) 
1206 (R&C-512. JCC-694) 
324 
313 

1718 (Honor Farm 17) 
723' 

2613 (Honor Farm - 373) 
. 324 

Ei34 
413 

10456 

RATED CAPACITY 

2375 
1250 

325 
300 

2000 
700 

2620 
315 
685 
750 

TI320 

COMMUNITY CORRECTIONAL CENTERS 
DEPARTMENTAL PERIODIC 

RESIDENTS IMPRISONMENT PRE-RELEASE CAP'ACHY 

D.A.R.T. (Ch'icago) 
~hitago Community Corr. Center 
Chicago - 14etro 
fox Valley (Aurora) 
iUoliet 
Peori a , 

\SouLhl:!l"n Illinois 
:East St. Louis 
:Salvation Army (Chicago) (Male) 
Urbana 

.Lake County (Zion) 
~Ii nnebago 
Rock Island 

"Lee County ) 
Salvation Army (Chicago) (Women 

22 
S 

2.3 
20 
19 
23 
31 
24 
28 
37 

3 
14 
o 
1 
8 
o ~oC",bg 1 e 

TOT AlS . . 11 . ,26 ~. 

o 
o 

. 0 
6 
5 
o 
o 
o 
o 
3 
4 
1 
2 
o 
o 
1 

22 
£"',;.~.-;'~.A. ¥.://~~~'l.,:....' 
D~is t. Jennlngs. Transfer Coordinato~ 

(' i 
~c: 

' .. / Chicago Crime Commissil.on, Adult Division 
Chief Administrative,Offlcers 
Members of Adult Advlsory Board 

6 
21 
27 

8 
8 
4 
4 
5 
o 
o 
5 

10 
o 
o 
o 
o 

93 

30 
30 
53 
1;35 
40 
128 
35 
~O 
'25 
MO 
14 

530 
5 
3 

~15 

4 
m-

o 
o 

n 
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PAROLE AND RELEASE DECISION RECORDS: THE PRISONER REVIEW BOARD 

in Illinois, the function of parole (or prisoner review) adjudication has been 

administratively separate from the function of parole supervision since 1927.3 'This 

means that researchers desiring both types of data will usually have to get them 

from two different sources. 

The Prisoner Review Board, which was the Parole and Pardon Board before 

PA80-1099 took effect, is the body which makes parole and release decisions and 

keeps' records on those decisions. The Board has information of two types. It 

collects information about DOC residents, from DOC and other sources, which is 

used to make decisions and to schedule its workload. It also generates new data on 

the decisions it makes. In addition, iLis the Illinois agency which sends data to the 

National Council on Crime and Delinquency for inclusion in the Uniform Parole 

Reports (NCCD 1978b.) 

Data the Board Collects 

the Board collects information for its own use from two sources. It receIves 

a printout of 'background and institutional history data on each person appearing 

before the ~oard, from DOC's Correctional Information System. This is the 

standard "resident profile report" (see "Computer Records" section.) Also, each 

DOC institution sC:3nds the Board a monthly packet of information. Appendix C is 

an example of such a papket which was received from Menard. It includes a list of 

all residents received, paroled, released or transferred in or out of the institution in 

the previous month. The Board keeps these reports for a few months, then destroys 

them. Older copies are available from DOC. Contact Researchand Evaluation (see 

Index to Sources.) 

It_may seem strange that the Board needs to receive parole information from 

the institution. This is because "parole" is not effected until the person is actually 

released (see Glossary.) It occasionally happens that a person is granted parole by 
the Board one month, violates a rule in the institution and is therefore not released, 

! 

.and is up before the Board again the next month. 

3Source: Memo from John Henning to Phillip Shayne, May 8, 1978. Since PA 80-
1099 took effect, the Prisoner Rev'iew Board has become completely separate 
from DOC. 
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Figure 2 
STATE OF ILLINOIS 

PRISONER REVIEW BOARD 
DECISION ~\AKING \o{ORKSIIEET 

INSTITUTIO~AL ADJUSTHENT: 
l'~o~.;:i.!:t::.i v:,::.e...;F:.:a::;c~t=,o:-r,s::::;H';", , . .;;. i Job assignment. 1 Performance rat ng on. i 2: Active participation in institut on 

programs': 
Negative Factors: - • ~ d 
1.-Has been in Seg. :Ion las .. 180 ays 

for violation of major institu­
tional rules. 

2. 'Has lost good time in last year 
for violation of majo:!: institu-
tion.al rules. 

Score Total 
RELF.ASE PLANS 

HONE STATUS: 
1 •. Immediate family. 
2. Common-law wife. 
3. ;Self. 
4. Same lo~tion. 

"Draft" ' 

1. psychiatric treatment. 
2. Vocational training. 
3. Education .• 

1 0 

1 0 4. Group counseling. 
S. Individual counseling. 
6. Work release 
7. Day release. 

1 0 8. Furlough". 
9. Two o.r more. 

1 0 ---
DIPLOYHENT STATUS: 
1 Verified employment upon release. 
2: Self-reported employment info. 
3 Verified plans to enroll in 1 

• ,educational or vocational schoo 
4. No plan.!!.. 

5. ,Other L' 
,Explain;~ ____ :"":"'---------

5. Ocher L/ 
Explain:~--,-_-=._---.,..-------: 

COHHUNITY RESOURCES: 
1. \Contacted community service agency. 
2'. Accepte.!l . .in community correctional center 

3. ~ther L-7'~ ________ ~ ______ ~~--~--====================================: 'Explain::'" 

and/or therapeutic co~~unity. 
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AGGP.IIVATI:\G (; 1 R(:U:'i"T.\l:C~:S: YES !Q... 
1·. Ti1e' dC!fQnJru,-C·sc,.rt~luct ,c(1u3ed 

or thre,ltened serious harm. 
2. Received I~ompensation for 

committing offense. 
3. History elf prior delinquency 

and wit.hin the last 5 years. 
4. Duties oiE office. 
5. Held public office at time of 

offense. 
6. Professi.onal reputation. 
7. Deterrance. 
8. Convicted of a felony within the 

last .10 years of same or greater 
class. 

9 .• Except:Lonally brutal or heinous 
behavior in the felony. 

10 .. Letters of protest. 

r---" 
INSTITUTIOr:AL 

ADJUSTMENT EDUCATION' EHPLOYHEt;T 

Positive: 012 
Negative: 012 o 1 o 1 

'--=-. ',' 

SEVERITY·l.EVEL: 6 5 4 3 2 1 

Or'F-ENSE RANGE: Low. __ ·Hedium __ High __ 

Pdar denials: 0 1 2 3 4 ;. 6 7 8 9 10 (+10) 

NITJGIITI NG CIRr.U:fSTM:r.i:S: :YES gi 
T. Neither caused n-orlJ,re1ltrmed 

physical harm. 
2. Did not contemplate that criminal 

conduct would' cause or threaten 
physical harm to another. 

3. ActeH under strong provocation. 
4. Grounds tending to excuse or 

justify defendant's criminal 
conduct. 

5. Criminal conduct induced or 
facilitated by someone other 
than defendant. 

6. Compensatio~. 
7. No history of prior delinquency 

adjudications within last 5 yrs. 
8. Criminal conduct unlikely to recur. 
9. Character and attitude of defendant 

indicates he/she is unlikely to . 
commit another crime. 

10. Likely to comply with a term of 
a period of parole. 

11. Excessive hardship to dependants. 
12. Endanger his/her medical condition. 
13. Letters of support. 

' " " 

PAROLE 
AGE CHEMICAL VIOl.ATOR NILITARY" TOTAL 

o 1 o 1 

-

Exceptional __ 

o 1 o 1 

6-8 Routine Supervisior; 
4-5 Hedium Supervision 
3-1 Intense Supervisior, 

l3o,~rd Decision: Grant__ Deny__ Defer__ Conference __ 

Pal:'ole/Nandatory Supervised' Release: 1 2 3 Other 

Type of Release: 

---_. ---<----------------------------------------------------------
RED ,TAd: i:es __ No __ 

Remaxks: _________________________________________________________________________________ _ 

Date :, __________ . _________________ __ 

cc: Resident 
Institutional File 

" (2) F.R. File 

9 

Panel: __ ~---------------------------
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Because the Board collects all this release information into one place, it 

would be the logical choice of data source for a researcher who is looking for a list 

of parolees and releasees from which to draw a sample. 

Data The Board Generates 

Decision Files 

The Prisoner Review Board keeps manual records of the outcome of each 

decision. These records go back to the early 1900's, and are kept in the Board 

offices or in the State Archives. 

The Board also has card files with the basic parole history of each parol~e 

going back to 1900. It is considering destroying some early files, however. Most . 
records from 1969 through 1971 were microfilmed, and those from 1972 throu~h 

1975 are at the Microfilm Unit of DOC waiting to be filmed. Filming has recen,tly 

begun (see Microfilm.) 

Parole decision records contain legal papers pertinent to the decision, and 

minutes of meetings. They also sometimes contain the background material that 

was gathered from DOC. Access to these records may be requested by writing to 

the Chairman of the Board, James R. Irving (see Index to Sources.) Since a notice 

of 'the Board's decision is sent to the Adult Parole Services office which will be 

responsible for supervision, these data may also be gathered by contacting each 
I 

District (see Index to Sources.) 

Decision Making Worksheet 

Illinois has a long history of attempting to predict parole success (see Bruce, 

et aLl928, 1936; Burgess, 1928, 1937; Chamberlain, 1935; Glaser, 195L~ •. 1955.; 
(, ' 

Kantrowitz, 1961; Knox, 1978a; Lanne, 1935; Laune, 1936; Ohlin 1949, 1951, 195{1.; 
" Reiss, 1951a, 1951b; Taylor, 1971; Tibbits, 1931, 1932; VanVechten, 1935.) A 

variation of the parole prediction scale developed in Illinois is now being used by 

the federal parole system, but i;~ no longer used by Illinois. However, with the neW 

requirements mandated by PA, 80-1099, the Prisoner Review Board is again 

developing a release and parole decision making worksheet. It will be used in 

determining the degree of supervision required on release, and in making early 
" 

release decis~ons. Figure 2 is a draft of this worksheet. The first page and a half is 

a checklist of factors the Board must consider by law or thinks it should consiqer 

from experience. The last half page is a risk score, based on data described !n 
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Knox (1978a). If these Worksheets are adopted by the Board, they will become part 

of each parolee's file, and will be a good source of data for the researcher. 

Standard Reports 

Samples of past and present standard aggregate reports produced by the 

Prisoner Review Board are in Appendix D. After PA 80-1099, the reporting form 

changed slightly. See the Glossary for definitions of terms used in these reportl3. 

For copies of the reports, contact the Board staff (see Index to Sources.) 

Uniform Parole Reports 

The Uniform Parole Reports (UPR) section of the Research Center of the 

National Council on Crime and Delinquency (NCCD) has collected uniform parole 

data for the states since 1967, and for Illinois since 1968 (see Index to Sou;ces.) 

Ev~ry spring, UPR collects aggregate parole data for the previous year from the 

Prisoner Review Board. From these data, UPR compiles the aQJgregate totals that 

constitute "Level Ii', or aggregate parole data. The Board also sends UPR 

information on each individual parolee, when the person is parolled, and follow- up 

reports at one year intervals for three years. This cor.stitutes "Level 1111, or 
inqividual case-based UPR data. 

Aggregate UPR Level I data inclUde information such as the t~tal number of 

people entering parole and released from parole in each year, and resources of 

parole supervision agencies. Data from other sources are also added to UPR _ 

prison population entry and release data from National Prisoner Statistics, and 

crime rate data from the Uniform Crime Reports • 

These aggregate data are summarized in an annual report, Parole in the 

United States. Two issues of, this publication have appeared. The 1978 issue 

includes 1976 and 1977 data. The 1979 issue includes 1978 data. The 1980 issue, 

containing 1979 data, will be published in August, 1980. 

Individual UPR Level II data include basic demographic information, offense 

and sentence data, time served, and parole follow-up data. The Board sends UPR a 

set of data sheets monthly, for all parolees who had been on parole one, two or 

three years as of that month (see Figures 3 and 4.) UPR attempts to follow 'each 

parolee until termination or for three years, whichever comes first.4 

4 
"Some UPR publications refer to these follow-up studies as "cohort studies." 
f-\lthough the tw~ phrases have technically different meanings, UPR has, in the 
past, used them, mterchangably. Current UPR publications use only the phrase 
"follow-up studies." , 

11 

I 
i 
I 
1 
J 
j 

i 
I 

I 
I 
J 

I 
I 
! 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
l 
i 
; 

1 
1 , 
I 

I . 

" 
"j 

~': 

i, 
}i 
i'. 

l 
\ 
1-

~' 
t 
I' J' 
r. 

~ 
! 
1. 
~ 
! , 
L 1, 
\, 
Ii n 
/," 

ff 
ri 

Ii 
)i 
t 
1 
t. 
i 

, 



Figure 3 Codesheet:1978 and Earlier 
UNIFORM P.~JtOLE REPORTS 

F.B.I. ,NUMBER 
54 5S 56 57 58 59 60 61 

i, '\ \. 1 ]( ! ! i 
EDUCATION 

'51 52 

1 ! _ _ j _,I e' al I 

BIRTH DATE 

1 2 j 4 
I --... 
I I I I 

I I '. I 
Month '(ear 

TYPE OF 
ADMISSION OFFENSE 

13 14 15 

tJ I I l 

EFFECTIVE DATE 
OF SENTENCE 

5 6 7 8 
i ' I i 

I I I 
I I I 

Month Year 

TYPE OF 
SENTENCE 

16 ...---. 
I I L-.: 

. 
DATE OF 

ADMISSION 
9 10 11 12 

I .. li 
Month 

PRIOR 
PRISON 

Year 

OTHER PRIOR 
SENtENCE 

18 
';---1 , , 
--' 

PAROLE !.NFORl'lATION (COLUNNS 25-38) IS REPORTED FOR A MAiiM~] 
PERIOD OF ONE FULL YEAR AFTER DATE OF RELEASE ON pAROLE 

TYPE OF 
tmLEASE 

50 
r--l 
I I , , 
'----' 

NEW 
OFFENSE 

30 31 
1 , 
, , 

DAtt 'OF RELEASE 

i 20 j 21 , 22 I 23 
• , I , 

~; ! 
)lonth iiear 

!o'.oNTHS mo, ER 
SuPERVISIoN 

32=3 

'1 . 

PAROLE 
PERFORMANCE 

,) .,...ll... 
I I 
I I 
I.--.-J 

DATE OF 
DIFFICULTY 

26 2; 28 29 r i i-' 
'i \ . .J 

Month 'i'ear 

DATE ~F.DISCnARGE 
OR DEATH 
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• , 
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, .. . I . I • I I , • , I 

• , , I 
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Month Year 

AGENCY 
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Figure 3 
(cont.) 

T\"PE OF 
RELEASE 

50 

r--' 
I ! -... 

UNIFORM PAROLE REPORTS 

OPTIONAL PAROLE INFORMATION: TWO YEAR FOLLOW-UP 

This code sheet i f year of parole au .8, or information from the second 
.an!f;! as for theBe~~~lsl.<;,n. Coding instructions are the 
and are found in ·u·· i~ms l.n the original coding situation 
pages 30-'2. Blocks 4~ Parole Reporting Coding Manual, 
may aee fit. 43 are for use a.s each agency 

PAllOr.:;: DATI'! OF 
DAft OF RELUS! PERFOJUUNcE DIFFICllLTY EDUCATION 
20 21 22 :n · . • i "I 

25 26 27 28 29 .<:1 52 · . . r---; 

• • . 7 : · . .- t , 

· .. • I 
:........:-.•. :...;.....t. · . , 
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:. ~ 
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Month Year 
. 

HEW 
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Figure 3 
(cant.) 

UNIFORM PAROLE REPORTS 

OPTIONAL PAROLE INPORHATION: TIlREE YEAR FOLI.m-l-UP 

• Thig code sheet is for i~formatj.bh from three years 
of parole: supervision. codilig inst;:uctions are the same 
as for these' items in the original cpdingsituation and 
are found in Uniform Parole Reporting Coding Manual, 
pages 30-42. Blocks 40-43 are for use as each agency 
may see fi't. 
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DATE OF PAROLE ENTRY, 

SUBJECT NAME. 

Figure 4 Codesheet: 1979 and later 
UNIFORM PAROLE REPORTS 

ENTRV DATA 

ENTRY FORM - UNlfOR,v\ PAROLE REPORTS 
BIRTHDATE, --.1', l / STATE 10 NUMBER. 

MONTH I , '.' ~ 

FBI NUMBER, • 

Pl. ••• C~ .. , 0 •• B •• !tJ 3. t:.,~ 3 .. 11 •• D./.w. 
PAROLE DATA 

1.0 PAROLE AUTHoRITV DECISION 

AGENCY PAROLING. 
AGENCY RECEIVING: 

A. TYPE OF . 2.0 MANDATORY RELEASE 
C. PAROLE OR 

REPAROlE:. 

1.0 FIRST PAROLE ON CURRENT SENTENCE 
2.0 REPAROLE ON CURRENT SENTENCE 
X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED CONDITIONAL RELEASE'3.o OTHER, _________ _ 

X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 11-----------------------
/ 

B. CONDITION OF 
RELEASE, 

1.0 ACTIVE SUPERVISION 
2.0 INACTIVE SUPERVISION 

* 3.0 PAROLED TO CUSTODY. OETAINER OR WARRANT 

MONTH I n ... rc 
D. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE PAROLE DATE, ___ """",=_+_-:;-:;--

/ 
..oN'" 

, 
YeAA' 

E. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE DISCHARGE DATE'_--:="..--f_-=-;--

F. AGGREGATE MAXIMUM RELEASE DATE' __ =_-I-_-:==--. x·o UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED '* !JI'." 1#3 iJ ~l_tl.J"o J,,,td'llo J~~lio" Q. omllli,., UtUMI. Cwp 
I 

MONTH i lUI{ 

BACKGROUND DATA 
G.SEX 

H. RACE/ETHNICITY 

1.0 MALE 
1.0 FeMALE 
X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

1.0 AMERICAN INDIAN 0·11 ALASKAN NATIVE 
2.0 ASIAN OR PACIFIC ISLANDER 
3.0 BLACK, NOT OF HISPANIC ORIGIN 
~,O HISPANIC 

I. EDUCATION 

00. 0 NONE OR KINDERGARTEN 

tr 1-8.0 GRADE SCHOOLt 
':r 9.12.0 HIGH SCHOOL. {>------­
',~ 13.16.0 SOME COLLEGE} JJI9~··,(l··J. 

17,0 COLLEGE GRADUATE 
18.0 SOME GRADUATE SCHOOL 
19.0 MASTER'S D~GREE 
20. 0 Ph.D., M.D •• J.D., OTHER 
22. 0 GED OR HED 
XX. 0 UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

5.0 WHITE. NOT OF HISPANIC ORIGIN 
X.O UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

\\* 31'" /0. ~ 1·161. ,~"l.J,,.I .. ,, Id!t I.,~. ~I,~ .. , , .. J. , .... ,.I.I.J. 
COURTd.A~N~D~C~O~R~R~E~C~T~IO~N~A~L_D~A~TA~ _______________ _ 

J, TYPE OF MOST RECENT ADMISSIGN TO PRISON SYSTEM. 
1.0 NEW COURT COMMITMENT 
2.0 PROBATION VIOLATION/NEW CONVICTION 

PAROLE VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION 
TRANSFER OR JURISDICTION 

3.0 PROBATION VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION 

5.0 
6.0 
7.0 
X.O 

OTHER ______________ _ 

~.O PAROLe VIOLATION/NEW CONVICTION 

1(. DATE OF MOST RECENT 
ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM 

UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

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

M. CURRENT ·SENTENCE OFFENSE CODES,. (J •• ,."IIl"I •• 11-••••• ,~,,' I~. ~ I2J Ei1:I0 .... , ... 1 •••• • ~J .;,,1, & ... IM!"', .U,.".) 

20. PROPERTY CRIMES (UCR PART 1) I 
21.0 BURGLARY , 

~O. ALL OTHER OFFENSES 10. CRIMES AGAINST PERSON 
I 

11. 0 WILLFUL HOMICIDE 

30. OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES 

31.0 ARSON 41.0 STATUTORY RAPE 
12. 0 INVOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER 22. 0 LARCENY 32.0 FORGERY 42.0 COMMERCIAL SEX OFFENS~ 

23, 0 MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 33.0 FRAUD 43.0 OTHER SEX OFFENSE 
34.0 RECEIVING STOLEN PROPERTY 44.0 NARCOTIC LAW VIOLATION 

13. 0 FORCIBLE RAPE 
1~. 0 ARMED ROBBERY 
15. 0 UNARMED ROBSERY 
16.0 ASSAULT ~==========~=~~9~~~;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;4 ~5.0 ALCOHOL LAW VIOLATION 35. OTHER 

46.0 WEAPON POSSESSION 
~7,O ESCAPE 

XX. 0 UNKNOWN OR NOT REFORTED 49.0 OTHER 

N. COUNTY OF COMMITMENT FOR THIS SENTENCE 
(5'. ""', I •.. 'I,ll~. , ... , ,..,,1., ,~, , •• , ... 1/;., ••• , .... I.I.,.,.J)' __________ --;.:;::,.,..""'Q~, .;.;0;;;:0.;;;",-----------

O. NET TIME CREDITS ALLOWED FROM JAil BY JUDGE OR 

STATUTE ON THIS SENTENCE ---------------;.---"----------------------------------:.;;;u"::;; ...... "'c,~.,...,,.. ___ _ 
P. NUMBER OF PRIOR KNOWN INCARCERATIONS ON A COURT COMMITMENT WITH 

SENTENCE OF ONE YEAR OR MORE IN AGULT CORRECTIONAL FACllITY. _________________ _ 

Q. CC.~.PLETION DATE -""'O"",NI",.-I-/...."""",,,-- .COMPLETED BY --;: ... :::;n""!l~- R. INDIVIDUAL AGENCY \JSE DDDD 
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Figure 4 
(cont) 

. . 
DATE OF PAROLE ENTRY, 

SUBJECT NAME, • 

UNIFORM PAROLE REPORTS 

ENTRY FORM - UNIFORM PAROLE REPORTS 
BIRTH DATE: I / STATE 10 NUMBER, . 

WoON;H' 0 ... ., r 'r1!..,1 

FBI NUMBER, ••• AGENCY PAROLING: 
AGENCY RECEIVING, 

/ 
1.0 ACTIVE SUPERVISION MONTH j If .... 

/ 
"""Tlt , " .. B. CONDITION OF 2.0 INACTIVE SUPERVISION E. MINIMUM ELIGIBLE DISCHARGE DATE' __ =:---I-_=_ 

RELEASE, >« 3.0 PAROLED TO CUSTODY. DerAINEHOR WARRANT 

/ 
MONTH • " .. X,D UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED F. AGGREGATE MAXIMUM REU,ASE DATE'_-::::~_f---;;;;;--* ,g'l •• f3 IJ ,~"l.J. ,. JI,.,tly I ... ,U.ft Q ..... ml~9 .. ,110ft' C.p 

G. SEX 
f BACKGROUND' DATA 

1.0 MALE 
2.0 FEMALE 
x.o UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

00.0 NONE OR KINDERGARTEN 

-:r 1·8.0 GRADE SCHOOl( 
* 9.12.0 HIGH SCHOOL.{~-Jl-'-/>-:--'-
,~13.16.0 SOME COLLEGE I ;9· .. I '::1,od. 

H. RACE/ETHNICITY 

1.0 AMERICAN II'IDIAN OR ALASKAN NATIVE 
2.0 ASIAN OR PACifiC ISLANDER 
3.0 BLACK, NOT Of HISPANIC ORIGIN 
... 0 HISPANIC 

I. EDUCATION 17.0 COLLEGE GRADUATE 
lS.o SOME GRADUATe SCHOOL 
19.0 MASTER'S DEGREE 
20. 0 Ph.D., M.D., J.D., OTHE~ 
22. 0 GED OR liED S,O WHITE, NOT OF HISPANIC ORIGIN 

x.O UNKNOWN ,OR NOT REPORT.D XX. 0 UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 

* .9/lo./ ••• 1.16" ,l"l.J, ,.t.",o .dt." I. I~o ~19~"/ 9,oJ ...... ,.t./.J. 
COURT AND CORRECTIONAL DATA 

J. TYPE OF MOST RECENT ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM, 
1.0 NEW COURT COMMITMENT S.O PAROLE VIOLATION/NO NEW CONVICTION 
2.0 PROBATION VIOLATION/NEW CONVICTION 6.0 TRANSFER OR JURISDICTION 
3.0 PROBATION VIOlAT.lON/NO NEW CONVICTION 7.0 OTHER ____________ _ 

... 0 PAROLE VIOLATION/NEW CONVICTION X.O UNKNOWI'I OR NOT REPORTED 

-------~=--..:::=::...::=:.:.::..:..:..:.:~/;.:-----.:..II-;-L ~D:;AT;E -;;O;F ;:;:OR;'IG:;ltN,4AULAADioMWsISSION TO 
1(. DATE OF MOST RECENT PRISON ON THI$ AGGREGATED SENTENCE 

ADMISSION TO PRISON SYSTEM ...,~'" I " .. 
I 

MONTM 

M. CURRENT SENTENCE O.FFENSE CODES; (:1 •• .... t/lpt. .11-,,;.., ,~ul/~./~ ... 000 ... iI J .. Io." •• J «'or/' ili. , •• I~/(;", ~.) 

10. CRIMES AGAINST PERSON 
1 

20. PROPERTY CRIMES (UCR PART I) 

21.0 BURGLARY 

30. OTHER PROPERTY CRIMES 40. ALL OTHER OFFENSES 

II. 0 WILLFUL HOMICIDE 31.0 ARSoN 41.0 STATUTORY RAPE 
12. 0 INVOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER 
13. 0 FORCIBLE RAPE 

22. 0 LARCENY 
23. 0 MOTOR VEHICLE THEfT 

32.0 FORGERY 42.0 COMMERCIAL sex OFFENS~ 
33.0 FRAUD 43.0 OTHER sex OFfENSE. 

I~. 0 ARMED ROBBERY 
15.0 UNARMEO ROBSERY 
16. 0 ASSAULT 

34.0 RECEIVING STOLEN PROPERTY «.0 NARCOTIC LAW VIOLATION 
3S.o OTHER 45.0 ALCOHOL LAW VIOLATION L:========~=~;!;;;~=~;;;;;;;;;::;;;;;;=;;;;;;;, 46.0 WEAPON POSSESSION 

47.0 ESCAPE 

xx. 0 UNKNOWN OR NOT REPORTED 49.0 OTHER 

N. COUNTY OF COMMITMENT FOR THIS SENTENCE 
(:J~. ".""'.,/" "~irl/~. n~ul ,all;,., I~. ,..,./,0//;,., ,."1.",,. i~ L".I.J) NA.\\f 01' COUNTY 

O. NET TIME CREDITS ALLOWED FROM JAil BY JUDGE OR 
STATUTE ON THIS SENTENCE _______________________________________________ _ 

P NUMBER OF PRIOR KNOWN INCARCERATIONS ON A COURT COMMITMENT WITH 
• SENTENCE OF ONE YEAR OR MORE IN ADULT CORRECTIONAL FACIlITY. ____ -, __ ,.. _________ _ 

Q.COMPLETION DATE MON'" / "... .COMPLETED BY-""'N""""""'''- R. INDIVIDUAL AGENCY USE DOD D 
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Individual case-bLsed data were published in the UPR Newsletter, which 

appeared irregUlarly until September, 1977. They are now published annually in 

Characteristics of the Parole Population, which appeared for the first time in 1979. 

A second issue will be published in the fall of.1980. UPR makes "every attempt" to 

keep these data comparable over time. 5 Individual ca~e-based data tapes are 

available to researchers who have the written approval of the chair of the state's 

parole board. In IllinOis, write to James R. Irving, Prisoner ReView Board (see 
Index to Sources.) 

UPR has recently been reorganized. Not only was the format of. UPR 

publications changed, but also the data collection instruments were changed. 

Figure 3 is the UPR individual level codesheet that Was used through 1978. Figure 

4 is the codesheet that has been used since January 1, 1979. 

Under its new organization, UPR no longer publishes a data oriented 

newsletter. The indiVidual level analyses that did appear in the newsletter n.nw 

appear in Characteristics of the Parole Population. There is still, however, a UPR 

Newsletter, which now publishes articles on current UPR activities and plans. 

Illinois UPR individual-level data are "complete" since 1968.6 This means 

that the Prisoner Review Board, in each month since 1968, submitted Figure 3 or 

Figure 4 information to UPR. However, according to Ken Dobucki, former Board 

administrative assistant (conversation December 15, 1978), some months of 1975 

and 1976 were skipped.
7 

The Prisoner Review Board did not send codesheets on 

newly paroled' people to UPR for those months, although it continued to submit 

follow-up reports for earlier parolees. UPR requests follow-up information on only 

those parolees for whom it has received an initial report. Therefore, the individual 

level UPR files are complete for those individuals for whom UPR received initial 

entry codesheets, but they do not include any information on the 1975 and 1976 

parolees for whom UPR did not receive initial entry code sheets. These parolees 
ar~ entirely absent from the UPR individual files. 

5Letter from Ellen McNeil, November 1979. 

6Letter from Paul Litsky, UPR Research Associate, September 29, 1978. 7 ' 
The cause of this was a lack of staff. Ken Dobucki was not with the Board 

wh~~ it happened, and is not sure exactly which months were involved, but 
he says that complete data began to be reported late in 1976. - -. 
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In addition, Illinois UPR Level I aggregate data are not complete. The 

1978 aggregate survey colle'cted data on 1976 and 1977 parole populations. 

According to a footnote in this report, 

All (Illinois) survey data are provided by the Parole and 
Pardon Board. For 1975 and 1976, year end total 
population data are not available. Comple~e data for 
1976 and 1977 removals are not available. The total 
1977 year end total population figure includes par~le, 
mandatory release md statutory parole population 
counts and, due to Illinois rec,ord keeping procedures, 
are not broken out. The figure reported for 1976 
auU~§~ized parole officer positions includes nine 
super\lisors who do not have parole caseloads (NCCD 
1978b:67). 

In the 1979 survey, collecting 1.978 data, Illinois figures were complete 

but not detailed (NCCD 1979). 

For 1977 and 197a, only the total year end conditional 
release population (parole end mandatory release) 
figures were reported~ For 1978 removals, Illinois did 
not break out those cases discharged from 
parole/mandatory release. For all .oth~r da~a repo~te~, 
no known variations from UPR criteria eXist. illInOIS 
reported that my discrepancies oc:curring when 
balancing entry and removal figures with year end 
population figures are due to record kef;!ping procedures 
in use at this time. 
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MANUAL PAROLE AND RELEASE SUPERVISION RECORDS 

Adult Parole Services 

./.:::::-::: 

The Adult Parole Services Division of DOC isuiril::charge of parole supervision 

and supervised release. Parole Supervision in Illinois is organized in parole offices 

and parole districts. ' There are seven downstate parole districts in various parts of 

the state; the more populated areas are subdivided into parole offices. In the 

Chicago area~ there is one district with ten parole offices. There is one Deputy 

Superintendent for all the downstate districts, and another for the Chicago area 

district. The addresses of all these divisions are found in the "Index to Sources." 

Recordkeeping differs in different parts of the state. Downstate, a "Parolee 

Master File" is kept at the district office. (This is ~ the official DOC master 

file, which never leaves the institution until one year after final discharge.) In 

more sparsely populated areas, where counselors cannot commute frequently to the 

district office, they keep their own files at home. In this case, the district office 

files would Il9t be as current as in urban areas where the counselors are able to 

frequently revise them. 

In the northern part of the state, "Parolee Master Cards" are used. These are 

kept in a file at each parole office and later sent to the Chicago area district 

office. 

Counselors' recordkeeping may take tWD alternative forms. Each counselor 

decides which t:orm to use. The Cumulative Counseling Summary (Figure 5) is a 

chronological log of each contact with the parolee or t'eleasee. The monthly 

Visitation Report (Figure 6) is filled out by the person on supervision and given to 

the counselor. It contains specific data such as where the parolee works'; the 

ac1f:tress, and so' on. 

In 1973 al')d 1974, counselors reported the status of their clients to DOC's 

Correctional Information System (CIS) via the "Parole Turnaround Document." 

However, this proved to be ,.unworkable for a number of reasons, and'· was 
,,' 

discontinued. Currently, each counselor fills out a "Parole Counselor's tvlonthly 

Summary," a summary of all contacts with parolees, and sends it to CIS together 

with any changes in the parolee's status. This system is still under development, 

however. (See Computer Records.) 
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Figure ) 
STATE 0 .. ILLINOIS· DEPARTMENT OI"CORRECTIONS 

CUMULA11VE COUNSELING SUMMARY 

RESIDENT NAME 

COUNSELOR NAME 

Cumulative Summary of staff Consultations with Resident: 

Date Remarks 

~ \ , 
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Figure 6 

STATE!OP' ILLINOIS .. DEPARTMENT Of" COA"CC~tONS 

ADUI.T PAROIoESERVICES 

VISITATION REPORT 

Subject _____ -------------- Inst. cl No.'_' __________________ _ 

a.m. 
Address ___ ---,~---,------------- Date of visil_-,-_",::'_Tlme _______ p.m. 

City _____ '"";-___ County ___________ _ Who interviewed __ -'-_______ -'-______ _ 

Phone __ ~ _______________ ~---- Agent ____________________ _ 

Willi whom does subject reside? ___ --' ___________ .,--_-----'---------------
Name and relationship 

Whete visited? Home () lob ( ) Office ( ) Phone ( ) Other ( ) 

Home adjustment: Good () Fair ( ) Poor (). Remarks ______________ _ 

~MPLOYMENT 

Name of firm. Address. City. and Phone number 
weekly 

Type of work ____ -------------- Hours of work ____ Wages ____ hourly 

Was employment verified? Yes ( ) No () How? Check stubs ( ) . Vidt to job ( ) Other .) 

Health: Good () Fair ( ) Poor ( ) 
Remarks ___________________ _ 

Community adjustment: Good () Fair ( ) Poor ( ) Remarks _____________ _ 

Narratlve ___________ , _________________ . __________ _ 

--.~'----.--------------------------------~----------------------

(over) 

DCA .,.J 
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At final discharge, Adult Parole Service files are usually sent back to the 

institution, where they are stored for at least a year, then sent to be microfilme,d 

(see "Microfilm Records".) However, some offices keep the files for a year, then 

send them directly to the Microfilm Unit. 

Adult ParoleSeI'vices publishes a monthly report giving counselor case loads and ' 

transfers in and out of each parole district and each Chicago area parole office (see 

Figure 7). Copies may be obtained by contacting the DOC Deputy Director in charge 

of the Community Services Division (see Index to Sources). This report has only b'een 

published since Apri~, 1978. There were, however, other reports occasionally 

published by the Parole Regions. 

Access to supervision records for research purposes is governed by the Illinoi.s 

Dissemination Statute (S.H.A. 1977 ch.38 ~ 1003-5-1), and DOC Administrative 

Regulations for Research ,and Evaluation (A.R. 900.) (See Appendix E.) Requests 

should be made to the Commun.ity Services Director~ It is' necl,3ssaryto sign' 

a non-disclosure agreement (Appendix F.) 

Special Parole and Release Programs 

There are a number of special programs for Illinois parolees, some residential 

and some not, some private with various sources of funding, and some run by DOC. 

Most of them keep some records on the clients they serve. However, there is no 

standard recordkeeping form, even for similar programs. Also, the same program 

may change the records it keeps from one year to the next, as its source of funding 

changes. Therefore, the researcher wishing to use special program files will have 

to approach each program individually to determine what data it collects, for what 

years, and its rules regarding access. This report will discuss the types of special 

programs, and provide a list of them, so that the researcher at least knows where 

to begin. 

Half Way Houses 

These are residential homes for parolees and releasees who need to live in a 

sheltered situation when they leave the 'institution. They were formerly called 

"Adult Community Centers" (Feuerstahler 1976:57.) DOC contracts with private 

organizations for half-way houses; it does not own any itself. According to 

Feuerstahler (1976:57), a resident's file may be stored permanently at the house 

(center), or it may be sent to the parole counselor. 
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STATISTICS - OCTOBER 1978 
Su.bmitted - November 1978 

CASE .' 
\,. LOAD 

( -j 't:.:l CJ o· CJ .. __ J c: " L-':] 
Figure 7 

DEP~TMENT OF CORRECTIONS - ADULT PAROLE DIVISION 

NONTHLY PAROLE STATISTIC REPORT 

-
TRA.."ls-1 

-
NEH NEW TOT.4.L VIOLA- TRANS-

1st OF ILL. FERS I FOS CASE TORS FERS DISCH. 
T;.UCATIm~ , MONTH CASES IN I CASES LOAl) RET.'D Ou'r MAX. I 

i I 
--

I , Central - Pucci - 636 40 100 I 0 776 6 27 7 
I I· 

:am;dale- Campos 742 30 165 I 1 938 5 326 15 

'1 \. 
-

I 

~ckson Park - Sykes 0 48 589 3 640 1 15 2 
i 

\1252 ·iackson Park: - Klasna 849 37 . 360 I 6 14 553 7 -
\, I 11198 Jackson Park - CO,tter 871 22 305 0 1, 497 6 I 

I 

Up~oWP. -Clark 795 31 24 0 850 6 16 2 

Upt:own - Hepner 1103 30 172 3 1308 15 547 4 -
Joliet - Townsel 362 31 185 3 581 2 87 3 

Aurpra/ 
I I 

'\ 
c I 416 19 2 8 445 6 0 " ,~au:(egan - Nagee L 

: ' .. -
Peo'cia - Bass -<510 46 6 4 566 8; 14 0 -. 

I ' Carbondale - Knowles 378 28 
\' 

2 3 411 6 13 1 

I I Springfield ~ Camp 408 25 28 5 466 14 24 2 .. 
. 

E. St. Louis - G.ray , 451 24 23 2 500 
" 9 I 27 0 

Dixon - Spencer 538 34 0 4 576 14 4 4 

Champaign- Zajicek 572 46 7' 3 .628 9 ('; 1 

I , 
TOTALS 863'1 491 1968 lIS 11135 . 116 2156 56 

I 
I 

J 
,~t -......... '.---- . -----.--- . . .. -._ .. _--.... _-_.--- --.-.. ' .. ' .. -.. , 

iJ""·~-=--"· ==..:~~~.~~~-~- .. -------~,--,----.--~-
r---"'- ~ . -- ~ .. ..,:_:'.,~~~~> .. \Ot=.""'"~~--~"-~ ..... - ~ . '- ._-,. 

, . 
. . ,. ,. . 

" 
1 

L, 

CASE 
DISCH. TRANSF. LOAD 
BOARD DISCH. OUT OF END OF 
ORDER ORDER STATE MONTH 

I' ( 1 
II 
1/ 

r 
I 
I , .... 
! 
i 
I 

1 0 0 735 

I 0 0 0 592 

0 0 0 622 

12 ',' 1 1 66l, 

I 

I 
\\ 
!\ 
(I 
.1 
'J 

7 1 0 i 686 

I 5 1 0 820 

n q 
,1 
ij 
Ll 
1; 

5 0 .. 1 736 

2 0 2 485 

II 
li 
Ii 
~ 
J 

I 

,5 c, 0 1 431 
l"'t 
'.) 

' '14 2 <, 2 526 

3 0 2 386 
: 

0 , 0 3 423 

9 .. 1 3 451 

3 I 1 3 547 

9 0 1 602 

\ 
-

75 7 19 8706 

. .... 
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Community Correctional Centers 

These were formerly called "Work Release" cEmters, and are operated by DOC 

in local ·communities (see Index to Sources for a list.) Residents of these centers 

must not have been convicted of a serious felony, be involved with organized crim~ 

or large scale narcotics dealing, or have a recent escape history. They live under 

relatively open conditions, and usually leave the center daily to work or attend 

school in the community. The centers may also hav~ a few residents who have been 

committed to periodiC imprisonment. These people are technically probationers, 

not parolees, and they are under the jurisdiction of the county, not the state. The 

county contracts with DOC for them to live in the Cisnter. 

The community centers maintain a file on each resident. These files are 

stored permanently at the center: and' are never merged with other DOC files. 

Thus, the researcher must travel to each center to collect data. Feuerstahler 

(1976) surveyed the files of thirteen residents in 11976, and found that there was 

little information that was always available. She also questions the validity of such 

data as .pre-parole assessments (1976:42.) The most consistently available data 

were the description and wage of the final job, record of payment of debts, family 

composition, length of stay at the center, disciplinary events at the center, reason 

for leaving, parole recommendations by center staff, and the area of the state 

where the parolee intends to live (1976:43.) 

Model Ex-Offender Project 

This is an agency which sponsors a number of programs across the state, all of 

which help ex-offenders obtain and keep jobs. It is administered by the 

Correctional Manpower Services Unit of DOC (see Index to Sources.) The 

program issues contracts through the Governor's Office. of Manpower to "prime' 
, . ~ 

sponsors," local community groups, for ex-offender employment programs. There 

are now programs in Champaign, East St. Louis, Carbondale, Peoria, Chicago, and 

Kane County (see Index to Sources.) Data collected by these programs is kept 

there, and not merged with other DOC files. 

Data available in Model Ex-Offender Project files includes current and 

previous employment history, income, a "program ne~~ds assessment" (a statement 

of educational or counseling needs,) and background information such 'as current 
, I 

address and some demographic data. In addition, each project has, published an 

evaluation containing an analysis of project data. For example, research 
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evaluations of Chicago DARE programs include Cellini, et ale (1977) Co k t 1 

(1978), Gillespie (1976), Hollins (1976), Hollins (1974) Knox (1977 197' 8) 0 ~: .a. 
(1974.) , ,and F atmo 
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MICROFILM RECORDS 

Movement of Information to Microfilm 

) 
The Microfilm Unit of the Information Systems Division (ISO) of DOC is 

responsible for making microfilm records of all master files and Prisoner Review 

Board decision files. The Department of Carrections master file for each resident 

is begun at Reception, added to periodically during imprisonment and parole or 

release, and is held for one year after final discharge. B It is then microfilmed. 

One microfilmed copy is kept at the Microfilm Unit and the other is kept at the 

State Archives for emergency access only. After filming, the paper file is 

destroyed. 

The master file is kept at the institution, even when the resident leaves the 

institution to go on parole. However, divisions and units of DOC, such as 

Education~ Medical or Adult Parole Services also have full or partial copies of the 

master file. At final discharge, some of these duplicate files, with any additions 

made by the division or· unit, are sent back to the institution and added to the 

master file. Microfilm ).hus receives a large file with many duplicate papers. 

The movement of material to Microfilm is diagrammed schematically in 

Figure B. Some files kept outside the institution, such as education and vocational, 

are never collapsed into the master file, and thus are not microfilmed. Other files 

are partially collapsed. Medical, for example, does not send X-rays to the master 

file • 

Adult Parole Services files are only partially collapsed. Legal data such as 

new offenses and charges, other parole violations and the outcome, final release 

dates, assessment at discharge, and county of supervision are likely to be collapsed 

into the master file and thus to be microfilmed. Data from the counselors' working 

files, such as employment, health or family information, are not always collEipsed. 

Feuerstahler (1976:65) found that, "While the name 'master file' implies a 

compilation of all data on the resident, in reality, they contain only a very small 

amount of parole related data, if any." This may be too strong a statement, since 

BMaster files may be held at the institution for as long as IB to 24 months, until the 
Microfilm Unit tells the institution to send them. 
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FIGURE 8 

, '~" f'l Movement of Manual Records from ReceptIon to [v~,lcro I m 

EDUCATIONAL FILE 
stored permanently 

" 

[ RECEPTIONCENTER FILE 
stored for varied periods 

. ~. __ ,SllL_~~ __ ,_---. 
INSTITUTIONAL MASTER FILE 
stored for one year after final ACADEMIC-VOCA TIONAL FILE 
discharge / stored permanently 

.... ____ ~~~~::~>~/~~~;:f;r~r_~~~~\~~~' // I I .... ">oJ " ,... "-"-I I ')J- ~~ 
I I / 

CLINICAL FILE 
coJlapsed at parole 
or release 

/ / // 
I I \ / 

MEDICAL FILE 
partially coUapsed at 
parole or release; the 
rest Gtored. 

I I 1/ 
I J I /\ 

;' I \ / I 
f I ~ I 

/ / \ \ 
WORK RELEASE FILE 
stored permanently L-:......:..:....--!.. _____ -=--_--l I 

I 
I 

I 

I 
I 

/ 

I / 
I ' ,-

, ___ , _______ , __ JiJ£_ 
PRISONER REVIEW BOARD FILE 
stored for one year after parol~ 
discharge or recommitment -, 

Key 

/ 

/ 
/ 

/ I \ 
./ \ I 

I I 
\ 
\ 
\ COUNSELORS WORKING FILE 
\ usually collapsed at discharge \L-________ ~ ____ ------____ ~ 

I / 
\ / . ~ \ Lt:,_ .. _ 

1'"'.L •.•. y - -.-----, 
--~ FIELD SERVICES FILE 

; partially collapsed at parole 
I discharge or recommitment 

--- total collapse of file contents 

-------- partial collapse: legal documents only 

Source: Feuerstahler (1976:62), with some modifications suggested by 
John Henning, Planning, and Deborah Campbell, Microfilm" of 
'DOC. 
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legal parole data and some background data collected at reception are found in the 

master file. Microfilme·d records have the advantage of being kept in one place, 

and they are retained indefinitely. They may be the only source for data on 

parolees discharged over a year ago. However, since files of current parolees and 

those discharged less than one to two years ago will not yet have been filmed, 

researC:h on these parolees must be done elsewh~r~. 
\ 

,The Prisoner Review Board keeps parolee decision records. It has a partial 

copy of the master file for its own use, obtained from a Correctional Information 

System printout. It also receives some information from the Academi'b-Vocational 

file. To this it adds such things a's minutes of meetings, Board orders, t'eports and 

memos. A copy of the Board's decision in each case is sent to the responsible 

parole district office, where it becomes part of the supervision files which will 

later be colJapsed into the master file. Otherwise, Board files are not collapsed 

into the master file when the parolee is finally released. Rather, they are sent 

directly to the Microfilm Unit. There is currently a serious backlog in the filming 

of Prisoner Review Board records. This problem will be discussed in the next 

section. 

The backlog is .one limit to the inclusiveness of microfilmed records. Two 

other~ are limits on the time periods for which records are avqilable, and the 

necessary exclusion of certain kinds of material from being,Jilmed. The following 

sectiqn considers what material is available on microfilm, for what years. 

Inclusiveness Of Microfilm Records 

Time Periods 

Microfilming of correctional records is a fairly recent phenomenon. Some 

records were micro fUmed at Menard during the 1960's, but by 1970 there was some 

discussion in the DOC administration about the difficulty of either continuing to 

store old master files or microfilming them. It was estimated that there were 

125,999 records (called "jackets") from the years prior to 1945.9 Hollis McKnight 

calculated that it would take "1,388 man days" to microfilm these records, and 

9Letter from Hollis W. McKnight, Superintendent of Prisons, to Kenneth C. 
Mitchell, Records Management of the State Archives, December 5, 1969. The data 
in this letter were from a survey of wardens of all· institutions. There were 12,837 
unmicrofilmed records at Menard, 92,000 at Joliet, 201000 at Pontiac and 1,162 at 
Dwight. Some Pontiac records had been lost in a fire in 1948. 
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recommended that they all be destroyed without microfilming.10 (He did 

recommend, however, that the institutions' register books should be microfilmed.) 

However, Warden Pate of Joliet recommended that the oldest jackets; from May 

25, 1858 until Deoember 14,1889, should not be destroyed, since they were "in good 

shape, and ••• do not take a lot of space," and they "might have some historical 

value."ll 

DOC then formally applied to the State of Illinois Records Commission for 

the authority to dispose of state records. It was given the authority to destroy 

jackets from the years 1871 through 1944 without microfilming. Jackets from 1858 

through 1870, some of those to which ,Warden Pate had referred, were to be 

"transferred to the State Archives for permanent storage." Beginning with 1:945, 

jackets were to be "retained at the institution for 3.66 days following inmate's 

discharge," then microfilmed and the originals destroyed. "Secur,ity copies shall be 

forwarded to the State Archives every six months for per~anent storage.,,12 This 

was to apply both to institutional jackets and to parole supervision jackets. 

Table 1 summarizes the availability of various types of DOC records for 

different time periods.13 Generally, some type of historical record, either 

admission cards or register books, is available at the institution for all years. Some 

of these have been microfilmed. However, these records contain only very limited 

information.,. names and dates. There are no reports, of any kind. 

Except for the 18S8 through 1870 files in the State Archives, and for some of 

the'Menard and Stateville files, all files prior to'1945 have been destroyed. Files 

from 1945 through 1969 have either been microfilmed or destroyed; none are 

awaiting microfilming. Many State ville and some Pontiac and Menard records from 

those dates were microfilmed. However, information available from these early 

files is very sketchy, mostly only legal papers and an occasional medical report or 

notation about visitors.14 Essentially, only information on prisoners released ill the 

197;0's is available in any detail. 
~, 

\~t' 

10DOC memo from H.W. McKnight to A.M. Monahan, Assi~tant Director of., the 
Adult Division, February 19, 1970. 

llLetter from F.J. Pate to A.M. Monahan, March 4, 1970. 

12"Application for Authority to Dispose of State Records," State of Illinois Records 
Commission, May 12, 1971. 

13 All dates refer to date of final discharge. 

14Conversation with Deborah Campbell, Acting Supervisor of the Micl~ofilm Unit, 
December 14, 1978. 
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TABLE 1 

LOCA TION OF RECORDS BY TIME PERIODa 

Record Type 

Admission Card 

Register Books 

Master Files: 
Institutional Jac,kets 

Parole Supervision" 
Jackets 

Prisoner Review Board 

As of December, 1978. 

Source 

All 
Institutions 

Stateville 
Pontiac 
Other 

Joliet 
Menard 
Stateville 
Other 

Menard 1 
Pontiac 
Stateville 
Other 

Menard 
Other 

All 

Source: Microfilm Unit memo. 

Time Period 

From date 
each opened 

1900-present 
1900-1970 
From date 
each opened 

1858-1870 
1878-1919 
1871-1944 
1871-1944 

1945-1969 

1945-1969 

, early 1970's 
, H'7D-present 

1858-1870 
1871-1944 
1945-present 

before 1969 
1969-1971 
1972-1975 
1976-present 

Location 

': At the institution. 
Will later be filmed. b 

Microfilmb 

Some on microfilm at State Archivesc 
A~aiIable at some institu~ons; 
will later be microfilmed. 

State Archivesd 

MicrOfi1rned~ 
Microfilm~ 
Destroyed 

Most Microfilmed f 

Destroyedf 

Waiting for Ticrofilm f 
Microfilmed 

State Arctyvesd 
DestrmJsd 

--I' d 
Microfilm (with same exceptions 
as for institutional jackets) 

State Archives 
Most Microfilmed f 
Stored at Microfilm Unit 
Stored at Prisoner Review Board 

c Source: i;,ti~r76~om Joseph Viteck, warden at P0n.tja~, to i\.M. Monahan Ma'rch 

"~pp~ication for Authority to Dispose of State Records," State of 
IllInOIS Records Commission, May 5, 1971. 

d Source: 

e Source: 
P
Le.tter frNom Elza Brantley, warden at Menard, to the Superintendent of 

rlsons, ovember 26, 1969. 
fC 0 

onversatlOn with Deborah Campbell Mocrofilm UnlOt ActIOn'S 0 , g upervlsor. 
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The backlog in microfilming Prisoner Review Board files wifl be difJCUsse"d 

later in this secti~n. Only 1969 through 1971 records are currently available on 

microfilm, and these records are not well organized for use. Prisoner' Review 

Board microfilm files are stored separately from the master file record for the 

S8me individual. 

Contents 

The Microfilm Unit does not film the entire contents of each master file. 
Material is discarded for' two reasons: either it is trivial and personal, such as 

iMormal notes, personal property lists, invoices, and so on, or it is a duplicate copy 

of other. material in the master file. Duplicate copies are commonly made for 

various DOC divisions and units (see Figure 8). To avoid having anything discarded 

inadvertently, the entire contents of most divisional files are collapsed into the 

master file sent to Microfilm. Thus, only the Microfilm Unit decides what will be 

discarded. 

The decision to discard is governed by explicit, written criteria. The criteria 

currently being used are listed in Figure 9. According to Feuerstahler's 

observations in 1976, the two microfilm operators are well trained and supervised 

in this process of "stripping" the files of material that will not be filmed. 

Figure 9, then, provides a list of parole and other correctional information 

that may be obtained from . microfilmed master files. The parole information is, as 

Feuerstahler points out, limited. It includes parole progress, release progress, and 

parole violation reports, but does not include such things as employment, health or 

family data. If this information is needed it will have to be found in the' Adult 

Parole Services manual files. In any case, since microfilming is not done until at 

least a year after final discharge, all research on current parolees will have to be 

done from Adult Parole Serivces records. 

When the Prisoner Review Board files of 1969 through 1972 were 

microfilmed, there was no attempt to strip them of material contained in the 

master file, or to otherwise coordinate the filming of the two files. The Microfilm 

Unit has since changed its policy. Wheri it begins to film the backlog of Prisoner 

Review Board files, it plans to make stripping decisions for these files bast:cf on 

what material is already in each master file. Then the two will be stored together 

in the same jacket. 
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Backlogs and Lost Files 

When Feuerstahler observed the Microfilm Unit in 1976, she found a number 

of problems; however, there is evidence that many of these problems have since 

been solved. For six months, between late 1975 and early 1976, the Microfiim Unft 

had ceased to exist, because of a state budgetary emergency. During this period, 

the various departments of DOC and the Parole Board stopped sending their files to 

microfilm, and the files accumulated at each point. By the time the Microfilm 

Unit o'pened again in early 1976, there was a tremendous backlog. According to 

Feuerstahler (1976:60-61) this backlog was complicated by additional problems 

when the files were finally sent to Microfilm. She reports that some boxes of files 

arrived completely unlabeled and without shipping lists, and she implies that some 

files may have been lost. The only way to verify whether some files were, indeed, 

lost would be to search for a random sample of microfilmed files. This systematic 

search has not been done, but the Microfilm Unit does report that it has never 

received a request for a file that it has been unable to find. i5 

A further disruption occurred in March, 1977, when the Microfilm Unit, 

(together with the rest of the Information Systems Division) moved to Springfield. 

It took some time to get reorganized in the new location and this increased the 
16 ' 

backlog. However, the backlog problem is apparently being overcome, at least 

for "straight filming" (current work aside from State Archive copies). With the 

help of emergency employees during the summer months, the Microfilm Unit was 

able to bring its straight filming almost up to date. It is currently (December, 

1978) filming November, 1978 and some July, 1978 master files. It is also nearly 

caught up on the backlog of older 1970's records, with the exception of early 1970's 

files from Menard. These files are still at Menard, and groups of them are sent to 

Microfilm as it has time to handle them. Microfilm does have a backlog ol"! 

activities other than straight filming, such as jacketing the rolls of film, and 

making Diazo copies of older jackets for the State Archives. In addition, the 

Microfilm Unit will, when it has time, film aU the admission cards and register 

books kept by the institutions from the date that each was established. 

15 Deborah Campbell, Acting Supervisor, states that in her experience, no one has 
ever requested a file that has not been located (December 8, 1978). 

16 
Memo from Deborah Campbell, Microfilm Unit Acting Supervisor. 
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Adult 

FIGURE 9 

CONTENTS AND ACCESS TO MICROFILMED OAT A 

Face Sheet * 
Fingerprint Card And Photograph ** 
Examination Blank * 
Examination of Prisoner * 
Admission Data * 
Statement of Facts * 
Mittimus * 
Indictment Forms .J!-

Court Papers * 
FBI Rap Sheet and OLE Rap Sheet * 
Police Reports (original offense) *** 
Warrants (original offense) *** 
Classification Reports and Reclassification Reports *** 
Program Consideration and Supplemental Program Considerations *** 
Orientation Write-Out. *** 
Clinical (Psychological - Psychiatric) ** 
Special Progress Reports *** 
Parole Progress *** 
Academic Data * 
Military Data * 
Memos and Letters *** 
Medical (Lab and Reports) - Reports from Hospital (Other Agencies) * 

* 

Dental *** 
Visitation, Mailing Lists, Telephone Cards ** 
Merit Staff Reports ** 
Punishment Cards - Disciplinary Reports * 
Mental Health Transfers ** 
Work Release Forms/Reports *** 
Furloughs *** 
Request for Parole Investigation ** . 
Placement Summary, Waiver, Parole Agreement (or Parole ano Pardon Board 

Order) ** 
In Case o.f Parole violation: 
Police Reports (Violation Reports) *** 
Warrants *** 
Placement Summary, Waiver, Parole Agreement (or Parole and Pardon Board 

Order) *** 
These documents are always at the end of the file: 
Recommendation for Final Discharge *** 
Order of Discharge *** 
Death Certificate *** 
Material after Discharge *** 

Public Information (attorneys, researchers, etc.) 

** Ne.eds Subpeona or ether type of release. form 

*** Depends on the request; legal staff decides 
Source: Deborah Campbell, Microfilm Unit Acting ~upervisor. 
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Figure 9 
(cont.) 

Juvenile 

Face Sheet * 
Fingerprint Card ** 
Photograph ** 
Court Papers * 
FBI and OLE Sheet * 
Police Reports *** 
Warrants and Violations *** 
Client Eligibility *** 
Orientation *** 
Staf~ Meeting, Inter-Departmental, Monthly Staffing Reports *** 
SpecIal Case Review *** 
Social History * 
Social Investigation * 
Diagnostic Reports *** 
Clinical ** 
You th Returned *** 
Parole Progress *** 
Academic * 
Memos and Letters *** 
Other Agencies **** 
Medical * 
Dental * 
Visitation, Mail, Telephone ** 
Adjustment Report * 
Punishment * 
Mental Health Transfers ** 
Placement Investigation *** 
Work Sheet - Parole and Pardon Board Case Review *** 
Order of Parole *** 
Recommendation for Discharge *** 
Final Discharge *** 
Correspondence after Discharge *** 

* Public Information (attorneys, researchers etc) 
** ' . 

Needs Subpeona 8r other type of release form 

*** Depends on the request; legal staff decides 

**** Never released 

Source: Deborah Campbell, Microfilm Unit Acting Supervisor. 
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On Prisoner RevIew Board files, Microfilm presently has a backlog for the 

Years 1972 to the present. Some of these paper files are still at the Prisoner 
17 

Review Board office. 

Thus, the outlook for the use of miCrofilm records seems to be much brighter 

now than it seemed to Feuerstahler in 1976. Users interested in parolees' 

discharged in 1976 through 1978 should gather parole decision data from the 

Prisoner Review Board office. Data for offenders released from Menard in the 

early 1970's are only available at Menard. Otherwise, microfilmed master files 

should be useful for relsearch on parolees released in the 1970's. 

Quality of Film Processing 

A potential problem with microfilming records is that, if careful precautions 

are not taken in processing, the film may deteriorate over time and the record may 

be lost. SAC has not studied the film processing method the Microfilm Unit uses, 

bItt has .collected the 'following information. 

The Microfilm Unit processes all its own film. In fact, according to the 

Acting Supervisor, it has attracted the attention of other state agencies which wish 

to learn from its experience. 

Regulations for microfilm processing are set out in technical detail by the 

Illinois State Records Act (Ill. Rev. State. 1975, Ch. 116 ~ 43.4-43.28,) and the State 

Records Commission Regulations, February 25, 1975. The first also includes 

regulations on access to state records. 

Access to Microfilmed Records 

Legal and Administrative Access 

Access to the microfilms of DOC master files is governed by official 

regulations for access to the files themselves, and by administrative.rules regarding 

. what is to be considered public information. 

Figure 9 l1sts every sort of material that is filmed and gives the access 

status for each. Generally, legal papers of all sorts are considered public 

information. Such material as psychiatric reports or visitation lists require a 

17 Conversations with Deborah Campbell, Acting Supervisor, and Ken Dobucki and 
Dan Shutt of the Prisoner Review Board. 
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subpoena or a release form from the ex-offender. Illinois law enforcement 

agencies (police departments) have relatively easy access to tlJe files. Institutions 

from other states must have signed release forms.18 This administrative policy 

was originally developed in respect to attorneys. The. original memo states, in part: 

Effective immediately, upon receiving a request from a private 
attorney, prosecuting attorney and states attorney's office, whether it 
be by letter or telephone, we must request from them a subpoena for 
any material contained in a resident's file that is not considered "public 
information." ••• At this point in time we do not have a list of items 
that are considered "public information," but our legal staff is compiling 
such a list and will make it available to us for our use. In the interim, 
"public information" will include such items as - Institution _ DOC 
Number - Sentence - Date of Confinement - Indictment Number _ 
Mittimus and Statement of Facts - All Court Papers. 

The list mentioned in this memo is the list of public information data in 

Figure 9. A standard form is included with all letters replying to requests. It 
states: 

Pursuant to the Illinois Department of Corrections Administrative 
Regulations, the fingerprints and photograph may only be obtained 
through a Subpoena. Please Subpoena John Petterchak, Administrator, 
Information Systems Division, 200 W. Washington Street, Springfield, 
illinOis, 62706. When our office receives the subpoena for these records 
we will forward them to you. 

When confidential information is supplied, a form letter such as FigurE> 10 is 
attached. 

Researchers who want access to microfilmed material which is not public 

information will have to get permission from the Administrator of the Information 

Services Unit, (see Index to Sources,) and must also sign the "Non-Disclosure of 

Criminal Justice Information Agreement" in Appendix F. 

The staff of DOC Research and Evaluation is available to answer researchers' 

questions and guIde them in data access. Its addresses are in the "Index to Sources" 
of this report. 

Practical Access 

For this report, SAC has not surveyed users of microfilmed records to see 

how easy or difficult it is to use them once permission has been granted. The only 

18Note to the author from Deborah Campbell, Acting Supervisor of the Microfilm 
Unit, December 5, 1978. 
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TO THE JUDGES AND ATTORNEYS INVOLVED IN THIS CAUSE: 

The records attached to til; s statement are cl assif'ied 
as confi dent 'j a 1 under Cha ptel~ 38, S.ect ion "1003-5-1 (b) 
of the Illinois Revised Statutes. 

Medical and psychiatdc 'rGcords and records made at the 
request or under the supervision of psychitltrists al~e 
also subject to the privileges in Chapter 51, Section 
5.1and 5.2 of the Ill'inois RcV'ised Statutes. In both 
Sections 5.1 and 5.2, the patient may claim a privilege 
and under Section 5~2, the psychiatrist has & privilege 
to object to the i ntt'oauct'i on of any records made unde\~ 
his superv,; s; 11)11. 

In the event of waiver of privileged mattG~ by the 
apptopr-iate !Jetson and subpoena and/otCourt order, 
the Department of Corrections, on bQhalf oftts 
professional personnel and under the statut~s classifying 
this information as. confidential, conditions the release 
o,ii this information on the basis that it \'Ji'll be held 
confid~mti a 1 by the Court and tne attorneys partiei p~ti n9 
in'the! action C'.nd telei:~sed ani'! to themselves or to 
pr'bfessiollal pet'sonnel \~ho an';" officers or (!mployees 
of the Court, ilnd that it otl)erwise be suppressed. 

We ask your full cooperation. 

'.\ 
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evidence we now have about ease of use is Feuerstahler's repo'rt, which was written 

before the Microfilm Unit moved to Springfield. 

She states that there was, in 1976, convenient access to microfiche readers , 
but complains that microfiche is inherently difficult to read. She also mentions 

that, until 1976, material in each microfiche file was in no order, chronological or 

otherwise. This made it very difficult and time consuming to find some 

information, since the entire fiche had to be scanned. This problem has apparently 

been corrected for more recent files. 
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COMPUTER RECORDS 

The Department of Corrections has two computerized record systems. The 

C~rrectional Information System (CIS) is a very large offender accounting system. 

It is managed by the Information Services Division (ISO) of DOC, the same division 

that manages the Microfilm Unit. ISO also runs the Payroll and Personnel System 

(PPS). The second system, Correctional Institu~ions Management Information 

System (CIMIS) was developed in partnership with the Illinois Law Enforcement 

Commission to collect, store and process offender management data at each 

institution~ It is c~rrently operational at State Ville and Menard. 

CIS and CIMIS differ in many ways, but the most important difference is that 

CIS was designed to provide statewide data to DOC administrators, planners and 

researchers, while CIMIS was designed to provide current tactical information for 
correctional operations. 

fDrre~al Information System: History 

Since CIS was implemented, in 1972, it has had a number of serious problems, 

particularly with its parole data. In 1975, Feuerstahler (1976:17-25) analyzed data 

available on CIS from the Parole Turnaround Document (see "Manual Parole and 

Release Supervision Records.") She randomly chose ten cases, and compared 

information in the master file to information on CIS for these ten. One case was 

not retrievable. For the other nine, she found that some data elements on CIS were 

repeatedly incorrect, such as parole dates and final discharge date, and other data 

elements were often outdated, such as occupation on parole or current parole 

counselor. She noted also that, "Staff indicated that there is a lag time varying 

around several weeks from turnaround document sUbmission by the parole counselor 

to printout; there is also lag time ~n the process of error correction," (1976:24) . 
resulting in the same error or outdated information being repeated in subsequent 

reports. The combination of outdated and erroneous information encouraged parole 

counselors to depend on their own manual records rather than on CIS reports.19 

Because parole counselors were responsible for reporting to CIS via the Parole 

Turnaround Document, but found the CIS reports less than useful, they had little 

stake in the document's completeness and accuracy. Eventually the Parole 

Turnaround Document was discontinued, and replaced by the Adult Field Services 

19 Conversation with John Henning, October 31, 1978 • 
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i System. An audit of this system in early 1977 found that there were still many 

problems, including an "outdated, and inaccurate" users' manual, and Oth6~ problems 

in managing the system (MT A 1977:2-3). A report written by an ISO analyst in 

January, 1978 outlined the following problems with CIS: 

1. Outdated and incomplete documentation of systems, programs, Input/ 
Output functions, and user procedures.' , , 

2. Lack of available and/or accessible data elements fOfr .user mqudlry
C 

and
d statistical reporting especially for classifying type 0, t,lme serve ,goo 

time J'ail time parole period, etc.) and for determInIng categorIes of 
" , t) recidivism (technical violations and recommltmen s. 

3. Lack of standardization in defining, using, and interpreting status codes 
both for internal use and for external reporting. , 

4. Difficulty in maintaining current system due to outdated ~ystemst delSlgkn 
(data elements and technology), change in reporting reqUlremen s, ac 
of documentation, and lack of in-house expertise. , , 

5. Impurities in Master file data resulting b?t~, from non-standard Input 
requirements and from lack of user responsIbIlIty for data. 

6. Lack of comprehensive test system. ". .... , 
7. Difficulty in interpretation of statutes and admml:'~ratlv~ regulatlOns

i 8. Lack of central coordinator for Input/Output functl,on to reso ve 
differences in input procedures and to standa~dize ~pe~atl~ns. , 

9. Lack of central coordinator for user functIOns (~nstltutlOns" Prlsone~ 
Review Board, parole services) to resolve dIfferences, m users 
procedures and to serve as liaison between user~ and CIS In or~er to 
ensure standardization and user acceptance. (IDOL.. 1978a:Appendlx) 

Currently, ISO and Adult Parole Services are working together to improve the 

quality and availability for use of ,p~tQle data. In addition, an enhanced version of 

CIMIS w.ill include a parole module, which will incorporate many of the data 

elements identified in the CIS system. The new system will operate on the same 

basi$ as CIMIS for daily transactions, and will be linked to a large, department-wide 

historical data base for planning and research uses (DOC 1978a:9.) It is expected to 

be fully operational by December 1, 1979. 

Contents of the CIS Fi~ 

The changes discussed above will only affect data collected in the future. 

Anyone attempting to use CIS information being collected now or collected since 

1973 will have to know what are the contents of th'ose 'CIS files, and what is the 

quality oJ the data. 

There are two types of CIS files: current and historical. The current Itiles 

include reports on everyone currently in a DOC institution or out on pargJ~ or 

supervised release. Periodically these files are purged of those cases whicH have 
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been finally discharged. These purged cases are added to the historical files, which 20 . 
go back to 1973. 

It is difficult to determine the contents of these files, since a users' guide or 

codebook is not available. 21 However, SAC has obtained the .core file of data 

elements (Appendix G.) Definitions of some coding categories were obtained from 

Severin WelIinghQff, DOC Planning and Evaluation, and are ,available in the SAC 

library. The contents of CIS files have almost certainly changed over time, but 

SAC has been unable to obtain documentation for these changes. Again, the user 

should consult Research and EvalUation before attempting to use and interpret CIS 
historical files. 

Standard Reports 

Two standard reports are produced by ISO from CIS files. One, the Resident 

Profile Report, contains individual level data. The other, the DOCCOOl Report, 
contains aggregate data. 

The Resident Profile Report is a listing of data held by CIS on an individual. 

It is sent to parole counselors and to the Prisoner Review Board on request, and 

thus becomes a part of each indiVidual's file. 

Appendix H is an example of a Resident Profile Report that was produced on 

a new inmate who had just entered Reception. Some of the data in this report are 

missing simply because this particular inmate is so new that the information is not 

yet applicable. However, the next section will show that some CIS data are missing 
more often than not. 

The DOCCOOl Report is usually referred to as the DOC-l Report. It is an 

aggregate report produced monthly by ISO, and distributed to a small list of DOC 

institutions and offices, but not to any library or ar~'Yiive. It has been produced 

since 1975 or 1976, but SAC has been unable to locate any office which has saved 

copies over a year. Most of them were apparently destroyed (see Access to CIS 
Data.) 

20 Conversation with Severin Wellinghoff, formerly of 
Evaluation, December 15, 1978. 

21 Conversation with Joye Groff, ISO, November 9, 1978. 
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However, the variables summarized in a typical DOC-l Report are an 

indication of the kind of data available in CIS. The October, 1978 DOC-l Report, 

which is available in the SAC library, includes totals for the DOC institutional and 

paroled populations (separately) for the following variables, each total broken into 

race by ~sex categories: 

1. Committing County (Each Illinois county, out of state.» 
2. County of Residence (Each Illinois count~, out of st~te. U ' d S t ) 
3. Nativity (Place of birth. States, territorIes, ~ountr~es, nI~e ta e,s. d 
4. Occupation (326 very detailed categories; including stu ent, retIre , 

5. 

6. 

7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 

II. 
12. 

13. 
14. 

15. 
16. 

disabled, unemployed and none.) , 
Education (Grade in school. First, second, ••• fourth year hIgh, college 
or more.) 
Offense (DLE/UCR offense code for each class of felony or 
misdemeanor, excluding offenses before 1973.) , 
Offenses before 1973 (DLE/UCR offense codes as above.) 
Offense (Statutory class of felony or misdemeanor.) 
Age (At commitment and currently. 16 and under, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 
22-24, 25-29, 30-34, 35-39, 40-44, 45-49, 50-64, 65 and over.~ , 
Religion (53 categories, including No preference, AgnostIc? AtheIst, 
Protestant other, Baptist other, Lut~eran other, MethodIst other, 
Christian other and Other.) 
Military Discharge (Honorable, dishonorable.) 
Military War Period (World War Il, Korean, Vietnam, peacetime, not 
applicable.) 
Handicapped (yes, no.) " . 
Alcohol Use at Admission (AlcoholIc, perIodIc drunken sprees, heavy 
drinker, moderate, light, never.) 
Drug Use at Admission (Heavy, occasi?nal',li,ght, ~ever.) 
Marital Status (Never married, marrIed lIVing wIth spouse, widow(er), 
divorced, separated, common-law, divorced and remarried.) 

Assuming that a user has been able to obtain a copy of the DOC-l Report, 

there will be two problems in interpreting it: missing data and outdated da~a. Both 

problems are not only true of the DOC-l Report aggregate summaries but of 

individual level CIS reports as well. Both will be discussed in the next section. 

Quality of CIS Data 

The quality of any set of data is determined by its validity and its reliability. 

A piece of information is valid if it really measures what it is supposed to measure. 

It is reliable if it is accurately collected and recorded. For this report, SAC has 

not ~ttempted a complete investigation of the validity and reliability of CIS. 

However, we have gathered the following information. 
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Validity 

The validity of CIS data depends, of course, on the particular piece of data of 

concern. Age and sex, for example, are unambiguous. For variables such as 

Handicapped it is impossible to determine the validity without having the coding 

instructions, which are unavailable. The validity of the scores of tests given during 

Reception, such as IQ tests, depends on the validity of the tests themselves, 

especially their validity for use with the typical person committed to DOC. In 

addition, the collection of a few CIS variables depends on the subjective judgement 

of a teacher or counselor. Consci,ous or subconscious bias could produce a variable 

which measures the counselor's hopes, not the actual situation. Such variables, for 

example, Parole Problem, should be carefully interpreted. Most CIS variables, 

however, are relatively objective. 

One validity problem is that much CIS data is gathered at Reception, and is 

naturally outdated at parole. Feuerstalher (1976) found that CIS data were not 

brought up to date. For example, marital status may change during a period of 

inprisonment, but CIS marital status refers to status at Reception. Tests also refer 

to IQ or vocational ability at Reception, not currently. In fact, Feuerstahler found 

cases of parolees being recommitted for a new offense, but not retested. In those 

cases, test scores measured IQ and so on at the time of a previous commitment. In 

addition, CIS information is often outdated in variables such as occupation on 

parole or current parole counselor (Feuerstahler, 1976:22). Therefore, CIS data are 

valid only if careful attention is paid to the applicable time. 

Missing data can easily produce an invalid variable. If data are unavailable 

for many DOC residents or parolees, the data would not be a valid representation 

of the "typical" resident or parolee. There would be a good chance that people for 

whom information is missing are systematically different from people for whom 

information is not missing. Therefore, unless there is evidence to the contrary, a 

high percentage of missing data is an indication of systematic bias and the data in 

question should be assumed to be invalid. 

SAC was unable to obtain a complete list of the per cent missing on each CIS 

variable. However, we do have two indicators of missing data - the per cent 

missing in the DOC-l Report variables, and the experience of someone who has 

used CIS data a great deal. 
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TABLE 2 

Percent Missing for October, 1978 
DOCCOOOI Report Items: 

Adult Institutional Population 

Indh,idual Institutions ,----'----------------.. ,-~ .. "--.-,,- ,- '"~ . -, '. 

Variableo. 

Total 
Adult 
Institu 
tions 

Can. Co. 196 
Res. Co. 29 
Nativity 4 

~ 
M 
H 
n 

8ccupation 6 
Education 19 

Ii< Offense 
H b Ii t;: Early~ 
\1 Class 
FI Age 
!! Religion 
Ii Mil'tary td ~ 

"'1\ war2 1, T.T-~· 
, i J vyar-'" 

7 
1 
3 
4 

100 

29 
47 

, \1 

" 1 
Handicapped 7 

! , 

Alcohol 21 
Drugs 23 
Marital St. 5 

N 10460 

Joliet 
Recep. 
and 
Class. 

10% 
53 
15 

2 
51 

5 
10 
14 
14 

100 

56 
70 

18 
50 
50 
15 

552 

Joliet 

0*% 
43 

4 
5 

28 

6 
0* 
4 
4 

100 

35 
59 

7 
31 
33 

4 

698 

State­
ville 
Corr. 
Center 

0*% 
33 
1 
4 

21 

3 
0* 
1 
2 

100 

25 
41 

4 
21 
24 

2 

2158 

State­
ville 
Minimum 
Security 

0% 
19 
o 
o 

13 

11 
0 
0 
0 

100 

14 
42 

0 
12 
19 

0 

95 

*Less than 1 per cent. 

~ See cxrtplete definitions in the 'baxt, page 44. 
. Per cent that offenses before 1973 are of the total. c -. 
d Unreported 

Total missing: Unreported plus Information not given. 

Menard 
Menard Corr. 
Psych. Center 

1% 
33 

7 
13 
25 

28 
0* 
6 
7 

100 ' 

33 
46 

11 
28 
31 

9 

320 

1% 
31 

3 
6 

17 

14 
1 
3 
3 

100 

35 
54 

6 
18 
2i 

'+ 
2612 

Dwight 
Corr. 
Center 

0*96 
8 
6 
8 
6 

6 
0* 
0* 
0* 

100 

'~' 24 
24 

17 
12 
12 
7 

296 

Pontiac 
Corr. 
Center 

096 
23 

1 
3 

11 

0* 
0 
0* 
1 

100 

18 
39 

4 
14 
16 

3 

1586 

. ., 1\ 

Vandalia Vienna Sheridan Logan 
Corl". Corr. Corr. Corr. 
Center Center Center Center 

096 0% 0% 0'lE-% 
33 11 0 12 

9 2 0 2 
." 

10 4 3 3 
30 10 0 11 

2 10 1 4 
a 0 a 0* 
9 0* 0* 1 
9 2 0 2 

100 100 100 100 

34 21 5 23 
45 41 29 43 

12 3 0* 5 
29 9 19 - 19 
29 12 23 21 

9 2 0 2 

745 646 3.l~ 434 
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Per cent Missing for October, 1978 I 

DOCC001 Report Items: 
Parole Population (Excluding Out of State) 

Parole Region c 
Appre-

Variablea Total b 
Parole 

Lemuel Supportive hension 
Sykes Service Unit I II III -

Ccmni ttnen1: Co. 0*% 2% 6% 2% 7% 11% 6% 
Residence Co. 9 47 4 14 3 6 7 
Nativity 11 2 2 2 3 3 1 
Occupation 2 7 8 9 9 14 7 
Education 8 11 10 15 9 8 5 

Offense 
before 1973d 15 30 21 27 14 11 16 
Class 0* 2 4 0* 3 11 6 

Age 0* 1 0* 1 J 1 0* 
Religion 1 4 3 5 '4 3 2 
Militlly 99 100 99 99 99 100 100 
Ware 21 
Warf 35 

28 19 30 20 18 21 
40 28 42 34 35 33 

Handicapped 4 9 9 15 6 4 3 
Aloohol 12 16 19 18 18 21 13 
Drugs 15 18 20 20 21 25 15 
Marital Status 2 3 6 5 8 12 7 

N 10830 939 207 559 5590 1491 1501 

* Less than 1 per cent. 

a See definitions in text, page 44. 
b 

Excludes out of state. 

IV 

10% 
5 
6 

13 
8 

7 
10 
0* 
4 

99 

45 
54 

11 
17 
18 
8 

965 

~ DOC no longer has parole regions, but this classification still appears in the DOC-1 Report. 
Per cent that offenses before 1973 are of the total. 

e Unreported 

f Unreported plus Information Not Given. 

Unassigned 

2% 
23 

2 
5 

11 

14 
2 
0* 
2 

100 

21 
39 

8 
15 
,19 

2 
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Tables 2 and 3 gIve the per cent missing for each variable in the October~ 

19/8 DOC-l Report, for each adult institution (Table 2) and for each parole region 

(Table 3.) For example, ten per cent of the Joliet Reception residents had missing 

data on Item 1, Committing County, and 29 per cent were missing Item 2, County 

of Residence. (See page,44 for definitions of the items.) 

These tables show that one item, Military Discharge (Item ll), is almost 

totally missing, and that other variables are commonly between a third and a half 

missing. Valid .conclusions about the typical resident or parolee cannot be based o~ 

these DIDC-l Report items. 

In addition Tables 2 and 3 show that the per cent missing may vary from one , . 

institution to another and from one parole region to another. In general, there is 

less missing data for the parole population, probably because they have been in the 

system longer. However, the DOC-l Report seems to be more complete for some 

institutio~s than for other institutions, and for some PC!~·ole regions than for others. 

The second indicator of the amount of mIssing data in C,IS appears in 

AppendixG'. This is a li~t of the core file data elements of CI~ •. The final c~lu~n 
of this list is a code for whetner the data e~ement is usu~lly missing, often missing 

or usually not missing. This code is based on the experience of Severin Wellingh~ff, 

a former researcher in DOC Researchand Evaluation, who obtained CIS data for 

DOC research and for clients such as the Criminal Sentencing Commission and 

other researchers. 

Another analysis of CIS missing data is found in Block (1978,) a review of a 

study using CIS data (Knox, 1978a.) Block documents sedous methodological 

problems in the study, including a problem with missing data. 

In summary, the amount of missing data is an indicator of degree of validity. 

According to this indicator, some CIS data for some institutions appear to be 

invalid. 

i"Reliab iIi t Y 

Reliability refers to the accuracy of the data. Are the data properly reported 

and recorded in CIS files? 

As, mentioned above, Feuerstahler (1976) found some parole data in CIS files 

to be incorrect when compared to manually kept records. She particularly 

b · . ur te Feuerstahler's. mentions parole date and final discharge date as elng Inacc a • 
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study was done in 1976, . and applies to reliability of CIS data at that time. 

However, the researcher interested in 1976 or earlier CIS data should check them 

for accuracy against ~he microfilmed master files. 

The sources of some data are not reliable. The recording of education, 

family, occupation and other data is based on an interview with the resident, the 

accuracy of which is seldom checked. Another source of 'inaccuracy is that 

different people collecting the information may differ in how they record it. 

Indeed, one of the CIS problems cited above was a "lack of standardization in 

defining, using and interpreting status codes" (looc 1978a.) In addition, the 

variation in per cent missing from one place to another that was noted in Tables 2 

and 3 may indicate a lack of consistency in data recording from one place to 

another. 

Access to CIS Data 

Access to CIS reports on identified individuals is governed by the same 

restrictions as for other individual level DOC data. These restrictions appear in 

Appendix E. Permission to access data must be requested in writing, and the 

researcher must sign an agreement of non-disclosure (Appendix F). Those wishing 

to use CIS data should begin by talking to DOC Research and Evaluation staff, who 

will guide them through the process (see Index to Sources.) 

Access to CIS historical files is difficult. ISO maintains that the historical 

tapes are impossible to use for all practical purposes, and in fact have never been 
22 . 23 

used. However, DOC Research and EvaluatIon has repeatedly used these tapes. 

Therefore, users interested in accessing CIS historical files should contact Res~arch 

and Evaluation prior to contacting ISO. 

Access to the DOC-1 aggregate report may be obtained from those who 

regularly receive it. ISO could not provide a complete list bf those who receive it, 
." ' ._ ..... -'>-- •.•.•• ~." ._ ... .._ ___ ••. __ .,. ___ •. _M. 

but DOC Research and Evaluation, and the Prisoner Review Board are among those on 
\ 

22Conversation with Joye Groff, ISO, November 9, 1978. ISO has also told the 
Prisoner Review Board staff that the historical files are unavailable to them 
(conversations with Ken Dobucki, previous Administrative Assistant to the Board, 
and Dan Shutt, current Administrative Assistant.) 

23Conversations with Severin Wellinghoff, Research and Evaluation staff member 
most familiar with CIS tapes, and with John Henning, Research and Evaluation 
Cqord ina tor. 
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the list. Each institution also receives a copy. The copies at DOC Research and 

the Board are kept about nine months, and are t~en destroyed. SAC has been 

att~mpting to find old copies so that they can be 'either in the SAC library or in 

the State of Illinois library, but has so far. been unsuccessful. However, 

beginning with the April, 1979 report, SAC will obtain month-old copies from 

DOC Researchanc! Evaluation and will keep them available for use. 

t, 

~~, ,\ 

..oj 

0 

o 

50 

. ~ 0 

(2 ''I 
' ____ ~ .. ~,.., _"'.'-k_' ...... ·.·< , "~.~. ___ ~~~~~;;;~~.:-;;;:~."7::!::::.:-./1ntn"::~~~~~~"'r:-:-.: .... ...... "~ " .-

pr 
I 

] 

b 
P 
1 

~ 
(] 
j 

(J 

(] 
rl 
tl 
b 

I;. 

~f' 
/ 

:~: 

' .. 

LJ 

LJ 

0 
0 
LJ 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
u 
0 
0 
0 
f] 

[1 

tJ 

[J 

0 
/~' 

FEDERAL PAROLE DATA 

Some Illinois parolees are paroled not from the Illinois corrections .system, 

but from the federal correctiorls system. Data on these parolees may be obtained 
r 

. from the data bases maintai'ped by the Research Unit of the. U.S. Parole 

Commission in Wahington, DC. 
. . 

The organization of the federal parole system is similar to the organization of 

the Illinois parole system, in that parole decisions are administratively separate 

frornparole supervlsion. The U.S. Parole Commission of the Department of Justice 

advises the U.S. Board of ParolPr, which grants and revokes federal parole. Federal 

parole\~s supervised by U.S. Probation Officers who are employed by federal court 
/I 

distrids. 

Manual Files 

There are three federal court districts in '1lHnois .. Northern Illinois, Central 

Illinois and Southern Illinois. (See list of counties in each district in Index to 

Sources.) All manual files are kept at the district offices. Programs that work' 

with federal parolees, such as DAHE, also keep some manual records. However, 

federal parole statistics are not collected from these files. In fact, the files are 

closed to research outside the agency • 

The official position on access to federal probation system files. appears in 

Appendix I. Since federal probation officers also supervise parolees, this position 

applies to parolee files as well. The position paper discusses the effect of the 

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and the Privacy Act, and points out that 

federal probation offices are not bound by FOIA. For this reason, there is 

essentially no access to probation and parole files or to presentence reports. 

Records of people ~nder dual parole supervision, who served .an Illinois 
. . 

sentence concurrently with a federa'1 sentence or another state's sentence and who 

were not i(1 an Illinois institution, have been kept since 1965 at the Prisoner Review 
Board office. 

Computer Files 

. The Research Unit of the U.S. Parole Commission maintains two computer 

data bases., Illinois data may be obtained from both. Users may request copies 9f 
either tape by writing to Peter Hoffman, Director of the Research Unit. (See Index 

to Sources.) [~ata on the tapes are without individual identifiers. 
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Parole Decision Making (PDM) Codesheet 
(un) ~l PAROlE IIECISIOH INFOM\TlOH SHE£T == ~~~L ON CRIIIE AND DELINOt/ZHCy 

MAKt --------~ta~.r\----------------------~r~l~r~.~£~----------~--------

----------~---------~--------~tjJ 480 
CUD Olr OrFENSE (Check One) 164-65) 01 s.~!t.~:~\Iy Narcotic. to Support Q 
~i~i) _R I I II I I I I I W11lfUl Homicide ~Q Th.ft. Plann.d QQ o' 

N.qU9.nt Manel.u9hter 'i1l' Abortion 

~~i!i _R I I I 1 I I I" I A.-ed Robbery n c ... Thatt. Planned Q
O 

\1 

.l~ft (22-25) I I I I 
No. ,Yr .. 

I 1"\ I I 
110. Yr. 

DAft 5EIft'EIICE BEGAN (30-33) 
[ L-,.J IL..--L--:-:'IL....-.-II 

110. Yr. 

~ft or AllIUSSION (34-37) I I 1 1 I 
110. Yr. 

_ aaIlTTED (38-39) rn 
'rIl'It or AllIU8S10N (Ch.ck One) (40) 

_ CDu:rt c:.-i tAeft t g __ tion R.8"'ljr.ed 

...-tiaa ReYOkacl 

Par:oLlt Violator 
111_ II.v caaai_nt 

.1th lie .. c:-d_nt 

~Re"l ... e 
111_ II.v ca-1_nt 

lIJlIIaM PA.aLIl ELIGIBILITY 
II&ft (51-54) 

&LUSI:!!" (55) 
_. "'Nine or IIor. 

[ 

lIP .. _IC GROUP (Check ODe) (56) 

Malil 

1 

o 
3 

Bl.ck o 
5 

D 
7 o 

cxu.-lP (Check One) (57) 

U.S.A. 0 
3 

.. doa o , 
o 

" . 

2 

Q o 
4 

Q o 
rn 

ir. 

o 

2 

o 
4 o 

Un • .-cI Robb.ry 

A\I\lr.v.tacl A ... ult 

..... 91.ry 

OWelUn9 

Other 

Theft 0" L.rceny. Except Vehici. 

Vehicle Theft 

Forgery ...... ~d. Larceny by Check 

Other Fraud 

R.8pe.. Forcible 

Il4pe. Statutory 

Other Sex Offen ••• Ag&inat Juvenile. 

P .. o.titution ancl Pandering 

All Othe .. Sex Off.n... Nat 
Againat Juvenile. 

Alcohol L."a Viol.tion 

Narcotic D .... 9 I. .... Violation 

1I&1'1ju ..... 

Oth ... 

x-i9 .. .,t10n La ... Violation 

Counte .. f.1ting 

Kicln.pping. .. .. deral 

Selective Service La". Violation 

Nation.l .. irBUII.· Act violation 

All Others \ 

'-n' M.nel.ughte .. 

qD~l aU"91ary. No lIe.pon. D.y-TiM. n

Q

492 ~ 
Oth ... C .. t.e Planned ~ 

Burgl.ry. lIe.pon or lIight-Tia., 
Unplanna~" 

Po ••••• H.avy Narcotic., Gre.ter Q b 
40 'fhan ,50 

n n " 
~ sicape with Force 's'5"I 
Q Ab~::!tsex. Mino ... Mutual Q b' 

QQ aU~=d lIe.pon or Night~TiM. QQ" "" 
AttelAptad Crt.e with Threat "to 

H ... 

q 5.11 Marijuan •• Minor" Q I 

~ Criain.l Act. ro .... No Injury ~ t
j

] I 
"'7"'f c .. iainal Act. lIOcIily HUll 'nt ' 

§ ::::'"..: :: :: § t 11 
Q :::::e::' N:::::C:

o 
f::"::fit gIl 

rI violence, ·spur of the Moment- rl I 
i:=i S.xual Act. Adult. rorc" Q (".I 

S =::::.:: 8 1'.1 
Q Crl.Jlin.~ Act. P.ar. Q775 

Diafi\l~t t ~ V1~:~. ·Sp .... of the _nt·. ~J 
'9r! s.xual Act, Child, porce 'trsi 

Violenc., Planned, Minor, n '1 
iIBAPON IN OPFENSE/lIlJURY (Ch.ck One) (U) 

o 

o Vi~~i~~·H::ned. Acllilt. Q \'j ) 

Boclily H..... ~ 1'-
1 Viol.nca. P l£nn.d. Minor. De.th TrI 

D03 violenca. Plann.d. Mult. De"th Q
D 

lJ' 
"All Oth ... " 

o 
2 o 
4 

~f.' As Th .... t o 
6 

Other, As Thr •• t o 
8 

o 

IlIpli.d OnlY 

Boclily H .... 

Boclily Hano 

Boclily llano 

0, 1. or • " 
Boclil:, Ham 

ASSAULT (ca-1_nt Off.n •• ) (Ch.ck One) 
o 

No 0 Y.iI 
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Do" DOLLAIt IIAUII (auaGLlUlY. VEHICLE 'fIIU'f (RESALE). "",I .10 ~".I ro_. FIlAUD. LAM:ZIIY. rosSlISSlOil OF DRUGS, 

OR COUlI'IUftI'flllG) Cdlack One) (71) 

o IIJIdar $200 00: '200-41' Do: r:;<) "-1
1 (67) $500-'" $1.000"'4.,,, , 

1 5' Ii..! 

o =" .. H .~ - ....... 0 e 

" 1 o 
"-",,---~-,""l""--
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[J 
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I 19ure ,LL 
(cont.) 

GRADE CLA.lIU!:D (58-59) rn 
IlARITAL STA',u~ (en.ck One) (60) 

1 

single 0 Marriecl 

1 

W1dov(er) 0 Di""rced 

5 

Separated 0 Ca-aon Law 

9 

Unkn,*" 0 

CODE .. ENDANTS (Check One) (62) 
o 

No 0 Ye. 

TYPE or SKNTENCE (Check One) (63) 

o More Than One 'tYP • 
S.:f.Mple 0 Often •• , Concurrent 

2 

Con •• cutive 0 

2 o 
4 o 
6 o 

1 

o 

1 

o 

AGE AT .. lkST ARREST (l0-11) 

AGE AT .. IkST CONVICTION (12-13) 

AGE AT rIRST COHIIITllENT (14-15) 

IT] 

rn 
rn 

LCllaEST TIllE "REE SINCE .. IRST COHIIITHENT 
(Ch.ck On.) (16) 

Non. 

.!. 18 .a. 

! 60 lftO. 

1 

o ! 'MO. 
3 

[J ! 36 Il10. 

5 o . 60110. 

LONGEST TJ:ME SERVED ON ANY COMMITMENT 
(Check Dna) (17) 

None 

!. 18 RK). 

1 o 
1 --, 

LJ 
5 

o 
PII10R PRISON COHHITMENTS (l8) 

0-*",., g-rUne or Here 

mo. 

!. 36 MO. 

• '0 100. 

2 o 
4 o 
6 o 

2 

LJ 
4 o 
6 

~ 

o 

OFFENSE RATING (Check One) (68-70) 

Bigamy 

Pro.titution 

Walkaway 

Minor Theft. Unplanned 

Abnor.al Sex, Adults, MutUAl 
Consent 

Check., OWn Nam., Leas Than or 
Equal to $ 500 

Poa.e •• Marijuana, Leaa ThM or 
Equal to $100 

<~orgery or Counterfeiting, 
,Le .. Th.n or Equal to $500 

Minor Theft, Planned 

Simple Theft, Unplann.cI 

Check •. ,· OWn Name. Greater 
Th.,,' $500 

Pa..... Heavy Narcotic., Le •• 
Than or Equal to $ 50 

Theft. Unplanned 

Car Theft, Unplanned 

Burqlary, No Weapon, Oay-T1aw, 
EconOllic 

Forgery or Counterfeltlnq, More 
Th.n $500 

Po ••••• Marijuana, More Thar. $100 

Confidence G_e 

5.11 M.rijuane. Adult 

ReceiVing Stolen Property 

Drunk 01" Drunk Or! vinq 

V.qr.nay/Dborduly 
Conduct. 

Milit.ry Conviction. 

" AlJ. Oth.... (Including 
Trftffic Off.n •• a) 

(U)D 
(44)0 
(4)0 
(46) 0 
(47) D 

FAMILY CRIHlNAL RECORO (Check One) (50) 

o 1 

No 0 Y •• 0 

LIVING ARRANGEMENT BEFORE COMHITIlENT 
(Ch",ck Ona) (51) 

With Other. 1 

Parent" or Guardian D 
2 

Wife and/or Chil4nn 0 
3 

Paramour 0 
4 

Other(.) 0 
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CARD 7'110 

REASON FOR FIRST ARREST (Check One) i9) 

CAPn THRU 

Sf.T I1S-20) 

"alony 0 

HOIIic1d. , Aaa.ult, or Sex 0 
1 

Burqlary, Forgery, Check. 0 
2 

Robbery 0 
] 

Theft" Except Auto 0 
4 

Auto Theft 0 
5 

Narcotic. 0 , 
Other 0 
Mi.dem.anor 7 

Drunk 0 
8 

otlou 0 
9 

Delinquant Child (Under 18) 0 
X 

~~ 0 
y 

Milit .. y 0 

LAST CUSTODY CLASSIF'ICATIOtI (Cheek One) (23) 

Maximum 

IIedi .... 

Work 
ble ••• 

1 o Cla.e 

3 o Mini .. "", 

6 o Unknown 

ON-THE-JOII TIIAINING (Check On~) (27) 

2 

o 
4 

~ 
9 o 

o 1 

None or Un.mown 0 ~ 5 me. 0 
2 

>511\0. 0 
EDUCATION PROGRAM (Check One) (28) 

o 1 

No or Unknown 0 Yea 0 
2 

NUMBER 0" PAROLE H&f.~"INGS (30) 

l-F iratI g-Ninc or Hare 

G.E.D. 

PAJlQLE ADVISOR OBTAIllED (YCA Only) 
(Check ,One) (ll) 

o 
NoD 

1 

YII8 0 :lot 
Applicable 

o 
o 
9 o 

• I 

1 
! 
I 

1 ); 

I 

I: 

, 
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Figure 11 
(cont.) 

O'I'IIU 'RIOR SEIITENCES ( 19 ) 

D-Mooe, '-IUM or: Mote ' 

SENTENCES WITH PR08ATI~ (20) 

O-Hon., '-tUn. or More 

PRIOR INCAl<CERlITIOHS (21) 

a-None, 9-,.1n8 or JlQre 

PROIlATION OR PAROLE REVOCATIONS 
(Chack ona) (22) 

None 

D 
o 
o 
o 

Probation. Revoked, 
One or Mora' Ti ... 

2 o 
Parole .. YOked, on. 
or Hare :rt.t. 

3 o 
Both Probation and 
Parole Revo.ed 

4 o 
PRIOR CONVICTIONS 

Willful Homicide 

Negl1qant 
HanalauqhtelC' 

A ... d Robbery 

Unarmed Robbe ry 

Agqravated' A •• Bult 

aUrqlary 

Theft or Larceny, 
Except Auto 

Auto Tlleft 

Forgel'Y, Fraud, or 
Larceny by Ched: 

Other Fraud 

Rape, Forcible 

Rape, Statutory 

Other Sex Otfen.es 
"qainat Juvenil •• 

Proatitution and 
Pandering 

All Other Sex otren ••• 
Not Aq.~~ .. t J"w"11 •• 

Narcotic Druq 
L_ Violation 

Alcollol t_ Violation 

r_iqratlon La" 
Violationa 

Countarteitlnq 

Select:iva Service 
La.., Viol.tiona 

Code 
Conviction. 

O-None 
9-9 or r~ 

(23)0 
(24)0 

(25)'0 

(26'0 
(
271 0 

(21) 0 
(29)0 
(30) 0 
(3110 
(J2) 0 
(33)0 

(34) 0 
" .II 

(l5~ 0 
;) 

(36t\O 
(37)0' 

UI) ~ 

()I) 0' 
,(4°'0 

(41'0 
(42) 0 

, " 

DRUGS 

No rixed Abode 

~ 
Inatltutlon 

Military 

No Information 

Ule Denied or 
lJnkniown 

o o Use 

Contriblltinq 02 

to Oftenle "Alcollolic. 

5 

o , 
o 

7 

o 
• o 
9 o 
I o 
3 o 

(Check All Applicable Code., Through' 6) 

o 
No Known Ue. (53) 0 

1 , 
Marijuana (54) 0 

2 

Stimulants or Hallucinogen. 

Sedativea, Including 
Barbiturate. 

(55) 

(56) 

o 
3 o 

Opiates and Synthetic 
SubstitUtea (571 cr 

5 
Other (58) o 

6 

Glue Sniffinq (59) o 
MENTAL .HOSPITAL CONFINEMENT (Clleck One) (60) 

o 1 

.,0 DYe. 0 
,LONGEST JOB IN FREE COHHUNITY (Check Onti) (6411 

None 

! 2 Years 

.! 4 Years 

o 1 

Oil Year 0 
2 3 o ~ l Y.ar~'D 
4 5 o ,. 4 Year. 0 

9 

Unknown 0 
EMPLOYMENT IN LAST TWO YEARS GI' CIVILIAN 
LIFE' (Check Ona) (63) 1 

More than 25' of Time, or Student. 0 
or Un .... ployable 75' of Time or More 

I.e .. than 26' of Time, and Not: 2 
Student or Unemployable 75' of TlJte 0 

9 

Unknown o 
MILITARY DISCHARGE (Check one) (64) 

No Military 
Hiltory 

Ge .... ral 

Othaor than 
Hono!<able 

BETA I.a. (65-17) 

o o 
2 o 
4 o 

1 
Honorable o 

3, 

Medical 0 
5 

Not 0 
Di.charged 

9 

Not MoWn 0 

TUl'AL NUIIIIEII COIIVICTIOliS (U-69) 

CD 
NUMBER or IIONTHI UNDEII SUPERVISION (70-11) 

DECK NUKBER 
(77-78) 

CARD NUH8211 
(79-80) 
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CD 
o 

PLANNED LIVING, 'AR/UUIClEIIEH'r' 
(Check One) (32i 

with Othon 

Parente or GUArdlan 

Wife and/or ChUdran 

OthU(I) 

~ 
Pixed Abodti 

Nel Pixed AbOde 

Institution 

Military 

No Information 
TYPE 01' DECISION (Check Ona) (33) 

Hearing 

o 
Adult, Regular 

Adult, 
Intermediate 

Youth 
Corr~ction. Act 

o 
2 o 
4 

D 
6 

Juvenile 0 
De linquency Act 

1 o 
2 o 
3" 

o 
4 o 
o 

6 o 
7 o 
8 

o 
9 o 

!!!!!!!! 
1 o 
3 o 
5 o 
7 o 

8 9 
Narcotic Addict 0 0 
Rehabil1l'~Uon Act 

ME/,mERS 
(39-41) - I I .1 

ESCAPE HISTORY (Clleck Ono) (50) 

o 
None 0 

2 

Pre.ent 0 

1 

Prior 0 
1 

Both 0 
ASSAULTIVE INFRACTIONS (Check One) (51) 

o 1 

None 0 anti 0 
2 3 

'lVo o o 
PRISOH PUNISHMENT (Check One) (52) , 

o 1 
None o 
'lVo o 

One 

Three 
or More 

o 
3 o 

TYPE OPRI!!LEASE (Cllack One) (53) 

Parole 

, E""Lration 

DATE or ItELl!!AS£ (54-571 

Coded 8)'1 

oat.el 

1 Hal\datory o Rel •••• 
l o 

2 

o 

! .I I I I 
110. Yr. 

CARD NIllII!til ~ 
(79-80) ~ 

codinq Sequence. ___________ _ 
IThli Perlon) 

[1 
I 

[·"1 

I' 
U 
o 

! 
I, 

n 
~ 
i 

[J 
I 

D 
I 

[J 

[II 

(J 
[
1. 

J 
I 

[J 
I 
t 

.1. 

U 
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I 

r,
l
i 

, I 
r 
o 
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o 
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.I 
I 

o 
o 
o 
o 
u 
u 
o 
D 
I 
I 
I 
I 

[J 

[
~' 

" i 
U 

E,
'~l 

'.. \ 
~' 

The Parole Decision Making (POM) file is a retrospective sample of federal 

prisoners who were released between 1970 and 1972. The study was originally done 

in cooperation with the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration and the 

National Council on Crime and Delinquency in order to develop a risk prediction 

device (U.S. Parole Commission 1976, 1978). The file contains over 100 variables. 

A codebook may be obtained by writing to the Research Unit and is also available 

in the SAC library (De Gostin 1974.) Figurell is the PDM codesheet. 

The Parole Decision History (PDH) file is a working file of aU federal parole 

decisions since 1974. It is constantly updated, and contains 23 variables. In the 

near future, it will be merged with data on parole outcomes gathered from two 

sources: Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) files and, where necessary, 

information obtained by writing to the judicial district of original jurisdiction. In 

anticipation of this merger, the PDH file is currently keyed to FBI numbers and to 

the Federal Bureau of Prisons Register Number. Information is !l2! obtained from 

the Federal Probation Service. The PDH codebook may be obtained by writing to 

the U.S. Parole Commission Research Unit (see Index to Sources.) It is also 
available in the SAC library (Adelberg, 1978.) 
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APPENDIX A 

CRIMINAL SENTENCING COMMISSION 

I r)teri mReport 

September 15, 1978 

Preceding page blank 
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CR 1M.! NAL SENTENCING f:OMMISSJON 

OFFICERS ----
Robert J. Egan, Chairman 

Michael L. Getty, Vice Chairman 

Harold A. "atz, Secretal~y 

MEM8EHS ------
Allen F. BerHlet:t 

Vincent 8entivenga 

,Jn~k E. Bowers 

Richard J. Fitzgerald 

James B <, Haddad 

George E. Sangmeister 

Richard F • Scholz 

Gary L. Starkman 

Danie', W~ Weil 

~,< 

* * * * * * * 

Charles J. 'Rowe, Executive Director 
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Senator I Illinois S~~te Senate 

'Representative, ~iUinois House 
of Representavves i, 

Representative,' !lIinois House 
,of Rept~e$entatlves 

Representative l Ulinois~ House 
of Representatives 

Judge, Circuit Cburt of Cook 
County 

'Senator, Illinois State Senate 

Chief Judge, Cook County 
, Criminal Courts 

Professor, Northwestern 
University Law School 

Senator', Illinois State Senate 

'Chief ,Judge, Eighth Judicial ' 
Circuit 

'Counsel to the Govel'nor 

Chairman, Illinois Law 
EnforceinentCornmission 

Director I Illinois Department 
of Correctioh,S 
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STATUTORY AUTHORITY 

The Crim\jnal Sent'encing Commission, was createb. by Public Act 80-1099, 
now codifted in' III. Rev. S'tat. Sh. 38, § 1005-10-1 C& 2 (Supp. 1977). 
The composition of the Commission and its powers C!nd duties are set forth in the law as fOllows: 

Set. 5-10-1. ,Criminal Sentencing Commission. There, shall be a 
Criminal Sentencing Commission consisting 'of 12 members to be appointed as fOllows: 

c (1) 3 members shall be appointed by the Governor; 

(2) 3 members shall be members of the Senate, 2 of whom shall 
be appointed by the; President of the Senate and one by the Senate Minority Leader;, 

(3) 3 members shall be members of the House of Repre~senta­
tives, 2 of whom shall be appointed by the Spea~:er of the House and one 
by the House Minorit.y Leader i and 

(4) 3 mt'!,mbers shall be circuit judges who preside at trials of 
criminal cases appointed by the Supreme Court. _' 

Vacancies . Vacancies shall be filled by the officer (or his 
successor) who appointed the origInal member. Members shall receive no 
compensation I but shall be reimbursed for expenses incurred in the actual performance of thf~ir duties. ' 

Chairman. The members of the Commission shall designate one 
member to serv,e as Chairman. The Dlrectol" of the Department of 
Cor-rections shall serve as Executive Director of the Commission, and staff 
and support ser~jices shall be provided by the Department of Corrections. 

Sec. 5-10-2. Powers and Duties of Commission. The Criminal Sen­
tencing Commission has the followinglre~)Ponsibilities: 

(1)' To monitor the fiscal impact and effect upon prison 
populations caused by the Use at determinate sentences. 

(2) 'To determine the overall desirability' and feasibility of 
determinate sentencing and reclassification of felonies. 

(3) To review the Criminal Code and Code of -Cor'rections and 
make recommendations on the best methods available for sentencing those 
convicted of criminal offenses. 

(4) To ascertain the number and percentage of commitments to 
the Department of Corrections compared to the, number and percentage of 
aJternativ~ dispositions imposed by the courts, by offens~. 
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I , 

(5) ~TO develop standardi~ed sentencing ~ui.delines designed to, 
'd f "'ter uniformity in the imposition of criminal sentences. prO'll e or grea 

(6) To make such 
deems necessary to promote 
process. 

other recommendations as the Commiss!on 
cer'tainty and fairness in the sentencing 

. t . report to the' Governor and 
The Commission shall make an In erl:nd shall report annually to the, 

General Assembly by September15/1~78.", ' M 'h 1 1979 and on or 
Governor and General Assembl.y' beglnnJ~g on arc, I 

before March 1 of each succeeding year. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

I n the fi rst Special Session of November, 1977, House Bill 1500 I 

embodying the most comprehensive reform in the Illinois criminal justice 

system in 15 years, was enacted. The bill Was signed into law on 

December 28, 1977 I and became effective, by its own terms, on 

February 1, 1978. 

Among many others things, the bill creates a new category of non-

probationable felonies--Class X offenses--which carry mandatory six year 

minimum sentences; it requires determinate sentences, abolishes parole, 

provides for enhanced sentencing for repeat offenders, establishes 
" 

sentencing ranges, sets forth aggravating and mitigating factors, compels 

judges to articulate their reasons for imposing a particular sentence, and 

subjects sentences to appellate review. The bill also creates a Criminal 

Sentencing Commission to assess the impact of these. changes and provide 

,recommendations for continuing r.eform. 

Illinois is the fourth state in recent years to convert from an 

indeterminate to a determinatese':ltencing system. Following California, 

Indiana, and Maine--as well as the current wave of academic and pro-

fessional opinioQ ... -we now authorize the judge to impose the exact sen-
.'\' 

tence which the offender will serve, less time credit for good behavior 

while in prison. Tl;le court will no longer impose a minimum and maximum 

sentence and leave the actual time to be served to the discretion of the 

Parole Board. 

Because of the monumental nature of the change, this Commission 

was created to assure that the state would have an ongoing mechanism for 

reviewing the implementation of determinate sentencing, for assessing its 
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fiscal impact, and for making suggestions for both legislative and policy 

changes which may serve to strengthen our criminal justice system. 

Following appointment by the appropriate appointing a.uthorities, the 

Commission met at the 5tateville Correctional Center on March 6, 1978. 

A t that time, officers were elected, subcommittees were created in a 

manner consistent with the Commission's statutory responsibilities, and a 

decision was made to request the Speaker of the House and.the President 

of the Senate to defer criminal justice legislation until the Commission has 

an opportunity to provide input. This was not done to usurp the 

legislativ'e function, but, rather, to insure that our criminal laws are 
, . 

uniform, consistent, and aligned with the intent of HB1500. 

Numerous subcommittee meetings and three full Commission meetings 

were thereafter held. Because of the limited 'time 'in which the new law 

has been in effect, the Commission believes that it is premature, at this 

jUflcture, to pt'ovide a full-scale set of recommendations for fUrther 

r~form. Instead, this report will review the changes that have been made 

in the Criminal Code in th~ last session of the General Assembly and 

provide ;a status r report "on the work on each subcommittee. In this 

manner, we hope to develop a sound foundation for the important· work 

that lies before us for the future. 
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II. LEGISLATIVE CHANGES IN THE CRIMINAL <;.Q,Q£ 

As a part of the Commission's ongoing function. t:»:review the , . 

Criminal Code, we believe that it is important to identify changes made by 

the General Assembly so that, at a minimum, those concerned wit'; the 

criminal laws will be provided with a quasi-clearinghouse. While it is not 

our intention to review every criminal justice bill enacted,* we will 

identify the significant changes in the law made in each session of the 

General Assembly. Given the limited scope of the last session, only four 

bills can be 'characterizeq as significant: 

A. HB 3006, sponsored by the principal sponsors of HB 1500 and 

supported by this Commission, contained a variety of purely tec;hnical 

amendments designed to clarify the legislative intent of HB 1500. They 

are as follows: 

1. 
\'. 

The !fl:)enalty provision of thf.'! armed violence statute .was 

amended to provide that a sec.:ond or s'..Jbsequent offense with a weapon 

not a gun or knife 1s a Class 1 felony or the 'felony class provided for the 
" 

same act, while unarmed, whiche"~r permits the greater penalty. (Ch. 

38, § 33 A -3( b)) . 

~) Other bills enacted and signed into law in the last session include: 
permitting the use of marijuana for medical purposes (HB 2625); creating 
a Class 1 felony for selling an aborted fetus (HB 2628) i adding heinous 
battery and aggravateo qrson to the list of violent offenses for which a 
victim may be compensated (HB 2766)iexempting the personal possession 
of noncommercial antique slot machines from the strictures of the gambling 
statute (HB 3118). ' , 
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',n the origir)al bill which could come This, results from an omission 

I extremely unique circumstances. into play in on y For exampl,e, assume 

2 ' counts--rape and armed violence with a category II one is charged 1n 

weapon (rape with a blackjack). He is acquitted of rape, but convicted of 

f ' return inconsistent verdicts), armed violence (the jury can, 0 course, , 

and sentenced as a Class X offender. Assume further that this offender 

does the same thing and is again serves his time; and , following release, 

convicted of only armed violence. In these circumstances, under the 

sentenced as ,a Class 1 offend~r even though he original bill, he would be 

i d b punished more harshly on his first was "a second offender who ha een 

offense. ,his change will permit Class X sentencing in these 

c.i rcumstClnces. 

2. was amended to provide for the The habitual offender statute 

the defendant's third crime is a capital offense (Ch. death penalty \vhere 

t d th't a third-time 38~ § 33 B-1). The provision previously indicae, a 

, "h t must receive a offender" who qualified for habitual offender punls men 

life sentence. By not citing t e ea h d th Penalty, the provision 

f ailed to indicate that capital punishment is appropriate unintentionally 

Since no habitual offenders regardless of the habitual offender's status. , 

this amendment does not affect have been convicted under the new law, 

any pending cases, 

3. with regard to the Prisoner The powers and duties section 

. I f the Board to d t permit a 3-member, pane 0 ' Review Board was amende 0 

hear and qecide parole cases. 003 3 2) The present law ( C h . 38, § 1 , - -' . 

d "d parole ,cases, while every other ' h f II B'oard to hear and ect e requires te u 

similar duty sqch as .. 'conditions of s, etting l':'e,lease dates, determ,' tnlng 

, 'd '''; requests for eXecutive mandatory supervised release, and const ertn1:l 
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clemency requires only a 3-member panel. Prior to the enactment ;of HB 
:>"c 

1500, parole decisions were made by a 3-member panel of the Parole 

Board. 

4. The section dealing with the setting of release dates was 

clarified to assure that the maximum release date set by the Board may be 

no longer than the' maximum term imp'osed, less, time credit previously 

earned for good behavior. (Ch. 38, § 1003-3-2.1). The question has 

been raised Whether the present language, "less time credit for good 

'" 

behavior" means' cr~dit earned to the date of the parole hearing or 

whether it means all the time credit for good behavior that a prisoner 

could earn on his maximum sentence. The former was intended. 

5. Greater specificity was added to the requirement that a judge 

state his reasons for a sentence imposed and the requirement that all 

information presented to the court at the sentencing hearing be filed with 

the clerk and be made a public record was deleted. (Ch. 38, § 1005-4-1). 

The present language regarding "all information presented to the court" 

is overbroad and might Include matters which, by law, are confidential: 

for exampleJ psychiatric and medical reports and sources used by 

probation department officials. This change requires the court to clearly 

specify for the record its reasons for imposing the particular sentence 

and the information upon which that sentence was based. Only the 

court's st.ate'r.;snt need be made, a matter of public record, This 

amendment eliminates the disclosure of presentence reports (which was 

not originally intended, although some have argued is now required). 

6. 'Presentence reports a~~ added to the list of materials to be 
\. 

trall.smitted to thi~ Department of Corrections followinQ a sentence. This 

was inadvertantly deleted in HB 1500. 
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7. The repeat offender provision which now requires that, upon a 

third conviction for a Class 1 or Class 2 felony, the offender be sentenced 

as a Class, X offender is amended to assure ap'plicationof the enhanced 

penalty provision where one of the prior offenses was a murd~r or Class X 

Felony. (Ch. 38 1 § 100S-5-3(c) (6)). 

8. The conditions of probation are chang.ed to clearly permit the 

court, when granting pr-obation or conditional discharge, to, impose court 

costs and reasonable conditions relating to the nature of the offense as 

well as theo.ffender's rehabilitation. (Ch. 38, § 1005-6-3(b». 

B., HB 2775 creates 'the offense of child abduction--a class 4 

felony--for removing a child under 14 from the state or concealing the 

child in the state with intent to violate a child custody, order. (Ch. 38, § 

10-S). 0 

The principal problem that this bill is intended to solve concerns a, 

parent who, following a divorce, moves to another, state and takes his 

child with him in violation of a custody decree. Once there, he or she 

gets a custody order from the other state. Since there is no lawful way 

to get the child back to honor the Illinois order, private detectives are 

hired to "snatch" the child and return him or her to the Illinois parent. 

There are variations on this theme, and the problems for people too poor 

to hire l~ private investigators, for divorce court judg~s, and for' 

government and private agencies who are helpless to act are genuine; 

The purpose; of this bill is to create a felony so that, even in the 
.", " 

absence bf deterrence, the offending parent may be extradited and 

returned to the jurisdiction of the divorce court. There is no assurance 

that other' states will extradite under these circumstances;" but California 

has had a great deal of success with a similar pr,?vision. 
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Given the nature of this type of offense in the family setting, a 

number of affirmative defenses--including a "cooling off" period--were 

fashioned to assure that prosecutions would be limited to only the most 

flagrant cases. 

C. S8' 771 creates a new offense, broadens another and increases 

the penalties for a third. Specifically I it: 

(1) creates the offense of Home Invasion as a Class X felony for' one 

who enters the dwelling place of another and threatens force with a 

dangerous weapon or intentionally causes injury. (Ch. 38, § 12-11). 

(2) expands the offense of I ndecent Liberties with a Child to cover 

photographs and other reproductions of various lewd activities and 

abolishes the affirmative defense that the child was a prostitute. (Ch. 38, 

§ 11-4). 

(3) raises the penalty for those involved in the creation of ChLld 

. Pornography to a Class 1 felony so that it coincides with the newl\'{ 

expanded indecent liberties offense. (Ch. 38, § 11-20a). 

D. H8 3004 arises from the Supreme Court1s decision in People~. 

DuMontelle, 71 11I.2d 157 (1978). 

f Ilinois law contains a special pt'ovision for dealing with a first time 

offender convicted of mere possession of small amounts of a controlled 

substance. (III. Rev. Stat. Ch. 56\, § 1410). A parallel provision exists 

for the first time possession of marijuana. (III. Rev. Stat. Ch. 56~, § 

710). These statutes, providing for lenient treatment of a limited class of 

individuals, essentially permit the judge to place the offender on 

probation without· entering a guilty judgment and defer further 
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proceedings pending completion of the probationary period. If the period 

is satisfactorily completed, the offender is discharged without a 

conviction. _ If probation is violated, thE! offender is subject to the entry 

of a judgment of conviction and a sentence on the origi,nal charge. 

In DuMontelle, the Court, reversing a split decision .of the Appellate 

Court, held that the imposition of probation under these statutes was not 

tantamount to a I'sente:nce" under the Code of Corrections. Thus, 

particularly in light of lithe lenient spirit and purpose of a scheme that 

de-emphasizes punishment o.f first offenders," the court concluded that 

neither a fine nor court costs coql.d be assessed in connection with a 

disposition of probation under these provisions. 

House Bill 3004 was intended to alter the result reached by 

D uMontell e. The bill does not create a new penalty category. Rather, it 

specifically empowers' judges to establish conditions of probation, 

including a fine and costs I in connection with their original dispositions 

\\ 
under the two statutes. 

. II 
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Ill. FISCAL IMPACT 

The fiscal impact subcommittee l't)onitors and compar,es the fiscal 
-, 

aspects of incarGeration_~nder the determinate sentencing system; it will 

also attempt to monitor dispositions other than incarceration and gauge 

their cost impact.* 

Fiscal cODsiderations are uniquely intertwined with the new la,w's 

impact on prison populations ." There is no doubt that the new law will put 

more people in jail for longer periods of time. In anticipation of that 

eventuality--as well as the need to relieve current overcrcwding--two new 

medium secur~ty facilities, having received legislative approval, are 

currently in the early phases of construction. 

As expected, new admissions increased somewhat 'Following the effec­

tive date of the new law. (Appendix A). However, the transitional 

period for the law's implementation is unique; those whose crimes were 

committed before February 1, 1978, but who are sentenced' thereafter , , 
may elect whether th~y desire determinate or indeterminate ,sentencing. 

Therefore, it is impossible to identify the precise impact of the new law at 

this pOint . 

Determinate sentencing will not be fully operative in Illinois until the 

majority of th(.')se committed to the Department of Corrections are 

sentenced for po!;;t-February 1, 1978 offensf~s. Accordingly I no fiscal 

impact conclusions c.an yet be reuched. 

* The Subcommittee is composed of Gary Starkman, Chairman I Sen. Jack 
Bowers and Rep. Harold Katz. 
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IV. RECLASSIFICATION OF FELONIES 

The Reclassification of Felonies Subcornmittee reviews the nature of 

eXisting offenses to determine whether substantive definitions of crimes 

should be altered and whether the statutory penalty is appropriate for the 

offense.* 

The Subcommittee has been involved in a number of measures that 

were enacted in the last session of the General Assembly and revi,ewed in 
. t: , " 'c 

the section on legislative changes. 

A series of working draft proposals has been made for felony re-

classification and is now pending before the full Commission. The 

Ccmrnission has not developed a formal position in .light of the fact that 

the ,':;ubc ornmjt,tee desires to hold public hearings in order to survey 
~J~C'" /j 

eXj:.I,!I't o[)!nion on the subject before recommending legislati~e action. 

, (,) 

o 

\i 
.\\,._---

(.1 

/ 
.~ 

',{ 

* The!;;l1b~ommittee is composed qf Judge Vincent Bentlvenga, ClIa.irman, ~ 
Rep. AI~JlC, sennett,James Haddad, a'nd Gary Starkman.. <:,.; 
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V. SENTENCING ALTERNATIVES 

The Sentencing Alternatives Subcommittee will consider the impli-

cation of and justifications for sentences alternative to imprisonment such 

as probation and periodic imprisonment.* 

HB 1500 requires the imposition of a sentence of imprisonment for 

those convir.:ted of murder or a Class X offense. Under all other felony 

classifications, the court has discretion to impose a sentence other than 

imprisonment. The bill was not intended to create a presumption of pro-

bation for those convicted' of lesser offenses, but does identify it as a 

viable alternative for the court to consider. 

Alternative dispositions play an important role in our criminal justice 

system . The statistics for June, 1978 (exclusive of Cook County) 

demonstrate that an alternative disposition was imposed on· 29% of the 

Class I offenders, 62% of the Class II offenders, 72% of the Class III 
',;"" 

.offenders, ~nd 80% of the Class IV offenders. (Appendix ~). 
" 

Because of the reliance on alternative dispositions for a wide variety 
\~ \, 

,of offenders, this Subcommittee will undel'take an intensive review of the 

quality of services provided to those not incarcerated, the success .'ate of, 

existing programs I and ther;lElgree to which new or different p'togr~ms are 

necessary. 

--~---,,'';''' .. ---
tr 

*, The Subc:ommittee iscbmposed of Daniel Wei!, Chairman, Judge Richard 
Fltzgerald, Rep. Harold Katz, and Judge Richard Scholz. 
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V I . SEN T F. N,e I N G G U IDE LIN ES 

The Sentencing Guidelines Subcommittee will determine whether 

additional sentencing standards would benefit judges ~ndpromote uni­

formity in sentencing, and, if so, what types of standards are apprb-

priate.* 

One of the principal underpinriings of HB 1500 was the desire to 

promote unifo~mityand consistency in sentencing. Toward this objective, 

the bill identifies statutory aggravating and mitigating factors, compels 
\i, 

the court t'O articulate its sentencing rationale, and provides for appellate 

revie.w of sentences. 

. While determinate sentencing should make the length of incarceration 

for any specific offense more uniform, some degree of sentencing variation 

will continue to exist. Th'e, extent to which such variations can or should 

be controlled by guidelines p,,~esents the central question to be resolved. 

. However, a~sociated issues concern the relative merits of a statewide 

system, with its cost effective centralization, as opposed to a county-wide 

approach w.ith, generally smaller caseJqads f more compact jurisdiction I and 
/, 

associated economies and the advisability of utilizing outside expertise a1y 

opposed to the court1s existing research structure. 

I n light of these considerations, the Administrative Office of the 

illinois Courts ha~ been provided with a cost estimatE':" f~rJ developing and 
',.I' 

maintaining sentencing guidelines. Thus, the Subcommittee will await the 

Supreme Court's decision on whether it intends to pursue op"¢l"'ational 

sentencing guidelines, before proceeding with what may be c,uplicative 

effort. 

" ';'il'l 

* The Subcommittee is composed of Judge Richard Fitzgerald, Chiirrman, 
Sen. Jack Bowers, Judge Richard Scholz, and Rep. Michael ,Getty . 
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VII. CONCLUSION 

, The ,new law appears to be working quite well. Prosecutors appre­

ciate the harsher sentences for Class X offenders. Offenders appear to 

favor the "certainty of determinate sentencing. While judges have 

generally viewed the new law ,in a favorable light, some believe that their 

sentenCing discretion has been too restricted. 

While this Commission has begun to identify the objectives it seeks to 

accomplish and 'the methodology for performing its assigned tasks, the 

lack of available information has slowed the process. The offenders for 

whom no substantial information IS now available are the ones of greatest 

interest: those who committed their offenses after February 1, 1978, and 

r therefor{~ received a mandatory determinate sentence. The first regular 

report of the Commission will contain 'this information. 

While,the pattern is unclear and the amount of information is small, 

.the new law, as intended, appears to require longer incarceration for the 

'more serious" crimes and slightly shorter time for the less serious 

offenses. (Appendix C). However, the transitional determinate 

sentences now being imposed probably underestimate' the true determinate 

sentences that will be given in the future when the offender cannot 

choose between determinate or 'indeterminate sentencing. 

As the relevant statistical data become ,available, the work of this 

Commission will proceed at an accelerated pace. At this point, we have 

made genuine progress in defining our role in assuring that the citizens 

of Illinois have the best criminal justice system in(the nation. 
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SENTENCES IMPOSED ON DEPENDANTS CONVICTED OF FEtONIES* 

Death 

Imprisonment 

'Imprisonment: and Fine 

Periodic IIIlPl'isonm.e:lt (Dept:. of Corrections) 

Periodic Imprisonment (Dept:. of Corrections) & Fine' 

Periodic Imprisonmeo, (local correctional institutioo) 

Periodic Imprisoumeot (local correctional in,titution) & Fine 

,.niNE 1978 

Proba'ioo, or Conditional Disohar.e, With Periodic Impri8""',ent I 

. Probauon, or CondiUonal Dbcharge, With Other Discretion,,,, C""'itioo.o 

Probation, or Conditional Disohar.e, Witb No Discretion"">,, Cnodition, 

Found unfit to be sentenced or executed 
Other 

TOTAL 

GRAND TOTAr. 
5 
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13 34 15 

15 28 
327 89 26,$ 
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Felonies 

479 

18 

208 

372 
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1080 

1809 

'\ 

. , 

\ 

I 
II u 

, 

11 
jl 
d 
}I 
,i 

~ 

Ii 
Ii 

.-f \ 

;.r 

f,: 

, 

-



COMMITMENTS AND RELEASES 
,\, 

DETERMINATE SENTEl\GES INDETERMINATE SENTENCES, 
" . 

SINCE FEB. 1 1978* 
, 'JAIL YRS. 

SINCE FEB., 1978* I RELEAsED** 

OFFENSE CASES'TIHE SENT. 
YRS. TO JAIL MIN. 'MAX. I JAIL MIN. MAX. DOC.' 

BE SERVED CASES TIME SE~T. SENT. ICASES TnrE SENT. SENT. YRS. SERVED 

Class M 
MurJer 17 0.59 28.2 

Class x 
Rape 44 0.43 8.9 
Arm.: Robb. 168 0.39 7.9 
Dev. Sex. Aslt. 3 0.51 6.0 
Arm. Viol. 1 0.17 8.0 

Class 1 
Att. Murder 44 0.66 8.7 
Indec. Ub. 

w/child 14 0.'39 "1.8 
Agg. Kidnap. 6 0.48 5.3 

Class 2 
Vol. Mansl. 65 0.72 5.1 
Att. Rape 10 0.66 4.0 
Robbery 158 0.30 3.8 
Burglary 270 0.21 ;3.9 
Arson 6 0.22 3.6 
Agg;' Inc':lst 2 0.05 3.0 
Escape 2 0.28 3.0 
Kidnap 2 0.31 3.5 
Others 4, 0.14 3.0 

Class 3 
Invol. Mansl. III 0.37 3.8 
Att. Robb. 25 0.27 3.5 
Age. Batt •. ' 63 " 0.26 3.2 
Att. Burg. 18 0.15 2.6 
Theft 109 0.23 2.3 
Forgery 40 0.18 ,2.9 
Cont. Subs. 

Possess 15 0.13 3.2 
Cont. Subs.', 

Mant./Del. 22 0.14 3.6 
Cont. Subs. 

Del./Int. 7 0.06 3.1 
Intimidation 2 0.20 3.5 
Others 3' 0.08 2.7 

Glass 4 
·'Rkls. Homcd. 3 0.05 1.'7 
Unlf!. U. Wpn. 15 0.25 2.4 
Canbs. C.Act 7 0.04 1.7 
Others 28 0.14 2.1 

TOTALslNEANS 1187 0.31 4.9 

*Fonll1litments thru ·Aug. 11, 1978 
i.'*J'uly» Aug., & Sept. 1977 release 

.. ' 

14.1 

4.5 
4.0 
3.0 
4.0 

4.4 

3.9 
2.7, 

2.6 
2.0 
1.9 
2.0 
1.8 
1.5 
1.5 
1.8 
1.5. 

1.9 
1.8 
1.6 
1.3 
1.2 
1.5 

1.6 

1.8 

1.6 
1.8 
1.4 

0.8 
1.2 
0.9 
1.1. 

2.5 

I 

I 
110 0.93 40.0 80.6 I 20 0.79 24.4 46.6 

I 

44 
253 

8 
1 

0.58 11.4 
0.45 5.0 
0.46 15.9 
0.04 1.9 

25.3 I 49 
8.5 I 249 

30.3! 1 
3.0 J 5 

I 

0.88 10.6 16.8 
0.70 4.6 8.9 
1.36 4.0 4.0+ 
0.25 1.0 2.0 

I 
I 

46 0.61 6.0 11.5 1 24 0.39 4.4 9.7 

11 0.35 4.6 9.9 I 1 1.04 4.0 4.0+ 
2 0.62 7.0 21.0 I 1 0.69 6.0 14.0 

I 34 0.56 2.6 8.9 I 66 1.00 4.6 15.2 
16 0.28 2.4· 7.0 I 8 0.39 1.2 5.3 

217 0.30 1.6 4.5 222 0.26 1.9 3.7 
289 0'.29 1.5 4.0 416 0.36 1.7 5.6 

-.:::.::::::::.'; 

9 0.16 1.9 7.4 6 0.471.8 ,,7.0 
3 0.45, 2.7 7.3 2 0.59 1.0 . 3.5 
3 0.78 3.2 9.5 6 'O~24 0.3 4.4 

4 0.22 1.5 1~.5 

15 0.69 2.3, 7.3 
29 0.25 1.7 4.9 
53 0.32 1.6 4.7 
11 0.23 1.6 4.0 
80 0.25 1.3 3.5 
24 0.17 1.4 4.6 

43 0.18 1.5 3.6 

32 0.20 1.8 4.8 

i 0.11 2.1 6.2 
1. 0.(16 1.0 2.0 
4 0.09 . 1.2 4.0 

1 0.19 1.0 3.0 
17 0.33 1.2 2.4 

5 0.07 1.3 3.3 
1l+ 0.15 1.0 3.4 

I 
I 

1 0.14 2.0 8.0 
8 0.31 1.2 4.2 

21 0.59 2.3 7.6 
18 0.54 1.4 4.2 
55 0.66 2.5 7.4 
19 0.38 2.0 5.4 

145 0.35 1.3 3.9 
48 0.31 1.6 5.7 

1,0 0.44 1.5 4.2 

14 0.20 1.1 3.6 

48 0.53 1.6 5.0 
4 0.40 2.0 ' 6.0 

18 0.67 1.5 3.2 

2 0.42 1.0 2.0 
25 0.49 1.1 3.1 
8 0.01+, 1.2 3.5 

18 0.45 1.0 2.4 

1386 Q.3i 5,8 12.4 11568 0.47 2.g 6.~ 
I," , 

76 

8.7 

5.3 
3.1 
2.4 
1.1 

3.5 

1.7 
6.8 

3.1 
3.3 
2.1 
1.8 
2.,3 
2.1. 
2.0· 
4.4' , 
2.2; 

2.8 
1.9 
2.2 
1.7 
1.6 
2,.2 

1.6 

0.7 

1.7 
2.0 
1.9 

. '. 

I] 

f] 

I 
[J 
[1 

Q 
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APPENDIX B 

An Example of an Early DOC Report 
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Average daily ~opulation of the penitentiaries 
for the month of May, 1949, was 7,695, a decrease of 
20 under tha t of Hay, 1945, and an increa se of 16 
over the preceding month. 

state Farm shows n decrease of 14 under that cf last 
year but an increase of 22 over the pTaceding month. 

Inm~te -E~ployee Ratio remains about the same. 

'Va teran Popula W.on shaHs the genercl trend UpH8 rd, "'hi c h 
I think is explainable because of the nge of , veterans. 
He have 2,335 veternl1S- inma"l:,es in our three penal 
instituti6ns as of June 1, 1949. 

TABLE CF CONTENTS 

Census of Institution Population and Employees.Table I 

C l1.1'!lula ti ve Summul'Y of Movement Table II 

Population Analysis . • • • • . • Table III 

Percentaze Anal:rs is • • Table III-L 

Movement Analysis. . . . . . . . . . . Table IV 

Census of Vetera.n Population. Table V 
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May, 1949 
CJ 

TABLE I 

CEHSUS OF INSTITUTION POPULATION C; EHPLOYEES 

Part I 

. . . 
_. ____ .AY~IlAg~_DAILY POPULATION .. ~ .. __ ,_v'_' ___ ..... _____ . ____ ._ ...... _._,. __ ._ ..... ____ ... _ 

Institution Inmate Inmate Ditf. 
Yr. Ago 

Parolees Parolees Ditt. 
Yr.Ag,o 

____ . ______ :_._---:--_ •. _. ______ ._._ .......... _;3011' ____ ~_ .. _...;. _______ _.._..___.:..-. __ ."':_ ... 11-. ____ _ 

TOTAL tor 8~_626 8,660 -34 
1.11S ~t:tJlti QD..-S __ ------_. 

, 
Sta teo .Farm 931 941 -11" 

Peni tentiary 2~.Q.92 ___ 7 s 71..2 _. __ -=.Z,Q .• _ 

Joliet Br. 4,360 
Menard Br. 2,060 
Pontiac Br.l,275 

4,343 17 
,,2,170 . -110 
:1,202 73 

750 
409 
305 

946~ 
451 
393 

-196 
42 

- 8$ 

----_. -- .......... ~.- & ..... - -- •• _-- - ... - •• ---~ .. _ ... ------.- .... ~- _.- •• ---.---.---~- .. -.-----

Part II 

ENPLOYEE NCNTHS 
_ -- ---_.-,-_._---- -

':1 

Institution Current Yr. Ago Diff. 

nn.1ATE*EHPLOYE 
RATIO. 

"--,,,~,-, _ ... _-_ .. __ .-
Current· Yr.Ago 

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

TOTAL for 
~ U~ t:i. tlJ t.1Q1l.S._._1~~2__L.gl.L_~.iL __ 

State ~arm 110 107 J. 3 8.5 8.8 

Penitentiary .l~J..l1._-L.!.QJ~ __ ..... !-2._ .-2.a!l_. __ . __ ._~L_ ... 

Joliet Br. 597 581 .1.16 7.3 7.5 
Menard Br. 281 292 -11 7.3 7.4 
Pontiac Br 239 235 4 5.3 5.1 

--•• -- ~\_4_'_ -.- ... -- - - _'-t.;- _.- •• __ '_'-l' ___ - .. _ .... _.,... __ ... ___ ' _. __ ..... __ 

o 
o 
o 
D 
o 
o 
!l 
[J 

o 
o 
[1 
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I 
I 
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,. 

ft 
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.0 
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o 
I 
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I 
I 
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--'U 
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May, 1949 

TABLE II 

CUMULATIVE SUMMARY OF NOVEHENT f-: RATES 

---_.- .• -.-.---- --_. __ . __ ._ .. _--_._--_. __ ._--- --...:_ .. _--- --_. __ . __ ._--
" " 

ADHITTED Hay State Penal 11 State Penal 
Rate Rate Mo Rate Rate 

Penitentiary 185 2.26 2.39 1,454 17.77 1E~.$2 

State Farm 240 2.93 3.11 2,103 25<;71 27.22 

" -_ .. _-- ---.. ------.. --_.- ... ---- -_ .. --_. __ . ----.- -.~-----.. --_._------- -_ .. - --_ .. ---
DISCHA..T\GED May St.a.te 

Rate 

Penitentiary 91 1.11 

State Farm 190 2.32 

P.enal 
Rate 

1.18 

2.46 

11 
Mo 

1,089 

2,100 

State 
Rate 

13.31 

25.67 

Penal 
Rate 

14.09 

27.17 
---_ .. _._ .. ------.--------.---.. ----.-.--.--.-~-.. -'----.-----' -'-

PAROLED 

Penitentiary 

May Penal Parole 11 
Rate' Rate No 

44 .53 .57 489 

Penal 
Rate 

5.98 

Parole 
Rate 

6.33 
_._._- _ .. _ .. --,-- ... -- ------,- -,._-_._ ... _ ... ------ ... _-_ .. _.- .. -- ---"--'-- -~-'-'-'-' -.----

DISCHARGED May Penal Parole 11 Penal Parole 
FROM PAROLE Rate Rate Mo li.ate Rate 

Penitentiary 69 .84 .89 584 7.14 7.56 
__ ._._.~. _______ .,:'f' ____ ••• _.- .... -.-.--... --~--- ---.-----.• --

-_._---_.-
CJ 

DISCHARGED Hay HARRANTS Parole 11 Parole 
FROM l1:1IT Rate Mo Rate 

Penitentiary 6 24 1.·61 242 14.77 
__ ... _ R __ • ______ ._. -,--.:.- ~-" --""'"-----. -_ ....... , .. _ ............ - •• -- ---. ------- ... ------

State' Rate is per lOO,DOO state ihhabitants, estimated at 
8,1$0,000 
Penal Rate i~ per 100 penitentiary inmates at beginning of 
fiscal year, 7,727 
Parole Rate is per 100 parolees at ~nd of preceding month,1,499 
Note: The cu.mulative parole rate is f onnd by add:ing the monthly 
ra te s, and not. from the to tal number for the p.er'"i:od of mon ths. 
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TABLE III. 

POPULATI011 ANALtiSIS 

=-==. -=-:::-.=~ .. .:-::-=. -~=::..~;: . .:::-- -~~.=-===-=. -:::-::..-::.~- =-=. =====c::..::::.. . __ 
IRstitution Inmates Parolees 

--_._._--_.---~- --------. -- ---_._-
Last Admis- Separa- Today Las~ New ie- Today 
Mo sions tions Month moved 

---, ,-,-~, ---_._- ---_.- . ~ -- ,--- ~---'.- .... _._-------
TOTAL 

state Farm 

Penitentiary 

Joliet Branch 
D.D. 
Stateville 
Joliet 
Depot Detail 

Menard :Branch 
D.D. 
General 
Psychiatric 

Insane 

PQntiac Branch, 

S 564 661 . 548 8 677 -~---.- .. --_._-_ . ...!._._-

897 240 190 947 

7,667 421 3587 730 --:- -.- . - ... -.-- -.---~. -_ .. ___ .. t._._ 

2.~b~- ~~ ~~ ~~~~ 
3,232 63 73 3,222 

901 31 3S 897 
.32 2 2 32 

.2,.,..Q.4.2 ~ .9.4 .4Q.ao 
'112 49 17 '144 

1,491 37 38 1,490 
·352 12 9 355 

91 91 

1-~.~ 67 .3.9 .l,..Z.29 

l!.499 46 93 .... _---_ .. 
770 n .if!: ""'1--

610 17 42 
146 6 12 
14 0 0 

l: 

1t1.4 .lk .l.9 

414 14 19 

----_ .. _- -----_. __ .. _-_.- -----.~----.--........,;;'----
TABLE III-A 

.' PERCEnTAGE ANALYSI S 

1,452 

739 

585 
140 

14 

J.!1!l 

409 

.3.9.4 

-- -.-.. ----.. ~-. --.... - -- ... --~--""!"'-----.---.----------- - -_ .. _---- ----
INHATES PAROLEES 

• W'<. __ .. __ •• ______ .. __ • _______ _ 

Joliet Branch 
l-!enard B'ranch 

POJlti,ac Branch 

82 

56~ 55 
26.91 
16.54 

50.89 
28.17 
20.94 

0 [J 

0 U 
\::: 

0 [] 

0 ,0 

0 
(, il' 

I 0 

I D 

0 0 

0, I 

0 I 

0 I 

0 U 

0 0 
[J 0 

fJ fJ 

U [I 

U (J 
to"""; , 

0 [] 
."JI. . , . 

[1 .' ff 

May, 1949 

TABLE IV 

HOVEHEN'l' ANA~YSIS - Part I 

--- - --_ .•.. __ .. __ .. -.. -~ .. ----. -- --~ -_._- -,_. __ .----.--------
PopulationReceived By 

---.--:- ~-.--- ..... ~--.. -.,.-.. ------.- ._--
Penitentiary 

Total 
.Tolie t Menard 

----..... -- _.-. ._. __ .- --_-.._--
Diagnostic Depot 

From Courta 185 
n Def~u1t 2~ 
«R~cape 0 
" Writ 0 
"Divisions 0 

FROl-I Diag Depots 
Tr. fromJ,-'liet 
Tr •. from Hennrd 

Other Transfer s 

From Courts 
" Default 
" Escape 
" Uri t 

148 
17 

55 

.85 
14 

" 0 
4 

--. 

139 46 
21 3 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

SO 11 
1 16 

13 33 

73 12 
6 4 
0 0 
4 0 

.. -.-~- -,~-'-' _._ .. _----_._---_.-----
Part II 

Pontiac 

57 
o 

9 

o 
4 
o 
o 

State 
Farm 

240 

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

-------.----.... ---.-,-------~---.-------

Population Removed From 
" --.----.-- -_._- '--'-"- ._ .. _- ----.:..-~ .. --.-. -----

Penitentiary 
Total 

Joliet Henard Pontiac State 
Farm _ .. __ .... - _._.- ....... _- '_ .. - --: ---_ .. _--_ ... ---~ .. --.-.. --... ---~..,.. ------------

Expiration ot Sentence 91 48 20 2.3 189 
Other Discharge 1 0 0 1 
Transfer Ii-6 32 10 4 
Denth 

I: 
3 3 0 0 1 

Parole 44 22 14, 8 
Escape 1 0 1 0 
Urit 6 4 2 0 

Parolees Discharged 
E::pira tion of Sentence 19 11 3 5 
Board Order 47 25 11 11 
Others 0 0 0 0 
Death .3 1 2 0 
l-larrant IsS'Uecl 24 . 83 17 .3 4 _._,--------- .. --_ .. _-

., ,~~--,. ... , ... ----..." . .-.,.-, ..... - ~·"'...,...,.,...·""'4'.·~' __ .. '-~·, 
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L 
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TrPE OF DI sen ARGE 

.TABLE __ V 

ILJ.lHJOIS STATE PENITEnTIAllY 

VETERAn POPULATION 

Hay, 1949 .i 

1;Jo.rld l-JorI,d Peace'" Spanish 
lIar I \~ar II Time, . American Allied T'ota1 --_._- -- .. - .. ' -- -_. ---.-.--.-.-------- .. _----_._-_ .... _ .. - ---....-_. __ . --------. , 

1. Honorable 270 It ),78 99 5 7 1,.759 

2. Other than Honorable 14 484 35 1 0 -534 

3. liot, yet D"t se har ged 0 35 7 0 0 42 

TO TAL V E,TEll AN POP'ULATION 2~.u.2 

Joliet Branch 1,4~5 
l'i,ena.rd II 3"74 
Ponti,ac II 496 

HOVEliEHT OF ,VETERAN POPULATION 

Vorld World PeQce Spanish 
War! liar II Time American 1l1ied Total 

_----.,-----_. _____ ... _.-w ____ • ___ ._' ____ ~._._._. _' _' ______ ~ 

Admitted 5 87 3 0 0 95 
Disehargec1 3 18, 0 1 0 22 

Paroled 2 11 1 0 0 14 
Escaped 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Died 1 1 0 0 0 2 

Transferred to 
'Other Insti tutions 4 13 I 0 0 IS 

---_. -_. ---~~-.--.-- ----:.-- -------------
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APPENDIX C 

OAT A SENT TO THE PRISONER REVI~W BOARD FROM MENARD 

OCTOBER, 1978 
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Figure 3 

Data sent to the Prisoner Review Board Mellard, October 1978 

Thf fo\l~"'I .. " pl'ilOn"r.5 l'a'll'c1. bCIIII R .. lu:la· .... 011 P41'l111l. 11'11111 till' Muar" C41, .... II!lilllh'l C,·ut,·,· r,,~ (lin \1'1'\'1. r.l1c1i!l~ Octob~r 7, 1'.: :: . 

~~-;'~~~;t ~~~-i NAMI3 PA!tof.I;O TO --;~~=~- I;:~i~T.i~:~;~~i.·: .. 
====:I=;:==;'~:~;~TUTION: PAR~~;~~~------ DA1'B: D,O,B: I· , 

,').2.0.0.lL ______ . _ """'"" . " :'ro~hcr 10-0-78 ·1-18-·5;r:.l& .... J;.J.!llz.~/' ___ . 
(~·landatory Supervised Release) I r' 

------+---------------~I_C;1.·O\n:l.:;O:"City.,-~.U.noiG ---.J------------t!-------.--
--·--+-----------1- i i-'---

Ar.~l'on _~~--~--~ __ --~~~._~~---4_----------~f~a~t~l!c~·r~----------:i~lO~-~6~ .. ~7~8 __ ~4_.~11~-~5~5~:I~D~1~3~t~.~f.~,--'i.~ .i'..l>! ___ ._ I 1 

~_da_t_or_~ Supervised Rclcf\!ic) t-1.ir.COln.,-Iliino:t,,-c -----------;1 -,! __ 

------I I I 
C6 ft '9 --1 Sal 41:10\\ Army f)(! Center 110-6-78 3">0-39 I j)i5~ fl03 .)!lil V . ~ .'" ~, 

loS-SOuth Ashlnnd i -Chic.a.gQ.,_JJ ' 1 Dais 

I , ---
A 2 ; .. 

mc(:her 10-6-78 8-10-53 lni3t. ;~OOl-32 

C 

'~~ 

- .j\Mana4tory 5up~V~nerCLlSCJ i \, > ~ " 
, 

'.at. -.L 6.uiD;..1:1irno1 s 1 ._-
I 

i !- ,'-_. 
66214 ltntutory) fiancee 10-6-78 2·17-54 Diot. ~;~(l3 ... 0-,-

, Q.~~~~~irinoio - .. 
'. 

66407 .. 
10-6-78 3-22-23 Dis:':. {'!409 - .. . son C 

. ' . ..B.oai.e.c.lll.l:a;-lllinnf n 

.. . , 
~i911 I Earcnts I 10-G-za lO-1f..-1I.7 ni!11: .3).;..5 ____ . -A 

----r (~'andatory Supcrviccd R01co.so) ! I r I 

-I· -~CG'.!~l ... r_I-l.l-:Lnnis;----------I------~-I-----
--____ --_1 I· I I 
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RECORD OFF1~CE 
Oct 6, .1.978 

'l'RANSrnIhRED TO JOLIET C(lRRECTIONAL CENTER 
C86177 1-- ''''''--

A86179 
•• .~ ••• "._ .. , 4- • 

TRANSFERRED TO LOGA~ORRECTIONAL CENT~ 
A87706 
A73850 . 
TRANSFERRED TO VANDAl .. IA CORRECTIONAT~ CENTER. 
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A8609r--
C76175 
C81113 
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C'f65l8 -===.'. -

TRANSFERRED TO FOX VAT.T.Ey cce 
C66496 
A80719 
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APPENDIXD D 

PAST AND PRESENT STANDARD REPORTS 
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PRISONER REVIEW BOARD 
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ILLINOIS PRISONER REvnm BOARD 
REPORT OF BOARD ACTIVITY DURING .January • 19.12. 

----------------".--------------------,<'----------------

JUVENILE PAROLE CASES 
BY YOUTH CENTER 

Cases Paroles 
Center lIeard Granted 
~ = 
St. Charles 
Reception 1 1 

~:;. Charles 5 5 

DuPage -
1 0 Girls 

DuPage -
Bovr: Annex a a 

Channahon 4 3 

Joliet 6 5 

Kankakee 3 1 

Pere Marouette 9 9 

Dixon Springs 6 6 

Hanna Cit.): q 7 

Valley View" 2 1 

V.A.S.T. a 0 

Chicago Resi-
1 1 dcntial Center 

TOTAL 47 39 

, .. 

, . 
, . 

Parole 
Rate 

100% 

100% 

0% 

0% 

75% 

83% 

33% 

100% 

100% 

7R~; 

50% 

0% 

100% 

83% 

", 

PAROLE HEARING OUTCOMES 

ADt~T,PAROLE CASES BY. CORRECTIONAL CENTER 

Action at Ninimum Action lll'ter Continuance 

I 
Total 

Cases Paroles Parole Cases Paroles Parole Cases Paroles Parole 
Cellter Decided Granted Rate Decided Granted Rate Decided Granted Rllte = "= =-- - ,- ---=== 
Dt~:I.l!ht 8 5 63% 0 - - 8 5 637-

Joliet 17 10 597- 17 15 88% 34 25 74% 

Stnteville 49 21 437- 30 II, ~7'l.. 79 35 "',% 

Lonan 16 11 69% 14 2 50% 20 13 65r. 

Nenard 36 18 50r. 9 6 67% 45 24 53% 

Menard 
!Elch. 4 0 - 6 0 - 10 0 -
Pontiac 43' 15 35% 35 20 57% 78 35 ~S% 

Sheridan 13 9 69% 4 2 50% 17 11 65% 

Vandalia 9 " 7 78% 4' 2 50r. 13 9 69% 

Vienna 12 6 507- 24 12 50% 36 III 507-

TOTAL 207 102 1,9% 133 73 55r. 340 175 SIr. 
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D -. ~iAht 

J blit'H: 
I .... 
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L ~)gan' 

~nard 

li~nard 
,W 
M 
p I!~ych. 

I 

p ontiac 
" 

S f\l,eridan 

t\:,atevil1e 
I' 

·s 
I 
I 

V a\tldalia 
I 

v !. 
it\~nna 

1 
l' 
I, 

T otla! = I == 
\ 

MR SP 

5 0 

0 4 

0 3 -
2 4· 

1 I' 

1 11 

5 0 

3 17 

O· 2 

0 1 

17 43 

MR. 11\1 Mandat:ory Release 
SP ",I Statutory Parole 

MSR 

0 

29 

13 

,58 . 

10 

27 

0 

58 

33 

16 

244 

----~---------------------
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REVIEWS - Page 2 of Board Activity Dtlring ~'" Janua:cz._, 19.22 

(REVOCATIONS) (GOOD CONDUCT) 

,Technical Revocation Restoration 

DEF HRD RVD % DE1~ HRD RVD. 

I' 2 2 0 4 4' .r 

5 15 13 0 22 22! 
" 

- - - 0 5 r' ,) 

1 16 14 0 16 ;16 

0 - - 0 1 1 . 
2 9 6 0 10 9 

.r 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2 20 12 O. 33 33 

0 6 3 0 16 13 

- - - - - -
11 68 50 74 0 107 103 

MSR = Mandatory Supervised Release 
DEF ... Deferred 

L..J 
',f;, ". 

., 
, " 

, " 

I ' 
" 

/ 

% HRD RVD 

1 1 

1 0 

, - -
7 7 

1 1 

4 4 

0 b 0 --

7 7 

0 0 

- -
96 21 20 

HRD': Heard 
RVD = Revoked 

% HRD RVD % 

-
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ILI.1::018 l'Al:OI.I; A!1Jl I' ,\IU10i: IIOARD 
RrlPORT OF !lOARn ACTIVl'n DtIlUNG YI\i\1l Ol!' 1975 

SUl11-tAIW 0:;' PAROLE 1l0AIlD CASES 

I~.J 

_.-.,--------------__ -c 

.~"''T' ... .. --
:O~'AL 

Pnroles 

1,257 
5,311 
6,568 

Annunl Rcvie\~s"t 

264 

264 

,':-Ie 
Automntic RC\leaser. 

I, 

790 
794 

.llevocntions 

J6/, 
603 
967 

CJ CJ Cl 

Dischnrr,es ~ 

1,175 3,06/, 
1,00 7,101, 

1,5,75 10,163 

"'Annunl Juvenile Parole !!enrings are required by statute; houever, the Depnrtmcnt usually reco!l'.mencis continuonce in 
i~5:itutional progrnms. 
1.>\'!'he Eonrd rev;l.C\,'9 Automatic Release cases - ~!nndatori' Relenscs ilnel Stntutory Paroles - only to set the conditions 
of supervidon after rele<l5e. Illinois law require!) the r<,!lense of pl!rson(1 (!lir.ible for HR or SP. 

PAitOLl( nOt,1tD CAS I; OtJl'CUNllS . 
JUVEN'ft.£ DIVISION CASBS ADULT DIVlSIO~ CAS~S 

CJ 

.' 

Activity Total Total Activitv Total Total Chllr.SC'~ 
197', 

'roI.i\t. CASES 3,425, 

PAroLE: HFAR.llOOS 1,;332 
PAROLES Gru\NlID 1,120 

PJUlOLE FATE: 84% 

l\NNUAL RF..'VImS 208 

J.IJ~TIC RELEASES REVIEWED 0 
Mgn:latory Releases 0 
Statutory neleasea '0 

REVOCATION IID.\RImS 313 
PAroLES, MRs, SPs Rh'VOKED 264 
REVOCATICl'l PATE 8/,? 

DISCHARiES REVIm® 1,572 
01.QCPMr~ p'ppFJ!MD 1,',80 
D1.scrAPJ3E PAm 9/,7-

'" 

1975 

3,064 

1,257 
1,008 

80% 

26/, 

4 
I, 

0 

364 
316 
S'77. 

1,175 
1,101, 

9/,% 

DotolN 10% 

DOWN 6% 
DOlm 10% 
DOWN .5i. 

UP 27% 

UP Iii? 
UP 20i. 
UP 1,% 

DotolN 25? 
DOlolN 25? 

NO CHANGE 

/' 

1974 1975 -----
I TOTAL CASES 5,730 7,101, UP 2/,% 

I PAROl.E IIIMRINGS 1,,614 5,311 UI" 15% 
786 722 DOI~N !l'/ I DEFERRALS 

,y 

PAnOJ.l~ Dl(CISIONS 3,828 4,589 UP 20:~ 

I.I'AROU:S GRA~m:;n 2,071 2,398 UP 16r. 

I PAROLE HATB 51,X 52? DOHN 1,'7.. 

AUTOMATIC RIII.EIISII!> RIWIElmD 267 . 790 !lP 196~; 
!o!nndntory Releases 0 207 (Inc) 
Stntlltol'Y Pjlrolcs 267 583 U~ 118'7.. 

REVOC/WION lII~ARn:GS 389 603 UP 55'7.. 
I PAr.or;!(S, IIRs, SPs REVOKED 3/,3 52/, UP 53r. 

UEVOC.<TlON .. it 88? 87% DOIolN Ii. 

DISCIJ/~I\GI'S llF.Vlr.lmU 460 400 nOlm Dr. 
.DISC!lARGES Al'l'J((}Vlm 389 327 DOIffl 16? 
DISCIIARGIl ItJI.'l'!~ 85i. 82:1. DOHN If? 
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!.J.L!:,!OI!: l).\~:Or.I': A:':O I':\Hllntl nllAltll 
l\l~rOil'!' ov lIO/'Il!) ACTIVI'l'Y JlURf.lUi' YEAR aIr 1975 

---~,~, --~~~------'-------------------------P~A~r.~,O~L~E~I~!R~'ArnIUNG ouftOIT~'-~----------------~--------------------'-'" 

"·:!-::~:r.L!/I~.~.R6LE CASES BY YOUTn CENT~R. I 
II 

Center\\ Cases Paroles Parole I 
lIeard Granted Rate 

St. Charl~­
Reception 

Geneva-
rays I .Annex 

St. Charles 

ChanMlnn 
I 
D,Uton Springs 

Mi~issi!;lPi 
, Palisades 

30 

118 

285 

31 

68 

79 ' 

38 

85 

228 

30 

57 

63 

34 

I 

80% 

72r. 

80r. 

97% 

80r. 

90r. 

Center 

Dwight 

Joliet 

Stlltev111e 

Henard­
Psych. 

.Pere Marquette 54 49 91% Pontiac 

~Du?age 58 

-H;mna City 119 

Valley View 183 

27 

Geneva~Girls . 64 

Joliet !03 

101 

21 

62 

53 

1,257, 1,008 

91% 
Sheridan 

85% 

81r. Vllndal1a 

78% 
" 

97% ; 

52% 

80% 

Vienna , 

TOTAL 

ADULT PAROLE CASES n~ COr.RECTIO~AL CENTER 

, Action lit Hinimum Action after Continuance 

Cases Paroles Pnr.ole Canes Paroles Parole Cases 
Decided Granted Rate Decided Granted 'Race Decided 

, , 

90 59 66% 23 113 

323 93 39, 1m: 416 

386 228 52% 1,258' 

614 321 52r. 130 38r. 956 

62 3 5% 64 4 6% 126 

44/1 229 52r. 120 4",: 698 

106 737. 38 81r. 192 

312 225 72r. 75 52' 69% 307 

206 , 72% 159 102 64% 

3,098 1,671 51,% ' 1,491 727 

LJ LJ L) 

I~ 

'" . 

.' 

Totllt 

Paroles 
Cr:ll\ced 

73 

175 

451 

7 

277 

308 

2,398 

LJ 

Parole 
!~:1t(' 

65% 

50% 

757. : 

727. 

707. 
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APPENDIX E 

ILLINOIS DISSEMINATION STATUTE AND DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

ADMINISTRA TIVE REGULA noNS FOR RESEARCH AND EVALUA nON (A.R. 900) 

101 



.:-
I. 

/ r 

o 

, ,-, 

"f\ .. " , 
/- / 

~ . 

~'r 

U 
[J 

D 
0 
0 
D 
[] 

,U 
0 
n 
[J 

[J 

[J 

0 
[] 

tf 
[] ,', 

Cl 

III i nois Depart tnl'lltof Correct ions 

Diss~minatio~'Statute 
Ch. 38, se~tion .1003-5-1 

l-H'C. 8-.5-1. [S.U.A. ~h. 38, § 100~t] Ma. .. t.er Record FJle 

(11) '.l'he D('Jlllrtmcnt shlill nllllnlnin n mlisWr I"'P.COrd tile on each person corn. 
mltted to It, which 1;11111/ conltiln the following' Information: 

(1) all Informatlun from tlie committing court; 
(2) n'Ct'Jltlon stimmar.v; 

(3) eVIIJullt/on lind assl"nment reportS lind rel'OmrnendatJons; 
(4) ,reports liS to JlTOA'rltm assllmmcnt and progress; 
(5) n'flOrtg or rlh;ci,.Jinnry Infractions and disposition; 
(G) IIIll' pnrolc pIal!; 
(7) IIny Jluro)~ reports: 

(8) the dllt(, lind Cir(·uIIIHtlllll'(.'S of final discharge; lind any OOU'T J)('rtinent 
datil ('onl'Crnlng the Il(.'o<on's bllCkA'fOuncJ, conduct, associations 1!nd family re. 
Jution:-:hills /til Inay he reillJin~d by the Dtopurtmenl A current summury Index shull lIfO muilltllln(~1 011 ellch file. 

(II) All files shall be confidential 'ana IICcesS shall be limited to auUlOrized 
IIf'rnOIIl",1 or the lJ(>Pllrtment. Personnel of other corl"t'Ctional, w('lfsre or 
Jaw ('nforcement agencies may lJave access to tJJes under .ules and regulations 
of the Department. The Departmcnt shall kL'ep a record cit all outside person~ 
n('l who have 8l'ceilS to 'tiles, the tiles revlewl.'d, any tile mnterlal copied, and the 
JIU~ of accesR.lf the Dpp.artment or thp. Prison(>r Re\'lew Board makes a 
detf'rlninntlon under thiR ('...ode which affect ... the length of the period of con. 
fln(>mrnt or commitment, thr committed pcr!';on and his counsel shall be ad. 
vi!'lC(l or fnetlllll Information relied upon by the Department or Board to make 
the determilllltlon, Providl.'d that· the Department or Board :.halJ not be re­
quired to ad\"lse .R person ~mmltted to the Juvenile Division any such infor­
mation whiCh in the opinion of the Departmcnt or Board Would be detrimental to his t.rf'lItm(>rat or rehabilitation. 

. -to:. The mllst(>r tile shall be malnlnlned at a place conveni«.>nt 00 Its ll~ by 
J)('~'AAiinel of the I~Jlllrtmcnt In charge of the l~rson. Wht>n cnstody of a per. 
son Ii! tran!;(<<.>rr('(J from the Depllrtm«.>nt to another departm(>nt or nl:'(!ncy, a 
l'Iummary d the file shull be forwarded to the receiving :J~rncy with IIlJch 
othe", Information required by law or rcquPst(>(J by the IIgell('y IIllcJpr nIh'!; nnd f('glllatlon!4 of the lX-partm.ent. 

(d) The maRtel' tUe of a person no longer In the custody or thel)(>purtm('nt 
MIIIIII be placed' 011 inuctive status and its use shall be restricted slIhjl'Ct to rulc!4 .uid regulations of the Department. 

(e~ All puhllc ilg("n('irlf may make available to the lJ(>llllrtUII'IIt 011 1'('fI1Jl'st 
ullY fllrtllal dlltll not othl'rwl!4e prlvilP.ged 8S a OIl1tt('r of law in thpir poSR(,R. 
sion In respect to inllh"lduuls committed to the Department. 

(J Preceding page blank 
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A()MIN(~THAIIVL. RrGULI\lIONS 

51",,1"1: Ol~ ILLINOIS 

1>1:1' A'HTf.1 un' OF COfHH:CTIONS 

ACHILT DIVI$ION 

900 

A. R. 900 
._---- --.. ----- --.--- .-- --- ------~~----.. -----~--'----, ---- o SUOJCC". 

I. 

11. 

Rt"~earch and Ev;!lualion 

---.,.......,----:----------!':~i---------'iD 
II 

POLICY OF I>EI' ARTMENT: To require that ,Ill resc-arch in the dcpar1mc.nt be coor~!\inatcd 
thlOlll'JI ~hl' Office of Pl;li\lIing .and Evaluation within th~ Office .of Program Ser"ices.!! 0 
EXPLANATION: 

A_ 

H. 

Any r\:'1II\.~st :0 t:\ll1tlliC't ,,(;scarch or :In e.v::lllative study invoh'inb Adult Dl\i;i:;io!1 
staff, n'siden!s" programs or facilities, whcHH.'r oril~natil1g inside or outsid{~ the 
department, . ~hould. he forw~mkd (0. the Oflkc of Planning and Evaluation., 111is 
office ',viii a'vicw alld cV41lualc th\! requcst 'lI1il inform all pc.rsons com:erncd;> Thl~ 
Office of Pl<mning :uid Evaiuati'on shall judge the mcIits of a research rcquc!;t by 
dck.nnining if the: proposed study is ethical, feasible, rele"ant andscicntifilcally 
sOllnd_ Suffi~ienl de1ails flUlst be contained in the rese,!rch proposal so that these 
judgnH'nts can be made. 

Approval of thl! Chii-=f of Progrmn Services must be received before any such requ('st . 
may be granted or project initi:itcd, Such appm."al will be based UPOlJ the 
recommendation of ,the Office of Planning and Evaluation. 

.. 
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS NON-DISCLOSURE AGREEMENJ 
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NfJ::-DISCLOSURE OF CRIMINAL JVSTICE INFOR..';1ATlON AGREEHENT 

between 

THE ILLINOIS DEPARTHENT OFCORREcrrONS 

and 

WHEREAS, _ (hereinafter 
"Resenrcher") has requested perrr.issi<.m ,from the Illinois Department of Corrections 
(hereinafter "DOC") to utilize certain criminal justice information for tl1e purpose 
of research, cval:Jative, or statistical activities in connection with a program 
defined in ~ese~rcher's formal application request to DOC dated _______ ~~--

, 19 __ ; and 

WHEREAS, the Director of DOC or authorized designee h.1S. approved said 
3.pplica~ion ; 

NOW. TlIEllliFORE, in consideration of the' furnishing of criminal justice 
information by DOC to R~searcher, the parties agree as follows: ' 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

The following items of information shall be supplied by DOC to Researcher, 
to the extent such items are contained in the files of DOC, and shall be 
subject to the terms nndconditions of this agreement. 
(Describe items to be supplied) 

Ac~ess to the identities of the individuals whose records are sought by 
Researcher shall be prohibited" unless Researcher's program conclusively 
demonstrates in its application tl) DOC that access by individual name is 
inqispensaple to conducting that ·program. 

DOG hereby finds that ~esearcher has/has not conclusively demonstrated that 
access by individual name is indispens<],ble to conducting its research, 
evaluative, or statistical program. 

Researcher will collect, receive, store and use all information covered 
by the terms of this agreement in strict compliance Ivith all pr~sent and 
future feuer;)] and state lUl17s and regulations, and with all rules, 
proccdur~s, and policies adopted by DOC. Researcher shall note Ill. Rev. 
Stat. Ch. 31, Sec. 702-8(3); eh. 38, Sec. 1003.5-1 et seq. and DOC 
Administrative Rcgul,:ltion 844~ 846 and 900. 

Researcher shall familiarize its personnel with and fully adhere to sections 
524(a) and (b) of the Crime Control Act of 1976 (sections 3771 (a) a~d 
(b) of Title 42U.S.C.) and regulations issued pursuant thereto. (The 
do('um(,llts referred to above are her.eby incorporated by reference in this 
agreement. ) 
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6. Resc.Hclier acknO\dedges the conf:idential nature of the criminal justice 
information supplied to it and ~grees that ~isclo5ure by Researcher in any 
In,lnner, of the identities of the individuals or in a form which is identifiable 
to the individuals whose records are~sought, to any other ~gency or individual 
not imme:dlately concerned with the re'scarc,h program shall be totally 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

prohibited under any circumstance. 

All copies of criminal justice information disseminated to Researcher 
that iuentify an individual or from which an identity is ascertainable, 
shall be returned to DLE ~nce the information is no 10riger needed to 
effectuate the purposes for which it :was originally disseminated. 

Researcher shall certify in writing that .it has retm'ned all identifiable 
criminal justice information that it has received from DLEand that it has 
refrain~d,from'making any copies thereof. 

Ii 

Person,(l~1 assigned by Researcher to the activities defined' in Researcher I s 
forma;Ii,\ application ,to DOC are: ___________________ _ 

Researcher shall de~ignate an official custodian who shall be responsible 
for t'he maintenance, care and security of all identifiable information 
supplied under this agreement. 

DOC shall monitor,' audit, and review Researcher's program activities and 
policies to ensure compliance with the requireI!lents ot this agreement and 
with any applicable federal or. state laws and regulations ~ 

If DO'C detendnes either that the requirements of this agreement have not 
been 'satisfied or that Researcher's program otherwise threatens privacy or 
securIty interests, it may prohibit Researcher from obtaining access t~ 
any criminal justice informa~:ion. 

In order to. conceal the identity of persons whos.e records are supplied to 
Researcher. Researcher· agrees to: 

A. 

B. 

c. 

use the information fur.nished under this agreement only for 
the purpose described in Researcher's application to DOC; 

replace the name ;:md add,-;-ess of any record subject ,,,ith an. 
.alpha-numeric or other appropriate code where possible; 

restrict access to all data supplied by DOC to those employees 
whose respollr,ibilities under the prograll! cannot be accomplished 
'without such access; 

D. store all datu received from DOC in secure locked· containers; 

E. refrain from copying any data furnished by DOC and to retain 
such data only so long as may be necessary to effectuate the 
pu~poses of t~e program. 
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J .4 " f!t :d'.lr(':lC·)' ':J~l""'" to jll~;('I·t jn rltt! PI"l'{ :lCC of ,my report eof the pro~r"lll 
cond\lCll·d PlIl':;II:lOt to lili:.; d!',n.'!.'lIll'nt, HllethcT I',!I.] i:.IH·Ll <'r unpllhli~h<:t1, 
il dhc'l:tillll'T of J)OC's TI..'::ponsibility fur the IIwtlio:.i:; of !;t:1ti::tical 
analYI;i!i tiS \oId j :15 the conclusions derivcd therefrom contained in 
such a report. 

15. R('searchcr herehy ;iGn~cs to indemnify and hold DOC' harmless from any 
dwun}:C'$ or oLher liabili ty which mi~ht be asscfised against DOC as a 
r('~ult of the IlcGHtience or other tortious conuuct of Researcher or 
di sel osure by J~e!>e"lrchei' of any ident if j able in(orma tion received 
from noc pursuant to the terms of this agreement. 

16. RC~H':lrchcr hereby agrees to pay to noc th;;: sum of S for. each 
sC':lrch for .a record ,,;rhich DOC performs at Researcher's request. 

17. III the cvi~nt llwt, Res~,Jrcher fails to comply \,'1th any, of the terms ot 
this i.lgri.!::.:mt.·nl, not; jH:lY :immcdiC\teiy Cl'il~e to supply crimit!al justice 
i n[ onaatioll to Researcher, may dc-manli the return of all criminal 
justic(! information previously furni::;ile:d to ResC',3rcher. and I'l:ly take 
sllch othc·r :Jct:i()ns as it deems appropri at~ to protect .. security and 
priv:Jcy jnt('rcr.t And to enf:orcethe terms of this contract. -------.. 

18. 'This agreement will become effective on ---- __ ,19 

IN \oJ I 'fNESS HIII::REOF, the pnrtieB hereto cAused this aGreement to be executed by 
the prop~r offi~crs a~d officials. 

J.LLINOl~ DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

BY: 

TI'ILI:: Director 

DAl'~: _______ , 19 ____ _ 

RI~SEARClllm 

BY: 

T 11'[.1:: 

DATI~: 19 
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f\PPENDIX G 

MIS~ING DATA IN CIS CORE FILE DATA ELEMENTS 
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NAME 

C-STREET 

C-CITY 

C-STATE 

. C-COUNTY 

C-ZIP. 

C-PERSON-UVE 

C-SEX 

C-RACE 

C-MARITAL 

C-BIR TH-DA TE 

C ... BIR TH-PLACE 

C-HEIGHT 
a. C-FEET 
b. C-INCHES 

C-WEIGHT 

C-HAIR-COLOR 

C-MARKS 

C-OCCUPA nON 

C-DOC-NO 
a. C-DOC-PREFIX 
b. C-DOC-NUMBER 

C-RELA TIONSHIP 

C-BOI-NO 

C-FEH-NO 

C-SS-NO 

C-DRAFT -ST A TUS 

C-MIL-BRANCH 

C-SKIN-TONE 

C-REUGION 

C-EYE-COLOR 

C-CODE-FLAG 

, C-DRIVER-ST ATE 

. 
. _",_~_.~,~~~~e::=:.~-"""....... ~"--__ ~ .......... "~. ,~w •••• _,." •• ". ,.~.'.~~,,J_,~_, . 

CORE FILE DATA ELEMENTS 

DESCRIPTION 

Street Address 
-,' 

City of Residence 

State of Residence 

County of Residence 
\~, 

Zip Code \" 

Name of Person Sharing Residence' 

Sex Code of Inmate 

Race Code of Inmate 

Marit~l Status 

Birthdate 

Country, State, or County 

Height of Inmate 

Weight of Inmate 

Hair Color 

Marks and Scars 

Occupation Code 

ALPHA PREFIX 
Unique Identifying Number 

Code of Person to be Contacted 

IL Bureau of Investigation ID No 

MISSING DATA 

CODE8 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 
1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 
1 

Federal Bureau of Investigation ID Number 

Social Security Number 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

Draft Status Code 

Military Branch Code 

Skin Tone Code 

Religion Code 

Eye Color Code 

Code to Indicate which Criminal Law 
~ontrols the Sent~~nce I 

Driver's License S~te of Issue 2 
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NAME 

C-DRIVER-NO 

C-DIFF -CMPTM 

C-CITIZENSHIP 

C-NUMB-Ill-COMM 

C-NUM-OTH-COMM 

C-COMMITMENT -DA T A 
a. Filler 
b. C-COM-SENT -DT 
c. C-INDICT -NO 
d. C-GRP-CODE 
e. C-PAR-DIS-IND 
f. C-EXTEND-TERM 

DESCRIPTION MISSiNG DATA 

CODE8 

Driver's license Number 3 

Differential Comp Time 3 

Citizenship Code 1 

Number of Ill. Commitments 2 

Number of Commitments-Other Juris. 2 

Blank 
Date of Sentencing 3 
Indictment Number 1 
Offense Group Code 3 
Parole-Dischaqre Indicator 2 
Indicator to Identify Extended Term 2 
Sentences 
Sentencing Judge 1 
County of Sentencing 1 
Offense Code 1 
Concurrentor Consecutive 2 
Minimum Sentence for Offense 

Maximum Sentence for Offense 

Custody Date for Offense 
Court Disposition Code 
Plea 
Number of Counts 
Date of Crime 
Class of Crime 
Indicator to Identify the Offense 
Controlling the Sentence 
Felony, Misdemeanor, Delinquent 

Final Discharge Eligible Date 

Original Discharge Eligible Date 

1 
1 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
1 
3 

1 

1 
1 

1 
1 

1 
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NAME --
C-F ATHER-NAME 

C -F -ADDRESS 

C-F-CITY 

C-F-PHONE 

C-F-SS-NO 

C-MOTHER-NAME 

C-M-ADDRESS 

C-M-CITY 

C-M-PHONE 

C-M-SS-NO 

C-ADM-DATE 

C-ADM-TYPE 

C-CUR-lOCA TION 

C-INT -lOCA TION 

C-CUR-ST A TUS 

C-OTHER-lOC 

C-ST A TUS-DA TE 

C-PROF -PERS 

C-EXAM-DA TE 

C-WARRANT -IND 

C-RECOM-.JNST 

C-MO-EMP-2 YR 

C-NO-PREV -ARRESTS 

C-BUIlD 

C-BEARD 

C-CHIN 

C-NOSE 

C-NA TIVE-LANGUAGE 

C-SPEC-GD~MAX 
a. c-sp£c-YRS-MAX 
b. C-SPEC-MOS-MAX 
c. C-SPEC-DA Y -MAX 

DESCRIPTION 

Father's Name 

Father's Street Address 

Father's City 

Fathel·is Phone 

Father's Social Security Number 

Mother's Name 

Mother's Street Address 

Mother's City 

Mother's Phone 

Mother's Social Security Number 

Admission Date DOC Institution' 

Type of Addmission 

Current DOC location 

Internal location 

Current Status 

Miscellaneous Non-edited location 

Effective Date of Current Status 

Initials of the Professional Person 
assigned to the offender 

MISSING DATA 

CODEa 

1 

1 

1 

3 

'3 

1 

1 

1 

3 

3 

1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

3 

1 

Next Review Date by Professional Person 

Warrant Indicator 

1 

2 

2 

2 

Institution Recommended by R & C 

Number of Months Employed in the 
last 2 Years 

Number of Previous Arrests 

Build Description 

Beard Description 

Chin Description 

Nose Description 

Native Language Code 

Special Good Time Which 
Reduces Maximum Sentence 

2 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

2 
2 
2 

C-MERlT -MAX REDEFINES c..SPEC-GD~MAX 
a. C-MERIT -MX-YR 
b. C-MERIT -MX-MO 
c. C-MERIT -MX-DA 
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NAME DESCRIPTION 
MISSING OAT A 

CODEa 

C-PE-ORIG 
a. C-PE-ORIG-CENT 
b. C-ORIG-PE-DA TE 

C_CURR-RELEASE-DA TE 

C-DOCKET -LOCK 

C-COMP-ODD 

B. C-COMP-MOS 

C~GRADE-DA TE 

G:-SHEET -EXTRACT 

C-CURR-PB-RES 

G-LAST -GRADE-COMP 

C-SECURITY 

G-SECURITY -INDICATOR 

C-HEAL TH-CODE 

C-PROG-INTERESTS 

C-INTEREST -NARRATIVE 

G-READ-PLACE 

G-I-Q 

C-I-Q-CODE 
'J 

C-YR-IMMIGRA TION 

C-SHEET .. UPDATE 

C-GRADE 

C-AGE-FIRST -ARREST 

C-PROBLEM-DAT A 
a. C-PROBLEM-CODE 
b. C-PROBLEM-DA TE­

ENT 
c. C-PROBLEM-DA TE-

ACT 
d. C-PROBLEM-NARR-

ATIVE 
e. C-PROBLEM-MGT­

CODE 
f. C-PROBLEM-EXT­

NAR 

C-EMPLOYER'S-NAME 

Original Parole Eligibility Date ' 

Current Release Date 

Parole Board Hearing Final Docket 

Number of Months Camp Time for Odd­
Numbered Year 

Current Parole Board Hearing Results 

Last School Grade Completed 

Security Code 

Security Indicator 

Health Code 

Program Interests 

Interests Narrative 

Reading Placement 

I. Q. Test Score 

1. Q. Code 

Year Of Immigration if Non-Native 

Indicator to Identify that Yearly Camp 
Time has been ~dded to Camp Time Total 

Institutional Grade 

Age at First Arrest 

Code to Define Offender's Problem 
Date Code was Entered 

Date Action Should Be Taken 

Narrative about the Problem 
I' • 

Priority Code Designating Pr'oblem's 
Significance 
Code Indicating Use of 100 Character 
Narrative . 

Employer's Name 
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NAME 

C-EMP-ADDRESS 

C-EMP-CITY 

C-COMP-EVEN 

a. C-COMP-MOS-EVEN 

C-ESCAPE-RISK 

C-SUICIDE -RISK 

C-MANIPULA TE 

C-OWN-PROTECT 

C-ASSAUL TIVE 

C-SEXUAL 
C-GDTM-ADJ-DT -ADD. 

a. C-GDTM-ADJ-MO-A 
b. C-GDTM-ADJ-YR-A 

C-HEARING-GDTM 

a. C-HEARING-GT - YR 
b. C-HEARING-GT -MO 
c. C-HEARING-GT -DA 

C-OFF -DIS-DA TE'OCCURS 

C-PE-FINAL 
a. C-PE-FINAL-CENT 
b. C-FINAL-PE-DA TE 

C-MIN-TOT AL .. DA Y 

C-MAX-TOT AL-DA Y 

C-LAST -ACT -DA TE 

C-EXAM-PNTF{ 

C-MED-ACUTE 

C-JOB-SKILLS 
a. C-JOB-SKILL 
FILLER 

C-PBM-OVERFLOW 

C-SPECIAL-FLAG 

C-CLASS-DA TE 

C-CUSTODY -DA TE 

C-MAND-REL-DA TE 

-'Iir! 
I .lc. __ ...-:,*"""., .. ,, ........ ,,~, ... ~,"'._. ~,.~.'"" .. _,..,~ ..•. ~_-. _,,~,. 

/ 

DESCRIPTION 

Employer's Street Address 

Employer's City 

Camp Time by Month for Even-numbered 
Year 

Escape Risk 

Suicide Risk 

Manipulative Offender 

Own-Protection 

Assaultive 

Sexual Risk 
Date of Additional Good Time Grant,~d 

MISSING DATA 

CODEa 

2 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

2 
2 

Maximum Good Time for Residents Converting 
from Old Law to New Law ' 

Offense Discharge Dates 

Minimum Total Days of Sentence 

Maximum Total Days of Sentence 

Employable Skills 

Date of Classification 

Custody Date (Admit Date less 
Jail Time) 

Mandatory Release Date (Old Code)' 
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NAME DESCRIPTION 

C-IN-GDTME-MIN Minimum Good Time 
a. C-INGD-MN-YR 
b. C-INGD-MN-MO 

C·o'SPEC-GD-MIN 
,a. C-SPEC-YRS-MIN Minimum Merit Good Time 
b. C-SPEC-MOS-MIN 
~c. C-SPEC-DA Y -MIN 

C,..MERIT -MIN REDEFINES C-SPEC-GD-MIN 
a. C-MERIT -MN-YR . 
b. C-MERIT -MN-MO 
c. C-MERIT -MN-DA 

C..,COMP-TIME-TOT Total accumulated Comp Time 

C-COMP-TIME-X REDEFINES C-COMP .. TIME-TOT 
'a. C-CMPTIME-TOT 
b. FILLER 

C':CMP TME-XX REDEFINES C-CMPTME-X 

C':COMP-LASTUD Last Date Comp Time Updated 
a. C-COMP-MO 
b. C-COMP-YR 

C-FIRST -CRIME Offense Code for First Crime 

C..,lN-GDTME-MAX Maximum Good Time 
a. C-INGD-MX-YR 
b. C-INGD-MX-MO 

C-VIOL-LOST - TIME Maximum Violator Lost Time 
a. C-VIOL-LOST - YRS 
b. C-VIOL-LOST ... MOS 
c. C-VIOL-LOST -DA YS 

C-VIOL-LST -TIME-W REDEFINES C-VIOL-LOST -TIME 
a. C-WAR-LST-YR 
b. C-W AR-LST -MO 
c. C-W AR-LST -DA 

C-RPV-FLAG Repeat Parole Violator Flag 

C-RPV-DATE 

C-PROG-REC 

C-RECOMM-NARR 

C-DIAG-ST A TUS 
a. C-DIAG-INT AKE 
b. C-DIAG-MAILING 
c. C-DIAG-PERSONAL 
d. C-DIAG-MEDICAL 
e. C-DIAG-QUESTION 

"~~:;:'"'""'7-r~~-;--"'''--'""'''-,' .,.< 

1,.:" ~ .. " 

R~peat Parole Violator Date 

Recommended Program for Offender 60 

Narrative Augmenting Program 
Recommendation 
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NAME 

f. C-DIAG-INTERVIEW 
g. C-DIAG-TEST -PSYC 
h. C-DIAG-TEST -EDU 
i. C-DIAG-TEST -VOC . 
j. C-DIAG-CLASS 

C-A W AIT - TRANS 

C-EXT -NARRATIVE 
a. C-EXTEND-NAR 

DESCRIPTION 

C-NARRA TIVE-50 REDEFINES C-EXT -NARRATIVE 
a. C-EXT -NAR-50 

C-MISC-AREA 1 REDEFINES C-EXT -NARRATIVE 
a. FILLER 
b. C-MIL-DISCHTYP Type of Military Discharge 

. c. C-OB-STA TUS-ACT 
d. C-OB-ST A TUS-TYP 
e. C-OB-ETHNIC 
f. FILLER 
g. C-PREV-DOC-NO-X 

(1) C-PEV -DOC-NO 
(a) C-PEV -DOC- PREFIX 
(b) C-PEV -DOC NUMBER 

(2) C-PEV-SUB-BLK 
«1» C-PEV SUB 
«2» C-PEV BLK 

h. C-REORG-DA T A 
(1) C-REORG-FLAG 
(2) C-REORG-POINTER 
(3) FILLER 

i. C-CUR-DOC-NO REDEFINES C-REORG-DA T A 

(1) C-CUR-SUB 
(2) C-CUR-SUB 
(3) C-CUR-FLAG 

C-MIL-WAR 

C-P AR-ST A TE 

C-PAR-SUPER 

C-PAR-PNTR 

C-PAR-AGENT 

C-PAR-NUM-DEPEN 

C-PAR-SALARY 

C-PAR-INCOME 

C-PAR-RPT -DA TE 

Military Time of Service 

State from which or to which the Parolee is 
Paroled 

Parole Supervision Status 

Parole Pointer to Correct TAD Record 

Parole Agent (1st position is Region) 

Number of Dependents 

Parole Report Date 
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MISSING DATA 

CODEa 
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NAtvlE 

C-PAR-PROBLEM 

C-PAR-PROB-DATA 
a. C-PAR-PROB-FLAG 
b. C-PAR-CUR-MTHS 
c. C-PAR-TOT -MTHS 
d. C-PAR-LAST -MNTH 

C-FOS-NO 

C-ETHNIC-TBLE 

C-ETHNICS 
(1) C-ETHNIC 

C-FORMAL-TRAINING 

FILLER 

C-COMP-YRS 

C-GDTM-ADJ-SUB 

a. C-GDTM-YR-S 
b •. , C-GDTM-MO-S 
c. C-GDTM-DA-S 

DESCRIPTION 

Parole Problem Number 
Number of Consecutive Problem Months 
Number of Total Problem Months 
Date when Problem was last Reported 

From-out-of-State Number 

Three Nationality Codes 

Spaces 

MISSING' DA T A 

CODEa 

1 

3 

S99v9 Com-3 Comp Time in Years for 7 Years 2 

Cumulative Total Good Time Subtracted from 
the Original Maximum Good Time 

2 
2 
2 

C-GDTM-ADJ-N Redefines C-GDTM-ADJ-SUB 
a. C-GDTM-YRN-S 2 

2 
? 

b.. C-GDTM-MON-S 
c. C-GDTM-DAN-S 

C'::'GDTM-ADJ-DT -SL)B 
a. C-GDTM-ADJ-MO-S 
b. C-GDTM-ADJ-YR-S 

C-GDTM-ADJ-AOD 

a. C-GDTM-YR-A 
b. C-GDTM-MO~A 
c. C-GDTM-DA 

Date Additional Good Time Subtracted 

Cumulative Totf-.11 Good Time Added to the 
Original Maximum Good TUne, 

C-GDTM-ADJ-A Red,efines C-GDTM-ADJ-ADD 
a. C-GDTM-YRN-A 
b. C-GDTM··MON-A 
c. C-GDTM-DAN-A 

C-MAX-RLS-DTE 

C-GDTM-CALC-MIN 

a. C-GDTM-CALC-MNYR 
b. C-GDTM-CALC-MNMO 
c. C-GDTM-CALC-MNDA 

~,:";!"U::~~~~~:-:~'~---'." ~;;~.o 

_ 'r~. . '" ' . I' ", 

Maximum Release Date for Residents 
Converting from Indeterminate Sentence 
to Determinate Sentence 

Total Good Time Calculated on Aggregated 
Minimum Sentence (A-Prefix) 
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NAME DESCRIPTION MISSING DATA 

CODEa 

C-GDTM-CALC-MAX 

a. C-GDTM-CALC-MXYR 

Total Good Time Calculated on Aggregated 
Maximum Sentence (A-Prefix) 

b. C-GDTM-CALC-MXMO 
c. C-GDTM-CALC-MXDA 

FILLER 

C-PAROLE-PLAN 
a. C-PAR-PLAN-FLAG 
b. C-PAR-PLAN-DA TE 

(1) C-PAR-PLAN-YR 
(2) C-PAR-PLAN-DA 
(3) C-PAR-PLAN-DA 

c. C-PAR-PLAN-PTR 

C-COUNS-NUM 

C-SUPER-NUMB 

C-REGION 

C-GTM-REV -MIN 
a. C-GRM-REV -MIN-YR 
b. C-GTM-REV-MIN-MO 
c. C-GTM-REV-MIN-DA 

C-GRM-REV -MAX 
a. C-GTM-REV-MAX-YR 
b. C-GTM-REV-MAX-MO 
c. C-GTM-REV-MAX-DA 

C-ARITHMETIC 

C-DRUG-USE 

C~DRUG-TYPE 

C-DRUG-OFFENSE 

C-ALCOHOL-USE 

C-ALCOHOL-OFFENSE 

C-NO-CHILDREN 

C-ARREST -DA TE 

C-ADMIT -LOC 

CooRD-REVIEW 
a. C-RD-REV - YR 
b. C-RD-REV-MO 
c. C-RD-REV-DA 

C-DRUG-VERB 

C-MOTHER-INC-SOURCE ' 

C-F ATHER-INC-SOURCE 

Good Time Revoked Minimum 

Good Timel Revoked Maximum 

Degree of Drug Use 

Type of Drug Used 

Indicator if drug use Was offense related 

Degree of Alcohol Use 

Indicator if Alcohol use was offense related 

Number of Children 

Date of Arrest 

Admitting InstitutIon 

Pointer to Drug Verbage filed 

Mother'l3 Source of Income 

Father's Source of Income 
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NAME DESCRIPTION MISSING DATA 

C-LEN-ILL-RES 

C-INDIVID-CqUNSEL 

C-JUV -BIR TH-VER 

C-F ATHER-RELIGION 

C-F ATHER-RACE 

C-f A THER-BIR THPLACE 

C-F A THER-VETERAN 

C-MOTHER-RELIGION' 

C-MOTHER-RACE 

C-MOTHER-BIR THPLACE 
, 

C-FBI-NO-SUF 

C-AGE-FIRST -ADCOM 

C-HEARING-DA T A 
a. C-HEARING-DA TE 
b. C-HEARING-TYPE 
c.- ' C-HEARING-RESUL T 
d d. C-SPEC-ORDERS 
e. C-NW-PE-DATE 
f. C-INST -CREDIT 
g. C-NW -REL-DA TE 

C-MERIT -DAT A 
a. C-MER-HEAR-DA TE 
b. C-PRIOR-GRADE 
c. C-MERIT-ACTION 

d. C-NEW-GRADE 
e. C-MER-GTTJ.v1-RVMN 
f. C-MER-GTTM-RVMX 
g. C-MER-GTTM-RSMN 
H. C-MER-GTTM-RSMX 

C-WAR-REC 

Length of Illinois Residency 

Father's Religion 

Father's Race 

Father's Birthplace 

Father's Veteran Status 

Mother's Religion 

Mother's Race 

Mother's Birthplace 

Age of First Adult Committment 

Parole Board Hearing Date 
Parole Board Hearing:Time 
Parole Board Hearing Results 
Special Orders of Parole 
Next Docket Date 
Institutional Credit (30, 60, 90, Days) 
Actual Docket Date if Institutional Credit 
Applied 

Merit Staff Hearing Date 
Inmate's grade level prior to Hearing 
Action the Merit Staff took against the 
offender 
Inmate's Grade Level after the Hearing 
Good Time Revoked Against minimum 
Good Time Revoked Against maximum 
Good Time Restored Against Minimum 
Good Time Restored Against maximum 

a. C-WAR-ISS-DTE Date of Issuance of Warrant 
b. C-WAR-TYPE Type of Warrant Issued 
c. C-WAR-STATUS Status of Warrant 
d. C-WAR-VIOL-DATE Date Violation Occurred 
e. C-WAR-VIOL-REDEFINES C-WAR-VIOL-DATE 

(1) C-WAR-VIOL-YY 
(2) C-WAR-VIOL-MM 
(3) C-WAR-VIOL-DD 

f. C-WAR-RES-APP-DATE 
g. C-WAR-APP REDEFINES C-WAR-RES-APP-DATE Date 

Withdrawn on re-custody 
'(1) C-WAR-APP-YY ~} 
(2) C-WAR-APP-DD 
(3) C-WAR-APP-DD 
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NAME 

h. C-WAR-REAS-ISS 
i. C-W AR-MUL T -OFF 
j. C-WAR-OFFENSE 
k. C-WAR-REAS-WITH 

C-VIOL-LST -TIMX 
a. C-LST - YRS-MIN 
b. C-LST -MOS-MIN 
c. C-LST -DYS-MIN 

, 
~-~ __ , ....,~ ... -.""~It""=~~~~--~·--.. '''''.~=-~.·-'"',·.:o<>o,,''''.·~·, .. ,.u ..... ~ ... ,.....,....~ __ ~ ".~_ 

DESCRIPTION 

Violation Lelst Time'Minimum 

MISSING DATA 

CODE8 

1 
2 
2 
2 

2 
2 
2 

C-VIOL-LST - TIM 9 REDEFINES C-VIOL-LST - TIMX 
a. C-LST - YR-MIN 
b. C-LST -MO-MIN 
c. C-LST -DA-MIN 

C-WORK-REL 
a. C-WR-ST ATUS 

b. C-WR-ST A-REASON 
c. C-WR-ACC-DA TE 
d. C-WR-TERM-DATE 
e. C-WR-TYPE 

f. C-WR-APPL-TIMES 

g. C-WR-NXT -CNTR 
h. C-WR-PNTR 

C-SKILLS 
a. C-SKILL-1 
b. C-SKILL-2 
c. C-SKILL-3 

C-MIN-GROUP-CD 

Applicant's Current Status Work Release 
Program 
R.eason for Change of Status 

Records Work Release Type as Regular or 
Permanent Party 
Number of Times Applicant Has Applied 
to Work Release 

Occupational Skills 

2 
2 
2 

1 
1 
1 

1 

a This is a rating done by Severin Wellinghoff of DOC, based on-his experience with CIS. 

1 = Data generaUy not missing 
2 = Unreliable; data often missing 
3 = Data usuaUy missing 
blank = Data element was not on the December 1978 computer listing of CIS data. 
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APPENDIX H 

EXAMPLE OF A CIS RESIDENT PROFILE REPORT 
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J L L l NUl S 
tO/20178 

c 0 H H E C rIo N S I N FOR M A' T ION . 
S v S T EMS 

RESIf.>F:NT PROFILI::"R[PORT .' 
SE C T I or~ 1 

··········~·· •••• ~ ••••••••• DESCNIP,IUN OF PRISONER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
loDe NO /I.-831M NAt-IE .. ' 

" ,. 

'''' DA TE 6r AO~lI S5l O~J - 01:/129/78 AL lAS .. 
TVPE OF ADMISSIUN. DIRECT FROM COURT 
IBI NO 

'F!3 I NO 
55 NO 

STATUS ... FULL DIAGNQSTIC 
STATUS DAT~- OQI?,QI7R 
SEX/RACE - M I BLACK 
H~IGHr FT IN 

CURRENT LOCATIUN- ADULT JOLIET R&D 
BIHTHDATf ) / AGE • 
BJRTHPLACE 

WEIGHT Las 
EYE COLOR 
Ii,A I N COLOR 
SKIN lONE" 
BUILD 
CHIN 
BEARO 
NOSE .• 

LAST GRADE COMP .. 
MARITAL STATUS 
No OF CHILf)I~PJ 
OCCUPA fJ ON 
C T TI ZE/lJSH J P 
Mill TAI1Y 
MARKS/ SC AI?S 

NOTIFY IN fM~RG~NCIE~ .. 
looe NO'S THIS COMMIT 

CUSTODY DAI~ - O~/2S/78 

•••• OFFENSF •••• 
1) AT1~~PIS/~URDEH 

COUNTY .. ronK 

•• MINIMUM •••• ~AXIMUM~. CNT CCICS INDICT 
012/00)000 012/00/000 01 CC 783738 

2) ARMEl> ROBHERY 
COUN TV ... COOK 012/00/000 012/UO/000 01 CC 783138 

CURRENT- GRADE .. A AS OF' 
TOTAL CO~P TIMF OAYS AS OF 
PAROLt. HOAIH) STATUS .. HINJMI/t.l 
PA~Ol~ BOARD DAIF - n~/2~/84 
D)SCHARGf fLIG DAT~ .. 0~/2~/90 (19) 
SPeCIAL GOOD T'J}1E MINIMAX YV/~1M/i)DQ./')io 
G Ol\[) TT rAr ~ EV OK E () ~, I N / I,' A)( YV I MIv',1 ()1}d./ .. 
BON!) VIOL lOS' lIME MIN/;f1A)' 'iV/MM/I)!)I) 

GOOD TIME AOJ SUB 00/00/000 00/00 
GOOO liNt ADJ ADO 00/00/000 00/00 

~AXJMUM RfL DATE _ __ 1 __ / __ 

00/00/000 00/00/000 
OO/OO/OuO 00/00/000 
OO/UO/OOO 00/00/000 
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1 l. LIN 0 1 S 
10/i.'0118 

SVSTlM.S 
COR R E C T I U N S 1 N FOR ", A 1 o N 

RlSIDtNT PRoFILE REPORT ." 
•••••••••••••••••••••••• DI:.TAILED 

SEC1TON 2 
COMI-II HILNT INFORMAtION •••••••••••••••••••• •• 

IDOC NO 

I I 
0512,)/7 A 

• 09/29118 

NAME -

DATE Of ARRESI 
CUSTO~Y OATE 
MHo'l S5 1 ON 0 A "IE 
ADM1SS]ON THE DIRECT fROM COURI 

CQMMJ HIENl COllC\:1V .. COOK 
COURT D1SPUSII10N - CONV1Cll:.D BY PLEA 

OHUISE 
COUNTS PAll OF SENTENCE 

t) ATTF~PTS/~URPFR 
I OQI25/7(\ 

2) AR~!F.U R(lUH.RY 
t 09125178 

I\C,GRIr:V(D PARTY 

MINIMI.!M 
MAXIMU!.1 

012/00/000 
Ot2/00/000 

t 012/011/000 
012/00/ 000 

PAROLE AD STATUS MINIMUM 
BOARD/RI:.L DATE OS/25/84 
PAROLf hLIG DAT~ - 05/25/84 (19) 
DISCH ELIG DAlE O~/?S/qO (19) 
MANDATORV RI:.L DATE- 11/25/89 
MAXIMUM REL DA1~ - --1--1--

JUDGE - lHOS. FITZGERAU) 

CC .. CS F·· 1<1 PUA OFF/CUST 
CRI"'I:. DATE GROUP CUSS 

C F 
1 

C F 
1 

ASSOCIAH-S NAME. 
OffENSE. 
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INDICT 

GUILTV 
783738 

GlIlLTV 
783738 

NO 

0,:;/25/78 
I I 

0 1';125178 
I I 

IPOC NO RIR1HOA1E 
MINIMUM NAXIMUM 
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/1 

lJ 
[1 "" 

D 
0 
0 
0 
0 
rl 
L~ 

0 
0 
[1 
[1 j 
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.. . 
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ILL 1 N o. 1 S 10/20/18 

COR R E e T IOU S 1 N fOR MAT ION s 1(' S , ~. M S 

RESIDENT PR()FIlE REPORT 

SEcnON 3 
•••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••• SOC]AL IN~ORMArl0N ••••••• ~ ••••• ~ •••••••••••••••• 

Jooe NO 

BIRTHDA.TF 
BI RTHPLACF 
CITIZENSHIP 
MAHllAl STAlllS -
NO OF CrllLOI([hl 
RELIGION 
OCCI)PA11()t~ 

NATIVE LANGU"GE­
YR OF If.1t';IGI~/lT -

Nlltt.E -' 

ORUG USF. 
1 yPE USEf) 
OfFENSE DRUG R~LATED 
ALCOHOL IJSE 
OFftNSf A.LCOHOL RELATED 
COMMENTS 

AGE AT FIRST ARREST -
FOR I'IHA T 

AGE FIRST ADULT COMM-

•••••••••• fA~ILI( INfORMATION •••••••••••••••••••• MOSl RECENT AQDRESS ••••••••••• 

WIHS NAf~E 
MAfI. Sl ATIJS .. 
AI)f)RESS • ,. 

BIRTHDATf 
HlfnHPLACt -

I I 

•••••••••••• TO BE 

NAME 
ADDI~ESS 

ADDRESS 

LI V ING iHTH -
RELATIONSHIP-

NOlIFIED •••••••••••••••••• MENTAL 

HOSP Nt\l4f 
ADDR(:,SS 

OAH. ADI'llli'TED­
DillE RH,HS[D­
NAME KNm~N BY· 

HOSP 11 AL 

I I 
I I 

RECORD •••••••• 

•••• , ••••••••••••• ; ••••••••••• PARFN1AL INFOR~ATION •••••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••••• 

FA1HFRS fJAf.lF MOTHt'RS ~lAMF .. 
MAR STAIUS I., A" STAiUS 
ADDRESS A[)DRF.SS • 

BIRfHDfI'E I I RJH1HDAlf .. I I 
BIR, HPLACE IHRTHPl;,\Cr:: 
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r.L L 1 NO 1 S 10/17.0 17 ~ 

C 0 H H f ell 0 ~ 5 1 ~ FOR M A , ION S Y 51!: M S 

RfSIt)f.N1 PR(\l" ILF REPO~T .,. 
Sf.l:Tl0N II 

.... "M I L JJ A RY (OUeA t rON f: t-l j)L 0 '(toll': NT 1 NFORM A Tl ON ••••• , H .' ••••• • • • 
•••• , ••••••••••••• /,It 

IOOC rw 

BRANCH/SfRVICE tour -
SER I At NUt-'HEf' , 
npE. Of D1 nCH"pGt:: 
DR AF I 13 \lA R [) I"~ (1 
ADDJH.Sff A l~fJ,; 

NAME Off S~HOOL -
AODR,f· SS 

COMPANY 
AODRfSS· 

POS If} ni'J 
OATf. LfFT I I 
E~IPLOYfi() 1\ T 

T I ME Or 
ARREST 

NO MONTr-lS ON 
J [\)I~ 

NO MOt·1l H [MP 

fOR LASl ? 
YRS 

SUPERVISOR 
NAMl Kr~m<l~) ... 

•• ,.~MILITARY •• ~ •• 

fNTRANCE. DATE. 
OlSCIiARGf OATE 
DHAfl STA1US, 

••• , • E!>lIC A 11 ON ,. '{, ••• 

••••• fMPLOY~ENl •••• , 

cotWAi~v 
. AO{)I~f.5S 

POSITION 
OA1('LHT I 1 
E.MPI.;OVf:O AT 

T loW: OF 
AR~t::S 1 .; 

NO HtiNTHS ON 
Jc>a 

SUpfRVl SOI~ 
NM4t.· KNOl~N 

/' / 
I' I 

I I 
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1 L LIN 0 I S 10/21lIlt\ 

o N R Eel ION S I N FOR ~ A T ION s v S T EMS 

RfSlDENT PROFILE REPORT 
" ~ • SECTION 6 

•••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••• SfNlfNC~ FACT SH~ET., ••••••••••••••••• , •• , ••• , ••• 
. Iii .' 

loDe NO - ~-~J'64 NA~E-
I 
'I 

CURNENT BO.RD STATUS - MINIMUM 

\1 

HOARD/REl DATF OS/2S/SQ 
DISCH ~LIG DftTE - 05/25/90(19) 
MAX MEL DATE - --1--1--

'" 

f . II o fr.NSf:. INO Ie T NO PLEA CT rlJst' OlE r<1 I N I MU~1 /¥lAX !/1},(jI'1 C 
A HE MP T S /~JlUI~I't:. R 17837..S8 G 01 ()512S/7fl 012100/000 012/00/000 C 
ARMED ROHl;FRY U83750 c; 01 OS/2S17H 012100/000 01V()O/IJOO C 

CUSTODY O"I[ - 05/,.,5178 JfH NO - MERIT GOOD TIMF: 
SENTE fliCE OAlf o CJ12517 Po fliI t-1O - MIN OO/OO/OOD 
Ai)I""lSS)(lN 1)1\11:. - 09/?9Ilfl PVL()ST T ll~f 00/00/000 I~A)( - 00/00/000 
GOOCn Ifv'E SUA OO/O(l/OOO GOO{)T I ME ADD (lO/QO/OOO 

DAlE TYPE RESULlS NFXT DOClHFL 

OAT~ .AClION R t. S -~'J A X 

'OTAl REV-I'HN - 00/00/000 TOTAL REV-MAX "00/(10/000 

DATE TYPE STATIJS VIOL-orE wI/He-DTE 

, 
*****~·*COMPtNS~TORV TIME******** 

T01A!. TO DA lE - .0 DAYS LAST· lJPDA It .. I 

1917 TOTAl- .9 JAN- .0 FEll· ,0 MAR- .0 APP- .0 MAY- .0 J UN'- 1 0 
JUL- .'0 AUG- ,0 SI:.P- • 0 OCT .. ,0 NOV- .0 OfC- .0 

1976 TOTAl- .0 ,JAN .. . () HR .. .0 t~AR- .0 API~ .. ,0 MAYo. • 0 JUN .. .0 
JUL-' .0 AUG .. ,0 SF"" .0 OCTo. ,0 NOV- ,0 OI:.C .. .0 

ln3 :: 0.0 t97~ = 0.0 tCnS = 0,0 1976 = 0,0 
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ILL I N 0 I 5 

COR R [ C T ION S J N FOR MAT ION 

RESIDENT PROFILE R~PORT 
, . ~. 

SEl: TI ON q 

10'/20nn 

SYSTF_MS 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• CH~UNQLOGICAL ~OvfMENr •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

IDOC NO A-83164 NAME -

DATf STATUS 

09n9178 Ft,llL DJ A'GNOSl IC 

INSTITUTION 

ADULT JOL~fT R&D 
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ASSiGNMENT/R~ASON 

Ii 

01 
a 
0 
0 
n 
0 
0 
0 
o· 
0 
0 

110 
\' ,J 

0 
8 
'\ 
0' .' , 

D 
n 
D , 

.. ,.~ .• ·<~~-..t'.-.~~~~:;.~~;~n~:;~-.I*;,v._'_ ..... ~.,..,._::-~ t'-'>:~. ' .... - ... ~*'J:~~'?:.~~{'U"~~~~.7S~~:f~~A?!t'ft.'7:,\~~'~~7t:~" .- . 

p 

. ~. 

" 

.' 

;.?-

" 

o 
o 
o 
(J 

fJ 
{] 

o· 
o 
o 
n 
8 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I' 

1 l lIN 0 I· S 10/20178 

COR R t C T ION S 1 N FOR MAT ION S Y S T t:: M S 

RESIDENT PROFILE REPORT . ' 
SfCTION 10· 

•••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••• JNSTI1UTIONAL INFORMATION . .. , ................. " .... . 
IDoe NO A-R1tb4 NA~E _ 
DATE OF SENI~Nl:E - 09/25/78 

Plnop 
DA 1£ GRA()E. 

•••••••••• MFf.lIT 

ACTlON 

stAFF RfSULTS ••••••••• 

NEw GOOD TIMF 
GRADE MINIMUM MAXIMUM 

•••••••••••••••• \IIARI~ANTS •••••••••••••••• 

DATE 

. DATE 

TYPF:lST A TIJS/OFFENSE' ViOL-DATE 
WITH/CUST. 

REASON ISSUE::D 

••••••••• PAROLE HEARING RESULTS, ••••••• 

T YI1E:. 
Rf:.SULTS 

INST CRE()Ir 
NEXT DKT/REl. SPECIAL CON(>ITlONS 
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REV/Rt:S 

MULT OfF 
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APPENDIX 1 

OFFICAL POLICY ON ACCESS TO FEDERAL PROBATION AND 

PAROLE MANUAL DATA . 
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FREEDOI~ OF INFORfiJATION ACT: (PRIVACY ACT 
THE' FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEfiJ 

The Freedom of Ini'o~mation Act and the Privacy Act im-

pose limitations on the availability, use, and disclosure 

of Government records and documents. Because i'edera1 pro-
. . , 

bat ion officers deal 1n the business. Qf reading and maR16g 

~,hese two 5tat~~es 'ar.e' sigriificfint . 

addit~on as age!lts of the' United State's ,Paro;J,:e C~>Inmj."s~;ion·,· 
\\ ~ . . - . 

d~ede;t"a1 pr~bation off~cers m~st' b.e c·~ncerne(:J. \'li'th par'ol~ ... ' 
. . . 

documents per. these two statutes. 

:"':~:·:;'~~t 
.'. 

--""~~~ 

In 

·0 
,,' 'U 

~ 
The Freedom of Information A~t, 5 U.S.C. §552 1/ :'essential1y 

\1 
II 

O':~ 

U. \ , 
O· \ 

, ~ 

C', (J 

/0 
fJ 
[f. 

tJ 

establishes a scheme for gaining access to Government 

records. On the other hand, t'he Privacy Act) 5 u. S. C. 
, 

§552a 2/) provides" a structure for safeguarding the privacy . 
of indiv~~ua1s by restricting the di~semination of records 

or the information contained in Government records relating 

to such individuals who are given access to the records 

pertaining to them. The thrust of these t\'10 statutes is 

2/ 

Pub.L.No. 89-554, 80 Stat. 383 (Sept. 6, 1966D, Pub. 
L.No. 90-23, §1, 81 S~at. 54 (June 5, 1967), Pub.L. No. 

,93-502, §§1-3, 88 Stat. 1561-64 (NoY. 21, 1974). 

PUb .. L.No. 93-579, §3, 88 Stat. 1897 (Dec. 31) 1974). 
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s@mewhat contrary with one promoting public disclosure and 

the other restr~cting,public disclosure. The statutes do, 

hd\'lever) complement each other ~ 'For example, the Freedom 

of Information Act (FOIA) restricts,access by the public 

to investigatory 'law enforcement records where ,it woulcl 
. 

result in an unwarranted invasion of personal ~~ivacy) pre-

sumably'as defined by the Privacy Act. 5 U.S.C. §551~ 

(b)(7)(C). r,1oreover, the Privacy Act permits disclosure 

of a record pertaining to an individual to be d~sclosed 
" ' 

wf~hout hiswritteri consent when disc~osure is required by , 

the FOrA. 5 U.S.C. §552a(b)(2). In many situations, there-

fore, and especially with respect to records for law enforce­

ment purposes,' these two ac'ts must be read together. 
. 

First, let us examine ce~tain provisions of the FOTA. 

The FOIA enjoins Governmental agencies to mal~ a~ailable to 

the ~ublic its publications, ord('rs,.' policy decisions and 

other records unless they fall within certain enumera~ed 

disclosure exceptions. '5 u. s ~ C. ' §552(a) ,(b). ' The "agencies" 

affected by this requirement are tbeones describe~\by 
,1 

5 U.S.C: §551(1) ary.d §552(e). ' These tl'lO ~ubsections include 

within the definit:ton of "agency" all estab~,ishments in 

the executive branch of Government aI',ld' independent~_:regulatory 
. . 

agencies. ,The "courts of' the United state&" are 

excluded explicitly from the .. defin~ti.on of "agency." 5 U.S.C. 
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.§55l(l) (B). It' is 'thus clear that federal co.urts ar'e 

not bound by the r~quirements of the FOIA. Furthermore, 

neither are federal.probation offices. 

Federai probatioh~offi~ers are officers ~f the federal 

district courts. ~hey are appointed' by the district courts 

which may al~6'~emove such officiers in their discretion. 

18 U.S.~. §3654 (191Q). As officers of the courts, they 

perfo~m two major functions: the pr~paration of pres~~tence 

reports, Fed.R.Crim.P. 32(c), ahd the supervision of pro­

bationers, ~8 U.S.C. §§3653, 3655.' ,Any documents prepared 

or compiled in performance of these twci functions, such as 

the presentence report, are court documents since they are 

prepared by cour'1:; 'of~icers for th~ use of the courts. 

They are thus with~ut the doveraie of the FOIA. 5 U.S.C. 

§S51(1)(B), §552(e). (1970, Su~p. IV, 1974). Consequently, 

even though a presentence report may later be retained in 

the files of the Bureau of Priosns, it retains its status 

as a court document not discovel·.lble under the FOrA. See 

Cook v. \villj.ngh~m, 400 F.2d 885 (lOth eire 1968). 31 

While it is true that probation officers perform various 
duties as requested by the United States Parole Commission 
and thus are "agents" of the Commission for some purposes, 
such as parole supervision or post-release planning, 
18 U.S.C. §3655, as amended by PUb.L.No. 94-233, §14 
(Mar. 15, 1976); 18 U.S.C. §4203(~)(4) (Mar. 15, 1976), 
the preparation of presentence ~~ports is not one of 
those duti~s. Presentence reports are used by·the Bureau 
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Even though federal probation of,fices have no statutory 

responsibility to abide by the FOIA wi~h respect to pre~ 

sentence reports and probationarY,records, the FOIA ha~ 

had an impact on the fede,ra1 p.ro~~tio~ syst~~ .. One issue 
.. .. -., , ..... 

that bas bee~ raised ~s whether items~n a probation fil~ 
'" 

which ,."ere l obtained fro;n "agencies n cove~ed by, the, FOIA: 

~ust be di:':Vulged upon reQ1:le,st by. ~he p!"ob~~ion office. 

Inquiries regarding such documents ,must 'be referred to 
.' '. .. ..... 

the source agency and sh0l:l~~. no~ pe ha~~led by, the prob~t~,on 

office. The reasonfo~ ,~he ref~r:r~~ ~acl~ to the or~g=i:n~t;ing 
agency is that it c'an best determine, \'lheth~;' :a~ p~;t~~~l~r 

... . ... " 

document is properly \t-rithheld or must be disclos~d., 
(i . 

For example) \~he 1a\V' 
I' I 

enforcement records exception from 

disclosure of the ~OIA is not 'that ~~sy to apply. Section 

552(b) (7) provides: ' 

(7) investigatory records compiled for law enforcement 
pllrpo~,es, but only to the extent that the production 
of sue 1. re<?ords''1ould (A) interfere \>11 th enforcement 
proceed~ngs,. (B) de;prive a person of a right to a fiar 
trial or an ~mpar~1al adjudication, (C) constitute an ' 
~n\t-larrant,ed l.l1vasl.onof nersonal nr~ vacy" (D) d· 'I th ' .:l tit.' .... .... '" l.SC ose " ' e l.cen y of a confidentl.al source and in th " 
of a record compiled by a criminal law enforceme~tcase ' 

3/ '(cont 'd) , ,Prisons and Parole Commj.ssion only because ·the 
courts have consented to such use. The renorts are not 
con~~rted~ h~weve~, by such gratuitous use-into documents 
of agencl.es. subJ ect to the prescriptions of the FOrA " 
Access to such reports at the time' of pa.role r.elease . 
hearings, when avail~ble to the Parole Commission, has 
only recent~y b~en gl.ven inmates by the Parole Commission 
:~gh~eor~antl.hzatl.on Act, 18 U.S.C. §§4201, 4208 (Mar~ ~15, 1916) 
, . ng l.n at Act~ however, alters the fact that the 
p~~~:nt?nce report l.S a court document \'rhic'h is not 
W l.n the purview of the FOrA. It cannot be obtained 
under the FOrA by an inmate or p . l' ' Commission. aro ee from the Par9.~e 
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authority in the course of a criminal investigation, 
or by an agency ~6nducting a lawful national security 
intelligence investigation, confidential information 
furnished only by the confidential source, (E) 

. disclose investigative techniques and procedures, or 
(F) endanger the life or physical safety of law 
enforcement personnel; 

These c~iteria are rather vague and broadly worded. 

Probation ,~ffices should not be'making judgments about 

-, 
" 

, ., 
whether materials of other agencies fall within §552(b)(7). 

On the other side of the coin,. When a presentence 

rep,ort) for example, is jj6fwarded to a treatment institution 
. \.\~'-.. 

or other instrumentality of>~t.)le Fede'ral Government) the 
, "'"" 

probation office should stamp \~~t con:didential and indicate 

that it is not to be disclosed by\~uch agency pursuant to 
)) 

,1,( 

the FOIA. Offenders sentenced by federal courts have in 

the,past sought cop~es of their presentence reports or 

probation files under the FOrA. A sample routine reply 

~o such a ~equest is attached for your information (Appendix 

A) • 

The real difficulty for probation offices came, as r 

understand it, with the enactment of the Privacy Act. The 

Privacy 'Act ~ave individuals access to ~ecords pertinent to 

them but it, most significantly, imposed restrictions on 

agency dissemination of such records to other agencies' 

or persons. The individual was given the right of access 

to his records, and'the right to prevent such records from 

being used or divulged for purposes other than their 

original purpose without his consent. For example, executive 

141 

,I c",'''';:~'""''''-'=''''~'''''-''"~-''''-07-''~''''',"=='''''''_' ~ ~'~--~-.... -"'.".-.~~-----..... -...-.-..-, ... '"' ...• ~~ 
" 

---_._---- .. 



,~, 

.. 

il 
II 
" 

" Ie 
i ~ 

i 

agencies are required to inform an ind,ividual, on request, 

of what rec6rds' pe~taintng ta hi~ are collected and dissem­

inated by such agencies, make av~iilable copies of such 

records, correct and amend such records, and establish 

adequate safeg~ards to prevent misuse of such information. 

5 U.S. C.' §552a(,h),(d), and(e). Hence, probation office 

access to nee,oed information in Go~ernment files has been 

impeded by the Privacy Act,except where the concerned 

individual consents to the releas~ of inform~tion o~ such 

release comes withinb~~!~leven enumerated e~ceptions to the 

Pravacy Act I s non-dis~lf)sure rules. 5 U.S. C. §552a (b) • 

\-lith respect to t;he question of an individual's 

acce&S to his presen~~nce report ?r probation files, the 

response is the 'sam~ under the Privacy Act as it is under 
p 

the FOIA. The counts and their prob~tion offices are not 
,:~ 

within the coverage of the Privac.~ 'Act. 5' lI.S.C. §552a(a)(1); 

~e 5 U.s.c. §§5~1(1)(B), 552(e). The sample letter 

mentioned previ9usly app,ies to requests made under both 

Acts. (Append:ij;x A) 
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MODEL RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRESENTENCE 
OR PROBATION RECORDS REPORT 

Dear: 

. ''Ie are in receipt of your lette 
wh1ch was received by this off' r dated 
Pursuant to your re 1ce on 
you in the files 6f q~~~~ uOfs .. certain. information pertaining t.P. 
of . .. Prooat1on Office

J

• 

-th;-F;~~~~~~~~~~-----~----~' ) D1strict of the Freedom of Informat i on At' ·5·_~nder, t~e provIsions 
Supp. IV, 1974) and the Pric 'A .S.C. §552 (1970 

IV, 1974), I must advise you .~~~~ C~th5 U.S.C. §552a (Supp. 
Information Act nor the~P . ne1 er the Freedom of 
to the courts of the Unit~1vaCY Act have any application 
Offices of the F~deral C d States .or, therefore, to Probation 
Supp; IV, 1974); 5 u.s.c~u~~;~(e~ U.S.C. §551(1)(B) (1970, 
1974); ~ pook v. tvillincrham 400 ~5~da 8(a8 )(1) (Supp. IV, 

_..;.....;..=L~~~' .. 5 (lOth Cir. 1968). 
For' this r~ason' th '.' 

t~ 'ob~~in the ~ocume~ts .e~~ 1S n~ right under these Acts 
l~st of agencies or De Y ~ reque~te~. [or to receive a 
f1les has been dissemi~:~~d.to \'lh~m.1nfo~mation in our 
''Ie have nC?o regulations re J; ES_z:t11arlY, for that reason 
or recor~~~ci under these' t ga

A
rd1no d1sclosure of' our files 

j wo cts .. ] ' 

If this office b please feel free to can e of fu' 'ther assistance to you, 
correspond with the unJersigned. 

Yours truly, 

U. S. Pr'oha t'ion OFficer 
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Thi.sbibliography is. ali '"attempLto do a nearly impossible task - to list all 

research that has ever ,Vsed Illloois parole data. A brief annotation about the data 
~. .\ ' 

follows each entry. We hope that people planning to use parole data will profit 

from others'"experience. We know that this bibliography must be incomplete, and 

so we invite readers to send us additions and corrections. If the addition is 
. II' • 

unpublished~:"we would appreciate' a copy for the SI:\Clibrary. 

Adelberg, Sheldon 

1978 "Parole Decision-Making Coding. Manual: Presumptive Date 
Format," Report Twenty, p. T 1-39 in U.S. Parole Commission 
(1978). Available in SAC library. 
The codebook for the federal Parole Decision History (PDH) file. 

,American Bar Association ResOUfcEi,Center on Correctional Law and Legal Services 

1973 "Survey of Parole Conditiona.:in the, United States," Washington, 
p.C., 

Anderson, D,ennis B. " .. 
\\' \ 

1972 "The Relationship between Selected Characteristics E»ld 
Recidivism."·Unpublished manuimript. Center for the Study of 
Crime, Delinquency and Corrections, Southern lllinois"University. 
Available in SAC library. 
Fifty recidivists and non-recidivists admitted to an Illinois "boys 
training school" between 1961 and 1964. Recidivism, follow-up 
period, ?nd missing data undefined • 

Austin, James Frank 

1974' "The Parole and Pardon Board: Decision-Making in the Criminal 
Justice System," unpublished master's thesis, De Paul University, 
(September.) Available in SAC librari}t. 
Data obtain~d from observation of 15 Parole B.oard hearings and 
from case fi~~s.\:) Sample: .15 of ~58, checked. for samplin~J bias, 
for observatlon sampl~.; 258 for ~f'se file I)ample. 

Bayless, Donald W. and Ellell Ryan Rest. 

1972 "Probation" Officer Gase Aid Project: Final Report Phase I," 
Center for Studies in Criminal Justice, University of Chicago Law 
School. ., Unpublished manuscript~ Action Director: William S. 
Pilcher., 
u'seof ~x-oMenders as probation officer assistants in the federal 
parole system. Also seeClemments (1972,) Witkowski (1973.) 

Beck, James L 

1974 '''The Effect of Representation at Parole Hearings: A Research 
Note," Report Three oru.s. Parole Commission (1976.) Available 
in SAC library. 
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Beck, James L~ and Peter 8~ Hoffman 

"Time Served and Release Performance: A Research Note," 
Report Six of U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) Available in SAC 
library. 
Uses Parole Decision Making (PDM)data. , 

Bennett, Lawrence A. 

1973 "Self Esteem and Parole Adjustment," Unpublished manuscript, 
Center for the Study of Crime, Delinquency, and Corrections, 
Southern Illinois University, Carbondale. Available in SAC li­
brary. 
'Sample: all releases from an Illinois "m!;ixirnum security pris~m," 
who were paroled to the Carbondale area during an 11 month 
period. About 15% missing. Two-year follpw-up. 

Berman, John J. 

1972 Parolees' Problems, Aspirations and Attitudes. Unpublished PHD 
dissertation, Northwestern University, (August.) Available in SAC 
library. 
Data obtained from interviews and case files. Sample: All 90 
parolees who had been nominated for the Volunteers in Parole 
Program. Only one missing case. Discussion of problems in 
obtaining _ reliable information from files. Interview carefully 
tested; sample of interview form attached. 

Blackiston, DOll To 
, , 

1948 A Study of the Workings of the Sentence and Harole Act (as 
, Amended in 1943) and the Effect upon the Indeterminate Commit­

ments to the Illinois State Penitentiary from the Cook County 
Criminal Court during 1945. Unpublished master's thesis,Univer­
sity of Chicago (March). Available in SAC library. 
Sample: 592 Cook County male felons with indeterminate 
commitments, received at Joliet Diagnostic D~pot, sentenced 
during 1945 and moved ,to penitentiary before February, 1946. 
Review of early history of Illinois parole laws, beginning with the 
"Good Time Law of 1872." Data from files of the Chicago Crime 
Commission" "Statistical Review of Prisons, Reformatories and 
Correctional Schools 1939," Department of Public Welfare, and 
"Illinois State Penitentiary Movement of ~opulation." 

Bruce, Andrew A., Albert J., Harno, Ernest W. Burgess and John ,LandescQ 

1928 Parole and the Indeterminate Sentence., Chicago. Study organiz:­
ed by Burgess, who was a member of ,i:l committee appointed b.y 
the Governor of Illinois to analyze the.'parole system. Analysis of 
HlOO cases in each of the three Iilinoh~institutions for meo: 
Joliet~ Pontiac and Menard. The first and classic attempt at a 
prediction system. Also published} as "The Workings of the 
IndetermJnateSentence Law and the} Parole System in l11inois,"a 

," "'report to the Honorable Hinton G. "Clabaugh, Chairman, Parole 
Board of Illinois, Springfield: Illinois ,,state Printing Office. 
~ ~ 

1936 Th~\' Workings of the Indeterminate, Sentence Law and the Parole 
System in Illinois. 
A second report, continuation of the above~' Data to the end of 
1935. 148 
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Block, Carolyn Rebecca 

1978 A Methodological Review of "The Impact of Manpower Services 
on Illinois Offenders" by George W. Knox. Chicago: Statistical 
Analysis Center, Illinois Law Enforcement Commission. See Knox 
(1978a.) 

Burgess, Ernest W ~ 

1928 Factors determining success or failure on parole. Part IV in 
Bruce, eta ala (1928). Available in SAC library. 

1929 Is prediction feasible in social work? An inquiry based upon a 
socological study of parole records." Scoial Forces 7 (4, June): 
540. ' 

1937 Parole and the indeterminate sentence. P. 674-695 in Annual 
Report of the Department of Welfare. Springfield, Illinois. 
Available in SAC library. 
Detailed study of the effect of the Burgess prediction system on 
parole violations. Also a history of parole research in Illinois. 

Carkuff, Robert and Theodore Friels 

1974 The Art of Developing a Career: A Student Guide. Amherst, 
Mass.: Human Resources Development Press. 
Carkhuff and Associates rUn the Vocational Counseling Programs 
in DOC institutions. 

Cellini, Henry R., John' Giannini, Debra L. Wright, and Dan Coughlin 

1977 The probation rehabilitation and employment program. Federal 
Probation 41 (Sept): 42-46. 
All authors are employed by PREP, which like DARE, is a 
program of the SAFER Foundation. This is a, description of PREP, 
with a few summary statistics • 

Chamberlin, Henry Barrett 

1935 Concerning parole in Illinois. The Journal of Criminal Law and 
Criminology, 26 (May-June): 492-515. 
Report by Colonel Chamberlin of the Chicago Crime Commission 
to Governor Henry Horner. 

Cheney-Stern, Marilyn Ruth 

1977 Effects of Prevocational Education on Self-Analysis Estimates 
and Test-Estimates of Vocational N~eds and Capacities of selec­
ted Male Inmates. Unpublished PhD dissertation, University of 
Minnesota (December). Available in SAC library. 
Tests and questionaires administered to all the 35 who completed 
the 1976 COMP program. There were 23 usable sets of data. 
Includes a chronicle of the difficulties of data collection in the 
hope that others will "do ~ better job of anticipating problems in 
correctional research." \:c..,. " 

149 

I: 
J 



Chicago Crime Commission 
Journal of the Chicago Crime Commission. 
This journal was published annually from the 1930's to 1950, and 
contains research articles using Illinois criminal justice dalla. 
Available in the office of the Chicago Crime Commission, 79. W. 
Monroe St., Chicago. 

Clabaugh, Hinton G. 
1927 Statistical Data Supporting Special Report and Recommendations 

on the Parole System in Illinois. (April 27) 
1921-1926 data for Joliet, Menard .and Pontiac. -

Clemments, Raymond D. 

'1972 Paraprofessionals ,in probation and parole: A manual for their 
selection, training, induction and supervision inday-to-day tasks. 
(J\.Ilyl) Center for Studies in Criminal Justice, University' of 
Chicago Law School. Unpublished manuscript. Ed. Hans W. 
Mattick. 
Use of ex-offenders as probation officer assistants in the federal 
parole system. See Bayless (1972) and Witkowski (1973). 

Cook, Thomas J., L. Douglas Dobson and Eva Lantos Rezmovic 

1978. 

I. ,/ 

Experimental evaluation of. the challenge program: First-year 
report. Unpublished manuscript, Research Triangle Park, North 
Carolina 27709. -Available in SAC library. 
This is the first report of· a two year' evaluation of one of the 
SAFER Foundation programs. The researchers are using DOC CIS 
files and other sources to track recidivism in the second halt of 
the study. Their experience should be a good indicator of the 
quality of these data. The final report is sch~duled to" be 
delivered in M,I:iY? 1979. -

De Gostin, Lucille K. 
1974 Parole Decision-Making Coding Manual. Report Four of u.S. 

Parole Commission (1976.) Available in SAC library. 

De Gostin, Lucille K., and Peter B. Hoffman /1 
Administrative Review of Parole Selection and Revocation Deci­

. ~jons. Report One of U~S. Parole Commission (1976.) Available in 
.1974 

SAC library. 

Feuerste{~ler, Eldeen Fischer 
1976 Feasibility of Evaluating Reintegrative Programs Administered by 

the Illinois Department of Corrections Adult Division: Final 
Project Report. Evaluation Unit, Illinois LaW EIJforcement 
Commission.-
Analysis of the availability of case file data and ClS data, their 

. completeness, and the cost and difficulty of retrieval. For nine 
cases, a comparison of the master file with the CIS "resident 

. profile report." For 33 cases, determination of what data were 
;) available in all manual files. Samples of forms and reports used in 

1976. Bibliography. Available in the SAC library. 
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Finestone, Harold 

1964 A ,?~mparativ~ Study .. of Reformation and Recidivism among 
I~allan a~d Polish Adult Criminal Offenders. Unpublished PhD 
dissertatIOn. Department of Sociology, University of Chicago. 
~\more detailed description of the data than the 1967 article .• 

1967 

Fogel, David 

Reformation and recidivism among Italian ~s~rl Polish criminal 
offenders. Americal Journal of Sociology 72 {6, MaY):575-588. 

. Used DOC data to choose the sample. 

',-" 

·1975 '!We are the Living Proof": The Justice Model for Corrections. 
Cincinnati: W. H.Anderson. 
A review of literature on prisons compiled for LEAA. 

Gillespie, Robert W. 

1976 A: Sta~istical A~1alysis of the Post .. Release Employment and Law 
Vlo~atlOn Experience of Participants in the Vocfltional Counseling 
Project and Operation DARE. Unpublished report to the l11inoi:,; 

/Law Enforc:rnent CO';1mission (June). Available in SAC library. 

Glaser, Daniel 

1954 

1955 

1964 

Handler, Ellen 

1974 

\\ 

. A re-analysls of Hollms (1976.) Indentical data. Only addition is 
the use of regression. 

A Reformulation and Testing of Parole Prediction Factors. (PhD 
dissertation, University of Chicago). 
Illinois parole prediction. 

The Efficancy of Alternative Approaches to Parole Prediction. 
American Sociological Review 20(3, June):283-287. 
Shows that violation of parole by young Illinois felons could be 
predicted more accurl':ltely by knowledge of when they first left 
home. fo~ six mon~hs '~r more than by the prognoses made by 
psychiatrIsts or SOCIOlogists from case studies. 

Tfle Effectiveness of a Prison and Parole System. New York: 
Bob~s-Merrill Co., Inc., 1964 first edition: 1969 abridged edition. 
ReView of data on fed:ra~ and, some state prison releasees, plus a 
survey by Glaser of IllmOls releasees. .Also a detailed analysis of 
75 released men from the Chicago area, interviews with inmates 
a ~u":Jber of ca~e .studie~ ~nd examples from Glaser's experience i~ 
illInOIS •.. The orlgmal editIOn contams many more details about the 
data and many more tables than the abridged edition. 

Family Surrogates as Correctional Strategy Social Service 
Review 48 (4):539-549. ' 
Mostly uses federal' data, but does use DOC Juvenile Division's 
Semi-Annual StatisUcal Summary and Taylor (1971) 
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1976a 

1976b 

The VAST Project: 'A Work Socialization Program for Juvenile 
Offenders. Unpublished manuscript. Available in SAC library. 
Modified'version'in LEAA Journal 39 (6) 1976. 
QescHptive evaluation of a job training program at three juvenile 
DOC institutions. No control group. 'Measures recidivism (DOC 
statistical records) and employment (self-reported.) 

An Evaluation of the ·r ARGET Program. Jane' Addams S'chool of 
Social Work, University of Illinois, Urbana, Illinois. Unpublished 
manuscript. Available in SAC library. 
Evaluation of a program for juvenile delinquents in Champaign 
COUAty. Data from court, probati'on and school records. Measures 
recidivism from probation department records with, a matched 
control group. Also student and parent interviews. 8ibliograpMy. 

Handler, Ellen and Lois Schuett 

1976 An Analysis of the Marital" Status Characteristics of Prison 
Inmates. Unpublished 'manuscript. Available in$AC library. 
Data from a April 1, 19174 census of DOC inmates. Discussion of 
reliability. 

Heinz, Ronald D. , 

1973 "Parole Attitude Questionaire." Unpublished group of tal:Hes. 
(June). AvaHC;i.ble in SAC library. , 
Marginals frdm a ,questionaire given to 157 inmates of l]OC 
institutions. No text. No samplequestionaire. No information 
about the sample. 

Hepburn, John R. 

1968 

1970 

1971 

Violence as normative behavior: The caseot .criminal homicide. 
Read at Midwest Sociology Society rneetings (April.) 

Violent offenses and violent offenders. Unpublished manuscript 
read at the Annual Meeting, Southern Sociological Society, 
Augustana College. Available in SAC library. 
Sample: all 1385 men ref~ased from Joliet In 1960 to,I964, who 
had been convicted of murder, voluntary. manslaughter or 
involuntary manslaughter. Followed to March, 1969. Data 
obtained from Illinois Bureau of Investigation and Joliet 
Diagnostic Depot. ":,i 

"Classification of offender and predicted reCidivism. Unpublished 
manscript, Department of Sociology, 'University of Iowa. 
:Available in SAC library: 
Same sample as Hepburn, 1970. 

1973 'Subcultures, Violence, and the Subculture 'of Violence., 
Unpublished manuscript. 

Hoffman, Peter EI. 

1975 !Federal Parole, Guidelines: Three Years of Experience. Report 
::ren of U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) Available in SAC library. 
Uses Parole, Decision Making (PDM) data. 
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Hoffman, Peter B. and James L. Beck 

1974 Parole Decision-Making: A Salient Factor Score. Report Two of 
U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) Available in SAC library. 
Uses Parole Decision-Making (PDM) data. 

1975 Salient Factor Score Validation - A 1972 Release Cohort. Report 
Eight of U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) Available in SAC library. 
Uses Parole Decision Making (PDM) data. 

Hoffman, Peter B. and Lucille K. De Gostin 

1974 Parole Decision-Making: Structuring Discret;,on. Report Five of 
U.S. Parole Commission (1976~) 
The history of U.S. Parole Board guidelines.' 

1975 An Argument for, Self-Imposed Explicit Judicial Sentencing 
Standards. Report Seven of U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) 

, Hoffman, Peter B. and Barbara S. Meierhoeffer 

1977 Post Release Arrest Experiences of Federal Prisoners: A Six Year 
Followup. Report 17 of U.S. Parole Commission (1978.) 
Uses Parole Decision Making (PDM) data. 

1978 Reporting Recidivism Rates: The Criterion/Followup Issue. 
Report 19 of U.S. Parole Commission (1978.) 
Uses Parole Decision Making (PDM) data. 

Hoffman, Peter B., Barbara Stone-Meierhoefer and James L. Beck 

1977 Salient Factor Score and Releasee Behavior: Three Validation 
Samples. Report 15 of U.S. Parole Commission (1978.) Available 
in SAC library. 
Uses Parole Decision Making (PDM) data. 

Hollins, Jodet-Marie 
~J' ,: 

1976 Effectiveness of the Vocational Counseling Program and 
Operation DARE. Unpublished Master's thesis, Goddard College 
(July.) Available in SAC library. 
Evaluation of Vocational Counseling Programs at Stateviile and 
Pontiac and Operation DARE. Sample: all men released from 
Stateville or Pontiac to the Chicago area between February and 
July, ,~975. Data obtained from DOC pre-release forms, 
interviews once a month for six months after release, and 
interviews with the parole officer when the releasee could not be 
contacted. DOC CIS parole turnaround sheets also used. No 
mention of per cent missing. Comparison groups but no control 
groups. 

Hollins, Robert R. 

" 1974 Effect of DARE on VCP Clients from Stateville and Pontiac. 
Unpublished manuscript. Available in SAC library. 
Sources: DARE files, parole officer interviews, ex ... offender 
interviews, DOC adult field services. No mention of missing data. 
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Illinois Department of Corrections 

1971 Self-Evaluation Project. Report by the American Correctional 
Association. 
Survey of adult probation and parole in Illinois, compared to 
national data. 

1'972 Prediction Study, Report Number 1 •. 

197.3a 

1973b 

1973c 

1977 

1978a 

1978b 

Sample of boys committed to DOC in 1967. Prediction Iilf parole 
success. 

Survey of the Perceived Re-Entry, Needs of Men Released from 
the Illinois Stateville. Penitentiary on Parole or Conditional 
Release December 1, 1971 to March 15, 1972. ' 
Survey conducb3d by Edwin A. Marksman, .Jr., Jane Addams 
Graduate School of Social Work, University of .'Illinois at Chicago 
Circle. Available in the ILEC library. Survey of men parolled to 
Cook County from Stateville. Of the 381, they attempted -to 
contact 99, succeeded in contacting only 51. 

Prediction Study, Report f\~umber 2. 
A new random sample of 100 boys committed in 1967. 

Prediction Study, Report Number 3. 
A continuation of Report 2. ' 

" 

Prison Population on the Last' Day of the Month. Unpublished 
table. Available in SAC library. 
Populations of each institution"for each month from January, 1956 
through March, 1977. 

Proposed Short Range EDP Plan. 

Review of the Department of Corrections Proposed Short Range 
EDP Plan. (August 2) Prepared by the Officeof Management and 
Communications, Department of Administrative Services. 

, Illinois Department of Public Welfare 

1939 

o 

. Statistical Revi€)w of PrisonsJ Reformatories and Correctional 
Schools. 
A detailed review of June, 1938- June, 1939 data, collected by 
Howard Hill, statistician. Seventy'-two tables. Was to have been 
the first of a series. Available in SAC library. 

Illinois Prison Inquiry Commission 

1937 A Report to the Governor of Illinois. Springfield: Illinois State ;: 
Printing Office. 

Illinois State Bar Association Ci 

1973 ' Illinois parole and pardon board adult parole decisions. Illinois Bar 
Journal 62 (1, September):20-23. . 
The criteria for parole' decisions used in 1973. ' 
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John Howard Association 

1975 Governor Walker's Proposed Justice Model - ;!\n Analysis of its 
Impact. Unpublished manuscript. 
Statistics on paroled male offenders iii Illinois from 1968 to 1975. 

Kantrowitz, Nathan 

1961 Self presentation and parole violation: A preliminary look at the 
data. Unpublished manuscript read at the Annual Meeting, Illinois 
Academy of Criminology, Urbana (April.) Available in SAC 
library. 
Kantrowitz was a member of the Illinois Parole and Pardon Board. 
Relationship of parole violation and interaction in pre-release 
interview with the sociologist. Men convicted of property 
offenses who were neither alcoholics nor drug addicts, and who 
were on the Parole Board Docket in 1960. Six-month follow-up. 
52 cases. 

Kno)<, George W. 

19r1 Life style change among ex offenders. 
Available from Cybersystem Research, 
Chicago, Illinois 60604. 

Unpublished manuscript. 
Inc. 343 S. Dearborn St. 

1978a 

1978b 

. The Impact of. Manpower Services on Illinois Offenders. 
Unpublished manuscript. Illinois Department of Corrections. 
Available in SAC library. 
Uses CIS data for fiscal year 1977 for a controlled cost-benefit 
analysis of Illinois MEP and COMP programs. Serious 
methodological problems (See Carolyn R. Block, "A 
Methodo'logical Review of 'The Impact of Manpower Services on 
Illinois Offenders~' SAC report, October 18, 1978.) 

Screening for post-release outcome adjustment risks among 
Illinois offenders. Unpublished manuscript. (June) Available in 
SAC library. 
Data are the same as Knox, "The Impact of Manpower Services on 
Illinois Offenders," and have the same serious methodoligical 
problems. 

Knox, George W. and William A. Stacy 

1978 Determinants of employment success among ex-offenders • 
Offender Rehabilitation 2 (Spring). Availabie in SAC library. 
Data are the ,same as Knox (:L978), with the same serious 
methodological Haws. Data from Hollins (1976) also analyzed. 

t 
Lanne, William F. 

1935 Parole Prediction as Science. Journal Crimin'al Law, Criminology 
and Police Science 26 (Sept):337 -400. 
Pseudonym for Nathan Leopold, Who was a prisoner at Joliet­
Stateville Penitentary, Head Instructor' of the Stateville 
Correspondence School, and employed at criminological research 
with' the sociologist-actuary. Parole violation rates on 4,517 
inmates paroled from Joliet-Stateville to residence in the U.S. 
during. 1933-1939, by whether they were students in the 
correspondence school, matched for criminal record, IQ, type of 
offenses and age. 
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Laune, Ferris F. 

1936 Predicting Criminality: Forescasting Behavior' on . Par~le. 
',' Evanston: The Sociological Press, Northwestern Umverslty. 

Studies in the Social Sciences No. 1. 
Laune was the sociologist-actuary at Joliet. Description ?f~is 
development of a modification of the Bu~,gess predlctl'On 
technique, which was based on the judgments of itjmates. 

I 

Lykke, Arthur F. :/ / ' 

1957 Parolees and Payrolls. Springfield, U1inois~ C. C,4 Thomas. . 
Lykke was an employment placement officer of! the federal pr~son 
service. His impressions of employment p:roblems of prison 
, 'c I 

releasee' so; , 
, I 

Management ,and Transportation Associates, Inco (MT A) I 

1977 A Comprehensive Study, of the Adult Field S(!i~vic.es System: Final, 
~Report. (September 30) A report to the f,lhnOis Department of 
Corrections. Available in SAC library. / '" i 

Matisoff, David / 

197,:1 A Study of the Effect of Correctional E:d{~bation on Reucidivbil~mL.. adt 
a Selected Minimum Security CorrectlQY18ICenter. npu ISl'le 
PhD dissertation, Southern Illinois;' Unnversity (December.) 
AvaiH~ble in SAC library. ' , / 
Subjects: All inmates discharged frc-An Vienna in 1971 or 19'72. 
Data obtained from records at Vienn,a, Shawn~e College reconds, 
Illinois State Employment Service r4~cords, and Illinois Bu~eau of 
Identification' 'records obtained t~{rough the DOC Office of 
Research and Long Range Planningi' Recidivism mea~u~ed through 
September, 1973. Matisoff claimF/~to have had no missing ~ata,(p. 
77~' ,'1 ~ 

MatticK, Hans W.! 

1977 Lake County Volunteers in Juvenile Prcbation- An Evaluation. 
Unpublished manuscript, Evaluation Unit, Illinois Law 
Enforcement Commission. 
Experimental groupo of 61 juveniles and a control group,. 
Measured the effect of volunteers on recidivsm. 

MeierhoE;lfer, Barbara S. ~:!rJ 

1976 the First Full Year of Regionalization: A Statt~tical Summary. 

1976 

\\ 

1977a 

Report Eleven of U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) Available in 
SAC librar.·y. 

Are Parole Applicants Getting Tougher? A Method for Assessing 
Prisoner Characteristics. Report Twelve of U.S. Parole 
Commission (1976.) Available in SAC library. 

Workload and Decision Trends: Stgtistical Highlights 10/74-9/76. ' 
Report 13 of U.S. Parole Commission (1978.) Available in SAC 
library. 
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"Workload and Decision Trends: Statistical Highlights 10/74-9/77. 
Report 18 of U.S. Parole Commission (1978.) Available in SAC 
library 

t..1cAn::tny. Patrick D., Frank S. Merritt and Edward Tromanhauser 

1976 ,Illinois Reconsiders Flat Time: An Analysis of the Impact of the 
Justice Model. Chicago-Kent Law Review 52 (3):621-662. 
No data, but a review of the law. 

(~/::-' 

IVir:Anany,Patrick D., Dennis Sullivan, William Kaplan and Edward Tromanhauser 

1974 Identification and description of ex-offender groups in the 
Chicago area: Final report. Center for Research, in Criminal 
Justice, University of Illinois at Chicago Circle. (August) 
Unpublished manuscript. 

National Council onCrime and Delinquency (NCCD) 

1971 Uniform Parole Reporting Coding Manual. 
Codes as of July 1, 1966. Available in SAC library. 

1978a 

1978b 

Ohlin, Lloyd E. 

1951 

Revised Data List: Uniform Parole Reports. (May, 1978) 
Available in SAC library. 
Ne~ definitions for variables. This is not a coding manual. A new 
coding manual has not yet been written. 

Parole in the United States: 1976 and 1977. Uniform Parole 
Reports. (July, 1978) Available in SAC library •. 
Includes UPR methodology, and comments on the missing data for 
each state (p. 67 for Illinois.) 

Selection for Parole: A Manual of Parole Prediction. New York: 
Russell Sage Foundation. 
Ohlin was the research sociologist at DOC. Report on the 
development of the Burgess prediction technique, which began to 
be used in 1933. Data on 17,000 cases followed for five years. 

1954 The Stability and Validity of Parole Experience Tables. (PhD 
dissertation, University of Chicago). 
Illinois parole pred,iction. 

Ohlin, Lloyd E. and Otis D. Duncan 

1949 . The efficacy of prediction in criminology. American Journal of 
Sociology 54 (March):441-451. 

Ohlin, Lloyd E., Herman Piven and Ot.: !1;:le 11 M. Pappenfort 

1956 Major dilemmas of the social worker in probation and parole. 
National Probation and Parole Association Journal 2 (3 July):211-
225. . 
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O'Leary, Vincent and Kathleen Hanrahan 

1976 Parole Systems in the United States. National Council on Crime 
and Delinquency, Hackensack, New Jersey. 
National survey of parole practices. 

Parker, William C. 

1975 Parole. (revised edition) American Correctional Association, 
College Park, Maryland. 
A national survey of conditions of parole. 

Patino, Elizabeth and Augustine Wilhelmy 

1974 Report on Operation DARE. Unpublished manuscript, SAFER 
Foundation. 

Philips, David P. 

1922 Comparison of the Parole Cases, Parole Violators and Prison 
Population of the Illinois State Penitentiary during the Year 1921. 
Illinois Department of Mental Health. 

Prisoners Legal Assistance 

1976 Illinois Parole Hearings. (July) 34) S. Dearborn II 805, Chicago, 
60604. 

Reiss, Albert J. 

1951a 

1951b 

A practical quide to parole hearings in Illinois. Cqmmonly asked 
questions simply answered. Sample letters, a check list of things 
to do before the the hearing, names and addresses of helpful 
agencies. Available in the ILEC library. 

The accuracy, efficiency, and validity of a prediction instrument. 
American Journal of Sociology 61 (May):552-561. 
A, recidivism prediction instrument developed !Jsing data on 736 
juveniles in Cook County placed on probation in 1943 and 1944. 
Followups of 374 cases. Also an unpublished Ph 0 dissertation, 
University of Chicago, 1949. 

Delinquency as the failure of personal and social controls. 
American Sociological Review 61 (April):196-207. 
A continuation of the above paper. Juveniles placed on probation 
by the Cook County Juvenile Court between March, 194.3 and 
October, 1944. Source of data was court records. Also used 
Institute for Juven~~e Research file records for these juveniles. \. 

Reitzes, Dietrich C. 

1955 The effect of social environment upon former felons. Journal of 
Criminal Law, Criminology and Police Science 46 (2, July­
August):226-231 (ed. Hans Mattick.) 

, " 

Random sample of 176 of 500 I1l\inois men paroled from prison to 
the U.S. Army during the Second world War. 
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Sanders, B~rkev S. 

; ;;:...\, 

1937 Consistency of recording statistical data from prison files. 
Journal,of the American Statistical Association 32 (June):323-334. 
An iriJtructive report on the problem of reliability of 
classifications in parole prediction work. 

r~y lor, Carvel U. 

1971 Who Are They? A Study of Parole Violators in Cook and Lake 
Counties, 1970. Illinois Department of Corrections

1 
Office of 

Field Services Adult Division. Unpublished Manuscript. Available 
in SAC library. 

Taylor., Craig A. 

Comparison of characteristics of early pFlrole violators (before 
two months), late violators (two to 22 months) and non-violators. 
Sample: all male violators in 1970 whose files could be found (106 
out of 139), and a 20 per cent random sample of male non­
violators in 1970. Also six case studies. Bibliography. 

1973 Comparison of Altitudes toward Work of Inmates in Three 
Different Programs. Unpublished master's thesis, Southern Illinois 
Univeristy. (June) Available in SAC library. .", 

Tibitts, Clark 

Data obtained from questionaires submitted to inmates in the 
Carbondale Work-Release Program, the MOTA Program at Vienna, 
and Vienna .inmates in no vocational program. Sample: 39, not 
systematically selected. 

1931 Success 01' failure on parole can be predicted: A study of 3,000 
youths paroled from the Illinois State Reformatory. Journal of 
Criminal Law and Criminology 22:11-50. Available in SAC 
library. 
An extension of the Burgess prediction technique to 3,000 
co?~ecutive parolees from Pontiac between 1921 and 1927. 

1932 Heliability of factors used in predicting success ~r failure in 
parole. Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology 22 (March):844-
853. Available in SAC library. 
Report and evaluation of the problem of reliability of the Burgess 
prediction factors for a sample of 907 parolees from Pontiac from 
1927 and 1928. 

United States Parole Commission, Research Unit 

1976 Research Reports 1-12. Available in SAC library. 
See individual report listings: De Gostin, Hoffman, Beck, 
Meierhoefer. Also includes Report 9, "Salient Facter Scoring 
Manual," adopted by the U.S. Parole Board, July, 1975. The 
Salient Factor Score is a guideline for parole decisions. 

1978 Research Reports 13-20. Available in SAC library. 
See individual report listings: Meierhoefer, Hoffman, Adelberg. 
Also includes Report 14, "Salient Factor Scoring Manual: 

" 

ReVised," approved by the U.S. Parole Commission in March 1977 
and R~p~rt 16, "Guideline Application Manual," adopted by th~ 
Commission on May 1, 1978. 
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Van: Vechten, Courtland C. Jr. 

1935 A.. Study of Success and Failure .of· One Thausand Delinquents 
Cammitted to a Boys' Republic. Unpublished PhD dissertaliion,· 
Department .of Sacialagy, University .of Chicaga. 
One .of the first attempts ta apply prediction techniques ta' thf!' 
para lees .of a training schaal. . '. 

Vass, Harvin and Jahn R. Hepburn 

1968 Patterns in criminal hamicide in Chicago. Journal .of Criminal 
Law, Criminology and Police Science 59 (December.) 

Witkawski, Gregary, Ellen Ryan Rest and Gearge Busiel 

1973 Prabatian Officer Case Aid Project: Final Report, Phase II. 
Center far Studies in Criminal Justice, Univeristy .of Chicaga Law 
Schoal. Unpublished Manuscript. Action Directar: William S. 
Pilcher • 

. Use .of ex-offenders as probatian officer assistants in the federal 
parale ·system. Also see Clemments (1972), Bayless (1972.) 

Yaung, O. Fraser 

Ii 

1972 ,An Analysis .of ,Wark Release Recidivism and Post-Release 
,l1:djustment: Data Based an Farme~ Residents of the Jaliet Work 
Release Center. Unpublished manu~crip·t. Chicago State 
University and Illinois Department .of Corrections. Available in 

(.~ 

.,';' 

SAC libr~ry. 'l 

Data .obtained from "the employment list sent ta the Stateville 
Warden," DOC manual records, FBI transcripts. DOC's compllter 
,system used to find matched controls. Interviews, questiQnaires 
to Parole Counselors had over half missing. 
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GLOSSARY 

Continued Cases - Indeterminate cases which have been heard at least Clnce, and 
are before the Prisoner Review (Parole) Board ag~in. 

Discharge (or Final Release) - The final termination of a commitment to the 
Department of Corrections. There are two kinds of discharge - discretionary 
discharge by the Prisoner Review Board and discharge after the expiration of a 
sentence. Discharge may occur after parole, release by' statute, or mandatory 
supervised release. Someone still on parole has not been disch!3rged, and DOC (not 
the Prisoner Review or Parole Board) is still responsible for supervision. (Ch 38 ~ 
1003-14, PA80-1099 Sec. 3-1-2.) 

Final Discharge - See discharge. 

Fixed Release Date - See Release by Statute.' 

Indeterminate Sentence 

I. 

II. 

III. 

Sentence and Parole Act of 1943 (formerly Ch. 38, Sec. 
801 et. seq.) 
Court not required to fix minimum or maximum limit of 
dura:tion of imprisonment different from the, penalty 
imposed by law on conviction of the crime, though it could 
do so within the limitations prescribed in the act. "The 
spirit of the law is that a spread between the minimum 
and maximum sentence should be provided so as to permit 
the Parole and Pardon Board to release the defendant at 
the best time for all concerned." (Abernathy vs. People, 
1970, 123 Illinois App. 2d 263, 259 N.E. 2d 363.) (p. 473 
Ch.38) 

P .A. 77-2097, approved July 26, 1972, effective January 1, 
1973. Ch. 38, Sec. 1005-8-1. 
Indeterminate sentences with maximum and minimum 
terms set for each class of felony and misdemeanor. 
Court descretion limited. 

Sec. 1003-3-3 
Every person serving time for a felony is eligible for 
parole when he or she has served~ 

1. The minimum term of an indeterminate 
sentence less good ti,me • 

2. 20 years of a life sentence 
,3. 20 years or 1/3 of a determinate sentence 

Mandatory Release Under Supervision According to P.A. 77-2097, effective 
January 1, 1973, people sentenced prior to this Act, or who violated parole and 
were reconfined, we.re released under supervision six months prior to the expiration 
of their term, but "nothing herein shall require the release of a person who has 
violated his parole within six mc:nths of the date when his release under this section 
would otherwise be mandatory." (Ch. 38,3 1003-3-10.) 
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Mandatory Supervised Releiase Under the Amendatory Act of 1977(P.A. 80-
1099) there is a mandatory term of supervised release, not a parole term, which is 3 
years for murder or Cjas~1 X felony, 2 years for Class 1 or 2 felony, and 1 year for 
Class 3 or 4 felony, to bss"served at the end of a determinate sentence. (P.A. 80-
1099, Sec. 5-7-8; Ch~ 38 s 1005-8-2.) -

Minimum Cases The first Prison~r Review (Parole) Board' hearing of an 
indeterminate sentence case, under the minimum sentence. ' 

Parole - "Parole is the conditional and revokable release of a. commi tted person 
under the supervision of a parole authority." (P.A. -77-2097, effective January 1, 
1973.), Release on parole is granted by the Board on condition of approval of the 
resident's parole plan. Unti~ approved, the parole is not effective, and the prisoner 
cannot be releasa,d. (Ch. 38 s 1005-1-16; P.A. 80-1099 Sec. 3-l-2.) 

Parole and Pardon Board - The board that held parole hearings, and adjudic.ated 
parole dates and parole violations under the law prior to P.A. 80-1099. It was not 
responsible for sup.ervising people on parole; they were under supervision of DOC 
until discharge. 

Parole Rate - As calculated by the Prisoner Review (Parole) Board, this is based 
on 'the number of paroles granted, not the number of people released. The two may 
differ. (See Parole.) 

Prisoner Review Board The successor to the Parole Board after P.A. 60-1099. 
Independent of DOC, it hears charges with respect to good time, sets release dates 
for prisoners sentenced under the law prior to P.A. 80-1099,:who have minimum 
sentences less than twenty years, hears pardon and reprieve cases, sets conditions 
for parole or mandatory supervised release, and revokes parole or release in 
violation cases. It has no discretion in setting release dates for those sentences 
under the law after (P.A. 80-1099, Sec. 3-1-2.) 

Release DY Statute - Under P.A. 80-1099, prisoners are released at the end of a 
determinate sentence to a term of supervision also determined by law, not by the 
Prisoner Review Board. A fixed release date, minus good time, is set at the 
beginning of the sentence. Prisone~s sentenced under the law in effect prior to 
P .A. 80-1099 are given a choice of accepting a fixed release date and waiving the 
right to parole. (~.A. 80-1099, Sec. 3-3-2.1, Ch. 38 ~ 1003-3-3.) (See Mandatory 
Supervis~d Release.) 

Statutory Parole Under P.A. 77-2097, effective January 1, 1973,i'Every 
indeterminate sentence shall include as though written therein a parole term in 
addition to the term of inprisonment." These parole terms were 5 years for murder 
or 'Class 1 felony, 3 years for Class 2 or 3 felony, and 2 years for Class 4 felony. 
Under the 1978 }:;lW, these terms were reduced to coincide with the mandatory 
supervised release terms. 
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Information Services Unit 

Douglas Bybee 
200 W. VVashington St. 
Spiingfield, Illinois 62706 
(217) 785-2305 

Policy Dev.elopment Division 

Laurel Rans, Deputy Director 
1301 Concordia Court 

Springfield, Illinois 62706 
(217) 522-2666 

Mr. Bybee is in charge of both CIS and the microfilm unit. 

Linda Badger, Acting Supervisor, Microfilm 
(217) 785-2340 

Deborah K. Campbell Smith, Former Acting Supervisor, Microfilm 

Ms. Smith now works for the Prisoner Review Board, but she. will answer questions 
about microfilm. Contact her at: 
(217) 782-7273 

Research and Evaluation Unit 

John Henning, Coordinator 
400 State of Illinois Building 
160 North LaSalle Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
(312) 793-6970 

Can answer most questions about DOC data, or can tell you where to find the 
answers. Also will answer questions about CIS and microfilmed data and will assist 
with data access procedures, and answer questions about Criminal Sentencing 
Commission research" 

Community Supervision 

Dixon Parole District 

2600 N. Brinton 

Community Services Division 

Anthony Scilla, Deputy Director 
1301 Concord ia Court 

Springfield, Illinois 62706 
(217) 522-2666 

Peoria Parole District 

Dixon, Illinois 61021 
William Spencer, Supervisor 
(815) 288-4494 

228 N.E. Jefferson 
Peoria, Illinois 61603 
Barry Bass, Supervisor 
(309) 67l-3193 
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Dixon Parole Office 

(Same as above) 

Rockford Parole Office 

119 N. Chul'ch, Room~310-310A 
Rockford, Ill. 61101\ 
(815) '987 -7416 

Rock Island Parole Office 

1705 Second Avenue 
Suite 316 & 317 
Rock Island, lll. 61201 
(309) 788-9513 

Champaign Parole District 

202 W. Hill, 4th Fl. 
P~ O. Box 1479 
Champaign, Ill. 61820 
Kim Zajicek, Supervisor 
(217) 333-8433 

Champaign Parole Office 

(Same as above) , 

Casey Parole Office 

207 E~ Main Street 
Casey, Ill. 624.20 
(217) 932-4930 

Decatur Parole Office 

1147 E. Cantrell 
Decatur, Ill. 62521 
(217) 429-4300 

Normal Parole Office 

102 W. Phoenix 
Normal, Ill. 61755 
(309) 452-9488 

16(1 

Peoria Parole' Office 

(Same as above) 

Springfi~ld Parole District 

604 Armory Building 
Springfield, Ill. 62706 
Alethea Camp, Supervisor 
(217) 782-7735 

Springfield Parole Office 

(Same as above) 

Southern Illinois Parole Area 

1400 W. Main 
P. O. Box 2948 
Carbondale, Ill. 62901 ' 
Edward Knowles, Supervisor 
(Includes E. St. Louis & Carbondale Parole 
District) 

(618) 457-0363 

East St. Louis Parole Districl 

10 Collinsville AVe. Suite 305 
East St. Louis, Ill. 62201 
)\rbra Gray, Supervisor 
(618) 875-9300, Ext. 371 

E:ast St. Louis'Parole Office 

(Same as above) 

Carbondale Parole District 

11~00 W. Main, 
, P:. O. Box 2948 

Carbondale, Ill. 62901 
" Edward Knowles, Supervisor 

(618) 457-0363 
• __ .--.I .. ,~f; 

Carbondale~ P-a~ole Office 
i? 

(Same as above) 
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Central Parole Office 

160 N. La Salle, Room 1640 
Chicago, Ill. 60601 
Chester Pucci, Supervisor 
(312) 793-2675 

Jackson Park Parole Office 

6040 S. Harper Avenue 
Chicago, 111. 60637 
James Cotter, Supervisor (312) 947-8423 
Lemuel Sykes, II j, 8337 
Robert Klasna, II fi}.520 

Lawndale Parole Office 

10 S. Kedzie Avenue 
Chicago, Ill. 60612 
Eriberto Campos, Supervisor 
(312) 533-1720 

Aurora Parole Office 

1329 N. Lake Street 
Aurora, Ill. 60505 
Phillip Magee, Supei~visor 
(312) 997-9262" , 

Com(1lunity Correctional Centers 

Chicago Community Corr. Center 

712 N. Dearborn St.. 
Chicago, Ill. 6061Q, 
Ralph McNabb, Supervisor 
(312)793-4585 ' 

East St. Louis Community Carr. Center 

108 W. Broadway 
P. O. Box 217 
East St. Louis, Ill. 62202 
Anthony Pope, Supervisor 
(618) 875-4505 ' 

;,' 

Joli~t Community Corr. Center 

Rt. 53 and Airport Road 
LOCkport, Ill. 60441 
Edward Jordan, Supervisor 
(815) 834-1500 , 
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Uptown Parole Office 

4753 N. Broadway, Room 510 
Chicago, 111. 60640 
Ray Clark, SUp'ervi~or 
Ronald Hepner, Supervisor 
(312) 334-0126 

Joliet Parole Office 

1128 S. State Street 
Lockport, 111. 60441 
Ronald Townsel, Supervisor 
(815) 838-7206 

WaUkegan Parole Office 

Lake County Court House, Room 702 
18 North County 
Waukegan, 111. 60085 
Phillip Magee, Supervisor 
(312) 336-0669 

Chicago/DART Community Corr. Center 

1500 S. Indiana Avenue 
Chicago, 111. 60605 
Jimmie L. Daniels, Supervisor 
(312) 793-3750 ' 

Fox Valley Community Corr. Center 
\ 

13~9 N~ Lake Street 
Aurora, Ill. 60545 
Joe Jacobs, Supervisor 
(312) 897-5610 

Metro Chicago Community Carr. Center 

2020 W. Roosevelt Road 
Chicago, Ill. 60608 
Jimmy Ellis, Supervisor 
(312) 793-2476 
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Peoria Community Corr. Centf~r 

Rt.2 
Brimfield, IlI. 61517 
Terrence Nesbitt, Supervisor 
(309) 446-3392' 

Urbana Community Corr. Center 

1303 N. Cunningham 
Urbana, 111. 61801 
Patrick Mc Manimon, Supervisor 
(217) 333-5783 

Casa Nuestra 

1926 N. Humbol t 
'Chicago, 111. 60647 
Cecilio Barrios, Executive Director 
(312). 384.·8447 

Gateway House 

815 N. 5th Street 
Springfield, 111. 62702 
Ron Vitalt:l, Supervisor 
(217)' 522-7735 

Lake County Communfty Corr. Center 

Box 500 - Camp Logan 
Zion, 111. 60099 
Larry Lezsa, Supervisor 
(312)' 384-8447 

Ogle County Comm. Corr. Center 

Ogle County Jail 
5th & Jefferson Streets 
Oregon, Ill. 61061 
John Willard, Deputy Sheriff 
(815) 732-2135 

Salvation Army Comm. Corr. Center (Mens) 

105 W. Ashland 
Chicago, Ill. 
Frank Massolini, Supervisor 
(312) 421-2406 

17.0 

Southern Illinois Community Corr. Center 

P.O. Box 641 
805 W. Freeman 
Carbondale, 'Ill. 62901 
Howard Saver, Supervisor 

Winnebago Community Corr. Center 

315 S. Court St •. 
Rockford, 111. 611,02 
Linda Giesen,' Supervisor 
(815) 987-7399 

Gateway' House' . 

1706 N. Kedzie 
Chicago, 111. 60647 
Diane Schwartz, Facility Director 
(312) 227 -6040 

Gateway House 

512 Cedarcrest Lane 
Lake Villa, 111. 60046 
Rick Races, Supervisor 
(312) 356-8205 

Lee County Comm. Carr. Center 

Box 441 
Dixon, 111. 61021 \; i 
Richard Jordan, Depl?t.»iJSheriff 
(815) 284-6631 . . 

Riverside Retreat Program 

3047 9th A venue 
Rock Island, 111. 6i201 
Sam Moreno, Supervisor 
(309) 793-4000 

c\ 

Salvation Army Comm. Corr. Center (Womens) 

1515 W. Monroe 
Chicago, 111. 
Claudia Rowland, Supervisor 
(312) 421-5818 
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CORRECTIONAL MANPOWER SERVICES UNIT OF GENERAL SERVICES ..;;...;;;...;.....;;;~..;;;.....;...;;.;;;..~.;..;....'--'---.;..;-.-..;.."'------.-------------,--

F or general information, contact 
DOC, Policy Development and Planning. 

Cook Countx 

Operation DARE 
SAFER Foundation 
343 S. Dearborn, Rm 400 
Chicago, 111. 60604 
Ruth Harris, Director (312) 322-4729 
Jodet Hollins, Researcher 4730 
George Knox, Researcher 

Can provide data on clients of SAfER, Who.constitute the majority of Cook County federal, local and state parolees. 

,£hampaign Count~ 

Correctional Employment Service 
Ann Taylor, Director 
202 W. Hill St. 4th Fl. 
Champaign, Ill. 61820 
(217) 351-9175 

Sangamon Countx 

New Start 
Jim Torricelli 
500 E. Capitol St. 
Springfield, 111. 62706 
(217) 522-3799 

Will and Kankakee Counties 

MEP 
Hoger Logue, Director 
81 N. Chicago St. Rm 402 
Joliet, Ill. 60431 
(815) 723-8998 

Boone and WtAnebago Counties 

Pro jec t HOPE 
Karen BeU, Director 
401 S. Main St. 
Rockford, Ill. 61101 
(81'S) 987-5720 

Rock Island, Henry and Mercer Counties 

Operation DARE I, 
Jack Hartwig tf-"-) 
630 9th St. Rm 6 '" 
Rock Islahd,.~ll. 61201 
(309) 786-71il 
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~con County 

Vocational Alternatives Program 
Debbie Gustin, Intake Worker 
140 W. Wood St. " 
Decatur, 111. 62523 
(217) 423-6119 

Peoria and TazeweU Counties 

Correctional Employment Unit 
Charles Bartlett, Director 
228 N. East Jefferson St. 
Peoria, Ill. 61602 
(309) 671-3193 

Lake and Mc Henry Counties 

Total Opportunity Program (TOP) 
Ed Freeman, Director 
307 W. Washington 
Waukegan, Ill. 60085 
(312) 249-2200 

Kane, Kendall, De Kalb and Du Page Counties 

Community Correctional Services 
Ken Klamusco 
409 Campbell St. 
Geneva, Ill. 60134 
(312) 232 .. 2400 

...-.................... ~n"_,.,. 

/ " 

. . . -'7'"'-""",=r~,... ..... ~~ ... !><'"";!>"."",,~~,,,~ ... ~C:.t~ __ ....-,",~"_ .. __ , 

~ 

~ 

/i 
f ' 
! 



c' \ 
" L .' ,.:. 

" 

, ~, 

I" 

. 

,,' 
A 

" 

. 

• , 

' .... 

" 

i, ... 

f . 

. " 

. 
"'t!::". ,:;:: 

". 

'-=':; 

./ 

. 
" . -

,& 

I 

o 

I 
.,... ~ ,,~,.,. 

1\ 

j 
" ' 

/ '" ,,) 

''''\' r . ! .. 

, 
" _'f', .-

'. ,?-

, 
" 

v - ,. 

(;I " I 
I, 



;i 
~J 
ij 

Ii 
Ii 

J \ 
I 
I 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMA TION"SYSTEMS 

Illinois Law Enforcement Commission 

120 S. Riverside Plaza 
Chicago, Ill. 60606 
(312) 454-1560 

Norman May, Systems A'nalyst 
Edward Maier, Senior Systems Analyst 

PRISONER REVIEW BOARD. 

624 South Fourth St. 
Springfi~ld, Ill. 62706 
(217) 782-7273 

Chicago office: (312) 793-2960 

James R. Irving, Chairman 
W. V. Kauffman, Jr., Executive Director 
Joseph Volpe, Administrative Assistant , 
Does research and data collection for the Board. Compiles standard reports •. 

UNIFORM PAROLE REPORT. 

Nationa! Council on Crime and Delinquency 
Research Center 
760 Market Street, Sufte 433 
San Francisco, Calif. 94102 
(415) 956-5651 

Cheryl H. Ruby, PhD, Project Co-Director 
Ellen L. McNeil, Research Associate 

CRIMINAL SENTENCING COMMISSION 

Robert J. Egan, Chairman 
State Senate 
Stratton Building, Room 1033 
Springfield, Ill. 62706 
)1 

Staff Attorney James Bagley 
134 N. LaSalle St. 
Suite 2024 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 
(312) 782-4-992 

Also, see Linda Adams, DOC 
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JOHN HOWARD ASSOCIA nON 

67 E. Madison .Street, Suite 1216 
Chicago, In. 60603 
(312) 263-1901 

Donald R. Jensen, Staff ConSUltant 

The John Howard Association has a library with yearbooks dating back to 1901, 
sOlT)e of which include statistics. Most John Howard Association reports, however, 
are'reviews of law containing little data. Those who would like to search through 
the library for material on parole should contact Donald Jensen. 

Sample pUblications inclUde the following: 

1958 "The Illinois Parole· Board: A Comparative Study and Recommen­
dations." 

1972 "Probation in Illinois~ A Politically Entrenched Overburdened 'Non­
System.' " 

1975 " 'The Illinois Justice Model' Proposed by Governor Walker _ An 
Assessment. " 

1976 "Correctional Policy: Neo-Retributionism, and the Determinate 
Sentence," by Todd R. Clear. 

CHICAGO CRIME COMMISSION 

79 W. Monroe Street 
Chicago, Ill. 60603 
(312) FR2-0l01 

Stephen A. Schiller, Executive Director 
Jennie Boulet, Staff Associate 

The Chicago Crime Commission has information files of over 3t million items 
going back almost '60 years. From the 1930's to the 1950's it published a journal 
containing analysis' of Chicago data. The Commission is currently micrOfilming 
these files, but in the meantime it will make available to researchers "public record 
data collected by the Crime Commission, or studies or working papers elaborating 
data or the history of the criminal justice system in our ,area." Users "have but to 
ask." (December 7, 1978 letter from Stephen Schiller.) 
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Depar.tment of ,lustice 

320 First Street 
Washfngton, D. C. 20537 
(202) 724-3095 
Cecil C. McCall, Chairman 
Peter'Hoffman, Director, Research Unit 
Sheldon Adelberg, Data Systems \Analyst l 

I
,j . 

Counties: 

I ' 
II 

Northern Illinois FedelalCourt District 
,ij 

!j 

U. S. CoUrt House 
219 S. Dearborn Room 1100 

Chicago, lll. 60604 
(312) 435-5704 

Bill Pilcher, Chief Probation and Parole Officer 
(312) 435-5704 

Bill Foster, Deputy Chief 
(312) 435~5707 

, Bill Chlissmann, DARE Federal Li~ison 
(312) 435-5881 ' 

Eastern Division (Chicago) Western Division (Freeport and Rockford) 

Cook 
Oe Kalb 

. Du Page' 
Grundy 
Kane 

Kendall 
Lake 
La Salle 
MC,Henry 
Will 

Boone, 
Carroll 
Jo Davies 
Lee 

Central Illinois Federal Court District 

(Danville, Peoria, Rock Island, Springfield) 

Robert D. Morgan, Chief Judge 
Robert J. Kauffman, Clerk 

United States District Court 
P.O. Box 238 

Peoria, Illinois 61650 
(309) 671-7115 (Chief Judge) 

(309) 671-7111 (Clerk) 

Glen J. Errion, Chief Probation Officer 
P.O. Box 846 
Peoria, Illinois' 
(309) 671-703.1 
Most primary contacts would be with this offic~. 
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Ogle 
Stephenson 
Whiteside, 
Winnebago 
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Counties: 

Adams, 
Brown 
Bureau 
Cass 
Champaign 
Christian 
Coles 
De Witt 
Douglass 
Edgar 
Ford 
Fulton 
Greene 
Hancock 
Henderson 

Henry 
Iroquois 
Kankakee 
Knox 
Livingston 
Logan 
Mc Donough' 
Mc Lean " 
Macoupin 
Macon 
Marshall 
Mason 
Menard 
Mercer 
Montgomery 

Morgan 
Moultrie 
Peoria 
Piatt 
Pike 
Putnam 
Rock Island 
Sangamon 
Schuyler 
Scott 
Shelby 
Stark 
Tazewell 
Vermillion 
Warren 
Woodford 

Southern Illinois Federal Court District 

Counties: 

Alexander 
Bond 
Calhoun 
Clark' 
Clay' 
Clinton 
Crawford 
Cumberland 
Edwards 
Effingham 
Fayette 
Franklin 
Galatin 

James L. Foreman, Chief Judge 
Billy D. Hudgens, Clerk 

Federal Building 
East St. Louis, Illinois 62202 

(618) 274-2200 

Hamilton 
Hardin 
Jackson 
Jasper 
Jeffer~on 
Jersey 
Johnson 
Lawrence 
Madison 
Marion 
Massac 
Monroe 
Perry 
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Pope 
Pul<;!ski 
Randolph 
Richland 
St. Clair 
Saline 
Union 
Wabash 
Washington 
Wayne 
White 
Williamson 
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~AC Publicatio~ 

DATA SOURCES ON THE INCIDENCE OF ARSON IN ILLINOIS, by Chip Coldren (November, 1977) 

CRIME RATES WOR..T{BOOK, by Ruth A. Perrin (December, 1977) 

DATA ON EXTORTION IN ILLINOIS, by Ruth A. Perrin and James R. Coldren Jr. (April, 1978) 

REPORT ON TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROJECT: DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SURVEY, by L. Edward Day 
(September, 1978) 

A METHODOLOGICAL REVIEW OF "THE IMPACT OF MANPOWER SERVICES ON ILLINOIS OFFENDERS," 
by George W. Knox, by Carolyn R. Block (October, 1978) 

A GUIDE TO THE SOURCES OF DATA ON CRIMINAL CASES PROCESSED IN THE COOK COUNTY CIRCUIT 
COURT, by Karen P. Smith and James Zuehl (December, 1978; revised June, 1979) 

ILLINOIS UNIFORM CRIME REPORTS USER"S GUIDE AND CODEBOOKS, by Linda Kok (February, 1979) 

ILLINOIS UNIFORM CRIME REPORTS USER"S GUIDE UPDATE FOR 1977 DATA, by Linda Kok 
(February, 1980) 

ILLINOIS VICTIM SURVEY DATA: A GUIDE TO THEIR USE, by Ruth A. Perrin (October, 1977; 
revised March, 1979) 

COMPARING1L1INOIS POLICE DATA TO COURTS AND CORRECTIONS DATA: THE PROBLEMS AND A 
SUGGESTED SOLUTION, by Carolyn R. Slock (March, 1979) 

A LOOK IN THE BLACK BOX: THE TRANSFORMATION OF ROBBERY INCIDENTS INTO OFFICIAL 
ROBBERY STATISTICS, by Richard Block and CarolynR. Block (June, 1979) 

ROBBERY AND BURGLARY 1972-1,977 TRENDS FOR ILLINOIS CITIES, COUNTIES AND ILEC PLANNING 
REGIONS, by L. Edward Day (June, 1979) 

GUIDE TO ILLINOIS PAROLE AND RELEASE DATA, by Carolyn R. Block (J~ly" 1979; revised 
November, 1980) 

DESCRIPTIVE TIME SERIES ANALYSIS FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE DECISION MAKERS: LOCAL ILLINOIS 
ROBBERY AND BURGALRY, by Carolyn R. Block (November, 1979) 

INMATE PROFILE ANALYSIS, by Edward F. Maier and Stephen F.Tapke (November, 1979) 

DATA SOURCES ON PROBATION, CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE. SUPERVISION AND PERIODIC IMPRISON­
MENT IN ILLINOIS, by James R. Coldren Jr. (December, 1979) 

The COMPILER, editor: Eric Newcomer (newsletter published bi-monthly) 

ANNUAL PRIVACY AND SECURITY AUDIT REPORT; period ending June 30, 1979, by Illinois 
Criminal Justice Information Council 

PATTERNS OF CHANGE IN CHICAGO HOMICIDE: THE TWENTIES, THE SIXTIES AND THE SEVENTIES, 
by Carolyn R.Block and Richard Block (April, 1980) , 

DECISIONS AND DATA: THE TRANSFORMATION OF ROBBERY INCIDENTS INTO OFFICT~ ROBBERY 
STATISTICS, by Richard L. Block and Carolyn R. Block (July, 1980) 
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AGGREGATION PROBl.EMS IN THE ANALYSIS OF J:i.L;INOr.SSTA.!.EtUDE CRIMINAL JUSTICE .DiffA, 

U' by James R. Coldren, Jr. (I~ovemb~r,'198C9 .. ', 
. t.;:?,' ' '-'.' 

GUIDE TO ILLINOIS FIREARM DATA, b*~94rOlyn,.,R.BlOCk (November, 1980) 
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