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

OMB APPROVAL NO, 43.R0528

National Criminal Justice Reference Service % &
i S UL L [ ) U.s. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE CATEGORICAL GRANT
'\ J LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION PROGRESS REPORT
GRANTEE . . LLEAA GRANT NO. DATE OF REPORT REPORT NO.
Idaho Fourth Judicial District 11
Ada County District Ct., Boise [9-JS-AX-0012 11-23-81 I
IMPLEMENTING SUBGRANTEE TYPE OF "JEPORT
REGULAR [CJsPeciAL REQUEST
This microfiche was produced from documents received for None amu EPORT T
inclusion in the NCJRS data base. Since NCJRS cannot exercise _ _ "y
control over the physical condition of the documents submitted, [SHORT TITLE OF PROJECT JuueniIE Re oh ¥u FIGA GRANT AMOUNT _
the individual f li ill The resolution chart on NOne Droteed  pa Hae Towrth Tudiczl Disey
_e individual irame qua lty wi Vary' Rl el ~a o REPORT IS SUBT‘MTTED FOR THE PERIOD nTll]V -l 1 98 THROUGH SeDtember 30 i 1981
this frame may be used to evaluate the document quahty' SIGNATURE OF PRQIFET DIRECTOR - ' TYPED NAME & TITLE OF PROJECT DIRECTOR
’ Judge Warren H. Gilmore
'/ R : Trial Court Administrator

COMMENCE REFPORIVHERE (Add continuation pages as required.)

1. The Restitution Program

= Jizs f2s ;
ll"l———-_lg :E fi22 "N|2—2 The Juvenile Restitution Program was designed in the Rised
- -E e "= Fourth Judicial District during a decade-long increasing
"I |1 Eu b Im_g_f?_ crime rate in Idaho. Juvenile crime had contributed
= mu‘a to the significant increase in crimes against both persons
== and property.
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Increasing population, increased reporting, increased
detection and apprehension and a probable higher rate of
criminality have all contributed to the increasing crime
rate. The fourth district has consistantly contributed
a disproportionate share of the total juvenile crime in
Idaho.
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‘ Although the court had used restitution alternatives
prior to implementation of the program, the design of

- restitution plans and job placements were difficult

. because of high case loads. The Juvenile Restitution

k Program was viewed as an excellent way to divert many
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A significant objective Qf the program was to find
non-subsidized employment in the private business sector
for youths referred to the program. This would allow
them to continue in the work force after completing

restitution sanctions and become, in theory, productive
members of society.

Intensive Site Evaluation

The fourth districts restitution program in Ada
County was chosen as one of six sites nationwide to
participate in an Intensive Site Evaluation.

< A control group of 200 juveniles is being used by the

Institute of Policy Analysis for an in-depth analysis of
restitution sénctions. A full-time data coordinator housed
in the Ada County Juvenile Center has been hired by IPA

to collect data on the control group. The analysis will
address the major goals of the initiative: (1) a reduction
in the number of youths incarcerated; (2) a reduction in
recidivism of those youths involved in restitution programs;
(3) provision for some redress or satisfaction with regard
to the reasonable value of the damage or loss suffered by
victims of juvenile crimé; (4) increased knowledge about
the feasibility of restitution for juveniles in terms

of cost effectiveness, impéét of differing categories

of youthful offenders, and the juvenile justice process;

(5) an increased sense of responsibility and accountability

- on.the part of youthful offenders for their behaviqr; and

(6) greater community confidence in the juvenile justice
process.

Peter R. Schneider, PhD, principal investigator for the
restitution initiative, said the Fourth Judicial District
will be the only site‘nationwide where a true test of the
above goals will be possible. He attributed this to' the e
cooperation of juvenile judges within the county amd to b e
Judge Warren H. Gilmore, court administrator, for ﬁis

help in developing the research design and implemeﬁting
the analysis. :
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Presently the court has 191 juveniles in the cqntrol
group. The final nine juveniles are expected to be
assigned by the end Qf Nevember. The analysis by IPA
will be completed in 1982.

Caseflow/Program Statistics

Complete data compiled by the local staff and IPA
is included in Attachments A and B.

A total of 1,077 juvenilles were referred to the program
during its 31-month duration. Restltutlon plans were
developed for 8955 youths. The court ordered 633 youths to

make restitution of some type; 486 monetary, 191 communlty
4serv1ce, and 49 direct victim service. Of this number, 501
(79 percent) were closed with full compllance of orlglnal
restitution. requirementsy 26 (4.1 percent) were closed
with fuil‘compliance of adjusted restitution requirements.

In the original grant application, it was projected
that 1,550 youths would be served by the program. The
restitution staff actually developed plans for 8955 youths
(55 percent). The court ordered 633 youths to make
restitution (40.8 percent).

The shortfall of ‘clients can be explained by two
factors. First, the original estlmate was overly optlmlstlc,
giveﬁ program guidelines. It should be p01nted out that
1,278 youths (82.5 percent) were referred to the progranm
and the staff investigated virtually every case to detergine'
if monetary loss occurred; those cases in which a plan ‘
was not developed did not have monetary loss or other
acceptance criteria was not met. Also, juveniles judges

did not require that restitution be paid/worked in 222 cases.

The second explanation is a change in policy guidelines
from Washington which stipulated that no incarcerated youth
was eligible for the restitution program. This dramatically
reducted the caseflow. '

Cost Analysis

A complete cost analysis of the program was completed
by the program's local evaluator earlier this year. It
1s reasonable to assume that his analysis, based on the
first 24 months of the program's operation, held true for
the duration of the program. The Analysis:

"As of March 31, 1981, the court had ordered $99,51%.12
to be paid in restitution; 4,538 unpaid community service

hours and 756 victim service hours. Youths had paid $54,846.23

(55 percent) at case closure. The mean amount of monetary
restitution ordered to be paid by youths in the program

was $223.13. The mean amount of unpaid community service -
hours ordered by the court was 35.5 hours. The mean amount
of victim service hours ordered by the court was 19.9 hours.

"The costs of community/victim service hours were
calculated at $3.35/hour x 5,29% hours = $17,734.90. The
total projected income in terms of monetary restitution
ordered by the court ($99,514.12) and community/victim
service hours ($17,734.90) is $117,249.02. The cost of

the program in federal funds over 2-year period was $278.000.

The cost per youth ordered to make restitution of any type
(554) was $290.16.

"These figures do not represent actual cost savings to
the county government, but instead to citizens, businesses
and insurance companies. This progam does contribute to

the general economic health of the country in terms of more,

Jobs, tax contributions and reduced delinquency;

"It should be pointed our that the initial "start-up"
costs of the program are naturally higher than the costs
of continuation. The costs of program continuation includes
personnel costs for two counselors at $1,295/mo. and one
secretary at $920/mo., plus 22 percent fringe benefits.
The total for one year would be $51,386.40. Assuming that
the amount of monetary restitution community service and
victim service ordered by the court remains the same, the
total yearly cost benefit will be approximately $58,624%.51.
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This results in a positive cash/service benefit of $7,238.11."

Program Goals

Reduction in Detention

The objective of the restitution program was tq reduce
by 25 percent the number of adjudicated juveniles being
detained in jail or detention facilities.

It is difficult to collect this type of data.
First, the assumption is that the restitution program
will function as a viable sentencing alternative to
incarceration for the judges. Plausibly, it may serve
an an additional sanction against the Juvenile.

The average number of detention/jail days decreed
for all juveniles (restitution youths included) during
the project period was 5.7 days. The average number
of days served was 5.5 days. Detention days for youths
in the restitution progam-varied because of a policy
statement on March 27, 1980, that eliminated certain
offenders from the program (such as informal adjustment
cases anid previously incarcerated youth). The average
number of days ordered for the "post-policy statement"
group was 18.01, with 1.6 days served.

The difference in the time served (1.6 days compared
to 5.25 days) was dramatically different after the
elimination of certain categories of offenders. The

- figure Q£u1,6rdays”was also significantly lower contacting

the juvenile court.

It is difficult to determine whether an actual reduction
in detention days has occurred as result of the restitution

program because of data collection procedures of Ada County.

Decree days for all cases was up 18.3 percent from 1979
to 1980 for the detention center. Total days served was
up by 9.6 percent.

The projections for 1981 are down significantly.
Decree days for all offenders are projected as being
down by 5% percent and days served down by 35 percent.
The restitution program is certainly responsible for
part of the decline.

In order to accurately determine the impact of
the restitution program, data will have to be analyzed
from the Intensive Site Study being conducted by the
Institute of Policy Analysis in Eugene, Ore.

Reduction in Recidivism

The objective of the restitution program was to reduce.
recidivism of the target population on 50 percent. The
figures are not available because of difficulties in the
data collection procedures of Ada County. Further
analysis under the Intensive Site Bvaluation.

. Reduce Arrests

The objective of the restitution program was to
reduce arrests for criminal offenses by 10 percent
in the Fourth Judicial District. The program did
not impact the arrest rates within the district. The
tolal number of petitions filed were up by 9.2 percent
from 1979 to 1980. It is projected that arrests will
be up again in 1981 by approximately 11.3 percent.

- Feasibility of Restitution

nAll data collected to date indicates restitution as
as court sanction is highly feasible in thig jurisdiction.
The citizens, court staff, and judges are presently
supportive of the restitution program. The citizenry,
in particular, as indicated in the retummed Exit
Questionnaires, accept the program as a fair attempt
to make restoration for the damage of the crime. Most
realized the difficulty of "operationalizing" justice.
Most were highly supportive of both the Juvenile job
program as well as community/victim service hours. A
real strength of the program was the use of non-subsidized

-6-




L e Attachment A
FORM M . (DNTHLY STATISTICAL FEPORT) PROJECT Boise Ada Idaho
‘ | City or County & State
;1 For the Time Period 9 1 81 through 9 30 81 : e
3 . 2 O . . ——————— [l ' : .‘-
employment ;n tZetErlvate business ieci.:t; thThlS | ™ day 3T ™ &y 3T e
approach allowe e program To work wil e | . . . ) C - o . .
‘ . . . . i’ INSTRUCTIONS: The time period covered should be from the first day of the month through
juveniles in the actual economic environment of the & - the last day of that month. Send one .copy of the form bef +h :
o ] ] ] month to the INSTITUTE O .copy . rm before e tenth of the subsequent
Fourth Judicial District, rather than a contrived : 3 F POLICY ANALYSIS, 777 High Street, Suite 222, Eugene, Oregon 97401
. L - and send one copy to your project monitor at OJJDP. ° . !
environment of subsidized work. 4 === : S "
Although this type of employment was one of the . PROGRAM AéIIONS/ IES During This Cumulative Total— t
strengths of the overall program, it was also one ' Reporting Thru End of This 2
: Period Reporting Period '
of the weaknesses. It demanded much more of the 1. Numb . N - i
. . ) . . er of youths referred to program. . . !
restitution staff in terms of job development and : 5. Numb c . ‘  progran 2 1,077 :
. . . er of victims whose case
much more of the employed youths in terms of meeting - . se was referred to program. 17 1,278 |
i s 2 34 - Number o ouths for wh ; : R S,
the actual requirements of holding a non-subsidized Y whom restitution plan developed. _ 3t L8 |
j0b 4. Number of plans recommending monetary restitution. 10 ) 516" ;
' o . oy : b ‘ . 1 : 5. Number of plans recommending unéaid community service.. . - 8 . s - 509 .. |
The program has received acclaim in a number of articles R —_—
prog a e 6. Number of plans recommending victim service. . 3 54 - :
i d i ocal media. , —_— ——
publishe n the loc m 7. Number of plans recommanding other activities:* — . . . !
e. Increased Citizen Confidence/Role of Victim (a) l
— !
Throughout the duration of the program 1,278 victims by - - ] - |
were contacted by program staff to determine if monetary (e) - - s bl e e S - - |
damage was suffered. These contacts resulted in 855 €. Amount of monetary restitution recormended in plans, . $292-20 $113,083.50 |
restitution plans being developed. Restitution was | 2- zf"mbir of unpaid community service hours recommended T 29'1 . ; 056 : l,
- in P ans. - v, - . A . T i .‘:,:.::--.‘.;: '.'..-‘4'” . B .
ordered by the court for 633 cases. Lo meTem o emegopTememny oo, T m m IR mem S T T T e !
10. Nusber of hours of victim service recommended in plans...ltio (B0oi.oo’ 1,238 oo ‘
Attachments C and D include information from Exit | 11. Number of face-to-face negotiations (viétim and _N_M.____—" T !
Questionnaires used in the program and a compilation | offender). . . ) - O 0 - 0 :
| i e+ e e e e T e —— e - —
of data from the returned questionnaires. The responses 12. Number of:. ) ) . |
were overwhelmingly in favor of the program. The respondents | (a) o ST T S l
. e e e e e o m———— - —— f
indicated a high level of satisfaction with the work of (b) . _‘ )
. the restitution staff. Some 85 percent indicated the staff o (c) ; ' . — i
did the best possible job given the circumstances of the i === ———— - k
cases. : ' During This Curmulative Total '
- (OURT ACTIONS TIE : ta i
. . /ACTIVI 1ES .. A . . Reporting Thru End of This ;
6. Future of Restitution Program Period Reporting Period l
I
Tn view of program's successes documented locally and 13. Number of youths ordered to make restitution of any type. _ 15 633 t
successes expected to be documented through IPA's Intensive  14. Nunber of youths ordered to pay monetary restitution. . 9 486 :’
Site Evaluation, two full—tij . 15. Number of youths orderad to do unpeid community service. 8 191 X
restitution secretary were hired by Ada County when al ‘ . 16. Number of youths ordered to do victim service. 1 49 ;
e . s ,~ N : . : L — 2 L
wred on September 30, 1981. The restltutlog 17. amount of monestary restitution ordered by court. $i§_3-25 106,283,63 t
program is continuing, with minor adjustments, in the country. ; . 16. Number of urpaid community service hours ordered by f
| ‘ - “’ ‘ curt. -
; conTt. 331 6,800 :
LG, Nmrer of victim servica hours ordared by court, ' 69 1,030

- - .. oV O



FOEM M (LNIRLY S1aisiiCAL RerOrd)

e i e e T et

During This Cumulative Total
CASES CLCSED BY THE PROJECT Reporting Thru End of This
. . Period Reporting Period
20. Number of youths for whom cases closed. .‘ ‘ 30 1,055
Closed with full compliance with 11 - 501 *
original restitution requirements. A - . :
Closed with full compliance-with A 26 - %
adjusted restitution requirements. 0 ‘ ,
Closed by project for other reasons. . 19 ‘ 513
: Z
21. Dollars paid at case closure. . ' s 2,068.78 § 60,644.56
22. Hours of unpaid community service-at case closure. 190 7,361%
23. Hours of victim service at case closure. _ - 0 844
_____________ ) During This - Cumulative Total
OTHER (OPTIONAL) ‘ - | Reporting Thru End of This
' : ) ‘ " Period .Reporting Period

(a)
(b) R —_—
() - : - —_—
(@) |

g QO Uttt e = =

KEY EVENIS DURING THIS RZPORTING PERIOD (CHANGES IN STAFF, PROCEDURES AND ELIGIBILTIY
RULES; MEDIA.EVENTS PROJECT AC”IVITIES ETC )

o .',_.1.~~. wem o . f e N R .

IFOP% CQPLETED BY:

[continue on separate sheet if necessary] &Q)JJQ_\} E:‘ ‘N\\_a \f\k,b\l\
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PROJECT DATA REPORT FOR 4TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT, IDAHO
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Peter R. Schneider, PhD, Principal Investigator
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PROJECT DATA REPORT

This is the seventh in a series of data reports‘to pe pre;a;ed.for eth
project participating in the OJJDP National Restlt9t109 Inltlath?. The
reports are prepared by the National Juvenile Restitution Eva%uatlon Pro-
ject at the Institute of Policy aAnalysis. They are based on data con-
tained in the Management Information System (MIS) forms wh}ch are filled
out for each offender entering the restitution program. Tnesg programs
are sent by project personnel to IPA fox reporting and analysis.

In addition to the Project Data Reports, the national restitution eval-
uation also produces the Monthly Evaluation Report. Moreover, other

findings from the national evaluation will be reported, as will findings
from local evaluations as they become available.

CONTENTS OF THE PROJECT DATA REPORT

Guide to the Tables
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TABLE 7 CROSSTABULATION OF SERIOUSNESS LEVEL ARD OFFINSE HISTORY

TABLE 8 FIVE UNOFFICIAL STANDARDS FOR ASSESSING THE APPROPRIATENESS

OF REFERRALS
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GUIDE TO THE DATA REPORTl

All information presented in the Project Data Report is based on Management
Information System (MIS) forms for referrals and/or closures through

February 28, 1981 Which coincides with the end of the first two years of pro-
ject funding by OJJDP. Forms received at the Institute of Policy Analysis
by approximately July 28, 1981 were processed for this report. The sub-

sequent paragraphs are intended to be as a guide to the interpretation of data .

in the tables.

Table 1. Types and Amounts of Restitution Ordered and Completed

Table 1 contains information on the number of referrals and closures, the
types of restitution plans developed and completed, and the amounts of
restitution ordered by the court and completed by the youths.

In most sites, the total number of restitution plans is slightly less than

the total number of intakes. Some cases were closed immediately so no plan
was actually developed.

Plans requiring additional payment of court costs, fines, or attorney's fees
are listed within the type of restitution ordered (monetary, community service,
or victim service). But if the plan required only court costs, fines, or
attorneys' fees, it is listed separately as "court costs, fines (only)."

In the lower portion of Table 1 is the amount of restitution ordered by the
court and completed by the youth (dollars, community service hours, and victim

sexrvice hours). These amounts do not include any court costs, fines, or
attorneys'! fees.

Table 2. Source of Monetary Restitution for Closed Restitution Cases

The information in Table 2 shows the percentage of monetary restitution paid by
the youth, parents, and from other sources. If the youth paid the restitution,
the sources of that money (e.g., from employment, savings, or other sources)
are also shown. The total reported earnirnys by project cases and the total

amount of subsidy paid (for closed cases only) are shown in the lower portion
of Table 2. b

The total reported earnings shown in the lower part of the table¢ may be an
underestimate of true earnings in some sites, since the total earnings of
youths in private jobs may not be known to project personnel.

This guide contains information needed to interpret the data from all of

the local projects. Thus, sume aspects of it may nct be applicable to a
particular site.



Table 3. Completion of Original Restitution Requirements

In the upper portion of Table 3 are the detailed reasons for ¢ase closures,
irncluding the proportion fully completing the original orders, the propor-
tion completing an adjusted restitution amount, the percentage of project-
identified ineligibles closed, and the proportion closed for each of several
other reasons.

Also of interest is the proportion of the original restitution amounts (for

all youths whose cases were closed} completed at the time of case closure.
These percentages are shown in the lower part of Table 3.

Table -4, Background Characteristics of Offenders for Open and Closed Cases

Table 4 contains information on both open (current referrals) and closed
cases. R

Closed cases are divided into three categories: successful completions,
unsuccessful completions and project~identified ineligibles.

Successful completions are those cases which were closed in full compliance
with the original restitution order or in full complian~e with an adjusted
restitution order. Unsuccessful completions are all closed cases which were
not successful (as defined above) and which were not rroject-identified in-
eligibles. Project-identified ineligibles are those ‘ases which were closed
prior to the development and implementation of a restitution plan. They are
typically cases referred to a restitution program which were later found to
be inappropriate for project services because, for example, there was no
victim loss and thus nd restitution was ordered, or where for som- other
reason a xrestitution plan could not be developed.

Each of these categories is broken down by offense type, race, school status,
sex, age, income and prior delinquent offenses. This allows one to examine
the rates of completion for different types of referrals. For example, one
can compare the proportion of cases in school full-time who successfully
completed their restitution requirements with the proportion of cases not in
school who successfully completed.

Table 5, Characteristics of Victims

The number of victims, type of victim, reported amount of victim loss, and
amounts recovered by victims independently of the project are shown in Table
5. When co-offenders are present, victim loss and the number of victims is
counted only once. The total number of victims can exceed the total number
of referrals since some offenses had more than one victim.

The number of cases reported for total victim loss can be lewer than the
total number of referrals. If the victim loss information is missing on
the MIS intake form, the case is not counted here.

The total amount recovered includes restitution paid by the youth prior to
project intake, direct recovery of property, insurance payments, and resti-
tution paid by co-offenders.

Two items, the proportion of loss ordered and the proportion of loss paid,
are calculated only for cases where monetary restitution was ordered.

Table 6. Status of Youths at Case Closure \

Table 6.shows the status of the youth at the time of his or her exit from

the project. Differences in the number of cases for the various portions

of Table 6 reflect missing data on some youths. Entries in the "Court
Status" section and the "Recontact" section may sum to more than 100 percent
because some youths fit into more than one category and, therefore, are coded

intQ each. For example, a youth could be on probation and have a court
review schaduled.

In the "Court Status" section, the category "other" includes entries such
as rgferred to adult court, awaiting trial, on parole and moved away. The
gntrles in the "other" category of living situation include youths who live
independently and youths who have run away. Most of the entries in, the

"other" category of employment are youths who are not in the labor force
because they are too young or institutionalized.

Table 7. Crosstabulation of Seriousness Level and Offense History

Tpe offenses have been grouped into different lewels of seriousness, based on
the type gf offense and the amount of loss. The number of cases in this table
may be slightly below that in Table 1 (intakes) because of missing data on the

amount of loss., Moreover, cases closed as project-identified ineligibles are
excluded from this table.

The youth's offense history is a combination of the number of prior delinguent
offenses known to the court along with the number of concurrent offenses (if
any) committed in addition to the referral offense.

Téble 7 presents th= proportion « f referrals for each combination of offense
ylstory and seriousness level of the referral offense. For example, the data
in the first cell of the table (i.e., the upper left-hand corner) show the
pgrcentage of all juveniles referred to the project who were adjudicated for
victimless crimes and had no prior or concurrent offenses.

If the information on the number of priors is unknown, the referral is not

included in this table.

Table 8. Five Uncfficial Standards for Assessing the Appropriateness of
Referrals

Based on the seriousness matrix presented in Table 7, Table 8 shows the
proportions of referrals which meet five different standards of appropriate-
ness. These are presented for informational purposes only, and are ngt being
propo§ed for adoption or for official use.

A§ i? the previous table, referrals with missing dollar loss amounts or with
missing data on prior offenses are excluded from the table, and cases closed
as project-identified ineligibles are also excluded.




TABLE 1. TYPES AND AMOUNTS OF RESTITUTION ORDERED AND COMPLETED
IN4th Judicial Dist, ID THRU February 29, 1981 |

Intakes Closures
Total number of cases 849 752
TYPE OF RESTITUTION
Total number of plans 560 516
# monetary restitution plans : 408 388
# cbmmunity service plans 71 60
4 yictim service plans 25 20
4 with court costs, fines (only) 0 0
# monetary and community service 46 37
L monetary and victim service 9 8
¢ community and victim sexvice ' 1 2
# other plans 0 1
# no plans or missing data 289 236
Ordered Completed
AMOUNT OF RESTITUTION
Monetary restitution $104,563 $47,362
Community service hours 4,720 - 3,039
Victim service hours 857 564

Entries in the table represent MIS intake and clqsu{e forms on project
referrals throughFebruary 29, 1981 that were recelved at I%A Ey July 1oﬂ s
1981 . Plans involving court costs, fines,.and/or attorney's fees are liste
separately under type of restitution only if no other type gf moneEary O?
non-monetary restitution was involved. Wnen court costs (fines, e_§.) ‘ere
ordered zlong with another type of restitution,.theg the glam was llstgc o
under the latter category. The amounts of restitutlon ordeced do no; include
any court costs, fines, or attorney's fees,

e

TABLE 2. SOQURCE OF MONETARY BESTITUTION FOR CLOSED RESTITUTION CASES IN
4th Judiecial Dist, ID.

SOURCE OF MONETARY RESTITUTION

* % fiom youths

B3%

% from parents 17%

% from other 0
TOTALS 100%
SOURCE OF YOUTHS' MONETARY RESTITUTION

$ from employment found by vouths 62%

% from employment found by project 26%
. % from savings or other souxces 12%
TOTALS 100%
EARNINGS AND SUBSIDY

Total reported earnings $16,824

Total subsidy from project Zfunds $160

% of earnings kept by youths 42%

The reported earnings shown include project subsidies and any dollars earned

in addition to the subsidized amounts that were known to the project.

TABLE 3. COMPLETION OF ORIGINAL RESTITUTION REQUIREMENTS FOR CLOSED CASES

IN 4th Judicial Dist, ID.

REASON FOR CLOSURE (# of cases)

(678)
% closed with full compliance 48.9%
% closed with adjustments 4. 3%
% project identified ineligible 32.0%
% never placed .9%
% lost positions -
% unsuccessful in meeting
restitution reguirements 4.0%
% closed due to subseguent offense .9%
% closed because youths committed
to secure facility S 3.5%
% other _ 4.6%
TOTAL, 100.0%
PROPORTION OF ORIGINAL ORDERS COMPLETED 1
% of dollars paid S7%
% of community service hours worked 92%
% of victim service hours worked 93%

The percentages in these cells represent the proportion of the original

restitution amounts (for zll the youths whose cases were closed) that were
paid at the time of case closure.



TABLE 4. BACKGROUND CHARACTERISTICS OF OFFENDERS FOR OPEN AND CLOSED CASES IN
4th Judicial Dist, ID. '

PRGLECT~ )
SUCCESSFUL UNSUCCESSFUL | IDENTIFIED OPEN NO. OF
CHARACTERISTICS COMPLETIONS COMPLETIONS | INELIGIBLES CASES | TOTAL | CASES
TYPE OF OFFENSEl
(¥ of cases) (393) (109) (230) (117) (849)
Burglary 45, 8% 15.9% 21.1% 17.2% 100%| 227
Larceny 43.9% 0,1% 31.4% 15.5% 100%| 264
vandalism 52.9% 0.4% 29.7% 8.0% 100%] 138
Motor Vehicle Theft 46.2% 24.4% 19.2% 10. 3% 100% 78
Assault 37.9% 3. 4% 48.3% 10. 3% 100%| 29
Robbery 90. 0% 10.0% 0 0 100%| 10
Rape 0
ther Personal Offenses 50.0% 25.0% 25.0% 0 — L00% r:
Other Property Offenses 41, 3% 15.2% 28. 3% 15.2% 1008} 92
Other Minor Offenses 66.7% 0 33. 3% 0 100% 6
Victimless Offenses 0 0 0 100% 100% 1
TOTALS 46.3% 12.8% 27.1% 13.8% 100%] 849
RACE (% of cases) (390) {106) (230) (116) (842)
White 46.1% 12.5% 27.7% 13.7% 100%| 823
Black 28.6% 14.3% 14.3% 42.,9% 100% 7
Mesican 85. 7% 0 14, 3% 0 100% 7
Netive American 50.0% 50.0% 0 0 100%; 2,
Puerto Rican 0
ther 66.7% 33. 3% 0 0 100% 3
TOTALS 46. 3% 12.6% 27.3% 13.8% 100%] 842
SCHOOL STATUS (# of cases) (369) (85) (217) (113) (784)
Pull-time 51.1% 5.8% 28.3% 14.8% 100%| 51°
Not in School 40.1% 18.6% 26.6% 14.8% 100%| 237
+“her 32.1% 38, 3% 25.0% 3.6% 100%| 28
TOTAL 47.1% 10.8% ' 27.7% 14. 4% 100%| 784
SEX (# of cases) (392) (108) (230) (117) (847)
Male 47.1% 12.7% 25.7% 14.5% 100%| 743.
Female 40. 4% 13.5% 37.5% 8.7% 100%| 104
TOTAL 46. 3% 12. 8% 27.2% 13.8% 100%( 847
AGE (# of cases) - (380) (109) (219) (113) (821)
hverage Age 15.2 15.2 14.7 15.0 15.0 | 821
INCOME (# of cases) (104) (12) (33) (22) (171)
Median Income $14,877 $11,833 $15,000 $14,500 $14,000 | 171
PRIORS (# of cases) (376) (99) (193) (78) (746)
Average number of
priors 1.0 2.4 1.0 2.0 1.3 | 746

1

Offenses are coded by IPA personnel from the narrative description of the offense contained

on the MIS form. Coding categories and rules are those used in the Uniform Crime Reports
(UCR). Offense classifications shown in this table reflect the actual event, as described
on the MIS form, and not necessarily the offense charged.

t

TABLE 5. CHARACTERISTICS OF VICTIMS IN 4th Judicial Dist, ID.

VICTIM INFORMATION

Total number of victimsl

828

Total reported victim loss

on data from 654 intake forms)

$172,649

Total reported amount recovered by
victim from insurance and other
sources2 (based on data from

intakes)

$44,612

Proportion of referrals involving
person&l or household victims

66.9%

Proportion of referrals involving
schools or other public property

as victim

Proportion of referrals involving
institutional victims (stores or

businesses)

32.4%

Proportion of dollar loss ordered

as monetary restitution

83.1%

Proportion of dollar loss paid as
monetary restitution

59.1%

The number of victims reported may exceed the total number of intakes shown
on previous tables because some incidents have multiple victims.
centages shown in the lower portion of the table may exceed 100 percent because

some incidents involve more than one type of victim and both are coded.

ZA small proportion of this may include restitution from co-offenders.

The per-



TABLE 6. éTATUS OF YOUTHS AT CASE CLOSURE IN 4th Judicial Dist, D

b

COURT STATUS (# of cases) (743)
No longer under jurisdiction (%) 20.5%
On probation or supervision (%) 60.0%
Court review scheduled (%) 1.5%
Other (%) 24.5%
LIVING SITUATION (# of cases) ' (710)
Living with family, guardian, relaztive (%) 82.7%
Non-secure, out-of-home placement (%) : 3.1%
Secure facility (%) 9.7%
Other (%) 4.5%
TOTAL ‘ 100.0%
EMPLOYMENT SITUATION (# of cases) (579)
Not employed (does not want to work) (%) 35.6%
Unemployed (wants to work but has no job) (8) | 10.9%
Employed (%) 41.8%
Other (%) ' 11.7%
TOTAL ‘ 100.0%
'RECONTACT (% of cases) ‘ (637)
Recontact for noncompliance (%) : 2.2%
Recontact on subsgquent offense (%) 9,1%
No subseguent contacts (%) 89. 3%

Entries in the "Court Status" category may exceed 100 percent because some youths
were on probation and had z court review scheduled. These youths were codeé into
both categories. Similarly, the entries under "Recontact with Court" can exceed
100 percent since some youths haé a recontact both for noncompliance with the
restitution orders and for a subsequent offense. These youths were coded into
both of the recontact categories. '
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TABLE 7. CROSSTABULATION OF SERIQUSNESS LEVEL AND OFFENSE HISTORY IN 4th Judicial Dist, ID.1
PRIOR AND CONCURRENT DELINQUENT OFFENSES KNOWN TO count OFFICII\L‘;z ) TOTAL
SERTOUSHESS OF REFERRAL OFFENSE PERZEP;‘I‘
0 1 2 3 4 5 G+
Hmber of Casas 232 93 45 32 23 10 44 479
Vietimloas:  Inclodes trallfic aceldentn or tlckets, | ’
alaldn af fenuon, druqa, aleohol, gambling, prosti- 0
tution, aml probation violations,
Minor Offenses:  Hinor offentes not canltly classl-
(i a8 property or personal, such as dlnorderly 0.4 0.4
conduct, - ¢
Hinor Propeckys  Any property offenae with Joss/
imargey 0f $10,0r lens except burglacy and arson. 8.1 3.8 1.7 0.6 0.6 1.0 15.9
Ninor poersonal: Reslsting or obntructing an officer, . '
an, hazing, other similac Ucn PAIT 1 offennes. 0.4 0.4
e l‘lnpmly nurqlacies and argona with looan/
lllm.'\"" of $10 or lens and any other type of property
ol fonge wlt:h lona/damage of $11 to $250. 19.2 8.6 3.8 3.5% 1.9% 0.6% 2.5 40.1
vrlmm _Property:  Durglaclien and acgonn with loan/
dumage of §1 o $250 and any other property olfcnge
with loas/Zdamagn graater than $250. 13.8 3.5 3.1 2.1 1.3 1.3 2.7 27.8
very Serions Property: Duvglarles and argons with
ton !-/"-‘\m‘\"l' of $250 or more. 4.4 3.5 0.6 0.4 0.6 2.9 12.5
fous ptargonals  tnanmed rohberien and non-
Jjravaied assanlts with loss of $250 or leas. 0.8 0.4 1.3
Very_fSerious Porponal:  thmarmed robhories and non- ' '
s avaled asranl ta with Josnes exceeding $250 and .
N1 oweRr part 1 personal crimea including rape,
armed robbery, aggravated assbult. 1.3 0.2 0.2 1.7
TITAL PERCENT 48.4 19.4 9.4 6.7 4.8 2.1 9.2 100.0

'()llmmml are: cmlml by IPA personnel Crom the narrative, denscription of the offenne contalned qn the NIS forms,
Trmmtnr cases are hot Included.

tn e thhiform Crime Reports (UCR) .

L e Ciguren Include prioc offcnaecn rcmlltlnq In a court contact and concurrent offennes.

concurvent oflfense.

. o

_I:l_q incldent s counted both an a prlor offenne and ao a

Coding categorles and rules are those used




TABLE 8.

I. SERTOUS Ot REPEAT OFFENDERS

Scerfovanens ¥ ot Priore/Concurraenta
Category 2 13 lals e

victimlosy 7//’/7Z 7/2%%%%

Y

74 —_
Minor Persnl. 462

Modorate Prop.

Hinor Offenses

NN

Mlnor Proprty.

Serlous Prop.

Very Ser. Prop.

Serious Persnl.

Very Ser. Poerxn.

91.0% of tho roforrals meat thin standard

t

Ta each diagram, the shaded area bieticatng
relsrrals that, wonld not he appropeiste,
yiven the eriterla used In that wmofficial
standard, tmshaded arcas represent combina~
tiony of seriousness of reforval of fonses
and prieor/concurrent offensen Lhat would he
appiropriate wnder the criteria specifiod by
that partientlar standard,

thege standards are not belng proposecd for
adaption or for official use,

FLVIEE UNOFFIFLCIAL SPTANDARDS FOR ASSESSING
OF REFERRALS IN #4th Judicial Dist, ID.

II. SERIONS OFFERDERG

Serlonancon ¥ of Priorn/Concurrenta
Cateyory 1 2 3 4 5

Victimlosn ZVA?,C_‘/—

507

Hinoy Offonnon

Minor Proprty.

R

NAN
NN

Z .
AL N
N NN

Minor Pecranl,

NN

THE APPROPRIATINESS

LIT, SERTONS AND/OR REPEAT OFFEHORIS

Sexlounnonsa I of Priorn/Concirrents

Catogory 4 5 G+
R /

victinicnn A/

Minoxr Offanson

ttinor Propely.

[ INF

Minor Peronl,

tHodoratae Prop.

Serloun Prop.

Very Sex. Prop.

Soclous Persnl.

Very Sor. Pernm.

83.3% of the roforralu moet this standurd

1V. REPEAT OFFENDENS

Modorata Prop.

NNNNENE

INNNNG
ENNNE

|
|

Serloun Prop.

Very Ser. Prop.

Serioun Perxsnl,

Very Ser, Perns.

66.4% of the refaorvals meel thiz scandord

V. CHRONIC AHD VERY SERIOUS OPFERNERS

Serjounneons ¥ of pPrlors/Concurrenta

Category 2 |3 ]als e
7

victimlens __/4 /L/Z Z 7A Z;/

Minox Offensna

Minor Proprty.

Minor Precent,

Moderata Prop.

Saexlous Prop.

Sorious Persnl.

Very Sor. eous.

%

%4

£

Very Ser, Prop. ;;
7

7

51.6% of the referrals meet this standard

Minor Proprty.

Minox Pacanl.

o

NN

Moderate Prop.

Scriovunens ? of priors/Concurrents
Category 2 }3la]s e
s Id 7
victimless 1{‘92 5 ;o//;: /
Minor Offensoo t// ./< %;;
/7" 77#;74 —
A7

\ l

|

Serlouwn Prop.

Very Ser. Prop.

R
]
|

|
|

Serloun Porenl,

s
oo
mmsn

vory Ser. lero,

RN RN AINRY®
N

29.0% of the ceferrals meot this stamlard



" Attachment C

veni ituti gram i 4, The Juvenile Reststution Prome: 3

JU enile Restitution PI‘OD or" Lhej\(i?]]c. RCSL}-LU“IUI.’ Progran Tersomel  did a good job in informdne
Ada County Juvende Conter : prozress ol the juvenile, < : Cdng, ne

3300 Darisr Szl Boisz laaho 83704 St
Strongly Acree Aore T .

{208) 334.8712 2 Ag Agree Undecd ded Disaurec trone : .

CARL A MILLER = Stronnly Disayree
Restitunan Lanrdiayine ;|

HON OWARREN M OILWORE

U R P YEN

1f vou disapree, please explain.

EXIT QUESTIONNAIRE FOR VICTTMS :

As a victim of a juvenile crime and a principal in the Juvenile Restitution
Program, your responses to the following questions are essentiul in evaluating
the effectiveness of the program and in improving victim services.

5. 1 feel that the Juvenile Court and the Juvenile Restitution Program did the
he p-)

1. I feel that the Restitution Plan ordered bv the Juvenile Court was fair. ‘ :
, est rossible job with the given ci
. . . . he circums .
Strongly Agree Agree Undecided Disagree Strongly Disagree | 7 tmstances of the case
Strongly Agree Asree Undecided Disagree Strongly Disagree
If you disagree, please explain. —
If vou disagree, please explain.
2. I feel that the Juvenile Restitution Program Personnel handled my case in
a professional manner. Please answer the additional questions concerning the case
ming tl 2se.
Strongly Agree Agree Undecided Disagree Strongly Disagree 6. The crime committed vas

7. The reported dollar amount loss was

If you disegree, please explain.
The dollar ammmt of the restitution ordered was -

(64)

‘O

T: . anount I received was

PLEASE RETURN THIS OUESTIONNATRE C D G T

The Juvenile Restitution Program Personnel did a good job in informing me
abcut the progranm.
Agree Undecided Disagree Strongiy Disagree

=l

Strongly Agree

If vou disagree, please explain.




Strongly

EXIT QUESTIONNAIRE

Strongly
Ques. Agree Agree Undecided Disagree Disagree No Response
Ques. I 14.4% 41.7% 2.9% 1.5% 1.5% 4.4%
‘Ques. II 49.2%" 41.7% 2.9% 0% 1.5% 4,4%
Ques. III 26.8 50.7% 7.5% 7.5% 2.9% 4.4%
Ques. IV 14.9% 37.3% 14.9% 16.4% 4. 4% 5.9%
Ques. V 28. 3% 56.7% 7.5% 1.5% '1.5% 4,43

d 3uswyoellv








