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'STUDY DESCRIPTION

The survey involved asking police chiefs, judges, prosecutors, defense attorneys,
and bail project directors in 80 cities a variety of questions .concerning the
processing of arrested persons prior to trial. The research objectives included:
1) developing a model designed to determine the optimum percentage of defen~
dants to hold prior to trial, 2) developing a model designed to make decisions
on whether a defendant should be released or held in jail prior to trial, 3).
comparing cities having bail reform projects with cities not having them, 4)
comparing cities that require arrested persons to provide 10 percent of the

bond with cities requiring 100 percent of the bond, and 5) determining the causes
and effects of variations across cities in the percentage of defendants held

in jail prior to trial.

The data were obtained by mailing questionnaires in 1969 to judges, prosecutors,
defense attorneys, and bail project directors in 80 cities. Of the 280 question-
naires mailed 156 respondents or 56 percent sent back usable questionnaires.

The questionnaire recipients were determined by consulting such directories as
the A.B.A. Criminal Law Directory and the Martindale-Hubbell Legal Directory.

Related publications:
S. Nagel, R. Wice, and M. Neff, .
Too Much or Too Little Policy: The Example of Pretrial Releass

(Sage Publications, 1977).

~ S, Nagel and M. Neff,
Legal Policy Analysis:
Heath, 1977).

Finding an Optimum Level or Mix (Lexington-

S. Nagel and M, Neff, _ :
"Legal Policy Optimizing Models," Journal of Legal Education (Spring, 1977).
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CODING KEY !
LY . ‘ : . . H
. * BATL DATA : o §
DECK ONE o L ' . ‘ . . j
Columns 1-3 Identification - R . ; ‘ ‘ ‘ ?
Col. 4 Blank

| : _ o , . . 3
Col. 5 Deck number ' e : s ij
1 - Deck #1 ) , ‘ '
2 - Ceck #2 S : : ’

Col. 6 Blank

Col. 7 Time between arrest and setting of bail
1 - Same day '
2 - Next day
3 - More than one day

Col. 8 Time between arrest and release on ROR . L2
‘ 1 - Same day

« Next day

Between 2 days and a week

More than a week

o2
3
4

Col. 9 . ASyStem of notification
1 - No
2 - Yes:

Col. 10 How notification is made
' 1 - Phone call
2 - Letter .
3 - Personal wvisit
4 - Written on court order

Official publication

- Formal notice to appear
Advised orally

Others - bond orders

383

B~

Col. 11, Dichotomy of notification (a) Place
l - Notice given at the courthouse (formal notice, written on court order)
2. - Notice given after leaving courthouse (phone call, letter, etc.)

Col, 12 Dichotomy 6f notification (b) Oral vs. written
' 1 - Oral notice (phone call, visit)
2 - Written notice (letter, coutt order)

‘Col. 13 ' Separate detention facilities ) . ; : ‘ ~
. 1-- No - S | ; ‘ il : v
2 - Yes ‘ ]

Col. 14 Approximate jail costs per day per person - e L N g “ ’ .o . * :
‘ : 1~ 81 , 6 - $6 : 4 . : _ o

- 82 . e o 7-87 i _ 4 : T N :
- $3 : o 8 - $8 , . e 4 o ' , ey ’

- §5, ‘ - o ‘ s ' ‘

ey
Nt

FANEE




B —_———— - i

P T

-

BT

A

~

2
Col, 15 Average length of time spent in jail prior to trial {f Col, 31 P ‘ ' N .
1 - Less than a week - 5 - Three months to 4 months 3‘ | . ] ercentage of defendants rearrested for new crime - released on bail
2 - One week to a month 6 - Four months to 6-stnths g Col, 32 Percentage of defend four - ‘ ’ 3
3 - One month to two months 7 - Over 6 months = "o/ ' ‘ . . ® encants ouné guilty thpse detained in jail
4 - Two months to 3 months | A § | E Col, 33 Percentage of defendants found guilty - those ROR'd
Col. 16 ! ‘Time detained + 3 months ' . g o Col. 34  Percentage of defendants found guilty - thosé réleased on bail
1 - Less than 3 months ' o ‘ R , ' - ‘ ‘
2 - Three months and longer . Col, 35 Perceritage of defendants who used bondsmen
Col. 17 Bail set by statute or ordinance : ’ f7~j Cols, 36- - : isti ~
1 - Set by discretion of judge v o S olsy 36303 yiaf B:i::agi statistical data
2 - Set by statute or ordinance L S 2 -~ No change
’ ‘ ;{ . 3 - Increase
Col, 18 . Bondsmen available . , o C
1 - No . T 1 Col. 36 @ 5-yr. trend - % interviewed for ROR
2 - Yes I : ‘ E : X
oo : By Col, 37 5-yr. trend - % recommended for ROR
Col. 19 Ver%fic;ﬁion system in use g | o - Col. 38 5-yr., trend - % receiving ROR
[ . ) [ . :
2 - Yes g z o , 2 § Col. 39 S-yr. trend - % released on bail payment
Cols. 20 - 35 Statistical Data o P Col. 40 5-yr. trend - % detained in jatl
: ~ 0- 0-9% 6 -~ 60-69% , e ' 3 '
1 - 10-19% 7 - 70-79% ' o Col, 41 5-yr. trend - % failed to show
2 - 20-29% 8 - 80-89% . ; P ,
3 - 30-39% . 9 - 90-100% v , oh . Col. 42 S5-yr. trend - % failed to show - ROR'd
4 - 40-497 ‘ . : St L ‘ ‘
5 --50-59% ‘ » S : iy Col. 43 S5-yr. trend - % failed to show ~ paid bail
. ' ' . :: C 10 4 - . t d - vo -
Col. 20 = Number of defendanits arraigned o | ° “ omyr. tren % resrrested - 'total
) : , o Col. 45 S5-yr. trend - % rearrested - ROR'd
Col. 21 Percentage of defendants interviewed for ROR o L y
_ ‘ ‘ , v : . Col. 46 5-yr, ‘trend - % rearrested - paid b
Col. 22 Percentage of defendants recommended for ROR j } ' Y paid ball
| : : : Col. 47 = 5-yr. trend - % detained found gui
Col. 23 Percentage of defendants released on own recognizance . 0y - &L ound guilty
. S o ' , _ ; Col. 48 5-yr., trend - % ROR'd found
Col. 24 Percentage of defendants released on bail payment o 0 y 2 ound guilty
‘ R " Col. 49 5-yr. trend - % d bai i
Col. 25 Percentage of defendants detained in jail | y % paid bail found guilty
- 2 . C 1. 50 nd . t - oo
Col, 26 Percentage of defendants failed to show J ; ° >-yr. trend - % using bondsmen
Col, 27 Percentage of defendants ROR'd who failed to show M | Cols. 51-60 Pre-release criteria
: L ‘ . » » : e 1 - Not important
Col. 28 Percentage of defendants rgleased on bail who failed to show = 2 = S8lightly important
) . ‘ : Lo 3 - Moderately important
Col, 29 Percentage of defendants rearrested for new crime . . ,;g 4 - Eitrezelyyi;?griazz
Col, 30 Percentage of defendant§ rearrested for new crime - ROR'd z{ﬂ Col, 51 Present charge
. i%, Col. 52 Past criminal record
éi, Col. 53 Likelihood of committing a future crime
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ot | col.es Dichotomy of service of staff
Col. 54 Prgsent employment - 1 - Regular paid officers of court
’ ‘ : ! 2 - Volunteer A
- Col., 55 References T N ‘ : ‘ o ; otun 8
Col. 56 Length of present employment ' o g" 5 Col, 69 " Source of funds :
: ) S . L - City 5 - Private foundations
Col, 57 Living with family i o 2 - State 6 - No cost
e . . : [ 3 - Federal _ 7 - Misc,
Col, 58 How long has he lived in city ' . e SN ST 4 - Bar association
Col. 59 How long at his present address . . L Col. 70 Dichotomy of source of funds
: ‘ ' . » ; A 1 - Governmental
Col. 60 . Has he Previously been released on bgil and appearedv(past\appearance record) ‘ 5 ‘ 2 - Private
Col, 61 Are these criteria weighted : - : ‘é Col. 71 Iypes of charges
4 1 - No ‘ . T - 1 - Misdemeanors
2 - Yes ‘ o 2 - Lesser felonies
« ! 3 - Lesser felonies and misdemeanors
o v : . { 4 - Felonies - '
Col. 62 Do‘iﬁnyhave a bail reform.program : o | 5 - Felonies and misdemeanors
21-‘Y0 ; 6 - Felonies and lesser felonies
_ es (y 7 ~- Felonies, lesser felonies, and misdemeanors
. 7 i
Col. 63 Staitlnfgggte gf prigram ; = g Col, 72 Dichotomy of types of charges
3o 1964 and earlier 4 » , 5 1« Misdemeanors, and/or lesséf felonies -
3 ; 1965 'vf , @ 2 - Felonies and lesser feloniesh
4 - 1966 , _ - ' :
5~ 1967 ’ o : s ] 5 Col. 73 Expansion of bail project
6 - 1968 N , . o _ Y : ‘1 - No
7 - 1969 : : _ = : 2 - Yes
Col, 64 Dichotomy:of starting date f . Cols. 74-76 Attitudes toward the administration of bail - Part III of Questionnaire
1 - Before 1965 ! : 1 - Disagree strongly (~--) : 4 - Agree, but not strongly (+) .
2 - 1965 and after ] 2 - Disagree but not strongly (-) S -~ Agree strongly (++)
o 3 - Undecided ()
2 {
. .8 !
fol. & Po§$frP§§b§:§§§am ' 6°~ Parole Board | Col. 74 Role of the bondsmen
R ..(n‘.. . ’ - . . ! .
§ i E:fa;;siigégfﬁscer ’g kgigl Services 'E Col., 75 . Negative view of bondsmen
g‘: §2§n§Z§§§§ . 9'-'Mi§c' » ‘ ‘ . i Col. 76 Role of the presiding judge
R ) Cols. 77-80  Blank

Col. 66 . Dichotomy of sponsor
1 -~ Private ;
2 - Publie (governmental)- . ) R

L ‘.

M

Col, 67 Source of staff ‘ = }
‘ 1 - Probation officers = Law Studentsg
2 - Judges - Vista volunteers

Attorneys
Misec, volunteers

3 - Court'administrétorsl
4 - Bail investigators
5 - Misc..paid1personne1'
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CODING-KEY - DECK THO

CO].S. 1"‘ 3
Col. 4

Col, 5

Col. 6

Cols. 7-24

Col; 7
Col. 8
Col. 9
Col, 10
Col, 11
Col., 12
Col. 13
Col, 14
Col, 15

Col. 16

. Col. 17

Col. 18
Col. 19
Col. 20
Col. 21
Col. 22
Col. 23

Col, 24

Cols. 25-44

Identification number
Blank
Deck number
I -~ Deck #1
2 - Deck #2
Blank
Attitudes toward the a&ﬁinistration of bail (continued)
1'~ Disagree strongly (--) 4 - Agree, but not strongly (+)

2 -~ Disagree but not strongly (-) 5 - Agree strongly (++)
3 - Undecided (0) )

Positive view of preventive detention

Preventive detention reduces crime rate

Present system of bail is aéceptable

Increased number ROR'd will increase crime rate

Number of defendants ROR'd is too éreat

Defe;dant's chances of acquittal affecféd by pretrial detention
Bailwamount is manipulated to detain defendant

Positive view of bail reform projects

Po'*civevview of third party parole

Posiﬁive view of daytime release t

Positive view of conditional release

BailAis usually set too higg

Bail shogld be lowered to more realistic amounts i
Need to enforce laws on bail jumpérs'

Positive view of cash bail alternative

Importance of a speedy trial.
Prosecuting'aE%orney'plays significant role

Pretrial detention facilities are overcrowded

Demographic charactéristics of 72 cities
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* Col.

Col.

Col.

Col,

Col,

Col.

'CO].-

Col.

Col,

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

.33

¢

Bail reform city

1 -

No

2 - Yes

Region of the country

SN
O B |

?

New England

Middle Atlantic

South

Midwest

Population

1 -

LN

Under 50,000
50,000~ 99,999
100,000~ 199,999
200,000~299,999
300,000-399,999

Non-white population

1 -

[ ]

Percent working in manufacturing

hl..

Ut pv L2

Me&ian

1 =

ISR

I :
Percent earning under $3,000

1 =

LR R
[

Under 2%
2-5.9%

6 to 9,9%
10 to 13.9%
14 to 17.9%

Less than 3%
4 to 8,9%
9 to 13.9%
14 to 18.9%
19 to 23.°%

income

Under $3,000

$3001- $4000
$4001~ $5000
$5001-$6000

Less than 3%
4-7.9%
8-11.9%
12-15,9%
16-19.9%

1967 crime rate

LR NyRyey.
4

Under 1400
1400-1599
1600-1799
1800-1999
2000~2199

1962 crime rate.

-

i W N
[

Under 1400
1400-1599
1600-1799
1800~1999.
2000-2199

\ocb\q o o~y W oo~ O 00~ O O 0O~ ;Y ~ oy un

O 0B~ O

. Over 2800,

(VoMo N =)

Southwest ‘ \
Plains and Rockies ,
Far West

400,000-499,999

- 500,000~ 749,999

750,000-9%9,999
Over a million

22 to 25.9%
26 to 29.9%
30% and over

24 to 28.9%
29 to 33.9%
34 to 38.9%
Over 39%

$6001-$7000
$7001~ $8000
$8001-$9000
Over $9,000

20~23.9%
24-27.9%
28-31.9%
Over 31.9%

2200-2399. - , : | »
2400-2599 /
2600-2799 @

2200-2399
2400~2599
2600-2799 ‘ , {
Over 2800 Cy
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g y o - ' - 4 7‘m-ppésas=p. . A
) . 8 . N . o
AT , _ R T BATL QUESTIONNAIRE o
Col. 34 1967 homocide rate 1 _ . ‘ R _ e E g e , .
= less «9 per 100,000 , : ' ‘ :
‘ 1 = less than 3.9 per 100, GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS: .- ! .. . o o e
4."’7’2 - 4"‘7.‘9 ] . \ . . . K . PR ' ‘- .
3 - 811.9 ~ . . ! 1. All quantionn roquanting ntatintical infoxmation refer to the year 1968, unlens
h ’
N 4 o« 12-15.9 T , ‘ otherwisa a'pcc#,{find. . . .
5 - 16~19.9 » - 2, If you are unat\:(\{e to answer any question, please leave 1t blenk-and econtinue
6 - 20 and abgve . i i : . on to the next question. . ' . .
.A . . | ‘ . : ‘ ) :. . f ) . E ) ‘ : N : R - . : . . . . * ' ,
Col. 35 1967 burglary rate o , i : v o | . ; o 3‘. ,zizt;zzoﬁggrzhe instructions offexjed at the beginning of each section of the
1 - Under 499 per 100,00 . , - ‘ 5 ) _ . ) o R
2 - 5(0-699 : | ST Lo Co L B .
3 - 700-899 . ‘ o o e e i PART I, ORGANIZATION AXH PROCEDURE IN PRE-TRIAL RELEASE :
' ' , , : : el . ‘ , bt e L
4 ' 900-1099 - L ) . ‘.L' Instructions: If alternative answerd are offered please check your choice. ,
5 =°1100-1299 T\ ‘ ) LR o S . : : : ot
. 6 = 1300 and above .\ T 0 ‘ ) ’ o ) . , / 1. What {s the approxlmate gverdse tivie between arrest and the ‘setting of bail?
g S . i . X . T ) . : d E— . .
2 i ; ' , Lo : B
: . o ’ : Ll Same da . S ;
Col. 36 Dichotomy of region , SRR ] . Y e, Next day Nore than one day . .
1 -'East - o by 1 2, What 1a the approximate average time between arrest and the determination of
2 - West . . ” ) P o - , . whether the accused will be released on his own recognizance? (The release of
N . : - - N N a defendant prior to his trial without his having to put up a money deposit,
v L ) F i , .. . His releusc ia based upon His being fdentified as a good risk not to flee or
Col. 37 Dichotomy of region R » SR <. 'v o commlt further eriwes.) : : .
I - North . P e ‘ e — e "
2 ~ South : - f = ’II' L 3. Is thgre n oystem of notification to tell the defendant when he must appear in
- s _ . v 2 *gourt i . : ’
Col, 38 . . Population ; i : L RE— Mo , i
. g g . . . . . . . 7] ‘~ . ) . b . ) .
;- - gggegogoo,goob 7 ,‘ . ; Sl - /C-)}’:; #10 If yen, how 1s the notification made?, .. , . ... e
w2 = 500,000 and above : AN B N a . . T A
: Lo ~ ‘ ) ' o N T ih::e eall . o7 ' Permonal wisit __ T 4 T
S TR L ' ; ' - . ettey . or (8 .
Col. 3% Non-white tppulation S X fet L - tex — .5 . Other (speccify). N
. . 1 < Under 13% v ‘ o o ‘ : S / S 4¢ Were the pre-trial detainees separatad in the detention facility from the
2 . 13% and above ) ‘ . ‘ ; : ) ok . DR inmates who were sexving ceutences? ’ B
. . . . 3 R . 8 . o S R ¥ CUREIEE v
Col, 40 Mar Zgcturing class . i : ‘ N e —_— Moo, . R S )
, 1 = 23.9% and below , o o jERE - L K , /‘/’ 5. What are the approximate jail conts per day per 5.mixat:e‘i" B teh "
2 - 24% (;a.nd above . = - v 3 '.‘uv"',' . . .- v . ' :\;1 T LAY ’ L) {’;}- éa | . . Q"’ ‘ ""’x": ae ‘0 sy S '
, 5 . ’ o ‘ i ‘ . : k ' $2 ‘ : 5T ’ :
Col. 41 Median income : o ' | : . $3° Tt oLl L oeher (o I R I ‘
. 7 ' ‘ SN . . “ < ! pecify)
L\\" $5999 and belOW ) i + . ' / S’"’J/ e 6‘ Hih - ld . ' . . . - k\ s :
N, _ ” 0 : ; ) . ) . v + lhat wauld you eastimate was the average length of time spent i\ izil before
2 $6000 and abqve . ‘ Y ‘_ 4 ; trial for each detained defendant? s e e . L
Col. 42 1967 crime rate per 100,000 o o . 1 R s o s : : B / /7 7, Ta the amount of bail which.is required for each type of crime specified in
1 ~ 1999 and below & ! ‘ ’ ) L ~« -+ elther a state or local ptatute or oxdinance? - . - ) :
o 20%0 2 above ’ | 4 ‘ B Ty . Yoo No,, _ ' oo ‘ B ot
Col. 43 1962 crime rate - L e S . v ' ey : ' /} 8. kau a bondsman n.\rfxiinble toyhe’lp the accused raise the required}{ail?
: 1 - 1399 and below : - o I “ Yeo Yo - ' IR "
2 - 1400 and above 4 ~ ‘ o : :‘ \ ﬁ R ' oy T S ORI T
‘ s , # o o , , . ; & % 'S { /‘/’ 9, Xaa v:rificetion system used to check on the validity of the informatien
Col, 44 . 1967 homocide rate v , , (o : given by the defendant?
- L - 10.9 per 100,000 and below . . b . Y - Yes o e A R e L
/i 2= 11 ang above 2 : ‘ ' R I Coo o .
L E . 7 . - . . S A . . o LN . ¥ P LU Ty R T O Vet . 1 '
. . B ) by . L . . . 8 . 3 . ) o Ve L. . : L e S . . .
S . @ . v v ¢ X : 7 = . M ) c s 2T g Voo et .
Col. 45 Blanl . : j ‘ _‘ _ ; ©_ PART If. APPROXTMATE STATISTICAL DATA : ~ = :
o - " . : 3 K ‘ g ,“:‘ ., ) . R s» ‘3 A . . \ ) .
o _ // , ) m ~ - PRy, , 1. %he number of Inddviduals arralgned (brought before a waglatyate or judge to
S , T v T oo L N 1 o : : . derauinine whether the fadividunl shoudd e releaced priox to bis trial). {
1 & 3 i s 1
i ; ‘ =




a, 0-99% o £, S0<59 ™ , ; .
f.the U019 ' b a1 uv R :'g, 60-69 +F ¢ ! e L OO DN
c. 2029 b he 70279 “hotlaitwe wviao e
d: 30-3% e 4. BO<89 : , .
sl e, A40=49 . i Sy ccdnsle g 42 RO P11 28 Ul JRCr At TERUNILE SR e B W TR S
' . [ERE RN N T
"2, 7 of arraigned individuals interviewed by non~judicial personnel for' '
possible release on their own recognizance, . , ‘ :
R LT ver e LTI Y T T s T
P 3. % of arraigned individuals recommended by the above, non~judicial ’ e
- personnel. for pre=trial-release on their own recognizance. LML s o,

e 9, 7oof persons detained in jail prior to qrial gho were ﬁpund guilty,

o4

RASER IR TN

Instructions: In any ¢f the following questions in which aﬁ approximate percentage
1s requested, please use one of the letters ligted below which corresponds to a
¢+ percentage interval, All statistics refer to the year 1968, e .

. .
(IR . PR

+ f 4J1.% of arraigned individuals ‘released on their ovn recognizances) s o Ve -
-2 ¢ S5« %of arraigned individuals released due.to payment of bafl._. |, " M
1\ 67 1% o€ arraigned individuals ‘detained in’ Jail'prior to trial, - 7 - ¥ Mi.
e e el LTy 28 = 00 gy L2+ vty IR Ik A
2 le 73* % of drraigned’ individualas who were released prior'to their’erial’ = !
“ 'and failed to shew upin’court for their trial. L RN R
Loy ) a. ‘2_o£‘§rraiéﬁed individuais-releaned on their own recoénizance,' .
ol l,"'-‘; T wr ] -

+ who failed to show up in court for their trial,

o b. % of arraigned individuals released on payment of bail who
’ failed to show up in court, .

4 7t 8. % of arraigned individuals who were released prior to their tial» * -
' " who were arrested for committini another crime while releaged. . .
Fud o a. % of arraigned individuals released on their oun recognizauce '
who were arrected for committing another crime while released ,
prior to trial., 7 '

Syl .

.

el e
e

re b. % of arraigned individhalé released on payment of bail who

were arrcsted for committing another crime while released prior-~
to trial. e ) '_r - ., T T

wo

P -

m;/'} . a. % of persons: released on their’ own recopnizance who were found - . i

gui 1:)" c e . Riafiaind

&

3
d
£
3
5,
Z
LN
&

i

T

A TR o éérédné;releaseﬁ on payment of bail who wefe?fdund gulltblg'

3 ;" 10.: 7 of arraigned.incividuals who, use bondsmen, to raige the necessary ..

7‘/ 1, phebantusan plage o erdelal pele (nUre adedotatentidon of fadt,

[ A )

bail.,

PN PP . oy oak . ot o
5T e ! I N cee 34 14 PN B NN e

* - ! . - .
TRENDI==To indicate trende during the last fiﬁe,years concerning the ten queations

Just answered; please go over cach question agaih.and place one of the
following symbols next to the question number: '

. R increase, "0 no change, < decrease R *
VRIS SRR AT DU B ¥ S N P TR Tl WO e ‘ﬁ\n,‘ :
I L I IS A TR ..?70 4{?/’ fE
PART TIX. AT’J.‘,ITUDES TOWARD ADMINISTRATION OF DAL IN MY, COMMUNITY e _liig_{‘__
Instructions: -Plecse indicate your attitude howard each of the following statements g
by ingerting one of the following symbeis in the blank space next to, each statement.
| - S T et g g
44 agree atrongly
L . ook ragree but nmot etyongly. i gn. o, . .., Lo ,
JOE - .+ 0 undeeidag i : g

~ :dlsagree but not strongly
~ = disagrec strongly

o
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3. The presiding judpe plays the most aignificant role in determiniﬁg ﬁ;;7 j?L
© the size of the bond, . LA

%. e ought'féwmake more use of preventive detention (i.e., the practice
qi eithér denying'bail or setting bail at an unattainably high amount

in order to imprison 4 pexson who might present a particular danger C)
to soclety Lf left free before trial), . ;Z___ '

5. an increnegd use of preventive detention will help zeduce the crime (2728/
rate regardless of the other effacts. .

&: The present system of batl, based on tho defendant's ability to raise

the required bond, is a good procedure for determining pre~-trial
release, -

.

7. The incregaing nunber of defendatts released on their own recognizance
is partly renppnaible for the increasing erime rate.

, , : . : : et

6. -The number of defendants.released on their own recognlzance has -
increased Loo greatly in recent years, c '

9, A defendqntfa_chances for acquittal are influenced by whether or not
he was detained in jail prior to his trial.

10, The bail amount is regularly manipulated by the courts to accomplish'
a form .of preventive detention.

11, A bail reform program which released selected dcfendants through a

standasdized fact-finding mechaniom is a good system for administer~
ing bail, : . .

it

individuals is the third party parole where the defendant is paxoled
in the custody of a wiil

12. A good alternative or modification to the present bail systen for some 5;2/
or a local minister, . -

ing private third party such as his attoxney
v a N M a .

13. A good altornativa or modif'{eation to ¢
soma fadividuale {a daytime veleasa who
to leave for outnidn cnp {oymang duy
to xaturn to Jall at nighe,

e present ball system for
re the accused Ln perinlttad
Ing tho day Lut wust be goquired

14, A pood-altexnative or modificatioh to the preésent bail system is

supervised release whera the accused is released conditioned on
renaining within the court's Jurisdiction ‘and, periodie check-ins
with the policy, probation office, ox court., '

.

15, Bail is often sef too high for the'éverhéé man to meot.

16, In order to tailor the bail system moe closely to the accused's ' '
financial capabilities, batl should be lowered to more realistic

: levels, - . -
17. More frequently enforced penal sanctions would deter bail jump@ra o 1;7:L»’
more strongly than forfeiture of the bond. .

18, The use of cash bail fixed by statute o court rule in accordance
- with the erime 18 a good improvement to the present bail syatem.ﬁ

19, A great improvement to the current administration of ball issue
- would be to afford the, accused a more prompt trial. e

7

20, The prosccuting attorney plays a significant role in detqﬁa&g@ué‘the ' t?(g/

alze of the Lond,

J

PR s

|

¢

21.. The detention facilities fior pre~tyrial detainness axe overcrowded
in our city. :

KRN . . . N . . ay

PART 1V, 'PRE~RELEASE CRLLERYA .

Inotructions: In detexmining whethor a defendant 18 to be veleased prior to tvial,
how {mportant arc each of the follewing crlterla used fn ovaluating tha defandant
" using the following sywbols:



e
et Ao

ot

-~
Syt
Fam
T
. £ .

") Jd7¢ 64 What t){p%ts of crimes dncs your progmm have 5urisdict:ion over?

e

4+  Extremely mportnnt:' A
++ . Moderately important: et :
+ siightly important ., . . ., -

0 Not important ‘

1. Present 'bc"i\'arge : e

«

2. Past criminal recorxd -

5.  References ' o

7. Living i{:i.th his family ' ‘ . : ;.
‘8. How long he has lived in the city Foorea o e S

"9+ How long he has lived at his piese‘nt addreas} !

. . * .

10' Ha h Pt i usly be n r leased n roie b
8 nhe av 0 e e (o) a R 1 ﬂd if 80 a8 he
p ox ai a 7 h

Are the above cr:.t:eria weighted accordinn :o a nt ' )
it ‘ a we . pomt scqring aystem in your S

] . 1 T R KRCE I |

Yes. Yo | . o N ;:‘

PART V. BAIL REFORM PROGRAMS. o e

L. Does your city utilize a bail reform . ’ .
m progtam? (A program providing for th
release of many pergons prior to txial without having to put up a goney dcsoait,
Relgasf; iiibazeg upoxg being ideatified as a good rigk which is determined by -
& standardized fact=finding mechanism such as the ¢bject
thc Vera Foundation.) . ] ’i’.ve formula uoed by Lt

. A K . (LR . a

Yes No . ] L R

———
. . - R .
. S

If your city does not have a bail reform '
program aé above defi d .
answer the rest of the questions. nes you.need not -

.
- PP, S grese

2‘.- What was the starting data oE your progrnm? L e v : .'

3. Who is the sponsor of controlling agency in the prograﬁx? . Ll -
Probation Department - " The courts ___ o o .
Legal Afd officers i Other (specify)
Bar Association , ’

4, Who interviews defendants for factual information relevant to pre-trial release?
Probation officers ‘ ’ . Only Judges . : .
Law students : Other (specify) ' ' o
VISTA volunteers : L N

5. What is the souree of funds for financing the project? .* SRERTE . :
city Tk ©* " ‘Bar Association-
State ‘ : other (specify) v
Federal . N ?) i , \

12}
Felonies : Msoemeanors
Lesser felouieu o Othey (specify

o 3

7. las the bail l.cform projoct been expanded nince ics begixming'[

Yea . Now

v————— e

Thuaak you again Loy your ccoperation,

. . .
. 4 - W .
. . . bl

vty bt e #

6. Length of present employment » &~ - fE ot tUn R A

T

.
&

Appendix B: City Classification

Reform Cities

Albuquerque, New Mexico

‘Austin, Texas

Baitimore, Maryland
Berkeley, California
Clinton, New York.

~C1eveland Ohio
Colorado Sprmgs Colorado
" Columibus, Ohio : ‘

Crown Point, Indiana
Denver, Colorado

Des Moines, Iowa
Detroit, Michigan
Herkimer,; New York
Houston, Texas
Indmnapohs Indiana’
Long Beach, California

Traditional Cities

Atlanta, Georgia

Boise, Idaho

Boston, Massachusetts
Cedar Rapids, lowa
Charleston, West Virginia
Chattanooga, Tennessee
Corpus Christi, Texas
Dallas, Texas

El Paso, Texas

Flint, Michigan
Gainesville; Florida
Galveston, Texas
Glendale, California
Hackensack, New Jersey
Holidaysburg, Pennsylvania
Jackson, Mississippi

Hlinois Cities

Bloomington
Chicago -
Decatur
Elgin

Los Angeles, California
Madison, Wisconsin
Martinez, California

New York City, New York
Oakland, California
Readmg, Pennsylvania
Redwood, Califronia

_ St. Louis, Missouri -

" Salt Lake City, Utah ’

San Francisco, California
Santa Barbara, California
Seattle, Washington
Syracuse, New York
Tulsa, Oklahoma
Washmgton D.C.

.Jacksonville, Florida
Kansas City, Kansas
Lancaster, Pennsylvania
Memphis, Tennessee
New Orleans, Louisiana
Ogden, Utah
Qklahoma City, Oklahoma
Pasadena, California
Phlladelphm Pennsylvania
Rockville, Maryland
San Antonio, Texas
San Diego, California
San Mateo, California
Spokane, Washmgton
Trenton, New Jersey
Wichita, Kansas

Galesburg
Kankakee
Springfield
- Waukegan
Wheaton
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