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HISTORY AND STRUCTURE

History

In a time when community based rehabilitation of
offenders is receiving growing publicity and support, it
is useful to remember that court supervised probation was
one of the first efforts in this direction. 1In a 1970
opinion, the Colorado Supreme Court stated:

By its very naturs and definition, proba-
tion means and signifies liberty under cer-
tain imposed conditions. Its basic purpose
is to provide a program which offers an
offender the opportunity to rehabilitate
himself without confinement. This is to be
accomplished under the tutelage of a proba-
tion officer and under the continuing power
of the court to impose a sentence for his
original offense in the event he abuses
this opportunity and violates the condi-
tions of probation . . . Probation is pure-
ly a statutory creation, and, as such, the
terms of probation must be derived from the
applicable statute.

’ Probation is often confused with parole. An
offender is placed on probation by the sentencing judge
instead of going to an institution. An offender who has
been sentenced to an institution may be placed on parole
for a time after leaving the institution. The basic task
of the probationer is to successfully complete a set term
of probation without violating the conditions of probation
or committing another offense. The task of the probation
officer is to aid the probationer by using all available
resources to accomplish this objective. Since the re-
sources throughout the state vary, the probation officer
must be flexible and constantly aware of new programs
which may prove useful.

Colorado was one of the first states to recog-
nize probation as an alternative to incarceration. 1In



1903, the Colorado General Assembly passed a law popularly
called the "Juvenile Delinquent Law". It was an outgrowth
of the efforts of the dynamic and controversial Judge Ben
Lindsey of Denver. Judge Lindsey was intent upon creating
a separate court for children's cases, with an emphasis on
rehabilitation in the community through probation. The
statute required county courts in the large counties to
keep a separate set of records and court calendar in cases
arising under the new law. It was this statute which
first provided for salaried probation officers according
to county population. In 1907, another statute which es-
tablished jurisdiction over "children's cases" in the
county courts was passed at Judge Lindsey's urging.

Adult probation was rare and completely informal
before 1931, when the legislature enacted a statute to
provide for the granting of probation to adult offenders.
The appointment of probation officers was limited to coun-
ties of more than 200,000 people, and officers were to be
unsalaried unless the judges ordered otherwise. Denver
was the only county that qualified; in all other counties,
the sheriff was designated as the uncompensated probation
officer.

In 1949, after much work on the part of a team
of attorneys and other persons interested in probation, a
law was passed which required the judges to appoint proba-
tion officers in every district and to fix the salaries of
such officers subject to approval of the county commis-
sioners. THis same act made probation reports mandatory.
Probation departments staffed by full-time employees were
created in several of the larger districts, while the
smaller districts generally had part-time probation of-
ficers, some being paid as little as $50 per month. An
outstanding development in 1965 was the enactment of a
subsidy law reimbursing counties at the rate of $200 per
month for every probation officer meeting certain stan-
dards of education and experience. This subsidy applied
to both adult and juvenile officers, and the amount later
was increased to $300. Two significant objectives were
accomplished. In most counties, budget allowances for
probation services were increased and additional persorinel
could be hired. Even more important, the professional
level and expertise of new probation officers was improved.

In 1960, a massive report on judicial adminis-
tration in Colorado was presented to the General Assembly
by the Colorado Legislative Council. Mainly as a result
of this study, a constitutional amendment was passed in
1962, which reorganized the state's judicial system into
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its present basic form. On January 1, 1970, pursuant to
legislation adopted in 1969, the state assumed responsi-
bility for funding all courts of record, except the Denver
County Court and municipal courts. Among other things, the
enabling legislation provided for probation officers and
the establishment of a statewide judicial personnel sys-
tem. Upon the state assuming full responsibility for
funding the reorganized court system, a probation
department, including at least one full-time probation
officer, was created in each judicial district.

In 1971, after months of study, hearings, and
revision, Colorado adopted a revised criminal code. Cri-
teria for granting of probation and conditions of super-
vision were adopted in keeping with standards developed by
the American Bar Association Project on Standards for
Criminal Justice.

The transition to a state funded system did not
diminish the local administration and flavor of probation,
as each department was still largely dependent upon avail-
able community resources to aid probationers.

As of June 30, 1977, a field staff of approxi-
mately 260 probation officers, including supervisory and
administrative personnel, supported by 80 clerical employ-
ees, was serving a caseload of 10,571 adult and 4,861 ju-
venile probationers.

Structure

Given this historical background, it can be seen
that the structure of a probation department in any given.
judicial district is a product of both history and the
needs of the area in the district. As can be seen from
the map, Colorado is divided into 22 judicial districts.
Though some districts include several counties, no judi-
cial district crosses a county boundary.

The probation department, whether it has one or
more officers, is directly answerable to the judge or
judges of that particular district. Thus, probation is
oriented to serving the particular needs of the judicial
district and is administered at that level. The staff of
the State Court Administrator's Office provides training,
technical assistance, and coordination to the districts
and promotes uniformity where possible.



One way tc understand the structure of probation
is to look at the mcdels which presently exist. 1In 20
judicial districts, the probation departments are
"combined". This means that either: 1) a probation of-
ficer handles a caseload of both juveniles and adults
(combined department); or 2) some officers handle adult
cases, while others specialize in juvenile cases (combined
specialized department). These departments and their main
offices are shown in the following diagram.

In two judicial districts, there are struc-
turally "separate" probation departments for adults and
juveniles. The Denver Juvenile Court was created by the
General Assembly in 1907, and was maintained by the new
judicial article adopted in 1962. Though it serves the
same area as the Second Judicial District (City and County
of Denver), it has a separate staff and handles cases
coming within the jurisdiction of the Colorado Children's
Code. 1In all other judicial districts, these cases are
heard in the district court. Thus, in Denver there is a
probation department for the Denver Juvenile Court and a
separate department for the district court; each depart-
ment has a chief probation officer. The 4th District also
has separate adult and juvenile probation departments.

The diagram at the end of this section should clarify
these structural differences.
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RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE
STATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR'S OFFICE

Each probation department in Colorado reflects
the attitudes and resources of the communities and judges
in the district which it serves. This is consistent with
the Supreme Court's philosophy that each district will
manage its courts and probation departments under the gen-
eral authority of the chief judge of that district.

In the area of probation, the State Court Ad-
ministrator's Office plays a coordinating and advisory
role, assisting each department upon request and providing
specific services a. ordered by the Chief Justice. A des-
cription of some of these services follows.

Budget

Annually, the State Court Administrator's staff
meets with the chief judge, district administrator, and
chief probation officer in each district to gain an under-
standing of its budgetary problems and its personnel anrd
equipment needs. Using the information provided and re-
quests made during these visits, and in conjunction with
detailed analysis of supervisory and investigative case-
loads, a state budget is prepared. Personnel and program
requests are presented to the Joint Budget Committee (JBC)
of the General Assembly by the State Court Administrator's
Office. The Joint Budget Committee makes a budget recom-
mendation in the form of an appropriation bill which, with
amendments, is passed by the General Assembly. The state
appropriation is augmented by federal grants from the Law
Enforcement Assistance Administration, awarded through the
Division of Criminal Justice, and the National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration, awarded through the Divi-
sion of Highway Safety. 1In FY 1976-77, total probation
expenditures for the state were $6,023,192. This total
represents an average cost per probationer of $193 for one
year. General fund cost per probationer in FY 1976-77 was
$182. A table showing the expenditures by classification
follows.
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TABLE 1

PROBATION EXPENDITURES FOR STATE

FY 1976-77

State General Fund

Personal Services
Operating Expenses
Travel

Capital Outlay

TOTAL

Federal Grant Funds

Personal Services
Operating Expenses
Travel

Capital Outlay

TOTAL

GRAND TOTAL

-12-

$5,679,417
201,263
110,850
. 31,662
$6,023,192

$ 302(747
13,856
15,852

1,488

$ 333,943

$6,357,135



Form Standardization

The committee appointed by the Chief Justice to
design a standardized adult pre~sentence form and a juve-
nile social summary form continued its efforts during FY
1976-~77. A standardized set of terms and conditions for
adult probationers was developed, as were a termination
form and a probationer's monthly report form. Other an-
cillary investigation forms, such as requests for employ-
ment, education, and military service verification, are
being field-tested and will be adopted in the future. The
committee is considering the standardization of juvenile
supervision conditions and investigation forms.

Data Collection, Research, and Evaluation

For years, data on probation departments' case-~
loads have been reported statewide to the Automated Data
Processing (ADP) section of the Judicial Department and
returned monthly to the departments in the form of manage-
ment and statistical reports.

A court management and information system was
begun in 1972, to allow direct entry of data on terminals
within the large suburban courts. The use of written data
entry forms was continued in the other districts. 1In
1976, eight juvenile courts and probation departments were
added to the direct entry system. The tables in this doc-
ument are largely a product of the direct entry and writ-
ten entry automated system.

A research and evaluation unit in the State
Court Administrator's Office is in its third year of oper-
ation, funded by a Law Enforcement Assistance Administra-
tion (LEAA) grant through the Colorado Division of Crim-
inal Justice.

Based on information gathered by the unit during
its first two years and data reported to the ADP division,
a budget formula was developed, basing probation workload
on the number of hours required for each task. The for-
mula standardized the number of probation personnel re-
quired to provide various types of necessary services.
This year, based on a time study conducted during 1975 and
1976, the supervision category was refined. Probation of-
ficers were asked to estimate the number of hours spent
during a typical week on each task listed in the time

-13-



study. Analysis was handled on a district-wide basis for
juvenile and adult officers. Districts were compared, and
it was found that travel time was the strongest single
distinguishing g¢haracteristic among districts. Districts
were clustered qn the basis of travel for determlnatlon of
probation offlcer needs.

As a result of the previous year's Sentencing
Conference, this unit conducted a study which analyzed
the sentencing patterns of judges throughout the state for
three felony convictions: aggravated robbery, second de-
gree burglary, and second degree assault. Sentencing of
offenders was examined as to: 1) the offender population;
2) offense characteristics; 3) case processing -informa-
tion; and 4) sentencing results. The study found that for
the same conviction, there was very little sentencing dis-
parity for offenders with similar prior criminal records.
Copies of this study are available through the State Court
Administrator's Office.

Program Development

To alleviate the problem of increased demand for
stronger probation services with only limited resources
available, an LEAA grant, now in its third year of oper-
ation, funds four volunteer probation projects; one each
in the 9th, 12th, 18th, and 19th districts. During FY
1976-77, the volunteer program in the 1lth District, which
had been funded by the same LEAA grant, obtained state
funding. The same grant provided monies for three pur-
chase of service agreements: learning disabilities diag-
nosis for clients of Denver Juvenile Court; antabuse moni-
toring and alcohol treatment for adult clients of the 17th
Judicial District Probation Department; and mental health
evaluations for juvenile clients of the 19th District Pro-
bation Department.

A grant from the Division of Highway Safety is
funding a professional position and a secretary in each of
the three suburban districts - the 1lst, 17th, and 18th -
to work with those persons arrested for alcohol-related
traffic offenses. The alcohol evaluators are responsible
for testing for alcohol dependency, verifying background
information, preparing pre-sentence reports, making treat-
ment recommendations, and maintaining liaison with treat-
ment agencies.

-14-



- . . A staff member in the central office works with
probation departments to develop, monitor, and evaluate
the projects to determine whether they will be worthy of

eventual local or state funding.

In addition, the program monitor serves as a
probation department resource person, encouraging and dis-
seminating the results of experimental approaches in the
field of probation, such as pre-trial release, job devel-
opment by volunteers, alcohol treatment referral programs,
and use of college interns as case aides.

Special Project Coordination

The principal responsibility of the special
project coordinator is to investigate or study various
areas of probation activity, upon request of the Chief
Justice or the State Court Administrator, to determine the
scope of existing operations, with a view to making the
programs more efficient and effective. The coordinator
concentrates on such special studies as the process of
investigating, collecting, and disbursing restitution; the
handling of probationers moving between judicial dis-
tricts, as well as those who move outside the state; poli-
cy and procedure relating to the imposition and collection
of probation supervision fees. Less extensive projects
include studies of pre-trial release practices; extent and
effect of unemployment among probationers; use of CETA
personnel in the various probation departments. The coor-
dinator replies to inquiries from various states regarding
probation procedure, particularly in such matters as res-
titution, courtesy cases, supervision fees, and general
structure. He represents the State Court Administrator in
a liaison capacity with the American, Western, and
Colorado Correctional Associations; Colorado Association
of Probation Officers; Cclorado Prison Association; and
Probation Administrators' Association. Legislative mat-
ters relating to the various aspects of probation are
studied and followed closely by the coordinator in concert
with the juvenile justice coordinator and the legal of-
ficer.

Inter-Departmental Coordination

Probation departments must use the resources of
state, county, local, and private agencies in working with
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probationers. To facilitate effective communication among
these agencies and the probation departments, a staff at-
torney serves as the criminal and juvenile justice spe-
cialist on the State Court Administrator's staff. Proba-
tion departments, in working with these non-court agen-
cies, such as adult corrections, youth services, mental
health, social services, education, law enforcement,
labor, and employment, coordinate their efforts at the
state level. The specialist also serves as a resource for
information and expertise on criminal and juvenile justice
at the statwe level. Published court opinions, revisions
in state statutes, and state and federal regulations may
all affect probation practices, and the specialist relays
this information to the field.

In addition, the specialist provides legal as-
sistance to committees appointed by the Chief Justice on
various aspects of criminal and juvenile justice. He
serves as executive secretary of the Colorado Council of
Juvenile Court Judges and works with juvenile law and ju-
venile probation.

Staff Development Program for Colorado Probation

Since funding of probation began in 1970, little
training had been provided probation officers other than
local orientation within each department. Through an LEAA
grant, an educational effort was begun in 1974. Since
then, orientation, in-service, management/supervisory, and
team building training have been provided to all line and
supervisory probation personnel by the training coordi-
nator. This year, the General Assembly provided state
funding for the training director position. LEAA is con-
tinuing to provide program monies.

In addition to providing direct training, this
project has been funding probation staff to attend pro-
grams not sponsored by the Judicial Department. This
year, 85 probation staff members have attended outside
training.

One successful pilot project worthy of mention
is the Community Resource Team Training program. The
northeast quadrant of Denver was the target group. Two
teams were identified. The l4-member juvenile team re-
presented juvenile probation, social services, community
services (parole), Denver police delinquency control, Park
East Mental Health, vocational rehabilitation, and school

-16~



social work services. The l0-member adult team represen-
ted adult probation, Employ-ExXx, Northwest Mental Health,
Park East Mental Health, vocational rehabilitation, and
C.U. Drug Rehabilitation.

A three-day training session was conducted in an
off-site environment, and four half-day sessions were pro-
vided in follow-up training.

Two elements of training were emphasized. One
was negotiating with other criminal justice agencies.
This element includes such topics as evaluation and exam-
ination of agency roles and responsibilities; discrepan-
cies among agencies regarding roles, responsibilities, and
client needs; conflicting goals among agencies serving the
same client; and uneven allocation of resources. The sec-
ond element of training was team building, which includes
such topics as communication, consensus decision-making,
conflict resolution, and contracting. Both elements were
accomplished within the context of the practical problems
confronting probation officers in their attempt to provide
effective services for their clients. Sixty percent of
the participants rated this training as "excellent," and
forty percent as "above average", leading to the expecta-
tion that the training will result in more effective job
performance by the participants.
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PERSONNEL

Introduction

On January 1, 1970, the State of Colorado began
complete funding of the courts and probation departments.
The transition from county funding included district and
county courts (excluding municipal courts and Denver
County Court) and adult and juvenile probation departments
(excluding the Denver County Court Probation Department).
For the first time in Colorado's history, the various
levels of the judicial branch of government wer. gathered
under a uniform set of personnel rules (Colorado Judicial
System Personnel Rules), and employees were classified and
paid under a uniform statewide system.

Recrujitment

Professional probation personnel are hired
through two methods: 1) recruitment and examination for
each new and vacant position; and 2) periodic development
of an eligibility list. The first method is primarily
used by the smaller, less populous judicial districts in
which turnover of personnel is low. The probation depart-
ments with larger staffs generally use the second method
in which qualified applicants are examined periodically,
and a list of the highest ranking applicants is estab-
lished. This latter approach facilitates the employment
procedure and is more efficient where the number of posi-
tions and turnover is greater. With both methods, suc-
cessful applicants are appointed by the chief probation
officer of the judicial district, subject to the approval
of the chief judge, after the successful applicant's qual-
ifications have been approved by the State Court Adminis-
trator.

Until recently, entry level probation officers
were required to have a degree from a four-year college or
universitv, with major course work in the social and be-
havioral sciences, or closely related fields. 1In January
1974, an experimental program was developed by the Judi-
cial Department, using paraprofessionals in probation ser-
vices. This program was funded by LEAA and was successful
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in employing, training, and placing non-degree holding
minority applicants. Because of the success of this pro-
gram, the General Assembly approved funding of these posi-
tions, and, in fact, expanded the program for FY 1976-77,
by allocating four positions which could be used as proba-
tion aides. A description of the probation aide position
follows.

Levels of Probation Officer Positions

There are two entry levels in the field of pro-
bation. One of them, the Probation Officer I classifica-
tion, is designed for college graduates with no previous
probation experience. Applicants with prior probation
experience are also allowed to apply for these positions.
The other entry lev=l is entitled Probation Aide. This is
a paraprofessional classification, which requires two
years of college level work, two years of closely related
experience, or any combination of the two. 1In no event
are college graduates accepted in competition for these
positions; to do so would undermine the paraprofessional
approach. As incentive to earn a degree, paraprofes-

- sionals are advanced automatically to Probation Officer I

as soon as they have graduated from an approved undergrad-
uate program at an accredited four-year colledge or univer-
sity. To supplement the affirmative action program, all
probation aide positions are recruited as "minority pre-
ferred" positions. This does not mean that Caucasian ap-
plicants are not or cannot be considered.

The primary purpose of the two entry-level posi-
tions is to train new employees through on-the-job train-
ing and formalized training programs. These positions
allow a new employee to gain experience before he moves to
the journeyman level.

After one year's experience at the Probation
Officer I level, a person is eligible to move to Proba-
tion Officer II. Advancement to this classification de-
pends upon job performance as a Probation Officer I and by
obtaining a satisfactory score on an examination.

The Jjourneyman level is Probation Officer II and
requires at least one year's experience in probation or a
closely related field. This level is the backbone of the
probation work force. Lateral entry has been allowed from
outside the judicial system at this level.
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The Probation Officer II1's have supervisory
responsibility in the larger departments, perform the
duties of chief probation officer in smaller departments,
or serve as the sole source of professional probation ser-
vices in the smallest districts. While lateral outside
entry is allowed:at this level, most Probation Officer
III's are recruited primarily from the ranks of Probation
Officer II's who have three or more years of probation ex-
perience. The education requirement at this lavel is the
same as that for Probation Officer I and II.

Those positions classified as probation supervi-
sorg are charged with the responsibility of administering
a unit within the largest probation departments. These
units usually have five to seven professionals in them and
handle either the probation services for a certain geo-
graphical area of a city or are responsible for a certain
type of probation activity, such as intake or CHINS (Child
in Need of Supervision). The higher level probation su-
pervisors serve as assistant chief probation officers for
the Denver adult and juvenile probation departments.

Chief probation officers are found in districts
with large populations. They have the responsibility for
administering the total probation effort of the judicial
district. Both the probation supervisor and the chief
probation officer positions require a master's degree and
considerable probation experience. While lateral entry
from outside the system is allowed, it is relatively rare,
ag there is an abundance of qualified individuals within
the systenm.

The following list shows the professional job
classifications in probation and the percentage of the
total for each class as of June 30, 1977:

Number Percent of Total

Probation Aide 4 1.5
Probation Officer I 27 10.3
Probation Officer II 127 48.5
Probation Officer III 54 20.6
Probation Supervisor I 28 10.7
Probation Supervisor II 3 1.1
Chief Probation Officer I 3 1.1
Chief Probation Officer II 9 3.5
Chief Probation Officer 111 2 .8
Volunteer Coordinator 5 1.9

TOTAL 262 100.0



TABLE T1I l
PROBATION PERSONNEL DISTRIBUTTON (FTE]"S)
BY DISTRICT -~ STATE FUNDED
FY 1976~-77 I
———————————— SERVICES————=mmmm—m— '
ADMINISTRATION DIRECT INDIRECT
CPO'S & OTHER B0's &  VOLUN. — .
DIST, SUPERV, PROF, AIDES COORD. CLERICAL TOTAL
1 4.0 17.0 1.0 6.0 28.0 '
2
Adult 9.0 1.0 34.0 16.6 60.6
Juv. 9.0 2.0 43.0 1.0 14.5 69.5
Total 18.0 3.0 77.0 1.0 31.1 130.1 '
3 2.0 2.0
4
Adult 2.0 13.0 4.5 19.5 l
Juv. 3.0 10.0 3.5 16.5
Total 5.0 23.0 8.0 36.0
5 2.0 1.0 3.0
6 1.0 2.0 1.0 4.0 l
7 1.0 .5 1.5
8 1.0 4.0 1.0 2.0 8.0
9 2.0 1.0 3.0 l
10 3.0 15.0 1.0 6.0 25.0
11 1.0 3.0 1.45 5.45
12 3.0 1.0 4.0 l ,
13 2.0 7 2.7 |
14 - 2.0 2.0
15 1.0 .5 1.5
16 1.0 1.0 2.0 l
17 4.0 20.0 1.0 7.0 32.0
18 3.0 16.0 6.0 25.0
19 1.0 6.0 2.0 9.0 '
20 3.0 7.0 4.0 14.0
21 1.0 5.0 2.0 8.0
22 1.0 .2 1.2 l
STATE
TOTAL 45.0 3.0 212.0 5.0 82.45 347 .45 .
1FTE ~ Full-Time Equivalent. A position which has been authorized .
on a full-time basis for one fiscal year.
. i




Supplemental Staff

The use of volunteers to assist probation offi-
cers with their caseloads continues to be an important
component of probation programs in fourteen departments.
In five districts, state funded volunteer coordinators
administer the program; in four districts, the programs
are administered part time by a probation officer or other
staff member; four districts have volunteer coordinators
paid with LEAA funds; and the volunteer coordinator in one
district is funded by CETA. The principal responsibili-
ties of all coordinators are to recruit, train, and assign
citizen volunteers who wish to work with probationers A
more detailed description of the volunteer programs can be
found in the chapter entitled "Developments and Trends".

Ten departments reported using about 115 college
interns during the fiscal year. These interns usually re-
ceive college credit for their experience in the probation
department. Major fields of study include criminal jus-
tice, psychology, sociology, and vocational rehabilita-
tion. The internship period allows students to obtain
experience in the probation field, helping them to make
the decision as to whether they wish to pursue probation
work as a career. A more detailed description of the in-
tern programs can be found in the chapter entitled "Devel-

opments and Trends".
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PROCESS AND PROCEDURES
JUVENILE PROBATION

Introduction

Juvenile probation departments, while func-
tioning within the legal limits of the Colorado Children's
Code and under the umbrella of a statewide judicial sys-
tem, differ widely in the ways in which they handle a
juvenile who moves through the judicial process. Local
community values, needs, and resources, as well as the
orientation of the police, district attorney, probation
department personnel, and judges, all affect the juvenile
justice process. This variation among departments has
caused problems in understanding, describing, and planning
for probation programs and resources in Colorado.

To provide a better understanding of both the
similarities and differences among districts throughout
the state, this report {elineates the process and proce-
dures in juvenile probation departments by using different
conceptual models. 1In doing so, there is an inherent dan-
ger of simplification, because no juvenile probation de-
partment precisely fits a conceptual model .

Probation officers perform a multitude of du-
ties. Some of these include detention center responsibi-
lities, investigations for dependency-neglect, child abuse
and support cases, returning out-of-town runaways, and
crisis intervention. This chapter is not intended to be a
complete description of the responsibilities of a juvenile
probation officer. Rather, its purpose is to describe the
roles of the probation officer in a juvenile delinguency
case.

An important responsibility in some departments
is the handling of juveniles brought into the system for a
CHINS (Children in Need of Supervision) violation. Juve-
niles who have committed an offense that would not be an
offense if committed by an adult (called a status offense)
are referred to as CHINS. Some examples of status of-
fenses are runaway, Y .oitual truancy, and beyond control
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of parents. A variety of alternatives to court involve-
ment are being used such as turning the case over to the
Department of Social Services or the schools. In some
districts, probation officers are not responsible for in-
vestigating or supervising CHINS.

In other districts, because of the philosophy of
judges, probation officers, and schools, as well as the
lack of alternative resources in the community, CHINS do
become involved in the court process, thereby bringing
probation officers into these cases on the investigative
and supervisory level. Because the trend in these cases
appears to be away from court involvement and, because
CHINS cases represent less than 10 percent of the total
probation caseload, a description of the process for CHINS
cases is not included.

The juvenile probation departments are examined
within three functional areas relating to juvenile delin-
quency cases: 1) the intake process, 2) the court pro-
cess, and 3) supervision. Within each of these functions,
general models are discussed. Sixteen departments are
described in specific terms as examples of each intake and
court model.

The following descriptions of particular dis-
tricts are valid only as of FY 1976-77. Changes have
taken place, and many districts no longer operate in the
manner described in this report. Some, in fact, have
changed to such a degree that they are now operating with-
in the framework of a different model. Although the dis-
tricts used as examples of a particular model may have
changed, the conceptual models are still valid and useful
in understanding the juvenile justice system.

Juvenile Delinquency Intake Process

Intake is the decision-making process initiated
upon contact with a juvenile believed to be within the
court's jurisdiction. Intake decisions (how to handle the
juvenile; whether this is a lecture and release case, or a
case that requires stronger action) may be made at various
levels and by various agencies throughout the system. The
law enforcement agent may use discretion by releasing the
juvenlle without bringing him further into the system, and
the district attorney (DA) and probation counselor may al-
so have a variety of alternatives open to them.
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Further, there is quite likely to be interaction
in many communities among the police, district attorney,
and probation department, including informal discussion of
cases by different agencies prior to the decision-making
process.

Despite discretion at all levels and some agency
overlap, the juvenile justice process operates under the
concept of a central intake agency. The Colorado Chil-
dren's Code invests the district attorney with the author-
ity to make this intake decision and permits him to refer
the matter to another agency for preliminary investigation
and recommendation.

Although there are differences inherent in each
department's intake process, three models, or ways of han-
dling the intake decision-making process, can be identi-
fied.

Model I. Probation Intake. Examples described
are the 3rd, 5th, 10th, 1lth, and 12th districts.

Model II. District Attorney Intake. Examples
described are the lst, 4th, 7th, 8th, 9th, l4th, 17th,
18th, 20th, and 21st districts.

Model III. Joint Agency Intake. Example des-
cribed is the 19th District.

Regardless of which model is operating in a par-~
ticular district, the district attorney retains final in-
take authority in all Jjuvenile delinquency cases.

Model I. Probation Intake

, In this model, while the initial contact with
the juvenile may result in lecture and release by a police
officer, as a general rule, the probation department is

informed of all police-juvenile contacts. The probation

department is responsible for determining how the case
will be handled.

Although there may be some district attorney and
police department involvement in the intake process, the
probation department is essentially responsible for taking
or recommending action. There are some differences among
departments operating within this model: in the 3rd and
11th districts, police reports are sent directly to the
probation departments. In the 5th District, both the dis-
trict attorney and the probation department receive a copy
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of the police report. The district attorneys in the 10th
and 12th districts are directly informed of an offense.
Despite these differences, the districts operate within
the same model, because in each, the district attorney re-
lies on the probation departments to handle the investiga-
tive details and recommend appropriate action in juvenile
delinguency cases.

3rd District (Trinidad Office). When a juvenile
is alleged to have committed a delinquent act, the case is
referred directly to the probation officer, who advises
the district attorney whether or not a petition should be
filed in the district court. Most cases result in a peti-
tion being filed, with informal adjustments being the ex-
ception. ’

5th District (Leadville Office). A copy of the
police arrest report is sent to the district attorney and
the probation department. The probation officer conducts
an intake investigation, which includes an interview with
the parents and juvenile and a check of the school and po-
lice records. Based on this investigation, the probation
officer decides which of the intake options is most appro-
priate. Alternatives include lecture and release, placing
the juvenile under unofficial supervision, or recommending
that a petition be filed.

10th District. All contacts by law enforcement
agents with juveniles believed to have committed a delin-
quent act are reported to the district attorney, who then
sends a copy of the police report to the probation depart-
ment for an investigation and recommendation.

The probation intake officer arranges an inter-
view with the juvenile and his parents. The officer then
makes a recommendation to the district attorney based on
the personal interview, the police offense report, and the
juvenile's prior record. The recommendations may include
closing the case, informal adjustment, or a formal
filing. The written recommendation is sent to the office
of the district attorney for his approval and action.

11th District (Canon City Office). = Generally,
police contact reports on juveniles are sent directly to
the probation department. A probation officer interviews
the parents and juvenile and determines the appropriate
action, which may include closing the case, holding the
case open for unofficial contact or counseling, handling
the case as an informal adjustment, or &sking that a pe-
tition be filed with the court.
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The decision of which of these alternatives to
use in a given case is solely that of the probation of-
ficer. The decision is based on the interaction taking
place during the interview, the probation officer's know-
ledge of the family and child, and how supportive and con-
Cerned the family seems to be. :

Treatment in most cases in this district begins
on an unofficial or informal basis, rather than through
court action. The prevailing philosophy is that a case
should be filed with the court only when all alternatives
have been exhausted, except court-ordered probation and
possibly commitment.

12th District. This judicial district has moved
from the district attorney model, in which the probation
department became involved in the intake decision only
when the child had extensive prior criminal involvement,
to the probation intake model, in which the district at-
torney now refers approximately 90 percent of all juvenile
matters to the probation department for investigation.
The probation officer makes a recommendation, and returns
the case to the district attorney for action.

Model II. District Attorney Intake

In this model, while the initial police contact
with a juvenile may result in a "station house adjustment”
with no further action, as a general rule, the district
attorney is informed of police-juvenile contacts. The de-
cision of how to handle the juvenile becomes the responsi-
bility of that office.

There is a range of district attorney involve-
ment, however, even within the framework of this model.
In the lst District, the probation department and district
attorney's office work together to establish the criteria
upon which the intake decision is based. 1In the 4th and
18th districts, the district attorneys have established
special diversion programs which operate out of their of-
fices. The intake decision in the 7th and l4th districts
is made solely by the district attorney; on the other
hand, in the 8th, 9th, and 17th districts, the district
attorney may request information or recommendations from
the probation department. The 20th District provides the
most formal structure for police input into the process.
The 21st District has an established procedure of filing a
petition on all cases that require any action. The dis-
trict attorneys in all but the 4th and 18th districts are
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completely removed from supervisory contact with the juve-
nile following intake.

Despite these differences, the intake process
remaing in the hands of the district attorney's office in
each of the departments operating under this system.

While the 10th District has moved from the joint
agency model to the probation intake model, and the 12th
District from the district attorney model to the probation
intake model, three other districts, the lst, 8th, and
20th, have moved to the district attorney intake model.
These moves may be a reflection of the trend toward spe-
cialization and were probably given impetus by the hiring
of police department and district attorney juvenile spe-
cialists in some districts. Another reason for this
change may be a concern over possible conflicts in making
a filing recommendation and then functioning as a coun-
selor.

l1st District. When a juvenile is believed to
have committed a delinquent act, an arrest report is sent
to the district attorney. Based on a pre—-established set
of criteria (prior record and severity of offense), the
district attorney determines if the case should be handled
as an informal adjustment by the probation department or
if a petition should be filed.

4th District. A juvenile believed to have com-
mitted a delinquent act enters the system through contact
with a law enforcement agent. The police officer or sher-
iff may lecture and release the juvenile, but usually
sends a report on the offense to the district attorney's
office, which is responsible for making intake decisions.
This includes determining if the case is eligible for the
juvenile diversion program operated by the district attor-
ney's office. The probation department has no contact,
investigative or supervisory, with a juvenile accepted in-
to the diversion program. If the juvenile performs suc-
cessfully in the program, further prosecution is dismis-
sed, and no delinquency record is maintained.

Keeping the juvenile out of the court process is
the specific purpose of the district attorney's diversion
program, which functions as the major alternative to pro-

- secution in this district. There are three paths that
will, however, lead a juvenile to involvement in the court
process. If not eligible for the diversion program or if
not accepted by the program's intake counselor, the dis-
trict attorney's office may file a petition on the case.
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If the juvenile is accepted into the program and does not

perform satisfactorily, a petition may be filed at that
time.

7th District. A police report is sent to the
district attorney's office. The district attorney is res-
ponsible for making the intake decision, which includes
the alternatives of diversion or a formal filing with the
court.

8th District. Upon coming into contact with a
juvenile for a delinquent offense, the police may lecture
and release or divert him to a community agency for coun-
seling. Only if the law enforcement agent believes stron-
ger intervention is necessary does he bring the case to
the attention of the district attorney. The district at-
torney conducts a preliminary investigation and determines
if the case should be closed, handled as an informal ad-
justment, or a petition should be filed with the court.

9th District. At the time a juvenile is arres-
ted, the police may either lecture and release or make a
referral to the district attorney for prosecution. He may
decide not to pursue the case, to refer the juvenile to
the probation department for unofficial handling, or to
file a petition with the court. The district attorney may
request a preliminary investigation by the probation de-
partment, although this is rare.

1l4th District. When a juvenile is arrested and
a station house adjustment is not appropriate; an arrest
report is sent to the district attorney. For a first-time
minor offense, the prosecutor writes a letter to the judge
indicating the case is appropriate for an informal adjust-
ment. Upon receiving a copy of this letter, the probation
officer meets with the family, discusses the option of in-
formal adjustment handling and, if the family agrees, the
informal adjustment contract is signed. If it is a second
arrest or serious offense, or if the family refuses to
sign an informal adjustment agreement, the district attor-
ney files a petition with the court.

17th District. A juvenile believed to have com-~
mitted a delingquent act enters the system through contact
with a law enforcement agent. The police officer or sher-
iff may lecture and release the juvenile, divert the case
to another community agency, or send an offense report to
the district attorney.




Upon receipt of the offense report, the district
attorney's office initiates a preliminary investigation.
Based on this investigation, the district attorney may de-
cide to lecture and release the juvenile, send a letter to
the parents, have a conference with the parents, or divert
the juvenile to a community agency.

1f the district attorney decides probation de-~
partment supervision is required, he may request assis-
tance from the probation officer at this point. Whether
or not additional information and a recommendation by the
probation department have been requested, the district
attorney makes the final decision. He may decide to send
the case to the probation department for unofficial han-
dling or an informal adjustment, or he may determine that
the case requires immediate filing with the court.

Although this district attorney has not esta-
blished a diversion program, he maintains a variety of
alternatives to filing a petition on a juvenile for a
delinquent act. Lecture and release, contact with par-
ents, use of other community agencies, and use of proba-
tion department supervisory services prior to filing
(unofficial handling and informal adjustments) are all
alternatives in the intake process.

18th District. A juvenile believed to have com-
mitted a delinquent act enters the system through contact
with a law enforcement agent. The police officer or sher-
iff may lecture and release the juvenile or divert him to
another community agency, including the district attor-
ney's diversion program. Involvement in this program
would be voluntary, and last for a period of three
months. After three months, the juvenile is no longer in-
volved in the criminal justice system. If the police of-
ficer decides that the case requires stronger action, he
sends an offense report to the district attorney's office.

Upon receipt of the offense report, the district
attorney's office initiates a preliminary investigation,
and determines if the case is appropriate for supsrvision
by the diversion team, such supervision taking the place
of informal adjustment. This program is operated by the
district attorney's office. The probation department has
no contact with a juvenile being supervised by the diver-
sion team. If the juvenile does not perform satisfac-
torily on this basis, a petition may be filed.

The district attorney may determine initially

that the case requires f£iling with the court, rather than
diversion. B
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20th District. A law enforcement officer ar-
resting a juvenile in this district sends all information
on the case to the probation department's juvenile spe-
cialist. Following an interview with the family, the
juvenile specialist may divert the juvenile to a community
agency. If stronger action is necessary, he sends a copy
of the police report to the district attorney, who may
either send the case to probation as an informal adjust-
ment or file a petition.

21st District. Police contacts are referred to
the district attorney, who files a petition on all cases.
A minor, first~time shoplifting case is the only type of
case handled through informal adjustment in this district,
although a petition is filed. The district attorney files
the petition but does not docket the case. The case goes
to the chief probation officer, who interviews the fami-
ly. If he determines the supervision needs are minimal,
he executes the informal adjustment agreement and main-
tains supervisory responsibility. 1In this casz, the peti-
tion is handled administratively, and the child does not
appear before the court. 1If the case requires stricter
supervision, the file is returned to the district attorney
with a request to docket the case.

Cases other than minor, first-time shoplifting
received by the district attorney are filed with the court
and go through formal court proceedings.

Model III. Joint Agency Intake

The joint agency intake model is defined as a
formalized structure or the decision-making process in-
volving more than one community agency. This process is
not to be confused with informal or occasicnal discussions
or requests for information. The intake decision in the
19th District is arrived at through formalized discussion
following the district attorney's preliminary investiga-
tion.

19th District. Upon contact with a juvenile
believed to have committed a delingquent offense, the po-
lice may lecture and release the juvenile or refer the
case to the district attorney through a written offense
report and police complaint. A juvenile investigator em-
ployed by the district attorney is responsible for conduc-
ting a preliminary investigation. Every week a staff
meeting is held with social services, probation, and the
district attorney's juvenile investigator to discuss all
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the cases in which a police complaint was received. An
intake decision is made, based on the prior record and
family situation, as discussed in the prosecutor's pre-
liminary investigation. Options open at this point in-
clude lecture and release by the district attorney, diver-
sion to other community agencies, informal adjustment, or
filing a petition with the court.

Juvenile Delinquency Court Process

Because court procedures are prescribed by stat-
ute, there is little variation between districts once a
petition has been filed. The major difference centers
around whether the court holds separate hearings for adju-
dication and disposition or holds a combined hearing, with
the adjudicatory phase immediately preceding the disposi-
tional phase. The procedural difference determines the
time at which a social summary is prepared and presented
to the court, thereby affecting the degree to which a ju-
venile becomes involved in the system prior to adjudica-
tion, the probation department's worklecad, and the point
at which information becomes available to the court. The
two different court approaches may be referred to as:

Model I. Combined Hearing. Examples described
are the 3rd, 8th, and 1llth districts.

Model II. Separate Hearings. Examples des-

cribed are the 1lst, 4th, 5th, 7th, 9th, 10th, 12th, l4th,
17th, 18th, 19th, 20th, and 2l1st districts.

Model I. Combined Hearings

Because disposition is determined immediztely
following adjudication. in this model, the investigation
(generally a social summary) and recommendation must be
ready for presentation to the court prior to a finding on
the case. All cases on which a petition is filed are in~
vestigated before the first court appearance. 1In this
model, the court has the social summary available to it
when determining if the adjudication will be reserved or
sustained. . :

3rd District (Trinidad). A recommendation,
based on the investigation completed by the district at-
torney during intake, is presented to the court. The
probation department does not prepare a pre-dispositional
report,.
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8th District. The district attorney holds an
informal meeting with the family prior to the court
hearing to discuss possible dispositions and his recommen-
dations. The investigation completed by the district at-
torney during intake is used as the social summary for the
court. The probation department is, therefore, not re-
quired to prepare a pre-dispositional report. Under ox-
tenuating circumstances, the judge may request that the
probation officer prepare a social summary. The hearing
would then be continued, and the separate hearings model
would be used.

llth District. After a petition has been filed,
the probation officer, the juvenile, the parents, and the
defense attorney meet to discuss the situation and pos-
sible dispositions. Rather than submitting a written re-
port to the court, the probation officer orally presents
his recommendations, based on the investigation conducted
during intake and the discussion with the family and at-
torney.

Model II. Separate Hearings

In this model, a separate court hearing is held
to determine if the juvenile kas committed the offense.
If the allegations are sustained, the juvenile may be
granted a continued petition at that point, eliminating
the need for a social summary and dispositional hearing.
If a continued petition is not granted at that time, the
court continues the case to allow the probation department
time to prepare the social summary. A dispositional hear-
ing is then held.

lst, 10th, 12th, l4th, and 20th districts.
After the allegations have been sustained at the adjudi~
catory hearing, the judge may order a continued petition,
placing the juvenile under the supervision of the proba-~
tion department at that time. If a continued petition is
not appropriate, the juvenile is adjudicated, and the
judge continues the hearing and orders the probation de-~
partment to prepare a social summary. In all but the 20th
District, the probation officer provides the district at-
torney and defense attorney with copies of the social sum-
mary and is available at the dispositional hearing to an-~
swer questions regarding the summary and recommendation.
In the 20th District, the probation officer presents the
social summary and recommendations to the judge and attor-
ney at a staff conference rather than at a formal disposi-
tional hearing.
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4th, 5th, 7th, 9th, 17th, 18th, and 19th

districts. These districts also hold separate hearings
for adjudication and disposition. They differ from the
districts described above in that a judge in these dis-
tricts may decide neither to grant a continued petition,
nor to adjudicate the juvenile at the adjudicatory hear-
ing. He may continue the hearing, request a social sum-
mary, and then order a continued petition or adjudicate
the juvenile at the dispositional hearing. 1In the other
districts with separate hearings, a continued petition or
adjudication is ordered at the adjudicatory hearing with-
out first requesting a social summary.

21lst District. This district holds separate
hearings for adjudication and disposition. At the initial
hearing, if the juvenile admits or is found to have com-
mitted an offense, the court sustains the petition and
enters a temporary order of probation, to be effective
until the dispositional hearing. The philosophy of this
department is that immediate supervision is an effective
technique.

Between the hearing at which the juvenile is
placed ‘on provisional probation and the dispositional
heaiing, a pre-dispositional investigation is conducted,
and a social summary is written by the probation offlicer.
At the dispositional hearing, the juvenile may be granted
a continued petition, in which case he will continue on
the same order and set of terms and conditions as he had
been under during provisional probation, thereby receiving
"credit" for the time he has already been under supervi-
sion. If the juvenile is adjudicated and placed on proba-
tion, a new order and new terms and conditions are exe-
cuted.

Juvenile Delingquency Supervision

While supervision techniques differ, not only
from district to district, but from probation officer to
probation officer, and even from situation to situation,
certain trends can be identified in overall treatment
approaches. Philosophically, most of those involved in
criminal justice and corrections would agree that proba-
tion officer counseling and treatment; use of established
facilities, programs and outside counselors; and creation
of awareness, concern, and additional resources on the
community level are all essential aspects of rehabilita-
tion. Realistically, however, with limited time and
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resources, most departments are forced to concentrate on
either the client or the community, while readily acknow-
ledging that the other is also important and deserves time

and attention.

Districts across the statez fall along a super-
vision continuum ranging from an emphasis on the probation
officer-client relationship to an interagency effort for
the benefit of the client. Three points along the con-

tinuum are:

Model I. Counseling Orientation
Model II. Brokerage Orientation
Model III. Community Orientation

In discussing these models, one should keep in
mind that supervision philosophies and techniques are dy-
namic. Individual probation officers and districts may
move along the continuum from one orientation to another
due to personal analysis and evaluation, personnel
changes, and external developments, including new communi-
ty agencies or programs. Philosophies and treatment tech-
niques may also be revised because of introduction to new
concepts through communication with other probation of-
ficers, training programs, and experimentation encouraged
by the probation research team. Treatment techniques are
therefore often in flux, and an individual probation
officer or district may be in a state of transition from
one model to another at any time.

Model I. Counseling Orientation

This model refers to the treatment technique
emphasizing the counseling relationship between proba~
tioner and probation officer. The probation officer is
responsible for working directly with his clients and is
to function as the prime counselor for all his cases. The
amount and quality of probation officer time spent on
either individual or group counseling varies, depending on
the probation officer's background, skill, and training,
as well as his caseload size and other responsibilities.

Although the probation officer is the prime
counselor, this model does not exclude maintenance of
close and cooperative working relationships with other
community agencies, such as schools, mental health agen-
cies, and social services. 1In one district, for example,

~46-
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The PO is responsible for working directly with his clients.
There is frequent consultation and cooperation between the PO
and other agencies, but the PO functions as the prime counselor

for all his cases.
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social services counselors, teachers, and principals are
willing to make reports on a child and his family situa-
tion available to the probation officer.

There is usually awareness of the importance of
increasing the community's understanding of probation and
probationer needs. Probation officers may be asked to
give speeches to clubs and organizations, as well as lec-
tures at the public schools. Although the treatment focus
in counseling-oriented districts emphasizes counseling by
the probation officer, there may also be a strong emphasis
on interagency cooperation, particularly on the intake
level, and outreach offices. There may be volunteer coor-
dinators working in these districts to recruit and train
members of the community to work with probationers.

Experimental treatment programs in these dis-
tricts focus on improving the counseling relationship be-
tween probation officer and probationer through such tech-
niques as weighting caseloads, purposeful rather than ran-
dom assignment of probationers to probatlon officers, and
intensive counseling.

Because the probation officer tries to fulfill
all the needs of all of his probationers, this model
places a tremendous burden on the probation officer and is
becoming a less frequently used approach. Constantly in-
creasing investigative and supervision caseloads often
mean that probation officers no longer have sufficient
time to work closely with each of their clients. The in-
creasing number of research studies in the field of crimi-
nology and rehabilitation have made probation officers
aware that there are no simple solutions. There is now a
greater understanding that a multiplicity of factors
exist, including peer, family, and environmental influ-
ences, that must be taken into consideration. This under-
standing has led to the development of specialized educa-
tion, training, and skills for dealing with specialized
problems, and it is becoming evident to many probation
officers that they do not have the specialized knowledge
to fulfill professionally all of the needs of all of their
probationers. In many counties, probation officers are
able to take advantage of the increasing availability of
such specialized programs as alcohol and drug counseling
centers, marital and budget counseling agencies, state
funded mental health centers and clinics.

For these reasons, many probation officers are
moving from the traditional concept of probation counselor
as sole advisor to the concept of probation counselor as
referral agent.
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Model II. Brokerage Orientation

As explained above, due to an increase in case-
load size, a recognition of the complexity of client
needs, and a move toward specialization, many probatlon
officers have begun turning to experts for help in working
with their clients. The brokerage orientation, in which a
probation officer refers his clients to specific indivi-
duals, agencies, or programs for treatment of specific
problems, has become increasingly popular. The counseling
relationship is seen as essential in Model II, just as it
is in Model I. The difference is that in Model I, the
counseling takes place between probationer and probation
officer, while in Model 11, the relationship is between
probationer and counselor, regardless of whether that
counselor is probation officer, teacher, mental health
worker, or volunteer.

While "brokerage" generally involves a situation
in which a probation officer refers a probationer to a
community agency for specialized services, this model also
includes the concept of internal department specializa-
tion. A probation officer may be particularly skilled in
dealing with a certain problem, such as alcoholism, so
other probation officers in that department routinely
refer their probationers with alcohol problems to that
probation officer. Brokerage orientation, therefore,
describes those departmernts in which a probation officer
retains those cases in which he can best use his skills
and refers, either to another probation officer or outside
agency, those cases which require a different type of ex-
pertise.

Positive working relationships with other agen-
cies and schools must be cultivated and maintained to
maximize the availability of counseiing by outside profe-
ssionals and individuals. Probation cfficers work closely
with community agencies, including social services, mental
health, and youth service bureaus to obtain evaluation,
needs assessment, and counseling for juveniles. If spe-
cial counseling (mental health, drug, etc.) is a condition
of probatlon, the probation officer may be responsible for
arranging the details and following up to ensure that the
juvenile attends.

Volunteer programs. provide friendship opportuni-
ties for probationers, and social and recreational activi-
ties may be available through the ¥YMCA, Boys' Club, and
other organizations.
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SUPERVISION MODEL I1 - BROKERAGE ORIENTATION
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While continuing to maintain contact with his probationers, the
PO refers ("brokers") his clients to specific individuals,
agencies, or programs for specialized treatment. Consultation
between the PO and the cooperating agencies is an important
aspect of this model.
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Model III. Community Orientation

Probation officers working within this model
concentrate their efforts on developing community re-
sources to fulfill the needs of probationers. While
probation officers in Model I may be deeply involved in
the community and probation officers in Model II work
closely with outside agencies, the emphasis in these two
models is on communication and counseling with the proba-
tioner.

Community-oriented probation officers believe
their time and energy are more effectively spent in deve-~
loping community support and resources than in counseling
individual probationers. Many probation officers in these
districts believe that the community must accept responsi-
bility for the rehabilitation of juvenile offenders, and
the role of the probation officer is to set the stage for
public awareness and acceptance of probationers. This may
be accomplished through serving as a referral source,
functioning as a community organizer/developer, frequent
contact with funding sources (county commissioners), and
consulting with agencies in developing program proposals.

As community organizers, probation officers
either establish themselves or encourage other agencies to
establish programs to fulfill the needs of probationers.
When it became evident, for example, that unemployment was
a major problem for probationers, several different com-~
munity-oriented districts took different approaches to
alleviate the problem. 1In one district, a farm project
was developed, in which probationers raised produce for a
local pickle factory and a general store. In another dis-
trict, a specialized agency was developed to place proba-
tioners in jobs, either through business and industry or
through creation of public service jobs. In both cases,
probationers obtained employment and were therefore able
to pay restitution, cbtain on-the-~job training, and deve-
lop job seeking and retention skills.

Model III is more frequently used as a response
to a particular need than as a general treatment ap-
proach. That is, a probation officer who generally oper-
ates within the framework of Model II, referring his
clients to appropriate treatment agencies, may find that
there is no agency or program able to handle the special
needs of a number of his probationers. In response to
this situation, he may work with other agencies and indi-
viduals in an attempt to develop a program to meet those
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The PO continues to maintain contact with his probationers and
refer clients to community agencies as required. A strong em-
phasis is placed on working with community agencies and funding
sources to develop ¢oordinated programs that will fulfill the
needs of probationers. PO's are involved in identifying pro-
bationer needs, obtaining funds to develop programs, and gen-
erating community agency cooperation in administering the
programs.
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needs. Following the establishment of this program, the
probation officer returns to the brokerage orientation.

Unlike a description of the intake process and
court process, in which probation officer activities are
both specific and limited, the range of supervision phi-
losophies, techniques and alternatives is extensive. In
discussing supervision models, then, it must be stressed
that ideal types are being described, and no one probation
department will fit exactly intc any one model. Rather,
districts may be positioned along a continuum, and the
placement of a district on that continuum may be consi-
dered reflective of both the philosGphy and the resources
of the community, and the orientation of the criminal jus-
tice personnel.
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PROCESS AND PROCEDURES
ADULT PROBATION

Introduction

This chapter covers the process and procedures
used in adult probation departments. Typically, there is
less flexibility in the way adult cases are handled than
juvenile cases. The models describing the intake process,
court process, and supervision process in adult depart-
ments are "ideal type" descriptions; that is, no depart-
ment precisely fits any model. Nevertheless, essential
characteristics distinguishing each department can be most
easily understood through the use of models.

It is not intended that this chapter be a desg-
cription of the responsibilities of probation officers.
Therefore, the multitude of duties carried out by adult
probation officers, including domestic relations and cus-
tody investigations, working with judges and other crimi-
nal justice officials, and crisis intervention are not
discussed.

The following descriptions of particular dis-
tricts are valid only as of FY 1976-77. It is recognized
that changes have taken place, and some districts may no
longer operate in the manner described in this report.
Although the districts used as examples of a particular
model may have changed, the conceptual models are still
valid and, therefore, useful in understanding the criminal
justice precess.

Adult Intake Process

In general, the intake process for adults (deci~-
sions made and procedures followed prior to a defendant's
court hearing) is clear-cut. Police, as well as district
attorneys, have the right to determine what particular
charge is to be lodged against a defendant, and the dis-~
trict attorney holds the plea bargaining power. In some
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districts, staff under the supervision of the probation
department recommend whether a defendant should be re-
leased on a personal recognizance (PR) bond.

Two different intake models have been identi«
fied, based on a probation department's involvement in the
intake process.

Model I. Probation Intake. (2nd District, 4th
District, 10th District, and 18th
District).

Model II. District Attorney Intake. All other
districts.

Model I. Probation Intake

In districts operating within this framework,
staff under the supervision of the probation department
are responsible for determining if a defendant is eligible
for release on a personal recognizance bond, reporting the
findings and recommendations to the court, and supervising
the defendant if he is released on bond. The personal re-
cognizance investigation generally involves a perscnal in-
terview with the defendant, followed by verification of
residence, family situation, education, employment, and
prior criminal record. The investigation and report fol-
low a standard format and usually are short, as they must
be completed and presented quickly. The recommendation
involves little discretion, as a pre-established point
system determines eligibility for release, except when the
existence of unusuwal and mitigating circumstances is dis-
covered.

While the investigation process used by all dis-
tricts operating within this model is similar, the super-
vision procedurss for defendants released on bond differ.
In the 2nd and 18th districts, varying degrees of super-
vision are provided, depending on client need. In the 4th
District, supervision may include counseling, while in the
10th District, supervision refers only to keeping in touch
with the defendant.

2nd, 4th, 10th, and 18th districts. Following
an adult's arrest, he is taken to the police department or
sheriff's office. As soon as possible after booking, and
prior to arraignment, pre-trial release staff conduct per-
sonal interviews with all applicants. Following the in-
terview, the probation officer telephones the applicant's
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family, employer, and references for confirmation. Using
a pre-established set of criteria, the probation officer
determines i1f the defendant is eligible for release on a
personal recognizance bond and then completes a report for
the court, including his recommendation. This report is
presented at an arraignment hearing, at which time bond is

set. Arraignment usually occurs within 24 hours of arrest
and booking.

If a personal recognizance bond is granted by
the court, the case generally goes to a staff member,
either in the personal recognizance bond unit or the pro-
bation department. 1In the 4th District, the defendant
must report to the probation department office twice a
week, once in person and once by phone, except when the
desfendant's residence does not reasonably permit such re-
porting. 1In these cases, reperting by mail or phone once
a week is authorized. 1In the 10th District, most clients
report at least weekly, either in person or by phone; in
the 2nd, contacts range from weekly reporting to providing
a reminder of upcoming court dates. The Arapahoe County
program requires a minimum of weekly contact and provides
all defendants with written reminders of future court
hearings. In the 2nd District and the 4th District, the
personal recognizance agreement may also provide for
treatment while on bond supervision. This treatment may
include counseling, referral to another agency for coun-
seling, or participation in an antabuse program. No
treatment is required in the 10th District until after the
defendant is sentenced. Counseling services are made
available in Arapahoe, but are not required as a condition
of release.

The personal recognizance bond units are funded
and operated in a variety of ways. The Denver pre~trial
release unit is a cooperative effort between City and
County of Denver, the Denver Adult Probation Department,
and LEAA. The program in Colorado Springs uses volunteers
for all interviewing, verification, and supervision, and
the program in Yueblo is supported by the county, the
adult probation department, and CETA grants. In Arapahoe
County, the Pre-Trial Release Program is funded by an LEAA
grant to the Board of County Commissioners. The board, in
turn, has contracted with the 18th Judicial District Pro-
bation Department to provide pre-trial rslease services.

Model II. District Attorney Intake

In this model, a probation officer does not be-
come involved with a defendant until he is placed under
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the probation department's supervision by a court order
granting deferred prosecution, deferred sentence, or pro-
bation. The probation officer is not required to make an
investigation of a defendant's eligibility for personal
recognizance bond, nor does he generally supervise a de-
fendant the court has released on bond.

All Other Districts. 1In all of the departments
operating within this model, the decision regarding per-
sonal recognizance bond is made by the district att - rney
and judge, requiring minimal involvement of the prulation
officer.

Adult Court Process

Because criminal court procedures are strictly
regulated by statute, the adult court process in all dis-
tricts operates within the same framework or model, but
there are differences in philosophy and process among dis-
tricts. These include: does the judge require an inves-
tigation, report, and recommendation by the probation of-
ficer before granting a deferred prosecution or deferred
sentence; does the judge require a pre-sentence report for
county court cases; is a probation officer required to ap-
pear in court for hearings and sentencing; are probation
officer reports on a probationer's progress required by
the judge on a routine basis; and is the judge willing to
grant a "trial" probationary period to a defendant with a
questionable background? These distinctions have an im-
pact on the probation department's workload and the proba-
tioner's case, but because they often vary as much from
judge to judge and even from case to case as they do from
district to district, they are too individualized to be
used as an acceptable basis for models. The following
court process description is therefore applicable to all
districts.

All Districts

~ After a case is filed with the court, a defen-
dant may request a deferred prosecution. If granted, no
plea is taken, and no trial is held. The defendant is
placed under the supervision of the probation department
and upon successful completion of this supervisory period,
chuarges are dropped, and the case dismissed. Should the
defendant not complete the supervisory period successful-
ly, he may be taken back to court and tried on the origi-
nal charge. :
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If a deferred prosecution is not granted, and if
the defendant either pleads guilty or is found guilty, a
sentencing hearing is set. The probation department is

responsible for preparing a pre-sentence report when so
ordered by the judge.

The pre~sentence investigation begins with the
probatlon officer interviewing the defendant and having
him complete an application for probation. The probation
officer then verifies the information and checks referen-
ces through mail and telephone contacts.

There are several sentencing alternatives that
place a defendant under the supervision of the probation
department. Probation may be granted as a sentence; or a
jail, reformatory, or penitentiary sentence may be ordered
and then suspended, with the defendant being placed under
the supervision of the probation department. A new alter-
native, known as deferred sentence or deferred judgment,
places the defendant under the probation department's su-
pervision for a specified period, although no sentence is
imposed. Should the defendant complete his supervisory
period successfully, the guilty plea is withdrawn and
charges are dismissed. If there are major violations
while -he is on probation, he may be called back into court
and a sentence could be imposed at that time. In some
districts, the judge may order a "trial" probationary
period in which the applicant is supervised by a probation
officer for a specified period, usually 90 days, and then
returns to court for sentencing.

Tn all of these sentences, the probation officer
is responsible for supervising the defendant, seeing that
he is provided with counseling or treatment as required,
and reporting on the defendant's progress as requested by
the court.

Adult Supervision

Supervison philosophies and techniques in adult
probation departments follow essentially the same models
as those described in juvenile departments. [See Juvenile
Delinquency Supervision, for discussion of Model I (Coun-
seling Orientation), Model II (Brokerage Orientation), and

" Model III (Community Orientation).]

Despite the different types of offenses and of-
fenders handled in adult departments, the concepts of
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counseling the offender, referring the offender, and de-
veloping community resources in response to the needs of
offenders form the basis of supervision techniques in
adult departments, as well as juvenile departments.

One difference that should be nctsd is the ten-
dency of more adult departments to function within the
Counseling Orientation Model, moving into the Brokerage
Orientation Model, while more juvenile departments have
been moving from the Brokerage Orientation Model toward
the Community Orientation Model. Since more community
agencies and individuals are available for juveniles, the
program orientations differ. ,
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PROBATION CASELOAD

At one time, community based rehabilitation for
law violators was located in one place, the probation de-
partment of the local court. Increasingly, as various
communities become aware of, and involved in, the correc-
tion process, projects have been developed to divert
first-time and low risk offenders from, or expand the re-
sources of, the traditional criminal justice process.

Most of these have been developed as a result of probation
department initiative or with the cooperation of probation
officers, but are under the authority of the police de-
partment, sheriff, district attorney, mental health agen-
cies, a nonprofit organization, service clubs, the county
commissioners, or the State Department of Institutions.
The availability of these programs within a community, as
well as the attitudes of local police, the district attor-
ney, the judiciary, and the public affect the size of pro-
bation caseloads. Consequently, the caseload totals
should not be interpreted as a measure of either juvenile
delinquency or criminal activity within geographic areas.

The figures are, however, an index of the high
numbers of people who have been referred to the court and
placed under the supervision of a probation officer. Also
shown are the number of investigations made by officers
during the fiscal year. Adult pre-sentence and juvenile
pre-disposition reports are those which involve detailed
investigation into the offender's past history and present
status with a recommendation to the judge as to the best
method of rehabilitation. These are among the most time-
consuming of the various types of investigations handled.

Reflecting the fact that criminal and juvenile
district court filings showed only slight increases this
year, the number of new adult and juvenile probation cases
is down for the first time in several years. Adult inves-
tigations also decreased this year. The total number of
juvenile investigations went up by almost 300 due to in-
creases in the pre-filing categories; i.e., preliminary
and detention investigations.
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This welcome relief for probation officers en-
ables them to provide more intensive and specialized ser-
vices to those probationers in need of this type of pro-
gram, as well as giving officers the time needed to func-
tion as community resource managers.
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TABLE III.

ADULT

On Supervision
July 1

New Cases
Total Caseload
Terminations

On Supervision
June 30

Total Invest.

JUVENILE

On Supervision
July 1

New Cases
Total Caseload
Terminations
On Supervision
June 30

Total Invest.

TOTAL

On Supervision
July 1

New Cases
Total Caseload
Terminations
On Supervision
June 30

Total Invest.

FY 73-74

5,8092

6,256
12,065

5,172

6,893
8,462

3,718
4,748
8,466
4,620

3,846
10,863

9,5272
11,004
20,531

9,792

10,739
19,325P

PROBATION DEPARTMENT SUPERVISION
AND INVESTIGATION CASELOADS - STATE TOTALS
FY 1973-74 TO FY 1976-77

FY 74-75

6,893
7,659
14,552
6,271

8,281
13,421

3,846
5,038
8,884
4,578

4,306
16,283

10,739
12,697
23,436
10,849

12,587
29,704

FY 75~76

8,281
8,482
16,763
7,984

8,779
14,559

4,306
5,111
9,417
4,894

4,523
19,630

12,587
13,593
26,180
12,878

13,302
34,189

FY 76-77

8,779
8,380
17,159
6,588

10,571
14,491

4,489°
4,864
9,353
4,492

4,861
19,913

13,268¢
13,244
26,512
11,080

15,432
34,404

PERCENT CHANGE

75-76~ 73-74~
76-77 76-77
6.0 51.1
-31.2 34.0
2.4 42.2
-17.5 27 .4
20.4 53.4
~.5 71.2
4.3 20.7
-4.8 2.4
-.7 10.5
-8.2 2.8
7.5 26.4
1.4 83.3
£.4 39.3
~2.6 20.4
1.3 29.1
-14.0 13.2
16.0 43.7
.6 78.0

aFigures differ from figures in previous annual report because of change in
reporting procedures.

b

investigations have been included.

CRevised pending figure. -
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TABLE 1V. PROBATION DEPARTMENT SUPERVISION
CASELOADS BY DISTRICT - FY 1976-77

lst 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th
Adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Juv.
On Supervision July 1 756 553 2363 1137 67 57 992 360 85 22 91 52
New Cases 777 882 1852 863 107 42 1077 557 113 33 76 30
Total Caseload 1533 1435 4215 2000 174 99 2069 917 198 55 167 82
Terminations 568 674 1957 865 87 83 646 487 128 29 24 21
On Supervision June 30 965 761 2258 1135 87 16 1423 430 70 26 143 61
, 7th 8th 9th 10th 1lvh 12th
Adult Juv. adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Juv. adult Juv.
On Snpervision July 1 75 24 242 176 147 48 873 345 107 158 167 80
New Cases 121 25 117 148 198 37 1037 516 116 230 134 65
Total Caseload 196 49 359 324 345 85 1210 861 223 388 301 145
Terminations 77 27 92 84 151 52 798 505 83 230 120 88
On Supervision June 30 119 22 267 240 194 33 1112 356 140 158 181 57
&
i
13th 1l4th 15th 16th 17th 18th
Adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Juv.
On Supervision July ° 100 61 39 55 47 35 52 36 790 489 828 272
New Cases 70 63 79 57 46 47 85 50 766 480 702 230
Total Caseload 170 124 118 112 93 82 137 86 1556 969 1530 502
Terminations 52 67 54 49 37 40 41 45 471 376 614 228
On Supervision June 30 108 57 64 63 56 42 96 41 1085 593 916 274
19th 20th 21st 22nd ‘State
. Adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Juv. Adult Juv.
On Supervision July 1 259 98 439 1652 215 216 45 50 8779 44894
New Cases 473 97 270 110 158 300 6 2 8380 4864
Total Caseload 732 195 709 - 275 373 516 51 52 17159 9353
Terminations 148 89 271 . 127 153 311 6 15 6588 4492
On Supervision June 30 584 106 438 148 220 205 45 37 10571 4861

8Revised pending figure.



TABLE V. ADULT PROBATION DEPARTMENT
INVESTIGATIONS BY DISTRICT - FY 1976-77

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th 10th 11th 12th
PR Bond 0 2687 0 1234 0 0 0 0 0 710 3 7
County Court Pre-Sentence 561 17 8 549 30 17 15 8 g2 642 31 52
District Ct. Pre-Sentence 383 879 16 839 44 85 64 108 71 217 67 28
Deferred Pros./Def. Sent. 27 762 3 274 15 6 1 0 0 11 87 3
Other 3 222 5 17 27 3 2 1 3 122 24 2 °
Total Investigations 974 4567 32 2913 116 111 82 117 166 1702 212 92
13th 14th 15th 16th 17th 18th 19th 20th 21lst 22nd State
R Bond 1 0 0 0 0 5 9 0 0 0 4656
County Cowit Pre-Sentence 7 12 4 2 394 395 272 89 59 5 3%61
District Ct. Pre-Sentence 31 46 27 35 309 262 335 91 69 19 4025
Deferred Pros./Def. Sent. 23 32 22 59 24¢ 12 74 123 47 5 1830
Other 10 15 26 0 3 140 85 9 3 0 719
Total Investigations 72 1G5 79 96 947 814 775 312 178 29 14491

TABLE VI. JUVENILE PROBATION DEPARTMENT
INVESTIGATIONS BY DISTRICT - FY 1976-77

—69_

lst 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th 9th 10th 1llth iZ2th
Preliminary 1387 975 7 164 2 2 0 S0 0 0 95 48
Intake 95 2065 0 32 4 1 0 o] 4 1769 294 5
Social Summary (Pre-Dispo.) 251 789 1 277 31 14 29 0 25 121 36 23
Detentiadn. . 0 4360 1 31 0 14 0] 0 0 o] 41 19
Other 20 . 1016 2 131 54 19 1 0 1 3 73 11
Total Investigations 1753 © 9205 11 635 91 50 30 0 30 1893 " 539 106
13th l4th 15th 16th 17th 18th 19th 20th 21lst 22nd State
Preliminary 7 0 17 0 59 101 903 196 6 0 3969
Intake 29 3 54 1 405 121 143 0 115 0 5140
Social Summary (Pre-Dispo.) 15 58 45 61 317 166 113 190 156 19 2737
Deterition 2 0 13 0 444 36 122 628 4 0 5715
Other 7 0 19 0 794 154 27 18 2 0 2352

Total Investigations 60 61 148 62 2019 578 1308 1032 283 19 19913
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STATEWIDE PROBATIONER PROFILES

JuLy 1, 1976 - JUNE 30, 1977

The Juvenile Client

Juveniles come into contact with the probation
department for supervision through four routes. Two legal
classifications, Children in Need of Supervision (CHINS)
and Delinquency, require the filing of an appropriate
petition with the court. CHINS are more likely to be
referred from social services, schools, or parents than by
the police. The juvenile is suspected of committing a
"status" offense or an offense which, if committed by an
adult, would not be considered a crime. These offenses
include such things as habitual truancy, belng beyond par-
ental control, and running away from home. '

The delinquency petition is reserved for criminal
offenses, such as theft, robbery, burglary, fraud, or
drugs. Once a petition is filed, the court may either
continue the case and place the child under the supervi-
sion of the probation department or sustain the petition
and place the child on formal probation. If the juvenile
on a continued petition completes his probationary period
successfully, the petition is dismissed.

The other two methods of handling juveniles re-
ferred to the court for CHINS or delinquency offenses are
Informal Adjustment and Unofficial. These do not require
that a petition be filed. With an informal adjustment,
the child admits the charge. This admission cannot be
used in any later court action. He and his parent or
guardian then sign a formal agreement tn the informal ad-
justment. Unofficial handling does 1ot require an admis-
sion, nor the signing of a consent, and usually consists
of an informal conference with the juvenile and his family
or referral to an appropriate agency.

The four ways juvenile cases are handled break
down as follows:
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STATUS PERCENT
Unofficial 2.2%
Informal Adjustment 9.9%
CHINS 8.5%
Delinquency 79.4%

There has been a consistent decrease in the percentage
of new unofficial cases, informal adjustments, and CHINS
cases placed on probation during the past three years,
with a corresponding increase in the percentage of new
cases placed on probation for delinquent offenses

(64.1% in FY 1974-75, 66.6% in FY 1975-76, and 79.4% in
¥Y 1976-77).

This year, as was true in FY 1975-76, over half
(68.1%) of the juveniles were placed on probation for
property crimes, with 33.1 percent convicted of theft and
20.2% convicted of burglary. The number of juvenile pro-
bationers convicted of offenses against persons is 7 per-
cent this year, compared to 6 percent last year. The
percentage of juveniles placed on probation for drug and
narcotic charges is about the same this year (3.7%) as
last year (3.2%).

There has been a slight but steady decrease in
the percentage of males to females placed on probation
over the past several years. 1In FY 1974-75, 80.2 percent
of the new probation cases were male; in FY 1975~76, 80.0
percent were male; and in this fiscal year, the percentage
is 79.7.

The typical youngster being supervised by proba-
tion departments in Colorado is male and has been charged
with a delinquent act. He is approximately sixteen years
old. While statewide the majority of probationers are
white, in most districts, there is a higher proportion of
minorities represented on probation than there is found in
the general population. With almost 5,000 juveniles on
probation in the state as of the end of the fiscal year,
it is important to remember that the description of the
"typical" client is necessarily a simplification. A de-
tailed study of the tables is necessary to make conclu-
sions about the probation population in a particular dis-
trict, or for the state as a whole.
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Thée Adult Client

The adult probationer comes into contact with the
probation department by one of three means: either by a
complaint filed in county court or an information or in-
dictment filed in district court. The proportion of those
on probation from these two courts varies greatly between
districts. The percentage of cases from district court
ranges from a low of 21.0 percent to a high of 97.6 per-
cent; overall there are 57.6 percent from district court,
and 42.4 from county court. The disparity among districts
may be due to any of a large number of factors, such as
the policies of the district attorney, the attitudes with~-
in the community, and the judges' belief in the offender's
rehabilitation potential. In particular, the proportion
of county court probationers is influenced by the availa-
bility of other sentencing alternatives for misdemean-

ants: work release programs, diversiocn projects, fines,
and volunteer projects.

As 1is the case with juvenile probationers, of-
fenses against property make up the largest proportion of
offenses for which adults are placed on probation. This
category accounts for 43.2 percent of the probation cases,
with the greatest number of offenses being theft (18.6%)
and burglary (10.3%). The percentage of defendants placed
on probation for offenses against persons and property
have increased over the past three vears as can be seen by
the following:

Offenses FY 1976-77 FY 1975-76 FY 1974-75
Against Persons 14.6% 13.9% 13.3%
Against Property 43.2% 41.8% 37.8%

The percentage of adults placed on probation for
drug and narcotic charges is about the same this year
(8.4%) as last year (10.9%), but a significant change from
the year before that, when this category of offense ac-
courtited for 19.8 percent of the adults placed on probation.

The typical adult probationer is male, white,
and approximately twenty-eight and a half years old. As
was evident with juveniles, the adult probation population
is much more male-dominated than is the population at
large: the adult probation population is over 80 percent
male, while the general population is approximately 50
percent male. In contrast to the juvenile digtribution,



however, the percentage of male probationers is increas-
ing, from 80.9 percent in FY 1974-75 to 83.2 percent in
FY 1975-76 to 84.3 percent this year.

The adult probation population is predominately
white, although, regardless of location, both chicanos and
blacks are more heavily represented than in the general
population.

The probation population is much younger than
the general population. According to the 1975 Colorado
Vital Statistics projections, 29 percent of the adults in
the general population are between the ages of 18 and 30.
Over 66 percent of those on probation are in this age
group. Probation officers, consequently, work with a
young group. This is probably because some youthful of-
fenders mature with age and commit fewer anti-social acts,
while those adults who continue to violate the law are
seen as serious offenders and+~are. therefore not deemed by
judges to be appropriate candidates for probation. We
should note that while probationers are young, the per-
centage of older clients’'is increasing. 1In FY 1974-75,
27.5 percent of the new probaticoners were over 29; in
FY 1975-76, 31.7 percent were over 29; and this year, 32.9
percent of the new cases were in this age category. PFur-
thermore, the mean age of adult probationers has gone from
27.6 two years ago to 28.4 this year.

The above represents a simplified description of
the "typical" probationer; an examination of the following
tables will provide a better understanding of the proba-
tion population in a particular district or for the state
as a whole.
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TABLE VII

STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION® BY SEX
STATE TOTALS
FY 1974-75 - FY 1976-77

[=NeNe]

MALE FEMALE TOTAL
Eg; 2 NO % NO
JUVENILE
FY 1976-77 3850 79.7 983 20.3 4833 100.
FY 1975-76 4017 80.0 1004 20.0 5021 100.
FY 1974-75 4042 80.2 996 19.8 5038 100.
ADULT
FY 1976-77 7068 84.3 1312 15.7 8380 100.
FY 1975~76 6830 83.2 1375 16.8 8205 100.
FY 1974~75 6161 80.9 1450 19.1 7611 100.
TOTAL
FY 1976-77 10918 82.6 2295 17.4 13213 100.
FY 1975-76 10847 82.0 2379 18.0 13226 100.
FY 1974~75 10203 80.7 2446 19.3 12649 100.
%noes not include "unknown".
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JUVENILE

FY 1976-77
FY 1975-76
FY 1974-75

ADULT

FY 1976-77
FY 1975-76
FY 1974-75

TOTAL

FY 1976-77
FY 1975-76
FY 1974-75

STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION? BY ETHNICITY

TABLE VIII

STATE TOTALS
FY 197475 - FY 1976~77

 WHITE BLACK
No. _ 7% No. %
3042  66.4 337 7.3
2806  65.6 293 6.8
2757  73.2 131 3.5
5132 63.8 803  10.0
5382  65.8 958  11.7
5006  67.0 788  10.5
8174  64.8 1140- 2.0
8188  65.7 1251  10.0
7763 69.0 919 8.2

a . :
* “Does not include "unknown".

22.

CHICANO
No.
1169  25.5
1158  27.1
879  23.3
2027  25.2
1765  21.6
1680  22.5
3196  25.3
2923  23.5
2559 8

OTHER
P
36 .8
23 .5
NA NA
79 1.0
- T4 .9
NA NA
115 .9
97 .8
NA NA

TOTAL

S wr—

NO.

4584
42380
3767

8041
8179
7474

12625
12459
11241

- e———

100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.

[w Rl ]
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l TABLE IX
JUVENILE: STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION® BY OFFENSE
' STATE TOTALS
FY 1975-76 - FY 1976-77
FY 1976=77 __FY 1975-76
i W. % W _Z
Homicide 3 .1 5 .1
Assault 258 5.7 260 5.2
l Kidnap 5 .1 2 .1
Sex Offenses 49 1.1 32 .6
TOTAL OFFENSES
l AGAINST PERSONS 315 7.0 299 " 6.0
Arson . 30 .6 30
l Burglary 921 20,2 866 17.
Robbery 94 2.1 165 3.
Theft 1509 33.% 1462 29.
l Criminal Mischief L ..237 3.2 210 b
Criminal Trespass T . 313 6.9 276 5.
TOTAL OFFENSES | ; S
l AGAINST PROPERTY 3104 68.1 3010 59.9
Fraud 33 .7 68 1.3
l Drugs .. . e 92 2.0 .- 130 2.6
.®m T - se-Mareoties - ¢ 78 | 1.7 31 .6
CHINS 441 9.7 541 10.8
l De linquency 169/ 3.7 584 11.6
Other 324/ 7.1 361 7.2
l TOTAL y 4556 100.0 5024 100.0
» /
: gDoes not include "unknown". .
l FY 1974-75 not available. 5
i -
| /



TABLE X

JUVENILE: STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTIGN? BY AGE - STATE TOTALS

FY 1976-77

NO. A,
0-10° 15 3
11-12 132 2.9
13 184 4,0
14 470 10.3
15 756 16.5
16 1023 22.3
17 | 1003  21.9
18+ 996 = 21.8
TOTAL 4579  100.0
MEAN AGE 16.0

#Does not include “unknown". i
Juveniles ten years of age or under are being supervised by the-
probation department as dependency-neglect cases.
olds under the supervision of the probation department committed

FY 1975-76
NO. 4
28
145 3
207 4
429 9
730 15.
1096 23,
1118 24.
901 19.
4654  100.
16.1

Freen

TABLE XI

FY 1974-75 - FY 1976-77

 the offense prior to their eighteenth birthday.

FPooUun o

(=}

FY 1974-75

1N
80
218
330
546
860
1070
1004
497

4605

15.6

Eighteen-year

JUVENILE: STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION? BY STATUS - STATE TOTALS
FY 1974-75 - FY 1976-77

Unofficial

Informal Adjustment
CHINS

Delinquent

TOTAL

FY 1976-77
LP—
106 2.2
483 2.9
414 8.5
3855 79 .4
4858 100.0

a . . n 1"
Does not include "unknown'.
Unofficial cases and informal adjustments are shown together
under the informal adjustment category in FY 1974-75.
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FY 1975-76
NO. o
183 3.7
986  20.0
476 9.7
3282 66.6
4927 100.0

I
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o
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FY 197475
NO. A
o: o.o:
1052°  21.5
706 1h.4
3136 64.1
4894  100.0



ADULT:

Homicide
Assault
Kidnap

Sex Offenses

Other Persons, Misd.

TOTAL OFFENSES
AGAINST PERSONS

Arson

Burglary

Roitery

Theft

Crim. Mischief

Crim. Trespass

Other Property
Crimes
TOTAL OFFENSES
AGAINST PROPERTY

Forgery
Fraud
Narcotics
Drugs
Other

TOTAL

STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION? BY OFFENSE

TABLE XII

STATE TOTALS

FY 1974=75 - FY 1976-77

FY 1976-77 FY 1975-76
NO. A No. .z
48 .7 80 1.0
382 5.8 485 5.9
13 .2 11 .2
181 2.7 183 2.2
346 5.2 380 4.6
970 14.6 1139 13.9
50 .8 42 .5
687 10.3 892 10.9
149 2.2 177 2.2
1236 18.6 1448 17.6
144 2.2 150 1.8
222 3.3 245 3.0
384 5.8 479 5.8
2872 43.2 3433 41.8
241 3.6 298 3.6
182 2.8 650 7.9
240 3.6 568 6.9
320 4.8 324 4.0
1822 27.4 1793 21.9
6647  100.0 8205 100.0

8poes not include "unknown".
Misdemeanor assaults are shown under the assault category in

FY 1974-75.
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FY 1974-75
No. A
92 1.3
781°  10.8
21 .3
66 .9

0 0.0
960  13.3
25 .3
622 8.6
158 2.2
1658  23.0
73 1.0
192 2.7
0 0.0
2728  37.8
271 3.8
600 8.3
1247  17.3
182 2.5
1226  17.0
7214 100.0



0-17
18~20
21-24
25-29
30-39
40+

TOTAL

MEAN AGE

ADULT:

TABLE XIII

STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION® BY AGE

STATE TOTALS

FY 1974-75 - FY 1976~77

FY 1976-77
NO. A
53 9
1097 17.8
1771 28.8
1204 19.6
1141 18.5
883 14.4
6149  100.0
28 .4

8poes not include "unknowm".

ADULT:

District Court
County Court

TOTAL

TABLE XIV

FY 1975-76
No. 7
76 1.0
1563  19.5
2160  26.9
1675  20.9
1475  18.4
1070  13.3
8019 100.0
28.1

STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION® BY COURT OF CONVICTION
STATE TCTALS
FY 1974-75 - FY 1976-77

FY 1976-77
RO A
4829  57.6
3551 42.4
8380  100.0

8noes not include "unknown".
Incudes PR bond supervision cages.
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FY 1975-76
NO. %

4654 56 .8
3546 43.2

8200 100.0

FY 1974-75
¥0. 7=
38 .5
1807 23.9
2206  29.2
1425 18.9
1141 15,1
935 12.4
7552 100.0

27.6
FY 1974=75
N _T
4553 59.4
3106 40 .6
7659 * 100.0
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STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION BY ETHNICITY

JUVENILE
66. 4%
3042 25,59
1169
7.3% 8y
337 | 36
WHITE CHICANO  BLACK OTHER

TABLE XV

FY 1976-77

63.8%
ADULT
5132
25.29%
2027 10.0%
79
WHITE CHICANO BLACK OTHER



TABLE XVI TABLE XVII

_28_

JUVENILE: STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION BY STATUS ADULT: STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION
; BY COURT OF CONVICTION
FY 1976-77 ' ' FY 1976-77
57.6%
79.4%
42.4%
3855 4829 3551
8.5% 9.9%
2.2%
414 483 106
-
DELINQ. CHINS INFL. ADJ. UNOFFICIAL - DISTRICT COUNTY
COURT COURT






TABLE XVIII

STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION BY SEX

FY 1976-77
84,3%
JUVENILE ADULT
79.7%
7068

3850 15.7%

20.3%

983 1312
MALE  FEMALE MALE FEMALE
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TABLE XIX
STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION BY AGE

FY 1976-77
28,8%
JUVENILE I APULT
{
19, 6%
S 17.8% -7 18.5%
22.3% 21.9% 21.8% ‘ | |
‘ i . 1 I | | [14.4%
16. 5% I
10.3% | '
1023|1003 | 996 ~ 1097 | 1771 | 1204 | 1147 | 883
3.09 4-0%1 470 1 756 R 99
147 |184 | | 33
0-12 13 14 15 16 17 . 18+ T0-17 18~ 2]- 25- 30- 4O+
20 24 29 39 -
AGE g AGE

.
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|/ TABLE XX
JUVENILE PROBATION
STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION BY OFFENSE

FY 1976-77
-t I
535 ~ 5
Qﬁﬁef 5L ‘3<§
?\g& of® ~
ee¥ =
3\ =3
) o
<
0
wn

Other Offenses Offenses Against

526 " Property
11.5% '
3104
68.1%
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TABLE XXI

ADULT PROBATION
STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION BY OFFENSE

FY 1976-77

Forgery/
Fraud

423
6.4% ;

Drugs/
Narcotics

560

Offenses Against
Persons

970
14.6%

Offenses Against
Property

2872

43,2%

Qther Offenses
1822
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TABLE XXII

JUVENILE: STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION BY STATUS

FY 1976-77
UNOFFICIAL INFORMAL CHINS DELINQ. TOTAL
DIST. NO. % NO. 4 NO. A NO. % NO. 7%

-

1 0 0.0 16 1.8 77 8.7 789 89.5 882 100.0
2 22 2.6 3 .3 51 5.9 787 91.2 863 100.0
3 0 0.0 32 76.2 2 4.8 8 19.0 42  100.0
4 47 8.4 0 0.0 3 .6 507 91.0 557 100.0
5 4 12.1 11 33.3 0 0.0 18 54.6 33 100.0
6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 30 100.0 30 100.0
7 0 0.0 2 8.0 10 40.0 13 52.0 25 100.0
8 1 .7 2 1.3 13 8.8 132 89.2 148 100.0
9 0 0.0 10 27.0 0 0.0 27 73.0 37 100.0
10 0 0.0 60 1l.6 9 1.8 447 86.6 516 100.0
11 7 3.1 180 79.3 18 7.9 22 9.7 227 100.0
12 1 1.5 8 12.3 10 15.4 46  70.8 65 100.0
13 0 0.0 I 1.6 4 6.3 58 92.1 63 100.0
14 0 0.0 7 12.3 4 7.0 46  80.7 57 100.0
15 16 35.5 0 0.0 3 6.7 26 57.8 45 100.0
16 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 10.0 45  90.0 50 100.0
17 1 .2 8 1,7 8L 16.9 390 81.2 480 100.0
18 1 4 0 0.0 19 8.3 210 91.3 230 100.0
19 0 0.0 3 3.1 9 9.3 85 87.6 97 100.0
20 6 5.4 23 20.9 29  26.4 52 47.3 110 1o00.¢
21 0 0.0 117  39.1 67 22.4 115 38.5 299 100.0
22 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 2 100.0
STATE

TOTAL 106 2.2 483 9.9 414 8.5 3855 79.4 4858 100.0
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CRIM.
MISCHIEF

THEFT

ROBBERY

BURGLARY

TABLE XXIII
FY 1976-77
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STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION BY OFFENSE
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(Cont'd)

TABLE XXIII

TOTAL

NO.

OTHER

No.

DELINQ.
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TOTAL

4556 100.0 308

7.1

441 9.7 169 3.7 324

1.7

2.0 78

92

33

6.9

313



TABLE XXIV

JUVENILE: STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION BY SEX

FY 1976~77
MALE FEMALE TOTAL
DIST. No. Z_ NO. A No. . 2 UNKNOWN
1 695 80.0 174 20.0 869  100.0 13
2 711 82.6 150 17 .4 861 100.0 2
3 32 76.2 10 23.8 42 100.0 0
4 467 84.3 87 15.7 554  100.0 3
5 32 97.0 1 3.0 33 100.0 0
6 25 83.3 5 16.7 30 100.0 0
7 23 92.0 2 8.0 25  100.0 0
8 125 85.0 22 15.0 147  100.0 1
9 35 9.6 2 5.4 37  100.0 0
10 388 75.5 126 24.5 514 100.0 2
11 156 67.8 74 32.2 230 100.0 0
12 48 73.8 17 26.2 65 100.0 0
13 58  92.1 5 7.9 63 100.0 0
14 52 91.2 5 8.8 57 100.0 0
15 41 87.2 6 12.8 47  100.0 0
16 35 70.0 15 30.0 50 100.0 0
17 382 80.1 95 19.9 477 100.0 3
18 196 85.2. 34 14.8 23¢  100.0 0
19 89 91.8 8 8.2 97  100.0 0
20 75 72.1 29 27.9 104  100.0 6
21 183 61.2 116 38.8 299  1060.0 1
22 2 100.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0
STATE

31

TOTAL 3850 79.7 983 20.3 4833  100.0
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TABLE XXV

JUVENILE: STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION BY ETHNICITY

FY 1976-77
WHITE BLACK CHICANO OTHER TOTAL
¥, _ %2 M. . No. 7 W. _%T ®WT_*%
724 93.8 1 .1 4 5.7 3 4772 100.0
241 28.6 252 29.9 339 40.3 10 1,2 842 100.0
6 14.3 2 4.8 34 80.9 0 0.0 42 100.0
380 69.5 57 10.4 107 19.6 3 .5 547 100.0
28 84.8 0 0.0 5 15.2 0 0.0 33 100.0
14 46.7 0 0.0 16  53.3 0 0.0 30 100.0
25 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 25  100.0
100 83.3 2 1.7 18 15.0 0 0.0 120 100.0
35  94.6 0 0.0 2 5.4 0 0.0 37 100.0
187  38.0 4 .8 301 61.2 0 0.0 492 100.0
213 93.0 0 0.0 13 5.7 3 1.3 229 100.0
10 15.6 0 0.0 54 84.4 0 0.0 64 100.0
4t 84.6 0 0.0 8 15.4 0 0.0 52 100.0
56 98.2 0 0.0 1 1.8 0 0.0 57 100.0
29 63.0 0 0.0 16 34.8 1 2.2 46 100.0
27 54.0 0 0.0 23 46.0 0 0.0 50 100.0
373  81.8 8 1.7 72 15.8 3 .7 456 100.0
210 91.7 9 3.9 10 4.4 0 0.0 229 100.0
45  46.9 1 1.0 50 52.1 0 0.0 96  100.0
52 81.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 12 18.7 64  100.0
241 80.6 1 .3 56 18.8 1 3 299 100.0
2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0
3042 66.4 337 7.3 1169  25.5 36 .8 4584  100.0
-91-
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TABLE XXVI

_26—

8Juveniles ten ‘years of age or under are being supervised by the probation department as dependency-neglect cases.
Eighteen~year olds under the supervision of the probation department committed the offense prior to their eighteenth birthday.

JUVENILE: STATEWIDE. DISTRLBUTION BY AGE
FY 1976~77
0-10° 11-12 13 14 15 16 17- 18+ TOTAL . MEAN
DIST. o _% M _% N, % NOL A o7 PS4 WY F- 7 No- 4 UNKNOWN AGE
1 3 WA 28 . 3.3 3% 4,0 100 1i.8 172 20.3 188 22.2 170 20.1 152 17.9 847 100.0 35 15.85
2 1 .1 22 2.7 27 3.3 85 18,5 116 144 171 21.2- 196 24.3 190 23.5 808 100.0 55 16.14
3 0 0.0 2 5.8 0 0.0 2 5.8 6 17.1 6 17.1 6 17.1 13 37.1 35 100.0 7 16,44
4 0 0.0 5 1.0 21 4.2 62 12.3 62 12,3 133  26.3 97 .19.2 125 24.7 505 100.0 52 16.14
5 0 0.0 0 0.0 ¢ 0.0 1 3.3 1 3.3 8 26.7 9 30.0 11 36.7 30 100.0 3 16.92
6 6 0.0 8 0.0 3 10.0 3 10.0 3 10.0 3 10.0 9 ' 30.0 9 30.0 300 100.0 0 16.47
7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 10.0 2 10.0 8  40.0 8 40.0 20 100.0 5 17.10
8 1 .7 o 0.0 1 .7 1 7.8 18 12.8 3 24.1 36 25.5 40 28.4 141 100.0 7 16.52
9 o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 5.7 0 0.0 2 5.7 17 48.6 14 40.0 35 100.0 2 17.18
10 2 4 27 5.5 33 6.7 50 10.2 88 18.0 97  19.8 98 - 20.0 95  19.4 490  100.0 26 15.75
11 5 2,2 16 7.1 12 5.3 23 10.2 33 14,7 40 17.8 5L 22.7 45 20.0 225 100.0 5 15.79
12 0 0.0 0 0.0 J 0.0 6 10.3 11 19.0 8 13,8 % 25,1 19 32.8 58  100.0 7 16.52
i3 T 16 4 6.7 0 0.0 6 10.0 10 16.7 8 13.3 15 25.0 16 26.7 60  100.0 3 16.13
14 0 0,0 0 0.0 2 4.2 5  10.4 5 10.4 5 10.4 19 39.6 12 25.0 45 100.0 9 16.47
15 0 0.0 o 0.0 6 13.0 6 13.0 7 15.2 11 24.0 9 19.6 7 15,2 46 100.0 1 15.71
16 0 0.0 2 4.4 2 4.4 6 13.3 6 13.3 16 35.6 5 1l.2 8 17.8 45  100.0 5 15.75
17 1 .2 7 1.5 12 2.6 9.6 92 20.1 106 23.2 92 20.1 104 22.7 458 100.0 22 16.13
18 0 0.0 5 2.3 5 2.3 16 7.4 37 17.0 52 24.0 52 24,0 50 23.0 217 '00.0 13 16.20
19 o 0.0 2 2.1 2 2.1 8 8.6 19 20.4 22 23.7 18 19.4 22 23.7 93 .00.0 4 16.12
20 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 6.1 0 0.0 29 29.6 46 46.9 17 17.4 0 0.0 98  100.0 12 15.7L
21 1 A 12 4.2 18 6.3 3% 11,8 39 13,5 64 22,2 64 . 22.2 56 19.4 288 100.0 12 15.87
22 o 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 6 6.0 1 50.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 15.67
STATE
TOTAL 15 3 132 2,9 18 4.0 470 10.3 756 16.5 1023 22.3 1003 21.9 996 21.8 4579  100.0 285 16.04






ADULT:

DISTRICT COURT

DIST. NO.
la 296
2 1250
3 104
4 930
5 74
6 71
7 47
8 106
-9 74
10 217
11 32
12 71
13 54
14 60
15 39
16 73
17 404
18 405
19 261
20 176
21 82
22 3
STATE
TOTAL 4829

38.1
67.5
97.6
86 .4
65.9
93.5
38.8
90.7
37.5
21.0
27.9
52.8
77.8
76.1
84.8
86.3
52.8
57.7
55.1
65.0
52.0
50.0

57.6

TABLE XXVII

FY 1976-77

COUNTY COURT

481 61.9
602 32.5
3 2.4
147 13.6
39 34.1
5 6.5
74 61.2
11 9.3
124 62.5
820 79.0
84 72.1
63 47.2
16 22.2
19 23.9
7 15.2
12 13.7
362 47.2
297 42.3
212 44.9
94 35,0
76 48,0
3 50.0
3551 42 .4

STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION BY COURT OF CONVICTION

TOTAL

o %
777 100.0
1852 160.0
107 100.0
1077 100.0
113 100.0
76 100.0
121 100.0
117 100.0
198 100.0
1037 100.0
116 100.0
134 100.0
70 100.0
79 100.0
46 100.0
85 100.0
766 100.0
702 100.0
473 100.0
270 100.0
158 100.0
6 100.0
8380 100.0

2pR bond supervision accounts for most of the county court cases,

-93-



TABLE XXVIII

STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION BY OFFENSE

ADULT :

FY 1976-77

OTHER
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SEX PERSONS,

ASSAULT KIDNAPPING OFFENSES
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TABLE XXVIII (Cont'd)

OTHER
CRIM. PROP.
TRESP. ~ _CRIMES __FORGERY FRAUD NARCOTICS DRUGS OTHER TOTAL
NO. % NO. %  NO. 4 NO. % NO. %  NO. % NO. % NO. "% UNKNOWN
17 2.6 47 7.0 13 2.0 18 2.7 13 2.0 55 8.2 285 42.7. 667 100.0 110
43 3.1 47 3.4 83 6.0 26 1.9 108 7.9 80 5.8 183 13.4 1367 100.0 485
0 0 5 11.9 1 2.4 4 9.5 1 2.4 1 2.4 7 1€.7 42 100.0 65
49 4.6 138 13.1 32 3.0 28 2.6 30 2.9 38 3.6 153 14.6 1051 100.0 26
2 2.4 4 4.9 1 1.2 4 4.9 0 0 4 4.9 21 25.6 82 100.0 31
1 1.6 4. 6.5 2 3.2 5 8.1 10 16.1 5 8.1 7 11.3 62 100.0 14
3 2.9 1 1.0 3 2.9 7 6.8 1 1.0 4 3.9 33 32.0 103 100.0 18
1 1.0 0 0 4 4.1 2 2.1 3 3.1 7 7.2 11 11.4 97 100.0 20
2 1.2 50 31.3 4 2.5 3 1.9 1 .6 10 6.2 50 31.3 160 100.0 38
10 1.2 43 5.2 15 1.8 26 2.9 12 1.5 22 2.6 396 47.7 830 100.0 207
3 2.9 4 3.9 4 3.9 9 8.6 0 o 6 5.8 45 43.3 104 100.0 12
1 .9 3 2.8 1 .9 2 1.9 2 1.9 0 o0 39 36.1 108 100.0 26
0 0 3 6.7 1 2.2 2 4.4 0 o0 3 6.7 8 17.8 45 100.0 25
2 3.0 8 11.9 2 3.0 2 3.0 0 o 10 14.9 13 19.4 67 100.0 12
5 15.2 5 15.2 0 0 0 o 0 0 5 15.2 1 3.0 33 100.0 13
7 9.6 6 8.2 3 4.1 3 4.1 0 0 0 0 8 10.9 73 100.0 12
41 8.4 3 .6 15 3,1 11 2.3 9 1.8 38 7.8 125 25.7 = 487 100.0 279
9 1.7 4 .7 33 6.1 15 2.8 10 1.8 13 2.4 180 33.2 542 100.0 160
6 1.5 1 .3 11 2,8 7 1.8 4 1.0 15 3.8 166 42.4 392 100.0 81
14 6.8 0 0 9 4.4 0 O 34 16.5 0 o 55 26.7 206 100.0 64
6 4.8 8 6.5 4 3.3 8 6.5 1 .8 4 3.3 36 29.3 123 100.0 35
0 0 0 0 0 o 2 33.2 1 16.7 U 0 0 6 100.0 0
222 3.3 384 5.8 241 3.6 8 1822 27.4 6647 100.0

182 2.8 240 3.6 320 . 4. 1733
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TABLE XXIX

STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION BY SEX

ADULT:
MALE
o %
674 86.7
1569 84.7
87 81.0
901 83.7
106 93.9
70 91.9
109 90.3
99 84.5
167 84.4
860 82.9
90 77.9
123 91.7
62 88.9
71 89.6
40 87.9
76 89.0
643 84.0
548 78.0
403 85.2
245 90.8
121 76 .4
4 72.7
7068 84.3

FY 1976-77

NO

103
283

20
176

12
18
31
177

1312

FEMALE

13.
15.
19,
16.

15,
15.
17.
22.

11,
10.
12,
11.
16.
22.
14,

23.
27.

15.

PN OO O NP RWHMHAUI N MWW W

NO.

777
1852
107
1077
113
76
121
117
198
1037
116
134
70
79
46
85
766
702
473
270
158

8380

TOTAL

|-

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
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STATE
TOTAL

TABLE XXX
ADULT: STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION BY ETHNICILTY
FY 1976-77
WHITE BLACK CHICANO OTHER TOTAL
NO. % ¥o. % Yo. Z  No. % NO. %  UNK.
666  86.5 21 2.7 75 9.8 8 1.0 770  100.0 7
675 = 40.0 413 24.4 570 33.8 30 1.8 1688 100.0 164
33 30.8 5 4.7 69  64.5 0 0.0 107 100.0 0
732 70.8 164  15.8 127 12.3 11 1.1 1034 100.0 43
94  83.2 1 .9 17  15.0 1 .9 113 100.0 0
49 - 65.3 4 5.3 20  26.7 2 2.7 75  100.0 1
89 73.6 0 0.0 32 26.4 0 0.0 121 .00.0 0
89 76.1 4 3.4 20 17.1 4 3.4 117  100.0 0
189  95.5 1 .5 5 2.5 3 1.5 198 100.0 0
354  38.4 29 3.2 537  58.3 1 .1 921 100.0 116
108 93.1 0 0.0 8 6.9 0 0.0 116 100.0 0
38 28.6 3 2.2 92  69.2 0 0.0 133 100.0 1
58 86.6 0 0.0 9 13.4 0 0.0 67 100.0 3
77 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 77 100.0 2
35 76.1 ) 0.0 11 23.9 0 0.0 46  100.0 0
30  35.3 0 0.0 55  64.7 0 0.0 85  100.0 0
563  73.5 55 7.2 134 17.5 14 1.8 766  100.0 0
596 85.0 9  13.4 8 1.2 3 A 701  100.0 1
299  63.2 5 1.1 169  35.7 0 0.0 473  100.0 0
228 84.4 1 A 40 14,8 1 N 270 100.0 0
126 80.3 3 1.9 27 17.2 1 .6 157  100.0 1
4 66.7 0 0.0 2 33,3 0 0.0 6 100.0 0
5132  63.8 803 10.0 2027 25.2 79 1.0 8041 100.0 339
-97-




TABLE XXXT

ADULT: STATEWIDE DISTRIBUTION EY AGE

FY 1976-77

0-17 18-20 21-24 25-29 30-39 40+ TOTAL MEAN.

DIST. §O. A §o- % Noo Z NoT Z §o. A NO. A NO. 4 UNKNOWN AGE

1 20 3.1 99 15.4 178 27.6 117 18.1 127 19.7 104 16.1 645 100.0 132 28.71

2 6 .5 198 16,3 340 28.0 259 21.3 261 21.5 150 12.4 1214 100.0 638 28.40

3 0 0.0 1 4.5 8 36.4 3 13.6 8 36.4 2 9.1 22 100.0 85 29.59

4 2 .2 247 23.8 331 5L.9 202 19.4 135 13.0 122 11.7 1039 100.0 38 26.95
5 0 0.0 9 1.7 28 36.3 22 28.6 15 19.5 3 3.9 77 100.0 36 26.65

6 0 0.0 16 27.6 17 29.3 14 24,1 8 13.8 3 5.2 58 100.0 18 25.63

& 7 2 2.2 22 23.9 23 25.0 20 217 14 15.2 11 12.0 92 100.0 29 27.57
@ 8 0 0.0 12 12,5 34 35.4 24 25.0 20 20.8 6 6.3 96  100.0 21 26.66
9 2 1.3 35 22.3 36 22.9 32 20.4 32 20.4 20 12.7 157 100.0 41 27.77

10 - 12 1.5 138 16.9 185 22.7 141 17.3 158 19.3 182 22.3 816  100.0 221 30.63

11 1 1.0 23 22.3 26 25.3 9 8.7 2 23.3 20 19.4 103  100.0 13 29.31

12 0 0.0 19  18.4 26 23.3 26 25.3 18 17.5 16 15.5 103 100.0 31 28.94

13 0 0.0 11 26.8 9  22.0 6 14.6 11 26.8 4 9.8 41 100.0 29 28.07

14 0 0.0 8  12.3 21 32.3 13 20.0 15 3.1 8 12.3 65 100.0 14 28.36

15 0 0.0 6 18.2 13 39.4 8 24.2 1 3.0 5 15.2 33 100.0 13 26.64

16 0 0.0 19 27.1 22 31.4 10 14.3 13 18.6 6 8.6 70 100.0 15 26.10

17 4 8 63 13.0 159 32.8 95 19.6 91 18.8 73 15.0 485  100.0 281 28.85

18 3 .6 96 18.1 136 25.6 103 19.4 102 19.2 91 17.1 531  100.0 171 29.50

19 1 .6 27 15.6 60 34.7 28 16.2 34 19.6 23 13.3 173 100.0 300 27.9

20 0 0.0 30 14.8 82  40.4 50  24.6 25 12.3 16 7.9 203 100.0 67 26.73

21 0 0.0 17 14.2 37 30.8 21 17.5 28 23.3 17 14.2 120 100.0 38 29.09

22 0 0.0 1 16.7 2 33.2 1 16.7 1 16.7 1 16.7 6 100.0 0 25.50

STATE ;
TOTAL 53 .9 1097 17.8 1771 28.8 1204 19.6 1141 18.5 883 14.4 6149  100.0 2231 28.44
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DETAILED PROFILE OF ADULT AND JUVENILE CLIENTS
IN COLORADO PROBATION DEPARTMENTS

Introduction

To establish a data base for the future assess-
ment of both probation population trends and recidivism
rates, a fairly extensive survey of probationer charac-
teristics was made of all judicial districts. Adult
caselcads in all judicial districts and juvenile caseloads
in thirteen districts were sampled. The data collected
included demographic variables, socioeconomic information,
and prior criminal history. 1In the future, the relation-
ships between these and other variables to probation ter-
mination type, revocation, and new charge will be analyzed.

Procedure

Sample Selection

The population from which the sample of adult
probationers was selected was persons placed on probation
between January 1, 1975 and December 31, 1975. For the
juvenile information, cases from eight of the districts
(5th, 6th, 9th, 11th, 13th, 15th, 16th, 22nd) were se-
lected from cases placed or probation during the same time
period. For the remaining five districts, the time period
was calendar year 1974. The different time periods were
originally selected for comparison purposes; statistical
analyses, however, indicated that the variable of year was
not significant. For discussion, then, the juvenile data
are combined. The sample sizes vary from district to dis-
trict, and are shown in the tables on the following pages.

Data Collection Source and Variable Definitions

The source from which the data were gathered was
either the pre-sentence investigation or the social sum=
mary. Although these were found to be the best sources,

~99-



District
1
2
4

W @~ o w

10
11
i2
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

TOTAL

TABLE XXXII

ADULT PROBATION
"SAMPLE DISTRIBUTIONS BY DEPARTMENT

Percent of Total Placed

Sample Total on Probation
148 21 697
149 10 1504
141 18 780

37 100 37
87 100 87 .
44 100 44
100 100 100
161 100 161
140 16 875
34 100 34
69 100 69
58 100 58
56 100 56
21 160 21
35 100 35
145 23 625
150 15 991
138 100 138
144 100 144
135 99 140

2016 29 6596

~100~
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District

o o Ut N

11
13
15
16
17
18
19

TOTAL

TABLE XXXIII

JUVENILE PROBATION

SAMPLE DISTRIBUTIONS BY DEPARTMENT

Percent of

Total Placed

Sample Total on Probation
126 18 706
109 15 711

27 100 27
54 100 54
55 100 55
121 100 121
59 100 59
39 100 39
78 100 78
126 20 616
126 36 352
96 50 193
30 100 30
465 15 3041
-101~



record-keeping policies vary among departments, and some
information was not included consistently unless a social
summary or pie-sentence report had been prepared. 1In
juvenile cases, social summaries are almost never prepared
for informal adjustment cases. For this reason, informa-
tion regarding informal adjustments was not included in
the sample. For adults, deferred prosecution and deferred
sentencing cases did not have complete information, but,
because of the high occurrence of this type of sentence,
were included.

For both adult and juvenile cases, all of the
variables refer to the period of the probationer's life
during which he was investigated for sentencing disposi-
tion.

Information concerning the following variables
was collected:

1) Personal characteristics of probationers:

Sex

Age

Ethnicity

Marital status

Number of dependents
Educational background
Occupational classification
Employment status

Source of Support (adult only)

é) Offense information:

Court of conviction
Offense for which convicted
Type of sentence

3) Prior criminal history:

Prior felony arrests
Prior misdemeanor arrests
Prior probation terms
Prior status arrests (juveniles only)
Institutionalizations:
Prior county jail
Prior reformatory or penitentiary
Prior mental institutionalization
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4) Family information (for Jjuveniles only):

Parents' marital status
Number of siblings
Father's occupation
Father's employment status
Child's living arrangement

Most of the variables are self-explanatory, with
the following exceptions:

Ethnicity:
"Anglo" refers to all those not classified
as Spanish-surnamed, Black, or Other.
"Other" refers to any other ethnicity,
primarily Indians and Orientals.

Occupation:

"Blue-collar"” refers to laborers,
assemblers, heavy equipment operators, cab
drivers, all unskilled and skilled labor,
services, and craftsmen.

"Military" includes both enlisted and career
men.

"White-collar" refers to sales, clerical,
managerial and professional categories.

Court of conviction:

The court in which disposition was deter-
mined.

Offenses for which convicted:

For adult, offenders who were placed on
probation through a deferred prosecution
are included in the sample. In these
casesg, offenses for which the deferred
prosecution was granted are listed.

The same situation applies for juveniles on
continued petitions.

Severe traffic:

Includes, almost exclusively, Driving Under
the Influence, Driving With Ability
Impaired, Hit-and-Run, Eluding an
Officer, and Reckless Driving.

~-103~



Summary: Profile of Adult Probationers

Interestingly, although this population is from
an earlier time period than the information collected and
contained in the previous Survey Report of Colorado Proba-
tion (FY 1975-76), it is much the same as fdr as age, sex,
ethnicity, type of offense, and court of conviction are
concerned. The typical probationer in all jurisdictions
is male and fairly young, with the 13th District having
the youngest average age (24.0 years old), and the 1l4th
District the oldest (32.9 years o0ld). The mean age over-
all is 26.9. 1In fifteen districts, the probationer is
most likely to be Anglo. In six districts, the 7th, 10th,
12th, 16th, 19th, and 22nd, over one-third of the proba-
tion population is Spanish-surnamed. Only in the 2nd and
4th is the percentage of Blacks substantial; that is, over
ten percent.

In terms of family situations, probationers have
a somewhat similar history of disrupted marriages,with the
statewide average being 14 percent divorced. The percen-~
tage of probationers who are single is substantial (44
percent overall). Those who are married account for ap-
proximately one-third of the cases. Most probationers do
not have children. The 10th District has the fewest pro-
bationers without children (45 percent), and the 20th Dis-
trict has the highest (77 percent). For the 20th Dis-
trict (Boulder), this is probably due to the presence of
the University of Colorado, and the greater number of
younger people in that county.

With respect to educational background, there is
not a large differsnce among the districts studied. The
average orade level achieved ranges from 10.2 in the 22nd
to 12.2 in the 9th District. The differences in the per-
centage of those who do not have a high school education,
however, is dramatic. Overall, approximately half of the
cases had at least a high school diploma. In four dis-
tricts, however, the 13th, 16th, 17th, and 22nd, only
about a third of the probationers had graduated from high
school.

When examining oc¢cupation, 57 percent of the
total are in the blue-collar group, with the proportions
for most of the districts closely clustered around that.
The exception to this is the 4th, where 25 percent are in
the military. This is due to the presence of four major
military installations in El Paso County. Many (50 per-
cent of more) are employed at the beginning of probation.
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The unemployment rate is about 30 percent, with three dig-
tricts (7th, 12th, and 22nd) having substantially more
probationers unemployed. These data are substantiated by
information concerning source of support. Over half of
the probationers support themselves through full-time
work. In four districts, however (2nd, 10th, 12th, and
22nd), the percentage on public assistance is 15 percent
or higher, in comparison to 9 percent of the statewide
caseload.

The court of conviction varies somewhat, with
about two-thirds of the districts having a majority of
cases handled in district court. The 5th, 7th, 9th, 10th,
12th, and 18th districts have a majority sentenced in
county court.

Sentences in the jurisdictions are fairly sim—
ilar: most have approximately 40 percent of their pro-
bationers on formal probation. Suspended sentences are
prevalent in the 1lst, 4th, 7th, 10th, 1ith, 14th, and 15th
districts, with the range for these districts being from
17 to 30 percent of all dispositions. Deferred sentences
are used frequently, with 30 percent overall.

The offenses found to be most frequently repre-
sented vary somewhat among districts. Property crimes,
however, make up the largest percentage of most caseloads,
and account for 42 percent overall. The differences among
districts occur in the categories of ¢crimes against per-
sons, fraud cases, drugs, and traffic offenses. Overall,
crimes against persons represent only 13 percent of the
cases; two districts (14th and 19th) have considerably
more than that. The 4th and the 16th districts have
slightly more than one-fourth of their caseload placed on
probation for forgery and fraud; this is twice the overall
proportion. The statewide average for drug cases is 13
percent; four districts (2nd, 5th, 8th, 20th) have over
one-fifth of their cases in this category. However, it is
in the placing of traffic cases on probation in which the
most disparity occurs across the state. Overall, only 15
percent of the probation cases studied are traffic offen-
ses. 7 In four districts, however, the percentage ranges
from:25 percent (12th District) to 40 percent (18th
District). Statewide, 50 percent of the defendants are
placéd on probation for a misdemeanor or traffic offense,
23 péxcent for a class five felony, and only 26 percent
for a |class “our felony. Thus, many of the probationers
statewide are clearly not under supervision for serious
crimes.
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This is substantiated by the data on prior crim-
inal involvement. Three~fourths of the population have no
prior arrests, for either felonies or misdemeanors. As
would be expected with such minimal records, prior proba-
tion terms and instituticnalizations are also minimal.
Approximately 83 percent have never been on probation, 90
percent have never been in jail, and 98 percent have never
been in either a reformatory or a penitentiary.

In summary, the typical probationer statewide is
male, young, and Anglo, and is probably single with no
children. He has a fifty-fifty chance of having a high
school diploma, is a blue-collar worker, and has a full-
time job at the onset of probation. He is probably self-
supporting. He is generally handled in district court,
and is placed on probation for a property crime. He has a
thirty percent chance of being granted a deferred judgment
or prosecution. He has no prior record or institutionali-
zations. Thus, this population is primarily composed of
first-time, non-violent offenders, with a personal situa-
£idn not indicative of chaos.

In terms of socio-demographic data, there are
many commonalities. The differences in demographic infor-
mation seem to be related to the differences between geo-
graphical population characteristics.

Summary: Profile of Juvenile Probationers

As was true of adult probationers, there are more
similarities than differences among juvenile probationers
in different districts. Most (83 percent) of the proba-
tioners are male, with only the 17th District having a
substantial proportion of females (37 percent). Most are
approximately fifteen years old. Ethnicity, however,
shows differing results by district. Overall, approxi-
mately two-thirds of the population is Angloc, and the
remainder mostly Spanish-surnamed (28 percent). 1In the
2nd, 6th, and 1l6th districts, the reverse is true:
approximately half are Spanish-surnamed. Further, one
quarter of the caseload in the 2nd District is Black.

In education, however, probationers are all very
similar: the average level completed is approximately
eight and half years of school; the range is from 8.3
years of school to 9.9 years. Further, around two-thirds.
are attending school full-time. Overall, the probationers
seem not to have many alcohol or drug problems, with only
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three percent indicating any difficulties. In three dis-
tricts (5th, 13th, and 22nd), 10 to 24 percent mentioned
alcohol as a problem. The actual numbers are quite small,
however, making absolute conclusions difficult.

Some indices of the probationers' family life.
indicate stability. Although 27 percent of natural
parents are divorced, the juvenile is usually living in a
two-parent household (50 to 80 percent). Only in 21 per-
cent of the cases is a juvenile living in a one-parent
home. The only district with a high percentage placed
under the care of Social Services was the 11lth (14 per-
cent). On the whole, then, the living situation of proba-
tioners does not substantiate the typical myth of the
broken home. The majority (50 to 75 percent) of family
heads are classified as either blue-collar, service, or
craftsmen positions, with only the 18th District having
less than that: only 33 percent fall into those cate-
gories. Conversely, the family heads of probationers in
the 18th District represent the highest percentage of
white collar workers (44 percent), with the lst and 9th
districts having almost the same proportion. The other
districts range from approximately 4 to 30 percent white
collar workers. The head of the household is usually
employed full-time, with the percentage overall being 78
percent. Most of the districts cluster around that
figure, with the 22nd being much lower. Here, however,
the raw numbers are very low (3). Once again, because of
this, definitive statements cannot be made.

The previous arrest records are fairly light,
with most districts having only around 20 percent of the
probationers previously arrested for a felony. The 2nd
District, however, has 53 percent of the probationers with
one or more prior felony arrests. Previous misdemeanor
arrests also show somewhat similar results, with the 2nd
and 18th districts being high (more than 45 percent with
one or more previous misdemeanor arrest) and the others
being low (40 percent or less). Prior status-related
arrests show different results. Here, the 18th District
is highest (54 percent with one or more), while the rest
of the districts range from 20 to 30 percent. Prior
probation terms and institutionalization are very minimal
for all districts.

Property offenses constitute the category for
which most probationers are placed under supervision.
Approximately 60 percent of all probationers are placed on
probation for a property crime, such as theft or burglary.
Overall, about 22 percent are placed on probation for
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status offenses. The districts where this does not hold
true are the 5th, 1lth, and 17th. In the 5th, 33 percent
of the cases are traffic-related, while in both the 1llth
and 17th over half the cases are for status offenses.

Type of handling shows similar results: most districts
have a majority (from 64 to 100 percent) delinquency
cases, with the percent of sustained petitions varying
from district to district. The 17th District, however,
shows a fifty-fifty breakdown between CHINS and delingquen-
cy cases. The 1llth was unable to be analyzed because of
keypunch errors. The percentage of CHINS petitions over-
all is 17 percent, with most of these sustained petitions.

In summary, then, the typical juvenile proba-
tioner is male, around 15 years old and probably Anglo.
He is in the eighth grade and is currently attending
school. He lives with his parents, both of whom are prob-
ably his natural parents, in a rather large family. The
head of the household is employed full-time, usually in a
blue-collar position. The probationer has a fairly light
record, does not have a drug or alcohol problem, and has
been put on probation for a property crime as a result of
a delinquency petition. The similarities between dis-
tricts are more pervasive than the differences. Once
again, differences in probationer characteristics are re-

flective of community differences.
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DISTRICT

lst
2nd
4th
5th
6th
7th
8th
9th
10th
11th
12th
13th
1l4th
15th
16th
17th
18th
19th
20th
21st
22nd

STATE TOTAL

ADULT:

January 1,

MALE
M. %
118 79.7
115 77 .2
122 86.5

32 88.9
79 91.9
36 81.8
93 93.0
133 82.6
116 83.5
30 88.2
62 89.9
50 86.2
50 - 89.3
18 85.7
30 85.7
124 85.5
124  82.7
106 76.8
130 90.3
104 77.0
18 75.0
1690 84.0

TABLE XXXIV

DISTRIBUTION BY SEX

1975 - December 31, 1975

§

FEMALE TOTAL
30 20.3 148 100.
34 22.8 149 100.
19 13.5 141 100.

4 11.1 36 100.

7 8.1 86 100.

8 18.2 44 100.

7 7.0 100 100.
28 17 .4 161 100.
23 16.5 139 100.
4 11.8 34 100.

7 10.1 69 100.

8 13.8 58 100,

6 10.7 56 100.

3 14.3 21 100,

5 14.3 35 100.
21 14.5 145 100.
26 17.3 150 100.
32 23.2 138 100,
14 9.7 144 100,
31 23.0 135 100.

6 25.0 24 100,

323 16.0 2013 100.
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18-19
DISTRICT No.T %
lst 3 23.8
2nd 25 16.9
bth 31 22.9
5th 7 21.9
6th 12 15.8
7th 12 4l.4
Bth 19 19.6
9th 35 22.6
4 10th 2 16.2
= 11th 6 20.6
' 12th 12 19.0
13th 13 26.5
l4th 7 12.7
15tk 7334
16tk g8 25.8
17th 2% 16.6
18th 21 4.1
19th 31 22.5
20th 27 18.7
21st 28 26.7
22nd 9 42.9

STATE TOTAL 390

20.5 -

24
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TABLE XXXV

ADULT: DISTRIBUTION BY AGE

January 1, 1975 - December 31, 13975

22-23 24~-25 26-27 28-29 30-39
P P T T S P S P
13 9.1 10 7.0 6 4.2 10 7.0 28 19.6
15 10.2 26 17.5 13 8.8 9 6.1 21 14.2
15 11.1 10 7.4 14 10.3 8 5.9 19 4.1
4 12.5 3 9.4 5 15.7 0 0.0 6 18.8
6 7.9 10 13.2 8 10.5 3 3.9 7 9.2
2 6.9 1 3.4 0 0.0 2 6.8 5 17.2
15 15.5 9 9.3 6 6.2 7 7.1 12 12.4
20 12.9 14 9.1 11 7.1 8 5.2 26 16.7
11 8.1 11 8.0 4 3.0 6 4.4 31 22.8
2 6.9 4 13.7 4 13,7 1 3.4 6 20.7
9 14.3 6 2.5 6 9.5 3 4.8 13 20.6
6 12.3 4 8.1 2 4.1 3 6.1 3 6.1
11 20.0 6 10.9 6 10.9 1 1.8 12 21.8
2 9.5 3 14.3 3 14.3 1 4.8 2 9.5
2 6.4 2 6.5 3 9.7 4 13,0 6  13.4
15 10.3 8 5.5 7 4.9 11 7.6 27 18.6
16 10.7 15 10.0 16 10.7 4 2.7 24 16.1
17 12.3 11 8.0 18 13.0 6 4.3 21 15.2
15 10.5 14 9.7 13 9.1 14 9.7 23 16.0
11 10.5 9 8.6 4 3.8 6 5.7 18 17.1
0 0.0 0 0.0 2 9.5 1 4.8 2 9.6
207 10.9 176 9.3 151 7.1 108 5.7 312 - 16.4
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145
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MEAN

27.36
27 .49
29.16
24.91
24.03
25.24
24 .48
29.67
28.96
27 .48
29,02
24.00
32.93
2443
26.26
27.48
30.88
27.12
24.62
26.20
26.43

26.87
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DISTRICT

1st
2nd
4th
5th
6th
7th
8th
9th
10th
11th
12th
13th
14th
15th
16th
17th
18th
19th
20th
21st
22nd

¥

ANGI.O
124  85.5
87 58.4
87 69 .0
29 93.5
65 77.4
27 64.3
85 86.7
129 93.5
55 39.6
24 82.8
20 29 .4
40 8l.6
52 92.9
17 81.0
16 45.7
96 66.2
126 84.0
93 68.9
119 82.6
110 87.3
10

STATE TOTAL. 1411

47.6
73.1

NO. % NO.

TABLE XXXVI

ADULT: DISTRIBUTION BY ETHNICITY

January 1, 1975 - December 31, 1975

BLACK CHICANO OTHER
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%

- Seimtccs

5

2
38
24

17
24
15
1
17
15
10
3
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8
3
4
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O
145
149
126
31
84
42
98
138
139
29
68
49
56
21
35
145
150
135
144
126
21

1931

z

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.C
160.0
100.0
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SINGLE
DIST. NOT %
1 64 441
2 6L 43.0
3 56  40.9
4 17 56.7
5 40 51.9
A 6 9  40.9
> 7 %0 52.6
! 8 87 59.6
9 50 35.7
10 12 40.0
11 19  35.8
12 22 47.8
13 23 43.4
14 9 47.4
15 18 51.4
16 48  33.6
17 58  38.9
18 54  39.4
19 76  52.8
20 46  40.0
21 9 47 4
STATE
TOTAL 831 44.1
S N mm om =

ADULT :

TABLE XXXVII

DISTRIBUTION BY MARITAL STATUS

Janpary 1, 1975 - December 31, 1975

MARRIED
oo %
51 35.2
44  29.5
52  38.0
10 33.3
24 31,2
11 50.0
35 36.9
34 23.2
52 37.1
12 40.0
22 41.5
14 30.5
20 37.7
6 31.6
13 37.1
64 44,8
47 31.6
58 42.3
44 30.6
43 37.4
6 31.6
. 662 35.1
N

WIDOWED SEPARATED DIVORCED
Lo S S
3 2.1 8 5.5 19 13.1
0 0.0 13 8.7 28 18.8
0 0.0 13 9.5 16 11.7
0 0.0 0 0.0 3 10.0
2 2.6 3 3.9 8 10.4
0 0.0 0 0.0 2 9.1
0 0.0 4 4,2 "6 6.3
1 .7 6 4.1 18 12.3
2 1.4 8 5.7 28 20.0
0 0.0 2 6.7 4 13.3
0 0.0 3 5.7 9 17.0
0 0.0 6 i3.¢ 4 8.7
0 0.0 1 1.9 9 17.0
0 0.0 3 15.8 1 5.3
0 0.0 2 5.7 2 5.7
2 1.4 10 7.0 19 13.3
3 2.0 13 8.7 28 18.8
0 6.0 9 6.6 ‘16 11.7
0 0.0, 5 3.5 19 13.2
1 .9 6 5.2 19 16.2
0 0.0 1 5.3 3 15.8
14 7 116 13.9

N
N
N
N
i

No. %

145
149
137
30
77
22
95
146
140
30
53
46
53
19
35
143
149
137
144
115
19

1884

TOTAL

=

Io

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
190.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
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TABLE XXXVIII

ADULT: DISTRIBUTION BY NUMBER OF CHILDREN
January 1, 1975 - December 31, 1975

0 1 2 3 4 5+ TOTAL
DIST. ~ No. ~ % No. ~ % NO. T Z NO. T % NO. T Z NO.T % MO~ %2 UMK,

1 86 61.0 24 17.0 18 12.8 5 3.5 3 2.1 5 3.5 141 100.0 7

2 90 64.3 21 15.0 14 10.0 10 7.1 3 2.1 2 1.4 140 100.0 9

3 68 51.1 24 18.0 21 15.8 12 9.0 5 3.8 3 2.3 133 100.0 8

4 18 66.7 7 25.9 0 0.0 1 3.7 1 3.7 0 6.0 27 100.0 10

5 46  62.2 17 23.0 5 6.8 4 5.4 1 1.4 1 1.4 74 100.0 13

6 13 61.9 6 28.6 0 6.0 2 9.5 0 0.0 e 0.00 21 100.0 23

L 7 62  65.3 16 16.8 9 9.5 4 4.2 3 3.2 1 1.1 95 100.0 5
w 8 95 69.9 21 15.4 6 4.4 9 6.6 2 1.5 3 2.2 136 100.0 25
! 9 58 45.0 22 17.1 16 12.4 8 6.2 9 7.0 16 12.5 129 100.0 11
10 15 62.5 4 16.7 2 8.3 0 0.0 2 8.3 1 4.2 24 100.0 10

11 26 55.3 9 19.1 8 - 17.0 3 6.4 1 2.1 0 0.0 47 100.0 22

12 28 62.2 11 24 .4 5 11.1 1 2.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 45 100.0 13

13 28 53.8 7 13.5 11  21.2 3 5.8 2 3.8 1 1.9 52 100.0 4

14 16 84.2 0 0.0 1 5.3 1 5.3 0 0.0 1 5.3 1g 100.0 2

15 21  61.8 4 11.8 2 5.9 3 8.8 1 2.9 3 8.8 34 100.0 1

16 68 48.2 30 21.3 19 13.5 10 7.1 10 7.1 4 2.8 141 100.0 4

17 78 53.1 19 12,9 15 10.2 21 14.3 9 6.1 5 3.4 147 100.0 3

18 67 49.3 22 16.2 15 11.0 15 11.0 12 8.8 5 3.7 136 100.0 2

19 109 77.3 13 9.2 11 7.8 5 3.5 3 2.1 0 0.0 141 100.0 3

20 58 55.2 - 21 20.0 12 11.4 8 7.6 3 2.6 3 3.9 105 100.0 30

21 9 52.9 1 5.9 2 11.8 3 17.6 1 5.9 1 5.9 17 100.0 7

STATE

~
i
~
[
w
O
wi
w
w

TOTAL 1059 58.7 299 16.6 192 10.6 128 .0 1804 100.0 212



DISTRICTS NO.

o

Lst
2st
4rd
5th
6th
7th
8th
9th
10th
11th
12th
13th
14th
15th
16th
17th
18th
19th
20th
21lst
22nd
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TABLE XXXIX

AD734 +  DISTRIBUTION BY ZDUCATION.
January ‘1, 1975 ~ Decembsr 31, 1975

1-6 7-9 10~-11 12 13+ TOTAL UNKNOWN
NO.T A NO % NOT - % NO 4 NO.T % NOT % “NO. MEAN
— - —— - . - iro— - ——— - ——— — a—— e
2 A 25  18.0 50 36.0 39 28.1 23 16.5 139 '100.0 9 11.19
5 3.3 28 18.8 55 36.9 41 27.5 20 13.5 149 .100.0 0 10,89
2 1.6 4 10.6 37 28.0 55 41.7 23 17.4 132 100.0 9 11.31
0 0.0 1 4.2 8 33.3 10 41.7 5 20.8 24 100.0 13 11.92
1 L.4 12 16.9 15 21.1 24 33.8 19 26.3 71 100.0 16 11,73
0 0.0 5 23.8 4 19.1 10 47.6 2 9.5 21 100.Q 23 11.33
L 1.4 8 1L.3 23 32.4 14 19.7 24 33.8 71 100.0 29 11.54
1 1.9 12 12.2 16 16.3 32 32.7 37 37.7 98 100.0 63 12.22
10 7.4 26 19.2 38 28.0 48 35.3 13 9.4 136 100.0 4 10.35
2 8.3 2 8.3 6 25.0 9 37.5 5 20.9 24 100.0 10 11.13
3 6.y 7 16.4 14 32.5 12 27.9 7 '16.3 43 '100.0 26 10.49
0 0.0 10 '32.2 11 35.5 9 29.0 1 3.2 31 100.0 27 10.65
0 0.0 4 8.2 8 16.3 31 63.3 6 12.1 49.100.0 7 11.84
2 10.5 5 26.4 4 21.1 7 36.8 .1 5.3 19- 100.0 2 10.11
0. 0.0 6 33.4 5 27.8 3 16.7 4 22.2 18 100.0 17 10.94
7 4.8 39 26.9 45 31.0 40 27.6 14 9.6 145 100.0 0 10..50
3 20 26 17.7 41 27.9 48 32.7 29 19.8 147 100.0 3 11.23
11 8. 17 12.9 37 28.0 33 25.0 33 25.1 132 100.0 6 10.89
1 3 23 16.2 35 24.7 40 28.2 43 30.3 142 100.0 2 11.66
3 3.3 9 9.5 24 . 25.5 36 38.3 22 23.4 94 100.9Q 41 11.37
T 6.7 5 31.3 4 25,0 4 25.0 2 12.5 16 100.0 8 10.19
5¢ ’ 284 16.6 480  28.2 545 32.0 333 19.7 1701 100.0 315 11.12
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TAELE XL

ADULT DISTRIBUTION BY OCCUPATION

January 1, 1975 - December 31, 1975

NORE FARMER B JUE COLLAR WHITE COLLAR HOUSEWIFE STUDENT MILITARY TOTAL
DISTRICTS M. % N % B £ R, £ Mo % MT % M. Z 0 M Z4 Uniow
1st 22 15.4 1 7 79 55.3 23 16.1 5 3.5 9 6.3 4 2.8 143 100.0 5
2nd 27 18.1 1 .7 75 50.3 30 20.1 7 4.7 8 5.4 1 .7 149 100.0 0
4th 12 8.8 1 .7 68  49.6 8 5.8 7 5.1 7 5.1 36  24.8 137 100.0 4
5th 1 3.2 0 0.0 25 80.6 4 12,9 1 3.2 0” 0.0 0 0.0 31" 100.0 6
6th 7 8.9 0 6.0 55 69.6 8 10.1 1 1.3 7 8.9 1 1.3 79 100.0 8
7th 3 12.5 4 16.7 11 45.9 0 0.0 1 4.2 5 20.8 0 0.0 . 24 100.0 20
8th 9 9.6 5 5.3 50 53.2 20 21.3 1 L.1 8 8.5 1 1.1 94 100.0 6
9th 5 3.3 6 4.0 93 62.0 22 14.7 3 2.0 19 12.7 2 1.4 150 100.0 11
LN 10th 21 15.3 2 1.5 86 62.8 7 5.1 11 8.0 7 5.1 3 2.2 137 100.0 3
b 1lth 1 3.6 2 7. 22 78.5 2 7.1 0 0.0 1 3.6 0 0.0 28 100.0 6
[ 12th 7 13.2 10 18.9 23 43.4 2 3.8 2 3.8 9 17.0 0 0.0 53 100.0 16
13th 4 8.3 9 18.8 29  60.5 3 6.3 1 2.1 1 2.1 1 2.1 48 100.0 10
14th 2 3.7 1 1.9 41 75.9 7 13.0 1 1.9 2 3.7 0 0.0 54 100.0 2
15th 2 1i.1 5 27.8 9 50.1 o] 0.0 2 11,1 0 0.0 0 0.0 18 100.0 3
16th 1 3.0 8 24.2 200 60.6 2 6.1 0 0.0 2 671 0 . 0.0 33 100.0 2
17th 30 21.0 1 .7 88 61.6 15 10.5 1 .7 7 4.9 1 .7 143 100.0 2
18th 29 19.3 0 0.0 90 60.0 20 13.3 -1 .7 6 4.0 4 2.7 150 100.0 0
+19th 46 33.6 10 7.3 51 37.2 19 13.9. 4 2.9 . 6 4.4 1 .7 137. -100,0 1
20th 37 25.7 5 3.5 73 50.7 12 8.3 2 1.4 15 10.4 0. 0.0 144 100.0 0
21st 6 4.8 5 4.0 78 62.9 10 8.1 5 4.0 19 15.3 1 .8 124 100.0 11
22nd 2 10.5 3 15.8 8 42.2 2 10.5 3 15.8 1 5.3 0 0.0 - 19 100.0 5
STATE TOTAL 274 14,5 79 4.2 174 56.8 216 11.4 59 3.1 139 7.3 54 2.8 1895 100.0 121



TABLE XLI

ADULT: DISTRIBUTION BY EMPLOYMENT STATUS

January 1, 1975 - December 21, 1975

UNEMPLOYED FULL-TIME PART-TIME SCHOOL ONLY TOTAL UNKNOWN
DISTRICT L A S PR S N R TN
» 1st 43  30.1 81 56.6 8 5.6 11 7.7 143 100.0 5
2nd 57 38.8 74 50.3 8 5.4 8 5.4 147 100.0 2
4th 50 36.0 74 53.2 7 5.0 8 5.7 139 100.0 2
5th 7 21.9 23 71.9 2 6.3 0 0.0 32 100.0 5
6th 21 28.8 32 43.2 18  24.6 2 2.8 73 100.0 14
7th 0 41.7 11 45.8 0 0.0 3  12.5 24 100.0 20
L 8th 20  20.4 63 64.3 8 8.2 7 7.1 98 100.0 2
> 9th 49 33,1 80 54.1 12 8.1 7 4.8 148 100.0 13
! 10th 49  35.8 65  47.4 12 8.8 11 8.0 137 100.0 3
11th 3 12.5 18 75.0 1 4.2 2 8.4 24 100.0 10
12th 25  47.2 23 43.4 3 5.7 2 3.8 53 100.0 16
13th 15 31.3 31 64.6 0 0.0 2 4.2 48 100.0 10
14th 10 19.6 30 58.8 9 17.7 2 3.9 51 100.0 5
15th 7  36.8 11 57.9 1 5.3 0 0.0 19 100.0 2
16th 8 23.5 21 61.8 4 11.7 1+ 2.9 34 100.0 1
17th 53 38.4 75 54.3 6 4.3 4 2.9 138 100.0 7
18th 49  32.7 89 59.3 3 2.0 9 6.0 150 100.0 0
19th 51  37.2 75  54.8 5 3.7 6 4.3 137 100.0 1
20th 3 25.0 84 58.3 9 6.3 15  10.4 144 100.0 0
21st 33  28.0 54  45.7 19 16.1 12 10.2 118 100.0 17
22nd 7  50.0 5 35.7 2  14.3 0 0.0 14 100.0 10
STATE TOTAL 603 32.2 1019 54.4 137 7.3 112 6.0

1871 100.0 145
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AR

DISTRICT

1st
2nd
4th
5th
6th
7th
8th
9th
10th
11th
12th
13th
14th
~15th
16th
17th
18th
19th
20th
21st
22nd

STATE TOTAL

NONE
21 14.7
22 14.8
19 13.9
2 6.3
4 5.6
3 12.5
10 10.2
23 16.2
4 3.0
1 4.3
9 17.6
7 15.2
5 10.2
4 21,1
2 6.1
23 16.1
26 17.3
29 21.2
23 16.1
9 7.9
0 0.0
246 13.3

FULL~TIME
NO. Z
82 57.3
70 47.0
75 54.7
23 71.9
34 47.9
11 45.8
64  65.3
78 54.9
64  48.1
19 82.6
21 41.2
25 54.3
29 59.2
8 42.1
19 57.6
77 53.8
87 58.0
74 54.0
86 60.1
46 40.4
4 33.3
996  53.9

DULT:

January 1, 1975 - December 31, 1975

TABLE XLII

5POT PUBLIC

PART-TIME  EMPLOYMENT  ASSISTANCE
Y. £ N ¥ w7
10 7.0 0 9.0 1 7.7
1 6.7 2 1.3 23 15.4
z 1.5 3 2.2 13 9.5
¢c 0.0 2 6.3 3 9.4
7 9.9 8 11.3 4 5.6
¢C 0.0 0 0.0 2 8.3
7 7.1 0 0.0 8 8.2
5 3.5 4 2.8 5 5.6
3 2.3 16 12.0 20 15.0
1 4.3 0 0.0 0 0.0
1 2.0 1 2.0 9 17.6
1 2.2 0 0.0 3 6.5
3 6.1 5 16.2 1 2.0
3 15.8 1 5.3 2 10.5
4 12.1 1 3.0 4 12.1
5 3.5 0 0.0 18 12.6
3 2.0 0 0.0 11 7.3
7 5.1 3 2.2 11 8.0
8 5.6 1 .7 10 7.0
3. 2.6 21 18.4 7 6.1
6 0.0 3 25.0 3 25.0
83 4.5 71 3.8 171 9.2

DISTRIBUTION BY SOQURCE OF SUPPORT

RELATIVES SPOUSE
Mo % Mo %
10 7.0 9 6.3
19 12.8 3 2.0
14 10.2 11 8.0
2 6.3 0 0.0
13 18.3 1 1.4
7 29.2 1 4.2
5 5.1 4 4.1
21 14.8 3 2.1
19 14.3 7 5.3
0 0.0 2 8.6
6 11.8 & 7.8
9 19.6 1 2.2
4 8.2 2 4.1
1 5.3 0 0.0
3 9.1 0 0.0
16 11.2 4 2.8
14 9.3 9 6.0
6 4.4 7 5.1
13 9.1 2 1.4
19 16.7 9 7.9
2 16.7 0 0.0
203 11.0 79 4.3

TOTAL
. % TR
143 100.0 5
149 100.0 0
137 100.0 4
32 100.0 5
71 100.0 16
24 100.0 20
98 100.0 2
142 100.0 19
133 100.0 7
23 100.0 11
51 100.0 18
46 100.0 12
49 100.0 7
19 100.0 2
33 100.0 2
143  100.0 2
150 100.0 0
137 100.0 1
143 100.0 1
114 100.0 21
12 100.0 12
1849 100.0 167



TABLE XLIII

DISTRIBUTION BY OFFENSE

ADULT:

January 1, 1975 -~ December 31, 1975
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TABLE XLIII (Cont'd)

AGAINST

AGAINST

FORGERY/

DRUGS
MISD.

DRUGS
FELONY

UNKNOWN

OTHER TOTAL

TRAFFIC

|

NO.

DISTRICT

0
0

148 100.0
149

5.4
4.0

14.9

22

4.7
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0.0
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TABLE XLIV

ADULT: DISTRIBUTION BY TYPE OF SENTENCE, BY COURT OF CONVICTION

January 1, 1975 - December 31, 1975

DISTRICT COURT COUNTY COURT
SUSP. DEF. DEF. SUSP. DEF. DEF, GRAND +
TOTAL SENTENCE PROBATION SENTENCE PROSECUTION TOTAL SENTENCE PROBATION SENTENCE PROSECUTION TOTAL

DISTRIGT N7 2z M. % M. % M, % M. % w7z M. % N % W % B, £ Moz WK

1st 97 66.4 28 19.2 49 33.6 14 9.6 6 4.1 49 33.6 6 4.1 22 15.1 12 8.2 9 6.2 146 100.0 2

2nd 147 100.0 2 1.4 50 34.0 59 40.1 36 24.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 147 100.0 2

4th 103 73.0 24 17.0 55 39.0 4 2.8 20 14.2 38 27.0 22 15.6 8 5.7 2 1.4 6 4.3 141 100.0 0

5th 18 52.9 2 5.9 8 23.5 3 8.8 5 14,7 16 47.1 5 14.7 5 14.7 5 14.7 1 3.0 34 100.0 3

6th 61 76.3 7 8.8 4 5.0 46 57.5 4 5.0 19 23.7 1 1.2 5 6.2 10 12.5 3 3.8 80 100.0 7

7th 12 28.6 - 10 23.8 1 2.4 1 2.4 0 0.0 30 71.4 8 19.1 9 21.4 4 9.5 9 21.4 42 100.0 2

. 8th 97 100.0 1 1.0 57 58.9 26 26.8 13 13.4 0 0.0 0] 0.0 0 0.9 0 0.0 0 n.g 97 100.0 3
38 9th 71 44.9 1 T .6 33 20.9 24 15.2 13 8.2 87 55.1 1 .6 27 17.1 35 22.2 24 15.2 158 .100.0 3
1 10th 59 42.7 38 27.5 0 0.0 18 13.0 2 2.2 79 57.3 20 14.5 26 18.9 25 18.1 8 5.8 138 100.0 2
11th 28 82.4 7 20.6 0 0.0 7 20.6 14 41,2 6 17.6 1 2.9 1 2.9 V] 0.0 4 11.8 34 100.0 Q

12th 15 28.8 0 0.0 7 10.6 10 15.2 2 3.0 47 71.2 3 1.5 28 42 .4 11 16.7 7 10.6 66 100.0 3

13th 39 72.2 4 7.4 10 18.5 13 24.1 12 22.2 i5 27.8 3 5.6 3 5.6 5 9.2 4 7.4 54 100.0 4

l4th 39 73.6 11 20.8 7 13.2 20 37.7 1 1.9 14 26.4 1 1.9 3 5.7 9 16.9 1 1.9 53 100.0 3

15th 14 66.6 5 23.8 4 19.0 3 14.3 2 9.5 7. 33.4 1 4.8 5 23.8 1 4.8 0 0.0 21 100.¢ 0

16th 32 97.0 4 12.1 6 18.2 6 18.2 16 48 .5 1 3.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.0 ] 0.0 33 100.0 2

17th 65 45.8 20 14.1 39 27.5 5 3.5 1 .7 77 54.2 30 21.1 46 32.4 1 7 4] 0.0 142 100.0 3

18th 44 31,4 6 4.3 32 22.9 1 .6 5 3.6 96 68.6 23 16.5 55 39.3 1 .6 17 12,2 140 100.0 10

19th 136 99.3 2 1.5 63 46.0 30 21,9 41 29.9 1 7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 .7 137 100.0 I3

20th 112 78.9 2. 1.4 41 28.9 53 37.3 16 11.3 30 21.1 1 7 24 16.9 0 0.0 5 3.5 1%2 100.0 2

21st 64 47.8 1 .8 36 26.9 24 17.9 3 2.2 70 52.2 1 .8 33 24.5 13 9.7 23 17.2 134 100.C 1

22nd 19 86.5 8 36.5 4 18.2 5 22.7 2 9.1 3 13.5 1 4.5 0 0.0 1 4.5 1 4.5 22 100.0 2

STATE TOTAL 1276 65.1 183 9.3 506 25.8 372 19,0 215 11.0 685 34,9 126 _ 6.4 300 15.3 136 6.9 123 6.3 1961 100.0 55
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DISTRICT

1st
2nd
4th
5th
6th
7th
8th
9th
10th
11th
12th
13th
14th
15th
16th
17th
18th
19th
20th
21st
22nd

STATE TOTAL
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28
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26
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17
70
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TABLE XLV

ADULT: DISTRIBUTION BY PRIOR FELONY ARRESTS

January 1, 1975 - Gecember "1, 1975

1 2 K 4t

M. Tz M. Tz M. Tz N7
30 20.4 11 7.5 5 3.4 5
19 12.8 14 9.4 7 4.7 11
17 12.1 5 3.5 3 2.1 2
3 10.0 0 0.0 1 3.3 0
12 16.0 3 4.0 1 1.3 4
3 15.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
15 16.7 4 4.4 0] 0.0 1
7 7.9 3 3.4 4 4.5 4
18 14.1 4 3.1 2 1.6 0

2 25.0 1 12.5 1 12.5 1 1
6 14.0 0 0.0 1 2.3 1
3 8.1 4 10.8 1 2.7 0
4 7.8 1 2.0 0 0.0 0
4 28.6 0 0.0 4] 0.0 0
5 15.6 2 6.3 (¢] 0.0 0
33 22,8 10 6.9 2 1.4 7
17 11.3 11 7.3 2 1.3 5
16 11.7 € 4.4 0] 0.0 5
24 16.8 13 9.1 2 1.4 9
13 14,1 é 6.5 0 G.0 1
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 9
251  14.4 98 5.6 32 1.8 56
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30
75
20
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43
37
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18

1739
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DISTRICT
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5th
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7th -

8th
9¢th
10th
11lth
12th
13th
14th
15th
16th
17th
. 18th
19th
20th
21lst
22nd

STATE TOTAL

NO.
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98

110

18
57
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3
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8
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17
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57.
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94.4

74.8
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ADULT:

TABLE XLVI

DISTRIBUTION BY PRIOR MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS

January 1, 1975 - December 31, 1975
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TABLE XLVII

ADULT: DISTRIBUTION BY PREVIOUS PROBATION TERMS

Janvary 1, 1975 - December 31, 1975

0 1 2+ TOTAL UNKNOWN
DISTRICT ~ No. ~ % N, T %z N, "% N7 % NO.
ist 110 74.8 31 21.1 6 4.1 147 100.0 1
2nd 116 77.9 18 12.1 15 10.1 149 100.0 0
4th 125 88.7 16 11.3 0 0.0 141 100.0 0
5th 28 93.3 2 6.7 0 g.0 30 100.0 7
6th 60 81.1 13 17.6 1 1.4 74 100.0 13
7th 16. 80.0 4  20.0 0 0.0 20 100.0 24
8th 78 86.7 10 11.1 2 2.2 90 100.0 10
9th 75 85.2 11 12.5 2 2.3 88 100.0 73
10th 104 84.6 17 13.8 2 1.6 123 100.0 17
11th 6 75.0 2 . 25.0 0 0.0 8 100.0 26
12th 37 86.0 6 14.0 0 0.0 43  100.0 26
13th. 39 92,9 3 - 7.1 0 0.0 42 100.0 16
14th 46  88.5 6 11.5 0 0.0 52 100.0¢ 3
15th 10 75.9 3 23.1 0 0.0 13 100.0 8
l6th ' 31  96.9 1 3.1 0 0.G 32 100.0 3
17th 97 66.9 38  26.2 10 6.9 145 100.0 0
18th 118 78.7 24 16.0 8 5.4 150 100.0 0
19th 117 86.0 18 13.2 1 .7 136 100.0 2
20th 120  83.9 22 15.4 1 .7 143 -100.0 1
21st 77 85.6 10 11.1 3 3.3 90 100.0 45
22nd 18 100.0 0 0.0 0 Q.0 18 100.0 6
STATE TOTAL 1428 82.4 255 14.7 51 2.9 1734 100.0 282
~123=



TABLE XLVIII

ADULT: DISTRIBUTION BY PREVIOUS COUNTY JAIL TERMS

January 1, 1975 - December 31, 1975

0 1 2+ TOTAL UNKNOWN
DISTRICT M. T % M. T %z N. T2 M. % RO,

lst 136  92.5 7 4.8 4 2.8 147 100.0 1
2nd 130 87.2 11 7.4 8 5.6 149 100.0 0
4th 127 90.1 11 7.8 3 2.1 141 100.0 0
5th 28 93.3 2 6.7 0 0.0 30 - 100.0 7
6th 66 89.2 5 6.8 3 4.1 74 100.0 13
7th 20 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 - 100.0 24
8th 80 88.9 9 10.0 1 1.1 90 100.0 10
9th 77 88.5 8 9.2 2 2.3 87 100.0 74
10th 114 92.7 7 5.7 2 1.6 123 100.0 17
11th 6 75.0 1 12.5 1 12.5 8 100.0 26
12th 38 88.4 3 7.0 2 4.6 43 100.0 26
13th 41  97.6 1 2.4 0 0.0 42 100.0 16
l4th 50 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 50 100.0 6
15th 10 76.9 3 23.1 0 0.0 13 100.0 8
16th 31 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 31 100.0 4
17th 127 87.6 10 6.9 8 5.5 145 100.0 0
18th 126 84.0 17 11.3 7 4.9 150 100.0 0
19th 130 95.6 4 2.9 2 1.4 136 100.0 2
20th 127 88.8 12 8.4 4 2.8 143 100.0 1
21st 77 86.5 9 10.1 3 3.3 89 100.0 46
22nd 18 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 18 100.0 6
STATE TOTAL 1559 90.2 120 6.9 50 2.9 1729 100.0 287
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DISTRICT

lst
2nd
4th
5th
6th
7th
8th
9th
10th
11th
12th
13th
l4th
15th
16th
17th
18th
19¢h
20th
21st
22nd

ADULT:

NO.

143
145
135
30
73
20
90
86
121
4
42
41
49
13
32
138
148
134
139
87
18

STATE TOTAL 1688

TABLE XLIX

DISTRIBUTION BY PREVIOUS REFORMATORY TERMS

January 1, 1975 - December 31, 1975

0 1 2+ TOTAL UNKNOWN
Trom T zom Tz omToz T
97.3 4 2.7 0 0.0 147  100.0 1
97.3 3 2.0 1 .7 149 - 100.0 0
95.7 6 4.3 0 0.0 141 100.0 0
100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 30 100.0 7
97.3 2 2.7 0 0.0 75 100.0 12
100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 100.0 24
100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 90 100.0 10
98.9 1 1.1 0 0.0 87 100.0 74
98 .4 2 1.6 0 0.0 123 100.0 © 17
50.0 4 50.0 0 0.0 8 100.0 26
97.7 1 2.3 0 0.0 43 100.0 26
97.6 1 2.4 0 0.0 42 100.0 16
98.0 1 2.0 0 0.0 50 100.0 6
100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 13 100.0 8
100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 32 100.0 3
95.2 6 4.1 1 .7 145 100.0 0
98.7 2 1.3 0 0.0 150 100.0 0
98.5 2 1.5 0 0.0 136 100.0 2
97.2 3 2.1 1 .7 143 100.0 1
98.9 1 1.1 0 0.0 88 100.0 47
100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 18 100.0 6
97.6 39 2.3 3 .2 1730 100.0 286
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DISTRICT

ist
2nd
4th
5th
6th
7th
8th
9th
10th
lith
12th
13th
14th
15th
16th
17th
18th
19th
20th
21st
22nd

ADULT:

NO.

146
146
140
30
73
20
90
84
122
8
43
42
50
13
32
141
148
134
138
84
18

STATE TOYAL 1702

TABLE L

DISTRIBUTION BY PREVIOUS PENITENTIARY TERMS

January 1, 1975 - December 31, 1375

0 1 2+ TOTAL UNKNOWN
99.3 1 .7 0 0.0 147 100.0 1
98.0 2 1.3 1 .7 149 100.0 0
99.3 1 .7 0 0.0 141 100.0 0

100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 30 100.0 7
97.3 2 2.7 0 0.0 75 100.0 12

100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 100.0 24

100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 90 100.0 10
96.6 2 2.3 1 1.1 87 100.0 74
99.2 1 .8 0 0.0 123 100.0 17

100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 100.0 26

100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 43 100.0 26

100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 42 100.0 16
100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 50 100.0 6

100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 13 100.0 8

100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 32 100.0 3
97.2 4 2.8 0 0.0 145 100.0 0
99.3 1 .7 0 0.0 149 100.0 1
98.5 2 1.5 0 0.0 136 100.0 2
96.5 3 2.1 2 1.4 143 100.0 1
94.4 4 4.5 1 1.1 89 100.0 46
100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 18 100.0 6
98 23 1.3 5 .3 1730 100.0 286
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DISTRICT

1st
2nd
4th
5th
6th
7th
8th
9th
10th
11th
12th
13th
l4th
15th
l6th
17th
18th
19th
20th
21st
22nd

STATE TOTAL 1658 96.4 49

TABLE LI

ADULT: DISTRIBUTION BY PRIOR MENTAL TERMS

January 1, 1975 - December 31, 1975

0 1 2+ TOTAL UNKNOWN

No. T X N, T %z N T Z NO.TZ N,
141 95.9 6 4.1 0 0.0 - 147 100.0 1
132 91.7 7 4,9 6 3.5 145 100.0 5
137 97.9 3 2.1 0 0.0 140 100.0 1
29 96.7 1 3.3 0 0.0 30 100.0 7
72 97.3 1 1.4 1 1.4 74 100.0 13
20 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 100.0 24
89 98.9 1 1.1 0 0.0 90 '100.0 10
83 96.5 3 3.5 0 0.0 86 100.0 75
110 89 .4 11 8.9 2 1.6 123 100.0 17
8 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 100.0 26
43 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 43 - 100.0 26
40 95.2 2 4.8 0 0.0 42 100.0 16
48 %94.1 3 5.9 0 0.0 51 100.0 5
13 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 13 100.0 8
32 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 32 100.0 3
142 98.6 1 .7 1 .7 144 100.0 1
148 99.3 1 .7 0 0.0 149 100.0 1
132 97.1 4 2.9 0 0.0 136 100.0 2
139 97.2 2 1.4 1 i 142 100.0 1
82 93.2 3 3.4 3 3.4 88 100.0 47
18 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 18 100.0 6
2.8 14 8 1721 100.0 295

-127-






TABLE LII

JUVENILE: DISTRIBUTION BY SEX

January 1, 1974 - December 31, 1975

MALE FEMALE TOTAL IINKNOWN

DISTRICTS M. T % NO % M. % X0,
1st 111 88.8 14 11.2 125 100.0 1
2nd 83 76.9 25 23.1 108 100.0 1
5th 22 8l.5 5 18.5 27 1092.0 0
6th 49  90.7 5 9.3 54 100.0 0
9th 52  96.3 2 3.7 54 100.0 1
11th 91 75.2 30 24.8 121 100.0 0
13th 53 89.8 6 10.2 59 100.0 0
15th 37 94.9 2 5.1 39 100.0 0
16th 73 93.6 5 6.4 78 100.0 0
17th 79 63.2 46 36.8 125 100.0 1
18th 102 81.0 24 19.0 126 100.0 0
19th 80 84.2 15 - 15.8 95 100.0 1
22nd 29 96,7 1 3.3 30 100.0 0
STATE TOTAL 861 82.7 180 17.3 1041 100.0 5
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TABLE LIII

JUVENILE: DISTRIBUTION BY AGE

Janvary 1, 1974 - December 31, 1975

0~-10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18+

DISTRICT  No. % M. % N.T x M. T %z M. Tz N.T %z NO.TZ FO.T 2 NO.
1st 1 .8 2 1.6 5 4.1 9 7.4 13 10.7 26 21.3 37 30.3 29 23.8 0
20d 0 0.0 4 3.8 4 3.8 6 5.8 22 21.2 23 22.1 18 17.3 22 21.2 5
5th 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 12.0 6  24.0 6 24.G 9. 36.0 1
6th 1 1.9 0 0.0 2 3.8 4 7.7 4 7.7 13 25.0 14 26.9 13 25.0 1
9th 0 0.0 1 1.9 2 3.7 3 5.6 9 16.7 10 18.5 15 27.8 13 2.1 1
1ith 4 3.3 5 4.1 10 8.3 12 9.9 13 10.7 27 - 22.3 30 24.8 20 16.5 0
13th 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.8 2 3.5 7 12.3 7 12.3 23 40.4 15  26.3 2
15th 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.6 2 5.1 6 15.4 3 7.7 16 41.0 o 25.6 1
16th 0 0.0 1 1.3 4 5.3 9 11.8 9 11.8 15 19.7 15 19.7 220 2B.9 1
17¢th 0 0.0 1 .8 3 2.4 19 15.2 25 20.0 36 28.8 7 21.6 14 11.2 0
18¢’ 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.6 7 5.7 16 13.0 38 30.9 36 37.3 22 17.9 2
1620 1 1.1 2 2.1 4 4.2 8 8.4 11 11.6 17 17.9 29 305 22 24.2 0
22nd 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 6.9 2 6.9 8 27.6 9 31.0 B 27.6 0
STATE TOTAL 7 7 16 1 38 3.7 83 8.1 140  13.7 229 22.4 255 26.9 230 21.5 14
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TABLE LIV

JUVENILE: DISTRIBUTION BY ETHNICITY

January 1, 1974 - December 31, 1975

ANGLO BLACK CHICANO OTHER TOTAL UNKNOWH

DISRICT  §O.” % N0 % M. % Nz N % TR
1st - - - - - - - - - - 126
2nd 29 26.9 26 24.1 51 47.2 2 1.8 108 100.9 1
5th 17 63.0 0 0.0 10 37.0 0 0.0 27 100.0 0
6th 25 48.1 0 0.0 27 51.9 0 0.0 52 100.0 2
9th 49 90.7 0 0.0 5 9.3 0 0.0 54 100.0 1
11th 96 93.2 1 1.0 6 5.8 0 0.0 103 100.0 1.8
13th 44 83.0 0 0.0 9 17.9 0 0.0 53 100.0 6
15th 24 61.5 0 0.0 14 35.9 1 2.6 39 100.0 0
16th 32 41.0 1 1.3 45 57.7 0 0.0 78 100.0 0
17th 85 72.6 3 2.6 28 23.9 -1 .9 117 100.0 9
18th 95 91.3 1 1.0 8 7.7 0 0.0 104 100.0 22
19th 64 69.6 0 0.0 28 30.4 0 0.0 92 100.0 4
22nd 16 69.6 0 0.0 5 21.7 2 8.7 23 100.0 7
STATE TOTAL 576 87.8 32 3.8 236 27.8 6 6 850 100.0 196
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DISTRICT

1st
2nd
5th
6th
9th
11th
13th
15th
16th
17th
18th
19th
22nd

-¢€L-

STATE  TOTAL

2
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TABLE LV

JUVENILE: DISTRIBUTION BY CHILD'S EDUCATIONAL LEVEL COMPLETED

January ‘1, 1974 - December 31, 1975

7 8 9 10 11 12
N. T % M. T Z N T Z N7 X N.TZ N2
8 12.5 12 18,8 18 28.1 15 23.4 5 7.8 0 0.0
16 15.4 27 26.0 23 22.1 19 18.3 4 3.8 2 1.9
0 0.0 2 8.7 9 39.1 4 17.4 5 21,7 3 13.0
0 0.0 4 9,8 15 36.6 7 17.1 10 24.4 1 2.4
1 2.2 8 17.4 - 15 32.6 11  23.9 7 15.2 1 2.2
14 141 15 15,2 24 24,2 13  13.1 7 7.1 0 0.0
3 7.0 5 11,6 14 32.6 ‘9 20.9 10 23.3 2 4.7
3 8.6 3 8,6 15 42.9 8 22.9 3 8.6 0 0.0
8 11.3 16 22,5 20 28.2 13 18.3 0 0.0 3 4.2
20 16.5 36 29.8 29 24.0 22 18.2 7 5.8 1 .8
10 9.6 23 22,1 37 35.6 19 18.3 3 8.7 0 0.0
7 86 13 16.0 22 27.2 19 23.5 6 7.4 1 1.2
2 10.5 3 15.8 8 42.1 4 21.1 2 10.5 0 0.0
92 10.8 167 19.6 249 29.3 163 19.2 75 8.8 14 1.6

TOTAL

No.
64
104
23
41
46
99
43
35
71
121
104
81
19

851

100.
100.
100.

100

100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.

100.

OOOOOOOOObOOO

%

(=)

UNKNOWN

RO.

62
5
4

13
9

22

16
4
7
5

22

15

11

195
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DISTRICTS

1st
2nd
5th
6th
9th
11th
13th
15th
16th
17th
18th
19th
22nd

STATE TOTAL

JUVENILE:

TABLE LVI

DISTRIBUTION BY ALCOHOL HISTORY

January 1, 1974 - December 31, 1975

NONE
MENTIONED
NO. %
52 100.0
104 95.4
16 76.2
44 95.7
36 92.3
115  97.5
50  90.9
36 100.0
75 100.0
126 100.0
120 97.6
94 100.0
11 84.6
879  96.9
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—t

NO

|

52
109
21
46
39
118
55
36
75
126
123
94
13

907

TOTAL

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
160.0
100.0
100.0

100.0

UNKNOWN

'-%

~

|
NN WoOwWLPpELOODO O &

ot

139



DISTRICTS

1st
2nd
5th
6th
9th
11th
13th
15th
1l6th
17th
18th
19th
22nd

STATE TOTAL

JUVENILE:

TABLE LVII

DISTRIBUTION BY DRUG HISTORY

January 1, 1974 - December 31, 1975

NONE
MENTIONED
T
53 100.0
98 89.9
20 95.2
42 91.3
38 92.7
116  98.3
52 94.5
34 94.4
74 98.7
125 99.2
122 98.4
94 100.0
13 100.0
881  96.7

PROBLEM
NO. z
0 0.0
11 10.1
1 4.8
4 8.7
3 7.3
2 1.7
3 5.5
2 5.6
1 1.3
1 .8
2 1.6
0 0.0
0 0.0
30 3.3
-134-

TOTAL

NO.

53
109
21
46
41
118
55
36
75
126
124
94
13

911

ise

100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.

100.
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TABLE LVIII

JUVENILE: DISTRIBUTION BY PARENTS' MARITAL STATUS

January 1, 1974 - December 31, 1975

SINGLE MARRTED WIDOWED SEPARATED DIVORCED TOTAL
bisv. WL & M. % W, % Mo Z M. F 0 NS ¥ R
= 1 0 0.0 29 51.8 6 10.7 0 0.0 21 37.5 56 100.0 70
1 2 3 2.9 41 40.2 5 4.9 17 16.7 36  35.3 102 100.0 7
5 18 81.8 3 13.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.6 22 100.0 5
6 15 30.0 27 54.0 1 2.0 3 6.0 4 8.0 50 100.0 4
9 L 1.7 30 57.7 1 1.9 1 1.9 16 30.8 52 100.0 3
11 0 0.0 81 71.7 8 7.1 7 6.2 17 15.0 113 100.0 8
13 1 1.9 33 63.5 b 7.7 1 1.9 13 25.0 52 100.0 7
15 0 0.0 15 40.5 3 8.1 4 10.8 15 40.5 37 100.0 2 -
16 0 0.0 b 59.5 5 6.8 8 10.8 17 23.0 74 100.0 4
17 1 .8 71 58.7 5 4.1 5 4.1 39 32.2 121 100.0 5
18 0 0.0 59 53.6 13 11.8 2 1.8 36 32.7 116 100.0 16
19 0 0.0 52 57.1 6 6.6 7 7.7 26 28.6 91 100.0 5
22 12 63.2 2 10.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 26.3 19 100.0 11
STATE .
TOTAL 54 6.0 487 54.2 57 6.3 55 6.1 26  27.4 899 100.0 147
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TABLE LIX

JUVENILE: DISTRIBUTION BY CHILD'S LIVING ARRANGEMENTS

January 1, 1974 - December 31, 1975

IN WITH WITH
WITH WiTH IN FOSTER INDEPEND- SINGLE SOCIAL
PARENTS RELATIVES GROUP HOME HOME ENTLY PARENT SERVICES TOTAL

1 36 65.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.8 0 0.0 18 32.7 0 0.0 55 100.0 71

2 54 49.5 5 4.6 6 5.5 2 1.8 2 1.8 40 36.7 0 0.0 109 - 100.0 0

5 20 87.0 1 4.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 8.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 23 100.0 4

6 35 72.9 3 6.3 1 2.1 0 0.0 4 8.3 5 10.4 0 0.0 48 100.0 6

9 40 80.0 2 4.0 1 2.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 12.0 1 2.0 50 100.0 5

11 82 73.2 5 4.5 2 1.8 1 .9 0 0.0 6 5.4 16 14.3 112 100.0 2

13 46 79.3 4 6.9 1 1.7 H 1.7 1 1.7 4 6.9 1 1.7 58 100.0 1

15 25 65.8 2 5.3 0 0.0 1 2.6 0 0.0 10 26.3 0 0.0 38 100.0 1

16 52 68 .4 4 5.3 3 3.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 17 22.4 0 0.0 76 100.0 2

17 87 70.7 5 4.1 1 .8 2 1.6 0 0.0 28 22.8 0 0.0 123 100.0 3

18 82 71.9 2 1.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 30 26.3 0 0.0 114 100.0 12

19 51 56.7 6 6.7 0 0.0 4 4.4 7 7.8 22 24 .4 0 0.0 90 100.0 6

22 10 58.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 17.6 1 5.9 2 11.8 1 5.9 17 100.0 13
STATE ,

TOTAL 620 67 .9 39 4.3 15 1.6 15 1.5 17 1.9 188 20.6 19 2.1 913 100.0 133
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DIST. NO.
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JUVENILE:

DISTRIBUTION BY NUMBER OF SIBLINGS

TABLE LX

January 1, 1974 -~ December 31, 1975

NO.

14
21

'—\
NS ONDWO YU

27

23

158

I~

%

28.0
19.6
31.3
12.0
19,
19.
17.
11.
10.
23.
18.
28.
25.

OO & Ui 0000 -t Bt

20.0

NO
12
20

11
18

13
32
22

160

fw

24,
18.
25.
18.
23.
19.
11.
11.
20.
27.
25.
11.
25,

20.

COWWOoOWPFPPEPPFrOoONO

VMW OWWANANLWWLWINO WO

188

fw

16.
34.
25.
38.
17.
10.
11.
32.
32.
22.
18.
26.
25.

23.

QO PFTWLUNHFOOONO

TOTAL

NO

50
107
16
50
47
93
35
34
65
115
87
82

789

100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.

100
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N
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TABLE LXI

JUVENILE: DISTRIBUTION BY PARENT'S OCCUPATION

January 1, 1974 - December 31, 1974

BLUE WHITE
NONE FARM COLLAR SERVICES CRAFTSMAN COLLAR HOUSEWIFE STUDENT. MILITARY QTHER TOTAL UYKNOWN
DISTRICIS N~ % NO.T % NT % M. % W % Mo oz WM. % N- Z M. I N % N % C W
lst 0 0.0 0 0.0 13 26.5 5 10.2 8 16.3 21 42,9 1 2.0 0 0.4 0 0.0 1 2.0 49 100.0 77
2nd 20 18.3 0 0.0 22 20.2 27 24.8 11 10.1 15 13.8 14 12.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 109 100.0 0
5th 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 55.0 3 15.0 1 5.0 5 25.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 100.0 7
6th 3 6.3 2 4,2 13 27.1 10 20.8 7 4.6 9 18.8 3 6.3 1 2.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 48 100.0 6
9th 1 2.0 1 2.0 15 30.6 4 8.2 6 12.2 20 40.8 1 2.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.0 49 100.0 6
11th 1 1.3 3 3.9 22 28.9 14 18.4 6 7.9 25 32.9 3 3.9 0 0.0 2 2.6 0 0.0 76 100.0 45
\ 13th 0 0.0 13 31.7 14 34.1 5 12.2 2 4.9 5 12.2 2 4.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 41 100.0 18
o 15th 3 9.4 3 9.4 12 37.5 0 0.0 6 18.8 4 12.5 4 12.5 0 0.0 0. 0.0 0 0.0 32 100.0 7
® 16¢h 8 11.9 5 7.5 36 53.7 5 7.5 4 6.0 3 4.5 6 9.0 4] 0.0 0 0.0 4] 0.0 67 100.0 11
17th 10 9.3 1 .9 33 - 30.6 12 1.1 18 16.7 26 24.1 4 3.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 3.7 108 100.0 18
18th 5 6.0 0 0.0 11 13.1 9 10.7 7 8.3 37 44.0 5 6.0 1 1.2 0 0.0 9 10.7 84 100.0 42
19th 16 19.5 1 1.2 34 41.5 3 3.7 4 4.9 17 20.7 6 7.3 v; 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.2 82 100.0 14
22nd 0 0.0 1 8.3 4 33.3 0 0.0 2 16.7 0 0.0 5 41.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 12 100.0 18
STATE TOTAL 67 8.6 30 3.8 240 30.8 97 12.5 82 10.6 187 24.1 54 6.9 2 3 2 3 16 2.1 777 . 100.0 269
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DISTRICTS

1st
2nd
5th
6th
9th
1lth
13th
15¢th
16th
17th
18th
19th
22nd

STATE TOTAL

JUVENILE: DISTRIBUTION BY PARENT'S EMPLOYMENT STATUS

TABLE LXII

January 1, 1974 - December 31, 1975

UNEMPLOYED
M. %
1 2.0
35 32.4
0 0.0
15  33.3
6 12.5
14 17.5
3 7.0
11 32.4
26 36.6
19 17.0
13 16.9
21 28.8
7 70.0
17% 22.2

EMPLOYED
NO. Z
48 98.0
73 67.6
19 100.0
30  66.7
42 87.5
66 82.5
40 93.0
23 67.6
45 63.4
93 83.0
64 83.1
52 71.2
3 30.0
598 77.8
~139-

TOTAL

NO

49
108
19
45
48
80
43
34
71
112
77
73
10

769

100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.

100.
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DISTRICT

1st
2nd
5th
6th
9th
1ith
13th
15th
l6th
17th
18th
19th
22nd

-0vlL-

STATE TOTAL

18

AGAINST AGAINST
PERSONS PERSONS
FELONY MISD.
NO_TT % NO. z
3 2.5 4 3.
0 0.0 10 9
1 3.7 2 7
0 0.0 2 3.
0 0.0 11
2 1.7 0o 0
0 0.0 3 5
3 7.9 2 5
5 6.5 0o o.

0 0.0 1

0 0.0 7 5
3 3.2 9 9
1 3.37~0 0

]
~J
o
'—l

OO OO W O oo~ W W

JUVENILE:

TABLE LXIII

DISTRIBUTION BY OFFENSE

January 1974 — December 1975

AGATNST SECOND

PROPERTY DEGREE
FELONY BURGLARY
16 13.1 33 27.0
23 21.3 21 19.4
0 0.0 1 3.7
3 5.6 12 22.2
5 9.1 10 18.2
1 .8 2 1.7
18 30.5 14 23.7
6 15.8 4 10.5
2 2.6 25 32.9
13 10.3 - 8 6.3
28 22.9 22 18.0
17 17.9 18 18.9
1 3.3 11 36.7
12.9 181 17.5

THEFT
OVER

IZ
i

0

-

=t
NMONPONOVUOWR U~

~J
[0

$100

et

%

.

b et

e
SOV WLWWULOO RO W

U NNWWO PR mOL W

~J
)}

AGAINST
PROPERTY

MISD.
MO %
11 9.1
8 7.4
1 3.7
2 3.7
10 18.2
2 1.7
2 3.4
6 15.8
8 10.5
10 7.9
5 4.1
4 4.2
2 6.6
71 6.9
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TABLE LXIII (Cont'd)

FORGERY/
FRAUD DRUGS DRUGS
MISD. FELONY MISD. TRAFFIC STATUS OTHER TOTAL UNRNOWN
DISTRICT ~ No.” % NOT % No.T % NOLT X NOTTT & NOTT % NOTT % TR
1st 0 0.0 12 9.8 8 6.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 4.1 122 100.0 4
2nd 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 2.8 0 0.0 11 10.2 8 7.4 108 100.0 1
5th 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.7 9 33.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 27 100.0 0
6th 0 0.0 2 3.7 8 14.8 0 0.0 8 14.8 1 1.9 54 100.0 0
9th 0 0.0 1 1.8 0 0.0 1 1.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 55 100.0 0
, 11th 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.7 0 0.0 108 89.3 0 0.0 121 100.0 0
= 13th 0 0.0 1 1.7 1 1.7 0 0.0 6 10.2 0 0.0 59 100.0 0
- 15th 0 0.0 1 2.6 1 2.6 0 0.0 2 5.3 0 0.0 38 100.0 1
16th 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.3 5 6.5 76 100.0 2
17th 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 .8 0 0.0 65 51.6 2 1.6 126 100.0 0
18th 0 0.0 6 4.9 2 1.6 0 0.0 20  16.4 2 1.6 122 100.0 4
19th 1 1.1 2 2.2 6 6.3 0 0.0 8 8.4 4 4.2 95 100.0 1
22nd 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 30 100.0 0
STATE TOTAL 1 1 25 2.4 33 3.2 10 1.0 229 22.2 27 2.6 1033 100.0 13



TABLE LXIV

JUVENILE: DISTRIBUTION BY TYPE OF HANMDLING

January 1, 1974 - December 31, 1975

DELINQUENCY PETITIONS CHINS PETITIONS
INSTIT. ‘ INSTIT. GRAND
TOTAL SUSPENDED  SUSTAINED CONTINUED TOTAL SUSPENDED  SUSTAINED  CONTINUED TOTAL
, ~ DismIcTs  No.m 2z Fo.m Z N %z W Z N7z N Z M. 7 ¥ Z M. 2 K.
s§ 1st 120 95.2 0 0.0 43 34.1 77 6l.1 6 4.8 0 0.0 6 4.8 0 0.0 126 100.0 0O
2nd 72 80.0 5 5.6 52 58.4 15 16.8 17 19.2 7 7.9 7 7.9 3 3.4 89 100.0 20
5th 13 100.0 1 7.7 4 30.8 8 61,5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 13 100.0 14
6th 24 64.9 1 2.7 4 10.8 19 51.4 13 35.1 0 0.0 13  35.1 0 0.0 37 100.0 17
gth 36 97.3 0 0.0 22 59.5 14 37.8 1 2.7 0 0.0 1 2.7 0 0.0 37 100.0 18
11th 7 100.0 0 0.0 7 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.0 114*
13th 49  92.5 0 0.0 31 58.5 18 34.0 A 7.5 0 0.0 1 1.9 3 5.6 53 100.0 6
15th 22 100.0 0 0.0 8 36.4 14 63.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 .22 100.0 17
16th 73 97.4 0 0.0 33 44.0 40 53.4 2 2.6 0 0.0 1 1.6 1 1.6 75 100.0 3
17th 62 49.2 3 2.4 41 32.5 18 14.3 64 50.8 0 0.0 - 52 41.3 12 9.5 126 100.0 O
18th 100 80.0 1 .8 60 48.0 39 31.2 25 20.0 0 0.0 25 20.0 0 0.0 125 100.0 1
19th 90 93.7 1 1.0 34 35.4 .55 57.3 6 6.3 0 0.0 6 6.3 0 0.0 96 100.0 O
22nd 18 94.8 9 47.4 9 47.4 0 0.0 1 5.3 0 0.0 1 5.2 0 0.0 19 100.0 11
STATE TOTAL 686 83.2 21 2.6 348 42.2 317 38.4 139 16.8 7 8 113 13.7 19 2.3 825 100.0 221

*Keypunch error.
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STATE TOTAL

JUVENILE:

NO.
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35
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35
66
98
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56

13

585

January 1, 1974 - December 31, 1975
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DISTRICTS

lst
2nd
5th
6th
9th
11th
13th
15th
16th
17th
18th
19th
22nd

STATE TOTAL

JUVENILE:

NO.

44
72
20
41
34
83
38
31
76
85
21
64
13

622

TABLE LXVII

DISTRIBUTION BY PRIOR STATUS OFFENSE ARRESTS

January 1, 1974 - December 31, 1975
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0.0 0
9.9 86
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TABLE LXVIII

JUVENILE: DISTRIBUTION BY PRIOR PROBATION TERMS

January 1, 1974 - December 31, 1975

4

0 1 2+ TOTAL URKNOWN
pIsTRICTS M. T % M. T % N, % Nz TR
1st 48 90.6 5 9.4 0 0.0 53 100.0 73
2nd 84 77.1 19 17.4 6 5.5 109 100.0 0
5th 18 81.8 4 18.2 0 0.0 22 100.0 5
6th 40 87.0 4 8.7 2 4.3 46 100.0 8
9th 33 86.8 4 10.5 1 2.6 38 100.0 17
11th 105 91.3 9 7.8 1 .9 115 '100.0 6
13th 41 100.% 0 0.0 0 0.0 41 100.0 18
15th 35  94.6 2 5.4 0 0.0 37 1Q0.0 2
16th 58 76.3 15 19.7 3 3.9 76 100.0 2
17th 112 89.6 10 8.0 3 2.4 125 100.0 1
18th 99 90.8 7 6.4 3 2.8 109 100.0 17
19th 76 87.4 10 11.5 1 1.1 87 100.0 9
22nd 11 78.6 2 14.3 1 7.1 14 100.0 16
STATE TOTAL 760 87.2 91 10.4 21 2.4 872 100.0 174
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DISTRICTS

1st
2nd
5th
6th
9th
11th
13th
15th
16th
17th
18th
19th
22nd

STATE TOTAL

JUVENILE:

NO.

54
107
21
46
36
96
41
37
76
123
105
86
14

842

DISTRIBUTION BY PRIOR INSTITUTIONALIZATIONS
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DEVELOPMENTS AND TRENDS

Introduction

On both the state and national level, there has
been growing concern with the need to determine and carry
out appropriate sentences which will protect the public
from the repeat and violent offender, while providing
treatment within the community for the first-time and non-
violent offender. Colorado probation departments have
begun experimenting with means of providing the services
expected by communities, legislators, and judges, while
protecting the public and remembering the taxpayer. One
of the most important trends now evident is the move of
probation departments from the traditional concept of pro-
bation officer as sole advisor to the concept of probation
officer as broker of treatment services.

Probation officers are making referrals to pub-
lic and private agencies, seeking purchase of service
monies, and working with community agencies and funding
sources to develop coordinated programs which will fulfill
the needs of probationers. As cooperation and coordina-
tion with other agencies are increasing, probation of-
ficers are receiving training and assistance in this area.

One result of the brokerage concept, which in-
cludes the theory of intensive supervision for those not
referred, is that probation departments are spending more
time with each client than they have in the past. Proba-
tion departments are therefore turning to volunteers and
student interns to provide additional and specialized ser-
vices. :

In response to a need for a more structured
community based program than is available in probation de-
partments, Senate Bill 4, enacted in the 1976 legislative

- session, provides for the creation of residential and non-

residential facilities for non-violent offenders who
"might otherwise have been incarcerated".

~151~



Restitution to victims of criminal acts has be-
come a subject of increasing public concern. Innovative
restitution programs which insure that those who suffer
losses will be reimbursed are now being developed in sev-
eral judicial districts, with the input and support of the
probation departments.

Program Development

Probation officers frequently develop supplemen-
tal programs to fulfill their responsibilities to the
courts, community, and clients. These programs are some-
times administered by probation staff, but, for the most
part, the staff plays a major role in developing a program
in the community. An example of this is the development
of Workout, Ltd. in Colorado Springs. Juvenile probation
staff identified two related needs: 1) job development
services for juveniles to enable them to earn money for
themselves and for restitution payments, and 2) assistance
in determining the amount of restitution. A board of
directors was formed, a non-profit corporation organized,
and funding sought. Workout, Ltd. now conducts all resti-
tution investigations, monitors payments, and provides job
placement and development services for juvenile probation
clients. Probation staff of the Fourth District Juvenile
Probation Department continue to play a major role in this
program as members of the Workout board of directors.
Another example of this approach to program development is
the establishment of Arapahoe Court Volunteers, Inc. Pro-
bation staff initiated the program through an LEAA grant
and now serve on its board of directors.

Although limited by funding levels, some proba-
tion departments have been able to initiate programs
through purchase of service contracts. For example, in
Greeley the capability for performing extensive mental
health evaluations of juveniles was severely limited. The
Weld County Mental Health Center had the expertise, but
did not have the necessary financial resources. Through
an LEAA grant, the probation department was able to con-
tract with the Center to provide this service. Funding
was continued following evaluation of the program. Anoth-
er example is the establishment of an alcohol treatment
and antabuse meonitoring program for adults through an
agreement between the Adams County Probation Department
and Washington House.

~152~

- -) - -

| - -‘ _“ -
F ] )



Some programs are administered directly by pro-
bation department staff. In Denver, the Mountain Parks
Work Project provides an alternative in those adult cases
where the granting of probation is in question. An offen-
der may be placed on the Mountain Parks Work Project for a
specified pericd, usually 90 to 120 days. During that
time, the person lives at the Denver County Jail and works
in the Denver Mountain Parks. At the end of the place-
ment, the individual is returned to court and a decision,
based on his behavior while on the work project, is made
regarding the granting of probation. Probation staff is
responsible for monitoring those persons placed on the
work project, submitting reports to the court, and making
dispositional recommendations.

In almost all areas of the state, probation de~
partments, working in conjunction with jail staff, have
developed work release programs. An individual may be
required to serve part or all of his probation sentence in
a work release program. In this case, the offender lives
at the jail and is allowed to maintain his employment in
the community. Payments for family support, restitution,
and other obligations are monitored by probation officers.

In many departments, recreational programs have
been established and operated by probation officers. 1In
the 10th District, recreational and crafts programs are
available to probation clients. 1In Colorado Springs,
Project Sojourn, organized by the juvenile probation de-
partment, provides opportunities for outdoor recreational
activities to probation clients.

Through a grant from the Division of Highway
Safety, alcohol evaluation specialists are part of proba-
tion staff in the lst, 17th, and 18th districts. In cases
in which alcohol use was evident at the time of the of-
fense or in which the defendant evidences serious prior
alcohol use, the specialists conduct evaluations regarding
alcohol involvement, develop treatment plans, make recom-
mendations to the court, and monitor treatment placements
and agencies. Plans call for the expansion of this pro-
gram to the 4th and 10th districts. ‘

In four districts, the 2nd, 4th, 10th, and 18th,
probation staff are involved in providing the court with
bonding information and recommendations at the time of
first advisement. Although structures differ, all pro-
grams interview persons within hours of arrest. Using a
point system based on social information, the eligibility
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for release on a personal recognizance bond is deter-~
mined. Upon being granted PR bond, probation staff may
supervise the defendant, make appropriate referrals to
treatment agencies, or merely inform the client of up-
coming court dates. These programs have had the effect of
lowering jail populatione, reducing the dependency upon
cash bonding, and reducing the failure to appear rate.

Inter—~Agency Cooperation

Most persons placed on probation are clients of
a variety of community agencies, such as mental health
centers, social services departments, and school systems.
Accordingly, probation officers are becoming more involved
in joint community agencies efforts. Through the Compre-
hengsive Staff Development Program, probation officers and
other professionals in human services agencies have been
provided training in the Community Resource Management
Team (CRMT) concept. This concept is based on the premise
that human services should be delivered in a coordinated
fashion. The CRMT attempts to provide effective services
to individual clients while working to provide imwroved
treatment through coordination of efforts. The means for
doing this are periodic meetings of the team to discuss
shared problems and needs and to establish inter-agency
service delivery policies.

Similar to the Community Resource Management
Teams are inter-agency groups whose purposes are to pro-
vide services in specific areas. Examples include juve-
nile diversion teams, crisis intervention teams, and youth
services bureaus. These teams meet periodically to assess
client needs and make treatment recommendations. These
groups have been organized in almost every area of the
state. :

Noncompensated Staff

Volunteer Programs

Volunteer programs have been an integral part of
Colorado probation since before the state assumed funding
for courts and probation departments in 1970. These pro-
grams have developed over a period of fifteen years and
have been organized to meet the needs of the individual
departments which they serve. The programs in urban

-154-

3 a - . N 3 - \J - . - . g N N N - N =
G A En EE o e B : : ' A
o R . o 2 g R ' — — -

-



-! -

L

departments are administered by at lecst cne full-time
volunteer coordinator, while in rural areas a part-time
coordinator is usually responsible for program administra-
tion. All volunteer coordinators are directly answerable
to the local probation department administrators; the
programs in the 18th District and Denver Juvenile Court,
however, function as non-profit corporations, and receive
direction from community boards of directors as well.

These programs vary in their degree of speciazali-
zation and use of volunteers. Most programs provide vol-
unteers to work with probation clients on a one-to-one
basis for an extended period of time. This has been the
traditional role of volunteers in probation. The volun-
teer is expected to spend a certain amount of time assis-
ting the probationer to resolve problems which may con-
front him or simply serve as a role model and friend. The
programs serving the lst, 9th, and 12th districts are
examples of this approach. 1In other programs, volunteers
provide specific services such as tutoring, transporta-
tion, and job development. Juvenile Offenders in Need,
Inc. (JOIN), in Denver Juvenile Court, is an example of a
program using this approach. It should be noted that most
programs use a combination of both approaches; the exam-
ples given refer to the principle use of volunteers.

All programs require that volunteers receive
orientation training before being assigned to a client.
This training usually covers court organization, probation
functions, and use of commuaity resources. The volunteer
is asked to make a commitment to the program for a minimum
period of time, usually six months to a year. Periodic
in-service training dealing with topics such as drug use,
counseling techniques, and communication skills are re-
quired. :

In order to improve the administration of these
programs, volun' >er program administrators have organized
themselves into a coordinating committee to explore and
resolve common concerns. This group is revising the
program development and training manuals, developing
audiovisual aids for recruiting and training volunteers,
and defining training needs for volunteer coordinators.

Student Interns

Reflecting the continuing trend of academic
interest in the criminal justice field, an increasing
number of students are serving internships in probation
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departments. Interns are usually students majoring in
sociology, psychology, criminal justice, vocational
rehabilitation, and human services. The specific duties
of an intern are based on probation staff requests and
academic requirements of the student. Duties have
included research projects, handling investigations,
providing specialized treatment for probationers, and
assisting administrators.

As is the case with volunteers, student interns
are asked to make a minimum time commitment, usually a
full academic year. In most departments, training and
coordination are provided through the volunteer program.
Student evaluations and grades are usually determined by
probation department staff and field placement counselors.

Community Corrections

The prime purpose of Senate Bill 4 is to divert
adult offenders from state correctional facilities. A
total of 204 offenders were placed in local community cor-
rections facilities during this year, with 135 being on a
residential basis and 69 on a non-residential basis. It
is difficult to measure the effect of community correc-
tions programs as the majority of the offenders are eith=ar
still in the program or have just recently completed their
program.

Nevertheless, preliminary figures on employment
and recidivism are encouraging. Out of the total of 204
offenders, only 23 were employed upon entry into a commu-
nity corrections program. One hundred and sixty-five were
unemployed, 13 were under-employed, and three were physi-
cally disabled. As of the end of the fiscal year, 110 of-
fenders were employed, 21 unemployed, four have part-tize
employment, three are still physically disabled, and the
remaining 66 offenders are involved in a variety of mental
health, alcohol, drug, and job training programs.

The most current research indicates that employ-
ment is the single most important factor in determining
success or failure in correctional programs; thus the
above figures are impressive.

The second area of performance is recidivism.
Of the 204 offenders served, 22 were rearrested, 15 of the
22 were reconvicted of new offenses; and 12 offenders were
terminated for non-compliance with program rules.
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COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS POPULATION

TABLE LXX

BY PROGRAM - THE LAST DAY OF THE FISCAL YEAR

County
Adams

Boulder
Colorado Springs
Denver

Denver

Denver

Denver

Durango

Larimer

Pueblo

FY 1976-77

Program

Loft House
Empathy House
Adult Forensics
County Jail
Walden

Emerson House
Williams Street

Hilltop House

Community Corrections

Program
Our House

TOTAL

Population

13
3a
124
28
6a
292

108

1156
7a
230

Arhis number includes only Senate Bill 4 residents;
Federal Bureau of Prison clients and transitional
clients from Department of Corrections share these

facilities.

Prhis is a non-residential program dealing with both

county court and district court clients.

The majority

would be eligible for placement under Senate Bill 4

stipulations.
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Unfortunately, there is no comparative sample of
a similar offender group that was institutionalized;
hence, there is no way to match the performance of the 204
Senate Bill 4 offenders with a comparable group of offen-
ders coming out of the state penitentiary or reformatory.

In that Senate Bill 4 was developed as an alter-
native to formal incarceration, it is important to deter-
mine how many offenders would have been sent to the peni-
tentiary or the reformatory had community corrections not
been available as a sentencing alternative. An examina-
tion of 103 of the 204 offenders indicates that, based on
offense, 79 percent of the offenders would have been
institutionalized if there were no alternatives other than
probation. If this percentage holds true for the total
group of 204 offenders, 161 of the 204 would have been
institutionalized.

Community corrections in Colorado is still in
the developmental stage. So far it appears that at least
75 percent of the offenders who were accepted into Senate
Bill 4 programs have been successful, i.e., they are em-
ployed or getting services to increase their employment
opportunities and have not been involved in any new crim-
inal offenses. The experimental programs show thus far
that it is less expensive to treat select, non-violent
adult offenders in community settings without unreasonably
increasing the risk to public safety.

Regtitution

Restitution to victims, while not a specific
program, has traditionally been a condition of probation.
In nearly every case where personal loss has occurred, the
amount of that loss is determined and payment ordered as a
condition of the probationary term. In most cases, .the
probation department determines loss amount and makes an
appropriate recommendation to the court at the time of
sentencing. Recently, the district attorney's offices
have assumed the responsibility of determining loss in
some districts.

One of the most compelling arguments for placing
zn offender on probation is that he can continue to be em-
ployed, thus saving the taxpayer the cost of maintaining
him and his dependents, in addition to compensating his
victim.

Restitution collected from both adult and juve-
nile probationers and repaid by the court to victims
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amounted to $828,553.27. The probation departments are
responsible for overseeing these payments and notifying
the State Court Administrator's Office of the amount re-
ceived and distributed. A table showing the restitution
amounts repaid by district follows.

Restitution for property crimes is relatively
simple to assess, while damage caused by crimes against
society (i.e., narcotic offenses) is difficult to deter-
mine and to assess a monetary value. There is growing
interest in the concept of "service restitution"; i.e., a
period of court-ordered service to the community. A per-
son convicted of driving under the influence of alcohol
might be required to work in a hospital emergency room; a
person convicted of welfare fraud might be ordered to work
at a welfare day-care center, or a person who possesses a
specific skill might be required to use that skill in the
payment of "service restitution". This concept is being
used in both juvenile and adult cases on a limited basis
in some jurisdictions.

The Denver Adult Probation Department is plan-
ning to undertake a pilot program to evaluate the feasi~
bility of negotiating agreements for non-monetary restitu-
tion between victims and offenders who are financially
unable to make restitution payments. This program, to be
funded by an LEAA graat, is an experiment, designed to de-
termine if such contracts meet the needs of victims and
offenders and provide an acceptable alternative for offen-
ders who cannot afford to make cash payments.
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TABLE LXXI

RESTITUTION PAID TO VICTIMS
BY JUVENILE AND ADULT PROBATIONERS

FY 1976-77
District Amount Disbursed
1 72,477.17
2nd Adult 178,175.69
2nd Juvenile 23,237.14
3 10,041.03
4 141,680.33
5 11,405.14
6 5,422.81
7 17,302.25
g8 12,292.71
9 13,152.09
10 30,773.00
11 24,692.87
12 16,551.42
13 11,205.26
14 11,783.15
15 8,684.61
16 12,941.15
17 67,399.31
18 61,431.34
19 40,699.50
20 22,096.11
21 28,397.05
22 6,712.14
State Total 828,553.27
-160~

. -m @

N E ay Wy












A E am e am

ADJUDICATION

ADJUDICATORY
HEARING

ADVISEMENT

ALLEGATIONS

GLOSSARY OF TERMS
JUVENILE PROBATION

A judicial declaration of the stat~
us of a child, i.e., delinquent,
CHINS, dependent or neglected, fol-
lowing either an evidentiary hear-
ing or an admission.

An evidentiary hearing where the
people have the burden of proving
the allegations to support an adju-
dication. This hearing may be held
before a judge or jury, and is sim-
ilar to an adult trial. In juve-
nile cases, however, the jury de-
termines only the truth of the
allegations. It is then up to the
judge to adjudicate the status as
described above. The second part
of the case is the dispositional
hearing, described below.

A court procedure formally advising
a person of certain statutory and
constitutional rights, given at the
person's first appearance in

court. The elements of the advise-
ment are enumerated in Rule 3 of
the Colorado Rules of Juvenile Pro-
cedure.

Statements made in a petition filed
with the court and served on the
child and parents setting forth
facts which the petitioner believes
bring the child within the juris-
diction of the court. The allega-
tions must be proven beyond a rea-
sonable doubt in cases of delin-
quency or child in need of super-
vision, and by a preponderance of
the evidence in cases concerning
neglected or dependent children.
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BAIL

CHILD
(Statutory definition)

CHILD IN NEED OF

SUPERVISION
(Statutory definition)

COMMITMENT

COLORADO
CHILDREN'S CODE

CONSTITUTIONAL
RIGHTS

Security, in the form of money or
property, deposited with the court
to insure the appearance of the
child at a specified future time
and place. The Colorado Children's
Code entitles a child to bail as in
adult cases; however, the Colorado
Rules of Juvenile Procedure (Rule
23) allows the judge to impose cer-
tain conditions such as who may
post bail, and with whom the child
may reside while proceedings are
pending.

Any person under eighteen years of
age.

Any child who: 1) is repeatedly
absent from school, 2) has run away
from home or is ctherwise beyond
the control of his parent, guar-
dian, or other legal custodian, or
3) whose behavior or condition is
such as to endanger his own or
others' welfare. Any of these
allegations can form the basis for
a petition to be filed with the
court.

A dispositional order of court
transferring physical custody of a
child to the Department of Institu-
tions. Placement after commitment
is determined by the Department
following evaluation, except in the
case of a repeat or violent juve-
nile offender, and can be at
Lookout Mouritain School, Mount View
School, or any of the work camps or
community placements maintained by
the Department.

Title 19, C.R.S. 1973. This code
sets forth the definitions, juris-
diction, procedures, and powers in
juvenile cases.

Rights guaranteed by the Constitu-

tion, as opposed to statute or
common law. A U.S. Supreme Court
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CONTINUED
ADJUDICATION

COURT

decision (In Re Gault) in 1967,
made the following rights appli-
cable to juveniles under the due
process clause of the constitu-
tion: 1) written notice of the
charges, 2Z) the right to an attor-
ney whenever the case may result in
a loss of liberty, 3) the privilege
againgt self incrimination, 4) the
right to be ccnfronted by and to
cross—examine witnesses, 5) the
right to a transcript of the pro-
ceedings, «nd 6) the right to ap-
peal. Certain ©other rights are
granted to children, but they are
based on the Colorado Children’'s
Code and not the Constitution.

A court procedure in the nature of
a disposition avoiding adjudica-
tion. After making a finding on
the allegations of a petition of
delinguency or CHINS but before
making an adjudication, the court
may continue the hearing, allowing
the child to remain in his own home
or in the temporary custody of
another person or agency, subject
to such conditions of conduct and
of visitation or supervision by a
probation counselor as the court
may prescribe. Such continuation
may extend no longer than six
months without review by the
court. Upon review, the court may
continue the case for an additional
period not to exceed six months,
after which the petition must be
either dismissed or sustained.

1) A tribunal having authority to
consider facts and law, and based
upon such consideration, tc make:
decisions affecting the rights of
the parties before it. 2) A judge
of a court. Juvenile cases are
handled in district court, except
in Denver, where *there is a sepa-
rate juvenile court which has
jurisdiction solely over cases un-
der the children's code.
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CusTORY, LEGAL

DELINQUENT
(Statutory definition)

DETENTION

DIAGNOSTIC AND
EVALUATION CENTERS

DISPOSITION

DISPOSITIONAL
HEARING

The right to care for, maintain
physical custody of, and control a
child and the duty to provide, all
his immediate needs. It may be
taken from a parent only by court
action.

A child who is ten years of age or
older who has violated: 1) any
federal or state law, except state
traffic and game and fish laws; 2)
any municipal ordinance except
traffic ordinances, the penalty for
which may be a jail sentence; or 3)
a lawful order made by the court.
There are exceptions to this defi-
nition depending on the age of the
child and the violation charged.

In some cases the children's code
does not apply and the child is
tried as an adult criminal defen-
dant in district court.

The temporary taking and placing of
a child in a physically rest:ricting
facility, i.e., a juvenile deten-
tion center or the juvinile section
of the county jail.

Facilities for the examination and
study of children committed to the
custody of the Department of Insti-
tutions, namely the Regional Deten-
tion Centers of the State of Col~
orado.

The order of the court which deter-
mines what plan for treatment or
action will be followed for a child
who has teen adjudicated delin-
guent, in need of supervision, or
neglected or dependent. Probation
and commitment are examples of
dispositions.

A hearing to determine what dispo-
sition shall be made for a c¢hild
adjudicated delinquent, in need of
supervision, or neglected or depen-
dent. This hearing may be part of

-166~



DIVERSION

EXPUNGEMENT

the proceeding which includes the
adjudicatcry hearing, or it may be
held subsequent to the adjudicatory
hearing.

Any alternative to formal entry
into the criminal or juvenile jus~
tice system. Diversion is not a
new concept but a process which has
been used without formalization for
many years. There are three main
points at which diversion may oc-
cur: 1) prior to police contact,
2) prior to official police pro-
cessing, and 3) prior to official
court processing. Thus, there are
three basic models in terms of res-
ponsibility for diversion: 1) com-
munity based diversion programs, 2)
police based diversion programs,
and 3) court based diversion pro-
grams. Failure in a diversion
progrey usually results in formal
court acticn.

The: legal fiction of eliminating or
"wiping out" a c¢hild's court rec-
ords. Two years after termination
of the court's jurisdiction over a
child, or sooner if all parties
agree, or two years after uncondi-
tional release from supervision of
the Department of Institutions, a
child, the court on its own motion,
or the juvenile parole department
may petition for expungement of the
child's records. A hearing is held
and the district attorney's office
is notified. 1If there has been no
conviction of a felony or of a mis-~
demeanor "involving moral turpi-
tude" and the court is satisfied
that rehabilitation has taken
place, the child's records are
sealed. Thereafter, the court may
permit inspection of the records
only at the petition of the person
concerned. The court and the child
may reply to any inquiries subse-
quent to expungement that no court
records exist concerning the child.
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FOSTER HOME

GUARDIAN AD LITEM

GUARDIANSHIP

INFORMAL ADJUSTMENT

A facility licensed and approved by
the state to care for children
placed by the courts or by agree-
ment with the parents. Placement
in a foster home is a disposition
available to the court at the dis-
positional hearing.

A person, usually an attorney, who
the court appoints to protect the
interest of a child during the pen-
dency of the proceedings when no
parent, guardian, legal custodian,
or relative of the child appears at
the first or any subsequent hear-
ings in the case; or when the court
finds that there may be a conflict
of interest between the child and
his parents, guardian, or legal
custodian; or when the court finds
that it is in the child's interest
and necessary for his welfare,
whether or not a parent, guardian,
or other legal custodian is pre-
sent. When the petition alleges
child abuse, the appointment of a
guardian ad litem is mandatory.

The duty and authority vested in a
person or agency by court action to
make major decisions affecting a
child which may include: consent
to marriage, military enlistment,
medical or surgical treatment,
adoption where parental rights have
been terminated, or representation
of a ¢hild in legal actions.

A court procedure in the nature of
a disposition avoiding formal
filing of a petition and adjudica-
tion. The child admits the facts
of the complaint and agrees with
his parents, guardian, or legal
custodian to place himself under
the informal supervision of the
court for no longer than six
months. This admission cannot be
used against the child if formal

court proceedings are filed later.
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INTAKE

JURISDICTION

During this time the child may re-
ceive regular counseling and gui-
dance. This option is not avail-
able to a child who, in the pre-
ceding twelve months, has been
adjudicated a delinquent or has
been under informal adjustment
supervision for an alleged delin-
quent act.

A preliminary screening process
used at all levels of the juvenile
justice system. Screening takes
into account both legal and social
considerations. Police screen
cases before referral to the dis-
trict attorney. The district at-
torney screens delinquency com-
plaints before filing them with the
court, The court and other agen-
cies screen cases of children in
need of supervision and neglected
or dependent children prior to
formal filing. The major purpose
of screening in juvenile courts is
to determine through careful study
which cases require formal court
action and which can be handled
through non-court programs. This
type of screening is called "dis-
cretionary intake" and is author-
ized by the Colorado Children's
Code.

The scope of authority provided by
constitution or statute, and given
to a particular court, to determine
a specific case. The jurisdiction
of the juvenile court, unless
otherwise provided by law, includes
proceedings concerning a delinquent
child, a child in need of super-
vision, a neglected or dependent
child, the determination of legal
custody, the termination of legal
parent-child relationships (volun-
tary or involuntary), the issuance
of orders for support, the determi-
nation of parentage, adoptions, and
judicial consent for marriage,
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JUVENILE COURT

LECTURE AND
RELEASE

NEGLECTED OR
DEPENDENT
(Statutory definition)

ORDER OF
PROTECTION

employment, or enlistment. The
juvenile court has jurisdiction
over any adult who induces, aids,
or encourages a child to violate
any federal or state law or a
municipal ordinance; or who abuses,
il1l- treats, neglects or abandons a
child.

The division of the district court
or, in Denver, the separate court,
which exercises original jurisdic-
tion over the persons and subject
matter set forth in the Colorado
Children's Code.

The process whereby a police
officer, after taking a child into
custody for a delinquent or CHINS
act, meets with the child and his
parents, lectures the child, deter-
mines not to refer the matter to
the district attorney, and releases
the child with no further action
taken.

A child who has been abandoned,
mistreated, or abused by a parent
or guardian or legal custodian; or
whose parent, guardian, or legal
custadian has allowed such mis-
treatment by another; or who lacks
proper parental care; or whose
environment is injurious to his
welfare; or who is homeless or
lacking proper care through no
fault of his parent, guardian, or
legal custodian.

An order made by the court in
assistance of, or as a condition of
any dispositional decree. It may
set forth a number of conditions or
actions to be observed by any party
to a delinquency, CHINS, or neglect
petition. ‘An order of protection
is generally used to govern the ac-
tions of a party other than the
child, such as requiring the parent
to perform certain obligations,
refrain from specified conduct, etc.
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PAROLE

PETITION

PRELIMINARY
HEARING

PRELIMINARY
INVESTIGATION
(see INTAKE)

PROBATION

Constitutional release from con-
finement prior to the expiration of
the term of commitment. The deci-
sion to place a child on parole
after he has been in an institution
or to revoke parole following a
violation of conditions is made by
the Juvenile Parole Board.

A written statement filed with a
court, setting forth facts and
requesting formal judicial action
concerning a child, i.e., delin-
quency petition, CHINS petition.

A discretionary hearing to deter-
mine if there is probable cause to
believe that the facts alleged in
the petition bring the child within
the court's jurisdiction. (Also
see PRELIMINARY HEARING in Adult
Glossary.)

In CHINS or neglected or dependent
cases before filing of a petition,
an investigation to determine
whether the interests of the child
or the community require that fur-
ther action be taken, and, if so,
what kind. In delinquency cases,
the district attorney may request
the court or a designated agency to
conduct such an investigation to
determine whether to file a peti-
tion. The investigation in any
case may be conducted by the
court's probation department or an
agency selected by the court.

A disposition in delinquency or
CHINS cases, whereby the child is
allowed to remain in his home, a
foster home, or other open setting
in the community, under the super-
vision of the court for a period
not to exceed two years. The
various terms and conditiocons of
probation are set forth in the
children's code, and violation of
these terms may result in a revoca-
tion of probation and incarceration.
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PROBATION
COUNSELOR

PUBLICITY

REFEREE

REVIEW HEARING

An officer of the court authorized
to superwvise children placed on
probation and to act as a broker of
treatment services needed by the
child. In delinguency and CHINS
cases, the counselor must report to
court on the child's progress at
regular six-month intervals. The
probation counselor is responsible
for keeping contact, and a record
thereof, with each child under hig
supervision.

A prohibited procedure in juvenile
cases. The name, picture, place of
residence, or identity of a child,
parent, guardian, oiher custodian’
or any other person appearing as a
witness in proceedings under the
provisions of the Colorado Chil-
dren's Code shall not be published
in any newspapeir or in any other
publication nor given any other

publicity, unless for good cause it -

is specifically permitted by order
of the court. Criminal penalties
apply to violations of this prohi-
bition.

A person, not a judge, who performs
the judicial functions of deter-
mining facts and making findings,

-'and then makes recommendations for

action to a judge. A referee is
licensed to practice law in
Colorado and is appointed by and
serves at the pleasure of the
court. The parties may request a
review of the referee's hearing,
and the judge may alter the refe- -
ree's recommendations; however, the
findings and recommendations of the
referee become the decrze of the
court when confirmed by the judge.

The Colorado Children's Code re-
guires that each delinquency and
CHINS case be reviewed by the court
at a minimum of once each six
months. ‘
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REVOCATION

SHELTER

TERMS AND
CONDITIONS

TRAINING SCHOOLS

A court order rescinding or with-
drawing a previous court order.
When a child on probation has vio-
lated one or more of the terms or
conditions of probation, a petition
to revoke probation or modify the
terms and conditions may be filed
with the court. The child, his
parents, guardian, or legal custe~-
dian are given written notice of
the petition, and a hearing is set
on the allegations. The child is
not entitled to a jury trial on a
revocation petition. If the alle-
gations are proven, the judge may
modify the terms of probation or
revokée probation and exercise any
of the dispositional alternatives,
including commitment to the Depart-
ment of Institutions.

The temporary care of a child in
physically unrestricting facilities
pending more permanent court place-
ment. 2 child who must be taken
from his home but does not require
physical restriction must be placed
in shelter and cannot be placed in
detention.

The rules of conduct which a child
must adhere to while under the
supervision of the court as part of
a disposition. The purpose of
these terms and conditions is to
assist in the rehabilitative pro-
cess of the child -- providing a
specific treatment plan to which
the child and the probation coun-
selor can refer.

Institutions providing care, edu-
cation, treatment, and rehabilita-
tion of children in a closed

setting.
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TRANSFER
(TRANSFER HEARING)

An order of a court having juris-
diction over a particular juvenile
charged with a delinquent act,
terminating such jurisdiciton, and
certifying the juvenile to be held
for adult c¢riminal proceedings in
the district court. If a child
fourteen years of age or older is
charged with a delinquent act which
would have been a felony if com-
mitted by an adult, the court may,
after a hearing, transfer the ac-
tion. The court must make the
finding that it would be contrary
to the best interests of the child
or of the public to retain juris-
diction. A separate section of the
children's code sets out the guide~
lines to be followed in making this
determination. A transfer hearing
is held before a judge without a
jury, and may not be heard by a
referee.
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ACQUITTAL

ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS

APPEAL

ARRAIGNMENT

ARREST

GLOSSARY OF TERMS

ADULT PROBATION

A judgment dismissing criminal
charges against a defendant.

1) A court procedure formally ad-
vising a person of certain statu-
tory and censtitutional rights.
Such advisement must be given at
the person's first appearance in
court. 2) A set of warnings which
must be given to a person upon ar-
rest (see Miranda warnings).

A review of the proceeding in a
lower court by a higher court. Ap-
peals are usually based on a formal
record and decide questions ¢f law,
except where statutes allow evi-
dence to be presented in a new tri-
al.

A court proceeding where charges
are formally read to the defendant,
he is advised of all statutory and
constitutional rights, and he is
required to enter a plea. If no
plea is entered, the judge will en-
ter a plea of not guilty.

The detention and taking into cus-
tody of a person by a peace offi-
cer, based either on an arrest war-
rant, or when a crime is or has
"been committed by that person in
the officer's presence, or when the
officer has probable cause to be-
lieve that an offense was committed
by that person.
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BAIL (See BOND)

BAILIFF

BEYOND A
REASONABLE DOUBT

BIND OVER

BOND

Security, in the form of money or
property, deposited with the court
to insure the appearance of the de-
fendant at a specified future time
and place.

An officer of the court charged

with keeping order, accompanying
the jury, and calling the court

into session.

The burden of proof which must be
met by the prosecution in a crimi-
nal case. Defined as "a doubt
based upon reason and common sense
which arises from a fair and ra-
tional consideration of all the
evidence in the case. It is a
doubt which is not a vague, specu-
lative or imaginary doubt, but such
doubt as would cause reasonable men
to hesitate to act in matters of
importance to themselves".

An order transferring a c¢riminal
case to a court with proper juris-
diction for further proceedings and
trial. After & hearing has been
held in the county court to deter-—
mine if there is probable cause to
believe that the defendant commit-
ted the crime with which he is
charged, and the court has made
such a determination in the affir-
mative, the case is "bound over"
to the district court.

A type of security required by the
court before a defendant is re-
leased from custody. An accused
may be released on his own promise
(personal recognizance), by having
a licensed bondsman post an agree-
ment to pay a certain amount
(bond) , by personally depositing
money in cash (bail), or by encum-
bering property (property bond).
The court may allow the amount of
bail posted in cash to be a percen-
tage of the total amount of bail
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BURDEN OF PROOF

CHALLENGE FOR CAUSE

CLOSING ARGUMENT

COMPLAINT AND SUMMONS

set; however, in the event of de-~
fault, the entire amount of bail
set is forfeited and becomes due to
the state. :

The requirement that a party o an
action prove each element of his
case to a particular degree of cer-
tainty before judgment may be en-
tered in his favor. In a criminal
case this burden is upon the prose-
cution, and is defined as beyond a
reasonable doubt. In civil cases
the usual burden of proof is by a
preponderance of the evidence.

A request that a particular pro-
spective juror be excused from sit-
ting on a particular case for a
specific reason relating tc that
prospective juror's ability to
serve fairly and impartially.

There is no limit on the number of
challenges a party may make for
cause. (Compare PEREMPTORY CHAL~
LENGE.)

Oral summaries made by prosecution
and defense to the trier of fact
following completion of the pre-
sentation of evidence. 1In closing
argument, each lawyer may summarize
and comment upon the evidence, and
attempt to convince the judge or
jury to return a verdict in his
client's favor.

The formal charge which initiates a
criminal proceeding in a county
court. It must contain the name of
the defendant, the offense and
statute number, and direct the de~
fendant to appear before a speci-
fied court at a given date, time,
and location.
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CONVICTION

COUNSEL

COURT OF RECORD

CROSS EXAMINATION

DEFENSE

DEFERRED PROSECUTION

DEFERRED SENTENCE

The formal judgment of a court
finding the defendant guilty of a
specific offense or offenses. A
conviction may be based upon either
a jury verdict, a finding by a
judge, or a plea of guilty by the
defendant.

Term commonly used for any attorney
in a case, i.e., "counsel for the
defendant".

A court that maintains a verbatim
record of all its proceedings so

that a transcript may be made and
certified to a higher court if an
appeal is taken.

The questioning of a witness by a
party other than the party calling
the witness to testify.

The side against which charges or
claims for relief are made. Also,
the theory of the case presented by
the defendant.

A plea agreement procedure, by
which the court with the consent of
both the prosecutor and defendant
may order the trial postponed for a
period not to exceed two years, al-
though no actual plea has been en-
tered. During this period, the de-
fendant is placed under the super-
vision of the probation depart-
ment. Upon the defendant's suc-
cessful completion of this period,
the case is dismissed with preju-
dice. However, if the conditions
of supervision are violated as de-
termined by the court, the defen-
dant is tried for the offense with
which he was originally charged.

A plea agreement procedure in which
the defendant tenders a plea of
guilty, and the court, without
accepting or entering the guilty
plea, continues the case for a
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DOCKET

DUE PROCESS OF LAW

1

EXTRADITION

EQUAL PROTECTION
OF THE LAW

period not to exceed two years.
During this time, the defendant
must comply with the terms of a
written, signed stipulation between
the defendant and the prosecutor
which is similar in all respects to
conditiong of probation. Upon full
compliance with this stipulation
for the required time, the pl=a of
guilty is withdrawn and the case
dismissed with prejudice. However,
if the conditions are violated, the
court accepts and enters the plea
of guilty, orders a judgment of
conviction, and imposes sentence.

The listing or schedule of cases to
be heard by a court on a particular
day. The docket normally contains

the names of the parties, the judge
and courtroom, and the identifying

number assigned to the case.

A constitutional limitation on
federal and state exercise of power
as defined by numerous court deci-
sions. WNo person (including a
non-citizen and any entity such as
a corporation, partnership, or
other organization) may be deprived
of life, liberty, or property with-
out due process of law. The court
decisions generally define due pro-
cess as fundamental fairness to the
person whose life, liberty, or pro-
perty is sought to be taken.

The surrender by one state to
another of an individual accused or
convicted of an offense outside its
own territory and within the ter-
ritory of the other, which being
competent to try or punish him, de-
mands the surrender.

A constitutional limitation on the
exercise of governmental power
whersby whatever rights and rules
are enforced must be done in a
manner that applies equally to each
person under similar circumstances.
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EVIDENCE

EVIDENCE,
RULES OF

FELONY

GRAND JURY

HABEAS CORPUS

HEARSAY

\Any statement, object, document, or
-other thing considered by the trier

of fact, to determine a disputed
factual matter.

A body of case law and statutory

definitions which determines what
statements, objects, documents, or
things may be considered by a trier
of fact in determining the factual
issues in a case. A jury may con-
sider only those matters allowed by
the rules of evidence, and the
judge determines what matters will
be allowed in as evidence. The
judge's determination can be ap-
pealed.

In Colorado, an offense punishable
by death or imprisonment for a
fixed or indeterminate term in a
state correctional institution.
Must be definod by statute.

A group of individuals, summoned by
the chief judge of the district
court (or a judgs designated by
him), to consider evidence and
determine whether there are grounds
to return an indictment.

An order ©Of court having for its
object to.bring a person before the
court to show cause why that person
is being deprived of his liberty.

A statement made out of court and
introduced in court at trial for
purposes of proving the truth of
the matter assertasd. Generally,
hearsay is not allowed as evidence
because its trustworthiness may be
doubtful, since the person who made
the statement was not under oath at
the time, and is not present in
court for cross-examination. There
are numerous exceptions to the
general hearsay rule, however, and
the judge must rule on whether evi-
dence is admissible, excluded as
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HUNG JURY

INCARCERATION

INDICTMENT

INFORMATION

JURISDICTION

MATTERS OF FACT

MATTERS OF LAW

hearsay, or hearsay and nonetheless
admissible as an exemption to the
hearsay rule.

A jury unable to reach unanimous
agreement on a verdict.

Being locked up in a jail or prison.

One method of instituting a crimi-
nal proceeding. A formal charge,
issued by a grand jury, setting
forth with reasonable certainty the
grand jury's finding that a crime
has been committed according to the
sworn testimony of witnesses, the
name of the defendant (if known),
and that the offense was committed
within the court's jurisdiction or
is triable therein.

Ancther method of instituting a
criminal proceeding. A formal
charge, issued and signed by the
prosecuting attorney. It must con-
form with the requirements of an
indictment, explained above, except
that an information contains no
findings.

The scope of authority provided by
constitution or statute, and given
to a particular court, to determine
a specific case. May also refer to
geographical boundaries of juris-
diction, such as within a judicial
disgrict or within the state.

Questions concerning the existence
or non-existence of a perceivable
occurrence or its consequences.

Questions concerning the applica-
tion of a legal principle and its
consequences. Example: If the
prosecution does not prove its case
beyond a reasonable doubt, the jury
must find the defendant not guilty
as a matter of law.
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MISDEMEANOR

MITTIMUS

MIRANDA WARNINGS

MITIGATING
CIRCUMSTANCES

NOLO CONTENDERE

OBJECTION

In Nolorado, an offense defined by
statute for which punishment is
less severe than a felony. Usually
punishable by a fine or imprison-
ment in a county jail rather than a
state correctional facility.

An order of court directing the
sheriff to transport a person to a
specific place to serve a sentence
of imprisonment.

Four statements which must be made
to a suspect under interrogation
before any evidence or confession
elicited from that person can be
admitted as evidence in court: 1)
his right to remain silent, 2) the
fact that anything he says may and
will be used against him in a
court, 3) his right to have the as-
sistance of an attorney, and 4) his
right to have an attcrney appointed
if he cannot afford one. These
"warnings" resulted from a U.S.
Supreme Court decision, Miranda v.
Arizona, which held they were re-
quired by the U.S. Constitution.

Facts presented to the court as
grounds for lessening the severity
of a sentence. Usually presented
at the sentencing hearing.

A plea entered by the defendant in
a criminal case (from the Latin "I
will not contest it."). For pur-
poses of sentencing in the case in
which it is entered, it is the same
as a plea of guilty.

A request to the judge, made by
counsel for either side, that the
particular testimony or other evi-
dence being offered not be consi-
dered by the trier of fact. A
ruling sustaining or overruling an
objection may be used as the
grounds for an appeal.
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OPENING STATEMENT

PAROLE

PERSCONAL RECOGNIZANCE

PEREMPTORY CHALLENGE

PLEA

PLEA BARGAINING

A statement made by the prosecution
to the trier of fact prior to the
introduction of any evidence, set-
ting out the general nature of the
case, the elements the prosecution
must prove to support a conviction,
and the evidence the prosecution
intends to introduce. The defense
also may make such a statement, or
may reserve it until the prosecu-
tion has closed its case..

Conditional release from prison
prior to the expiration of the
sentence. The term of parole may
extend until the expiration of the
full sentence. Violation of tha
terms of parole may result in a
return to prison after a hearing.

Security for the appearance of a
criminal defendant, in the form of
a personal promise without posting
any bail or filing a formal bond.

A request that a prospective juror
be excused from sitting in a parti-
cular trial, without specifying any
reason for such request. (Compare
CHALLENGE FOR CAUSE.) The manner
of exercising and number of peremp-
tory challenges are set by statute
and court rule.

The defendant's formal response to
criminal charges. If a defendant
stands mute, the judge will euter a
plea of not guilty for him. Exam-
ples are: guilty, not guilty, nolo
contendere, not guilty by reason of
insanity.

A compromise reached by the prose-
cution and defense after negotia-
tion resulting in a plea of guilty
or nolo contendere to a charge or
one of the charges, or to a lesser
charge, dismissal of remaining
charges, elimination of the trial;
and the possibility of a lesser
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PRECEDENT

PRELIMINARY HEARING

PRIMA FACIE CASE

sentence. Plea bargaining is .con-
ducted between counsel, and not
before the judge. The compromise
reached is presented to the judge
by the prosecution and must be
agreed to by the judge before it
can become effective. Plea bar-
gaining results from a number of
factors: 1) the prosecution has
sole discretion to file charges, 2)
open negotiation may disclose the
strength or weakness of either
side's case, 3) heavy trial dockets
necessitate reducing the trial load
in large volume prosecution offices.

The earlier, usually published,
opinion of an appellate court on a
point of law which is then followed
by courts in subsequent similar
cases.

A hearing, prior to arraignment and
trial, where a judge determines
whether there is probable cause to
believe that the offense charged
was committed by the defendant, and
the case, therefore, should be
bound over for trial.

Sufficient evidence presented by
the party having the burden of
proof to support a finding that all
elements necessary for a judgment
have been established to the re-
quisite degree of proof. 1In order
for the judge to submit a criminal
case to the jury, the prosecution
must present evidence establishing
that the defendant committed the
elements of the crime as defined by
the applicable statute beyond a
reasonable doubt. The defendant
may then present a defense or seek
to rebut the prosecution's evidence.
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PROBATION

PRO SE

PROSECUTION

PUBLIC DEFENDER

RECIDIVISM

RESTITUTION

SELF INCRIMINATION

SENTENCING

A sentencing alternative to incar-
ceration, whereby a convicted per-
son may be released under certain
conditions and under the super-
vision of a probation officer for a
specified time. 1In some cases, a
short jail sentence or "work
release" program is combined with
the probation. Violation of the
terms of probation can result in
imposition of any sentence which
might have been imposed as the
original sentence.

A party representing himself in
court.

The procedure by which a person is
charged and tried for a criminal
offense. Also, the charging, as
opposed to defending, side of a
criminal case.

An attorney, or system of attor-~
neys, funded by the state, to re-
present indigent persons in crimi-
nal or juvenile cases.

The return to criminal activity
after completion of sentence fol-
lowing an earlier conviction. A
statistical measure of "failure" of
persons previously convicted of a
crime.

An amount of money or certain work
ordered by the court to be paid or
done by the defendant to compensate
the victim for damage resulting
from the crime.

Making statements or presenting
evidence which could result in
criminal liability of the person
making such statements or presen-
ting such evidence.

The formal ‘imposition of a penalty

upon a criminal defendant after he
has pleaded or been found gquilty.
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SUMMONS

SUBPCENA

TRIAL

TRIER OF FACT

VERDICT

VOIR DIRE

A notice requiring a person to
appear in court on a specific day
at a specific time. The summons is
returned to the court so that it
reflects that the person was served
with it. :

A written order of court calling
for a person to appear to give
testimony or present specified
documentary evidence.

A hearing in open court (with or
without a jury) when each side has
the opportunity to present evidence
and confront and rebut the evidence
presented by the other party, for
the purpose of determining the
guilt or innocence of a criminal
defendant upon the charges, or, in
a civil case, of determining
whether any party is entitled to
the relief he seeks.

The entity responsible for deter-
mining the truth from the evidence
presented at trial. Where there is
conflicting evidence on a point,
the trier of fact must resolve the
confliect. 1In a trial to the court,
the judge acts as the trier of fact
as well as of law. In a trial to a
jury, the jury acts as the trier of
fact, and the judge determines the
applicable law.

The decision of the jury which de-
termines the guilt or innocence of
the criminal defendant, or, in a
civil case, which determines
whether or not relief should be
granted to a party.

Questions asked of prospective
jurors by the attorneys and the
judge to determine the ability of
éach person to sit as a fair and
impartial juror, and to uncover any
possible bias, prejudice, or ina-
bility to so serve.
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WARRANT

An order of court authorizing ei-

ther the arrest of a specific per-
sori, or the search of a specific

place for the seizure of specific

items named in the order.
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