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In May 1977, staff of the Statistical Analysis Center (SAC) initiated a 
study in Bannock County to analyze 1975 burglaries and robberies from <3.-YTest 
to final disposition. 

It h. anticipated that information obtained from this study, and as 
used in conjunction with similar studies, will benefit the law Enforcement 
Planning Comnission (LEPC) in making planning and funding decisions, as well 
as addressing cri.minal justice problem identification. 

Since the Bannock County Sheriff's Office is the central detaining fa­
cility for the Colll1ty, records were screened at this agency for those offen­
ders arrested for either burglary or robbery during 1975. Further tracking 
of the individuals involved a records check: of the Prosecutor's files and 
Magistrate and District Court Clerk's files. 

Appreciation is expressed to Judge Richard Hamrrond, Trial Court Adminis­
trator; Mr>. G3rth Pincock:, Prosecutor, Bannock: County; and to Sheriff Carl 
Croft for their support and assistance. 

BURGlARY 

Sixty-four persons were arrested for burglary offenses during 1975. Illus­
tration I shows the flow from arrest to disposition by input percentages 
(percentages based on sixty-four arre.sts), while Illustration II has decision 
point percentages. 

Pre-trial Placement 

Forty-two persons were released pending the outcome of their cases in 
court; twenty-eight (43.8%) posted bail; fourteen (21.9%) were released on 
their own recognizance; and twenty-one people rem:rined in jail. 

Data was compiled from the Sheriff's Office regarding the number of days 
a person was detained. Ct.rrnulative time spent in jail prior to disposition of 
62 of the 64 cases totaled 1,133 days, or an average of 18.3 days. 

Outcome Analysis of Cases Prosecuted 

The prosecutor initiated action in 56 ( 87 . 5 %) cases. Four cases (6. 3 %) 
"(--Jere dismissed without prosecution and reasons for the four dismissals are 
described in Table 1. One case was pending at the time the study was conduc­
ted; the defense attorney relied on the grounds of mental disease, and the 
last recorded entry (January 17, 1977) stated that the police department re­
quested a dismissal based upon that defense. 

Thirty-nine of the 56 cases prosecuted resulted in conviction. Fourteen 
were given probation (8) or probation with combinations of conditions (6). 
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ILLUSTRATION I 

[0,'\1/0 CRlf,l!tlAL JLJ~TICE 
S'(jTGI RATeS IIO()(L 

BANNOCK COUNTY 

BURGLARY 

1975 

Input Percentages 

4 (6.3% 

No Record 

4 (6.3%) 
Dismissed \'1/0 

Prosec.ution 

Founded 
O[femlcs 

Unfoundl.!J 
Offenses 

39 (60.9%) 

Convict 

(25.0%) 

D13mlss 

1 (1.6%) 

Pending 

Off. clC:lrcd 
by arrcst 

Off. cleared 
hy eXCl!pt ion 

Offenses 
nO t C l,,~ rcd 

3 

64 
P~rsoll!j 

Arrested 

5 8 (12.5%) 
, 

'Probation 

2 (3.1%) 

Jail 

1 (1. 6%) 
6 rna jail/ 5 

r-------------------lmo.sus/30 

1 (1.6%) 

Restitution 

2 (3.1%) 

Disrn~?~ 

14 (21. 9%) 
RclclI$e 
on O.R. 

2 (3.1%) 
Probation/ 
Restitution 

1 (1. 6%) 
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ILLUSTRATION 2 

[0.\1/.0 CnIIHW\1. JUSTfCE 
S,(STGI RAT[S IIODCL 

BANNOCK COUNTY 

BURGLA.RY 

1975 

Decision Point Percentages 

4 (6.3% 

No Record 

4 (6.3%) 

Prosecution 

Founded 
Offen:ics 

UnE oUl'ldcJ 
Offenses 

," 

39 (69.6%) 

Convict 

0 
AcquLt 

16 (28.6%) 

o lUI'JLss 

1 (1.8%) 

Pend Lng 

Off. clc:lred 
by ar-res t 

Off. clc:.trcJ 
hy excepr.ion 

Offenses 
not clC';trcd 

13 (33.3%) 

PrLson/ 
120 d.1'/ 
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I 
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64 
Persoll:; 
Arrested 

6 (15.4%) 

P r: ison 

(5.1%) 

Jail 

1 (2.6%) 

Restitution 

2 (5.1i.) 

Dismiss 

\ ...... ~ I~ J 

Unknown 

28 (43.8%) 

n~u 

~-~------------------p 

21. (32.8%) 

2 (5.1%) 
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TABLE 1 

BURGlARIES DISMISSED WITHOUT PROSECUTION 

BANNOCK COUNTY 
1975 

Number Reason for Dismissal 

1 State's eXhibits did not connect defendant with commission of offense. 
2 Interests of Justice 
1 State's witness not able to testify 

Six were sf.::.ntenced to prison; three for five years; one for five years with 
credit for time served; one for ten years; and one for 30 rronths. 

'Thirteen cases resulted in the individuals being placed on 120-day retained 
jurisdiction by the court. For those cases in which the results of the evalua­
tion were knoWn, five were placed on probation, and three were waived by the 
court and prison sentences were imposed. 

Two cases were dismissed after the individuals had been convicted. One 
of these two persons fled the jurisdiction of the United States, and the 
other case was dismissed as cassia County was sentencing the individual on 
a charge in addition to .. ne one for which he was convicted in Bannock County. 
Cassia County was to consider the accompanying conviction in Bannock County 
in the sentencingi~. 

One person was convicted and was to pay restitution in the annunt of 
$900. Since he was AWOL from the service, he was transported to California. 

DiSpositional Outcome by Plea 

Table 2 compares the dispositional outcome of the 56 cases prosecuted 
by plea. Seventeen of the 39 persons convicted who originally pled not guilty 
changed their pleas to guilty, and seven of these pled gull ty to reduced or 
other charges. All but one of the 16 dismissals pled not gull ty . 

Type of Disposition 

Convictions (39) 
Dismissals (16)* 
Pending (1) 

TABLE 2 

PLEA BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION 

BANNOCK COUNTY 

1975 

Guilty Not Guilty 

22 
1.5 

1 

l'cNo plea rrade by one defendant 

Not Guilty 
Changed to Guilty 

17 

l'~il11e person was ultimately gi ven five years probation 
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Convictions on Reduced or Other Charges 

Of the 39 people convicted, II were convicted on reduced charges, and 
two defendants were convicted of other offenses (forgery and grand larceny). 
Table 3 indicates the reduced charges, by plea, and the resulting sentences. 

TABLE 3 

DEFENDANTS CONVICTED ON REDUCED OR OI'HER CHARGES 

BY PLEA, SENTENCE AND COURI' 

BANNOCK COUNTY 

BURGlARIES 

1975 

Plea Reduced or Other Charge Sentence 

Guilty Malicious Injury to Prop:rty ProJ:a.tion/Restitution 
Guilty Petit Larceny Jail 6 rronths/5rronths 

suspended/3~ days 
Guilty Receiving Stolen Property 2 years/120 days/Prison 
Not Guilty to 

Petit Larceny Guilty 30 days jail 
Guilty Petit Larceny ProJ:a.tion 
Not Guilty to 

Guilty Receiving Stolen Property 5 years ISP 
Not Guilty to 

Guilty Grand Larceny Pro1:ation 
Not Guilty to 

GuiltY Petit larceny ProJ:a.tion/ fees 
Not Gull ty to 

Guilty Receiving Stolen Property 60 days jail 
Not Guilty to 

Guilty Trespassing Probation 
Not Guilty to 

Guilty Grand Larceny 3 years probation 
Guilty Receiving Stolen Property 3 years/120 days 
Guilty Forgery Sentenced Cassia County 

Reason for Dismissal 

Court 

M3.g. 

l1ag. 
D.C. 

Mag. 
&g. 

D.C. 

D.C. 

D.C. 

D.C. 

D.C. 

D.C. 
D. C. 
D.C. 

Table 4- lists the reasons for the 16 cases being dismissed. The majority 
were dismissed in the "Interests of Justice," followed by "Insufficient Evi­
dence, II with three dismissals. 
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TABLE 4-

REASON FOR DISMISSAL AFTER PROSECUTION 

BANNCCK COUNTY 

BURGUsRIES 

1975 

NlJIllbe:r:1 Reason 

3 
10 

1 
1 

1 

Insufficient Evidence 
Interests of Justice 
Wi-mess unavailable 
Prese..T'lt1y serving 6 years at Idaho 

State Correctional Institution 
Had been sentenced to 5 years in 

federal penitentiary 

Time Frames 

Table 5 illustrates time frames for roth magistrate and district courts 
from time of arrest to conviction, sentence, and dismissal.. 'The approxinate 
<3:verage number of days from conviction to sentence in district court was 
71. 

TABLE 5 

TIME FRAMES FROM ARREST TO DISPOSITION 

AND SENTENCE 
1975 

Magistrate Court: 

Arrest to conviction and sentence (N=4-) 
Arrest ~o dismi:ssal (N= 4 ) 

District Court 

Arrest to conviction (N= 3 5) 
Arrest to sentence (N=33) 
Arrest to dismissal (N=lS) 

Overall 

Arrest to conviction (N=39) 
Arrest to sentence (N=37) 
Ar:cBst to dismissal (N=20) 

-6-

Average Nurnl::er of Cays 

22.8 
62.3 

80.5 
151.3 
138.9 

74.62 
137.38 
123.55 
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ILLUSTRATION 3 

10 .. ,/10 CRit,IlW\L JUSTIC[ 
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BANNOCK COUNTY 

ROBBERY 

1975 

Input Percentages 
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Prisonl 
120 d.1 

~ 

2 

1 

.' . 

Pc rson:; 
Ar ['cs ted 

'7.1%) 

Prison 

(14.3%) 

Pl"ob.1tiotl 

r 
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Of the 39 cases, 35 W61"'e convicted in district court. Twenty-seven pre­
sentence investigations were ordered, six presentences were waived and two 
defendants had no presentence investigation reports ordered prIor to sen­
tencing. 

ROBBERY 

Fourteen people were arrested for robbery in Bannock County during 1975. 
illustration III shows the flow of offenders from arrest to final disposition 
and sentence. 

Pre-trial Placeraen:t 

Eight people were released from j ail prior to the dispositional outcome 
of their cases, six posted bail, and two were released on their own recog­
nizance. Six people remained in jail pending the disposition of their cases. 
Cumulative jail time prior to disposition of the 14 cases was 272 days, or 
an average of 19.4 days. 

Outcome Analysis of Cases Prosecuted 

Prosecution was initiated against 12 of the 14 people arrested. One 
person posted bail and failed to appear for his prelimi.nary hearing in rragis­
trate court. His bond was forfeited and the case was ul tirrately dismissed 
after a bench warTant had been outstanding for approxirrately 11 JIDnths. 
After an initial arrest for robbery and possession of controlled substance 
(two counts), one individual was prosecuted on the substance abuse charges 
and the robbery charge was dropped~':. 

Nine people (64.3%) w'ere convicted and sentenced in district court. One 
was sentenced to the State Correctional Institution, while three were given 
120/180 day retained jurisdiction by the court. Of these people, three ob­
tained probation after the evaluation period. Two individuals received 
direct probation, and three were given probation wi tIl additional conditions 
imposed which included either alcohol or substance abuse counsel~lg. 

Reason for Dismissal 

Table 6 describes the reason for three dismissals after prosecution had 
been initiated. 

:':Individual ultirrately received two years probation and was fined $150 
on· the conviction of possession (one count). 
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Number 

1 
1 
1 

TABLE 6 

DISMISSAL BY REASON 

BANNOCK COUNTY 

ROBBERY 

1975 

Reason 

Witness unavailable 
Defendant killed in auto accident 
State prosecuted on charge of 

IIDlI"'der (initially filed along 
with robbery charge). Defen­
dant ultimatley received life 
imprisonment. 

Dispositional Outcome by Plea 

The following table illustrates the plea and disposition for the twelve 
people prosecuted for robbery. Nine defendants were convicted, while three 
were dismissed. 

Disposition 

Convicted (9) 
Dismissed (3) 

TABLE 7 

PLEA BY DISPOSITION 

BANNOCK COUNTY 

ROBBERY 

1975 

Guilty 
Not 

Builty 

6 
1 

1* 
2 

1: Found guilty by jury trial. 

Conviction on Reduced Charge 

Not Guilty 
to Guilty 

2 

Two people were convicted on reduced charges, as shown in Table 8, after 
changing their plea from not gull ty to gull ty . Two years probation was 
imposed on both defendants. 
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TABLE 8 

CONVICTION ON REDUCED CHARGES 
BY PLEA AND SENTENCE 

Plea 

Not guilty to guilty 
Not guilty to guilty 

Time Franes 

BANNOCK COUNTY 
ROBBERY 

1975 

Reduced Charge 

Grand Lc..rceny 
Grand Larceny 

Sentence 

2 years probation 
2 years probation 

The average number of days from arrest to disposition and sentence is 
shown on Table 9. The average number of days from arrest to conviction was 
similar for robbery and b1..JI'glary, but the sentencing time frame was even 
greater for robbery than for b1..JI'glary. 

TABLE 9 

TIME FRAMES BY DISPOSITION AND SERVICE 
BANNOCK COUNTY 

ROBBERY 
1975 

Arrest to ~isposition andSentertce 

Arrest to conviction 
Arrest to sentence 
Arrest to dismissal 

Average Number 
of Days 

74.0 
155.7 

92.7 

Of the nine people convicted, seven had presentences ordered, while two 
people waived the report. 
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