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INTRODUCTION 

This report is a user's guide to Illinois adult parole and supervised release 

data. The Statistical AnaJysis Center (SAC) hopes that this report will enable 

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

accurately, and more creatively. It also hopes that, with more frequent use, the 

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

reference. It includes detailed descriptions of each source of adult parole and 

release data in Illinois; a section on people to contact for more information or for 

access to the data; a glossary of terms relating to parole, past and present; and a 

bibliography of research which has used Illinois parole data. 

This report does not attempt a thorough analysis of the quality (validity and 

reliability) of parole data. Instead, it is a general guide to the collection and 

maintenance of parole data in Illinois, and a listing of what data are available, for 

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

determining whether the data are really there, that is, the percent missing, we 

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

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

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

as to data quality exists, it is noted. 

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

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

The Illinois Adult Parole and Release System 

Speaking of the Illinois "parole" system is, in a sense, a misnomer. Illinois has 

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

of Public Act 80-1099, now codified in Illinois Revise~ Statutes Chapter 38, ~ 1005-

10-1 & 2 (Supp. 1977), which became effective on February 1, 19781 This law 

IThis is also known as House Bill 1500 and as the Amendatory Act of 1977. We shall 
refer to it here as PA 80-1099. A copy is in the Statistical Analysis Center 
Library. 

1 
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created a new category for serious offenses, Class X, set determinate prison terms 

and supervised release terms for all classes of offense, changed the Parole and 

Pardon Board to the Prisoner Review Board and made it completely independent of 

the Department of Corrections (DOC) with different functions than it previously 

had, and created the Criminal Sentencing Commission to study the effects of the 

law. (For definitions of these terms, see the Glossary.) The Criminal Sentencing 

Commission Interim Report, Appendix A, reviews the law. 

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

there is a fixed release date, assuming good time, set by law at the beginning of the 

term. On this date, prisoners will be released for a period of supervision also 

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

of supervision is necessary, hears all cases of violation of supervision and is the 

"court of last resort: for "loss of good conduct credit" cases. People who were 

,sentenced before the enactment of PA 80-1099 and who have indeterminate 

sentences with a minimum of less than twenty years are given a choice of taking a 

fixed relea.se date (which can be reduced by good time) or continuing under their 

current status.2 Once they decide to take a fixed release date, the decision is 

final. 

Thus, parole still exists in Illinois for some people sentenced under the law 

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

such as parole, final discharge or release, mandatory supervised release, mandatory 

release under supervision, and release by stature, The Prisoner Review Boar;d also 

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

in the glossary. 

Illinois Parole and Release Data 

Criminal Sentencing Commission 

PA 80-1099 not only established determinate sentencing, but also set up a 

commission to study the effects of determinate sentencing, the twelve member 

Criminal Sentencing Commission (Ch. 38, ~ 1005-10-1 & 2 Supp. 1977.) The 

Commission has produced an interim report which describes its organization and 

objectives (see Appendix A.) Its duties, according to PA 80-1099 are to monitor the 

effect of determinate sentencing on prison populations and budgets, to "determine 

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

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

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

standardized sentencing guidelines," and to make "other recommendations" (see 

Appendix A.) 

The Commission has no staff to aid it in accomplishing these objectives, some 

of which may require extensive data analysis. It has depended on DOC's Planning 

and Evaluation Unit, especially Perry Edelman, to provide it with data. Those who 

are interested in the research the commission will be doing should first contact 

Planning and Evaluation (see Index to Sources.) 

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

of the above objectives, especially fiscal impact and prison population, and prison 

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

obtained from Planning and Evaluation or from the Commission's chairman, Robert 

J. Egan (see Index to Sources.) 

Prisoner Review Board 

In 1927 the Parole and Pardon Board became administratively separate from 

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

the Prisoner Review Board) is completely separate from DOC. This means that the 

function of parole and release decision-making is separate from the function of 

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

separately from supervision data. 

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

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

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

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

informatioi1 is collected from units of the Department of Corrections, for example, 

from the parole or release counselor. "The supervi,sing officer shall keep such 

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

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

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

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

The "P8i'ole and Release Decision Records" section discusses Prisoner Review 

Board Records in detail. 
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Depar~ment of Corrections 

Several sections of this report deal with data collected and maintained by the 

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

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

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

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

supervision data. 

To understand the relationship between DOC manual, microfilm and computer 

files, i~ is necessary to know how DOC record keeping is organized. The following 

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

especially Figure 10. 

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

parole or release decision. DOC maintains records on parole or release supervision. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Adult Parole Services and to the Prisoner Review Board. Paroie supervision 

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

after final discharge the master file is microfilmed and distroye'~. DOC computer 

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

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

The th;ree sections, "Manual Parole and Release Supervision Records," "Microfilm 

Records," and "Computer Reocrds," are guides to the use of each form of DOC 

data. 

lihe DOC Planning and Evaluation staff (see Index to Sources) also guides 

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

has published in the past, summary reports on DOC prison and parole ponulations. 

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

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

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

1977 has been the "Weekly Population Report" (Figure 1.) In addition, the Planning 

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

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

sentenced and terms actually served, by offense, for the previous five years. 

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

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

Evaluation (see Index to Sources.) 

Federal Parole Data 

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

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

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

this report includes a final section on federal parole data. 
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS DOC \,'c(!kly PopulaU.oll Heprn:t ADULT DIVISION 
[) i t' e c tot' R 0\'/ e 

, ~11'. n \' i q h t 

[: 

.. ___ --.l:11: -.-c.o.lb.~'----l 
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Dennis L. Jennings, Transfer Coordinator 

WEEKLY POPULATION REPORT 
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TOTJ\LS 

U.A.R.T. (Chicago) 
Chicaon Community carr. Center 
Chi c 11 g () - til e t r 0 
Fox Valley (J\urora) 
Joliet 
Peoria 
Sou L h l! 1'1'1 III i no i s 
Cast St. Lou'i~, 
Sa'ivation Army (Chicago) (r-iale) 
Urbana 
Lake County (Zion) 
\'Jinn~bago 
Rock Isla.nd 
Lee Coul1ty 
Salvation Army (Chic~90) (Women) 
001 I:! 

!If-_S _1 D_E NJ_P _0 ~.l.-",' L:.:.,/\o...:.T-:;.1 ~O N. 

2188 (1101101' Fan) - 135) 
120G (R&C-512, JCC-694) 

324 
313 

1718 (Honor farm - 17) 
'723 
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634 
413 

11;456 

DEPJ\RTMENTAL PERIODIC 
RESIDENTS IMPRISONHFHT 

22 
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23 
20 
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23 
31 
2~· 
~~ 8 
3'/ 

3 
14 
o 
1 
8 
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o 
o 
o 
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TOT I\LS /' (I .26'1. 
/. . • ? ' ...... ro ••• ' 

,.{, ... ~./../..;.1.~ ~*'...., .. .. ,~, ..... / ... r''/·1'''''' 
22 

::c: 

D~~nis L. Jennings, Transfer 
• I". 

Coordiniltor 

h
' 'C" t, { C lcago Crlrne ommlSSlon 

Chief Administrative Officers 
Members of Adult Advisory Board 

Adult Division 

RATED CAPflCITY 

2:37fJ 
1250 

325 
300 

2000 
700 

2620 
315 
685 
750 

1132(Y 

PRE-RELEr'\SE _._-----
6 

21 
27 

8 
8 
4 
4 
5 
o 
o 
5 

10 
o 
o 
o 
o 

98 

CAPACITY 

30 
30 
53 
35 
40 
28 
35 
30 
25 
40 
14· 
30 

5 
3 

15 
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PAROLE AND RELEASE DECISION RECORDS: THE PRISONER REVIEW BOARD 

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

administratively separate from the function of parole supervision since 1927.3 This 

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

from two different sources. 

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

PA 80-1099 took effect, is the body which makes parole and release decisions and 

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

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

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

the decisions it makes. In a,ddition, it is the Illinois agency which sends data to the 

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

Reports (NCCD 1978b.) 

Data the Board Collects 

The Board collects information for its own use from two sources. It receives 

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

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

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

DOC institution sends the Board a monthly packet of information. Appendix C is 

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

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

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

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

Index to Sources.) 

It may seem strange that the Board needs to receive parole information from 

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

released (see Glossary.) It occasionally happens that a person is granted parole by 

the Board one month, violates a rule in the institution and is therefore not released, 

and is up before the Board again the next month. 

3Source: Memo from John Henning to Phillip Shayne, May 8, 1978. Since PA 80-
1099 took effect, the Prisoner Review Board has become completely separate 
from DOC. 
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eecause the Board collects all this release information into one place, it 

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

of parolees and releasees from which to draw a sample. 

Data The Board Generates 

Decision Files 

The Prisoner Review Bm~rd keeps manual records of the outcome of each 

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

office~ or in the State Archives. 

. The Board also has card files with the basic parole history of each parolee 

going back to 1900. It is considering destroying some early files, however. Most 

records from 1969 through 1971 were microfilmed, and those from 1972 through 

1975 are at the Microfilm Unit of DOC waiting to be filmed. Filming has recently 

begun (see Microfilm.) 

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

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

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

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

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

respon{Jible for supervision, these data may also be gathered by contacting each 

District (see Index to Sources.) 

Decision Making Worksheet 

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

et, aI, 1928, 1936; Burgess, 1928, 1937; Chamberlain, 1935; Glaser, 1954-1955; 

Kantrowitz, 1961; Knox, 1978a; Lanne, 1935; Laune, 1936; Ohlin 1949, 1951, 1954; 

Reiss, 1951a, 1951b; Taylor, 1971; Tibbits, 1931, 1932; VanVechten, 1935.) A 

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

the federal parole system, but is no longer used by Illinois. However, with the new 

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

developing a release and P!3role decisionmaking worksheet. It will be used in 

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

release decisions. Figure 2 is a draft of this worksheet. The first page and a half is 

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

from experience. The last half page is a risk score, based on data described in 
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Figur.e 2 
ST/ITE OF lLLUlOJS 

l'R1SONbR REVn\~ BOAHD 
))ECIS ION NM, WG \'lOHI~SlIEET 

"Draft" 

, ' , 

Residen t' s Name : ________ ' ____________________ InstHll ti on No • __ . ___ _ 
Alias~s: D.O.B. 
Off ense: -_. _______________ , ____ ~'---------------Docket: . 

Case: Custody Date: }!onths in Custody: 
'£ype OfS~-ntcnce: Sin81e __ Hultiple __ -(mo/d;;y[yr)--

ciiiMOOl:-Hi-STO RY-:--' 
l.-No p-)"ior--cCi'nV'ictionr.. 
2;'One or two prior convictions. 
3. Three 'or more prior c:onvietions. 
4. Violated Bond/R&R within the last 

5 )I (,!i'Jl:S • 

5. }'osi.the adjlwt'ment \~hile on 
Bond/Helease & Recognizance, 

J.N~ITV.1'1~'0.!:..1'.!?:D~STI~ : 
Posjtive FacLors: +. 

YES NO 

1-;-Perforrii:1nt:e -rutlnB on job assignment. 
2. AC,tl.vc pm:ticip;ltion in institut:ion 

pr.ograms·, 
_NcgativQ Fa<;:_t_':?~_:? .. : __ :: 
1. Has been in Seg, in last 180 d~ys 

for violation of major :i.nstitll­
t ional I'u les • 

2. Has 10sL good time in last yea.r 
for violation of 111:ljor institu­
t:lonai rules. 

J.NSTi\NT OFFENSE: (Adnlission) 
l:-N;ti·;Y-T.~~~atT;n oCr;:-;btltion, 
2. 'N-ot by n!vocati.on of probation but 

indivi.dual yUHl on probation. 
3. Probation r.evoked. 
4. Parole violator withouL new 

'commiLment. 
S. Parole violator "'ith neiV 

commi tmen t. 

J:I~QG](@:~~~1.1C'Jl' AT I Q.ll : 
1. Psychiatric treatment. 

1 0 2. Vocational training. 
3. Education. 

1 0 'l, Gr.oup counsel ing. 
5. Iudivi dual counseling. 
6. Work release 
7. pay r.elease. 

1 0 8. Fcrlough. 
9. Two or morc. 

1 0 --------___ :-__ . ____ . ____ .....EE..t?r..~ TotaL __________ ._ 

RE~~~~_J~10N~. YES NO .~)JLqY.Jlfil:L~i?Tl~T!~~: 
HONE STATUS: 1. V~rifi('d cmp]oymcnt: upon release, 

l.IIDi~~~~f:i.'at:e--family, 2. Self-'reported employment info. 
2. Commnn·-lnw wife. 3. Verifiec1 plans to c'nl~oll in 
3. Self. educaLional or v()cDtional school 
4. Same location. 4. No plans.' 
5. Other /7 5. Other £.7 

Explain: Explain:. _____ , 

-----_._-------------------- -------------_._--
--------------- ------------------

CONHUNITY RESOURCES: 
1. ConC;:;ctcd -crn~ity service ar,cncy. 
2. Accepted in community correctiOni'll center nnd/or thf~rapeut:i.c community • 

. 3. Other /-[ 
Explain :. ___ _ 

------------- -----. 

YES NO 

YES NO 

YES NO 

._-
--

, 
--;-. 
.....,-

YES NO 

--
-!--

; 
..../.-

.--

'''1' 0' 

f 

I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I. 
j , 

: I 

t I 
I 
I , 

I 
I 
! 

, 
r .-
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F'lgu~e 2 

<c~i.) 
I\C:GJ:,\\'A'I' J ;~(; t: ll:('l;:'I~i'l'.\:;CI:~;: 
'i-:'-;);j;c" (f~ 11.:11 (1 ;lil·i. ... i ·'C( 'I;':\'l~ (" L (,;JIl~;(><.l 

or thJ'Clat(!lled ~;(,rj()U1; 1I.lrl1l. 
2. Rec('ived cOlilpenS<1tion for 

cOlllnd.tting offense. 
3. Uiotbty or prior delinquency 

lwd within the last 5 years. 
I •• Dlltles ()J' office. 
5. lIc:ld riublic office at time of 

offenG~. 

5. ProfessIonal reputation. 
"I. DClcrr':lI1cc. 
8. COllviclt'd of a felony lvHhin the 

laRt 10 yenrs of some or greater 
clnsi,. 

9. Exceptionlll1y hrutnl or heinolls 
behav.i.or :i.n the feJ ony. 

10. Lettere of protest. 

10 

" , 

lH'J'T (;/\1'1 ;·1(; C lliCI ': iSTJ\I'!Cj't.;: r: .... l.j(;fi.·fi l!-r""C:-;1 ~;;\-l~(fl'il.>\· 'i li')'(\,'lt ('m'u 

physic!!l lw rm. 
2. Did not c:onll'ml'lnte that criminal 

conduct \vollid CnmjB or threatc!/) 
physic .. l honn to annthm;'. 

3. ActcU under strong provocation. 
/ •• G).".olIJlrls t(mding to ('xc:use or. 

justify dafcndant's criminal 
conduct. 

5. Criminal conduct indllced or 
- facilitated by someone other 

than def:(!ndunt. 
G. Compensatio~. . 
7. No history of prior delinquency 

adjl.1dicaUons within last 5 yr.s. 
8. Criminal conduct unJ n.ely to recur. 
9. Chnracter <llld atti tllde of defenc.l,mt 

indicates lie/she is unHkcly to 
commit ,mother crime. 

10. Likely to comply "'ith a term of 
a period of par.ole.' 

11. Excessj,Vc ls,:;n:<!sJlip to depE·ndants. 
12. End;mger his/her medical condition. 
li. Letters of support. 

--'-

--: 
-----~--------.----- ._---_._--------

ADJtISrt1E1\'f EDUCATION" ENl'LOYNEt;T AGE CHENICAL f VIOLATOR HILI'l'AR~1 'fO'fAL 
INSTiTUTIONAL -r ~-----.. ]~----IPAROLE B 

L~~~~~=: g i ~ ~-L_, _--0 ,- -~=r~~~-]-':-:-J -~-~~ 
SEVERITY LEV l~i,: 654321 

- OFF~@lLEf.:!.Jf]T·L6\.~---:j.!E!(iit;;fl _ _=_ IUgh ___ _ 

Prior ucmlillo; 0 1. 2 3 4 5 (j ? 8 9 10 (+J.O) 

noard De·:;,i.;:d.r.m! Grant lJlmy __ Defer 

6-8 ROl1ti.ne Sl1pcrvisi.or. 
4-5 Medium Super.vision 
3-1 Intenne Supervision ._-_._ .. _ .. _-_ .. _---

Exceptjonal __ 

Confer.ence __ _ 

Parolc/H"!!1tirt(.ory Sl(pervisf>d lZcJ.,,!a~~e: J. 2 3 Othex 

Typ.e of Rl.'lcase: 

--' .... - _ ..... -.. ---:---_._--_.+-. 
___ • ....,.,_ • ..,. __ ,-0;. ____ ._. __ 

R,ED T.l\G: yo 6':'; No --_ .. ,..... 

Date : _______ _ 

cc: He-sic1ell!: 
InstJtllt.i:nnClJ File 
(2) P.B. Fi.le 

Panel : ________ _ 

I. 

I 
I 

• i 

• -1 

I 
I 
I' 
I I 

"! 

, .. 
I! 

II . , 
I; 

I 
': 
i I 

'" I 
I 

I 
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Knox (1978a). If these Worksheets are adopted by the Board, they will become part 

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

Standard Reports 

Figure 3 is a sample of the standard aggregate report currently produced by 

the Prisoner Review Board. Since PA 80-1099, the reporting form has changed 

slightly, and Figure 4 is an example of an older report. (See the Glossary for 

definitions of terms used in these reports.) For copies of these reports, contact the 

Board staff (see Index to Sources.) 

Uniform Parole Reports (UPR) 

Uniform parole data for each state has been collected since 1967 by the 

Research Center of the National Council on Crime and Delinquency (NCCD) (see 

Index to Sources.) NCCD collects both aggregate and individual level data. 

Individual Illinois data are supplied by the Prisoner Revi~w Board, and then 

aggregated by NCCD. 

The aggregate data file includes information such as the total number of 

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

supervision agencies, and state legal procedures regarding parole. Data from other 

sources are also added to UPR - prison population entry and release data from 

National Prisoner Statistics, and crime rate data from the Uniform Crime Reports. 

The main NCCD parole data files are individual records on each paroled 

person. The Prisoner Review Board is responsible for reporting these data, which 

include basic demographic information, offense and sentence data, time served, and 

parole follow-l.!p data. The Board sends UPR a set of codesheets monthly, for all 

parolees who had been on parole one, two or three years as of that month (see 

Figures 5 and 6.) NCCD attempts to follow each parolee until termination or for 

three years, whichever comes first. 

These two different NCCD files produce two sorts of UPR product. 

Aggregate data are summarized in an annual or bi-annual report (NCCD 1978b.) 

Individual level data are summarized periodically in "cohort studies." UPR was 

completely reorganized in the last year, and the form these cohort studies will take 

is not yet clear. The codebook for the individual data has even changed (see NCCD 

1971, 1978a.) Figures 5 and 6 are two sets of UPR codesheets: those used before 



JUVENILE PAROLE CASES 
BY YOUTH CENTER 

Center 
I Cases I Paroles 
Hear~ Granted 

St. Charles 
Reception 1 1 

St. Charles I 5 5 

DuPage -
1 0 Girls 

DuPage - I 

BOl:s Armex 0 0 

Channahon 4 3 

Joliet 6 5 

1 
3 1 Kankakee 

Pere Harouette 9 9 

Dixon Springs 6 6 

Hanna. City ~- 7 

Valley View 2 1-

.V.A,SlT. I 0 a 

I 

Parole 
Rate 

100% 

100% 

0% 

0% 

75% 

83% 

33% 

100% 

100% 

78% 

50% 

0% 

Chicago Resi- , 
1 \100% dentiaI Center .I. 

, -." . '. ~ -
TOTAL 47 39 83~, 

f 

Figure 3' 

ILLINOIS PRISONER REVIE'"w BOARD . 
REPORT OF EOARD ACTIVITY DURING January , 19..l2.. 

PAROLE HEARING OUTCOMES 

ADULT-PAROLE CASES BY CORRECTIONAL CENTER 

I 
II 

I 

II Action at Minimum A~tion after Continuance~ 

Cases Paroles Parole Cas es I Parol es !!aro1e I Cases 
Center Decided Granted Rate Decided I Granted Rate . Decided 

DHight 8 5 63% 0 - - 8 

Joliet 17 10 59% 17 15 88% 34 

Stateville 49 21 43% I 30 111 47Z ! 79 I 

Logan 16 11 69% 4 2 50% 
I 

20 I 

1 
Henard II 36 18 50% 9 6 67% 45 

Menard I, 
Psych. 4 0 - 6 0 -" 10 

I I "l.' 15 35% 35 20 57% I .78 Pontiac' 
\1 

4~ 

,I Sheridan 13 9 69% 4 2 50% 17 
1 

9 " 7 78% 4' 2 50% I 13 Vandalia 

Vic:1:1a 12 6 50% 24 12 507. 36 

I TOTAL 207 102 49% 133 73 55% 340 

Total 

Paroles IParole 
Granted Rate 

5 63% 

25 74% 

35 44% 

13 65% 

24 53% 

0 -
35 45% 

11 65% 

9 69% 

18 50% 

175 51% 

I-' 
N 

... •••• lit ..... ... _ .... 



I 
I-' 
W 
I 

MR SP 

DWight 5 0 

Joliet 0 4 

Logan' 0 3 

Menard 2 4 
Menard 
Psych. 1 l' 

Pontiac 1 11 
I 

Sheridan 5 0 

Statevi11e 3 17 

Vandalia 0 2 

Vienna 0 1 

Total 17 43 

MR • Mandatory Release 
SP ~ Statutory Parole 

MSR 

0 

29 

13 

58 ' 

10 

27 

0 

58 

33 

16 

244 

REVIEWS - Page 2 of Board Activity During __ J_a~nu=a;:.;:ry"",--_, 1922 

(REVOCATIONS) 

Technical New, 

DEF HRD RVD % DEF URD RVD, 

1 2 2 0 4 4 

5 15 13 0 22 22 

- - - 0 5 5 

1 16 1.4 0 16 16 

0 - - 0 1 1 

2 9 6 0 10 9 

0 0 0 0 o ., 0 0 , 

2 20 12 0, 33 33 

0 6 'l 0 16 13 . .::1 

- - - - - -

'11 68 50 74 0 107 103 

MSR = Mandatory Supervised Release 
DEF - Deferred 

' . 
. ": 

" 

(GOOD CONDUCT) 

Revocation 

% URD RVD 

1 1 

1 0 

- -

7 7 

1 1 

4 4 

0 0 0 

7 7 

0 0 

- -

96 21. 20 

HRD'= Heard 
RVD = Revoked 

Restoration 

% HRD RVD % 

q, 

..... 

,.....'"TJ o .... 
o \C 
:J C 
~ .., 
• CD 
'-' 



• 

1,257 
5,311 
6,568 

Figure 4 
ILU::OIS PA"lOT.E A!m l',\1\I'C'lj; !\nARD 

REPORT OF BOARD AC';:>J:V!'1'Y n:l!m:C YEAR 01:' 1975 

Automn~ic Releaser. 
,':,,, 

Revoc:ltions 

264 

264 

I, 

790 
7':.4 

36/. 
603 
967 

Disch"r~es Tot:3.!.s 

1,175 3,064 
'.00 7 ,101. 

1,5,7 5 10,168 

*Annual Ju':cnile Pa:'ole P.earings a::e requirec. ':Jy statute; hOI.;ever, the DcpC'.rtrr,e:1t t:sually recor.-:.:encis continuonce in 
:~5=~tutio~al progr~ms. 
M';"!1e ::!onrc! re...,ic\'$ Autor.lat.ic Rr..lease case.s - ~!nn(!i'lt:o::y Releascs nne! Statutory P:l1:o!'cs - enl;: to set the conditions 
0:" su!,c'r'Ji.c;!on afte!" rcJ.c;.\se. 1:,lincis 1m! requiTes the release of pcr$ons l~l:.f.ihlc for :'!R ?r SP. 

----------------------------------------'l~'AR·~O~L,~r~~r~Jo~h~RD~I~C,~\~S~l~~'O~U~T~C~O~~!~ES~.----~--------------------------------·--------

JUVE:·ffL£ DIV!,SIO:l CASES 

Act:!.v:.ty 

CASES, 

'. :' .")'!..':: liEARINGS 
.: ',"·,:·:S CM~TED 

•• , •••• T .... \ .. \ .... 

:)I.tt"i;' . .:\ .. -

R.EVIE~JS 

",,:,. "'!A'rIC RELEASES REV!EI.rED 
···.'nl! ... "';ory ne.lcascs 
~tdtutory Paroles 

Total 
197 Ii 

3,425 

1,~3? 
1,120 

208 

o 
o 

'0 

Tot~l 

1975 

3,064 

1,257 
1,008 

80% 

264 

4 
4 
o 

r 
I 

ADUL'':: DIVISHi:-: CASES 

'\ 
.9h(!r.~~ I Activi:v 

Dmm 10% 

DOHN 6% 
Dm~:~ 10% 
DO',·;:.;' .5% 

UP 27% 

I 
I TOTAL CASES 
I I PAROLE HEARINGS 

DEFERnALS 
I PARO!,E DECIS ~O~S 
t PAROLES GRA::TEil I PAP.OLE IU\TE 
1 I AUTOHATIC REL~ASES REVIEi\IED 
i Mnndntory Rele~scs 
I Stntutory Pnroles 
I 

Total 
1974 

5,730 

l. ,614 
786 

3,8/.3 
2,071 

51,% 

267 
o 

267 

Total 
19;5 

5~311 
722 

4,589 
2,398 

52% 

, 790 
207 (Inc) 

583 

Chan':!c 

UP 

UP' 15%, 
Dm{~ n:~ 

.... " .. , .!.";IJ 

UP 196% 

U~ 118% 

::::C,\::!O~I HEARINGS 313 364 UI-' 16% ! REVOCATION 'l!l~AR!~GS 389 603 UP 55% 
::'.~t_"<:. :-~Rs, SPs REVOKED 264 316 UP 20'/~ I n.r,ou~s, l!Rs, SPs l~EVOKED 343 524 UP 53% 
:: '1::::· ... 0:-: RATE S!.% 87% UP l.7~ I REVOC,;.TlO:-1 P.ATE 887. 87% DOi-lN 1% 

·':C!'.\~.G!!:S REV!EHED 1,572 1~175 DOHN 25% I D!SCHARGES REVIEI-lED 460 4{)O nmm 13% 
-';C''',\!(G~S APPROVED 1,'/80 1, J,04 DOHN 25% I DISCHARGES ,Wl'ROV;m 389 32.7 DOliN 16% 

~:~I~' :..'.:{C'E"'1G~TIr"-~~- -·-~-·-·-·9'ff7.,·,u··~.:.....g-tfi.··M·~O_CHA~··'·' I"'nTSCrmltG'Trm\TE"-"~ .~-.'----- •.• - .... -_._. 85 7. ., -~-'~8'2~j)0i~' -t'fT.'~~' .. 
_ 1'Cl .... , .... ,: ;R,~,,~!,~, ,_ 

.. • ••• • • • • • • • • • • • .. . 
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REPOR':' OF BOAR.') AC'rIVl'l'Y TJur..mc:; YEAR OF 1975 



.' 

DIr.'f.'1l DATE 

1 2 .1 If 
r-'--'--~'f ...... -.t"-"-. 
: I I J I 

L-'~_.L.t: ."--1 
lIontn ':{!ar 

16 

EFFECTIVE DATE 
OJ.' SENTl!NCE 

5 (; 7 fl 
l--r'"'-'j-T'-"l 
t_~ .. _ I .1 __ ,.1 

Honth Ycar 

EDUCATION 
51 52 

:-'T---I L.--' __ 

DATE OF 
AD}1ISSIOH 

9 10 11 12 
r--'1'--"'--''''''~ 
I I ; I : e..-.l-....---I._I 
l'!onth Y E!ar 

TYPL:: OF 
ADHISSIOH 

TYPE OF 
SEH'l:)mCB 

PRIOR 
PRISON 

OTHER rRTOR 
SENTENCE 

.1.3 r'--, 
L.J 

16 ,.-----, 
I I 

1--: 
17 

f"I 
I I 
I---J 

[
PARCiiiXN}!ORt Ii;'i'lOI,t(C-l)-:Li,Mi~S'2S:-38)- 1: s REPoiITBD'·'i.;m.~·-:t!1i~X·~Q,ruH fr-

PERIOD OF mm FULL Yl~~AR I>Ji'TER DATE OF RELEASE ON FAROLE 
--_.~ __ "--""-~"""" __ ~I1I">IlI~."",,,-__ .... ,~ .. g _ ••• :a ___ .......... ___ .~ 

" TYPE OF . 
Rl:LFMiE 

r'''~'' 

W'Df).'fI; Or: Rl':LEf,Sl~ 
I?hROLE 

l'ERFORHAHCE 
DATE OF 

DIFFIClJLTY 

, I 
I I ... - .. ~ 

l~E\~ 

OfFENSE 

l"J!:lIC 
(:t!nur~ 

41, r·----, , . 
I , 
4 ___ .. .1 

20 ?J n 23 25 :lG 2i :zn 29 r ..... ",ol"-(·lI""' ..... _, ..... .,,-;---11 
I , I i I 

r--··-r--'I--'·-··~' 

; : : ' . J 

,,_01_-; 
, I 

I .; I 1 ~ 
'-__ ,.t ... _ .. !,' ..... ..,..,~ _",*_J I~_ ... ,.J-..~..J...,"_ • .L,---, I I 

J... •.• _~ •. \ 
t-iolltll ;!(ear. Houth YeLlX 

HON1'HS tJt{j, Eft 
SUPERVJSLON 

32 33 r-'--r---l I I . 
• t . .It 

.! .. _ ...... ..-!_.--s.-J. 
'P 

DAn: OF: DISCHARGF 
OR DEATH 

34 35 36 37 :--_ .... --'1"._-\ ~·--·l 
• I I 1 I 
f , , I 
,_._~_,'!"-._J_, __ I. .•• __ ""_.' 

\l.orlth "{I?nr 

A(mNCY 
l'AROLIHG 

66 67 68' 69 70 71 72 73 r---I---·r-r-··-·,...-... -..... ~ 
I I ii, · I I t 
I I 4 I I , • J t---.!--. .. t" .. ~ __ ~ ...... _ ... 'e-_-.-J_,.J.I __ 

SllJlJECT' 9 l-;JJ~C: 
CODER'S 
IN1'flALS 

DEh1'H. 

AG:el~CY 
m~CEIVm~ 

. i'(i 77 
~-.--~ , . 
L.L_ 

------... --... ~ .... -~-....... -.-.----~ .... -~-- ... ----,.--.-.~ 

,--, 
L .. _: 

'fyrl~ OF 
TlIR":] !~:\T1.0N 
1-'1\011 )'f\J'\oI.E 

53 t-, 
I , __ J 

HlDrVInTJ!.!, AGl;1\'C:Y USE 

42 
f'~--' , : 
I __ ~.l 

43 
r-I 
LJ 

"'I' , ' 

I 

• 
-I ' 

I. 

-• 
I' 
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Figure 5 

I (cont.) 
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UNIPORM PAI\m:.l~ REPORTS 

OPTIONhr.. PAROI.E INFOru4;;.rj~ION: 'I'NO Yj~)\,~ FOLLO'toJ-UP 

Thlc code ~hcet is for information from the second 
year of p.?;:rolc rW.pervieion. Codi.ng inst:.ructions are the 
came i'1fJ for the1.le l{:orns in t.h0 oriqinlil Goding situation 
lind ar£~ found in. !-!,f}ifar..!!!_.!'r,,~olc R~~i.9Et:.i~ cod.i.~,~ Hi1nua!.r 
PZI,gOO 30-'2. Block~O-43areror UE:C~ ,',fj eaen ugcmcy 
may uoe fit. 

TYPE Ol~ 

RELEASE J).\TE ot!' Rr-Lf~I\r.~, 
p 1IJlOu·; 

l'J~Rl!'oru{1\t~E 

25 
~ 

DJI.'!'E OF 
DIH'XCULTY EDUCATION 

50 ,...---, 
I I 

t I 
...... -1 

20 21 22 ;1] 
~ .. "'·'·r~ ... ii-~ .. ~l 
• III • • .. . . 7 • 
!..-. .. .:........ f~ ... lv ,t 

Hontt. '\l'lll!ll~' 

nmO' 
(IF~E\mE 

WJtl'l:Hf:J tlloJD;;:R 
SU1'F.:nuI:ucm 

• ..J.Q..-~)- -~LU_ · . . 
· . . --.---~ 

. . . 
• • • 

:.. ...... -!-~ 

26 7.7 20 29 
-.--a •• _" •• -\ .... _ ... _._­
• • 4 • • 

Dl.TB OP DJSG!lI\rtGE 
OR Dl:';Nl'H 

..1.1 __ ) li .. ,,, ... l§ __ U-
, , .. to If 

• 

DEA'J'H 

..J.L. . . 

F. B. T.. NUHIlER 

51 52 
r--. .,......---( 
• I r I , 
• I : 
!...:-.-,....,.~ .• 

TYPE or' 
TERMINATION 
FROM PAROLE 

53 
r--"", 
• • • I 

L.J 

5/. 55 56 57 58 59 60 61 
r-.. --r--· ..... ~---· .. -;-·--u-; ..... --T·...,-T·-......... 1· ... "·w .. "· .. r 

J.l)EN'J'U'IC1.TION Nlmm;:n. 
-ftL.§.:.t...5.f.L"~..1j·L~LL....:z;t . .,.l,L., 
• • " • II ,. " 0;. 

!: ' , ~ t : l i 
• ! f ' : 't t , \ . . , ~. . 
..____. ........ --•• \L,I •• _-t ..... r" .... ___ , .. ______ &. ... ~.,~ c __ ~J 

· . . . . 
.. • " \) • ,; • t __ _ 

..... -..;...-., ... -_.._ ... _ ... _ ... :u __ .................. ... 

INDJVll')W\T, AGI~NCY USE 

-W-. _JL~ . .j.L1 ~ • ..1~~._ 
• t • •• • 

• 

CODER'S 
INI'J:'lJ'.I.S ... 

• • 
-~ 

74 '15 -• 

CODmG 
DATE 

.'-~-'l' 

AGENCY l';\.ROr.XNG : · . . -_ .. -

, , ' 

I 
I ' 
I 

I 

I·j 
! I 
i 
I 
I 

II , 
• I . , 
, ! 
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Figure 5 
(cont.) 

18 

" 
UNII~On.H P1\l\OLg lU~ponTS 

OPTIONAL P/\ROLE INJ?OR!'-l/\'rION: TlfHr.E YEAR rOLLmoJ-UP 

. This code sheet is for information frrnn three yearn 
of parole supervision. Cod.i. lI<J instr.uc::tions are the samn 
a!l for .thos\.; i tr.'!lU!::: in t.he or.igina 1 coding ::::i. ttla tion and 
are found in. y-,!i'l.'.9_~~_E~ES~'£_~l:>.9]:..!:.L!!.~.L££cl5,I~~L!~!:.nllal, 
pages 30-42. Blocks 40-43 are for uoe as e~ch agency 
may see [it:. 

DATE OF R1::U::MIE; 
20 21 2;1 23 

• • --1'4 

, '. '7' . . . . 
-' ---·_ . .!....._L 

l10nth 

PATlOI:.r-: 
PERFOnHl\.NC}'.: 

25 

OP-.'l'E 01> 

DIPPI CUrRY 
26 ?7 28 /.9 --_ .... _,,-_ ................ .. 

• • til " C' 

II 5- • I • ------_ .. __ ...... _-
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and after January 1, 1979. It is as yet unclear how these changes will affect the 

time series definitions. 

Individual~level UPR data tapes for each state are available to researchers 

with the written approval of the chairman of the state's parole board. In Illinois, 

write to the chairman of the Prisoner Review Board, James R. Irving (see Index to 

Sources). Aggregate figures are public information. 

UPR, under its new organization, also proposes to do "special studies" using 

its individual data, studies of subjects such as determinate sentencing. It plans to 

organize a "parole information clearinghouse," and it now publishes a monthly 

newsletter called UPR Reports, which contains current analyses of UPR data. 

Generally, the data collection methods used in the aggregate survey seem to 

be quite thorough (NCCD 1978b:8). First, the telephone contact list is updated, 

then an initial call is made to each state. An explanatory letter is sent including 

precise definitions, and follow-up calls are made to en.3ure complete data. Finally, 

all figures are sent back to the states to be verified. 

Despite these thorough collection methods, there still seems to be a problem 

with incomplete data, especially in past years. In Illinois, the UPR says that it has 

"complete data" from 1968.4 However~ for 1975, 1976 and 1977, the Illinois data 

are not complete, but estimated. According to a footnote in the 1976-1977 annual 

report, 

All (Illinois) survey data are provided by the Parole and Pardon Board. For 
1975 and 1976, year end total population data are not available. Complete 
data for 1976 and 1977 removals are not available. The total 1977 year end 
total population figure includes parole, mandatory release and statutory 
parole population counts and, due to Illinois record keeping procedures, are 
not broken out. The figure reported for 1976 authorized parole officer 
positions includes nine supervisors who do not have parole caseloads (NCCD 
1978b:67) 

Complete data began to be reported late in 1976. However, since UPR uses one 

year's "entries" to compute the next years "removals", lack of data in 1976 results 

in lack of computed data in 1977 (NCCD 1978b:9-10.) NCCD calculated estimates 

4Letter from Paul Litsky, UPR Research Associate, September 29, 1978. 
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anyway. using proportions. (NeeD 1978b:60.) This estimate only affects one table 

in the hi-annual aggregate report (NeeD 1978b:46-47.) However, users of 

individual level data files will have some missing data resulting from the months 

when the Board did not send reports to UPR. For example, a three-year parolee 

may have first or second year data missing, and some parolees may not be listed at 

all. However, data for new parolees are complete beginning in late 1976. 
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MANUAL PAROLE AND RELEASE SUPERVISION RECORDS 

Adult Parole Services 

The Adult Parole Services Division of DOC is in charge of parole supervision 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Master File" is kept at the district office. (This is not the official DOC master 

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

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

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

files would not be as current as in urban areas where the counselors are able to 

. frequently revise them. 

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

kept in a file at each parole office and later sent to the C~icago area district 

office. 

Counselors' recordkeeping may take two alternative forms. Each counselor 

decides which form to use. The Cumulative Counseling Summary (Fi.gure 7) is a 

chronological log of each contact with the parolee or releasee. The monthly 

Visitation Report (Figure 8) is filled out by the person on supervision and given to 

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

address, and so on. 

In 1973 and 1974, counselors reported the status of their clients to DOC's 

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

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

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

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

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

however. (See Computer Records.) 
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. At final discharge, Adult Parole Service files are usually sent back to the 

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

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

send them directly to the Microfilm Unit. 

Adult Parole Services publishes a monthly report giving counselor caseloads 

and transfers in and out of each parole dist."';,.~t and each .Chicago area parole office 

(see Figure 9) Copies may be obtained by contacting the Superintendent of the 

Adult Parole Services Division, Phillip Shayne (see Index tQ Sources). This report 

has only been published since April, 1978. There were, however, other reports 

occasionally published by the Parole Regions. 

Access to supervision records for research purposes is governed by the Illinois 

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

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

should be made to the Adult Parole Services Superintendent. It is necessary to sign 

a non-disclosure agreement (Appendix E.) 

Special Parole and Release Programs 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

years, and its rules regarding access. This report wiH disduss the types of special 

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

to begin. 

Half Way Houses 

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

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

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

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

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

(center), or it may be sent to the parole counselor. A list of Illinois half-way 

houses is found in the Index to Sources. 
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STATISTICS - OCTOBER 1978 
Submitted - November 1978 
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1st OF 
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Jackson Park - CO.tter 871 

Up~own - Clark 795 . 
Upcown - H"'pner 1103 -
Joliet - Townsel 362 

Qur~ral au:egan - Hagee 416 

Peoria - Bass 510 . 
. Carbondale - Knowles 378 

. 
Springfield - Camp 408 

E. St. Louis - Gray 451 

Dixon - Spencer 538 . 
Champaign - Zajicek 572 
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TOTALS 8631 

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS - ADULT PAROLE DIVISION 

MONTHLY PAROLE STATISTIC REPORT 
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, 

30 165 I 1 938 5 326 15 

48 I 589 3 640 1 15 2 

37 " 360 6 1252 14 553 7 

22 305 \ 0 11198 1 497 6 

31 24 0 850 6 16 2 

30 172 ., 
1308 15 547 4 oJ 

31 185 3 581 2 87 3 
" 

19 2 8 445 6 0 2 
-

46 6 4 566 8. 14 0 

28 2 I 3 I 411 6 13 1 

25 28 5 466 .. 14 24 2 

24 23 2 500 9 27 0 

34 0 4 576 14 4 4 

46 7 " 3 .628 9 6 1 

I 
. 

491 1968 45 11135 . 116 2156 56 

.. 

._--_._--
to, 1\ 

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

1 0 0 735 

0 0 0 592 

0 Q 0 622 

12 ',' 1 1 664 

7 1 0 686 

5 1 0 820 

5 0 . " 1 736 

2 0 2' 485 
I 

5 0 1 431 

. '14 2 -. 2 526 -
3 0 Z. 386 

. : 

0 . 0 3 423 

9 .. 1 3 451 

3 1 3 547 

9 0 1 602 

75 7 19 8706 

________ ---:_00 __ ._ ., 

, .. - -----~ .. 



.IU";, ,~ 

28 

Community Correctional Centers 

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

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

must nqt have been convicted of a serious felony, be involved with organized crime 

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

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

Sc;;;:hool in the community. The centers may also have a few residents who have been 

committed to periodic imprisonment. These people are technically probationers, 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

data as prewparole assessments (1976:42.) The most consistently available data 

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

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

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

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

Mudel ExwOffender Project 

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

which help exwoffenders obt~in and keep jobs. It is administered' by the 

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

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

9ponsors," local community groups, for exwoffender employment programs. There 
\ 

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

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

there, and not merged with other DOC files. 

Data available in Model Ex-Offender Project files includes curren~ and 

previous; employment history, income, a "program needs assessment" (a statement 

of educ&tional or counseling needs,) and background information such as current 

address find some demographic data. In addition, 'i'i,j\' h project has published an 

evaluation containing an analysis of project data. For example, research 
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evaluations of Chicago DARE programs include Cellini, st. al. (1977), Cook, et. al. 

(1978), Gillespie (1976), Hollins (1976), Hollins (1974), Knox (1977, 1978) and Patino 

(1974.) 
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MICROFILM RECORDS 

Movement of Information to Microfilm 

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

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

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

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

release, and is held for one year after final discharge. 5 It is then microfilmed. 

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

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

destroyed. 

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

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

Educatkm, Medical or Adult Parole Services also have full or partial copies of the 

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

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

master file. Microfilm thus receives a lsrge file with many duplicate papers. 

The movement of material to Microfilm is Jiagrammed schematically in 

Figure 10. Some files kept outside the institution, such as education and 

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

Other files are partially collapsed. Medical, for example, does not ~end X-rays to 

the master file. 

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

new offenses and charS[I:!I3, other parole violations and the outcome, final release 

dates, assessment at dii:ttlharge, and county of supervision are likely to be collapsed 

into the master file ami t.hus to be microfilmed. Data from the counselors' working 

files, such as employrnE~nt,. health or family information, are not always collapsed. 

Feuer~tahler (1976:65) found that, "While the name 'master file' implies a 
compilation of all data nn the resident, in reality, they contain only a ~ery small . 
amount of parole related data, if any." This may be too strong a statement, since 

5Master files may be held at the· institution for as long as 18 t.o 24 months, until the 
Microfilm Unit tells the -institution to send them. 
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FIGURE 10 

Movement of Manual Records from Reception to Microfilm 

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

master file. Microfilmed records have the advantage of being kept in one place; 

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

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

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

research on these parolees must be done elsewhere. 

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

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

System printout. It also receives some information from the Academic-Vocational 

file. To this it adds such things as minutes of meetings, Board orders, reports and 

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

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

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

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

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

of Prisoner Review Board records. 

section. 

This problem will be discussed in the next 

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

others are limits on the time periods for which records are available, and the 

necessary exclusion of certain i;!;,nds of material from being filmed. The following 

section considers what material is av"ilable on microfilm, for what years. 

Inclusiveness Of Microfilm Records 

Time Periods 

Microfilming of correctional records is a fairly rncent phenomenon. Some 

records were microfilmed at Menard during the 1960's, bllt by 1970 there was some 

discussion in the DOC administration about the difficulty r)f either continuing to 

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

125,999 records (ealled "jackets") from the years prior to 1945.6 Hollis McKnight 

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

6Letter .from Hollis W. McKnight, Superintendent of Prisons~ to Kenneth C. 
Mitcheli, Records Management of the State Archives, December 5, 1969. The data 
in this letter were from a survey of wardens of all· institutions. There were 12,837 
unmicrofilmed records at Menard, 92,000 at Joliet, 20,000 at Pontiac and 1,162 at 
Dwight. Some Pontiac records had been lost in a fire in 1948. 
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recommended that they all be destroyed without microfilming.7 (He did 

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

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

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

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

value."8 

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

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

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

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

"transferred to the State Archives for permanent storage." Beginning with 1945, 

jackets were to be "retained at the institution for 366 days following inmate's 

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

forwarded to the State Archives every six months for permanent storage.,,9 This 

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

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

different time periods.10 Generally, some type of historical record, either 

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

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

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

Except for the 1858 through 1870 files in the State Archives, and for some of 

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

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

awaiting microfilming. Many Stateville and some Pontiac and Menard records from 

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

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

notation about visitors.ll Essentially, only information on prisoners released in the 

1970's is available in any detail. 

7 DOC memo from H. W. McKnight to '." A.M. Monahan, Assistant Director of the 
Adult Division, February 19, 1970. 

8Letter from F.J. Pate to A.M. Monahan, March 4, 1970. 
9"Application for Authority to Dispose of State Records," State of Illinois Records 
Commission, May 12, 1971. 

10 All dates refer to date of final discharge. 

llConversation with Deborah Campbell, Acting Supervisor of the Microfilm Unit, 
December 14, 1978. 
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TABLE 1 

LOCA TION OF RECORDS BY TIME PERIODa 

Record Type Source 

Admission Card All 
Institutions 

Register Books Stateville 

Master Files: 
Institutional Jackets 

Parole Supervision 
Jackets 

Prisoner Rev iew Board 

aAs of December, 1978. 

Pontiac 
Other 

Joliet 
Menard 
Stateville 
Other 

Menard 
Pontiac 
Stateville 
Other 

Menard 
Other 

All 

bs' Duree: f'>.1icrofilm Unit memo. 

Time Period 

From date 
each opened 

1900-present 
1900-1970 
From date 
each opened 

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

1945-1969 

1945-1969 

early 1970's 
1970-present 

1858-1870 
1871-1944 
1945-present 

before 1969 
1969-1971 
1972-1975 
1976-present 

Location 

At the institution. b 
Will later be filmed. 

Microfilmb 

Some on microfilm at State Archivesc 

Available at some institutt,ons; 
will later be microfilmed. 

State Archivesd 

Microfilmed~ 
Microfilm~ 
Destroyed 

Most Microfilmed f 

Destroyedf 

Waiting for Ticrofilm f 
Microfilmed 

State ArchJvesd 

Destroyed d 
Microfilm (with same exceptions 
as for institutional jackets) 

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

cSource: Letter from Joseph Viteck, warden at Pontiac, to A.M. Monahan March 
12, 1970. 

d Source: 

e Source: 

"Application for Authority to Dispose of State Records," State of 
Illinois Records Commission, May 5, 1971. 

Letter from Elza Brantley, warden at Menard, to the Superintendent of 
Prisons, November 26, 1969. 

f Conversation with Deborah Campbell, Mocrofilm Unit Acting Supervisor. 
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The backlog in microfilming Prisoner Review Board files will be discussed 

later in this section. Only 1969 through 1971 records are currently available on 

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

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

same individual. 

Contents 

The Microfilm Unit does not film the entire contents of each master file. 

Material is discarded for two reasons: either it is trivial and personal, such as 

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

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

various DOC divisions and units (see Figure 10). To avoid having anything discal'ded 

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

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

discarded. 

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

currently being used are listed in Figure 11 • According to Feuerstahler's 

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

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

Figure 11, then, provides a list of parole and other correctional information 

that may be obtained from microfilmed master files. The p<irole information is, as 

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

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

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

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

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

done from Adult Parole Serivces records. 

When the Prisoner Review Board files of 1969 through 1972 were 

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

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

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

Review Board files, it plans to make stripping decisions for these files based on 

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

in the same jacket. 
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FIGURE 11 

CONTENTS AND ACCESS TO MICROFILMED DATA 

Adult 

* 
** 

*** 

Face Sheet * 
Fingsrprint Card And Photograph ** 
Examination Blank * 
Examination of Prisoner * 
Admission Data * 
Statement of Facts * 
Mittimus * 
Indictment Forms * 
Court Papers * 
FBI Rap Sheet and OLE Rap Sheet * 
Police Reports (original offense) *** 
Warrants (original offense) *** 
Classification Reports and Reclassification Reports *** 
Program Consideration and Supplemental Program Considerations *** 
Orientation Write-Out *** 
Clinical (Psychological - Psychiatric) ** 
Special Progress Reports *** 
Parole Progress *** 
Academic Data * 
Military Data * 
Memos and Letters *** 
Medical (Lab and Reports) - Reports from Hospital (Other Agencies) * 
Dental *** 
Visitation, Mailing Lists, Telephone Cards ·lH 

Merit Staff Reports ** 
Punishment Cards - Disciplinary Reports * 
Mental Health Transfers ** 
Work Release Forms/Reports *** 
Furloughs *** 
Request for Parole Investigation ** 
Placement Summary, Waiver, Parole Agreement (or Parole and Pardon Board 
Order) ** 
In Case of Parole violation: 
Police Reports (Violation Reports) *** 
Warrants *** 
Placement Summary, Waiver, Parole Agreement (or Parole and Pardon Board 
Order) *** 
These documents are always at the end of the file: 
Recommendation for Final Discharge *** 
Order of Discharge *** 
Death Certificate *** 
Material after Discharge *** 

Public Information (attorneys, researchers, etc.) 

Needs Subpeona or other type of release form 

Depends on the request; legal staff decides 
Source~ Deborah Campbell, Microfilm Unit Acting Supervisor. 
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Figure 11 
(cont.) 

Juvenile 

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

*Public Information (attorneys, researchers, etc.) 
** Needs Subpeona or other type of rele~se form 

*** Depends on the request; legal staff decides 
**** 

Never released 

Source: Deborah Campbell, Microfilm Unit Acting Supervisor. 
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Backlogs and Lost Files 

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

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

been solved. For six months, between late 1975 and early 1976, the Microfilm Unit 

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

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

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

Uni't opened again in early 1976, there was a tremendous backlog. According to 

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

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

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

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

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

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

received a request for a file that it has been unable to find.12 

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

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

It took some time to get reorgarized in the new location, and this increased the 

backlog.13 However, the backlog problem is apparently being overcome, at least 

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

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

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

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

caught up on the backlog of older 1970's records, with the exception of early ],970's 

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

Microfilm as it has time to handle them. Microfilm does have a backlog on 

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

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

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

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

12Deborah Campbell, Acting Supervisor, states that in her experience, no one has 
ever requested a file that has not been located (December 8, 1978). 

13Memo from Deborah Campbell, Microfilm Unit Acting Supervisor. 
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On Prisoner Review Board files, Microfilm presently has a backlog for the 

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

Review Board office.14 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Quality of Film Processing 

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

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

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

but has collected the following information. 

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

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

to learn from its experience. 

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

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

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

regulations on access to state records. 

Access to Microfilmed Records 

legal and Administrative Access 

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

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

what is to be considered public information. 

Figure 11 lists every sort of material that is filmed and gives the access 

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

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

14Coflversations with Deborah Campbell, Acting Supervisor, and Ken Dobucki and 
Dan Shutt of the Prisoner Review Board. 
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subpoena or a release form from the ex-offender. Illinois law enforcement 

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

from other states must have signed release forms.15 This administrative policy 

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

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

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

Figure H. A standard form is included with all letters replying to requests. It 

states: 

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

When confidential information is supplied, a form letter such as Figure 12 is 

attached. 

Researchers who want access to microfilmed material which is not public 

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

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

Crimir181 Justice Information Agreement" in Appendix E. 

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

questions and guide them in data access. Its addresses are in the "Index to Sources'" 

of this report. 

Practical Access 

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

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

15Note to the author from Deborah Campbell, Acting Supervisor of the Microfilm 
Unit, December 5, 1978. 
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TO THE JUDGES AND ATTORNEYS INVOLVED IN THIS CAUSE: 

The records attached to this statement are classified 
as confidential under Chapter 38, Section l003-5-1(b) 
of the Illinois Revised Statutes. 

Medical and psychiatl~ic records and records made at the 
request or under the supervision of psychiatrists are 
also subject to the privileges in Chapter 51, Section 
5.1 and 5.2 of the Illinois Revised Statutes. In both 
Sections 5.1 and 5.2, the patient may claim a privilege 
and under Section 5.2, the psychiatrist has a privilege 
to object to the ; ntroduct'j ol1-'m -any records made under 
his supervision. 

In the event of waiver of privileged matter by the 
appropriate parson and subpoena and/or Court order t 

the Department of Corrections, on behalf of its 
professional pel~sonflel D.nd under the statutes classifying 
this information as confidential, conditions the release 
of thi s i nforlllU t i on on the bas is tha t it \'Jill be held 
confidm1tial by the COUI~t and the attorneys participating 
in the action and l"e1eased only to themselves or to 
professional personnel who al"e officers ot' employees 
of the Court, und that it othen/ise be slJPpl~essed. 

We ask your full cooperation. 
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evidence we now have about ease of use is Feuerstahler'G report, which was written 

before the Microfilm Unit moved to Springfield. 

She states that there was, in 1976, convenient access to microfiche readers, 

but complains that microflt:he is inherently difficult to read. She also mentions 

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

otherwise. This made it very difficult 2nd time consuming to find some 

information7 since the entire fiche had to be su~;,nned. This problem has apparently 

been corrected for more recent files. 
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COMPUTER RECORDS 

The Department of Corrections has two computerized record systems. The 

Correctional Information System (CIS) is a very large offender accounting system. 

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

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

(PPS). The second system, Correctional Institutions Management Information 

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

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

institution. It is currently operational at Stateville and Menard. 

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

CIS was designed to provide statewide data to DOC administratorsr planners and 

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

correctional operations. 

Correctional Information System: History 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

around several weeks from turnaround document submission by the parole counselor 

to printout; there is also lag time in the process of error correction," (1976:24) 

resulting in the same error or outdated information being repeated in subsequent 

reports. The combination of outdat@d and erroneous information encouraged parole 

counselors to depend on their own manual records rather than on CIS reports.16 

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

Turnaround /)ocument, but found the CIS reports less than useful, they had little 

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

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

16Conversation with John Henning, October 31, 1978. 
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System. An audit of this system in early 1977 found that there were still many 

problems, including an "outdated arid inaccurate" users' manual, and other problems 

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

January; 1978 outlined the following problems with CIS: 

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

2. Lack of available and/or accessible data elements for user inquiry and 
statistical reporting especially for ciassifying type of time served (good 
time, jail time, parole period, etc.) and for determining categories of 
recidivism (technical violations and recomrnitments.) 

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

4. Difficulty in maintaining current system due to outdated systems design 
(data elements and technology), change in reporting requirements, lack 
of documentation, and lack of in-house expertise. 

5. Impurities in Master file data resulting both from non-standard input 
requirements and from lack of user responsibility for data. 

6. Lack of comprehensive test system. 
7. Difficulty in interpretation of statutes and administrative regulations. 
8. Lack of central coordinator for Input/Output function to resolve 

differences in input procedures and to standardize operations. 
9. Lack of central coordinator for user functions (institutions, Prisoner 

Review Board, parole services) to resolve differences in users' 
procedures and to serve as liaison between users and CIS in order to 
ensure standardization and user acceptance. (lDOC 1978a:Appendix) 

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

quality and availability for use of payrole data. In addition, an enhanced version of 

CIMIS 'will include a parole module, which will incorporate many of the data 

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

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

historical data base for planning and research uses (DOC 7-.978a:9.) It is expected to 

be fully operational by December 1, 1979. 

Contents of the CIS Files 

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

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

1973 will have to know what are the contents of those CIS files, and what is the 

quality of the data. 

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

include reports on everyone currently in a DOC institution or out on parole or 

supervised release. Periodically these files are purged of those cases which have 
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been finally discharged. These purged cases are added to the h.istorical files, which 

go back to 1973.17 

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

codebook is not available.18 However, SAC has obtained the code file of data 

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

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

library. The contents of CIS files have almost certainly changed over time, but 

SAC has been unable to obtain documentation for these changes. Again, the user 

should consult Planning and Evaluation before attempting to use and interpret CIS 

historical files. 

Standard Reports 

Two standard reports are produced by ISO from CIS files. One, the ResIdent 

Profile Report, contains individual level data. The other, the DOCCOOl Report, 

contains aggregate data. 

The Resident Profile Report is a listing of data held by CIS on an individual. 

It is sent to parole counselors and to the Prisoner Review Board on request, and 

thus becomes a part of each individual's file. 

Appendix G is an example of a Resident Profile Report that was produced on 

a new inmate who had just entered Reception. Some of the data in this report are 

missing simply because this particular inmate is so new that the information is not 

yet applicable. However, the next section will show that some CIS data are missing 

more often than not. 

The DOCCOOl Report is usually referred to as the DOC-l Report. It is an 

aggregate report produced monthly by ISO, and distributed to a small list of DOC 

institutions and offices, but not to any library or archive. It has been praduced 

since 1975 or 1976, but SAC has been unable to locate any office which has saved 

copies over a year. Most of them were apparently destroyed (see Access to CIS 

Data.) 

17 Conv~rsation with Severin Wellinghoff, formerly of 
Evalua.tion, December 15, 1978. 

18Conversation with Joye Groff, ISO, November 9, 1978. 

DOC Planning and 
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However, the variables summarized in a typical DOC-1 Report are an 

indication of the kind of data available in CIS. The October, 1978 DOC-1 Report, 

which is available in the SAC library, includes totals for the DOC institutional and 

paroled populations (separately) for the following variables, each total broken into 

race by sex categories: 

1. Committing County (Each Illinois county, out of state.) 
2. County of Residence (Each Illinois county, out of state.) 
3. Nativity (Place of birth. States, territories, countries, United States.) 
4. Occupation (326 very detailed categories, including student, retired, 

disabled, unemployed and none.) 
5. Education (Grade in school. First, second, ••• fourth year high, college 

or more.) 
6. . Offense (DLE/UCR offense code for each class of felony or 

misdemeanor, excluding offenses before 1973.) 
7. Offenses before 1973 (DLE/UCR offense codes as above.) 
8. Offense (Statutory class of felony or misdemeanor.) 
9. Age (At commitment and currently. 16 and under, 17, 18, 19, 2e, 21, 

22-24, 25-29, 30-34, 35-39, 40-44, 45-49, 50-64, 65 and over.) 
10. Religion (53 categories, including No preference, Agnostic, Atheist, 

Protestant other, Baptist other, Lutheran other, Methodist other, 
Christian other and Other.) 

11. Military Discharge (Honorable, dishonorable.) 
12. Military War Period (World War II, Korean, Vietnam, peacetime, not 

applicable.) 
13. Handicapped (yes, no.) 
14. Alcohol Use at Admission (Alcoholic, periodic drunken sprees, heavy 

drinker, moderate, light, never.) 
15. Drug Use at Admission (Heavy, occasional, light, never.) 
16. Marital Status (Never married, married Hving with spouse, widow(er), . 

divorced, separated, common-law, divorced and remarried.) 

Assuming that a user has been able to obtain a copy of the DOC-l Report, 

there will be two problems in interpreting it: missing data and outdated da~a. Both 

problems are not only true of the DOC-l Report aggregate summaries but of 

individual level CIS reports as well. Both will be discussed in the next section. 

Quality of CIS Data 

The quality of any set of data is determined by its validity and its reliability. 

A piece of infnrmation is valid if it reatly measures what it is supposed to measure. 

It is reliable if it is accurately collected and recorded. For this report, SAC has 

not attempted a complete investigation of the validity and reliability of CIS. 

However~ we have gathered the following information. 
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Validity 

The validity of CIS data depends, of course, on the particular piece of data of 

concern. Age and sex, for example, are unambiguous. For variables such as 

Handicapped it is impossible to determine the validity without having the coding 

instructions, which are unavailable. The validity of the scores of tests given during 

Reception, such as IQ tests, depends on the validity of the tests themselves, 

especially their validity for use with the typical person committed to DOC. In 

addition, the collection of a few CIS variables depends on the subjective judgement 

of a teacher or counselor. Conscious or subconscious bias could produce a variable 

which measures the counselor's hopes, not the actual situation. Such variables, for 

example, Parole Problem, should be carefully interpreted. Most CIS variables, 

however, are relatively objective. 

One validity problem is that much CIS data is gathered at Reception, and is 

naturally outdated at parole. Feuerstalher (1976) found that CIS data were not 

brought up to date. For example, marital status may change during a period of 

inprisonment, but CIS marital status refers to status at Reception. Tests also refer 

to IQ or vocational ability at Reception, not currently. In fact, Feuerstahler found 

cases of parolees being recommitted for a new offense, but not retested. In those 

cases, test scores measured IQ and so on at the time of a previous commitment. In 

addition, CIS information is often outdated in variables such as occupation on 

parole or current parole counselor (Feuerstahler, 1976:22). Therefore, CIS data are 

valid only if careful attention is paid to the applicable time. 

Missing data can easily produce an invalid variable. If data are unavailable 

for many DOC residents or parolees, the data would not be a valid representation 

of the "typical" resident or parolee. There would be a good chance that people for 

whom in,formation is missing are systematically different from people for whom 

information is not missing. Therefore, unless there is evidence to the contrary, a 

high percentage of missing data is an indication of systematic bias and the data in 

question should be assumed to be invalid. 

SAC was unable to obtain a complete list of the per cent missing on each CIS 

variable. However, we do have two indicators of missing data - the per cent 

missing in the DOC-1 Report variables, and the experience of someone who has 

used CIS data a great deal. 
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Tables 2 and 3 give the per cent mIssmg for each variable in the October, 

1978 DOC-l Report, for each adult institution (Table 2) and for each parole region 

(Table 3.) For example, ten per cent of the Joliet Reception residents had missing 

data on Item 1, Committing County, and 29 per cent were missing Item 2, County 

of Residence. (See page 46 for definitions of the items.) 

These tables show that one item, Military Discharge (Item 11), is almost 

totally missing, and that other variables are commonly between a third and a half 

missing. Valid conclusions about the typical resident or parolee cannot be based on 

these DOC-l Report items. 

In addition, Tables 2 and 3 show that the per cent missing may vary from one 

institution to another and from one parole region to another. In general, there is 

less missing data for the parole population, probably because they have been in the 

system longer. However, the DOC-1 Report seems to be more complete for some 

institutions than for other institutions, and for some parole regions than for others. 

The second indicator of the amount of missing data in CIS appears in 

Appendix F. This is a list of the core file data elements of CIS. The final column 

of this list is a code for whether the data element is usually missing, often missing 

or usually not missing. This code is based on the experience of Severin Weilinghoff, 

a former researcher in DOC Planning and Evaluation, who obtained CIS data for 

DOC research and for clients such as the Criminal Sentencing Commission and 

other researchers. 

Another analysis of CIS missing data is found in Block. (1978,) a review of a 

study using CIS data (Knox, 1978a.) Block documents serious methodological 

problems in the study, including a problem with missing data. 

In summary, the amount of missing data is an indicator of degree of validity. 

According to this indicator, some CIS data for some institutions appear to be 

invalid. 

Reliability 

Reliability refers to the accuracy of the data. Are the data properly reported 

and recorded in CIS files? 

As mentioned above, Feuerstahler (1976) found some parole data in CIS files 

to be incorrect when compared to manually kept records. She particularly 

mentions parole date and final discharge date as being inaccurate. Feuerstahler's 
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TABLE 2 

Percent Missing for October, 1978 
DOCCOOO 1 Report Items: 

Adult Institutional Population 

Individual Institutions __ .. ___ . __ -' __ -' ___ ._" " __ ._0-
---~ .. -. ~ .... _ ... . - ......... ...... -- .. ....- ... ,-

Total Joliet State- State-
Adult ' Recep. ville ville Menard Dwight Pontiac Vanaalia Vienna Sheridan Logan 

~~~bera Institu and Carr. Minimum Menard Carr. Carr. Carr. Carr. Carr. Carr. Can'. 
tions Class. Joliet Center Security Psych. Center Center Center Center Center Center Center 

1 1% 10% 0*% 0*% 0% 1% 1% 0*% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0*% 
2 29 53 43 33 19 33 31 8 23 33 11 0 12 
3 4 15 4 1 0 7 3 6 1 9 2 0 2 
4 6 2 5 4 0 13 6 8 3 10 4 3 3 
5 19 51 28 21 13 25 17 6 11 30 10 0 11 

6 - --.------ - (S~e .item~L~nd 8 below) 

7b 7 5 6 3 11 28 14 6 n"" 2 10 1 4 +:-
V" \0 

8 1 10 0* 0* 0 0* 1 0* 0 0 0 0 0* 
9 3 14 4 1 0 6 3 0* 0* 9 0* 0* 1 

10 4 14 4 2 0 7 3 0* 1 9 2 0 2 
11 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

12c 29 56 35 25 14 33 35 24 18 34 21 5 23 
d 47 70 59 41 42 46 54 24 39 45 41 29 43 

13 , 7 18 7 4 0 11 6 17 4 12 3 0* 5 
14 21 50 31 21 12 28 18 12 14 29 9 19 19 
15 23 50 33 24 19 31 21 12 16 29 12 23 21 
16 5 15 4 2 0 9 4 7 3 9 2 0 2 

N 10460 552 698 2158 95 320 2612 296 1586 745 646 318 434 

*Less than 1 per cent. 

~. See definitions in the text under Standard Reports. 
Per cent that offenses before 1973 are of the total. 

c Unreported 
d Total missing: Unreported plus Information not given. 



TABLE 3 

Per cent Missing for October, 1978 
DOCC001 Report Items: 

Parole Population (Excluding Out of S~ate) 

Parole Region c '. 

Appre-
Item Total b Lemuel Supportive hension 
Number a Parole Sykes Service Unit I II III IV - -

1 0*% 2% 6% 2% 7% 11% 6% 10% 
2 9 47 4 14 3 6 7 5 
3 11 2 2 2 3 3 1 6 
4 2 7 8 9 9 14 7 13 
5 8 11 10 15 ·9 8 5 8 

6 (See items 7 and 8 below) 

7d 15 30 21 27 14 11 16 7 
8 0* 2 4 0* 3 11 6 10 
9 0* 1 0* 1 1 1 0* 0* 

10 1 4 3 5 4 3 2 4 
11 99 100 99 99 99 100 100 99 

12e 21 28 19 30 20 18 21 45 
f 35 40 28 42 34 35 33 54 

13 4 9 9 15 6 4 3 11 
14 12 16 19 18 18 21 13 17 
15 15 18 20 20 21 25 15 18 
16 2 3 6 5 8 12 7 8 

N 10830 939 207 559 5590 1491 1501 965 

* Less than 1 per cent. 

a See definitions in text under Standard Reports. 
b Excludes out of state. 

c DOC no longer has parole regions, but this classification still appears in the DOC-1 Report. 
d Per cent that offenses before 1973 are of the total. 
e Unreported 

f Unreported plus Information Not Given. 

Unassigned 

2% 
23 

2 
5 

11 

14 
2 
0* . ·----z . 

100 V1 
0 

21 
39 

8 
15 
19 

2 

354 

-------------~--~--
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study was done in 1976, and applies to reliability of CIS data at that time. 

However, the researcher interested in 1976 or earlier CIS data should check them 

for accuracy against the microfilmed master files. 

The sources of some data are not reliable. The recording of education, 

family, occupation and other data is based on an interview with the resident, the 

accuracy of which is seldom checked. Another source of inaccuracy is that 

different people collecting the information may differ in how they record it. 

Indeed, one of the CIS problems cited above was a "lack of standardization in 

defining, using and interpreting status codes" (lOOC 1978a.) In addition, the 

variation in per cent missing from one place to another that was noted in Tables 2 

and 3 may indicate a lack of consistency in data recording from one place to 

another. 

Access to CIS Data 

Access to CIS reports on identified individuals is governed by the same 

restrictions as for other individual level DOC data. These restrictions appear in 

Appendix D. Permission to access data must be requested in writing, and the 

researcher must sign an agreement of non-disclosure (Appendix E). Those wishing 

to use CIS data should begin by talking to DOC Planning and Evaluation staff, who 

will guide them through the process (see Index to Sources.) 

Access to CIS historical files is difficult. ISO maintains that the historical 

tapes are impossible to use for all practical purposes, and in fact have never been 

used.19 However, DOC Planning and Evaluation has repeatedly used these tapes.20 

Therefore, users interB<;ted in accessing CIS historical files should contact Planning 

and Evaluation prior to contacting ISO. 

Access to the DOC-1 aggregate report may be obtained from those who 

regularly receive it. ISO could not provide a complete list of those who receive it, 

but DOC Planning and Evaluation the Prisoner Review Board are among those on 

19Conversation with Joye Groff, ISO, November 9, 1978. ISO has also told the 
Prisoner Review Board staff that the historical files are unavailable to them 
(conversations with Ken Dobucki, previous Administrative Assistant to the Board, 
and Dan Shutt, current Administrative Assistant.) 

20Conversations with Severin Wellinghoff, Planning and Evaluation staff member 
most familiar with CIS tapes, and with John Henning, Planning and Evaluation 
Coordinator. 

i , 

'! 



52 

the list. Each institution also receives a copy. The copies at DOC Planning and the 

Board are kept about nine months, and are then destroyed. SAC has been 

attempting to find old copies so that they can be either in the SAC library or in the 

State bf Illinois library, but has so far been unsuccessful. However, beginning with 

the April, 1979 report, SAC will obtain month-old copies from DOC Planning and 

Evalua~ion and will keep them available for use. 
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FEDERAL PAROLE DATA 

Some Illinois parolees are paroled not from the Illinoh; corrections system, 

but from the federal corrections system. Data on these parolees may be obtained 

fram the data bases maintained by the Research Unit of the U.S. Parole 

Commission in Wahington, DC. 

The organization of the federal parole system is similar to the organization of 

the Illinois parole system, in that parole decisions are administratively separate 

from parole supervision. The U.S. Parole Commission of the Department of Justice 

advises the U.S. Board of Parole, which gI'ants and revokes federal parole. Federal 

parole is supervised by U.S. Probation Officers who are employed by federal court 

districts. 

Manual Files 

There are three federal court districts in Illinois - Northern Illinois, Central 

Illinois and Southern Illinois. (See list of counties in each district in Index to 

Sources.) All manual files are kept at the district offices. Programs that work 

with federal parolees, such as DARE, also keep some manual records. However, 

federal parole statistics are not collected from these files. In fact, the files are 

closed to research outside the agency. 

The official position on access to federal probation system files appears in 

Appendix H. Since federal probation officers also supervise parolees, this position 

applies to parolee files as well. The position paper discusses the effect of the 

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and the Privacy Act, and points out that 

federal probation offices are not bound by FOIA. For this reason, there is 

essentially no access to probation and parole files or to presentence reports. 

Records of people under dual parole supervision, who served an Illinois 

sentence concurrently with a federal sentence or another state's sentence and who 

were not in an Illinois institution, have been kept since 1965 at the Prisoner Review 

Board office. 

Computer Files 

The Research Unit of the U.S. Parole Commission maintains two computer 

data bases. Illinois data may be obtained from both. Users may request copies of 

either tape by writing to Peter Hoffman, Director of the Research Unit. (See Index 

to Sources p.) Data on the tapes are without individual identifiers~ 
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The Parol~ Decision Making (PDM) file is a retrospective sample of federal 

prisoners who were released between·1970 and 1972. The study was originally done 

in cooperation with the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration and the 

Natioflal Council on Crime and Delinquency in order to develop a risk prediction 

devic~ (U.S. Parole Commission 1976, 1978). The file contains over 100 variables. 

A coqebook may be obtained by writing to the Research Unit and is also available 

in the SAC library (De Gostin 1974.) Figure 13 is the PDM codesheet. 

The Parole Decision History (PDH) file is a working file of all federal parole 

decisions since 1974. It is constantly updated, and contains 23 variables. In the 

near future, it will be merged with data on parole outcomes gathered from two 

sources: Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) files and, where necessa:~y, 

information obtained by writing to the judicial district of original jurisdiction. In 

anticipation of this merger, the PDH file is currently keyed to FBI numbers and to 

the Federal Bureau of Prisons Register Number. Information is not obtained from 

the Federal Probation Service. The PDH codebook may be obtained by writing to 

the U.S. Parole Commission Research Unit (see Index to Sources.) It is also 

available in the SAC library (Adelberg, 1978.) 
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FIGURE 13 

Parole Decision Making CPOM) Codesheet 
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STATUTORY AUTH'ORITY 

The Criminal SenteJlcing Commission, was created by Public Act 80-1099, 
now codified in Ill. Rev. Stat. Ch. 38, § 1005-10-1 & 2 (Supp. 1977). 
The composition of the Commission and its powers and duties are set forth 
in the law as follows: 

Sec. 5-10,,:1. Criminal Sentencing Commission. There shall be a 
Criminal Sentencing Commission consisting of 12 members to be appointed 
as follows: 

(1) 3 members shall be appointed by the Governor; 

(2) 3 members shall be members of the Senate, 2 of whom shall 
be appointed by the President of the Senate and one by the Senate 
Minority Leader; 

(3) 3 members shall be members of the House of Representa­
tives, 2 of whom shall be appointed by the Speaker of the House and one 
by the House Minority Leader; and 

(4) 3 members shall be circuit judges who preside at trials of 
criminal cases appointed by the Supreme Court .. ' 

Vacancies. Vacancies shall be 
sqccessor) who appointed the original 
cornpensation, but shall be reimbursed 
performance of their duties. 

filled by the officer (or his 
member. Members shall receive no 
for expenses incurred in the actual 

Chairman. The members of the Commission shall designate one 
member to serve as Chairman. The Director of the Department of 
Corrections shall serve as Executive Director of the Commission, and staff 
and support services shall be provided by the Department of Corrections. 

Sec. 5-10-2. Powers and Duties of Commission. The Criminal Sen­
tencing Commission has the following responsibilities: 

(1) To monitor the fiscal impact and effect upon prison 
populations caused by the use of determinate sentences. 

(2) To determine the overall desirability and feasibility of 
aeterminate sentencing and reclassification of felonies. 

(3) To review the Criminal Code and Code of 'Corrections and 
make recomm~ndations on the best methods available for sentencing those 
convicted of criminal offenses. 

(4) To ascertain the number and percentage of commitments to 
the Department of Corrections compared to the number a,nd percentage of 
alternative dispositions imposed by the courts, by offense. 

63 



(5) To develop standardized sentencing guidelines designed to 
provide fOi" greater uniformity in the imposition of criminal sentences. 

(6) To make such other recommendations as the Commission 
deems necessary to promote certainty and fairness in the sentencing 
process. 

The Commission shall make an interim report to the Governor and 
General Assembly by September 15, 1978, and shall report annually to the 
Governor and General Assembly beginning on March 1, 1979 and on or 
before March 1 of each succeeding year. 

I 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

In the first Special Session of November, 1977, House Bill 1500, 

embodying the most comprehensive reform in the Illinois criminal justice 

system in 15 years, was enacted. The bill was signed into law on 

December' 28, 1977, and became effective, by its own terms, on 

February 1, 1978. 

Among many others things, the bill creates a new category of non-

probationable felonies--Crass X offenses--which carry mandatory six year 

minimum sentences; it requires determinate sentences, abolishes parole, 
I 

provides for enhanced sentencing for repeat offenders, establishes 

sentencing ranges, sets forth aggravating and mitigating factors, compels 

judges to articulate their reasons for imposing a particular sentence, and 

subjects sentences to appellate review. The bllJ also creates a Criminal 

Sentencing Commission to assess the impact of these changes and provide 

recommendations for continuing reform. 

Illinois is the fourth state in recent years to convert from an 

indeterminate to a determinate sentencing system; Following California, 

Indiana, and Maine--as well as the current wave of academic and pro-

fessional opinion--we now authorize the judge to impose the exact sen­

tence which the offender will serve, less time credit for good behavior 

while in prison, The COllrt will no longer impose a minimum and maximum 

sentence and leave the actual time to be served to the discretion of the 

Parole Board. 

Because of the monumental nature of the change, this Commission 

was created to assure that the state would have an ongoing mechanism for 

reviewing the implementation of determinate sentencing, for assessing its 
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fiscal impact! and for making slJggestions for both legislative and policy 

changes which may serve to strengthen .our criminal justice system. 

rol/owing appointment by the appropriate appointing authorities I the 

Cornnli!>sion met at the Statevi/le COrrectional Center on March 6, 1978. 

At that time, officers were elected, subcommittees were .-. ,.·!ated in a 

manner consistent with the Comrnission1s statutory responsibilities, and a 

decision was made to request the Speaker of the House and the President 

of the Senate to defer criminal justice legislation until the Commission has 

an opportunity to provide input. This was not done t.o usurp the 

legislative function, but, rather, to insure that our criminal laws are 

unHorm, consistent, and aligned with the intent of HB 1500. 

NU.merous subcommittee meetings and three full Commission meetings 

were thereafter held. Because of the limited' time in which the new law 

has been in effect, the Commission believes that it is premature, at this 

jUf"lcture, to provide a full-scale set of recommendations for further 

reform. I nstei'\d; this report will review the changes that have been made 

in the Criminal Code in t:'e last session of the General Assembly and 

provide a status report on the work on each subcommittee. In this 

manner, we hope to devek)p a. sound foundation for the important work 

that lies before us for the future. 
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II. LEGiSLATIVE CHANGES IN THE CRIMINAL CODE 

As a part of the Commission's ongoing function to review the 

Criminal Code, we believe that it is important to identify changes made by 

the General Assembly so that, at a minimum, those concerned with the 

criminal laws will be providF.!d with a quasi-clearinghouse. While it is not 

our intention to review every criminal justice bill enacted, * we will 

identify the significant changes in the law made in each session of the 

General Assembly. Given the limited scope of the last session, only four 

bills can be characterized as significant: 

A. HB 3006, sponsored by the principal sponsors of HB 1500 and 

supported by this Commission, contained a variety of purely technical 

amendments designed to clarify the legislative intent of HB 1500. They 

are as follows: 

1. The penalty provision of the armed violence statute was 

amended to provide that a second or subsequent offense with a weapon 

not a gun or knife is a Class 1 felony or the felony class provided for the 

same act, while unarmed, whichever permits the greater penalty. (Ch. 

38, § 33 A-3(b)). 

* Other bills enacted and signed into law in the last session include: 
permitting the use of marijuana for medical purposes (HB 2625); creating 
a Class 'I felony for selling an aborted fetus (HB 2628); adding heinous 
battery and aggravated arson to the list of violent offenses for which a 
victim may be compensated (HB 2766); exempting the personal possession 
of noncommercial antique slot macllin~s from the strictures of the gambling 
statute (HB 3118). ' 
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This results from an omission in the origiJ')al bill which could come 

into play in. onl\' extremely unique circumstances. For example, assume 

one is charged in 2 counts--rape and armed violence with a category II 

weapon (rape with a blackjack). He is acquitted of rape, but convicted of 

armed violence (the jury can, of course, return inconsistent verdicts), 

and sentenced as a Class X offender. Assume further that this offender 

serves his time, and, following release, does the same thing and is again 

convicted of only armed violence. In these circumstances, under the 

original bill I he would be sentenced as a C!2SS 1 offender even though he 

was a second offender who had been punished more harshly on his first 

offense. This change will per-mit Class X sentencing in these 

ci rcumstances. 

2. The habitual offender statute was amended to provide for the 

deL';th penalty where the defendant's third crime is a capital offense (Ch. 

38~ § 33 B-1). The provision previously indicated that a third-time 

offender who qualified for habitual offender punishment must receive a 

life sentence. By not citing the death penalty, the provision 

unintentionally failed to indicate that capital punishment is appropriate 

regardless of the habitual offender's status. Since no habitual offenders 

have been convicted under the new law, this amendment does not affect 

any pending cases. 

3. The powers and duties section with regard to the Prisoner 

Review Board was amended to permit a 3-member panel of the Board to 

hear and decide parole cases. (Ch. 38, § 1003-3-2). The present law 

requires the full Board to hear and decide pClrole cases, while every other 

similar duty such as setting release dates, determining conditions of 

mandatory supervised release, and considering requests for executive 
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clemency requires only a 3-member panel. Prior to the enactmen.t of HB 

1500, parole decisions were made by a 3-member panel of the Parole 

Board. 

4. The section dealing with the setting of release dates was 

clarified to assure that the maximum release date set by the Board may be 

no longer than the maximum term imposed I less time credit previously 

earned for good behavior. (Ch. 38, § 1003-3-2.1). The question has 

been raised whether the present language, "Iess time credit for good 

behavior II means credit earned to the date of the parole hearing or 

whether it means all the time credit for good behavior that a prisoner 

could earn on his maximum sentence. The former was intended. 

5. Greater specificity was added to the requirement that a judge 

state his reasons for a sentence imposed and the requirement that all 

information presented to the court at the sentencing hearing be filed with 

the clerk and be made a public record was deleted. (Ch. 38, § 1005-4-1) . 

The present language regarding "all information presented to the court" 

is overbroad and might include matters which, by law, are confidential: 

for example,. psychiatric and medical reports and sources used by 

probation department officials. This change requires the court to clearly 

specify for the record its reasons for imposing the particular sentence 

and the information upon which that sentence was based. Only the 

court's statement need be made a matter of public record. This 

amendment eliminates the disclosure of presentence reports (which was 

" not originally intended, although some have argued is now required). 

6. Presentence reports are added to the list of materials to be 

transmitted to the Department of Corrections following a sentence. This 

was inadvertantly deleted in HB 1500. 
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7. The repeat offender provision which now requires that, upon a 

third conviction for a Class 1 or Class 2 felony, the offender be sentenced 

as a Class X offender is amended to assure application of the enhanced 

penalty provision where one of the prior offenses was a murder or Class X 

Felony. (Ch. 38, § 1005-5-3(c) (6)). 

8. The conditions of probation are changed to clearly permit the 

court, when granting probation or conditional disGharge, to impose court 

costs and r'easonable conditions relating to the nature of the offense as 

well as the offender's rehabilitation. (Ch. 38, § 1005-6-3(b)). 

B.. HB 2775 creates the offense of child abduction--a class 4 

felony--for removing a child under 14 from the state or concealing the 

child in the state with intent to violate a child custody order. (Ch. 38, § 

10-5). 

The principal problem that this bill is intended to solve concerns a 

parent who, following a divorce, moves to another state and takes his 

child with him in violation of a custody decree. Once there, he or she 

getfl ;a custody order from the other state. Since there is no lawful way 

to get the child back to honor the Illinois order, private detectives are 

hired to "snatch" the child and return him or her to the Illinois parent. 

There are variations on this theme, and the problems for people too poor 

to hire private investigators, for divorce court judges, and for 

government and private agencies who are helpless to act are genuine; 

The purpose of this bill is to create a felony so that, even in the 

absence of deterrence, the offending parent may be extradited and 

returned to the jurisdiction of the divorce court. There is no assurance 

that other states will e~tradite under these circumstances i but California 

has had a great deal of success with a similar prc:JVision. 
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Given the nature of this type of offense in the family setting, a 

number of affirmative defenses--including a "cooling off" period--were 

fashioned to assure that prosecutions would be limited to only the most 

flagrant cases . 

C. 58 771 creates a new offense, broadens another and increases 

the penalties for a third. Specifically, it: 

(1) creates the offense of Home Invasion as a Class X felony for one 

who enters the dwelling place of another and threatens force with a 

dangerous weapon or intentionally causes injury. (Ch. 38, § 12-11). 

(2) expands the offense of I ndecent Liberties with a Child to cover 

photographs and other reproductions of various lewd activities and 

abolishes the affirmative defense that the child was a prostitute. (Ch. 38, 

§11-4). 

(3) raises the penalty for those involved in the creation of Child 

. Pornography to a Class 1 felony so that it coincides with the newly 

expanded indecent liberties offense. (Ch. 38, § 11-20a). 

D. H8 3004 arises from the Supreme Court1s decision in People~. 

DuMontelle, 71 1I1.2d 157 (1978). 

Illinois law contains a special provision for dealing wi~h a first time 

offender convicted of mere possession of small amounts of a controlled 

substance. (III. Rev. Stat. Ch. 56\, § 1410). A parallel provision exists 

for the first time possession of marijuana. (III. Rev. Stat. Ch. 56\, § 

710). These statutes, providing for lenient treatment of a limited class of 

individuals, essentially permit the judge to place the offender on 

probation without entering a guilty judgment and defer further 
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proceedings pending camp letion of the probationary period. I f the period 

is satisfClctorily completed, the offender is discharged without a 

conviction. I f probation is violated, the offender is subject to the entry 

of a judgment of conviction and a sentence on the original charge. 

In DuMontelle, the Court, reversing a split decision of the Appellate 

Court, hald that the imposition of probation under these statutes was not 

tantamount to a II sen t(:f)ce" under the Code of Corrections. Thus, 

particularly in light of lithe lenient spirit and purpose of a scheme that 

de-emphasizes punishment of first offenders,lI the court concluded that 

neither a fine nor court costs could be assessed in connection' with a 

disposition of probation under these provisions. 

House Bill 3004 was intended to alter the result reached by 

DuMontelle. The bill does not create a new penalty category. Rather, it 

specifically empowers judges to establish conditions of probation, 

including a fine and costs, in connection with their original dispositions 

under the two statutes. 
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III, FISCAL IMPACT 

The fiscal impact subcommittee monitors and compares the fiscal 

aspects of incarceration under the determinate sentencing system; it will 

also attempt to monitor dispositions other than incarceration and gauge 

their cost impact.* 

Fiscal considerations are uniquely intertwined with the new lawls 

impact on prison populations, There is no doubt that the new law will put 

more people in jail for longer periods of time. In anticipation of that 

eventuality--as well as the need to relieve current overcrowding--two new 

medium security facilities, having received legislative approval, are 

currently in the early phases of construction . 

As expected, new admissions increased somewhat following the effec-

tive date of the new law. (Appendix A), However, the transitional 

period for the lawls implementation is unique; those whose crimes were 

committed before February 1, 1978, but who are sentenced thereafter,. 

may elect whether they desire determinate or indeterminate sentencing. 

Therefore, it is impossible to identify the precise impact of the new law at 

this point. 

Determinate sentencing will not be fully operative in Illinois until the 

majority of those committed to the Department of Corrections are 

sentenced for post-February 1, 1978 offenses. Accordingly, no fiscal 

impact conclusions' can yet be reached. 

* The Subcommittee is composed of Gary Starkman, Chairman, Sen. Jack 
Bowers and Rep. Harold Katz. 
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IV. RECLASSiFICATION OF FELONIES 

'I he Reclassification of Felonies Subcommittee reviews the nature of 

exhting offenses to determine whether sUbstantive definitions of crimes 

should be altered and whether the statutory penalty is appropriate for the 

offense .* 

The Subcommittee has been involved in a number of measures that 

were enacted in the last session of the General Assembly and reviewed in 

the section on legislative chanyes. 

A series of working draft proposals has been made for felony re-

classification and is now pending before the full Commission. The 

Comrnission has not developed a formal position in light of the fact that 

the Subcornmitts2 desires to hold public hearings in order to survey 

eXfh!1 t opinion on the subject before recommending legislative action. 

* rhe SUhcommittee is composed of Judge Vincent Bentivenga, Chairman, 
Rep. /\'1~JI1 Bennett, James Haddad; and Gary Starkman. 
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V. SENTENCING ALTERNATIVES 

The Sentencing Alternatives Subcommittee will consider the impli-

cation of and justifications for sentences alternative to imprisonment such 

as probation and periodic imprisonment.* 

HB 1500 requires the imposition of a sentence of imprisonment for 

those convicted of murder or a Class X offense. Under all other felony 

classifications, the court has discretion to impose a sentence other than 

imprisonment. The bill was not intended to create a presumption of pro-

bation for those convicted of lesser offenses, but does identify it as a 

viable alternative for the court to consider. 

Alternative dispositions play an important role in our criminal justice 

system. The statistics for June, 1978 (exclusive o-f Cook County) 

demonstrate that an alternative disposition was impo!::ed on 29% of the 

Class I offenders, 62% of the Class II offenders, 72% of the Class III 

offenders, and 80% of the C I ass I V offenders. (Append ix B). 

Because of the reliance on alternative dispositions for a wide variety 

of offenders, this Subcommittee will undertake an intensive review of the 

quality of services provided to those not incarcerated, the success rate of 

existing programs, and the degree to which new or different programs are 

necessary. 

* The Subcommittee is composed of Daniel Weil, Chairman; Judge Richard 
Fitzgerald, Rep. Harold Katz, and Judge Richard Scholz. 
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VI. SENTENCING GUIDELINES 

The Sentencing Guidelines Subcommittee will determino whether 

additional sentencing standards would benefit judges ~nd promote uni-

formity in sentencing, and, if so, what types of standards are appro-

pl"iate.* 

One of the principal underpinnings of HB 1500 was the desire to 

promote uniformity and consistency in sentencing. Toward this objective, 

the bill identifies statutory aggravating and mitigating factors, compels 

the court to articulate its sentencing rationale, and provides for appellate 

revipw of sentences. 

While determinate sentencing should make the length of incarceration 

for any specific offense more uniform, some degree of sentencing variation 

will continue to exist. The extent to which such variations can or should 

be controlled by guidelines presents the central question to be resolved. 

. However, associated issues concern the relative merits of a statewide 

system, with its cost effective centralization, as opposed to a county-wide 

approach with generally smaller caseloads, more compact jurisdiction, and 

associated economies and the advisability of utilizing outside expertise as 

opposed to the court1s existing research structure. 

I n light of these. considerations, the Administrative Office of the 

lI!inois Courts has been provided with a cost estimate for developing and 

maintaining sentencing guidelines. Thus, the Subcommittee will await the 

Supreme Court1s decision on whether it intends to pursue operational 

sentencing guidelines before proceeding with what may be duplicative 

effort. 

* The Subcommittee is composed of Judge Richard Fitzgerald, Chai rman, 
Se'1. Jack Bowers. Judge Richard Scholz, and Rep . .Michael Getty. 
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VII. CONCLUSION 

The new law appears to be \ .. orl~in9 quitt" \\t?II. I'r'uset:utur's d~f .. )I't:.l­

ciate the harsher sentences for Class X offenders. Offenders appear to 

favor the certainty of determinate sentencing, While judges have 

generally viewed the new law in a favorable light, some believe that their 

sentencing discretion has been too restricted, 

While this Commission has begun to identify the objectives it seeks to 

accomplish and the methodology for performing its assigned ta~ks, the 

lack of available information has slowed the process, The offenders for 

whom no substantial information is now available are the ones of greatest 

interest: those who committed their offenses after February 1, 1978, and 

therefore received a mandatory determinate sentence. The first regular 

report of the Commission will contain this information. 

While the pattern is unclear and the amount of information is small, 

the new law, as intended, appears to require longer incarceration for the 

more serious crimes and slightly shorter time for the less serious 

offenses. (Appendix C). However, the transitional determinate 

sentences now being imposed probably underestimate the true determinate 

sentences that will be given in the future when the offender cannot 

choose between determinate or indeterminate sentencing. 

As the relevant statistical data become available, the work of this 

Commission will proceed at an accelerated pace. At th~s point, we have 

made genuine progress in defining our role in assuring that the citizens 

of Illinois have the best criminal justice system in the nation. 
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· .. ----. .--.--. ---'----- - ._---- ---- --. . 
,. .. -..... 

SENTENCES IMPOSED ON DEFENDANTS CONVICTED OF FELOHIES* 

.iUNE 1978 

DO~~STATE COUNTIES COOK CO~'TY 

Murder Class Class Class Class 'Class All 

Death 

Imprisonment 5 

Imprisonment and Fine 

Periodic Impriso~t (Dept. of Corrections) , 

Periodic'Imprisonment (Dept. of Corrections) & Fine 

Periodic Imprisonment (local correctional institution) 

Periodic Imprisonment (local correctional institution) & Fine 

Probation, or Conditional Discharge, with Periodic Imprisonment'l: 

'Probation, or Conditional Discharge, with Other Discretionary C6ndition~ 

Probation, or Conditipnal Discharge, with No Discretionary Condi't1.ons 

Found unfit to be sentenced or executed 

, Other 

TOTAL 5 

GRAND TOTAL 

*Multiple reports submitted to the Administrative Office o~ the't'IJ.linois Courts. 

..... 

X 1 2 3 4 Felonies 

15 19 98 91 

2 1 

1 1 

1 

1 1 

4 9 

2 47 1~6 

5 100 144 

13 34 

15 28 265 327 

/ .. 

18 " I 
I 
~ 
I 
I 

J 

} 1 

1 

10 

44 

15 

89 

479 

18 

208 

372 

3 

1080 
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COMMITMENTS ~~ RELEASES 
" 

D~TERMINATE SENTENCES INDETERMINATE SENTENCES • 
SINCE FEB. 1 1978* SINCE l"En. 1978* I RELEASED** 

JAIL YRS. YRS. TO. JAIL HIN. MAX. I JAIL MIN. MAX. DOC . 
OFFENSE CASES'TIME SENT. BE SERVED CASES TIME SE~T. SENT. CASES TIME SENT. SENT. YRS. SERVED 

Class M I 
Murder 17 0.59 28.2 14.1 110 0.93 40.0 80.6 I 20 0.79 24.4 46.6 8.7 

I 
I 

Class X I Rape . 44 0.43 8.9 4.5 44 0.58 11.4 25.3 
I 49 0.88 10.6 16.8 5.3 

Arm .. Robb. 168 0.39 7.9 4.0 253 0.45 5.0 8.5 I 249 0.70 4.6 8.9 3.1 
Jbv. Sex. Aslt. 3 0.51 6.0 3.0 8 0.46 15.9 30.3 I 1 1.36 4.0 4.0+ 2.4 
Arm. Viol. 1 0.17 8.0 4.0 1 0.04 1.9 3.0 I 5 0.25 1.0 2.0 1.1 

I Class 1 I 
Att. l1urder 44 0.66 8.7 4.4 46 0.61 6.0' 11.5 I 24 0.39 4.4 9.7 3.5 
Indec. Lib. 

w/child 14 0.39 7.8 3.9 11 0.35 4.6 9.9 I 1 1.04 4.0 4.0+ 1.7 
Agg. Kidnap. 6 0.48 5.3 2.7. 2 0.62 7.0 21.0 I 1 0.69 6.0 14.0 6.8 

Clasa 2 I Vol. MansI. 65 0.72 5.1 2.6 34 0.56 2.6 8.9 66 1.00 4.6 13.2 3.1 
Att. Rape 10 0.66 4.0 2.0 16 0.28 2.4 7.0 I 8 0.39 I.? 5.3 3.3 
Robbery 158 0.30 3.8 1.9 217 0.30 1.6 4.5 I 222 0.26 1.9 3.7 2.1 
Burglary 270 0.21 3.9 2.0 289 0.29 1.5 4.0 I 416 0.36 1.7 5.6 1.8 
Ars'on 6 0.22 3.6 . 1.8 9 0.16 1.9 7.4 I 6 0.47 1.8 : ~:~. 2.3 
Agg; Incest 2 0.05 3.0 1.5 3 0.45 2.7 7.3 I ~ 0.59 1.0 2.1. 
Escape 2 0.28 3.0 1.5 3 0.78 3.2 9.5 I 0.24 0.3 4.4 2.0" 
Kidnap 2 0.31 .3.5 1.8 I 1 0.14 2.0 8.0 4.4 ' I 

Others 4 0.14 3.0 1.5 4 0.22 1.S 4.5 I 8 0.31 1.2 4.2 2.2: 
I 

.. Class 3 I lnvol. Mans!. 14 0.37 3.8 1.9 15 0.69 2.3. 7.3 I 21 0.59 2.3 7.6 2.8 
Att. Robb., 25 0.27 3.5 1.8 29 0.25 1.7 4.9 I 18 0.54 1.4 4.2 1.9 
Agg. Batt. 63 0.26 3.2 1.6 53 0.32 1.6 4.7 I 55 0.66 2.5 7.4 2.2 
Att. Burg •. 18 0.15 2.6 1.3 11 0.23 1.6 4.0 I 19 0.38 2.0 5.4 1.7 I 
Theft. 109 0.23 2.3 1.2 80 0.25 1.3 3.5 I 145 .0.35 1.3 3.9 1.6 
rorgery 40 0.18 .2.9 1.5 24 0.17 1.4 4.6 I 48 0.31 1.6 5.7 2 .• 2 
Cont. Subs .• I 

Possess 15 0.13 3.2 1.6 43 0.18 1.5 3.6 I 40 0.44 1.5 4.2 1.6 
Cont. Subs. I Manf./Del. 22 0.14 3.6 1.8 32 0.20 1.8 4.8 I 14 0.20 1.1 3.6 0.7 
Cont. Subs. I Del./lnt. 7 0.06 3.1 1.6 7 0.11 2.1 6.2 48 0.53 1.6 5.0 1.7 
Intimidation 2 0.20 3.5 1.8 1 0.06 1.0 2.0 I 4 0.40 2.0 . ,6.0 2.0 

I I 

Others 3 0.08 2.7 1.4 4 0.09 1.2 4.0 

I 
18 0.67 1.5 3.2 1.9 

• Class ;4 
Rkls. Homed. 3 0.05 1.7 0.8 1 0.19 1.0 3.0 2 0.42 1.0 2.0 0.4 
Unlf1. U. ,Wpn. 15 0.25 2.4 1.2 17 0.33 1.2 . 2.4 25 0.49 1.1 3.1 1.2 I.. 
Canbs. C.;Act 7 0.04 1.7 0.9 5 0.07 1.3 3.3 8 0.04 1:2 .3.5 1.4 
Others 28 0.1'! 2.1 1.1 14 0.15 1.0 3.4 18 0.45 1.0 2.4 1.0 

I,' 
I 
I 

TOTALS/MEANS 11S7 0.31 . 1l-.9 2.5 1386 0.39: 5.8 
I 

12.,+ ~lS68 0.47 2.9 6.8 2.3 
I 

*Commitments thru·Aug. 11. 1978 
**July, Aug., & Sept •. 1977 release 
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APPENDIX B 

An Example of an Early Department of Corrections 

Report: May, 1949 
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An Example of an Early DOC Report 

--_._------------_.--------,---
STATE OF ILLInOIS - DEPA:1THENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY 

STATISTICAL OFFICE rr--- --------------------,--
I 
I I 

I I 

I i 
. " 

,------
liON TE LY REPORT 

PRISOl~ POPULATION 

MAY, 1949 
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I, 

Hay, 1949 

Average daily ~opulation of the penitentiaries 
for the month of Nay, 1949, was 7,695, a decrease of 
20 under that of Hay, 194$, nnd an inc11 ense of 16 
over the preceding month. 

State Farm shows n decrease of 14 under that cf last 
year but an increase of 22 over ihe'pTecedin~ month. 

Inmate -E~ployee Ratio remains about the same. 

Veteran Popula v.i.on shoyTS the genercl trend upuord, "111ich 
I think is explainable because of the age of veterans. 
Ue have 2,335 veterans- inr.18-(,es in OUT three penal 
institutions as of June 1, 1949. 

TABLE CF CONTENTS 

Census of Institution Population and Employees.Table I 

Cumulative Summary of Movement . . . . Table II 

Popula t,j_on Analysis . . . . . • . . . . . Table III 

Percenta.ze Analysis . . . . Table III-A 

Movement Analysis. . . . . . . . Table IV 

Census of Veteran Population. . Table V 
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May, 1949 

TABLE I 

CENSUS OF INSTITUTION POPULATION ~ EMPLOYEES 

Part I 

AVERAGE DAILY POPULATION _.- ... --.- - -_."-- .. -.-..... _- _ ... __ .--- ........ -. .. _-_. ---- ... -- .~.~-.--------
Institution Inmate Inmate Diff'. 

Yr.Ago 
Parolees Parolees Dift. 

Yr.Ago 

-------.--.----.-.------ --_.--- ------ --.--.----
TOTAL tor 8,_626 8,660 -34 
1.nlil.:. tu tion,..:::6 __ . ___ ._. ___ _ 

State Farm 931 

Joliet Br. 4,36Q 
Menard Br. 2,060 
Pontiac Br.l,275 

945 

4,343 
2,170 
1,202 

-14 

17 
-110 

73 

1..,..4£.4 _____ -4 7.2~ __ ._=.J22 

750 946 -196 
409 451 - 42 
305 393 8S . 

-~-. -.- .......... -..- ..... --- . __ ._-.- ---- _. _ .. -----_ ... _-_.- ._-_._-_._. __ ... _----
Part II 

-.-,--.- ---- ---- -....... - -- _ .. ,,"---~------- --.----.-
EMPLOYEE MONTHS INMATE*EHPLOYE 

___ ~.AT.IO ___ ._ 

Institution Current Yr.Ago Diff. Current Yr.Ago 

...__ •. - ... _ .... _ .......... _____ • ___ • ___ • ____ ._. ___ • ___ ... _____ • __ • __ ._. __ ..... , _-04 _____ _ 

TOTAL for 
l~ t:i tu t.1Q.ll.S._._~~'l..._L.g.lL_!.1=-=2==---_ 

State Farm 

Joliet Br. 
Menard Br. 
Pontiac Br 

110 

597 
281 
239 

107 

581 
292 
235 

J. 3 

J.16 
-11 

4 

8.5 8.8 

.-2....L._. _. ___ .'L..~_ 

7.3 
7.3 
5.3 

7.5 
7.4 
5.1 

- .. -- ------ .... --- _ .•. _-_. ----_._--,------_._---_._. __ ._---
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May, 1949 

TABLE II 

CUMULATIVE SUMMARY OF MOVEHENT & RATES 

____ - - - ____ 4" •• __ ._. __ ._ .. ___ • ____ , __ ._. _____ ~ ___ _ 

ADMITTED Hay state Penal 11 state Penal 
Rate Rate Mo Rate Rate 

Penitentiary 185 2.26 2.39 1,454 17.77 18.82 

state Farm 240 2.93 3.11 2,103 25 e 71 27.22 
_____ _ • __ • ___ """. __ ... __ i~ ___ .. ___ .. _. __ •• ______ .. ____ 

'-"-'-"---
DISOHARGED May st.ate Penal 11 State Penal 

Rate Rate 16.0 Rate Rate 

. Penitentiary 91 1.11 1.18 1,089 13.31 14.09 

Sta te Farm 190 2.32 2.46 2,100 25.67 27.17 
'--"---------_._------._----._---- ----_.-

PAROLED May Penal Parole 11 Penal Parole 
Rate Rate Mo Rate Rate 

Penitentiary 44 .53 .57 489 5.98 6.33 
_. ___ .. _._ ••• - ___________ • __ • ___ • __ • _ ... _______ .. __ '0 __ • _____ .. ________ • 

DISCHARGED 
FROM PAROLE 

Penitentiary 

DISCHARGED 
FROM H:1IT 

Penitentiary 

May Penal Parole 11 
Rate Rate Ho 

69 .84 584 

Penal 
Rate 

7.14 

Parole 
Rate 

7.56 
-------.-------~-----

Hay ',lARRANTS 

6 24 

Parole 11 
Rate Mo . 

242 

Parole 
Rate 

14.77 
------_ ... -._.- ------- .--~--.---""'.--.. - -------

State' Rate is per 100,000 state ihhabitants, estimated at 
8,180,000 
Penal Rate is per 100 penitentiar~ inmates at beginning of 
fiscal year, 7,727 
Parole Rate is per 100 parolees at end of preceding month,l,499 
Note: The cumulative parole rate is round by add,ing tbe monthly 
rates, and not from the total number for the p'er.?:od of months. 
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TABLE III 

POPULATION ANALBSIS 

}~a.y, 1949 

--=~-=:::::.:.:::-:-=-=. = ... =--=-:-:----::::.:..-=--.-.--.:--~-=-==---. --=::'~-'- =-=.=====:.::-..:;-.. --==-
IRstltution Inmates Parolees 

___ ._. ____ • ___ 0 ______ -

Last Admis- Separa- Today Last New Re- Today 
Mo sions tions Month moved 

--_ .. _._--------._.-----_ ... ---.----------. 
TOTAL 

state Farm 

Penitentiary 

Joliet Dranch 
D. D. 
Stateville 
Joliet 
Depot Detail 

Menard Branch 
D.D. 
General 
Psychiatric 

Insane 

Pontiac Branch 

8 564 661 548 8,677 ~---- .. --_._----_. __ ._-
897 240 190 947 

7,667 421 358' 7,730 _.- -- .. --.. _._- _.- -_ .. -_ .. _--- _ ... -_.-
4,373 256 
-~ljS"'. Eo 
3,232 63 

901 '31 
32 2 

2 .... Q.4.Q ~ 
. 112 49 

1J1491 37 
352 12 

91 

1 .... 2.l..6 9..'1 

258 
14'8 

73 
35 

2 

fJ.! 
17 
38 

9 

.!u3TI 
. 220 

3,222 
897 

32 

M.ao 
. ]',11,4 

1,490 
355 

91 

-----~-- -.-- -.---.--- --_. 
TABLE III-A 

PERCENTAGE :ANALYSI S 

Joliet 'Branch 
Nenard Branch 

Pontiac Branch 

86 

INHATES 

56 e 55 
26.91 
16.54 

2:.! 4 9LJ:~_~L. 1,452 

:J.19. .31 J.!J: 73 9 

610 17 42 585 
146 6 12 140 

14 0 0 14 

il4 JJ.,.l9 iJ,!J!l 

414 14 19 409 

ill _~ 2.Q . .3.Ql. 

PAROI.EES 

~-----------~~-

50.89 
28.17 
20.94 

Ir 
II 

I 
II 

II 
I 
I· 
II 
I 
I 

i 

.1 
I 

I: 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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May, 1949 

TABLE IV 

MOVEHENT ANA~YSIS - Part I 

----- -_._----" -._------- -- -_._- --.-_.- ---.--,-~-
Population Received By 

--- - --- --... _---,-- ,--_._-
Peni tentiary Joliet Menard Pontiac state 

Total Farm 
----,_. -- ---_. __ ._. ---

Diagnostic Depot 
From Courts 185 139 46 

" Default 24 21 3 
" F.pcape 0 0 0 

" Hrit 0 0 0 

" Divisions 0 0 0 

FRON Diag Depots 
Tr. fr om Jqliet 148 80 11 57 
Tr. from Mennrd 17 1 16 0 

Other Transfer s 55 13 33 9 

From Courts 85 73 12 0 240 

" Default 14 6 4 4 
n Escape 0 0 0 0 
" Urit 4 4 0 0 

... - .... _--- -- -----,--.--~---.----
Part II 

--_._-,-----,-, ---_ .. _--_._----------_. __ ._----,-..--

Penitentiary 
Total 

Expiration of Sentence 91 
Other Discharge 1 
Transfer 1~6 
Death 3 
Parole 44 
Eecape 1 
Urit 6 

Parolees Disc~arged 
E=~pira tion of Sentence 19 
Board Order 4? 
Others " v 
Death 3 
Warrant Issued 24 

Population Removed From 
--- ---.--.-.-----

Jo1j.et Menard Pontiac State 
Farm 

48 20 23 189 
0 0 1 

32 10 4 
3 0 0 1 

22 14, 8 
0 1 0 
4 2. 0 

11 :3 5 
25 11 11 

0 0 0 
1 2 0 

17 3 4 
------------- -_._--
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Hay, 1949 

TABLE .. V 

ILLINOIS STATE PENITENTIARY 

VETERAH POPULATION 

TI'PE OF DISCll ARGE ~lorld \o1or1d Peace Spanish 
"Tar I '~ar II Time American Allied Total ---- -_ ... -.- .. -------_._._._----- .. _-_ .. _----_-._--_ .. _-----_._------_ ... -

1. Honorable 270 1,37S 99 5 7 

2. Other than Honorable 14 484 35 1 0 

3. Hot yet Discharged 0 35 7 0 0 

TOTAL VETERAN POP'ULATION 

Joliet Branch 1,465 
Henard " 374 
Pontiac II 496 

HOVEr·iENT OF VETERAN POPULATION 

World World Peace Spanish 
"lar I Uar II Time American Allied -_. __ ... _ ... _--_._-- ----_ .. _-_._------- ----'--' 

Admitted 5 87 

Discharged 3 18 

Paroled 2 11 

Escaped 0 0 

Died 1 1 

Transferred to 
'Other Insti tutions 4 13 

3 o 

0 1 

1 o 

0 o 

0 o 

1 o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

1,759 

534 

42 

~lli 

Total 

22 

14 

o 

2 

lS 

....--.. -.. __ . ------ -------------_._----------'---
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APPENDIX C 

Data Sent to the Prisoner Review Board from Menard 

October, 1978 
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-; •• ~.:!. •• - .... • ... --..:.. ,Data sent to the Prisoner Review Board' Menard, October 1978 

~_,_ .~_,fO~~~_:'=P'=·ia=O=R=~rs=I=I4='I'C.=~= R"I":Is.:d 011 P4~1e. 1"";111 till' l'ICenard COlTllitli-;::",=,.="=C='=.:Il=t"="::..:f=U!"=li=W='=\(='l'=h=I1=:.I1;=!1=j!:=~=======O=c:;tober 7.!. _1') i,\=, 

, ~~?!~!5~.:~~-:-~==,:-=.:::'}.!'lL;,~ ======4\-== .;.,P~~\;;~~O::;:i,;,;.C~'D=T=O========l:=====n=·.E..;;S,TD.==I=i'=:G==~=T=~ ...... "\E ~F P An.~!:;= 
PAROLED FROH n;STITUl'ION: -+-PAROLED TO: DAl:Z: n. o. B : 

l).2.!,).O.l.f'-____ f-JllW:Ioi!{jo; • .t.o' 'iio;.' .... 'OWIoio' a;j"'U!I' -W#------,-----~ , tC:=,~: ,~ ~-:·~'J~r~o::..::-:::.!Jh~c.!:..r __ , ___ +_:1~O:.::-;.:..!6:..::;-.!...7~8_-'1'---"1""8'--"'-5':!:.'I--+j ..... D!.ei""-llO. t:.J::!lJ~·f .... f ---

(~'landatory Supervised Release) fij;(i~'\ 'Ri'·It~ 
--------+I----------------------~~· an~c~~~l~iu~i&--------~------------~I~----------

I 'I -------+---------~!. 
AG3790' i GZ·;~;r..r~-1f~J~Q ' c:= ...... ~.-.,~:~ father 10-6 .. 78 4-11-55: i)iat. ~;313 -.----. ----r<M-;~lat~~y~ S~~ervised Relc{\se) I ~"""!I;,*"H'~ ~=__ ______ +.!:..=::.:~~'--....:!.::.!:.:~~--ll...!!.:~<..!-l!...=!.~----I t-I.J.r.COln, Illinoi.c..c ____ -:..... __ -' I 
C6~3-9-0-9----·~----:I~ ~I -~-~-~-v~-o-t~-·~-~--~-~-hy-lu-~-~-.-c-e-n-t-er----------L-1-O---6---78---.-3-~-3-0--3-9--+i-D-i-~-.--r-ij-.O-3-------

_____ ,. . i--"bicagn
, TW",Oj, J _"_"'_0 ____ _ 

A66131 I~ .. ~ ,;~~ , i/.T""'" ----:> m_~t.~er 10-6-73 8-10-53 i Dist. 
-----.-;, (l·i,mdatory supervrBenel'caseJ--tIL .\'. . 'W .. ~,:..:; 

'-::001-32 

~ _______ . St. II.Ollia..-IllINo~iLJ:sL--________ -l _____________ +-_..-______ _ 

I 
C66214 .I.. ~~~~ (statutory) r ..... -.~~_~,iancee ------·--1 . 1i.L,,·'·.w_ .• - _ ,I" ... ~.il!'r-------'---+------------+---------

C6~6~40~7~-----tI~~r~~~~;:~4?~.,~~~;.~~;~,~·~~--__ ---------rI~-~-~-b-.;~~-,'-:~:-eL-~B~:':~'~l_i~n~O-i_B~~~~~~~~~~~~~.~~~~~~.~~~~~~~~:::~~~~:~~~~~_ 
.---____ t-_________________ ~_+__AP1orle.cla.re,- 11 1 in"~" 

, 
. A6i911 ~8:~::',¥,'.<,;~·l ','\:;\.I,·l:m 1~~~""'-r.""I",'1! parents 110-5-78 

~i'i,.:li.iin"id .. a .. t-or .. y~s!liluliplE..c-r-'\Ti:-c-c-:d:-:::-R-e-:-l-ea.-B-e~)---r\4} .. ~.W ... W.'i"'l~.... i 
-----+! --- .--------------,LDaGl.lt..;lr,.-:I-ll-:t.W1-:1S;..---------i-­

i ___ J t 

; _.~ I 
A~Xl} ___ . ____ JC;.,,;.,:.:;_~~_ . iC---... -·,...,...~") f.:1.cmc. 

i (Ha..'1<iatory Supervised R~leaG~) 1.·Hll'd;Msl':rle&i~$rjft~~f' ·m 
L ; "f ':!+. T ".t~ ., 1.~,..-.,..-

-----.---:------------.- :-- ..... ..,.., ... _.s.. .. ~ .. h.W ••• C ., 
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110-6-78 
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·1 

.. -.--.. ------

. 
'. 

RECORD OFFICE 
Oct 6., .1978 

TRANSFERRED TO JOLIET CORRECTIONAL CENTER 
C86177 f!"1!('O .... ~':.¢:-A+~ 
A86179 €~~ .. ,:',.,~ ... ~l>--... ~ 

TMNSFERRBD TO LOGAN CORRECTIONAL CENTER 
AS 7 6 6'1· ...... . .. ': ""'3 70 ." ,'_.~_ ' 
A73850 El~ .. ;-:-~~"::~".:~]): 

TRANSFERRED TO VANDALIA COR.~'SCTIONAL CENTER 
AB8l08 d T:,,"'~9fl!"'fN ;i'~'''''''"''':1) . .(~~~ 'f, •• ' '. ~..:.LL:.~ 

TRANSFERRED TO VIENNA CORRECTIONAL CENTER 
A86097 e4~ .. if .• , ....... " 
C 7 617 5 Q ';"''ft'i.~ ·t~." .. 
C81113 i2~~~""J~:j"-

, ... 

' . 

BLACK 
BLACK' 

l-.TfllTE 
WHITE 

;-'--

BLACK 

BLlICK 
v.1flITE .' - ... 
:BLACK 

WHITE 

BLACK 
WHITE 



, • ' •• _ ••• ~ ....... " .. ,·U\t·l· I(Jr IIf!! wee!, ending October 7. 19 78 

tEG!STER NO. I PAROLED TO Itr:STDING AT I D \TF. OF PAROLE NAME 
,., , r . 

--- . 
I 
i OUT ON FURLOUGH: RELEASED: I RET~"ED: 

7.2]E.L~~ 
·1 

I 

F~era1 10-3.:78 10-4-78 
, /' .,"", .... ::" 

10356 - ;~;' _ ,...-:-); I Hedica1 1G-3-78 10-3-78 

I i::!: ,:, ;·"":::'~ll~ I I 76247 Nedica1 10-3-78 10-3-78 
/ . I 

7.905.5.-__ [C:,=·: .;.::J-
I 

Ncdica1 10-3-78 

U.s.:Z.9 ~':- ~~ .. , . ':::;a Hedica1 10-6-78 
~ ..... :a...;,:,,",a:: ........... _. 

10417 c::--- .-~-.~ --~~ Hedica1 10-4-78 .... ,.. ., ... 1 ' .. ,,1. 10-4-78 

.. 

.035.6-_'C-~ Ned~ca1 10-4-78 10_4_7.0 I .... · ........ ·".........,..:.,,> I Hedica1 , 10-4-78 10-4-.1.8 .0526... r.-"'-.~-~ .... "-..,.,..~-'--.".~ 
~1 .... t·.ut.11·'·· 

026_ ~t~::-:;:!~~ 'Mc!X.:r:.i 11 I!e Lic'ense 10-5-78 I 10-5-78 L 

.12.18-

I~'~ 
__ NrA;lc;,~l 10-5-78 

2ll2~L Medical 
I 

10-5-18 
-" •. =- ........ , ... 

10-6-78 .. ' . ~- -.- .. --~~ 
'Jt ~,,~, ~~?,,",~ ......... ~....;.~ 

--t~~-:-:---<~ 
I 

1Tt6_ I Medical 10-5-78 10-6-78 

2040 
~--:-~~'-I: .. .-:-~ Hedica1 I~...;,.,~J 10-5-78 10-6=78 

" 

(\jq7 "l"',---~-.- , r~ Funeral 10-5-78 . 10-5-18 
~----...-";,,,~ 

251.1 
,~..,-, .. -.. ), I Nedical 10-6-78 

I 
10-7-78 ";~'., ~~ 

2Q1q 1f"!------.-..-,..-=-1l Nedica1 10-1-76 
(~~ .. ~ .-

I }Q~.:7:~::2D3 Medical 10-1-76 

L9"] I "'\J'--""""-:-"-~~ Medical 10-1-78 :1.0-2-78 
I I~h"" .,:·"r , -WR"..,.Mf' 

I 

I ., 

I 
I \ I 

; ! 

I 

I 
I 

! I I 
--- I I 

! 

•. ' ... _.-.--.. -... -.---.-II!I-.----... ·-:·=·II,;.·-····~-.... · .~ 
____ . . . a_ .. _ .. -___ ., - ... ':-J~' - - .1, ' 



·, ................. "./lll'(\IIIIII:l1 Ct'nh'r for j he IrCl'!' cl1!lin~ October 7 , 19 78 
-

irSTER NO. I NAME I PAROLED TO I RESIDING AT DATE OF PAROLE r 
---' , ...,. 

! 
! .. RECEIVED IN TRANSFER FRON LOGAN: I 

)78 ~;;':;:~Il=:'i~: ;~;:i 
FROH PSYCRIATRt 

I 10-2-78 
I I I RRCEIVED .. IN .. TRANSFER CENTER: 

I~, -.---
l/~9 ': ..... ,.- I,: 10-2-78 

ltT.':;!, • 
--....... 

l23 - I: , 
.'~;~ 10-2-78 .. , 

I I 
·(.;9 I:E~~"~E'D '~R~}~ ;~~~:BAGO 

10-2-78 

eee: 
b~: .. ,. 46 ' ..... ::) (for paro1e):HSR 10-4-78 

RETUfu'mD FROH SOUTHERN 11 eee: ,. 

: 

49 ~ =~:-=--,--~II=~\;"''''~'''' 'I'. ;Z2~ (for HSR) \ 10-4-78 

I RECEIVED IN TRAJ."lSFER FROH EAST ST. ours cee: ' 1 
- .. " . .. - .. 

10-5-78 

10-5-78 

10-5-78 1 , 

(yiola~~. ________________ -+ __ ~~~~ ____ ~ __________ --__ 

(violator) 

[6 ~-'-'---']) 
Q7 i~.:,~~.:~-
lL-' 1~i.;,~ ':·'~:~~Tl:~ 

I (violator) 

10-6-78 
-' 

.. 

f· 

". 10-5-78 

10-4-78 

___ .~..RETUR..l\ffi~ ... PRc*LSALVATION a..1U1Y eee: .' 
i9 ;C'<'~~:'I'::~ (statutory) (for parole) 

-----+-,1 R.lITURNED EROH . .REVERSAL & .RmlAND HITH FJ-lENDED SENTENCE: 

~~~ ,mAAM PSY"HUTRI" tnR: 

,5 

'" 

--t!--··----+-I--II --___ --.~I----------.---------------~---------------------------+.---------------.~ __________ _ 
- I I 

....... _-_._--------- -_._. 
- ._-_._-_._--



-- ----------------

.. ----- ... - .. 1:1 
,.., 

" -
~rSTER NO. I NAME T PAROLED TO T 
==l ~ 

RESrDING AT DAT8 OF PAROLE 

. , 

I 
I I our ON' 1-1RIT: RELEASED: 

J 
RETUfu'iED : 

153 IC""~~ ~2-'8 I""~· _._oj 
I 795 I r------~'fJ!I:. Polygraph E.'l:art. 10-2-78 10'-3-78 

I::=~::::~'" .; .i& 
:l9.Q m:':7:';;::'r~ Po1ygra'Oh exam. 10-2-78 10-3-78 

'ft.?.. lC;~:l- 10-4-78 

1·,::--":-="· ~ , I. r, 

,,--
. ..,.~ 10-4-78 

!L..-~ .... __ 
119 !~ . .-.---... ~ ;·.ti'~.'·.,~ 10-5-78 .0';::.;; ' .................. 

I 
~ ~r~-::::::1J- 10-5-78 -- I·~"!dr""q,.,;:,.::... -- . ,':~ 

l15 ,~.-.,-~-~. 
,I 1 

Detainer Compact 10-5-78 
I~_-J= 

!2.9 lr- , 
'<:~ --"..-~ 10-6-78 

L56 
I • ~-- '--
,C:=J-. 10-6-78 

llZ F .~ , ' !."~~¥ii!.!~ '.L 10-6-78 

IML ~ .. :. v3 10-6-78 

1.9_2 C------:J, " 

!~~' 
Polvgra]:!h E:-cant. 10-6~78 'n~£l_"7s:\ 

~$) Polygraph Exam. 10-6-78 10-7-7S 

06 r:~.l~:OV~ •• j 

" 
.. , via transfer bus 10-5-78 

( 

! ., ... 

.. , 

.' ,. 

I I 

i '. 

! 
J 

-
j 

--"'~-'-
I ____ r 

i 

I 

•.. 1iI.__________ • • •. '.-----.• --.-.• " ..• -----_.------ - ._-----------,._---_ .. ---- .--

! •. ----~ •.• 



,-- .. ----. 
.... .J I ~.!.' .1..\.,t. 

.----~.- ---- --

N:'~·iE 

CEIVED IN TRANSFER FRO~i JOLIET CC: 

A82943 

A82950 

A82956 

C82971 

A82975 

\0 A82976 \JI 

A879l6 

ttE:~~::r~t~:~ . 
ItJr::::: ~ , 
It::· ':"::*::2:::3 ' 
t!,p::t: ':::- ~: ,j]) . 

C"-:":J 
em~JtI:'::::!::Xm 

" ,ti,~~·::~::,~:, ') 
TUR.!';ED FROH 'tffi.IT: 

.:\02406 

, \ 

.. .. -~ . 

-

ORIG. REC, 
" 

9-6-78 

9-8-78 

9-8-78 

9-8-78 

9-8-78 

9-8-78 

5-22-7,8 

'. 

- - -

C01.n:TY C-;tlHE 

LaSalle Kidnapping 6 Yrs. 

" Cool< Burgla~y.Agg.Battery I, ,\1 .. " I,)~~' ""r .L"~' \. ___ , 

Cook But:glary 3 Yrs. 

Cool< "\ Rnpc,Dcv.S.A. 5~-16~Y~s,4-4-1D3. 

Cook Agg.Battcry 4 Yrs. 

\Cook Burglary 3 Yrs. 

. Sangrunon Ar: =RQQPery(3) 7 Yrs. (3cc) 

" 
1_., 

'. i .. 



56234 I Franklin b.D. to Prop. 110-5-78 10-4-78 

-.t----t---~------------! 
6237 St_ Clair -=-_~'____:_~':'::.!:....:..l..:=--+2~Y~ra. ' Hoban 

!I 
9'-_-1-5_-7-8--1-

2 
--6-Y-r-J·------r-l-e-m-i-n-g------

.' 10-5-78 

--~--.------------+--------+------~-----~ 
·i~':1\".'.:'!.·\";·~ St. C""l""'a~ir=--__ :rB.urg 1ary 6238 

'\ -:[ II·--~=-----t-----+------l----~----J 
:.:52::::.3.::,..9 _-.:\I~'~~_I~io/jj~,i2~·.:3iM.··.jIooii~·: .. ~~;-~AA"'!,';t4Ii':a~L~> J,!.. ____ I_S_t. Clair 

-- ;1 

,r . Robberv(21 10-5-78 9-22-78 4-12 1~~-~ __ -_-._-_-_-E.-~-~-ln-.i-n"'----
_I 

ic I "----- -

________ i--------I---''----4 I ------_.---------

-1
1

,1_, __ - -----------* Date of Cust dy 
i ------i-.-------,--.-.-.-,---+---.. -t-----t-----------

" ~ -;1 ,--+-:,-:-. ---l---~--!;I .. -. -------~ 
--j. ~ ,._:_---_._---. 

I.' I 

----J---..:--. _______ .-_-+-.:- ---t-. . t: ::." ... ~.'.l"".' .• I, _1-- ------.---~.-----1--- ---'---4-------... -- ---

i· 

• • ._IL---__ II • • •. --' ~----....... -. .'-~-=~~' ' • .. -----<.-- -_ .. -
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APPENDIX D 

IL.LINOIS DISSEMINATION STATUTE AND DEPARTMENT Or CORRECTIONS 

ADMINISTRATIVE REGULATIONS FOR RESEARCH AND EVALUATION (A.Ro 900) 
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) 11 i nois I)cpilrt mcnt of Correct ions 

Dissemination Statute 
Ch. 38, sectIon 1003-5-1 

Stoc. 8-5-1. [S.U.A. ch. 88, § l00~l] Master RecOl-d File 
(II) 'nle Depnrlment shull mulnl1iln n muster record rile on eaeb person corn-

mltted to It, which H11nll contain the following- Information: 
(l) nil Information from tlu! committing court; 
(2) n~ptlon summary: 
(3) evululltlon nnd nssll,-nment reportS nnd recomrnendatJollS; 
(4) reports ns to prOl-:ram usslJ::TImcnt and progress; 
(i'.i) • n'porls of dl~cipllJ1nry Infractions and disposition; 
(G) II ny pn role pliln; 
(7) IIny pnrol!' reports; 

(H) i.he dlltl' 11JIt1 cir('UIIISlllnl'Cs of finnl 11 iHCharge ; nnd any oU\(,l' pNtlnent 
,Iutll l'()nl'Crnln~ til(! )K.'n:on's bllckg'round, conduct, associations and family reo 
llilionships III! muy he rCCJllirl~d by the D<>parlmcnL A current. summary Index 
~hllll 1)(> mnlntllln,~1 on ('nch file. 

(II) All rill'S Rhall be confidential 'and ncccss shall be limited to auUlOrized 
IM·~OIlJl .. l of the D<>pnrlment. re~onncl ot other corn'CUonal, welfare or 
law l'nfurrement agencles mny have acccss to files under rules and regulations 
ot the Department. The Department sball k(.'ep a record of all outside person~ 

nl'1 who have aCCCSR to riles, the files reviewed, any tile material copied, and the 
11I1~ ot aCCCRR. It' Ule Department or thp. Prison(>r Review Board makes a 
dcll'rmlnntlnn under thlR ("..ode which nrrect. .. the length or tbe period ot con· 
flnrml'nt or commitment. thl' committed perRon nnd his counsel shall be ad· 
vlHC(1 of tnetllnl Intonnntion relied upon by tlIe Department or Board to make 
the detl'nnlulltlon, provided that, the Depnrtment or Board shall not be re­
quired to Hlh'lS(! a person committed to the Juvenile Division any such Infor­
mation which In the opinion 'Of the Department or BORrd would he detrimental 
to his trl'utrnl'nt or rehabilitation. 

-(c) The mllsll'r file Rhall be mnlntalned Ilt n plnce con\"enlent to Its u~ by 
IK'rmmnel of the Department In charge of the person. Wht-n cl1stody or a pel'­
son III trnm;rerl'(>{J from the Department to nnother departml'nt or agency, a 
Mlimmary of the file shull be torwarded to the receiving ;J~(>ncy with IIlIch 
other InrOl'matioD required by law or requested by the ngelll'Y under Mlil'R nnd 
rl'gllllltionR of the l.K>part~ent. 

(d) The mnRLer file of a person no longer In the cu~tody or the })(>Jlurlment 
11111111 be placed' 011 Inuetlve status and Its use shall be restricted slIhjLoct to 
rulell nnd reguIlltlonR or the Department. 

(e) All pubJic IIgen!"i(>lI mny mnke nvallnble to the I)(>pllrtllU'IIt 011 1'\'1 (III 'lit 
lillY rllrtllnl datu not othl'rwille privilf'ged as a mutter of lnw In their poss(>lI' 
ilion In respect to imlh'lduuhl committed to the Depnrtment. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
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I 
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• • __ • ________ • ______ , •• ____ ._-,._ -----...... "-" • # ...,'. t.. y 

:.LCTIOll IHIMI,':1l r'i\(.r IIUilllll/ 

900 , of : 
-.-- ---------_.- . -------_ .. _._-

SUI't.Hsr.nr.s DATED: 2/15/72 
A. R. 900 ---_. -_ .. ---' ._ ... -.-.--_ .. _-----_.--_._-----_ ........ - -------------------

1-;' 

In. 
·1 
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I' 
.1 
I 
I 
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I 
I 
I 
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I 

Rl~s<.·.arch and EV;lluation 
_______________________________________________________________ -J 

l'OLley OF IHJJARTMENT: To require that all (c!lrarch in {he ti('partment be coordinated 
thl0lll1, till' Oflke of Planlling and Evnluation ~ithin the Office of llropam Scrvi~es. 

EXPLANATION: 

A. Any r~'llllcsl !o conduct researcli or nn c.v:l1uative study invGlvine; J\dult Dlvi5ion 
st;, ff, Jl·:;il.lcn !~, programs or fadli lics, whcthl'r origin:! ting inside or Oll tside the 
dcpartnll'llt, should he forw~Il"l'cd to the Oflkc of Planning and Evaluation. This 
officC'. will n·vir.w ,11\<1 .cv:tlualc the requcst and in form all persons concerned. 'The 
Office of Plallning :ind EVilluatioll shall jud~c the merits or a research rcque~t by 
determining if the proposed study is ethical, feasible, rele,:ant and scientifically 
sou lid. 511 fficien l dl~l ails must be con taincd in the research proposal so tliat these 
judr.l1wnts C:1Il bc made. 

B. Approval of the Chj~f of Program Services must be received before any such request. 
may be gralltcli or project initi:Jtcd. Such approval will be based UpOI) the 
recolllmendation of ,the Office of Planning and Evaluation. 

.' 

-----.--_____ .~_""'~=H._~_~ __ . ______ ~ ______ ~ __ ~~~ __ ~ __ _= __ ~ __ __ 

-_~&sJt=za¥s,: -= ...... K ...... :::ucc wuu.JJC::OWiQi_.....· ____ .... _'""""'_ ..... ~~ ___ _ 
- .. ~~::li.:::wa:ZE . u. -----. 

i 
i: 
! 

~ , 

if 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I . 



'I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
,I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

----------------------------

, ' I , .. -" .. ,. 

APPENDIX E 

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS NON-DISCLOSURE AGREEMENT 

101 



NO:~-DISCLOSURE OF CRIMINAL JVSTICE INFOlU1ATION AGREEMENT 

between 

THE ILLINOIS DEPARTHENT OF CORRECTIONS 

and 

WHEREAS, (hereinafter 
"Researcher") has requested perrr.ission .from the Illinois Department of Corrections 
(herein.!fter "DOC") to utilize certain criminal justice information for t~e purpose 
of research, cval:.Jative, or statistical activities in connectinn with a program 
defined in nege~rcher's formal application request to DOC dated 
__ , 19 __ ; and 

WHEREAS, the Director of 'DOC or authorized designee has approved said 
3pplica~ion ; 

NOW, TIIEREFORE, in consideration of the' furnishing of criminal justice 
'""'~':inform4ltion by DOC to Researcher, the parties agree as follows: 

" ... .'i.. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

The following items of information shall be supplied by DOC to Researcher, 
to the extent such items are contained in the files of DOC, and shall be 
subject to the terms nnd conditions of this agreement. 
(Describe items to be supplied) 

Ac~ess to the identities of the individuals whose records are sought by 
Researcher shall be prohibited., unless Researcher I s program 'conclusively 
demonstrLites in its application to DOC that access by individual name is 
in<!ispensa~le to conducting that ·program. 

DOC; hereby finds that Researcher ilas/has not conclusively demonstrated that 
ac~~s~ by individual name is indispensable to conducting its research, 
ev~luativc, or statistical program. 

Researcher will collect, receive, store and u'se all informa.tion covered 
by the terms of this agreement in strict compliance. ,.;ith all. present and 
future fcder:.ll and state la,.;rs and regulations, and with all rules, 
procedur~s. and policies adopted by DOC. Researcher shall note Ill. Rev. 
St~t. Ch. 37, Sec. 702-8(3); Cll. 38, Sec. 1003.5-1 et seq. and DOC 
Administrative Regulation 844. 846 and 900. 

Researcher shall familiarize its personnel with and fully adhere to sections 
524(a) and (b) of the Crime Control Act of 1976 (sections 3771 (a) a~d 
(b) of Title 42U.S.C.) and regulations issued pursuant thereto. (The 
doC"unJC'nts referred to above are her.eby incorporated by reference in this 
agreement.) . 
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I 

I 
8. 

I 
9. 

I 
10. 

I 
r1. 

I 
13. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
,I 

Researcilcr acknowledges the confidential nature of the criminal justice 
informatlon supplied to it and agrees that disclosure by Researcher in any 
manner, of the identities of the individuals or in a form which is identifiable 
to the individuals whose records are sought, to any other agency or individual 
not immedIately concerned with the research program shall be totally 
prohibited under any circumstance. 

All copies of criminal justice information disseminated to Researcher 
that identify an individual or from which an identity is ascertainable, 
shall be returned to DLE once the information is no longer needed to 
effectuate the purposes for which it was originally disseminated. 

Researcher shall certify in writing that ,it has returned all identifiable 
criminal justice information that it has received from DLE and that it has 
refrained,from'making any copies thereof. 

Personnel assigned by Researcher to the activities defined 'in Researcher's 
formal application to DOC are: ----------------------------------------
Researcher shall de~ignate an official cus todian who shall be responsible 
for the maintenance, care and security of all identifiable information 
supplied under this agreement. 

DOC shall monitor, audit, and review Researcher's program activities and 
policies to ensure compliance with the requirements of this agreement and 
with any appUcable 'federal or state laws and regulations. 

If DOC determines either that the requirements of this agreement have not 
been satisfied or that Researcher's program otherwise threatens privacy or 
security interests, it may prohibit Researcher from obtaining access t~ 
any criminal justice information. 

In order to,conceal the identity of persons whose records are supplied to 
Rese.31'chcr. Researcher, agrees to: 

A. use the information furnished under this agreement only' for 
the purpose described in Researcher's application to DOC; 

B. replace the name and address of any record subject ''I1ith an 
nlpha-numeric or other approprinte code where possible; 

c. restrict access to all data supplied by DOC to those employees 
whose rcspomjibilities under the progra~ cannot be accomplished 
without such access; 

D. store all dat~ received from DOC in secure locked-containers; 

E. refrain from copying any data furnished by DOC and to retain 
such data only so long as may be necessary to effectuate the 
purposes of the program. 

103 ,. 
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. , . . , .. :. 
,t.,: 

14. ~l!;f':tr<::ll'r ;1.~r(>I.'~ to in!l('l"t :in tilt! prt'face ()[ ;lIlY report of ~h(! progpllu 
conductl'opur:w:lnt to this .1greeUll'nt, \'ll1ethcr pub] i~.hl'U (,r ul1l'uuli!:hcu. 
n c1j~:cl;tillll'r nf DI)C'H re::pllnsibility fur the lIIethn:h; of ~;tnti~tical 
analy:;is ns \-Il'] 1 as the conclusions derived therefrom cont;tined in 
such D reJlort. 

15. Rl~searcher herehy ClGrccs to indemnify and hold DOC' harmless from any 
d::nnage~ or other liabili ty which mi~ht be asse!';sed against DOC as a 
rCl:>ult oJ the negli/jence or other tortious conduct of Researcher or 
disc]of,u,re by Rcr,e:lrcher of any idencifJable information received 
from noc pursuant to the terms of this agreement. 

16. Rcsl!::lrchcr her.eby agrees to pay to DOC the sum of $ for each 
search for . a record which DOC perfonns at Researcher's request. 

17. 1n the event that Researcher fails to comply \,'1th any of the· terms ot 
this ;)l,;n:,=mefiL, not: iil:JY im11l.:!Jiateiy Cl'HSC to supply crimi(!a:i. justice 
infonnalion to ){cscnrcher, may oe:mLlnii the return of all criminal 
justice information previously fll!:ni~hc:d to Res('archer, and 1'1::1y take 
such oth(·r :Jeti ons as· it deems appropri :ttl? to protect security and. 
priv:Jcy intcrc!>t and to enforce the t enns of this contr.act. ----- .... 

18. This agreement will become effective on --' 19 

IN HITNESS \VllEREOF, the partj.C's hereto caused this agreement to be executed by 
the propcr officers and 6fficials • 

ILLINO]S DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

BY: .. 
TI'rL)~: Director 

DATI!:: » 19 
----~----------------- ------

RJ~S(O;ARCllim 

T 11'1.1:: 

DATI~: 19 
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I MISSING DATA IN CIS CORE FILE DATA ELEMENTS 
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I~ 
I 

CORE FILE DATA ELEMENTS I' 
NAME DESCRIPTION MISSING DATA I 

CODEa 

C-STREET Street Address 1 I 
C-CITY City of Residence. 1 .1 C-STATE State of Residence 1 ! 

C-COUNTY County of Residence 1 
i 

II C-ZIP Zip Code 1 

C-PERSON-LIVE Name of Person Sharing Residence 1 

C-SEX Sex Code of Inmate 1 1\ 
C-RACE Race Code of Inmate 1 

.1 C-MARITAL Marital Status 1 

C-BIR TH-DA TE Birthdate 1 
, 
i 

C-BIR TH-PLACE Country, State, or County 1 II C-HEIGHT Height of Inmate 
a. C-FEET 1 

Ii b. C-INCHES 1 

C-WEIGHT Weight of Inmate 1 ; 

C-HAIR-COLOR Hair Color 
I 

1 II C-MARKS Marks and Scars 1 
I 

C-OCCUPATION Occupation Code 1 , 

C-DOC-NO I; 
a. C-DOC-PREFIX ALPHA PREFIX 1 
b. C-DOC-NUMBER Unique Identifying Number 1 

I, C-RELA TIONSHIP Code of Person to be Contacted 1 

C-BOI-NO IL Bureau of Investigation ID No 1 

C-FBI-NO Federal Bureau of Investigation ID Number 1 I' 
C-5S-NO Social Security Number 1 

C-DRAFT -ST A TUS Draft Status Corje 2 I C-MIL-BRANCH Military Branch Code 3 

C-SKIN-TONE Skin Tone Code 2 I: C-RELIGION Religion Code 1 

C-EYE-COLOR Eye Color Code 1 

I C-CODE-FLAG Code to Indicate which Criminal Law 1 
Controls the Sentence 

C-DRIVER-ST A Tf:; Driver's License State of Issue 2 I 
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I 
I NAME DESCRIPTION MISSING DATA 

Co.DEa 

I 
C-DRIVER-No. Driver's License Number 3 

I C-DIFF -CMPTM Differ'ential Comp Time 3 

C-CITIZENSHIP Citizenship Code 1 

I~~ 
C-NUMB-ILL-Co.MM Number of 111. Commitments 2 

;~ C-NUM-OTH-Co.MM Number of Commitments-o.ther Juris. 2 

C-COMMITMEf\!';' -DA T A 

I a. Filler Blank 
b. C-Co.M-SENT -DT Date of Sentencing 3 
c. C-INDICT -NO. Indictment Number 1 

I d. C-GRP-Co.DE Offense Group Code 3 
e. C-PAR-DIS-IND Parole-Dischagre Indicator 2 
f. C-EXTENO-TERM Indicator to Identify Extended Term 2 

I 
Sentences 

g. C-JUDGE Sentencing Judge 1 
h. C~C-Co.UNTY County of Sentencing 1 
i. C-o.FFENSE o.ffense Code 1 

I j. C-CC-CS Concurrentor Consecutive 2 
k. C-SENTENCE-MIN. Minimum Sentence for o.ffense 

(1) C-YRS-MIN. 1 

I 
(2) C-MOS··MIN. 1 
(3) C-DA YS-MIN. 1 

1. C-SENTENCE-MAX. Maximum Sentence for o.ffense 

I 
(1) C-YRS-MAX. 1 
(2) C-Mo.S-MAX. 1 
(3) C-DA YS-MAX. 1 

m. C-SENT -DA TE Custody Date for o.ffense 1 

I n. C-COUR T -DISP Court Disposition Code 1 
o. C-PLEA Plea 1 
p. C-COUNTS Number of Counts 1 

I 
q. C-DA TE-CRIME Date of Crime 2 
r. C-CRIM-CLASS Class of Crime 1 
s. C-Co.NTRo.L-o.FFN Indicator to Identify the o.ffense 3 

I 
Controlling the Sentence 

t. C-FEL-MIS-DEL Felony, Misdemeanor, Delinquent 1 

C-DE-FINAL Final Discharge Eligible Date 

I 
a. C-DE-FINAL-CENT 1 
b. C-FINAL-DE-DA TE 1 

C-DE-o.RIGINAL o.riginal Discharge Eligible Date 

I 
a. C-DE-o.RIG-CENT 1 
b. C-o.RIG-DE-DA TE -1 

C-HANDICAPPED 1 

I C-AFFIRM-ACT -FLAG 1 

C-IL-JUV-IN-CD Illinois Juvenile Institution Code 2 

I C-OTH-JU-ST -CD State where o.ffender was committed as a Z 
Juvenile (if not Illinois) . 
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I 
NAME DESCRIPTION MISSING DA T A I 

CODEa 

C-F ATHER-NAME Father's Name 1 
I 

C-F -ADDRESS Father's Street Address 1 I C-F-CITY Father's City 1 

C-F-PHONE Father's Phone 3 

I C-F-SS-NO Father's Social Security Number 3 

C-MOTHER-NAME Mother's Name 1 

C-M-ADDRESS Mother's Street Address 1 I 
C-M-CITY Mother's City 1 

C-M-PHONE Mother's Phone 3 I 
C-M-SS-NO Mother's Social Security Number 3 

C-ADM-DATE Admission Date DOC Institution 1 I C-ADM-TYPE Type of Addmission 1 

C-CUR-LOCA TION Current DOC Location 1 

I C-INT -LOCA TION Internal Location 3 

C-CUR-ST A TUS Current Status 1 

C-OTHER-LOC Miscellaneous NCifl-edited Location 3 I 
C-ST A TUS-DA TE Effective Date of Current Status 1 

C-PROF -PERS Initials of the Professional Person I assigned to the offender 

C-EXAM-DA TE Next Review Date by Professional Person 1 

I·, C-WARRANT -IND Warrant Indicator 2 

C-RECOM-INST Institution Recommended by R & C 2 

C-MO-EMP-2YR Number of Months Employed in the 2 I Last 2 Years 

C-NO-PREV -ARRESTS Number of Previous Arrests 2 

1 C-BUILD Build Description 3 

C-BEARD Beard Description 3 

C-CHIN Chin Description 3 I 
C-NOSE Nose Description 3 

C-NA TIVE-LANGUAGE Native Language Code :5 I 
C-SPEC-GD-/VIAX Special Good Time Which 

a. C-SPEC-YRS-MAX Reduces Maximum Sentence 2 

I b. C-SPEC-MOS-MAX 2 
c. C-SPEC-DA Y -MAX 2 

C-MERIT -MAX REDEFINES C-SPEC-GD-MAX I a. C-MERIT -MX-YR 2 
b. C-MERIT -MX-MO 2 
c. C-MERIT -MX-DA 2 
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I 
I NAME DESCRIPTION MISSING DATA 

I 
CODEa 

C-PE-ORIG Original Parole Eligibility Date 

I 
8. C-PE-ORIG-CENT 2 
b. C-ORIG-PE-DA TE 1 

C-CURR-RELEASE-DA TE Current Release Date 1 

I C-DOCKET -LOCK Parole Board Hearing Final Docket 2 

C-COMP-ODD Number of Months Camp Time for Odd- 3 
Numbered Year 

I a. C-COMP-MOS 3 
I 

C-GRADE-DA TE 1 t 
'I 
• 

I C-SHEET -EXTRACT 1 

C-CURR-PB-RES Current Parole Board Hearing Results 1 

I 
C-LAST -GRADE-COMP Last School Grade Completed 1 

C-SECURITY Security Code 1 

C~SECURITY -INDICA TOR Security Indicator 2 

I C-HEAL TH-CODE Health Code 1 

C-PROG-INTERESTS Program Interests 3 

I C-INTEREST -NARRATIVE Interests Narrative 3 

C-READ-PLACE Reading Placement 3 

I C-I-Q I. Q. Test Score 1 

C-I-Q-CODE I. Q. Code 1 

I 
C-YR-IMMIGRA TION Year Of Immigration if Non-Native 3 

C-SHEET ~UPDA TE Indicator to Identify that Yearly Camp 1 
Time has been added to Camp Time Total 

• C-GRADE Institutional Grade 1 

C-AGE-FIRST -ARREST Age at First Arrest 1 

I 
C-PROBLEM-DA T A 

a. C-PROBLEM-CODE Code to Define Offender's Problem 
b. C-PROBLEM-DA TE- Date Code was Entered 

I 
ENT 

c. C-PROBLEM-DA TE- Date Action Should Be Taken 
ACT 

d. C-PROBLEM-NARR- Narrative about the Problem 

I ATIVE 
e. C-PROBLEM-MGT - Priority Code Designating Problem's 

CODE Significance 

I 
f. C-PROBLEM-EXT - Code Indicating Use of 100 Character 

NAR Narrative 

C-EMPLOYER'S-NAME .. Employer's Name 2 

I 
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II 
i 

J 

NAME DESCRIPTION MISSING DATA Ii 
CODEa 

J 

Ii 
C-EMP-ADDRESS Employer's Street Address 2 

I 
C-EMP-CITY Employer's City 2 It C-COMP-EVEN Comp Time by Month for Even-numbered 2 , 

Year I 

a. C-COMP-MOS-EVEN 2 11 
1 

C-ESCAPE-RISK Escape Risk 3 

C-SUICIDE-RISK Suicide Risk 3 I: C-MANIPULATE Manipulative Offender 3 
I 

C-OWN-PROTECT Own-Protection 3 I! C-ASSAUL TIVE Assaultive :3 
I 

C-SEXUAL Sexual Risk 3 
, 

C-GDTM-ADJ-DT -ADD. Date of Additional Good Time Granted Ii 
a. C-GDTM-ADJ-MO-A 2 
b. C-GDTM-ADJ-YR-A 2 I 

C-HEARING-GDTM Maximum Good Time for Residents Converting I; from Old Law to New Law ! 
a. C-HEARING-GT - YR 3 
b. C-HEARING-GT -MO 3 1\ c. C-HEARING-GT:"DA 3 

C-OFF -DIS-DA TE OCCURS Offense Discharge Dates 1 

C-PE-FINAL I: 
a. C-PE-FINAL-CENT 1 I 

I 
b. C-FINAL-PE-DA TE 1 

Ii C-MIN-TOT AL-DA Y Minimum Total Days of Sentence 2 

C-MAX-TOT AL-DA Y Maximum Total Days of Sentence 2 I 

C-LAST -ACT -DA TE 1 Ii 
C-EXAM-PNTR 2 

C-MED-ACUTE 3 Ii C-JOB-SKILLS i 

C-JOB-SKILL Employable Skills ! 
a. 
FILLER Ii 

C-PBM-OVERFLOW 3 I 

C-SPECIAL-FLAG 3 I: 
C-CLASS-DATE Date of Classification 1 

C-CUSTODY -DA TE Custody Date (Admit Date less 1 I: Jail Time) 

C-MAND-REL-DA TE Mandatory Release Date «(;1,' ":ode) 3 

I 
no I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-- - ---~~~~~~~ 

NAME DESCRIPTION 

C-IN-GDTME-MIN Minimum Good Time 
a. C-INGD-MN-YR 
b. C-INGD-MN-MO 

C-SPEC-GD-MIN 
a. C-SPEC-YRS-MIN Minin'lum Merit Good Time 
b. C-SPEC-MOS-MIN 
c. C-SPEC-DA Y -MIN 

C-MERIT -MIN REDEFINES C-SPEC-GD-MIN 
a. C-MERIT -MN-YR 
b. C-MERIT -MN-MO 
c. C-MERIT -MN-DA 

C-COMP-TIME-TOT Total accumulated Camp Time 

C-COMP-TIME-X REDEFINES C-COMP-TIME-TOT 
a. C-CMPTIME-TOT 
b. FILLER 

C-CMP TME-XX REDEFINES C-CMPTME-X 

C-COMP-LASTUD 
a. C-COMP-MO 
b. C-COMP-YR 

C-FIRST -CRIME 

C-IN-GDTME-MAX 
a. C-INGD-MX-YR 
b. C-INGD-MX-MO 

C-VIOL-LOST - TIME 
a. C-VIOL-LOST-YRS 
b. C-VIOL-LOST -MOS 
c. C-VIOL-LOST -DAYS 

Last Date Camp Time Updated 

Offense C('Ide for First Crime 

Maximum Good Time 

Maximum Violator Lost Time 

C-VIOL-LST -TIME-W REDEFINES C-VIOL-L.OST -TIME 
a. C-W AR-LST - YR 
b. C-WAR-LST-MO 
c. C-WAR-LST-DA 

C-RPV-FLAG Repeat Parole Violator Flag 

C .. RPV-DATE 

C-PROG-REC 

C-RECOMM-NARR 

C-DIAG-ST A TUS 
a. C-DIAG-INT AKE 
b. C-DIAG-MAILING 
c. C-DIAG-PERSONAL 
d. C-DIAG-MEDICAL 
e. C-DIAG-QUESTION 

Repeat Parole Violator Date 

Recommended Program for Offender 60 

Narrative AUgmenting Program 
Recommendation 

III 

MISSING DATA 

CODEa 

2 
1 

2 
2 
2 

2 
2 
2 

1 

1 
1 
1 

1 
I 
I' 

I 

1 
1 

1 
1 
1 

1 
1 
1 

3 

3 

3 

3 

2 
3 
2 
2 
3 



NAME 

f. C-DIAG-INTERVIEW 
g. C-DIAG-TEST -PSYC 
h. C-DIAG-TEST -EDU 
i. C-DIAG-TEST -VOC 
j. C-DIAG-CLASS 

C-A WAIT-TRANS 

C-EXT -NARRA rIVE 
a. C-EXTEND-NAR. 

DESCRIPTION 

C-NARR,lHIVE .. 50 REDEFINES C-EXT -NARRATIVE 
a. C-EXT -NAR-SO 

C-MISC-AREA 1 REDEFINES C-EXT -NARRA TIVE 
a. FILLER 
b. C-MIL-DISCHTYP Type of Military Discharge 
c. C-OB-ST A TUS-ACT 
d. C-OB-ST A TUS-TYP 
B. C-OB-ETHNIC 
f. FILLER 
g. C-PREV-DOC-NO-X 

(1) C-PEV-DOC-NO 
(a) C-PEV-DOC- PREFIX 
(b) C-PEV -DOC NUMBER 

(2) C-PEV -SUB-BLK 
«1» C-PEV SUB 
«2)) C-PEV BLK 

h. C-REORG-DA T A 
(1) C-REORG-FLAG 
(2) C-REORG-POINTER 
(3) FILLER 

i. C-CUR-DOC-NO REDEFINES C-REORG-DA T A 

(1) C-CUR-SUB 
(2) C-CUR-SUB 
(3) C-CUR-FLAG 

C-MIL-WAR 

C-P AR-ST ATE 

C-PAR-SUPER 

C-PAR-PNTR 

C-PAR-AGENT 

C-PAR-NUM-DEPEN 

C-PAR-SALARY 

C-PAR-INCOME 

C-PAR-RPT -DA TE 

Military Time of Service 

State from which or to which the Parolee is 
Paroled 

Parole Supervision Status 

Parole Pointer to Correct TAD Record 

Parole Agent (1st position is Region) 

Number of Dependents 

Parole Report Date 
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MISSING DATA 

CODEB 

3 
3 
1 
1 
1 

3 
3 

3 
3 

3 

2 
1 
1 
1 

3 

3 
3 

3 
3 

3 
3 

3 
3 
3 
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NAME DESCRIPTION MISSING DATA 

CODEa 

C-PAR-PROBlEM 

C-PAR-PROB-DATA 
a. C-PAR-PROB-FlAG 
b. C-PAR-CUR-MTHS 
c. C-PAR-TOT -MTHS 
d. C-PAR-lAST -MNTH 

C-FOS-NO 

C-ETHNIC-TBlE 

C-ETHNICS 
(1) C-ETHNIC 

C-FORMAl-TRAINING 

FIllER 

C,COMP-YRS 

C-GDTM-ADJ-SUB 

a. C-GDTM-YR-S 
b. C-GDTM-MO-S 
c. C-GDTM-DA-S 

Parole Problem Number 
Number of Consecutive Problem Months 
Number of Total Problem Months 
Date when Problem was last Reported 

From-out-of-State Number 

Three Nationality Codes 

Spaces 

S99v9 Com-3 Camp Time in Years for 7 Years 

Cumulative Total Good Time Subtracted from 
the Original Maximum Good Time. 

C-GDTM-ADJ-N Redefines C-GDTM-ADJ-SUB 
a. C-GDTM-YRN-S 
b. C-GDTM-1v10N-S 
c. C-GDTM-DAN-S 

C-GDTM-ADJ-OT -SUB Date Additional Good Time Subtracted 
a. C-GDTM-ADJ-MO-S 
b. C-GDTM-ADJ-YR-S 

C-GDTM-ADJ-ADD 

a. C-GDTM-YR-A 
b. C-GDTM-1v10-A 
c. C-GDTM-DA 

Cumulative Total Good Time Added to the 
Original Maximum Good Time 

C-GDTM-ADJ-A RedefT.nes C-GDTM-ADJ-ADD 
a. C-GDTM-YRN··A 
b. C-GDTM-MON-A 
c. C-GDTM-DAN-A 

C-MAX-RLS-DTE Maximum Release Date for R!=lsidents 
Converting from Indeterminate Sentence 
to Determinate Sentence 

C-GDTM-CALC-MIN Total Good Time Calculated on Aggregated 
MiI.imum Sentence (A-Prefix) 

a. C-GDTM-CAlC-MNYR 
b. C-GDTM-CALC-MNMO 
c. C-GDTM-CAlC-MNDA 
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NAME DESCRIPTION MISSING DATA 

CODEa 

C-GDTM-CAlC-MAX Total Good Time Calculated on Aggregated 
Maximum Sentence (A-Prefix) 

a. C-GDTM-CAlC-MXYR 1 
b. C-GDTM-CAlC-MXMO 1 
c. C-GDTM-CAlC-MXDA 1 

FIllER 

C-PAROlE-PlAN 3 
a. C-PAR-PlAN-FlAG 3 
b. C-PAR-PlAN-DATE 

(1) C-PAR-PlAN-YR 3 
(2) C-PAR-PlAN-DA 3 
(3) C-PAR-PlAN-DA 3 

c. C-PAR-PlAN-PTR 

C-COUNS-NUM 

C-SUPER.,.NUMB 

C-REGION 

C-GTM-REV -MIN 
a. C-GRM-REV-MIN-YR 
b. C-GTM-REV-MIN-MO 
c. C-GTM-REV-MIN-DA 

C-GRM-RJ::V -MAX 
a. C-GTM-REV-MAX-YR 
b. C-GTM-REV-MAX-MO 
c. C-GTM-REV-MAX-DA 

C-ARITHMETIC 

C-DRUG-USE 

C-DRUG-TYPE 

C-DRUG-OFFENSE 

C-AlCOHOl-USE 

C-AlCOHOl-OFFENSE 

C-NO-CHIlDREN 

C-ARREST -DATE 

C-ADMIT ."lOC 

C-RD-REVIEW 
a. C-RD-REV -YR 
b. C-RD-REV -MO 
c. C-RD-REV-DA 

C-DRUG-VERB 

C-MOTHER-INC-SOURCE 

C-F ATHER-INC-SOURCE 

Good Time Revoked Minimum 

Good Time Revoked Maximum 

Degree of Drug Use 

Type of Drug Used 

Indicator if drug use was offense related 

Degree of Alcohol Use 

Indicator if Alcohol use was offem'e related 

Number of Children 

Date of Arrest 

Admitting Institution 

Pointer to Drug Verbage filed 

Mother's Source of Income 

Father's Source of Income 
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I 
I NAME DESCRIPTION MISSING DATA 

CODEa 

I C-LEN-ILL-RES Length of Illinois Residency 1 

C-INDIVID-COUNSEL 3 

I C-JUV -BIR TH-VER 3 

C-F ATHER-RELIGION Father's Religion 3 

I C-F ATHER-RACE Father's Race 3 

C-F ATHER-BIR THPLACE Father's Birthplace 3 

I 
C-F A THER-VETERAN Father's Veteran Status 3 

C-MOTHER-RELIGION Mother's Religion 3 

C-MOTHER-RACE Mother's Race 3 

I C-MOTHER-BIR THPLACE Mother's Birthplace 3 

C-FBI-NO-SUF 3 

I C-AGE-FIRST -ADCOM Age of First Adult Committment 1 

C-HEARING-DA T A 

I 
a. C-HEARING-DA TE Parole Board Hearing Date 1 
b. C-HEARING-TYPE Parole Board Hearing Time 1 
c. C-HEARING-RESUL T Parole Board Hearing Results 1 
d d. C-SPEC-ORDERS Special Orders of Parole 2 

I e. C-NW-PE-DATE Next Docket Date 2 
f. C-INST -CREDIT Institutional Credit (30, 60, 90, Days) 2 
g. C-NW -REL-DA TE Actual Docket Date if Institutional Credit 2 

I 
Applied 

C-MERIT -DA T A 
a, C-MER-HEAR-DA TE Merit Staff Hearing Date 2 

I b. C-PRIOR-GRADE Inmate's grade level prior to Hearing 2 
c. C-MERIT -ACTION Action the Merit Staff took against the 2 

offender 

I 
d. C-NEW-GRADE Inmate's Grade Level after the Hearing 2 
e. C-MER-GTTM-RVMN Good Time Revoked Against minimum 2 
f. C-MER-GTTM-RVMX Good Time Revoked Against maximum 2 
g. C-MER-GTTM-RSMN Good Time Restored Against Minimum 2 

I h. C-MER-GTTM-RSMX Good Time Restored Against maximum 2 

C-WAR-REC 
a. C-WAR-ISS-DTE Date of Issuance of Warrant 2 

I b. C-WAR-TYPE Type of Warrant Issued 2 
c. C-WAR-STATUS Status of Warrant 2 
d. C-WAR-VIOL-DATE . Date Violation Occurred 2 

I e. C-WAR-VIOL-REDEFINES C-WAR .. ,vIOL-DATE 
(1) 'C-WAR-VIOL-VY 2 
(2) 'C-WAR-VIOL-MM 2 

I 
(3) .C-WAR-VIOL-DD 2 

f. C-W AR-RES-APP-DATE 1 
g. C-WAR-APP REDEFINES C-WAR-RES-APP-DATE Date 

Withdrawn on re-custody 

I (1) C-WAR-APP-YY 1 
(2) C-WAR-APP-DD 1 
(3) C-WAR-APP-DD. 1 
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NAME DESCRIPTION 

h. C-WAR-REAS-ISS 
i. C-WAR-MUL T -OFF 
j. C-WAR-OFFENSE 
k. C-WAR-REAS-WITH 

C-VIOL-LST -TIM X 
a. C-LST - YRS-MIN Violation Lost Time Minimum 
b. C-LST -MOS-MIN 
c. c-lST -DYS-MIN 

C-VIOL-LsT -TIM 9 REDEFINES C-VIOL-LST -TIMX 
a. C-lST -YR-MIN 
b. C-LST -MO-MIN 
c. C-LST -DA-MIN 

C-WORK-REL 
a. C-WR-ST ATUS 

b. C-WR-ST A-REASON 
c. C-WR-ACC-DATE 
d. C-WR-TERM-DATE 

Applicant's Current Status Work Release 
Program, 
Reason for Change of Status 

-

MISSING DATA 

CODEa 

1 
2 
2 
2 

2 
2 
2 

2 
2 
2 

e. C-WR-TYPE Records Work Release Type as Regular or 

f. C-WR-APPL-TIMES 

g~ C-WR-NXT -CNTR 
h. C-WR-PNTR 

C-SKILLS 
a. C-SKILL-1 
b. C-SKILL-2 
c. C-SKILL-3 

C-MIN-GROUP-CD 

", 

Permanent Party 
Numoer of Times Applicant Has Applied 
to Work Release 

Occupational Skills 1 
1 
1 

1 

aThis is a rating done by Severin Wellinghoff of DOC, based on his experience with CIS. 

1 = Data generally not missing 
2 = Unreliable; data often missing 
3 = Data usually missing 
blank = Data element was not on the December 1978 computer listing of CIS data. 
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Example of a CIS Resident Profile Report 
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ILL I NUl S J 0/20176 
'. . 

c 0 H H E C T ION 5 I N FOR MAT ION 5 Y 5 T EMS 

RESIDENT PROFILE R[PORT 

5ECTION 1 
••••••••••••••••••••••••••• DESCRIPIIUN OF PRISONER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

IDOC NO A-83Ibl! NAME -

DATE OF ADMISSION 09/29/7R ALIAS 
TYPE OF ADMISSIUN - DIRECT fROM COURT 
IBI NO 
FBI NO 
55 NO 

STATUS - FULL DIAGNOSTIC 
STATUS DAT~- Oql?qI7~ 

CURR[NT LOCATION­
BIRTHIJATE 
BJRTHPl/ICE 

ADULT JOLIET H&D 
i I AGE -

SEXIRACt - M I BLACK 
H~IGHT FT IN 
WEIGHT LBS 
EYE COLOR 
HAIR COLOR 
SKIN TONf 
BUILD 
CHIN 
BEARD 
NOSE 

LAST GRADE COMP -
MAlHTAL STATUS 
NO OF CHILDI{EN 
OCCUPA rI ON 
CITIZENSHIP 
MlLITAHY 
MARKS/SCAHS 

NOTIFY IN fM~RGcNCIE~ - IDOC NO'S THIS COMMIT 

CUSTODY OAT~ - 05/25/78 

•••• OFFENSF •••• 
J) ATIEMPTS/~URDEH 

COUNTY - rOOK 

•• MINIMUM •••• MAXIMUM •• CNT CC/CS INDICT 
012/00/000 012100/000 01 CC 783738 

2) ARMEl> ROf:ifi(RY 
CDUN TY - COOK 

012/00/000 012/00/000 01 CC 783738 

CURRENT- GRAI.>l - A AS OF 0912917i1 
TOTAL CU~P TIMf UAYS AS UF / 
PAROU. HOAHO STATUS - 1-11NJMllf.\ 
PA~OLt HOARD DIITF - OS/2~/84 
D)SCHARGr ~LIG DAT~ - OSI2S/90 (19) ~AXIMUM RfL DATE - --1--1--
SPHIAL GOOD Tl~1E MINIMAX YY/MI'-'/DDD - 00/00/000 00/00/000 
GOOD TTMf ~EVOKED ~IN/MAX YY/MM/DDD - OO/DO/OUO 00/00/000 
BOND VIOL lOS! rIME MjN/MA)' vY/I-1M/I)I)!) - 00/1.10/00.0. 00/00/000 
GOOD TIME AUJ SUB 00/00/000 00/00 
GOOD TIME ADJ ADD OO/OO/UOO 00/00 
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J I. LIN () 1 S 10/20178 

S V S T E ~ S COR R f C T ION S 1 N fOR MAT ION 

RESIDENT PROFILE REPORT 

SECTION 2 
•••••••••••••••••••••••• DETAILED COMMITMENT INFORMATION ••••••••••••••••• " •••• 

IDOC NO A~83tb4 NAME ~ 

DATE OF ARRES1 - I I 
CUSTODY DATE ~ 05/2S/78 
ADMISSION UAIE - OQl2Qll8 
ADMISSION lYPE ~ DIRECT FROM COURT 

COMMITMENl COliNTY ~ COOK 
COURT DISPUSI1JON - CONVICTED BY PLEA 

OFFl::NSE 
COUNTS DATI: OF SI:NTENCE 

1) ATTFMPTS/~URDFR 
I OQl25178 

2) ARt-iE 0 ROBP.f. RY 
1 09/25178 

AGGRIEVED PARTY 

MI N I MU~1 
MAXIMUr.., 

012/00/000 
012/00/000 

012/00/000 
012/00/000 

PAROLE HD STATUS ~ MINIMUM 
BOARD/REL DATE OS/25/84 
PAROLf tLIG DATI: - 05/25/84 (19) 
DISCH ELIG DATE - OS/?S/90 (IQ) 
MANDATORV RI:L DATE- 11/25/8Q 
MAXIMUM REL DATt - --1--1--

JUDGE - lHOS, FITZGERALD 

ce-es F-M PLEA 
GROUP CLASS INDICT NO 

C 

C 

F 
1 

F 
I 

GUILTY 
783738 

GUIl.TY 
783738 

OFF ICllS T 
CRIMI: DATE 

05/25178 
I I 

O!:)/2SI7B 
I I 

ASSOCIATES NAME. 
OFFENSI:. 

loDe NO AIRTHDATE 
MINIMUM MAXIMUM 

·1 

. i . :i i 
j j 

i : 

I! 

-'-:0 r ... -~ .. ____ .... ___ ._-~ ....... - .......... ~ 
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I l, LIN 0 1 S 

tOR R E C T ION 5 J N fOR MAT ION 

10/20178 

~YS1~.MS 

RESIDENT PROFILE REPORT •.. 
SECTION 3 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• SOCIAl. INFORMATION •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

JOOC NO A-831bQ 

BIRTHDATF 
BIRTHPlACF 
CITIZENSHIP 
MARITAL SlAlUS -
NO OF CH]UWEN -
RE.LIGION 
OCCIJPA1ION 

NATIVE LANGUflGE:.­
YR OF tt~tHGH.AT -

/ I 

NhME -' 

DRUG USE 
TVPE USE!) 
OFFENSE DRUG RtlATtD 
ALCOHOl. IJSE 
OFFtNSF ALCOHOL REl.ATED -
COMMENTS -

AGE AT FIRST ARREST -
FOR WHAT 

AGE FIRST ADULT COMM-

•••••••••• FAMllY INFORMATION •••••••••••••••••••• MOST RECENT ADDRESS ••••••••••• 

WIFf:S NAME 
MAR STATUS. 
ADDRESS • 

BIRTHDATf 
BIRTHPLACI:. 

/ / 

ADDRESS 

LI V I N G i~ IT H -
RELATIONSHIP-

•••••••••••• TO BE NOTlfIED •••••••••••••••••• MENTAL HOSPITAL RECORD •••••••• 

NAME 
ADDRESS 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • PARENT Al 

FA1HFRS NAt-.1F • 
MAR STAIUS 
ADDRESS 

BJRTtiDll T E 
BIRTHPLACE 

/ / 

HOSP NAI4E" -
ADDRf:.SS 

DATE ADMITTED- / / 
DATE RELf:.ASEI)- / / 
NAME KNOWN BY-

INfORMATION ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

MOTHERS NA"1E -
MAl-< SlAlUS 
ADDRF.SS .. 

AIRTHDATf 
BIRHiPLIlCE 
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ILLINOIS 

C 0 H R f C T 1 0 ~ S I N FOR MAT I U N 

10120/7B 

S Y S 1 EMS 

RfSIDENT PROfILF REPORf 

SEC Tl ON Il 
, •••••••••••••••••• MILJ1ARY EDUCATION EMPLUYMENT INFORMATION •••••••••••••••• 

IDoe NO A-831 bll 

BRANCH/SFRVIC!: COUf .. 
SERJAL NUMHFR 
lYPE. lIF D J SCHAfJC:it:: 
DRAF' BOARD hl() 

ADDR!:.SS AT RFG 

NAMI: OF SCHOOL .. 
ADDRESS 

COMPANY 
ADDRfSS 

POSITION 
DATE LfFT / 
H1PLOYt.O "T 

T.l ME OF 
ARRfST 

NO MONl HS or~ 

JOB 
NO MOtH H [MP 

FOR LAST ? 
YRS 

SUPERVISOR 
NAME KNO\~N 

/ 

NAM!:. .. 

••••• MIl.ITARY ••••• 

••••• EIH)CATTON •••••• 

••••• rMPLOY~ENT ••• ;. 

121 

fN1RIlNCE. DATI:. 
OISCHARGf DATE 
DRAFT STATUS 

DATE LAST ATTENDED 
LAST GRADE COMPLfTED-

COI~PANY 

ADDRESS 

POSITION 
DAlE LEFT / / 
EMPLOYED AT 

T P1E OF 
ARREsr ..; 

NO MONTHS ON 
JOB 

SlIPFRVISOR 
NAME. KNOWN 

/ / 
/ / 

/ / 

.i I 
I 
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ILL I N O. I S 

c 0 ~ R E C T JON S I N F (1 R MAT 

RESIDENT PROFILE REPORT .. , 
SECTION 6' 

() N 

IO/2017H 

S Y S T £ M S 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• SENTFNCt FACT SHEET •••••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••• 

loDe NO - A-a31b4 NAto'E - . 

CURRENT BOARD STATUS .. MINIMUM BOARD/REt DATE - OS/2':i/8ll 

OFFENS!:. 
A TTEMP T S/MURP!:R 
ARMED ROH!3FRY 

CUSTODY DI\IE 
SENTENCE DATf 
ADMISSION f)All: 
GOO[)Tlt-'E SUB 

DAT.E 

OAT£-. 

DATE 

TOTAl. TO DA IE 

1 977 TOTAL-

lq78 TOTAL-

lqn 

-

01 SCH !:.L1 G DATE - 05/25/90(19) 

INDICT NO PLEA 
1783738 G 
1783738 G 

a 05/?S/78 IBJ NO -
- 09/25/78 F~I NO -
- 09/29/78 PV LOST TIM[ -
- 00/00/000 GOODTIME ADD -

MAX REL DATE - --1--·/--

CT CUSl' DTE MINIMU~l MA X I tJ,ut., 
01 05/2'5178 012/00/000 012/00/000 
01 05/25178 012100/000 012/00/000 

MER IT GOOD TI ME: 
MIN -

00/00/000 MAX -
OO/OOiOOO 

00/00/000 
00/00/000 

*****.u'''''''BIlARD ACTIONS* •••• ",*.* ••• 

TYPE RESULTS NEXT DOC/REL 

ACTION GRAD!:. REV-MIN 'REV-MAX RES-MIN RE:.S-MAX 

TOTAL REV-MIN - 00/00/000 TOTAL REV-MAX -00/00/000 

c 
C 
C 

TYPE STATUS VIOL-DTE WI/HC-DTE 

,0 DAYS LAST UPDATI:. '" I 

.0 JAN- .0 FEB- .0 MAR- .0 APR- ,0 MAY- .0 JUN- ,0 
JUL- .0 AUG- ,0 SEPM .0 OCT .. .0 NOV- .0 DEC- .0 

.0 JAN .. .0 FEB- . () '..,AR- ,0 APR .. .0 MAY- .0 JUN- ,0 
JUL- .0 AUG- ,0 SfY- .0 OCT- ,0 NOV- ,0 Df:.C- .0 

;:: 0.0 t~7ll ;:: 0.0 1975 ,- 0,0 1 q7t, = 0,0 
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1 L LIN 0 1 S 10/201111 
, 

(; 0 R R £.: C T ION S J N f 0 I~ ", A TON SVST~.M(j 

RESIOHn PROfILE Rf:.PORT .. 
SECTION '1 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• CH~UNOL(lGICAL ~OVfMENT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

IDoe NO A-H31b4 NAME -

DATF STATUS INSTITUTION ASSIGNMEN1/R~ASON 

09/?CJl7flo FliLL DIAGNOSTIC ADULT JOLIFT R&D 
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ILL I N'O I· S 10120178 

COR R E C T ION 5 I N fOR MAT ION S Y S T EMS 

~ESIDENT PROFILE REPORT .. 
SF.CTION 10 

•••••••• ~ ••••• ~ ••••••••••• J~STI1UTIONAL INFORMATION ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

JDOe NO A-R1thQ NAME -
DATE OF $ENlfNCE - OQ/25/78 

DAlE 

DAlE 

DATE 

PI~ 1 OP 
G~A()E 

••••••••• • MERIT 

AC TlON 

STAFf 

NEW 
GRA[>E 

RFSULTS ••••••••• 

GOOD TIMf 
MINIMUM MAXIMUM 

•••••••••••••••• wARRANTS •••••••••••••••• 

TYPE/ST A TtJS/OFFENSE VIOL-DATE 
WITH/CUST • 

REASON ISSlIED 

TYPE 
RI:.SULTS 

••••••••• PAROLE HEARING RESULTS •••••••• 

INST CHE"IT 
NEXT OKT/REL SPECIAL CONDITIONS 
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APPENDIX H 

OFFICAL POLICY ON ACCESS TO FEDERAL PROBA TIor\) AND 

PAROLE MANUAL DATA 
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FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT: PRIVACY ACT 
THE FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 

The Freedom of Information Act and the Privacy Act im-

pose limitations on the availability, use, and disclosure 

of Government records and documents. Because federal pro-
, , ' 

bation officers deal in the business. of reading and maRing 

~nquiries about investigative 'Government files as well as other . -- _. .. . ." . -

types ·of infqrin,~tion, 
, " 

~hese two stat~~es a~e significant. In 
... ........ .. 

addition as age!lts of ~h,e _U~ited State's ,Paro;t"e C9mm;i.ssion.~ 

red~ral probation orficers rn~st'b~ con~~rne~ ~ith parol~ " 
, ' 

documehts per these two statutes .. 

The Freedom of Information A~t, 5 U.S.C. §552 II, 

establishes a scheme for gaining access to Government 

essentiall_ 

i 
records. On the other hand, the Privacy Act, 5 U.S.C. 

§552a 2/,. provides a structure for safeguarding the privacy 

of indivi~uals by restricting the dissemination of records 

or the information contain~d in Governmen~ recor~s relating 

tb such individuals who are given access to the record~ 

pertaining" to them. The thrust of these two statutes is 

11 PUb.L.No. 89-554, 80 stat. 383 (Sept. 6, 1966), Pub. 
'L.No. 90-23, §l, 81 Stat. 54 (June 5, 1967), Pub.L. No. 

93-502, §§1-3, 88 Stat. 1561-64 (NoY. 21, 1974). 

2/ Pub.L.No. 93-579, §3, 88 Stat. 1897 (Dec. 31li 1974). ' 
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somewhat contrary with one promoting public disclosure and 

the other restricting public disclosure. The statutes do, 

however, compiement each oth~r. For example, the Freedom 

of Information Act (FOIA) restricts access by the public 

to in~estigatory law enforcement records where.it would 

result in an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy, pre-

sumablY'as defined by the Privacy Act. 5 U.s.c. §551 

(b)(7)(C). r.10reover, the Privacy Act permits disclosu.re 

of a record pertaining to an individual to be disclosed 
.. 

without his written consent when disclosure is required by . 

the FOIA. 5 U.S.C. §552a(b)(2). In many situations, there-

fore, and especially with respect to records for law enforce­

ment purposes,' these two acts must be read together. 

First, let us examine ce~tain provisions of the FOrA. 

The FOIA enj oins Governmental age 1.1cies to make av.ailable to 

the ~ublic its publications, ord('rs, policy decisions and 

other records unless they fall within certain enumerated 

disclosure exceptions. 5 u. S: C 0 §55~ (a) , (b). . The 11 agencies" 

affected by this requirement are the ones described by 

5 U. s. C" §551 (I) and §552 (e) .. These t\<lO subsect ions incl·ude 

within the definition of "agency1l all est.ablishments in 

the executive branch of Government and independent regulatory 

agencies. . The "courts of the United Stq,tes ll are 

excluded explicitly from the defin~tion of "agency." 5 u.s.c. 
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, . , 

.§551(1)(B). It 1s 'thus clear that federal cO,urts ar'e. 

not bound Ly the requirements of the FOIA. Furthermore, 

4 neither are federal probation offices. 

Federal probation officers are of ricers of the federal 

district courts. They are appointed· by the district courts 

which may also remove such officers in their discretion. 

18 U.S.C. §3654 (197Q). As officers of the courts, they 

perfo~m two major functions: the pr~paration of pres~ntence 

reports, Fed.R.Crim.P. 32(c), and the supervision of pro­

bationers, 18 U.S.C. §§3653, 3655.' ·Any documents prepared 

or compiled in performance of these two functions, such as 

the presentence report, are court documents since they are 

prepared by cour·tof~icers for th~ use of the courts. 

They are thus with~ut the cioveraie of the FOIA. 5 U.S.C. 

§551(1)(B)~ §552(e). (1970, Supp. IV, 19711). Consequently, 

even though a presentence report may later be retained in 

the files of the Bureau of Priosns, it retains its status 

as a court document not discovel':.tb1e under the FOIA. See 

Cook v. '·.fillingham, 400 F.2d 885 (10th Cir. 1968). 31 

31 While it is true that probation officers perform various 
duties as requested by the United States Parole Commission 
and thus are "agents" of the Commission for some purposes, 
such as parole supervision or post-release planning, 
18 U.S.C. §3655, as amended by Pub.L.No. 94-233, §14 
(Mar. 15, 1976); 18 U.S.C. §4203(~)(4) (Mar. 15, 1976), 
the preparation of presentence r~ports is not one of 
those duties. Presentence reports are used,by,the Bureau 
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Even though federal probation offices have no statutory 

responsibility to abide by the FOIA with respect to pre-

sentence reports and prpbationary records, the FOrA has 

had an impact on the federal pro~~tio~ system. One issue 

that has been raised ~s whether items ~n a probation file 
. . 

which ,,,ere obtained fro~ "agencies" covered by. the FOrA 

must be divulged upon request by the probation office. 

Inquiries regarding such documents .must be referred to . . , 

the source agency and should not be handled by the probation 

office. The reason for referral back to the originating 

agency is that it can best determine whether a parti~ular 
'i, • 

document is properly withheld or must be disclosed. 

For example, the law enforcement records exception from 

disclosure of the FOIA is not 'that easy to apply. Section 

552(b)(7) provides: 

(7) investigatory records com~iled for law enforcement 
purposes, but only to the extent that the production 
of sue 1 records '..'lould (A) interfere "lith enforcement 
proceedings, (B) deprive a person of a right to a fiar 
trial or an impartial adjudication, (C) constitute an 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy, CD) discilose 
the identity of a confidential source and, in the case 
of a record compiled by a criminal law enforcement 

(cont'd) Prisons and Parole Commission only because the 
courts have consented to such use. The reports are not 
converted, however, by such gratuitous use into documents 
of "agencies" subject to the prescriptions of the FOIA. I 
Access to such reports at the time'of parole release 
hearings, when available to the Parole Commission, has 
only recently been given inmates by the Parole Commission , 
and Reorganization Act, 18 U.S.C. §§4207, 4208 (Mar: 15, 1916). 
Nothing in that Act, however, alters the fact that the ) 
presentence report :"is a coupt document "1h1ch is not . 
within the purview of the FOIA. It cannot be obtained 
under the FOIA by an inmate or parolee from the Parole 
Commission. 
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authority in the course of a criminal investigation~ 
or by an agency conducting a lawful national security 
intelligence investigation, confidential information 
furnished only by the confidential source, (E) 

. di~close investigative techniques and procedures, or 
(F) endanger the life or physical safety of law 
e~forcement personnel; 

These criteria are rather vague and broadly \'10rded" 

Probation offic~s should not be' making judgments about 
, ., 

whether materials of other agencies fall within §552(b)(7). 

On the other side of the coin" When a presentence 

report, for example, is forwarded to a treatment institution 

or other instrumentality of the Federal Government, the 

probation office should stamp it confidential and indicate 

that 1t is not to be dishlosed by such agency pursuant to 

the FOIA, Offenders sentenced by federal courts have in 

the past sought cop~es of their presentence reports or 

probation files under the FOrA. A sample routine repl;,r 

to such a -:-equest is attached for your information (Appendix 

A). 

The real difficulty for probation offices came, as I 

understand it, with the enactment of the Privacy Act. The 

Privacy 'Act gave individuals access to records pertinent to 

them but it, most significantly, imposed restrictions on 

agency dissemination of such records to other agencies 

or persons. The individual was given the right of access 

to his records, and'the right to prevent· such records from 

being used or divulged for p~rposes other than their 

original purpose without his.consent. For example, executive 
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agencies are required to inform an individual, on request, 

of what records pertaining to, him are collected and dissem­

inated by such agencies, make available copies of such 

records~ correct and amend such records, and establish 

'adequate safeguards to prevent misuse of such information. 

5 u.s.c. §552a(c),(d), and(e). Hence, probation office 

access to needed information in Government files has been 

impeded by the Privacy Act,except where the concerned 

individual consents to the release of information or such 

release comes withint~~!eleven enumerated e~ceptions to the 

Pravacy Act's non-disqlosure rules. 5 u.s.c. §552a(b). 

With respect to the question of an individual's 

access to his presentence report or probation files, the 

response is the 'sam~ under the Privacy Act as it is under 

the FOIA. The courts and their prob~tion offices are not 

within the coverage of the Privac"~'Act. 5'lI.S.C. §552a(a)(1); 

~ 5 u.s.c. §§551(1)(B), "552(e). The sample letter 

mentioned previously applies to requests made under both 

Acts. (Appendix A) 
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MODEL RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRESENTENCE REPORT 
OR PROBATION RECORDS 

Dear: 

l4e are in receipt of your letter dated 
which was received by this office on 
Pursuant to your request of certain information pertaining tR 
you irl the fil~s df ~he'U.S~ ProDation Office, District 
of_ . under the provisions 
of the Freedom of Information Act~ -5' U.S.C. §552 (1970 
Supp! IV, 1974), and the privacy Act, 5 U.S.C. §552a (Supp. 

IV, 1974), I must advise you that neither the Freedom of 
Information Act nor the Privacy Act have any application 
to the courts of the United States or, therefore, to Probation 
Offices of the Federal Courts. 5 U.S.C. §55l(1)(B) (1970, 
Supp. IV, 1974); 5 U.S.C. §552(e), 552a (a)(l) (Supp. IV, 
1971t); ~ Cook v. \'lillingham, 400 F. 2d 885 (lOth Cir. 1968). 

, 

For this reason, there is no right under these Acts 
to obtain the documents you r~quested. [or to receive a 
list of agencies or persons to whbm information in our 
files has beendlsseminated.] [Similarly, for that reason 
we h~ve nO,regulations regarding disclosure of our files 
or records under these two Acts .. J 

If this office ca,i[l be of fu;,ther assistance to you, 
p1eaie feel free to correspond with the undersigned. 

Yours truly, 

U.S. Probat~on OFficer 
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BIBLIOGRAPHY 

This bibliography is an attempt to do a nearly impossible task - to list all 

research that has ever used Illinois parole data. We hope that people planning to 

use parole data will profit from others' experience. We know that this bibliography 

must be incomplete, and so we invite readers to send us additions and corrections. 

If the addition is unpublished, we would appreciate a copy for the SAC library. 

Adelberg, Sheldon 

1978 "Parole Decision-Making Coding Manual: Presumptive Date 
Format," Report Twenty, p.T 1-39 in U.S. Parole Commission 
(1978). Available in SAC library. 
The codebook for the federal Parole Decision History (PDH) file. 

American Bar Association Resource Center on Correctional Law and Legal Services 

1973 "Survey of Parole Conditions in the United States," Washington, 
D.C. 

Anderson, Dennis B. 

1972 "The Relationship between Selected Characteristics and Recidi­
vism." Unpublished manuscript. Center for the Study of Crime, 
Delinquency and Corrections, Southern Illinois University. Avail­
able in SAC library. 
Fifty recidivists and non-recidivists admitted to an Illinois "boys 
training school" between 1961 and 1964. Recidivism, follow-up 
period, and missing data undefined. 

Austin, James Frank 

1974 "The Parole and Pardon Board: Decision-Making in the Criminal 
Justice System," unpublished master's thesis, De Paul University, 
(September.) Available in SAC library. 
Data obtained from observation of 15 Parole Board hearings and 
from case files. Sample~ 15 of 258, checked for sampling bias, 
for observation sample; 258 for case file sample. 

Bay less1 Donald W. and Ellen Ryan Rest 

1972 "Probation Officer Case Aid Project: Final Report Phase I," 
Center for Studies in Criminal Justice, University of Chicago Law 
School. Unpublished manuscript. Action Director: William S. 
Pilcher. 

Beck, James L. 

Use of ex-offenders as probation officer assistants in the federal 
parole system. Also see Clemments (1972,) Witkowski (1973.) 

1974 "The Effect of Representation at Parole H~arings: A Research 
Note," Report Three of U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) Available 
in SAC library. 
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Beck, James L. and Peter B. Hoffman 

1975 "Time Served and Release Performance: A Research Note," 
Report Six of U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) Available in SAC 
library. 
Uses Parole Decision Making (PDM) data. 

Bennett, Lawrence A. 

1973 "Self Esteem ana Parole Adjustment," Unpublished manuscript, 
Center for the Study of Crime, Delinquency, and. Corrections, 
Southern Illinois University, Carbondale. Available in SAC 
library. 

Berman, John J. 

Sample: all releases from an Illinois "maximum security prison," 
who were paroled to the Carbondale area during an 11 month 
period. About 15% missing. Two-year follow-up. 

1972 Parolees' Problems, Aspirations and Attitudes. Unpublished Ph 0 
dissertation, Northwestern University, (August.) Available in SAC 
library. 
Data obtained from interviews and case files. Sample: All 90 
parolees who had been nominated for the Volunteers in Parole 
Program. Only one missing case. Discussion of problems in 
obtaining reliable informatIon from files. Interview carefully 
tested; sample of interview form attached. 

Black is ton, Don T. 

1948 A Study of the Workings of the Sentence and Parole Act (as 
Amended in 1943) and the Effect upon the Indeterminate 
Commitments to the Illinois State Penitentiary from the Cook 
County Criminal Court during 1945. Unpublished master's thesis, 
University of Chicago (March). Available in SAC library. 
Sample: 592 Cook County male felons with indeterminate 
commitments, received at Joliet Diagnostic Depot, sentenced 
during 1945 and moved to penitentiary before February, 1946. 
Review of early history of Illinois parole laws, beginning with the 
"Good Time Law of 1872." Data from files of the Chicago Crime 
Commission, "Statistical Review of Prisons, Reformatories and 
Correctional Schools 1939," Department of Public Welfare, and 
"Illinois State Penitentiary Movement of Population." 

Bruce, Andrew A., Albert J. Harno, Ernest W. Burgess and John Landesco 

1928 Parole and the Indeterminate Sentence. Chicago. 
Study organized by Burgess, who was a member of a committee 
appointed by the Governor of Illinois to analyze the parole system. 
Analysis of 1000 cases in each of the three Illinois institutions for 
men: Joliet, Pontiac and Menard. The first and classic attempt 
at a prediction system. Also published as "The Workings of the 
Indeterminate Sentence Law and the Parole System in Illinois," a 
report to the Honorable Hinton G. Clabaugh, Chairman, Parole 
Board of Illinois, Springfield: Illinois State Printing Office. 
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1936 The Workings of the Indeterminate Sentence Law and the Parole 
System in Illinois. 
A second report, continuation of the above. Data to the end of 
1935. 

Burgess, Ernest W. 

1928 Factors determining success or failure on parole. Part IV in 
Bruce, et. al. (1928). Available in SAC library. 

1929 Is prediction feasible in social work? An inquiry based upon a 
socological study of parole records." Social Forces 7 (4, June): 
540 

1937 Parole and the indeterminate sentence. p. 674-695 in Annual 
Report of the Department of Welfare. Springfield, minois. 
Available in SAC library. 
Detailed study of the effect of the Burgess prediction system ort 
parole violations. Also a history of parole research in Illinois. 

Carkuff, Robert and Theodore Friels 

1974 The Art of Developing a Career: A Student Guide. Amherst, 
Mass.: Human Resources Development Press. 
Carkhuff and Associates run the Vocational Counseling Programs 
in DOC institutions. 

Cellini, Henry R., John Giannini, Debra L. Wright, and Dan Coughlin 

1977 The probation rehabilitation and employment program. Federal 
Probation 41 (Sept):42-46. 
All authors are employed by PREP, which like DARE, is a program 
of the SAFER Foundation. This is a description of PREP, with a 
few summary statistics. 

I Chamberlin, Henry Barrett 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

1935 Concerning parole in Illinois. The Journal of Criminal Law and 
Criminology, 26 (May-June):492-515. 
Report by Colonel Chamberlin of the Chicago Crime Commission 
to Governor Henry Horner. 

Cheney-Stern, Marilyn Ruth 

1977 Effects of Prevocational Education on Self-Analysis Estimates and 
Test-Estimates of Vocational Needs and Capacities of Selected 
Male Inmates. Unpublished PhD dissertation, University of 
Minnesota (December). Available in SAC library. 
Tests and questionaires administered to all the 35 who completed 
the 1976 COMP program. There were 23 usable sets of data. 
Includes a chronicle of the difficulties 01 data collection in the 
hope that others will "do a better job of anticipating problems in 
correctional research." 
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Chicago Crime Commission 

Journal of the Chicago Crime Commission. 
This journal was published annually from the 1930's to 1950, and 
contains research articles using Illinois criminal justice data. 
Available in the office of the Chicago Crime Commission, 79 W. 
Monroe St., Chicago. 

Cla~aught Hinton G. 

1927 Statistical Data Supporting Special R.eport and Recommendations 
on the Parole System in Illinois. (April 27) 
1921-1926 data for Joliet, Menard and Pontiac. 

Clemmen~s, Raymond D. 

1972 Paraprofessionals in probation and parole: A manual for their 
selection, training, induction and supervision in day-to-day tasks. 
(July1) Center for Studies in Criminal Justice, University of 
Chicago Law School. Unpublished manuscript. Ed. Hans W. 
Mattick. 
Use of ex-offenders as probation officer assistants in the federal 
parole system. See Bayless (1972) and Witkowski (1973). 

Cook, Thqmas ,)., L. Douglas Dobson and Eva Lantos Rezmovic 

1978 Experimental evaluation of the challenge program: First-year 
report. Unpublished manuscript, Research Triangle Park, North 
Carolina 27709. Available in SAC library. 
This is the first report of a two year evaluation of one of the 
SAFER Foundation programs. The researchers are using DOC CIS 
files and other sources to track recidivism in the second half of 
the study. Their experience should be a good indicator of the 
quality of these data. The final report is scheduled to be 
delivered in May, 1979. 

De Gostin, Lucille K. 

J.974 Parole Decision-Making Coding Manual. Report Four of U.S. 
Parole Commission (1976.) Available in SAC library. 

De Gostin, Lucille K., and Peter B. Hoffman 

1974 • 
Administrative Review of Parole Selection and Revocation Deci­
sions. Report One of U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) Available in 
SAC library. 

Feuerstahler, Eldeen Fischer 

197q Feasibility of Evaluating Reintegrative Programs Administered by 
the Illinois Department Clf Corrections Adult Division: Final 
Project Report. Evaluation Unit, Illinois Law Enforcement 
Commission. 
Analysis of the availability of case file data and CIS data, their 
completeness and the cost and difficulty of retrieval. For nine 
cases, a comparison of the master file with the CIS "resident 
profile report." For 33 cases, determination of what data were 
available in all manual files. Samples of forms and reports used in 
1976. Bibliography. Available in the SAC library. 
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Finestone, Harold 

1964 

1967 

Fogel, David 

1975 

A Comparative Study of Reformation and Recidivism among 
Italian and Polish Adult Criminal Offenders. Unpublished PhD 
dissertation. Department of Sociology, University of Chicago. 
A more detailed description of the data than the 1967 article. 

Reformation and recidivism among Italian and Polish criminal 
offenders. Americal Journal of Sociology 72 (6, MaY):575-588. 
Used DOC data to choose the sample. 

"We are the Living Proof": The Justice Model for Corrections. 
Cincinnati: W. H. Anderson. 
A review of literature on prisons compiled for LEAA. 

Gillespie, Robert W. 

1976 A Statistical Analysis of the Post-Release Employment and Law 
Violation Experience of Participants in the Vocational Counseling 
Project and Operation DARE. Unpublished report to the Illinois 
Law Enforcement Commission (June). Available in SAC library. 

Glaser, Daniel 

1954 

1955 

1964 

Handler, Ellen 

1974 

A re-analysis of Hollins (1976.) Indentical data. Only addition i~ 
the use of regression. 

A Reformulation and Testing of Parole Prediction Factors. (PhD 
dissertation, University of Chicago). 
Illinois parole prediction. 

The Efficancy of Alternative Approaches to Parole Prediction. 
American Sociological Review 20 (3, June):283-287. 
Shows that violation of parole by young Illinois felons could be 
predicted more accurately by knowledge of when they first left 
home for six months or more than by the prognoses made by 
psychiatrists or sociologists from case studies. 

The Effectiveness of a Prison and Parole System. New York: 
Babbs-Merrill Co., Inc. s 1964 first edition: 1969 abridged ediUon. 
Review of data on federal and some state prison releasees, plus a 
survey by Glaser of Illinois releasees. Also a detailed analysis of 
75 released men from the Chicago area, interviews with inmates, 
a number of case studies and examples from Glaser's experience in 
Illinois •. The original edition contains many more details about the 
data and many more tables than the abridged edition. 

Family Surrogates as Correctional Strategy, Social Service 
Review 48 (4):539-549. 
Mostly uses federal data, but does use DOC Juvenile Division's 
Semi-Annual Statistical Summary and Taylor (1971) 
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1976a 

1976b 

The VAST Project: A Work Socialization Program for Juvenile 
Offenders. Unpublished manuscript. Available in SAC library. 
Modified version in LEAA Journal 39 (6) 1976. 
Descriptive evaluation of a job training rrogrnrn ::It thrl'll'l juvenile 
DOC institutions. No control group. Measures recidivlsm (DOC 
statistical records) and employment (self-reported.) 

An Evaluation of the TARGET Program. Jane Addams School of 
Social Work, University of Illinois, Urbana, Illinois. Unpublished 
manuscript. Available in SAC library. 
Evaluation of a program for juvenile delinquents in Champaign 
County. Data from court, probation and school records. Measures 
recidivism from probation department records with a matched 
control group. Also student and parent interviews. Bibliography. 

Handler, Ellen and Lois Schuett 

1976 An Analysis of the Marital Status Characteristics of Prison 
Inmates. Unpublished manuscript. Available in SAC library. 
Data from a April 1, 1974 census of DOC inmates. Discussion of 
reliability. 

Heinz, Ronald D. 

1973 "Parole Attitude Questionaire.lI Unpublished group of tables. 
(June). Available in SAC library. 

Hepburn, John R. 

1968 

1970 

1971 

1973 

Marginals from a questionaire given to 157 inmates of DOC 
institutions. No text. No sample questionaire. No information 
about the sample. 

Violence as normative behavior: The case of criminal homicide. 
Read at Midwest Sociology Society meetings (April.) 

Violent offenses and violent offenders. Unpublished manuscript 
read at the Annual Meeting, Southern Sociological Society, 
Augustana College. Available in SAC library. 
Sample: all 1385 men released from Joliet in 1960 to 1964, who 
had been convicted of murder)! volurntary manslaughter or 
involuntary manslaughter. Followed to March, 1969. Data 
obtained from Illinois Bureau of Investigation and Joliet 
Diagnostic Depot. 

Classification of offender and predicted recidivism. Unpublished 
manscript, Department of Sociology, University of Iowa. 
Available in SAC library. 
Same sample as Hepburn, 1970. 

Subcultures, Violence, and the Subculture of Violence. 
Unpublished manuscript. 

Hoffman, Peter B. 

1975 Federal Parote Guidelines: Three Years of Experience. Report 
Ten of U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) Available in SAC library. 
Uses Parole Decision Making (PDM) data. 
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Hoffman, Peter B. and James L. Beck 

1974 Parole Decision-Making: A Salient Factor Score. Report Two of 
U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) Available in SAC library. 
Uses Parole Decision-Making (PDM) data. 

1975 Salient Factor Score Validation - A 1972 Release Cohort. Report 
Eight of U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) Available in St~c library. 
Uses Parole Decision Making (PDM) data. 

Hoffman, Peter B. and Lucille K. De Gostin 

1974 

1975 

Parole Decision-Ma!dng: Structuring Discretion. Report Five of 
U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) 
The history of U.S. Parole Board guidelines. 

An Argument for Self-Imposed Ex.plicit Judicial Sentencing 
Standards. Report Seven of U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) 

Hoffman, Peter B. and Barbara S. Meierhoeffer 

1977 Post Release' Arrest Experiences of Federal Prisoners: A Six Year 
Followup. Report 17 of U.S. Parole Commission On8.) 
Uses Parole Decision Making (PDM) data. 

1978 Reporting Recidivism Rates: The Criterion/F ollowup iSSUe. 

Report 19 of U.S. Parole Commission (1978.) 
Uses Parole Decision Making (PDM) data. 

Hoffman, Peter B., Barbara Stone-Mei,erhoefer and James L. Beck 

1977 Salient Factor Score and Releasee Behavior: Three Validation 
Samples. Report 15 of U.S. Parole Commission (1978.) Available 
in SAC library. ' 
Uses Parole Decision Making (PDM) data. 

Hollins, Jodet-Marie 

1976 Effectiveness of the Vocational Counseling Program and 
Operation DARE. Unpublished 'Master's thesis, Goddard College 
(July.) Available in SAC library. 
Evaluation of Vocational Counseling Programs at Stateville and 
Pontiac and Operation DARE. Sample: all men released from 
Stateville or Pontiac to the Chi'cago area between February and 
July, 1975. Data obtained from DOC pre-release forms, 
interviews onc~ a month for six months after release, and 
interviews with the parole officer when the releasee could not be 
contacted. DOC CIS parole turnaround sheets also used. No 
mention of per cent missing. Comparison groups but no control 
groups. 

Hollins, Robert R. 

1974 Effect of DARE on VCP Clients from Stateville and Pontiac. 
Unpublished manuscript. Available in SAC library. 
Sources: DARE files, parole officer interviews, ex-offender 
inter'views, DOC adult field services. No mention of missing data. 
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Illinois Department of Corrections 

1971 

1972 

1973a 

1973b 

1973c 

1977 

1978a 

1978b 

Self-Evaluation Project. Report by the American Correctional 
Association. 
Survey of adult probation and parole in Illinois, compared to 
national data. 

Prediction Study, Report Number 1. 
Sample of boys committed to DOC in 1967. Prediction of parole 
success. 

Survey of the Perceived Re-Entry Needs of Men Released from 
the Illinois Stateville Penitentiary on Parole or Conditional 
Release December 1, 1971 to March 15, 1972. 
Survey conducted by Edwin A. Marksman, Jr., Jane Addams 
Graduate School of Social Work, University of Illinois at Chicago 
Circle. Available in the ILEC library. Survey of men paroHed to 
Cook County from Stateville. Of the 381, they attempted to 
contact 99, succeeded in contacting only 51. 

Prediction Study, Report Number 2. 
A new random sample of 100 boys committed in 1967. 

Prediction Study, Report Number 3. 
A contiiiuatidn of Report 2. 

Prison Population on the Last Day of the Month. Unpublished 
table. Available in SAC library. 
Populations of each institution for each month from January, 1956 
through March, 1977. 

Proposed Short Range EDP Plan. 

Review of the Department of Corrections Proposed Short Range 
EDP Plan. (August 2) Prepared by the Office of Management and 
Communication~~ Department of Administrative Services. 

Illinois Department of Public Welfare 

1939 Statistical Review of Prisons, Reformatories and Correctional 
Schools. 
A detailed review of June, 1938 - June, 1939 data, collected by 
Howard Hill, statistician. Seventy-two tables. Was to have been 
the first of a series. Available in SAC library. 

Illinois Prison Inquiry Commission 

1937 A Report to the Governor of r iinois. Springfield: Illinois State 
Printing OfYice. 

Illinois State Bar Association 

1973 Illinois parole and pardon board adult parole decisions. Illinois Bar 
Journal 62 (1, September):20-23. 
The criteria for parole decisions used in 1973. 
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John Howard Asso:::iation 

1975 Governor Walker's Proposed Justice Model - An Analysis of its 
Impact. Unpublished manuscript. 
Statistics on paroled male offenders in Illino.is from 1968 to 1975. 

Kantrowitz, Nathan 

1961 Self presentation and parole violation: A preliminary look at the 
data. Unpublished manuscript read at the Annual Meeting, Illinois 
Academy of Criminology, Urbana (April.) Available in SAC 
library. 

Knox, George W. 

Kantrowitz was a member of the Illinois Parole and Pardon Board. 
Relationship of parole violation and interaction in pi'e-release 
interview wfrth the sociologist. Men convicted of property 
offenses who were neither alcoholics nor drug addicts, and who 
were on the Parole Board Docket in 1960. Six-month follow-up. 
52 cases. 

1977 Life style change among exoffenders. Unpublished manuscript. 
Available from Cybersystem Research, Inc. 343 S. Dearborn St. 
Chicago, Illinois 60604. 

1978a The Impact of Manpower Services on Illinois Offenders. 
Unpublished manuscript. Illinois Department of Corrections. 
Av.s-Hablein SAC library-. 
Uses CIS data for fiscal year 1977 for a controlled cost-benefit 
analysis of Illinois MEP and COMP programs. Serious 
methodological problems (See Carolyn R.. Block, "A 
Methodological Review of 'The Impact of Manpower Services on 
Illinois Offender's.' SAC report, October 18, 1978.) 

1978b Screening for post-release outcome adjustment risks among 
Illinois offenders. Unpublished manuscript. (June) Available in 
SAC library. 
Data are the same as Knox, "The Impact of Manpower Services on 
Illinois Offenders," and have the same serious methodoligical 
problems. 

~<nox, George W. and William A. Stacy 

1978 Determinants of employment success among ex-offenders., 
Offender Rehabilitation 2 (Spring). Available in SAC library. 
Data are the same as Knox (1978), with the same serious 
methodological flaws. Data from Hollins (1976) also analyzed. 

Lanne, William F. 

1935 Parole Prediction as Science. Journal Criminal Law, Criminology 
and Police Science 26 (Sept):337 -400. 
Pseudonym for Nathan Leopold, who w~s a prisoner at Joliet­
Stateville Penitentary, Head Instructor of the Stateville 
Correspondence School, and employed at. criminological research 
with the sociologist-actuary. Parole violation rates on 4,517 
inmates paroled from Joliet-Stateville to residence in the U.S. 
during 1933-1939, by whether they were students in the 
correspondence school, matched for criminal record, IQ, type of 
offenses and age. 
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Laune, Ferris F. 

1936 Predicting Criminality: Forescasting Behavior on Parole. 

Lykke, Arthur F. 

Evanston: The Sociological Press, Northwestern University. 
Studies in the Social Sciences No. l. 
Laune was the sociologist-actuary at Joliet. Description of his 
development of a modification of the Burgess prediction 
technique, which was based on the judgments of inmates. 

1957 Parolees and Payrolls. Springfield, Illinois: C. C. Thomas. 
Lykke was an employment placement officer of the federal prison 
service. His impressions of employment problems of prison 
releasees. 

Management and Transportation Associates, Inc. (MTA) 

1977 A .Comprehensive Study of the Adult Field Services System: Final 
Report. (September 30) A report to the Illinois Department of 
Corrections. Available in SAC library. 

Matisoff, David 

1973 A Study of the Effect of Correctional Education on Recidivism at 
a Selected Minimum Security Correctional Center. '. Unpublished 
PhD dissertation, Southern Illlnqis University (December.) 
Available in SAC library_ 

Mattick, Hans W. 

Subjects: All inma,tes discharged from Vienna in 1971 or 1972. 
Data obtained from records at Vienna, Shawnee College records, 
Illinois State Employment Service records, and Illinois Bureau of 
Identification records obtained through the DOC Office of 
Research and Long Range Planning. Recidivism measured through 
September, 1973. Matisoff claims to have had no missing data (p. 
77). 

1977 Lake County Volunteers in Juvenile Probation - An Evaluation. 
Unpublished manuscript, Evaluation Unit, Illinois Law 
Enforcement Commission. 
Experimental groups of 61 juveniles and a (!ontrol group. 
Measured the effect of volunteers on recidivsm. 

Meierhoefer, Barbara S. 

1976 The First Full Year of Regionalization: A Statistical. Summary. 

1976 

1977a 

Report Eleven of U.S. Parole Commission (1976.) Available in 
SAC library. . 

Are Parole Applicants Getting Tougher? A Method for Assessing 
Prisoner Characteristics. Report Twelve of U.S. Parole 
Commission (1976.) Available in SAC library. 

Workload and Decision Trends: Statistical Highlights 10/74-9/76. 
Report 13 of U.S. Parole Commission (1978.) Available in SAC 
library. 
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1977b "Workload and Decision Trends: Statistical Highlights 10/74-9/77. 
Report 18 of U.S. Parole Commission (1978.) Available in SAC 
library 

Mc Anany, Patrick D., Frank S. Merritt and Edward Tromanhauser 

1976 Illinois Reconsiders Flat Time: An Analysis of the Impact of the 
Justice Model. Chicago-Kent Law Review 52 (3):621-662. 
No data, but a review of the law. 

Mc Anany, Patrick D., Dennis Sullivan, William Kaplan and Edward Tromanhauser 

1974 Identification and description of ex-offender groups in the 
Chicago area: Final report. Center for Research in Criminal 
Justice, University of Illinois at Chicago Circle. (August) 
Unpublished manuscript. 

National Council on Crime and Delinquency (NCCD) 

1971 Uniform Parole Reporting Coding Manual. 

1978a 

1978b 

Ohlin, Lloyd E. 

1951 

1954 

Codes as of July 1, 1966. Available in SAC library. 

Revised Data List: Uniform Parole Reports. (May, 1978) 
Available in SAC library. 
New definitions for variables. This is not a coding manual. A new 
coding manual has not yet been written. 

Parole in the United States: 1976 and 1977. Uniform Parole 
Reports. (July, 1978) Available in SAC library. 
Includes UPR methodology, and comments on the missing data for 
each state (p. 67 for Illinois.) 

Selection for Parole: A Manual of Parole Prediction. New York: 
Russell Sage Foundation. 
Ohlin was the research sociologist at DOC. Report on the 
development of the Burgess prediction technique, which began to 
be used in 1933. Data on 17,000 cases followed for five years. 

The Stability and Validity of Parole Experience Tables. (PhD 
dissertation, University of Chicago). 
Illinois parole predictipn. 

Ohlin, Lloyd E. and Otis D. Duncan 

1949 The efficacy of prediction in criminology. American Journal of 
Sociology 54 (March):441-451. 

Ohlin, Lloyd E., Herman Piven and Donnell M. Pappenfort 

1956 Major dilemmas of the social worker in pl'obation and parole. 
National Probation and Parole Association Journal 2 (3 July):211-
225. 
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O'Leary, Vincent and Kathleen Hanrahan 

1976 Parole Systems in the United States. National Council on Crime 
and Delinquency, Hackensack, New Jersey. 
National survey of parole practices. 

Parker, William C. 

1975 Parole. (revised edition) American Correctional Association, 
College Park, Maryland. 
A national survey of conditions of parole. 

Patino, Elizabeth and Augustine Wilhelmy 

1974 Report on Operation DARE. Unpublished manuscript, SAFER 
Foundation. 

Philips, David P. 

1922 Comparison of the Parole Cases, Parole Violators and Prison 
Population of the Illinois State Penitentiary during the Year 1921. 
Hlinois Department of Ment~l Health. 

Prisoners Legal Assistance 

1976 Illinois Parole Hearings. (July) 343 S. Dearborn If 805, Chicago, 
60604. 

Reiss, Albert J. 

1951a 

1951b 

A practical quide to parole hearings in Illinois. Commonly asked 
questions simpiy answered. Sample letters, a check list of things 
to do before the the hearing, names and addresses of helpful 
agencies. Available in the ILEC library. 

The accuracy, efficiency, and validity of a prediction instrument. 
American Journal of Sociology 61 (May):552-561. 
A recidivism prediction instrument developed using data on 736 
juveniles in Cook County placed on probation in 1943 and 1944. 
Followups of 374 cases. Also an unpublished Ph D dissertation, 
University of Chicago, 1949. 

Delinquency as the failure of personal and social controls. 
American Sociological Review 61 (April):196-207. 
A continuation of the above paper. Juveniles placed on probation 
by the Cook County Juvenile Court between March, 1943 and 
October, 1944. Source of data was court records. Also used 
Institute for Juvenile Research file records for these juveniles. 

Reitzes, Dietrich C. 

1955 The effect of social environment upon former felons. Journal of 
Criminal Law, Criminology and Police Science 46 (2, July­
August):226-231 (ed. Hans Mattick.) 
Random sample of 176 of 500 Illinois men paroled from prison to 
the U.S. Army during the Second world War. 
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Sanders, Barkev S. 

1937 Consistency of recording statistical data from prison files. 
Journal of the American Statistical Association 32 (June):323-334. 
An instructive report on the problem of reliability of 
classifications in parole prediction work. 

Taylor, Carvel U. 

1971 Who Are They? A Study of Parole Violators in Cook and Lake 
Counties, 1970. Illinois Department of Corre~tions, Office of 
Field Services Adult Division. Unpublished Manuscript. Available 
in SAC library. 

Taylor, Craig A. 

Comparison of characteristics of early parole violators (before 
two months), late violators (two to 22 months) and non-violators. 
Sample: all male violators in 1970 whose files could be found (106 
out of 139), and a 20 per cent random sample of male non­
violators in 1970. Also six case studies. Bibliography. 

1973 Comparison of Altitudes toward Work of Inmates in Three 
Different Programs. Unpublished master's thesis, Southern Illinois 
Univeristy. (June) Available in SAC library. 

Tibitts, Clark 

1931 

1932 

Data obtained from questionaires submitted to inmates in the 
. Carbondale Work-Release Program, the MDTA Program at Vienna, 

and Vienna inmates in no vocational program. Sample: 39, not 
systematically selected. -

Success or failure on parole can be predicted: A study of 3,000 
youths paroled from the Illinois State Reformatory. Journal of 
Criminal Law and Criminology 22:11-50. Available in SAC 
library. 
An extension of the Burgess prediction technique to 3,000 
consecutive parolees from Pontiac between 1921 and 1927. 

Reliability of factors used in predicting success or failure in 
parole. Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology 22 (March):844-
853. Available in SAC library. 
Report and evaluation of the problem of reliability of the Burgess 
prediction factors for a sample of 907 parolees from Pontiac from 
1927 and 1928. ' 

United States Parole Commission, Research Unit 

1976 Research Reports 1-12. Available in SAC library. 
See individual report listings: De Gostin, Hoffman, Beck, 
Meierhoefer. Also includes Report 9, "Salient Facter Scoring 
Manual," adopted by the U.S. Parole Board, July, 1975. The 
Salient Factor Score is a guideline for parole decisions. 

1978 Research Reports 13-2Q. Available in SAC library. 
See individual report listings: Meierhoefer, Hoffman, Adelberg. 
Also includes Report 14, "Salient Factor Scoring Manual: 
Rev ised," approved by the U.S. Parole Commission in March, 1977, 
and Report 16, "Guideline Application Manual," adopted by the 
Commission on May 1, 1978. 
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Van Vechten, Courtland C. Jr. 

1935 A Study of Success and Failure of One Thousand Delinquents 
Committed to a Boys' Republic. Unpublished PhD dissertation, 
Department of Sociology, University of Chicago. 
One of the first attempts to apply prediction techniques to the 
parolees of a training school. 

Voss, Harvin and John R. Hepburn 

1968 Patterns in criminal homicide in Chicago. Journal of Criminal 
Law, Criminology and Police Science 59 (December.) 

Witkowski, Gregory, Ellen Ryan Rest and George Busiel 

1973 Probation Officer Case Aid Project: Final Report, Phase II. 

Young, O. Fraser 

Center for Studies in Criminal Justice, Univeristy of Chicago Law 
School. Unpublished manuscript. Action Director: William S. 
Pilcher. 
Use of ex-offenders as probation officer assistants in the federal 
parole system. Also see Clemments (1972,) Bayless (1972.) 

1972 An Analysis of Work Release Recidivism and Post-Release 
Adjustment: Data Based on Former Residents of the Joliet Work 
Release CeQ"ter. Unpublished , manuscript. Chicago State 
University aMf Illinois Department of Corrections. Available in 
SAC library. 
Data obtained from "t.he employment list sent to the Stateville 
Warden," DOC manual records, FBI transcripts. DOC's computer 
system used to find matched controls. Interviews, questionaires 
to Parole Counselors had over half missing. 
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GLOSSARY. 

Continued Cases - Indeterminate cases which have been heard at least once, and 
are before the Prisoner Review (Parole) Board again. 

pi8charge (or Final Release) - The final termination of a commitment to the 
Department of Corrections. There are two kinds of discharge - discretionary 
discharge by the Prisoner Review Board and discharge after the expiration of a 
sentence. Discharge may occur after parole, release by statute, or mandatory 
supervised release. Someone still on parole has not been discharged, and DOC (not 
the Prisoner Review or Parole Board) is still responsible for supervision. (Ch 38 ~ 
1003-14, PA80-1099 Sec. 3-1-2.) 

Final Discharge - See discharge. 

Fixed Release Date - See Release by Statute. 

Indeterminate Sentence 

I. Sentence and Parole Act of 1943 (formerly Ch. 38, Sec. 
801 et. seq.) 
Court not required to fix minimum or maximum limit of 
duration of imprisonment different from the penalty 
imposed by law on conviction of the crime, though it could 
do so within the limitations prescribed in the act. "The 
spirit of the law is that a spread between the minimum 
and maximum sentence should be provided so as to permit 
the Parole and Pardon Board to release the defendant at 
the best time for all concerned." (Abernathy vs. People, 
1970, 123 Illinois App. 2d 263, 259 N.E. 2d 363.) (p. 473 
Ch. 38) 

II. P .A. 77-2097, approved July 26, 1972, effective January 1, 
1973. Ch. 38, Sec. 1005-8-I. 

III. 

Indeterminate sentences with maximum and minimum 
terms set for each class of felony and misdemeanor. 
Court descretion limited. 

Sec. 1003-3-3 
Every person serving time for a felony is eligible for 
parole when he or she has served: 

1. The minimum term of an indeterminate 
sentence less good time. 

2. 20 years of a li fe sentence _ 
3. 20 years or 1/3 of a determinate sentence 

Mandatory Release Under Supervision According to P.A. 77-2097, effective 
January 1, 1973, people sentenced prior to this Act, or who violated parole and 
were reconfined, were released under supervision six months prior to the expiration 
of their term, but "nothing herein shall require the release of a person who has 
violated his parole within six months of the date when his release under this section 
would otherwise be mandatory." (Ch. 38, g 1003-3-10.) 
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Mandator Su ervised Release Under the Amendatory Act of 1977(P.A. 80~ 
1099 tt,ere is a mandatory term of supervised release, not a parole term, which is 3 
years for murder or Class X felony, 2 years for Class 1 or 2 felony, and 1 year for 
Class 3 or 4 felony, to bse served at the end of a determinate sentence. (P.A. 80-
1099, S~c. 5-7-8; Ch. 38s 1005-8-2.) 

Minimum Cases The first Prisoner Review (Parole) Board hearing of an 
indeterminate sentence case, under the minimum sentence. 

Parole - "Parole is the conditional and revokable release of a committed person 
under the supervision of a parole authority." (P.A. 77-2097, effective January 1, 
1973.) Release on parole is granted by the Board on condition of approval of the 
resident's parole plan. Untik approved, the parole is not effective, and the prisoner 
cannot be released. (Ch. 38 s 1005-1-16; P.A. 80-1099 Sec. 3-1-2.) 

Parole and Pardon Board - The board that held parole hearings, and adjudicated 
parole dates and parole violations under the law prior to P.A. 80-1099. It was not 
responsible for supervising people on parole; they were under supervision of DOC 
until discharge. 

Parole R.ate - As calculated by the Prisoner Review (Parole) Board, this is based 
on the number of paroles granted, not the number of people released. The two may 
differ. (See Parole.) 

Prisoner Review Board The successor to the Parole Board after P.A. 80-1099. 
Independent of DOC, it hears charges with respect to good time, sets release dates 
for prisQners sentelJced under the law prior to P.A. 80-1099, who have minimum 
sentences less than twenty years, hears pardon and reprieve cases, sets conditions 
for parole or mandatory supervised release, and revokes parole or release in 
violation cases. It has no discretion in setting release dates for those sentences 
under the law after (P.A. 80-1099, Sec. 3-1-2.) 

Release by Statute - Under P.A. 80-1099, prisoners are released at the end of a 
determinate sentence to a term of supervision also determined by law, not by the 
Prisoner Review Board. A fixed release date, minus good time, is set at the 
beginning of the sentence. Prisoners sentenced under the law in effect prior to 
P.A. 80-1099 are given a choice of accepting a fixed release date and waiving the 
right to parole. (P.A. 80-1099, Sec. 3-3-2.1, Ch. 38 ~ 1003-3-3.) (See Mandatory 
Supervisj3d Release.) 

Statutory Parole Under P.A. 77-2097, effective January 1, 1973, "Every 
indeterminate sentence shall include as though written therein a parole term in 
addition to the term of inprisonment." These parole terms were 5 years for murder 
or Class 1 felony, 3 years for Class 2 or 3 felony, and 2 years for Class 4 felony. 
Under the 1978 law, these terms were reduced to coincide with the mandatory 
supervised release terms. 
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

Information Systems Division 

John Petterchak, Administrator 
200 W. Washington St. 
Springfield, Ill. 62706 
Mr. Petterchak is in charge of both CIS and the microfilm unit. 

Microfilm Unit 

Deborah K. Campbell, Acting Supervisor 
(217) 785-2340 

Policy Development Division 

Anthony Scilla, Deputy Director 
303 Armory Building 

Springfield, Ill. 62706 
(217) 785-1251 

Research and Evaluation Unit 

John Henning, Coordinator 
400 State of Illinois Building 
160 North La SaUe St. 
Chicago, Ill. 60601 
(312) 793-3017 

Can answer most questions about DOC data, or can tell you whero to find the. 

answers. Also will answer questions about CIS and microfilmed data and will assist 

with data access procedures, and answer questions about Criminal Sentencing 

Commission research. 

Adult Parole Services Division 

Dixon Parole District 

2600 N. Brinton 
Dixon, Ill. 61021 
William Spencer, Supervisor 
(815) 288-4494 
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Penria Parole District 

228 N. E. Jefferson. 
Peoria, Ill. 61603 
Barry Bass, Supervisor 
(309) 671-3193 
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I Dixon Parole Office 

(Same as abo~ 

I Rockford Parole Office 

119 N. Church, Room 310-310A 

I Rockford, Ill. 61101 
(815) 987-7416 

I Rock Island Parole Office 

1705 Second A venue 

I Suite 316 & 317 
Rock Island, Ill. 61201 
(309) 788-9513 

I Champaign Parole District 

I 
202 W. Hill, 4th Fl. 
P. O. Box 1479 
Champaign, 111. 61820 

I 
Kim Zajicek, Supervisor 
(217) 333-8433 

I Champaign Parole Office 

I 
(Same as above) 

I Casey Parole Office 

I 
207 E. Main Street 
Casey, Ill. 62420 
(217) 932,·4930 

I Decatur Parole Office 

1147 E. Cantrell 

I Decatur, Ill. 62521 
(217) 429-4300 

I Normal Parole Office 

I 102 W. Phoenix 
Normal, Ill. 61755 
(309) 452-9488 

I 
I 
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Peoria Parole Office 
(Same as above) 

Springfield Parole District 

604 Armory IJuilding 
Springfield, 111. 62706 
Alethea Camp, Supervisor 
(217) 782-7735 

Springfield Parole Office 

(Same as above) 

Southern Illinois Parole Area 

1400 W. Main 
P. O. Box 2948 
Carbondale, Ill. 62901 
Edward Knowles, Super-visor 
ctricludes E. St. Louis & Carbondale Paroh~ 
District) 

(618) 457-0363 

East St. Louis Parole District 

10 Collinsville Ave. Suite 305 
East St. Louis, Ill. 62201 
Arbra Gray, Supervisor 
(618) 875-9300, Ext. 371 

East St. Louis Parole Office 

(Same as ah:JVe) 

Carbondale Parole District 

1400 W. Main 
P. O. Box 2948 
Carbondale, Ill. 62901 
Edward Knowles, Supervisor 
(618) 457-0363 

Carbondale Parole Office 

(Same as above) 



------------ ------

Central Parole Office 

1,60 N. La Salle, Room 1640 
Chicago, Ill. 60601 
Chester Pucci, Supervisor 
(312) 793-2675 

Jackson Park Parole Office 

6040 s. Harper A venue 
Chicago, Ill. 60637 
James Cotter, Supervisor (312) 947-8423 
Lemuel Sykes, II 8337 
R.obert Klasna, " 8520 

Lawndale Parole Office 

10 S. Kedzie Avenue 
Chi(',. .. ; J, Ill. 60612 
Eriber~o Campos, Supervisor 
(312) 533-1720 

Aurora Parole Office 

1329 N. Lake Street 
Aurora, Ill. 60505 
Phillip Magee, Supervisor 
(312) 897-9262 

,Community Correctional Centers Division 

1640 State of Illinois Building 
160 N. La Salle St. 
Chicago, Ill. 60601 
Effie Peters, Superintendent 
(312) 793-2679 

Community Correctional Centers 

Chicago Community Carr., Center 

712 N. Dearborn St. 
Chicago, Ill. ' 60610 
Ralph McNabb, Supervisor 
(312) 793-4585 

East St. Louis Community Carr. Center 

lOa W. Broadway 
P. O. Box 217 
East St. Louis, Ill. 62202 
Anthony Pope, Supervisor 
(618) 875-4505 
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Uptown Parole Office 

4753 N. Broadway, Room 510 
Chicago, Ill. 60640 
Ray Clark, Supervisor 
Ronald Hepner, Supervisor 
(312) 334-0126 

Joliet P<:lrole Office 

1128 S. State Street 
Lockport, Ill. 60441 
Ronald Townsel, Supervisor 
(815) 838-7206 

Waukegan Parole Office 

Lake County Court House, Room 702 
18 North County 
Waukegan, Ill. 60085 
Phillip Magee, Supervisor 
(312) 336-0669 

Chicago/DART Community Carr. Center 

1500 S. Indiana Avenue 
Chicago, Ill. ·60605 
Jimmte L. Daniels, Supervisor 
(312) 793'-3750 

Fox Valley Community Carr. Center 

1329 N. Lake Street 
Aurora, Ill. 60545 
Joe Jacobs, Supervisor 
(312) 897-5610 
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Joliet Community Carr. Center 

Rt. 53 and Airport Road 
Lockport, Ill. 60441 
Edward Jordan, Superv isor 
(815) 834-1500 

Peoria Community Carr. Center 

Rt.2 
Brimfield, Ill. 61517 
Terrence Nesbitt, Supervisor 
(309) 446-3392 

Urbana Community Carr. Center 

1303 N. Cunningham 
Urbana, Ill. 61801 
Patrick Mc Manimon, Supervisor 
(217) 333-5783 

Case Nuestra 

1926 N. Humbolt 
Chicago, lll. 60647 
Cecilia Barrios, Executive Director 
(312) 384-8447 

Gateway House 

815 N. 5th Street 
Springfield, Ill. 62702 
Ron Vital~, Supervisor 
(217) 522-7735 

Lake County Community Carr. Center 

Box 500 - Camp Logan 
Zion, Ill. 60099 
Larry LezsEi, Supervisor 
(312) 384-8447 

Ogle County Comm. Corr. Center 

Ogle County Jail 
5th & Jefferson Streets 
Oregon, 111. 61061 
John Willard, Deputy Sheriff 
(815) 732-2135 

Salvation Army Comm. Carr. Center (Mens) 

105 W. Ashland 
Chicago, Ill. 
Frank Massolini, Supervisor 
(312) 421-2406 
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Metro Chicago Community Carr. Center 

2020 W. Roosevelt Road 
Chicago, Ill. 60608 
Jimmy Ellis, Supe!'visor 
(312) 793-2476 

Southern Illinois Community Carr. Center 

P.O. Box 641 
805 W. Freeman 
Carbondale, Ill. 62901 
Howard Saver). Supervisor 
(618) 529-143::1 

Winnebago Community Carr. Center 

315 S. Court St. 
Rockford, Ill. 61102 
Linda Giesen, Superv isor 
(815) 987-7399 

Gateway House 

1706 N. Kedzie 
Chicago, Ill. 60647 
Diane Schwartz, F'acility Director 
(312) 227 -6040 

Gateway House 

512 Cedarcrest Lane 
Lake Villa, Ill. 60046 
Rick Races, Supervisor 
(312) 356-8205 

Lee County Comm. Carr. Center 

Box 441 
Dixon, Ill. 61021 
Richard Jordan, Deputy Sheriff 
(815) 284-6631 

Riverside Retreat Program 

3047 9th Avenue 
Rock Island, Ill. 61201 
Sam Moreno, Supervisor 
(309) 793-4000 

Salvation Army Comm. Carr. Center (Womens) 

1515 W. Monroe 
Chicago, 111. 
Claudia Rowland, Supervisor 
(312) 421-5818 



CORRECTIONAL MANPOWER SERVICES UNIT OF GENERAL SERVICES 

For general inform&tion, contact 
DOC, Policy Development and Planning. 

Cook Cmmty 

Operation DARE 
SAFER Foundation 
343 S. Dearborn, Rm 400 
Chicago, Ill. 60604 
Ruth Harris, Director (312) 322-4729 
Jodet Hollins, Researcher 4730 
George Knox, Researcher 
Can provide data on clients of SAFER, 'who constitute the 
majority of Cook County federal, local and state parolees. 

Champaign County 

Correctional Employment Service 
Ann Taylor, Director 
202 W. Hill St. 4th Fl. 
Champaign, Ill. 61820 
(217) 351~9175 

San.gamon County 

New Start 
Jim Torricelli 
500 E. Capitol St. 
Springfield, Ill. 62706 
(217) 522-3799 

Will and Kankakee Counties 

MEP 
Roger Logue, Director 
81 N. Chicago St. Rm 402 
Joliet, Ill. 60431 
(815) 723-8998 

Boone and Winnebago Counties 

Project HOPE 
Karen Bell, Director 
401 S. Main St. 
Rockford, Ill. 61101 
(815) 987-5720 

Rock Island, Henry and Mercer Counties 

Operation DARE I 
Jack Hartwig 
630 9th St. Rm 6 
Rock Is!and, Ill. 61201 
(309) 786-7711 
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Macon County 

Vocational Alternatives Program 
Debbie Gustin, Intake Worker 
140 W. Wood St. 
Decatur, Ill. 62523 
(217) 423-6119 

Peoria and Tazewell Counties 

Correctional Employment Unit 
Charles Bartlett, Director 
228 N. East Jefferson St. 
Peoria, Ill. 61602 
(309) 671~3193 

Lake and Mc Henry Counties 

Total Opportunity Program (TOP) 
Ed Freeman, Director 
307 W. Washington 
Waukegan, Ill. 60085 
(312) 249-2200 

Kane, Kendall, De Kalb and Du Page Counties 

Community Correctional Services 
Ken Klamusco 
409 Campbell St. 
Geneva, Ill. 60134 
(312) 232-2400 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORM A TION SYSTEMS 

Illinois Law Enforcement Commission 

120 S. Riverside Plaza 
Chicago, Ill. 60606 
(312) 454-1560 

Norman May, Systems Analyst 
Edward Maier, Senior Systems Analyst 

PRISONER REVIEW BOARD 

534 South Second St. Third Fl. 
Springfield, Ill. 62706 
(217) 782-7273 

Chicago office: (312) 793-2960 

James R. Irving, Chairman 
w. V. Kauffman, Jr., Executive Director 
Dan Shutt, Administrative Assistant 
Does research and data collection for the Board. Compiles standard reportR. 

UNIFORM PAROLE REPORTS 

Re.search Center 
National Council on Crime and Delinquency 

760 Market Street, Suite 433 
San Francisco, Calif. 94102 
(415) 956-5651 

James L. Galvin, Director 
Paul Litsky, Research Associate 
Barry Kriesburg 

CRIMINAL SENTENCING COMMISSION 

Robert J. Egan, Chairman 
State Senate 
Stratton Building, Room 1033 
Springfield, Ill. 62706 
Also see Perry Edelman, DOC. 
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,JOHN HOWARD ASSOCIA lION 

67 E. Ma.,:jison Street, Suite 1216 
Chicago, Ill. 60603 
(312) 263-1901 

Donald R. Jensen, Staff Consultant 

The John Howard Association has a library with yearbooks dating back to 1901, 
some of which include statistics. Most John Howard Association reports, however, 
are reviews of law containing little data. Those who would like to search through 
the library for material on parole should contact Donald Jensen. 

Sarpple publications include the following: 

1958 "The Illinois Parole Board: A Comparative Study and Recommen­
dations." 

1972 "Probation in Illinois: A Politically Entrenched Overburdened 'Non­
System.' " 

1975 " 'The Illinois Justice Model' Proposed by Governor Walker - An 
Assessment. " 

197p "Correctional Policy: Neo-Retributionism, and the Determinate 
Sentence," by Todd R. Clear. 

CHICAGO CRIME COMMISSION 

79 W. Monroe Street 
Chicagp, Ill. 60603 
(312) ~'~~4-0101 

Stephen A. Schiller, Executive Director 
Jennie Bqulet, Staff Associate 

The Chicago Crime Commission has information files of over 3t million items 
going back almost 60 years. From the 1930's to the 1950's it published a journal 
containing analysis of Chicago data. The Commission is currently microfilming 
these file~, but in the meantime it will make available to researchers "public record 

;, data collec;lecl by the, Crime Commission, or studies or working papers elaborating 
data or the history o'i the criminal justice system in our area." Users "have but to 
ask." (December 7, 1978 letter from Stephen Schiller.) 
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UNITED STATES PAROLE COMMISSION 

Department of Justice 

320 First Street 
Washington, D. C. 20537 
(202) 724-3095 
Cecil C. Mc Call, Chairman 
Peter Hoffman, Director, Research Unit 
Sheldon Adelberg, Data Systems Analyst 

Counties: 

Northern Illinois Federal Court District 

U. S. Court House 
219 S. Dearborn Room 1100 

Chicago, Ill. 60604 
(312) 435-5704 

Bill Pilcher, Chief Probation and Parole Officer 
(312) 435-5704 

Bill Foster, Deputy Chief 
(312) 435-5707 

Bill Chlissmann, DARE Federal Liaison 
(312) 435-5881 

Eastern Division (Chicago) Western Division (Freeport and Rockford) 

Cook 
De Kalb 
Du Page 
Grundy 
Kane 

Kendall 
Lake 
La Salle 
Mc Henry 
Will 

Boone 
Carroll 
Jo Davies 
Lee 

Central Illinois Federal Court District 

Robert D. Morgan, Chief Judge 
Robert J. Kauffman, Clerk 

Federal Post Office 
202 N. Vermilion St. 

Danville, Illinois 61832 
(309) 671-7171 
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Ogle 
Stephenson 
Whiteside 
Winnebago 
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Counties: 

Adams 
Brown 
Bureau 
Cass 
Champaign 
Christian 
Coles 
De Witt 
Douglass 
Edgar 
Ford 
Fulton 
Greene 
Hancock 
Henderson 

Henry 
Iroquois 
Kankakee 
Knox 
Uvingston 
Logan 
Mc Donough 
Mc Lean 
Macoupin 
Macon 
Marshall 
Mason 
Menard 
Mercer 
Montgomery 

Morgan 
Moultrie 
Peoria 
Piatt 
Pike 
Putnam 
Rock Island 
Sangamon 
Schuyler 
Scott 
Shelby 
Stark 
Tazewell 
Vermillion 
Warren 
Woodford 

Southern Illinois Federal Court District 

Counties: 

Alexander 
Bond 
Calhoun 
Clark 
Clay 
Clinton 
Crawford 
Cumberland 
Edwards 
Effingham 
Fayette 
Franklin 
Galatin 

James L. Foreman, Chief Judge 
Billy D. Hudgens, Clerk . 

Federal Building 
East St. Louis, Illinois 62202 

(618) 274-2200 

Hamilton 
Hardin 
Jackson 
Jasper 
Jefferson 
Jersey 
Johnson 
Lawrence 
Madison 
Marion 
Massac 
Monroe 
Perry 
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Pope 
Pulaski 
Randolph 
Richland 
St. Clair 
Saline 
Union 
Wabash 
Washington 
Wayne 
White 
Williamson 
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This report is a publication of the Illinois Statistical Analysis 
Center. (SAC) Current SAC publications include the following: 

CRIME RATES WORKBOOK, by Ruth A. Perrin (revised periodically: 
first edition December, 1977) 

DATA SOURCES ON THE INCIDENCE OF ARSON IN ILLINOIS, by Chip 
Coldren (November, 1977) 

DATA ON EXTORTION IN ILLINOIS, by Ruth A. Perrin and James R. 
Coldren Jr. (April, 1978) 

A GUIDE TO THE SOURCES OF DATA ON CRIMINAL CASES PROCESSED IN 
THE COOK COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT, by Karen P. Smith and James 
Zuehl (December, 1978) (revised June, 1979) 

POPULATION DATA TAPES CODEBOOK, by Stephen F. Tapke (June, 1978) 

REPORT ON TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROJECT: DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SURVEY, 
by L. Edward Day (September, 1978) 
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