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SUMMARY

by officials in So
uth Dakota police d
épartments and sheriff i
offices as part

3

. in November,
was designed to fulfill two functions; .

(1) to document the extent of the

generally assume i - l justice
lack of consistent record keeping among i
. | d criminal j i
agencies in South Dakota
>

- *

forms are avai
ailable from the S i
tatistical Analvsi
( ysis Center,
Response rate was good.

responded.

offices (61 out of 64),

city jails.

m .
ce

lntS Y

g 3

arr
ests, and the number of court actions

1 ] . . . 1 ] 1 '3 ] . E

Crime reporting system.

X

el ‘ ‘ "

>

2 . .
(2) to provide information for the fiscal year 1977
r

Copies of the survey

3

report to the Attorney General's office based upon the Uniform Crime

Report of the FBI. This program should produce a dramatic change
in the record-keeping capability of law enforcement agencies in
South Dakota.

(2) Most sheriffs and police feel they are well trained and well qualified
to perform their duties. The majority also perceive no problem with
their status in the community.

(3) Though most report a low staff turnover, the majority of sheriffs and
police departments view their workload and their salary level as a
problem. Where there is high staff turnover, it is generally attributed
to poor working conditions and poor wages.

(4) Interagency cooperation is not perceived as a problem by most sheriff and
police departmen;s.

(5) Views concerning adequacy of budget varied across districts. Generally,
35% of the police departments and 297 of the sheriff offices felt
budget adequacy was a major problem.

(6) For both police departments and sheriff offices, adequacy of facilities
was generally not considered a problem. A substantial number (23)

of the police departments reported equipment adequacy to be a major

problem. This was not so for the sheriffs.

(7) Regional consolidation of jails received support from a majority of
police departments, sheriff offices, and respondents to the jail
questionnaire. Police departments reported less support for other forms

of regional comsolidation, though there was wide variation among

districts. The majority of sheriff offices were opposed to these

other forms of consolidation (equipment and vehicles, facilities and

offices, manpower, and finances or budget).
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alcohol problems.

P . I p

less than 5
percent repeaters while others report m
ore than 50

percent repeaters.

(12) Wide indivi i
ividual differences also exist among jails i
in reports of th
e

S

while others
report that above 50% of their inmates are 4
Juveniles.

(14) Responden
ts to the jail i
questionnaire express
ed a need for p
etter

Physical faciliti
s, more trainin s
g for existing
personnel

> and more

personnel.

xii

of low qualit

3

POLICE DEPARTMENT SURVEY

The police department survey data is based on 120 (76.4%) of an estimated

total of 157 police departments in the state. As shown in Table 1 the response

rate by district ranged from 53.6%Z (District I) to 100% (Districts IV and vI).

Since patrolmen in the city of Highmore are under the authority of the

sheriff of Hyde County, the data from these combined offices were treated as

a response from a sheriff's office.

Most of the 120 police departments filling out the questionnaire did not

answer every question. Unless otherwise specified the numbers and percentages

1isted in each table are based only on those police departments answering that

particular question.

Not all of the questions on the 10 page survey yielded useful data. Much

of the information that described characteristics of department personnel was

y and has not been included in this report. The low quality was

due to a combination of question design and a number of missing responses.

Some questions obtained information which overlaps with more recent and

ch as the FBI. The questions on

complete data available from other sources su

crime trend, expenditures, and Uniform Crime Reports data fall into this category.

This kind of information has not been reported here but is available from the

Statistical Analysis Center.

Where feasible, the results of the survey have been reported for each

Planning District and for the state as a whole. This format permits an evaluation

of districts in relation to each other as well as giving an overview of the state.

Personnel and Offices

A total of 761 personnel are employed by the departments responding tobthe

survey (Table 2). Of these 78 (10.2%) are Indian and 5 (0.7%) are non-Indian

and non-White.

¥
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Big St
Brfoki:u: City Castlewood Henr
L Bruce = Clark Madison Volga RSONNEL DISTRICT STATE TOTALS
R D N
—iad , Bryant ,isyi‘;‘et Milbank gisgzgwn I 11 111 v v VI
) : Oldham
' pervisors
235
Alcest DISTRI Total Number 24 48 37 50 23 53
Beresf:::d Dell Rapids ﬁ Number Trained 22 41 24 36 13 31 167
Canton Elk Point Lennon Sioux Falls % Trained 91.7% 85.4% 64.9%. 72.0% 56.5% 58.5% 71.1%
Garretson Valley Spri
P Y Springs
o vermiliton roval B 51 85 49 64 9 105 373
Al i DIS Total Number 1
Ar;z:i:dna Emery gﬁif& . Number Trained 37 75 11 37 6 72 238
? Avon Freeman Plankin Tyndall % Trained 72.5% 88.2% 22.4% 57.8% 31.6% 68.6% 63.8%
Geddes on Wa
Bonesteel Platte gner
Gregor Wessi ; ispatchers
\ Burk . =BoTy P ssington § spatc
: Chaml?erlain Elmball Slcﬂc:g::d Woonsocket prings Total Number 1 9 3 11 12 23 Sg
: Corsica etcher Springfield Yankton Number Trained 0 8 0 . 0 1 o '
Delmont Menno Tabor Yankton Sioux % Trained 0.0% 88.9% 0.0% 0.0% 8.3% 0.0% 15.3% i
! ’ Mit !
' chell Tripp Reservation Police Clerks
i 3 38
; Ab D Total Number 4 11 7 5 2 9
; Bongs oo Huron %ml Number Trained 0 0 0 2 0 0 2
3 i Ipswi e i A .0% .07 . .0% 0.0 3%
} Bristol Ilr’f;gég}ils Peever gsss;ton Tribal Police % Trained 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 40.0% 0.0%
} . g:::;a Leola ;{sgfiﬂd TurJI.l:r: “JTallors & Matrons
; Groton Long Lake Rosﬁgf . Turton Total Number 0 0 2 5 7
i Hosmer Miller Roslyn Waubay Number Trained - - - - 0 ) 0 8 o
5 New Effington Sisseton v‘;’;gscsr % Trained - - - - 0.0% 0.0% .
: mo
: Bi D Detectives :
| Colong Isabel *—ISEI@ Total Number 2 17 1 2 2 1 35
‘f Eagle B Java Moposh Pierre Number Trained 2 17 0 2 0 8 29 ;
| Ft. Pierre rennebec MoboySLin Presho % Trained 1007 1007 0.0¢  100% 0.0% 72.7% 82.9% ;
3 . LemmOn ge T4 b ’
| Onid mber Lake :
| ) Hhite River Ott';er 1 Numb 4 0 2 1 5 2 14 '
! Bell ; DIs otal Number :
; Box glgourche Hill City %ﬂ %  Number Trained 1 - 0 0 0 0 1 . ;
. Deadwood Hot Springs Nisla;’;ierw“d Spearfish % % Trained 25.0% - 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7.1% %
: e
. Edgemont f:ii““e Pine Ridge &sf:ilzgis . 86 170 99 133 65 208 761 ;

Table 1

POLT ' g
GE DEPARTMENTS RESPONDING TO THE STATEWIDE DATA_SURVEY

DISTRICT 1

Faith Newell RaTiéb:i Police Wall
t
Whitewood
D ——

—_— ISTRICT
I I IIT v 7 =

Table 2

PERSONNEL WITH DCI TRAINING IN POLICE DEPARTMENTS RESPONDING

TO THE SURVEY

STATE TOTAL
TOTAL RETURNED 15 12 30 28 | v
19 : | i . |
i - : - : 120 9 The data in Table 3 provide a brief description of the offices .of police
19
157

RETURN RATE
e

53. 6% Y LR /2 61. o o 76 4%
¥4

departments responding to the questionnaire.

Table 3

DESCRIPTION OF POLICE DEPARTMENT OFFICES

76.5% of police departments

. 8 the percenta
e
v 3 each distriet ) ge of police department Personnel {ip DISTRICTS STATE AVERAGE
MR ict that . T 11t v v VI ‘
o have had pct training., Mogt of the s i ’ i ' ‘,
i shift commanders sergeant fpervisors (chiefs, % With Office 84.6% 91.7% 76.7% 51.9% 71.4% 100% 76.5% 1
g s ean s, etc ) and
L . Patrolmen in th :
N e st
) by the DCI, however, onil 9 ate have been trained % With Office in 18.2% 0 8.7% 14.3% 10.0% 11.8% 10.5%
| s only 22,47 of the Patrolmen in Distri Residence
2 rict III ang . ol
yi those in Dist nd 31.6% of 18 15 32 32 24 ;
i ricet . Averape Office Age 17 29 ;
‘i V have received such training, Districts I and I (reare) |
7 largest pe and II have th ” 9 6.7% 14.8% '
rcen , . e 9 7% 25,0% 11.5% 12.5% 20.0% 16.7 .
. tage of supervisors angd atrol % Relocating in 7.7%
patrolmen with DCT training > Years
. . . !
1
2 R
CR :
. 3 |
} . ‘ .
{ . .o S




reported havi i
ing an office, however, 10.5% of these were located in a
personal

? o

6
years older than the average office age of 24 years

Rank i
nk Order of Duties Consuming Police Department Time

? g g 3 h a

and deterrence th
a ..
n any other activity listed. The second ranked t
activity was

traffic control i
and regulation. Filling out of forms or report
s was ranked

third.

It is interesti |
ing to note that i
police departments
reported spendin .
g mare

g h

. 2 I‘ankl .

Table &

RANK
K ORDER OF DUTIES CONSUMING POLICE DEPARTMENT TIME
MEAN RANK DUTIES

1.84
Prevention and Deterrence (routine patrol

g.ig TFaffic Control and Regulation > o)
5.27 Filling Out Forms or Reports
5.72 Investigation
5'34 i gpprehension of Offenders
. ommunity Services (serious il
g,gg | ii?ily Dispute Totermenrons llness, broken waterpipes, etc.)
. ng and Maintainin
;.27 Dispatch Services & Records
8,28 Court Liaison
. Jail Related Task
9.49 Other °

Records Data

Lack of a
ccurate records i i
ds is a major problem in determining crime t
e trends and

crime correlates in South
Dakota. This
problem will be allevi
ated somewhat b
y

4

determine the t
ype and availabilit
y of records presentl
y maintained by i
police 4

de i
partments in South Dakota. &

. Type of Records

Police departments were requested to indicate whether or not they maintained

each of the following records: complaint reports, radio log, investigation

reports, arrest reports, jail logbpok, state ASAP forms, UCR records, field unit
(officer activity) log, employee time sheets, monthly activity summaries, and
fingerprint cards. As can be seen in Table 5, many departments indicated that
they do keep some of the types of records. However, they failed to respond to
questions concerning other types. In order to provide an accurate estimate of
record keeping the data are reported in two different ways. The first percentage
(A) in Table 6 is based only on those departments answering the question about

that particular record. The second percentage (B) is adjusted to include all

departments responding to the survey and assumes that departments not answering

a question do not keep that record.
More departments (75.8%) reported keeping arrest records than any other

type of record. The second and third most often kept records were investigation

reports and complaint reports. These records were maintained by 65.0% and 64.27%

of departments respectively. Although it may not be useful for a department to

maintain all types of records (a department without a jail does not need to keep

a jail logbook), certain records are essential to maintaining a crime analysis

capability. Arrest records definitely fall into this category. Only 30.87% of the

departments reported that they maintained fingerprint cards and 23.3% reported

that they maintained UCR monthly reports. In some cases these tasks may be

»

performed by the sheriffs department for local police departments.

Police departments were also requested to indicate the length of time the

11 different types of records were retained. Over 507% of the departments

keeping a particular record indicated that they retained that record either

indefinitely or permanently. Radio logs were the only exception to this case

with only 43.37% of police departments retaining a radio log indefinitely. More

s o A A AR S S S ey

-
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depalﬁ tﬂlerlts (90- 9/0) kept fln.ger plf lllt IECOIdS lndef 1llltely or Pernlarlelltly tllell

any other record.

Table 5

PER
CENT OF POLICE DEPARTMENTS KEEPING CERTAIN RECORDS

A. 7 Keeping Records
B.* Adjusted %

_ _ DISTRICTS
I 11 v v STATE
CRIME DATA (DAILY) )
Complaint Reports
A 75.0% 100z
% . 87.0% 68,49
A TS, 7 4% 58,33
| 0.0 1002  66.7%  46.4% 49 B wiay 1o
i 8% 84,27 64.0%
A 63.6%  36.4%
4% 38,17 4s
e 7 A% 36.47 %
674 33.3%  26.77  28.67 29 gé oy 2a
Investigation Report B o o
A, 90.9%  90.9%
4 9% 95.8%7 63
B.  66.7% 2 oy o
% 83.37  76.7% 42,97  sg ;g aey .
Arrest Reports . . o
A.  90.9% 1002
002 100%  76.05
A .01 ; ; 0% 71.47
| 1002 80.0%  67.9% g 27 §4°2§ oo
Fingerprint Cards B o o
A 50,07 50.0%
) 2 0% 4507 2
' B.  33.3% 2 a0
- RINE e (o) TOALIZ 3000 17.97 oo 0:0F 42,51
UCR Records N o o
A 36,47 30.0%
A 0% 30.0%  20.02
b3 7 0.02  12.5% p
25.02  20.0%2  14.3% 6 2§7 e 2
Monthly Summaries ' o o
A 55,67 36.4%
-6 . 26.3%2  31.67
TR RncomDs B.  33.3%7  33.37 1e.79 i Teey S s
21.47  18.8% ' o
Jail Logbook o o
A 54,57 36.4%
2 4% 52,43
A st 7 % 3537 s0.07 y
16,74 3672 21.4% 3105 a0k 4.3
State ASAP Forms N o o
A, 58.3% %
Nooder o eap S AT wam g
| . 9% 31.2% p Ry
Field Unit Activity Log uo -
A 50.0% 2 %
B3 eerh egp  adb 4001 sy oy
Employee Time Sheets N T o
Ao 7277 63.67
2 6% 31.6%  52.69
A 12.72 7 6% . 36.4%
58.3% _ 20.0%  35.7%  25.0% Zﬁ'f? 23'32
3 47 .0%

Availability of Data

These questio ! igd
ns were originally designed to supply quantitati d
ive data on

police department iviti i
activities in 1972, 1973, and 1974. Since most of the d
e departmentg

responded with eit
ither NRA (not readily available) or NA (not available)
able) these

iestions could be meaningfully analyzed only in terms of availability of data.

The availability of data on police department activities for 1974 in the

reas of complaints (Table 6), investigations initiated (Table 7), investigations

~losed (Table 8), arrests (Table 9), and number of court actions (Table 10)

re reported. As indicated in the summary table (Table 11), only 34 departments

A total of 40 departments responding to these

in the state reported any data.

s
H

questions (41.2%) reported no data available in all five areas surveyed. This

hnumber may be even higher because no wmore than 93 cut of 120 departments answered
.
‘any of the five questions. The survey indicated that data was least available

;from Planning District III, V, and VI. Of the five areas surveyed, data on the

number of complaints and arrests were the most readily available.

Table 6
AVAILABILITY OF DATA FROM POLICE DEPARTMENTS ON THE NUMBER OF COMPLAINTS RECEIVED IN 1974
RESPONSES ___ - o DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
I 11 III v v VI AND PERCENT
Data Available 9
Departments 2 4 2 7 3 6 . 4 .
% of Column 33.3% bb 4% 71.7% 30.4% 27.3% 33.3% 25.8%
Not Readily Available
Departments 2 5 6 9 1 3 26
% of Column 33.3% 55.6% 23.1% 39.1% 2.1% 16.7% 28.0%
Not Available
Departments 2 0 18 7 7 9 43 }
% of CTolumn 33.3% 0.0% 69.27% 30.4% 63.6% 50.0% 46.2%
TOTAL 6 9 26 23 11 18 93
Table 7
AVAILABILITY OF DATA FROM POLICE DEPARTMENTS ON THE NUMBER OF INVESTIGATIONS INITIATED IN 1974
RESPONSES T DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
1 11 I11 iv v VL AND PERCENT
Data Available
Departments 2 2 1 4 3 1 13 .
% of Column 33.3% 25.0% h.0% 18.2% 27.3% 5.9% 14.6%
Not Readlly Available
Departments 2 6 6 9 1 4 . 28
% of Column 33.3% 75.0% 24.0% 40.9% 9.1% 23.5% 31.5%
Not Available
Departments 2 0 18 9 7 . 12 . 48 §
% of Column 33.3% 0.0% 12.0% 40.97% 63.6% 70.6% 53.9%
TOTAL 6 8 25 22 ‘11 17 89
7
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Table 8

AVAILABILITY
OF DATA FROM POLICE DEPARTMENTS ON THE NUMBER OF INVESTIGATIONS CLOSED IN 1974

RESPONSES
_ = DISTRICTS ST, ’
Data Available o " ' " ANSTF?I{?TALS
?e;}athents 2 1 1 5 .
% of Column * 7
33.3% 11.1% 4.0% 21.7% 27332 OOO% 3
Not Readily Available - o
;ep;rggfnts 2 7 6 9
e O .0lumn
33.3% 77.8% 24.0% 39.1% 91..12 2954" 3
Not Available ‘A =
})epartments 2 1 18
% _of Column % ’
33.3% 11.1% 72.0% 39.1% 63767 73267 3
— 6% «6% 53.8%
6 9 25 23 11 17
91
Table 9
AVATLABILITY OF DATA FROM PO
LICE DEPARTMENTS ON THE TO
TAL NUMBER OF ARRESTS I
RESPONSES Bl
; DISTRICTS
Data Available t T v v & T
Departments 2 3 1 e
% of Column 7 7 2
33.3% 37.5% 4.0% 41.7% 27?374 17362 2
Not Readily Available . -
?epartments 2 5 6 8
% of Col 7
umn 33.3% 62.5% 24.0% 33.3% 9:.'.1% 2345 26
Not Available - o
;epartments 2 0 18
of Col % °
olumn . 33.3% 0.07% 72.0% 25.0% 63762 5%082 2
= . 47.3%
6 8 25 24 11 17
91
lable 1v
AVAILABILITY
. TY OF DATA FROM POLICE DEPARTMENTS oY THE TOTAL NUMBER OF
N S . COURT ACTIONS IN 1974

D e

Ir TTET

__DISTRICTS

OIS

Data Available m ‘““’-——.—V\I- D P
Departments 5 2 1 o e
% of Column : Z A
55.6% 22.2% 4.07% 18.2% 27?3% 5197’ 38
Not Readily Available B o
I;epartments 2 6 6
% of Column 7 7 ’
22.2% 66.7% 24.0% 36.4% 9%1’/ 234 % 27
Not Available ° - o
Departments 2
% _of Column Z ! N 5
22.2% 11.1% 72.0% 45.5% 63.767 73267 20
o .-—-—L_.——-\'°\__\ 53.8%
9 9 25 22 11 17
Table 11 ”
SUMMARY TABLE OF DATA RELA'
TED TO CRIMINAL ACTIVIT"* A
Y ¥ AVAILABLE F
S ROM POLICE DEPARTMENTS

D T DISTRICI .
. i Iff_“"__ﬁﬁ“_—““_TT‘*‘“——Vf——;?____—-gﬁﬁﬁﬁbﬁﬁs‘

AND PERGENT

Some Data Available
Departments 6

% of Column 7 5 > Z 2 s
66,77 55.6% 7.7% 45.8% 27?3% 38797 2
All Not Readily Availaple o
Eep;rgmfnts 1 4 6 8
% of Column 7
11.1% 44,43 23.1% 33.3% 9}1”/ 16377 2
All Not Available h o
Departments 2 0 18
% _of Column 3
22.2% 0.0% _69.2% 20.8% 63762 4484? 440
— . 47 1,27
9 9 26 © 24 11 18 97

This iucludes comnla.\nts investigat on arrests and court actions
3 gati 5, n

The data from 1972 and 1973 reported by police departments on the survey
are not included here but are available from the Statistical Analysis Center.

: The data from these years indicated that one to eightAmore departments began

Problems in Police Departments

Two sections of the questionnaire were designed to allow police departments
to report on potential problem areas. The first section requested a subjective
evaluation of the departments turnover rate as either low, medium or high along
with an explanation for the rate. These explanations were later grouped into one
of six categories: poor working conditions, poor wages, good working conditioms,
good wages, small force, and other. In the second section police departments
or a major problem in each of 18 areas. These 18 areas were categorized as

problems with staff, resources, or interagency cooperation.

Turnover Rate

Table 12 summarizes the data on police department turnover rate. 54.8% of

the departments responding reported that they had a low turnover rate.

departments were evenly divided between a medium and high rate. Although there

were not large differences between Platming Districts in the report of turnover

rate, District III had the largest percentage of departments reporting a low

Table 12

SUBJECTIVE REPORT OF TURNOVER RATE IN POLICE DEPARTMENTS

RESPONSES DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
I IT 11T v v VI AND PERCENT

Low

Departments 7 5 19 13 8 11 63

% of Column 53.8% 41:7% 67.9% 46.47% 53,3% 57.9% 54.8%
Medium

Departments 3 4 3 7 4 5 26

% of Column 23.1% 33.3% 10.7% 25,0% 26.7% 26.3% 22.6%
High

Departments 3 3 6 8 3 3 26 .

% of Column . 23,1% 25.0% . 21.4% 28.6% 20.0% 15.8% 22,6%
TOTAL 13 12 28 28 15 19 115

9

Ty

were requested to indicate with a check whether they had no problem, a minor problem,

The remaining
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turnover rate (67 g
'9/0 + .

) ) and District Iy had the largegt

high rate (28.6%). percentage reporting a

.

Reaso

ns Given for Turnover Rate

Presented in Table 13, 20 departments (34,57

%
) gave poor wages and 10 departments

Only 3 departments ip the state (5,27

to good wages. i

Table 13
RE.

. N ASONS GIVEN
_— FOR TURNOVER RAIE IN POLICE DEPARTM |
{ENTS
R“IGA N . 5 DISTRICT
HIGH Anp MEDIUM TURNOVER ’ I i B
v

Poor Workin

g Conditi
Pepartments s T STATE TOTALS
s 0 o 0 AND PERCENT

0.0%

% 0.0% ;

0.0% 40.0% 57.1%
5 1% 13.3% 70

- 4 | 17.2%"
71,43 40.0% 3.3 :
LOW_TURNOVER o o 14137 :

.3% 26,77 0.,

Good ">rkin | | .
g Condit s V
Depurtments i°<n° h
Q
) 3

% of L4 Uz «37% 1.0. 0 0
0. Column 1 % ; o «Ush
3%

Poor Wages.
Departmerits
% of Column

Good Wages
Departmentsg

%Z of Column
14,3z 0.0% 11.1% ° ’
Small Force . - o o 1 |
2epartments o - 3
%+ of Column
0
0

ALL OTHER REASONS - - 14%37 4

Departments 0 | o 127

1%

) Colum
o
f 1 22, 4 0% %
. 13.32

” ) » : D U VR

15
58

Number ang Degree of Problems

The questions
on probl i
€ms with staff covered five aregs
! workload (Tabl
e 14),

training (Tapl i
e 15), qualificationsg (Table 16), sal
s aries (Table 17)

and statyg

10

(26)

4in community (Table 18).

78 departments (72.27%) reported problems
‘nd 65 departments (60.2%) had staff workload problems.

ppeared to be a negligible problem.

Table 14

POLICE DEPARTMENTS REPORTING A STAFF WORKLOAD PROBLEM

with salaries

Status in the community

RESPONSES DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
1 II II1 v v Vi AND PERCENT
No Problem i
Departments 5 2 14 13 4 5 .
% of Column 41.7% 18.27% 46.7% 59.1% 26.7% 27.8% 39.8%
Minor Problem
Departments 5 6 5 4 7 6 33
% of Column 41.7% 54.5% 16.7% 18.2% 46.7% 33.3% 30.6%
Major Problem
Departments 2 3 11 4 7 ; 326‘7
% of Column 16.7% 27.3% 36.7% 22.7% 26.7% 38.97% 29.67%
TOTAL 12 11 30 22 15 18 108
Table 15
POLICE DEPARTMENTS REPORTING A STAFF TRAINING PROBLEM
s DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
RESPONSE I I1 III v vi AND PERCENT
No Problem
Departments 6 5 16 15 7 8 5;787
% of Column’ 50.0% 45.5% 55.2% 65.2% 46.7% 44,47, .8%
Minor Problem
Departments 4 3 9 6 3 7 § 23267
% of Column 33.3% 27.3% 31.0% 26.1% 20.0% 38.9% 9.6%
Major Problem
Departments 2 3 4 2 3 . 1%967
% of Column . 16.7% 27.3% 13.87% 8.7% 33.3% 16.7% .6%
TOTAL 12 11 29 23 15 18 108
Table 16
POLICE DEPARTMENTS REPORTING A STAFF QUALIFICATIONS PROBLEM
DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
RESPONSES 1 II ITI v V' Vi AND PERCENT
No Problem
7 12 70
D tment 7 9 18 17 i .
Zeggflrcziﬁmg 58.3% 81.8% 62.1% 77.3% 46.7% 66.7% 65.4%
Minor Problem
5 4 26
Departments 4 2 8 3 . .
% of Column 33.3% 18.2% 27.6% 13.6% 33.3% 22.2% 24.3%
Major Problem 2 1
Departments 1 0 3 2 i} 3 -
% of Column 8.3% 0.0% 10.3% 9.1% 20.0% 11.1% 10.3%
TOTAL 12 11 29 22 15 18 107
11
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Table 17
P
DI
]/Jepartments 1 2 12 8 4 | 3 30 |
= of Column |
£ .2 41.4%
% O Llum ‘
o n 7 4.3
' [} 8.3% 54.5% 27.6% 26.1% 40.0%
]/Jepartments 4 3 » 9 9 5 11 41.
% of Column
3.3% 27.3% 31.0% 39.17% 33.3% 6
£ 7 - o . 1.1%
TOTAL 12 .
18
No Problem
3% 54,5% 82.87% 86.4%
4, 57 7 . 66.7% 61.1%
Departments 1 4 3 2 3 4 1 '7
% of Column 4 ) | % 20.0% 22 2% 15.9%
7 £ 8.37%
' A 3% 3 36. 10.37% 9.1 .
Ma, jor Problem 7 ‘ .
l/)epar tments 1 1 2 1 2 3 1 (.)
% of Column 1 7% 9.3%
8.3%
7 : 9 4 . . 6. fo
OTAL 1.2 7
10

n

type Of resource dlfflculty (68 POllCe depar tI'lleIltS 6204/0)‘
. ?

departments in ea At least 20% of the

ch district re
ported having a maj
jor budget problem
‘ - 50.(46.3%)

of the deéaftment
s e
reported a facility problem with 28 (25.9%) re ted
. 9% ported as major

An equipment prob
problem was reported by 57 (52.8%) departments with 75
i 0% of the

t] h h b t : ] n jn t*. ~ i f

12

Table 19

POLICE DEPARTMENTS REPORTING AN ADEQUATE BUDGET PROBLEM

1 ESPONSES DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
I II II1 v v VI AND PERCENT
; No Problem
i  Departments 4 3 14 14 3 3 41
% of Column 33.3% 27.3% 48.3% 60.9% 18.8% 16.7% 37.6%
Minor Problem
Departments 3 5 9 3 4 6 30
% of Column 25.0% 45.5% 31.0% 13.0% 25.0% 33.3% 27.5%
Major Problem
Departments 5 3 6 6 9 9 38
% of Column 41.7% 27.3% 20.7% 26.17% 56.3% 50.0% 34.9%
TOTAL 12 i1 29 23 16 18 109
Table 20
POLICE DEPARTMENTS REPORTING AN ADEQUATE FACILITY PROBLEM
; ATE TOTALS
RESPONSES DISTRICTS ST
I 11 II1 v v vi AND ?ERCENT
No Problem
Departments 7 5 17 17 5 . 7 i 58 .
7 of Column 58.3% 45,5% 58.6% 77.3% 31.3% 38.9% 53.7%
Minor Problem s . ; s 2
Depar tments 2 1 .
% lgf Column 16.7% 9.1% 10.3% 18.2% 43.8% 27.8% 20.4%
Major Problem "
Departments 3 5 9 1 4 § 6 .
%egf Column 25.0% 45.5% 31.0% 4.5% 25.0% 33.3% 25.9%
TOTAL 12 i1 29 22 16 18 108
Table 21
POLICE DEPARTMENTS REPORTING AN ADEQUATE EQUIPMENT PROBLEM
S
ONSES DISTRICTS STATE TOTAL
ReSE I 11 ITI v V. V1 AND PERCENT
No Problem
4 8 51
Departments 7 6 12 14 . § 8 .
% of Column 58.3% 54.5% 41.4% 63.6% 25.0% L4 4% 47.2%
Minor Problem
7 34
Departments 1 4 9 6 7 . §
% of Column 8.3% 36.4% 31.0% 27.3% 43.8% 38.9% 31.5%
Major Problem 23
Depar tments 1 8 2 5 } 3 . .
% gf_ Column 33.3% 9.1% 27.6% 9.1% 31.3% 16.7% 21.3%2
TOTAL ' 12 11 29 22 16 18 108

As seen in Table 22 and Table 23 police departments reported few problems

A total of five departments from planning districts

with interagency cooperation.

111, 1V, V, and VI, however, did report having a major problem with one other agency.

e e
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Table 22

NUMBER OF POLICE DEP
EPARTMENTS REPORTING A PROBLEM IN GOOPERATING WITH SPECIFIC AGENCIES

OTHER AGENCY NUMBER
ool Major Minor %rggizm
- 1 3 3.7%
4] 5 4.6%
Highway Patrol 0 4
Game, Fish & Parks 1 2 .
Private Security Companies 0 4 .
__..District Planners 0 3 ZJZ
.8%
Table 23

POLICE DEPARTMENTS REPORT
ING A PROBLEM COOPERATING ; *
ING WITH OTHER™ LAW ENFORCEMENT

I - AGENCIES IN THEIR JURISDICTION
DISTRICTS —
. - 5 T IS _ ; STATE TOTALS
v
?eggr(g:;z;; . 7 . i I AND PERCENT
1007 63.6% 93.1% 87.0% Bé37z & 2
Minor Problem . o -
Departments 0 4 0 -
% of Column 7 ’
. 0.0% 36.47 0.0% 13.0% 13237 '1 50
Major Problem B o o
/Depart:ment:s Q 0 -
% of Col 7 :
umn 0.0% 0.0% 6.9% 0007 OOOA ! 3
2 .02 7 5.6% y
: 12 11 29 23 .
"Othexr" ref 15 .
eters to agencies not listed in Table 22, i.e N

other police departments and sheriff offic
es.,

Regional Consolidation

The attitudes of i
police departments r i
egarding regional i
consolidation of

equipment and vehi iliti
hicles, facilities and offices, jails, duties, ma
s npower, and

finance/bud
get were determined f
rom the questionnai
re. Each departmen
t was

requested to check either "yes" (in fa "no"
vor), "no" (not in favor), or "undecideq"

for each of the six areas.

COI'lSOlldathIl Of EqulpIneIlt . . cl g

to the question v i
7ere in favor of regq
gional consolidation wi
with the most su
pport

found in Districts VI (57.9%) and VvV (53 8%)

14

Table 24

POLICE DEPARTMENT SUPPORT FOR REGIONAL CONSOLIDATION OF EQUIPMENT AND VEHICLES

ALS
SES DISTRICTS STATE TOT.
RESPON I 11 I1r v \Y Vi AND PERCENT
Yes
Departments 5 3 12 5 7 11 43 .
% of Column 41.7% 27.3% 48.0% 20.8% 53.8% 57.9% 41.3%
No
Departments 6 8 13 12 5 6 50
% of Column 50.0% 72.7% 52.0% 50.0% 38.5% 31.6% 48,1%
Undecided
Departments 1 0 0 7 1 § 2 . 1(1)167
% of Column 8.3% 0.0% 0.0% 29.2% 1.7% 10.5% .67
12 11 25 24 13 19 1G4

in only 48 (46.6%) of police departments.

TOTAL

Support for consolidat

favored such a consolidation.

POLICE DEPARIME

Table 25

NT SUPPORT FOR REGIONAL CONSOLIDATION OF FACILITIES

ion of facilities and offices (Table 25)

was found

69.2% of the departments in District V

AND OFFICES

DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
RESFONSES 1 11 111 v v VI AND PERCENT
Yes : 8 48
Departments 5 6 14 6 9 ] .
% gf Column 41.7% 54.5% 56.0% 26.1% 69.2% 42.1% 46.6%
N 41
3 7
Departments 5 5 11 10 . . . a1
% of Column 41.7% 45,5% 44,0% 43.5% 23.1% 36.8% 39.8%
tUndecided 14
1 4
Departments 2 o] 0 7 . . . 13 6%
% of Column 16.7% 0.0% _ 0.0% 30.4% 1.7% 21.1%
103
TOTAL 12 11 25 23 13 19

Police department
in Table 26.
in favor of consolidating ja

of consolidatio

68 departments Or 66.0%

15

support for regional consolida

{ls on a regional level.

n listed received this much support.

tion of jails is described

of those departments responding were

None of the other five areas




Table 26
POLICE DEPARTMENT SUPPORT FOR REGIONAL CONSOLIDATION OF JAILS

RESPONSES R DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
Yes 1 11 I11 v v Vi AND PERCENT

Departments 8 10 18 10 9 13 68

% of Column 66.7% 90.9% 69.2% 45.5% 69.2% 68.4% 66.0%
No

Departments 2 1 8 7 2 3 23

% of Column 16.7% 9.1% 30.8% 31.8% 15.4% 15.8% 22.3%
Undecided

Departments 2 0 0 5 2 3 12

%_of Column 16.7% 0.02 _0.0% 22.7% 15.4% 15.8% 11.7%
TOTAL 12 11 26 22 13 19 103

52 (50.5%) of the departments

duties (Table 27).

responding favored regional comsolidation of

Table 27
POLICE DEPARTMENT SUPPORT FOR REGIONAL CONSOLIDATION OF DUTIES (i.e., records, dispatch aete,)
3 » .
RESPONSES - _‘:__ . DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
T 11T D
ves I v \' VI AND PERCENT
Departments 6 8 13 7 7 11
% of Column 50.0% 72.7% 52.0% 30.4% 50.0% 61.1% 53257
No
Departments 4 3 12 8 4 4 3
% of Column 33.3% 27.3% 48.0% 34.8% 28.6% 22,2% 34507
Undecided
Departnents 2 0 0 8 3 3 16
% of Column 16.7% 0.0% 0.0% 34,87 21,47 16.7% 15.5%
TOTAL 12 11 25 23 14 18 103
Table 28
POLICE DEPARTMENT SUPPORT FOR REGIONAL CONSOLIDATION OF MANPOWER
RESPONSES = = N DISTRICTS STATE TOTAL
I
Yes IIT Iv v VI AND PERCENT
Departments 5 3 12 5 6
) 10
% of Column 41.7% 27.37% 48.0% 21.7% 46.2% 55.6% 4312"/
No
Departments 6 8 13 12
] § 6 6
% of Column 50.0% 72.7% 52.0% 52.2% 46.2% 33.3% 58%07
Undecided
Departments 1 0 0 6
] 1 2
% _of Column 8.37% 0.0% 0.0% 26.1% 7.7% 11.1% ;[.)87,
TOTAL 12 11 25 23 13 18 102
16

i for consolidation. As seen in Table 28 only 40.2% of police departments in the

;state support manpower consolidation.

L majority support (55.6%) occured.

finance/budget.

least popular area for comsolidation - is found in Table 29.

District VI is the only district in which

A description of department support for finance/budget consolidation - the

Only 30 (38.2%) of

police departments in the state responded in favor of regional consolidation of

Budget problems are the most common type of resource problem

POLICE DEPARTMENT SUPPORT FOR REGIONAL CONSOLIDATION

Table 29

OF FINANCE/BUDGET

reported by police departments in South Dakota, however, local departments

apparently feel that regional consolidation is not an acceptable solution.

of the six areas.

were larger than a county.

In general, department

Some departments specified the

17

i cated.
consolidation was the county in which they were lo

s
police departments for regiomnal consolidation may be

\ , s.
were the most favorable to regional consolidation plan

i idation.
Table 30 summarizes departmental support for regional consoli

i i . conso
10 departments were undecided on their support for regiomal

STATE TOTAL
DISTRICTS S eROENT
RESPONSES I II II1 iv v VI
39
e tments 4 4 12 5 . 5 . 50907 2527
;epfaEO‘;U“m 33.3% 33.3% 48.0% 22.7% 38.5% .0z
L o . 3%
50
No 5 ; a
y e Column q060%’ 6687? 4%207 53;?5% 38.5% 38.9% 49,0%
% of Column 50, 4 .07
13
Undecided 5 s ) w ,
S ot 2 ° ! 7 22.7% 23.1% 11.17% 12.7%
% of Column 16.7% 0.0% 4.0% I% N
a 1
TOTAL 12 12 25 22 13 18

At least

lidation in each

s in Planning Districts II, III, V, and VI

"region" that they would be in favor of

Thus, the support of

omewhat less if the regions

i
i
% “

t’f
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Table 30

SUMMARY TABLE OF POLICE DEPARTMENT SUPPORT FOR REGIONAL CONSOLIDATION

AREA % Departments Supporting Districts With
Consolidation Majority Support

Jails 66.0% I, 11, 111, V, VI

Duties 50.5% 11, 111, VI

Facilities and Offices 46.6% II, III, VI

Equipment and Vehicles 41.3% v, VI

Manpower 40.2% VI

Finance/Budget 38.2%

SHERIFF OFFICE SURVEY

The survey completed by sheriff offices was identical to the police

department survey. As seen in Table 31, 61 sheriff offices out of a total of

64 responded to the survey giving a 95.3% response rate. The analysis of the
sheriff office survey includes data from every sheriff office ip the state

except for those in Miner (District I), Union (District I1),

counties. The data Presented in each table, however, are based only on the

number of offices answering each particular question.

Table 31
SHERIFF OFFICE RESPONSE TO STATEWIDE DATA SURVEY
. = o DIST?éCTS 5 o STATE TOTALZ
Returned 9 5 12 10 16 9 61
Total Possible 10 [ 12 10 17 9 64
Raeturns
Return Rate 90.0% 83.3% 1002 100% 94.1% 100% 95.33

The survey results should be interpreted in light of the fact that all

sheriff offices do not have the same responsibilities. Different types of

cooperative arrangements exist through which a sheriff office may provide

additional services within its jurisdiction. For example, the sheriff of

18

and Ziebach (District V)f

de County also serves as head of the Highmore police department. The three

unorganized counties without a sheriff office - Shannon, Todd, and Washabaugh -
are attached, for all governmental purposes, to the counties of Fall River,
Jackson and Tripp respectively. According to the Division of Law Enforcement
Assistance county-wide law enforcement exists in the following counties:
Moody (District I), McCook (District II), Faulk and Marshall (District v,
potter (District V, and Bennett and Custer (District VI). ;n addition,
cooperative arrangements also exist within Minnehaha and Clay (District II),
Beadle (District IV), and Jackson (District VI) counties. All of these arrange-
ments change, to some extent, the role of the sheriff office.
Personnel and Offices
Table 32 summarizes the number and type of personnel employed by those

heriff offices responding to the survey. Of the 305 sheriff office employees
sher

Table 32

PERSONNEL WITH DCI TRAINING IN SHERIFF OFFICES RESPONDING TO THE SURVEY

STATE TOTALS
DISTRICT 5T
PERSONNEL 1 T 1T iv v
61
Sheriffs 9 5 12 10 ig g 18
Total Number 3 8 9 18.7%
Bumber Trained 1.8 80.0% 66.7% 90.0% 75.0% 88.9%
% Traine il
42 164
Deggziish‘umber 20 26 ig i; 2;- 33 l%- -
: .
Husber Trained ;g ot - 72.2% 70.4% 54.8% 78.6%
% Traine Y. .
30
Dispatchers 5 0 13 1 .(5) 3
Total Number 6 3 - 1] 0 0.0% 10.0%
Number Trained g ox 60.0% - 0.0% 0.0% .
% Trained + Ve e
20
Clerks 4 2 3 2 (8) 0
Total Number 1 0 0 0 0 0.0% 0.0%
Number T;‘ained g oz 0.0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% .
% Traine .
30
Jailors & Matrons 6 2 8 3 1(1) p
Total Numbexr 0 5 o 0 0 . 0.0% 36.0%
Rumber Trained - 100% 0.0% 0.02 0.0% :
4 Troined bl 305
75
61 53
Total Employees 36 46 3
19




&

5 (1.6%) were reported as being Indian and 1 (0.3%) was feported as being

non-Indian and non-White.

Data on the percentage of personnel reported to havé Ha& DCI training

is also presented in Table 32. 121 (75.2%) deputies and 48 (78.7%) sheriffs

were listed as having been trained by the DCI. Distriét V has the lowest

percentage of deputies with DCI training (54.8%).

Table 33 provides some information on offices used by sheriffs The

average sheriff office in South Dakota is 31 years old. District IT has

the offices with the oldest average age (54 years), however, plans are made

to relocate 60.0% of these offices within 5 years.

Table 33
DESCRIPTION OF SHERIFF OFFICES
- = e DISTRI%gs - - STATE AVERAGE
Avigzzss?ffice Age 17 54 30 36 18 35 31
% ?e%z:::ing in 12.5% 60.0% 25.0% 20.0% 18.8% 28.6% 2" 1%
Rank Order of Duties Consuming Sheriffs Office Time
The results of the ranking of 12 time consuming dﬁties performed by sheriff

offices are given in Table 34. The order is based upon the mean rank given to

each duty beginning with the most time consuming. Sheriff offices spend more

time on investigation than on any other duty. Prevention and deterrence is the

second most time consuming duty while apprehension of offenders is ranked thirg

In comparison, the top three duties ranked by police departments were (1) pPrevention

and deterrence, (2) traffic control and regulation and, (3) filling out fofms

and reports.

20

Table 34

RANK ORDER OF DUTIES CONSUMING SHERIFFS OFFICE TIME

DUTIES

;

Investigation

Prevention and Deterrence (routine patrol, etc.)
Apprehension of Offenders

Filling Out Forms or Reports

Jail Related Tasks

Traffic Contrcl and Regulation

Dispatch Services

Filing and Maintaining Records

Court Liaison

Family Dispute Interveantion

Community Services (serious illness, broken waterpipes, etc.)
Other

oo DN
.« o « o ® v @

P

b
SOV OWU DN
REanSTL88Eror

Buo
s

Records Data

Type of Records

The percentages of sheriff offices that keep 12 different kinds of records
are given in Table 35. Since some sheriff offices failed to indicate which recoxrds
they do not keep, two percentages are listed. The percentages in the "A" category
include only those offices answering the question. The percentages in the "g"
category assumes a ''no answer' on the questiomnaire meant that a department did
not keep that record. Of all offices responding to the survey, more (90.2%)
reported that they kept investigation reports then any other kind of record.
A jail logbook is maintained in 83.6% of all sheriff offices, and, complaint
reports and fingerprint cards in 82.0%. Only 65.6% of sheriff offices reported
that they keep UCR records. More than half of all sheriff offices maintaining

any record indicated that they kept that record indefinitely or permanently.

Availability of Data

As in the case of the police department survey, the data obtained from
sheriff offices concerning their activities in 1974 was of low quality because
0 "
of a large number of NRA "not readily available" and NA '"not available” responses.

. q ted.
For this reason only the availability status of activity data is repor

21
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’ Table 35 : o
PERCENT OF Sypgyp zes could provide actual numbers for any of these five areas. The implementation RS
&. % Reeping Recoras F OFFICES KEEpryng CERTAIN RECORD ' i
B.* Ads o S R . P
djusted 3 — e UCR record keeping system in the state should make most of these types of |
T / I ) IIIDISTRICTS 1 1
g v STATE s more readily available. '
) .J f Cng DATA (DaTry) v VI rd y ; Fan
; Omplaint Re :
} ; ports g ;;.SZ 100% 1002
: ¢ 8% 100y Ny 87.52 10
% Radio Log 8331 j0i0x 550k 100z g4 4 Table 36
; . 75.02 100z 3% abs.e
: 82.0%
, g. gg.sz 60.07 75,05 AVAILABILITY OF DATA FROM SHERIFF OFFICES ON THE NUMBEK OF COMPLAINTS RECEIVED IN 1974
1 ) 6% 60.0y 94 Ty s 5 ‘
% Investigation Repore * 2507 500y 43'35 gg gf 62.23 SPONSES DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
| "84 62 45.9% : 1 T TIT v v VI AND PERCENT
: A.
! 100% 1002 D il
i B. 00% . ata Available
* Ar 1002 1005 gy yE 1002 oo § offices 0 . 0 3 & 2 20 ¢
' Test Reporgg 7k s0.0z 75.0% 1188;; 100z " % of Column 0.0% 20.0% 0.0% 37.5% 26.7% 25.0% 18.9% .
: : A 90.2% : o
A 77.82 0
{ *9%4 60,0y Not Readily Available
3 N . 77.8% 6.9y gioofi 88.9g 1003 Offices 3 4 4 1 1 16 ,
; ingerprint capgg ‘7% 88,93 68.8% 11807. 90.7% % of Column 50.0% 80,07 36.4% 37.5% 6.7% 12.5% 30.2%
; 0% 80.3z
! A, 88.97 « 3% y .
i B. *2h 60,0% o Not Available
; - 88.9%  60.0z 8;"% 88.97 g5 gy Offices 3 0 7 2 10 5 27 }
: DATA (sumpary) 3% 8.0 gy 88.9%  g9.3y % of Column 50.0% 0.0% 63.6% 25.0% 66.7% 62.5% 50.9% g
: UCR Records ‘2% 88.9% gy oy
1 6 5 11 8 15 8 53 |
, ;‘*- 7782 40,05 4 TOTALS |
y , 787 40l0g g b 6257 gy . s‘
Onthly Summarieg 7% 50,0z 62.5% SS 9% 75.5% :
I 9% 65.¢9 Table 37
A. 50.0% 67 Y
! 0% 40, {
; otHE ‘ B. 4.4 43 8% fg.oz 5712 30,0 AVATLABILITY OF DATA FROM SHERIFF OFFICES ON THE NUMBER OF INVESTIGATIONS RECEIVED IN 1974 : ;
] R RECORDS ’ 7% 40,03 <02 33,3y I
H < . o 234 41.9u <
: Jail Logbook 18.82 3373 29, 5§§ * RESPONSES DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS |
A. T I 11T v v VI AND PERCENT P
B, loof‘ 100z 7,54 Data Available B
st 0% lo0z sy 100z gp 4 Offices 1 1 0 2 5 2 . o
. ate ASAP Fopm .37 1002 g gy fggz 96.23 % of Column 14.3% 20.0% 0.0% 25.0% 33.3% 25.,0% 20,4% {
! -O% %
i A. > 83.6%
. i 57.1% 0.09 .
‘ B. 0% o Not Readily Available }
; 4447 glog C00% a3 , Offices 4 4 4 1 0 16 ‘
Fiel : 8.3g 27.3% [ 3 i ‘
: d Unit Actiyie, Log © 5007 1875y 22-22 42,5y % of Column 42.9% 80.0% 36.4% 50.0% 6.7% 0.0% 29.6%
i 47
A. 42.93 © 27.97
‘ 9% 40.0y .
, 5 . B 3331 4glon o sy sy "oetrees 3 0 7 2 9 6 27
| "ployee Time Sheges TR 80,0z 310, :‘33337 47.57 % of Column 42.9% 0.0% 63.6% 25.0% 60.0% 75.0% 50.0% ,
¢ A, 14,33 i 3l.1z -
i -3%2 60.0y . 11 8 15 8 54 :
’ i B. 11.12 69,0z f§'$f 57,18 45 gy TOTALS 7 5 3
» b‘yedPercentagE In the B, . . 7% 40.0% 31'2: gg‘ﬁz 46.5% i
. CPATLmENts which compior SOrY 18 based o : 6% 32.8% ’
t 8%
: completed the questionn:ir:eb:fs;;‘gtion that reeopq ;
; Ot ansyer ppas YETe not jgp, : ‘
g Questy, P
! Only 18,9y Table 38 .
! . o Of Sher T able
iff
7 they offices were able ¢ o AVATLABILITY OF DATA FROM SHERIFFS OFFICES ON THE NUMBEK OF INVESTIGATIONS CLOSED IN 1974 :
: received €port th :
~ ! in 19 € num ;
: 74 (Table 36). 20,4 ber of comp1g RESPONSES DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS :
. they iniey 4% knew the numb ints T i TiT v v VI AND PERCENT ‘
lated (Table 37), 7 €r of invests Data Available i
s Offlces (13 29 gatiOn Offices 0 1 0 2 4 0 7 . d
of ThVestigations ¢, *2%) were aple to rep % of Column 0.0% 20,0% 0.0% 25,0% 26.7% 0.0% 13.2% L
ey close Ort on th i
: nade d (Table 38), 12 (271 4 € Number Not Readily Available iy -
; (Table 39y, , d *4%) on the nyp Offices 3 4 4 4 - 0 )
o > and 7 (13.0%) op the €T of arregts % of Column 50.0% 80.0% 36.4% 50.0% 6.7% 0.0% 30022 ‘
; H . Otal [N
- ; 1 numb ;
. . n 1974, Table 41 ig a s er of court actiong Not Available o 5 2 . 8 20 ; \
C ummar Offices 3 g =Y :
: 7 table lndlcating that oni % of Column 50.0% 0.0% 63.6% 25.0% 66.7% 100% : 56.6%
only 18 :
: (32‘12) sheri TOTALS 6 5 1 8 15 8 53
[y < 22 :
:‘ -
23 .

e

T

ot i e - b m%«..

R T




Table 39 |
AVATLABILT
N TY OF DATA FROM SHERIFFS OFFICES ON THE NUMBER OF ARRE
STS IN 1974
- DISTRICTS
Data A " '
OffiZ::lable - I . o= STATE TOTALS
e 141 1 O 5 AND PERCENT
.3% 20.0% °
0% 0.0% 50, °
Net Readily Available ’ o w ZiZAZ
gf‘fécgzl 3 4 4
umn 42.9% % *
9% 80.0% 36.4% 40,0% ! 2
s .07 6.7% 25,0% 3;817
of; N
Z fécgilumn 42397' ° ’ !
— .9% 0.0% 63.67 10.0% 60902 N .
. 75.0%
: "
5 11 10 15 o
8
56
. Table 40
ILABILITY OF DAT
N A FROM SHERIFF OFFICES ON THE TOTAL NUMBER 0
F COURT ACTIONS I
N 1974
Data Available ’ " T DIS?}ICTS
zoffices 1 0 ) . ngETOTALS
of Colump ; -
14.3% 0.0% : 3
.0% 0.0% 33,3z °
Not Readily Availabl | o " 7
e 0%
.. 13.0%
4 oflg:i.umn 423975 : : >
_ . 80.0% 36.4% 55.6% ! 2
Not Available . o o g
. | 4 35,
%z oficgzlumn 42397 5 ’ ! ]
- : 97 20.0% 63.6% 11.1% 7;042 6 28
. . 15.0%
7 5 11 9 14 L
8
54
S Table 41
Y TABLE OF DATA
I UMMAR RELATED To CRIMINAL ACTIVITY* AVATLABLE FROM ‘S
‘SHERIFF OFFICES
\*\\_— .
Some Available ' " e DISREICTS
7Ofoffige§ 1 l 7 I f;ng TOTALS
n e i ERCENT
14,3% 20.0% ° ’
. 0.0% 60.0% X
All Not Readil - o 7 g
Yy Available o
Of £,
%Z of cgzlumn 42397 : : ’ .
.97 80.0% 36.4% 30.07% ! % °
Al]bflg;.t Available n o - -
2
% of cgslumn 42397 X ! ! N
- .9% 0.0% 63.6% 10.07 46777 > 23 »
A 2% 62.5% ’
7 5 n 4 3
* > y —AA auw 1
This include i l
8 complaints, investigations, arrests and court ti 8 }
actions.
P .
roblems ip Sheriff Offices
Turnover Rate
&
As seen i |
f n Table 42 o
nl
F Y 6 sheriff offices (10.3%) had what th
| €y conside
red
24

District II reported a low turnover rate,

Table 42

SUBJECTIVE REPORT OF TURNOVER RATE IN SHERIFF OFFICES

Reasons Given For Turnover Rate

by 29.2% of the offices (Table 43).

for their turnover rate.

The most common reason for turnov

RESPONSES _. DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
I I1 IiT v v VI AND PERCENT
L
owoffices 6 3 11 4 13 8 45
2 of Column 66.7% 60.0% 100% 44 .47 86.7% 88.9% 77.6%
Medium
¢ offices 2 1 0 3 0 1 7 ;
7 of Column 22.2% 20.0% 0.0% 33.3% 0.0% 11.1% 12.1%
High
g()ff:i.ces 1 1 0 2 2 0 6 .
9 of Column 11.1% 20.07 0.0% 22.2% 13.3% 0.0% 10.3%
TOTAL 9 5 11 9 15 9 58

er - good working conditions - was reported

25.0% of sheriff offices thought that the

small size of their force produced low turnover.

On the negative side, 20.8% of

sheriff offices gave pooT working conditions and 16.7% gave poor wages as reasons

Table 43
REASONS GIVEM FOR TURNOVER RATE IN SHERIFF OFFICES
DISTRICT STATE TOTALS
REASORS I IT IIT v v Vi AND PERCENT
HIGH AND MEDIUM TURNOVER
Poor Working Conditions ) N 0 N . L s
gfiécgzmm 50.0% 33.3% 0.0% 50.0% 14.3% 12.5% 20.8%
Poor Wages 4
1 1 0
Of £1 1 1 0 N § -
% ofczzlumn 50,0% 33.3% 0.0% 50.0% 24.3% 0.0% 16.7%
LOW TURNOVER
Good Working Conditioms o o ) 0 0 5 .
.08 29.2%
gfiécgzlumn 0.0% 0.0% 100% 0.0% 0.0% 62.5%
Small Force 4 ) 6
1] 4] 0 0 3 02
gfgcgilumn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.07 57.1% 25.0% 25
ALL OTHER REASONS 0 . . o )
Offices 0 1 6oa
% of Column 0.0% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 14.3% 0.0%
| 24
TOTAL 2 3 2 2 7 8
25
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Number and Degree of Problems

Sheriff office problems with workload (Table 44),
qualifications (Table 46), salaries (Table 47),

budget (Table 49), facilities (Table 50),

training (Table 45),

status in community (Table 48),

and equipment (Table 51), are reported.

Table 44
SHERIFF OFFICES REPORTING A STAFF WORKLOAD PROBLEM
RESPONSES DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
I I1 111 v A VI P
No Problem AND PERGENT
Offices 1 1 5 5 7 0 19
% of Column 11.1% 20.0% 41.7% 50.0% 46.7% 0.0% 31.7%
Minor Problem
Offices 5 2 5 1 2 2 17
% of Column 55.6% 40.0% 41.7% 10.0% 13.3% 22.2% 28.3%
Major Problem
Offices 3 2 2 4 6 7 24
% of Column 33.3% 40.0% 16.77 40,07 40,07 77.8% 40.0%
TOTALS 9 5 12 10 15 9 60
Table 45
SHERIFF OFFICES REPORTING A STAFF TRAINING PROBLEM
RESPONSES ; DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
1T III v
No Problem v VI AND PERCENT
Offices 2 1 10 6 7 3 29
% of Column 22.2% 20.0% 83.37% 60.0% 46.7% 33.3% 48.3%
Minor Problem
Pffices 5 4 1 3 4 6 23
% of Column 55.6% 80.0% 8.3% 30.0% 26.7% 66.7% 38.3%
Major Problem
Offices 2 0 1 1 4 0
% of Column 22,2% 0.0% 8.3% 10.07% 26.7% 0.0% 13837
TOTALS 9 5 12 10 15 9 60
Table 46
SHERIFF OFFICES REPORTING A STAFF QUALIFICATIONS PROBLEM
RESPONSES DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
I I1 IIT v v Vi
No Problem AND PERCENT
Offices 5 5 11 5 7 5 38
% of Column 55.6% 100% 91.7% 50.0% 46,77 55.6% 63.32
Minor Problem
Offices 2 0 0 3 5 4 14
% of Column 22,2% 0.0% 0.0% 30.07% 33.3% 44,42 23.3%
Major Problem
Offices 2 4] 1 2 3 0 8
% _of Column 22.27 0.0% 8.37% 20.0% 20.0% 0.0% 13.3%
TOTALS 9 5 12 10 15 9 60

vy o/

Table 47

SHERLIFF OFFICES REPORTING A STAFF SALARIES PROBLEM

DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
RESPONSES T T TIT v 7 VT AND PERCENT
18
No Prablem 3 0 7 1 7 0
Offices, 33.3% 0.0% 58.3% 10.0% 46.7% 0.0% 30.0%
% of Column
15
Minor Problem ) 3 3 3 4 , 0 ]
0ffices 22,2% 60.0% 25,0% 30.0% 26.7% 0.0% 25.0%
% of Column
27
Major Problem 4 2 2 6 4 9,,
0ffices 44.4% 40.0% 16.7% 60.0% 26.7% 100% 45.0%
% of_ Column
9 5 12 10 15 9 60
TOTALS
Table 48

SHERIFF OFFICES REPORTING A STATUS IN COMMUNITY PROBLEM

ALS
DISTRICYS STAT;.E';?:ENT
RESPONSES T T T v v VI AND
7 47
No Problem 4 10 8 11 .
Offices 77732 80.0% 83.3% 80.0% 73.3% 77.8%
7 of Column .
1 11
Minor Problem 1 2 2 3 ) - e
Offices zzzzz 20,02 16.74 20.0% 20.0% 11.1%
% of Column .
2
Major Problem 0 0 0 0 1 1111‘,‘4 397
Offices 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 6.72 :
% of Column : 60
9 5 12 10 15 9
TOTALS
Table 49
EM
G AN ADEQUATE BUDGET PROBL
SHERIFF OFFICES REPORTIN
STATE TOTALS
DISTRICTS 7 Vi AND PERCENT
RESPONSES T 7T v
t 20
3 1 .
No Problem 1 9 1 1117 33.9%
Offices 55 62 25.0% 75.02  10.02  20.0%
% of Column .
22
7 4 .
Minor Problem 2 9 5 Y 4 at 37.3%
Offices - 50. 0% 16.7% 50,00 46.7%
% of Column .
17
3 b 8%
Major Problem 1 1 4 44 42 28.8%
Offices zzzzx 25.02 8.3% 40.0% 33.3% y
% of Column . 9
9 4 12 10 15
TOTALS

ith s
The three most common types of problems were Wil

workload (68.3%) and adequate budget (66.1%).

a major problem with staff salaries.

27

taff salaries (70.0%), staff

45.9% of sheriff offices reported
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Table 50
R SHERLEF OFFICES REPORTING AN ADEQUATE FACILITY
PR
% of GColumn 87757 3 : & v VI ig]";‘Tg TOTALS
Minor Problem <24 75.0% 66.7% 50?02 4060/ 5 ERCENT
0 .03 ;
sz§°§§1umn 12}52 0 ) 3.3k ngzz
Mejor Problem 004 16.72 20.01 33 4
% of Colum 0?07 1 , - 22?1%
TOTALS 2500 a6 a9y 2677 2
8 ‘ 12 TﬁM
9
58
Table 51
R SHERIFF OFFICES REPORTING AN ADEQuATE
Yo Pronion _ — DISTREE—__*“_f?Y?PMENT PROBLEN
Offices IIT s .
2 of etumn e s . v i STATE TOTALS
Mig:; Problen 75.0% 75.0% 40?02 25477 ) AND PERCENT
7 of cotumn 375 1 5 o st 8
Major Problem SE .00 s 4oy 7 5
0ff fees ) T AT 55z 23
—~% of Colump 12.5% Q 0 . 39.7%

==t 0.02
0 9.0% 20.0%

26?77 2
12 10 - 22.2% 9
15.5%

15 9
58

TOTALS

Table 52

ber
Major Minor 1f o
o , rgbg‘.em
4
Highw. ) :
ay Patrol o
2 4
Game, Figh g Parks 9 o
0 4
P
rivate Security Companies
. 0
District Planners
0

28

Table 53
SHERIFF OFFICES REPORTING A PROBLEM IN COOPERATING WITH OTHER* LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES
RESPONSES DISTRICTS STATE TOTALS
I 11 111 v v Vi AND PERCENT

No Problem '

0ffices 6 4 10 8 12 8 48

7 of Column 66.7% 100% 83.3% 80,0% 75.0% 88.9% 80.0%
Minor Problem

0ffices 3 0 1 2 3 0 9

% of Column 33.3% 0.0% 8.3% 20.0% 18.8% 0.0% 15.0%
Major Problem

Offices 0 0 1 0 1 1 3

% of Column 0.0% 0.0% 8.3% 0.0% 6.3% 11.1% 5.0%
TOTAL 9 4 .12 10 16 9 60
*grher refers to agencles not 1isted in Table 52, i.e«, other police departments and sheriff offices.

Regional Consolidation

Sheriff office support for regional consolidation in six areas was

measured by the questionnaire. As seen in Table 54 only 17 (29.3%) offices are

in favor of regional consolidation of equipment and vehicles. 19 offices (32.8%)
support consolidation of facilities and offices (Table 55). With 35 offices (58.3%)
f office support is found for consolidation of jails than

22 offices (37.9%) favored co

in favor, more gherif
nsolidation of duties

r area (Table 56).
ffices (35.1%) supported

for any othe
manpower (Table 58) and 12 offices

(Table 57), while 20 o

rted finance/budget A summary of sheriff

consolidation (Table 59).

(21.4%) suppo
office support for regional consolidation in these six areas is found in Table 60.

as well as police de of consolidating

Sheriff offices, partments, are most in favor
jails and quties and least in favor of regional consolidation of finance/budget.

o i
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Table 54
SHERIFF OFFICE SUPPORT FoR REGIONAL CONSOLIDATION OF EQUIPMENT AND VEHICLES
_N________________________,~______‘_~__“4._____—~__________~____~__‘_.___._,.______“___‘~______..___________,.
RESPONSES —_ DISTRICTS . STATE TOTALS
Yee I II I1T v v Vi AND PERCENT
Offices 2 ) 3 5 1 4 2 17
% of Columm 22,27 60.0% 50.0% 10.0z 26.72 22,2z 29,33
No
Offices 6 2 4 7 10
o L7 5
% of Columg 66.7% 40,07 40.0z% 70.0% 66.7% 55.6% 53467’
Undecided
Offices 1 0 1 2 2 7
7 o o o .
9of Column 11,1z 0:02_ _ __10.0% 2002 6.73 22,27 12.1x
———c==o.lumr ———-—————-————~—-——~————-——— T ——~______~..N__O__~_-._______________._~.
TOTAL 9 5 10 10 15 9 58
i Table 55
: SHERIFF OFFICE SUPPORT FOR REGIONAL [He)
RESPONSES ‘

————

I DISTRICTS
I II
Yes

\——~-—\\
III v v
Offices 2

—_ STATE TOTALS
Vi AND PERCENT
3 5 1 5 3 19
% of Column 22,29 60.0% 50.0% 10.0% 33.3% 33.3z 32.87
No
Offices 6 2 6 8 30
Z of Column- 66,72 40.0% 40.0% 60.0% 53,32 44,43 51.7%
. Undecided ) .
' Offices 1 0 1 3 2 2 9
Z of Column 11.1% 0.0% 10,0% 30.0% 13.3% 22,27 15.5%
TOTALS o 9 5 10 10 15 9 58
! Table 56
SHERIFF OFFICE SUPPORT FOR REGIONAL CONSOLIDATTON OF, JAILS
RESPONSES DISTRICTS STATE Tomars
, 11 111 v v VI AND PERCEyy
: Yes : -
; Offices 3 4 5 9 6 35
% of Column 33.3% 80.0% 66.7% 50.0% 60.0% 66.7% 58,3y
4
: No
Offices 4 1 3 4 3 2 17
% of Column 46 43 20.0% 25.0% 40.0% 20.0% 22,23 28.3y
t Undecided
; Offices 2 0 1 1 3 1 8
% of Column 22.2% 0.0% 8.3% 10.0% 20.0z 11.1% 13.3z
TOTALS 9 5 12 10 15 9 60
30
- N e o

Table 57 ds, dispatch etc.)
§ (i.e. records,
REGIONAL CONSOLIDATION OF DUTIES STATE gggﬁs
ORT FOR AND PE
SHERIFF OFFICE SUPP —RTGTS . .
v 22
11T o
iT 3 37.9%
RESPONSES I 3 4 33.3%
6 . 28.6% '
4 0.0%

Y ottices 2 80.0% 342 ’ 26
office 22.27% ) 5 44,8%
% of Column 7 o :

3 o 55.6%
4 50.0%
0%
o 6 20-02 36.4% 30 b
Offices 66.7% : 1 .
17.2%
% of Column 4 3 11.1%
1 . 21.4% -
. 0% 8

Undecided 1 oz 9.1% 40 ) . 5
Offices 11.1% - 14
% of Column 5 11 10

9
TOTALS
Table 58

¥ MANPOWER
LIDATION O
SUPPORT FOR REGIONAL CONSO
FFICE
SHERIFF O

STATE TOTALS

AND PERCENT
B e DIST&ICTS v VI 20
o rn = T
111 3 35.1%
I1 7 o ’
RESPONSES T 1 33.3%
4 . 46.7%
4 4h. 4% 10.0%
P o 80.0% 5 e
Offices 11.1% 52.6%
7 .
% of Columt 7 , 55.6%
4 7 46.7%
1 44.4% 70.0
N ogEs 5672 20.0% 1 12737
Offices 66. .34
1
% of Column 2 . 11.1%
1 g 6.7%
. .0% 57
ided 2 0 11.1% 20 9
Undecide o2 0.0% 15
] o balo
gfiécgolumn 2 5 9 10
9
TOTALS
Table 59 CE/BUDGET
OF FINAN
PORT FOR REGIONAL CONSOLIDATION STATE ng;x{s
ICE SUP AND PERf
SHERIFF OFF DISTRICTS 7 Vi
v 12
TII
I1 3 21.4%
2 y
RESPONSES I 4 0 4.3% 33.32%
1 . 0.0% 14.3%
4%
Yes 22227 20.0% 44 5 s
Offices oL 62.5%
10 .
% of Column 6 g 55.6%
4 4 60.0% 71.4%
6 0% 4h . 4%
No 7% 80.07% 9
Offices 66. ) 1 16.1%
0 .
% of Colum 1 4 ., 14.3% 11.1%
1 0 .17 40.0% 56
Undecided 11.1% 0.0% - 14 9
Offices m . 9 10
g u 5
gf_ggl 9

TOTALS
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Table 60
SUMMARY TABLE OF

SHERIFFS OFFI
CE SUPPQRT FOR REGTIONAL CONSOLIDATION
AREA % Office Supporting

Jails *‘"‘g2259£3935i22_§ Districts Wicn

58.37 Hajority Suppore

Duties .
‘ » IIX, v, yr
i Manpower o
: s II, 111
1 F ) ) .
acilities apg Offices 32 .
' .8% ’
i 4
quipment ang Vehicles )
29,37

’ i Finance/Bug et I
1 . 21.4%

\

e
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SOUTH DAKOTA JAILS

A Jail survey document based upon the one designed by Dr. Dénald Dahlin

(South Dakota Jails: Current Conditions and Provosed Direction, Univefsity of

South Dakota, 1971), was mailed to.police and sheriff departments throughout the
state. Of the 113 questionnaires sent, 93 were returned. Thus, an 82 percent

response rate was obtained. Twenty-five returned questionnaires were discarded

COUNTY N = 49

TABLE 61

SOUTH DAKOTA JAILS REPORTING IN DATA SURVEY

DISTRICT 1 N=235 . ) DISTRICT VI N=2g
Brookings Bennett
Codington Butte
Grant . Custer
Kingsbury Fall River
Lake Harding
Moody Jackson

; : Lawrence

DISTRICT IT N =6 Meade
Clay Pennington
Lincoln
McCook
Minnehaha .

Turner CITY N =19
Union

DISTRICT III

DISTRICT IX N=24
N=7 Lennox (Lincoln Co.)
Dell Rapids (Minnehaha Co.)

Brule
Charles Mix ‘Alcester (Union Co.)
Davison Beresford (Union Co.)
Douglas
Gregory DISTRICT IV N =4
Hutchinson Huron (Beadle Co.)
Yankton -Groton (Brown Co.)
Eureka (McPherson Co.)
DISTRICT IV N = 9 Sisseton (Roberts Co.)
Beadle
Brown DISTRICT V N=6
Day Herreid (Campbell Co.)
Edmunds Isakai (Dewey Co.)
Faulk “ Pierre (Hughes Co.)
Hand Presho (Lyman Co.)
Marshall Lemmon (Perkins Co.)
Roberts Mobridge (Walworth Co.)
Spink
DISTRICT VI N=35
DISTRICT V N = 12 Spearfish (Lawrence Co.}
Corson Faith (Meade Co.)
Dewey Hill City (Pennington Co.)
Haakon Well (Pennington Co.)
Hughes Pine Ridge (Shannon Co.)
Jones
Lyman
Mellette
Perkins
Potter
Stanley
Tripp
Walworth

33
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( d

faciliti i
es without operati
io jai
nal jails. Thus, the number of q
» uestionnaires ili
utilized

approximates the
total number of jails operating in th
e state,

The primar j
Yy objective i i
Il reporting the data is to pre
sent the statu
s of city

and county jai
Jails duri
uring 1975 as an update to the 1971 p h
ahlin report

objective i .
1s to exhibit important 4 4 second
forming pi ata by plamning districts with
- anners of 1th an e .
) local needs. The report covers f ye toward in-
acilities, (2) jai our areas: .
jail o ; (1) jail
peration, (3) jail population, ang (4) J
’ future neeq
S.

Jail Facilit .
i
Age and Condition es

categories M
- Most Sout - each of
h Dakota Jails are old 0f all four age
ting, 53
TABLE 62
ACE TN YEARG AGE OF JAILS
T DISTRIC
= 343 s . —
vi STATE TOTAL
Over 50 Z N Z N 4
County 0 () N 4 N 7 N y
Cit 67 N
¢ o 0 Egg 0 (2) 33 (3) 33 (4) Z N
30-50 - 0@ 17 g 3
County 2) 15)
17 () 18
¢ (&]
i 0 (0) 23 83 33 (2 33 (3) 17 (2) )
10-29 T 33 (1) 33 (2) zg Eo) 2 ¢
County 1) 10)
Cit 0 (0) 35 (6)
' e @ 0f Te zma no
Ungzr 10. - 33 (1) 50 (3) 28 gg; )
unty ’
City 83 (5) o 29 (5)
' D@ ma N nm mg
ToTAL 0@ 33 ) o () 2 o 36 (17)
Count: 1)
City v 6 6 6 - 18 (3)
° 3 0 ; 1 8
6 5 47
17

*
District 3 no city jails reported

34

percent OY 34 of 64 jails are over 30 years old. Further, with the exception

of districts I and III, 25 to 46 percent of the jails are over 50 years old.

County jails in district IV, V and VI are generally older.than city jails.

Five of the six county jails in District I were built in the last ten years.

Each jail officer was asked to assess the condition of his jail as either

excellent, good adequate, OT POOT (see table 63). About 50 percent of county

percent were adequate to poor.

jails were rated good to excellent and 50

percent of the county jails were

Fifty-eight percent of the city jails and 35
considered to be in poor condition. In Districts II and 11T, approximately

50 percent of the county jails were rated as excellent.

TABLE 63
CONDITION OF JAILS

— —
____——————// STATE TOTAL
— mSTICT VT
CONDITION — 5 TiT IV 5 v 1
3 2 N Z N %2 N % N % N % N % N
g Excellent 4 1 8 (1) 11 (1) 29 (14)
C 67 &) 50 (3) 57 AT
Ciﬁ;ty V) S0 @ 0 (0) 25 (1) 0 (0) 0 (0
Gogd . 7@ 0 14 (1) 22 (2) 33 (4) Z% E?g %i (t;g
city | @ © 0 © 0 (0 25 (1) 0 (0)
3 Adequate 0 @ 17 M 0 (0 22 (2) 17 () 22 (2) M
b ( .
3 el 0l s s 0@ M 20 16 3
Poor 42 (5) : 35 (17)
1 33 (2 29 (2) 44 (&) 33 (3)
ggﬁ“ty 13 Eog 25 Eyigf 0 {0) 50 (2) 83 (5) 60 (3) 59 (11)
_city
TOTAL 9 12 9 49
County. ; ; 6 4 6 5 19
City

tages are read vertically e.8. 67% of the county jails in pistrict I are in excellent condition.
NOTE:  Percen ;

geventy-three percent of the county and 83 percent of the city jails claim

ght fluctuation across

no past renovation. 1In this regard, there was only sli

35
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districts.

(District IT)

Mobri i
. » Mobridge in Walyorth county, (District v)
awrence county, (District v) » and Spearfish in

c ,
ounty is now Operaticnal

TABLE 64

NUMBER OF JATLS REPORTING ESCAPES

SINCE 1970
ESCAPES
T DISTRICT
I I v
No N g oy v Vi STATE TOTAL
County 83 ¢ N Y % N
Cit; 5) 67 : Z N
Y 0 (0 75 é;; 2 s6.(5) 58y N
Yes B 61 (2) 57 (4) gg (3) 53
County (3) (26)
17
Cit () 33 61 (11)
0 0 25 g%g 71 (5) 44 (4) 42 (s
TOTAL . T 33 (1) 13 (Z) 27 (6)
County 0. (2) 47 (23)
City 6 6 ; T3
0 4 —_— ; 12 9
6
5 49
18
NOTE:

have had €scapes since 197(.

facilitj
litieg reported no escapes

ten escapes.

L A b

s e i i

The Board of Charities and Corrections is responsible for making and reporting
on site inspections for each jail in the state at least once a year. Only 47

percent of the juils sampled were reported to have ever been inspected.

Capacity

The maximum capacity of 79 percent of the city jails is ten or less. The‘tribal;
jails in Districts iV at Sisseton and in District VI at Pine Ridée have maximum
capacities of 28 and 34 inmates, respectively. They represent the largesf jails
in the city category each having one cell witﬁ a 26 to 50 inmate capacity. The
county jails were génerally larger than the ‘city jailé with an average maximum '

capacity of‘approximately 15 inmates. County jails are distributed through all

size categories with 15 percent in the 26 to 50 category and 13 percent in the

TABLE 65
MAXTMUM CAPACITY OF JAILS

CAPACITY DISTRICT STATE TOTAL
I II I1I v v Vi
x N % N %N % N % N %N % N
0-5
y 0o (0 o (0) 0 (0) 22 (2) o (0) 11 (1) 6 (3)
g:lét;tj 0 EO; 75 (3) —~—— 50 (2) 33 (2) 60 (3) 52 (10)
6-10 "
&) 50 (3) 29 (2) 0 (0) 42 (5) 11 (1) 31 (15)
prd 7 W 5 & — 25 () 33 () 20 (1) %6 (5
ooty o @ 17 () W@ 2@ o3& 2 20 (10)
city 0 (0 0 (0 — 0 (0) 17 (1) 0 (0) 5 (¢h)
16-20
0o (o 17 (L) o (0 33 (3) g (1) 0 (0) 10 (5)
ol SRS O — 0 17 () 0 (0) 5
21-25
0 (@ 0 (0 29 (2 0 (0) 0 11 6 3
P O SO S S 0 0 0 o (0
y
26-50
33 (2 0 (0) 0 () 11 () 8 (1) 33 RN
g::;ty 0 (0 o (0) e 25 (1) o (0) 20 (1) 10 (2)
51-100 ’ . ’
0o (0) 17 (1) 29 (2) 11 (1) 8 (1) 11 (1) 12 (6)
Gaty 0 (@ 0 (0 = 0 () 0 0 )
AL .
To'gounty 6 6 7 9 12 9 49
city 4 — 4 6 5 19

0
Percentages run vertically, e.g. 677 of the county jails in Distriet I have a maximum capacity between 6 and 10.

NOTE:

37

Not only are South Dakota jails old, in general, they are small (see Table 65).
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mno .
st Prominent s With 44
per

cent g
dorms, nd

The only Noteable 4i

Fo? larger cells ang

fferenCQ between

jstrict VI includes one 10 to 20 inmate dormitority cell. The large

& Hughes county facility in District V also serves Stanley county.

Table 66 shows the statewide distribution of jails with maximum security

L;:caUs. District I has a high number of jails (67%) reporting maximum security

Vv, IV, VI and III with 40%, 33%, 31%, 14%, respec~

i
ﬁ;fcells, followed by District II,

creasing availability of maximum security

| tively. There is a tendency, for in

/

3iécells to correlate (Spearman's rank o

rder) with the number of jails in each

gdistrict reporting no escapes. The existence of maximum security facilities may

cilities, higher budgets and less manpower

M

?;époint to jails with generally better fa
i
i 1 where five jail facilities are relatively

shortages. For example, in District

B ;
new, all have maximum security cells and have reported no escapes gsince 1970.

Location

Table 67 shows the number of jails housed in each of six types of building.

ently located in either the courthouse or

County jail facilities are most frequ

bt " N
s e eser g S o

TABLE 66
TYPES oF CELLS AVAILABLE ™ TABLE 67
w rockIoY
I )t . DISTRICT STATE TOTAL
I 1?;‘3}[:1:01' LOCATION 1 II I1I v v VL
N v \
One Man 8 2N % N 7N v VI STATE TOTAT, % W 72 N %z N %z N %z N % N % N
3.0 3 ¢ % Courth
Two Ma 0@ 4 ° N % ourthouse 67 @ ST w22 4205 33 (3) 39 (19
n 33 @ 3 (3) 54 (7) . N 2 - County 17 Eé% 0 (0 o 0 (0) 0 (0) o (0) 0 (Og
Three Man ) 60 ®) g6 (5 U0 1y ey ’
0 0 : 85:(11) 44 (30
Four Man © 0 0 (0 36 (10) 86 (1) ) Gity Hall 0o (0 0 (O 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (@ 11D 2 ()
33 (2) i & 1 n 69 (47) ounty o (0) 50 (2) ——- 50 (2) 50 (3) 40 (2) 47 (9
5~10 Bed 40 (4 43 (3 . @ city
Dormg 23 (3) . 6 @ ,
’ 33 (2) 09 43 (g ) oy Gounty Bullding 0 5y 0 (O 0 (0 ) 0 (0) 11 2 )
10-20 Be 20 @ . 40 (27 ounty o (0 0 (0 —— o (0 0 () 20 (1) 5 (1)
d . 0 (0) )
D 15 city
orms (2) 17 (3)
0 o) 36 5
Hax. Sec. ©@ @ e | ®a g Jail Bullding o @ o0 @ 1@ 56 3B 330 35 A7)
Cell : , 8 () 11 gg‘;;‘y 0o (@ 0 {0 — 25 (1) 0 (0) 0 (0 5 (D)
NOTE: L) 40 (4 14 g 7 6 (4 1
SHihe ercentages ryp verticaly 1) 31 (4 13 PolicetBUild ng 17 (1) 13 (2) 29 (2) 22 (2) 8 (1) 0 (0) 16 (8)
Y. e.5. 83 pe 8 1 Gounty o (0 25 (1 L 5 03 40 (@) 37 (1)
Percent of the jails in p 31 21) city
n District
I have one map cells Otgefmty o (0 o (0) 0 (0) o (0) 17 (2) 1L (1) 6 (3)
_,2251,.___.____, 0_(0) 25 (1) e 0 _(0) 0_(0) 0 (0 5 (1

38

NOTE: percentages are read vertically e.g. District II 67% of the county jalls are housed in the courthouse.
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Extended Facilitieg

sex

Presents g
Problem (Tap
le 68). Thirteen bercent of tp
e jails were
unable

.
S

But .
gg

TABLE 68

AVATL,
ABILITY oF EXTENDED FACILITIES

SEPARATION (SEPARATIONS)

it
. Z N P
S Male-Female N %N VI STATE TOTAL
County A N Z N % N
City 100 <(6) 83 4
—_— (5
- O w0 P
Juvenile-Adylt i 75 (3 91 (10) 89
County ) 80 (&) 80 gf; 91
City 100 (s) 83 (42)
. — 5 G ®O 7 (14)
Untrled"SEnte — 75 50 (5)
County need . (3) 50 (3 89 (8)
City 33 (@) s B 80 (37
- 50 ((.':l? 17 (» 22 (2) 36 (9)
Drunk-Sober - —— 20 (2) 3
gounty 100 ¢ : 20 (1) g5 (1§ 26
, ity 6) &7 12)
. —— 75 g;g 83 (5) 44 (4) 21 (3)
Indian-Non-India T 75 (3 75 (9 56
County n ) 3 @ s ((3)) 69
City 0 (0 33 ¢ (33)
- Sex T 50 EE? 0 (0) 11 (1) . 36 (10
S % Offender Frop e 33 (1) 7@ 0 (0)
County " T B Wm I
y 25
City 67 (4) g3 (4)
Misden — 5 & T sy g P
ea - Tm—
Countynor Felony e 60 (3) 32 Efg 53 (2
3)

males,

L Cit ‘ 17 1
. LB 50 (s 17 (1) 39 (10)
s = NOTE: p e ok 23 17 (2
L * Percentages are reag 75 (3) 17 1) gg gs) )
1) 8 (13

5 for males and femates.  Corl €8 100

40

. cells, but they are adjacent.

:1other jails in the area could be used.

report, the term "geparation" is ambiguous. Some jails may provide only separate

Some jails serve an area SO small that the chances

of simultaneous male and female inmates are slim and 1f the situation did arise

Though some jails cannot separate males

and females, 12 percent of the county and 58 percent of the city jails claim

they do not hold women.

It is generally considered important for juvenile offenders to be held

separately from adult offenders. Twenty-five percent could not accomplish that

separation. Here again this separation may be inflated by placement in adjacent

cells. However, twenty-three percent of the county jails and 42 percent of the

city jails report they do not hold juveniles (Table 80).

TABLE 69

AVAILABILITY OF EXTENDED FACILITIES

FACILITIES DISTRICT STATE TOTAL
1 11 III v v vi
% N % N %z N %z N % N % N % N
Flush Toilet
ziun:; ere 100 (6) 100 (6) 100 (7) 100 (9) 100 (12) 100 (9) 100 (49)
City ———— 75 (3) —— 100 (4) 83 (5) 100 (5) 90 (17)
ti
Ry n e W  w@® 3@ 25 (3 569 37 (18)
city ——— _— —— 50 (2) 33 (2) 20 (D) 26 (5)
Pty o 1@ ST e h2 () W@ 43 @D
city —— —— —— 25 (1) ——— 0 (0) 5 (L)
racilities
“eéiﬁityr“° 3@ 7@ ST@ s 25 @) 3 37 (18)
city ——— —— ——— 50 (2) 33 (2) 60 (3) 37 (N
Facilities
Edéﬁﬁﬁti“ ac 33 @ . 14 (1) I [ 11 () 8 (&)
city — —— e 25 (1) 17 (1) 20 (1) 16 (3)
Recreation
I“iiﬁicye°” 33 (2 17 ) 14 (D) ——— —— 11 (L) 10 (5)
city ———- ——— -—— — 17 (1) - 5 (1)
tdooxr Recreation
0 County 17 17 — o 8 (1) 6 (3
city —— — ——— e 17 (1) 40 (2) 16 (3)
Interview Rooms
County 83 (5) 83 (5 57 (4) 44 (4) 50 (6) 44 (4) 57 (28)
- ——— 75 (3) 50 (3) 20 (1) 37 (1)

city hubwionind —_—

NOTE: Percentages are read vertically e.g. 100 percent of the county jails in District I have flush‘toilets.
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TABLE 70

REFERRAIL
E SERVICES AND PROGRAM!
5

SERVICES
I T Ty DISTRIGT
Alcoholic 4 N P N v v
Co ° % V.
Cis;ty 83 (5) .50 (3 o kN Z W ' STATE TOTAL
Drug Abuser. T s sy g *ou -
LS = 5
Ciry”? 33 (2 S O & 67 ¢
33 (2 33)
entally 111 t ———— 25 ) 42 (5)
Gouney 6 ) M 503 a4 ®
ty 7 ) 50 (3) 39
— (3) 71 . (19)
- (5) 37 (7)
Mentally g 0 (o) o2 33 (3) 25
Gounty endtcapped . : 5 50 G) oe
ty (1 33 ' 3 49 (2
— ) 43 (3 4)
- . ) 37
Educational —_— 353 Ef) 17 (2) s (7)
gi?"ty 17 (1) . S RO Egg 29
y —_— . (14)
0 (o 14 (1) - 37
Recreational" ) 0 ‘(0) -_f_) 11 (D —— @)
County o 25 () 17 (1) 11 (1)
City 33 (2) o y 20 (1) 12 )
= ——— (1 —
Wogk-Release ‘ ..___) - = —— (3)
ounty ‘ - — ——
City 83 (5) 83 (s5) 20 W 6 (3
- 57 (4) 5
25 44 (D
Medical T 1) —— (4) 67
i Teatmene 10 : 50 (2) g7 §2§ o fgg 65
ty 0 (6) 100 ' (32
- 6) 86 YIS
== 50 (6) 8 (9)
Library Ma (2) s 9 (8) 67
County terial ' 100 (4) 50 gg; 33 EB) .
o 4) 6 (42)
68 (13)

Cit

67 (4) 5o
2 v

LLd

4 for inmates.

L

fails are almost nonexistent. The jail at Sisseton was the only non-county jail

1

with dining facilities. Mobridge was the only city jail offering indoor recreational
‘facilities. Nearly the same situation exists in the county jails where longer

‘ sentences are agsumed. Fifty-seven percent of the county jails provide no dining

provide no medical facilities, and approximately

r outdoor recreational areas.

90 percent provide no educational facilities oT indoor ©

The jail survey also inquired about the availability of a number of services
The results are displayed in Table 70. The predominate number

of inmates in all jails reporting were arrested for alcohol related offenses.
However, 31 percent of the county jails and 58 percent of the city jails have no
Of those 15 county jails with no referral

referral services for alcohol problems.

service for alcoholics, 13 report either DWI or drunkness as the most frequently
committed offense. For the smaller population ofkdrug offenders, nearly 40

percent of county and city jails had referral services.

TABLE 71
TOTAL NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES OF JAIL
7 DISTRICT STATE TOTAL
EMPLOYEE TOTAL T oL , -
% N %z N %z N % N Z N %z N % N
Mo anty 33 (@) 61 (&) - nQ 7@ 2@ 22 (11)
city e 15 (3 S 25 (1) 50 (3) 40 @ 47 (@)
Lor 2 41 (20
County 17 (17 (D 71 (5) 56 (5) 50 (6) 22 (2) (20)
city s () — 25 (1) . 40 (2) 21 (&)
10
? gguncy 33 (2 17 ) 29 (2) 22 (2) 33 (&) 56 (5) 33 (16)
city e —— —— 50 (2) 33 (2) 20 (1) 26 (5)
ve 10
A Gounty 17 @ - — Q@@ = L@
Gty — - — Sl uQ) = 5 (1)
TOTAL
County 6 6 . 7 9 12 9 49
city 0 4 0 4 6 5 19

33% of the county jails in District I have no employeas.

NOTE: Percentages are read vertically e.8.
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TABLE 72

PERCENT OF Jjar

DAY WHILE JAILg LS MANNED 24 Hougs a

ARE OCCUPIED OVERNIGHT

I it DISTRICT
County 4 N o
Cit 60 (3) 5 N T N . Vi STATE Tor,
- z N , i
gOTAL 50 (3 86 (6) 89 (8) 6§ (N %y

ounty —— 50 8) 8° 5
Cit (2) 50 (3 9 (8) % N
7 5 6 0 (3) 60 (3 75 (3
° 4 0 ? 12 33_(l0)
. o 4 5
. 6
. 5 48

k4
4
5
)

& their

¢ Practices

B i) quarters for jailors.

: ':county

. {having o
;?7 overnight.

| prisoners are held overnight.

£  questionnaire in
In addition 91 p
prisoners up to a year.

tween jails t

Forty-six percent of the county jails and none of the city jails have live-

In addition, according to Table 72, 25 percent of the

jails and 47 percent of the city jails report having no one guarding

t overnight. District VI reports

facility while there are inmates presen

nly one of nine county jails (the facility in Spink county) unmanned

District II has the highest percentage (50%) of jails unmanned while

Ninety-four percent ofthecountyjailsand32percentofthecityjailsrespondingtothe

dicated they held prisoners for more than 48 hours (Table 73).

ercent of the county and 21 percent of the city jails -hold

In some cases cooperative arrangements are established be-

o accomodate prisoners with sentences beyond that which local provision

for services and manning allow.

TABLE 73

PERCENT OF JAILS THAT HOLD PRISONER AT LEAST 48 HOURS

DISTRICT STATE TOTAL
T T TTt TV v VI
. R A o s & 100 & g {is)
(6) 100 (6) 86 (6) 100 (9)

County 100 - — 50 (2) 50 (3) 20 (1) 32 (6)
cit e
i C . 1 1 % :
City 0 4 0 4 6 5

NOTE: Percentages are read vertically, e.g. 100 percent of the county jails in District I hold prisoners for
LR hnnrs nNY more. .

Forty~-four percent of the county jails and 33 percent of the city jails

ed they have held federal prisoners. A correlational analysis (Spearman rho)

affirm
s claiming no escapes to be those most likely

disclosed & tendency for those jail

to have held federal prisoners.

Files
As part of the appraisal of jail operations, respondents were questioned




TABLE 74

PERCEN'
T OF JAILS MAINTAINING VARIOUS FILES

i DISTR
= 11T IC¥V
Bigh Security N g oy . v Vi STATE TOTAL
County 0 (3 N Z N N %
ci 1 ' -
ty N T 200 () 33 (3 50 (5) ow
Sex Off T T 0 o
gount;nders o 33 (2) 20 (13 fg (14)
e 3 1 (3)
Ed - ---£2) 20w 70
Federal T o 33 o 0 0
County 40 ¢ @ 2 m f; @
cit 2) 33 ’
y . ___f2> 20 (1) 25 (g 5 ”
Dangerous. —— 33 (D 0 (5) 22 (2)
peerou | o . ‘ 1700 40 (3) 33 (14
cie » o
4 e ___fl) 29_ 1) 33 (3 80 ( Y
Atcohol - - 33 2 0 3
Sonot 0 o (2) 40 (2) gg 17)
cit - 33 . “
Y — s BW sm g )
Trust;ees h 2 (1) 17 (l) 2 (2) 45 (2
County ) T ) 3
ci 40 (2 1 : o6
ey - I 0w ww g " 3)
Work Release - = o@m Lo 3% (s)
ounty T
cit 40 () 17 >«
y o 7 m 20 2502 4 )
Women o T & 2z o
County 40 T o 5@
cit 2) : > a
" y — --—fl) 20 (1) 44 (4) 7 )
Juvenile T 25 (1) 0L 2 (2
County " 20 (1) 39
Ciey | 80 (3) 16 (1) 0o
—— 25 ' T 36 (5
County N T " an
cit 60 (3) 17 °
y o __-_(1) 20 (1) 44 @ 50 . (1)
Disciplinary T T ) 2 @
County 60 T o E ‘&
ci 3
ty RS 7w 20 (1) 333 60 (6) S
Fegszziyin transit ' - T 3 — 32 (14)
40
Cit @ 3 @ 20 1) g U @)
Percentag et 33 (1 0.3 22 (2)
Jjuvenileg

N te

fema]_es and
adults. Tap] :
’ e 74 Presents :
a list of

g .

third of

i N o ; v sk ot G s e T e T
B T A SH LRS- SR . . o
b thsnann TN Sy

e o

of county jails keeping particular files. Figures in District V ranged from 30
percent for files on prisoners in transit to 80 percent for dangerous prisoners,
alcohol related offenders,and mental problems. At least two of the five jails.
reporting in District I were represented in each of the file categories.

Financin

As one would expect, most county jails are financed from the county purse.

84 percent were financed by the county and 12

In fact, of those reporting,
percent were financed jointly by city and county funds. The Yankton gnd Marshall
nts whereby city funds support the county

county jails have special arrangeme

facilities.
TABLE 75
DOLLARS S2ENT OPERATING
JATL DURING 1974
DISTRICT STATE TOTAL
BUPGET T T 111 v v VI
¢ N % N Z N % N % N % N % N
= 1 R 5 @
County - 3;—_(1) e e 20 (1) e ‘ ‘
city ——
Under $2,000 — 29 (2) 11 (1) ——— 19 (6)
- 3 (
County - 2? Ez; —— 100 (3) 80 (4) ——— 82 (9)
City ——
: ; v N o
$2,000-$5,999 — 43 (3) 22 (2) 31 (1
c 75 (3 33 @ 2 (2) - L @
County — —— ——
City -
56,000-5$9,999 s (1) - 0 (1) 29 (2) o L 1{__Sﬁ)
County i . - . e e
City -
$10,000-519,999 — — 50 (1) == &b (4 50 (2) 2 M
County i e R e o . -
city . o
$20,000 ox mo¥ — 17 (D ——- S e 50 (2) s @
oun - —— I R I I
,JEELﬂ__-———~——4; -
TOTAL 4 6 2 7 9 4 2
County 1 3 0 3 5 0 1
city
n District II operate on less than $2,000

percentage run vertically, e.g. 67 percent of the city jails 1

NOTE:
in 1974.

Table 75 presents the number and percent of jails in each district falling
in each of five expenditure categories duringtl974. Thirty-five pergent of the
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TABLE 76

TOTAL INMATE POPULATION

reports ig
questionab]e
as the
do not alvays Jail capacity, populatio FOR 1974
coin o an ' -
cide with expendity d number of employe FNBERS OF INMATES DISTRICT STATE TOTAL
gliven may includ Te amounts, In som yees I IT TII v v VI
€ more e ing
o than jaij operation fung tances, the budget # N~ % N 1 N Z N Z N z N Z N
e m unds.,
0St frequent expend County e — — —_— e — =
$5,999 (31%) tture Category for city — 25 () ———— o - ——— 5 (D
c).  Twenty-t county jaiil
~two «lis was
to $19,999 5 Percent of the count ¥2,000 to County 7 - e 25 (1) 17 (2) e 8 (4
»999 interval, whije s Y Jails were ip the $1¢0 city - 50 (2) —emm 100 (2) @ » M 37 M
Lawrence, and pe Pereent were OPerating y 000 Count 17 (1) n@ 25 MAD 12 (6)
nni 5 ounty ——— ——
nington county spent th under $2,000. city —— 25 (1) — —— - 50 (2 16 (3
They were the only $90,000, $35, 000 i s nnehaha,
counties wh and $62,80 20 (10)
e 0 17 (2 1 Q@
They also repre Te jail expenditures o ? respectively. ﬁﬁ?y 3@ 3 @ 4 W 2 @ 33(5 1w 20
Sent area Xceeded
‘o S of high populag $20,000 for 1974 100-199 14
nOt necessari] on denslty County —_— 33 (2) — 22 (2) 17 (2) 11 (1) )
1ly coincide with and high crim City ——— ——— - === 17 M - 5 M
Possessing higp incidence of crime €. Jail expeditures 200-499
8% crime areas; hag £1 For exampie Di County 1z (1) - 1 (1@ 9 (1) 4k (4 16 ®
than $6,000 ive of seven count s District 1v City — ——- - o 17 25 1 140G
Y Jails operatip ' Over 500 29
Of the g on less County 33 (2) 17 (1) 71 (5) 22 (2) 172 22 (@ ___flé
Ity Jails responding ¢ Togiiy it e ko it e 4<9
O th County 6 6 7 9 162 2 15
city 0 4 0 2

NOTE: Percentages are read vertically 2.8. 17 percent of the county jails in District I have 1-24 inmate for the year.

Kingsbury, Perkins, Potter), had a count

county jails veporting (Edmunds,

of 24 or less inmates during 1974. The remainder of county jails were quite

ributed over the other five population categories. Twenty-nine

evenly dist
ated their jail population for 1974 was 50

t of the respondents indic 0 or

percen
s with the highest expenditures also were t

more. The three county jail hose

pulation (Minnehaha, Lawrence and Pennington).

with the largest jail po

The city jaills had a similar distribution but somewhat smaller total

Thus, 37 percent of the city jails were in the one to 24

population for 1974.
range, 26 percent were in the 25 to 100 range, and 14 percent fell in the 200
were reported by Mobridge in Walworth

to 499 range. The largest city jail populations

(450 inmates) and Faith in Meade county (200 inmates.)

county

In attempting to make comparisons between total populations for county and
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TABLE 77

UNTY
o JQ;LS RATING OFFENSES
s THIRD MOST COMMON

PERCENT OF ¢g

—_— AS FIRST, sg

OFFENSES
FIRST MOST
COMMON SECOND MosT
CoMMON THIRD MOS
T
L. i % N COMMON ggw MANY CHosE
. o IS AS FIRST
73 (35) L. SECOND, OR THIR)
2. Drunkeness 5w Z N y
6 N
3. (3)
Disorderly Conduct 9 (4) 01 @
2
4. D (1)
isturbing the Peace , i @ 2 (1) 8 .
o (¢Y]
<. Baa Checks 2 (1)
N 9 (%)
6 8 4
6. BUrglar (3) 7
y o 3
7. L 6 (3) KA 18 8
» Larc
- : 2 (1) 22 (o) o 37 Qan
8. B
reaking and Entering 15 (7 23 (16) 51 23
9. Assult and Battery 4 (2 9 (4)
26
10. Other 2 (1) 12
6 3

TOTAL
2

NOTE:

seco:
nd, or third moSt common off
ense.

Type of Offenses

Drivi
n ; .
& while 1ntoxicateq
e
was

rated as the
most frequent
o
ffense, Seventy~-three perc
ent of the
County 4
Jailg

named DWI g i
s first most common, ninet
on , y-one per

c i
ent rated it as first
s

third most common
Sec0nd or

3 2 S o eac
e

50

he first most common offenses reported by county jails.

accounted for 83 percent of t

Burglary, larceny, and breaking and entering accounted for a sizable portion

of the three most common offenses: 41 percent of the county jails considered them

as the second most common and 34 percent as the third most common offense.
TABLE 78

PERCENT OF CITY JAILS RATING OFFENSES
AS FIRST, SECOND, OR THIRD MOST COMMON

FIRST MOST SECOND MOST THIRD MOST HOW, MANY CHOSE
OFFENSES COMMON COMMON COMMON THIS AS FIRST,
SECOND, OR THIRD
% N % N | % N % N
1. DI 22 (&) 23 (3 18 (2) 63 9
2. Drunkenness 17 (3) g (D » , 25 4
3. Disorderly Conduct 22 (&) 23 (3 45 7
4, Distrubing the Peace 17 (3) g (1 T9 (1) ' 34 5
5. Bad Checks
6. Burglary
7. Larceny ‘ ‘ 9 (1) 9 1
8. Breaking and Entering
9. Assult and Battery 27 (3 2 3
10. Others 22 (W) 38 (5) 36 (4) 96 13
18 13 13

TOTAL
NOTE: Twenty ~two percent of the city jails reported DWI to be the first mogt common offense, 63 percent reported it

as first, second, oY third most common offense.

Burglary, 1arceny and bad checks were more frequently listed as the first most

common offenses in Districts IV and VI. The incidence of burglary, larceny,

ault seem to be clustered in adjacent counties.

breaking and entering, and ass

For instance, Lincoln, Clay, and Union counties report one or more of the four

ies as the first or second most common offenses. Other counties clustered

felon

by relatively high incidence of these felonies are: Lake and Moody; Spinks and

Beadle; Corsom, Walworth and Potter; Haakon, Jomes and Jackson; Custer and

Bennett are the only lone counties reporting a

Fall River. Moody, Harding and

idence of these felonies.

prominent inc
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TADLE 82 i
OPINION ON REGIONALIZATION OF JAILS ;

S res i s,
fe izt g

percent in District vy

! €xXpressed

4 need for additional rersonnel RESPONSE DISTRICT STATE JOTAL !

the respondents indicated nel.  About half i b TT1 v v Vi

: more ;

] rereent ot training for personnel ie needed. Twent ¥ N %N 2N 2N XN z N XN i
| s ent of count ) nty-eight
| . ¥ Jails expressed a neeq f : 8 Favor oW 0@ 1@ 2@ %M 5@ 3 (9) .;
{ and or better recreational f
| b Programs. Thirty pere ; acilities Favor with

B! ent of the county jails also re Reservation - 30 (3) 29 (2) 15 () 28 (5) 14 (2) 21 (14) é

) i 21 o . ) ‘

% ; medical facilities. POt a need for better Opposed 67 (&) 20 (D) 43 (3) 38 (5) 17 (3) 21 B 29 (20) :
. v 1 R Don't Know ov v i

I éSpondents were agkeq whether or not tp Misging 17 (1) 20 () W) 23 17 (Y L) . |

£ e

Yy favored rggional jails for TOTAL 6 10 7 13 18 14 68 !

NOTE: Parcontages are read vertiecally e.g. 30% of the rospondents from Diatrict I favor veglonalizatiou.

question.

Summary

§ ‘¥ TABLE 81
: EXPRES
} , SED FUTURE NEEDS OF Sourq DAKOTA JAILS The results of this survey reconfirm the data presented in the previously
; ﬁ ! 11 sl mentioned 1971 Dahlin report on South Dakota jails. Most of the jails are old,
y w | STATE TOTAL

v VT
small and operate on a relatively low budget. Many are in poor condition.

d Be;te; Physical L N XN X
acllities ® N N
; County — ‘ T N ]
N City - gg gg S0 (3 a9 (s) 75 (8) 6 Facilities are lacking in many jails for the separation of prisoners by age,
5 e More Personpei - 30 (2 100 (3) 8(7) Egg 63 (29)
‘ g;\:;zty 40 @ 67 4y g Q) sex, or offemse. Medical, educational, recreational and dining facilities
——— 0 (3 22 (2
67 (2) — (2) 58 (7) 33 (3
% Pegj:::el Tratning 25 (1) 60 (3) 20 51; ﬁ (21) are lacking in a majority of jails. =
: Y 40 (2) m ‘ -
: City o 40 (2) 50 (3 : e
x‘f Bett - B W “'-) §3 8_3 2(7, (8) 22 (2) The majority of the jails report an average dally population of from one to i
i Facffigicreation (3) 40 (2) 42 (19) i L
i County ¢ Programs “o® five inmates. Most of these ilnmates are adults and are arrested for alcohol- e
. s Cicy . 40 (2) 33 (2) § :
5 . ' - 33 (1 e 5@ 50 (6
3t Better Medical @ 25 "-(-) 2101 8; 20 (13) related offenses. About 25 percent of the jalls reported that their recldiviam 2
) L Facilities 19 (3) c ol
i c o
3 c::nty 2 60 (3 rate was more than 50 percent. !
% 8.0 1 oy ;
i "“M-:::._,___________f_z::f‘” Policy implications of this information are presented clearly and succinctly 3
3 . o -
s | NOTE : P ' . . o
. f:(f;;ﬁ;g:? are read vertically e,g, in Dr. D.C. Dahlin's 1971 report and will not be reiterated here. Coples of |
<2 . ;
:' his report may be obtained from the Governmental Research Bureau at the University I \
P : .
- of Sovuth Dakota. X
4 |
s ]
e A Y
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