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PART 1

MEASURING THE IMPACT OF PUBLIC ACT 511

Introduction

Section 12 of Public Act 511 of 1988 (Community Corrections Act) requires the Office of Community Corrections
to submit a biannual report detailing the effectiveness of the programs and plans funded under this Act,
including an explanation of how the rate of commitment of prisoners to the state prison system has been
affected.

The Department of Corrections Statis t i ¢ a | Report r e fpriserccommitmemtaate wash34.7%Sih at e 6 s
1989, decreasedto25% i n t he mi emdinedrdafively séablaethrough 2003.

During 2003, the Department placed a renewed emphasis on the use of community-based sanctions/services

for straddle cell of fender s, probation violators, and pa
of prison dispositions has steadily declined from 21.8% in CY 2003 to 20.6% through FY 2005. In FY 2006 the

rate climbed back to 21.7% as a result of some highly publicized crimes earlier in the year. The commitment

rate declined to 21.5% through FY 2015. Based on the CY 1989 prison disposition rate of 34.7%, if this rate was

applied to the total felony dispositions (47,998 dispositions) through FY 2015 the Department would have
experienced nearly 6,329 additional prison dispositions i the cost to incarcerate these additional offenders

would have been approximately $215.1million.

Community Corrections Advisory Boards (CCABs) are required to focus on prison dispositions for their
county/counties in the annual comprehensive community corrections plan and application, establish goals and
objectives relative to the commitment rates, and concentrate on reducing or maintaining low prison admissions
for the priority target populations. The target groups include straddle cell offenders and probation violators.
These target groups were selected due to their potential impact on decreasing the prison commitment rates.
Straddle cell offenders can be sentenced to prison, jail, or probation, and the sentencing disposition may be
influenced by the availability of sanctions and treatment programs in the community. Probation violators
account for approximately one-fifth of the prison intake, and the percentage steadily increased from the Mid
1990s thru 2002. Including these offenders in P.A. 511 programs offer community sanctions and treatment
programs as alternatives to a prison or jail sentence. The total number of probation violators sentenced to
prison declined from 2008 to 2012. In FY 2010, probation violators accounted for 2,137 (19.2%) of the total
prison dispositions compared 1,928 (17.9%) in FY 2013. Offenders under the Department of Corrections
supervision (i.e., probation, parole and prison) accounted for 34.0% (3,682 of the total prison dispositions in FY
20147 this number represents 739 fewer prison commitments compared to the total number (4,421) in FY 2010.

Analysis of the felony prison disposition data continues to support the selection of the priority target groups for
community corrections programs. Research indicates that community sanctions and treatment programs
provide alternatives to prison and jail sentences while increasing public safety by decreasing the recidivism
rates.

P.A. 511 funded community corrections programs are not the sole influence on prison commitment rates. The
rates may be affected by other programs such as substance abuse programs funded by the Michigan
Department of Community Health and federal monies, local and state vocational programs funded by
intermediate school districts or Michigan Works!, and other county-funded community corrections programs
such as specialty courts. Other factors that affect the prison commitment rates are the state and local economy,
crime rates, and judicial/prosecutorial discretion.

Prison Population and Dispositions




Prison Population Projections

Section 401 of PA 84 of 2015 required the Department of Corrections to submit three and five year prison

population projections to the Legislature concurrent with the submission of the Executive Budget. For more

details regarding the prison population projections, a copy of the report prepared by the MDOC Office of
Research and Planning can be obtained from the Depart me
section.

The Office of Research and Planning reports:

Fiscal year 2015 felony court dispositions (people) October 2014 through September 2015 compared to the
same period in 2014 are summarized below.

The summary shows that following a slight increase in 2014, statewide court dispositions were down moderately
through September 2015 compared to the same period in the previous year. The moderate overall decrease
was driven by fewer dispositions across all categories of sanctions.
The 2015 pace of statewide felony court dispositions through September would yield a modest 2.8% decrease
in dispositions overall for the year compared to 2015, which would resume the decline (that was interrupted in
2014) following the 2007 peak.
STATEWIDE:

9 Total felony court dispositions (offenders) were down by 2.8% (-1,408).

1 The prison commitment rate was down by 0.4% (to 21.5%).

9 Dispositions to prison were down by 4.7% (-514).

91 Dispositions to jail were up by 1.6% (+168).

91 Dispositions to split jail/probation were down by 3.9% (-698).

9 Dispositions to probation were down by 3.9% (-416).

9 Dispositions to other* were up by 12.3% (+52).

*AOt hero dispositions include restitution, fines, cost



OMNI Statewide Disposition Data

Michigan Department of Corrections data collection and analysis functions have been largely migrated to a
multi-faceted system called OMNI. The OMNI system provides the capability of analyzing data in a relatively
short-time frame. The following narrative and associated tables contain information from some of the OMNI
Statewide Disposition data for FY 2012 through FY 2015. The OMNI extract data is based on the most serious
offense for each sentencing date i no records are excluded.

The OMNI prison disposition data provides an overview of prison commitments, jail utilization, and progress
toward addressing State and local objectives, and factors which contribute to attainment of the objectives.
Some data sets reference Group 1 offenses (Homicide, Robbery, CSC, Assault, Other Sex Offenses, Assaultive
Other, Burglary and Weapon Possession) and Group 2 offenses (Larceny, Fraud, Forgery/Embezzlement,
Motor Vehicle, Malicious Destruction, Drugs, OUIL 3" and Other Non-Assaultive). The Group 1 offense
categories are more serious crimes whereas the Group 2 offenses are less assaultive and perceived as more
appropriate to target for P.A. 511 programming.

OMNI Felony Dispositions i FY 2012 through FY 2015

Table Sets 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, and 1.4 examine the OMNI Statewide Disposition data, summarizing data by the most
serious offense for each individual dispositon. Thi s provi des figrosso di sposi
the decision points that drive disposition rates at the local level. The data includes overviews at the statewide
level, with several progressively detailed summaries.

- The total number of dispositions statewide declined (-5.49%) from 50,789 in FY 2012 to 47,998 in
FY 2015.
- The overall prison commitment rate for the State steadily increased from 20.7% (10,547 dispositions)
in FY 2012 to 21.5% (10,325 dispositions) in FY 2015; a decrease of 222 prison dispositions.
- The following provides more detail regarding the total number of prison dispositions in FY 2014
compared to FY 2015:
A 6,263 (35.6%) of the prison dispositions were for Group 1 offenses in FY 2015 compared
to 6,633 (36.3%) in FY 2014.
A 4,063 (13.4%) of the prison dispositions were for Group 2 offenses in FY 2015 compared
to 4,207 (13.5%) in FY 2014.
- The statewide straddle cell prison commitment rate increased from 31% (2,271 dispositions) in
FY 2012 compared to 31.4% (2,287 dispositions) in FY 2015; with 16 additional prison
dispositions.

OUIL 3" OMNI Statewide Disposition Datai FY 2012 through FY 2015
Table 1.5 examines the FY 2012 through FY 2015 Statewide Dispositions for OUIL 3" offenders.
A comparison of the data shows the following trends:

- The total number of OUIL 3" dispositions increased from 2,887 in FY 2012, to 2,892 in FY 2015.

- The prison commitment rate for OUIL 3" offenders decreased from 20.3% (587 dispositions) in
FY 2012 to 19.1% (551 dispositions) in FY 2015; there were 36 fewer prison dispositions.

- Afactor that has likely impacted the number of OUIL 3" dispositions is the Michigan State Police
efforts to crack down on drunk drivers as part of a federal grant for additional enforcement in 44
counties over the past several years.

tions



Table 1.1

Office of Community Corrections

Statewide Dispositions - Fiscal Year 2015
Based Upon OMNI Data - Most Serious Offense per Disposition Date - No Record Exclusions

Overall Dispositions - October 2014 thru September 2015

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Prison 10326 215 215 215

Jail 9948 20.7 20.7 42.2
Jail/Prob 17142 35.7 35.7 77.9
Probation 10162 21.2 21.2 99.1
Other 420 9 9 100.0
Total 47998 100.0 100.0

Probation,

1016 Other, 420
Prison, 10326
Jail, 9948
—~

Jail/Prob,

17142

Statewide Fiscal Year 2015 Dispositions by Guideline Group

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total
Guideline SGL NA Count 1581 2363 1009 1731 124 6808

Group % within Guideline 23.2% 34.7% 14.8% 25.4% 1.8% 100.0%
Intermediate Count 821 5222 11534 7046 229 24852
% within Guideline 3.3% 21.0% 46.4% 28.4% .9% 100.0%

Straddle Count 3743 2277 4139 1218 51 11428
% within Guideline 32.8% 19.9% 36.2% 10.7% 4% 100.0%

Presumptive Count 3385 86 460 167 16 4910
% within Guideline 87.9% 1.8% 9.4% 3.4% 3% 100.0%

Total Count 10326 9948 17142 10162 420 47998
% within Guideline 21.5% 20.7% 35.7% 21.2% .9% 100.0%




Statewide Fiscal Year 2015 Dispositions by Offense Group

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total

Offense  Offense Groupl  Count 6263 2882 5004 3284 o1 17614
Group % within Offense Group 35.6% 16.4% 28.9 18.6% 5% 100.0%
Offense Group2 ~ Count 4063 7066 12048 6878 329 30384

% within Offense Group 13.4% 23.3% 39.7% 22.6% 1.1% 100.0%

Total Count 10326 9948 17142 10162 420 47998
% within Offense Group 21.5% 20.7% 35.7% 21.2% 9% 100.0%

Statewide: Fiscal Year 2015 OMNI Dispositions, Listed by Guideline and Offense Group

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob | Probation Other Total

Group1

Offense
Group2

Total

Offense
Group

Offense
Group2

Total

Offense
Group

Offense
Group2

Total

Offense
Group

Offense
Group2

Total

Group 1 offenses: Homicide, Robbery, CSC, Assault, Other Sex Offenses, Assaultive Other, Burglary and Weapon Possession.
Group 2 offenses: Larceny, Fraud, Forgery/Embezzle, Motor Vehicle, Mal. Destruction, Drugs, OUIL 39 and Other Non-Asslt.



Table 1.2

Office of Community Corrections

Statewide Dispositions - Fiscal Year 2014
Based Upon OMNI Data - Most Serious Offense per Disposition Date - No Record Exclusions

Overall Dispositions - October 2013 thru September 2014

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Prison 10840 21.9 21.9 21.9
Jail 9780 19.8 19.8 41.7
Jail/Prob 17840 36.1 36.1 77.8
Probation 10578 21.4 21.4 99.2
Other 368 7 7 100.0
Total 49406 100.0 100.0
Propaton Other, 368
c Prison, 10840
Jail, 9780
JaiI/Prob,/
17840
Statewide Fiscal Year 2014 Dispositions by Guideline Group
DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total
Guideline  SGL NA Count 1870 2302 1086 1649 120 7027
% within Guideline 26.6% 32.8% 15.5% 23.5% 1.7% 100.0%
Intermediate Count 912 5270 12065 7544 193 25984
% within Guideline 3.5% 20.3% 46.4% 29.0% 7% 100.0%
Straddle Count 3765 2137 4196 1217 40 11355
% within Guideline 33.2% 18.8% 37.0% 10.7% 4% 100.0%
Presumptive Count 4293 71 493 168 15 5040
% within Guideline 85.2% 1.4% 9.6% 3.3% 3% 100.0%
Total Count 10840 9780 17840 10578 368 49406
% within Guideline 21.9% 19.8% 36.1% 21.4% 7% 100.0%




Statewide Fiscal Year 2014 Dispositions by Offense Group

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total

Offense Offense Groupl Count 6633 2746 5400 3427 83 18289
Group % within Offense Group 36.3% 15.0% 29.5% 18.7% 5% 100.0%
Offense Group2 Count 4207 7034 12440 7151 285 31117
% within Offense Group 12.7% 23.3% 39.5% 23.8% .9% 100.0%
Total Count 10840 9780 17840 10578 368 49406
% within Offense Group 21.9% 19.8% 36.1% 21.4% 1% 100.0%

Statewide: Fiscal Year 2014 OMNI Dispositions, Listed by Guideline and Offense Group

DISPOSITION

Prison Jail JailProb  Probation Other Total

SGL WA Offense Group1  Count 1,323 680 339 53 24 2 897
% 457 235 1.7 18.3 B 100.0

Offense GroupZ  Count 47 1,622 747 1,118 96 4130

% 132 393 181 271 2.3 100.0

Total Count 1,870 2,302 1,086 1,649 120 7027

% 266 328 15.5 235 1.7 100.0

Intermediate Offense Groupi Count 344 1,312 3,213 2,302 38 7,209
% 48 182 446 39 S 100.0

Offense GroupZ  Count SES 3,958 8,852 5,242 155 18,773

% 30 211 471 279 B 100.0

Total Count 912 5,270 12,065 7,544 193 25,984

% 35 203 454 250 T 100.0

Straddle Offense Group1  Count 1,457 701 1,550 477 6 4191
% 458 16.7 370 11.4 A 100.0

Offense Group2  Count 2,308 1436 2,646 740 34 7,164

% 322 200 369 10.3 5 100.0

Total Count 3,7TES 2137 4196 1,217 40 11,355

% 332 18.8 3r.o 10.7 4 100.0

Presumptive Offense Group1 Count 3,509 33 298 117 15 3,992
% B79 1.3 75 28 4 100.0

Offense Group2  Count 784 18 195 51 1,048

% 748 17 186 448 100.0

Total Count 4293 71 493 168 15 5,040

% 852 14 9.8 33 3 100.0

Group 1 offenses: Homicide, Robbery, CSC, Assault, Other Sex Offenses, Assaultive Other, Burglary and Weapon Possession.
Group 2 offenses: Larceny, Fraud, Forgery/Embezzle, Motor Vehicle, Mal. Destruction, Drugs, OUIL 3" and Other Non-Asslt.

Table 1.3 Office of Community Corrections



Statewide Dispositions - Fiscal Year 2013

Based Upon OMNI Data - Most Serious Offense per Disposition Date - No Record Exclusions

Overall Dispositions - October 2012 thru September 2013

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Prison 10759 21.1 21.1 21.1

Jail 10482 20.6 20.6 41.7

Jail/Prob 18169 35.6 35.6 77.3

Probation 11185 21.9 21.9 99.2

Other 382 N N 100.0

Total 50977 100.0 100.0

Probation, Other, 382
1118 Prison, 10759

Jail, 10482

JaiI/Prob,/

18169

Statewide Dispositions Within Guideline Group

DISPOSITION

Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total

Guideline SGL NA Count 1741 2639 1706 1706 94 7312
Group % within Guideline 23.8% 36.1% 23.3% 23.3% 1.3% 100.0%
Intermediate Count 956 5555 12261 7941 216 26929
% within Guideline 3.6% 20.6% 45.5% 29.5% .9% 100.0%
Straddle Count 3836 2202 4338 1366 49 11791
% within Guideline 32.5% 18.7% 36.8% 11/6% 4% 100.0%

Presumptive Count 4226 86 438 172 23 4945
% within Guideline 85.5% 1.7% 8.9% 3.5% .5% 100.0%
Total Count 10759 10482 18169 11185 382 50977
% within Guideline 21.1% 20.6% 35.6% 21.9% 7% 100.0%

1C



Statewide Fiscal Year 2013 Dispositions by Offense Group

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total

Offense  Offense Groupl  Count 6776 3161 5784 3681 103 19505
Group % within Offense Group 34.7% 16.2% 29.7% 18.9% 5% 100.0%
Offense Group2 ~ Count 3983 7321 12385 7504 382 31472

% within Offense Group 12.7% 23.3% 39.4 23.8% 1% 100.0%

Total Count 10759 10482 18169 11185 382 50977
% within Offense Group 21.1% 20.6% 35.6% 21.9% 1% 100.0%

Statewide: Fiscal Year 2013 OMNI Dispositions, Listed by Guideline and Offense Group

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail JailProb  Probation Crther Total

SGL MA Offense Group1  Count 1,276 ga7 364 5o7 25 3,099
% 412 270 117 19.3 x| 100.0

Offense Group2  Count 465 1,802 768 1,109 69 4213

% 11.0 428 18.2 26.3 16 100.0

Total Count 1,741 2,639 1,132 1,706 94 7,312

% 238 361 15.5 233 13 100.0

Intermediate Offense Group1 Count 387 1,526 3,440 2,455 38 7,846
% 49 19.4 438 313 5 100.0

Offense Group2  Count 569 4,029 8,821 5486 178 19,083

Yo 30 211 462 28.F 4 100.0

Total Count 856 5,555 12,261 784 216 26,929

% 36 206 455 295 X 100.0

Straddle Offense Group1  Count 1,582 741 1,673 511 20 4 527
% 349 16.4 370 113 4 100.0

Offense Group2  Count 2,254 1,461 2,665 855 29 7,264

% 31.0 201 3BT 11.8 4 100.0

Total Count 3836 2,202 4338 1,366 49 11,791

% 325 18.7 368 116 4 100.0

Presumptive Offense Group1 Count 3,51 57 307 118 20 4 033
% 87.6 14 76 29 5 100.0

Offense Group2  Count 695 29 13 54 3 912

% 76.2 32 144 59 3 100.0

Total Count 4 226 86 438 172 23 4,945

% 85.5 1.7 89 35 5 100.0

Group 1 offenses: Homicide, Robbery, CSC, Assault, Other Sex Offenses, Assaultive Other, Burglary and Weapon Possession.
Group 2 offenses: Larceny, Fraud, Forgery/Embezzle, Motor Vehicle, Mal. Destruction, Drugs, OUIL 3" and Other Non-Asslt.

11



Table 1.4

Office of Community Corrections

Statewide Dispositions - Fiscal Year 2012
Based Upon OMNI Data - Most Serious Offense per Disposition Date - No Record Exclusions

Overall Dispositions - October 2011 thru September 2012

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Prison 10547 20.7 20.7 20.7

Jail 10202 20.1 20.1 40.8

Jail/Prob 17673 34.8 34.8 75.6

Probation 12012 23.6 23.6 99.2

Other 399 .8 .8 100.0

Total 50833 100.0 100.0

Probation, Other, 399
1201 Prison, 10547

Jail/Prob,/

17673

Jail, 10202

Statewide Dispositions Within Guideline Group

DISPOSITION

Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total

Guideline  SGL NA Count 1618 2144 1034 1567 120 6483
Group % within Guideline 25.0% 33.1% 15.9% 24.2% 1.9% 100.0%
Intermediate  Count 933 5588 11979 8758 198 27456
% within Guideline 3.4% 20.4% 43.6% 31.9% 7% 100.0%
Straddle Count 3791 2361 4196 1485 58 11891
% within Guideline 31.9% 19.9% 35.3% 12.5% 5% 100.0%

Presumptive Count 4205 109 464 202 23 5003
% within Guideline 84.0% 2.2% 9.3% 4.0% 5% 100.0%
Total Count 10547 10202 17673 12012 399 50833
% within Guideline 20.7% 20.1% 34.8% 23.6% 8% 100.0%

12



Statewide Fiscal Year 2012 Dispositions by Offense Group

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total

Offense  Offense Groupl  Count 6630 3063 5634 3994 107 19428
Group % within Offense Group 34.1% 15.8% 29.0% 20.6% 6% 100.0%
Offense Group2 ~ Count 3017 7139 12039 8018 292 31405

% within Offense Group 12.5% 22.7% 38.3% 25.5% 9% 100.0%

Total Count 10547 10202 17673 12012 399 50833
% within Offense Group 20.7% 20.1% 34.8% 23.6% 8% 100.0%

Statewide: Fiscal Year 2012 OMNI Dispositions, Listed by Guideline and Offense Group

DISPOSITION

Prison Jail Jail’lProb  Probation Other Total

SGL NA Offense Group1  Count 1,236 644 354 arv 37 2,848
Yo 434 226 124 203 1.3 100.0

Offense Group2  Count 382 1,500 680 950 83 3.635

% 105 413 187 27.2 23 100.0

Total Count 1,618 2,144 1,034 1,567 120 6,483

Yo 250 33.1 159 242 1.9 100.0

Intermediate  Offense Group1  Count 376 1,936 3,318 2,688 38 7,986
%o 4.7 19.3 47 338 5 100.0
Offense Group2  Count 857 4,052 8,661 6,070 160 19,500

%o 29 20.8 44 4 3 & 100.0
Total Count 933 2,588 11,979 8,758 198 27,456

Yo 34 204 436 319 g 100.0

Straddle Offense Group1  Count 1,520 810 1,641 587 13 4,571
% 333 177 359 12.8 3 100.0

Offense Group2  Count 2,271 1,981 2,555 898 45 7,320

Yo 31.0 21.2 349 12.3 B 100.0
Total Count 3,791 2,361 4,196 1,485 o8 11,891

%o 319 19.9 353 125 5 100.0

Presumptive  Offense Group1  Count 3,498 73 321 142 19 4,053
Yo 86.3 1.8 7.9 3.5 9 100.0

Offense Group2  Count 707 36 143 60 4 950

Yo 4.4 3.8 151 6.3 4 100.0

Total Count 4,205 109 464 202 23 5,003

% 840 22 9.3 4.0 5 100.0

Group 1 offenses: Homicide, Robbery, CSC, Assault, Other Sex Offenses, Assaultive Other, Burglary and Weapon Possession.
Group 2 offenses: Larceny, Fraud, Forgery/Embezzle, Motor Vehicle, Mal. Destruction, Drugs, OUIL 3" and Other Non-Asslt.
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Table 1.5 Office of Community Corrections
Statewide OUIL 3" Dispositions

Based Upon OMNI Data - Most Serious Offense per Disposition Date - No Record Exclusions

Statewide: OUIL3 Disposition Rates by Guideline Group - Fiscal Year 2015 OMNI Data

DISPOSITION

Frison
Count
%
Count
%
Count
%

Count
%
Count
%

Jail Jail/Prob | Probation Other Total

Statewide: OUIL3 Disposition Rates by Guideline Group - Fiscal Year 2014

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total
Guideline SGL NA Count 45 29 11 4 1 90
Group % within Guideline Group 50.0% 32.2% 12.2% 4.4% 1.1% 100.0%
Intermediate Count 64 125 1252 107 1 1549
% within Guideline Group 4.1% 8.1% 80.8% 6.9% 1% 100.0%
Straddle Count 336 64 527 45 0 972
% within Guideline Group 34.6% 6.6% 54.2% 4.6% .0% 100.0%
Presumptive Count 39 1 8 1 0 49
% within Guideline Group 79.6% 2.0% 16.3% 2.0% .0% 100.0%
Total Count 484 219 1798 157 2 2660
% within Guideline Group 18.2% 8.2% 67.6% 5.9% 1% 100.0%
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Statewide: OUIL 3rd Dispositions Rates by Guideline Group 1 Fiscal Year 2013

DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total
Guideline  SGL NA Count 37 40 13 1 1 92
% within Guideline 42.2% 43.5% 14.1% 1.1% 1.1% 100.0%
Intermediate Count 93 125 1284 82 1 1585
% within Guideline 5.9% 7.9% 81.0% 5.2% 1% 100.0%
Straddle Count 362 63 555 44 0 1024
% within Guideline 35.4% 6.2% 54.2% 4.3% 0.0% 100.0%
Presumptive Count 40 1 5 0 0 46
% within Guideline 87.0% 2.2% 10.9% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 532 229 1857 127 2 2747
% within Guideline 19.4% 8.3% 67.6% 4.6% 1% 100.0%
Statewide: OUIL 3 Disposition Rates by Guideline Group i Fiscal Year 2012
DISPOSITION
Prison Jail Jail/Prob Probation Other Total
SGL NA Count 33 33 11 3 80
% in Guideline Group 41.3% 41.3% 13.8% 3.8% 100.0%
Intermediate Count 90 124 1357 97 1668
% in Guideline Group 5.4% 7.4% 81.4% 5.8% 100.0%
Straddle Count 425 78 537 51 1 1092
% in Guideline Group 38.9% 7.1% 49.2% 4.7% 1% 100.0%
Presumptive Count 39 1 7 a7
% in Guideline Group 83.0% 2.1% 14.9% 100.0%
Total Count 587 236 1912 151 1 2887
% in Guideline Group 20.3% 8.2% 66.2% 5.2% .0% 100.0%




Progress Toward Addressing Objectives and Priorities

In the past several years, the State has placed greater emphasis on the expansion of local sanctions in order to
allow communities to determine appropriate sentences for low level offenders who would otherwise be sent to
prison. The Department has partnered with local governments to revitalize and renew efforts to meet the goals
of Public Act 511 to reduce admissions to prison of nonviolent offenders, especially probation violators, and
improve the use of local jails. In previous years, the growth in prison intake has been driven by the increase of
technical probation violators and offenders sentenced to prison for two years or less -- the exact target
population for the Community Corrections Act and the priorities adopted by the State Board.

Local jurisdictions continually review sentence recommendations and update probation violation response
guides consistent with Department policies in order to achieve a reduction in prison intake, improve jail
utilization, and maintain public safety. Further, local jurisdictions continue to update target populations, program
eligibility criteria for community corrections programs, and the range of sentencing options for these population
groups (i.e., straddle cell offenders with SGL prior record variables of 35 points or more, probation violators,
offenders assessed to have medium to high risk and needs and offenders sentenced to prison for two years or
less). These target populations were a primary focus during the review of local community corrections
comprehensive plans and a key determinant for the recommendations of funding in the past two fiscal years. As
part of the FY 2015 Comprehensive Community Corrections Plans review process, the Office of Community
Corrections has required local jurisdictions to further reduce their overall prison commitment rates by targeting
offenders in the Group 2 offense categories with medium to high risk and needs (i.e. Larceny, Fraud,
Forgery/Embezzle, Motor Vehicle, Malicious Destruction, Drugs, OUIL 3™ and Other Non-Assaultive).

Multiple changes have been and continue to be made among counties to improve capabilities to reduce or
maintain prison commitments, increase emphasis on utilizing jail beds for medium to higher risk cases, and
reduce recidivism. These changes include:

- Implementation of processes and instruments to quickly and more objectively identify risk cases
at the pretrial stage.

- Implementation of instruments and processes to objectively assess needs of higher risk
offenders.

- Utilization of the results of screening/assessments to assist in the selection of conditional release
options for pretrial defendants and conditions of sentencing.

- Development and implementation of policies within local jurisdictions to emphasize proportionality
in the use of sanctions/services, i.e., low levels of supervision and services for low risk offenders
and utilizing more intensive programming for the higher risk offenders.

- Implementation and expansion of cognitive behavioral-based programming with eligibility criteria
restricted to offenders that are at a higher risk of recidivism.

- Increased focus placed on continuity of treatment to ensure offenders are able to continue
participation in education, substance abuse, or other programming as they move among
supervision options such as jail, residential programs, etc.

- Increased focus on the implementation and utilization of evidence based programming.

- Heightened monitoring and enforcement of performance measures and contractual compliance.

The changes which are being made among the counties are consistent with the objectives and priorities
adopted by the State Board. They are also in sync with research which has demonstrated that prison and jall
commitment rates can be reduced and recidivism reduction can be achieved through effective case
differentiation based on risk, matching sanctions/services by objective assessments, proportional allocation of
supervision and treatment according to levels of risk/needs, and utilization of intensive (preferably cognitive
behavioral-based) programming for offenders at higher risk of recidivism.

Priority Target Populations

The analysis of felony disposition data supports the selection of the priority target groups from the straddle cell
offenders and probation violators. Even though intermediate sanction cell offenders are not a major target
population for community corrections programs, sentencing policies and practices need to be examined in more
detail in counties where higher percentages of intermediate sanction offenders are sentenced to prison.
Although prison disposition rates on intermediate offenders are normally low on a percentage basis, a large
number of cases mean that even a fractional improvement statewide can amount to a significant change in
prison dispositions. OMNI Felony Disposition data show that the percentage of intermediate prison dispositions
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decreased from 3.5% (912) in FY 2014 to 3.3% (821) in FY 2015 which accounted for 91 fewer prison
dispositions. The counties with high prison commitment rates for straddle cell or intermediate sanction cell
offenders are required to address these issues in their annual community corrections comprehensive plan and
application for funding.

In past years, the incarceration of probation violators who failed to comply with their conditions of probation had

been one of the primary reasons for t .h 8ince 1089 mrabatien i n  Mi
violators have been one of the primary target populations for community corrections funded programs. In 2002,

probation violators accounted for 38% of the total prison intake. As part of the Department (
Prison Growth, the Department placed greater emphasis on this population and required the Office of
Community Corrections to increase the use of Public Act 511 programs to offer community sanctions and

treatment programs as an alternative to prison. In 2004, the number of probation violators sentenced to prison

declined by 5.7%.
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PART 2

JAIL UTILIZATION

Section 8 (4) of P.A. 511 explains that Community Corrections programs must include the participation of
offenders who would likely be sentenced to imprisonment in a state correctional facility or jail, with the goal of
reducing recidivism. Section 2 (c) defines ftommunity corrections programoas a program that is an alternative
to incarceration in a state correctional facility or jail. Through the years, as prison commitment rates decreased,
and as a result of legislative changes, the role of jails in the community corrections system has changed. This
section examines the use of jails in Michigan as part of the continuum of sanctions available in sentencing
decisions.

The State Community Corrections Board has adopted priorities for jail use for community corrections. Each
CCAB is required to examine the jail management practices and policies as part of the annual community
corrections comprehensive plan and application for funds. Local policies/practices directly affect the availability
of jail beds which can be utilized for sentenced felons. Local jurisdictions have implemented a wide range of
policies/practices to influence the number and length of stay of different offender populations. The local
policies/practices include conditional release options for pretrial detainees, restrictions on population groups
which can be housed in the jail in order to reserve jail beds for offenders who are a higher risk to public safety,
earned release credits (i.e., reduction in jail time for participation in in-jail programming), and structured
sentencing.

Due to the high number of straddle cell offenders sentenced to prison, the State Community Corrections Board
has targeted this population as a priority population for community corrections. During FY 2010, 52.9% (6,507:
2,189 jail only i 4,318 jail/probation split) of the straddle cell dispositions included a jail term compared to 55.7%
(6,333: 2,137 jail only i 4,196 jail/probation split) in FY 2014. It should be noted that offenders sentenced to a
jail/probation split sentenced may have their jail term deferred to the end of their probation term and suspended
if probation is successfully completed.

A jail sentence is also a key sanction used for probation violators. Local probation response guides often
include jail time along with additional local sanctions imposed, including programs funded by community
corrections. Jail crowding issues can impact the use of jails and availability of beds for alternative sanctions for
different felony offender target groups, such as straddle cell offenders, probation violators, and even
intermediate sanction offenders. The use of jail beds for serious felony offenders is an issue when jail crowding
occurs.

Community corrections programs have been established to impact the amount of jail time that offenders serve.
Program policies have been established so that program participation and successful completion of programs
lead to decreased lengths of stay in jail.

Jail Statistics Overview

Michigan has jails in 81 of its 83 counties. County jail capacity statewide was 15,826 beds in 1998 and the
current capacity is 19,635. The capacity has decreased by 1,636 beds since 2009 due to Ingham (64), Kent
(122), Macomb (200), Oakland (460) and Wayne (1,003) beds being closed. Alger (28), Livingston (137),
Muskegon (102) and Wexford (158) have a total of 425 beds under construction.

The majority of the county jails have been electronically submitting jail utilization and inmate profile data to the
State since 1998. Collectively, these county data inputs comprise the Jail Population Information System (JPIS).
Jail reporting from year-to-year has been less than uniform in jail representation due to issues such as jails
changing jail management systems, but data since 1998 indicates the percent of total capacity reported has
been on the increase. In 2005, over 92% of statewide county jail capacity was reported by 73 of the 81 jails. In
2011, the Department entered into a contractual agreement with Northpointe, Inc. to implement the COMPAS
Case Manager System statewide which includes a centralized data reporting system for the Jail Population
Information System. CY 2013 and CY 2014 data has been produced from the new system and reported in this
document. However, it has been determined that only forty-five (45) of the county jails are correctly uploading
local data into the system i these jails account for 11,422 (58.1%) of the total 19,661 jail beds statewide.
Therefore, the data should not be considered complete. In addition to counties not uploading their data, several
system/vendor changes have significantly impacted JPIS reporting. The Department will continue to work with
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Northpointe and the jails to address local JPIS issues.

Jails play a vital role in the sanctioning process, and one of the stated purposes of JPIS is to provide information
to support coherent policy making. Using JPIS data, the State and CCABs can track jail utilization, study
utilization trends, examine characteristics of offenders being sent to jail, and evaluate specific factors affecting
jail utilization. Such analysis can lead to potential alternatives to incarceration and result in formulation of other
objectives to improve utilization (i.e., reduce jail crowding, change offender population profiles, reduce the
average length of stay). Further, the data can be used to monitor the utilization of the jails before and after
various policies, practices, procedures or programming are implemented.

Recognizing that all counties are not represented in data submissions and periodically some countiesddata may
not be up-to-date, statewide summary reports do not completely represent State figures or State totals;
however, input from rural, urban, and metropolitan counties is included and such reports should present a
reasonable and useful representation.

The following tables present statewide summary reports compiled from JPIS data for CY 2010 through CY 2014.
The reports categorize the offenders housed in jails by their crime class and legal status (i.e.,
felons/misdemeanants and sentenced/unsentenced) and indicate the number of offenders housed, average
daily populations, average lengths of stay, and the number of releases upon which lengths of stay are based.

The first section of the reports focuses on felons and misdemeanants that originated in the reporting counties,

the part of the jail population comprised of offenders boarded in (for the State, Federal government, other
counti es, tribal or other jurisdicti ons )Thedollowingfisectionse r 0
focus on target populations, offender distribution by objective classification and a listing of the overall top ten
offense categories for the State i based on the percentage of jail capacity utilized.

of

In the statewide reports, both the sections on top ten offenses and targeted populations indicate that arrests for
alcohol related offenses and felony probation violators use has significantly declined over the past few years.
This may be attributed to community corrections programs targeting these populations which have improved jail
utilization.

CY 2012, CY 2013, CY 2014 and CY 2015 JPIS Data
Tables 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 present statewide Jail Population Information System (JPIS) data for CY 2012
through CY 2015. JPIS submission cessation during introduction of new jail management systems can cause

variations in reporting figures.

JPIS data shows the following trends in jail capacity utilization statewide by specific populations:

CY 2012 CY 2013 CY 2014 CY 2015
Felons unsentenced during their time in jail: 23.1% | 21.5% | 22.2% | 26.5%
Misdemeanants unsentenced during their time inja 7.6% 7.9% 8.8% 11.3%
ParoleViolators: 2.5% 1.8% 1.0% 0.94%
Felony Circuit Probation Violators: 1.1% 0.8% 0.5% 0.5%
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Table: 2.2

JPIS CY 2012

16597

19635 84.53%

57

81

70.37%

County:
Statewid
Average Daily Population Mo Status Change EEILt:nm:i::a:fner o#':::em
o TN e R wenTE e e SSEI e RN weee JIEID U tGIE 23
Regular tnmatm
Unsms. Pakons: 3837 3837 41.79% 413%  B.12% 33 96078.88 3B MBS
Unseat. Misdamasn i 1254 1254  13.66% 13.5% 7.56% SE 1474157 59 1128
St Felon {Fetar 1o mimissbon}: B5 BS  0.93% 0.91% 0.51% ] o ] 0
Sar. Felon { After sdmbaion }: 1242 1242 13.53% 13.37% 7.48% 9 1B.11 ES.44 9 102.56
TR Wil (Priar b cmbtahal 7L 71 0T% 0.76% 0.43% 6 11599.83 & 5B
Sort. Misd { Aftar scriashon 835 B35 9.09% 8.59% 5.03% 19 BEY 626 19 1216
Boartied In
ooc 204 204 2.152% 2.2% 1L.5% [i] a a ] o L] o L] o
Tedural 4 34 34% 338% LE9% (] (] ] o o a 0 ] 0
Citer Courtim ap o0 0.58% 0.97% 0.54% 1] a a ] 1] L] o L] 1]
Ctar S8B 588 6.4% 6.33% 354 3B 19664.47 i 1510 2 L5 3 41 19.44
Total Housed G181  91BL  100%  SE.E3%  55.32% 169 3509368 7 MBI 30 98 3447 210 1863
Boanied st
Falona: 71 7l 0.77% 0.76% 0.43% 1] a a ] o L] o L] 1]
Hisdsmmananta: 9 9 0.1% 0.1% 0.05% 0 ] o o o /] 0 0 o
Total Bomrd Dut: 108 109 L19% 1.17% 0.66% i i i o il i il i i
Tokal {Houmed and Boseded Dut): G290 9250 101.19% 100%  55.97% 169  35227.54 7 48171 EL] 99 47 20 B8
il Capacity 16557
Targst Population
[T — 2 2 002% 0.02% 0.01% (1] a a ] o L] ] L] ]
Farcle Violstor: 233 33 2.54% 2.51% 1.4% 1] a a ] o L] o L] 0
Peborry Clresit Ceare. Prob. Vioke: 29 99 L08% 1.07% 0.5% ] a [} o ] L] 0 Q 0
Last Submission Date: None  Months of Data: 0
Objective Classification of Felon Population: Housed Non-Boarders Per Level
Unk: 1: 2: 3: 4: 5: B 7 8:
& % 10% 9% 20% 15% &% 33% 2% 0%
Top Ten Offense Categories by Percentage of Jail Capacity Utilized
KO0 of Capacity  Crima Class e [y — Relassen Ovarail [rrr—
1.96% No Offense found 325 5888 19.01
1.32% F ROBEERY ARMED 219 1010 106.25
102% F PROBATION VIDLATION 169 BO8Y %33
0.68% F Paode Violators. 146 3510 42.93
0.86% F FELONIOUS ASSAULT 142 1966 36,66
0.84% F US012-PROBATION VIOLATION 139 1949 3406
0.67% F CONT. SUE. - POSSESS LESS THAN 111 7 34.08
0.64% F ASSLT W/INT TO COMMIT MURDER 107 627 114.42
0.62% M Probation Violators 103 537 30.09
0.6% F Probation Violators 99 1543 3875
State Wide Jail Capcities: State Wide Jail Reporting:
Reporting Jails All Jails Percent Reported Counties Reporting Counties With Jails Percent Reporting
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JPIS CY 2013

County:
Statewid
Average Daily Population Mo Status Change Sen::“m[i::i::%ﬂ O‘FF-I::IHS
s e A T S e MO e M e, e M2 s
Aaguiar 1n mata
Unsene. Fakon: 3537 3537 32.06% 3LEI% 2L46% 14 23647164 14 179
Unsect. Mixtemamnara: 1294 1294 1173%  1L65% 7.86% 108 1337697 108 312
Sarit Faioe {Frior i mimbabon b 103 103 0.93% 0.93%, 0.63%: 2 30714 2 7
Seri. T {Afer mimibsson: 1739 1739 15.76%  15.65%  10.56% a 3138 4L B 7LE3
(R Pl [P 87 BT 0.7%% 0.76% 0.53% 2 34795 i 13
Sert. Miact {Alter mireinsicn}: 1091 1091  9.89% 9.82% B.63% 12 1158 7.5 12 17.683
Boardes In
poc 105 105 0.95% 0.95% D.64% ] o o 0 0 o [ ] o
rederal 285 285 158% L5T% 1.73% L] 0 ] Q Q ] a o o
Cttar Ceurtin 194 194 L7E% L75% 1.18% 1 43802 o 0 4 1 16TS 5 145
Ditoar: 2008 2008  18.2% @ 1B.07% 12.7% 21 35619.52 ] a U] ] [ 21 3043
Total Heused 11032 11032 100% = 99.2%% 67% 144 4118656 4 424055 24 1642 2007 172 1285
Doarded Ot
raion: 71 7L D% 0.64% 0.43% ] o o 0 0 o [ 0 o
Hisdemmmnanta: B 8  0OT% 0.07% 0.05% o ] ] U] a ] a o ]
Total Boardad Cut 79 79 0T 0.71% 0.48% ] 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0
Total (Housed and Boarded Dutl 11011 11111 100.7% 100%  E7.48% 144 4134344 4 aM055 24 1642 F0UF 172 128S
il Capacity 16465
Target Populatiors
Pedny Aloohol Amata: 3 3 00 0.03% 0.02% o ] ] a U] ] [ o ]
Parcla icletars: 196 196 17E% L.76% L19% ] 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0
Peiary st Cord Prok, ok a1 91 0LEME 0.82% 0.55% ] o o a a i] a o i]
Last Submission Date: None  Months of Data: 0
Obijective Classification of Felon Population: Housed Non-Boarders Per Level
Unk: 1: 2: 3: 4: 5: 6: 7 8:
&% 11% 13% 24% 17% 7 % 17% 3% 1%
Top Ten Offense Categories by Percentage of Jail Capacity Utilized
S0P of Capascity  Crime Class ‘Dmscription ‘Dffendan On Recond Ralaasas Oversll AWLOS Ovarall
10.21% F Mo Offense fourd 1881 15892 3535
L7E% M No Offense found 203 5299 1253
1.58% Mo Offense fourd 260 588 19.01
L11% F FROBATION VIOLATION 182 BOBY 26.33
L01% F Farole Violaloes 166 3510 4293
076% F ROBBERY ARMED 125 1010 106.25
0.75% Mo Offense fourd 124 3938 8.9
072% F FELONIOUS ASSAULT 118 1966 36.65
0.72% F FREE TEXT 118 2235 3761
0E9% F TEMPORARY ADD FOR WAYNE CO 13 569 95.28

State Wide Jail Capcities:

State Wide Jail Reporting:

Reporting Jails
16465

All Jails Parcent Reported

19635 B83.86%

Counties Reporting Counties With Jails

55

81

Percent Reporting
67.9%
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Table 2.3

JPIS CY 2014
County:
Statewide
Average Daily Population No Status Change m,mm m-rml
o e e I R R e
p——
e P 33630 35066 JlEa% 31655 e AT ) 112.04 108 35
L P ——— 58011 146888 i2.67% i2.58% B.B¥R  5S42 DEIE 56422 533
Bl P { Pl L il 3E10 BI7.16 5.24% 3% 31.65% 3110 13065 3110 SEE6
Tl P {, i bim i} eI 1588.61 16.29% 16.18% 11.36% E11 4537 5783 6121 1021
Tl Ml { P L il i el 5766 457 4545 14TR i B5.A2 TI58 IiA4
Tl Himd B s bk ios¥  1E3.1z 9.34% 9.18% B.57% 3673 iz 357 SEFD TET
i el 3
e ZEED 38876 2495 IATE 1.M4% igme 10833 19 103.58 0z 0B 41 ES ME1 ZEAT
Fedmani FEr 5.56 1.13% Li% 1.45% 2423 HM2IF 1 65 i 5.2 45.3 ZisE BT
ey L 170E iBE.7 1.63% 163% 1.14% BE4 6131 135 1068 470 i7 3.2 1498 30012
Hem 10557 T40.25 6.38% B.34% 4.45% AT 11919 264 735 1879 9.37 1863 9787 1866
Vet il 141333 11587.08 1005 39.33% TR TN B5.47 2659 A4 15463 1597 3462 1208l 488
B R
Prbaai 73 M4 0.61% LEse DA% i 713 1] o [+] o ] 1 23
Mo L 11 B3 0.0ss 0TSs 0.0%% 3 5F (1] o [+] o o 3 333
el Bt Lk a4 TH.IE 0.685% 067 04T 4 BE345 ] U] -] U] o 4 3535
e | merd B el SR 141407 11675.H1 100.68% plie ) 2R STaRE E5.4 639 E8.44 15AES 1557 34UE] 135765 1488
dmil Cageciny 18623
Tnrgel Fapialians
Py Ml Siveila. w B.B4 0.0E5% DuDEss 0.04% L] L] 5 E6.2 Iz 41.73 BEAS 7 9111
Pk Fdatis. 1835 1M0.57 1478 1485 1.03% 1126 1.z 7 TEBE 23z 43.54 4344 1355 4537
Py TS Cokil Frok, Whidid 575 F4.05 0645 0635 0.4%% 165 T3 135 a5.1 im0 s AL 461 471
Last Submission Date: None  Months of Data: 0
Objective Classification of Felon Population: Housed Non-Boarders Per Lavel
Unik: 11 a: 3: L H 5: [H H i
25% 12% B% 13%: ] 4% 20% 2% 0%
Top Ten Offense Categories by Percentage of Jail Capacity Utikzed
AL o] Ly L s Clae Dot g Fieveden The Bt Esnams Dl B el
¥i¥ F FROBATION VIDLATION 0 S2ET I55F
1.B7% W Cffense found IDES 315 i
0.95% F ROBHETTY ARMED Sl 1388 115.14
oi¥% F TEMPORARY ADD FOR WATHE OO 7= 1155 BI.61
0E™® F Parohe VICRRD S 1039 8315 46.19
0.BdR H WRTNE LOCAL DRDTHARCE 3817 11879 i1.13
0.75% M SPOAISE ABUSE ACT VIOLATION 3583 928 137z
07w H PROBATION VIOLATION 15489 3133 8.4
L™ F FELOKIDLES ASSALLT &ii AT 585
o.6&8% F DONT. SLE. - POSSESS LESE THAM e o] 36.14
State Wide Jail Capcities: State Wide Jail Reporting:
Reporting Jails All Jails Percent Reported " Counties Reporting Counties With Jails Percent Reporting
16623 19641 B4.63% 59 El 72.84%

Table: 2.4
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JPIS CY 2015

County:
Statewide
Average Daily Population Mo Status Change w mT"'i"l I
S—
- e =~ el
Fgutiar Lrvaban
Unsest. Fabena: 4EET MEITI 5% I5ES% 16S% 19112 18797 |z Haz
Unsese Mimdemanracen SMmS0 18953 I5.A5%  15.05%  11L% 48078 85 T 952
S, Fabon {Priar o wdrekakon 4 BR3E  AW% A58% £ 500 224G 500 6LAT
Sank. Pabon {itar wrminsben E5TE 197376 1STH% ISTER 1179 4326 485 5606 4626 10366
St M [Pt sirsase B4l 57581 A6% A5 1% 5744 1373 5744 M68
P — MO0 126209 10.09%  0.05% 5% a141 1699 ME] G141 ME2
Bk X
Doc Fi- -l 34829 2.% 1% 20M% 2081 13593 5 21832 3 .21 6134 1338 5159
Fadarud 1550 21302 17% L7 L% 177 38755 1 127 14 3 onw 133 438s
[rer— 1061 16522 LM% L3%  0m% 656 WL L4 37AE4 £ 559 1854 BS6 501
crthar BISL 81906 6.55% 6556 48T 5309 19545 197 11885 1640 745 746 T30 1938
ol W 116060 17S07.33 1009 100% T4 % 76531 434 1636 17699 I2983 18.53 BE2 102 2593
Bcared Du
Faioras 1 059 % % o 0 ] o o 1 50 206 1 s
Fidanmannt: o o 0% 0% e o a o o o a o o o
Total boarad tne- 1 059 0% 0% o 0 ] 1 1 1 #0 206 1 s
Votad {Houmed uad o réed et 116052 LSO7.92  100% 1005 TAM% 7ES3L S465 1636 ITESS  ZI9E4 1853 3BE3 NS 2594
dul Capacity 16825
Targat Papsistsnn
Fakony hiconal Amea: Lr3 TE?  D.06% Q05 s a a 4 108325 36 1781 TLE8 40 H2.28
Fhios Ve 1254 15854 1L.27% 1L217% 0% 918 178.72 11 18064 182 41.93 &0.52 mum B3.15
Pemy Semit-Flommd el Wilien £28 10582 0.85% 085 0% 53 52,05 £ 252 194 564 B4 2.4
Last Submission Date: None  Months of Data: 0
Objective Classification of Felon Population: Housed Mon-Boarders Per Level
‘ Unk: 1: 2: 3: 4: 5: [T 7
35% 5 % 8% 19% 10% 6% 15% 2%
| Top Ten Cal Lkl
Cffenders On Ascond Amianpen Drenll et Dresrnd]
2.73% PROBATION VILATION 1985 10343 2561
263% Mo Dffense found 1767 18249 3684
131% WAYKE LOCAL CRDINAMCE 915 12513 102
0.96% RCEEERY ARMED 315 1443 12553
0.96% SPOUSE ABUSE ACT VIDLATION 855 11518 1217
092% CONT. SLE. - POSSESS LESS THAK 956 3148 3454
091% TEMPORARY ADCH FOR WAYNE (X3 529 1429 825
091% Mo Offense found m 14645 1145
0.88% Famie Vialatoirs 812 4063 L
082 Mo Dffense found 1347 Ta07 2413
State Wide Jail Capcities: State Wide Jail Reporting:
Reporting Jails All Jails Percent Reported Counties Reporting Counties With Jails Percent Reporting
16825 85.54% &0 51 74.07%
Table: 2.5
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PART 3

PROGRAM UTILIZATION

Community corrections programs are expected to contribute to local goals and objectives concerning prison
commitments and/or jail utilization of their respective counties. Appropriate program policies and practices

must be implemented for programs to serve as diversions from prison or jail, or as treatment programs that

reduce the risk of recidivism.

To impact prison commitment and jail utilization rates, specific target populations have been identified due to
the high number of these offenders being sentenced to prison or jail. It is not possible to individually identify
offenders that would have been sentenced to prison or jail if alternative sanctions or treatment programs
were not available. But as a group, evidence can be presented to support their designation as a target
population.

National research’ has shown that appropriately targeted and administered cognitive restructuring and
substance abuse programs reduce recidivism. Community corrections funds have been used to fund these
types of programs based upon these national studies.

Further, supporting information is available concerning the impact of community corrections sanctions and
programs on jail utilization. It is possible to identify local sentencing policies that specify that jail time will be
decreased based upon an offender& participation or completion of community corrections programs.

Enrolled Offenders and Outcomes

The Department entered into a contractual agreement with Northpointe, Inc. to implement the COMPAS
Case Manager System statewide T this new system merged CCIS data into a statewide centralized website.
The data below represents data using the new system.

This section presents information relative to offenders enrolled into community corrections programs during
FY 2014 and FY 2015. In the following tables, an offender can be represented in more than one category,
since he or she may be enrolled in multiple programs. | t shoul d be noted that FfAsucces

Apercent successful oo is based on pr ogr aminforenationithatat i ons 0 c
can be determined through examination of the tables includes the following:

i Table 3.1, indicates that in FY 2014 a total of 53,098 offenders accounted for 77,689 enroliments in
programs funded by community corrections i 89.35% of the program outcomes have been successful.
Felony offenders accounted for the majority of reported enrollments i 89.86% of felony offender
program outcomes have been successful.

I Table 3.2, indicates that FY 2014 specific program successful outcomes were: Community Service
81.0%; Substance Abuse 78.7%, Group Programming (i.e. education, employment, life skills,
cognitive, domestic violence, sex offender, substance abuse and other group services) 76.3% and
Supervision Services (i.e. day reporting, intensive supervision, electronic monitoring and pretrial
supervision) 83.4%.

1 Table 3.3, indicates that in FY 2015 a total of 49,419 offenders accounted for 73,422 enrollments in
programs funded by community corrections i 88.06% of the program outcomes have been successful.
Felony offenders accounted for the majority of reported enrollments T 88.59% of felony offender
program outcomes have been successful.

1 Table 3.4,, indicates that in FY 2015 specific program successful outcomes were: Community Service
78.4%; Substance Abuse 79.6%, Group Programming (i.e. education, employment, life skills,
cognitive, domestic violence, sex offender, substance abuse and other group services) 75.1% and
Supervision Services (i.e. day reporting, intensive supervision, electronic monitoring and pretrial
supervision) 83.9%.

lAndrews, D. A. & Bonta, James (2003) The Psychology of Criminal Conduct Cincinnati, Ohio: Anderson Publishing Co.
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State Summary of Program Participants

by Crime Class & Legal Status

With Percents of Successful Outcomes

P.A. 511 Funded
Fiscal Year 2014

Number of Offenders in Programming Number of Program Enrollments and Outcomes
Number Of Program Successful
Offenders - Enrollments Outcomes % Successful
Felons
Unsentenced: 10458 30.04% 16791 15018 91.59%
Sentenced: 24336 69.96% 34717 32378 89.08%
Total: 34814 100.00% 51508 47396 39.86%
Misdemeanants
Unsentenced: 6785 37.11% 9559 8536 91.65%
Sentenced: 11499 02.89% 16622 14808 87.13%
Total: 18284 100.00% 26181 23344 88.33%
Total
Unsentenced: 17243 32.47% 26350 23554 33.30%
Sentenced: 33835 67.53% 31339 47186 66.70%
Total: 33098 100.00% 77689 70740 89.35%
Table 3.1
State Summary of Program Enrollments
by Crime Class & Legal Status
With Percents of Successful Outcomes
P.A. 511 Funded
Fiscal Year 2014
Number of Enrollments Percent Successful
Type of MNew Unsentenced Sentenced Unsentenced Sentenced Overall
Program |Enrollments| Felony Misd Felony Misd Felony | Misd | Felony | Misd
Cace Management 2367 97 67 1411 792(] 61.5% |38.0% | 65.9% |73.2% | 67.7%
Community Service Q012 63 75 3927 4047[] 60.9% |75.4% | 83.8% | 79.4% | 81.0%
Employment & Training 318 37 2 205 74| 60.5% |66.7% | 82.5% |65.4% | 73.3%
Substance Abuse 1688 035 376 420 237|| 88.2% |75.6% | 75.1% |63.6% | 78.7%
Other 2132 156 115 1209 652(] 61.0% |40.29% | 67.3% [|80.8% | 69.2%
DDIR 711 42 - B62 3| | 100.0% 1100.0%] 98.8% |66.7% | 98.8%
Group Programming 9589 b78 149 6938 1824(| 73.0% |67.5% | 76.0% | 79.4% | 76.3%
SUpErvision Sesvices 12322 4338 2276 2691 2097 80.2% |77.4% | 86.4% |89.1% | 83.4%
jAssessment Services 24770 9639 Hh333 SE96 2002{] 98.4% ]99.4% ] 99.3% |99.1% | 99.0%
Gatekeeper 17242 1138 252 12823 2029(] 97.5% |86.1% | 98.9% [95.3% | 98.0%
[Totals: 80151 16863 9649 36182 17457
[Totals w)o Case Mngt: 7784 16766 Q582 34771 16665( | 98.22% IQE.?B%"Q?.?D"‘.-’EIQS.SG% a7.30%

Table 3.2
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State Summary of Program Participants
by Crime Class & Legal Status
With Percents of Successful Outcomes
P.A. 511 Funded
Fiscal Year 2015

Number of Offenders in Programming Number of Program Enrollments and Outcomes
Number OF o Program Successful o ﬁ
Offenders o Enrollments Outcomes a Suce !
Felons
Unsentenced: Q200 31.33% 15383 13431 89.56%
Sentenced: 21477 68.67% 31566 28490 86.69%
Total: 31277 100.00% 46949 41921 87.59%
Misdemeanants
Unsentenced: 7107 39.17% 10356 9280 91.62%
Sentenced: 11035 60.83% 16117 14891 B87.96%
Total: 18142 100.00% 26473 24171 88.88%
Total
Unsentenced: 16907 34.21% 25739 22711 34.36%
Sentenced: 32512 65.79% 47683 43381 65.64%
Total: 409419 100.00% 73422 66092 88.06%
Table 3.3
State Summary of Program Enrollments
by Crime Class & Legal Status
With Percents of Successful Outcomes
P.A. 511 Funded
Fiscal Year 2015
Number of Enrollments Percent Successful
Type of New Unsentenced Sentenced Unsentenced Sentenced Owerall
Program Enrollments; Felony Misd Felony Misd Felony | Misd | Felony | Misd
[Case Management 2075 109 77 1265 627 72.2% | 66.2%| 67.6% | 75.4% ]| 70.6%
[Community Service 79200 B5| B0y 3272 4483 | 74.5% | 79.5%] 76.6% | 79.8% | 7B.4%
[Employment & Training 283 19 7] 204 33| 87.5% |50.0%| 86.8% | 89.5%| 86.9%
[Substance Abus= 1812 264 484 414 2530 ] 86.4% | 79.5%| 67.2% | 77.1% | 79.6%
[other 2113 155 70 1263 624| 52.5% |45.2%| 63.6% | 81.4%| 67.6%
DDIR 645 25| 4 611 3| 95.8% J100.0%6 97.6% |100.0% 97.6%
[Group Pragramming G858 658 144 7399 1681 | 68.5% |64.5%| 74.5% | 80.8%:] 75.1%
[Bupervision Services 14145 4971 3090 2731 3356 | 79.7% |B80.6%| 86.4% | 89.9%] 83.9%%
|Assessment Services 20450 7540 5860 4415 2642 | 97.4% |99.2%| 98.0% | 99.7% | 98.4%
[Gatekeaper 16155 1266 617] 11254 3021 | 97.4% |93.7%| 98.3% | 93.0% | 97.0%
[Totals: 75500 15492 10433 32831 16744
[Totals wio Case Mngt: 73422 15383 10356 31566 16117 ] 96.18% IQG. 19‘%' 95.03‘%'94.559 095.32%
Table 3.4
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