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Preface

This report provides a detailed statistical summary of adult offenders under the
Kansas community corrections system during fiscal year 2009. The report is based on
data pulled from the Total Offender Activity Documentation System (TOADS). The
number of offenders for whom information is available varies across dataitems. The
datais also different from what is published in other reports by the Kansas Department of
Corrections and the Kansas Sentencing Commission since this report reflects information
for community corrections offenders only; is maintained by the community corrections
division; captures different data elements; and the datais pulled only from TOADS and is
captured at different pointsin time. The data discussion pages describe in detail what
each set of datameans. This profile does not include demographic information but will

in future reports. There are ten different sets of dataincluded within this report.
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Data Description:

Closed Offender Files by Termination Reason: FY 06 to FY 09 (pages 6-37):

This has the number and percentage of hoveftemder files closed during the last four fiscal

years. The third chart, last bar in the chartwshahere the 20% reduction is. If the FY09 number
is at or beneath that bar, then the agency met the 20% reducfidre first chart has numbers in the
bottom right-hand corner; this is the total numdiieclosed offendetfiles for that fiscal year.
Information was pulled from Court Case Sentencicg\ity Report on 7/7/09 at 7:54:40 AM.

Open Offender Files: FY06 to FY 09 (pages 38-50):

This has the total number gpen offender files for that fiscal year. Please note that theretaee
agencies per page. There are two additional paipesdaat the end of this section. The first
additional page has a graph, representing all agefar FY06 - FY09, and has the agency monthly
averagenumber of open offender files. This is a one-skyéice with all agencies. The second
additional page shows the statewide monthly avenageber of open offender files. Information
was pulled from the Court Case Sentencing Actikgport on 7/7/09 at 7:54:40 AM.

Number and Per cent of Revocations All Agencies (page 51):

This has the total number and percentageased offender files for fiscal year 2009 onlyhe
numbers and percentages match the first set ofil#tés report This is different from the first set
of data because it’s in list, instead of graphimf@and it is only for FY09. Information was pulled
from the Court Case Sentencing Activity Report 67109 at 7:54:40 AM.

Per cent Successful Completions by Agency (page 52):

Agencies can get a one-page quick snapshot ofdtoeptage of successful completiaver the

last four years. This way, like agencies can caompi@mselves. Information was pulled from the
Court Case Sentencing Activity Report on 7/7/09:84:40 AM.

Average Revoked Successful & Unsuccessful by Agency: FY06 to FY 09 (pages 53-63):
This will have three agencies per page. This shibeaver age number of offender files closed

per month which is represented by the black numbers abogke lear for the last four fiscal years.
All revocations are lumped together. There is @ther” category. The “N=" shows the total
number of successful completions, revocations,uasticcessfuls. The “N=" numbers match the
numbers from the very first set of data in thisorep In the bottom of each chart there is somg tex
please note that the number in bold is where t8é @&@luction would lie. (Example: SN should
revoked5.9 or less offenders monthly to maintain the 20% otida in revocations) A black bar is
drawn across the revocations sections; this ineicatere the 20% reduction is. Any bar that falls
at or beneath that line has met the 20% revocation reduction. Information pulfexim the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report on 7/7/09 at 7:64AM.

NonSB123 & SB123 Initial Assessment: FY06 to FY 09 (pages 64-95):

This has both number and percentafjeffenders wh@NLY received a Pre-Sentence/Initial LSI-
R; breaks it down by the four risk levels (over kst four fiscal years); and by those who were
sentenced as a SB123 offender and Non-SB123 andytbeps them. This does not take into
account those who received a Re-assessment orddgechSI-R. Information was pulled into
Excel from TOADS — Assessments — LS| Flat File 76183/09.




SB123 & NonSB123 Offender Files Closed FY 05 to FY09 All Agencies (pages 96-159):
Each page will have two graphs on the front anddwahe back. The first page will be the number
of SB123 & NON-SB12®Dffender Files Closed and the next page is the percentafjpoth types

of offenders. This contains information for thetléive fiscal years. This breaks down the
revocations instead of lumping them together;sbdias the total number “N=" at the bottom which
is the total number afase closures for that offender type (SB123 or not) for that yeRlease note
that the scales are different for most agencie®rination was pulled from the Court Case
Sentencing Activity Report: FY05 on 9/15/08 at 1349 AM; FY06 on 9/9/08 at 10:49:07AM;
FYO7 on 9/9/08 at 10:54:18 AM; FY08 on 9/9/08 at5l022 AM; and FY09 on 7/7/09 at 7:54:40
AM.

L SIR UNgrouped (pages 160-504):

This does not group the offenders. It has the reimahd percentage of offenders who scored Very
Low, Low, Moderate, High and Very High by LSI-R dam for that termination reason. Tliiees

not lump revocations together. Information was pubgd_ori Allison from TOADS on 7/6/09.

L SIR Grouped (pages 160-504):

This is the same data as LSIR UNgrouped only #ielevels are grouped togeth®ftery
Low/Low, Moderate, High/Very High). This alstwes not lump all the revocations together.
Information was pulled by Lori Allison from TOADSo//6/09.

Supervision Level by Termination Reason (pages 505-508):

This is very similar to what the Open Offender &ilEY06 to FYQ9 looks like. This is a one-page
snapshot of the numbef offenders, risk level by termination reasom,df. Each type of
revocation is listed. The second page is simdahe first page only this is the percentafie
offenders. The third page lumps tih@nber of revocations togethdor Risk Level by Termination
Reason. The fourth page is like the third pagg patcentage of offenders.

Departures FY05 to FY09 (pages 509-516):

This has the number and percentagsenfences resulting in a departure. It is broken down by
type of departure. This will have all the CC ages@nd statewide information. This information is
pulled from the Court Case Flat View within TOADS.



Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
Northwest Kansas
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009

Reno
Reno
120-
” 100+
g
] 80
g OFYO06
(@) 604 oFYO07
—
o mFY08
© 40+
o mFY09
§ 20+
z
07 FY06 (N=186
Successful Total Revocation Unsuccessful Other (Death/Not (N=186)
Cl Sent d 16 CC FY07 (N=158)
osures entenced to CC) FY08 (N=181)
CC Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure FY09 (N=157)
Reno
60.0% -
) 50.0% 45.2)
o ' <
= |
0 d OFY06
3 40.0% 31.8%
S mFY07
5 30.0%- mFYO08
S |
8
o 10.0%-
o
g 0.0%,L
Successful Total Revocation Unsuccessful Other (Death/Not
Closures Sentenced to CC)
CC Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
" Reno
=
S 10
n o 69
S S 60
o O
B35 50 55.2
S & 50 50 '
> < 40 44
X o
5 o 20
O ©
28
N
= 10
zZ
0
FY06 FYO7 FY08 FY09 20% Target
CC Total Revocation Closures Reduction
*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY09 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.




Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009

Sedgwick
Sedgwick
600 S
§ 500
]
4 400-] O FY06
O @ FYo7
s 3001 mFY08
g 2004 mFY09
S
> 100 40
< 22 17 23 23 23
Successful Total Revocation Unsuccessful Other (Death/Not  Fyos (N=1018)
Closures Sentenced to CC)  FY07 (N=942)
. FYO08 (N=898)
CC Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure FY09 (N=966)
Sedgwick
60.0% - 5
; 49.9% i
o 50.0% 44.9%
> 41.0
%] b
o 40.0% 39 OFY06
@) mFYO07
S 30.0%-| mFY08
> mFY09
< 20.0%-
c
(]
o 10.0%
g
0_0%,L
Successful Total Revocation Unsuccessful Other (Death/Not
Closures Sentenced to CC)
CC Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Sedgwick
600
©
c 569
g S 500
iel 501
c S 480
(&]
.% S 00| 455.2
o3 404
o
P E 300
Qo
X o
S ©
°© 200
TS
o) (=)
cQ 100
>
z
0
FY06 FYO7 FY08 FY09 20% Target
CC Total Revocation Closures Reduction
*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY09 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.




Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
South Central Kansas
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years. 2006 - 2009
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Number of Opened Offender Files by Agency
Fiscal Years: 2006 — 2009
Numbers Obtained from the Court Case Sentencintyify\cReport
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Number of Opened Offender Files by Agency
Fiscal Years: 2006 — 2009
Numbers Obtained from the Court Case Sentencintyify\cReport
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Number of Opened Offender Files by Agency
Fiscal Years: 2006 — 2009
Numbers Obtained from the Court Case Sentencintyify\cReport
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Number of Opened Offender Files by Agency
Fiscal Years: 2006 — 2009
Numbers Obtained from the Court Case Sentencintyify\cReport
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Number of Opened Offender Files by Agency
Fiscal Years: 2006 — 2009
Numbers Obtained from the Court Case Sentencintyify\cReport
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Number of Opened Offender Files by Agency
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Statewide Comparison of Fiscal Years 2006 - 2009
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1400 o
Number of Opened Offender Files by Agency
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009
Numbers Obtained from the Court Case Sentencing Activity Report
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2nd | 4th 5th 6th 8th | 11th | 12th | 13th | 22nd | 24th | 25th | 28th | 31st | AT | CEK | CB CL DG |HVMP| JO LV MG |NWK| RN RL | SFT | SG SN | SCK | SU UG
OFY06 75 165 | 136 | 121 | 253 | 144 48 125 80 42 137 | 310 81 64 114 | 112 | 134 | 157 | 151 | 730 85 76 116 | 219 | 143 | 151 | 1116 | 325 99 58 471
OFyo7 | 101 | 142 99 84 274 | 118 31 99 80 42 180 | 218 | 113 55 126 | 120 94 146 | 175 | 769 53 80 100 | 161 | 138 | 147 | 1094 | 361 76 48 482
EFYOs | 114 | 119 | 109 99 244 | 122 27 112 79 56 166 | 234 | 135 59 130 | 122 | 114 | 130 | 136 | 714 87 87 125 | 200 | 155 | 152 | 1158 | 327 78 30 556
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Number and Per centage of Community Corrections Offender Files Closed in FY 2009

by Agency and Reason for Closure
: >
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Q C|s|cS|s|slegdslsoss|lS| 5 |2 58 |5F 5
O # |z|lFOo|le|lFOorkAFrOlFOlre|d| - [S5]| F |08 F
2nd District 104 | 2 |28.6%| 3 |42.9%| 2 |286%| 7 | 6.7% | 92 |885%| 1 | 1.0%| 4 | 3.8%
4th District 107 | 7 |36.8%| 7 |36.8%| 5 |26.3%| 19 |17.8%| 56 |52.3%| 30 [28.0%] 2 | 1.9%
Sth District 120 | 32 |78.0%| 8 |195%| 1 | 2.4% | 41 |34.2%] 66 |55.0%| 11| 92% | 2 | 1.7%
6th District 55 | 12 [75.0%| 3 [18.8%| 1 | 6.3% | 16 |29.19%| 29 |52.7%| 10 [18.2%| 0 | 0.0%
8th District 224 | 29 |59.29%]| 15 [30.6%| 5 |10.206] 49 | 21.9%| 129 |57.6%| 35 |15.6%| 11 | 4.9%
11th District 122 | 12 |60.0%| 6 [30.0%| 2 |10.0%| 20 |16.4%| 93 |76.2%| 5 | 41% | 4 | 3.3%
12th District 21 | 5 |83.3%| 1 [16.7%| 0 | 0.0% | 6 |28.6%| 14 |66.7% 48% | 0 | 0.0%
13th District 83 | 17 [60.7%| 7 |25.0%| 4 [14.3%| 28 |33.7%| 46 |55.4%| 9 [10.8%| 0 | 0.0%
22nd District 68 57.1%| 1 |14.3%| 2 |28.6%| 7 [10.3%| 50 |73.5%| 10 |14.7%| 1 | 1.5%
24th District 42 57.1%| 2 |14.3%| 4 |28.6%| 14 [33.3%| 18 |42.9% 19.0%| 2 | 4.8%
25th District 146 | 33 |805%| 3 | 7.3% | 5 |12.20| 41 |28.1%] 95 |65.1% 3.4% | 5 | 3.4%
28th District 184 | 36 |65.5%| 12 [21.8%| 7 |12.7%| 55 | 29.9%| 114 | 62.0%| 10 | 5.4% | 5 | 2.7%
31t District 112 | 13 |61.9%| 8 |38.1%| 0 | 0.0% | 21 |18.8%| 57 |50.9%| 19 [17.0%| 15 [13.4%
Atchison 39 | 9 [64.3%| 3 [21.4%| 2 [14.3%| 14 |35.9%| 16 |41.0%| 8 [20.5%| 1 | 2.6%
Central Kansas 111 | 16 |72.7%| 4 |182%] 2 | 9.1% | 22 |19.8%| 69 |62.2%| 15 [135%| 5 | 4.5%
CimmaronBasn | 134 | 17 [70.8%| 6 |25.0%| 1 | 4.2% | 24 |17.9%| 77 |57.5%]| 29 |21.6%| 4 | 3.0%
Cowley 111 | 18 |78.3%| 2 | 8.7% | 3 |13.0%| 23 |20.7%| 67 |60.4%| 19 [17.1%| 2 | 1.8%
Douglas 114 | 20 |87.0%| 2 |87% | 1 | 43% | 23 [20.2%] 86 | 75.4% 26%| 2 | 1.8%
Harvey/McPherson | 154 | 42 |79.2%| 10 [18.9%| 1 | 1.9% | 53 | 34.4%| 92 |59.7% 3.9%| 3 | 1.9%
Johnson 616 | 95 |61.3%| 38 [24.5%| 22 |14.2%] 155 | 25.2% | 375 | 60.9% | 45 | 7.3% | 41 | 6.7%
L eavenworth 50 | 13 |86.7%| 2 [13.3%| 0 | 0.0% | 15 | 30.0%| 27 |54.0%| 3 | 6.0% | 5 |10.0%
Montgomery 75 | 20 |66.7%| 6 [20.0%| 4 |13.3%| 30 | 40.0%| 36 |48.0% 93% | 2 | 27%
Northwest Kansas | 112 | 13 |76.5%| 4 [235%| 0 | 0.0% | 17 |15.2%| 75 |67.0%| 18 |16.1%| 2 | 1.8%
Reno 157 | 43 |86.0%| 7 [14.0%| 0 | 0.0% | 50 |31.8%| 86 |54.8%| 14 [ 8.9% | 7 | 4.5%
Riley 140 | 15 |68.2%| 5 |22.7%| 2 | 9.1% | 22 |15.7%| 82 |58.6%| 28 [20.0%| 8 | 5.7%
Santa Fe Trail 167 | 24 |68.6%| 6 [17.1%| 5 |14.3%| 35 | 21.0%| 70 |41.9%| 59 [35.3%| 3 | 1.8%
Sedgwick 966 | 348 | 72.5%| 84 [17.5%| 48 | 10.0%| 480 | 49.79% | 434 | 44.9%| 23 | 2.4% | 29 | 3.0%
Shawnee 306 | 56 [90.3%| 6 | 9.7% | 0 | 0.0% | 62 |20.3%| 237 | 77.5%| 6 | 2.0% | 1 | 0.3%
South Central Kansas | 85 | 10 |62.5%| 5 [31.3% 6.3% | 16 |18.8%| 53 |62.4%| 15 [17.6% 1.2%
Sumner 35 | 8 [57.1%| 3 [21.4%| 3 [21.4%| 14 |40.0%| 20 |57.1%| 0 |0.0% | 1 | 2.9%
Unified Government | 423 | 84 |66.1%| 43 |33.9% 0.0% | 127 | 30.0%| 212 | 50.1%]| 68 |16.1%| 16 | 3.8%
STATEWIDE |5070|1047|70.8%|304|20.6%| 128| 8.7% |1479| 29.2% | 2901 | 57.2% | 506 | 10.0%| 184 | 3.6%
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3 Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
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*The line across the Average Rewocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction=0.4) All numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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*The line across the Average Rewvocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 5.9) All numbers are pulled from the
Court Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009
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*The line across the Average Revocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 2.5) All numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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*The line across the Average Rewvocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 0.6) All numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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*The line across the Average Rewvocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 0.6) All numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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*The line across the Average Rewvocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 6.0) All numbers are pulled from the Court

Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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*The line across the Average Revocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 2.1) All numbers are pulled from the Court

Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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*The line across the Average Rewocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 1.4) All numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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*The line across the Average Rewvocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 1.6) All numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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*The line across the Average Rewvocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 1.4) All numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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*The line across the Average Rewocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 3.0) All numbers are pulled from the
Court Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 1.5) All numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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*The line across the Average Revocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 1.8) All numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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*The line across the Average Revocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 4.6) All numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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*The line across the Average Revocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 1.8) All numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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*The line across the Average Rewvocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 2.8) All numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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*The line across the Average Revocation closure reason represents where the 20% reduction lies. Any bar that falls at or beneath this line means the
agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 37.9) All numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 1.6) All numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.
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agency met the 20% targeted revocation reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 16.7) All numbers are pulled from the Court
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Number and Percentage of SB123 and Non-SB123 Offenders by LSI-R Risk Level
Pre-Sentence/Initial Assessments Only

Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009

2"PDISTRICT
SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 3 12.5% 6 17.6% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Risk Level Il 9 37.5% 10 29.4% 16 48.5% 5 29.4%
Risk Level llI 6 25.0% 8 23.5% 8 24.2% 8 47.1%
Risk Level IV 6 25.0% 10 29.4% 9 27.3% 4 23.5%
TOTAL 24| 100.0% 34| 100.0% 33| 100.0% 17] 100.0%
NON SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 4 10.8% 1 2.4% 2 3.6% 3 7.3%
Risk Level Il 8 21.6% 9 22.0% 14 25.5% 13 31.7%
Risk Level llI 14 37.8% 17 41.5% 23 41.8% 14 34.1%
Risk Level IV 11 29.7% 14 34.1% 16 29.1% 11 26.8%
TOTAL 37| 100.0% 41| 100.0% 55| 100.0% 41] 100.0%
ALL FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 7 11.5% 7 9.3% 2 2.3% 3 5.2%
Risk Level Il 17 27.9% 19 25.3% 30 34.1% 18 31.0%
Risk Level llI 20 32.8% 25 33.3% 31 35.2% 22 37.9%
Risk Level IV 17 27.9% 24 32.0% 25 28.4% 15 25.9%
TOTAL 61| 100.0% 75| 100.0% 88| 100.0% 58| 100.0%
*Chart below represents All Pre-Sentence/l nitial L SI-R Assessmentsfor your agency.
Percentage of Pre-Sentence/lInitial LSI-R Assessments by Risk Level
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009
40.0% 2nd District ]
i ) q0/35_ o3l 3%
35.0% . 32.8%
31.0%
30.0% A 27.9% 28.4%
%
25.0% A OFYO06
@ FY07
20.0% aFYos8
15.0% mFY0s
11.5%
10.0% +—— 193% |
5.2%
5.0% 230
0.0%
Risk Level | Risk Level ll Risk Level lll Risk Level IV




Number and Percentage of SB123 and Non-SB123 Offenders by LSI-R Risk Level
Pre-Sentence/Initial Assessments Only

Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009

4™ DISTRICT
SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 15 31.9% 8 17.8% 3 11.1% 10 30.3%
Risk Level Il 16 34.0% 22 48.9% 13 48.1% 15 45.5%
Risk Level llI 10 21.3% 14 31.1% 11 40.7% 7 21.2%
Risk Level IV 6 12.8% 1 2.2% 0 0.0% 1 3.0%
TOTAL 47] 100.0% 45| 100.0% 27| 100.0% 33] 100.0%
NON SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 24 29.3% 15 21.1% 16 22.9% 19 29.2%
Risk Level Il 30 36.6% 29 40.8% 25 35.7% 19 29.2%
Risk Level llI 21 25.6% 24 33.8% 28 40.0% 22 33.8%
Risk Level IV 7 8.5% 3 4.2% 1 1.4% 5 7.7%
TOTAL 82] 100.0% 71| 100.0% 70| 100.0% 65| 100.0%
ALL FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 39 30.2% 23 19.8% 19 19.6% 29 29.6%
Risk Level Il 46 35.7% 51 44.0% 38 39.2% 34 34.7%
Risk Level llI 31 24.0% 38 32.8% 39 40.2% 29 29.6%
Risk Level IV 13 10.1% 4 3.4% 1 1.0% 6 6.1%
TOTAL 129] 100.0% 116] 100.0% 97| 100.0% 98| 100.0%
*Chart below represents All Pre-Sentence/l nitial L SI-R Assessmentsfor your agency.
Percentage of All Pre-Sentencel/lnitial LSI-R Assessments by Risk Level
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of SB123 and Non-SB123 Offenders by LSI-R Risk Level
Pre-Sentence/Initial Assessments Only

Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009

5" DISTRICT
SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 2 7.7% 3 20.0% 1 6.7% 2 12.5%
Risk Level Il 11 42.3% 6 40.0% 7 46.7% 5 31.3%
Risk Level Ill 12 46.2% 4 26.7% 5 33.3% 6 37.5%
Risk Level IV 1 3.8% 2 13.3% 2 13.3% 3 18.8%
TOTAL 26| 100.0% 15| 100.0% 15| 100.0% 16| 100.0%
NON SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 3 5.1% 3 4.2% 5 9.8% 6 11.8%
Risk Level Il 17 28.8% 26 36.1% 13 25.5% 15 29.4%
Risk Level llI 19 32.2% 22 30.6% 22 43.1% 15 29.4%
Risk Level IV 20 33.9% 21 29.2% 11 21.6% 15 29.4%
TOTAL 59| 100.0% 72| 100.0% 51| 100.0% 51| 100.0%
ALL FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 5 5.9% 6 6.9% 6 9.1% 8 11.9%
Risk Level Il 28 32.9% 32 36.8% 20 30.3% 20 29.9%
Risk Level Ill 31 36.5% 26 29.9% 27 40.9% 21 31.3%
Risk Level IV 21 24.7% 23 26.4% 13 19.7% 18 26.9%
TOTAL 85| 100.0% 87| 100.0% 66| 100.0% 67| 100.0%

*Chart below represents All Pre-Sentence/l nitial L SI-R Assessmentsfor your agency.

Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of SB123 and Non-SB123 Offenders by LSI-R Risk Level
Pre-Sentence/Initial Assessments Only

Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009

6'" DISTRICT
SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 2 7.7% 3 20.0% 1 6.7% 2 12.5%
Risk Level Il 11 42.3% 6 40.0% 7 46.7% 5 31.3%
Risk Level llI 12 46.2% 4 26.7% 5 33.3% 6 37.5%
Risk Level IV 1 3.8% 2 13.3% 2 13.3% 3 18.8%
TOTAL 26| 100.0% 15| 100.0% 15| 100.0% 16| 100.0%
NON SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 3 5.1% 3 4.2% 5 9.8% 6 11.8%
Risk Level Il 17 28.8% 26 36.1% 13 25.5% 15 29.4%
Risk Level llI 19 32.2% 22 30.6% 22 43.1% 15 29.4%
Risk Level IV 20 33.9% 21 29.2% 11 21.6% 15 29.4%
TOTAL 59| 100.0% 72| 100.0% 51| 100.0% 51| 100.0%
ALL FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 5 5.9% 6 6.9% 6 9.1% 8 11.9%
Risk Level Il 28 32.9% 32 36.8% 20 30.3% 20 29.9%
Risk Level llI 31 36.5% 26 29.9% 27 40.9% 21 31.3%
Risk Level IV 21 24.7% 23 26.4% 13 19.7% 18 26.9%
TOTAL 85| 100.0% 87| 100.0% 66| 100.0% 67| 100.0%

*Chart below represents All Pre-Sentence/l nitial L SI-R Assessmentsfor your agency.

Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of SB123 and Non-SB123 Offenders by LSI-R Risk Level
Pre-Sentence/Initial Assessments Only

Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009

8™ DISTRICT
SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 10 13.9% 8 9.1% 10 14.3% 9 13.2%
Risk Level Il 21 29.2% 24 27.3% 18 25.7% 27 39.7%
Risk Level llI 32 44.4% 37 42.0% 22 31.4% 24 35.3%
Risk Level IV 9 12.5% 19 21.6% 20 28.6% 8 11.8%
TOTAL 72| 100.0% 88| 100.0% 70| 100.0% 68| 100.0%
NON SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 10 8.1% 3 2.5% 10 8.5% 10 7.5%
Risk Level Il 37 29.8% 33 27.3% 32 27.1% 33 24.8%
Risk Level llI 50 40.3% 47 38.8% 45 38.1% 47 35.3%
Risk Level IV 27 21.8% 38 31.4% 31 26.3% 43 32.3%
TOTAL 124 100.0% 121| 100.0% 118 100.0% 133| 100.0%
ALL FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 20 10.2% 11 5.3% 20 10.6% 19 9.5%
Risk Level Il 58 29.6% 57 27.3% 50 26.6% 60 29.9%
Risk Level llI 82 41.8% 84 40.2% 67 35.6% 71 35.3%
Risk Level IV 36 18.4% 57 27.3% 51 27.1% 51 25.4%
TOTAL 196 100.0% 209] 100.0% 188 100.0% 201] 100.0%

*Chart below represents All Pre-Sentence/l nitial L SI-R Assessmentsfor your agency.

Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009

Percentage of All Pre-Sentence/Inital LSI-R Assessments by Risk Level
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Number and Percentage of SB123 and Non-SB123 Offenders by LSI-R Risk Level
Pre-Sentence/Initial Assessments Only

11™ DISTRICT

Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009

SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 4 14.3% 1 4.2% 6 21.4% 2 8.0%
Risk Level Il 14 50.0% 11 45.8% 10 35.7% 11 44.0%
Risk Level lll 5 17.9% 9 37.5% 10 35.7% 10 40.0%
Risk Level IV 5 17.9% 3 12.5% 2 7.1% 2 8.0%
TOTAL 28] 100.0% 24| 100.0% 28| 100.0% 25| 100.0%
NON SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 16 21.9% 19 23.8% 18 24.0% 23 31.9%
Risk Level Il 33 45.2% 28 35.0% 27 36.0% 28 38.9%
Risk Level IlI 21 28.8% 25 31.3% 21 28.0% 12 16.7%
Risk Level IV 3 4.1% 8 10.0% 9 12.0% 9 12.5%
TOTAL 73] 100.0% 80| 100.0% 75| 100.0% 72] 100.0%
ALL FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 20 19.8% 20 19.2% 24 23.3% 25 25.8%
Risk Level Il 47 46.5% 39 37.5% 37 35.9% 39 40.2%
Risk Level IlI 26 25.7% 34 32.7% 31 30.1% 22 22.7%
Risk Level IV 8 7.9% 11 10.6% 11 10.7% 11 11.3%
TOTAL 101] 100.0% 104 100.0% 103] 100.0% 97] 100.0%
*Chart below represents All Pre-Sentence/l nitial L SI-R Assessmentsfor your agency.
Percentage of All Pre-Sentence/Initial LSI-R Assessments by Risk Level
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of SB123 and Non-SB123 Offenders by LSI-R Risk Level
Pre-Sentence/Initial Assessments Only
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009

12™ DISTRICT

SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 2 20.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 2 18.2%
Risk Level Il 5 50.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 4 36.4%
Risk Level lll 1 10.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 3 27.3%
Risk Level IV 2 20.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 2 18.2%
TOTAL 10] 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 11] 100.0%
NON SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 4 13.8% 1 4.5% 2 10.5% 2 6.3%
Risk Level Il 11 37.9% 4 18.2% 5 26.3% 10 31.3%
Risk Level IlI 9 31.0% 13 59.1% 9 47.4% 13 40.6%
Risk Level IV 5 17.2% 4 18.2% 3 15.8% 7 21.9%
TOTAL 29] 100.0% 22| 100.0% 19] 100.0% 32| 100.0%
ALL FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 6 15.4% 1 4.5% 2 10.5% 4 9.3%
Risk Level Il 16 41.0% 4 18.2% 5 26.3% 14 32.6%
Risk Level IlI 10 25.6% 13 59.1% 9 47.4% 16 37.2%
Risk Level IV 7 17.9% 4 18.2% 3 15.8% 9 20.9%
TOTAL 39| 100.0% 22| 100.0% 19] 100.0% 43| 100.0%
*Chart below represents All Pre-Sentence/l nitial L SI-R Assessmentsfor your agency.
Percentage of All Pre-Sentence/Initial LSI-R Assessments by Risk Level
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of SB123 and Non-SB123 Offenders by LSI-R Risk Level
Pre-Sentence/Initial Assessments Only

13" DISTRICT

Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009

SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 6 19.4% 6 17.1% 1 7.7% 0 0.0%
Risk Level Il 5 16.1% 7 20.0% 6 46.2% 5 31.3%
Risk Level IlI 9 29.0% 15 42.9% 4 30.8% 10 62.5%
Risk Level IV 11 35.5% 7 20.0% 2 15.4% 1 6.3%
TOTAL 31| 100.0% 35|/ 100.0% 13| 100.0% 16| 100.0%
NON SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 6 10.2% 3 7.5% 7 8.2% 5 9.3%
Risk Level II 13 22.0% 11 27.5% 22 25.9% 12 22.2%
Risk Level Il 23 39.0% 14 35.0% 32 37.6% 21 38.9%
Risk Level IV 17 28.8% 12 30.0% 24 28.2% 16 29.6%
TOTAL 59| 100.0% 40| 100.0% 85| 100.0% 54] 100.0%
ALL FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 12 13.3% 9 12.0% 8 8.2% 5 7.1%
Risk Level Il 18 20.0% 18 24.0% 28 28.6% 17 24.3%
Risk Level IlI 32 35.6% 29 38.7% 36 36.7% 31 44.3%
Risk Level IV 28 31.1% 19 25.3% 26 26.5% 17 24.3%
TOTAL 90| 100.0% 75| 100.0% 98| 100.0% 701 100.0%
*Chart below represents All Pre-Sentence/l nitial L SI-R Assessmentsfor your agency.
Percentage of All Pre-Sentence/Initial LSI-R Assessments by Risk Level
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of SB123 and Non-SB123 Offenders by LSI-R Risk Level
Pre-Sentence/Initial Assessments Only

Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009

22"°P DISTRICT
SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 1 4.8% 4 18.2% 5 25.0% 0 0.0%
Risk Level Il 7 33.3% 11 50.0% 8 40.0% 5 31.3%
Risk Level lll 7 33.3% 7 31.8% 1 5.0% 7 43.8%
Risk Level IV 6 28.6% 0 0.0% 6 30.0% 4 25.0%
TOTAL 21] 100.0% 22| 100.0% 20| 100.0% 16] 100.0%
NON SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 9 19.1% 3 10.0% 9 25.7% 6 10.0%
Risk Level Il 17 36.2% 13 43.3% 16 45.7% 21 35.0%
Risk Level IlI 12 25.5% 7 23.3% 6 17.1% 23 38.3%
Risk Level IV 9 19.1% 7 23.3% 4 11.4% 10 16.7%
TOTAL 47| 100.0% 30| 100.0% 35| 100.0% 60] 100.0%
ALL FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 10 14.7% 7 13.5% 14 25.5% 6 7.9%
Risk Level Il 24 35.3% 24 46.2% 24 43.6% 26 34.2%
Risk Level IlI 19 27.9% 14 26.9% 7 12.7% 30 39.5%
Risk Level IV 15 22.1% 7 13.5% 10 18.2% 14 18.4%
TOTAL 68| 100.0% 52| 100.0% 55| 100.0% 76] 100.0%
*Chart below represents All Pre-Sentence/l nitial L SI-R Assessmentsfor your agency.
Percentage of All Pre-Sentencel/lnitial LSI-R Assessments by Risk Level
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009
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Number and Percentage of SB123 and Non-SB123 Offenders by LSI-R Risk Level
Pre-Sentence/Initial Assessments Only

24" DISTRICT

Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009

SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 2 25.0% 3 27.3% 4 28.6% 2 40.0%
Risk Level Il 2 25.0% 3 27.3% 4 28.6% 0 0.0%
Risk Level llI 3 37.5% 3 27.3% 4 28.6% 2 40.0%
Risk Level IV 1 12.5% 2 18.2% 2 14.3% 1 20.0%
TOTAL 8| 100.0% 11| 100.0% 14| 100.0% 5| 100.0%
NON SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 3 11.5% 2 8.0% 9 28.1% 7 23.3%
Risk Level Il 12 46.2% 8 32.0% 10 31.3% 14 46.7%
Risk Level llI 5 19.2% 12 48.0% 10 31.3% 6 20.0%
Risk Level IV 6 23.1% 3 12.0% 3 9.4% 3 10.0%
TOTAL 26| 100.0% 25|  100.0% 32| 100.0% 30| 100.0%
ALL FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 5 14.7% 5 13.9% 13 28.3% 9 25.7%
Risk Level Il 14 41.2% 11 30.6% 14 30.4% 14 40.0%
Risk Level llI 8 23.5% 15 41.7% 14 30.4% 8 22.9%
Risk Level IV 7 20.6% 5 13.9% 5 10.9% 4 11.4%
TOTAL 34| 100.0% 36| 100.0% 46| 100.0% 35| 100.0%

*Chart below represents All Pre-Sentence/l nitial L SI-R Assessmentsfor your agency.

Fiscal Years 2006 - 2009
24th District

Percentage of All Pre-Sentence/lnital LSI-R Assessments by Risk Level
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Number and Percentage of SB123 and Non-SB123 Offenders by LSI-R Risk Level
Pre-Sentence/Initial Assessments Only

25" DISTRICT

Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009

SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 6 24.0% 4 17.4% 4 16.7% 1 6.3%
Risk Level Il 7 28.0% 11 47.8% 10 41.7% 10 62.5%
Risk Level lll 9 36.0% 6 26.1% 8 33.3% 4 25.0%
Risk Level IV 3 12.0% 2 8.7% 2 8.3% 1 6.3%
TOTAL 25| 100.0% 23| 100.0% 24] 100.0% 16] 100.0%
NON SB123 FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 19 23.8% 13 12.6% 10 9.9% 7 6.9%
Risk Level Il 24 30.0% 61 59.2% 38 37.6% 39 38.6%
Risk Level IlI 28 35.0% 20 19.4% 40 39.6% 35 34.7%
Risk Level IV 9 11.2% 9 8.7% 13 12.9% 20 19.8%
TOTAL 80| 100.0% 103] 100.0% 101] 100.0% 101] 100.0%
ALL FY2006 FY2007 FY2008 FY2009
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
# of LSIR's at Risk Level | 25 23.8% 17 13.5% 14 11.2% 8 6.8%
Risk Level Il 31 29.5% 72 57.1% 48 38.4% 49 41.9%
Risk Level 1lI 37 35.2% 26 20.6% 48 38.4% 39 33.3%
Risk Level IV 12 11.4% 11 8.7% 15 12.0% 21 17.9%
TOTAL 105] 100.0% 126] 100.0% 125| 100.0% 117] 100.0%
*Chart below represents All Pre-Sentence/l nitial L SI-R Assessmentsfor your agency.
Percentage of All Pre-Sentence/lnital LSI-R Assessments by Risk Level
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2009
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