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Preface

This report provides a detailed statistical summary of adult offenders under the
Kansas community corrections system during fiscal year 2011. 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 data items. The
data may differ from other reports published by the Kansas Department of Corrections
and the Kansas Sentencing Commission because this report reflects information for
community corrections offenders only; captures different data elements; and is captured
at different points in time. Each set of data is prefaced with a short description of

content. There are seven different sets of data included within this report.
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Agency Index

The following table shows the page numbers for each section by agency.
Section 1| Section 2| Section 3| Section 4| Section 5| Section 6 Section 7

2nd 6 39 41 53-54 56 73 85-90
4th 7 39 41 53-54 56 73 91-97
5th 8 39 41 53-54 57 73 98-102
6th 9 39 42 53-54 57 74 103-108
8th 10 39 42 53-54 58 74 109-114
11th 11 39 42 53-54 58 74 115-120
12th 12 39 43 53-54 59 75 121-126
13th 13 39 43 53-54 59 75 127-132
22nd 14 39 43 53-54 60 75 133-137
24th 15 39 44 53-54 60 76 138-143
25th 16 39 44 53-54 61 76 144-149
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AT 19 39 45 53-54 62 77 162-167
CEK 20 39 45 53-54 63 77 168-173
CB 21 39 46 53-54 63 78 174-179
CL 22 39 46 53-54 64 78 180-185
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HVMP 24 39 47 53-54 65 79 192-197
JO 25 39 47 53-54 65 79 198-203
LV 26 39 47 53-54 66 79 204-209
MG 27 39 48 53-54 66 80 210-215
NWK 28 39 48 53-54 67 80 216-221
RN 29 39 48 53-54 67 80 222-227
RL 30 39 49 53-54 68 81 228-233
SFT 31 39 49 53-54 68 81 234-239
SG 32 39 49 53-54 69 81 240-245
SN 33 39 50 53-54 69 82 246-251
SCK 34 39 50 53-54 70 82 252-257
SuU 35 39 50 53-54 70 82 258-263
UG 36 39 51 53-54 71 83 264-269
STATE 37 39 51 53-54 71 83 270-275




SECTION I: Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Closed Offender Files
by Reason for Closure for Fiscal Years 2006 — 2011

The first section of data consists of the closed offender files by termination reason for fiscal years 2006 thru
2011 for each agency and statewide (pages 6 - 37). For this data set, a file is defined as a court case assigned to
a specific offender. In any agency’s jurisdiction, an offender may have multiple cases (“files”) that close within
the time frame. In that event, the case closure reasons are weighted so that an offender is only counted once,
and an accurate count of offenders who are successful or revoked can be obtained. The data contains the
number and percentage of how the offender files closed during the last six fiscal years. On the left-hand side of
the document you will see the fiscal year followed by an (N=_). The “N="represents the total number of
offender files closed during that fiscal year. The last bar on the third chart represents where the 20% targeted
revocation reduction lies when comparing to FY06 numbers.

All information included in Section | was pulled from the Court Case Sentencing Activity Report which was
run on 7/12/11 at 7:38:12 AM.
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*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.
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Cowley

80
v
FY06 (N=82) g 70
- 5 60 [
FY0O7 (N=82) z
FY08 (N=99) S s0 [
FY09 (N=111) S 40 Fe
FY10 (N=100) 5
FY11 (N=94) 2 0
S 20
2
10
0
FY06 FY07 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FY11
m Successful 39 41 71 67 46 6l
M Total Revocation Closures 20 27 15 23 28 12
# Unsuccessful 15 13 11 19 25 21
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 8 1 2 2 1 0
Cowley
100.0%
2
= 80.0%
W
o
@] 60.0%
‘S
8 40.0%
B
c
] 20.0%
&
0.0%
FY06 FYO7 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FY11
M Successful 47.6% 50.0% 71.7% 60.4% 46.0% 64.9%
M Total Revocation Closures 24.4% 32.9% 15.2% 20.7% 28.0% 12.8%
 Unsuccessful 18.3% 15.9% 11.1% 17.1% 25.0% 22.3%
m Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 9.8% 1.2% 2.0% 1.8% 1.0% 0.0%
Cowley

Target Reduction

Number of Revocations and 20%

FYO06 FYO7 FYO08 FYO09 FY10 FY11l 20% Target
CC Total Revocation Closures Reduction

*To meet the 20% reducction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.
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Douglas

120
$ 100 |
FYO6 (N=164) =
FYO7 (N=117) 8 80
FYO8 (N=157) S
FY09 (N=114) ° 60
FY10 (N=123) g 40
FY11 (N=126) g
2 20
0
FY06 FY07 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FY11
m Successful 100 78 104 86 81 81
u Total Revocation Closures 46 26 34 23 34 36
u Unsuccessful 14 12 17 3 6 7
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 4 1 2 2 2 2
Douglas
100.0% [
& L
5 80.0%
o
o 60.0% [
[T
o
3]
Eﬂ 40.0%
c
8 20.0%
Q
o
0.0%
FYO6 FYO7 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FY11
m Successful 61.0% 66.7% 66.2% 75.4% 65.9% 64.3%
H Total Revocation Closures 28.0% 22.2% 21.7% 20.2% 27.6% 28.6%
= Unsuccessful 8.5% 10.3% 10.8% 2.6% 4.9% 5.6%
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 2.4% 0.9% 1.3% 1.8% 1.6% 1.6%
Douglas

Target Reduction

FYO06 FYo7 FYO08 FY09 FY10 FYi11 20% Target
Reduction

Number of Revocations and 20%

CC Total Revocation Closures
*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.
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Harvey/McPherson

100
w
2 380
FY06 (N=121) 3
FYO7 (N=118) 2
FY08 (N=126) .':’6 60
FY09 (N=154) 5 a0
FY10 (N=126) .g
FY11 (N=136) g 20
0
FY06 FYO7 FYO8 FYO09 FY10 FY11
M Successful 58 57 72 922 68 75
H Total Revocation Closures 33 29 36 53 41 39
= Unsuccessful 20 16 10 6 16
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 10 16 8 3 1 4
Harvey/McPherson
100.0%
d  80.0%
=1
s L
S 60.0%
b
o
@ 40.0%
g
<1}
8 20.0%
&
0.0%
FY06 FYD7 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FY11
m Successful 47.9% 48.3% 57.1% 59.7% 54.0% 55.1%
m Total Revocation Closures 27.3% 24.6% 28.6% 34.4% 32.5% 28.7%
 Unsuccessful 16.5% 13.6% 8.0% 3.9% 12.7% 13.2%
B Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 8.3% 13.6% 6.3% 1.9% 0.8% 2.9%
Harvey/McPherson

Target Reduction

Number of Revocations and 20%

FYO06 FYo7 FY08 FY09 FY10 Fy11 20% Target
Reduction

CC Total Revocation Closures

*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.
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Johnson

400
w 350
FY06 (N=580) S 300 |
FY07 (N=590) 8 250
FYO8 (N=612) S
FY09 (N=616) S 200
FY10 (N=568) g 150
FY11 (N=535) g 100
Z 50
0
FY06 FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11
® Successful 295 303 321 375 325 314
® Total Revocation Closures 218 196 202 155 178 163
# Unsuccessful 31 33 29 45 46 34
m Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 36 58 60 41 19 24
Johnson
100.0%
vy
Y 80.0%
=
)
o 60.0%
S
o
& 40.0%
£
5 20.0%
8 ;
&
0.0%
FYD6 FYO7 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FY11
o Successful 50.9% 51.4% 52.5% 60.9% 57.2% 58.7%
H Total Revocation Closures 37.6% 33.2% 33.0% 25.2% 31.3% 30.5%
# Unsuccessful 5.3% 5.6% 4.7% 7.3% 8.1% 6.4%
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 6.2% 9.8% 9.8% 6.7% 3.3% 4.5%
Johnson
250
S
Q
g 200
c
© =
22 150
o O
28
S3
% 9:.. 100
xS
‘5 5 50
o
Qo
g 0
Z FYO06 FYO7 FYO08 FY09 FY10 FY11 20% Target
CC Total Revocation Closures Reduction

*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.
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Leavenworth

Number of Revocations and 20%

Target Reduction

35
o 30 d
FYO6 (N= 56) 5 5
FYO7 (N=66) 8
FY08 (N=44) S 2
FY09 (N=50) © 15
FY10 (N=50) 2 it
FY11 (N=76) E
=
0
FY06 FY07 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FY11
m Successful 17 30 26 27 23 34
® Total Revocation Closures 23 19 14 15 15 21
= Unsuccessful 13 16 18 21
m Other (Death/Not Sent.to CC) 3 1 3 2 0
Leavenworth
100.0%
£ 80.0%
2
S 600% |
(]
o
o
o  40.0%
[-14]
8
S 200%
s
& 0.0%
FY06 FY07 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11
® Successful 30.4% 455% 59.1% 54.0% 39.7% 44.7%
® Total Revocation Closures 41.1% 28.8% 31.8% 30.0% 25.9% 27.6%
= Unsuccessful 23.2% 24.2% 2.3% 6.0% 31.0% 27.6%
m Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 5.4% 1.5% 6.8% 10.0% 3.4% 0.0%
Leavenworth

30

N
o

=
o

FY06

FYQ7

FYO08

FYO09

FY10

CC Total Revocation Closures

*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.

FY11l

20% Target
Reduction
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Montgomery

60
w 50 [
FY06 (N=68) v
FYO7 (N=34) § a
FY08 (N=56) O
FY09 (N=75) w 30
FY10 (N=94) o 20
FY11 (N=91) t
2 10
0
FY06 FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11
o Successful 36 20 26 36 58 50
H Total Revocation Closures 27 13 25 30 29 32
1 Unsuccessful 1 1 3 7 4 8
m Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 4 0 2 2 3 1
Montgomery
100.0%
3  80.0%
3
o 60.0%
©
% 40.0%
]
g 200%
S
a
e 0.0%
FY06 FYD7 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11
 Successful 52.9% 58.8% 46.4% 48.0% 61.7% 54.9%
® Total Revocation Closures 39.7% 38.2% 44.6% 40.0% 30.9% 35.2%
# Unsuccessful 1.5% 2.9% 5.4% 9.3% 4.3% B.8%
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 5.9% 0.0% 3.6% 2.7% 3.2% 1.1%
Montgomery

Target Reduction

Number of Revocations and 20%

FYO06 FYo7 FYO08 FYO09 FY10 FY11 20% Target
Reduction

CC Total Revocation Closures
*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.
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Northwest Kansas

100
FY06 (N=117) g 80
FYO7 (N=124) 2
FYO8 (N=119) S 60
FY09 (N=112) s
FY10 (N=109) y 40
FY11 (N=141) -g
S 20
2
0
FY06 FY07 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11
M Successful 88 86 84 75 79 99
u Total Revocation Closures 21 30 24 17 18 34
 Unsuccessful 2 6 10 18 10 5
B Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 6 2 1 2 2 3
Northwest Kansas
100.0%
o |
4 80.0%
(]
o
o 60.0%
k]
a
g 40.0%
S
S 20.0%
&
0.0%
FY06 FYO7 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FY11
M Successful 75.2% 69.4% 70.6% 67.0% 72.5% 70.2%
u Total Revocation Closures 17.9% 24.2% 20.2% 15.2% 16.5% 24.1%
# Unsuccessful 1.7% 4.8% 8.4% 16.1% 9.2% 3.5%
m Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 5.1% 1.6% 0.8% 1.8% 1.8% 2.1%

Northwest Kansas

Target Reduction

Number of Revocations and 20%

FY06 FYO07 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY1l1 20% Target
Reduction

CC Total Revocation Closures

*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.
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Reno

120

FY06 (N=186) 100
FYO7 (N=158)
FYO8 (N=181)
FY09 (N=157)
FY10 (N=147)
FY11 (N=156)

Number of Closures
3

20
0
FY06 FYD7 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FY11
M Successful 84 87 108 86 77 90
H Total Revocation Closures 69 44 50 50 49 46
# Unsuccessful 27 24 20 14 18 18
m Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 6 3 3 7 3 2
Reno
100.0% [
d  800% [
=
8
o 60.0%
[T
o
g 40.0%
i
o
o 20.0%
1]
a.
0.0%
FY06 FYO7 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FY11
m Successful 45.2% 55.1% 59.7% 54.8% 52.4% 57.7%
H Total Revocation Closures 37.1% 27.8% 27.6% 31.8% 33.3% 29.5%
© Unsuccessful 14.5% 15.2% 11.0% 8.9% 12.2% 11.5%
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 3.2% 1.9% 1.7% 4.5% 2.0% 1.3%
Reno

Target Reduction

Number of Revocations and 20%

FY06 FYO07 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11l 20% Target
Reduction

CC Total Revocation Closures

*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.

29




Riley

100
FY06 (N=99) d 80
FY07 (N=106) 2
FY08 (N=128) S 60
FY09 (N=140) S
FY10 (N=128) s 40
FY11 (N=143) -E
g 20
0
FYD6 FYO7 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FY11
M Successful 47 52 65 82 73 79
u Total Revocation Closures 28 23 19 22 24 23
 Unsuccessful 22 28 39 28 24 38
m Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) ) 3 5 8 7 3
Riley
100.0%
w
Y  80.0%
3
]
T 60.0%
b
o
% 40.0%
i)
c
g 20.0%
&
0.0%
FY06 FY07 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11
M Successful 47.5% 49.1% 50.8% 58.6% 57.0% 55.2%
H Total Revocation Closures 28.3% 21.7% 14.8% 15.7% 18.8% 16.1%
 Unsuccessful 22.2% 26.4% 30.5% 20.0% 18.8% 26.6%
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 2.0% 2.8% 3.9% 5.7% 5.5% 2.1%
Riley

Target Reduction

Number of Revocations and 20%

FY06 FYo7 FY08 FY09 FY10 Fy11 20% Target
Reduction

CC Total Revocation Closures
*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.
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Santa Fe Trail
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FY06 (N=95) £ 60 |
FY07 (N=119) g 50 Ve
FY08 (N=141) o
FY09 (N=167) S 40
FY10 (N=167) 3 30
FY11 (N=124
( ) E 20
Z 10
0
FY06 FYD7 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FY11
m Successful 25 44 77 70 65 41
m Total Revocation Closures 42 44 25 35 28 33
 Unsuccessful 25 28 38 59 31 26
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 3 3 1 3 0 3
Santa Fe Trail
100.0% [
w
g 80.0%
=
8
S 60.0%
b
g 40.0%
£
@ 20.0%
g
e 0.0%
FY06 FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11
M Successful 26.3% 37.0% 54.6% 41.9% 52.4% 39.8%
m Total Revocation Closures 44.2% 37.0% 17.7% 21.0% 22.6% 32.0%
 Unsuccessful 26.3% 23.5% 27.0% 35.3% 25.0% 25.2%
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 3.2% 2.5% 0.7% 1.8% 0.0% 2.9%

Santa Fe Trail

Target Reduction

Number of Revocations and 20%

FY06 FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11l 20% Target

. Reduction
CC Total Revocation Closures

*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.
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Sedgwick

700
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FY06 (N=1018) 8 50
FYD7 (N=942) 2
FY08 (N=898) s
FYD9 (N=966) S 300
FY10 (N=1197) o
FY11 (N=1195) 2 4
5 100
0
FY06 FY07 FY08 FY09S FY10 FY11
m Successful 387 386 448 434 493 561
m Total Revocation Closures 569 501 404 480 653 599
= Unsuccessful 22 17 23 23 15 5
m Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 40 38 23 29 36 30
Sedgwick
100.0%
g 80.0%
E
=]
8  60.0%
(=]
e
] 40.0%
-T:]
£
S 20.0%
e
Q
a 0.0%
FY06 FY07 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11
m Successful 38.0% 41.0% 49.9% 44.9% 41.2% 46.9%
® Total Revocation Closures 55.9% 53.2% 44.9% 49.7% 54.6% 50.1%
= Unsuccessful 2.2% 1.8% 2.6% 2.4% 1.3% 0.4%
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 3.9% 4.0% 2.6% 3.0% 3.0% 2.5%
Sedgwick

700

600

500

400

300

200

Target Reduction

100

Number of Revocations and 20%

FYO06 FYo7 FY08 FY09 FY10 FYi11 20% Target
Reduction

CC Total Revocation Closures
*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.

32




Shawnee

250
w
v 200
FY06 (N=271) 3
_ o
FY07 (N=308) S 150
FY08 (N=292) 5
FY10 (N=291) -E
FY11 (N=2S0
(N=290) 3 50
0
FY06 FY07 FY08 FY0S FY10 FY11
m Successful 159 173 190 237 225 191
H Total Revocation Closures 89 109 85 62 50 76
= Unsuccessful 16 13 B 6 9 6
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 7 13 9 1 7 17
Shawnee
100.0%
S  80.0%
E
8
=] 60.0%
k3
@ 40.0%
E
a 20.0
E %
o
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FY06 FY07 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11
o Successful 58.7% 56.2% 65.1% 77.5% 77.3% 65.9%
® Total Revocation Closures 32.8% 35.4% 29.1% 20.3% 17.2% 26.2%
= Unsuccessful 5.9% 4.2% 2.7% 2.0% 3.1% 2.1%
m Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 2.6% 4.2% 3.1% 0.0% 2.4% 5.9%
Shawnee
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100

80
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40

Target Reduction

20

Number of Revocations and 20%

FY06 FYo7 FY08 FY09 FY10 FYi1 20% Target
Reduction

CC Total Revocation Closures

*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.
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South Central Kansas
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g S0 i
FY06 (N=65) 3
FYO7 (N=75) g %
FY08 (N=71) S 30
FY09 (N=85) o
FY10 (N=57) é 20
FY11 (N=72
( ) 3 10
0
FY06 FYD7 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11
M Successful 48 53 48 53 42 52
m Total Revocation Closures 13 18 7 16 8 13
 Unsuccessful 2 2 14 15 5 7
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 2 2 2 1 2 0
South Central Kansas
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w
1]
(=] 60.0%
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&  40.0%
g
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FY06 FYD7 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11
m Successful 73.8% 70.7% 67.6% 62.4% 73.7% 72.2%
M Total Revocation Closures 20.0% 24.0% 9.9% 18.8% 14.0% 18.1%
 Unsuccessful 3.1% 2.7% 19.7% 17.6% 8.8% 9.7%
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 3.1% 2.7% 2.8% 1.2% 3.5% 0.0%

South Central

Target Reduction

Number of Revocations and 20%

FY06 FYO7 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11 20% Target

CC Total Number of Revocation Closures Reduction

*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.
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Sumner

35
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FY06 (N=43) S 25
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FY09 (N=35) E 15
FY10 (N=36) g2 1
FY11 (N=35) g
2
0
FY06 FYD7 FY08 FY09S FY10 FY11
M Successful 12 20 31 20 20 19
H Total Revocation Closures 24 15 11 14 11 14
# Unsuccessful 6 0 0 0 5 2
m Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 1 1 1 1 0 0
Sumner
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w
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FY06 FYD7 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY1l
m Successful 27.9% 55.6% 72.1% 57.1% 55.6% 54.3%
H Total Revocation Closures 55.8% 41.7% 25.6% 40.0% 30.6% 40.0%
# Unsuccessful 14.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 13.9% 5.7%
m Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 2.3% 2.8% 2.3% 2.9% 0.0% 0.0%
Sumner

Number of Revocations and 20%
Target Reduction

FYO06

FYO7

CC Total Revocation Closures

*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.

FY11

20% Target
Reduction
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Unified Government

350
@ 300 -
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0
FY06 FYD7 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FY1l
® Successful 83 126 151 212 288 327
M Total Revocation Closures 251 250 194 127 167 176
# Unsuccessful 120 98 68 68 48 70
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 11 18 10 16 13 18
Unified Government
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S 200%
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FY06 FYO7 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FY11
m Successful 17.8% 25.6% 35.7% 50.1% 55.8% 55.3%
H Total Revocation Closures 54.0% 50.8% 45.9% 30.0% 32.4% 29.8%
= Unsuccessful 25.8% 19.9% 16.1% 16.1% 9.3% 11.8%
® Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 2.4% 3.7% 2.3% 3.8% 2.5% 3.0%

Unified Government
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200
150

100

Target Reduction

50

Number of Revocations and 20%

FYO06 FYO7 FYO08 FYO09 FY10 FY11 20% Target
Reduction

CC Total Revocation Closures
*To meet the reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.

36




Statewide

Number of Revocations and 20%
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0
FY06 FYD7 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11
® Successful 2255 2428 2847 2901 2889 2926
H Total Revocation Closures 1971 1759 1539 1479 1801 1738
M Unsuccessful 500 507 478 506 457 478
m Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 186 197 180 184 140 132
Statewide
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e
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E 4
o
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FY06 FY07 FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11
® Successful 45.9% 49.6% 60.5% 57.2% 54.6% 55.5%
® Total Revocation Closures 40.1% 36.0% 25.4% 29.2% 34.1% 33.0%
# Unsuccessful 10.2% 10.4% 11.1% 10.0% 8.6% 9.1%
m Other (Death/Not Sent. to CC) 3.8% 4.0% 3.1% 3.6% 2.6% 2.5%
STATEWIDE
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Target Reduction

FY06
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FYo08 FY09 FY10 FYi11 20% Target
Reduction

CC Total Revocation Closures

*To meet the 20% reduction, the FY11 number must be smaller than the number in the 20% target reduction bar.
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SECTION II: Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Offender Files Closed in FY 2011
by Agency and Reason for Closures

The data in Section Il is a one page snap-shot of how offender files closed in fiscal year 2011. The numbers

and percentages match Section | numbers in this report. Information was pulled from the Court Case
Sentencing Activity Report which was run on 7/12/11 at 7:38:12 AM.
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Number and Percentage of Community Corrections Offender Files Closed in FY 2011
by Agency and Reason for Closure

IS

3 N
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2nd District 106 | 22 | 84.6% | 3 |11.5%| 1 | 3.8% | 26 |245%]| 79 |74.5%| 1 | 0.9% | 0 | 0.0%
4th District 113| 8 | 44.4% | 6 [33.3%| 4 |22.20| 18 [15.9%] 77 |68.1%]| 18 [15.0%| 0 [o0.0%
5th District 87 | 25 | 86.2% | 3 |10.3%| 1 | 3.4% | 29 |33.3%| 42 |48.3%| 16 |18.4%| 0 | 0.0%
6th District 82 | 11 | 73.3% | 4 |26.7%| 0 | 0.0% | 15 [18.3%]| 37 |45.1%| 27 |32.0%| 3 | 3.7%
8th District 208 | 38 | 65.5% | 16 |27.6%| 4 | 6.9% | 58 [27.9%| 98 |47.1%]| 47 |22.6%| 5 |2.4%
11th District 114 | 20 | 62.5% | 11 [34.4%| 1 | 3.1% | 32 [28.1%] 70 |61.4% sa%| 7 | 6.1%
12th District 20 | 1 [333%]| 0 |0.0%]| 2 |66.7%| 38 |10.3%]| 24 |82.8%| 2 | 6.9% | 0 | 0.0%
13th District 68 | 12 | 60.0% | 4 |20.0%| 4 |20.0%]| 20 |29.4%| 41 |60.3% 7.4%| 2 | 2.9%
22nd District 50 | 12 | 92.3% | 0 |0.0% | 1 | 7.79% | 18 |22.0%| 42 |71.2%| 1 | 1.7% | 3 |5.1%
24th District 54 | 4 |333%| 5 |41.7%| 3 |25.00%]| 12 [22.29] 30 |55.6%]| 11 [20.4%| 1 [ 1.9%
25th District 120 | 33 | 76.7% | 10 |23.3%| 0 | 0.0% | 43 |35.8%]| 69 |57.5%| 7 | 5.8% | 1 | 0.8%
28th District 186 | 52 | 66.7% | 17 [21.8%| 9 |11.5%| 78 [41.9%]| 89 |47.8%| 15 | 8.1% | 4 [2.2%
31st District 65 | 13 | 68.4% | 6 |31.6%| 0 | 0.0% | 19 [29.29%] 36 |55.4%| 9 [13.8%| 1 | 1.5%
Atchison 45 | 13 | 86.7% 6.7% | 1 |6.7% | 15 |33.3%| 24 |53.3%| 5 |11.1%| 1 | 2.2%
Central Kansas | 124 | 26 | 72.20% 22.2%| 2 | 5.6% | 36 |29.0%| 69 |55.6%| 13 |10.5%| 6 | 4.8%
Cimmaron Basin | 128 | 14 | 56.0% | 10 [40.00%| 1 | 4.0% | 25 [19.5%]| 81 |63.3%| 22 [17.2%| 0 |o0.0%
Cowley 94 | 10 |833%| 1 |83%]| 1 |83%| 12 |12.8%]| 61 |64.0%| 21 |22.3%| 0 | 0.0%
Douglas 126 | 23 | 63.9% | 11 [30.6%| 2 | 5.6% | 36 [28.6%| 81 |64.3%| 7 |5.6% | 2 [ 16%
Harvey/McPherson | 136 | 30 | 76.9% | 7 [17.9%| 2 | 5.19 | 39 |28.7%] 75 |55.1%| 18 |13.200) 4 | 2.9%
Johnson 535 | 88 | 54.0% | 54 |33.1%| 21 |12.9%| 163 |30.5%] 314 |58.7%| 34 | 6.4% | 24 | 4.5%
Leavenworth 76 | 12 | 63.2% | 8 [42.1%| 1 | 5.3% | 19 [25.09%]| 34 |44.7%]| 21 [27.6%| 0 |o0.0%
Montgomery 91 | 18 | 56.3% | 9 |28.1%| 5 |15.6%]| 32 |85.206] 50 |54.9% 88| 1 |11%
Northwest Kansas | 141 | 17 | 50.0% | 11 [32.4%| 6 |17.6%| 34 [24.2%] 99 |70.2%| 5 | 35% | 3 |2.1%
Reno 156 | 33 | 71.7% | 11 |23.0%| 2 | 4.3% | 46 |29.5%]| 90 |57.7%| 18 |11.5%| 2 | 1.3%
Riley 143 | 12 | 52.20 | 11 [47.8%| 0 | 0.0% | 23 [16.1%] 79 |55.2%]| 38 [26.6%| 3 [2.1%
Santa Fe Trail 103 | 25 | 75.8% | 5 [15.200| 3 | 9.1% | 33 [32.0%] 41 |39.8%]| 26 |25.2%| 3 [2.9%
Sedgwick 1195) 372 | 62.1% | 153|25.5%| 74 |12.4%| 599 |50.1%] 561 | 46.9%| 5 | 0.4% | 30 | 2.5%
Shawnee 290 | 53 | 69.79% | 20 |26.3%| 3 | 3.9% | 76 [26.29%] 191 |65.9%| 6 | 2.1% | 17 | 5.9%
South Central Kansas | 72 | 13 |100.0%| 0 | 0.0% | 0 | 0.0% | 13 [18.1%] 52 [72.20%0] 7 | 9.7% 0.0%
Sumner 35 | 13 |92.9%| 1 |7.1%| 0 | 0.0% | 14 [40.0%]| 19 |54.3%| 2 |5.7% | 0 | 0.0%
Unified Government] 591 | 147 | 83.5% | 28 [15.9%| 1 | 0.6% | 176 |29.8%] 327 |55.3%| 70 |11.8%] 18 | 3.0%
STATEWIDE |5274]1152| 66.3% |433|24.0%| 153 8.89% |1738|33.0%| 2926 55.506| 478 9.1% | 132 | 2.5%
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SECTION I11: Number of Opened Offender Files for Fiscal Years 2006 — 2011 by Agency and Statewide

The third section of data contains the total number of offender files opened during fiscal years 2006 thru 2011
for each agency and statewide. A file is defined as a court case assigned to a specific offender. A file is opened
when a new court case record is created due to a new sentence to community corrections or when an offender is
assigned to community corrections in the pre-sentence state under SB123 legislation. Please note there are
three agencies per page. Information was pulled from the Court Case Sentencing Activity Report which was
run on 7/12/11 at 7:38:12 AM.
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SECTION IV: Number of Community Corrections Offenders with an LSI-R Score:
Termination Reason by Supervision Level

This is a quick snapshot of the number of offenders LSIR risk level by termination reason for all agencies and
statewide for fiscal year 2011. The second page is the percentage of offenders LSIR risk level by termination
reason. Numbers were pulled from the Court Case Sentencing Activity Summary Report which is run on
7/12/11 at 7:38:12 AM and matched with numbers pulled from TOADS-Assessment file (discharge assessments
that occurred between 7/1/11-6/30/11). The numbers in this data set will be the same or slightly lower or higher
due to the Assessment file being pulled approximately 2 months after the CCSAR report was run. This gives
the agencies time to have gone back in and discharged offenders who weren’t there when the CCSAR was run
on 7/12/11; and/or time to go back and change the reason for closure.
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Number of Community Corrections Offenders

Termination Reason by Supervision Level

FY 2011
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Number of Community Corrections Offenders
Termination Reason by Supervision Level

FY 2011
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8th 1.0% | 3.4% | 6.3% | 1.0% | 0.0% | 7.2% | 4.8% | 4.3% | 5.3% | 0.0% J15.9%| 5.3% | 4.3% | 1.9% | 1.4% §20.2%]| 2.4% | 1.9% | 0.5% | 0.5%
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28th 1.1% | 1.6% [17.3%| 3.8% | 3.8% | 5.9% | 1.1% | 5.4% | 2.7% | 0.0% §16.2%| 3.2% | 2.2% | 1.6% | 0.0% §23.2%| 1.1% [ 0.5% [ 0.0% | 0.0%
31st 0.0% | 4.5% | 13.4%)] 6.0% | 0.0% § 9.0% | 7.5% [ 7.5% | 1.5% | 0.0% §20.9%]| 0.0% | 0.0% [ 1.5% [ 0.0% J25.4%]| 1.5% | 0.0% | 0.0% [ 0.0%
AT 0.0% | 0.0% |11.1%]| 2.2% | 2.2% ] 6.7% | 4.4% [11.1%| 0.0% | 0.0% J 8.9% | 4.4% | 4.4% [ 0.0% | 0.0% J28.9%| 2.2% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%

CEK 1.6% | 2.4% |15.0%| 2.4% | 0.8% § 4.7% [ 2.4% [ 3.9% | 2.4% | 0.8% J21.3%] 3.1% | 2.4% | 0.8% | 0.0% §28.3%| 0.0% [ 0.0% [ 0.8% [ 0.0%

CB 0.0% | 3.1% | 0.8% | 1.5% | 0.0% ) 1.5% | 3.8% | 6.2% | 4.6% | 0.8% J 9.2% | 3.1% | 1.5% [ 1.5% [ 0.0% J44.6%]| 2.3% | 0.8% | 0.0% | 0.0%
CL 1.1% | 3.2% | 4.2% [ 0.0% [ 0.0% J 4.2% | 9.5% | 6.3% | 0.0% | 0.0% §18.9%| 4.2% | 3.2% | 0.0% | 0.0% §36.8%| 1.1% [ 1.1% [ 0.0% | 0.0%
DG 3.1% | 0.8% | 8.6% | 2.3% | 0.8% §13.3%| 1.6% | 3.9% | 1.6% | 0.0% §12.5%| 1.6% | 1.6% [ 0.8% | 0.8% | 32.8%| 0.8% | 1.6% | 1.6% | 0.0%

HVMP | 1.5% | 5.1% |10.2%| 1.5% [ 0.0% J 4.4% | 3.6% | 7.3% [ 3.6% | 0.7% §22.6%]| 2.9% [ 2.9% | 0.7% | 0.7% §27.0%| 1.5% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%

JO 1.3% | 1.3% | 5.6% [ 4.3% | 0.6% | 3.5% | 1.1% | 5.4% | 0.4% | 0.9% §14.5%| 1.5% | 3.2% | 2.2% | 0.7% §27.8%| 0.6% [ 0.4% [ 0.4% | 0.2%
LV 5.3% | 8.0% | 8.0% | 2.7% | 1.3% ] 5.3% | 6.7% [ 5.3% | 5.3% | 0.0% §18.7%]| 5.3% | 0.0% [ 1.3% [ 0.0% J13.3%]| 4.0% | 1.3% | 0.0% [ 0.0%
MG 0.0% | 4.0% | 8.1% | 5.1% | 2.0% | 4.0% | 3.0% [10.1%| 2.0% | 0.0% §15.2%)| 0.0% | 3.0% [ 0.0% | 1.0% J28.3%| 0.0% | 1.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%

NWK 1.4% )| 0.7% | 5.7% | 5.0% | 1.4%§ 7.8% [ 0.0% [ 5.0% | 1.4% | 2.8% §17.0%] 2.1% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% §36.9%| 0.0% [ 0.0% [ 0.0% [ 0.0%

RN 2.5% | 1.3% |10.1%)| 4.4% | 0.6% ] 9.5% | 1.3% [ 4.4% | 0.0% | 0.6% §20.3%)| 2.5% | 4.4% [ 0.6% [ 0.0% J24.7%| 1.9% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
RL 2.1% [ 7.6% | 2.1% | 3.5% | 0.0% ] 6.9% | 6.3% [ 3.5% | 1.4% | 0.0% J14.6%]| 6.9% | 0.7% [ 1.4% [ 0.0% J29.9%]| 4.9% | 0.7% | 0.7% | 0.0%
SFT 0.0% | 6.7% |12.5%)] 1.0% | 1.0%J 2.9% | 3.8% | 4.8% | 4.8% | 1.0% §12.5%| 5.8% | 1.9% [ 0.0% | 0.0% J25.0%| 6.7% | 1.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
SG 1.0% | 0.3% |16.1%| 4.9% | 2.7% § 6.2% [ 0.1% [ 9.7% | 4.7% | 2.4% §15.5%] 0.0% | 2.6% | 1.2% | 0.5% §21.1%| 0.0% [ 0.6% [ 0.0% [ 0.2%
SN 8.8% | 1.0% |12.1%)] 2.3% | 0.3% §15.0%| 0.7% [ 2.3% | 2.6% | 1.0% §20.2%)| 0.0% | 1.0% [ 0.0% [ 0.0% J19.2%| 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.3% | 0.0%

SCK 0.0% | 2.8% | 1.4% | 0.0% | 0.0% J 2.8% | 2.8% [ 9.7% | 0.0% | 0.0% §15.3%]| 5.6% | 4.2% [ 0.0% [ 0.0% J51.4%] 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% [ 0.0%

SuU 0.0% | 0.0% | 5.7% | 0.0% | 0.0% § 2.9% | 0.0% [11.4%| 2.9% | 0.0% §17.1%]| 0.0% |20.0%| 0.0% | 0.0% J20.0%] 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%

UG 1.3% ) 1.7% | 5.1% ] 0.3% | 0.0% § 5.9% [ 4.2% [ 9.9% [ 1.9% | 0.0% J16.0%] 3.7% | 6.7% | 1.3% | 0.2% §24.6%| 1.2% | 0.8% [ 0.3% [ 0.0%
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SECTION V: Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years 2006 — 2011

The data in Section V shows the average number of offender files closed per month, which is represented by the
black numbers above each bar, for the last six fiscal years. Please note that all revocations are lumped together.
There is no “Other” category. The chart below the graph provides the total number of closed offender files by
each category for the last six fiscal years. These numbers match the numbers from Section | of this report. At
the bottom of each graph, there is some text; please note that the number in bold is where the 20% reduction
would lie (when compared to FY06). A black (or white) line is drawn across the revocation section; this
indicates where the 20% reduction is. Any bar that falls at or beneath the line has met the 20% revocation
reduction. There are two agencies listed per page. Information was pulled from the Court Case Sentencing
Activity Report which was run on 7/12/11 at 7:38:12 AM.
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Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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Monthly Average Number of Offender Files Closed

Successful
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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=0.4) Numbers are pulled from the Court

Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful | Revoked | Unsuccessful
FYO06 37 6 3
FYO7 64 11 2
FYO08 68 10 1
FYO09 92 7 1
FY10 58 16 2
FY11 79 26 1

Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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 reduction when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reducation= 3.4) Numbers are pulled from the
Court Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful | Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 79 51 14
FYO07 94 32 34
FYO08 94 20 28
FY09 56 19 30
FY10 90 28 23
FY11 77 18 18
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Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure

3 Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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= 3.2) Numbers are pulled from the Court

Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful [Revoked [Unsuccessful
FY06 86 48 11
FYO07 85 40 3
FYO08 78 31 4
FYO09 66 41 11
FY10 61 30 14
FY11 42 29 16

Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
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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=2.6) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case

Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful | Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 37 38 5
FYo7 45 29 9
FYO08 38 29 7
FY09 29 16 10
FY10 41 28 10
FY11 37 15 27
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Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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 reduction goal when compared to FY06 numbers. (20% Reduction= 4.2) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case Sentencing Activity
Report from TOADS.

Successful | Revoked [Unsuccessful
FY06 85 64 38
FYo7 86 59 28
FY08 119 53 51
FY09 129 49 35
FY10 124 79 44
FYi1 98 58 47

Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case
Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful | Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 61 37 4
FYo7 70 44 7
FY08 75 20 3
FY09 93 20 5
FY10 67 37 6
FY11l 70 32 5
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Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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= 0.6) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case

Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful | Revoked | Unsuccessful
FY06 19 10 1
FYo7 24 10 4
FY08 29 9 1
FY09 14 6 1
FY10 22 12 3
FY1i1 24 3 2

Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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= 2.2) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case

Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful | Revoked | Unsuccessful
FY06 39 34 5
FYo7 43 19 9
FY08 44 19 5
FY09 46 28 9
FY10 59 20 8
FYy1l 41 20 5
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Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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= 1.0). Numbers are pulled from the Court Case
Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful | Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 38 14 8
FYo7 42 6 15
FY08 47 6 26
FY09 50 7 10
FY10 48 21 3
FYi1 42 13 1
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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= 0.6) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case
Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful | Revoked | Unsuccessful
FY06 24 8 4
FYO07 18 9 3
FY08 25 5 8
FY09 18 14 8
FY10 27 10 9
FYi1 30 12 11

60




Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
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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=3.0) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case Sentencing
Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful | Revoked [Unsuccessful
FY06 81 46 7
FYo7 67 42 16
FY08 110 a7 5
FYO09 95 41 5
FY10 81 61 5
FY11l 69 43 7
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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= 6.0) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case Sentencing
Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful| Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 94 90 18
FYo7 133 81 9
FY08 127 59 7
FY09 114 55 10
FY10 120 59 10
FY11 89 78 15
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Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case Sentencing
Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful | Revoked | Unsuccessful
FY06 53 31 6
FY07 42 12 9
FYO08 46 33 11
FY09 57 21 19
FY10 56 19 8
FY11 36 19 9
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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= 1.0) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case
Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful | Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 11 16 5
FYo7 21 21 5
FY08 18 13 5
FY09 16 14 8
FY10 19 19 8
FY11 24 15 5
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Monthly Average Number of Offender Files Closed

Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure

Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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= 1.4) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case
Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful | Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 47 20 9
FYO07 49 27 18
FY08 70 21 8
FY09 69 22 15
FY10 63 25 15
FY1i1 69 36 13
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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= 1.6) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case Sentencing

Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful [ Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 39 24 37
FYo7 32 12 42
FY08 38 9 17
FY09 77 24 29
FY10 58 25 29
FYi1 81 25 22
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Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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= 1.4) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case
Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful [Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 39 20 15
FY07 41 27 27
FYO08 71 15 11
FY09 67 23 19
FY10 46 28 25
FY11 61 12 21
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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= 3.0) Numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful |Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 100 46 14
FY07 78 26 12
FYO08 104 34 17
FY09 86 23 3
FY10 81 34 6
FY11 81 36 7

64




Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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= 2.2) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case Sentencing
Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful |Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 58 33 20
FYo7 57 29 16
FY08 72 36 10
FY09 92 53 6
FY10 68 41 16
FY1i1 75 39 18
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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 FYO6 numbers. (20% Reduction= 14.6) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case
Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful [Revoked [Unsuccessful
FY06 295 218 31
FYo7 303 196 33
FYo08 321 202 29
FY09 375 155 45
FY10 325 178 46
Fy11l 314 163 34
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Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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= 1.5) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case Sentencing
Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful [Revoked [Unsuccessful
FY06 17 23 13
FYo7 30 19 16
FYO08 26 14 1
FYO09 27 15 3
FY10 23 15 18
FYy11l 34 21 21
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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) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case
Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful [Revoked [Unsuccessful
FY06 36 27 1
FYO07 20 13 1
FYO08 26 25 3
FYO09 36 30 7
FY10 58 29 4
FY11l 50 32 8
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Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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= 1.4) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case Sentencing
Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful |Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 88 21 6
FYo7 86 30 6
FY08 84 24 10
FY09 75 17 18
FY10 79 18 10
FYi1 99 34 5

Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case Sentencing
Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful |Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 84 69 27
FYo7 87 44 44
FY08 108 50 20
FY09 86 50 14
FY10 77 49 18
FY11 90 46 18
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Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case Sentencing
Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful |Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 47 28 22
FYo7 52 23 28
FYO08 65 19 39
FY09 82 22 28
FY10 73 24 24
FY1l1 79 23 38

Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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= 2.8) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case Sentencing
Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful [Revoked [Unsuccessful
FY06 25 42 25
FYo7 44 44 28
FY08 77 25 38
FY09 70 35 59
FY10 65 28 31
FY11l 41 33 26
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Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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Successful Average Revocation Unsuccessful

*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) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case
Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful |Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 387 569 22
FYo7 386 501 17
FY08 448 404 23
FY09 434 480 23
FY10 493 653 15
FYi1 561 599 5
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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 FYO6 numbers. (20% Reduction= 5.9) Numbers are pulled from the Court
Case Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful |Revoked [Unsuccessful
FY06 159 89 16
FYO07 173 109 13
FYO08 190 85 8
FYO09 237 62 6
FY10 225 50 9
FY11 191 76 6
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Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011
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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= 0.9) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case Sentencing
Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful |Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 48 13 2
FYO7 53 18 2
FYO08 48 7 14
FY09 53 16 15
FY10 42 8 5
FY11 52 13 7
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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= 1.6) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case Sentencing
Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful [Revoked [Unsuccessful
FY06 12 24 6
FYo7 20 15 0
FY08 31 11 0
FY09 20 14 0
FY10 20 11 5
FY11l 19 14 2
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Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011

30

25
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Unified Government
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Monthly Average Number of Offender Files Closed
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Successful

14.7

10.0

8.2

Average Revocation

Unsuccessful

OFYO06
oFYo7
BFY08
BFY09
mFY10

FY11

*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= 16.7) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case
Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful |Revoked |Unsuccessful
FY06 83 251 120
FYo7 126 250 98
FY08 151 194 68
FY09 212 127 68
FY10 288 167 48
FY11 327 176 70

Average Number of Offender Files Closed per Month by Reason for Closure
Fiscal Years: 2006 - 2011

237.3 24182408

187.9

Monthly Average Number of Offender Files Closed
-
N
(3]

Successful

164.3
146.6 150.1
127.8 123,:-
41.7 42.3 455 38.1
SY. 0 _42.2 =
Average Revocation Unsuccessful

OFYO06
oFYo7
mFY08
BFY09
mFY10

FY11

*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= 131.4) Numbers are pulled from the Court Case
Sentencing Activity Report from TOADS.

Successful [Revoked [Unsuccessful
FY06 2255 1971 500
FYo7 2428 1759 507
FY08 2847 1534 477
FY09 2901 1479 506
FY10 2889 1801 457
FY11l 2926 1738 478

71




SECTION VI: Percentage of Initial LSIR-R’s by Risk Level for Fiscal Year 2011
All Agencies & Statewide

The information included in Section VI provides a breakdown of initially assigned risk levels. On the right-
hand side of each chart there is an “N=", this is the number of offenders who scored at that risk level. The data
only includes fiscal year 2011. The information shows the number and percentage of offenders in each
supervision level based upon the initial LSIR assessment. There are three agencies listed per page. Data was
exported from the LSIR Flat View file within TOADS. The search criterion was for Assessment Dates between
7/1/2010 and 6/30/2011 and for Pre-Sentence/Initial LSIRs.
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FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
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FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
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FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
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FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
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FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
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FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
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100.0%

FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
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FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
Cimarron Basin
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FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
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FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
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FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
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FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
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FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
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*Does not include Drug Court
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FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
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FY 2011: Percentage of Initial LSI-R's by Risk Level
Unified Government
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SECTION VII: FY2011 LSI-R Data

The last section contains discharge LSI-R data for offenders whose supervision was terminated during fiscal
year 2011. The data lists each agency and statewide, and provides the number and percentage of offenders who
scored Very Low, Low, Moderate, High, and Very High by LSI-R domain (all 10 domains) by each termination
reason. This does not lump revocations together. Please note that offenders who were Not Sentenced to CC
(N=94), who Died (N=47), or who had no discharge assessment score (N=529) were not included in this data.
This data was pulled from running the SB14 Planning Report (designed by Lori Allison) with the search
criterion of 7/1/2010 — 6/30/2011.
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2ND JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Criminal History Domain

Criminal History Domain

VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 1 11 7 4 23
% within TermRsn 0.0% 4.3% 47.8% 30.4% 17.4% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 0 2 1 0 3
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 33.3% 0.0% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 0 1 0 1
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 3 16 38 13 4 74
% within TermRsn 4.1% 21.6% 51.4% 17.6% 5.4% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 0 0 1 0 1
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 8 17 51 23 8 102
% within TermRsn 2.9% 16.7% 50.0% 22.5% 7.8% 100.0%
TermRsn * Education Employment Domain
Education Employment Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 1 1 9 5 7 23
% within TermRsn 4.3% 4.3% 39.1% 21.7% 30.4% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 1 1 0 0 1 3
% within TermRsn 33.3% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 1 0 0 1
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 18 21 18 9 8 74
% within TermRsn 24.3% 28.4% 24.3% 12.2% 10.8% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 0 0 0 1 1
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Total Count 20 23 28 14 17 102
% within TermRsn 19.6% 22.5% 27.5% 13.7% 16.7% 100.0%
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2ND JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Financial Domain

Financial Domain
VERY LOW | MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 3 9 11 23

% within TermRsn 13.0% 39.1% 47.8% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 2 0 1 3

% within TermRsn 66.7% 0.0% 33.3% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 1 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 27 24 23 74

% within TermRsn 36.5% 32.4% 31.1% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 1 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 32 35 35 102

% within TermRsn 31.4% 34.3% 34.3% 100.0%

TermRsn * Family Marital Domain
Family Marital Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 5 6 2 6 4 23

% within TermRsn 21.7% 26.1% 8.7% 26.1% 17.4% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 2 0 1 0 3

% within TermRsn 0.0% 66.7% 0.0% 33.3% 0.0% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 0 1 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 16 35 14 6 3 74

% within TermRsn 21.6% 47.3% 18.9% 8.1% 4.1% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 0 0 1 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 21 43 16 15 7 102

% within TermRsn 20.6% 42.2% 15.7% 14.7% 6.9% 100.0%

86



2ND JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Accommodation Domain

Accommodation Domain

VERY LOW LOW HIGH VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 6 3 7 7 23

% within TermRsn 26.1% 13.0% 30.4% 30.4% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 1 0 1 1 3

% within TermRsn 33.3% 0.0% 33.3% 33.3% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 1 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 53 15 6 0 74

% within TermRsn 71.6% 20.3% 8.1% 0.0% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 1 0 0 0 1

% within TermRsn 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 61 18 15 8 102

% within TermRsn 59.8% 17.6% 14.7% 7.8% 100.0%

TermRsn * Leisure Recreation Domain
Leisure Recreation Domain
VERY LOW | MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 2 1 20 23

% within TermRsn 8.7% 4.3% 87.0% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 2 1 3

% within TermRsn 0.0% 66.7% 33.3% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 1 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 19 43 12 74

% within TermRsn 25.7% 58.1% 16.2% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 1 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 21 47 34 102

% within TermRsn 20.6% 46.1% 33.3% 100.0%
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2ND JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Companions Domain

Companions Domain

VERY LOW LOW MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 3 0 6 14 23

% within TermRsn 13.0% 0.0% 26.1% 60.9% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 2 0 1 3

% within TermRsn 0.0% 66.7% 0.0% 33.3% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 0 1 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 26 13 20 15 74

% within TermRsn 35.1% 17.6% 27.0% 20.3% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 1 0 0 0 1

% within TermRsn 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 30 15 26 31 102

% within TermRsn 29.4% 14.7% 25.5% 30.4% 100.0%

TermRsn * Alcohol Drug Domain
Alcohol Drug Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 1 4 5 12 1 23

% within TermRsn 4.3% 17.4% 21.7% 52.2% 4.3% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 1 1 1 0 3

% within TermRsn 0.0% 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% 0.0% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 1 0 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 28 27 16 3 0 74

% within TermRsn 37.8% 36.5% 21.6% 4.1% 0.0% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 1 0 0 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 29 33 23 16 1 102

% within TermRsn 28.4% 32.4% 22.5% 15.7% 1.0% 100.0%
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2ND JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Emotional Personal Domain

Emotional Personal Domain

VERY LOW LOW MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 6 5 8 4 23

% within TermRsn 26.1% 21.7% 34.8% 17.4% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 2 0 1 0 3

% within TermRsn 66.7% 0.0% 33.3% 0.0% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 1 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 34 27 10 3 74

% within TermRsn 45.9% 36.5% 13.5% 4.1% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 0 1 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 42 32 21 7 102

% within TermRsn 41.2% 31.4% 20.6% 6.9% 100.0%

TermRsn * Attitudes Orientation Domain
Attitudes Orientation Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 3 2 4 12 2 23

% within TermRsn 13.0% 8.7% 17.4% 52.2% 8.7% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 2 0 1 0 3

% within TermRsn 0.0% 66.7% 0.0% 33.3% 0.0% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 0 1 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 43 16 7 6 2 74

% within TermRsn 58.1% 21.6% 9.5% 8.1% 2.7% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 1 0 0 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 46 21 11 20 4 102

% within TermRsn 45.1% 20.6% 10.8% 19.6% 3.9%| 100.0%
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2ND JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * SupvLuvl

SupvLvl
ISL I ISL I ISL 111 ISL IV Total

TermRsn REVOKED - CONDITION Count 14 5 3 1 23
% within TermRsn 60.9% 21.7% 13.0% 4.3% 100.0%

REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 1 0 1 1 3

% within TermRsn 33.3% 0.0% 33.3% 33.3% 100.0%

REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 1 0 0 0 1

% within TermRsn 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

SUCCESSFUL Count 2 12 26 34 74

% within TermRsn 2.7% 16.2% 35.1% 45.9% 100.0%

UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 1 0 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Total Count 18 18 30 36 102
% within TermRsn 17.6% 17.6% 29.4% 35.3% 100.0%
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4TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Criminal History Domain

Criminal History Domain

VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 2 2 2 1 7
% within TermRsn 0.0% 28.6% 28.6% 28.6% 14.3% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 1 3 1 1 6
% within TermRsn 0.0% 16.7% 50.0% 16.7% 16.7% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 1 1 2 4
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 10 7 43 11 0 71
% within TermRsn 14.1% 9.9% 60.6% 15.5% 0.0% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 0 8 3 0 11
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 72.7% 27.3% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 10 10 57 18 4 99
% within TermRsn 10.1% 10.1% 57.6% 18.2% 4.0% 100.0%
TermRsn * Education Employment Domain
Education Employment Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 0 2 1 4 7
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 28.6% 14.3% 57.1% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 0 4 1 1 6
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 16.7% 16.7% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 2 1 1 4
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 25.0% 25.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 12 30 22 3 4 71
% within TermRsn 16.9% 42.3% 31.0% 4.2% 5.6% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 1 3 4 1 2 11
% within TermRsn 9.1% 27.3% 36.4% 9.1% 18.2% 100.0%
Total Count 13 33 34 7 12 99
% within TermRsn 13.1% 33.3% 34.3% 7.1% 12.1% 100.0%
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4TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Financial Domain

Financial Domain

VERY LOW | MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 4 3 7

% within TermRsn 0.0% 57.1% 42.9% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 5 1 6

% within TermRsn 0.0% 83.3% 16.7% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 2 2 4

% within TermRsn 0.0% 50.0% 50.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 21 27 23 71

% within TermRsn 29.6% 38.0% 32.4% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 3 6 2 11

% within TermRsn 27.3% 54.5% 18.2% 100.0%
Total Count 24 44 31 99

% within TermRsn 24.2% 44.4% 31.3% 100.0%

TermRsn * Family Marital Domain
Family Marital Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 2 2 2 1 7

% within TermRsn 0.0% 28.6% 28.6% 28.6% 14.3% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 1 2 2 1 6

% within TermRsn 0.0% 16.7% 33.3% 33.3% 16.7% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 2 2 0 4

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 50.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 12 23 24 8 4 71

% within TermRsn 16.9% 32.4% 33.8% 11.3% 5.6% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 5 2 2 2 11

% within TermRsn 0.0% 45.5% 18.2% 18.2% 18.2% 100.0%
Total Count 12 31 32 16 8 99

% within TermRsn 12.1% 31.3% 32.3% 16.2% 8.1% 100.0%
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4TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Accommodation Domain

Accommodation Domain

VERY LOW LOW HIGH Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 3 2 2 7
% within TermRsn 42.9% 28.6% 28.6% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 4 2 6
% within TermRsn 0.0% 66.7% 33.3% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 3 0 1 4
% within TermRsn 75.0% 0.0% 25.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 45 22 4 71
% within TermRsn 63.4% 31.0% 5.6% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 7 3 1 11
% within TermRsn 63.6% 27.3% 9.1% 100.0%
Total Count 58 31 10 99
% within TermRsn 58.6% 31.3% 10.1% 100.0%
TermRsn * Leisure Recreation Domain
Leisure Recreation Domain
VERY LOW | MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 0 7 7
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 1 5 6
% within TermRsn 0.0% 16.7% 83.3% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 1 2 1 4
% within TermRsn 25.0% 50.0% 25.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 14 37 20 71
% within TermRsn 19.7% 52.1% 28.2% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 2 3 6 11
% within TermRsn 18.2% 27.3% 54.5% 100.0%
Total Count 17 43 39 99
% within TermRsn 17.2% 43.4% 39.4% 100.0%
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4TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Companions Domain

Companions Domain

VERY LOW LOW MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 0 2 5 7
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 28.6% 71.4% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 0 2 4 6
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 66.7% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 1 1 2 4
% within TermRsn 0.0% 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 19 10 30 12 71
% within TermRsn 26.8% 14.1% 42.3% 16.9% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 2 1 5 3 11
% within TermRsn 18.2% 9.1% 45.5% 27.3% 100.0%
Total Count 21 12 40 26 99
% within TermRsn 21.2% 12.1% 40.4% 26.3% 100.0%
TermRsn * Alcohol Drug Domain
Alcohol Drug Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 1 1 3 2 7
% within TermRsn 14.3% 14.3% 42.9% 28.6% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 1 3 0 2 6
% within TermRsn 16.7% 50.0% 0.0% 33.3% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 1 3 0 4
% within TermRsn 0.0% 25.0% 75.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 18 46 6 1 71
% within TermRsn 25.4% 64.8% 8.5% 1.4% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 3 6 0 2 11
% within TermRsn 27.3% 54.5% 0.0% 18.2% 100.0%
Total Count 23 57 12 7 99
% within TermRsn 23.2% 57.6% 12.1% 7.1% 100.0%
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4TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Emotional Personal Domain

Emotional Personal Domain

VERY LOW LOW MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 1 4 2 7

% within TermRsn 0.0% 14.3% 57.1% 28.6% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 2 3 0 1 6

% within TermRsn 33.3% 50.0% 0.0% 16.7% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 2 1 1 4

% within TermRsn 0.0% 50.0% 25.0% 25.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 9 26 26 10 71

% within TermRsn 12.7% 36.6% 36.6% 14.1% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 2 5 1 3 11

% within TermRsn 18.2% 45.5% 9.1% 27.3% 100.0%
Total Count 13 37 32 17 99

% within TermRsn 13.1% 37.4% 32.3% 17.2% 100.0%

TermRsn * Attitudes Orientation Domain
Attitudes Orientation Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 0 1 1 5 7

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 14.3% 14.3% 71.4% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 0 1 1 4 6

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 16.7% 16.7% 66.7% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 2 0 2 4

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 0.0% 50.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 43 11 11 4 2 71

% within TermRsn 60.6% 15.5% 15.5% 5.6% 2.8% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 2 2 4 1 2 11

% within TermRsn 18.2% 18.2% 36.4% 9.1% 18.2% 100.0%
Total Count 45 13 19 7 15 99

% within TermRsn 45.5% 13.1% 19.2% 7.1% 15.2% 100.0%
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4TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * SupvLuvl

SupvLvl
ISL I ISL I ISL 111 ISL IV Total

TermRsn REVOKED - CONDITION Count 5 2 0 0 7
% within TermRsn 71.4% 28.6% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 2 3 1 0 6

% within TermRsn 33.3% 50.0% 16.7% 0.0% 100.0%

REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 2 2 0 0 4

% within TermRsn 50.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

SUCCESSFUL Count 2 10 29 30 71

% within TermRsn 2.8% 14.1% 40.8% 42.3% 100.0%

UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 1 3 6 1 11

% within TermRsn 9.1% 27.3% 54.5% 9.1% 100.0%

Total Count 12 20 36 31 99
% within TermRsn 12.1% 20.2% 36.4% 31.3% 100.0%
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5TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Criminal History Domain

Criminal History Domain

VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH | Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 2 3 5 3 10 23
% within TermRsn 8.7% 13.0% 21.7% 13.0% 43.5%| 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 0 2 1 0 3
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 33.3% 0.0%| 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 0 0 1 1
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%| 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 10 8 13 3 3 37
% within TermRsn 27.0% 21.6% 35.1% 8.1% 8.1%]| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 1 1 3 3 1 9
% within TermRsn 11.1% 11.1% 33.3% 33.3% 11.1%| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 0 0 1 0 0 1
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%| 100.0%
Total Count 13 12 24 10 15 74
% within TermRsn 17.6% 16.2% 32.4% 13.5% 20.3%| 100.0%
TermRsn * Education Employment Domain
Education Employment Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH | Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 1 6 1 15 23
% within TermRsn 0.0% 4.3% 26.1% 4.3% 65.2%| 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 0 0 1 2 3
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 66.7%]| 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 0 0 1 1
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%| 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 7 15 13 2 0 37
% within TermRsn 18.9% 40.5% 35.1% 5.4% 0.0%]| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 1 1 2 2 3 9
% within TermRsn 11.1% 11.1% 22.2% 22.2% 33.3%| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 0 0 0 0 1 1
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%| 100.0%
Total Count 8 17 21 6 22 74
% within TermRsn 10.8% 23.0% 28.4% 8.1% 29.7%| 100.0%
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5TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Financial Domain

Financial Domain

VERY LOW | MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 1 8 14 23

% within TermRsn 4.3% 34.8% 60.9% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 1 2 0 3

% within TermRsn 33.3% 66.7% 0.0% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 1 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 10 19 8 37

% within TermRsn 27.0% 51.4% 21.6% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 1 4 4 9

% within TermRsn 11.1% 44.4% 44.4% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 0 0 1 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Total Count 13 33 28 74

% within TermRsn 17.6% 44.6% 37.8% 100.0%

TermRsn * Family Marital Domain
Family Marital Domain
LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 3 7 13 23

% within TermRsn 0.0% 13.0% 30.4% 56.5% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 1 1 1 0 3

% within TermRsn 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% 0.0% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 0 1 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 20 8 7 2 37

% within TermRsn 54.1% 21.6% 18.9% 5.4% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 2 3 1 3 9

% within TermRsn 22.2% 33.3% 11.1% 33.3% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 0 0 0 1 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Total Count 23 15 16 20 74

% within TermRsn 31.1% 20.3% 21.6% 27.0% 100.0%

98



5TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Accommodation Domain

Accommodation Domain

VERY LOW LOW HIGH VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 2 8 2 11 23

% within TermRsn 8.7% 34.8% 8.7% 47.8% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 1 1 1 0 3

% within TermRsn 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% 0.0% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 1 0 0 0 1

% within TermRsn 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 28 7 2 0 37

% within TermRsn 75.7% 18.9% 5.4% 0.0% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 2 4 1 2 9

% within TermRsn 22.2% 44.4% 11.1% 22.2% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 0 1 0 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 34 21 6 13 74

% within TermRsn 45.9% 28.4% 8.1% 17.6% 100.0%

TermRsn * Leisure Recreation Domain
Leisure Recreation Domain
VERY LOW | MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 3 20 23

% within TermRsn 0.0% 13.0% 87.0% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 1 2 3

% within TermRsn 0.0% 33.3% 66.7% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 1 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 9 21 7 37

% within TermRsn 24.3% 56.8% 18.9% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 2 7 9

% within TermRsn 0.0% 22.2% 77.8% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 0 0 1 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Total Count 9 27 38 74

% within TermRsn 12.2% 36.5% 51.4% 100.0%
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5TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Companions Domain

Companions Domain

VERY LOW LOW MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 0 8 15 23

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 34.8% 65.2% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 1 0 2 3

% within TermRsn 0.0% 33.3% 0.0% 66.7% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 1 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 7 4 19 7 37

% within TermRsn 18.9% 10.8% 51.4% 18.9% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 0 4 5 9

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 44.4% 55.6% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 0 0 0 1 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Total Count 7 5 32 30 74

% within TermRsn 9.5% 6.8% 43.2% 40.5% 100.0%

TermRsn * Alcohol Drug Domain
Alcohol Drug Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH | Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 3 7 10 3 23

% within TermRsn 0.0% 13.0% 30.4% 43.5% 13.0%| 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 0 3 0 0 3

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%| 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 0 1 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%]| 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 18 16 3 0 0 37

% within TermRsn 48.6% 43.2% 8.1% 0.0% 0.0%]| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 3 3 3 0 9

% within TermRsn 0.0% 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% 0.0%]| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 1 0 0 0 0 1

% within TermRsn 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%]| 100.0%
Total Count 19 22 16 14 3 74

% within TermRsn 25.7% 29.7% 21.6% 18.9% 4.1%]| 100.0%
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5TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Emotional Personal Domain

Emotional Personal Domain

VERY LOW LOW MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 2 5 11 5 23

% within TermRsn 8.7% 21.7% 47.8% 21.7% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 2 0 0 1 3

% within TermRsn 66.7% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 1 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 12 15 8 2 37

% within TermRsn 32.4% 40.5% 21.6% 5.4% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 1 4 3 1 9

% within TermRsn 11.1% 44.4% 33.3% 11.1% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 0 0 1 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total Count 17 24 24 9 74

% within TermRsn 23.0% 32.4% 32.4% 12.2% 100.0%

TermRsn * Attitudes Orientation Domain
Attitudes Orientation Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH | Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 1 3 13 6 23

% within TermRsn 0.0% 4.3% 13.0% 56.5% 26.1%| 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 0 1 1 1 3

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 33.3% 33.3%]| 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 0 0 0 1 0 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%]| 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 23 8 4 1 1 37

% within TermRsn 62.2% 21.6% 10.8% 2.7% 2.7%]| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 2 1 3 2 1 9

% within TermRsn 22.2% 11.1% 33.3% 22.2% 11.1%| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 0 0 0 0 1 1

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%| 100.0%
Total Count 25 10 11 18 10 74

% within TermRsn 33.8% 13.5% 14.9% 24.3% 13.5%| 100.0%
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5TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * SupvLvl

SupvLvl
ISL | ISL I ISL 1l ISL IV Total

TermRsn REVOKED - CONDITION Count 19 2 2 0 23
% within TermRsn 82.6% 8.7% 8.7% 0.0% 100.0%

REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 2 0 1 0 3

% within TermRsn 66.7% 0.0% 33.3% 0.0% 100.0%

REVOKED - NEW MISDEMEANOR Count 1 0 0 0 1

% within TermRsn 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

SUCCESSFUL Count 1 3 12 21 37

% within TermRsn 2.7% 8.1% 32.4% 56.8% 100.0%

UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 5 2 1 1 9

% within TermRsn 55.6% 22.2% 11.1% 11.1% 100.0%

UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 1 0 0 0 1

% within TermRsn 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Total Count 29 7 16 22 74
% within TermRsn 39.2% 9.5% 21.6% 29.7% 100.0%
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6TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Criminal History Domain

Criminal History Domain

VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 2 2 4 3 11
% within TermRsn 0.0% 18.2% 18.2% 36.4% 27.3%| 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 0 2 1 1 4
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 25.0% 25.0%| 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 8 3 19 6 1 37
% within TermRsn 21.6% 8.1% 51.4% 16.2% 2.7%| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 3 4 5 4 16
% within TermRsn 0.0% 18.8% 25.0% 31.3% 25.0%| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 0 0 2 3 1 6
% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 50.0% 16.7%| 100.0%
Total Count 8 8 29 19 10 74
% within TermRsn 10.8% 10.8% 39.2% 25.7% 13.5%]| 100.0%
TermRsn * Education Employment Domain
Education Employment Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 1 3 1 6 11
% within TermRsn 0.0% 9.1% 27.3% 9.1% 54.5%| 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 1 1 2 0 4
% within TermRsn 0.0% 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% 0.0%| 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 10 12 7 5 3 37
% within TermRsn 27.0% 32.4% 18.9% 13.5% 8.1%| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 1 3 5 0 7 16
% within TermRsn 6.3% 18.8% 31.3% 0.0% 43.8%| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 1 2 0 1 2 6
% within TermRsn 16.7% 33.3% 0.0% 16.7% 33.3%| 100.0%
Total Count 12 19 16 9 18 74
% within TermRsn 16.2% 25.7% 21.6% 12.2% 24.3%| 100.0%
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6TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Financial Domain

Financial Domain

VERY LOW | MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 1 6 4 11

% within TermRsn 9.1% 54.5% 36.4% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 1 2 1 4

% within TermRsn 25.0% 50.0% 25.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 13 13 11 37

% within TermRsn 35.1% 35.1% 29.7% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 2 8 6 16

% within TermRsn 12.5% 50.0% 37.5% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 1 4 1 6

% within TermRsn 16.7% 66.7% 16.7% 100.0%
Total Count 18 33 23 74

% within TermRsn 24.3% 44.6% 31.1% 100.0%

TermRsn * Family Marital Domain
Family Marital Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 6 3 2 0 11

% within TermRsn 0.0% 54.5% 27.3% 18.2% 0.0%| 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 2 0 0 2 0 4

% within TermRsn 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 0.0%| 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 3 16 14 2 2 37

% within TermRsn 8.1% 43.2% 37.8% 5.4% 5.4%| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 2 3 7 4 0 16

% within TermRsn 12.5% 18.8% 43.8% 25.0% 0.0%| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 0 1 2 3 0 6

% within TermRsn 0.0% 16.7% 33.3% 50.0% 0.0%| 100.0%
Total Count 7 26 26 13 2 74

% within TermRsn 9.5% 35.1% 35.1% 17.6% 2.7%| 100.0%
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6TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Accommodation Domain

Accommodation Domain

VERY LOW LOW HIGH Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 6 3 2 11
% within TermRsn 54.5% 27.3% 18.2% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 2 2 0 4
% within TermRsn 50.0% 50.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 26 9 2 37
% within TermRsn 70.3% 24.3% 5.4% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 8 7 1 16
% within TermRsn 50.0% 43.8% 6.3% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 2 2 2 6
% within TermRsn 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% 100.0%
Total Count 44 23 7 74
% within TermRsn 59.5% 31.1% 9.5% 100.0%
TermRsn * Leisure Recreation Domain
Leisure Recreation Domain
VERY LOW | MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 3 2 6 11
% within TermRsn 27.3% 18.2% 54.5% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 2 2 4
% within TermRsn 0.0% 50.0% 50.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 6 16 15 37
% within TermRsn 16.2% 43.2% 40.5% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 1 8 7 16
% within TermRsn 6.3% 50.0% 43.8% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 0 1 5 6
% within TermRsn 0.0% 16.7% 83.3% 100.0%
Total Count 10 29 35 74
% within TermRsn 13.5% 39.2% 47.3% 100.0%
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6TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Companions Domain

Companions Domain

VERY LOW LOW MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0 2 5 4 11

% within TermRsn 0.0% 18.2% 45.5% 36.4% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 0 1 3 4

% within TermRsn 0.0% 0.0% 25.0% 75.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 7 8 14 8 37

% within TermRsn 18.9% 21.6% 37.8% 21.6% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 2 5 4 5 16

% within TermRsn 12.5% 31.3% 25.0% 31.3% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 0 1 0 5 6

% within TermRsn 0.0% 16.7% 0.0% 83.3% 100.0%
Total Count 9 16 24 25 74

% within TermRsn 12.2% 21.6% 32.4% 33.8% 100.0%

TermRsn * Alcohol Drug Domain
Alcohol Drug Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 1 7 3 0 0 11

% within TermRsn 9.1% 63.6% 27.3% 0.0% 0.0%| 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 2 1 1 0 4

% within TermRsn 0.0% 50.0% 25.0% 25.0% 0.0%| 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 17 11 7 2 0 37

% within TermRsn 45.9% 29.7% 18.9% 5.4% 0.0%| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 1 8 4 2 1 16

% within TermRsn 6.3% 50.0% 25.0% 12.5% 6.3%| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 0 1 2 2 1 6

% within TermRsn 0.0% 16.7% 33.3% 33.3% 16.7%| 100.0%
Total Count 19 29 17 7 2 74

% within TermRsn 25.7% 39.2% 23.0% 9.5% 2.7%| 100.0%
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6TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Emotional Personal Domain

Emotional Personal Domain

VERY LOW LOW MODERATE | VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 3 3 3 2 11

% within TermRsn 27.3% 27.3% 27.3% 18.2% 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 2 2 0 0 4

% within TermRsn 50.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 11 10 13 3 37

% within TermRsn 29.7% 27.0% 35.1% 8.1% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 3 5 7 1 16

% within TermRsn 18.8% 31.3% 43.8% 6.3% 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 1 2 2 1 6

% within TermRsn 16.7% 33.3% 33.3% 16.7% 100.0%
Total Count 20 22 25 7 74

% within TermRsn 27.0% 29.7% 33.8% 9.5% 100.0%

TermRsn * Attitudes Orientation Domain
Attitudes Orientation Domain
VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total

REVOKED - CONDITION Count 4 0 1 4 2 11

% within TermRsn 36.4% 0.0% 9.1% 36.4% 18.2%| 100.0%
REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 2 1 1 0 0 4

% within TermRsn 50.0% 25.0% 25.0% 0.0% 0.0%| 100.0%
SUCCESSFUL Count 20 8 7 1 1 37

% within TermRsn 54.1% 21.6% 18.9% 2.7% 2.7%| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 3 2 6 4 1 16

% within TermRsn 18.8% 12.5% 37.5% 25.0% 6.3%| 100.0%
UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 1 3 0 2 0 6

% within TermRsn 16.7% 50.0% 0.0% 33.3% 0.0%| 100.0%
Total Count 30 14 15 11 4 74

% within TermRsn 40.5% 18.9% 20.3% 14.9% 5.4%| 100.0%
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6TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * SupvLuvl

SupvLvl
ISL I ISL I ISL 111 ISL IV Total

TermRsn REVOKED - CONDITION Count 2 3 6 0 11
% within TermRsn 18.2% 27.3% 54.5% 0.0% 100.0%

REVOKED - NEW FELONY Count 0 3 1 0 4

% within TermRsn 0.0% 75.0% 25.0% 0.0% 100.0%

SUCCESSFUL Count 0 7 15 15 37

% within TermRsn 0.0% 18.9% 40.5% 40.5% 100.0%

UNSUCCESSFUL - CLOSED BY COURT Count 0 11 5 0 16

% within TermRsn 0.0% 68.8% 31.3% 0.0% 100.0%

UNSUCCESSFUL - REMANDED TO JAIL Count 2 3 1 0 6

% within TermRsn 33.3% 50.0% 16.7% 0.0% 100.0%

Total Count 4 27 28 15 74
% within TermRsn 5.4% 36.5% 37.8% 20.3% 100.0%
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8TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TermRsn * Criminal History Domain

Criminal History Domain

VERY LOW LOW MODERATE HIGH VERY HIGH Total
REVOKED - CONDITION Count 0