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LEPC COURT DOCKET STUDY 

BONNEVILLE, CANYON, AND NEZ PERCE COUNTIES 

1975 

OVERVIEW 

In an effort to obtaill inforrra.tion related to the perfonrance of the 
Criminal Justice System, a court docket study in three counties was tmdertaken 
by research staff of the Law Enforcel'l13nt Planning Commission. This study was 
designed to obtain information on the number of felony prosecutions begun in 
district court, the number of convictions obtained, and the numher of dpt'endants 
receiving sentences involving jailor institutional confinement, probation, or 
other non-institutional sentences. Specific data sought illcJ.uded the folloHing: 
offense; complaint date in magistrate court; date the infonration was filed jn 
district court; plea; trial date; final disposition date; disposition; pre­
sentence investigation, if any; sentence; dismissal date; and reason for dis­
missal. 

The 1975 district court dockets from Bonneville, Nez Perce and Canyon 
Counties were reviewed in July, 1976. It was discovered that full data related 
to case processing activities was not available from any of the docketfi. Nez 
Perce Cotmty I s docket included only case numbers, naInp.B, dJld cla ten complaints 
were filed. Because this docket information was so limited, it was necessary 
to individually review all felony case files to obtain the infonration desired. 
Bonneville County had no information on sentences for those committed, on pre­
sentence investigations, and, in some instances, on charges filed. No informa.tion 
was available concerning final dispositions. In all three cOtlllties, information 
related to processing periods was not considered reliable. For example, in 
Bonneville Coun~j it was discovered that in many cases the preliminary hearing 
dates recorded were dates prior to infornB.tion filing dates; also trial dates were 
not included. Canyon County's docket showed dates when cases were filed in 
district court, but not in magistrate court. 

The study revealed that 139 felony cases were processed in Bonneville County 
during 1975, 208 felony cases in Canyon County, and 73 felony cases in Nez Perce 
County. The Table s on the following page provide a comrty bredkdown of these 
cases by dismissals, cases pending, cases remill1ded to mar,istrate court, the 
acquittals, transfers, cases where guilty pleas or verdicts were entered, and 
days from the filing of the complaint to disposHion. 



Nl.lm~)er of Cllses 
Number dismissed 
Pending 

TABLE A 

BONNEVILLE, CANYON, fIND NEZ PERCE COUNTIES 

FELONY CASE FILINGS 

1975 

Bonneville % of Canyon 96 of 
County Total County Total 

139 208 
31 22.3 41 19.7 
10 7.2 26 12.5 

Remanded to Magistrate Court 10 7.2 8 3.8 
Acquittals 
Tn'lllS ferred 
Guilty 

2 1.4 12 5.8 
6 4.3 

80 57.6 121 58.2 

TABLE B 

BONNEVIlLE, CANYON, AND NEZ PERCE COUNTIES 

LENG'IH OF Tll1E FRAOM COMPLAINT TO DISPOSITION 

1975 

Bonneville County Canyon County 

Complaint to Final Disposition 

Part: I 
Part II 
Combined 

73.5 days 
76.3 days 
75.1 days 

148.4 days 
176.3 days 
165.6 days 

Nez Perce % of 
County Total 

173 
52 30.1 
16 9.2 

0 0 
4 2.3 

101 58.4 

Nez Perce Cou.'1ty 

58.9 days 
51.7 days 
55.2 days 

The rern.:tinder of t~e report provides the info~ation obtained from e,:ch county. 
8':::':::,,1.!se of t:L'Th~ CO:!strsll.!'1ts !J1a'2ed upon the cOY:1p1etlOn of the data gatherl.l1g, the 
~;liabili -:::; of bforr.at:ion obtained :ro;:-. doc:-':'e-:s i.'1. :::c:-~-.~\'i::"::"e a.-.::: C:2...,Y;:::1 ~·..:.. .... -:i~s 
was not validated by l"'evieHir1g case fEes. The i.. -co~T.'2::i::-:; c:-. ~ :e: !='e!'Cs C':; . ..::;-::; 
\\'as obtained frcm case :iles because ths:'e ~,:as :-'.Q i.-cor::oa-:i:::1 on the dr::::c).;:e-::. 
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BONNEVIlLE COUNTY DISTRIcr COURT roCKET STUDY 

The information Which was obtained from the Bonneville County District 
Court criminal docket was limited to the data readily available for use in this 
study. It was not possible to obtain supplementary data from the files to 
resolve conflicting or inconclusive information due to the time constraints. 

OFFENSES: 

There were 139 felonies filed in 1975, in District Court in Bonneville 
County. There were 53 (38.1%) Part I Offenses)'" 77 (55.4 96) Part II Offensesl'f, 
and 9 (6. 5 %) cases categorized as unla1own, since the type of offense was not 
indicated in the court docket. 

Burglaries accounted for the majority of the Part I Offenses (50.9%), \vhile 
Controlled Substance caGes made up the largest percentage of Part II Offenses 
(32.5%). Table I on the following page depicts Part I and Part II offenses for 
Bonneville County. 

)"According to the FBI I S Uniform Crime Classification, Part I offe:l.ses are HJr::ler, 
Rape, Robbery) Burglary, Larceny, Aggravated Assault, and Auto Theft. Part II 
offenses encompass all other crime classifications. 
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PART I OFFENSES 

Offense 

Murder - vol. mans. 
Burglary 
Robbery 
Aggravated Assault 
Grand Larceny 

Total 

DISMISSALS 

TABLE I 

DISTRICT COURI' FELONY FILJNGS 

BONNEVILLE COUNTY 

Fil:ings 

1 
27 
10 

6 
9 

53 

1975 

% 

1.9 
50.9 
18.9 
11. 3 
17.0 

100.0 

PART II OFFENSES 

Offense Fil:ings 

Involuntary Mans. 
Kidnapp:ing, 2nd 
Controlled Substance 
I:wI 
Escape 
L S L 
Forgery 
Embezzlement 
Insufficient Funds 
Receiv:ing stolen 
property 

Obta:in:ing money under 
false pretenses 

Illegal use of credit 
cards 

Obta:in:ing property 

3 
1 

25 
5 
1 
3 

13 
4 

13 

1 

4 

2 

% 

3.9 
1.3 

32.5 
6.5 
1.3 
3.9 

16.9 
5.2 

16.9 

1.3 

5.2 

2.6 

under false pretenses 1 1.3 
Resist:ing an officer -.,.;1=--___ ...;:1:.: • ..:,3_ 

Unknown Cases 9 Total 77 100 .1 ~'; 

";Percentages may not equal 100% due 
to rounding. 

Of i~he 139 felony filings :in Bonneville County :in 'Hl:l+, 30 cases (22.3%) 
were dismissed. Six of the 30 cases were Part I Offenses (20%) and 17 of the 
30 cases \~re Part II Offenses (56.7%). The unknown offenses accounted for 
seven cases dismissed (23.3%). 
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TABLE II 

CASES DISMISSED 

BONNEVILLE COUNTY 

1975 

Offense 
PART I OFFENSES 

Dismissed 

Burglary 
Aggravated Assault 
Grand Larceny 

Total 

4 
1 
1 

PART II OFFENSES 
Offense Dismissed 

Kidnapping, 2nd 1 
Controlled Substance 6 
L & L 1 
Forgery 4 
Insufficient Funds 4 
Obtaining money or proPE:rty 
under false pretenses 1 

Total 17 (23. 11 %) I'll': 

Unla10wn 

Gr&id Total - Part I & Part II 
Cases Dismissed • • . . 30 

7 (77.S%)f'Mc 

;':Percent of Part I cases dismissed. 
i;~:Percent of Part II cases dismissed. 

lh"l':Percent of unknown cases dismissed. 

PENDJNG!UNKNOWN 

Ten of the 139 cases (7.2%) were pending and/or dispos~tions were unknown 
at the time of the study. Four involved Part I Offenses) while six involved 
Part II Offenses. 

TABLE III 

CASES PENDING AlW/oR DISPOSITIONS UNKNOWN AT TTI-1E OF STUDY, July, 1976 

BONNEVILLE COUNTY 

1975 

# Pending! # Pending/ 
Offense Unkno\oJr\ Offe:1se \.:r.kno.·;:) 

Burglary 3 Controlled Substance 3 
Aggravated Assault __ 1 __ 

Total 4 

Forgery 1 
Embezzlement 1 
Insufficient Funds 1 

Total 6 
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ACQUI'ITAlS 

There were two acquittals, both for Part I Offenses: Aggl'avated Assault 
and Grand Larceny. 

REMANDED TO MAGISTAATE COURT 

Eleven (7. 9%) of the 139 cases were remanded to the t1agistrate Division: four 
Part I Offenses, five Part II Offenses, and two involving "unknown" charges. 

PART I 

Offense No. 

Agg. Ass1t. 1 
Robbery 1 
Grand Larceny 2 

Total -4-

MOTION AND ORDER 'ID TRANSFER 

PARI' II 

Offense No. 

Cont. Subs. 3 
Ins. Funds 1 
Obt. money under 
false pretenses 1 

Total -5-

UNKNa;oJN 

Offense 

Unknown 
Total 

Six cases, (4.3%), divided equally among Part I and Part II Offenses,were 
transferred from the District Court and/or county's jurisdiction. . 

Offense 

Burglary 
Robbery 

PMT I 

Grand Larceny 

Total 

SDrmlCES 

No. 

1 
1 
1 

3 

PARI' II 

Offense 

Cont. Subs. 
Ins. Funds 
llVI 

Total 

No. 

1 
1 
1 

3 

Formal sentences were imposed in 80 (57.6%) of the 139 cases. Thirty­
fOUl~ such sentences were imposed in the original Part I felony filings. 
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Part I Sentences 

Of the orig:inal 53 Part I cases, probation was awarded in 35,8%, 13 with­
held judgments, five suspended sentences, and commitments were mposed :in 16 
(30.2%). The court dockets were not explicit enough to obtain the type of 
commitment received (e.g., jail, ISCC, 120-day retainer, State Hospital South), 

In 15 burglary cases, the sentence was protation, which accounts for 55.6% 
of the original 27 burglaries analyzed. There were eight robbery cases in which 
the 10 defendants received a final sentence of commitm~nt. 

TABLE IV 

PART I SENTENCES 

BONNEVILLE COUNTY 
1975 

Withheld Judgment! Suspended Sentence 
Offense Number Probation Probation Commitment 

Murder-voluntary mans. 
Burglary 
Robbery 
Aggravated Assault 
Grand l.i:ll:'ceny 

1 
19 

8 
2 
4 

10 (3) 

1 
2"~ 

1 
5 t~ 

8 (10) 
1 

('1) 11 2 

Total 34 13 5(1) Ib(10) 

Numbers :in () indicates the number of people affected when the number of 
defendants exceeded one per case. 

1'lOne case involved tv;o defendants. one receiving withheld judgmentl 
probation and the other a suspended sentence/probation. 

Part II Sentences 

In the 77 original Part II Offenses, probation was awarded in 31 (40.3%: 
22 Nithhe1d judgment, nine suspended sentence,) and canrnitments were imposed in 
15 (19.5%). 

Ll tI·iel ve of the original 25 controlled substance cases the derenda'lts 
received probation and :in only one was the defendant ccmmitted. L'I eight 0: the 
forgery cases, there vp-re six comnitJrents. 
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TABLE V 

PART II SENTENCES 

BONNEVILLE COUNTY 

Withheld Judgment! Suspended Sentence! 
Offense Nwnber Probation Probation Commitment 

Involuntary ~anslaugt~er 3 1 
Controlled Substance 12 9 
1»1I 4 3 
Escape 1 
L & L 2 
Forgery 8 2 
E.'Tibezzlement 3 1 
Insufficient Funds 6 3 
Receiving Stolen Property 1 1 
Obt. Money under false 

pmtenses 3 1 
Illegal use of credit 

cards 2 1 
Resisting an Officer 1 

Total 46 22 

TIliE flW1ES 

PARr I 

AVf!rdge clays from complaint to f:inal disposition for 
guilty and actuitted (47) 

Average days from compla:int to dismissal (6) 

Total average days from complaint to completion (53) 

PART II 

Average days from complaint to final disposition for 
guilty and acquitted (53) 

Average days from compla:int to dismissal (18) 

Total average for all Part II Offenses (71) 

2 

2 
2 

2 

1 

9 

2 
1 
1 
1 
2 
6 

1 

1 

15 

= 66.3 days 

= 129.8 days 

= 73.5 days for 
all Part I Offenses. 

= 73.9 days 

= 83,3 days 

= 76.3 cays 

Grc:lJld average of all offenses from complaint to disposition (124) = 75.1 days 
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OFFENSES 

CANYON COUNTY DISTRICT COURI' 

DOCKET S'IUDY 

There were 201 felonies filed in 1975, in District Court in Canyon County. 
The cases were categorized into 73 Part I Offenses, (36% of the total) and 129 
Part II Offenses (64% of the total). Of the 73 Part I Offenses reaching District 
Court, burglary accounted for 42.5% of the cases. Controlled Substance cases 
comprised 43% of the 128 Part II Offenses. (Refer to Table I below). 

PART I 
Offense 

Burglary 
Grand Larceny 
Aggravated Assault 
Robbery 
Murder 
Fape 

Total 

DISMISSAlS 

TABLE I 

DISTRICT COURT FELDNY CASES 

CANYON COUN'IY 

1975 

PART II 
Nwnber Offense 

31 Controlled Substance 
13 Insufficient Funds 
17 Forgery 

7 DWI 
3 Embezzlement 
2 Fraud 

73 Resisting an Officer 
Lewd & Lascivious Acts 
Receiving Stolen Property 
Obtaining }bney under False 

Pretenses 
Involuntary Manslaughter 
Conspiracy 
Bail Jumping 

Total 

Number 

55 
22 
18 

6 
5 
5 
4 
4 
3 

2 
2 
1 
1 

128 

Of the 201 cases analyzed, 41 (20.4%) cases were dismissed, and one rerrandecl 
to Magistrate Division. Eleven (26.8%) were Part I Offenses and 30 (73.2%) Here 
Part II Offenses. Assault offenses accounted for the largest category of Part r 
dismissals (5 cases, 45.5%), while Controlled Substance cases accounted for 16 
(53.3%) of the Part II dismissals. In total, 45 defendants were involved in the 
41 cases dismissed (refer' to Table II on the following page). 

-1-



TABLE II 

DISTRICT COURT FELONY CASE DISMISSALS 

CANYON COUNTY 

1975 

PART I Cases 
Offense Dismissed 

.~--------------~~~~~~ 

AggT'avated Assa111 t 5 
Burglary 4 
Grand Larceny 2 

Total 11 

PENDING 

PART II 

Offense 

Controlled Substance 
Ins. funds 
Obtaining Money under 

False Pretenses 
Receiving Stolen 

Property 
Embezzlement 
Lewd & Lascivious 
Forgery 
Resisting an Officer 

Total 

Cases 
Dismissed 

16 
6 

2 

2 
1 
1 
1 
1 

30 

Twenty-six of tr,e 201 cases were still pending at the time of the study 
(July, 1976). Eight of these were Part I Offens~s, while 18 were Part II 
Offenses. As seen from Table In below, three of the eight pending Part I 
Offenses were burglary cases. Seven of the 18 Part n cases still pending were 
substance abuse cases. 

PART I 

Offense 

Burglary 
GY'and I..im:!eny 
Aggravated Assault 
Rape 

Total 

TABLE III 

DISTRICT COURI' FELONY CASES PENDnlG 

CANYON COUNTY 

# Cases 
Pending 

3 
') 
'. 
2 
1 

8 

1975 

'" "'{-

PARI' II 

Offense 

Constrolled Substance 
Insuffici~~t ~~"11s 
Involuntary Manslaughter 
Resisting an Officer 
Lewd & Lascivious 
Forgery 

Total 

# Cases 
Pendi."1g 

7 
I.l 

2 
2 
2 
1 

18 



TRIAlS 

Twenty-six cases reached the stage of trial on not guilty pleas. Twelve 
(46.1%) of the 26 resulted in acquittals and 14 (53.8%) resulted in convictions. 
In nearly 60% of the Part I cases the defendants were acquitted, while 22% of 
the defendants in Part II cases were acquitted. 

TABLE IV 

TRIALS - ACQUITTAlS, CONVICTIONS 

CANYON COUNTY 

1975 

PART I OFFENSES 

# of Not 
Offense Guilty Pleas 

Aggravated Assault 4 
Murder 3 
Burglary 6 
Rape 1 
Robbery 3 

Total 17 

PART II OFFENSES 

Offense 

Controlled Substance 
InsufficiE'.nt Funds 
lewd /; l.a.scivious 
Embezzlement 
Forgery 

Total 

CONVICTICNS 

# of Not 
Guil ty Pleas 

5 
1 
1 
1 
1 

9 

Acquittals 

4 
2 
2 
1 
1 

10 

Acquittals 

1 
o 
o 
o 
1 

2 

Convictions 

0 
1 
4 
0 
2 

7 

Convictions 

4 
1 
1 
1 
o 
7 

Sixty percent (121) of the 201 cases resulted in guilty dispositions. The 
defeIi~antCs) pleaded guilty in 107 cases, including 14 cases where the defendant(s) 
originally pleaded not guEt:;, but changS-:1 thc.::ir ple"1 to r,-.t5..lty -:.f 1'28:;":;1:' s:fE::1:';':.!s. 
Also included were those whose plea was changed from not guilty to guilty on the 
original charge. The remaining fOl.lr'teen cases involved not guilty pleas, but as a 
n-=sult of the trial process the defendants were found to be guilty. 

In the following Table , it is evident the~e were 36 Part I cases and 71 Part 
II cases that resulted in guilty pleas. Of these, burglary accounted for the majority 
of the Part I guilty pleas (17). Controlled Substance cases accounted for 27 of the 
Part II guilty pleas. 
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Offense 

Burglary 
Gr-and Larceny 
Aggravated Assault 
Robbery 

Total 

SE:N1'rnCES 

TABLE V 

DISTRIcr COURT FELONY CASE GUILTY PLEAS 

Cf\NYON COUN'IY 

Guilty Pleas 

17 
9 
6 
4 

36 

1975 

Offense Guilty Pleas 

Controlled Substance 
Forgery 
Insufficient Funds 
DWI 
Fraud 
Embezzlement 
Receiving Stolen Property 
Resisting an Officer 
Conspiracy 
Bail Jumping 

27 
15 
11 

6 
5 
3 
1 
1 
1 
1 

Total 71 

The sentences imposed in 64 of the 121 cases in which convictions were obtained 
were probation combined with withheld judgment; in 21 cases comnitment to the Idaho 
State Correctional Institution (ISCI); in 18 cases l20-day retained jurisdiction; 
in 10 cases jail sentences with either jail/probation or suspended sentence; in one 
case sentence to ISCI comrnlted to jail; in five cases suspended sentences with 
probation; and in two cases fines. (Refer to Tables VI and VII.) 

PART I CONVlcrIONS 
'" 

III llE:1arly half of the Part I cases, 21 (48.8%) cases in which convict ion 8 were 
obtained, the Court entered a withheld judgment with probation <refer to Table 
VI. Twelve of the 21 cases were burglary cases. 

In eight of the cases, the Court imposed the sentence of 120-c1ay retained 
juristiction:'I , with nine defendants involved. Again, burglary cases made up the 
rrujority of the Part I cases in which this disposition was imposed (five cases, 
six individuals). 

Eight defendants ~vere committed to the Idaho State Correctional Insti~tion; 
one was sentenced to ISCI, but the sentence \..;ras corrrnuted to jail, and four 
defendants received jail sentences vlith either suspended sente:1ces or suspended 
probation. 

1'lFinal results after 120 days were either probation or pending for all cases. 



TABLE VI 

DISTRIcr COURT FELONY CASES 

PART I SENTENCES 

CANYON COUNTf 

1975 

\"ithhe1d 
No. of Judgmentl 

Offense Cases Probation 

Suspended 
Sentence/ ISCI 
Probation Comrni tment 

ISCI 
120 Days 

ISCI 
Corrmuted 

to 
Jail 

Corranitted 
to lJail 

S/Prob. S.S. 

M1..lr'der 
Robbery 
Agg. As saul t 
Burglary 
G. I..arceny 

Total 

1 
6 2 
6 

21 12 (14)1': 1 
9 7 

43 21 1 

1 
3 
2 
2 

8 

1 
1 
5 (6) 
1 

8 

1 1 

1 4 

~{Numbers in () indicates people affected if different from case nwnber. 

Convictions were obtained in 61% of the Part II Offense cases (78 of 128). 
In 55.1% of those cases the Court entered withheld judgment/probation. In 13 

1 
1. 
1 

cases Cl6.7% of the total) the sentences were corrmitments to the Idaho State 
Correctional Institution, and in ten cases the Court ordered 120-day retained 
jurisdiction Cl2. 8%). In four cases a total of five defendants were given suspended 
sentences with probation, six derendants were given jail sentences with either 
suspended jail/probation or suspended sentences and two individuals were fined 
(see Table VII). 

TABLE VII 

DISTRIcr CCXJRI' FELONY CASES 

PARr II SENTENCES 

1975 

Withheld ISCI ISCI Comnit 
No. Judgment/ Sus. Sen./ CoITT:1i t on 120 to Jail 

Offense Cases Probation Probation Convict. Da:ts 8/Prob. SIS Fine 

Bail Jwnpmg 1 1 
Conspiracy 1 1 
Res. an Officer 1 1 
Rec. Stln Prop. 
Embezzlerrent 4 1 2 1 
L & L 1 , 

-
DVJI 6 3 2 1 
Fraud 5 5 (1)": 
Forgery 15 7 4 3 1 
Insuff. funds 12 7 1 2 1 1 
Cont. Subs. 31 18 1 6 3 2 1 

Total 78 lt3 4(5) 13 10 4 2 2 

*Numbers in () indicates people affected if different from case 
munbers. 

_r:._ 



TIME FRAMES 

One hW1clred and eight (69 Part I and 111 Part II Offenses) of the 201 
cases were analyzed to determine court processing time frames. The remaining 
21 cases were excluded because time data elements were missing. 

The average number of days from complaint to disposition for all felonies 
analyzed was 165.6 days. For cases acquitted, the average was figured from date 
of complaint to trial date. For cases dismissed, the average was figured from 
the date of complaint to date of dismissal. Cases involving convictions were 
figured from the date of complaint to date of sentence. Table VIII presents 
a breakdown of cases and tirre frames by Part I and Part II Offenses. 



PARI' I 

TABLE VIII 

DISTRIcr COURT FELONY CASES 

Tll1E FRAMES FOR CASE PROCESSJNG 

1975 

Avg. days from complaint to t'r'ial (guilty and not guilty) (55) 
Avg. days from complaint to trial - guilty only (45) 
Avg. days from complaint to sentencing for guilty (45) 
Avg. days from complaint to dismissal (14) 

= 121. 5 
= 103.2 
.:: 132.1 
= 161. 2 

Average days from canp1aint to disposition (trial for acquittals, 
sentence for guilty, and dismissal for dismissed) for all Part I 
offenses (69) was 14S.4 days. 

PART II 

Avg. days from complaint to t'r'ial (guiJty and not guilty) (SO) 
Avg. days from complaint to sentencing for· guilty (7S) 

= 145.7 
= 

Avg. days from complaint to dismissal (31) = 
Avg. days fran complaint to guilty only (78) = 

Average days from complaint to disposition (trial for acquittals, 
sentence for guilty, and dismissal for dismissed) for all Part II 
offenses (Ill) was 176 3 days. 

17L~. 3 
lSO.l 
144.3 

The grand average days from complaint to dispos~tion for Part I and Part II 
offenses (ISO) was 165.6. 

As shown in Table VIII the average number of days from complaint to dispos~~ion 
for 69 Part I cases analyzed was 14S.4 days, while the 111 Part II cases averaged 
176.3 days. 
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NEZ PERCE COUNTY DISTRICl' COURT CASE S'IUDY 

In July, 1976, a study of the felonies filed in Nez Perce County District 
Court during 1975 was conducted. Only a limited arrount of data related to case 
processing was available from the criminal dockets: case number, name, and the 
date the complaint was filed. Therefore, it was necessary to manually review each 
file to obtain pertinent information. 

OFFENSES 

The number of cases studied in Nez Perce County totalled 173 as follows: 

TABLE I 

DISTRICl' COURT FELONY FILINGS 
NEZ PERCE COUNTY 

Part I Offenses - Convictions 
P2l~ I O~fenses - Ac~uittals 
Pal~ II Offenses - Convictions 
Part II Offenses - Acquittals 
Dismissals 
Pending 
Benc~ Warrants Issued 

1975 

50 
4 

5J. 
o 

52 
5 

11 
173 

PART I AND II OFFENSES WITH CONVICl'IONS 

28.9% 
2.3% 
29.5~ 

0.0% 
30.0% 

2.9% 
6.4% 

100.~ 

The majority of the Part I Offenses with convictions consi~ed of ~ur~la:y 
cases (50%), vmile the largest percentage of Part II Offenses wlth convlctlons 
(43.1%) were Delivery of Controlled Substance cases. 

TABLE II 
DISTRICT COURT FELONY CASES 

NEZ PERCE COUNTY 

1975 

PART I OFFENSES WITH CONVICl'IONS: 
Burglary~'c 

I..a.rceny 
Robbery 
Aggravated Assault 
Fape 
Hurder 

Total 

27 
13 

5 
4 
1 
o 

50 

l':includes 2 attempted burglaries 
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50.0% 
24.0% 
14.8% 

7.4% 
1. 9% 
1. 9% 

100.0% 



: 

('fable 2 contd) 

PARI' II OFFENSES WITH COHVIcrIONS: 

Dalivery of controlled. substance 
Aggravated battery 
Resisting an Executive Officer 
Issuing check without funds 
UlI - felony 
Embezzlement 
Receiving stolen property 
Forgery 
Statutory rape 
Lewd and lascivious conduct 
Possession with intent to deliver 
M3king false report (1x:>mb) 
Kidnapping 

Total 

22 43.1% 
4 7.8% 
4 7.8% 
4 7.8% 
3 5.9% 
3 5.9% 
3 5.9% 
2 3.9% 
2 3.9% 
1 2.0% 
1 2.0% 
1 2.0% 
1 2.0'% 

51 100.0% 

The fifty-tlNO cases that were dismissed consisted of twenty-three Part I 
Offenses. 

TABLE III 

DISTRIcr COURT FELONY CASES 

NEZ PERCE COUNTY 

PARI' I CASES DISMISSED: 

Burglary 
Larceny 
Robbery 
Intent to rape 

1975 

Assault with :intent to rape 
Total 

11 
9 
1 
1 
1 

23 

47.8% 
39.1% 
4.3% 
4.3% 
4.3% 

99.8%:': 

l':Percentages nay not equal 100% due to rounding.' 

The re.rraining twenty-n:ine dismissed cases were primarily Delivery of Controlled 
Substance cases and Issu:ing Checks without Funds cases. 
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TABLE IV 

DISTRICT COURT FELDNY CASES 

NEZ PERCE COUNTY 

1975 

PART II CASES DISM.ISSED: 

Delivery of controlled substance 
Issuing check without funds 
Embezzlement 
Resisting an Executiv8 Officer 
Kidnapping 
Aggravated battery 
Obtaining property under false pretenses 
False report of explosives 
Bail jumping 
Sale of drugs 
Bribery 

Total 

8 
8 
3 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

29 

27.5% 
27.5% 
10.3% 

6.996 

6.9% 
3.5% 
3.5% 
3.5% 
3.5% 
3.5% 
3.5% 

100.0% 

As of July, 1976, five of the cases filed were pending from 1975 at the District 
Court level. One case was continued because the defendant roved out of State, and 
the other four cases involved defendants who were undergoing psychological evaluations 
for the offenses of kidnapping , assault with intent to corrvni. t rape, statutory rape, 
and attempted rape. 

Eleven cases have had complaints filed and bench warrants issued. These 
cases consisted of issuing checks without funds, 7; statutory rape, 1; ["'I­
felony, 1; embezzlement, 1; and forgery, 1. 

PLEAS 

Not Guilty Acquittals 

Four defendants pleaded not guilty to Part I-related offenses. Three defendants 
were acquitted in two jury trials, and one was found not guilty of assault with 
intent to commit murder, by reason of mental disease. (The latter defendant Vla.S 
corronitted to Health and Welfa:'e and then to the Idaho State Correctional Institution's 
Security Unit). Acquittals by jury trials involved one defendant charged with 
murder, and two defendants charged on the same robbery case. 

Not ~ilty Convictions 

There were no pleas of not guilty of either Part I 01:" ?a..."""': II Of:e:-.SOS3 "':::3.t 
resulted in convictions. 

Guilty Pleas 

Ctr1e hundred and one defendants pleaded guilty to either guilty as charged in 
the complaint (60), or guilty to a reduced or amended charge (42.). ':his re;:rsse;::s 
64.3% of the cases reachL~g a final disposition (excluding pending cases and those 
with bench warrffiits issued). 
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Guilty as Charged in Complaint)': 

Ove~ 75% of the guilty pleas to Part I-related offenses were to burglary and 
grand larceny charges. Thirty percent of the g~ilty pleas to Part II-related 
offenses were for Delivery of Controlled Substance charge. (Refer to Table V) 

TABLE V 

DISTRICT COURT FELONY CASES 

NEZ PERCE COUNIY 
1975 

GUILTY PLEAS ft3 CHARGED: 

PART I PART 

Guilty 
Pleas % 

Burglary 16 47.0 Deli very of Cont. Sub. 
Grand Larceny 10 29.4 Issuing Check wlo funds 
Robbery 4 11.8 Aggravated Battery 
Attempted Burglary 2 5.9 INIT - Felony 
Assault with Deadly Embezzlement 

Weapon 2 5.9 Forgery 

I I 

Total 34 100.0% Receiving Stolen Property 
False Report (rumb) 

Total 

Guilty to Reduced or Amended Charge 

Guilty 
Pleas % --

8 30.8 
4 15.4 
4 15.4 
3 11.5 
3 11.5 
2 7.7 
1 3.8 
1 3.8 

26 100.ID% 

The rrajority of Part I offenses reduced or a.rrended were burglary charges, and 
the JTh-3.jority of Part II Offens~s were substance-abuse related. Percentages ~'/e:r-= 
not fir,ul"'!;d because of the srra11 numbers involved. (See Table VI, on the follow­
ing page), 

DISPOSITIONS 

ThirijT-one defend~1ts (30.7%) were committed to the Idaho State Correctional 
Institution, with 25 of the 31 sentenced on offenses that were ch3.rged in the 
odginal complaint. The second largest category, probat ion, consisted of 23 
defendants (22.8%). Table VII on page 6 provides a synopsis of dispositions for 
those sentenced. 

)':includes those whose initial pleas were not guilty, but subsequently pleaded guitL ty 
to the original charge. 
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TABLE VI 

DISTRICT COURT FELONY CASES 

NEZ PERCE COUN'IY 

1975 

GUIL'lY PU'AS TO REWCED OR AHENDED CHARGE 

PAR T I 

Burglary to petit larceny 
Burglary to trespassing 
Burglary to larceny 
Burglary to receiving stolen property 
Burglary to concealing information 
Grand larceny to petit larceny 
Grand larceny to accessory to grand larceny 
Grand larceny to operating motor vehicle 

Hithout mvner I s consent 
Assault with deadly Heapon to 

exhibiting or use of deadly Heapon 
Robbery to gr-and larceny 
Robbery to accessory to crime 
:Rape to assault Hi th intent to corrmi t rape 

Total 

PART II 

Delivery of controlled substance to possession 
of controlled substance 

Delivery of controlled substance to 
harboring inforrration relating to a felony 

Delivery of controlled substance to 
Hithholding information from magistrate 

Delivery of controlled substance, 
2 counts, to Count II 

Resisting an executive officer to 
resisting a public officer 

Resisting an executive officer to 
aggravated assault (misdemeanor) 

Pesisting an executive officer to 
disorderly concuct 

Receiving stolen property to petit larceny 
Possession t-lith intent to delivery to ~ssession 
l.eHd & lascivious conduct to statutory rape 
Statutory rape to accessory to crime 
Statutory rape to Hithholding information 

from magistrate 
Kidnapping to withholding information of 

crime from magistrate 

Total 
-5-

No. 

3 
3 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

1 

1 
1 
1 
1 

16 

9 

3 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 
2 , 
1 
1 

1 

1 

25 



TABLE VII 

DISTRICI' COURT FELONY CASES 

NEZ PERCE COUN1Y 

1975 

DISPOSITIONS: 

PART I PART II 

Original Amended Original Amended 
Sentence Charge Charge Charge Charge Total 

ISCI 12 1 8 2 23 
ISCI/120 days 3 2 2 1 8 
ISCI conmi tted to jail 8 1 5 3 17 

( Withheld judgment/jail 1 0 2 2 6 
-~ Withheld sentence/jail 1 0 0 0 

( Withheld judgment/probation 4 2 3 1 21 -r Withheld sentence/probation 4 3 3 1 
( Withheld judgment-Rest./fine 0 1 2 5 10 -Z Withheld sentence-Rest./fine 0 0 0 2 

.Jail 0 3 0 4 7 
Fine 0 2 1 4 7 
Probation 1 1 0 0 2 

TOTAL 34 16 26 25 101 

ViEASUREHmT or TruE FRAi1ES 

In Nez Perce County the average nwnber of days from filing the complaint in 
Magistrate's Court to date of trial (including guilty plea to either the original 
charge or to a reduced or amended charge) was 28.7 days for Part I Offenses; the 
average number of days from complaint to sentencing was 56.8 days. Canpared 
with the same measurements for Part II Offenses (41.4 average days frun canplaint 
to trial and 69.1 average days from complaint to sentencing), it appears that 
the county is placing emphasis on the more serious offenses. 

The grand average days to final disposition for all offenses was 55.2 days. 
A complete time-frame breakdown for Part I and Part II Offenses is included in 
Table VIII on the following page. 
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22.8 
7.9 

16.8 

5.9 

20.8 

9.9 

6.9 
6.9 
2.0 

99.9 
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TABLE VIII 

DISTRIcr COURT FELONY CASES 

FELONY CASES PROCESSING PERIODS 

1975 

PART I 

Average days from complaint to trial for guilty and acquitted (52) 30.5 
Average days from complaint to trial (guilty only) (49) 28.7 
Average days from complaint to sentence (49) 56.8 
Average days from complaint to dismissal (23) 63.4-
Average days from complaint to final disposition (trial for 

acquittals, sentence for guilty, and dismissal for dismissed) 
for all Part I offenses (75) 58.9 

PAR T II 

There were no acquittals 
Average days from complaint to trial (50) 41.4 
Average days from complaint to sentence (50) 69.1 
Average days from complaint to dismissal (29) 21.8 
Average days from complaint to final disposition (sentence for 

guilty and dismissal for dismissed) for all Part II offenses (79) 51.7 

l~and average days from complaint to final disposition for Part I 
and Part II offenses (154) ;', 55.2 

*Three cases were excluded from these tabulations: one was a 
murder trial which was in Nez Perce County on a change of 
venue,one file had conflicting dates, and one file was 
missing. 

Ther'(~ were several cases where a complaint was filed against a defendant in 
the Magistrate's Court and a bench warrant issued. In some cases, several weeks, 
or perhaps months, might elapse before the defendant was arrested. To determine 
an accurate measure of perfonrance of cases moving through the district court 
(from filing of the informatjcn to either verdict of a trial or plea of guilty 
and excluding time for presentcnces, since some defendants w:tived their statutory 
time prior to sentencing) time frames were tabulated from information dates to 
trial dates only. For 51 Part I Offenses that were measurable, the average 
number of days was 17.9 days; for 46 Part II Offenses, the average was 22.6 days. 
Seven offenses had to be exclud~d as they were reduced to misdemeanors and had 
no information filed and one was the murder trial referenced in Table VIII. 
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