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NASSAU COUNTY PROBATION DEPARTMENT

ANNUAn REPORT 1981

The Director of Probatlon, Louis J. Mllone, retlred from

county serv1ce in June, 1981. Since that time, Robert J.

Bennett, Deputy Director for Admlnlstratlon, has been acting as
dlrector of Probatlon, overseelng and admlnlsterlng all of the

programs and functlons of the Department - Admlnlstratlon,

Adult and Famlly DlVlSlonS.

Probation programs are directed toward public protection
throngh the prevention of juvenile delinquency, adult crime, and

family dysfunction.

The Director of Probation oversees the wide range of proba-

tion programs and services. He is continuously evaluating re-

sults and effectiveness and initiating new programs and approaches

in an attempt to provide for the best possible protection of

society and rehabilitation of the offender. The narrative and

statistics which appear in the following pages provide an over-

view of the work of the various'divisions for the year 1981.

ADMINISTRATION

Administratire staff and programs are under the direct

supervision of the Director of Probation; theylgie described

below.
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BUDGET CONTROL

The Budget Control qut's main functicn is to allocate and

manage Departmeht funds and limit expenditures in order to stay

'within the budgetary limits enacted by law. It also strives to

ensure maximum Federal and State réimbgrsement. The Unit ig in-
volveq‘yithrthe preﬁ&iaéion of the Department budget as wgff as
fedérally,hnd state fundéd.grant projects. 1In.addition to sub-~
mitting quarterly wvouchers for r;imbursement, it is r;sponSible
for reconciling Department ledgers to the Comptroller;s monthly
reports, pu:chasing equipment énd supplies, maintaining inven-=
tory control and>pr§cessing all claims. The Unit also prepares
fiscal reports for the Department as well as the State Division
of Probation. ) |
5:)$he total Probation Department budget for lQSl‘wés
$11,173,758; of this, $8,739,410 was subject to reimbursement
by New York State at the rate of 41-1/2%. Ho&ever, during May,
1981, the reimbursemeht rate was increased to 46-1/2%,kresulting
in increased revenues to the County of $436,97l,’or'a total of
$4,063,826 in State aid to Probation. |
o In a&ﬁition to salaries, equipment and contractual expenses,
the Probation budget included $18,000 for toxicological.testing
and $277,0Q0 allowable Department of éeneral Services expenses.
Additional revenues were received from other agéncies for
various proérams; a svmmary of thése items appe..s in the table

below.
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BUDGET CONTROL

Table #1

Revenues 1981
Agencxn .+ Program Amount
NYS Division of _State Aid to Probation 4,063,826
Probation o o
Intensive Supervision
Program : 425,024
“ Juvenile Restitution 243,020
- Office of Criminal State Felony Program
Justice Services (Formerly Dangerous :
Drug Program) 189,061
NYS Division for Probation Employment .
Youth . Program : ‘ 100,000
Total Revenues 5,020,931
Cost to Nassau County/ .
Probation Services 6,152,827
Total Budget, 1981 $11,173,758

RESTITUTION & FINES

The payment of restitution to crime victims by persons
placed on probaticn is an important aspect of the Probation
responsibility in the rehabilitation pfocess; Where restitution
has been ordered by the Court,kit is the supervising probation
officer'é responsibility to see that the payments are made as
ordered. These monies are received byithé‘Restitution and‘Fine
Unit, recorded and processed and ultimately disburseu to the
victims. Records of arrears are also maintained&?? if a pro¥

! N
bationer falls behind in payment, this may constitute a viola-

tion of the conditions of probation and may subject thé\offender

Y
o i g e e e e
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to arrest and return to Court.
While most restitution orders are on Criminal Court cases

(adult offenders age 16 and over), the Family Court also may

order payment by an a&judicated juvenile delinquent (child under

16) ﬁho may thé% be supervised in the spécial Adjudicated De-
linquent Restitution (ADR) Program at the Family Division.

During 1981, resﬁituticn monies collected amounted to
$384,011 plus $19,675vfor ADR, a total of $403,686, an increase
of 14.4% over 1980. (Table #2)<

The Restitution Unit handled 1562 accounts; 818 of these
were carried over from 1980, 744‘we£e new accounts opened and
502 were‘closed, leaving 1060 open accounts as of December 31,
1981 (Table #3). In the ADR Projecf,‘a total of 145 accounts
were handled of whichﬁ§7¥;emained.opén at the end of the year.
(Table .#4)

The unit also collects fines for the var?oﬁs courts and

3

disburses them in accordance with the law. S

M

Table #2 ; e ‘
RESTITUTION & FINE UNIT
HIGHLIGHTS 1981
' Increase .
1981 . 1980 Decrease Percentage

Regular . . ‘ e
Acco%nts $384,011.05 $319,081.96 +$64,929.09 +20.4§f“”
ADR* ' '
Accounts 19,675.04 . 33,90..23 -14,228.19 s =-d240

$403,686.09 $352,985.19 +$50,700.90 ‘ +i4.4

* ADR -‘Adjudicated Delinquent Restitution Project

-4-
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Open Accounts
Beginning Of
Year (Jan. 1)

Newaépounts
TOTAL for Year

Accounts Closed
During Year

Remaining End
Of Year (Dgc. 31)

- Checks Issued:

Bookkeeping
Instructions

Table #4

ADR *

Open Accounts
Beginrning of
Year (Jan. 1)
New Accounts
TOTAL for Year

Accounts Closed-
During Year

RF,‘ ting End
Of Year (Dec. 31)

S o

iy

RESTITUTION & FINE UNIT

HIGHLIGHTS 1981

i

-* ADR - Adjudicated Delinquent Restitution Project

3 . Increase
1981 1980 ' Decrease Percentage
818 727 + 91 +12.5%
744 645 + 99 +15.4%
1562 1372 +190 +13.9%
502 554 - .52 - 9.4%
1060 818 +242 +29.6%
1567 946 +621 +65.6%
949 764 +185 +24.2%
. < : Increase
1981,.\ 1980 Decrease Percentage
38 69 -31 -44.9%
107 24 +13 +13.8%
145 163 -18 -11.0%
. - @
68 125 -57 -45.6%
77 38 +39 +102.6%




R R ) ' N o ot S i
: o W—:—i‘ﬁﬂ}(wm 4 ' " 5 Y : = : : "V :W T ‘v ».'...:.”:“.Nb:%_www”“( - ‘:‘:Ww-—-"—f-—ﬂw T ey * " : 8§ N . e H,‘, o . G K . R S R B ,‘ A it ey <
J i e ot v T L : : . o B ) .
Table #5 . RESTITUTION & FINE UNIT = . | P ¢ "
L FINANCIAL STATEMENT ; . _
: ‘ . PERSONNEL - :
i : : ' 12/01/81 . ~ 01/01/81 ( S :
;o s s e to ‘ _ to . o 4
i = i ) | 12 31 81 12/31/81 . , e The objectlve of sound personnel admlnlstratlon is to enhance
NI Balance Beginning of Period ' ;$138,575.10 $132,919.34 efficiency and product1v1ty and to provrde employment condrtlons ;
Receipts ‘ : 5 ' whlch contrlbute to effectlve performance.‘ The primary tasks are
e Famil Ccurt . ‘ ' e
;jf ‘ Restztﬂ;ron* V R 1,319.99 16,869.97 “ u | to recrult,_se;ect, develop and retalnba hlgh}y qualrfled.york
: . Finas’ ] S . T : force. _ e )
kﬁé : County Coutt ’ E ' P a9 o :  The Office of Personnel rov1des serv1ces to all Probatlon
e Restitution 13,015.01 191,023.94 , : P ,
g AR
Fines. . : 40.00 360.00 employees, including those in special pro:ects. It also monltors
<;}F ' DL;ZﬁéiEugiﬁit | 15;001.69 175;909_34 ” : S and regulates personnel policies throughout the department in co-
i ' i . - L 285.00 ‘ . '
. Fines _ N ‘ fe operation with the Civil Service Commission, the ‘County Budget
i Supreme Court - ' C ' . R ' ‘ L ' k
gestitution“’ ‘ - " - L T Office, the Office of the County Executive, the Board of Super-.
i Fines ; - - o . ‘ : ‘ !
i : =ne ‘ - Jﬂ o : visors and the NYS Division of Probation.
Miscellaneous ' - 5,341.69 .0 ‘ i : ' ) o ) R
= 5 : . ) 1 Over - the years,.Probatlon workloads (investigations, super-.
o Suspense ' 3,362.12 ; (5,978.89) B 5 o
v : Total Recelpts — 32,738.81 —384,011.05 - : visions, etc. ) ‘have risen con51stently along w1th crime rates;
Lo h Plus Previous Balance ) 171,313.91 516,930.39
! ‘ = ; ‘ ) ' : = \g however, staffing levels have not,kept pace with rising workloads,
Disbursements T : o i . . . o ﬁ ; :
Family Court S - o ‘ particularly in the clerical staff.
: " Restitution ' A 1,118.05 16,738.97 S - ‘ ' ; '
i Fines - L , ; Total staffing at the end of 1981 was 438, 285 professionals
L ' County Court 3 | i ‘ : : L and 153 clerical. The following table indicates staff movement ‘ R
N Restitution B R 3,830.20 193,012.38 . o : S . , .
i Fines : - 515.00 - e L for 1980 and 1981 and shows a total loss of 2 clerical persons ’
T District Court ‘ . ) T . R and a'gain of 7 professionals. | 4
Restitution ‘ 11,149.19 156,857.48 ' o '
, , Fines i - - : ; : - PERSONNEL ACTIVITIES
; ‘ . : o Table #6
1 Supreme Court L : ; ‘ : : 1980 L C 1981
; Restitution ‘ - _ : - , : TYPE  OF TRANSACTION PROF CLER. TOTAL .PROF. CLER. TOTAL
Fines . 3 , - - ' - o -« R : o
' . ' . SO , New Personnel a1 25 46 19 18 37
Miscellaneous - - RS EEEEE ~ Promotions. 211 5 16 7 a3 10
, , : Status Granted © 0 0 0 6 0 6
AT Suspense . ' - ‘ = Rehired - (Projuit) 1 2 3. 4 1- 5
:?~Wﬁ' AN . X e ' ‘ , Summer Employment G 1 7 6 2 ‘8
e Abandoned Property: - (5,409.91) Retired. L 5 6 . 3 3 6
e L ‘ ‘ Deceased 1 1 2 0 0 0
E ‘Total Disbursements 16,097.44 361,713.92 - Terminations i1 0 1 4 1 < .5
; = ' Transferred In -0 0 0 0 1 1
Balance as of Dec. 31, 1981 §155,216.47 $155,216.47 Leave Without Pay 5 9 14 4 6 10
% ] ) 3 : ' o Resignations 9 12 21 5 10 15
5 * Does not include ADR. , : ; . g
B | -6- - ,
:;j ' Y ¢ o= -7— ¢
» ‘ 5 h ‘
e T IR ST T e |
I ~ = oA - ) Y N ' o
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PUBLIC INFORMATION

*_e,'j,

As a community-based correctional serVice, probation is

‘particularly dependent upon public understanding of its role in

the criminal and juvenile justice systems. The support of the
busrneSS'community and publicrand private agencies,kas'well as
the general public, are important to the overall success of pro-
bation, particularly in the areas- of employment, relationships
with schools, hous;ng and recreation. ihe Public Information
Officedis'responsible for providing information‘to the public
and the media in order to furtherycommunity participation and
cooperatiocn. E
All contacts with the media, including press;releases and

responses to ‘inquiries are handled by the Public Information

‘0ffice, as are public speaking assignments and staff participation

in professional conferenCes‘and workshops, meetings with civie
organizations, community groups and other public andbprivate
agencies. , ; _ | )
During 1981, 67 staff members participated in,lo7 speaking
engagements and interviews to provide information for the media,
In addition, 128 staff

students, agencies and community groups.

‘members participated in 47 community and professional seminars,

conferences and workshops.
" The Public Information Office is responsible for the produc-

tion and distribution of departmental publications and other lit-

- erature to the public as well as to staff.

Liaison and information sharing with community groups, C1v1c

'organizations, schools, and other agenCies are also important

aspects of Public Information activities.

1
[
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COMMUNITY RESOURCES

'As a community-based alternative to incarceration, probation

relies heavily upon the involvement and participation of various

 community groups and agencies to help bring about positive ad-

justment5=in the menfand“women ﬂnfits caseloads.
The Coordinator of COmmunity Resources is a liaison between
the Drobation Department and community agenc1es. The purpose of

this liaison is tO‘enlist and develop community assistance through

‘various public and'private agencies which will contribute to the

Probation_goals of community'protection and client rehabilita-
tion. The Coordinator must interpret and define Probation pol-

icies, programs and functions to these outside agencies and keep
probation officers informed of the availabllity of services and

programs. He also acts as a resource consultant, as needed, on
specific cases. |

During 1981, theVCOmmunity Resources Coordinator participated

in 125 meetings and consultations with private and public agencies.

The subjects of these meetings ranged from information sharing to
policy making, w1th the focus at all tlmes upon the relationship

between the probationer and the community. There were over 90

specific requests from 1ine probation officers for reSidential
placement and other serv1ce needs for probationers.

The Coordinator of . Community Resources represents the Direc-
tor of Probation on the Nassau County Youth Board and its Contract

Review Committee; the~Coa11tion for Abused Women; the Committee

on Residential Alternatives; 5%@ the subcommittee on Services for

Children and Youth. Through these activities and liaisons, the

i~y
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/ted a nutrltlon program, whlch prov1ded breakfast and lunch for‘

'Probatlon Department has contlnuous 1nput into major. dec151on low income chlldren._ Educatlonal and cultural, as well as a

maklng which affects probation cllents as well as the community.. ,‘varlety of recreatlonal, act1v1t1es were conducted.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Probation Community Services is a walk-in oenter loCated in -

| the Village.of Hempstead. This outreach program attempts to:meet

communlty needs by providing youth and family counseling, employ- - ‘ﬂ,flqr ‘ , Table #7 - TS h ' ;
2 o  a’ ‘ COMMUNITY SERVICES/CASE ACTIVITY 1981

ment counseling, emergency food, referrals for hou51ng, flnanc1al

“rd ) ﬂ

as515tance and other serv;ces. : B : R ' DR B o I. INDIVIDUALS SERVED (ALL CATEGORIES) *

The Center is staffed by professional and para-professional s ' s ' : A, Probation Cases - Adult DlVlSlon ‘ 1635
o ' - , o ” . : Family Division 107

workers. Most of the clientele are young people between 12 and 20 R ,
r o ‘ S : : » B. Information and Referral . ‘ ‘ 1306

. years of age. y ; : , : : :
; ' : ‘ ‘ , N . ITI. PRESENTING PROBLEMS - NUMBER OF CASES

g// The major focus is on youngsters who have demonstrated antl- . ; ; (Excluding Probation Cases)
soc1al behavior at home, in. school and in the commumity, but have Lo A. Employment : 386
: o B. Vocational Training _ : . 15
not necessarlly been through the courts. Youngsters are referred - - : Ll C. Marital Problems ; ) ( 16 \
L ° . R | ] , D. Financial Assistance o o 118 3
. ' ~ﬂy parents, schools and the Intake Unit at Family‘Court,b The staff » QA (’ E. Acting-out=-Youth t 77 *}
2 | o o ' ’ : - , F. Transportation ; ' ' 35 g
focus on the causes of' their behavioral and emotional problems and . ‘Ai ' G. Language Problems : 76 B 4
‘ ; ' ‘ H. School~Drop-Outs : 28
p:é aim for a decrease in antlsoc1al behav1or. ) ; _ . S : I. Drug Abuse 18
J. Others ‘ Y : 640
Employment is an 1mportant area of concentratlon for Communlty ' ‘ -
; A Total . . . 4457
Serv1ces staff, job placement, counseling and referral serv1ces ;
; ST III. CASE ACTIVITIES s
‘ are utilized by probatloners as well as the communlty ; : i o : ; AR
e ‘ ' L A. Office Interviews - : 3199
-  Dial-A-Teen is a program for teenagers between the ages of 14 . o " B. Home‘Interviews, ’ | 192
SR ; C. Field Interviews , ,* : 96 .
and l7 for part-time odd- jobs supported by local bu51ness and s D. Group Meetings : 36
‘ . s M i ' 24
communlty reSLdents The youngsters earn money babysitting, garden— ~ o i g. ggg%fnﬁzgtiigglngs 68
Z 1 t L G. Referrals to other Agencies . " 305
i | ;ng, washlng w1ndows and in various other part tlme jObS after . H. Referrals from other Agencies 222 o
A school and on weekends. | e  *'Some individuals received more than one service. o
i During the summer months the Community Services Office conduc- ' ° | o
-10-‘ -11-
: . RERE : , | B i'm | T = .g - ‘ r i ; ,b‘ : . : 'A‘. T . '~thw%nhsawﬁ'-:
Y § f A R “ - / : :
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RESEARCH AND STAFF DEVELOPMENT

Research and Staff Development is responSible for staff
.. t¥raining, departmental research, planning, ‘special projects and

volunteers.

i
I
it

Training ’
 All line Probation staff‘were required in 1981 by the New
¥ork;State Division of Probation to complete at least 35 hours
of approved in-service training eagn year. New officers and
assistants were required to complete orientation and on-tne-job
training. | |

i

The training section is responsible for planning and imple-
menting all in-service training. Major focus is upon‘increasing
productivity and skills for all levels'of staff Courses geared
to staff needs, based upon needs analyses conducted by this sec-.
tion included an increased number of seminars and brief mini-
courses.

Course titles included: ‘Human Growth and~Development,

Basic Course for Peace~0fficers;%3eminar on Child Sexual Abuse,
lnterviewing Techniques, Supervision Practices and Techniques:;
plus seminars on Caseload Management/Productivity for Supervisors,
Management Productivity, Utilization of Community Resources,
Probation Trends, Mental'Healthiand Pre-sentence Investigationz'

Considerable training staff time was spent on reviewing:&
planning and training for ccmpliengejwith special new rules and
regulations regarding peace'officer status'and training, restitus

tion, violations, transfer¥s, and 'neglect cases.

w0

iy
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programs and services.

o i T iy | © e 7% st st e . v nen T e

Table #8

Training Activities, 1980-1981

No. of Staff Trained

I. drientation‘Prcgrams

1980 1981
‘Aw';Probation Officers e 12 9
B. - Probation Officer Trainees 13 S
C. Probation ASSistants / 11 3 5
D. Volunteers - ‘ _ 14 =
| . TE Bl
II. In-Service (Professional) o 239 389

Research
‘ Researchkactivities are‘directed toward the attainment of

knowledge that will'contribute<to more effective andjefficient
During the past year, the research sec-
tion assisted*in.the‘designrldevelopment'and testing of new pro-
jects and reviewed, analyzed and evaluatedqonEgoing programs and "’
services. | | |

While the research program encompasses a broad range of
actiVities, the principal focus is on those problems which have
immediate and practical application to the goals and objectives
of the department. The results of all'theodepartment's reseai:ch
are made,available without delay to staff'

The Research and Staff Development Unit is respon51ble for

the coordination of policy and planning for the deoartment s

data collection/statistical repcrting system and for overseeing

and monitoring the Family and Adult DiViSions"sta“istical

units' activities and reports. Because the effectiveness and

efficiency of the department's programs and services are in

large measure dependent upon the quality and quantity of informa=-

-13-




"reliability and validity of the data and the overall effective-

tion available to staff for timely deciSion-making, ongOing

actiVities focus on imprOVing and insuring the completeness,

ness of the data collection and statistical reporting systems.
The success of this endeavor, including the- timely completion
of all monthly, special and annual statistical reports, requires
a high level of cooperation by administrative, operational and
line staff to insure the timely transmittal of the data to the
statistical units for subsequent processing and report- prepara-.
tion. B
o ,gDuring 1981 workpcontinued on a long-term research project
entitled "An Evaluative Research Study of the Pre-sentence Inves- .
tigation andkRegular Supervision Programs for Adult Criminal
Orfenders". Efforts during the early part of the year focused

“Lon completing the data processing and computer analysis phase of
theistudy. Subsequent tasks included analyzing, interpreting
and‘assessingfthe results, determining the study's major findings
and conclusions and completing a preliminary draft report.

Other studies and reports completed during the year included
the following: - A crime-specific analysis report focusing on
burglary offenders in Probation Department programs, Preliminary
analysis of selected programs in'the Adult”piviSion, An analysis

Co i Y
1 .

of‘juvenile offender (J.D. and PINS) case ac

1nvestigation and superVi51on programs in the Family Division.

- = v g

Planning and Special Pro;ects
| ~The planning section is respon51ble for rev1ew1ngdtrends

and developments in,poliCies, practices, procedures, regulations s

-14-

N

;
£

e

@;Vity for intake, : T
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S
and programs so as to ensure that the department keeps abreast
of ‘new developments in order to remain in compliance with State
mandates and obligations. ‘The Products of such planning effqrts
are presented to the agencY'administratioh‘in,the form‘of timely
‘memoranda and reports for'reVeiw, consideration and possible ac=
tion. °The fruits of such efforts have over the years resulted
in increased productivity and the development of new programs

and special proaerts through the use of spec1ally obtained feder-

~
L

al and state funding.

Often planning efforts give rise to proposals submitted for
funding for special projects. At those times these special pro-k
jects originatebin and are administered by the Office of Research
and Staff Development until they are‘turned over to divisional N
authority.or terminated. Such special projects over the past ’
several years include Operation Midway, Operation Juvenile Inter-
cept (0OJI), Adjudicated Restitution Program (ADR) , IntenSive
Supervision Program (ISP), Probation Warrant Squad, Probation
Employment Program I (PEP) and PEP II. With the drying up of

federal and state monies the search for funding for special pro-

grams‘continues in the private sector, especially through founda-

tions.

Volunteers

,Probation volunteers are an important adjunct to all as-
pects of probation work, assisting probation officers in a

variety of tasks.
Volunteers come from all walks of life and represent a

cross-section of the community. Some are retired, others are

-15-
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FAMILY DIVISION

§tudents; many are professionally trained in human service pro- o A ' L ;
- ' : , — = N The Family Division of the Probatlon Department provides
fessions. All are committed to contributing their time, energies e : e . L

‘ : service for individuals and families who are experiencing prob-
Wﬁ : lems that fall within the jurisdiction of the Family and Supreme
¥ . ' :

and expertise to community service. o ;s‘ R

After screenlng, acceptance and tralnlng, volunteers are y L
Courts. In addltlon, it prov1des the Court with cllnlcal and
placed in various units throughout the department and are assigned
psychosoc1al evaluatlons and recommendatlons for Jud1c1al dec1510n
to tasks commensurate w1th their skills, interests and availa=-
@ _ making. Servmces are prov1ded through the Intake, Investigation,
bility. ‘ : ' :
o , ‘ ‘ , _ : Supervision, and other specialized units within the.Probation De-
In 1981, 66 volunteers contributed approximately 5,800 hours ‘ o ‘

‘ : ‘ , . partment, and by referral to community agencies. The goal of Pro-
to the Probation Department; based upon prevailing salary rates, . :

. ‘ . ' bation work is two-fold: community protectlon through the preven—
these volunteer hours represented approximately $52,000 in mone=-

; tion and treatment of crlme and dellnquency and the strengthenlng,
tary savings.

: ‘ ' ‘ preservatlon and stablllzatlon of famlly life.
Volunteers perform various tasks including one-to-one o . )
B ‘ ‘ ‘ Lo R , Unlike previous years in which a leveling off of juvenile .
counselling, family, marital, nutritional and personal hygiene : ’ : S : :

Lo % ' ‘ cases occurred, 1981 was cﬁaracterized, for the most part, by de-
counselling; tutoring, recreational and clerical work. In M ' . o ‘

o . . . S clines in Intake, Investigation, and Supervision. The Adult cate-
addition, they also assist in the investigation, employment and L B : ' ' ‘

S ‘ Co ' ' ) ' ‘ gories, however, showed increases.
conditional release units, and at the Community ServiCes office ‘

An analysis of Juvenile cases in the Intake Unit for 1981
in Hempstead where a bl-llngual (Spanlsh/Engllsh) volunteer has : : , . : o

, has revealed declines in both the total number of Juvenile referrals -
been assrgned. ‘

: and the totalbnumber of cases,é going to Petition, for the third
In addltlon to regular volunteers, twenty—one (21) student ; , going ! : .

: | | | ‘ = o straight r. Overall referrals, both J.D.s and PINS, dropped
interns contrlbuted 3, 121 hours of volunteer service. . They are oo g yea Ve : : ! . ! PP

5 ‘ k ,wfa . by 11.6% while Petitions decllined a smaller 8.9%. In reviewin
: enrolled at varlous colleges and unlver51t1es 1nclud1ng C.W. Post . y 11 ¥ e retitlons line . ; ' g

= v ‘ e ‘ als i d including both the first intér-
L Center, Long Island University; John Jay College of Crlmlnal ! ERRREE JuSt the J.D. referralsin 1381, and inc ng

. o . : . - el "g{ ’ fter- ecisions, we find that 57.3% went to
Justice, CUNY; Hunter College School of Social Work; St. Johns | s K , v1e? and after counsellng decd !
. | i . )
. . ' . AT . : : - ' : “wich 54. 80. he PINS Peti-
University; SUNY at Oswego; Indiana State University and Nassau , Petition in 1981, as compared wich -54.8% In 198Q. T
s . S . . . . t O i i ) i : ; th vious
i Community College. As student interns they receive a supervised | S E tion rate remalnedhessentrally unchanged in l981~over € pre
T - work experience and graduate or undergraduate creditsﬁfrom'theﬁr . | B SR . year -- 51.1% Ver5“5}51-4%'
: . , , . ‘ ; o R = . :
°k respective schools. o ‘ SN R . o . .
k2 o
=t .
3 -16- < -17-
§
.

-

1




4

A8 o B T R R . e memtia e B g

Investigation activity for Juveniles, as measured by both the

number ' of new assignments and those inveééigations.with Court dis-

&pbsitions during the féar, reflected a continuing decline in 1981

'fo} the second stfaight‘year. New investigation assignmenﬁs for J.D.s
deciinéd by 22.1%, from 791 in 1980 -to 616~ih 1981, New PINS‘investi-
gation assignments also pndérwent a significant decline of 23.6%, from
462 in 1980 to 353 in 1981. The overall number of juvenile investiQ
'gatibns withyCourt disposiﬁions experienced an even greater drop, fromb
1,337 in 1980 to 970 in 1931, a félloff\of 27-4%;, The PiNSkgroup
aétually sustained the gréateSt percentage decline--34,8%--while the
J.D. cases dropped by a smaller 22.7%. N

Along with the overall decline in total investigation diSpositiéns,

all of the various disposition~¢a£ég6ries also réfleéted declines with
the single exception being the'plaéement group whiéh actualiykhad a i
small incréase. The Probation';ate (percént of cases disposédfofwénd‘

* placed on Probatioh)'declined from 54,.9%°in 1980 to 51.7% in 1981 while
the placement rate rose from 18.1% in 1980 to 23-9%_in 1981. On the

one hand, this served to actuélly inc:ease the number of placements

thle on the other hand, the sharp %alléff in Probation cases had a
significant iﬁbact on the“SuperVi;ion program,, ‘Despite the sharp decline
in the juvenile investiéation population,ytﬁe general mix of offenSes

“and the rankings remained essentia;ly uncganged, &hile some type of
criﬂ%s'reflected greater declines than others. For J.D. offenders,
burglary (262) alﬁhough experiencing an above-average decline, cdntinued

‘togignk first,>fbllowed by larceny'(l4b). Together, they accounted for‘
two-thirds of the total population. Robbery (44), Assault (43) and

Criminal Mischief (31) continued ag the other leading crimes.

N
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Although the domihaﬁt féature of the Subervision prqgram"'
in 1981 was a sharp falloff in new Eases entering the program,
Juvenile Delinquents and Persons In Need of Supervisioﬁ continuef‘
to comprise almost all of the Family Division's Sﬁper&ision caée-
load or some 92.9% during the year.’ An analysis of Ehé'oVerall
Juvenile Supervision program reveals the first manerecline in
thiéhactivitygin réqent years. Although there was a leveling off
in 1989, after thrée years of‘incréases and with the caselocad
peaking in 1979, the year 1981 saw an overall decline of 12%. The
amcunt gf falloff varied by type of program and case category--regular
Probation cases less than ACOD cases and J.D. casés less than PINS
cases. An”assessment offthe eéfecti&eness of the rehabilitation
efforts of the Suéervision program has revealed mixed resulté.
Although there is a decline in the success rate for Probationers

discharged during the year, there was a decline in the new’offenses/

J ; .
violations qf Probation rate.

>
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INTAKE/DIVERSTON

The Intake sectlon prov;ded for .in the Family Court
Act consxsts of lnformal adjustment, referral to community
‘agenc1es, or judicial processrng.

1]

’ Informal adjustment strategles, such as counseling,
voluﬁtary agreements and community referrals, are provzded in
an attempt to help the parties resolve complaintszwithout going
to Court. Those cases ‘that are not amenable to these services
are referred for Court action. The right of access to the Court
-cannot be denied to any party toﬂan action. If it appears that
the.comp;aint can be resolved, efforts at voluntary adjustment
may extend over a period of two months, or, with the permissiog
of the Court, for an additional 60 days.

| ‘At ths/{utake level the role of the Probatlon Offlcer
is to analyze the problem and help find solutions. There are four
primary functions in thls process: 1) Screening; 2) Short-term
crisis Lnterventlon, 3) Referral to community agenc1es, and
4) Prepafat;on of petltrgns.¢

,Thefupward trend in the volume of Juvenile Intake cases

experlenced in the '70's, peaked in 1978 and is now rever51ng.

i In 1981, there was an 1ll. 6% decrease in Juvenileé cases. This

trend has been anticipated due to the aglng of the population.
This decrease is/not unique to the Probation Department as the

Police Department alsy reports a 16% decrease in juvenile activity.

~20-
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Recent _ censt reports 1nd1cate a 28% decrease in youth -

populatlon W1th1n the past ten years.
B //‘Concomltantly with the decrease. in Juvenlle cases,
,there lS an increase in matrimonial and famlly cases. CIn
1981, a total.of 20,808 were serviced in all categorieS'against
19,665 in 1980. In addition, 4,068 1nd1v1duals received infor-
~mation and referral serv;ces only. - Of the total cases coming
to Intake, 12,154 resulted in petitions filed in the Family Court.

‘ Continuance of this trend WOuldﬁnecessitate programatic
and resource changes and shifts from tradltlonal youth programs
to such strategies as alcohol intervention, famlly therapy,’ restl-'
~tut10n, arbitration, cOnciliation, community services, advocacy,
development of safe homes, etc. Preparatlon for such change in
emphasis and focus would require modification in tralnlng, staff
patterns "and leadershlp in ensuring the relevance of community

%programs.
: | Intake activity continues to reflect attitudes‘in the
community, as well as changes in the law. Several factors need to
d

be mentioned. In splte of the decllnlng Juvenlle populataon in

Nassau County, the trend has been a rather constant number of re-

ferrals over the years, and an 1ncrea51ng percentage‘pf Juvenile
Delinquent and Persons In Need of Supérvisidn petitions filed’with
the Court. In recent years, leglslatlon has been passed reflectlng
communlty concern regarding violence and crime, and mandatlng a

tougher method of handllng juV¥eniles and ordering of restltutlon.

6o
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' Statistics in Nassau County do not justify this concern.  During

1980, the Nassau County Police Department reported only 25 arrests

for major juvenile crimes, a decrease of 16.6%. A high rate of

-

recidivism and pathology in Juvenile Delinquent cases is symptomatic

of family and community disorganizetion.

” Another trendjhas been the de-institutionalization of
PINS cases and expansion of alternative options. School diStriqts
have heen:mandated by State and Federal education laws to find:
alternative services within the community, often through the
Committee on the Handicapped, and - to reguest formgl Court action
only»whenvall these efforts have failed. The PINS cases usually
present a cluster of longstanding behavioral problems requlrlng
Family COurt lnterventlon.’ As a result, there has been a decrease
in truancy referrals made to. the Famlly Court.

| Durlng 1981, new leglslatlon was passed regarding fanlly
v1olence (Famlly Offense cases) llmltlng Probatlon Officer's option
to. =djust such cases on an Intake level Although client has the

optlon of elther pursulng actlon in the Family COurt or Dlstrlct

Court, most cllents, however, still choose the Family Court optlon.

Neglect matters are,lnltlated in the Protectlve Services

Sy ‘ : . : i
Division of the Department of Social Services. These chesas are

petitioned to the Court directly. / %

A full-time attorney is part of the Probation staff stationed
at'IntaKe: he is available to Intake personnel as well as to clients.
In addition, representatlves of the Police Department Juvenile <Aid
Eureau“and the New York State Division for Youth are also located

at the Intake Office and are valuable part1c1pants in the service team.

~22-
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TABLE #1
Category

- Custody
Support
Family Offense
PINS
Juv. Del.

- Neglect
Conciliation
Paternity
USDL o
Other
Con. Marry
Viclations
Modifications
Enforcements

TOTALS:
TABLE # II

Categorx

Custody
Support _
~Family Offense
PINS

Juv. Del,
Neglect ,
Conciliation
Paternity
USDL

Other

Con. Marry
Violations
Modifications
Enforcements :

TOTALS :

e ANy S mins e e : SRURDPLS

- INTAKE UNIT

CASELOAD ¢
| Increase/Decrease
1960 % 1981 %  No. %
78 4.0 1091 5.2 + 313 4+ 40.2
2892 14.7 30850 14.6 + 158. + 5.5
5176 26.3 5705 .« 27.4 .+ 529 + 10.2
1090 5.5 992 . 5.0 - 98 .- 9.0
2270 11.5 1979 9.5 - 291 - 12.8
14 0.0 2 0.0 - 12 - 85.7
263 . 1.3 307 1.5 + 44+ 16.7
9%6 4.8 1105 ‘5.3 4+ 169  + 18.0
976 5.0 731 3.5 = 245 - 25.1
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
7 0.0 2 0.0 - 5 - 1.4
1321 6.7 1475 7.1 + 154 - + 11.6
3187 16.2 . 3463 16.6 + 276 + 8.6
7755 4.0 906 4.3 + 151  + _0.2
19665 ~ 100.0 20808 100.0  + 1143 + 5.8
TOTAL NUMBER OF PETITIONS FILED -
.Inéreese/Decrease
1980 % - 1981 % No. - %
372 3.1 590 5,0 + 218 + 58,6
1526  13.1 1692 14.0 + 166~ + 10.8
2573 22.1 2681 22,0 + 108 + 4.2
560 4.8 507 41 - 53+ 9.4
1244  11.0 1135 9.3 - 109 - 8.7
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
817 7.0 990 8.1 + 173 + 20.2
85 7.3 618 50 - 23 - 277
.70 0.0 o 0.0 0 -0.0
5 0.0 2 0.0 - 3 - 0.0
929 8.0 1026 8.4 + 97 + 10.4
2258 19.3. . 2358 19.4 + 100 + 4.4
504 1.5 555 4.6 + 51 + 10.1
11643 100.0 12154 100.0  + 511 4 4.4
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Table # IV =~ °

ALL CATEGORY REFERRALS TO INTARE. AND PETITIONS FROM INTAKE DURING THE
: ' YEARS 1975 1981

{ . Table# III

: e 1975 1976 1977'_ 1978 1979 1980 1981
.  Referrals 13,886 15,769 17,508 17,610 17,304 15,865 20,80

_ petition £ Diversion Rates For All Céteggriesv

| ‘ T ' Intake Unit

) : : . e ‘% Inc/Dec over , . : ‘ B L
- 1980 - 1981 : Comparison . Previous Year +10.5 +13.6 +11.0 . +.,6.  =1.7 +13.6 +5.
Petitibn - Diversion Petition Diversien Div.” Rate = O ' : o : ' : , Yo : ‘ o e ‘
TRate Rate : Rate Rate ~ Inc./Dec. - EELRTE T ~ Petitions ..~ 8,928 10,355 11,804 . 11,653 11,166 11,643 12,15

ADIUSTABLE - | ’ el SR TR e : ST % Inc/Dec over B , ‘ i SR v
%\CATEGORY o ‘ ; ‘ - e o : . : ‘ R ' Previous Year  +16.3 +16.0 _+14.0 | =1.3 | 4.1 +4.2  +4,

Family Offense 47.7 '52.3 : 46.9 53.0 ‘\“ 0.7 o SR . ' casﬁs~ o ; ' _ ) : -
: A IRATA 24,000 ‘ R : — SRRMRIE SR, =

PINS S s1.4 48.6  s51.1 . 44.8  =3.8
J.0. 54.8 45.2 57.3 - 42.6 Lo =2.6

Conciliation 0.0  100.0 0.0  100.0 0.0 D T | o SR 1 1 "]
W S - y e 18,000 | | T ] . ;/,//‘/”f~ SR

NON=-ADJUSTABLE ‘ | R o — - - = —
CATEGORY : e o = | 1 -

Support 52,8 47.2 55.4 . 44.5 =207 o
Paternity . ' 87.3 12.7 89.6 10.4 -2.3, S 12,000

usbL 87.6 12.4 84.5  15.4 +3.0 EORS N R

Violations 7055 29.7 . 69.5 30.4 o 40.7 | S R ,,+——+'f+77

Modifications - 70.8  29.2 - 68.0 31.9 #2.7 S - o . B ;
: ~ | S 6,000 ' ‘

E,?\‘ ' Enforcement . 66.7 “ 33.3 ' ﬁ61.2‘ 38,7 ' +5.4

[N R B 1975 1976 1977 1978 197" 1980 1981

Referrals

‘ :“ﬁ_.» ‘ ’ ' . Petitions_, , , 4 , 4 4 4
A ’ o (2NN Al Sammr Sam 4

4.

-24- -25-

i R e AR B e s ey

-

B T e RN R st X N ; B " P e - L : o N IS : : R : . : : o




R

SURPPRURNEP W SN UUNNOE SR s a

b o iy b o b e R s PRSTRESPII N

Table # V o ' : ‘ ) ~ -

JUVENILE OFFENDER (J D. AND PINS) HEFERRALS mo INTAKE AND PETITIONS s

FROM_INTAKE DURING THE YEARS 1275-1281

ot s e

R h 3,419 5,5i7 3,432 s;éézn ,3;65¢ 3360 2,971
T A e iR +5.a\ 3.7 460 L0 8.0 116
< | Jiztitiiggs 1,279 1,511 . 1,820 2,231 2,171 '1,594 ,hd1,612'
%Eiiiﬁﬂﬁi Tear 3.2 +22.8  +15.8  +22.6° 2.7 6.9 83
‘CASES J
4000
' 1
3000 | . ‘ o

1961 .

! ' t 1 \| ‘
2000 ] .
1000 :
1975 - 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
J.D. and PINS Referrals—
J.D. and PINS Peti tions—femfofombmfmdotpict it
=26=
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- 1981 forithe second straight year;

‘previous year.

bJUVENILE;INVESTIGATIONS

" The purpose of the Probation lnvestlgatlon report lS to

assist the Court in dec151on—mak3ng and treatment. plannlng.A

_ The Probatlon 1nvest1gatlon is a comprehenslve social and legal

>

history, 1ncorporat1ng psychlatrlc data, an analysis of an 1nd1-

vidualband familf, school and community, and the circumstances
surroundlng a case. fhis culminates in a recommendation for
Court disposition- as well as a gulde for future 1nvolvement and
treatment.\‘ |

Juvenlles seen in the Investigation Unit reflect a child
tor whom prev1ous attempts at treatment‘prior ‘to Court interven¥

tion havevnot resulted ln 1mproved behaV1or. Careful evaluation

, and. plannlng are requlred for each case and must contlnue to in-

volve‘these-chlldren and‘thelr families in treatment and commun=
ity programs in order touhelp'them'work out their problems;

~» Investlgatlon act1v1ty for juveniles, as measured by both
the number of new ass1gnments and those lnvestlgatlons w1th Court
dlspo51tlons durlng the year, reflected a contlnulng decllne in
NeW'investigation assignments
for J.D.s decllned by 22.1%, from 791 in 1980 to 616 in 1981, a

drop of- 175 cases. This compares w1th a decllne rate of 8.1% the

New PINS investigation assignments also underwent
a,significant decline of 23.6%,
drop of 109.

‘vious year.

Cf .
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from 462 in 1980 to 353 in 1981, a
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' sharp drop.
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The overall number of juvenile investigations with Court

diSpositions;experienced an even greater drop in 1981, from l,BBT
in 1980 to 970 in 1981, a decline of 367, or 27.4%. This compares
w1th a smaller decline of 4 4% the previous year and before that,

three straight years of increases. The PINS group actually sus-

- tained the greatest percentage decline~~-34.8%~-while the J.D. cases

dropred by a smaller 22,7%. ‘An analysis of the juvenile population
by sex reveals the males to ‘have sustained’a greater percentage
decline than the females--29.6% versus 20.9% so that in 1981, the
female group comprised a SOmewhat larger share of the population

as compared with the previous year.

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY DISPOSITIONS

‘ An analysis of the.Juvenile Delinquency dispositions for
1981,.as compared with those for 1980, has revealed that along with
th?fdverall'decline in total dispositions, almost all of the various
disposition categories also reflected declines, with the single
exception,beingrthe,placement group which actually had a small
increase. ThevProhation rate (% of cases disposed of and placed
on Probationl declined‘from 54.9% in 1980 to 51.7% in '1981l. The
placement rate rose from 18.1% in 1980 to 23.9% in 1981. This
served to. actually increase the number of J.D.s placed, from 147

@

to 150, despite the drop in total J.D. dlSpOSltlonS. The sharp ;

'falloff in J.D. Probation cases, 121 fewer in- 1981, or 27. 2%, had

a SLgnificant impact on the Superv1sron program as noted later.

lhlso, as in the previous year, the ACOD category reflected another

Other changes can be found in Table X.
R
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PINS DISPOSITIONS

An analysms of the PINS Investigation group w1th

dispositions in‘1981 has-revealed,a~pattern quite Similar'to ‘

' the one identified for the J.D. group. All of. the PINS dis=-

<

poﬁition'categories reflected declines except the placement

gréup which actually experienced a sharp rise. The Probation

rateﬁdropped from 68.3% in 1980 'to 64.1% in 1981. The place-
ment rate, howeVer,kmorewthan doubled, from 7% in 1980 to
16% in 1981. The number of PINS placed rose from 37 to 55,

despite the drop in total QLNS dispos1tions. The sharp falloff

in PINS Probation cases, 139 fewer in 1981, or 38.7% less than

the previous year, had, along w1th the drop in J.D. s,va Significant

impact on the Supervision program. Also, as in the prev1ous year,

the PINS ACOD grbup experienced another sharp reduCtion_in size.

See Table XI.:

TYPES'OF°CRIMES AND STATUS OFFENSES

v A comparative analysis of the types of offenses (crimes-
against persons, crimes-against property, status offenses, etc.),
which J.D.s and PINS cases with Court dlSpOSltlonS in 1981 were
charged with,revealed that despite the sharp decline in the }nvesti—
‘gation population, thedgeneralcmix of offenses and their rankings;'
‘remained essentially unchanged while some types of crimes reflected
greater declines than others. | | ,

For the J D Investigation aroup, the proportion of cases
in,theseramesfagainst-persons (including robbery) category changed

aslightly, rising from 16.3% in 1980 to 17.5% in 1981. Robbery ﬁ44)

=20~
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and Assault (43) ranked first and seccond respectively in this

- category. The proportion of crimes-against-property cases also’
" : e :

v

changed slightly, rising from 73.4% in 1980 to 75% in 1981,
Burglaries -(262), although experiencing an abd%raverage decline,
continues to rank first as the dominant propertv-type crime,
followed by Larceny (140). See %able x11.‘

Of the total J.D. investigation caseload with dispositions‘

'in 1981, the top five most frequent criminal offenses accounted for

more than four-fifths (82.9%) of the 627 cases. Of the five ranked

offenses, burglary and robbery reflected the greatest declines

in 1981, 25. 8% and 25 43 respectively., However, burglary continues

"to rank first place, accounting for 41 8% of all J.D. investigat_ons.

See Table VI for a comparative listnng for the two-year period.

Table # VI o

FIVE RANKING CRIMINAL OFFENSES FOR THE J.D. INVESTIGATIONS -
CASELOAD FOR 1980 AND 1981 ‘

1980 ‘ 1981

3 of g % of

‘ Total : ' : ‘Total
Rank Offense - N _ N  Rank Offense N . _N
w1 Burglary ~ 353 43.5 1 Burglary 262 41.8
2 Larceny l46 18.0 2 Larceny 140 22.3
3 Robbery = - ' 59 7.3 3 Robbery - <. 44 7.0
4 Assault 44 5.4 4 Assault 43 6.9
5 Criminal MlSChlef 41 5.1 5 4.9

Criminal Mischief - 31

o

The PINS Investigation groug/fconSisting of 343 cases in
1981, as compared with 526 cases in 1980, reflected an even sharpe~
decline than did the J.D. group—-34 8% versus 22.7%. The decline
was greatest in the truancy category and less so with the ungovernable

group. The proportion of truancy cases also declined, from 44.9% in

<
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1980 to 33.2% in 1981.

N L s oy -

]

In absolute numbers, the drop was from 236

<

cases to ll4,' The proportion of ungovernable cases increased from
. o ('qj
55.1% in 1980 to 66.8% in 1981. However, in absolute numbers there

was a drop of these cases also, from 290 in 19800to 229 in 1981.;

o

See Table XIII.

J.D. AND PINS SUPPLEMENTAL INVESTfCATIONS‘

Most of the supplemental investigations covered inwthis section
involve Violations of Probation charges forgcases that have been in
the Supervision}Program. 'Tables XIV and XV contain a detailed ;
breakdowniof these cases by type of disposition. While an analysis
of the combined totals of both J.D.s and PINS reveals an overall
increase of three:supplemental investigations during 1981 (286
versus 283), asbcompared'with the previous year, a c¢loser look at
the separate categories shows a sharp increase in the J.D. group of‘
35.2% and a 20% drop in the PINS cases.

For the J.D. category, the reinstatement to Probation and
placement dispositions increased their share over the previous year,
as did the "other" group, involving discharges from Supervision.

For PINS, reinstatement to Probation and placement were ranked one

and two as the major disposition categories. ~ :

[
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£ Table #VII | »l Vo : o |
It JUVENILE INVESTIGATIONS TABLE VIII
JUVENIIE OFFENDER mvesmmmzons WITE DISPOSITIONS .
it ; o S L ‘ - ‘q - :
. | o | | Tncrease/Decrease FOR J.D. AND PINS CASES FOR 1980-1981 )
o Category 1980 128_1 ' No. % € : ,
| s o PR 1390 w1 e im0
b Consent to Marry -6 SR - 3 = 50.0 Zype _ Nd. : % No. = . % . HNo. %
T Other Jurisdictions 22 : 2 1 4.5 d IR : g : .
( eT JHmadetie | —£2 + 4.2 ' 3D, 811 60.7° 627  64:6 -84 -22.7
N ~ TOTAL 1648 1282 , - 366 - 22.2 ’ PINs- —226 9.3 - _343 _35.4 83" =34.8.
J | | Total 1,337 - 100.0 T 970 100.0 =361 274
| DISPOSITIONS, J.D. CASES ‘_ i | Sex |
5 Prodation | 464 330 - 134 - 28.9 . Male 1,003 75.0 706  72.8 . -297 -29.6
Placed | 169 181, + 12+ T e . g  Female . _25.0 264 _27.2 =10 =20.9
- Withdrawn/Dismissed 9 4\.' « 5. - 55.6 . R ‘Total 1,337  100.0 970 100.0 =367 . =27.4
L Suspended Judgment 169 1271 - 42 - 24.9 »
Other/4COD , ‘ 108 131! + 23+ 21.3
‘ TOTAL 919 73 l“f} | - 146 - 15.9 - / \
Male IR 787 638 | - 149 - 18.9 | 1580 ¢ - 1981 J
Female ' | 132 135 + 3+ 2.3 | ,
L DISPOSITIONS, PINS CASES | o . R
| Probation S 392 g29 - 163 - 41.6 o |
' | Placed 84 91 + T .+ 8.3 : - ‘ i o
e | Withdrawn/Dismissed 4 27 = 17T - 38,6 | Q J.D. INVESTIGATIONS J.D. INVESTIGATIONS
L Suspended Judgment : 60 38 -t 22 - 3%6.7 S : )
o o’Gh@er/AGOD L d21 98 - 23 o 19,0 ' 60.7%' (811) 64, 6% -~ (627) >
J JOTAL 701+ 483 -218 - 31,1
] | | | o . PINS
o Male . 379 232 - 147 - 38.8 o o |
o Female . 32 251 - T - 22,0 PINS INVESTIGATIONS:  INVESTIGATIONS
Lo o 39.%  (526) 35.4% (343)
'/ DISPOSITIONS, CONSENT TO MARRY o .
. Withdrvawn/Dismissed | 0 - 3 - 100.0
Other : 5!1 3 no ¢
y o lf g Total 1, Total 970 ,
B : : : TOTAL (aJ;l i‘em.) 6‘1 3 P - 3 - 50.0 * 2337 97
' DISPOSITIONS, OTHER CATEGORIES \% | : \ . .
; ! . 9w ) G
Male = - o 12 10 - 2 - 16.7 "
} : Female - : o 10 - 1 E o {'-5» 3 + 20,0 i
. | POTAL 22 23 PO T 4.5
r -32~-
) *. i o ~-33= @
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mmans~ix
JUVENTLE OFFENTER (J.D. AND PINS) TNVESTIGATIONS
| WITH DISPOSTTTONS DURTNG THE YEARS 1215-1281
CTpe, 1975 1976 1977 1978 L ic] 1"“8‘0. 1981
32, 386 458 447 764 . 880 &l 627
PINS - 472 370 44 493° 518 526 343
S Total 858 828 . 861 . 1,257 1,398 1,557 970
CASES 1500 ‘ S e '
R / x ] T
g i ; b [
i ! i
ALl % P \
1250 . I
o
d
i P
" 1000 5 i i
¥
|
|
5

W5 918 1977 1978 T 1919 1980 T

A.ll Juvem.le Offender Invest:.gat:.ons
J.De Inves’c:.gatlonsOnlyJ i / / / / [// / //// )

LRI §

PINS Investlgat:.ons Only L P A

i R ‘34- b
.~ % - { : - -
’ N

TABLE X‘
| JUVENIIE DELINQUENCY INVESTIGATIONS WITH DISPOSITION'S
. o BY TYPE FOR 1980 981 -
' e ~ Increas_e/Dec;r:ea.ée
: 1980 ' . 981 1981 over 1980
Type o Ree. % - go'.» % No.
Probation -~ . 445 . 54.9 324 51.7 =121 T =27.2
 Placement = 147 181 150° 23,9 43 420
W/D & Dismissed 9- Tl 3 0.5 -6 66,7
Susp. Judgment 166 20.4 . 124 19.8 -2 28,3
ACOD . ‘ 3. 4.6 19 3.0 -18 -48.5
Other 1 0.9 oL 1.1 0 0.0
Total ‘ “811 100.0 ‘ 27 » 100.0 -184 -22.7
Sex - : : o _ ‘
Male . 700 . 86.3 537  85.6 163 -23.3
Female 11 137 %0 _14.4 . =21  -18.9
- Total 811 100.0 627_ 100.0 -184 -22.7
1980 - 9EL
” Probation . Probation
54.%% ‘
(445)
g@ 5L ,
usp Judgment Placement ~ | . Placement
To0.8% 18.1% N\ 8% 23.%
(166) i n ‘
Total o1
O'bher o ‘ W/D & Dismissed Other _ W/D & Dismissed
(7) , | (9) (7 Lo (3)
»
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TABEE X1 ‘;NkA - L oy s B . SRR e S ~ e -1

- o : L | | ' TYPES OF CRIMES COMMITTED BY JUVENTIE IELINQUENTS
| PINS TNVESTIGATTONS WITH “DISPOSTTIONS BY TEE T SRR | WITH DISPOSITIONS DURING THE YEARS 19801981
OB 1950 AND 1981 | | ' 0N = Bl =22 eI Bl

‘ 90 1981

8 AU ‘ ‘ o S T , Increase/Decrease R . - Tyve . Male % Fem Gb %. JkAll % ';»aFMalé‘ % F . kAl, o« )
o o . 1980 1980 1981 over 1980 vl S e === e R e
| % T e R , Tl ‘ |

No. '
% , ! » o Persom - - 119 . 17.0 13 11.7 132 - 16.3 88 . 16.4 22 ' 24.4 110 17.
| Crimes- e B T S
Lgeingte - R R - , . ;
Property 512 73.1. 83 174-8' 595 T3.4 | 408 76.0 62 68,9 470 °75.
' Other 69 _9.9 _15 15;53{_g4 10,3 | _41- 1.5 & 6.7 47 1.
‘Total . 700 100.0 111 100.0 811 100.0 | 537- 100.0 90 100.0 627 100,

B

‘ Iype No.
W Probation =~ . 359
o . Placement = 37
W/D & Dismissed 43 .
Susp.Judgment 60 .
ACOD .17
Other o 10
Total 526

|

AN

(2]
.

_!*

N L]
MO OVOIND OV

1 =139
0 418
3 0t 18
8

p)

0

.&1*
) \H}
= O\

220

+

t‘-snﬂ

whh

=23
A2

]
4
. Ploo

L.

W
.

_=9
=183

*
NN O

\N

bt |

!

1
W

323? _‘10 i

Sex |
Male S 303

Female o 22
Total o 352 1

169 49.3 | -134
174 _50.7 =49
345  100.0 183

Ol
OE\I -
o |s o

(@] O\

1
E

\»tt
&=
4 Jo

[¢1] |

| | e , = o . 1980 ' ' o 1981
1980 ' ’ 1981 e i - ‘ .

Probation

64.1%

Probaﬁlon’ 

=
242

] . ' : ‘ , Person 1
" | 16.3% (132) 17.5% (110)
o ' Other

ther

% (37) -

g Placement

L o] S ¥ fotal €11 : ' Total 627 - = = - SR
Other T ; . N N S . : - , -

5 Other Acop | |
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Ungovernable

Trﬁancy -

‘Total

145
158 521 78 _
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-.55.1% B
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TABIE XIII.
STATUS OFEENSES FOR PINS CASES WITH DISPOSTTIONS

Male _%
145 47.9

Fem %

DURING THE YEARS 1280—1281 '

1981

Tdtai %

128 73.6 229
26,4 114 _33.2 -

303 100.0 223

1980 1981

Ungcveznable
66.5%

(290)

" omsy

Total 526 | Total 343

66.8

100.0 343 100.0
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1 TABIE XIV

JUVENIﬁE ﬂELINQDENCY SUPPLEMENTAL INVESTIGATIONS :
COMPLETED WITH DISPOSITIONS BY TYFE FOR 1980 AND 1981 o

e e _ ‘>Increase/Decrease
Lo 1981 ~vo0 71981 over 1980
’7 ; -45'4 . i

. 46l . =5 :
48 329 +13 +37.1

AN 1980
Iype S No. -
Proba.tion ‘ 11 oL
Prob. Reinsta.ted 35 % 3
2 »2

Placement ‘ 22044 . 2l.2 +9  +40.9 ~
W/D & Dismissed - 0 - - 047 C+l +100.0
Susp. Judgment 3 2 : 3 2.1 0 0.
Other . 37 34.2 _5%, 39.0 420 +54.1
Total v 108 100.0 146 100.0 +38 +35.2
Sex | L i R Ca
Male 87 80.6 101 69.2 +14 $+16.1
" Female 2 19.4 45  30.8  +24  +114.3
Total : 108 © 100.0 : 14§-f 100,0 ) +38 +35.2
1980 1981
Probation Probation
Reinstated Reinstated
32.9%
(48)
Placement
Placement 21.2%
20.4% R

‘ . vf: “, 2.8% ~— ::_ - L
Total }os , Gy Total 146 . (3)

- *also includes cases where probation was continued and extended —— % ’
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Table #XVI |
TABLE XV ' NASSAU COUNTY POLICE DEPARTMENT
e o L T e ’ JUVENILE AID BUREAU
~ PINS SUPPLEMENTAL INVESTIGATIONS COMPLETED
" WITE DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE,FOR 1 80» ANZD 1981 January 1 . 1931 to December~ 31, 1931
' L : | o A B increase/Decrease' L R ‘
o . 1l9s0" . - 1981 . 1981 over 1930 Juveniles referred to this Bureau on.
‘Type - No, % No. __ZZL - No.. B PDCN' Form 89 Juvenile Activity Report
Probation » 13 7.4 9 6.4 -4 . =30, 8 ‘ (non-arrest) ~ for investigation result-
Prob.Reinstated 71 42.6’ 62 : g-g-_? I:?. s 'g Z ing in referrals to communlty resources. 6238
Placement . 47 - 26.8 36 -, - : - B ~ o
W/D & Dismissed 1 0.6 2 1.4 41 - +100.0 . s Juvenlles taken J.nto custody (arrested) :
Susp. Judgment 0 0-2 1 2.2-7 . 1’1 +l°_8°g result:.ng in 1 Family Court Action. 1388
Total 175 160.0 140 100.0 =35 -20.0 " . .- 7626
Sex . ; o o S B e 7
Male 76 42461 63 45-8 : -;-2 -é';é SR % - Three Year Comparison .
~ Female 26.6 g7 2220 =22 Se2.c : ; — = . o
Total 175 100.0 140 . 100.0 | =35 -20.0. Crime -1979 1980 1981
Assault 84 104 77
1981 Burglary , 658 612 483
1980 1981 Criminal Mischief 103 98 85
‘Larceny (Grand) 97 90 89
‘Larceny (Petit) 177 282 271
: . ) ‘ Narcotics - 38 T 39 25
 Probation Probation A Ro;ger;c' 68 60 47
Reinstated Reinstated . Sex Offenses T 17 15 12
40.6% L 44.% Unauthorized Use/Motor Veh::.cle 90 67 64
‘%,b (7]'_)’ , ) Miscellaneous ' 215 231 228
272055 §
- )/ . t'
% 233% 1547 1598 1388
‘ ' = Placement :
Pla.cemjrlf ‘a25 7% Juvenlle Offenders
26.5% s
(47) (36) 3 Crimes Comxnltted by Juvenlles Arrested ‘ , .
R ; for Criminal Court Actlon : 1979 1380 1981 "
Arson Second Degree 2 1 1
’ o Robbery First Degree 217 -6 10
me L Ssusp S i/ e | Robhery seeind bogres 2 13 ¢
/ tal 175 : > To lsmissed i : ‘ >
Dismissed ~ T{,\O“'a'l 73 Judgment : Ci Dlsnfj;e; T ‘Murder Second Degree 1 - 3.
0.6% 0.7% E P (2) PR ~Burglary Second Degree e =k -5 0 -
(1) (1) e T o D R ‘Manslaughter, i =L L= 0 “h
- e o Rape First Degree 1 1 2 .
: Sodomy First Degree weo= 2 1 o
Sy Assault First Degree - - 2 L
K i , i
, | - , e - : e o - 31 30 25
#zlso includes cases where probation was continued and extende:gll.;j ; 4'*' i ‘ . ; .
" - . : T : - A




Table $XVII

-Acts Committed by Juveniles Process
Porm 89 - Juvenile Activity Report

NASSAU COUNTY POLICE DEPARTMENT
~ JUVENILE AID BUREAU

b i i kb e

ed by This Bureau From P.D.C.N.

‘December, 1980 through November 30, 1981

Alcoﬁol

1. 450 ]
2. Arson 62
3. Assault _ - 103
4. Air Rifles - Sling Shots - BB Guns - Knives 141
5. Bomb Report : 1
6. Burglary ‘ . 60 .
7. Criminal Mischief 394
8. Disorderly Conduct 99
9. Drug Abuse 108
10. False Fire Alarm 22
11. Fireworks , 352
12. Person in Need of Supervision (PINS) - 19
13. Hitchhiking 17
14. Harassment le6l
15. Larceny 314
16. Marine Offenses 1
17. Mini Bike. 359
18. Miscellaneous l61
19. Motor Vehicle (Driving Without a License) 554
20. Neglect ' 72
21l. Possession of Stolen Property €8
22. Prowler - Peeping Tom - Loitering S 118
23. Runaway ‘ 1433
24. Sex 23
25. Shoplifting 354
26. Trespassing 658
27. Truant 22
28. Unlicensed Peddling : 10
29. Unauthorized Use of Motor Vehicle 84
30. Robbery ' 9
31. Murder ‘ ’ 0
32. Reckless Endangerment "9
» TOTAL . . . 6238
Age and Sex of Juveniles Referred tc/Juvenile Aid Bureau From P.D.C.N.
Form 89 - Juvenile Activity Report ‘ .
AGE Lo=11 11 12 .13 14 15 ~ Family Total
Male 240 203 318 .. 659 1085 2319 36 ‘482%
Female 49 - 32 65 180 316 736 " 1378

TOTAL . + . . . . . . .

7 A sy st . v g e e g s

. 6238

PRVEE

Table #XVIII

e il o

| COMPIETED JUVENILE INVESTIGATIONS - JD AND PINS

: ‘ Increase/Decrease
Aggravated Harassment 2 ‘ ., no change o
Arson | 14 2 - 12 - g7 °
’ Assault | RV I 43 - 1 - 2.3
Burglary | » - 353 - 264 - 89 - 25.2
v Criminal Contempt ; 1 0 - 1 - = 100.0
- Criminal Mischief 41 3 - 10 - 24.4
Crim. Poss. Forged Instrument 1 2 + 1_ + 100.0
Criminal Possesaion Weapon ' 7 ‘ - 5 - Tl.4
R Criminal Trespass ' 19 18.. - 1 - 53
R Crim.Poss. Coﬁtrollea Substance 1 : 3 + 2 + 200.0
S B * Crim.Poss Stolen Property 19 15 . - 4 - 21,1
' \ Crim. Sale Controlled Substance 2 A, - 1 - 50.0°
BEscape : 21 4 - .27 .= 8T.1
Palsely Reporting Incident 2 3 + 1+ 50.0
Forgery 0 - 1 ~100.0
Kidnapping ' 0 1 + 1 +100.0
' Larceny (Petit & Grand) 146 140 - 6 - 41
W Making False Written Statement 1 - 1 - 100.0
Manslaughter =~ ' 1 0 - 1 - 100.0
Menacing ' 4 6 + 2 + 50.0
Motor Vehicle Violatim .30 29 - 1 - 3.3
Obstructing Governmental Admin. 2 2 no change
Promoting Gambling 0 - 1 = 100.,0
- Public Lewdness- ' 1 0 - 1 - 100.0
Reckless Endangerment_ I & 6 - 5 - 45.5
Resisting Arrest '3 1 - 2 - 66,7
Robbery 59 44 - 15 - 25.4
Sex Offense o 13 8 - 5K - 38,5
Theft of Services R 0 - 1 =100.0
Truancy 236 114 -122 . 5T
Uugovernable 290 229 - 61 -~ 210
| TOTAL 1337 970 - 367 - 27.4
-4 3=
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The Famlly Division provmdes superv;sxon for Juvenlle

Delinquents, Persons In Need of Supervision, Famlly Offense

, the perlod of Probation.
offenders as well as those juvenlles granted Adjournment in
Contemp~atlon of Dismlssal (ACOD) .

In no instance can the youngster be
held respons1ble for more than $1,000.
I}
The supervision process requires that the Probatlon

Offlcer develop a treatment plan which will help the offender
. .

Juvenile superv151on caseloads continué to be characterized

by a high 1nc1dence of drinking and alcoholism;

modlfy the behavior patterns which brought him or her to Court
in the first place.

; increased unemploy-
ment and declining job opportunltles for teenagers,

+In many -instances, the famlly unit must be

an increase in
violence and in the number of youngsters with spec1al educatlonal
problems.

lnvolved in the treatment process if modlflcatlon is to be achleved.

Supervision also may require individual or group counseling, as well

The female juvenile presents special areas of concern.
as referrals to drug or alcohol treatment or to employment programs.

tural pressures and expectations of conformity to traditional
The superv1s;cn caseload is cla4s1f1ed into three categories,
Intensive, Active and Special.

Cul-~- ,
values are far greater for females than males, particularly during |
the turbulent teen years. Parents and school personnel are in-
R clined to react more strongiy to girls
Through the differential classxflcatlon,
case factors govern the category to which the case will be assigned
. and how the supervision will be maintained.
B

£
it

g
e

Thus the high risk
offender, the emotlonally disturbed youngster, or one who needs a

Statistically,

acting out than to boys
often demanding immediate remedial action of the Court and Proba-
tion. '

females in the PINS category show a hlgher,
; probability for placement than males.
good deal of external support and direction, etc., w111 be placed
in the Intensive classification. Those who requlre;substantlal

Although many of these young women are sexually actlve,
supervision, but less than those in the Intensive category, fall into

the Active classification, and thossa who requlre limited involvement,
fall into,the Special‘classiflcatlon.

cti they
are often lgnorant of some of the basic facts of human sexuallty.

As a result, the rates of pregnancy and venereal disease are hlgh L
and cut across all socio-economlc lines. (See section on Neglecév = N
B \1\ e
, pages 57-58.) %
: !
: o : . Y
‘ ) . = o s o - :";\.
. ~ In many cases, the offender may-be required to pay resti- . R ; ‘ ! ,
oo tutlon to the lnjured parties and it is the respon51bility of the . . , |
Probatlon Offlcer to establish the amount or the loss and to monltor » Z ' }
. e its collectlon. ‘This order of collectlon must be satisfied durlng ’ ! y} |
) . 2 i
R L w
K : 4 //
¢ s ; R /7 <
\:‘.},‘ 4 E . i b o
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. Supervision caseload.

v r

JUVENILE SUPERVISION

. EAlthough the dominant feature ofhthe,Supervisioanrogram
in 1981 was the falloff of new cases'entering-the program, d.D.s
andkPINS continue to comprise almost all of the Family Division's
of the ‘total number of all cases (1, 896, o
down from 2,128 in 1980) under superv1szon for some period of
time in the Famlly Div131on in 1981, some 92. 9% or 1,763 were

Juvenile Offenders. The remalnder of the caseload (7.1) consisted

_of Neglect, Child Abuse, Custody or Famlly Offense cases. An

analysis of the overall Juvenlle Offenders Superv1s;on program in

1981 reveals the first major decllne in this activity in recent

years. Although there was a leveling off in 1980, after three years

of increases and w1th the caseload peaking 1n 1979, the year 1981

saw an overall decline of 12%. The amount of the falloff varied by

caseload and case category. Regular Probation cases dropped by

11.4% while ACODs declined by 16.5%. The regular Probation cases

fell from 1,761 to l 560 in 1981 or 201 . fewer cases. The ACOD

cases fell from 243 to 203 or 40 fewer cases.

[

N

A e - .
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Table #XIX

Juvenile
Caseload

Beg. of Year:
JeDe
PINS -
- TOTAL

Rec'd dur. period:
oo J'Do
PINS

TOTAL "

Total dur. period:
JeDe
PINS

TOTAL

Discharged/Transfd:
J«D.
PINS

TOTAL

Remaining:
JeDe
PINS

TOTAL

Family
Caseload
Beg. of Year:

Rec'd dur. period:
TOTAL

Discharged:
Remainings:

ACOD

Beg. of Year:
Rec'd dur. period:
TOTAL

* Dismissed
- Heturned to Court o

Remaining

SUPERVISION UNIT

1981 i

1980 L
 Male Fem., Total  Male Fom. Total
| 1 -
434 18 _ 512 488 108 596
216 153 _ 369 226 157 __383
881 ao. 979
410 72 482 303 43 346
220 178 __398 108 127 _235
880 581
844 150 994 791 151 942
436 331 _T67 334 284 _ 618
1761 - 1560
356 42 398" 352 85 437
210 174 _ 384 186 151 __337
782 774
488 108 596 439 66 505
226 157 __383 ‘148 133 _ 281
979 786
15 6 210 14 2 16
e L I 4 21 5 _26
31 7 T % 7 &
17 5 22 17 o 19
14 2 6 | 5 25
7M1 22 . .93 45 16, 61
116 34 150 117 25 142
243 203
12 34 176 93 24 117
0 6 _6 6 2  _8
45 16 61 63 15 .78
i
-47-
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Increaae/becreasé
No.
+ 84 4+ 16.4
+ 14 + 3.8
+ 98 + 11.1
- 136 - 28.2
- 299 - 34.0
- 52. - 5,2
- 149 - _19. 4;
- 201 = 11.4
+ 39 + 9.8
- 47 - 12,2
- 8 - 1.0
- 91 - 5503
- 102 - 26,6
- 193 - 19.7
- 5 - 23.8
+ 9 + 53.0
+ 4 + 10.5
- 3 - 13,6
+ 7 + 43.8
- 32 - 34.4
- 8 - i 5t3
- 40 - 16.5
- 59 - 3305
+ 2 + 33.3
+ 1T+ 27.9

e T
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: : , ; S < PHE-ADJUDICATORY AND POST-EDJUDICATORY SUPERVISION CASELOADS FOR
, TOTAL JUVENILE OFFENTER (J.D. AND PINS) PRE-ADJUDICATORY -~ (A o o . JUVENILE IELINQUENTS AND PERSONS-IN-NEED OF suymnvxsxon BY .

e | 4 : (ACOD) AND POST-ADJUDICATORY (REGULAR PROBATION) : - SR ) B ‘ i SEX FO___980-1981
! C ___SUPERVISION CASEIOADS DURING THE YEARS 1975-1981 .. . .  |. . R o e .

| mpe 1915 1976 1977 178 1979 180 198l - | T P I
‘ ) - ‘ L " " T - 3 — = X A . - ) ';‘;\: } . : , ’ . ; g . . /,/j Lo ) .{ D g . .
Pre-Adj.(ACOD) - 257 269 319 429 46 243 205 | . f.  PEE-ADJUDICATORY (ACOD) SUPERYISION

)

b e ; ‘ o - o e L RS . N ‘y~,~ ,L;‘ R Inc/Dec
a4 Regular Prob. 066 1 112 1,332 1,652 1,761 - 1,560 : T 1980 A 1981 SR
i “Total 1?3%6 If?gr R B S N S : : 20 1981 over 1980

CASES . _ 2100 ' — ,, - — e e b e © Male Fem [Total __% ~ Male Fem Total _% = No. _%

'Q;,'j’ ‘» 50 174 3 23 876 | 148 36 18a 90.6 | =29 -13.6
PO |13 17 30 124 | 14 _5 19 _9.4 | =1 =367
o . . Total | 187 56 243  100.0 | 162 41 203  100.0 | -0  -16.5

1750|_

 EEREDEE A 'POST-ADJUDICATORY SUPERVISION

i ; o 1 R - : ‘ ' i o Inc/Dec
L - R | . 1980 S - & 1981 over 1980
B e o Male ‘Fem Total __ %  Male Fem' Total _% _ , No.

1400

| | J.D. 844 . 150 994 © 56.4 | 791 151 942  60.4 -52 =5.2 .
I IR E . PINS | 436 33 _767 _43.6 | _334 284 _618 _39.6 | £l =19

- 1050

Total | 1280 481 1761 . 100.0 | 1125 435 1560  100.0 | =201 -11.4

.
D

[4Y

, : e B Total | 1467 537 2004 | 1287 476 1763 _ ' =241 -13.7
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S o ot L . TABIE XXII ,”

TOTAL JUVENIEE OFFENEER POST—ADJUDICATORY (REGULAR
PROBATION) SUPERVISION CASELOAD FOR 1280 AND 198

. S ; B - e ) increase/becz:ease
s : - 1980 .. 1981’ o 1981 over 1980
1 Lype o No. V% - No. _% o Ne. %
J.D. 994 %64 942 604 52 <52

oS . 161 _43.6  _618 _39.6 =149 ';12=i;

| Total - 1,761 1000 1,560 ' 100.0 =201 ~11.4

a

1980 ' “ 1981

J‘uvenile ‘
Delinquents
60, 4% .
- (942)

Juvenile §
Delinguents
56. 4%
(994)

£ Total 1,761 oy “Total 1,560

-SOf
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JD.
 PINS

Total

Juvenile
~ Delinguents

87.6%
(213)
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: TABLE XXI.LI

' fkmomAL JUTENTIE - CFFENDER PRE-ADIUDICATORY (ACOD)

SUPERVIS.LON CASELOAD FOR 1980 AND 1281

Trcreas e/Decrease

1981 over 1980

213 87.6 184 90.6 29 -13.6

243 100.0 205  100.0 w10 -16,5

1980 S ' 1981

Juvenile
Delinquents

90,6
(184)

Total 243 E ' 03
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TABLE XXIV .
‘ . R

BRI L e ey i * SCHOOL LIAISON |
, TOTAL JUVENTIE OFFENIER (J.D. AND PINS) Posm-mmrcmomr Lo S o LR L T S _ - |
S YREGM PRQBATION_ SU?EMDION GA'SELOAD DU'RING.THE " ' ‘ A : ‘ The School Liaison Un:.t works w::.th children who have been

. R T S S : fi IR , o k R EEEE N B e placed in res1dential treatment facilities throughout New York. State = .
@ IDype T L1975 1976, - 1977 1978 1973 1980 = 1981 ‘ SRR e .
o L e T v o B R _ . SR L by the Nassau County Family Court. ,The Probation Officer.functions
B J.De o 4T 530 - - 568 ¢ 691 917 994 942 o (I B s " : L .
o A ST R S o ; ER : A - as~ayliaison:person between the child in placement, the family, the
4 PO 295 511 _ 544  _.641 135 167 618 S e R T S . ~ L
L R A TN P : B o ; C .residential treatment facility, the home and community in determining,
Total o 1,066 1,044 1,112 1,332 1,652 1,761 1,560 | B - e T . ~ e | ,
i A , S S T o e : LT ' formulating ad coordinating discharge planning for the child. The
il o | e unit also prov1des consultation and information regarding résidential
8 P 1750 — —_— v : : : — R ; v ' ‘;tgt : ‘ alternatives to Probation staff and the 3ud1c1ary. : ' R
; L . R S i . o ”/f”f’ ; ‘\\\\g\\\ : ]q’f ; Co Philosophically, the concept of least restrictive placement
&} f B T ~ 1 A ' ; S  and development of alternative resources w1thin the community, ‘close
1400 to the child's home and in keeping w1th family life 15 accepted as a
‘ii i,;fg" - ‘ ‘- more natural effort for the reintegration of the youngster into
'ﬂ‘ o family life and the community.
: S W
= 1050 S In order to meet the needs of the hard-to-place population,‘
S many meetings were held Wlth private child-care agencies to either
4: modify their eXisting programs or develop new ones. As a result, .
o ﬁOO . many agenc1es have responded favorably and are accepting more of the” o
ff hard- o-place population on a selective ba51s.
L . <n most cases, Probation is the first treatment of choice.
S - s e ; , . o L ‘
Sk 350 X The placement caseload during this past year has increased 7.9% for
o | 5 ' - O T O | AR R a total of 272 cases placed. This breaks down to 117 of these cases
o fgg’ : : g ) R o - b o T originating out of the investigating process with the remgining 155
{ | o S - . o o : 4 cases arising during the supervision process. 35 children placed
} 976 - 1977 ‘1973 ‘ 1979:f‘* ?980 1981 . ' were replacements, their initial placement having been terminated
'T,§ o | ‘ ?'AllJuvmulecmfaMErs 1. by by the Family Court. For many of these children, there was no
E ? . JDe ONLY oo ol Sy ) o o SR ‘ ~ '
PINS Only = = = = = = = = = = = = = = - = ” e ¢
\,‘ ‘52'- ; ’
“,’ _} ~53-
(S ) . ~ ;9‘
R ‘” e / i ‘ o~ - P A - o ;: e r{_, - - ‘ // ‘ . \
¥ - 5 ' _ % - e
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alternative but referral to the Division for Youth facilities. ‘Table # XXV R RO G LI e Cmer o o é

During 1981, 44 cases were placed with the Di\‘ris‘ion"fdr‘ Youth,

| | B, S ST SCHOOL LIATSON UNT
as:-against 60 cases in 1980. : R - ; S =
i : The 1980 Census éhowed a 28% decline in the teenage po‘pulé.'-f‘f ' ; : ‘ INSTII"UTIONAL ANTD PAROLE CASES kSUPERVISED

4]

tion in Nassau County since 1970. The mean age of the popula-

1960 | | | PR
After - R After : Inc/Dec

" tion continues to rise with a corresponding decline in the -
. : Ingt. Care  Total - Inst. Care . Total No. %

&

' ‘ , . ) . TR Casel.oad
younger population. However, the children we are placing are S -
. . ' 5 .o : o - In placement at : 5 : S N A
more seriously disturbed, older and ‘products of multi-problem S o beg. of year . 333 33 366 367 21 388 + 920 '+; 6 0’

families. They are both socially maladjusted and maladaptive - B S ~ Placed during o v L | L S
| S ~ Perdod #2320 #2520 4272 _ 0 4272 4+ .20 4+ 7.9

to their environments. This isrefle'ct‘ifre‘ of the problematic
| Lo | O L TOTAL in pla ne | - o i
socio-economic climate in the community and the parents' inabil=-. S o durﬁgpp:;?.g;nt 585 33 618 639 21 660 ;3; 42 6.8

ity to cope with the behavior of their children. - R | o ‘ . Transferred from , - ‘ ; ,
) ; : : ‘ ‘ Inst. to Aftercare - 40 . +40 - =64 464 - : + 24+ 60.0

Returned to placement . ‘ ‘ L e
from Aftercare o+ 4 =1 - + 3 -3 - = 1 =250

IS s
a5

Redistributed Totals 549 69 618 - 578 82 660 + 42 + 6.8

§ TR ; U : | , SR S ; T“ i Discharged during S . R ’
}‘i = . | LR . , ‘ \ Ca period =182 =48 =230 = =183 =39 =222 - 8 = 3.5

In placement at end ‘ ' : PR S
of period : 367 21 388 395 - 43 438+ 50 +12.9 |
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. mamlesxer s S S .
R . . INSTITUTIONS OF PLACEMENT 1981 | | SPECIAL CHILDREN'S SERVICES
iy S ‘ M‘J_.m_ﬁmale Ma\”l—;l:—%maler Total """ Ihe Spec:.al Ch:.ldren s Services Uult is responsible for
- Institutions ’ - Male = |[Female ELC <L 20534 |
o . Co ' : o . ~ the J.nvest:.gatlon and superv:.s:.on of chlldren and adults 1nvolved
. ' . ' ) L k . . B 49 : & |
Berkshire Fa::m , .43 R » Z , A 3 ‘ : in custody, visitation, adoptlon, neglect and chJ.ld abuse cases
kshire Foster Home : ' 2 ‘ ‘
- Bez. ‘ . P : 3 3 ‘ received from both Family and Supreme Courts.
Brightwaters Group Home = = - - R |
Cayuga Home ‘ o1 1 ' : At the direction of the Court, Probation provides super-
Charlton School , , 1ﬁ '1 : 4 vision in visitation matters. The supervision consists . largely of _
i Children's Home of Kingston : b . -
] R : - T : ’ , monitoring t
i " Division for Youth 3y 8 | ,1 1 44 ) g he su:.tab:.l:.ty of arrangements for visitation and
g ’ T . ' L o .
" George Junior Republic 2 2 5 2 m . e carrying out any special order of the Court.
i Harmony Heights . ) 3 { A : : In 1981, the Unit conducted 537 investigations as compared
Eawthorne Cedar EKnolls 2 ‘ 1 ‘ : \t\\ Co o
a Hope for Youth . 4 3 2 ? \ _ ' wlth 515 in ;980, an 1increase of 4.3% or 22 cases. (See Table XXVII)
. ; Jennie Clarkson : Q~,1 , v - ' : ! '
e o T : ' : 1 1 o Co : There was an 8. 5% decrease, or 22 in Neglect cases; a
i - Lakeside ’ ) o . . Lo -
| Lincoln Eall : R ‘ 2 o Z ‘ » : R 758 increase, or 36 in Adoptlon Investigations; and a 3.9% increase,
: S paaed : 9 1 , 1 . : BT
o Little Flower ‘ ' ‘ g 16 ' ' er 8 'in Custody cases.
§ Madonna Heights | 7 « . i , ‘
1 Nassau House . 8 9 17_ ] The total number of chlldren and adults in the superv:.s:Lon
y 1 2
Pleasantville School 1 ] : caseload for 1981 was 91, an increase of 5 over the previous year.
Pt. Washington Group Home
St. ‘Gabrini 13 7 3 | 8 41 . ’ (See.‘:\g‘,able XXVIII)
. st‘; Ma.ry-'s Syosset 15 ‘ 10 ; , 5 . [RERRNE : o It is our practice to recommend to the Court that Probation
B » g% M?Iy's Valhaj.la. ‘ ‘ ] _ 1 superv:Lse those cases which have no other involvement with the
o Summit School = ‘ ‘ . ‘
' Wayside Home ) ‘\\ 4 : -4 | 8 ; , | S }\{ Department of Social Services. This is reflected in an increase
W S /) . : ' - o Y nf 11.9% in, the number of children superv:l.sed and no change in
’ 138 43 - 45 46 . o SR >
i TOTARS ? : the number of adults.
i :
Increasing numbers of teenage and unmarried mothers who
; . keep their babies is producing a group of parents unprepared to
) emotionally support and‘properly care for their children. What is i
) apparent in Neglect" cases is a lack of pPreparation for marriage and 3‘
o 4N . . . B S
: [
!
;* , ~57=
\ -56= .
% o I
"5 ~ - SN . e o PERU— - -~
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% o | Table # XXVIII
i | o ~ | SPECIAL CHILDREN'S SERVICES
% o parenthood, a bas:.c emot:.onal .umnatur:.ty, J.solat:.on and’ substance : . ;
b | SUPERVISION
m abuse. These» parents are also often unrealn.stlc in the:.x expecta- ' . . . ‘ ;
5 , N ’; Increa.se /])ecrease
‘] t:.ons of the ch:.ld and poorly informed about ch:.ld—rear:.ng pract:.ces. CASELOAD : 1280 . 1981 Ho.. %
: : ‘ B ‘ CHILDREN
: f{ ! *
E Beginning of Year: ‘ } :
: y Writs/Custody 3 15 + 12 + 400.0
;’ i Neglects I 21 16 =2 = 23.8
~ o . 24 31 + T+ 9.2
E Table #XXVII ceived during period: - :
; e , Writs/Custody = 12 13 + 1+ 8.3
; ) ' Neglects : _6 __2 - 3 = 50.0
: SPECIAL CHILDREN'S SERVICES TOTAL 18 1 -2 - 111
., Total during period: _
: INVESTIGATIONS S Writs/Custody 15 28 + 13+ 86.7
f, Neglects - ‘ 27 19 - 8 = 29,6
N " TOTAL 42 47 + 5 + 11.9
= Dz.sch7:cged.- ‘ .
; | ‘ L ’ Wxits Cus‘tody 0 15 + 15 + 100.0
: , Increase/Decrease ‘
i CATEGORY S . 1980 1981 , . ‘ Neglects , 1 8 o3 = 27.3
; s o —To. % | TOTAL BT 23 e TFTA2 T 709, 1
Sioe | ‘ : Remaa.7.1.ng- : .
i Neglect ', 260 238 - 22 .- s, Nzits/Gustody 12 bt -2 oD B3
Adoptions 48 84 s 3% 3 o i3 Neglects 16 Sk —— = 3.3
Custody 207 215 + 8 4+ 3.9 TOTAL 1 .24 e L
TOTAL 515 537 w2 s 43 R
ADULTS ‘
DISPOSITIONS Beginning of Year: o
i 220800 L1IONS L Writs/Custody 4 - 19 + 15+ 375.0
. o ‘ - » v Neglects _18 12 = 6 - 33.3
Supervision 9 5 - 4 = 444 . ToTAL 3 31 T 9  + 40.9
Placed . 101 104 + 3 4+ 3.0 Received during perlod-
Withdrawn/Dismissed 34 23 - 11 - 32.4 Writs/Custody 19 10 - 9 - 47.4
Suspended Judgment 1 4 + 3+ 300.0 Neglects o - oo ~
c - Othex 3 0 01 1 8. 5 OTAL .22 © 13 - 9 = 40.9
. ’ _.2L 401 “+ 3 + 4 ‘ ‘l‘ota.l/du.r:.ng period: :
TOTAL 515 5 + 22 4 4. Writs/Custody : 23 29 + 6 .+ 26.1
~ . , >3 ; 4 3 ’ Neglects 21 15 - 6 -~ 28.6
. . ‘ ] . TOTAL 44 © 44 no change
; Male . 228 - 263 + 35+ 15.4 _ D:Lacharged:
ri Female . 287 274 - 13 - 2.5 ., Writs/Custody 4 15 “+ 11 4+ 275.0
: ; : e . Neglects S -9 -4 - 5 - 55,6
- j ~ TOTAL EEE 19 + 6+ 46,2
i ‘ . ‘ Remaining:
@g ! . . Wm.ts/Cus*body 19 14 - 5 = 26,3
e ! » e Negle cts 12 A - 1 - 8.3
% l TOTAT, 31 25 - 6 - 19.4.
, *\} -58- ; ~50
o : ¢
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FAMILY INVESTIéATIONS

The Family Investigation caseload consists of Support, Family

Offense and Paternity cases.

Lo

o

P

Probation investigations are prepared

only at the request of the Court; and in a small percentage of

cases. .

serious and complicated ones, are being referred to Probation for

investigation and/or service resulting in an overall decline in re-

ferrals of 11% in 1981.

Table #XXIX

FAMILY INVESTIGATION UNIT

As indicated in the table below, fewer cases, only the most

Increase/Decrease

INVESTIGATIONS 1980 1981 No. g
Support 68 39 - =29 - 42.6
U.S.D.L. ! 2 5 + 3 +150.0
Paternity § 21 31 +10 + . 47.6
Family Offense 191 176 -5 - 7.9
TOTAL 282 251 -31 - 11.0
DISPOSITIONS . ,
Brobation Y 8 14 + 6 +75.0
Withdrawn/Dismissed 36 23 -13 - 36.1
Suspended Judgment 1 0 -1 =100.0
Probation Orders 88 70 -18 - 20.5
Other 7 149 144 - 5 - 3.4
TOTAL 282 251 -31 © = 11l.0 "

MENTAL HEALTH CONSULTATION UNIT

The Mental Health Consultant reviews case materialywith-Proba-
tioén Officers\and participates with tbe staff of the Department of
Mental Health, Division of Direct Servlces, in diagnoees and;recom- l
mendations for treatment, placement and dispositions. There is |
alﬂo participation in admlnlstratlve review of placement cases.yy : a

These case conferences constitute an opportunlty for line staff to

broaden and improve diagnostic and treatment skills. -

-60=-

,ll 56% over 1980, when the total was 1678.
\5.06% from 868~to 9l2,»

" and communltj cannot meet thelr needs.

‘The'services of the Mental Health Unit are used extensively

"by the judges om\an emergency and consultation ba51s w1th -regard

-

“-.\\\ .
to-remands, resources, 1nst1tutlons and casework problems.

a

Staff

also work closely Wath alvarlety ‘of State, cOunty, prlvate and

community treatment\resources.

In 1981, there nere 1872 prn-consultatlons, an 1ncrease of
gonsultatlons increased
(See table XXX) | |

| f ‘As'reflected in other’pfﬁtstof‘tne.regort,bthemajornproblems
resulting”in a child's plagement seem to fall into two basic areas;
a repetitive pattern of deviant‘behavior, and/or extreme emotional

deprivation. Although Probation is the first treatment of choice)

~ for some chlidren placement becomes necessary as the famllv, ‘home,

This dec151on is usually
arrived at when there is risk of physical/emotional abuse or it is

necessary to separate the child from his environment.

Table #XXX MENTAL HEALTH CONSULTATION SERVICEZ |
. , Increase/Decrease
: 1980 1981 No. %
Pre~Consultations 1678, . 1872 +194 +11.56
Consultations v ) 5 .
(a) Court Ordered 664 675 + 11 T+ 165
(b) Probation Requested 204 237 + 33 +16.17
TOTAL (ab) 868 912 . + 44 +5.06
Results of Consultations , ‘ .
(a) No further service 3 3 -0 0
(b) Further diagnosis ” A ~
and/or treatment 865 - _910 " 45 + 5.20
_TOTAL (ab) <868 . 913  + 45 +5.20
i =
) \ 7 )
! g L
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VOCATIONAL GOUNSELING
] /
o

‘A major function of the Vocational Counselor is to prOVide

B testing, counseling and referral serVices to unemployed and under-

employed Probation clients. Although the indiv1duals serv1ced are

|
in crisiw and under stress, an important aspect of vocational guid-

4

ance is to help them develop realistic goals in ach1ev1ng employment

4 0 I S

ptitude and interest tests are administered.

/

for vdcational training, continuing education, and career development

/ .
Sion/employment counselors who directly a551st in_gob placement, and
i ,/ . S ’ B B 3
oth?r resources. . : , : -

/ ~ &

O The close prox1mity to the Court prov1des the Judges Wlth a di-

-
: ' rect referral source and access to necessary 1nformation as to the

4

motivation of clients in assuming responSLbility for the support of

u

thelr families. o

In 1981, 426 cases rec ived serv1ces as compared to 350 in 1980,

an increase of 21. 7%.

by 1nd1v1duals referred to the unit for assistance, as compared with

A total of 807 combined serVices were received

o

770 in 1980,
})
‘Table #XXXI

or an increase of 4,8%

oy

VOCATIONAL COUNSELING

; . as well as making referrals for other serVices to community resources..

Referrals ars made -

f as well as to the Office of Vocational Rehabilitation, the Adult DiVi-

&

7

’ Increase/Decrease
- Caseload 1980 1981 No. %
Beginning of year 39 15 = 24 - 61.5
“v. Rec'd. during period 311 411 +100 + 32,2
B Total during period 350 426 + 76 +21.7
Closed during period 2 335 379 + 44 + 13.1
Remaining c : 15 47 + 32 +213.3
i e oo §
1 2 Total units of service ‘ . ' . A
¥ : rendered, all categories 770 807 =+ 37 ot 4s
: R - i ~
' A . : l‘ : %
E -62-0 =
A | s “ |
9 . ¥ . I
’ o : R it o -
e e e i »
i Z, T T : PRIy N
oo ‘ / 7 / * - L ’ \‘ . S
'iié//x; ) := |

kA

,
NG

IR

) g

SRR T T e T .

543

v

ADJUDICATED DELINQUENTVRESTITUTION PROJECT (ADR)

When a child under age 16 is found guilty of committing a
crime in New York State, he or she is adjudicated a Juvenile"
Delinquent by the Family Court. The court may.then-order that

the child paj monetary restitution: to the Vlctlm for any. tang--
ible loss, including bodily injury and/or complete a spec1fic
number of community or victim service hours.

The Adjudicated,Delinquent Restitution Project provides
opportunities for the‘child to work and repay the victim for dam-
ages or perform community service. ADR»becamefoperational in
Nassau County in 1979 and, until October, 1981, was federally

funded through the New York State Division of Probation. It has

now been institutionalized as a regular part of Family Division
Probation Services. |

The program has a preliminary eligiBility criteria wherein
the primary criterion‘is the child's agreement to work to repay
victimr

the Restitution may not be paid by the parent or relatives.

All cases have a court-ordered amount to be paid'bi-weekly. The

relatively few juveniles who cannot find employment themselves are
referred to the project employment counselor who willlfind appro—
priate employment at the minimum‘wage. In the subsidized employment,
the child is paid‘every two weeks and at least 55% of his earnings
are sentkdirectly‘to the victim. Subsidized jobs end mhen restitu-
tion islpaid in full. However, many are able through their own
merit to continue on the job while the employer continues to pay the
wages. |

Thus far, 353 juvenile delinquents have been supervised by the

i r,iggs,«.);,,..;,
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ADR program with an average monetary restitution of $362.53 each.
Since June, 1979, $102,597.00 in restitution has been ordered by
the Family Court through ADR and $62,233.00 has been collected

and disbursed to the victims of Nassau County. Sixteen percent,

‘or $16,881.24, of the total amount ordered has been vacated by

the courts due to juvenile placement in institutions or the proba-

tioner has moved to another. jurisdiction:. At the end of 1981,

there were 75 cases, w1th an accumulatlve restltutlon balance of.

$23,482.43 pend;ng. A total of 4,654 community service hours have

been ordered and 1, 515 have been completed; 160 hcurs will not‘be
completed due %o VLOlatlons and transfers. At the end of the year,
2,979 hours we:e pending completion in 67 cases.

Over 40%_of the youngsters in the project have~been-discharged‘
as flmprovedj after paying>full restitution; 13% of the cases re-

sulted in violations of probation.
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Table #XXXII L
Adjudlcated D/ilnquent Restltutlon Project
: /”/ . ‘ . SN
// Soln , SR |
@ ' Jan-Dec Jan-Dec - Jan—-Dec. e :
1979 1980 1981 - TOTAL
. o b ‘ Lo ‘
Analysis and Intake v
Total Cases Assigned , L L
for Restitution Analysis 201 336 421 958
Total Cases Placed in | o
- ADR Supervision ’ y 87 101 162 - 350
Superv151on |
Total Cases Dlscharged ' J
from Probation 1 6T 77 ] ==:145
Total Cases Violated PR - o /
from Probation 6 16 24 / 46
Total Cases Carried . . 7
Over for Superv151on : 74 83 159 N/A
Restitution/ Analy51s o T R /{ E ST
Total Moneg Ordered $36,037.61 $35,486.47 $31,072.43 $102,596.51
Total Money Collected 11,756.42. 30,801.38 19,675.04 - 62,232.84
Total Comm. Ser. —_— . |
Hours Ordered- 0 151.00 4503.00 4654.00
Total Comm. Ser. ‘ 5 ; |
Hours Completed» 0-. 3 141:50 1373.50 1515.00
Total Victim Service o [N
Hours Oﬁdered 38 o 0 ‘ 0 38
Total Victim Service ’w '
Hours Completed 38 SR 0 0 38
'Number of Caees”Inéolving”Restitution by Type B
Multi-Sanction
Money Only Communltj Ser. Only Vlctlm Ser. Only - (Money & C.S.)
Ordered 235 69 , 1 48
Pending : S o ..
Completion 82 48 - 0 31
=65~

A

e S

Rt &




o
D4

4
=
s

Al

g

iy

nal jtstice process:

R L T i i Sa bbb W cer s . b vy e L caed e e deme

//,.

- ADULT DIVISION

In the Adﬁlt Bivision the ProbationuDepartment addresses the
criminal offender, age 16 and over, at three pOints in the crimi-
(1) pre-trial, ‘with 1nvestigations and recom=-
mendations for release of defendants_who cannot post bail;

(2) pre-sentence, with investigations and reports; and (3)_post-'
adjudicatory, with‘Supervision of offenders who are sentenced to
probation instead of imprisonment. All probation reports are made
to the court and serve as guides to the judges in determining sen-

tence and/or release before trial.

Major concerns during 1981 centered on continued growth in .

- workloads and the dtpartment s ability to deliver services at pre-

sent staffing levels without reducing quality service. Other con-

~cerns relate to limited resources, the establishment of priorities

and management strategies for coping with problems in a "more with

less"'climate. However, despite workload problems, we were able

to accomplish objectives Without any significant decline in effec-

l

tiveness.
All workloads increased in varying amounts in 1981 and'some
at levels above those of 1980, although the growth rate was not at

the record levels of prior vears, However, lt is 1mportant to

note that the cumulative effects of these yearly increases have had

a dramatic and significant‘impact on the number ‘of probationers

super ‘ sed by each probation officer; over the course of just three

years, gupervision caseloads have jumped by approximately one-third.

IR E - g . Crme ors s e S he e e rrew e

T

]

,caseloads at aboveloptimum levels for some staff.

T

i e b iy e L s 1 e Sl

Also, while'investigations increased more in 1981 than in
1980, productiVity and quality levels were maintained by a co /1—
\\

nation of management ‘initiatives, staff 1ncreases and keeping Y

In addi&?"

both policy- changes and new programs such as the warrant unit,

‘

intensive: superv151on program and restructured compact services

have lessened some of the more destructive aspects of rapid growth
and higherVCaseloads: And, perhaps the most 1mportant contribu-
ting factor of all in this regard has been the relatively high |

stability and long experience of the casebearing staff. This is

very important in investigations and most critical in supervision,
especially with greater numbers of higher-risk offenders being
placed on probation.

VDuring the past two years the probation supervision processl

was made more difficult by rislng caseloads and the additional de-

mands placed on supervision staff foremost of these being the

overflow pre-sentence investigationst In assessing supervision
effectiveness?it is most important to keep in mind that the proba-
tioner with the previous record is at a higher risk for failure.
(It is a myth that’all probationers are first offenders.) Recent
research provides strong and conclusive evidence that the presence
or absence of a previous criminal record has a significant rela-
tionshop to a probationer's adjustment whilenon supervision and

1Y

after discharge. Despite the difficulties and concerns noted above,

the impact on program effectiveness was minimal.

"The supervision program reached a record level in 1981, with

AN
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}an overall increase of approx1mately 10%.

| ygrowth in 1980, continued to expand in 1981.

' of this report.

Increases in. the. aver-

| ‘age probation officer s caseload varied by program but were in

the 10% to 12% range. Also, pretrial services, after record

’ Caseloads 1ncreased
in- both the release-on—recognizance (ROR) and conditional release
(CROC) programs, with the increase in}the latteréthe‘most,dramaé.s
tic. ’ | » k
vThe above concluSions are supported by the findings high-

lighted below and discussed in more detail in subsequent sections

i
]
[
1
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PRE-TRIAL srRVIc’Es .

Pre-Trial Services in the Adult DlVlSlon consxst of. Release-"”

n—Recognizance, Conditional Release, and the Jail Units. The’

ROR and Conditional Release Units are de51gned for the pre-trial

‘ 'release and monitoring of defendants who cannot raise bail and who

These programs are not
deSigned for persons serv1ng Sentences or. persons ‘who are conv;cted

and are awaiting sentence.. The Jail Unit is a support unit which

- conducts interviews for the ROR and Investigation Units.

Probation Pre-Trial Services continues to experience growth
with caseloads 1ncrea51ng sharply in both the ROR and Conditional
Release Units. The increases are a result of overcrowding at the
Nassau County Correctional Center and an effort by the judiCiary
to help reduce the jails population’ until longer term solutions can

Thls overc owding is an’ on-g01ng problem whlch in-

tensified during 1980 and 1981.

-Release-On-Recognizance (ROR)

The ROR Program which started in 1962 aSSists the Court in
determining which defendants can be released 1n their own custody

or With low bail. Historically, 1ndigent defendants have been the

V\\
b
i
i

principal benef1c1ar1es of the ROR Program.

This Unit serv1ces both the District and County Courts by

i

providing, Jnvestigative reports and recommendations piepared by

Probation Officers. These reports,are utilized by the judiciary

- in assessing a defendant's eligibility for release in his own

custody or to-establish a realistic bail. The Court may or may

not follow Probation recommendations. A review of the Unit's.

-69-

Ca

i ERFE - ”‘WW e eryrcor S




B e

TR, v AL L -

Al

{

.stat;stlcs shows that in over 90% of the cases, the Court accepts

the ROR Unlt s recommendatlons.

the ROR Program sustalned a more moderate 1ncrease of 12.5% in:
1981. Total ROR lnvestlgatlons'went from 3,554‘@n 1980 to‘3,997
in 1981,‘a riSe of 443, or 1l2. 5%; All- of the increase occurred -
in Dlstrlct Court and with nmisdemeanor cases. Actual decllnes,
were noted in ‘the COuntprourt‘and.female segments of the inves-
tigation caseload. SeevTables IT & III.‘. |

v

Condltlonal Release

In the Condltlonal Release program defendants who are re-
leased w1thout bail while awaiting proceedings in the criminal
courtsnare monitored by the Probation Department. This is fot:
regular Probatlon Superv151on, but telephone or offlce reporting
‘by defendant. the range of probation serv1ces are generally not
avallable to these defendants. The purpose of the program is to
- help assure defendants' appearances in court ’

- After more than trlpllng_lts workload in 1980, the‘Condi-
‘tional Release Program continued to expand. During 1981, a total
of 2,821 defendants received the services of this program. This
comparesﬁwith 1[986 in l980, for an‘increase of 835, or 42%.

Also, there‘was a comparable ifdcrease in the average monthly total
caseload, from 708 cases in 1980 to 973 in 1981, a rlse of 37.5%.

V‘See Table I.

=-70=-

After more than doubling lts investigation caseload in 1980,
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Table #I o o | T

-Conditional Release Program

Increase

1981 - 1980
1980 1981 No. 3
Total Cases on Release( 1,986 2,821  +835 +42.Q”
Average Monthly Total v PR i
" Caseload : 708 973 +265 +37.4

»It should be noted that the success of the Conditional Re-

lease Program, as gauged by defendants return for trial, demon-

~ strates its usefulness and cost effectiveness, particularly as
& it relates to reducingytheqjail population. Over 90% of those
cases terminated‘during 1980 weretterminated successfully. Of

the remaining 10%, many of them failed to report to the Probation

Department but did make their court appearances. Only 6% of all .

of the defendants terminated failed to appear in court as direc-

ted.

7
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L - : Table #III | ,
- Table #IT. ADULT DIVISION e B ADULE DIyISIoN
- _ | ; , ; RELEASE-ON-RECOGNIZANCE INVESTIGATIONS COMPIETED, BY COURT
RELEASE-ON-RECOGNIZANCE INVESTIGATIONS COMPLETED, BY TYPE OF CRIME, ——CF JURISDICTION, DURING THE YBARS 1960 AND 1981
; ; FELONY OR MISTEMEANOR, DURING THE YEARS 1980 AND 1981 ) | ST Tne/Deo AR
R , : : e T " B 1980 1981 1981 over 1980
: . . o Inc/Dec ‘ : AR : 4
| . 1980 - 1981 . 1981 over 1980 , CGourt | No. ~ _%  No. —_% No. "%
| | meof Crime e £ Mo. _ %  No. % ‘ County - - 3 9. 223 5.6 -100  =30.9°
- Felony ’ I 2,421  68.1 2,572  64.3 +151  +5.5 *District 73,231 _90.9 - 3,774  _94.4 +543 +14.4
Misdemeanor 1,133 . _31.9 1,495 " 35.7 4292 = 425.8 Total ' 5,554 100.0 3,997 100.0  +443 +12.5 -
Total - 3,554 100.0 3,997 100:0 = +443  +12.5 o o v ‘
) - | E— Male 2,929 82.4 3,453 86.4 4524 . 41T.9
© Male 2,929 . 82.4 3,453 86.4 +524  #17.9 ‘ Female 525 _17.6  _ 544 _13.6 =81 -12.9
1; ~ Female 625  _17.6 544  _13.6 =81 =12.9 R Total 3,554  100.0 3,997 100.0 +443 +12.5
; " Total 3,554 100.0 3,997 100.0  +4d3 — +12.5 N »
t ;f'rf'-r. | ”
L 1980 1981
1981 .
i w | |
i District District
! Court Court _‘
County .
Gourt 90.5% 94. 4% g
é 9.1% ( \ :
! e imy (3,231) (3,774) .
1 - 4 '
Misdemeanor Misdemeanor
? L% 35T
i (1,133) (1,425)
.; @
~i
! [
: i “1
; g
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INVESTIGATIONS

The Criminal Procedure Law requires that a pre-sentence?re—
port be submitted/ro the Court before any individual can be
sentenced either to Probation or a perlod of lncarceratlon exceed=-
ing 90 days. ‘The law further mandates that an 1nvestlgatlon be
conducted prlor to sentence for all felony convictions.
The,purpose of the pre-sentence report is to present a por-
trait of the defendant both as an individual and as a lawbreaker
by highlighting the details of the offense and its conseguences:
upon the victims, thevrelationship of the criminal act to the de-
fendant's prior criminal history (or lack of same), the defendant's
social history, particularly as it pertains to his criminal conduct
: Aand‘prospects for rehabilitation, and treatment needs of the offender,
‘including psychiatric, vocational and.drug/alcohol. TheIWritten”
pre—sentence report is the product of an‘exhaustive investigation
in whlch all of the sallent features related to the above are con-=
flrmed and documented. |
The prlnclple purpose of the pre-sentence report is to assist
the Courts in rendering appropriate sentences. It is also a valu~
able tool in the supervision of the offender in-the‘community by -
Probation and in decision making by correctlonal authorities in-
cluding work release, furlough and parole ellglblllty. The pre-
sentence reportgmust also be provided as a matter of law to the
State‘Education and Public Health Departments as it relates to-
their licensing powers in a number of professional areas.

Y

Assignments

Investigation assignments referred to the;Adult Division by

-74=

- will be discussed first but only briefly. /

’cases, or 38.3%, from 1;067 in 1980 to 1,476 in 1981.

~to 2,632 in 1981.

4

the courts’during a given year are a more accurate barometer of

et

the current workload for that function than is the number of’cases

disposed of during'the same year. However, the latter group pro-

vides a far rlcher source of offender data. Therefore, assignments

Durlng 1981 the total numper;;f 1nvestlgatlon assmgnments
reached a record high of 5, 346, an)lncrease of 11.0% over Ahe 1980
total of 4,815. (See Table Iv)”

ASSLgnments 1nvolv1ng drug 6ffenses increased from 456 to 471
or 3.3%. An analysis of the types of drug offenses and the kinds

of drugs involved is contained in Table VI . Offenses involyving

the sale of a controlled substance declined moderately while those

in the possession category incieased. Cocaine continued to be .

ranked number one in 1981 followed by marijuana. Quaaludes replaced
amphetamineskin the third position.

!
!

. Investigations With Disposiéions

The number of investigation cases sentenced or otherwise dis-
posed of by the courts total@d,5}234 in 1981 as compared with 4,557
. Y o .
in 1980, for an increase of Gyj cases, or 14.9%.

x:
v
N

. Courts Of Jurisdiction

An analysis of the distributioﬁ’of cases by ourts of jurls—
diction reveals that County Court dlspos1tlons lncreased by 409
Youth Part,
County Court cases increased by 122, or 46.7%, from 261 to:383. |
District Court‘disﬁositions increased'by‘27l, or ll.S%, fron 2,36l

However, Youth Part, Distr%gt,gourt dispositions
A { N -»‘
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# T ADULT DIVISION S ﬁ .
PHESENTENCE INVESTIGATION AuSIGNMENTS ASSIGNMENTS INVOINING DRUG
e OF‘EENSES_,_AND.._.’I,,.W_mSTIGATION‘S WITH, DISPOSITIONS FOR THE YEARD._EILL-I 3 . : s - S DRUG ABUSE ]NVESTIGATION A.SSIGI\IMENTS FROM commr AND DISTRICT coms
S ‘ o L R RNV ; s - . . 1980-1981
Lo J; A1l Presentence ﬁ\*‘lgli erlgzéf; 1977 r”1278 e 1979 "12 col9el V;n) = : cu : ‘ '
“g } Invest. ASSlSn-' '°, 3,285 - 3,484 . ‘3 37T 3,525 47632 4,815 5,346 ° T Gt . ; » : 7 ;
o  Drug Offenses L I*«399»“ 369 160 o 186 “"‘358 &456 -473 o 4 "-'vf' o - QQEEEI_QQE@QV‘ L ‘Lf;IV R o Inc/Dec
% Drus~0£fenses in. - g S . e TR S R : e T 1980 se 1981 1981 over 1980
Alﬁ4isszgnments : 12.1% 10.6%‘ 4. %% 5.1% 7 1% : ﬂ% < 8.&%' : R : e of Offense ] Ne. % No. % - No.,:a*v%
i £ g N ' _ EE U R Poss and/or sale or R T o
InveFtlgatlons with s ; T -24 =11.7

Dispdsn.t:x.ons R v2,9_c“>6 ,3,571 3 4oa f 3,257 4,;5& 4 557 5,234 ,’ e o | Pos:t:il :ﬁepossf o 2(;3 %}; ‘1,‘57%_ ; 39 - +105.4
| | : 0 +15 | 6.2

QT e e T e N . .. Total -« 242 100.0 257 1
6000 ‘i ‘?i e R R o N , | i | :

Table #vV ATULT DIVISION

ONO O
OOV

DISTRICT COURT
“ " Type of Offense » S S
Poss'or att poss = 196 91.6 172 80.4 -24 =12.2:
. R R o .. §ale or att sale S i 2 5.1 16 7.5 +5 +45.4 -
5000 S - Att poss hypo lnstrument 1 0.5 5 2.3 +4  +400,0
N R : ‘ - Other S . 1 0.5 -8 3.7 +7  +700.0
SR . Forged 1nstrument , o2 0.9 C 0.0 -2 =100.0"
B k S R I - ’ 2 0.9 - 9 4,2 +7  +350.0
: : SRR st v fAtt prom prison contra~ § S
o ) o band _1 _ 0.5 4 1.9 +3  +300.0
’ 4006’ o ‘ ﬁ¥g A K ' : Total S 214 lOO.Qf 214 0 100.0 -0 , 0.0 -
i ! o ‘ ' COUNTY COURT - 242 53,1 . 25T B54.6 +15  +6.2
o ) j DISTRICT COURT C 214, _46.9 214 _45.4 o o0
5 r : Total cooopw 456 100.0, - 471 100.0 . 415 +3.3
. ‘f“fjﬁ““‘“'f%““'i“-‘f" SRR R Tdble #VI :
e : R SR ‘ , Type o£ Druq Involved in- Drug Abuse
! 0 Pl ' o Offenses, l°80 1981
»“é . g %* T : o S L , o ' : Inc/Dec
A j RS I S S R R : E e 1980 ©oo 198l 1981 over 1980
12000 : L ; N T Tyve : : " No.. % No. % No, %
- R : oo TP AR EREEEE . R Cocaine . 173 38.6 194  39.4 +21  +12.1
S e BT b e e R Ly CRD SENRT N e - Marijuana T101 22.5 102 20.7 41 +0.9
sl : : : ! ' T ‘ Amphetamines 45 10,0 200 . 4.1 =25 @ <55.5
o | L RTINS ’ : y Quaaludes ELL 43 9,6 5L 10.4 = +8 +18.6
S o R ' Heroin 22 . 4.9 30 6.1 +8  +36.4 7
1000 | 5 1 S ISD SRl 4T 38 7.7 +17 - +80.9 |
e : R e v ; ~ Hashish ST 10 2,2 9 1.8 <1 =10.0 S
R 1 b SO T e e St R . BCP 8 1.8 7 14 . -1 -12.5 . B
o TTr——i B A LT ’J§_+_—+—"P’f.% AR & co Methadons . v i +1 +20.0 .7 BRI
o T e e e ). Tuinal  © » 6 1.3 6 1.2 0 0.0
| o B SR oo oy FEASRR L S e i Barbiturates ' 5 1.1 15 3.0 410 +200.0
1975 . 1976 : _1977 1978 . 1979 ‘agso ., 1981 "Phenobarbitol ‘ 4 0.9 3 0.6 =1 =25.0
TSRS o e DR TN e T s L Totol O #1000 0.0

o

+44  +9.8

All Asszgnmen+s i, —— — S a

Drug Offenses VAR e Y R S0 B 0 B B I O W o : : e
A AR AR AR A "’Cﬁ" ; . ‘ .
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 INVESTIGATTONS WITH DISPOSITIONS BY COURT

/()}j:?“ PR

Court®

Comty

 Youth Part, County

District

Yéuth Part,

Total

2 Table #VIII//

/

CO‘[JI:t"V '

L

INVESTIGATTONS WITH DISPOSTTIONS BY COURT

|
|

1980

" 1981

~Inc/Dec

R

t

District:
/

§i

1

. County & Y.P.County

~ District & Y.P.District

Total .

[

e

Yo.
1,067
261 .

2,361

868

%

54

5.8
51.8
_19.0

No,

1981 over 1980

1,476

385"

2,632

143

4,557 )

0

e
1,469 %
. 3,346

No.

4,815

100.0

‘;‘;_;‘_ 30¢ 5
- _69.5

lgo.

28,2

. DIVESTIGATION ASSIGNMENTS BY COURT

1981

Tl
f =125
e

4409 -
sl22

Inc/Dec
1981 over 1980
C o Ne. ¢

438.3
- +46.T
i, +ll.5
o +14.9

%

1,929

36.1

- 100.0

3,417

5,346

G0y
oy

63.9.

1100.0

+460

471

#531

+3i;5

+2.1

+11.0

&

T

: ; ; ~ : . e s A
’ : » : : Frequency and\ggycent ze

Distribution

o~

1980

1961

Courti.

- County
Youth Part County
District
Youth Part District
Total

County
Court

- 23.4%
(1,067)

Y.P.,District
"~ Court

19.1%
(868)

 No.

1,067 23
261 . 5,
2,361 51
. 868
4,557 1

District.
t Court
i

No.

1,476 |
383
2,632

Zfli b )
S5

Uslep
(2,561)

;\v'Y.P.Distéicf

Court:

14.2%
(743) /

 District

Couxt

50, 3%
(2,632)
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. Table # X P _
3 _ ‘ | T , : ADULT DI‘VISION
 declined by 125, or 14.4%, from 868 to 743 in 198l. :
= o ’ - ; : ’ : AGE OF ‘OFFENDERS INVESTIGATED DURING
”:,, i THE YEARS 1975-1981 :
3 ’, [
Age of Offend%ers v : “ i | 1975 - 122 g ;27_7_ 1213 1979 1980 a’1’981__ ‘
The average age (med:.an) of offenders was 23 9 years in 1981, : % in 16-20 age . SR , o ; R % ,
e . _ S - ' - - 26. 29, ‘ .19 ' 3 ' ‘o 4
rising from 23.3 in 1980 and 23. 1 in 1979. The proportlon of S o : group 2 o 29.8% 30.1% 36.5% 42.6% 413% 38.2%
' A 16-2 o L o : | o
g offenders in the 16~ 20 age group dropped for the second year m a [ % in: g.rzu;ge 65.6%  69.0% 69.2% 72.5% 74 8%” 74.8% ‘ 73 SV" g
S ! ° . . ‘ hd : L e * O/ «J/0 :
~ row, from 41.3% in 1980 to 38.2% in 1981. The proportion of off-' } I % in 30 and over L . B o :
o f enders in the 16-29 age group also decl:.ned from 74.8% in 1980 to BT age group 34 L 31.0% 50.8% 27.5% 252% 25'_2% 26°2%'
s ‘ _ L : 100% - :
i 73.8% in 1981. On the other hand, those 30 years and over increased : ' ‘ ‘
Lo from 25.2% to 26.2% in 1981. (See Tables X & XI)
Sex Of Offenders .
fE o | The proportion of female cases in the lnvestz.gatlon program o
{( decl:med moderately in 1981, from 13.1% in 1979 to 12.5%. ‘The‘ Lo . )J
L2 dlstrlbutlou of the :anestlgat;\.on caseload :Ln 1981 was 4, 582, or '
o . —+—t—t
: | 8‘7‘.5%,kmales and 652, or(l2.5%., females. Th:x.s compares w:.th a ‘*\ v : !
% » distribution of 86. 9% males and 13.1% females in 1980. The numberf I vy Feul Wi B —_— : | . IR
':; 25% 1 1 ¥ L — —_— ] — — - } %
R - of males increased by 15 7% whlle the increase of females was 9.2%. ~ -
% (See Table XII) | |
© )‘
bl Altnough females cont:.nued tt_ have a hlgher probablllty of
g » 'belng placed on probatlon than their male counterparts, the 1975 1§76 1977 1978 1979 1980 1961 5 |
comnu tment rato for females jumped dramatlcally in 1981 - from ) : | ‘ B !
‘ 10.9% in 1980 to 20.6%. 16-20 age group Ad—d—d—ttdt—itard—t 2
Femal’es as a group, also continued ‘o be somev}hat older than s 16-29 age group -
e . 30 and over age GLOUDP =~ — = = = = = =« =
. i male offenders; in 1981 the median age for females was 24.7, for L b : :
male’s, 23.9 years. In 1980, it was 23 years for males and 25 years ﬁ |
& “for females. o |
o k, T80T e E E - =81- !
R ‘.1‘; , e - ;,\\:‘:\_\: :E—'
/A/ ,z):;A - T '\ ‘ - ‘ = - Y] - - Z?“’ 3 n ‘:}\ . ‘.t - ,._......_,.._. o o
Y « ) R // N )"j :
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Table #XII L ‘ADULT DIVISION

B B R Ty AU s : ‘ L O Ty ) B . ; o SEX OF OFFENDERS INVESTIGATED DURING THE YEARS 1980-1981
Cdy 2 /// I AR ADULT DIVISION SIS IR . Y A e S b R : : 5 -
1: . ‘ ! /, . N . ‘ B , - ol | " . ) ' .

AR VR e .~ Inc/Dec
i o 1980 1981 " 1981 over 1980
| 13 P Sex : . v No. - % . Lo . NOs m »

AGE OF OFFENDERS INVESTIGATED DURING THE YEARS 1975-1981

Agecategorx \1975 1976 o 1977 ’ 1978 19?9 . 198'0 ‘ 1981 ’ . Male i : ' ‘\“ .::,‘)%!:):9»6‘0 » 86&9 | . 4"582 L 8705 » +622 » . +l\507
Mediah~age'-"' o EURE O o s | (. | B ) ~ Female  _ 597 _13.1 . €52 12.5 v + 55 . 9.2
ye » 25.4 .6 . 24.3  23.1. 23.3  23.9. ! [ R , A : | R T

~ Years co 23 4 »24_6» 24}5 St 3~ B P i O S BRI ~ Total 4,557 . 100.0 5,234 100.0 . +677 _,  +14.9

!

% in 16-20 LT e e

)

$ in 16-29 - ’ | - e R _
age group 65.6%  69.0%  69.2% = 72.5% 74.8% 74.8% 73.8%

R T

‘Table # XIII

$ in 30 and DR o N PR I N R ~ INVESTIGATION ASSIGNMENTS BY SEX DURING THE YEARS 1980-1981
over age o - e S o : ; ' ; A e : o S ' —
group . 34.4%  31.0%  30.8%  27.5% 1 25.2% 25.2%  26.2% | . . Inc/Dec
25 ARt BCA R B o 1980 - 1981 | 1981 over 1980
— “No. 3 ~ No._ $

ap

Sex NoO.

&

o | Male 4,217 47.

6 4,678 87.5  +461 . +10.9
Female = _ 508 _12.4 _ 668 _12.5 +70  #l1.7

e . - Total 4,815 100.0 - 5,346 1100.0 +531  +11.0

A PR SRR PR | [T S RESIDENCY OF OFFENDERS INVESTIGATED WITH DISPOSITIONS
wn L AT \ , | DURING THE YEARS 1975-1981 T

A ; o L ' , , ; (O S S .+ 1975 1980 T LY e
g : _ o ‘ ' B R R R - Residency : No. % No. 3 No. 3

W . T ; . SR T R SRR RN S ~ Nassau County 1,946 67.0 3,238 71.1 3,730 71.3

B e G e W R S | | . Non-resident . * _ 960 _33.0 1,319 . _28.9 1,504  28.7

ERR

Total © 2,906 100.0 4,557 100.0 5,234 100.0

0 ‘ o ‘ B =
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] | oy A Vs Table #XV ~©  apuLT DIViSIONJ'
‘ ReSLdence Of Offenders A , v337i )
g ) TYPES oF SENTENCES FOR OFFENDERS INVESTIGATED
The proportlon of ‘the lnvestlgatlon caseload that are non— , DURING THE YEARS 1975, 1980, 1981
, 7 » ,
resxdents of Nassau County remalned essenflally unchanged in 1981. - ; : * ' L i o : o L
_ - : : [1975 ’ : 1980 1981 R
~"‘The dlstributlon was ‘3, 730, or 71.3%, County re51dents and 1,504, ' Type . o No. % - "No. 3 No. . -~ % §
3 . § . i " : .
o : or 28.7%, non-reSxdents., The chances of being a non—res1dent were = Pt ] Probation. 1,651 56.8 2,804 . 61.5 3,099 59.2
] found to vary both by court of Jurrsdlctlon and sex. County Court‘ o Comﬁitment | 833 28.7 1,199 26.3 1,609 30.7
cases had the highest proportior ‘of non—re31dents{(34.8%) followed Other 422 _14.5 554 12.2 526 10.1
'by District Court with 29f4%,f Females represented a higher pro- , : ' ~iﬁ;x‘.l Total “ 2,906 100.0 4,557 ° 100.0 5,234  100.0 |
portion of non-residents a* 35 4% versus 27.8% for male offenders. . : ; ’
_‘/ C n : ’
These variations were essentlally unchanged from those in 1980. | .
(See Table xv:z) PRI o Qw; ,
| oo | . . = Table #XVI SR ,
Ty svof'SentencA’ - : ' : e v S : " ya
JES : ' ‘ R SRR : : TYPES OF CRIMES FOR OFFENDERS INVESTIGATED =
. For the second stralght year thé probatlon rate (proportlon i ; ‘ = DURING THE YEARS 1975' 1980, 1981 by
i : ‘ , . , {
| of casek sentenced ° probatlon) decllned while the commitment . N ; : . : 1975 1980 : 1981
f rate increased. In the: overall 1nvest1gatlon caseload, the pro- R R ) Type ‘ } No.., 5 No. 3 No. 3
Y . batlon rate dropped from 61 5% in 1980 to 59.2% in 1981 while the . = . . . S - Crimes-against-person 292 10.0 452 9.9 509 9.7
T , ¢ : e ‘ Crimes-against= property 1,440 49.6 2,934  64.4 3,242 61.9 :
commitment rate rose from 26.3% £0.30.7%. While there was a de- ‘ ; o . n Drug Offenses , 451  15.5 418 9.2 517 9.9 o
‘ . : N .Other S 723 _24.9 753 .16.5 966 18.5 =
- cline in the probatlon rate; the use of shock. probatlon or the S . L S .
: s Total : » 2,906 100.0 . 4,557 100.0 5,234 100.0
split sentence, W1th a perlod of jall tlme preceedlng probatlon , ‘ ‘
"'i 7 superv1slon, remalned at the level of the prev10us year. In 1981, B
p
one-flfth of the cases sentenced to probatlon recelved a spllt ;y
f
sentence -- 642 of 3, 099\probatlon cases or 20 7%. The use of , 5
shock probatlon continued to vary by court and sex. It was highest
: . in County Court w1th 35. S%. It was also higher for males than , R 7
‘é ' females -- 21.5% versus 16.2%.
‘fi ' There was also evidende in 1981 that the increased use of 8 o o ' \ S g . . R e
i R - v o : - TN ' C ) ' ; - . ‘ 0
S incarceration in general had an even greater impact on the female o L “*J , . _ ‘ : :
N i
; -84- E -85~
‘%n’ “,‘
e : r e e e e TS N e e e e e e e e
3 ~ X » 0
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Table # XVIII

ADULT DIVISION

INVESTIGATIONS WITH DISPOSITIONS BY COUHT AND TYPE OF SENTENGE

COURTS -

Probation
. Committed
Other
Total

COUNTY_COURT

Probation
. Committed
»Other
-Total

Y i Ea

R

r J . ' , - E . : e ; N

ok

%/’K';/J )

_ Table #XVIL . ADUILT DIVISION
PERCENTAGE OF OFFENDERS INVESTIGATED BY -
'RESIDENCY FOR THE YEARS 1975-1981
Residency 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 198l
Nassau Qounty 67.0 a}‘58.4  67.0  68.8  76.0  T1.1 T1.3
: : | o ; T ; :
Non-regident _33.0 &— 31.6 33.0 31.2 © _24.0° 28.9 28,
{ 11000 | 100,0 100.0 . 100.0 100.0  100.0 = 100.Q
) /\ N '
i
Va3
] r—— g - - - [~ : ”"b ‘ I e— i cw—— -
2 N i, )
. C)
It ! f 1 .
1976 © 1977 1978 ; 1979 1989' 1981
~Nasééu.County Resident
| Non-resident = == = = = = = = = = = = = = =
X j86ﬁ
4

- YOUTH PART,COUNTY

" Probation
+ Committed
Other -

Total

DISTRICT COURT

- Probation
Committed
Othexr

Total

- Probation

Committed

.Qther
Total

[¢]

! Inc/Dec - ,
3,099 59.2 4295  +10.5
1,609 30.7 +410 |, +34.2
526 _10.1 -28 5.0
5,234 100.0 Y677 ¥14.9
549 - 37.2 +85 +18.3
872 59.1 4288 +49.3
55 . _3.1 +36  +189.5
1,476 100.0 +409 +28.3
307 80.1 +99  +147.6 -
73 19.1 24 +48.9
3 0.8 1 -25.0
%5 100.0 .22 +42.7
1,663  63.2 +194 ¢ 413.2
634, 24.1 196 417.8
12.7 -19 5.4
2,652 . 100.0 Y71 FIL5
580, 78,1 83 -12.5
30. 4.0 +2. +7.1
133 17. —44  =24.9
745 100.0 125 C17.4
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Table # XX e
o Amm DIVISION

. Table #XIX

ADULT DIVISION
i RN " PERCENTAGE OF OFFENDERS INVESTIGATED BY .
! S TYPE OF SENTENCE DURING THE YEARS 1975-1981

TYPES OF SENTENCES FOR OFFEN'DERS INVESTIGATE"}
' DURING THE YEARS 1980 1981

s T , S + . Inc/Dec” -
: : S ; 1980 ; 1981 1981 over 1980
Type -~ - R No. = ~_-%. - No. % - No. o = _%

- ‘Probation e ’ 2,804 - 61.5 . 3,099  59.2. . +295 . .+10.5
Committed 1,199 26.3 1,609  30.7  +410 = +34.2
Discharges and Fines . 546  12.0 BT 9.9 o =29 =53

i Dismissals & Acquittals 8: 0.2 9 0.2 +1 - +12.5

Total . 4,557 100.0 ~  5,234' 100.0 +675  #14.8

1975 1976 1977 19718 D39 1980 1981

- Probation 56.8 56.5 54.3 58.7 61.7 61.5
Commitment ¢ 28.7 . 29.3 331  29.4 . 23.3 26,3 -
12.2
00.0

Other- 4.5 142 _12.6  _11.9 . _15.0 .
:  Total * 100.0  100.0 100.0  100.0  100.0 . I0C

1008 — e e ‘ [EREE N TN E T

;
e
{
]
X

Epas e

Probation -

61.5%
(2,804)

A}

. Probation

5% |

omp [— — ——— T\ -~ R = I Discharges & Discharges &
? \\ — ~ Fines Fines ,
I\ : = : . : 120/3 . ) i
i -\ . L (546) / Committed Committed
L t ) 1 ( ) - ¥ i ) g ,
T T T : : : 1 4» 1 i . : : 26.5% 30.7°A
— — SR R (1,299) (1,609) e
1975 . 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1gel : | J
o R ' o o ' - Dismissals ‘ . Dismissals
A " and Acquittals _ and Acquittals ;
Proba.tion , 0.2% 0.2% : L
Other////’/////’//’ 7 . “ |
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segment of the caseload.‘ For example,‘while'the femaledprobation
rate deollned from - 76 2% in 1980 to 68 2% ‘in 1981, the female

commltment rate almost doubled, from 10 9% to 20 6%.

The general pattern. ev1dent in past ‘years whereby the proba-

“tion rate is lower‘and the commitment rate higher 1n_County-Courtki

‘than in Districtftourtvremained[unchanged ih 1981..

Class Of Offender

Analysis of the investigation caseload by class of offender
repeals increases ln all three categories =—-- felonles, misde~
meanors and v1olatlons.k However, the’ proportlon of felony
offenders rose from 27.1%‘to.29.4%, while proportion of misde— "
meanors declined‘for the second year, from 72.7% in 1979 to 70;4%

" in 1981. The'number'of'offenders convicted of'violations repre-
sents less than‘one-half)of one percent of the overall lnvestiga-

tion'caseﬁoad.v‘

Major Categories of Crime

Although the overall lnvestlgatlon caseload lncreased almost

R

« 15% in 1981, no major changes were apparent ln an analy51s of the
‘major categorles of_crlme for’wh;ch conv1ctlons werevobtalned‘
(crimes-against-person,-property, drug*offenses, other) . The'f

| proportion'of property-type‘Crimes declinedymoderately, from 64.4%
in 1980 to 61.9% in 198l. Larceny is the single most frequent
propertylcrime, accounting for‘4l;l% of this category (down from
46. 9% ln 1980) and 25. 59 of the overall lnvestlgatlon caseload s

(down from,30,26 in 1980). Burglary is the secoénd most frequent

Q-

LWs) . . e L o e . i L
W B E . + . .

ke

[T

pu——

N : : ) . . ) R .
1 . B i’
it : .- ’ f} ’ . : - : - .‘“
: R

',property crlme and 1n 1981 1ncreased 1ts share of both property—-:

type crlmes and the overall 1nvest1gatlon caﬁeload.
The proportlon oL crlmes-agalnst-personSgremained,eSSentially

unchanged.‘vAssault 1" the singlevmos*‘frequent”person—typeicrime,

'accountlng for 65 6% of thls category (down firom 68 6% in 1980)

4
B

and 6 4% of the overall 1nvest1gatlon caseloai. The pvoportlon of
drug offenses reflected a moderate increase, :i51ng‘from 9.2% in

~1980 to 9. 9% in 1981 “ Posse551on of a controLled substance.iskthe

]
SLngle most freguent ¢rime in thls category, 1ccount1ng for 50. 5%

B ‘} /

of the drug offenses and 4.9% of the overall lnvestlgatlon caseload.

'Other types of offenses, as a group, rose from 16.5% in 1980 to

18.5% in 1981. Dr1v1ng whlle 1ntox1cated (DWJ) is the 51ngle most

L
frequent offense in thus category accountlng for 58. 8%, and 10.8%

of the overall 1nvest1gatlon caseload, up from 8 5% in 1980.

(See Table XXI) ' y{‘ o : et ',k
- i A . ol
\

In 1981 the ten most frequent crlmlnal offenses accounted for
more than four-flfths (81. 9%) of the 5, 234 1nvest1gatlon cases. -
They are setforth below in rank order along w1@h a comparable dis=-

trlbutlon for 1980., Burglary and DWI experlenced the greatest

1ncreases.over the two- year perlod,,45%,and,46§ respectively.

- ~91-




* Table # XXI.

”

5 / Ten Ranking CriminaltOffenses,‘1980d198lw
1980 -

- tion caseload during a glven year.

% Of 1981 . @
Ll , ~ Total , : Total
Rank Offense - -~ - N .~ N ‘Rank Offense- L N - N =
1 Larceny 1378 -30.2. 1 Larceny - 1334 25.5
- 2 Burglary 408 - 8.9 2 Burglary - 593 11.3
3 DWI ) 389 8.5 '3 DWI- - . 568.10.8
4 Assault ' 310 6.8 4 Assault Sl 334 6.4
5 Poss stolen ppty @ 276 6.1 5 - ‘Poss stolen ppty 281 5.4
6 Poss of con subst 225 4.9 6 Robbery 275 5.2
7 Crim mischief ~ 208 4.6 7 - Poss con §ubst 261 - 4.9
'8 Robbery 201 4.4 8 Sale con subst 230 4.4
9 Sale of con.subst 178 3.9 9  Crim mischief 228 4.4
10 3.8 10 3.5

Crim trespassing 172 Crim trespassing 181
Rec1d1v15m
Rec1d1v1sm, in the context used in thls report, glves some
indication of the degree of prev1ous cxlﬂlnallty in the 1nvest1ga-
This lncludes ‘but is’ not |

limited to those cases which were previously known to~probation.

, During'1981,'the overall recidi9i5m~fete (3 of cases investiéated

and dlsposed of during the year with a record of prlor ‘conviction
as an adult or juvenlle) decllned only sllghtly, from 71.9% in
1980 to 71.7% in 1981. |

| ‘In geheral, the'recidivism~level of the investigation case-
ioad has reﬁained essentially unchangedxover‘the last three years.
However, prior to this period end during ﬁost of the 1970's, it
Qas'at a higher level. Accordihg to recent research findings, the’
fpresence~or abseno-‘of a prior criminal record has a significant
;lmpact ‘on both probatlon supervision outcome and post-probatlon

outcome after dlscharge. (See Tables XXV & XXVI)

~92-
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Table # XXII L
‘ ' . ADULT DIVISION

CLASSIFICATION OF OFFENDERS INVESTIGATED ‘
DURING THE YEARS 1980-1981 L ‘ ‘7?

- ] /
> s v ./ Inc/Dec
. . : . 1980 . o198 1981 over 1980
Type - - 2 No. r _%  No. % . 'No.._ %
Felonies ' 3 1,236  27.1 1,541 29.4 . 4305 +24.7
Misdemeanors . . 3,315 T2.T 3,684 . T0.4. ° +369 +11.1
Violations : _ € 0.2 9 0.2 + 3 $50.0
Total 4,557 100.0 5,234 100.0 4677 +14.9
1980 - - , < 1961
Felonies Felonies
C27.1% 29.4%
(1,236 - (1,541)
| Misdemeanors ‘"Miedemeanors
- (3,315) (3,684)
Violations - \Violations'
- 0.2% 0.2%
6y (9)

-93-
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:Table #X

'ADULT'DIVISION,‘VX‘ L T~
Bk ' o PERCENTAGES OF TYPES OF -CRIMES FOR OFFENDERS INVESTIGATED

DURING THE YEARS 1975 1981

Sl 'TYPES OF CRIMES FOR OFFENDERS INVESTIGATED

g DURING THE YEAR 1080-1981 R S f | e S T T
% Tao/Des - * T E e e w915 1976 L 1978 1979 1980 1981

e R SR 1980 1981 1981 over 1980 | | | 7 against= . 10,0 10,9 10.4  11.0 10.6 9.9 9.7 i
b Iye ~ e ,_;%_- No. _ %  Ne. __% | | R e e " SR R

9.9. " 509 9.7 +57 #12.6° - 4 N R ~ Crimes-

i Crzmes—agé;nét—person 452

Crzmes-aga;nst-proPerty 2,934 64 3,242 61.9  +308 +10.5 / , EENTTR U . - against- } 49.6 -52.4 - 59.3  63.4 . 64,7  64.4 - 6L.9 . .
Drug Offenses = . = 418 12'5‘ ; 'géz lg.% o 5‘ ¢ ' 7 : B " property 4 Co 4 : BE
th ' L . . . :vt; '1;, ‘Vl'. = B N :) . 2 A g . : . ) . : . R ' N
bt Total SN | ZZ%%% 100.0 5,234 100.0 o+l o S o0 Drug-Qffenses =, 15:0.  13:0 249 7.7 6.8 9.2 . 99
: = ~ . R R e ; ‘ Total ~ 100.0  100.0  100.0 °100.¢ . 100.0 100.0  100.0
4 3 - o R SR | # \ DR ' o 1OQ% k ‘ ‘ -

[$

[

Crimes-againsf-
property

61.5%
(3,242)

/Criﬁés-against—.
property

64..4%
(2, 934)

S0 | =]

25%

- Person

Crlmes“against;

1975, 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981

. . o : S : . , s
IR S : : i - ) . . . . . ) ) s I3 ‘.,K. = .. .
s ' e N ‘ ' T ' , S Crime-againsti, '2rson— — .
B v RN ‘ R P o e el B - : s Crlme-agalnst-pronerty ------------

 Drug Offenses Lf Ll f L[ [/ / / / VA A /

pa , S : , /
. ‘ -95-~
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i ATULT DIVISION

i
Ay

 PERCENTAGE OF INVESTIGATIONS DURING e ‘
THE YEARS 1975-1981 WITH A PRIOR CONVICTION RECORD -

I

t1981

(1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
Total Cases

2,906 3,371
Percent

| | Recidiviat  TT.%% T6.%

5,408 3,257 4,558 4,557 5,234
T8.4%  T5.%% 70.86  TL.9%

»

T1.7%
. oo s :
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" Table # XXVI _
, - ADULT DIVISION
RECIDIVISM IN INVESTIGATION CASELOA]) |
PERCENTAGE 'OF INVESTIGATIONS WITH DISPOSITIONS DURING THE YEARS
' _ 1976-—1981 WITH A PRIOR CONVICTION RECORD
\ |
i Type 1976 1971 \12]__ 1979 - 1980 1981 !
‘ XN | N N X ' X N
A1l Cases 6.9 (35T1)  Te.46 (3408)  T5.% (35T)  7T0.8% (4358)  T1.9% (4557)  T1.T% (5234) |
Regular Units  77.1% (2437)  76.0% (2545)  75.6% (2761)  69.%% (3990)  71.2% (4198)  T1.2% (4788)
; Drug & Alcohol  76.2% (934)  79.4% (863)  T4.6% (496} ' T7.4% (496)  €0.2% (359)  T7.6% (346) "
. i
0 t X
T’ Court . ' I
; N N N N N N
County 8.6 (1512)  79.5% (1131)  77.6% (956)  77.7% (1010)  77.0% (1067)  76.3 (1476)
Y.P.Comnty . 58.2%6 (215)  55.T% (244)  63.4% (235)  ST.96 (308)  54.0% (261)  48.8% (383)
District 84.7% (1460) 84.7% (1744) 82;.0% (1601).  B1.T% (2174) 80.6% (2361)  80.9% (2632%;«% :
§ Y.P.District 50.9% (324) 59.2% (289) = 48.0% (465) 40.2% (866) ’ 46.9% (868) 41.9% (743)/¢z ,
| N N \‘ )  - ) o - ‘ - ﬁ‘ L . ‘j\‘& o ‘
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SUPERVISION ¢ ,f id“~%' ;f e B R R :

Superv1sion of criminal offenders id the community continues
to be the mainstay of Probation, and inuNassau County, the largest
Single program operated by~the Probation Department. Probation is
one of various alternatives for sentenc1ng a conv1cted offender
which lS available to the oriminal courts -in accordance with the
Penal Law and the Crimlnal Procedure Law.
the offender the- opportunity for law abiding adjustment in the
community. The person sentenced to Probation must work or attend
school, refrain from unlamful\behavior; partic1pate in treatment
programs as ordered by the courts, and report regularly to the'
probatlon officer.

| 'A major goal of probation superVLSion is to influence the
probationer's behavior in a positive way and to such a degree that
he,Will become a law abiding,‘contributing member of soc1ety.

Many probationers at the time of sentenCe are deficient in ednca—
tion, job skills and knowledge of available community resources.
The probation officer assists the probationer in recognizing his,
or her needs and problems and, through the profe551onal counseling

P

relationship, to resolve them. It is essentially a one—~to-one
counseling relationship in which the probation officer attempts -
to exert positive influence onrthe‘probationer's activities; the
participation of another agency or individual may'be called upon
as needed.

The probation supérvision process is a difficult one at best,
but has become even more difficult in recent years because of the
nigh levels of recidivists entering the caseload each year; The

presence of a previous criminal record has:-a Significant relation-

-98~

It is a means of offering“

v

™

i

<
e

P
vy

Co ] WA .y » . . -
record is at a higher risk for failuren R B

_ 1982,

-~ L3
average number of contacts per probationer,

SO e e . fame T

)

.

r{ Y
i

ship to a,probationerfs ability to adjust during as well»as

after probation supervision.,kThe probationer with a previous
B 7 ' i |

In addltion to high levels of recidivists w1th1n the case-
*J
load, the probation process has been made more difficult by rising

@ i

V4
caseloads and additionalrdemands placed on staff, “particularly

{§
-~ the need to as51gn-overflow pre—sentence investigation reports to

supervision officers.RwIn order to offset some of these problems
various special programs were initiated in recent years -- Inten-
sine Supervision Units, Warrant Unit and therCompact~Unit service
case function -- which have enabled the superv151on programs to-
remain viable during difficult times.' Also, long-term staff with
extensive experience and limited turnover kept the program on",
course duringma stressful growth period.

Tbe year 1981 saw an overall increase of 9.7% in ‘the ‘total

. . ) . . 74 ) .
supervision caseload, an increase of 10.6% in the average proba-

tion officer's“Superyision caseload in the regular units, an in-

i/

~crease of 12.2% in the drug and alcohol units, and a‘slight in-

14

crease in the intensive supervision program. While the above in-

creases may appear moderate, it is when they are combined with the
cumulative effects of prev1ous increases that their full impact
becomes apparent. For example, over a. two-year period, the aver-
age probation officer's caseload'inuthe.drug and alcohiol program

« i

rose from 61.9 cases on January 1, 1980, to 78 cases on January 1,

an increase of 26.1%. Despite this increase, however, the
as well as the success

rate for discharged probationers and the violation rate remained

generally unchanged and stable in .the drug‘and alcohol program in
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l981. And,’while the~regular'supervision program experienced
declines on these same indicators, they were for the“most,part

: moderate in size.

\

“ The total number of probatloners under post-adjudlcatory
supe1v151on,le1ther,1n the regular, drug and alcohol, or compact
unit’ programs, or the lnten51ve supervision program for some
period of time durlng 1981, lncreased by 9. 7%, mov1ng from 7,502
in 1280 to 8,231 in 1981, an lncrease-of 729 actlve supervision .

9cases. Although the. rate of increase slowed to below that of

the past two years, 16.1% in 1979 and 13% in 1980, it was the
seventh stralght year forfrncreases and represents~a new high
for total cases in the post-adjudicatory supervisionnprogram.

(See Table XXVIII)

=

The regular supervision programfs:share,remained_general&y

unchanged, from 3,360 ip 1980 to 3, 366 in 1981. The drug and

alcohol program lncreased its share, rrom 2,792 ln 1980 to 3 , 032

in 1981, a- galn of 240 cases, or 8. 6%.

The intensive supervmslon

i

=
‘ program, completlng its thlrd year: of operatlon, 1ncreased its o
total caseload from 612 in 1980 to 709 in 1981, a galn of 97
cases, or 15. 8%. (See Table XXIX) G
" The number of adult criminal offenders sentenced to probation
by the Nassau County courts jumped from 2,804 in 1980 to 3,099 in
1981, ‘an lncrease of 295, or 10.5%. This rate‘ofelncreasegwas 3
above that for 1980 (4.3%) but below that for 1979 ;_4§.s%). S,
«” ' ” ‘ ‘
~100- :
)
8 N :

Table #XXVII . ‘ ) .
- ADULT DIVISION E
PBOBATIONER TURNOVER RATE‘ DURING THE YEARS 19751961 %
;27: 96 S s e i
Total Cases : , e :
Pogt-adj. . ] L : L i
under Superv. 4,746 5,208 . 5,475 3,718 6,638 7,502 8,231 !
i . o i M . ) v 7‘ }
Cases Entering/ . : o 1
Departing Caseload 3,759 4,191 4,293 4,394 5,350 5,854 6,515
Turnover Rate T9% 8096 7@% .76% 81% 78% 1% ‘
100%
TS ‘
~\\\ [
- 50%
25%
1975 - 1976 L1977 ] 1978 1979 1980 1981
~Probaticrer Turnover Rate MrA
= % -iOl-




. © Table #XXVIII

\. %: S 1[‘ ;‘ Iy ADULT DIVISION

AR TOTAL ACTIVE (POST—ADJUDICATOH!) suzsnv:sxon CASELOAD DURTIVG
L IR = _ : THE YEARS ARS 1975-1981 S,

o B L8 w1 _212 .2__ f f1'51
| Total'Post Adjud. 4,746 5,208 5,475 5,718 6,638 ~ 7,502 = 8,231
Cases under Superv. B ) B S : i

" Inc/Dec over +287  +462 4267 +243  +920 "+86437’  +729
i = Previous Year ‘ B ‘ . S el ,
; % Inc/Dec over C 6% 49.TH 45.1%  +4.4% - +16.1% +13.0%  +9.T% <
g T ~ Previous Year . S S T : ‘ o S :
CASES
8000

6000

4000 | | T T B

_‘QOQO;‘f

P

1975 1976 c 1977 lgte 1979 1980 . 198l

‘Ji?i o : PR Post-Adjudicatory Cases Under Supervision. .. f ‘ — onf

’. i B
R R B e ziact
D

Co=lo2- s e e

TR PN B e

L0
L

-

‘Table XXIX ER |
. ADULT DIVISION |

TOTAL EEGULAR SUPERVISION CASELOAD, DRUG AND ATCOHOL SUPERVISION
CASELOAD AND. INTENSIVE SUPERYISION PROGﬁAM CASELOAD ‘FOR THE YEARS

. 1975-128

Dpe - 75 we b 1918 Ty lo8o

| Regular ' 3,085 ,;.3 483, 3, 676 3,918 3,666 3,360
Drug & Alechol 1,665 1,756 1,816 2,222 2,756 2,792
Intensive ‘; . B S ; - J
‘Supervision . . ¢ SR BEEERREES : :

- Program . - Qo R - 411 . 612

N
Cages

1981

n‘3,366
3,032

i)

709

5000

(J}

4000

3000

 ?00§1‘ T e L ; L ,/Pé/d

1000

T
1

4

975 1916 17T B8 1%9 ~ 980

" Regular Caseload- -
Drug & Alcohol Caseload / / / AAYA
‘Intens;ve Superv151on.Program Caseload = - - = =
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‘Table XXX PR s L
- | B O ADULT DIVISION S ‘~‘V.§f |
o “ms OF PROBATIONERS ENTERING THE sumnv:sxou

| PROGRAM DURING TEE YEARS 1280 AND 1281

et

o L 1980 1981 1981 over 1980
 Ages © Mo, _%_ ~ No. _%  Wo. _%

926 27.0 w1 w6

16-18 years - 885  28.3 . +1
',%g-gl §ZZ§: o 646 20,7 ¢ . 708 0 20.7 0 62 +9.6
22-24 years = L0397 12,7

Total 3,126  100.0 3,426 100.0 | 4300 +9 6

’MeaiaA’Age C . 22‘2vy333$ﬂ'“ ‘ >‘22.5 years -

1980 . ST o o 1ger

e 16=18 years
27.@6 .
(926)

/1618 yea‘ré
E R A
- (s85)

19?2layears‘ 
(708) -

22-24 years

25+ years
- 039.2%
(1 543)

25; yearS 
38.3%
’. 'Kl (1,1[‘98) .

. ﬂ';ji ' ; : 5§104,

///(

Table #XXXI

. 449 13.1 +52 #1310
25+ years 1,198 8.3 1,343 3.2 #1435 #l2.l

RN

L ADULT DIVISION
 AVERAGE MONTHLY SU’PERVISION PROGRAM CASELOAD

| ~ DISTRIBUTED. BY THE AVERAGE NUMBER AND EERCENTAGE .

OF CASES BY TYPE OF CONVICTION, FELONY OR .

MISDEMEANOR, FOR THE YEARS 1280 AND 1961

1980 1981

Type - . '-'; No. % No._

" Felony Cases 1,52 3.0 1,775 . 35.1
Misdemeanor Cases 3,015 66.0ﬁ 3,282 64.2
' :‘mofai ,f“»i e 4,567  100.0 ':'5,057 °1100.0

1980 . , 1981

1
£

iy

Inc/Dec-

- -~ q B
P SR S o4 b i i G ot bt A i o e et i s S e i 4 e e e e e “ bk i

1981 over 1980

o) -
+22§‘
+267

+490

“
.

Misdemeanor Cases L , Misdemeanor Cases

e6.0%6 i o L 64.9%
(3,015) Y v (3,282)
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foa T e W AT S . | | 4 . 4Table XXXIII s gt
_T&blé #XXXII g S o IR IR 5 “‘ (. llf“‘fh‘ ' e [ e : .MMHE DIVISION | R e

B EPE IR ATt S e A i mmmwmnmcnmmmﬁzymMRmanm.ww',;f;i L e
R B o g DMSION 5 = T T : MEAN NUMBER OF ACTIVE CASES FER PROBA‘I‘ION OFFICER ' T :

0 IR . Mmmmmmmxmmmmmnmmmm%mmmnmmmmm . LSRR 1 ' - ' . SRS e

B BY THE AVERAGE NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PROBATIONERS , : R . © Unit _215 31 1977 31 _212,* 1o80 ,;legsl %

S DmmmmumrumﬂnmsrwmOFﬂmmmmnmmmm o R T e DR ‘ ‘,; o o h Cu
— - o b - : ‘Regular = 59 3 ‘ 65 9 »,;168 9 65.0‘ u”,57,5 ' TL.7

_FOR THE YEARSVI 80-AND 1981

oo P w1980 . . 1981 1981 over 19ao 2 L I  Intensive e g « o . A TR
Type B _No. _% No. %~ MNo. % - . L SR AR ' ’ ensive . - . oo : ! SR Fa g o e .

; R ST : B i, ; T e L et e PR o . Supervision e o Lo s ‘ ; . .

5 » Intensive 1,122  26.3 1,172 24.9 ¥50-  +45 . , Sl | . Program . . Sl e S0 216 289 29.2

k .. Active . 1,666 39.0 1,790 © 38.0 . +l24 - 47.4 | T I et - ‘ : : o BT

, Special e 924 .21.6 1 141 24,2 . 4217 +23.5 i JERDE o i e e T e e B G A L s

Other ‘ . 560 13.1 610 12.9 +50 +8.9 g S SRR N : ‘ Cases e L SRR : S 8 B O T : .

A S o PR - L , ; e o R 80 e IR IR - EAEILURIETLE FUSEE S , S

K IR Total 43272 ..100.0 © ' 4,703 "100.0  +44l ~’+1o.3‘ | o e s e e | SR Lok e o i

D

60 . <4’%;’,/f

1980 N A S o =

Sy e

Intensive

26.%%

Intensive‘
24.5%
(1,172)

s

“Active

 Active 4o -
3%

(1,190

f2,666)

. Other ‘ RN LN N R
; 12.9% /. ‘ ‘ ‘ i
. : (610) . Special o "ﬁv coon
T SN ST ST RORICENE 1 o b |

(1,141) YR U , o  1 : . k e . e L ' RS D
. | B ) B [ R Ui 1978 1979 1980 198l

o0 . S S IAE) TSR I

A

v it et o ey

N e s
Lo

e N | | . Drug & Aleohol Unitfff S/ LSt
Intensive Sdpervision Program Unit - - = ’
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Transfers of probatloners from other jurlsdlctlons ou+51de
'>vthe County 1nto the Adult D1v1szon rose in 1981 by some 4. 5%
'after,dropplngﬂbygls% the‘prev1ou5gyear.‘ Transfers into the
County#totaled'Bzﬁi'upvfrom 313 in*1980;n'The‘numher of transfers
to departments&outside’the County rose by 19.9%, from 834 in 1980
to 1, 000 ih‘198l, an increase of 166. i : L

Probatloner dlscharge activity contlnued to 1ncrease durlng:
1981, but at a lower rate than-the previous year. The totai
number of probatloners~d1scharged in 1981 rose to 2,089 as com-

- pared with 1,863 in 1980, for an increase of 226, or 12.1%.

The types of dlscharges recelved by probatloners and viola-
tron of probatlon act1v1ty, are lndlcators of success and fall-
ure rates for the, supervision program. Overall effectlveness of
:kthe major superv1510n programs remalned essentially unchanged in

..1981 as compared w1th 1980. Also, for the third straight year,
tthe success rate for the drug and alcohol units was higher than
" that of the regular superv1s1on unlts. | )

The success rate (% of probationers discharged as improved)
for the regular supervmslon program dropped sllghtly in 1981,
from 66.3% to 64 7%; in the drug and alcohol program,.the success
rate rema;ned essentiadly unchanged for the two‘years, 69.6% in

1980 and 69.7%.in 1981. (See Tables XXXIV, XXXV, XXXVI & XXXVII)

Vlolatlons of probatlon are . measured by two indicators --

W h

the number of violations flled du§1ng the year and the number dis- .

posed of. In recent veairs, both of these lndlcators have reflec~
vted sharp increases, both linked to a combination of factors in-

cluding larger caseloads, more high-risk offenders and in im-

-108-
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 Table #XXXIV ool
: ADULT DIVISION
ASSESSMENT OF SUPERVISION IN REHABILITATION EFFORTS -
REGULAR UNITS - ADULT DIVISION
| e : .. |
PROBATION 1975 1976 197 1978 1979 1980 1981
DISCHARGES No. % No. % No. % No. No. No. v No. %
Improved 487  66.2 581 67.2 592 66.2 662  65.6 515  60.3 595  66.3. 633  64.7 o
Unimproved 119 97 123 129 133 105 108
Committed 59 . 27.3 106  24.0 115 27.1 150 27.7 167 35.2 148  28.2 185  29.9
Absconded 23 5 4 . 0 1 4] 0 v
Deceased 14 13 8 13 12 6 5
I : , , » «
'é Other 34 6.5 63 8.8 52 6.7 55 6.7 ;.26 4.5 _43 5.5 48 5.4
M ; : ; N
' Potal 4 736 100.0 865 100.0 894 100.0 1009 100,0 854 100.0 897 ° 100.0 979 ~ 100.0
SUPERVISION 4
CASET.0ADS \
MeanbNo. of | Yo -
Cases per P.O. ' R
ACTIVE 59.3 65.9 68.9  65.0 57.5 64.8 72.7 R E
SERVICE 17.0 19.7 21.0 17.3 8.8 1.7 ?1 : , ' ?
\‘ . . SR ¢
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Téble #XXXV ‘ “ i ‘ . | N . | : ‘ . ; . ) .‘ . o o | E * . ‘ - "0,
o ~ ADULT DIVISION SRR B R I o o T R . ' - '

&

1.

i S
&y

: i . . . T
T N N i . =

ASSESSMENT OF SUPERVISION IN REEABILITATION EFFORTS - PERCENTAGE - . L e e e T e B =
OF REGULAR UNJT PROBATIONERS DISCHARCED BY TYPE OF DISCHARGE' L B I R S e T R e e T
4ﬁ____E_Eﬂi______ﬁliikﬁﬂL, SRR = P ;\f S N SR

©

4
e

oot 975 1215 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 - e e e T A D R T
., Improved €6.2  67.2  66.2  65.6  60.3  66.3 647 . T S S R

]
< B

- - “Unimproved B | - ERE Y v ; T B TRE TR R B .
Committed 27.3  24.0 27.1 - 27.T  .35.2 28.2 29.9 b . T s L B T R s
- Absconded ] ‘ e . : : o ~ 1 B e e T i B e T L I LT

Deceased/Other 65 _8.8 6] .61 _45 _55 _54 B e T S R 2

Total © 100.0  100.0  100.0. '100.0 ©100.0  100.0. 100.0 | g e BT e T . R BEE U T o
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Table #XXXVI ADULT DIVISION // ,, :

a : ) ' ASSESSMENT OF SUPERVISION IN REHABILITATION EFFORTS

T o | " DRUG AND ALCOHOL UNITS - ADULT DIVISION | * =

/- a R ‘ ¢ N P
1 : ) gy e : : -
R 3 PN E o ’

v

g PROBATION 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 ; : ; ; o
 "DISCHARGES No. _% No., % No. _% No., % No. % No., % No. % Col , 2

ce g o | Improved 305  65.4 267  63.6 232 56,7 223 | 54.8 425 66,1 506  69.6 555 ~ 69.7
‘ | o ‘Unimproved 75 47 @ . 58 85 80 78
Committed 43 26,4 50 25.9. 68 33.0 T4 . 32.9 95 28,1 61 221 98 22,1

Absconded 12 6 ‘ 2 , Y , o - 0 L v

Deceased (%

1

Other

s w - 8 . om 19 o9

27

-TTT~

35 _10.5 _28 _10.3 _42 _12.3 26 5.8 41 _ 83 56 8.2

, hﬂ 3 =2
o
»
N

Total 456 100.0 420 100.0 409 100.0 407 100.0 640 100,0 . 727 100.0 796 1000

o w. e - SUPERVISION : | : ; - . R ~ 4
R Foeowg s CASELOADS : : ‘ b - o R I -
' L e Mean No, of . o ' . S o . ' . | - i i .
_ ‘ S ’ - Cases per P.C. ‘ v ‘ . Coh : T ‘ o TS
B R TR S | ACTTVE 3.7 36.4 39.7 0.6 . 59.2.  64.8 BEZA N o

<t

p e T SERVICE 6.8 77 9.5 8.7 5.4 0.8 01

~ < -
1 -
. ER [
Z " . o
= ; - o8

Lo

. | : : P g . ) = v . e
L EL N : . N . K . -
. . Vi PSR i . o ; A . . . ‘ ‘
“ e b4 R S N . .
N\ e [ - T W o . ) . .. .
\ i i + - i “‘ R . . . & ' . B g Lo
: ; it . . . . - . . E
B ) L PO O o st 3t Do S 1 e i b i 10 . . . : .
. - o o " T . = v . T o . i 00 ~ N R e ) V N K B i . . o : N | B
. L N . - ‘s N . o d L - . ~ # o A, NS R . K " N . o
-~ . ) . E - A . ‘ B e N . R “ B - AR s Lo 8 i . . P . . P : )
B - . ; . o i B . . h B . PR R _ R v S . i | : BN K .
! # . . 3 : . . -
s

: . , : : 9 .
* | . 5\ .
i B . b .
At - .
™4, . 3 o w bl - a N
T, ) W a < ‘ » ) & .
- ; Rl & B 2
oL " N - " 4 » ( X ’
. . I
» N N # ///// l p

N
ww
*




e e o i et i
A EEREENE S5 s

Lat
LS

' Table FXXXVII

 ADULT DDHSION ‘

AT

- ASSESSMENT OF SUPERYISION IN HEEABILITATION EFFORTS

?EHﬂHHEGE QF]ENGTHEE.PHMMEIQMHB DISCHARGED BY TYFE

OF DISCHARGE DURING THE YEARS 1975-1981

© 1980

1981

1978
« , Improved - 65.4 63.6 . 56.7 54.8  66.1  69.6 69.7 -
'Unimproved- L o S _ S , “ o L ;
Commi tted- 6.4  25.9 33.0 329 281 . 22,1 221
_Absconded - : el e ' .
‘Deceased-Other  _ 8.2 = _10.5 = _10.3  _12. 5.8 8.3 8.2
Other ~ 100.0 ~ 100,0  100,0 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0
100%
5% , _
S l—
i
50%
—t—t ~ - :]
250 bty L ﬁfﬂf\f~ﬂ-"‘~ﬂ~u.
| | - et
1975 . 1976 " 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981
Success Rate- .
Famnemne// //// H /z -
| B
ig_q
=112

B

;n47 6%, as compared with 42.2% in 1980.

‘dlsp05ed of.

734 filed in 1980, an increase of 16. 3%.'

proved probatlon process w1th better‘enforcement p011c1es by
superv1sxon staff. h - U | | | S

The number of v1olatlons of probatlon flled in:a glveh year
is a more accurate barometer of thls act1v1ty than the number

In 1981, 814 violations were filed compared with

rate (number of v1olatlons flled per 100 cases under superv1sxon)
dld not change sxgnlflcantly, rlslng only sllghtly, from 9 8 in
1980 to 9.9 1n'198l., (See~Table XXXVIII)

The commltment rate for v1olatlons of probatlon rose to

The commltment rate- was
lowest for the drug and alcohol unlt (36 8%) followed by the regu-

lar units (51 2%) and highest for the 1nten51ve superv151on unlts

7100 cases under supervision.

~ that violations may be leveling off.

The 1nten51ve supervision program contlnues to rank far above

" the other superv151on programs in violation, of probation act1v1ty.

During‘l981, its second full year ‘of operation, its rate of“viola—
#

tlon was more than double the other programs which is not unexpec—

- ted given the higher-risk characterlstlcs of the offenders under~

superV151on. Using the number of violations-disposed of during'

the year of which there were 141 and based on a total of 709 cases

. under supervision, the violation rate came to 19.9 violations per

However, there was also an indication
The same number was. filed in

1981 (125) as in the‘previous year despite the increase in cases

‘under supervision -- 612 in 1980 versus a high of 709 in 1981.

-113-
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PR JRCUOVS R N

, ADULT DIVISION v
VIOLATIONS OF PRﬂBATION FIIED DURING THE YEARS 1975-1981
VIOLATION BATE FER 100, CASES UNDER SUPEHVISION ; :
Total Sunerv.Proggam 1975 1976' 1977 1978 1979 1980 v1281 i

' Dotal No, of Cases
under Supervzs;on

4746 5,208 5,415 5TI8 6,63 71,502 8,251

No.lof Vlolatlons' 223 . 360 '.59é" 719 753 ‘f;734’  ‘314

. Tiolation Rate 47 6.9 109 12.6 1.3 9.8- 9.9

2

Vzolatlon Rate

12
10} ,
‘\
8
-61 | 4

U

o4 Lol T P s i

W75 - 1976 1977 978" A‘k'1979* T L. 1981

' Violations of Probation Filed Rate
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Table #XXXIX .. A S e
| g ABULT'DIVISEBNP

'NUMBER AND TYFE oF VIOLATIONS OF PROBATTON FILED BY
THE ADULT DIVISION DURING THE YEARS 1960 AND 1981

e o i Inc/Déb'f; e
e : s . 19s0 - 981 1981 over 1980
Type e - No. _%_ No. _% - No. %

‘New Gonviction/Charge 117 15.9 113 13.9 - -4 ~3.4
Absconded (Technical) 138 18.8 138 28.9 ' 0.0
2
0

" .Other (Technlcal) 479 ;+e4 £17.5

Total o 734 100.0 614 100.0  +80

+10.9°

1980 kY] ; : ‘ . ‘ 1931.

Absconded : .
(Technical)

16.9%
(138) .

Absconded
~ (Technical)

18.8%
(128)

‘Other
. (Technical)

- 65.%%
(479)

Other
(Technical)

69.2%
(563)
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VIOLATIONS or PROBATION WITH DISPOSITIONS DURING THE YEARS 1975—1981
= VIOAAII“N RAEE PER 100 CASES UNDER SUPERVISION BY

Drug & Alcohol Unit

Total No. of Cases’

under Supervision
“No. of Violations
,Violation;Rate '

BeggartMit.i

Total No. of Cases

under Supervision
No. of Violations
Violation Rate

Violation Rate

1663

3085 -

134
4.3

‘ADULT.DIVISlON

36(6‘
6.6 -

1gzsv“
9222

134

6.0.

3918
304
T.8

2756
189
- 6. 9

3666
348
5.5

;2§Q}

2792
191
6.8

3360
256
7.6

1981 -

~30%2 -
209 .

6.9

3366

297
8.8

(J1o

i

1975

1976

Regular Superv1s;on Unit

-1977

”Drug & Alcohol Unit

T978

4-////////////

197°A

"1980
P

-116~-

1961

o

&

hol are a551gned to the Department s Drug Abuse Unlts.

-
RN

- January l,/1980 to 78 cases on January 1,

26.1%.

.on Probation is greater than for any other offender group.

- abuse supervision caseloads 12.2% hrgher~than last year.

¥

AT e
N
: .
¥ )

s

Drug & Alcohol Abuse Unlts

Probatloners who have a severe dependency on drugs or alco-

The~

probablllty of a drug or alcohol 1nvolved offender belng placed

o ;

The
Drug Ahuse‘ﬁnits are staffed byfspecially trained-Senior‘Probaf
tion Officersywho are familiargwith.the latest treatment methods
and referral agencies. ‘Close liaison is"maintained with many‘
community based dfﬁg agencies and withﬁthe Nassau County‘Depart-

ment of ‘Drug & Alcohol Addiction.

- ‘Although they are basically;supervision'units, the Drug

= Y . ~ ] - . . . . . .
~-Abuse Units also conduct pre-sentence investigations for the gen-
>~ Al _ ‘

eral caseload.

A rev1ew of the statlstlcal records for 1981 revealed drug
The.ﬁ
1981;average was 78.cases per office;; As an‘example'of'the""

cumulativefeffect of this volume'of caseload increase”it'is noted

that over ‘A two year period, the average probatlon offlcer s

i

‘i

caseload 1n the drug and alcohol program rose from 61. 9 cases on

© 1982, an 1ncrease'of

tacts perﬂprobatloner,oas well as the success rate for dlscharged

probatlon rs ‘and the violation rate remalned generally unchanged

i

and stablé in the drug and alcohol program in 1981.

Most[of the probatloners ass1gned to the Drug Abuse Unlts
are severely in need of treatment.
posse551on of marljuana, and many manlfest.severe drug dependency,

orten coupled with alcohol dependency.’ At least one-thlrd of the

Wy
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Desplte this 1ncrease, however, the ‘average number of con-v

~Fewer cases now 1nvolve 51mplev

Bt

2




R

S BRI Y s

‘year'of'operation in 1981.

'probationers invthe communitya

vgwho are sentenced to probation in Nassau County.

‘individuals under supervision are heavily involved with alcohol

_abuse.

The paStryear,‘ISBl) continued to show a large‘increase‘in'

cocaine, heroin: and marijuana ‘use, a continued” increase in con-,_

trolled substance abuse, and a large increase in poly-drug and -

alcoholfabuse.,-Cocaine has shown a particularly large 1ncrease;

. Arrests in Nassau cOunty'for cocaine related crimes increased by

o

66% during the past two years.“

There was a very. Significant increase in the’ number ofudrug
\r

abuse investigation assignments for of fenses anOlVlng dangerous

drugs and/or controlled substances, from 456 in. 1979 to 536 in
1981, In addition, there were 568 investigations for Priving While
Intoxicated. |

Intensive Supervision Program (ISP)

'The Intensive Supervision Program completed its second full
The program was designed and funded
by the New York State DlVlSlon of Probation to maintain high—risk

The purpose of the prOJect is to-

reduce criminal activity and at the same time promote community

'protection by keeping‘a close watch on the,participants.

-

‘Offenders'are assigned to ISP on’the basis of their scores on .

a risk assessment 1nstrument which is administered to all offenders

Those who score
out as high risks are placed in qu where they remain for at least‘

51x months. ~At that time their progress. lS evaluated and they

IR s

either remain in ISP or are transferred to other probation programs,

i,e;«regular or drug and alcohoL
o - - ‘,~13§>
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tion officer. The progect also requires exten514:\\‘ rsonal and

kvcommunity contact by the- probation officer who must 4Lvelop a

- Adult Division as a whole.

: NM;:fommitted at a rate much lower than expected.

i o e e it S

)

CaSeload size is*set‘at a maximum’of twenty-five per proba—

]

community-based support network for each probationer. When failé

ures occur, prompt action is taken to ensure community protection.
Program act1v1ties are closely monitored by the State Division of

Probation.‘

p L
Measurements of long term success are not yet pOSSlble since
Success

the program has only two full years' operation behind it.

‘and failure, therefore must be measured at this time by the pro-

gress of»the partiCipants while they are still on probation =--
either in ISP or transferred to other probation units {programs) .

Failure in ISP is defined as revocation of:Probation, con-

~viction of a new crime,. a discharge as unimproved or an open

warrant for absconding. InkNassau County the rate.of violations,
(Wlth dlSpOSltlonS) in ISP is 19.9% compared to 9.9% for overall
Probation supervision programs. Therefore, while v1olations appear
tw1ce as often for~these high risk cases, one Would‘expect them

to violate Probation at a much higher‘rate. |

Violation disposition statistics also show that ISP violators

are incarcerated 62. 4% of the time as compared to 47 6% for the o

While these high risk cases are com- o
mitted at a higher rate than ather probationers[ they are'being

This suggests that

~— the program is effective in cgﬁtrolling the behavior of this'popu-

lation.
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- 772 were executed during the same year.
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Warrant Unlt

‘basis enhances the probatlon offlcers

After a v1olatlon of probatlbn is flled by the Probatlon
Department, a warrant is lssued by the court. These warrants are
1mmed1ately referred to the Probatlon Warrant Unlt for executlonn

The practlce of executlng probatlon warrants on an 1n-house
ability to deal'sw1ftly

with“the offendlng behavmor and to utilize hls/her knowledge of

the overall background and hlstory of the offender in executlng

the warrant safely and expedltlously. ‘ . . e

Durlng 1981, 814 v1olatlon of probation warrants were issued;
In addltlon, 228 other
warrants {V.T.L.,.Bench,jetc.);were executed at the same time as
the Violation of Probation warrants. |

The Probation Warrant Unit was established in‘l986 under ‘the
terms of a grant from the New York State Division of Criminal Jus=

yl

tice Services. ‘Staff were selected from among experlenced proba-

tlon officers who were specrally trained in all aspects of warrant

oot

work by the Nassau County Pollce Department.

Tabie 4 XLV

'; ¢ WARRANT UNIT

.No. Probation

1980 1981 - . +/-

Warrants 13980 1981 l/fwd
_, Issued 738 814 - 480
Executed g o731 772 - +41
w . Open As Of 12/31 405 447 . +42
-124- 7 |
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'19.9% over 1980 when the total was 834.

processing of-all cases recelved‘from other jurlsdlctlons.

.fers-in to Nassau County from other jurisdictions, an increase‘of

223

Compact Serv1ces

The Compact Serv1ces Unlt processes transfers of probatlon-
ers“to and from Nassau County 1nvaccordance w1th.the orders of-
the Court -and in compllance w1th Section 410. 80 of the Crlmlnal
Procedure Law and the prov151ons of the Interstate Compact Agree-
ment. | ’ . ' )

In 1981,;1;000 probationers werevtransferred"out of Nassau
County to»other-jurisdictionS-forfsupervision;‘an increase of
“In cases 1nvolv1ng restl-
tution, the Department retains respon51b111ty ‘for collectlng and
disbursing monies- as ordered by the Court,and therefore must con=
tinue tO-monitor these cases. 1In addition, there are special
cases 1nvolv1ng placement in psychlatrlc lnstltutlons and youth
fac1llt1es ‘which cannot be transferred out and the Compact Unlt

LR

retalns actlve superv151on of these cases.'
]
Another major function of the Compact Serv1ces Unlt is the

After

a case is accepted for supervision by the Nassau,COunty'Probation

Department, the Compact Unit must review and assign it to the

appropriate unit. During 1981, there were 327 requests for trans-

4, 5% over 1980. e S e

Y

In audltlon ‘to as51gn1ng and monltorlng the 1ncom1ng cases

. to the Adult DlVlSlon and proce551ng the out901ng probatloners,

the Compact staff .is the, liaison center for lnqulrles from Federal

. Probation, btate Parole and Probation and 5001al Serv1ce agenolesA

T

w1th1n and outs1de of Nassau County"

-1.25— . ‘ ‘ ‘ . . ’ i
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Liaison Unit

,vestigations prepared for the courts.

probation investigation

works maintainedhby the Liaison Unit.

"' puter access into these

'and improved quality and cost effectiveness.

» tion.

‘The Liaison Unit is comprised of two Separate but inter-
related functions: (l) maintaining communication between the
criminal courts and the Probation Department through its staff
of Senior Probation Officers and (2) operating a network of
1nformation gathering systems for the investigation units.

‘ Probation officers aSSigned to Court Liaison are required
to interpret and evaluate. various reports and pre-sentence in-

They are also the princi-

‘pal liaison with the Office of the District Attorney and the

Clerks of the District and County Courts.

Most ofdthe,criminal history informationurequired in the
is obtained through the information net=-
These include computer
components‘of,the criminal justice system

access into the various

in Nassau County and'in the State of New York.

b

During 1981, com=-
systems totaled 277,000 inquiries as re-
ported byjthe DlVlSlon of Management Information.

In addition,'during 1981 a manual information retrieval sys- -

‘tem was established whereby various information is obtained onia_,

daily baSlS from the Nassau County Police Department. Together,
these systems of infcrmation retrieval allow for higher productivity
The unit also lS re-

sponSible for prOVidﬂng information to 1=’ROBAMIS, the Probation man-‘

agement 1nformation system of tb? New York. State Div151on of Proba-

3

‘ 2..""*‘*..... s il s g
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Mental Health Unit

The Frobation Mental Health Unit is primarily a consultation
and referral service which prov1des probation officers Wlth eval-
uations of .defendants and probationers regarding their mental
health and prognoses for adjustment in the community. While the

-focus lS on the probationer/client, the primary responSibility
is to community safety. Staff of the Mental Health Unit are cer-
tified psychiatric social workers, highly experienced in both
diagn051s and treatment of criminal offenders.

1

Consultations with pxobation officers can take place at any

i
l

point in the Probation process, i. e., during the pre-sentence 1n—
vesthation or at a latec'time during the superv151on period.
After discuSSing a caseﬁwith a probation officer, the mental
health consultant may refer the 1ndiv1dual for psychological,
‘psychiatric and/or substance abuse evaluation or treatment. Re~
ferrals are. made to a w1de range of treatment modalities -
in- patient treatment, out-patient treatment, day hospitals, res-
idential drug or alcohol programs, therapy and peer groups, etc.‘
The mental health consultant - also has input in the sentenc1ng
recommendation to the court. |
| - - - All court ordered evaluatiOns are processed through the
‘;‘ . Mental dealth Unit as are other cases 1nvolv1ng Violent offenses,
| sexual abuse, assaultive behav1or, arson, drug/alcohol problems
and those with prior psychiatric history,
available for persons who are in afstate.of,crisisband require
immediate GOunseling‘or referral.

~Liaison With State, County and private treatment facilities

2]
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is an especzally 1mportant aspect of the Unit's work, faclllta- : Table # XLVI ’ ‘
‘ tlng referrals. to the Nassau County Department of Mental Health, ! ‘ L ‘MEﬁTALkHEALTH SERVIcEs ) o | o ’ ;
? Division of Forensic Serv1ces and. substance abuse referrals to ": . " e ' : b
© % the Nassau County Department of Drug and Alcohol Abuse. ; BRI S o o R 1980 - 1981 v ]
, ; v : » : L SRl SRR ~ ! Consultations with S —_— .
i . . . B 'Y o : ) 4‘l5‘ '3 " -
B The Mental Health Unit is also actlvely lnvolved in dis- : R ‘ : Probation pfficers o 1459 2362
5 charge plannlng and subsequent out-patlent treatment of proba-t L : N ' - ‘Referrals.“to Division
. o _— of 'Forensic Services o 185 - -« --28%
‘ tioners who are in psychlatrlc facmlltles.‘a R e : . o
‘The number of consultatlons Wlth probatlon offlcers 1ncreased . St
o substantlally in 1981, g01ng from 1459 in 1980 to 2362, an in=- , ‘ Lo : ‘ o T ' ) .
RS R . S BT ‘ wl EVALUATION AND TREATMENT
crease of 62% and almost trlple the 1979 total of 829. (See- : L :
Table‘XLVI) Of these, 285 cases were referred to the D1v1smon of P ERR IRt ; ‘ ©  OUT-PATIENT . o 1980 1981
%g.‘ . Forensic Serv1ces for psychlatrlc and psychologlcal evaluatlons, ; o e , ‘ | ' Alcohbl Abuse L 287 - 432
in 1980 there were 185 such referralo.f The number of alcohol re- DR o ‘ Drug Abuse. | | | 75 146 -
: lated referrals lncreased dramatlcally 1n 1981 w1th 432 cases re- | ‘ o > NYSSAS (out-of-county) 15 .70
i ‘ ' oL - : " )
3 ferred for evaluatlon and treatment; in 1980 thls flgure was 287. ; RS | , Methadone Maintenance ' 45 60
These increases in mental health act1v1ty reflect the ex-‘ B B ‘ . Other Treatment Facilities* 931 1163
o o e o B : : -
o tert of mental health related problems w1th1n the probatlon case~ - 3 B R . : 1353 T 1811
S e 9| St : by , ~ : ‘ v ‘ , ,
o loads, the growing use of community based treatment, partlcularly j R IN-PATIENT .
3 for substance abuse offenders, and the probation officers' in~ - S . Topic House 20 47
i } creasing utilization‘of the Department's mental health'services, Other Treatment Facilities*; 80 | 162
L ’1@'. iIn order to meet the needs of burgeonlng caseloads, the Mental o ' ' ’. i
SR ' v _— o
S JHealth Unlt has developed a network of referral resources and ‘ T Total - %ég% 2020
- oartlclpates in ongolng llalson w;th hospltals, cllnlcs and other * Hospitals and mental health cllnlcs 5
- ?}é % treatment facilities. k ‘ ' i Rk Drug treatment programs ‘and psychlatrlc hospvtals. )y
A DireCtlservice‘to probationefs, ice.,’ 1nd1v1dual counsellng,f‘bw“ o ;
.. v\\) ) ';/ L
e avallable 'in former years, has been curtalled because of staff ; ‘
V shortages and 1ncreased,consultatlon caseloads. ARt ' = ) Y
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Employment/Vocational Guidance

The Conditions of Probation require that an individual be

employed ‘or attend school.» ‘The. purpose of the Vocational Gui-

,dance/Employment Unit is to- help probationers fulfill these con-

ditions bg prov1ding a range of vocational’ guidance and job
finding serVices. 7
Some~pfobationers are ready for the job market‘andwneed
assisrance only in finding employment{fthey are‘referred to the-
employmenﬁ_officer by the supervising probation officer. Case

conferences between probation officer and employment officer-

rare held at regular intervals to maintain a current dialogue on

the client s progress. In 1981, 1,031 employment interViews
were concucted which resulted in 502 probationers being placed
in jobs or training programs. Others were able to find employ-
ment -on their own. | | o
Some probationers require the services‘of theivocational
uidance counselor. Here they receive a comprehenSive interView

to evaluate their vocational needs, backgrounds and interests,

" standardized ability and interest tests are also used. As a re-

sult, some probationers are referred directly for employment,

others enroll in vocational programs, some in high school equiva-

lency programs. (In 1981, 96 probationers were enrolled in high

P

school equivalency programs ) still others need remedial read-

ing and writing, the Literacy Volunteers of Nassau County have

been a valuable resource in this édrea. (In,l98l 51 probationers

were aSSisted by niteracy Voiunteers )

,Personal‘employer contact is essential to successful job

C_‘\;

o
I

culties are magnified many times.

vty 1y

placement of probationers. In 1981,~586’newnemployers were

visited, resulting ‘in a'con\siderable addition to ‘the file of

,private sector employers who are Willing to hire probationers.y'

e}

IndiViduals with a criminal record have always faced extra‘

hardship in finding work and developing career goals and skills.

With unemployment high and the receSSion a reality,'these diffi~

It is the goal of this unit‘k

to see that those on probation in Nassau County have the bes£~”h‘

opportunities to remain in the communi%y as~taxpaying.citiZensf

' withlmeaningful jobs and career opportunities. 7

i




L s A it S i L

VI

G.
Table #XLVII -
| VOCATIONAL GUIDANCE/EMPLOYMENT' -1981 -
ERR Vocatlonal : - ) S g
I. CASES Guidance ~  Employment - Total @ s
o — 5 — K2 .
A. New.Referrals 1345 741 b :
1. Adult Division SN
2. Family & Accounts. : o ¥ ’ T
Division —— 15 ® }
o e e SRR . : L -
'B. Carried Over & Reopened = 12 275 Total ¢
L S 357, 1031 Cases  1388* - : ;
s ¥
II. PLACEMENTS X ‘- -~
A. Job Placements ¥ ’ #
1. Direct - ——— 282 .
C 2 Through cOunsellng - 62 "y S : .
- B. Vocational Training Prograns 244 158 736 * ' e 7 "
’ ~ - ‘ 44 502 ¢ s :
III. COUNSELING & TESTING o v
A Vocational‘Counseling’&' 291 g
Exploration R —— ‘ ; : ; o
B. College Counseling 62 — . . ‘.
C.. Testing Services 42 60 W s
D. Job . Counseling 26 500 s
: 421 560 981 s o
Iv. REFERRALS , o E -
) ———— . s . J N o 7 .
A. -"High School Equivalency 926 ——— “‘ i - N
B. - Tutoring:: .= 51 —— ' : .
- C. Probatlaﬂ Fm lcyment Officer _36 - 183 s £
B : . 83 i £
. - . . G ‘ W
‘ B i & # ‘ e
V.  MISCELLANEOUS » ‘ T G o .
(Refused Job: | T
‘ B : - Total 1989 st
' Services * S
- S o o BN to
PMPLOYER VISITS Total v ’ ”HUAA = |
, » 14 586 Visits 600 . U ”
* Some cases received more than one service. L s ‘ . 1
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o . : - ; o —————— S : » f o i ' !
: : o commmm SUMMARTES 1980-1981 [ STATTSTICAL SUMMARTES - 1961
T e mélsrgsggcmmggoﬁlmsmnm : : , B T R NASSAU COUNTY PROBATION IEPARTMENT :
. 1 , | ' Ine/Dec 1961 T P I. IIVESTIGATIONS AND RELATED ACTIVITIES
P : . . : © 1980 1981 - _over 1980 . ‘ i === ;
B I. INVESTIGATIONS AND RELATED ACTIVITIES 5 : . 0 A. Adult Division Male Female Total :
o ~ A, Adult Division No. " No. No. % 1. County Court . ;
i ‘1. County Court . ' : Pogt-adjudicatory Investiga.’cions ‘ 1,342 134 1,476
d Post-adjudicatory Investiga.t:.onl 1,067 - - 1,476 +409. +38.3 @ ‘ : ’ '
il ‘ : i85 Release on Recognizance 208 15 223
4 i Release on Recognizance 323 223 -100 =~30.9 Tiolati £ Probati 10 n . 172
i 4 Violations of Probation 117 132 +15  412.8 . T e O hoe oo e 3 3
E ° | Transfers = Other Courts 123 . 137 +14 +11.4 = Py ransiers = ex Louris 22 15 157
1 i 2.  Youth Part = County Court , . 2. Youth Part ~ County Court :
j Post-adjudicatory Investigations 261 383 4122 +46.7 ‘ Post-adjudicatory Investigations 360 23 385
i | Violations of Probation - 71 97 +26  +36.6 v = Violations of Probation 91 6 91T
' \\ Pransfers - Other Courts 39 3 -8 -20.5 ; v Transfers = Other Courts. 29 2 31
| 3, District Court L co _A . 3y District Court. -
i 4 Post-adjudicatory Investigations . 2,361 2,632 +271 +11.5 o Post-adjudicatory Investigations ; 2,238 394 2,632
4 \‘ ' Release, on Recognizance 3,251 - 3,774 4553 - +16.8 Releage on Recognizance 3,245 529 3,774
o . i i * - Violations ‘of Probation 289 - 330 +41 +14.2 Violations of Probation o 292 : \8 - 330 e .
B ‘ i\ Transfers - OtherSourts 116 115 -1 =049 Transfers - Other Courts 102 i 115 =
; \ 4. Youth Part-=-District Court , ~ 4. Youth Part - District Court -
| , ; g
‘\ - Post-adjudicatory Investigations 868 74%. =125 -14.4 . Post-adjudicatory Inveshigations 642 /01 743
o \\ Viclations® of Probation 122 14 +19  #15.6 y o Violations of Probation - 20 o 21 141
; ;\ o »T:ansfez:s = Other Courts 3 . 43 +8  +22.9 : Transfers - Other Courts 33 10 o 43
S 5. Other =~ - i ‘ . ; C , |
\\s' “ Reports on Inguiries ‘ 877 1,177 +300 +34.2 v . B. TFamily Division = Family Court : //Jj 4
i ol ' Total Investigations 4,557 5,234 +677 = +14.9 SN i
Total Supplemental Investigations 5,343 6,200 __+857 = #16.0 1. Juvenile Investigations
: Grand Total 9,900 11,434 +1,534 +15.5 . Pre-adjudicatory Investigations 126 16 142
i IR Post~adjudi /*atory Investigations 963 531 1,494
; B, Family Division e Supplemental Investigations o 180~ 145 325
| 1. Juvenile Investigations , Violations W Probation L 151 .5 135 286
b Pre-adjudicatory Investigations 150 142 ~8 =543 Tyansférs - Other Courts R 16" 4 20
I
4 Post-adjudicatory Investigations . 1,839 1,494 =345 = =18.8 = 2. Femily Investigations B . :
\\ Supplemental Investigations ' 324 325 +1 +0.3 Post-adjudicatory Investigations 5 231 © 15 246
S i Viola‘[;ions of Probation 325 286 -39 -12.0 2 Sup'ﬁlemental 'Investigations 4 1 5
g A : . Transfers - Other Courts 27 20 =7 -25:9 3, Intake Unit Cases ’ L 5 20,808
iy \ 2,  Family Invesiigations v : : . : I »
: Post-adjudicatory Investigations 261 246 ~15 =5.7 Ly C. - Reports on Inguiries ' Adult Div, PFamily Div Total Grand
Supplemental Investigations 21 5 -16 =T8.2 k. 2 1. Investigations Re ted W T -
B C _ . quested - M - F M B M P Total
3. Intake Unit Cases 19,665 20,808 41,143 3.3 7 by Other Jurisdictions 32 2 78 24 110 . 26 13
o 4. Reporis on Inqul_r:l.es 801 90T +10 +13.2 S o, Mllltal'y Reques‘bs 40 o 5 92 18 132 23 155
o " - Total Investigations . 2,250 1,882 ~368 <16.3 3. Copy Case Record Inquiry ' 239 25 556 104 795 129 924
R Total Supplemental Investigations 21,163 22,351 +1,188 +5.6 - 4. Mise. Requests 328 . 51 25 12 351 63 414
R Grand Total 23,413 24,233 +820 +3.5 5. Req. Transfer-In 319 - .43 0 0 © 319 43 362
p . ‘ , ‘ 6. Relief from Disability 76 .17 0 __0 76 17 93
II. SUPERVISION - Total - 1,034 143 749 158 1,783 301 2,084
e ? ) 4. Adult Division ! Potal Investigations * 7,116 4
T e . Conditional Release 1,986 2,821 4835  +42.0 gctaii guiﬁemental Invest gations 5 28 661 J
! ! ) g fand To ] .
g Posteadjudicatory Supervision / ; . } ; _ ‘ a 35,667 ]
1. County Court /1,61 1927 #111 46l - . SUPERVISION CASE! ‘H |
v 2.. Youtn Part - County Court 778 920  +l42  +18,2 I FERVISION CASES
3, District Court 434 3,872 +438 +12.7 y NP b »
4. Youth Pari - Dlstr:z.c‘b Court \ 1,512 438  _+2.6 ; 4. Adult Division Male * o Femele Iofal -
Total ’ . \// 7 502 8,231 +729 +8.:9 o Conditional Release 2,290 5351 2,821
Total Adult Division ' .. 9,488 11,052 +1,564  +16.5 ” Post-adjudicatory Superv:\.sion : ’
: : » ‘ a : 1. County Court o 657 270 1,927
s Be Family Division ' : - = ‘ . 9, yJe
: " 1. Pre-adjudicatcry Supervision 243 203 =40 -16.5 " N 2. Youth Part -~ County Court 844 6 929 )
= 2. - Pogt-adjudicatdry. Superv:l.s:.on 1,885 . 1,693 -192 -10.2. (S IF 3. District Court - © 3,178 694 - 3,872 : i
3, “after Caye Unit . 618 650 +42 +6.8 ., : 4.  Youth Part - D:Lstrn.ct Court l,élé ‘ 195 & 1,812 :
i Total Fam:.ly Division 2,746 7755 -190 -6.9 ft . Total 6,996 . 1,235 8,231 = i
DEPARTMEMAL s Y nomsrs o g Ty : ‘ b > Tota.l Supervis:.on Cases - Adult D:.v:.s:.on 9,286 1,766 11,052
T Dotal Investigations , 6,807 - 7,116 7 4309 +4.57 B+ Ramily Division BT : )
.. Total Supplemental Inv=st:,ga.t10ns 26,506 -~ 28,551. +2,045 *71.7 R 1. Pre-adjudicatory Supervision 162 41 203
*" Grand Total 33,313 35,667  +2;354 +7.1 ; 2.  Post-adjudicatory Supervision 1,199 494 1,693
1. eyt e 4 ," 12,234, -1 508 +1;3 : 3 11.2 = 3, After-Care Unit N . 458 == 202_ U660 .
- Total,Supe:vlsq.on Cageload _ o 3 5 4w °  Total Supervision Cases - Family Division 1,819 757 2,556
7 il v - : ‘ 5 il
. *Also lncludes Release on Recogm.zanc Tiolations, “l‘pansf,ersf,‘ Intake Unit Cases . ) Grand Total o 11,105 2,503 13 - 608
2 and Renorts Dn Inquiries = F A o ‘ e ; i
‘ . T “_R___:; j"Also includes Release on Eecogm.zance, Viola‘h:.ons, ,Txansfers. Inta.ke Unit Ga.ses, :
. == : and Reports on Inqu:.nes > 5 %
R 5 ot = " .; ’
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