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FRANCIS T. PURCELL ROBERT J. BENNETT
DIRRCTOR OF PROBATION

COUNTY EXKCUTIVE
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PROBATION DEPARTMENT

SOCIAL SERVICES BUILDING
COUNTY SEAT DRIVE & ELEVENTH STREET
P.O. BOX 189
MINEOLA, NEW YORK 11301

July 1, 1983

oM AN )

Honorable Francis T. Puvcell
= County Executive

Nassau County Executive Building
One West Street

Mineola, New York 11501

Dear Mr. Purcell:
ANNUAL REPORT
I submit hevewith the Annual Report of the Nassau County i A

Probation Department which outlines the Department’s
operations for the year ending December 31, 1982.

1982

NASSAU COUNTY PROBATION DEPARTMENT

The report describes and summavrizes the activities, duties
and vesponsibilities of the Divisions which comprise the
Probation Department, and contains statistical information
velative to the various programs. '

I gratefully acknowledge your cooperation duving this yeavr of
record growth in Probation caseloads. Your support, along with
the dedication and loyalty of the entive staff of the Probation
Department, made it possible for us to maintain the highest
standards of sevvice to the people of Nassau County.

Respecitfully submitted,

obert J. Bennett
Director of Probation

RJB:vh

July, 1983 Mineola, New York
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NASSAU COUNTY PROBATION DEPARTMENT

ANNUAL REPORT 1982

In February, 1983, Robert J. Bennett was appointed
Director of Probation by Couhty Executive,

Francis T. Purcell. Mr. Bennett had been acting as
Director since the retirement of the former
Director in June, 1981. During that time, he was
responsible fcv the administration of all

departmental programs‘and services.

Probation programs are directed toward public
protection through the prevention of juvenile

delinquency, adult crime, and family dysfunction.

The Director‘of Probation oversées the wiée range

of probation programs and services. He is
continucusly evaluating results and effectiveness

and initiating new programs and approaches in an
attempt to provide for fhe best possible protection
of society and rehabilitation of the offender. The
narrative aéé’statistics which appear in the following

pages provide an overview of the work of the varioug

divisions for the vear 1982.




ne

R Ak o

ADMINISTRATION

Administrative staff and programs are under the direct
supervision of the Director of Probation; they are described

below.

BUDGET CONTROL

The primary funétion of thé Budget Control Unit is to
allocate, manage and transfer funds in order to remain within the
limits of budgetary restraints without interfering with the
distribution of necessary supplies and maintenance of eqguipment
for the efficient functioning of the Department. The Unit is
responsible for ensuring maximum reimbursement to the County for
all allowable expenditures of the Department as well as grant
projects and is accountable therefore to the Cbunty and State
Comptrollers' auditors. It is involved in the preparation of the
budget and responsible for the submission of the application to
the State Division of Probation for state aid reimbursement and
quarterly vouchers for same. The Budget Control Unit prepares
fiscal reports for the Department, other County agencies and the
State Division of Probation.

In 1982 the Probation Department was divided into three

‘codes; Administration, Adult and Family Divisions. This

necessitated revised procedures to allocate funds for purchasing
supplies, equipment énd maintaining service contracts. In addi-
tion to eﬂtering requisitions into the NUMIS terminal, this Unit
was required to enter all vendor and employee claims for reim-

bursement. A total of 105 requisitions and 375 claim vouchers

s s oo

TN ST

e
£

were processed in addition to approximately 2,000 mileage claims.

The gross Probation Department budget for 1982, adopted by
the Board of Supervisors, was $9,645,324. Application to the New
York State Division of Probation for reimbursement was made at
the rate of 46-1/2% or $4,637,720.

The Intensive Supervision Program and State Felony Program
were refunded for another year resulting in revenue to the County
in the amount of $425,024 and $201,498 respectively. The Proba-
tion Employment Program was also extended through the year 1982
and its budget of '$100,000 was reimbursed by the‘Néw York State

Division for Youth. (See Table I below).

Table #1
Revenues 1982
Agency Program Amount

NY¥S Division of

State Aid to Probation
Probation |

$ 4,637,720
Intensive Supervision Program 471,796

Office of Criminal State Felony Program
Justice Services

201,498

ggﬁtgivision for Probation Employment Program 100,000

- Total RéVenues . T§5,411,017
Cost to Massau County for

Probation Services 5,693,360

Total Budget, 1982 $11,104,374




RESTITUTION & FINES

The payment of restitution to crime victims by persons
Placed on Probation is an important aspect of the Probation re-
sponsibility in the rehabilitation process. Where restitution
has been ordered by the Court, it is the supervising probation
officer's responsibility to see that the payments are made as
ordered. These monies are received by the Restitution and Fine
Unit, recorded and processed and ultimately disbursed to the
victims. Records of arrears are also maintained and if a proba-
tioner falls behind in éayment, this may constitute a violation
of the conditions of probation and may subject the offender 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 adjudicated juvenile delinquent (child under 16) who

‘ may then be supervised in the Adjudicated Delinquent Restitution

(ADR) Program, now the Restitution/Community Service Unit.

During 1982, restitution monies collected amounted to
$577,923 plus $24,260 for ADR, a total of $602,183, an increase of
49.2% over 1981. (Table #2)

The Restitution & Fines Unit handled 1964 accounts; 1060 of
these were carried oveé from 1981; 904 were new accounts opened
and 790 were closed, leaving 1174 open accounts as of December 31,
1982 (Table #3). In the ADR Project, a total of 151 accounts
were handled of which 53 remained open ét the end of the year.
(Table #4)

The unit also collects fines for the various courts and dis-

burses them in accordance with the law.

—4—

Table #2
RESTITUTION & FINE UNIT

Highlights 1982

Increase
1982 1981 Decrease Percentage
Regular
Accounts $577,923.11 $384,011.05 +193,912.06 +50.5%
ADR*
Accounts 24,259.58 19,675.04 4,584.54 +23.3%
$602,182.69 $403,686.09 +198,496.60 +49.2%
* ADR =~ Adiudicated Delinquent Restitution Program; as of 1983,
the Restitution/Community Service Unit.
Table #3 Highlights 1982
1gsé Increase
1981 Decr

Open Accounts ecrease Percentage

Beginning Of

Year (Jan. 1) 1060 818 +242 +29.6%

New Accounts 904 744 +160 +21.6%

TOTAL for Year 1964 1562 +402 +25.7%

Accounts Closed

During Year 790 502 +288 +57.4%

Remaining End Of

Year (Dec. 31) 1174 1060 +114 +10.8%

Checks Issued 1428 1567 =139 - 8.9%

Bookkeeping

Instructions 994 949 + 45 + 4.7%

~5=
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Table #4

ADR*

Open Accounts
Beginning of

Year (Jan. 1)
New Accounts

TOTAL for Year

Accounts Closed

During Year

Remaining End Of

Year (Dec. 31)

RESTITUTION & FINE UNIT

Highlights 1982

Increase
1982 1981 Decrease Percentage
77 38 +39 +102.6%
74 107 =33 - 30.8%
151 145 + 6 + 4.1%
98 68 +30 + 44.1%
53 77 =24 - 31.2%

* ADR - Adjudicated Delinquent Restitution Project

,,,,,
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Table #5 RESTITUTION & FINE UNIT
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

Balance Beginning of Period

Receipts
Family Court
: Restitution
Fines

County Court
Restitution
Fines

District Court
Regtitution
Fines

Supreme Court
Restitution
Fines

Miscellaneous

Suspense
Total Receipts

Plus Previous Balance

Disbursements
Family Court
Restitution
Fines

County Court
Restitution
Fines

District Court
Restitution
Fines

Supreme Court
Restitution
Fines

Miscellaneous.

Suspense
Abandoned Property

Total Disbursements

Balance as of December 31

01/01/81 01/01/82
ko to
12/31/81 12/31/82
$132,919.34  $155,216.47
16,869.97 21,225.81
191,023.94  303,522.69
560.00 40.00
175,909.34  250,153.71
285.00 - -
5,341.69 7,025.20
(5,978.89) (4,044.30)
~384,01L.05 ~577,923.11
516,930.39  733,139.58
16,738.97 20,794.42
193,012.38 239,605.83
515.00 150.60
156,857.48 204,853.75
(5,409.91) 3,037.69
361,713.92  468,441.69
$155,216.47 $264,697.89

=3
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PERSONNEL

Personnel administration is the process of managing human

resources to accomplish the goals of the department with maximum

efficiency at minimum cost.

In order to accomplish these goals,

procedures have been developed to facilitate the recruitment,

selection; training, development and advancement of career

employees.

employee relations and the retention of dedicated personnel.

The policies thus established contribute to effective

The Office of Personnel provides services to all Probation

employees including those in special projects.

In cooperation

with the Civil Service Commission, Budget Office, offioe of the

County Executive, Board of Supervisors and State Division of

Probation, the personnel unit monitors and regulates personnel

policies throughout the department.

Total staffing at the end of 1982 was 427, 287 professionals

and 140 clerical.

for 1981 and 1982.

The following table indicates staff movement

Table #6 PERSONNEL ACTIVITIES
TYPE 1981 _ 1982 _ )
TYPE OF TRANSACTION PROF. CLER. TOTAL PROF. CLER. TOTAL
New Personnel 19 18 37 6 17; 23
Promotions 7 3 10 12 3 15
Status Granted 6 0 6 12 13 25
Layoff 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rehire (Project) 4 1l 5 13 0 13
Summer Employment 6 2 8 6 6 12
Retire 3 3 6 2 2 4
Deceased 0 0 0 1 0 1
Termination 4 1l S 0 0 0
Transferred In 0 1l 1 0 0 0
Leave Without Pay 4 6 10 6 3 9
Resiqna#ions 5 10 15 5 18 23
-8=-
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PUBLIC INFORMATION

As a community~-based correctional service, probation is
pParticularly dependent upon public undersyanding of its role in
the criminal and juvenile justice systems. The support of the
business community and Public and private agencies, as well as
the general public, are important to the overall success of pro-
bation, particularly in the areas of employment, schools, recrea-
tion, etc. The Public Information Office is responsible for pro-
viding information to the media and -the public in order to further
community participation and cooperation.

All ccntacts with the media, including press.releases and
responses to inquiries are handled by the Public Information
Office, as are public speaking assignments and staff participa-
tion in professional conferences and workshops, meetings with
civic organizations, community groups and other public and private
agencies.

During 1982, 52 staff members participated in 95 speaking
engagements and interviews to provide information for the media,
students, agencies and community groups. In addition, 87 staff
members participated in 51 community and professional seminars,
conferences and workshops.

The Public Information Office is responsible for the produc-
tion ond distribution of départmental publications and other 1lit-
erature to the public as well as to staff.

Liaison and information sharing with community groups, civic
organizations, schools, aod other agencies are also important

aspects of Public Information activities.

A e
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services.

RESEARCH AND STAFF DEVELOPMENT

Research and Staff Development is responsible for staff
training, departmental re§earch, planning, special projects,

volunteers and interns, community resources and community

Training ' ‘

All professional Probation personnel are required by the

New York State Division of Probation to complete specific,
approved in-service training each year. New probation officers
and assistants are required to complete orientation and on-the-
job training.

The training section is responsible for planning, coordinat-
ing and implementing all in-service training. Major focus is
upon increasing productivity and skills for all levels of staff.
Courses geared to staff needs, based upon annual needs analyses |
conducted by this section included an increased number of seminars
and brief mini-courses.

Course titles included: Human Growth and Development; Basic
Course for Peace Officers; Seminar on Child Sexual Abuse; Inter-
viewing Techniques; Supervision P;adtices and Techniques; Probation
Specific for Administration, Supervision and Line Probation
Officers; Firearms Training-Qualificatior and Re-Qualification;

Deadly Physical Force Training: The Law, Rights, Responsibili- .
ties and Duties; Self-Defense and Defensive Tactics.

. Seminars on'Caseload Management/Productivity for Supervisors, .
Management Productivity, Utilization of Community Resources, Pro-

bation Trends, Mental Health and Pre-sentence Investigation were

=10~
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also given. In addition, staff are encouraged to participate in
seminars and special programs sponsored by universities, colleges
and community organizations. During 1982 approximately 280 pro-
fessional staff completed over 10,000 hours of approved in-service
training.

Considerable training staff time was spent on reviewing,
planning and training for compliance with special new rules and
regulations regarding peace officer status and training, restitu-
tion, violations, transfers, neglect cases and intake, investiga-

tion and supervision.

Research

Research activities are directed toward the attainment of
knowledge that will contributc to more effective and efficient
programs and services. During the past year, the research sec-
tion assisted in the design, develcpment and testihg of new.pro-
jects and reviewed, analyzed and evaluated on-gcing 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 the department's research

are made available without delay to staff. ;
The Research and Staff Development Unit is responsible for

the coordination of policy and planning for the department's data

collection/statistical reporting system And for overseeing and

monitoring the Family and Adult Divisions' statistical units'

activities and reports.

-11-
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In 1982, a major research effort entitled "An Evaluative
Research Study of the Pre-sentence Investigation and Regular
Supervision Programs for Adult Criminal Offenders" was completed.
The study, which was a broad effort focused on a series of mul-
tiple goals and objectives, was distributed to selected staff
throughout the department.

Other studies and reports completed during the year addressed
the relationship between offender characteristics and types of
sentence; pre-sentence recommendations and final dispositions; DWI
case activity; case activity by community; trends in supervision
outcomes; relationship among pre—sentence recommendations, final
dispositions, proposed legislation and state aid formula; annual
analyses of selected programs in the Adult Division in 1982 and

juvenile offender case activity for 1932;.

Planhing and Special Projects.

The planning section is responsible for reviewing trends and
developments in policies, practices, procedures, regulations 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 efforts are
presénted to the agency administration in .the form of timely mem-
oranda and reports for review, consideration ahd possible action.

In the past, planning efforts have generated fuﬁding for
special projects which originated in and were administeréd by the
Office of Research and Staff’Developmént until ﬁhey were turpéd
over to divisional authority or terminated. These include Opera-

tion Midway, Operation Juvenile Intercept (0JI), Adjudicated

-}l2=-

Restitution Program (aDR), Intensive Supervision Program (ISP),
Probation Warrant Squad, Probation Employment Program I (PEP),
PEP II and PEP III. With the drying up of federal and state
monies the search for funding for séecial programs in the p#blic

and private sectors has become more difficult and frustrating.

Volunteers and Interns

Probation volunteers and student interns assist probation
officers in a variety of tasks.

Volunteers aéd interns come from all walks of life and rep-
resent a cross-section of the community. Some are retired,
others are students:; many are professionally trained in human
service professions. All are committed to contributing their
time, energies and expertise to community service.

After screening, acceptance and‘training, volunteers and in-
terns are placed in various units throughout the department and
are assigned to tasks commeﬂsurate with their skills, interests
and availability.

In 1582, 70 volunteers and interns contributed approximately
6,500 hours to the Probation Department.

Volunteers and student intérns perform various tasks in-
cluding one-to-one counselling, family, marital, nutritional and

personal hygiene counselling; tutoring, recreational and clerical

I

work. In addition, they also assist in the investigation, employ-

ment and conditional release units, and at the Community Services
Office in Hempstead where a bi-lingual (Spanish/English) volunteer
has been assigned, and at the Restitution and Community Services

Unit (formerly ADR) in the Family Division.

O
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Student interns were enrolled at various éolleges and uni-
versities including C.W. Post Center, Long Island University;
John Jay College of Criminal Justice, CUNY; Hunter College School
of Social Work; St. John's University; SUNY at Oswego; Indiana
State University and Nassau Community College. Student interns

often receive graduate or undergraduate credits from their re-

spective schools.

COMMUNITY RESOURCES

| As a community-based alternative to incarceration; probation
relies heavily upon the invelvement and participation of various
community-based agencies to help bring about positive adjustments
in the men and women in its caseloads.

The Coordinator of Community Resources is the liaisoﬁ be-
tween the Probation Department and community agencies and acts as
a resource consultant to probétion officers on specific case
needs and as to the availability of services.

Because of the overcrowding in the penal institutions, the
probation officers have had to deal with more difficult persons
on their caseloads. During 1982 the Coordinator!of Community Re¥
sources completed a Community Resource Education and Traiﬂing
Course for all line probation officers. The traininé'céurse was
designed to aid the probation officérskin making appropri&te re-
ferrals to Community Resourdeé.'

During 1982, the Community Resources Coordinator participated
in over 150 meetings and consultations with private and public>

agencies. The subjects of these meetings ranged from information

-14-
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sharing to policy making, with the focus at all times upon the
relationship between the probationer and the community. There
were over 100 specific.requests from line probation officers for
residential placement and other service needs for probationers.
The Coordinator of Community Resources represents the
Director of Probation on the Nassau County Youth Board and its
Contract Review Committee, the Coalition for Abused Women and
the Committee for Runaway and Homeless Youth, thus enabling the
Probation Deparﬁment to have continuous input into major decision
making which affects probation clients as well as the community.
He also oversees the operation of the Probation Employment Pro-

gram.

PROBATION EMPLOYMENT PROGRAM (PEP)

The Probation Employment Program .(PEP) is designed to pro-
vide approximately 50 job slots for Probation related youth be-
tween the ages of 14 and 17. Youths eligible for fhis program are
either on Probation, or participating in a program supervised by
the Probation Department. The Program is a cooperative venture
between the Nassau County Probation Department and the Nassaﬁ
County Youth Board and is funded 100% by the New York State
Division for Youth in the sum of $100,000. |

In 1982, 84 youths between the ages of 14 and 17, on Proba-
tion in Nassau County, were gainfully employed through this pro-
gram.

The Probation Employment Program, now in its 3rd year, has

continued to help young men and women who are on Probation to de~-

RN . P S
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velop a sense of responsibility and maintain self-esteem through
working. Youths who participated in the program did so as part

of the overall supervision plan. The ability and interest levels

of the youth were significant in selecting job sites. Approkimately

50% of the jobs were in the private sector. Frequent on-site

visits by Probation staff and counseling by individual probation
officers added to the effectiveness of the program. Of the 84
adolescents placed in jobs in 1982, 19 have continued to work into
1983. As has been the case wi;h prior probation youth employment
programs, reports from individual.probation officers continue to
be enthusiastic. In many instances, having a job had a more
positive impact on these young offenders than any other single
factor. The probation officers described the program as one of.;he
most effective tools they ever had for enhancing probation super-
vision.

The Probation Employment Program while meeting its objec-
tives regarding youth on Probation has also gained considerable

support among employers in the County, as well as the community

at-large.

COMMUNITY SERVICES

Probation Community Services is a walk-in center located in
the Village cf Hempstead. This outreach program attempts t.i meet
community needs by providing youth and family counseling, employ-
ment counseling, emergency food, referrals for housing, financial
assistance and other services. The center also serves as a re-
porting station for both Adult and Family Division and their pro-

bation officers who have caseloads in the area.

-16-

o

The center is staffed by professional and para~-professional
workers. Most of the clientele are young people between 12 and
20 years of age.

The major focus is on youngsters who have demonstrated anti-
social behavior at home, in school and in the community, but have
not necessarily been through the courts. Youngsters are referred
by parents, schools and the Intake Unit at Family Court. The
staff focus on the causés of their behavioral and emotional prob-
lems and aim for a decrease in antisocial behavior.

Employment is an important area of concentration for Community
Ser;ices staff; job placement, counseling and referral services are
utilized by probationers as well as the community.

Dial-A-Teen is a program for teenagers between the ages of 14
and 17 for part-time odd jobs supported by local business and
community residents. The youngsters earn money babysitting,
gardening, washing windows and in various other part-time Jjobs
after school and on weekends.

During the summer months the Community Services Office con-
ducted a nutrition program, which provided breakfast and lunch for
low income children. Educational and cultural, as well as a vari-

ety of recreational, activities were conducted.

AN
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FAMILY DIVISION

The Family Division of the Probation Department
services the Nassau County Family Court with programs at
the Intake Unit, Investigations and Supervision. 1In
addition, it also provides Mental Health and Vocaticnal
Guidance services and a special restitution program for
juvenile offenders.

Persons coming»before the family Court are adults
who are involved in various family problems and chiidren
under the age of sixteen who may have committed crimes or
status offenseé.

Intake is tﬁe first stop for most clients seeking relief
in the Family Court. There, Probation Officers may offer
guidance and referral services and attempt to adjust the
problem informally without formal Court action. In other
cases, a petition to the Court is necessary. Although'the
largest volume of Intake cases is in the adult categories,

the Probation workload in the other functional areas

As in the past, Family Court cases reflect changes in
the law as well as trends in the community, population
shifts, prevailing philosophy regarding crime and
delinquency, mobility of youth, political, cultural,
economic and social changes.

Recent legislation has mandated a tougher method
of handling juveniles and ordering restitution. Effective
July 1, 1983, a new juvenile delinquency procedure code
will enhance the protection of the.juvenile's constitu-
tional rights and require the Family Court to conform
with Criminal Procedure Law and rules of evidence. It is
also intended to speed the processing of juvenile
delinquency cases.

In the Family Division, the major trend of recent
years continued, with declines in juvenile cases and

increases in the adult categories. Improved rehabilita-

tion results were noted in juvenile supervision along

with a decrease in the placement rate. The rate for
(Investigation and Supervision) is almost entirely with :

TG A

children under sixteen who manifést various behavior problems
and appear before the Court as Juvenile Delinquents or Persons
in Need of Supervision.

Most of these children come from multi-problem families
and the role of Probation is to address the child in the
context of the family as well as in terﬁs of his/her
psychosocial, educational and environmental needs. At the
same time, primary consideration must be given to community
safety, to evaluating a child's poténtial danger to others

as well as to himself.

-1g-

probationers discharged as improved rose, while new
offense éétitions fell by 34% and violations of prob-
ation declined by 23%.

| _ According to the Nassau County Police Department,
major crimes decreased by 7.8% in 1982 and major cwimes
by juveniles decreased by 12%. Throughout the following
Family Division report, Probation statistics reflect
these figures as well as other trends in communitf and

family life.
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INTAKE

The Intake service provided for in the Family Coufﬁ
Act consists of informal adjustment, referral to
community agencies or judicial processing.

Informal adjustment strategies;such as counseling,
voluntary agreements and community referrals, are
provided in an attempt to help the parties résolve complaints
without going to Court. Those cases that are not amenable
to these services are referred for Court action. However,
access to the éourt cannot be denied to any party to an
action. If it appears that the complaint can be resolved,
efforts at voluntary adjustment may extend over a period
of two months, or, with the permission of the Court, for
an additional 60 days.

At the Intake level, the role of the Probation
Officer is to analyze the probiem and help find solutions.
There are four primary functions in this process:

1) Screening; 2) Short-term crisis intervention;

~3) Referral to community agencies; and 4) Preparation

of petitionmns.

The major trend in juvenile case aétivity at the
Intake level for 1982 was the contihuing decline (for
the fohrthystraight year) in both the number of juvenile
referrals and the number of cases going to petitions,

either after the first interview or after counseling.

" Overall, both JD and PINS referrals fell by 7.3% while

petitions dropped by 4%.(Tables I and II).

-20-
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The JD petition rate was 59.1% in 1982, compared with
57.3% in 1981; the PINS petition rate also increased,
reaching 64.2%, as compared with 51.1% in 1981l. (See
Table III).

The above trend is the result of the declining youth
population and is not unique to the Probation Department.
The Police Department also réported a 21.3% decrease in
the past four years of juveniles taken into custody (arrested)
and resulting in Family Court action. This is ‘consistent with
U.S. Census reports which indicate a 28% decrease in youth
population in Nassau County within the past ten years.

Along with the decrease in juvenile cases, there was
an increase in matrimonial and family cases with the greatest
increase in Family Offense cases (domestic violence); they
rose from 5,705 in 1981 to 7,001 in 1982, for an increase
of 29%. Increased community awareness, legislative changes
limiting Probation Officer's option to adjust such cases on
the Intake level and the emergence of advocacy groups, are
factors inm this increase and have also created a greater
deménd fo? legal processing of such cases. Although client
has the option of pursuaing aclion either in the Family Court
or Criminal Court, more clients choose the Family Court.

. éontinuance of this trend would necessitate programatic
and resource changes and shifts from traditional youth
progfams‘ﬁo such strategies as alcohol intervention, family
therapy, restitution, arﬁitration, concilj=tion, community
services, advocacy, development of safe homes, etc.

Preparation for such change in emphasis and focus would re-

quire modification in training and é%affing patterns.
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INTAKE UNIT

TNTAKE TNIT J Petition & Diversion Rates For All Categories
CASELOADS ' g . Table IIZ . 1981 1982
SERhUYAYS | _ - ' Comparison
. Petition Diversion Petition Diversion Div. Rate %
a0 Rate Rate Rate Rate Inc./Dec.
TABLE #I : ?[ncrease/])ecrease ‘ ( - . ADJUSTABLE '
Category 1981 % 1982 % No. % : - CATEGORY
Custody 1091 542 1718 7.1 + 627 57.4 i Custody 54.0 45.9 49.4 50.5 + 4.6
Support 3050  14.6 3553  14.6 + 503 16.4 : .
Family Offense 5705  27.4 7001 29.0  + 1314  23.0 ! Family Offense 46.9 53.0 43.6 56.3 + 3.3
PINS 992 5.0 932 3.8 - 60 6.0 :
Juv. Del. 1979 9.5 1823 7.5 =~ 174 8.8 PINS 51.1 48.8 53.4 46.5 - 2.3
Neglect 2 0.0 3 0.0 T+ 1 50.0 1
Conciliation 307 1.5 387 1.6 + 80 26.0 J.D. 57.3 42,6 59.1 40.8 - 1.8
. Faternity BE 32 12 g;g e oe Conciliation 0.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
Hwim o up g3 s b vom e | CAERGORS
cation 3463  16. 0 16. + 2 16.8 -
Enforcement b0 a3 = - R Support , 55.4 44.5 49.2 50.7 + 6.2
USDL © 84.5 15.4 . 82,2 17.7  + 2.3
TABLE #1T PETITIONS | é Violations 69.5 30.4 68.2 31.7  + 1.3
Custod: o . o 0 4 h
Sumpore %98 120 1729 lg,g * zgg e s Modifications  68.0 31.9 64.4 35.5 + 3.6
Family Offense 2681  22.0 059- 23.0 + 8 14.0 |
PINS 507 4.1 3422 3.7 - 379 1.7 Enforcements 61.2 38.7 60.8 39.1 + 0.4
Juv. Del. 1135 9.3 1078 8.0 - 57 5,0
Neglect 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Conciliation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Paternity 990 8.1 1017 7.5 + 27 2.7 &
USDL 618 5.1 767 6.0 + 149 24.1 | -
Other 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 :
Modification 2358  19.4 2608  19.5 + 250 10.6 . . \
Enforcement 555 4.6 669 5.0 + _114  _20.5 .
TOTAL 12154 100.0 13384  100.0 + 1230 10.1
-23-
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TABIE IV
JUVENILE OFFENIER (J.D. AND PINS) REFEEBALS TO INTAKE AND FETITIONS
FEOM INTARE DURTNG TEE YEABS 1976-1982~
.. & PIES 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 ; Table V ,
“Re . : ' ALL CATEGORY REFERRALS TO INTAKE AND PETITIONS FROM INTAKE DURING THE
Referrals 3,617 3,482 3,692 3,654 3,360 2,971 2,755 YEARS 1976-1982 :
% Inc/Dec over , . | :
Previcus Year +5.8 <37 46,0 = -l.0 8.0 -1l -T.3 o 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982
JeD. & PINS ‘ Co CL Referrals 15,769 17,508 17,610 17,304 19,665 20,808 24,294
T s S i1 1,804 1,642 1,576 RN I SR % Inc/Dec over  +13.6 +11.0 +.6 1.7  +13.6 +5.8 - +16.7
% Inc/Dec O;er 22 "y ' L Previous Year , . -
Previous Year +22.8° +15.8  +22, -2. -16. o . N A .
. 7 2 83 =4.0 e Petitions 10,355 11,804 11,653 11,166 11,643 12,154 13,384
{ % Inc/Dec over
' L Previous Year  +16.0 +14.0 -1.3 -4.1 +4.2 +4.4 +10.1
CASES o 3 _ s
1. ' _ B AR CASES :
: ' R 24,000 : Pl

T L A

3000 ' " -\\\\\§‘ﬁa.= ; i : . : ;;’////,

18,000

-y
ahey
L 4

20000 1 e “‘*ﬁa;hgiﬂii

-’4”’*_’4,« -*-1"‘F;- ‘ , 12,000
. ) - .
. B M E | AR} : :_; ; '. }
1000 | .
6,000
1976 1977 1978 . 1979 . 1980 1981 1982 1%76¢ 1977 1978 197° 1986 1981 1982
JoDe and PINS Referrals ‘ | Referrals
JeDe and PINS Petitions " ,' ll i Il ; f ' ' | Petitions_, , , . » ; s 2
- ‘ W
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JUVENILE INVESTIGATIONS

The purpose of the Probation investigation report is
to assist ﬁhe Court and Probation in decision-making
and treatment planning. The Probation investigation is a
comprehensive social and legal history, incorporating
psychiatric data, an analysis of an individual and family,
school and community, and the circumstances surrounding
a case. This culminates in a recommendation for Court
disposition as well as a guide for future involvement
and treatment.

Juveniles seen in the Investigation Unit reflect a
child for whom previoﬁs attempts at treatment prior to Court
intervention have not resulted in improved behavior. Careful
evaluation and planning are required for each case and must
continue to involve these children and their families in
treatment and community programs in order to help them work
out their problems.

Investigation activity for juvenileé, as
measured by both the number of new assignments and those
investigations with Court dispositions during the year,
reflected somewhat of a mixed picture, with J.D.s continuing
to decline, and PINS cases rising. New»investigatiqn

assignments for J.D.s declined~-for the third straight .

year--by 4.9%, from 616 in 1981 to 586 in 1982. This compares
with a decline rate of 22.1% the previous year. Unlike

J.D.s, new PINS investigation assignments, after two years of

declines, increased by 11.3% from 353 in 1981 to 398 in 1982.

This compares with a decline rate of 23.6% the previous yvear.

-26~-
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A similar pattern was also evident in the number of

juvenile investigations with Court dispositions.

While the overall total, both J.D.§ and PINS, increased by
3.6% after declining for two years, this increase was
accounted for by the PINS group only, for the J.D.s fell for
the third straight year. In brief, juvenile cases rose from
970 in 1981 to 1,005 in 1982, an increase of 35, or 3.6%.
However, J.D.s fell from 627 to 605 for a 3.5% decline, while
PINS increased, from 343 to 400, a gain of 16.6%.

An analysis of the juvenile population by
sex reveals the males to have increased their share by 8.2%
vhile females declined by 8.7%. This resulted in a male-
female distribution of 76% and 24% respectively for 1982.
(Tfables VII and VIII.)

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY DISPOSITIONS

" an analysis of the juvenile delinquency dispositions
for 1982, as compared with those for 1981, has revealed the
most significant changes to be in the placement and probation
‘categories. The probation raﬁe (3 of cases disposed of and
pPlaced on probation) increased from 51.7% in 1981 to 59.5%

in 1982. However, the placement rate fell from 23.9% to

18.1%--110 placements against 150 in 1981. The number of J.D.s

piaced on probation increased to 360 for the year versus only
324 in 1981. Other changes can be found in Table X.
PINS DISPOSITIONS

The most significant change in the PINS disposition
group is in the probation rate which rose from 64.1% in 1981
to 69% in 1982, for a total of 276 cases placed on probation

for the year versus 220 in 1981. The placement rate fell from

e . A s e



16% in 1981 to 14% in 1982, although the actual number

increased by one. Other changes can be found in Table XI

TYPES OF CRIMES AND STATUS OFFENSES

A comparative analysis of the types of JD and PINS
offenses (crimes-against-persons, crimes-against-
property, status offenses,etc.) revealed some changes
in the general mix of 6ffenses, as well as significant
declines in the higher ranked crimes, .such as burglary
and larceny.

The proportion of cases in the crimes-against-persons
(including robbery) category increased to 19.5% in 1982,
from 17.5% in 1981. Assault (55) and robbery (41)
ranked first and second respectively in this category, with
assault reflecting a significant increase of 27.9% over the
previous year. The proportion of crimes-against-
property cases declined to 69.6% in 1982, from 75% in
1981. ‘Although burglary (186) and larceny (108) continue
to rank'first and second in this category, ﬁoth of these
crimes experienced above-average declines of 29% and
22.8% respectively.

Of the total J.D. caseload, the five mcst frequent
criminal offenses accounted for less than three-
quarters (73.5%) of the 605 cases. This compares with
more than four-fifths (82.9%) the previous year and is
indicative of the greater variety of criminal offenses
for this year's J.D. population. Although the ranking
five‘offenses remain the same for both years, robbéry

dropped form third to fifth in 1982, whiie assault and

=28~
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criminal mischief rose to third and fourth respectively.

Bu;glary remained number one, accounting for 30.7% of the

total in 1982, against 41.8% in 1981. 'fSee Table VI below).

Table VI

FIVE RANKING CRIMINAL OFFENSES FOR THE J.D. INVESTIGATIONS
CASELOAD FOR 1981 and 1982

1981 % of 1982

Total 30221
Rank Offense ' N N Rank Offense N N
1 Burglary 262 41.8 1 Burgla 1
2 Larceny 140 22.3 2  TLarceny 108 1918
3. Robbery 44 7.0 3  Assault 55 9.1
4  Assault 43 6.9 4  Crim.Mis. 55 9.1
5 Crim.Misch 31 4.9 5 Robbery 41 6:8

Unlike the J.D. investigation gfoup, the PINS cases,
consistihg of 400 cases in 1982, as compared with 343
in 1981, increased by 57, or 16.6%. The increase was
greatest in the truancy category, with 31 more cases, or
27.2%, for a total of 145 for the year. The ungovern-
able cases rose by’26, for a 11.3% increase, reaching
255 for the year. To sum up, the propértion of truancy
cases increased from 33.2% in 1981 to 36.2% in 1982,
while the porportion of ungovernable cases declined from

66.8% to 63.8%. See Table XIII.

-29-
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SUPPLEMENTAL INVESTIGATIONS

Most of the supplemental investigations involve

violations of probation for cases, that hawe been in the
R Sumnad B e At v

supervision program, as well as placement cases that

have been re-placed or discharged from placement. Tables

XIV and XV contain a detailed breakdown of these cases

by type of disposition. For J.D.s , the number of

supplemental investigations dropped from 146 to 136
‘in 1982, a decline of 10, or 6.8%. For PINS, the
number of supplemental investigations fell from ‘140

in 1981 to 127 in 1982, a decline of 13, or 9.3%.

For J.D. cases, with the exception of the "other"

group, there were declines in all disposition

categories, with the largest decline in the probation

"reinstated" category. The increase in the "other" group

reached 22.8% and included re-placement cases and

discharges from supervision. For PINS cases, the pattern

was essentially the same, with declines in most

disposition categories,the significant exception being

the "other" group.

=30=-
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TABLE VII

Categoxy

Delinquency
PINS

e~ @angent €0 MATRY

Other Jurisdictions
TOTAL

Diggositions, J.D. Cases

Probation

Placed
Withdrawn/Dismissed
Suspended Judgment
Othexr/ACOD

Male .
Female

Dispositions, PINS Cases

Probation

Placed
Withdrawn/Dismissed
Suspended Judgment
Other/ACOD

Male
Female

Dispositions, Congent to Marry
Other  (all female)

JUVENILE INVESTIGATIONS

______.—_———"———

Disgositions, Other Jurisdictions

Male
Eamﬂ@ TOTAL

: Increase/Decrease
1981 1982 No.
- - 4.1
713 741 72
+ 45 + 95
wE o 1h
2 23 no ¢
0 366 + 36 + 10.9
1 138 - 4 =20
4 7 : 2§ + 3
12 104 - -
121 126 =5 =28 4‘2
T3 741 - % =
638 639 + 1+ .2
135 102 - 3 -244
6
22 283 v 54+ 2
92 a8 - 3 - 3'2
27 35 + 8 + 29,
38 28 - 10 - 22.2
- 4 =_4.
—4%% "5% + 45 + 93
+ 33+ 142
ggﬁ ggg + 12 + 4.8
3 4 + 1 + 3303
+ 5  +50.0
10 13 - i - 3805
—"223 —23 no change
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PABLE VIII

. JUVENIIE OFFENIER I'NVES'J!IGATIONS WITE DISPOSITIONS

FOR J.D. AND PINS CASES FOR 1981-1982 ‘

Increase/Decrease

1981 1962 1982 over 1981
Type ' No. % No. No. : %
3D. - 627 6446 5 .60.2 =22 =3.5
PINS . 343  _35.4 400  _39.8 45T +16.6
Total 570 100.0 1,005 100.C +35 +3.6
Sex

Male 706 T72.8 764 76,0 - +38 +8.2
264 _27.2 241  _24.0 =23 =8.7

T potal « 970  100.0 1,005 100.0 +35 3.

1981 ' ~ 1982 .

.D. TNVESTIGATIONS
"60.2% _ (605)

MSTMONS
| eag (€M)

INVESTIGATIONS INVESTIGATIONS
39.86 (400)

35-4% (343)

Total 970 | - Total 1,005

=32~
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J.D.
PINS.
Potal

1500

TABIE ‘IX

JUVENIIE OFFENIER (J.D. AND PINS) INVESTIGATIONS
WITH DISPOSITIONS DURING THE YEARS 1216-1282

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982

458 447 764 880 811 627 605
A0 4 493 518 526 343 400
@28 86l 1,257 1,398 1,337 970 1,005

1250

-—aar o

2000 |

500

250

1976

1977 - 1978 1979 1980 1981

All J’uvenil‘ e foende£ Investigations
J.D. Investigations Only —efefoulmfmlldff ]

4 AR

PINS Investigations Only = = = = = = == = = =

. . .=33- ,_A,,,,. e e




TABIE XI
PABIE ‘X

PINS INVESTIGATIONS WITH DISPOSITIONS BY TYFE
JUVENILE IELINQUENCY INVESTIGATIONS WITH DISPOSITIONS ' FOR 1981 AND 1982

BITIPEFORIQBlAJSDlQ2 :

. : Increase/Decrease
. : Increase/Decrease ‘ 1981 : 1982 . 1982 over 1981
1981 ° . 1932. 1982 over 1981 Type No. % No.. No.
Type No. % " Bo. - % No. . % : Probation 220 4.1 276 9.0 +56 +25.4
Probation 324 51.7 . 360 .  59.5 +36 +11.11 o - Placement . 55 16.0 56 14.0 +1 +1,8
Placement . - 150" 23,9 110 18,1 -40 =26.T" . P, " W/D & Dismissed 25 T3 32 8.0 +7 +26.0
W/D & Diemissed. 3 0.5 7 1.2 +4 +133.3 . o Susp.Judgment 37 10.8 26 6.5 =11 =29.7
Susp. Judgment 124 19.8 104 17.2 - =20 ~16.1 . 4 ACOD 5 1.5 4 1.0 -1 -20,0
ACOD 19 3.0 . 1T 2.8 . =2 =10.5 : . Other * 1 " 0.3 _6 1.5 - 45 +500.0
Other Fl 1.1 3_1 1.2 0 .0 e | Total 343 100.0 400 100.0 +57 +16.6
Total 27 100.0 . 605 100.0 =22 =345 - _ g . ‘
Sex ' ‘ , : i Male : 169 49.3 220 55.0 +51 +30.2
Female . - . z9_0_ . _14.4 61 g =29 =32.2 | i Total 343  100.0 400 100.0 +57 +16.6
Total ~ 27 100.0 605 100.0. =22 3.5 | ix oo ' -

1961 | o 1982

QA S St Al AN

L
t
o
- | : . Other : ACOD Other AGOI)
W/Doﬁ.{%:lgsmiased O;h;;rs A . OZE)‘ %,5%‘ : 1.5% 1.0% -
. % 1. . ‘ L0 :
% & ® o | > | & @
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TABLE XIII

TABLE XxII
TYPES OF CRIMES COMMITTED BY JUVENILE DELINQUENTS .
—WITH DISPOSTTIONS DURING THE YEARS 1981-1982
WITH DISPOSTTTONS DURING TEE YRARS 1961-1982 STATUS OFFENSES FOR PINS CASES WITH DISPOSITIONS
1981 o 1%e2 ; _DURING THE YEARS 1981-1982 .
Male % Fem _ % A1 % |Male % Fem __ % M1 _% | 1981 | 1982
- ' ‘ Type Male % Fem'__ % Total _% | Male % % . %
Against- 88 16.4 22 24.4 110 17.5) 104 19.1 14 22,9 118 19.5 . ! ‘ , , ' = — fotes
; f - Ungovern— : . : :

cetnen o | " gble 101 59.8 128 73.6 229 66.8 || 133 60.5 122 67.8 255 63.8
Against- 408 T76.0 62 68,9 470 75.0| 383 70.4 38 623 421 69.6 . Trusncy _68. _40.2 _46 _26.4 114 _33.2 | 87 _39.5 58 _32.2 45 _36.2
Other 41 _7.6 6 _ 6.7 _4 _1.5| 57 105 9 _14.8 _66 _10.9 % %" Total 169 100.0- 174 100.0 343 100.0 | 220 100.0 180 100.0 400 100.0

Total 537 100.0 S0 100.0 ' 627 100.0 f 544 100.0 61 100.0 695 100.0

w2 1982

1981 | 1982

ERSP AR e S A S s 60

,19b5% (118)

OﬂS; . j
1.0. 1
' (66) | SN
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TABIE XIV
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY SUPPIEMENTAL INVESTIGATIONS

COMPTRTED WITH DISPOSITIONS BY TYFE FOR 1961 AND 1982

Increase/Decrease
1981 1982 1982 over 1981
!:!2 d NO. No. No.
Pro‘:_a.tien . 6 4.1 6 4.4 ~0 0.0
Prob. Reinstated 48 32.9 32 23,5 =16 -33.3
Placement n 21.2 28 20.6 -3 9.7
W/D & Dismissed 1 0.7 0 0.0 -1 «100.0
gnt:p. Judgment 3 2.5 g 0.0 ;3 -122.3
axr T :2. , il. i b 5 b o
Total i% 100.0 I%Z 100.0 -10 )
Sex -
Male 101 69.2 95 69.2 -6 :2.9
F le 208 29. '_.A °
 Total 4 : ﬁ% 100.0 T;% 100.0 =10 .8
1981 ' 1982

Bmﬂnxim:
Heinstated .

flacuum¥
20.6% (28)

*g3lso includes cases where probation was continued andi extended

g ey

7 Biicostals o0

TABIE XV

PINS SUPPLEMENTAL INVESTIGATIONS COMPLETED
WITH DISPOSITIONS BY TYEE FOR 1981 AND 1962

’ Increase/Decrease

5 1981 , 1982 1982 over 1981

Iype : 20 ._%L_ No. —_ No.
Mbaﬁon * V 9 . L] 4 7 5 » 5 -2 -22 ] 2
Prob.Reinstated . 62 44.3 39 30.7 =23 -37.1
Placezent 36 25,7 32 25.2 -4 =-11.1
W/D & Dismissed 2 144 0 2 16 0 0.0
gut;vo Judment -2} - ' 22.7 ' . 2" 1.6 ) +1 +100.0
Total 140 100.0 : 1%; 100.0 -—1% -9.3

Sex o :
Male 63 45.0 45 35.4 =18 -28.6
Female 11 55.0 _82 64.6 _+5 +6.5
Total . %40 100.0 127 . 100.0 -13 -9.3
1982

" Probation .
. . Beinstated . -/
30.7% (39)

/ Placement

25.2% (32).

Placement a
25.7% (36)

* ; .
also includes cases where brobation was continued and ex

tended.




Table XVI

[8

NASSAU COUNTY POLICE DEPARTMENT

JUVENILE AID BUREAU

January 1, 1982 to December 31, 1982

1981 1982
Juveniles referred to this Bureau on
PDCN Form 89 Juvenile Activity Report .
(non-arrest)-for investigation resulting
in referrals to community resources. 6238 6470
Juveniles taken into custody (arrested)
resulting in Family Court Action. 1388 1216
7626 7686
Four Year Comparison
. 1979 1980 1981 1982
Crime
Assault 84 104 77 102
Burglary 658 612 483 294
Criminal Mischief 103 98 85 108
Larceny (Grand) 97 90 - 89 93
Larceny (Petit) 177 282 271 261
Narcotics 38 39 25 10
Robbery 68 60 47 57
Sex Offenses 17 15 12 14
Unauthorized Use/Motor Vehicle 90 67 64 53 8
Miscellaneous ) 215 231 228 224
Total 1547 1558 1388 1Ioig |
o % A
Juvenile Offenders .
Crimes Committed by Juveniles Arrested *
for Criminal Court Action 1979 1980 1981 =982
Arson Second Degree -2 1 1 1
Robbery First Degree 21 6 10 8
Burglary First Degree 2 2 0 2
Robbery Second Degree 2 13 3 6
Murder Second Degree 1 - 3 1
Burglary Second Degree 1l 5 0 0
Manslaughter 1l - 0 0
Rape First Degree b 3 1 2 4
Sodomy First Degree - 2 1l 0
Assault First Degree _ - - 2 0
Total 31 30 25 22

ACTS COMMITTED BY JUVENILES PROCESSED BY THIS BUREAU FROM P.D.C.N.

FORM 89 - JUVENILE ACTIVITY REPORT

TABLE XVII December, 1981 through November. 30, 1982
01 Alcohol
02 Arson1
ault . ]
gi iii Rifles, Sling Shots, BB Guns, Knives, Chuka Sticks

Bomb Report . .
Burglary _
Criminal Mischief
Disorderly Conduct
Drug Abuse
Fire, False Report
Fireworks
P,I.N.S. = Ungovernable
Hitchhiking
Harassment
Larceny
Marine Offenses
Mini ?ike
5 ellaneous
gé:gr Vehicle (VTL - Other Than Mini Bikes)
Poseecs £ Stol Property
ion o olen
§:§3§::, Peeping Tom, Loitering, Suspicious Person
Runaway
Sex
Shoplifting
Trespassing

.Truant

Unlicensed Peddling

Unauthorized Use of Motor Vehicle
Robbery

Murder ,

Reckless Endangerment

TOTAI'........000000000000.6'470

AGE AND SEX OF JUVENILES REFERRED TO JUVENILE AID BUREAU FROM

P.D.C.N. FORM 89 = JUVENILE ACTIVITY REPORT
. AGE =11 11 12 13 14 15 Family  TOTAL
MALE 254 189 429 728 1126 2173 4,899
| FEMALE 57 46 115 202 411 688 1,519
52 52

TOTAL.IOOQ..C....Q....006'.470

. =41~ R
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COMPLETED J'UVENIIE INVESTIGATIONS = JD AND PINS
Table XVIII ;
 Increase/Decrease o SUPERVISION
Classification of Offense 1981 . Jgs2 No. .- % -
The Family Division provides supervision for Juvenile
vated Harassment . 2 T - - o . . .
Aggra 1 1 50.0 Delingquents, Persons In Need of Supervision, Family
Arson 2 20 + 18 + 900.0 ~ o
Assault ' 43 55 + 12+ 27.9 : Offense offenders as well as those juveniles granted
Burglary 264 186 - 7| = 29.5 . Adjournments in Contemplation of Dismissal (ACOD).
Criminal Impersonation o : 1 + 1 - + 100.0 ’ : ‘ . hat
. . . T supervision process requirestha i
Criminal Mischief 31 55 + 24+ T4 ’ € sup proce q the Probation
Criminal Possession Controlled Substance 3 3 no change - ' : Officer develop a treatment plan which will help the
Criminal P i trume \ =
= ossess or.l Forged Ins n 2 3 + 1 + 50,0 BT offender modify the behavior patterns which brought him
Criminal Possession Stolen Property 15 24 + 9 + 60,0
Criminal Possession Weapon - 2 6 ‘& 4  +  20.0 : or her to Court in the first place. In many instances,
Criminal Sale Controlled Substance 1 2 + 1 + 100.0 the family unit must be involved in the treatment
Criminal Tampering ' 0 1 + 1 + 100.0 '
' rocess if modification is to be achieved. Supervision
Criminal Trespass 18 22 + 4 + 22,2 P ‘ : P
Escape . 4 3 - 1 - 25,0 also may require individual or group counseling, as well
Falsely Reporting Incident 3 4 + 1+ 333 as referrals to drug or alcohol treatment or to employ-
Kidnapping 1 0 - 1 = 100.0
Larceny - Grand 42 32 - 10 - 23.8 ment programs.
Larceny - Petit 98 76 - 22 - 22,4 ’ The supervision caseload is classified into three
Making Punishable Statement .
mens ° 1 + 1 + 100.0 categories, Intensive, Active and Special. Through the
Manslaughter - 0 2 + 2+ 100,0 ’
Menacing I3 € no change .' " differential classification, case factors govern the
Motor Vehicle Violation 29 31 + 2  + 6. 2 category to which the case will be assigned and how the
Obstructing Govermmental Administration 2 5 + 3 + 150,0 ' ‘6“ ! . . i1 . . . i sk
Possession Burglar Tools 0 . + 2 . 100.d i supervision will be maintained. Thus the high ris
Public Lewdness (o] 2 + 2 + 100.0 ' ; offender, the emotionally disturbed youngster, or one
Reckless germent 6 2 - 4 - 66,7 ; who needs a good deal of external support and direction,
Resisting Arrest 1 4 + 3 + 300,0 ’
Robbery | 44 41 - 3 - 6.8 " etc., will be placed in the Intensive classification. Those
Sex Offense 8 10 + 2 + 25,0 who require substantial supervision, but less than those
Unlawful -Deal with Fireworks o] . s o
ing 1 * 1 + 100.0 . . in the Intensive category, fall into the Active classifica- v
Unlawful Imprisonment 0 1 + 1 + 100.0 . , ;
Unlawful Possession of Weapon 0 3 + 3 + 100.,0 tion, and those who require limited involvement, fall into
Truancy ] ‘ 114 145 | 34 + 27.2 ' % e ‘the Special classification.
Ungovernable | 229 256 + 27 11.8 ! - ' .
TOTAL | 970 1006 36 3.7
-42- .
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In many cases, the offender may be required to
perform community service or pay restitution to the
injured parties. This order of community service or
collection must be satisfied during the period of Prob-
ation. 1In no instance can the youngster be held responsible
for more than $1,000.

Juvenile supervision caseloads continue to be
characterized by a high incidence of drinking and
alcoholism; increased unemployment and declining job
opportunities for teenagers; an increase in violence

and in the number of youngsters with special education-
al problems.

The female juvenile presents special areas of
concern. Cultural pfessures and expectations of
conformity to traditional values are far greater for
females Ehén males, particularly during the turbulent
~ teen years. Parents and school personnel are inclined
to react more strongly to girls' acting out than to
boys', often demanding immediate remedial action of
the Court and Probation. Statistically, females in
‘the PINS category show a higher probability for place-
ment than males.

Although many of these‘youhg wonen are sexually
active, they are often ignorant of some of the basic
facts of human sexuality. As a result, the rates of
~~egnancy and venereal disease are high and cut across

ali socio—-economic lines. (See section on Neglect, PP.57-58).

=44~
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JUVENILE SUPERVISION

In the supervision program, as was the case in the
other programs, the major trend is the continuing decline
in the number of juvenile supervision cases. After reach-
ing a peak of 2,058 in 1979, the number of cases fell
to 1,664 in 1982. Falloff from 1981 to 1982 was 5.6%.
This’has resulted in a decline in the average monthly
caseloaq of juveniles from 929 in 1981 to 856, a
drop of 7.9%. Also, the average probation officer
caseload declined from 45.1 cases in 1981 to 43.5 cases
in 1982. The énd result appears to have had a favorable
impact on rehabilitation efforts, for the findings in
this area are suppbrtive of more positive results
from the supervision program. The success rate for
discharged probationers rose, while new offenses/petitions
fell by 34% and violations of probation declined by 23%.
The remainder of the caseload, 6.8%, consisted of

Neglect, Child Abuse, Custody or Family Offense cases.
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Table XIX

Beginning of Year
JeDe

PINS
TOTAL

Received During Period

JoD.
PINS
TOTAL -

Total During Period
JeDe

PINS
TOTAT,

Discharggd[Transferred .

J.De.
PINS
TOTAL

Remaining at End of Year
J.D.

PINS
TOTAL

Beginning of Yeer

Received During Period
TOTAL

Discharged

Remaining at End of Year

Beginning of Year
Received During Period

TOTAL
Dismissed

Returned to Court
. TOTAL

Bemaining at End of Year

1281 1982
Male TFem. Total Male Fem., Total
488 108 596 439 66 505
226 157 383 148 133 281
979 786
303 43 346 335 39 374
108 127 235 154 135 %%2
581 3
791 151 942 774 105 879
334 284 618 302 268 570
1560 1249
352 85 437 355 67 422
186 151 3371 119 144 %Q}_
14 85
BEE BEY
2 e
FAMILY CASELOAD

14 2 16 18 5 23
21 _5 _26 19 5 24
35 7 42 37 10 47
a7 2 _19 36 _1 .23
18 5 23 21 3 24

ACOD
45 ‘ 16 61 63 15. 78
117 a5 42 112 25 137
203 215
93 .24 117 109 24 133
6 2 _8 5 3 _8
125 141
63 15 78 61 43 " 74

-q b=

Increase/Decrease
No. 9%
- 91 - 15,3
- 193 - 19.7
+ 28 + 8.1
+_54 + 23.0
+ 82 + 14.1
- 63 - 607
- 15 - 3.4
= 74 - 22,0
- 89 - 11,5
- 48 - 9,6
+ 26 + 9.3
- 22 - 2.8
+ 7 + 43.8
e 2 ;_‘ o
+ 5 + ‘1.9
+ 4 + 21.1
+ 1 + 4.3
+ 17+ 27.9
- 5 b 3.5
+ 12 + 5.9
+ 16 + 13,7
no chi

+ 1 + 12,8
- 4 - 5.1

Y

1400

s, 1050 .

TABIE XX
TOTAL JUVENILE OFFENIER (J.D. AND PINS) PRE-ADJUDICATORY
(4COD) AND POST-ADJUDICATORY (EEGULAR PROBATION)
_SUPERVISION CASELOADS DURING TEE YEARS 1976-1982

Type - 1976 1971 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982
Pre-idj.(ACOD) 269 379 429 406 243 203 215
HBegular Prob. 1,041 1,112 1,332 1,652 1,161 1,560 . 1,449

Total 1,310 1,491 1,761 2,058 2,004 1,763 1,664
CASES

2100

1750 L Y

<‘ 7m
\‘~ ~——— P —
1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982

Total Juvenile Offender Supervision Caseload e
Begular Probation Caseload ORLY wfemfemfmffotfnff )
ACOD Supervision Caseload Qnly = = = = = = = = « = =
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TABLE XXI

SR i e

PEE-ADJUDICATORY AND POST;ADJUDICAEOEI SUPEEVISION CASELOADS FOR
‘ JUVENIIE IELINQUENTS AND FERSONS-IN-NEED OF SUFERVISION BY

PHE-ADJUDICATORY {ACOD) SUFERVISION

Male
J«de 148
PINS | _14
Totall 162

198%

Fen

36

g}

41

Total 9%
184 90.6

A 2.4

203 100.0

POST-ADJUDICATORY SUPERVISION:

Male
JeDe T91
PINS

Total| 1125

Grand

Total | 1287

1981 .

Fem

51
284
435

476

Total ﬁ
942 - 60.4
618 _39.6

1560  100.0
1763

SEX FOR 1981-1982

-48~

175

1076

1251

Total ﬁ
195 90.7
20 _9.3
215 100.0
Total %
879 60.7

570 39.3
1449 100.0
1664

Inc/Dec

oy S
-

b s S A, K~ s

1982 over 1981
No. )
+11 +5.9
=L 3.3
+12 +5.9
Inc/Dec

1982 over 1981
No. .

~63 -6.7
=48 1.8
A1 -7

' =99 . =5.6

—

ot e, S

N

TABIE XXII

,TOTAL JUVENIIE OFFENDER (J.D. AND PINS) POST-ADJUDICATORY
FEEGULAR PROBATION SUPERVISION CASELOAD DURING TEE YRARS 1976-1982

Zype

I 5% 568 691 917 994 942 879

FINS 5 544 - _64  _138 767 618 570
Total 1,02 ~ 1,112 1,332 1,652 1,761 1,560 1,449

CASES

- \

1400 §-“--~.~

1050 =’__,._—.——— R 5 i

) I I et
. | . \\\
350
1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 . 1981 1982

All Juvenile Qffenders
Onl /7
JeDe yTLlLl[ll;[lI,,l,,lll[lLl[

AN AT AR S §
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TABLE XXIII

TQTAL JUVENILE OFFENIER POST-ADJUDICATORY (EEGULAR _. TABLE XXIV
_PEOBATTON) SUPERVISTON CASELOAD FOR 1961 AND 1982 . PRE-ADJUDICATORY (ACOD)

' SUPERVISION CASELOAD FOR 1981 AND 1982

NS 2N MNP ST 22 o

1981 Increase/Decrease
1982 . 1982 over 1981 - . -
: Increase/Decrease
Zype No. Ne. % No. a 1981 1982 1982 over 1961
J.D. ‘942 '60.4 879  60.7 -63 6.7 Zrpe No.. No. —% No.
PINS 618 _ _39.6 570 _39.3 =48 7.8 b J.D. 184 90.6 15 907 41 +5.9
Total 1,560  100.0 1,449  106.0 -111 =T : PINS 19 ~2ad 20 2.3 L 3.3
Total 203 100.0 215 100.0 +12 +5.9
1981 1982 .
1981 1982

_Juvenile

-50-

-PINS
9.4% (19)

203

Delinquents Juvenile _' ‘ - Juvenile
* 52;7’)‘ .- Delinquents . Delinquents
(879 b . .
; 90.6% (184). 90.7%  (195)




SCHQOL LIATSON

The School Liaison Unit works with children who
have been placed in residential ;reatment facilities throughout
New York State by the Nassau County Family Court. ThéhProbation
Officer functions as a liaison person between thé child in placement,
the family, the residential treatment facility, the home and com-
munity in determining, formulating and coordinating discharge
planning for the child. The unit also provides consultation and
information regarding residential alternatives to Probation staff
and the judiciary.

.Philosophicaily, the concept of least restrictive
placement and development of alternative resourcés withiﬁ the
community, close to the‘child's home and in keeping with family
life is accepted as a more natural effort for the reintegration of
the youngster into family life and the community. |

In order to meet the needs of the hard-to~place popu-
lation, many visits and meetings were held with private child care
agencies tc either modify their existing programs or develop new
ones. As a .result, many agencies have responded favorably and are
accepting more of the hard-to-place population on a selective basis.
Moreover, Probation has been working cooperatively and collaboratively
with the various school districts in identifying those individuals
who have been determined to have handicapped conditions and present
school problems, who can best be served and resolved by the Committee
on the Handicapped. érobation has assisted in facilitating the

placement of such children in an appropriate residential treatment

school.

-52=

choice. The placem

>popu1ation in Nassau County since 1970.

. more seriously disturbed, older and products of mult

In most cases, Probation is a first ireatment of

ent caseload during this past year has decreased

17.6% for a total of 224 cases placed. This breaks down to 105

of these cases originating with the Investigating process, with

+he remaining 119 cases arising during the Supervision process.

37 children placed were re-placements, their initial placements

having been terminated by Family Court. For many of these children,

i i ilities.
there was no alternative but referral to pivision for Youth faci

During 1981, 38 cases were placed with the Division for Youth, as

’ £
against 44 in 1981, and 60 cases in 1980. There was a total o

405 cases in placement at the end of the 1982 period, as against

438 in 1981 for an overall decrease of 33 cases Or 7.5¢. .

The 1980 Census showed a 28% decline in the teenage

The mean age of the popu-=

jation continues to rise with a corresponding decline in the

younger population. However, the -children we are placing are

i-problem

families. They are both socially maladjusted and maladaptive to
their environments. This is reflective of the problematic socio=

) * [} . L} to
economic climate in the community and the parents’ inability

cope with the pbehavior of their children.
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Table XXVI INSTITUTIONS OF PLACEMENT 1982
J.D, PINS
, ‘ Instututions Male , Female Male Female Total
Table XXV ’ i ‘ '
- - Bailey Eall | 2 T 2
SCHOOL LIAISON UNIT ’ | Berkshire Farm 40 6 1 47
: 4 ' Berkshire Foster Home ) 2 . 1
INSTITUTIONAL AND PAROLE CASES SUPERVISED -
i Brightwaters Group Home ) 1 4 ‘ 5
. C i Cayuga Home | 9 1
1981 1982 | Charlton School - 1 1
After After ‘ Inc/Dec % Children's Village 1 _ 1
Caseload Inst. Care Total Inst. Care Total  No. % Division For Youth 31 4 2 1 38
In placement at ' : ' " George Jr. Republic 4 2 3 2 14
beg. of year 367 21 J88 395 43 438 + 5 + 12.9 : ) & P .
Placed & Hawthorne-Cedar Knolls 1 2
period +272 0 +272 +224 o] +224 - 48 - 17.6 Hope For Youth 4 2 6
TOTAL in placement
during period 639 21 660 619 43 €62 + 2 4+ .3 ‘ Jennie Clarkson School 3 ]
Transferred from . : . . ' : Lakeside | 3 4 7
Inst, to Afte - 6. - - - - - . :
1 reare 4 +64 30 +30 . 34 - 53.1 4 . Lincoln Hall 11 2 13
Returned to placement : ' ) fy :
from Aftercare + 3 =3 - £ 2 =2 - = 1 =733 Madonna Heights 1 16 17
Redistributed Totals 578 82 660 591 71 662 + 2 4+ .,3 T, ' Nassau House . : 6 .5 11
Discharged during ' & Melville Bouse 1 : 1
period =183 -39 =222 =208  -49 =257 4 35 + 15.8 ’
‘ ' Regina Residence 1 1 2
In placement at
end of period 395 43 438 383 22 405 - 33 - 7.5 ' St. Andrus Home 1 .2 3
| ' St. Anne Institute | . 3 1 4
St. Cabrini S 5 2 4 16
St. Mary's Syosset 12 10 | 22
Summit School 1 ‘ 1
Wayside Home —_— -2 2 -4
?‘ TOTALS 111 24 42 47 224




FAMILY INVESTIGATIONS

The Family Investigation caseload consists of Support,
Family Offense and Paternity cases. Probation investigations are
Prepared only at the requeét of the Court; and in a small percentage
of cases. As indicated in the table below, fewer cases, only the
most serious and complicated ones, are béing referred to Probation
for invéstigation and/or service resulting in an overall decline
in referrals of 25.9% in 1982.

b

FAMILY INVESTIGATION UNIT

Table #XXVII

INVESTIGATIONS 1981 1982 Increase/Decrease
No. 3
Support 39 40 + 1 + 2.6
U.s.D.L. - 5 1 - 4 - 80.0
Paternity 31 5 - 26 - 83.9
Family Offense 176 140 - 36 - 20.5
TOTAL 251 186 - 65 ~ 25.9
DISPOSITIONS
Probation 14 21 + 7 + 50.0
Withdrawn/Dismissed 23 31 + 8 + 34.8
Suspended Judgment 0 0 no change
Probation Orders 70 66 - 4 - 5.7
Other 144 68 - 76 - 52.8
- 65 - 25.9

TOTAL 251 186

-56-
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SPECIAL CHILDREN'S SERVICES

The Special Children's Services Unit is responsible
for the investigation and supervision of children and adults
involved in custody, visitation, adoption, neglect and child
abuse cases received from Family, Supreme and Surrogate'’s Courts.

At the direction of the Court, Probation provides
supervision in visitation matters. The suééQéigion consists
largely of monitoring the suitability of arrangements for
visitation and carrying out any special order of the Court.

In 1982, the Unit conducted 654 investigations as
compared with 537 ﬁn 1981, an increase of 21.8% in 1582, or
1i7 cases over the previous year. (See Table XXVIII)

There was a 32% increase in Neglect and Child Abuse
casés in 1982 over 1981, a 56% decrease in Adoption investigations,
and a 40% increase in Custody cases, reflecting 215 cases in 1981
and 301 cases in 1982.

The total number of children and adults in the Unit's
supervision caseload for 1982 was 75, a decrease of 16 over the
previous year.

The dramatic increases in the Neglect/Child Abuse and
Custody cases during the past yeaﬁ; as well as the significant drop in
Adoption investigations, would seem to mirror the social and economic
unrest of these times. As more young, unwed mothers appear to be keeping
their babies, Adoption cases continue to drop. However, many of
these new mothers, who are ill~prepared for parenthood and uninformed
as to normal child development stages, seem to constitute an important

part of the Neglect/Child Abuse population. Parents with serious .




A

psychologicélidisturbaﬁces, a basic emotional immaturity,
isolation gnd'drﬁg/substance abuse also continue to form a
significant element of the Neglect/Child Abuse population.

There are also serious ﬁroblems of incest, child sexual abuse and
exploitation which involve the total family pathology. Child
abﬁse can happen anywhere ~ in poor, middle~class and well-to-do
homes; in rural areas, suburbs, cities, involving one or both

parents and/or relatives. The effects of child abuse are serious

“and result in emotional, physical handicaps, acting-out behavior

and even death.

A concommitant of the high divorcé rate is the
increase in custody cases. ManY'fathers are now petitioning
for full custody of their children and there is also a growing
Many custody cases contain

trend towards joint custody.

allegations of drug and alcohol abuse by one or both parents.

‘Table XXVIII, gpECIAL CHILDREN'S SERVICES

Increase/Decreass

INVESTIGATIONS 1981 1982
, No. 3

Neglect 238 316 .+ 78 + 32.8
Adoptions 84 37 - 47 - 56.0 !
Custody 215 301 + 86 + 40.0 ‘

TOTAL 537 654 + 117 + 21.8
DISPOSITIONS
Supervision -5 10 + 5 + 100.0
Placed 104 183 + 79 + 76.0
Withdrawn/Dismissed 23 63 + 40 + 173.9
Suspended Judgment 4 0 . - 4 - 100.0
Other 401 398 - 3 = .7

TOTAL 537 654 + 117 + 21.8

Male ' 263 334 + 71 + 27.0
Female 274 320 + 46 + 16.8

=58~
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Table #XXIX

SPECIAL CHILDREN'S SERVICES

SUPERVISION
Increase/Decrease
CASELOAD 1981 1982 No.
CHILDREN
. Begimning of Years -~ oz LT
Writs/Custody 15 13 - 2 - 13.3
Neglects d6 1N -5 = 31.3
TOTAL b3 24 - 7 - 22,6
Received during period:
Writs/Custody 13 6 -7 - 53.8
Neglects : __2 -3 no_change
~ TOTAL 1 9 - 7 - 43.8
Total during period: '
Writs/Custody 28 19 -9 - 32,1
Neglects _19 4 -5 - 26.3
. TOTAL 47 - 30w - 14 - 29.8
Discharged:
Writs/Custody 15 10 -5 - 333
Neglects _8 4 + 6 + 75.0
_ TOTAL 23 24 + 1 + 4.3
. Remaining: .
Writs/Custody 13 9 - 4 - 30,8
Neglects 11 0 - 11 -100.0
) TOTAL 24 9 - 15 - 62,5
ADULTS
Beginning of Year:
Writs/Custody 19 14 -5 - 26,3
Neglects g2 Sk -1 - 8.3
TOTAL 31 25 - 6 - 19.4
Received during period:
Writs/Custody 10 15 + 5 + 50.0
Neglects -3 2 -1 = 33.3
TOTAL 13 17 + 4 + 30.8
Total during period:
‘Writs/Custody 29 . 29 no change
Neglects 15 23 =2 = 13.3
TOTAL 44 42} - 2 - 4.5
Discharged: .
Writs/Custody i5 12 -3 - 20,0
_Neglects 4 1 + 17 +175.0
TOTAL 19 23 + 4 + 21.1
Remainings
Writs/Cistody 14 17 + 3 + 21.4
Neglects 1 2 -_9 - 81.8
TOTAL 25 19 - 6 - 24.0
_ . -59-




"RESTITUTION AND COMMUNITY SERVICE UNIT (RCS)
(FORMERLY ADJUDICATED DELINQUENT RESTITUTION PROJECT ADR)

When a.chiid under age 16 is found guilt& of committing a
crime in New York State, he orkshe is adjudicated a JuQenile
Delinquent by the Family Court. The court may then order that
the child pay monetary restitution to the victim for any tangible
loss, including bodiiy injury or complete a specific number of
community or victim service hours.

The Restitution and Community Service Unit provides oppor-
tunities for the child to work and repay the victim for damages
or perform community service. RCS became operational in Nassau
County in 1979 and, until October, 1981, was federally funded
through the New York State Division of Probation. It was then
institutionalized as a special services section of the Probation
Department's Family Division.

The program has a preliminary eligibility criteria wherein

" the primary criterion is the child's ability to work to repay

the victim. Restitution may not be paid by the parent or relatives.
All cases haye 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 will find appro-
priate employment at the minimum wage. In subsidized employment,
the child is paid every two weeks and at least 95% of his earnings
are sent directly to the victim. Subsidized jobs end when restitu-
tion is paid in full. waevér, manyrare able through theirvown
merit to continue on the job while the employer contin;es ﬁo pay

the wages.

Thus far, 481 juvenile delinquents have been supervised by the
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RCS Program with an average monetary restitution of $344.43
each. Since June, 1979, $122,959.91 in restitution has been
ordered by the Family Court through RCS and $86,492.42 has
been collected and disbursed to the victims.

Less than sixteen percent or $19,985.78 of the total amount
ordered has been vacated by the courts due to juvenile place-
ment in institutions or the probationer has moved to another
jurisdiction. At the end of 1982, there were 53 cases with an
accumulative restitution balance of $16,481.71 éending. A

total of 7774 community service hours have been ordered on

' 197 cases with an average of 40 hours each. A .total of

4856.5 hours has been completed; 650 hours will not be com-
pleted due to violations and transfers. At the end of the
year, 2267.5 hours were pending completion in 52 cases.

Over sixty four percent of the youngsters in the project
have successfully completed their restitution obligation;
17% of the cases resulted in Violations of Probation.

PARENT PAYMENT FOR PLACEMEN?T

The Family Court may order parents or legal guardians to
pay for the support of their child in a placement facility.
During 1982, RCS deVeloﬁed a new format for the parent payment
evaluation procedure which has now become an integral function
of the Unit's operation. The evaluation is designed to
determine a:fair and equitable contribution by the family
for the partial support of their child in a placement facility.
Thirty-six parent payment evaluations were referred to RCS

during the year.



Restitution and Community Services Unit

Table #XXX

1980
Analysis and Intake
Total Cases Assigned 537
Tofal Cases Placed in
RCS Supervision igs
Supervision
.Total Cases Discharged
from Probation 68
Total Cases Violated
from Probation 22
Total Cases Carried
Over for Supervision 83

Restitution Analysis
Total Money Oxdered $71,524.08

Total Money Collected $42,557.80 $19,675.04 $24,259.58 $ 86,492.42
Total Comm. Ser. ‘
Hours Ordered 151.0 4503.00 3120 7774
Total Comm. Ser. . ,
Hours Completed 141.5 1373.50 3341.5 4856.5
Total Victim Service
Hours Ordered . 38 0 0 38
Total Victim Servica
Hours Completed 38 0 0 38
Number of Cases Involving Restitution by Type
. ‘ Multi-Sanction
Money Only Community Ser. Only Victim Ser. Only (Money & C.S.)

Ordered 282 122 1l 75
Pending
Completion 42 ' 39 0 24

1981 1982
421 451
162 131

77 93
24 8

159 163

$31,072.43 $20,363.40.

TOTAL

1409

481

238
54
N/A

$122,959.91
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MENTAL HEALTH CONSULTATION UNIT

The Family Division Mental Health Unit of the Nassau
County Probation Department serves as a liaison between the
department and a variety of State, Cbunty, private and
community treatment resources. The unit provides screening
and consultative services to probation officers on specific
éases, expedites referrals to mental health agencies, and
acts as a clearinghouse for information on mental health
services and resources. The unit provides screening ser-
vices to the Family Court, including emergency evaluations
on matters involving mental competency and the need for
hospitalization.

Diagnosis and interpre;ation of psychiatric material,
direct services to Family Court, and educational services
to improve line staff diagnostic and treatment skills are
part of this Unit's responsibility.

The Mental Health Consultant is a member of the
Advisory Council of Title XX of ﬁhe Nassau County Depart-
ment of Social Services, a board member of the Health and
Welfare Council of Nassau County and of the Adﬁiéory
Council of the Wayside School for Girls of the Salvation
Army.

The Mental Health Consultant also participates in
administrative review 6f placement cases. The major
problems resulting in a child's placement seem to fall
%nto two basic areas: a repetitive pattern of deviant

behavior, and/or extreme emotional deprivation.Although

Probation is the treatment of choice, placement

-63=




becomes necessary as the family, home, and community cannot meet
their needs; This decision is usually arrived at when there is
risk of physical/emotional abuse or it is necessary to separate
the child from his environment. Placement is considered and
choice of placement is made after making an assessment in terms
of child's need for control in order to protect society, and of
child's capacity for growth, in order to provide opportunities
for better adjustment.

In 1982, the Unit conducted 1910 pre-consultationé, an
increase of 2.02% over 1981, when the total was 1872. The Unit
also provided formal consultation services. These consultations
are formal case evaluations, with recommendation for service.

In 1982, the Unit conducted a total of 1015 case consultations,

an increase of 11.29% over 1982, when the total was 9212.

TABLE XXXI MENTAL HEALTH CONSULTATION SERVICES Increase/Decrease

1981 1982  No. %
Pre-Consultations 1872 1910 + 38 + 2.02
Consultations
(a) Court Ordered 675 799 + 124 + 18.37
(b} Probation Requested 237 216 - 21 8.86
' Total 912 = To01% + 103 + 11.29
Results of Consultations
(a) No further service 3. -
(b) Further diagnosis '
and/or treatment 910 1015 + 105 + 11.53
Total ‘ 913 1015 + 102 + 11.20
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VOCATIONAL COUNSELING

A major function of the Vocational Counselor is to provide
testing, counseling and referral services to unemployed and under-
employed Probation clients. Although the individuals serviced are
in crisis and under stress, an important aspect of vocational
guidance is to help them develop realistic goals in achieving em~-
ployment, as well as making referrals for other services to community
resources.

Aptitude and interest tests are administered. Referrals are
made for vocational training,. continuing education, and career
development as well as to the Office of Vocational Rehabilitation,
the Adult Division employment counselors who directly assist in job

placement, and other resources.

The close proximity to the Court provides the Judges with a

direct referral source and access to necessary information as to

the motivation of clients in assuming responsibility for the support

. of their families..

In 1982, 430 cases received service, as compared to 426 in
1981, an incxease of .9%. A total of 720 combined services were
received by individuals referred to this Unit for assistance, as
compared to 807 in 1981, or a decrease of 10.8%. .,

Counseling for the ‘development of realistic goals received a
preponderance of emphasis. Attention was also given to the psycho-
logical and emotional concerns, the marital and family disruption,

and the relationship, communication and parent/child problems.

'Another'thrust was to prepare family members to understand the

problem situation, to be supportive and to facilitate a referral
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process to an appropriate community resource in order to

stabliize the family system, achieve employment, and to

enhance self-respect and a sense of responsibility.

TABLE XXXII

Caseload
Beginning of year

Received during
period

Total during
period

Closed during
period

Remaining

Total units of
service rendered,
all categories

VOCATIONAL COUNSELING

1981 1982
15 47
411 383
426 430
379 359
47 71
807 720
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Increase/Decrease
No. %

+ 32 + 213.3

- 28 - 6.8
4 + .9

- 20 - 503

+ 24 + 51.1

- 87 - 10.8
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ADULT DIVISION

In the Adult Division the Probation Department addresses the
criminal offender, age 16 and over, at three points in the crimi-
nal justice process: (1) pre-trial, with investigations and rec-.
ommendations for release of defendants who cannot post bail;

(2) pre-sentence, with investigatibns 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/ot release before trial.

A review of Adult Division activities during 1982 indicates
that the workload affected the various programs in significantly
different ways. Investigations, after experiencing three years of
sharp rises for a total increase of 47.4%, essentially leveled off,
with only a small increase (5,384 versus 5,346) for the year, thus
providing some degree of stability in probation officer caseloads
after years of turbulence. Probation officer caseloads remain
somewhat above optimum levels, and were slightly higher in 1%82,
due tc a reduetion in the average number of probation officers
available for new assignments. However, the creation of a special
restitution unit provided the opportunity for greater staff pro-
ductiviéy. That the investigation prbgram maintained its effect-
iveness in 1982 is supported by the continuing high level of agree-
ment between probation pre-sentence recommendations and actual
coprt sentences.

After declining for three straight years, the proportion of

cases sentenced to probation rose to 62.5% from 59.2% the previous
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year. This rise in the probation rate was generally consistent
across all courts, including the felony jurisdiction and led to
a record number of new probationers sentenced to probation, 3,353
versus 3,099 in 1981.

‘ There is some indication that the increased‘reliance on in-
capacitation very much in evidence in recent years may have slowed
in 1982. Prison and jail space, of course, remain at premium.
Also, the mix of offenders, different from past yvears, may have
led to the slowdown in commitments. After two straight years of
increases in the commitment rate (proportion of cases sentenced to
institutions), the rate leveled off and declined slightly in 1982,
in both the felony and misdemeanor courts. However, this was not
the case for the split sentence or shock probation, wherein the
proportion of sentenced probationers that also received jail time
actually rose slightly.

The profile of the offender investigation population for 1982
reveal; that we are working»with an older group, average age 24,3
years versus 23.4 in 1981, with only 35% in the 16-20 age group}

a lower proportion of property-type offenders, led by declines in
burglaries, robberies and larcenies; but-with.far more DWI's,
which jumped 34.9% on top of a 46% increase the previous year.

The drug offense group increased only moderately, and cocaine
The felony

maintained its ranking pasition as the drug of choice.

offender segment remained generally stable, as did the proportions

of recidivists (70.9%), non-residents (28.4%), and non-whites (35.4%) in

the caseload, while ﬁémales (13.3%) increased their share of the

investigation population.
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PRE-TRIAL SERVICES

Pre-Trial Services in the Adult Division consist of Release-
On-Recogﬁizance, Conditional Release ani the Jail Units. The Re-
lease-On-Recognizance and Conditional Release Units are designed
to screen defendants prior to arraignment for possible release on
recognizance, on reduced bail, or on conditional release. Defend-
ants who cannot raise bail would otherwise be detained at the
Nassau County Correctional Center, contributing to the overcrowded
conditions which have been an on-going problem during the past
several years.

The Jail Unif conducts interviews of inmates for ROR and com-
Pletes inquiries for the Department and other criminal justice

agencies.

Release-On-Recognizance (ROR)

The Release-On-Recognizgnce program ‘has been an on-going
function of the Nassau County Probation Department since 1962. It
assists the court in determining which defendants can be released
in their own custody or on low bail. Historically, indigent defend-
ants have been the principal beneficiaries of the program.

This Unit serves both the District and County Courts by pro-
viding investigative reports and recommendations prepared by proba-
tion officers. These reports are utilized by the judiciary in
assessing a defendant's eligibility for release in his own custody,
conditional release, or to establish a realistic bail. The court
may or may not follow Probation recommendations. However, in 99%

of the cases, the courts accept the Probation recommendations.

It is important to note that the screening takes place in the
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early morning prior to the defendant's first appearance in court.
With this proce@ure, the arréigning judge has a pre-parole risk
report available when the defendant's case is called. This proce-
dure has eliminated the necessity for short-term remands for the
purpose of completing ROR reports.

Statistics for Pre-Trial Services for the past three years
show a dramatic increase in the workload of the ROR Unit in 1980
with a 147% increase in the number of reports completed that year.
The trend continued during 1981 with a 28% ihcrease. This was a
result of the screening of all arraigned defendants by the ROR Unit
which resulted in g greater number of reports and fewer persons de-
tained on low bail. While the number of ROR reports completed dur-
ing 1982 decreased, the number of referrals to Conditional Release

showed a significant increase.

Conditional Release

The Conditional Release Program monitors defendants who are
released without bail while awaiting proceedings_in‘the Criminal
Courts. Persons placed on Conditional Release by the court are
required to keep the Probation Department informed of their where-
abouts and to appear in court as directed until their cases are
disposed of. |

It should be noted that the success of the Conditional Re~
lease Program as gauged by the defendants' return for trial indi-
cates its usefulness and cost effectivenss, particularly as it re-
lates to reducing the jail population. Over 90% of those cases

terminated during 1982 were terminated successfully. Of the re-

' maining 10%, many of them failed to abide by the conditions of
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the program (i.e. reporting to a probation officer) but did make
their court appearances. Only 6% of all of the defendants termi-
nated failed to appear in court as directed.

| The ultimate goal of Probation Pre-Trial Services is to rec-
ommend release for eligible defendants so‘that they can remain in
the community and retain their jobs, rather than be remanded to
the Corréctional Center at a high cost to taxpayers. The mainten-
ance of detainees in jail is costly. Many defendants who were gain-
fully employed prior to their arrests and were heads of households
would have to apply for public assistance during their detention
which is another éost to taxpayers.

Another important factor is the extensive overcrowding in
correctional facilities throughout the State and the potentially
explosive situations.

It is anticipated that the Pre-Trial Services Bureau will con-
tinue to be utilized by the judiciary in the light of the extensive
efforts to depopulate thekCorrectional Center to a level consistent
with the optimum capacity of that institution.

PRE-TRIAL‘SERVICES

Release-On—-Recognizance

1980 1981 1982
tigations
égggietgd ) 3,554 4,557 . 3,910
Conditional Release
Total Cases In Program 1,986 2,821 3,301




INVESTIGATIONS

The Criminal Procedure lLaw requires that a pre-sentence re-
port be submitted to the Court before any individual can be sent-
enced either to Probation or a period of incarceration exceeding
90 days. The law further mandates that an investigation be éon-
ducted prior to sentence for all felony conﬁictions. |

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 consequences |
upon the victims, #he relationship'of the criminal act to the de-
fendant's prinr criminal history (or lack of same), the defendant's
social history, particularly as it pertains to his criminal con~
duct and prospects for rehabilitation, and treatment needs of the
offender, including psychiatric, vocational and drug/aléohol. The
written pre-sentence report is the product of an exhaustive in-
vestigation in which all of the salient features related to the
above are confirmed and documented.

The principal purpose of the pre-sentence report is to assist
the Courts in rendering appropriate sentences. It is alsoc a valu-
able tool in the supervision of the offender in the community by
Probation and in decision making by correctional authorities in-

- cluding work release, furlough and parole eligibility. The pre~
sentence report must 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.
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Assignments

Investigation assignments referred to the Adult Division by
the courts during a given year are a more accurate barometer of the
current workload for that function than is the number of investiga-
tion cases sentenced or otherwise disposed of by the courts during
the same. year. For 1982, however, both categories, assignments
and dispositions, were closer.in number and so somewhat of an ex-
ception to this rule. But, the latter group does provide a far
richer source of data on the investigation .program. Therefore,
invesﬁigation assignments referred by the courts will be discussed
but only briefly.

During 1982, the total number of investigation assignments
reached 5,384, an increase of only 0.7%‘over the 1981 total of
5,346.

This small rate of increase compares with the much larger

11l% in 1981 and a 3.9% increase in 1980. even with the

However,
small increase; investigations reached another record high for this
program in 1982. Drug offenses, while increasing in absolute num-
bers over the previous year, also made up a somewhat larger propor-
tion of the investigation workload in 1982, 9.2%, as compared to
8.8% in 1981 and 9.5% in 1980. See Table I.

An analysis of the investigation assignments by court of jur-
isdiction reveals no significant changes, as was the case the pre-
vious year when the County Court, or felony jurisdiciion, jumped
31.3% and thereby reversed a long~term trend which saw the County
Court proportion decline significantly during the 1970's. In 1982,
the County Court, with felony jurisdiction, accounted for 1,918, or
35.6% of ?he overall assignment total, while the District Couzrt

with misdemeanor jurisdiction contributed 3,466, or 64.4%. In

eny W
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comparison to 1981, this represents a small decline of 11 cases,
or 0.6%, in County Court and a small increase of 49 cases, or l.4%,
in District Court.

An analysis of the investigation assignments involving drug
abuse offenses for 1982, in comparison to 1981,'while revealing a

small increase in this category of offense, from 471 to 497, the

.fate of increase =- 5.5% -~ was higher than the 3.3% in 1981 but

lower than the 39% in 1980. Also, as noted above, the proportion
of the investigation caseload involving Jirug offenses rose slightly
from 8.8% in 1981 to 9.2% in 1982.

An analysis of the types of drug offenses and the kinds of
drugs involved in these offenses is contained in Table II . Offen-
ses involving the sale of a controlled substance increased moder-
ately (19, or 10.5%) while those in the possession category de-
clined. Cocaine further increased i£s number one ranking in 1982
by increasing its proportion among all types of drugs from 39.4%
in 1981 to 44.4% in 1982. Marijuana and heroin ranked second and

third respectively.

Investigations With Dispositions

The number of investigation cases sentenced or otherwise dis-

posed of by the courts experienced a somewhat larger increase than

the number of investigations assigned during 1982. Investigations
with court dispositions totaled 5,370 in 1982 as.compared with
5,234 in 1981, for an increase of 136 cases, or 2.6%. This in-
crease in court dispositions compares with 14.9% in 1981 and a 4.6%
increase in 1980. Again, the total in 1982 was a record high for

this category.
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Courts of Jurisdiction

An analysis of the distribution of cases disposed of by courts
of jurisdiction reveals the largest increases to be in County Court
followed by District Court. On the other hand, Youth Part,.County
Court, experienced only a small increase while Youth Part, District
Court cases declined for the second straight year. County Court
dispositions increased by 105 cases, or 7.1%, from 1,476 in 1981 to
1,581 in 1982. Youth Part, County cases increased by only 8 cases,
or 2.1%, from 383 to 391. District Court dispositions increased by
96, or 3.6%, from 2,632 to 2,728 in 1982. However, Youth Part,
District Court disbositions declined by 73 cases, or 9.8%, from 743
to 670 in 1982, after an earlier decline of 14.4% in 1981. The sig=-
nificance of this decline and change will also be apparent in the

next section of this report under age of offenders. See Table III.

Age of Offenders

For the third straight year, the average age (median) of the
offenders in the investigation program increased in 1982. After a
low of 22.6 years in 1979, it rose in subsequent years to its pre-
sent level of 24.3 years in 1982. This change to an older offen-
der is also apparent in the proportion of offenders in the 16-20
age group which also dropped for the third straight year, from
42.6% in 1979.to 35% in 1982. Likewise, the proportion of offend-
ers in the 16-29 age group dropped from 74.8% in 1979 to 70.2% in
1982. On the other hand, those 30 years and over continued to in-
crease their proportion from 25.2% in 1979 to 29.8% in 1982.' This

so-called aging of the offender population is most -likely related -

-] 5=



to the demographic changes underway in the County of Nassau for
some years now and has resulted in an older general population.

See Tables IV & V.

Sex of Offenders

The proportion of female cases in the investigation program
rose in 1982, from 12.5% in 1981 to 13.3%. The distribution of
the investigation caseload in 1982 was 4,655, or 86.7% males and
715, or 13.3% females. This compares with a distribution of
87.5% males and 12.5% females in 198l. Males increased their
share of the caseload by only 1.6% while the female increase was
a larger 9.7%. See Table VI. ‘

Female offenders are managed somewhat differently by the
courts than their male counterparts. Females have traditionally
had a higher probation rate and a smaller commitment rate and
while this continues to be the case, the differences in recent
years have been smaller. In 1982, the probation rate for males
was 60.7% as compared with a higher 73.9% for the females. The
commitment rate for males was 32.1% versus 19.0% for females. Fe-
males continued to have a higher commitment rate in 1982, althcugh
slightly below the 20.6% rate in 1981 but above the 10.9% in 1980.
Also, 13.9% of the males received a split sentence (jail/probation)
in 1982 as compared with 9.2% of the females. This compares with
12.4%'and 11§ respectively in 1981.

Also, although females as a group continue to be somewhat old-
er than male offenders, the difference here also seems to be small-
er as the males get older. In 1982, the media age for females was

24.8 years, while for males it was a slightly younger 24.2 yeafs.
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Residence of Offenders

As in the past two years, the proportion of the investigation
caseload that is non-residents of Nassau County remained essen-
tially unchanged in 1982. Their share of the caseload dropped
from 28.7% in 1981 to 28.4% in 1982. The distribution was 3,843,
or 71.6%, County residents and 1,527, or 28.4%, non—residen?s.

See Table VII.

Types of Sentence

After two straight years in which the probation rate (propor-
tion of ‘cases senﬁenced to probation) declined and the commitment

rate increased, this trend changed in 1982 with the probation rate

rising and the commitment rate remaining at level of the previous

year. The probation rate rose from 59.2% to 62.5%, while the
commitment rate went from 30.7% to 30.3% in 1982. "Other" types
of sentences, including discharges and fines, declined for the
third straight year, from 10.1l% to 7.2%.

Along with the increased use of probation,‘the use of shock
probation or the split sentence, with a period of jail time pre-
ceding probation supervision, also rose in 1982. Over one~fifth
of the cases sentenced to prbbaﬁion received a split sentence -~
714 of 3,353 probation cases, or 21.3%, up from 20.7% in 198l.

The use of shock probation continued to vary by court and sex.
It was highest in County Court with 37.9%. It was also higher for
males than females -- 22.9% versus 12.5%.

The increased use of probation in general in 1982 had an even

greater impact on the female segment of the caseload. For example,

the female pfobation rate rose from 68.2% in 1981 to 73.9% in 1982,
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a change of +5.7%. For males, the increase was smaller, from
57.9% in 1981 to 60.7% in 1982, a change of +2.8%. The change in
the incarceration rate by sex was less significant. For'females,
the incarceration rate dropped from 20.6% to 19.0%; males, from
32.2% to 32.1% in 1982.

Although the general pattern evident in past years whereby
the probation rate is lower and the commitment rate higher in
County Court than in District Courf remained unchanged in 1982,
the trend noted above concerning the increased use of probation
was also evident in both courts, more so, howev:r, in the District
Court where it was also accompanied by a falloff in commitments.
Also to be noted was the general falloff in youthful offender cases
both under investigation and being sentenced to probation, pri-
marily in the District Court, which is no doubt also linked to the
previously noted aging of the general investigation population of

offenders. See Table VIII, IX, X

Class of Offender

All three categories of offenses, felonies, misdemeanors and
violations, increased during 1982, but the proportion of each
catagory in the caseload did not change significantly. Felony
offenders declined slightly from 29.4% in 1381 to 28.9% in 1982;
misdemeanors from 70.4% to 70.9%; violations remained at 0.2% for
both years. See Table XI.

An analysis of County Court cases, with felony jurisdiction
only, indicated that of the 1,972 cases, 1,554, or 78.8%, had fel-
ony convictions. This compares with a felony conviction rate of

82.9% in 1981 and 93% in 19806. Therefore, while there were more
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felony cases in 1982 and more County Court cases, the actual fel-
ony conviction rate was lower than the previous year. This pat-
tern was also evident in 198l1. This was not the case for most of

the 1970's when the trend appeared to be a reduction in the num-

ber of cases reduced to misdemeanors.

Major Categories of Crime

Along with the increases noted above in the overall investi-
gation caseload (2.6%) and the number of offenders sentenced to
probation (8.2%), analysis of the major categories of crime for
which convictions were obtained (crimes-against-person, property,
drug offenses, other) as well as specific offenses has revealed
some significant changes in both areas in 1982 in comparison to
the previous year. The proportion of property-type crimes declined
for the second straight year, from 61.9% in 1981 to 57.8% in 1982.
Larceny is still the single most frequent property crime, account-
ing for 42.9% of this category (up from 41.1% in 1981) and 24.8%
of the overall investigation caseload (down from 25.5% in 1981 and
30.2% in 1980). Burglary, while still the second most frequent
property crime, actually declined in 1982, both in terms of its
share of property-type crimes and the overall iﬁvestigation case=-
load.

The proportion of crimes—against-persons ?emained essentially
unchanged, dropping from 9.7% in 1981 to 9.6% in 1982. Assault is
the single most frequent person-type crime and in 1982 actually in-
creased its share of this category, rising to 69.4% (up from 65.6%

in 1981) and 6.6% of the overall caseload, up from 6.4% in 1981.
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The proporticn of drug offenses reflected a moderate decline,

from 9.9% in 1981 to 9.7% in 1982. 1In absolute numbers, it went
Ten Ranking Criminal Offenses, 1981-1982

from 517 to 521, a gain of only 4 cases. Possession of a con- %

) ) L . : 1981 § Of 1982 % Of
trolled substance is the single most frequent crime in this cate- 1 Total D Total
i Rank Offense N N Rank Offense N N
gory, accounting for 50.7% of the drug offenses and 4.9% of the ; A
) ) . 1 Larceny 1334 25.5 1 Larceny 1332 24.8
overall investigation caseload. Other types of offenses, as a 2 Burglary 593 11.3 2 DWI 766 14.3
. . . ) ' . 3 DWI 568 10.8 3 Burglary 491 9.1
group., experienced the greatest increase in 1282. Their propor-= ; 4 Assault 334 6.4 4 Assault 357 6.6
) . ) L. . ) ; 5 Poss stolen ppty 281 5.4 5 Poss stolen ppty 282 5.2
tion rose from 18.5% in 1981 to 22.9% in 1982. Driving while in- : € Robbery 275 5.2 6 Poss con subst 264 4.9
. . . . ] £ 7 Poss con subst 261 4.9 7  Robbery 258 4.8
toxicated (DWI) is the single most frequent offense in this cate~ Pl 8 Sale con subst 230 4.4 8 Crim mischief 237 4.4
) B P 2 Crim mischief . 228 4.4 9 sale con subst 220 4.1
gory accounting for 62.3% (up from 58.8% 'in 1981) and 14.3% of Pl 10 Crim trespassing 181 3.5 10 Poss dang weapon 144 2.7
the overall investigation caseload (up from 10.8% in 1981). ? f!
_y RECIDIVISM
|t
. s o . .
The significant changes noted above in the area of offenses : Recidivism, in the context used in this report, gives some
are more readily apparent in a comparative ranking for the two : ﬁ indication of the degree of previous criminality of the investiga-
years. Of the total investigation caseload in 1982, the ten most | tion caseload. During 1982, the overall recidivism rate (% of
frequent criminal offenses accounted for 81% of the 5,370 cases. é i cases with a record of prior conviction as an adult or juvenile)
They are set forth below in rank order along with a comparable ;b declined slightly, from 71.7% in 1981 to 70.9% in 1982.
distribution for 1981. DWI, now ranked second, sustained an in- . % Although this is the second straight year of declines in re-
crease of 34.9%, on top of a 46% increase the previous year. g cidivism, they have been small and not of great significance. Over
: . . - :
Burglary, now ranked third, declined by 20.8%, from 593 cases in g the last four years, the recidivism level has remained essentially
1981 to 491 in 1982. Robberies also declined while the number of : i unchanged. Prior to this four-year period and for most of the

assault cases increased. Also, possession of a dangerous weapon 1970's it was at a higher level. However, at the present time the

appeared on the list of the ten most frequent offenses for the vast majority of the investigation caseload continue to have a prior

first time in 1982. This crime went from 126 in 1981 to 144 in record of conviction. From the standpoint of risk assessment, this

1982. (See Tables XII, XIII, XIV). variable is an important one; for, according to the most recent re-
search findings based on local data, the presence or absence of a
prior criminal record continues to have a significant impact on

both probation supervision and outcome after discharge. See Tables

XV . & XVI .
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TABIE I ‘ ?
ADULT DIVISION s
PEESENTENCE INVESTIGATION ASSIGNMENTS, ASSIGNMENTS INVOLVING IRUG ? .
OFFENSES AND INVESTIGATIONS WITH DISPOSITIONS FOR THE YEARS 1976-1982 | TABLE II
‘ ADULT DIVISION
All Presentence 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982

Invest. Assign. 3,484 3,577 3,626 4,632 4,815 5,346 5,384 IRUG ABUSE INVESTIGATION ASSIGNMENTS FROM COUNTY AND DISTRICT COURTS
Drug Offenses 369 166 186 328 456 471 497 1981-1982

% Drug Offenses in )
All Assignments 10.6% 4.9% 5.1% 7.1% 9.5% 8.8% 9.2%

. COUNTY COURT
Investigations , : -
with Dispositions 3,371 3,408 3,257 4,358 4,557 5,234 5,370 = . oo Inc/Dec
* g ' 1981 1982 1982 over 1981
6000 ' _ e Tvpe of Offense Ho. % No. 9 No. %
i ] . : oL Poss and/or sale or ‘
: _ i . b att sale 181 T0.4 200 T2.2 +19 +10.5
" Poss or att poss 76 29.6 76 27.4 0 0
. Crim Injection of ‘
- :  — ‘ - Narcotic Drug _0 0 1 0.4 _+1  +100.0
5000 |_ | : gid | - Total 257 100.0 277 100.0  +20 +7.8
/ 7 1 f P
L . *DISTRICT COURT
A S Type of Offense
Y - o8 or att poss 172 80.4 164 74.6 -8 ~4.6
4000 {.— : ' ; tale or att sale 16 7.5 8 3.6 -8 =50.0
' / / ‘ Att poss hypo instrument 5 2.3 5 2.3 0 0
. / ) Forged Instrument 0 0 9 4.1 +9 +900.0
BN DWI 9 4.2 13 5.9 4 +id.4
S — - ; Att prom prison contraband 4 1.9 6 2.7 +2 +50.0
‘ i Other 8 _3 15 __ 6.8 +7 +87.5
3000 s g Total 214 100.0 220 100.0 +6 +2.8
B ; COUNTY COURT 257 54.6 277 55.7 +20 +7+8
: | DISTRICT MOURT 214 . 220 44.3 +6 __+2.8
- . . | Totat - 471  100.0 497 100. +26 +5.5
2000 ' : Y
Type of Drug Involved in Offenses for Drug Abuse Assignments for County
and District Courts
Inc/Dec
1981 1982 1982 over 1981
1000 i Iyve No. % No. _ % No. %
- Cocaine 194 39.4 236 444 +42 218
. - Harijuena 102 20.7 93 17.5 -9 -8.8
. f—t—t et ‘ Heroin 30 6.1 61 11.5 +31  +103.3
—~ M——*""‘"’ » : LSD 38 7.7 39 7.3 1 +2.6
rp—}—r ] . " Quaaludes 51 10.4 37 6.9 =14 ~27+4
‘ : ' Barbiturates 15 3.0 19 3.6 +4 +26.7
1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 - 1982 PCP . 7 1.4 13 2.4 +6  +85.7
' ' : Hashish 9 1.8 10 1.9 +1 +11.1
Amphetamines 20 4.1 10 - 1.9 -10 =50.0
A1l Assignments Kalium 12 ;2[‘2" 8 3055 "‘g ‘gg-g
ethadone . . - ~50.
Drug O££enses fmfoiopmfofmftmtpt—i—t. Tuinal 6 1.2 g 0.154 -4 -66.7
Investigations with Dispositions -« = - - v Phenobarbitol —3. 0.6 — 22 =2  =66.7
: Total 493 100.0 532 100.0 +39 +T9
~-82~- : -83-
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, : mABIE fXII
ADULT DIVISION

e

INVESTIGATIONS WITH DISPOSITIONS BY COURT

Frequency and Percentage Distribution

1981 ~ 1982
. Court No. 9% - No.
L County 1,476 2842 1,581 29.4
Youth Part County 383 Te3 391 T3
District 2,632 50.3 2,728 50.8
Youth Part District 743 14.2 670 12,5

Total 5,234 100.0 54370 100.0

1982

Court

28.2%
(1,476)

Y.P.District " District
Court Gourt

Y.P.District

District

Court Court
u.2% / 0. 12.5% 0.
(3’4?5/’/ .25 (670) To.7e6)
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TABLE IV
ADULT DIVISION

AGE OF OFFENTERS INVESTIGATED WITH DISPOSITIONS DURING THE YREARS 1976-1982

Age Category . 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982
Median age -
years 25.1 25.1 23.8 22.6 22.8 23.4 24.3

% in 16-20 |
age group 29,806  30.1%  36.9%  42.6%  41.%  38.2%  35.0%
% in 16-29 - _
age group 69.006  69.2%  T2.5%6  TA.B%  T4EH  T3.8%6 70-2%
% in 30 and
over age
20.6% 27 5% 25.2% 25.2% 26.2% 29.8%

group 3108
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TABIE V
ADULT DIVISION

AGE OF OFFENIERS INVESTIGATED WITH DISPOSITIONS DURING
__THE YEARS 1976-1982

1980 1981

NN,
16-20 sge group F~r~rrt—rt=r=71I="r71

16«29 age group
30 and over age FXouUp = — = = = -

..86.-

1976 1977 1978 1979 1982
%.in 16-20 age -
group 29.8% 30.1%  36.9% 42.6% 41.3  38.2% 35.0%
% in 16-29 age
group 69.0%6 69.2% T2.5% T4.8% T4.8% T3.8% .TC.2%
% in 30 and .
over age 31006 30.8% 27.5% 25.2% 25.2% 26.2% 29.8%
group »
10086
T5% | .
———
50%
-
e
T =L -
1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982

v

I

e

j TABLE V1
; ADULT DIVISION
SEX OF OFFENIER OF INVESTIGATIONS WITH DISPOSITIONS DURING THE YEARS
1981-1982

R 1981 1982
¥
3 Sex No. % - No. %

; Female 652 _12.5 725 _13.3

’ 1100.0

Total 5,234 100.0 " 5,370

Inc/Dec

1582 over 1981

No. %

+73 +1.6

+63 +9.7
+136 +2.6

INVESTIGATION ASSIGNMENTS BY SEX DURING THE YEARS 1981-1982

I

-87-

1981 1982
Sex No. %.  No. %
' Male 4,678 87.5 4,661  86.6
Femsle  _ 668 _12, 123 _13.4
Total 5,346 100.0 5,384 100.0

Inc/Dec
1982 over 1981
No. %

-17 -0.4
+55 +8.2 -
+38 +0.7
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TABLE VII®
ADULT DIVISION

RESIDENCY OF OFFENIRS INVESTIGATED WITH DISPOSITIONS DURING THE YEARS 1976-1982

Residency
Nassau County
Non-resident

Total

Residency

Nasseu County

-88-

Non-regident

Total

1976
No.

2,307 68.4

1,064 _31.6
3,372 200.0

1980

No.  _ %
3,238 T1.1
1,319 28,9
4,557 100.0

5

1977

No. 0_
2,285 67.0
1,123 _33.0
3,408 100.0
N°.1981' %

3,730 T1.3
1,504 _28.7
5,234 100,0

* 1978
No. -
2,241  68.8
1,006 _31.2
3,257  100.0

1982
No.
3,843 T1.6
1,527 _28.
5,370  100.0

1979
No,
3,312 76.0
1,046 _24.0
4,358 100.0
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mABLE VIII
ADULT DIVISION

PERCENTAGE OF OFFENDERS INVESTIGATED WITH DISPOSITIONS
BY TYPE (F SENTENCE DURING THE YEARS 1976-1982

lot6 11 1978 1979 1980 1

81 1982
Probation 56.5  54.3  58.7 617  6l.5  59.2  62.5
Commi tment 29.3  33.0 - 29.4  23.3  26.3  30.7  30.3
Other 12.2 126 11,9 _15.0 12,2 10,1 _T.2
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0  100.0
100% _ : —
T5%
5%
A S SR
2% — —— — — = —
ity o
SRR I B o, o b —t— \
1976 1977 1978 1979 ) 1980 1981 1982
Probation—
Comnitmént = = = = = = « = = = - -

Other LA L L L L L LI LLL L)L)

4 v Y ————T—Y
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TABIE IX
ADULT DIVISION

TYPES OF SENTENCES FOR OFFENIERS INVESTIGATED WITH
DISPOSITIONS DURING THE YEARS 1981-1982

: : Inc/Dec
1981 ‘ 1982 1982 over 1981
Type No. % No. % No. %
Probation ' 3,099 59.2 3,353  60.5 +254 +8.2
Commi tted 1,609 30,7 1,629  30.3 +20 +1.2
Discharges and Fines 517 9.9 373 6.9 -144 -27.8
Dismissals & Acquittals ' 9 0.2 15 0.3 +6 +66,7
Total ' - 5,234 100,0 5,370 100.0 +136 +2.6
o
1981 | o 1982

Probation
59.2%
(3,099)

Probation
60. 5%
(3,353)

[ Discharges &

Committed
30.7%
(1,609)

Dismissals

Dismissals
and Acquittals : and Acquittals
0036 ) . 0.%
(9) | (15)

=9Q=
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Iype
Probation
Commi tment
Other

Total

Type
Probation
Commi tment
Other

~T6~

Total

1976
No. —__%_

1,903 56.5
989 29.3

4719 _14.2
39371 100.0

1980

No. ﬁ

2,804 61.5
1,199 26,3

554 _12,2
4,557 -100,0

TABLE X

AWLT DIVISION

1977
No. x

1,852 54,3
1 !129 330 2

427 _12.5
3,408 100.0

19e1

3,099 59,2

- 1,609 30,7
5% _10,1

5,234 100.0

NTENCES FOR OFFENIERS INVESTIGATED WITH DISPOS

TYPES OF SE ITIONS DURIRG THE YEARS 1976-1982

1978
No,  __ %
1,913 56,7

958 29.4
—386 1.9
3,257  100.0

1982
No.  _ %
3,353 62,5
1,629 30.3
~308 _17.2

5,310  100.0

g e g . ek

1979
No. ﬁ

2,689 61.7

653 _15.0

4,358 100.0

-




TABLE XII

ADULT DIVISION
TABLE XTI
ADULT DIVISION TYPES OF CRIMES FOR OFFENTERS INVESTIGATED WITE DISPOSITIONS
DURING THE YEARS 1981-1982
CLASSIFICATION OF OFFENILERS INVESTIGATED WITH Inc/Dec
. DISPOSITIONS DURING THE YEARS 1981-1982 ) "1951 1982 1982 over 1981
- . Type NC{_-_ —%. No. % No. %
" Inc/Dec ~against-person 509 9.7 514 9.6 +5  +0.9
1961 1982 1962 over 1981 ‘ giﬁii_mst.ﬁmem 3242 61.9 3,106 57.8 136 -4.2
Lpe No. % No. % o, % Drug Offenses 517 - 9.9 521 9T +4  +0.8
. Other - 966  _18.5 1,229 _22.9 "'_262. 12.7%
Felonies 1,541 29.4 1,554 28.9 +13  +0.8 . Total 5,234 100.0° 5,370 100.0 +13 +2.
Misdemeanors 3,684 70.4 3,805 70.9 +121 43,3
Violations : 9 0.2 11 0.2 +2 +22.2
Total 5,234 100.0 5,370  100.0 +136  42.6
1982
1981. : 1982
Crimes-against-
property
Felonies Pelonies -
29.4% 28. 9%
- (1,541) (1,554)
Misdemeanors Misdemeanors
70.4% 70.9%
- (3,684) (3,805)
; Y
. 3 ' ‘,
iola.ggons -Violations .
o' R 0.36 ) : $ ‘t
(9) (12) :
-93- - A
-92- ' ¥




TABIE XIII

' ADULT DIVISION

- PERCENTAGE OF TYFES OF CRIMES FOR OFFENDERS INVESTIGATED WITH
DISPOSITIONS DURING THE YEARS 1976-1982 ‘

Drug Offenses ffuffrfft f ff [ f L L ) [ [ [

4

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982
Crimes-—
against- 10,9 10.4 11.0 = 10.6 9.9 9.7 9.6
person ‘ . ‘ : )
Crimes~ : :
against- 52,4  59.3  63.4 64.7 64.4 61.9  57.8
property : :
Drug Offenses 13.0 9.8 7.7 6.8 9.2 9.9 9.7
P Other 23.7 _20.5 _17.9 _17.9 _16.5 _18.5 _22.9
Potal 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
1003 ’
]
T5% |..
r /. /____———“’_ ‘~\~§\‘ -
-
25%.
=%":' } - e . P &
: L T T ¥ |
T 1976 1977 1978 1979 1960 1981 1982
r ' .
Crime-against-person
Crime-against-property = = = = = = = & 0 o o - ==

g A YD 14
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TABIE XV
ADULT DIVISION

RECIDIVISM

PERCENTAGE OF INVESTIGATIONS WITH DISPOSITIONS IURING
THE YEARS 1976-1982 WITH A PRIOR CONVICTION HECORD

Total Cases 3,371 3,408 - 3,257 4,358 4,557 51234 59370
P t
n:ﬁgvist T6.9% T8.4% T5.5% T0.8% T1.9% Ti.TH T0.9%

100% i

7% fn #

50% N

25%5

1976 1977 .1973 1979 1980 1981 1982

Recidivism Rate

-96-
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IYPES OF CRIMES FOR OFFENDERS INVESTIGATED WITH DISPOSIT
s e VS LIGATRD WITE DISPOSIA:

Iype

crimes-agzdnat-pqrson
Crimes-against-property

Drug Offenses
Other
Total

Zype

Crimes-~-against-person
Oz-imes-againat-property
.Drug Offenses

Other
Total

TAPIE XIV

ADULT DIVISION

TONS DURING THE YEARS 1976-1962

1976 1977 1978 1979
Mo, & ;"9. oA !Qo !oo %
366 10.9 355 10.4 360 11.0 461 10.6
1,757 52.4 2,021 59.3 2,064 63.4 2,818 64,7
443 ;3;0 233 28.8 230 17.7 23; 16.8
‘3,371 100.0 3,408 100:0 3,257 100:0 4,358 100:0
1980 1981 1982
No. _% No. % . No. %
452 9.9 509 9.7 514 9.6
2,934 64.4 3,242 61,9 3,106  57.8
153 _1bes %66 103 1om oo
Iy ] ' 2
4,557 100.0 5,234 100.0 5,37C 100.0

T, L SR SRR

.
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Iype

All Cases
Regular Unitse
Druvg & Aloochol

County
Y.P. County
Distrioct

Y.P. Distriot

TABIE XVX

ATWLT DIVISION

RECIDIVISM IN INVESTIGATION CASELOAD

PERCENTAGE OF INVESTIGATIONS WITH DISPOSITIONS LURING THE YEARS

1977~1962 WITH A PRIOR CONVICTION RECORD

771

N
78.4% (3408)
78.0% (2545)
79.4% (€63)

79.5% (11%1)
55.7% (244)
84.7% (1744)
59.2% (269)

1978

N
75.5% (3257)
75.6% (2761)
T4.6% (496)

XN
T7.6% (956)
63.4% (235)

84.0% (1601)

48.0% (465)

979

N
70.8% (4358)
69.9% (3990)
TT.4% (496)

TTT% (10!1"0)
57.9% (308)
81.7% (2174)
40.2% (866)

1980

N
T1.9% (4557)
T1.2% (4298)
80.2% (359)

N
77.0% (1067)

' 54.8% (261)

80.6% (2361)
46.9% (868)

1961

B
TL.T% (5234)
TL.2% (4766)
77.6% (346)

76.7% (1476)
48.8% (303)
80.9% (2632)
41.9% (743)

1982

70.9% (5370)

© 703 (4953)

78.7% (417)

N
T0.7% (1581}
44.5%6 (391)
82.%% (2728)
40.4% (670)

—e A s .
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SUPERVISION

Supervision of criminal offenders in the community continues
to be the mainstay of Probation, and in Nassau County, the largest
single program operated by the Probation Department. Probation is
one of various alternatives for sentencing a con&icted offender
which is available to the criminal courts in accordance with the
Penal Law and the Criminal Procedure Law. It is a means of offer-
ing the offender the opportunity for law abiding adjustment in the
community. The person sentenced to Probation must wcrk or attend
school, refrain from unlawfui behavior, participate in treatment
Programs as ordereﬁ by thé'courts, and report regularly to the
probation officer. :

A major goal of probation supervision is to influence the
probationer's behavior in a positive way and to such a degree tha£

he will become a law abiding, contributing member of socieﬁy. Many

| Probationers at the time of sentence are deficient in education,

job skills and knowledge of aVailable community resources. The

probation officer helps the probationer to recognize his or her

needs and problems and, through the professional counseling rsla-
tionship, to - resolve them. . It is essentially a one-to-one coun-
seling relationship in which the probation officer attempts to ex-
ert positive influence on the pProbationer's activities; the parti-
cipation of another agency or individual may be called upon as
needed. |

The probation supervision process is a difficult one at best,
but has become even more difficult in recent Years because of the
high levels of recidivists entering the caseload each year. The

bresence of a previous criminal record has a significant relation-

-98-
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ship to a probationer's ability to adjust during as well as after

'probation supervision. The probationer with a previous record is

at a higher risk for failure.

In addition to high levels of recidivists within the caseload,
the probation process has been made more difficult by rising case-
loads and additional demands placed on staff,'particularly the
need to assign overflow pre-sentenée investigation reports to sup-
ervision officers. In order to offset some of these problems,
various special progréms were initiated in recent years -- intensive
supervision, wérrapt, compact sérvice, and restitﬁtion units --
which have enabled the supeéivision units to remain viable during
difficult times. Also, long-term staff with extensive experience
and limited turnover kept the program on course during a stressful
growth period.

The year 1982 saw an overall increase of 7.1% in the total
supervision caseload, all of which was in the drug/alcohol units.
This resulted in a 16.6% increase in the average probation officer's

supervision caseload in these units, with a decline of 1.1% in the

_regular units and essentially no change in the intensive supervision

program. The increase in drug and alcohol cases, particularly in
light of past increases in recent years, undoubtedly has made the
delivery of quality services more difficult. For exaﬁple, during

a three-year period the average probaticn officer's caseload rose
from 64.8 cases in 1980 to 84.8 in 1982, a 30.9% jump. Despite this
large increase, however, there were only moderate declines in the
average number of contacts per probationer and in the success rate
for discharged probationers; the violation rate showed a moderate

increase. The regular supervision caseload, which remained essen-

-39~
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tially stable in 1982, obtained generally the same results with
the exception of the viciation rate which declined slightly. 1In
the intensive supervision program, results were more mixed but ia
keeping with its type of program and the typical pfobationer‘under
supervision. From the standpoint of absolute numbers, the Compact
Unit was second’only to‘the drug and alcohol program in the growth
of its caseload and, on a percentage basis, was first, with a
34.3% increase over the course of the year.

The total number of probationers under post-adjudicatory eup-
ervision, (all units) or for some'period of time during 1931, in-
creased by 7.1%, ﬁoving from 8,231 in 1981 to 8,816 in 1982, an in-
vrease of 585 active supervision eases. It was the eighth straight

Year of increases in this statistic and as such represents a new

_high for total cases under post-adjudicatory supervision. However,

the rate of increase Slowed for the third year in a row, from
16.1% in 1979, it dropped to 13% in 1980, 9.7% in 1981 and 7.1% in
1982.

Regular supervision actually declined, from a total'of 3,366
cases in 1981 to 3,315 in 1982. However, drug and alcohol cases
increased by 11.6% from a total of 3,032 cases in 1981 to 3,385 in
1982. The intensive supervision program completing its fourth
Year of operation, actually decreased its total caseload count
from 709 in 1981, the past high for the program, to 657 in 1982,

a decline of 52 cases, or 7.3%. See Tables XVIII XIX.

=100~
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TABLE XVIIX
ADULT DIVISION

TOTAL ACTIVE (POST-ADJUDICATORY) SUPERVISION CASELOAD DURING
THE YEARS 1976-19862

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981

7,502 8,231

Cases under Superv. 5,208 5,475 5,7187 6,638

%zgégggsq§:§r +462 +267 +243 +920 +864 +729

%Lﬁ:iéﬁ:qrgzzr +9.T%  +5.1%  +4.4% +16.1%' +13.0%  +9.T%

1982

8,816

+585

+7.1%

Cases " . ' /

6000 4,,f””/
. / B
/
/
. 4000
2000
1976 1977 1978 | 1379 1980 1981

1982

Post-adjudicatory Cases under Supervision
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TABLE XIX
ADULT DIVISION

TOTAL REGULAR SUPERVISION CASELOAD, DRUG AND ALCOHOL SUPERVISION
CASELOAD AND INTENSIVE SUPERVISION PROGRAM CASELOAD FOR THE YEARS

_ 1976-1982 ,

Type ' 1976 - 1977 1978 1979 1960 1981 1982
Begular 3,483 3,676 3,918 3,666 ' 3,360 3,366 3,315
Drug & Alcohol 1,756 1,816 2,222 2,756 2,792 3,032 3,385
Intensive ‘ ' o
Supervision Program 411 612 709 657

Cases

5000

4000

3000] . | 5,/7‘%

2000 J/ —

1000

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 _ 1982

Regular Caselnad
Drug & Alcohol Caseload —faftll. ./ / i et

LA A A

Intensive Supervision Progranm Caseload = - -
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New Probationers - The number of adult criminal offenders

sentenced to probation by the Nassau County courts jumped from
3,099 in 1981 to 3,353 in 1982, an increase of 254, or 8.2%. This
continuing rise in the numbers of new probationers in 1982 was due
in part to more investigations but also to‘a higher probation rate,
with the chances of':eceiving a sentence of probation being greater
for offenders this year. Although the rate of increase was smaller
in 1982 than in 1981 (8.2% versus 10.5%) the number of new proba-
tioners was a record high.

Transfers of probationers from jurisdictions outside the County

into the Adult Division rose in 1982, totaled 337, up -3.1% in compar-
ison to a 4.5% increase‘the previous year. The number of probationers
transferred to departments outside the County, declined by 7.1%, from
a record high of 1,000 in 1981 to 929 in 1982.

- Probationer discharge activity continued to increase during

1982 in keeping with the higher caseloads. The total number of pro-
bationeirs discharged in 1982 climbed to 2,290 as compared with 2,089
in 1981, an increase of 9.6%. This compares with a rate of increase

of 12.1% in 1981 and 22.8% in 1980.

Age of ?robationers

The average age of the new probationers entering the caseload
in 1982, including,transfers from other ‘jurisdictions, rose again
for the‘third straight year, from 22.0 years in 1981 to 23.4 years

in 1982. Another indication of this aging of the caseload is re-

vealed by the fact that‘in 1981 only 39.2% of the new probationez.:

were 25 yéars of age or over and in 1982 it had reached 45% of the§§

new group. The average (median)'age for males was 23.2 years,

=103~
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while fof females it was 24.4. See Table XxX.

Supervision Caseload By Type Of Crime

The proportion of felony and misdemeanor cases in the average
monthly supervision caseload changed very little in 1982. The fe-
;ony segment declined slightly, from 35.1% in 1981 to 34.8% in
1982. The misdemeanor segment went from 64.9% to 65.2% in 1982.

Time on Probation

.For thg seconﬁ straight year, the average'probatibn supervi-
sion period for the so~called typical probationer increased by one
moenth. The average length of time (median period) spent on proba-
tion superviéion for all probationers discharged during 1982 was
17.9 months, up from 16.9 months in 198l. While the regular sup-
ervision units reflected an increase from 14.7 months in 1981 to
16.8 months in 1982, the drug and alcohol units sustained a de-
cline in the average supervision period, from 20.6 months in 1981
to 19.5 months in 1982. The decline here may be related to the

rising caseloads in the drug and alcohol program.

Probkation Officer Caselonads

Caseload size is one of several important variables that have
a significant relationship to program objectives and program out-
comes. An optimum size caseload, in combination with othef factors,
can have a positive impact on the rehabilitation of probationers,
by influencing the quantity and quality of services they receive

while on probation. Within the Adult Division's major supervision

-104=-

programs, the results in this area were mixed, with the upward
trend in caseload size continuing in some programs but not in

others. .

The average caseload for 1982 in the regular supervision unit

declined by 1.1%, from 71.7% cases in 1981 to 70.9 cases in 1982.

In the drug and alcohol units the upward trend continued, however,
with a 16.6% increase that was actually larger than the previous
year. The average probation officer caseload went from 64.8 cases
in 1980 to 72.7 cases in 1981 and then jumped again in 1982 to
84.8 cases. In the intensive supervision program, there wis little
change over two yéars, with the average at 29.2 cases in 1981 and

29,1 in 1982. See Table XXI.

Discharges

The types of dischargeé received by probationers is one mea-
sure of success and failure of supervision; violation of probation
rates also measure progress‘in attaining program objectives.

The success rate, % of probationers discharged as improved,
for the drug and alcohol units dropped from 69.7% in 1981 to 68%
in 1982, while failure rate (% of probationérs discharged as unim-
proved, committed, or absconded) rose from 22.1%. See Tables

XXITI and XXITI.

In regular supervisioﬁ, the success rate moved slightly from

64.7% in 1981 to 64.1% in 1982, and the failure rate went from
29.9% to 28.9%. Although the overall results were somewhat mixed,
it‘does not appear that overall effectiveness changed significantly
in l982 in éomparison'with 1981. See Tables XXIV and XXV.

Results in the intensive supervision units are more useful in

0"
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reinforcing the concepts supportin§ that program and the services
it renders to selected offenders. Based on a small population
with 195 discharges, the findings for 1982 revealed a success rate
of 29.7% and a failure rate of 62%.

The difference in the success rates for the various supervi-
sion programs, along with higher violation rates is evidence of
the higher risk offenders in the intensive supervision program.

It is important to note that many probationers who are doing well
in ISP, are transferred to other units from which they are later
discharged. Thus, the success rate in ISP does not truly reflect
the number of probétioners who have made satisfactory adjustments.
Therefore, the overall results achieved by the program are actually
more effective than the discharge outcomes would indicate. The
intensive supervision program also has made a positive contribu-
tion to overall probation supervision by'working with the- higher-
risk probationers, those who are more prone to recidivism, who can

benefit from the low caseload/high service  concept.

Violations of Probation

Violation of probation activity in the Adult Division is mon-
itored by two indicators ~- the number of violations of probation
filed during the year and the number of violations of probation
that are disposed of. Althdugh both of these indicatérs had under-
gone significant imﬁreaées in past years, the trend in more recent
Years, including 1982, has been mixed, with some leveling off and
declines in some areas. The sharp rise in violations in the pﬁst
was attribuﬁed to 4 combination of factors including larger éase-

ioads, more high-risk offenders and improved enforcement policies.

-106-

N B

~
'y

The number of violations of probation filed in a given year
is a more accurate barometer of this type of activity than is the
number disposed of by the courts for the same year. In 1982, the
number filed exceeded the number disposed of by 15.4%. However,
although the number of violations filed in 1982 rose to a record
level of 816, it was only 2 above the 814 filed in 1981. Further-
more, because the total supervision éaseload also increased in
1982 by 7.1%, the violation rate actually declined, from 9.9 vio-
lations (per 100 cases under supervision) in 1981 to 9.3 in 1982.
A detailed analysis of the violations of probation filed activity
for the past seven'years_can be found in Table XXVI.

An analysis of the types of violations filed in 1982 reveal
a slight decline (4.4%) in the new conviction/charge category, a
larger decline (22.5%) in the absconded category but an increase
in the other or technical category of 6.7%. This is by far the
largest of the three categories (mainly "failure to report")
climbing to 73.7% of all violations filed in 1982. See Table XXVII.

Violations of probation disposed of by the courts also re-
mained generally stable in 1982 at 707, only 1%, above 1982. The
number of violations disposed of by the regular supervision program
actually declined from 297 in 1981.to 274 in 1982, a drop of 7.7%.
On the other hand, the drug and alcohol program reflected an'increase
in the number of violations disposed of, 246, in 1982, from 209 in
1981, a jump of 17.7%. See Table XXVIII.

The overall commitment rate for all violations of probation L
cases disposed of during 1982 rose again for the third straight .
year to 49.9%, as compared with 47.6% in 1981 and 42.4% in 1980.

The commitment rate was lowest for the drug and alcohol unit cases
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at 42.7% (up from 36.8% in 1981) followed by 52.9% for the regular TABLE XX
ADULT DIVISION

units (up from 51.2%) and highest for the intensive supervision : s

AGES OF PROBATIONERS ENTERING THE SUPERVISION

cases at 61.1% (down slightly from 62.4% in 1981). ;{% PROGRAM DURING THE YEARS 1981 AND 1982

Although there have been signs of a leveling off trend in

' Inc/Dec

"violations activity in the intensive supervision program, it re- ' ' 1981 ' 1982 . 1982 over 1981
: o No. % No. No. %

mains at a level that is more than double the other programs . . Ages
. 16-18 years 926 - 27.0 946 25.7  +20 +2.2
(19.5 violations per 100 cases under supervision versus 8.4). The » . 19-21 years 708 20.7 580 15.7 =128 -18.1
' ' 22-24 years 449 13.1 502 13.6 +53  +11.8
number of violations of probation filed, after remaining at 125 ' 25+ years 1,343 39,2 1,662 45.0 +319 +23.7
for the previous two years, rose by only 3 to 128 in 1982. However, ;. Total ' 3,426 100.0 . 3,690 100.0 4264 - +7.7

the number of violations disposed of during the year dropped to 126 e © Median Age » © 22,0 years 23,4 years'
from a higher 141 in 1981. Since the total number of cases under

supervision during the year also fell (from 709 in 1981 to 657) the

1982

falloff in the violation rate itself -- from 19.9 to 19.2 per 100 1981

cases -- was less than the reduction in the actual number of viola-

tions. ' ) 16-18 years 16-18 yrs. 1921
. -21 years
25.
s ¥ 27'QM T 15.7%
(926) (946)

(580)

22=24 yrs.
13.6%
(502)

22-24 years
13.1%
(449)

R
N ”»
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TABIE XXI
ADULT DIVISION

SUPERVISION CASELOADS BY YEAR AND TYPE

MEAN NUMBER OF ACTIVE CASES PER PROBATION OFFICER
R e b e o] S S &,

TUnit 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982
Regular 65.9 © 68.9  65.0  57.5 648 T 70.9
Drug & Alcchol 36.4  39.7 406 59.2  64.8 72.7  84.8
Intensive '
Supervision _ '
Program 21.6  28.9  29.2  25.1
Cases

80

60 | . i

401 _ ' \\

20 e -=P-_+__#.J L ‘ )
A - s o
-
/.
~a
t -
1976 1977 1978 1979 | 1960 1981 1982
Regular Unit _ s

Drug & Alcohol Unit vrrfrprfbrr—+
Intensive Supervision Program Unit-— = -
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PROBATION
DISCHARGES

Improved

Unimproved S
Comnt tted §
Absconded (
Deceased S
Other {

Total

SUPERVISION

CASELOADS

Mean No., of

- Cases per P.0.

ACTIVE
SERVICE

1976

No.
267
47
50
12

420

36.4
T.7

. 63.6

25.9

10.
100.0

TABIE XXII
ADULT DIVISION

ASSESSMENT OF SUPERVISION IN REBABILITATION EFFORTS

DRUG AND ALCOHOL UNITS - ADULT DIVISION

1977

No.
232
61
68 .
6
14
_28
409

397
9¢5

56.7

33.0

10,
100."

- 1978

No..
223  54.8

58

74 32.9

2

8
42 _12.3
407 100.0
40.6

8.7

1979

No.

423
85
95

0
11

26

640

5942
5.4

66.1

28,1

5.8
100.,0

Boo o K Ne. o % We. o %

506 69.6 555 69.7 666  68.0
80 T8 105

8l 22.1 98 22,1 138 24.8
0 0 0

19 9 12

N _8.3 5 _8.2 59 _ 7.2
727 100,0 796 100.0 980 100.0
64.8 7247 64.8

0.8 0.1 -

b
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TASLE X¥III
ADULT DIVISION

ASSESSMENT OF SUPERVISION IN REHABILITATTION EFFORTS
PERCENTAGE OF DEUG UNIT PROBATIONERS DISCHARGED BY TYPE
OF DISCHARGE DURING THE YEARS 1976-1982

976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982

Improved 63.6 56.7 54.8 66.1 69.6  69.7 68.0
Unimproved 5 ‘ .
Commi tted 25,9 33.0 32.9 28.1 22,1 22,1 24.8
Absconded ( , |
Deceased/Other  _10. 10.3 12. 5.8 8.3 8.2 7.2
Total 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100,0
100%
5% :
/
F ]
‘ 50% | _ : i
I
5 ol } i k )
‘ e — |
g ,2% \‘\[
4 bt
1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1961 1982 )

Success Rate-

Fallure Rate yofmfmffffdfpfe

-112-

e e e

e P T IR




-€TT~

PROBATION
DISCHARGES

Improved
Unimproved g
Committed (
Absconded %
Deceased
Other é
Total

SUPERVISION
CASELOADS

Mean No, of

Cases per P.0,

ACTIVE
SERVICE

1976

No.
561

91
106

13

865

65.9
19.7

67.2

24.0

8.8

100.0

TABLE XXIV
ATDULT DIVISION

ASSESSMENT OF SUPERVISION IN REHADILITATION EFFORTS

REGULAR UNITS - ADULT DIVISION

1978

1977 1979 1980 1981 . 1982
No. Yo, Ko Yo. No. fo. __ %
592  €6.2 662 65.6 515 < .60.3 595 66.3 633 64.7 656  64.1
123 129 133 105 108 130
115 27.1 150 27,7 167 35.2 148 20,2 185 29.9 166 28,9
4 0 1l | 0 0 0
8 13 12 6 5 3
52 _6.7 _55 _6.0 26 _45 43 _55 _48 _5.4 _68 _T.0
894 100.0 1009 100.0 654 100.0 897 100,0 979 100.0 1023 100.0
%
68.9 %5:0 57.5 64.8 T1.7 T70.9
21.0 : ,{:I 3 8.8 1.7 -

0.4
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TABLE XXV
ADULT DIVISION

ASSESSMENT COF SUPERVISION IN HEHABILITATION EFFGRTS - PERCENTAGE

OF HEGULAR UNIT PROBATIONERS DISCHARGED BY TYFE OF DISCHARGE

DURING THE YEARS 1976-1982

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982
Improved 67.2 66.2 65.6 60.3 66.3 64.7 64.1
Unimproved .
Commi tted é 24.0 27,1 27.7 3542 28.2 - 29.9 28.9
Absconded ‘ .
Deceased/Other 8.8 6.7 6.7 4.5 5.5 5.4 1.0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0
100%
T}
50%
“ (| i N ; ; ; + ¥
2504 PR e e A . ‘
1976 1977 1978 . 1979 1980 1981 1982

Success Rate.._.
Failure Rate J{ij NN ENN NN

i,

TR X

TABLE XXVI  ADULT DIVISION
VIOLATIONS OF PROBATION FILED DURING THE YEARS 1976-1982
VIOLATTON RATE PER 100 CASES UNDER SUPEAVISION

‘Total Superv.Program 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982
Total No. of Cases

AN, S

1978

Violations of Probation Filed Rate—

~115-

under Supervision 5,208 5,475 5,718 6,638. 7,502 8,251 8,816
No. of Violations 360 598 -T19 755 734 814 816
Violation Rate 6.9 10,9 12,6 11,3 9.8 99 9.3 .
Violation Rate /\
12 _ . :
\ T

10 | / : ]

8 /_ ]

6

4

.

1976 1977 1979 igec. 1981 1982




, | . TABIE XXVIT
ADULT DIVISION

NUMBER AND TYFE OF VIOLATIONS OF PROBATION FILED BY
THE ADULT DIVISION DURING THE YEARS 1981 AND 1982

i R I

Inc/Dec

1981 1982 1982 over 1981
Iype - No. % No. % Neo. %
New Conviction/Charge 113 13.9 108 13.2 -5 -4.4
Absconded (Technical) 138 16.9 ~ 107 13.1 -31 ~22,5
Other (Technical) 563 69.2 601 - 73.7 . 38 +6.7
Total ' 814  100.0 816 - 100.0 +2 +0.2
1981 o N 1982

Absconded
(Technical)

Lot)
%T T

(

Pepuoosqy

Charge
13.9% (113)

>

(Pechnical)

69.2%
(563)
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TABLE XXVIII
ADULT DIVISION

VIOLATIONS OF PROBATION WITH DISPOSITIONS DURING THE YEARS 1976-1982
VIOLATTON RATE PER 100 CASES UNDER SUPERVISION BY
—M‘—M

& Alcohol Unit 1976 . 1977...1978 . .1879 - 19801981 1982

Total No. of Cases

‘Regular Supervision Unit
Drug & Alcohol Unit

/ VA A L/ VAN VAN

under Supervision 1,756 1,816 2,222 2,756 2,792 3,032 3,365
No. of Violations - 77 118 134 189 191 209 246
Violation Rate 4.4 6.5 - 6.9 6.9 6.8 6.9 7.3
Regular Unit
Total No. of Cases
under Supervision 3,483 3,676 3,918 3,666 3,360 3,366 3,315
No. of Violations 134 242 304 348 256 297 274
Violation Rate 3.8 6.6 7.8 9.5 7.6 8.8 8.3
Violation Rate |
10 '
5 / \P*
6 ]
4
/
- | 2
1976 - 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982




Drug Abuse Units

Probationers who have a severe dependency on drugs or alco-
hol are assigned to the Department's Drug Abuse Units.
The Drug Abuse Unlts are staffed by speclflcally trained

Senior Probatlon Offlcers who are familiar with the latest treat-

ment methods and referral agencies. Close liaison is maintained

with many community based drug agencies and with the Nassau County
Department of Drug & Alcohol Addiction.
Although they are basically supervision units, the Drug Abuse

Units also conduct pre-sentence investigations for the general

‘caseload.

A review of the statistical records for 1982 revealed drug
abuse supervision caseloads 14.1 percent higher than last year's |
caseload. This year's average was 85 cases per officer. As an
example of the cumulative effect of this volume of caseload in-
crease, it is-noted that over a three year period, the average
probation officer's caseload in the drug and alcohoi program rose
from 61.9 cases on January 1, 1980, to 84.8 cases on January 1,
1983, an increase of 37.2%.

Despite this increase, however, the average number of contacts per
Probationer, 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 1982.

Most of the probationers assigned to the Drug Abuse Units are

severely in need of treatment. Fewer cases now involve simple

-Possession of marijuana, and many manifest severe drug dependency,

often coupled with alcohol dependency. Many of the individuals un-

der supervision are heavily involved with alcohol abuse.

-118-
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During 1982 there was a iarge increase in cocaine and heroin
use, a continued increase in barbiturate abuse, and a large in-
Crease in poly-drug asnd alcohol abuse. There was a very signifi-
cant increase in the number of drug abuse investigation assign-
ments for drunk driving offenders, from 568 in 1981 to 766 in 1982.

In addition, there was an increase of 5.5% in drug abuse in-
vestigation assignments for ofﬁenses involving dangerous drugs
and/or controlled substances, from 471 in 1981 to 497 in 1982.

It has been determined through statistical analysis that the
probability of a drug (including alcohol) involved offender belng
placed on Probatlon is greater than for any other offender group.

Additional data on drug/alcohol caseload are contained in

other sections of this report.

Intensive Supervision Program (ISP)

' The Intensive Supervision Program completed its third full
Year of operation in 1982. The program is designed and 100%
funded by the New York State Division of Probation to manage high-
risk probationers in the community. 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 instrument which is administered to all offenders
who are sentenced to pProbation in Nassau County. Those who score
out as high risks are Placed in ISP where they remain for at least
six months. At that time, their pProgress is evaluated and théy
either remain in ISP or are transferred to other less intensive

pProbation programs, i.e., regular or drug and alcohol.

-119-

PR




w,

Caseload size is set at a maximum of twenty-five per proba-
tion officer. The program also requires extensive personal and
community contact by the probation officer who must develop a
community-based support network for each probationer. When fail-
ures occur, prompt action is taken to return the case to court.
Program activities are closely monitored by the State Division of
Probation.

Failure in ISP is defined as revocation of Probation, convic-
tion for a new crime, a discharge as unimproved or an open warrant
for absconding. In Nassau County, the rate of violations filed
in ISP is 19.5% compared to 8.4% for overall Probation supervision
programs. While violations appear twice as often for these high
risk cases, one would expect them to violate Probation at a much
higher rate given their high risk scores.

Further discussion of ISP is contained in other sections of

this report.

-120-

Warrant Unit

After'a violation of probation is filed by the Probation De-
partment, a warrant is issued by the court. These warrants are
immediately referred to the Probation Warrant Unit for execution.

The practice of executing probation warrants on an in-house
basis enhances the probation officers' ability to deal swiftly
with the offending behavior and to utilize his/her knowledge of
the overall background and histo;y of the offender in executing
the warrant safely and expeditiously.

During 1982, 812 violation of probation warrants were issued;
816 were executed éuring the same year. 1In addition, 226 other
warrants (V.T.L., Bench, etc.) were executed 2% the same time as
the Violation of Probation warrants. Total warrants executed in
1982 was 1038. The total for 1981 was 1000.

The Probation Warrant Unit was established in 1980 under the
terms of a grant from the New York State Division of Criminal Jus-
tice Services. Staff were sele-~ted from among experienced proba-
tion officers who were specially trained in all aspects of warrant

work by the Nassau County Police Department.

Table #XXIX

No. Probation

Warrants 1980 1981 1982 +/= ;
Issued 734 814 812 - 2 '
Executed - 731 772 816 +44
Open as of 12/31 405 447 451 + 4
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Compact Services

The Compact Services Unit processes transfers of probationers
to and from Nassau County in accordance with the orders of the
Court and in compliance with Section 410.80 of the Criminal Proce-
dure Law, the provisions of the Interstate Compact Agreement and
NYS Division of Probation Guidelines.

In 1982, 929 probationers were transferred out of Nassau County
to other jurisdictions for supervision.

A major function of the Compact Services Unit is the process-
ing of all cases received from other jurisdictions. After a case
is accepted for sﬁpervision by the Nassau County Probation Depart-
ment, the Compact Unit must review and assign it to the appropriate
unit. During 1982, there were 411 requests for transfers into
Nassau County from other jurisdictions of which 337 were accepted,
an increase of 10 cases over 1981.

In transfer cases involving restitution, the Department re~
tains responsibility for collecting and disbursing monies as ordered
by the Court and, therefofe, must continue to monitor these cases.
In-patient cases involving placement in psychiatric institutions and
youth facilities which cannot be transferred out are retained in the
Compact Unit for active supervision.

The Compact Unit is also the liaison for inquiries from Federal
Probation, State Parole and probation and social service agencies

within and outside of Nassau County.

Liaison Unit

The Liaison Unit performs a variety of functions in represent-

ing the Probation Department in the Criminal Courts, in accessiﬁg

and disseminating criminal justice information to probation offi-
cers, and in maintaining required logs and controls.

Probation officers assigned to Court Liaison are required to
interpret and evaluate various reports énd pre-sentence investiga-
tions prepared for the courts. They are also the principal li;i-
son with the Office of the District Attorney and the Clerks of the
District énd County Courts.

Mostbof the criminal history information required in the pro-
bation investigation is obtained through the information networks
maintained by the Liaison Unit. These include computer access in-
to the various coﬁponents of the criminal justice system in Nassau

County and in the State of New York.

Other responsibilities under the Liaison umbrella  include
executing Court sealing orders and orders to inspect, conducting
Certificate of Relief From Disability investigations and conduct-
ing re-sentence investigations.

Approval has been obtained for implementation of PROTECT, a
computerized data storage and retrieval system with wide ranging
applications for line functions as well as for research, statis-
tical and restitution accounting systems. It is anticipated that
by the summer of 1983, the PROTECT System will be on line and
functioning. The first priority will involve backloading of act-
ive and closed probation cases, developing flow charts to insure
prompt updating of changes in defendant's and probationer's status,
and studying divisional forms and procedures in order to conform

most effectively with the computerized operations.
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Restitution Unit

The Criminal Procedure Law requires that the Probation De-
partment's pre-sentence report ;xplore "the extent of injury or
economic loss or damage and the amount of restitution sought by
the victim ..." The objective of this statute as well as certain

Sections of the Penal Law is to provide for consideration of the

consequences of crime upon victims and their families, and through

investigation, to provide recommendations for reimbursement of
the victim's losses or damages by the criminal offender.

Even prior to the above concepts being codified in the Laws
of 1982, the Nasséu County Probation Department was sensitive to
the trauma suffered by crime victims and as a matter of policy‘
recommended financial reimbursement wherever possible.

In order to most effectively service the needs of victims,
this Department established a special Restitution Unit in Novem-
ber, 1981. Upon referral from the investigating probation offi-
cer, this unit contacts victims, complainants, insurance compa-
nies, prosecutors, etc. to determine and substantiate losses, and
makes restitution recommendations which take into consideration
not. only actual damages, losses and injuries, but replacement
costs, loss of time from work, time spent in Court, inconvenience

factors, etc.

the Court as part of a sentence of Conditional Discharge or incar-

ceration. This increases the Court's sentencing flexibility as it

is no longer imperative that defendants be sentenced to Probation
solely for monitoring of restitution payments.

Insofar as 1982 was the first full year of operation of the
Restitution Unit, there is no basis for comparison with prior
years' workloads; ho&ever, the amount of restitution collected
increased by approximately fifty percent over 19§1. (See pages
3-6)

In 1982, 1,929 cases were referred to the Unit for restitu-

tion investigation, representing more than 1 in 3 investigations

assigned.

The Court receives a festitution order at the time of sentence
setting forth all of the specifics of the victim's loss and methods v '
of verification, and Probation's recommendation for the total
amount of restitution and payment schedule; this report, when‘signed .
by the Judge, becomes the formal bookkeeping order.

The Restitution Unit also monitors Restitution Orders made by
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Mental Health Unit | : .

The Probation Mental Health 6nit provides ‘a broad range of
consultative and referral services to Probationlstaff in order to
identify emotional illness and its relationship to community re-
habilitation. Staff are professional, psychiatric social workers
who provide recommendations and suggested treatment plans for
psychiatric and substance abuse cases.

Consultations are held with probation officers to discuss
cases at any point in the probation process, i.e., during an in-
vestigation or later during the supervision period when the need
for evaluations ﬁ&y arise. Emergency services are provided for
clients in crisis who need immediate assistance.

Liaison with treatment facilities, facilitating referrals to
Forensic Services and the Drug and Alcohol agencies, participa-~
tion in discharge planning and after-care for probationers with
psychiatric disorders are also part of the Unit's responsibili-
ties. |

In 1982 there were 2385 consultations with probation offi~
cers, compared with 2362 in 1981, 1459 in 1980 and 829 in 1979.

Referrals to Forensic Services for psychiatric and psycho-
logical evaluations totaled 279 in 1982, 285 in 1981 and 185 in
1980. .

The increase in alcohol related offenses is reflected in the
increase in‘Mental Health Unit referrals for alcohol evaluations.
In 1980, 287 cases were referred for alcohol assessment; in 1981
this figure increased to 432 and the 1982 total was 561. Many
studies have shown that serious and violent criminal acts often

occur where there is a long standing history of daily and excess-
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ive alcohol use. Probation figures appear to bear out this con-:
clusion and also reflect the intensive enforcement efforts by
police and other criminél justice agencies to reduce the number
of alcohol related crimes, particularly in the Driving While In-
toxicated (DWI) category.

Although drinking is socially acceptable behavior in our
culture, offenders in the Probation caseload have particular
difficulty in acknowledging excessive use in impaired function-
ing; Therefore,.many clients are referred to aléohol eduéation

programs in order to reassess their drinking behavior and become

amenable to treatment.

Responsibility for supervision of probationers in in-patient
or out-patient treatment remains with the Departm?nt as long as
the individuals are on probation. Out-patient facilities utilized
by staff include public and private hospitals, mental health clin-
ics, youth agencies, drug and alcohol counseling agencies, metha-
done maintenance and antagonist clinics. Treatment modalities
include individual, educational, group, chemotherapy and day care.
In 1982, 1443 probationers received out-patient treatment. In-
patient tréatment includes therapeutic communities for long-term
drug rehabilitation, short-term detoxification and other alcohol
rehabilitation programs; psychiatric hospitals as well as resi-

dential schools are also utilized. In 1982, 1693 probationers re-

ceived in-patient treatment. (See Table XXX) . \
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Table #xxx
MENTATI, HEALTH SERVICES
1980
Consultations with Probation L
Officers - 1459
Referrals for Evaluation & Treatment
Psychlatrlc Evaluations-DMH 185
" FPorensic Reports Including
Relatives
Court-Ordered 390.30
Psychiatric Evaluation
Alcohol Agenczes : 287
Drug Agencies S : - 75
Out-of-County Agencies 15
Probationers in Treatment
Out-patient , o 976
In-patient 100
Total : 1076

- =128~

285

432
146
70

1163
209

1372

279

342

140
561

172
200

1443

_250

1693
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Employment/Vocational Guidance

Individuals with a‘criminal record have always faced extra
hardship in finding work andbdeveloping‘career goals and skills.
With unemployment high and the recession a reality, these diffi-
culties are magnified many tiﬁes. 'However, the Conditions of
Probation require that an individual be employed or attend school.
The purpose of the Vocational Guidanee/Employment Unit is to help
probationers fulfill these conditions by providing a raﬁge of vo-
cational guidance and job finding services.

Some probationers are ready for the job market and need assis-
tance only in finding employment; others fequire additional qui-
dance. I 1982, 1,454 employment/guidance 1nterv1ews were con-
ducted which resulted in 786 probationers Placed in jobs or train-
ing programs. Others were able to find employment on their own.
Those who require.vocational guidance receive a comprehensive
evaluation inclﬁding standardized ability and interest tests. Aas
a result,vsome are referred directly to employment, others to vo-
cational pregrams,‘high school equivalency or remedial reading and
writing. The Literacy Volunteers of Nassau County have been a
valuable resource in this area.

Personal employer contact is essential to successful job
placement of probationers. 1In 1982, 602 employers were visited,
resultlng in a considerable addition to the file of private sec-

tor employers who are willing to hire probationers.




II.

III.

IV,

v

Table #XXXI '
. VOCATIONAL GUIDANCE/EMPLOYMENT: 1982

Vocaticnal
‘ Guidance Employment Total
CASES
New Referrals
Adult Division 419 667
Family
——— 12
Carried Over & Reopened 31 325 Total
. 450 1004 Cases 1454 *
PLACEMENTS
Job Placements
Direct o : - 290
Through Counseling ——— 57
Vocaticnal Training
Programs . 325 114
325 481 786
COUNSELING & TESTING
Vocational Counseling & ;
Exploration : 345 ———
College Counseling 86 —-——
Testing Services 49 o 55
Job Counseling 73 512 L
, : 553 567 1120
REFERRALS _
High School Equivalency 105 —-——
Tutoring 33 -—
Probation Employment Officer 73 ———
21T === 211
MISCELLANEOUS
Refused Job; Uncooperative;"” o
Sick; etc. N 84 84
' ; Total
Services 2201
621

EMPLOYER VISITS 19 602

* Some cases received more than one service.
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NASSAU COUNTY PROBATION DEPARTMENT

ORGANIZATIONAL CHART 1982-1983

DIRECTOR OF PROBATIGCN

] -
DEPUTY DIRECTOR
ADMINISTRATION
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES RESEARCH & STAFF DEVELOPMENT
PUBLIC INFORMATION & EDUCATION TRAINING & STAFF DEVELOPMENT
LEGAL RESEARCH
PERSONNEL SPECIAL PROJECTS
BUDGET CONTROL & SUPPLY VOLUNTEERS
FINANCE /REIMBURSEMENT' COMMUNITY  RESOURCES
RESTITUTION & FINES COMMUNITY SERVICES
| ]
ADULT DIVISION FAMILY DIVISION
INVESTIGATION 8 INTAKE
SUPERVISION ’ INVESTIGATION
DRUG & ALCOHOL ABUSE gé SUPERVISION
PRE-TRIAL & JAIL LIAISON ¥ SCHOOL LIAISON/AFTER CARE
COURT LIAISON “ COURT LIAISON
SUPPORT SERVICES e SPECIAL CHILDREN'S SERVICES
° RESTITUTION : RESTITUTION & COMMUNITY SERVICE
® COMPACT MENTAL, HEALTH
®* WARRANT UNIT VOCATIONAL GUIDANCE
® MENTAL HEALTH .
® GUIDANCE & EMPLOYMENT

12/31/82
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COMPARATIVE SUMMARIES 1981-1982
INVESTIGATIONS AND SUPERVISION
NASSAU COUNTY PROBATION IEPARTMENT

I. INVESTIGATIONS AND HELATED ACTIVITIES

4.

B.

1.
‘I

Adult Division

1.

2.

3e

4o

5.

County Court

Pogt-adjudicatory Investigations
Release on Recognizance
Violations of Probation
JTransfers - Other Courts

Youth Part - County Court
Post-adjudicatory Investigations
Violations of Probation
Transfers - Other Courts
District Court
Post-adjudicatory Investigations
Release on Recognizance
Violations of Probation
Transfers = Other Courts

Youth Part - District Court
Post-adjudicatory Investigations
Violations of Probation
Transfers - Other Courts

Other

Reports on Inquiries

Total Investigations
Total Supplemental Investigations
Grand ?otal

Family Division

1.

2.

4.

Juvenile Investigations
Pre-adjudicatory Investigations
Post-adjudicatory Investigations
Supplemental Investigations
Violations of Probation
Transfers - Other Courts

Pamily Investigations
Post-adjudicatory Inveatigations
Supplemental Inveatigations
Intake Unit Cases

Reporta on Inquiries

Total Investigations
Total Supplemental Investigations
Grand Total

SUPERVISION

Adult Division
Conditional Release

Post-adjudicatory Supervisi

County Court .
Youth Part « County Court
Districet Court

Youth Part - District Court
Total

Total Adult Division

Family Division

1.
2.
3

Pre-adjudicatory Supervision
Post-adjudicatory Supervision
After Care Unit

Total Family Division:

IEPARTMINTAL SUMMARY TOTALS

Tqtal Investigations
Total Supplemental Investigations

*

Grand Total .
Tital Suparvision Caseload

1981 1982
" No. No.
1,476 1,561
255 244
132 140
137 139
383 391
97 88
3 37
2,632 2,728
4,302 3,666
330 373
11% 138
743 670
141 106
43 23
1,177 1,291
g
s TR
142 137
1,494 1,672
325 277
286 188
20 14
246 185
5 1
20,808 24,294
907 1,712
1,862 1,994
22351 26,486
24,253 28,480
2,821 3,301
1 '927 21090
920 1,020
g
8,251 8,81
11,052 12,117
203 215
1,69% 1,571
660 662
2v553 2,448
7,116 7,364
29,111 52.211
2 o
13,608 14,565

Inc/Dec 1982
over 1981
No. %
+105 +T.1
-11 "40 3
+8 +6.1
+2 +1.5
+8 +2.1
‘9 ‘9'3
+6 iR 9 . 3
+96 +3.6
=636 =14.8
+43 +13.0
+23  $20.0
-713 =9.8
=35 «24.8
=20 «46.5
+114 +9.7
+136 +2.6
=515 =1.6
-339 -2.9
-5 =35
+178  +11.9
-48 «14.8
=98 =34.3
‘6 -30 . 0
-61 =24.8
-4 -80.0
+3,486  +16.7
+805 +88.7
+112 +5.9
+4,135 +18,5
+4,247 +17.5
+480 #17.0
+163 +8.5
+100 410.9
+398 +10.3
=76 =5.0
+585 +Te1
+1,065 +9.6
+12 +5.9
=122 =T.2
+2 +0.3
+248 +3.5
+§,620 +12.4
+3,868 +10,7
+957 +7.0

*Also includey Helease on Recognizance, Violations, Transfers, Intake Unit Cases and
‘Reports on Inquiries
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‘STATISTICAL SUMMARIES - 1982
NASSAU COUNTY FPROBATION IEPARTMENT

I. INVESTIGATIONS AND HELATED ACTIVITIES

*also includes Release on Recognizance,
and Reports on Inquiries
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A. Adult Division Male
1. County Court
Poat-adjudicatory Investigations 1,445
Release on Recognizance 221
Violations of Probation 120
Transfers = Other Courts 120
2. TYouth Part - County Court
Post~adjudicatory Investigations 362
Vioclations of Probation 80
Transfers - Other Courts 33
= 3. Distrioct Court
& Post-adjudicatory Inveastigations 2,281
. Release on Recognizance 3,091
v Violations of Probation 305
Transfers -~ Other Courts 127
s 4. Youth Part - District Court
Pogt-adjudicatory Investigations 567
Violations of Probation . 88
~ Transfers - Other Courts 19
B. Family Division - Family Court
1. Juvenile Investigationa
Pre-adjudicatory Investigations 112
Post-adjudicatory Inveatigations 1,103
Supplemental Investigations 150
Viclations of Probation 98
‘Pranafers - Other Courts 8
2. Pamily Investigations
Post-adjudicatory Investigations 162
Supplemental Investigations 1
3. Intake Unit Cases
C. Reports on Inquiries Adult Div Family Div
1. Investigations Roquested M F M F
by Other Jurisdictions 40 4 83 31
2. Military Requests 62 25 101 4
R 3+ Copy Case Record Inquiry 297 21 618 65
4. Misc. Requests 236 61 704 106
5. Req. Transfer-In 368 43 0 0
6. Relief from Disability 114 _20 0 0
Total ' 1,117 174 1,506 7206
Total Investigations .
Total Supplemental Investigations
. Grand Total
II, SUPRRVISION CASES
d. Adult Division Male
Conditional Release 2,633
Post-adjudicatory Supervision .
1. County Court 1,792
2. Youth Part - County Court 938
: 3« District Court 3,534
& 4. Youth Part - District Court 1,234
Total . 7,498
) Total Supervision Cases - idult Division 10,131
, 3, Pamily Division
1. Pre-adjudicatory Supervision 175
2. Post-adjudicatory Supervision 1,146
. - 3- AftOMIIe Unit 454
Total Supervision Cases = Family Division 1,775
Grand Total 11,906

Female Total
136 1,501
23 244
20 140
19 139
29 N
8 88
4 31
47 2,728
575 3,666
€8 373
1 138
103 670
18 106
4 23
25 137
569 1,672
127 277
90 188
6 14
23 185
0 1
24,294
Total Grand
M F Total
123 35 i58 -
163 29 192
915 86 1,001
940 167 1,107
© 368 43 411
114 _20 1%4
2,623 380 3,003
7,364
32,731
40,095
Female Total
668 2,301
298 2,090
a2 1,020
B
1
1,318 8,816
1,986 12,117
40 215
2
73 2,448
2,659 14,565

Violations, Transfers, Intake Unit Cases,
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