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DIVISION OF PAROLE AND PROBATION
Headquarters
1445 Old Hot Springs Road, Suite 104
Carson City, Nevada 89706
Memorandum
DATE:

June 9, 2014
TO:

Senator Tick Segerblom, Chair
THROUGH:
Nick Anthony, Senior Principal Deputy Legislative Counsel

FROM:
Natalie Wood, Chief
SUBJECT:
Advisory Commission Responses
The following information was requested by the ACAJ at the May 1, 2014, meeting:
1. Nevada’s 68% probation success rate as that compares to other states. The Division does not have the success rates readily available for the other 49 states. A report dated December 19, 2013, in the Bureau of Justice Statistics indicates “Sixty-eight percent of probationers completed their term of supervision or were discharged early during 2012, up from 66% in 2011.” Nevada’s probation success rate is in line with the national average.
2. Dishonorable discharge statistics broken down by failure to pay restitution. The Division does not maintain statistics on the reason for a dishonorable discharge nor does the offender tracking system allow for such statistical gathering.
3.  P&P restitution collection statistics. The Division reports monthly restitution collections to the Legislative Counsel Bureau. As of April 2014, for Fiscal Year 2014, the planned collections of restitution are $2,851,169. The amount collected is $2,382,666 which is 84% of the planned.
4.  Status of P&P’s collections on restitution, fines and fees. The Division does not collect fines and fees for the Courts. Those on supervision are referred to the appropriate court clerk’s office to pay those financial obligations. As noted in requested item number 3, the collection rate for restitution as of April 2014 is 84% of the planned.
5. A report on whether P&P still provides quarterly restitution reports to the district court judges, and whether or not such reports could be made (if not currently). The Division attempted, at the request of the 2nd Judicial District, a report on restitution owed and paid for all offenders sentenced from that Judicial District. Due to each Judge being assigned an individual court key and that offenders sentenced by a Judge that was no longer on the bench who had a different court key from the sitting Judge, the Division was unable to create a report with a degree of accuracy. Additionally, the Division does not have the staffing or computer programs to pull this information. Officers would be able to submit to the Court the status of offender restitution with a much greater accuracy than could be gleaned by restitution reports for the Judicial Districts.
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