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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This evaluation was conducted by the Department of Criminal Justice Services
(DClS) pursuant to Item 74 of the 1993 Appropriations Act, and Item 87 of the 1994 and
1995 Appropriations Acts. Item 74 established a monetary incentive program to encourage
sheriffs and jail administrators to divert certain offenders from jail in an attempt to reduce
crowding.

The Item 74 program granted localities a per diem payment of $8.00 for each qualified
offender diverted from jail. Offenders targeted for diversion were prisoners incarcerated in
local jails, regional jails and jail farms who were arrested on state warrants. Diverted
offenders had to be prisoners who otherwise would be housed in one of these facilities, and
who would not otherwise be sentenced to community service or placed on probation. Local
programs intended to be eligible for participation included supervised work experience,
treatment and electronic monitoring programs. Twelve localities and five regional jails applied
and were approved to participate in the program by the Department of Corrections (DOC).

Implementation and monitoring of the Item 74 program experienced problems due to
several factors. First, DOC's program efforts were restricted because no additional funds were
appropriated to DOC for implementation, maintenance or monitoring of the Item 74 program.
Second, DOC had only three months in which to implement the program. Third, the
legislative language for the Item 74 program was vague about certain aspects of the program.

The Item 74 program implementation and evaluation also was hampered by the fact
that DOC implementation and DCJS evaluation efforts began at different times. Ideally, both
efforts should have started simultaneously, allowing DOC program staff and DCJS evaluation
staff to jointly develop program reporting requirements, and allowing input from DClS staff
familiar with jail diversion programs and assessing eligibility for program participation.
However, DOC had only three months to implement the program, and program
implementation began before DCJS became involved. DOC issued criteria for programs and
offenders eligible to participate which differed from the criteria established by the Item 74
legislation. Furthermore, DOC approved some programs not in accord with the intent of the
Item 74 legislation because the initial approval process did not require localities to provide
information on their diversion policy and procedures. Had the approval process required
submission of this data, DOC would have been able to avoid approving son1e of these
programs not eligible to participate.

Several issues concerning program el1gibility were not raised until after some
programs were approved for Item 74 participation. To deal with and resolve these issues, an
"Ad Hoc Implementation Committee" was formed consisting of staff from DOC, DCJS,
Departlnent of Planning and Budget, the Compensation Board, and House Appropriations and
Senate Finance Committee staff. This committee added an additional program eligibility
criterion, that approved programs not be receiving other state revenue.
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The Commonwealth's DC-J7 system for reporting local jail inmate population data to
DOC did not provide reliable information for issuing and monitoring payments for the local
confinement or diversion of local resronsible offenders. There is no adequate auditing system
to ensure the reliability or validity of the DC-J7 data, and the system is heavily dependent on
inefficient manual processes to identify and resolve problems. As a result, DOC, the
Compensation Board, and localities are unable to reliably track the operations or impacts of
programs designed to encourage diversions from local jails. These problems contributed to
several ineligible programs being approved for Item 74 program revenue, and in at least one
case to a program receiving revenue far in excess of what it was authorized to receive.

Although inmates were diverted from jails under the Item 74 program, available data
indicated that the program did little to increase the overall diversion of inmates from jails
participating in the program. An examination of average monthly population data for the six
months prior to the program and during a six month period following program participation
showed virtually no change in offender populations. It appears that the major reason the Item
74 program did not increase jail diversions is that most of the programs eligible under the
program criteria were home electronic monitoring (HEM)* programs. Although HEM
programs were the most suited to the Item 74 language, these programs have several
characteristics which limited their ability to increase diversions. Diversion to HEM programs
is constrained by statute-based" criteria that limits participation to non-violent sentenced
offenders. Additionally, some jail managers reported that the revenues they received under the
Item 74 program did not provide enough of a financial incentive to expand HEM programs.

The question of whether or not the Item 74 program should be expanded has been
overtaken by recent, broader legislation encompassing many issues addressed by Item 74. The
Comprehensive Community Corrections Act and the Pretrial Services Act, passed by the 1994
General Assembly Special Session, requires localities which accept state financial assistance
for constructing correctional facilities to establish programs which serve as alternatives to
incarceration. The Governor also amended Item 87 of the 1994-1996 budget so localities will
be apportioned shares of a block grant that local officials may use to either incarcerate certain
offenders or to divert them to pre-trial or "alternative to incarceration" programs.
Additionally, the amended Item 87 provides that certain offenders targeted under the Item 74
program will remain eligible for a per diem payment from the Compensation Board, but
makes no distinction between payments for confined offenders and offenders diverted from
jail.

This evaluation identified problems and issues encountered during the implementation
and monitoring of the state-funded Item 74 local jail diversion program. By identifying these
problems and issues and making involved parties aware of them, it may help them avoid
similar problems with future programs. However, because the above legislative and budgetary
actions supplanted the Item 74 program with broader community corrections initiatives, no
recommendations are made concerning the Item 74 program.

* In this report, Home Electronic Monitoring (HEM) refers to electronic monitoring programs in general, and
includes home electronic/incarceration, electronic incarceration, and electronic surveillance.
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AUTHORITY FOR STUDY

The 1993 Appropriations Act language which established the Item 74 program
directed the Department of Corrections (DOC) to administer the program and the
Department of Criminal Justice Services (DCJS) to evaluate the effectiveness of the
program and to present a preliminary report to the 1994 General Assembly. The preliminary
report (State Incentive Payment for Local Prisoners in Alternative Punishment Programs,
DCJS, January 6, 1994) was submitted to the Subcommittee on Public Safety, Senate
Finance Committee, in January, 1994. The preliminary report stated that the evaluation
would be conducted in 1994 and a final evaluation report submitted to the 1995 General
Assembly.

Language concerning the Item 74 program was carried over intact in the
Appropriations Acts of 1994 and 1995, although the Item number was changed to Item 87 in
these Acts. DClS was again directed to evaluate the program and to present a report to the
1995 General Assembly. Due to difficulties encountered obtaining and analyzing data on the
Item 74 program, completion and delivery of the evaluation report was delayed until June of
1996.

BACKGROUND

The need to divert state and local-responsible offenders from local jail facilities has
been a concern of state lawmakers for more than a decade. During the la-year period from
1985 to 1995, the number of inmates in Virginia's jails increased from 6,380 to 13,981, an
increase of 1190/0. The 1990 report of the Commission on Prison and Jail Overcrowding
(COPJO) recommended, among other measures, the development and expansion of jail
diversion programs such as Home Electronic Monitoring, Intensive Supervision, and Pre-Trial
Services Programs to encourage the diversion from jail of misdemeanants and nonviolent
offenders.

One response to the need to divert nonviolent offenders from jails and reduce
overcrowding was Item 74 of the 1993 Appropriations Act, which authorized funds previously
used only to support the confinement of offenders arrested on state warrants to be used as a
means of encouraging their diversion from local jails. Item 74 authorized localities or jail
boards to recei ve an $8 per diem from the Compensation Board for each day that certain types
of offenders were diverted from, rather than confined in, a local jail. The payment was to
come from the budget used to pay localities for the confinement of state responsible offenders.
This budget ("Financial Assistance for Confinement in Local Facilities (3560000))" was
$53,704,565 for FY 1993-94.
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Offenders Targeted for Diversion

The Item 74 program (hereafter referred to as 174P) language directed that the $8.00
per diem be paid only for the diversion of "prisoners arrested on state warrant in local jails,
regional jails and jail farms." Additionally, payment was limited to certain types of offenders.
Qualified 174P diversions:

• must involve "prisoners that would otherwise be housed in a local correctional facility;"
• must not involve prisoners who would be otherwise sentenced to community service~ and,
• must not involve prisoners who would be otherwise placed on probation.

Programs Eligible for Item 74 Participation

174P language stated that "no payment shall be made unless the (diversion) program
has been approved by the Department of Corrections." It also stated that these programs:

• "be operated by, or under the authority of, the sheriff or jail board~" and,
• "may include supervised work experience, treatment, and electronic monitoring

programs."

EVALVATION GOALS AND METHODOLOGY

The goals of the 174P evaluation were to assess the following:

• The process and procedures used to implement the I74P;
• 174P costs in relation to any savings it produced;
• The impact of the 174P per diem payments on jail diversion rates and jail crowding; and,
• Whether the 174P should be modified or expanded.

Due to difficulties encountered obtaining and interpreting data on I74P, the
evaluation focused mainly on the implementation of the program, with limited data collected
and presented on program expenditures and impact on jail diversions. Because recent
legislation supplanted the I74P (see page 15), 174P modification or expansion was not
addressed.

The evaluation was conducted by interviewing DOC officials who implemented the
174P procedures and local jail officials who participated in the program. Additionally, the
following data and sources were used:
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• Locality "alternative day" data obtained from DOC financial assistance analysts
responsible for validity of local inmate population data reported to DOC;

• Case-specific data on I74P diversions completed between July 1, 1993 and December 31,
1994 obtained from DOC Management Information Systems staff;

• I74P payment data obtained from the Virginia Compensation Board;
• Population data on local responsible offenders in jails obtained from DC-J7 data; and,
• Daily population and monthly diversions data obtained from I74P approved programs.

EVALUATION FINDINGS

ITEM 74 PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION

Introduction

DOC officials faced several factors which restricted their efforts to implement 174P.
First, no additional funds were appropriated to DOC to implement, maintain, or monitor the
I74P. Second, DOC was given only two to three months to implement the program. Third,
174P language, especially that describing program and offender eligibility requirements, was
vague in terms of operational definition.

DOC Implementation

The I74P legislation directed DOC to implement, and DCJS to evaluate, I74P. Ideally,
both efforts should have started simultaneously, allowing DOC program staff and DCJS
evaluation staff to jointly develop program reporting requirements, and allowing input from
DCJS staff familiar with jail diversion programs and assessing eligibility for program
participation. However, DOC was given only three months to implement I74P, and
implementation began before DCJS became involved. Prior to the July 1, 1993,
implementation date, DOC issued memos describing the program and program
application/approval forms to sheriffs, jail administrators, and DOC regional administrators.
Jail officials were encouraged to submit programs to DOC for I74P participation approval.

For the most part, the DOC implementation memos described I74P offender/program
eligibility criteria using language in the Item 74 legislation. However, in some instances the
DOC implementation memos described the Item 74 program differently from the description
in the I74P legislative language. For example, the DC-J7 report is used by local jail officials to
"eport their facilities' monthly population to DOC, and is the basis for state reimbursements to
local jails. DOC's definition of "alternative to incarceration program" in the post-1992
glossary of the DC-J7 Procedures Manual described such programs as intended exclusively
for the diversion of local responsible offenders. I74P language does not restrict participating
offenders to local responsible inmates. It is unclear why DOC's descriptions differed from the
legislative description.
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DOC officials implemented 174P reporting by expanding the DC-J7 procedures used
to report and calculate a locality's "total" (also referred to as "prisoner") days - the days that
accrue to a locality, and for which a per diem is paid, when state responsible offenders are
confined in the locality's jail. DOC developed and added to the DC-J7 instruction manual
fifteen special codes for reporting 174P offenders to DOC. Among these are seven "reason for
release" codes to indicate when an offender is released from jail confinement and placed in an
approved altemative program; seven "reason for confinement" codes to record the number of
days an offender remains in diversion status; and one "reason for release" code to indicate the
date the divertee is released from diversion (Le. has fulfilled the conditions of his or her
sentence). Th~ DOC DC-J7 codes also indicated DOC's belief about which types of jail
operated alternative programs were eligible for 174P participation. Descriptors for these codes
referred to the following programs: Home Electronic Monitoring, Pretriat COl, Pre-Release,
Day Reporting, Supervised Work Experience, and Treatment.

The form DOC provided to sheriffs and jail administrators to use to apply for
participation in the I74P required the applicants to indicate the type of alternative programs
operated by their facility by choosing from the following list: supervised work experience,
treatment, electronic monitoring, pre-trial supervision, community diversion incentive,
community custody (pre-release/day reporting center), and "other." However, the form did not
require applicants to submit a description of their standard operating procedures for placing
offenders in the programs. Furthermore, the application process did not recognize that courts
can establish programs to provide community services and can place offenders on probation
for community service.

DOC indicated that it did require applicants to submit policy and procedures
information necessary to identify programs eligible for I74P, and that many programs were not
approved based on this information. Although program data was requested by DOC at a later
date to obtain information needed to establish caseload baselines, the evaluation staff found
no record that such information was requested or used by DOC during the initial process of
selecting and approving programs for participation in the I74P. Because the initial program
approval process apparently did not require submission of this information, DOC approved
several programs for 174P even though the programs did not conform to requirements of the
I74P authorization language (see pages 8 - 10 for a description of these programs).

Following DOC's announcement of the 174P, 12 localities and five regional jail
authorities applied and were approved for 174P participation. DOC declared nineteen
alternative programs qualified to earn I74P revenue, including 16 HEM programs, one
modified work release program, one work release/community placement program, and one
pretrial diversion program. Table] presents basic information on programs approved for
I74P participation, including approval date, program population, and amount of 174P revenue
earned through December, 1994.
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Table 1
Programs Approved for 174P Participation

Program Date Approved Average Daily 174P Revenue
for 174P Population Earned

(CY94) Through 12/94
Alexandria City MWR 07/93 12.5 $42,466
Alexandria City HEM 07/93 2.0 $4,006
Arlington Co. HEM 09/93 23.5 $3,456
Central VA Regional Jail HEM 07/93 1.0 $12,216
Chesapeake City HEM 09/93 4.2 $7,032
Chesterfield Co. HEM 07/93 13.0 $58,504
Fairfax Co. HEM 08/93 15.0 $0
Hampton City HEM 07/94 N/A* N/A*
Henrico Co. HEM 07/93 8.0 $28,552
Hopewell City HEM 07/93 N/A* N/A*
Loudoun Co. HEM 07/93 6.2 $6,984
Middle Penn. Regional Jail HEM 07/93 9.0 $19,312
Newport News City HEM 08/93 9.2 $3,528
Norfolk City HEM 08/93 22.5 $23,088
Prince William Regional Jail HEM 11/93 5.6 $0**
Rapp. Security Center Pretrial 07/93 74.7 $251,372
Rapp. Security Center HEM 07/93 8.4 $34,148
RocklHarris Reg. Jail WR-CP 07/93 1.1 $0***
Scott Co. HEM 11/94 0.2 $472

HEM: Home Electronic Monitoring
MWR: Modified Work Release
WR-CP: Work Release/Community Placement

* Programs were initially approved for 174P, but programs then decided not to participate (see page 9).
** Program was approved for I74P, but reimbursement funding data not available at time of evaluation data
collection due to delay in jail's request for reimbursement (see page 10).
*** Program inadvertently approved but then discovered to be ineligible (see page 10).
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Soon after the 174P was announced by DOC, uncertainties about the program arose.
There were questions about the eligibility of various programs already approved, and about
DOC implementing the program without consulting other parties with interests in the
program and with more experience screening such programs.

To address these and other concerns about 174P implementation, an "Ad Hoc
Implementation Committee" was convened in August, 1993. The committee consisted of
representatives from DOC, nCJS, Department of Planning and Budget, the Compensation
Board, and House Appropriations and Senate Finance committee staff. The Committee
considered whether 174P revenue should be granted for all offenders in approved diversion
programs beginning July 1, 1993, or be granted only for diversions beyond a baseline number
of offenders typical for each of these programs. Based on the lack of data needed to construct
program baseline rates, the Committee decided that 174P per diem revenue should be granted
for every offender assigned to an approved diversion program on or after July 1, 1993.

The Ad Hoc Implementation Committee also discussed concerns about which
diversion programs were eligible for 174P participation, including some programs already
approved for program eligibility. In addition to the existing statutory criteria for I74P
eligibility, the Committee added the criterion that the alternative program not be receiving
operating revenue from any other state budget. This criterion was added because of concern
that managers of some state-assisted programs would object if some programs already
receiving state assistance were also eligible to receive state assistance through 174P.

The Ad Hoc committee's concerns about the eligibility of programs already approved for
I74P participation by DOC centered on several specific programs. These programs included the
following:

Alexandria Modified Work Release Program (ALEX-MWR)

The Alexandria Modified Work Release Program appeared to violate the criteria for
I74P eligibility for several reasons. First, offenders assigned to ALEX-MWR are sentenced to
community service by local judges as punishment or as a means of exacting restitution, which
appeared to violate the 174P language which excludes offenders who would otherwise be
sentenced to community service. Second, offender assignment to ALEX-MWR did not appear to
constitute a true diversion (i.e., without the diversion, the offender would have remained in jaiJ).
These offenders usually came to court on bond, and after sentencing are detained in jail only for
the time it takes to register them in the community service program. They are then released to
reside at home and work at a community service job for four to eight days a month under the
supervision of the jail's work release staff. Third, the ALEX-MWR program is administered by
jail "work release" staff whose salaries are partially paid for by another state funding source.
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Rappahannock Security Center Pretrial Program (RSC-PT)

The Ad-Hoc committee determined that pretrial programs were not appropriate for 174P
participation because offenders are placed in these programs by judicial officers rather than local
jails. Because the RSC pretrial program had already been approved by DOC for 174P
participation, the Ad-Hoc Implementation Committee approved its continued participation
subject to two conditions: 1) its participation was to constitute a one-year long pilot project,
2) the amount of 174P per diem revenue the RSC-PT could generate was to be limited to the
amount of its local cash match for pretrial and electronic monitoring programs.

Home Electronic Monitoring (HEM) Programs

There are at least two ways offenders may be placed in jail-operated HEM programs.
First, the offender may be sentenced to probation and assigned to HEM as a condition of
probation. Second, an offender confined to jail may be selected by jail officials as being
qualified for HEM placement based on criteria in the Code of Virginia, Section 53.1-131.2. Jail
authorities notify the Commonwealth Attorney and the court, after which the offender serves the
remainder of his/her sentence on HEM.

An offender placed on HEM under the first scenario would not quality as an I74P
divertee because they would violate the eligibility criterion prohibiting persons who would
otherwise be placed on probation. Offenders placed on HEM under the first scenario may also
constitute a "judicial-initiated" rather than a "jail authority initiated" diversion. These HEM
offenders may also violate the criterion requiring a true diversion because the offender was
never confined in jail in the first place.

Nonparticipation by Some 174P Approved Programs

Of the 19 programs authorized for 174P participation by DOC, five experienced
implementation problems that either prevented their participation (three programs) or delayed
their participation (two programs). One other program was inadvertently approved, and one
local ity opened and closed an approved HEM program within five months because the
program's staff were disappointed with the equipment and frustrated by the demands of the
program.

Officials of two of the three programs approved but which did not participate
I,Hampton and Hopewell) said the primary reason for their nonparticipation was the
reluctance of their local judges to use HEM for jail diversion. In Hampton, use of HEM also
was hampered by a dispute over which local public safety agency was to provide program
staffing. An official of the third approved program which did not participate (Fairfax) stated
that its' jail's DC-J71J8 personnel were never informed of their HEM program's approval nor
of the procedures for seeking 174P reimbursement.
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Officials of the two programs whose participation was delayed (Prince William and
Alexandria HEM) did not request I74P reimbursement until nine and ten months following
their programs' approval. These delays were caused, in part, because the local court
continued to refer offenders eligible for HEM programs to the local work release programs.
The RockinghamlHarrisonburg work-release/community placement program was
inadvertently approved for I74P during the first round of program applications, but actually
did not qualify because its participants were mainly persons sentenced to community service.

Reporting of I?4P Diversions

A major reason for difficulties implementing and monitoring the I?4P is limitations
and inefficiencies in the DC-I7 system which is used to report monthly jail inmate population
data to DOC. The manual spreadsheet now used by jails to report this data to DOC has space
limitations which do not allow a separate reporting of the number of "alternative days"
claimed for reimbursement. DC-J7 jail reporting staff told evaluators that when reporting DC­
J7 data to DOC, they combine the reported number of "alternative days" for reimbursement
with the reported number of "total days" for reimbursement, which includes both local
responsible inmates and state responsible felons. This practice is further encouraged because
both the alternative days and total days reported each yield the same $8.00 per day
reimbursement amount (i.e., there is no financial reason for distinguishing the two, since the
total amount reported for reimbursement is the same regardless of whether or not the two
types of inmates are distinguished).

After receiving the DC-J? data reported by jails, DOC automates it and performs a
computerized edit-check of the data. As previously noted (see page 6), DOC provided
localities with "reason for release' and "reason for confinement" codes to designate I?4P
inmates in their DC-I? reports. The edit-check program reads these codes and at this point is
able to calculate a total number of "alternative days" reported by each jail. However, the
program's ability to correctly determine alternative days is limited. For example, the DOC
MIS staff acknowledged that the edit-check program cannot determine if jail officials are
applying the DC-J? reporting codes correctly, and that the edit-check has only a limited ability
to identify incorrectly keyed data. Finally, when errors are revealed by the edit-check
program, they must be checked and resolved by a laborious manual process. A printed output
listing of error messages produced by the program is reviewed by two DOC editors who
examine, on a page-by-page basis, error messages produced from data submitted by 95 jails,
four of which maintain a population of more than one thousand inmates. It is not uncommon
for a single jail to have as many as 100 error messages listed on edit-check output.

Examination of the manual edit procedure and discussions with the DOC DC-J7
editing staff revealed that, although ideally the edit-check process should correct errors in
I74P reporting, in practice the laborious manual process can introduce additional errors.
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Members of the editing staff stated that the size and layout of the printed edit-check output
sometimes leads the edit staff to resolve discrepancies in a jail's count of "alternative" days
by adjusting the count of "total" days rather than correcting the count of "alternative" days
(again, this has no effect on the final reimbursement amount since the total is the same
whether inmates are counted as alternative or total). But the process does produce errors in
the calculation of I?4P diversion days, despite the edit-check procedure. (Discussions with
the DOC edit staff during the evaluation indicated that in most cases the edit staff was
unaware of the need to accurately distinguish alternative and total days. These discussions
helped to clarify for the edit staff the importance of keeping these counts separate).

Each month, DOC sends its count of each approved locality's alternative days and
total days to the Compensation Board. The accuracy of these counts i~ uncertain due to the
factors mentioned above, and because DOC's DC-J? data is continually being updated.
Although DOC notifies the jails of edit-check errors involving their reports and performs an
end-of-year balancing to adjust for corrections made during the year, there is no time
limitation on the resolution of these errors. Jail DC-J? report data from the current or a
previous year may be corrected any time an error is discovered by local or DOC staff.
However, the Compensation Board is required to send out quarterly reimbursement checks on
certain dates and, therefore, must use DOC's best estimate of total day and alternative day
counts at the time the checks are produced. Due to DOC's open-ended DC-J7 edit-check
process, the counts used by the Compensation Board as the basis of locality reimbursement
amounts are most likely inaccurate. These amounts do not reflect the future changes in these
counts made when the edit-check errors are resolved and/or local officials find other problems
in their reported data.

Because "total days" and I74P "alternative days" yield the same $8.00 per diem for a
locality, the Compensation Board combines these two counts and then multiplies the resulting
figure by $8.00. This reimbursement amount is then added to the "felon days" reimbursement
amount (number of felon days times the $6.00 per diem) and a check or wire for the resulting
tota) is sent to the jail' s fiscal agent, usually the local treasurer. There is no indication on the
check or wire that part of the money sent consists of that earned because of the locality's
participation in 174P. The only differentiation made on the wire or check stub is an accounting
of the number of "total days" and "felon days" that served as the basis of the check's total. The
fact that a locality's count of I74P alternative days has been included in their count of total days
is not noted. The treasurer deposits the money in his or her locality's general fund account, or
in the case of the three regional jails, into a special income account that supports the basic
operation of the regional jail.

Due to these limitations and inefficiencies in the DC-J7 data reporting and editing, one
of the approved programs (the Rappahannock Security Center Pretrial Program) received at
least $162,508 more in 174P revenue than was allowed under the cap established by the Ad
Hoc Implementation Committee.
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Summary of I74P Implementation Problems

As noted earlier, staff, monetary, and time limitations, plus the lack of clear operational
definitions in the language of 174P, restricted DOC's capacity to implement 174P in a clear,
forthright manner. Additionally, DOC program implementation efforts began prior to DCJS
evaluation and assistance efforts. DOC officials tasked with 174P implementation may not
have been aware of the many procedures and conditions under which offenders are diverted
from jail. Had DCJS been consulted earlier, DOC would have been aware of the need for
requiring 174P program applicants to provide data on diversion procedures and on other
sources of program funding. Without this information, DOC approved programs whose
practices were not in accord with the intent of Item 74.

No specific, detailed 174P guidelines, rules, or regulations were issued by DOC.
Except for a paragraph remind!ng jailers that $8.00 would be paid for each day a local­
responsible offender was diverted to an approved alternative program, there was no language
in the DC-J7 instruction manual that identified the new codes as I74P codes and no
instructions or examples on how to use them. Nor was there any operational definition of
"alternative days," the unit of reimbursement that is critical to a localities receipt of 174P
revenue. These omissions eventually created problems for the jail staff which reported DC-J7
data, the DOC central office staff that had to interpret the DC-J? data, and for the staff
evaluating the Item 74 program. These problems were compounded by the inefficiencies and
inaccuracies in the DC-J7 reporting and edit-error resolution process.

The evaluators found that most jail officials and program managers knew little about
I74P. They often knew that a per diem was being paid for most offenders in their HEM
programs, but were not sure about how or what amount of revenue was being produced. 174P
was not perceived as a program separate from the traditional jail assistance program for
confinement of state responsible offenders.

Contacts with the local officials also revealed differences in their understanding of
how the program operated. For example, one locality approved for 174P failed to use the
special DC-J7 codes needed to report their 174P diversions and did not receive its 174P
revenue. Another locality also failed to use the special DC-J7 codes, but received revenue
because the records of diverted offenders were coded as if they were still being confined.

It appears that DOC did little to promote the 174 program or educate local jail officials
about its operation. No regular reports on program problems, or program generated revenue,
were sent to the officials of participating localities. Without such feedback, the localities had
little motivation to improve or enhance their diversion efforts.
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ITEM 74 PROGRAM IMPACT ON JAIL DIVERSIONS

Tables 2A and 2B present data on misdemeanants and felons with 174P diversions
from local jails initiated and completed between 7/1/93 and 9/30/94. The tables include only
localities with 174P programs which reported at least one person released from the diversion
program due to sentence completion. For comparison purposes, the average number of days
the diverted offenders spent in jail prior to 174P diversion is also presented for each program.

Table 2A
Misdemeanants Diverted from Jails under 174P (7/1/93-9/30/94)

Total Total Average Average Time Spent in
Program Location and Type Offenders Days Length of ' Jail Prior to Diversion

Diverted Diverted Diversion (Days)
(Days)

Alexandria HEM 4 137 34 59
Alexandria MWR 227 2468 11 N/A*
Central VA Regional Jail HEM 7 342 49 8
Chesterfield Co. HEM 22 1181 54 37
Henrico Co. HEM 7 216 31 14
Middle Penn. Regional Jail HEM 21 567 27 10
Norfolk City HEM 8 1033 129 49
Rappahannock Sec. Center HEM 28 1078 39 7
Rappahannock Sec. Center Pretrial 105 6014 57 N/A*
Total 429 13,036

Table 2B
Felons Diverted from Jails under I74P (711/93-9/30/94)

Total Total Average Average Time Spent in
Program Location and Type Offenders Days Length of Jail Prior to Diversion

Diverted Diverted Diversion (Days)
(Days)

Alexandria HEM I 36 36 51
Alexandria MWR 78 1456 19 N/A*
Central VA Regional Jail HEM II 837 18 50
Chesapeake City HEM 1 157 157 49
Chesterfield Co. HEM 17 1971 116 59
Henrico Co. HEM I 28 28 145
Loudoun Co. HEM 2 22 II 14
Middle Penn. Regional Jail HEM 6 317 53 9
Norfolk City HEM II 1076 98 58
Rappahannock Sec. Center HEM 24 1883 78 45
~appahannock Sec. Center Pretrial 108 9349 87 N/A*
Total 260 17,132

* These programs did not technically divert offenders because offenders in these programs typically spent little or

no time in jail even prior to the I74P. Therefore. no pre-diversion average jail time days are presented.
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Tables 2A and 2B show that a total of 429 misdemeanants and 260 felons were diverted from
jails under I74P. The number of offenders diverted from jails under 174P ranged from one
felony offender each in the Alexandria and Chesapeake City HEM programs to 227
misdemeanant offenders in the Alexandria MWR program. The average length of offender
diversions ranged from 11 days for misdemeanants in the Alexandria MWR and felons in the
Loudoun County HEM to 157 days for felons in the Chesapeake City HEM.

Table 3 presents a comparison of the average monthly offender populations for all
local responsible offenders and offenders in 174P approved HEM programs during the six
month period prior to 174P participation and during a six month period commencing nine
months after I74P approval. Totals before and after the implementation of 174P are virtually
unchanged, indicating that I74P did not increase local rates of diverting offenders from jails.

Table 3
Average Monthly Number of Offenders In I74P Approved Jails

Before and After I74P Implementation

6 Months Prior to I74P 6 Months 174P Participation
Approval 1/93 - 6/93 4/94 - 9/94

Total Local Responsible
Population * 1863 1888
HEM Program Average
Daily Population ** 55 53

*Based on total number of local responsible offenders housed in six jails with 174P approved HEM programs on
7/1193: Central Virginia Regional, Chesterfield Co., Henrico Co., Loudoun Co., Middle Peninsula Regional,
Norfolk City.

** Based on total average HEM daily population in five jails with 174P approved HEM programs on 711/93:
Central Virginia Regional, Chesterfield Co., Henrico Co., Norfolk City, Rappahannock Security Center.

It appears that a major reason 174P did not increase diversions from jails is that HEM
programs, the programs which best fit the I74P language, have several characteristics which
limited their ability to increase diversions.

One factor is that the offender eligibility criteria for HEM programs is very restrictive.
In 1993, criteria established by the General Assembly allowed sheriffs and jail administrators
to assign to HEM any offenders with less than two months to serve on their sentence. The
1993 General Assembly narrowed this criteria by denying eligibility to offenders convicted of
a felony violent crime, felony sexual offense, burglary, or certain drug offenses. This reduced
the number of HEM-eligible offenders in jail populations and therefore reduced I74P's
potential to increase diversions.
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Another factor which several jail managers cited as limiting 174P's ability to increase
diversions was the cost of HEM programs relative to I74P revenue received. Although it was
hoped that I74P revenue would provide an incentive to expand diversion programs. jail
managers reported that the $8.00 per day reimbursement was not a sufficient financial
incentive to expand HEM programs. These"managers "cited costs associated with obtaining the
HEM equipment (which in some cases must be done in blocks of 10 or more units at a time)
and with providing staff to monitor the equipment. This concern was more of an issue with
managers of small jails than with managers of larger jails.

STATUS OF ITEM 74 PROGRAM

During the September, 1994 special session, the General Assembly passed House
Bill 5001 which abolished parole, established truth-in-sentencing, lengthened the sentences
of violent offenders, and dramatically changed the Commonwealth's policy on community
corrections.

This legislation, which supplanted the Item 74 Program, greatly increased the
operational authority, responsibility, and accountability of the local corrections officials
who manage and maintain locally responsible offenders (see Section 53.1-180:
Comprehensive Community Corrections Act for Local-Responsible Offenders). If a city,
county or combination thereof accepts financial assistance from the Commonwealth for the
renovation or construction of correctional facilities, it obligates itself to create a community
correctional system that conforms to standards set by the Department of Criminal Justice
Services. Such systems require the creation of a Community Corrections Board and the
establishment of six mandated programs which serve as alternatives to incarceration. Three
other types of "alternative" programs are optional. The bill also requires these localities to
establish pre-trial services programs (Article 5: Section 19.2-152.2. to 152.7).

Governor Allen also amended Item 87 of the 1994-96 Biennium Budget (Item 74 in
the previous budget) to end the use of per diem payments to confine persons who are
unsentenced awaiting trial or persons confined as sentenced misdemeanants. Beginning July
1, 1995, localities are apportioned shares of a new block grant that local officials may use
either to incarcerate these populations or to divert certain of their members to pre-trial or
"alternative to incarceration" programs.

Offenders in the three felon categories of a locality's local and state-responsible
offender population will still be maintained by per-diem payments distributed by the
Compensation Board. However, the amended version of Item 87 makes no distinction
between a per diem earned for the confinement of felons and one earned for their diversion.
By removing the special distinction of 174P diversions, 174P was effectively eliminated.
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This evaluation identified problems and issues encountered during the implementation
and monitoring of the state-funded Item 74 local jail diversion program. By identifying these
problems and issues and making involved parties aware of them, it may help them avoid
similar problems with future programs. However, because the above legislative and budgetary
actions supplanted the Item 74 program with broader community corrections initiatives, no
recommendations are made concerning the Item 74 program.
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derived lrom the performaace of any office. luaction or duty
described or authorized by the Code of Vlrginla whether
dlredJy or ladirectJy related to the office of circuit court
clerk, iadudiac. by way of desc:nptiOD aDd aot limltatioa.
1CJ'Yic:es performed _ a commilsloner of accouats. receiver,
or liceDied apnt. but ududlaa private lemces performed on
a perJOUl basis .bleb are completely uarelated 10 the office.
Tbe CompeDlltion Board may lUSpead the allowance for
office expeues for aDy clerk .ho falls 10 fUe sucb reports
Wilbill Ibe time presc:r1bec1 by.... or .ben Ibe Board
delermiaes tbat lUeb report does Dot comply Witb Ole
provilioas of UUs parqraph.

D. Eac:b derk of lbe circuit court shall submit to Ole
CompeuatiOD Board a copy o' the report required pU~lWlt to
§ 18.2·349 of the Code 01 Virginia at the same time tbat It Is
submined 10 lbe CommoawealOl's Anomey.

[VA., 1113

7•. FiUftdal AlsistaDee for Confinemeut In Local FaCUlties
(356000(1) ._••••.••__••••••_••••••••__._•••_•••••••_•••_•••_•••••••_ _••••••__._••

FilWlc:iaJ ASSiSlaDc:e for Adult Confiaemenl in Loc:aI Fadllties
(35&0100) ._._•••••_•••••_ _. _ _ __

Fund Sources: CieDeral ._ __ _......•._ '-"

Aulbority: If 53.1·83.1. 53.1~4 aDd 53.1-85, Code of Virginia.

A. Tbe 10UOwiq amounts .an be paid out of this
apPrDPriation to compeusate IocaUties lor the cost of
maiDtailliDl pri50Ders atTeSted on stale warruts ill local jails.
rtlional jalls aDd jail Iarms • tu defirwd by I 53.1-1 of lhe
Cod. Qf Vi'li"iQ. Dr If tit. pri$on~ " 1101 h-.d in tl IDCtII
co~tiolloJ Itldily. in tin alt.mlltiw to int:tlrctl'fltiorr
p'Ol'flm ~",t«I by. or under th. lIuthority of, lh. 6herifl or
ilIiJ botm!:

I. sa.OO per prisoner daY; and

2. aD addltiODal S14.OO per prisoner day 11 Ibe prisoner is
hoIu«J IIl1d maintained tn • jail farm Dol under the CODI1'OI of
the &berlff.

AI. For tit. ptzyrrIent 6p«ifiH ill pGrrllrrzp#t A of th" ilIm
lor p~ i" alt_lltiw punUhmelll Dr altemlltiw to

incarenotiOll p""rGms..·

I. Such pGym_1 is i"t."ded 10 1M 1IIIld. lor PrUon~'" Ihllt
would otlt~ 1M hou.d in tl local ~tiorroJ 'Qci/ity. It
is "ot inuMH 10" prUollU8 that would otlt~ 1M
_lIt."c:.d to commu"ity _rvrc. or placed em probtztiOll.

2. No _cit pGym_nt 6haJ/ 1M mQd#! urUus tit. pl'Ogrom has
~II IIPP'Owd by th. DqKzrtm_t of CDr?'eCtion.s. A/t.mlltiw
punisltm.1I1 or IIlt~mQtiw to int:tlr«nztio" progroms.
ho_wr. mllY illclud. SU/Wrvis«! wo'* .Jq¥rWlIce. treQlment.
Q"d .Imronic monitoring p'Ogroms•

.1. TIt. ~pGrtmf!nl of Crimintll Juslice ~rvr·ces shaJJ e\lGluat.
thl! elleclit1lnl.ss of Ihis in«II/,w in Ilch;.ving its illt."I, with
Q p,..liminary I"f!pon to 1M pre_ntH to thl! J!J!N ~"f!rvJ

~mbly.

B. 111 addition to the amounts specified ID Paragnlpb A. of

1&lo4IU;l88

151.f5U"
S5.1.1tN.56S

liu&s:m
SS6.1.1J.UO

113.15&.91&
U6.1.1J,UO

1&1;111;18.
W.1tNJt6S

111.111.'11
U6.T.1I,uD
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this Item, S6.00 per prisoner day sball be paid oul of tbis
appropriation 10 maintain any felon sentenced to tbe
Department of Corrections In local correctional fadUties
pursuant to § 53.1-20.1 of the Code of Virginia.

1. In the first year. such payment sball be made on and atler:

a) the date of sentencilli for felons sentenced for a total of
more thaD two years but no more tban five ,ears; and

b) the sixty-first day alter the date of sentenciD& order for
felons sentenced for a total of more than five years.

2.. In the second year. sucb payment sba1l be made on and
atler:

a) the date of sentencilli for felons sentenced for a total of
more thaD two yeal$ but no more than four years: and,

b) the sixty-first day after the date of senlendn& order for
felODS sentenced for a !Dial of more than four years.

C.l. Where a conYleted felon Is held 8wa1tiJtC trial for
8dditicmaJ felOnY clW'Je$, the payment spedfled in Paragraph
B.l. or B.1. of this Item sha1I not be made until all such
cbarJe$ are adjudlcated.

a) The payment apedfied lD Par'qraJ)h 8.1. or 8.2.. or thls
Item IhaI1 be made IS fonaws. Whlebever is later: (I)
beI1nDlD& 011 the Gate that the final ou15UUld1.a& felOD)' CbarJe
is adjudicated; or. (0) IS spedf1ed In Pa.ragnlph 8.1. or B.1.
of th.Is Item.

2. The payment spedtled In Parqrapb 8.1. or 1.1. of WI
Item Ihal1 not be made tor any conYle:tec1 felon who rema1DS
lacarcerated In • local correetional fadllty at the request of
the locality.

D.l. TwOotlllrds of the salaries of medical and treatment
persolUleJ approved by the Compeasation BoaJd 'or local
correctional tadUties Shall be paid out of this appropriation.

2.. Out of the amounts tor Finandal Assistance 'or Adult
ConfiDemeot In Local FadUties~ I90D In tllie rust
year anc1 Ai4H U79.340 in the secDnd year Sball be held
m reserve to provide Slaff requlred by tbe constructiOn of
additional jall beds. The Director ot tllie Department ot
PIaDniD& aDd Budget shall allot tbese funds at tbe request or
the Compensation Board omy If tllie contracted completion
date for the DeW beds is wttbln the 1992-&4 biennium and only
'or the purpose pnscribed Ilereln.

E. The in4ivic1uaJ or entity respoDStble for operation of any
fadUty whlch receives funds from tills Item may. If requested
by tbe Department of Corrections, enter lDto an agreement
With tile Department to accept the transfer of conYlcled
felons, specified in Par'qraph B. of this Item. from other
local tacWties. In entering into aDy such qreements, or in
etfeetiD& the traDsfer of offenders, the Department or
CorreetiODS sba1I collSlder the securlty requirements or
lraDSferred offenders aDd tllie capablllty or the local facJllty to
maintain SUch offenders. For purposes of calculatilli the
amount due each loc:aI1ty, all 'funds earned by tbe locaUty as
a result of &11 agreement with the Department or CorrectiODS
shall be induded as receipts from these appropriations.
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F. The allPropriaUoD til thIS Item a1lo Illcludes all amollDt Dot
to exceed l377.010 tD eacb year, wblcb IhaU be heJd tn
rllel"'le tor uDbudaeted medical apeDleS tDcWTed by local
correctional t.dUties til the care of state respoDSlble teJODS U
defined by I 53.1·20, Code of VlrJlnla.

G. Sbould WI appropriatioD prove to be tuumcleDt to fuDd
111 of the above provtsiODS, aDy unouat nnwDlDl lD lbe
rllel"'le U ot JUDe 1. 1983 aDd June I, 1894 may be
reallocated amoq IDCI11Ues on a pro rata bull accordlDl to
ncb detideney.

H. Iftclud«/ within this oppropri"tion iI aft "mOllN "or to
.Jtt:Hd S37J.tXJD lor a pilot oIt_atiw pIIIIiM".."t propam
to '- d.w/OfMd ifI tM City of RichmoPld dllri'W 1iM::aJ )MfIr
lIN. Th. CMpart".."t 01 C",-rwctiou 6/uIlI opMGt. this
p'Op'tlm throlllh tM DiMrict ProbIltioll "lid Par'fM O/Ii~•
• itMr by th. diltricl o/lie. Dr llfId.r t:DIftrat:l, /*rD",,' 10
re",,",tiOM tuJoptH by 1M lIoIIrd 01 ComtCtitm&.

I.This prtJll'llm ..till provid.~ _'* ,,,MIIe..
treatm.lIt. """ -.etronie moPlitDri'W /tV up to 1tJ() Io-we.
"OfIovi"1I1 .,,," ,..6ptNIIibk o!l.IId.,.s ~o t:tIfI '"~

iff a lI"'hly "ructllrwl. diM:ipliflH. alld uu.u;w pr'Olf'Gm
0IltIid, 01 joIJ.

Z. A pia" to i""""'111 this propam MoJJ _ p""'"
joilltly by III. ~ptlrtm."t 01 COP'Neliou ""d til.
C~t;orr BotIrd by s.p,.",.,. I. J1I93. to 1M aa...",.or
alld til. CMi",.." 01 til. SMult, FUUllle. tI1td H,..
ApPropritltioN Comrrrm.a. lJpan IIPpro1lGl of this plIm by
IJw GoWf'IIo,., II" 'W/IIired fumb'MoJJ _ traul-17Wl I" tJw

EMport".."t Of ComtCtiolis. /z.m 4S1 0' tJrU act. TIll NqIIired
""ndi". MIIJ1 '- buM! 011 all .1tP'NJltllre 01 "01 ..._ tIuI"
SU "., d;"" ,.,. MIl" rupaIIIibI. D/I.IId., ditIWtWd /rom ja/1,
_';""1"1 011 or aft., OctoJ., I. 1913. l/ it is d.,.,.",ifIH thllt
th. opnati". eost 01 ''', pr'QIram iI ,.. thall SJ4 ,.,. d;'""
tM repevt 6/uIlI tldd,," th. dilpositiOll of til. boJIlne. of
"""ds.

[VA., IllS

.."..,nau..cl.
If... ,.......... ,.....

§ 1-%7. COMMISSION ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT (NI)

75.

J. An .WJIu"tiOIl 01 tllil pilot p""prrm ..till ., cofIductM/ by
tM DttpQrt"""t at Crimi'"" JJUt;e. .s.rv;cu. wttJr a
preJimilatJ", ,:."ort to '" p,..."tM/ to lhw J!1H o.MraJ
.u.mbly.

Masimum Employment Level _.__.._.__ _ __.._ _

Fund Sources: GeIleral__._.__ _.__ _._.•.....__ _ .•__

Governmental Aftaln Services (7010000) ••••.••._..••..._ _

Local Attain (7010400) _•.._ _ ..

Fund Sourc:es: General _ _ _ .

AUthOrity: TIOe 15.1. Cbapter 19.1. I 15.1·1031.4, §§ 15.1·1058.1
throup 15.1·1058.5. §15.1-lJ67.1 and §~19.03, Code of
VlrJinia.

10.00

IH8.nl,II'I'
SZS1.I/S."

........
S490.4Z8

10.00

.....11.l11
UtlaJ49J4tJ

...
S490,428

...........
1ZS1./IS."
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Item 87 of the 1994 Appropriations Act
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17.

Supremt Coun IblU provide tbe ebllrmll of lbe
CGm~ttoD IoucI wtUl • report IIlOWlna lbe Cll"Clllt Colin
Oer.' off~ wtUc:D uvoe I e-e muq:emlDt I)'IlIlll ud
ftUDdaI mllll'1MIlt ~ lecepaable to tile SUllremt
Coul'\. or bave IUcb l)'Ilems ldIedulecI 'or llllaUatiOIl prior &0
Jue 10,1....

2. TIle eom,..UOD Board IUU 101 aUocale lb. pay
m~ pnMQed 'or II tills act enedlve Dlcember 1. 11K.
.or Crewt Court oencs.. lbelr deptdMI IDd elDployeli to aD)'

Od'i oIfiee tbII does DOl "'we a flDUcIaI .......1 lid
calle 1nIIlIIUftft1 I)'IlIlll acceptable Ie lbe Supreme Court. or
talve 1Uc:D IyIlemI ldaeduled 'or maaJlaUoIl pnor Ie Jue all,
11M.

&.1.~ of Qraalt Couna lUll de¥elop procedUIW for !all
til Iblir court to UDpto¥e Ute colledlOll of ,.... c:.L

PIII1ti11, 'Of1eiaarw and reIt1NtioII by OCIober 1, 11M. 'lb.
proe:edllNl IbI11 lOt CDIlfbet WlUI u.e develoPl!d by U1e
Depanmeat ot TuaUoa ael lbe Slate Corn,.,.UOD Boanl.
Tbe~ loanS Iball re'IieW IIId .PllteM til.
procedlmll. SI1ar)' ba~ effedM December 1, 1114 • lit
Jertll ill 1biI Ict IbaJ) like IDto CODIideratioll Ute cteve10pmat
ad Ipproval Of procedu,. iD ICCOrdlllce wtUl tills ..~

2. Cera or Oradt ColIna lUll report by OCtober I, 118S. tile
raae of coUectioa 'or all fiDes, CIIIG. peulties, fOJ1eH1U'8 IICI
........ .....s in tbetr coan 'or Ibe year eDcteeI JUDe 30,
IllS III 1be ~tioIl BaIInL Sudl rate IIWI be compgled
• tbe taC&I coI1ected fiDes, a.:s. peD&lties, fOJ1eta1.. ud
~ dUftl& tAe year relatiDC to c:a.- adJucUe::.tecl ill
tbeIr CDIII't CUYIoded Dy tile lOla! fiDes, CGIa. peD&ItIes,
t1lInehIas IICI reIIthuti.- ......, dumac tbt year ill lbelr
court. TIUI me mUll badllde all pe!'IOIII wtUl manmenl
paymeat III"ftIMDts III accordance WlUI fll.2-35(, bat may
lIot IDdUde tile. UIeSIMSUS or pe)'IDealS related Ie
tDdMdualS b1c::arceratec1 at JUDe 30. IIt5. Tbe Ezecuti"l
sec:r.ry of !be Supreme Coun IbalJ provide DIe CerkS of
CircuIt Coun UliDC tile automated accouatiDi '>'Item
aGmiDisterecl by blm Ibe iDJormatioa DeCeIIUY to campate
Utee rales.

3. 1.D c::oa:DderiD& alar)' irIcreaws allocated to cera ot Orcutt
Coans. enedive Deeember 1. 1195. Ole Compelllatioll BoIJ'd
IbaII COGIider tile pet'lormuc:e of ..dl Oftlc:er$ ill coDectiq
ou!ltlDdia& fines. coas. peaalties. forfdtures. aDeI resUtutioas,
C8IIlJlU1a& DIe rate or ..dl c:oIlediOllS lor tile year eDdiD&
JUDe 30. 1995 to Ole rate 'or Ibe year en_ JUDe 30. ItH,
aDd lIJ abe rate of coUectiODS lor all IUdl officers atewide.
Tbe Compeasaboa Board aDd lbe Auditor of Pub..c: Accouots
sfiaU proVide eadl Om wtUl DIe ave,.,. rate of collection
lor the years ended June 30. 1193 IIId 1194 aDd wlll review.
and ..~ appropriate, audit the coDec:liOl data provided by
tbeOerL

F1DB1lc:iaJ ASSiStaDCC lor ConfiDell'leDl ill Local Fadltlies
(3560000) :__ _••• _

FiNUldal AsSiStance lor Adult Confinement III l.ocal FadlltifS
(356llI00)_. • •__, _

Fund SouI'C!S: Gelleral •._. _

AUtbortry; §§ 53.1013.1. 53.1~ aDd 53.1-15. Code or Virp.ia.

A. The 10UowiJac amounts IbaD be paid out or Ibis
appropriatioll tAl compellSllle localities for lIIe cost ot

14(.513.St5

14(.5130515
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.1_ DeUl.-eS,
Flrwl Year ~ Year

IDBinwmftg pnsoners arrested 011 state warrants ill local
~ IaciUties. as defined by § 53.1-1. Code of VU'J1ftia,
0.- If ~ pnsDBer is DOt housed an • local correctiooal tadUty.
in an a1temabyt ID iat:arClerBbOll program operated b)'. or
under tile autllort1Y of. tile Sbertrf or jail bOard:

1. S8.00 per priSODer ciay; IUIcl

1. lUI additiolJa) '1(.00 per pnllODet day U tile prisoDer is
housed and maiabliDell iD • jail 'arm Dot uDder tile CODtI'OI of
tile sheriff.

B. For Ute payment spedhecl ill PanllraPb A.. of this Item for
pJisoaen iD alleruati-.e pWlisbment Dr alleruative ID
iDc:areeratiOll pracrams:

1. SUcb paymeat is IDIeDded ID be lNIde for prisoDefS tbat
1IUIIkl otbenrise be housed ill I local colTedioDal ladltty. It
is Dot imeaded lor prisoners tbal would otbennse be
IeDleaced to CDDIIDwdty Rr'VIl::e or placed 011 probation.

1. No sueb paymea1 Sba1J be made units tbe program bas
beeD approved by tile Depanmeal of Corredioas. AllerG8byt
pllDislmlellt Dr aberDatI\'e Ie iDc::an:eratiOllp~ bowever.
may melUde SJQlefYIlIed won experieD~ 1reatmeDt. ad
~c 1IIDDbDriD£ propams.

3. TIle DepanmeDt of Cnmiaal Justice services sbalI evaluale
!be e!JedIvness of Ibis IDceubvt ill ac:bieYiDi- lts inlCDt, wltaI
a ~rt to be presemed to tile 1995 Geaera! Assembly.

C. lD addttiDIJ to tbe BJIKIWlIS specified iD ~pb It.. of
tbis Item, SUO per priSoner day SI1aJ1 be paid out of tbis
appropriallOlJ ID maiDlalIl 8IIY feloD IieJIlenced to tbe
Depamnent of Corredioas ill klcaI mrrec:tional tadlllies
pun;uaDt to t 53.1-20.1. Code of ViJ'IjDiL SuCh paymeot Sball
be made OIl and a.tler.

1. Ole dale of seateIldDg for felODS RDleaced for I lOla! of
more UIaII two years but no more tbaD tbree years: and

1. tlJe smy-fu'Sl clay aher tbe dale of IeDtenciDC Order for
felons !lleDteDCed for • lOIaI of more UJaJJ Ulree y~

D.l. Wbere a CODvic:ted feiOD is belel awaltiD& tr1a1 lor
addlticmaJ leloDy cbarps. tilt payment spedfied ill Parqraph
C. or tIIis hem SUII DOt be made IIIlW all sudl c:harJtS are
adjudicated.

1. ne paymeut specified III Paragraph C. of this Item sbaJ)

be made as 'ollows, Wbicbever is later: L beginBiD& 011 tilt
elate tbat Ute filial oulSUlDdiD& felony ctlarge is ad,udicatec1;
or. b. lIS specified iD ~ptl C. of tbis Item..

3. ne payment sPedftecl lD Paragraptl C. of tIIis Item sball
Dot be made 'or uy CDDVieted lelOII "110 remains
iDcart.'erBtell ill • loeal CD~ fadlity at tile request of
the 10caUt)'.

E. The ilJdiviclual or entity responsible lor operatiDC any
ladllty Wbic:b receiVes IuDds from this hem may. If requested
by tbe Depanment of CorT'eCllOaS. enler iDto all ~l
with tile Departmem to accepl tile b"aDSl'er or couViaell
felons. spedlled III Pangrapb C. of this Item. from other local
fadlities. III enteriD& into auy sueb .".eemen!S, or iD eftec1iD&
tile tnllS1er of oftenders, Ole DepanmeDt of CoITtCtioDS IlWl

[VA., 1994

A.,,,.,nalleU($'
Fin! Year s.eceed Year
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CDDSider Ole $eCUnt)' requireJneD15 of u.asfel'ftd ofleoders
aDd Ole capabilit)' of Ole ioc:al faciDt)' lO In8IDIaUI. such
offenders. For pul'lJC*$ of c::aic:ulalinc Ole unouat due eac:ll
Iocallt)'. III hmds earned by IDe loCality as a resull 01 aa
agreement waID tbe OepBtDnent of CorrediODS Sba11 be
induded as receiptS from tbe. appropriaUoas.

F. Tbe approprlaCioD in Olis hem also iaduetes aD amoual DOt
to ezc:eed sm.OIO iD cadi year. wnidl sDaU be bek1 ia
rrsene lor WlbWSeeted medical ezpenses iac:urred by loc:al
correct1Db81 radUbes in Ole care of state respoDSible feloas as
defiDed by 1 53.1·20. Code of Vlf'liDi&.

G. Should Olls appropliatioD PJ"OYe to be iDlufftcielll to fUDd
au of Ole aboVe pnMSiOaS. any amouat remaiDiDc iD tile
reserve as 01 JUDe I. 1995. ud JUDe 1. 1116. may be
reaUocaled arnoDC locatlties oa a pro rata bais aemrdiDC to
-ell dencieDC)'.

88. &ecudve MaDqemeat (7l30000}. ~ _

S8ViDp from Muqement ActioIlS (7130IOO) ,

FIIDd Sourcts: GeDeraI .

AUtbOrtty: DiscretioDary ladllSion.

TOIBI for CompasatioD BoaJ'd , .

GeDeral FuDd PasltiOllS _

FUDd Sources: GeDCJ'8l, , _

so (S2<,940.663)

SO (S2040.663)

SO CS2(.940.&63)

DZt.474.Z7t Al1,2l1,l4I

13.00 13.00

13.00 13.00

S321.474.271 $111.201.1"6

§ 1... COMMISSION ON LOC4L GOVERNMENT (MI)

89. GovenuneDtal Affairs 5eme:es (1010000) _

Local Affairs (7010400)

FUDd Souras: GeDeraI _

Autllortty: nUe 15.1. Cba~ 19.1. § 15.1·1031.... H 15.1·1051.1
tIlr'auIb 15.1·1058.5. 115.1-1167.1 UCl §30-19.G3. Code of
VirJiDiL

TOIBI for CommissioD oa Local Govenullebl ,

Geaeral FlUId Pasltioas _

PasitlOD Legel, _

FUDd Sourees: GeDeraI . ,

15&1.171

Wl.171

6.01

6.00

S561,171

6.01

6.10

S561.171

SSlun

§ l~L DEPOTMEN!' OF INFORMAnON TECHNOLOGY (UI)

90. AdmiaisUatige aDd Support Seme:es (14I000O)

Autbortry: nUe 2.1. Cllapcer 35.2, Atddes 1 lI1rIJUIb &. Code of
VirJiDiL

OperaUoaal costs lor dUs pracram sbaII be paid solely from
t:barps to a&e!lC)' pI'OIraII1S.

91. lDformatioD Systems MaDqemeDt aDd DirecdOll (7110000)__

AUIOmated Data ProcessillC Equipment and Services
Proc:uremeat (7110200) $1.579.309 so

$1,$79,309 so
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The CompensaUon Board sball review and approve these
Procedures. salary Increases etrecUve December 1. 1994 • MI
forth In this ael shall lake Into consider-tion the development
and approval of procedures In accordaDce with this IMU·.....Ph.

2. Clera of Circuit Courts shall report by October 1. 1915. tile
rale of collection ror all tlaes. C05I3. penalUes. forfeitures aDd
restitutions ...-ed In their court for tll.e y.... ended June 30.
1995 to tll.e CompeaaUoa Board. Such rate sIIaIl be compuled
as the 101a1 collected tines. cOltS, penalties. forfeitures and
restllutlons durlna tile year relaU.. to cues adJucSlcaled ID
their court dlvlded by the total tines. c:mtI. penalties.
forfeltu.... and restJtutloQS .-cl dUrlD, tll.e year 10 their
court. This rale mWlt Include all penons witll lastallmetll
PlIyment ap-eements In accordance witll 111.1-354, but may
not Include tboee _enlS or PlIyments related 10
Indlvtcluals Incarcerated a' JUDe 30. 1995. TIle Exee:udve
Secretary of .he Supreme Court sIIaIl provide the Cleru of
Circuit Court usia. Ibe aU'omaled accounllnl sys.em
administered by blm tll.e Information eeee:.ary to compute
tIlese ra'es.

~ fit "mllde: Ini ...,., tIIerea:teI IIttoeIIted Ie EIeI"IIs at~
€oIn'tt;~ BeeeIftber to; ...... HIe eompu_tloUi ........
IIIetI~ HIe pee leill. cc of lNeIt~ .. eetteettea
cablUildl.... ..... e&IItI; pe.-ttteII: 1o. leila:= ... ,ulUalt _
~ tile ftlte ef .-ctt collecliee _ tile ,.ecn" ___

'*-e leo: +11& to .. rate _ tile ,..... eiidlIII *- +II+.
aetd Ie HIe ftlte of eotteetIeiII _ ... lNeIt eIfteeC'S ..........

'RIe Eo p cualioa Bucmt .... HIe Mdttor ef P'Iette lilIee'6liCt:I

....~ eaett Eleft wMIt tile -..e I'lIte of ectleetteft
fur tlie ,.,., ended '*-e ,.. itH ......... 8M WItt ft9tew;

8iIlf WlieN app op late. ...... tile eotIeetleit data J'""'rideIt ..,.
HIe Eteft:

4. In COII8id6rillll -'liT}! inC1'ftUJU Q//Ot:Vtfti to CI6rlu of tM
Circuit Coun&. "'lICti.. o.c.",.,. I. 1995. 1M Co"",.".,tiINI

1loIIrYi. wilh tU8i6tll"" '""" tM AJlditor of Public Act:oImt.r
QItd the Offi" of the Ez«uti.. 5«,.tll", of the 5up""'6
Coun. if fI«:I1~. MQ// d6t6nrrintl: I) if tIIIch cltIrlt laas
corrrp/ifti with ptl1'fJ6n1ph £.1. and uVtllop«! lin appro\Wd
criminal co/I«tion pliln. and 2) If tJw derlt is maJrin, a good
faith -non to follow tlce Gdoplfti pltm. If th. IIlUWt1r to botla
of the abo.. qu611tiOli8 is i" tJw a/linrrllti_. r.,lIrd1eSll of tJw
co/I«tion r.8UlIlI. tic. Cl6rlt Mall btl dlM",ed to btl in
corrrplillnc.. In tiny inslQnett wht!nt Ihe IVt. of coIl«tion is
not improvin,. d611pite the .f!onll /win, ",tuU. lla.
Co"."."..tion /IoQrYi and the Auditor 0/ Public A«ount.r :tItQ//
offe" tll.ir combi"ftl lUlIUtanC'tl 10 til. CI.,.•.

11_ DeYI",)
Fl.... Vear SecelHl Vear

[VA. 1995

A"nprt••l...h
FIr'Jt Ve., see_ Y••r

81. FInancial AMtsIance tor Connnement In Local FaclllUes
(3S80000)-. .•••••••..•.•••.•.•••••.••.••••••.••••••..••.•••••.••••••••.•... __••_••_ .

Financial Asalslance for Adult Conft:::emenl III Local Facllldes
(3:160100) .

Fund Sources: Genenal .

Authortry: H :l3.HI3.1. :lJ.I-84 and 53.1-85. Code ot VI~nla.

fir: 'PIle ~ liftl'ltlIIIt!t sInttt be pnt 8lIt eI tills

apr pit.Uon to cah:PEzcatc teeItt+tieI fer ttIe ee!It ",

iiiuhst lidli,~ IiIft'Ieted eft !illite~ tit Iee8t
COl ctlellal~ as~ by~ €ode eI~

I. '.11i1.88i1
S53.00I.404

It I. I liI.888
SS3.00J.404

....818.511
$49.432.810

Ilt.U9.581
149.432.810

• ••• lliUBa
SS.1.00I.404

'11.51a.595
$49.432.810
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or If ttte~ tit ftOt ....... tit • teeM COl: cetlollal ......,.,
til .. all ".u C 1tI Ilisitu atlOil pI'GII'IIIit eperated br. er
ftlteI' lite MItIteI"lt7 of: tile sI:ePHf or feH .......

!': .. eddttle::et tt+.tt I'e'I'~ .,. If tile I""t8&Mr tit
floBeoIt and ii1al _hiEd tit a feH fafft'l ftOt -...ter tile centPet ef
ttte~

.. For tIie~~ tit PIrr'8IPlIPIt 1ft, of tItts ttent fer
~ til aUe:llatln p.: 1.1l: tiil er altc".tI t te
IRC'ieLialic..~

t: 8fttt~ .. lMcI:tIett 1tI t.e tII8Ite fer I"'t8&IJeI'I ...
...... eIIIer'Wtlie t.e t:6lISC'lI tit a tocut COl: eefto:.1 fecttttr. It
tit II6t~ fer prtlIofteft tItut """'ltd otberwtIe IN:
"""""" 1tI ee: t ~ u It) 8ef""tee or pteee.t elL~

!': f'Ie RCtt ,.,.,..cItt Ifttttt t.e IM'de ..... .. J'PGII"ILIft ...
""~ '" ttte Bcp. I C tI of een.cllo:•. :tIM .tl e
p "SliihChl or~ te l..&:eczaLloii~~

..., tItchIlte~ wertr cape: ICllCE, trcIttiItteftt: ..
etectl'eItic mellUe: Ihi pt'6IraWUr

e: .. Sqa I UIII fit EPimttut~ 5er¥tceI Ifttttt .......-e
tile eff ttl til. ., tIti!i fttcC'Ittkoe til aeIt!c¥tIr; ttl tMeM: .....
a Npdft te .,.,~ 1tI ttte tft5 6ettePat~

E!: 1ft MtdttIeIt 1tI tee tIIfttNfttS~ tft Pal .:aplt ir: of

tttts ftcIn: te:te "'"~ .,. ...... IN: ..... 6ItIt of tItts
app. epilatloll 1tI IItG'intIttIt tttL1 feIeIt 86MeIIeelIt te tile
Be"a.. C II ., eeil celie. ttt tocut COil celte al fecHtttee
(NPJUJIIIt 1tI t 58.1 18.1. €ode of~ Swett JlIL7IfteItt ......
be IIIJtft SIt QftIt~

t: tile date of~ fer~~ fer • teIIIt fit
more t1ntft twe ,..,., tNt ItO ftIet'C t1ntft~ :restI'P. and

.. tile~ .,. after tile date fit JeiilCIIClh' M"lIer fer
fetSIts 3e'MCftee'it fer a tetItt of fttM'e etten tttI'ft ,.eet"I:

B:t: WIteft a~ feIeIt .. tIeItt II'JIII'eitlft; .... fer
ItItdtttOIt8f fe1eII)' eltai'Ielt: tIte~ spee;tIelt ttt Pa: ail aplt
e. ef ttri!t ltcftt !IteM II6t be IM'de .ettt ... RCtt ettarwcs ttPe

acl:judtcatcd.

.. 'I=tte~~ til f'trr:tIr'aptt e ef tItts IteM ......
be fftlIde ..~~ ts IttteP': a: tJeo;lIIn*"I SIt tile

date tItui tile ftItaf ousbtildlili fetSIty~ is adjudlcaled.

Of'; ~ ..~ ttt~ e ef tttts Itent:-

e: 'I=tte~~ itt~ e ef tttts Item sttett
I'Jet .,., mede fer ltIl)'~ fe+eft WIle ft'InatIu

h Wi eEl sled tft • toeet COil celiondl feetttty et tile~ of

tile taeatttr.

E. The Individual or entity resl)ODSlble for opel'lltlng any
facUlty whicb receives funds from this Item may. If requested
by the Department of COJTecllons. cnlcr Inlo an agrcemenl
wllh the Departmenl 10 accepl the transfer of convicted
felons. specified In Paragraph €; K. or L. of this IlCm. from
Diller local facilitiES. In entertng Inlo any such agreements. or
in effecting the transfer of offendeB. Ihe Department of
Corrections shall consider Ille security requirements of
transferrcd offenders and the capablllty or tile local facility to
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maintain Ncb otfellder.s. For PUrpoRS 01 caJcu..ti~ tile
amount due eacb locality, all IIlncls earned by tbe locality as
a resull 01 an agreement wttb tbe Department 01 Corrections
slsall be Included as receipts from tbese appropriations.

F. The appropriauon In U1ts Item also Includes an amount not
to exceed 1377,010 In each year, .blcb mall be held In
reserve for unbudlCted medical expeases Incurred by local
correctioaal laclllUes In tile care 01 state responsible felons as
dellDed by § 53.1-20, Code 01 Virginia.

G. Should tills appropriation prove to be Insutflcient to fund
all or tile ..-...e provisions, any amount remalnlaa In tbe
reserve as 01 June 1. 19t5. and June I. 1998. may be

reallocated amo~ localities on a pro rata buts accordlna to
Ncb denclency.

H. In tlltt first )'«Ir. 1M lollow;,., amounts Mra// 1M paid out

01 tlli8 appropritJtion to comtwfUGttt Ioca/ititt6 lor 1M cost 0/
mllinta;lI;n, priMmttrs a""61~ on stattt _rrants in /oca/
CYJn'ffCtionol /aci!iti.6, as d.finftl by § 53.1-1. Codtt 01 Virg;lIia.
or il th. priMJnttr i8 not hoW«l in a local con'ffCtliNrol facility.
in an oltttmatiw to incartYrution pf'O{l1'Qm O1MtYlt~ by, or

und.,. thtt authority 01. til• .fhttri/f or jail boarrt:

/. S8.00 1M" primnlr day; QIU/

2. an Ildditional SJ4.00 ~r pri80nl!" day if til. pri80nttr i8
houad and mailltainftl in a jail larm not und.,. 1M control
01 tit. .fh.rilf.

/. In til• .-ccnd )'«I", thtt followin, amount .fha// 1M paid out
01 thi8 approprilltion 10" ptt,.mn6 arr'f!3tftl on 61at. _mints.

/. For unsttntttncftl ptt"$On6 h.ld a_ilillg trial and convictlld
misdl!mf!Qnant$'

a. For theS#! 0!fende,.3 held during tht! month3 01 Moreh
through Jun. /995, paym.nt sholl be madt! as proviUd in
Paragraph H.

b. For tlltt_ o!fendl!f"3 h./d. or that would othttrwiM haw

/Men he/d. dUring July 1995 and therY!tl/tttr, localititt6 wiJ/ 1M
pro\"dftl quortttrly block granu in Ilttu of thtt ptt,. prison.r,
pttl' day payment $JMC;fied in ParagfUph H. Thl! Qmounts 01
til. bloclt grunts to lM paid in th" SttCOnd )If!GI' .fha// btl
determintHi by th. lollowing calculattons. IHrformfti in the
S41quenCl! in which tht!y QPptta,.:

(J) ca/cu/Qt. th. awruge daily populatiolf of ul'lSiIntenCf!d

pe,.SOn6 a_;ting trial and Sttntenct!d misdemeanant3 lor thtt
pttriod of July /, 1994 through June 30. 1995 usilfg the
"Tuesday Report";

(1) calCu/Qte tht! pttreent change bet~n the a..,.rQl/e daily
local respon61bill o!f",dt!r population pro/ectlld by the /994

offiCIal forecast 101' th. period of July J. 1995 through Jun.
30" 1996 and the Qctual average daily local Tf!sponsibie
o!fende,. populatton for the penod of July J, 1994 through

June 30. 1995, as reported on the 'TuesdQY Report';

(3) multiply the figure denved in step (I) by the pttrcental/e
denvec/ in step (2);

(4) multIply the resulting figure by S8.00.-

ltelD Deula.(')
FI,. Y.ar SeeeIICI Year

[VA. 1995

"..,r.,na•...(1)

flll'Sl Y••r s.c.... Y....
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(5) multiply tI.. rwsulti", /i6UIY by tM "um/»,. 01 days in 1M
ptlriod 01 July I. J99.5 thfTJII,h Fttbnlary 2!1. 1996; ond.

(6) mulliply Ih~ rwsuJti". do/Jar IImou"t by 92.6JI.

c. Notwithstandi", § 53.1-84 ollhtt Codtt 0{ Vir,in;o. locaJ;titts
ma}' u.w th~ funds providft pUr'SlMlnl to PaTfllropJr I.J.b. 01
Ihis Item to maintain u"."t.ncwi ~r_ IrIId llwa;liItI tritIJ
or convict" miMittmftlnllnts in local conw:tionGi /tlci/;tia as
de/i"" by § 53.1-1. COU 0{ Vi,.,initl. or to ~""It p,..tritll
or Gllllmotiw to ;ne:tl~/iDn PlOlroms thot accommodatll
this populotion.

2. For o!f~ndllrs oth., tluln th_ 8IMCi/ifti in Paro'FYlph 1./.
0/ Ihis Itllm. 18.00 /NIr prVotNr dfly MlGII ,. paid to
f:nmlN'n8dt. locaJit,.s for th~ cost 0{ ,,",intoinin, pri60Mrs
a,.,..s/ftl on stat. war'Nnts in local conwclionGl Itlci/ilws tu

dtt/inttd by § 53.1-1. Cod~ 01 Vir,inia. 0' if IhI pr'Uontt,. is not
hOUMld in fI local conw:tionGi !tleility. in an Glt~mtltiw to
inCfl","I'Gtion pr'Olrom ~I'Gtftl by. or undtt,. 1M authority of,
Ih. 611ttrif/ or jdil boord.

An additiOllal 1/4.00 "., prison., day shtlJJ ,. paid if lJttt
prisoner is ho~ tlltd mtlin:ai"ttd ilt a iGil fa,.". not und.,
the control of Ih. "'ttrif/.

J. Fo, Ih~ paym.nl spttCifiN in PoI'G,raplr H. 0' /.2. of tIIis
Ilem for pri&On.,.s in allttmatiw pWlislrmttnt or all.nultiw to
i"CQ~I'Gtion pro'l"Qm&'

I. Such JHlymt/nl is inlt/"d_ to ,. mad~ for prisonBS that
would oth.rwi# ,. hoUMd in a local corrwctiOllai loci/ity. /t
is not int.nd_ for prisonttrs thot WOfdd othtt""" _
.ntttncttd to community .me. or p/Gettd "" probGtiDn.

Z. No such pgymen' Mla/J _ mad#! unk# the p1'06I'Gm htu
been approVftl by th~ Deparl~nt of Correclioru. Allt/matiw
punishm~nl or alte,.nDtiw 10 incar~ralion prO'I'Gms.
howe_r. moy include _"'r'VI8tHI 14'0'* ~xpt!rie,,~. t,..t",~nl.

and elllCtronic monilori". pro'l"Qms.

3. rhe Dt1parlment of Crimina! Justi~ ~rvice$ Mla/J ttva/uate
the e!fectiv."ess 01 tlli3 incenliw in achiMn, ia inl."t. wilh
a report to _ pl'ftsented to tll~ 1995 Gttneral -u.mbly.

K. In addition 10 the amount$ spIlCified in Pfll'G,raph H. or
/.2. of this /lem. 16.00 ".r prisoner day sha/J ,. paid out of
this appropriation 10 maintain any Ill/on .nt.nc«J to tile
Department of Co~/iorrs for a I./ony committftl -tore
January I. /995. in local co~tional IDci/itia pUrsuGnt 10
§ 5.1./-.20.J. Cod~ of Vi,.,inia. Such paymerrl sha/J be made 011

and alter:

1. lhe date 01 ."tencin, for lelollS ~nunced for a tolal 01
more than two )'f!tIrs but no mo~ than tilTH )'f!tIrs,' and.

2. the sixty-first day alter the sentencin, order lor felons
sefftenced lor a total of mo~ than tilTH ))«Irs.

L. In additloff to the amouffts $(H!Cified in Pal"Qgraph H. or
/.2. 01 this Item. $6.00 per prisoner da.v shaN be paid out of
the appropriation to mainta,n any penIDn convicted of a
felon.~· committed on or after January /. /995. in local
correctional facilities pursuafft to § 53.1-20.1. CQde 01
V'rglfflO. Such payment shaD be made 0" a"d alter:
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J. th" dllt" of ."t""d". for f~/O'U _"t~"Cttd for a total of
"10,.. than six months but kss thon 0'"' )'«Ir; aPld

2. th" sixty-first day aftllr th" datil 0/ Mlntllneing ordllr for
fll/olLJ .ntllPlCttd for a total of onll y«Jr or "10,..,.

M.J. Wit",. a collvict«l filiOll is h_d a_itiPlg trial lor
additiollal f"lony eharl/t1s. tit" paymlltlt sp«:i/iIId in Paragraph
K. or L. of l1Iis Jtllm sIuJJJ not ~ mad. until ail melt charglls
arw adjudicatitd.

2. Thll paym""t sp«i/i«J in PtJragtTIPh K. or L. of l1Iis /tllm
shQ/J ~ madll as Jollows, whicM".r is laU,: a. beginni". 011

th" datil that 1M filial outstanding f"lony chargil is
adiudicattld: or. b. as sp«:ififtl in PtJragTOph K. or L. 01 this
/tllm.

3. Thll paymt",t sp«i/itld in PaTOgraph K. or L of tIIis Jtllm
slraiJ not ~ madll for any convicttld IlIion who ,..,mailLJ
incare"ratlld in a 10Cdl correctional facility at thll~ 01
thll locality.

N. Ef/«:ti'lJfl July 1. 1995. in addition to thll amounts sp«i/itld
in patugrrzp#q I.. K. and L. 01 this .ction. 11111 Compt~r

shail t1Tltu/.r to 1M ComptIrIMltiOll Boord. from /UtttU
appropriattld in this act to th. JApartm."t of Correctiorr.r. an
amount to COfffIMrIMlt" thll 10000itills for 1M full COSl of
confining convlettld /fiO'U pursuant to § 53.I-20.J of 1M Cod.
of Vi'6inia. TM Compensation Boord sIuJJJ pay to til.
/OCGlitill$ ~h .JUJ"#U as follows.:

J. In th" CtUII of flllO'U contliettld 01 ollllflSif!$ committ«J prior
to January I. J995. who ha'lJfl ~n .ntllnClld to morw than
thTH )lllQrs. 1/.00 per prisonllr day from thll sizty-firs.t to thll
"inlltillth day from .nttmcing. $3.00 ~r priso"lIr day from
tltll ninlltY-first to th. 01111 hundTftd twilPlti.th day from thll
day of .sentllneing. and 16.00 per prison.r dQY thllr«l{tN.

2. /n th. C04II 011./0tIS convictlld of ol!.II.JIIs committitdllft.r
January I. /995 who haWl btM" .nt.nclld to "10"" than onll
}H!Q'. IJ.OO PIIr prison., day from tllll sixty-/irs.t to th.
ninllti.th day from .wtIttmci"ll. 13.00 ~r prisonll' day from
th. ",n.tY-firs.t to th~ 01111 hundNJd t_ntillth day from th~

day of .sentllnein•• and 16.00 ~r prison.r dQy thllrrKl/tIl'.

Executive Managemeqt (ooסס713) .

[VA. 1995

SO <It 1.9 IlI.Seill
(11.iOB.80S)

~ freftt "&lIS8 • esr~~ ..
Ad/ustMllnts lor Resurnll Actions (7J30200) .

Fund Sources: General ..

Authority: Dtseretlonary Inclusion.

Thll apPropn'ation in this item is sub/lid to § 4,1.09 0/ this
Qet.

Totsl tor Compensal\on Board_ _ .

SO (Ii! 1.919.S8al
10 (11.708.805)

SO IIi! 1.9 19.56a)
(11.708.805)

••H ••., ....,.

/.135.515.559
..II.e......

1.138.873.45.1

General Fund Positions .

Position LeveL _ _ _ .

Fund Sources: General - .

13.00

13.00

lail!!, 17 1.279

1335.5J5.559

13.00

13.00

1311.288,819

1338.873.453




	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

