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Estimating the Potential Impact of Better Criminal Caseflow Management
on the Jail Population in Bernalillo County, New Mexico

I. Introduction and Overview

In 2006, the design capacity of the Bernalillo County Metropolitan Detention Center (MDC) —
the county jail — was increased to 2,236 inmates. By 2010, the average daily population of the
MDC was 2,483, or 111% of its rated capacity. At times the daily MDC population would reach
118% of capacity. In a 2012 strategic plan, criminal justice officials wrote the following: *

This level of jail crowding at the MDC affects every aspect of institutional life,
from the provision of basic services such as food and bathroom access to
programming, recreation, and education. It stretches existing medical and
mental health resources and, at the same time, produces more mental health
and medical crises.

Despite many efforts in recent years to address jail crowding, Bernalillo County is now being
sued in the US District Court for the District of New Mexico to force a reduction in the jail
population. This report has been prepared by the National Center for State Courts (NCSC) at
the request of the Bernalillo County Chief of Corrections.

The central theme of this report is that Bernalillo County, the 2" Judicial District Court of New
Mexico, and their criminal justice partners can help to address jail crowding through
management steps that reduce and avoid unnecessary delay. Model Time Standards for
criminal cases suggest that felony cases should be disposed more quickly than they now are in
Bernalillo County. While few courts actually reach the model standards, national data for trial
courts in large urban counties show that they can and do process felony cases faster than is
done in Bernalillo County.

Improvements in the management of criminal case progress from initiation to conclusion by the
District Court and its criminal justice partners would reduce times to disposition and would
consequently reduce the average length of stay for criminal defendants detained pending
adjudication. As Section IV of this report shows, NCSC estimates that improvements in felony
caseflow management before adjudication and in management of probation violations after
sentencing might reduce the average MDC jail population in Bernalillo County by as much as
about 210-250 inmates.

Whether improvements can be made in criminal caseflow management in Bernalillo County
depends in part on personnel resources in the District Court’s Criminal Division, the Bernalillo
County District Attorney’s Office, and the 2" District Public Defender’s Office, including how

! New Mexico 2nd Judicial District Criminal Justice Strategic Plan (January 2012), p. 2,
http://www.bernco.gov/upload/images/commission/dist5/Bernalillo%20County%20Criminal%20Justice%20Strate
gic%20Plan.pdf.

National Center for State Courts, January 25, 2013 Page 1


http://www.bernco.gov/upload/images/commission/dist5/Bernalillo%20County%20Criminal%20Justice%20Strategic%20Plan.pdf
http://www.bernco.gov/upload/images/commission/dist5/Bernalillo%20County%20Criminal%20Justice%20Strategic%20Plan.pdf

Estimating the Potential Impact of Better Criminal Caseflow Management
on the Jail Population in Bernalillo County, New Mexico

well current staff resources are used. As Section V of this report indicates, NCSC estimates that
improving criminal caseflow management in the 2" Judicial District might have the same effect
as if there were at least one more judge, as well as two or three more prosecutors, two or three
more public defenders, and a comparable number of additional support staff members,
available in these organizations to work on criminal cases.

II. NCSC 2009 Report on Criminal Caseflow Management

In 2009, Bernalillo County engaged NCSC to study criminal felony case processing, with
particular attention to felony cases in the Second Judicial District Court of New Mexico, which is
the general-jurisdiction trial court serving the County. In a report dated November 2009, NCSC
presented its findings on what available data show about felony case processing times from
arrest and incarceration through pretrial release and probable cause determination in the
limited-jurisdiction Metropolitan Court and District Attorney case presentation to a grand jury
to the initiation and conclusion of District Court case processing. Based on those findings, the
NCSC report then offered recommendations for improvement in the form of a “Comprehensive
Felony Caseflow Management Improvement Program.”

A. Caseflow Management and Jail Crowding. The recommendations offered in the 2009 NCSC
report are based on the work of many court leaders, consultants and researchers since the
1970’s to understand delay in criminal and civil court proceedings and develop demonstrably
successful ways to reduce and avoid unnecessary delay. Among the best practices for criminal
cases that are reflected in the 2009 NCSC recommendations are the following:>

e Court system measurement of case processing against statewide time expectations
running from arrest or initial court appearance;

e Expeditious transmission of digital and other evidence by law enforcement to the
prosecutor;

e Early prosecutor screening of cases and provision of an early “discovery package” to
defense counsel at or soon after initial appearance;

> David Steelman, Gordon Griller, Joseph Farina, and Jane Macoubrie, Felony Caseflow Management in Bernalillo
County, New Mexico (Denver, CO: NCSC, Court Consulting Services Division, November 2009). For highlights of the
findings and recommendations in that report, see Appendix A.

* See David Steelman, with John Goerdt and James McMillan, Caseflow Management: The Heart of Court
Management in the New Millennium (Williamsburg, VA: National Center for State Courts, 2004 edition), especially
pp. 1-19 and 32-38, available online at http://contentdm.ncsconline.org/cgi-
bin/showfile.exe?CISOROOT=/ctadmin&CISOPTR=1498; also available at
http://www.justpal.org/LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=K0zY2upe40OM%»3D&tabid=103&mid=449; or
http://www.yourhonor.com/pdfs/PDP10/Caseflow.pdf.
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e Prompt determination of defendant eligibility for representation at public expense and
early contact by and indigent defense attorney with the defendant;

e Early and continuous court control of case progress, beginning at the initial court
appearance, including an early District Court event soon after initial appearance for
experienced prosecutors and defenders to assess felony cases for referral to diversion
programs, referral to problem-solving court programs, early negotiated disposition,
referral for prosecution as misdemeanors, or immediate felony arraignment on
prosecutor charges by information rather than indictment;

e Early exchange of discoverable information, and early hearing and ruling on suppression
motions;

e Court provision of meaningful pretrial court events, allowing lawyers to avoid
unnecessary wasted time, and at which lawyers are prepared and able to resolve cases
by negotiation for which resolution by trial is not required;

e Court scheduling of cases for trial in a manner that assures the integrity and credibility
of trial dates, so that lawyers are prompted to prepare their cases early; and

e Assuring the timely completion of court proceedings after disposition, most notably
probation violations.

Successful implementation of such steps as these is not easy, since it involves ongoing
leadership and commitment by the leaders of the court, the prosecution, the public and private
defense bar, law enforcement, and corrections. All of these have direct relevance for the
reduction of jail crowding in Bernalillo County. To the extent that the 2" Judicial District Court
and its criminal justice partners are able to reduce unnecessary delay in the criminal court
process, a predictable and necessary byproduct is the reduction of the average length of stay at
MDC for criminal defendants who are detained pending adjudication of felony prosecutions and
probation violations.

B. Action to Date on NCSC Recommendations. Following the submission of the NCSC report,
NCSC project team members attended a “shirtsleeves” session with 2" District Court Criminal
Division judges in March 2010 to consider the NCSC findings and recommendations. In that
session, consensus was reached among the attending judges on steps to improve caseflow
management in the Criminal Division:”

e Exercise District Court control over the pace of litigation from bind over (7 court
initiatives identified).

*See Appendix B for minutes of that meeting prepared by NCSC and subsequently shared with the Court and the
County.
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e Have all judges operate in a united fashion as a Criminal Division to assure meaningful
pretrial court events to promote prompt case preparation by lawyers (3 court initiatives
identified).

e Reduce the number of times the court has to touch a case, by streamlining procedures,
developing special/consolidated calendars, and developing a back-up judge program to
avoid continuing numerous trials because individual calendars are overset (3 court
initiatives identified).

e Limit the number of postponements in criminal cases (2 court initiatives identified).

e Continue and expand the use of settlement conferences in criminal cases, using both
retired pro tempore judges and sitting Criminal Division judges (2 court initiatives
identified).

After the conclusion of this session in 2010, the NCSC project team has had only intermittent
communications with Court and County representatives about the possibility of assessing the
cost impact of implementing the NCSC recommendations. We understand that the County
provided funding for pro tempore (“pro tem”) judges to sit in a part-time capacity to hold
criminal settlement conferences and hear probation violations on dockets heard in courtrooms
provided by the County at MDC. It is not clear to NCSC what further recommendations in the
2009 report may have been implemented by the Court acting either by itself or in collaboration
with the District Attorney, the Public Defender, MDC, or law enforcement agencies.

II1. Assessment of Bernalillo County Criminal Case Processing
Based on Data Gathered after Completion of the 2009 NCSC
Study

To go beyond the information available for the assessment reported in 2009, NCSC could do no
more within the limited time available for the preparation of this short report than to conduct a
very brief analysis of data about criminal case processing in Bernalillo County that had already
been gathered by others after the NCSC study was completed in 2009:

e Asample of 2" District Court criminal cases identified from MDC data for pretrial
releases from MDC in 2009;

e Asample of 2" District Court from a set of all felony cases identified by the New Mexico
Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) as having been disposed in 2010; and

e MDC records of 2" Judicial District Court criminal cases with probation violation
hearings held at MDC in 2012.
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Results of the NCSC analysis are presented in the sections below. To help provide a context for
thinking about what the NCSC analysis shows about criminal cases in Bernalillo County, it is
helpful first to consider the most recent consensus about how long it should take for criminal
cases to be disposed, as well as the most recent national information available about how long
felony cases take to be disposed in large urban counties.

A. National Performance Criteria and Benchmarks. In 2011, “Model Time Standards” for cases
in state trial courts were developed by a national committee of court leaders with the
assistance of NCSC and approved by the Conference of Chief Justices (CCJ), the Conference of
State Court Administrators (COSCA), the National Association for Court Management (NACM),
and the American Bar Association (ABA) House of Delegates. Table shows the model time
standards for criminal cases, comparing them to prior national standards promulgated by the
COSCA and ABA. As the table indicates, the standards suggest that virtually all felony cases
should be disposed within one year after arrest, recognizing that a small percentage (such as
murder cases) would often require more time.

Table 1. Model Time Standards for State Trial Court Criminal Cases’

Case Type COSCA Standard 1983 ABA Standard 1992 Model Standard 2011
Felony 100% within 180 days 90% within 120 days 75% within 90 days
98% within 180 days 90% within 180 days
100% within 365 days 98% within 365 days
Misdemeanor 100% within 90 days 90% within 30 days 75% within 60 days
100% within 90 days 90% within 90 days
98% within 180 days

If these time standards reflect a consensus about what criminal times to disposition should be,
what do we know about what trial courts are actually able to achieve? Since 1988, the US
Justice Department’s Bureau of Justice Statistics has reported on how long it takes for the cases
of felony defendants to proceed from arrest to disposition in the 75 largest counties in the
country. The most recent data, for felonies disposed in 2006, were published in 2010. As Table

® Source: Richard Van Duizend, David Steelman and Lee Suskin (Reporters), Model Time Standards for State Trial
Courts (Williamsburg, VA: National Center for State Courts, 2011), p. 3, available online at
http://ncsc.contentdm.oclc.org/cgi-bin/showfile.exe?CISOROOT=/ctadmin&CISOPTR=1836. Like the earlier COSCA
and ABA standards, the Model Time Standards measure case-processing time for criminal cases from the date of
arrest.
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2 shows, the longest times from arrest to disposition were for violent felony offenses (such as
murder, rape, robbery and assault). Although the performance by courts in some large urban
counties may have approached the national standards, the overall results were that 88% of all
felonies were disposed within a year after arrest.

Table 2. Time from Arrest to Adjudication for Felony Defendants in Large Urban
Counties, by Most Serious Charge, 2006°

Cumulative Percent of Cases Disposed Within --

Most Serious Arrest Median
Charge Time 30 Days 90 Days 180 Days 365 Days
Violent Offense 139 days 16% 37% 60% 83%
Property Offense 85 days 26% 52% 74% 90%
Drug Offense 75 days 32% 55% 75% 90%
Public-Order Offense 92 days 24% 49% 72% 89%
All Offenses 92 days 26% 49% 71% 88%

B. Processing Times in 2009 Pretrial Release Cases and Felonies Disposed in 2010. In the
preparation of this report, NCSC took two small random samples of criminal cases:

1. Cases from an MDC data set for 665 Bernalillo County criminal defendants granted
pretrial release from the Detention Center in 2009;’ and

2. Cases from an AOC data set of 6,335 felony cases disposed by the 2" Judicial District
Court in Fiscal Year 2010.2

For all the docket numbers in each set of sample cases, NCSC then recorded publically-available
online data posted by the Judicial Information Division (JID) of the New Mexico Administrative

® Source: Thomas H. Cohen and Tracey Kyckelhahn, Felony Defendants in Large Urban Counties, 2006 (Washington,
DC: Bureau of Justice Statistics, NCJ- 228944, Revised July 15, 2010), Table 10,
http://bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov/content/pub/pdf/fdluc06.pdf. Dr. Cohen has indicated to NCSC that comparable 2008
data should be available in a BJS report to be published in late 2013.

’ The data set was provided by Destry Hunt, MDC Policy and Planning Administrator, to David Steelman, NCSC, in
an electronic message dated January 11, 2013.

® This data set was provided by Steve Prisoc, New Mexico AOC Judicial Information Division Director, to David
Steelman, NCSC, in an electronic message dated August 17, 2010.
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Office of the Courts (AOC) on times to disposition and the number of specific court events per
9
case.

From our analysis of the data gathered for each sample, NCSC has calculated times from the
date of initial charges against defendants to case filing in the District Court, as well as times
from District Court filing to disposition.10 Table 3 shows the results of the NCSC analysis.

Table 3. Elapsed Time in Days from Original Charge Date to Filing Date and from
Filing Date to Disposition for 2" District Court Sample Criminal Cases

Sample Description Median  Average 75% 90% 98%

2009 MDC Releases (N = 158)"

e Charge to Dist Ct Filing 25 89 115 266 471

e Dist Ct Filing to Disposition 275 360 493 774 996

e Charge to Dist Ct Disposition 352 441 594 873 1,207
2010 Felony Dispositions (N = 153)*

e Charge to Dist Ct Filing 102 202 240 353 536

e Dist Ct Filing to Disposition 279 390 498 778 1,601

e Charge to Dist Ct Disposition 445 592 654 940 2,434

As a practical matter, the defendants in the sample of “2009 MDC release” cases were likely to
have been charged with less serious offenses than those in the sample of “2010 Felony
Disposition” cases. Also, as a matter of definition, they were not detained at MDC pending
adjudication unless they failed to appear at a subsequent court event, had been arrested on a
bench warrant, and then had not again been released from custody. The defendants in the
“2010 Felony Dispositions” sample were typically charged with more serious offenses, and they

% See Judicial Branch of New Mexico, “Online Case Lookup,” https://caselookup.nmcourts.gov/caselookup/app.

Y For comparison with the data on which the findings and recommendations in the NCSC 2009 report were based,
see Felony Caseflow Management in Bernalillo County, New Mexico, supra note 2, pp. 8-15.

" Source: NCSC analysis of criminal case random sample identified from a data set of 665 cases, as provided by
Destry Hunt, MDC Policy and Planning Administrator, to David Steelman, NCSC, in an electronic message dated
January 11, 2013, for a margin of error of £ 7% at a 95% confidence level. See Herbert Arkin and Raymond R.
Colton, Tables for Statisticians (2nd edition) (New York: Barnes & Noble, 1963), pp. 22-23.

2 Source: NCSC analysis of random sample of 6,335 Bernalillo County felony cases disposed in FY 2010, as provided
by Steve Prisoc, New Mexico AOC Judicial Information Division Director, to David Steelman, NCSC, in an electronic
message dated August 17, 2010, for a margin of error of + 7.8% at a 95% confidence level. See Arkin and Colton,
supra, pp. 22-23.
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were less likely to have been initially released from MDC, although a number were
subsequently released on bond.

To gain perspective on the results from analysis of these two samples, it is helpful to compare
them to the Model Time Standards and to the 2006 times from arrest to adjudication for felony
defendants in trial courts serving large urban counties. As Table 4 shows, the NCSC analysis of
these sample cases suggests that criminal case processing performance in Bernalillo County is
falls far short of the expectations reflected in the Model Time Standards, and that is also much
poorer than the results achieved for felony cases by large urban trial courts in 2006.

Table 4. 2009 and 2010 Sample Case Times from Bernalillo County Initial Charge
Date to 2" District Court Disposition Date, as Compared to Model Time
Standards and to 2006 Times from Arrest to Adjudication for Felony Defendants
in Large Urban Counties®®

Cumulative Percent of Cases Disposed

Within --

Description Median Time 90 Days 180 Days 365 Days
Comparable National Data

Model Time Standards -- 75% 90% 98%

Large Urban Felonies, 2006 92 days 49% 71% 88%
Bernalillo County Data

MDC Release Sample, 2009 352 days 5% 18% 53%

Felony Disposition Sample, 2010 445 days 2% 10% 39%

C. Court Events in 2009 Pretrial Release Cases and Felonies Disposed in 2010. For felony cases
under the jurisdiction of the New Mexico District Courts, rules of procedure™ provide that
probable cause is determined by a limited-jurisdiction court (in Bernalillo County, the
Metropolitan Court), after which a defendant is arraigned in District Court after the prosecution
has filed an indictment or information. Before trial and sentencing, there may be one or more
hearings on motions and a court-scheduled pretrial conference. In the simplest circumstances,
the rules thus contemplate that a case may proceed in District Court from arraignment to trial
and sentencing with no more than a total of 3-5 scheduled court events. Of course, there may

3 Sources: see notes for Tables 1, 2 and 3 above.
4 See NM Crim. Proc. Rule 5-901.
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be more than one motion hearing in a case, and there may be other events such as hearings on
whether a defendant is competent to stand trial.

Yet in New Mexico as in most American trial courts, fewer than five percent of all cases are
disposed by trial. Moreover, the sentencing in a case disposed by a negotiated plea of guilty is
most often done in the same hearing as when the Court receives the plea. As a result, cases
with more than five scheduled court events often involve the scheduling, continuance, and
rescheduling of those events.

In a court where the grant of continuances and the rescheduling of court events becomes the
norm, more cases may be set for hearing on any given day than the Court can reach, and
prosecutors or defenders with heavy caseloads may not have their cases prepared on the
scheduled date for a court event. If the Court then resolves the immediate problem this
presents by granting a continuance request and scheduling a case to a later date, the judge and
the lawyers may make it through the day’s dockets at the cost of having more hearings per case
than are required.

The purpose of caseflow management practices like those recommended for Bernalillo County
in the 2009 NCSC report is to address such problems as this. In courts that are successful in
that they manage the progress of their cases well, attention is given to the reasons for such
delays, so that negotiated outcomes are reached sooner in each case, with fewer scheduled
court events per case, less wasted time for judges, lawyers and other case participants, and
shorter times to disposition for defendants detained in county jail or released from jail pending
adjudication.

To explore the extent to which criminal proceedings in the 2" District Court may be subject to
this problem, NCSC counted the number of court events per case in the “2009 Release” sample
and “2010 Felony Disposition” sample. Table 5 shows that there was an average of a little over
seven court events per case in each sample, with 20 or more in some cases.

Table 5. Court Events per Case in 2009 and 2010 Samples of Bernalillo County
Criminal Cases®

2009 Release Cases 2010 Felony
Court Events per Case (N=158) Dispositions (N=153)
Maximum 32 26
Average 7.04 7.32
Median 6 6

> Sources: See notes for Table 3 above.
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If one would expect from the rules of procedure that there would typically be a total of only 3-5
District Court events in a case, to what extent was the average number in the 2" District Court
so much higher because scheduled hearings were continued or rescheduled? Table 6 shows
information on the frequency of different kinds of scheduled court events in the two samples.

Table 6. Incidence of Specific Court Events in 2009 and 2010 Samples of
Bernalillo County Criminal Cases™®

2009 Release Sample 2010 Felony Disposition Sample
(N = 158) (N =153)
Pct of Average Max Pct of Average Max
Cases That per Case in Cases per Case in
Have This with This One | ThatHave with This One
Type of Court Hearing or Event Event Event Case | This Event Event Case
Arraignment (includes Amended
or Repeated Arraignments) 93.0% 1.29 7 94.8% 1.44 6
Bond Forfeiture Hearing 5.7% 1.67 4 4.6% 1.00
Docket Call 17.1% 3.70 14 15.0% 3.09 10
Status Conference 11.4% 2.11 7 5.9% 1.89
Motion Hearing 53.2% 1.62 8 51.6% 1.77 9
Other Hearing 6.3% 2.10 5 10.5% 1.75 5
Pretrial Conference 74.7% 1.89 8 77.1% 2.51 14
Guilty Plea Hearing 74.7% 2.20 13 71.2% 1.92 9
Scheduled Date for Jury Trial 13.3% 1.76 6 22.9% 1.83 6
Sentencing Hearing 22.2% 2.26 6 29.4% 1.58 4
Continuance/Extension of Time 13.3% 1.86 5 43.1% 2.38 7
Post-Sentence Hearing* 38.6% 2.77 15 45.8% 2.39 8
-- Post-Sentence PV Hearing* 24.7% 2.10 6 21.6% 1.61 4

* Totals for “Post-Sentence Hearings” include all Probation Violation (“PV”) Hearings as well as any others.

As the table indicates, the only event that was almost certain to occur was the arraignment of a
defendant on an indictment or information. In fact, it was not unusual (16.5% of “2009
Release” sample cases and 26.8% of “2010 Felony Disposition” sample cases) for there to be an
amended or otherwise repeated arraignment, and a defendant in one case was arraigned seven
times.

1% Sources: Ibid.
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The most common other events before trial are pretrial conferences and guilty plea hearings,
which occurred in about three-fourths of all cases in each NCSC sample. In fact, it was more
likely than not in the sample cases that there would be more than one such event in a case,
including 14 pretrial conferences in one of the 2010 sample disposed felony cases and 13 guilty
plea hearings in one of the 2009 sample release cases.

Only a small portion of the cases were actually listed for jury trial (13.3% of the 2009 release
sample and 22.9% of the 2010 disposed felony sample). If they were listed once for trial,
however, they might often be listed for a second or subsequent date. Continuance motions
and motions or petitions for extension of time happened in three times as many of the felony
disposition sample as in the release sample. If such motions were filed in a case, they were
typically filed more than once; and NCSC found no case in which any such motion was denied.

D. Cases on 2012 Probation Violation Dockets. Post-sentence events were not infrequent in
either the 2009 release sample or the 2010 disposed felony sample, consisting largely of
hearings on alleged probation violations. To look more closely at probation violations, NCSC
studied MDC data on probation violation hearings held in 2012 by county-funded pro tempore
judges in a courtroom at the MDC facility. NCSC analyzed the entire data set of 1,440 cases,
looking at the number of days a defendant was in jail before the PV hearing in each case, the
number of times that PV hearings had been reset (rescheduled to a subsequent date), and the
kinds of dispositions in the PV hearings.

MDC records on over half (52%) of the cases with PV hearings do not show the basis for an
alleged probation violation. Of those in which it was recorded, 89% were technical violations,
9% were based on new charges, and 3% were absconders.

The MDC records for PV cases are for those in which the alleged probation violators were
arrested and jailed awaiting a court hearing. Table 7 below shows how long probationers
charged with violations had to wait before a PV hearing was held. As the median figure in Table
7 indicates, at least half of the defendants were in custody for longer than a month before a PV
hearing. In one extreme circumstance, MDC records suggest that one probationer originally
convicted for DUI was held for longer than three years before the resolution of the alleged
violation, having participated during that time in the “Casa de Amigos” Program.
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Table 7. Defendant Days in Custody before Probation Violation (“PV”) Hearing,
2012 (N=1,440)"

Description Days
Maximum 1,225
Average 49.66
Median 31

The MDC records analyzed by NCSC also show that 42% of the PV hearings had previously been
reset (continued and rescheduled to a later date). The number of PV hearings per case is
shown in Table 8, which indicates that at least half of the cases had three or more PV hearings.

Table 8. PV Hearings per Case, 2012 (N=1,440)"®

Description Hearings/Case
Maximum 9
Average 1.77
Median 3

A final matter of note from the NCSC analysis of these records has to do with the outcomes of
the PV hearings. Asis shown in Table 9 below, about one in six probationers (17.5%) had their
probation terms reinstated at the conclusion of 2012 PV hearings, while a small number (2.9%)
were discharged from probation altogether. In more than a fourth of them (28.7%), on the
other hand, probation was terminated and sentences to jail (MDC) or state prison (DOC) were
put into effect. The most common outcome (42.4%), however, was for the matter to be reset
to a later date.

7 Source: NCSC analysis of Bernalillo County criminal cases heard at MDC on the 2" Judicial District Court
probation violation (PV) dockets in 2012, as provided by Destry Hunt, MDC Policy and Planning Administrator, to
David Steelman, NCSC, in an electronic message dated January 11, 2013.

¥ Source: Ibid.
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Table 9. Dispositions in PV Hearings, 2012 (N=1,440)"

Disposition Percent
Discharged 2.9%
Reinstated 17.5%
Sentenced -- DOC 6.8%
Sentenced -- MDC 21.9%
Reset to Later Date 42.4%
Other 8.5%

E. Find