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Introduction

According to the U.S. Department of Justice (USDQJ), as of December 2014, Louisiana
had the highest incarceration rate in the United States with an estimated 816 of every 100,000
residents incarcerated. Recognizing that reforms were needed to reduce Louisiana’s
incarceration rate, the Legislature recently created the Louisiana Justice Reinvestment Task
Force.> This task force, with assistance from The Pew Charitable Trusts, will review the
criminal justice system and use a data-driven approach to develop recommendations by March
2017 related to the following three goals:

1) Reduce correctional populations and associated correctional spending by focusing
prison space on serious and violent criminals.

2 Hold offenders accountable more efficiently by implementing research-based
supervision and sentencing practices.

(3) Reinvest savings into strategies to decrease recidivism, including improved re-

entry outcomes.
To provide information to Exhibit 1
the Legislature and to assist the Felony Conviction History for Offenders
task force in developing Fiscal Years 2009-2015
recommendations, the purpose of
this report was to evaluate potential Total offenders: 128,612

strategies to reduce incarceration
rates and costs for nonviolent
offenders in Louisiana. We
focused specifically on the
nonviolent offender population as,
in addition to having the highest
incarceration rate, Louisiana
incarcerates a higher number of

nonviolent offenders than the ™ Violent ™ Nonviolent  ® Drug-related = Not drug-
national average. According to offenders offenders crimes only related crimes
] . onl
Department of Corrections (DOC) Y
data, of the 128,612 individuals Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using data from DOC.

1 HCR 82 of the 2015 Regular Session initially and continued by HCR 69 of the 2016 Regular Session.
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incarcerated or under DOC supervision during fiscal years 2009 to 2015, 75,370 (58.6%) had
nonviolent offenses only, meaning they had no violent convictions in their past, and 22,851
(17.8%) had drug offenses only. Exhibit 1 on the previous page shows the percent of nonviolent
offenders in DOC custody from 2009 to 2015. We also found that 17,610 (73.7%) of 23,904
DOC offenders represented by public defenders® from 2010 to 2015 had nonviolent charges and
nonviolent convictions only. Appendix C lists the 10 most prevalent types of nonviolent
offenses.

To addrgsg high |'ncarcerat|_on ratgs, Louisiana gr)d _17 e e AT, LaufSare S
other states participated in the Justice Reinvestment Initiative approximately $680.4 million on
(JRI) facilitated by the USDOJ in 2010. The purpose of this incarceration, an increase of $25.2 million
initiative was to identify specific drivers contributing to each (3.9%) from the previous fiscal year.

state’s incarceration rate. In Louisiana, this initiative

identified three drivers including the large percentage of nonviolent offenders in prison, technical
violations of parole resulting in offenders returning to prison, and the declining use of parole.

To address these drivers, the Legislature passed several reforms in 2011 and 2012 that allowed
administrative sanctions for technical

violations of probation and parole and _ Exhibit 2 _
increased eligibility for traditional and Incarceration Rate per 100,000 US Residents — 2014
good time parole. For a timeline and 900

description of recent reforms, see ?88

Appendix D. As a result of these efforts, 600

Louisiana has made some progress in 288

reducing its incarceration rate. 300

According to the USDOJ, Louisiana %88

ranks fourth in the nation for decreasing 0

the number of prisoners in 2014 but still

has the highest incarceration rate in the <&

country. Exhibit 2 shows Louisiana’s
rate compared to other states and the US.

Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using data from the
USDOJ.

While incarceration is necessary
for offenders who pose a threat to public safety, implementing strategies to reduce Louisiana’s
incarceration rate, especially for nonviolent offenders, could reduce costs and still keep the
public safe. According to the Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, states that have
implemented criminal justice reforms have seen their crime rates remain low while saving
millions of dollars in prison construction and operating costs, freeing up revenue that can be used
for schools and other priorities.

Our evaluation of potential strategies to reduce incarceration rates and costs for
nonviolent offenders and our recommendations to DOC and the Legislature are outlined on the
pages that follow. Appendix A contains DOC’s and the Louisiana District Attorneys
Association’s responses to the report. Appendix B contains our scope and methodology.

2 We obtained data from the Public Defender Board and matched cases with the DOC population to determine what
the original charge was in each case. The 23,904 cases represent the cases that had a corresponding DOC record and
not the entire population of public defender cases.
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Objective: Evaluate potential strategies to reduce Louisiana’s

incarceration rate and costs for nonviolent offenders.

To evaluate potential strategies to reduce Louisiana’s incarceration rate and reduce costs
for nonviolent offenders, we researched best practices, surveyed each judicial district in the state,
and interviewed an array of criminal justice stakeholders including judges, district attorneys,
sheriffs, public defenders, DOC staff, the Louisiana Supreme Court, and the Louisiana
Sentencing Commission. We also researched other states, specifically focusing on southern
states with similar drivers of incarceration rates that have successfully implemented bi-partisan
reform. In addition, we analyzed DOC’s data on offenders incarcerated or on supervision from
2009 to 2015. Based on this review and analysis, we identified several strategies that have been
used effectively in other states to reduce incarceration rates. These strategies focus particularly
on nonviolent offenders and are organized based on key decision points within the criminal
justice system. These decision points and associated strategies are summarized in Exhibit 3.
Details regarding each strategy are summarized on the pages that follow.

Exhibit 3
Decision Points and Associated Strategies

Decision Point

Strategy

Pre-incarceration: Providing
alternatives to incarceration that include
services to help prevent or divert low
risk or nonviolent offenders from being
incarcerated.

Expanding pretrial diversion and specialty courts could reduce the
incarceration rate by diverting nonviolent offenders from prison.
However, while Louisiana’s drug courts have demonstrated cost
savings, better data collection is needed for pretrial diversion and
other specialty courts to evaluate whether these programs are
effective. (pp. 4-7)

Sentencing: Ensuring that sentences are
fair and proportionate to the crime
committed.

Sentencing reforms, such as reducing the use of mandatory minimum
sentences and the habitual offender law for nonviolent offenders, and
sentencing certain nonviolent offenders to probation instead of prison
could reduce the incarceration rate. (pp. 7-10)

During Incarceration: Providing
effective rehabilitation programs to
offenders while they are incarcerated to
help reduce recidivism and facilitate
their successful re-entry into society.

Expanding rehabilitation programs in local facilities that are effective
at decreasing recidivism would help reduce the incarceration rate.
Although local jails house more nonviolent offenders, they have
fewer rehabilitation programs and higher recidivism rates than state
facilities. (pp. 10-13)

Further expanding re-entry services at the local level to help offenders
transition back into society would help reduce the incarceration rate.
Re-entry programs can reduce recidivism by 32% and save
approximately $14 million per year. (pp. 13-16)

Release: Providing effective and
appropriate levels of supervision to
offenders after they are released.

Because reform efforts have resulted in more offenders on parole, the
caseloads of probation and parole officers have increased by 12.9%.
Reducing the amount of supervision required for low-risk, nonviolent
offenders could lower the incarceration rate by focusing probation
and parole resources on offenders most likely to re-offend.

(pp. 17-20)

Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff from information on pages 4-20 of this report
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Expanding pretrial diversion and specialty courts could
reduce the incarceration rate by diverting nonviolent
offenders from prison. However, while Louisiana’s drug
courts have demonstrated cost savings, better data
collection is needed for pretrial diversion and other
specialty courts to evaluate whether these programs are
effective.

Louisiana offers both pretrial diversion programs, administered by district attorney
offices, and specialty (or problem-solving) courts. Pretrial diversion is an alternative means of
processing a criminal case that may result in the dismissal of the charge(s) if the defendant
completes the program, thus “diverting” an offender from incarceration. Specialty courts are
programs that address a range of social issues, such as mental health and substance abuse, in
order to solve specific problems rather than issue punishments. According to the USDOJ and the
National Conference of State Legislatures,® pretrial intervention and specialty courts are
effective at reducing incarceration rates because offenders are provided with specialized services
that address issues driving criminal behavior such as substance abuse and mental illness instead
of being sent to prison. By targeting the underlying root causes of criminal activity, the goal of
these programs is to ultimately reduce offenders’ recidivism. Since no centralized data exists on
all of these programs (except for drug courts), we surveyed all 42 judicial districts to determine
the prevalence, cost, and success of these programs in Louisiana and found the following:

At least 37 (88.1%0) of the 42 district attorney offices operate a pretrial intervention
program; however, the lack of centralized data on eligibility criteria, program costs, and
performance outcomes makes it difficult to determine whether these programs are
effective. Pretrial intervention programs have no centralized oversight or standardized collection
of information about costs and outcomes, and each district attorney’s office operates its programs
differently. In Louisiana, the district attorney is responsible for deciding, often on a case-by-case
basis, what crimes and offenders are eligible for pretrial intervention,* how much an offender
must pay to participate in the program, and what services are offered or required.

According to our survey, the most common services offered were supervision, anger
management, and counseling — either by external service providers or internal staff. Most
district attorney offices also had a range of fees, from $50 to $2,500 depending on the type of
offense, and some waived fees if participants could not pay. In addition, some district attorney
offices collected outcome information, such as the number of participants completing the
program, while others did not collect any information. However, while some district attorney
offices reported tracking re-arrests, no standardized reporting of recidivism exists, which would
be a good indicator of the effectiveness of these programs. Therefore, requiring standardized
reporting and the collection of certain cost and outcome information, such as recidivism rates,
would help Louisiana expand programs that are working so the state could invest resources in

® Bureaus of Justice Assistance, “Pretrial Diversion Programs: Research Summary,” October 2010. National
Conference of State Legislatures, “Principles of Effective State Sentencing and Corrections Policy,” August 2011.
* Usually nonviolent crimes are eligible.
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those that are most effective. Appendix E shows the results of our survey of pretrial intervention
programs for each judicial district.

At least 28 (66.7%0) of the 42 judicial districts have a specialty court. However,
while the Supreme Court collects standardized information on drug court costs and
outcomes, requiring that other specialty courts collect similar information would help
demonstrate their effectiveness. In a survey conducted by the National Center for State
Courts,” respondents stated that specialty courts were one of states’ most effective non-
incarceration programs for nonviolent and other suitable felony offenders. Most specialty courts
are composed of multi-disciplinary teams, from within and outside the criminal justice system,
that include the lead judge, prosecuting attorney, defense attorney, treatment providers, case
managers, probation officers, and professionals such as psychologists or counselors. In
Louisiana, 13 district courts operate specialty courts other than drug courts such as DW1/Sobriety
courts, Re-entry courts, Veteran’s courts, and Mental Health/Behavioral Health courts.
However, while all 13 courts reported tracking some type of outcome measure, no standardized
reporting of outcomes for these courts exists.

In addition, 26 (61.9%) of the 42 judicial districts reported having one or more drug
courts, which are the most common type of specialty court across the nation. Drug courts
involve a tailored, phased treatment system. The Louisiana Supreme Court provides funding,
administrative support, and oversight for drug courts. It collects data on participants, the number
of hours of treatment performed, and tracks the various programs for compliance with the
program’s standards. According to the Supreme Court, in 2014, Louisiana drug courts served
4,926 participants and had a graduation rate of 43% with a total cost of $17,140,308, or an
average of $3,480 per participant. Since the drug court’s inception, the Supreme Court reported
a total of 8,949 graduates. Graduates in 2012 had a 10.2% recidivism rate as 89.8% remained
free of additional convictions three years after graduation. Exhibit 4 on the following page
provides examples of specialty courts in Louisiana and the number of judicial districts with each
type. Appendix F shows the types of specialty courts in each judicial district along with budget
and participation numbers.

® National Center for State Courts, “Getting Smarter About Sentencing: NCSC’s Sentencing Reform Survey,”
Williamsburg, Va., 2006.
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Exhibit 4

Types of Specialty Courts
Fiscal Year 2014

Number of

Court Type Judicial Districts

Description

Addresses substance abuse through a tailored, phased treatment program,
Drug Court 26 including judicial oversight and community supervision. Louisiana has both
adult and juvenile drug courts.

Accountability court dedicated to changing the behavior of DWI offenders

DWI/Sobriety Court 6 through intensive treatment and supervision. These courts are post-
conviction.

Family Preservation Addresses needs of offenders charged with child abuse, domestic violence, or

Court/Domestic 6 failure to pay child support. Participants receive counseling, which may

Violence Court include in-patient or out-patient counseling.

Supervision and treatment program for less serious nonviolent offenders,
including drug testing and counseling, educational opportunities, and

Re-entry Court S employment assistance. Offenders serve time at Louisiana State Penitentiary
and are paired with a mentor who may be serving a life sentence.
Addresses war-related illnesses, such as Post Traumatic Stress Disorder, that
, may contribute to substance abuse, domestic violence, and arrests. Veterans
Veteran’s Court 5

work out their sentence through treatment, counseling, and community
service.

Addresses the needs of offenders with mental illness, who have a wide range
5 of charges, through treatment plans and monitoring requirements.
Participants may also receive substance abuse treatment.

Mental Health Court
(Adult/Juvenile)

Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using self-reported survey data.

The Louisiana Supreme Court estimates that each offender sent to drug court
instead of prison saves $29,390 for offenders in state facilities and $7,913 for offenders in
local facilities over a two-year period. Applying these estimates to actual DOC data, we found
that 8,822 offenders had drug possession only charges in their criminal histories. Housing these
offenders in a local facility for two years would cost approximately $157.2 million, while
sending these offenders through drug court would cost approximately $87.3 million, a savings of
approximately $69.8 million.® In order to place more offenders in specialty courts, however,
community resources, such as substance abuse treatment, must be available.

Other states have recently expanded specialty courts. For example, in 2014, Mississippi
reinvested $10.8 million of averted prison spending into specialty courts as part of a large reform
package that is expected to save the state $266 million through 2024 by reducing the
incarceration rate. In Louisiana, there has been legislative interest in expanding specialty courts.
For example, in the 2016 Regular Session, Act 221 created re-entry courts in three judicial
districts, and Senate Concurrent Resolution 117 commended the Louisiana Supreme Court on the
effectiveness of drug courts and requested a report on plans and proposals to expand other
specialty courts by February 1, 2017.

® This estimate assumes that all 8,822 offenders would be deemed eligible for drug court.
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Matter for Legislative Consideration 1: The Legislature may wish to consider
designating an entity to collect consistent and standardized cost and performance
outcomes for pretrial diversion programs in order to determine the effectiveness of these
programs.

Matter for Legislative Consideration 2: The Legislature may wish to consider
requiring other specialty courts to collect consistent and standardized cost and
performance outcomes similar to drug courts so that it can better determine whether these
programs are effective.

Sentencing reforms, including reducing the use of
mandatory minimum sentences and the habitual offender
law for nonviolent offenders, and sentencing certain
nonviolent offenders to probation instead of prison could
reduce the incarceration rate.

Louisiana’s laws directly affect the state’s incarceration rate as they affect who goes to
jail and for how long. In Louisiana, sentences, or the penalties assigned to crimes, are written
into the same laws that establish the crimes. This means that each crime in Louisiana carries a
unique sentence in law that prescribes a term of incarceration, a fine, or both. In addition,
sentencing enhancements, like the habitual offender law, are included in statute and can be used
to add increased penalties for offenders who have been previously convicted of a crime.
Appendix G shows all Louisiana statutes that offenders were convicted under from fiscal year
2009 to 2015. It also includes whether the crime carries a mandatory minimum and whether
offenders were sentenced under the habitual offender law for that crime.

Previous reform efforts have not typically focused on sentencing because of its
complexity and the difficulty in building consensus among different entities. While some
reforms, such as legislation removing some mandatory minimum sentences, have tried to address
the impact of sentencing, new mandatory minimum sentences are often placed into law that
counteract previous reform efforts. As discussed below, new sentencing reforms, particularly for
nonviolent offenses, could reduce the incarceration rate and ensure that sentences are
proportional to the crime committed.

More than half of the mandatory minimum laws in Louisiana are for nonviolent
crimes. Mandatory minimum sentences contribute to a high incarceration rate as
offenders must be sentenced to incarceration instead of supervision. Louisiana has 599
statutes in Titles 14 and 40. Of these, there are at least 164 mandatory minimum sentences —
91 (55.5%) for nonviolent crimes and 73 (44.5%) for violent crimes.” Sentences are considered
mandatory minimums if the statute includes some or all of the phrase “without benefit of
probation, parole, or suspension of sentence.” However, some offenders sentenced under
mandatory minimum sentences are able to earn good time credits that contribute to early release

"In Titles 14 and 40, there are more nonviolent crimes in total than violent crimes which could contribute to the
higher number of nonviolent mandatory minimum sentences.



Evaluation of Strategies to Reduce Louisiana’s Incarceration Rate and Costs for Nonviolent Offenders

to good time parole if eligible.® Article 890.1 of the Louisiana Code of Criminal Procedure
allows judges and district attorneys to waive the use of mandatory minimum sentences as long as
they both agree; however, judges and public defenders we interviewed stated that these waivers
are rare because it can be difficult for judges and district attorneys to reach an agreement.

Mandatory minimum sentences dictate the lowest sentence of incarceration a judge can
order for certain crimes. Statutes that carry mandatory minimum sentences remove judicial
discretion in sentencing. This can lead to a high incarceration rate, particularly for nonviolent
offenders who may not have been sentenced to incarceration or who may have been sentenced to
a lower amount of time had the mandatory minimum sentence not been in place. Additionally,
according to the National Conference of State Legislatures, mandatory minimums actually shift
sentencing discretion from judges to prosecutors because prosecutors can choose whether to
charge an offender with an offense that carries a mandatory minimum sentence or to offer a plea
bargain to a lesser crime or one that does not carry a mandatory minimum.

In 2001, Louisiana passed Act 403, which removed several mandatory minimum
sentences for nonviolent crimes; however, some of these sentences, like the mandatory sentence
for Simple Burglary of a Pharmacy, have been placed back into law. Additionally, mandatory
minimum sentences are often increased in law. For example, Act 368 of the 2014 Regular
Session increased the mandatory minimum sentence for the crime of manufacture of, distribution
of, or possession with intent to distribute Schedule I narcotics from five to 10 years. In 2014, the
Louisiana Sentencing Commission recommended in its report to the Governor and the
Legislature, a modification of mandatory minimum sentencing that would allow the court to
sentence a defendant charged with crimes requiring a mandatory minimum sentence to a lesser
penalty if substantial and compelling reasons exist to do so, but no legislation allowing for the
implementation of this recommendation was introduced. Other states have implemented similar
provisions. For example, in 2014, Mississippi gave judges the option to bypass mandatory
minimum sentences for drug trafficking offenses when the sentence is not in the interest of
public safety.

The habitual offender law allows for enhanced A third-time offender sentenced
sentences for offenders with two or more convictions, vl e elsftel sl
even for nonviolent crimes. This means that nonviolent for manufacture or distribution of
offenders could serve long sentences for a series of minor marijuana would be sentenced to
crimes. We found that 77.5% of cases sentenced under 20 to 60 years, as opposed to five

he habitual offender | f iol ff 9 to 30 years if not convicted as a
the habitual offender law were for nonviolent offenses. T ey

Under the habitual offender law, offenders who commit a
second or subsequent felony within 10 years of completing a sentence for a previous felony
conviction may be prosecuted as a habitual offender. This law increases the minimum sentence
length an offender can receive. The use of the habitual offender law, in part, contributes to the
high incarceration rate because sentences enhanced by the law may be much longer than
sentences not enhanced by the law. According to DOC data, 15,235 of the 344,366 (4.4%) cases

& Any person convicted of a sex crime, second-conviction violent crime, or as a habitual offender for a sex or violent
crime is automatically ineligible for good time. Offenders sentenced to life imprisonment may earn good time that
can be applied at such time as the offender’s sentence is commuted to a specific number of years.

® Previous convictions may have been for violent crimes.
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for offenders in our scope were habitual offender cases.'® Out of these cases, however, only
22.5% (3,434 of 15,235) included violent crime convictions. This means that 77.5% (11,801 of
15,235) of habitual offender cases were for nonviolent offenses.

Some states have incorporated reforms targeting sentencing enhancements and habitual
offender laws, including Kentucky and North Carolina. In 2011, Kentucky passed a reform
package bill that included a provision to eliminate sentencing enhancements for second and
subsequent drug possession offenses and prohibit the use of the persistent felony offender statute
when a defendant is charged with felony drug possession. In 2011, North Carolina modified the
habitual offender law by introducing graduated sentencing enhancements to make sentences
more proportional to the severity of the underlying conviction. As a result of these and other
reforms, North Carolina has experienced an eight percent drop in its prison population, and the
percentage of individuals entering prison has dropped by 21 percent. In addition, in fiscal year
2014, the state saved $48 million and closed 10 prisons.

Additional sentencing reforms could reduce Louisiana’s incarceration rate by
directing nonviolent offenders to probation or community programming instead of prison.
As stated previously, 58.6% of offenders in Louisiana were incarcerated for only nonviolent
offenses. Other states, including Alabama, Arkansas, Mississippi, and South Carolina that also
have a high percentage of nonviolent offenders, have recently implemented reforms to allow for
the use of probation or community programs instead of incarceration for the sentencing of certain
nonviolent offenses. In Alabama, this reform was incorporated by adding a new class into the
penalty classification system that targets low-level, nonviolent offenses. For example, low-level
property offenses, like Theft of Property in the Third Degree, and drug offenses, like possession
of a controlled substance,™* are now both considered a Class D felony; the penalty requires
judges to sentence offenders to a community program where available or probation for a period
of two years. In Mississippi, legislation expanded judicial discretion to order drug court or non-
adjudicated probation for all drug offenders except traffickers.

Introducing the ability to sentence offenders in Louisiana directly to probation or
community programming for low-level, nonviolent offenses would result in a cost savings to the
state as offenders would be diverted from incarceration to probation, which is less expensive.

For example, using DOC data we identified 4,065 offenders convicted of Schedule 1V drug
possession from fiscal years 2009 to 2015. According to the data, this crime carries a median
sentence of three years. If sentenced to probation for two years instead of incarceration for the
median sentence, the cost savings for these offenders would be between approximately $101 and
$232 million depending on whether they were housed in a state or local facility. Exhibit 5 on the
following page illustrates the potential cost savings for the 4,065 offenders.

1% These 15,235 (4.4%) cases, which include cases prior to fiscal year 2009, represent 10% of all offenders, as many
offenders have multiple cases in their history.

1 Unlawful Possession in Alabama covers the possession of controlled substances in all drug schedules I-V except
for marijuana.
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Exhibit 5
Probation Cost Savings for 4,065 Offenders Convicted

of Possession of Schedule 1V Drug
Fiscal Years 2009-2015

In State Facility
Incarceration for three-year median sentence? $239,592,695.51
Probation for two years 7,661,264.85
Cost savings $231,931,430.66
In Local Facility
Incarceration for three-year median sentence $108,638,517.26
Probation for two years 7,661,264.85
Cost savings $100,977,252.41
Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using budget information and unaudited data
from the Corrections and Justice Unified Network (CAJUN) database.

Matter for Legislative Consideration 3: The Legislature may wish to evaluate
the effects mandatory minimum sentences have on Louisiana’s incarceration rate and
consider reducing the number of mandatory minimum sentences for some nonviolent
offenses.

Matter for Legislative Consideration 4: The Legislature may wish to evaluate
the effects the habitual offender law has on Louisiana’s incarceration rate and consider
narrowing its use to exclude some nonviolent offenders.

Matter for Legislative Consideration 5: The Legislature may wish to evaluate
how sentences for nonviolent offenders affect Louisiana’s incarceration rate and consider
including provisions that require sentencing of certain nonviolent offenders to probation
or community programming in lieu of incarceration.

Expanding rehabilitation programs in local facilities that
are effective at decreasing recidivism would help reduce the
incarceration rate. Although local jails house more
nonviolent offenders, they have fewer rehabilitation
programs and higher recidivism rates than state facilities.

Using DOC data, we found that of the 55,605 __ )
offenders incarcerated on average each year during fachﬁ:’e'ss'%r;g%l;fzihrgfgfa?feg‘iigsré?r:gct?the
fiscal years 2009 to 2015, "* more than half (29,936 or | Bureau of Justice Statistics, Louisiana housed
53.8%) were incarcerated in a local jail. In addition, 50.8% of state offenders in local facilities.
from fiscal year 2009 to 2015, the average total Kentucky was the next highest at 41.4%.

sentence for offenders in local facilities was

12 This example assumes these offenders served their full sentence.
3 Fiscal year 2015 is only through May 15, 2015.

10
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approximately five years, which means offenders in local jails are released more frequently than
offenders in state facilities where the average sentence is approximately 11 years.** DOC
estimates that 14,500 (80.6%) of the 18,000 discharges every year are from local jails.

Currently, DOC offers a variety of certified treatment and rehabilitation programs
(CTRP) that eligible offenders can participate in to receive good time credit. These programs
include basic education courses such as GED or high school equivalency classes, faith-based
programs such as Bible and values courses, treatment programs for issues such as substance
abuse, and job skills such as welding or automotive technology. According to the 2014
Government Efficiencies Management Support (GEMS) report,* expanding CTRP
programming could save approximately $6.5 million per year. However, DOC does not require
that all local facilities offer these programs. As a result, some local facilities may offer no
programs, while others place heavy

emphasis on rehabilitation programs, Exhibit 6

such as the Lafayette Parish Sheriff’s 1, 3, and 5-Year Recidivism Rates for State Offenders
Office, which is also a certified Released from State Institutions and Local Jails
substance abuse treatment provider. Local State
According to DOC, of the 105 local Year Recidivism Rate Recidivism Rate
facilities that house state offenders, 1°t Year 17.6% 15.5%

46 (43.8%) offer no treatment 39 year 37.1% 34.4%
programs. The lack of effective 5 vear 44.9% 41.3%

rehabilitation programs at local - o — — :
e Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using information

faFllltleS m"f‘y be One_ r?a_son why local | fom poc’s 2015 Briefing Book. These rates are for offenders

jails have higher recidivism rates than | released in 2009 and the most current recidivism rates for the 5"

state facilities, as shown in Exhibit 6. year of release.

According to DOC, the primary reason local facilities do not offer these programs is
lack of funding. In fiscal year 2015, local jails received approximately $171.5 million, or
25% of DOC’s total budget. DOC pays local facilities $24.39 per offender per day. According
to the Louisiana Legislative Fiscal Office’s (LFO) survey of southern states, as of July 2014,
the average per diem among states that used local jails was $26.67 and ranged from a low of
$12.00 in Virginia to $49.53 in Tennessee. This survey also reported that DOC spent only 1.2%
on rehabilitation programs at both state and local facilities, which was the lowest among other
southern states.*” To address these funding issues, DOC has used a mix of state and local
funding to expand good time approved rehabilitation programs at local jails. DOC also has 20
transition specialists who serve 25 local facilities, teaching good time approved courses.®
Because of this, enrollment in CTRP courses in local facilities has increased by 944%, from

! The average excludes life and death sentences.

15 The Division of Administration contracted with Alvarez and Marsal to research and recommend cost-savings
strategies in state agencies. These recommendations were outlined in the GEMS report issued May 2014.

% LFO, “Survey of Adult Correctional Systems: A Report Submitted to the Fiscal Affairs and Government
Operations Committee,” 2014. LFO compiles this report every year based on a survey of other southern states.

7| ouisiana was the lowest among the southern states offering rehabilitative programs.

'8 These transition specialists are funded by implementing recommendations from GEMS. These recommendations
resulted in savings by expanding access to certified treatment rehabilitation programs, allowing more offenders to
earn credits and be released earlier.
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1,555 in fiscal year 2010 to 16,234 in fiscal year 2015. Exhibit 7 summarizes the number of
participants by category of CTRP programs from fiscal years 2010 to 2015.

Exhibit 7
Participation in Rehabilitation Programs
Fiscal Years (FY) 2010 to 2015
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Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using statistics from DOC.

DOC is also considering a graduated per diem structure where the per diem rate for local
jail facilities would vary based on the availability of treatment and re-entry programs provided.
Facilities offering no programming would receive a lower per diem rate than those facilities
providing programming. The goal of this structure would be to increase re-entry services at the
local level; however, this structure has not yet been established.

Although it may not be possible for local facilities to offer a wide array of treatment
programs, it is important that the ones they do offer are effective. However, DOC does not
measure recidivism by individual program which would help it determine effectiveness.
Although DOC calculates recidivism for educational programming as a whole and for substance
abuse treatment at its Blue Walters program,*® DOC does not currently measure recidivism for
each individual rehabilitation program. Without this information, DOC cannot determine
whether the programs it offers are working. In the absence of recidivism data, DOC could use
evidence based programs to ensure that the programs it offers are effective. Programs are
considered evidence based if they have been rigorously evaluated and these evaluations show
that the program produces the expected positive results (such as reduced recidivism) that can be
attributed to the program itself rather than to other extraneous factors. Some states require the
use of evidence-based practices. For example, legislation in Kentucky mandates that 75% of
expenditures for supervision and intervention programs be spent on evidence-based programs by
2016. Using Washington State Institute for Public Policy’s inventory of evidence-based
programs for adult corrections,? we found that DOC currently offers two evidence-based

19 Blue Walters is a 90-day substance abuse treatment program at Richwood Correctional Facility in Monroe,
Louisiana.

2 Steve Aos, Marna Miller, and Elizabeth Drake. “Evidence-Based Adult Corrections Programs: What Works and
What Does Not,” Washington State Institute for Public Policy, 2006.
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cognitive behavioral programs (Moral Reconation Therapy and Thinking for a Change) at local
facilities that have been proven to reduce recidivism by 8.2%. A total of 44 local facilities
offered these treatment programs, but only 192 offenders participated in them in fiscal year 2015.

Even when local facilities offer rehabilitation programs, offenders often transfer
frequently, which can disrupt participation. While some transfers are due to court
appearances, substance abuse treatment, or medical issues, those housed in local facilities may be
transferred to other facilities so that empty beds can be filled. Such transfers do not take an
offender’s rehabilitation needs into account, and offenders may be sent to a facility with little or
no resources to meet their needs. For example, one offender was transferred 22 times in four
years and often spent less than one month in a local facility before being transferred. Currently,
local facilities have to notify DOC when offenders are transferred, but DOC does not have any
criteria for when offenders should or should not be transferred between local facilities.

Recommendation 1: DOC should evaluate recidivism and/or other outcomes for
each of its rehabilitation programs so that it can target its resources toward programs that
are proven to work.

Summary of Management’s Response: DOC agrees with this recommendation;
however, the department noted an inherent difficulty in determining the effectiveness of
individual programs in reducing recidivism as offenders often participate in multiple
programs prior to release.

Recommendation 2: DOC should require that transfers between local facilities take
into account an offender’s participation in treatment programs.

Summary of Management’s Response: DOC agrees with this recommendation
and stated it currently takes participation in rehabilitation into consideration if
information about the participation is entered into CAJUN, the department’s data
system, by transition specialists at the local level.

Matter for Legislative Consideration 6: The Legislature may wish to consider
requiring that local facilities offer specific evidence-based programs.

Further expanding re-entry services at the local level to help
offenders transition back into society would help reduce
Louisiana’s incarceration rate through decreased
recidivism. Re-entry programs can reduce recidivism by
32% and save approximately $14 million per year.

Re-entry programs assist offenders in transitioning back into society after incarceration
and can lead to reduced recidivism. Once released, offenders are often placed back into the same
social setting that may have contributed to their commission of a crime. To help with this
transition, offenders can take a 100-hour re-entry program prior to release, which includes
courses such as anger management, employment skills, job placement assistance, money
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management, and problem solving. The re-entry program also assists offenders in procuring
needed documents such as state identification cards and social security cards. According to the
GEMS report, DOC re-entry programs are reducing recidivism by as much as 32%. However, as
with rehabilitation programs, all state facilities offer re-entry programming but not all local
facilities do. According to DOC data, only 40 (38.1%) of the 105 local facilities offer the 100-
hour program.

Expanding re-entry to all local facilities is important since offenders are often
released from facilities far from their homes. Offenders released from facilities with no re-
entry program may not be linked with services, housing, or employment in their
communities and may be more likely to recidivate. As offenders return to society, they can be
faced with many environmental challenges like unemployment, poverty, substance abuse, and
mental health issues. Linkage with resources in the offender’s community that address these
issues is important in reducing recidivism and assisting offenders to become productive citizens.
For example, an offender sentenced in Orleans Parish who intends to return there after release
may be released from a facility in North Louisiana that does not offer re-entry programs. Once
the offender returns to New Orleans, he may not be linked to local services to help him find
employment or housing in the region. Exhibit 8 shows from where in the state all offenders
convicted in Orleans Parish®* were released between fiscal years 2009 and 2015. Approximately
62.8% of releases were from local facilities, while 34.4% were from state facilities.**

Exhibit 8
Offenders Convicted in Orleans Parish

and Released Statewide
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Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using unaudited data from
the CAJUN database.

21 Orleans Parish has the largest number of convictions statewide.
%2 The remaining 2.8% were released from other facilities including out-of-state facilities.
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In an effort to expand re-entry resources at the local level and allow offenders to
receive re-entry programming near their communities, DOC has opened nine regional re-
entry centers where local offenders go to complete the 100-hour program. Each regional re-
entry center can serve 600 offenders per year. However, while DOC has seen large growth in the
number of offenders participating in the re-entry program since 2009, not all offenders are able
to participate as an average of 14,500 offenders are released from local facilities each year. The
GEMS report estimated that opening additional re-entry centers could save approximately
$14 million per year. According to the report, increasing investment in effective re-entry
programs that reduce recidivism and result in cost savings not only provides an opportunity to
reduce crime and improve public safety but also significantly reduces the prison population and
the cost of re-incarceration.

DOC’s analysis of recidivism for offenders in re-entry programs found an overall
reduction in recidivism for those who participated in the program versus those who did
not. Overall, 12.5% of offenders with re-entry programming in fiscal year 2014 returned within
one year versus 15.4% of offenders with no programming. Exhibit 9 shows recidivism by each
re-entry center.

Exhibit 9
One-Year Recidivism with Re-entry Programs Compared to No Programs
Fiscal Year 2014
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Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using data from DOC.
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DOC’s use of a risk and needs assessment will help it prioritize offenders for the re-
entry program and develop individualized re-entry plans for those offenders most likely to
re-offend. According to the National Conference of State Legislatures,? risk and needs
assessments help identify appropriate programs, treatments, and services, which enables states to
target corrections resources more effectively. North Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia all
use risk and needs assessments to develop and individualize supervision plans and re-entry
conditions. In April 2015, DOC received a Justice Reinvestment Initiative grant to develop a
risk and needs assessment tool based on evidence-based principles of “risk, need, and
responsivity.” The risk assessment was created by Louisiana State University and is called the
Targeted Intervention Gaining Enhanced Reentry (TIGER) instrument. DOC plans to use the
risk assessment at various decision points to help determine appropriate interventions.
According to DOC, the tool will provide objective, evidence-based recommendations and guide
case planning. In addition to re-entry planning, this tool could ultimately be used by courts to
inform sentencing decisions, by local jails to determine which rehabilitation programs offenders
should take, and by probation and parole to provide information on appropriate supervision
levels.

Recommendation 3: DOC should work with the Legislature to obtain the funding
needed to expand re-entry programs at the local level.

Summary of Management’s Response: DOC agrees with this recommendation
and stated that despite reduction in staff it has continued in its efforts to expand re-entry
programming at the local level through the expansion of re-entry centers, opening of day
reporting centers, expansion of adult basic education programs, opening of a transitional
work program for women, expansion of residential substance abuse treatment beds, and
the use of federal Pell Grants to provide education classes at the local level.

Recommendation 4: Once the TIGER risk and needs assessment is finalized, DOC
should use it to identify those offenders most likely to benefit from re-entry programs and
ensure that those offenders are able to participate.

Summary of Management’s Response: DOC agrees with this recommendation
and stated the purpose of the TIGER tool is to target programming based on the
individual needs of each offender. Additionally, the department is considering a policy
change that would require that offenders complete an entire case plan prior to receiving
early release credits to ensure offenders successfully participate in all TIGER
recommended individualized programming.

%% National Conference of State Legislatures, “Principles of Effective State Sentencing and Corrections Policy,”
August 2011.
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Because reform efforts have resulted in more offenders on
parole, the caseloads of probation and parole officers have
increased by 12.9%. Expanding strategies to reduce the
amount of supervision required for low-risk, nonviolent
offenders could reduce the incarceration rate by focusing
probation and parole resources on offenders most likely to

re-offend.

In fiscal year 2015, DOC Exhibit 10
had 511 officers to Supervise 71,917 _ Average Probation and Parole Caseload
offenders on probation and parole. Since Fiscal Years 2009-2015
2009, average caseloads have increased
by 12.9%, as shown in Exhibit 10. These 140 735 140
increases are due to reforms that have 135 134 137137
increased the number of offenders released 130
on parole and decreased parole revocations | 125 — g5y 127
as discussed in the following paragraphs. 120

. . . 115 r T T T T T T 1

Since 2009, Louisiana has FY09 FY10 FY1l FY12 FY13 FY14 FY15
increased the number of offenders Caseload
released on g_OOd time parole b_y 46.7%, Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using
from 25,063 in 2009 to 36,775 in 2015. information from DOC.

Offenders can be released early from
prison on either traditional or good time parole. Traditional parole is a release prior to full
sentence served for eligible offenses, which must be approved by the Louisiana Pardon and
Parole Board’s Committee on Parole. Good time parole is a set rate of time that an eligible
offender can earn for good behavior and self-improvement activities to reduce prison time.

See Appendix H for an explanation of the differences between good time parole and traditional
parole eligibility and how time is accrued for good time parole. In 2011 and 2012, Louisiana
reformed good time and parole eligibility requirements and
reduced the amount of time offenders have to be incarcerated
prior to release, which increased the number of offenders

A good time-eligible offender with a
three-year sentence housed in a state

eligible for early release and allowed eligible offenders to facility with no disciplinary issues
be released earlier. Exhibit 11 summarizes the number of would automatically be released in
offenders released on traditional and good time parole from 1.2 years or in 9.5 months if that

offender took the maximum number
of certified treatment rehabilitation
program courses.

fiscal year 2009 to 2015. As a result of the increase in
releases to parole, more offenders are now being supervised
in the community by DOC’s Probation and Parole.
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Exhibit 11

Number of Offenders on Parole and Good Time Parole
Fiscal Years 2009 - May 15, 2015
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Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using unaudited data from the CAJUN database.

Additionally, fewer offenders have returned to prison because of technical
violations. Since 2009, the number of parole revocations due to technical violations has
decreased by 37.2% from 27.3% (1,211 of 4,435 revocations) in fiscal year 2009 to 17.1%
(648 of 3,781) in fiscal year 2015.2* Offenders released on parole are subject to certain
conditions they must abide by for the duration of supervision and are monitored by DOC.
Conditions include meeting court-required obligations such as paying child support, refraining
from owning or possessing firearms, permitting visits from the parole officer, and paying fees.
Offenders can have their parole status revoked because of a violation of any of these conditions —
called a technical violation — or the commission of a new crime. In Louisiana, the Justice
Reinvestment Initiative® found that 23.6% of 2009 prison admissions were because of technical
violations of parole.

To address revocations, reforms were passed in Louisiana to allow probation and parole
officers to use alternatives to re-incarceration, such as allowing DOC to sanction offenders
administratively without returning to court for approval or reducing the amount of time offenders
have to return to prison. For example, Act 402 of the 2007 Regular Legislative Session allowed
offenders who violated parole conditions to spend up to 90 days in jail in lieu of revocation.
According to an evaluation conducted by The Pew Charitable Trusts in 2014, this legislation
resulted in the decreased use of approximately 2,034 jail and prison beds a year and saved
taxpayers an average of $17.76 million in annual corrections costs. Other reforms, such as the
use of graduated sanctions and day reporting centers have also contributed to the decrease in
revocations. Exhibit 12 illustrates how the number of revocations has decreased since 2009.
While the decrease in revocations has contributed to lowering the state’s incarceration rate, it

2 Our analysis of technical revocations does not include probation revocations because the CAJUN database does
not accurately collect technical revocations for probation.

% Urban Institute and Bureau of Justice Assistance, “Justice Reinvestment Initiative State Assessment Report,”
January 2014.
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also means more offenders are under the supervision of DOC’s Probation and Parole, which
increases its caseload.

Exhibit 12

Percentage of Revocations from Technical Violations
Fiscal Years 2009-2015
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Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using unaudited CAJUN data.

Expanding strategies to reduce supervision levels of low-risk offenders can decrease
re-incarceration of offenders by reducing caseloads, allowing DOC to focus limited
resources on high-risk offenders who are more likely to re-offend. However, DOC should
determine if current efforts to reduce the supervision levels of low-risk offenders are
effective. According to The Pew Charitable Trusts,?® moderate- to high-risk offenders benefit
the most from supervision while low-risk offenders often do worse under these conditions. In
addition, low-risk offenders on probation and parole who are compliant with all conditions
reduce the intensity of supervision of high-risk offenders who are more likely to benefit from
supervision and programs. To address this issue, some states are implementing different options
for supervising low-risk offenders including administrative supervision, risk-based supervision
levels, early termination of supervision, and compliance credits. These options can reduce
caseloads of probation and parole officers, reduce supervision costs, and reduce recidivism.

As of April 2016, Louisiana has 6,619 offenders on administrative supervision and 633
offenders on suspended probation or parole status. These offenders are not required to be seen in
the field or to report to their district office as long as all conditions of supervision are met.
However, DOC does not currently measure whether offenders on reduced supervision are able to
complete supervision without committing a new crime or having their status revoked. This
information would provide evidence that reduced supervision levels are effective and successful.
Additionally, according to Pew, the use of a validated risk and needs assessment tool that
measures the probability of an offender re-offending is a best practice of community corrections.

% pew Center on the States’ Public Safety Performance Project, “Policy Framework to Strengthen Community
Corrections,” December 2008.
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As mentioned earlier, Louisiana has developed a risk and needs assessment tool (TIGER) that
will help it implement risk-based supervision. According to DOC, TIGER is 133% better at
predicting the likelihood of recidivism than is its current risk assessment tool (LARNA). DOC is
in the process of finalizing the TIGER risk and needs assessment tool and will be moving to
implement the tool soon.

Once TIGER is implemented and DOC demonstrates that reduced supervision levels are
appropriate and successful, DOC could also pursue additional reforms that allow for early
termination of parole or compliance credits for parole for low-risk offenders. For example, other
states, like Arkansas and Mississippi, have implemented early termination of parole and/or
compliance credits for parole in order to reduce the number of low-risk offenders who comply
with parole conditions. Exhibit 13 summarizes the other options not currently used in Louisiana
and examples from states that have used them.

Exhibit 13
Options for Supervising Low-risk Offenders
Type Description State Examples
Courts have the discretion to grant Arkansas granted authority to its corrections
S early termination of a sentence if all department to discharge offenders at half of
Early Termination - . . e .
requirements have been met, such as | their community supervision term if they have
restitution paid in full. complied with court-ordered requirements.
Provides offenders on supervision Mississippi allows offenders in supervision to
Compliance Credits with a monthly credit if they comply | earn time off their sentence by complying
with supervision requirements. with court-ordered conditions.

Source: National Conference of State Legislatures, “Principles of Effective State Sentencing and Corrections
Policy” and the Pew Charitable Trusts Public Safety Performance Project Issue Briefs.

Recommendation 5: DOC should evaluate whether its current efforts regarding
reduced supervision levels for low-risk offenders are effective. If these efforts
demonstrate success, DOC should consider expanding the use of reduced supervision
levels, including the feasibility of early termination of supervision.

Summary of Management’s Response: DOC agrees in part with this
recommendation. The department stated that it agrees with the concept of reduced levels
of supervision but is concerned about the potential negative impact to public safety that
could result from the expansion of reduced supervision to medium-risk offenders.
Additionally, the department stated that early termination of parole and good time
supervision would require legislative changes.

LLA Additional Comments: Our recommendation is for DOC to consider
expanding strategies for low-risk offenders only.
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Department of Public Safety & Corrections
State of Louigiana

JAMES M. LE BLANG
SECRETARY

JoEN BEL EDWARDS
GOVERNOR

August 2, 2016

Daryl G. Purpera, CPA, CFE, Legislative Auditor
Louisiana Legislative Auditor's Office

P.O. Box 94397

Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9397

Dear Mr. Purpera:

Thank you for allowing the Department of Public Safety and Corrections — Corrections
Services to review and respond to the informational audit report evaluating strategies to
reduce Louisiana’s incarceration rate and costs for non-violent offenders. Enclosed you will
find the completed checklist for audit recommendations. I'd also like to add the following
comments:

Recommendation 1: Agree

Existing programs currently provided by the Department such as “Living in Balance” and the
100 hour pre-release curriculum have already been nationally validated. While the
Department agrees with the recommendation to further evaluate, we would also like to note
the inherent difficuity in determining the effectiveness of each individual program on
reducing recidivism rates with certainty as offenders usually take multiple programs prior to
releasing.

Recommendation 2: Agree

The Department agrees with this recommendation and currently takes this into
consideration provided that the offender’s treatment program participation information has
been entered into CAJUN by the transition specialist at the local level.

Recommendation 3: Agree

The Department also agrees with this recommendation and would like to comment that we
continue our attempts at expanding and further building upon reentry programs at the local
level. Over the past three years and despite losing approximately 2,000 positions, the
Department has invested in the expansion of reentry centers statewide to a total of nine (8
male centers and 1 female) in order to provide offenders with access to reentry
programming that helps them better transition back into the community, which in turn
reduces recidivism. The programs are designed to provide workforce readiness: life skills
training; two forms of identification; a résumé, residence and employment planning; and
connection with needed post-release community resources. The Department also opened a
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total of eight day reporting centers (4 recently closed due to budget cuts), and deployed
twenty transition specialists to twenty-eight local jails to offer rehabilitative programs such
as Thinking for Change; Understanding and Reducing Angry Feelings; Louisiana Risk
Management Model (Phases 1 and 2); Partners in Parenting; and the Standardized Pre-
release Curriculum 2010. In addition, DOC has expanded adult basic education programs
into thirteen local jails; opened a 500 bed transitional work program for females; expanded
residential substance abuse treatment beds; and utilized federal Pell Grant funds to provide
offenders housed at the local level with education classes.

Recommendation 4: Agree

The Department agrees and notes that part of the overall purpose of TIGER is to ensure
that the Department focuses programming on those offenders that need it and does not
over program those that do not. Furthermore, the Department is also considering a policy
change that would require an offender to complete his or her entire case plan prior to
receiving CRT credits as a way of ensuring that offenders are receiving and completing their
TIGER recommended individualized programming.

Recommendation 5: Agree in Part, Disagree in Part

The Department agrees in part and disagrees in part. Probation and Parole is an integral
part of reducing our prison population and improving public safety, as 54% of the
Department’s intake is through Probation and Parole revocations. Public safety is our top
priority, and while we agree in concept with reduced level of supervision, we are concerned
about the potential negative impact to public safety that the expansion of reduced
supervision levels could have. Probation and Parole currently moves low risk offenders to
"administrative probation/parole" status which is a reduced self-reporting type of
supervision. Expanding self-reporting and suspended status supervision levels and making
medium level cases eligible for self-reporting poses public safety concerns. Furthermore, it
is important to note that early termination of parole and good time supervision requires a
statutory change via legislation. However, current law does allow for eligibility for early
termination of probation after one year and the completion of all ordered special conditions.

| appreciate the efforts of you and your staff in conducting this informational audit and
appreciate having the opportunity to discuss it further at an exit conference.

Enclosure
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The following comments comprise the response of the LDAA to the report of the e

Legislative Auditor on “Strategies to Reduce Louisiana’s Incarceration Rate.” INVESTIGATORS SECTION

PAUL D. CONNICK, JR.
AAS&ATE DIRECTOR

Generally, we find the report to be thoughtful and the recommendations to be reasonablé and worthy of
serious consideration. However, we believe that the following points should be considered when
considering the report, its findings, and its recommendations.

e The Introduction: The Report states that, for the period of 2009-2015, 58.6% of DOC offenders
were incarcerated for non-violent offenses “only,” meaning that, for these offenders, there were
no “convictions” for violent crimes. LDAA Comments - Offenders are sentenced in consideration
of their entire record. A long record of violent arrests may influence the decision to incarcerate
an offender and the length of the offender’s sentence. Additionally, more than 90% of
convictions are the result of guilty pleas to reduced charges, many of which may include violent
crimes.

e Pre-Trial Diversion: The Report states that requiring standardized reporting and collections of
cost and recidivism rates for diversion programs would help Louisiana “expand programs that are
working and the state could invest resources” in those that are working. LDAA Comments -The

state contributes no funding or resources to pre-trial diversion programs. We do not anticipate
any such funding or resources in the future. District Attorneys will discuss designating an entity
to collect data on these programs. We do not believe that this is a matter for Legislative action.

e Habitual Offender Laws: The Report states that 77.5% of cases that were prosecuted under the
Habitual Offender law were for non-violent offenses, and that habitual offender reforms caused
significant reductions in the prison populations in some other states. LDAA Comments - See our
comments above concerning the relevance of an offender’s entire record in sentencing; please
note that many states without these reforms experienced significant reductions in prison
population over the past few years. Until very recently, crime rates have declined significantly

across the nation. Some argue that, as has been the experience in California, the recent upsurge
may be related to early release of offenders.
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e Sentencing Non-Violent Offenders (1): The Report states that the Legislature should consider
reducing the number of mandatory minimums for some non-violent offenses. LDAA Comments -
The LDAA participated and supported the effort to repeal most of Louisiana’s mandatory
minimum sentences for non-violent offenses in 2001. We generally support this policy, but
reserve the right to oppose for some specific crimes.

e Sentencing Non-Violent Offenders (2): The Report states that the Legislature should consider
providing that certain non-violent offenders be sentenced to probation or community
programming, instead of incarceration. LDAA Comments - The report itself recognizes that
probation supervision caseloads have risen dramatically. The budget of DOC has been and will
likely continue to be reduced. No Legislative provision can mandate a “reinvestment” of savings
toward these services. As we experienced in Juvenile Justice Reform, promises to increase
services such as “community programming” or probation supervision are quickly forgotten in
lean budget years. This recommendation seems reasonable on paper but, in reality, could pose a
significant risk to public safety.

Conclusion: We commend the Legislative Auditor for this effort to evaluate these strategies and to
develop recommendations toward solving these problems. As always, the LDAA will strive to be a
constructive partner in addressing these important issues.

~Pete Adams
Executive Director
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APPENDIX B: SCOPE AND METHODOLOGY

We conducted this evaluation under the provisions of Title 24 of the Louisiana Revised
Statutes of 1950, as amended. This report generally covers fiscal years 2009 to 2015 (July 1,
2008, through May 15, 2015); however, some of our analyses, such as our offender history
analysis, included data records prior to these fiscal years. The objective of this informational
report was to evaluate potential strategies to reduce Louisiana’s incarceration rate and costs for
nonviolent offenders. To answer our informational objective, we performed the following steps:

Researched and reviewed relevant state legal statutes, including the Louisiana
Criminal Code and the Uniform Controlled Dangerous Substances Act. We
created an index of crimes and penalties and identified statutes with mandatory
minimum sentences. Our analysis uses statutes current as of the 2015 legislative
session. We joined this index to Department of Corrections’ (DOC) data;
therefore, it is our best approximation of what crimes offenders were convicted of.
However, as statutes change over time, older convictions may not be exact
matches. We tried to factor in past statutory changes when possible, such as the
Title 40 reorganization in 2006. We attempted to harmonize the DOC data and
our legal index.

Researched and reviewed published research, state reports, and best practices
related to the criminal justice system, including drivers of incarceration nationally
and in Louisiana, bail reform, pretrial intervention, and sentencing practices. Our
research included the following:

. Vera Institute for Justice

. The Urban Institute

. Pew Center on the States

. American Bar Association
. Pelican Institute

. Brennan Center for Justice

Interviewed a variety of criminal justice stakeholders involved with the Louisiana
Justice Reinvestment Task Force, including judges, sheriffs, district attorneys,
public defenders, DOC officials and staff, Louisiana Sentencing Commission
members, the Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, research groups (such
as the Pelican Institute), nonprofit community organizations, and advocacy
groups. Based on these stakeholder interviews, we also:
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. Visited districts identified as providing additional services to
offenders, such as the Lafayette Sheriff’s Office and Pointe
Coupee Parish Sheriff’s Office.

. Met with the Criminal Justice Coordinating Committee and the
Picard Center in Lafayette to understand the role of data in their
work.

. Visited Elayn Hunt Correctional Center to gain an understanding

of the DOC intake and screening process.

. Met with the Baton Rouge District Attorney’s Office to understand
its pretrial intervention process.

. Met with Louisiana Supreme Court staff to discuss drug courts and
other specialty courts in the state.

. Developed and conducted statewide surveys of judicial districts and district
attorneys regarding pretrial intervention programs and specialty courts. Thirty-
nine of 42 district attorneys responded to our survey regarding pretrial
intervention, and we received a response from all 42 judicial districts regarding
specialty courts. For those that did not respond to our survey, we attempted
multiple contacts for a response. However, note that not all responses were
complete.

. Obtained and analyzed DOC data from the Corrections and Justice Unified
Network (CAJUN) database for all offenders either incarcerated during the period
of July 1, 2008, through May 15, 2015, or on supervision (i.e. probation or parole)
during that time period who were previously incarcerated. We conducted limited
reliability testing on the data for consistency and reasonableness. We used DOC
data to:

. Create a criminal history record for each offender to determine the
makeup of offenders’ convictions for their entire criminal history.
For example, we determined how many offenders had at least one
violent conviction in their history.

. Calculate the number of convictions per offense/statute, the
sentence length per offense, and the total sentence length per case.
Because both offenses and cases can be served concurrently or
consecutively, we could not calculate the overall sentence per
offender using DOC data. We also calculated the statewide
median sentence per offense.

. Determine how many offenders were housed in local and state
facilities over the course of each fiscal year from 2009 to 2015.
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We also determined the makeup of offenses for the offenders
housed in local and state facilities and on community supervision.

. Determine revocation rates for offenders on probation, parole, and
good time parole, and what percentage of revocations was due to
technical violations.

. Determine how many offenders participated in a certified
rehabilitation treatment program while incarcerated.

. Obtained and analyzed Public Defender Board data for all closed cases between
fiscal years 2010 and 2015. We conducted limited reliability testing on the data
involving consistency and reasonableness. We joined the Public Defender data to
DOC data in order to compare initial charges at filing to those at conviction. Our
join resulted in 23,904 cases (out of 953,481) that had a match in DOC data on
offender name, docket, and district and also had valid statue entries. We also
determined how many of these matches resulted in plea bargains, trials, or other
outcomes using the Public Defender’s case result code.
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APPENDIX C: TOP 10 NONVIOLENT OFFENSES

Top 10 Nonviolent Offenses
Fiscal Years 2009 - May 15, 2015

U2 @F Percent of
Statute Statute Title Offenders
. Offenses
Convicted

RS 40 967 C2 Prohibited Acts - Schedule 11 Drug; penalties, Possession, 23.947 13.60%
Other Schedule Il

R.S. 14:62 Simple burglary 15,095 8.57%

RS, 40: 967 B4b PI’.OhI.bIte.d Acts - schedule I Drug; penalties, Manufacture; 10,207 5.79%
Distribution: cocaine, oxycodone, or methadone

R.S. 14:67 Theft (including Amended Amounts) 9,515 5.40%

R.S. 14:98 Operating a vehicle while intoxicated 8,248 4.68%
Penalty for drugs listed in Schedule I; Manufacture;

R.S. 40:966 B3 Distribution, Schedule I (marijuana, tetrahydrocannabinols 7,662 4.35%
(or chemical derivatives), synthetic cannabinoids)

RS 40:966 E2a Peng_lty for drugs Ilst_ed in Sch_edu_le I; Possession o_f _ 5,056 2 87%
marijuana or synthetic cannabinoids, Second Conviction

RS, 14:951 Possgssmn of f|re§1rm or carry concealed weapon by person 4,799 2790
convicted of certain felonies

R.S. 14:62.2 Simple burglary of an inhabited dwelling 4,699 2.67%

R.S. 40: 969 C2 Prohibited Acts - Schedule 1V Drug; penalties, Possession 4,183 2.37%

Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using unaudited data from the CAJUN database.
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APPENDIX D: CRIMINAL JUSTICE REFORMS

Criminal Justice Reforms
2011-2015

Act Year | Reform Impact Area Description

Act104 | 2011 | Release and Supervision Auth(_)rlzes probatlgn anq par_ole officers to impose admlnlstratlve
sanctions for technical violations of parole and probation.
Mandates evidence-based practice training for Parole Board and
Pardon Board members and requires the Department of Public

Act 153 | 2011 | Release and Supervision | Safety and Corrections (DPS&C) to conduct a risk and needs
assessment on every parole-eligible offender for the parole board to
use in making parole decisions.

Act168 | 2011 | Release and Supervision Requ_lres electronic monitoring and ho_me incarceration service
providers to report outcomes of home incarceration.

Act186 | 2011 | Release and Supervision Slmpllfle_d and consolidated the good time and earned credit statutes
for nonviolent, non-sex offenders.
Made first-time nonviolent, non-sex offenders convicted of a felony

Act 285 | 2011 | Release and Supervision | eligible for parole after serving 25 percent of their sentence, down
from 33 percent under the previous law.

Act110 | 2012 | Release and Supervision C_:reates transparency in the earning of good time, setting the rate of
time earned at one-and-a-half days for every day served.

Act 123 | 2012 | Release and Supervision | Eliminated state risk review panels.

Act158 | 2012 | Release and Supervision I_:’revents notlflca.tlon of administrative sanctions from being
introduced as evidence.

. Allows the parole board to consider second-time nonviolent, non-sex

Act159 | 2012 | Release and Supervision offenders after they have served 33 percent of their sentences.
Provides that mandatory minimums can be waived for certain

Act 160 | 2012 Trial and Sentencing nonviolent, non-sex crimes if the prosecutor, defense counsel, and
judge agree.

Act399 | 2012 Trial and Sentencing Expa_nds Louisiana’s re-entry courts as a means to rehabilitate
nonviolent, non-sex offenders.

Act401 | 2012 | Release and Supervision Erov!des for pa_lrole eI_|g|b|I|t¥ f_or certain offenders sentenced to life
imprisonment if certain conditions are met.

Act714 | 2012 General Merged the _functlons of the Boards of Pardon and Parole to save
money and improve efficiency.

Act 152 | 2013 | Release and Supervision | Provides relative to simple escape from a work release program.
Increases the total number of credits that may be earned by an

Act 183 | 2013 | Release and Supervision | offender for participation in certified treatment and rehabilitation
programs.
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Criminal Justice Reforms
2011-2015

Act | Year | Reform Impact Area Description
- - nd « . - -
Act347 | 2013 Trial and Sentencing Pro_wdes f(_)r the use in the 22™ Judicial Dlstrlct_Court (JDC) of a
validated risk/needs assessment tool at the pretrial stage.
Provides relative to the sentencing for third or subsequent Operating
Act 388 | 2013 Trial and Sentencing While Intoxicated conviction. Allows waiver of mandatory
minimum sentence if accepted into drug division probation program.
Provides relative to sentencing and treatment of certain offenders
Act 389 | 2013 Trial and Sentencing convicted of certain violations of the Uniform Controlled Dangerous
Substances Law.
Act191 | 2014 | Release and Supervision Provides for intensive parole supervision for certain offenders
sentenced as habitual offenders.
Act 2 2014 General R_epeals the statutory authorization for DPS&C to conduct certain
pilot programs.
: st th : P
Act327 | 2014 Trial and Sentencing Q)ul}rtorlzes the 1 and 26™ JDCs to establish a re-entry division of
Act337 | 2014 Trial and Sentencing Ame_nds ellglt_)lllty requirements fqr participation in drug courts and
provides relative to annual evaluations of drug courts.
. Reduces the length of time certain applicants are required to wait
Act6 2014 | Release and Supervision before filing a subsequent application with the Board of Pardons.
Act634 | 2014 Trial and Sentencing Aqth_orlzes the waiver of minimum mandatory sentences pursuant to
existing law for certain crimes of violence.
Act 7 2014 Trial and Sentencing Authorizes the 15™ JDC to establish a re-entry division of court.
Act199 | 2015 Trial and Sentencing Extends the I_ength of probation for defendants participating in drug
court or sobriety court.
Act 295 | 2015 Trial and Sentencing Amends certain criminal penalties for possession of marijuana.
Act 299 | 2015 | Release and Supervision | Provides with respect to technical parole violations.
- th - - - .
Act79 | 2015 Trial and Sentencing Auth_orlzes thg 25" JDC to establish a re-entry division of court.
Provides relative to re-entry courts.
HCR 82 | 2015 General Crea‘ges the L01_J|S|ana Justice Remvest_ment Task Force_to develop
certain sentencing and corrections policy recommendations.
Source: Created by legislative auditor’s staff using information from the Louisiana Legislature’s website.
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APPENDIX E: 2014 PRETRIAL INTERVENTION PROGRAMS
BUDGETS AND PARTICIPANTS

2014 Pretrial Intervention Program Budgets and Number Served,
by Judicial District (JDC)

Pretrial Intervention

Number of Individuals

JDC Parishes Served Budget Served

1 Caddo $187,631 1,188

2" Claiborne, Jackson, Bienville $104,400 100

3" Union, Lincoln Did not respond to survey Did not respond to survey
4" Morehouse, Ouachita $424,303 9,800

5th Franklin, Richland, !Does not_have pretrial !Does not_have pretrial

West Carroll intervention programs intervention programs

6" Madison, East Carroll, Tensas Did not provide 49

7™ Catahoula, Concordia $150,000 1,650

g" Winn $58,000 350

om Rapides Did not provide 100

10" Natchitoches Did not provide 103

11" Sabine Did not respond to survey Did not respond to survey
12" Avoyelles Did not provide 300

13" Evangeline $100,000 846

14" Calcasieu $369,000 1,270

15" Acadia, Lafayette, Vermilion Did not provide 638

16" Iberia, St. Martin, St. Mary $955,000 4,318

7" Lafourche $300,000 1,110

18" Iberwlllej,0 \i/r\]/teestC %3g)eneRouge, $0 132

19" East Baton Rouge $1,500,000 3,911

20" East Feliciana, West Feliciana $237,440 1,662

21° Livingsggnhzlz r:]%ipahoa, Did not provide 350

22M St. Tammany, Washington Did not provide 795

231 Assumrg[':.o?énﬁ]\:;:enmon, $0 0

24" Jefferson Did not provide Did not provide
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2014 Pretrial Intervention Program Budgets and Number Served,

by Judicial District (JDC)

Pretrial Intervention

Number of Individuals

JDC Parishes Served Budget Served

25" Plaquemines $12,000 200

26" Bossier, Webster Did not provide Did not provide

27" St. Landry Did not provide Did not provide

28" LaSalle $15,000 198

29" St. Charles $517,000 2,025

30" Vernon $115,000 577

31 Jefferson Davis $50,000 250

32m Terrebonne $1,000,000 2,326

33" Allen $125,000 667

34 St. Bernard $0 0

35" Grant Did not provide 233

36" Beauregard $45,000 101

37" Caldwell Did not provide 6

38" Cameron Did not provide Did not provide

39" Red River $128,575 247

40" St. John the Baptist Did not respond to survey Did not respond to survey
Orleans Orleans Did not provide 355

4o DeSoto Does not have pretrial Does not have pretrial

intervention programs

intervention programs

Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using JDC’s self-reported data.
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APPENDIX F: 2014 SPECIALTY COURTS
BUDGETS AND PARTICIPANTS

2014 Specialty Courts
Budgets and Participants, by Judicial District (JDC)

. Types of Courts Stated Number of Participants
JDC Parishes Operated Stated Budget for 2014
1t Caddo Drug Court Drug Court: $225,000 Drug Court - 120
Veteran’s Court Veteran’s Court: Unknown Veteran’s Court - 6
Claiborne
2" Jackson No Problem-Solving or Specialty Court
Bienville
Union
3" - Drug Court $265,000 Not reported
Lincoln
Morehouse Drug Court Drug Court: $450,000 .
th ]
“ Ouachita DWI Court DWI Court: Unknown Specialty Courts - 108
Franklin
5 Richland Drug Court $280,000 Not reported
West Carroll
Madison
6" East Carroll No Problem-Solving or Specialty Court
Tensas
Catahoula
7" - No Problem-Solving or Specialty Court
Concordia g P y
gt Winn No Problem-Solving or Specialty Court
Drug Court
Adult Mental Health
o Rapides Court Not reported Unknown
Domestic Violence Court
Veteran’s Court
10" Natchitoches Drug Court $190,000 Not reported
11" Sabine No Problem-Solving or Specialty Court
12" Avoyelles Drug Court $155,000 Not reported
13" Evangeline No Problem-Solving or Specialty Court
Drug Court
Adult Mental Health Drug Court - $170,000
ourt Adult Mental Health Court - D) ORI o 410
14" Calcasieu Family Court Adult Mental Health Court - 30
DWI Court SO0 DWI Court - 20
T DWI Court - $75,000
een Court

Veteran’s Court
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2014 Specialty Courts

Budgets and Participants, by Judicial District (JDC)

. Types of Courts Stated Number of Participants
JDC Parishes Operated Stated Budget for 2014
Acadia Drug Court
Lafayette Family Court i
th DWI Court Dru_g Court - §526,754 Drug Court - 1,027
15 Family Court - $186,326
. Re-entry Court DWI Court - $85.032 Not reported for others
Vermilion Compliance Court for ’
Probation
Iberia
16" St. Martin Drug Court $2,030,000 Not reported
St. Mary
17" Lafourche Drug Court $506,000 Not reported
Iberville
th West Baton VT .
18 Rouge Domestic Violence Court $15,000 Domestic Violence Court - 30
Pointe Coupee
19t East Baton Drug Court Drug Court - $420,000 Drug Court - 85
Rouge Re-entry Court Re-entry - No Budget Re-entry - 3
East Feliciana . .
20" I. I. No Problem-Solving or Specialty Court
West Feliciana
Livingston
21° Tangipahoa Drug Court $635,000 Not reported
St. Helena
Drug Court Drug Court - $1,357,910 )
St. Tammany Family Court Family Court - $66,448 il Coni e 20l
Family Court - 14
nd Adult Mental Health Adult Mental Health -
22 Adult Mental Health Court - 49
Court PRl Re-entry Court - 40+
Washington DWI Court Re-entry Court - $120,025 DWI }(l:ourt -141
Re-entry Court DWI Court - $270,486
Assumption
23" Ascension No Problem-Solving or Specialty Court
St. James
Drug Court
DWI Court Drug Court - $1,100,000 [E)r\l/J\%Ccooqutt_-lf:so
24" Jefferson Re-entry Court DWI Court - $225,000 ;
; s Veteran’s Court - 1
Veteran’s Court Veteran’s Court - $93,000 .
. Compliance Court - 800
Compliance Court
25" Plaguemines Drug Court $130,000 Not reported
Bossier
26" ! Drug Court $295,000 Not reported
Webster
27" St. Landry Drug Court $280,853 Not reported
28" LaSalle No Problem-Solving or Specialty Court
29" St. Charles Drug Court $225,000 Not reported
th Drug Court Drug Court - 14
&Y VASEl Truancy Court SEL00E Truancy Court - 100
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2014 Specialty Courts

Budgets and Participants, by Judicial District (JDC)
. Types of Courts Stated Number of Participants
JDC Parishes Operated Stated Budget for 2014
31* Jefferson Davis Truancy Court Not reported Truancy Court - 20
Drug Court - $600,000
Drug Court DWI Court - $200,000 Drug Court - 51 new, 80 average
32M Terrebonne DWI Court Compliance Court - DWI Court - 13 new, 27 average
Compliance Court Not reported (Part of District Compliance Court - 250
Attorney’s Office)
33" Allen No Problem-Solving or Specialty Court
34" St. Bernard Drug Court $110,000 | Not reported
35" Grant No Problem-Solving or Specialty Court
36" Beauregard Drug Court $115,000 Not reported
37" Caldwell Drug Court $105,000 Not reported
38" Cameron No Problem-Solving or Specialty Court
39" Red River No Problem-Solving or Specialty Court
th St. John the
40 Baptist Drug Court $275,000 Not reported
Drug Court and
Mental Health Court -
Drug Court $2,200,000 Drug Court - 380
Mental Health Court Domestic Violence Court - Mental Health Court - 45
41" | Orleans Criminal | Domestic Violence Court $341,891 Domestic Violence Court - 256
Re-entry Court Re-entry Court - Re-entry Court - 135
Veteran’s Court Not reported Veteran’s Court - Not reported
Veteran’s Court -
Not reported
42™ DeSoto No Problem-Solving or Specialty Court
Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using JDCs’ self-reported data.
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APPENDIX G: FELONY CONVICTION OFFENSES WITH SENTENCE INFORMATION

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total i Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified
Prohibited Acts - statute 22,114 3.0 No 0.0 5.0
. Schedule Il Drug; 0 Habitual
RS.40:967(C)) | Jenaties, Possession, 23,947 13.62% 1,003 50
Other Schedule I1 Offender
er Schedute Other* 740
hEaiize 13,728 5.0 No 0.0 12.0
statute
R.S. 14:62 Simple burglary 15,095 8.59% | Habitual
347 8.0
Offender
Other* 1,020
Prohibited Acts - Unmodified 8,849 5.0 Yes 2.0 30.0
RS Schedule 11 Drug; |s_t|atbu_te I
-~ penalties, Manufacture; 10,207 5.81% abitua 276 15.0
40:967(B)(4)(b) Distribution: cocaine, Offender '
oxycodone, or methadone Other* 1,082
Unmodified
statute 5,383 3.0 No 0.0 20.0
Theft —
(Amended 3,728 3.0 No 0.0 20.0
Amounts)
: Theft (including o Habitual 154 50
R.S.14:67 Amended Amounts) gl S41% | Offender .
Habitual
Offender
(Amended & A
Amounts)
Other* 212
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Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
;:thd'f'ed 8,236 3.0 Maybe 0.0 30.0
R.S. 14:98 .Ofe“?‘t”lg da vehicle while 8,248 4.69% | Habitual g 6.0
intoxicate Offender .
Other* 4
Penalty for drugs listed in Unmodified 6.722 5.0 No 5.0 30.0
Schedule I; Manufacture; statute ' ' ' '
Distribution, Schedule | Habitual
I 79 15.0
R.S. 40:966(B)(3) | (marijuana, 7,662 4.36% | Offender
tetrahydrocannabinols (or
chemical derivatives), Other* 861
synthetic canaboids)
Penalty for drugs listed in
Schedule I; Possession of .
RS. marijuana or synthetic 5,056 2880, | Unmodified 5,056 3.0 No 0.0 5.0
40:966(E)(2)(2) cannabinoids, Second statute
Conviction
Possession of firearm or g:tTtoedlfled 2,433 10.0 Yes 10.0 20.0
) carry concealed weapon :
RS AR by person convicted of ik . g?fbelr:tcliaelr 155 12.0
certain felonies Other* 2211
g;tmd'f'ed 4,256 5.0 Yes 1.0 12.0
. Simple burglary of an 0 Habitual
R.S. 14:62.2 inhabited dwelling 4,699 2.67% Ofortar 180 10.0
Other* 263
Unmodified
Profibited Acts statu_te 4,065 3.0 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 40:969(C)(2) | Schedule IV Drug; 4,183 2.38% | Habitual 56 40
penalties, Possession Offender
Other* 62
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Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum Maximum
S . Number 9 Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
tatute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of O Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
;:thd'f'ed 2,629 3.0 No 0.0 10.0
Amended
Amounts 801 3.0
Illegal possession of (I-)l?ft; ';lézlr 68 5.0
R.S. 14:69 stolen things (including 3,536 2.01% Habitual
Amended Amounts) abitua
Offender 20 50
(Amended '
Amounts)
Other* 18
g:tr:t%dmed 2,669 3.0 Maybe 15 8.0
c Habitual
R.S. 14:34.1(C)(2) | Second-degree batter 2,750 1.56%
©)(2) g y % | Offender 78 5.0
Other* 3
g;tmd'f'ed 2,654 3.6 No 0.0 10.0
. Habitual
R.S. 14:72 Forger 2,764 1.57%
gery ° Offender 28 5.0
Other* 82
gg{;‘t‘f'f'ed 1,670 15.0 Yes 10.0 99.0
R.S. 14:64 Armed robbery 2,561 1.46% | Habitual 96 66.0
Offender :
Other* 795
Unmodified 2,025 5.0 No 4.0 10.0
Penalty for narcotic drugs statute ' ' ' '
R.S. 40:966(C)(1) | listed in Schedule I; 2,414 1.37% | Habitual 257 70
Possession Offender '
Other* 132
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Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total o Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified
statute 2,072 3.0 No 0.0 6.0
. Unauthorized entry of an a Habitual
R.S. 14:62.3 inhabited dwelling 2,346 1.33% Offender 71 5.0
Other* 203
Unmodified 1,940 5.0 No 0.0 7.0
statute
. : Habitual
R.S. 14:65 Simple robber 2,296 1.31%
P y ’ Offender 82 7.0
Other* 274
Contraband defined; l{{ntmto dified 2,135 1.0 No 0.0 5.0
certain activities Sta u €
R.S. 14:402 regarding contraband in 2,291 1.30% Habitual 50 3.3
penal institutions e
prohibited; penalty Other* 106
Unmodified 2,143 3.0 No 0.0 10.0
) statute
R.S. 14:68.4 Unauthorized use of a 2,243 1.289% | Habitual 7 6.0
motor vehicle Offender :
Other* 29
ozt 1,047 4.0 Maybe 1.0 10.0
statute
R.S. 14:34(B)(2) | Aggravated battery 2,097 1.19% Habitual 103 7.0
Offender
Other* 47
;:Qtr;‘t‘;d'f'ed 1,652 2.0 Maybe 2.0 20.0
Registration of sex Habitual
R.S. 15:542.1.4 offenders and child 1,967 1.12% O?f '“éa 30 5.0
predators ender
Other* 285
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Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified
statute 974 2.0 No 0.0 10.0
Changed
Amounts ae =
. Theft of goods (including 0 Habitual
R.S. 14:67.10 Amended Amounts) 1,800 1.02% Offender 136 2.5
Habitual
Offender = e
Other* 23
Unmodified 1,611 5.0 Maybe 2.0 25.0
statute
. Indecent behavior with Habitual
R.S. 14:81(H)(2) juveniles 1,678 0.95% Offender 14 11.3
Other* 53
g:tﬁ‘t‘;d'f'ed 1,521 2.0 No 0.0 05
Flight from an officer; BEEEE
R.S. 14:108.1 aggravated flight from an 1,631 0.93% 102 2.5
officer Offender
Other* 8
. . U dified
Penalty for drugs listed in stgtTt% e 1,497 2.0 No 0.0 0.5
Schedule I; Possession of Habitual
R.S. 40:966(E)(1) | marijuana or synthetic 1,616 0.92% Offender 62 5.0
cannabinoids, First
Conviction Other* 57
gg{:&d'f'ed 1,487 2.0 No 0.0 10.0
. Simple criminal damage Habitual
R.S. 14:56 1,524 0.87%
to property 0 Offender 34 4.0
Other* 3
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Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Creatlon_ or operation of a Unmodified 1311 50 No 50 15.0
clandestine laboratory for statute
. the unlawful manufacture 0 Habitual
R.S. 40:983(C) of a controlled dangerous 1,491 0.85% Offender 20 135
substance; definition;
penalties Other* 160
Prohibited Acts - Unmodified
Schedule Il Drug; statute 4212 &Y A - e
R.S. 40:967(B)(5) | penalties, Manufacture; 1,339 0.76% Habitual 15 15.0
Distribution: Other Offender '
Schedule 11 Other* 112
Unmodified 1,009 20.0 Maybe 10.0 40.0
statute
R.S. 14:31(B)(2) Manslaughter 1,292 0.74% Habitual 57 400
Offender '
Other* 226
Unmodified 566 Life Yes Life Life
statute
R.S. 14:30.1 Second-degree murder 1,253 0.71% Habitual 1 e
Offender
Other* 686
Prohibited Acts - Unmodified
Schedule Il Drug; statute 1,060 5.0 No 2.0 300
penalties Manufacture; Habitual
Distribution: Offender 1 350
R.S. 40:967(B)(1) L 1,219 0.69%
amphetamine,
methamphetamine, or
narcotic drug, except Other* 148
cocaine
Unmodified 1,021 25 No 0.0 10.0
statute
Issuing worthless checks Amended 46 20
R.S. 14:71 (including Amended 1,080 0.61% Amounts )
Amounts) Habitual
Offender 1 e
Other* 2
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Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number 9 Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified 1,041 5.0 Maybe 0.0 10.0
Felony carnal knowledge statu_te
R.S. 14:80 . . 1,059 0.60% Habitual
of a juvenile 8 8.0
Offender
Other* 10
N e ze 1,001 3.0 No 0.0 5.0
Prohibited Acts - StatL{te
R.S. 40:968(C) Schedule 111 Drug; 1,027 0.58% | Habitual 16 48
penalties, Possession Offender
Other* 10
Unmodified 821 2.0 No 05 10.0
Simple escape; statu_te
R.S. 14:110 aqaravated esc'a o 1,006 0.57% Habitual 36 3.
99 P Offender )
Other* 149
Sale, distribution, or Unmodified 051 3.0 No 0.0 5.0
possession of legend drug statL{te
R.S. 40:1238.1 without prescription or 989 0.56% | Habitual 23 30
order prohibited; Offender
exceptions; penalties Other* 15
Unmodified 924 4.0 No 0.0 10.0
Penalty for non-narcotic statute ' ' '
R.S. 40:966(C)(3) | drugs listed in Schedule I; 987 0.56% Habitual
; 17 6.3
Possession Offender
Other* 46
UmEEIeE 926 20 Maybe 5.0 7.0
Illegal use of weapons statute
R.S. 14:94(C) or dangerous 986 0.56% Habitual
) - 13 4.0
instrumentalities Offender
Other* 47
Unmodified
Prohibited Acts - statute 853 5.0 No 0.0 10.0
. Schedule 1V Drug; 0 Habitual
R.S. 40:969(B)(2) penalties, Manufacture: 954 0.54% anitua 18 10.0
Distribution Offender
0 Other* 83
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Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
ggtrtoedlfled 926 2.0 Yes 2 days 05
R.S. 14:35.3(C) Domestic abuse battery 951 0.54% :
Habitual
Offender = o
_ Unmodified 813 10.0 Yes 10.0 50.0
RS Penalty for heroin drugs f_t'atbu_te I
- listed in Schedule I; 949 0.54% abitua
: ! 32 25.0
40:966(B)(4)(a) Manufacture; Distribution Offender
Other* 104
e 798 2.0 No 0.5 5.0
RS statk;Jte |
-~ Obscenit 839 0.48% Habitua
14:106(G)(1-3) y * | Offender 3 40
Other* 6
Unmodified 717 5.0 Maybe 1.0 15.0
Aggravated second- |s_t|atbu_te 0
R.S. 14:34.7(C)(2 758 0.43% abitua
©@ degree battery 0 Offender 13 19.0
Other* 28
hEaiize 700 3.0 No 05 10.0
Monetary instrument statL{te
R.S.14:72.2 b 742 0.42% | Habitual 18 50
sl Offender ’
Other* 24
Unmodified 705 2.0 No 1.0 3.0
Resisting a police officer statu_te
R.S. 14:108.2 sS1Sng & po 737 0.42% | Habitual 29 3.0
with force or violence Offender .
Other* 3
e 682 4.0 No 0.0 10.0
statute
RS.14:71.1 Bank fraud 722 041% | Habitual 15 5.0
Offender ’
Other* 25
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Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number 9 Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified
Unauthorized use of statute 689 3.0 No 0.0 20.0
R.S. 14:67.3 “access card” as theft; 710 0.40% Habitual 9 50
definitions Offender )
Other* 12
e ze 685 4.0 No 0.0 10.0
statute
RS 14:93 Cruelty to juveniles 707 0.40% Habitual
9 8.0
Offender
Other* 13
Unmodified 612 8.0 Maybe 0.0 10.0
statute
R.S. 14:43.1(C)(1) | Sexual battery 692 0.39% | Habitual
29 15.0
Offender
Other* 51
hEaiize 591 8.0 No 1.0 30.0
statute
R.S. 14:60 Aggravated burglary 674 0.38% Habitual 30 245
Offender :
Other* 53
g;‘trgt‘;d'f'ed 496 5.0 Yes 5.0 10.0
R.S. 14:05(E)1) | 'egal carrying of 665 0.38% | Habitual
weapons 10 8.3
Offender
Other* 159
gg{;‘&d'f'ed 631 3.0 No 1.0 10.0
R.S. 14:69.1 IItIeIgaI Rossessiar of 658 0.37% | Habitual 16 50
stolen firearms Gl .
Other* 11
Unmodified 546 7.0 Yes 3.0 40.0
statute
R.S. 14:64.1 First-degree robbery 653 0.37% Habitual
20 40.0
Offender
Other* 87
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Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified
statute 549 20.0 Yes 2.0 40.0
R.S. 14:42.1 Forcible rape 636 0.36% Habitual 28 400
Offender
Other* 59
g;‘tﬁ‘t‘zd'f'ed 484 5.0 Maybe 0.0 10.0
R.S. 14:95(D) \'A'Iffa;rfsa"y'”g of 615 0.35% | Habitual 0 65
P Offender '
Other* 121
e 550 5.0 No 0.0 40.0
statute
R.S. 14:130.1 Obstruction of justice 598 0.34% Habitual
17 10.0
Offender
Other* 31
g;tmd'f'e‘j 570 4.0 No 0.0 10.0
R.S. 14:37.4 'g‘f’e%ﬁ;’ated assault with a 595 0.34% | Habitual 1 e
Offender '
Other* 13
g:trﬂtoed'f'ed 431 3.0 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 40:971(B)(2) Prﬁhc'ib'lted ge el 563 0.32% | Habitual 5 o0
schedufes Offender ’
Other* 129
Penalty for distribution or Unmodified 450 50 Yes 50 300
possession with intent to statute
R.S. 40:966(B)(2) | distribute non-narcotic 558 0.32% Habitual 9 300
drugs listed in Schedule I; Offender '
Manufacture; Distribution Other* 99
Unmodified
Armed robbery; statute i 1o Yes 5.0 0.0
R.S. 14:64.3 attempted armed robbery; 517 0.29% Habitual 13 60.0
use of firearm Offender ’
Other* 127
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Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified 464 5.0 Maybe 0.0 40.0
R.S Pornography involving 508 0.29% f_tiatbu_te I
" . - .29% abitua
14:81.1(E)(1)(b) juveniles Offender 5 20.0
Other* 39
Molestation of a juvenile g;trﬂt% alie 461 10.0 Maybe 5.0 10.0
R.S. or a person with a 0 -
14:81.2(B)(1-2) physical or mental 45 g g?fb |th11aI 10 22.5
disability ender
Other* 15
Unmodified 379 5.0 No 0.0 5.0
Prohibited acts; false statu_te
R.S. 40:971.1(C) representation ’ 476 0.27% Habitual 54 50
P Offender )
Other* 43
hEaiize 395 3.0 No 0.0 6.0
Unauthorized entry of a statL{te
R.S. 14:62.4 | £ busin 465 0.26% Habitual 32 5.0
place of business Offender .
Other* 38
Unmodified 441 3.0 No 0.0 5.0
Unauthorized use of a statu_te
R.S. 14:68 movable 452 0.26% Habitual 6 46
Offender '
Other* 5
e ze 371 5.0 No 2.0 20.0
statute
R.S. 14:65.1 Purse snatching 446 0.25% Habitual 28 10.0
Offender :
Other* 47
Unmodified 425 4.0 No 0.0 10.0
statute
R.S. 14:67.26 Theft of a motor vehicle 442 0.25% Habitual
12 5.0
Offender
Other* 5

G.11




Evaluation of Louisiana’s Incarceration Rate and Costs for Nonviolent Offenders

Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
el o Wi onmoditied 397 6.0 Maybe 0.0 0.0
_ Controlled Dangerous . Habitual
R.S. 40:981.3(D) ?ubstances Law: drug- 412 Gizsvn | LEOE] 1 15.0
ree zone Other* 4
Unmodified 375 5.0 No 0.0 15.0
statute
R.S. 14:52 Simple arson 411 0.23% | Habitual 3 10.0
Offender )
Other* 33
gg{;‘&d'f'ed 344 3.0 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 40:971 PO s Al 400 0.23% | Habitual . 0
schedules Offender :
Other* 51
g;‘tﬁ‘t‘zd'f'ed 380 4.0 No 1.0 15.0
R.S. 14:55 Fggravated riminel 400 0.23% | Habitual 6 150
amage to property Offender '
Other* 14
_ hEaiize 158 Life Yes Life Life
R.S. 14:30 First-degree murder 392 0.22% statute
Other* 234
g;tmd'f'ed 343 15.0 Maybe 3.0 15.0
. Aggravated crime against ;
R.S. 14:89.1(B) 381 0.22% | Habitual
nature Offender 19 35.0
Other* 19
Unmodified
statute 360 10.0 Yes 3.0 30.0
R.S.14:32.1(B)(1) | Vehicular homicide 364 021% | Habitual 2 388
Offender ’
Other* 2
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Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Prohibited Acts - Unmodified
Schedule Il Drug; statute 192 100 Yes 10.0 300
R.S. penalties, Manufacture; 0 Habitual
40:967(B)(3)(a) | Distribution: 359 0-20% | tfender 2 315
amphetamine or .
methamphetamine Other 165
Unmodified 262 Life Yes Life Life
R.S. 14:42 Aggravated rape 359 0.20% | statute
Other* 97
Unmodified 321 1.0 Yes 15 days 0.5
statute
R.S. 14:34.2(B)(1) | Battery of a police officer 341 0.19% | Habitual 15 50
Offender '
Other* 5
hEaiize 305 5.0 Maybe 2.0 5.0
statute
R.S. 14:32(C)(2) | Negligent homicide 314 0.18% | Habitual 7 10.0
Offender :
Other* 2
Unmodified
gr?]hijbiltedl I,Ia\gs - statute 274 5.0 No 0.0 10.0
. cheaule rug; 9 Habitual
R.S. 40:968(B) II)De'nfl'tki)e? Manufacture; 308 0.18% Offender 9 15.0
istribution Other* 5
e 274 1.0 Yes 15 days 0.5
Battery of a correctional Is_tiatbu_ie I
R.S. 14:34.5(B)(1 ot 289 0.16% abitua
®) facility employee | Offender 7 25.0
Other* 8
Unmodified 257 3.0 Yes 2.0 10.0
RS statute
-~ Theft of a firearm 280 0.16% | Habitual
14:67.15(C)(2) Offender 3 15.0
Other* 20
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Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
ggtTtoed'f'ed 223 12.0 Yes 2.0 40.0
Second-degree ;
R.S. 14:44.1 ; . 261 0.15% Habitual
kidnapping ? Offender 12 44.8
Other* 26
Unmodified 237 3.0 No 0.0 10.0
statute
R.S. 14:67:16 Identity theft 252 0.14% | Habitual
5 6.7
Offender
Other* 10
e 214 78 No 3.0 40.0
statute
R.S. 14:64.4 Second-degree robbery 249 0.14% | Habitual -
3 Life
Offender
Other* 32
Unmodified
. . 222 5.0 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 14:39.2 First-degree vehicular 230 0130 | atute
negligent injuring Habitual 8 6.1
Offender '
hEaiize 204 3.0 No 0.0 10.0
statute
R.S. 14:70.4 Access device fraud 224 0.13% Habitual
14 5.0
Offender
Other* 6
Unmodified 182 6.0 Maybe 10.0 25.0
statute
R.S. 14:62.8(B)(3) | Home invasion 223 0.13% | Habitual
16 15.0
Offender
Other* 25
gg{;‘&d'f'ed 205 1.0 No 0.0 0.5
R.S. 14:108 Resisting an officer 210 0.12% :
Habitual
5 8.0
Offender
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Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
;:thd'f'ed 205 3.0 No 0.0 3.0
R.S. 14:35.3(L) Domestic abuse battery 209 0.12% -
Habitual 4 3.0
Offender '
e 181 2.0 No 0.0 2.0
statute
: : Habitual
R.S. 14:110.1 J bail 203 0.12%
umping bai (] Offender 21 4.0
Other* 1
Unmodified 183 4.0 No 5.0 20.0
statute

Penalty for drugs listed in .
R.S. 40:966(C)(2) | Schedule I; Possession 195 0.11% | Habitual 1 20.0

phencyclidine Offender
Other* 11
e 166 38 No 0.0 5.0
Statute
: i i i Habitual
R.S. 14:45 Simple kidnappin 190 0.11%
P Pping > Offender 9 7.0
Other* 15
R.S. 40:1021 Drug paraphernalia 185 0.11% g;t?t‘;d'f'ed 185 1.0 No 0.0 5.00
e ze 150 2.0 Maybe 2.0 10.0
R.S Computer-aided sHtatbu.ie |
" 0, apitua
14:81.3(B)(1)(c) solicitation of a minor = 0.10% Gt 2 7.5
Other* 30
Unmodified 135 5.0 Yes 1.0 10.0
Simple burglary of a statu_te
R.S. 14:62.1 ;1 pie burglary 169 0.10% | Habitual 3 80
pharmacy Offender )
Other* 31

G.15



Evaluation of Louisiana’s Incarceration Rate and Costs for Nonviolent Offenders

Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified
] » | SEIE 144 7.0 No 0.0 40.0
RS.14:9323 | >econd-degree crueltyto 154 0.09% | Habitual - —
juveniles Offender .
Other* 4
Operating a vehicle -
R.S. 14:100.13 without lawful presence 150 0.09% | Ynmodified 150 05 No 0.0 1.0
X X statute
in the United States
e 113 5.0 Yes 2.0 20.0
statute
R.S. 14:64.2 Carjacking 144 0.08% | Habitual 9 20.0
Offender ’
Other* 22
Unmodified 131 2.0 No 0.0 5.0
Public intimidation and statu_te
R.S. 14:122 alinti 140 0.08% | Habitual 6 75
retaliation Offender .
Other* 3
IO e 134 5.0 No 0.0 10.0
statute
R.S. 14:100 Hit-and-run driving 138 0.08% | Habitual 3 10.0
Offender :
Other* 1
Unmodified 128 5.0 Yes 2.0 12.0
Simple burglary of a statu_te
R.S. 14:62.6 \mpe BUrgery 137 0.08% | Habitual 3 10.0
religious building Offender .
Other* 6
e 122 15 Maybe 1.0 5.0
RS Statk;Jte |
-~ Stalkin 127 0.07% Habitua
14:40.2(B)(2)(a) g ° | Offender 4 2.8
Other* 1
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Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
_ Unmodified 124 05 No 0.0 05
R.S. 14:35 Simple battery 125 0.07% Statute
Other* 1
e 115 5.0 No 1.0 10.0
Aggravated assault upon statute
R.S.14:37.2 peace officer with a 123 0.07% | Habitual 6 85
firearm Offender '
Other* 2
Unmodified 118 2.0 No 0.0 0.5
Contributing to the statu_te
R.S. 14:92(C) deli J £ iuvenil 122 0.07% | Habitual 1 6.0
elinquency of juveniles Offender .
Other* 3
e 106 10.0 Maybe 0.0 10.0
statute
R.S. 14:43.3(C)(1) | Oral sexual battery 119 0.07% | Habitual 2 16.6
Offender :
Other* 11
Unmodified 76 6.0 Yes 2.0 20.0
statute
R.S. 14:51 Aggravated arson 114 0.06% | Habitual 8 175
Offender )
Other* 30
Unmodified
N 110 2.0 No 0.0 50.0
RS.14:82 PI’OStIt.UtI.On, definition; 112 0.06% StatL{te
penalties; enhancement Habitual
2 4.0
Offender
Unmodified 92 10.0 Maybe 0.0 25.0
statute
: Habitual .
. 0,
R.S. 14:43 Simple rape 110 0.06% Offender 1 Life
Other* 17
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Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
onmoditied 99 2.0 Yes 1.0 5.0
R.S. 14:37.1 e e 107 0.06% | Habitual q Life
ety Offender
Other* 7
Unmodified 92 3.0 No 0.0 15.0
statute
R.S. 14:62.5(B) Looting 107 0.06% | Habitual 5 10.0
Offender
Other* 10
Intimidating, impeding, or g;trﬂt(;dlfled 103 35 No 0.0 40.0
R.S. 14:129.1 injuring witnesses; 105 0.06% Habitual Over 100
injuring officers; penalties Offender 2 years
_ Unmodified 102 8.5 Maybe 5.0 50.0
R.S. 15:1354 LA Racketeering Act 104 0.06% statute
Other* 2
onmodifed 92 5.0 No 0.0 10.0
. Exploitation of persons 0 Habitual
R.S. 14:93.4 with infirmities 97 0.06% Offendor 3 20.0
Other* 2
g;tmd'f'ed 92 1.0 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 40:1023 Drug paraphernalia 95 0.05% -
Habitual 3 25
Offender '
Transactions involving Unmodified 93 50 No 0.0 10.0
R.S. 40:1041 proceeds from drug 95 0.05% | Statute
offenses Other* 2
onmodified 83 5.0 No 0.0 15.0
RS. 14:96 Aﬁgrﬁvated ](c)bstructlon of 91 0.05% Habitual 5 285
a highway of commerce Offender .
Other* 2
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Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
False imprisonment; lintmtodlfled 86 5.0 No 0.0 10.0
R.S. 14:46.1 offender armed with 91 0050 |t
dangerous weapon Other* 5
Prohibited Acts - Unmodified 76 6.0 Yes 10.0 30.0
RS Schedule 11 Drug; f—tiatbu'ie I
4 penalties, Manufacture; 90 0.05% abitua 3 5.0
40:967(B)()(®) Distribution: cocaine, Offender
oxycodone, or methadone Other* 11
onmodified 83 25 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 14:25 Accessories after the fact 87 0.05% | Habitual 1 40
Offender '
Other* 3
Unmodified 81 10 No 0.0 30
Taking of contraband to statute ' ' '
R.S. 14:402.1 state-owned hospitals 87 0.05% | Habitual 2 40
unlawful; penalty Offender
Other* 4
g:trﬂtoed'f'ed 82 5.0 Maybe 1.0 10.0
R.S. Cruelty to persons with ;
Dy 87 0.05% Habitual
14:93.3(E)(1)(b) infirmities ° Offender 2 115
Other* 3
g;tmd'f'ed 17 4.0 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 14:34.6 Disarming a peace officer 81 0.05% | Habitual 2 145
Offender '
Other* 62
hEaiize 67 1.0 Maybe 0.3 05
R.S. 14:37(C) Aggravated assault 69 0.04% SEWIE
Other* 2
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Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified 66 4.0 No 0.0 10.0
Theft of the assets of a statute ' ' '
R.S. 14:67.21 person who is aged or 68 0.04% | Habitual 1 50
person with a disability Offender
Other* 1
gg{:&d'f'ed 60 2.0 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 14:133 A L 64 0.04% | Habitual 1 25
alse public records Gl .
Other* 3
R.S. 14:92(D) Contributing to the 63 0.0405 | Unmodified 63 2.0 No 0.0 2.0
delinquency of juveniles statute
Aggravated assault with a g;{ﬂ; i 59 3.0 No 1.0 10.0
R.S. 14:37.6 motor vehicle upon a 62 0.04% Habitual
peace officer Offender 3 6.7
e | w20 | w [ o0 [
R.S. 14:220.1 representation; failure to 61 0.03% Habitual
return or surrender; Offender 1 3.0
penalties; restitution
Unmodified
statute 55 3.0 No 0.0 50.0
R.S. 14:89 Crimes against nature 61 0.03% | Habitual 4 38
Offender ’
Other* 2
Possession of or dealing
R.S. 14:95.7 in firearms with 59 0.03% | Ynmodified 59 3.0 No 1.0 10.0
obliterated numbers or statute
marks
Unmodified
i 55 3.0 No 1.0 5.0
RS.14:37.7(C) | Domesticabuse 56 0.03% | statute
aggravated assault Other* 1
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Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Prohibited Acts - Unmodified 54 4.0 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 40:970(C) Schedule V Drug; 56 0.03% Statute
penalties, Possession Other* 2
e 51 5.0 No 1.0 15.0
statute
R.S. 14:66 Extortion 56 0.03% | Habitual
1 12.0
Offender
Other* 4
N Unmodified 52 4.0 No 0.0 15.0
R.S. 14:40.1 Terrorizing 55 0.03% Statute
Other* 3
Theft of oil and gas Unmodified
equipment; pena?ties statute & all A - Sl
R.S. 14:67.9 . N 53 0.03%
(including Amended Other* 4
Amounts)
g;tmd'f'ed 49 2.0 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 14:132 Injuring public records 51 0.03% -
Habitual 2 53
Offender '
False swearing for the g:trt% dified 43 2.0 No 1.0 5.0
R.S. 14:126.1 purpose of violating 50 0.03% Habitual
public health or safety Offender 7 3.0
Unmodified 46 3.0 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 22:1924 Insurance fraud 49 0.03% | Statute
Other* 3
Prohibited Acts - Unmodified
Schedule Il Drug; statute «d oL e el Sl
R.S. penalties, Other penalties Q Habitual
40:967(F)(1)(a) for possession cocaine 4t 0.03% Offender . AU
(base, mixture, or
Other* 4

substance) 28g - < 200g

G.21




Evaluation of Louisiana’s Incarceration Rate and Costs for Nonviolent Offenders

Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number 9 Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Carrying a firearm or
dangerous weapon by a
student or nonstudent on Unmodified
R.S. 14:95.2 school property, at 46 0.03% statute 46 3.0 No 0.0 5.0
school-sponsored
functions, or in a firearm-
free zone
e 40 22 No 0.0 10.0
Cruelty to animals; statu}e
R.S. 14:102.1 s Y ’ 43 0.02% | Habitual 1 50
SAlarjplle Offender ‘
Other* 2
o Unmodified 32 Life Yes Life Life
R.S. 14:44 Aggravated kidnapping 43 0.02% statute
Other* 11
Unmaodified
L . 41 0.5 Yes/Maybe 2 days 0.5
R.S. 14:79(B)(2) Violation of protective 42 0.02% statu}e
orders Habitual 1 40
Offender ‘
R.S. 14:202.1 Residential contractor 41 0.0205 | Unmodified 41 5.0 No 0.0 10.0
fraud; penalties statute
_ _ e 40 2.0 Maybe 0.5 3.0
R.S. 14:283(B)(2) | Video voyeurism 41 0.02% | statute
Other* 1
Communicating false Unmodified
R.S. 14:54.1 information of planned 41 0.02% statute 41 3.0 No 0.0 20.0
arson
Unmodified
37 2.0 No 0.0 2.0
R.S. 14:95.3 Ul s o 38 0.0206 [AULE
possession of body armor Habitual
1 1.0
Offender
Criminal damage to coin- ggtTtoedmed 37 2.0 No 0.0 2.0
R.S. 14:56.1 1ag 38 0.02% -
operated devices Habitual
1 15
Offender
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Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Possession of Unmodified
unidentifiable firearm; statute & e A2 Sy -
R.S. 40:1792 particular penalties; 37 0.02%
identification of source of Other* 6
firearm
R.S. 14:67.24 Theft of utility property 36 0.02% g;‘t’;‘t‘f'f'ed 36 5.0 No 2.0 10.0
R.S. 14:134 Malfeasance in office 36 0.02% g;{ﬂ; eITeE 36 3.0 No 0.0 5.0
C.CP.884 Sentences of fine with 35 0.0205 | Unmodified 35 1.0 No 0.0 1.0
imprisonment for default statute
Unmodified
i : 35 33 3.0
R.S. 14:102.1(B) gr“f;%ttg da”'ma's’ 0.02% | Statute
99 Other* 2
R.S. 14:39.1 Vehicular negligent 34 0.0206 | Unmodified 34 2.0 No 0.0 0.5
injuring statute
Contractors;
R.S. 14:202 I IEAEn ! 34 Ry | s 34 45 No 0.2 05
payments prohibited,; statute
penalty
Possession or dealing in Unmodified
R.S. 40:1785 unregistered or illegally- 34 0.02% statute 34 2.8 No 1.0 10.0
transferred weapons
False personation of a g;{ﬂ; eITeE 30 2.0 No 0.0 2.0
R.S. 14:112.1 peace officer or 33 0.02% Habitual
firefighter Offender 3 Life
R.S. 14:40.3 Cyberstalking 33 0.02% g;‘trgt‘;d'f'ed 33 1.0 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 14:28 Inciting a felony 32 0.02% g;‘tr:toed'f'e" 32 2.0 No 0.0 2.0
Unmodified
i 30 4.5 No 0.0 11.0
RS.14:435 reriiona) EXpOsUTe (o 31 0.02% | statute
Other* 1
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Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Identification with
R.S. 40:1788 AITIES O BUTET TS 31 Ry | el 31 5.0 No 1.0 10.0
obliteration or alteration statute
of number or mark
- Unmodified 25 3.0 No 0.0 5.0
Obtaining legend drugs statute
R.S. 40:1238.3 by misrepresentation or 30 0.02% | Habitual 1 50
fraud; penalties Offender
Other* 4
patems of criminal et st 28 50 No 10 09
R.S. 15:1403 P ot criminal str 29 0.02% ]
gang activity; prohibitions Habitual 1 80.0
and criminal penalties Offender '
Unmodified 22 35 No 0.0 5.0
statute
R.S. 14:118 Public bribery 28 0.02% | Habitual
1 5.0
Offender
Other* 5
UL 5 22 45 No 0.0 5.0
Arson with intent to sHta'ck)L{te 0
R.S. 14:53 26 0.01% abitua
defraud Sl 1 10.0
Other* 3
Unmodified
i 25 1.0 Maybe 0.0 10.0
R.S. 14:91.5(C)(1) | Unlawful use of a social 26 0.01% | Statute Y
networking website
Other* 1
R.S. 14:123 Perjury 26 agnen | e 26 5.0 No 5.0 40.0
statute
R.S. 14:38 Simple assault 25 0.0106 | Unmodified 25 1.0 No 0.0 0.2
statute
R.S. 14:63 Criminal trespass 25 0.01% g;trﬂt(;dlfled 25 0.5 No 0.0 0.5
R.S. 40:1025 Drug paraphernalia 24 0.01% g;tﬁ't%d'f'ed 24 2.0 No 0.0 5.0
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Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified
statute 21 4.0 Maybe 0.0 0.0
R.S. 14:26 Criminal conspiracy 24 0.01% | Habitual 1 50
Offender ’
Other* 2
Telephone
R.S. 14:285 f;?:g;:ﬁg;‘gﬂ:ge 24 0.01% g;‘tﬁ';d'f'ed 24 1.0 No 0.0 2.0
harassment
Unmodified
23 2.0 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 14:111 Assisting escape 24 0.01% | statute
Other* 1
R.S. 14:93.5 \?v?;(hu?r:fki)?rtnt?tri)és()f persons 23 0.01% g;‘tﬁ‘t‘zd'f'ed 23 6.0 No 0.0 10.0
Rented or leased motor
R.S. 14:220 Venicles;obiaining false 21 ooy | AT 21 2.0 No 0.0 5.0
representation; failure to statute
return; defenses
Dogfighting; training and .
R.S. 14:102.5 possession of dogs for 21 0.01% | Ynmodified 21 5.0 No 1.0 10.0
L statute
fighting
R.S. 14:84 Pandering 21 0.01% gg{;‘&d'f'ed 21 3.0 No 0.0 50.0
Prohibited Acts - Unmodified
. 18 5.0 No 0.0 5.0
RS.40:0708) | ScheduleVDrug, 21 0010 | Saute
penalties, Manufacture; Other* 3
Distribution
llegal use of weapons or Unmodified 17 50 Yes 50 10.0
R.S. 14:94(E) dangerous 20 0.01% | statute
instrumentalities Other* 3
Money laundering;
RS 14:230 ransactions involving 20 0.0106 | Unmodified 20 6.5 No 0.0 99.0
proceeds of criminal statute

activity
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Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified
R.S. 14:54.3 Manfactureand 20 0010 | statute 10 0 No o0 200
possession of a bom Other* >
Unlawful production, Unmodified 19 10 No 0.0 30
manufacturing, statute ' ' '
R.S. 14:70.7 distribution or possession 20 0.01% Habitual
of fraudulent documents Offender 1 10.0
for identification purposes
R.S. 22:1925 ALl IS 19 0.01% | Unmodified 19 3.0 No 0.0 5.0
policies statute
R.S. 14:75 Failure to pay child 18 0.01% | Ynmodified 18 2.0 No 0.0 2.0
support obligation statute
R.S. 14:404 S PITEE 172 18 0010 | Unmodified 18 1.0 No 0.0 2.0
prisoner statute
Unmodified 12 10.0 Maybe 10.0 Life
lllegal use of weapons statute ' '
R.S. 14:94(F)(1) or dangerous 18 0.01% | Habitual 1 10.0
instrumentalities Offender
Other* 5
Unmodified
16 1.5 No 0.0 0.5
R.S. 14:46 False imprisonment 17 0.01% statute
Other* 1
Second-degree sexual ;:gtrl?;dlfled 15 120 Maybe 0.0 15.0
. 0,
R.S.14:43.2(C)(1) battery 17 0.01% Habitual 2 Over 100
Offender years
Unmodified 14 20 No 0.0 05
R.S. 40:962.1 Ephedrine products 16 0.01% | Statute ' ' '
Other* 2
R.S. 14:103 Disturbing the peace 16 0.01% g;‘trgt‘;d'f'ed 16 0.5 No 0.0 0.5
R.S. 14:91.2 Unlawful presence of a 16 0.01% | Unmodified 16 1.0 No 0.0 1.0
sex offender statute
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Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified
i 13 3.0 No 0.0 6.0
RS, 14:61 criial mrasructure 15 | oow | Salte
Other* 2
R.S. 14:39 Negligent injuring 15 0.01% gg{;‘&d'f'ed 15 15 No 0.0 05
o Unmodified 13 10.0 No 5.0 20.0
R.S. 14:28.1 Solicitation of murder 15 0.01% statute
Other* 2
Operating vehicle while
license is suspended; Unmodified
R.S. 32:415 offenses in other states; 15 0.01% 15 0.5 Maybe 7 days 0.5
. statute
record of offenses given
other states
R.S.40:981(C) | Distribution to persons 14 0.0106 | Unmodified 14 3.0 Maybe 0.0 0.0
under age 18 statute
Unmodified
Theftl ofdcopper or-otherf statute 11 5.0 No 0.0 10.0
R.S. 14:67.28 el s coerminalion o 14 0.01% | Habitual ) .
va ;Jel ot ?(opper or other Offender .
metals taken Other* 1
Criminal damage to Unmodified
R.S. 14:56.4 property by defacing with 14 0.01% 14 2.0 No 0.0 10.0
- statute
graffiti
Failure to comply with Unmodified 13 20 Yes 20 20.0
R.S. 15:561.7 provisions of supervised 14 0.01% statute
release Other* 1
R.S. 14:52.1 Simple arson of a 13 0.01% | Unmodified 13 3.0 Yes 2.0 15.0
religious building statute
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Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Possession of twelve
grams or more of
ephedring,
R.S.40:062.1.1 | Pseudoephedrine, or 13 aginep | el 13 2.0 No 0.0 2.0
phenylpropanolamine or statute
their salts, optical
isomers, and salts of
optical isomers
Motor vehicles, alteration
R.S. 14:207 or removal of identifying 13 0.0106 | Unmodified 13 2.0 No 0.0 5.0
numbers prohibited, sale, statute
etc.
Unauthorized use of
supplemental nutrition
assistance program Unmodified
R.S. 14:68.2 benefits or supplemental 12 0.01% statute 12 4.0 No 0.5 10.0
nutrition assistance
program benefit access
devices
Prohibited Acts -
Schedule Il Drug;
R.S. penalties, other penalties Unmodified
40:967(F)(1)(b) for possession cocaine 12 0.01% statute 12 100 Yes 10.0 300
(base, mixture, or
substance) 200g - < 400g
R.S. 14:67.22 L Gt I e 1 12 ooy | AT 12 4.0 No 0.0 10.0
a credit card statute
Transactions involving ;:QtT;dmed 10 5.0 No 0.0 10.0
R.S. 40:1041(E) proceeds from drug 11 0.01% Habitual
offenses 1 Life No
Offender
Rental or sale of Unmodified
R.S. 14:223.6 improperly labeled 11 0.01% statute 11 2.5 No 0.0 5.0

articles prohibited
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Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified 9 5.0 Yes 5.0 25.0
R.S. 14:46.2(B)(3) | Human trafficking 10 0.01% | Statute ' ' '
Other* 1
R.S. 14:70.1 Medicaid fraud 10 0.01% gg{;‘t‘f'f'ed 10 15 No 0.0 5.0
RS 22:44 False or frauduleqt 10 0.01% Unmodified 10 50 No 0.0 50
e material information ) statute ) ) )
gg{;‘&d'f'ed 8 3.0 No 0.0 0.5
R.S. 14:70 False accounting 10 0.01% :
e 2 10.0 No 0.0 0.5
Offender ’ ’ ’
R.S. 40:979(B) Attempt and conspiracy 10 0.01% g;tﬁ't%d'f'ed 10 2.5 Yes 8.0 50.0
R.S. 14:59 Criminal mischief 10 0.01% gg{ﬂt‘f'f'e" 10 05 No 0.0 05
Communicating false
information of a planned
R.S. 14:54.6 bombing on school 9 0.01% | Ynmodified 9 5.0 No 0.0 20.0
property, at a school- statute
sponsored function, or in
a firearm-free zone
Criminal penalties for
R.S. 30:2076.2(3) | Volation of the Louisiana 9 agnen | e 9 1.0 No 0.0 2.0
Pollutant Discharge statute
Elimination System
Prohibited Acts - Unmodified 7 8.0 Yes 15.0 30.0
Schedule 11 Drug; statute ' ' '
RS penalties ot_her pena}ltles 9 0.01%
40:967(F)(1)(C) for possession cocaine Other* 2
(base, mixture, or
substance) = 400g
. Definitions (Weapons . Unmodified
R.S. 40:1781 Registration) 9 0.01% statute 9 3.0 No 1.0 10.0
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Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Illegal use of controlled Unmodified 8 17 No 0.0 05
RS.14:91.13 dangerous substance in 9 0.01% statu_te
the presence of persons Habitual 1 8.0
under seventeen Offender ’
e 8 35 Yes 3.0 15.0
R.S. 14:62.5(C) Looting 9 0.01% | statute ' ' '
Other* 1
R.S. 14:80.1 Misdemeanor carnal 9 0.01% | Unmodified 9 05 No 0.0 0.5
knowledge of a juvenile statute
Unmodified
iuri illi 4 3.0 No 1.0 7.0
R.S. 14:102.8 "gﬁ&“gn‘i’%‘;'l"'”g o 8 0.00% | Statute
P Other* 4
R.S. 14:68.3 Unauthorized removal of 8 0.000% | Unmodified 8 3.0 No 0.0 05
motor vehicle; penalties statute
R.S. 14:329.2 Inciting a riot 8 aypien | el 8 4.0 No 0.0 21.0
statute
g;‘g&d'f'ed 6 15 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 14:107.2 Hate crimes 8 0.00% -
Habitual 2 38
Offender )
Prostitution; persons -
R.S. I " 0 Unmodified
14:82.1(D)(3)(a) g?fcli;g;ghteen, additional 8 0.00% statute 8 0.5 Maybe 5.0 0.0
Attempting or aiding to .
obtain assistance 0.00% g;tmd'f'ed 1 3.0 No 0.0 20.0
fraudulently; penalties
Fraud in obtaining
R.S. 46:114.2 assistance; withholding 8
information concerning 0.00% Unmodified 7 20 No 0.0 20.0
property, income or R statute ' ' '

beneficiary, or personal
circumstances

G.30




Evaluation of Louisiana’s Incarceration Rate and Costs for Nonviolent Offenders

Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified
R.S. . . 7 1.0 Maybe 3 days 1.0
14:110.2(B)(2) | 1ampering with 8 0.000 |t
electronic monitoring Habitual 1 10
Offender '
Unmodified 6 2.0 No 0.0 50.0
R.S. 14:83.2 Promoting prostitution 7 0.00% statu_te
Habitual 1 10
Offender '
Counterfeiting or Unmodified 6 23 No 0.0 5.0
R.S. 14:223.7 possessing counterfeit 7 0.00% | statute
labels prohibited Other* 1
R.S. 14:57 5}?;‘1?%3 {0 property with 7 0.00% g;‘trgt‘;d'f'ed 7 3.0 No 0.0 4.0
gnmodified 4 5.0 Maybe 0.0 0.0
R.S. . :
_ Jury tampering 7 0.00% | Habitual
14:129(B)(2)(b) Offender 2 9.5
Other* 1
Credit card fraud by Unmodified
RS 14:67 11 persons authorized to 7 0.00% statute 6 3.0 No 0.0 150
prov_lde goods and Other* 1
services
R.S. 14:329.1 Riot 7 0.00% ggtTtoed'f'ed 7 3.0 No 0.0 21.0
Sale of forest products; Unmodified
R.S. 14:211 failure to remit payment 6 0.00% statute 6 4.5 No 0.0 10.0
to owner
Unmodified . .
i i 5 25.0 Yes Life Life
R.S. 14:44.2 ':‘gﬁir%"ated Kidnapping of 6 0.00% | statute
Other* 1
Criminal damage to
R.S. 14:56.5 :‘;fjor;';rﬁg'k')‘;'ggia%:ng 6 0.00% g;‘trgt‘;d'f'ed 6 11 No 0.0 2.0

with graffiti

G31




Evaluation of Louisiana’s Incarceration Rate and Costs for Nonviolent Offenders

Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Unmodified
2 15.0 No 0.0 15.0
R.S. 14:32.6 First-degree feticide 6 0.00% | Statute
Other* 4
Unmodified
. 5 2.0 No 0.0 5.0
RS. 14:229 lllegal use. of cour_1terfe|t 6 0.00% statu_te
trademark; penalties Habitual 1 25
Offender '
Dangerous chemical Unmaodified
substances; butyl nitrite, statute g all A - s
R.S. 40:989(C) nitrous oxide, and amyl 6 0.00%
nitrite; use and Other* 1
transference; penalties
R.S. 32:58 Careless operations 6 0.00% g;tmd'f'ed 6 05 No 0.0 0.0
Entry or remaining in e
R.S. 14:63.3 places or on land after 6 0.00% hEaiize 6 0.5 No 0.0 0.5
. . statute
being forbidden
R.S.14:73.5 Computer fraud 6 0.00% g;tmd'f'ed 6 4.0 No 0.0 5.0
Possessing of tools and
equipment used for -
R.S. 14:223.8 manufacturing 5 agpien | el 5 2.0 No 0.0 5.0
. statute
unauthorized sound
recording prohibited
Unmodified
4 2.3 No 0.0 0.5
R.S. 14:130 Jury misconduct 5 0.00% Statute
Other* 1
R.S. 14:99 st 5 0.00% | gnmodified 5 0.3 No 0.0 0.5
Perpetration or attempted
R.S. 14:50.2 perpetration of certain 5 0.0006 | Unmodified 5 3.0 No 0.0 0.0
crimes of violence against statute
victim 65+
R.S. Obstruction of justice; . Unmodified
14:130.4(B)(1) | Life or Death 3 0.00% | giatute 3 Y A - i
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Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number 9 Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Proper equipment .
R.S. 32:1310 required on vehicles; 5 0.00% ;:Qtr;‘t‘;d'f'e‘j 5 0.1 No 0.0 05
display of plate
R.S. Obstruction of justice, 0 Unmodified
14:130.1(B)(3) other s el statute s &l A - el
R.S. . . Unmodified
14:03.2.1(B)(2) Child desertion 5 0.00% statute 5 0.5 Maybe 30 days 0.5
R.S. 14:112 False personation 5 0.00% g;trﬂt(;dlfled 5 1.0 No 0.0 0.2
Unmodified 4 20 No 10 50
RS. 32:732 Transfer and possession 5 0.00% statu_te
of stolen vehicles Habitual 1 50
Offender '
onmodifed 4 3.0 Yes 2.0 5.0
R.S. 14:106(G)(4) | Obscenity 5 0.00% :
Habitual 1 9.0
Offender ‘
Unmodified 4 20 No 0.0 20
R.S. 14:131 Compounding a felony 5 0.00% | Statute ' ' '
Other* 1
R.S. 32:61 Maximum speed limit 4 0.00% gg{;‘t‘f'f'ed 4 0.1 No 0.0 0.0
Theft of utility service; Unmodified
R.S. 14:67.6 inference of commission 4 0.00% statute 4 2.5 No 0.0 2.0
of theft; penalties
R.S. 47:9071 False or altered lottery 4 aypien | el 4 5.0 Yes 5.0 20.0
tickets statute
R.S. 14:95.6 Firearm-free zone; notice; 4 0.000 | Unmodified 4 25 No 0.0 05
signs; crime; penalties statute
R.S. 14:67.25 Organized retail theft 4 0.00% | gnmodified 4 3.0 No 0.0 10.0
onmodified 3 18 No 0.0 10.0
R.S. 14:67.4 Anti-skimming Act 4 0.00% -
Habitual
1 4.0
Offender
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Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number 9 Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Fire-raising on land of Unmodified
R.S. 14:204 another by criminal 4 0.00% statute 4 2.5 No 0.0 0.1
negligence; penalty
Election offenses
R.S. 18:1461.2 affecting registration and 4 0.0006 | Unmodified 4 1.0 No 0.0 5.0
election fraud or forgery; statute
penalties
R.S. 14:67.18 Cheating and swindling 4 0.00% g;trﬂt%dmed 4 3.0 No 0.0 10.0
R.S. 14:133.2 Misrepresentation during 4 0.00% | Ynmodified 4 05 No 0.0 05
booking statute
R.S. 14:100.1 OlosTre i) pulale 4 pEgg | iseise 4 0.5 No 0.0 05
passages statute
R.S. 14:40.6 Unlawful disruption of 4 0.0006 | Unmodified 4 13 No 1.0 5.0
the operation of a school statute
R.S. 40:982 SEE) O SUE Ll 4 pEgg | iseise 4 75 Maybe 0.0 0.0
Offense statute
N Unmodified 2 75 No 0.0 10.0
R.S. 14:32.7 Second-degree feticide 4 0.00% statute
Other* 2
) . . Unmodified
R.S. 14:32.8 Third-degree feticide 4 0.00% statute 4 5.0 No 0.0 5.0
Registration of dealers,
salesmen, and investment Unmodified
advisers and investment 1 8.0 No 0.0 5.0
. L statute
adviser representatives;
R.S.51:723 surety bonds, records __ 4 0.00%
Registration of securities; Unmodified
when and how required; 1 8.0 No 0.0 5.0
- statute
delivery of prospectus
Unlawful practices Unmodified 2 6.5 No 0.0 5.0
statute
Prohibited sexual conduct Unmodified
R.S. 14:81.4 between educator and 3 0.00% 3 5.0 No 0.0 5.0
student statute
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Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number 9 Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
R.S. 14:51.1 Injury by arson 3 0.00% ;:thd'f'ed 3 10.0 Yes 2.0 20.0
R.S. 14:74 Criminal neglect of 3 aypien | el 3 4.0 No 0.0 0.5
family statute
Malfeasance in office;
sexual conduct prohibited
R.S. 14:134.1 with persons in the 3 0.000 | Unmodified 3 4.0 No 0.0 10.0
custody and supervision statute
of the Dept. of Public
Safety and Corrections
RS. 32:79 Dr|V|ng.on roadway laned 3 0.00% Unmodified 3 30 No 0.0 0.0
for traffic statute
Encouraging or
contributing to child
R.S. 14:92.1 delinquency, dependency 3 0.0006 | Unmodified 3 05 No 0.0 05
or neglect; penalty; statute
suspension of sentence;
definitions
Willful misrepresentation
RS.23:11721 | DY employer; aid or abet; 3 aypien | el 3 2.0 No 1.0 10.0
criminal penalties; civil statute
immunity
Possession of alcoholic Unmodified
R.S. 32:300 beverages in motor 3 0.00% 3 0.5 No 0.0 0.0
- statute
vehicles
Manufacture and
R.S. 14:54.2 possessionof delayed 3 pEgg | iseise 3 8.0 No 0.0 20.0
action incendiary devices; statute
penalty
R.S. 14:70.8 lllegal transmission of 3 0.0006 | Unmodified 3 5.0 No 0.0 10.0
monetary funds statute
Fraud in obtaining
R.S. 21:21 R I 3 0.009 | Unmodified 3 1.0 No 0.0 2.0
worthless checks and statute
other fraudulent acts
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Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
R.S. 14:138 Public payroll fraud 3 0.00% ;:thd'f'ed 3 5.0 No 0.0 2.0
R.S. 14:40 Intimidation by officers 3 0.00% g;trﬂt(;dlfled 3 2.0 No 0.0 0.5
Soliciting minors to
produce, manufacture,
distribute or dispense
R.S.40:081.2(C) | controlled dangerous 3 0.0006 | Unmodified 3 5.0 Yes 10.0 30.0
substances, cocaine, statute
oxycodone, heroin,
methamphetamine, or
methadone
Unauthorized entry of a Unmodified
R.S. 14:62.7 dwelling during an 3 0.00% SEIE 3 1.0 No 0.0 1.0
emergency or disaster
R.S. 14:86 Enticing persons into 3 0.0006 | Unmodified 3 20 No 2.0 50.0
prostitution statute
All drivers must secure
license; exception;
emergency vehicle
R.S. 32:402 G T 3 aypien | el 3 0.5 Maybe 7 days 0.5
personnel exceptions; statute
emergency command post
vehicle exception;
violations
R.S. 14:34.3 Battery of a school 3 0.0006 | Unmodified 3 3.0 Yes 3 days 1.0
teacher statute
Simple burglary of a law -
R.S. 14:62.9 enforcement or 3 0.00% g:trﬂtoed'f'ed 3 5.0 No 0.0 20.0
emergency Vvehicle
RS. 27:99 Prohibited act and gaming 3 0.00% Unmodified 3 10 0.0 0.0
offenses statute
Unmodified 2 10 No 0.0 20
R.S. 14:110.3 Tampering with 3 0.000% | Stawte
surveillance accounting Habitual
1 1.0
Offender
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Appendix G

Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
R.S. 14:125 False swearing 2 0.00% ;:thd'f'ed 2 1.0 No 0.0 1.0
Criminal penalty for -
R.S. 47:337.82 failing to account for 2 0.00% e 2 3.5 No 0.0 5.0
local tax monies statute
R.S. 14:43.1(C)(3) | Sexual battery 2 0.00% g;‘trgt‘;d'f'ed 2 9.0 Yes 25.0 99.0
Misrepresentations -
R.S. . . 0 Unmodified
23:1208(C)(1) ;(;;I/(r::éziggpt;?]r;?:‘;/t 2 0.00% statute 2 5.5 No 0.0 10.0
Purchase and public Unmodified
R.S. 14:93.12 possession of alcoholic 2 0.00% 2 1.3 No 0.0 0.5
beverages; penalties statute
. Battery of a child welfare . Unmodified
R.S. 14:35.1 or APS worker 2 0.00% statute 2 2.0 Yes 3 days 0.5
R.S. 14:97 Simple obstruction of a 2 0.0006 | Unmodified 2 6.0 No 0.0 0.5
highway of commerce statute
RS 32:232 Traffic-control signals 2 0.00% g:tTtoedmed 2 0.3 No 0.0 0.0
RS Attempt; penalties; Unmodified 1 1.0 Maybe 10.0 50.0
1497 D)1)@) attempt on peace officer; 2 0.00% | Statute
’ enhanced penalties Other* 1
R.S. 14:79(C)(1) ;’r'é’;f;'on ol e EETE 2 0.00% gg{:&d'f'ed 2 4.0 Yes 14 days 0.5
Possession of firearm on Unmodified
R.S. 14:95.5 premises of alcoholic 2 0.00% 2 15.0 No 0.0 0.5
beverage outlet statute
Unmodified
icki i 1 8.0 Maybe 5.0 10.0
RS. 14:46.3(D)(2) | 1o rioking of children 2 000% | statute Y
purp Other* 1
R.S. 14:38.2 ggi?]‘é'rt of a school 2 0.00% g;‘trgt‘;d'f'ed 2 15 No 30 days 0.5
R.S. 14:120 Corrupt influencing 2 0.00% g:trﬂt‘;d'f'ed 2 5.0 No 0.0 10.0
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Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Penalty for narcotic Unmodified
R.S. 40:966(B)(1) | drugs listed in Schedule I; 2 0.00% statute 2 4.0 Yes 10.0 50.0
Manufacture; Distribution
R.S. 14:286 Sale of minor children 2 0.00% | gnmodified 2 16 No 0.0 10.0
R.S. . Unmodified .
14:128.1(B)(1) Terrorism 2 0.00% statute 2 1.5 Maybe 4.0 Life
R.S. 14:67.20 Theft of a business record 2 0.00% g;trﬂt(;dlfled 2 6.0 No 0.0 2.0
Unauthorized use of a
R.S.14:73.8(C) | Wireless router system, 2 0.005% | Unmodified 2 25 Yes 2.0 10.0
pornography involving statute
juveniles; penalty
R.S. 14:70.2 G OF EEEES (RIS 2 0.00% | Unmodified 2 3.0 No 0.0 10.0
application fraud statute
Penalties: Marijuana and Unmodified
R.S. 47:2607 Controlled Dangerous 2 0.00% statute 2 1.0 No 0.0 5.0
Substances Tax Act
Sound reproductions Unmodified
R.S. 14:223 without consent 2 0.00% statute 2 815 No 0.0 5.0
prohibited
Unauthorized removal of Unmodified
R.S. 14:68.1 a shopping cart, basket or 2 0.00% statute 2 2.5 No 0.0 0.5
dairy case
RS.14:37.7(D) | Domestic abuse 2 0.00% | Unmodified 2 5.0 Yes 2.0 5.0
aggravated assault statute
R.S. 40:1752 Handling of machine 2 0.0006 | Unmodified 2 7.0 No 1.0 10.0
guns, unlawful statute
R.S. 14:47 Defamation 1 0.00% | Unmodified 1 2.0 No 0.0 05
statute
Possession, sale or use of Unmodified
R.S. 51:651.1 certain fireworks 1 0.00% statute 1 0.5 No 0.0 2.0
prohibited
Punishment: Participation Unmodified
R.S. 14:329.7 in a riot, inciting a riot, or 1 0.00% SEIE 1 2.0 No 0.0 21.0

failing to disperse
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Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
_ _ Offenders _ (Years) (Years) (Years)
R.S. 14:134.2 Malfeasance in office; 1 0.000 | Unmodified 1 2.0 No 0.0 3.0
tampering with evidence statute
False statements Unmodified
R.S. 14:126.2 concerning denial of 1 0.00% 1 5.0 No 1.0 5.0
o . statute
constitutional rights
R.S. 14:134.3 Abuse of office 1 0.00% | gnmodified 1 3.0 No 10 5.0
Electronic monitoring of Unmodified
R.S. 15:560.4 sexually violent predators 1 0.00% 1 2.0 Yes 2.0 20.0
. statute
or child sexual predators
R.S. 14:104 ;‘;’:2'“9 a disorderly 1 0.00% g;‘tﬁ‘t‘;d'f'ed 1 2.0 No 0.0 50.0
R.S. 14:35.2 Simple batieny of persons 1 pEgg | iseise 1 0.5 No 30 days 0.5
with infirmities statute
R.S. 40:981.1 Distribution to a student 1 0.00% g;tmd'f'ed 1 1.0 Maybe 0.0 0.0
Illegal carrying of a
firearm at a parade with Uniniaelies
R.S. 14:95.2.1 any firearm used in the 1 0.00% SEIE 1 5.0 No 1.0 5.0
commission of a crime of
violence
R.S. Institutional vandalism; 0 Unmodified
14:225(B)(2-3) greater than $500 ! 0.00% statute ! 10 No 0.0 10.0
R.S. Obstruction of justice; 0 Unmodified
14:130.1(B)(2) Hard labor . el statute . &Y A - 2400
R.S. 14:67.19 aTrL‘lf,;to?]fiaa”hydm”S 1 0.00% g;‘trgt‘;d'f'ed 1 2.0 No 0.0 2.0
Aiding and abetting
R.S. 14:63.4 CEIS D Ny OF e 1 QA% | ANelEe 1 23 No 0.0 05
on premises where statute
forbidden
RS 14:513 Possession of loan shark 1 0.00% Unmodified 1 40 No 0.0 10
records statute
R.S. 14:95.1.1 Attempt or conspiracy 1 0.00% g:tTtoed'f'ed 1 1.0 Yes 1.0 25
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Number of Felony Convictions by Offense during Fiscal Years 2009 - May 2015

Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)

R.S. 14:38.1 Mingling harmful 1 0.0006 | Ynmodified 1 2.0 No 0.0 2.0
substances statute
Possession, manufacture,
sale or transfer of devices

R.S. 14:222 for avoidance of payment 1 agpien | el 1 2.0 No 0.0 1.0
for telecommunications statute
services or related
offenses

R.S. 14:91.1 Unlawful presence of a 1 0.000 | Unmodified 1 7.0 No 0.0 0.5
sexually violent predator statute

R.S. 14:91 Wikl e e G v 1 pEgg | iseise 1 0.5 No 0.0 05
to minors statute

RS 14:334 Ignition interlock device 1 0.00% Unmodified 1 05 No 0.0 05
offenses statute
License; license books; Unmodified

R.S. 56:33 returns; transfer of license 1 0.00% SEIE 1 10.0 No 0.0 0.3
prohibited
Flight from an officer; Unmodified

R.S. 14:108.1(C) aggravated flight from an 1 0.00% 1 2.0 No 0.0 10.0
officer statute

R.S. 14:97.1 = NEELlE O 1 0.00% | Unmodified 1 05 No 0.0 05
interstate highway statute
Theft of oilfield
geological survey, .

R.S. 14:67.8 seismograph, and 1 0.00% g;‘trgt‘;d'f'ed 1 1.0 No 1.0 10.0
production maps;
penalties
Offenses against Unmodified

R.S. 14:73.3 computer equipment or 1 0.00% SEIE 1 1.5 No 0.0 5.0
supplies
Intimidation and Unmodified

R.S. 14:122.1 interference in the 1 0.00% statute 1 3.0 No 0.0 1.0
operation of schools
Seafood sales and Unmodified

R.S. 14:218 purchases; commercial 1 0.00% statute 1 0.5 No 0.0 2.0
license required for seller
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Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
Sale, exhibition, or Unmodified
R.S. 14:91.11 distribution of material 1 0.00% statute 1 1.0 No 0.0 1.0
harmful to minors
R.S. 14:106.1 Habitual Offender 1 0.00% gg{;‘&d'f'ed 1 15 No 0.5 3.0
R.S. 14:83.1 Inciting prostitution 1 0.00% g;tﬁ't%d'f'ed 1 1.0 No 0.0 50.0
RS. 8:654 Mutilating, d_isinterring 1 0.00% Unmaodified 1 30 No 0.0 30
human remains; penalty statute
Masks or hoods, wearing Unmodified
R.S. 14:313 in public places 1 0.00% statute 1 2.0 No 0.5 3.0
prohibited; penalty
Threatening a public L
RSS. 14:122.2 official; penalties; 1 0.00% gg{;‘t‘f'f'ed 1 05 No 0.0 05
definitions
R.S. 14:107 Vagrancy 1 0.000 | Unmodified 1 2.0 No 0.0 0.5
statute
R.S. 40:1791 Ee”?"ty: LB 1 pEgg | iseise 1 3.0 No 1.0 10.0
egistration statute
R.S. 14:76 Bigamy 1 0.000 | Unmodified 1 05 No 0.0 5.0
statute
R.S. 14:105 Letting a disorderly place 1 0.00% g;trﬂt(;dlfled 1 2.0 No 0.0 50.0
Prohibited Acts Unmodified
R.S. 22:1562 (Qualifications and 1 0.00% statute 1 3.0 No 0.0 3.0
Licensing)
R.S. 14:101 Desecration of graves 1 0.00% g;{ﬂ; aliie 1 2.0 No 0.0 0.5
R.S. 30:2025 Enforcement: = 1 0.000 | Unmodified 1 1.0 No 0.0 10.0
Environmental Quality statute
Disposal of property with -
R.S. 14:72.4 fraudulent or malicious 1 0.000 | Unmodified 1 10 No 0.0 1.0
intent statute
R.S. 14:67.7 Theft of petroleum 1 0.0006 | Unmodified 1 2.0 No 1.0 10.0
products; penalties statute
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Total Percentage Median Mandatory | Minimum | Maximum
. Number g Sentence Number of Minimum Sentence | Sentence in
Statute Statute Title of Total e Sentence .
of Offenders Modifier Offenders (Years) Sentence in Law Law
Offenders (Years) (Years) (Years)
R.S.30:2418 Waste Tires 1 0.00% gg{ﬂ&d'f'ed 1 2.0 No 0.0 10.0
R.S. 14:403.2 Abuse and neglect of 1 0.00% | Unmodified 1 3.0 No 0.0 05
adults statute
R.S. 14:140 Public contract fraud 1 0.00% g;trﬂt%dlfled 1 2.0 No 0.0 2.0
R.S. 8:652 Unlawful disposal of 1 0.00% | Unmodified 1 3.0 No 0.0 3.0
remains statute
R.S. Crime against nature by 0 Unmaodified
14:89.2(B)(3)(b) solicitation . el statute . &l L0 20 Sl
R.S. 14:327 Obstructing a fireman 1 0.00% g;tﬁ't%d'f'ed 1 2.0 No 0.5 35.0
RS. 30:2183 Ilzlazardous Waste Control 1 0.00% Unmaodified 1 50 No 0.0 15.0
aw statute
R.S. 14:54.5 Fake explosive devices 1 0.00% g;tmd'f'ed 1 3.0 No 0.0 5.0
*QOther includes accessory, attempt, and conspiracy, all which may reduce the overall sentence given.
Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using data from the CAJUN database.
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APPENDIX H: DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TRADITIONAL PAROLE

AND GOOD TIME PAROLE

Comparison of Good Time and Traditional Parole

Good Time Parole Traditional Parole

Any person convicted of a sex crime, second-conviction | For the reduced percentages
violent crime, or as a habitual offender for a sex or associated with 1% and 2™
violent crime is automatically ineligible. Offenders nonviolent convictions the

Eligibility sentenced to life imprisonment may earn good time that | individual must also not be
can be applied at such time as the offender’s sentence is | convicted of a sex crime or as a
commuted to a specific number of years. habitual offender.
An offender is deemed eligible for
Release Good time parole is accrued and subtracted from the parole at a certain percentage of the

sentence length. No parole hearings are required for sentence served. Release
release. determinations made through
parole hearings.

Determinations

Type of Good Time Accrual Good Time Accrual Traditional Parole
Conviction in State Prison in Parish Prison
st TP
ll\log\?ir:)\llqlaﬂon i 1.5 day for 1 day served | 30 days for 30 days served 25% sentence served
nd - - _
l2\10r1C\/ci)(r)1l\gr(1:;u0n 1.5 day for 1 day served | 30 days for 30 days served 33.3% sentence served
st P
%/iocl:g:tv iction - 3 days for 17 days served | 3 days for 17 days served 33.3% sentence served
nd - - _
E/ioic;]r:wctlon Not eligible Not eligible 50% sentenced served
3" Conviction Not eligible Not eligible Not eligible

Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using information from Louisiana Revised Statute (R.S.) 15.571.3.

Potential Amount of Time Served for Good time and Traditional Parole Releases

for First-time Nonviolent Offenders
Based on Louisiana Statutes Effective as of the 2012 Legislative Session

State Facilities Local Facilities All Facilities

Sentence | Good Time G(\j\z?th\'An;i;eJﬁse Good Time Gs\z?th\'Argii?Jﬁse Traditional
Length Release . Release . Parole Release
Program Credits Program Credits

3 years 1.2 years 9.5 months 1.5 years 1 year 9 months
5 years 2 years 1.6 years 2.5 years 2 years 1.25 years
10 years 4 years 3.6 years 5 years 4.6 years 2.5 years
Source: Prepared by legislative auditor’s staff using information from R.S. 15.571.3.
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