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SYNOPSIS

This report provides a detailed description of the Ohio Adult Parole Authority (APA)
active supervision population as of July 1, 2005. The report contains descriptive data for
offense and supervision variations cross-tabulated by offender’s sex, race and age. Also,
it contains cross tabulations of APA region & unit locale by offense and supervision
types. This is the fifth APA census since 1996.

Go to www.drc.state.oh.us/web/research2.htm to access past census reports.

During FY05 the total population under supervision rose again, but at a slower rate
(approximately 2%) than it did during FY04 (during which there was an increase of 8%)
[See the comparison of the July 1 populations from 2003-2005 in Table 11]. The gender
and race breakdowns of the population have remained relatively consistent across the
2003-2005 populations at approximately 86% male and 14% female, and 61% white and
39% non-white. The mean age of the total population under supervision increased from
32 in 2004 to 33 in 2005, fueled primarily by another increase (of 9%) among those aged
45 and older. This subpopulation grew by 20% during FY04.

With regard to offense type, the number of sex offenders under supervision grew another
11% during FY05. Coupled with the 23% growth in this offender subpopulation during
FY04, the number of sex offenders under supervision grew by more than one-third (37%)
during the past two years. Also during FYO05, the parole subpopulation declined by 13%
while the post-release control subpopulation increased by 13%, and offenders under the
basic medium level of supervision swelled by more than 1,000 to comprise almost 45%
of the total supervision population. Although comprising a much smaller percentage of
the total supervision population, the number of offenders under monitored supervision
grew by almost one-third (32%) during FY05.

Data source

The data contained in this report were downloaded from an extract of the Community
Correction Information System (CCIS). The reported population count of 35,097
coincides closely with the month-end total of 35,070 cases reported in the June 2005
APA agency report. The supervision population described in the report is a “snapshot” of
the cases flagged as active on July 1, 2005, excluding cases designated as pending. Those
flagged active cases include outgoing interstate compact cases deemed active under CCIS
business rules. It also includes a smaller number of inactive county probation and
community control cases not yet formally designated as closed in CCIS.

Organization of Report

The report presents summary data on sex, age, race, offense type, supervision type,
supervision level, APA region & unit locale, and sentencing county. Tables 1-3 provide
aggregate data for all APA supervision units combined. Table 1 summarizes age, race,
offense, release type, and supervision level cross-tabulated by offender’s sex. It should



be noted that for the first time, beginning with this 2005 Census report, offenders released
to a halfway house have been grouped together under a new supervision level called
“residential”. All of these residential supervisees fall under the release type of
transitional control (see the bottom half of Table 3). Tables 2 and 3 cross-tabulate release
type with sex, race, age, offense, and supervision level. In Tables 4-9, sex, race, age,
offense, release type and supervision level are broken down by APA region & unit locale.
Throughout the detailed region and unit tables, there is a category near the bottom of each
table called “other”. This category includes outgoing interstate compact cases, inactive,
violators at large, detainer, county and residential/halfway house cases.

It should be noted that in the last of these region and unit locale tables (Table 9), the
“other” category does not include the residential/halfway house cases. Because Table 9
looks at the breakdown of supervision level by region and unit locale, and “residential”
supervision is one of the supervision levels, we decided to include the residential
category so that the reader can see how these cases are apportioned by region. Since all
of these residential cases are under transitional control, we included the transitional
control (TRC) category for each region following the listing of all of the units. Table 10
illustrates the rates at which supervised offenders reside in their sentencing counties for
the parole and post-release control supervision subpopulations. Finally, table 11 provides
a comparison of the 2003, 2004 and 2005 populations for the demographic, offense, and
supervision variables.

The key findings for the 2005 Ohio APA census are outlined below in the Executive
Summary.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The total supervision population numbered 35,097. The 4,991 females under
supervision constituted 14% of the total population.

The youngest offender was age 17 and the eldest was 86, giving a range of 69
years. Their average age was 33 and the median age was 32. About one-fourth
(24%) of the supervision population was aged 24 or under, while 29% were 40 or
older.

Overall, three-fifths (61%) of the supervision population was white and about
two-fifths (39%) were nonwhite. Seven of every ten women under supervision
were white, compared to six of every ten men.

Approximately one-third (31%) of the supervision population had committed a
crime against a person (excluding sex offenses) as the most serious commitment
offense. If sex offenses are counted, nearly half (47%) of the supervision
population had a crime against a person as the most serious commitment offense.

Post-Release Control (PRC) is the modal form of supervision; over one-third
(36%) of those under supervision were on PRC. Nearly three out of ten
supervisees (29%) were on Community Control, and less than one-fifth (17%)
were on Parole, three percentage points less than last year.

The most serious offense type patterns were significantly different for males and
females. Whereas one-half (51%) of the males under supervision had committed
a crime against a person (including sex offenses), less than one-fourth (22%) of
the females had committed a crime against a person (including sex offenses) as
their most serious commitment offense. This figure for females was roughly
matched by 26% with a property offense and 24% with a drug offense as their
most serious commitment offense.

The distributions of release types were strikingly different between males and
females, with more than half (52%) of all female supervisees under Community
Control. Three-fifths (60%) of the males were on Parole or another post-prison
type of release, while two-thirds (66%) of the females were on a probationary
type of release. The top three release types for males were Post-Release Control
(39%), Community Control (25%) and Parole (19%). In contrast, the top three
release types for females were Community Control (52%), Post-Release Control
(21%), and Compact Probation (10%).



Close to half (45%) of the population was on Basic Medium supervision. About
one-fifth each of the population was on Basic Low (22%) or Basic High (18%)
supervision. Although the proportion of males (45%) and females (43%) on
Basic Medium supervision were comparable, the proportion of females on Basic
Low supervision (40%) was twice that for males (19%), and the proportion of
males on Basic High supervision (20%) was four times that for females (5%).

With respect to release type by sex, it is evident that the further the stage into the
penalty system, the greater the proportion of males, and conversely, the smaller
the proportion of females. Females comprised 32% of those released to
Treatment in Lieu, 25% of those on Community Control, 23% of those on
Compact Probation, 21% of those on Probation, and 17% of those on Judicial
Release. They made up only 11% of those on Transitional Control, 8% of those
on Post-Release Control and 4% of those on Parole.

There is a similar situation when looking at release type by race, in that the further
the stage into the penalty system, the greater the proportion of nonwhites, and
conversely, the smaller the proportion of whites. The release type with the
highest proportion of nonwhites was Parole (59%), followed by Transitional
Control (52%), Post-Release Control and Compact Parole (with 46% each), Shock
Probation (36%), Compact Probation (29%), Probation (24%), Community
Control (23%), Judicial Release (19%) and Treatment in Lieu (10%).

Those offenders on Parole had the highest average age (41) among the release
types. Fifty-three percent of those on Parole were age 40 or older, while only
11% were under 30. By contrast, offenders on Post-Release Control had an
average age of 32, with 22% aged 40 or older and half (50%) under 30.

In general, pre-prison offenders (those on Community Control, Compact
Probation, Probation or Treatment in Lieu) had younger offenders. Offenders of
those release types had an average age of 32, with 25% aged 40 or older and
almost half (47%) under 30. Offenders on Judicial Release were also younger,
with a mean age of 31, only one-fifth (21%) aged 40 or older and half (49%)
under 30.

Three out of four in-state offenders (75%) under parole or post-release control
supervision on July 1, 2005, were living in the same county from which they were
sentenced. Generally, the more rural regions and counties were below the
statewide rate. Chillicothe and Mansfield, largely rural regions, had rates of 58%
and 63% respectively. The county with the highest rate was Cuyahoga (90%),
while the county with the lowest rate was Pike (0%), where none of the six
Parole/PRC offenders committed from the county were living there on July 1,
2005.



Table 1: Characteristics of Total Supervision Population, July 1, 2005

Sex
Male Female Total
% of % of
N male N female N %
Age total total
24 and under 7,268 24.2 1,220 24.5 8,488 24.2
25-29 5,343 17.8 870 17.4 6,213 17.7
30-34 4,606 15.3 805 16.1 5,411 15.4
35-39 4,025 13.4 809 16.2 4,834 13.8
40-44 3,606 12.0 640 12.8 4,246 12.1
45-49 2,610 8.7 366 7.3 2,976 8.5
50 and over 2,607 8.7 277 5.6 2,884 8.2
Median; 32 Mean: 33 Range: 69
Total 30,065 100.0 4,987 100.0 35,052 100.0
Missing 45
Race
White 17,915 59.6 3,503 70.3 21,418 61.1
Nonwhite 12,139 40.4 1,478 29.7 13,617 38.9
Total 30,054 100.0 4,981 100.0 35,035 100.0
Missing 62
Offense Type
Crimes against persons (excluding sex offenses) 9,767 325 970 19.5 10,737 30.6
Drug offenses 5,029 16.7 1,204 24.2 6,233 17.8
Property offenses 3,115 10.4 1,312 26.3 4,427 12.6
Sex offenses 5,443 18.1 145 2.9 5,588 16.0
Burglary offenses 3,718 12.4 297 6.0 4,015 11.5
Fraud offenses 829 2.8 604 12.1 1,433 4.1
Motor vehicle offenses 404 1.3 57 1.1 461 1.3
Firearm offenses 388 1.3 29 .6 417 1.2
Miscellaneous* 1,360 4.5 363 7.3 1,723 4.9
Total 30,053 100.0 4,981 100.0 35,034 100.0
Missing 63
Release Type
Post-Release Control 11,661 38.8 1,039 20.8 12,700 36.3
Community Control 7,557 25.2 2,572 51.6 10,129 28.9
Parole 5,689 18.9 221 4.4 5,910 16.9
Compact Probation 1,675 5.6 512 10.3 2,187 6.2
Judicial Release 1,347 4.5 275 5.5 1,622 4.6
Compact Parole 776 2.6 80 1.6 856 2.4
Probation 365 1.2 98 2.0 463 1.3
Transitional Control**** 690 2.3 82 1.6 772 2.2
Treatment in Lieu 217 7 103 2.1 320 .9
Shock Probation 64 2 3 1 67 2
Total 30,041 100.0 4,985 100.0 35,026 100.0
Missing 71
Supervision Level
Basic High 6,139 20.4 228 4.6 6,367 18.2
Basic Medium 13,526 45.0 2,147 43.1 15,673 44.7
Basic Low 5,666 18.9 1,979 39.7 7,645 21.8
Intensive 1,666 5.5 103 2.1 1,769 5.1
Monitored 1,323 4.4 231 4.6 1,554 4.4
Residential** 519 1.7 60 1.2 579 1.7
New*** 1,202 4.0 237 4.8 1,439 4.1
Total 30,041 100.0 4,985 100.0 35,026 100.0
Missing 71

* Includes offenses against public peace, justice, and public administration; conspiracy, complicity and attempt.

** Offenders released to a halfway house under transitional control (TRC) release.

*** Prisoner has an approved placement but has not yet been released from incarceration. Upon release prisoner receives
a supervision level; they are “pending” cases until that happens.
**+x APA staffers no longer supervise Transitional Control (TRC) cases. The Bureau of Community Sanctions now
contracts with and monitors state licensed community halfway houses that supervise TRC cases.




Table 2: Distribution of Supervision Population by Release Type, Sex, Race and Age

Sex Race
Release Type Male Female Total Release Type Nonwhite White Total
N % N % N % N %
Community Control 7,557 | 746 | 2,572 | 25.4 | 10,129 Community Control 2,344 | 23.2 7,749 | 76.8 | 10,093
Compact Parole 776 | 90.7 80 9.3 856 Compact Parole 395 | 46.3 459 | 53.7 854
Compact Probation 1,675 | 76.6 512 | 234 2,187 Compact Probation 629 | 28.9 1,550 | 71.1 2,179
Judicial Release 1,347 | 83.0 275 | 17.0 1,622 Judicial Release 314 | 19.4 1,307 | 80.6 1,621
Parole 5,689 | 96.3 221 3.7 5,910 Parole 3,457 | 58.5 2,450 | 41.5 5,907
Post-Release Control | 11,661 | 91.8 | 1,039 8.2 | 12,700 Post-Release Control 5,882 | 46.3 6,814 | 53.7 | 12,696
Probation 365 | 78.8 98 | 21.2 463 Probation 112 | 24.4 347 | 75.6 459
Shock Probation 64 | 95.5 3 4.5 67 Shock Probation 24 | 35.8 43 | 64.2 67
Treatment in Lieu 217 | 67.8 103 | 32.2 320 Treatment in Lieu 31 9.7 287 | 90.3 318
Transitional Control 690 | 89.4 82 | 10.6 772 Transitional Control 402 | 52.1 369 | 47.9 771
Population Total 30,041 | 85.8 | 4,985 | 14.2 | 35,026 Population Total 13,590 | 38.9 | 21,375 | 61.1 | 34,965
Missing 71 Missing 132
Age
Release Type 24 and under 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49 50 and over Total
N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Community Control 3,189 | 315 | 1,610 | 159 | 1473 | 146 | 1,321 | 13.1 | 1,106 | 10.9 754 7.5 659 6.5 | 10,112
Compact Parole 115 | 135 133 | 15.6 141 | 16.5 140 | 16.4 140 | 16.4 91 | 10.7 94 | 11.0 854
Compact Probation 583 | 26.8 413 | 19.0 323 | 14.9 287 | 13.2 262 | 12.0 152 7.0 155 7.1 2,175
Judicial Release 495 | 30.5 300 | 18.5 272 | 16.8 208 | 12.8 151 9.3 104 6.4 91 5.6 1,621
Parole 40 7 626 | 10.6 | 1,054 | 17.8 | 1,068 | 18.1 | 1,157 | 19.6 941 | 15.9 | 1,023 | 17.3 5,909
Post-Release Control | 3,596 | 28.3 | 2,784 | 21.9 | 1,884 | 14.8 | 1,590 | 12.5 | 1,242 9.8 822 6.5 773 6.1 | 12,691
Probation 137 | 29.7 84 | 18.2 72 | 15.6 61 | 13.2 56 | 12.1 23 5.0 28 6.1 461
Shock Probation 12 |1 179 13 | 194 11 | 164 11 | 16.4 9 | 134 8 | 11.9 3 4.5 67
Treatment in Lieu 114 | 35.6 66 | 20.6 31 9.7 35 | 10.9 40 | 12.5 19 5.9 15 4.7 320
Transitional Control 197 | 255 167 | 21.6 143 | 185 99 | 12.8 78 | 10.1 53 6.9 35 4.5 772
Population Total 8,478 | 24.2 | 6,196 | 17.7 | 5404 | 154 | 4,820 | 13.8 | 4,241 | 12.1 | 2,967 8.5 | 2,876 8.2 | 34,982
Missing 115
Mean Age Median Age

Community Control 32 30

Compact Parole 36 36

Compact Probation 32 31

Judicial Release 31 30

Parole 41 40

Post-Release Control | 32 29

Probation 32 30

Shock Probation 34 34

Treatment in Lieu 31 28

Transitional Control 32 30




Table 3: Distribution of Supervision Population by Release Type, Offense Type and Supervision Level

Offense Type
Crimes against Burglar Propert Dru Motor vehicle Fraud Firearm .
Release Type perso?ls Sex offenses oﬁe?lse)s/ offerr?lse)s/ offensges offenses offenses offenses Miscellaneous* | Total
N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Community Control 2,152 21.3 589 5.8 480 4.7 | 2,585 | 25,5 | 2,384 | 23.6 210 2.1 857 8.5 212 2.1 653 6.5 | 10,122
Compact Parole 233 | 273 45 5.3 89 | 104 88 | 10.3 297 | 34.8 20 2.3 30 35 13| 15 38 4.5 853
Compact Probation 378 17.3 125 5.7 133 6.1 403 | 18.5 689 | 31.6 123 5.6 151 6.9 32 15 147 6.7 2,181
Judicial Release 459 28.3 174 | 10.7 208 | 12.8 265 | 16.3 292 | 18.0 36 2.2 71 4.4 15 9 102 6.3 1,622
Parole 2,908 | 49.2 | 1,402 | 23.7 | 1,001 | 16.9 112 1.9 397 6.7 2 .0 21 4 17 3 49 .8 5,909
Post-Release Control 4,250 | 335 | 3,231 | 254 | 1,956 | 154 668 5.3 ]| 1592 | 125 55 4 230 1.8 96 .8 622 4.9 | 12,700
Probation 101 22.1 12 2.6 21 4.6 154 | 33.7 77 | 16.8 4 .9 36 7.9 11 2.4 41 9.0 457
Shock Probation 17 25.4 8 119 14 | 20.9 14 | 20.9 10 | 14.9 0 .0 2 3.0 0 .0 2 3.0 67
Treatment in Lieu 5 1.6 0 .0 2 .6 39 | 12.3 265 | 83.3 0 .0 4 1.3 2 .6 1 .3 318
Transitional Control 223 | 28.9 0 .0 105 | 13.6 96 | 12.4 224 | 29.0 10 1.3 31 4.0 18| 2.3 65 8.4 772
Population Total 10,726 30.6 | 5,586 | 16.0 | 4,009 | 115 | 4,424 | 126 | 6,227 | 17.8 460 1.3 | 1,433 4.1 416 1.2 1,720 4.9 | 35,001
Missing 96
*Includes offenses against public peace, justice, and public administration; conspiracy, complicity and attempt.
Supervision Level
Release Type Basic High Basic Medium Basic Low Intensive Monitored Residential New Total
N % N % N % N % N % N % N %

Community Control 798 7.9 4,775 47.1 3,524 | 34.8 107 1.1 43 4 0 .0 882 8.7 10,129
Compact Parole 86 | 10.0 370 43.2 293 | 34.2 6 7 101 | 11.8 0 .0 0 .0 856
Compact Probation 154 7.0 715 32.7 1,112 | 50.8 3 1 192 8.8 0 .0 11 5 2,187
Judicial Release 261 16.1 895 55.2 394 | 24.3 37 2.3 5 3 0 .0 30 1.8 1,622
Parole 1,804 30.5 2,511 42.5 657 | 11.1 696 | 11.8 2 .0 0 .0 240 4.1 5,910
Post-Release Control 3,149 24.8 6,035 47.5 1,410 | 11.1 751 5.9 1,185 9.3 0 .0 170 1.3 12,700
Probation 77 16.6 169 36.5 127 | 274 2 4 23 5.0 0 .0 65 | 14.0 463
Shock Probation 25 | 373 24 35.8 11 | 164 4 6.0 0 .0 0 .0 3 4.5 67
Treatment in Lieu 9 2.8 179 55.9 116 | 36.3 5 1.6 2 .6 0 .0 9 2.8 320
Transitional Control 4 5 0 .0 1 1 158** | 20.5 1 1| 579 | 75.0 29 3.8 772
Population Total 6,367 18.2 15,673 44.7 7,645 | 21.8 1,769 5.1 1,554 4.4 579 1.7 1,439 4.1 35,026
Missing 71

**Cases miscoded as Intensive supervision should have been coded Residential




Table 4: Distribution of Supervision Population by Region/Unit Location and Sex

Sex Sex
Male Female Total . Male Female Total
Akron N % N % Lima N % N %
Akron 1 389 85.5 66 14.5 455 Lima 1 565 77.5 164 22.5 729
Akron 2 434 89.1 53 10.9 487 Lima 2 506 85.6 85 14.4 591
Akron 3 271 98.2 5 1.8 276 Lima 3 384 75.3 126 24.7 510
Canton 1 535 93.5 37 6.5 572 Toledo 1 527 90.4 56 9.6 583
Canton 3 464 72.5 176 27.5 640 Toledo 2 459 90.9 46 9.1 505
New Philadelphia 1 525 81.1 122 18.9 647 Toledo 3 440 91.3 42 8.7 482
Youngstown 1 524 91.0 52 9.0 576 Seneca 1 472 87.9 65 12.1 537
Youngstown 2 409 77.6 118 22.4 527 Defiance 1 401 78.3 111 21.7 512
Youngstown 3 453 83.7 88 16.3 541 Defiance 2 443 81.9 98 18.1 541
Ashtabula 1 229 81.8 51 18.2 280 Total 4,197 84.1 793 15.9 4,990
Painesville 1 377 84.5 69 155 446 Mansfield
Total 4610 | 846 | 837 | 154 5447 Mansfield 1 408 | 788 | 110 [ 21.2 518
Chillicothe Mansfield 2 376 | 853 65 14.7 441
Marietta 1 345 82.5 73 17.5 418 Mansfield 3 376 78.8 101 21.2 477
Athens 1 419 83.0 86 17.0 505 Mansfield 4 338 87.6 48 12.4 386
Athens 2 403 81.9 89 18.1 492 Elyria 1 508 77.6 147 22.4 655
Butler 1 108 94.7 6 5.3 114 Elyria 3 574 94.1 36 5.9 610
Butler 2 497 87.3 72 12.7 569 Elyria 4 355 72.2 137 27.8 492
Highland 1 492 86.5 77 13.5 569 Union 1 432 78.0 122 22.0 554
Lebanon 1 320 81.2 74 18.8 394 Total 3,367 81.5 766 18.5 4,133
Ross 1 335 82.3 72 17.7 407
Ross 2 331 81.5 75 18.5 406 Other* 3,335 85.3 577 14.7 3,912
Total 3,250 83.9 624 16.1 3,874 Population 30,105 858 | 4,990 14.2 | 35,005
Cincinnati Total
Cincinnati 1 306 | 903 33 9.7 339 Missing 2
Cincinnati 2 596 987 2 13 300 Includes Interstate Compact cases transferred
— - to other states, cases transferred to Ohio county
Cincinnati 3 632 | 91.2 61 8.8 693 jurisdictions, inactive cases, violators at large, halfway
Cincinnati 4 232 89.6 27 10.4 259 houses, and detainers.
Cincinnati 5 339 86.5 53 13.5 392
Cincinnati 6 426 94.0 27 6.0 453
Dayton 1 434 87.5 62 12.5 496
Dayton 2 502 89.0 62 11.0 564
Dayton 3 381 83.9 73 16.1 454
Dayton 4 407 91.3 39 8.7 446
Miami 1 208 79.4 54 20.6 262
Clark 1 357 84.8 64 15.2 421
Total 4,520 89.4 559 10.6 5,079
Cleveland
Cleveland 1 413 87.9 57 12.1 470
Cleveland 2 520 88.3 69 11.7 589
Cleveland 3 433 91.7 39 8.3 472
Cleveland 4 460 98.1 9 1.9 469
Cleveland 5 430 96.8 14 3.2 444
Cleveland 6 497 93.1 37 6.9 534
Cleveland 7 332 92.2 28 7.8 360
Cleveland 8 443 93.3 32 6.7 475
Cleveland 9 214 79.3 56 20.7 270
Cleveland 10 303 74.8 102 25.2 405
Total 4,045 90.1 443 9.9 4,488
Columbus
Columbus 1 12 92.3 1 7.7 13
Columbus 2 530 97.4 14 2.6 544
Columbus 3 516 86.1 83 13.9 599
Columbus 4 440 85.1 77 14.9 517
Columbus 5 525 87.9 72 12.1 597
Columbus 7 388 85.7 65 14.3 453
Columbus 8 370 82.4 79 17.6 449
Total 2,781 87.7 391 12.3 3,172




Table 5: Distribution of Supervision Population by Region/Unit Location and Race

Race Race

Nonwhite White Total . Nonwhite White Total
Akron N % N % Lima N % N %
Akron 1 239 52.6 215 47.4 454 Lima 1 77 10.6 651 | 89.4 728
Akron 2 263 54.2 222 45.8 485 Lima 2 52 8.8 536 | 91.2 588
Akron 3 119 43.3 156 56.7 275 Lima 3 200 39.3 309 | 60.7 509
Canton 1 250 43.7 322 56.3 572 Toledo 1 323 55.4 260 | 44.6 583
Canton 3 169 26.5 468 73.5 637 Toledo 2 250 49.5 255 | 50.5 505
New Philadelphia 1 76 11.8 567 88.2 643 Toledo 3 233 48.4 248 | 51.6 481
Youngstown 1 251 43.6 325 56.4 576 Seneca 1 137 25.6 399 | 744 536
Youngstown 2 209 39.7 317 60.3 526 Defiance 1 90 17.6 421 | 82.4 511
Youngstown 3 281 51.9 260 48.1 541 Defiance 2 71 13.1 469 | 86.9 540
Ashtabula 1 60 21.4 220 78.6 280 Total 1,433 28.8 3,548 | 71.2 4,981
Painesville 1 52 11.7 394 88.3 446 Mansfield
Total 1,969 | 36.2 | 3,466 638 | 5435 Mansfield 1 159 30.7 359 | 69.3 518
Chillicothe Mansfield 2 19 43 422 | 95.7 441
Marietta 1 15 3.6 403 96.4 418 Mansfield 3 25 5.3 451 | 94.7 476
Athens 1 24 4.8 480 95.2 504 Mansfield 4 70 18.1 316 | 81.9 386
Athens 2 34 6.9 458 93.1 492 Elyria 1 235 36.2 415 | 63.8 650
Butler 1 27 23.7 87 76.3 114 Elyria 3 306 50.2 304 | 49.8 610
Butler 2 97 17.0 472 83.0 569 Elyria 4 176 35.8 316 | 64.2 492
Highland 1 18 3.2 550 96.8 568 Union 1 78 14.1 475 | 85.9 553
Lebanon 1 33 8.4 361 91.6 394 Total 1,068 25.9 3,058 | 74.1 4,126
Ross 1 22 5.4 384 94.6 406
Ross 2 25 6.2 381 93.8 406 Other 1,555 39.9 2,343 | 60.1 3,898
Total 295 7.6 | 3,576 92.4 3,871 Population 13,617 389 | 21,416 | 611 35,033
Cincinnati T(_)tal_
Cincinnati 1 166 | 49.1] 172 ] 509 338 Missing 64
Cincinnati 2 164 54.7 136 45.3 300
Cincinnati 3 501 72.5 190 27.5 691
Cincinnati 4 156 60.2 103 39.8 259
Cincinnati 5 235 60.1 156 39.9 391
Cincinnati 6 265 58.5 188 41.5 453
Dayton 1 308 62.2 187 37.8 495
Dayton 2 301 53.4 263 46.6 564
Dayton 3 186 41.0 268 59.0 454
Dayton 4 110 24.7 336 75.3 446
Miami 1 30 11.5 232 88.5 262
Clark 1 131 31.1 290 68.9 421
Total 2,553 50.3 | 2,521 49.7 5,074
Cleveland
Cleveland 1 366 77.9 104 22.1 470
Cleveland 2 465 78.9 124 21.1 589
Cleveland 3 350 74.2 122 25.8 472
Cleveland 4 325 69.3 144 30.7 469
Cleveland 5 297 66.9 147 33.1 444
Cleveland 6 385 72.1 149 27.9 534
Cleveland 7 271 75.3 89 24.7 360
Cleveland 8 338 71.2 137 28.8 475
Cleveland 9 156 58.2 112 41.8 268
Cleveland 10 229 57.1 172 42.9 401
Total 3,182 71.0 | 1,300 29.0 4,482
Columbus
Columbus 1 6 46.2 7 53.8 13
Columbus 2 234 43.0 310 57.0 544
Columbus 3 367 61.5 230 38.5 597
Columbus 4 295 57.1 222 42.9 517
Columbus 5 116 19.5 480 80.5 596
Columbus 7 269 59.5 183 40.5 452
Columbus 8 275 61.5 172 38.5 447
Total 1,562 49.3 | 1,604 50.7 3,166




Table 6: Distribution of Supervision Population by Region/Unit Location and Age

Age

24 and 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49 S0and | 14

under over
Akron N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Akron 1 114 | 251 | 93| 205 | 71156 | 73161 | 40| 88| 33| 73| 30| 6.6 454
Akron 2 108 | 22.3 | 93| 192 | 86 | 177 | 75| 155 | 59 [ 122 | 35| 72| 29 6.0 485
Akron 3 48 | 174 | 37 | 134 | 38| 138 | 42| 152 | 43| 156 | 27| 98| 41| 149 276
Canton 1 103 | 180 | 124 | 217 | 94| 164 | 95| 166 | 62 | 108 | 48| 84| 46| 8.0 572
Canton 3 186 | 29.1 | 105 | 16.4 | 114 | 178 | 81 [ 127 | 61| 95| 47| 73| 46 7.2 640
New Philadelphia 192 | 29.7 | 119 | 184 87 | 13.5 96 | 14.9 58 9.0 46 7.1 48 7.4 646
Youngstown 1 112 | 194 | 96 | 167 | 83 | 144 | 95| 165 | 79| 137 | 60| 104 | 51| 89 576
Youngstown 2 140 | 26.6 94 | 17.9 83 | 15.8 62 | 11.8 60 | 11.4 36 6.8 51 9.7 526
Youngstown 3 153 | 28.3 | 110 | 204 | 77| 143 | 69 | 128 | 61| 113 | 44| 81| 26| 48 540
Ashtabula 1 89 | 31.8 43 | 15.4 28 | 10.0 30 | 10.7 46 | 16.4 21 7.5 23 8.2 280
Painesville 1 105 | 236 | 73| 16.4 | 62139 | 63 | 142 | 51| 115| 45| 101 | 46 | 10.3 445
Total 1,350 | 24.8 | 987 | 18.1 | 823 | 15.1 | 781 | 14.4 | 620 | 11.4 | 442 | 8.1 | 437 | 8.0 | 5,440
Chillicothe
Marietta 1 144 | 345 | 58| 139 | 54 | 129 | 56 | 134 | 47 [ 113 | 13| 3.1 | 45| 108 417
Athens 1 171 [ 339|101 | 200 | 71[141 | 57113 | 44| 87| 31| 61| 30| 59 505
Athens 2 151 | 308 | 85| 173 | 59| 120 | 76 155 | 49| 100 | 36| 73| 35| 7.1 491
Butler 1 4 3.5 16 | 14.2 24 | 21.2 30 | 26.5 28 | 24.8 8 7.1 3 2.7 113
Butler 2 118 | 208 | 111 | 195 | 78 | 13.7 | 83 | 146 | 78| 137 | 47| 83| 53| 93 568
Highland 1 141 | 248 | 112 | 197 | 80 | 141 | 69 | 121 | 78 [ 137 | 51| 90| 37| 6.5 568
Lebanon 1 116 | 29.5 64 | 16.3 56 | 14.2 51 | 13.0 56 | 14.2 27 6.9 23 5.9 393
Ross 1 90 | 221 | 74| 182 | 74| 182 | 57 | 140 | 45| 111 | 35| 86| 32 7.9 407
Ross 2 125 | 30.8 67 | 16.5 57 | 14.0 54 | 13.3 37 9.1 36 8.9 30 7.4 406
Total 1,060 | 27.4 | 688 | 17.8 | 553 | 14.3 | 533 | 13.8 | 462 | 11.9 | 284 | 7.3 | 288 7.4 | 3,868
Cincinnati
Cincinnati 1 86 | 254 | 81| 239 | 60| 177 | 43| 127 | 28| 83| 19| 56| 22| 6.5 339
Cincinnati 2 29 | 97| 28| 93| 45| 150 | 47 | 157 | 47 | 157 | 54| 180 | 50 | 16.7 300
Cincinnati 3 144 | 20.8 | 138 | 19.9 | 116 | 16.8 77 | 11.1 86 | 12.4 69 | 10.0 62 9.0 692
Cincinnati 4 60 | 232 | 55| 212 | 42 |162 | 32| 124 | 24| 93| 20| 77| 26| 10.0 259
Cincinnati 5 76 | 19.4 80 | 20.5 51 | 13.0 49 | 125 45 | 11.5 37 9.5 53 | 13.6 391
Cincinnati 6 99 [ 219 | 64 | 141 | 83| 183 | 62| 137 | 67| 148 | 40| 88| 38| 84 453
Dayton 1 121 | 244 | 97196 | 79[16.0 | 53| 107 | 68 | 137 | 34| 69| 43| 87 495
Dayton 2 130 | 231 | 94| 16.7 | 100 | 178 | 84 [ 149 | 60| 107 | 55| 98| 40| 7.1 563
Dayton 3 105 | 231 | 88| 194 | 74 |163 | 58| 128 | 53117 | 41| 90| 35| 7.7 454
Dayton 4 104 | 234 | 63142 | 51[115] 60| 135 | 52| 117 | 49| 110 | 66 | 14.8 445
Miami 1 69 | 26.3 | 48| 183 | 39| 149 | 37| 141 | 31|118| 22| 84| 16| 6.1 262
Clark 1 105 | 25.0 72 | 17.1 88 | 21.0 48 | 11.4 49 | 11.7 22 5.2 36 8.6 420
Total 1,128 | 22.2 | 908 | 17.9 | 828 | 16.3 | 650 | 12.8 | 610 | 12.0 | 462 | 9.1 | 487 | 9.6 | 5,073
Cleveland
Cleveland 1 90 [ 191 | 91194 | 90191 | 75|16.0| 53 |113| 36| 77| 35| 7.4 470
Cleveland 2 112 | 190 | 98| 166 | 92| 156 | 81| 138 | 68| 115 | 69| 11.7 | 69 | 11.7 589
Cleveland 3 84 | 178 | 83| 176 | 78| 165 | 72| 153 | 72153 | 47100 | 36| 7.6 472
Cleveland 4 87 | 18.6 58 | 12.4 66 | 14.1 69 | 14.7 73 | 15.6 56 | 11.9 60 | 12.8 469
Cleveland 5 68 | 153 | 54| 122 | 60| 135 | 74 | 167 | 67 | 151 | 54 | 122 | 67 | 15.1 444
Cleveland 6 108 | 20.2 | 108 | 20.2 72 | 13.5 77 | 14.4 80 | 15.0 40 7.5 49 9.2 534
Cleveland 7 71 | 197 | 75| 208 | 47| 131 | 45| 125 | 44 | 122 | 42| 11.7| 36| 10.0 360
Cleveland 8 85 | 179 | 81 |171| 68| 143 | 78| 164 | 63| 133 | 50| 105 | 50 | 10.5 475
Cleveland 9 60 | 224 | 50| 187 | 40| 149 | 43|160| 26| 97| 28| 104 | 21| 78 268
Cleveland 10 103 | 256 | 66 | 164 | 43 | 107 | 67 | 166 | 47 [ 117 | 39| 97| 38| 9.4 403
Total 868 | 19.4 | 764 | 17.0 | 656 | 14.6 | 681 | 15.2 | 593 | 13.2 | 461 | 10.3 | 461 | 10.3 | 4,484
Columbus
Columbus 1 5| 385 0 .0 1 7.7 0 .0 6 | 46.2 1 7.7 0 .0 13
Columbus 2 71131 | 69| 127 | 78| 143 | 75| 138 | 96 | 176 | 65| 11.9 | 90 | 16.5 544
Columbus 3 135 | 22,5 | 137 | 229 | 119 | 19.9 74 | 12.4 71 | 11.9 33 5.5 30 5.0 599
Columbus 4 75| 145| 88| 171 | 86| 167 | 96| 186 | 78 | 151 | 56 | 109 | 37 7.2 516
Columbus 5 149 | 25.0 | 120 | 20.1 93 | 15.6 70 | 11.7 73 | 12.2 50 8.4 41 6.9 596
Columbus 7 98 | 21.7 | 97 | 215 | 69| 153 | 62| 137 | 54119 | 34| 75| 38| 84 452
Columbus 8 96 | 214 | 84| 188 | 74| 165 | 56| 125 | 67 | 150 | 40| 89| 31 6.9 448
Total 629 | 199 | 595 | 18.8 | 520 | 16.4 | 433 | 13.7 | 445 | 14.0 | 279 8.8 | 267 8.4 | 3,168




Table 6: Distribution of Supervision Population by Region/Unit Location and Age (cont’'d)

Age
24 and 25.29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49 50and | 144
under over
N | % N % N % N % N % N % N | %

Lima
Lima 1 237 | 32.7 | 125 | 17.3 94 [ 130 | 100 | 13.8 74 | 10.2 54| 75 40 [ 55 724
Lima 2 209 | 35.4 | 108 | 183 87 | 14.7 67 | 11.3 42 | 71 39| 66 39 | 6.6 591
Lima 3 135 | 265 79 | 155 93 | 183 70 | 13.8 64 | 12.6 34| 6.7 34 | 6.7 509
Toledo 1 96 | 165 | 108 | 185 | 103 | 17.7 76 | 13.0 77 [ 132 68 | 1.7 55 | 9.4 583
Toledo 2 102 | 20.2 90 | 17.9 96 | 19.0 69 | 13.7 71 | 14.1 48 | 95 28 | 5.6 504
Toledo 3 111 | 23.1 93 | 19.3 72 | 15.0 62 | 12.9 71 | 14.8 40 | 83 32 | 6.7 481
Seneca 1 166 | 30.9 93 | 17.3 76 | 14.2 60 | 11.2 62 | 115 46 | 86 34 | 6.3 537
Defiance 1 196 | 38.4 85 | 16.6 59 | 11.5 64 | 12.5 51 | 10.0 28 | 55 28 | 55 511
Defiance 2 170 | 314 99 | 183 77 | 142 58 | 10.7 66 | 12.2 38| 7.0 33 | 6.1 541
Total 1422 | 285 | 880 | 17.7 | 757 | 152 | 626 | 126 | 578 | 11.6 | 395 | 7.9 | 323 | 65| 4,981
Mansfield
Mansfield 1 | 129 | 24.9 87 | 16.8 82 | 158 86 | 16.6 57 | 1.0 42 ] 81 35 | 6.8 518
Mansfield2 | 155 | 35.1 67 | 15.2 65 | 14.7 55 | 12.5 38| 86 37 | 84 24 | 5.4 441
Mansfield 3 | 151 | 31.7 90 | 18.9 54 | 11.3 67 | 14.0 42| 88 37| 78 36 | 7.5 477
Mansfield 4 78 | 20.2 76 | 19.7 62 | 16.1 55 | 14.2 43 | 111 38| 98 34 | 8.8 386
Elyria 1 182 | 27.8 | 100 | 15.3 94 | 14.4 | 105 | 16.1 61| 9.3 60 | 9.2 52 | 8.0 654
Elyria 3 144 | 236 | 114 | 187 | 112 | 184 67 | 11.0 72 | 11.8 47| 77 54 | 8.9 610
Elyria 4 126 | 256 93 | 18.9 79 | 16.1 68 | 13.8 58 | 11.8 39| 7.9 29 | 5.9 492
Union 1 170 | 30.7 | 106 | 19.1 71 | 12.8 70 | 12.6 63 | 11.4 37| 67 37 | 6.7 554
Total 1135 | 275 | 733 | 17.7 | 619 | 150 | 573 | 139 | 434 | 105 | 337 | 82 | 301 | 7.3 | 4132
Other 896 | 23.0 | 658 | 169 | 654 | 168 | 557 | 143 | 504 | 129 | 315 | 81| 320 ] 82| 3,904
.Fr’gtpa‘f'a“on 8,488 | 24.3 | 6,213 | 17.7 | 5,410 | 15.4 | 4,834 | 13.8 | 4,246 | 12.1 | 2,975 | 85 | 2,884 | 8.2 | 35,050
Missing 47




Table 7: Distribution of Supervision Population by Region/Unit Location and Offense Type

Offense Type
Crimes against Sex Burglar Propert Dru Motor Vehicle Fraud Firearm .

perso?ls offenses offe%seg offerr?lse)s/ offensges offenses offenses offenses Miscellaneous* | Total
Akron N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Akron 1 183 40.2 0 .0 79 17.4 40 8.8 86 | 18.9 4 .9 21 4.6 9 2.0 33 7.3 455
Akron 2 216 44.4 0 .0 73 15.0 47 9.7 95 | 19.5 7 1.4 11 2.3 5 1.0 33 6.8 487
Akron 3 23 8.3 | 218 | 79.0 7 2.5 2 7 10 3.6 0 .0 1 4 1 4 14 5.1 276
Canton 1 216 37.8 | 138 | 24.1 89 15.6 24 4.2 69 | 12.1 2 .3 3 5 4 7 27 4.7 572
Canton 3 130 20.3 48 7.5 29 4.5 | 168 26.3 143 | 22.3 27 4.2 46 | 7.2 15 2.3 34 5.3 640
New Philadelphia 115 17.8 | 110 | 17.0 51 7.9 156 24.1 133 | 20.6 16 2.5 18 2.8 7 1.1 41 6.3 647
Youngstown 1 226 39.3 | 112 | 195 80 13.9 45 7.8 61 | 10.6 12 2.1 14 2.4 7 1.2 18 3.1 575
Youngstown 2 81 15.4 18 3.4 30 5.7 99 18.8 207 | 39.4 7 1.3 33 6.3 32 6.1 19 3.6 526
Youngstown 3 97 17.9 69 | 12.8 60 11.1 65 12.0 175 | 32.3 9 1.7 25 | 4.6 25| 4.6 16 3.0 541
Ashtabula 1 57 20.4 44 | 15.7 26 9.3 36 12.9 76 | 271 6 2.1 8| 29 3 1.1 24 8.6 280
Painesville 1 114 25.6 | 100 | 225 42 9.4 78 17.5 57 | 12.8 17 3.8 19 4.3 6 1.3 12 2.7 445
Total 1,458 26.8 | 857 | 15.7 566 10.4 760 14.0 | 1,112 | 20.4 107 2.0 199 3.7 114 2.1 271 5.0 5,444
Chillicothe
Marietta 1 57 13.7 76 | 18.2 59 14.1 91 21.8 75 | 18.0 10 2.4 16 3.8 7 1.7 26 6.2 417
Athens 1 102 20.3 53 | 10.6 53 10.6 103 20.5 102 | 20.3 18 3.6 34 6.8 4 .8 33 6.6 502
Athens 2 109 22.2 86 | 17.6 67 13.7 98 20.0 73 | 149 9 1.8 26 | 5.3 8 1.6 14 2.9 490
Butler 1 111 99.1 0 .0 0 .0 1 9 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 112
Butler 2 146 25.7 | 135 | 23.7 86 15.1 50 8.8 71 | 125 15 2.6 30 5.3 9 1.6 27 4.7 569
Highland 1 133 23.4 | 134 | 23.6 60 10.5 49 8.6 129 | 22.7 11 1.9 22 | 3.9 6 1.1 25 4.4 569
Lebanon 1 85 21.6 57 | 145 29 7.4 70 17.8 86 | 21.8 20 5.1 24 6.1 5 1.3 18 4.6 394
Ross 1 94 23.2 72 | 177 65 16.0 58 14.3 76 | 18.7 4 1.0 23 5.7 1 2 13 3.2 406
Ross 2 94 23.2 44 | 10.9 54 13.3 89 22.0 81 | 20.0 5 1.2 18 4.4 4 1.0 16 4.0 405
Total 931 241 | 657 | 17.0 473 12.2 609 15.8 693 | 17.9 92 2.4 193 5.0 44 1.1 172 4.5 3,864
Cincinnati
Cincinnati 1 132 38.9 30 8.8 47 13.9 30 8.8 80 | 23.6 1 3 8| 24 1 .3 10 2.9 339
Cincinnati 2 27 9.0 | 248 | 82.7 16 5.3 2 7 2 7 0 0 0 .0 0 .0 5 17 300
Cincinnati 3 274 39.6 80 | 11.6 77 11.1 36 5.2 179 | 25.9 1 1 23 3.3 6 .9 16 2.3 692
Cincinnati 4 97 37.5 32 | 124 26 10.0 20 7.7 58 | 224 2 .8 5] 19 6 2.3 13 5.0 259
Cincinnati 5 149 38.0 41 | 105 53 13.5 21 54 86 | 21.9 5 1.3 14 3.6 4 1.0 19 4.8 392
Cincinnati 6 183 40.5 49 | 10.8 77 17.0 32 7.1 86 | 19.0 6 1.3 6| 13 1 2 12 2.7 452
Dayton 1 214 43.2 60 | 12.1 54 10.9 36 7.3 82 | 16.6 4 8 24 4.8 4 .8 17 3.4 495
Dayton 2 237 42.0 46 8.2 92 16.3 52 9.2 91 | 16.1 4 7 20 3.5 4 7 18 3.2 564
Dayton 3 152 33.5 68 | 15.0 66 14.5 50 11.0 66 | 14.5 6 1.3 27 5.9 6 1.3 13 2.9 454
Dayton 4 82 18.4 | 187 | 41.9 53 11.9 48 10.8 34 7.6 2 4 12 2.7 5 1.1 23 5.2 446
Miami 1 59 22.5 68 | 26.0 24 9.2 39 14.9 44 | 16.8 0 .0 16 | 6.1 3 1.1 9 34 262
Clark 1 130 30.9 71 | 16.9 66 15.7 49 11.6 70 | 16.6 6 1.4 13 3.1 1 .2 15 3.6 421
Total 1,736 342 | 980 | 19.3 | 651 12.8 | 415 8.2 878 | 17.3 37 7] 168 | 3.3 41 .8 170 3.3 | 5,076
Cleveland
Cleveland 1 263 56.0 2 4 72 15.3 20 4.3 79 | 16.8 1 .2 4 .9 8 1.7 21 4.5 470
Cleveland 2 321 54.5 7 1.2 79 13.4 29 4.9 112 | 19.0 1 2 5 .8 2 3 33 5.6 589
Cleveland 3 252 53.4 0 .0 75 15.9 26 5.5 84 | 17.8 0 .0 3 .6 1 2 31 6.6 472
Cleveland 4 55 11.7 | 369 | 78.7 21 4.5 2 4 17 3.6 0 .0 1 2 0 .0 4 .9 469
Cleveland 5 89 20.0 | 302 | 68.0 15 3.4 3 7 26 5.9 0 .0 0 .0 1 2 8 1.8 444
Cleveland 6 241 45.1 78 | 14.6 65 12.2 30 5.6 94 | 17.6 0 .0 3 .6 1 2 22 4.1 534
Cleveland 7 206 57.2 3 .8 50 13.9 13 3.6 64 | 17.8 0 .0 2 .6 5 14 17 4.7 360
Cleveland 8 230 48.5 73 | 154 51 10.8 23 4.9 80 | 16.9 0 .0 6 1.3 3 .6 8 1.7 474
Cleveland 9 75 28.1 0 .0 12 4.5 42 15.7 80 | 30.0 9 3.4 24 9.0 9 3.4 16 6.0 267
Cleveland 10 87 21.5 32 7.9 21 5.2 70 17.3 101 | 25.0 11 2.7 36 | 8.9 9 2.2 37 9.2 404
Total 1,819 40.6 | 866 | 19.3 461 10.3 258 5.8 737 | 16.4 22 .5 84 1.9 39 .9 197 4.4 4,483




Table 7: Distribution of Supervision Population by Region/Unit Location and Offense Type (cont’d)

Offense Type
Crimes against Burglary Property Drug Mo_tor Fraud Firearm . « | Total
persons Sex offenses offenses offenses offenses Ofehrlgfs offenses offenses Miscellaneous ota

Columbus N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Columbus 1 5 38.5 0 .0 2 15.4 3] 231 1 7.7 1 7.7 1177 0 .0 0 .0 13
Columbus 2 58 10.7 432 | 79.6 15 2.8 14 2.6 9 1.7 1 2 5 .9 3 .6 6 1.1 543
Columbus 3 276 | 46.1 2 .3 101 | 16.9 65 | 10.9 86 | 14.4 4 7 24 | 4.0 5 .8 36 6.0 599
Columbus 4 230 | 44.6 0 .0 105 | 20.3 68 | 13.2 58 | 11.2 2 4 25 | 4.8 6| 1.2 22 4.3 516
Columbus 5 186 31.2 78 | 13.1 93 15.6 89 14.9 88 | 14.8 5 .8 21 | 3.5 8 1.3 28 4.7 596
Columbus 7 193 | 42.6 1 2 74 | 16.3 49 | 10.8 79 | 174 4 .9 18 | 4.0 9] 2.0 26 5.7 453
Columbus 8 189 42.1 0 .0 79 17.6 49 10.9 80 | 17.8 7 1.6 12 | 2.7 5 1.1 28 6.2 449
Total 1,137 35.9 513 | 16.2 469 14.8 337 10.6 401 | 12.7 24 .8 106 | 3.3 36 1.1 146 4.6 3,169
Lima
Lima 1 128 17.6 100 | 13.7 61 8.4 178 | 24.4 149 | 20.4 12 1.6 42 | 5.8 11 1.5 48 6.6 729
Lima 2 114 19.3 129 | 21.8 78 13.2 86 14.6 91 | 154 7 1.2 35| 5.9 6 1.0 45 7.6 591
Lima 3 116 22.8 57 | 11.2 45 8.9 105 | 20.7 99 | 195 6 1.2 41 | 8.1 12 2.4 27 5.3 508
Toledo 1 198 34.0 133 | 22.9 75 | 12.9 32 5.5 94 | 16.2 7 1.2 15| 2.6 5 .9 23 4.0 582
Toledo 2 196 38.9 67 | 13.3 71 14.1 44 8.7 67 | 13.3 2 4 18 | 3.6 3 .6 36 7.1 504
Toledo 3 179 37.1 38 7.9 85 17.6 47 9.8 68 | 14.1 8 1.7 20 | 4.1 3 .6 34 7.1 482
Seneca 1 111 20.7 95 | 17.7 75 14.0 77 14.3 112 | 20.9 4 N4 26 | 4.8 7 1.3 30 5.6 537
Defiance 1 135 26.4 60 | 11.7 43 8.4 107 20.9 101 | 19.7 10 2.0 34 | 6.6 2 4 20 3.9 512
Defiance 2 112 20.7 79 | 16.6 43 7.9 118 | 21.8 106 | 19.6 20 3.7 46 | 8.5 2 4 15 2.8 541
Total 1,289 25.9 758 | 15.2 576 11.6 794 15.9 887 | 17.8 76 1.5 277 | 5.6 51 1.0 278 5.6 4,986
Mansfield
Mansfield 1 108 21.1 98 | 19.1 41 8.0 89 17.4 77 | 15.0 9 1.8 48 | 9.4 8 1.6 34 6.6 512
Mansfield 2 110 25.0 62 | 14.1 50 11.4 83 18.9 86 | 19.5 4 .9 24 | 55 2 .5 19 4.3 440
Mansfield 3 78 16.4 86 | 18.1 54 | 11.3 85 | 17.9 92 | 19.3 4 .8 38 | 8.0 7] 15 32 6.7 476
Mansfield 4 74 19.2 130 | 33.8 43 | 11.2 46 | 11.9 36 9.4 4 1.0 26 | 6.8 0 .0 26 6.8 385
Elyria 1 226 34.6 61 9.3 42 6.4 131 20.0 97 | 14.8 9 1.4 37 | 5.7 4 .6 47 7.2 654
Elyria 3 221 36.2 154 | 25.2 95 15.6 15 2.5 86 | 14.1 1 .2 6| 1.0 2 .3 30 4.9 610
Elyria 4 136 27.6 36 7.3 42 8.5 83 | 16.9 127 | 25.8 19 3.9 20 | 4.1 4 .8 25 5.1 492
Union 1 122 22.0 61 | 11.0 61 11.0 135 24.4 96 | 17.3 6 1.1 45 | 8.1 8 1.4 20 3.6 554
Total 1,075 26.1 688 | 16.7 428 10.4 667 16.2 697 | 16.9 56 1.4 244 | 5.9 35 .8 233 5.7 4,123
Other 1,291 33.2 269 6.9 391 10.1 614 15.8 828 | 21.3 47 1.2 188 | 4.8 57 1.5 203 5.2 3,888
Population Total 10,736 30.6 | 5588 | 16.0 | 4015 | 115 | 4,454 | 12.7 | 6,233 | 17.8 461 13| 1459 | 42 | 417 | 1.2 1,670 4.7 | 35,033
Missing 64

* Includes offenses against public peace, justice, and public administration; conspiracy, complicity and attempt.




Table 8: Distribution of Supervision Population by Region/Unit Location and Release Type

Release Type

CcC CPA CPR JUR PAR PRC PRO SPR TIL TRC Total
Akron N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Akron 1 46 | 10.1 15 3.3 38 8.4 5 1.1 87 | 19.2 260 | 57.3 2 4 0 .0 1 2 0 .0 454
Akron 2 43 8.8 19 3.9 35 7.2 3 .6 89 18.3 294 60.5 2 4 0 .0 1 2 0 .0 486
Akron 3 3 1.1 1 4 4 1.4 0 .0 64 23.2 204 73.9 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 276
Canton 1 6 1.1 0 .0 0 .0 1 2 140 | 245 423 | 741 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 1 2 571
Canton 3 418 65.3 19 3.0 33 5.2 155 24.2 0 .0 0 .0 2 .3 1 2 12 1.9 0 .0 640
New Philadelphia 263 | 40.6 27 4.2 47 7.3 55 8.5 36 5.6 144 | 223 | 12| 1.9 1 2| 62| 9.6 0 .0 647
Youngstown 1 5 .9 50 8.7 103 17.9 2 .3 148 25.7 268 46.5 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 576
Youngstown 2 418 | 79.5 0 .0 0 .0 83 | 15.8 0 .0 0 .0 3 .6 0 0| 22| 4.2 0 .0 526
Youngstown 3 260 | 48.1 20 3.7 40 7.4 36 6.7 54 | 10.0 122 | 22.6 1 2 1 .2 7] 13 0 .0 541
Ashtabula 1 96 34.3 9 3.2 26 9.3 21 7.5 25 8.9 76 27.1 19 6.8 0 .0 8 2.9 0 .0 280
Painesville1 95 | 21.3 15 3.4 50 | 11.2 16 3.6 45 | 10.1 201 | 451 | 18 | 4.0 0 .0 6| 1.3 0 .0 446
Total 1,653 30.4 175 3.2 376 6.9 377 6.9 688 12.6 1,992 36.6 | 59 1.1 3 1| 119 2.2 1 .0 5,443
Chillicothe
Marietta 1 220 52.6 9 2.2 22 5.3 29 6.9 27 6.5 89 21.3 6 1.4 0 0 16 3.8 0 .0 418
Athens 1 290 | 57.8 7 1.4 17 3.4 68 | 13.5 27 5.4 74 | 147 4 .8 2 4| 13| 2.6 0 .0 502
Athens 2 211 | 43.1 6 1.2 24 4.9 41 8.4 37 7.6 153 | 31.3 7] 14 0 0| 10| 20 0 .0 489
Butler 1 111 98.2 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 2 1.8 0 0 0 .0 0 .0 113
Butler 2 73 12.8 27 4.7 80 14.1 3 5 96 16.9 290 51.0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0 .0 569
Highland 1 145 25.5 14 2.5 64 11.2 29 5.1 66 11.6 229 40.2 2 4 0 0 20 3.5 0 .0 569
Lebanon 1 290 | 73.8 1 .3 6 1.5 25 6.4 16 4.1 53 | 135 1 .3 0 0 1 3 0 .0 393
Ross 1 79 | 195 26 6.4 71| 175 14 3.5 57 | 141 153 | 37.8 1 2 1 2 2 5 1 2 405
Ross 2 199 49.1 4 1.0 16 4.0 53 13.1 34 8.4 93 23.0 2 .5 1 2 3 7 0 .0 405
Total 1,618 41.9 94 2.4 300 7.8 262 6.8 360 9.3 1,134 294 | 25 .6 4 1 65 1.7 1 .0 3,863
Cincinnati
Cincinnati 1 26 7.7 21 6.2 50 14.7 1 3 79 23.3 162 47.8 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 339
Cincinnati 2 3 1.0 1 .3 5 1.7 2 7 156 52.0 133 44.3 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 300
Cincinnati 3 23 3.3 49 7.1 98 | 14.2 2 .3 169 | 245 345 | 50.0 1 1 0 .0 2 .3 1 K 690
Cincinnati 4 18 6.9 19 7.3 36 13.9 2 .8 72 27.8 111 42.9 0 .0 0 .0 1 4 0 .0 259
Cincinnati 5 21 5.4 24 6.1 47 | 12.0 3 8 114 | 29.2 178 | 45.5 1 .3 0 .0 0 .0 3 .8 391
Cincinnati 6 46 | 10.2 23 5.1 48 | 10.6 2 4 128 | 28.4 203 | 45.0 0 .0 0 .0 1 2 0 .0 451
Dayton 1 54 10.9 20 4.0 50 10.1 3 6 99 20.0 269 54.2 1 2 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 496
Dayton 2 64 | 11.3 17 3.0 44 7.8 5 .9 127 | 225 301 | 534 4 7 0 .0 2 4 0 .0 564
Dayton 3 35 7.7 15 3.3 62 | 13.7 7 1.5 78 | 17.2 256 | 56.4 0 .0 0 .0 1 2 0 .0 454
Dayton 4 106 | 23.8 12 2.7 24 5.4 13 2.9 100 | 22.4 188 | 42.2 1 2 0 .0 2 4 0 .0 446
Miami 1 122 | 46.6 5 1.9 13 5.0 6 2.3 15 5.7 95 | 36.3 1 4 0 .0 5] 1.9 0 .0 262
Clark 1 77 18.3 8 1.9 28 6.7 4 1.0 66 15.7 236 56.1 2 .5 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 421
Total 595 | 11.7 | 214 42| 505 | 10.0 50 1.0 | 1,203 | 237 | 2477 | 488 | 11 2 0 0| 14 .3 4 1| 5,073
Cleveland
Cleveland 1 0 .0 2 4 0 .0 0 .0 135 28.7 333 70.9 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 470
Cleveland 2 2 .3 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 189 32.3 395 67.4 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 586
Cleveland 3 1 2 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 146 30.9 325 68.9 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 472
Cleveland 4 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 176 | 375 293 | 62.5 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 469
Cleveland 5 0 .0 1 2 0 .0 0 .0 178 40.2 364 59.6 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 443
Cleveland 6 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 136 | 25.5 398 | 745 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 534
Cleveland 7 0 .0 2 .6 0 .0 1 .3 108 30.2 236 65.9 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 11 3.1 358
Cleveland 8 0 .0 5 1.1 0 .0 0 .0 178 37.6 290 61.3 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 473
Cleveland 9 77 | 28.6 46 | 17.1 92 | 342 6 2.2 15 5.6 26 9.7 6| 2.2 0 .0 1 4 0 .0 269
Cleveland 10 188 46.4 57 14.1 128 31.6 14 3.5 12 3.0 0 .0 4 1.0 0 .0 2 5 0 .0 405
Total 268 6.0 | 113 2.5 | 220 4.9 21 5| 1,273 | 284 | 2560 | 57.2 | 10 2 0 .0 3 1 11 2 | 4,479




Table 8: Distribution of Supervision Population by Region/Unit Location and Release Type (cont’d)

Release Type

cc CPA CPR JUR PAR PRC PRO SPR TIL TRC Total
Columbus N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Columbus 1 5] 385 0 .0 1 7.7 0 .0 4 | 30.8 3 23.1 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 13
Columbus 2 25 4.6 10 | 1.8 17 3.1 3 .6 180 | 33.1 308 56.6 1 2 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 544
Columbus 3 93 | 155 | 21|35 48 | 8.0 18 | 3.0 166 | 27.7 251 | 419 0 .0 0] .0 2| 3 0 .0 599
Columbus 4 22| 43| 14|27 19 | 37 11| 21 167 | 32.3 281 | 54.4 1 2 1] 2 1] .2 0 .0 517
Columbus 5 151 | 254 | 19 | 3.2 40 | 6.7 30| 50 80 | 13.4 260 | 43.7 0 .0 0] 0| 15|25 0 .0 595
Columbus 7 76 | 168 | 26 | 5.8 46 | 10.2 11| 24 107 | 23.7 178 | 39.4 5] 11 0] .0 3| 7 0 .0 452
Columbus 8 92 | 205 19 | 4.2 52 | 11.6 10 2.2 85 | 19.0 187 41.7 0 .0 1 2 2 4 0 .0 448
Total 464 | 14.6 | 109 | 3.4 223 | 7.0 83| 26 789 | 249 | 1,468 | 1,468 7 2 2] 1| 23| 7 0 .0 | 3168
Lima
Lima 1 454 | 62.3 6| .8 21| 29 59 | 8.1 32| 44 112 | 154 | 24| 33 1| 1] 20|27 0 .0 729
Lima 2 204 | 345 12 | 2.0 44 7.4 70 | 11.8 40 6.8 190 32.1 14 2.4 2 .3 15 | 25 0 .0 591
Lima 3 215 | 42.4 3] .6 21| 41 27| 53 56 | 11.0 123 | 243 7] 14 0] .0 4] 8| 51]101 507
Toledo 1 34 5.8 25| 43 66 | 11.3 12 2.1 162 | 27.8 281 48.3 1 .2 0 .0 1 .2 0 .0 582
Toledo 2 22 4.4 23 | 4.6 87 | 17.2 10 2.0 121 | 24.0 239 47.3 2 4 0 .0 1 2 0 .0 505
Toledo 3 22| 46| 13|27 54 | 11.2 5] 1.0 97 | 20.1 199 | 413 0 .0 0] .0 0 0] 92] 191 482
Seneca 1 186 | 34.6 7113 23 4.3 58 | 10.8 64 | 11.9 190 35.4 1 .2 0 .0 815 0 .0 537
Defiance 1 292 | 57.0 1] .2 23| 45 84 | 16.4 26 | 5.1 84 | 16.4 2 4 0] .0 0] .0 0 .0 512
Defiance 2 334 | 61.7 8|15 23 4.3 86 | 15.9 22 4.1 60 11.1 5 9 0 .0 3 .6 0 .0 541
Total 1,763 | 354 | 98] 2.0 362 | 7.3 411 | 8.2 620 | 12.4 | 1478 | 296 | 56| 1.1 3] 1] 52|10 143 | 29| 4,986
Mansfield
Mansfield 1 372 | 72.7 0| .0 2 4 41| 80 28 | 55 55 | 107 4 .8 9118 1] .2 0 .0 437
Mansfield 2 248 | 56.5 41 9 16 | 3.6 46 | 105 28 | 6.4 94 | 214 3 7 0] .0 0| .0 0 .0 421
Mansfield 3 218 | 45.8 4 .8 23 4.8 24 5.0 46 9.7 145 30.5 0 .0 1 2 15 | 3.2 0 .0 468
Mansfield 4 138 | 35.8 6116 15| 3.9 18| 47 61 | 15.8 140 | 36.4 3 .8 0] .0 4110 0 .0 341
Elyria 1 585 | 89.6 0 .0 1 .2 62 9.5 0 .0 0 .0 3 5 2 .3 0 .0 0 .0 593
Elyria 3 10| 16| 15[ 25 31| 51 4 7 198 | 32.5 351 | 57.6 0 .0 0] .0 0| .0 0 .0 533
Elyria 4 352 | 715 1] 2 18 | 3.7 26 | 53 17 | 35 74 | 15.0 4 8 0] .0 0| .0 0 .0 554
Union 1 280 | 50.5 6 1.1 30 5.4 54 9.7 33 6.0 140 25.3 2 4 2 4 7113 0 .0 569
Total 2,203 | 53.5 36 .9 136 3.3 275 6.7 411 | 10.0 999 24.2 19 5 14 .3 27 N 0 .0 3,916
Other 1565 | 402 | 17| .4 65| 1.7 143 | 3.7 566 | 14.5 592 | 152 | 276 | 71| 41 (11| 17| 4| 612 | 157 | 3,894
Population Total | 10,129 | 28.9 | 856 | 2.4 | 2,187 | 6.2 | 1,622 | 4.6 | 5910 | 169 | 12,700 | 36.4 | 463 | 13| 67 | .2 |320| .9 | 772 | 22| 35026
Missing 71

CC=Community Control CPA=Compact Parole CPR=Compact Probation JUR=Judicial Release PAR=Parole
PRC= Post-Release Control PRO=Probation SPR=Shock Probation TIL=Treatment in Lieu TRC=Transitional Control




Table 9: Distribution of Supervision Population by Region/Unit Location and

Supervision Level

Supervision Level

Basic High Mi?j?ijcm Basic Low Intensive Monitored Residential New Total
Akron N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Akron 1 34 7.5 271 | 59.7 123 | 27.1 15 3.3 11 2.4 0 .0 0 .0 454
Akron 2 30 6.2 290 | 59.7 118 | 24.3 21 4.3 27 5.6 0 .0 0 .0 486
Akron 3 229 | 83.0 5 1.8 0 .0 26 9.4 16 5.8 0 .0 0 .0 276
Canton 1 163 | 28.5 275 | 48.2 55 9.6 53 9.3 24 4.2 0 2 0 .0 571
Canton 3 67 | 10.5 411 | 64.2 160 | 25.0 1 2 1 2 0 .0 0 .0 640
NewPhiladelphia 122 | 18.9 293 | 45.3 204 | 315 7 1.1 20 3.1 0 .0 1 2 647
Youngstown 1 132 | 22.9 249 | 43.2 132 | 22.9 23 4.0 40 6.9 0 .0 0 .0 576
Youngstown 2 38 7.2 426 | 81.0 59 | 11.2 0 .0 3 .6 0 .0 0 .0 526
Youngstown 3 82 | 15.2 310 | 57.3 122 | 22.6 6 1.1 21 3.9 0 .0 0 .0 541
Ashtabula 1 56 | 20.0 109 | 38.9 87 | 31.1 2 7 26 9.3 0 .0 0 .0 280
Painesville 1 92 | 20.6 145 | 32.5 167 | 37.4 10 2.2 32 7.2 0 .0 0 .0 446
TRC 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 84 95.4 4 4.6 87
Total 1,045 | 18.9 | 2,784 | 50.3 | 1,227 | 22.2 | 164 3.0 | 221 4.0 84 1.5 5 .1 | 5,530
Chillicothe
Marietta 1 91 | 21.8 217 | 51.9 84 | 20.1 16 3.8 10 2.4 0 .0 0 .0 418
Athens 1 73 | 14.5 269 | 53.6 149 | 29.7 1 2 10 2.0 0 .0 0 .0 502
Athens 2 113 | 23.1 247 | 50.5 97 | 19.8 15 3.1 17 3.5 0 .0 0 .0 489
Butler 1 1 .9 53 | 46.9 59 | 52.2 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 113
Butler 2 140 | 24.6 197 | 34.6 164 | 28.8 26 4.6 42 7.4 0 .0 0 .0 569
Highland 1 160 | 28.1 263 | 46.2 97 | 17.0 8 14 40 7.0 0 .0 1 2 569
Lebanon 1 63 | 16.0 179 | 455 136 | 34.6 2 .5 13 3.3 0 .0 0 .0 393
Ross 1 89 | 22.0 165 | 40.7 127 | 314 15 3.7 9 2.2 0 .0 0 .0 405
Ross 2 50 | 12.3 241 | 59.5 101 | 24.9 5 1.2 7 1.7 0 .0 1 2 405
TRC 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 43 | 100.0 0 .0 43
Total 780 | 20.0 | 1,831 | 46.9 | 1,014 | 26.0 88 2.3 | 148 3.8 43 1.1 2 .1 | 3,906
Cincinnati
Cincinnati 1 43 | 12.7 239 | 705 37 | 10.9 15 4.4 5 15 0 .0 0 .0 339
Cincinnati 2 263 | 87.7 5 1.7 1 .3 31 ] 10.3 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 300
Cincinnati 3 84 | 12.2 317 | 45.9 94 | 13.6 35 51 | 160 | 23.2 0 .0 0 .0 690
Cincinnati 4 38 | 14.7 153 | 59.1 48 | 18.5 11 4.2 9 3.5 0 .0 0 .0 259
Cincinnati 5 44 | 11.3 250 | 63.9 69 | 17.6 22 5.6 3 .8 0 .8 0 .0 391
Cincinnati 6 70 | 155 255 | 56.5 88 | 19.5 33 7.3 5 1.1 0 .0 0 .0 451
Dayton 1 71 | 14.3 216 | 435 119 | 24.0 13 2.6 77 | 155 0 .0 0 .0 496
Dayton 2 63 | 11.2 312 | 55.3 118 | 20.9 32 5.7 38 6.7 0 .0 1 2 564
Dayton 3 80 | 17.6 208 | 45.8 105 | 23.1 5 1.1 56 | 12.3 0 .0 0 .0 454
Dayton 4 176 | 39.5 134 | 30.0 80 | 17.9 25 5.6 31 7.0 0 .0 0 .0 446
Miami 1 69 | 26.3 77 | 29.4 91 | 34.7 7 2.7 18 6.9 0 .0 0 .0 262
Clark 1 75 | 17.8 157 | 37.3 164 | 39.0 17 4.0 8 1.9 0 .0 0 .0 421
TRC 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 2 3.3 0 .0 39 59.0 | 23 | 37.7 61
Total 1,076 | 21.0 | 2,323 | 45.2 | 1,014 | 19.8 | 248 4.8 | 410 8.0 39 8|24 5] 5134
Cleveland
Cleveland 1 35 7.4 327 | 69.6 70 | 14.9 22 4.7 16 3.4 0 .0 0 .0 470
Cleveland 2 29 4.9 406 | 69.3 105 | 17.9 36 6.1 10 1.7 0 .0 0 .0 586
Cleveland 3 27 5.7 315 | 66.7 56 | 11.9 60 | 12.7 14 3.0 0 .0 0 .0 472
Cleveland 4 355 | 75.7 68 | 14.5 0 .0 26 5.5 20 4.3 0 .0 0 .0 469
Cleveland 5 272 | 61.4 130 | 29.3 12 2.7 22 5.0 7 1.6 0 .0 0 .0 443
Cleveland 6 18 3.4 371 | 69.5 86 | 16.1 12 2.2 47 8.8 0 .0 0 .0 534
Cleveland 7 23 6.4 221 | 61.7 75 | 20.9 28 7.8 11 3.1 0 .0 0 .0 358
Cleveland 8 39 8.2 309 | 65.3 99 | 20.9 15 3.2 11 2.3 0 .0 0 .0 473
Cleveland 9 2 7 75 | 27.9 188 | 69.9 0 .0 4 1.5 0 .0 0 .0 269
Cleveland 10 49 | 12.1 225 | 55.6 124 | 30.6 7 1.7 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 405
TRC 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 | 286 | 100.0 0 .0 286
Total 849 | 17.8 | 2,447 | 51.4 815 | 17.1 | 228 4.8 | 140 2.9 | 286 6.0 0 .0 | 4,765
Columbus
Columbus 1 1 7.7 6 | 46.2 6 | 46.2 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 13
Columbus 2 258 | 47.4 0 .0 0 .0 | 200 | 36.8 85 | 15.6 0 .0 1 2 544
Columbus 3 34 5.7 296 | 49.4 232 | 38.7 31 5.2 6 1.0 0 .0 0 .0 599
Columbus 4 45 8.7 272 | 52.6 86 | 16.6 44 8.5 70 | 135 0 .0 0 .0 517
Columbus 5 70 | 11.8 321 | 53.9 123 | 20.7 74 | 12.4 7 1.2 0 .0 0 .0 595
Columbus 7 13 2.9 234 | 51.8 176 | 38.9 25 5.5 4 .9 0 .0 0 .0 452
Columbus 8 39 8.7 236 | 52.7 156 | 34.8 15 3.3 2 4 0 .0 0 .0 448
TRC 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 | 120 | 100.0 0 .0 120
Total 460 | 14.0 | 1,365 | 41.5 779 | 23.7 | 389 | 11.8 | 174 5.3 | 120 3.6 1 .0 | 3,288




Table 9: Distribution of Supervision Population by Region/Unit Location and Supervision
Level (cont’'d)

Supervision Level

Basic High Basic Medium Basic Low Intensive Monitored Residential New Total
Lima N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
Lima 1 100 | 13.7 229 | 31.4 366 | 50.2 8 1.1 26 | 3.6 0 .0 0 .0 729
Lima 2 117 | 19.8 226 | 38.2 200 | 33.8 18 3.0 30 | 5.1 0 .0 0 .0 591
Lima 3 75 | 14.8 169 | 33.3 156 | 30.8 81 | 16.0 26 | 5.1 0 .0 0 .0 507
Toledo 1 157 | 27.0 253 | 43.5 108 | 18.6 39 6.7 25 | 4.3 0 .0 0 .0 582
Toledo 2 126 | 25.0 180 | 35.6 137 | 27.1 28 5.5 33 | 6.5 0 .0 1 2 505
Toledo 3 80 | 16.6 190 | 39.4 65 | 13.5 120 | 24.9 27 | 5.6 0 .0 0 .0 482
Seneca 1 169 | 31.5 229 | 42.6 109 | 20.3 10 1.9 20 | 3.7 0 .0 0 .0 537
Defiance 1 56 | 10.9 238 | 46.5 192 | 375 6 1.2 20 | 3.9 0 .0 0 .0 512
Defiance 2 77 | 14.2 245 | 45.3 190 | 35.1 12 2.2 17 | 3.1 0 .0 0 .0 541
TRC 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0
Total 957 | 19.2 1,959 | 39.3 | 1,523 | 30.5 322 6.5 224 | 4.5 0 .0 1 .0 4,986
Mansfield
Mansfield 1 89 | 17.4 264 | 51.6 5 1.0 153 | 29.9 0 .0 0 .0 1 2 512
Mansfield 2 81 | 18.5 223 | 50.8 115 | 26.2 6 1.4 14 | 3.2 0 .0 0 .0 439
Mansfield 3 89 | 18.7 221 | 46.4 130 | 27.3 20 4.2 16 | 3.4 0 .0 0 .0 476
Mansfield 4 144 | 37.4 123 | 31.9 82 | 21.3 16 4.2 20 | 5.2 0 .0 0 .0 385
Elyria 1 85 | 13.0 412 | 63.1 154 | 23.6 0 .0 1 2 0 .0 1 2 653
Elyria 3 201 | 33.0 276 | 45.3 69 | 11.3 27 4.4 36 | 5.9 0 .0 0 .0 609
Elyria 4 51 | 104 294 | 59.8 139 | 28.3 1 2 7114 0 .0 0 .0 492
Union 1 96 | 17.3 233 | 42.1 189 | 34.1 12 2.2 21 | 3.8 0 .0 3 5 554
TRC 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 1 | 100.0 0 .0 1
Total 836 | 20.3 2,046 | 49.6 883 | 21.4 235 5.7 115 | 2.8 1 .0 5 A 4,121
Other 364 | 11.0 918 | 27.9 390 | 11.8 95 2.9 122 | 3.7 6* .2 | 1,401 | 425 3,296
$gfa‘f'a“°” 6,367 15,673 7,645 1,769 1,554 579 1,439 35,026
Missing 71

* There were six (6) violators at large from halfway houses.




Table 10: Distribution of Original County of Commitment by Number of
For The Parole and

Commitments Residing in Same County as of July 1, 2005,

Post-Release Control Sub-Population (N = 17,447)

Offenders
Number residing in original Offenders
County of Committed county of Number residing in
Commitment commitment County of Committed original cpunty
% of . of commitment
. Commitment
N region N Rate

total % of
Akron N region N Rate
Ashtabula 108 3.9 62] 574 total
Belmont 49 17 35| 714 | Columbus
Carroll 22 8 9 40.9 Fairfield 90 4.4 46 51.1
Columbiana 08 35 68 69.4 Franklin 1,679 82.0 1,387 82.6
Geauga 28 1.0 6 21.4 Licking 173 8.5 90 52.0
Harrison 15 5 8 53.3 Madison 45 2.2 13| 289
Jefferson 58 21 36 62.1 Pickaway 60 2.9 20 33.3
Lake 180 6.4 90 50.0 REGION TOTAL 2,047 100.0 1,556 76.0
Mahoning 216 7.7 162 75.0 Lima
Portage 96 34 51 53.1 Allen 152 7.0 104 68.4
Stark 574 20.5 421 73.3 Auglaize 42 1.9 19 45.2
Summit 1,038 37.0 858 82.7 Champaign 62 2.9 29 | 46.8
Trumbull 265 9.5 172 64.9 Darke 35 1.6 16 45.7
Tuscarawas 57 2.0 36 63.2 Defiance 71 3.3 34 47.9
REGION TOTAL | 2,804 100.0 2,014 71.8 Erie 128 5.9 92 71.9
Chillicothe Fulton 24 1.1 14 58.3
Adams 29 1.8 18 62.1 Hancock 91 4.2 56 61.5
Athens 62 3.9 36 58.1 Hardin 25 12 17 | 68.0
Brown 40 2.5 23 57.5 Henry 21 1.0 7] 333
Butler 314 20.0 206 65.6 Logan 62 2.9 44 | 71.0
Clermont 206 13.1 114 55.3 Lucas 978 45.1 864 | 88.3
Clinton 59 3.8 22 37.3 Mercer 24 11 12 | 50.0
Fayette 23 1.5 10 435 Ottawa 11 5 3| 273
Gallia 23 15 13 56.5 Paulding 33 15 17| 515
Guernsey 46 2.9 25 54.3 Putnam 18 8 7] 389
Highland 44 2.8 22 50.0 Sandusky 63 2.9 39 | 61.9
Hocking 24 15 13 54.2 Seneca 103 4.8 58 56.3
Jackson 18 1.1 7 38.9 Shelby 54 25 41 | 75.9
Lawrence 55 35 42 46.4 Van Wert 34 16 16 | 471
Meigs 12 8 8 66.7 Williams 30 14 16 53.3
Monroe 10 6 6 60.0 Wood 80 3.7 34 | 425
Muskingum 141 9.0 92 65.2 REGION TOTAL 2,167 100.0 1,550 71.5
Noble 7 4 6 85.7 Mansfield
Perry 28 1.8 12 42.9 Ashland 68 4.3 30 44.1
Pike 6 4 0 .0 Coshocton 48 3.0 30 62.5
Ross 94 6.0 48 51.1 Crawford 31 1.9 22 | 710
Scioto 107 6.8 79 73.8 Delaware 76 4.8 23 | 303
Vinton 21 1.3 11 52.4 Holmes 20 1.3 7 35.0
Warren 130 8.3 46 35.4 Huron 65 4.1 39 60.0
Washington 62 3.9 43 69.4 Knox 40 2.5 22 55.0
REGION TOTAL | 1,572 100.0 907 57.7 Lorain 666 41.8 482 72.4
Cincinnati Marion 116 7.3 69 59.5
Clark 309 8.7 229 74.1 Medina 120 7.5 55 | 4538
Greene 224 6.3 87 38.8 Morrow 32 2.0 13 | 406
Hamilton 1,711 48.0 1,469 85.9 Richland 193 12.1 142 | 73.6
Miami 159 4.5 92 57.9 Union 41 2.6 16 | 39.0
Montgomery 1,124 31.6 905 80.5 Wayne 77 4.8 45 | 584
Preble 34 1.0 21 61.8 REGION TOTAL 1,593 100.0 995 62.5
REGION TOTAL | 3,561 100.0 2,803 78.7 Population
Cleveland In-state Total 17,447 100.0 13,139 75.3
Cuyahoga 3,703 100.0 3,314 89.5 Out-of-state commitments 1,158 - - -
REGION TOTAL | 3,703 100.0 3,314 89.5 Population Total 18,605 - - -

Missing 5 -- -- -




Table 11: Comparison of Census Years 2003, 2004 & 2005

Census Year

2003 (N=31,806)

2004 (N=34,314)

2005 (N=35,097)

% of % of % of

N 2003 N 2004 N 2005
Sex total total total
Male 27,183 85.5 | 29,377 85.6 | 30,106 85.8
Female 4623 145 4,937 14.4 4,991 14.2
Total 31,806 | 100.0 | 34,314 | 100.0 | 35,097 | 100.0
Age
24 and under 8,451 26.6 8,420 24.6 8,488 24.2
25-29 5,476 17.2 6,080 17.7 6,213 17.7
30-34 4,950 15.6 5,406 15.8 5,411 15.4
35-39 4,569 14.4 4,779 13.9 4,834 13.8
40-44 3,860 12.1 4,183 12.2 4,246 12.1
45-49 2,326 7.3 2,747 8.0 2,976 8.5
50 and over 2,174 6.8 2,652 7.7 2,884 8.2
Total 31,806 | 100.0 | 34,267 | 100.0 | 35,052 | 100.0
Missing 0 47 45
Mean 32 32 33
Race
White 19,296 60.8 | 20,578 60.1 | 21,418 61.1
Nonwhite 12,457 39.2 | 13,682 39.9 | 13,617 38.9
Total 31,753 | 100.0 | 34,260 | 100.0 | 35,035 | 100.0
Missing 53 54 62
Offense Type
Crimes against persons (excluding sex offenses) | 10,276 32.3 | 11,000 32.1 | 10,737 30.6
Drug offenses 5,645 17.7 6,033 17.6 6,233 17.8
Property offenses 4,307 135 4,580 13.4 4,427 12.6
Sex offenses 4,072 12.8 5,013 14.6 5,588 16.0
Burglary offenses 3,548 11.2 4,050 11.8 4,015 115
Fraud offenses 1,551 4.9 1,282 3.7 1,433 4.1
Motor vehicle offenses 579 1.8 504 15 461 1.3
Firearm offenses 491 1.5 429 1.3 417 1.2
Miscellaneous* 1,337 4.2 1,362 4.0 1,723 4.9
Total 31,806 | 100.0 | 34,253 | 100.0 | 35,034 | 100.0
Missing 61 63
Release Type
Post-Release Control 10,634 334 11,280 32.9 12,700 36.3
Community Control 9,491 29.8 | 10,058 29.4 | 10,129 28.9
Parole 5,844 18.4 6,808 19.9 5,910 16.9
Compact Probation 2,046 6.4 2,071 6.0 2,187 6.2
Judicial Release 1,485 4.7 1,547 4.5 1,622 4.6
Compact Parole 845 2.7 877 2.6 856 2.4
Probation 659 2.1 578 1.7 463 1.3
Transitional Control 464 1.5 685 2.0 772 2.2
Treatment in Lieu 194 .6 236 7 320 .9
Shock Probation 140 4 102 .3 67 2
Total 31,802 | 100.0 | 34,242 | 100.0 | 35,026 | 100.0
Missing 4 72 71
Supervision Level
Basic High 6,767 21.3 6,962 20.3 6,367 18.2
Basic Medium 14,008 44.0 | 14,637 42.7 | 15,673 44.7
Basic Low 7,246 22.8 7,724 22.6 7,645 21.8
Intensive 1,165 3.7 1,971 5.8 1,769 5.1
Monitored 1,140 3.6 1,181 3.4 1,554 4.4
Residential N/A N/A N/A N/A 579 1.7
New 1,476 4.6 1,767 5.2 1,439 4.1
Total 31,802 | 100.0 | 34,242 | 100.0 | 35,026 | 100.0
Missing 4 72 71

* Includes offenses against public peace, justice, and public
administration; conspiracy, complicity and attempt.






