Department of
Correction

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT
FISCAL YEAR 2017







The Tennessee Department of Correction
Fiscal Year 2016 — 2017 Statistical Abstract
Coordinated and Published by

Decision Support: Research & Planning Division

Tanya Washington, Director
Dave Elenbaas, Assistant Director
Tim Oliver, Program Support Coordinator

To request a copy of this report, or other research information,
contact us at
Telephone: 615-253-8187
Email: planning.research@tn.gov
Visit the TDOC website: www.tn.gov/correction

Pursuant to the State of Tennessee’s policy on nondiscrimination, the Department of Correction
does not discriminate on the basis of race, religion, national origin, sex, age, veteran’s status,
disability, pregnancy, creed and genetic information in its policies, or in the admission of or
access to, or treatment or employment in, its programs, services, or activities.

Equal Employment Opportunity/Affirmative Action inquiries or complaints should be directed to
the Department of Correction, EEO/AA Coordinator, Human Resources Office, 3" Floor Rachel
Jackson Building, 320 Sixth Avenue North, Nashville, TN 37243-0465, Telephone 615-253-8026
or TDD (for persons with hearing impairments), 615-532-4423.

ADA inquiries or complaints should be directed to the Department of Correction, Human
Resources Office, 3 Floor Rachel Jackson Building, 320 Sixth Avenue North, Nashville, TN
37243-0465, Telephone 615-253-8026 or TDD (for persons with hearing impairments), 615-532-
4423.

CustomerFocused

o

Great People. Great Service.






Table of Contents i

TABLE OF CONTENTS

TABLE OF CONTENTS ..ottt ettt ettt e st e st e s e s s e s e e e e s e mne e e s e nrenessamneneseenrenesennnenes i

Budget and Staffing..........ccceueeveeuiereeniirieeniirieeniinieeniisrensiessnnssessensssssnnssssses 1

TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION STAFFING......cccitiiiiiiiiiiiieieieeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeersesssrsssrsnensmsnnne 3
Personnel by Race and SexX: JUNE 30, 2017 ......oeieiiiiieeeiie ettt ettt e e ettt e e eee e e st eeests e e e eneae e s nsaeeesnsteeesnssaeeesnseeas 3
Personnel by Race and Sex (Percentages): JUNE 30, 2017 .......ooocviieeeeieeeeceee e tree e eeee e e e e enre e e e nea e e e ennneas 3
Personnel by Class: JUNE 30, 2008 - 2017 ....ccuueeeiiiieeeeiee e ettt e esteeeeste e e sesaeeessaaeeeessseeeenssaeessssseeessssesessssseeesnsees 4
Full-Time Equivalents (FTE’s) by Division: JUNE 30, 2017 .......uvieiiieeeeeiieeeecieeeeeteeeestree e eneeeeeaaeeeessreeeennsaeesennneas 4

CORRECTIONAL FACILITY STAFFING ....uiieieieieieieseessssssessse s s s s s s s 5
Correctional Officer Series Vacancies: July 1, 2008 - 2017 ......c.uuuiiieiieeieciiieee e eeecree e e e e e e erree e e e e s e e snraeeeeaaeeenas 5
Correctional Officer Series Vacancy Rates: July 1, 2008 - 2017 ......oeeiieeiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeciiieeee e e eeeeirree e e e e e e e snraeeeeaeeeeaas 5
Correctional Officer Series Vacancies by Classification: June 30, 2017 ........ooeiiiiiiiiiiiieiee e e 5
Authorized Full-Time Equivalents (FTE'S) by Facility: FY 2016 — 2017 ......coeiiiieeeeiie e e e e eereeeevree e vree e 6
Facility Staffing vs. Inmate Average Daily Population: FY 2008 — FY 2017 ......ccccviieiiiieeeeieee e cree e eeeee e e 6
Correctional Officer Salary COMPAriSONS .....cccciiiiiciiiieiiiee e ecee e eeee e see e e st e e e eaee e e s sareeeesntaeeessseeesrsteeesnnsseesansnes 7
Correctional Officer Series Turnover Rates by Facility: FY 2017 ......ccoociiiiiciieeeeee e ree e sree et 8

COMMUNITY SUPERVISION STAFFING .....uiiiiiieieieieisecsesssesessssssss s s s 9
Probation/Parole Officer Series Vacancies: July 1, 2013 = 2017....c..ccouieireeeeeeiieeeteeesteeeereeeeteeeereeesteeeresenveeeneeen 9
Probation/Parole Officer Vacancy Rates: July 1, 2013 — 2017 c....covieeuieeeeeeeteeeetee e eetee e eeteeeereeeeteeereseteeenee s 9
Probation/Parole Officer Vacancies by Classification: JUNE 30, 2017 ........ccovveeieeeeeeeieeeereeecteeeeteeeereeeereeeereeeveeen 9
Probation/Parole Staffing Trends: June 30, 2013 — 2017 .....eeouieiiieeieeeiieesieeecteeeeteeesteeereeeteeeeteeesteesbesenbeeennee s 9
Authorized Community Supervision FTE's by District: FY 2016 - 2017 .....cceovovieeeieiieeeieeeecreeeesiveeeenreeeseveee e 10
Community SUPervision TUrNOVEN RAte: FY 2017 ... s e e e e s e s e s e s e e s e e e e s e s e sesnseseee s 10

TDOC IN THE CONTEXT OF THE STATE BUDGET ...cccttttiiiiiiiiieititieteieeeeeeereeeeereeeeerereeeereereesessse.. 11
FY 2016 - 2017 Total Budget RecommeENndations ...........cueieiieiiiiiiiiieee et et e et e e e e e e e e aarar e e e e e eena 11

Population, Capacity, and Trends................eeeeeeeeeeereeiereerereeereescsenssernnnenns 13

TDOC INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY AND INMATE POPULATION.....ccttiiiiieieteeeeeeeeeeeeeereeeeeeeeeeeesseneeeeennnnnnnees 15
Capacity & Population Distribution by Facility: JUN€ 30, 2017 .......oviiieiee et eree e ereee e eeee e e s e e 15
TDOC Operating Capacity Compared to Inmate Population Projections..........cccceeveeeieeiiiieeeicc e 16
Total Felon Inmate Population (Historical and Projected): FY 2008 — FY 2020.......c..ceceeeieeeeiuieeeeciiee e e 16

FELON POPULATION TRENDS ...cceiiitiiiiiiiiiieiiieeeeeeeeeeeee ettt e e e seee e e ee e e eeae e e e e aeae e e e e e e e e e e aaaaaaaaeaaaaaaaaaaaeens 17
Total Incarcerated Felon Population: JUNE 30, 2017.......cco ittt e e e arre e e e e e e e eaaae e e e e e e e nnenes 17
Fiscal Year-End Incarcerated Felon Population by Location: FY 2008 — FY 2017 .......cceeecveeevcieeeecieeeeeeree e 18
Fiscal Year-End Incarcerated Felon Population by Sex: FY 2008 — FY 2017 ....ccuvvveiiiieeieiee e e e e 18
LOCal JAil CENSUS: FY 2016 = 2017 ..eeoiieiieeiiieeieeeieesiee st e et e ste e st esbe e st e s bt e sbeesabaesssaesabaesbeesbeesseesbaesnseesnns 19

FELON INMATE DEMOGRAPHICS: AGE, SEX, AND RACE .....ccooeeeeeeeeeeeeee e, 20
Felon Inmate Population by Age (Systemwide): JUNE 30, 2017 ......coouiieeeiiiiieeiiee ettt et e 20
Felon Inmate Population by Age and Location: JuNe 30, 2017 ......cceieeiiiiiiiieeeeeececiiieee e e eeecireee e e e e esarareea e e e 20
Felon Inmate Population by Sex and Race (Systemwide): June 30, 2017 ......cccoeeiiiiieeeiieeeeciee e e 21

Felon Inmate Population by Sex, Race, and Location: June 30, 2017 ........eeeeieeiieiiiiieeeee e eeerrere e e e e 21



i 2017 Statistical Abstract

SENTENCE LENGTH .. e e nan 22
Average Sentence Length by Primary Offense and LOCation ........cccuvvieeiiieiciiie e 22
Average Sentence Length by Primary Offense: Felon AdmiSSIONS........cccveeiiiiieeiiiie e ccteee e 23
Average Time Served by Primary Offense: Releases by LOCAtion .........ccceeeiieiiiiiiiee et 24
Average Time Served by Primary Offense: Releases bY TYPE ..cooio o iiiiiiie et e e e 25

INMATE ADMISSIONS AND RELEASES ...ttt e e e e e s e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 26
ANNUAl ADMISSIONS AN REIEASES ...eeiiiuiiiiieiiiee ettt ettt ettt e e sttt e e s te e e sttt e e e s abteessateeesabeeessabaeessastaeesnssaeenns 26
Felon Inmate Admissions by Type and Location: FY 2016 - 2017 ........oeeeeiiiieeiiieeeiieeeecreeeseee e eevee e e seve e e 26
Felon Inmate Releases by Type and Location: FY 2016 — 2017 ......ccoccuveeeeiiieeeiieeeccieeeeeireeeseee s seeeeeesnnaeesenneeas 26
Felon Inmate Admissions by Age, Race, and Sex: FY 2016 — 2017 .......oeeeeciieeecieeeeiieeeeeireeeeeeeesseveeeeseeneesennneas 27
Felon Inmate Releases by Age, Race, and Sex: FY 2016 — 2017 .....ccoccueieeeiieeeeeieeeecieeeeetre e e snee e sereeeeseae e e 27
Inmate Admissions by Geographical Region: FY 2016 - 2017 ......ueeiiiiiiiiiiiiieee e ecccirree e e e eeenrree e e e e e e e snvreneeeeeeeaa 28
Inmate Admissions by County of Conviction: FY 2016 — 2017 ......eeeeiieiiiiiiiieee e ecciieee e eeecrree e e e e e e eavrae e e e e e e 29
Felon Inmate Population by County of Conviction: June 30, 2017 .........euviiiiiiieiiciiiee et 30
Total Community Supervision Felon Population: JUNE 30, 2017.......c.uvveeeiiieeciieeeeiee e eeree st e eiree e sene e s 31
Fiscal Year-End Community Supervision Felon Population: FY 2008 — FY 2017.......c.ceeeecieeercieee e e eeeree e 31
Parole and Probation Population by District: JUNE 30, 2017 ....c..eeiiiiiiieeeiie ettt e e e e e s 31

COMMUNITY SUPERVISION DEMOGRAPHICS: AGE, SEX, AND RACE......cccoioieieceiecececerece e 32
Community Supervision Population by Age (Systemwide): June 30, 2017 .....ccccvvieieciieeeiieeeeceee e e siree e 32
Community Supervision Population by Age & Type of Supervision: June 30, 2017.......cccceeeeeeiiriiieeeeeeccireeeennn. 32
Community Supervision Population by Race & Sex (Systemwide): June 30, 2017 .......cccoovieeeerieeeeiieeeeciee e 33
Community Supervision Population by Sex, Race, and Type of SUPErvision ..........cccccveeeeeeeeeiiiieiieee e, 33

COMMUNITY SUPERVISION ADMISSIONS AND RELEASES ......uuecccececececc e 34
Community Supervision Admissions and Releases by Location: FY 2016 - 2017 .......ccceeeeveeeeiiveeerieeeeeiee s 34
Community Supervision Releases by Type and Location: FY 2016 - 2017 ......cccccoviieiiiieeeiieeeecieeeeceeeeeeiree s 34
Community Supervision Admissions by Age, Race and Sex: FY 2016-2017 ......cccccveercuieeeeireeeesineeesieeeeseveeeenns 35
Community Supervision Releases by Age, Race, and Sex: FY 2016-2017........cccccvveeviieeecireeeeieeeeeseeeeesceveeeenns 35

Offender Accountability, Programs & Services ............cceceveeeveeereenereenenns. 37

COMMUNITY SERVICE ... e e s e e e e s s s s s e s e e nan 39
Total Hours and Estimated Value of Community Service Work - INMate ........cccceeevieeeecciee e 39
Total Hours and Estimated Value of Community Service Work — Community Supervision...........ccccceeeeeeeennnns 39

EDUCATIONAL, REHABILITATIVE, AND JOB PROGRAMS ..ottt ee e 40
Inmate Program Assignments: JUNE 30, 2017 .....uuuuuuuuuuiuieiiiiiiiuiuieiuiurerurarererarerererere..—.—.———————————————.........—.———————— 40
Inmate Educational ENrollment: FY 2016 — 2017 ....coiiiiiiiiiiieeeiieeeritee et et e e st eessbae e s siaae e s saeeeessabaeesnanneas 41
TeSt RESUIES: FY 2016 — 2017 ....eiiiiiiieeeiiieee ettt ettt e e sttt e e st e e s sabte e e s b e e e sabeeeseabaeessabeeeessbaeesaasteessabbaeesansaeesaaseeas 41
High School Equivalency & Vocational Certificates: FY 2008-2017........cccccverieriieeiniienniesiiieesieessieessieessieeesseesnns 41

DRUG SCREENS ...ttt ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaes 42
INmMate Drug SCreens: FY 2016 — 2017 ...uuuuuuiiieieiiiuiuiuiutuuuieuaiauetaraeeeaeaeerareeaaareeerarareraraearaeaeananssssasssnsssensssnnsnnssssnns 42
Positive Drug Test Averages by Quarter: FY 2015 = FY 2017 ..oociieieiiiieniieeeieeeieesieeesieessieeesieessieessaeessveessneesans 42

INMATE HEALTH AND BEHAVIORAL HEALTH SERVICES ....ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeceeceeee e 43
Number of Inmate Patients in Individual Chronic Care ClNICS .......covcuieiiiiieeiniiee et s 43
Inmate Hospital Admissions: Fiscal YEar 2013 — 2017 ...ouiieiiieiiiieeee e ecctteee e e e eeetttee e e e e e eearre e e e e e s e e eanaraneeaaeeenas 43
Telehealth Encounters Monthly Average: Fiscal Year 2013 - 2017 ......uuviieiiieieciiieee et e e eeerre e e e e e e eanees 44

Inmate Mental Health Patients for Levels of Care Il, I, and IV .......uueeeerereeuimreriiiieiiinieiiresasessseeesessrerenerenen.—... 44



Table of Contents ii

[ 1= Lo o s o] ][ ok TR 1.

Tennessee Department of Correction Facilities and OffiCes......cuuuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniee e 47
CORRECTIONAL FACILITY DEMOGRAPHICS ... s 48
Prison Security Designations: JUNE 30, 2017 .......uuuuuuuiuiuiiiiiiiiiuiiieueueuneererererererererarere...————————————————.....n.....—————————— 48
Inmate Population Custody Levels: JUNE 30, 2017.......uuiiiiei ittt e e e e eeetre e e e e e e e e arre e e e e e s eeanrbaneeaaeeanen 48
Average Daily Population by Facility: FY 2016 — 2017 .......uoeiiiiiieeeiieeeccieeeertteeeettee s te e e et e e e saeae s e enaaeesnseaeens 49
Facility Inmate Populations by Age: JUNE 30, 2007 .......ueeeiiciiieeeeieeeecieee ettt e et e et eeestae e e sanaee s snaeeeesnsseesennneas 49
Facility Inmate Populations by Race and Sex: JUNE 30, 2017 ........ueeiiuieeeeiieeeeieeescreeeestreeesae e e snreeeesneaeesennneas 50
Facility Inmate Populations by Primary Offense: JUNe 30, 2017 ......ccoooiiiieee ettt e e vrer e e e e 50
CORRECTIONAL FACILITY INCIDENTS. .. e s s 51
Incidents by Type and QUarter: FY 2016 — 2017 ........uuiiiiiieeeeecieeeee e ettt e e e e e e e ittre e e e e e seeaasaeeeeeeseeansbanaeaaeeanns 51
TDOC Incident Summary by Incident Type and Facility: FY 2016 — 2017 .....cccccciiiieeieeeccciiieeee e e 52
TDOC Incident Summary by Incident Type and Facility: FY 2016 — 2017 (CONL.) weevvvvieeeeiiie e 53
TDOC Incident Summary by Incident Type and Facility: FY 2016 — 2017 (CONL.) woevvvveeeeeiiie e 54
COMMUNITY SUPERVISION DEMOGRAPHICS ... 55
Parolee Populations by District and Age: JUNE 30, 2017 .......ueiieiiiee e eeee e et e e e stre e e eae e e e are e e e eaeae e s ennaeas 55
Parolee Populations by District by Race and Sex: JUNe 30, 2017 ......c.uveeeeciiieeeiieeeccreee e esee e eeeee e e sere e s 55
Probationer Populations by District and Age: JUNE 30, 2017 .......ueiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee ettt e e e arar e e e e e 56
Probationer Populations by District by Race and Sex: June 30, 2017 .......uuueeeiieiiciiiiiee e eevrer e e e e e 56
Probation/Parole Populations by Level of Supervision: JUNe 30, 2017........cooueeeeeeieeeeeeeiteeecteeeeteeeereeesteeeeseeenns 57
Probation/Parole SUPervision StaNdardS.........c.ecccveecieeiiieeiiecciee e ceree et e et e e e e e beeebee e baeebee e baeeseeebaeenseeeans 57
Program SUPErviSion UNIt (PSU) .oocuieiiiie e ecees st e sttt e et e e et e e e s tte e e s sta e e snteeeenntaeeesanaaeesnsseeesnnsseesansnns 58
STATISTICAL ABSTRACT USER’S GUIDE .....ciii ettt ettt ettt ettt e ettt e e aae e e e naa e e eearaeaeenraeaas 60
(Lo o 10| = YuToT oW =Y o [l 1 AV < T =T T LR 60
Offender Accountability, Programs & SEIVICES ......ccuuiiiicuiieeiiieeeeeieeeeetee e sree e sete e e e sraeeestreeessssaeessaseeeessseesannes 60

(DT g gTo ={ =1 ] o | ol ST SPPP 61






Ty
5
&
«
+
/)]
o
=
«
e
<
o
e
=)
M







Budget & Staffing 3

TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION STAFFING

The Central Office Human Resources section provides technical assistance and advice and
ensures compliance with Civil Service Rules, EEOC/Affirmative Action, state law, and policies.
This section also implements and monitors personnel-related programs such as employee
relations, recruitment and retention, training, performance evaluations, employee transactions,
and employee benefits, including accommodations under the Americans with Disabilities Act.

Personnel by Race and Sex: June 30, 2017

Male Female Total

White 2,748 1,428 4,176

Black 574 915 1,489
American Indian 14 8 22
Asian 8 8 16
Hispanic 51 32 83
Other 31 40 71

Total 3,426 2,431 5,857

Personnel by Race and Sex (Percentages): June 30, 2017

80.0%
70.0% —
24.4%
60.0%
Female
50.0% —
Male
40.0% - 46.9%
30.0%
20.0% — 15.6%
0.1% 0.1% 0.5% 0.7%
10.0% —
0.9%
9.8% 0.2% 0.1% 0.5%
0-0% T T T T T 1
White Black American Asian Hispanic Other
Indian
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Personnel by Class: June 30, 2008 - 2017

Personnel Type |FY16-17|Fy15-16|Fy14-15|Fy13-14| Fy12-13|Fy11-12| FY10-11| FY09-10| FY08-09| FYO7-08
ggfﬁ:i':t ators 31% | 26% | 25% | 23% | 22% | 22% | 22% | 21% | 21% | 2.3%
Security 54.7% | 56.3% | 54.1% | 56.5% | 54.8% | 65.3% | 65.4% | 64.7% | 65.3% | 64.0%
Maintenance 11% | 29% | 33% | 34% | 33% | 40% | 41% | 44% | 44% | 43%
Professional 30.6% | 28.4% | 29.5% | 27.5% | 28.5% | 16.6% | 16.5% | 16.9% | 16.1% | 16.5%
Skilled 18% | 1.9% | 19% | 18% | 17% | 20% | 19% | 19% | 20% | 21%
Clerical 67% | 6.4% | 69% | 66% | 67% | 62% | 62% | 65% | 68% | 7.4%
Technical 17% | 15% | 18% | 18% | 27% | 37% | 37% | 36% | 34% | 3.4%

Full-Time Equivalents (FTE’s) by Division: June 30, 2017

Division Number of FTE's| % of Total
Facilities 4,558 79.6%
Community Supervision 895 15.6%
Central Office 272 4.8%
Total 5,725 100%
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CORRECTIONAL FACILITY STAFFING

Correctional Officer Series Vacancies: July 1, 2008 - 2017

As of: Vacant Positions Total Positions Vacancy Rate
7/1/2017 375 3,591 10.4%
7/1/2016 246 3,476 7.1%
7/1/2015 335 3,479 9.6%
7/1/2014 266 3,712 7.2%
7/1/2013 308 3,705 8.3%
7/1/2012 135 3,408 4.0%
7/1/2011 125 3,389 3.7%
7/1/2010 112 3,360 3.3%
7/1/2009 143 3,360 4.3%
7/1/2008 173 3,491 5.0%

Correctional Officer Series Vacancy Rates: July 1, 2008 - 2017

12.0%

10.0%

8.0%

P a4

4

2 6.0%

(44 \
4.0%
2.0%
0.0% T T T T T T : : :
2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Correctional Officer Series Vacancies by Classification: June 30, 2017

Correctional
Correctional Clerical
Positions Officer Officer Corporal | Sergeant | Lieutenant | Captain TOTAL
Total 2,611 132 455 257 76 60 3,591
Filled 2,285 123 427 247 74 60 3,216
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Authorized Full-Time Equivalents (FTE'S) by Facility: FY 2016 — 2017

Facility Security Non-Security Total
Bledsoe County Correctional Complex 510 166 676
DeBerry Special Needs Facility 254 139 393
Mark Luttrell Transition Center 94 54 148
Morgan County Correctional Complex 519 154 673
Northeast Correctional Complex 316 154 470
Northwest Correctional Complex 381 169 550
Riverbend Maximum Security Institution 261 52 313
Tennessee Correction Academy 1 71 72
Tennessee Prison for Women 158 57 215
Turney Center Industrial Complex 257 108 365
West Tennessee State Penitentiary 120 563 683
Facility Subtotal 2,871 1,687 4,558
Central Office 0 272 ] 272
Total 2,871 1,959 || 4,830
% of Total 59% 41% || 100%

Correctional facility staffing trends are presented in the below graph. Data is included on total
facility staffing (expressed in FTEs or full time equivalents) and uniformed security staffing levels
as compared to the average daily inmate population. Between FY 2008 and FY 2017:

» Inmate average daily population increased by 12.9%.
» Total facility staffing decreased by 8.9%.
» Total uniformed security staffing decreased by 27.9%.

Facility Staffing vs. Inmate Average Daily Population: FY 2008 — FY 2017
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Correctional Officer Salary Comparisons

The ability to recruit and retain qualified staff continues to be a concern for the Department.
Because salary levels are critical in recruitment and retention of staff, the Department closely
monitors other correctional and law enforcement agencies to compare its salaries with those
offered by agencies performing similar functions.

Average Starting Salaries: Neighboring States

Average Starting
State DOC Salary

When compared to neighboring
. state correctional departments,

North Carolina $30,866 TDOC ranks 7" in the average

starting salary for correctional

Missouri $30,240 officers. Of the 15 states
participating in the Southern
Virginia $29,596 Legislative Conference (SLC),

Tennessee places 10™ — with an
average starting salary slightly

Georgia $29,488 below the SLC average of $28,264.

Alabama $28,517
Source: Southern Legislative Conference —
July 2016.

Arkansas $28,480

Tennessee $27,329

Kentucky $26,400

Mississippi $24,903

Average Starting Salaries: Federal & TN Counties

Federal Bureau of Prisons $40,511

TDOC also ranks low when

Shelby County Sheriff's Office $36,813 compared to other correctional and
law enforcement agencies located

near some of our facilities. These

Davidson County Sheriff's Office $39,362 are some of the agencies with
whom we compete directly in the
Hamilton County Sheriff's Office $32,090 recruitment and retention of

uniformed staff.
Knox County Sheriff's Office $31,429




8 2017 Statistical Abstract

In FY 2017, the correctional officer turnover rate was 36.7% systemwide. The turnover rate
includes all officers leaving positions, but excludes those occurring when an employee is
transferred or promoted within the TDOC system in the correctional or probation/parole officer
series.

Correctional Officer Series Turnover Rates by Facility: FY 2017

Institution Co.rrectional Officer
Series Turnover Rate
Bledsoe County Correctional Complex BCCX 38.5%
DeBerry Special Needs Facility DSNF 33.8%
Mark Luttrell Transition Center MLTC 31.0%
Morgan County Correctional Complex MCCX 29.4%
Northeast Correctional Complex NECX 22.9%
Northwest Correctional Complex NWCX 42.3%
Riverbend Maximum Security Institution RMSI 43.4%
Tennessee Prison for Women TPFW 62.0%
Turney Center Industrial Complex TCIX 49.3%
West Tennessee State Penitentiary WTSP 29.7%
Systemwide 36.7%
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COMMUNITY SUPERVISION STAFFING

Probation/Parole Officer Series Vacancies: July 1, 2013 - 2017

As of: Vacant Positions Total Positions Vacancy Rate
7/1/2017 78 797 9.8%
7/1/2016 33 748 4.4%
7/1/2015 36 754 4.8%
7/1/2014 41 790 5.2%
7/1/2013 34 793 4.3%

Probation/Parole Officer Vacancy Rates: July 1, 2013 — 2017

12.0%

10.0%

/
/

8.0%

6.0%

4.0%

2.0% T T T T 1
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Probation/Parole Officer Vacancies by Classification: June 30, 2017

Positions PPO2 PPO3 | TOTAL | Vacancy
Rate
Total 646 151 797
0,
Filled 579 140 719 9.8%

Probation/Parole Staffing Trends: June 30, 2013 — 2017

80,200 + I
70200 |
60,200 1~
50,200 +
20,200
30,200 Jl
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200 0217 14 659
T r—
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Offender population source: TN Felon Population Update (June 2017)
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Authorized Community Supervision FTE's by District: FY 2016 - 2017

Security Non-Security Total
District 10 62 9 71
District 20 63 9 72
District 21 42 11 53
District 30 87 9 96
District 31 33 3 36
District 40 48 4 52
District 41 36 5 41
District 42 46 5 51
District 50 54 8 62
District 51 28 6 34
District 60 41 7 48
District 61 54 11 65
District 70 32 9 41
District 71 27 4 31
District 72 52 5 57
District 80 39 5 44
District 81 39 2 41
Total Districts 783 112 895
% of Total 87% 13% 100%

Community Supervision Turnover Rate: FY 2017

Community Probation/Parole Officer
Supervision District Turnover Rate
District 10 10.9%
District 20 14.3%
District 21 15.8%
District 30 13.9%
District 31 13.8%
District 40 22.0%
District 41 3.3%
District 42 30.0%
District 50 8.5%
District 51 25.0%
District 60 20.0%
District 61 4.3%
District 70 18.5%
District 71 31.8%
District 72 31.1%
District 80 8.8%
District 81 8.6%
Systemwide 15.6%
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TDOC IN THE CONTEXT OF THE STATE BUDGET

FY 2016 - 2017 Total Budget Recommendations
By Function of Government

Transportation, Law, Safety, & General
Business & Correction, 5.5% - Government, 3.6%
Economic

Development,
7.7%

Resources &
Regulation, 2.9%

m Correction

m Other State Agencies

The State of Tennessee’s budget included $33.1 billion in recommended funding allocated by “functional
area”. Total funding budget for the Department of Correction in FY 2017 was $975,506,000.
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TDOC INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY AND INMATE POPULATION

Capacity & Population Distribution by Facility: June 30, 2017

Population as a Percent

Total Active TDOC Assigned of
INSTITUTION Beds Operating | Count as of
Available Capacity 6/30/2017 Available Operating
Beds Capacity
GENERAL PURPOSE FACILITIES
Bledsoe County Correctional Complex (BCCX) - Female 300 294 298 99.3% 101.4%
Hardeman County Correctional Center (HCCF) 2,100 1,976 1,992 94.9% 100.8%
Mark Luttrell Transitional Center (MLTC) 454 445 239 52.6% 53.7%
Northeast Correctional Complex (NECX) 1,880 1,842 1,765 93.9% 95.8%
Northwest Correctional Complex (NWCX) 2,436 2,387 2,362 97.0% 99.0%
South Central Correctional Facility (SCCF) 1,700 1,642 1,650 97.1% 100.5%
Trousdale Turner Correctional Complex (TTCC) 2,672 2,619 2,514 94.1% 96.0%
Turney Center Industrial Complex (TCIX) 1,734 1,699 1,616 93.2% 95.1%
Whiteville Correctional Facility (WCFA) 1,619 1,505 1,500 92.6% 99.7%
West Tennessee State Penitentiary (WTSP) - Female 1,024 993 782 76.4% 78.8%
SUB-TOTAL 15,919 15,402 14,718 92.5% 95.6%
CLASSIFICATION FACILITIES
Bledsoe County Correctional Complex (BCCX) - Male 2,239 2,194 2,185 97.6% 99.6%
Tennessee Prison for Women (TPFW) 817 801 782 95.7% 97.6%
SUB-TOTAL 3,056 2,995 2,967 97.1% 99.1%
SPECIAL PURPOSE FACILITIES
DeBerry Special Needs Facility (DSNF) 854 786 667 78.1% 84.9%
SUB-TOTAL 854 786 667 78.1% 84.9%
HIGH SECURITY FACILITIES
Morgan County Correctional Complex (MCCX) 2,262 2,194 2,156 95.3% 98.3%
Riverbend Maximum Security Institution (RMSI) 808 784 788 97.5% 100.5%
West Tennessee State Penitentiary (WTSP) - Male 974 945 929 95.4% 98.3%
SUB-TOTAL 4,044 3,923 3,873 95.8% 98.7%
TOTALS 23,873 23,106 22,225 93.1% 96.2%

Source: TDOC Population Overview Report.
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TDOC Operating Capacity Compared to Inmate Population Projections

Fiscal Year End | Operating| Projected Unmet
June 30th Capacit Population Bed
b y b Demand

2019 23,106 29,907 6,801

Total Felon Inmate Population (Historical and Projected): FY 2008 — FY 2020
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FELON POPULATION TRENDS

The felon population data included in this Statistical Abstract is from the Tennessee Offender
Management Information System (TOMIS) unless otherwise stated. Data from other sources
may vary from TOMIS due to the time delay in the TOMIS data entry process. The data on this
page and the next page are from TDOC monthly population reports.

Over the past 10 fiscal years (2008 — 2017), the incarcerated felon population (including TDOC
backup and locally sentenced felons) has increased 11.7% (from 26,998 to 30,161). The male
and female felon population increased 8.4% (from 24,885 to 26,975) and 58.0% (from 2,017 to
3,186) respectively during this same period.

During the past fiscal year, the total incarcerated felon population increased from 29,362 in June

2016 to 30,161 in June 2017, an increase of 2.7%. The male felon population increased 2.1%
and the female felon population increased 8.3% during FY 2017.

Total Incarcerated Felon Population: June 30, 2017

County/Local Jails

Locally Sentenced 3,380
TDOC Backup 4,556
TDOC Prisons 22,225
TOTAL 30,161

Source: Tennessee Felon Population Update
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Fiscal Year-End Incarcerated Felon Population by Location: FY 2008 — FY 2017
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FY 2016 - 2017

Local Jail Census
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FELON INMATE DEMOGRAPHICS: AGE, SEX, AND RACE
Felon Inmate Population by Age (Systemwide): June 30, 2017
<18 60-64
Felon Inmate Population by Age and Location: June 30, 2017
TDOC TDOC LOCAL
0, 0, 0, 0
INHOUSE o BACKUP o FELON o SYSTEMWIDE | %

65+ 549 2.5% 21 0.4% 16 0.6% 586 1.9%
60-64 648 2.9% 75 1.3% 42 1.5% 765 2.5%
55-59 1,197 5.4% 185 3.3% 93 3.2% 1,475 4.8%
50-54 1,707 7.7% 313 5.5% 156 5.4% 2,176 7.1%
45-49 2,357 10.7% 488 8.6% 208 7.3% 3,053 10.0%
40-44 2,825 12.8% 703 12.4% 253 8.8% 3,781 12.3%
35-39 3,624 16.4% 1,030 18.1% 398 13.9% 5,052 16.5%
30-34 3,680 16.6% | 1,130 19.9% 505 17.6% 5,315 17.3%
25-29 3,556 16.1% 1,134 19.9% 581 20.3% 5,271 17.2%
20-24 1,874 8.5% 577 10.1% 571 19.9% 3,022 9.9%
18-19 75 0.3% 27 0.5% 36 1.3% 138 0.5%
<18 12 0.1% 1 0.0% 1 0.0% 14 0.0%
Unknown 0 0.0% 1 0.0% 5 0.2% 6 0.0%
TOTAL 22,104 | 100% 5,685 100% 2,865 100% 30,654 100%

Source: Tennessee Offender Management Information System
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Felon Inmate Population by Sex and Race (Systemwide): June 30, 2017

Other
2%

Felon Inmate Population by Sex, Race, and Location: June 30, 2017

TDOC % Backup % Local % Systemwide

Male

Black 9,072 44.8% 1,148 25.1% 1,610 64.4% 11,830
White 10,620 52.5% 3,358 73.4% 824 33.0% 14,802
Asian 66 0.3% 8 0.2% 4 0.2% 78
Hispanic 458 2.3% 59 1.3% 58 2.3% 575
Native American 28 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 34
Unknown 0 0.0% 1 0.0% 0.0% 2
Total Male 20,244 100.0% 4,578 100.0% 2,499 100.0% 27,321
Female

Black 419 22.5% 104 9.4% 124 33.9% 647
White 1,410 75.8% 1,001 90.4% 235 64.2% 2,646
Asian 5 0.3% 0 0.0% 1 0.3% 6
Hispanic 18 1.0% 1 0.1% 6 1.6% 25
Native American 8 0.4% 1 0.1% 0 0.0% 9
Unknown 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0
Total Female 1,860( 100.0% 1,107 100.0% 366 100.0% 3,333
TOTAL 22,104 72.1% 5,685 18.5% 2,865 9.3% 30,654

Source: Tennessee Offender Management Information System
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SENTENCE LENGTH

Average Sentence Length by Primary Offense and Location
FY 2016 - 2017
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Population, Capacity, & Trends

issions

Felon Adm

Average Sentence Length by Primary Offense

FY 2017 - 2017
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Releases by Locat

Average Time Served by Primary Offense

FY 2016 - 2017
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Population, Capacity, & Trends

Releases by Type

Average Time Served by Primary Offense

FY 2016 - 2017
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INMATE ADMISSIONS AND RELEASES

In FY 2017, admissions decreased 46 (0.36%) and releases decreased 878 (6.27%) since last
year.

Annual Admissions and Releases
Fiscal Years 2007 — 2017
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Fiscal Year
Felon Inmate Admissions by Type and Location: FY 2016 - 2017
TYPE TDOC % LOCAL % UNKNOWN % SYSTEMWIDE %
Parole Violators Return 1,449 13.5% 100 5.7% 24 7.0% 1,573 12.3%
Probation Violator Return| 2,022 18.9% 346 19.8% 104 30.5% 2,472 19.3%
Community Corr. Return 865 8.1% 38 2.2% 30 8.8% 933 7.3%
New Commit 6,279 58.7% 1,236 70.6% 180 52.8% 7,695 60.2%
Escape Return & Other 82 0.8% 30 1.7% 3 0.9% 115 0.9%
TOTAL 10,697 1,750 341 12,788
Felon Inmate Releases by Type and Location: FY 2016 — 2017
TYPE TDOC % BACK-UP % LOCAL % UNKNOWN % SYSTEMWIDE %
Parole 1,993 | 40.3% 671 12.3% | 284 | 10.4% 0 - 2,948 22.5%
Probation 710 14.4% 2,316 42.5% 804 29.5% 0 3,830 29.2%
Community Corrections 32 0.6% 490 9.0% 605 22.2% 0 - 1,127 8.6%
Sentence Expiration 2,100 | 425% | 1,884 | 346% | 995 | 36.6% 2 100.0% 4,981 38.0%
Death 85 1.7% 0 0.0% 1 0.0% 0 86 0.7%
Other 22 0.4% 88 1.6% 33 1.2% 0 143 1.1%
TOTAL 4,942 5,449 2,122 2 13,115
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Felon Inmate Admissions by Age, Race, and Sex:

FY 2016 — 2017

TDOC % LOCAL % UNKNOWN % SYSTEMWIDE %
65+ 72 0.7% 2 0.1% 1 0.3% 75 0.6%
60-64 133 1.2% 24 1.4% 6 1.8% 163 1.3%
55-59 341 3.2% 58 3.3% 13 3.8% 412 3.2%
50-54 584 5.5% 88 5.0% 21 6.2% 693 5.4%
45-49 835 7.8% 118 6.7% 39 11.4% 992 7.8%
40-44 1,189 11.1% 126 7.2% 45 13.2% 1,360 10.6%
35-39 1,786 16.7% 255 14.6% 62 18.2% 2,103 16.4%
30-34 2,130 19.9% 295 16.9% 64 18.8% 2,489 19.5%
25-29 2,082 19.5% 381 21.8% 61 17.9% 2,524 19.7%
20-24 1,387 13.0% 371 21.2% 29 8.5% 1,787 14.0%
18-19 144 1.3% 32 1.8% 0 0.0% 176 1.4%
<18 14 0.1% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 14 0.1%
Unknown 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
TOTAL 10,697 1,750 341 12,788
RACE TDOC % LOCAL % UNKNOWN % SYSTEMWIDE %
Black 2,836 26.5% 1,321 75.5% 120 35.2% 4,277 33.4%
White 7,708 72.1% 389 22.2% 219 64.2% 8,316 65.0%
Asian 23 0.2% 4 0.2% 0 0.0% 27 0.2%
Hispanic 118 1.1% 36 2.1% 2 0.6% 156 1.2%
Native American 12 0.1% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 12 0.1%
TOTAL 10,697 1,750 341 12,788
Sex TDOC % LOCAL % UNKNOWN % SYSTEMWIDE %
Male 8,750 81.8% 1,558 89.0% 270 79.2% 10,578 82.7%
Female 1,947 18.2% 192 11.0% 71 20.8% 2,210 17.3%
TOTAL 10,697 1,750 341 12,788
Source: Tennessee Offender Management Information System
Felon Inmate Releases by Age, Race, and Sex: FY 2016 — 2017
TDOC % BACKUP % LOCAL % UNKNOWN % SYSTEMWIDE %
65+ 125 2.5% 18 0.3% 8 0.3% 0 0.0% 151 1.2%
60-64 118 2.4% 50 0.9% 38 1.4% 0 0.0% 206 1.6%
55-59 235 4.8% 147 2.7% 85 3.1% 0 0.0% 467 3.6%
50-54 369 7.5% 264 4.8% 148 5.4% 0 0 781 6.0%
45-49 486 9.8% 452 8.3% 192 7.1% 0 0.0% 1,130 8.6%
40-44 630 | 12.7% 613 11.2% 257 9.4% 0 0.0% 1,500 11.4%
35-39 822 | 16.6% 958 17.6% 402 14.8% 1 50.0% 2,183 16.6%
30-34 934 | 18.9% 1100 20.2% 489 18.0% 0 0.0% 2,523 19.2%
25-29 841 | 17.0% 1179 21.6% 577 21.2% 0 0.0% 2,597 19.8%
20-24 369 7.5% 642 11.8% 502 18.4% 1 50.0% 1,514 11.5%
18-19 13 0.3% 26 0.5% 24 0.9% 0 0.0% 63 0.5%
<18 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Unknown 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
TOTAL 4,942 5,449 2,722 2 13,115
RACE TDOC % BACK-UP % LOCAL % UNKNOWN % SYSTEMWIDE %
Black 1,917(38.8% | 1,032 [18.9%| 1,771 [65.1% 1 50.0% 4,721 36.0%
White 2,941 | 59.5% 4,358 80.0% 899 33.0% 1 50.0% 8,199 62.5%
Asian 5 0.1% 5 0.1% 3 0.1% 0 0.0% 13 0.1%
Hispanic 76 1.5% 48 0.9% 48 1.8% 0 0.0% 172 1.3%
Native American 3 0.1% 6 0.1% 1 0.0% 0 0.0% 10 0.1%
Unknown 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
TOTAL 4,942 5,449 2,722 2 13,115
Sex TDOC % BACK-UP % LOCAL % UNKNOWN % SYSTEMWIDE %
Male 4,413 | 89.3% 4,169 76.5%| 2,270 |83.4% 1 50.0% 10,853 82.8%
Female 529 | 10.7% 1,280 23.5% 452 16.6% 1 50.0% 2,262 17.2%
TOTAL 4,942 5,449 2,722 2 13,115

Source: Tennessee Offender Management Information System
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Inmate Admissions by County of Conviction: FY 2016 — 2017
TDOC LOCAL SYSTEMWIDE TDOC LOCAL SYSTEMWIDE
COUNTY # % # % # | % COUNTY % # % # %

ANDERSON 156 1.5% 0 0.0% 156 1.2%]| LAUDERDALE 55 0.5% 1 0.1% 56 0.4%
BEDFORD 161 1.5% 0 0.0% 161 1.3%| LAWRENCE 82 0.8% 1 0.1% 83 0.6%
BENTON 15 0.1% 0 0.0% 15 0.1%|LEWIS 19 0.2% 1 0.1% 20 0.2%
BLEDSOE 18 0.2% 0 0.0% 18 0.1%]LINCOLN 56 0.5% 0 0.0% 56 0.4%
BLOUNT 272 2.5% 1 0.1% 273 2.1%| LOUDON 56 0.5% 1 0.1% 57 0.4%
BRADLEY 248 2.3% 0 0.0% 248 1.9%|McMINN 119 1.1% 0 0.0% 119 0.9%
CAMPBELL 104 1.0% 0 0.0% 104 0.8%| McNAIRY 33 0.3% 0 0.0% 33 0.3%
CANNON 54 0.5% 0 0.0% 54 0.4%| MACON 63 0.6% 0 0.0% 63 0.5%
CARROLL 37 0.3% 0 0.0% 37 0.3%]MADISON 257 2.4% 2 0.1% 259 2.0%
CARTER 121 1.1% 1 0.1% 122 1.0%| MARION 43 0.4% 0 0.0% 43 0.3%
CHEATHAM 63 0.6% 2 0.1% 65 0.5%]|MARSHALL 84 0.8% 0 0.0% 84 0.7%
CHESTER 18 0.2% 0 0.0% 18 0.1%|MAURY 177 1.7% 2 0.1% 179 1.4%
CLAIBORNE 58 0.5% 5 0.3% 63 0.5%|MEIGS 27 0.3% 0 0.0% 27 0.2%
CLAY 28 0.3% 0 0.0% 28 0.2%| MONROE 146 1.4% 0 0.0% 146 1.1%
COCKE 100 0.9% 0 0.0% 100 0.8%] MONTGOMERY 115 1.1% 0 0.0% 115 0.9%
COFFEE 129 1.2% 7 0.4% 136 1.1%| MOORE 12 0.1% 0 0.0% 12 0.1%
CROCKETT 19 0.2% 0 0.0% 19 0.1%] MORGAN 21 0.2% 0 0.0% 21 0.2%
CUMBERLAND 217 2.0% 1 0.1% 218 1.7%] OBION 52 0.5% 0 0.0% 52 0.4%
DAVIDSON 686 6.4% 488 27.9% 1174 9.2%| OVERTON 37 0.3% 0 0.0% 37 0.3%
DECATUR 16 0.1% 0 0.0% 16 0.1%| PERRY 13 0.1% 0 0.0% 13 0.1%
DEKALB 70 0.7% 1 0.1% 71 0.6%| PICKETT 1 0.0% 0 0.0% 1 0.0%
DICKSON 86 0.8% 0 0.0% 86 0.7%]| POLK 41 0.4% 0 0.0% 41 0.3%
DYER 141 1.3% 0 0.0% 141 1.1%| PUTNAM 253 2.4% 0 0.0% 253 2.0%
FAYETTE 52 0.5% 0 0.0% 52 0.4%| RHEA 41 0.4% 0 0.0% 41 0.3%
FENTRESS 58 0.5% 1 0.1% 59 0.5%| ROANE 70 0.7% 0 0.0% 70 0.5%
FRANKLIN 83 0.8% 0 0.0% 83 0.6%| ROBERTSON 129 1.2% 0 0.0% 129 1.0%
GIBSON 73 0.7% 0 0.0% 73 0.6%| RUTHERFORD 468 4.4% 6 0.3% 474 3.7%
GILES 42 0.4% 0 0.0% 42 0.3%]SCOTT 60 0.6% 0 0.0% 60 0.5%
GRAINGER 46 0.4% 0 0.0% 46 0.4%] SEQUATCHIE 32 0.3% 1 0.1% 33 0.3%
GREENE 144 1.3% 0 0.0% 144 1.1%]| SEVIER 182 1.7% 0 0.0% 182 1.4%
GRUNDY 33 0.3% 1 0.1% 34 0.3%| SHELBY 554 5.2% 1,214 69.4% 1768 13.8%
HAMBLEN 175 1.6% 2 0.1% 177 1.4%]| SMITH 55 0.5% 0 0.0% 55 0.4%
HAMILTON 523 4.9% 5 0.3% 528 4.1%| STEWART 16 0.1% 0 0.0% 16 0.1%
HANCOCK 31 0.3% 0 0.0% 31 0.2%] SULLIVAN 398 3.7% 1 0.1% 399 3.1%
HARDEMAN 45 0.4% 0 0.0% 45 0.4%] SUMNER 387 3.6% 1 0.1% 388 3.0%
HARDIN 58 0.5% 0 0.0% 58 0.5%| TIPTON 91 0.9% 0 0.0% 91 0.7%
HAWKINS 78 0.7% 0 0.0% 78 0.6%| TROUSDALE 18 0.2% 1 0.1% 19 0.1%
HAYWOOD 37 0.3% 0 0.0% 37 0.3%| UNICOI 33 0.3% 0 0.0% 33 0.3%
HENDERSON 75 0.7% 0 0.0% 75 0.6%] UNION 54 0.5% 0 0.0% 54 0.4%
HENRY 23 0.2% 0 0.0% 23 0.2%] VAN BUREN 6 0.1% 0 0.0% 6 0.0%
HICKMAN 55 0.5% 0 0.0% 55 0.4%| WARREN 96 0.9% 1 0.1% 97 0.8%
HOUSTON 11 0.1% 0 0.0% 11 0.1%] WASHINGTON 191 1.8% 0 0.0% 191 1.5%
HUMPHREYS 16 0.1% 0 0.0% 16 0.1%| WAYNE 60 0.6% 0 0.0% 60 0.5%
JACKSON 8 0.1% 0 0.0% 8 0.1%| WEAKLEY 32 0.3% 0 0.0% 32 0.3%
JEFFERSON 105 1.0% 0 0.0% 105 0.8%|WHITE 83 0.8% 1 0.1% 84 0.7%
JOHNSON 41 0.4% 0 0.0% 41 0.3%| WILLIAMSON 145 1.4% 0 0.0% 145 1.1%
KNOX 879 8.2% 1 0.1% 880 6.9%| WILSON 193 1.8% 0 0.0% 193 1.5%
LAKE 33 0.3% 0 0.0% 33 0.3%]Unknown 341 3%

TOTAL 10,697 100% 1,750 100%| 12,788 10099
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Felon Inmate Population by County of Conviction: June 30, 2017

TDOC BACKUP LOCAL SYSTEMWIDE TDOC BACKUP LOCAL SYSTEMWIDE
COUNTY # % 4 | 4 | » 8 | COUNTY # % # % # % # %
ANDERSON | 163 | 0.7% | 127 [22% | 3 [ 01% | 293 | 1.0% |LAUDERDALE | 105 [ 05% [ 33 [06% | 8 | 03% | 146 | 0.5%
BEDFORD 373 [ 17% | 48 | 08% | 6 | 02% | 427 | 1.4% |LAWRENCE 177 [ 08% | 79 [ 14% [ 2 | 01% | 258 | 0.8%
BENTON 34 [02% | 13 |02% [ 1 |00% | 48 [ 02% |LEWIS 40 [ 02% | 11 |02% [ 1 |00% | 52 | 02%
BLEDSOE 28 [01% | 12 | 02% | 2 |01% | 42 | 0.1% |LINCOLN 114 [ 05% | 66 | 12% [ 2 | 01% | 182 | 0.6%
BLOUNT 329 | 15% | 104 | 18% | 9 | 03% | 442 | 1.4% |LOUDON 91 |04% | 34 |06% | 9 |03% | 134 | 04%
BRADLEY 286 | 1.3% | 169 [ 30% | 7 | 02% | 462 | 1.5% |McMINN 128 | 06% | 114 | 20% | 3 | 01% | 245 | 08%
CAMPBELL 134 | 06% | 104 | 18% | 0 [ 00% | 238 | 0.8% |McNARY 52 | 02% | 16 |03% | 7 [02% | 75 | 02%
CANNON 61 | 03% | 19 [03% | 5 |02% | 85 | 0.3% |MACON 61 | 03% | 59 | 10% | 1 | 00% | 121 | 04%
CARROLL 67 | 03% | 35 [06% | 0 |00%| 102 | 0.3% |MADISON 807 [37% | 41 [07% | 4 |01% | 852 | 2.8%
CARTER 108 | 05% | 67 | 1.2% | 25 | 09% | 200 | 0.7% |MARION 99 | 04% | 37 |07% | 3 [04% | 139 | 05%
CHEATHAM 103 | 05% | 47 | 08% | 7 |02% | 157 | 05% |MARSHALL 194 | 09% | 54 | 09% | 2 |01% | 250 | 0.8%
CHESTER 40 | 02% | 22 |04% | 1 [00% | 63 | 02% |MAURY 336 | 15% | 135 [24% | 1 | 00% | 472 | 15%
CLABORNE | 109 | 05% | 61 | 1.1% [ 4 [ 01% | 174 | 06% |MEGS 17 |01% | 20 |04% | 4 [04% | 41 |01%
CLAY 16 |01% | 22 |04% | 2 [01% | 40 | 0.1% |MONROE 182 | 08% | 60 | 11% | 2 | 01% | 244 | 08%
COCKE 165 | 07% | 43 | 08% | 10 [03% | 218 | 0.7% |[MONTGOMERY | 393 | 1.8% | 72 [13% [ 6 |02% | 471 | 1.5%
COFFEE 271 | 12% | 47 [08% | 9 |03% | 327 | 1.1% |MOORE 34 |02% | 7 [0a% | 1 [00% | 42 | 01%
CROCKETT 44 | 02% | 22 |04% | 0 |00% | 66 | 0.2% |MORGAN 37 |02% | 10 [02% | 0 [00% | 47 | 0.2%
CUMBERLAND | 286 | 1.3% | 64 | 1.1% | 1 [ 00% | 351 | 1.1% |OBION 85 |04% | 36 |06% | 2 |01% | 123 | 04%
DAVIDSON | 3094 | 14.0%| 225 | 4.0% | 583 [20.3% | 3902 | 12.7% |[OVERTON 44 | 02% | 36 [06% | 0 [00% | 80 | 03%
DECATUR 25 |01% | 13 [02% | 3 [01% | 41 | 0.% |PERRY 22 |01% | 16 |03% | 1 [00% | 39 |01%
DEKALB 71 | 03% | 51 [09% [ 2 [01% | 124 | 04% |PICKETT 7 [00% | 4 [o01% | 0 |o00%| 11 |00%
DICKSON 127 | 06% | 49 | 09% | 8 [03% | 184 | 06% |POLK 30 |01% | 33 [06% | 0 [00%| 63 | 0.2%
DYER 172 | 08% | 92 | 16% | 1 [ 00% | 265 | 0.9% |PUTNAM 229 | 1.0% | 174 [31% | 1 | 00% | 404 | 1.3%
FAYETTE 49 | 02% | 43 [08% | 10 |03% | 102 | 0.3% |RHEA 79 |04% | 24 |04% | 2 [01% | 105 | 03%
FENTRESS 75 | 03% | 53 [09% | 2 |01% | 130 | 0.4% |ROANE 97 |04% | 43 |08% | 11 | 04% | 151 | 05%
FRANKLIN 150 | 07% | 28 | 05% | 6 |[02% | 193 | 06% |ROBERTSON 122 | 06% | 75 |13% | 10 | 03% | 207 | 07%
GIBSON 120 | 05% | 67 | 12% | 1 [00% | 188 | 0.6% |RUTHERFORD | 713 | 3.2% | 192 | 34% | 33 | 1.2% | 938 | 3.1%
GILES 113 | 05% | 24 | 04% | 0 | 00% | 137 | 04% |[scoTT 65 |03% | 71 |12% | 1 | 00% | 137 | 04%
GRAINGER 100 | 05% | 36 | 06% | 1 | 00% | 137 | 0.4% |SEQUATCHIE 69 |03% | 19 |03% | 1 [00% | 8 |03%
GREENE 135 | 06% | 84 | 15% | 6 |02% | 225 | 0.7% |[SEVIER 318 | 14% | 179 [31% | 19 |07% | 516 | 1.7%
GRUNDY 82 | 04% | 13 |02% | 8 [03% | 103 | 0.3% |SHELBY 3412 | 154%| 249 | 4.4% | 1,305 | 455% | 4966 | 16.2%
HAMBLEN 224 [ 10% | 64 | 11% | 22 | 08% | 310 | 1.0% |SMITH 55 |02% | 39 |07% | 0 [00%| 94 |03%
HAMILTON 804 | 36% | 98 | 17% | 19 | 07% | 921 | 3.0% |STEWART 14 |01% | 18 |03% | 0 [00% | 32 |01%
HANCOCK 24 [01% | 23 |04% | 0 |00% | 47 | 02% |SULLIVAN 744 | 34% | 219 | 39% | 34 | 12% | 997 | 3.3%
HARDEMAN 78 [04% | 39 |07% [ 9 | 03% | 126 [ 04% |SUMNER 508 | 2.3% | 213 | 3.7% | 35 | 12% | 756 | 2.5%
HARDIN 65 | 03% | 38 [07% | 4 [01% | 107 | 03% |TIPTON 200 | 09% | 33 [06% | 12 | 04% | 245 | 0.8%
HAWKINS 112 | 05% | 58 | 1.0% | 4 [ 01% | 174 | 0.6% |TROUSDALE 40 | 02% | 16 [03% | 0 [00% | 56 | 0.2%
HAYWOOD 43 | 02% | 33 [06% | 1 |00% | 77 | 03% |uNicol 31 |01% | 25 |04% | 4 |01% | 60 | 02%
HENDERSON | 99 | 04% | 68 | 12% [ 1 [ 00% | 168 | 05% |UNION 90 | 04% | 19 |03% | 0 | 00% | 109 | 04%
HENRY 45 1 02% | 16 [03% | 3 |01% | 64 | 0.2% |VANBUREN 12 |01% | 4 |01% | 0 [00% | 16 | 01%
HICKMAN 84 | 04% | 20 |04% | 2 |01% | 106 | 0.3% |WARREN 220 | 1.0% | 36 [ 06% | 7 |02% | 263 | 0.9%
HOUSTON 30 |01% | 8 [04% [ 1 [00% | 39 |01% |WASHINGTON | 181 | 0.8% | 138 | 24% | 30 | 1.0% | 349 | 1.1%
HUMPHREYS | 34 | 02% | 25 |00% [ 1 [00% | 60 | 0.2% |WAYNE 57 |03% | 43 |08% | 0 |00%| 100 |03%
JACKSON 20 |01% | 6 |01% | 0 |00% | 26 | 0.1% |WEAKLEY 39 |02% | 30 [05% | 0 [00%]| 69 | 0.2%
JEFFERSON | 220 | 1.0% | 81 [14% | 3 | 01% | 304 | 1.0% |WHITE 80 |04% | 44 |08% | 1 |00%| 125 | 04%
JOHNSON 66 | 03% | 22 |04% | 6 |02% | 94 | 03% |WILLIAMSON | 258 | 1.2% | 55 [ 10% | 0 | 00% | 313 | 1.0%
KNOX 2187 | 99% | 194 | 34% | 20 [ 0.7% [ 2401 | 7.8% [wiLsoN 276 | 12% | 137 | 24% | 2 [o01% | 415 | 1.4%
LAKE 44 [o2% | 20 [04% [ 2 [o01% | 66 | 0.2% [UNKNOWN 22 0% 0 0% 477 17% 499 1.6%
TOTAL [22,104] 100% | 5,685 | 100% | 2865 | 100% 30,654 | 100%
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Total Community Supervision Felon Population: June 30, 2017

Probation 58,450

Parole 11,778
Community Corrections 7,908
Total 78,136

Fiscal Year-End Community Supervision Felon Population: FY 2008 — FY 2017
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Fiscal Year

Parole and Probation Population by District: June 30, 2017

[ District | Parole [Probation| Total |
10 745 4,688 5,433
20 1,107 5,455 6,562
21 412 3,088 3,500
30 o987 6,021 7,008
31 471 2,124 2,595
40 147 1,936 2,083
41 488 478 966
42 1,517 4,106 5,623
50 739 3,753 4,492
51 493 2,652 3,145
60 615 2,049 2,664
61 734 2,433 3,167
70 1,170 4,596 5,766
71 527 2,685 3,212
72 384 253 637
80 389 2,270 2,659
81 536 2,450 2,986

olC 317 7,408 7,725
Unassigned (©) 5 5
TOTAL 11,778 58,450 70,228
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COMMUNITY SUPERVISION DEMOGRAPHICS: AGE, SEX, AND RACE

Community Supervision Population by Age (Systemwide): June 30, 2017

<18 60-64

65+
0.0% 2.3% 2.9%

18-19
0.6%

Community Supervision Population by Age & Type of Supervision: June 30, 2017

Probation % Parole % Commu'mty % SYSTEMWIDE %
Corrections
65+ 1,098 1.9% 597 5.1% 68 0.9% 1,763 2.3%
60-64 1,535 2.6% 602 5.1% 164 2.1% 2,301 2.9%
55-59 2,895 5.0% 967 8.2% 354 4.5% 4,216 5.4%
50-54 4,304 7.4% 1,257 10.7% 535 6.8% 6,096 7.8%
45-49 5,555 9.5% 1,483 12.6% 762 9.6% 7,800 10.0%
40-44 6,726 11.5% 1,695 14.4% 1,042 13.2% 9,463 12.1%
35-39 9,164 15.7% 2,014 17.1% 1,372 17.3% 12,550 16.1%
30-34 9,742 16.7% 1,789 15.2% 1,550 19.6% 13,081 16.7%
25-29 10,115 17.3% 1,142 9.7% 1,371 17.3% 12,628 16.2%
20-24 6,833 11.7% 230 2.0% 656 8.3% 7,719 9.9%
18-19 473 0.8% 2 0.0% 32 0.4% 507 0.6%
<18 10 0.0% 0 0.0% 2 0.0% 12 0.0%
Unknown 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
TOTAL 58,450 100% 11,778 100% 7,908 100% 78,136 100%

Source: Tennessee Offender Management Information System
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Community Supervision Population by Race & Sex (Systemwide): June 30, 2017

Other
3%

Community Supervision Population by Sex, Race, and Type of Supervision
June 30, 2017

Probation % Parole % Commu.nlty % Systemwide
Corrections

Male

Black 15,642 36.4% 4,705 45.2% 1,844 32.4% 22,191
White 25,647 59.6% 5,310 51.0% 3,692 64.9% 34,649
Asian 238 0.6% 43 0.4% 19 0.3% 300
Hispanic 1,426 3.3% 350 3.4% 133 2.3% 1,909
Native American 54 0.1% 12 0.1% 4 0.1% 70
Unknown 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 1 0.0% 1
Total Male 43,007 100.0% 10,420 100.0% 5,693 100.0% 59,120
Female

Black 3,839 24.9% 345 25.4% 324 14.6% 4,508
White 11,332 73.4% 984 72.5% 1,871 84.5% 14,187
Asian 53 0.3% 6 0.4% 2 0.1% 61
Hispanic 198 1.3% 17 1.3% 16 0.7% 231
Native American 21 0.1% 6 0.4% 2 0.1% 29
Unknown 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0
Total Female 15,443| 100.0% 1,358 100.0% 2,215 100.0% 19,016
TOTAL 58,450 74.8% 11,778 15.1% 7,908 10.1% 78,136

Source: Tennessee Offender Management Information System
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COMMUNITY SUPERVISION ADMISSIONS AND RELEASES

Community Supervision Admissions and Releases by Location: FY 2016 - 2017

25,000
20,000

BAdmissions

BReleases
15,000
10,000
5,000
0
Probation Parole Community Systemwide
Corrections

Community Supervision Releases by Type and Location: FY 2016 - 2017

TYPE Probation | % | Parole % | COMMUNY || sysTEMWIDE | %
Corrections

Death 508 2.9% 122 3.0% 62 2.7% 692 2.9%
Discharges & Expirations 11,528 65.9% 2,496 60.7% 621 26.6% 14,645 61.2%
Revocation, Positive Drug Test 353 2.0% 13 0.3% 260 11.1% 626 2.6%
Revocation, New Charge 2,471 14.1% 740 18.0% 416 17.8% 3,627 15.1%
Revocation, New Charge Pending 460 2.6% 336 8.2% 76 3.3% 872 3.6%
Revocation, Technical 2,175 12.4% 407 9.9% 899 38.5% 3,481 14.5%

TOTAL 17,495 4114 2,334 23,943
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Community Supervision Admissions by Age, Race and Sex: FY 2016-2017
Probation % Parole % Community SYSTEMWIDE %
Corrections %
65+ 235 1.3% 64 2.0% 17 0.6% 316 1.3%
60-64 313 1.7% 86 2.6% 35 1.2% 434 1.8%
55-59 640 3.5% 164 5.0% 83 2.8% 887 3.6%
50-54 998 5.5% 265 8.1% 170 5.7% 1,433 5.9%
45-49 1,351 7.5% 367 11.2% 228 7.7% 1,946 8.0%
40-44 1,814 10.0% 461 14.1% 355 11.9% 2,630 10.8%
35-39 2,623 14.5% 574 17.5% 482 16.2% 3,679 15.1%
30-34 3,016 16.7% 619 18.9% 566 19.0% 4,201 17.3%
25-29 3,532 19.6% 519 15.8% 611 20.5% 4,662 19.2%
20-24 3,089 17.1% 158 4.8% 391 13.1% 3,638 15.0%
18-19 443 2.5% 2 0.1% 34 1.1% 479 2.0%
<18 9 0.0% 0 0.0% 2 0.1% 11 0.0%
TOTAL 18,063 3,279 2,974 24,316
RACE Probation % Parole % Community % SYSTEMWIDE %
Corrections
Black 5,873 32.5% 1,327 40.5% 705 23.7% 7,905 32.5%
White 11,752 65.1% 1,902 58.0% 2,225 74.8% 15,879 65.3%
Asian 87 0.5% 7 0.2% 11 0.4% 105 0.4%
Hispanic 327 1.8% 40 1.2% 32 1.1% 399 1.6%
Native American 24 0.1% 3 0.1% 1 0.0% 28 0.1%
TOTAL 18,063 3,279 2,974 24,316
Sex Probation % Parole % Community % SYSTEMWIDE %
Corrections
Male 13,152 72.8% 2,854 87.0% 2101 70.6% 18,107 74.5%
Female 4,911 27.2% 425 13.0% 873 29.4% 6,209 25.5%
TOTAL 18,063 3,279 2,974 24,316
Source: Tennessee Offender Management Information System
Community Supervision Releases by Age, Race, and Sex: FY 2016-2017
Probation % Parole % Community % SYSTEMWIDE %
Corrections
65+ 339 1.9% 82 2.0% 24 1.0% 445 1.9%
60-64 439 2.5% 109 2.6% 25 1.1% 573 2.4%
55-59 774 4.4% 244 5.9% 72 3.1% 1,090 4.6%
50-54 1,177 6.7% 337 8.2% 133 5.7% 1,647 6.9%
45-49 1,400 8.0% 423 10.3% 193 8.3% 2,016 8.4%
40-44 1,905 10.9% 541 13.2% 271 11.6% 2,717 11.3%
35-39 2,585 14.8% 766 18.6% 394 16.9% 3,745 15.6%
30-34 3,066 17.5% 802 19.5% 469 20.1% 4,337 18.1%
25-29 3,338 19.1% 637 15.5% 470 20.1% 4,445 18.6%
20-24 2,372 13.6% 168 4.1% 273 11.7% 2,813 11.7%
18-19 99 0.6% 4 0.1% 10 0.4% 113 0.5%
<18 1 0.0% 1 0.0% 0 0.0% 2 0.0%
TOTAL 17,495 4,114 2,334 23,043
RACE Probation % Parole % Community % SYSTEMWIDE %
Corrections
Black 5,623 32.1% 1,585 38.5% 526 240.9% 7,734 32.3%
White 11,506 65.8% 2,437 59.2% 1,792 493.0% 15,735 65.7%
Asian 77 0.4% 9 0.2% 3 0.1% 89 0.4%
Hispanic 262 1.5% 79 1.9% 12 11.2% 353 1.5%
Native American 27 0.2% 4 0.1% 1 1.2% 32 0.1%
TOTAL 17,495 4114 2,334 23,043
Sex Probation % Parole % Community % SYSTEMWIDE %
Corrections
Male 12,710 72.6% 3,443 83.7% 1,673 71.7% 17,826 74.5%
Female 4,785 27.4% 671 16.3% 661 28.3% 6,117 25.5%
TOTAL 17,495 4114 2,334 23,043

Source: Tennessee Offender Management Information System
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Total Hours and Estimated Value of Community Service Work - Inmate

COMMUNITY SERVICE

FY 2016 — 2017

1st. 2nd 3rd 4th. FACILITY
Quarter | Quarter | Quarter | Quarter TOTAL
BCCX 8,200 8,417 7,981 8,493 33,091
HCCF 1,952 2,120 3,072 1,682 8,826
MCCX 17,006 11,306 18,760 23,752 70,824
MLTC 1,795 1,134 4,584 10,170 17,683
NECX 19,863 17,164 22,213 22,689 81,929
NWCX 4,722 4,452 5,676 6,934 21,784
RMSI 33,658 29,998 28,223 29,112 120,991
DSNF 0 0 0 0 0
SCCF 992 0 0 0 992
TPFW 9,480 6,034 6,174 6,962 28,650
TTCC 0 0 0 0 0
TCIX 63,632 58,387 59,934 56,025 237,978
WTSP 652 304 176 353 1,485
WCFA 0 0 0 0 0
SYSTEM 161,952| 139,316 156,793 166,172 624,233
TOTAL SAVINGS: Dollar Value @ Minimum Wage $4,525,689

Note: Mimimum wage = $7.25/hr.

Total Hours and Estimated Value of Community Service Work — Community

Supervision
FY 2016 - 2017
1st. 2nd 3rd 4th. DISTRICT
Quarter | Quarter | Quarter | Quarter TOTAL

District 10 5,785 4,236 3,262 4,390 17,672
District 20 2,044 1,789 1,725 1,851 7,409
District 21 1,629 817 666 104 3,216
District 30 847 456 815 529 2,647
District 31 713 683 815 249 2,460
District 40, 41, 42 1,867 1,333 1,412 908 5,520
District 50 1,810 1,210 1,477 1,398 5,895
District 51 2,387 930 582 800 4,699
District 60 2,626 2,809 2,487 2,159 10,081
District 61 425 300 384 408 1,517
District 70, 71, 72 4,100 4,065 4,232 4,164 16,561
District 80 136 942 470 1,720 3,268
District 81 439 708 538 738 2,423
SYSTEM 24,808 20,277 18,865 19,417 83,367

OTA A Dolla alue @ age $604,408

Note: Mimimum wage = $7.25/hr.
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EDUCATIONAL, REHABILITATIVE, AND JOB PROGRAMS

Inmate Program Assignments: June 30, 2017

Academic Education 2,002 9.06%
Vocational Programs 1,640 7.42%
Support 6,871 31.08%
Program Services 1,150 5.20%
Recycling 121 0.55%
TRICOR 1,080 4.89%
Work Lines 234 1.06%
Other Agencies 92 0.42%
Community Service 427 1.93%
Work Release 49 0.22%
Cognitive Behavioral 1,309 5.92%
Behavioral Programming 1,121 5.07%
Mental Health Programs 431 1.95%
Tech. Violators Diversion Program 40 0.18%
Release Center 193 0.87%
Boot Camp/SAIU 27 0.12%
Other 743 3.36%
Total Assighed 17,530 79.31%
Unassignable Status* 2,820 12.76%
Job Waiting List 1,754 7.94%
TOTAL INMATES 22,104 100.00%
% of Eligible Inmates Assigned | | 872% |
*Inmates who can not be assigned due to their status, which may include those
in segregation or initial classification, etc.
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Inmate Educational Enroliment: FY 2016 — 2017
ABE/HISET VOCATIONAL
VOLUNTEER
INSTITUTION | Full-Time | Part-Time | LITERACY | COLLEGE | Full-time [Part-Time | TOTAL
BCCX 386 0 83 0 554 0 1,023
DSNF 19 0 0 0 75 0 94
HCCF 954 7 0 0 521 0 1,482
MCCX 1,104 0 59 42 682 0 1,887
MLTC 0 0 0 2 12 0 14
NECX 386 0 11 4 680 0 1,081
NWCX 1,267 0 0 29 1,172 0 2,468
RMSI 130 3 24 19 175 0 351
SCCF 624 0 0 1 412 0 1,037
TCIX 429 0 0 116 161 0 706
TPFW 269 0 0 0 158 0 427
TTCC 1,443 0 0 0 512 0 1,955
WCFA 913 0 0 0 568 0 1,481
WTSP 143 0 149 63 439 0 794
TOTALS 8,067 10 326 276 6,121 0 14,800
Test Results: FY 2016 — 2017
TEST RESULTS 2016 - 2017
HiSET COMPLETIONS VOCATIONAL
INSTITUTION | NUMBER NUMBER PERCENTAGE NUMBER
TESTED PASSED PASSED COMPLETIONS
BCCX 62 41 66% 237
DSNF 8 1 13% 40
HCCF 54 36 67% 237
MCCX 169 80 47% 327
MLCC 0 0 0% 0
NECX 65 28 43% 312
NWCX 177 60 34% 369
RMSI 32 19 59% 112
SCCF 60 25 42% 159
TCIX 48 32 67% 65
TPFW 11 8 73% 19
TTCC 21 11 89% 23
WCFA 105 52 50% 158
WTSP 23 13 57% 291
TOTALS 835 406 49% 2,349
High School Equivalency & Vocational Certificates: FY 2008-2017
FY 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017
GED / HISET | 786 737 710 700 640 618 | 460* | 290 | 499 406
Vocational | 1,342 | 1,468 | 15585 | 2,282 | 3676 | 3,672 | 2,927 [ 2,938 | 2,611 | 2,349
*G.E.D. HISET

*Due to the transition from GED to HIiSET, there were fewer exams administered in the last of FY14 & first of FY15.
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Random drug screens are conducted monthly on 2.5% of the inmate population. These
screens are necessary to identify the use of substances frequently used in prison.
Substance abuse program participants are given an initial urine screen at the beginning
of the program and are subject to facility random and reasonable suspicion testing
throughout the program. All positive screens are confirmed through additional testing

DRUG SCREENS

and graduated sanctions are used for any positive drug screen.

Inmate Drug Screens: FY 2016 — 2017

FY 2017 Fy 2016 | Fy 2015 | _ SA

Number |# Positive/ | % Positive/ % % Frogram

Quarter Tested Refused Refused | Positive | Positive A,\:\;ezrgff
1st 754 77 10.21% 5.13% 3.01%
2nd 868 71 8.18% 6.34% 5.08%

3rd 1,049 80 7.63% 7.32% 4.74%| 7.85%
4th 1,099 68 6.19%] 10.49% 5.86%
Annual 3,770 296 7.85% 7.09% 4.86%

Source: Corizon

The number of drug screenings administered increased from 3,188 in FY 2016 to 3,770
in FY 2017 (18%), and the percentage of positive drug screens increased from 226 to

296 respectively (31%).

Positive Drug Test Averages by Quarter: FY 2015 — FY 2017
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INMATE HEALTH AND BEHAVIORAL HEALTH SERVICES
Number of Inmate Patients in Individual Chronic Care Clinics
June 30, 2017

Site Hep C Seizure | Diabetes| HTN Asthma | COPD HIV Cancer TB Cardiac
BCCX 638 88 195 513 115 65 16 8 36 80
DSNF 92 25 96 248 26 34 10 35 2 59
HCCF 274 46 99 392 102 30 0 9 14 29
MCCX 468 54 125 478 111 47 37 7 26 57
MLTC 40 0 8 45 13 1 4 1 1 3
NECX 149 26 113 413 58 46 26 2 1 56
NWCX 487 75 155 555 105 43 52 4 22 43
RMSI 120 10 44 193 35 14 12 6 5 21
SCCF 279 32 89 353 49 30 1 4 41
TCIX-A 80 4 17 78 10 1 4 8
TCIX-M 165 1 58 215 59 6 17 4 7 10
TPFW 216 68 63 206 126 42 13 7 6 16
TTCC 399 61 100 403 98 39 4 1 17 24
WCFA 186 27 63 265 69 13 0 2 9
WTRC 167 31 34 143 61 28 6 1 8
WTSP 163 13 42 224 48 15 9 2 5 20
TOTAL 3,923 561 1,301 | 4,724 | 1,085 457 209 91 167 479

Inmate Hospital Admissions: Fiscal Year 2013 — 2017
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Telehealth Encounters Monthly Average: Fiscal Year 2013 - 2017
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Demographics
Tennessee Department of Correction Facilities and Offices
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CORRECTIONAL FACILITY DEMOGRAPHICS

Prison Security Designations: June 30, 2017

County Facility Security Designation
Johnson Northeast Correctional Complex Minimum - Maximum
Morgan Morgan County Correctional Complex Minimum - Maximum
Bledsoe Bledsoe County Correctional Complex Minimum - Close
Trousdale | Trousdale Turner Correctional Complex |Minimum - Medium
Davidson DeBerry Special Needs Facility Minimum - Maximum
Riverbend Maximum Security Institution |Minimum - Maximum
Tennessee Prison for Women Minimum - Maximum
Hickman Turney Center Industrial Complex Minimum - Close
Wayne South Central Correctional Facility Minimum - Close
Hardeman |Hardeman County Correctional Facility Minimum - Medium
Whiteville Correctional Facility Minimum - Medium
Shelby Mark Luttrell Transition Center Minimum - Medium
Lauderdale |West Tennessee State Penitentiary Minimum - Maximum
Lake Northwest Correctional Complex Minimum - Close
Inmate Population Custody Levels: June 30, 2017
Prison Custody Number of Percent of
Level Inmates Total
Maximum 513 2.3%
Close 775 3.5%
Medium 17,211 77.9%
Minimum 3,033 13.7%
Unclassified 572 2.6%
TOTAL 22,104 100.0%
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Average Daily Population by Facility: FY 2016 — 2017
o Average Dail
Institution g . y
Population
Bledsoe County Correctional Complex (BCCX) 2,433
DeBerry Special Needs Facility (DSNF) 657
Hardeman County Correctional Facility (HCCF) 1,991
Mark Luttrell Transition Center* (MLTC) 192
Morgan County Correctional Complex (MCCX) 2,169
Northeast Correctional Complex (NECX) 1,739
Northwest Correctional Complex (NWCX) 2,305
Riverbend Maximum Security Institution (RMSI) 781
South Central Correctional Facility (SCCF) 1,656
Tennessee Prison for Women (TPFW) 759
Trousdale Turner Correctional Complex (TTCC) 2,366
Turney Center Industrial Complex (TCIX) 1,589
Whiteville Correctional Facility (WCFA) 1,514
West Tennessee State Penitentiary (WTSP) 1,585
System Total 21,677
*Mark Luttrell transitioned from female to male release center in FY 2017.
Source: TDOC Bed Space and Operating Capacities Report
Facility Inmate Populations by Age: June 30, 2017
65+ | 6064 | 5559 | 5054 | 4549 | 4044 | 3539 | 3034 | 2529 | 2024 | 1819 | <18 |AvgAge
BCCX 62 82 109 216 288 344 394 414 344 178 23 1 39.2
DSNF 57 51 66 62 82 75 98 57 57 13 1 0 46.1
HCCF 41 44 99 126 214 239 326 343 365 191 5 0 37.6
MCCX 39 52 95 146 206 252 349 339 403 257 9 0 37.1
MLTC 0 3 15 18 30 33 44 37 32 24 0 0 38.1
NECX 72 73 144 164 210 244 274 242 199 110 1 0 416
NWCX 73 78 145 163 249 296 379 365 397 184 14 10 39.0
RMSI 21 26 44 82 77 100 128 136 107 44 2 0 40.0
SCCF 33 59 100 154 200 225 273 263 229 125 1 0 39.7
TCIX 32 31 80 132 163 207 259 251 244 178 2 1 38.0
TPFW 8 16 33 49 86 90 138 174 144 33 2 0 37.7
TTCC 44 61 120 183 249 317 409 477 444 244 7 0 37.6
WCFA 44 28 75 101 132 177 259 277 289 142 5 0 37.5
WTSP 23 44 72 111 171 226 294 305 302 151 3 0 37.5
SYSTEM | 549 648 1,197 | 1,707 | 2,357 | 2,825 | 3,624 | 3,680 | 3,556 | 1,874 75 12 38.7
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Facility Inmate Populations by Race and Sex: June 30, 2017

RACE SEX
Asian Black |Hispanic Natllve White Male | Female
American

BCCX 13 661 36 6 1,739 2,155 300
DSNF 3 254 8 2 352 619 0
HCCF 4 914 46 0 1,029 1,993 0
MCCX 5 987 39 3 1,113 2,147 0
MLTC 0 131 7 0 98 236 0
NECX 1 768 46 2 916 1,733 0
NWCX 7 1,099 50 5 1,192 2,353 0
RMSI 4 396 12 0 355 767 0
SCCF 7 744 49 2 860 1,662 0
TCIX 8 753 41 5 773 1,580 0
TPFW 2 196 9 3 563 0 773
TTCC 10 1,111 71 3 1,360 2,555 0
WCFA 2 755 36 1 735 1,529 0
WTSP 5 722 26 4 945 915 787
SYSTEM | 71 9,491 476 36 12,030 || 20,244 | 1,860

Facility Inmate Populations by Primary Offense: June 30, 2017

BCCX | DSNF | Heer [mMeex [ MLTC [ NEcX [Nwex [ RMsi [ scer [ Teix [TPrw [ TTCcc [WCFAwTsP
Facility Population| 2,455 619 1,993] 2,147 236] 1,733] 2,353] 767| 1.662] 1,580] 773] 2,555| 1,529] 1,702
OFFENSE
PERSON OFFENSES 35%| 59%| 43%| 43%| 25%| 62%| 45%| 54%| 56%| 51%| 32%| 40%| 47%| 43%
Homicide 11%| 27%| 13%| 19%| 6%| 33%| 15%| 34%| 23%| 24%| 17%| 10%| 13%| 21%
Kidnapping 1% 2%|  1%| 1%| 2%| 2% 2%| 2%| 1%| 1%| 0%| 1%| 1% 1%
Sex Offenses 11%| 19%| 16%| 10%| 0%| 14%| 15%| 6%| 20%| 14%| 2%| 14%| 18%| 6%
Assault 12%| 11%| 13%| 13%| 17%| 13%| 13%| 12%| 12%| 12%| 13%| 15%| 15%| 15%
PROPERTY OFFENSES 30%| 21%| 32%| 319%| 44%| 19%| 28%| 25%| 229%| 25%| 29%| 320%| 29%| 27%
Arson 0%| 0%| 1%| 0%| 0%| 0w 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1%| 1% 0%
Burglary 11%| 6%| 10%| 9%| 10%| 4%| 9%| 6%| 7w| 8%| 6| 11%| 7% 6%
Forgery/Fraud 2%  1%| 1% 1|  1%| 1%| 1%| 1%| 1%| 1%| 5%| 1% 1%| 2%
Larceny/Theft 8%| 4%| 4%| 5%| 7%| 2w| 5%| 3%| 3w| 3% 8w 4%| 3% 5%
Robbery o%| 10%| 16%| 16%| 26%| 12%| 13%| 15%| 11%| 13%| 9%| 15%| 17%| 14%
SOCIETAL OFFENSES 25%| 17%| 18%| 20%| 27%| 15%| 19%| 17%| 16%| 18%| 27%| 21%| 17%| 21%
Drugs/Narcotics 23%| 15%| 17%| 19%| 26%| 14%| 18%| 16%| 15%| 18%| 25%| 20%| 16%| 20%
Vehicular Homicide/DUI 2% 2% 1%] 1| 1%  1w| 1%  1%] 1% 0%] 2%| 1% 1%] 1%
ALL OTHER OFFENSES 10%| 5%| 7%| 5%| 4%| 5%| 7%| 3%| 5%| 5%| 11%| 7%| 7%| 7%
C/SIF Person* 1%  1%| 1%  1%|  0%| 1%| 1%| 1% 1%| 1%| 3%| 1w 1%| 2%
CISIF Property* 1% 0% 0%| ow| 0%| 0% 0wl 0%| ow| 0% 2w ow| 0% 1%
CISIF Societal* 19%|  1%| 1% 0%| 1%| 1%| 1%| 0% 1%| 1%| 1%| 1w| 1%| 1%
Escape 0%| 0%| 0% 0%| 0% o0w| 0%| 0w 0% 0% ow| 0% 0wl 0%
All Other* 7%| 3% 5%| 4%| 3%| 3w| 5%| 2%| 3| 3% 5% 5% 5% 3%
TOTAL 100%| 102%| 100%]| 99%| 100%]| 101%| 99%| 99%| 99%| 99%| 99%| 100%| 100%| 98%

*C/S/IF = Refers to non-substantive offenses such as conspiracy, solicitation, facilitation, aiding and abetting, etc.
**Includes twenty-two (22) unprocessed judgment orders.
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CORRECTIONAL FACILITY INCIDENTS

Incidents by Type and Quarter: FY 2016 — 2017

1st Qtr 2nd Qtr 3rd Qtr 4th Qtr Total
Rape 0 0 0 0 0
Weapon Offenses 405 404 577 439 1,825
Drug Offenses 499 493 513 494 1,999
STG Offenses 168 173 180 190 711
Riot 0 0 0 1 1
Sexual Misconduct 378 304 336 332 1,350
Assault
Assault on Offender 73 101 104 98 376
Assault on Staff 171 145 105 129 550
Death
Homicide 1 0 0 0 1
Suicide 0 1 0 1 2
Accidental Death 0 0 0 0 0
Natural Death 17 29 25 21 92
Lethal Injection 0 0 0 0 0
Escape
Secure Supenision 0 0 0 0 0
Minimum Security 0 0 0 0 0
Abscond Custody - Minimum Security 1 0 0 0 1
Furlough/Pass 0 0 0 0 0
Total Incident Rate (per 100 inmates) 17.31 15.70 17.54 15.04 65.54

Data source: Incident Report June 2017
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FY 2016 — 2017

TDOC Incident Summary by Incident Type and Facility

'20°€0T A21j0d DOAL YnM 8ouepI0dde Ul [suuosiad ,suonesadQ Aljioed Ag palsiua eiep sazirewwns 1odal siyl :30HNOS
“(ap1oIns 1o yeap :xa) 1uedionied ajbuls e Inoge uoniuiep Ag ale suapIoul Jaylo aj1ym Juedioned suo uey) alow apnjoul Aew palodal s)UspIdUI Jey) 810U ases|d

S 0 4 0 0 0 0 T 0 0 0 0 2 NOILNYSIA YOIV~ VdI  qoid dinbg
€ T 0 0 0 0 T 0 T 0 0 0 0 AL¥3dOdd NO ANNO4 SINVOIXOLNI  dOl  sbrg
GyST 2eT LT 12T 2eT LET (449 8cT 90T 0€T 0zt 12T eVT 35N /ONITT3S / NOISSISSOd  S¥A  sbnig
06¢ €2 6¢ 124 144 9¢ GE Ge 8y Gg 9z 44 1€ VITVNY3IHdVYVYd  ddd  sbg
14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 0 0 HOLISIA-NOILVOSIHNOD  0¥a  sbrg
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 44V1S-NOILVOSIANOD Ndd  sbg
14 0 0 0 T 0 0 0 0 0 T 0 0 HOLISIA-LAY HINSIS-SIANOD  1dd  sbg
T 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 T 44VIS-LINV HINDIS-SIANOD  M¥A  sbrg
9 0 T € T T 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Y31ANINTd NOIS IAISLNO 04 sbrg
0S T L S 4 € 8 € T 9 0 € 1 SS0d ON-Y3LIAIYId FINDIS AAISNI 14d sbug
79 14 4 @ @ @ 8 € 6 14 8 TT 6 HONIWN  SIA soueqimsig
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 SSO710YINOD LVIYHL  dIQ  souequmsig
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 SSO110YLNOD 'dN3L 1A  soueqmsia
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 IVINLYN-OLISIA NAQ  ureeq
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 LINIQIDOV-HOLISIA VAQ e
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3AI0INS-YOLISIA - SAQ e
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 JAIDINOH-HOLISIA HAQ  yrsg
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 HOLISIA  A3d yresq
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 AVYNLYN-(ALNA NO) 44V1S  13a  uywreg
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (ALNA NO) LN3AI0OV-44VLS a3d  uwaq
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (ALNA NO) 3AI0INS44VLS d43d  uesg
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (ALNA NO) AAIDINOH-44VLS 93 uesg
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 IN3AIDOV-N40 VOd  ureq
4 0 0 T 0 0 0 0 T 0 0 0 0 3AI0INS-N40  $3A s
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (NI HLI1-03X3-N40  13a  uesq
T 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 T 0 IAIDINOH-NAO  H3IA  yesq
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 YHD 0313-03X3-N40-HLV3IA 03A  uyesa
26 L 14 0T 14 6 4 4 17 9 S € 6 IVINLYN-NGO  V3A  yeeg
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 NOdVAM - 1SIND/HOLISIA MAY  ynessy
T 0 0 0 T 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 NOdVIM LNOHLIM-1SAND/HOLISIA  OAY  ynessy
€¢¢ ST ¢ 0¢ €T 0T 8T 0¢ T€ LT LT 6T 6T NOdVIM-44VLS MSV  jnessy
L2€ 6T GZ 9 1£4 6T 12 12 9z 144 (54 9¢ LE NOdVIM LNOHLIM-44V1S OSY  ynessy
¥0T 1T 0T 9 9 6 9 6 T L 6 0T 6 NOdVIM-N4O MOV  Unessy
[4X4 €€ LT 1C 8¢ 1€ 144 12 92 02 6T 4 71 NOdVIM LNOHLIM-N4O 00V  nessy
12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 T T 0 T T dNYSIA ¥3dO 005$< ONA dO¥d  ddV  uosiy
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 dNYSIA ¥dO-0058< ONG dOHd-AYNCNI  AYY  uosiy
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 dNYSIA ¥3dO-005$<ONA dOYd-INI-¥IS Y uosiy
28 VT €T S 97 2 2 2 97 v 2 € T YOLISIA-ANOTAS AV 1sauy
0€ @ € T S @ S 4 € 0 4 € 4 44VIS-ANO134  S4V 158Uy
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N4O-ANO134  O4V 158Uy
uondiasaq apiou| adAL ouj
€0STC stozz | esstc | osute | se91c | woste [ wevte [ ewyre | tevte | evste | Tivie [ 6v01z | zeloz [uoneindod abeieny
[e3oL aung Ren judy  yaelN  Aeruge4  Aenuer  Jsquisdag  J19qWIBAON 4800300 Jaquisrdas  1snbny  Anr

/T0Z — 9T0Z A4 :Auj1oe4 pue adA] 1uapioul Aq Arewwns juapioul D0dL




53

"20°€0T A21j0d DOAL Yim aoueplodde Ul jauuosiad suoiresadQ Alj1oed Ag palsius elep sazirewwns Jodal sty :334N0S “(sp1dins
10 yyeap :xa) Juedionued a|6uIs e 1noge uoniulLep Ag ase syusploul J1ay1o ajiym wuedionted auo uey) aiow spnjoul Aew paniodas SJUapIoul Jey) 810U ases|d

Demographics

dent Type and Facility: FY 2016 — 2017 (cont.)

TDOC Incident Summary by Inc
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FY 2016 — 2017 (cont.)

TDOC Incident Summary by Incident Type and Facility
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COMMUNITY SUPERVISION DEMOGRAPHICS
Parolee Populations by District and Age: June 30, 2017
District 65+ 60-64 55-59 50-54 45-49 40-44 35-39 30-34 25-29 20-24 18-19 <18 |[Avg Age
10 41 43 67 100 93 112 112 107 64 6 0 0 44.4
20 57 57 106 116 135 134 181 182 119 20 0 0 43.2
21 24 20 30 47 42 59 82 63 42 3 0 0 43.2
30 78 67 105 112 120 152 155 118 65 15 0 0 45.7
31 24 12 29 59 71 61 80 68 53 14 0 0 42.3
40 1 4 5 10 17 19 38 28 24 1 0 0 38.7
41 42 37 50 76 80 53 79 54 16 1 0 0 47.5
42 66 91 139 145 179 212 270 237 149 28 1 0 43.0
50 29 33 50 72 80 127 132 126 72 18 0 0 42.1
51 31 27 48 45 59 69 88 73 49 4 0 0 43.9
60 23 32 45 66 66 95 105 86 76 21 0 0 42.1
61 36 24 51 76 104 105 148 118 64 8 0 0 42.7
70 57 66 88 107 137 181 212 171 114 37 0 0 42.6
71 12 20 39 42 74 78 78 87 69 28 0 0 40.6
72 12 20 27 52 70 61 56 53 28 5 0 0 43.8
80 23 15 27 44 42 54 67 71 40 5 1 0 42.7
81 26 22 36 50 63 70 87 94 75 13 0 0 41.7
oIC 15 12 25 38 51 53 44 53 23 3 0 0 43.9
Unassigned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SYSTEM 597 602 967 1,257 1,483 1,695 2,014 1,789 1,142 230 2 0 43.2

Parolee Populations by District by Race and Sex: June 30, 2017

RACE SEX
District Asian Black [[Hispanic Nat|.ve White Male | Female
American
10 1 100 21 1 622 642 103
20 4 272 19 4 808 957 150
21 0 32 4 1 375 360 52
30 3 252 6 2 724 864 123
31 1 49 9 1 411 372 99
40 0 33 80 0 34 143 4
41 5 209 38 1 235 466 22
42 5 979 30 1 502 1,317 200
50 9 236 29 2 463 635 104
51 2 156 10 1 324 434 59
60 2 372 4 0 237 562 53
61 2 254 4 0 474 647 87
70 4 977 43 1 145 1,067 103
71 1 437 3 0 86 485 42
72 0 303 29 0 52 382 2
80 2 119 9 2 257 350 39
81 5 162 13 0 356 472 64
(o][ 3 108 16 1 189 265 52
Unassigned 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SYSTEM | 49 5,050 367 18 6,294 10,420 1,358
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Probationer Populations by District and Age: June 30, 2017
District 65+ 60-64 55-59 50-54 45-49 40-44 35-39 30-34 25-29 20-24 18-19 <18 |Avg Age

10 103 114 231 370 474 677 729 821 757 394 17 1 38.4

20 104 133 256 388 533 644 871 1,003 923 560 40 0 375

21 65 71 128 223 314 338 529 561 526 305 28 0 37.5

30 97 147 291 426 529 738 975 982 1,109 677 47 3 37.2

31 61 62 109 168 199 242 319 349 351 252 11 1 38.0

40 31 45 74 123 169 184 296 321 382 290 21 0 35.9

41 23 22 48 58 61 60 64 70 53 19 0 0 43.0

42 43 100 178 256 349 438 660 729 775 531 47 0 36.2

50 64 61 154 228 324 392 567 626 705 573 57 2 35.8

51 68 86 138 181 260 291 398 402 457 347 24 0 37.6

60 39 47 90 128 184 231 345 340 369 257 19 0 36.7

61 41 53 109 182 214 278 402 409 385 333 27 0 36.9

70 50 96 155 236 333 449 654 778 987 815 43 0 34.7

71 34 45 61 118 194 228 371 420 610 564 38 2 33.6

72 9 8 23 23 33 21 36 41 47 10 2 0 40.4

80 27 37 92 160 168 253 357 418 423 316 19 0 35.9

81 36 62 123 159 223 224 366 439 467 321 29 1 36.4
olCc 203 346 634 876 993 1,036 1,225 1,033 789 269 4 0 42.3
Unassigned 0 0 1 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 48.0
SYSTEM 1,098 1,535 2,895 4,304 5,555 6,726 9,164 9,742 10,115 6,833 473 10 37.4

Probationer Populations by District by Race and Sex: June 30, 2017

RACE SEX
District Asian Black [[Hispanic Natlive White Male | Female
American
10 12 400 67 6 4,203 3,152 1,536
20 19 888 80 15 4,453 3,907 1,548
21 2 207 29 3 2,847 2,210 878
30 8 1,305 72 3 4,633 4,304 1,717
31 0 96 43 4 1,981 1,437 687
40 19 1,168 106 2 641 1,493 443
41 4 192 19 1 262 388 90
42 34 2,394 121 2 1,555 3,132 974
50 68 894 155 3 2,633 2,765 988
51 13 505 54 3 2,077 1,876 776
60 4 1,059 28 4 954 1,614 435
61 1 690 26 3 1,713 1,719 714
70 22 3,844 74 0 656 3,475 1,121
71 17 2,098 41 2 527 2,035 650
72 1 185 13 0 54 238 15
80 16 613 46 3 1,592 1,707 563
81 10 506 66 2 1,866 1,688 762
oIC 41 2,435 584 19 4,329 5,863 1,545
Unassigned 0 2 0 0 3 4 1
SYSTEM || 291 19,481 1,624 75 36,979 || 43,007 | 15,443
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Probation/Parole Populations by Level of Supervision: June 30, 2017

Parole Probation

Special Restricted 27 777
Restricted 930 4,337
Elevated 716 2,654
Standard 5,231 25,279
Administrative 3,150 23,716
PSU 1,665 1,591
Unassigned 59 96
Totals 11,778 58,450

Probation/Parole Supervision Standards

Correction

Probation/Parole
Supervision Standards

Face to Faoe (Office)
Face to Face (Feld)
Chedk

| Armest Chedk

[Offender Case Plan

erification of in Custody

Strong-R A 1t TOMIS Supervision Code
Criminally Diverse 1EN Enhanced
|High Violent 1D1 DRC Phase 1* | 1 1 1 1 /6] 1/3]11/1211/3] O 1/12
Intake 21N Intake 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 o o
High Property 3IMA Maximum
High Drug 2D2 DRC Phase 2* 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 /6| 1/6j1/1211/3] O 1/12
4ME Medium
Moderate 3D3 DRC Phase 3* /3=l 3] e | /3] /3] 1/3 | 1/3 |1z /el1/12l /6| O 1/12
4 Ml Minimum ye**| iye|112)] 6| e | 16| 1/6 | 1/12) o |1/12) 1712 o 1/12
Low 4TR Compliant Reporting ] 1/12 ] 1/6 o] 0 1/12
9AB Absconder 1/6
SDP Deported (o] 1/12 [s]
90T Detainer 0 o I 1 [
_— n =1 In Custody 0 0 1 (2]
Administrative e ICOTS Out ) 1/12 4] /12
915/95D 155/5D5 0 1/12 o
SWR Warrant o 1 5]
SRT Residential Treatment o o | 1 | 112
* DRC supervision | Is are anly d to policy 704.01.*

**Fjeld/Office contacts with medium and minimum offenders shall be rotated from office to field as noted in the above standards.**

Medium Supervision Level Example:
1st quarter-Offender reports to the office.

2nd quarter-Officer makes field contact with offender, which may Iinclude a home check.

3rd quarter-Offender reports to the office.

4th quarter-Officer makes field contact with the offender, which may include a home check.
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Each whole number is the
required contact each month.

Program Supervision Unit (PSU)

3 |z 8 £
Each fraction is the number of T = = 5 S
contacts / number of months o @ 5] [} e o [} ~ 2 £
818 | |2z |% |¢ 5 |t 8 1% |8 | |3
EX: 1/3is one contact every é - é 5 &2 g > = Lr;: &2z 8 S ,_;J g 2
three months (quarterly JIRRCR & o % g ‘—‘i % -8 o ;ZD @ g w ® i
5] 5] = x O x g E; =
contac) gele |8 |&F |2 |5 |& | & |88 |2 |& |&§ | & |&
PSU Primary 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1/3 1 1/3 1/3 1/6 1/6
PSU Secondary 2 1 1 1 1/2 1/3 1/3 1/3 1 1/6 1/6 1/6 1/6
PsU 1 w2 1 ||| ] s 1| e 2| e |12
Intermediate
PSU Transitional 1/2 1 13 |13 12 | 13| 173 1/3 1 | 112 | 12| 16 | 112
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STATISTICAL ABSTRACT USER’S GUIDE

Population, Capacity, & Trends

TDOC Backup: Felons sentenced to TDOC custody and held in local jails while
awaiting transfer to a TDOC institution.

Local or Locally Sentenced: Convicted felons sentenced to serve their time in a local
jail. As felony offenders, these persons are under TDOC jurisdiction.

Other_Convicted Felons: Convicted felons awaiting sentencing or not yet ready for
transfer to TDOC because of other pending charges. Includes technical violators
awaiting probable cause/revocation/rescission hearing or adjudication of pending
charges.

Convicted Misdemeanants: Inmates serving time because of a misdemeanor
conviction.

Pre-Trial Felony Detainees: Inmates charged with a felony but not yet convicted.

Pre-Trial Misdemeanant Detainees: Inmates charged with a misdemeanor but not yet
convicted.

Others: Inmates held in local facilities for federal crimes, city ordinances, etc.

Community Corrections: A grant program created in 1985 as an alternative to
incarceration. Programs are developed based on the individual needs of the area
served.

Probation: Felons subject to conditions imposed by the court and subject to community
supervision without incarceration.

Parole: Felons originally sentenced to an incarceration period and released to serve the
remainder of their sentence under community supervision.

Offender Accountability, Programs & Services

Level of Care: An inmate’s need for mental health services based on their ability to
function in general population.

Level I: No mental health services are indicated for the inmate. Adjustment and
function in the general population is not impaired by mental illness.
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Level 1l: Mental health outpatient services are indicated when an inmate’s ability to
function in general population is mildly impaired due to mental illness and/or mental
retardation or is not currently impaired but he/she needs monitoring.

Level lll: Supported living unit services are indicated when an inmate’s ability to
function in general population is moderately impaired due to a serious mental illness.
This designation reflects a tenuous mental status that is easily overwhelmed by
everyday pressures, demands, and frustrations.

Level 1IV: Supported living unit services are indicated when an inmate’s ability to
function in general population is severely impaired due to serious and persistent mental
illness. This level reflects active symptoms of a major mental illness and impaired
reality testing.

Demographics

Class A Incidents: Events which involve life threatening matters and breaches of
security that are likely to cause serious operational problems, imminent threat to the
control and order of a facility and/or to the community

Selected other _incidents: Less serious events where injury to staff, visitors and/or
inmates may or may not have occurred that cause the disruption of the normal facility
operation, or which pose a possible risk to the health or safety of the general public that
did not require the involvement of outside agencies in institutional functions, as well as
events that pose no threat to the local community, or to the safe and secure operation of
the institution.

Please note that most incidents reported in the monthly summary may include more
than one participant or infraction while other incidents are by definition about a single
participant (ex: death or suicide).
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