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ABSTRACT

The internship experience with the Pima County 
Superior Court Adult Probation Office provided opportunities 
to observe administrative principles, policies, procedures, 
and practices, and to observe and to participate in the 
actual use of professional correctional policies, principles, 
practices and techniques in a community adult probation 
program.

Administrative techniques were observed during the 
day-to-day activities of the probation office as practiced 
by the chief probation officer, his chief deputy and his 
staff. Publications which pertained to the administration 
of this and related agencies were studied. The administration 
and operation of collateral governmental executive and 
judicial agencies were also observed. Services of these 
agencies were often used.

Probation deputies were observed during the 
performance of every function of their offices. Additional 
professional knowledge was gained by study of relevant 
documents and publications, and by personal interviews.

Direct participation in probationary activities 
was experienced while assisting the other probation officers 
in the performance of their professional duties and by
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personally completing six presentence Investigations 
and reports, by participating in judicial sentencing 
procedures, by completing post-sentencing dispositions, 
and by conducting probation treatment and supervision 
activities.

The records and files of the probation office were 
examined and studied. Part of this perusal was incidental 
to the compilation of probation caseload and presentence 
report statistical information.

As the intership progressed, a comparison was made 
of academic knowledge and practical use of the principles, 
policies, and practices of administration and correctional 
probation.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

Probation is relatively young to the field of 
corrections, but as an alternative to incarceration, it is 
the most commonly used community program.^ Its philosophy

pis corrective, rehabilitative, and non-punitive. It is 
not just a gift of grace or a grant of leniency, or merely 
another chance, but rather a progressive method of adminis
tering justice which retains some restraining elements of 
supervision but which emphsizes the positive aspects of 
treatment and rehabilitation.

Probation is imposed in a highly selective and 
rational, but individualized manner, it is conducted on a 
personal casework basis, using the techniques of counseling 
and the services and attitudes of helpfulness and empathy 
as its primary tools. Professional social work practices 
and community resources are employed to help the offender 
resolve his legal difficulties and to develop a way of 
living which conforms to the standards of society and which 
makes a fuller and more useful life for him. Probation is 
a positive, humanitarian approach to justice.
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3
Philosophy of Probation

Tracing the development of correctional philosophy 
aids the understanding of current probationary policies and 
practices.

During the late eighteenth and early nineteenth 
centuries, rational philosophers, legalists, and advocates 
of democracy advocated equal treatment of criminals ac
cording to the crime they had committed. They also emphasized 
the humanitarian aspects of punishment by using imprisonment 
rather than by employing earlier cruel forms of exile, 
execution, and corporal punishment.^

In the early twentieth century it had become 
apparent that punishment by imprisonment had very little 
deterrent or rehabilitative effect. The number of crimes 
and the number of criminals continued to increase. Advances 
in the behavioral sciences encouraged widespread acceptance 
of sociological and psychological theories of human behavior. 
Ideas were offered which stated that criminals were not 
inherently wicked but 111,^ and criminal behavior, like 
other human social behavior, was learned by association.^ 
Deviant actions were considered symptoms of biological, 
psychological, and social defects. These views suggested 
that treatment, not punishment, was the appropriate response 
to crime.^

Casework concepts were introduced into the treatment 
of criminal offenders. Although many inroads were made,
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resistance to social work practices were received from 
established punitive and retributive concepts of justice.^
Even today a legal definition of probation considers itOa gift of grace and a form of leniency, and many popular 
opinions consider probation as getting off free.

The American System of justice experienced many 
positive changes. The criminal act as a determinant of 
the type of punishment was de-emphasized. The individual 
was given more consideration. Judges were allowed greater 
sentencing discretion. Treatment decisions were distributed 
throughout the correctional system. Most mandatory sentences 
were, abolished, and many statutes authorized indeterminant 
sentences. Probation was made available in most jurisdictions 
for many offenses. Sentencing was delayed until the convicted 
offender had been studied and analyzed by court appointed 
officers, and assistance and advice of physicians, 
psychiatrists, and other behavioral specialists was given to 
the judge. The court was permitted to personalize justice. 
Society’s reaction to crime and a progressive correctional 
philosophy were brought to bear in the sentencing and 
treatment decisions to produce more rational dispositions 
of the offender and to maximize the benefits to both the 
individual and the community.
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The Development of Probation

The origins of probation in America are found in 
early humanitarian efforts to mitigate the harshness of 
penalties rather than in the rehabilitative efforts with 
which probation is associated today. The beginning of 
probation is marked by a volunteer temperance worker's 
supervision of a drunkard who was on bail. Private 
citizens and organizations exteneded this service to men,

Qwomen, and children who had difficulties with the courts.
The first legal sanctions of probation were enacted 

in Massachusetts in 1869 and 1878. In 1900, that same state 
started the practice of suspending the sentence and placing 
the offender on probation instead of granting probation 
before the sentence was imposed.10

The juvenile court movement of the early 1900s 
accelerated the spread of probation throughout the United 
States. Adult probation was adopted at a slower rate. A 
federal probation system was established in 1925* but it 
was 1956 before probation had spread to all of the states.* *

The development of probation in Arizona followed 
the national pattern. The territorial juvenile court law 
of 1907 gave probation its first legal state sanction.*2 
In 1912, this law was adopted as one of the state's statutes. 
Adult probation was established by legislative action in
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1927 for Pima and Maricopa Counties.^^ Today, both adult 
and juvenile probationary services are available throughout 
Arizona.
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CHAPTER II

ADULT PROBATION IN PIMA COUNTY

In Arizona, probation is administered at the county 
level. In Pima County, adult probationary services are 
provided by the Pima County Adult Probation Office, Tucson, 
Arizona, which is a part of the Pima County Superior Court. 
The Superior Court was established by state statutes.^ ̂  There 
is one Division of the court and one Judge for each thirty 
thousand persons in Pima County. At the present time there 
are ten Divisions in Pima County. A Presiding Judge, who is 
appointed by the Arizona Supreme Court, provides general 
executive policy and administration for all Divisions of 
the Pima County Superior Court.

Each Superior Court Judge is authorized to employ 
a Probation Officer.^^ In Pima County, in the interests of 
economy and professionalism, the adult probation officers 
are organized into one central office which provides pro
bationary services to all Judges and Divisions of the 
Superior Court except the Juvenile Division. The Juvenile 
Division has a separate probation staff.

The Presiding Judge of the Pima County Superior 
Court also provides executive supervision for the Adult 
Probation Office. The Chief Adult Probation Officer is the

8
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administrator of the Adult Probation Office and is responsi
ble to the Presiding Judge to provide adult probationary 
services for all Divisions of the Superior Court throughout 
Pima County.

Legal Basis of Probation

Section 13-657 of the Arizona Revised Statutes, 
entitled, "Suspension, imposition or execution of sentence; 
revocation and termination of probation; discharge," is the 
legal basis for granting probation in Arizona.^ ̂  It contains 
specific authority for:

(1) Suspension of imposition of the sentence 
for a period of time not to exceed the maximum term 
of sentence which may be imposed.

(2) Granting probation to earn money to pay a 
court ordered fine.

(3) Rearrest of probationers and revocation of 
probation.

(4) Modification of the court order suspending 
the imposition of the sentence.

(5) Termination of Probation.
(6) Discharge from Probation.
Authority to employ adult probation officers is 

contained in Section 12-251 of the Arizona Revised Statutes,^  
which is entitled, "Appointment; Assistants; Bond, and contains 
specific authority for:
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(1 ) Employment of adult probation officers by 

judges with the approval of the board of supervisors,
(2) Appointment of adult probation officers by the 

individual or presiding judges.
(3) Bonding of probation officers.
(4) Joint adult and juvenile probationary services outside first class counties.

The Pima County Adult Probation Office

The Chief Adult Probation Officer as the head of 
the Pima County Adult Probation Office is directly ac
countable to the Presiding Judge of the Pima County Superior 
Court for the overall administration and operation of the 
adult probation office. The Chief Adult Probation Officer 
is assisted by the Chief Deputy Probation Officer. All of 
the assigned Probation Officers are responsible to the Chief 
Adult Probation Officer. The Chief Secretary supervises the 
clerical staff and is also responsible to the Chief Adult 
Probation Officer.

General Administration
All administrative matters which flow in and out of 

the Adult Probation Office are channeled through the Chief 
Adult Probation Officer. He handles all general corre
spondence and reports, personnel, fiscal, and other 
supportive matters. The internal administration of the 
office is delegated to the Chief Deputy Probation Officer.



Operational Administration
Although the Chief Adult Probation Officer shoulders 

the supervisory responsibility for the professional adult 
probationary services which are provided to the superior 
court, he is primarily concerned with the general quality 
of the services and the principles, policies, and procedures 
which are employed. In the actual performance of pro
fessional services for the courts, each probation officer 
has a direct operational relationship with the judge who 
has the jurisdiction over the offender, and is individually 
responsible for the performance and the quality of the 
professional services he provides for his clients.

Personnel Administration
Personnel administration is shared by the Chief 

Adult Probation Officer, the Presiding Judge, and the Pima 
County Personnel Director. The Chief Adult Probation Officer 
performs day-to-day personnel supervision and initiates 
personnel actions pertaining to the employment, promotion 
and discharge of personnel. The Presiding Judge provides 
overall personnel policy and guidance, and he is the final 
authority for personnel employment decisions. The Pima 
County Personnel Director provides supportive administrative 
personnel services.

Educational standards for employment are high. It
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is desired that all probation officers possess professional 
academic training at the masters level in public adminis
tration (corrections), psychology, sociology, or other social 
science. Personality qualifications include maturity, the 
ability to establish rapport with others, a firm belief in 
the principles of social work, a strong desire to help others, 
and continuing interest and efforts toward improving one's 
personal professional skill and knowledge.

Even though employment procedures do not include 
merit examinations, the highest professional standards of 
selection are maintained. Selection for employment is 
based on competence. Initial screening of applicants, 
interviewing, and selection is made by the Chief Adult 
Probation Officer and his assistant. Their selection is 
presented to the Presiding Judge, who makes the final employ
ment decision. When the hiring decision has been made, the 
County Personnel Director completes the administrative 
processing and provides continuing personnel administrative 
support.

The probation officers have the same fringe benefits 
as the other county employees. Vacation and sick leave 
eligibility is earned at the rate of one day per month. 
Salaries continue for the first thirty days of sick leave.
A maximum of thirty days of vacation, and thirty days of 
sick leave may be accumulated. There are no hospitalization
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or insurance benefits, but employment is covered by state 
workman’s compensation and social security. The adult 
probation office is not unionized but the members are 
encouraged to join professional organizations.

General rules of conduct and personnel policies
18follow the standard county directives. All court 

information and probation records are confidential, and 
all public releases of information require the approval 
of the Adult Probation Officer.

The highest degree of professional and personal 
integrity are maintained within the probation office. The 
working relationships both within the office and with other 
offices and agencies are characterized by rapport and co
operation.

Fiscal Administration
General fiscal administration is a primary function 

of the Presiding Judge. The Adult Probation Officer has 
two fiscal responsibilities: he participates in the planning
and expending of general operating funds, and he administers 
the superior court's fine and restitution fund.

The adult probation office operating funds are 
included in the Pima County’s budgetary allocations for the 
Superior Court. In March of each year, the probation office 
administrator submits next year's fiscal requirements. The 
request for next year is made on the assumption that this
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year's allocation will be approved and it only Includes 
increases in expected expenditures for such items as salaries, 
equipment purchases, or special programs. If an item is 
not included in these planning factors, financial resources 
for it will not be available during the coming fiscal year 
unless an emergency arises.

The Presiding Judge consolidates the requirements 
for all sections of the superior court and submits the 
courts budgetary request to the County Financial Director. 
After adjustments are resolved, the county budget is sub
mitted to the Pima County Board of Supervisors, who reviews 
and approves it and presents it to the public. After public 
approval., the budget is adopted. ̂

The commitment and expenditure of funds are 
monitored by the Presiding Judge and the Pima County Financial 
Director. Throughout the fiscal year, as funds are used, 
memoranda will be sent to the various sections of the court 
informing them of the status of their funds and requesting 
appropriate actions.

The current operating fiscal budget for the adult 
probation office authorizes #70,000.00, which is approxi
mately nine per cent of the total court budget. Practically 
all of this amount is for salaries.^0

A projection of the current work load of 456 adult 
probationers would place the annual cost per probationer
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at one hundred and fifty-two dollars. This figure is a 
projection of the total operating costs for the office 
which includes the expenses incurred for those offenders 
who are investigated and are not placed on probation.

Logistical Administration
Logistical support is obtained by the Chief Adult 

Probation Officer through the normal county directorate. 
Primary needs are for transportation, housing, office 
furniture and equipment, and expendable supplies and services. 
The Chief Adult Probation Officer and the1 Chief Deputy 
Probation Officer are furnished county automobiles, but other 
Probation Officers use their private vehicles for field work 
and are compensated once a month at a rate of ten cents per 
mile for their transportation expenditure.

Probationary Services
The staff of the Adult Probation Office seek and 

usually attain the highest levels of professionalism in 
their performance of their probationary services for the 
court, the community, and the probationer. The avowed ob
jectives of these services are:

(1) The protection of society, and
(2) The treatment and rehabilitation of the offender.21
The duties of the Adult Probation Officers are 

prescribed by the Arizona Revised Statutes as:



(1) Completion of presentence investigations and 
submission of presentence reports.

(2) Supervision of probationers.
(3) Submission of progress reports.
(4) Initiation of revocation proceedings.
(5) Preparation and maintenance of records.
(6) Administration of monies paid by court order.^
Functionally, the probation officer's duties are

separable into two phases: the presentence, or intake phase;
and the probation, or treatment phase.

Presentence Phase. The separation of sentencing 
from the determination of guilt was one of the significant 
modern developments in the field of corrections. Once guilt 
has been established, the offender is referred to the pro
bation office for investigation, study, and analysis. The 
probation officer conducts an investigation utilizing all 
of the available social and professional services which are 
required to make a thorough study of the individual offender, 
analyzes the unique circumstances which surround the offense, 
the offender, and his disposition, and submits a presentence 
report to the judge.

The presentence report provides the court additional 
infomration that will help him make a better disposition of 
the offender. The presentence report enables the court to 
personalize justice. It is a key tool in the selection 
process for probation. When the court knows the offenders

16
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previous behavior, the reasons for it, and the circumstances 
surrounding it, then the treatment decision can be more 
accurate and easier to make.

The national Office of Probation analyzed the 
purposes in this manner:

The primary objective of the presentence report is 
to focus light on the character and personality of the 
defendant, to offer insight into his problems and needs, 
to help understand the world in which he lives, to learn 
about his relationships with people, and to discover 
those salient factors that underlie his specific offense 
and his conduct in general. It is not the purpose of 
the report to demonstrate the guilt or innocence of thedefendant.23

The presentence report also has several correctional 
uses: it can assist the prison staff in making inmate
classification and treatment decisions, it can help the parole 
board in reaching better release determinations, it can be a 
sound basis for the probation or parole officer to use in 
planning a supervision and treatment program, and it is also 
an excellent research source.

Procedures. The Adult Probation Officers are assigned 
presentence investigations on a rotational basis. If special 
requirements exist, specific probation officers may be chosen. 
When the probation officer receives a case assignment he 
proceeds independently to make the investigation and to write 
the report so that it may be typed and delivered to the court 
one day prior to the scheduled day of sentencing. Five days 
are allowed for presentence investigations. If additional 
time is needed, the sentencing may be delayed.



The facilities and resources of law enforcement and 
other governmental agencies are employed to obtain as much 
information as possible which relates to the offender and 
his offense, and non-governmental professional services may 
be employed to augment these resources. The outstanding 
cooperation and rapport which exists between the probation 
office and these collateral agencies is one of the reasons 
why the adult probation office provides high quality services.

Prior to the formal sentencing the judge will normal
ly discuss the presentence report with the investigating 
officer. The judge also makes himself available for 
consultation during the investigation phase. The compati
bility and cooperation between the judges and the probation 
officers is evidence of their mutual respect and confidence.

The investigating officers also attend the court 
sentencing to assist the judge during the formal procedure. 
When probation is ordered, the offender returns to the 
probation office with the probation officer for the initial 
probation counseling. When institutionalization is ordered, 
the offender is remanded to the custody of the sheriff.

If the probationer is incarcerated, or if he is 
permitted to serve his period of probation outside the 
jurisdiction of the Pima County Probation Office, a copy of 
the presentence report, with the recommendation to the court 
deleted, is forwarded to the appropriate institution or 
probation agency.

18
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The Presentence Report Contents. The probation 

officer is the most important determinant of the overall 
quality and content of the presentence report. He must gather 
the information about the offender, assimilate, interpret, 
and evaluate the data, and present it in an organized, 
logical, readable and objective manner.

The probation officer must not have any preconceived 
judgments about the defendant. He must not only report the 
tangible factors of the case but he must also include the 
subjective elements such as the offender's attitudes, 
feelings, and motions. The picture of the offender must be 
unbiased. Information obtained from the offender must be 
unbiased. Information obtained from the offender should be 
checked for accuracy, and statements made by other sources 
should be resolved with the offender.

The presentence report should be primarily concerned 
with the offender's current situation. Past experiences and 
events are useful only as they pertain to the offender’s 
present thoughts, feelings, and actions. Documentation of 
unrelated events is of little value to the court.

A worksheet or checklist should be used as a guide 
to facilitate gathering factual data.^ Each fact should be 
expanded to include the subjective elements which express 
why the offender thinks, feels, or acts the way he does. A 
person is not a summation of facts, but a composite of all
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of the physical and mental factors which make-up his total 
person. The report should present a vivid and dynamic 
picture of the offender as a unique, individual being.

The offender is generally the richest source of 
information, especially for the biographical sketch of his 
formative and developmental years and experiences. Care 
must be exercised, however, to recognize exaggerations or 
omissions in the subject's own story. Interviewing tech
niques and collateral investigations should be employed to 
confirm information obtained from the offender, for it is 
natural for him to present himself to the court and the 
probation officer in the best light that he can.

The author of the presentence report should be 
thoroughly familiar with the special meanings which are 
attached to the words, phrases and abbreviations which make 
up the court jargon. Legal terms should be used only to 
convey their exact legal meaning. Idiomatic words and 
expressions should be avoided.

Probation Phase. Many courts consider that the 
presentence investigation is the most important phase of 
the probation officer's work, but from a correctional point 
of view, the probation phase is more significant. In 
reality both phases are complimentary.

The probation phase really begins when the probation 
officer starts his presentencing investigation. The
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groundwork is set for a successful relationship between the 
probation officer and the offender. When the offender is 
placed on probation, it is a climax and a conclusion to the 
presentencing phase.

Time and other resources and court priorities may 
occasionally restrict the probation officer's direct 
probation activity, but these elements should not affect 
his professional, treatment-oriented approach.

The average citizen probably considers the 
restraining value of supervision the most important probation 
activity, and some courts share this attitude. If the 
offender lives within the standards of society and the 
conditions imposed by the judge, treatment may be received 
to gain self-improvement, and hopefully, ultimate community 
gains.

The actual practice of probation seeks to perform 
its dual roles of treatment and rehabilitation using both 
legal and social tools. Supervision imposes restrictions 
and discipline which are substitutes for the social pro
tection and control of prison isolation and regimentation. 
Treatment has the same goals as institutional rehabilitation 
but employs the more realistic environment of the community 
and its versatile resources.

Probation is a casework activity. The relationship 
that is established between the probation officer and the
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probationer is a strong determinant of the effectiveness of 
the probation. Rapport is essential. Assuming that a valid 
diagnosis of the offender's needs has been made, the probation 
officer must develop and pursue a sound program which draws 
from within the offender the will and the motivation to make 
a positive adjustment, and which employes the resources of 
the community as tools toward this end.

The probationer's total situation must be considered. 
Frequently the availability of a tangible resource such as 
a job or medical care may be sufficient to enable the offender 
to make a positive adjustment. The necessities of life and 
other important environmental considerations are of a primary 
nature. Mutual respect and dignity lubricate the casework 
relationship, and sound knowledge and skillful application 
can produce positive results.

The initial counseling session clarifies the 
conditions of probation and sets the rules for the probationary 
period. Generally the court will order two conditions of 
probation: obedience to the law and to the probation officer.
The probation officer actually establishes the conditions of 
probation. Some officers use the written conditions and 
others merely provide a verbal briefing. The probationer 
is encouraged to live as "normal" a life as possible by 
using a minimum number of restrictions.25

Treatment programs are started during the initial 
meeting, but unless treatment involves some specific activity



such as medical or psychiatric treatment the overall treat
ment program will be developed slowly.

Maintenance of Records and Progress Reports. A 
master presentence report file is maintained for all 
offenders who have been investigated by the office. These 
files are subdivided according to the disposition of the 
offender. The presentence report and all related documents 
and papers, as well as any subsequent documents which pertain 
to the individual, are kept in this folder.

A master probation file is also maintained by the 
probation officer and the office clerical staff. This file 
is a quick reference documentation of every office contact 
(in person, by telephone, or correspondence) which is made 
with the offender and other activity which concerns the 
probationer (terms of probation, revocation hearings, etc.).

The casework file is kept by the probation officer 
in his personal file. Here each officer documents his 
contacts and actions concerning the probationer. A 
chronological method is generally used. Each probation 
officer also has a loose-leaf notebook file which contains 
reporting schedules, codes, and other control or treatment 
data in an abbreviated, quick-reference format.26

Progress reports are generally submitted according 
to the court of jurisdiction's desire. They are composed 
as summaries of the master and the casework files. All 
officers submit a summary report when there is a violation

23
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of probationary conditions, or a revocation, or a termina
tion procedure.

Termination and Revocation of Probation. Probation 
may be terminated by expiration of the probationary term, by 
court order, by revocation, by arrest, or death. When a
probationer has indicated by his performance that he does
not need further supervision or treatment, the probation 
officer may petition for an early termination, requesting 
that the judge discharge the offender from probation status.^7

The probation officer should take appropriate actions 
well in advance of expiration dates of probationary terms 
to prepare the probationer to continue a law-abiding life 
without treatment or supervision. The services of the 
probation office will continue to be available to the 
ex-probationer if he desires to use them. The court of 
jurisdiction over the probationer should also be notified 
of the termination so certificates of termination may be 
presented by the judge.

Petitions for revocation of probation are normally 
prepared by the probation o f f i c e r . a court hearing is 
then scheduled in which the probationer and the state are 
represented by counsel. If probation is revoked, sentencing 
is done in a manner similar to the normal trial sentencing 
procedure.
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Administration of Court Ordered Payments. The 

receipt and disbursement of court-ordered payments of fines 
and restitutions is done by the clerical staff under the 
close supervision of the Adult Probation Officer. Accounts 
are closed monthly and are audited semi-annually. Every six 
months, the payments of fines are transferred to the Pima 
County general fund.
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CHAPTER III

DIARY OF AN INTERNSHIP

June 16, 1969
Chief Adult Probation Officer Lionel E. R gave me 

a general introductory briefing on the policies, functions, 
and general procedures of the Adult Probation Office, and 
introduced me to the members of the staff. Chief Deputy 
Probation Officer Robert L, who normally supervised the 
internship program, was out of town. Mr. R suggested that 
I read the office procedural manual and other related 
publications. The remainder of this day and parts of the 
next few days were devoted to studying the Departmental 
Manual of Procedures. Regulations, and Instructions for

09County Adult Probation Services in the State of Arizona, 
the Adult Manual of the Probation Department, County of 
Los Angeles, California,^ and the Handbook on Interstate 
Crime Control?^

June 17. 1969
Chief Deputy L assigned me to Deputy S for direct 

supervision during the internship.
Deputy S asked me to read two presentence reports 

which pertained to sentencings which were scheduled today 
in Judge Richard R's court. It was a pleasure to meet the
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judge and to witness the informal discussion of the pre
sentence reports in the judge's chambers and to observe 
the courtroom sentencing procedures.

The judge and the deputies appeared to be thoroughly 
familiar with the offenders and their cases. They had a 
detailed discussion of each defendant's personality and 
environmental situation. The sentencing priorities which 
were used and the weights which were allocated to the 
various factors considered clearly illustrated that the 
primary sentencing consideration was the protection of the 
community, but at the same time, conscious and deliberate 
efforts were made by both the judge and the deputies to 
give the offender every break possible. The policy appeared 
to be to suspend imposition of the sentence and to allow 
probation whenever there was a reasonable chance for 
successful probation and positive rehabilitation.

Later in the day, Deputy S asked me to telephone a 
list of persons who an offender had given as character 
references. There were twenty-eight names on the list but 
only eight of them responded and gave statements. Several 
of them had known the defendant prior to her present crime, 
but most of them had known her only since she became involved 
in her present criminal matter. All of the statements were 
favorable to the offender.

27



28
June 18, 1969

Deputy L and I went to Phoenix, Arizona to attend 
a meeting of the State Justice Planning Task Force for 
Corrections. Mr. Allen Cook, Director of the Arizona 
State Department of Corrections, presided at the meeting. 
There were fourteen men and women present. They were 
administrators, officers, and educators who represented 
every phase of corrections throughout the state.

This was the second meeting of the task force.
At the first meeting, planning priorities for eighteen 
different correctional programs and projects had been 
established. Previously approved projects were reviewed 
and discussed. One project sponsor was having difficulty 
obtaining local (county) matching funds for an intensive 
probation treatment program. Several of the other projects 
were still in the developmental stages. Those members who 
had future projects in mind, discussed them superficially. 
All members of the task force were urged to study the needs 
in their specialized areas and develop as many projects as 
they could for application for funding from the various 
federal, state, and local public and private correctional 
organizations.

As the meeting was not an open affair, Mr. Cook was
surprised to see me there, although after my introduction, 
he seemed less disturbed. The business which took place



indicated that progressive action was being taken to improve 
all phases of corrections by taking advantage of all of the 
assistance which was available for the asking.

During lunch, I thanked the project officer for the 
opportunity to attend the meeting and I assured him that I 
was aware of the confidentiality of the meeting and that I 
would not publicize anything which I had observed.

June 19, 1969
Chief Deputy L and I went to the Pima County Jail 

to see one of his clients. Bobby D. W*s sentencing for 
writing several bad checks was scheduled for tomorrow and 
he was worried about the possible sentences which he might 
receive and he wanted to make his preference known. It the 
time of his Arizona offenses, Bobby was serving a probation 
term from Texas for grand theft. Bobby wanted to go back to 
Texas and serve his sentence for probation violation rather 
than go to prison in Arizona.

Deputy L discussed the various dispositions with 
Bobby without betraying what he thought the judge would do. 
Even though Bobby W didn't obtain any additional information 
from us, he felt better after the opportunity to discuss his 
situation.

June 20. 1969
I attended Bobby D. W's sentencing in Judge P's
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court, but I was not permitted to witness the informal 
presentence report discussion in the judge's chambers.

In court, prior to the actual sentencing, the judge 
reviewed each phase of the trial from the waiver of the 
preliminary hearing, the indictment, the original plea of 
guilty to two counts and dropping of the other seven counts, 
to the change of plea to not guilty and the reinstatement 
of all nine charges, to the jury's verdict of guilty.

After receiving a negative reply to his question if 
there were any reasons why sentencing should not be passed 
at this time, the judge pronounced the defendant guilty to 
all nine counts of drawing (a) check on no account, a 
felony.

Both the defendant and his lawyer made statements 
requesting mitigation. The summary of their statements was 
that Bobby had written the checks only because his wife 
demanded more money than he could earn, he was going to repay 
the victims, and he wanted probation in this case so he 
could go back to Texas and serve his sentence there for 
violating probation for grand theft.

The judge delivered a brief admonition and then 
sentenced the defendant to periods of from one to two years 
for each of nine counts, to be served consecutively. The 
judge then advised the defendant of his sixty day appeal 
rights and his rights to counsel. Immediately after the
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sentence was prounced the offender's present court appointed
attorney presented a petition to be dismissed as counsel.

This seemed like a pretty harsh sentence. Deputy
L said that Bobby W*s lawyer should not have advised him to
change his plea back to not guilty. If the plea had not been
changed, Bobby would probably have received the same
sentence but for only two counts. As it turned out, Bobby
had from nine to eighteen years to serve in prison. But
with good behavior he could be relesed in less than five 

32years.
A letter was sent to the Texas Probation Department

advising them that their probationer, Bobby D. W had been
convicted and sent to the Arizona State Prison, and that
further information concerning this offender should be
obtained from the Arizona State Board of Pardons and Paroles,

33Phoenix, Arizona.

June 23. 1969
Deputy S was assigned a new presentence case. This 

gave me the opportunity to watch him go through the entire 
presentence investigation procedure.

Jesus F, the subject of the investigation, had been 
convicted by a jury trial on June 18, 1968 of petty theft 
with a prior conviction, a felony. Jesus and a friend had 
taken a spare tire from a pickup truck which was parked in 
a bowling alley parking lot. Sentencing was scheduled in
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Judge Richard R's court on June 25, 1969.

The first step of the investigation was to assemble 
the records pertaining to the case and the offender. P's 
presentence report file from his prior conviction was 
obtained from the expired file.

The district attorney's case folder was obtained.
This folder included practically all of the information 
which was available locally. On one side of the folder a 
case data form was printed with spaces provided for every 
significant phase of the case from the offender's arrest 
to his disposition. A glance at this information could 
give one a quick, thorough appraisal of the case. The 
individual file folders which were inside the main case 
jacket were subdivided according to major elements of the 
case so that information could easily be found. The police 
and the district attorney investigators reports, the official 
indictment information, the transcripts of the preliminary 
hearing, the trial notes, etc. were of special interest.

The Tucson Police Department's records center was 
a major local source of information. A record is made in 
these files every time a person comes into contact with the 
police in any capacity, as a victim, a complainant, or an 
offender. Extracts or copies were made of the information 
needed for the presentence or probation files.

The sheriff's department and the South Tucson Police



Department's records sections were also major local sources.
P's police record started in 1962 when he was 

sentenced to the Arizona State Prison for a period of five 
to ten years for burglary. During that investigation, a 
city detective, who was a cousin of P, asked him to come 
clean and he would get F a break. Jesus then confessed to 
a series of fifteen burglaries and robberies, but the 
officer was unable to get him a break.

Jesus actually served only twenty-nine months of his 
sentence before he was placed on parole. His parole was to 
expire in August, 1969. Except for one incident of petty 
theft, which was not prosecuted, and the present offense,
P's behavior had shown steady progress. He had married, had 
one child, and had worked continuously. As a result of his 
present crime, he lost his job but he still worked most of 
the time through the union hall.

P's parole officer stated that P's record was so 
good and as his parole would expire in a couple of months 
it would not be revoked.

Jesus was released on bond. His initial interview 
was conducted in the probation office. Deputy S used "open 
end" questioning and quickly and smoothly obtained the 
information which he wanted.

The old presentence report was updated. Some of the 
details of P's version of the crime differed from the police
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witnesses reports, but these minor differences were accepted 
and the talk was continued but redirected to the offender's 
personality and home situation.

Even though it appeared that F had lost some of his 
criminality, it was interesting to observe how he would 
exaggerate minor details of the case and use them to ration
alize justifications or excuses for what he had done. He 
said that theft was only a prank. His favorite expression 
was, "I didn't have any felonious intent." F's friend and 
codefendant had convinced the Justice of the Peace that his 
offense was a prank and his case was dismissed.

F's actions and statements indicated that he had 
matured somewhat and that he was a different person from the 
individual who was described in the old presentence report.
He said that he wanted probation badly, but added, if he 
had to go back to prison he could do his time and sweat it 
out and his wife and child would be waiting for him.

When we had finished talking, a personality inventory 
test was given to F. The result indicated that F was a 
stable but slightly introverted person. This was an ideal 
combination for probation.

F was asked if he would like to write a letter to 
the judge. He said he would. It was suggested that certain 
items be included in the letter, such as his attitudes toward 
the offense, society, himself, and the future.^5
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Before Jesus departed he gave a few references of 

persons who knew him and who would tell us the truth about 
his character and behavior. He listed the names of a 
neighbor, his sister-in-law, and also suggested that we talk 
to his wife. He said that we could call her at work.

June 24, 1969
I accompanied Deputy S while he interviewed P's 

sister-in-law. She appeared to be a practical, level-headed, 
realistic person. She worked in a local finance company as 
a clerk, was married, and was a parent. She said that she 
really didn't want to get involved, but she stated that she 
knew that Jesus had been working steadily and that he was 
good to his wife, and she admired her sister's husband's 
progress since he had been on parole.

Deputy S telephoned P's wife and she said to come 
right out immediately to the bowling alley bar where she 
worked as a bartender. He questioned the propriety of
talking to her in this setting, but she insisted that it 
would be alright.

Deputy S did not have to encourage her to talk, 
she seemed to know what he wanted to learn. She gave a 
capsulization of her experiences with her husband, her 
opinions of him, why she thought that he was a criminal, 
and described how he had changed during the five years that 
she had known him. She was proud of the progress that her
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husband had made, but added that the present court delays 
were really putting them under stress. This case had been 
in progress for almost a year. She said that even the baby, 
who was two years old, seemed to be able to sense the tension.

She felt that her husband had received a very "hard" 
sentence for his first conviction. But while he was in 
prison and on parole he learned to respect the law and the 
rights of others. His interaction with the parole officer, 
and now the probation officer, were the first times in his 
life anyone had shown any interest or consideration for him. 
These relationships had had a very positive and beneficial 
effect upon him.

P's wife concluded by suggesting that "this sentence 
would be real important to Jesus's life. If he got a 'break' 
and got probation, it would increase his respect for the law 
and the rights of others; he would probably be straightened 
out for the rest of his life. If he is sent to prison, it 
won't be good, but I don't know what will happen."

P's wife had a genuine interest in him. Although 
she had not said so, she seemed to feel that she had made a 
man out of him. It was reassuring to see such a strong display 
of devotion and loyalty.

Telephone calls to a police detective who had known 
F for years and to the neighbor he had given as a reference 
did not yield any additional information.
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Deputy S was satisfied with the information which 

he learned about Jesus. He explained that we were more 
interested in the offender as he is now; although the past 
performance and experiences had some influence as pre
conditioning agents, they were not absolute determinants 
of the future behavior of the individual.

In a few minutes of smooth, fluid dictation, Deputy 
S dictated the presentence report. After giving the infor
mation for the heading, he summarized the offense, updated 
the subject’s background, analyzed his present stage of 
personality development, and made a prognosis for his future 
behavior. Deputy S reasoned that P's progress on parole, 
the minor nature of the offense, the lack of violence, and 
the several indicators that F had changed, justified placing 
him on probation. In the report Deputy S emphasized the 
offender's present situation rather than the determinants 
of past events.

June 25. 1969
Jesus F was to be sentenced today. I was not 

privileged to attend the informal discussion of the pre
sentence report in the judge's chambers. After a forty-five 
minute delay, the court was convened. The judge announced 
that the sentencing would be continued for thirty days for 
additional investigation.



The judge and the probation officer could not reach 
an agreement on the disposition of the case. The judge said 
that he did not agree with the probation officer's present 
recommendation for probation, but he respected the probation 
officer's judgement so much that he didn’t want to go against 
him, so the case was continued for thirty days to allow the 
deputy to either reinforce his recommendation or change it.

The high regard that this judge showed for the 
deputy is typical of the high esteem which all of the judges 
had for the probation department.

After the aborted sentencing, the two principals in 
the case, Jesus P and his friend Jose T, and P's wife 
returned to the probation office with Deputy S. He wanted 
to "open them up” and felt that if I were present during 
the interview it might keep them from responding.

June 26. 1969
I was assigned the presentence investigation for 

Manuel G.
I immediately assembled the records from the county 

attorney's office, the Tucson police records section, the 
sheriff's department, and the South Tucson police records 
section.

Study of these records revealed that Manuel G did 
not have a previous adult criminal record. He had just become
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eighteen years old two months before the present offense.
The Tucson police records of field investigations included 
five entries for a Manuel G. Two of the entries were 
Manuel's father and the other three were merely identi
fications which were made by the police late at night. A 
telephonic check with the juvenile probation department 
revealed that they did not have a record of a Manuel G.

Manuel's present conviction was the result of his 
plea of guilty to a reduced charge of grand theft. Origi
nally he had been charged with aggravated assault and 
robbery, but by agreement between Manuel's attorney and 
the district attorney, on the condition that Manuel plea 
guilty, the charge was reduced. Manuel was scheduled to be 
sentenced on July 9, 1969.

Manuel's offense occurred when he and five other 
Mexican-American youths, ages 16 through 18, entered a city 
park late at night to use the public restroom. Enroute to 
the restroom, they came upon a man whom they thought was a 
"queer,11 they accosted him, asked him for some money, and 
when he refused, a fight ensued. The man had forced one of 
Manuel's friends to the ground, so Manuel entered the fight 
to help his friend. Once he was in the fight, Manuel became 
enraged. As the fight progressed the victim squirmed into 
the front seat of his automobile, and Manuel and one other 
boy entered the back seat. Manuel held the victim around
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the neck and beat him in the head and face, while the other 
boys who were in the front seat searched the victim and took 
his wallet. A police officer happened to drive past the 
park, noticed the incident while it was in progress and 
stopped. He caught Manuel in the act of assaulting the victim. 
The other boys saw the officer coming and escaped. The 
victim had received bruises and lacerations about his face 
and head. He reported that he had lost nineteen dollars.

Manuel was free on his own recognizance to await his 
sentencing. His attorney had sent him to the probation office 
for his presentence interviews.

Manuel was an eighteen-year-old Mexican-American.
He had lived in Tucson since he was six months old, and at 
his present address for the last five years in a lower 
middle-class neighborhood with his entire family. Manuel 
stated that his home atmosphere had been normal all of his 
life, thy had been poor, but they always had most of the 
necessities of life. His father had worked steadily all of 
his life as a mover for a furniture company and his mother 
worked part-time as a nurses' aide in a local hospital.

Manuel stated that his parents got along well with 
each other and that he didn't have any trouble getting along 
with them, but he paid more attention to his mother than to 
his father. She allowed him to do almost everything that he 
wanted to do. Manuel added that he also got along well with 
his brother and sister and their parents did not show any
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favoritism.

Manuel said that he went to church regularly and he 
was a good friend of one of the priests. He had dated girls 
but had never had sexual relationships with one. He smoked 
cigarettes, had drunk beer occasionally and had been drunk 
several times when he had been frustrated.

Manuel had graduated from a local public high school 
with average grades, he liked mechanical work and took a 
vocational course in automobile mechanics but he had not 
worked in this area. Since high school he had been employed 
as a mailed on the swing shift in the circulation department 
of a local newspaper. His gross weekly earnings were sixty 
dollars. He had saved enough money to buy a used car, but 
at the present time he spent most of his money on clothes 
and personal items.

Manuel was six feet and four inches tall. He claimed 
that he was in good health, but he reported that he had had 
a knee injury in basketball. His face had highly visible, 
deep acne scars.

Manuel's immediate plans were to continue his present 
job, to serve his probation successfully (if he were placed 
on probation), to attend a class on mechanical training, and 
to read to improve his mind. He hoped that after he had 
finished with his legal difficulties that he would be able 
to enlist in the Navy.

At the conclusion of the interview, Manuel talked



about the commission of the offense. His account differed 
in detail from the official version but there was agreement 
on the basic facts - he did assault the victim, and his 
friends did take the victim's wallet. When Manuel talked 
about the fight he said that he seemed to go mad. He stated 
that he had one other previous experience like this when his 
younger brother was making fun of him and had made him mad.

When asked how he would control himself if he were 
granted probation, he replied that he would get help at the 
church. He related that when he was good friends with Father 
B and used to hang out at the church, he never got into trouble. 
He added that he would see one of the priests after church on 
Sunday.

When asked what he would do if he were sent to prison, 
he replied that he would do his time and then leave Tucson as 
he would be so ashamed and wouldn't want to embarrass his 
mother and family.

Before Manuel left the office, he was given a 
personality inventory test. The test results indicated that 
he was an unstable extrovert, probably a high risk for 
probation.

Manuel was given a guide to use in composing a letter 
to the judge and he said that he would bring the letter back 
to the office on June 27.

When asked for references, Manuel gave the names of
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a former teacher, a boy's club sports director, and his 
father's employer.

June 27, 1969
I attempted to telephone the references who were 

given by Manuel G but was unable to contact any of them. I 
drove out to the victim's house (he didn't have a telephone), 
but he was not at home, so I left a note requesting that he 
telephone the office. Later in the day, he telephoned. After 
explaining why I wanted to talk with him, I reviewed the facts 
of the offense by asking him to repeat his account of what 
happened in the areas of the offense which were in conflict 
with Manuel's version. My attempts to iron out the dis
crepancies were fruitless. The victim only changed one part 
of his story: at the preliminary hearing he stated that the
fight had not started until after he was in his automobile; 
now he said that the fight started in the park. I still 
only had agreement on the basic facts of the case.

Later in the day when I had not heard from Manuel,
I telephoned his mother to make preliminary arrangements for 
an interview with her and to find out why Manuel had not come 
to the office with his letter to the judge. Mrs. G was very 
talkative and immediately began to volunteer information.
She had not come to the court hearings because she was so 
nervous; but, she added, she and her husband did not think 
too badly of Manuel because they knew that he didn't intend
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to attack or rob the victim. I got the impression that she 
did not appreciate the seriousness of the offense. I tried 
diplomatically to convey to her that regardless of her and 
her husband's feelings or justifications, Manuel was guilty 
and this was a very serious matter as he could be sent to 
the state prison for ten years. Even though Manuel had not 
personally taken the victim's wallet, under the law he was 
a principal in the crime and was just as guilty as the one 
who took the wallet. Tenative arrangements were made with 
her to talk with her on Monday or Tuesday. I also learned 
that Manuel was planning on coming by the office later in 
the day on his way to work.

Manuel delivered his letter. In it he said that he 
had not thought when he committed the offense, he had "lost 
his brains". Now he realized how stupid he was to have 
gotten involved and he would not let it happen again. He 
said that he wanted probation so he could have a second 
chance. He wrote that he had learned his lesson and if he 
"was locked up in prison" he wouldn't get the chance to 
prove it. His future plan was to join the Navy. He concluded 
the letter by saying he "would thank the judge if he got 
probation."

Manuel was asked to make final arrangements with his 
father and mother for an interview with them either at the 
probation office or at his home on Monday or Tuesday. He 
said that he would.



Because of the telephone conversation with his mother 
and as I was worried about his extroverted nature and the 
whole family's casual approach to the seriousness of the 
offense, we talked about his relationship to his present 
situation. A few minutes were spent talking about the 
importance of telling the truth in a situation of this nature. 
I hypothesized that when some persons were in trouble they 
tended to say what they thought the officer or investigator 
wanted to hear - to give the right answers regardless of the 
true facts. Mistatements of this nature were usually found 
out and they destroyed the confidence and trust in the client. 
In the long run they were more damaging than the truth.

We then talked about the offense. Assault and 
robbery were violent crimes which society would not tolerate. 
Soceity had established standards and rules for each one of 
us to live by. Our personal feelings and circumstances might 
give us good excuses or even moral justification for breaking 
the law, but when one stands before the judge in court to be 
sentenced, excuses and feelings are not very important. The 
judge makes sentencing decisions based on the facts of the 
case and the standards of society, and not the feelings of 
the offender.

It was explained further that many offenders felt 
and acted as though they were getting off free if they were 
placed on probation. This was not true. On probation, as 
in prison, the offender has certain restrictive conditions

45



46
which he must observe just as the inmate in prison must stay 
behind the walls or in his cell. This compliance was not 
optional, if the conditions of probation were not met, the 
offender could be sent to prison for the maximum sentence 
for his offense - in this case ten years.

Perhaps this explanation was excessive? Many of the 
facts and circumstances of the offender’s life indicated that 
his life may have been quite permissive. Deputy S said Manuel 
was incompletely socialized, he seemed to respond too quickly, 
reacting to the immediate situation without thinking about 
the future consequences. In many respects, Manuel seemed 
immature.

June 30, 1969
I attended two sentencing in Judge F’s court. The 

first, Dick 0 had been convicted of burglary. He had broken 
into a tavern in South Tucson, pried open a music box 
receptical and had taken fifteen dollars. A few days after 
the crime, he was picked up by the police in connection with 
a traffic violation and he voluntarily confessed to committing 
the burglary. He also voluntarily made restitution to the 
tavern owner for the money he had taken and for the damage 
he had caused. He had pleaded guilty.

Dick was twenty years of age. He was a high school 
football hero who broke all state records at his home in 
Virginia. He had been offered several college scholarships



but declined them because he felt that he was too dumb. He 
stated that his teachers "put him through high school" 
because he was a good football player. Dick also felt that 
he could not live up to the expectations of his home town.
He had come to Tucson to be on his own and to find himself.
He now realized the.folly of trying to avoid his problems by 
trying to run from them. He now wanted to go back home and 
face things realistically.

Dick had not accepted a life of crime, his offense 
was not a crime of violence, and he had made several positive 
acts since the offense. The court pronounced two years 
probation to be served in his home state under interstate 
crime control compact procedures.

The second sentencing Involved Paul P who had pled 
guilty to two counts of fraud. He had written several bad 
checks and had falsified credit application information to 
obtain a loan for the purchase of an automobile. After Paul 
was arrested for one charge of drawing a check on insufficient 
funds, he was released on ball, and then committed other acts 
of fraud by writing two more bad checks and giving the false 
credit information. In addition, at the time of all of 
these offenses, Paul was serving a probationary period from 
a northern Arizona court as the result of a statutory rape 
conviction.

Paul's record showed that he was a persuasive talker.
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In his remarks before sentencing, the judge stated that it 
was unfortunate that Paul had this ability as it had enabled 
him to commit a series of crimes which included three felonies. 
Paul was given a sentence of from two to four years for each 
count, to run consecutively. The young offender's wife's 
tearful response elicited expressions of sympathy on the 
faces of everyone in court.

I continued Manuel G's investigation. The Sports 
Director of the Tucson Boy's Club, one of Manuel's references, 
felt that Manuel should be placed on probation. He said that 
Manuel had been a member of the club for three years and 
around the club he had behaved exceptionally well, he was 
a bright boy and had helped work with the younger boys. The 
coach stated that he had heard of Manuel's problems, but he 
felt Manuel could control himself if he tried.

Detective G of the Tucson Police Department had known 
Manuel for several years and he made similiar statements in 
Manuel's behalf.

Later in the day, when Manuel had not come by the 
office, I telephoned Mrs. G and made arrangements for an 
immediate interview and asked her to have Manuel stop by the 
probation office when he returned home.

Mrs. G appeared to be thirty-five years old; she 
looked younger than I had expected. She was a very open and 
talkative person. During the first part of our talk I let



her go on freely, but later I asked direct questions to 
obtain more specific information on her ability to help 
and control her son.

Mrs. G made a positive impression on me, she now 
realized the importance of the situation and she appeared 
to have the ability to help her son control himself if he 
were placed on probation. I continued to have the feeling 
that she was quite casual with her children and also with 
the present matter. Her permissiveness was probably one 
of the factors which led Manuel to his present offense.

Manuel G stopped by the probation office on his 
way to work. He was vague and defensive when I asked him 
why he had not called about the appointment with his father.
He stated, "I have so many other important things to do, 
like my work, that I did ask my father to talk with you 
but I didn’t make a time...I just had other things to do."
This was very discouraging. Manuel did not seem to realize 
the importance of doing what he said he would do. I made 
an effort to impress upon him that we were not playing 
games; the most important thing in his life at the present 
time was for him to do everything he could possibly do to stay 
out of prison. He was surprised by my firmness, but I’m 
sure I got the point across. I suggested that in the 
future in his relationships with the probation officer to 
make sure that he knew exactly what he was supposed to do
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next and to make certain he did it.

July 1, 1969
Deputy S and I attended the sentencing of Catherine 

L in Judge G's court. Mrs. L had been convicted of attempted 
murder. The deputy and the judge had previously discussed 
this sentencing last week when the procedure was delayed, 
so today's informal discussion was short.

Judge G showed us a stack of letters which he had 
received from friends and relatives of the offender. These 
largely were the same persons whom I had attempted to 
telephone earlier for statements. They asked him to be kind 
to Mrs. 1.

The judge indicated general agreement with the 
deputy's presentence report recommendation but added that 
certain precedent cases of attempted murder required a 
minimum sentence of five years in this case.

There was a large crowd in the courtroom. This was 
a well publicized case. The offender and the victim had both 
been former law enforcement officers, and to give the case a 
more interesting aspect, they had been living together as 
husband and wife although they were not married to each other.

The defense attorney made a motion for a new trial 
stating that the evidence offered did not show "intent, and 
that the prosecutor had used testimony which the court had 
ruled inadmissible. After listening to arguments from the



defense and the prosecution, the judge denied both petitions.
He cited landmark cases which illustrated the definition of 
"intent" and cited the pertinent facts of this case which 
had shown intent. He said that he had previously ruled on 
the admissibility of the questionable evidence.

The judge added, "If the defendant had not intended 
to shoot the victim, she would have gone directly to her car 
to escape rather than going the opposite direction and firing 
a third shot through the window."

Having ruled on these motions, the judge asked if 
there were any legal reason why sentencing should not be done 
at this time. No reasons were given.

The court then asked the defense counsel and the 
defendant if they wished to make any mitigating statements.
The defense attorney stood and asked that the defendant be 
given a suspended sentence and be placed on probation. His 
reasons were: the offense was a private emotional outburst 
between two individuals and not a public crime, it was not 
likely to recur; the defendant had not assimilated a life 
of crime; since the offense happened, the defendant had made 
several positive adjustments, she had joined the church; she 
was an older woman (fifty-two years of age); and society 
would not be any better off if she were sent to prison. The 
lawyer continued, "one purpose of sentencing was rehabilitation. 
The offender had many friends, her family loved her and wanted
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to help her; her rehabilitation could best be done in the 
community.11 He then concluded his lecture to the court.

The prosecutor jumped up immediately in opposition. 
He stated forcefully that the purpose of sentencing was not 
to rehabilitate but to give the offender punishment equal 
to the criminal act.

The defense attorney rebutted by pleading further 
that the court should do what is best for society, to allow 
the defendant to be rehabilitated so that she could make a 
positive contribution to society with the remainder of her 
life.

The judge made a comprehensive, thoughtful, en
lightening, but lengthy summation of the case. He allowed 
the offender to remain seated during the sentencing as she 
had fainted during the trial.

Judge G explained:
It is my duty to make the sentencing decision in 

accordance with the facts of the case. The facts 
have been determined by the jury; they determine the 
offenders guilt. I have studied this case thoroughly; 
I have read the presentence report; and I have re
ceived many letters from the offender’s family and 
friends asking me to consider their hardships. I 
cannot consider the effect on the family but I can 
only consider the effect on the defendant. It is 
unfortunate that in cases where there is guilt, the 
family often suffers more than the offender.

The court must consider if the crime could have 
been avoided. This one could have. The defendant 
did not seek to avoid aggravation and violence, she 
provoked them. She said that she only wanted to 
scare the victim; but, was it necessary to fire three
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shots to scare him? She said that she had the gun 
for her own protection; was it necessary for her to 
have a gun? If she did not have the gun, she would 
not have shot the victim.

Crime is unfortunate, it is not usually justified.
In this case the participants were living in a 
felonious state, unmarried to each other, but living 
as husband and wife —  an emotionally explosive 
situation which set the stage for the crime.

In considering the sentencing decision the court must not only consider rehabilitating the offender, 
but it must also think of protecting society; is 
society entitled to protection in this case? The 
penalty to be paid for crime is punishment. Pro
bation is also a form of punishment. Is society 
entitled to protection and punishment? Rehabili
tation can be accomplished better in the community; 
but, it can also be accomplished in prison depending 
upon the person involved.

Sentencing is the most difficult part of being a 
judge. The court’s decision does not please everyone. 
The court cannot attempt to please everyone and do its 
job properly. He must make decisions according to 
the requirements of the law and his judgement. Pro
bation is given for leniency for the less serious and 
first offenses. Probation is not for one who attacks 
another with a deadly weapon.

This was the first obvious indication of the judge's 
Intentions. The defendant made a loud pleading sigh in 
response to the judge's last remark. Judge G continued his 
explanation and reinterated:

I have considered this case thoughtfully and 
prayerfully. I have given this case more thought 
and study than any other one during my fifteen years 
on the bench. The court cannot in good conscience grant probation.

Then in a quick burst of loud, clear words, the 
judge proclaimed that the minimum sentence which is per
missible in an attempted murder conviction is five years 
and said:
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The defendant, having been found guilty of attempted 
murder, is judged guilty, and is sentenced to five 
to eight years in the Arizona State Prison and is 
remanded to the custody of the sheriff.

The flow of the judge's words accelerated as he 
approached the end of his sentence; they seemed to be heavy 
with compassion, almost running together. When his last 
word was said, he rose from his chair quickly and escaped 
from the courtroom through the sliding panel behind his 
chair.

This sentencing was dramatic, instructive, and it 
was an interesting case. The interaction among the judge, 
the counsels for the defense, the prosecutor, and even the 
offender provided insight into the various attitudes and 
thoughts about justice and corrections.

July 2, 1969
I wrote Manuel G's presentence report. As I made 

the preparations to record the report using the dictaphone, 
I became aware that dictating was not merely a matter of 
picking up the microphone and talking. First, I had to 
assemble the information in notes or documents so it would 
be at my finger tips as I progressed through the various 
parts of the report.

The presentence report format guide was obtained 
from the office procedures manual.using it as a check



list, I searched through the various files and records which 
I had gathered during the course of the investigation and 
made short notes or annotated pertinent parts of reports 
which I wanted to include in the presentence report.

As I attempted to reify my impressions and thoughts, 
and to arrange the facts and opinions which I had learned 
during the investigation, I found that it was desirable to 
keep in mind the general purposes and goals of the presentence 
investigation and report, and to compose my statements and 
to word my remarks so that they would be easily understood 
by the various agencies who would use the report.

The summary and the recommendation, to me, appeared 
to be the most important part of the report. This section 
of the report was the first and last one to be read by the 
judge. It contained the end product of the investigation; 
it was a capsulized description of the offender as a unique 
person, the offense, and the circumstances surrounding both. 
The summary led to a logical conclusion, the recommendation. 
This would be the most difficult part of the report to write.

Manuel had a fair chance for a successful period of 
probation. All of the major factors which were considered, 
except two, were favorable. He was young, this was his 
first offense, he had not adopted a criminal "way of life," 
he had a good positive attitude, he was repentant, and he 
was determined not to become involved in such a dangerous
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situation again. He had an intact, respected, and interested 
family who was able and willing to help him, and he had a 
history of steady employment, and he was employed at the 
present time. The negative factors were: his immature and
incompletely socialized personality, and the violent nature 
of his offense.

The positive factors outweighed the negative ones.
It was felt that the probation officer's supervision and 
treatment, directly and through Manuel's family, could help 
instill in him an acceptable degree of self-control. Two 
years probation was recommended.^

July 3. 1969
The presentence investigation for Richard M was 

started. Richard had pled guilty to burglary and unlawful 
possession of marijuana.

The local police files and the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI) records revealed that he had been in 
trouble with the police since he was fourteen years old, and 
in addition to the present offense, he was a deserter from 
the United States Army.

It should be mentioned that although the Arizona 
statutes had required that juvenile institutional and court 
records be destroyed when the youth reached his majority, a 
complete record of his juvenile delinquency activities is 
readily available in the police records, and frequently the
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major offenses were listed on the FBI "rap sheet." This 
information undoubtedly is damaging to the young man's 
public reputation but it is essential information if the 
court is going to make a valid evaluation of the individual 
and arrive at the sentence which would be best for him and 
for the community.

Richard's juvenile offenses included grand theft 
(auto), larceny, burglary, rape, and arson. His adult 
record listed a failure to show and pay a traffic fine of 
forty dollars, grand larceny, embezzlement of one hundred 
and twenty two dollars, desertion from the United States 
Army, and the present offense of burglary, and unlawful 
possession of marijuana.

I proceeded to the Pima County Jail to conduct 
Richard's initial interview. He was not granted bail as 
there was a federal detainer placed upon him because of his 
desertion charge.

This was Rick's (Richard's nickname) first experience 
with the adult court, so I explained how the superior adult 
court differed from the juvenile court. In this court he 
would not be pampered. He would be treated like an adult 
and he would be expected to act like one. He would be held 
responsible for what he did and said.

The status of the investigating officer was explained 
as an extension of the judge or the court, but, unlike the



prosecutor, the probation officer was not an adversary - he 
was not on one side or the other. The presentence investi
gation was an effort by the court to learn about him, his 
personality, his life, and his relationships to the offense. 
In a few days the probation officer would try to make an 
evaluation of him and his life so that the judge could take 
these factors into consideration when sentencing; this 
procedure assured the offender that he would be given "better 
justice."

The probation officer was not bound by the rules
of court in the presentence investigation. Anything that 
had been done or said could be taken into consideration. What 
happened between the offender and the investigating officer 
would be significant to the type of sentence and the severity 
of the sentence. It was generally more beneficial for the 
offender to be completely truthful and cooperative with the 
probation officer. Up to now his contacts with legal 
agencies was concerned with establishing the facts of the 
offense and determining guilt or innocence. This investi
gation was primarily interested in him as a person, his 
background, his feelings, thoughts, and attitudes, his past 
experiences and his future plans and asperations.

Before starting the interview I gave Sick a
•zQ

personality inventory test. He accepted the test very 
willingly, but after answering a few of the questions he
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showed discomfort. He said, "I can’t answer these questions 
with a ’yes’ or 'no', my life isn't like that." I agreed 
that it was difficult to make a choice of one or the other. 
Most of us were in between. There are always grey shades 
between the extremes of black and white. I suggested that 
he answer these difficult questions the best he could and 
later in the test there would be other questions which would 
elaborate on the same topics. This seemed to satisfy him, 
he finished the test with only one or two other signs of 
discomfort.

I used the office personal history form as a guide 
to obtain and record specific information as we talked. Rick 
seemed to pace his answers automatically to my recording rate.

When we started talking freely, Rick immediately 
volunteered that he knew the importance of social law and 
order so that everyone could live in a cooperative, orderly, 
and safe manner. This was a surprise. His repeated use of 
the word "society" was interesting but not unusual in this 
setting. Many of his idealistic remarks were out of 
character for one whose record reflected gross inconsideration 
of the rights of others. Somehow I got the impression that 
he was trying to tell me that he had been fighting society.

Rick was obviously under extreme pressure and tension. 
I asked him to tell me about himself, how he felt, and some 
of the events of his life. He talked freely but became very
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sensitive and defensive when I asked him to elaborate on 
negative aspects of his experience.

Rick was the son of a United States Army Air Police 
Officer. He had lived all over the country and had been 
outside of the United States twice. Most of Rick's life, 
however, had been spent in Tucson. Rick talked about his 
high school days. He explained his juvenile delinquency 
on the basis of seeking fun and excitement and trying to 
go along with the crowd. His father and mother were very 
disappointed in him. They tried to control him but without 
success. Rick said that he had difficulty communicating 
with his father. As he put it, “My father could not 
understand me. He had a closed mind about certain things.
I guess it was part of his military way of thinking." Rick 
seemed to avoid talking about his mother or brother. He 
also did not volunteer any information about his juvenile 
delinquency.

Rick's high school studies were interrupted by a 
term at the Arizona State Industrial School. He had returned 
and had almost completed high school when his girl friend 
became pregnant and they were married. To support her and 
to do something useful with his life, he quit school and 
joined the Army.

After attending gunnery school, Rick was sent to 
Vietnam as a helicopter gunner, but prior to leaving the
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United States, he brought his wife back to Tucson and set 
her up in an apartment. When he had been in Vietnam for 
only a few weeks, Rick received a letter from one of his 
friends who lived in his wife's neighborhood which said that 
Rick's wife had been "shacking up" with an airman from the 
local air base.

Rick said that this greatly upset him, "I felt 
helpless, I loved my wife, and I didn't know what to do."
Before he could obtain an approved emergency furlough to 
return to Tucson and straighten out things, he was sent 
into combat and was wounded and hospitalized. He said that 
all of this time that the pressures of his wife's problems 
in Tucson, his inability to get action on his furlough 
application, and his just trying to stay alive were too much 
for him. Rick said he was "going around in a fog."

Rick's year was almost over when he returned to his 
unit and found they had lost his application for leave, and 
learned that his wife had incurred large debts and had 
applied for an emergency Red Cross loan. His troubles grew 
daily. To get some relief, he turned to alcohol and narcotics, 
which were readily available.

Rick's father suggested that he obtain a divorce and 
put the baby up for adoption when it was born. This they did. 
After the divorce, Rick's wife went to California to live 
and he never saw his child.
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When Rick returned to Tucson he found few of his 

former friends. He didn’t seem to have much in common with 
those who were still here. He spent several hours trying 
to discuss his problems with his parents but he wasn't able 
to communicate with them. Rick said that he would talk for 
a long time about a particular subject and then all of a 
sudden they would make some unrelated reply. He couldn't 
get any satisfaction from talking with them.

Rick was scheduled to report to Fort Benning,
Georgia a week before Christmas. He had made all of the 
preparations to leave Tucson on time but when the departure 
date arrived he decided not to go. He reasoned, “It would 
be better if I stayed in Tucson until I found myself."

Rick entered the local hippie subculture, living 
with anyone who would accommodate him. He lived with three 
or four girl friends during this eighteen-month period. Rick 
used marijuana and drugs frequently and occasionally he sold 
a little to make a few dollars. Rick had dropped out of 
sight completely, his family thought he was away in the Army, 
and the Army didn't know where he was.

Rick's present offense occurred when he and a friend, 
the codefendant, were enroute to Rick's house and his friend 
stated that he needed some money to buy a bus ticket to 
California. They passed a house which looked like a good 
target, and decided to burglarize it. A neighbor saw them



examining the house and telephoned the police. Rick and his 
friend were caught red handed with several hundred dollars 
worth of merchandise. Officers searched their vehicle, 
discovering additional merchandise and a small quantity of 
narcotics and related paraphernalia, including a cloth which 
contained small blots of fresh blood. When Rick was searched, 
he had some marijuana in his pocket.

Rick stated that he was glad that he was caught.
Before the offense, as he was entering the house, he said he 
knew he was going to be arrested. Enroute to the police 
station, Rick volunteered information about his being a 
deserter and told the officer that he was glad that he would 
now get a chance to settle his Army account.

In jail, Rick had had several months to consider 
himself and his situation. He decided that the way he had 
been living was wasting himself and his life. He now wanted 
to get things straightened out, continue his education, and 
make something useful out of himself.

Rick had written a letter to the judge and had given 
it to his attorney. I obtained permission to see the letter. 
Rick also gave me a letter that he had received from a friend 
whom he had known at Port Grant. His friend's letter was 
almost illiterate, but it did constitute an offer to help 
Rick if he were placed on probation. Most of the letter's 
contents, however, were typical criminal "antisocial
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rationalizations." Nevertheless, I promised Rick that I'd 
attempt to get in touch with his friend.

I telephoned Rick's lawyer and asked for a copy of 
the letter that Rick had written to the court. His attorney 
said that he would bring the letter to the probation office. 
Rick's attorney also said that I should talk to Detective I 
of the Tucson police department narcotics division.

Detective T stated that he had known Rick for the 
past five or six years and that Rick was really a different 
person now. Previously, Rick would not even talk to a police 
officer, now Rick was very cooperative. Since his arrest, 
Rick had given the police enough information to allow them 
to cleanup a large amount of illegal narcotic and drug 
activity in Tucson. Officer T was strongly convinced that 
Rick had changed and that he should be given a chance to 
make a permanent, positive change on probation. T added,
"If Rick didn't get a chance now he probably would never make 
it."

I appreciated the information which Detective T had 
given to me. He was probably one of the very few local 
disinterested persons who could give a qualified rational 
evaluation of Rick.

I telephoned Rick's friend's home (the author of the 
letter), and his wife said that he would call me. Thirty 

■ minutes later Mr. S telephoned the office. On the telephone
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Mr. S was quite well spoken, one wouldn't think that the 
letter and the phone call came from the same source.

S had known Rick at Port Grant four years ago. Since 
that time S had been living in Tennessee. He had earned 
quite a bit of money back East and had returned to Tucson 
and was now half owner of a radiator shop and he also owned 
a one vehicle wrecking service. He was married and had two 
children. He said that he thought quite a bit of Rick and 
knew that he could help Rick make good. When Rick got out 
he would have a hard time finding a job, no one would help 
him; S said he knew he had gone through the same process.
He knew what to do, how to do it, and he wanted to help Rick.

S was enthusiastic, and seemed capable and seriously 
interested. I thanked him for calling and told him I would 
let him know what sentence Rick received. S said he would 
like to help his friend and that he wanted to come down to 
the sentencing but courts and jails depressed him.

Using the telephone number which Rick had given to 
me, I attempted to call a member of his family. The number 
had been changed and I couldn't obtain any assistance from 
the city directory, the police department, or Rick's 
neighbors. Finally, I wrote a letter requesting that Rick's 
father telephone or stop by the probation office on Monday.
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July 7. 1969

Rick's attorney delivered Rick's letter to the 
office. The lawyer echoed the remarks of the others who 
were interested in Rick. He stated that the experiences of 
the last few months, and especially Rick's incarceration 
had had a sobering effect upon him. Rick was now ready to 
do something with his life.

Rick's personality test pictured his personality as 
slightly introverted but stable. Although these results 
were not compatible with his recent behavior; but, if the 
test was valid, Rick would be an ideal probationer.

My preliminary evaluation of this case indicated that 
the recommendation for or against probation was going to be 
marginal. It was paradoxical, Rick's background and his 
criminal record indicated that he would not be a good probation 
risk, but his present attitude, the opinions of those who were 
familiar with his past and his present, and the test results 
favored probation. Because of my inexperience and my fear 
that I might be receiving a "snow job," I asked Deputy S to 
go to the jail with me and make an evaluation of Rick's 
sincerity. We scheduled an interview for tomorrow afternoon.

July 8, 1969
I reported to Judge C's office at 8:00 A.M. to discuss 

the sentencing of Manuel G which was scheduled for 8:30 A.M.
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Deputy S went along to give me moral support.

Judge 0 agreed with my recommendation for probation.
The isolated nature of the offense and the positive family 
influences were the two factors emphasized by the judge. We 
both agreed that close supervision would be necessary. Judge 
C pointed out that the difference between this case and a 
recent case of second degree murder of a "queer" were very 
minor; if the police officer had not happened to pass and 
stopped the assault, this incident could have also ended in 
a murder. Deputy S asked the judge to give Manuel a strong 
admonition to impress upon him the importance of self-control.

Manuel's sentencing was the third of five which were 
scheduled. The judge pronounced Manuel guilty of grand 
theft, suspended the sentence and placed Manuel on probation 
for two years with two conditions: that he violate no federal,
state, county, or city laws, and that he obey the conditions 
imposed by the probation officer.

After sentencing, I asked Mrs. G and Manuel to go 
to the probation office with me. I tried to reinforce the 
admonitions of the judge to impress upon both of them the 
importance of the situation, the need for self-control and 
personal responsibility.

I completed an office field card for Manuel. (See 
sample in Appendix E). I asked him to read his conditions 
of probation, and then I explained each condition. (See 
Appendix D for sample conditions). I explained again that



his status on probation was similar to being in prison but 
his "prison" was the community. I told him he could not 
associate with gangs or loiter around public places, 
especially late at night. He was to go directly home from 
work. If he had a date or was engaged in some wholesome 
activity, it would be permissible to be out at night. The 
conditions of probation were not meant to be harsh or un
reasonable. He was to have freedom to lead a normal life, 
but he must always remember that he was being watched and 
that he could not afford to "goof up"— if he did, it could 
mean ten long years in the state prison. Whatever happened 
to him was in his own control; it was his responsibility.

We talked about his need to be active and to find 
some useful hobby or activity to occupy his time when he was 
not working. I asked him to think about something so we 
could talk about it when he reported at the end of the month.

I congratulated Manuel and his mother and wished both 
of them good luck.

Deputy S and I went to the county jail to talk with 
Richard M. We wanted to gain a deeper insight into his 
personality and to evaluate his sincerity to corroborate or 
refute his personality inventory results.

Rick talked freely about his general background and 
his goals for the future. I asked a couple of specific 
questions about his religious experiences and about juvenile
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offenses which he had not mentioned. He said that he felt 
that his father would help him if he showed some progress in 
his conduct.

There was a letter from Rick's father waiting when 
we returned to the office. It was an expression of disgust 
and frustration. Rick's father wrote, "I cannot help Rick 
out of his present difficulties." Upon closer examination 
of the letter I noticed that it had been typed by Rick's 
mother and she had also signed it for Rick's father. I 
decided to try to locate Mr. M and talk with him. In his 
letter he had said that he was in the hospital recovering 
from surgery, so I started calling the city hospitals and 
found Mr. M on the second call. He was in St. Mary's 
hospital.

Mr. M related his early experiences with Rick and 
the repeated unsuccessful and frustrating attempts which he 
and Rick's mother had made to help Rick. He was very negative 
and didn't know what he could do to help. When I mentioned 
that several persons who had know Rick for years felt that 
he had changed his attitude, Mr. M softened up and added,
"If this is true, it would make me very happy." Mr. M 
agreed to offer Rick some financial aid, but he said that 
he could not give him a place to live as Rick's mother would 
not tolerate Rick living at home. Mr. R's voice was very 
emotional.
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Deputy S and I agreed that the preponderance of 

evidence was in favor of probation. If in the long run we 
were wrong and probation did not work out, the state prison 
would be available. We had also considered the fact that 
there were federal and municipal detainers yet to be satisfied 
before Rick would be released on probation. He would have 
an additional period of confinement.

July 9« 1969
I dictated Richard M's presentence report and 

recommended suspension of sentencing for both counts and a 
term of five years probation. Some of the reasons for this 
recommendation were:

Since his apprehension, Richard's attitude and 
behavior have been positive.

Collateral opinions and testing occurred in his 
attitude change.

This offense was not violent and it was his first 
adult offense.

Richard had completed a successful combat tour in 
Vietnam, making personal sacrifices for society and 
showing that he can be useful and productive.

His family was willing to give him limited support 
and he had a friend who knows what to do and who could 
give him direct, practical assistance.

Probation will give him another chance to straighten 
out his life; if he does, the risk will be worthwhile.^
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July 10, 1969

I went with Deputy W to meet a probationer at 
Davis-Monthan Air Force Base. He was scheduled to leave for 
the Bronx, New York the next morning, and she wanted to give 
him papers authorizing him to complete his probation in that 
location. Mr. D had received a ten year term of probation 
for a second degree murder conviction. At the time of the 
offense, Mr. D was a member of the United States Air Force 
and since his trial he had been confined to the air base to 
provide him some protection from the friends of the "queer" 
transvesticite whom he murdered.

We met D at the post office and then went to the 
bowling alley where we could sit at a table and complete 
our business. Deputy W delivered to D a written statement 
of his conditions of probation and obtained his signature on 
the file copy. He was also given a document stating that he 
was authorized to live with his parents in Bronx, New York 
while serving his probation. Formal interstate compact 
transfer arrangements would be made as soon as he arrived in 
New York.

Mr. D was very fortunate to receive probation for 
a murder conviction. He realized this, but he was very 
displeased because the Air Force had given him an undesirable 
discharge. In six months he could appeal this and most 
probably have the "undesirable" removed. This would restore 
all of his veterans rights.
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July 15. 1969

Chief Probation Officer R and I attended the 
sentencing of Richard McF in Judge C's court. Mr. McF had 
previously been convicted of four counts of obtaining 
narcotics by fraud - he had been forging prescriptions.
He had been sentenced to a period of from four to eight 
years, and prior to the appeal which resulted in his present 
retrial and resentencing, he had served almost two and a 
half years in the state prison.

McF had been a drug addict most of his life. The 
majority of his crimes had been connected with this habit.
His criminal career had started in 1935 when he was convicted 
of vagrancy. Since then he has had thirty eight charges on 
his FBI record, he had served at least five prison sentences, 
had three unsuccessful periods of parole, and had been treat
ed by three narcotic addict rehabilitation facilities.

McF grew up in a criminal world as a professional 
gambler. He stated that regardless of the type of work he 
did or his geographic location, he knew many people in 
gambling and related "businesses" that he could always find 
numerous friend and associates.

Immediately prior to McF's last conviction, he met 
a local school teacher who was a divorcee and was the mother 
of three children. They joined forces and established a 
common-law family. This was McF's third marital experience.



She appeared to be very devoted to him and he was attracted 
to her. She had waited for him during his prison term. He 
stated that they would make it legal but it was unfair of 
him to saddle them with his present legal troubles, but as 
soon as his present problems were solved, they would marry.

McF had a very pleasant personality, was an intelligent 
and well-spoken person. Several times in his life he had 
risen to high and responsible positions in the business and 
in the educational fields.

In his presentence report, the probation officer 
recommended probation pessimistically because of the subject's 
long history of crime and drug abuse, but, in consideration 
of the two years which McF had already served, his positive 
attitude and determination to adjust his life and the family 
he had to help him, it was felt that he should have another 
chance. The judge suspended sentence and placed McF on 
probation for two years.

I was surprised to see probation given to a person 
who had such an extensive criminal record. But this action, 
granting probation, reflected the current spirit of corrections 
and justice— every reasonable opportunity should be exploited 
to give the offender a chance to re-enter the community as 
a normal, law-abiding, and productive person.
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July 17$ 1969

The presentence report for Douglas W was assigned to 
me. W had been convicted in Judge T's court on July 11, 1969 
of the crime of grand theft and was scheduled to be sentenced 
July 23, 1969. This investigation was closely coordinated 
with Deputy W as Mr. W would be her probationer when my 
internship was completed.

W did not have either a local or FBI criminal record. 
The police investigator's reports for this case, however, 
indicated that he had abandoned his wife and child in 
California, and that he had purchased and mortgaged an auto
mobile in California and had brought it to Arizona, and when 
he could not meet the monthly payments he abandoned the car 
on the street in Phoenix, Arizona. Douglas ¥ had also assumed 
a false name when he came to Arizona so that his family 
couldn't trace him.

In this investigation, to facilitate more immediate 
evaluation of the subject's truthfulness, I studied the facts 
of the case before the initial interview. The jury had 
convicted W on overwhelming circumstantial evidence.

W s  roommate had borrowed six hundred and fifty 
dollars to pay graduate school tuition at the University of 
Arizona. He had placed the money in his bottom dresser 
drawer. On the date of the crime, while his roommate was 
not in the apartment, Douglas W called out from the open



door of his apartment to friends who were below in the patio 
asking them if they had seen anyone enter the apartment. He 
told them all of the drawers were upset and he was missing 
thirty five dollars from his dresser.

W reported the crime to the Tucson police. After they 
responded, his roommate returned and reported that he was 
missing six hundred and fifty dollars.

As the investigation progressed, the police charged 
W with the theft of his roommate's money. Pacts supporting 
this charge were: besides the victim, W was the only one who
knew that the money was in the apartment; W had access to the 
apartment and there were no signs of breaking and entering; 
part of the money ($310) had been found in a pipe which was 
in a paper sack which was owned by ¥, and was in the workshop 
where, except for a ten-minute period during the day, W had 
been the only occupant; and prior to the offense W had been 
"broke" and he now had money.

¥ was employed in the apartment hotel as the assistant 
manager, earning one dollar and fifty cents per hour which 
was applied to offset his monthly rent of one hundred and 
thirty dollars. The only regular income which ¥ had was the 
sixty five dollars which his roommate gave him as his share 
of the rent. The case reports showed that despite the evidence 
against him and despite the conviction ¥ did not admit taking 
the money.
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I proceeded to the county jail to interview Douglas 
W. Douglas was not on bail as he did not have money to pay 
the bond. The first few minutes of the interview were used 
to explain the purpose of the investigation and the relation
ship of the investigating officer to the court and to the 
offender. A special effort was made to convince the offender 
that it was to his advantage to be completely honest and co
operative. It was emphasized that whatever transpired between 
us would have a significant effect on his sentence.

I completed the personal history form, amplifying 
questions about each item to obtain as much background 
information as possible as we went through the format. When 
the specific information had been recorded, Douglas was asked 
to talk about his life. He talked about this a while then 
I asked general questions about the offense. His general 
manner and attitude was almost one of complete disinterest.
He held back many facts from his life and from the offense.
He certainly did not seem trustworthy; he appeared to be a 
crafty liar.

Just as I had ended the interview and Douglas had 
gone to his cell to get a letter from his father, his lawyer 
came to talk to Douglas. As I was leaving the jail, the 
attorney remarked casually, "He (Douglas) was a pretty (sic) 
square-shooter most of the time; he had made only one mistake. 
This statement instilled more doubt in my mind. Did W admit
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taking the money to his lawyer?

Enroute to the office I made a mental evaluation of 
the Interview and the developments so far. W and I seemed 
to have had a "communication gap" between us. I knew that 
he had not told me all of the facts, and I felt that he was 
not telling the truth about several things, including taking 
the money. I felt that his lack of concern and our inability 
to communicate were failures on my part as an interviewer. 
Perhaps I expected too much. Maybe my having read the case 
reports prior to talking to him had prejudiced me against him. 
I continued to wonder why he would not admit taking the money. 
Then I reminded myself that it was not my purpose to determine 
guilt, that had been done by the jury. It was my job to learn 
all that I could about the offender to help the judge make 
the best sentencing decision possible using the information 
which was available.

The letter which Douglas had given me had his father's 
name and address stamped on the top of each page and it was 
printed in ink, but it was not signed and the envelope was 
not postmarked.

Douglas ¥'s father wrote that he and his mother were 
very happy to hear from him after such a long time. They 
wanted him to get probation and to come home to live; but, 
if he did, they reminded him, "there would be things to face 
up to here..then there was the Charger."
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The content of the letter seemed real, but the 

printing, the lack of signature, and the absence of a 
postmark, together with Douglas ¥* s obvious untruthfulness 
cause me to doubt the authenticity of the letter.

July 18. 1969
I returned to the county jail to continue ¥'s 

interview. The first thing I did was to give him the 
personality test. I explained the nature of the test before 
he started and he completed it without any difficulty.

While he was writing the test, I read his letter to 
the judge. Prior to returning to the jail today, I had 
composed loaded questions which I intended to use to get him 
to talk about items which he had not mentioned. His letter 
took the wind out of my sails. In it he told me just about 
everything that I wanted to know, and what he had not put in 
the letter he told me voluntarily as soon as he had finished 
the test.

Doug also corrected my doubts about his father's 
letter. His father had decided to come to Tucson to visit 
Doug before the letter was finished and he delivered it in 
person. Doug also gave the detailed itinerary of his 
parent's visit. Doug had also received another letter from 
them which was written after they returned to California.

Doug had not become remorseful about his offense but 
he did admit his mistakes and state that he wanted very
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strongle to change. He admitted that he had been irresponsible, 
that he should not have run out on his family, his wife and 
child, and that he should not have abandoned his automobile 
in Phoenix. We agreed that running from one's problems 
didn't help solve them.

One of Doug's major admissions was that he was a 
chronic liar. This, he said, was the root of all of his 
trouble. He didn't blame his friends for being down on him, 
he had lied to them; he would have felt the same.

My opinion of Doug had improved considerably. His 
prospects for probation had gone up, there were still some 
unaswered questions about his personality and his Illegal 
activities in California.

I asked Detective B of the Tucson Police Department 
to see if the California State Criminal Identification and 
Investigation Bureau had any outstanding warrants or prior 
offenses listed for Douglas. I gave officer B Doug's name, 
date of birth, and address, and additional data on his 
assumed name and suspected California offenses.

July 21. 1969
We received negative reports from California. It 

was a relief to know that W was not wanted there. The 
prompt receipt of this information was an indication of the 
high degree of cooperation which existed between the Adult 
Probation Office and the Tucson Police Department. Deputy S
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said that a probation department could not be operated 
successfully without the cooperation of the police. There 
were no formal programs or procedures that were designed 
to promote cooperation between these two agencies, but 
most of the detectives, and all of the probation officers 
made special efforts to exchange information of mutual 
interest on a person-td-person basis.

Doug's personality inventory test was scored and 
evaluated. The results indicated that he was slightly 
extroverted but stale in the neurotic!sm plane. In the 
"L" rating (tendency to lie) his score was at the ninety- 
eight percentile. This evaluation agreed with my personal 
observations and tended to confirm my suspicions of his 
being a chronic liar.

Enroute home from work I interviewed Mr. and Mrs.
D, who were the managers of the apartment hotel where Doug 
had lived and worked. The Ds were the only locally available 
adults who knew Douglas before and after the offense and 
who could give an intelligent evaluation of him.

Mr. & Mrs. D were very nice. They thought very 
highly of Doug prior to this Incident and they continued to 
feel that he was basically sound. They said that everyone 
in the apartments "really liked Doug." They also stated 
that Doug was "the hardest and best worker that they had 
ever had." Since the theft and after everyone learned that
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Doug had been lying about a lot of things they lost their 
trust in him. The Ds had also met Doug's parents and formed 
a good opinion of them.

As the Ds had had a lifetime of experience working 
with people and enjoyed working with young adults, I valued 
their opinions of Doug. Their statements were a positive 
influence on my presentence recommendation.

July 22, 1969
I dictated Douglas W* s presentence report. A 

conscious effort was made to make the report as concise as 
possible, but the finished product was over four pages long. 
This length seemed excessive. With additional time and study 
it undoubtedly could be shortened and "polished" without 
reducing the content.

While conducting this investigation, I felt that 
there was insufficient time and resources to make a thorough 
investigation. All resources, especially out-of-state 
facilities, could not be used without delaying the sentencing. 
It was, of course, permissible to obtain a continuance of the 
sentencing if additional time were needed to obtain pertinent 
information.

It was recommended that W be given a suspended sentence 
and that he be placed on probation for a period of two years. 
Suggested conditions of probation were: that he live with



82
his parents in California; that he obtain a full-time job, 
or attend school full time, or a combination of work and 
school; that he meet his child support obligations; that 
he pay restitution; and that he settle his legal debts.

W* s major problems seemed to have evolved from his 
inability to accept responsibilities and pressures which 
were a normal part of life. When he encountered a traumatic 
situation which was contrary to his personal desires, he 
employed lying and deception as methods of solution rather 
than taking realistic actions. Armed with the lessons he 
learned from this experience and with some understanding 
and assistance from his family and his probation officer,
W would have a reasonable chance to make a positive adjust
ment and lead a useful, law-abiding life.^0

Late in the day I was assigned the presentence 
investigation of Edward M who had pled guilty to aggravated 
assault of a fourteen-year-old girl. His sentencing was 
scheduled for July 25, 1969 in Judge C's court. As there 
were only two days available for this investigation the 
judge agreed that the sentencing could be postponed until 
after his vacation if we needed additional time.

At closing time I obtained the case folder and 
reviewed the pertinent aspects of the case so I could make 
plans to complete the investigation as quickly as possible. 
I decided to stop by the police records section enroute to 
interview Edward at the county jail in the morning.



Mr. M, in a drunken stupor, had attempted to rape his 
victim, but her screaming and his revulsion upon seeing her 
face bleed during the preliminary struggle and battery had 
caused him to stop before he actually raped her. He had 
forced her into his house and had her on a cot when he gave 
up. Then, in remorse, he attempted to help her wash blood 
from her nose and lips when she ran away from him. The 
victim's father reported the crime.

July 23. 1969
Before I could get started on the M case, Deputy ¥ 

asked me to go with her while she investigated a probation 
violation report. The probationer's mother had called the 
office and reported that she had found her son and his 
girlfriend passed out from an overdose of narcotics. He had 
written a death message on a paper plate.

We drove out to the probationer's place of work. His 
employer said that the probationer was on vacation and would 
be back at work in two weeks.

When we returned from our fruitless violation trip, 
it was time for Douglas W's sentencing. In chambers. Judge 
T indicated that she agreed with the recommendation of the 
presentence report.

During the formal sentencing procedure the defense 
attorney asked the court to place W on probation so he could
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live with his sister in California, where her husband had 
made arrangements for Douglas to work at a local factory.
This living arrangement came as a surprise to both the judge 
and the probation officer. There was an awkward moment in 
the court, then the judge told the lawyer that there was no 
mention of this living arrangement in the presentence report. 
The attorney quickly added that he had just received the 
information in a letter from his client's sister the day 
before. I told the judge that I didn't know of any reason 
why the subject should not be allowed to live with his sister.

Another incident concerning the amount of restitution 
to be paid also illustrated that there was a lack of 
communications between the defendant and his lawyer. W had 
told his landlord and employer, Mr. D, to pay W's uncollected 
wages and a laundry deposit refund, totaling one hundred and 
eighty dollars, to the victim as partial compensation for 
the six hundred and fifty dollars which was lost. The lawyer 
said that the subject would repay the total loss. The judge 
immediately questioned the amount of restitution. After a 
quick conference with his client, the attorney corrected the 
amount.

The judge gave Mr. ¥ a short admonition, judged him 
guilty, suspended the imposition of his sentence, and placed 
him on probation for a period of two years, under the 
probation conditions mentioned above. I made arrangements
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to meet W at the county jail after I had talked to Mr. M.

Mr. M's local police records didn't yield any 
additional information on him, but his FBI record documented 
seventeen years of criminal activities which included extensive 
drunkeness; assaults, batteries, and fights; fourteen counts 
of burglaries, robberies, or grand thefts; and multiple 
traffic violations. Most of his crimes had been committed 
in California. He had received fifteen sentences which 
Included fines and jail terms. He had been on probation 
three times, but he had never been in prison.

As Edward M had had previous experience with 
presentence Investigations it was not necessary to spend 
much time explaining the purpose of our visit. He was very 
cooperative, merely mentioning our area of interest elicited 
more than a sufficient amount of information from him.

Edward M was a thirty-six-year-old Mexican-American. 
Formerly, for a five-year period he had a common-law wife 
and three children. He was now single and his former wife 
had remarried taking the children with her.

Edward was the only member of his family to ever 
have trouble with the law. Drinking was his biggest problem. 
He stated that he was an alcoholic. When he had a drink,
"like a half pint of wine," as he put it, "it went down 
into my body," pointing to his stomach, "then surged through
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my veins to all parts of my body, like an explosion, bringing
me back to life where I could think and felt like doing
things." He stated that when he didn't drink he was ok.
It took him a long time to get really drunk, sometimes it
took a week or two. When he did get drunk, he stated that
he would have mental black outs when he couldn't remember
what he had done. This is an early sign of the more serious

41forms of alcoholism.
Mr. M*s drinking problem was probably a symptom of 

his underlying personal or social problesm. It would have 
been interesting to have had the time and the ability to 
probe into his personality and behavioral development to 
determine how he started drinking and why he allowed alcohol 
to interfere with his life.

At the end of our talk, it was mentioned that a 
person with his extensive criminal record would probably get 
a prison sentence. We discussed how time was computed at 
the state prison, talked about the Alcoholics Anonymous Program, 
and the opportunities that he could make for himself to try 
to gain some control over his drinking so that when he did 
eventually get out of prison he might be able to lead an 
enjoyable, law-abiding, and useful life. Paper was left for 
him to write to the court. We agreed to talk again tomorrow.

Douglas W was waiting in the jail lobby. On the way 
to the probation office we talked about his plans. At the 
office we allowed him to telephone his mother and make travel
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arrangements and gave him his probation instructions.

Doug wanted to spend the night in Tucson to time his 
bus ride to California so that he could meet his father in 
San Diego after working hours tomorrow. This sounded like a 
good idea but we agreed reluctantly as we suspected that 
Doug might have an ulterior motive for wanting to stay in 
Tucson overnight.

Doug needed to go to his former apartment to pick up 
his electric razor, a picture, and a television set. We did 
not want him to go alone and he didn't have transportation 
so I volunteered to take him.

Doug's former friends were glad that "he got off" 
but their greetings and remarks seemed distant and reserved. 
I attempted to be inconspicuous.

Enroute to Doug's motel I stopped to permit him to 
purchase a second-hand overnight bag. While we were driving 
around, I noticed that his clothes had an offensive odor.
It was the sweaty, oily odor one noticed in the county jail 
especially when a group of wetbacks were being admitted.
I didn't mention the odor as I was sure that he had noticed 
it. Overnight airing would probably dissipate the smell so 
it would not be noticeable while he was traveling tomorrow.

I waited at the motel until Doug had registered and 
then wished him good luck. This additional hour and a half 
which I had spent with Doug gave me the answer to a facet 
of his personality which had been bothering me. He was 
extremely selfish.
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July 24, 1969

I proceeded to the county jail to continue Edward 
M's interview and to get his letter to the judge. VTe talked 
a little about his early years, then he started talking about 
life in jail and prison. He proudly told me that he got 
along real well in jail; "All you have to do," he declared, 
"is do what the guards tell you...you really don't have any 
other choice." He asked about training programs in prison.
I explained that they had very few facilities and that those 
inmates whose conduct was the best got the good jobs and the 
training. He reassured me that he could really get along 
well in jail.

Toward the end of our talk we were discussing the 
differences between the controls in prison with the controls 
in the free world and he concluded, "I guess I get along 
best when I have someone to help me control myself."

Edward asked me to go by and see his mother and to 
ask her to come to the jail to see him tonight. I assured 
him that I would.

Edward's mother, two brothers, a sister and her child 
lived in the house where he had assaulted the young girl.
They confirmed Edward's biographical sketch. His mother 
stated he was ok until he started drinking, "then he went 
crazy." She stated that she had tried everything with him 
and nothing had worked. They were very nice people. They 
were very upset but they appreciated my visit. Observing



their grief I was reminded of Judge G*s words (at Catherine 
L's sentencing), "When there is guilt the family often 
suffers more than the offender."

I wrote Edward M's presentence report and took a copy 
to Judge C's office before closing time.

The Arizona Revised Statutes prescribed a sentence 
ranging from one to five years in the state prison for M's 
conviction. Edward's lack of self-control, especially his 
excessive drinking; his having adopted a criminal way of 
living; the violent nature of his offense; and his need for 
a structured environment and a sustained period of assistance 
were the major reasons for recommending a sentence of from 
four to five years. With "good time" and "time and a half" 
Edward would have the opportunity for two years confinement

42and three years parole supervision and treatment.

July 25. 1969
Judge 0 was scheduled to preside over five sentencings 

and one revocation. The entire probation staff seemed to be 
in his chambers. He quickly and skillfully reviewed the 
pertinent facts of each case, discussing a point or two from 
each case with the probation officer and giving a general 
indication of his agreement and proposed sentence. Judge 
0?s friendly, easy-going manner set the stage for an amiable 
visit. In Edward M's case the points emphasized by the 
judge were the subject's long criminal record, his lack of
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self-control, especially his drinking and the violent nature 
of the subject’s present offense.

During the formal sentencing the judge made a special 
effort to tell M the reasons for his sentence to make certain 
that the offender understood clearly the main reasons he was 
being sent to prison.

Judge 0 noted that the offender had previously re
quested a change of court-appointed attorney because the 
first one was prejudiced against Mexicans. The judge said 
that his sentence was not based on prejudice. He treated 
everyone alike. He couldn’t be prejudiced against Mexicans 
if he wanted to. He grew up here in Tucson when there were 
more Mexicans than there were Anglos. Many of his best 
friends were Mexican.

Judge C stated that many offenders considered him 
"easy" but he had to do what the law said and had to follow 
his conscience..this was a judge's job. He stated that he 
had given this case much thought and study. The judge then 
announced the sentence of a period of from four to five years 
in the state prison and advised the offender of his appeal 
and counsel rights.

After the sentencing I talked to Edward and his brother 
and sister who had attended the sentencing. Mrs. M had sent 
a letter to the judge apologizing for not being able to 
attend the sentencing and asking him to be kind to her son.

90
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July 28, 1969

A letter arrived from Douglas ¥ which stated that he 
had arrived at his family's home and that he was planning on 
going to his sister's home to live on Saturday.

I agreed to help Deputy H compile statistical data 
on presentence reports which were prepared during the 
January-June period of 1969. I drew the master chart which 
contained the categories which were to be counted. These 
items were included:

1. The total number of presentence reports prepared.
2. The age, sex, and race origin of each subject.
3. The subject's previous criminal record, if the 

offenses were juvenile, felony, or misdemeanor, and the 
disposition of the charge.

4. The subject's citizenship.
5. The subject's marital status, e.g., single, 

married, divorced, separated, or common law.
6. The subject's number of children, and if subject 

were the parent of illegitimate children.
7. The highest grade achieved by the subject in 

school, and GED (General Education Development) test 
completions.

8. The subject's religious preference.
9. If the subject owned property.
10. The subject's employment or student status.
11. The subject's military status, draft classi

fication, or type of discharge.
12. The subject's present offense type.
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13. The subject's plea.
14. The subject's experience with drugs and narcotics.
13. The disposition of the case, e.g., probation, 

fine, jail, or prison.
Each presentence report folder was identified by a 

tab which displayed the name of the subject, the offense, the 
disposition of the case, the date of the sentencing, and the 
expiration date of the sentence or probation. Folders which 
were dated within the January-June 1969 period were pulled 
from the file cabinets in batches of ten, the data was 
extracted and recorded on the master form and the case folder 
was refiled.

After processing a few folders it was obvious that 
each probation deputy had his personal way of reporting and 
recording similar data. It was easier to find the desired 
information in the body of the report when the specific 
reporting characteristics of the deputies were learned.

It was necessary to read a large number of presentence 
reports while recording this data. This was an excellent way 
to obtain a cross-sectional review of the various techniques 
for writing a presentence report. It was also an excellent 
opportunity to read a large number of reports which pertained 
to a broad spectrum of offenses. It was a tedious and time- 
consuming task, but a good learning exercise.
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July 29, 1969

Except for a short period of time which was spent 
studying the Arizona Revised Statutes which pertained to the 
organization and functions of the superior court, most of the 
day was used tabulating presentence report characteristics.

July 30, 1969
Deputy W and I attended the sentencing of Roberto 0 

in Judge R's court. As the judge and the deputy had previously 
discussed the sentencing in detail, the only question which 
the judge asked pertained to the subject's comprehension rate. 
Deputy ¥ told the judge that the subject understood about 
forty percent of what was said.

Roberto 0 was judged guilty of burglary and administered 
a sentence of a period of from one to two years in the state 
prison. Judge R went straight to the business at hand. After 
she had pronounced the sentence and had advised the offender 
of his appeal and his counsel rights, she delivered a short 
admonition encouraging the offender to take advantage of his 
confinement in prison and straighten out his drinking problems.

July 31♦ 1969
Chief Deputy L and I went to the county jail to com

plete a follow-up presentence interview of Paul L. After 
visiting with the records section staff we went into the 
jail section of the building.
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Paul L had pled guilty to unlawful possession of 

marijuana. Paul was twenty-three years old but he had the 
face of a teenager. Paul and his friend, who were both 
living on a welfare allocation in Salt Lake City, pooled 
their money and flew to Phoenix, Arizona where Paul borrowed 
his girlfriend's automobile to make a trip to Nogales, 
Sonora.

On their return trip, just after they had crossed 
the Pima County line, they needed to purchase gasoline but 
they were out of money. They drove into a service station, 
refueled, and drove off without paying for the gasoline.
When the highway patrol stopped them a few miles down the 
road, the officer observed that they were smoking marijuana 
in small pipes.

There was a steady flow of conversation between L 
and Deputy L. Paul was cooperative but he didn't seem 
repentant or submissive; he was indifferent to the whole 
incident.

We learned by telephone that the Salt Lake City 
Police wanted Paul for forgery and narcotics violations, 
but the Utah authorities said that they did not want to 
extradite Paul.

In the afternoon, Deputy W and I attended the 
second half of Samuel S's sentencing. Judge M had inter
rupted the morning sentencing procedures to obtain



95
additional information concerning Samuel's living arrange
ments if he were placed on probation. Samuel's parents were 
not previously available for questioning but today they had 
come to Tucson from Dallas, Texas to attend their son's 
sentencing.

Samuel had pled guilty to two counts of unlawful 
possession of marijuana. This was a reduced charge from 
unlawful sale of marijuana.

Samuel S had been a former resident of Tucson 
through his third year in high school but his family had 
moved to Dallas where Samuel finished high school. In 
Dallas, Sam's father worked as a pizza specialty man. This 
was a lower position for him as in Tucson he had owned his 
own delicatessen. Samuel's father was also very fat.
Samuel was ashamed of his father's economic status and his 
overweight condition. In addition, Samuel was dissatisfied 
because he had to sleep in the living room because his family 
couldn't afford separate bedrooms for each family member.

Samuel preferred to live in Tucson. His parents 
permitted him to return to Tucson to attend the University 
of Arizona. Samuel lived in a university dormitory. When 
he had been here only a month, he had established a repu
tation on the campus as a "pusher." Samuel was known as 
"Wildcat" or "The Pusher." He was so well known that the
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police narcotic agents had no difficulty making a purchase 
of marijuana from him. Two days after the purchase, two 
policemen came to Samuel’s room, arrested him, and confis
cated a quantity of marijuana.

The additional presentence report information was 
presented to the judge in his chambers. He read it quickly 
before going back into the courtroom to complete the formal 
sentencing. As Deputy W and I were leaving the judge's 
chambers he told her that she was doing an outstanding job.

Judge M stated in court that he was not happy with 
Samuel's conduct and he didn't like Samuel's answers to many 
of the court's questions, but, it was obvious that Samuel's 
parents were seriously interested in him and willing to help 
him. This was Samuel's first offense and he was very young 
(19 years old) with a full life ahead of him.

The court treated both counts as misdemeanors.^
On count one, Samuel's sentence imposition was suspended and 
he was placed on probation for eleven months and twenty-eight 
days. On count two, Samuel was fined five hundred dollars.
In addition to the normal conditions of probation, Samuel 
was to live in Dallas with his parents, cooperate with the 
Texas Probation Department, and pay the fine to the Pima 
County Probation Department entirely out of his own earnings. 
He was not to sell any of his personal property or borrow 
money to pay the fine, as Judge M put it, "He would pay it 
out of his own sweat."
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August 5* 1969

August 1, 4, and 5, 1969 were used tabulating pre
sentence report statistics.

August 6. 1969
Deputy P and I attended the sentencing of Peter G 

in Judge P's court. Peter was found guilty of a reduced 
charge of unlawful possession of marijuana. Pete’s prior 
record included four other narcotic violations, two burgla
ries, and a conviction for vagrancy. Pete was known in the 
local hippie subculture as "Paranoid Pete" because he had 
many personality peculiarities and he was always scared.
The presentence report recommended a prison sentence of 
from four to six years.

After Pete's trial he was released on his own recogni
zance but he failed to report for his presentence interviews 
as ordered. A bench warrant had been issued and it was 
expected that this sentencing would be in absentia. When 
we arrived at the judge's chambers we learned that Pete 
had turned himself in to the county jail last night, but 
today his defense attorney was ill and a substitute was 
going to ask for a continuance.

In court, after the substitute defense attorney 
made his petition for a continuance of the sentencing pro
cedure, the judge reviewed the progress of the case up to 
now, making specific reference and placing emphasis on the
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defendant's failure to report for his presentence interviews.
The delay of sentencing was granted but the defendant was 
confined to the Pima County Jail to await sentencing.

August 8. 1969
Deputy S and I attended the sentencing for David L 

in Judge G's court. This was a re-scheduled sentencing,
David's original sentencing was delayed to allow him to 
finish three classes he was taking at the University but he 
failed to report for sentencing. A bench warrant was issued 
and David was arrested. At the time of his arrest quantities 
of heroin, marijuana, and LSD were found in his possession.
A diary was also found which contained information pertaining 
to the sale of drugs. Separate charges were filed for these 
offenses but they were mentioned in the presentence report.

David L had obviously accepted a criminal way of 
Iving which revolved around illicit drug activities. He had 
shown a lack of appreciation of the court's consideration in 
delaying his original sentencing and his actions at the time 
of his recent arrest indicated that he intended to continue 
his criminal ways. Judge G read David a sentence to the 
state prison for a period of from three to five years.

Early in the afternoon I accompanied Chief Deputy L 
to an interesting sentencing in Judge P's court. Donald C, 
a ninteen-year-old negro youth was to be sentenced for burglary 
at night.



Donald's history was typical of many young first 
offensers who were being sent to the state prison. His home 
had been broken twice by divorce. His mother had treated him 
very well, in fact, she was over-possessive and rationalized 
her son's antisocial actions. Donald also had good relation
ships with his natural father who also was a local resident. 
Donald 0 stated that he "had it good at home, I never wanted 
for anything."

Donald's delinquency started when he was a fourteen- 
year- old juvenile. He had been committed to the Arizona 
State Industrial School for boys twice. He had also been 
on both juvenile probation and parole.

These correctional experiences did not seem to have 
had any beneficial effect on Donald's behavior. He openly 
associated with known delinquents and criminals; he had an 
illegitimate child; and his burglaries, one with a deadly 
weapon proclaimed his utter disregard for the lives and 
rights of others.

In chambers, the judge indicated general agreement 
with the presentence report recommendation for a prison 
sentence.

In court, after the routine opening procedures, the 
defense attorney, a reputable and capable lawyer, made an 
outstanding plea for clemency, fully exploiting the positive 
aspects of Donald O's life. The lawyer's presentation
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seemed effective as the sentence given was not as long as 
the one which the judge was considering.

The judge pronounced the minimum sentence for 
burglary five to six years in the state prison. Immediately 
after the judge had pronounced the last word of the sentence, 
Donald O's mother, who had been sitting in the spectator 
section of the courtroom holding her son's daughter, jumped 
to her feet and shouted, "Oh no, judge, not five to six 
years." The judge listened patiently while Mrs. 0 wailed 
on and on. Finally the bailiff quieted her.

The judge, addressing Mrs 0, assured her that 
sentencing was the most difficult part of being a judge; 
but he had to follow the law and his conscience, and had to 
do what he thought was right. Mrs. 0 started again, This 
time the defense attorney quieted her.

The judge then re-read the sentence with more force 
and determination not giving anyone the opportunity to 
interrupt him. Then he quickly advised the defendant of 
his appeal and counsel rights.

Donald stood at attention, alone, on the opposite 
side of the room from his attorney. The young negro was 
stunned by the sentence. He seemed to sway, then, as tears 
filled his eyes, he stood more rigidly; with a deliberate 
force, he thrusted his clenched right fist upward to the 
full extension of his reach and pled aloud, "Allah Forgive!"
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Everyone in the courtroom was awed, A silent, awkward 

moment passes. Not having an appropriate reaction, those in 
the courtroom refused to acknowledge that the salute had 
taken place in the august court.,.they quietly performed their 
post-trial duties.

Even though the militant salute was not appropriate 
in this environment, it was accepted for what it was, an 
emotional gesture of frustration. It wasn't dignified or 
acknowledged every by recrimination, or even publication 
(there were no newspaper reporters present).

The major blow to the court's dignity came later in 
the afternoon when the offender's mother telephoned the 
judge and asked, "How much (money) is it going to take to 
get my son out of prison?"

These two incidents, inappropriate as they were, but 
perhaps not too unusual nor important, illustrated attitudes 
which had bred an antisocial life of delinquency and crimi
nality in the person of an otherwise healthy, good-looking, 
and intelligent young man.

Having witnessed several sentencings of young men 
and having been associated with young criminals for a few 
weeks, the recent words of Chief Probation Officer Lionel 
R came to mind: "You need some outside activity and associ
ation with good young boys and girls or you tend to lose 
your perspective and start thinking they are all bad."



102
I was assigned to do the presentence investigation 

for William R. William had robbed a local finance company, 
had been found guilty, and was scheduled for sentencing on 
September 10, 1969. As my internship would be ended prior 
to this sentencing date, Deputy S would take the case when 
I left the office.

William was twenty-two years of age, but he was 
only approximately five feet and two inches tall. He 
appeared much younger than he was.

I went to the county jail with Chief Probation Officer 
R and completed William’s (he liked to be called Willie) 
background history and established rapport. Willie seemed 
like a very nice young man.

Willie's formative years were influenced by his 
alcoholic and tyranical stepfather. When Willie was an 
infant his mother remarried. His stepfather was partial to 
Willie's three half sisters. When Willie's stepfather died 
Willie was sixteen and he said he seemed to go wild drinking 
alcohol, using marijuana, heroin, and LSD.^ Willie's main 
outside interest was surfing. At the end of our talk I 
gave Willie paper to use for his letter to the judge and 
promised to return in a couple of days.

August 11, 1969
Deputy W and I went to Judge T's chambers for the 

presentence discussion of the John B case. E had been found
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guilty of one count of child molestation and five counts 
of contributing to the delinquency of a minor.

Mr. E's case was interesting, unusual and instructive. 
He taught retarded and disabled children in their home. He 
was also handicapped as a classic hemophiliac. The slight
est bump would cause him extensive bruising and internal 
hemorrhaing. He could only walk a few steps at a time 
using some type of external support. Most of the time he 
was confined to a wheel chair.

A local hospital had to purchase special equipment 
to be able to treat Mr. E. This was the only location for 
this type of equipment in the state.

After E* s trial he had been released on his own 
recognizance to live in a local nursing home. His sentencing

— rhad been rescheduled three times because of his medical con
dition or his misconduct. He had one spell of bleeding, he 
had been intoxicated three times, and he had pulled a switch 
blade on the hospital attendants.

Both the judge and the deputy agreed that Mr. E 
should be sent to prison but his physical condition would not 
permit it. A sentence to the state prison would be tantamount 
to a death sentence. To permit E to remain in Tucson where 
he could receive proper medical attention but be under the 
court's jurisdiction for an extended period of time, this 
sentencing scheme was selected: for count one, a felony,
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the sentencing imposition would be suspended and Mr. E would 
be placed on probation for ten years; for count two, a misde
meanor, he would be confined to the Pima County Jail for a 
period of one year; and for counts three through six, also 
misdemeanors, he would be given suspended sentences and 
placed on probation for a one year period for each count.
The sentences would run consecutively. E would be confined 
to the county jail for one year and he would be on probation 
for fourteen years.

Prior to going into the courtroom for the formal 
sentencing the judge confirmed arrangements with the county 
sherrlf, the defendant's physician, and asked the probation 
deputy to make arrangements for an ambulance to take the 
offender to the county jail after the sentencing.

Mr. E's attorney made an excellent statement for 
mitigation of the sentence. He talked for twenty minutes 
discussing the defendant's contribution and worth to the 
community. He analyzed the sentencing alternatives by con
sidering Mr. E's physical condition and the other factors of 
sentencing, the protection of society (young boys and girls 
in his instance), and the rehabilitation of the offender.
The lawyer's analysis and solutions to the sentencing problem 
were very close to the scheme which the court had in mind.

The judge then announced the sentence as conceived 
in her chambers. The conditions of probation for the period 
after the defendant's confinement were: he was to violate no
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law; he was to observe the orders of the probation officer; 
he was to abstain from alcoholic beverages, taking medication 
if approved by his physician; he was to dispose of all of his 
guns and weapons; he was not to associate with boys or girls 
who were under the age of eighteen.

Mr. E was surprised and upset. Immediately after the 
sentencing, he "fired" his attorney. This was ironic as the 
lawyer had worked hard for him and really had his client's 
best interests foremost. E didn't realize this.

In the afternoon I accompanied Deputy W to the county 
jail for her interview with Robert S who had been a codefendant 
with William R in the burglary case. I was also going to pick 
up William R's letter to the judge.

Robert S had been found guilty of using a bifurcated 
trial procedure. The psychiatrists stated that Robert was 
legally sane but he was a schizophrenic.

Robert S was a small, light-colored negro. He was 
twenty-one years old. He had been the instigator of the 
crime. He had talked the other two participants into taking 
part.

It was easy to observe Robert's pecularlties by just 
talking with him. He had been in three mental institutions.
He had used narcotics extensively. He was taking medication 
because of his addiction.

Robert disclaimed any memory of committing the burgla
ry. He could, however, remember details from other periods
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of his life. He said that he couldn't remember anything 
from the time when he took the fix two hours before the 
offense until the next day when he found a set of car keys 
in his pocket. When he took the car back to the rental 
agency, he was arrested.

Robert definitely needed psychiatric treatment. He 
was also a dangerous criminal. Lacking a combined cor
rectional and medical facility, he probably would be sent 
to the state prison.

William R's letter was not completed, so I told him 
that I would return in a few days to obtain it.

When we had arrived at the county jail to see S and 
R, Mr. E was still sitting in the center of the jail intake 
room. Deputy W and I went into the sheriff's office and 
explained E's condition in detail and made suggestions as to 
E's treatment. When we had finished our interviews, approxi
mately an hour and a half later, Mr. E was still sitting in 
the center of the room. The jail staff didn't seem to know 
what to do with him. Their plan was to put him in a solitary 
confinement room but to give him a light. His confinement 
would be a difficult one. Deputy W speculated that a week 
wouldn't pass before E would be in the hospital.

August 12, 1969
Wrote a summary of the statistical information which

45I had compiled.
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Willie R had completed his letter. His style of 

printing brought to light his artistic talent. He stated 
that next to surfing he was most interested in painting, 
printing, and related crafts. He had never exploded this 
ability commercially but he had made some posters for his 
friends and the walls of his room at home were covered with 
paintings and posters. This type of work would make a good 
rehabilitative activity if Willie were sent to prison.

Willie talked a little more about surfing. He had 
traded his bicycle for his first surf board when he was 
twelve and he had painted his mother's house to earn his 
second board. He had also worked in a surf board repair and 
manufacturing shop.

Willie denied any difficulties with authorities. He 
stated that he enjoyed talking to older people and that he 
frequently asked them for advice. He often asked others to 
help him make decisions, but once he had made up his mind he 
acted independently.

We talked some more about prison life and compared the 
county jail to the state prison and discussed how one can 
become resocialized in prison. He stated that he had noticed 
how some of the prisoners in the county jail acted and thought. 
Some of them stated that they were scared to death when they 
were on the outside; when they got back in prison they felt 
like they were back home.
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I felt that it would be almost certain that Willie 

would be sent to prison. He was such a small individual and 
seemed so easily controlled by others that I wanted to try 
to get him to think about a few of the conditions that he 
could encounter in prison and to formulate some kind of plan 
for coping with them.

I asked Willie how he would feel and react if he were 
sent to prison. He didn't want to admit that there was a 
good chance that he would be sent there. Even after I asked 
him if he were aware that Mr. R, a codefendant in the same 
offense, had received a sentence of from five to six years, 
Willie still would not admit that he would probably be 
sentenced to a prison term.

August 13 * 1969
One of Chief Deputy L's probationers had received a 

traffic fine of fifty dollars which was payable tomorrow 
and he did not have the money. He called and asked Deputy 
L for help. I went to the Justice Court with Deputy L to 
talk to Judge J about delaying the fine due date. Judge J 
was very willing to delay the final payment date for three 
weeks.

It was reassuring to see that at least one offender 
had enough intelligence to do something about his problem 
before it developed into a more serious situation. The 
cooperation of the Justice was also an excellent example of
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the fine, cooperative relationships which existed between 
the Adult Probation Office and all of the local governmental 
agencies.

I finished recording William R's presentence report.
I felt that Willie was a very nice young man and that he had 
many good attributes that had his offense been less serious 
and had there been some tangible indications that he had in 
fact changed, or was capable of staying away from narcotics,
I would have recommended probation. He had been subjected 
to negative influences throughout the early part of his life, 
he had been using narcotics for an extended period of time, 
his continued exposure to the marginal and illegal activi
ties which are associated with drug and narcotic abuse and 
his personal susceptibility to being easily influenced by 
others led him to criminal actions.

Willie had matured some but lacked self-control; he 
did not have a specific probation plan, nor did he appear to 
have the determination to execute a change to a way of living 
which would be different from his past. Without some tangible 
evidence of his ability to change, it was felt that his good 
intentions would be dominated by the compulsions of his past 
habits. The violent nature of his offense and the dispo
sition of the other two participants were also influential 
considerations.

I recommended that William R receive the minimum 
prison sentence for robbery. It was hoped that he would be



able to shield himself sufficiently from the negative 
aspects of prison life and be able to develop enough 
maturity and self-control so that when he completes his 
term in prison he would be able to live a decent, useful, 
and enjoyable life.^

August 14, 1969
Deputy S and I attended the joint sentencing of 

William So and Gary Su in Judge J’s court. The offenders 
had been found guilty of depositing or exploding and ex
plosive with intent to injure person or property, a felony.

On the evening of the offense, the offenders had 
gone to a drive-in theater and had drunk a bottle of whiskey 
while watching the show. Later they drank some more at a 
nearby bowling alley. So had a box of dynamite that he 
found two years ago and they decided to go into the desert 
to explode it.

As they were leaving So‘s house, Su wrapped two 
sticks of dynamite together and fused and capped them. So 
noticed what Su was doing and said, "That is dangerous, 
we'll have to get rid of it." At that time they were 
passing an apartment house trash container (a Dumpsy Dempster) 
and they decided to put the dynamite into the trash box.

They lighted the fuse and placed the dynamite in the 
trash container and drove off rapidly. The explosion damaged 
three automobiles, two fences, and several nearby buildings.
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In his chambers, Judge 6 said that he agreed with 

the presentence report recommendations. The remainder of 
the time before the scheduled court sentencing was used 
telling stories of pranks that the judge and deputies had 
done when they were children using dynamite, black powder, 
or firecrackers.

In court, the defense attorney made a motion for a 
new trial based on failure to show intent. He also stated 
that attempts to detonate the unused sticks of dynamite 
were unsuccessful; therefore, there was a question concerning 
the explosive quality of the dynamite and its ability to 
inflict damage to persons or property.

The prosecutor argued against granting a new trial 
stating that the quality of the dynamite which was not used 
is not material. The. dynamite which was used did explode 
and caused danger and damage to persons and property. The 
prosecutor argued further that the offenders willingly and 
purposefully prepared the explosives, ignited them, and 
placed them in the trash container.

The judge denied the motion for a new trial. His 
explanation of the denial was similar to the prosecutor's 
argument.

After having disposed of the motion, the court judged 
the offenders guilty and asked the attorneys if there were 
any legal reason why sentence should not be imposed at this 
time. After their negative reply, the judge asked the
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defendant if he wished to make any statement to the court.
The defense attorney asked the court to grant probation 
citing such reasons as the offenders youthfulness, their 
lack of criminality, and their otherwise wholesome life.

The judge delivered a short admonition, suspended 
imposition of the sentence and gave each of the offenders 
three years probation. In addition to the normal conditions 
of probation he added the stipulation that the defendants 
were not to drink excessively and they were to pay resti
tution.

A second letter arrived from Dougls W who was on
probation in California. The letter contained his monthly
report and a short note that he was unable to obtain his
original employment because of his criminal record but he
had a job at Disneyland and was going to start working the
next day. Douglas expressed his appreciation for all of the

47special efforts which were made for him. '

August 15. 1969
Chief Deputy L and I drove to the Arizona State Prison 

at Florence to visit two of his former probationers whose 
probation had been revoked. They were scheduled to be 
considered for parole in October 1969. We also visited with 
the prison staff and I talked to a member of a counseling 
group which I had helped conduct earlier this year.

These inmates were glad to receive special attention. 
Miss Joan S had asked Deputy L to help her obtain employment



and a place to live in Tucson. She did not have any friends 
or relatives in this area.

Miss S's offense was writing a check without an account. 
She had a very pleasant personality. She was a semi-skilled 
seamstress and was attending a prison office-work training 
program. She stated that she could type fifty words a minute 
but she didn't feel confident enough to tackle all of the other 
jobs in office work. She wanted employment as a seamstress 
and while working she would also continue to attend business 
school. Eventually she wanted to do office work.

Deputy L told her that he would work closely with 
the Parole Officer in Tucson, Vic R, and that he would keep 
her Informed of his progress by mail.

Mr. John K, the other inmate who asked Deputy L for 
assistance, was having some troubles inside and outside of 
the prison. In prison he had been jumped a couple of times 
but had requested a change in his security status which seemed 
to take care of the problem. His outside problem concerned 
a fight which was developing between his wife and a former 
girlfriend. He asked Deputy L to try to straighten out the 
situation if he could.

The last time I had talked with Milo N, the former 
member of my counseling group, he was scheduled to meet the 
parole board in October 1969. Since then he had been in 
some trouble and he had lost his two-for-one time and his 
release date had been set back almost a year to September 1970.
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This made him angry (as did almost everything else he dis
agreed with). He said it was illegal for them to take back 
his work time. He said he had employed an attorney to take 
the matter to court.

As Milo was still scheduled to meet the parole board 
in October I asked him what plans he had made for parole.
He said that he did not have any plans. He had not even 
communicated with his family. He said, I don't like to bother 
them too much.

Milo was convinced that it was more important to him 
to argue with the parole board and try to convince them that 
he lost his two-for-one time illegally than it was to try to 
convince them that he should be placed on parole. I dis
agreed with him but it was his right to do what he wanted to. 
Despite my disappointment in Milo's attitude, I enjoyed see
ing and visiting with him.

The prison staff was very cooperative in making 
arrangements for our visit. Mr. B brought us up to date on 
the prison rehabilitation programs. Four new counselors 
had started working on August 1, 1969. Only three of the 
counseling groups which were established earlier in the year 
were being continued because he could not find enough volun
teer counselors. He said that the prison staff was thirty- 
one officers short. He blamed this shortage of personnel 
on the low salaries that they paid new guards #425 per month 
and the lack of living facilities in Coolidge, Arizona.
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August 18, 1969

Deputy ¥ and I attended Robert S*s sentencing in 
Judge Hi's court, (S was a codefendant of William R.).

Prior to the formal sentencing, S's attorney went 
into the judge's chambers to lay the ground work for a 
continuance to allow time to arrange for a commitment for 
S to Bellveu, a New York mental hospital. He also had three 
psychiatrists in court to testify but no mention of a delay 
was made during the formal court procedure.

Judge Ri pronounced S's sentence of from six to ten 
years in the Arizona State Prison. With the progress being 
made in the field of corrections throughout Arizona, perhaps 
adequate psychiatric treatment facilities would become availa
ble at the prison while S was serving his sentence.

August 19, 1969
Deputy W took me with her to conduct a field inter

view of John A. John, a forty-five year old negro male, had 
been convicted of assaulting a twenty-seven year old white 
woman with a deadly weapon at two o'clock in the morning when 
she returned home from her work as a waitress in a local 
steakhouse. The official version of the offense held that 
they had been waiting across the street from her house in 
the dark and rainy night and when she emerged from her auto
mobile and started to unlock her front door, he ran across 
the street and beat her into a state of unconsciousness with 
a tire rod.



The jury had found John guilty but there were still 
doubts in the minds of both Judge P and Deputy ¥. determi
ning guilt is not one of the purposes of the presentence 
report investigation, but, when the judge has a range of 
sentencing from one to ten years in prison, or probation 
from which to choose, his beliefs concerning the guilt or 
innocence of the defendant can be significant.

John A had a lifetime background of good character 
and lawful behavior. He had led a useful and responsible 
life and he did not have a criminal record. At the present 
time he was separated from his wife but he lived with one 
of his sons and his son's wife and child. John had provided 
resources to raise three sons and a daughter.

The lack of a motive was the key cause of doubt of 
John's guilt. According to the Investigation and the 
testimony of the case, the offender had only known the victim 
two years prior to the offense when he was employed as a 
dishwasher at the same restaurant where the victim was 
working as a waitress. Neither the victim nor the offender 
admitted that any animosity had existed between them. There 
was no current incident to trigger the crime.

When the victim had regained consciousness after the 
assault, she said that the attacker was dark. She first 
assumed that it was a Mexican, her baby sitter's husband.
The police checked out this lead, but the baby sitter's 
husband was sitting in the living room with a broken leg.
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Questioned about the possibility of a negro having attacked 
her she said that the only negro she knew was John A. When 
she was shown his picture in a "mug" book, he went into 
hysterics.

Our first stop was at the offender's house. He was 
not at home. His daughter-in-law was unsure of the exact 
sequence of events which took place on the night of the 
offense. We asked her to schedule an interview with her 
father-in-law and to ask him to telephone the probation office.

Next we visited the victim. She lived on the other 
end of town, five miles from the offender's house. She 
didn't add anything to the information which she had previ
ously given to the police investigators and to the court.
She gave us the names of two former employees at the steak 
house where she and the offender had worked together. When 
we asked her about the identity of the victim, she said that 
there was no doubt in her mind, "I saw hatred and murder in 
his eyes."

The victim was very easily upset. During the inter
view she had broken down twice and was on the verge of tears 
throughout the last half of our talk. Her first outburst 
came when she was told that the offender could be granted 
probation. After this display of emotions, we definitely 
didn't tell her that the offender had been free on his own 
recognizance since the trial.

117



118
Later in the day Deputy W received a telephone message 

that one of the girls who had worked with both the offender 
and the victim wanted to talk with her. She asked me to come 
along in the morning. There appeared to be more to the case 
than that which was being told.

August 20. 1969
Peter G's rescheduled sentencing was today. Deputy 

P had prepared an addendum to the original presentence report 
to add the new information which had been obtained from Peter 
G while he was in the county jail awaiting his sentencing.

Peter's early life had been normal. When he was 
twelve years old his father obtained a divorce and remarried 
within a year. In the beginning Peter said he had trouble 
getting along with his stepmother but he had no difficulty 
now.

Deputy P wrote that Peter exhibited all of the typical 
characteristics of a babied, spoiled child. He felt that 
everyone owed him a great deal. He was extremely selfish 
and he had a persecution comples. His many personality 
aberrations had earned him his hippie nickname of "Paranoid 
Pete."

During the past two years, Peter said that he had 
been "on the bum," living with anyone of his friends who 
would have him. He had been using narcotics and drugs for 
an extended period of time and had been on heroin and methe- 
drine for the last seven months. His prolonged misuse of
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drugs and narcotics had influenced his thinking and his 
mentality (according to a psychiatric report),

The discussion in Judge P* s chambers was short as the 
case had been previously discussed on the originally scheduled 
sentencing date. The probation officer recommended a sentence 
of a period of five to seven years in the state prison.

In court, a substitute attorney from the defense 
attorney's legal firm argued a motion for a new trial. He 
stated that the defendant did not possess marijuana when he 
was arrested as he was handcuffed and the confiscated mari
juana was taken from a shelf which the offender could not 
reach while he was wearing handcuffs. The court denied the 
motion.

No legal reason being given to preclude sentencing 
at this time, the judge continued. The judge told the 
defendant to make sure that he understood what happended at 
his trial he would review the trial procedures for him. The 
judge started back in August 1968 with the filing of the 
complaint and the charges and proceeded through the prelimi
nary hearing, the filing of the information, the plea of in
sanity, the trial, the jury's verdict, and the defendant's 
failure to show for his sentencing, the continuing of the 
sentencing, and the denial of the motion for a new trial. 
Ascertaining that the defendant understood the trial, the 
judge asked the defense attorney if he had a statement to 
make to the court for mitigation.



The defendant's attorney, who came into the court 
room while the judge was reviewing the case, responded to 
the court's question by delivering an eighteen minute disser
tation on the offender's good points, his limitations, and 
his personal circumstances; then the attorney talked about 
current social standards of behavior and justice. It was a 
long but well-spoken talk.

The judge thanked the defense attorney and pronounced 
a sentence of from three to four years in the state prison, 
advised the defendant of his appeal and counsel rights, and 
dismissed the court.

August 21. 1969
Deputy W and I conducted the field interview of one 

of the references of John A's assault presentence investi
gation. Mrs. F was a small middle-aged woman who lived in 
a lower-middle income neighborhood. Even though she had four 
sons living at home, the grass wasn't cut but there were five 
automobiles, in various states of disrepair, in the yard.

Mrs. F was very cooperative. She had driven John A 
to and from work when his car was broken. She could not believe 
that John had assaulted the victim. She did not think that 
he had a motive for doing such a thing and she didn't think 
that he had the personality for it either. She really didn't 
give us any information or evidence, all she did was to ex
press her unsubstantiated opinions.
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Deputy ¥ decided to attempt to arrange for a poly
graph test for the offender in an attempt to obtain some 
indication of his truthfulness. She said that if no other 
evidence were found, the presentence report recommendation 
would have to be incarceration. Even though the facts of 
John's lifetime behavior did not support the charge or the 
verdict, the violent nature of the crime would not permit 
placing John on probation. Regardless of the doubts which 
existed in the minds of the judge and the deputy, the jury 
and the law said that John had committed the offense.

August 22, 1969
I attended two sentencings in Judge Ro's court.

Davis ¥, the first offender, was an eighteen-year-old Negro 
boy who had been convicted of armed robbery. He had Insisted 
that he was not guilty but the two store clerks who were 
"held up" positively identified him.

Davis had grown up with little discipline or super
vision. Early in his life his mother obtained a divorce and 
remarried. She was a well-known local prostitute. Davis W's 
stepfather was a homosexual. It was not surprising that Davis 
was a homosexual transvestite.
1

Davis W's criminal record included eighteen juvenile 
offenses and during the nine months since his eighteenth birth
day, he had committed ten adult offenses. Most of his offenses 
were burglaries, robberies and shopliftings. At the time 
of this present offense, Davis was serving a term of
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federal probation.
The presentence report recommended the minimum 

sentence for armed robbery, five to six years in the state 
prison. The judge agreed that Lavis needed to be isolated 
from society but he thought that Lavis would receive better 
rehabilitative treatment if he were sent to the federal 
prison system. With this thought in mind, Judge Ro suspended 
imposition of sentence and placed Lavis on five years pro
bation.

Danny F was the second offender to be sentenced.
Danny was a twenty-two-year-old Papago Indian who had been 
convicted of second degree burglary. He had taken several 
quarts of beer from a local liquor warehouse. His prior 
criminal record consisted entirely of offenses which were 
related to drinking. He was given two years probation and 
in addition to the usual conditions of probation, he was 
not to get drunk in Tucson.

Deputy L and I went to the county jail. I talked 
with Willie R while we waited for Danny F to be released.
I told Willie R that effective September 1, 1969 and for 
his sentencing, Deputy S would be his contact in the probation 
office but I promised to attend his sentencing if I could.

Deputy L briefed Danny F on his conditions of 
probation and took him to his brother's house where he was 
to obtain transportation to Sells, Arizona. Danny was told 
to report monthly to the Adult Probation Office either by 
telephone or in person.
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Two letters were received from William R's refer

ences. A neighbor and his former high school principal 
wrote in his behalf. I read the letters and acknowledged 
them.

While we were absent from the office a new presentence 
case was received and an appointment was scheduled for 9:00 
A. M. Monday, but because of vacations there was no deputy 
to cover the case. I agreed to extend my internship and 
handle the case.

August 25. 1969
Minnie G was scheduled for sentencing on August 29,

1969 for two counts of drawing (a) check on no account, with 
intent to defraud, a felony. Minnie had written two bad checks 
at a grocery store on South Craycroft Road for a total of fifty 
dollars.

After initial rapport was established, I explained to 
Minnie the purpose of the presentence investigation. We 
discussed her personal history and background, her present 
situation, the offense, and her future plans.

Minnie was a thirty-nine-year-old negro woman, was 
the third of ten siblings who had been reared on a farm in 
eastern Texas. She had a better than average childhood.
She completed college and obtained a teaching certificate 
in Texas. When Minnie was twenty-two she married John G 
and they had six children whose ages ranged from four to 
twelve years. The twelve-year-old child had asthma.
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John was a Technical Sergeant in the United States 

Air Force. A year and a half ago because of marital diffi
culties John and Minnie agreed to a temporary voluntary
separation. John was to send financial support monthly.
Shortly after their separation John was transferred to 
California and then to Japan. He stopped sending money in 
December. Minnie was working as a waitress and short-order 
cook at the Snack Bar at Davis-Monthan but she was unable to 
handle the monthly payments and pay rent and buy groceries 
for her children. She wrote the two checks which eventually 
resulted in the present conviction hoping that her husband 
had sent some money to the bank and that the deposit slip 
had been sent directly to him. Minnie said that she did not 
intend to defraud.

The bank possessed evidence that Minnie had been 
notified by registered mail and in person that her bank account 
had been closed in June 1968. Minnie said the mail receipt 
was signed by her daughter and denied that she had ever seen 
the letter or the bank messenger.

After her indictment Minnie was released on her own 
recognizance. She then had a nervous breakdown, was hospi
talized for a short period of time and then went to Texas 
where she recovered. She returned to Tucson for the trial.

While Minnie was out of town her household goods 
were repossessed and her house was placed in foreclosure 
procedures.
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The Base Legal Officer helped Minnie to ger her 

husband to establish a two-hundred dollar a month allotment 
which started in July 1969.

August 26, 1969
I discussed Minnie's case with her lawyer. He thought 

that she was capable of managing her own affairs if she re
ceived help from her husband. He said her children are 
enough reason to give her probation.

The Base Legal Officer confirmed Minnie's contact with
them.

The victim, the store manager and owner, said that 
he had known Minnie only as a customer and he was not her 
good friend as she had stated. He said that he could wait 
only so long for his money. He said that Minnie's children 
were well behaved and honest around the store.

Minnie had given the names of several of her friends 
and neighbors for references but I was unable to contact any 
of them. She didn’t want them to know about her trouble with 
the law, so it was just as well.

August 27. 1969
Minnie came into the office for her second interview.

She was a little more relaxed. I gave her the personality 
inventory test and she took it willingly, completing it
without any difficulty. The test results showed that she
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was a neurotic introvert and that she had a strong tendency 
to lie.

Minnie admitted her offense. She had not done so 
before. She said that she knew what she did was wrong, and 
added that she would never write another check.

She brought a letter from her husband and permitted 
me to make a copy of it. He said that he was coming back to 
Tucson in forty-two days and he was looking forward to re
suming his role as a father and husband. He did not know 
of Minnie's trouble.

Minnie reported that she had made preliminary in
quiries about her former job and that she thought she would 
be able to be re-employed.

During both interviews, but less today, Minnie seemed 
certain that she would be placed on probation. I cautioned 
her not to be overconfident as she could get a total of ten 
years for her convictions if the judge thought that she could 
not live within the law and take care of herself. This upset 
her. She was amazed, "For fifty dollars! I'll kill myself 
before I'd go to prison and give up my children." Satis
fied that I had impressed her with the gravity of her 
offenses, I quickly reassured her.

I stayed after working hours to complete the dictation 
of Minnie's presentence report so that it could be typed and
given to the judge tomorrow. I recommended that Minnie be 
given a total of two years probation.
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August 28, 1969

I signed Minnie's presentence report and took it to
47Judge Go's chambers for discussion. Judge Go seemed rela

tively young and dynamic. He was very perceptive and ap
peared to be rehabilitation oriented and agreed with my 
recommendations and suggested close supervision with strong 
emphasis on supportive casework and rehabilitative guidance.

August 29. 1969
Minnie was judged guilty on both counts of drawing 

(a) check without an account, a felony, her sentence was 
suspended, and she was placed on two years probation under 
the usual conditions.

Everyone was leaving the courtroom when the defense 
attorney remembered that he wanted to make a motion for a 
new trial. His motion was based on failure to show intent 
but is was denied by the judge.

I got the impression that Mrs. G, his client, didn't 
even know what her lawyer was doing. She was very satisfied 
with the outcome of the sentencing. He appeared to be using 
her rather than representing her,

Minnie G went back to the probation office with me. 
Together we read and discussed the conditions of probation,
she signed the copy of the conditions, and I gave her a copy 

48to keep. We talked about the purposes of probation and how 
she was going to get along. She assured me that she would



have no trouble living within the law and she also stated 
that she had enough money and other resources (a boyfriend) 
to take care of her and her children. I cautioned her about 
placing herself in jeopardy by taking part in activities 
which could easily deteriorate into violations of the law.
I also gave her referrals to social agencies where she could 
get practical assistance (emergency money, food, or clothing), 
financial management advise, and employment counseling.

We talked about her husband. We agreed that he was 
away from home now, was lonesome, but when he came back to 
Tucson and had been here a while, he would probably revert 
to the same type of person he was before he left home. I 
suggested that if she had any trouble with him that she could 
obtain counseling and legal assistance to force him to meet 
his obligations to support his children. She said she would.

I told her that Deputy H would be her probation
4 qofficer and gave her his card. We established a resti

tution payment plan, five dollars a month, and we agreed to 
a monthly reporting schedule providing that she would telephone 
or come to the probation office at any other time when she 
had any difficulty or problem.

I wished Mrs. G good luck and assured her that if 
she sought and obtained assistance when she needed it that 
she would have no difficulty in successfully completing her 
probation.
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CHAPTER IV

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

This internship greatly benefited the intern by 
extending the scope of his knowledge of people, justice, 
and corrections. It enabled the observation and application 
of knowledge and ability in a practical work situation under 
the capable guidance of skilled professionals. In addition, 
it provided valuable interpersonal experiences with the 
probation office staff.

An Educational Experience

This internship was an educational experience. It 
gave the student an opportunity to integrate his academic 
knowledge with practical work experience. The intern 
personally tested the ideas which he had learned by watching 
others put them into action or by putting them into action 
himself. The objectivity and the validity of his evaluations 
were limited by the shallowness of his knowledge and the 
amateurishness of his skills. In addition, there were many 
more correctional theories and concepts than there were 
testing opportunities during such a short and restricted 
internship.
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Probation and its related activities were considered 

social casework functions in a judicial and correctional set
ting. Many.of the fundamental principles of casework were 
considered: individual rights to dignity, self-determination,
and to a full life within his own capabilities were considered 
a basic part of the approach to the probationer. It was a 
paradoxical situation —  how was one to convince an inmate 
that he had the right to dignity when he was forced to take 
a public shower while strangers watched; or, how was one to 
convince an inmate that he had the inherent right of self- 
determination when he was not even allowed to open a door?

An adequate social adjustment requires that the 
offender knows his rights and appreciates them. In the pro
bationary context these rights were limited and controlled. 
With many probationers, it required a patient, sustained 
effort to create within them an awareness of their rights 
and an appreciation of what they meant to the extent that 
they would use their rights within the accepted range of 
social responsibility.

Many social theories were validated by personal ex
perience. The effects of the abusive parents' treatment 
were noted in the abnormal behavior of their children. The 
results of associations with antisocial deviant groups were 
clearly illustrated in many case histories. Some of the 
consequences of mental illness, mental retardation, abnormal
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personality formation, limited socialization, and under 
education were seen in lack of understanding, abnormal con
duct, and unique adaptation. Academic discussions of these 
abnormal characteristics was interesting and informative, 
but experiencing them in interaction with one who had such 
conditions, firmly implated the knowledge in one's mind.

The effects of political and personality influences 
were seen in the day-to-day functions and administrations 
of almost every person or agency observed. Various methods 
of administration and management were observed to produce 
characteristic behavior and production.

Theories of probation and justice emphasized both 
treatment and control. Treatment was said to have priority.
In practice, even though the probation officers were treat
ment oriented, frequently the court's directives would require 
that control and supervision receive precedence.

On the whole, the intership experience validated the 
academic humanitarian, social, democratic, and correctional 
theories and concepts which were considered. Few, if any, 
concepts were practiced in their Idealistic form, but there 
appeared to be an awareness of the desired approach, and 
within the practical realities of the situation, this approach 
was sought.



Summary

The activities of this internship were more involved 
with the presentencing phase of probationary services rather 
than with the direct application of probation. Six presentence 
investigations and reports were completed. Pour of the 
subjects who were investigated were placed on probation, 
one offender was incarcerated, and one case is pending. In 
accordance with the office policy of assigning probationers 
to the investigating officer, the initial probation counse
lings and briefings were conducted for all four probationers 
but only one of them was supervised for a one and a half 
month period. Of the other three probationers, one was 
placed on probation in another state, one was released to 
satisfy a federal detainer, and one was placed on probation 
during the final day of the internship.

Court sentencing procedures were attended whenever 
the work schedule permitted. A large number of presentence 
reports were read and studied. A statistical evaluation of 
characteristics of presentence reports for the period of 
January through June, 1969 was made.

Several other officers' counseling and supervising 
interviews were observed and their probation case records 
were studied.
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Every opportunity was taken to study pertinent 

documents and publications and to participate in discussions 
of probation and related legal, judicial, or social topics.

Practically all of the local law enforcement, 
judicial, and governmental agencies were visited and used 
during the course of the presentence investigations and 
probation activities. The functions of the courts and the 
district attorney's office were noted. The newspaper 
relationships were renewed or started. One of the most 
meaningful relationships was the warm, friendly, but 
instructive interactions with the probation officers and 
the members of the office staff.

Conclusions

A self-evaluation of the knowledge one has gained is 
a difficult assessment. One's former level of proficiency 
is not recognized and only the results of the experience 
are observed.

A large amount of knowledge was assimilated. Many 
classroom ideas were applied or observed in action. Aside 
from the academic principles and techniques of the inter
personal services of probation and casework, the familiarity 
with the legal aspects of corrections enabled a quick, lucid 
entry into the world of courts and justice.

Despite the efforts of legislators and high judicial 
bodies, laws and justice were seen as inexact, dynamic, and



almost humanly responsive to the many official and private 
influences which were a part of every social or political 
decision. Practical considerations encourage compromises 
of charges and mitigations of sentences and dispositions.
Many humanitarian influences came into play in the appli
cation of justice.

The administration of the probation office was out
standing. A maximum degree of professional freedom was 
allowed by the courts and the administrators. Interpersonal 
relationships among the staff were ideal and public relations 
was outstanding. The highest quality of probationary 
services, especially in the presentencing phases, were pro
vided to the offenders, the courts, and the community.

Personal and professional qualifications of the 
probation staff were high. All probation officers either 
had achieved or were pursuing academic training at the 
masters level.

Fiscal and physical resources appeared to be adequate 
for the level of services being provided.

All probation officers observed professional 
relationships with their clients and with the court. A high 
degree of confidence and respect existed between the courts 
and the probation officers.

Presentence reporting received priority over direct 
probationary duties, but the latter was not neglected.
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The probation policy of the court was to grant 

probation to the offender whenever there was assurance that 
violent criminal acts would not recur and that the offender 
could possibly be helped.

Future Implications

Modern progressive trends in corrections, including 
the increased use of community correctional programs for the 
control and rehabilitation of offenders, promises a continued 
need for professional probation departments. Post-Vietnam 
social forces, population expansions, and increased public 
understanding and appreciation of the values of probation 
are also seen as future generators of demand for additional 
resources for probation services.

As community programs become larger and more widely 
utilized, increased supervisory administration will be im
posed. As probationary^programs replace state institutional 
facilities, pressures will be brought to bear on local pro
bation departments to join state correctional administrations. 
There would be both advantages and disadvantages. However, 
the highly competent staff of the Pima County Probation Office 
would continue to perform outstandingly in any administrative 
structure. The Pima County Probation Office staff could be 
the nucleus of an outstanding state probation department.
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(Washington, D. C.: U. S. Government Printing Office, 1967),
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3Empey, o£. cit. p. 31,
^Jackson Toby, "Is Punishment Necessary," The 

Journal of Criminal Law, Criminology and Police Science,
55 (Sept., 1964), pp. 332-337.

5Edward H. Sutherland and Donald R. Cressey,
Principles of Criminology (Philadelphia: J. P. Lippincott 
Company, 1966), p. 7b.

6Toby, 0£. cit., pp. 332-337.
?Paul W. Tappan. Crime, Justice and Correction 

(New York: McGraw Hill Book Company, Inc., i960), p. 544.ÔComplete legal definitions of probation can be 
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Code" o£. cit.
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1 Rx Pima County Personnel Policies, unpublished 

mimeograph, Pima County Personnel Office, Tucson, Arizona, 
1969.

“̂ Arizona Revised Statutes, 42-303 & 304, o£. cit.
^Estimated figures from Presiding Judge of Pima 

Superior Court and Chief Adult Probation Officer.
PiRobert E. Long and William H. Hibbs, Department 

Manual of Procedures, Regulations and Instructions for County 
Adult Probation Services in the State of Arizona, unpublished 
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D, p. 155 this diary.
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^Council of State Governments, The Handbook on 

Interstate Crime Control, Chicago, Aug. 1966.
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amended, Jan., I960, loc. cit.: a prisoner who is a trusty 
or works without an armed guard inside or outside the prison 
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term for first offenders and from the maximum term for second 
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Control, in addition the Council of State Governments pub
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A (San Diego, Calif.: Educational and Industrial Testing 
Service, 1963); also see Appendix J and K this diary for 
sample forms which were used. This personality inventory was 
designed to measure the two major personality variables of 
neuroticism or emotionality, and extraversion-introversion 
for adults. It also contains a lie scale for detection of 
faking. The historical development of the system of person
ality description used, from the early writings of Hippoc
rates and Galen to the latest factor analytical studies, has 
been appraised by Eysenck (I960). Evidence has shown that 
many behavioral traits are inter-correlated in such a manner 
that they give rise to two major dimensions. Extraversion is 
characterized by sociability, activity, optimism, out-going 
and impulsive behavior etc., introversion is characterized 
by unsociable, passive, quiet, thoughtful and reserved be
havior. Similarly with respect to neuroticism the unstable
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person is moody, touchy, usually restless, rigid, while the 
stable person is calm, carefree, easy-going, reliable, and 
so forth. It is not assumed that everyone will be either an 
extravert or an introvert, or either stable or unstable.
(H. J. Eysenck, Crime and Personality (Boston: Houghton 
Mifflin Company, 1964), pp. 22-43, gives a complete explana
tion of the relationships of these personality factors as 
well as a graphic presentation.) This personality inventory 
was used during the presentence investigation to be corre
lated with other information concerning the offenders person
ality to serve as an aid for the selection of investigation 
methods and probationary supervision and treatment techniques.

35see letter writing form in Appendix B, page 152.
3^See Long and Hibbs, og,. cit., and Appendix C, page 

153 this diary.
37see complete presentence report for Manuel G, 

Appendix L, page 166 this diary.
S^Eysenck Personality Inventory, loc. cit.
39see complete presentence report for Richard A. M, 

Appendix M, page 171 this diary.
^See complete presentence report for Douglas J. W, 

Appendix N, page 177 this diary.
^National Institute of Mental Health, Alcohol and 

Alcoholism (Washington, D. C.: U. S. Government Printing 
Office, 1968), p. 21.

lipSee complete presentence report for Edward R. M, 
Appendix 0, page 182 this diary.

113The court has discretionary statutory power to 
treat certain offenses either as misdemeanors or as felonies 
depending upon the seriousness of the offense. The disposi
tion of the offender determines the crime classification.
See Arisona Revised Statutes, Section 13-101, as amended, op. 
cit., for complete explanation.

^Lysergic Acid Diethylamide.
^See Statistical Analysis of Probation Activity, 

Appendix R, page 201 this diary.



^See complete presentence report for William R, 
Appendix P, page 18? this diary. Included is an addendum 
which was completed by the intern after the internship was 
finished. The final disposition of William R was to serve a 
period of five years, to five years and one day in Arizona 
State Prison, the prison term starting from the date of 
arrest in California, January 10, 1969.

^7see complete presentence report for Minnie E. G, 
Appendix Q, page 196 this diary.

^See Conditions of Probation form. Appendix D, page 
155 this diary.

^ A  Field Card was also completed for Deputy H's 
files, see Appendix E, page 157 this diary for sample form.
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APPENDIX A
PIMA COUNTY ADULT PROBATION DEPARTMENT 

PERSONAL HISTORY

NAME_________________ ___________ ALIAS__________PHONE___
(Last (First) (Middle)

ADDRESS______________________ PREVIOUS ADDRESS___________
BORN AGE_____BORN WHERE_________RACE

(Month) (Date) (Year)
EYES______HAIR______HEIGHT______WEIGHT_________RELIGION_
IDENTIFYING MARKS OR SCARS______________________________
CITIZENSHIP
FATHER AGE RESIDENCE

OCCUPATION
MOTHER AGE RESIDENCE

OCCUPATION
STEPFATHER AGE RESIDENCE

OCCUPATION
STEPMOTHER AGE RESIDENCE

OCCUPATION
NAMES AND AGES OF BROTHERS - SISTERS

MARRIED_______WHEN_____WHERE______WIFE'S MAIDEN NAME_
AGE AT MARRIAGE: HUSBAND WIFE DIVORCED SEP.

DECEASED_________
NAMES AND AGES OF ALL CHILDREN:

m
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(Pima County Adult Probation Department 
(Personal History - Page 2.

GRADES COMPLETED AT SCHOOL TRADE__________OCCUPATION__
OWN HOME______PROPERTY______RENTHOME______ROOM____BUSINESS
CAUSE OF TROUBLE___________________________________________
MILITARY RECORD: ENLISTED OR INDUCTED_____WHEN_____WHERE__
OVERSEAS__________DISCHARGED WHEN_____WHERE____PAPERS_____
JUVENILE RECORD________________ POLICE RECORD______________
NAME AND ADDRESS OF EMPLOYER______________________________

HEALTH

PERSONAL HABITS

FINANCIAL STATUS
RESTITUTION___ _
OTHERS INVOLVED_ 
BACKGROUND

Dated this______day of________19
(Signature)



YOUR PERSONAL LETTER TO THE JUDGE (APPENDIX B)

The Honorable (Name of Judge)_____________ .
Please write on one side of paper and make your letter as 
readable as possible.
Write a statement about the role you played in the offense. 
What is your attitude (mental posture) about the offense?
How did you feel when you took part in the offense and what 
are your present feelings about the offense?
Do you want probation and what does probation mean?
What would you do if granted probation? That is, what are 
your plans as to work, residence, etc.
How do you feel about the possible term in the County Jail or 
a sentence to the Arizona State Prison, which ever is possible 
in your case?
Is it fair for people (the public) to pass laws that control 
the individual’s behavior?
Name three values (important things or ideas in life) that 
Society seems to support and you approve.
Name three values Society seems to support and you disapprove. 
Why do you disapprove?
What is the job of the police following an offense?
Why do we have Courts and what is their role in criminal 
action?
Do you feel the Courts have treated you fairly and legally?
Write down anything else you may wish to tell the Judge were 
you able to talk with him before he passes sentence.
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The letter is done right if it is your letter. Each and 
every idea should be yours.
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Respectfully yours,

(Sign your name)



APPENDIX C
C O N F I D E N T I A L  

PRESENTENCE REPORT
STATE OF ARIZONA, )

Plaintiff, )
-vs- )

)NAME OF DEFENDANT, )
Defendant. )

____ ;________________________ )

JUDGE:
DATE: 
ADDRESS: 
ETHNIC: 
PROSECUTOR: 
BOND:
ALIAS:

CASE NO.

AGE: (D.O.B.)
ATTY:
FBI NO.:
OFFENSE (Arizona Revised 
Statutes numbers) 
PUNISHMENT:

STATEMENT OF OFFENSE:
SUBJECT'S STATEMENT:
OTHERS INVOLVED:
RESTITUTION:
PREVIOUS RECORD:
BACKGROUND:
MARITAL STATUS:
EDUCATION:
RELIGION:
HEALTH AND PERSONAL HABITS: 
MILITARY HISTORY:
FINANCIAL AND EMPLOYMENT RECORD:
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COLLATERAL INFORMATION: 
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION:

Respectfully submitted.

Approved: _________________________
Name of Probation Officer

Lionel E. R, Chief 
Adult Probation Officer
date/initials of typist



APPENDIX D

CONDITIONS OF PROBATION

General
1. He violate no laws— Federal, State, County, or

City.
2. He make reports to and carry out the orders of 

the Probation Officer.

Specific
1. He not knowingly associate with any other proba

tioner or parolee (juvenile or adult), nor any other person 
which the Probation Officer may specify, as follows: 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

2. He is to avoid the excessive consumption of any 
type of alcoholic beverage.

3. He is to maintain full-time employment.
4. He is to make full restitution (when applicable) 

to the probation office in the form of a check or money order.
5. He is to avoid the use of any narcotic drug except 

those prescribed by a medical physician.
6. He is to avoid any contact with marijuana.
7. He is to submit to the Probation Officer a 

written report each month; this report due the last week, and 
no later than the first week of the following month.

8. He is to immediately notify his Probation Officer 
of any change in residence, employment status, or plans to 
leave Pima County.

9. He is not to leave the State of Arizona without 
the permission of his Probation Officer.
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Additional Conditions:

I have received a copy of the above conditions, which 
I have read and discussed with my Probation Officer. I under
stand that a violation of any one of the above conditions 
could result in the revocation of my probation and imprison
ment.

(Signature of Probationer)
Date:

(Witness)

NOTE: The foregoing is a copy of the conditions of
of probation as they are written and used by some of the 
probation officers.



APPENDIX E
FIELD CARD

NAME
ADDRESS TEL

Out-of-town
DATE OF BIRTH AGE ETHNIC
MARRIED SEPARATED DIVORCED

Spouse__
Address_
Children

FATHER
MOTHER____________

Stepfather 
Stepmother
Guardian_
Other_____

EMPLOYMENT________
Position^___________________
Hours__________________ Wages

O F F E N S E ________________________
Sentencing Date_____________
Sentence____________________
Termination_________________

COURT ORDERS

ADDRESS
ADDRESS

RESTITUTION_______ '
Payment Method 
Payee________ '

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
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APPENDIX F
SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA 

Pima County 
Tucson, Arizona

L. E. R
Chief Adult Probation Officer 

Robert E. L
Chief Deputy Probation Officer 

PROBATION REPORT
Name of Your Probation Officer____________________________

DATE______________________
NAME______________________________________________________
ADDRESS____________________________________________________
P H O N E ____________________
I HEREBY REPORT FOR THE MONTH OF_______________________ ,19.
EMPLOYED BY____________ ___________________________________
KIND OF WORK_______________________________________________
DAYS EMPLOYED PAST MONTH________________ EARNINGS__________
WITH WHOM DO YOU RESIDE___________________________________
HAVE YOU BEEN ARRESTED THIS PAST MONTH OR HAD CONTACT WITH
THE POLICE?_________________________________________ ______
IF SO, STATE CAUSE______________________________ __________
HAVE YOU VIOLATED ANY OF THE TERMS OF YOUR PROBATION THE 
PAST MONTH?______________ IF SO, GIVE REASON_______________

I HAVE READ THIS REPORT AND SWEAR THAT THE STATEMENTS ARE 
TRUE. I REALIZE THAT ANY UNTRUE STATEMENT SHALL CONSTITUTE 
A VIOLATION OF MY PROBATION.

SIGNATURE:
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APPENDIX G
STATE OF ARIZONA 

PIMA COUNTY 
ADULT PROBATION DEPT.
112 W. Pennington St.
Tucson, Arizona 85701 

Interstate Compact Investigation Request
Date_________________
Re:
OUR File 4 ~~

Present Address_________________________ DOB_________SEX
Race

Offense_______________ ___________________________
Sentence_______________________ _____ Release Date
Conditions of Probation:

Extenuating Circumstances:

We desire to transfer this person on probation to your state
(a) ( ) As a resident. (c) ( ) With your consent.
(b) ( ) Family resides in your state, (d) ( ) Has employment.

Name________________________________
Address

Other comments:

CASE SUMMARY AND CRIMINAL RECORD ARE ATTACHED HERETO. 
Please direct reply to:

ATTENTION:

151
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APPENDIX H
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PIMA
STATE OF ARIZONA )

Plaintiff, )
) Case No.

-vs- )
) PETITION

E, Rowland L. ) TO TERMINATE PROBATION
Defendant. )______________ 1

COMES NOW the Adult Probation Officer and to this 
Honorable Court represents and petitions:

That on the 25th day of March, 1969, the above-named 
defendant ROWLAND L. E was in the above-entitled action con
victed after he was found guilty by jury of the crime 
ATTEMPTING TO COMMIT BURGLARY, FIRST DEGREE (Treated as a 
Misdemeanor). On April 14, 1969, he was placed on probation 
for a period of one (1) year conditioned that the defendant 
be a law-abiding citizen. The conditions stipulated by the 
Court are as follows:

1. That the defendant violate no further laws; and
2. That the defendant make the reports to and carry 

out the orders of his probation officer as so directed.
The ends of Justice appear to be subserved by the

termination of probation because:
It would enable the defendant to fulfill his military 

obligation in the immediate future.
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(Petition to Terminate Probation - Page 2)

THEREFORE, your petitioner prays that said defend 
ant’s probation be terminated as provided by the Arizona 
Revised Statutes Section 13-1657 (D).

Respectfully submitted.

EVELYN D W, Deputy 
Adult Probation Officer

Dated this 28th Day of April, 1969



APPENDIX I
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PIMA
STATE OF ARIZONA )

Plaintiff, )
-vs- ) Case No.

)M, Floyd S. ) PETITION TO REVOKE PROBATION.
Defendant. )

__________________________)
COMES NOW the Adult Probation Officer and to the 

Honorable Court represents and petitions:
That on the __th day of ____, 19___, Floyd S M was

in the above-entitled action found guilty by jury of the crime 
of OBSTRUCTING JUSTICE, and was then placed on probation for 
a period of three (3) years with the following conditions:

1. That the defendant violate no laws of any kind, 
federal, state or municipal; and

2. That the defendant make reports and carry out the 
orders of the Probation Officer.

The defendant has failed to comply with the terms of 
his probation and has violated A.R.S., Section 13-1657, (B) 
as follows:

1. He was arrested and convicted of three serious 
traffic violations in which liquor was involved.

2. After the last traffic violation on April 28, the 
subject was continued on probation on the condition that 
he become immediately active in the Southern Mental Health 
program and that he not drink any type of alcoholic bever
age. The subject is not presently active with the mental 
health clinic and there is evidence that he has continued 
to drink.
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(Petition to Revoke Probation - Page 2)

WHEREFORE, Your petitioner prays that the said 
defendant’s probation be revoked and he be sentenced.

Respectfully submitted.

James E. H, Deputy Adult 
Probation Officer

Dated this 6th day of December, 1968.



PERSONALITY INVENTORY
1. Do you often long fo r  e x c ite m e n t? .......................... ...

2 , Do you often need understanding .'rlends to  ch eer you

u p ? ...................................................................... ............................ ... •

4. Do you find  it  v e ry  hard to take no fo r  an answ er ? . . .

5. Do you stop and th ink things o v er be fore  doing an y -

th ln g ? ....................................................... ........................

6. I f  you say you w il l  do something do you alw ays keep
yo ur p ro m ise , no m atte r how inconvenient i t  m ight 
be to  do s o ? ......................................................................... ...

3. Do you g enera lly  do and say things qu ick ly  w ithout 
stopping to t h i n k ? ..........................................................................

9 . Do you ever fe e l "just m iserab le"  fo r  no good reason?

10. W ould you do alm ost anything fo r  a d a re  ? ..........................

I
11. Do you suddenly fe e l shy when you want to ta lk  to an

a ttra c tiv e js tra n g e r ? .......................................................................

(APPENDIX J)

12. Once in  k while do you lose your te m p er and get

an g ry?  . ............. .................................. .........................................

13. Do you oft^n do things on the spur o f the m om ent? . . .

14. Do you often w o rry  about things you should not have
done o r  s a i |? ................ ............... ............... ......................................

15. G e n e ra lly  do you p re fe r  read ing to m eeting people? . .

15. A re  your fe llin g s  ra th e r  e a s ily  h u r t ? .................................

17. Do you lik e  going out a lo t?  . . .................................................

19. Do you occasionally have thoughts and ideas that you 
would not like  other people to know about? .......................

13. A re  you som etim es bubbling o v er w ith en ergy and 
som etim es ve ry  s lu g g is h ? ....................................................

29. Do you p re fe r  to have few but sp ec ia l f r i e n d s ? .............

21. Do you daydream  a l o t ? .............................................................

22. W hen people shout a t you, do you shout b a c k ? .................

22. <Jixe you often troubled about feelings of g u ilt? ..

24. A re  a l l  yo ur habits good and d e s ira b le  o n e s ? .................

25. Can you usually le t y o u rse lf go and en joy yo ur s e l f  a  ~
lot at a gay p a r t y ? .......................................... ...............................

25. Would you c a ll yo urse lf tense o r  "h ig h ly -s tru n g "?  . . . 

27. Do o th e r people th ink of you as being v e ry  liv e ly ?  . . r

23. A fte r  you have done som ething im p o rta n t, do you often
com e aw ay  feeling you could have done b e t t e r ? .............

29. A re  you m ostly  qu iet when you a rc  w ith  o ther people?  

W. Do you som etim es g o s s ip ? .......................................... ...
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I f  th e re  is  som ething you want to know about, would 
you ra th e r  look it  up in  a book than ta lk  to someone 
about i t ? ................................................................................................

a tten tion  to?

even If  you knew that you could never be found out? . .
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APPENDIX L
C O N F I D E N T I A L

Presentence Report
STATE OF ARIZONA )

Plaintiff, )
)
)
)

-vs- CASE NO. A-17109
G, Manuel

Defendant, )

JUDGE: The Honorable John P. AGE: 18 (8-10-50)
C ATTY: Gilbert G
Division One FBI NO.: None

DATE: July 8, 1969 OFFENSE: Grand Theft
ADDRESS: North S. J . Drive ARS 13-661, 13-663,RACE: Mexican-American as amended, and 13-PROSECUTOR: Jim S 671A, as amended.
ALIAS: None PUNISHMENT: 1 to 10

Years, ASP.

STATEMENT OF OFFENSE: At 0100 hours on Sept.
14, 1968, the subject

and five other Mexican American Youths, ages 16 to 18, after 
a dance at Tucson High School, went by Catalina Park at Second 
Street and Fourth Avenue to use the restroom. After arriving 
at the park and while walking enroute to the restroom, they 
accosted the victim, Arthur S, asking him for money, was re
fused, and a fight ensued between the victim and at least two 
of the youths. During the fight, the victim managed to get 
into his car and was pursued by the youths. The victim and 
one of the youths entered the front seat and the offender and 
one of the other youths were in the back seat. The offender 
held the victim and was beating him in the face while the 
other youths in the front seat were searching the victim, 
taking his wallet. While the hassle was in progress, a police
officer, Sgt. G, Badge______, passed by and stopped, witnessed
the offender attacking the victim, stopped the hassle, and 
held the subject, calling for help and then releasing the sub
ject to the arresting officer. Officer_______.

The victim was cut under the left eye and suffered 
bruises around his face and neck. The victim declined hospi
talization or treatment. He was not injured seriously. 
(Detective report #464?83 attached.)
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Victim stated he lost between fifteen and twenty 
dollars. Case report estimates that $19 were involved.

Victim's statement of offense: The victim stated he
stopped at the park enroute home from work to use the rest
room, was on the sidewalk walking toward the restrooms when 
subject asked him for money. He said the subject cussed him 
and started a fight. In the preliminary hearing, he said 
that he was not beaten until after his wallet was taken from 
him, during the interview, he stated that the fight started 
outside the car. Other aspects of the victim's account were 
the same as above.
SUBJECT'S STATEMENT: Subject, G

stated that when he
and his group arrived at the park, the victim was sitting on 
a park bench with another man. Subject related that a few 
years back the victim had been identified to him by school
mates as a homosexual. (Victim denies knowing any of the 
youths prior to the incident herein.) One of the youths, 
Daniel N, went up to the victim and asked him for money.
The victim refused and cursed Danny and the fight started. 
The subject was too far away from the incident when it 
started to see who started the fight. The victim was on top 
of Daniel on the ground beating on him, when the subject 
jumped into the fight to help Daniel, and became angry pur
suing the victim into the vehicle and was still fighting 
when Sgt. G arrived.

The subject said that there was no premeditation.
He said that he had money in his pocket, and most of the 
other boys in the group also had money and had no reason to 
ask the victim for money. The booking report (attached) in
dicated that the subject had $9.04. The subject said that 
he did not receive any money and that the other boys said 
that they did not get any money out of the victim's wallet.
OTHERS INVOLVED: Two other youths

were involved, they
were Daniel N who the offender said started the fight, and 
Walter, who the offender did not know. Daniel was tall and 
looked a little like the offender and could easily have been 
mistaken for the offender.

Four other youths were also interrogated by the in
vestigating officer. Subject stated that he knew these boys 
but they were not involved in the incident.

G, M. A., Page 2.



RESTITUTION: Subject said that he
would be willing to

repay the loss of $19 if he were told to do so, but that he 
would feel stupid because neither he nor his friends got any 
money.
PREVIOUS RECORD: None.

The Tucson Police Department records section contain
ed several Field Investigation cards for a Manuel G. Two of 
them were his father's and the others belonged to the of
fender but only involved litterbugging and identifications 
which were made late at night.
BACKGROUND: Manuel G, and 18

year old Mexican-
American, was born on August 10, 1950, of Manuel L and 
Beatrice G in Douglas, Arizona. When offender was six months 
old, his family moved to Tucson, and they have lived at his 
present address for the last five years. Siblings include 
Eleanora, sister, age 16; Larry, brother, age 14; and 
Anthony, brother, age 2. All members of the family live at 
home in a lower middle-class neighborhood. Home atmosphere 
was stated and observed to be pleasant and absent of any ab
normalities. No family financial problems were observed or 
stated. The father had been steadily employed as a mover 
since Manuel's birth and he enjoys an excellent reputation 
as a pleasant person, who is quiet, but law-abiding. The 
mother has worked part-time as a practical nurse for the last 
13 years at St. Mary's Hospital in Tucson. She said she is 
nervous. She said that she has established good communica
tions with her son and she thinks that he tells her the truth 
about what he does. She appears to be a very pleasant per
son. She is confident that the current problem has had a 
sobering and maturing effect on her son. She says that her 
children get along fine and Manuel occasionally assumes the 
adult or parental role with the children especially since 
this difficulty occurred.
MARITAL STATUS: Single.
EDUCATION: Subject attended nor

mal public schools in 
Tucson, graduating from Tucson High School in 1968 with aver
age grades. He said that he took an auto mechanics course 
and wants to get further training in this area.

G, M. A., Page 3.
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RELIGION: Catholic. He attends
church regularly. A 

couple of years ago, he was active in the Catholic Youth 
Organization and was a close friend of a parish priest.
HEALTH AND PERSONAL HABITS: Subject and mother

stated that he is in
good health. He is 6 feet, 4 inches tall. He has acne pox 
marks on his face. He smokes, drinks beer occasionally and 
has been drunk a few times. He likes girls, but said that 
he has never had sexual relations with them. He has a girl 
friend, but not a steady girl. No narcotics or dope exper
ience. No hang-ups on sex. He has done some volunteer work 
with children.
FINANCIAL AND EMPLOYMENT HISTORY: The Tucson Boys' Club

Sports Director Mr.
E. C, disclosed that the subject had been a member of that 
club for three years; he was fairly active; he liked to work 
with kids; was a bright boy with a pleasant personality.
His behavior at the club was quite good. The director had 
heard of subject's troubles and drinking. Subject took a 
group of young boys to the High Chaparrel film location. 
Subject had an excellent family and he was capable of self- 
determination and self-control. The director felt that 
Manuel should get probation.

Sgt. G of the Tucson Police Department made observa
tions which were consistent with the rest of the report.
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS: The court is considering

an eighteen year old
Mexican-American boy who comes from a pleasant but perhaps 
permissive home. He is thought of as a nice boy who likes 
to help others. It appears that this offense occurred when 
an incident which started as a youthful mischievious and 
perhaps predatory confrontation got out of hand and snow
balled into a crime of violence and involved an assault and 
robbery. There did not appear to be any premeditation on 
the part of the subject or the others who were involved. 
Fortunately both the injuries suffered by the victim and his 
financial losses were small. The subject pleaded guilty to 
Grand Theft to avoid "the possibility of spending the rest 
of my life in jail".

As there was no trial many of the preliminary facts 
of this case are unresolved. All of the parties agreed on 
the circumstances of the actual assault and the taking of

G, M. A., Page 4.
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the victim’s wallet. The subject said that his only motive 
for entering the hassle was to help his friend. Having com
mitted himself to the fight, he became enraged. Subject now 
realizes the folly of his behavior and understands the ne
cessity to exercise self-control even under adverse condi
tions and to avoid those circumstances which expose him to 
crime. It is unfortunate that it took the felony to fix 
this requirement in his mind.

This offense was a crime of violence, abhorred by 
society, and intolerable; when viewed from the circumstances 
of the crime and the personal situation of the offender, the 
culpability is lessened. There is serious doubt as to the 
existence of premeditation. This was the offender’s first 
offense. The injury and loss was relatively small. The 
subject realizes the delinquency and seriousness of his in
volvement and has made several positive moves. He enjoys an 
excellent reputation from those who have known him for ex
tended periods of time. He has not accepted criminality as 
a way of life. But he is resolute in his intentions to make 
amends and live a useful and law-abiding life. It is felt 
that the subject’s rehabilitation can best be served in a 
community rehabilitation program. With his own determined 
efforts, the help of his family, and guidance from his pro
bation officer, he can make a successful adjustment.

It is respectfully recommended to the Honorable 
Court that sentence be suspended and that subject be awarded 
two (2) years probation subject to the conditions that the 
court and the probation officer impose.

Respectfully submitted,
s/t
William Ryerse, Intern 
Adult Probation Officer

Approved:
s/t
Lionel E. R, Chief Adult 
Probation Officer



APPENDIX M
C O N F I D E N T I A L
Presentence Report

STATE OF ARIZONA )
Plaintiff, )

-vs- )
)M, Richard Allan, )

Defendant. )
___ _________________________ )
JUDGE:
DATE: 
ADDRESS: 
RACE:
ALIAS:
PROSECUTOR:
BOND:

The Honorable John 
P. C, Division 1 
July 10, 1969
____C___ Mari cob a
Anglo-American
None
K
None, Custody

CASE NO. A-17305

AGE: 22 (6-30-4?)
ATTY: Larry R 
FBI NO: 861399
OFFENSE: Burglary,

Second Degree, ARS 13- 
302, as amended. 

PUNISHMENT: 1-5 years
ASP

COUNT II: Unlawful
Possession of Marijuana, 
ARS 36-1002.05 PUNISHMENT: $1,000 or 1 
year PC Jail or both.

STATEMENT OF OFFENSE: Subject pled guilty to
Burglary Second Degree

and Unlawful Possession of Marijuana. (A third count. Grand 
Theft had been dismissed).

At approximately 10:30 p.m., on April 30, 1969 the
subject and codefendant S entered a residence at _____ E.
Luana through a cut screen window and burglarized a small 
television set, a radio, two guitars, and other goods and 
appliances in value totalling $425. A neighbor saw the 
offenders entering the premises and called the police. S 
was apprehended in the backyard, and M fled from the front 
door of the house as the officers approached but he was 
caught by other officers who were responding to the crime re
port. The property was recovered and returned to the victim. 
At the time of apprehension the subject had in his possession 
a vile of marijuana (500 grams). A search of their vehicle 
revealed a small quantity of heroin and narcotic parapher
nalia, several small appliances and thirty albums of phono
graphic records. The vehicle was owned by S but M had the 
keys in his possession.
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Enroute to the Tucson Police Department subject said 
that he wanted to be cooperative. He voluntarily told the 
arresting officers that he was a deserter from the U. S. 
Army.

16H
M, Richard A., Page 2.

Case reports are attached.
SUBJECT'S STATEMENT: Subject confirmed the

above account and, in
addition, stated that he was not involved in any planning 
for the offense. He was riding home with the other principal 
and enroute the other principal said that he needed some 
money for a bus ticket to California and said that he wanted 
to burglarize a household. Subject said that he merely went 
along as he did not need the money. Before entering the 
house, for the first time in his life, subject thought, "This 
is wrong, I am going to get caught." He felt relieved after 
he was arrested. He was glad to get a chance to settle his 
score with the Army, and get a clean start. Subject said the 
marijuana that he had was given to him. He had been smoking 
marijuana prior to the crime.
OTHERS INVOLVED: The other principal

Larry L. S pled not
guilty to charges of Burglary, second degree, and Grand 
Theft. By court permission, he is on bond and is living with 
his parents in California awaiting trial on October 2, 1969.
RESTITUTION: Stolen property has

been returned to the
victim. Subject expressed willingness to pay for the damage 
to the victim's residence.
PREVIOUS RECORD: At the time of this

offense, subject was
wanted by the U. S. Army for desertion; and he was also 
wanted by the Tucson Police Department for Fraud by Embez- 
slement of $122 (Subject failed to return a rented television 
set which subsequently was recovered by renter.), and Failure 
to Appear to pay a traffic fine of $40 for passing on the 
wrong side.

Subject had an extensive juvenile record and spent 
an eight month term in the Arizona Industrial School for Boys 
for the offense of larceny. (1963)



M, Richard A., Page 3. 
BACKGROUND:
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Richard M is a 22 
year old Caucasian 

male who was born on June 30, 1947 to Lyndon W. and Elaine 
F. M at Fort Manouth, New York. His father was a U. S. Army 
career officer but has been retired for three years and em
ployed as a guard for the Tucson Police Department. Subject 
said he had close contact with his parents but his father 
had strict fixed ideas about behavioral standards which were 
typical of the military mind. Subject denied excessive riv
alry between he and his older brother. Subject's father's 
occupation caused them to live throughout the United States 
and overseas for two tours. Subject has lived in Tucson 
intermittently for the last six years.

Subject stated that his juvenile delinquency during 
his high school years was because he wanted to be part of 
the crowd and desired adventure. Subject was a member of 
the Palo V high school delinquency sub-culture. As a result 
of stealing parts from automobiles, he spent eight months in 
a state boys juvenile institution in 1963. Other juvenile 
offenses included petty theft, grand larceny (auto), arson, 
and drug and alcohol experimentation. When his girl friend 
became pregnant he dropped out of high school, got married, 
and enlisted in the U. S. Army in 1966.

Within two months after he was sent to Vietnam he 
received word that his wife was shacking-up with another 
man. This upset him very much. He said that he loved his 
wife and that this was his first responsibility in life. He 
attempted to get an emergency furlough to settle his affairs 
but he was sent into combat before his application was 
approved. He was wounded, hospitalized, and then he returned 
to his organization. His child had been born while he was in 
combat and they had not notified him. When he returned to 
his unit they had lost his furlough papers, and he learned 
that his wife had made large debts throughout Tucson and had 
applied for an emergency Red Cross loan. He said that he was 
in a fog and didn't know what to do. His father suggested 
that a divorce might be the solution. The subject and his 
wife got a divorce and placed his child for adoption. Sub
ject only had a few months remaining to complete his tour of 
duty so he did not resubmit an application for furlough. In 
anxiety and frustration he turned to dope and alcohol for 
relief.

When he returned to Tucson he found that things had 
changed. He did not have common interests with his old
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friends and he could not communicate with his parents. He 
made all of the preparations to leave Tucson in time to meet 
his Army reporting date, but when the time came to leave he 
decided not to go because, "I felt that the best thing for me 
to do was to stay in Tucson until I found myself." The sub
ject entered the local hippie sub-culture living with anyone 
who would have him. He had several girl friends and lived 
with them from three week to month periods. Subject dropped 
out of sight for eighteen months. His father was very dis
appointed with him. The Army did not make much of an effort 
to locate him. Subject’s life revolved around illicit drug 
activities. He smoked marijuana frequently and participated 
in narcotics infrequently. He wanted to seek help but did 
not do so.

M, Richard A., Page 4.

EDUCATION: High School. Subject
attended P V

High School in Tucson but did not graduate. He completed 
the high school GED while in the Army. His grades were aver
age. He appears to have average intelligence and comprehen
sion. In school he liked all subjects except math. He would 
like to continue his education.
RELIGION:
but he does not go now.

Protestant. Went to 
church with his family

HEALTH AND PERSONAL HABITS: Health appears good.
He was wounded in Viet

nam but has recovered completely. He smokes, drinks, and has 
a two to three year drug abuse history. Says he is finished 
drug abuse involvement. He had pre and post marital sexual 
experience. He has abnormal sexual drives.
MILITARY HISTORY: Member of U. S. Army

at time of offense.
Deserted from U. S. Army when he did not report to next duty 
station in U. S. after having completed successful tour of 
duty in Vietnam during which he was wounded. Subject stated 
that his military record was excellent at the time of his 
desertion in 1967.
FINANCIAL AND EMPLOYMENT HISTORY: Subject has no assets

and does not appear to
be interested in financial matters. Except for summer em
ployment at service stations his military service was his 
only period of steady employment. He stated he has a firm 
job offer from a friend who operates a wrecking service.
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COLLATERAL INFORMATION: Subject’s attorney
feels that Richard is

"a lost youth who has finally found himself who deserves the 
chance to straighten out his life.” He feels Richard needs 
a long term of probation.

Dective W of the Tucson Police Department has known 
subject for six years and said that formerly Richard would 
not even talk to the police, now he is very cooperative. At 
the time of his arrest subject furnished the police with 
vital information which enabled them to clean up a large 
amount of illicit drug abuse. He felt that the subject 
should be given one more chance to straighten himself out.

Richard S said that he had known subject for seven 
years. Originally they met at Fort Grant where they were 
both institutionalized as juvenile delinquents. S stated 
that he had changed his way of living and M could do the
same. S owns half of a radiator shop and he also operates a
wrecking service. He said that he would either employ or get 
M a job if he were on probation. S said that he knew what M
had to do and he knew how to help him do it.

Mr. Lyndon M, subject’s father, said that if subject 
made positive progress that financial help would be avail
able, but he could not offer his son a home as subject’s 
mother would not permit it.
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION; The court is consider

ing a young adult who 
has experienced marginal family relationships; juvenile de
linquency, including a term of institutionalization; trau
matic marital experiences; a successful military combat tour 
which involved being wounded; and eighteen months of subver
sion in a hippie sub-culture while deserting from the U. S. 
Army.

M, Richard A., Page 5.

The subject’s statements and attitudes, his person
ality tests, and statements of collateral sources indicate 
that he has changed his attitude toward life. His present 
attitude, the realization of the wrongfulness of his past, 
could be the first step toward positive adjustment. He is 
at a turning point. Most of what he has done up to now has 
been of a negative nature; but, he has shown by his military 
tour that he can live a useful and productive life. Those 
who have known him for extended periods of time recognize
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that he has made a positive change. There is unanimous feel
ing that a prison term would tend to perpetuate his criminal
ity. Placing him on probation, and releasing him to the mil
itary authorities would involve him in a practical period of 
reparation and rehabilitation.

The instant offenses are the subject's first adult 
convictions. Assuming that he has made a change in his 
attitude he will not repeat his juvenile behavioral patterns, 
if he does not resume the use of drugs, and with help from a 
probation officer, his friends, and his family, he should be 
able to complete a successful period of probation.

It is respectfully recommended to the Honorable 
Court that Richard M receive a suspended sentence for both 
counts of his charges and that he be placed on probation for 
a period of five (5) years.

Respectfully submitted.

M, Richard A., Page 6.

WILLIAM RYERSE, Intern 
Adult Probation Officer

APPROVED:

LIONEL E. R, Chief 
Adult Probation Officer
7-9-69
vm
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C 0 N P I D E N T I A L

Presentence Report
STATE OF ARIZONA )

Plaintiff, )
l-vs- )
)W, Douglas Jon )

Defendant. )
)

JUDGE:
DATE: 
ADDRESS: 
RACE:
PROSECUTOR:
BOND:
ALIAS:

The Honorable Alice 
T, Division 6 
July 23, 1969

East Speedway
Anglo 
Howard K 
None, in custody 
W, Douglas J.

CASE NO. A-17345

AGE: 23 (8-46
ATTY: James E. D
FBI NO: None
OFFENSE: Grand Theft,

ARS 13-661, 13-663, as 
amended, and ARS 13-671 
as amended.

PENALTY: 1-10 years ASP

STATEMENT OF OFFENSE: Mr. W was convicted by
jury on 11 July, 1969 of 

Grand Theft, taking $650 from the dresser of his roommate on 
14 May, 1969. As this court conducted the trial details will 
not be repeated. Case reports are attached.
SUBJECT'S STATEMENT: Subject insists that he

is innocent. He says
someone who lived in the apartment house broke into his 
apartment through the window and took his roommate's $650 and 
also took $35 from the subject. Subject's statement is 
essentially the same as he told the police investigators and 
as he stated it in court.
OTHERS INVOLVED: None.
RESTITUTION: $170. Subject told his

landlord and employer
to give subject's uncollected earnings of $130 and his clean
ing deposit of $40 to the victim to help compensate for part 
of the loss of $650. Applying the $310 which was found dur
ing the investigation, remaining restitution is $170. Sub
ject stated that he would be willing to pay this amount if it 
were a condition of probation.
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W, Douglas Jon., Page 2 
PREVIOUS RECORD: None

170

Although subject is not wanted at the present time 
incidents which may result in further prosecution are:

(1) Abondonment of wife and child in California 
and non-payment of court ordered support in the amount 
of $100 per month.

(2) Abondonment (in Phoenix, Arizona) of a vehicle 
which was purchased and mortgaged in California and 
which had a remaining amount to be paid of $2,600.

Subject also assumed another name when he came to 
Arizona so his family could not trace him.

Subject said that he was not aware of the court order 
to pay $100 per month child support until his parents visited 
him in jail. He also stated that he abandoned the vehicle in 
Phoenix so that his wife nor family could trace him through 
the vehicle.
BACKGROUND: Douglas J. W was born

on 21 August 1945
to Gordon and Lillian E. W in Elmwood, Pennsylvania. He had 
one sister who is married and lives in Garden Grove, Califor
nia. His parents live in Poway, California.

Subject does not recall any traumatic family exper
iences during his formative years. He says that he was close 
to his mother. During his adolescent years, he states he had 
difficulty getting along with his father. He states that his 
father was an alcoholic. He had no abnormal experiences in 
school. He attended two years at the University of New 
Mexico but was unable to study because of conditions at home 
and was suspended for low grades. At this point he left home 
and lived with his sister in Garden Grove, California. Here, 
his girl friend became pregnant and they were married. The 
marriage was incompatible. Subject wanted to continue his 
education, his wife wanted a home with all of the material 
counterparts. She liked a social life and he did not. She 
would not give him a divorce. He finally left home and came 
to Arizona changing his name so his wife and his family could 
not trace him. He came to Tucson to establish residency for 
college tuition purposes. He lived in an apartment hotel, 
close to the university campus. Most of the occupants were
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college students with whom subject had common Interests. He 
was well thought of by all of his associates.
MARITAL STATUS: Divorced. W was married

to Katherine A in
Redondo Beach, California, In June, 1966. His marital re
lationships were incompatible and his wife would not give 
him a divorce, he left her in July, 1968. Subject’s wife ob
tained a divorce in February, 1969 through the Torrance, Los 
Angeles County, California Court. The court awarded her $100 
per month child support for S L, her daughter, who was born 
in January 196?. Subject stated that he has no desire to 
remarry but he will pay child support when he is able.
EDUCATION: Thirteen years. W had

normal grades and exper
iences in grade and high school. In his second year at the 
University of New Mexico he was suspended for low grades.
He wishes to continue his education in the recreation on 
social work field.
RELIGION: Mormon. Attended church

with his family and his
wife but does not attend now.
HEALTH AND PERSONAL HABITS: Good. Subject suffered

a leg injury playing
high school football but has recovered. He denies smoking, 
he drinks socially, does not use drugs (experimented once or 
twice), enjoys dancing, listens to music, likes reading, and 
likes to participate in all kinds of physical sports. Has 
occasional normal sexual activities.
MILITARY SERVICE: None. Draft classifica

tion was 1Y, exempt from
military service except in times of war, because of leg 
inj ury.
FINANCIAL AND EMPLOYMENT RECORD: Subject has no assets.

He can obtain limited
financial support from his father.

Subject had 18 months of steady employment with the 
Pacific Telephone Company in California. In Tucson he worked 
satisfactorily for the American Smelting and Refining Company

W, Douglas J., Page 3.
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for six months. During the last four months before his 
offense he worked as maintenance man and assistant apartment 
manager at the apartment hotel where he lived. His rate of 
pay of $1.50 per hour was applied to pay his monthly apart
ment rent. His only source of steady income during this 
period was the $65 which his roommate gave him as his half of 
the rent. Mr. D his employer stated that Doug "was the best 
worker we have ever had."

Subject’s present financial obligations include:
$35 court costs for divorce 
$100 per month child support 
$90 monthly automobile payments 
$160 restitution for instant offense

COLLATERAL INFORMATION: Subject reinstituted
family relationships

with his parents after his arrest. His parents have asked 
him to come home and live with them. They said they would 
also provide transportation for him.

Mr. and Mrs. D, subject’s landlord and employer 
stated they felt that subject has a good basic personality 
and that he should be given another chance on probation.

Personality testing indicates that the subject’s 
major problem is his tendency to lie chronically. He has 
had no difficulty getting along with people.
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION: The Court is considering

a 22 year old young man
who has been found guilty by jury trial of Grand Theft in 
that he took $650 from the dresser of his roommate.

Subject had difficulty getting along with his alco
holic father and was dropped from college because of low 
grades. He made an incompatible marriage, and had one child. 
When he was unable to obtain a divorce from his wife he 
abandoned her, came to Arizona, changing his name so he could 
not be traced.

Subject's past actions indicate that when he is un
able to cope with a situation he has used lying and deceit as 
a solution. He now realizes that he must face his problems 
directly and realistically. He is repentant and seriously

W, Douglas J., Page 4
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desires to make a positive change in his life. The instant 
offense is the subject's first one. Although it is a serious 
offense, it is not a crime of violence. Since the offense 
the subject has experienced a positive change in his atti
tude. He has repaid most of the victim's loss and he is 
willing to repay the remainder. He is aware of his strong 
personal tendency to use lying and deceit as substitutes for 
realistic action to solve his problems. Collateral sources 
stated that the subject has a sound personality and deserves 
a break. They feel the offense and his time in jail have 
taught him a lesson. It is felt that a term in the state 
prison could very easily lead this subject to a lifetime of 
crime.

W, Douglas J., Page 5.

It is respectfully recommended to the Honorable Court 
that Douglas J. W s  sentence be suspended and that he be 
placed on probation for a period of two (2) years. Suggested 
conditions of probation are: subject will live at home with 
his parents; pursue a full time program of work or study, or 
combination of the two; and that he pay restitution and 
settle his other legal financial obligations.

Respectfully submitted.

William Ryerse, Intern 
Adult Probation Officer

Approved:

Lionel E. R, Chief Adult 
Probation Officer



APPENDIX 0
C O N F I D E N T I A L

Presentence Report
STATE OF ARIZONA )

Plaintiff, )
-vs- ) CASE NO. A-17339

M, Edward Ramos, )
Defendant. )

_____________________________ )
JUDGE:

DATE: 
ADDRESS: 
ETHNIC: 
PROSECUTOR: 
BOND:
ALIAS:

The Honorable John F. 
C
Division Number One 
July 25, 1969
____North Riverside
Mexican-American 
John N
None (in custody) 
None

AGE: 37 (5-12-32)
ATTY: Sid M
FBI NO: 664 768 A
OFFENSE: AGGRAVATED

ASSAULT ARS 13-245 as 
amended.

PENALTY: Felony: ASP
1-5 Years: Misdemeanor: 
$100 to $2,000 fine or 
1 Year in PCJ or both.

STATEMENT OF OFFENSE: On 22 July, 1969, M pled
guilty to AGGRAVATED 

ASSAULT on the person of Terry Valdez Z, female, age 14.
On 27 April, 1967> M saw the victim enter the Amer

ican Legion Club on North Grande Avenue, Tucson, Arizona and 
ask her father Miguel Z to come home. He heard them agree 
that the father would obtain his automobile, while the 
daughter stopped at a local grocery store and purchased a 
package of cigarettes for her father. After the victim pur
chased the cigarettes she went out on the street and was 
looking for her father. M stated to her that her father had 
left with a woman from the tavern. Victim denied that her 
father would do so. Subject took the victim by the arm and
forced her to go with him to a house four blocks away at ___
North Riverside. The victim was forced to enter the house 
and was thrown on a cot. Subject held his hand over her 
mouth, kissed her, fondled her breasts, and attempted to put 
his hand under her dress. She struggled more viciously. He 
took his hand off her mouth and pleaded with her. She 
screamed and he struck her in the face causing her nose and 
lip to bleed. When M saw the blood he stopped assaulting

174
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her. She stated that she would not tell anyone if he would 
let her go. He stated she would need to wash up, and gave 
her some toilet tissue to wash off her face. When he turned 
his back to get more tissue, she ran from the house and went 
home and told her father. Her father reported the incident 
to the police. Subject was arrested later that same day for 
Drunk and Carrying Concealed Weapon. He was later re-ar- 
rested in jail for the instant charges.
SUBJECT'S STATEMENT OF THE OFFENSE: Subject did not disagree

with the above descrip
tion. He was not asked to give a detailed description of the 
offense. He did add, however, that he had been drinking 
since Friday and on that Sunday morning he had gone home 
washed up and changed clothes. When he walked past the El 
Grande Market, he saw some friends drinking and he joined 
them. They suggested that he go to the party in the V. A. 
Club, which he did.
OTHERS INVOLVED: None.
RESTITUTION: None.
PREVIOUS RECORD: Subject has a FBI rap

sheet which includes 
3% charges from July, 1950 to the present. Rap sheet is 
attached. An analysis of this record indicates:

Eight counts of drunkenness or vagrancy which 
occurred throughout this period.

Eight counts of assault, battery, or fighting, two 
of which involved deadly weapons, and one involved a 
minor. These offenses also were spread out throughout 
the period.

Eight counts of narcotic violations, including four 
felonies. These offenses occurred during the middle 
years, 1957-1961.

Fourteen counts of burglary, robbery, grand theft, 
or shoplifting, of which one was a felony. The offenses 
were committed primarily during the last five years.

M, Edward R., Page 2.

Two multiple traffic violations



176

The majority of the subject's offenses were committed 
in California.

The Tucson Police Department has a detainer on this 
prisoner because of being Drunk in Public and Carrying a Con
cealed Weapon which occurred on the same date as the instant 
offense.

M, Edward R., Page 3

M has received 15 fines or sentences, and at least 
two periods of probation, but according to his statements, 
and according to his rap sheet, he has never served time in 
a state penitentiary. These sentences included:

1 year in the county jail for Grand Theft in Los 
Angeles County, 1955.

30 days in the county jail, Maricopa County, Arizona, 
for violation of the Mann Act in 1956.

30 days in the county jail, Los Angeles, and 3 years 
probation for violation of the Narcotic Act, 1957.

Two 6 month terms in Los Angeles County Jail for 
Narcotic Act violation, 1956.

6 months in Los Angeles jail for Burglary, 1966.
During the subject's probation in 1957, he committed 

ten (10) violations which are recorded for the three year 
period.
BACKGROUND: Subject was born on

12 May, 1932 in Lords-
burg. New Mexico. His father died when subject was three 
years old and his mother, Bonnie C, married Jose G. Subject 
has four natural siblings, and one adopted. They are: Nora 
B, 38, sister living in Clifton, married; Henry V, (25),
living at ____North Riverside, Tucson, single; Delphia S,
(20), single, living at ____North Riverside; and, David C,
(19) adopted, same address. Mother and single children 
recently moved to Tucson from Lordsburg, New Mexico.

When subject's father died, his mother went to work 
leaving him unsupervised. He did as he wanted. He was al
most continuously truant from school. He quit school in the 
fifth grade. At about fifteen, he left Tucson and bummed 
around the United States, returning to Arizona when he was 
seventeen years of age. He met Ophelia F, then 19, and they 
lived as common-law partners for five years. Three children 
were born of this union: Sophia C, (19), now married; Pat
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(17), and Anita (16) who lives with her sister Sophia on ___
St. Clair Street, Tucson, Arizona. Subject’s former common- 
law wife is now remarried. She cares for subject's single 
children.
MARITAL STATUS: Single. Formerly had

common-law wife and
three children. She is now remarried. (See last paragraph 
above.)
EDUCATION: Completed five years of

elementary school at
Wilson School. Stated he quit school at age 13. Has made 
recent abortive attempts to attend various vocational rehab
ilitation schools. He wants to obtain technical training in 
welding or construction.
RELIGION: Catholic. Stated he

attends San Augustine
Cathedral. It is cool and restful.
HEALTH AND PERSONAL HABITS: Subject states his health

is good. He has at least 
eleven scars throughout his body from surgery, battery, stab- 
bings, and bullets. Has visible scars on face, (moon shaped 
from half left lip), head, and on right forearm. Subject 
states he is an alcoholic. He believes this is one of the 
main causal factors in his criminality. He drinks for two 
to three weeks before getting really drunk, as he puts it, 
then he has mental black outs. Subject stated that he feels 
that some of his head injuries may be part of his problem and 
that he should have psychiatric diagnosis. He likes to play 
pool and also plays cards.
MILITARY HISTORY: None.
FINANCIAL AND EMPLOYMENT STATUS: No financial resources.

Family too poor to raise
money for bail. No property. He has worked as laborer in 
mines, gas stations and other general jobs.
COLLATERAL INFORMATION: His mother states that

he is okay until he
starts drinking and then he seems to loose his mind. He is 
the only bad one in the family. Other members of the family 
agree.

M, Edward R., Page 4

Prior to being held for the instant offense, subject 
was positively identified from a group of photographs by both
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the father and the victim. He was also identified by them 
in person at the Preliminary Hearing.

Medical examination of the victim by Dr. T, of the 
Tucson Medical Center, revealed no evidence of rape.

The victim’s facial injuries were reported in the 
complaint and the police reports, and were substantiated at 
the Preliminary Hearing by the victim, the father, and the 
investigating officer.
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS: Edward M ’s formative

years were spent in a
family and cultural environment which did not instill in him 
the necessary controls for a law-abiding life. He had little 
or no supervision as a child, adolescent, and youth. He quit 
school after the fifth grade, left home at age 15, roamed 
around the country, ill-equipped to lead a productive and 
useful life. His anti-social behavior, which started in his 
childhood with truancy, continued on through his life and has 
resulted in a criminal record which documents his pattern of 
criminality. He is an alcoholic. Much of his difficulty is 
aggravated by this condition. He stated that he needs some
one to help him by "telling him what to do." He said that 
although he has never been in prison, he gets along well in 
jail.

M, Edward R., Page 5

The subject has assimilated a criminal way of life. 
His learned criminality is aggravated by his inability to 
control his drinking. The instant offense is a violent 
crime. It is one of many he has committed. Because of the 
foregoing, it is felt that the best interests of both the in
dividual and the community can best be served by a period of 
incarceration in the State penetentiary where the subject 
will be controlled and removed from the temptations from 
which he cannot control himself, where he will have an oppor
tunity, with help, to learn a trade and perhaps adjust his 
way of living to conform with society.

It is respectfully recommended to the Honorable Court 
that the subject be sentenced to a term of four to five (4-5) 
years in the Arizona State Penitentiary with credit for time 
served in the Pima County Jail (since April 27, 1969).

APPROVED:
Lionel E. R, Chief Adult 
Probation Officer 
July 24, 1969

Respectfully submitted,
William Ryerse, Intern 
Adult Probation Officer



APPENDIX P
C O N F I D E N T I A L
Presentence Report

STATE OF ARIZONA )
Plaintiff, )

-vs- ) CASE NO. A-17259
)R, William George, )

Defendant )
' .................... )
JUDGE: The Honorable John

C, Division One
DATE: September 10, 1969
ADDRESS: Ft. Huachuca
RACE: Anglo
ALIAS: Willie
PROSECUTOR: K
BOND: None. In custody.

P. AGE:
ATTY:
FBI NO: 
OFFENSE: 

13-641, 
PENALTY:

21 (7-31-47)
Harry J 
230 329 G Robbery, ARS 
as amended. 
Not less than

5 years.

STATEMENT OF OFFENSE: Subject pled guilty to
Robbery on July 25, 1969.

At approximately 4:00 P.M. on January 2, 1969, sub
ject and two codefendants, Victor G. Ri and Robert S, entered 
and robbed the Community Finance Corporation, ___East Speed
way of $734. The subject and S used deadly weapons, pistols. 
There were three employees and one customer present during 
the offense.

Subject and Ri cased the finance company by walking 
past the front of the business about twenty minutes before 
all three of the offenders entered the main office through 
the front door. R and Ri remained in the lobby while S en
tered one of the loan counseling booths with the manager 
under the pretext of applying for a loan. After a few mom
ents, S excused himself to go to the restroom, but returned 
with a pistol in his hand and a paper sack which he demanded 
the manager to fill with money from the cashier’s drawer and 
the safe. Subject R in the meantime was holding his pistol 
on one of the cashiers who was seated in the lobby. S helped 
the manager clean out the cash drawers. The third employee 
entered and S and R controlled her with their weapons. A 
customer entered the office and he was also contained.

179
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After they had the money they put the employees in 
the restroom and ran from the building, up the alley to their 
car, and left the scene. One of the employees heard them 
running in the alley and ran out and saw them escaping in the 
vehicle.

R, William G., Page 2.

Earlier in the day one of the neighborhood businesmen 
noticed the offenders acting suspiciously in their car in the 
alley and jotted down their license plate numbers. After the 
crime the number was given to the police who traced the ve
hicle to S through a local rental agency.

The three offenders went to their motel room where 
they met a fourth party, Mr. F, and divided the money four- 
ways. S and Ri returned to Ft. Huachuca in the rented ve
hicle and R and F returned in F’s automobile.

S was arrested the next day when he returned the 
rented vehicle. While investigating a false alibi given by 
S, police officers were led to F who gave them the names of 
R and Ri.

After spending the night in Nogales, Sonora, R and Ri 
returned to the army post and then caught a bus to Tucson 
where they boarded an airplane and flew to California to 
visit R’s family.

R and Ri were arrested in California on January 10, 
1969. After a delay due to fighting extradition, the two 
subjects were returned to Ft. Huachuca by military authori
ties, released to the Tucson police and confined in the Pima 
County Jail on April 2, 1969.

At the time of this offense, the subject and Ri were 
restricted to the base at Ft. Huachuca awaiting court martial 
for unlawful possession of narcotics. They had been appre
hended by the C. I. D. for selling "hashish" to Army men.
SUBJECT'S STATEMENT OF THE OFFENSE: R agreed to the above

statement of the offense.
He added, that at no time did he agree to take part in the 
offense. The only time that they talked about the robbery 
was when they were using narcotics at S's house. Even imme
diately before the crime, he and Ri came back to the car and 
told S that they did not want to do it. S responded by say
ing, "follow me". Subject said that they went along because 
they thought that S was crazy and would harm them. Subject
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also added that they were all under the influence of narcot
ics having taken a fix about two hours before the offense.

Case reports and subjects statement attached.
OTHERS INVOLVED: Codefendants are Robert

S and Victor Ri. S
appears to have been the instigator and organizer of the 
crime. Both Ri and the subject seem to have been almost pas
sive participants. Both codefendants have been tried and 
sentenced. S had a bifurcated trial and received from five 
to ten (5-10) years at ASP and Ri received five to six (5-6) 
years at ASP.

S said that he did not remember anything after he 
used narcotics before the offense, until the next day when he 
found a strange set of car keys in his pocket.

Ri was not available for interview.

R, William G., Page 3*

RESTITUTION:
$140.

$734. Subject said his 
share of the split was

PREVIOUS RECORD: Subject's juvenile record
consisted of one count of 

Possession of Alcohol and Lack of Supervision. He was placed 
on six months probation for this offense.

This offense was subject's first adult conviction.
At the time of this offense he was awaiting Court Martial at 
Fort Huachuca for Unlawful Possession of Narcotics and imme
diately after this offense he was AWOL for two days.
BACK(ROUND: William R a 21 year old

white male, was born on
August 31, 194? to William and Mary R in Hawthorne, Califor
nia. When subject was an infant his mother was divorced and 
remarried (Joe McD). Mr. McD, subject's stepfather, was the 
only father that William knew. Subject's siblings included 
three half-sisters, ages 18, 17, and 13.

Subject grew up at home with his family in Redondo 
Beach, California. He stated that his step-father was an 
alcoholic and a tyrant. His step-father blamed him for 
everything that went wrong and beat him frequently with his 
belt buckle. His step-father made strict and unreasonable 
demands upon him; and he had some weird ideas like painting 
the front drive-way red and green. Subject stated that he
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was afraid of his step-father, when he got angry he actually 
wend mad. Subject's step-father lost his employment because 
of drinking. He died a year later when subject was 16 years 
old.

R, William G., Page 4.

Subject said that after his father's death he went 
wild. He found some shiskey at home and started drinking 
and started running around with a gang of boys who all drank. 
At 17 he started using marijuana and then speed, heroin, and 
LSD. Subject said that his mother had rules which they were 
supposed to obey but she could not control him.

Subject said that he had everything he needed as he 
grew up. Even after his father's death he received some 
spending money from his mother (even though her source of in
come was from state and church welfare), and he was able to 
earn a little himself. He stated he did not feel any stigma 
because his family lived on welfare. His friends didn't know 
their source of income.

After high school subject was drafted. He was not 
going to answer his induction notice until his girl talked 
him into it. He was sent to an Army electronics school but 
soon after starting he received a Dear John letter from his 
girl. This upset him so badly he failed the school. He was 
sent to Ft. Huachuca as a truck driver but didn't have a 
driver's license so he volunteered to be a cook.

Subject's conduct in the Army was a repetition of his 
civilian pattern of living. He continued to participate in 
illegal drug and narcotic activities. He admits selling nar
cotics only once. He said that he received his drugs and 
narcotics both from Nogales and from California through the 
mail.
MARITAL STATUS: Single.
EDUCATION: Attended four years of

high school but he still 
lacks two credit hours for a diploma.
HEALTH AND PERSONAL HABITS: Subject states that his

health is good. He had 
one case of gonorrhea but has been cured.

Personal habits include smoking, drinking, using nar
cotics, drugs, and LSD, and dancing. Indulges in sex occas
ionally through prostitutes. His main personal interests are 
painting and surfing. Painting and related types of activ
ities would be good rehabilitative work.
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FINANCIAL AND EMPLOYMENT RECORD: Subject has no personal
property or financial re

sources. He has had work experiences as a janitor at an 
elementary school near his home, and he was employed in a 
surf-board repair and manufacturing shop for one summer. He 
has been in the Army for almost two years.
MILITARY HISTORY: Is member of the U. S.

Army at this time. Was
inducted, failed a technical training school, and is assigned 
duties as an assistant cook. At the time of this offense was 
restricted to the military post awaiting trial for unlawful 
possession of marijuana. Immediately after the instant 
offense subject went AWOL for several days.
COLLATERAL INFORMATION: A psychiatric evaluation

indicated that the sub
ject is sane but has experienced some ill effects from the 
use of drugs and narcotics. He appears younger than he is, 
and he is a "loner" and a "follower." Subject also feels 
that narcotics are strong influences in his criminality.
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION; William G. R a 21 year

old white male comes from
a family which was broken by an early divorce and later in
fluenced by strained relationships because of paternal alco
holism and tyranny. His negative home experiences appear to 
have influenced his choices of friends outside the home. He 
started drinking and using drugs and narcotics excessively 
early in his life. His home influences during his formative 
years appear to have bred instability and dependency into his 
personality in excessive degrees so that he is easily led by 
his contemporaries. His continued association with drug 
abuse and its illegal counterparts have led him to commit 
serious, and in this instance, violent crimes.

On the surface Robert appears to have a very nice 
personality, average or better intelligence, and seems to 
possess basic talents and skills which could be employed 
profitable under the proper controlled circumstances. He has 
stated that he is remorseful and that he wants probation 
badly and he has made some very general employment arrange
ments. He does not have any specific plans or goals, nor are 
there any positive indications, other than his statements, 
that if he were granted probation that he would be able to 
control himself to the extent that he would not regress into 
his former pattern of living.

R, William G., Page 5.
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It is felt that the violent nature of the offense, 
including the use of a deadly weapon and the implications of 
disregard for human life and property; the subject's several 
years of narcotic and drug abuse; and his inherent inability 
to exercise self-determination and self-control are not suf
ficiently countered by his vague plans, his unsubstantiated 
excuses, or his supplications to warrant granting probation.

It is respectfully recommended to the Honorable Court 
that William R be given the minimum sentence for robbery, 
five to six (5-6) years in the Arizona State Prison, receiv
ing credit for time served in the Pima County Jail (Since 
April 2, 1969).

R, William G., Page 6.

Respectfully submitted.

William Ryerse, Intern 
Adult Probation Officer

Approved:

Lionel E. R, Chief Adult 
Probation Officer
8-18-69
cs

ADDENDUM TO PRESENTENCE REPORT
GENERAL: The sentencing of William

G. R was continued from
Sept. 10, 1969, to Sept. 23, 1969 to obtain additional infor
mation from previously unavailable, out-of-town collateral 
sources.

The subject's parents, Mr. William G. R (gr.), and 
Mrs. Mary McD were interviewed on Sept. 10, 1969.
SUMMARY: The subject's natural

father, Mr. William R has
made a firm job offer for the subject to try out as an ap
prentice plasterer with his father who is a plastering con
tractor. This offer was made with some element of doubt in 
Mr. R's mind concerning the subject's physical suitability 
for this type of work. The subject thinks that he can do the 
work.
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The subject's mother, Mrs. Mary McD, has offered him 
a place to live, at home with her and her three daughters.
Mrs. McD is a widow. She works as an electronic assembler.
She is obviously interested and concerned with her son's 
well-being particularly at this time of acute stress. Her 
background and her present situation, and her general atti
tudes and personality give the impression that she has been, 
and is, incapable of being a strong, positive controlling 
influence on the subject's conduct or general behavior.

Several of the subject's friends and relatives have 
written in his behalf. The consensus of these letters is 
that R was a nice boy who was easily influenced or led by 
others. His friends could not understand how he got involved 
in a robbery; they expressed genuine concern but did not 
offer much practical assistance.

Subject's parents and friends were unaware of his 
drinking, narcotic and drug activities, and many other facets 
of his life prior to and during his military service.

The subject's father seems to be a dependable person. 
His guidance or supervision of the subject would probably be 
limited to the work situation, which in itself is not cer
tain. Subject's father has had no personal contact with him 
prior to these current difficulties. His father said that 
one of his other sons, who also works for him, would probably 
be a positive influence on the subject, but, there is no 
positive assurance.

Subject stated that if he was unable to qualify for 
employment with his father, his aunt, who runs a restaurant 
would employ him as a cook. There was some reference to this 
job offer in a previous letter from the subject's mother, but 
there was no mention of it in the aunt's letter.

Subject's mother wrote a letter after she returned to 
California in which she stated she had told the subject's 
aunt and friends the additional information that she had 
learned in Tucson and that they would write. No letters were 
received.

R, W. G., Page 7.

CONCLUSIONS:
disposition of R's case.

It is felt that these 
factors bear on the

The crime of robbery and the use of a deadly weapon 
reflected strong disregard for the life and property 
rights of others.
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R may have been talked into participating in the 
crime, but he willingly subjected himself to the proxi
mate influences which exposed him to being led and he 
willingly participated.

The other two codefendants have been sentenced to 
terms of: 6 to 10 years in prison for S, the organizer 
and leader of the robbery; and, 5 to 6 years in prison 
for R, the other participant. Even though S appeared 
to have been more culpable than R and R, generally speak
ing, all of their personal backgrounds and current cir
cumstances were similar. All three subjects had experi
enced some adverse background influences, and had current 
mental and personality aberrations, and used drugs and 
narcotics. The differences which do exist among the 
three offenders do not appear to be of such magnitude to 
warrant a prison term for two of them and probation for 
the other.

The additional information which has been obtained 
from the subject’s parents and other sources does not 
appreciably alter the appraisal of the subject’s back
ground, his present situation, or his future.

RECOMMENDATION: The presentence recom
mendation to the

Honorable Court remains the same: a minimum sentence for 
robbery, a period of 5 to 6 years in the state prison, effec
tive the date of the subject’s incarceration in the Pima 
County Jail, April 2, 1969.

R, William G., Page 8.

Respectfully submitted.

William Ryerse, Deputy 
Adult Probation Officer

Approved:

Lionel E. R, Chief Adult 
Probation Officer
9-22-69vm



APPENDIX Q
C O N F I D E N T I A L

Presentence Report
STATE OF ARIZONA )

Plaintiff, )
-vs- ) CASE NO. A-17186

)G, Minnie L. )
Defendant. )

....................  )
JUDGE: The Honorable William

H. G, Division 13. 
DATE: August 29, 1969
ADDRESS: ___ E. 33rd Street
RACE: Ne gro
PROSECUTOR: Ka 
BOND: ROR
ALIAS: None

AGE: 39 (5-22-30)
ATTY: S, Ron
FBI NO: None
OFFENSE: DRAWING CHECK

ON NO ACCOUNT (Two 
counts, a felony)
ARS 13-316, as amended. 

PUNISHMENT: 1-5 years 
ASP.

STATEMENT OF OFFENSE: Subject was found guilty
of two counts of Drawing

Check on no Account with Intent to Defraud. At the grocery 
store. South Craycroft, on December 24, 1968, the subject 
cashed a check in the amount of $30 on the Wilmot Branch of 
the First National Bank of Arizona, knowing that her account 
had closed. On December 28, 1968, she drew a $20 check on 
the same account at the same location.

Court testimony and bank records indicate that the 
bank operations manager had notified the subject in June,
1968 that her account had been closed.

Subject was positively identified by Mr. R who saw 
her make the checks and who cashed said checks for her.

As the sentencing judge conducted the trial of this 
case, additional details will not be presented. Case reports 
attached.
SUBJECT'S STATEMENT: The defendant admitted

cashing said checks, but,
she denied doing so with intent to defraud. Subject stated 
that at the time of this incident, she and her husband were 
voluntarily separated and that he had previously agreed to 
send deposits to her checking account. She stated that she

187
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wrote these checks hoping that her husband had deposited 
money in the bank and that the deposit slip had been mailed 
directly to him.

Despite court testimony of the bank operations man
ager, subject insists that she was not notified that her 
account was closed. She stated that the receipt for the 
registered letter was signed by her daughter and that she 
never saw the letter contents. Subject said that at no time 
did the bank operations manager personally talk to her and 
tell her that the account was closed.
OTHERS INVOLVED: None.
RESTITUTION: $50. Subject's total

monthly income is $200. 
She is willing to pay the whole amount of restitution when 
ordered. It was suggested that token monthly payments of $5 
or $10 would be satisfactory until she could afford to pay 
the balance.
PREVIOUS RECORD: None.
BACKGROUND: Minnie G, 39, was born on

May 22, 1930, in Bryan,
Texas to William and Julia N. She was the third of ten sib
lings (6 female and 4 male). Subject stated that she grew up 
on a farm near Bryan, Texas; her family was close; and she 
had a happy childhood. She felt, "we were better off than 
most kids, we always had everything we needed." When 22, 
subject married John G and had six children. Her husband was 
a member of the U. S. Air Force. They lived all over the 
U. S. and spent the last three years before coming to Tucson, 
living in England.
MARITAL STATUS: Married but voluntarily

separated. Subject
married John G in Bryan, Texas in 1952. Six children were 
born of this union: Denise, 12; Jacquelin, 10; Mario, 8; 
Patricia, 7; Gretchen, 5; and John 4. Before coming to 
Tucson subject and husband got along satisfactorily. In 
Tucson, subject's husband started drinking excessively and, 
"the Mexican girls took over." Because of the strained re
lationships and the bad example being set for the children 
they agreed to a voluntary separation. Subject and husband 
have been living separately for one and a half years. Her 
husband was transferred to California and then to Japan, 
where he is now. Subject received a letter from her husband

G, M. L., Page 2.
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postmarked August 19, 1969, which stated that he is returning 
to Tucson in 42 days. Subject’s husband is looking forward 
to returning home and resuming his marital and family rela
tionships. (A copy of letter is attached.)
EDUCATION: Completed College.

Subject attended college
at Prayview, Texas, receiving a Bachelor’s Degree in Educa
tion. Subject has a Texas teacher’s certificate. Subject 
appears to have normal intelligence and comprehension, but 
she is excessively forgetful.
RELIGION: Catholic. Subject states

she is a good Catholic 
and attends church regularly. She added that she is espe
cially interested in making sure her children are established 
in the church. Her husband is Catholic in name only.
HEALTH AND PERSONAL HABITS: Good. Subject recently

experienced a nervous
breakdown, was hospitalized and has recovered. She also 
stated that she has a heart murmur but it does not restrict 
her activities. Subject is nervous and easily upset.

Subject denies smoking, drinking, or using narcotics. 
She enjoys dancing, movies, and playing cards. Denied extra
marital sexual activity. She said she is a "loner."
FINANCIAL AND EMPLOYMENT STATUS: Subject receives $200

monthly income in form of
military allotment from her husband. Allotment started last 
month. Subject's household goods have been repossessed be
cause she was unable to pay monthly installments. Her house 
is in the process of foreclosure. She was receiving profess
ional financial management through a private consulting firm, 
but this was terminated in December 1968. Subject has $200 
monthly payments which she is going to ignore until her hus
band returns. Husband stated in his letter that he will re
sume house payments and recover furniture. Subject has 
obtained legal assistance through Legal Aid, South Park St., 
Tucson to help her get her furniture and household goods.

Subject is unemployed. Her most recent employment 
was as short order cook and waitress at Davis-Monthan Snack 
Bar. She has made preliminary inquiries and expects to get 
her old position back as soon as this legal matter is 
settled. She lost this position in January 1969 when the

G, M. L., Page 3.
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Household Finance Company bothered her employer attempting to 
collect her furniture payments. Subject is also a semi
skilled seamstress and she has worked as a cashier. She had 
not worked as a teacher.
COLLATERAL INFORMATION: The results of a person

ality inventory test
(attached) indicates that the subject is a neurotic introvert 
and that she has a strong tendency to lie. My observations 
that she is easily upset, her recent nervous breakdown all seem to agree.
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION: Minnie G is a thirty-nine

year old negro female who
has been found guilty of two counts of Drawing Check on no 
Account (felony). She was reared in a rural environment.
Her childhood was happy. She has been extremely upset by her 
personal problems but she had not developed any undesirable 
personal habits or traits. Her marital problems and collat
eral financial difficulties seem to be the source of her 
present difficulty.

Marital problems led she and her husband to agree to 
a temporary voluntary separation. He left her with six 
children but agreed to send financial assistance. The aid 
that he sent was too small and irregular. Finally he stopped 
sending money and she was unable to cope with the family 
debts and expenses despite her employment. She wrote two 
checks hoping that they would be covered by her husband. She 
stated that she did not intend to defraud. Subject's husband 
had resumed providing regular but limited financial support 
and he is coming back to Tucson soon to resume his family 
role.

G, M. L., Page 4.

Although the subject's personality is relatively un
stable under stress it appears to be controllable. This is 
her first offense. Although a serious offense, it appears to 
be largely the result of her inability to cope successfully 
with extreme stress which was caused by her marital and 
financial problems rather than criminality. When her husband 
returns and supports his family the subject's difficulties 
should be corrected.
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It is felt that incarceration would not benefit 
society or this individual. With amelioration of her finan
cial difficulties and supportive counseling and supervision 
from a probation officer, subject should have no difficulty 
completing a term of probation. On probation she would be 
able to continue her role as a mother and make a major con
tribution to society in this capacity.

It is respectfully recommended to the Honorable Court 
that Minnie G's sentence be suspended for both counts of the 
offense and that she be placed on probation for a total of 
two (2) years.

G, M. L., Page 5.

Respectfully submitted.

William Ryerse, Intern 
Adult Probation Officer

Approved:

Lionel E. R, Chief Adult 
Probation Officer
8-28-69
vm



APPENDIX R
Pima County Adult Probation Office 

Pima County Superior Court

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF PROBATION ACTIVITY 
JANUARY * JUNE, 196^

1. Probation Caseload
Number on Probation December 1968 366
Less:

Revocations 20
Expirations 59
Terminations 3
Total 82

Prior Probationers on Probation
at end of period 284

Add:
New Probationers during period 122

Total Arizona Probationers at end
of period (June, 1969) 406

Interstate Compact Probationers 50
Total on Probation at end of

period 456

2. Court Activity
Presentence Investigations and

Reports completed 218
Petitions for Revocation 20
Petitions for Termination 7
Resentence Investigations 6
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3. Age Distribution of Sentencees
Age Number Placed On Number to

Probation Prison or Jail
16-20 44 36
21-25 35 20
26-30 12 13
31-34 6 5
35-39 10 6
40-44 6 3
45-49 4 350-54 3 3
55-59 1 360- + 1 4

Education (Highest Grade Completed)
1-4 0 45-6 4 6
7-8* 16 139 13 1610 15 1811 15 1612** 47 28
13 2 314 8 1
15 1 016*** 1 0
17-+ 0 1
^Completed elementary school 
**Completed high school, includes those 
who obtained GED (General Educational 
Development) credit.

***Completed college 5

5. Race or Ethnic Origin
Anglo
Mexican
Negro
Indian
Other

88
28
132
1-Irish

50
38
42
2-Russian

Canadian



Number on 
Probation

Number to 
Prison or Jail

194

6. Sex
Male 111 89
Female 11 7

Previous Record
Adult or 

Juvenile 45 91

Felony
Institu 13 41
tionalized 8 27Probation 8 17

Misdemeanor 32 50
Jail 16 45Fine 22 21
Probation 13 19

Juvenile
Institu

4l 53
tionalized 11 31Probation 36 52

Non-U. S.
Citizen 1-Irish 2

Marital Status
Married 30 27Divorced 8 7Separated 3 3Common Law 2 7Previous Marriages 6 8

Canadian
Chinese



Number on N umber in
Probation Prison or Jail

195

10. Number of Children
1 22 142 15 12
3 7 8
H H 0
5 2 06+ 5 )

Religious Preference
Protestant 63 11Catholic 40 35Jewish 2 3Other 9 1None 8 46
Military Status
Military Serv. 40 24
No Military 82 72Service
Type of Discharge
Honorable 26 11Undesirable or

Bad Conduct 2 3General 2 4
Medical 4 3
Active Duty 5 3National Guard

or Reserve 2 0
Draft Status

Registered 30 27Rejected 21 11
Mental 1 1
Criminal 9 5Medical 7 2
Other 0 3

Female Serv. 1*
*Received a General Discharge

0



13.

Number on 
Probation

Financial and Employment Status

Number : 
Prison or

Student 13 13Employed 53 19Owned Property 37 10
Committed
Property Offense
Unemployed 13 2

14. Drug Abuses
Narcotics
Use Now 1 13Past Use 7 16

Marijuana
Use Now 17 16
Past Use 21 18
L. S • D.
Use Now 1 2Past Use 3 2

All Categories 50 67

15. Plea
Guilty 99 70Not Guilty 23 26

16. Present Offense
Felony 70 79Misdemeanor 52 17

NOTE: Offender characteristics taken from
presentence reports which was largely based 
on information obtained from the offender 
without confirmation. Juvenile status cannot 
be confirmed. Criminal activities were 
verified by police records.



Adult Probation Office 
Pima County Superior Court 

Tucson, Arizona

Statistical Analysis Jan. - Jun. 1969

Caseload. Six probation officers supervised 406 
Arizona State probationers and 50 interstate probationers, 
and an estimated additional 38 applications for interstate 
courtesy supervision had been received. In addition, these 
officers completed 218 presentence investigations and re
ports, 20 revocation petitions, 7 petitions, and 6 resenten
cing investigations.

On January 1, 1969 the Pima County Adult Probation 
Office was supervising 366 state probationers. Eighty-two 
individuals' terms ended as a result of 20 revocations, 59 
expirations and 3 terminations. At the beginning of the 
period there were approximately 35 interstate probationers.
By the end of the period this number had increased to 50.

COMMENT: This workload averaged 76 probationers and
6 presentence reports for each probation officer for each 
month of the reporting period. Recommended caseload is 
35 probationers and 6 presentence reports each month.

Characteristics of Presentence Reports.
Type of Offense. Of the 218 presentence investiga

tions, 149 of the offenses were felonies and 69 were misde
meanors .

Plea. One hundred and sixty seven, or seventy seven 
per cent of all offenders investigated pled guilty. Eighty- 
one per cent of those who received probation had pled guilty 
and only seventy-three of those who were incarcerated pled 
guilty.

Dispositions. Of the 218 offenders investigated, 
122, or 5b per cent, were placed on probation, while 96, or 
44 per cent were incarcerated. Seventy felons and 52 misde
meanants were placed on probation, and seventy-nine felons 
and seventeen misdemeanants were sent to prison or jail.
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Prior Criminal Record. Thirty-seven per cent of 
those who received probation had prior juvenile or adult 
criminal records. Ninety-four per cent of those who were 
incarcerated had prior juvenile or adult criminal records.

Age Distribution. Ages ranged from 16 years to 70 
years. Thirty-seven per cent of all offenders were 21 years 
of age or less. Sixty-two per cent of all offenders were 25 
years old or younger.

Sex. Males outnumbered females 10 to 1.
Race. There was a disproportionate number of Mex- 

ican-Americans among those who were investigated.
Education. Those who received prison or jail senten

ces were slightly less educated than those who received pro
bation.

Marital Status. The percentages of single, married, 
separated, and divorced offenders was the same for both the 
probation and the incarcerated groups.

Religious Preference. In the probation group there 
were more Protestants (ratio of 6 to 4) than there were 
Catholics, but the relationship was reversed for the incar
cerated group (1 to 3).

Military Service. Fifty per cent of the probation 
group had prior military service while only thirty-two per 
cent of the incarcerated group served. One half of those 
who had prior military service had received dishonorable dis
charges from the service.

Drug Abuse. Forty per cent of those who were placed 
on probation had used drugs or narcotics, while sixty-five 
per cent of those who were incarcerated admitted using drugs 
or narcotics.

Property Ownership. Thirty per cent of those who 
were placed on probation owned property, while only ten per 
cent of those incarcerated had assets.

Employment Status. One half of those placed on pro
bation were employed at the time of their offenses and only 
one-third of those who were sentenced to prison or jail were 
employed.
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COMMENT: This analysis Is based on figures which

were compiled from the presentence date obtained by 
the Investigating officer and Is for the greater part 
the result of unverified statements of the offender 
being investigated. Juvenile Information cannot be 
verified and interstate processing count is estimated 
from on-going correspondence.
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