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Good Morning Chairman Bacon, Vice-Chair Dolan, Ranking Member Thomas, and
members of the committee. Thank you for the opportunity to give sponsor testimony on
Senate Bill 341 and to encourage your support on this legislation.

Why would we develop and enact legislation to reform Ohio’s drug sentencing laws? To
me, the fundamental reason lies in a concept that should be a bedrock principle of
legislating, but sadly is not so much so. It is the concept of critical self-evaluation, a
process by which one examines what they have done, or not done, and how in order to
assess whether it is serving the intended purpose.

We often hear opponents to legislation repeat the mantra that the bill they oppose will have
“unintended consequences.” Rarely, in my view, can one predict a parade of horribles
with the degree of certainty advocates sometimes profess. But, when we’ve already done
something we very often do have at our disposal the tools necessary to determine, in
retrospect, whether or not it was a good idea that works without adverse consequences.

In the area of criminal sentencing, particularly on drug crimes, we have lived the future
results of past policy decisions and while it might be hyperbolic to say that it is dystopian,
in many respects it’s getting close to it.

You’ve heard many of the numbers and in the course of this exercise you’ll hear them
again. Intractably high prison and jail populations; 25% of people sent to prison are going
to serve less than a year; the number one offense for which Ohioans go to prison is drug
possession, almost $2 billion budgeted to operate prisons in Ohio.

Too often our criminal sentencing scheme removes legitimate discretion from judges, and
mandates ever-increasing prison terms for people who need treatment much more than they
need punishment (notwithstanding that we now have analysis tools to identify who they are
and new ways to treat them).

I applaud you all for your support of criminal justice reform efforts we have undertaken
over the years. But while our efforts have been purposeful, at times they have been




intermittent while the flow of new bills that criminalize heretofore non-criminal behavior
and enhance penalties continues, persistent and unabated.

What we need is sentencing reform that does what does what it is meant to do — punish
those who are dangerous and treat those who we’re simply mad at. It will take an effort
informed by policies that recognize our primary obligation to protect Ohio’s citizens, to
promote the physical and mental well-being of everyone, to be fiscally responsible and to
enhance opportunities for rehabilitation and redemption.

Our challenge will be to do so in a manner that maximizes freedom in a system of ordered
liberty, and I know we can meet that challenge.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony on SB 341, and I will be glad to
answer any questions you may have.



TESTIMONY OF CITY ATTORNEY ZACH KLEIN
ON SUB. SB 341
BEFORE THE OHIO SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE

Chair Kevin Bacon, Vice-Chair Matt Dolan, honorable members of the Senate Judiciary Committee,
thank you for welcoming me here to provide proponent testimony in support of the criminal justice
reforms envisioned in Substitute Senate Bill 341.

I’'m Zach Klein, the Columbus City Attorney. My office is responsible for prosecuting all criminal
misdemeanors in the City of Columbus. That’s approximately 21,000 cases per year. I appreciate the
opportunity to be here today to discuss our bipartisan effort to make critical and necessary changes to
improve Ohio’s drug laws.

Issue 1, while hotly debated throughout this past campaign cycle, was the catalyst for an extremely
important conversation in our communities about the need to improve our criminal justice system.

This past summer, while the political debate over Issue 1 heated up, Franklin County Prosecutor Ron
O’Brien and I met to discuss how the passage of the ballot initiative would impact both of our offices.
During this meeting, we realized a shared vision for reforming our drug laws so that they are reflective of
the need to treat addiction through treatment, not incarceration. Together, we drafted a pragmatic,
alternative proposal which we believe addresses the important aspects of Issue 1, but removes the
negative consequences that Issue 1 carried with it. I want to be clear: our draft proposal and thoughts
surrounding pragmatic and effective reform is not Issue 1, in legislative form.

We believe real and substantive reform must include the following concepts:

e Reducing most fourth- and fifth-degree felony drug possession charges to a misdemeanor.
Fentanyl, carfentanil and date rape drugs should remain felony offenses.

e Creating a presumption that those convicted of misdemeanor drug possession receive treatment
and probation, but maintaining judicial discretion to rebut that presumption if the person
struggling with addiction refuses treatment.

e Allowing those currently charged, on probation with an old F4/F5, or in prison for fourth- and
fifth-degree drug possession convictions to reclassify their conviction to match the new
misdemeanor.

e For those with previous F4/F5 convictions to, at a minimum, seal those convictions, or ideally
petition the court to reclassify their conviction to match the newly downgraded misdemeanor
offense.

e Eliminating mandatory prison sentences except for major drug offenders. There would be an
exception for those convicted of the major drug offender specification — sometimes referred to as
the drug kingpin law — for running a large-scale drug operation.

The concepts in this proposal address every single public criticism brought forth by the opponents of
Issue 1. These are legislative changes as opposed to enshrining these concepts in Ohio’s constitution; the
proposal ensures that fentanyl remains a felony, along with date rape drugs; and it maintains judicial



discretion and integrity of drug courts. It also removes the possibility of “good time credit” for child
pornographers and human traffickers, who do not need to get out of their prison sentence early.

The reality is the status quo is not working for anyone. Too many people are dying every single day as the
number of daily overdoses continues to rise. Our prisons are overcrowded, and too many lives are being
destroyed with excessive felony convictions.

The importance of making these changes to our criminal cannot be overstated. They maintain judicial
discretion in ordering additional treatment or incarceration for repeat offenders, but also give people the
opportunity to seal their records from felony convictions—which we know are enormous barriers for
those seeking housing and employment.

It is important to recognize that drug and addiction issues are not new. In fact, addiction has plagued
communities of color and rural America for decades and attention to this was largely ignored, with the
exception of strengthening our laws to increase incarceration. To put plainly, the war on drugs has been
an abysmal failure, and in order to move forward, we must face the fact these policies have been hurting
communities around the state for many, many generations.

But now we have the opportunity to embark on a different path: one which enables us to come together as
a state, and make our system more just and effective. These reforms will ultimately get more folks into
addiction and mental health treatment that desperately need it.

Most of you know, Ron and I were former political opponents—he beat me in the County Prosecutor race
just two years ago. I’'m encouraged that the Senate leadership has also expressed the shared desire to set
our political differences aside, come together to draft this drug reform policy, and accomplish real change
for our criminal justice system. I encourage this committee to join us in this bipartisan effort, because the
need for change in Ohio is frankly much too great. I truly believe that Ohio has an opportunity to be a
national leader in criminal justice reform, and I look forward to supporting this work in any way that I
can.

Thank you.

Zach Klein
Columbus City Attorney
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Chairman Bacon, Vice Chair Dolan, Ranking Member Thomas, and members of the Senate Judiciary
Committee:

I am pleased to be able to offer testimony on SB 341. This shott bill conveys an extremely important goal
for the coming General Assembly; a goal that is no small feat because of the complexity of our current drug
laws, the vastness of the opioid crisis, and the multitude of factors that need to be considered at every turn.

Often, the public does not know everything its government does, and the rhetoric around Issue 1 proved
that to be the case. Despite claims to the contrary, the legislature has repeatedly worked on important
criminal justice reform. The work of the Ctiminal Recodification Committee, in particular, has not been
shelved. Rather, it presents probably one of the best currently available frameworks from which to build a
drug reform policy in Ohio.

I applaud the sponsots of this bill, Senator Eklund and Senate President Obhof for committing to drug
reform and for doing it in a measured, thoughtful way. The judiciary strongly suppotts a system that helps
rehabilitate people. The judiciary supports a thoughtful approach that considers harshness of a sentence,
eligibility for diversion, access to evidence-based treatment, and ability to overcome collateral consequences.

Some of the perceived consensus objectives within the judiciary ate:
1) To strengthen methods, tools and tactics to interrupt the flow of illegal and dangerous drugs of
abuse into our communities.
2) To enhance the knowledge, science, training, capacity and quality of treatment for drug addiction
across Ohio, especially in communities having limited local addiction services.
3) To expand the options for courts to guide addicts into appropriate recovery paths after
professional assessment.
4) To lower the barriers to employment and housing for addicts that have demonstrated a
commitment to winning their daily lifetime struggle to maintain abstinence.

I have included some data with my testimony — it helps underscore how thorny this issue is. Thank you for
considering the input of the Ohio Judicial Conference.
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Annual Drug Overdose Report Shows Eight-Year Low in Prescription

Opioid Deaths and Four-Year Low in Heroin Deaths in Ohio
Deadly Fentanyl Mixed And Used With Other Street Drugs Now Fueling Increases

COLUMBUS - Prescription opioid-related overdose deaths have reached an eight-year low and heroin-
related overdose deaths are at a four-year low, according to a new report released by the Ohio
Department of Health (ODH). illegally produced fentanyl which is being mixed and used with other
street drugs such as cocaine, heroin and psychostimulants like methamphetamine is now driving Ohio’s
unintentional overdose deaths — 4,854 in 2017.

The report also revealed that the number of overdose deaths declined during the second half of 2017 by
23 percent.

“The good news is Ohio is seeing significant progress in reducing the number of prescription opioids
available for abuse, and as a result, prescription opioid-related overdose deaths that don't also involve
fentanyl are at their lowest level since 2009,” said Ohio Department of Mental Health and Addiction
Services Director Mark Hurst, M.D. “This progress is significant because prescription opioid abuse is
frequently a gateway to heroin and fentanyl use.”

“While data shows us that Ohio’s efforts to curb prescription opioid abuse are working, the driving force
today in Ohio’s ever-changing opioid epidemic is deadly fentanyl being used with other street drugs like
cocaine and methamphetamine,” said ODH Director Lance Himes.

In 2017, illegally produced fentanyl and related drugs like carfentanil, which are opioids, were involved
in 71 percent of all unintentional overdose deaths. By comparison, fentanyl was involved in 58 percent
of all overdose deaths in 2016, 38 percent in 2015, and 20 percent in 2014.

Ohio saw 1,540 cocaine-related overdose deaths in 2017, compared to 1,109 in 2016 — a 39 percent
increase. Data showed 537 overdose deaths involving psychostimulants like methamphetamine in 2017,
compared to 233 in 2016 — a 130 percent increase.

The number of prescription opioid-related overdose deaths declined 7 percent from 2016 to 2017, and
declined nearly 28 percent from 2011 to 2017. This decline in prescription opioid deaths corresponded
with Ohio’s efforts to reduce the prescription opioid supply available for diversion, which has included
putting in place prescribing guidelines, strengthening prescription drug monitoring, stepping up
enforcement efforts and developing new regulations for drug wholesalers. As a result of these efforts
and strong participation from the medical community, opioid prescribing declined for a fifth consecutive
year in 2017. Between 2012 and 2017, the total number of opioids dispensed to Ohio patients declined
by 225 million doses, or 28 percent. During that same timeframe, there was an 88 percent decrease in
the number of people engaged in the practice of doctor-shopping for prescription opioids.

-more-



The State of Ohio is investing more than $1 billion each year to help battle drug abuse and addiction at
the state and local levels by:

Sponsoring community rapid response teams to follow up with individuals who survive a drug
overdose to seek to connect them to treatment

Increasing the number of medical professionals qualified to prescribe medication-assisted
treatment, the gold standard for treating opioid use disorder

Expanding local prescription drug overdose prevention initiatives

Pursuing scientific breakthroughs to battle drug abuse and addiction

Expanding access to the opioid overdose reversal drug naloxone to save lives

Implementing common sense reforms to prevent pain medication abuse

Expanding data and tools available in Ohio’s prescription drug reporting and monitoring
program known as OARRS used by opioid prescribers and pharmacists to enhance patient safety
Providing funding to support toxicology screenings during Ohio coroner drug overdose
investigations

Educating prescribers and patients on how to safely manage pain and prevent pain medication
abuse

The complete ODH report on 2017 drug overdose deaths is available here, along with details about
Ohio’s comprehensive efforts combating drug abuse and overdose deaths, key initiatives to combat
prescription opioid abuse, and a timeline of 2011-2018 key initiatives.

A



JANUARY 2018 CENSUS OF ODRC INSTITUTIONAL POPULATION,
DEMOGRAPHIC AND OFFENSE SUMMARY
MALE = 45,439 (91.8%) FEMALE = 4,073 (8.2%) TOTAL = 49,512
OHIO COUNTIES WITH THE HIGHEST NUMBER OF MALE FEMALE TOTAL
COMMITTED INMATES N | % N % N | %
Cuyahoga - 7069 15.56] 379 9.31 2,448 15.04}
| Franklin 4870 10.72] 307 7.54 77 10.46]
Hamilton 7 — - | 3994 879 250 6.14] 4 244 8.57,
Summit , B 2436/  5.36) 210/ 516 2 2,646] 5.34
Montgomery 2178 479 155 381 2333 4.71
Lucas S == 1927 4.24 99 243 2,026 4.09
All Others - - 22965/ 50.54| 2673 65.63 25,638 51.78
TOTAL 45439  100.00| 4,073 100.00] 49,512  100.00
RACE/ETHNICITY OF INCARCERATED OFFENDERS MALE FEMALE TOTAL
N % N % N [ %
[Black - 21338 46.96 1030 2529  22,368] 4518
White i 22409 49.32) 2988 7336 25397  51.29
Hispanic = 1,284 2.83 36 088] 1,320 2.67
White Hispanic = 271 0.60 16 0.39| 287 058
Black Hispanic 46| 0.0/ 1 0.02| ~47] 0.9
~ Other Hispanic (Race Not Specified) 967| 213 19 0.47/ 086 1.99
[Native American 76/ 0.17 5 042 81 0.16]
Asian 57 0.13 8 020 65 0.13
Other 275 0.61 6 0.15 281 0.57
TOTAL i 45439 100.00 4073 10000 49,512 100.00]
AGE OF INCARCERATED OFFENDERS MALE FEMALE | TOTAL
N % N % | N —! %
15-19 513 1.13 16 0.39| 529 1.07
20-24 ) = | 5148) 1133 443| 10.88 5591  11.29
25-29 - - | 7927 17.45] 869 21.34] 8,796 17.77
30-34 7282 16.03| 848 20.82| 8,130 16.42
35-39 o 6698 14.74] 725/ 17.80 7423|1499
40-44 - 4863 10.70] 411 10.09 5,274 10.65|
45-49 N i 4155 9.14] 7 59 4,464 9.02
50-54 B e ) | sers 7.21] 224 3499 7.07
[55-59 ) - 2514 5.53 126 3 09‘ 2640 533
60 And Over N ) 3064 6.74 102 2.50 3,166 6.39
TOTAL el 45439  100.00 4073 100.00 49,512 100.00
[MEAN AGE 38.12 35 51| 37 9o|
MEDIAN AGE ) 36.00] ‘ 34 00|
MOST SERIOUS COMMITMENT OFFENSE TYPE MALE FEMALE | TOTAL
N % N % | N | %
Crimes Against Persons (Sex Offenses Not Included) 20191 44.44 1537 37.74| 21,728 43.88|
|Sex Offenses ‘ | 7ess| 16.91] 140 3.44| 7,825  15.80
Drug Offenses 6290/ 13.84 1080 26.52! 7,370 14.89|
WBumlaD{ Offenses S 5331 11.73 436 10.70 5,767 11.65
[Against Justice/Public Administration - 1913 421 372 913] 2,285 4.62
Property Offenses o | 1388 3.00] 304 7.46 1667 3.37]
Firearm Offenses 1586 3.49| 43| 1.06] 1,629  3.29
Fraud Offenses - 661 1.45 131 3.22 792 1.60
[Motor Vehicle Offenses - 411 0.90 29 0.71] 440 0.89
Miscellaneous o 8 0.02 1 0.02 9] 0.02
TOTAL 45,439)  100.00 4,073  100.00 49,512 100.00

SOURCE: BUREAU OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION /COMPILED BY: R. Craig Bennie, Senior Researcher
/EDITED BY: Steve Van Dine, Senior Researcher



OHIO DEPARTMENT OF REHABILITATION AND CORRECTION

JANUARY 2018 INSTITUTIONAL CENSUS

SOURCE: BUREAU OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION /COMPILED BY: R. Craig Bennie, Senior Researcher

/EDITED BY: Steve Van Dine, Senior Researcher

INCARCERATED OFFENDER'S COUNTY OF COMMITMENT BY GENDER AND RACE - JANUARY 2018
OHIO COUNTY \ ~ MALE | FEMALE | BLACK WHITE | OTHER* | COUNTY PERCENT
N | % N % N % N | % N | %  TOTAL |OF TOTAL
ADAMS | 1a4] 029 25| 005 8] 0.2 161] 033 o] 000 69| 0.34|
ALLEN | s02[ 101 42 o008 300] 061 230 046 14| 003 544  1.10]
|ASHLAND 181 037] 19 0.4 15| 003 181 037 4] o001 200/  0.40]
[ASHTABULA | 415| 084 47| 009] 96| o019 344| 069 22| 004 462 093
[ATHENS 268] 054 34| 007 31|  o06| 266 054 5| 001 302 061
|AUGLAIZE 132 o27| 27| 005 10| 002 147 o030f 2| 000f  159| 0.32
BELMONT 235 047 27| 0.5 57| 0.42|  200] 0.0 5 0.01] 262 0.53|
BROWN 251|051 55| 011 13| 0.3 291| 059 2| 0.0 306 0.62
BUTLER | 1271|  257] 126] 025 437] 088 887| 179 73| 045] 1,307 2.82|
[CARROLL | 50| o040 5| 001 1| 0.0 53| o011 1| 0.00 55| 0.1
CHAMPAIGN | 176] 0.36] 31| o 06 18| 004 185 037 4] o001 207 0.42
CLARK | 737|149 e8| 0413 327|066 459  0.93] 17| 003  803] 162
CLERMONT 694 140 89| o018 66| 043  705| 1.42 12| 002 783 1.58|
[CLINTON 148] 030 17|  0.03 18] 0.04 142| 029 5 0.01] 165 0.33|
COLUMBIANA | 256]  0.52] 42| 008 50| 0.2 236| 0.8 3| 001 208  0.60|
COSHOCTON | 175|  0.35) 24| 005 19| o004 78] 036 2| 000  199[ 0.40
[CRAWFORD | 246| 0.50 64| 013 31| 0.6 272|055 7| 001 310 063
[CUYAHOGA | 7069| 14.28] 379| o077| 5527| 11.16] 1520] 3.07| 401] o081 7448]  15.04
IDARKE 102]  0.21 5| o001 8 002 97| 0.0 2| 000 107 0.22|
DEFIANCE 214|043 33| 0.07] 30| 006 184 037 33| 007] 247 0.50
DELAWARE 269| 054 23] 005 82| 017 198] 040 12 &@* 292|059
ERIE 352  o71| 34 007 186| 0.38 190| 0.38 10| 002 38| 078
FAIRFIELD | 31| 063 45| 009 45| 009 301 o061 10| o002 356 0.72
FAYETTE 207| 042 31 006 39| o008 195|  0.39 4 001 2@1» 0.48
FRANKLIN 4870| 984| 307| o062| 3006] 625 1858| 375| 223] 045 5177 1046

[FULTON 58] o042 5] o001 4 001 51 0.10 8| 002 63 0.13
GALLIA | 144] o020 26| 0.5 37| o007 130] 026 3] o001 170  o0.34
IGEAUGA | 9| 019 19| 004 20 o004 92| o019 3 001 115 0.23
(GREENE | 426| o086 39| 008 150]  0.30 280 058 26| 005 465 0.4
|GUERNSEY 205|041 34| 007 43| 009 193] 039 3| 001 239 0.8
(HAMILTON | 3994| 8.07[ %vo‘g 050 3116] 629 1051] 212| 77| 0.16] 4,244 8.57|
HANCOCK | 205|041 16|/ 0.03] 44| 0.9 163  0.33 14| 0.03 221 0.45|
HARDIN | 1e9| 034/ 33| 007 9| 002 191 0.39 2| 000 202 0.41
HARRISON | 37| 007 6| o001 2| 000 41| 0.08] o| 0.00] 43 0.09|
[HENRY 82| 0417 4 oot 2| 000 72| 015 12| 002 86 0.7
HIGHLAND |  197] o040 28] o006 10| 002 213 043 2| o000 225 0.45
HOCKING |  117|  o0.24 21|  0.04 5 0.01 133 0.27 o] 0.0 138|  0.28
HOLMES 53] o011 e o001 2 000 57| 042 o]  0.00] 59 0.12
[HURON 124|025 14| 003 10| 0.02 119]  0.24] o 002 138] 0.8
JACKSON. 130| 026 45| 0.9 20|  0.04 154|  0.31 1 000 175 0.3
JEFFERSON |  258| 052 18] 004  141] 028  133] 027] 2| 000 276 0.56
[KNOX | 188 027 14| 0.03] 8| 002 139 o028 2| 000 149|  0.30]
[LAKE 689| 139] 70| 0414] 257| 052 480| o097 22| 004  759| 15
MVRENCE | ﬂﬂ 064 45/ 0.9 42| 0.8 318|064 3 001 33 073
LICKING 715|144 72| 015 127|026 648]  1.31 12| 002 787 1.59
ILOGAN | 170|034 25| 0.5 32| o0os] 57| 032 8| o001 = 195 0.39
LORAIN |  8s5| 173] 38| 008 425| 086 348  0.70 120]  0.24 893  1.80|
LUCAS 1927|389 99| 020 1212] 245 697| 1.41] 117|024 202  4.09
[MADISON | 123| 025 15| 003] 20| o004 110 022 8| 002 13| 0.8
[MAHONING | 1058 214| 67| 0.14] 734| 1.48] 352 071 39| o008 1125 227
IMARION | 322|065 25 00 o7 o020] 238| o048 14| 003 = 347 0.70
[MEDINA 283 057 27| 0.8 53] 0.1 248 050 T‘ ~002[ 310 l_ 0.63|
[MEIGS 141|028 37| 007 10/ 002 167| 034 1| 0.00 178 0.36




INCARCERATED OFFENDER'S COUNTY OF COMMITMENT BY GENDER AND RACE - JANUARY 2018
| (continued) r i
OHIO COUNTY MALE ! FEMALE | BLACK WHITE | OTHER* COUNTY | PERCENT

| N | % | N % N % N | % | N % | TOTAL | OF TOTAL
|MERCER 82| o017] 10| o0.02| 4] 0.01 84 047 4 001 92 0.19
MIAMI | 27e] o0s8| 26| 005 42| 0.08 253  0.51 7] 001 302 0.61
MONROE 47| 0.09 6| 0.1 2| 000 51  0.10 o] 0.00 53 0.11
MONTGOMERY 2178  4.40 155  0.31 1405 284 879| 1.78 49 0.0 2,333 4.71
[MORGAN 50  0.10 5[ 0.01 5 001 48] 0.10 1 0.00 55| 0.1
[MORROW 72| o045 16| 0.3 2| 0.00 85| 047 1 0.0 88 0.18
MUSKINGUM 541 1.09 67| 0.4 146  0.29 451 0.91 1| 002 608 1.23
INOBLE 39| 008 8| 0.02 a4l o001 42| 0.08 1] 0.00 47 0.09
OTTAWA | 77| o048 6| 0.01 8| 002 69| 0.4 6| o001 83 0.17]
PAULDING 56| 0.1 6 001 3| o001 s8] 012 1 000 62| 0.13
PERRY 91 0.18 19|  0.04 2| 000 106]  0.21 2] o0.00 110 0.22
PICKAWAY 207| 042 44| 0.09 3| 007 215 043 1 0.00 251 0.51
PIKE 63 0.3 5/ 0.01 1 000 67| 0.4 0| 000 68 0.14
PORTAGE 442  0.89 45| 0.09 120 0.24] 30| 073 7| 001 487 0.98|
\PREBLE 145  0.29 15|  0.03 9] 002 140 o0.28 11| 002 160 0.32
PUTNAM | 77| 0.6| 7| o001 6| 001 67| 0.14] 1 002 84 0.17
[RICHLAND 667| 1.35 76| 045 287| 058  442] 089 14|  0.03 743 1.50
ROSS 303 061 43| 0.09 85| 047 258] 052 3| o001 346 0.70
SANDUSKY 239  0.48 27| 005 771 o016 165  0.33 24 005 266 0.54
|SCIOTO 672 1.36 153  0.31 214 043 607|  1.23 4] o001 825 1.67
SENECA 206| 042 20| 004 55| 0.1 153 0.31] 18] 0.4 226 0.46|
| SHELBY 173 035 22| 0.4 40|  0.08 150/  0.30 5| 001 195 0.39
STARK  14%6|  3.02 122|  0.25 725| 146 875| 177 18] 0.04 1,618 3.27
SUMMIT 2436  4.92 210/ 042 1355| 274 1241 251 50 0.0 2,646 5.34
[ TRUMBULL 681 1.38 55|  0.11 302| 061 425  0.86 9| 002 736 1.49
TUSCARAWAS 158|  0.32 20| 0.04 21| o004 148  0.30 9| 002 178 0.36
[UNION i 176|  0.36 28| o008 16| 003 180/ 0.36 8 002 204 0.41
VANWERT | 76| 0.5 7| 0.01] 7| o001 74| 0.5 2| 0.0 83 0.17
VINTON 60| 012 14| 0.03 1| 0.00 73] 0.5 0| 0.0 74| 0.15|
|WARREN 415| 084 47| 0.08 81 0.6 36| 074 15| 0.03 462| 093
WASHINGTON 139 028 13 0.03 18]  0.04 130 026 4 o001 152 0.31
'WAYNE | 230 048] 19| 0.4 48]  0.10 191]  0.39 10 002 249 0.50
WILLIAMS 131 0.26 13 0.03 4 001 132  0.27 8| 002 144 0.29]
WOOD 323|065 38 008 771 0416 240| 048 44| 0.09 361 0.73
\WYANDOT 104 0.2 1M 002 9] 002 105]  0.21 1| 0.00 115 0.23
OUT-OF-STATE 5/ 0.0 0| o000 1| 0.0 4 0.01 0| 0.0 5 0.01
TOTAL 45439 01.77| 4073| 823 22368] 4518] 25307] 51.20) 1,747 3.53| 49,512]  100.00

Figure 1. Counties With Largest Proportion of Inmates
MONTGOMERY, 2,333 LUCAS, 2,026
4.7% 4.1%
SUMMIT, 2,646
53% 0 ¥
FRANKLIN, 5,177 ,
10.5%
ALL OTHERS, 25,638

51.8%
HAMILTON, 4,244

8.6% \

—

CUYAHOGA, 7,448 _—
15.0%

* 'OTHER' includes Hispanic, Asian, and Native American.

Note: The percentage for each cell is a portion of the entire inmate population. For example, the 0.29% for the 144 males in prison from
Adams county is 0.29% of the total 49,512 population.

SOURCE: BUREAU OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION /COMPILED BY: R. Craig Bennie, Senior Researcher
/EDITED BY: Steve Van Dine, Senior Researcher



NUMBER OF INCARCERATED OFFENDERS BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND GENDER - JANUARY 2018

RACE/ETHNICITY OF INCARCERATED OFFENDERS MALE FEMALE GROUP | PERCENT

N |%ofmales] N |% offemales| TOTAL | OF TOTAL
Black ) 21338 46.96| 1030 1 25.29| 22,368 - 45.18]
White . 22409 49.32| 2988 73.36| 25,397 51.29
Hispanic 1,284 2.83 36 0.88] 1,320 267
~ White Hispanic - 271 0.60 16 0.39 287 0.58
Black Hispanic 46 0.10 1 0.02 47 0.09
Other Hispanic (Race Not Specified) 967 2.13 19 0.47 986| 1.99
Native American - 76 017 5 0.12 81 0.16
Asian 57| 0.13 8 0.20 65 0.13
Other 275 0.61 6 0.15 281 0.57
TOTAL 45,439 100.00| 4,073 100.00| 49,512 100.00

Figure 2. Commitment by Race/Ethnicity
H'SZAN'C OTHEmEsg;‘gl/\r’qqATwE
: 7%\ / 86%
‘;‘ «— BLACK
WHITE 45.18%
51.29% ——»
L)
NUMBER OF INCARCERATED OFFENDERS BY AGE AND GENDER - JANUARY 2018

INMATE AGE MALE FEMALE AGE | PERCENT

N % of males N % of females| TOTAL | OF TOTAL

116 B 5 ~ 0.01) 0 0.00 5 0.01
17 26 0.06 1 0.02 27 ~0.05
18 110 0.24 3 ~ 0.07 113 0.23
19 372 0.82 12 0.29 384 0.78
20 650 143 52 1.28 702 142
121-24 - 4498 9.90 391 9.60| 4,889 9.87,
25-29 i 7927 17.45 869 21.34] 8,79 17.77
30-34 7282 16.03 848 20.82| 8,130 16.42
35-39 - - 6698 14.74 725 17.80| 7,423| 14.99
40 - 44 4863 10.70 411 10.09] 5,274 10.65
45-49 B 4155 9.14 309 7.59| 4,464 9.02
50 - 54 3275 7.21 224 5.50|  3,499| 7.07
55 -59 2514 5.53 126 3.09| 2,640 5.33
60 - 64 - 1572 3.46] 66 1162|1638 3.31
65 -69 - ) 820 1.80 21 0.52 841 1.70
70 - 74 425 0.94 7 0.17 432 0.87
75-79 - 166  0.37 5 0.12 171 035
80 AND OVER 81 0.18 3 0.07 84 0.17
TOTAL 45439 100.00] 4,073 100.00| 49,512 100.00

'MEAN - 38.12 3557 37.90

MEDIAN 36.00 34.00 36.00 Bl
50 AND OVER 8,853 19.48 452| 11.10] 9,305 18.79
17 AND UNDER 31 007 1 0.02 32 0.06
18 AND OVER 45,408 99.93| 4,072 99.98| 49,480 99.94

SOURCE: BUREAU OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION /COMPILED BY: R. Craig Bennie, Senior Researcher

/JEDITED BY: Steve Van Dine, Senior Researcher



— = __AGE OF INCARCERATED OFFENDERS BY GENDER AND RACE - JANUARY 2018 SRl
| INMATE AGE | MALE FEMALE | BLACK | WHITE | OTHER AGE | PERCENT
o N | % | N | % | N % | N | ©°% ' N | % | TOTAL OFTOTAL
w | s oot of ooof 4 o002 o ooof — 1f o006l 5 001
7 | 26]  0.06] lﬁ _ 002} ZiL o113 oo1| o ooof 27| 008
8 |10 o2 3] oo7| 7| 039 23] 0oe| 3 od7| 113 023
19 | ar2| o082 12| o029 274 1 95| 037 15|  086| 384 078
20 | es0] 143 52| 128 467| 209] 219] o086 16| 092] 702]  1.42
21 o 852|188 Zlﬁﬂ 50|  264] 302|149 3| 177]  923] 1.6
22 | 1088| 239 92| 226 709| 3.47| 423] 1.67| 46| 263 1,178 2.38]
23 | 1178] 286|110 270|  776| 3.47|  469| 1.8 43|  246| 1,288] 260
24 | 1382] 304 118] 290| 883 395 &77| 227| 40| 220 1,500] 3.0
25 | 1504]  331| 15| 383 931] 4t6| 678 267| 51| 292 1.660] 3.5
26 | 1e05| 353 169 415 987| 441 732| 288 55| 3.15| 1,774 358
27 | 1e27| 388 189 44| 903| 4.04| 845 333 68| 389 1816| 367
28 | 1638] 361 189| 464 910 407|] 8s0] 335 68 3.89 1,828 369
o ] ssa| saef 166| 408|833 372| 819 322| 66| 378 1718 3.47|
0 | te77|  s47| 179 a30| eo7| 361|882 347| 67| 384| 1,756 355
3 | 14s9| 321 172| 422 e78| 3.03] 899] 354| 54 309 1631 3.29
2 | e 322|163 i 649  290| oto| 358 65| 372 1624  328]
33 | 1378| 303] 177| a35] 627] 280 870| 3.43 58] 3.32| 1555  3.14
3¢ | 1407 310| 157] 385 @ 280 873|344 65| 372| 1564 3.6
8 | 1379|303 82| 73| e2n| 278|  867| 341| 43| 24| 1,531] 309
36 | 1379| 303 166 408 623| 270| 72| 343] 50| 286 1,545 3.12
37 | 13es| 300 129 317| 586| 262| 846| 333 62| 355 1494 302
38 1316] 290 146| 358 590| 264| 815| 321 57| 326 1462 295
3 | 1269] 277] 132| 324 582| 260| 72{, 300f 474 269 1391 = 281
40 | 1149] 253 06| 238 543] 243] 647| 255 55| 3.145] 1,245 251
. | (.| S, 7] 1.74) 437f 1.95] 569f 224) 51 292 1,057) = 213
42 | 1004] im'az{?z.gf a53|  203| 594] 234 39| 223 1086 219
43 | eral 192 93] 228] 405 181 525| 207| 37| 212|967 1.95
44 | 8so| 187 69| 169 377| 19| 511 201 3| 177 919 1.86)
6 89| 191 75| 184 391| 1.75| 522| 206 31| 1.77| 044|191
46 | eaa| 208] 77| 189 416| 186 557| 249 48] 275| 1,021 206
47 | 8ss| 195 so% _147)  3e2| 175|627  208] 27| 155 048] 191
IS S . W T - 134 64| 183] a3 246 07| 1.9
49 | e9r| 153 49| 120 31| 1.39] 416] 1e64] 19| 109] 746] 151
@ |} eém} 148 36| 088 262) 117 420] 165 25 143 707) 143
L 684|151  e1] 1.50]  203] 131 427|168 25| 143] 745) @ 1.50)
52 | ese| 144] 36| o088] 277 1.24|  401] 158 EL 080f 6921 140
53 | e23] 137 51  1.25|  241] 1.08] 416| 164 17| o097| 674 1.36|
54 | e 14| _40} 098] 268 120 3s_si_ 1.53) 24| 137|681 1.38]
55 574 1.26] 30| 074 240 1.07] 337 1.33| 27| 1.65| 604] 122
56 | 525 116] 26| o0s64] 216] o097| 314] 1.24] 21| 120]  ss1| 1.1
57 | sof| 1d2] 25| oe1| 224 100 204 1.6 14| 080} 532 107
58 | ae3| 1o02[ 31 o76] 199 0.9 279 140 16| 092 494 1.0
5 | aa5] 098 14| 034 191| o085 248 o098 20 41E’4§gL 093
60 | a05| o0ss| 25| os61] 178 o080 241 o095 11| 063 430 0.87
61 | 37| o081 18] o044 158] 071 214| o084 13| 074 38| 078
62 | ass| os3 sl o20] 13| ossl 15| 061 o o052 204] 059
63 | 252 055 @ 8] 020 103f 046/  152| 060] 5| 029f 260 0.5
64 262 088 7| o0d7| 16| 052 14| o057| 9] 052] 269] 054
65 | 207 QA_sf 5| 0412 87| 039 119 o047 6| 034 212 0.43]
6 | tes| oar| 5| oiZ 73 o33 o3 o3| 5 o0z 71| o3
67 J 1576@ 5| 012 s8] o026] 101 040 3 oa7| 162 0.3
68 | 18| o0 3 oo7| 57| 028 95%__-37_ 4 0234 15| = 032
69 | el eaof o oor) 3ol ofs|  fos| o4t 4 ozs| 140l o028
70ANDOVER |  672| 1.48 15| 037 172| o77| 42| 1.94] 23] 132 687 1.39
TOTAL _%Bj | 100.00] 4,073| 100.00) 22,368| 100.00| 25,397| 100.00] 1,747| 100.00| 49,512  100.00
MEAN 38.12 | 3551 36.17 39.44| 37.78 3780
MEDIAN | 3600 | 3400 | 3400 ___ 37.00 | 36.00 | 36.00]

SQURCE: BUREAU OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION /COMPILED BY: R. Craig Bennie, Senior Researcher
/EDITED BY: Steve Van Dine, Senior Researcher



NUMBER OF INCARCERATED SENATE BILL 2 (SB2) OFFENDERS, BY FELONY LEVEL OF MOST
SERIOUS CONVICTION OFFENSE, GENDER AND LENGTH OF AGGREGATE SENTENCE,

N T T . ~ Janpuary2018 =0 e
FELONY/SENTENCE CATEGORY MALE “MINIMUM, AVERAGE AND FEMALE  [MINIMUM, AVERAGE AND) TOTAL*
MAXIMUM SENTENCE MAXIMUM SENTENCE
. — _ TERM(INMONTHS) | | TERM(INMONTHS) | -
- - = N | % | MIN | AVG | MAX | N [ % _MIN AVG | MAX | N | _°o;‘
IDEATH | e4 o053 NA  NA NA 1 04 NA| NA|  NA 65 051
LFE | 3395 2815 N/A‘  NA] NA| 203 32 74 ~ NA| N/A| N/A| 3598 2838
FRST J ~ 5778]  47.91| 18.00/ 196.08  3096.00] 228, 36.77| 3600 163.08] 780.00] 6,006 47.37
[SECOND | 1627, 1349 800 137.76] 1320.00| 92| 14.84| 2400 11825 61200 1,719 1356}
THIRD R ) 7.54] 600 11245/ 52800] 60  9.68| 900/ 7202 30000] 969 764
FOURTH | 161 134] 600 8@ 69500 19 3.6 —66[ 53.22] 126.00] 180 1.42|
FIFTH | 125 1.04[ 300 7485  300.00 17 274 300 3436 9500| 142 112
TOTALSENATEBILL2 | 1205 100.00 s, | e _@oﬁ T | q2em] 10000
% OF TOTAL INCARCERATED | 2436 125 ‘ 25,61
* INCLUDES "HYBRID' COMMITMENTS WITH BOTH PRE-SB2 AND SB2 OFFENSES AND SENTENCE STRUCTURE. BASED ON AGGREGATE MINIMUM TERMS
FOR CASES WITH COMBINED INDETERMINATE SENTENCES.
NUMBER OF INCARCERATED PRE-SB2 OFFENDERS, BY FELONY LEVEL OF MOST
SERIOUS CONVICTION OFFENSE, GENDER AND LENGTH OF AGGREGATE SENTENCE,
| FELONY/SENTENCE CATEGORY | ~ MALE | MINIMUM, AVERAGE AND |  FEMALE }WIMW, AVERAGE AND| TOTAL
MAXIMUM SENTENCE MAXIMUM SENTENCE
I [ | TERM (INMONTHS)** | | TERM(INMONTHS)** |
| w0 w | M [ ave | max | N | % | MIN | AVG | MAX r_N__wl_ %
DEATH | ez ﬁg_ NA — NA NAl 0 000 NA  NA  NA 62/ 1.58
LIFE = 2168, 56.62] NA|  N/A| _ﬁﬂ 80| 7692 NA_  NA|  NA| 2248 5716
FIRST | 14e3] 38| 2400 209.28] 3876.00] 22 21.15| 6000 156.32 840.00| 1485 3776
SECOND 102, 266 2400/ 13069, 50400 2| 192 24.00 90.00] 156.00] 104 2,64
THIRD INDETERMINATE | 4| 0.0 4200 14550 18000] O  000| ~NA NA  NA[ 4 010
THIRD DETERMINATE 21 055 1800 14943 36000| O 000] NA[ NAl NAl 21 053
FOURTH INDETERMINATE 5 013] 2400 4. eol 90.00 0o 000 NA NA N/AL 5 013
[FOURTH DETERMINATE | 4l 010 22 00 | 9089 1970%: o 0.0 NIA CNA ng‘# 4 0.0
ITOTAL PRE-SB2 | 3820 10000, [ | 104/ 100.00 e 3,933 100.00|
% OF TOTAL INCARCERATED | 773 021 7.94
** FOR INDEFINITE SENTENCE TERMS, THE MINIMUM, AVERAGE AND MAXIMUM VALUES REFER TO THE DISTRIBUTION OF THE AGGREGATE MINIMUM
SENTENCE.
NUMBER OF INCARCERATED HB86 OFFENDERS, BY FELONY LEVEL OF MOST
SERIOUS CONVICTION OFFENSE, GENDER AND LENGTH OF AGGREGATE SENTENCE,
FELONY/SENTENCE CATEGORY MALE MINIMUM, AVERAGE AND |  FEMALE | MINIMUM, AVERAGE AND|  TOTAL***
MAXIMUM SENTENCE MAXIMUM SENTENCE
P . | TERM(INMONTHS) | TERM(INMONTHS) |
SRR Sl L‘ me Cave | omac | N | % | | oave | max | N | %
DEATH | #1 oo4k NIA CNIAL NIA| o o000 mwA NA  NAl 11 003
uFE 1274 431 WA NA|  NA| 70 209 NA  NA  NA| 1344 409
FRST | 6%  2367] 1200 10781 193200 546 1630 @& 8347 49200 7542 2292
SECOND 8981 30.39| 900 6330 67200 882 26.34] 2400 5862 780.00| 9,863 29.98]
THRD | 7850/ 2656 203r 38.74| 74 360.00] 1006] 3004 200 33. 70| 216.00 8,856 26 92
FOURTH = 2741 928|500 2314 276 oof’uo 1224[ 200 2188 104 oo'_'a 151
FIFTH — 1698 575] 2.0 18.2 21 19200 1299 300 1791 12000 2,133 648
[ TOTAL HB86 | 29551 100.00 1] 3349 10000 | 32 mol ~100.00|
% OF TOTAL INCARCERATED | sees| | % G ' __66.45]

*¥* INCLUDES 'HYBRID' COMMITMENTS WITH BOTH PRE-HB86 AND HB86 OFFENSES AND SENTENCE STRUCTURE.

| ALL INCARCERATED OFFENDERS BY FELONY LEVEL OF MOST SERIOUS CONVICTION OFFENSE, GENDER AND LENGTH OF AGGREGATE SENTENCE

FELONY/SENTENCE CATEGORY MALE MINIMUM, AVERAGE AND FEMALE | MINIMUM, AVERAGE AND TOTAL
MAXIMUM SENTENCE MAXIMUM SENTENCE
1 1 TERMGNMONWS | __ || TERM{INMONTHS)
= TN % MIN | AVG | MAX | N | % | MIN | AVG | MAX
UFEDEATH | 6974 1535| NA_NA|  NA| 354 860 NA NA __ NA V‘g} _14782
FIRST - 14@\ 3133|1200 15406 3876.00|  796] 19.54| 36.00 108.20| 840.00 15,033 30.36
SECOND 10710 2367| 800 7525] 132000 076  23.96| 24.00] 6430 780.00| 11686  23.60
THRD 8784]  1933]  200| 4660  52800] 1066  26.17| 200 3586 300.00] 9,850  19.89
FOURTH 2011 64| 5 o 26.76] 69500 420 10.53] 200 2327 12600] 3340 6.75)
FFTH | 1823] 401 2. 00, 0 2208 30000] 452 11.10] 300 1853 120.00] 2275 459
TOTAL POPULATION 45439 100.00 4,073 100.00 , 49512 100.00

SOURCE: BUREAU OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION /COMPILED BY: R. Craig Bennie, Senior Researcher
/EDITED BY: Steve Van Dine, Senior Researcher



JANUARY 2018
NUMBER OF INCARCERATED OFFENDERS BY MOST SERIOUS COMMITMENT OFFENSE
Sorted by Gender and Sentencing Code

MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE* \ | Ohio Revised | PRE-SB2| SB2 | HB86 PRE-SBZ[ SB2 | HB86 | DEPT, | %OF

_**  Code (O.R.C.) MALE MALE | MALE | FEMALE FEMALE| FEMALE @ TOTAL TOTAL
2,631 6,638 11,002 88 428 1,021 21,726 | 43.88

ABDUCTION - v 12005.02 1 16 123 a 0 0 140 28
[ATT ABDUCTION ) o v | I 15 o | 8 | o4
[AGGRAVATED ARSON = v l .02 ) 7{ 43 163 2 T 29 240 .50
ATT AGGRAVATED ARSON = v_| 2 i 16 a 28 06|
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT Vv j2e0812 4: 173‘ 0 s [
AGGRAVATED MENACING ) v 2003217211 o ‘ % | 05
AGGRAVATED MURDER V20301 1zzs 147 405 041 5.04
ATT AGGRAVATED MURDER v 59 u 17 | 28
AGGRAVATED MURDER ORC2 —\v lz02003 2 00|
| AGGRAVATED RIOT = X L 5 | ot
|AGGRAVATED VEHICULAR ASSAULT ] [zooa 08 l o’ 22 171 | 23 47|
AGGRAVATED VEHICULAR HOMICIDE | 200308 74 211 21 32 | .73
[ASSAULT V200813 o 4 106 131 | 28
CHILD ENDANGERMENT **ii201922 27 205 1 337 68
CHILD STEALING 200133 T .00
CONTAMINATING SUBSTANCE FOR HUMAN CONSUMPTION 1 00

INTAMINATING SUBSTANCE FOR HUMAN CONSUMPTT 292724
| DOMESTIC VIOLENCE |2819.25 O 1 6 0 | 680 1.39|
= = 1 13
f 2

|EXTORTION 12005.11 11 03]
IFAILURE TO PROVIDE FOR IMPAIRED PERSON |2003.16 o0
FELONIOUS ASSAULT o 5 lv 200311 35 ——l 2279 058 L 6.18
ATT FELONIOUS ASSAULT v 270 37 4
FIRST DEGREE MURDER ORC1 v 20101 27 [ 27 | 0§
INVOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER - vV lzems04 | 53 s 53 124 147 208
IKIDNAPPING V. zees0t 1o7j 325 21 75 | 161
IMAKING TERRORISTIC THREATS [gnos 23 ) o 01_ 2 00|
IMURDER V. |2008.02 663 1458] 543 aq{ 114 35 288 574
ATT MURDER v_| 38 240 170 0 =L 7 48 | %5
MURDER ORC1 - iv 2001.06 12 0 0 0 ol ol 12 02
MURDER ORC2 V202004 3 0 0 o 0 0 3 o1
MURDER OF PEACE OFFICER o ) vV Jmo104a | 4 o o o [ 0 4 o
INONSUPPORT DEPENDENTS [2019.21 i _o] 43 66 o 2 9 120 24
PATIENT ABUSE OR NEGLECT = V200334 — o o [} oI i o 00
PERMIT CHILD ABUSE e v |2003.5 ) o 3 z o 1. 3 s o]
[TRAFFICKING IN PERSONS o v l2e0832 T @ 0 6 24 05
VOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER v 200308 30 zss 57 13‘_ 17 4 | 1.00
ATT VOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER ) v 2 0 o | o2
ROBBERY OFFENSES 25| 4,77 4.:»5 1 55 301 .543 | 1321
IAGGRAVATED ROBBERY _ N ot 1_70 1491 s 2149[ 1 45| 97 3053 7.08
| ATTEMPTED AGGRAVATED ROBBERY v 13 44 o o 1 84 13
ARMED ROBBERY ORC1 v lee0143 0] ) 0 0 8 | o
ROBBERY ('ATTEMPTS' INCLUDED) o | 2002 0 1o 203 2518 | 509
~ 2nd Degree Felony 1v 201102 ] zo\ 229 1465 o o 119] 1842 | a7
_ 3rd Degree Felony ) - v 281102 { =5 0 40| 509 0 il 76 628 1.2

— 4th Degree Felony == V*2011.02 u; 3 38 1 [ [} 8 4 10|
IUNARMED ROBBERY ORC1 vV [2001.12 1] - o o 1 00
|SEX OFFENSES = s,m 3, m w a2 82 7,827 15.81
|ABDUCTION FOR IMMORAL PURPOSES v Jeeotar o o g 00
COMPEL PROSTITUTION o * 2007.21 o 3 7 | o3
DISSEMINATING MATTER HARMFUL TO JUVENILES 200731 o _o o\ 0 3| o
|FAILURE NOTIFY CHANGE ADDRESS - SEX OFFENDER 295005 30 319 o ) 72|
|FAILURE TO REGISTER SEX OFFENSE - _'* 2050.04 ) 11 50 | .10
[FAILURE TO VERIFY ADDRESS - SEX OFFENDER - 2050.08 75 1 e | a7
FELONIOUS SEXUAL PENETRATION [V [2007.12 122 o 128 { 25
ATT FELONIOUS SEXUAL PENETRATION = v n 3 o1
V200705 + 231 395 7 a5 | 1.3

3
IMPORTUNING ) ~ |2001.07 0 20 o o [}] 35 07|
IPANDERING OBSCENITY | Jesorae |3 131 i 347r or o 8 480 90|

[} 0
—

PROMOTING PROSTITUTION _ 1 lee0722

1

PUBLIC INDECENCY E N I |2e07.00 3 ol 4 l .01
RAPE v [2e07.02 9oo 2523 1348 14 3 28] 4844 0.78
— v i ‘*— “f* SIE 278 | B¢

1
ATT RAPE - R 49 106/ 118 0 1 4 278 6
SEXUAL BATTERY 2007.03 172 317 o 4 & 503 1.02|
|ATT SEXUAL BATTERY [ o o 0 8 02
|SEX OFFENDER REGISTRATION PENALTIES T 2es088 o 4 o[ o’[ 0 4 o
|SOLICITING YOUTH /SOLICIT WITH HIV - * |2007.24 0 o ] 2] 5 01
[UNLAWFUL SEXUAL CONDUCT WITH MINOR | |2007.04 j: sz 249 o 3 13w |70
|ATT UNLAWFUL SEXUAL CONDUCT WITH MINOR = 11 [} o 1, 14 | o3
IVOYEURISM — J2soros o o [ 2 00|
BURGLARY OFFENS!S 130 ,045 4, 106 | 38 308 5,767 11.85|
|AGGRAVATED BURGLARY B v o111 148 530 ms\ o 11 \ 43| 1547 3.12
ATTEMPTED AGGRAVATED BURGLARY v T ) 4] 28 0 ol qi 61 12|
BURGLARY ( 'ATTEMPTS' INCLUDED) | T 3,263 o 27 355 4159 | ﬂ
 2nd Deqrea Felony = vV 21112 17 58 2080 2867'
B 3rd Degree Felony v [2911.42 1] 127] 1001 q 7‘ 125 1261 261
~ 4th Degree Felony L IR R ) o 1 174, 0 1 37,
Sth Degree Felony 1 eettaz | S | T S - a =

* FOR SOME CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS, SEX OFFENSES AND AGGRAVATED BURGLARY, ATTEMPTED OFFENSES ARE
REPORTED SEPARATELY. FOR OTHER CRIMES, ATTEMPTED OFFENSES ARE INCLUDED IN THE PRIMARY CATEGORIES.

** 'y' SIGNIFIES A CRIME OF VIOLENCE IN ACCORDANCE WITH O.R.C. 2901.01 (A)(9)(a).

*** ONLY SOME ARE VIOLENT.

SOURCE: BUREAU OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION /COMPILED BY: R, Craig Bennie, Senlor Researcher
/EDITED BY: Steve Van Dine, Senior Researcher



JANUARY 2018
NUMBER OF INCARCERATED OFFENDERS BY MOST SERIOUS COMMITMENT OFFENSE

Sorted by Gender and Sentencing Code

MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE* { Ohio Revised | PRE-SB2| SB2 | HB86 PRE-SB2| SB2 | HB86 DEPT. | % OF
= ** | Code (O.R.C.)| MALE | MALE | MALE  FEMALE FEMALE| FEMALE | TOTAL | TOTAL
PROPERTY OFFENSES 4 110) 1,249 0 23 281 1667 | 3.37
ARSON —— [V 2008.03 1 1 22| [} 0 1] 25 05
BREAKING AND ENTERING | jeetias | [} 16 171 0 0 11 198 40|
RECEIVING STOLEN PROPERTY 201351 2| 18 323 0 1 48 393 .79
SAFECRACKING B 291131 0 5] 22] of o 3 30 08
TAMPERING WITH COIN MACHINE B 2011.32 o! 0 4 [} 0 ) 4 01
THEFT (FELONY) 2013.02 1 65| 667 0 21 214 068 1.08
UNAUTHORIZED USE OF TELECOMM IT PROPERTY 12013.04 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 .00
UNAUTHORIZED USE OF VEHICLE = 2013.03 0 0 6 3 [}] 1] 7 o1
VANDALISM [2900.05 0 4 32 0 1 2 30 08
VEHICULAR VANDALISM | |2e08.08 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 .00
DRUG OFFENSES 7 586 5,607 0 60 1020 7,370 14.89|
ABUSING HARMFUL INTOXICANTS [2025.31 0 0 1 0 [ 2 3 o1
CORRUPTION OF ANOTHER WITH DRUGS 12025.02 1 6| 104 [ 0 35 148 29
COUNTERFEIT CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE OFFENSE 2026.37 [} 3 4 0 0 3 10
DECEPTION TO OBTAIN DRUG 202522 [} 4" 13 [} 3] 17 37 07
DRUG LAW PHARMACY VIOLATION 472051 0 [} 3 0 0 3 6 o1
DRUG POSSESSION 2025.11 0 200 2060 0 20 408 2,688 5.43
FUNDING DRUG TRAFFICKING = = 2025.05 0 1 2 0 [} 4 7 o1
ILLEGAL MANUFACTURE OF DRUGS B 2025.04 o 39 1080 0 6 232 1,357 274
ILLEGAL PROCESSING OF DRUG DOCUMENT = 12025.23 0 1 3 [ EiN 3 8 .02
PERMIT DRUG ABUSE B 2025.13 0 [} 3 [} 1 3] 7 o1
TAMPERING WITH DRUGS - 2025.24 0 [ 3 0 [} 1 4 01
| THEFT OF DRUGS B 202521 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 00
TRAFFICKING IN DRUGS = | |2e25.03 5 332] 2421 [ 29 309] 3086 6.25
MOTOR VEHICLE OFFENSES = 0 20 391 o 0 29 )
DRIVING UNDER LIFETIME SUSPENSION = |4510.18 0 0 1 o 0 [} 1] 00|
FAILURE TO STOP MV AFTER ACCIDENT B 14549.02 0 0 13 0 0] 3 16 | .03
OPERATING VEHICLE UNDER INFLUENCE 4511.19 [ 200 377 [ 0 26 423 85
FRAUD OFFENSES il [] 137, 518 ] 12 119 792 1.60
| CRIMINAL SIMULATION - 2013.32 I [} 0 1 0 [} 0 1 .00
DEFRAUD CREDITOR ) 2013.45 [} of 1 o 0 0 1 00
ENGAGING IN CRIMINAL ACTIVITY = 2623.32 5 119) 385 [} 9 72 580 1.18]
FORGERY = 2013.31 if— 12 85 [ 2| 33 133 27|
ILLEGAL USE OF FOOD STAMPS o 2013.48 —0), 0 4 0 o] [ 4 .01
MEDICAID FRAUD 2913.40 1 0 0 ol 0 1 2 .00
MISUSE OF CREDIT CARD 2013.21 0 0 10 0 0 11 21 04
IMONEY LAUNDERING B 1315.55 0 of s 0 [} 0 5 01
PASSING BAD CHECKS B 2013.11 1 3 12 [} 0 0 16 03]
SECURE WRITINGS BY DECEPTION 2013.43 I 0 0 [} 0 1 0 1| 00
SECURITIES FRAUD | |1roraa of 3 4 0 of o 7 01
TELECOMMUNICATION FRAUD - 12013.05 0 0 9 [} 0 2 11 02
FIREARM AND RELATED OFFENSES B 3 71 1,512 [ ] 42 1,620 3.29
CARRY CONCEALED WEAPON | 2m3.42 1 3 93 0 [ 4 101 20
|FIREARMS SPECIFICATION - 204144 0 [} 12 0 0 [ 12 02
HAVING WEAPON WHILE UNDER DISABILITY 202313 2 42 1125 [} 1 17 1,187 2.40
POSSESSION OF CRIMINAL TOOLS 2023.24 0 2 14 o 0 3 19 .04
UNLAWFUL POSSESSION /HANDLE /DISCHARGE /OF FIREARM V**+12623,16/.161 0 23] 265 [} 0 17 305 62
UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF ORDNANCE 2023.17 [} 1 3 0 0 1 5 01
OFFENSES AGAINST JUSTICE/PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION i 2 147 1,764 o] 16 356 2,285 462
ARSON REGISTRATION OFFENSE [2900.15 0 [ 1 [] 0 [} 1 .00
BRIBERY | [em1.02 [ 2 6 0] 0 0 8 02
CASINO GAMING OFFENSE | |at7290 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 .00}
DISRUPTING PUBLIC SERVICE 2000.04 0 2] 10 0 [} 1] 13 03
ESCAPE vV |202134 2 55 268 [} 1 48] 375 78|
HARRASSMENT BY INMATE 2021.38 [} 1 11 [ 0 8 20 | 04
ILLEGAL WEAPONS IN CORRECTION FACILITY 202138 0 4 178] 0 3 82 267 | 54
IMPERSONATING OFFICER 202151 o/ 1] 2 o 0 0 3 .01

SOURCE: BUREAU OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION /COMPILED BY: R. Craig Bennie, Senior Researcher
/EDITED BY: Steve Van Dine, Senior Researcher



JANUARY 2018
NUMBER OF INCARCERATED OFFENDERS BY MOST SERIOUS COMMITMENT OFFENSE
Sorted by Gender and Sentencing Cade
MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE* Ohio Revised | PRE-SB2 l SB2 HBB6 I PRE-SB2| SB2 = HB86 ' DEPT. ' % OF
** | Code (O.R.C.)| MALE | MALE | MALE | FEMALE FEMALE FEMALE | TOTAL | TOTAL
OFFENSES AGAINST JUSTICE/PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION - CONT'D =

INCITING TO VIOLENCE vV [2017.01 0 0 0 0 1 1 .00
|INDUCING PANIC vV [2017.31 0 12 0 0 12 .02,
INTERFERE WITH CUSTODY 12019.23 0 1 0 o 1 .00
INTIMIDATION vV |2021.03 2 17 '} 2 21 .04
INTIMIDATION OF CRIME VICTIM OR WITNESS vV [2021.04 0 4 22 0 0 5 31 08
OBSTRUCTING JUSTICE 2021.32 0 1 18 0 1 7 27 .05
OBSTRUCTING OFFICIAL BUSINESS 2021.31 [ 0 14/ 0 0 [} 14 .03
OPEN BURNING OR DUMPING 3734.03 0 0 1 [ 0 0 1 .00
PARTICIPATING IN CRIMINAL GANG 2923.42 [} 5 71 0 1 77 .18
PERJURY 2021.11 0 0 1 0 2 3 01
RECOGNIZANCE VIOLATION 2937.20/.99 [ 4 78 0 22 104 21
lRESISI'ING ARREST /FAILURE TO COMPLY  |2021.331.331 0 30 608 0 1 43 682 1.38]
RETALIATION ~ 20821.05 0 4 21 0 0 4 29 .08
 TAKING IDENTITY OF ANOTHER 2013.49 0 6 30 0 2 26 64 13
AMPERING WITH EVIDENCE 2021.12 20 290 0 4 88 402 .81
TAMPERING WITH RECORDS 12013.42 3 31 0 1 10 45 09
TELECOMMUNICATIONS HARRASSMENT |2817.21 [} 3 0 0 0 3 .01
THEFT IN OFFICE 2021.41 0 1 0 0 3 1 5 .01
VIOLATION OF PROTECT ORDER |2919.27 0 1 68 0 0 4 73 15,
VIOLATION OF VENDOR TAX PAYMENT |6730.12 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 .00
OTHER FELONY OFFENSES 1 4 3 0 ) 1 ) .02
ABUSE OF CORPSE | 202701 0 0 [} 0 0 1 1 00|
COMPLICITY 2023.03 ] 1 0 0 0 Q 1 .00|
CONSPIRACY 1 2923.01 i 2 0 0 0 3 01|
ILLEGAL HAZARD WASTE DISPOSAL 3734.02 0 [} 1 0 0 0 1 .00|
ILLEGAL TRANSPORTATION OF SCRAP TIRES 3734.83 0 0 2 ) 0 0 3 00|
PROHIBITIONS CONCERNING COMPANION ANIMALS 050,131 0 1 0 ] 0 [} 1 00|
| TOTAL FELONY OFFENSES 3,620) 12,058 20,551 104 620 3349 40,512 100,00

Figure 3. Combined Pre-SB2, SB2, & HE86 Commitments by Offense Caegory*

OTHER
MOTOR VEHICLE
o ! (5 | TOTAL INCARCERATED
FIREARMS | | 49,512

FRAUD

JUSTICE/PUBLIC ADMIN.

SEX

BURGLARY

MISC. PROPERTY

AGAINST PERSONS

DRUGS

0 5,000 10,000 15,000 20,000 25,000

SOURCE: BUREAU OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION /COMPILED BY: R. Craig Bennle, Senior Researcher
/EDITED BY: Steve Van Dine, Senior Researcher



COMPARISON OF CENSUS YEARS 2018, 2017, 2016, 2013, & 2009

CENSUS DATE_1/1/2018 le/2017| 1/1/2016 1/1/2013  1/1/2009

OHIO COUNTIES WITH THE HIGHEST NUMBER OF n=49,512 | n=50,362 | n=50,515 | n=49,820  n=50,655 |
COMMITTED INMATES - S A A ]
Cuyahoga 1 15.04 15.08) 1544  17.48]  18.34
fEn e 0 Tl mual_ Nl 05 9.70
Hamiton | 8.7 862 864  9.82 10.05
Summit - - 534 562 568 553 501
[Montgomery | am| asm| 473 506 555
Lucas 409 4200 3.97 3.90 4.30
All Others _ 5178]  5i44] 5110 47. ssl _ 47.05
TOTAL* _ 100.00 100.00 100.00| 100.00 100.00
RACE/ETHNICITY OF INCARCERATED OFFENDERS s i RN W — ]
— —— —_— — — i S— S— —
Black | 4518 4443 4433 46.13  48.08|
White |~ st29  5232] 5259  50.60  49.37|
Hispanic e 287 252 245 261  1.86|
 White Hispanic = 0.58<i 072 074  1.29| 1.51
| Black Hispanic C e EL - 0.09‘ 0.12 0114_ ~0.15)  0.06
| Other Hispanic (Race Not Specified) e | e | 168 160 117  0.30
Native American 1 g1 013 012 013 012
Asisn 1043 o14l 015 016 0.6
Other - 057, 045 036 037 041
TOTAL* 100.00 10000 10000 100. 00, 100.00)
| 1

AGE OF INCARCERATED OFFENDERS (R |

15-19 107 o095 1.140L — 1 rﬁ_ 227

20-24 E 129 12,06, 1333 1576 16.10
2529 1m0 17.86]  17.66]  18.93]
034 ‘{L 1642, 1643 1525| 1637, 15.65
35-39 - | 1ase| 1468 1400  12.78]  13.37|
40-44 - | 1065 1059  10.88  10.98  11.22|
as49 | e ses| s s10  sss
s-s4 | 7er 710 698 718 6.30)
55-59 S ~ 533] 520 429\_ 3.42]
60 And Over 6.39 5.89 5430 428 3.11
[ TOTAL* | 100.00,  100.00  100.00,  100.00  100.00
MEAN AGE Dallaahnl: = ~ 37.90 37.63] 37.28] 3635 35.50
MEDIAN AGE EE R [ 36.00 3500 3500 3400  33.00

MOST SERIOUS COMMITMENT OFFENSE TYPE o
Crimes Aqainst Persons (Sex Offenses Not Included) | 4388  42.79|  43.03] 4351 41.07)
Sex Offenses 15.80 15.70 15.59 14.88  14.64|
Drug Offenses " 1489 154 1540  14.25  16.81]
Burglary Offenses S 11.65 12.09|  12.6] 1234 9.85
Against Justice/Public Administration — j_ B 4.62 435 415 4.49 575
Property Offenses | 337|383 423 484 598
Firearm offenses | 329 3.07 __}934__ 3.96 3.63
Fraud Offenses I ) A 69 —&GON* 062]  1.05
Motor Vehicle Offenses | 089 0.81 ~0.88)  1.03|  1.15|
Miscellaneous | 002  0.03  0.03 0.07] Oj
TOTAL* 10000 10000 10000 10000  100.00

* There is minor rounding error in some of the calculations
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