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INTRODUCTION

Over a decade agdhe Edward Byrne Memorial State and Local Law Enforcement Assistance Grant Program (Byrne
merged with the Locdlaw Enforcement Block Grant (LLEBG) to fornEtheard Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance
Grant (JAG) JAG inherited attributes from both Byrne and LEBBd today provides millions of dollars annually to
criminal justice agencies throughout the Unite@t®s. This funding habeen available to criminal justice agencies for
nearly 3 years ands a vital part of the success of countless criminal justice programs in Idaho.

JAG funding is administered by the Planning, Grants, and Research (PGR) depafrtheeidaho State Police (ISP)

the Governor appointed State Administering Agency (SAA) for Iddfech SAA is required to pabsough a
predetermined percentage of the state JAG allocation to units of local governmemR.} K2 Qa @GthrdllgH 6 f S
percentage for Federal Fiscal Year (FFYp2ihding is 60.2% State agencies, neprofit organizations, faittbased
organizations, and Tribal governmenés well as units of local governmeate eligible for the remaining percentage

of JAG funds.

PGRadministrative duties include ensuring subgrantee expenditures are allowable; reviewing and approving or
disapproving programmatic, financial, and Performance Measurement Tool (PMT) reports, along with draw requests
and adjustments; providing technicadsistance; monitoring subgrantees through site visits and desk audits; updating
the PGR Grants Management System (GMS); and completing federal applications, reports, and Grant Adjustmer
Notices(GAN)

While PGR is the SAA for JAG, funding desisive determined by the Grant Review Council (Council), which was
established under Idaho Executive Order 2011 The Council is a subcommittee of the Idaho Criminal Justice
Commission (ICJC) and consists of 13 ICJC meartzbseven (7) notCIC member Of the 20 Council members,

eight (8) are from state agenciashile the remaining 13 represent local jurisdictiori@ve (5) members are from law
enforcement agencies, five (5) from prosecution or court agencies (including public defense), foyrré4eme
corrections or community corrections, two (2) are from statewide victim services organizations, and four (4) are from
other organizations (ldaho Office of Drug Policy and Idaho Association of Counties) or citizens at large. The ICJC
responsibé for developing the Idaho Criminal Justice Commission TYeee Strategic Plan, which includes priorities
F2NJ W D adzo3INryiaSSao ¢CKSAS LINAZ2NARGASE 3IdzA RS (KS / 2d:
Plan, along with the stratgic planning proces&F dzNJi KSNJ RSAONAGOGSR Ay GKS 4GLRFK?2



NEEDS IDENTIFICATIKNND DATA ANALYSIS

The Idaho Statistical Analysis Center (ISAC), research and data analysis partneRGRisesses R I Krinial
justice system needs based upon datzblishedin severalnnual reports The following informatiotis provided by
L{!/ GKNRdzZAK (KSA NJ Baget RepaitingsSystei (I|BER)ddt2rom thelldAD Buip@nfeiCourt.

Crime inldaho, IIBRS Data

ThelSPBureau of Criminal Identification (BQiublishes the annualrime in Idahoeport, a collection and analysis of
PYAF2NY / NRYS wSLR2NIA 4doYAGGSR o0& OAde LiEfne d3dang S LI
rISLI2NI RSGFAf A AYyF2NXYIFGA2Y 2y DNRdzZLI ! é 2FFSyasSar 4K
drug/narcotic violations, weapon law violations, and 23 other criméle currentCrime in Idahaeport, along with

reports dating back to ®p = oty 0S F2dzy R 2y L{t
http://www.isp.idaho.gov/BCl/ucr/crimeinidaho2014.htmViolent crimes include murdenegligentmanslaughter
kidnapping, forcible nae, forcible fondling, forcible sodomgexual assault with an obje@ggravated assault, simple
assaultandintimidation. Intimate partner violence (IPV) is a violent crime against a spouse, cofam@pouse, ex
spouse, or boy/girlfriend.

The Stateof Idaho is divided into six (6) ISP Districts. Tatdhows each district, the number @14 D NR dzLJ & !
offenses for all counties in the distrithe 2014 violent andIPVcrime rates,and the number of JAG projects funded in
2014 and 205. The Crimeri Idaho 2015 report will not be released until July 1, 2016.

Tablel. Crime Rates by District

1 59.5 13.3 4.6 0 2
2 50.1 8.9 2.7 0 1
3 45.2 9.9 3.3 4 4
4 42.8 10.0 3.3 2 2
5 38.7 10.2 3.1 2 2
6 33.6 7.1 2.3 1 3
Statewide 44.9 10.0 3.3 5 6

Crime rates are per 1,000 residents~rom the Crime in Idaho report, 2014.
Districts are defined to be consistent with the reporting jurisdictions of ISP and the Idaho Transportation Department
District 3 has an adjted population based upon those jurisdictions reporting crime data within the specific district.

¢KS acClOoda Fd I Oineiyi @&hé 200dpotiishodg/theanreasefoSdecrease in certain ldaho
Statewide Crime Profiles from 2810 2014d t NP FAE S& A ynees, dzinS ratb, NiBlatd drinde,! cEme® F ¥
against persons, officers assaulted, hate crimes, crimes against society, and property crimes. All profiles showed
decrease in crime from 2@] exceptcrimes against person®.8% increasg officers assaulted (3% increase)and
crimesagainstsociety (2.2% increasg According to the Crime Clotkere is one crime against persons committed
every 309 minutes, an aggravated assault committed every 3.5 haws;consensual sex offengexcluding forcible
rape)committed every8.4hours, and a forcible rape committed evelr9.4hours.

There were several offenses categorized as crimes against persons, which increased féotm 20M: murder
(11.19%), non-consensual sex offensg$.4%),fondling (10.3%), intimidation (14.26),and consensual sex offenses
(23.19%) Of all reported rapes in 2@1.82% occurred in a residence? ihcidents occurred in &eld/woods, and19in

a hotel/motel. Information on violent crimes shew p.4% of violent crimes were committéd3 F A Yy &G FSYI § S
Intimate partner violence data indicates tha®2,7 victims were boy/girlfriends and 230 were spouses.

Data also shows that intimate partner violence decrease@.6y% and violence against childrdecreasedy 3.3%
from 2013 to 2014.


http://www.isp.idaho.gov/BCI/ucr/crimeinidaho2014.html

Crime in Idaho, IIBRS DatdDomestic Violence

There were several JAG funded subgrants awarded i #tdt address domestic violence and sakassault In
addition to these JAG funded projects, PGR also manages the STOP Violence AgaimsGéomésTOP) and the
Sexual Assault Services Program (SASP), which address domestic violence, sexual assault, dating violence, and stal
in Idaho.The2015ISAC report, Domestic Violence in Idaho: 2R07T3, stated that compared to all victims of \eoce,

IPV victims were half as likely to be male and more likely to be older, with an average 22)@ ydars versus an
average age d31.4years for all victims of violence. All violent crimes were most likely to occur at a residéra®é)(6
andthew OGAY | aaldzZ 6SR o0& |y 2%F PV hSddsiver& dvehiars likefykododcar At 2
aresidence 82: 0 YR Ay @2t @S |y |GdF Ol 025%) yheaAdity ¢f R@eNtrime K |
victims sustained som®rm of injury, with intimate partners more likely to sustain an injus249%). An arrest was
Y2NB tA1Sfte (42 06S YIRS IyR LINRPaSOdziAz2zy Y2NB fA(1Ste i

Court records indicatéhat 32,807chamges associated with domestic violence were fibetween 20082013 against
adults versus 33,145 charges for other violent offens@éfendersranged in age from 18 to 89 years old, averaging
33.8years of age. Just under hal7¢4) of domestic violencassault or battery charges were amended from their
initial filing. Only8% of charges for violations of protection orders and no contact orders were amended from their
initial filing.

Crime in Idaho, IIBRS DateDrug Trends

Each year JAG funds are awad to combat drug trafficking, use, and abuse through enforcement, prevention,
intervention, and treatment. Projects funded in Zifhcludeadrug task forcenda substance abuse screening service
unit. An annualDrugand Alcohol Related Offenses andeatsreport is published by ISAQvith JAG and Bureau of
Justice Statistics fundingThe mostecent report covers 2002014 and is currentlavailableon the ISAC websitat
http://www.isp.idaho.gov/pgr/Research/sac.htimThe crime information for thiseport is fromlIBRS.

According toTable2, whichshows the percentage of arrests with drug seizures bytype ofdrug seizedmarijuana
seizures remain the highest percentage of all dregized, though that percentage has continually decreased since
2008. Methamphetaminerelated arrestavere lowest in 2009 and rebounded from 1543n 2011 to 21.%in 2014.

Table2. Percentage of Arrests

Percent of Drug Arrest Seizures Each Year by Type of Drug Seized

Drug Type Seized 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Marijuana 672 693 678 649 648 621 616 605
Amphetamine/Methamphetamine 21.2 169 163 172 153 17.2 200 21.1
Unknown Drudype 2.3 2.2 2.6 3.1 3.1 3.2 2.6 24

Other Narcotics (Codeine, Demerol, 2.5 2.9 4.2 4.7 5.6 51 4.2 41
Dilaudid, Methadone, etc.)

Other Drugs (Antidepressants, 2.0 2.7 3.2 4.1 4.9 4.7 5.0 5.2
Tranquilizers, etc.)

Other Hallucinogens (BMDA, DMT, 1.6 2.2 1.7 1.7 2.0 2.6 1.8 1.2
Mescaline, Peyote, etc.)

Cocaine 1.9 2.1 2.0 1.3 1.3 0.9 0.7 0.7
Heroin 0.4 0.6 0.4 05 0.7 1.2 08 2.1



http://www.isp.idaho.gov/pgr/Research/sac.html

Incomparing the number of drug arrestsa014 with the average numberfarrests from 208 ¢ 2013, several agencies
realized asignificantchange. Marijuana seizures iBonner, Clearwater, Jefferson, and Latalrties decreasedn
2014 compared to the seven (7) year average.

Table 3 Table4
Marijuana Arrests Methamphetamine Arrests
2007 - 2013 2007-2013
Agency Average 2014 Agency Average 2014
ISP 1003 1271 ISP 153 218
Adams 11 31 Ada* 411 291
Bear Lake 9 21 Benewah 5 18
Bonner 151 10 Bonner 27 58
Canyon 606 790 Fremont 4 8
Clearwater 41 28 Jeffersm 6 14
Elmore 45 58 Latah 6 13
Fremont 36 52 Lemhi 2 5
Jefferson 172 40 Nez Perce 17 35
Latah 114 111 Valley 5 11
Minidoka 26 70
Washington 26 47
Table5

Tables3 and4 show counties with the
most changen marijuana and meth
amphetamne arrests compared to the
average number of arrests from 200
2013.

Marijuana Seizures

Seizures

2014

Population 20

Agency

Average

2014
Rate per 1,000
Population

2014

07 - 2013 ’
Seizures

Tgbles 5 and 6 show thesix (6)”counties Valley 9.631 64 71 737
with the highest rate of marijuanand
methamphetamine  seizures  per Adams 4,622 20 28 6.06
population Clark 847 5 4 472
Washington 9,954 23 25 452
Boise 6,335 22 27 4.26
Kootenai 146,934 564 619 421
Statewide 1,689,916 4,920 5,676 3.36
Table6
Twin Falls 811,152 186 194 2.39
Clark 847 1 2 2.36
Baundary 10,891 8 25 2.29
1. Payette 24271 33 43 1.77
Clearwater 9,114 5 16 1.75
Bingham 45968 52 80 1.74
Statewide 1,689,916 1,473 2,227 1.32




An area of growing conceinldaho is the increase in prescription draiguse Theldaho Office of Drug Policy created
a work goup to address prescription drug abuse and sponsored legislation (passed in 2012) to etifeatuzgho
C2FENR 2F t KENXIEOeQa loAfAGe (2 LINPOARS t hiBpgrdtiidned A 2 v
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IDAHO CRIMINAL JUSEIPRIORITIES

Idaho Executivérder 201imm G/ 2y G Ay dzAi y3 G KS LRI K fvassigidd Yuilyyld, 201antiza G A
states,dT he Gr ant Review Council (ACounci | 0) ssharged withiee e s
responsibility to disburse grant funding appropriated under provisions of the Omnibus Crime GontiShfe Streets

Act of 1968, as amended, of the Violence Against Women Act of 1994, and otHedstadlgrant programs as may
come wihin the purview of Planning, Grants, and Research of the Idthte Police with the overall mission of
enhancing the efficiency and effectiveness of the criminal jisstitem in Idah®.

The Idaho Criminal Justice Commission (ICJC) develops and adwgs (3) year strategic pldAppendixA), which
is updated annuallyThestrategyA RSY A FASR o6& L/ W/  Ffandihgstka®gieschsize with A a
statewide strategic planning efforts tiie Commission including the following pNd\ G A S & Y £

1 Collaboration

9 Evidencebased or best practicavhere possibleenhances measurable outcomes for:
0 The solution of crimes
0 Assistance to victims
o Direct services to the community

9 Local data or strategies to collect local data if none are available

9 Suwstainability

9 Exit Strategies

Each of these priorities can be tied to the seven (7) JAG purpose Ewasnforcement programs; prosecution and
court programsincluding indigent defenserevention and education programs; correctippemmunity correctios,

and reentryprograms; drug treatment and enforcement programs; planning, evaluation, and technology improvement
programs; and crime victim and witness programs (other than compensation).

Current JAG projects address many of the priorities listed ab@@laborative projects include tligear River Drug

Task Force Il and the Idaho Criminal Intelligence Center Enhancements. These projects are law enfondepubhe

safety related and span omerous counties around IdahoThe Idaho Criminal Intejience Center Enhancements
project funds the Lead Intelligence Analyst at the Idaho Criminal Intelligence Center (Fusion Center) housed at Idah
State Police Headquarters. The Lead Intelligence Aqmtygtles investigative case support for local agenciédaho;
provides training related to analytical processes and analytical products; conducts intelligence briefigsoio
Center Commaah staff; prepares weekly information briefs, monthly written intelligence bulletarsd periodic
intelligence assesments; responds to requests foiminal information from law enforcement agencies; disseminates
AYVF2NXYEGAZ2Y (02 FSRSNIfx adGraSz €20t YR (GNROI f f
Intelligence Sharing Project, partnering vihe Rocky Mountain Information NetworRMIN to facilitate the Gang
Intelligence Submission form; and acts as the RMIN liaison fooniftictions.

The STOP Violence Against Women Grant (funding decisions also made by the Council) focusesprassistance

to victims, but there areseveralJAG projects that tackle this same issli@ose ifve (5) projects include three (3) new

JAG projects awarded in 2015, tBenneville County SART Project, Civil Legal Services for Victims of Crime, Expanding
Services Available to GendBased Violence Survivoes well as two (2) continuation projectddressing Violence
Against Childreand Idaho Victim Assistance Acadenilyhe Bonneville County SART Project provides funding for the
Sexual Assault ResporSeordinator/Victim Advocate who coordinasexual assault victim care out of the Domestic
Violence Sexual Assault Center in Bonneville Countytipaetfunding for a sexual assault advocate at the Bingham
Crisis Center in Bingham Courdynd pediatric ad adult Sexual Assault Nurse Examiner (SANE) trainiiige Civil

Legal Services for Victims of Crime project provides free civil legal services through Idaho Legal Aid to victims ¢
domestic violence, sexual assault, stalking, and elder abuse at thpa\leamily Justice Centéfhe Expanding Services
Available to GendeBased Violence Survivors provides partial funding for two (2) victim advocates and a mental health
counselorin Soda Springs and Caribou County. The Soda Springs advocate coorden&astibu County Domestic
Violence And Sexual Assault Task Force.



Sustainability is a goal shared by most subgrantees, but locating funding sources to caminjest after the grant

funded period has ended can be difficult. To direcR6¥ JAG applicants towards sustainability, the Council reqlire

them to address how their JAG funded projeatuld continue to be funded after grant funds are depleted. One
sustainabilitysuccess story involves tiel RA a2y / 2dzy & { KS NAr@cgied severl Rdtaingtedo / {
License Plate Readers (ALPR), both fixedpar@dble, through JAG and Recovery Act JAG funding. The Madison CSO
collaborates with 13 other law enforcement agencies who are connected to the ALPR system through dispatch centers
Fa ¢Sttt Fa 2FFAOSNRNA Y 2 0SomeSof hd ALPR3dzAVS bebperatidrialsidcer20NAnd LIK 2
used to recover stolen vehicles, apprehend wanted individuals, issue attempt to locates, and as a tool for drug
interdiction.

Inadditoy G2 GKS /2dzyOAf LINA2NAGASEY GKSNB FINB 20KSNJ L/
victimization and recidivism in the state of Idaho  IdaKoSRisk Assessment for Dangerousness (IRAD) Evaluation
Projectis the firststepin¥aA Rl G Ay 3 (GKS Lw!5 G22f FyR aS8S1a (2 AYLNE
of domestic violence throughn evidenceinformed risk assessment of dangerousness tool for use by victim advocates,
law enforcement officers, prosecutors, andetbourts. The evaluation will determine if the IRAD tool is a valid predictor

of increased dangerousness and/or lethality in domestic violence cases.

DEPARTMENT OF JUETAREAS OF NATIONFYCUS AND PRIORITY

The Edward Byrne Memorial Justice AssistaBiant (JAG) Program BE¥16{ G | 4§ S { 2 t A BaAirécdghiey & i
that there are significant pressures on state and local criminal justice systems. In these challenging times, share
priorities and leveraged resources can make a significant imphctlight of this, it is important to mak&tate
Administering AgenciesSAA¥ and local JAG recipients aware of several areas of priority that may be of help in
maximizing the effectiveness of JAG funding at the state and local level. The followiitgepniepresent key areas
where BJA will be focusing nationally asmitourage®ach state and local JAG recipient to join us in addressing these
challenges as a part of our JAG partnership

Reducing Gun Violence

BodyWorn Cameras, Storage, and Policies

National IncidentBased Reporting System (NIBRS)
Justice System Reform and Reentry

Public Defense

Improving Mental Health Services

DOJ Universal Accreditation w/Forensic Service Providers

= =4 = =8 =4 =4 =9

Thesenational priorities coincide with thgoals and strategiesf the ICJC and aent JAG projects.



JAG ALLOCATION REPOR

The following tables and map identify projects by JAG purpose area and district to show the distribution of JAG fund:
in Idaho.

Purpose Area | Name | 2015 JAGAwards
CorreCt?ons & Community Restoratives Alternative Program $83,700
Corrections

Qime Victim & Witness Bonneville County SART Project $85,534
Qime Victim & Witness Civil Legal Services foictims of Crime $32,342

Expanding Services Available to Gerased

Crime Victim & Witness Violence Survivors $50,440
Qime Victim & Witness Addressing Violence Against Children $63,541
Crime Victim & Witness Idaho Victim Assistance Academy $12,425
5244252
Drug Treatment & | Adult Substance Abuse Treatment $121,742
Enforcement
5121742
Law Enforcement Bear River Drug Task Force Il $49,896
Law Enforcement Idaho Criminalrtelligence Center Enhancements $140,000
Law Enforcement Law Enf_orcement Tralqlng: Investigation and $65,000
Prevention of School Violence
Law Enforcement Body Worn Cameras $34,695
Law Enforcement Law Enforcement Response to Human Trafficking $30000
Law Enforcement 3D Documentation $64,335
Regional Fixed Automated License Plate Reader
Law Enforcement System-15 Northbound $37,500
Law Enforcement Regional Fixed Automated License Plate Reader $37.500

System415 Southbound

$458,925

Planning, Evaluation, &

Technology Improvement Byrne Evaluation Unit $77,000

planning, Evaluation, & 1) 2 S 4zng RQ! £ SYS ¢NRGS w$ $9,577
echnology Improvement

Planning, Evaluation, & Idaho Risk Assssient for Dangerousness (IRAD) $39.934

Technology Improvement | Evaluation Project

Total Planning, Evaluation, & Technology Improveme $126,511

Prevention & Education Turning 18 in Idaho $22,998

Total Prevention & Educatio $22,998

Prosecution, Court, &
Indigent Defense

Total Prosecution and Cou $61,331

Canyon County DV Court Enhancement Project $61,331










