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Data for the last Quarter (Jan. 1 – Mar. 31, 2021) 
 were significantly influenced by external factors: 

 

• Covid19 restrictions and closures beginning on March 16, 2020 through the present time. 

• Downtown street demonstrations beginning on May 29, 2020 through November 2020. 

 

➢ Interrupted case processing timelines in order to meet social distancing guidelines: 

o Arraignment hearings for out-of-custody defendants are being postponed, which is 

increasing failure to appear rates and delaying court data tracking systems. 

o County Jail has restricted non-MCSO personnel from entering for face-to-face meetings. 

o Risk assessment interviews are occurring virtually, via telephone or video.    

o JSCs are not being scheduled at arraignment on indictment. 

o The offices of public defenders have been closed to the public, including defendants. 

o Many trials have been postponed while physical distance accommodations are put in 

place and courtroom spaces are reconfigured. 

o Time to adjudication has increased: Level 3 court restrictions allowed only in-custody 

cases to be resolved. Current Level 2 court restrictions (beginning June 22, 2020) allow 

resolution for out-of-custody cases. 

 

➢ Reduced volume of MCJRP cases filed: 

o Law Enforcement is investigating fewer criminal incidents both to decrease the spread 

of covid19 and to maintain order at demonstrations; therefore, fewer cases are being 

referred to MCDA. 

o MCDA is issuing fewer court cases. 

o Cases proceeding to indictment have been affected, although for a multitude of reasons 

beyond the community environment. 

o Simultaneously, a growing backlog of undisposed cases associated with mounting 

apprehension of practitioners about the impending tsunami of cases that will flood the 

system once the pandemic restrictions are lifted. 

 

➢ Changes in Community Supervision: 

o POs are restricted from having in-person office visits with probationers; fewer potential 

violations may be observed and addressed.   

o POs have increased discretion to use administrative sanctions rather than request a 

Probation Violation (PV) hearing in front of the sentencing judge. 

o There are fewer PV hearings resulting in fewer revocations. 
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