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Carceral Control: A Nationwide Survey of
Criminal Court Supervision Rules
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ABSTRACT

The day-to-day operation of criminal court supervision—including proba-
tion, parole, and electronic ankle monitoring—is understudied and underthe-
orized. To better understand the mechanics of these systems, this study
comprehensively analyzes the rules governing people on criminal court supervi-
sion in the United States. Drawing on the analysis of 187 public records from all
fifty states, this study documents how criminal court supervision functions and
impacts daily life. In particular, this study examines the various ways that super-
vision rules limit or restrict privacy, bodily autonomy, liberty, dignity, speech,
and financial independence. This study also explores the nature and prevalence
of supervision rules across the United States. Ultimately, the analysis of the
rules offers empirical evidence that court supervision imposes significant re-
straints on people’s ability to thrive and, in doing so, risks legitimating the sub-
ordination of historically marginalized groups.

TABLE OF CONTENTS

INTRODUCTION . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 R

I. STUDY DESIGN . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 R

A. RECORD COLLECTION . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 R

B. STUDY LIMITATIONS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 R

II. FINDINGS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 R

A. Agencies & Rules in Study . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 R

B. METHODS OF CARCERAL CONTROL . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 R

1. Location Surveillance . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 R

2. Rules . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 R

3. Searches . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 R

C. MOVEMENT LIMITATIONS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 R

D. AUTONOMY RESTRICTIONS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 R

1. Limitations on Housing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 R

2. Social Restrictions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 R

3. Surveillance & Control of the Body . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 R

4. Family & Intimacy Restrictions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 R

1 Associate Professor of Law, George Washington School of Law. This study would not
have been possible without the support of George Washington School of Law and the incredi-
ble research assistance provided by George Washington law students Daniella Cho, Grace
Hong, Rosemary Martin, Kailey McNeal, Annie Nguyen, Simone Oberschmied, Angela Sea-
graves, and Morgan Waters. Special thanks to James Kilgore, as well as the editors of the
Harvard Civil Rights-Civil Liberties Law Review.



\\jciprod01\productn\H\HLC\58-1\HLC110.txt unknown Seq: 2 27-MAR-23 14:48

2 Harvard Civil Rights-Civil Liberties Law Review [Vol. 58

5. Regulating Behavior & Appearance . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 R

E. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 R

1. Fees . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 R

2. Employment Restrictions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19 R

3. Community Service . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 R

4. Financial Autonomy & Security . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 R

F. IMPACT ON OTHERS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 R

1. Family & Co-Habitants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 R

2. Employers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 R

III. STUDY IMPLICATIONS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 R

A. MOST COMMON RULES & RESTRICTIONS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 R

B. TRANSPARENCY, VAGUENESS, & DISCRETION . . . . . . . . . . . 24 R

C. ABILITY TO SURVIVE & THRIVE . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 R

D. NEW CARCERAL TECHNOLOGIES . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 R

E. FUTURE RESEARCH . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27 R

CONCLUSION . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27 R

APPENDIX A . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 R

APPENDIX B . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 R

APPENDIX C . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36 R

INTRODUCTION

The evolution of criminal court supervision is at a crossroads. On the
one hand, there are twice as many people under criminal court supervision
than there are in prison.2 Originally conceived of as “alternatives” to incar-
ceration, probation, parole, and other forms of court supervision are now
commonly understood as drivers of mass incarceration.3 Almost half of the
people entering prison were on probation or parole at the time they entered
prison.4

2 Danielle Kaeble, Probation and Parole in the United States, 2020, BUREAU OF JUST.

STAT., U.S. DEP’T OF JUST. 1 (Dec. 2021), https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/ppus20.pdf
[https://perma.cc/Z8ED-D2KF] (four million people on probation, parole, or community su-
pervision); Criminal Justice Facts, THE SENTENCING PROJECT, https://www.sentencingproject.
org/criminal-justice-facts/#:~:text=there%20are%202%20million%20people,over%20the%20
last%2040%20years [https://perma.cc/4UEV-3VGR] (last visited Aug. 2, 2022) (two million
people in prison).

3 Statement on the Future of Probation & Parole in the United States, EXIT, https://
www.exitprobationparole.org/statement [https://perma.cc/GAR5-V4NT] (last visited Aug. 2,
2022) ; see also Alex Roth, Sandhya Kajeepeta & Alex Boldin, The Perils of Probation: How
Supervision Contributes to Jail Populations, VERA INST. OF JUST. 29 (Oct. 2021), https://
www.vera.org/downloads/publications/the-perils-of-probation.pdf [https://perma.cc/X2ET-
KHP3]; Vincent Schiraldi, Explainer: How ‘Technical Violations’ Drive Incarceration, THE

APPEAL (Mar. 23, 2021), https://theappeal.org/the-lab/explainers/explainer-how-technical-vio-
lations-drive-incarceration/ [https://perma.cc/SCD2-2G26].

4 Confined and Costly: How Supervision Violations are Filling Prisons and Burdening
Budgets, THE COUNCIL OF STATE GOV’TS JUST. CTR. (June 18, 2019), https://csgjus-
ticecenter.org/publications/confined-costly/ [https://perma.cc/M6UC-TUAY].
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On the other hand, the COVID-19 crisis in prisons and jails, combined
with bipartisan interest in seeking alternatives to incarceration and the in-
creased influence of private probation and surveillance companies, has re-
sulted in a doubling down of various forms of court supervision and
diversion.5

Yet we know surprisingly little about the day-to-day operation of proba-
tion, parole, and other forms of court supervision.6 To be sure, other scholars
and researchers, myself included, have critiqued various aspects of court su-
pervision,7 but the precise contours and mechanics of supervision rules—and
how various forms of supervision intersect—remain understudied and
undertheorized.

This study comprehensively and systematically analyzes the rules gov-
erning people on criminal court supervision in the United States. Drawing on
the analysis of 187 public records from all fifty states, this study paints a
detailed portrait of criminal court supervision. In particular, this study fo-
cuses on two questions: (1) how supervision rules limit or restrict privacy,
autonomy, liberty, dignity, and the ability to thrive; and (2) the nature and
prevalence of supervision rules across the United States and across three
different but intersecting settings: probation, parole, and electronic monitor-
ing.8 Although these settings are distinct, many people experience them in
intersecting ways. For example, the rules of probation and parole are often

5 Eli Hager, Where Coronavirus is Surging—And Electronic Surveillance, Too, THE MAR-

SHALL PROJ. (Nov. 22, 2020, 5:00 AM), https://www.themarshallproject.org/2020/11/22/
where-coronavirus-is-surging-and-electronic-surveillance-too [https://perma.cc/BJP6-P6ZG].

6 In this study, “criminal court supervision” refers to all forms of supervision that occur
outside of prisons and in the community, including but not limited to: probation, parole, moni-
toring, community-based programs, and supervised release.

7 See, e.g., Chaz Arnett, From Decarceration to E-Carceration, 41 CARDOZO L. REV. 641
(2019); MAYA SCHENWAR & VICTORIA LAW, PRISON BY ANY OTHER NAME: THE HARMFUL

CONSEQUENCES OF POPULAR REFORMS (2020); JAMES KILGORE, UNDERSTANDING E-CARCERA-

TION: ELECTRONIC MONITORING, THE SURVEILLANCE STATE, AND THE FUTURE OF MASS INCAR-

CERATION (2022); Fiona Doherty, Obey All Laws and Be Good: Probation and the Meaning of
Recidivism, 104 GEO. L. J. 291 (2016); Kathryne M. Young & Joan Petersilia, Keeping Track:
Surveillance, Control and the Expansion of the Carceral State, 129 HARV. L. REV. 1318, 1354
(2016) (reviewing Charles Epp, Steven Maynard-Moody & Donald Haider-Markel, Pulled
Over: How Police Stops Define Race and Citizenship (2014); Alice Goffman, On the Run:
Fugitive Life in an American City (2014); James Jacobs, The Eternal Criminal Record (2015));
Priscilla A. Ocen, Awakening to a Mass-Supervision Crisis, THE ATL. (Dec. 26, 2019), https://
www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2019/12/parole-mass-supervision-crisis/604108/ [https://
perma.cc/5BTS-5KCQ]; Alexis Karteron, Family Separation Conditions, 122 COLUM. L. REV.

649 (2022); Michelle S. Phelps, The Paradox of Probation: Community Supervision in the Age
of Mass Incarceration, 35 LAW POL’Y 51, 52 (2013); Avlana Eisenberg, Mass Monitoring, 90
S. CAL. L. REV. 123, 161 (2017); Christine S. Scott-Hayward, Rethinking Federal Diversion:
The Rise of Specialized Criminal Courts, 22 BERKELEY J. CRIM. L. 47, 50 (2017); Tonja Jacobi,
Song Richardson & Gregory Barr, The Attrition of Rights Under Parole, 87 S. CAL. L. REV.

887, 930 (2014).
8 Probation is a form of court supervision generally imposed by a judge at sentencing

instead of incarceration. Parole, on the other hand, is a form of supervision imposed on people
after they are released from prison prior to the end of their sentence. Various forms of elec-
tronic monitoring are used in both the probation and parole contexts.
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enforced with electronic ankle monitors, and many people experience both
probation and parole at different times in their lives.9

The implications of this analysis confirm what activists and advocates
have long said: criminal court control is often not a true alternative to incar-
ceration, but rather an alternative form of incarceration. These rules restrict
movement, limit privacy, undermine family and social relationships, jeop-
ardize financial security, and result in repeated loss of freedom. By stripping
people of rights and opportunities, the rules function to further legitimize the
legal and social subordination of historically marginalized groups.10

I. STUDY DESIGN

To better understand the scope of carceral control, this study took a
broad approach and attempted to analyze rules and conditions from all fifty
states and the District of Columbia. This broad approach—sometimes at the
expense of detail—allows for a more holistic understanding of how various
forms of court control operate in concert. This Part explains the study meth-
odology, including its limitations.

This study builds on the work of several scholars who have examined
the operation of criminal court supervision in both adult and juvenile set-
tings.11 I hope to offer a new contribution to this burgeoning body of work
by analyzing the rules governing people on the main types of supervision
(probation, parole, and electronic monitoring) in all fifty states, to better un-
derstand how the rules restrict everyday life. The result is a comprehensive
depiction of supervision operations across the United States.

9 See Kate Weisburd, Punitive Surveillance, 108 VA. L. REV. 147, 151 (2022).
10 See Kate Weisburd, Rights Violations as Punishment, CALIF. L. REV. (forthcoming

2023); Arnett, supra note 7, at 680; Tonja, Richardson & Barr, supra note 7, at 905.
11 Doherty, supra note 7, at 295; see also Fiona Doherty, Testing Periods and Outcome

Determination in Criminal Cases, 103 MINN. L. REV. 1699 (2019); Karteron, supra note 7, at
649–711; Michelle S. Phelps & Ebony L. Ruhland, Governing Marginality: Coercion and
Care in Probation, 69 SOCIAL PROBLEMS 799 (2022); Phelps, supra note 7, at 51–80; Christine
S. Scott-Hayward, Shadow Sentencing: The Imposition of Federal Supervised Release, 18
BERKELEY J. CRIM. L. 180 (2013); Cecelia Klingele, Rethinking the Use of Community Super-
vision, 103 J. CRIM. L. & CRIMINOLOGY 1015, 1047 (2013); Jacob Schuman, Revocation and
Retribution, 96 WASH. L. REV. 881 (2021); Andrea L. Dennis, Criminal Law as Family Law,
33 GA. ST. U. L. REV. 285 (2017); Too Big to Succeed: The Impact of the Growth of Commu-
nity Corrections and What Should Be Done About It, COLUM. U. JUST. LAB 2 fig. 1 (Jan. 29,
2018), https://justicelab.columbia.edu/sites/default/files/content/Too_Big_to_Succeed_Report_
FINAL.pdf [https://perma.cc/S9LK-78JW ]; Christine S. Scott-Hayward, The Failure of Pa-
role: Rethinking the Role of the State in Reentry, 41 N.M. L. REV. 421 (2011); Policy Reforms
Can Strengthen Community Supervision, THE PEW CHARITABLE TRUSTS, April 2020, at https://
www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/reports/2020/04/policy-reforms-can-strengthen-
community-supervision [https://perma.cc/K5Q8-HTTE]; Jyoti Nanda, Set Up to Fail: Juvenile
Probation Conditions as a Driver of Incarceration, 26 LEWIS & CLARK L. REV. (forthcoming
2022); Catherine Crump, Tracking the Trackers: An Examination of Electronic Monitoring of
Youth in Practice, 53 U.C. DAVIS L. REV. 795 (2019); Chaz Arnett, Virtual Shackles: Elec-
tronic Surveillance and the Adultification of Juvenile Courts, 108 J. CRIM. L. & CRIMINOLOGY

399 (2018); Kate Weisburd, Monitoring Youth: The Collision of Rights and Rehabilitation, 101
IOWA L. REV. 297 (2015).
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A. Record Collection

In the spring of 2022, a team of law students and I collected records
reflecting the standard rules and conditions for 187 separate forms of super-
vision, including probation, parole, electronic monitoring, and a handful of
other programs, like specialty probation programs. To locate records, we re-
lied on Internet research, phone calls to agencies and, in some cases, formal
public record act requests.

The structure of community court supervision is uniquely complicated,
and the records collection process attempted to accommodate these compli-
cations. Depending on the jurisdiction, criminal court supervision operates at
either the local or state level and by any number of agencies. For example, in
some places one state agency oversees both probation and parole, and in
other places, one agency oversees probation, and a separate agency oversees
parole.

To accommodate these different structures, we attempted to collect the
rules for all state-level agencies and programs in all 50 states. For county
level agencies, we attempted to collect the rules from the two most populous
counties in the state. The response rate varied greatly by state and within
states. Although at least one record was obtained from each state, some
states are more represented in the study than others.

The challenge of obtaining these records is telling. The records sought
in this study are quintessential public records; we sought only generic forms,
rules, or sample court orders. We did not seek, nor ask for, any records
related to any active case, investigation, or even internal agency policies.
There is no investigative, personnel, public safety, or other confidentiality
concerns that would—or should—justify withholding these documents.12

Nonetheless, the obstacles we faced to collect these records were significant.
It took many months to track down records that should be much more acces-
sible. Many of the records were not available on public websites and re-
quired months of calls and follow-up. Even then, we were sometimes told
that the records were not public or not available to out-of-state residents.

All told, the law students and I collected records related to 187 separate
programs. All the records reflect the rules and/or conditions governing peo-
ple on supervision, but they differ in terms of format. The majority of rules
are contained in an agency form or policy,13 some are listed in sample court
orders14 and in nineteen places, appear in a state statute.15 Once collected, the
records were analyzed using a simple Google survey form.16

12 For a discussion of this problem in the context of policing, see Police Secrecy Excep-
tionalism, 123 COLUM. L. REV. (forthcoming 2023) (manuscript at 29–30) (on file with
author).

13 See infra, Appendix C, 1.
14 See infra, Appendix C, 2.
15 See infra, Appendix C, 3.
16 See infra, Appendix A for a list of the questions used to analyze each record.
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B. Study Limitations

The findings in this study are limited by unavoidable challenges related
to record collection and analysis. First, variations in criminal court supervi-
sion structures and terminology presented a significant barrier to capturing
the exact same information from each jurisdiction. As previously noted, pro-
bation, parole, and electronic monitoring operate through a range of different
state and local structures. Additionally, terminology varies greatly within
and between states. For example, the term “electronic monitoring” has dif-
ferent meanings depending on the agency. This study attempted to standard-
ize terminology by categorizing each program as either probation, parole,
monitoring, or a specialty program, but this approach has drawbacks. Ob-
scured are the ways that the programs differ and the significance of those
differences.17 That said, the rules are strikingly similar across each type of
program, as evidenced by the prevalence of certain types of rules and
restrictions.

The method of record collection is a second limitation. As previously
noted, we obtained records in various ways and with varying levels of suc-
cess. The downside to this approach is a lack of representation, standardiza-
tion, and assurance that the records relied on were the most accurate record.
For example, records obtained from public websites may not be the most
current versions. Likewise, rules generated by public agencies do not always
match conditions listed in state statutes.

A third limitation concerns the discretionary nature of court supervi-
sion. Looking only at the records, it was often difficult to determine which
rules were discretionary and which were mandatory. Courts are afforded
wide latitude in imposing conditions, and agencies wield immense power in
creating and enforcing rules. As a result, the records do not capture which
precise rules are imposed and on whom. To further complicate matters, some
agency records include “special” probation programs or additional rules for
people convicted of a subset of crimes, such as DUIs, domestic violence, and
crimes involving children. This study took the approach of analyzing all pos-
sible rules without regard for these differences.

Finally, records will always tell only a partial story. Records do not
reflect the voices and experiences of those directly impacted—including
people living on supervision, as well as their families, friends, and employ-
ers.18 Also not reflected in this study are views of agency officials, judges,

17 For example, probation, parole, and federal supervised release each serve different legal
functions, and depending on the jurisdiction, the experience of being on parole versus being on
probation may be very different or indistinguishable.

18 For more on the experience of being subject to criminal court control, see generally
Phelps & Ruhland, supra note 11; Ocen, supra note 7; Media Justice, CHALLENGING E-

CARCERATION, https://www.challengingecarceration.org [https://perma.cc/PZ5V-CG7C] (last
visited July 27 2022); JAMES KILGORE, UNDERSTANDING E-CARCERATION (2022); REUBEN

JONATHAN MILLER, HALFWAY HOME: RACE, PUNISHMENT, AND THE AFTERLIFE OF MASS IN-

CARCERATION (2021); MAYA SCHENWAR & VICTORIA LAW, PRISON BY ANY OTHER NAME:
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defense lawyers, or prosecutors. Much can—and should—be learned from
directly impacted people and organizations that advocate on their behalf.

II. FINDINGS

A. Agencies & Rules in Study

This study examines the rules governing 187 separate programs from
all fifty states and the District of Columbia.19 As used in this study, the term
“program” refers to the distinct probation, parole, and electronic monitoring
operations from which we obtained records. In this study, we collected
records that fell into the following categories:

• Sixty-five records contain rules governing people on probation20

• Forty records contain rules governing people on parole21

• Fourteen records contain rules governing people on probation
and parole22

• Sixty-two records contain rules governing people on electronic
monitoring23

• Six records contain rules governing people on other programs,
including supervision focused on domestic violence, mental
health, sex offenses, and DUIs24

The programs mostly operate at state-level , with roughly a quarter of
the programs operating at the local level, either at the county level or a
circuit court or district court level.25 A small minority of programs are oper-
ated by a combination of state and local agencies.26

B. Methods of Carceral Control

1. Location Surveillance

The majority of court supervision programs use—or at least have at
their disposal—ankle monitoring devices that rely on GPS to detect, track,
and record someone’s location.27 Of the programs in the study, 88% (165/

THE HARMFUL CONSEQUENCES OF POPULAR REFORMS (2020); Supervision, N.H. PUB. RADIO

(Apr. 13, 2021, 1:01 AM), https://www.nhpr.org/podcasts/2021-04-13/listen-to-the-podcast-
document-supervision [https://perma.cc/FNF3-BGCD].

19 For a list of the programs in the study, see infra, Appendix B.
20 See infra, Appendix C, 4.
21 See infra, Appendix C, 4.
22 See infra, Appendix C, 4.
23 See infra, Appendix C, 4.
24 See infra, Appendix C, 4.
25 See infra, Appendix C, 5.
26 Id.
27 April Glaser, Incarcerated at home: The rise of ankle monitors and house arrest during

the pandemic, NBC NEWS (July 5, 2021, 11:30 AM), https://www.nbcnews.com/tech/tech-
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187) are either monitoring programs themselves, reference monitoring pro-
grams, or, upon further research, have laws or programs that reflect the use
of monitoring for at least some groups of people.28

The rules governing electronic monitoring often impose onerous re-
quirements related to the equipment itself. People on monitors must charge
their devices at regular times every day and for a predetermined and signifi-
cant number of consecutive hours.29 For example, rules in Kansas provide:

I will charge the tracking device once daily continuously for 2
hours a day. I will NOT sleep while charging. I understand that I
may be required to charge at other times if instructed by Sentinel
or the Kansas DOC. If a Low Battery Alert is received it may
result in a violation of my terms of release and my return to jail/
prison.30

Just as it is difficult to keep a cell phone charged at all times, so too is it
difficult to keep a monitor charged. Realities such as “unpredictable work
schedules, unreliable access to electricity, and housing insecurity all make it
difficult to comply with strict charging requirements.”31 The failure to keep a
device charged is often itself a violation and can result in jail time.32 In
Washington, D.C., the intentional failure to keep an ankle monitor charged is
a crime.33

There are also requirements related to the device properly functioning.
For example, the rules for monitoring in Washington state require that
“before entering or exiting your home, a building, or vehicle, you must wait
outside for 2-3 minutes to give the XT device view of the sky to reacquire
the GPS signal.”34 Further, in Washington state, the rules require that:

Articles of clothing or your body must not cover the device. With
the exception of a carrying case issued to you by your case man-
ager, you must not conceal the device (e.g., place the device in a
purse, bag, briefcase, backpack).35

news/incarcerated-home-rise-ankle-monitors-house-arrest-during-pandemic-n1273008 [https:/
/perma.cc/Y34B-DQ5C].

28 See infra, Appendix C, 6.
29 Kate Weisburd et al., Electronic Prisons: The Operation of Ankle Monitoring in the

Criminal Legal System, 8 (Geo. Wash. U. L. Sch. Pub. L. Rsch. Paper, Paper No. 2021–41,
2021), https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3930296 [https://perma.cc/
GU7Y-UBVQ].

30 Id.
31 Id.
32 Id.
33 D.C. Code § 22–1211 (2019).
34 Wash. EM/GPS (state).
35 Id.
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The precise mechanics of electronic monitoring are explored in more
depth in a related study, Electronic Prisons: The Operation of Ankle Moni-
toring in the Criminal Legal System.36

2. Rules

a. Consent & Waiver

  Almost all the rules include a provision about agreeing to the various
conditions or consenting to the elimination of certain rights. Most of these
provisions also included notice about the potential consequences.37 Two
examples:

The rules of the electronic monitoring program have been pro-
vided to me. I fully understand what is expected of me and the
consequences of any failure to comply with these rules.38

I have read or have had read to me, fully understand, and agree to
abide by the above conditions of supervision. I understand that any
supervising agent has the authority to place me in custody at any
time and may begin revocation proceedings if I am alleged to be in
violation of any of the conditions of this agreement.39

These consent and waiver provisions are legally significant. Courts
often invoke consent as the justification for the diminished rights of people
on court supervision.40

b. Volume of Rules

The sheer volume of rules is noteworthy. Most programs have between
eleven to twenty separate rules that people on supervision must follow. The
chart below reflects the number of rules for each program.

36 Weisburd et al., supra note 29.
37 See infra, Appendix C, 7.
38 Fla. EM/GPS (state).
39 Wyo. Probation (state).
40 See, e.g., Kate Weisburd, Sentenced to Surveillance: Fourth Amendment Limits on Elec-

tronic Monitoring, 98 N.C. L. REV. 717, 736 (2020) (discussing how courts invoke consent to
justify electronic searches).
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Depending on the jurisdiction, people are also sometimes subject to two
sets of rules at the same time. For example, a person on probation might be
subject to the rules related to probation as well as rules governing monitor-
ing or another court program they are part of.41

3. Searches

One of the most common and invasive methods of surveillance is a
search conducted by supervising agents. These searches take a few forms:

a. Home & Personal Property

Home searches are among the most common conditions of court super-
vision. In this study, the majority of the programs (65%) provide for physi-
cal searches of homes.42 Of the programs that include search provisions,
most (70%) have no limitations on the search,43 and in 30% of programs,
there is some limitation, such as requiring reasonable suspicion.44 The scope
of these searches is usually wide and includes people’s homes, cars, and
other personal property.

41 For a discussion of concurrent supervision, see Policy Reforms Can Strengthen Commu-
nity Supervision, supra note 11, at 30.

42 See infra, Appendix C, 8.
43 See infra, Appendix C, 8.
44 See infra, Appendix C, 8.
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b. Electronic Devices

  People on court supervision are also frequently required to submit to
searches of their cell phones and other electronic devices, such as computers
and tablets. In this study, almost a quarter of the programs allow for searches
of electronic devices.45 Of the programs that allow for cell phone searches,
most (80%) have no limitations on the search,46 whereas 20% include some
form of limitation, such as requiring reasonable suspicion.47

In some places, the rules also provide for the surveillance of social
media accounts, such as otherwise private Facebook, Twitter, and Instagram
accounts.48 For example, the rules for probation in Pima County, Arizona,
state: “I understand all social media accounts (e.g., Facebook, Snapchat,
Twitter, etc.) are subject to search. I will provide all passcodes, usernames,
and login information necessary as directed by the IPS team.”49 Likewise,
people on parole in Vermont must “provide access to any social networking
sites you participate in to your Parole Officer.”50

C. Movement Limitations

Limits on physical movement are a common feature of all forms of
court supervision. These limitations take a few forms. First, many forms of
court supervision limit when people can leave their homes and where they
can go. In 30% of the programs (58/187), people are essentially subject to
house arrest and cannot leave the house without prior permission or preap-
proval.51 People subject to monitoring in Denver, for example, must “remain
inside the walls” of their house and their own “[f]ront yard, back yard,
garage, porch and balcony are all OFF LIMITS.” The Denver rules further
instruct people to “[t]ake out the trash on the way out to an approved activ-
ity and pick up your mail on your way home. Do not make a special trip
outside to do these activities.”52

Second, in 26% of the programs (50/187), people cannot change their
daily schedule without getting approval from the supervising agency.53 In
Mississippi, the rules governing electronic monitoring state: “Offender has a
right to work, one weekly church service and medical treatment. Additional
pass time is a privilege and is at the sole discretion of the Agent.”54 Simi-

45 See infra, Appendix C, 8.
46 See infra, Appendix C, 8.
47 See infra, Appendix C, 8.
48 Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (state); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV

(state); W. Va. Probation (state).
49 Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.).
50 Vt. Parole DV (state).
51 See infra, Appendix C, 9.
52 Colo. EM/GPS (Denver).
53 See infra, Appendix C, 10.
54 Miss. EM/GPS (state).
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larly, in Rhode Island, people must obtain permission before attending
church, as well as for medical or legal appointments.55

Third, in seventeen programs, people are required to take the most di-
rect route to and from their various destinations.56 People subject to elec-
tronic monitoring in Johnson County, Kansas, for example, must agree to
rules that state: “I understand that stopping at unapproved locations such as
restaurants/fast food locations is a violation of the House Arrest Contract.”57

The precise nature of the approval and permission process is not always
obvious. Some rules explain the approval process and others are silent, mak-
ing it unclear precisely how people obtain permission or approval to leave
their home.

Fourth, limitations on driving and transportation are also common. For
example, in Alaska, Washington, Vermont, and New Hampshire people on
various forms of supervision cannot operate, and in some instances,
purchase a car without approval.58 In Rhode Island, people on parole cannot
apply for a driver’s license without approval.59 Finally, people on probation
in New York can be prohibited from using or entering any Metropolitan
Transportation Authority subway, train, or bus for up to three years.60

Fifth, people are often prohibited from leaving the city, county, or state.
In the vast majority of the programs (80%) people are either barred com-
pletely from leaving or can only leave with advanced permission.61

Finally, curfews are also very common. Of the programs in the study,
32% of the rules (60/187) provide for either an optional or mandatory cur-
few.62 Most rules do not specify the precise time of curfew, only that the
person should be subject to one.

D. Autonomy Restrictions

1. Limitations on Housing

People on criminal court supervision are often restricted in where they
can live. For example, people on electronic monitoring in Kentucky are not

55 R.I. EM/GPS (state).
56 Cal. EM/GPS (San Francisco Cnty.); Colo. EM/GPS (Denver); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake

Cnty.); Iowa EM/GPS (state); Kan. EM/GPS (state); N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); Or. EM/GPS
(Clackamas Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (Fairfax Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (state); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham
Cnty.); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. Parole (state); W. Va. Probation & Parole
(Berkeley Cnty.); Wash. Probation Reentry (state); Wash. Probation (King Cnty.); Wis. EM/
GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.).

57 Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.).
58 Alaska EM/GPS (state); Alaska Probation (state); Alaska Parole (state); N.H. Probation

(state); Vt. Parole (state); Wash. Reentry (state).
59 R.I. Parole (state).
60 N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.).
61 See infra, Appendix C, 11.
62 See infra, Appendix C, 12.
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permitted to live in Section 8 housing or public housing.63 Three other pro-
grams forbid or discourage people from living in hotels, shelters, or tempo-
rary housing,64 and at least some people on court supervision in Minnesota
and South Dakota must live within a certain distance of the county correc-
tional facility.65

More frequently, the rules require people to obtain some form of per-
mission from the supervising agency regarding their housing. For example,
in almost 70% of programs, people must either obtain permission from, or
inform, their agent about a move.66 In roughly 30% of the programs people
are limited to only living in homes “approved” by the agent.67 Only 18% of
the programs in the study have no restrictions related to where people could
live.68

There are also limitations on who people can live with. These limita-
tions take a few forms. In ten programs, for example, people must obtain
permission or provide notice of new people moving into the household.69 In
almost two dozen programs, people cannot live with other people who have
a criminal record.70 And ten programs limit people on supervision from liv-
ing with children (either biological or other children).71

2. Social Restrictions

The rules governing court supervision frequently limit or restrict who
people can be around, talk with, or socialize with, as well as the types of
places they can go. In well over half of the programs, rules regulate who
people can be around.72 For example, people on monitors in Ohio are not
“permitted to have contact with anyone outside [their] home other than
those persons directly related to [their] authorized activity.”73 Likewise,
people in the DUI program in Pennington County, South Dakota, are in-
structed to “not associate with non-law-abiding individuals, violence-prone
individuals, or anyone actively using drugs or alcohol.”74

63 Ky. EM/GPS (state).
64 Nev. EM/GPS (state); N.Y. Parole (state); Ohio EM/GPS (Franklin Cnty.).
65 Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.) and S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.).
66 See infra, Appendix C, 14.
67 See infra, Appendix C, 14.
68 See infra, Appendix C, 14.
69 Alaska EM/GPS (state); Ariz. Probation (Maricopa Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego

Cnty.); Ohio EM/GPS (state); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); S.D. DUI Program (Pen-
nington Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham Cnty.); Wis. Probation &
Parole (state); Wis. Probation Sex Offenses (state).

70 See infra, Appendix C, 14.
71 Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Alaska EM/GPS (state); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation

(Gila Cnty.); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Ill. Parole (state); N.Y. Probation Sex Of-
fenses (N.Y.C.); Or. Parole (state); Va. EM/GPS (state); Vt. Parole Sex Offense (state); W. Va.
Parole (state).

72 See infra, Appendix C, 15.
73 Ohio EM/GPS (Cuyahoga Cnty.).
74 S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.).
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In general, rules limiting social relationships take a few forms. In al-
most 40% of the programs, people subject to supervision cannot be around
people who have criminal record, a felony conviction, or who are on court
supervision themselves.75

In almost a quarter of the programs, people subject to court control are
required to avoid certain people based on their behavior and habits.76 For
example, people on electronic monitors in Tucson, Arizona, “are prohibited
from associating with individuals who are determined to be detrimental to
their successful completion of the program.”77 Likewise, people on proba-
tion in Nebraska must refrain “from frequenting unlawful or disreputable
places or consorting with disreputable persons.”78 And in Dallas and Harris
counties in Texas, people on monitors are required to “[avoid] persons or
places of disreputable or harmful character.”79

Furthermore, at least twenty programs in this study include rules that
prohibit people from being in a house with drugs and/or alcohol.80 And 20%
of the programs forbid people from entering restaurants or bars that serve
alcohol.81

3. Surveillance & Control of the Body

Drug testing is a common feature of court supervision. Of the programs
in the study, drug testing was listed as required in almost a quarter of the
programs, and discretionary in roughly half of the programs.82 This means
that most people on court supervision are potentially subject to drug testing.
It is not clear from the records what circumstances or cases might trigger the
imposition of drug testing.

Like drug testing, alcohol testing is also common. Of the programs in
the study, alcohol testing was listed as required in about a quarter of the
programs, and discretionary in almost half of the programs.83 This means
that most people on court supervision are potentially subject to alcohol
testing.

In some places, people are also prohibited from using products that
contain alcohol. For example, in Alaska, people subject to EM/GPS “agree
not to use any personal hygiene products such as mouthwash, cologne, etc.
that contain alcohol,” and not use cleaning products such as Lysol that con-
tain alcohol while enrolled in EM.84 Likewise, in Johnson County, Kansas,

75 See infra, Appendix C, 16.
76 See infra, Appendix C, 17.
77 Ariz. EM/GPS (Tucson).
78 Neb. Probation (state).
79 Tex. Probation (Dall. Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.).
80 See infra, Appendix C, 18.
81 See infra, Appendix C, 19.
82 See infra, Appendix C, 20.
83 See infra, Appendix C, 21.
84 Alaska EM/GPS (state).
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people subject to monitoring are prohibited from consuming any substance
containing alcohol, including over the counter medicine or other common
products like mouthwash or cold medication.85

Of the programs in this study, a quarter included either discretionary or
mandatory DNA collection.86 Because DNA collection is often part of rou-
tine jail booking processes, it is likely that DNA collection is more common
than the records in this study suggest.87

Participating in various treatment programs is also a common rule. The
vast majority of the programs in this study (68%) list treatment as a rule or
condition.88 This includes, but is not limited to, counseling or drug, alcohol,
or mental health treatment. Sometimes the rule is mandatory and sometimes
it appears to be at the discretion of either the court or the supervising agent.
The rules only state that the person must receive treatment and often do not
specify which treatment program is required.

While privacy laws generally protect medical and mental health
records, people on court supervision do not benefit from such laws. Of the
187 programs in this study, 32% require people to share otherwise private
records with the court, law enforcement, or the supervising agency.89 In
Pima County, Arizona, for example, the rules state: “I will sign any release
or consent required by [agency] so the [agency] can exchange information
in relation to my treatment, behavior, and activities.”90 Likewise, people on
parole in Florida must “execute and provide authorizations to release
records to my parole supervisor and the Commission so my progress and
participation in required programs can be monitored and documented.”91

Several programs also require people to disclose some or all of their
medication use.92 In Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, for example, peo-
ple must notify their supervising agent before “consuming any prescribed
and over the counter medication.”93 In Utah, people on monitors must agree
to not “take or fill any medication (prescription or over the counter) before
having it approved.”94

85 Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.).
86 See infra, Appendix C, 22.
87 See Andrea Roth, Maryland v. King and the Wonderful, Horrible DNA Revolution in

Law Enforcement, 11 OHIO STATE J. CRIM. L. 295, 296 (2013); see generally Maryland v.
King, 569 U.S. 435 (2013).

88 See infra, Appendix C, 23.
89 See infra, Appendix C, 24.
90 Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.).
91 Fla. Parole (state); see also Kan. Probation (Johnson Cnty.) (“Defendant waives any

privilege of confidentiality which may exist under any State or Federal law relating to treat-
ments, reports, evaluations, histories, tests, etc.”).

92 See R.I. EM/GPS (state) (must notify supervisor of use of over-the-counter medication);
S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.) (“[V]erification of any prescribed medication must be pro-
vided to your Court Services Officer upon request”); see also Pa. Probation & Parole (Mont-
gomery Cnty.); S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.); Wash. Probation Reentry (state).

93 Pa. Probation & Parole (Montgomery Cnty.).
94 Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.).
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Lastly, participating in polygraph tests is also a common rule, espe-
cially for people convicted of certain sex offenses.95

4. Family & Intimacy Restrictions

The rules also impact familial relations and parenting.96 Rules from
nineteen programs limit living with, or visiting, children—either biological
children or other children, or both.97 For example, people on monitors in
Virginia “may not participate in friendships and/or relationships with other
adults who have children.”98 In Alaska, people on EM/GPS cannot be the
“sole guardian, babysitter, or custodian/primary caregiver for any person(s),
children, or pets without approval from EM officers.”99 And people con-
victed of certain sex offenses in Gila County, Arizona, must obtain approval
“before possessing children’s clothing, toys, games, videos, etc.”100 It is
worth noting that these rules are imposed through the criminal court system
but many people are subject to regulations and restrictions imposed through
the child welfare system as well.101

Some rules also impact the most intimate parts of life, such as entering
into romantic relationships, seeing friends, or getting married.102 For exam-
ple, in Johnson County, Kansas, the rules provide that “prior to entering into
a marriage, financial, or other contract [the participant] will discuss the mat-
ter with [their] House Arrest Officer.”103 Likewise, people on monitoring in
Mississippi may “marry only after approval by [Mississippi Department of
Corrections].”104

The involvement of the state in intimate relationships is striking. People
on probation for certain sex offenses in Maricopa County, Arizona, must
“obtain prior written approval . . . before socializing, dating, or entering into

95 See Alaska Parole (state); Ill. Parole (state); Minn. Parole (state); N.J. Parole (state); Vt.
Parole Sex Offense (state); Wash. Probation (Spokane); W. Va. Probation (state).

96 For a more detailed accounting of conditions that restrict and separate families, see
generally Karteron, supra note 7; Dennis, supra note 11.

97 Alaska EM/GPS (state); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender
Probation (Maricopa Cnty.); Del. Probation (state); Ill. Parole (state); Ind. Probation (state);
Me. Probation (state); Minn. Parole (state); N.H. Probation (state); N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.);
N.Y. Probation Sex Offenses (N.Y.C.); Tex. Parole (state); Va. EM/GPS (state); Va. Probation
(state); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Parole Sex Offenses (state); W. Va. Parole
(state); W. Va. Probation (state).

98 Va. EM/GPS (state).
99 Alaska EM/GPS (state).
100 Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.).
101 See generally S. Lisa Washington, Survived & Coerced: Epistemic Injustice in the

Family Regulation System, 122 COLUM. L. REV. 1097 (2022); DOROTHY ROBERTS, TORN

APART: HOW THE CHILD WELFARE SYSTEM DESTROYS BLACK FAMILIES — AND HOW ABOLI-

TION CAN BUILD A SAFER WORLD (2022).
102 Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Maricopa

Cnty.); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.); Miss. EM/GPS (state); N.Y. Probation Sex Offenses
(N.Y.C.); Ohio EM/GPS (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (state); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.).

103 Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.).
104 Miss. EM/GPS (state).
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a sexual relationship with any person who has children under the age of
18.”105 And in Virginia, people on monitors are required to “inform persons
with whom you have a significant relationship of your sexual offending be-
havior as directed by your supervising officer and/or treatment provider.”106

5. Regulating Behavior & Appearance

Some of the rules in the study include restrictions related to behavior.107

Over a quarter of the rules in the study include some form of a behavior
prohibition or requirement.108 What follows are some examples of rules re-
flecting behavior expectations:

• Avoid “injurious or vicious habits.”109

• “Do not consume intoxicating liquor to excess.”110

• “The parolee shall treat all persons with respect and courtesy.”111

• Do not engage in “lewd or lascivious behaviors.”112

• Do not view or possess any obscene/ sexually explicit material.113

• “Work conscientiously at suitable employment or pursue conscientiously
a course of study.”114

• “Be cooperative, compliant and truthful in all dealings with Adult Proba-
tion and Parole.”115

• “I will keep the peace, be of good behavior.”116

• “I will not associate with persons deemed undesirable by the GPS
Deputies.”117

Rules governing people convicted of certain sex offenses often limit
otherwise legal activities, like sex, viewing pornography, or having other-
wise legal interactions. Some examples:

• “You will not purchase, possess, or use pornography or erotica. You will
not go to adult bookstores, sex shops, topless bars, etc.”118

• “I will obtain prior written approval . . . before possessing any sexually
stimulating or sexually oriented material in any form. In addition, I will

105 Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Maricopa Cnty.).
106 Va. EM/GPS (state).
107 For a more detailed accounting of rules governing behavior, see Doherty, supra note 7,

at 303.
108 See infra, Appendix C, 26.
109 Ala. Probation (state); Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.).
110 Alaska Probation (state).
111 Iowa Parole (state).
112 Kan. Parole (state).
113 Me. Probation (state).
114 Haw. Probation (state).
115 Utah Probation (state).
116 Va. Probation (Richmond Cnty.).
117 Utah EM/GPS (state.).
118 Vt. Parole Sex Offense (state).
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not patronize any establishment whose primary purpose is to have such
material or entertainment available, including internet sites.”119

• People may “not participate in a holiday event involving children under
18 years of age, such as distributing candy or other items to children on
Halloween, wearing a Santa Claus costume on or preceding Christmas,
being employed as a department store Santa Claus, or wearing an Easter
Bunny costume on or preceding Easter.”120

• “You will not allow any female passengers to ride in your vehicle, unless
otherwise approved in advance.”121

• “You may not participate in friendships and/or relationships with other
adults who have children.”122

• “You will inform persons with whom you have a significant relationship
of your sexual offending behavior as directed by your supervising officer
and/or treatment provider.”123

At least ten programs also have rules related to appearance or dress.124

For example, people on probation for certain sex offenses in Maricopa
County, Arizona, must agree to “be responsible for [their] personal appear-
ance, which includes the wearing of undergarments and clothing.”125 In Har-
ris County, Texas, the rules limit what people can wear to the probation
office: no revealing clothing, or clothing in “poor taste” including “halters,
short shorts, sagging pants, pajamas, house shoes, swimsuits, low cut re-
vealing shirts/blouses, clothing with vulgar language.”126 And in Utah, peo-
ple on monitors must “wear modest clothing” to court-ordered classes and
cannot wear “shorts, dresses or skirts above the knee, nor any torn clothes or
clothes with holes.”127

E. Financial Implications

1. Fees

The vast majority of records in this study include references to required
fees.128 The nature and amount of the fees vary greatly, but in general, the

119 Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.).
120 Ill. Parole (state).
121 Vt. Parole Sex Offense (state).
122 Va. EM/GPS (state).
123 Id.
124 Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Maricopa

Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Orange Cnty.); N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); Ohio Probation Clean Up
Program (Franklin Cnty.); S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris
Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Va. Probation (state); Wash. EM/GPS (state).

125 Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Maricopa Cnty.)
126 Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.).
127 Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.).
128 See infra, Appendix C, 27.
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fees are for some combination of court supervision, drug testing, monitoring,
or administration.129

The length of time someone remains on court supervision often dictates
how much they owe.130 Most programs impose monthly fees for supervision
and repeated fees for recurring obligations, such as drug tests or other re-
quirements.131 For example, depending on the jurisdiction, fees for probation
supervision range from $10 to $208 per month.132 These fees do not include
victim restitution or mandated contributions to victim compensation funds.
While documenting the exact fee amount and waiver process is beyond the
scope of this study, other research has explored the use of fees in the crimi-
nal legal system.133

2. Employment Restrictions

The rules often limit employment in both direct and indirect ways. Out
of all the programs in the study, only 18% have no requirements or limita-
tions related to employment.134 What follows are some of the more common
restrictions:135

• 40% of the programs require that people obtain permission before
changing jobs136

• 25% of the programs require that people provide their work schedule
to their supervising agent137

• 17% of the programs require that the supervising agent approve work
schedules138

129 For a detailed account of probation and parole fees, see Fines & Fees Justice Center, 50
State Survey: Probation & Parole Fees (May 2022), https://finesandfeesjusticecenter.org/arti-
cles/50-state-survey-probation-and-parole-fees/ [https://perma.cc/PVK3-BZDX].

130 Id. at 2.
131 Id.
132 Id. at 5.
133 Id.; see also Beth A. Colgan, Beyond Graduation: Economic Sanctions and Structural

Reform, 69 DUKE L.J. 1529, 1544–45 (2020); Theresa Zhen, (Color)Blind Reform: How Abil-
ity-to-Pay Determinations Are Inadequate to Transform a Racialized System of Penal Debt, 43
N.Y.U. REV. L. & SOC. CHANGE 175, 187–88 (2019); Laura I. Appleman, The Burden of
Criminal Justice Debt Ii Federal Community Supervision, 34 FED. SENT’G REP. 290 (2022);
Anna VanCleave, Brian Highsmith, Judith Resnik, Jeff Selbin & Lisa Foster, Money and Pun-
ishment, Circa 2020, 62 (Arthur Liman Ctr. for Pub. Int. Law, Fines & Fees Just. Ctr. & Policy
Advoc. Clinic at U.C. Berkeley Sch. of Law, 2020), ttps://law.yale.edu/sites/default/files/area/
center/liman/document/money_and_punishment_circa_2020.pdf [ https://perma.cc/7CF3-
XLME].

134 See infra, Appendix C, 28.
135 The following percentages are based on the 156 programs that have rules reflecting

employment restrictions or requirements.
136 See infra, Appendix C, 28.
137 See infra, Appendix C, 28.
138 See infra, Appendix C, 28.
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• 15% of programs require people to inform their employers that they
are on supervision139

• 13% of the programs place limitations on people’s work hours, work
schedules, type of work, or location of work140

There are also limits on working overtime. For example, in Johnson
County, Kansas, the supervising agency can prohibit the defendant from
working more than fifty hours a week.141 Likewise, in King County, Wash-
ington, people on monitors must obtain prior permission from a supervising
agent in order to work overtime.142

3. Community Service

Community service is also a common feature of most forms of court
supervision in the study. Of the programs in the study, 35% include commu-
nity service requirements, either discretionary or mandatory.143 The exact
type of service and the number of hours vary greatly between programs.144

4. Financial Autonomy & Security

The rules often either explicitly or implicitly limit financial security and
(or) autonomy. Of all the programs in the study, 33% impose some sort of
limitation or requirement with respect to personal finances.145 Eight pro-
grams limit the use of credit cards and/or banks.146 And in another eight
programs, people must report their earnings to the supervising agency.147

There are additional ways that the rules impact financial independence.
For example, people on parole in Alaska must “refrain from opening, main-
taining, or using a checking account or charge account” as well as “refrain
from entering into a contract other than a prenuptial contract or a marriage
contract.”148 Likewise, in Montana, people on supervision must “obtain per-
mission from a Probation/Parole officer before financing or purchasing an
automobile, real property, or engaging in business” and “will not go into
debt without an Officer’s permission.”149 And in Maine, people are prohib-

139 See infra, Appendix C, 32.
140 See infra, Appendix C, 28.
141 Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.).
142 Wash. EM/GPS (King Cnty.).
143 See infra, Appendix C, 29.
144 For a detailed discussion of community service in California, see generally Lucero

Herrera, Tia Koonse, Melanie Sonsteng-Person, Noah Zatz, Work, Pay, or Go to Jail: Court-
Ordered Community Service in Los Angeles, UCLA Labor Center, 2019, https://
www.labor.ucla.edu/publication/communityservice/ [https://perma.cc/PRK3-ABW3].

145 See infra, Appendix C, 30.
146 See infra, Appendix C, 30.
147 See infra, Appendix C, 30.
148 Alaska Parole (state).
149 Mont. Probation & Parole (state).
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ited from having any possessory interest in any bank account except as au-
thorized by their probation officer.150

Requiring people to report their income is also common. For example,
in New Hampshire, people must explain and prove all financial transactions
to the satisfaction of their probation or parole officer.151 In Pennington
County, South Dakota, people are required to submit copies of all financial
records including pay stubs, student loan disbursements, disability income,
tax forms, child support obligations, and more.152 And in Washington’s Pro-
bation Reentry program, people must deposit all their earnings into some-
thing referred to as the “Inmate Banking System Account.”153

Other programs limit people’s ability to enter into contracts or make
large financial decisions.154 In Oklahoma, people on monitors are required to
be employed, but at the same time, they cannot drive or apply for govern-
ment assistance without preapproval from the supervising agent.155 They are
also prevented from applying for bank accounts or loans.156 The program
rules in Pennington County, South Dakota, state that “[p]articipants shall
not spend more than $300 on any single-item purchase without prior consul-
tation with their Court Services Officers.”157 Likewise, in Minnesota people
must obtain approval from an agent before “opening or maintaining a check-
ing account, acting in a financial or fiduciary capacity for another person or
business, being self-employed, owning a business, or entering into a written
or verbal contract.”158

Some rules require that people use their wages to pay off court debt.
For example, in Gila County, Arizona, people on adult probation may have
their wages garnished if they fall behind in paying court fees.159 Other pro-
grams similarly require that people submit all income to the supervising
agency for purposes of paying off court-related financial obligations, and the
governing agency then returns any remaining income.160

Finally, in almost a quarter of the programs, the rules include a specific
requirement to support people’s own children.161 While this rule is often am-
biguously phrased, presumably financial support is the key concern. For ex-

150 Me. Probation (state).
151 Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Probation (Gila Cnty.);

N.H. EM/GPS (state); S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.).
152 S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.).
153 Wash. Probation Reentry (state).
154 N.M. Probation (state).
155 Okla. EM/GPS (state).
156 Id.
157 S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.).
158 Minn. Parole (state).
159 Ariz. Probation (Gila Cnty.) (“Should you become more than two months behind in

your monthly payments, the adult probation department is authorized to order you to surrender
your wages. Court ordered financial obligations will be deducted and the remainder of your
wages will be returned to you.”).

160 Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Maricopa Cnty.).
161 See infra, Appendix C, 30.
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ample, in Hawaii, people must “support [their] dependents and meet other
family responsibilities.”162 Likewise, in New Mexico a standard condition of
probation provides that people “will make every effort to obtain and hold a
legitimate job and fulfill all financial obligations required of [them] includ-
ing support of [their] family.”163

F. Impact on Others

1. Family & Co-Habitants

Many program rules require the cooperation of the other people who
live with the person on court supervision. For example, several programs
require people who live with someone on court supervision to sign a form or
agree to host them.164 These forms vary, but they generally require the co-
habitant to agree to certain things, like home searches and communicating
with the supervising agent.

Program rules also impact household members in other ways. In the
majority of programs, agents are permitted to make unannounced visits to
the home.165 These visits expose everyone in the home to the agent’s eyes
and ears, including otherwise private or personal property or conversations.
Finally, limitations on who can live in the home, and when (or if) people on
supervision can leave home, in addition to the time required to complete
supervision requirements make it difficult, if not impossible, for people on
supervision to provide reliable and consistent care or transportation for de-
pendent family members.

2. Employers

Employers are also impacted by the rules of court supervision. The state
is involved in employer-employee relationships in ways that would never
occur outside the context of criminal court control. As previously noted, in
twenty-three programs, people are required to inform their employer that
they are on court supervision.166 And in nine programs an employer must
agree to employ someone who is on court supervision.167

Employers often must take additional steps to employ people on super-
vision. For example, in Minnehaha County, South Dakota, the rules require
that employers call the monitoring staff to complete a “verification pro-

162 Haw. Probation (state).
163 N.M. Probation (state).
164 See Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Sheriff); Mass. Parole

(state); Miss. Probation (state); Miss. EM/GPS (state); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.);
Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham Cnty.); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha
Cnty.); W. Va. EM/GPS (state); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. Parole & Parole (state).

165 See infra, Appendix C, 31.
166 See infra, Appendix C, 32.
167 See infra, Appendix C, 32.
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cess”168 and that they provide a weekly schedule to the monitoring office.169

The same rules require that people must advise employers of their probation
and the nature of their crime to allow for communication between “em-
ployer and court services officer for the purpose of setting up wage
assignments.”170

Additionally, rules that limit people’s ability to work (such as limiting
work schedules or the type of work) also impacts employers’ ability to man-
age employees who are subject to supervision. The workplace is also trans-
formed into a surveilled space: in fifty-nine programs (31% of all programs
in the study), the rules allow agents to make unannounced visits at people’s
workplaces.171

III. STUDY IMPLICATIONS

The findings from this study demonstrate the extent to which the expe-
rience of incarceration is not limited to physical prisons and jails. Rather, the
rules of court supervision reflect the logic of prison—even if to a lesser
degree.172 As explored more fully in a companion article, the isolating and
dehumanizing methods of criminal court supervision increasingly transform
homes—the ultimate private sphere—into carceral spaces.173 Despite proba-
tion, parole, and monitoring being heralded as favorable alternatives to in-
carceration, these forms of criminal court control further entrench the race,
class, gender, disability, and sexuality-based subordination endemic to the
carceral state.174

This section offers some preliminary observations about what the find-
ings teach us about supervision. After addressing some themes in the find-
ings, this section also identifies avenues for future research.

A. Most Common Rules & Restrictions

Because this study examines rules from all over the country, it is possi-
ble to see which conditions and rules are the most common. With the caveat
that not all conditions and rules are always imposed, what follows are the
most common rules in the study:

• References to electronic monitoring technology: 88% of programs
• Restrictions on travel out of city, county, and/or state: 85% of programs
• Limitations or restrictions related to employment: 82% of programs

168 S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.).
169 Id.
170 Id.
171 See infra, Appendix C, 32.
172 See supra, note 17.
173 Kate Weisburd, The Carceral Home Paradox (forthcoming).
174 Id.
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• Limitations or restrictions related to where people can live: 81% of
programs

• Required/discretionary drug testing: 70% of programs
• Required treatment programs: 68% of programs
• Rules providing for home searches: 65% of programs
• Required/discretionary alcohol testing: 62% of programs

B. Transparency, Vagueness, & Discretion

The difficulty in tracking down the rules reflects significant problems
related to transparency and accessibility. It is difficult to comply with the
rules if the rules are not known to the person subject to them. Perhaps people
are provided a physical copy of the rules or conditions at some point in the
court process. However, not having the rules easily accessible on a public
website is troubling. The difficulty in accessing the rules is especially prob-
lematic given the detailed nature of the rules and the high stakes for any
violation.

The role of discretion is also ever-present in all the rules. Discretion is
significant in three ways. First, courts have wide latitude in deciding which
rules to impose. In most jurisdictions, any rule or restriction passes legal
muster if it “reasonably relates” to either rehabilitation or public safety.175

As addressed in my prior work, this is a limitless limit and offers no mean-
ingful check on judicial discretion.176

Second, agents have wide latitude in how they impose, interpret, and
enforce the rules. On the front end, the rules often allow for agents to add
additional requirements. Language such as “consent to any treatment plan
deemed necessary by court services officer . . .”177 or “defendant shall sub-
mit to behavioral treatment, substance abuse treatment, Global Positioning
System (GPS) monitoring, and other treatment deemed necessary by the
court or probation officer”.178 In this way, supervising agents become de
facto shadow sentencers.179

On the back end, many of the rules permit agents to substitute their own
idiosyncratic judgment for what may constitute a violation. For example,
rules that require agents to approve who people can spend time with, or that
require certain types of acceptable behavior or clothing, give the agent per-
mission to dictate every part of someone’s life, including whether they are in
violation of these rules. Similarly, rules that include qualifiers like “work
conscientiously at suitable employment”180 and “fully cooperate in a re-

175 See Weisburd, Rights Violations, supra note 10.
176 Id.
177 S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.).
178 See also Ala. Probation (state).
179 See Doherty, supra note 7, at 295.
180 Haw. Probation (state) (emphasis added).
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spectful manner with any law enforcement requests”181 leave ample room for
agents to decide when someone is in violation.

Individual agents also determine when a violation has occurred and,
often, the corresponding sanction.182 For example, in Minnehaha County, the
rules provide that the first failure to report will result in twelve hours in jail,
the second failure to report will result in twenty-four hours in jail, and so
on.183 The power invested in agents, as well as the discretion they are af-
forded, is not a new phenomenon, but the vague and broad rules further
exacerbate the problem.184

Third, there is little to counterbalance the discretion afforded to agents
and judges. People subject to criminal court supervision often have few re-
sources to contest violations or advocate for better conditions.185 Factors
such as the lack of access to counsel for people on probation and parole, the
difficulty of obtaining evidence to contest a violation, and qualified immu-
nity make legal challenges to carceral control difficult.186 In the context of
supervised release, “defendants will accept nearly any arrangement as long
as it provides them the opportunity to avoid going to prison.”187 In short,
there are limited ways to challenge criminal court supervision.

C. Ability to Survive & Thrive

As other research has exposed, supervision often sets people up to
fail.188  As demonstrated by the rules in this study, the various restrictions
and requirements, combined with increased surveillance and financial obli-
gations, make it difficult, if not impossible, to succeed.189 People subject to
criminal court supervision are expected to do more, but with less. For exam-
ple, people are expected to pay restitution, court fees, be “financially re-
sponsible”190 and support their children. However, the various restrictions on
employment, where they can live and when they may leave their home make
it difficult—if not impossible—to meet the supervision-related obligations.

181 Idaho Probation (Ada Cnty.).
182 Doherty, supra note 7, at 326–27; Phelps & Ruhland, supra note 11, at 809.
183 S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.).
184 Doherty, supra note 7, at 326–27; Phelps & Ruhland, supra note 11, at 809.
185 See Weisburd, Rights Violations as Punishment, supra note 10 at 26.
186 See Weisburd, Rights Violations, supra note 10, at 26; Weisburd, Sentenced to Surveil-

lance, supra note 40.
187 Doherty, Testing Periods and Outcome Determination in Criminal Cases, supra note

11, at 1704.
188 See Jacobi et. al., supra note 7, at 927, 930–31; Phelps & Ruhland, supra note 11, at

809; Policy Reforms Can Strengthen Community Supervision, supra note 10; Fiona Doherty,
The Case For Moving Beyond Probation, And How To Do It, THE APPEAL (May 4, 2021),
https://theappeal.org/the-lab/report/the-case-for-moving-beyond-probation-and-how-to-do-it/
#reevaluating-probation-to-create-true-alternatives-to-prison [https://perma.cc/ZAN7-NPH9];
JAMES KILGORE, UNDERSTANDING E-CARCERATION: ELECTRONIC MONITORING, THE SURVEIL-

LANCE STATE, AND THE FUTURE OF MASS INCARCERATION, 2022.
189 Policy Reforms Can Strengthen Community Supervision, supra note 11.
190 S.D. Parole (state).
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The time and coordination required to navigate supervision meetings, drug
and alcohol testing, and various treatment programs, while also juggling
family obligations, compounds the problem. Taken together, these require-
ments systematically—and directly—jeopardize people’s financial and per-
sonal success.

The requirements of court supervision impact more than the person sub-
ject to the surveillance. As Professors Alexis Karteron and Andrea L. Dennis
have documented, families are also negatively impacted by supervision
rules.191 Many of the rules implicitly or explicitly require that family mem-
bers cooperate in the supervision, making them de facto prison guards. This
places family members in an impossible position: either report on their loved
one or stay silent and risk some form of criminal prosecution or sanction for
being complicit. These tensions strain important family and social relation-
ships; relationships that are especially critical for formerly incarcerated peo-
ple and their families.

The constant risk of violations further undermines people’s ability to
survive and thrive. Carceral surveillance technology—like electronic moni-
toring—combined with the number of rules and their discretionary nature,
“allows for the perfect detection of inevitable imperfections.”192 Although
the exact rate of re-incarceration related to technical violations detected by
monitoring is not well studied, there is little doubt that improved surveil-
lance capabilities enhance the ability of supervising agents to detect
violations.

D. New Carceral Technologies

The capacity of various forms of carceral surveillance technology is
expanding exponentially. Cell phone tracking, data compilation, private data
brokers, and online surveillance are already growing industries.193 Within a
few years, physical ankle monitors may be obsolete. And while some of the
concerns with monitoring may dissipate (like the charging and equipment
care requirements), most of the findings in this study will remain unchanged.
If anything, the capacity of surveillance technology will only expand.

191 Karteron, supra note 7; Dennis, supra note 11.
192 Weisburd, Sentenced to Surveillance, supra note 40, at 764.
193 Websites of some of the leading carceral surveillance companies reflect the expanding

capacity: The GEO Group, http://www.geogroup.com (last visited Jul. 29, 2022); SCRAM Sys-
tems, http://www.scramsystems.com [https://perma.cc/6VFW-Z6JU] (last visited Jul. 29,
2022); Securus Technologies, http://www.securustech.net [https://perma.cc/9T6M-D3DC]
(last visited Jul. 29, 2022); Sentinel Offender Services, http://sentinteladvantage.com [https://
perma.cc/6ETF-AR59] (last visited Jul. 29, 2022); Sierra Wireless, http://
www.sierrawireless.com [https://perma.cc/GP4Q-TG9A] (last visited Jul. 29, 2022); Track
Group, http://trackgrp.com [https://perma.cc/5W5A-5YS2] (last visited Jul. 29, 2022).
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E. Future Research

Much remains to be learned about the rules of criminal court supervi-
sion. This study offers a “first-cut,” but a deeper dive into the rules—and
their implications—is warranted. While there are many avenues of potential
future research, I highlight two. First, more research is needed to explore the
various and intersecting ways that supervision directly facilitates and main-
tains race, gender, disability and economic-based subordination.194 Likewise,
insufficient attention has been paid to how the rules legitimize and perpetu-
ate discriminatory norms rooted in particular conceptions about gender, race,
disability, and sexuality. This is especially the case with the rules that re-
quire various forms of “acceptable” behavior, conduct, clothing, and
associations.195

Second, much more can be learned about which rules are imposed and
on whom. From the records in this study, supervision rules appear to be one-
size-fits-all. It is not clear, for example, if everyone on supervision in a
given jurisdiction is subject to drug and alcohol testing or treatment, or
movement restrictions, regardless of their conviction or needs. If imposed
without any constraints, these restrictions raise significant civil liberties and
net-widening concerns.

It is also not clear if everyone is subject to the same number and nature
of rules. More research could explore the correlation between the imposition
of certain terms, or the prosecution of certain violations, and basic
demographics, such as race and gender, as well as differences between urban
and rural areas.

CONCLUSION

  The findings from this study reveal a web of restrictions, obligations, and
requirements that make it all but impossible to succeed while subject to su-
pervision. Yet these burdens are often normalized because they are viewed
as better than prison, thus obscuring the ways court supervision undermines
people’s ability to survive and thrive.

Despite these findings, efforts led by impacted people and advocates
may alter the future of supervision. For example, the organization Don’t
Send Us Back, formed by and for people released from federal prison on
home confinement, successfully fought to prevent thousands of people from
returning to prison and is continuing to advocate for sentence commutations

194 A small but growing group of scholars, myself included, have explored some of these
issues, but more is needed. See Karteron, supra note 7; Arnett, supra note 7; Jacobi, supra note
7; Weisburd, supra note 10; Doherty, supra note 188.

195 For a discussion of discriminatory norms in the context of disorderly conduct laws, see
Jamelia N. Morgan, Rethinking Disorderly Conduct, 109 Cal. L. Rev. 1637, 1642 (2021).
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and more incarcerated people to be released.196 And, in New York state, a
new law ends automatic detention for certain technical violations of commu-
nity supervision, creates opportunities to finish parole early, improves due
process protections, and sets limits on the periods of incarceration for techni-
cal violations.197 These changes signal a potentially significant shift in the
operation of criminal court supervision.

196 See Don’t Send Us Back, https://www.dontsendusback.org/ [https://perma.cc/9KU9-
4SJT] (last visited Oct. 15, 2022).

197 See S.1144a, 204th Leg., 2020-21 Reg. Sess. (N.Y. 2021).
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APPENDIX A

Questions Used to Analyze the Records:
1. Name of reviewer
2. Name of state
3. Rules relate to which type of program? (Probation, parole, probation &

parole, EM/GPS, specialty programs)
4. Name of agency covering supervision
5. Nature of agency (county, state, combination, judicial district, not clear)
6. Nature of rules (state statute, agency form, sample court order, cannot

tell)
7-8. File name of record on shared drive
9. Do the rules include drug testing?

10. Do rules include alcohol testing?
11. Do rules provide for collection of the defendant’s DNA?
12. Is treatment listed as a condition of supervision (i.e., counseling, drug or
alcohol or mental health treatment - either required condition or at discretion
of court and/or agency)?
13. Do rules require the defendant to agree to share sensitive private records
with the court, law enforcement or the supervising agency? (Including medi-
cal, treatment, or mental health records)
14. Do the rules include restrictions or limitations on where people can live?
(For example, but not limited to: no hotels, no Section 8 housing, no moving
without permission, etc.) Check all that apply.
15. Do the rules include restrictions or limitations on who people can live
with? Check all that apply.
16. Do the rules require cohabitants/family to sign and/or agree to live with
the defendant on court supervision?
17. Do the rules include search of home?
18. Do the rules include search of electronic devices (phone, computer, tab-
lets etc.),email or social media?
19. Are there any limitations or requirements related to income or financial
decisions (e.g., cannot have a credit card, must report earnings, etc.)? Check
all that apply.
19(b). Do the rules require that people support (financial or otherwise) their
dependents and/or children?
20. Are there limitations or requirements that may restrict or impact employ-
ment (e.g., cannot change jobs without permission, etc.)? Check all that
apply.
21. Do the rules restrict certain vague behaviors (other than illegal activity)?
For example, a rule might prohibit “inappropriate behavior” or require peo-
ple to “be of good character.” Check all that apply.
22. If the answer to the prior question was yes (rules restrict certain vague
behaviors), please specify. Provide direct quote, if possible.
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23. Do the rules prohibit or in any way limit people’s ability to freely leave
city, county or state (i.e., cannot leave or need permission)?
24. Do the rules explicitly limit or restrict daily movement (other than a
curfew)? Check all that apply.
25. Do rules include a curfew (either optional condition or required)?
26. Do the rules limit or restrict who a person may be around, socialize with
or speak to? Check all that apply.
27. Do the rules restrict or limit people’s ability to live with and/or visit their
own children?
28. Do the rules restrict or limit people’s ability to live with and/or visit with
children that are not their own?
29. Do the rules restrict or limit intimate relationships (i.e., limits on having
children, and/or restrictions on relationships or marriage)?
29(a). Do the rules forbid or restrict people from bringing children to various
meetings or appointments, or to court or treatment?
30. Do the rules contain requirements about appearance or dress (e.g., dress
for court, requirements about hair, etc.)?
31. Do the rules allow for unannounced visits by supervising agent at home?
32. Do the rules allow for unannounced visits by supervising agent at work?
33. Do the rules reflect agent’s authority to either detain a person in jail or
place them on a monitor?
34. Do the rules require that the person CONSENT to and/or WAIVE rights
with respect one or more requirements (e.g., I consent to search, I waive my
right to. . .)?
35. Is community service listed as a rule or condition (either mandatory or
discretionary)?
36. Do the rules reflect and/or reference fees related to court, supervision,
drug testing or monitoring (NOT victim restitution or victim fund fees)?
37. Does the agency that oversees the rules and/or the relevant jurisdiction
use any form of electronic or GPS monitoring? (If you are looking at moni-
toring rules, answer yes. Otherwise, see if you can tell from the records we
have or from a web search if the agency and/or jurisdiction used EM or
GPS.)
38. How many requirements are listed on the record you are reviewing (both
mandatory and discretionary)?
39. Any other rules that stood out to you as particularly burdensome, restric-
tive, or invasive?
40. Anything else of note? Any details to add from prior questions?
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APPENDIX B

Alabama Parole (state) 
Probation (state) 
Probation (Baldwin Cnty.) 

Alaska EM/GPS (state) 
Probation (state) 
Parole (state) 

Arizona Probation (state) 
Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (Tucson) 
Probation (Pima Cnty.) 
Probation (Mariposa) 
Probation (Gila Cnty.) 
Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.) 
Domestic Violence (DV) Probation (Gila Cnty.) 
Mental Health Probation (Gila Cnty.) 
Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.) 
White Collar Probation (Gila Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (Maricopa Cnty.) 
Sex Offender Probation (Maricopa Cnty.) 

Arkansas Parole (state) 
Probation (state) 

California Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (San Francisco Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.) 
Probation (Orange Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (Orange Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (Los Angeles Cnty.) 

Colorado EM/GPS (Denver) 
Parole (state) 
Probation (state) 

Connecticut EM/GPS (state) 
Probation (state) 
Parole (state) 
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DC Probation (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 
Parole (state) 

Delaware Probation (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 

Florida Probation (Miami-Dade Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (state) 
Parole (state) 

Georgia Parole Special (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 
Parole (state) 
Probation (state) 
Probation Special (state) 

Hawaii EM/GPS (state) 
Probation (state) 

Idaho Probation (Canyon Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (state) 
Probation & Parole (state) 
Probation (Ada Cnty.) 

Illinois Probation (Cook Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.) 
Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Cir. Ct.) 
EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Sheriff) 

Indiana Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 
Probation (state) 

Iowa EM/GPS (state) 
Probation (state) 
Parole (state) 

Kansas Parole (state) 
Probation (Johnson Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (state) 
EM (Johnson Cnty.) 
GPS (Johnson Cnty.) 
DUI GPS (Johnson Cnty.) 

Kentucky EM/GPS (state) 
Probation & Parole (state) 

Louisiana Parole (state) 
Probation (state) 
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Maine Probation (state) 
Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 

Maryland EM/GPS (state) 
Parole (state) 
Probation (state) 

Mass. Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 
Probation (state) 

Michigan EM/GPS (state) 
Probation (state) 

Minn. Probation (Ramsey Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.) 
Probation (Hennepin Cnty.) 
Parole (state) 

Mississippi Probation (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 
DUI program (local) 

Missouri Probation & Parole (state) 
Montana Probation & Parole (state) 
Nebraska Parole (state) 

Parole Gangs (state) 
Probation (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 

Nevada Probation (state) 
Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 

New Hampshire Probation (state) 
Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 

New Jersey Probation (state) 
Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 

New Mexico Probation (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 

New York Probation Sex Offenses (N.Y.C.) 
Probation (N.Y.C.) 
EM/GPS (state) 
Parole (state) 
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North Carolina Probation (state) 
Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 

North Dakota Probation (state) 
Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 

Ohio Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 
EM/GPS (Cuyahoga Cnty.) 
Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.) 
Probation Clean Up Program (Franklin Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (Franklin Cnty.) 
Probation (Franklin Cnty.) 

Oklahoma EM/GPS (state) 
Probation & Parole (state) 

Oregon EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.) 
Parole (state) 
DUI Probation (Multnomah Cnty.) 
Probation (state) 

Penn. Probation & Parole (Philadelphia) 
EM/GPS (state) 
Parole (sate) 
Probation & Parole (Montgomery Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.) 
Probation & Parole (Allegheny Cnty.) 
DUI Program (Allegheny Cnty.) 
Probation & Parole (Bucks Cnty.) 
Probation & Parole (Delaware Cnty.) 

Rhode Island Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 
Probation (state) 

South Carolina Parole (state) 
Probation (state) 

South Dakota Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (Pennington Cnty.) 
DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.) 
Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 

Tennessee Probation (state) 



\\jciprod01\productn\H\HLC\58-1\HLC110.txt unknown Seq: 35 27-MAR-23 14:48

2023] Carceral Control 35

Texas Probation (Dallas Cnty.) 
Probation (Harris Cnty.) 
Parole (state) 
Mental Health (Tarrant Cnty.) 

Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (state) 
Parole (state) 
Probation (state) 

Vermont Parole (state) 
Probation (state) 
EM/GPS (Windham Cnty.) 
Parole DV (state) 
Parole Sex Offense (state) 

Virginia EM/GPS (state) 
EM/GPS (Fairfax Cnty.) 

Washington Probation (Spokane) 
Probation (King Cnty.) 
EM/GPS (state) 
EM/GPS (King Cnty.) 
Probation (Pierce Cnty.) 
Probation (state) 
Probation Reentry (state) 

W. Virginia EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.) 
Probation (state) 
Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (state) 
Probation & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.) 

Wisconsin EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.) 
Parole & Parole (state) 
EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.) 
Probation Sex Offenses (state) 

Wyoming Probation (state) 
EP/GPS (state) 
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APPENDIX C

1. Rules contained in agency form or policy: Alaska EM/GPS (state);
Alaska Probation (state); Ariz. Parole (state); Ariz. Probation (Maricopa
Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Maricopa Cnty.); Ark. Parole (state); Cal. Parole
(state); Cal. EM/GPS (San Francisco Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPA (San Diego
Cnty.); Cal. Probation (Orange Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Orange Cnty.); Cal.
EM/GPS (Los Angeles Cnty.); Colo. EM/GPS (Denver Cnty.); Colo. Parole
(state); Conn. EM/GPS (state); Conn. Parole (state); D.C. EM/GPS (state);
Del. Probation (state); Del. EM/GPS (state); Fla. EM/GPS (state); Ga. Parole
Special (state); Ga. EM/GPS (state); Ga. Parole (state); Ga. Probation (state);
Ga. Probation Special (state); Haw. EM/GPS (state); Idaho Probation (Can-
yon Cnty.); Idaho EM/GPS (state); Idaho Probation & Parole (state); Idaho
Probation (Ada Cnty.); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty.
Cir. Ct.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Sheriff); Ind. Parole (state); Ind. EM/
GPS (state); Iowa EM/GPS (state); Iowa Probation (state); Kan. Parole
(state); Kan. EM/GPS (state); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. GPS (Johnson
Cnty.); Kan. DUI GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Ky. EM/GPS (state); Ky. Probation
& Parole (state); La. Parole (state); La. Probation (state); Me. Parole (state);
Md. EM/GPS (state); Md. Parole (state); Md. Probation (state); Mass. Parole
(state); Mass. EM/GPS (state); Mich. EM/GPS (state); Minn. EM/GPS
(Ramsey Cnty.); Minn. Parole (state); Miss. Probation (state); Miss. EM/
GPS (state); Mo. Probation & Parole (state); Mont. Probation & Parole
(state); Neb. Parole (state); Neb. Parole Gangs (state); Nev. Parole (state);
Nev. EM/GPS (state); N.H. EM/GPS (state); N.H. Probation (state); N.M.
Probation (state); N.M. EM/GPS (state); N.C. EM/GPS (state); N.D. Parole
(state); N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); N.Y. EM/GPS (state); N.Y. Parole (state);
Ohio Parole (state); Ohio EM/GPS (state); Ohio EM/GPS (Franklin Cnty.);
Ohio Probation (Franklin Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS (state); Okla. Probation &
Parole (state); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Or. Parole (state); Pa. Proba-
tion & Parole (Philadelphia); Pa. EM/GPS (state); Pa. Parole (state); Pa. Pro-
bation & Parole (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.);
Pa. Probation & Parole (Delaware Cnty.); R.I. Parole (state); R.I. Probation
(state); R.I. EM/GPS (state); S.C. Probation (state); S.C. Parole (state); S.D.
EM/GPS (Pennington Cnty.); S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.); S.D.
Parole (state); S.D. EM/GPS (state); Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex.
Mental Health (Tarrant Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Utah Parole
(state); Utah Probation (state); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham
Cnty.); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Parole Sex Offense (state); Va. Probation
(Richmond Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (state); Va. EM/GPS (Fairfax Cnty.); Wash.
Probation (Spokane Cnty.); Wash. Probation (King Cnty.); Wash. EM/GPS
(state); Wash. Probation (Pierce Cnty.); Wash. Probation (state); Wash. Pro-
bation Reentry (state); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. Parole
(state); W. Va. EM/GPS (state); W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berkeley
Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. Probation & Parole (state); Wis.
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EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.); Wis. Probation Sex Offenses (state); Wyo.
Probation (state); Wyo. EM/GPS (state)

2. Rules contained in sample court order: Ala. Probation (state); Ala.
Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (state); Ariz. Probation (Gila
Cnty.); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. DV Probation (Gila
Cnty.); Ariz. Mental Health Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Pro-
bation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex
Offender Probation (Maricopa Cnty.); Colo. Probation (state); Conn. Proba-
tion (state); D.C. Probation (state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Ill.
Probation (Cook Cnty.); Kan. Probation (Johnson Cnty.); Me. Probation
(state); Minn. Probation (Ramsey Cnty.); Miss. DUI program (local); Neb.
EM/GPS (state); N.J. EM/GPS (state); N.J. Probation (state); N.C. Probation
(state); N.Y. Probation Sex Offenses (N.Y.C.); Ohio EM/GPS (Cuyahoga
Cnty.); Ohio Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio Probation Clean Up Pro-
gram (Franklin Cnty.); Or. DUI Probation (Multnomah Cnty.); Pa. Probation
& Parole (Allegheny Cnty.); Pa. DUI Program (Allegheny Cnty.); Pa. Proba-
tion & Parole (Bucks Cnty.); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); S.D. EM/
GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.); Vt. Probation
(state); Va. Probation (state); Wash. EM/GPS (King Cnty.)

3. Rules contained in statute: Ala. Parole (state); Alaska Parole (state);
Ark. Probation (state); D.C. Parole (state); Fla. Parole (state); Haw. Proba-
tion (state); Ill. Parole (state); Ind. Probation (state); Iowa Parole (state); Me.
EM/GPS (state); Mich. Probation (state); Neb. Probation (state); N.J. Parole
(state); N.C. Parole (state); N.D. EM/GPS (state); N.D. Probation (state); Or.
Probation (state); Tenn. Probation (state); Tex. Parole (state)

4. Categories of programs in the study:

In this study, we collected rules that fell into the categories:
• 65 rules related to probation: Ala. Probation (state); Ala. Probation

(Baldwin Cnty.); Alaska Probation (state); Ariz. Probation (state);
Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (Maricopa Cnty.);
Ariz. Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.);
Ariz. DV Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila
Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Of-
fender Probation (Maricopa Cnty.); Ark. Probation (state); Cal. Pro-
bation (Orange Cnty.); Colo. Probation (state); Conn. Probation
(state); D.C. Probation (state); Del. Probation (state); Fla. Probation
(Miami-Dade Cnty.); Ga. Probation (state); Ga. Probation Special
(state); Haw. Probation (state); Idaho Probation (Canyon Cnty.);
Idaho Probation (Ada Cnty.); Ill. Probation (Cook Cnty.); Ind. Proba-
tion (state); Iowa Probation (state); Kan. Probation (Johnson Cnty.);
La. Probation (state); Me. Probation (state); Md. Probation (state);
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Mass. Probation (state); Mich. Probation (state); Minn. Probation
(Ramsey Cnty.); Minn. Probation (Hennepin Cnty.); Miss. Probation
(state); Neb. Probation (state); Nev. Probation (state); N.H. Probation
(state); N.J. Probation (state); N.C. Probation (state); N.D. Probation
(state); N.Y. Probation Sex Offenses (N.Y.C.); N.Y. Probation
(N.Y.C.); Ohio Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio Probation Clean
Up Program (Franklin Cnty.); Ohio Probation (Franklin Co,); Or.
Probation (state); R.I. Probation (state); S.C. Probation (state); S.D.
Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); Tenn. Probation (state); Tex. Probation
(Dallas Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.); Utah Probation (state);
Vt. Probation (state); Va. Probation (state); Va. Probation (Richmond
Cnty.); Wash. Probation (Spokane Cnty.); Wash. Probation (King
Cnty.); Wash. Probation (Pierce Cnty.); Wash. Probation (state);
Wash. Probation Reentry (state); W. Va. Probation (state); Wyo. Pro-
bation (state)

• 40 rules related to parole: Ala. Parole (state); Alaska Parole (state); Ariz.
Parole (state); Ark. Parole (state); Cal. Parole (state); Colo. Parole (state);
Conn. Parole (state); D.C. Parole (state); Fla. Parole (state); Ga. Parole
Special (state); Ga. Parole (state); Ill. Parole (state); Ind. Parole (state);
Iowa Parole (state); Kan. Parole (state); La. Parole (state); Me. Parole
(state); Md. Parole (state); Mass. Parole (state); Minn. Parole (state); Neb.
Parole (state); Neb. Parole Gangs (state); Nev. Parole (state); N.H. Parole
(state); N.J. Parole (state); N.C. Parole (state); N.D. Parole (state); N.Y.
Parole (state); Ohio Parole (state); Or. Parole (state); Pa. Parole (state);
R.I. Parole (state); S.C. Parole (state); S.D. Parole (state); Tex. Parole
(state); Utah Parole (state); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt.
Parole Sex Offense (state); W. Va. Parole (state)

• 14 rules related to both probation and parole: Idaho Probation & Pa-
role (state); Ky. Probation & Parole (state); Mo. Probation & Parole
(state); Mont. Probation & Parole (state); N.M. Probation; Okla. Probation
& Parole (state); Pa. Probation & Parole (Philadelphia); Pa. Probation &
Parole (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Allegheny Cnty.);
Pa. Probation & Parole (Bucks Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Delaware
Cnty.); W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.); Wis. Probation &
Parole (state); Wis. Probation Sex Offenses (state)

• 62 rules related to electronic monitoring: Alaska EM/GPS (state); Ariz.
EM/GPS (Tucson); Ariz. EM/GPS (Maricopa Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San
Francisco Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Orange
Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Los Angeles Cnty.); Colo. EM/GPS (Denver);
Conn. EM/GPS (state); D.C. EM/GPS (state); Del. EM/GPS (state); Fla.
EM/GPS (state); Ga. EM/GPS (state); Haw. EM/GPS (state); Idaho EM/
GPS (state); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Cir.
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Ct.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Sheriff); Ind. EM/GPS (state); Iowa EM/
GPS (state); Kan. EM/GPS (state); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. GPS
(Johnson Cnty.); Kan. DUI GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Ky. EM/GPS (state);
Me. EM/GPS (state); Md. EM/GPS (state); Mass. EM/GPS (state); Mich.
EM/GPS (state); Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.); Miss. EM/GPS (state);
Neb. EM/GPS (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); N.H. EM/GPS (state); N.J.
EM/GPS (state); N.M. EM/GPS (state); N.C. EM/GPS (state); N.D. EM/
GPS (state); N.Y. EM/GPS (state); Ohio EM/GPS (state); Ohio EM/GPS
(Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio EM.GPS (Franklin Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS (state);
Or. EM.GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS (state); Pa. EM/GPS
(Montgomery Cnty.); R.I. EM/GPS (state); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha
Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Pennington Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (state); Utah
EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS (state); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham
Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (state); Va. EM/GPS (Fairfax Cnty.); Wash. EM/GPS
(state); Wash. EM/GPS (King Cnty.); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.);
W. Va. EM/GPS (state); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS
(Washington Cnty.); Wyo. EM/GPS (state)

• 6 related to other programs, including supervision focused on domes-
tic violence, mental health, sex offenses and DUIs: Ariz. Mental Health
Probation (Gila Cnty.) (Mental Health Court); Miss. DUI Program (local)
(DUI Program); Or. DUI Probation (Multnomah Cnty.) (DUI Program);
Pa. DUI Program (Allegheny Cnty.) (DUI Program); S.D. DUI Program
(Pennington Cnty.) (DUI Program); Tex. Mental Health (Tarrant Cnty.)
(Mental Health Court)

5. Programs operated at state versus local level:

• Programs operated at state level: Ala. Parole (state); Ala. Probation
(state); Alaska EM/GPS (state); Alaska Probation (state); Alaska Pa-
role (state); Ariz. Parole (state); Ark. Parole (state); Ark. Probation
(state); Cal. Parole (state); Colo. Parole (state); Colo. Probation
(state); Conn. Probation (state); Conn. Parole (state); D.C. Probation
(state); Del. Probation (state); Del. EM/GPS (state); Fla. EM/GPS
(state); Fla. Parole (state); Ga. Parole Special (state); Ga. EM/GPS
(state); Ga. Parole (state); Ga. Probation (state); Ga. Probation Special
(state); Haw. EM/GPS (state); Idaho EM/GPS (state); Idaho Proba-
tion & Parole (state); Ill. Parole (state); Ind. Parole (state); Ind. EM/
GPS (state); Ind. Probation (state); Iowa EM/GPS (state); Iowa Pro-
bation (state); Iowa Parole (state); Kan. Parole (state); Kan. EM/GPS
(state); Ky. EM/GPS (state); Ky. Probation & Parole (state); La. Pa-
role (state); La. Probation (state); Me. Probation (state); Me. Parole
(state); Md. EM/GPS (state); Md. Parole (state); Mass. Parole (state);
Mass EM/GPS (state); Mass. Probation (state); Mich. EM/GPS
(state); Minn. Parole (state); Miss. Probation (state); Miss. EM/GPS
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(state); Mo. Probation & Parole (state); Mont. Probation & Parole
(state); Neb. Parole (state); Neb. Parole Gangs (state); Neb. Probation
(state); Neb. EM/GPS (state); Nev. Probation (state); Nev. Parole
(state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); N.H. EM/GPS (state); N.H. Parole
(state); N.H. Probation (state); N.J. EM/GPS (state); N.J. Parole
(state); N.J. Probation (state); N.M. Probation; N.M. EM/GPS (state);
N.C. Probation (state); N.C. EM/GPS (state); N.C. Parole (state);
N.D. EM/GPS (state); N.D. Probation (state); N.D. Parole (state);
N.Y. EM/GPS (state); N.Y. Parole (state); Ohio Parole (state); Ohio
EM/GPS (state); Okla. EM/GPS (state); Okla. Probation & Parole
(state); Or. Parole (state); Or. Probation (state); Pa. EM/GPS (state);
Pa. Parole (state); R.I. Parole (state); R.I. Probation (state); R.I. EM/
GPS (state); S.C. Probation (state); S.C. Parole (state); S.D. Parole
(state); S.D. EM/GPS (state); Tenn. Probation (state); Tex. Parole
(state); Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Utah Parole (state); Utah Proba-
tion (state); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Probation (state); Vt. Parole DV
(state); Vt. Parole Sex Offense (state); Va. Probation (state); Va. EM/
GPS (state); Wash. Probation (state); Wash. Probation Reentry (state);
W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. Probation (state); W. Va.
Parole (state); W. Va. EM/GPS (state); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.);
Wis. Probation & Parole (state); Wis. EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.);
Wis. Probation Sex Offenses (state); Wyo. Probation (state); Wyo.
EM/GPS (state)

• Programs operated at local level: Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.);
Ariz. Probation (state); Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation
(Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. DV Proba-
tion (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Mental Health Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz.
Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Probation
(Gila Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Maricopa Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San
Francisco Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Cal. Probation
(Orange Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Orange Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Los
Angeles Cnty.); Colo. EM/GPS (Denver); Fla. Probation (Miami-
Dade Cnty.); Haw. Probation (state); Idaho Probation (Canyon
Cnty.); Idaho Probation (Ada Cnty.); Ill. Probation (Cook Cnty.); Ill.
EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Cir. Ct.); Ill. EM/
GPS (Cook Cnty. Sheriff); Kan. Probation (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM
(Johnson Cnty.); Kan. GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. DUI GPS (Johnson
Cnty.); Me. EM/GPS (state); Minn. Probation (Ramsey Cnty.); Minn.
EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.); Miss. DUI Program (local); N.Y. Probation
Sex Offenses (N.Y.C.); N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); Ohio EM/GPS
(Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio Probation
Clean Up Program (Franklin Cnty.); Ohio EM/GPS (Franklin Cnty.);
Ohio Probation (Franklin Cnty.); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.);
Or. DUI Probation (Multnomah Cnty.); Or. Probation (state); Pa. Pro-



\\jciprod01\productn\H\HLC\58-1\HLC110.txt unknown Seq: 41 27-MAR-23 14:48

2023] Carceral Control 41

bation & Parole (Philadelphia); Pa. Probation & Parole (Montgomery
Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole
(Allegheny Cnty.); Pa. DUI Program (Allegheny Cnty.); Pa. Proba-
tion & Parole (Bucks Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Delaware
Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Pennington
Cnty.); S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Dallas
Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.); Tex. Mental Health (Tarrant
Cnty.); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham Cnty.); Va. Probation (Richmond
Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (Fairfax Cnty.); Wash. Probation (Spokane);
Wash. Probation (King Cnty.); Wash. EM/GPS (King Cnty.); Wash.
Probation (Pierce Cnty.); W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.)

• Programs operated in combination of local and state: D.C. EM/
GPS (state); D.C. Parole (state); Md. Probation (state); S.D. Probation
(Minnehaha Cnty.); Wash. EM/GPS (state)

6. Rules governing and/or referencing electronic / GPS ankle monitor-
ing: Ala. Parole (state); Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Ala. Probation
(state); Alaska EM/GPS (state); Alaska Parole (state); Alaska Probation
(state); Ark. Parole (state); Ark. Probation (state); Ariz. DV Probation
(Gila Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Tucson);
Ariz. Mental Health Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (Gila
Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (Mariposa); Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.); Ariz.
Probation (state); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Of-
fender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Maricopa
Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Probation (Gila Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Los
Angeles Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Orange Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Di-
ego Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Francisco Cnty.); Colo. EM/GPS (Den-
ver); Colo. Parole (state); Colo. Probation (state); Conn. EM/GPS
(state); Conn. Parole (state); Conn. Probation (state); D.C. EM/GPS
(state); D.C. Parole (state); D.C. Probation (state); Del. EM/GPS (state);
Del. Probation (state); Fla. EM/GPS (state); Fla. Probation (Miami-
Dade Cnty.); Ga. EM/GPS (state); Ga. Parole Special (state); Haw. EM/
GPS (state); Haw. Probation (state); Idaho EM/GPS (state); Idaho Pro-
bation (Ada Cnty.); Idaho Probation & Parole (state); Ill. EM/GPS
(Cook Cnty. Cir. Ct.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Sheriff); Ill. EM/GPS
(Lake Cnty.); Ill. Parole (state); Ill. Probation (Cook Cnty.); Ind. EM/
GPS (state); Iowa EM/GPS (state); Iowa Parole (state); Kan. DUI GPS
(Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM/GPS(state); Kan.
GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. Parole (state); Kan. Probation (Johnson
Cnty.); Ky. EM/GPS (state); Mass. EM/GPS (state); Mass. Parole
(state); Md. EM/GPS (state); Md. Parole (state); Md. Probation (state);
Me. EM/GPS (state); Me. Parole (state); Me. Probation (state); Mich.
EM/GPS (state); Mich. Probation (state); Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey
Cnty.); Minn. Parole (state); Minn. Probation (Ramsey Cnty.); Miss.
EM/GPS (state); Miss. Probation (state); Mo. Probation & Parole
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(state); Mont. Probation & Parole (state); N.C. EM/GPS (state); N.C.
Parole (state); N.C. Probation (state); N.D. EM/GPS (state); N.D. Parole
(state); N.D. Probation (state); N.H. Probation (state); N.H. EM/GPS
(state); N.H. Parole (state); N.J. EM/GPS (state); N.J. Parole (state); N.J.
Probation (state); N.M. EM/GPS (state); N.Y. EM/GPS (state); N.Y. Pa-
role (state); N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); N.Y. Probation Sex Offenses
(N.Y.C.); Neb. EM/GPS (state); Neb. Parole (state); Neb. Parole Gangs
(state); Neb. Probation (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); Nev. Parole
(state); Nev. Probation (state); Ohio EM/GPS (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio
EM/GPS (Franklin Cnty.); Ohio EM/GPS (state); Ohio Parole (state);
Ohio Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio Probation (Franklin Cnty.);
Ohio Probation Clean Up Program (Franklin Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS
(state); Okla. Probation & Parole (state); Or. DUI Probation (Multno-
mah Cnty.); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Or. Parole (state); Or.
Probation (state); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS
(state); Pa. Parole (state); Pa. Probation & Parole (Delaware Cnty.) Pa.
Probation & Parole (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Phila-
delphia); R.I. EM/GPS (state); R.I. Parole (state); R.I. Probation (state);
S.C. Parole (state); S.C. Probation (state); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha
Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Pennington Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (state); S.D.
Parole (state); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); Tenn. Probation
(state); Tex. Mental Health (Tarrant Cnty.); Tex. Parole (state); Tex. Pro-
bation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS
(state); Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Utah Probation (state); Va. EM/
GPS (Fairfax Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (state); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham
Cnty.); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Parole Sex Offense
(state); Vt. Probation (state); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va.
EM/GPS (state); W. Va. Parole (state); W. Va. Probation (state); W. Va.
Probation & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.); Wash. Probation (state); Wash.
Probation Reentry (state); Wash. EM/GPS (King Cnty.); Wash. EM/GPS
(state); Wash. Probation (King Cnty.); Wash. Probation (Pierce Cnty.);
Wash. Probation (Spokane); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS
(Washington Cnty.); Wis. Parole & Parole (state); Wis. Probation Sex
Offenses (state); Wyo. EP/GPS (state); Wyo. Probation (state).

Evidence outside of the records in study that reflect the use of moni-
toring in study programs: Ariz. Parole (state) (https://corrections.az.
gov/community-corrections); Cal. Parole (state) (https://
www.cdcr.ca.gov/parole/electronic-monitoring/); Cal. Probation (Or-
ange Cnty.) (https://ocprobation.ocgov.com/bureaus/adult-operations/
special-supervision;) https://ocprobation.ocgov.com/bureaus/adult-oper-
ations/adult-house-arrest-information); Ga Parole (state) (https://
pap.georgia.gov/parole-population-georgia/parole-conditions/electronic-
monitoring-home-confinement); Ga. Probation (state) & Ga. Probation
Special (state) (https://dcs.georgia.gov/offender-supervision-0/sentenc-
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ing-alternatives/community-based-alternatives-1); Ind. Parole (state)
https://www.in.gov/idoc/operations/parole/division/electronic-monitor-
ing-program/); Ind. Probation (state) (https://www.in.gov/courts/iocs/
probation/home-detention-report/) Iowa Probation (state) (https://
doc.iowa.gov/victim-services/sex-offender-monitoring-gps; https://
doc.iowa.gov/about-us/about-community-based-corrections; https://
doc.iowa.gov/sites/default/files/is-cl-05_institu-
tional_electronic_monitoring_program.pdf); Ky. Probation & Parole
(state) (https://casetext.com/statute/kentucky-revised-statutes/title-50-
kentucky-penal-code/chapter-519-obstruction-of-public-administration/
section-519070-tampering-with-a-prisoner-monitoring-device); La. Pa-
role & Probation (state) (https://doc.louisiana.gov/imprisoned-person-
programs-resources/probation-community-corrections/; http://
legis.la.gov/legis/Law.aspx?d=408649); Mass. Probation (state) (https:/
/www.mass.gov/info-details/learn-about-the-electronic-monitoring-pro-
gram); Minn. Probation (Hennepin. Cnty.) (https://www.hennepin.us/re-
sidents/public-safety/electronic-home-monitoring); N.M. Probation
(https://www.cd.nm.gov/divisions/probation-and-parole/); Pa. DUI Pro-
gram (Allegheny Cnty.) (https://www.alleghenycounty.us/Human-Ser-
vices/Programs-Services/Disabilities/Justice-Related/DUI-Court.aspx;
https://www.alleghenycourts.us/downloads/dui%20alternative
%20to%20jail%20program.pdf); Pa. Probation & Parole (Allegheny
Cnty.) (https://www.alleghenycourts.us/downloads/criminal/adultproba-
tionresumecourtoperationsplan-public.pdf; https://
www.alleghenycourts.us/criminal/default.aspx); Pa. Probation & Parole
(Bucks Cnty.) (https://www.buckscounty.gov/DocumentCenter/View/
3396/Restrictive-Probation-Program-Outline?bidId=Color; https://
ujs.sd.gov/Circuit_Court/Problem_Solving_Courts/DU-
ICourt.aspx);Utah Parole (state) (https://bop.utah.gov/
bop_victim_paroleinfo/); Va. Probation (Richmond Cnty.) (https://
www.rva.gov/index.php/justice-services/home-electronic-monitoring-
hem); Va. Probation (state) (https://vadoc.virginia.gov/offender-re-
sources/offenders-under-community-supervision/types-of-supervision/
#monitoring)

7. Programs that require people to either consent to, or waive, certain
rights with respect to one or more requirements: (state); Alaska Proba-
tion (state); Ark. Parole (state); Ark. Probation (state); Ariz. DV Probation
(Gila Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Tucson);
Ariz. Mental Health Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Parole (state); Ariz. Proba-
tion (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (Mariposa); Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.);
Ariz. Probation (state); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Of-
fender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Maricopa
Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Probation (Gila Cnty.); Colo. EM/GPS (Denver);
Conn. EM/GPS (state); Conn. Parole (state); Conn. Probation (state); D.C.
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EM/GPS (state); D.C. Parole (state); Del. EM/GPS (state); Del. Probation
(state); Fla. EM/GPS (state); Fla. Parole (state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade
Cnty.); Ga. EM/GPS (state); Haw. EM/GPS (state); Haw. Probation (state);
Idaho EM/GPS (state); Idaho Probation (Ada Cnty.); Idaho Probation & Pa-
role (state); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Cir. Ct.); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.);
Ill. Parole (state); Ind. Parole (state); Iowa Parole (state); Iowa Probation
(state); Kan. DUI GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.); Kan.
EM/GPS(state); Kan. GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. Parole (state); Kan. Proba-
tion (Johnson Cnty.); Ky. EM/GPS (state); Ky. Probation & Parole (state);
La. Parole (state); La. Probation (state); Mass. EM/GPS (state); Mass. Parole
(state); Mass. Probation (state); Md. Parole (state); Md. Probation (state);
Me. EM/GPS (state); Me. Parole (state); Me. Probation (state); Mich. EM/
GPS (state); Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.); Minn. Parole (state); Minn.
Probation (Ramsey Cnty.); Miss. DUI program (local); Miss. EM/GPS
(state); Miss. Probation (state); Mo. Probation & Parole (state); Mont. Proba-
tion & Parole (state); N.C. EM/GPS (state); N.C. Parole (state); N.C. Proba-
tion (state); N.D. EM/GPS (state); N.D. Parole (state); N.D. Probation
(state); N.H. Probation (state); N.H. EM/GPS (state); N.H. Parole (state);
N.J. EM/GPS (state); N.J. Parole (state); N.J. Probation (state); N.M. EM/
GPS (state); N.Y. Parole (state); N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); N.Y. Probation
Sex Offenses (N.Y.C.); Neb. Parole (state); Neb. Parole Gangs (state); Neb.
Probation (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); Nev. Parole (state); Nev. Probation
(state); Ohio EM/GPS (state); Ohio Parole (state); Ohio Probation
(Cuyahoga Cnty.); Or. Parole (state); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa.
EM/GPS (state); Pa. Parole (state); Pa. Probation & Parole (Allegheny
Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Bucks Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Dela-
ware Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Montgomery Cnty.); R.I. Parole
(state); R.I. Probation (state); S.C. Parole (state); S.C. Probation (state); S.D.
DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.); S.D.
EM/GPS (Pennington Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (state); S.D. Parole (state); S.D.
Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); Tenn. Probation (state); Tex. Mental Health
(Tarrant Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.);
Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Utah Probation (state); Va. EM/GPS (Fairfax
Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (state); Va. Probation (Richmond Cnty.); Va. Probation
(state); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham Cnty.); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV
(state); Vt. Parole Sex Offense (state); Vt. Probation (state); W. Va. EM/GPS
(Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. Probation (state); W. Va. Probation & Parole
(Berkeley Cnty.); Wash. Probation (state); Wash. Probation Reentry (state);
Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. Parole & Parole (state); Wyo. Probation
(state).

8. Rules related to searches:
• Programs with home searches with no limitations: Ala. Probation

(state); Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Alaska EM/GPS (state);
Alaska Probation (state); Ariz. Probation (state); Ariz. Parole (state);
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Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz.
Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz.
DV Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Mental Health Probation (Gila
Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar
Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ark. Parole (state); Cal. EM/GPS (San Fran-
cisco Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Los
Angeles Cnty.); Colo. Parole (state); Colo. Probation (state); Conn.
Parole (state); D.C. Parole (state); Del. Probation (state); Del. EM/
GPS (state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Ga. Probation Spe-
cial (state); Haw. EM/GPS (state); Idaho Probation (Ada Cnty.); Ill.
EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Ill. Parole (state); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty.
Cir. Ct.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Sheriff); Iowa Parole (state); Kan.
Parole (state); Kan. EM/GPS (state); Ky. EM/GPS (state); Me. Parole
(state); Me. EM/GPS (state); Minn. Parole (state); Miss. Probation
(state); Miss. EM/GPS (state); N.H. EM/GPS (state); N.H. Parole
(state); N.H. Probation (state); N.J. EM/GPS (state); N.J. Probation
(state); N.D. Probation (state); N.D. Parole (state); N.Y. Probation
Sex Offenses (N.Y.C.); N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); N.Y. Parole (state);
Ohio Parole (state); Ohio EM/GPS (state); Ohio EM/GPS (Cuyahoga
Cnty.); Ohio Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio EM/GPS (Franklin
Cnty.); Ohio Probation (Franklin Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS (state); Okla.
Probation & Parole (state); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Or. Pa-
role (state); Or. DUI Probation (Multnomah Cnty.); Or. Probation
(state); Pa. Parole (state); Pa. Probation & Parole (Delaware Cnty.);
S.C. Parole (state); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS
(Minnehaha Cnty.); S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.); Utah EM/
GPS (Utah Cnty.); Utah Parole (state); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham
Cnty.); Vt. Parole Sex Offense (state); Va. EM/GPS (state); Va. EM/
GPS (Fairfax Cnty.); Wash. Probation (Spokane); Wash. Probation
(state); Wash. Probation Reentry (state); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha
Cnty.); W. Va. Parole (state); W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berkeley
Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. Probation & Parole (state);
Wis. EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.); Wyo. Probation (state)

• Programs with home searches that require either reasonable sus-
picion or probable cause: Alaska Parole (state); Conn. Probation
(state); Fla. Parole (state); Ga. EM/GPS (state); Haw. Probation
(state); Ill. Probation (Cook Cnty.); Ind. Parole (state); Ind. Probation
(state); Iowa Probation (state); Ky. Probation & Parole (state); La.
Parole (state); La. Probation (state); Mass. Parole (state); Minn. Pro-
bation (Ramsey Cnty.); Mont. Probation & Parole (state); Nev. Proba-
tion (state); Nev. Parole (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); N.J. Parole
(state); N.M. Probation; N.M. EM/GPS (state); N.C. Probation (state);
N.C. Parole (state); Pa. Probation & Parole (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa.
EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Allegheny
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Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Bucks Cnty.); R.I. EM/GPS (state);
S.C. Probation (state); S.D. Parole (state); S.D. EM/GPS (state); Utah
Probation (state); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Probation (state); Vt. Parole
DV (state); W. Va. Probation (state).

• Electronic searches without limitations: Ariz. Probation (Pima
Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar
Probation (Gila Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Francisco Cnty.); Cal.
EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Los Angeles Cnty.);
Colo. Parole (state); Colo. Probation (state); Del. Probation (state);
Ga. EM/GPS (state); Ga. Probation (state); Idaho Probation (Ada
Cnty.); Ill. Parole (state); Kan. Parole (state); Kan. EM/GPS(state);
Me. Parole (state); Minn. Parole (state); N.H. EM/GPS (state); N.J.
Probation (state); N.Y. Probation Sex Offenses (N.Y.C.); Ohio Proba-
tion (Franklin Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS (state); Okla. Probation & Pa-
role (state); Or. Parole (state); Pa. Parole (state); S.D. Probation
(Minnehaha Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.); Utah Parole
(state); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Parole Sex Of-
fense (state); Va. EM/GPS (state); Wash. EM/GPS (state); Wash. Pro-
bation Reentry (state); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va.
Probation & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.); Wis. Parole & Parole (state)

• Electronic searches with limitations, such as reasonable suspicion
or probable cause: D.C. Parole (state); Ind. Probation (state); Mass.
Parole (state); Minn. Probation (Ramsey Cnty.); Nev. Probation
(state); N.J. Parole (state); N.C. Probation (state); Ohio Probation
Clean Up Program (Franklin Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Bucks
Cnty.)

9. Programs that include house arrest: Alaska EM/GPS (state); Ariz. DV
Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz. Probation
(Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender
Probation (Maricopa Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Los Angeles Cnty.); Cal. EM/
GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Francisco Cnty.); Colo. EM/
GPS (Denver); Colo. Parole (state); Del. EM/GPS (state); Fla. Probation
(Miami-Dade Cnty.); Ga Parole (state); Haw. EM/GPS (state); Haw. Proba-
tion (state); Idaho EM/GPS (state); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Sheriff); Ill.
EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Ill. Parole (state); Ind. EM/GPS (state); Kan. EM
(Johnson Cnty.); Ky. EM/GPS (state); Mass. EM/GPS (state); Md. Parole
(state); Me. EM/GPS (state); Me. Parole (state); Mich. EM/GPS (state);
Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.); Miss. EM/GPS (state); Miss. Probation
(state); Mont. Probation & Parole (state); N.C. EM/GPS (state); N.D. EM/
GPS (state); N.H. EM/GPS (state); N.J. Parole (state); N.Y. EM/GPS (state);
Neb. EM/GPS (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); Ohio EM/GPS (Cuyahoga
Cnty.); Ohio EM/GPS (Franklin Cnty.); Or. DUI Probation (Multnomah
Cnty.); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.);
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Pa. EM/GPS (state); R.I. EM/GPS (state); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.);
Va. EM/GPS (Fairfax Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (state); W. Va. EM/GPS
(Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. Parole (state); W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berke-
ley Cnty.); Wash. Probation Reentry (state); Wash. EM/GPS (King Cnty.);
Wash. EM/GPS (state); Wash. Probation (King Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane
Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.).

10. Programs that require permission or approval to change daily
schedule: Alaska EM/GPS (state); Ariz. Probation (Mariposa); Ariz. Proba-
tion (Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender
Probation (Maricopa Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Los Angeles Cnty.); Cal. EM/
GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Francisco Cnty.); Colo. EM/
GPS (Denver); Colo. Parole (state); Conn. EM/GPS (state); Fla. EM/GPS
(state); Ga. EM/GPS (state); Idaho EM/GPS (state); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook
Cnty. Cir. Ct.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Sheriff); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake
Cnty.); Ind. EM/GPS (state); Iowa EM/GPS (state); Mass. EM/GPS (state);
Md. EM/GPS (state); Md. Parole (state); Me. EM/GPS (state); Mich. EM/
GPS (state); Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.); Miss. EM/GPS (state); Miss.
Probation (state); N.D. EM/GPS (state); Neb. EM/GPS (state); Ohio EM/
GPS (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Or. DUI Probation (Multnomah Cnty.); Or. EM/
GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS
(state); Pa. Probation & Parole (Montgomery Cnty.); R.I. EM/GPS (state);
S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.); Utah Probation (state); Va. EM/GPS
(Fairfax Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (state); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham Cnty.); W. Va.
EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. EM/GPS (state); W. Va. Probation &
Parole (Berkeley Cnty.); Wash. Probation Reentry (state); Wash. EM/GPS
(King Cnty.); Wash. EM/GPS (state); Wash. Probation (King Cnty.); Wis.
EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.).

11. Programs that include prohibitions on leaving the city, county or
state: Ala. Parole (state); Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Ala. Probation
(state); Alaska EM/GPS (state); Alaska Parole (state); Alaska Probation
(state); Ark. Parole (state); Ark. Probation (state); Ariz. DV Probation (Gila
Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz. Mental Health Probation
(Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Parole (state); Ariz. Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Proba-
tion (Mariposa); Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (state); Ariz.
Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.);
Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Proba-
tion (Gila Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Los Angeles Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San
Francisco Cnty.); Cal. Parole (state); Cal. Probation (Orange Cnty.); Colo.
EM/GPS (Denver); Colo. Parole (state); Colo. Probation (state); Conn. Pa-
role (state); Conn. Probation (state); D.C. EM/GPS (state); D.C. Parole
(state); D.C. Probation (state); Del. EM/GPS (state); Del. Probation (state);
Fla. EM/GPS (state); Fla. Parole (state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade Cnty.);
Ga Parole (state); Ga. EM/GPS (state); Haw. EM/GPS (state); Haw. Proba-
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tion (state); Idaho EM/GPS (state); Idaho Probation & Parole (state); Idaho
Probation (Ada Cnty.); Idaho Probation (Canyon Cnty.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook
Cnty. Cir. Ct.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Sheriff); Ill. Parole (state); Ill.
Probation (Cook Cnty.); Ind. EM/GPS (state); Ind. Parole (state); Ind. Proba-
tion (state); Iowa EM/GPS (state); Iowa Parole (state); Iowa Probation
(state); Kan. DUI GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.); Kan.
EM/GPS(state); Kan. GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. Parole (state); Ky. EM/
GPS (state); Ky. Probation & Parole (state); La. Parole (state); La. Probation
(state); Mass. EM/GPS (state); Mass. Parole (state); Mass. Probation (state);
Md. EM/GPS (state); Md. Parole (state); Md. Probation (state); Me. Proba-
tion (state); Mich. EM/GPS (state); Mich. Probation (state); Minn. EM/GPS
(Ramsey Cnty.); Minn. Parole (state); Minn. Probation (Hennepin Cnty.);
Minn. Probation (Ramsey Cnty.); Miss. DUI program (local); Miss. EM/
GPS (state); Miss. Probation (state); Mo. Probation & Parole (state); Mont.
Probation & Parole (state); N.C. EM/GPS (state); N.C. Parole (state); N.C.
Probation (state); N.D. Parole (state); N.D. Probation (state); N.H. Probation
(state); N.H. EM/GPS (state); N.H. Parole (state); N.J. Parole (state); N.J.
Probation (state); N.M. EM/GPS (state); N.M. Probation (state); N.Y. EM/
GPS (state); N.Y. Parole (state); N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); Neb. Parole
(state); Neb. Parole Gangs (state); Neb. Probation (state); Nev. EM/GPS
(state); Nev. Parole (state); Nev. Probation (state); Ohio EM/GPS (Cuyahoga
Cnty.); Ohio Parole (state); Ohio Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio Proba-
tion (Franklin Cnty.); Ohio Probation Clean Up Program (Franklin Cnty.);
Okla. EM/GPS (state); Okla. Probation & Parole (state); Or. DUI Probation
(Multnomah Cnty.); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Or. Parole (state); Or.
Probation (state); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. DUI Program (Al-
legheny Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS (state); Pa. Probation & Parole (Allegheny
Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Bucks Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Dela-
ware Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. Probation &
Parole (Philadelphia); R.I. Parole (state); R.I. Probation (state); S.C. Parole
(state); S.C. Probation (state); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.); S.D. EM/
GPS (state); S.D. Parole (state); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); Tenn.
Probation (state); Tex. Parole (state); Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex.
Probation (Harris Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Utah Parole (state);
Utah Probation (state); Va. Probation (Richmond Cnty.); Va. Probation
(state); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Parole Sex Offense
(state); Vt. Probation (state); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. Pro-
bation (state); Wash. Probation (state); Wash. Probation Reentry (state);
Wash. EM/GPS (state); Wash. Probation (King Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS
(Washington Cnty.); Wis. Parole & Parole (state); Wyo. Probation (state).

12. Programs that provide for either an optional or mandatory curfew:
Ariz. DV Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Mental Health Probation (Gila
Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Pro-
bation (Maricopa Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Los Angeles Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS
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(San Diego Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Francisco Cnty.); Colo. EM/GPS
(Denver); Colo. Parole (state); Conn. EM/GPS (state); D.C. EM/GPS (state);
Del. EM/GPS (state); Del. Probation (state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade
Cnty.); Ga. EM/GPS (state); Ga. Probation Special (state); Haw. EM/GPS
(state); Haw. Probation (state); Idaho EM/GPS (state); Idaho Probation &
Parole (state); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Cir. Ct.); Iowa Parole (state); Kan.
EM/GPS(state); Ky. EM/GPS (state); Ky. Probation & Parole (state); Mass.
EM/GPS (state); Md. Parole (state); Me. Parole (state); Mich. EM/GPS
(state); Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.); Minn. Parole (state); N.C. EM/GPS
(state); N.C. Parole (state); N.D. Parole (state); N.D. Probation (state); N.H.
EM/GPS (state); N.J. Parole (state); N.Y. Parole (state); N.Y. Probation
(N.Y.C.); Neb. EM/GPS (state); Neb. Parole Gangs (state); Okla. EM/GPS
(state); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS (state); S.D. EM/GPS
(Minnehaha Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS (state); Utah Parole (state); Utah Proba-
tion (state); Va. EM/GPS (state); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt.
Parole Sex Offense (state); Vt. Probation (state); W. Va. EM/GPS (state); W.
Va. Probation (state); Wash. Probation Reentry (state); Wash. EM/GPS
(King Cnty.); Wash. EM/GPS (state); Wash. Probation (King Cnty.); Wis.
EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.).

14. Rules Limiting Housing

• Program rules that require people to obtain permission or in-
form agents of housing move: Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Ala.
Probation (state); Alaska EM/GPS (state); Alaska Parole (state);
Alaska Probation (state); Ark. Parole (state); Ark. Probation (state);
Ariz. DV Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Mental Health Probation
(Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Parole (state); Ariz. Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz.
Probation (Mariposa); Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation
(state); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender
Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Maricopa
Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Probation (Gila Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Los
Angeles Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San
Francisco Cnty.); Cal. Parole (state); Cal. Probation (Orange Cnty.);
Colo. EM/GPS (Denver); Colo. Parole (state); Colo. Probation
(state); Conn. Probation (state); D.C. EM/GPS (state); D.C. Parole
(state); D.C. Probation (state); Del. EM/GPS (state); Del. Probation
(state); Fla. Parole (state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Ga
Parole (state); Haw. Probation (state); Idaho Probation & Parole
(state); Idaho Probation (Ada Cnty.); Idaho Probation (Canyon
Cnty.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Cir. Ct.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty.
Sheriff); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Ill. Parole (state); Ill. Probation
(Cook Cnty.); Ind. Parole (state); Ind. Probation (state); Iowa Proba-
tion (state); Kan. DUI GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM (Johnson
Cnty.); Kan. EM/GPS(state); Kan. GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. Parole
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(state); Kan. Probation (Johnson Cnty.); Ky. Probation & Parole
(state); La. Parole (state); La. Probation (state); Mass. Parole (state);
Mass. Probation (state); Md. Parole (state); Md. Probation (state);
Me. Probation (state); Minn. Parole (state); Minn. Probation (Ramsey
Cnty.); Miss. EM/GPS (state); Miss. Probation (state); Mo. Probation
& Parole (state); Mont. Probation & Parole (state); N.C. Parole
(state); N.C. Probation (state); N.D. EM/GPS (state); N.D. Parole
(state); N.D. Probation (state); N.H. Probation (state); N.H. Parole
(state); N.J. Parole (state); N.J. Probation (state); N.M. EM/GPS
(state); N.M. Probation; N.Y. EM/GPS (state); N.Y. Parole (state);
N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); Neb. Parole (state); Neb. Parole Gangs
(state); Neb. Probation (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); Nev. Parole
(state); Nev. Probation (state); Ohio EM/GPS (Cuyahoga Cnty.);
Ohio EM/GPS (state); Ohio Parole (state); Ohio Probation
(Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio Probation (Franklin Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS
(state); Okla. Probation & Parole (state); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery
Cnty.); Pa. Parole (sate); Pa. Probation & Parole (Allegheny Cnty.);
Pa. Probation & Parole (Bucks Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Dela-
ware Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. Proba-
tion & Parole (Philadelphia); R.I. Parole (state); R.I. Probation
(state); S.C. Parole (state); S.C. Probation (state); S.D. DUI Program
(Pennington Cnty.); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); Tenn. Proba-
tion (state); Tex. Mental Health (Tarrant Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Dal-
las Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS (Utah
Cnty.); Utah Parole (state); Utah Probation (state); Va. EM/GPS
(state); Va. Probation (Richmond Cnty.); Va. Probation (state); Vt.
EM/GPS (Windham Cnty.); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV (state);
Vt. Parole Sex Offense (state); Vt. Probation (state); W. Va. Parole
(state); Wash. Probation Reentry (state); Wash. EM/GPS (King
Cnty.); Wash. Probation (King Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.);
Wis. EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.); Wis. Parole & Parole (state);
Wis. Probation Sex Offenses (state).

• Programs that require agent to approve housing: Alaska EM/GPS
(state); Alaska Parole (state); Alaska Probation (state); Ariz. DV Pro-
bation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Mental Health Probation (Gila Cnty.);
Ariz. Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (Mariposa); Ariz. Pro-
bation (Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (state); Ariz. Probation Inten-
sive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz.
White Collar Probation (Gila Cnty.); Conn. Parole (state); Fla. Pro-
bation (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Idaho Probation & Parole (state); Idaho
Probation (Ada Cnty.); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Iowa Parole
(state); Iowa Probation (state); Kan. EM/GPS(state); Kan. Parole
(state); Kan. Probation (Johnson Cnty.); Ky. EM/GPS (state); Md.
EM/GPS (state); Md. Parole (state); Md. Probation (state); Me. Pa-
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role (state); Mich. EM/GPS (state); Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.);
Minn. Parole (state); Miss. EM/GPS (state); Mo. Probation & Parole
(state); Mont. Probation & Parole (state); N.C. EM/GPS (state); N.C.
Probation (state); N.D. Parole (state); N.H. EM/GPS (state); N.J. Pa-
role (state); N.Y. Parole (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); Ohio EM/GPS
(Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio Parole (state); Pa. EM/GPS (state); Pa. Pa-
role (sate); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); Tex. Parole (state);
Utah Parole (state); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Pa-
role Sex Offense (state); Vt. Probation (state); W. Va. EM/GPS
(Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. EM/GPS (state); W. Va. Probation & Pa-
role (Berkeley Cnty.); W. Va. Probation (state); Wash. Probation Re-
entry (state); Wis. EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.); Wis. Probation Sex
Offenses (state).

• Programs with no restrictions related to where people live: Ala.
Parole (state); Ariz. EM/GPS (Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Tuc-
son); Cal. EM/GPS (Orange Cnty.); Conn. EM/GPS (state); Fla. EM/
GPS (state); Ga. EM/GPS (state); Ga. Parole Special (state); Ga. Pro-
bation (state); Ga. Probation Special (state); Haw. EM/GPS (state);
Idaho EM/GPS (state); Ind. EM/GPS (state); Iowa EM/GPS (state);
Mich. Probation (state); Miss. DUI program (local); N.J. EM/GPS
(state); N.Y. Probation Sex Offenses (N.Y.C.); Neb. EM/GPS (state);
Ohio Probation Clean Up Program (Franklin Cnty.); Or. DUI Proba-
tion (Multnomah Cnty.); Or. Parole (state); Or. Probation (state); Pa.
DUI Program (Allegheny Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Pennington Cnty.);
S.D. EM/GPS (state); S.D. Parole (state); Utah EM/GPS (state); Va.
EM/GPS (Fairfax Cnty.); Wash. Probation (state); Wash. EM/GPS
(state); Wash. Probation (Pierce Cnty.); Wash. Probation (Spokane);
Wyo. EP/GPS (state); Wyo. Probation (state).

• Programs that forbid people from living with people with a crim-
inal record: Alaska Parole (state); Alaska Probation (state); Colo.
Parole (state); Ga. Probation (state); Ill. Parole (state); Iowa Parole
(state); Kan. Probation (Johnson Cnty.); Ky. Probation & Parole
(state); Mass. Parole (state); Miss. EM/GPS (state); Miss. Probation
(state); Mont. Probation & Parole (state); N.C. Probation (state);
Nev. Probation (state); Ohio Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Okla. EM/
GPS (state); Okla. Probation & Parole (state); Or. EM/GPS (Clacka-
mas Cnty.); R.I. Parole (state); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.);
W. Va. Probation (state); Wash. Probation Reentry (state).

15. Program rules that regulate who people can be around: Ala. Parole
(state); Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Ala. Probation (state);Alaska
EM/GPS (state); Alaska Parole (state); Alaska Probation (state); Ark.
Parole (state); Ark. Probation (state); Ariz. DV Probation (Gila Cnty.);
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Ariz. EM/GPS (Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Tucson); Ariz.
Mental Health Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Parole (state); Ariz. Proba-
tion (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (Mariposa); Ariz. Probation (Pima
Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (state); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.);
Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Proba-
tion (Gila Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Colo. Parole
(state); Conn. Parole (state); D.C. Parole (state); D.C. Probation (state);
Fla. Parole (state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Ga. Parole Spe-
cial (state); Ga. Probation (state); Haw. Probation (state); Idaho Proba-
tion & Parole (state); Idaho Probation (Canyon Cnty.); Ill. EM/GPS
(Cook Cnty. Sheriff); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Ill. Parole (state);
Iowa Parole (state); Iowa Probation (state); Kan. DUI GPS (Johnson
Cnty.); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan.
Probation (Johnson Cnty.); Ky. Probation & Parole (state); La. Parole
(state); La. Probation (state); Mass. Parole (state); Me. Probation
(state); Minn. Parole (state); Miss. DUI program (local); Miss. EM/
GPS (state); Mo. Probation & Parole (state); Mont. Probation & Parole
(state); N.C. Probation (state); N.D. Parole (state); N.D. Probation
(state); N.H. Probation (state); N.H. Parole (state); N.M. EM/GPS
(state); N.M. Probation (state); N.Y. Parole (state); N.Y. Probation
(N.Y.C.); N.Y. Probation Sex Offenses (N.Y.C.); Neb. Parole (state);
Neb. Parole Gangs (state); Neb. Probation (state); Nev. EM/GPS
(state); Nev. Parole (state); Nev. Probation (state); Ohio Parole (state);
Ohio Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS (state); Okla. Proba-
tion & Parole (state); Or. DUI Probation (Multnomah Cnty.); Or. EM/
GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); R.I. Pa-
role (state); S.C. Parole (state); S.C. Probation (state); S.D. DUI Pro-
gram (Pennington Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.); S.D. EM/
GPS (state); S.D. Parole (state); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.);
Tex. Mental Health (Tarrant Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex.
Probation (Harris Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Utah Parole
(state); Utah Probation (state); Va. Probation (state); Vt. Parole (state);
Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Parole Sex Offense (state); Vt. Probation
(state); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. Probation & Parole
(Berkeley Cnty.); W. Va. Probation (state); Wash. Probation Reentry
(state); Wash. Probation (Spokane); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis.
Probation Sex Offenses (state).

16. Program rules that forbid people from being around other people
with a criminal record, felony conviction or who are on court supervi-
sion: Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Alaska EM/GPS (state); Alaska Pa-
role (state); Alaska Probation (state); Ark. Parole (state); Ariz. DV Probation
(Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Mental Health Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Parole
(state); Ariz. Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (Mariposa); Ariz. Pro-
bation (Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (state); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila



\\jciprod01\productn\H\HLC\58-1\HLC110.txt unknown Seq: 53 27-MAR-23 14:48

2023] Carceral Control 53

Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Proba-
tion (Gila Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Colo. Parole (state);
Conn. Parole (state); D.C. Parole (state); Fla. Parole (state); Fla. Probation
(Miami-Dade Cnty.); Ga. Parole Special (state); Haw. Probation (state); Ill.
Parole (state); Iowa Parole (state); Iowa Probation (state); Kan. DUI GPS
(Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan.
Probation (Johnson Cnty.); Ky. Probation & Parole (state); Mass. Parole
(state); Me. Probation (state); Miss. EM/GPS (state); Mo. Probation & Pa-
role (state); Mont. Probation & Parole (state); N.C. Probation (state); N.D.
Parole (state); N.H. Probation (state); N.H. Parole (state); N.M. EM/GPS
(state); N.M. Probation; N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); N.Y. Probation Sex Of-
fenses (N.Y.C.); Neb. Parole (state); Neb. Parole Gangs (state); Nev. EM/
GPS (state); Nev. Parole (state); Nev. Probation (state); Ohio Parole (state);
Ohio Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS (state); Okla. Probation &
Parole (state); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); R.I. Parole (state); S.C. Pa-
role (state); S.C. Probation (state); S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.);
Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS
(Utah Cnty.); Utah Parole (state); Utah Probation (state); Va. Probation
(state); Vt. Parole DV (state); W. Va. Probation (state); W. Va. Probation &
Parole (Berkeley Cnty.); Wash. Probation Reentry (state); Wis. Probation
Sex Offenses (state).

17. Program rules that require people to avoid people with certain
“bad” behaviors: Ala. Parole (state); Ala. Probation (state); Ark. Probation
(state); Ariz. DV Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Maricopa Cnty.);
Ariz. EM/GPS (Tucson); Ariz. Mental Health Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz.
Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (state); Ariz. Probation Intensive
(Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar
Probation (Gila Cnty.); Fla. Parole (state); Ga. Parole Special (state); Ga.
Probation (state); Haw. Probation (state); Idaho Probation & Parole (state);
Iowa Probation (state); La. Probation (state); Miss. DUI program (local);
Miss. EM/GPS (state); N.D. Parole (state); N.D. Probation (state); N.M. EM/
GPS (state); N.M. Probation; Neb. Parole Gangs (state); Neb. Probation
(state); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); S.D. DUI Program (Pennington
Cnty.); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); Tex. Mental Health (Tarrant
Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.); Utah
EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Probation (state); W. Va.
EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.).

18. Program rules that prohibit people from being in a house with
drugs and/or alcohol: Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); D.C. Parole (state);
D.C. Probation (state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Ill. EM/GPS
(Cook Cnty. Sheriff); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Ill. Parole (state); Iowa
Parole (state); Kan. Probation (Johnson Cnty.); N.C. Probation (state); N.H.
Probation (state); N.H. Parole (state); Okla. EM/GPS (state; Okla. Probation
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& Parole (state); Or. DUI Probation (Multnomah Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS
(Montgomery Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.); S.D. Probation
(Minnehaha Cnty.); W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.); Wis. EM/
GPS (Dane Cnty.).

19. Program rules that forbid people from entering restaurants or
bars that serve alcohol: Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Alaska EM/GPS
(state); Ark. Parole (state); Colo. Parole (state); Fla. Parole (state); Fla. Pro-
bation (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Idaho Probation (Canyon Cnty.); Idaho Proba-
tion & Parole (state); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Iowa Parole (state); Iowa
Probation (state); Kan. DUI GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.);
Kan. GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. Probation (Johnson Cnty.); Ky. Probation &
Parole (state); La. Parole (state); Me. Probation (state); Minn. Parole (state);
Miss. EM/GPS (state); Mont. Probation & Parole (state); N.D. Parole (state);
N.M. Probation; Okla. EM/GPS (state); Okla. Probation & Parole (state);
S.C. Parole (state); S.C. Probation (state); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.);
S.D. EM/GPS (state); S.D. Parole (state); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.);
Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt.
Parole Sex Offense (state); W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.);
Wash. Probation (Spokane); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.).

20. Program rules related to drug testing

• Drug testing required: Ark. Parole (state); Ariz. EM/GPS (Maricopa
Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Tucson); Colo. Parole (state); Ga. Parole
(state); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Kan. Probation (Johnson Cnty.);
La. Parole (state); Md. EM/GPS (state); Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey
Cnty.); Minn. Parole (state); Minn. Probation (Ramsey Cnty.); Miss.
DUI program (local); Mo. Probation & Parole (state); N.J. Parole
(state); N.J. Probation (state); Ohio EM/GPS (Cuyahoga Cnty.);
Ohio EM/GPS (Franklin Cnty.); Ohio Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.);
Ohio Probation (Franklin Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS (state); Okla. Pro-
bation & Parole (state); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Or. Parole
(state); Or. Probation (state); Pa. Probation & Parole (Bucks Cnty.);
R.I. EM/GPS (state); R.I. Parole (state); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha
Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Pennington Cnty.); Tex. Mental Health (Tar-
rant Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Utah Probation (state); W.
Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. Probation (state); W. Va.
Probation & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.); Wash. EM/GPS (King Cnty.);
Wash. Probation (Spokane); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. EM/
GPS (Washington Cnty.); Wis. Parole & Parole (state).

• Drug testing discretionary: Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Ala.
Probation (state); Alaska EM/GPS (state); Alaska Parole (state);
Ariz. DV Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Mental Health Probation
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(Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Parole (state); Ariz. Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz.
Probation (Mariposa); Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation
(state); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender
Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Probation (Gila Cnty.);
Cal. EM/GPS (Los Angeles Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego
Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Francisco Cnty.); Colo. EM/GPS (Den-
ver); Colo. Probation (state); Conn. Probation (state); D.C. Parole
(state); D.C. Probation (state); Del. Probation (state); Fla. Parole
(state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Ga. Probation (state);
Haw. EM/GPS (state); Haw. Probation (state); Idaho Probation (Ada
Cnty.); Idaho Probation & Parole (state); Ill. Parole (state); Ill. Pro-
bation (Cook Cnty.); Ind. Probation (state); Iowa Parole (state);
Iowa Probation (state); Kan. DUI GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM
(Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM/GPS(state); Kan. GPS (Johnson Cnty.);
Kan. Parole (state); Ky. EM/GPS (state); Ky. Probation & Parole
(state); Mass. EM/GPS (state); Mass. Probation (state); Md. Parole
(state); Md. Probation (state); Me. EM/GPS (state); Me. Parole
(state); Me. Probation (state); Miss. EM/GPS (state); Miss. Proba-
tion (state); Mont. Probation & Parole (state); N.C. Probation (state);
N.D. Parole (state); N.D. Probation (state); N.H. Probation (state);
N.H. Parole (state); N.M. EM/GPS (state); N.M. Probation; N.Y. Pa-
role (state); N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); Neb. Parole (state); Neb. Pa-
role Gangs (state) Neb. Probation (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state);
Nev. Parole (state); Nev. Probation (state); Ohio Parole (state); Or.
DUI Probation (Multnomah Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery
Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Allegheny Cnty.); Pa. Probation &
Parole (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Philadelphia);
S.C. Parole (state); S.C. Probation (state); S.D. DUI Program (Pen-
nington Cnty.); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); Tex. Parole
(state); Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.);
Utah Parole (state); Va. EM/GPS (Fairfax Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS
(state); Va. Probation (Richmond Cnty.); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham
Cnty.); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Parole Sex Of-
fense (state); Vt. Probation (state); Wash. Probation Reentry (state);
Wash. Probation (King Cnty.); Wyo. Probation (state).

21. Program rules related to alcohol testing

• Alcohol testing required: Ark. Parole (state); Ariz. EM/GPS (Mari-
copa Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Tucson); Colo. Parole (state); Conn.
Parole (state); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Kan. Probation (Johnson
Cnty.); La. Parole (state); Md. EM/GPS (state); Minn. EM/GPS
(Ramsey Cnty.); Minn. Parole (state); Minn. Probation (Ramsey
Cnty.); N.J. Parole (state); N.J. Probation (state); Ohio EM/GPS
(Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio EM/GPS (Franklin Cnty.); Ohio Probation
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(Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio Probation (Franklin Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS
(state); Okla. Probation & Parole (state); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas
Cnty.); Or. Parole (state); Or. Probation (state); Pa. Probation & Pa-
role (Bucks Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Delaware Cnty.); R.I.
EM/GPS (state); R.I. Parole (state); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha
Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Pennington Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS (Utah
Cnty.); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. Probation (state);
W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.); Wash. EM/GPS (King
Cnty.); Wash. Probation (Spokane); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.);
Wis. EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.); Wis. Parole & Parole (state).

• Alcohol testing discretionary: Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Ala.
Probation (state); Alaska EM/GPS (state); Alaska Parole (state);
Ariz. DV Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Mental Health Probation
(Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Parole (state); Ariz. Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz.
Probation (Mariposa); Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation
(state); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender
Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Probation (Gila Cnty.);
Cal. EM/GPS (Los Angeles Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego
Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Francisco Cnty.); Colo. EM/GPS (Den-
ver); Colo. Probation (state); Conn. Probation (state); D.C. Parole
(state); Del. Probation (state); Fla. Parole (state); Fla. Probation
(Miami-Dade Cnty.); Haw. EM/GPS (state); Haw. Probation (state);
Idaho Probation (Ada Cnty.); Idaho Probation & Parole (state); Ill.
Probation (Cook Cnty.); Iowa Parole (state); Iowa Probation (state);
Kan. EM/GPS(state); Kan. Parole (state); Ky. EM/GPS (state); Ky.
Probation & Parole (state); Mass. EM/GPS (state); Mass. Probation
(state); Md. Parole (state); Md. Probation (state); Me. EM/GPS
(state); Me. Parole (state); Me. Probation (state); Miss. EM/GPS
(state); Miss. Probation (state); Mont. Probation & Parole (state);
N.C. Parole (state); N.C. Probation (state); N.D. Parole (state); N.D.
Probation (state); N.H. Probation (state); N.Y. Parole (state); N.Y.
Probation (N.Y.C.); Neb. Parole (state); Neb. Parole Gangs (state);
Neb. Probation (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); Nev. Parole (state);
Nev. Probation (state); Or. DUI Probation (Multnomah Cnty.); Pa.
EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Montgom-
ery Cnty.); S.C. Parole (state); S.C. Probation (state); S.D. DUI Pro-
gram (Pennington Cnty.); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); Tex.
Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.); Utah Parole
(state); Va. EM/GPS (Fairfax Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (state); Va. Proba-
tion (Richmond Cnty.); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham Cnty.); Vt. Parole
(state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Parole Sex Offense (state); Vt.
Probation (state); Wash. Probation Reentry (state); Wash. Probation
(King Cnty.); Wyo. Probation (state).
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22. Program rules with discretionary or mandatory DNA collection:

• Mandatory: Ariz. DV Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Mental Health
Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Probation
(Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (state); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila
Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. White Col-
lar Probation (Gila Cnty.); Conn. Probation (state); D.C. Parole
(state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Kan. Probation (Johnson
Cnty.); Mass. Probation (state); Md. Parole (state); Me. Probation
(state); Minn. Probation (Ramsey Cnty.); N.J. Probation (state); Ohio
Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.); R.I. Probation (state); S.D. EM/GPS
(Minnehaha Cnty.); Utah Probation (state); W. Va. EM/GPS
(Kanawha Cnty.) ; W. Va. Probation (state); W. Va. Probation & Pa-
role (Berkeley Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. Parole &
Parole (state).

• Discretionary: Ala. Probation (state); Alaska Parole (state); Ariz.
Probation (Mariposa); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Del. Proba-
tion (state); Ill. Probation (Cook Cnty.);Ind. Probation (state); Iowa
Parole (state); Iowa Probation (state); Md. Probation (state); Mo.
Probation & Parole (state); Mont. Probation & Parole (state); N.Y.
Probation (N.Y.C.); Neb. Probation (state); Or. Probation (state); Pa.
Probation & Parole (Allegheny Cnty.); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha
Cnty.); Tex. Parole (state); Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex. Proba-
tion (Harris Cnty.).

23. Program rules requiring some form of treatment: Ala. Parole (state);
Ala. Probation (state); Alaska Parole (state); Ark. Parole (state); Ark. Proba-
tion (state); Ariz. DV Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Maricopa
Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Tucson); Ariz. Mental Health Probation (Gila Cnty.);
Ariz. Parole (state); Ariz. Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (Mariposa;
Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (state); Ariz. Probation Inten-
sive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Of-
fender Probation (Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Probation (Gila
Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Francisco
Cnty.); Colo. Parole (state); Colo. Probation (state); Conn. Probation (state);
D.C. Parole (state); D.C. Probation (state); Del. Probation (state); Fla. Proba-
tion (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Ga Parole (state); Ga. Parole Special (state); Ga.
Probation (state); Ga. Probation Special (state); Haw. Probation (state);
Idaho Probation (Ada Cnty.); Idaho Probation (Canyon Cnty.); Idaho Proba-
tion & Parole (state); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Ill. Parole (state); Ill. Proba-
tion (Cook Cnty.); Ind. Probation (state); Iowa Parole (state); Iowa Probation
(state); Kan. DUI GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.); Kan.
EM/GPS(state); Kan. GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. Parole (state); Kan. Proba-
tion (Johnson Cnty.); Ky. EM/GPS (state); Ky. Probation & Parole (state);
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La. Parole (state); La. Probation (state); Mass. EM/GPS (state); Mass. Parole
(state); Mass. Probation (state); Md. Parole (state); Md. Probation (state);
Me. EM/GPS (state); Me. Parole (state); Me. Probation (state); Mich. Proba-
tion (state); Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.); Minn. Parole (state); Minn.
Probation (Hennepin Cnty.); Miss. DUI program (local); Miss. EM/GPS
(state); Mo. Probation & Parole (state); Mont. Probation & Parole (state);
N.C. Parole (state); N.C. Probation (state); N.D. EM/GPS (state); N.D. Pa-
role (state); N.D. Probation (state); N.H. Probation (state); N.H. Parole
(state); N.J. Parole (state); N.J. Probation (state); N.M. EM/GPS (state);
N.M. Probation; N.Y. Parole (state); N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); N.Y. Proba-
tion Sex Offenses (N.Y.C.); Neb. Parole (state); Neb. Parole Gangs (state);
Neb. Probation (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); Nev. Parole (state); Ohio Pro-
bation (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio Probation (Franklin Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS
(state); Okla. Probation & Parole (state); Or. DUI Probation (Multnomah
Cnty.); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Or. Parole (state); Pa. EM/GPS
(Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. DUI Program (Allegheny Cnty.); Pa. Probation &
Parole (Bucks Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Delaware Cnty.); Pa. Proba-
tion & Parole (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Philadelphia);
R.I. EM/GPS (state); R.I. Probation (state); S.C. Parole (state); S.D. DUI
Program (Pennington Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (state); S.D. Parole (state); S.D.
Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); Tenn. Probation (state); Tex. Mental Health
(Tarrant Cnty.); Tex. Parole (state); Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Va. EM/
GPS (Fairfax Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (state); Va. Probation (Richmond Cnty.);
Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Parole Sex Offense (state); Vt.
Probation (state); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. Probation
(state); Wash. Probation (state); Wash. Probation Reentry (state); Wash. EM/
GPS (King Cnty.); Wash. Probation (King Cnty.); Wash. Probation (Pierce
Cnty.); Wash. Probation (Spokane); Wis. Parole & Parole (state); Wis. Pro-
bation Sex Offenses (state); Wyo. Probation (state).

24. Program rules that require people to share sensitive private records:
Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Ariz. DV Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz.
Mental Health Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz.
Probation (Mariposa); Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (state);
Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila
Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Probation (Gila Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego
Cnty.); Colo. EM/GPS (Denver); Colo. Parole (state); Colo. Probation
(state); D.C. EM/GPS (state); D.C. Parole (state); D.C. Probation (state);
Del. Probation (state); Fla. Parole (state); Ga Parole (state); Ga. Parole Spe-
cial (state); Idaho EM/GPS (state); Idaho Probation (Ada Cnty.); Idaho Pro-
bation & Parole (state); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Iowa Parole (state); Kan.
DUI GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. GPS (Johnson
Cnty.); Kan. Probation (Johnson Cnty.); Mass. Parole (state); Md. EM/GPS
(state); Minn. Probation (Ramsey Cnty.); Miss. DUI program (local); N.J.
Probation (state); N.Y. Parole (state); N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); N.Y. Proba-
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tion Sex Offenses (N.Y.C.); Ohio EM/GPS (state); Ohio Probation
(Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio Probation (Franklin Cnty.); Ohio Probation Clean
Up Program (Franklin Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS (state);Okla. Probation & Pa-
role (state); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Or. Probation (state); Pa. EM/
GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. DUI Program (Allegheny Cnty.); Pa. Proba-
tion & Parole (Montgomery Cnty.); S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.);
Tex. Mental Health (Tarrant Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (Fairfax Cnty.); Va. EM/
GPS (state); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham Cnty.); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha
Cnty.); W. Va. Probation (state); Wash. EM/GPS (King Cnty.); Wash. Proba-
tion (King Cnty.); Wash. Probation (Pierce Cnty.); Wash. Probation (Spo-
kane); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.); Wis.
Parole & Parole (state).

26. Program rules that prohibit or require certain vague behavior (e.g.,
prohibitions on “inappropriate behavior”): Ala. Probation (state); Alaska
Probation (state); Ariz. Parole (state); Conn. Parole (state); D.C. Parole
(state); Ga Parole (state); Ga. Probation (state); Ga. Probation Special
(state); Haw. Probation (state); Idaho Probation (Ada Cnty.); Ind. Probation
(state); Iowa EM/GPS (state); Iowa Parole (state); Iowa Probation (state);
Kan. DUI GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM/
GPS(state); Kan. GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. Parole (state); La. Probation
(state); Mass. EM/GPS (state); Mass. Parole (state); Minn. EM/GPS (Ram-
sey Cnty.); Mont. Probation & Parole (state); N.H. Probation (state); N.H.
Parole (state); N.J. Probation (state); N.M. EM/GPS (state); N.M. Probation;
N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); Neb. Parole (state); Neb. Parole Gangs (state);
Neb. Probation (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); Nev. Parole (state); Ohio Pro-
bation (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio Probation (Franklin Cnty.); Ohio Probation
Clean Up Program (Franklin Cnty.); Okla. Probation & Parole (state); Or.
EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Bucks Cnty.); Pa. Pro-
bation & Parole (Delaware Cnty.); R.I. Parole (state); S.D. EM/GPS (state);
S.D. Parole (state); Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris
Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Utah Probation (state); Va. Probation
(Richmond Cnty.); Vt. Probation (state); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.);
W. Va. Parole (state); Wash. Probation Reentry (state); Wash. Probation
(Spokane); Wis. EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.); Wis. Probation Sex Offenses
(state); Wyo. Probation (state).

27. Program rules that either referenced or included fees for court-re-
lated services: Ala. Parole (state); Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Ala. Pro-
bation (state); Alaska EM/GPS (state); Alaska Parole (state); Ark. Parole
(state); Ark. Probation (state); Ariz. DV Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. EM/
GPS (Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Tucson); Ariz. Mental Health Proba-
tion (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Parole (state); Ariz. Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz.
Probation (Mariposa); Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (state);
Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila
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Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar
Probation (Gila Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Los Angeles Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS
(Orange Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Colo. EM/GPS (Denver);
Colo. Parole (state); Colo. Probation (state); Conn. Parole (state); D.C. Pa-
role (state); D.C. Probation (state); Del. EM/GPS (state); Del. Probation
(state); Fla. EM/GPS (state); Fla. Parole (state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade
Cnty.); Ga Parole (state); Ga. EM/GPS (state); Ga. Probation (state); Ga.
Probation Special (state); Haw. EM/GPS (state); Haw. Probation (state);
Idaho EM/GPS (state); Idaho Probation (Ada Cnty.); Idaho Probation (Can-
yon Cnty.); Idaho Probation & Parole (state); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Cir.
Ct.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Sheriff); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Ill. Pro-
bation (Cook Cnty.); Ind. EM/GPS (state); Ind. Probation (state); Iowa EM/
GPS (state); Iowa Parole (state); Iowa Probation (state); Kan. DUI GPS
(Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM/GPS(state); Kan. GPS
(Johnson Cnty.); Kan. Parole (state); Kan. Probation (Johnson Cnty.); Ky.
EM/GPS (state); Ky. Probation & Parole (state); La. Parole (state); La. Pro-
bation (state); Mass. Parole (state); Mass. Probation (state); Md. EM/GPS
(state); Md. Parole (state); Md. Probation (state); Me. EM/GPS (state); Me.
Parole (state); Me. Probation (state); Mich. EM/GPS (state); Mich. Probation
(state); Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.); Miss. DUI program (local); Miss.
EM/GPS (state); Miss. Probation (state); Mo. Probation & Parole (state);
Mont. Probation & Parole (state); N.C. EM/GPS (state); N.C. Parole (state);
N.C. Probation (state); N.D. EM/GPS (state); N.D. Parole (state); N.D. Pro-
bation (state); N.H. Probation (state); N.H. EM/GPS (state); N.H. Parole
(state); N.J. EM/GPS (state); N.J. Parole (state); N.J. Probation (state); N.M.
EM/GPS (state); N.M. Probation; N.Y. Parole (state); N.Y. Probation
(N.Y.C.); Neb. EM/GPS (state); Neb. Parole (state); Neb. Parole Gangs
(state); Neb. Probation (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); Nev. Parole (state);
Nev. Probation (state); Ohio EM/GPS (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio EM/GPS
(Franklin Cnty.); Ohio EM/GPS (state); Ohio Parole (state); Ohio Probation
(Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio Probation (Franklin Cnty.); Ohio Probation Clean
Up Program (Franklin Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS (state); Okla. Probation & Pa-
role (state); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Or. Parole (state); Or. Proba-
tion (state); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. DUI Program (Allegheny
Cnty.); Pa. Parole (state); Pa. Probation & Parole (Allegheny Cnty.); Pa.
Probation & Parole (Bucks Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Delaware Cnty.);
Pa. Probation & Parole (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Phila-
delphia); R.I. EM/GPS (state); R.I. Parole (state); S.C. Parole (state); S.C.
Probation (state); S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS
(Minnehaha Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Pennington Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS
(state); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); Tenn. Probation (state); Tex. Pa-
role (state); Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.);
Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Utah Parole (state); Utah Probation (state); Va.
EM/GPS (Fairfax Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (state); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham
Cnty.); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Parole Sex Offense
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(state); Vt. Probation (state); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. EM/
GPS (state); W. Va. Parole (state); W. Va. Probation (state); W. Va. Proba-
tion & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.); Wash. Probation (state); Wash. Probation
Reentry (state); Wash. EM/GPS (state); Wash. Probation (King Cnty.);
Wash. Probation (Spokane); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS
(Washington Cnty.); Wis. Parole & Parole (state).

28. Program rules that relate to employment requirements or
limitations:

• Program rules that do not contain any requirements or limita-
tions with respect to employment: Ala. Parole (state); Ariz. EM/
GPS (Maricopa Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Orange Cnty.); Cal. Probation
(Orange Cnty.); D.C. EM/GPS (state); Ga. Probation Special (state);
Haw. EM/GPS (state); Ill. Probation (Cook Cnty.); Kan. DUI GPS
(Johnson Cnty.); Kan. GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. Probation (Johnson
Cnty.); Me. EM/GPS (state); Mich. Probation (state); Miss. DUI pro-
gram (local); N.C. EM/GPS (state); N.D. EM/GPS (state); N.H. EM/
GPS (state); N.J. EM/GPS (state); N.Y. EM/GPS (state); Neb. EM/
GPS (state); Ohio EM/GPS (state); Ohio Parole (state); Ohio Proba-
tion Clean Up Program (Franklin Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Al-
legheny Cnty.); Tex. Mental Health (Tarrant Cnty.); Tex. Parole
(state); Utah EM/GPS (state); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham Cnty.); Vt.
Probation (state); Wash. Probation (Pierce Cnty.); Wis. Probation
Sex Offenses (state); Wyo. EM/GPS (state).

• Programs that require permission before changing jobs: Ala.
Probation (state); Alaska EM/GPS (state); Alaska Parole (state);
Alaska Probation (state); Ark. Parole (state); Ariz. Probation (Mari-
copa Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex
Offender Probation (Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Probation
(Gila Cnty.); Cal. Parole (state); Colo. EM/GPS (Denver); Colo. Pro-
bation (state); Del. EM/GPS (state); Del. Probation (state); Fla. Pa-
role (state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Idaho Probation &
Parole (state); Ill. Parole (state); Ind. Parole (state); Kan. EM (John-
son Cnty.); Ky. EM/GPS (state); La. Probation (state); Mass. Proba-
tion (state); Md. Parole (state); Md. Probation (state); Me. Probation
(state); Mo. Probation & Parole (state); Mont. Probation & Parole
(state); N.C. Parole (state); N.D. Parole (state); N.H. Probation
(state); N.H. Parole (state); N.J. Parole (state); N.M. EM/GPS (state);
N.M. Probation (state); N.Y. Parole (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state);
Nev. Parole (state); Nev. Probation (state); Ohio EM/GPS (Cuyahoga
Cnty.); Ohio Probation (Franklin Cnty.); Or. DUI Probation (Multno-
mah Cnty.); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Or. Parole (state); Or.
Probation (state); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); R.I. Parole
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(state); S.C. Parole (state); S.C. Probation (state); S.D. EM/GPS
(Minnehaha Cnty.); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS
(Fairfax Cnty.); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Parole
Sex Offense (state); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. EM/
GPS (state); W. Va. Parole (state); Wash. Probation Reentry (state);
Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.); Wis.
Probation & Parole (state); Wyo. Probation (state).

• Programs that require that people provide their work schedule
to their supervising agent: Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Alaska
EM/GPS (state); Ariz. Probation (Maricopa Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS
(San Diego Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Los Angeles Cnty.); Colo. EM/
GPS (Denver); Colo. Parole (state); Del. EM/GPS (state); Ga. EM/
GPS (state); Ga Parole (state); Ga. Probation (state); Idaho EM/GPS
(state); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake Cnty.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Cir.
Ct.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Sheriff); Iowa EM/GPS (state); Kan.
EM/GPS (state); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.); Ky. EM/GPS (state); Md.
EM/GPS (state); Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.); Miss. Probation
(state); Miss. EM/GPS (state); N.J. Parole (state); N.J. Probation
(state); Ohio Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas
Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Philadelphia); Pa. EM/GPS (state);
Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha
Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Pennington Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS (Utah
Cnty.); Va. EM/GPS (state); W. Va. Probation (state); W. Va. EM/
GPS (state); W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.); Wis. EM/
GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.).

• Programs that require that the supervising agent approve work
schedules: Alaska EM/GPS (state); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.);
Conn. EM/GPS (state); Del. Probation (state); Del. EM/GPS (state);
Ga. EM/GPS (state); Idaho EM/GPS (state); Ind. EM/GPS (state);
Kan. EM/GPS(state); Md. Probation (state); Mich. EM/GPS (state);
Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.); Ohio EM/GPS (Cuyahoga Cnty.);
Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS (state); Pa. EM/GPS
(Montgomery Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.); Utah Proba-
tion (state); Va. EM/GPS (state); Wash. Probation (King Cnty.);
Wash. EM/GPS (King Cnty.); W. Va. Probation (state); W. Va. EM/
GPS (state); W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.); Wis. EM/
GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.).

• Programs that place limitations on people’s work hours,
work schedules, type of work or work location: Cal. EM/
GPS (San Francisco Cnty.); Del. Probation (state); Del. EM/
GPS (state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Haw. Proba-
tion (state); Idaho EM/GPS (state); Idaho Probation & Parole
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(state); Ill. Parole (state); Kan. EM/GPS(state); Kan. EM
(Johnson Cnty.); Minn. Probation (Ramsey Cnty.); Minn.
Probation (Hennepin Cnty.); Minn. Parole (state); N.Y. Pro-
bation Sex Offenses (N.Y.C.); Ohio Probation (Cuyahoga
Cnty.); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Or. DUI Probation
(Multnomah Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS (state); Vt. Parole Sex Of-
fense (state); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS
(Washington Cnty.).

29. Program rules that include a community service requirement (dis-
cretionary or mandatory): Ala. Probation (state); Ark. Parole (state); Ariz.
DV Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS (Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz. EM/GPS
(Tucson); Ariz. Mental Health Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Parole (state);
Ariz. Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (Mariposa); Ariz. Probation
(Pima Cnty.); Ariz. Probation (state); Ariz. Probation Intensive (Gila Cnty.);
Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation
(Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Probation (Gila Cnty.); Colo. EM/GPS
(Denver); Colo. Probation (state); Conn. Parole (state); Del. Probation
(state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade); Ga. Probation (state); Haw. Probation
(state); Ill. Parole (state); Ill. Probation (Cook Cnty.); Ind. Probation (state);
Kan. EM/GPS(state); Kan. Parole (state); Ky. EM/GPS (state); La. Probation
(state); Mass. EM/GPS (state); Mass. Probation (state); Md. Probation
(state); Me. Probation (state); Mich. Probation (state); Minn. EM/GPS
(Ramsey Cnty.); Miss. DUI program (local); Miss. EM/GPS (state); Miss.
Probation (state); Mo. Probation & Parole (state); Mont. Probation & Parole
(state); N.C. Parole (state); N.C. Probation (state); N.D. EM/GPS (state);
N.D. Probation (state); N.J. Parole (state); N.M. Probation ; N.Y. Probation
(N.Y.C.); Neb. Parole (state); Neb. Parole Gangs (state); Neb. Probation
(state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); Nev. Parole (state); Ohio Probation (Franklin
Cnty.); Ohio Probation Clean Up Program (Franklin Cnty.); R.I. Probation
(state); S.C. Parole (state); S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.); S.D. Pro-
bation (Minnehaha Cnty.); Tenn. Probation (state); Tex. Parole (state); Tex.
Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.); Va. Probation (Rich-
mond Cnty.); Vt. Probation (state); W. Va. Probation (state); Wash. Proba-
tion (state); Wis. Parole & Parole (state).

30. Program rules that impose limitations or requirements regarding
personal finances:

• Programs that impose some sort of financial limitation or re-
quirement: Ala. Parole (state); Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Ala.
Probation (state); Alaska Parole (state); Alaska Probation (state);
Ark. Probation (state); Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.);
Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Maricopa Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar
Probation (Gila Cnty.); Colo. Parole (state); Colo. Probation (state);
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Conn. Parole (state); D.C. Probation (state); Fla. Parole (state); Fla.
Probation (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Haw. Probation (state); Idaho Proba-
tion (Canyon Cnty.); Kan. DUI GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM
(Johnson Cnty.); Kan. GPS (Johnson Cnty.); Me. Probation (state);
Mich. Probation (state); Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.); Minn. Pa-
role (state); Miss. DUI Program (local); Miss. EM/GPS (state); Miss.
Probation (state); Mo. Probation & Parole (state); Mont. Probation &
Parole (state); N.C. Parole (state); N.C. Probation (state); N.D. Parole
(state); N.D. Probation (state); N.H. Probation (state); N.H. EM/GPS
(state); N.H. Parole (state); N.J. Probation (state); N.M. EM/GPS
(state); N.M. Probation; Ohio Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio
Probation (Franklin Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS (state); Okla. Probation &
Parole (state); Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Pa-
role (Allegheny Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Bucks Cnty.); Pa.
Probation & Parole (Delaware Cnty.); R.I. Parole (state); S.D. DUI
Program (Pennington Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (state); S.D. Parole
(state); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); Tenn. Probation (state);
Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.); W. Va.
EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berkeley
Cnty.); Wash. Probation (state); Wash. Probation Reentry (state);
Wash. EM/GPS (King Cnty.); Wash. Probation (King Cnty.); Wis.
EM/GPS (Washington Cnty.); Wis. Probation & Parole (state); Wyo.
Probation (state).

• Programs that limit use of credit cards or banks: Alaska Parole (state);
Ariz. White Collar Probation (Gila Cnty.); Colo. Parole (state); Minn. Pa-
role (state); Mont. Probation & Parole (state); N.D. Parole (state); Okla.
EM/GPS (state); Wis. Parole & Parole (state).

• Programs that require people to report earnings: Ariz. White Collar
Probation (Gila Cnty.); Colo. Parole (state); Mich. Probation (state);
Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.); N.J. Probation (state); Ohio Probation
(Franklin Cnty.); S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.); W. Va. EM/GPS
(Kanawha Cnty.).

• Programs with rules that require supporting dependents: Ala. Parole
(state); Ala. Probation (state); Ala. Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Ark. Pro-
bation (state); Conn. Parole (state); D.C. Parole (state); Fla. Probation
(Miami-Dade Cnty.); Ga. EM/GPS (state); Ga Parole (state); Haw. Proba-
tion (state); Ill. Parole (state); Ind. Probation (state); Iowa Probation
(state); Ky. Probation & Parole (state); La. Probation (state); Me. Proba-
tion (state); Miss. Probation (state); Miss. EM/GPS (state); Miss. DUI
program (local); Mo. Probation & Parole (state); Mont. Probation & Pa-
role (state); N.H. Parole (state); N.H. Probation (state); N.J. Probation
(state); N.M. Probation; N.C. Probation (state); N.C. Parole (state); N.D.
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Probation (state); N.Y. Probation (N.Y.C.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Mont-
gomery Cnty.); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); R.I. Parole (state);
S.C. Parole (state); S.D. Probation (Minnehaha Cnty.); S.D. Parole (state);
S.D. EM/GPS (state); Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex. Probation (Har-
ris Cnty.); W. Va. Parole (state); W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berkeley
Cnty.).

31. Program rules that allow for unannounced visits to the home: Ala.
Probation (Baldwin Cnty.); Ala. Probation (state); Alaska EM/GPS (state);
Ark. Parole (state); Ark. Probation (state); Ariz. Parole (state); Ariz. Proba-
tion (Mariposa); Ariz. Probation (Pima Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (Los Angeles
Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Francisco
Cnty.); Cal. Parole (state); Colo. EM/GPS (Denver); Colo. Parole (state);
Colo. Probation (state); D.C. Parole (state); D.C. Probation (state); Del. EM/
GPS (state); Del. Probation (state); Fla. Parole (state); Fla. Probation
(Miami-Dade Cnty.); Ga. EM/GPS (state); Ga. Probation (state); Ga. Proba-
tion Special (state); Haw. EM/GPS (state); Haw. Probation (state); Idaho
Probation (Ada Cnty.); Idaho Probation & Parole (state); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook
Cnty. Cir. Ct.); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty. Sheriff); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake
Cnty.); Iowa Parole (state); Kan. EM (Johnson Cnty.); Kan. EM/GPS(state);
Kan. Parole (state); Ky. EM/GPS (state); Ky. Probation & Parole (state); La.
Parole (state); La. Probation (state); Mass. EM/GPS (state); Mass. Parole
(state); Mass. Probation (state); Md. EM/GPS (state); Md. Parole (state);
Md. Probation (state); Me. Probation (state); Minn. Parole (state); Miss. DUI
program (local); Miss. EM/GPS (state); Miss. Probation (state); Mo. Proba-
tion & Parole (state); Mont. Probation & Parole (state); N.C. EM/GPS
(state); N.C. Parole (state); N.C. Probation (state); N.D. EM/GPS (state);
N.D. Parole (state); N.D. Probation (state); N.H. Probation (state); N.H. EM/
GPS (state); N.H. Parole (state); N.J. EM/GPS (state); N.J. Parole (state);
N.J. Probation (state); N.M. EM/GPS (state); N.M. Probation; N.Y. Parole
(state); Neb. Probation (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); Nev. Probation (state);
Ohio EM/GPS (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio EM/GPS (Franklin Cnty.); Ohio
EM/GPS (state); Ohio Parole (state); Ohio Probation (Cuyahoga Cnty.);
Ohio Probation (Franklin Cnty.); Okla. EM/GPS (state); Okla. Probation &
Parole (state); Or. DUI Probation (Multnomah Cnty.); Or. EM/GPS (Clacka-
mas Cnty.); Or. Parole (state); Or. Probation (state); Pa. EM/GPS (Mont-
gomery Cnty.); Pa. Parole (sate); Pa. Probation & Parole (Allegheny Cnty.);
Pa. Probation & Parole (Bucks Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Montgomery
Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Philadelphia); R.I. EM/GPS (state); R.I. Pa-
role (state); S.C. Parole (state); S.C. Probation (state); S.D. DUI Program
(Pennington Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS
(state); S.D. Parole (state); Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.); Tex. Probation
(Harris Cnty.); Utah EM/GPS (Utah Cnty.); Utah Parole (state); Utah Proba-
tion (state); Va. EM/GPS (state); Vt. EM/GPS (Windham Cnty.); Vt. Parole
(state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Parole Sex Offense (state); Vt. Probation
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(state); W. Va. EM/GPS (Kanawha Cnty.); W. Va. Parole (state); W. Va.
Probation (state); W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.); Wash. Proba-
tion (state); Wash. Probation Reentry (state); Wash. Probation (King Cnty.);
Wash. Probation (Spokane); Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.); Wis. EM/GPS
(Washington Cnty.); Wis. Parole & Parole (state); Wyo. Probation (state).

32. Program rules that restrict or impact employers:

• Programs that require people to inform their employer of their
status on probation or parole: Ariz. Probation (Maricopa Cnty.);
Ariz. Sex Offender Probation (Gila Cnty.); Ariz. White Collar Proba-
tion (Gila Cnty.); Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Colo. EM/GPS
(Denver); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade Cnty.); Ill. EM/GPS (Lake
Cnty.); Minn. EM/GPS (Ramsey Cnty.); Mont. Probation & Parole
(state); N.H. Parole (state); N.H. Probation (state); N.J. Parole (state);
Ohio EM/GPS (Cuyahoga Cnty.); Ohio EM/GPS (Franklin Cnty.);
Or. EM/GPS (Clackamas Cnty.); R.I. EM/GPS (state); S.D. Proba-
tion (Minnehaha Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.); Wash.
Probation (King Cnty.); Wash. EM/GPS (King Cnty.); Wash. Proba-
tion Reentry (state); W. Va. Probation & Parole (Berkeley Cnty.);
Wis. EM/GPS (Dane Cnty.).

• Programs that require employers to agree to employ someone on
court supervision: Cal. EM/GPS (San Diego Cnty.); Colo. EM/GPS
(Denver); N.Y. Parole (state); Okla. EM/GPS (state); Or. EM/GPS
(Clackamas Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Minnehaha Cnty.); Wash. Proba-
tion (King Cnty.); Wash. EM/GPS (King Cnty.); Wash. Probation
Reentry (state).

• Programs that allow supervising agents to visit people at their
place of work: Ala. Probation (state); Ark. Probation (state); Colo.
EM/GPS (Denver); D.C. Parole (state); Del. EM/GPS (state); Del.
Probation (state); Fla. Parole (state); Fla. Probation (Miami-Dade
Cnty.); Ga. Probation (state); Ga. Probation Special (state); Haw.
EM/GPS (state); Haw. Probation (state); Idaho Probation (Ada
Cnty.); Idaho Probation & Parole (state); Ill. EM/GPS (Cook Cnty.
Cir. Ct.); Iowa Parole (state); Ky. Probation & Parole (state); La.
Parole (state); La. Probation (state); Mass. EM/GPS (state); Mass.
Probation (state); Minn. Parole (state); Miss. EM/GPS (state); Miss.
Probation (state); N.D. EM/GPS (state); N.D. Parole (state); N.H.
EM/GPS (state); N.J. Probation (state); N.M. EM/GPS (state); N.M.
Probation; N.Y. Parole (state); Nev. EM/GPS (state); Nev. Probation
(state); Okla. EM/GPS (state); Okla. Probation & Parole (state); Or.
DUI Probation (Multnomah Cnty.); Or. Parole (state); Or. Probation
(state); Pa. EM/GPS (Montgomery Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole
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(Allegheny Cnty.); Pa. Probation & Parole (Bucks Cnty.); R.I. EM/
GPS (state); R.I. Parole (state); S.C. Parole (state); S.C. Probation
(state); S.D. DUI Program (Pennington Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (Min-
nehaha Cnty.); S.D. EM/GPS (state); Tex. Probation (Dallas Cnty.);
Tex. Probation (Harris Cnty.); Utah Parole (state); Utah Probation
(state); Vt. Parole (state); Vt. Parole DV (state); Vt. Parole Sex Of-
fense (state); Wash. Probation (state); Wash. Probation Reentry
(state); Wash. Probation (King Cnty.); Wyo. Probation (state).
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