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It should be noted that the search and seizure and 
cybercrime policy guidelines are available only to 
the federal judiciary and are not publicly accessible. 



It should be noted that persons under supervi-
sion could have started their supervision terms 
prior to fiscal year 2015 or anytime between the 
period spanning fiscal years 2015 through 2018. 
Regardless of when the supervision term com-
menced, they were included in the study sample 
if they were under active supervision sometime 
between fiscal years 2015 and 2018 and had a 
search condition allowing them to be searched 
within this time frame. 

The study did not focus on searches executed dur-
ing the pretrial release phase. 





See Serin el al. (2016) for a list of the ten factors 
embedded within the PCRA violence trailer. 

It should be noted that information was extracted 
from the PACTS new charge module rather than 
from the rap sheet data. As a check, I examined the 
arrest rates generated from the new charge module 
and rap sheets and found relatively similar arrest 
rates between the two sources. 





While the results for convicted public-order 
persons under supervision might be somewhat sur-
prising, it is important to note that about 7 percent 
of them had a prior arrest or conviction record for 
sex offenses. 

Only upward overrides are shown, as very few 
supervision overrides (less than 1 percent) involved 
downward departures in supervision levels. 





Data on supervision levels and overrides 
were available for 92 percent of persons under 
supervision. 



It should be noted that computer searches and 
plain view seizures were omitted from this table 
as safety issues were not applicable for these types 
of searches. 





Given the differences in the use of searches at the 
district level, I also used logistic regression models 
with matched subsamples to control for the district 
where the searches were conducted. Results from 
the logistic regression models parallel those of the 

cross-tabulations highlighted in this report. 

Chi-square tests show all arrest rate differences 
between searched and non-searched persons under 
supervision testing at the .001 level. 

It is the policy of the Judicial Conference that 
a probation officer may not initiate a revocation 
proceeding by a warrantless arrest and must instead 
first obtain court approval, after which the United 
States Marshals Service shall execute the arrest 
warrant. Given the limitations placed on the federal 



 

probation officer’s arrest authority, law enforce-
ment personnel from other entities are often present 
at searches for the purpose of placing a person
under supervision on arrest. 






