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26.9% positive for drugs, with marijuana being the primary drug detected.
Two years after an extensive program of urinalysis and consequences for
positive tests, the system-wide rate dropped to 5% (See Attachment C).

Technology used for testing is changing rapidly. Because urinalysis testing is the
focus of many programs, both in the community and in facilities, competitive
marketing of screening devices is developing. The devices range from a simple
laminated slide on which correctional staff place drops of reagent and urine to
elaborate automated laboratories using sophisticated computerized equipment
capable of processing large volumes. It appears that court decisions, legal opinions
and varying state laws may affect the type of technology that a given jurisdiction ca

use.

DRUG DETECTION DOGS

At this time, most jurisdiction are in some manner using dogs to search persons
and/or facilities for drugs. Some locations only use the dogs to search emptied cell
blocks or common inmate areas. Others use the dogs to check all areas inside the
security perimeter, staff coming on shift and parking lots.

All departments reported satisfaction with the results of drug detection dogs and
indicated they were either going to maintain or expand their use. Departments
using dogs reported that the animals detected drugs in facilities and on persons,
deterring individuals from drug usage. Most major departments had their own
units. Some had agreements with other jurisdictions for the use of their
department's dogs.

VISITORS

According to the telephone survey, a wide variety of guidelines exist concerning
who is allowed to visit inmates. Most jurisdictions routinely perform criminal
records checks on visitors. Rules vary concerning restrictions for those who had
previous felony convictions. Some indicated that ex-inmates could visit only when
there existed “a strong reason for the visit,” while others required specific reasons
before prohibiting visiting by ex-inmates.

Most locations were reluctant to conduct physical searches of visitors or their
cars. Virtually all institutions required visitors to pass through metal detectors and
limited the amount of items that could be taken into the facility. Usually “probable
cause” or “reasonable suspicion” provided the only grounds for requesting that a
visitor or their vehicle submit to a physical search. However, some locations
routinely used drug detection dogs to check visitors and their vehicles.

Most locations also indicated that when strip searches were requested, the visitor
usually would refuse. If so, the visitor’s name was removed from the approved
visiting list,






