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Response 
ATTACHMENT NO. 1 
 
Data that is protected and cannot be provide per CORI laws: 

• 1.a. Name of defendant 

Data not collected by SFDA 

• 2.c. Defendant country of origin or nationality  
• 3.a. Zip code of arrest: Collected by law enforcement agency but only provided to SFDA in 

documents, not in extractable data format 
• 5.a. Date of decision to decline to prosecute  
• 6.a-d. Diversion offers and decisions: these data are maintained outside SF District Attorneys 

Office. For DA-lead diversion programs, these are held by the San Francisco Pretrial Diversion 
Project; for collaborative courts, these are maintained by SF Superior Court. 

• 7.d. Maximum sentence 
• 8.a-e. Factors considered in deciding charges to file 
• 9.a-e. Bail/custody information 
• 10.a-e. Plea offers 
• 14-15. Recommendations regarding parole, pardon, or communication  
• 12. Counsel for defendant 

Data collected but not as requested/not collected in a way that can be extracted 

• 5.c. Charge level declination to prosecute: we have provided charges presented and charges 
prosecuted; you can infer those discharged from that, but we do not have a charge-by-charge case 
decision 

• 5.d. Reason for declination to prosecution (i.e., discharge): discharge codes provided; these do 
not align with categories suggested in PRA 

• 7.c. Status enhancements are noted in court comment fields that cannot be segregated from other 
court comments for extraction. (Conduct enhancements are included in filed charge list) 

• 11.a-c. Case outcomes are only available at the case-level, not per charge; sentence data provided 
as available but do not include length of incarceration or supervision terms 

• 13.a-c. Demographic and other information concerning victims: this is collected for victims 
receiving services from SFDA Victim Services Division, but not for victims not receiving 
services through our office. In addition, because we provide services to victims even if we are 
not prosecuting their alleged perpetrators, these data cannot be systematically tied to case data  

• 4. & 5b. ADA assigned to the case; identify of person who made final decision to decline 
prosecution: multiple ADAs touch almost every case that is prosecuted by the San Francisco 
District Attorney’s Office. Most cases are reviewed by the intake unit and then prosecuted by a 
different unit, however within both Intake and the prosecuting unit, multiple ADAs can 
participate in case decision-making and court appearances. Some cases are prosecuted within 
vertical units that do both base review and prosecution, however, even in these cases, multiple 
ADAs frequently participate in case decision-making and court appearances. In addition, ADAs 
regularly move between units and between roles in a unit, requiring the transfer of case 
responsibilities from one ADA to another. All of these contacts are not tracked systematically.  

 


