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THE REP 0 R T • • • 

INTRODUCTION 

To present a "snap-shot" of criminal justice 
spending for fiscal years 1980-1984, the Office of 
Policy Analysis, Research and Statistical Services 
(OPARSS) collected data identifying criminal jus­
tice expenditures throughout New York State for all 
county, city, town and village governments. Expen­
ditures by State agencies dealing with criminal 
justice matters have also been identified for the 
same time period. Information concerning the num­
ber of personnel employed by the State and by 
localities for selected cr.iminal justice activities 
is reported where available. 

The report brings together a variety of data from 
the State Comp troller I s Office, the New York City 
Ccmptroller I s Office, and the State Budget Office 
to report the cost of the criminal just ice system 
in New York State. 

This publication reports criminal justice expend­
iture information in several functional areas. 
These include: police, sheriff, corrections, pro­
bation, the courts, prosecution, and defense for 
both State and local governments. Additional cate­
gories for State spending include Division of 
Parole, Crime Victims, Division for Youth and the 
Division of Criminal Justices Services. 

A general description is provided for each func­
tion followed by a discussion of the service pro­
provided and its cost to the public. 

A comprehensive breakdown of functional expend­
itures by each level of government is provided in 
tabular Form in the Appendices. 

In addi tion, descriptions of the account codes 
used by localities to report expenditures to the 
Office of the Comptroller are provided by func­
tional category in Appendix E. 

DATA SOURCES 

state Expenditures 

Expenditures by State agencies were obtained from 
the Office of the State Comptroller. These repre­
sent actual amounts spent by these agencies. 
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Amounts reported as aid to localities are appropri­
ation levels ident tfied in the State of New York, 
Classification of Appropriations by the legisla­
ture, 1980 through 1984. Appropriation figures 
we~e used because as aid payments often lag behind 
actual fiscal year expenditure figures due to late 
fourth quarter claims. 

State expenditures are reported for the following 
agencies: the Commission of Correction; the 
Department of Correctional Services; the Division 
of Parole; the Division of Probation and 
Correctional Alternatives, the State Police, the 
Division for Youth; the Division of Criminal 
Justice Services; the Crime Victims Board; and the 
Office of Court Administration. 

local Expenditures 

The Local criminal justice expenditure data were 
obtained Trom the Office of the State Comptroller, 
Division of Municipal Affairs, Bureau of Municipal 
Research and Statistics, for the years 1980 through 
1984. 

The data compiled by the State Comptroller are 
gathered annually from financial reports submitted 
by all county, village, town and city governments 
throughout New York State pursuant to Article 3, 
Section 30 of the Municipal Law. 

The data elements reported by local agencies were 
selected and combined into the following seven 
criminal justice expenditure categories: court, 
prosecution, defense, probation, police, sheriff, 
and corrections. 

Specific account codes used to compile functional 
categories are identified in Appendix E. 

At the local level, municipalities did not always 
report similar objects of expenditure (e.g., per­
sonal services, equipment, capital outlay, employee 
benefits, contractual s'arvices, and all other 
expenditures) to the comptroller; therefore, annual 
expenditures for a gi ven j ur isdiction and function 
may not be strictly comparable to those reported by 
other jurisdictions. 
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New York City Expenditure data were 
obtained from the City of New York Canprehensive 
Annual Report of the CanptroUer for the fiscal 
years 1980-1984. 

DATA LIMITATIONS 

Eaployee Benefits 

Expenditure figures do not include fringe 
benefits since it was not possible to determine 
employee benefit levels for all jurisdictions for 
each of' the years reported. In some cases, 
localities reported employee benefits within 
functional categories. In most cases, employee 
benefits were reported as a general charge and not 
differentiated by functional category or agency of 
expenditure. 

State agencies also record employee benefits as a 
general IUIlp-sum governliental charge. These 
amounts approxim<1te an additional '30-33% of per­
sonal serv ice expenditures. Since most criminal 
justice agencies spend roughly 75% of their total 
budge ts on pe rsonne 1, an add i tional 1/3 of this 
amount can be used to generate an employee benefit 
level. This spending would increase reported 
spending levels by roughly 22% 

Other CriMinal Justice Expenditures 

Sane costs of the criminal justice system are 
contained in cost centers such as "public safety 
administration", which includes expendj tures for 
purposes other than those related solelY to 
criminal justice activities. As these costs were 
not readily separable from the larger cost 
category, they were not included in this report. 
This report reflects only direct expenditures on 

criminal justice activities. Specifically excluded 
Iiere retirement benefits for individuals employed 
by criminal justice agencies. CUrrent expenditures 
by indirect service agencies were also excluded. 
These indirect expenditures include activities such 
ad mental health services, drug and alcohol 
counseling, social services support, and law 
enforcement activities by noncriminal justice 
agencies (e.g., The Department of Environmental 
Conservation) • 
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Despite these limitations, it seems reasonable to 
assume that total dollar figures collected indicate 
at least a minimum level of public criminal justice 
spending, and that these expenditures are not 
inflated. In fact, by excluding employee benefits 
costs at the State level, and in most instances 
from the local level expenditures, this report 
underestimates the actual direct costs of the 
criminal justice system to the citizens of the 
State. 

Per Capita Expenditures 

Per capita expenditures are based an 1980 census 
counts. Actual popUlation figures are Hsted by 
county in Appendix F. 

Appendix G contains a section by sect ion review 
of calculations or changes made to prior year 
figures. 
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nt: COST or JUSTICE 

TOTAl STATEWIDE EXPENDITURES 

Total spending statewide for criminal justice 
activities by the State and local governments incr­
eased from $4,279,992,000 in 1983 to $4,907,643,000 
in 1984. This represents an increase of 14.7%. 
The average annual increase in spending was 15.1% 
since 1980. Adjusted for estimated fringe benef­
its, the 1984 spending level would exceed $6.0 
billion. 

Criminal Justice Spending 
1980-84 

(thousands) 

YEAR NYC UPSTATE STATE TOTAL 

1980 $1,151,243 $ 831,248 $1,074,368 $3,056,859 
1981 1,177 ,459 918,279 1,362,410 3,458,148 
1982 1,342,555 1,045,146 1,475,462 3,863,163 
1983 1,445,563 1,149,592 1,684,837 4,279,992 
1984 1,617,726 1,255,394 2,034,523 4,907,643 

Real growth, when adjusted for inflation, 
approaches 10% between 1983 and 1984. Based on 
1980 dollars, 1984 criminal justice spending 
reached $3.893 billion. Between 1980 and 1984, 
criminal justice spending grew 6.8% per year above 
the rate of inflation. 

1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 

Inflation Adjusted* 
CriMinal Justice Spending 

1980-1984 

Inflation 
Amount Adjusted 

$3,056,859,000 $3,056,859,000 
3,458,148, GOO 3,133,082,000 
3,863,163,000 3,297,596,000 
4,279,992,000 3,539,553,000 
4,907,643,000 3,893,233,000 

*See Appendix G for computation. 

% Change 

+ 2.5% 
+ 5.3% 
+ 7.3% 
+10.0% 
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1984 OVERVIEW 

This steady commitment to fund criminal justice 
agencias has been met by all levels of government: 
the state; counties; cities; towns and villages. 
While the growth in State spending accounts for 56% 
of the 1984 increase, the growth in criminal justice 
spending by town governments has outpaced similar 
spending by all other levels of government since 
1980. 

Growth in Criminal Justice Spending 
1980-1984 

Average Annual 
% Change % Change Change 
1983-84 1980-84 1980-1984 

TOTAL +14.7% + 60.5% +15.1% 
State +20.8% + 89.4% +22.3% 
NYC +11.9% + 40.5% +10.1% 
Counties + 9.1% . + 48.4% +12.1% 
Cities + 9.8% + 37.7% + 9.4% 
Towns +10.9% +112.4% +28.1% 
Villages + 6.6% + 48.5% +12.1% 

PATTERNS or JUSTICE SPENDING 

Governments have varying levels of responsibility 
in the delivery of justice services. These 
responsibilities have evolved due to constitutional, 
statutory and historical constraints which have 
limited the areas· of involvement by different 
jurisdictions. 
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THE COST or JUSTICE 

Patterns of Responsibility by Jurisdiction 

~ County City Town Village 

Police .. .. .. • .. 
Sheriff • 
Prosecution 0 .. 
Defense 0 .. 
Cf.)lJrts .. .. 
Probation 0 .* 
Parole • 
Corrections .. .. o o o 
Ancillary 
Services • 

.. Major Responsibility 
o Supplementary Responsibility 
* NYC is responsible for this function in Kings, 

Queens, New York, Bronx and Richmond Counties. 

Municipal governments dominated justice spending 
by allocating $2,873,120,000 during 1984 to criminal 
justice activities. Of this amount, $37.7 million 
was reimbur.sed by state-aid programs. 

State funding accounted for $2,034,523,000 in 
justice spending during fiscal year 1984-85. This 
represented 41. 5% of total statewide criminal just­
ice spending, up from 39.4% in 1983-84. 

New York City spending accounted for 33% of total 
criminal justice spending. Other mlJ1icipalities 
accounted for 25.6% of total spending: counties, 
16.8%; cities other than New York City, 4.2%; towns, 
2.6%; and villages, 2.0%. 
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2.03 

State 

1984 CRIMINAl JUSTICE EXPENDITURES 
(In Billions of Dollars) 

0.83 1.62 0.21 0.13 0.10 

NYC Towns 
Counties Cities Villages 

fUNCTIONAL SPENDING 

Expenditures for police services continue to 
dominate statewide justice spending. Approximately 
$2.266 billion was spent on police services during 
1984. This represented 45.9% of all criminal 
justice spending. This was followed by correctional 
spending of $1.390 billion and court spending of 
$645 mi Ilion. 

1984 Expenditures By function 

Ancllary $0.128 billion 

Correct. $1. 390 billion 

Parole 

Probation 

Courts $0.645 billion 

Defense billion 

Prosecution $0.191 billion 

Sheriff 

police $2.266 billion 



THE COST Of JUSTICE 

fUNCTIONAl SPENDING BY JURISDICTION 

New York City dominated spending on police 
services accounting for 53.J.% of all police 
spending. New York City aJ.~o outspent all other 
jurisdictions on prosecution spending. 

PERCENTAGE Of 1984 fUNCTIONAl 
SPENDIM; BY JllUSDICTlON 

Function state NYC Cities Towns Villages Counties Total 

Police 7.8 53.3 9.1 4.9 4.0 17.9 97.0 
96.9 100.0 Sheriff 1.0 2.1 - - -
28.2 100.0 Prosec. 31.4 40.4 - - -
31.1 99.9 

Defense 26.4 42.4 -- -- --
2.4 0.8 1.4 100.0 Courts 95.3 0.1 - 36.8* 100.4 

Probe 44.6 19.0* -- - -
Parole 100.0 -- - - -- -- 100.0 

0.1 12.2 ·99.9 
Correc. 68.2 19.4 - -
Ancillary 100.0 - -- -- - -- 100.0 

*le$s State Aid, See Appendix G. 

Proportionally, the percentage ·of a locality's 
total criminal justice spending allocated to 
particular functions varied according to the pattern 
of service responsibility. Local governments commit 
a large proportion of their funding to police or 
sheriff services, as they are the jurisdictions with 
the trsditional responsibility for law enforcement. 
The State, on the otherhand, has had the historical 
responsibility for felony corrections snd recently 
assurred major responsibility for the court system 
beyond town and village justice courts. 

Function 

Police 
Sheriff 
Prosec. 
Defense 
Courts 
Prcb. 
Parole 
Correc. 

PROPORTION or 1984 JURISDICTIONAl 
SPENDINb AlLOCATED TO EACH fUNCTION 

State NYC Cities Towns Villages 

8.7 74.6 99.2 87.5 94.4 
- 0.1 - - -

3.0 4.8 - - -
1.0 2.1 - - -

30.2 - 0.2 12.1 5.5 
2.1 1.7 - - --
2.1 - -- -- -

46.6 16.7 0.6 0.4 -
Ancillary 6.3 - -- - -

100.0 100.0 99.9 TOTN.. 100.0 100.0 

Counties 

49.1 
11.9 
6.5 
3.0 
1.1 
7.8 
-

20.6 
-

100.0 

1984 OVERVIEW 

LOCAl JUSTICE SPENDING 

Local governments spent $2.9 billion in 1984. 
Less state local aid to probation departments, this 
accounted for 57.4% of statewide criminal justice 
spending. 

New York City was responsible for approximately 
56.3% of this spending. Other municipal governments 
accounted for the remaining 43.7%. 

Local Spending 
1984 

Amount ... Percent, 

New York City $1,617,726 56.3% 
Other Cities 207,383 7.2% 
Counties 825,661 28.7% 
Towns 125,906 4.4% 
Villages 96,444 3.4% 

TOTAL $2,873,120 100.0% 

lOCAL fUNCTIONAl SPENDING 

localities directed 70.3% of all local criminal 
justice monies to police services. This accounted 
for 89.1~ of the statewide spending on police 
services. The next largest category of local 
expenditures was for corrections. Localitie!l spent 
$441~421,000 or 15.4% of their justice spending on 
this functional area. Prosecution activities, 
large ly a local function, accounted for 4.6% of 
local spending. This was followed by sherifr 
spending of 3.5%, probation spending of_ 3.2%, 
defense spending of 2.1% and court spending of 
1.1%. 
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THE COST or JUSTICE 

local functional Spending 
1984 

% of 
% of 5 tate-

Local wide 

~ Seending Seending 

Police $2,019,218,000 70.3% 40.9% 
Sheriff 100,704,000 3.5% 2.0% 
P rosecut ion* 131,071,000 4.6% 2.7% 
Defense 58,921,000 2.1% 1.2% 
Courts 30,285,000 1.1% 0.6% 
Probation* 91,500,000 3.2% 1.9% 
Corrections 441,421,000 15.4% 8.9% 

TOTAL $2,873,120,000 100.2% 58.2% 

STATE GOVERNMENT SPENDING 

New York State governmental agencies spent 
$2,034,523,000 in 1984-85. This 'vIas an increase of 
$349,686,000, or 20.8% over 1983-84 spending. 

This increase was due largely to the gr.owth in 
spending by the Department of Correctional Services 
of approximately $186 mill ion between 1983-84 and 
1984-85. Nearly 44% of the DOCS increase was in 
the area of cspital spending. 

Other significant increases in state spending 
during 1984-85 Were $70.5 million by the Judiciary, 
$31. 9 million by the Division of Criminal Justice 
Services, $21.0 million by the State Police and 
$13.2 million by the Division for Youth. 

-8-
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New York State 
Agency Spending 

( thousands) 

Amount % Change 

Commission of Correction $ 2,075 +12.3% 
Correctional Services 830,297 +28.8% 
Crime Victims Board ll,853 - 5.5% 
Criminal Justice Services 116,857 +39.7% 
Division for Youth 185,655 + 7.6% 
Judiciary 614,757 +13.0% 
Parole 41,845 +22.4% 
Probation 41,092 +10.6% 
State Police 147,952 +16.6% 
Other 42,140 +54.5% 

TOTAL 2,034,523 +20.8% 

Direct State expenditures grew 17.6%, aid to 
localities grew 14.4%, and capital construction 
costs rose 62.6% during 1984-1985. 

Although localities outspend the State in aggreg­
ate terms, the State shoulders major responsibility 
for such functions as the Courts, Corrections and 
Parole. The State accounts for 95.3% of Court 
spentling, 68.2% of Corrections spending, and 100% 
of Parole spendingo 

State Share of 
functional Spending 

Function Percent 

Police 7.8% 
Sheriff 1.0% 
Prosecution 31.4% 
Defense 26.4% 
Courts 95.3% 
Probation 44.6% 
Parole 100.0% 
Corrections 68.2% 
Ancillary Services 100.0% 



THE COST or JUSTICE 

functional State Spending 

State spending for functional purposes may cut 
across several agencies, while some functions are 
supported by a single agency such as sheriff or 
parolE" spending. 

1984 State functior .. l Spending 

function 

Courts 

Police 

Sheriff 
Prosecution 

Oefense 
Probation 

Parole 
Corrections 

Ancillary 
Services 

TOTAL 

, 

Agency' 

Judiciary 

State Pol ice 
OCJS 
Park/Capi tal 

OCJS 
OCJS 

Police 

Audit &: Control 
Law Department 

OCJS 
Probation 
OCJS 

Parole 
Correctional 

Services 
Commission Corr. 
ory 
OCJS 

Crime Vict ims 
DrY 
OCJS 
Srfe:CS (OCJS) 

All Agencies 

Amount 

$ 614,757,000 

$ 147,952,000 
21,562,000 
6,477 ,000 

$ 968,000 
29,666,000 

440,000 
29,914,000 

$ 21,177,000 
41,092 ,000 
2,263,000 

$ 41, 845, 000 

830, 297, 000 
2,075,000 

113,452,000 
2,453,000 

$ 11 , 853 , 000 
72,203,000 
38,768,000 
5,309,000 

$2,034,523,000 
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STATE 

Total Direct 

Police 175,991 154,429 

Sheriff 968 ---_._--

Prosecution 60,020 29, 91!~ 

Defense 21,177 ------

Courts 614,757 614,757 

Probation 43,355 3,386 

Parole 41,845 41,845 

Corrections 948,277 945,824 

Ancillary 
Services 128,133 53,332 

I rorAl 12 ,034,523 1,843,487 

- - - - -

Cdllina1 Justice 
functional Spending, 1984 

( thousands) 

- -

lOCAl 

New York Other 
Local Aid Total Counties City Cities 

21,562 2,019,218 405,267 1,206,962 205,726 

968 100,704 98,559 2,145 -----

30,106 • 131,071 53,916 77,155 ------

21,177 58,921 24,929 33,992 -----

------ 30,285 8,980 385 313 

39,969 91,500 64,182 27,318 -----

------ ------ ------ ------ -----

2,453 441,421 169,628 269,769 1,344 

74,801 ------- ------ ------- ------. 

191,036 2,873,120 825,661 1,617,726 207,383 
---.--~--

-

Towns 

110,190 

------

------

------

15,270 

-----

------

446 

------

125,906 

1Includes $70,432,000 in police spending by the NY-NJ Port Authority and for Railraod Police. 

looes not include. reimburseable state aid of $37,706,000 in the Probation function. 

- - -
1984 OVERVIEW 

Villages Total 

91,073 2,265,6411 

------ 101,672 

------ 191,091 

------ 80,098 

5,337 645,042 

------ 97,1492 

------ 41,845 

34 1,389,698 

------ 128,133 

96,444 4, )40,3691 

- - - ~ 
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-11-



A. LAW Et-l'ORCO£NT SERVICES 

PIl. ICE SERVIq:S 

Law enforcement activities, although performed by 
entities such as sheriff's departments and conser­
vation officers, are largely identified with the 
patrol and investigative functions performed by 
local mmicipal police agencies. These agencies 
conduct a range of services that include activities 
such as: 

- traffic control and safety inspections; 

- routine geographic patrolling; 

- "door" and business checks; 

- criminal investigations and arrests; 

court appe~rances; 

- settling of domestic disputes; 

- finding missing children; 

- keeping order and riot control; 

- assuring proper licensing of dogs, peddlers 
and businesses; 

- promoting neighborhood crime prevention 
techniques; 

- running educational programs; 

- dealing with the mentally ill; and 

- handling and diverting juvenile problems. 

Although these activities give some indication as 
to the scope of policing services, they are by no 
means exhaustive. 

In New York State, these services are largely 
provided by over 500 mmicipal town, village, city 
and county police agencies, three quarters of which 
are full-time departments. Additionally, these 
efforts are augmented by the law enforcement ac­
tivities of sheriff's departments and by the 
activities of multijurisdictional police agencies 

such as the New York State Police, the Capital 
Police, railroad and park police. 

HUtTIJURISOICTIONAl PIl.ICE 

New York State Police 
Capital Police 

NYC Reservoir Police 
Saratoga/Capital District Park 

Allegany Region Park 
Central Region Park 

finger Lakes Region Park 
Thousand Island Region Park 

Taconic Region Park 
Niagara frontier Region Pl:!rk 

Genesee Region Park 
Long Island Region Park 

Palisades Region Park 
Conrail - Atlantic 

Conrail - Northeastern 
Delaware and Hudson Railroad 

Broome County (RR-RC) 
Norfolk and Western ,lailroad 

Dutchess County (RR-MN) 
Long Island Railroad 

POlICE SPENDING EXCEEDS $2 BILLION IN 1984 

Total statewide spending for police law enforce­
ment services was $2,265,641,000 during 1984. This 
was an increase of 10.9% over 1983. On average, 
statewide spending for police services rose 10.6% 
per year since 1980. 

YEAR 

Police Expenditures, 1~80-1984 
( thousands) 

UPSTATE NYC 2lli OTHER* TOTAL 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
1980 $562,711 877,840 117,762 34,212 1,592,525 
1981 609,980 899,530 128,541 43,03!J 1,681,08 
1982 689,171 1,010,930 130,735 48,314 1,879,15 
1983 745,551 1,082,641 147,933 ~6,518 2,042,64" 
1984 812,256 1,206,962 175,991 70,432 2,265,641 

*Other police services include agencies such as the New Y 
New Jersey Port Authority and Railroad Police. 

I 
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A. LAW Ef'.f"ORCEt£NT SERVICES 

Cities Accounted for 62.4~ of All 1984 Police 
Spending 

The state's 62 cities accounted for 62.4% of 
police expenditures during 1984. New York City 
spent 53.3% of this amount while other cities 
accounted for 9.1% of this spending. 

The highest per capita expenditure of $214 for 
police services was reported by the city of White 
Plains. This was 45% above the state~dde per 
capita average of $148. The lowest per capita 
expenditures, $42, were reported by the cit ies of 
Amsterdam and Rome. These figures were 72% below 
the stat.ewide averag~. However, only the cities of 
Whi te PIa ins, New York and Albany exceeded the 
statewide average per capita expenditure for police 
services. 

Range of City Police 
Per Capite Expenditures 

Per Capita fJ of 
Expenditures Counties 

$200 + 1 

$100 - 199 7 

$80 - 99 9 

$60 - 79 23 

$40 - 59 22 

Towns and Village Police Spending 

Town and Village governments spent $201,263,000 
on police services in 1984. This represented 90.5% 
of all town and village criminal juscice 
expenditures. 

City 

Albsny 
Amsterdam 
Auburn 
Batavia 
Beacon 
Binghamton 
Buffalo 
Canandaigua 
Cohoes 
Corning 
Cortland 
Dunkirk 
Elmira 
Fulton 
Geneva 
Glen Cove 
Glen Falls 
Gloversville 
Homall 
Hudson 
Ithaca 
Jamestown 
Johnstown 
Kingston 
lackawanna 
little Falls 
lockport 
long Beach 
MechanicII ille 
Middletown 
Mount Vernon 
Newburgh 
New Rochelle 
Niagara Falls 
North Tonawanda 
Norwich 
Ogdenaburg 
Olean 
Oneida 
Oneonta 
Oswego 
Peekskill 
Plattsburgh 
Port Jervis 
Poughkeepsie 
Rensselaer 
Rochester 
Rome 
Rye 
Salamanca 
Saratoga Springs 
Schenectady 
Sherrill 
Syracuse 
Tonawanda 
Troy 
Utica 
Watertown 
Watervliet 
White Plains 
Yonkers 
New York City 

TOTAL 
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City Police Expenditures 
Per Capita, Rank - 1984 

Expendil:ure Per 

$ 15,133,000 
911,000 

2,001,000 
1,186,000 
1,017,000 
3,759,000 

25 ,489 ,000 
836,000 
877 ~OOO 
712,000 

1,036,000 
895,000 

2,626,000 
998,000 
924,000 

2,418,000 
1,260,000 

960,000 
506,000 
469,000 

2,032,000 
2,028,000 

617,000 
2,481,000 
2,463,000 

272,000 
1,396,000 
4,093,000 

326,000 
1,438,000 
5,759,000 
3,426,000 
7,830,000 
4,444,000 
1,649,000 

490,000 
896,000 
855,000 
571,000 
704,000 

1,387,000 
1,514,000 
1,184,000 

456,000 
2,021,000 

655,000 
24,033,000 
1,841,000 
1,421,000 

331,000 
1,567,000 
5,344,000 

136,000 
14,697,000 

987,000 
4,816,000 
4,941,000 
1,717,000 

749,000 
10,038,000 
18,111,000 

1,206,962,000 

$1,412,688,000 

Capita Rank 

$ 149 3 
42 43 
61 28 
71 21 
79 17 
67 24 
71 21 
80 16 
48 39 
55 33 
51 37 
58 30 
74 19 
75 18 
61 28 
98 10 
79 17 
54 34 
49 38 
59 29 
71 21 
57 31 
66 25 

101 8 
108 7 

1~,4 42 
56 32 

120 5 
59 29 
67 24 
86 13 

146 4 
111 6 

62 27 
46 41 
61 28 
72 20 
47 40 
53 35 
47 40 
70 22 
81 15 
56 -32 
52 36 
68 23 
72 20 
99 9 
42 43 
94 11 
48 39 
66 25 
79 17 
40 39 
86 13 
53 35 
85 14 
65 26 
62 27 
66 25 

214 1 
93 12 

171 2 

$ 148 -
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A. LAW EM"ORCO£NT SERVICES 

Pattern of Police Spending 
1984 

(thousands) 

~ 

Counties $ 405,267 
Towns 110,190 
Villages 91,073 
Upstate Cities 205,726 
NYC 1,206,962 
state 175,991 
Other 70,4.32 

TOTAL $2,265,641 

Percent 

17.9% 
4.9% 
4.0% 
9.1% 

53.3% 
7.8% 
3.1% 

100,).% 

local Govern.ants Provided 99.1% of Polict! 
Expenditures 

Local governments spent $2,019,218,000 on police 
services in 1984. This accounted for 89.1% of ell 
police related expenditures throughout New York 
state during 1984. While police officers enforce 
the general criminal laws of the State, other law 
enforcement officers focus on those laws related to 
their special duties. These law enforcement offic­
ers are known as peace officers and have many of 
the powers of a police officer when acting pursuant 
to their special duties. 

The law recognizes 54 cstegories of peace offic­
ers, among which are town constables, correction 
officers, parole officers, probaU on officers, 
court officers, harbor masters, state University 
security officers, and fire police officers. There 
are approximately 70,000 peace officers in New York 
State at t~is time. Cost figures are not available 
for these services. 

STATE SPEtt>ING 

The New York State 
throughout the State. 

Police provide services 
In count ies with lit tIe or 

no local police coverage, the state Police act as a 
primary law enforcement agency. In counties or 
jurisdictions with a greater amount of locally 
provided police coverage, the State Police act as a 
supplemental force. In all cases, the State Police 
offer technical assistance to localities through 
its laboratories for crime analysis and through the 
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services of the Bureau of Criminal Investigation. 
finally, the State Police provide the primary pat­
rolling force on the State's major thoroughfares, 
such as the New York State Thruway and the Taconic 
Parkway. Our ing 1984-85, the State Pol ice spent 
$147 million on law enforcement activities. 

The State Police spent $80 million on regular 
patrol activities in 1984. In addition, $13 
million was spent patrolling the New York State 
Thruway. 

The State supported the efforts of local law 
enforcement personnel with se~eral programs 
admtnistered by the Division of Criminal Justice 
SerVices, including: 

Major Offense Police Prgm. 
Mobile Radio District Prgm. 
Soft Body Armor Reim. Prgm. 
Spectal Warrant Enforcement 

Enhancement Program 
TransIt Strike force 

$11,407,804 
3,600,627 

309,789 

2,499,358 
3,745,000 

Major Offense Police Program provides 
additional resources to selected police agencies to 
target the violent Felon, the illicit drug 
trafficker, and the illegal gun dealer. 

Mobile Radio District Program - aims to 
standardize law enforcement radio configurations 
and to enhance the communications hardware used by 
municipal law enforcement agencies. 

Soft Body Armor Reimbursement Program - supports 
local efforts to protect police Ii ves through the 
purchase of bullet proof vests. 

Special Warrant Enforcement Enhancement Program 
(SWEEP) - supports local efforts in apprehending 
the most serious felony fugitives. 

Transit Strike force - program supports a transit 
crime strike force to increase the l:lrrest, 
convict ion and incarceration rates of felons who 
prey on New York City's transit system. 

The State also provided $6.5 million in 1984 to 
support the Capital Police force in Albany and the 
police of the state's park system. 



A. LAW E"-ORCO£NT SERVICES 

State r uflding 
1980-84 

( thousands) 

Year State Police Other Total 

1980 $ 110,037 $ 7.725 $117,762 
1981 119,308 9,233 128,541 
1982 115,442 15,293 130,735 
1983 126,915 21,018 147. 9~3 
1984 147,952 28,039 175,991 

State funding of law enforcement services grew 
19% since 1983, and an ave,rage of 12.4% per year 
since 1980. This large increase in 1984 was 
largely due to the institution of the Transit 
Strike force and tha Special Warrant Enforcement 
Enhancement Program. State Pol ice funding grew 
16.6% between 1983 and 1984, and an average of 8.6% 
a year since 1980. 

PERSONNEl 

There were 66,384 indi vi duals reported employed 
in police services during 1984. Approximately 81% 
or 54,085 of these were uniformed personnel. New 
York City accounted for 59.5% of these personnel, 
Upstate departments for 32.9%, the New York State 
Police for 6.3%, and multijurisdictional agencies 
for 1.4% of total police personnel. 

Police Personnel, 1984 

Total Uniformed 

Upstate Departments 21,759 18,557 
Multij urisdictional 904 785 
:-.jew York City 39,522 31,112 

-NYC Housing (1,993 ) (1,839) 
-NYC Pol ice Department (33,014) (25 ,044) 
-NYC Port Author ity ( 692) ( 655) 
-NYC Transit (3,815) (3,566 ) 
-Staten Island 

Rapid Transit (8) (8) 

New York State Police ~41199) P1631 ) 
TOTAL 66,384 54,085 

-15-
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A. LAW EN='DRCEIo£NT SERVICES 

I 1984 PER CAPITA Pl1.ICE EXPENDITUQ[S 

I 
Per Capita Per Capita 

I 
Total Police Total Police 

County EXpenditure Expenditure County Expenditure I Expenditure 

Albany $ 21,844,000 $ 76.40 Ontario $ 1,832,000 $ 20.61 

I Allegany 702,000 13.57 Orange 11 ,656 ,000 44.90 
Broome 7,566,000 35.41 Orleans 593,000 15.40 
Cattaraugus 1,766,000 20.61 Oawego 2,738,000 24.04 

I 
Cayuga 2,074,000 25.96 Otsego 845,000 14.30 
Chautauqua 4,699,000 31.98 Putnam 2,948,000 38.19 
Chemung 3,264,000 33.42 Rensselaer 6,361,000 41. 86 
Chenango 694,000 14.06 Rockland 19,452,000 74.95 

I Clinton 1,277,000 15.81 St. Lawrence 3,577 ,000 31. 31 
Columbia 646,000 10.86 Saratoga 2,814,000 18.30 
Cortland 1,091,000 22.35 Schenectady 11, 075, 000 73.86 

I 
Delaware 514,000 10.95 Schoharie 182,000 6.13 
Dutchess 9,008,000 36.76 Schuyler 205,000 11.59 
Erie 61,395,000 60.46 Seneca 621,000 18.41 
Essex 465,000 12.85 Steuben 2, )05,000 23.25 

I franklin 844,000 18.79 Suffolk 153,189,000 119.28 
Fulton 1,636,000 29.66 Sullivan 2,574,000 39.51 
Genesee 2,571 ,000 43.28 Tioga 595,000 11.94 

I Greene 707,000 17.30 Tompkins 2,471, 000 28.37 
HanUton 58,000 11.52 Ulster 5,194,000 32.84 
Herkimer 1,029,000 15.42 Warren 1,768,000 32.23 
Jefferson 2,025,000 . 22.97 Washington 817,000 14.91 

I Lewis 377,000 15.06 Wayne 1,100,000 12.91 
Livingston 710,000 12.45 Westchester 97,392,000 112.38 
Madison 1,141,000 17.51 Wyoming 532,000 13.34 

I Monroe 35,431,000 50.45 Yates 29,000 1.35 
Montgomery 1,166,000 21. 82 
Nassau 278,117,000 210.44 

I 
Niagara 8,140,000 35.84 Upstate $ 812,256,000 $ 77.46 
Oneida 8,710,000 34.36 
Onondaga 19,724,000 42.57 New York City $1,206,962,000 $170.69 

I Statewide $2,019,218,000 $1l5.01 

I 
I 
I 
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B. St£RIff SERVICES 

Historically, the sheriff is the chief elected 
law enforcement official in each county of New 
York. Sheriffs perform a number of civil, policing 
and correctional duties. 

The sheriff acts as the civil enforcement officer 
of the court. Among these civil duties are serving 
summonses and subpoenas and collecting monetary 
judgements. Property judgements authorize a sher­
iff to seize and sell property belonging to a jud­
gement debtor; income judgements allow a sheriff to 
collect a percentage of a debtor's wages from his 
or her employer. 

Most sheriffs alao provide policing services that 
supplement the enforcement efforts of municipal 
police departments. In most rural counties, the 
sher iff's office and the State Police provide the 
bulk of policing services. Patrol activities run 
the gamut of checking buildings, retail stores, 
factories and residences to emergency rescues, auto 
accidents, missing person checks and criminal ar­
re!lts. The degree to which policing services are 
provided by sheriff departments is often contingent 
on the level of services provided by other govern­
mental jurisdictions and the State Police within 
the county. For example, Nassau, Suffolk and West­
chester Counties each maintain some form of 
county-based police force, thereby limiting the 
enforcement responsibilities of their respective 
sheriff's departments. 

In addition, the sheriff is responsible for oper­
ating the county jails except ,in New York City and 
Westchester County. Sheriffs also transport in­
mates to and from court appearances and operate 
inmate work release programs. 

The six counties of Allegany, Franklin, Herkimer, 
Nassau, Suffolk, and Westchester reportedly did not 
provide road patrols during 1984. 

-18-

Profile of County Sheriff functions 

Enforcement Jail Counties with 
County Personnel Personnel patrol Function 

Albany 93 160 X 
Allegany 32 34 -
Broome 58 66 X 
Cattaraugus 49 26 X 
Cayuga 38 22 X 
Chautauqua 78 27 X 
Chemung 44 36 X 
Chenango 48 16 X 
Clinton 33 10 X 
Columbia 73 40 X 
Cortland 48 24 X 
Delaware 16 6 X 
Dutchess 178 207 X 
Erie 426 232 X 
Essex 5 16 X 
Franklin 17 17 -
Fulton 38 17 X 
Genesee 47 17 X 
Greene 16 37 X 
Hamilton 13 3 X 
Herkimer 15 43 -
Jefferson 46 26 X 
Lewis 29 - X 
Livingston 57 31 X 
Madison 35 27 X 
Monroe 309 226 X 
Montgomery 39 46 X 
Nassau --- -- -
Niagara 124 42 X 
Oneida 81 88 X 
Onondaga 330 157 X 
Ontario 78 48 X 
Orange 58 101 X 
Orleans 26 24 X 
Oswego 60 35 X 
Otsego 14 17 X 
Putnam 56 31 X 
Rensselaer 58 50 X 
Rockland 77 70 X 
st. Lawrence 37 35 X 
Saratoga 69 30 X 
Schenectady 12 46 X 
Schoharie 20 21 X 
Schuyler 34 8 X 
Seneca 38 24 X 
Steuben 25 57 X 
Suffolk 220 333 -
Sullivan 45 44 X 
Tioga 54 27 X 
Tanpkins 38 1(1 X 
Ulster 44 65 X 
Warren 41 23 X 
Washington 46 14 X 
Wayne 46 37 X 
Westchester -- -- -
Wyoming 53 13 X 
Yates 23 21 X 

I TOTAl 3,687 2,891 51 

SOURCE: UCR Reporting System, the Division of Criminal 
Justice Services 



B. Sl£Rlff SERVICES 

Spending for EnforcetDent Activities by Sheriff's 
Deparbaents Grew 6: in 1984 

Throughout New York state, $100,704,000 was spent 
on the enforcement function by sheriff's 
departments in 19B4. This was 6% above the 19B3 
level. Annual expendi tures for Sheriff services 
rose an average of 13.7% per year since 19BO. 

Expenditures for Sheriffs 
1980-84 

( thousands) 

Year Upstate ll.£ 1Eill 

19BO $63,415 $1,5B7 $ 65,002 
1981 72 ,516 1,602 74,l1B 
19B2 Bl,311 1,7B7 B3,09B 
1983 92,9B6 2,000 94,986 
1984 .98,559 2,145 100,704 

In addition, the State of New York provided 
$968,000 to local sheriff's departments through the 
Target Crime Initiat ive Program administered by the 
State Division of Criminal Justice Services for 
correctional purposes. 

PERSONN:l 

Sheriff's departments reported 3,768 employees to 
the Uni form Crime Reporting Personnel System in 
1984. This represents an increase of 1.0% over 
1983 staffing levels. 

Sheriff Depart.mt Enforceent hiployees 
1980-1984 

ill.!:. Upstate !:Lll JJll8b. 

1980 4,628 86 4,714 
1981 4,359 80 4,439 
).982 3,589 81 3,650 

1

1983 3,650 81 3,731 
1984 3,687 81 3,768 
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Although reported sheriff's department enforcement 
staffing levels seemingly declined 20.1% since 1980, 
this is largely a function of inconsistent 
reporting. Counties have apparently reported 
correctional personnel along with enforcement staff 
in previous years. As agencies change reporting 
practices, total numbers have shifted dramatically. 
Therefore, prior year comparisons should be used 
with great caution. A comparison between 1982 
figures and 1984, actually shows a growth in 
enforcement personnel of 3.2% since 1982. 
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B. Sl£RIff SERVICES 

I 
1984 PER CAPITA SHERIff EXPENDITURES 

I Per Capita Per Capita 
Total Sheriff Total Sheriff 

County Expenditures Expenditures County Expenditures Expenditures 

I 
Albany $ 1,873,000 $ 6.55 Ontario $ 1,866,000 $ 20.99 

I 
Allegany 173,000 3.34 Orange 1,796,000 6.92 
Broome 2,297,000 10.75 Orleana 723,000 18.78 
Cat taraugus 1,067,000 12.4S Oswego 1,612,000 14.15 
Cayuga 797,000 9.98 Otsego 235,000 3.98 

I Chautauqua 2,505,000 17 .05 Putnam 1,969,000 25.51 
Chemung 981,000 10.05 Rensselaer 1,071,000 7.05 
Chenango 623,000 12.63 Rockland 2,788,000 10.74 

I 
Clinton 202,000 2.50 St. Lawrence 1,035,000 9.06 
Columbia 736,000 12.37 Saratoga 1,778,000 11.56 
Cortland 650,000 13.31 Schenectady 191,000 1. 27 
Delaware 386,000 B.22 Schoharie 165,000 5.55 

I Dutchess 2,743,000 11.19 Schuyler 282,000 15.94 
Erie 10 ,287,000 10.13 Seneca 677 ,000 20.07 
Essex 100,000 2.76 Steuben 701,000 7.07 

I 
f rank 1 in B2,000 1.83 Suffolk 7,046,000 5.49 
Fulton 514,000 9.32 Sullivan 1,373,000 21. 07 
Genesee 1,OBO,000 18.18 Tioga B34,000 16.74 
Greene 227,000 5.56 Tompkins B05,000 9.24 

I Hamilton 103,000 20.46 Ulster 1,043,000 6.59 
Herkimer 12B,000 1.92 Warren 1,457,000 26.56 
Jefferson 571,000 6.48 Washington 402,000 7.34 

I 
Lewis 268,000 10.71 Wayne 1,475,000 17.31 
Livingston 966,000 16.95 Westchester 1,524,000 1. 76 
Madison 364,000 5.59 Wyoming 578,000 14.49 
Monroe 16,764,000 23.B7 Yates 515,000 24.00 

I Montgomery 535,000 10.01 
Nassau 3,075,000 2.33 
Niagara 3, BBl ,000 17 .09 Upstate $ 98,559,000 $ 9.40 

I 
Oneida 1,657,000 6.54 
Onondaga B, 983,000 19.39 New York City $ 2,145,000 $ 0.30 

Statewide $100,704 ,000 $ 5.74 

I 
I 
I 
I -20-
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C. !:£fENS( SERVICES 

The United States SLpreme Court, in a 1963 dec­
iaion (Gideon v. Wainright), interpreted the Sixth 
Anendment of the Constitution as guaranteeing the 
right to counsel in felony cases. Subsequent rul­
ings expanded the defendant's right to counsel to 
other crucial stages of a criminal prosecution 
including police interrogation of suspects under 
custody, post-charge lineups, preliminary hearings, 
trial, sentencing, and appeal. Under Article 18-B 
of the County Law of the State of New York, each 
county and the city of· New York must establish a 
plan for providing defense services to poor persons 
accused of crimes. 

Local governments provide access to legal couns~l 
for indigent defendants through public defender 
offices, contractual arrangements with legal aid 

societies, bar association plans for assigning 
pri vate attorneys, and individual court appointed 
attorneys. 

Approximately 38 counties and the City of New 
York have assigned counsel programs. In 20 of 
these jurisdictions, the assigned counsel programs 
serve indigent offenders in conjunction with a 
public defender office or a legal aid organization. 
Thirty counties have public defenders offices and 9 
jurisdictions contract with Legal Aid organi­
zations. 

During 1985, the statutory fees that can be paid 
for assigned counsel services by county governments 
were raised: for in-courts services, from $25 per 
hour to $40 per hour; for out-of -court services, 
from $15 per hour to $25 per hour. 

Defense Spending Up 2.3~ Over 1983 

Local governments spent $58.9 million on defense 
and defense-related services including the costs of 
psychiatric and other expert services. This repre­
esents an increase of 2.3% over the 1983 level. 
Oefense spending by locali ties grew an average of 
14.5% per year since 1980. 
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Structure of Defense Services 

County AC 

Albany 0 
Allegany 0 
Broome 
Cattaraugus 0 
Cayuga 0 
Chautauqua 
Chemung 
Chenango 0 
Clinton 0 
Columbia 
Cortland 
Delaware 0 
Jutchess 
Erie 0 
Essex a 
franklin 
fulton a 
Genesee a 
Greene 
Hamilton 0 
Herkimer 0 
Jefferson 0 
Lewis 
Livingston a 
Madison 0 
Monroe 
Montgomery 0 
Nassau 0 
Niagara 
Oneida 0 
Onondaga 0 
Ontario a 
Orange a 
Orleans 
Oswego 0 
Otsego 
Putnam 
R.ensse laer 0 
Rockland 0 
St. Lawrence a 
Saratoga 0 
Schenectady 0 
Schoharie 0 
Schuyler 
Seneca 
Steuben a 
Suffolk a 
Sullivan 
Tioga 0 
Tompkins a 
Ulster 0 
Warren a 
Washington 
Wayne 
Westchester 0 
Wyoming 0 
Ystes 0 

NYC 0 

TOTAL 39 

AC - Assigned Counsel 
PD - Public Defender 
LA - Legal Aid 

PD 

0 
0 
a 

0 
0 

a 
0 

0 

0 
a 
a 
a 

a 

a 

a 
0 

a 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
a 
a 

a 

a 

0 
0 

0' 

0 

30 

I 
I 
I 

LA I 
I 
I 

0 
I 
I 
I 
I 

0 

a I 
a 

::I I 
I 
I 

0 
a 

I 
0 I 
0 I 
9 

I 
I 
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C. r£FENS£ SERVIC£S 

Defense Expenditures for 
Upstate and New York City 

1980-84 
(thousands) 

.YWi UPSTATE U.£ .I!!I8!:. 

1980 17 ,025 20,298 37,323 
1981 18,215 21,057 39,272 
1982 19,466 24,865 44,331 
1983 22,618 34,984 57,602 
1984 24,929 33,992 58,921 

The increase in 1984 expenditur.es was most pro­
nounced in Upstate. Although statewide spending 
grew 2.3%, Upstate defense expenditures rose 10.2%. 
Spending by New York City actuslly decreased by 
2.8% between 1983 and 1984. 

New York City Accounts for 57. 7~ of All Defense 
Spending 

Although New York City constitutes 40% of the 
State's total population, it accounted for 57.7% of 
the statewide local expenditure!? for defense serv­
ices in 1984. This was down from 61% in 1983. The 
share of upstate county spending on defense and 
defense related services rose to 42.3% from the 
1983 level of 39%. 

LOCAl SHARE or PUBLIC DErENSE SPENDING 

Area 

NYC 
Upstate 
TOTAL 

Amount 

$33,992 ,000 
24,929,000 
58,921,000 

57.7% 
42.3% 

100.0% 

Growth in Public Defense Expenditures Trails Growth 
in Prosecution Spending 

Defense spending by localities grew by only 2.3% 
in 1984, while prosecution spending rose 12.8% 
statewide. 

Change in Change in 
Area Prosecution Defense 

NYC +15.1% - 2.8% 
Upstate + 9.8% +10.2% 
TOTAL +12.8% +.2.3% 

This difference was largely created by a decrease 
in New York City deFense spending. Upstatei growth 
in defense spending actually ex- ceeded the growth 
in prosecution spending. During 1984, New York 
City saw a 15.1% increase in prosecution funding 
while public de fense outlays declined 2.8%. This 
decrease in New York City spending on public 
defense caused the ratio of local government 
spending on defense to prosecution services to 
decline to 31% in 1984, down from 33% in 1983. 

State Support for Public Defense Services 

Although responsibility to support public defense 
progrs:r,s is a county mandate, the State supplements 
these efforts by funding several defense related 
programs: Target Crime Initiative Program 
(Defense); Emergency Felony Case Processing Prog­
ram; Special Narcotics Court Parts Program; Indi­
gent Parolee Program; Prisoner I s Legal Services; 
and the Defenders Association. Approximately, 
$21.2 million was made available for these programs 
in 1984. 
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STATE SlI'PORT {f" DEfENSE SERVICES, 1984-85 

Target Crime Initiative 

Emergency Felony Case 
Processing Program 

Special Narcotics Court 
Parts Program 

Indigent Parolees 

Prisoners' Legal Services 

Defenders Association 

TOTAL 

$15,057,596 

1,314,123 

550,843 

1,507,008 

2,207,100 

540,000 

$21,176,670 

--------------------------------------~------.. --



C. In"ENSE SERVICES 

The Target Crime Initiative Program's Defense 
Component (administered by the Division of Criminal 
Justice Services) provides funding to local Legal 
Aid, public defender and assigned counsel programs 
to enhance staffing levels for those counties which 
are participating in special prosecution programs 
for serious and repeat offenders ,1 State funds 
made available through the Energency felony Case 
Processing Program support the defense of indigent 
defendants whose cases exceed Office of Court 
Administration speedy trial standards while Special 
Narcotics Court Part funds support indigent defen­
dants charged with a drug related offense. In 
addition, the State supports the education and 
organizational activities of the public defense 
sector through a grant to the Defenders 
Association. 

The Indigent Psrolees Program reimburses counties 
and the City of New York which provide legal assis­
tance and representat ion to indigent parolees and 
inmates in correcfional ft3cil ities at parole revoc­
ation hearings, 

Finally, through a contract with the NYS Division 
of Criminal Justice Services, the Prisoners' Legal 
Serv ices of New York provides legal representat ion 
to indigent inmates of correctional facilities. 

Iparticipating counties in 1984 inc luded: Albany; 
Broome; Chemung; Dutchess; Erie; Monroe; Nassau; 
Niagara; Oneida; Onondaga; Orange; Rensselaer; 
Rockland; Saratoga; Schenectady; Steuben; Suffolk; 
Ulster; Westchester; and New York City. 
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C. DEf(NSE SERYIC£S 

I 
I 

1984 PER CAPITA DEfENSE EXPENDITURES 

Per Capita Per Capita 

I Total Defense Total Defense 
County , EXpenditure EXpenditure County Expenditure Expenditure 

I 
Albany $ 586,000 $ 2.05 Ontario $ 140,000 $ 1. 57 
Allegany 65,000 1.26 Orange 497,000 1.91 
Broome 410,000 1.92 Orleans 8S,000 2.29 
Cattaraugus 152,000 1.77 Oswego 95,000 0.83 

I Cayuga 93,000 1.16 Otsego 76,000 1.29 
Chautauqua 314,000 2.14 Putnam 170,000 2.20 
Chemung 167,000 1.71 Rensselaer 216,000 1. 42 

I 
Chenango 39,000 0.79 Rockland 604,000 2.33 
Clinton 121,000 1. 50 St. Lawrence 254,000 2.22 
Columbia 93,000 1.56 Saratoga 161,000 1.05 

I 
Cortland 7S,000 1. 60 Schenectady 183,OGO 1. 22 
Delaware 33,000 0.70 Schoharie 28,000 0.94 
Dutchess 555,000 2.26 Schuyler 30, GOO 1. 70 
Erie 2,138,000 2.11 Seneca 34,000 1.01 

I 
Essex 43,000 1.19 Steuben 206,000 2.08 
franklin 92,000 2.05 Suffolk 3,395,000 2.64 
fulton 64,000 1.16 Sullivan 388,000 5.96 

I 
Genesee 84,000 1.41 Tioga 75,000 1.51 
Greene 78,000 1. 91 Tompkins 139,000 1. 60 
Hamilton 9,000 1. 79 Ulster 217,000 1. 75 
Herkimer 36,000 0.54 Warren 84,000 1. 53 

I 
Jefferson 140,000 1.59 Washington 57,000 1.04 
Lewis 22,000 0.88 Wayne 294,000 3.45 
Livingston 80,ODO 1.40 Westchester 3,213 ,000 3.71 

I 
Madison 76,000 1.17 Wyoming 285,000 7.14 
Monroe 2,030,000 2.89 Yates 36,000 1.68 
Montljomery 96,000 1.80 
Nassau 3,967,000 3.00 

I 
Niagara 370,000 1.63 Upstate $24,929,000 $ 2.38 
Oneida 433,000 1.71 
Onondaga 1,440,000 3.11 New York City $33,992,000 $ 4.81 

I Statewide $58,921,000 $ 3.36 

I 
I 
I 
I -24-



D. PROS(CUTlON SERVICES 

District Attorneys are elected local officials 
constitutionally charged to 
offenses commi tted within 
There are 62 elected district 
State. 

prosecute crimes or 
their jurisdictions. 
attorneys in New York 

The role of the prosecution is multifaceted. The 
district attorney is trial advocate, administers a 
public agency, coordinates various agencies in­
volved in the criminal justice process, and is 
"we tchdog" to the comm uni t y 's sense of justice and 
proper law enforcement 

After formal accusation, the prosecutor must 
decide whether there is sufficient evidence to 
proceed to prosecution. Addi tionally, prosecutors 
must decide what formal charges will be lodged, 
whe'ther to "bargain" downward, whether to present a 
case to a grand jury, whether to go to trial or 
whether it is in the public interest to pursue a 
retrial. 

Generally, the district attorney must oversee 
case processing on behalf of the people from the 
investigative stage forward. This includes respons­
ibil ity for charging, case preparation, trial, and 
appeals. 

To this end, the state has actively encouraged 
localities to establish full time district attorney 
positions through special subsidies. Although 
district attorney salaries are set by State law, 
counties are financially responsible for their 
costs. Currently, all counties with populations of 
100,000 or more must have full time prosecutors. 
These counties (25) receive the $10,000 annual 
state subsidy. Any county whose popUlation is 
between 40 ,000 and 100,000 is eligible for the 
$10,000 subsidy, provided they employ a full time 
district attorney. fifteen counties fall into the 
optional category and receive the state subsidy. 
In addition, the State provides a salary subsidy to 
offset the cost incurred by counties to bring 
District Attorney salaries to the level of supreme 
court judges. 
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COUNTIES WITH fUll TIME DA's 

I 
Albany - Mandatory 
Aliegany - Optional 
Broome - Mandatory I 
Cattaraugus - Optional 
Cayuga - Optional 
Chautauqua - ~landatory 

Chemung - Optional I 
Clinton - Optional 
Dutchesa - Mandatory 
Erie - Mandatory I 
Essex - Optional 
fulton - Optional 
Livingston - Optional 
Madison - Optional 

I 
Monroe - Mandatory 
Nassau - Mandatory 
Niagara - Mandatory I 
Oneida - Mandatory 
Onondaga - Mandatory 
Ontario - Optional I 
Orange - Mandatory 
Oswego - Mandatory 
Rensselaer - Mandatory 
Rockland - Mandatory I 
St. Lawrence - Mandatory 
Saratoga - Mandatory 
Schenectady - Mandatory I 
Steuben - Optional 
Suffolk - Mandatory 
Sullivan - Optional 
Tompkins - Optional I 
Ulster - Mandatory 
Warren - Optional 
I~ashington - Optional I 
Westchester - Mandatory 
New York City 

Bronx - Mandatory 
Kings - Mandatory I 
New York - Mandatory 
Qt.eens - Mandatory 
Richmond - Mandatory I 

TOTAL - 40 Counties 

SOURCE: State Comptroller's Office I 
I 
I 
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O. PROSECUTION SERVIC£S 

STATEWIDE PROSECUTION SPENDING 

Our ing 1984, expenditures by all levels of 
government .for prosecution activities grew to 
$191/ 091,000, or 16.3% over 1983. The largest 
growth was seen in the level of State commitment to 
prosecution spending, up 24.7%'over 1983. 

State 

NYC 

Upstate 

TOTAL 

Growth in Prosecution 
Spending by level 
of GowerllllMit 

1983 1984 

$48 ,125 ,000 $60 ,020 ,000 

67,033,000 77 ,155 ,000 

49,114,000 53 ,916,000 

$164,272 ,000 $191 ,091,000 

% Change 

+24.7% 

+15.1% 

+ 9.8~ 

+16.3% 

localities Spent More on Prosecution Services in 
1984 than 198J. 

Although local prosecution spending rose across 
the board, New York City spending rose 15.1%, while 
upstate localities committed 9.8% more to 
prosecution se rv ices. Since 1980, local resources 
for prosecution activities have risen an average of 
17.5% per year. 

local Proaecutim Spending 
1980-84 

( thousands) 

!LY....£ Upstate l2hl 

1980 $ 44,724 $ 32,431 $ 77,155 
1981 48,151 39,023 87,174 
1982 58,378 44,159 102,537 
1983 67,033 49,114 116,147 
1984 77,155 53,916 131,071 
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1984 PROSECUTION WORKlOAD MEASURES 

1984 1984 1984 
Indict- Cost Per 1984 Cost Per 

County ments Indictment Arrests Arrest 

Albany 396 $ 2,715 5,899 $ 182 
Allegany 51 2,353 606 198 
Broome 441 1,628 '3,475 207 
Cattaraugus 98 1,959 1,298 148 
Cayuga 58 3,741 1,420 153 
Chautauqua 195 2,559 2,'396 208 
ChemLng 343 883 1,683 180 
Chenango 47 1,553 1,098 66 
Clinton 128 1,133 1,622 89 
Columbia 105 1,410 1,357 109 
Cortland 96 1,031 1,282 77 
Delaware 36 1,889 877 78 
Dutchess 336 2,815 5,111 185 
Erie 1,319 4,278 20,531 275 
Essex 81 1,457 753 157 
Franklin 69 1,942 896 150 
Fulton 150 780 862 136 
Genesee 98 1,939 961 198 
Greene 55 1,655 700 130 
Hamilton 9 4,556 77 532 
Herkimer 60 1,483 858 104 
Jefferson 283 671 1,347 141 
Lewis 37 1,081 228 175 
Livingston 181 906 1,327 124 
Madison 137 1,175 1,053 153 
Monroe 1,199 2,949 14,044 252 
Montgomery 134 694 977 95 
Nassau 2,244 4,663 16,707 626 
Niagara 376 2,005 3,681 205 
Oneida 422 1,780 3,066 245 
Onondaga 1,196 2,385 7,801 366 
Ontario 243 1,428 1,676 207 
Orange 455 3,264 6,414 232 
Orleans 122 1,213 709 209 
Oswego 130 1,600 1,915 109 
Otsego 34 1,794 1,176 52 
Putnam 125 3,256 1,341 304 
Rensselaer 145 3,228 2,223 211 
Rockland 408 3,400 3,240 428 
St. Lawrence 215 884 2,298 83 
Saratoga 94 3,457 3,407 95 
Schenectady 191 1,942 2,600 143 
Schoharie - -- -- 651 63 
Schuyler 21 1,619 326 104 
Seneca 24 1,458 715 49 
Steuben 130 2,792 1,312 277 
Suffolk 2,894 3,245 21,235 442 
Sullivan 222 2,027 2,484 181 
Tioga 71 1,33B 744 128 
Tompkins 149 1,570 1,450 161 
Ulster 252 2,048 3,317 156 
Warren 48 3,188 1,764 87 
Washington 62 2,403 1,085 137 
Wayne 201 1,418 2,355 121 
Westchester 1,556 4,267 14,308 46/~ 
Wyoming 66 1,045 602 III 
Yates 35 1,029 211 171 

New York City 26,263 2,772 219,446 332 

TOTAL 44,556 $ 2,845 402,997 $ 315 



D. PROSECUTION SERVICES 

Local Governa.nta Fund 68.6: of Prosecution 
Services 

Although the state contributes approximately $60 
million to support prosecutorial services, locali­
ties provide the largest share of prosecution 
spending: New York City, 40.4%; Upstate counties, 
28.2%; and New York State, 31.4%. 

STATE PROSECUTION SPENDING 

While local governments hold primary responsi­
bility to support the prosecution function, the 
state supplements this activity through various 
programs. 

The Target Crime Initiative Progrsm (TCI) pro­
vides 10csHt ies with resources to enhsnce their 
abili ty to investigste and prosecute serious vio­
lent and repest offenders. Administered by the 
Division of Criminal Justice Services, program 
funds were awar.ded to 24 counties including the 
five boroughs of New York Cityl. Within the part­
icipat ing counties, TCI funds were used to support 
over 650 prosecutorial positions including 371 
assistsnt district attorneys. 

In 1984, one million dollars was appropriated for 
the implementation of the Assets-forfeiture Lsw 
(Chap. 669, Laws of 1984). This legislation enab­
les law enforcement agents and prosecutors to seize 
both the proceeds and instrumentalities of a crime, 
thereby reducing the incent i ve for and profi t of 
crime. This program, also administered by DCJS, 
equally distributed the available state funds to 
the eighteen prosecutors who applied. 2 

Iparticipating counties included: Albany; Broome; 
Chemung; Dutchess; Erie; Monroe; Nassau; Niagara; 
Oneida; Onondaga; Orange; Rensselaer; Saratoga; 
Schenectady; Steuben; Suffolk; Ulster; Westchester 
and New York City. 

2participating prosecutors included: Bronx, Kings, 
New York, Queens, Richmond, Special Narcotics, 
Nassau, Rockland, Suffolk, Westchester, Dutchess, 
Erie, Monroe, Niagara, Oneida, Onondaga, 
Schenectady and Ulster. 
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Emergency felony Case Processing Program and 
Special Narcotic Court Parts Program funds were 
awarded to the City of New York to facilitate the 
prosecution of cases inval ving drugs or exceeding 
Office of Court Administration ,time processing 
standards for felony cases. Collectively, these 
programs supported over 225 local prosecutorial 
personnel including 121 assistant district 
attorneys. 

In addition, certain activities of the State 
Attorney General and special prosecutors supplement 
and support the activities of local prosecutors in 
areas such as organized crime, medicaid fraud, and 
narcotics. 

1984 STATE AID TO PROSECUTION 

farget Crime Initiative 
Aid to DA IS 

Assets-forfeiture 
Eme~gency felony Case Proc. Prg. 
Special Narcotics Ct. Parts Prg. 
Statewide Organized Crm. Tsk. fre. 
Invest. of the NYC Crim. Just. Sys. 
Medicaid fraud Control 
Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites 

Investigation 

$23,280,908 
440,000 

1,000,000 
1,914,568 
3,470 ,416 
4,110 ,000 
3,242,000 

17 ,540 ,000 

5,022,000 
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D. PROSECUTION SERVICES 

I 1984 PER CAPITA PROSECUTION EXPENDITURES 

I Per Capita Per Capita 
Total Prosecution Total Prosecution 

I 
County Exp~ndihre Expenditure County Expenditure Expenditur.e 

Albany $ 1,075,000 $ 3.76 Ontario $ 347,000 $ 3.90 

I 
Allegany 120,000 2.32 Orange 1,485,000 5.72 
Broome 718,000 3.36 Orleans 148,000 3.84 
Cat taraugus 192,000 2.24 Oswego 208,000 1.83 
Cayuga 217,000 2.72 otsego 61,000 1. 03 

I Chautauqua 499,000 3.40 Putnam 407,000 5.27 
Chemung 303,000 3.10 Rensselaer 468,000 3.08 
Chenango 73,000 1.48 Rockland 1,387,000 5.34 

I 
Clinton 145,000 1.80 St. lawrence 190,000 1. 66 
Columbia 148,000 2.49 Saratoga 325,000 2.11 
Cortland 99,000 2.03 Schenectady 371,000 2.47 
Delaware 68,000 1.45 Schoharie 41,000 1.38 

I Dutchess 946,000 3.86 Schuyler 34,000 1. 92 
Erie 5,643,000 5.56 Seneca 35,000 1.04 
Essex 118,000 3.26 Steuben 363,000 3.66 

I 
Franklin 134,000 2.98 Suffolk 9,390,000 7.31 
Fulton 117,000 2.12 Sullivan 450,000 6.91 
Genesee 190,000 3.20 Tioga 95,000 1.91 
Greene 91,000 2.23 Tompkins 234,000 2.69 

I Hamilton 41,000 8.14 Ulster 516,000 3.26 
Herkimer 89,000 1. 33 Warren 153,000 2.79 
Jefferson 190,000 2.16 Washington 149,000 2.72 

I 
lewis 40,000 1. 60 Wayne 285,000 3.34 
livingston 164,000 2.88 Westchester 6,639,000 7.66 
Madison 161,000 2.47 Wyoming 69,000 1. 73 

I 
Monroe 3,536,000 5.04 Yates 36,000 1.68 
Montgomery 93,000 1.74 
Nassau 10,463,000 7.92 
Niagara 754,000 3.32 Upstate $ 53,916,000 $ 5.14 

I 
Oneida 751,000 2.96 
Onondaga 2,852,DOO 6.16 New York City $ 77,155,0001 $10.911 

I 
Statewide $131,071,000 $ 7.47 

I 
I lIncludes $4,305,000 for Special Narcotics Prosecutor 

I -29-



E. COURT SERVICES 

"TI'e Judiciary is one of the three branches of 
New York State government. Article VI of the State 
Constitution establishes a unified court system, 
defines the organization and jurisdiction of the 
courts, governs the manner of se lecting and re­
moving judges, and provides for the administra­
tive supervision of the courts by a Chief Adminis­
trator of the Courts, on behalf of the Chief Judge 
of the State of New York. 

"TI'e objectives of the Judiciary are to: (1) 
provide a forum for the peaceful, fair and prompt 
resolution of (a) civil claims and family disputes, 
(b) criminal charges and charges of juvenile delin­
quency and (c) disputes between citizens and their 
government and challenges to government actions; 
(2) determine the legality of wills, adoptions, 
uncontested divorces and other undisputed matters 
submitted to the courts for review and ~proval; 

(3) provide legal protection for children, mentally 
ill persons and others entitled by law to the 
special protection of the court; (4) regulate the 
admission of lawyers to the Bar and their conduct 
and discipline; and (5) reviel1 administrative 
determinations in judicial disciplinary proceedings 
to admonish, censure or remove judges and 
just ices" • 1 

TI'e courts provide a forum for the administration 
and appl icat ion of the State I s laws and system of 
justice. Tl'ey operate at the "cutting" edge of 
society, providing the cement for social cohesion. 
TI'e courts must not only resolve disputes justly by 
allowing both sides a fair head ng, but they must 
give the appearance of justice being done. 

TI'e courts in New York are broken into two funct­
ional units. The state system administered by the 
Office- of Court Administration consists of various 
courts of' original jurisdict ion, or trial courts, 
which have the power to hear cases in the first 
instance, and appellate courts Which l'ear appeals 
from decisions made by other courts. The State 
bears the full cost (except facility 

INew York State Executive Budget. 
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STRUCTURE AND JURISDICTION IT TJ£ COURTS 

Appellate 
Courts 

Trial Courts 
of 

Superior 
Jurisdiction 

Trial Courts 
of 

Lesser 
Jurisdiction 

Court of Appeals 
Appellate Division of the Supreme 

Court 
Appellate Terms of the Supreme 

COl!rt 
County Courts (acting as appellate 

courts) 

State-wide: 
Supreme Court 
Court of Claims 
f emily Court 
Surrogate's Court 

Outside New York City: 
County Court 

New York City: 
Criminal Court of the City of 

New York 
Civil Court of the City of 

New York 
Outside New York City: 
City Courts 
District Courts 
Town Courts* 
Village Courts* 

*Not state funded 

rna intenance, construction, and security costs) of 
these courts. 

a the Court of Appeals, the State I s highest 
court. This court decides appeals arising 
from lower courts; 

o the Appellate Divisions of the Supreme 
Court. Tl'ese four courts decide appeals 
from lower courts within their judicial 
department; 
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E. COURT ~RVlCES 

o the Supreme Court, the court of unlimited 
original jurisdiction. This court generally 
hears cases outside the jurisdiction of other 
specialized courts; 

o the Court of Claima, the court which dec~ides 
claims against the State; 

o the County Court, authorized to decide criminal 
and limited civil cases; 

o the Family Court, the court with jurisdiction 
over matters involving children and families; 

o the Surrogate's Court, the court which settles 
the affairs of decedents; 

o the New York City Civil Court, including small 
claims and housing parts; and 

o the New York City Criminal Court which has 
jurisdiction over minor criminal offenses and 
violations. 

The second layer of courts called "Justice 
Courts" includes town and village courts and is 
supervised by the Office of Court Administration. 
These courts hear ci vi! cases up to $3,000 and 
cases invol ving minor traffic violations or mis­
demeanors •• Justices are usually elected for four­
year terms except where District Courts have been 
established. Justices are not required to be 
attorneys. 

Judges of the State court system are largely 
elected officials; fewer than 200 are appointed. 
Appointed judges include members of the Court of 
Appeals and the Court of Claims. In addition, the 
mayor of New York City sppoints judges to the fam­
ily Court and the City's Criminal Courts. 

Elected judges include Supreme Court judges, 
County and Family Court judges outside New York 
City, New York City Civil Court judges and Town and 
Village justices. Upstate city court judges are 
elected in some cases, appointed in others. 
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There are approximately 1,000 State court judges 
and 2,000 town and village justices. 

New York State Judicial Syate. 

£9.ill. 
Court of Appeals' 

Supreme Court, Appellate Divisions 

Supreme Court, Trial Parts 

Supreme Court-Certificated 
Retired Justices 

Court of Claims 

Court of Claims-Emergency Dangerous 
Drug Control Program 

Surrogates Courts-Including 6 
Surrogates in the City of New York 

County Courts-County Judges outside 
the City of New York, in counties 
that have separate Surrogates and 
family Court Judges 

County Courts-County Judges ~ho are 
also Surrogates 

County Courts-County Judges who are 
also Family Court Judges 

County Courts-County Judges who are 
also Surrogates and Family Court 
Judges 

Family Courts-including 42 Family 
Court Judges in the City of New York 

Number of 
Judges 

7 

24 

263 

50 

17 

14 

34 

59 

9 

8 

30 

110 

Criminal Court of the City of New York 107 

Civil Court of the City of New York 120 

District Courts-in Nassau and 
Suffolk Counties 49 

City courts in the 61 Cities outside 
the City of New York - including 
Acting and Part-Time Judges 167 

Town and Village Justice Courts 2,327 

Source: Office of Court Administration Annual 
Report, 1983. 



E. COURT SERYICES 

COURT WORKLOAD DATA 

There were 2,527,017 filings in the trial courts 
of the Unified Court System during 1984. 1 ,2 fifty 
percent (1,254,984) were filed in criminal courts, 
30% (768,040) in civil courts, 15% (385,035) in the 
F amUy Courts, and 5% (ll8, 958) in the Surrogates I 
Courts. 

Dispositions in the trial courts during 1984 
totaled 2,503,465 as follows: criminal 
courts-47%, civil courts-31%, Fsnily Courts-15%, 
Surrogates I Courts-7%. 

Criminal cases are processed in the trial courts 
as follows. Felony indictments and superior court 
informations are processed in the Criminal Terms of 
S!.preme Court in New York City and in the County 
Courts outside of New York City. In several coun­
ties outside of New York City, a portion of the 
felony case load is processed in the SLpreme Court 
as well. The courts of limited jurisdiction­
Criminal Court of the City of New York; District 
Courts of Nassau and Suffolk; and City, Town, and 
Village Courts outside of New York City-have or­
iginal jurisdiction over felonies and complete 
j ur isdict ion over misdemeanors, viola- tions, and 
infrsctions. 

lSOURC£: 1984 Crime and Justice, Annual Report, 
NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services 

2Excludes Town snd Villsge Courts. An estimated 
addit ional two million cases were filed and disp­
osed in these courts in 1984 (data not yet avail­
sble) • 
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filings and Dispositiona, Trial Courts 
1984 

Disposi-

£2.!!d Filin~ tions 
CRIMINAL: 
S!.preme and County Courts 49,191 50,354 
Criminal Court of the City 
of New York: 

Arrest Cases 259,636 244,380 
Sunmons Cases 184,600 178,711 

City and District Courts 
outs.ide New York C.ity: 

Arrest Cases 261,749 200,142 
Motor-Vehicle Cases 499 1808 499 1808 

CRIMINAL TOTAL 1,254,984 1,173 ,395 

Court Spending Rose 12.~ in 1984 

Spending by all levels of government for court 
se rv ices was $645,427,000, or an increase of 12: 9% 
in 1984. The State contributed the lion's share of 
court spending*, total ing 95.2%. This compares to 
90.2% in 1980. 

~ ~ 

1980 $26,325 
1981 20,352 
1982 27,128 
1983 27,146 
1984 30,285 

Court Spending 
1980-1984 
(thousands) 

!L'!...£ ~ 

$17,378 $404,031 
246 469,456 
363 490,567 
375 544,246 
385 614,757 

.I2E!l 

$447,734 
490,027 
518,058 
571,667 
645,427 

*The state began a four year, phased in assumption 
of the costs to local government for state, 
county-level, district and city courts beginning 
in 1977. 
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E. COlllT SERVICES 

In 1984, non-state spending on court services was 
dominated by town and village courts. Towns and 
villages spend $20,607,000 or 68% of all local 
spending for court services. 

1984 local Spending 

Jurisdiction Amount Percent 

County $ 8,980,000 29.7% 
Town 15,270,000 50.4% 
Village 5,337,000 17 .6% 
C Hy 698,000 2.3% 

TOTAL $30,285,000 100.0% 

Although towns and villages continue to dominate 
local court spending, their share declined from 
69.7% in 1983, to 68% in 1984. City and county 
court spending on the otherhand, actually rose from 
30.3% of all local court spending in 1983 to 32% in 
1984. 

PERS01H:l 

There were 11,787 personnel reported employed in 
the State's court 'system in 1984. This was up 3.6% 
over 1983. In sddi tion, there were approximately 
2 , 300 sit ting town and vi llage • just ices, 65 % of 
whom had at least part-time clerks. Large jurisdi­
ctions employ more staff. More detailed informat­
iPn on local court staffing is not currently avail­
able. 

*The State began a four year, phased in assurrption 
of the costs to local government for state, 
countY-level, district and city courts beginning in 
1977 • 
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Court Personnel 
1984 

Court of Appeals....... 54-Judges 
1,232-Non-Judicial 

other State Courts..... 999--Judges 
9,502-Non-Judicial 

Justice Courts ••••••••• 2,327-Justices 
U nknown-Non-J udicia1 
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E. COURT SERVICES 

I 
1984 PER CAPITA COURT EXPEtc>ITURES 

Per Capite Per Capita I 
Total Court Total Court 

County Expenditures EXpenditures County Expenditures Expenditures I 
Albany $ 697,000 $ 2.44 Orleans $ 128,000 $ 3.33 
Allegany 116,000 2.24 Oswego 210,000 
Broome 539,000 2.52 Otsego 159,000 
Cattaraugus 253,000 2.95 Putnam 353,000 

1.B4 

I 2.69 
4.57 

Cayuga 193,000 2.42 Renaselaer 239,000 1. 57 
Chautauqua JB2,000 2.60 Rockland 1,068,000 
Chemung 322,000 3.30 St. Lawrence 349,000 

4.12 I 3.05 
Chenango B3,000 1.68 Saratoga JB5,000 2.50 
Clinton 17B,000 2.20 Schenectady 206,000 
Columbia 176,000 2.96 Schoharie 80,000 
Cortland 103,000 2.11 Schuyler 52,000 

1. 37 

I 2.69 
2.94 

Delaware 135,000 2.BB Seneca lOB ,000 3.20 
Dutchesa 6BB,000 2.81 Steuben 270,000 
Erie 2,440,000 2.40 Suffolk 2,443,000 

2.72 I 1.90 
Essex 188,000 5.20 Sullivan 344,000 5.2B 
Franklin no ,000 2.B9 Tioga 99,000 
fulton 74,000 1.34 Tompkins 232,000 
Genesee 179,000 3.01 Ulster 483,000 

1.99 

I 2.66 
3.05 

Greene IBl,OOO 4.43 Warren lBO, 000 3.2B 
Hamilton 64,000 12.71 Washington 137,000 
Herkimer 120,000 1. 92 Wayne 334,000 

2.50 I 3.92 
Jefferson 225,000 2.55 Westchester 3,399,000 3.92 
Lewis 72,000 2. BB Wyoming Bl,OOO 
Livingston 227,000 3.98 Yates 49,000 
Madison 156,000 2.39 

2.03 

I 2.2B 

Monroe 5,035,000 7.17 
Montgomery 113,000 2.11 Upstate $29,900,000 
Nassau 2,930,000 2.22 

$ 2.B5 I 
Niagara 374,000 1.65 New York City $ 3B5,000 $ 0.05 
Oneida 257,000 1.01 
Onondaga 724,000 1.56 Statewide $30,2B5,000 
Ontario IBB,OOO 2.11 

$ 1.72 I 
Orange 962,000 3.71 

I 
I 
I 
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f. PROBATION SERVICES 

County and New York City probation departments 
provide a variety of services in New York State 
under regulations and guidelines promulgated by the 
State Division of Probation and Correctional Al­
ternatives. Major services include supervision of 
sentenced adults and juveniles; investigation and 
reporting of case information to family and Crim­
inal Courts prior to disposition; and family Court 
Intake and Diversion, a case review process to 
determine whather formal court action or diversion 
outside the family Court process is appropriate. 

CRIHItw.. COURTS 

Supervision - Probation superv1810n continues 
to offer the courts an intermediate form of punish­
ment that is significantly less coatly than impris­
onment. Offenders are releafled to the community 
provided they adhere to certain conditions for 
release, such ss: continued employment, avoidance 
of certain individuals or places, and completion of 
restitution, fine or reparation orders. Approxi­
mately 37,611 adults entered probation supervision 
during 1984. forty percent of these cases resulted 
from felony convictions and 59% from misdemeanor 
convictiona. T~nty-eeven local departments and 
the City of New York participated in the Division'a 
Intensive Supervision program. This program supp­
orts reduced case loads for particular officers who 
handle high-risk probationers. Tighter supervision 
sima to increase the chsnce that these offenders 
will successfully complete their terms of proba­
tion. 

Investigations Pre-sentence investigations 
sre required in New York State prior to sentencing 
in felony cases and in1misdemeanor cases which can 
result in imprisonment in excess of S() days, or 
probation. During 1984, probation departments 

. completed 53,213 felony investigations and 66,289 
misdemeanor investigations. 

Pre-trial Services The courts may release 
individuals facing criminal charges pending final 
disposi tion of their cases. In 1984, the courts 
requested 32,643 pre-trial investigations from 
local departments to determine an individual's 
suitability for this option. 

Restitution The courts in New York State 
may order a defendant to repay a victim for loss or 
damages su ffered as a resu lt of the de fendant ' s 
actions. These orders are largely issued as a 
condition of probation. During 1984, $4,859,969 
was collected by probation departments as a result 
of these court orders. 

1984 STATE AID 10 lOCAl. OCPARTI£NTS 

Regular Intensive Total 
County State Aid Supervision Payments 

Albany $ 531, III $ 14C),279 $ 671,390 
Allegany 66,092 ------ 66,092 
Broome 332,553 71,164 403,717 
Cattaraugus 95,304 ------ 95,304 
Cayuga 69,956 ------- 69,956 
Chautuaqua 192,396 52,668 245,064 
Chemung 291,546 56,879 , 348,425 
Chenango 44 ,262 ------ 44,262 
Clinton 153,536 26,795 180,331 
Columbia 76,818 ------ 76,818 
Cortland 130,643 0 130,643 
Delaware 57,478 ------ 57,478 
Dutchess 417,407 85,270 502,677 
Erie 1,264,270 273,445 1,537,715 
Essex 45,330 ------- . 45,330 
Franklin 102,942 ------ 102,942 
Fulton 89,983 0 89,983 
Genesee 133,507 50,522 184,029 
Greene 69,095 ------ 69,095 
Hanilton 5,044 ------ 5,044 
Herkimer 75,031 ------ 75,031 
Jefferson 180,652 27,589 208,241 
Lewis 48,394 ------ 48,394 
Livingston 92,098 0 92,098 
Madison 124,033 0 124,033 
Monroe 1,431,407 284,991 1,716,398 
Nassau 5,867,626 645,819 6,513,445 
Niagara 298,749 ------ 298,749 
Oneida 407,562 76,498 484,060 
Onondf'!\ja 1,179,536 220,313 1,399,849 
Ontario 180, OlD 27,651 207,661 
Orange 424,819 79,301 504,120 
Orleans 119,413 ------- 119,413 

, Oswego 277 ,530 22,476 JOO ,006 
Otsego 50,708 ---... _- 50,708 
Putnam 140,278 0 140,278 
Rensselaer 283,411 32,607 316,018 
Rockland 455,851 74,752 530,603 
st. Lawrence 267,556 22~ 227 289,783 
Saratoga 154,956 0 154,956 
Schenectady 269,761 34,868 304,629 
Schoharie 40 ,197 ------ 40 ,197 
Schuyler 40,407 ------- 40,407 
Seneca 54 ,035 ------ 54,035 
Steuben 178,536 31,279 209,815 
Suffolk 4,004,611 481,960 4,486,571 
Sullivan 163,278 19,687 182,965 
Tioga 99 ,050 ------ 99,050 
Tompkins 164,392 17,992 182,384 
Ulster 186,130 25,403 211,533 
Warren 83,854 ------ 83,854 
Washington 47,204 ------- 47,204 
Wayne 165,573 21,958 187,531 
Westchester 1,871 ,666 368,278 2,239,944 
Wyoming 42,101 ------ 42,101 
Yates 29,735 ------ 29,735 

Upstate Total 24,932,416 3,482,648 28,415,064 
New York City 10,717,448 1,158,475 11,875,923 
New York State 34,386,8n 4,431,146 38,818,017 

SOURCE: State Division of Probation and Correctional 
Alternatives 
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f. PROBATION SERVICES 

f AHD. Y COURTS 

Intake - local probation departments function 
as "gatekeepers" to the family Courts. n-ey pro­
vide information to potential petitioners, screen 
complaints for appropriate jurisdiction and attempt 
to divert or adjust matters without going through 
the formal court procedures. 

InveatigaUona Probation departments pro-
vide family Courts with investigations regarding 
juvenile delinquent and persons-in-need-of - super­
vision petitions, adoption, cuatlJdy and guardian­
ship cases. Approximately 24,933 of these investi­
gations were conducted during 1984. 

Superviaion - Approximately 5,884 cases were 
referred from family Courts for probation super­
v~s~on: 2,633 were for juvenile delinquent cases 
2,679 for PINS cases; and 572 adults were referred 
for matters related to child support and family 
offenses. 

Al TERNATlVES TO IM:ARCERATlON 

The Alternatives to Incarceration Program is 
responaible for regulating and monitoring all non­
incarcerative sanctions other than local probation. 
Responsibilities include the Intensive Slpervision 
Program (ISP), demonatration projects and other 
programs. Beyond the ISP program, funding for 
sIte rnati ves to incarcerat ion programming has been 
available in two principal ways. first, a number 
of demonstration projects have been established and 
funded through specific appropriations. The number 
of these programs has increased from six in 1982 to 
28 in 1985. Second, all counties and the City of 
New York are able to receive State support through 
the "classification/alternatives" bill, which re­
sulted in the establishment of 70 new or expanded 
programs in 1985. Program models currently being 
supported include community service sentencing, 
offender rehabilitation programs, individualized 
sentencing plan programs, pre-trial services, resi­
dential facilities (including Parole Resource and 
Parole Transition facilities), and intensive super­
vision probation. Although the Alternatives prog­
ram is currently a Probation and Correctional Al­
ternati ves operation, funding during 1984 was ad­
ministered by the Division of Criminal Justice 
Services. 

Probation Alcohol Progra. 

The effect of New York State's 1981 STOP-DWI 
legislation continued to be experienced in the 
field of probation. During 1984, the Division of 
Probation recorded a total of 6,054 new sentences 
for DWI, a 16% increase over the previou~ year, and 
a 110% increase since STOP-DWI began. 1984 was the 
third straight year in which this alcohol-related 
offense was the largest single crime category under 
community superv1s10n by Probation Departments, 
exclusive of New York City. 

A majority of DWI offenders on probation in New 
York State are repeat OWl offenders, and approx­
imately 50% of them have been convicted previously 
of some other type of crime. Public safety con­
siderations often necessitate that special con­
ditions of probation be imposed by courts in these 
cases. Among the special condi tions of probation 
imposed may be: the requirement to submit to an 
evaluat ion to determine alcohol abuse and the re­
quirement to complete treatment; abstinence from 
alcohol; submission to recognized tests of breath 
to detect alcohol use; and prohibition of seeking 
or holding a driver's license during the period of 
the probation sentence. Increasingly heavy demands 
to provide investigation and supervision services 
for this group of offenders have been placed 4lon 
local probation resources. 

In 
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t£W DWI SENTENCES TO PROBATION 
OWl CASE ACTIVITY fOR 1984 
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f. PROBATION SERVICES 

local Probation Spending Risea Since 198' 

local governments spent $91,500,000 on probation 
services during 1984. This represented an increase 
of 12.1% over 1983 levels. Upstate counties in­
creased probat ion spending 11.2% since 1983 and an 
average of 15.1% since 1980. Although New York 
City surllBssed the statewide increaae with a 14.2% 
~ise ove~ 1983 outlays, it signi ficantly trailed 
the rest of the state by increasing probation expe­
nditures by an average of only 8.4% per year since 
1980. 

LOCAL 
Upstate 
NYC 
TOTAL 

STATE 

Proba~ion Expenditures 
1980-84 

.!.2ill!. 
40,008 
20,453 
60,461 

( thousands) 

~,"9 ~,%4 ~,m8 M,ffi2 
19,58221,24023,92327,318 
~,Ml n,W4 m,@l n,~o 

Operations 2,217 2,482 
Local Aid 22,314 29,085 
TOTAL 24,531 31,567 

2,470 2,863 
32,15134,275 
34,621 37,lJ.Q 

3,386 
37,706 
41,092 

GRAND TOTAL 

(Less local 
Aid*) 62,67869,62375,67484,49494,886 

*Grand total excludes state local aid which 
reimburses 
does not 

localities ror expenses incurred but 
represent additional spending. 

STATE SUPPORT or PROBATION SERVICES 

Although local probation departments initially 
pay for their direct service operations, the Div­
ision of Probation and Correctional Alternatives 
provides State Aid to 56 counties and the City of 
new York through several funding programs, includ­
ing: 

Regular Probation Aid -, provides 46.5% reim­
bursement for approved local probation expenditures 
including salaries, maintenance, and operating 
costs. 

Intonsive Supervision Progru (ISP) pr.o-
vides 100% reimbursement to participating depart­
ments for expenditures related to supervision of 
selected high risk probationers. Twenty-eight 
localities received ISP aid in 1984 • 

Direct Services, - ,the ~tate provides direct 
probation services only in Montgomery County. 

Demonstration Projects.- th~ state provides 
100% f'i.nancing for selected innovative demonstrat­
ion projects to improve local probation operations 
and practice. 

During 1984, the State's commitment to help sup­
port the efforts of local departments grew 10.6%, 
from $37,138,000 in 1983 to $41,092,000 in 1984. 
Since 1980, the State I s contribution to local dep­
artments grew an average of 16.9% per year. 

-38-

State/local Shares of 
Probation r unding 

YEAR STATE lOCAl 

1980 39.1 60.9 
1981 45.3 54. 7 
1982 45.8 54.2 
1983 44.0 56.0 
1984 43.3 56.7 



F'. PROBATION SERVICES 

Although the State provides significant support 
to local probation departments (43.3% in .1984), 
local departments still bear the full cost of cer­
tain non-reimburseable expenses such as employee 
fringe benefits. Wren these expenses are consid­
ered, the State's share of probation spending is 
generally' considered to approximate 1/3 of all 
expenditures. 

The State also provided an additional $2,262,664 
to local probation departments through the Target 
Crime Initiative Program administered by the 
Division of Criminal Justice Services. These funds 
supported 62 additional probation officers in part­
icipating counties. 

PERSOI(;'fl. 

During 1984, probation departments employed 3,568 
professional and non-professional staff. Of these, 
approximately 500 were in supervision, 
administrative and management positions, 1,100 were 
in c Ie rica 1 and suppo rt posit ions and 1,910 we re 
line probation staff. 

Tre following table approximates l the functional 
responsibilities of local line probation staff 
dur. ing 1984. 

Function Positions 

Family Court Intake 210 
F anily Court Investigations 153 
Family Court Supervision 158 
Criminal Court Investigations 502 
Criminal Court Supervision 824 
Pre-Trial Services 63 

1,910 

Percent 

11.0% 
8.0% 
8.3% 

26.3% 
43.1% 
3.3% 

100.0% 

In addition, the State Division of Probation 
employed 87 individuals during 1984. 

lEstimate provided by the Sta te Division of 
Probation. 
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f. PR08A nON SERVICES 

I 
1984 PER CAPITA PROBATION EXPENDITURES 

I Per Capita Per Capita 
Total Probation Total Probation 

County Expenditure Expenditures 

I 
County Expenditure Expenditures 

Albany $ 1,336,000 $ 4.67 Ontario $ 549,000 $' 6.17 
Allegany 143,000 2.76 Orange 1,335,000 5.14 
Broome 1,030,000 4.82 Orleans 273,000 7.09 
Cattaraugus 283,000 3.30 Oswego 584,000 5.13 I 
Cayuga 197,000 2.47 otsego 103,000 1. 74 
Chautauqua 664,000 4.52 Putnam 384,000 4.97 
Chemung 677,000 6.93 Rensselaer 857,000 5.64 I 
Chenango 95,000 1.93 Rookland 1,058,000 4.08 
Clinton 359,000 4.45 St. Lawrence 598,000 5.23 
Columbia 167,000 2.81 Saratoga 432,000 2.81 
Cortland 280,000 5.74 Schenectady 589,000 3.93 

I 
Delaware 125,000 2.66 Schoharie 86,000 2.89 
Dutchess 957,000 3.91 Schuyler 87, ODD, 4.92 
Erie 4,006,ODO 3.94 Seneca 100,000 2.96 I 
Essex 149,000 4.12 Steuben 509,000 5.13 
franklin 316,000 7.03 Suffolk 9,858,000 7.68 
Fulton 193,000 3.50 Sullivan 489,000 7.51 
Genesee 388,000 6.53 Tioga 231,000 4.64 

I 
Greene 151,000 3.70 Tompkins 368,000 4.23 
Hanilton 11,000 2.19 Ulster 430,000 2.72 
Her.kimer 153,000 2.29 Warren 182, ODD 3.32 I 
Jefferson 436,DOO 4.95 Washington 139,000 2.54 
lewis 142,000 5.67 Wayne 468, ODD 5.49 
livingston 207,000 3.63 Westchester 4,592,000 5.30 I 
Madison 283,DOO 4.34 Wyoming 88,000 2.21 
Monroe 4,813,000 6.85 Yates 64, ODD 2.98 
Montgomery* ------
Nassau 16,285, ODD 12.32 I 
Niagara 872 ,ODD 3.84 Up-dtate $64,182,000 $ 6.12 
Oneida 1,179,000 4.65 
Orondaga 3,832,000 8.27 New York City $27,318,000 $ 3.86 I 

I 
Statewide $91, 5OD, 000 $ 5.21 

I 
*Montgomery County is a direct state operation. 

I 
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1>. CORRECTION SERVICES 

THE STATE COMMISSION Of CORRECTION 

The adult correctional system in New York state 
is comprised largely of two broad categories of 
facilities: state facilities operated by the Depa­
rtment of Correctional Services and local facdlit­
ies operated by the sheriff or a Departmen~ of 
Corrections in ,""state counties and by the City 
Department of Corrections in New York City. This 
system consists of over 400 jails, lock-Lps and 
prisons. All such facilities operate under the 
general oversight of the State Commission of 
Correction • 

The State Commission of Correction is composed of 
three Commis~ioners appointed by the Governor. The 
commission is charged with the responsibility to 
inspect correctional facilities, review and approve 
plans for new construction, and make recommenda­
tion to the Governor and to correctional adminis­
trators to improve administration and programs. 
The Commission also investigates deaths within 
penal institutions and establishes inmate grievance 
procedures. The Commiss,ion's activity in these 
areas is influenced and informed by the appointed 
correctional advisory bodies: 

o Citizen' s Policy and Complaint Review Council 
(CPCRC) - studies and makes recommendations on 
correctional policy and programs. It has full 
investigatory authority and access to all 
locally operated facilities. 

a Medical Review Board - reviews the circum­
stances surrounding inmate deaths, and oversees 
the delivery of health care in correctional 
facili ties. 

State funding of the Commission of Correction 
rose 12.3% in 1984 and an average of 16.2% per year 
since 1980. 

Caasission Spending 
1980-84 

/Year Amount % Change 

1980 $1,259,000 - 2.3% 
1981 1,431,000 +13.7% 
1982 1,671 ,000 +16.8% 
1983 1,848,000 +10.6% 
1984 2,075,000 +12.3% 

Annual State Prison Per Inmate Costs 
1984-85 

Projected Year 
End Irrnate 
PopUlation 

Recommended Per CaPita 
Appropriation Cost 

Progran 

Maximum Security 
Alden 
Attica 
Auburn 
Bedford Hills 
Clinton 
Coxsackie 
Dm.nstate 
Eastern 
Elmira 
Great Meadow 
Green Haven 
Ossining 

*Wallkill II 

Total Maximum 
Medium Security 

Adirondsck 
Albion 

*Albion II 
Arthurki11 

"Attica II 
Collins 
Coxsackie II 
Fishkill 

*Great Meadow 
Groveland 
Hudson 
Mid Orange 
Mid-State 
Mt. McGregor 
Ogdensburg 
Otisville 
Queensboro 
Taconic 
Wallkill 
Watertown 
Woodbourne 

Total Medium 

II 

Minimum Security 
Altona 
Bayview 
Buffalo 
Camp Beacon 
Canp Gabriels 
C amp Georgetown 
Canp Monterey 
Camp Phasalia 
Canp Summit 
Edgecombe 
Fulton 
Lincoln 
Lyon Mt. 
Rochester 
Woodbourne III 

Total Minimum 

ALL FACILITIES 

190 
1,900 
1,600 

570 
2,650 

960 
1,120 
1,100 
1,725 
1,760 
2,120 
2,200 

17,895 

510 
460 

840 

915 
500 

1,670 

760 
480 
735 
300 
765 
555 
590 
450 
410 
540 
555 
810 

11,845 

300 
175 

40 
150 
165 
170 
160 
150 
170 
360 
365 
255 
150 

60 
150 

2,820 

32,560 

All Programs 

$ 5,214,700 
30,748,400 
22,503,100 
13,785,300 
40,496,000 
15,152,700 
25,918,400 
18,692,400 
22,577,700 
24,423,600 
26,019,6bO 
32,649,700 

------
$278,181,600 

$ 10,273,600 
9,335,000 

------
14,607,900 

------
14,269,000 

3,982,300 
31,038,000 

------
12,023, SOO 
8,443,300 

13,824,900 
5,890,400 

12,720,300 
9,925,600 

11,512,800 
8,262,100 
5,809,000 
9,189,600 
8,246,700 

14,380,800 -$203,735,100 

$ 6,280,000 
4,336,600 

460,000 
2,226,000 
2,838,300 
2,086,500 
2,148,400 _ 
1,983,900 
2,058,900 
3,533,100 
3,598,100 
3,726,000 
2,865,600 

485,300 
2,532,700 

$ 41,159,400 

$523,076,100 

*New facilities, not in operation full year. 
lIncludes adjustment for fringe benefits 

SOURCE: 1984-85 Proposed Executive Budget 
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$ 33,566 
19,792 
17,201 
29,578 
18,689 
19,304 
28,302 
20,783 
16,007 
16,972 
15,010 
18,150 

$ 19,012 

$ 24,637 
24,819 

21,268 

19,072 

2?,73O 

19,349 
21,513 
23,004 
24,013 
20,336 
21,872 
23,865 
22,455 
17,328 
20,813 
18,172 
21,713 

$ 21,036 

$ 25,601 
30,307 
14,065 
18,149 
21,038 
15,011 
16,422 
16,175 
14,812 
12,003 
12,056 
17,870 
23,364 
9,892 

20,650 

$ 17 ,850 

$ 19,647 



G. CORRECTION SERVICES 

Population Counts and Change for State, County, 
and City Correctional lnatitutlonB 

November 1980-November 1984 

Correctional 
fs:ilities 

Population Counts Change 

II/SO 11/82 11/84 11/80-11/84 
Local 

Correctional 6,146 7,081 7,199 
r acUities 

State 
Correctional 21,748 28,248 33,425 
r acilities 

New York City 
Correctional 8,467 10,094 10,568 
facilities 

TOTPL. 36,361 45,423 51,192 

SOURcE: state Commission of Correction, 
Annual Report, 1982-1984. 

Tt£ STAlE PRISON SYSlEM 

+ 1,053 
+ 17% 

+ 11 ,677 

+ 54% 

+ 2,101 

+ 25% 

14,831* 
41~ 

facilities operated by the Department of Correct­
ional Services (DOCS) comprise what is commonly 
known as the state prison system. It is the re­
sponsibility of OOCS to maintain those facilities 
for the custody and control of persons convicted of 
a felony and sentenced to a term of incarceration 
in exceas of 1 year. The Department maintains 
inmates in facilities ra£lging from minimum to 
maximum security settings. 

The 1984-85 propoa<!d Executive Budget projected 
that DOCS would operate a total of 50 facilities 
with 34,600 inmates by the end of the fiscal year. 

Maximum security facilities were expected to 
house ,18,395 inmates or 53.2% of the popUlation 
under custody. Aver.age cost per prisoner during 
1984-85 for these facilities range from a low of 
$15,010 to a high of $33,566. These costs were 
based upon the 13 maximum facilities identified in 
1984-85 Executive Sudget. 
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County Jails and Penitentiaries 
1984 Average Daily Populv.tion 

Average 
Facilit¥ Male 

Albany Jail 178.166 
Pen 143.661 
Allegany Jail 26 
Broome Jail 125 
Cattaraugus 43 
Cayuga 34.9 
Chautauqua 81.93 
Chemung 73.5 
Chenango 23.24 
Clinton 42 
Columbia 54 
Cortland 26 
Delaware 19.03 
Dutchess 130 
Erie H.C. 401 
Ede Pen 222 
Essex 17.5 
Franklin 32 
Fulton 35.87 
Genesee 30.37 
Greene 26 
Hamilton 1. 51 
Herkimer 30.5 
Jefferson 52 
Lewis 13.38 
Livingston 49.17 
Madison 44.26 
Monroe 376 
Montgomery 44 
Nassau Jail 911 
Niagara 135.5 
Oneida 174 
Onondaga Jail 207 
Onondag Pen 166.45 
Ontario 74 
Orange 198 
Orleans 40 
Oswego 69.2 
Otsego 21 
putnam 36 
Rensselaer 80 
Rockland 84.5 
St. Lawrence 55.98 
Sara togs 82 
Schenectady 74.313 
Schoharie 18.67 
Schuyler 15.7 
Seneca 21.12 
Steuben 56.646 
Suffolk Jail 732.91 
Sullivan 111 
Tioga 42 
TOllpkins 30 
Ulster 122 
Warren 40 
WaShington 45.4 
Wayne 49 
Westchester Jail 542 
Westchester Pen 252 
Westchester W.U. 0 
Wyoming 13.3 
Yates 32.2 

TOTJIJ.. 6908.876 

I 
I 
I 

Average 
I 

female 

12.158 
20.01 I 

° 9 
1 

1.5 
2.93 I 

6 
0.82 

3 
4 I 
1 

0.21 
13 
41 
28 I 

0.5 
2 

1.11 
1.39 

5 
I 

0.08 
0.005 

4 
0.08 I 
0.73 
1.36 

27 
1 

78 I 
13 
14 
21 

19.6 I 
5 

20.3 
5 

3.6 
4 I 

2.5 
2 

5.2 
1.88 

4 I 
8.626 
0.62 

0.0098 
1. 09 I 

4.216 
50.37 

3 
1 
1 I 
8 
3 

1.33 
2 
0 

I 
0 

79 
0.13 

0 I 
550.548 

I 
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G. COORECTION SERVICES . 
Medium secure facilities were projected to main­

tain an average daily population of 13,345 inmates, 
or 38.6% of the under custody population. Tt"ese 
facilities range in cost from $17 ,328 to $24,819 
per inmate. There were 21 medium secure facilities 
identified in 1984-85 Executive Budget. 

Minimum secure fac.ilities were expected to ac­
count for 8.3% of the OOCS' inmate population or 
average daily population of 2,860 inmates. Costs 
for this category of correctional facilities range 
from a low of $9,892 per year to a high of $30,307. 
There were 16 minimum facilities identified in 
1984-85 Executive 8udge t. 

Maximum 

Medium 

Minimum 

198J-84 
Facility Profile 

Range of Per Inllllte Coats 

Per Inmate 
Cost: Pogu1ation 

high low high low 

$33,566 $15,010 1,650 190 

$24,819 $17,328 1,670 300 

$30,307 $ 9,892 365 40 

SOURCE: 1983-84 Proposed Executi ve Budget. 

PERSOfNl. 

The Department of Correctional Services is one of 
the largest employers among state agencies. During 
1984-85, 20,0121 individuals were employed by the 
Department in positions ranging from correctional 
·officera to teachers, medical personnel, yocationai 
trainers and other support personnel. This repre­
sented a personnel increase of 7.9% over 1983-84. 

lErrployment numbers reported by OOCS as of february 
1984. 

Local Jail Annual Per Diem 
Counties Spending Cost Cost 

Albany $ 4,143,000 $ 11,703 $ 32 
Allegany 476,000 18,308 50 
Broome 1,705,000 12,7UI 35 
Cat taraugus 563,000 12,795 35 
Cayuga 569,000 15,806 43 
Chautauqua 1,062,000 12,494 34 
ChemlJ1g 818,000 10,225 28 
Chenango 87,000 3,625 10 
Clinton 686,000 15,244 , 42 
Columbia 584,000 10,069 28 
Cortland 380,000 14,074 39 
Delaware NA NA NA 
Dutchess 4,379,000 30,622 84 
Erie 12,212,000 17,647 48 
Essex 389,000 21,611 59 
Franklin 608,000 17,882 49 
Fulton 676,000 18,270 50 
Genesee 531,000 16,594 45 
Greene 498,000 16,065 44 
Hamilton 9,000 6,000 16 
Herkimer 536,000 17,290 47 
Jefferson 731,000 13,054 36 
lewis 261,000 20,017 55 
livingston 681,000 13,620 37 
Madison 531,000 11,543 32 
Monroe 10,214,000 25,345 69 
Montgomery 686,000 15,244 42 
Nassau 30,360,000 30,698 84 
Niagara 2,030,000 13 ,624 37 
Oneida 2,023,000 10,761 29 
Onondaga 9,235,000 22,307 61 
Ontario 1,172,000 14;469 40 
Orange 3,079,000 14,124 39 
Orleans 539,000 11,978 33 
Oswego 769,000 10,534 29 
otsego 343,000 13,720 38 
Putnam 1,270,000 32,564 189 
Rensselaer 1,441,000 17,573 48 
Rockland 2,281,000 25,344 69 
St. lawrence 746,000 12,862 35 
Saratoga 1,137,000 13,221 36 
Schenectady 1,434,000 17,277 47 
Schoharie 361,000 19,000 52 
Schuyler 258,000 16,125 44 
Seneca 282,000 12,818 35 
Steuben 1,073,000 17,590 48 
Suffolk 16,685,000 21,309 58 
Sullivan 1,229,000 10,781 30 
Tioga 305,000 7,093 19 
Tompkins 375,000 12,097 33 
Ulster 1,663,000 12,792 35 
Warren 591,000 13,744 38 
Washington 402,000 8,553 23 
Wayne 1,296,000 25,412 70 
Westchester 24,092,000 27,597 76 
Wyoming 320,000 24,615 67 
Yates 371,000 11,594 32 

TOTAL $151,177,000 

*Data on NYC costs were not available; it is 
estimated that per diem costs approximated $100 
during 1984. 
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Rank 

--
47 
15 
40 
39 
25 
42 
52 
56·· 
26 
51 
29 
NA 
2 

18 
10 
16 
14 
22 
24 
55 
21 
35 
12 
34 
46 
6 

27 
3 

33 
49 
9 

28 
30 
44 
50 
31 
1 

19 
7 

37 
36 
20 
13 
23 
38 
17 
11 
48 
54 
43 
41 
32 
53 
5 
4 
8 

45 



G. CORRECTION SERVICES 

DOCS Personnel 
1980-84 

~ Regular Corcraft Total 

1980 11,945 271 12,216 
1981 14,117 285 14,402 
1982 16,160 287 16,445 
1983 18,430 275 18,605 
1984 19,773 299 20,072 

Operating Cost of State Penal Institutions Rises 
17.1~ During 1983-84 

Though the overall funds avai lable to DOCS rose 
28.8% in 1984, operating expenditures (the cost of 
housing prisoners) rose 19.9% during the same per­
iod. Since 1980, overall corrections spending rose 
an average of 40.6% per year while operating expen­
di tures rose 26.2%. 

state Departaent of Correctional 
Services Spending, 1979-83 

(thousands) 

Operating Capital 
Year Costs Ex~nditures 

1980 $ 305,273 $ 11 ,083 
1981 387,979 48,682 
1982 445,213 65,153 
1983 521,285 123,272 
1984 624,990 205,307 

lOCAl CORRECTIONS 

Total 

$316,356 
436,661 
510,366 
644,557 
830,297 

Local governments operate three types of facili­
ties. These include: lock-ups, jails and peniten­
tiaries. 

A fter arrest, individuals are generally confined 
to one of over 200 local 10ck-LPs operated by var­
ious towns, villages or cities. Currently, there 
is no centralized information available on the cost 
of these facilities. Upon arraignment, 
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defendants may be placed in a local jail. These 
facilities hold both sentenced and unsentenced 
individuals. four localities (Monroe, Erie, 
Westchester and Onondaga) operate penitentiaries 
for sentenced inmates. 

Profile of local Correctional Population 

There were 7,156 persons under custody in local 
facilities (excluding New York City) as of December 
31, 1984. Detainees accounted for 58.8% of this 
population (down from 67.4% in 1983); sentenced 
inmates accounted for 37.4% of this population (up 
from 29.6% in 1983). However, these figures con­
trast dramatically with those reported for the NYC 
under custody populat ion for December 31, 1984. 
New York City reports 7,178 or 72.9% of their inca­
rcerated population as detainees; 2,674 or 27.1% 
were reported as sentenced prisoners. 

Upstate facilities reported that 93.5% of their 
under custody population was male and 6.5% female. 
The New York City under custody population was 
reported as 94.7% male and 5.3% female. 

Costs of local Correctional facilities 

Per capita costs for local facilities are not 
centrally available. However, estimates were deve­
loped based upon jail expenditures reported to the 
Office of the State' Comptroller and average daily 
census counts reported to the Commission of Correc­
tion. These estimates provide relative reference 
points, and cannot be interpreted as precise ac­
countings. 

The average per diem cost per inmate during 1984 
was $56. Putnam ranked first ~Iith a per diem cost 
of $89; Chenango ranked 56th with a reported per 
diem of $10. 
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G. CORRECTION SERVICES 

Range of local 
Jail Coat. 

Per Diem # Of . 
Costs Counties 

$80 - 89 3 
$70 - 79 2 
$60 - 69 4 
$50 - 59 6 

$40 - 49 13 
$30 - 39 20 
$20 - 29 5 
$10 - 19 4 

County Wide Corrections Coete 

_'" .-."." , 

Expenditures reported by all munic ipalities with­
in a county, for correction purposes, include a 
wider range of spending areas then those used to 
calculate local jail per diem costs. Not only are 
jail expenditures, jail counseling services, jail 
industries, rehabU itation services, prisoner IS 

release counseling, penitentiary, and penitentiary 
industdes included, but cost categories such as 
juvenile detention houses, juvenile detention 
homes, juvenile counseling services, juvenile tra­
ining schools and other correctional sgencies were 
also included. 
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G. COORECTION SERVICES 

I 
1984 PER. CAPITA COUNTY COORECTIONAL EXPENDITURES 

I 
Per Capita 

I Corrections 
EXpenditures 

Per Capita 
Total Corrections Total 

County E~penditures Expendi ture=i County Expenditures 

$ 15.60 

I 14.28 
17.30 

Albany $ 5,339,000 $ 18.67 Ontario $ 1,387,000 
Allegany 528,000 10.20 Orange 3,708,000 
Broome 2,044,000 9.57 Orleans 666,000 

9.32 
6.89 I 17.67 

Cat taraugus 653,000 7.62 Oswego 1,061,000 
Cayuga 1,092,000 13.67 Otsego 407,000 
Chautauqua 1,344,000 9.15 Putnam 1,364,000 
Chemung 1,068,000 10.94 Renaselaer 2,191,000 14.42 

9.58 I 6.67 
Chenango 87,000 1. 76 Rockland 2,486,000 
Clinton 792,000 9.81 St. Lawrence 762,000 
Columbia 829,000 13 .94 Saratoga 1,587,000 10.32 

12.12 

I 12.55 
18.32 

Cortland 526,000 10.77 Schenectady 1,818,000 
Delaware 35,000 0.75 Schoharie 373,000 
Dutchess 4,813,000 19.64 Schuyler 324,000 
Erie 13 ,596,000 13.39 Seneca 375,000 11.12 

1l.81 I 13.93 
Essex 430,000 1l.89 Steuben 1,171,000 
Franklin 698,000 15.54 Suffolk 17 ,891,000 
Fulton 677,000 12.27 Sullivan 1,515,000 23.25 

11.84 

I 5.28 
11.91 

Genesee 652,000 10.98 Tioga 590,000 
Greene 602,000 14.73 Tompkins 460,000 
HOOlilton 9,000 1. 79 Ulster 1,883,000 
Herkimer 609,000 9.13 Warren 623,000 1l.36 

9.18 I 16.20 
Jefferson 1,046,000 11.87 Washington 503,000 
Lewis 261,000 10.43 Wayne 1,381,000 
Livingston 834,000 14.63 Westchester 25,312,000 29.21 

11.91 

I 17.34 
Madison 531,000 8.15 Wyoming 475,000 
Monroe 11 ,639,000 16.57 Yates 372,000 
Montgomery 751,000 14.05 
Nassau 31,907,000 24.14 Upstate $171,652,000 $ 16.37 

$ 38.15 I Niagara 2,790,000 12.29 
Oneida 2,9B5,OIJO 11. 78 New York City $269,769,000 
Onondaga 11,800,000 25.47 

Statewide $441,421,000 $ 25.14 

I 
I 
I 
I 

-47- I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

H. PAROlE SERVICES 

The State Division of Parole is charged with 
developing and maintaining an effective, efficient 
and equitable parole system in New York State. 
Two units - Administration, and f" ield and Instit­
utional Parole Services - comprise the basic organ­
izational structure of the Division. Tl"ese fun­
ctions are solely a state responsibility; local 
governments do not provide parole services. 

TI£ PARII.E BOARD 

TI"e Parole Board is the body within the Division 
appointed by the governor to oversee the release of 
eligible i.nmates prior to serving their maximum 
term of incarceration. The Board reviews all appl­
icants for early release - both parole release and 
condit ional re lease. The Board decides on the 
appropriateness of an individual for parole release 
and sets the conditions for parole and conditional 
releases. In additi on, the Board can authorize 
warrants for release violators, revoke the release 
of violators, certify jail snd parole time, and 
advise the Governor on pardon and commutation deci­
sions. In 1984-85, the Parole Board conducted 7% 
more hearings than in 1983-84. 

Parole Board NU&ber and 
Type of Hearings 

1984-85 

Type Interview/Hearing 1984-85 

Minimum Period of 
Incarceration Hearing 6 

lni tial Release 
Considerstion Hearing 10,597 

Reappearance Consideration 5,559 

Re-~lease of Parolees 
Returned to Prison 1,292 

Parole/Conditional Release 
Revocation Hearing 424 

Administrative Hearings ~ 

GRAND TOTAL 18,018 

'" Change '" 

-87% 

+ 6% 

+ 6% 

+22% 

+ 7% 

+ 9% 

+ 7% 

SOURCE: New York State Division of Parole. 

Regionalization and Restructuring 

During 1985, the Division strengthened management 
oversight and provided additional support to parole 
officers. 

f" irst, a new regional structure combined both 
parolee supervision and institutional responsi­
bilities in field offices. This development freed 
top-level managers from day-to-day operat ing acti­
vities, strengthened supervision of both field and 
institution operations and provided a frame\~ork 

that encouraged integration of programs and 
functions. 

Second, recommended procedural changes stream­
lined operations, and freed professional officers 
from more routine tasks. Improving the parole 
revocation process and institutional parole func­
tions permitted the redeployment of officers to 
concentrate on their professional 
responsi bilH ia s • 

Re-Entry Services 

Institutional parole officers help inmates de­
velop positive attitudes and tJehaviors to prepare 
for successful release interviews. Officers en­
courage and facili tate inmate invol vement ,in 
various correctional programs such as vocational 
training, alcohol and drug counseling, education 
programa and work or employment activities. 

In addition, institutional parole officers pro­
vide pre-release counseling and community prepa­
ration classes, all aimed at helping orient the 
prospective releasee to successfully re-enter life 
in the community and complete the prescribed period 
of supervision. 

Ca..unity Service 

field parole staff supervise offenders released 
from either state prisons or local correctional 
facilities to community living. They ensure that 
releasees comply with the 'terms of their release 
agreement and they help locate support services to 
facilitate an offender's reintegration into the 
community. 
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H. PA..q(l.E SERVICES 

field parole officers of the Absconder Search 
Uni t are responsible for locating delinqlf!nt par­
olees who flee from parole supervision and law 
enforcement agencies. 

The 1984 year-end parole superv~slon case load 
grew 3.3% over 1983 to 23,861. There were 19,196 
parolees under acti ve supervision as of March 31, 
1985. 

field supervision substantially increased to per­
mit more intensive oversight of inmates upon their 
ini tial release to the community. Stat ist ics show 
that over ao percent of those who fail on parole do 

so during their first 15 months of supervision. 
Increased staff mskes it possible during this crit­
ical period, to improve the parole officer to par­
olee ratio from its current level of 1:68 to 1:38. 
Pending development of a risk assessment instrument 
and simultaneous review of current standards of 
supervision, all parolees will be subject to this 
intense supervision for the l5-month period. 

Parole Censua 
1984-85 

Active Parolees (April 1, 1984) 

State Inmates Released by Board 

Stat& Inmates Released by CR 

local Inmates Released by Board 

Cooperative Parolee Agreement 
from Other States 

Juvenile 0 ffenders Released 

Total Inmates Released to 
Parole Supervision 

Total Caseload Discharges 
and Returns 

Total End of Year Caseload 

Deli~qlf!nt Parolees 

19,054 

9,005 

1,915 

507 

427 

190 

12,044 

11,087 

23,861 

4,665 

Active Parolees (March 31, 1985) 19,196 

Source: NYS Division of Parole. 
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state Sl4JPort of Parole Grew 22.4~ in ,1984 

Expenditures by the state on Parole activities 
grew 22 .4% be tween 1983-84 and 1984-85. Since 
1980, expenditures rose an average of 18.0% per 
year. 

1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 

Parole Expenditures 
1980-84 

~ % Change 

$ 24,309,000 + 6.3% 
27,018,000 + 11.1% 
29,333,000 + 8.6% 
34,175, 000 + 16.5% 

1984 41,845,000 + 22.4% 

While State funding to Parole increased by 22.4% 
since 1983-84, Parole spending remained fairly 
constant as a portion of the total state criminal 
justice dollar. 

Parole Expenditures as a 
Percent of State Cr~nal 

Justice Spending 

1980 2.3% 
1981 2.0% 
1982 2.0% 
1983 2.1% 
1984 2.1% 

TJ£ PERSONNEL 

In 1984, the Division of Parole employed 1,335 
professional and support staff including parole 
officers, who provided community supervision ser­
vices, and institutional officers, who conducted 
investigations on prospective parolees. 

Parole Staffing Levels* 
1980-84 

Year Employees 

1980 1,136 
1981 1,156 
1982 1,176 
1983 1,324 
1984 1,335 

*Year end staffing levels. 
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I. CRIME VICTIMS BOARD 

The Crime Victims Board provides financial com­
pensation to innocent victims of violent crime. 
They or their dependents are eligible for awards in 
the event of financial hardship due to the loss of 
life, injury or disability resulting from the crime 
incident. 

The Board assists victims of orime through two 
major programs: the Payments to Victims Program 
and the Victim/Witness Assistance Program. The 
first provides awards to individual victims of 
violent crime. These awards may provide funeral 
benefits to family members, reimbursement for the 
loss of essential property, or replacement of lost 
earnings. The second program currently provides 
funding to 42 local agencies which service crime 
victims including rape crises centers, family shel­
ters, and abused spouses and children's services. 

Since 1983, elderly victims of crime are eligible 
for compensation of up to $250 for lost, stolen or 
destroyed personal property. Victims of child 
abuse or domest ic violence who are physically in­
jured are eligible for medical expenses, counsel­
ing, or loss of earnings. In addition, the Board 
makes awards to injured "Good Samaritans" and to 
victims of s'ex-related crimes. 

fair Trestaent Standards Act 

LP.gislation adopted in 1984 and 1985 provides 
expanded eligibility for compensation and greater 
protection for crime victims and reflects ar, under­
standing of the pivotal role crime victims play in 
the successful prosecution of violent offenders. 
The tair Treatment Standards for Crime Victims (an 
outgrowth of 1984 legislation) provides uniform 
practices and standards for all criminal justice 
and victim-related agencies with the aim of in­
creasing public confidence in the criminal justice 
process. 

The tederal Victims of Crime Act of 1984 provides 
funds to augment State support of victim/witness 
agencies at the local level and to increase compen­
sation p'ayments to victims of crime. These awards 
are based on prior year spending levels and were 
granted to the State beginning in fiscal year 
1985-86. To enable the Board to improve services 
to victims by taking full advantage of Federal 
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authorizations, Chapter 6S8 of the Laws of 1985 was 
enacted. This legislation increases compensation 
award levels, br.oadens program eligibility, revises 
~proval procedures to expedi te claim processing 
and specifies additional services that can be pro­
vided to local victim service agencies. This bill 
also provides funds to implement its provisions and 
address the anticipated increase in the claims 
workload. 

Referrals 

The Board uses several methods for referrals and 
contacts with the public. These include postings 
in police departments, hospital emergency rooms, 
subways and buses. The Board has used radio, te 1-
evision and newspaper public service announce­
ments. The Board also relies on police agencies to 
provide victims of violent crimes with information 
on the availability of services for the victim and 
the possibility of financial awards. 

Types of Awarda 

Awards are paid i.n lump sums or over protracted 
p~riods for unreimbursed medical expenses, loss of 
earnings or support, funeral expenses, loss of 
essential personal property, reasonable transpor­
tation expenses and occupational rehabilitation. 

Protracted awards are allocated in monthly pay­
ments to a crime victim when the Board determines 
that a continual loss of income or support has 
occured as the result of injury or death. 

An eligible claimant may receive a monetary award 
for the following expenses: 

- Unreimbursed expenses for medical or other 
related services. 

- Lost earnings or loss of support, up to $400 
per week and up to a total maximum of $30,000. 

- Burial expenses up to $2,500. 



I. CRIME VICTIMS BOARD 

- Occupational rehabilitation expenses up to 
$3,000. 

Counseling services 
traumatic shock, such 

. we 11 as the spouse, 
homicide victim. 

- For Good Samaritan 
losses up to $5,000. 

for victims suffering 
as victims of rape, as 
parent or child of a 

victims only, property 
A Good Samaritan victim 

is a person who has been killed or injured 
while attempting to prevent a crime, lawfully 
apprehend a perpetrator of a crime, or assist a 
pol ice officer in making an arrest. 

- Cost of repair or replacement of essential 
personal property lost, damaged or destroyed as 
the direct result of a crime up to $500. 

- Transportation expenses for necessary court 
appearances in connection with the prosecution 
of the crime. 

Claims Exceed 10,000 

The Board received 10,999 claims for compensation 
during 1984. Awards were made in 3,483 cases. A 
total of $7,033,465 was paid to claimants in 1984. 

Approximately 68.7% of claim expenditures went 
for personal injury awards during 1984; the remain­
ing 31.3% were as death benefits. 

Personal Injury Awards 

Medical .•••••••••••••• 
Earnings •••••••••••••• 
Essential Property •••• 

Death Awards 

$3,248,389 
1,576,148 

8,705 

Funeral. •••••••••••• $ 880,133 
Support ••••••••••••• 1,216,532 
Medical............. 103,558 

TOTAL 1984 AWARDS $7,033,465 

State funding of Crime Victims Services 

In 1984, the State spent $11,853,000 to support 
crime victim services to help lessen the impact of 

violent crime on innocent victims and witnesses. 
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Althouth expenditures by the Crime Victims Board 
fell 5.5% between 1983 and 1984, State funding to 
the Crime Vict ims Board grew an average of 18.4% 
per year since 1980. 

Crime Victims Board Expenditures 

~ % Change 

1980 $ 6,832,000 + 4.6% 
1981 8,281,000 +21.2% 
1982 10,084,000 +21.8% 
1983 12,547,000 +24.4% 
1984 11,853,000 - 5.5% 

It should be noted that the State and localities 
support and provide victim assistance programs 
through many social service, medical, and mental 
health agencies. No dollar figure on this assis­
tance is currently available. 

The State has provided through the Crime Victims 
Board approximately $42 million di rectly to crime 
victims or to local Victim/Witness grants since 
1980. 

STATE AID TO CRIME VICTIMS 

Payment local Victim/ 
To Victim Wi tneas ~rants 

1980/81 $5,750,549 -------
1981/82 6,357,822 $ 588,571 
1982/83 6,468,847 2,072,697 
1983/84 8,807,474 2,164,013 
1984/85 7,033,465 2,891,012 
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J. DIVISION tOR YOUTH SERYIa:S 

The New York state Division for Youth is charged 
with the care, treatment and rehabilitation of 
certain trouble-prone youth including those clas­
sified as juvenile offenders, juvenile delinq~nts 
end persons-in-need-of -supervision. The Division 
also administers financial assistance to community 
agencies which provide a variety of educational and 
supportive services to youth as a means of prevent­
ing or reducing the incidence of delinqLent behav­
ior in a community. 

youth Funding Grew 56.9S Since 1980 

State funding for Division programs grew 7.6% in 
1984, 4l 56.9% since 1980. The largest increase 
occurred during 1981 when funding climbed 50% in a 
single year. Division funding grew an average of 
14.2% per year since 1980. 

Division for Youth Funding 
( thousands) 

1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 

$1l8,359 
177,496 
168,796 
172,483 
185,655 

% Change 

+50.0% 
-- 5.2% 
+ 2.2% 
+ 7.6% 

RESIDENTIAl SERYIa:S 

The Division operates a system of residential 
programs that range from controlled, secure set­
tings to community-based or family settings. 

Secure prograa - This program includes Juv­
enile Offenders, Restrictive Juvenile DelinqLenta, 
and Title II I Juvenile DelinqLents. These facil­
ities provide intensi ve programming for youth re­
quiring a highly-controlled and restrictive 
environment. 

Lillited Secure Facility - This program provides 

less secure facilities thsn above i however, these 
fscilities are generslly located in rural areas and 
are restrictive in nature. Intensive supervision 
is provided. youths admitted to these facilities 
must be Title III Juvenile DelinqLents requiring 
removal from the community. 

1984 cry Residential 
Adaiseions Characteristics 

~ 

ADMISSION CHARACTERISTIC II ... 
10 

TOTAL ADMISSIONS 2,256 100.0 

T~ee of Admission 

F'irst Admission 1,839 81.5 
Re-Admission from 
Aftercare 286 12.7 

New Placement with 
Prior Service 131 5.8 

~ 

10-12 Years 68 3.0 
13 Years 156 6.9 
14 Years 466 ZO.7 
15 Years 826 36.6 
16 Years 526 23.3 
17 Years 147 6.5 
18-19 Year.s 56 2.5-
20+ Years 11 O_~ 

~ 
-

Male 1,862 82.7 
female 390 17.3 

Ethnicit~ 

White 833 36.9 
Black 1,036 45.9 
Hispanic 369 16.4 
Other 18 0.8 

Adjudication 

Juvenile Offender. 266 11.8 
Juvenile Delinquent 1,547 68.6 
PINS 343 15.2 
Youthful Offender 52 2.3 
Other 4B 2.0 

Region 

Region I 409 18.1 
Region II 290 12.9 
Region III 283 12.5 
Region IV 1,272 56.4 
Interstate 2 0.1 

SOURCE: New York State, Division for Youth, 
Annual Statistical Report, 
Program Operations, 1985. 
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Change 
1983-84 

% 

- 5.8 

- 5.1 

-17.7 

-38.8 .. 
- 12.8 
- ZO.4 
+ 0.6 
- 6.7 
- 10.4 
+ 0.7 
+ 47.4 
+450.0 

- 5.4 
- 7.6 

- 8.2 
- 7.7 
+ 7.6 
-18.2 

-13.1 
0.0 

_. 4.7 
-27.8 
-53.8 

-20.7 
+ 9.0 
+ 0.7 
- 3.9 
-77.B 
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Nm-C~unity Sued Progr_- This group of facil­
ities admit youths who must be removed from the 
commlf1ity, but who pose s less serious threat to 
public safety. The population includes Juvenile 
Delinqwnts, PINS, or youths sdjlrlicated in adult 
courts with I:f"Y placement as a condition of prob­
ation. These youths may engage in limited com­
munity activities. 

C~unlt:lf Based ServicellJ- This program provides 
residenl:ial placements for adjudicated youths who 
do not pose a threat to themselves or others. 
Settings include youth development centers, group 
homes and fostercare. The Division may also place 
certain youths in authorized voluntary child care 
agencies. 

The Division admitted 2,256 youths into resid­
ential care during 1984, a 5.8% decline from 1983 
admissions. 

lOCAl.. SERVICES 

The Division's first priority is to prevent deli­
nqwnt acts from occurring. Its local Services 
Program seeks to fulfUl this objective by pro­
viding funding and technical assistance to local 
governments and commlf1ity organizations to engage 
in locally initiated prevention and remediation 
strstegies. 

Youth Development and OeUnqueney Prevention (YOOP) 

This State aid program reimburses localities for 
50 percent of approved expenditures for youth ser­
vice and recreation projects. Municipalities 
having approved comprehensive plans are eligible 
for reimbursement of up to $6.50 per youth. 

Mlf1ic.ipalities in counti es without comprehenaive 
plans may apply for up to $2.75 in annual State aid 
per youth. 
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Through County Comprehensi ve Planning, Division 
staff work with local youth Bureaus to assess local 
youths' needs and to develop commlf1ity :::ctivities 
and programs to address them. A broad range of 
community youth services are supported through 
these efforts. Examples include: sumner recrea­
tion programs, local youth councils, tutoring, 
youth centers, counseling services, and employment 
training programs. In 1985, the Division helped 
sponsor over 3,500 youth service programs operated 
in virtually every community across the State. 
Over a million youth participated in these pro­
grams, supported in partnership with county, city, 
town, and village governments. 

Special Delinquency Prevention PragrM (SDPP) 

This grant program provides 100 percent funding 
for educational, youth service and recreational 
activities operated by over 400 community-based 
service programs for youth at risk of unnecessary 
or further involvement with the juvenil~ justice 
system. These programs are predominantly located 
in low income communities characterized by high 
unemployment and high delinquency rates. 

Service. to Runaway Youth 

The Runaway and Homes less youth (RHYA) Program 
provides financ.i.al and technical assistance to 
local governments for the provision of emergency 
shelter, food and counseling to runaway and oome­
less youth. Over 21,000 youth are affected by this 
program each year. 

SlPPORT SERVICES 

The Support Services Program includes central 
office administration of all I:f"Y facility programs, 
operation of youth service teams, oversight of 
privately operated rehabilitation facilities that 
provide care to JDs and PINS and locally operated 
detention services. In addition, Support Services 
is responsible for operation of a Regional Secure 
Detention Center on the grounds of the former High­
land Training School. 
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J. DIVISION fOR YOUTH SERVICES 

Care and Maintenance of Juvenile Delinquents and 
PINS 

State aid for the care and maintenance of JOs and 
PINS is provided to local social services districts 
to cover 50 percent of the cost of care, mainten­
ance and superviaion of adjl.dicated youths placed 
in privately or municipally operated rehabilitation 
facilities. Districts receive full reimbursement 
for care provided to State char.ges. 

Detention Services 

Detention is the temporary car.e and maintenance 
away from their own homes of youth in the following 
situations: 

- alleged and adjl.dicated PINS snd Juvenile Del­
inquents held pursuant to a family Court 
order; 

- Division placed youth awaiting a hear.ing; 
- youth wai ting to be returned to another county 

or State; 
- alleged or convicted Juvenile Offenders await­

ing a sentence. 

There are two types of detention: secure - a fac­
ility character~zed by physically restricting con­
struct ion, hardwa~~ and procedures; and non-secure 
- a facility characterized by the absence of phys­
ically restricting construction, hardwsre and pro­
cedures. 

Secure detention facilities serve two groups of 
youth - alleged or adjl.dicated Juvenile Delinquents 
(aged 10-15), and alleged or sentenced Juvenile 
Offenders ('aged 13-15). Non-Secure Detention pro­
grams serve youth (aged 7-15) 1'd10 are alleged or 
adjudicated Juvenile Delinquents or alleged or 
adjudicated PINS. 
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The secure detention system consists of seven 
secure detention institutions and four 48-hour 
holdover facilities certified by the Division, with 
a combined capacity of 399 beds. The Division 
directly operates one of the secure detention prog­
rams, a 14 bed coed facility located in the 
mid-Hudson area serving 17 counties along New 
York's eastern border. 

Non-secure detention facilities fall under four 
categories, each certified by the Division, with a 
combined capacity of 477 beds. These categories 
include: 

Non-Secure Detent ion Agency-Operated Boarding 
Homes - eight facilities with a capacity lJl to 
6 beds; 

Group Home facilities - 17 facilities around the 
state, with capacities from 7 to 12 beds; 

Erie County's Non-Secure Detention an 
institutional facUity with a 21 bed, coed 
facility; and 

family Boarding Care facilities - 110 family 
units which are most typically 2 to 3 beds 
each, primarily coed. 

In general, the services provided in secure det­
ention are more comprehensive and structured than 
similar services in non-secure detention. Secure 
detention facilities are more institutional in 
design and environment, while non-secure units 
provide a more "homelike" atmosphere, most often in 
large family residences. Secure detention facil­
ities offer in-house recreation programs plus 
on-campus educat ional programming by certified 
teachers. Non-secure detention centers, in con­
trast, take advantage of off -campus recreat ional 
opportunities and community schools, plUS offer 
normal family-style amenities. 
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facilities offer in-house recreation programs plus 
on-campus educstional programming by certified 
teachers. Non-secure detention centers , in con­
trast, take advantage of off -campus recreat ional 
opportunities and community schools, pI us offer 
normal family-style amenities. 

The Division reimburses localities for 50 pe~cent 
of the cost of operating detention services. 

Though overall Division spending grew signifi­
cantly since 1980, local aid grew even more. 
Funding fo r such Cf Y local serv ice programs as 
Youth Development and Delinquency Prevention, Spec­
ial Delinquency Prevent ion, Runaway and Homeless 
youth and Special Projects rose an average of 18.5% 
per year since 1980. The largest increase in aid 
to localities occurred during 1981 when expend­
itures rose 71. 7%. 

rY'Y local Aid Spending 
( thousands) 

~ % Change 

1980 $41,520 
1981 71,275 +71.7% 
1982 64,633 - 9.3% 
1983 66,815 + 3.4% 
1984 72,203 + 8.1% 
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K. DIVISION (J" CRIMINAl JUSTICE SERVICES 

The Division of Criminal Justice Services main­
tains the State's computerized criminal history 
Gystem, provides training to municipal police and 
peace officers, conducts criminal justice research 
and monitors and evaluates selected justice pr~­

grams. In addition, the Division provides 
financial aid to selected locslities to enhance 
police and prosecutorial activit ies which target 
certain serious offenders for specialized 
processing. 

TARGET CRIME INITIATIVE PROGRAM 

The primary goal of the Target Crime Initiative 
Program is the speedy and effective apprehension 
and prosecut ion of repeat and serious violent of­
fenders. The program achieves this goal by 
supporting additional local prosecution and defense 
staff, increasing the number of indictments against 
repeat offenders, eliminating plea bargaining in 
most circumstances, reducing prosecution caseloads, 
and pursu,ing an increased number and length of 
prison terms for this group of offe'nders. 

During 1984, the Target Crime Initiative Program 
provided $47,619,200 to 19 counties l and the five 
boroughs of the City of New York. 

Tel 19aJ-~ funding 

Corrections 
Defense 
Labs 
Probation 
P rosecut ion 
Sheriff 
Statewide 

10 TAl 

$ 2,452,644 
15,057,596 
1,357,564 
2,262,664 

24,280,908 
967,723 

1,240,099 

$47,619,200 

lCounties include Albany, Broome, Chemung, 
Dutchess, Erie, Monroe, Nassau, Niagara, Oneida, 
Onondaga, Orange, Rensselaer, Rockland, Saratoga, 
Steuben, Suffolk, Ulster and Westchester. 
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ApprOXimately 83% of all TCI monies went to sup­
port proaecution (51.0%) and defense (31.6%) ser­
vices in 1984-85. The remainder, 17.4%, went to 
support corrections, laboratory, probation, sheriff 
and other services. 

for the 1984/85 fiscal year, a total of 
$47,619,200 was awarded to 67 local criminal jus­
tice agencies participating in the program, a 17.1% 
increase over the previous fiscal year. 

Statewide, over 1,200 personnel in local criminal 
justice agencies are paid for by the TCI program, 
including 371 assistant district attorneys, 202 
defense attorneys and 62 probation officers. In 
many smaller count ies, the TCI program often rep­
resents a staff increase of 25 to 35% or more 
within the offices of the prosecutor and pUblic; 
defender. These increases allow the district 
attorney and/or public defender to use staff 
resources in a more effective manner and 
concentrate on identified TCI target crimes. 

ASSETS AN> fORfEITURE 

During the year, Tel staff administered the one 
million dollars appropriated for the implementation 
of the Asset-forfeiture Law (Chapter 669, Laws of 
1984). This legislat ion enables law enforcement 
agents and prosecutors to seize both the proceeds 
and instrumentalities of a crime, thereby reducing 
the incenti ve for and pro fit of crime. In accord­
ance with the legislation, the state funds were 
equally distributed to the eighteen prosecutors who 
appLied. 
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O£RGENCY FELONY/SPECIAL NARCOTICS PROGRAM 

These two programs in New York City are designed 
to reduce felony case backlogs, eliminate unjust 
court delays and enhance the proaecution of drug 
traffickers. They have been kept separate from the 
Target Crime Initiative Program because the city is 
required to match state funds. A total of 27 ad­
ditional court parts are fully staffed and funded 
through this state/city partnership. In addition 
to judges and other court employees, these programs 
provide prosecutors, including staff of the New 
York City Special Narcotics Prosecutor, public 
d3fense attorneys, corrections officers to detain 
and transport inmates, probation officers to pre­
pare pre-sentence investigations and crime labor­
atory equipment and personnel to analyze 
narcotics. 

MAJOR tf'fENSE POI. ICE PROGRAM 

MOPP units were established in New York's largest 
cities and counties where the population is great­
est and the incidence of 'crime is most severe. 
These special police uni ts augment local law en­
forcement efforts, target the career felony of­
fender and help fight narcotics trafficking. The 
primary goal of the program is to develop success­
ful prosecutions against repeat felony offenders by 
reinforcing these cases with increased inves­
tigative resources where necessary and by assisting 
the prosecutor in obtaining the most sppropriate 
conviction and sentence. 

In 1984, the MOPP program provided $11,407,000 
for the hiring of 220 additionsl police and 12 
support personnel, as well as needed equipment in 
the cities of New York, Buffalo, Rochester and 
Syracuse; the counties of Suffolk, Nassau, 
Westchester, Rockland and Orange; and the Division 
of State Police. 
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The various MOPP units combined reported making 
7,559 arrests in 1984. Most of those arrested were 
career criminals or other felons who were respon­
sible for serious crimes that warranted special 
attention. MOPP arrests increased by 514 or 7.3% 
from the same period in 1983, when 7,045 MDPP ar­
rests were reported by program participants. In 
1984, the New York City Police Department handled 
3,330 cases, a 4% increase from the 1983 level. 
Through a cooperati ve effort with New York City's 
five district attorneys, the indictment rate for 
these augmented cases has been nearly 76%. Avail­
able sentencing data indicate that over half of the 
New York City MOPP defendants received state prison 
sentences averaging six years. 

SPECIAL WARRANT ErEORCEt€NT ENHANCO£NT PROGRAM 
(SWE(P) 

This program provided $2,500,000 in state funds 
to assist local police agencies in apprehending 
their most serious felony warrant subjects. 

Twenty-one of the state's largest law enforcement 
agencies participated in SWEEP, which began 
September 1, 1984. A total of 135 sworn personnel 
were added to warrant enforcement duties under the 
program. Agency reports indicated that 3,414 war­
rants have been cleared as a result of their SWEEP 
efforts, including 595 felony warrants cleared by 
s\~EEP-funded personnel working with the U.S. 
Marshall's ten-week f.I.S.T. VII program. 

JUVENRE JUSTICE AND fEDERAl PROGRAMMING 

The Division administers federal block grant 
funds received by New York State under the Juvenile 
Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act (JJDPA). 
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K. DIVISION ~ CRIMINAl. JUSTICE SERVICES 

During 1984, a total of 57 juvenile justice proj­
ects were funded at a cost of $3,444,482. Of the 
funds awarded, $1,055,457 have been awarded for 
delinquency prevention and diversion programs; 
$877 ,2P9 for services for detained or incarcerated 
youth; $824,169 for dispositional alternatives; and 
$176,438 for systems' planning and interagency 
coordination. Specific projects which addressed 
the problems of serious and violent crimes commit­
ted by juveniles accounted for $1,509,206 or 44% of 
the awarded funds. 

It is estimated that with these monies over 
11,500 youth were or will be directly served, with 
more than 5,330 of these youth being serious or 
violent offenders. 

OTt£R lOCAl AID PROGRAMS 

The Division of Criminal Justice Services also 
provides a range of other programs and services 
besides those previously mentioned which provide 
funding to localities. 
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l ~ ________ _ 

Division of Cri_inal Juatice Services (DCJS) 
local Aid ProgrBMs 

Asset/forfeiture Initiative 
Crime Prevention funds 
Emergency felony Case Processing 

Program 
Indigent Parolee Program 
Justice Assistance Act 
Juvenile Justice & 

Delinquency Prevention 
NYS Defenders' Association 
Major Offense Police Program (MOPP) 
Mobile Radio District Program 
Neighborhood Preservation Crime 

Prevent.ion Act 
Prisoners' Legal Services 
Soft Body Armor Reimbursement Prg. 
Special Narcotics Court Program 
Spedal Warrant Enforcement 

Enhancement Program I (SWEEP) 
Target Crime Initiative Prg. (TCI) 
Transit Crime Interdiction Program 
Transit Strike force 

PL TE.RNATIVES TO INCARCERATION PROGRAM 

1,000,000 
1,585,700 

3,939,100 
1,507,008 

2,651,754 
540,000 

11,407,804 
3,600,627 

1,900,000 
2,207,100 

309,789 
4,589,800 

2,499,358 
46,619,200 

3,745,000 

During 1984, the Division also administered $2.4 
million in Demonstration Alternatives to Incarcer­
ation which funded local programs that reduced the 
incidence of incarceration of non-violent offenders 
in both local and state facilities. 

OTf£R DCJS SERVICES 

Missing Children's Registry~ provides infor­
mation to criminal justice and child care agencies 

'concerning New York's missing children. 

"GIVE TIP" Drug Hotline- provides toll free 
telephone number to citizens who want to relay 
information concerning drug trafficking within the 
State. 

"12 Host Wanted" Program- enlists confidential 
citizen assistance in apprehending the State's most 
wanted criminals" 
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State funding of DCJS C1i11bs 39.7"; Since 1983 

funding of DCJS grew 39.7% between 1983 and 1984, 
and an average of 33.3% per year since 1980. 

Year 

1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 

DCJS r unding 
1980-1984 

Amount 

50 ,075,000 
69,928,000 
87,608,000 
83,659,000 

116,857,000 

% Change 

+39.7% 
+25.3% 
- 4.5% 
+39.7% 

Approximately $80.7 million or 69% of all DCJS 
funds during 1984-85 were in the form of local aid 
Dr. grant programs. 
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PART IV 

Criminal Justice 
Local Assistance Programs 
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STATE AID TO LOCAlITIES 

A. STATE AID TO LOCAlITIES ••• OYERVI£W 

The State makes payments to localities in sup­
port of specific local criminal justice activities. 
These payments are often made to encourage local 
participation in particular programs, to require a 
certain l:!tandard of performance or to help offset 
the costs of local actions mandated by State law. 

The State aids localities through general purpose 
aid and through program specific or targeted aid. 
General purpose aid gives localities the discretion 
and flexibility to carry out essential public 
services, reflecting local needs and priorities. 
Although not designated for criminal justice 
functions, these descretionary funds often allow 
localities to initiate or continue their support of 
public safety programs. 

STATE AID TO lDCM.ITIES 
BY AGENCY AND PROGRAM 

fOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE PURPOSES 

(H ICE (J" TI£ COtFTRlJ.LER 
Salaries of District Attorneys 

m:PARTMENT (J" CORRECTIONAL SERVICES (DOCS) 

Board of Prisoners: Coram Nobis 
Board of Prisoners: Felons 
Board of Prisoners: Parole Violators 
Board of Prisoners: state Readies 

CRIME VICTIMS BOARD 

Crime Victim Compensation Awards 
Victim and Witness 

Assistance Program: Comprehensi ve 
Court Related 
Domestic Violence 
Sexual Assault 

DIVISION (J" CRIMINAl. JUSTICE SERVICES (DCJS) 

Asset/Forfeiture Initiative 
Crime Prevention Funds 
Emergency Felony Case Processing Program 
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Indigent Parolee Program 
Justice Assistance Act 

OVERVIEW 

Juvenile Justice & Delinquency Prevention 
NYS Defenders' Association 
Major Offense Police Program (MOPP) 
Mobile Radio District Program 
Neighborhood Preservation Crime Prevention Act 
Prisoners' Legal Services 
Soft Body Armor Reimbursement Program 
Special Narcotics Court Program 
Special Warrant Enforcement Enhancement 

Program I (SWEEP) 
Target Crime Initiative Program (TCI) 
Transit Crime Interdiction Program 
Transit Strike Force 

DIVISION (J" PROBlATION AND CORRECTIONAL 
PI.. TERNATIVES 

PINS Diversion 
Classification Alternatives 
Demonstration Projects 
Intensive Supervision/Alternative Sentence Prg. 
Regular St.ate Aid 

DIVISION fOR YOUTH 

Corrmunity Care 
Detention: Non-Secure 
DetenUon: Secure 
Runaway & Homeless Youth 
Special Legislative Contracts 
Transitional Independent living Support 
Voluntary Agency Care 
Youth Development & Delinquency 

P reven tion (YD!:P) 

Targeted State aid supports sped fic criminal 
justice programs. For example, State aid to local 
probstion departments is 'specifically designed to 
stimulate the development and improvement of local 
probation operations and procedures. Local 
probation expenditures approved by the State 
Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives 
are eligible for State reimbursement. Other State 
aid programs target areas such as police services, 
delinquency prevention, or prosecution activities. 



STATE AID TO lOCALITIES 

B. Il:PARTMENT (F CORRECTIONAl SERVICES (DOCS) 

Board of Prisoners. The Board of Prisoners I 
account is the only source of local assistance 
funding administered by OOCS. funds paid out of 
the account cover four areas: 

o Coram Nobis: Irvnates may have to be returned 
to their county of commitment for court 
proceedings. When they are, they are housed in 
the county jail. Counties are reimbursed $20 
per diem for housing these inmates. 

o Felons: Persons convicted of "D" and "E" 
felonies who receive a maximum sentence of less 
than one year cannot be incarcerated in State 
facilities. Instead, these sentences are 
served in county jails. This program 
reimburses the county at the rate of $20 per 
diem. 

o Parole Violators: Counties are reimbursed $20 
per diem for housing parole violators until 
they can be transferred into the State system. 

o State Readies: These are convicted felons for 
whom the committing county has notified the 
Department that they are awaiting transfer into 
the state system. Beginning on 7/1/85, 
counties were reimbursed $20 per diem toward 
the cost of housing those who have been State 
ready for fi ve days. After the inmate has been 
State ready five days, reimbursement is 
retroacti ve to the first day. Conversely, if 
an individual is State ready for only one to 
four days, there is no reimbursement. 
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DEPARTMENT or CORRECTIONAL SERVICES 

1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 

Board of 
Prisoners 

o Coram Nobis $ 4,860 $ 6,645 $ 34,905 
o felons 10 ,lB7 ,851 11,956,885 12,709,472 
o Parole 

Violators 646,358 731,285 1,648,735 
o State 

Readies ----- ---- -----.. 
TOTAl $10,839,069 $12,694,815 $14,393,112 
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STATE AID TO LOCALITIES 

C. CRIME VICTIMS BOARD (CYB) 

Crime Victims Compensation Awards. The Crime 
Victims Compensation Program provides financial 
assistance to innocent victims' of violent crimes. 
Claims may be filed by the victim of a crime who 
has incurred personal injuries or by a surviving 
spouse, parent, child or other dependent if the 
victim died as a direct result of the crime. 
Payments are made for unreimbursed medical and 
rehabilitative expenses as well as loss of earnings 
or support. funeral benefits may be paid to any 
person who has paid the burial expenses. The 
program is also permit ted to reimburse claimants 
for transportation costs incurred for necessary 
court appearances in connection with the 
pr9secution of a crime and for loss or damage to 
essential personal property. Victims 60 years or 
older and disabled victims need not be injured to 
qualify for these last two benefits. Beginning 
with federal fiscal Year 10/1/85 - 9/30/86 the 
State will receive federal compensation funds on a 
35% reimbursement rate, and these are included in 
the fV 1985-86 appropriation. 

Victim and Witness Assistance Program. In fY 
1981-82, the Crime Victim Board initiated the Vic­
tim and Witness Assistance Program with $1. 9 
million in funding for 22 programs. The number of 
funded programs has since doubled. Each of the 
local programs which receives funding provides 
services in one of five general areas for victims 
and witnesses: 

o victims of domestic violence, 
o elderly crime victims, 
o victims of sexual assaults, 
o all types of victims, and 
o court related services. 

CRIME VICTIMS BOAR D 

CRIME YICTIMS BOARD 

Program 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 

Crime Victims 
C ompensa tion 

Victim/Witness: 
$6,468,847 $ 8,807,475 $ 7,038,465 

Comprehensive 
Victim/Witness: Court 

Related 
Victim/Witness: Domestic 

Violence 
Victim/Witness: Elderly 
Victim/Witness: Sexaul 

Assault 

864,540 846,174 1,401,919 

407,794 

178,741 
377,085 

91,231 

406,648 

265,719 
386,81.3 

168,254 

719,907 

325,634 
476,558 

247,399 

TOTAL $8,388,238 $10,881,08 3 $10,209,882 

ray of These programs provide 
assistance services to 
fiscal, psychological 

onomic, 
a comprehensive ar 

address the ec 
and criminal j 

consequences of victimization. Services i 
information, referral to other agencies, sup 

counseling, psychological counseling, 
counseling, application assistance, 
notification, court accompanied impact stat 
hotline, lock installation, home visits, 
service', and transportation. 

ustice 
nclude: 
portive 

group 
court 

ements, 
escort 

isting 
$2.769 

The agency anticipatas expanding ex 
programs and in~tiating new programs with 
million in federal funds from the victims 0 f Crime 
Act (VOCA)-of 1984. 
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D. DIVISION or CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES (DCJS) 

Asset/forfeiture Initiative. Pursuant to Chapter 
669 of the laws of 1984, one million cbllars in 
State funds were made available to the Target Crime 
Initiative (see program description below) counties 
and the New York City Special Narcotics Prosecutor. 
The legislation enables prosecutors to seize both 
the proceeds and instrumentalities of a crime, 
thereby reducing the incentive for and profit of 
crime. funds appropriated for the purpose of 
carrying out the provisions of this act, and 
amendments thereto, are equally apportioned among 
the offices of distr ic t at torneys in local.i ties 
that receive state funds for the service and 
expense of prosecution. 

Crime Prevention. This program provides funds 
for special contractural servicea, for expenses of 
programs to prevent crime and protect senior 
citizens. These appropriations commenced with one 
award in 1977 and increased to 90 awards in 1985. 
There was no appropriation for fV 1982-83. 
Although initially placed in the state purposes 
portion of the budget, this appropriation now 
appears in local assistance. 

The responsibility for implementation rests with 
the Commissioner of the Division of Criminal 
Justice Services, and is administered by the Office 
of Crime Prevention of the Bureau for MLnicipal 
Police. 

Emergency felony Case Processing Program. A 
rapidly increasing court backlog led to the passage 
of the Emergency felony Csse Processing Program 
(Chapter 496 and 497 of the laws of 1971). When 
first enacted, 15 additional court parts ware 
established with State support to expedite the 
processing of the backlogged felony cases. As a 
result of court reorganization and consolidation 
efforts, the historically designated parts have 
been integrated into the total court system. The 
N.V.C. legal Aid Society and the N.V.C. Department 
of Probation also participate in the program by 
providing defense services and completing 
pre-sentence investigat ions. The State shares 
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DIVISION or CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES 
AID PROGRAMS 

Program 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 

Asset/Forfeiture 
Initiative $ 1,000,000 

Crime Prevention 
Funds $ 1,420,000 1,585,700 

Emergency Felony . 
Case Processing 
Program $ 3,285,221 3,682,:mo 3,939,100 

Indigent Parolee 
Program 1,259,462 1,358,863 1,507,008 

Juvenile Justice & 
Delinquency ., 
Prevention 2,B49,392 2,765,098 2,651,754 

NYS Defenders' 
Asoociation 442,400 442,400 540,000 

Major Offenae Police 
Program (HOPP) 10,057,842 10,661,500 11,407,804 

Mobile Radio 
District P 1'g. 1,904,308 3,600,627 

Neighborhood -
P reservation Crime 
Prevention Act 1,000,000 1,900,000 

Prillonera' Legal 
Services 1,361,800 1,361,600 2,207,100 

Soft: Body Armor 
Reimbursement Prg. 309,789 

Special Narcotics 
Court Prg. 3,386,333 3,589,500 4,589,800 

Special Warrant 
Enforcement 
Enhancement 
Program I (SWEEP) 2,499,358 

Target Crime 
Initiative 
Program (TcI) 37,444,391 40,678,700 46,619,200 

Tranait Crime 
Interdiction Prg. -_ .... --- ------ ------

Transit Strike Force 3,500,000 3,745,000 

TOTAL $60,086,641 $72,364,969 $88,102,240 

with the City of New York the expense of operating 
15 court parts, with State aid totaling 58% of the 
cost. Payment of aid is contingent on a matching 
appropriation from the City of New York for the 
remaining 42% of expenses. 
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STATE AID TO LOCAlITIES 

Indigent Parolee Program. The State provides aid 
to countiea for the legal representation of in­
digent parolees by private, appointed attorneya and 
public defense programs, pursuant to Section 250(i) 
of the Executive Law and Article 18-8 of the County 
Law. The program has existed since 1973 and helps 
meet the need of indigent parole violators for 
competent legal help. This State aid effort con­
tributes to a more efficient parole revocation 
proceas, the elimination of delays and a reduction 
in unneceasary incarceration of alleged violators. 

Legal services for individuals involved in parole 
revocations are provided according to a plan that 
is executed by either the county executive or the 
board of supervisors of each county or by the gov­
erning city. in which a county is wholly contained. 
The plan describes whether the legal assistance 
pu rchased wi 11 invol ve the se rv ices of a pub lic 
defender, a private legal aid bureau or. society, or 
an administrator of a bar association appointed­
counsel plan. The Division of Criminal Justice 
Services is reponsible for the adminis- tration of 
these funds through a system of reimbursement to 
the counties. 

Justice Assistance Act - Federal Funds. The 
Division of Criminal· Justice Services, through the 
Juvenile Justice and Federal Programming Unit, 
administers Federsl block grant funds received 
under the Justice Assistance Act. The Justice 
Assistance Act's block grant program will award New 
Yor~State $3,396,000 to support programs in any of 
18 Federally designated progrsm a .... eas. The 
Governor I s Office, in consultation with members of 
the legislature, has directed that theae funds in 
1986-87 will support programs in the following 
areas, subject to necesssry Federal approvals: 

o Prosecution of White Collar and Organized 
Crime 

o Violent Predator 
o Pre-Trial Services 
o Enhancement of Child Abuse Pro~ecution 
o Information Systems 
o Narcotics Enforcement 
o Integrated Criminal Apprehension Program 
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Juvenile Justice and Delinguency Prevention -
Federal Funds. The Division of Criminal Justice 
Services, through the Juvenile Justice and Federal 
Programming Uni t, administers Federal block grant 
funds received under the Federal Juvenile Justice 
and Delinquency 'Prevention Act. These funds are 
utilized by New York State to assist units 'of local 
government and State agencies in improving the oper­
ations of the juvenile justice system, in efforts to 
control crime, and to assure the quality of justice 
in the State. The funds primarily provide seed 
money to support changes in improvements in the 
juvenile justice system. Funds are used to support 
programs in six areas: 

o Delinquency Prevention/Diveraion 
o Services for Detained and Incarcerated Youth 
o Dispositional Alternatives 
o Court Processing 
o Monitoring Compliance 
o Systems Planning and Interagency Coordination 

Ma jor Offense Police Program (MOPP). This pro­
gram provides State funds to nine of the lar.gest 
police agendes in the State to target violent of­
fendera, career criminals, and narcotics traf­
fickel's. The cities of New York, Rochester, 
Syracuse, and Nassau and Suffolk counties have iden­
tified career criminals who receive special case 
processing by the Detective Bureau when arrested for 
felony offenses. The city of Buffalo estab lished 
separate task forces dealing with robbery, burglary, 
and sex crimes to identify and apprehend career 
offenders. Rockland and Orange counties created 
county-wide task forces comprised of local police 
officers and county district attorney investigators 
to target major narcotics traffickers. In 
Westchester, Nassau, and Suffolk counties, M.O.P.P. 
funds supplement existing narcotics investigations 
through the add i tion of personnel and "buy-money." 
In 1984, M.O.P.P. funds supported 199 sworn police 
personnel, one assistant district attorney, and nine 
support staff who conducted intensive investigations 
against "career criminals" who Were violent or re­
peat felons. M.O.P.P. personnel in the nine local­
ities handled a total of 9,852 cases against the 
most serious offenders in 1984, up 12% from the 1983 
M.O.P.P. total of 8,820 cases. 
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Mobile Radio District Program. This program 
seeks to standardize law enforcement radio config­
urations and enhance communication hardware in 
municipal law enforcement agencies. Effective 
April 1, 1983 the Mobile Radio District program was 
re-enacted by the legislature. The legislature did 
not appropriate any moniea for this program in 
1982. 

The program that has been in effect for the past 
thirteen years was a combination of federal and 
locally funded projects. Since 1982 the program 
has been state funded. 

The reponsibility for implementation now rests 
with the Commissioner of Division of Criminal Just­
ice Services and is administered by the Bureau for 
Municipal Police, Mobile Radio District Section. 

Neighborhood Preservation Crime Prevention Act*. 
Established in the laws of 1983, Chapter 55, by 
Governor Cuomo and the legislature, the Neighbor­
hood Preservation Crime Prevention Act msde funds 
available to local not-for-profit organizations 
(excluding municipalities, except for auxiliary 
police programs). The funds are awarded on a com­
petitive basis for organizations to operate crime 
prevention programs. 

The responsibili ty for the implementation of this 
program rests with the Commissioner of Division of 
Criminal Justice Services. It is administered by 
the Office of Crime Prevention of the Bureau of 
Municipal Police. 

*The funds supporting NPCPA are in the state pur­
poses portion of the annual budget, but the statute 
creating this program indicates thst the awards are 
to be made to community-based organizations. 

DIVISION or CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES 

N. Y. S. Defenders' Association. The State has 
funded the N.Y. S. Defenders' Association since 1981 
in order to provide broad-based defender support 
services on a statewide level. Over the past four 
years, the Association has provided legal research 
and consultstion on over 4,000 requests by public 
de fense attorneys. Such assistance encompasses 
legal memoranda, snalyses of briefs, consultation, 
videotaped court simulations, workshops and training 
seminars. 

The Association is involved in amicus ~ 
work. It provides a referral service to help de­
fenders obtain expert witnesses, investigators and 
attorneys with particular expertise, and it collects 
and disseminates briefs and other material to prov­
ide defense attorneys with legal research capab­
ilities. It also provides technical assistance to 
both State and local governments, provides evalua­
t.i ve seminars and engagfis in reaearch and data re­
trieval covering various aspects of the criminal 
justice system. 

Prisoners' legal Services. Prisoners' legal 
Services of Ne~1 York (PlS) provides legal assistance 
to inmates of New York's State correctional fac il­
ities who have no other legal representation, are 
financially unable to retain counsel and cannot 
obtain legal assistance from any other legal serv­
ices organization. PlS began in 1976 with r ederal 
grant funds, and since 1978 has been supported by 
the State. 

With a central office in New York City, 
Prisoners' legal Services maintains six field of­
fices, located in Albany, Buffalo, Ithaca, Platt­
sburgh, Poughkeepsie and New York. The types of 
cases handled by Prisoners' legal Services are 
grouped into three general categories: 1) post­
conviction matters, such as sentence computa- tion 
and determination of parole eligibility; 2) insti­
tutional prob lems, such 8',; disciplinary procedures 
and living conditions; and 3) a wide range of civil 
and domestic law problemsp such as matrimonial 
actions and custody proceedings. 
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STATE AID TO LOCAlIT!ES 

These legal service~ have succeeded in providing 
reasonable and satisfactory resolution of inmate 
problems and grievances. Prisoners' Legal Services 
also serves the State's court system, to the extent 
that it screens complaints from its inmate clients 
and diverts from the courts potential litigation 
which is deemed to be without merit. 

Soft Body Armor Reimbursement Program. The Soft 
Body Armor Vest Reimbursement Program was initiated 
in the Department of labor in 1981. The program 
provides state reimbursement to municipalities, 
public authorities and public benefit corporations 
for expenses incurred in the purchase of soft body 
ballistic armor vests for police officers. 

E ffecti ve April 1, 1984, repQnsibility for the 
Program was transferred to the Commissioner of 
Division of Criminal Justice Services. 

Special Narcotics Court Program. The Special 
Narcotics Court program (SNP) was initiated by 
Chapter 462 of the laws of 1971 as a legislative 
response to the need for an efficient, specialized 
and coordinated narcotics law enforcement operation 
within the city of New York. 

Pursuant to this legislation, the five' New York 
City district attorneys appointed a Special Narcot­
ics Prosecutor. With offices centrally located in 
lower Manhattan, the Special Narcotics Prosecutor 
is responsible for the city-wide prosecution of 
narcotics cases. In adsJ,ition, he is responsible 
for convening a special Grand Jury which also has 
city-wide jurisdiction. 

Twelve court parts, concerned solely with the 
handling of narcotics related cases, were also 
created. 

The Office of Special Narcotics Prosecutor 
initially se rved fi ve of the court parts, which 
were centrally located in Manhattan. 
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funds authorized pursuant to Chapter 462 of the 
Laws of 1971, as amended for State fiscal Year 
81-82, continue to be utilized to pay for the Spe­
cial Narcotics Prosecutor and supportive services 
provided by the legal Aid Society and the New York 
City Departments of Probation and Corr~ctions. 

Both the State and City contribute funds to sup­
port the program; the State's share totals 61% of 
the program cost while the city contributes the 
remaining 39%. 

Special Warrant Enforcement Enhancement Program 
(S. W.E.E.P.). Governor Cuomo and the legislature 
established the Special Warrant Enforcement Enhance­
ment Program (S.W.E.E.P.) in September 1984 in resp­
Onse to a growing backlog of outstanding criminal 
warrants. S.W.E.E.P. provided $2.5 million in State 
funcls to assist 21 law enforcement agencies in ap­
prehending their most serious fdony warrant sus­
pects. The goal of the program is to provide fund­
ing assistance for additional enforcement per­
sonnel fr.r short term, intensive warrant enforcement 
in the localities with the most severe felony war­
rant backlogs. These personnel are assigned on a 
temporary basis to enhance existing warrant enforce­
ment efforts. A total of 5,947 warrants Were 
cleared under S.W.E.E.P. including 1,B18 violent 
felony and 2,590 felony warrants. 

Target Crime Initiative Program (TCI). TCI was 
created April 1, 1983 as the result of a recommenda­
tion by the Governor to the legislature. Three 
prosecution programs, the State felony Program, 
Major Violent Offense Trial Program, and the Major 
Offense Prosecution Program, were merged into one 
comprehensive anti-crime package 1:0 eliminate over­
lapping snd duplicated program services. The pri­
mar.y goal of TCI is to combat violent felony crime 
and target on the swift adjudication of habitual and 
violent offenders. Specific program objectives 
include reducing the caseloads of TCI attorneys, 
increasing the number of indictments against repeat 
offenders, eliminating plea bargaining except under 
extraordinary circumstances, increasing the rate and 
level of conVictions, and increasing the number and 
length of prison sentences for TCI defendants. 
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The number of counties participating in TCI has 
been expanded from 18 to 27, and now includes those 
counties reporting 97% of the violent felonies in 
the State. 

Transit Crime Interdiction Program. In April 
1985, t:-'e Transit Crime Interdiction Program was 
established. This program supports a Decoy Unit of 
24 officers and 3 supervisors. Members of the 
Decoy Unit analyze crime patterns on the subway 
system and then pose as persons likely to be vic­
timized in order to catch offender;s in the act of 
committing serious crimes. Through the end of 
October 1985, the Decoy Unit made a total of 460 
felony arrests of which 443 were made on the sub­
way, 2 on buses, and 15 off the transit system. Of 
the 405 adult offenders arrested, 292 had prior 
arrest records, including 224 which had prior 
felony arrests. 

Transit Strike force. In response to growing 
public outcry over subway crime, Governor. Cuomo and 
the State Legislature provided 3.5 million dollars 
for the establishment of the Transi t Police Strike 
force on April 1, 1983. The Strike force generates 
a target list of violent or repeat offenders oper­
ating on the subway system. The crimes of hom­
icide, kidnapping, forcible rape/sodomy, and rob­
beries are targeted along with suspects who have 
been arrested for fi ve or more lar(;inies such as 
pickpocketing or jostling. These targets receive 
special handling when arrested to ensure their 
removal from the subway system. During 1984, the 
Strike force arrested 1,866 persons as target of­
fenders or for committing target crimes. Of these 
908 were augmented by the Strike force's Major Case 
or Robbery Squads resulting in 907 felony arraign­
ments. An additional 41 non-target CQses were 
augmented, bringing the total number of offenders 
augmented to 949. The Apprehension Uni t of the 
Strike Force targets pickpockets, jostlers, and 
bagopeners and arrested 416 persons for such 
offenses in 1984. 
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STATE AID TO LOCALITIES DIVISION Of PROBATION AND CORRECTIONAL ALTERNATIVES 

E. DIVISION Of PRDBATION AND CORRECTIONAL 
Al..1ERNATIV(S 

County Planning for Alternatives to Incarceration 
(Classification Alternatives). Pursuant to Chap­
ters 907 and 908, Laws of 1984, $3,050,000 was 
appropriated in FY 1985-86 and made available to 
all counties and the City of New York for the es­
tablishment or expansion of alternatives to incar­
ceration programs. To be eligible to receive state 
aid, and to be able to utilize a new classification 
system in the local jail, each county was required 
to estab lish an alternati vea to incarceration ad­
visory board and to undertake a planning process 
designed to ident~fy the types of alternatives 
programming needed in the county. To date, 44 
counties and the City of New York have aubmitted 
alternatives to incarceration service plans and are 
receiving funds thst support approximately 70 new 
or expanded programs. Based upon contractual ob­
jectives, it is estimated that more than 3,000 of­
fenders will be diverted· from jail sentences at the 
post-convict ion stage, while another several thou­
ssnd wi 11 be released while awaiting disposition 
through new or enhsnced pre-trial release efforts. 

Prior to the creation of the Division in 1985, 
this program was administered by the Division of 
Criminal Justice Services. 

Demonstration Pro jects. Demonstration projects 
generally fall into one of three program models: 
community service sentencing projects; individ~al­
ized sentencing plan programs; and offender reha­
bilitation programs. In FY 1985-86, there were 28 
such projects. During the current fiscal year, 
these 100% state funded programs are expected to 
provide services to more than 10,000 clients, ap­
proximately one-half of whom will be offenders 
whose case outcomes are directly impacted by pro­
gram intervention. 
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Program 

PINS 
Diversion 

Classi fication 
Alternatives 

Demonstrat ion 

1982-83 1983-84 

$ ------- $ ------- $ 

1984-85 

Projects 799,927 1,240,000 2,383,183 

Intensive 
S~ervision/ 
Alternative 
Sent. Prg. 3,258,076 3,567,447 4,431,146 

Regular State 
Aid 28,610,943 31,543,199 34,386,869 

TOTAL $32,668,991 $36,350,646 $41,201,198 

Intensive Supervision/Alternative Sentencing 
Program. The Intensive Supervision/Alternative 
Sentencing Program (ISP /ASP) is intended to provide 
a Viable dispositional option to the courts. A 
cooperative effort between State and local jurisdic­
tions, ISP /ASP provides fiscal resources to support 
a program model which emphasizes strict supervision 
and complete accountability to sentencing courts. 
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The program focuaes on two discrete groups from 
among the much larger, generally successful proba­
tion population: felony offenders sentenced to 
probation only because ISP /ASP supervision is 
available; and felony and misdemeanant probationers 
statiatically least likely to successfully complete 
their sentences. 

During F'Y 1985-86, a neW aspect of this overall 
program hsa been added called the Conditional Order 
of Probation Experiment (COPE). This new effort 
provides for a limited demonstration period in 
which the suitability of an offender for a proba­
tion sentence may be determined. 

Regular State Aid. Section 246 of the New York 
State Executive Law provides for financial assist­
ance from the State to localities for probation 
operations " ••• for control and rehabili tat ion of 
offendera." In order to receive these funds to 
develop and improve services, local probation de­
partments must operate according to approved pro­
grams within the Division I s Rules and Regulations. 
Current reimbursement is set at 46.5 percent of 
approved expenditures for msintaIning and improving 
probation services. 

During F'Y 1982-83 a special Warrant Enforcement 
Unit was funded in New York City under thia pro­
gram. 

PINS Diversion. Chapter 813 of the Lawa of 1985 
was enacted to prevent inappropriate or unnecessary 
court intervention on beht!l f of juveniles alleged 
to be in need of supervision. Thia legislation 
puts in place the mechanisms to divert appropriate 
youth and their familiea to non-judicial, preven­
tive, community services. 

$1 million was appropriated for the Division of 
Probation and Correctional Alternatives to start-up 
the PINS Diversion Program talder which the State 
will reimburse localities for diverting youths from 
out-of-the-home placements. 
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f. DIVISION fOR YOUTH 

Detention Services-Secure and Non-Secure. This 
program is designed to provide 50~ fiSCSll support 
to localitiea operating secure and/or non-secure 
detention programs. Theae funds provide the Div­
ision with the leverage to assure compliance with 
rules and regulations governing detention facil­
itiea. The non-secure aspect of this program haa 
been steadily expanding to acoommodate a more dif­
ficult youth in the least restrictive environment. 

Runaway and Homeleas youth Services 
LRHYA)/Transitional Independent Living Support. 
This program gives the Division the authority and 
financial capaci ty to support and encourage the 
continued establishment of local programs to s=rve 
runaway and homeless youth. Statutory provisions 
were modified during 1985 to permit expansion into 
the area of providing services to homeless and 
transitional youth up to age 21. 

Special Legislative Contracts. This is a Legis­
lative initiative providing funds for new or expan­
ded youth centers, career counseling, and 
recreation programs. 

Voluntary Agency Care. This program provides 50% 
fiscal support to local county departments of soc­
ial services who are responsible for payment for 
care of PINS and JD youth in voluntary child care 
agencies. It permits the Division to provide sup­
port and technical assistance to local departments 
and voluntary agenciea to improve services to 
troubled youth. 

Youth DeveloDme~t and Delinquency Prevention 
(YD/DP 2. This program funds local commlJli ty 
paycho-social and recreational progl."ams for youth 
through county and mlJlicipal youth bureaus. Im­
plementat ion is aided through programmatic support 
from Division field staff and financial assistance 
provided by the State aid formula of Article 19A of 
the Executive Law. 
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Program 

Community Care 
Detention: 

Non-Secure 
Detention: 

Secure 
RlJ1away and 

Homeless 
youth 

Special Legis. 
Contrscts 

Transitional 
Independent 
Li.ving 
Support 

Voluntary 
Agency Care 

Youth Develop_ 
& Delinq. 
Prevention 
( YDOP) 

TOTM.. 

DIVISION fOR YOUTH 

DIVISION FOR YOUTH 

1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 

------ ------ ------

3,999,999 3,199,997 3,699,997 

9,177,368 10 ,684, 722 13,325,643 

1,206,330 1,522,000 1,594,340 

1,649,642 2,181,925 2,146,956 

------- ------ -------

18,999,999 20,329,992 21,729,996 

29 ,SOO ,000 29,675,000 29,675,000 

$64,533,3'8 $67.,59',636 $72,171,9'2 



STATE AID TO lOCALITIES 

G. orner or THE COMPTROlLER 

The state has actively encouraged localities to 
establish full time district attorney positions 
through special subsidies. Although district 
attorney salaries are set by State law, countIes 
are financially responsible for their costs. Cur­
rently, all counties with populations of 100,000 or 
more must have full time prosecutors. These count­
ies (25) receive the $10,000 annual state subsidy. 
I n add !tion, any county whose popu lation 1s between 
40,000 and 100,000 is eligible for the $10,000 
subsidy provided they employ a full time district 
attorney. Thirteen counties fall into the optional 
category and receive the state subsidy. 
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Program 

Salaries of 
District 
Attorneys 

TOTAL 

I 
I 

OFfICE OF THE COMPTROllER 

I 
OffICE Of THE COMPTROLLER I 

1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 

I 
$ 350,000 $ 430,000 $ 440,000 

$ 350,000 $ 430,000 $ 440,000 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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~ 
~ TABLE H 1.1 

STA IE AID TO LOCALI TIES !1 
~ BY PROGRAM AND AG£NCY, 19B4 
~ 
~ o(PARTI£NI Of CORRECTIONAL S£RVICES CRII£ VICTIMS BOARD " ~ 

V & WI V & WI V & W: 
~ 
~ 

PAROLE V & W: COURl DOI£STIC V & W: SEXUAL ~ CORUM 
~ COUNTY NOBIS fElONS VIOLATORS COMPREHENSIVE RELATED VIOlATORS ELOCRL Y ASSAULT , 
',; , 

Albany $ 4,500 $ 210,825 $ 145,995 $ $ $ $ $ t Allegany 16,830 45 
'1 Broome 157,380 11,700 27,396 49,156 
Q Cattaraugus 765 47,640 7,230 

Cayuga J,360 36,405 10,860 
Chautauqua 86,880 21,060 H,7D 
Ct-em.ng 60,825 9,345 49,328 
Chenango 20,235 6,945 
Clinton 45 35,925 3,915 28,211 
Columbia 27,570 9,270 
Cortland 22,905 5,505 
Delaware 26,415 1,110 
Dutchess 46,680 61,350 64,204 
Erie 276,600 68,647 124,064 HI,720 
Ease)( 45 8,3IO 1,365 
r ronkHn 26,505 1,620 
fulton 975 26,340 3,405 
Genesee 35,040 B,770 B,285 
Greene 24,240 8,805 
Hsmilton 3,195 
Herkimer 34,725 6,765 
Jefferson 91,515 4,635 9,432 
Lewis 8,235 3,375 

I livingston 90 104,580 5,475 .... MacHaon 59,925 
V1 Monroe 430,215 266,970 102,321 85,304 I 

Montgomery 75,687 14,493 
Nasssu 925,635 2B.,365 30,056 41,350 
Niagara 95,550 26,475 
Oneida 1,395 112,890 34,950 
Onondaga 375,345 163,830 29,716 
Ontario 113,190 20,550 
Orange 145,725 96,000 6O,J91 
Orleana 2,070 63,195 9,060 
Oswego 134,970 8,370 
Otsego 6,:-J,910 5,010 
Putnam 52,380 8,190 
Rensselaer 4,005 89,,730 19,410 46,206 35,432 
Rocklsnd 105 192,750 30;) 18,522 llO,JJ3 
St. Lawrence 38,805 • 10,605 
Sarstogs 67,320 8,970 
Schenectsdy 31,815 37,350 
Schoharie B,935 1,830 
Schuyler 375 18,225 1,515 
Seneca 27,510 2,490 
Steuben 135 43,380 8,190 
Suffolk 1,444,730 95,160 66,300 67,447 
Sullivan /'6,445 18,600 
Tiogs 64,680 4,890 
TomrkJns 28,320 4,350 
Ulster 930 82,110 27,135 38,530 
Wsrren 19,140 12,240 
Washington 43,200 4,335 
Wayne 1,305 100,515 5,355 
Westchester 347,250 6,645 74,385 55,963 78,376 
Wyoming 18,975 
Yates 
Statewide 

2B,980 

284,910-New York City 14,805 5,835,241 799,224 388,345 398,182 134,600 rOTAL $34,905 $12,709,473 $1,648,735 $1,401,994 $719,907 $325,634 $476,558 $247,399 



-----

TABLE H 
STATE AID TO LOCALITIES 

BY PROGRAM AND AGENCY, 1984 

DIVISION or CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES DIVISION Of CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES 

CRH£ JUVENILE SorT SPECiAl TRANSIT 
ASSEIS PREV- EMERGENCY INDIGENT JUST/OCL. HOBILE BODY NARCOTICS STRIKE 

COUNTY fORfEITURE ENTION fELONY PAROLEE PREVENTION HOPP RADIO ARMOR SI<£EP COURTS TCI rORa: 

Albany $ $ 75,000 S $ 6,404 $ 22,646 $ $ $ $ 25,032 $ $ 424,076 $ 
Allegany 
Broome 25,000 4,413 44,759 3,159 26,446 203,963 
CattaraUJus 780,000 
Cayuga 5,112 BOO 
Chautauqua 2,942 
Chemung 10,146 139,091 
Ct-enango 570 3,JOO 
Clinton 21,461 
Columbia 4,220 2,713 
Cortland 
Delaware 1,750 
Dutchess 55,556 74,000 40,181 40,000 6,384 124,682 
Erie 55,556 90,000 12,712 73,733 816,624 1,055,000 56,756 146,039 2,212,381 
Essex 2,750 
franklin 
fulton 
Genesea 763 
Greene 3,500 4,609 
HaniUon 
Herkimer 9,776 7,305 
Jefferson 3,817 2,976 
Lewis 1,509 

.Livingston 600 293 
I Madison ...... 
0\ Mooroe 55,556 75,000 27,319 71 ,on 580,709 16,628 156,002 1.718,643 
I Hontgomery 9,074 

Nassau 55,556 426,700 38,994 56,447 589,806 490,000 19,273 129,535 2,036,111 
Niagara 55,556 50,241 171,101 
Oneida 55,556 3,175 16,945 26,928 3,115 124,683 
Onondaga 55,556 18,035 21,850 
Ontario 

458,216 3,820 143,222 918,113 

Orange 45,000 1,594 JO,Ooo 311,224 40,526 63,779 180,682 
Orleans 85,285 590 
Oswego 121 2,094 
Otsego 350 
Putnam 
Rensselaer 33,000 2,196 123,900 
Rockland 55,556 15,000 340,238 277,093 95,000 185,410 
st. Lawrence 1,714 30,000 
Saratoga 10,746 123,900 
Schenectady 55,556 JO,OOO 3,356 40,000 4,928 123,900 
Schoharie 745 1,763 
Schuylp-r 
Seneca 
SteUben 4,2H 82,942 
Suffolk 55,556 80,000 137,785 793,940 44,046 115,826 2,208,586 
Sull I van 3,783 12,000 
Tioga 13,246 
Tanpkins 2,40 684 
Ulster 55,556 26,192 3,592 153,155 
Warren 10,047 
Washington 6,764 5,170 
Wayne 659 
Westchester 55,556 10,000 67,506 49,785 580,711 880,821 15,990 153,236 2,964,632 
Wyoming 236,849 347 
Yates 979 
Statewide 975,440 567,100 1,240,099 
New York City JJJ,H6 640,000 3,939,100 956,000 1,016,575 6,369,236 374 1,395,000 4,599,800 31,159,150 >,745,000 - .. -SI,O'" $J!IIIItI,oo "'" , 100 1IIIIIJf, 507 ,.. $2, JIIIIII $1'-B04 "28,6~ $3~ $2, .... ",BOO ~19,2~J,7~ -



--- ----- - - - - - - - - -TABLE H 
.. - - - - - - - -

STATE AID TO LOCALH(ES 
BY PROGRAH AND AGENCY, 1984 

DIVISION rOR YOUTH D(PARTI£NT or PROBATION 

OC fEN T UJll RUNAWAY/ SPECIAL VOLUNTARY 
NON- OC IENTlON: flIHELESS LEG I SlA TI VE AGENCY REGULAR INTENSIVE 

COUNTY SECURE SECURE YOUTH CONTRACTS COORD. YO/OP STATE AID 9.JPERVISION TOTPl. PER CAPITA RANK 

Albany $ 217,861 $ $ $ $ 472,926 $ 525,474 $ 5n,lll $ 140,279 2,802,129 9.80 9 
Allegany 35,968 75,014 66,092 193,949 3.75 49 
Broo..., 97 ,591 7,159 379,788 365, J23 3J2 ,553 71,164 1,806,950 8.46 12 
CattaraLgU8 475 206,082 95,304 1,1l7,496 13.27 18 
Cayuga 16,888 44,603 150,342 69,956 338,326 4.23 41 
Chautauqua 1,997 1,399 267,226 192,396 52,668 640,281 4.36 22 ;i 
Chemung 164,327 200,294 235,673 291,546 56,879 1,217,454 12.47 17 

'\ 
Chenango 840 20,557 63,785 44,262 160,494 3.25 51 
Clint"" 1,090 21,211 170,111 153,536 26,795 462,300 5.n 29 
Columbia 5,573 53,919 106,797 76,818 287,000 4.82 44 
Cortland 36,716 29,838 139,045 130,643 0 364,1)52 7.47 n 
Delaware 22 67,87l 57,478 154,646 3.30 52 
Dutchess 15,625 55,080 420,737 446,875 417,1il7 85,270 1,954,031 7.97 11 
Erie 122,330 2,002,589 1,264,270 273,445 8,782,466 8.65 6 
Essex 1,697 31,999 76,106 45,330 167,602 4.63 50 
rranklln 210 74 15,3l3 86,156 102,942 232,840 5.18 47 
rulton 13,141 80,857 84,649 89,9BJ 0 299,350 5.43 43 
Genesse 882 66,277 96,956 133,507 50,522 411,002 6.92 32 
Greene 17 ,162 75,774 69,095 203,185 4.97 48 
HB11ilton 8,228 5,044 16,467 3.27 58 
Herkimer 50 119,785 75,On 253,437 3.00 46 
Jerferson 450 46,716 36,929 100,652 27,589 404,711 4.59 14 
Lewis 1,627 3,507 29,107 48,394 95,754 3.82 57 
LIvingston 1,402 49,723 92,431 92,098 ° 346,692 6.08 39 
Hadison 5,286 76,754 118,938 124,033 ° 384,9J6 5.91 35 

I 
Monros 327,200 1,559,760 157,670 296,694 1,304,077 1,431,407 284,991 8,947,479 12.74 5 

..... Montgomery 1l,971 165,677 81,729 360,631 6.75 38 

..... Nassau 313,128 714,412 161,490 1,666,130 2,308,500 5,867,626 645,819 16,544,933 12.52 2 
I Niagara 44,361 1,475 61,230 367,514 507,357 298,749 1,679,629 7.40 13 

Oneida 40,158 17,140 200,278 502,486 407,562 76,498 1,623,759 6.41 14 
Onondaga 163,389 938,814 128,100 667,193 800,756 1,179,536 220,313 6,365,804 13.74 7 
Ontario 13,356 92,590 169,435 180,OlD 27,651 616,782 6.94 23 
Orange 5,952 242,856 440,636 424,819 79,301 2,168,485 8.35 10 
Orleans 13,005 90,034 119,41J 382,652 9.94 36 
Oswego 19,283 68,599 206,729 277 ,530 22,476 740,172 6.50 21 
otsego 6,874 90,503 103,340 50,708 322,695 5.46 42 
Putnam 3,883 56,400 143,727 140,278 0 404,938 5.25 33 
Rensselaer 1:5,682 362,632 330,202 283,411 32,607 1,448,413 9.53 16 
Rockland 144,418 45,720 387,299 498,678 455,851 74,752 2,897,025 11.16 8 
st. LAwrence 1,880 189,423 261,556 22,227 562,270 4.92 25 
Saratoga 37,565 206,014 262,'63 154,956 0 951,894 6.19 20 
Schenectady 62,906 526,038 255,904 269,761 14,868 1,476,382 9.85 15 
Schoharie 4,137 23,025 44,637 40,197 lJO,269 4.38 54 
Schuyler 2,490 23,344 30 ,621 40,407 116,971 6.61 55 
Seneca 69,579 54,035 153,614 4.55 53 
Steuben 46,922 30,887 175,032 l78,536 31,279 601,536 6.07 24 
Suffolk 223,617 III 234,780 695,757 2,246,269 4,004,611 - 481,960 12,996,481 10.12 3 
Sullivan 4,IH 37,467 91,127 163,278 19,687 436,500 6.70 30 
Tioga 41,020 119,321 93,376 99,050 435,583 8.74 31 
Tanpkins 62,217 11,559 208,188 164,392 17,992 560,115 6.43 26 
Ulster 1,387 27,520 57,309 276,783 186,nO 25,403 961,732 6.08 19 
Warren 3,506 267,814 92,545 83,854 489,146 8.92 28 
Waahington n,262 52,921 93,977 47,204 266,833 4.87 45 
Wayne 16,676 81,094 154,182 165,573 21,958 ~47, 317 6.42 27 
Westchester 577 ,223 460,705 60,340 1,262,627 1,463,472 1,871,666 368,278 11,405,167 1l.16 4 
Wyoming 41,377 42,101 345,649 8.66 40 
Yates 977 19,194 36,661 29,735 116,526 5.43 56 
Statewide 2,146,956 7,701,285 12,630,880 

New York City 835,191 9,641,714 522,940 3,728,084 10,628,531 10,717,448 1,158,475 99,231,281 14.03 

roTAL $3,699,997 $13,325,643 $1,594,340 $2,146,956 $21,729,9'16 $29,674,999 34,386,811 4,431,146 212,037,699 12.0B 
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STATE CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE DATA 



-

I 
(XI .... 
I 

- -
State 
PtrpOses 

Carmission on 
Correct ions 1,259 

Correctional 
SErvices X6,273 

Crille Victims 
Board 6,832 

Criminal 
Just ice SErvs. 12,~7 

Division. for 
Youth 71,541 

Judicary/Courts @,031 

Parole 24,309 

Prooation 2,217 

State Pol ice 100,752 

Other 18,185 

Gram Total 956,227 

- - - .. - - - - -
1900 - 1981 

Local 
Assist- Capital State 
iJICe BLdget Total PtrpOSes 

0 0 1,259 1,431 

0 ll,003 316,356 :J37,979 

0 Q 6,832 8,281 

37,248 0 50,075 14,846 

41,5l:U 5,298 118,359 93,971 

0 0 @,031 469,456 

0 0 24,309 27,018 

22,314 0 24,531 2,~ 

0 2ffi 1lO,037 118,9!D 

393 -- 18,579 (D,9]) 

101,475 16,666 1,074,368 1, 145, 3!D 

TI\!l.E 1 
~ATE 

Criminal Justice Expenditures, 1900-81 thr0tJg11984-ffi. 
(thousands) 

1981 - 1982 1982 - 1983 

Local Local 
Assist- Capital State Assist- Capital 
CllCe Btxfget Total PtrpOSes CllCe BLdget Total 

0 0 1,431 1,671 0 0 1,671 

o 48,682 436,661 445,213 o 65,153 510,li6 

0 0 8,281 lO,OO4 0 0 lO,084 

55,002 0 69,928 27,g:jj 59,703 0 87,608 

71,275 12,250 177,4$ $,552 64,633 7,611 168,7$ 

0 0 469,456 4!D,567 0 0 4!D,567 

0 0 27,018 29,333 0 0 29,333 

29, OlE 0 31,567 2,470 32,151 0 34,621 

0 318 119,300 115,259 0 183 115,442 

'" - 21''''L ,",624 
350 -- 26,974 

155,770 61,250 1~362,410 1,245,678 156,837 72,947 1,475,462 

S£lJOO:S: State P\J]lOses - Expenditure information was provided by the Office of the Corptroller fa- fiscal years 1900-84. 

- - -
1983 - 1984 

Local 
State Assist- Capital 
PtrpOSes CllCe Btxfget Total 

1,848 0 0 1,848 

521,285 o 123,272 644,557 

12,547 0 0 12,547 

18,117 65,542 0 83,659 

100,679 66,815 4,009 172,483 

544,246 0 0 544,246 

34,175 0 0 34,175 

2,863 34,275 0 37,1:J3 

126,465 0 450 126,915 

26,839 4» - 27,269 

1,389,064 167,062 128,711 1,684,837 

Local Assistance - ApprqJriation information obtained fran the State of Nsi York, Classification of Pppropriations by the Legislature, 1900 thr0lJ!t11984. 

Capital Budget - Expenditure information provided by the Office of the Corptroller fa- fiscal years 1900-84. 

- - - -
1984 - 1985 

Local 
State Assist- Capital 
PtrpOSes iilCe BOOget Total 

2,015 0 0 2,075 

624,m o ali,»7 830 297' 

' I 
ll,ffi3 0 0 11,853! 

I 

35,170 79,359 0 115,539 1 

I 
, 

110,!l82 72,203 3,370 Iffi,655 

614,757 0 0 614,757 

41,845 0 0 41,845 

3,3ffi 37,706 0 41,092 

147,315 0 637 147,952 

41,700 440 -- 42,140 

1,634,173 191,Ol5 aJ9,314 2,034,523 
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Appendix B 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE EXPENDITURES 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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County 

Albany 

Allegany 

Broome 

Cattaraugus 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

*less than $500 

$ 

TABLE 2 

Local Government 

Court Expenditures, 1980-84. 

fiscal Year 

1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

646,000 $ 446,000 $ 441,000 $ 311,000 $ 214,000 

36,000 ------- ------- ------- -------
320,000 342,000 368,000 394,000 443,000 

26,000 29,000 34,000 36,000 40,000 

1,028,000 817,000 843,000 741,000 697,000 

22,000 2,000 * 1,000 1,000 

------- ------- ------- ------- -------

67,000 71,000 84,000 86,000 88,000 

19,000 22,000 26,000 20,000 27,000 

108,000 95,000 110, 000 107,000 116,000 

28,000 29,000 35,000 48,000 -------
13,000 ------- --_ ... _-- ------- -------

299,000 312,000 327,000 355,000 378,000 

115,000 131,000 138,000 164,000 161,000 

455,000 472,000 500,000 567,000 539,000 

118, 000 101,000 98,000 117,000 89,000 

12,000 ------- ------- ------- -------
122,000 121,000 133,000 1:53,000 138,000 

19,000 21,000 22,000 24,000 26,000 

271,000 243,000 253,000 274,000 253,000 

-85-



County 

Cayuga 

Chautauqua 

Chern ung 

Chenango 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOT AL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

*less than $500 

$ 

Courts 

1980 1981 

47,000 $ 8,000 

12,000 -------
98,000 101,000 

13,000 14,000 

170,000 123,000 

32,000 -------
6,000 -------

209,000 208,000 

21,000 19,000 

268,000 227,000 

142,000 109,000 

13,000 14,000 

108,000 126,000 

32,000 34,000 

295,000 283,000 

25,000 * 

2,000 * 

57,000 58,000 

14,000 15,000 

98,000 73,000 
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Fiscal Year 

1982 

$ 17,000 $ 

-------
119,000 

16,000 

152,000 

95,000 

-------
232,000 

20,000 

347,000 

114,000 

-------

136,000 

37,000 

287,000 

* 

-------
62,000 

14,000 

76,000 

1983 

16,000 $ 

-------
122,000 

16,000 

154,000 

104,000 

-------
238,000 

24,000 

366,000 

114,000 

15,000 

141,000 

39,000 

309,000 

* 

-------
64,000 

15,000 

79,000 

1984 

44,000 

-------
132,000 

17,000 

193,000 

106,000 

-------
252,000 

24,000 

382,000 

118,000 

10,000 

153,000 

41,000 

322,000 

* 

-------
67,000 

16,000 

83,000 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I Courts 

I level of Fiscal Year 

I 
County Government 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

Clinton County $ 41,000 $ 16,000 $ 19,000 $ 24.,000 $ 23,000 
"' 

City 2,000 * ------- ------- -------

Town 103,000 113,000 130,000 131,000 143,000 I 
Village 9,000 9,000 9,000 12,000 12,000 

TO TAL 155,000 138,000 158,000 167,000 178,000 I 
I Columbia County 11,000 1,000 1,000 17,000 * 

City 4,000 ------- ------- ------- -------
Town 13:;,000 138,000 146,000 163,000 168,000 

Vi 11age 6,000 6,000 7,000 7,000 8,000 
I 
I TOTAL 156,000 145,000 154,000 187,000 176,000 

Cort land County 31,000 6,000 8,000 5,000 * 
City 3,000 2,000 2,000 1,000 1,000 I 
Town 73,000 81,000 84,000 89,000 92,000 

Village 7,000 8,000 9,000 10,000 10,000 

TOTAL 114,000 97,000 103,000 105,000 103,000 
I 
I Delaware County 41,000 * 3,000 1,000 1,000 

City ------- -- ----- 4,000 ------- -------
Town 83,000 85,000 91,000 92,000 100,000 I 
Village 22,000 29,000 32,000 35,000 34,000 

I TOTAL 146,000 114,000 130,000 128,000 135,000 

I *less than $500 

I 
I -87 .. 

I 

II 



I 
I 

Courts 

Level of Fiscal Year I 
County Government 1980 19B1 1982 1983 1984 

I 
Dutchess County $ 231,000 $ 91,000 $ 53,000 $ 62,000 $ 106,000 . 

City 11, 000 2,000 ------- 2,000 ------- I 
Town 316,000 344,000 427,000 431, 000 518,000 

Village 35,000 40,000 57,000 62,000 64,000 

TOTAL 593,000 477,000 537,000 557,000 688,000 I 
Erie County 573,000 75,000 351,000 431,000 451,000 I 

City 252,000 ------- ------- ------- -------
Town 1,217,000 1,399,000 1,548,000 1,659,000 1,736,000 I 
Vi 11sge 177,000 189,000 208,000 235,000 253,000 

TOTAL 2,219,000 1,663,000 2,107,000 2,325,000 2,440,000 I 
Essex County 12,000 1,000 13, 000 12,000 13,000 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- I 
Town 149,000 143,000 164,000 166,000 167,000 

Village 5,000 6,000 7,000 8,000 8,000 I 
TO TAL 166,000 150,000 184,000 186,000 188,000 

Franklin County 62,000 * 51,000 23,000 * 
I 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

Town 84,000 80,000 87,000 84,000 84,000 I 
Village 48,000 45,000 52,000 53,000 46,000 

TOTAL 194,000 125,000 190,000 160,000 130,000 I 
*less than $500 I 

I 
-88- I 

I 
I 

-i;' 



I 
I 

Courts 

I level of Fiscal Year 

I 
County Government 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

Fulton County $ 22,000 $ * $ * $ 11,000 $ 11,000 

City 2,000 1,000 * * 1,000 

Town 51,000 51,000 53,000 55,000 58,000 
I 

Village 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 4,000 

TO TAL 78,000 55,000 56,000 69,000 74,000 I 
I Genesee County 19,000 * * 16,000 15,000 

City 4,000 ------- ------- ------- -------

I Town 112,000 113,000 126,000 126,000 144,000 

Village 16,000 17,000 17,000 19,000 20,000 

I TQTAl 151,000 130,000 143,000 161,000 179,000 

Greene County 17,000 2,000 3,000 2,000 3,000 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------I 
Town 98,000 119,000 128,000 129,000 143,000 

I Village 24,000 23,000 25,000 30,000 35,000 

TOTAL 139,000 144,000 156,000 161,000 181,000 

I Hamilton County 21,000 4,000 5,000 5,000 4,000 

I 
City ____ c.. __ ------- ------- ------- -------
Town 47,000 41,000 53,000 55,000 60,000 

Village 2,000 2,000 ------- ------- -------

I TOTAL 70,000 47,000 58,000 60,000 64,000 

I *less than $500 

I 
I 
I -89-
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County 

Herkimer 

Jefferson 

Lewis 

Livingston 

Level of 

Government 

Icounty 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

*less than $500 

$ 

Courts 

1980 1981 

56,000 $ 17,000 

1,000 -------
84,000 76,000 

27,000 25,000 

168,000 118,00D 

67,000 23,000 

23,000 1,000 

136,000 129,000 

24,000 19,000 

250,000 172,000 

21,000 7,000 

------- -------
46,000 46,000 

12,000 12,000 

79,000 65,000 

53,000 27,000 

------- -------
90,000 85,000 

47,000 51,000 

190,000 163,000 

-90-

Fiscal Year 

1982 1983 

$ 18,000 $ 19,000 

------- -------
89,000 93,000 

25,000 31,000 

132,000 143,000 

27,000 32,000 

6,000 8,000 

159,000 164,000 

21,000 22,000 

213,000 226,000 

8,000 6,000 

------- -------
46,000 46,000 

13,000 14,000 

67,000 66,000 

27,000' 28,000 

------- -------
108,000 117,000 

55,000 59,000 

190,000 204,000 

1984 

$ * 

-------
104,000 

24,000 

128,000 

30,000 

7.,000 

163,000 

25,000 

225,000 

8,000 

______ 0-

50,000 

14,000 

72,000 

30,000 

--------

132,000 

65,000 

227,000 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

,I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

County 

Madison 

Monroe 

Montgomery 

Nassau. 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

*less than $500 

$ 

Courts 

1980 1981 

36,000 $ * 

2,000 -------
78,000 62,000 

32,000 37,000 

148,000 99,000 

3,162,000 3,144,000 

169,000 -------
750,000 793,000 

'~O, 000 45,000 

4,121,000 3,982,000 

35,000 * 

2,000 -------
67,000 72,000 

1,000 2,000 

i05,000 74,000 

1,124,000 282,000 

49 f OOO -------
------- -------

1,158,000 1,225,000 

2,331,000 1,507,000 

-91-

Fiscal Year 

1982 1983 1984 

$ * $ 1;000 $ * 

------- ------- -------
91,000 95,000 111,000 

40,000 40,000 45,000 

131,000 136,000 156,000 

3,232,000 3,237,000 3,834,000 

------- ------- -------
928,000 1,016,000 1,134,000 

52.,000 59,000 67,000 

4,212,000 4,312,000 5,035,000 

32,000 8,000 15,000 

1,000 1,000 1,000 

84,000 88,000 94,000 

1,000 5,000 3,000 

118,000 102,000 113,000 

1,101,000 1,179,000 1,351,000 

------- ------- -------

------- ------- -------
1,315,000 1,498,000 1,579,000 

2,416,000 2,677,000 2,930,000 



I 
I 

Courts 

I 
Level of fiscal Year 

County Government 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 I 
Niagara County $ 158,000 $ 31,000 $ 71,000 $ 36,000 $ 42,000 

City 21,000 * 3,000 9,000 11,000 I 
TO~ln 237,000 253,000 285,000 297,000 320,000 

Village 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 I 
TOTAL 417,000 285,000 360,000 343,000 374,000 

I 
Oneida County 224,000 NA 2,000 23,000 1,000 

City 102,000 ------- ------- --- ... _-- -------
Town 161,000 162,000 168,000 187,000 208,000 I 
Village .31,000 37 , 000 37 ,000 38,000 48,000 

TOTAL 518,000 199,000 207,000 248,000 257,''000 I 
Onondaga County 295,000 2,000 3,000 ------- -------

City 30,000 ------- ------- ------- -------
I 

Town 425,000 471,000 513 ,000 564,000 625,000 

Village 67,000 62,000 86,000 82,000 99,000 I 
TOTAL 817,000 535,000 602,000 646,000 724,000 

I 
Ontario County 15,000 44,000 44,000 35,000 . 7,000 

City 5,000 ------- ------- ------- ------- I 
Town 1.35,000 156,000 156,000 165,000 175,000 

Village 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 6,000 

TOTAL 159,000 183,000 204,000 204,000 188,000 I 
*less than $500 I 

I 
I 
I 

-92-
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
,I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

County 

Orange 

Orleans 

Oswego 

Otsego 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

*less than $500 

1980 

$ 186,000 $ 

35,000 

519,000 

78,000 

818,000 

9,000 

-------

64,000 

15,000 

88,000 

81,000 

4,000 

149,000 

10,000 

244,000 

10,000 

17,000 

83,000 

7,000 

117,000 

Courts 

fiscal Year 

1981 1982 1983 1984 

6,000 $ 18,000 $ 7,000 $ 23,000 

17,000 ------- ------- 29,000 

539,000 679,000 694,000 784,000 

78,000 90, 000 102,000 126,000 

640,000 787,000 803,000 962,000 

2,000 1,000 9,000 1,000 

------- ------- ------- -------

68,000 83,000 86,000 98,000 

20,000 21,000 22,000 29,000 

90,000 .105,000 117,000 128,000 

------- ------- ------- 1,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
145,000 175,000 172,000 199,000 

11,000 9,000 9,000 10,000 

156,000 184,000 181,000 210,.000 

* 21,000 22,000 35,000 

16,000 ------- 17,000 18,000 

71,000 88,000 9 /1,000 98,000 

10,000 9,000 10,000 8,000 

97,000 118 f OOO 143,000 159,000 

--

-93-



County 

Putnam 

Rensselaer 

Rockland 

St. Lawrence 

-

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

*less than $.')00 

1980 

$ 1,000 $ 

-------
190,000 

16,000 

207,000 

92,000 

14,000 

158,000 

11,000 

275,000 

98,000 

-------

479,000 

150,000 

727,000 

92,000 

3,000 

213,000 

46,000 

354,000 

Courts 

Fiscal Year 

1981 1982 

7,000 $ 7,000 $ 

------- -------
168,000 263,000 

20,000 26,000 

195,000 296,000 

1,000 1,000 

------- ------,-

173,000 199,000 

12,00Q 11,000 

186,000 211,000 

6,000 6,000 

------- -------
426,000 662,000 

172,000 194,000 

604,000 862,000 

21,000 21,000 

------- -------
227,000 239,000 

54,000 64,000 

302,000 324,000 

-94-

1983 

8,000 $ 

-------

290,000 

25,000 

323,000 

1,000 

-------
214,000 

12,000 

227,000 

6,000 

-------
723,000 

214,000 

943,000 

22,000 

-------
239,000 

73,000 

334,000 

1984 

9,000 

-------
311,000 

33,000 

353,000 

1,000 

-------
227,000 

11,000 

239,000 

5,000 

-------
813,000 

250,000 

1,068,000 

17,000 

-------
251,000 

81,000 

349,000 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I' 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

County 

Saratoga 

Schenectady 

Schoharie 

Schulyer 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Y i 11age 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

*less than $500 

1980 

$ 109,000 $ 

4,000 

232,000 

16,000 

361,000 

81,000 

8,000 

124,000 

10,000 

223,000 

8,000 

-------
44,000 

11,000 

63,000 

5,000 

-------
31,000 

10,000 

46,000 

Courts 

Fiscal Year 

1981 1982 1983 1984 

19,000 $ 17,000 $ 11,000 $ 21,000 

* -_._---- ------- -------
249,000 271,000 290,000 332,000 

18,000 18,000 22,000 32,000 

286,000 306,000 323,000 385,000 

* 44,000 46,000 * 
2,000 1,000 ------- 1,000 

133,000 150,000 163,000 189,000 

11,000 12,000 15,000 16,000 

146,0'00 207,000 224,qOO 206,000 

* * 24,000 27,000 

------- ------- ------- _ ..... _----

35,000 40,000 39,000 44,000 

11,000 9,000 9,000 9,000 

46,000 49,000 72,000 80,000 

1,000 * 1,000 * 

------- ------- ------- -------
34,000 31,000 31,000 36,000 

9,000 15,000 16,000 16,000 

44,000 46,000 48,000 52,000 

-95-



County 

Seneca 

, 

Steuben 

--
Suffolk 

Sullivan 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

*less than $500 

$ 

Courts 

1981 

9,000 $ * 

------- -------
63,000 56,000 

26,000 28,000 

98,000 84,000 

78,000 * 

12,000 -------
137 ,000 143,000 

30,000 35,000 

257,000 178,000 

835,000 10,000 

------- -------
350,000 472,000 

190,000 202,000 

1,375,000 684,000 

35,000 10,000 

------- -------
201,000 225,000 

40,000 43,000 

276,000 278,000 

-96-

Fiscal Year 

1982 

$ 7,000 $ 

-------
69,000 

26,000 

102,000 

* 

-------
154,000 

34,000 

188,000· 

2,957,000 

-------
398,000 

241,000 

3,596,000 

2,000 

-------
248,000 

50,000 

300,000 

" ..... " 

1983 

17,000 $ 

-------
72,000 

28,000 

117,000 

79,000 

-------
159,000 

.37,000 

275,000 

1,370,000 

-------
481,000 

274,000 

2,025,000 

2,000 

-------
262,000 

53,000 

317,000 

1984 

11,000 

-------
66,000 

31,000 

108,000 

74,000 

-------
161,000 

35,000 

270,000 

1,587,000 

-------
538,000 

318,000 

2,443,000 

3,000 

-------
281,000 

60,000 

344,000 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

i I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

County 

Tioga 

Tompkins 

Ulster 

Warren 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

*less than $500 

1980 

$ 25,000 $ 

-------
55,000 

24,000 

104,000 

69,000 

20,000 

86,000 

29,000 

204,000 

128,000 

4,000 

311,000 

16,000 

459,000 

59,000 

2,000 

107,000 

10,000 

178,000 

Courts 

fiscal Year 

1981 1982 1983 1984 

* $ * $ * $ * 
------- ------- ------- -------

58,000 61,000 65,000 70,000 

25,000 27,000 29,000 29,000 

83,000 88,000 94,000 99,000 

17,000 23,000 33,000 29,000 

1,000 ------- ------- 15,000 

94,000 109,000 131,000 140,000 

35,000 37,000 41,000 48,000 

147,000 169,000 205,000 232,000 

2,000 1,000 2,000 2,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
332,000 373,000 408 vOOO 459,000 

17,000 20,000 21,000 22,000 

351,000 39 /+,000 4,31,000 483,000 

* 1,000 1,000 1,000 

------- ------- ------- * 
139,000 137,000 150,000 163,000 

11,000 15,000 13,000 16,000 

150,000 153,000 164,000 180,000 

-97-



I 
I 

Courts 

I 
Level of Fiscsl Year 

County Government 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 I 
Washington County $ 40,000 $ 3,000 $ 1,000 $ 1,000 $ 1,000 

City I ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- I 
Town 76,000 70,000 77,000 78,000 84,000 

Village 39,000 38,000 46,000 51,000 52,00~ I 
TOT AL 155,000 111,000 124,000 130,000 137,000 

I 
Wayne County 18,000 1,000 1,000 59,000 62,000 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Town 148,000 128,000 172,000 184,000 196,000 I 
Village 45,000 52,000 58,000 64,00~ 76,008 

TO TAL 211,000 181,000 231,000 307,000 334,000 I 
Westchester County 820,000 31,000 38,000 243,000 553,000 I 

City 448,000 347,000 461,000 290,000 219,000 

Town 1,113,000 808,000 1,305,000 1,356,000 1,456,000 

Village 784,000 842,000 966,000 1,062,000 1,171,000 I 
TOTAL 3,165,000 2,028,000 2,770,000 2,951,000 3,399,000 

I 
Wyoming County 16,000 * * * * 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- I 
Town 51,000 52,000 55,000 54,000 56,000 

Village 19,000 21,000 23,000 23,000 25,000 

TOTAL 86,000 73,000 78,000 77,000 81,000 I 
*less than $500 I 

I 
I 
I 
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I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Level of 

County Government 1980 

Yates County $ 15,000 

City -------
Town 33,000 

Village 9,000 

TO TAL 57,000 

TO TAL 5 County 10,306,000 

City 1,347,000 

Town 10,974,000 

Village 3,698,000 

TOT'AL 26,325,000 

*less than $500 

Courts 

Fiscal Year 

1981 1982 1983 1984 

$ * $ * $ * $ * 
------- ------- ------- -------

33,000 34,000 35,000 38,000 

10,000 10,000 10,000 11,000 

43,000 44,000 45,000 49,000 

4,605,000 9,039,000 7,888,000 8,980,000 

403,000 478,000 343,000 313,000 

11,229,000 13,197,000 14,015,000 15,270,000 

3,967,000 4,414,000 4,900,000 5,337,000 

20,204,000 27,128,000 27,146,000 29,900,000 

-99-



-------~--. --------

I 
I 

TABLE 3 

Local Government I 
Prosecution Expenditures, 1980-84. 

I 
County 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

I I 
Albany $ 862,000 $ 888,000 $1,049,000 $1,074,000 $1,075,000 

A llegeny 74,000 83,000 99,000 128,000 120,000 

Broome 428,000 447·, 000 468,000 538,000 718,000 I 
Cattaraugus 149,000 152,000 173,000 204,000 192,000 

Cayuga 126,000 146,000 158,000 186,000 217,000 I 
Chautauqua 361,000 366,000 422,000 473, 000 499,000 

Chemung 258,000 327,000 359,000 276,000 303,000 I 
Chenango 60,000 60,000 64,000 70,000 73,000 

Clinton 115,000 118,000 156,000 142,000 145,000 

Columbia 89,000 97,000 107,000 114,000 148,000 I 
Cortland 79,000 87,000 85,000 90,000 99,000 

Delaware 53,000 55,000 55,000 58,000 68,000 I 
Dutchess 585,000 637,000 659,000 786,000 946,000 

Erie 3,377,000 3,891,000 3,779,000 4,904,000 5,643,000 I 
Essex 82,000 83,000 107,000 121,000 118,000 

F ranklin 85,000 111,000 127,000 155,000 134,000 

Fulton 105,000 177,000 118,000 112,000 117,000 I 
Genesee 97,000 108,000 117,000 140,000 190,000 

Greene 65,000 68,000 87,000 119,000 91,000 I 
H ami 1 ton 28,000 35,000 31,000 33,000 41,000 

Herkimer 62,000 64,000 68,000 78,000 89,000 I 
Je FFe rson 132,000 149,000 159,000 174,000 190,000 

Lewis 29,000 32,000 34,000 39,000 40,000 

Livingston 114,000 122,000 133,000 183,000 164,000 I 
Madison 92,000 101,000 147,000 154,000 161,000 

Monroe 2,719,000 2,885,000 3,221,000 3,453,000 3,536,000 I 
Montgomery 62,000 58,000 69,000 72,000 93,000 

Nassau 5,756,000 8,195,000 8,731,000 9,695,000 10,463,000 I 
I 

-100-

I 



I 
I 
I County 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

I Niagara $ 381,000 $ 444,000 $ 537,000 $ 662,000 $ 754,000 

Oneida 419,000 451,000 559,000 693,000 751,000 

I 
Onondaga 1,098,000 1,932,000 2,365,000 2,605,000 2,852,000 

Ontario 217,000 250,000 297,000 337,000 347,000 

Orange 761,000 829,000 1,038,000 1,326,000 1,485,000 

I Orleans 66,000 91,000 99,000 97,000 148,000 

Oswego 210,000 231,000 254,000 374,000 208,000 

I otsego 60,000 68,000 68,000 74,000 61,000 

Putnam 148,000 188,000 289,000 354,000 407,000 

I 
Rensselaer 272,000 350,000 380,000 391,000 468,000 

Rockland 815,000 1,022,000 1,188,000 1,212,000 1,387,000 

St. Lawrence 152,000 160,000 198,000 186,000 190,000 

I Saratoga 175,000 1"84,000 224,000 261,000 325,000 

Schenectady 263,000 297,000 311,000 323,000 371,000 

I Schoharie 30,000 30,000 35,000 37,000 41,000 

Schuyler 26,000 32,000 31,000 37,000 34,000 

I 
Seneca 32,000 33,000 37,000 39,000 35,000 

Steuben 190,000 223,000 305,000 349,000 363,000 

Suffolk 6,032,000 6,818,000 8,072,000 8,514,000 9,390,000 

I Sullivan 251,000 360,000 414,000 413,000 450,000 

Tioga 72,000 81,000 87,000 97,000 95,000 

I Tompkins 148,000 166,000 184,000 227,000 234,000 

Ulster 397,000 395,000 481,000 482~000 516,000 

I 
Warren 85,000 91,000 103,000 120,000 153,000 

Washington 103,000 102,000 159,000 149,000 149,000 

I 
Wayne 144,000 168,000 237,000 250,000 285,000 

Westchester 3,772,000 4,411,000 5,339,000 5,851,000 6,639,000 

Wyoming 44,000 47,000 51,000 48,000 69,000 

Yates 24,000 27,000 30,000 35,000 36,000 

TOTAL 132 ,431,000 39,023,000 44,159,000 49,114,000 53,916,000 

I -101-



C oun ty 1980 

Albany $ 441,000 

Allegany 45,000 

Broome 218,000 

Cattaraugus 71 , 000 

Cayuga 69,000 

Chautauqua 215,000 

Chemung 108,000 

Chenango 25,000 

Clinton 125,000 

Columbia 45,000 

Cortland 82,000 

Delaware 30,000 

Dutchess 398,000 

Erie 1,460,000 

Essex 26,000 

Frank-lin 45,000 

Fulton 53,000 

Genesee 83,000 

Greene 53,000 

Hamil ton 7,000 

Herkimer 26,000 

Jefferson 92,000 

Lewis 16,000 

Livingston 46,000 

Madison 72,000 

Monroe 1,503,000 

Montgomery 33,000 

Nassau 2,125,000 

TABLE 4 

Local Government 
Defense Expenditures, 1980-84. 

1981 1982 

I 

$ 470,000 $ 515,000 

52,000 65,000 

255,000 379, 000. 

91,000 107,000 

73,000 69,000 

224,000 259,000 

110, 000 136,000 

31,000 36,000 

125,000 124,000 

55,000 78,000 

74,000 83,000 

30,000 29,000 

420,000 465,000 

1,421,000 1,403,000 

32,000 36,000 

59,000 65,000 

75,000 51,000 

71,000 78,000 

67,000 69,000 

6,000 9,000 

29,000 44,000 

111,000 119,000 

18,000 20,000 

70,000 68,000 

68,000 66,000 

1,535,000 1,687,000 

33,000 48,000 

2,135,000 2,284,000 

-102-

I 
I 
I 
I 

1983 1984 

I 
$ 523,000 $ 586,000 

69,000 65,000 

468,000 410,000 I 
120,000 152,000 

79,000 93,000 I 
276,000 314,000 

151,000 167,000 I 
41,000 39,000 

114,000 121,000 

84,000 93,000 I 
74,000 78,000 

30,000 33,000 I 
502,000 555,000 

1,793,000 2,138,000 I 
38,000 43,000 

68,000 92,000 

64,000 64,000 I 
81,000 84,000 

82,000 78,000 I 
11,000 9,000 

40,000' 36.,000 I 
176,000 140,000 

20,000 22,000 

79,000 80,000 I 
66,000 76,000 

1,826,000 2,030,000 I 
60,000 96,000 

2,887,000 3,967,000 I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

County 

Niagara 

Oneida 

Onondaga 

Ontario 

Orange 

Orleans 

Oswego 

Otsego 

Putnam 

Rensselaer 

Rockland 

St. lawrence 

Saratoga 

Schenectady 

Schoharie 

Schuyler 

Seneca 

Steuben 

Suffolk 

Sullivan 

Tioga 

Tompkins 

Ulster 

Warren 

Washington 

Wayne 

Westchester 

Wyoming 

Yates 

TOTAL 

·1980 1981 

$ 218,000 $ 264,000 

205,000 266,000 

894,000 1,510,000 

100,000 120,000 

386,000 395,000 

47,000 71,000 

61,000 105,000 

52,000 48,000 

109,000 119,000 

144,000 184,000 

311,000 339,000 

153,000 1.78,000 

86,000 82,000 

154,000 167,000 

9,000 12,000 

24,000 25,000 

27,000 30,000 

181,000 197,000 

2,707,000 3,011,000 

226,000 251,000 

52,000 66,000 

75,000 103,000 

201,000 191,000 

86,000 101,000 

38,000 36,000 

127,000 187,000 

2,540,000 2,244,000 

278,000 148,000 

22,000 25,000 

117 ,025,000 18,215,000 

1982 1983 1984 

$ 319,000 $ 394,000 $ 370,000 

293,000 360,000 433,000 

1,351,000 1,591,000 1,440,000 

108,000 138,000 140,000 

357,000 321,000 497,000 

82,000 82,000 88,000 

87,000 94,000 95,000 

59,000 74,000 76,000 

138,000 146,000 170,000 

177,000 185,000 216,000 

373,000 573,000 604,000 

163,000 197,000 254,000 

103,000 116,000 161,000 

155,000 174,000 183,000 

16,000 24,000 28,000 

34,000 42,000 30,000 

31,000 31,000 34,000 

203,000 239,000 206,000 

2,943,000 3,266,000 3,395,000 

328,000 356,000 388,000 

67,000 72,000 75,000 

124,000 108,000 139,000 

249,000 256,000 277,000 

77 ,000 79,000 84,000 

40,000 61,000 57,000 

192,000 229,000 294,000 

2,717,000 3,297,000 3,213,000 

264,000- 259,000 285,000 

24,000 32,000 36,000 

19,466,000 22,618,000 24,929,000 
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County 1980 

Albany $1,557,000 

Allegilny 122,000 

Broome 1,543,000 

Cattaraugus 742,000 

Cayuga 621,000 

Chautauqua 1,603,000 

Chemung 777,000 
. 

Chenango 404,000 

Clinton 166,000 

Col umbia 149,000 

Cortland 507,000 

Delaware 284,000 

Dutchess 1,856,000 

Erie 7,262,000 

Essex 100,000 

franklin 62;000 

Fulton 379,000 

Genesee 639,000 

Greene 154,000 

Hamilton 80,000 

Herkimer 104,000 

Jefferson 453,000 

Lewis 186,000 

Livingston 830,000 

Madison 306,000 

Monroe 9,623,000 

Montgomery 385,000 

Nassau 1,586,000 

TABLE 5 

Local Government 
Sheriff Expenditures, 1980-84. 

1981 1982 

$1,777,000 $1,817,000 

142,000 168,000 

1,566,000 1,749,000 

827,000 819,000 

679,000 673,000 

1,792,000 1,968,000 

819,000 903,000 

438,000 492,000 

189,000 190,000 

486,000 600,000 

573,000 570,000 

333,000 310,000 

1,991,000 2,223,000 

8,891,000 8,846,000 

101,000 78,000 

66,000 72,000 

411,000 417,000 

702,000 765,000 

159,000 181,000 

76,000 84,000 

102,000 110,000 

489,000 488,000 

187,000 216,000 

975,000 1,071,000 

316,000 378,000 

10,302,000 11,751,000 

392,000 385,000 

2,280,000 2,543,000 
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I 
I 
I 
I 

1983 1984 

I 

$1,808,000 $1,873,000 
I 

180,000 173,000 

1,777,000 2,297,000 I 
934,000 1,067,000 

735,000 797,000 I 
2,169,000 2,505,000 

948,000 981,000 I 
597,000 623,000 

183,000 202,000 

644,000 736,000 I 
649,000 650,000 

358,000 386,000 I 
2,487,000 2,743,000 

10,009,000 10,287,000 I 
91,000 100,000 

78,000 82,000 

516,000 514,000 I 
962,000 1,080,000 

220,000 227,000 I 
74,000 103,000 

107,000 128,000 I 
528,000 571,000 

223,000 268,000 

1,018,000 966,000 I 
369,000 364,000 

14,129,000 16,764,000 I 
419,000 535,000 

2,733,000 3,075,000 I 
I 
I 



---~-~~--.------. - I 

I 

I 
I County 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

Niagara $2,500,000 $2,791,000 $3,636,000 $3,665,000 $3,881,000 

Oneida 1,006,000 1,106,000 1,286,000 1,303,000 1,657,000 I 
Onondaga 4,646,000 5,925,000 6,592,000 7,893,000 8,983,000 

Ontario 1,121,000 1,361,000 1,640,000 1,808,000 1,866,000 I 
Orange 903,000 1,005,000 1,243,000 3,632,000 1,796,000 

Orleans 496 ,000 575,000 583,000 696,000 723,000 

Oswego 1,751,000 1,908,000 2,072,000 2,245,000 1,612,000 
I 

° tsego 159,000 150,000 163,000 186,000 235,000 

Putnam 719,000 1,056,000 1,442,000 1,564,000 1,969,000 I .. 
Rensselaer 617,000 912,000 1,027,000 1,059,000 1,071,000 

Rockland 1,479,000 1,818,000 2,823,000 2,638,000 2,788,000 I 
St. Lawrence 875,000 855,000 891,000 958,000 1,035,000 

I Saratoga 993,000 1,107,000 1,327 1 000 1,526,000 1,778,000 

Schenectady 113,000 150,000 165,000 181,000 191,000 

Schoharie 209,000 116,000 137,000 149,000 165,000 

Schuyler 221,000 239,000 274,000 262,000 282,000 I 
Seneca 353,000 418,000 452,000 533,000 677,000 

Steuben 489,000 556,000 647,000 660,000 701,000 I 
Suffolk 5,276,000 5,559,000 5,647,000 6,325,000 7,046,000 

I Sullivan 791,000 1,058,000 1,188,000 1,276,000 1,373,000 

Tioga 264,000 493,000 714,000 783,000 834,000 

Tompkins 710,000 684,000 735,000 797,000 805,000 

Ulster 802,000 ?Gl,OOO 821,000 937,000 1,043,000 I 
I 

Warren 816,000 819,000 1,002,000 1,354,000 1,457,000 

Washington 465,000 399,000 357,000 432,000 402,000 

Wayne 700,000 771,000 860,000 1,188,000 1,475,000 

I Westchester 1,894,000 2,051,000 2,823,000 2,994,000 1,524,000 1 

Wyoming 204,000 415,000 453,000 560,000 578,000 

I Yates 363,000 377,000 444,000 437,000 515,000 

I 
TO TAL 63,415,000 72,516,000 81,311,000 92,986,000 98,559,000 

I lCourt Officers transferr~~ to State payroll. 
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I 

TABLE 6 

Local Government 
Police Expenditures, 1980-84. I 

Level of Fiscal Year I 
Count y Government 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

Albsny County $ ------- $ ------- $ ------- $ ------- $ -------
I 

City 9,274,000 10,078,000 10,370,000 13,648,000 16,759,000 

Town 2,418,000 2,872,000 4,128,000 4,462,000 4,533,000 I 
Village 358,000 415,000 456,000 518,000 552,000 

TO TAL 12,050,000 13,365,000 14,954,000 18,628,000 21,644,000 I 
Allegsny County ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
I 

Town 118,000 133,000 146,000 159,000 147,000 

Village 346,000 423,000 480,000 571,000 555,000 I 
TOTAL 464,000 556,000 626,000 730,000 702,000 

I 
Broome County ------- ------- ------- 236,000 57,000 

City 2,810,000 3,043,000 3,218,000 3,647,000 3,759,000 

Town 556,000 636,000 761,000 854,000 934,000 
I 

Village 1,292,000 1,787,000 2,302,000 2,560,000 2,816,000 

TO TAL 4,658,000 5,466,000 6,281,000 7,297,000 7,566,000 I 
-

Cattaraugus County ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- I 
City 905,000 953,000 1,085,000 1,159,000 1,186,000 

Town 49,000 68,000 110,000 119,000 153,000 

Village 4,000 5,000 418,000 455,000 427,000 
I 

TO TAL 958,000 1,026,000 1,613,000 1,733,000 1,766,000 I 
I 
I 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

C oun ty 

Cayuga 

Chautauqua 

Chern ung 

Chenango 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County .. 
City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 
~ 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

1980 

$ ------- $ 

1,361,000 

4,000 

42,000 

1,407,000 

-------
2,067,000 

78,000 

874,000 

3,019,000 

-------
1,776,000 

50,000 

415,000 

2,241,000 

-------

312,000 

4,000 

17),000 

489,000 

Police 

fiscal Year 

1981 1982 1983 1984 

--
------- $ ------- $ 32,000 $ 12,000 

1,505,000 1,782,000 1,752,000 2,001,000 

3,000 5,000 6,000 6,000 

48,000 65,000 71,000 55,000 

1,556,000 1,852,000 1,861,000 2,?74,000 

------- ------- ------- 14,000 

2,222,000 2,555,000 2,737,000 2,922,000 

109,000 603,000 613,000 703,000 

807,000 924,000 877,000 1,060,000 

3,138,000 4,082,000 4,227,000 4,699,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
1,852,000 2,162,000 2,326,000 2,626,000 

45 1 000 63,000 ';;8,000 65,000 

466,000 498,000 :;;;;-1,000 573,000 

2,363,000 2,723,000 2,935,000 3,264 f OOO 

------- ------- 1,000 10,000 

378,000 439,000 434,000 490,000 

5,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 

177,000 181,000 201,000 191,000 

560,000 623,000 639,000 694,000 
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I 
I 

Police 

I 
Level of Fiscal Year 

County Government 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 I 
Clinton County $ ------- $ ------- $ ------- $ ------- $ 16,000 

City 876,000 910,000 1,047,000 1,137,000 1,184,000 I 
Town 7,000 11,000 10,000 7,000 8,000 

Village 5,000 44,000 60,000 53,000 69,000 I 
TO TAL 888,000 965,000 1,117,000 1,197,000 1,277,000 

Columbia County ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- I 
City 269,000 305,000 413,000 553,000 469,000 

Town 56,000 56,000 95,000 72,000 70,000 I 
Village 89,000 94,000 95,000 96,000 107,000 

TOT AL 414,000 455,000 603,000 721,000 646,000 I 
Cortland County ------- ------- ------- 8,000 -------

City 798,000 843,000 921,000 981,000 1,036,000 I 
Town * * * * -------
Village 71,000 56,000 62,000 65,000 55,000 I 
TO TAL 869,000 899,000 983,000. 1,054,000 1,091,000 

I 
Delaware County ------- ------- ------- ------- --------City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

Town 62,000 68,000 55,000 52,000 81,000 
I 

Village 267,000 334,000 3(9,000 422,000 433,000 

TO TAL 329,000 402,000 424,000 474,000 514,000 I 
*less than $500 I 

I 
I 
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Police 

I 
Level of fiscal Year 

I County Government 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

I 
Dutchess County $ ------- $ ------- $ ------- $6,699,000 $2,511,000 

City 2,186,000 2,062,000 2,655,000 2,577,000 3,039,000 

Town 259,000 243,000 2,341,000 2,517 f OOO 2,854,000 

I Village 367,000 389,000 529,000 503,000 604,000 

TOTAL 2,812,000 2,694,000 5,525,000 12,296,000 9,008,000 

I Erie County 3,185,000 3,149,000 3,837,000 3,552,000 7,209,000 . 

I 
City 23,326,000 24,372,000 25,168,000 25,310,000 28,939,000 

Town 9,444,000 10,303,000 18,419,000 19,308,000 20,993,000 

Village 2,961,000 3,246,000 3,684,000 4,098,000 4,254,000 

I TOTAL 38,916,000 41,070,000 51,108,000 52,268,000 61,395,000 

-

I Essex County ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

I 
Town 85,000 103,000 135,000 154,000 165,000 

Village 241,000 246,000 282,000 290,000 300,000 

TOTAL 326,000 349,000 417,000 444,000 465,000 

I 
F rank lin County ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

I City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Town 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 

I 
Village 378,000 528,000 752,000 764,000 842-,000 . 
TOTAL 380,000 530,000 754,000 766,000 844,000 

I 
I 
I 
I -109-
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County 

Fulton 

Genesee 

Greene 

Hamilton 

level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

*less than $500 

$ 

Police 

1980 1981 

------- $ -------
1,123,000 1,265,000 

4,000 5,000 

29,000 36,000 

1,156,000 1,306,000 

------- -------
983,000 996,000 

3,000 2,000 

211,000 214,000 

1,197,000 1,212,000 

------- -------

------- -------
132,000 147,000 

298,000 358,000 

430,000 505,000 

------- -------

------- -------
41,000 48,000 

------- -------

41,000 48,000 

-110-

fiscal Year 

1982 

$ ------- $ 

1,363,000 

3,000 

37,000 

1,403,000 

-------
1,049,000 

5,000 

235,000 

1,289,000 

-------
-------
200,000 

393,000 

593,000 

-------
-------

59,000 

-------

59,000 

1983 

------- $ 

1,356,000 

5,000 

43,000 

1,404,000 

-------
1,078,000 

5,000 

248,000 

1,331,000 

-------

-------

199,000 

444,000 

643,000 

-------
-------

66,000 

-------
66,000 

1984 

20,000 

1,578,000 

4,000 

34,000 

1,636,000 

1,133,000 

1,186,000 

6,000 

246,000 

2,571,000 

* 
-------
228,000 

479,000 

707,000 

-------
-------

58,000 

-------
58,000 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 

Police 

I 
Level of Fiscal Year 

I County Government 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

Herkimer County $ ------- $ ------- $ ------- $ 4,000 $ -------
City 208,000 213,000 217,000 240,000 272,000 I 
Town 53,000 62,000 89,000 129,000 73,000 

Village 918,000 879,000 1,097,000 1,121,000 684,000 

TO TAL 1,179,000 1,154,000 1,403,000 1,494,000 1,029,000 
I 
I Jefferson County ------- ------- ------- ------- 10,000 

City 1,434,000 1,545,000 1,638,000 1,788,000 1,717,000 

Town 7,000 2,000 4,000 4,000 5,000 I 
Village 235,000 243,000 279,000 294,000 293,000 

I TO TAL 1,676,000 1,790,000 1,921,000 2,086,000 2,025,000 

Lewis County ------- ------- ------- ------- 270,000 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------I 
I 

Town * * 2,000 2,000 J,OOO 

Village 95,000 99,000 106,000 102,000 104,000 

TOTAL 95,000 99,000 108,000 104,000 377,000 

I 
Livingston County ------- ------- ------- 478,000 -------

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Town 30,000 * 33,000 50,000 69,000 I 
Village 381,000 529,000 556,000 577,000 641,000 

TO TAL 
. 

411,000 529,000 589,000 1,105,000 710, 000 I 
I *less than $500 

I 
I 
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County 

Madison 

Monroe 

Montgomery 

Nassau 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County * 
City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

*less than $500 

Police 

1980 1981 

$ 5,000 $ * 

426,000 455,000 

9,000 5,000 

425,000 467,000 

865,000 927,000 

50,000 -------
18,049,000 20,337,000 

7,268,000 7,780,000 

822,000 861,000 

26,189,000 28,978,000 

------- -------
381,000 756,000 

2,000 3,000 

168,000 202,000 

551,000 961,000 

185,277,000 194,307,000 

4,210,000 4,795,000 

2;522,000 2,778,000 

18,323,000 18,724,000 

210,332,000 220,604,000 

-112-

Fiscal Year 

1982 1983 

$ * $ -------

500,000 540,000 

28,000 19,000 

358,000 541,000 

886,000 1,100,000 

------- -------
21,194,000 22,867,000 

5,662,000 9,558,000 

999,000 1,214,000 

27,855,000 33,639,000 

------- -------
751,000 886,000 

3,000 2,000 

230,000 232,000 

984,000 1,120,000 

204,871,000 223,610,000 

5,601,000 5,790,000 

5,123,000 5,891,000 

22,989,000 24,937,000 

238,584,000 260,228,000 

1984 

$ * 
571,000 

19,000 

551,000 

1,141,000 

2,000 

24,033,000 

10,232,000 

1,164,000 

35,431,000 

12,000 

911,000 

2,000 

241,000 

1,166,000 

239,985,000 

6,510,000 

6,505,000 

25,117,000 

278,117,000 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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Police 

I 
Level of Fiscal Year 

I County Government 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

Niagara County $ ------- $ ------- $ ------- $ ------- $ 257,000 

City 5,971,000 6,193,000 6,652,000 7,037,000 7,489,000 I 
Town 38,000 41,000 97,000 212,000 251,000 

I Village 57,000 125,000 125,000 148,000 143,000 

TOTAL 6,066,000 6,359,000 6,874,000 7,397,000 8,140,000 

I Oneida County ------- ------- ------- 10,000 652,000 

City 4,546,000 4,443,000 5,576,000 5,998,000 6,918,000 

Town 20,000 14,000 242,000 297,000 358,000 I 
Village 451,000 504,000 592,000 692,000 782,000 

I TOTAL 5,017,000 4,961,000 6,410,000 6,997,000 8,710,000 

Onondaga County ------- 200,000 ------- 1,000 9,000 

City 11,234,000 12,505,000 13,415,000 14,583,000 14,697,000 I 
Town 294,000 337,000 2,454,000. 2,730,000 2,937,000 

Village 1,431,000 1,492,000 2,145,000 1,970,000 2,081,000 I 
TOrAl 12,959,000 14,534,000 18,014,000 19,284,000 19,724,000 

I 
Ontario County ------- ------- ------- 375,000 -------

I City 1,109,000 741,000 1,430,000 1,644,000 1,760,000 

Town 2,000 2,000 7,000 7,000 11,000 

V il1age 66,000 65,000 69,000 95,000 61,000 

TOTAL 1,177,000 808,000 1,506,000 2,121,000 1,832,000 I 
I *less than $500 

I 
I 
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Police 

I 
Level of fiscal Year 

County Government 1980 1981 J.982 1983 1984 I 
Orange County $ ------- $ ------- $ ------- $ ------- $ -------

City 3,038,000 2,607,000 3,872,000 4,356,000 5,319,000 I 
Town 1,495,000 1,554,000 3,158,000 3,510,000 3,850,000 

Village 1,595,000 1,590,000 2,158,000 2,254,000 2,487,000 I 
TOTAL 6,128,000 5,751,000 9,188,000 10,120,000 11,656,000 

I 
Orleans County ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Town 3,000 3,000 7,000 8,000 8,000 I 
Village 177,000 188,000 509,000 549,000 585,000 

\ 

TOTAL 180,000 191,000 516,000 557,000 593,000 I 
Oswego County ------- ------- ------- ------- 190,000 I 

City 1,866,000 1,843,000 2,012,000 2,216,000 2,385,000 

Town 12,000 18,000 21,000 20,000 20,000 

Village 113,000 123,000 129,000 153,000 143,000 I 
TO TAL 1,991,000 1,984,000 2,162,000 2,389,000 2,7J8,000 

I 
° tsego County ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

City 304,000 377,000 615,000 614,DOO 704,000 I 
Town 5,000 75,000 6,000 6,000 5,000 

Village 103,000 104,000 126,000 138,000 136,000 

TO TAL 412,000 556,000 747,000 758,000 845,000 I 
*1ess than $500 I 

I 
I 

-114-

I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

County 

Putnam 

Renese lae r 

Rockland 

St. Lawrence 

Level of 

Government 

County 

C .tty 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

1980 

$ -------

-------
1,607,000 

161,000 

1,768,000 

-------
4,500,000 

440,000 

119,000 

5,059,000 

-------
-------

9,067,000 

2,854,000 

11,921,000 

-------
409,000 

10,000 

1,115,000 

1,534,000 

Police 

fiscal Year 

1981 1982 1983 1984 

$ ------- $ ------- $ 41,000 $ -------

------- ------- ------- -------

1,817,000 2,373,000 2,616,000 2,730,000 

174,000 190,000 197,000 218,000 

1,991,000 2,563,000 2,854,000 2,948,000 

------- ------- 7,000 16,000 

4,926,000 5,088,000 5,439,000 5,471,000 

368,000 625,000 784,000 721,000 

118,000 139,000 149,000 153,000 

5,412,000 5,852,DOO 6,379,000 6,361,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- -------

13,995,000 11,844,000 1'2,900,000 15,107,000 

3,131,000 3,600,000 3,915,000 4,345,000 

17,126,000 15,444,000 16,815,000 19,452,000 

------- ------- 653,000 983,000 

654,000 741,000 804,000 896,000 

10,000 25,000 25,000 30,000 

1,289,000 1,425,000 1,449,000 1,668,000 

1,953,000 2,191,000 2,931,000 3,577,000 
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County 

Saratoga 

Schenectady 

Schoharie 

Schu lye r 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOT AL 

*less than $500 

1980 

$ ------- $ 

1,370,000 

127,000 

369,000 

1,866,000 

-------
3,778 1,000 

1,754,000 

229,000 

5,761,000 

-------
-------

1,000 

146,000 

147,000 

-------
-------

* 
146,000 

146,000 

Police 

Fiscal Year 

1981 1982 

------- $ ------- $ 

1,455,000 1,610,000 

168,000 252,000 

401,000 438,000 

2,024,000 2,300,000 

------- -------
4,121,000 4,445,000 

1,693,000 2,244,000 

270,000 272,000 

6,084,000 6,961,000 

------- -------

------- -------

* 6,000 

169,000 174,000 

169,000 180,000 

------- -------
------- -------

* * 
166,000 184,000 

166,000 184,000 
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1983 

241,000 

1,731,000 

265,000 

431,000 

2,668,000 

1,166,000 

5,074,000 

2,478,000 

316,<.100 

9,034,000 

-------

-------
7,000 

179,000 

186,000 

-------
-------

-------

199,000 

199,000 

1984 

$ 139,000 

1,892,000 

301,000 

482,000 

2,814,000 

2,675,000 

5,344,000 

2,737 ,000 

319,000 

11,075,000 

._------

-------
9,000 

173,000 

182,000 

5,000 

-------

* 
200,000 

205,000 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

County 

Seneca 

Steuben 

Suffolk 

Sullivan 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County* 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

*less than $500 

1980 

$ -------
.... ------

6,000 

421,000 

427,000 

-------

861,000 

50,000 

446,000 

1,357,000 

109,755,000 

-------

2,048,000 

4,179,000 

115,982,000 

* 

-------

64,000 

643,000 

707,00£1 

Police 

Fiscal Year 

1981 1982 1983 1984 

$ ------- $ ------- $ 165,000 . $ -------
------- ------- ------- -------

5,000 9,000 10,000 7,000 

388,000 502,000 541,000 614,000 

393,000 511,000 716,000 621,000 

------- ------- 168,000 435,000 

1,306,000 1,065,000 1,156,000 1,218,000 

46,000 99,000 111,000 103,000 

514,000 550,000 560,000 549,000 

1,866,000 1,714,000 1,995,000 2,305,000 

121,302,000 129,979,000 126,067,000 135,592,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
2,289,000 8,879,000 9,799,000 10,899,000 

4,632,000 5,389,000 5,798,000 6,698,000 

128,223,000 144,247,000 141,664,000 153,189,000 

------- ------- 26,000 781,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
111,000 612,000 742,000 694,000 

698,000 850,000 918,000 1,099,000 

809,000 1,462,000 1,686,000 2,574,000 

-117-



County 

Tioga 

Tompkins 

Ulster 

Warren 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOT AL-

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

$ 

Police 

1980 1981 

------- $ -------
------- -------

9,000 9,000 

382,000 410,000 

391,000 419,000 

------- -------
1,235,000 1,364,000 

5,000 6,000 

283,000 302,000 

1,523,000 1,672,000 

------- -------
1,743,000 1,874,000 

744,000 817,000 

365,000 653,000 

2,852,000 3,344,000. 

------- -------
689,GOO 775,000 

357,000 448,000 

106,000 117,000 

1,152,000 1,340,000 
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Fiscal Year 

1982 1983 

$ ------- $ -------

------- -------
10,000 11,000 

264,000 556,000 

274,000 567,000 

------- -------
1,494,000 1,591,000 

6,000 7,000 

341,000 365,000 

1,841,000 1,963,000 

------- 68,000 

2,163,000 2,446,000 

1,708,000 1,607,000 

639,000 750,000 

4,510,000 4,871,000 

------- -------
805,000 855,000 

448,000 348,000 

113,000 123,000 

1,366,000 1,326,000 

1984 

$ -------
-------

16,000 

579,000 

595,000 

8,000 

2,032,000 

7,000 

424,000 

2,471,000 

18,000 

2,481,000 

1,863,000 

832,000 

5,194,000 

-------
1,260,000 

365,000 

143,000 

1,768,000 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 

Police 

I 
Level of Fiscal Year 

I County Government 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

I 
Washington County $ ------- $ ------- $ ------- $ ------- $ -------

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

I 
Town 9,000 7,000 25,000 29,000 30,000 

-
Village 550,000 634,000 724,000 769,000 787,000 

TOTAL 559,000 641,000 749,000 798,000 817,000 

I Wayne County 14,000 15,000 ------- ------- -------

I 
City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Town 10,000 2,000 104,000 99,000 99,000 

I 
Village 577,000 807,000 867,000 990,000 1,001,000 

TOTAL 601,000 824,000 971,000 1,089,000 1,100,000 

I Westchester County 6,583,000 5,882,000 7,052,000 9,880,000 12,246,000 

City 32,936,000 34,821,000 39,369,000 40,922,000 44,672,000 

I Town 6,808,000 10,932,000 16,730,000 16,318,000 19,109,000 

Village 14,047,000 14,887,000 17,148,000 18,682,000 21,365,000 

I 
TOTAL 60,374,000 66,522,000 80,299,000 85,802,000 97,392,000 

Wyoming County ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

I City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Town 1,000 * 1,000 1,000 1,000 

I Village 87,000 117,000 507,000 497,000 531,000 

TOTAL 88,000 117,000 508,000 498,000 532,000 

I *less than $500 

I 
I 
I -119-

I 



Police 

Level of fiscal Year 

County Government 1980 1981 1982 

Yates County $ ------- $ ------- $ -------

City ------- ------- -------

Town 1,000 1,000 1,000 

Village 223,000 233,000 267,000 

TOTAL 224,000 234,000 268,000 

TO TAL 5 County 304,869,000 324,855,000 345,739,000 

City 148,363,000 158,890,000 174,480,000 

Town 48,250,000 60,257,000 90,080,000 

Village 61,229,000 65,978,000 78.872,000 

TO TAL 562,711,000 609,980,000 689,171,000 

1includes $18,367,000 Law Enforcement Capital Expenditures 

2includes $24,500,000 Law Enforcement Capital Expenditures 
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I 
I 
I 

1983 1984 

I 
$ ------- $ -------

------- ------- I 
4,000 1,000 

293,000 28,000 

297,000 29,000 
I 

373,488,000 1 405,267,000 2 I 
187,272,000 205,726,000 

99,267,000 110,190,000 I 
8'5,524,000 91,073,000 

745,551,000 812,256,000 I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

II 
!I 
I 
I 

County 

Albany $ 

Allegany 

Broome 

Cattaraugus 

Cayuga 

Chautauqua 

Chemung 

Chenango 

Clinton 

Columbia 

Cortland 

Delaware 

Dutchess 

Erie 

Essex 

Franklin 

Fulton 

Genesee 

Greene 

Hamil ton 

Herkimer 

Jefferson 

Lewis 

Livingston 

Madison 

Monroe 

Montgomery 

Nsssau 

TABLE 7 

Local Government 
Probation Expenditures, 1980-84. 

1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

903,000 $ 1,024,000 $ 1,152,000 $ 1,226,000 $ 1,336,000 

101,000 111,000 128,000 143,000 143,000 

717,000 786,000 838,000 956,000 1,030,000 

205,000 211,000 239,000 253,000 283,000 

154,000 164,000 172,000 186,000 197,000 

536,000 561,000 595,000 736,000 664,000 

511,000 547,000 598,000 627,000 677,000 

75,000 84,000 96,000 97,000 95,000 

232,000 263,000 314,000 342,000 359,000 

105,000 132,000 149,000 165,000 167,000 

209,000 227,000 260,000 283,000 280,000 

125,000 99,000 115,000 143,000 125,000 

627,000 646,000 767,000 847,000 957,000 

3,020,000 3,547,000 3,485,000 3,803,000 4,006,000 

95,000 127,000 109,000 116, 000 149,000 

178,000 232,000 269,000 290,000 316,000 

------- 141,000 149,000 167,000 193,000 

193,000 228,000 266,000 348,000 388,000 

107,000 124,000 135,000 145,000 151,000 

15,000 16,000 16,000 17,000 11,000 

86,000 104,000 121,000 139,000 153,000 

295,000 349,000 368,000 389,000 436,000 

104,000 114,000 122,000 129,000 142,000 

142,000 164,000 180,000 196,000 207,000 

179,000 223,000 259,000 271,000 283,000 

3,326,000 3,668,000 3,913,000 4,193,000 4,813,000 

------- 25,000 2,000 ------- ... ------

7,855,000 11,718,000 12,841,000 14,598,000 16,285,000 
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~~--~~----------

County 1980 1981 1982 

Niagara $ 564,000 $ 570,000 $ 785,000 

Oneida 632,000 631,000 799,000 

Onondaga 2,226,000 2,608,000 2,965,000 

Ontario 264,000 319,000 421,000 

Orange 807,000 878,000 957,000 

Ot'leans 173,000 185,000 216,000 

Oswego 448,000 454,000 501,000 

otsego 72,000 76,000 83,000 

Putnam 149,000 199,000 269,000 

Rensselaer 640,000 712,000 715,000 

Rockland 709,000 754,000 869,000 

St. Lawrence 422,000 479,000 525,000 

Saratoga 161,000 203,000 292,000 

Schenectady 417,0'00 470,000 484,000 

Schoharie 53,000 63,000 67,000 

Schuyler 66,000 75,000 77 ,000 

Seneca 69,000 73,000 79,000 

Steuben 339,000 353,000 467,000 

Suffolk 7,232,000 7,635,000 8,046,000 

Sullivan 181,000 279,000 365,000 

Tioga 137,000 184,000 185,000 

Tompkins 257,000 268,000 292,000 

Ulster 314,000 320$000 348,000 

Warren ------- 147,000 172,000 

Washington 66,000 107,000 97,000 

Wayne 248,000 292,000 305,000 

Westchester 3,142,000 3,472,000 3,790,000 

Wyoming 55,000 63,000 77 , 000 

Yates 50,000 55,000 58,000 

TOTAL 40,008,000 47,559,000 51,964,0°°1 
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1983 

$ 800,000 $ 

1,146,000 

3,303,000 

465,000 

1,138,000 

231,000 

536,000 

93,000 

342,000 

739,000 

981,000 

560,000 

343,000 

530,000 

86,000 

85,000 

82,000 

481,000 

8,533,000 

417,000 

209,000 

328,000 

381,000 

171,000 

120,000 

393,000 

4,258,000 

85,000 

67,000 

57,708,0°°1 

1984 

872,000 

1,179,000 

3,832,000 

549,000 

1,335,000 

273,000 

584,000 

103,000 

384,000 

857,000 

1,058,000 

598,000 

432,000 

589,000 

86,000 

87,000 

100,000 

509,000 

9,858,000 

489,000 

231,000 

368,000 

430,000 

182,000 

139,000 

468,000 

4,592,000 

88,000 

64,000 

64,182,000 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 

TABLE 8 

Local Government 
Corrections Expenditures, 1980-84. 

I Level of Fiscal Year 

County Government 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

I Albany County $3,923,000 $3,931,000 $4,934,000 . $5,186,000 $5,339,000 

I 
City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Town ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Village ------- ------- ------- ------- -------. 

I TOTAL 3,923,000 3,931,000 4,934,000 5,186,000 5,339,000 

I Allegany County 350,000 458,000 465,000 513,000 528,000 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

I 
Town ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

Village 10,000 9,000 7,000 12,000 -------
TO TAL 360,000 467,000 472,000 525,000 528,000 

I 
Broome County 1,448,000 1,857,000 1,824,000 2,115,000 2,043,000 

I City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

Town 1,000 ------- 4,000 ------- -------

I 
Vi llage 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 

TJJTAL 1,450,000 1,858,000 1,829,000 2,116,000 2,044,000 

I Cattaraugus County 325,000 433,000 697,000 597,000 653,000 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

I Town ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Village ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

I 
TO TAL 325,000 433,000 697,000 597,000 653,000 

I 
I 
I 
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County 

Cayuga 

Chautauqua 

Chemung 

Chenango 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

*less than $500 

$ 

Corrections 

1980 1981 

601,000 $ 724,000 

1,000 2,000 

------- -------
------- -------
602,000 726,000 

734,000 897,000 

------- -_ ... _---

* * 

* -------
734,000 897,000 

566,000 717,000 

------- -------
------- -------

* * 

566,000 717,000 

64,000 69,000 

------- -------

------- -------

------- -------

64,000 69,ODO 
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Fiscal Year 

1982 1993 

$ 488,000 $ 808,000 

9,000 6,000 

------- -------
------- -------
497,000 814,000 

1,170,000 1,334,000 

------- -------
------- * 

------- -------
1,170,000 1,334,000 

913,000 1,372,000 

16,000 -------

------- -------
* * 

929,000 1,372,000 

72,000 90,000 

* -------

------- -------

------- -------
72,000 90,000 

1984 

$1,089,000 

3,000 

-------

-------
1,092,000 

1,343,000 

-------
* 

1,000 

1,344,000 

1,068,000 

-------
-------

* 

1,068,000 

87,000 

-------
-------
-------
87,000 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 

Corrections 

I 
Level of fiscal Year 

County Government 1980 1984 1981 1982 198J I _I_" ... j..o.i .... _~~.;-; , -. 
I 

Clinton , County $ 504,000 $ 641,000 $ 596,000 $ 7J4,000 $ 792,000 

City ------":'"' ------- ------- ------- -=------I 
Town ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Village ------- ------- ------- -_._---- -------

TO TAL 504,000 641,000 596,000 7J4,000 792,000 
I 

. 
I Columbia County 271,000 549,000 63J,000 665,000 829,000 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Town ------- ------- ------- ------- -------I 
Village ------- ------- 1 ------- ------- -------

I TO TAL 271,000 549,000 6J3,000 665,000 829,000 

Cortland County 415,000 415,000 455,000 679,000 526,000 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------I 
Town ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Village ------- ------- ------- ------- -------I 
TO TAL 415,000 415,000 455,000 679,000 526,000 

I 
Delaware County 28,000 34,000 28,000 "* J5,000 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Town ------- J,OOO ------- ------- -------I 
Village * * * * * 

TO T.l\L 28,000 37,000 28,000 * J5,000 I 
I *less than $500 

I 
I 
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Corrections 

Level of 

CiJunty Government 1980 1981 

Dutchess County $2,566,000 $3,102,000 

City 95,000 * 

Town ------- -------
Village ------- -------

TO TAL 2,661,000 3,102,000 

Erie County 10,590~000 10,295,000 

City ------- -------
Town * * 

Village 1,000 1,000 

TOTAL 10,591,000 10,296,000 

Essex County 272,000 363,000 

City ------- -------

To~n ------- 1,000 

Vi 11age * * 

TO TAL 272,000 364,000 

Franklin County 336,000 455,000 

City ------- -------
Town ------- -------
Village 3,000 3,000 

TO TAL 339,000 458,000 

.~. 

*1ess than $500 
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Fiscal Year 

1982 

$3,453,000 

91,000 

-------
-------

3,544,000 

11,902,000 

-------
-------
-------

11,902,000 

354,000 

-------
-------

* 

354,000 

569,000 

-------

-------
3,000 

572,000 

1983 

$4,083,000 

81,000 

-------
-------

4,164,000 

13,451,000 

1,000 

-------
1,000 

13,453',000 

392,000 

-------

-------

* 

392,000 

591,000 

-------
-------

-------
591,000 

1984 

$4,813,000 

-------
-------

-------
4,813,000 

13,594,000 

-------
1,000 

1,000 

13,596,000 

430,000 

-------
-------

* 

430,000 

694,000 

-------
-------

4,000 

698,000 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

County 

Fulton 

Genesee 

Greene 

Hamilton 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

*less than $500 

$ 

corrections 

1980 1981 

426,000 $ 445,000 

1,000 1,000 

------- -------
------- -------
427,000 446,000 

409,000 389,000 

------- -------

------- -------
------- -------
409,000 389,000 

316,000 424,000 

------- -------

------- -------
------- -------
316,000 424,000 

11,000 12,000 

------- -------

------- -------

------- -------
11,000 12,000 
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Fiscal Year 

1982 1983 1984 

$ 395,000 $ 592,000 $ 676,000 

1,000 1,000 1,000 

------- ------- -------
------- ------- -------
396,000 593,000 677,000 

494,000 819,000 652,000 

------- ------- -------
------- ------- -------

* ------- -------
494,000 819,000 652,000 

534,000 549,000 598,000 

------- ------- -------

------- ------- 4,000 

------- ------- -------
534,000 549,000 602,000 

13,000 16,000 9,000 

------- ------- -------
------- ------- -------

------- ------- -------
13,000 16,000 9,000 



County 

Herkimer 

Jefferson 

Lewis 

livingston 

level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

*less than $500 

$ 

Corrections 

1980 1981 

407,000 $ 458,000 

------- -------

------- -------
------- 2,000 

407,000 460,000 

458,000 551,000 

4,000 4,000 

10,000 -------

------- -------

472,000 555,000 

173,000 198,000 

------- -------

------- -------

------- -------
173,000 198,000 

372,000 398,000 

------- -------

------- -------

* * 
372,000 398,000 
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Fiscal Year 

1982 1983 

$ 488,000 $ 559,000 

------- -------
------- * 
------- * 
488,000 559,000 

794,000 1,018,000 

4,000 5,000 

------- -------

------- ----,---

798,000 1,OV,000 

240,000 252,000 

------- -------

------- -------
------- -------
240,000 252,000 

523,000 817,000 

------- -------
------- -------

------- * 
523,000 817,000 

1984 

$ 609,000 

-------

* 
* 

609,000 

1,041,000 

5,000 

-------
-------

1,046,000 

261,000 

-------
-------

-------
261,000 

834,000 

-------
-------

* 
834,000 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

County 

Madison 

Monroe 

Montgomery 

-. 

Nassau 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

*less than $500 

Corrections 

1980 1981 

$ 436,000 $ 466,000 

------- -------
------- -------

* * 

436,000 466,000 

6,072,000 6,32~,000 

------- -------
------- -------
------- -------

6,072,000 6,321,000 

469,000 392,000 

------- -------
------- 1,000 

------- -------
469,000 393,000 

15,012,000 23,320,000 

------- -------
------- -------

1,000 * 

15,013,000 23,320,000 
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Fiscal Year 

1982 1983 1984 

$ 523,000 $ 523,000 $ 531,000 

------- ------- -------

------- ------- -------
* 1,000 * 

523,000 524,000 531,000 

7,707,000 11,458,000 11,639,000 

------- ------- -------
------- ------- -------
------- ------- -------

7,707,000 11,458,000 11,639,000 

477,000 564,000 751,000 

------- ------- -------
------- ------- -------
------- ------- -------
477,000 564,000 751,000 

25,599,000 28,394,000 31,906,000 

------- ------- -------
------- ------- - .... -----

------- 3,000 1,000 

25,599,000 28,397,000 31,907,000 



r'AUd,<,g"P:'\"'"'If';i'-.\. •. ,.~k4¥1'/.("~" ,,, .. ,,,.,,,~,_,, ..... ~.~,,,z., .. <."., ~""'~""",,,:,.-::-" ""'·'c·""'"","",""·.'.:,"", ,,",,k.o,,,"''''''"''<;'",",, """""..,..~-,-,--"""'"'..,...,.,,---,~~~~-~--~-~---------~~~~---~-- ------ ----

I 

I 
I 

I 

Level of 

County Government 

Niagara County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

Oneida County 
... 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

Onondaga County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

Ontario County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

*less than $500 

corrections 

1980 1981 

$1,649,000 $1,604,000 

2,000 1,000 

------- -------
------- -------

1,651,000 1,605,000 

1,519,000 1,139,000 

------- -------
------- -------
------- ____ oL¥ __ 

1,519,000 1,139,000 

6,160,000 6,618,000 

_._----- -------
26,000 -------

------- -------
6,160,000 6,618,000 

527,000 684,000 

------- * 
------- 3,000 

------- -------
527,000 687,000 
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I 
I 
I 

Fiscal Year 

1982 1983 1984 I 
$2,142,000 $2,284,000 $2,788,000 

1,000 2,000 2,000 I 
------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- I 

2,143,000 2,286,000 2,790,000 

1,647,000 1,945,000 2,985,000 I 
------- ------- -------

* ------- ------- I 
------- ------- -------

1,647,000 1,945,000 2,985,000 I 
8,959,000 10,769,000 11,760,000 

------- ------- ------- I 
33,000 ------- 40,000 

------- ------- ------- I 
8,992,000 10,769,000 11,800,000 

I 
850,000 1,130,000 1,387,000 

------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- I 
------- ------- -------
850,000 1,130,000 1,387,000 I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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II 
I 
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County 

Orange 

Orleans 

Oswego 

Otsego 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

. County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

*less than $500 

1980 

$1,536,000 

-------
* 

* 

1,536,000 

384,000 

-------
-------

3,000 

387,000 

136,000 

-------
-------
-------
136,000 

261,000 

-------

-------

-------

261,000 

Corrections 

Fiscal Year 

1981 1982 1983 1984 

$3,083,000 $2,845,000 $3,902,000 $3,674,000 

25,000 29,000 33,000 34,000 

* ------- ------- -------
* ------- * * 

3,108,000 2,874,000 3,935,000 3,708,000 

518,000 547,000 624,000 664,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
1,000 ------- ------- -------
3,000 4,000 4,000 2,000 

522,000 551,000 628,000 666,000 

131,000 212,000 980,000 1,061,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
------- ---.,.--- ------- -------

------- ------- ------- -------
131,000 212,000 980,000 1,061,000 

298,000 362,000 362,000 407,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- -------
298,000 362,000 362,000 407,000 
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I 
I 

Corrections 

I 
Level of fiscal Year 

County Government 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 I 
Putnam Coun'l:y $ 689,000 $ 754,000 $1,066,000 $1,199,000 $1,364,000 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- I 
Town * ... ------- * -------
Village ------- ------- ----,--- ----- .... - ------- I 
TOTAL 689,000 754,000 1,066,000 1,199,000 1,364,000 

Rensselaer County 1,010,000 1,501,000 1,308,000 2,108,000 2,191,000 I .. 
City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Town ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- I 
Village ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
TO TAL 1,010,000 1,501,000 1,308,000 2,108,000 2,191,000 I -

Rockland County 1,275,000 1,688,000 2,426,000 2,225,000 2,281,000 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- I 
. Town - .... _---- ------- 21,000 48,000 203,000 

Village * 1,000 ------- 1,000 2,000 I 
TO TAL 1,275,000 1,689,000 2,447,000 2,274,000 2,486,000 

I 
st. lawrence County 498,000 577,000 962, 000 766,000 761,000 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Town ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- I 
Village ... ... 1,000 ------- 1,000 . 
TO TAL 498,000 577,000 963, 000 766,000 762,000 I 

*less than $500 I 
I 
I 
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County 

Saratoga 

Schenectady 

Schoharie 

Schu lye r 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

*less than $500 

1980 

$ 750,000 

79,000 

-II-

-------
829,000 

1,009,000 

-------

-------
-------

1,009,000 

121,000 

-------

-------

-------

121,000 

171',000 

-------

-------

* 
177,000 

Corrections 

Fiscal Year 

1981 1982 1983 1984 

$ 961,000 $ 934,000 $1,622,000 $1,483,000 

85,000 90,000 99,000 104,000 

* 4,000 ------- -------

------- ------- ------- -------
1,046,000 1,028,000 1,721,000 1,587,000 

1,087,000 1,185,000 1,434,000 1,818,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- -------

1,087,000 1,185,000 1,434,000 1,818,000 

359,000 385,000 368,000 373,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- -------
359,000 385,000 368,000 373,000 

196,000 274,000 313,000 324,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- -------

* ------- * * 
196,000 274,000 313,000 324,000 

-133-



Corrections 

Level of 

County Government 1980 1981 

Seneca County $ 121,000 $ 134,000 

City ------- -------
Town ------- -------
Village ------- -------
TOTAL 121,000 134,000 

Steuben County 760,000 937,000 

City ------- -------
Town ------- -------
Village 1,000 1,000 

TOTAL 761,000 938,000 

-
SuFfolk County 7,739,000 9,056,000 

City ------- -------
Town .25,000 17,000 

Village 2,000 4,000 

TO TAL 7,766,000 9,077,000 

Sullivan Couflty 838,000 1,112,000 

City ------- -------
lown ------- -------
Village ------- -------. . 
TO TAL 838,000 1,112,000 

*les8 than $500 

-D4-

fiscal Year 

1982 1983 

$ 170,000 $ 277,000 

------- -------
------- -------
------- -------
170,000 277,000 

1,066,000 1,072,000 .. 
------- -------
------- -------
------- 1,000 

1,066,000 1,073,000 

13,781,000 14,591,000 

------- -------
116,000 165,000 

6,000 4,000 

13,903,000 14,760,000 

1,304,000 1,408,000 

------- -------
------- -------

, 
------- * 

1,304,000 1,408,000 

1984 

$ 375,000 

-------
-------
-------
375,000 

1,170,000 

-------
-------

1,000 

1,171,000 

17,699,000 

-------
188,000 

4,000 

17 ,891,000 

1,515,000 

-------
-------

* 
, 

1,515,000 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I. 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
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I 
I 
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Count.y 

Tioga 

Tompkins 

Ulster 

Warren 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TO TAL 

*less than $500 

1980 

$ 258,000 

-------
-_._----
-------
258,000 

311,000 

-------
-------
-------
.311,000 

1,211,000 

-------

-------

* 
1,211,000 

327,000 

-------

* 

-------

327,000 

Corrections 

Fiscal Year 

1981 1982 1983 1984 

$ 352,000- $ 421,000 $ 429,0L10 $ 590,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- -------
352,000 421,000 429,000 590,000 

387,000 468,000 503,000 460,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- -------
387,000 468,000 503,000 460,000 

1,460,000 1,650,000 1,619,000 1,883,000 

------- ------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- -------
------- ------- ------- -------

1,460,000 1,650,000 1,619,000 1,883,000 

436,000 458,000 570,000 623,000 

------- ------- -_ .... _--- -------
* * ------- -------

------- ------- ------- -------
436,000 458,000 570,000 623,000 
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Corrections 

I 
Level of Fiscal Year 

County overnment 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 I 
Washington County $ 358,000 $ 383,000 $ 525,000 $ 498,000 $ 503,000 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- I 
Town ------- ------- ------- 9,000 -------
Village * * * * * I 
TO TAL 358,000 383,000 525,000 507,000 503,000 

Wayne County 758,000 800,000 905,000 1,108,000 1,381,000 I 
, 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------

Town ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- I 
Village ------- * ------- ------- -------

TO TAL 758,000 800,000 905,000 1,108,000 1,381,000 I -
Westchester County 10,124,000 14,822,000 16,880,000 19,901,000 24,092,000 

City 707,000 808,000 969,000 1,066,000 1,195,000 I 
Town 3,000 2,000 12,000 ------- 10,000 

Village 9,000 10,000 26,000 16,000 15,000 I 
TO TAL 10,843,000 15,642,000 17,887,000 20,983,000 25,312,000 

I 
Wyoming County 161,000 249,000 273,000 405,000 475,000 

City ------- ------- ------- ------- -------
Town ------- ------- ------- ------- * 

I 
Village ------- ------- ------- -"------ -------. 
TOTAL 161,000 249,000 273,000 405,000 475,000 I 

*less than $500 I 
I 
I 
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County 

Yates 

TOTALS 

Level of 

Government 

County 

City 

Town 

Village 

TOTAL 

County 

City 

Town 

Vi 11 ag.e 

r.o TAL 

*less than $500 

Corrections 

1980 1981 

$ 126,000 $ 151,000 

------- -------
* * 

1,000 2,000 

127,000 153,000 

88,347,000 109,791,000 

889,000 926, 000 

65,000 28,000 

32,000 37,000 

89,333,000 110,782,000 

-111-

Fiscal Year 

1982 1983 1984 

$ 151 ,000 $ Hl,OOO $ 371,000 

------- ------- -------

* 1,000 -------
3 , 000 4,000 1,01)0 

154,000 326,000 372,000 

130,496.000 152,904,000 169,828,000 

1,210,000 1,294,uOO 1,344,000 

190,000 223,000 446,000 

51,000 48,000 34,000 

131,947,000 154,469,000 171,652,000 
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NEW YORK CITY CRIMINAL 

JUSTICE EXPENDITURES 
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Corrections* 

Courts 

Prosecution 

Bronx 

Kings 

New York 

Queens 

Richmond 

Special Narcotics 

Defense 

Po lice 

SIRT 

NYPD 

Transit 

Housing 

Probation 

She riff 

o the r 

firearms Control Board 

Criminal Justice 
Coordinating Council 

TOTAL 

TABLE 9 

New York City 
Criminal Justice Expenditures, 1980-84. 

(Thousands) 

1980 1981 1982 

$ 155,351 $ 170,576 $ 203,527 

17,378 2(~6 363 

44,724 48,151 58,378 

(8,076) 8,816) (10,401) 

(12,777) (13,660) (16,269) 

(15,122) (16,150) (19,154) 

5,883) 6,455) 8,193) 

( 953) 967) ( 1,f0 9 ) 

( 1,913) 2,103) . ( 3,152) 

20',298 21,057 24,865 

877,840 899,530 1,010,930 

105) 120) 185) 

(712,883) (721,193) (815,802) 

(112,347) (118,275) (129,750) 

52,505) 59,942) 65,193) 

20,453 19,582 21,240 

1,587 1,602 1,787 

402 351 476 

13! 210 16., 364 20,989 

$1,151,243 $1,177,459 $1,342,555 

*Includes Department of Juvenile Justice 

1983 1984 

$ 234,177 $ 269,769 

375 385 

67,033 77,155 

(11,981) (14,072) 

(18,377) (20,616) 

(22,120) (25,188) 

9,414) (11,262) 

1,362) ( 1,712) 

3,779) ( 4,305) 

34,984 33,992 

1, 08 i!,. 641 1,206,962 

165) 250} 

(864,300) (961,629) 

(144,047) (162,031) 

74,129) 83,052) 

23,923 27,318 

2,000 2,145 

430 

-------- --------

$1,445,563 $1,617,726 

SOURCE: The City on New York: Comprehensive Annual Financial Report of the Comptroller, 

fiscal years 1980-1984. 
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EMPLOYMENT 

Department of 
Correctional 
Services 

Commission on 
Corrections 

Crime Victims 
Board 

Division of 
Criminal Justice 

Judiciary (Courts) 

Parole 

Probation 

State Police 

Division for 
Youth 

TOT AL 

TABLE 10 

State Criminal Justice Agency Staffing Levels, 
1980-84. 

1980-81 1981-82 1982-83 1983-8t~ 

11,694 12,314 14,785 16,537 

65 63 62 59 

62 56 71 66 

812 764 741 735 

11,564* 11,661* 11,000 11,381 

1,134 1,160 1,161 1,173 

97* 88* 81* 89 

3,681 4,095 4,072 4,119 

1,872* 2,383* 2,288* 2,481* 

30,981 32,584 34,261 36,640 

1984-85 

18,827 

57 

62 

726 

11,787 

1,335 

87 

4,199 

2,745 

39,825 

Sources: Agency fiscal or personnel office; payroll period #1 for each fiscal 
year. 

*St~fYing estimates obtained from the Executive Budget for the appropriate fiscal 
year. 
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TABLE 11 
Sheriff Department Employees, 1?80-84. 

County 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

Albany 136 125 93 93 93 
Allegany 25 30 30 69 3Z 
Broome 123 90 63 65 58 
Cattaraugua 35 41 42 44 49 
Cayuga 31 34 39 39 38 
Chautauqua 91 83 76 77 78 
C hem'Jng 42 39 42 52 44 
Chenango 30 50 32 41 48 
Clinton 41 31 38 38 33 
Columbia 47 50 70 68 73 
Cortland :31 40 45 43 48 
Delaware 21 24 18 16 16 
Dutchess 168 170 159 162 178 
Erie 645 620 431 360 426 
Essex 17 19 21 7 5 
franklin 28 28 3 7 17 
fulton 60 33 38 40 38 
Genesee 67 68 45 47 47 
Greene 9 14 15 18 16 
Hamil ton 15 9 9 9 13 
Herkimer 45 46 5 12 15 
Jefferson 58 48 28 54 46 
Lewis 30 25 25 30 29 
livingston 64 60 88 54 57 
Madison 25 24 24 26 35 
Mon roe 345 345 310 315 309 
Montgomery 33 32 30 30 39 
Nassau ---- ---- ---- --- ... ----
Niagara 156 160 113 123 124 
Oneida 75 76 68 68 81 
Onondaga 454 488 330 323 330 
Ontario 61 61 71 79 78 
Orange 151 72 72 66 58 
Orleans 37 36 53 58 26 
Oswego 56 55 53 53 60 
Ot~ego 10 8 9 13 14 
Putnam -. 59 54 56 59 56 
Rensselser 65 53 35 35 58 
Rockland 62 72 86 94 77 
St- Lawrence 42 44 49 54 37 
Saratoga 58 60 55 62 69 
Schenectady 3 21 11 11 12 
Schoharie 23 18 23 21 20 
Schuyler 22 22 22 22 34 
Senecs 29 47 37 37 38 
Steuben 60 22 23 25 25 
Suffolk 491 531 231 241 220 
Sullivan 41 37 38 39 45 
Tioga 37 44 51 44 54 
Tompkins 63 64 44 41 38 
Ulster 55 46 39 39 44 
Warren 61 71 66 55 41 
Washington 49 58 37 54 46 
Wayne 71 71 42 45 46 
Westchester --- --- --- ---- ---
Wyoming 56 68 33 50 53 
Yates 20 21 23 23 23 

NYS TOTAL 4,628 4,359 3,589 3,650 3,687 

SOURCE: Crime and Justice, Annusl Report, NYS Division of Criminal Justice 
Services, 1980-1984. 

-146-

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

____ ~ __________________ ~ ___ ~ _______ !J 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

County 

Albany 
Allegany 
8roome 
Cat taraugus 
Cayuga 
Chautauqua 
Chemung 
Chenango 
Clinton 
Columbia 
Cortland 
Delaware 
Dutchess 
Erie 
Essex 
franklin 
fulton 
Genesee 
Greene 
Hsnilton 
Herkimer 
Jefferaon 
Lewis 
Livingston 
Madison 
Monroe 
Montgomery 
Nasaau 
Niagara 
Oneida 
Onondags 
Ontario 
Orsnge 
Orleans 
Oswego 
Otsego 
Putnem 
Rensselaer 
Rockland 
St. Lawrence 
Saratoga 
Schenectady 
Schoharie 
Schuyler 
Seneca 
Steuben 
Suffolk 
Sullivan 
Tiogs 
Tanpkins 
Ulster 
Warren 
Washington 
Wayne 
Weatchester 
Wyoming 
Yatea 

Upstate 
Total 

New York 
City Total 

New York 
State Total 

TABLE 12 

MUNICIPAl POLICE EMPLOYEES, UNIfORMED AND CIVILIAN, 
1980-84 

1980 1981 1982 1983 

T U C T U C T U C T U C 

725 588 137 734 586 148 731 579 152 728 575 153 
55 47 8 54 41 13 63 48 15 63 49 14 

325 286 39 311 270 41 301 264 37 302 262 40 
97 93 4 100 97 3 99 96 3 100 94 6 
91 81 10 86 76 10 86 76 10 91 81 10 

216 190 26 213 191 22 217 190 27 214 183 31 
122 113 9 123 113 10 122 113 9 127 115 12 

41 36 5 44 40 4 42 38 4 49 43 6 
56 54 2 55 53 2 58 54 4 57 53 4 
76 73 3 77 75 2 79 77 2 68 63 5 
48 45 3 -46 43 3 47 43 4 54 50 4 
45 41 4 51 44 7 50 43 7 52 44 8 

354 306 48 354 297 57 356 298 58 340 296 44 
2,232 1,966 266 2,147 1,908 239 2,125 1,895 230 2,098 1,860 238 

56 41 15 55 53 2 46 44 2 50 48 2 
67 56 11 61 53 8 43 37 6 45 39 6 
71 62 9 66 61 5 65 60 5 71 66 5 
46 42 4 45 41 4 52 40 12 51 39 12 
87 78 9 71 69 2 72 66 6 73 67 6 
8 6 2 7 5 2 7 5 2 8 4 4 

135 128 7 118 113 5 125 119 6 117 109 8 
129 118 11 112 105 7 104 99 5 107 102 5 

11 11 0 8 8 0 7 7 0 7 7 0 
56 42 14 60 48 12 53 46 7 62 48 14 
64 53 11 69 59 10 73 63 10 78 67 11 

1,206 910 296 1,088 870 218 1,055 868 187 1,075 862 213 
72 70 2 78 71 7 74 71 3 82 71 11 

4,724 4,139 585 4,692 4,070 622 4,711 4,040 671 4,652 3,986 666 
299 285 14 290 275 15 301 287 14 300 276 24 
355 328 27 343 315 28 350 323 .27 364 339 25 
813 6SO 163 847 675 172 843 669 174 820 646 174 

85 78 -7 86 79 7 86 78 8 88 79 9 
573 450 123 541 436 105 585 480 105 607 495 112 

38 36 2 33 31 2 34 32 2 35 33 2 
109 103 6 119 113 6 116 109 7 121 112 9 

41 39 2 35 33 2 36 33 3 45 41 4 
87 78 9 88 78 10 88 78 8 90 78 12 

251 223 28 237 213 24 237 2I2 25 237 204 33 
485 442 43 500 458 42 501 456 45 521 468 53 
108 96 12 lOB 92 16 101 85 16 109 88 21 
150 137 13 ISO 136 14 149 135 14 15/4 139 15 
277 238 39 269 237 32 292 239 53 286 242 44 

27 20 7 21 21 0 17 14 3 21 21 0 
19 15 4 19 15 4 19 14 5 18 13 5 
35 31 4 36 33 3 35 32 3 33 29 4 
88 74 14 110 100 10 108 100 8 114 102 12 

3,320 2,895 425 3,472 2,994 478 3,554 3,034 520 3,686 3,060 626 
85 72 13 76 66 10 76 69 7 85 72 13 
33 29 4 29 26 3 37 32 5 37 32 5 

104 92 12 102 90 12 101 89 110 97 13 
303 260 43 293 248 45 314 258 56 331 274 57 

76 66 10 78 73 5 64 54 10 64 58 6 
61 55 6 73 66 7 71 66 5 76 69 7 
66 62 4 61 57 4 60 56 4 63 55 8 

2,727 2,406 319 2,622 2,307 315 2,638 2,303 335 2,691 2,317 374 
41 38 3 37 36 1 42 38 4 43 38 5 
17 14 3 18 15 3 18 16 2 IB 16 2 

21,888 18,989 2,899 21,618 18,778 2,840 21,736 18,770 2,966 21,988 18,776 3,212 

32,227 27,3944,833 33,704 27,7835,921 34,750 28,487 6,263 35,373 29,046 6,327 

54,115 46,383 7,732 55,322 46,561 8,761 56,486 47,257 9,229 57,361 47,8229,539 

T = Total Peraonne1 U = Uniformed Personnel C = Civilian Personnel 

1984 

T U C 

736 577 159 
52 44 8 

310 264 46 
98 92 6 
90 &l 10 

205 182 23 
123 110 13 
42 37 5 
56 54 2 
57 55 2 
50 46 4 
36 32 4 

334 292 42 
2,081 1,843 238 

46 44 2 
48 41 7 
75 70 5 
53 41 12 
76 73 3 
7 5 2 

115 109 6 
111 99 12 

9 9 0 
63 47 16 
71 65 6 

1,068 851 217 
79 77 2 

4,619 3,945 674 
:ml 269 32 
367 335 32 
782 615 167 

85 79 6 
612 496 116 

35 33 2 
118 108 10 

43 37 6 
86 75 11 

245 210 35 
532 488 44 
104 86 18 
149 132 17 
284 237 47 

22 22 0 
13 8 5 
32 29 3 

119 101 18 
3,507 2,988 619 

82 73 9 
34 30 4 

109 97 12 
323 272 51 

65 60 5 
70 66 4 
55 49 6 

2,715 2,324 391 
42 38 4 
1B 16 2 

21,759 18,557 3,202 

39,522 31,112 8,410 

61,281 49,669 11,612 

SOURCE: Crime and Justice, Annual Report, NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services, 1980-1984. 
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TABLE 13 
Local Probation Staf.f, 1980-1984. I 

County 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 

Albany 65 65 71 73 71 
Allegany 7 7 7.5 9.5 9.5 I 
Broome 41 43 44 41 42 
Cattaraugus 9 9 9 9 10 
Cayuga 8 8 8 8 9 
Chautauqua 28 27 26 26 27 I 
Chemung 28 33 33 33 30 
Chenango 7 6 6 6 . 6 
Clinton 19 20 20 19 18 
Columbia 11 10 10 10 9 
Cortland 13 13 10.5 15 15 I 
Delaware 7 7 7 8 8 
Dutcheas • 37 38 41 40 43 
Erie 132 135 I 134 134 133 
Essex 6 6 6 6 6 I 
franklin 14 14 14 14 14 
fulton ** 12 9 10 10 
Genesee 14 16 15.5 15 15 
Greene 10 10 10 10 9 
Hamil ton 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 

I 
Herkimer 8 9 9 9 11 
Jefferson 24 22 22 23 23 
Lewia 7 7 7 7 7 
Livingston 9 9 9 9 9 I 
Madison 14 14 15 15 15 
Monroe 141 137 142 132 150.5 
Montgomery ** 3 ** ** ** 
Nasaau 459 453 440 470 454 
Niagara 31 31 30 31 31 

I 
Oneida 42- 40 45 48 47 
Onondaga 125 121 129 128 127 
Ontario 18 19 19 20 21 
Orange 41 50 46 48 49 I 
Orleans 15 14 14 14 15 
Oswego 31 33 32 33 35 
Otsego 5 5 5 6 6 
,Putnam 

. 
9 9 10 12 13 I 

Rensselaer 39 40 38 34 35 
Rockland 37.5 38 40 44 44.5 
St. Lawrence 28 28 29 28 29 
Saratoga 13 17 16 17 20 
Schenectady 32 32 32 33 35.5 I 
Schoharie 4 5 4 4 5 
Schuyler 6.5 6 6 6 6 
Seneca 5 5 5 5 8 
Steuben 24 20 20 20 18 I 
Suffolk 378 398 348 364 377 
Sullivan 16 16 20 23 23 
Tioga 11 12.5 11. 5 12 12.5 
Tompkins 20 20 20 20 21 
Ulster 23 21 21. 5 21. 5 24.5 I 
Warren ** 11 11 11 10 
Waahington 6.5 7 7 6.5 6.5 
Wayne 16 17 16 16 17 
Westchester 155 161 164.5 171 178 I 
Wyoming 6 6 5 5 5 
Yates 4 4 4 4 4 

UPSTATE TOTAL 2,261 2,321 2,275.5 2,338 Z,379 
NYC TO TAL 1,152 993 1,136 1,189 1,18~ 

I 
NYS TOTAL 3,413 3,314.0 3,412 3,527 3,568 

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation I 
I 
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APPENDIX E 

The Comptroller's Uniform System of Accounts for Counties is the source of 

account codes used to identify expenditures for criminal justice purposes by 

local governments. Functional categories contained the following account 

codes: 

LAW ENfORCEMENT SERVICES 

A31Z0.0 Po lice 

Record here the expenditures of a county or part county police 
department. 

3197.0 Law Enforcement Project 

SHERIff SERVICES 

A3110.0 Sheriff 

Record here the compensation and expenditures of the sheriff and 
his staff. 

PROBATION SERVICES 

A3140.0 probation 

Record here compensation and expenditures of probation officers. 

PROSECUTION SERVICES 

Al165.0 District Attorney 

Record here the salary and expenditures of the district attorney 
and his staff. Include stenographers employed by a district attorney 
in justice courts. 

DEfENSE SERVICES 

Al170.0 Public Defender 

Record here the salary and expenditures of the Public Defender and 
payments to counsel assigned in accordance with a plan of a bar 
association. Include payments to a private legal aid bureau or 
society. 
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COURTS SERVICES 

Allao.O Justices and Constables 

Record here county charges for fees of local justices and 
constables. 

1162.0 Unified Court Budget Costs 

1110.0 Municipal Courts 

CORRECTIONAL SERVICES 

A3150.0 Jail 

Record here the expenditures of operating and maintaining a county 
jail. 

A3151.0 Jail Counaeling Services 

Record here the expenditures for providing jail counseling 
services. 

A3152.0 Jail Industries 

Record here the expenditures of maintaining an activity for the 
employment of prisoners in the jail. 

A3155.0 Rehabilitation Service 

Record here expenditures for providing rehabilitation services for 
prisoners. 

A3157.0 Prisoners Release Counseli~ 

Record here expenditures for providing counseling for prisoners 
prior to release. 

A3160.0 Penitenti~ 

Record here the expenditures of operating and maintaining a county 
penitentiary. 

A3162.0 Penitentiary Industries 

Record here the expenditures of maintaining an activity for the 
employment of prison labor. 

A3170.0 Other Correction Agencies 

This functional unit shall be used to record payments made to 
other municipalities, the State of New York or private correctional 
institutions for the detention and custody of prisoners. 
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A3145.D Juvenile Detention Home 

This functional unit shall be used to record the expenditure of 
operation of a juvenile detention home. Do not include payments to the 
state or other municipalities for the care and custody of juvenile 
delinquents which shall be recorded in functional units A317D.D, 
A6123.D or A6129.D. 

A3147.D Juvenile Counseling Services 

Record here the expenditures for providing jail counseling 
services. 

A6129.D Juvenile Training School 
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Appendix f 

Local Per Capita Expenditures 

By function 
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County 

Albany 
Allegany 
Broome 
Cattaraugus 
Cayuga 
Chautauqua 
Chemung 
Ct-enango 
Clinton 

.!..Columbia 
~ortland 

I Delaware 
Dutchess 
Erie 
Essex 
franklin 
fulton 
Genesee 
Greene 
Hanilton 
Herkimer 
Jefferson 
Leuis 
Livingston 
Madison 
Monroe 
Montgomery 
Nassau 
Niagara 
Oneida 
Onondaga 

1980 
Population 

2B5,909 
51,742 

213,648 
B5,697 
79,B94 

146,925 
97,656 
49,344 
80,750 
59,487 
48,820 
46,931 

245,055 
1,015,472 

36,176 
44,929 
55,153 
59,400 
40,861 
5,034 

66,714 
B8,151 
25,035 
57,006 
65,150 

702,238 
53,439 

1,321,5B2 
227,101 
253,466 
463,324 

- -

Total 
Spending 

$ 32,750,000 
1,B47,000 

14,604,000 
4,366,000 
4,663,000 

10,407,000 
6,782,000 
1,694,000 
3,074,000 
2,795,000 
2,827,000 
1,296,000 

19,710,000 
99 ,505 ,000 
1,493,000 
2,296,000 
3,275,000 
5,144,000 
2,037 ,000 

295,000 
2,172,000 
4,633,000 
1,lB2,000 
3,IBB,000 
2,712,000 

79,248,000 
2,754,000 

346 , 744,000 
17 ,181,000 
15,972,000 
49,355,000 

- - - - -- - -
TABLE 14 

PER CAPITA ExPENDITURES fOR ALL lOCAL GOVERHNTS, BY COUNTY 

Police 

$ 76.40 
13.57 
35.41 
20.61 
25.96 
31.98 
33.42 
14.06 
15.81 
10.86 
22.35 
10.95 
36.76 
60.46 
12.85 
18.79 
29.66 
43.28 
17.30 
11.52 
15.42 
22.97 
15.06 
12.45 
17.51 
50.45 
21. B2 

210.44 
'35.B4 
34.36 
42.57 

Sheriff 

$ 6.55 
3.34 

10.75 
12.45 

9.9B 
17 .05 
10.05 
12.63 

2.50 
12.37 
13.31 

8.22 
11.19 
10.13 
2.76 
1.83 
9.32 

1B.18 
5.56 

20.46 
1. 92 
6.49 

10.71 
16.95 
5.59 

23. B7 
10.01 

2.33 
17.09 
6.54 

19.39 

EXPENDITURES, BY fUNCTION 

Defense 

$ 2.05 
1.26 
1.92 
1.77 
1.16 
2.14 
1.71 
0.79 
1.50 
1.56 
1.60 
0.70 
2.26 
2.11 
1.19 
2.05 
1.16 
1.41 
1. 91 
1. 79 
0.54 
1.59 
0.8B 
1.40 
1.17 
2.89 
1.80 
3.00 
1.63 
1.71 
3.11' 

Prosecution 

$ 3.76 
2.32 
3.36 
2.24 
2.72 
3.40 
3.10 
1.48 
loBO 
2.49 
2.03 
1.45 
3. B6 
5.56 
3.26 
2.98 
2.12 
3.20 
2.23 
8.14 
1.33 
2.16 
1.60 
2.BB 
2.47 
5.04 
1. 74 
7.92 
3.32 
2.96 
6.16 

Court 

$ 2.44 
2.24 
2.52 
2.95 
2.42 
2.60 
3.30 
1.68 
2.20 
2.96 
2.11 
2.BB 
2.Bl 
2.40 
5.20 
2.89 
1.34 
3.01 
4.43 

12.71 
1.92 
2.55 
2.B8 
3.98 
2.39 
7.17 
2.11 
2.22 
1.65 
1.01 
1.56 

Probation 

$ 4.67 
2.76 
4.B2 
3.30 
2.47 
4.52 
6.93 
1.93 
4.45 
2.Bl 
5.74 
2.66 
3.91 
3.94 
4.12 
7.03 
3.50 
6.53 
3.70 
2.19 
2.29 
4.95 
5.67 
3.63 
4.34 
6.B5 

12.32 
3.B4 
4.65 
B.27 

- - .- -

Corrections 

$ IB.67 
10".20 

9.57 
7.62 

13.67 
9.15 

10.94 
1.76 
9.Bl 

13.94 
10. 77 
0.75 

19.64 
13.39 
11.89 
15.54 
12.27 
10.9B 
14. 73 
1. 79 
9.13 

11.87 
10.43 
14.63 
B.15 

16.57 
14.05 
24.14 
12.29 
11.7B 
25.47 

Total 
Per Capita 

114.55 
35.70 
6B.36 
50.95 
5B.36 
70.B3 
69.45 
34.33 
38.07 
46.99 
57.91 
27.62 
80.43 
97.99 
41. 27 
51.10 
59.3B 
B6.60 
49.B5 
5B.60 
32.56 
52.56 
47.21 
55.92 
41.63 

112.B5 
51.54 

262.37 
75.65 
63.01 

106.52 

- -~ 

Percent of 
Local Spending 

1.14 
0.06 
0.51 
0.15 
0.16 
0.36 
0.24 
0.06 
0.11 
0.10 
0.10 
0.05 
0.69 
3.46 
0.05 
0.08 
0.11 
O.lB 
0.07 
0.01 
O.OB 
0.16 
0.04 
0.11 
0.09 
2.76 
O.lD 

12.07 
0.60 
0.56 
1.72 

~ 

I 1:._ 
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County 

Ontario 
Orange 
Orleans 
Oswego 
Otsego 
Putnam 
Rensselaer 
Rockland 
St. Lawrence 
Saratoga 
Schenectady 
Schoharie 
Schuyler 
Seneca 
Steuben 

~Suffolk 
V1 
(DSU 11 ivan 
I Tioga 

Tompkins 
Ulster 
Warren 
Washington 
Wayne 
Westchester 
Wyoming 
Yates 

UPSTATE 

1980 
Population 

88,909 
259,603 

38,496 
113,901 

59,075 
77 ,193 

151,966 
259,530 
114,254 
153,759 
149,946 

29,710 
17,686 
33,733 
99,135 

1,284,231 
65,155 
49,812 
87,085 

158,158 
54,854 
54,795 
85,230 

866,599 
39,895 
21,459 

Total 
Spending 

6,309,000 
21,439,000 
2,619,000 
6,508,000 
1,886,000 
6,595,000 

11,403,000 
28,843,000 
6,765,000 
7,482,000 

14,433,000 
955,000 

1,014,000 
1,950,000 
5,525,000 

203,212,000 
7,133,000 
2,519,000 
4,709,000 
9,826,000 
4,447,000 
2,204,000 
5,337,000 

142,071,000 
2,108,000 
1,101,000 

10,486,258 1,255,394,000 

NEW YORK CITY 7,071,030 1,617,720,000 

STATEWIDE 17,557,288 2,873,120,000 

- - - - -

Police 

$ 20.61 
44.90 
15.40 
24.04 
14.30 
38.19 
41. 86 
74.95 
31.31 
18.30 
73.86 
6.13 

11.59 
18.41 
23.25 

119.28 
39.51 
11.94 
28.37 
32.84 
32.23 
14.91 
12.91 

112.38 
13.34 

1.35 

77.46 

170.69 

115.01 

-

Sheriff Defense 

$ 20.99 $ 1.57 
6.92 1.91 

18.78 2.29 
14.15 0.83 
3.98 1. 29 

25.51 2.20 
7.05 1. 42 

10.74 2.33 
9.06 2.22 

11.56 1.05 
1. 27 1. 22 
5.55 0.94 

15.94 1. 70 
20.07 1.01 
7.07 2.08 
5.49 2.64 

21. 07 5.96 
16.74 1.51 
9.24 1.60 
6.59 1.75 

26.56 1.53 
7.34 1.04 

17.31 3.45 
1. 76 3.71 

14.49 7.14 
24.00 1.68 

9.40 2.38 

0.30 4.81 

5.74 3.36 

- - -

Prosecution Court 

$ 3.90 
5.72 
3.84 
1.83 
1. 03 
5.27 
3.08 
5.34 
1.66 
2.11 
2.47 
1.38 
1.92 
1.04 
3.66 
7.31 
6.91 
1.91 
2.69 
3.26 
2.79 
2.72 
3.34 
7.66 
1.73 
1.68 

5.14 

10.91 

7.47 

-

$ 2.11 
3.71 
3.33 
1.84 
2.69 
4.57 
1.57 
4.12 
3.05 
2.50 
1.37 
2.69 
2.94 
3.20 
2.72 
1.90 
5.28 
1.99 
2.66 
3.05 
3.28 
2.50 
3.92 
3.92 
2.03 
2.28 

2.85 

0.05 

1. 72 

- -

Probation 

$ 6.17 
5.14 
7.09 
5.13 
1. 74 
4.97 
5.64 
4.08 
5.23 
2.81 
3.93 
2.89 
4.92 
2.96 
5.13 
7.68 
7.51 
4.64 
4.23 
2.72 
3.32 
2.54 
5.49 
5.30 
2.21 
2.98 

6.12 

3.86 

5.21 

-

Corrections 

$ 15.60 
14.28 
17.30 

9.32 
6.89 

17 .67 

-

14.42 
9.58 
6.67 

10.32 
12.12 
12.55 
18.32 
11.12 
11.81 
13..93 
23.25 
11.84 
5.28 

11.91 
11.36 

9.18 
16.20 
29.21 
11.91 
17 .34 

16.37 

38.15 

25.14 

-

Total 
Per Capita 

70.96 
82.58 
68.03 
57.14 
31.93 
98.39 
75.04 

111.14 
59.21 
48.66 
96.25 
32.14 
57.33 
57.81 
55.73 

158.24 
109.48 

50.57 
54.07 
62.13 
81.07 
40.22 
62.62 

163.94 
52.84 
51.31 

119.72 

228.78 

163.64 

- -

Percent of 
Local Spending 

0.22 
0.75 
0.09 
0.23 
0.07 
0.26 
0.40 
1.00 
0.24 
0.26 
0.50 
0.03 
0.04 
0.07 
0.19 
7.07 
0.25 
0.09 
0.16 
0.34 
0.15 
0.08 
0.19 
4.95 
0.07 
0.04 

43.70 

56.30 

100.00 

- -

;i 

:! 

'I 
'I 
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TABLE 15 I PER CAPITA EXPENDITURES fOR ALL LOCAL GOVERNMENTS, RANK ORDER BY COUNTY 'I 

~ 
~ 

RANK/ ~ RANK/ RANK/ RANK/ RANK/ RANK/ RANK/ RANK/ .: , 
RANK/ POLICE PROBATION PROSECUTION CORRECTI OMS DEFENSE SHERIFF COURT TOTAL CJ ~ COUNTY POPULATION EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES 

Albany 8 5 24 16 7 18 42 47 6 ~ 
Allegany 43 47 48 37 43 44 50 4 19 11 
Broome 14 18 23 19 46 20 26 43 31 (I 
Cattaraugus 27 33 42 38 52 25 22 10 40 ~ Cayula 30 27 52 32 23 48 32 39 42 
Chau auqua 19 23 27 18 49 15 14 51 28 ~I 

Chemun9 23 20 7 25 39 27 30 48 30 il 
Chenango "45 46 56 53 57 56 21 16 55 ~ Clinton 29 40 28 47 44 39 52 21 53 
Columbia 35 56 47 34 21 36 23 40 50 
Cortland 46 31 11 43 40 32 20 9 25 'I 

Delaware 47 55 50 54 58 57 36 1 12 ,I 
Dutchess 12 16 35 14 6 12 25 49 21 
Erie 4 8 33 9 24 16 29 57 15 
Essex 52 50 31 23 31 46 51 14 52 
Franklin 48 35 6 27 15 19 55 19 46 
Fulton 39 25 40 41 27 49 33 29 34 
Genesee 36 11 9 24 38 41 11 35 16 
Greene 49 39 38 39 16 22 46 6 24 , Hamilton 58 54 55 2 56 24 7 2 7 
Herkimer 32 41 53 56 50 58 54 15 56 
Jefferson 25 30 21 40 32 34 44 28 45 
Lewis 55 43 12 52 41 54 28 27 49 

I 
Livingston 38 51 39 29 17 42 15 12 35 

..... Madison 34 38 29 36 51 47 45 24 51 
V\ Monroe 6 9 8 12 12 8 4. 56 10 
\0 Montgomery 42 32 58 48 20 23 31 26 44 
I Nassau 2 1 1 3 4 7 53 50 1 

Niagara 13 17 37 21 26 31 13 53 23 
Onelda 11 19 25 28 35 28 43 45 32 
Onondaga 7 12 2 7 3 6 g 55 11 
Ontario 24· 34 10 13 14 35 6 38 26 
Orange 9 10 17 8 . 19 21 40 46 20 
Orleans 51 42 5 15 11 11 10 17 27 
Oswego 21 28 19 46 47 55 19 7 18 
Otsego 37 45 57 58 53 43 49 34 58 
Putnam 31 15 20 11 9 14 2 30 14 
Renssel aer 17 13 13 26 18 40 39 20 22 
Rockland 10 6 32 10 45 10 27 37 9 
Saratoga 16 37 46 42 42 50 24 31 48 
Schenectady 18 7 34 35 28 45 57 32 13 
Schoharie H 57 45 55 25 53 47 36 57 
Schuyler tJ) 53 22 44 8 29 17 13 33 
Seneca 53 36 44 57 37 52 8 18 39 
St. Lawrence 20 24 16 51 54 13 35 33 41 
Steuben 22' 29 18 17 34 17 38 23 43 
Suffolk 3 3 3 5 22 9 48 52 4 
Sull ivan 33 14 4 6 5 2 5 5 5 
Tioga 44 52 26 45 33 38 16 25 47 
Tom~kins 26 26 30 33 55 33 34 3 8 
Uls er 15 21 49 22 30 26 41 44 36 
Warren 40 22 41 30 36 37 1 22 17 
Washington 41 44 51 31 48 51 37 42 54 
Wayne 28 49 14 20 13 5 12 41 37 
Westchester 5 4 15 4 2 4 56 54 3 
Wyoming 50 48 54 49 29 1 18 11 38 
Yates 56 58 43 50 10 30 3 8 29 

New York City 
TOTAL 1 2 36 1 1 3 58 58 2 
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METHODOLOGICAL ANNOTATIONS 
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METHODOLOGICAl ANNOT~TIONS 

METHODOLIGICAl ANNOTATIONS 

This section presents a section by section ex­
planation of how certain figures presented in this 
report were developed. In addition, explanations 
are prov ided regarding i'ttlat factors led to changes 
in base number a reported in the previously released 
1983 New York State Criminal Justice Expenditures 
Report. 

PAP.! II 
H£ COST (J" JUSTICE 

1984 OVERVIEW 

1. The overall expenditure figures for the years 
1980 through 1983 have been rev ised from those 
reported previously. The adjustments reflect 
additional categories of expenditures for New 
York City and the State (see notes 5, 6, 7, 8, 
12 and 13 this section). 

2. Inflation Adjustments 

Inflation adjustments were computed by dividing 
the 1980 base year National Urban Consumer 
Price Index by the price index of the com­
parison year, multiplied by the actual criminal 
justice spend ing reported for the comparison 
year. For example, the 1980 cpr was 246.8. 
This figu t'~ was divided by the 1981 CPI of 
272.4. The ~esulting .906 was multiplied by 
the total 1981 criminal justice expenditure 
level of $3,458,148,000. The inflation ad­
justed 1981 expenditure level was then cal­
culated to be $3,133,082,088, in 1980 dollars. 

cpr 

1980 246.8 
1981 272.4 
1982 299.1 
1983 298.4 
1984 311.1 

SOURCE: New York State Department of Commerce 

3. State Aid AdJustments 

In an effort to avoid double counting ald the 
resulting inflation of actual expenditures, 
state aid payments that clearly reimbUi.·sed 
locslities for edxpenditures they ~de were 
deducted from the overall expenditure lev,els. 
The only category of state aid to fit this des­
cript ion was the $37,706,000 prov ided localities 
by the NYS Division of Probation and Altern­
atives to Incarceration. Local aid provided 
through the Division of Criminal Justice Ser­
v ices was not deducted since it was not clear 
how count ies counted this funding: As special 
revenue fund.ing above and beyond local spending, 
or as offset monies that reduced local fiscal 
liabilities. ruture reports will attempt ~o 

clar.ify this issue in order to preaent a more 
definitive funding report. 

4. fringe Benefits 

fringe Benefits wer.a not reported in this anal­
ysis. in format ion regarding local expenditures 
for employee benefits are often reported in lump 
sum miscellaneous categories. However, it is 
estimsted that approximately 30 percent of per­
sonal serv ice spending can be used as a rule of 
thumb for a rough fringe beneift expenditure 
level. 

5. Other NYS Spending 

This report includes an "other" category in the 
table of New York State Agency Spending. This 
category includes miscellaneous spending: 
$29,914,000 by the Department of Law; $5,309,000 
for the System Improvements for Enhanced Com­
munity Safety; $6,477,000 for the New York Park 
Police and the Capital Police j and $440,000 for 
Salaries to District Attorneys. 
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METHODOLOGICAL ANNOTATIONS 

PART III 
FUNCTIONAl.. EXPENDITUR£S 

6. Law Enforcement Services 

Multi-Jurisdictional Police. The list of 
multi-jurisdictional police was amended to 
exclude certain categories of peace officers 
prev iously reported as police departments, 
Le., State University Police and some local 
county park officers. 

7. Staten Island ~id Transit (SIRT) 

The Staten Island Rapid Transit Police were 
added to this report. 

8. Other Police Agencies 

A category for other police expenditures was 
added this year. It includes funding for pri­
vate railway police and police of the NYS-NJ 
Port Authority. 

9. Sheriff Services 

Sheriff Personnel. This year's report was able 
to separate and identify sheriff department 
personnel respons.ible for law enforcement act­
ivities from sheriff department employees re­
sponsible for staffing local jails and peniten­
tiaries. Expenditures in this section relate 
only to the lawen forcement function. Sheriff 
correctional expenditures are reported within 
the local corrections section. 

10. Correction Services 

State Inmate Per Capitas. Annual state prison 
inmate costs, 1984-85 were calculated by divid­
ing the facility budget proposed in the 
Governor's 1984-85 Executive Budget by the 
estimated year end population. The resulting 
figure was mutliplied by .223. This fringe 
benefit f.igure was calculated by taking the 
ratio of personal service spending to the over~ 
all OOCS budget and multiplying by the State 
fringe benefit rate of 32 percent. 

-164-

Example: Alden Correctional facility 

Rec. 1984-85 budget 

Raw per capita 

$5,214,700 
+ 190 

$ 27,446 

$ 27,446 
Xl.223 

Estimated per capita cost $ 33,566 

It should be noted that per capita figures are 
under-inflated. Another $3,000 per capita would 
be reasonable as facility budgets accounted for 
only $523 million of the overall DOCS operating 
budget of $624 million for fiscal year 1984-85. 

11. Local Inmate Per Capitas 

Local jail annual and per diem costs were devel­
oped by dividing reported local jail costs by 
the average daily populations. 

12. State Aid to Localities by Program and Agency, 

12!!.'!. 

The local aid amounts reported in this tabla 
vary from those reported on page. 10 of 
$191,036,000 for several reasons: first, this 
table contains actual local aid expenditures 
reported by each agency rather than the appro­
priation numbers reported on page 10; second, 
the figures in this table contain local aid 
payments that actually were part of the State 
Operations Budget during 1984/85, i.e., local 
assistance expenditures for the Department of 
Correctional Services and the Crime Victims 
Board. 
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METHODOLOGICAL ANNOTATIONS 

Appendices 

13. Appendix A 

An "Other" category was introduced in this re­
port to reflect previously unreported State 
expenditures. See annotation number 5 in this 
section. 

14. AppendiX C 

New York City expenditures were augmented by 
adding costs of the Staten Island Rapid Trsnsit 
Police. 
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