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HIGHLIGHTS

This report examines several selected characteristics of the
Hizpanic inmate population under custedy in the facililities of the

New Yark State Departitment of Correctional Services. The popula-
tion exawmined is thoge inmates under custody at the beginning of
1s86. The Hispanic population is compared wvwith other ethnic

popuiation aggregates to deterwine its relative 3atanding on the
geveral characteristica, such as size, sex of the ocffender, crime
of conviction, and region of the state from which committed.

Higpanics under custody are b=coming a more dimportant com-
pcnent of the New York State correctional population because they
are groving fagter, both in number and in relative proportion
than are other ethnic population aggregates. Thus, language and
cultural differencee hetveen Hispanics and thoge of other eth-
nicity are assuming added importance for correcticnal operationsa.
Recognizing the importance of this situation, the Department es-
tablished +the Hispanic Inmate Neede Task Force. The data
presented in this report addresses =zeveral of their concernsa.

Inmates are degignated ag Hispanic if they qualify on either
of two criteria. When inmates are either identified as Hispanic
by classification personnel at departmental reception or deter-
mined to have been born in a Spanisgh-spesaking country, their eth-
nicity is designated as Hispanic. Thus,. Hispanics may be . from
any racial category. In fact, in the Department’s population,
there are Hiaspanice from most of the general racial categcries
used to describe correctional populations in this country, in-
cluding white, black, Oriental, and American Indian.

Ags of January 1, 1986, Higpanic inmates comprised 27.0 per-
cent (9,38l1l) of the total population under custody (34, 734).

BIRTHPLACE

Hispanics born in the United States or one aof its ter-
ritorial possessions comprised 81.3 percent of all inmates
(7,823). Only 35.7 percent vere born in Nevw York State (3, 345).
An additional 1.4 percent (133) were born in other states of the
lUnites States. The largest portion (44.0 percent or 4, 129) were
born in Puerta Rico and 0.2 percent were barn in other U.S. pos~
sesgions (16). Also, 18.0 percent (1,684) were born in Spanish-
speaking countries, vith 0.2 percent (29) heinrg bhorn in other
Nonapanigh-speaking foreign countries. Only 45 (0.5 percent) of
the Hispanice vere unknaown ag to thelr place aof birth.




There were 35,8358 (62.4 percent) aof the 9,381 Hispenics who
wvere horn outmide of the United States. Of the 1,684 Hizpanics
baorn in Spanish-speaking countries, 1,500 «(¢89.1 percent) vwere
born 1in five countries in ‘the Caribbean Basin and Central or
South Americsas. There vwere 614 (36.5% percent) horn in the
Dominican Republic, 456 (27.1 percent) born ir Cuba, 167 (6.4
percent) barn in Panama, 278 (16.3 percent) born in Cclombia and
43 (2.8 percent) born in Equador. Thus, Hispanics born in either
one of these Ifive foreign countries or Puerto Rico account for
5,629 (60.0 percent) of all Hispanics under custady and 16.2 per-
cent of the total under cuastady pcpulation. ¥ith the addition of
New Yaork State as a place af bhirth, 8,974 (S5.6 percent) af all
the HKHispanics under custody are accounted for by only seven dif-
ferent places of birth, namely, Puertc Rico (44.0 percent), New

York State (35.7 percent), the Dominican Republic (6.5 percent),
Cuba_<4.9 vercent), Cclambia (2.9 percent), Panama (1.1 percent),
and Equador (0.5 percent). Thia amcount=s to 25.8 percent of the

under custody population with the remaining 1.2 percent being
Hispanica born elsewvhere.

CONVICTION CRIME

Caompared with other ethnic aggregates in the under cuastody
population, proportionally fever Hispanics are under custody for
violent or ceercive crimes. Also, proportionally fewer Hispanic
females than males are under custady for such crinmes. Likewise,
the same - ia true for Hispanics regarding property crimes.
Hovever, among Hispanics there are na differences betveen males
and femalea on their proporticns under custady for property
crimes. Nevertheleas, there are more Hispanica under custody for
drug crimes than 4ig true for othér ethnic aggregates. More
females than males are under custady for such crimes among the
Hiapanicas. Among the Hispanics under custody, drug offenders
vere concentrated among females, non-Puerto Ricanas and the for-
elign born. Among the foreign born, drug offenses wvere propor-
tionally more frequent among Calombhiana.

CQUNTY QF COMMITMENT

When region of the State from which commitment occurred is
axamined, disproportionately more Hiaspanica vere committed from

New Yark City. Unlike the situstion for the State in general,
there were no differences bhetween the uzexes in their region of
commitment. Bath male and female Hispenica vere cammitted <from

New York City in diasproportionately greester percentages than from
elsewhere in the State.




SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF THE DEPARTMENT'S
HISPANIC INMATE POPULATION

Introduction

The' Hispaniec population under custody in the New York
State Department af Carrectional Services has grown at a faster
rate than has the cverall inmate populaticen since the heginning
of 1984. The total population under custady on January 1, 1986
(34,734) had increased by 14.4 percent aver the total population
under custody on January 1, 1984 (30,3€0). Hawever, the Hispanic
pcpulation under custody on January 1, 1986 (9,381) had increased
by 35.7 percent aver the Hispanic population under custedy on
January 1, 1984 (&,911). At the beginning of 1984, Hispanics
conatituted 22.8 percent af those under custody but were 27.0
percent by 1988.

After the first +*ten months of 1986, there were 10, 950
Hiegpanica under custedy in the Department’s population of 38,762
(28.2 percent). In these first ten maontha of 1986, Hispanics
congtituted over 30 percent of all newv commitmenta received.
Thua, the praoportion of Hispanica in the under custody populatian
haa continued to increase during 1986. Hispanica have becaome a
major part of the under custody pepulation and continue +to in-
crease at a rate greester than the overall inmate population.

;gentifying the Hispanic Population

The Department’s Hispanic subpopulation is identified using
t¥o data elsmentz collected at the inmate’s reception inta cus-
tady. The inmate’s ethnicity and place af birth are identified
for departmental record keeping purposeas.

At reception, each inmate i3 intervieved to determine basic
characteristica for departmental record keeping purposes. Baged
upon these observationa and other available materials, such as
the inmete’s commitment paper and pre-sentence invesgtigation
repart, cne of rine ethnic descriptors is designated,. These in-
clude (1) "Americz=n Indian", {2) *Chinegea", (3) "Japanese©", (4)
(other)"Oriental”, {(5) "Puerto Rican Birth", (&) "Puerto Rican
Farentage®, (7) (other) “Hispanic®", {(8) *Black", and (9) "White".
Inmateas designated either Puerto Rican (by) Birth, ' Puertc Rican
(by) Parentage or (ather) Hispenic are identified as memberz of
the Hispanic ethnic subpopulation. ‘

On the game occasion as the ethnic descriptora are assigned,
the inmate’s place of hirth is recorded.

Inmates vhose place of birth wvas 1in a Spanish-zspeaking
country or the Commonvealth of Puerto Rica are identified as mem-
bhers of the Hispanic subpopulation, regardless of any other eth-
nic designator which may have been assigned at reception.
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Table 1 presents data relevant for examining the con-
sequenceg cf using either the ethnic designator assigned at
reception or the iamrte’s place of hxrth ta identify members of
the Higspanic ethnic subpecpulation. In the population under cua-
tody on January 1, 1386, out af the 34,734 inmates Zfor wham
either ethnicity or place of birth vere recorded, 8,674 had been
desgignated are Higspanic (25.0 percent). Using beoth the ethnic
designator assigned at reception and place of birth to identify
Hispanica, 9,381 inmates were classifiable as Hispanics (27.0%).
Thus, 2.0 percent of the papulation had not heen identified as
Higpanics st receptiocn by having been gilven a Hispanic desig-
nator. Failure +to designate these 707 inmates as Hispanic
resulted in a 7.5 percent under-enumeration of all the Hispanics
{9,381) identified by using both assigned ethnicity and place of
birth for the acriteria.

COUNTRY CF BIRTH

Table 2 presents place of birth information crozsm-tabulated
by ethnicity atatua, ag classified according to +the method
deacribed above. Compared with the White and Black ethnic group-
ings, proportionally fevwer Hiapanics were born in the United
States (61.3 percent). Among "0Other" ethnic groups there were
even fewer (43.6 percent) vho were born 3in the United States.
Only 35.7 percent of the Higspanica vere born in New York State;
1.6 percent were bhorn in other states or U.S. possessions
{excluding Puerta Rico); vhereas 44.0 percent vere baorn in Puerta
Rico (4,129). There vere 1,684 born in Spanish-speaking
countries exclueive aof Puerto Ricao (18.0 percent). Thus, 62.0
percent of +the Hispaniceg (§,813) vere bhorn cutside of the con-
tinental United States in Spanish-speaking countries or Puerto
Rico (=see Table 3J3). Jut of the 1,684 Hispanics bcrn in Spanish-
speaking caountries, 1500 came from five countries in the Carib-
bean Baain and Central or South America. There vwere 614 born in
the Dominican Repuhklic (6.5 percent); there were 456 from Cuba
(4.9 percent); there were 107 born in Panama (1.1 percent); there
vere 275 from Colombia (2.9 percent) and there vere 48 from
Equador (Q.S percent).

Higpanics evidence important differences from Whites and
Blacks on heterogeneity in place of hirth, with fewver being bhorn
in New York State and other atates or U.S. pogmessions (exclusive
of Puerto Rico). Alse, more Hispanics are foreign barn than are
vhites or blacks, but more of "Other" ethnicity are foreign born
than Hispanica. Neverthelesga, these are important differences
wvithin a peopulation segment accounting for 27.0 percent of the
populatiaon. With the exception of the *Gther® ethnic grouping
vhich 138 a very small part cf the total population, Hispanics
asvidenced more diversity in place af birth with clusters of con-
centration in a few foreign ccuntries and Puerto Rico.




CRIME CONVICTION

Table 4 pregents the prancipal type of crime fcr which the
inmate had been committed, classified by the inmate’s ethnicity.
Each inmate ethnic aggregate was exemined for differences in the
relative occurrence of type of crime. Crimes vere claasified
inta four types. These included felony offensesg involving the
uge of either (1) violence or ceoercion, (22 affenges against
property, (3) drug offengses (sele or possession) and (4) youthful
offenders.

Blacks were found to have significantly more under custady
for violent and caercive felony offengses (79.8 percent) than
would have likely oaccurred hy chance alone (74.3% percent).
Likewise, whites (69.5 percent) and Hispanica (68.1 percent)
showed silgnificantly legs violent or ceoercive offenders than by
chance alone. Those af other ethnicity evidenced no _difference
from expected values for either violent/ccercive cffenses or any
other ocffense type {(including youthful offenders). '

Whitee were found to have gignificantly more under custady
for property aoffensea (18.7 percent) than vould have happened by
chance (11.2 percent). Alsa, Higspanics shawed fewer property
offenders (6.9 percent) than for which chance could account.
Hovwever, blacks tended ta evidence chance levels of property of-
fenders.

Hispanics were found to have gignificantly maore under cus-
taody for drug offensea (24.3 percent) than could have cccurred by
chance (13.4 percent). Likewige, vhites (10.6 percent) and
blacks (8.8 percent) shoved less under custoedy for drug offenses
than by chance, alone.

Finzlly, youthful offenders were found to be digtributed by
chance occurrence among the ethnic groupings.

In conclusion, Tabhle 4 reveals that Hispanics, tend to be
under represented among the violent or coercive felony offenders
and property offenders, but oaver-representaed among drug of-
fenders,

CONVICTICN CRIME BY ETHNICITY AND SEX

The data in Table S revesl that sex of the offender is re-
lated to the type of ocffense ammnng those under cugtody at the end

of 1985. Females are less likely to have been under custody for
violent or coercive affenses (57.7 percent) than would have been
expected by chance (74.4 percent). Separate analysis revealed
that +this difference accurred primarily bhecause females are less
likely to nave been under custady for robbery. Alsc, femsles are
more likely to have been under custody for property (19.6

percent) and drug offenses (21.49 percent) than would have bheen



expected by chance. Females were found to have been under cus-
tody more often for grand larceny than were males. Since type of
offense ism related both to ethnicity and sex, the question occurs
whether the ethnic differences on type of offense for Hispanics
continue to be true when the influence of sex is controlled.
Tables 6 and 7 explore this question.

Tahle 6 presente the data for the relationships between eth-
nic status and type of offense for the male under custody popula-
tion. The relationships between ethnic gtatus and type of of-
fenge are comparable +to those found in Table 4, except black
males were found to he legs likely to have been incarcerated for
property crimes (9.8 percent) than would have occurred by chance
alone in the data in Table 6 (10.9 percent). These data show
that Hispanic malee are found under custody less frequently for
crimes (a) of violence and coercion and; (b) against property,
but more often for; (¢c) drug crimeze than would have been expected
by chance alone. Table 7 presents these same data for females.

Because of the lack of data among females for those of
"other" ethnicity and for youthful offenders, they were excluded

from the anealysis in Table 7. The relationships between ethnic
status and type of offense are different for white and black
females, but not for Hispanic females. Among females, .Hispanics
still tend to be under custody less frequently for crimes (a) of
violence and coercion and; (b) against property, but, more
frequently for drug crimes. Thus, these relationships are the
same g8 those observed for Hispanics in general, regardless of
gex. Therefore, the findings on type of offense for Hisgpanics

held among both sexes compared with those of other ethnicity.

Hovwever, ag Table 8 reveals, sexual differences among Hispanics
are ralated also to differencee in the type of offense for which
incarceration occurred.

The relationship betwveen sex &and type of offense is
presented for Hispanice separately in Tahle 8. Like femalesz in
general, Hispanic females are lesg likely to be under cuastody for
viclent or ceoercive offenses (45.9 percent) than are their male

Hispanic counterparts (68.7 percent). Likevwiszse, Hispanic females
are more likely ta be under cuatody for drug offenszes (47.0
rercent) than are male Hiaspanica (23.6 percent). Hovevexr, the
differences between males and females on property offenses do not
exist among Hispanics. Both male and female - Hispanics tend not

to be under custody for property offenses.

Since Higpanics have greater proportions under cugtody for
drug offenses, differences among Higpanics were examined to lo-
cate related contingency factors. In the total under custody
population, 13. 4 percent were there for drug offenses; hovever,
24.3 percent of the Hispanics were under custody for drug of-
fenses. Maore Hispanics females (47.0 percent) than malea (23.6
percent) were under cuatocdy for drug offensee. Fewer af Puerto




Rican background (birth or parentage) were under custody (21.8
percent) than Hispanice from other backgrounds (34.3 percent) for
drug offenses. Likewise, wmocre foreign~born Hispanics (34.3
percent) than U.S.-born Hisparics (2i.9 percent) were under cus-
tody for drug offenses. The foreign-born with the highest

proportion under custody for drug ocffenses were the Colombians
{(77.0 percent).

The data presented in Tables 4 through 8 may be summarized
for Hispanics in the following way:

1. Hispanics in the under custody population are found less
frequently to have been incarcerated for violent or
coercive affenses than have members of other ethniz
groupings. Thiz relationghip is true for both male and
female Hispanics, separately. Like the under custody
population in general, fewer female than male Hispanics
are under custody for vialent or coercive offenses.

2. Fewer Hiapanica are under custady for crimes against
property than are members af other ethnic groupings.
Also, this relationship is true for males and females,
gseparately. Havever, unlike the under custody popula-
tion in general, there are no differences between male
and female Hispanics in their being under custody for
property crimes. = Among Hisparics, females do _not tend
to'bg under custaody more frequently for property crimes
than are males.

3. More Hispanics are uander custody .for drug crimes than
are members of other ethnic groupings. This relation-
ship i8 true for both males and fewales, separately.
Like the uwnder custody population in general, more
female than male Hispanicg are under custody for drug
offenges.

4. Female Hispanica, non-Puerto Rican Hispanics, and
foreign-baorn Higpanics had higher than expected propor-
tions of drug offendersz +than Hispanics, in general.
Amang the fereign-barn, Colombiansg evidenced very high
proportiaons under custody for drug offenses.

COUNTY OF COMMITMENT

The relationship betveen ethnic status and region of the
atate from which the inmate was committed is presernted in Table
9. There are large differences betveen these 2thniec graupings
and +the regiong of the atate from which they wvere committed.
Whites shuw the largest differences from chance expectations.
There are far fewer whites from New York City (33.6 percent) and
many more from the suburbkan lew York City, upstate urban, and
upstate rural areas than would have keen supected hy chance
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alone. Himpanics evidence the second largest differences from
chance expectations. Their pattecrn of differentiaticrn is exactly
oppnosite from the white ethnic grouping’s pattern. Thera are
many more Hispanice from flew York City (9L.0 percent) and far
fewer from suburban New York City, upgtate urban, and upstate
rural areas than chance vould allow. While the pattern of dif-
ferences obgserved for blacks is equivalent to that observed Ifor
Hispanics, i1t is8 much weaker. Morwe blacksz come from New York
City (74,4 percent) and fewer from the upstate rural areas (1.3
percent), but the differences from expected levels for suburban
New York City and upstate urban areas vwere not large. The conly
note worthy dJdifference among those of Qther ethnicity occurred
when mcre were observed from upstate urkban areas (25.3 percent)
than would have occurred by chance.

The data in Tabkle 9 reveal a disgtinctive pattern of dif-
ferences from other ethnic groupings on region cf commitment for
Hispanics under custody in departmental facilities. While the
cattern i similar tc that found for blacks, it is much stronger.
More Hiapanics (91.0 percent) than expected (639.8 percent) come
from New York City, while fewer Hispanics (9.0 percent) come from
outside New York City (30.2 percent expected). Unlike blacks,
for all of the cther regions of the atate (suburban New York
City, upetate urban, and upstate rural) Hispanics were far fewer
in number than chance would allow. Additional analysis revealed
that the greater number of Hispanics from New York City were con-
centrated in the commitments from New York and Bron¥ counties.

The data in Table 10 indicate that there are differences be-
tween the sexes in the regicn of the state from which commitment
accurred. More fewales under custcdy at the beginning of 1986
vere ZLfrom suburban New York City and upastate urban areas than
chance alone would permit. However, these differences wers ac-
counted for primarily by white females. There were no dif-
ferences between the =exes in region of ccmmitment among
Higpanicz=, alone (gee Table 11). Both male and female Hispanics
were digproeportionately from New York City. Likevwise, they were
legs represented among the commitments under custody from other
regiona of the state.

When the relationship between ethnicity and region of com-
mitment was held congtant by sex, the equivalent differences he-
tween ethnic groupingas were ohserved among males and females
separately. For both males and femalea, whites were from outgide
New York City. Again hoth blacks and Hispanics tended to be from
New York City, but Hispenics vere dispraportionately mare so than
vere blacksa (See Tahles 1Z and 13).

In summary then, Hiapanica tend ta shaw a distinctive pat-
tern on region of commitment vhich is different from the patterns
evidenced by ather ethnic groupings. Hispanics are dispropar-

ticnately from New York City with fewer from the other regicns of
the state than chance alone would permit. Although there were




differences hetween the gexes in the regions from which they were
committed with more females than expected from suburban New York
City and upstate urban areas, there vere no differences between
male and female Eispanics in their region of commitment. When
the influence of sex upon the relatiocaship between ethnic group-
ings and re=gion of commitment was held constant, egaentially the
same patterns were observed for male and female Hispanics as were
obgerved for Hispanics in general. Thus, differences in eth-
nicity are more impcrtant for explaining differences in region of
commitment than are sexual differences.



Table 1: Ethnic Status ag lIdentified at Reception Cross Classified by
Ethnic Status Adjusted for Spanish Spesaking Place of Birth:
Population Under Custody on January 1, 1566. a/

Ethnic Status as Ethnic Status Adjusted for %Spanish Speaking
Identified at Place of Birth
Reception
Total Spanish
White ‘Black Higpanic Speaking QOtherl/
Taotal ' 34,734 7,693 17,511 3, 368 5,813 149
white 8,112 7,693 Q 0 419 @)
Black 17,793 Q 17,511 o] 282 o]
Hispanic 8,574 0 0 3, 568 5,106 o]
QOtherl/ 151 0 Q o 2 149
Unknown 4 0 0 0 4 0

a/Excludes 28 missing observations wvhere ethnic status designators were not
agsigned at recepticn and place cf birth waa not in a Spanish-gspeaking
country (0.1 percent).

1/Includes "American Indian, Chinese, Japanese and Other Oriental" ethnic
degignataors.




PLACE OF BIRTH

I9T8L

UNITER STATES

(New York State)

(Qther States Specified) i/
(Other States Unspecified)

(Puerto Rico)
(0ther U.S. Possessions) 2/

EORE IGN BORN
North America

(Canada)
(Mexicod

H

Caribbear Bazin

CCubal
€Dominican Rep.)
CJamaicad

Chest Indies)
KQther)

Central Anerica

(Panama)
C(Other)

Ethnic Status Jdentified At Receptiorn Or By Spanish—-Speaking Place of Birth Cross
Classified By Place OFf Birth For The Under Custody Population On January i, ’
Showing Number And Percentage Point Distributions For The Total Fopulaticn And Esch

TABLE 23

Ethnic Group. ®, b, ¢/ .
To1AL, WHITE

Number Percent Number Percent
94,734 100.Q 2,693 1000
21.368 90,3 2.174 23.3
21,1497 < 60.%O (5,259 ¢ 81.49)
¢ 3,408 ¢ 9.8 ¢ 8§59 ¢ 7.3
C 2,581 < 7.4 ¢ 358 £ 4.£)
¢ 4,129 < 11.9 < 0 < 0.0
c 102 € 0.3 ¢ iy ¢ 0.
2,997 8.E 380 4.9
51 0.2 22 0.3
C 82 < 0.1 < 22 ¢ 0.3
< 18 ¢ 0.1> 4 g < 0.0
1,843 5.3 33 0.4
¢ 456 ¢ 1.3 ¢ 0y < o.»
< 614 ¢ 1.8 ¢ o> < 0.
< 381 ¢ 1.1 ¢ D < 0.
4 192 ¢ 0.5 4 32> ¢ 0.4
¢ 200 ¢ 0O.&)> ¢ 0> ¢ 0.03
193 0.& 0 0.0
C 107 ¢ 0.3) C 0y ¢ 0.
C 86 (¢ 0.3 < o> ¢ c.m

Ethnic Status Identified at Reception
or by Spanizh-Speaking Place of Birth

BLACK
Number Percent
32,511 100,00
16,506 894.3
(11,491 £ 65.63
¢ 2,744 £ 15.7)
¢ 2,186 < 12.3)
¢ o < 0.0)
< 88 ¢ 6.5

827 4.7

K 0.Q

< g ¢ o.M
[ 4 a ¢ 0.03
719 q.1

(4 O < 0.
4 o ¢ 0.0
€ ard4 ¢ 2.12
C 186 < 0.9
4 169 < 1.1
3 ‘0.0

C g ¢ 0.0
[ I < 0.

HISPANIC

Humber Percert

9,381 11000t
7,623 81.3
€3,345) ¢ 35.7)
¢ 101> € 1.1)
¢ 32 ¢ 0.3
€4,129) ¢ 44.0
¢ 18) ¢ 0.2)
1,713 168.2

19 0.2
< @ < a.m
¢ 13 ¢ 0.2
1,068 11.¢€
¢ 456> € 4.9
¢ 614) ¢ 6.%5)
¢ S € 0.1
¢ 4 ¢ 0.0
¢ 9 ¢ 0.1

150 2.0
¢ 107> £ 11D
¢ 83 ¢ 0.

OTHER
Number Percent
143 190..0 -
£5 43..6
¢ 520 ¢ 34,9
< 9 ¢ 3.33
¢ 8> < 5,93
¢ 02 < 0,02
¢ 07 ¢ 0.0l
7?2 S1..7
? ., 7
¢ £ 4.7
¢ 05 ¢ 0L
3 2.0
< 0 ¢ g.Q
<« Q.0
¢ 12 < 0.7
< o < 0.
< 27 ¢ 1.3
o 0.0
[ ¢ D ¢ L.
¢ ad ¢ 0.0

1966




TRBLE 2 - Continued

Ethnic Status Identified at Reception
or by Spanish-Speaking Place of Birth

PLACE OF BIRTH 1QTAL WHITE BLACK HISPANIC OTHER
Nunber Parcent Number Parcent ' Nusber Fercent Number Percent Numbier Percent.
South Raerics 450 1.3 10 0.1 A4 0.3 405 - 4.3 1 Q.7
(Colombiad (275> <0.8> < o <0.0) BN} €0.0> (275) 2.9 ) <3.0>
CEquadcr) . € A48 0. 13 < o <0.03 < 0> .03 ¢ 48> €0.5) ¢ o) €0.02
- CGuyana) ¢ 55) <0.2> < 8 €0. 1) (4383 €0.3) ¢ 3 ¢0.0> ¢ 1> . <0.?
<Other) ¢ B2 <0.2> ¢ 2 ¢0.0) < 1) €G.a> - ¢ ?9 <0.93 < o 0.0
Europe 329 0.9 270 9.5 42 0.2 11 0.1 0 a.o
CEng land) ¢ 86) <0. 1> ¢ 203 0. <S6) <0.2> C o <0.0) ¢ o G0
CTtalyd < P0) <0.2> ¢ 70 €0.9> < 0 <0.0) ¢ o ¢G.0) <o <0.03
(Other) 9™ 0. 63 ¢180)> 2.3 < 8> €0.0) ¢ 11 0.1 ¢ 0 <0.0>
Africa 16 0.0 ) 0.0 13 0.1 o 0.0 o 0.0
Near East 30 0.1 20 0.4 B ‘0.0 o c.0 o c.o
Asia »9 0.2 11 0.2 3 8.0 o c.0 &S 43.6
Pacific Basin 2 0.0 1 0.0 o 0.0 o 0.0 1 0.?

LRNKNOWN (2 Ly 133 1.8 irg i-8 43 9.3 z 4.7

g/ Excludes 28 mizsing observationz vhere ethnic status destgnators uwere not assigred and place oF birth was
. not in a Spanish-speaking country.

3

b/ Percuntages reported are corract within #0.1 percent.

o/ Seae text for composition of the ethnic groups reported in this Table.

17 Includes District of Columbia.
2/ Includes Canal Zone.

0=
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Table 3: Hispanics Identified at Reception or by Spanish Speaking Place of
Birth whao were a Part of the Under Custody Populatiaon 34,7&2) on

€haowing Place of Birth and Hispanic Category for

those Born in New Yark State. a/

January 1, 1986:

— ey o o s GO, e ek et Pl T A WS . A M) W €O V] D o et (il o LA St LT g it D et AT WD ke A AR QU M U S M T S S SED O o D VS R AR ARMD S S St Gy SURLS Lrvd A RS UMD MMM G e A S T SANG Y S S S e e N S

" — -~ — ) " " P LA Sl A T i T S S W W T L ) S R T S VD SIS VD D ) SIS ) A R S A s ) A b R O U S S P S S S . S S et S L W VAR e SR HIAD SO WD AP S D A s D Sy S

Total
united States

New York State

(Puerton Rican Parentage)
(Puerto Rican Born)

(Other Hispanics)

Other States, Specilified L/
Other States, Unapecified
Puerto Rico ‘

Other U.S. Poasessions 2/

Spanish Speaking
Countrieg 3, 4/

Non-Spanish Speaking
Countrieg 3/

Europe

Unknown

— - ot o o o - o cam ey — e " - D oy st S o oy D T T S iy et S

3, 345
(3, 069)
¢ 101)
(¢ 175)

101
32
4,129
16

1,684

Percent of Percent of
Higpanics S/ Total Population
100.0 27.0
81.3 21.9
35.7 9.6
(32.7) (8.8)
1. 1) (0.3
1.9) (0. 3)
1.1 0.3
0.3 Q. 1
4.0 11.9
042 0.0
8.0 4.9
0.2 0.1
0.0 0.0
0.5 0.1

- —_) —— . —— . . s S o o} o oy B I S e} Sl e} S et S e e i

a/Excludes 28 misseing obgservations where ethnic status designators were not
aasigned at reception and place of birth waa not in a Spanish-speaking

country.

1/Includes the District of Columbia.

2/includes the Canal Zone.

é/CountrieB in Central or South America and the Caribbean Basin.

4/Includes Spaln and Mexico.

3/Fercentages reported are correct within +0.1 percent.
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TABLE <3 Ethnic Status ldentified At Reception Jr By Spanish—Speaking Place of 8irth Cross
Classified By Type OF Offense For The Under Custody Population On

Jaruary 1, 1986. a, b, of

Ethnic Status Identified at Reception
or by Spanish-Speaking Place of Birth

TYPE OF OFFENSE TOTAL WHITE ’ BLACK HISPANIC OTHER
Nusber Percent Number Percent Nuaber Percent Nuaber Percent Numberr Percent
VIOLENT OR COERCIVE 25,776 4.4  5.990 €9.5 18392  ?29.8  6.377 8.1 s 79.9
PROPERTY 2,899 L2 1,497 18.7 1,798 10.3 647 6.9 16 10.7
DRUGS ' 4,642 13.4 @139 10.6 1,544 8.8 2,272 24.3 13 8.7
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS a59 1.0 $0 1.2 200 1.1 €8 0.7 1 0.7

& Excludes 28 missi obzervations uhers ethnic stetus designaters weres not assigned and place of birth was not
in a Spanish-speaking country.

g/ Excludes 64 aissing cbservations on principal offense at commitment: 15 White, 32 Black, 17 Hispanic, and O Cther.

g{ Percentages reported are sorrect uwithin +0.1 percent.

~Z{=



a/ Excludez 28 aissing obmservations uhere ethnic status do-oriptera ware not assigned and place of

TRABLE %1 Sex Cross Classified B
Custody Population on

not in a Spanish-speaking country.

TOTAL
. TYPE OF OFFENSE ] Nunber Percent
10780 24,926 190,90
VIOLENT OR COERCIVE £3.722 74,4
PROPERTY - 9,888 1.2
ORUSS 4,633 18.4
YOUTHFUL ﬁFFENOERS 833 L0

25,112
8,649
4, 407

851

‘ by ‘Excludes 64 aissing observetions on principal offense at comaitment.

of Excludes 94 aissing cobaervations uvhere sexual status was not recorded.

d/ Percentages reported ere correct within +0.1 percent.

H

FPercent

100.0
?4.9
10.9
13.1

1.0

1988&.

Type O0Ff Offense For The Under
anuary 1,

e, &/
FEMALE
Number Percent
1,087 100.0
610 s5?7.7
20?7 19.6
232 21.8
8 0.8
birth was

-£1-



TYPE OF OFFENSE

Q1AL
VIOLENT OR COERCIVE

PROPERTY
DRUGS
YOUTHFUL OFFENOERS

TRBLE &3
January 1,
1018k
Numbyr Percent
2.0 190,9
23,108 4.8
N LI 1.2
4,493 18.1
231 1.1

Ethnic Status ldentified At Reception O By Spanish—-Speaking Place 0OFf Birth
Cross Classified By Type UOf Offense For The Under Custcdy Male Population On

i986.

WHITE
Nusibe:r Poroon£
Za882  109.0
9,163 70.1
1,932 18.8

766 10.4
8?7 1.2

BLACK
Number Percent
16,090  100.Q
19,571 80.3

1,648 e.8
1,474 T 8.7
197 1.2

HISPANIC
Nunber Percent
2,193  190.0
6,236 €8.7

€31 7.0
2,130 23.6
£6 c.?

Ethniec Status Identifed at Reception
or by Spanish-Speaking Place of Birth

OTHER

Number Percent

145 100.0
11$ ?3.3

16 ll.Ol
18 8.0
3 a.7

|-



TYPE OF OFFENSE

Io18L
VIOLENT OR COERCIVE

PROPERTY
ORUSS
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS

TRBLE 7?3 Ethnic Status Identified At Reception By Spanish~Speaking Place Of Birth
. Cross Classified By Type OFf Offense For The Under Custody Female Population

Cn January 1,

I0TAL
Nuanber Percent
1.03¢ 109.0

€10 $7.9
207 1%.e
£31 £1.3

g Q.7

1586.

HWHITE
Number Percent
234 100.0
146 SP.8°
62 24.4

S 1.2

BLACK
Nusber Percont
244  100.0
244 63.2
129 23.7
(1] 12.85

8 0.8

Ethnic Status Identified at Recepticn
or by Spanish-Speaking Place of Birth

HISPANIC
Number Porcont
£53%  109.0Q
117 45.9
16 6.8
120 €7.0

2 0.8

Number

C 0 O W W

OTHER

Percent

100.0

i0o.0’
0.0
0.0

6.0

=Gl



TRELE B8: Sex Cross Classified By Type Of Offense For The Hispanic
Under Custody Population On January 1, 1986. a, b, c/

SEX
CTO0TAL MALE FEMALE
TYPE OF OFFENSE Nunber Percent Nuaber Percent Number ‘Percent -
TaTAL 3,958 100.0 9,103 100.0 255 100.0
VIOLENT OR COERCIVE | 6,373 68.1 6,256 68.7 ‘ 117 45.9
PROPERTY 647 6.9 631 7.0 1& 6.3
DRUGS 2,270 24.2 2,180 23.6 120 47.0
YOUTHFUL. OFFENDERS €8 g.8 66 0.7 2 8.8

1
1
.

3/ Excludes 17 missing observations vhere type of offense was rot reported.

92 Excludes 6 missing observations where sex was not reported.

H
H

c/ Percentages reported are correct within +0.1 percert.

—
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TABLE $:1 Ethnic Status ldentified At Reception Gr By Spanish—-Speaking Place OF Birth
Cross Classifed By Region Of Coamitment For The Under Custody Population On

January 1, 1986. a, k., @/

Ethnic Status Identified at Reception
or by Spanish-Speaking Place of Birth

10TRL WHITE

RESION OF COMMITMENT Nusber Percent Nusber Percent
- IQIAL g4.661 100,09 T,8727 199.9
NEW YORK CITY }/ 24,186 §3.8 2,580 93.6
SUBURBAN NEW YORK CITY 2/ 4,255 12.8 1,759 22.9
UPSTATE URBAN 3/ 4,724 13.6 2,1?1  28.3
UPSTATE RURAL 4/ L4956 4.8 1,167  15.2

.

BLACK

Nunber Psrcent

12,473
12,997

1,959
2,291
228

90,0

?4. 4
1.2
18.1

1.3

HISPANIC

Number Percent

2,369  190.0
8,518 91.0
s23 8.7
224 2.4
8s 0.9

OTHER

Number Percent

142 100.0
S1 61.1%
8 S.4
38 25.S
12 e.0

Excludes 28 aissing observations where sthnic status designators were not assigned and place of birth was not in a

Spanish-speaking country.

é/ Excludes 79 aissing cbservations uhere county of conaltsent was not recorded:

and 0 Qther.

g? Percentages reported are correct within +0.1 percent.
1/ Includes Bronx, Kings, New York, Gueens, and Richsond oqyntios.
g? Includes Nasssu, Suffolk, Rockland, and Hestchester counties.

16 White,

86 Black, Z1 Hispaniec,

37 Includes Albany, Broome, Cheaung, Dutchess, Erie, Monrce, Niagara. Oneide, Dnondaga, Orange, Putnam, Renssalaer,

and Schenectady counties.

52 Includes remaining counties in the state.
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TABLE 10: Sex Cross Classified By Region Of Commitment For

Under Custody Population On January 1, 1986. a, b, ¢, d/

SEX
REGION OF COMMITMENT | TOTAL HALE FEMALE
Numberr  Percent Nuaber Psrcent Nurter Percent

TOTAL 34,553 100.0 33,439 1000 1,054  100.0
NEN YORK CITY )/ 24,182  70.0 23,492 70.1 690 65.5
SUBURBAN NEW YORK CITY 2/ 4,25¢  12.3 4,103 12.2 151 14.3
UPSTATE URBAN 3/ 4,643 13.4 4,462 " 13.3 181 17.2
UPSTATE RURAL 4/ 1,474 4.3 1,442 4.3 32 3.0

a/ Excludes 28 aissing observations uwhere sthnic status designators uwere not assigned
., and place of birth was not in a Spanish-speaking country.

i

b/ Excludes 73 missing observations uhere county of commitment was not recorded:
16 White, 36 Black, 21 Hispanic, and 2 Other.

g{ Excludes 108 aissing observations uhere sex was not reported.
g/ Percentages reported are correct within 0.1 percent.

1/ Includes Bronx, Kings, Neuw York, Queens, and Richmond counties.

‘27 Includes Nassau, Suffolk, Rockland, and Hestchester counties.

3/ Includes Albany, Broome, Chemung, Dutchess, Erie, Monroe, Niagara, Uneida,
Onondaga, Orange, Putnam, Rensselaer, and Schenectady counties.

4/ Includes remaining counties in the state.




TABLE 11: Sex Cross Classified By Region of Commitment
For The Hispanics Under Custody Population
On' January 1, 19686. a, b, ¢/

SEX
REGION OF COMMITMENT TOTAL HALE ' FEMALE
Nusber  Percent Nusber  Percent Number Percent
ToTAL 9,35¢  100.0 9,093 *100.0 255  100.0
NEW YORK CITY 1/ 8,515  91.0 8,280  91.0 235 9.2
SUBURBAN NEW YORK CITY 2/ 529 5.7 516 ° 5.7 a3 5.1
UPSTATE URBAN 3/ 222 2.4 216 2.4 6 2.3
| UPSTATE RURAL 4/ ) 0.9 &7 - 0.9 1 0.4

y Excludes 21 missing cbservations uhere county of commitment was not reported.
k¢ Excludes € missing cbservations uhere sex was not reported.

[-74 Porcpntngo‘s reported are correct within +0.1 parcent.

17 Includes Bronx, Kings, New York, Oueens, and Richmond counties.

2/ Includes Nassau, Suffolk, Rockland, and Westchester counties.

3/ Includes Albany, Broome, Chemung, Dutchess, Erie, Monroe, Hiagara, Oneida, Onondaga,
Orange, Putnam, Rensselaer, and Schenectady counties.

4/ Includes remaining counties in the state.

-6{-
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REGION OF COMMITMENT

10TAL

NEW YORK CITY 1/

SUEIUREAN NEW YORK CITY 2/

UPRSTATE URBAN 3/

ups:

a/ Thizm table reports the relationship amorg those males found in Table 3.

TRTE RURAL 4/

footnotes. .

TRBLE 12: Ethnic Status Identified At Receptior: O By Spanish—-Speaking Place Of Birth -

Cross Classified By Region OF Coamitment For The Under Custody Male

FPopulation On Januvarry 1, 1886.- a7

-

Ethnic Status ldentified at Reception
or by Soanish—-Sgeaking Place of Birth

T0TAL, HHITE BLLACK HISPRNIC
NHumnber Percent Number~ Percent Number Fercent Number Percent
38,49¢  100.0 2,368 100.9 15,887 100.Q 2.023 100.0
25,492 70.1 2,496 ;33.9 12,627 74.8 8,280 91.0

4,103 i2.2 1,631 23.0 1,888 11.2 516 s.7
q, 452 13.3 2,058 27.2 2,152 12.7 2186 2.4
1,442 4.3 1,128 .15.2 220 i.3 87 1.0

Includes Bronx, Kingsz, Mew York, Quesns, and Richmond counties.

Incliudes Nassau, SufFfolk, Rockland, and Hestcheste: courtioes.

Includes Albany, Brocae,

Chemung, Dutchess, Eris, Monrose, Niagara, Gneicla, Onondaga, Orange, Putnam,

and Schenectady ocournties.

Includes remaining counties in the =tate.

OTHER

Number Percent

148
8g
8
36

iz

100.9
61.4
5.5
24.8
8.3

Please see Table 2 for- the approprr-iate

Renssalaer,



TRBLE 181 Edwiic Stastus ldentified At Receptiion Or By Spanish~Speaking Place Of Birth
Cross Classified By Region OF Commitment For The Under Custody Femals

Population On January' 1, 1986. a/

Ethnic Status Identifled at Reception
or by Spenish-Speaking Place of Birth

o\, WHITE BLACK HISPANIC OTHER
- REGION OF COMMITMENT Nusbar Percent Nuaber Percent ' Number Percent Number Porcontt Number Peroent
I01AL 1.034 109,Q f22 100.0 43 100,90 a¥3 109.0 2 100.9
NEW YORK CITY 1/ 630 £3.5% 84 398.2 869 68.0 288 9sz.2 2 66.7
SUBURBRN NEW YORK CITY 2/ 151 14.8 8 26.9 - 78 12.9 18 s.1 2 0.0
UPSTATE URBAN §/ 181  12.2 74 29.2 100 18.4 3 2.4 1 3.3
0.7 1 0.4 o 0.0

UPSTATE RURAL. </ 22 2.0 rord 10.? 4

4/ Thiz table reports the relationships among those fomales found in Teble S.
‘- footnotes.

17 Includes Bronx, Kings, Neu York, Gueens, and Richaond ccunties.

2/ Includes Massau, Suffolk, Rookland, and Westchester counties.

-§(:Inoludos Rlbarw), Broome, Choaung. Dutchess, Erie, Monroe, Niagaras, Oneida,
and Schenectady counties.

t

4/ Includes resmaining counties in the state.

Please see Table 3 for the appropriate

Onondaga, Orange, Putnam, Renssolaer,






