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INTRODUCTION



INTRODUCTION

This is the fourth annual Criminal Justice Profiles report published by the
New York State Division of Criminal Justice Services.

Originally conceived as an aid for c¢riminal justice practitioners in policy
formulation, this publication brings together data from a variety of sources to
provide a comprehensive picture of criminal justice activities within New York
State, New York City, and each of the counties in the State. These activities
span the system’s major processing points beginning with the number of index
crimes known to the police and ending with the number of offenders under parole
supervision. Juvenile Offender processing data and more detailed data on
alternative to incarceration programs have been incorporated into this edition.
The 1986 data are compared to the 1982 data. In addition, the 1986 data are
highlighted using population based rates and county rankings based on these
rates for index crimes known to the police, arrests, probation, county jail and
penitentiary, state prison, and parole activity. The rates provide a
standardized measure that permits a county by county comparison of c¢riminal
Justice activity by controlling for population size. Appendix B presents a
State summary by county of the population rates and rate ranks along with a
summary of the percent distribution for indictment, disposition, conviction, and
sentencing activities for both 1985 and 1986.

In addition to providing statistics for all facets of the criminal justice
process, each of the criminal justice profiles also presents relevant
demographic and socioeconomic data, along with criminal justice local assistance
funding and State correction and youth facilities data. The funding information
presented for criminal justice local assistance programs and the budget,
capacity, and staffing information presented for State correction and youth
facilities provide a measure of the economic impact each have on the counties in
which they are operated.

Appendix A contains notes on the analyses utilized, sources of data, units
of count, offender types, and offense categories. As mentioned earlier,
Appendix B presents a State summary by county of selected statistics from both
the "demographic and socioeconomic characteristics" and "crime and criminal
justice activity" tables in Section II and Section III, respectively. Appendix
C provides a State summary by county of the percent of dispositions reported to
the Division of Criminal Justice Services. Maps showing the "ocation of
Department of Correctional Services facilities and Division fur Youth facilities
are presented in Appendix D. Appendix E contains a list of offenses counted as
violent felonies. Descriptions of the local assistance programs are contained
in Appendix F. Both Appendix G and Appendix H provide supplementary fiscal
information for criminal justice local assistance funding in the State profile.



To facilitate the publication’s use as a statistical reference for criminal
justice activity within a county or region, the data have been organized by
county rather than activity. Each profile uses a standardized table format for
the presentation of data. As mentioned previously, the Criminal Justice
Profiles publication is comprised of 13 volumes:

o Volume I contains only the New York State profile.

o Yolume II through Volume XII are regional volumes and contain the New
York State profile and the profiles of counties located within the
region. The New York State regional map presented on the opposite page
jdentifies the regions and the counties located within each of the
regions.

o Volume XIII contains the New York State profile and the profiles of the
six most populous non-New York City counties (Erie, Monroe, Nassau,
Onondaga, Suffolk, and Westchester).

An order form for additional volumes of this publication can be found on the
last page of this volume.
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ORGANIZATION OF THE PROFILE

The profile presented for New York State is organized into five sections.
The contents of each section are described below.

SECTION f CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCIES

SECTION II

SECTION III

State Agencies

DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONGOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

Table
Table

Table
Table
Table

Table
Table

CRIME
Table
Table
Table
Table

Table
Tabtle

Table
Table

Table
Table

~OY Ul N s

2A
2B

2C
2k
3A
3B

4A
48

Population Demographics: 1980
Educational Attainment of Population 25 Years

of Age or Older: 1980 ,
Population and Density Per Square Mile: 1982-1986
Per Capita Income: 1982-1984 .
Public High School Dropouts: 1981-82 to 1985-86
Unemployment: 1984-1986
Public Assistance: 1982-1986

CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

Index Crimes Known to the Police

Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests: January thru
June 1987

Arrests for Selected Offenses

Arrests for Possession and Sale of Drugs

Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests for DWI Offenses

Felony Indictments
Felony Indictments: January thru June 1987

Dispositions Resulting from Felony and Misdemeanor
Arrests
Dispositions Resulting from Felony Arrests



SECTION IIT CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY - Continued
L4

Table
Table

Table
Table

Table
Table
Table
Table
Table
Table

Table

Table
Table

Table
Table
Table
Table

Table
Table

Table

5A
5B

6A
6B

7A
78
8A
8B
8C
8D

8t

9A
98

10A-1
10A-2
108
10C

11A
118

12

Felony, Misdemeanor, and Lesser Offense Convictions
Resulting from Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

Felony, Misdemeanor, and Lesser Offense Convictions
Resulting from Felony Arrests

Sentences as a Percent of Total Convictions
Sentences as a Percent of Felony Convictions and
Misdemeanor and Lesser Offense Convictions

Probation Department Activity
Probatijon Revocations

Alternatives to Incarceration: Demonstration
Projects _

Alternatives to Incarceration: Classification/
Alternatives Bill Programs - Pretrial Release

Alternatives to Incarceration: Classification/
Alternatives Bill Programs - Community Service

Alternatives to Incarceration: Classification/
Alternatives Bill Programs - Defender-Based
Advocacy

Alternatives to Incarcerat1on Classification/
Alternatives Bill Programs - Specialized
Alternatives

County Jail ‘and Penitentiary Admissions
County Jail and Penitentiary Capacity and
Population

Admissions to State Prison

New Court Commitments to State Prison

Inmates Under Custody in State Prison on
December 31

Parole Detainees in State Prison on December 31

Parole Supervision Cases
Revoked and Returned Parolees

Juvenile Offender Arrests, Indictments, and
Dispositions

-10-



SECTION IV LOCAL

SECTION V

Table
Table
Table
Table
Table
Table
Table

STATE

Table
Table
Table

ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Agency Funding Summary

Department of Correctional Services

Crime Victims Board

Division of Criminal Justice Services

Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives
Division of Parole

Division for Youth

~NOYOU WA

CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES

1A Facilities Capacity and Staff Summary
1B Facilities Operating Budget Summary
1C Facilities Capital Improvement Budget Summary

-11-
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SECTION I CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCIES

NEW YORK STATE

STATE AGENCIES

Office of the Director of
Criminal Justice
Room 245, Executive Chamber
The State Capitol
Albany, New York 12224

Division of Criminal Justice Services
Executive Park Tower
Stuyvesant Plaza
Albany, New York 12203

New York State Police
Building 22
State Office Building Campus
Albany, New York 12226

Division of Probation and
Correctional Alternatives
60 South Pearl Street
Albany, New York 12207

Commission of Correction
60 South Pear]l Street
Albany, New York 12207

Crime Victims Board
270 Broadway
New York, New York 10007

New York State
Division of Parole
97 Central Avenue

Albany, New York 12206

O0ffice of the Attorney General
Department of Law
The State Capitol
Albany, New York 12224

Division for Youth
84 Holland Avenue
Albany, New York 12208

Department of Correctional Services
_ Building 2 -
State Office Building Campus
Albany, New York 12226

Office of Court Administration
Alfred E. Smith State Office Building
PO Box 7025
Albany, New York 12225

State Commission . of Investigation
270 Broadway

New York, New York - 10007

-15-



I1_OEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

Region MID-ATLANTIC
State Capital ALBANY
Square Miles 47,377
Population Percent Change 1970-1980 -3.7%

SQURCE: HNew York State Statistical Yearbook 1983-84.

Table 1
POPULATION DEMOGRAPHICS FOR 1980

Number Percent
Number Rank Percent Rank
Population 17,558,072 NA 100.0% NA
Density Per Square Mile 370.6 T NA NA NA
Sex: Male 8,339,421 NA 47 .5% NA
Female 9,218,651 NA 52.5% NA
Race: White 13,960,868 NA 79.5% NA
* Non-White . . 2,752,114 NA 15.7% NA
Unknown 845,090 NA 4.8% NA
Ethnicity: Hispanic 1,659,300 NA 9.5% NA
Age: 9 and Under 2,320,804 NA 13.2% NA
10 to 15 1,721,835 NA 9.8% NA
16 to 18 860,207 NA 5.5% NA
19 to 24 1,842,534 NA 10.5% NA
25 and Over 10,712,692 NA 61.0% NA
SOURCE: US Bureau of Census.
Tahle 2
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF 1980 PQPULATION
25 YEARS OF AGE OR QLDER
Percent
Number Percent Rank
Population Age 25 and Over 10,712,692 100.0% NA
8th Grade or Less © 1,962,158 18.3% NA
High Schoal: 1 to 3 years 1,653,751 15.4% NA
4 years 3,851,739 34.1% NA
College: 1 to 3 years 1,529,817 14.3% NA
4 years or more 1,923,547 18.0% NA

SOURCE: ~ US Bureau of Census.
-17-
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[1 DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONOMIC

CHARACTERISTICS

NEW _YORK STATE

Table 3
POPULATION 1982-~1986
Rank
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1986
Population 17,567,000 17,667,000 17,735,000 17,782,754 17,772,100 NA
Density Per
Square Mile 370.8 372.9 374.3 375.3 375.1 NA
SOURCE: NYS Department of Commerce and the US Bureau of Census.
Table 4
PER CAPITA INCOME: 1982-1984
Income
Rank
1382 1983 1984 _lagd
Per Capita Income 12,228 13,083 14,341 NA
NOTE: Data for 1985 and 1986 were not yet available.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Commerce. -
Table 5
PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOL DROPQUTS: 1981-82 70 1985-88
Percent
School Yaar. Rank
1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86 1985-36
Public High School Students
Who Oropped OQut of Schoo! Number 65,229 60,311 60,834 55,880 49,391
Percent 6.7% 8.5% 6.9% 6.5% 5.8% NA
SOURCE: NYS Department of Education.
Table 6
UNEMPLOYMENT: 1984-19886
Percent
Rank
1984 1985 1988 1986
Monthly Average Unemployed
of Civilian Labor Force Number 583,455 543,805 526,363
Percent 7.2% §.5% 8.3% NA
NOTE: Data are basad on 1985 benchmarks; 1982 and 1983 data based on the 1985 benchmarks
were not available.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Labor.
Table 7
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE: 1882-1986
Percent
Rank
1982 1883 1984 1985 1886 1986
Monthly Average Population -
Recetving Public Assistance Number 1,285,535 1,343,428 1,381,514 1,383,399 1,363,126
Percent 7.3% 7.6% 7.8% 7.8% 7.7% NA

S0URCE:

HYS Department of Social Services.

-18~-



IIT CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

NEW YORK STATE

Table 1

INDEX CRIMES
KNOWN TO THE POLICE

Number of Crimes

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986
INDEX CRIME 1,128,324 1,029,381 985,908 989,405 1,020,401
VIOLENT 174,138 161,216 162,000 165,043 174,860
MURDER 2,011 1,951 1,777 1,688 1,809
FORCIBLE
RAPE 5,132 5,280 5,571 5,674 5,403
ROBBERY 107,514 94,733 89,817 83,603 91,376
AGGRAVATED
ASSAULT 89,481 59,252 64,735 68,078 78,172
PROPERTY 955,188 868,175 823,908 824,362 845,541
BURGLARY 291,747 247,927 222,644 218,844 216,187
LARCENY 526,480 500,513 485,881 489,237 516,492
MV THEFT 136,959 119,735 115,383 106,281 112,892

1986 Crimes
Per 100,000
Population

5,741.6

983.9
10.7

30.4
514.2

428.6

4,757.7
1,216.3
2,306.2

635.2

% Change
82 vs 86

-9.6%

0.4%
-5.1%

5.3%
-15.0%

28.1%

-11.5%
~25.9%

-1.9%
-17.6%

SQURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Uniform Crime Reporting System.

-19-



IIT CRIME % CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY NEW YORK STATE

Table 24

FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

Number of Arrests 1986 Arrests
Per 100,000 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Population 82 vs B6
ARRESTS 374,301 383,075 403,785 421,631 456,087 2,566.3 21.9%
FELONY 141,679 141,301 149,343 151,279 172,153 968.7 21.3%
VIOLENT 58,946 58,215 61,158 60,158 65,735 369.9 11.5%
QTHER 82,733 83,086 88,185 91,121 106,418 598.8 28.6%
MISDEMEANOR 232,622 241,774 254,442 270,352 283,934 1,597.6 22.1%

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.

TABLE 28

FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS: JANUARY THRU JUNE 1987
(Adults Only)

% Change

1 Jan-dune

Number 86 vs 87

ARRESTS 233,061 4.3%
FELONYZ 86,268 2.3%
VIOLENT 31,282 -1.3%
OTHER . 54,988 4.4%
MISDEMEANOR 146,793 5.5%

P

3raliminary data.

Increases or decreases in the number of felonies and misdemeanors between these two periods reflect in part

<rarges 1n lection 155 of the Penal Law which became effective on 1/1/87; some larceny offenses :that were
g€ ! ] ) Y

2lassified as felonies prior to this date are now classified as misdemeanors.

SOURCE: Diviston of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.

-20-



I

II_CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY : NEW YORK STATE

Table 2C

ARRESTS FOR SELECTED OFFENSESl
(Aduits Qnly)

Number of Arrests 1886 Arrests
. Per 100,000 % Change

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Population 82 vs 86
MURDER 1,608 1,560 1,367 1,331 1,420 8.0 ~11.7%
FORCIBLE RAPE 1,957 1,977 2,118 2,155 2,140 12.0 9.4%
ROBBERY 20,045 19,597 20,231 18,713 22,706 127.8 13.3%
AGGRAVATED
ASSAULT 19,554 19,802 22,241 22,945 24,830 139.7 27.0%
BURGLARY 24,476 22,418 20,687 19,471 20,540 115.6 -16.1%
LARCENY2 67,502 66,891 65,814 68,220 75,476 424.7 11.8%
1

S

NYS Penal Law codes for the most serious felony and misdemeanor charge in an arrest event have been
organized by UCR Index crime categories to allow more meaningful comparisons with the UCR Index crime data
presented in Table 1 of Section [II. The unit of count for arrest data, the arrest-event, differs from-
those used for Index crimes (see Appendix A). Also, these arrest data reflect only adult arrests (i.e.,
persons age 16 years of age or older at time of arrest); while crimes committed by persons under age 16
are included in Table 1. Finally, these arrest data do not necessarily reflect clearances of the reported
crimes shown in Table 1.

Arrests for the Index crime of "motor vehicle theft” are reported as "larceny” because it is not possible to
extract motor vehicle larcenies from the Arrest and Processing Trends File.

QURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.

-21-



IIT CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY ' NEW YORK STATE

Table 2D

ARRESTS FOR DRUG OFFENSES1
(Adults Only)

__Number of Arrests 1986 Arrests
Per 100,000 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Population 82 vs 86
DRUG ARRESTS 48,226 53,768 66,982 74,193 . 91,624 515.5 90.0%
CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCE
(PL 220) 34,373 38,441 48,097 52,662 74,938 421.7 118.0%
POSSESSION 18,110 23,827 30,556 34,394 49,535 278.7 : 173.5%
SALE 9,433 10,544 12,684 13,691 20,174 113.5 113.9%
OTHER . 6,830 4,070 4,857 4,577 5,229 29.4 -23.4%
MARTHUANA
(pL 221) 13,853 15,327 18,885 21,537 16,686 93.9 20.5%
PQOSSESSION 7,053 7,252 8,881 10,747 8,586 i 48.4 21.9%
SALE 6,800 8,075 10,004 10,780 8,080 ' 45.5 19.0%

! Felony and misdemeanor arrests that include at least one drug charge (Penal Law of New York State -Sections

220 and 221).

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Drug Arrests and Processing Trends File.

Table 2E

FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS FOR DWI OFFENSES1
(Adults Only)

1986 Arrests

Number of Arrests Per 1,000
Licensed % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Drivers 82 vs 86
OWI ARRESTS
(VTL 1192) 55,566 60,887 64,261 62,870 58,387 6.0 8.9%
FELONY 3,184 3,748 3,032 3,085 3,536 0.4 11.1%
MISDEMEANOR 52,382 57,139 61,229 58,805 55,851 5.6 6.6%

o

Felony and misdemeanor arrests that include at least one charge for a OWI offense {Vehicle and Traffic Law:
State of Mew York - Section 1192).

30URCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, DWI Arrests and Processing Trends File.

-22-



II] CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY NEW YORK_STATE

Tabhle 3A

FELONY INDICTMENTS!
(Adults and Juvenile Offenders)

Number and Percent of Felony Indictments

% Change

1882 1983 1984 1988 1386 82 vs 86

FELONY INDICTMENTS 46,674 46,147 47,961 50,016 55,810 19.6%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

VIOLENT 24,537 22,711 22,820 22,000 21,833 -11.0%
52.6% 49.2% 47.6% 44 0% 39.1%

OTHER 22,137 - 23,438 25,141 28,018 33,977 53.5%
47.4% 50.8% 52.4% 56.0% 60.9%

L Felony indictments reported for New York State include those prosecuted hy the district attorney in each of
the State's 62 counties, the New York City Special Prosecutor, the Special Narcotics Prosecutor, the Nursing
Homes Special Prosecutor, and the Organized Crime Task Force Special Prosecutor.

SQURCE: Divisien of Criminal Justice Services, Indictment Statistical System.

+

Tabhle 38
FELONY INDICTMENTSI: JANUARY THRU JUNE 19872

(Adults and Juvenile Offenders)

% Change

Jan-dJdune

Number 86 _vs 87

FELONY INDICTMENTS 31,062 17.4%
VIOLENT 10,937 1.1%

R OTHER 20,125 - 28.7%

Felony indictments reported for New York State include those prosecuted by the district attorney in each of
the State's 62 counties, the New York City Special Prosecutor, the Special Narcotics Prosecutor, the Nursing
Homes Special Prosecutor, and the Organized Crime Task Force Special Prosecutor.

2 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Indictment Statistical System.
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I11. CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

NEW YORK STATE

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTSl

Table 4A

(Adults Only)

DISPOSITIONS

CONVICTIONS

ACQUITTALS

DISMISSALS

NOT PROSECUTED

OTHER

Number and Percent of Dispositions

Resulting from

Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

1882 1983
307,486 336,313
100.0% 100.0%
208,720 233,893
67.9% 69.5%
1,831 2,119
0.8% 0.6%
87,013 89,771
28.3% 26.7%
7.812 7,189
2.5% 2.1%
2,310 3,361
0.8% 1.0

2

1984 1985 1986
337,261 363,264 371,229
100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
234,263 251,609 248,728
69.5% 68.3% 67.0%
2,172 2,261 2,237
0.6% 0.6% 0.6%
91,177 99,038 110,615
27.0% 27.3% 29.8%
6,630 7,220 6,602
2.04 2.0% 1.8%
3,019 3,136 3,027
0.9% 0.9% 0.8%

% Change
82 vs 86
20.7%
19.2%
23.3%
27.1%

~13.3%

31.0%

Disposition data are based on the year of sentencing for convictions and on the year of disposition for

acquittals, dismissals, not prosecuted, and "other” dispositions. Because of underreporting of dispositions

to DCJS (see Appendix C), these data are most appropriately used as indicators of trends in system activity
rather than measures of total system workload.

Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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[I1 CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY NEW YORK STATE

Table 48

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS1

(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Dispositions
Resulting from Felony Arrests

2 % Change
1982 : 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
DISPOSITIONS llB,QéB 127,576 126,882 134,164 142,148 19.5%
100. 0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
CONVICTIONS 77,746 86,370 84,585 89,207 90,738 16,7%
65.3% 87.7% 66.7% 66.5% 63,8%
ACQUITTALS 1,304 1,489 . 1,527 1,558 1,555 19.2%
1.1%4 1.2% 1.2% 1.2% 1.1%
DISMISSALS 35,279 34,826 35,673 38,400 44,468 26.0%
29.6% 27.3% 28.1% 28.6% 31.3%
NOT PROSECUTED 3,961 4,064 4,303 3,967 3,977 0.2%4
3.3% 3.2% 3.44 3.0% 2.8%
QTHER 698 847 794 1,032 1,409 101.9%
g.6% Q.74 0.6% 0.8% 1.0%

Disposition data are based on the year of sentencing for convictions and on the year of disposition for
acquittals, dismissals, not prosecuted, and "other” dispositions. Because of the underreporting of
dispositions to DCJS (see Appendix C), these data are most appropriately used as indicators of trends in
system activity rather than measures of total system workload.

Preliminary data.

SOQURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.



I]1 CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY NEW YORK STATE

Table 5A

FELONY, MISDEMEAMOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONSl
RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions
Resulting from
Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

2 # Change
_.la9s2 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
CONVICTIONS 208,720 233,893 234,283 251,609 248,728 19.2%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
FELONY 26,558 32,121 . 31,197 33,689 37,108 39.7%
12.7% 13.7% 13.3% 13.4% 14.9%
VIOLENT 11,718 14,667 13,671 13,264 13,671 16.7%
5.6% 6.3% 5.8% 5.3% 5.5%
OTHER 14,839 ’ 17,454 17,526 20,405 23,437 57.9%
7.1% 7.5% 7.5% 8.1% 9.4%
MISDEMEANOR 103,560 . 112,772 113,538 121,797 118,736 14.7%
49 .68% 48.2% 48.5% 48.4% 47.7%
. LESSER OFFENSES 78,602 89,000 89,528 96,143 92,884 : 18.2%
37.7% 38.1% - 38.2% 38.2% 37.3%

L Disposition data are based on the year of sentencing for convictions. Because of the underreporting of
dispositions to DCJS (see Appendix C), these data are most appropriately used as indicators of trends in
system activity rather than measures of total system workload.

2 Preliminary data.

SCURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends file.
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FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS
RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS

Table 58

(Adults Only)

1

CONVICTIONS

FELONY

VIOLENT

OTHER

MISDEMEANOR

LESSER OFFENSES |

Number and Percent of Convictions

Resulting from Felony Arrests

1982

77,746
100.0%

25,657
33.0%

11,719
15.1%

13,938
17.9%

38,110
49.0%

13,979.

18.0%

1983

86,370
100.0%

31,113
36.0%

14,667
17.0%

16,446
18.0%

39,913
46.2%

15,344
17.8%

1984

84,585
100.0%

30,191
35.7%

13,671
16.2%

16,520
19.5%

38,450
45.5%

15,944
18.8%

2

1985 1986
89,207 90,738
100.0% 100.0%
32,289 35,690

36.2% 38.3%
13,264 13,671

14.8% 15.1%
18,025 22,019

21.3% 24.3%
39,976 39,198

44.8% 43.2%
16,942 15,850

19.0% 17.5%

% Change
82 vs 86
16.7%
39.1%
16.7%
58.0%

2.9%

13.4%

L Disposition data are based on the year of sentencing for convictions.

in system activity rather than measures of total system workload.

2 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 6A

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONSl
(Adults Only)

Sentences as a Percent of Total Convictions

1982 _ 1983 1984 1985 1985 °
CONVICTIONS ' 100.0% 100.0% 100. 0% 100.0% 100. 0%
STATE PRISON 5.5 6.1 5.8 5.6 6.5
LOCAL JAIL 26.5 26.8 29.4 31.4 33.1
LOCAL JAIL -
AND PROBATION 2.5 2.8 2.9 3.1 3.5
PROBATION 10.7 10.2 4 9.9 9.8 9.5
FINES 32.5 33.0 33.0 31.3 28.6
OTHER 22.2 ' 21.1 19.0 18.8 18.8

These data reflect the most serious sentence in multiple sentence dispositions {e.g., sentences including a
jail term and a fine have been counted as "local jail"). Because of underreporting of dispositions to DCJS
(see Appendix C), these data are most appropriately used as indicators of trends in system activity rather
than measures of total system workload. Workload measures can be found in Tables 7A for probation activity,
in Tables 3A and 88 for local jail activity, and in Tdble 10A for state prison activity.

2 Preliminary data.

SQURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 68

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF FELONY CONVICTIONS
AND MISDEMEANOR AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS
{Adult Only)

Sentences_as a Percent of Convictions

1982

1883

1885

1986 2

Misd &
Felony Lesser

Misd &

Felony Lesser

Eelony Lesser

Misd &
Felony Lesser

Misd &
Felony Lesser

CONVICTIONS 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%

STATE PRISON 43.2 NA 4.1 NA 41.8  NA 43.4  NA
LOCAL JAIL 16.5 28.0 14.3  28.8 13.9  34.0 13.3  36.5
LOCAL JAIL ’
AND PROBATION 10.6 1.3 13.0 1.2 15.6 1.2 17.2 1.1
PROBATION 27.7 8.2 6.2 7.7 6.6 7.2 204 6.9
FINES 0.8 37.1 1.2 38.0 0.9  36.0 0.8 33.5
OTHER 1.2 25.3 1.2 24.2 1.1 2.5 1.0 21.9

1

These data reflect the most serious sentence in multiple sentence dispositions (e.g., sentences including a

jail term and a fine have been counted as "local jail"). Because of underreporting of dispositions to DCJS

(see Appendix C), these data are most appropriately used as indicators of trends in system activity rather
Work lcad measures can be found in Table 7A for probation activity,

than measures of total system woarklead.
in Table 9A for local jail activity, and Table 10A for state prison activity.

Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 7A
PROBATION DEPARTMENT ACTIVITY

Number of Cases 1986 Cases
Per 100,000 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Population 82 vs 86

INTAKE OPENEDl 151,698 142,401 150,221 149,574 138,427 778.3 -8.7%

INVESTIGATIONS

RECEIVED 133,437 145,536 147,948 153,536 156,142 878.6 17.0%
FAMILY COURT - 25,268 25,515 25,297 27,818 27,555 155.0 9.1%
CRIMINAL COURT 108,171 120,020 122,651 125,718 128,587 723.5 18.9%

PRE-DISPOSITION

SUPERVISION

CASES RECEIVED 15,340 15,155 15,154 16,883 17,958 101.0 17.1%
FAMILY COURT 9,237 9,372 8,272 8,513 8,849 49.8 -4.2%
CRIMINAL COURT 6,103 5,783 5.882 8,370 9,107 .51.2 ¢ 43.2%

PROBATION

SUPERVISION

CASES RECEIVED 40,293 45,020 44,479 46,572 48,072 270.5 19.3%
FAMILY COURT 6,830 6,608 6,219 6,630 6,904 38.8 1.1%
CRIMINAL COURT 33,463 38,412 38,260 39,942 41,1638 231.5 23.0%

UNDER PROBATION?

SUPERVISION 112,858 124,048 133,821 143,609 156,149 878.6 38.4%
FAMILY COURT 13,601 13,584 13,313 13,3581 14,083 79.1 3.4%
CRIMINAL COURT 99,257 110,484 120,508 130,258 142,086 799.5 43.1%

UNDER PROBATION

SUPERVISION ON

DECEMBER 31 179,101 88,390 97.441 108,118 114,766 645.8 45:1%
FAMILY COURT 7,049 7,142 7.125 7,188 7,209 40.6 2.3%
CRIMINAL COURT 72,052 82,248 20,316 100,918 107,557 605.2 49.3%

L Intake occurs only in family court.

2 i : . . . . .
The total number of probation cases supervised during a given year; i.e., probation cases carried over from

the previous year {cases under supervision on December 31} plus those received during the vear.

SOURCE: HYS Division of Probation . and Correctional Alternatives.
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TABLE 78

PROBATION REVOCATIONS

REVOCATIONS
FAMILY COURT
CRIMINAL COURT
TECHNICAL
NEW CONVICTION

Number of Revacations

1382 1983 1984 1985 1986
5,009 5,409 6,266 6,826 7,814

610 657 661 754 787
4,399 4,752 5,605 6,072 7,027
2,083 2,153 2,740 3,166 3,502
2,348 2,599 2,865 2,906 3,525

19886
Revacations
Per 1,000
Probationers
50.0
56.0
43.5
24.8

24.8

% Change
82 vs 86

56.0%
29.0%
59.7%
70.6%
50.3%

SQURCE: NYS Divigion of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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Table 8A
ALTERNATIVE TO INCARCERATION PROGRAMS: DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS

FY 1983-84 . FY 1984-85 FY 1985-86 FY 1986-87
CLIENTS SERVED 2,541 3,110 16,227 17,532

SQURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.

ALTERNATIVE TO INCARCERATION PROGRAMS: CLASSIFICATION/ALTERNATIVES BILL

Table 88 Table 8C
PRETRIAL RELEASE PROGRAM: 1986 COMMUNITY SERVICE PROGRAM: 1986
Number  Percent Mumber ~ Percent
CASES SCREENED 34,695 NA CASES SENTENCED 1,338 NA
CASES INTERVIEWED © . 20,500 100.0% CASES DISCHARGED - 881 100.0%
RELEASED? 7,933 38.7% SUCCESSFUL OQUTCOME 662 75.1%

1 Program intervention contributed to or was
directly responsible for the release of these
detained defendants.

Table 8D Table 8E
DEFENDER-BASED ADVOCACY PROGRAM: 1986 SPECIALIZED ALTERNATIVES: 1986

Number Percent Number Percent

CLIENTS SERVED 709 NA CLIENTS SERVED 526 NA

CLIENTS SERVED BY TYPE OF RECOMMENDATIONS TO COURT 537 100.0%

SERVICE PROVIDED:

ACCEPTED 367 68.3%
INFORMATION AND REFERRAL 487 NA
REPORTS PREPARED FOR COURT 268 100.0%
REPORTS ACCEPTED . 228 84.8%

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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Table SA
COUNTY JAIL AND PENITENTIARY ADMISSIONS

1986
Number of Admissions Admissions
Per 100,000 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Population 82 vs 86
ADMISSIONS * 190,388 196,447 210,186 234,452 1,319.2 NA
UNSENTENCED * 141,411 147,974 159,474 183,416 1,032.0 NA
SENTENCED * 48,977 48,473 50,712 51,038 287.2 NA
* New York City Department of Correction data were not available.
Source: NYS Commission of Correction.
Table 98 -
COUNTY JAIL AND PENITENTIARY CAPACITY AND POPULATION
1986 Inmates
Per 100,000 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Population 82 vs 86
REPORTED
CAPACITY 17,225 17,730 19,011 19,635 21,448 120.7 24.5%
AVERAGE DAILY
POPULATION 15,968 16,792 17,534 18,738 21,134 118.9 32.4%
DECEMBER 31
POPULATION 16,430 15,545 17,008 18,722 21,121 118.8 28.6%
UNSENTENCED 11,311 10,048 11,656 12,956 15,056 84.7 33.1%
SENTENCED 5,119 5,496 5,352 5,768 6,065 34.1 18.5%

* New York City Department of Correction data were not available.

SOURCE: NYS Commission of Correction.
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TABLE 10A-1
ADMISSIONS TO STATE PRISON

ADMISSIONS

NEW COURT
COMMITMENTS

TRANSFERS FROM
QUTSIDE DEPT.

AFFIRMATIONS
OF SENTENCE

PARCLE VIOLATORS

CONDITIONAL
RELEASE VIOLATORS

RETURNS FRQOM
ESCAPE/ABSCOND

OTHER ADMISSIONS

Number of Admissions

1986 Adm.Rate

1 Per 10C,000 % Change

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Population 82 vs 36
12,727 14,867 14,848 15,570 19,090 107 .4 50.0%
10,406 12,537 12,248 12,420 14,934 84.0 43.5%
437 493 549 749 742 4.2 59.3%

62 52 48 39 50 .3 -19.4%
1,229 1,223 1,487 1,907 2,808 15.8 128.5%
445 430 -356 244 365 2.1 -18.0%

140 128 145 173 158 .8 12.9%

8 4 S 38 33 .2 312.5%

L Preliminary data.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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Table 10A-2

NEW COURT COMMITMENTS TQ STATE PRISONl

1986

Number of New Court

New Court Commitments Committments
7 Per 100,000 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1885 1986 Population 82 vs 86

NEW COURT )

COMMITMENTS 10,406 12,537 12,248 12,420 14,934 84.0 43.5%
VIOLENT FELONIES3 6,622 7,933 7,334 6,994 7,758 43.7 17.2%
HOMICIDE 898 . 871 08 874 338 5.3 4.3%
SEX OFFENSE 372 414 463 520 581 3.3 56.2%
ROBBERY 3,378 4,055 3,459 3,063 3,574 20.1 5.8%
BURGLARY 951 1:418 1,341 1,286 1,444 8.1 51.8%
WEAPONS 587 718 633 677 649 3.7 10.8%
QTHER 435 458 524" ' 574 573 3.2 31.%%
DRUG FELONIES4 1,235 1,623 1,877 2,218 3,228 18.2 161.4%
POSSESSION 317 357 476 600 886 _ 5.0 178.5%
SALE 918 1,266 1,401 1,618 2,342 13.2 155.1%
OTHER FELONIES 2,284 2,701 2,797 2,932 3,653 20.6 59.9%
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 265 280 » 240 276 294 1.7 10.9%

r—

The files from which these data are extracted are continuously updated. As a result, the counts presented
in this tahle may differ slightly from those presented in other reports.

Preliminary data.

New court commitments in which the top conviction offense is a violent felony. Appendix E contains a list
of the offenses counted as violent felonies.

New court commitments in which the top conviction offense is for the possession or sale of drugs (PL 220 and
PL 221). Drug felonies for the injection of a parcotic (PL 220.46), use of drug paraphernalia {PL 220.55),
or possession of precursors (PL 220.80) are reported as "other felonies.”

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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Table 108
INMATES UNDER CUSTODY IN STATE PRISON ON DECEMBER 31

Inmates

Number of Inmates Under Custody Under Cust.

in_State Prison on December 31 on. 12/31/86
Per 100,000 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Population 82 vs 86
UNDER CUSTODY 28,203 30,543 33,278 34,737 38,502 216.6 36.5%
VIOLENT FELONIES® 19,894 22,100 23,730 24,329 26,024 146.4 30.8%
HOMICIDE 4,817 5,231 5,634 5,933 6,597 37.1 37.0%
SEX OFFENSE 1,640 1,733 1,896 2,038 2,278 12.8 38.8%
ROBBERY 9,307 10,060 10,444 10,170 10,666 §0.0 14.6%
BURGLARY 1,674 2,462 2,961 3,188 3,476 19.6 107.6%
WEAPONS - 1,224 1,357 1,434 1,513 1,450 8.2 18.5%
OTHER ’ 1,232 1,257 1,361 1,488 1,557 8.8 26.4%
DrRUG FELONIES2 2,647 . 3,189 3,926 4,643 6,008 33.8 127.0%
POSSESSION : 665 771 968 1,201 1,597 9.0 140.2%
SALE 1,982 2.398- 2,958 3,442 4,411 24.8 122.6%
OTHER FELONIES 5,191 4,890 5,261 5,408 6,095 34.3 17.4%
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 471 384 359 357 375 2.1 -20.4%

1 Inmates under custody whose top conviction offense is a violent felony. Appendix £ contains a list of the
of fenses counted as violent felonies.

2 Inmates under custody whose top conviction offense is for the possession or sale of drugs (PL 220 and
and PL 221).. Orug felonies for the injection of a narcotic (PL 220.46), use of drug paraphernalia
(PL 220.55), or possession of precursors (PL 220.60) are reported as "other felonies.”

SQURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.

TABLE 10C

PAROLE DETAINEES IN STATE PRISON ON DECEMBER 311

1982 1983 1884 1985 1986

PAROLE DETAINEES 556 414 673 634 198

* Paralees awaiting parcle revocation hearings are detained in the State Prison. Parale detainees are not
counted as part of the admissions or under custody populations.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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Table 11A

PAROLE SUPERVISION CASES

RELEASES TO PAROLE

UNDER PAROLE,
SUPERVISION
UNDER PAROLE
SUPERVISION ON
DECEMBER 31

Number of Parolees

1982 1983 1984 1985

9,283 11,312 10,911 12,068
25,616 29,223 31,888 34,766
17,811 20,977 22,698 24,417

1986

12,942

37,359

26,176

1986
Parolees
Per 100,000 % Change
Population 82 vs 86
72.8 39.4%
210.2 45,8%
147.3 46.1%

1 The total number of parolees under sipervision during a given year;
previcus year (cases under supervision on December 31) plus inmates

of Parole for supervision.

i.e., paroless carried over from the
released during the year to the Division

_SQURCE: NYS Division of Parole.
Table 11B
PARCLE REVOCATIONS AND RETURNS
1986
Number of Parolees Revocations
Per 1,000 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Parolees 82 vs 38
REVOKED 1
AND RETURNED 2,573 2,603 3,141 4,038 4,518 121.0 75.6%
RULE VIOLATIONS 865 826 907 1,186 1,403 37.8 62.2%4
NEW ARRESTS 1,261 1.149 1,260 1,435 1,571 42.1 24.6%
NEW FELONY
CONVICTIONS 447 628 974 1,417 1,545 41.4 245.5Y%

1

SOURCE:

NYS Division of Parole.
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Table 12

JUVENILE OFFENDERS

ARRESTS, INDICTMENTS, AND DISPOSITIONSl

Number of Cases

% Chan
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs
FELONY ARRESTS 1,441 1,248 1,275 1,257 1,200 -15.
FELONY INDICTMENTS 664 496 447 505 429 -35.
DISPOSITIONS 1,419 1,213 1,105 1,019 1,021 -28.
CONVICTIONS . 517 515 388 369 410 -20.
STATE FACILITY T st 251 158 147 142 -44.
LOCAL JAIL 34 40 24 40 33 -2.
LOCAL JAIL ’
AND PROBATION 28 32 39 40 55 ‘ 9.
PROBATION 183 166 133 124 171 -6.
OTHER 15 .2 “ 18 g -40.
ACQUITTALS 7 5 7 10 10 4.
DISMISSALS : 269 202 189 225 263 -2.
NOT PROSECUTED 139 70 73 54 60 -56
REMOVED 7O
FAMILY COURT 443 413 430 342 257 -42.
OTHER 44 8 18 19 21 -52.

ge
86

7%

4%

4%
6%
0%
9%
2%

.8%

0%

3%

A Juvenile Offender is a person 14 or 15 years of age who is criminally responsible for a specified felony
act{s) (see Appendix I); and a person 13 years of age who is criminally responsible for an act which
constitutes second degree murder as defined in subdivisions one and two of section 125.25 of the New York
State Penal Law. Criminal courts have original jurisdiction over juvenile offenders who are prosecuted as
adults. A criminal court can waive original jurisdiction and remove a “juvenile offender” to family court
where that person is reclassified as a "juvenile delinquent.”

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services: Juvenile Offender Trends File and the Indictment Statistical
System.
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Table 1

LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDING SUHMARYl
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Approoriations
% Change

Brogram FY 82-83 FY _83-84 FY 84-85 FY_85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Dept. of
Correctional Services 11,326.8 13,306.7 15,542.3 24,943.8 120.2% 30,052.0 38,678.0
Crime Victims Board 8,388.2 10,881.1 10,209.9 10,381.8 23.8% 13,999.1 18,486.4
Division of Criminal ’
Justice Services 60,722.3 72,900.4 87,6%6.1 88,130.9 45.1% 99,016.1 109,107.3
Division of'Parole 529.4 706.0 993.0 1,229.2 132.2% 2,887.1 2,518.5
Division of Probation2
and Correctional
Alternatives 32,851.1 36,559.0 41,385.3 50,395.3 53.4% 59,238.8 §6,557.8
Division for Youth3 77,121.8 80,109.8 86,908.0 184,219.1 138.9% 116,329.8 119,839.3
Other Local Aid

District 4 )

Attorney Salaries 370.0 397.5 © 442.5 698.8 88.9% 870.2 8386.0

STOP Pragram - Drug5 .

Residence Project - - - - NA -- 525.¢
TOTAL 191,309.8 214,860.7 243,177.1 359,999.1 88.2% 322,918.1 356,608.3

This summary includes local assistance funds that are not reported in “"county" profiles because the funds
were awarded to agencies (e.g., the State Police or the Public Defenders Association) that do not provide
county-specific services. Please see Appendix G for local assistance funds awarded to agencies in New York
City that provide services citywide and Appendix H for local assistance funds awarded to agencies that
provide services statewide.

On April 1, 1985, the Alternatives to Incarceration Program was transferred from the Division of Criminal
Justice Services and combined with the Division of Probation to form the Division of Probation and
Correctional Alternatives. The Alternative to Incarceration Program expenditures from FY 1982-83 through
1984-85 are included with the expenditures reported for this newly formed agency,

(8]

The FY 1985-86 DFY budget increased 58 percent over the appropriation for the previous fiscal year as a
result of Governor Cuomo's recommendation. This increase allowed OFY to pay for current programs and also
2liminate arrearages.

The Office of the State Comptroller administers this program.
The responsibility for the administration of this program was transferred from the Division of Parole

to the Division of Substance Abuse Services in FY 1987-88. Funds for this program were first appropriated
in FY 1886-87; these funds were reappropriated for FY 1987-88.
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Table 2

DEPARTHENT GOF CORRECTIGNAL SERVICES
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNOING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Approoriations
% Change

Srogram FY 82-83 FY B83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
3zard of Prisonersi

Coram Hobis 4.9 6.6 34.9 32.7 §72.0% 81.% §5.5

Felens 10,187.9 11,956.9 12,709.5 18,574.6 82.3% 22,770.1 25,655.4

Parole Violators 6546.4 731.3 1,648.7 3,897.5 472.0% 2,836.4 §,515.3

State Readies - - - 2,322.3 NA 3,528.0 5.551.2
Eomnunity 3
Treatment Programs -- 31t.8 873.3 -- NA 400.0 4C0.2
Prisoner Transferl 487.7° . 300.1 275.8 . 316.8 -35.0% 368.% 400.0
TOTAL 11,326.8 13,505.7 15,542.3 24,943.8 120.2% 30,052.0 38,678.0
1

tocal correctional facilities are reimbursed for expenditures from the "statewide” lump-sum appropriation
for this program. :

This program component was implemented in FY 1985-86.

This program was implemented in FY 1983-84 and is funded through the State Operations Budget. Mo funds were
appropriated for this program in FY 1985-86.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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Table 3

CRIME VICTIMS BOARD

LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING

{Thousands of Dollars)

Program

Crime. Victim
Compensation Awards

Victim and Witness
Assistance Program

Comprehensive
Court Related
Domestic Violence
Elderly

Sexual Assault

TOTAL

Expenditures Aporopriations
% Change

FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 8BS FY 86-87 FY 87-88
6,468.8 8,807.5 7,038.5 8,002.6 23.7% 8,008.0 12,687.0
864.5 846.2 1,401.9 1,272.1 47.1% 3,622.1 3,443.8
407.8 406.6 719.9 520.0 27.5% 626.1 767.1
178.7 265.7 325.8 223.3 24.9% 561.7 547.0
377.1 386.8 476.6 337.2 -10.6% 567.2 681.1
91.2 168.3 247.4 26.7 -70.7% 613.0 350.5
8,388.2 10,881.1 10,209.9 10,381.9 23.8% 13,999.1 18,486.4

SOURCE: NYS Crime Victims Board.
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Table 4

DIVISION QF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY _85-88 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Asset/Forfeiture1
Initiative - - 593.9 236.5 NA -- -
Crime Prevention2
and Protection - 1,420.5 1,585.7 1,351.0 NA 2,637.1 3,042.5
Emergency Felany CAsé
Processing Program 3.285.2 3,682.3 3,939.1 4,067.4 23.8% 4,150.2 4,150.2
Indigent 3
Parolee Program 1,259.5 1,358.9 1,507.0 1,583.1 26.5% 1,625.8 1,697.4
Justice 4
Assistance Act - - - - NA 3,379.7 .-
Juvenile Justices
and Oelinguency
Prevention 2,849.4 2,765.1 2,651.8 1,579.5 -44 .6% 2,673.9 2.821.0
Law Guardian : . R
Backup Center - -- - -~ NA -= 100.0
Hajor Qffense .
Police Program 10,057.8 10.661.5 11,407.8 11,247.8 11.8% 11,499.8 12,189.8
Hobile Radio
District Program - 1,904.3 3,600.8 3.368.3 NA 4,288.3 1.270.0
Narcotics Ccntro]7 - - -~ - NA - 11,538.0
Nassau County Rape6
Victim Services -~ -- -- -- NA - 30.0
Néighborhocd8
Preservation Crime
Prevention Act - 1,000.0 1,900.0 881.9 NA 2,500.0 2,500.0
NYC Schogl Securityg
0fficer Program -- -- -- - NA 415.0 250.0
NYS Defenders’
Association 442.4 442 .4 540.0 572.0 29.3% 630.0 797.5
Offender Aid and
Restoration Program -- -- - - NA -~ 50.0
Prisoners’
Legal Services 1,361.8 1,361.8 2,207.1 2,545.4 86.9% 2,678.3 2,784.2
Soft Bedy Armour10
Reimbursement Program 635.5 535.5 309.8 403.0 -36.6% -- 487 .0
Special Narcotics
Court Program 3,386.3 3,589.5 4,589.8 4,739.0 39.9% 4,818.1 4,902.8
Special Warrant
Enforcement 11
Enhancement Program -- -- 2,499.4 2,347.89 HA 2,499.5 2,499.8

Continued - Next Page
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IV LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS NEW YORK STATE
Table 4-Continued
DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
{Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
% Change
Program FY 87-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Suffolk Re-Route6
Transitional Program .
for £x-0ffenders -— - - - NA -~ 260.0
Target Crime i2
Initiative Program 37,444 .4 40,678.7 46,618.2 48,471.4 29.4% 50,279.5 52,516.2
Transit Crime 13
Interdiction Program - - - 1,322.6 NA 1,486.0 1,510.5
Transit Strike Forcel? - 3,500.0 3,745.0 3,404.4" NA 3,353.9 3,474.5
Comnunitvaatrolg
0fficer Program - -- -- -- . NA 100.0 150.0
Westchester Datafacs5 -- - - - NA - 85.0
TOTAL 60,722.3 72,900.4 87,696.1 88,130.9 45.1% 99,016.1 109,107.3
1

10

11
12

13

14

30

This program was implemented in FY 1984-85. FY 1985-86 appropriation of $1,000,000 was reappropriated. for
FY 1986-87 and again for FY 1987-88. ’ :

No funds were appropriated for this program in FY 1982-83.

Agencies are reimbursed for expenditures from the "NYC" and "Statewide” (non-NYC) lump sum appropriations
for this program.

FY 1985-86 was the first year the State received these federal block grant funds. Expenditures and
estimated appropriations for this federally funded program are based on the State's fiscal year.

Expenditures and estimated appropriations for this federally funded program are based on the ‘State's
fiscal year.

This program was implemented in FY 1987-88.

This federally funded program was implemented in FY 1987-88. Appropriations are based on the State’s fiscal
year.

This Act was established in FY 1983-84.
This program was implemented in FY 1986-87.

In FY 1984-85 the administration of this program was transferred from the Department of Labor to the
Division of Criminal Justice Services. Unallocated FY 1985-86 monies were reappropriated for FY 1986-87.

This program was implemented in FY 1984-85.

This program was implemented in FY 1983-84. The FY 1982-83 funds are the combined expenditures of the
three programs that were merged to form TCl: "the State Felony Program, the Major Violent Offense Trial
Program, and the Major Offense Prosecution Program.

This program was implemented in FY 1985-86.

This program was implemented in FY 1983-84,

URCE: HNYS Division of Criminal Justice Services.
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IV__LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

NEW _YORK STATE

Table 5

DIVISION OF PARCLE
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Program _ FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-38
Parole 1
Resource Centers 529.4 668.9 706.1 798.4 50.8% 1,035.8 1,192.2
Parole Transitiona]2 '
Facilities - 37.1 286.9 430.8 NA 626.3 626.3
“Emp loyment Services3
Project - -- - -- NA 700.0 700.0
TOTAL 529.4 706.0 993.0 . 1,229.2 132.2% 2,887.1 2.518.5

1 This program is funded through the State Operations Budget.

2 This program was implemented in FY 1383-84 and is funded through the State Operations Budget.

3

SOURCE: NYS Division of Parole.

This program was implemented in FY 1986-87.
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IV LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

NEW _YORK STATE

Table §

DIVISION OF PROBATION AND CORRECTIONAL ALTERNATIVES
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dallars)

Program

Classification1
Alternatives

Demonstration
Projects

Direct S¢ vices
Intensive Supervision/

Alternative Sentencing
Program
PINS Program2

Regular State Aid.

TOTAL

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
- - - 2,336.9 NA 3,045.9 3,312.8
800.0 ©1,240.0 2,383.2 4,750.7 493.9% 5,478.5 5,411.5
182.1 208.4 184.1v 228.0 25.2% 273.8 266.7
3,258.1 3,567.4 4,431.1 5,218.4 80.2% 7,777.2 10,257.6
- -- - -- NA 1,000.0 2,505.0
28,610.9 31,543.2 34,386.9 37,861.3 32.3% 41,663.3 44,304.2
36,559.9 41,385.3 50,395.3 53.4% 59,238.8 66,557.8

32,851.1

1

This program was implemented in FY 1985-86.

2 This program was implemented in FY 1986-87.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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IV LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS NEW YORK STATE

Table 7

DIVISION FOR YOQUTH
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
1 % Change

Program FY 82-33 FY 83-84 FY _84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY_86-87 FY 87-88
Corrmunity-Based2
Organizations -- - 324.8 318.0 NA 466.5 466.5
Community Care3
Initiative - - - - NA 500.0 500.¢
Detention

Non-Secure 4,000.0 3,200.0 3,700.0 10,600.4 165.0% 6,770.3 9,900.0

Secure 8,177 .4 10,684.7 13,325.6 25,101.8 173.5% 14,738.3 15,500.0
Job Deve logment* - - - - NA §97.6 583.0
Runaway and Homeless .
Youth Services 1,206.3 1,522.0 =~ 1,594.3 1,838.8 52.4% 2,409.0 2,570.0
Special Delinguency -
Prevention Program 12,380.7 - 12,359.2 13,458.2 11,745.0 -5.1% 13,351.8 14,281.8
Special Legislative
Contracts 1,857.5 2,339.0 3,100.1 4,509.1 142.7% 6,496.4 6.018.0
Transitional
Independent
Living Support - -- - 87.8 NA 2,200.0 2,220.0
Voluntary Agency Care 19,000.0 20,330.0 21,730.0 52,710.8 177 . 4% 28,100.0 26,300.0
Youth Development
and Delinquericy
Prevention 29,500.0 29,675.0 29,675.0 77,307.5 162.1% 40,600.0 41,500.0
TOTAL 77.121.9 80,109.9 86,908.0 184,219.1 138.9% 116,328.8 119,839.3

The FY 1985-86 OFY budget increased 58 percent aover the appropriation for the previous fiscal year as a
result of Governor Cuomo’s recommendation. This increase allowed OFY to pay for current programs and also
eliminate arrearages.

This program was implemented in FY 1984-85 and is funded through the State Operations Budget.

This program was implemented in FY 1986-87 and is funded through the State Operatijons Budget.

This program was impliemented in FY 1986-87 and is funded through the State Operations Budget.

This program was implemented in FY 1985-86.

SOURCE: NYS Division for Youth.
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V__STATE CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES

NEW YORK STATE

TABLE 1A

CAPACITY AND STAFF SUMMARY

(June 1987)

Capacity Staff

DOCS Facilities 38,188 21,368

DFY Facilities 2,027 2,780

TOTAL 40,215 24,129

TABLE 1B
OPERATING BUDGE} SUMMARY
(Thousands of Dellars)
Expenditures Aooropriations
. . % Change
FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 EY_86-87 FY 87-88
DOCS Facilities 445,537.8 525,228.2 598,305.9 602,846.5 35.3% 670,107.0 728,920.8
OFY Facilities 58,460.3 64,083.6 71,988.9 76,135.5 30.2% 78.541.4 82,519.1
TOTAL 503,998.1 589,291.8  670,294.8 676,982.0 34.7% 748,648.4 811,440.0
TABLE 1IC
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET SLMMARY
(Thousands of Dallars)
Expenditures Appropriations

FY 83-84 FY. 84-85 FY 85-86 Total FY _86-87 FY 87-88
DOCS Facilities 103,820.0 174,376.8 96,465.2 374,661.8 229,596.9 44,079.0
OFY Facilities 5,089.5 3,441.1 2,3686.7 10,897.3 . 4,503.5 4,573.2
TOTAL 108,909.5 177.817.7 98,831.8 385,559.0 234,100.4 48,652.2
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EXPLANATORY NOTES

ANALYSES

The statistics presented in this document include frequencies, percents,
percent changes, rates, and rate rank scores.

Percent changes are sensitive to relatively small changes in absolute
numbers when the numbers used to calculate the percent changes are Tow. In
addition, the percent change is not a valid indicator of change when the number
reported for the base year (the 1982 calendar year or the 1982-83 fiscal year)
is zero (0). In such instances the notation "NA" is used.

Rates are ranked from high to low; e.g., if the rates for an activity in
the 62 counties ranged from 200.0 to 50.0 per 100,000 population, the highest
rate (200.0) would be ranked one (1) and the lowest rate (50.0) would be ranked
62. Rank values for both the public assistance data and the county jail and
penitentiary data reflect the rankings for only the 57 non-New York City
counties, making the range for rank values of these data onme (1) to 57. It is
important to note that the rank calculations do not take into consideration the
magnitude of the differences between the ranked rates. Also, dramatic.changes
in rank scores should be interpreted with caution. The sensitivity of rates to
relatively small changes in absolute numbers increases as the size of the
population decreases. For example, an increase of one (1) in a given activity
in a county with 5,000 residents will cause the value of the rate to increase by
20, while an increase of one (1) in a county with 50,000 residents will cause
the value of the rate to increase by only two (2).

The Bureau of Census provisional population estimates for 1985 that are
reported in Section I were used for all population-based rate calculations
presented in the briefing book with the exception of those reported for "Index
Crimes Known to the Police" (Section III: Table 1). Index crime rates were
calculated using population estimates provided by the Federal Bureau of
Investigation. These population data were used rather than the Bureau of Census
population data to maintain comparability with Index crime rates reported in
the annual NYS Crime and Justice publication. FBI population data are used
because the production of this annual publication begins before the more
authoritative Bureau of Census population data become available.

The New York State Department of Motor Vehicles provided the data on
Ticensed drivers in New York State that was used to calculate the rate of DWI
arrests per 1,000 licensed drivers (Section III: Table 2-E).

SECTION I CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCIES

Criminal justice agencies located within or providing direct services to
the county are presented in this section.
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SECTION II DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

The demographic and socioeconomic data presented in this section were
provided by a number of sources.

NYS Department of Commerce (personal per capita income data)

NYS Department of Education (high school dropout data)

NYS Department of Labor (labor force data)

NYS Department of Social Services (public assistance program data)
New York State Statistical Yearbook: 1983-84 (square miles and
1970-80 population change data)

o U.S. Bureau of the Census (population, age, race, and ethnicity data)

OO0 ooco

SECTION III CRIME AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

It is important to note that in instances where multiple offenses are
reported for an event, the offense classification for the event is generally
determined by the most serious offense reported for that event. However, the
criteria which agencies have developed to rank crimes by seriousness may differ
among the statistical systems operated by State agencies. As a result, a
robbery that is identified as the most serious offense in a multiple crime event
by one agency may not be identified as the most serious crime that occurred
during an event by another agency.

The characteristics of the data presented in Section III vary across
tables. Table 1 in this appendix defines data populations, units of count,
. offender types, and offense categories by table. The data sources are also
identified.

SECTION IV LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

The expenditures and appropriations for Tocal assistance programs funded
with federal monies are based on the State’s fiscal year.

SECTION V STATE CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES

DOCS capacity data reflect both housing and "other" categories, such as
transit units and reception centers; they exclude temporary spaces, Special
Housing Unit cells, and hospital spaces. DFY capacity data reflect the number
of youths that can be housed at a facility and is contingent upon both available
space and number of staff.

DOCS -staff data reflect both full-time and part-time staff, while DFY staff
data reflect full-time equivalent staff.

The gperating budget and capital improvement budget expenditures include
monies spent both within and outside the county. The DOCS facility-based budget
does not include centralized billings. DFY’s facility-based budget excludes
centralized billings and monies budgeted for regional offices and aftercare
workers. :
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Bifender_Type

Source b Resarys .

Difense Lategory

Hot applicable.

FBI ladex affense déf-
iaitions spanning
felonies and oisde-
aeanors for the
specified offenses,

NYS Division of Crisinal Justice
Services, Unifore Criae Reporting
Systea,

TABLE | Characterastics of Data Precented in Section 1103 Crise and Crysinal Justice Activity
lable Fopulation Unit of Launt
Table 1 INGEY CRINES ¥NON 1O THE POLICE Index offences knoun to law Victis-baseds surder
enforcesent agencies in Nes York forcible rape
State for a given year, agqravated assault
Structure-baseds burglary
Event-baseds robbery
larceny lexeluding
soter vehicle theft}
Vehicle-based: oolor vehicle theft
The unit of count is based on the
) oost serious affense in 4 crise event,
Table 24 FELONY AND MTSDEHEANOR ARRESIS hdult felony and eisdeseanor arrest An arrest event.” The aost serious
events that occurred during a given tharge placed against an offender for
Table 2B FELONY AND HISDEMEANOR ARRESTS: year. an arrest cvent is counted except for
January through June, 1987 viglent felony counts shich reflect
’ arrest evenis thatl included ab least
Table 20  RRRESTS FOR SELECTED OFFEMSES one charge for a violent felany
offense Jisled in Appendix £,
Table 20 ARPESIS FOR POSSESSION AND SALE OF DRUGS Adult felony and atsdeseanor arrest fn arrest event.
events occurring during a given year
that include at Jeast one cherge for
drugs tHew York Stale Penpal Law -
Sections 220 and 220D,
Table 2E  FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARKESTS Adult felony and sicdeseanor arrest

FO% DWI OFFENSES

events occurning during a given year
thal include at least one charge for
a 041 offense 1Vehicle and Tralfic
Law: State of Hew York - Seclion
1192}, .

Adult ¢

Felony Arrests
Nisdeseanor Arrests

HYS Division of Crisinal Justice
Services, Arrests and Processing
Trends File.

WS Division of Lrisinal Justice
Services, Drug Arrests and
Processing Trends File.

HY5 Division of Criainal Justice
Services, NI Arrest and
Pracessing Trends File.

{ Continued on the next page. )
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18BLE | Characterastics of Data Presented tn Secticn IEl; Crime and Cryainal Justice Activity - Continuved
.l.ible Population it of Count Btfender Type Offense Cateqory Source & FKeaarks .
Table JA  FELONY IHPICYHENTS Felony indictaents and superior Befendant-indictaent/superior court Adult 2 Felony Indictaents? KYS Division of Criainal Justice

Table 3B FELONY INDICTHENIS:

January through June, 1987

court inforsatians filed during
3 given year.

infornationiSCI) bazed; each defendant
naned in an indictaent/SCY is counted.
The sost serious charge placed against
a defendant ix counted except for
violent telony counts which reflect
indictaents/SCI‘s thal include at least
ane charge for a violent felony offense
listed in Appendix E.

Juvenile Offender 82
tions.

Superior Court laforsa-

Services, Indictsent Statistical

Systea.

Table 48  DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FRON Dispositions occorring during a given | Disposition based; each arrest event fdult ¢ Convictions fors HYS Division of Criminal Justice
FELONY AND HISBEHEANOR ARRESIS year that resulted fros adult felony that reculted in a disposition is Felany Dffenses dervices, Arrest and Processing
and cisdeseanor arrest events wshich counted. Counts are based en the Hisdeaeanor Dffenses | Frends File.
occurred after Decesber 31, 1969, year of sentencing for convictions tesser Offenses
and on the year of disposition for
acquittals, dississals, not procecuted, {Hat applicable for
Table 48 DIZPOSITIONS RESULTING FHOM FELONY ARRESTS | Dispositions occurring during a givea | and *other® dispositions. “Dther® acquittal, disaissal,
year that resulted froa adult felony Inctudes ‘cases disposed by civil and "other® disposi-
arrest evests that eccurred alter procedure, abated by the death of a tions.}
Becester 31, 1949, ’ defendant, etc. :

Table SA FELONY, MISCEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE Conviction dicposiitons, for which Conviction based; each arrest evenl Adull @ Convictions fors HYS Division of Crininal Justice
CORVICTAONS RESULTING FRON FELONY AND sentences were gaposed during a given | resulting in both 2 conviction and Felony Difenses. Services, Arcest and Processing
NISDEHEANOR ARRESTS year, that resulled froe adull felony | sentence is counted. Oaly the sost Hisdeseanor Bffenses | Trends File.

and sredeacanor srrest events that serigus charge is counted except for Lesser Difenses
accurred afler Decesber 31, 1949, violeat felony counts which.reftect
canviction events thal include at
east one convictien charge for o
Table 5B FELONY, NISCEHERNOR, AND LESSER DFFENSE Conviction dispozitions, for which vialent felony offense listed in

CONVICTIONS RESULYING FROR FELONY ARRESTS

senlences were janpsed during a given
year, that reculted fros adull felony
arrest everls that accurred ofter
Decester 31, 1949,

Appendix £,

{ Continved on the next page. )




TABLE § Characteristics of Bata Preseated 1n Section 11 Crise and Crisxnal Justice Activity - Continued
1adle . . Pogulation Unit_of Count Oifender Type Oftense Lategory Seurce & Regarke
Tasie bA - SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TDIAL.COMVICTIONS} Conviction dispositions, for which Conviction based; each arrest event Adult 2 Convictions for: RYS Bivision of Crisinal Justice
cenlences were inposed during 2 resulting in bath a conviction and - Felony Difenses Services, Arszest and Processing
Table 88  SENTENCES RS A PESCENT OF FELONY OR given year, that resulled from adult sentence is counted. Only the sost Hisdeseanor Dffenses | Trends File.
NISEEHEANGR AHD LESSER OFFENSE CONVICYIDNS | felony and eisdeseanor arrest evenls serious sentence in a sultiple sentence Lesser Dffenses
thal occurced atler Decesber 31, 1959, | oftence i< counted. “Other* senlences
include cases, for exasple, wherz a
license was suspended or revaked’
{uithout fined,
Table 74 PROBATION DEPARTHEMT ACTIVITY fntake cases received during a glven Coaplaint-based; each cosplaiat is Faaily Courts Betained/Arrected fors | HYS Division of Prabation-and
year, counted as one case. Adult ¢ Felony Difense Correctional Alleraatives:
Juvenile Delinquent Hisdeseanar Oifensn
tavestigations ordered during a given | lavestiqation-hased; each ipvestigalion Person in Heed of Lesser Dfiense - Fanily Court - Annual coepilation
yeir, ordered is counted as one cace, Supervision (PINS} only Juvenile Deing| of the *Hoathly Report of Fasily
Criminal Court: Status Offense - Vorklaad in Frobation Departaents
flequest-based; each pre-disposition Request-based; each pre-disposition hdult 3 anly FINS (Fars Ko, OP-304.
= supervisipn/service requested is supervision/service request is counted Juvenile Gffender ¢
1 counted as one case. as one case. Erininal Court - fnnual coapila-
el . tion of the *Honthly Report of
Probalion supervicion tases received Sentence-based; each zenfence to Adjudication/Conviction | Crisinal Morkload in Probation
during & given year, probation is tounted as one case, iors Departaents {(Fora No. DP-30A} for
’ Felony Offense investigation and pre-dicpositian
Probation supervision cases sugefvised Misdeaeanor Offence data, and the Probation
during a qiven year {i.e., probation Lesser Dffenses - Regictrant Systea for all other
tases recetved duriog 2 given year only Juvenile Deling] data.
plus probation supervicion cases Status Offense -
carried over dras Beceaber 31 of the only FINS
previpus yearl,
Frobation supervision cazes under
supervision on Dececher 31 of a
gaven year.
lable 78 FPROBATION REVOCATIONS Probation supervision cases for which

probation was revoked during a given
year,

Revocation-based; each probition
supervision case for which probation
was revoved i< counted is one

{ Continued on the next gage. }
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JAFLE | Charscteristics of Data Presenled in Sertion 113 Criae and Criminal Justice Activity - Continued
iablz " Populatien Uni} of Count Qi feader Type Offense Lategory Source b Resarks
Table BA_ ALTERNATIVES TO INCSRCERATION PROGRANS: Lates processed by “desonstration* Case-hnf:di if sore than one case was Adult # fArrests or Convictions | HYS Division of Prabation and
DEHONSYRATION PROJECTS grajects during a given State fiscal opened for Lhe saee client, sach cace Juvenile Difenders #¢ | forz Locrectianal Altecoatives
year. is caunled. Felony Dffenses
Hisdeseanor Offenses
Table BB FHEIRIAL RELEASE PROGRAM: 1986 Cazes processed by *classification/ Lesser Difenses
slternative bil}® projects during
Table BC COMNUNITY SERVICE PROGRAM: 1984 1988,
Table B0 DFFENDER-BASED ADVACACY FROGRAH: 1985
Tsble BE SPECIALIJED ALTERNATIVES: 19B%

{ Continued on the next page. N
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Oifendsr Yype

Oifense Category

Source & Reaarks

TABLE 1 Characteristacs of Pata Presented in Section 1115 Crise and Crisinal Justice Activity - Continued
lable Papulation Hoit pf Coust
Table 93 JAIL & PENITENTIARY ADMISSIONS Adsicsions of both delaised and Adsission based. It is iaportant te,
. sentenced 1nastes to county/MVC aote that if an individual is adaitied
jarls and peniteatiaries in New aore than oncg on the sase charge,
York State during 3 given year each adsiscion is counted.
for criainal, civil, and federal
offenses.
Table 98 AL & FENITENTIARY CRAPACITY-AND A cenzus of both detasned and Population is inaate based for both the

POPULATION

sentenced insates in counly/NYC
1a11s and penttentiaries in Hew
York State for civil, crintnal,
and {ederal offences is areseated
tor each of the populaticns that
follous

Inaates under custady on
Beceaber 31 of a gtven year, and

The daily average of insates
under custody during 3 given year.

*Deceaber 31" and "average daily®
populations, '

Adult &

Detaioed adsissionss
Feloay Arrests
Hisdessanor Arresis
tesser Dffenses

Sentenced adaissionss
Hicdeseansr Conv.

Lesser Ditense Conv.’

A ceasus of beds in counly/HYC

Jails and penitentiaries 1n Hew

York Siate, Each jarl 2nd peniten-
Liary census was taken on a different
day dering a given year,

Capacity is based oa bedss the counl
differs by region:

Hew York Cily Departaenl of Correction
counts refiect *beds al standard® lone
insate per celly 60 square fest per
inzate; and ao sare than 50 1n a dora),
The couat does wot include beds in
hospital prison wards.

Hon=New York City jail counls reflect
the nucher of cells (one bed per celid
and doraitory beds, This counl does
aot include detention or holding rooss.

Not applicable.

ot applicabie.

NYS Coaaission of Correction,
Sheriffs Annual Reportss

The “Stateside Compilation of
fats fron 1985 Sheriffs’ Annual
fleparts® insluded the folloning
caveats “... The Sherifis’
Annual Reports represent seli-
reparted data collected by the
county jails...
exist in recordkeeping practices
anong these various caunties...
The Coesission advises caution
vhen using data to coapare ane
county to anolher.®

Bitferences

fontinued on Lhe next page. )
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TABLE | Lharacteristice of Bata Presented ta Section 114: Crise and Criainal Justice Activity - Lontinued
nble Fapalaton Unit_of Coust 0ffender Type Offense Categary Source & Resarks .
Table f0R-1 ADNISSIONS 10 HEW YDRY STAYE PRISON Adaissions to WIS prison during -2 Innale based; parole detaipees are Adult & Felony Coavictians HYS Departaent of Correctional

givea year.

Table 10A-2

HEW COURY COMRIIMENYS 1O STATE PRISON

Hew eourt coxsitsents to BYS pricon

not counted as gart of the adaissions
or under custody population, Only the
sost cerious conviction offense is
counted. Oifentes counted as violent

Services,

The "under custody® counls say
ditler <lightly froa data

Table 10A during 4 given ysar, felonies are listed in Appendix E. presented in reports and
pubilications celessed by DOCS,

Taple B [MHATES UNDER CYSTOOY !N STATE FRISCH A census of ingates under custady 1n

ON BECEXPER 31 "HYS prison an Decesher 31 of a given

year.

Tsble Juf  PARDLE GETAINEES IN STATE PRISON Parole detainees tn HVS prison on Detainee based.

04 DECEREER 31 Eecesber 31,
Tatle 11A  PAROLE SUPERVISION CASES Inastes releised to the WYS Division Adult ¢ Convictions fors HYS Divicion of Parole

of Parole for supervision within the
State,

Parnle supervicion cases superviced
during 2 given year li.e., parole
tases received during & given year

alue parole tupervicion cases carried
over {ros Decesher 31 of the previous

year),

Parole sepervicion cases under super-
vision on Peceaber 31 of 2 gives yeir,

Tahte 11

REYOKED AND RETURNED FAROLEES

Parale supervision cases for which
parale was revoted and the perolee

returned to prison duciag a givea year,

Lase baced loae person per cace},

Juvenile Df fender a¢

Felony Dffenses
Hisdeseanor Offenses

The incresse in parole revacalions
resuliing froa new felany convic-
tions reflects legislalive changes
and isproved efficiency of the
parale revacation process. A
prisary factor mas the passage of
legislation, incorporated ianlo

the Division's rules and requla-
tions ef fective Havealer 1, 1904,
duthorizing the Parnle Board to
issue a final declaration of de-
linquency lor releasees convicted
t new felanies cosailted under
supervision and receiving new
indetersinate sentences, A finad
declasation of delinguency streas-
Yines the vialation process in
these cases by obviating the need
for .a final revacation hearing,
The slreaslined progess has
resulled in an increased propor-
tian of ceturns for aew convic-
tians.

[ Continved on the next page. )
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JARLE t  Charactersstics of Data Presented 1o Section 1115 Crise and Lrieinal Justice Activity - Continued
lable Population Unit of Count Ut feader Type 0ffenze Lateqory Source 8- Resarks
Jable 12 Violent felony arrest events that An arrest event. Juvenile Offender st Arrests, Indictsents, HYS Division of Criainal Justice

JUVENILE OFFENDERS

occurred- during 3 given year,

Violent telony indictaents and
superior court inforeations fried
during a given year,

Befendant~indictuent /cupecior court
inforaation (SCI) based; each defendant
naaed ia an indictaent/SC) is counted.

Dispositions accurring during a given
year thal resulted fros violent felony
arrests events,

Disposition based; each arrest event

that resulted in 2 disposition. Counts
are based an the yesr of disposition for
acquittals, dissicsale, aot procecuted,
resoved to faaily courl, and “other.®
fnly the sost serious seatence in a
sulliple sentence dispesation is counted,

and Dispositions for
Violeat Felony Offenses,

Services: Juvenile Difenders
Arrests and Processing Trends
File and the Indictaent
Statistical Systea,

b fn adult 1s an offender who 15 14 years of age or older at tiee of arrest,

th A Juvenile Difender is a person 14 or 15 years of age whe is crininally responsible for a specified felony act{s) (see Agpendix 1}; and a person 13 years of age wha is crininally responsible for an act which constitutes

second degree eurder as defined in subdivisions ane and dwo of Section 125.25 of the Penal Law. Crisinal courts have original jurisdiction over juveaile offenders who are-prosecuted as adubts. A criginal court can maive

origiaal Jurisdiction and resove a *juvenile offender® to fasily court where that person is reclassified as a *juvenile delinguent.®



APPENDIX B
DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS
AND
CRIME AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

STATE SUMMARIES BY COUNTY
FOR 1985 AND 1986
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SELECTED DEHOGRAPHIC AND SOCIBECUNUNIC CHARACTERISTICS 8Y LOUNIY FOR 1985 AND 1986

COURTY

ALBARY

ALLEGANY

BRONX

BROOHE

CATTARAUGUS

CAYUGA

CHAUTAUQUA

CHEXUNG

CHERRNED

CLINTOR

COLUNBLA

Year

1984
1985
1986
1985

1986
1983

1988
1985

198b
1785

1986
1985

1986
1985

1986
1983

1984
1985

1986
1985

1986
1985

SELECTED GENDGRAPHIC ANO SOCIOECOROMIC CHARACTERISTICS

Population

233,400 12
283, 84 i2
50,500 18

- 50,902 0
1,193,600 5
£, 104,154 8
210,800 10
212,443 18
85,300 7!
45,335 3
79,900 35
79,847 35
143,160 2
144,230 2
90,500 28
91,992 28
50,000 49
49,983 1
81,200 i
81,571 33
40,700 3]
10,602 3

Population Density
Per Square Nile

541 "
542 1
i1 5
” ]
8,49 1
28,194 3
29 19
298 1
Y
& ]
15 n
1s 1
14 28
13 2
220 21
2 2
56 )
56 52
® 4

8 TR
95 L f]
9 38

Public High
School Dropouts
Percent

Percent  Rank

ooy
34 45
6 58
3.4 2
. 2
3 ?
WX
1.1 3
1.8 3
44 @
5.0 12
16 3
1.9 M
4.1 u
5.3 1"
Ls o7
83
3.9 3
5.0 3.
1.9 1]
TR
5.1 "

Honthiy Average
Uneaployed
Percent
Percent  Rank

4.2 58
4.2 34
8.1 0
1.9 it
8.4 18
9.1 12
5.9 42
FR 2
0.8 it
9.0 i3
L1 28
1.8 24
8.0 24
1.8 28
6.8 3
8.3 Y
5.8 3
12 34
8.4 17
2.5 30
43 33
4.5 a3

Nonthly Averaget
Receiving
Public Assistance

Percent
Percent Rank

29 M
2.9 M
9.2 1
5.2 i
0 5
0 s
%
W
82 1t
bt 12
5 o
5.8 15
1.6 5
1.0 1
8.0 3
8.7 2
R
L2
4.7 19
P
R
bR

{ Continued oa next page, )




SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIDECONDWIC CHMARACTERISTICS BY COUNIY FOR 1983 AKD 1986 - Continued

SELECTED DEHDGRAFHIC AND SOCIOECGHDMIC CHARACTERISTILS

Honthly Averaget

Public High Honthly Average Receiving

Population Deasity ’ Schoal Dropouts lineapioyed Public Assistance

Population Per Square Hile 0 oeemeeemeececeee 0 ememceeccemeeeee e
------------------------------------- Perceat Perceat Percent

COUNTY Year Huster  Rank Gensity  Rank Ferceat  Rank Percent  Rank Percent Rank
CORTLAND 1984 47,400 30 935 37 3.3 i0 6.9 33 : 6.8 10
1983 41,392 50 95 3% 3.1 3 8.0 1 5.8 8

DELAHARE 19881 47,100 1) i 56 Al 27 3.8 43 33 n
1985 45,880 3l . 3 H!] 5.0 16 b.4 0 1.8 ki)

DUTCHESS 1985 256,800 13 39 i 4.2 2b 3.8 40 1.8 bl
1985 255,108 15 s 18 4.5 zh 3.8 &t 1.9 53

ERIE 1986 358,700 7 72 it 3 i 1.2 M| 8.2 2
1983 971,308 1 929 il 1.3 4] 7.3 32 8.2 3

® ESSEY 1986 36,300 36 20 80 3.2 48 .9 b 3.4 14
[N 1585 36,384 b 20 50 5.0 13 9.8 8 5.0 13
* FRANKLIN 1986 43,800 32 27 5 2.9 33 10.7 3 A8 8
1965 43,7193 52 27 59 “’ 3.3 4l %.5 $ .2 b

FULTON 1988 54,800 43 1o b 1] 5.9 7 4 7 20
1985 55,411 5] I} 13 5.0 17 . t 14 25

GENESEE 1986 58,800 4 1"y i , 34 [+ 8.8 13 %8 47
1985 9,053 LH 1133 3t 1.3 50 1.8 22 2.8 i

GREEKE 1986 42,100 33 &5 8 43 i 1.3 29 2.3 50
1985 41,476 53 8 18 5.8 1% 8.3 18 2.8 A7

HAXILTON 1984 5,000 82 3 b2 3.2 4 1 2.8 45
1985 4,985 b2 3 62 2.8 59 . 3 3.2 31

HERKTHER ' 1988 56,960 1Y) 47 56 4.3 25 9.9 1 L 26
1983 66,919 n 47 56 i.b 2 2.2 1 i1 2

{ Conlinued on next page. }
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SELECTED DEHOGRAPHIC AND SOCIDECONONIC CHARACTERISTICS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AHD 1986 - Continued

COUNTY

JEFFERSOR

KINGS

LEMIS

LIVINGSTON

HADISOK

HOHROE

NORTGOKERY

NASSAU

HEW YOBK

NIAGARA

ONEIDA

SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC AHD SDCIDECOHOHIC CHARACTERISTICS

Population
Nueber  Rank
90,400 28
88,583 29

2,293,200 1
2,283,3%5 |
25,300 59
23,163 39
38,600 LY}
38,328 42
86,600 36
86,743 R[]
702,660 9
704,876 9
32,100 46
52,527 L1}
1,323,000 1
1,331,343 L]
1,478,000 3
1,479,775 3
214,900 n
216,493 1?7
248,500 16
250,734 14

Public High
Schoal Oropouts

Population Density
Per Square Hile

------------------ Percent
Density  Rank . Fercent  Rank
n {2 3.2 8
0 43 4.8 24
32,780 2 ' 3
32,820 2 1.8 3
20 "8l 22
2 8 . 3.0 7
93 40 2.2 60
2 10 3.0 58
102 ] 4.7 19
102 34 4.8 2
1,060 10 4.0
1,083 10 4.7 2
12% 29 41 28
130 2% 4.9 20
4,410 [} 2.1 82
4,839 [ 2.1 8t
47,182 1 14.7 i
47,263 ] 18.4 t
412 15 . 4.4 22
412 15 £.2 32
204 22 5.0 14
206 2 4.3 30

Hoothly Average
Uneaployed
Percent
Percent  Rank

t.4 3
2.3 2
8.4 2
8.7 i
9.5 9
2.3 10
7.1 32
N 4
1.8 2%
5.9 3
9.0 3l
4.3 93
9.6 8
9.9 H
4.0 o8
4.2 a
1.9 ]
1.5 29
8.9 10
9.8 [
5.3 40
b.9 38

Honthly Averages
Receiving
Public Assistance

Percent
Percent Rank

9.9 13
(9 10
N 38

.0 3B
4.8 2
44 9
3.0 2
2.8 L5)
2.3 48
2.8 48
1.0 7
8.7 9
4.0 2
3.7 30
1.3 34
.4 56

S0 38

0 a8
1.4 [
1.8 3
.1 i2
1.9 4

{ Continued an next page. )
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SELECTED DENUGRAPHIC AND SGCIDECONONIC CHARACTERISTICS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1985 - Continued

SELECTED DEHOGRAPRIL AND SOCIDECONONIC CHARACTERISTILS

Honthly Averaget

Public High Honthly Average Receiving
Population Deasaty Scheol Dropouts tneaployed Putlic Assistance
Papulation Per Square Hile = ssessesomesmmmes 0 smmememesccseae . seemeemecoeeeeee
------------------------------------- Percent Percent Percent
COUNTY Year Husber - Rank Deasity  Rank Fercent  Rank Percent  Rank Percent Rank
ONDHOAGA 1986 483,200 10 %0 13 . 1.0 3 b4 3 6.9 18
1985 485,317 10 593 i3 Lt M 8.2 S0 4.9 18
OHTARLD 1988 92,200 27 143 27 3.3 2. 8.7 i 2.8 48
1985 92,386 2 143 21 3.0 Sb 1.0 3 a1 9
DRANGE 1985 281,700 11 34 17 4.9 ié 3.1 8 4.3 U
1985 277,583 13 336 12 3.3 il 8.3 48 4.1 2
ORLEAKS 1966 38,900 55 9% 33 3.2 9 8.3 15 3.3 13
1985 39,140 55 100 38 3.t 53 10.1 4 5.8 1)
DSKESO 1986 119,600 Pl 123 30 4.8 18 .S 2 5.1 i7
1985 119,138 24 123 30 8.3 [ 8.5 15 5.1 17
01SEGD 1986 59,200 10 b} 31 1.2 St 3.5 i il 39
1585 : 39,389 10 89 51 3 ig 5.5 44 3.0 42
PUTHAR 1986 8t,400 13 353 14 3.0 § 1.2 b2 R 37
1985 60,895 H 350 14 1.4 b2 3.3 b2 A 37
QUEENS 1986 1,923,300 ? 17,6808 4 ) 1.1 4 8.3 L1 0 38
1585 1,933,044 2 17,899 [ 8.1 A 1.0 35 .0 a8
RENSSELAER 1986 131,700 2 2 20 43 23 5.1 49 Lb 1
1985 154,352 21 234 20 4.3 K] 3.2 Lt 3.8 )
RICHHOND 1986 374,600 it 5,349 3 5.9 [ 3.3 L] 0 8
1985 373,871 11 5,337 3 1.4 5 5.8 43 .0 8
ROCKLAND 198 265,900 14 1,319 8 2.8 58 .1 51 235 49
1985 265,230 14 1,516 | 2.6 50 4.1 ] 2.1 30

{ Continued on pext page, )
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SELECIED DEHOGRAPHIC AND SBCIOECONOMIC CHRRACYERISTICS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

SELECTED DENOGRAPHIC AND SOCIRECONDHIC CHARACTERISTICS

Honthly Averaget

: Public High Hoathly Average Receiving

Populalion Density Schoo) Dropouts Uneaplayed Public Assistance
Population Per Square Hile = -eseesessesmmee—t o memeessccneceeee mmmmmTomom s
L emmmememmscmmeisnae e Percent Percent Percent
COURTY fear Husher = Rank Density  Rank Percent ~ Rank Percent  Rank Percent Rank
ST LANRENCE 1588 112,800 23 LH] 37 3.3 L1 8.5 14 1.1 L]
1985 113,41 34 A2 5? ' 3.5 39 8.2 I8 1.4 ]

SARATOGA 1988 144,100 20 203 23 31 52 3.4 §1 £ 33
1985 161,590 20 199 23 3.4 47 3.4 4 1.2 55

SCHERECTADY ' 1988 150,200 22 129 12 51 10 4.8 32 3.3 32
1985 156,385 2 13t i2 41 35 4.9 54 3.9 2

SCHOHARIE 1985 29,800 58 48 538 3.8 3 I8} 23 i i
1985 29,799 K 48 55 34 44 1.9 Y1l 3.4 1t

SCHUYLER 1986 17,400 bl 33 53 3d 1.3 30 4.6 2
1985 17,514 81 33 53 . 3.t M 1.8 28 1.8 1%

SENECA 1986 32,100 57 98 3 3.8 i 8.3 18 2.3 31
1985 32,765 57 100 35 3.8 18 1.3 23 2.2 32

STEUBEN 1986 ° 96,900 28 89 L1] 3.9 1.8 21 8.5 9
1985 97,342 2 ) <70 42 3. a2 1.3 1 8.4 1

SUFFOLK 1984 T 1,312,000 H 1,439 § 3.5 43 4.8 3 1.0 4
1585 1,313,328 3 1,440 9 3.4 13 3.0 1 3.2 40

SULLIVAN 1984 58,600 38 70 43 3.0 13 5,8 a3 1.0 40
19085 57,602 3& 89 1t [ ] 18 3.3 43 3.0 43

71064 1986 51,000 47 98 38 3.2 50 1.4 33 4.3 2
1985 30,379 L] 91 3 3.5 10 8.9 39 4.7 22

TOMPYINS 1988 87,500 3 184 1! 3.7 3% 3.5 1.8 28
1965 88,150 30 185 A 8.0 ] 3.1 9 1.9 8

{ Continued on next page, }
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SELECIED GENOGRAFHIC AND SOCAGECONOHIC €HARACYERISVICS BY COUHIY FOR 1965 AND 1988

SELECTED DEMOGRAPKIC AND SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTILS

Hunthly Averaged

Public High Honthly Average Receiving

Population Density School Dropouts Uneaployed Public Assistance

Population Per Square Hile  smeseemessseeeee 0 eemmmmesscsecoene 0 sememnmemeenoeees
------------------------------------- Percent Percent Percenl

couty Year Husber  Rank Density  Rank ' Percent  Rank Percent  Rank Percent Rank
ULSTER 1988 144,200 19 143 2 5.1 ] 43 4 3.0 LM
1985 183,774 19 145 25 5.9 9 4.7 52 3.2 1

NARREN 1986 55,500 i A3 L} 4.8 17 8.4 2 1.9 53
1985 55,640 4 A3 50 5.2 13 1.6 2 2.4 51

WASHINGTON 198 58,900 [ 48 4 5.5 9 3.7 4 3.t 18
1985 54,752 43 1) 44 3.3 1 b4 4l 3.3 35

HAYHE 1984 8,000 1] 143 28 . 4.4 U 8.4 ¥ 3.4 kM
1985 7,551 i 145 Y 6.1 7 18 %5 3.3 - 3

HESTCHESTER 1986 843,200 8 1,911 H 2.7 3.8 3 [ 3
) 1985 . 865,440 8 1,976 1 3.2, 51 3.7 50 4.4 3

HYOHING 1986 40,800 34 ) ) [} 4.0 32 8.0 23 2.1 32
1985 . 40,610 54 b8 43 3 L1 B.0 12 1.8 54

YATES 1984 21,200 60 43 30 2.3 39 8.2 19 1.3 34
1985 21,488 50 63 49 4.2 3 1.5 u 3.2 ¥

HEW YORK STATE 1988 17,712,100 HA 315 NA 3.8 A 6.3 HA 1.1 HA
1985 17,782,254 i 315 N 6.8 A 6.5 Hh 1.8 HA

NEW YORK CITY 1986 7,282,700 NA 24,129 HA 10.1 HA 1.4 HA 2 KA
198% 7,254,739 WA 24,100 Hh 12.1 A B.1 Lt} RA

¢ Ihe sonthlyiaverage nuaber of persons 1n public assistance prograss 1s not reported by county for Lhe five Nes York Cily boroughs - enly for Hew York City as a shele.
NOIE: Percents presented in this Table have been rounded to the first decioal place, however, the rank ccores for percents were calculaled ucing nuabers with tour (4} decisal places.

Dranatic changes 1n rank scores should be interpreted with caution. The sensitivily of rates to relatively saall changes in absolute nusbers increases as the size of the population decreases.

For exasple, an increaze of one () 1n-a given activity tn a county with 5,000 residents will cause the value of he rale to increase by 20, while an increase of oné §) in a county with 50,000

residents will cauce bhe valae of the rate to increase by oaly twn (21,

SUUREE: NYS Departeent of Conaerce, Gepartaent of Education, Departsent of Labor, Departzent of Social éerv:ces, and the US Bureau of Census,
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TABLE | INDEX CRINE RAJES PER 100,000 FOFULATIGN AND RATE RAKKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 ARD 1985

1018t VIOLERT INDEX CRIHES PROPERTY INDEX CRIMES
IHDEX mmmee
CRINES Total Hur der Forcible Rape Agg. Assault Total Burglary Larceny HY Theit
COURTY YEAR Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  fank ‘Rank Rank Rate  Rank Rank Rate  Rank Rale  Rank
ALBANY l"iBA 4,540,710 RIS g 18 3.8 [} 1] 2 44,1980 10 7 2,828.3 8 40 U
1965 4,530.6 1l 50%.4 18 1.7 38 21,0 18 1 23 f, 2.2 10 10 2,865.9 7 18,1 15
ALLEGARY 1984 2,000.9 5% 139.4 43 39 3y 5 30 38 203 55 2 t,153. St 6.3 0
1385 ,017.2 S8 i14.9 . 4B LY 5.8 80 50 43 962,351 L1 1,312, 54 25,3 &2
BROKY 198 8,131.2 2 2,31%.9 2 3 i 335 3 3 | 5,814.3 2 2 2,924, [ 1,086.5 4
1985 +308.3 3 2,138.2 2 28.8 t 49.9 i 3 { 5,345.1 b 2 2,982.2 1 99%.3 4
BRODHE 1988 2,918.8 w7 W a1 wm 15,9 22 b)) 80 2,859.9 2 50 2,30.% 14 ga.8 2
1983 2,904.5 31 82,6 b0 R 1 1.5 28 4 80 2,928 54 2,302.5 17 100.4 32
CATIARAUBUS 1988 2,558.5 W 1322 47 23 1 7.0 50 15 45 2,428,444 | 1,750,531 108.0 25
1985 2,546.0 #4 120.5 47 N 23 05 49 42 2,425, 3% 45 LY W B8.9 36
CAYUGA 1988 2,403 48 4.1 4 1.2 4 124 1 38 42 2,188, 45 3 1,592.9 38 82, 5
1985 2,169.8 55 196,232 25 & 1.8 25 3 28 973, 55 59 1,39.8 &t .17 %
CHAUTAUOUA 1984 3,308,520 1515 40 L4 M 8.4 18 30 43 3,155,020 30 2,35%0.4 16 90.7 30
1585 3,318 2 132.3 42 .4 R 10.9 35 23 4a a2 22 37 2,336 14 1152 28
CHEHURE . 1984 3,922,415 207, W L3 i 192 1 2 3 M3 13 24 28228 10 1046 27
1963 40448 13 8.7 3 Y2 B | 2 23 22 1 3,B56.0 13 21 2,93%.6 5 3.z 1
CHERRNGO 1984 2,221.8 135,04 20 B ine 3 81 kil 2,088.8 St it L2 @7 8.5 43
1983 2,600.3 3 143.8 36 2.2 3 3b.4 4 4 39 - 2,635 38 23 1,741,834 3.3 45
CLINTON 1984 2,439 39 308.3 19 L7 1.4 48 1] It 2,128.6 48 50 15188 4 .2 &0
1983 2,609 38 g 1.2 # " M 37 B 2,3%.1 4 52 1,696.3 39 8. 42
COLUKBIA 1984 2,401 41 031 20 11.4 H 49 a2 28 19 2,0%8.6 50 42 1,422.4 48 85, 48
1965 2309 W 2 17 33 2 8.1 A4S A 10 2,407 4 33 1,525.8 45 i 4
CORTLAND 1984 442,31t 21,6 30 LIS B H] 15,6 19 25 30 1,204.8 9 18 3,218.7 i 82,9 W
1983 ,398.3 § A1 [ B 26.9 9 27 26 4,30t 9 1] 3,273.4 4 4.8 23
DELAKARE 1984 2,240 5 119.6 48 8.5 [ LIS -1} 40 A7 24744 M 20 1,300.8 53 3.3 &l
1985 2,216.8 & 1324 40 3 21 b 54 3l 2,084 82 28 1,238.5 36 2.1 8

{ Contiaued on nexl page. §
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TABLE 't

CoentY

DUTCHESS

ERIE

E55EX

FRANKLIN

FULTOR

GENESEE

GREENE

HANILTON

HERKINER

JEFFERSON

KIKGS

LERIS

LIVIHBSTON

YEAR

1984
1905

1984
1985

1986
1983

1984
1985

1984
1983

1984
1985

1904
1983

1988
1963

1986
1985

4986
1985

1988
1983

1988
1985

1988
1983

INDEX CRINE RATES PER 100,000 PCPULATION AND KATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

I VIOLENY INDEY CRINMES PROPERTY JNDEX CRIMES
INDEX
CRINES Forcibile Rape Robbery Agg. Assault Burglary Larceny KV Theft
Rate  Rank Rank Rank Rank Kate  Rank Rate  Rank Rank Rate  Rank Rate . Kank Rank
Ju2.8 N 11 30 25 108.8 12 2.5 18 25 835.4 19 1,918.8 27 23
J 184 28 15 34 Y L% B 1 240.0 17 30 Bis.6 22 1,88, 32 21
4,391.7 3 8 13 [ 178.2 3 358.8 7 H} i421.6 10 2,440 13 1
§,932.9 - 10 7 12 [ 68,0 8 322.8 g 12 1,180.3 1t 2,468 12 ?
2,208.4 - 52 30 52 H | [ IS B-1 157.9 3 34 5.0 25 [ P11 9 BT 82
2,078.1 M 39 i 44 2.0 099 1440 30 K 7388 U i,226.2 S8 st
2,430 47 N 52 3 .1 @ 1386 3 43 809.0 4 1,309.0 4a i1
2,860.2 34 38 28 i1 5. 83 125.6 38 33 184.3 B 1,860.7 30 33
2,350.6 28 52 1 ] e W 89.3 82 28 489,27 32 2,030.4° 2§ 2
3,435.6 20 53 50 82 2.4 2 6.3 4% 19 1,009.7 IS 2,188 21 2
2,398.4 58 4l 4 87 32 5t.8 59 3 510.4 43 1,062,338 53
2,559.3 5 50 53 A0 B 45, 54 38 S88.3 . 49 1,842,863 Rl
2,808, W i2 52 4 19 1 120.0 8 1] 109,429 1,360.2 I 3
2,991 W 10 29 L] 169 13 354.1 1 18 (375 S 1,435.0 48 18
9503 87 ] 52 b1} 0 8l . 34 57 651,78 1,3%.0 49 a8
270 25 30 50 21 204 29 . N3 3 1,302,7 7 1,730,136 U
1,920.6 58 37 43 ki 4 59 155,71 32 58 520,3 84 (PR3] 1% .- 1) 37
2,419 7 35 1 39 3.6 58 2.5 2 L) 536.3 o 1,35t.8 82 bt
2,450 44 55 12 53 9.0 48 iy 9 i ne 1,508.2 45 a7
2,498.9 W 52 19 54 13.5 40 5.2 56 34 8347 3 1,200,738 30
8,020.8 k 3 3 2 1,278.2 2 901.7 3 3 . 3 ,028.2 9
7,394.5 2 3 3 3 1,221.3 2 71,3 3 3 1,761, 3 2,211.8 8 3
985,442 80 52 59 12,0 4 5.8 58 82 4313 &0 435,382 31
1,105.6 82 (1] 13 33 4.0 55 7 40 62 306,64 57 430.8 42 a8
3,108.7 2% 24 39 i H.e 42 A58 0 2% 3757 82 2,188,014 32
3,084,029 20 50 il 8.0 A1 225,020 29 453,540 2,328.8 1 33

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE |

Caunty

HADISON
HONROE
HONTEONERY
HASSAU
NEH YORK
HIAGARA
DRE1DA
OKOXDAGA
OHTARIO
ORAKGE
ORLEARS
OSKEGO

OTSEGD

INBEY CRIKE RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND KATE RANKS BY LOUNTY FOR 985 AND 1986 - Continued

TOTAL VIOLENT JNDEX CRINES PROPERTY INDEX CRIKHES

JNDEX

CRINES Total Hur der Forcible Rape Rabhery Agg, Assaultl Tatal Burglary Larceny HV Theft
YEAR Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate - Rank kate  Rank Rate  Rank
1984 2,410, 42 105,86 51 TS T ¥ 20,9 H £ o8 0 30 2,305,138 5.3 &2 14822 W 6.5 - H
1963 2,432 8 8.5 §¢ 1.5 40 0.4 3 17, 3 8.7 89 L1148 4% 5.4 48 1,499.0 4 80,4 40
1986 . 5,370.3 5 497.7 7 5.0 10 i3 $ M. 1 25,8 12 4,872.5 3 1,142.7 ? 3,485.14 3 248 10
1983 5,31.7 b 445.6 [} L9 10 2.5 8 172.9 7 20,3 13 4,908.¢ [ 1,148,612 3,482, 3 215 10
1984 1,604, 81 15.2 5 .9 3 N -t .5 &5l 83, 53 W28.6 80 528.0 53 920.3 &l FA% BT
1985 1,696,0 &l 8.9 & 0090 RN -1 15.6 38 80.1° &7 1,80, 81 §01.5 38 1,049.9 &0 .7 8
1988 3,237 o 3%2 W 2.8 0.2 4 1249 10 110 SR Y 3,04.8 22 678.1 33 1,602.7 29 4968.7 3
1983 3,465,219 215.7 30 23 W 103 w 1.2 u 85.9 48 9.8 2 01 R 2,022.8 A 2.1 [
1988 14,315.4 b 2,498.8 1 29.8 2 62,2 i 1,438.3 i 958.3 2 11,617.0 | 2,145,6 1 A28 i 1,022.3 5
1965 - 13,623.0 ! 2,687.0 1 8.3 "2 2.3 2 1,692.7 1 821,7 2 10,965.0 1 2,219.2 1 ,808.4 t 938.1 3
1988 4,172,812 M6y 4 .0 1t 354 L] 106.4 14 199,123 3.825.9 12 1,064,813 2,843 N 206.9 Ml
1985 4,403,712 38490 12 | P I .6 1 7.7 13 42,2 1k 4,038.8 1l 1L,Hi.0 13 2,450.8 ? Y239 S §
1988 2,444 W0 415 & 24 U 1.6 ¥ 87, 19 72,3 8§l 22000 B 90,0 3 1,519, 43 ney
1965 2,398 47 - 1208 4% 24 W 1.8 32 8.3 19 9.3 58 211 13%.r 35 1,438.9 47 1.1 4
1988 {,438.0 8 %8 n Y L] .7 10 13,77 % 165,329 4,312, g 1,169.7 8 2,911.3 H] 7.3 1
1963 4,648.8 8 W 19 341 2%.0 7 130.8 9 12,3 W 4,381, 8 1,218.4 ] 2,915.3 [ 1.5 17
1986 2,789.6 - 32 2.3 9 1l 152 23 IR 1766 2 2,965.4 3 s44.8 38 ,840.2 28 10, 2
1585 2,905.3 32 1971 3 1.t 4 0.6 1% 7.3 313 1381 2% 2,003 12 6.6 3B ,905.8 27 5.8 M
1984 MM 125.7 [} i3 243 13 12222 11 218,713 J, 9. 17 978.8  1b 2,428,171 22 190.1 2
1983 3,633.1 18 398.0 9 s 0.4 20 19.6 10 2023 I L2 2 1,026,914 2,088.5 22 1.8 16
1984 2,508,738 310.2 .8 ? 1217 31 B2 2417 2,1%.8 42 07,6 4 1,325.4 42 83,4 49
1985 2,380,174 250.9 2.5 2.4 12 20, 30 20008 2 2,100.9 . 3§l 4.0 41 AH08.9 42 b6.¢ 48
1988 2,341,834 114.8 50 1.7 40 18.4 7 5.1 3 M8 49 2,421, k3 842,86 3% 4705 3 1.y U
1983 2,315,248 10.5 49 A 08 8.4 42 10,9 43 6.4 47 2,262 43 3.4 50 [P35 I 1 108.9 30
1988 2,187.7 5§ 3.4 57 N7 33 0 5.0 8 85,0 3 2,143 8 80,2 87 1,590.7 39 43, 54
1955 2,359.9 S 98.4 5 3l 0.0 38 17 Q 134 8l 2,615 4 615.4 & i,400.1 43 45.0 57

{ Continued oo next page. §
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TABLE | IHOEY CRINE RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND KATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1983 AMD 1984 - Continued

AL VIBLERT INDEX CRINES PROPERTY INDEX CRIMES
THDEX
CRINES Total Hur der Forcidle Rape Robhery fAgg. Assault Total Burglary Larceny HY Theft
COUNTY YEAR  FRate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
PUTHAR - 1988 2,335.1 M 0.2 25 00 52 L 2% -1 0.7 22 209.8 20 2,081.5 32 843.8 3% 27,1 o4 145.6 1%
1985 25141 - 40 1.5 W 4.2 B 3.6 29 9.9 4 1.y M 2,412,840 198.8 21 1,442, 49 1664 18
BUEENS 1988 5,909.5 [ 1,208.3 1 12.1 L] .4 H 862.8 [ §99.3 4 5,701.0 4 1,447.% { 2,814.3 7 1,418.8 I
1985 4,933.9 § 8.4 4 9.17 | 35.0 H 448.1 4 4154 3 5,405.5 L] £,421.8 § 2,040 10 1,342,7 l}
RENSSELAER 1964 1,928;ﬂ 1 25,1 22 2.6 8 2.3 12 w4 17 3.4 3,432 15 1,083 11 2,32 1S 177.¢ i3
1983 32089 07 2190 20 2.6 28 A8 0 55.0 18 199.9 23 j42.7 10 982.3 1b 2,251 19 1920 13
RICHHOKD 1988 5,073.5 [ 123.9 5 1.5 ] 20,1 I3 2833 5 331 5 4,349.¢ 7 1,050,2 H4 g7, 28 I,327. ki
1963 5,136.0 1 699.2 5 1.0 3 9.8 22 2617 3 404.7 [ £,.536.8 1 1,248.2 9 8985 29 1,292.1 2
ROCKLAND 1984 2,929.3 0 . 9.2 23 250 128 30 5.1 8 200.3 22 2,440, k{i} nLy 28 1,780.4 10 145.7 18
1983 g0 2 5.3 22 1.5 -9 8.3 43 80.4 17 195.1 4 2,861, 28 159.8 32 1,902.8 28 199.6 12
ST, LAMRENCE 1988 2,992.0 27 137.8 M 94 4 3 LY 4 17,6 40 2,852 27 628.2 40 2,180.8 21 5.5 M
1965 068, 0 1 84,2 55 4 48 K 0.3 4 ne 82 2,782.3 3 895.6 4l 2,013.9 25 2.8 4%
SARATOGA 1988 2,389.9 43 171.2 3 -1 1.1 9 16, H 140.5 13 2,218.8 A 8003 47 1, 544.8 il 3.7 40
1985 22004 81 1351 4 .y W 8.7 40 i5.6 7 165.8 41 A3 50 8391 4 1,448 50 74 35
SCHENECTADY 1988 3;500.7 19 M2 R 1.3 6 .89 &2 88.6 14 ey A 3,285, 18 1,083 12 2,082.2 4 150.8 17
1985 j a8y 22 190.3 3 2.0 38 13.2 30 /.3 15 9.8 4 J,162. N 953.r 17 2,29 3 145, 1
SCHDHARIE - 1984 2,188,033 18.6 49 N7 3 8 6.8 53 00,7 2,062.4 33 8261 4 1,387,350 38.0
1965 2,408.2 - &b 72,3 5B 00 50 3.3 58 ] 89.0 - 83 2,31, & 881.0 20 1,196.8 83 82.5 32
SCHUYLER 1986 1,745.0 . 59 9.4 82 00 52 N - 3.6 585 33.8 &1 1,20, 3% 589.9 M 948,240 87,5 45
1985 1,729.% 80 78.9 5% N O] 00 b 1.9 1 82.0 55 1,650,059 BT 19 -1 1,048.1 &1 56,3 Sk
SENECA 1988 2087 22 2.7 2 .0 25 9.1 & 5.1 HYB St 2,987.0 24 880.00 37 2,182.9 19 12,1 22
1985 3428 amoe 2 4.0 1 4.2 3 .o 9 238.8 18 3,096,629 W2 40 2223w [L1:18 B}
STEUBEN 1986 2,598.2 13 233,y 28 1.0 48 9.0 - 4 1o 4 2.8 19 2,343 15 597,348 1,666, 17 100.4 28
1985 2,505.4 45 235.7 2 L0 50 6.0 4 8.4 31 8.8 1% 22485 @7 M08 33 Laled 40 73 B
SUFFOLK 1988 3,871,818 250.8 . 24 2.9 2 13.5 28 104.5 3 128. 37 3,820,916 998.3 13 2,334 17 30%.2 ?
1985 3,810,315 255.8 27 it 2 3.2 3 108.7 12 130.7 35 3,948 14 945.3 - 18 2,394 1§ 219.8 9

{ Cuntinued on next page. )
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TAKLE | INDEX CHINE RAIES PER 100,000 POFULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COURTY FOR 1985 AHD 1986

TOTAL VIOLEHT EROEX CRIHES PROPERTY IHDEX CRIHES
INGEX
CRIMES Tolat Hur der Farcible Rape Robbery hgg. Assaull Total Burglary Larceny HY Theit
COUNTY YEAR Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Hank Rite  Rank Raie  Rank fate  Rank fate  Hank Rate Rank
SULLIVAR 1988 a0 18 42,5 10 1.4 9 32.6 1 54.9. 20 3.8 3 3,43 21 1,396.4 H) 1,085,840 173.6 15
1985 3,785 W 3.9 Y 3.0 2 .7 10 3.0 20 1.1 12 3,444 15 1,650.3 [} LA 4 1794 W
1106A 1988 1,498,050 9.2 3 9 i 3.8 27 e n 167,84 28 1,500.8 &1 4240 4 ses.t 89 9.7 U
1983 1,764.6 59 122,245 N 1y 5 3.9 5 e 38 .641 [ IV 1.6 42 1,037 5 8.8 43
TOMPKINS 1984 5,004.9 7 13.4 45 i & 91 M 3. A 89.7 48 4,868.8 4 1,227, [ 3,548.4 2 941
1983 5,726.4 3 1203 43 1.1 S |18 S 2 208 2% 9.3 45 9,397.3 2 1,341.1 [ 4,126.8 2 1293 2%
ULSTER 986 - 2,83%.2 5t .0 N 72 16,6 20 LI i 301.3 10 2,482 N2 885.6 33 110,y 12 106,17 2
1965 3,018.0 30 REY 2 T X 13 1 23.%.° i b2 8.1 1 2,666,834 786.8 3 1,683 31 139.1 23
WARREN 1986 3200 A 8.7 N 1.8 W 10,8 37 . 29 308 &2 3,206.0 19 09.8 17 2,152 W 143,820
1985 34089 2 50.3 &l 0050 7,7 & il 0.3 M 3,138,418 810.2 24 2,330 13 163.3 0
HASHINGTOR 1984 2,129,455 .4 0B M- 16,0 21 10.7 45 183.4 25 S90S 303.8 35 1,329.8 85.5 W
1985 2,158.2 & 2896 A 5.3 ] 53§ 5.3 52 3.6 15 1,698.7 58 535.4 93 1,271 55 8.5 3
HAYNE 1988 3,880 25 8.6 N 4 2 '} 17,6 32 3.8 2.8 23 82,1 21 23,0788 23 86,9 4b
1983 303LS 2% 20,7 b0 50 218 18 204 28 6.3 U 2,818 2 7820 30 1,985.6 2% 0.3 3
HESTCHESTER 1988 4,048 13 KA I T 8 A 1.0 26 - 163.22 8 152, 33 348797 | 9.7 23 2,45, 1 0.5 ]
1985 5,840 - 1 3343 18 L7 It (L0 B N VY [ 136, 32 3,505,715 8i4.5 26 2,095t 18 3994 8
RYORIRG 1985 2,565.0 - 34 422,46 ? 25 1.4 4 2.9 &0 410.3 [ 2,424 47 798.8 2 267.8 55 8.2 3
1585 2,562,141 533.1 [ 4.9 9 1.4 4 7.4 50 S13.4 ] 2,029.0 53 882.9 42 1,38, &7 1He.s 29
YATES 1984 2,418 M Bl.S 5} 0 52 %3 4 9.3 & 85,0 55 2,34, 38 03,4 4 I,484.8 33 L1 9 -+
1965 2,960.5 42 L% IV L0 5 1.8 24 T.0 b0 .8 82 2,514,137 LY B 1,739.5 3% 4.7 &
HEW YORK STATE 1988 5,408 KA 983.9  Nm 10.7 WA 304 HA . 14,2 »a 20,6 MR 4,750.7 MM ‘ 1,206,3 WA 2,906,2 WA 835.2  NA
1988 5,368.7 kA 928,64  H& 9.5 NA 3.9 KA 504.1 N 303.0  BA 4,538.1 Hi £,231.3  NA 2,608.% KA 298,06 HA
HEW YORK CITY 1984 8,866,7 MA £,99%.5 A 220 A 49.3  NA T L1222 WA 796.9  NA J089.3  HA 1,735.4 - HA 3,938.0 HA i, NA
1945 8,192.9 A 1,883.4  NA 1.3 NA 4.0 “HA ,108.2 M 1019 NA 4,509.5 HA 1L, 2.9 WA 3,660.0  HA 1, NA

NOTE: Draaatic changes in rank scores should be interpreted with cavtion. The sensitivity of rates to celatively saall changes in absolute nuabers increases as the size of the population decreases.
For exaaple, an‘increase of one (I} 10 2 given activity in 2 county wilth 5,000 residepts wil} cause the value of the rate to sncrease by 20, while an iacrease of one (1} in a county mth 50,600

residents will cause the value of Lhe rate to increase by only tuo (1),

.

Sources NYS Invision of Criminal Justice Services, Unifora Crise Keporling Systes.
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TABLE 28

COUNTY

ALBANY

AL S6ANY

BRORX

" BRODHE

CATTARAUGUS
CAYUGA
CHAUTAUQUA
CHEHUNG
CHENANGO
CLINTOR
COLLKBIA
CORTLAND

DELAMARE

YEAR

1985
1985

1986
1985

1988
1985

1986
1585

1984
1985

1986
1985

1988
1985

1986
15985

1984
1985

1986
1985

1986
1983

1986
1985

1986
1985

féLDNY ARRESTS

107aL
ARRESTS Total Violent

Rate  Runk Rate  Rank Rate  Rank

N7 12 0.t [ 2314 7
2,097,y i 404.5 [ 194.8 k]
1, 40 33,7 5 85,5 W
by 82 231.8 82 §5.0 58
3,811.0 2 2,085.8 2 821.0 2
3,284, 2 1,725.8 2 170.1 2
18425 3 WL M 163 2
1,676,239 380.3 2 109.2 27
1,786,241 33,5 . 55 L1 8
1,537.9 44 288.3 Sb bb.8 52

998,28 e M a4, 16
1,843,334 .2 2 B1.4 43

,802,8 3% 345.2 %0 B6.0 47

,560.5 . 4} 299.5 &5 7.0 45
1,905.0 . W 426,83 28 129.3 1
1,546 2% B 1044 32
1,966,029 280.0 A0 56, &0
2,159,614 310.2 - S8l 921 B
1,943 3t 507.4 19 126,822
1,851.1 33 184.9 o 95.6 34

,018, 24 468,2 2 1.7 1%
2,234. il 523.1 12 19
2,865, 5 S8 17 177.2 - 13
2,946 i 403.0 Yl (1.8 2%
2,010, 25 4204 % go,7 4§l
1,950.0 u 32 10 a1.8 35

FELONY AND HISDEHEANOR ADULT ARRESY RAYES PER 100,000 POFULATIOR ANG RATE RANES BY COUNTY FOR 19 24D 3908

HISDEHEANDR
Other ARRESTS
Rate Rank Rate Rank
#0571 Lanagd 2
0T b 1,54 D
153 Ab e 58
1788 82 880.1 80

TN B SRR 1%

1,005.4 .2 1,509.0 29
W52 0 14450 3
L oW¥ LMY W
258 4 LML? B
nLS 8 1,994 W
2.9 N 1180 - 5
20.8° 23 LiW. 3
259,350 A4 W
25 -8 1,30 3
W2 3 4785 3
Wa.8 15 4925 2
22,0 80 L4860 18
agz 8 18404 10
00.5 12 JA36.0 W7
89.3 2 14662 32
WS/ 1,58LS
WG9 ynL? 12
NLe 23 2,350.2 4
BL2 B/ 2,506 2
187 1,590.2 2
794 8 L8108 17

{ Continued on next page. }
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TABLE 24 FELONY AND HISDEMEANGR ADULT ARKEST RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND KATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 19856 - Continved

FELONY ARRESTS

TOTAL HISDEHEANDR
ARRESTS Total - Violent Bther ARRESTS
COUNTY YEAR fate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Hank Rate  Rank fate  Rank
DUTCHESS 1988 138,y 27 3.4 1 188.1 17 mngy n 1,449.8 35
1985 1,989.8 23 L1UPY B 166,612 8.1 It f,475.1 30
ERIE 1986 2,287,117 Mgy n 222,3 9 8.7 19 1,605.8 19
1985 2,103.1 18 st 1 210.2 B 328 19 1,563.3 25
ESSEX 1988 2,283,718 584.0 it 93.7 40 490.4 [ 1,499.7 17
1983 1,949.7 28 LA S 40,7 50 285,027 £,595.0 19
FRARKLIN 1988 41,0 11 5.8 49 3.6 4l 28.0  §i 1,995.4 [}]
1985 2,006.3 . 20 W 5.4 0 1.7 12 1,869.2 |4
FULTON 1986 1,193.8 %7 287.4 b1 40,4 58 20,0 82 L1288 52
1985 1,395.0 55 4.7 0N 5.8 4 48.9 33 1,050.3 82
GERESEE 1986 1,932.0 33 178 S 107.1 35 78,3 43 1,045,927
1985 1,752.7 3§ 8.5 o R (L 7 B V] 2438 48 1,429.2 M
BREENE 1988 2,14, 03 S5l i 1261 9.9 9 1,80.2 22
1985 1,605.7 40 Uy 2 1206 22 KUN: B t,250.3 41
HAKILION 1986 . 1,880,0 43 320,058 o b0 W9 2600 4% 1,380.0 40
19835 -2,006.0 22 8.4 17 C 0.2 5b 421.3 H 13248 2
HERK IHER 1988 1,409,858 6.2 4 88,7 45 27,5 42 1,043.3 55
1585 1,386.8 56 23059 (1S -1 2007 & 1,114,850
JEFFERSON 1984 1,496,7 54 4523 28 1Hae 30 Ho.0 2t 1,006,254
1985 1,440.5 5 30,1 M 103.9 33 28h.4 18 1,070.2 5t
KINGS 1984 2,832,8 b 1,597.3 3 770.4 3 B2b.9 3 i,240.i 48
1985 2,405.5 8 1,377.7 3 578.5 3 c 99,2 3 1,027.8 54
LEWIS 1986 885.6 &2 20,9 82 1.1 82 232 8 504.7 82
1985 1,132.5 &1 254,30 bl Y N B V4 2.5 & 478.2 bl
LIVINGSTON 1984 2,551.2 9 i 40 8.9 49 295.2 U 2,114.1 7
1983 2,890.5 7 2880 S 3.7 48 2143 & 2,302.3 [

~ { Continued on next page. |
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TASLE 2A FELONY AND HISDEHEANOR ADULT ARKEST RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AHD RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1985 - Continued

FELONY ARRESIS

107AL HESDEHEANDR
ARRESTS Tolal Violeat Other PRRESIS

COUNTY YEAR Rate  fank Rate ' Rank Rate = Rank fate  Rank Rate  Rank
MADISON 1988 1,848.8  3b L1750 S it 3 255,382 1,480.3 32
1985 Fb5401 - 42 e A8 AT I 1] 4402 4 1,336.5 &

HONROE 1986 2,285, 13 §55.4 13 13,0 1t 584 17 1,230.1 &
1985 2,089.8 1% 485.1 15 1nm.s u Job.9 20 1,574.2 23

HONTGOHERY 1988 2,137,172 g5.8 9 .8 8 Jo%.0 8 10119 15
1983 1,825.2 - 1 3027 W 45,7 &0 251,638 1822, 24

NASSAU 1984 1,305.4 . 5% 020 N 281 25 2810 41 903.4 59
1983 1,34.8 37 e 2.t 21 ] 2834 4 900.4 58

NEW-YORK 1386 7,694.0 1 2,820.4 { 981.8 i 1,838.6 i 4,875.7 i
1385 1,171 1 2,5i1.8 I 923.8 1 1,593.8 i 4,399.3 1

NIAGARA 1388 2,003.7 2 3.8 23 1840 o 299.7 - 2 i,519.9 X
1985 1,856.4 32 15,0 2 192,y i a1 iU LA 1

DNEIDA 1984 1,421,055 096 - W 103.0 3 238,86 58 1,082.3 83
1985 1,289.0 5% I.3. 48 66,5 29 215.8 38 946.8 54

ONBHDAGA 1986 1,818,338 §84.4 10 2289 B 2.3 15 1,22.9 &
1985 1,736,236 2.7 7 0.4 7 385,31 W 1,183,848

ONTARLOD 1988 2,287.4 Ui w7 W 102.6 37 2918 W 1,893.7 9
1985 1,978.1 2 g A 85,3 M 2.2 43 1,680.9 14

ORANGE 1986 2,400,610 83,1 ? 203.¢ 0] 431.1 B 1,8%.7 12
1985 2,195.5 1§ 571.2 B 181.2 10 395.9 8 1,418.4 18

ORLEANS 1986 [,440.1 49 5.4 2 159.4 18 293.1 35 1,181 3
1985 1,522,850 4829 1b 140.5 18 2.4 1 1,045,093

DSHEGD 1586 [P 3 08 T 3403 - 53 92,0 42 248,31 55 38, 39
1985 1,556.2 47 335,22 96.7 3% U514 1,220,4 4

BTSEGD 1988 2,0 22 1547 48 4.1 8l 300.7 30 1,813 13
1983 t2,345.0 9 e 13 1.6 23 2516 4 1,972.4 1

{ Continued un next page. }
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TABLE 28 FELONY AND NISDEMEANGR ABULY ARKEST RATES PER 160,000 FOPULATION AND RAIE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1985 - Coetinued

FELONY ARRESIS

107aL HISBEMEAKOR
ARRESIS Total Vialent Other ARRESTS
COUNTY YEAR Rate  fRank Rate ~ Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank fate  Rank
PUTHAN 1588 15,9706 28 409.3 30 110 % B 1 300,2 3 1,901,325
. 1965 1,567,548 326,345 3.8 53 28%.6 W L2t 4
QUEENS 1988 1,688.7 &b 326.2 4 4.8 L] 5514 3 0.5 &t
1985 1,45y 52 709.9 ) 308.9 ! 401.0 1 4.0 42
RENSSELAER 1988 1,055.9 47 KAT S Y] a0 27 21,8 0 1,296.0 43
1983 1,568,545 328.7 48 8.9 2 206.8 &1 f,242.8 41
RICHKOND 1988 1'5&]:5 L1 318.5 (] 251.8 ' 4 3261 AU 945.0 88
1983 £,304.3 51 520.3 9 295.8 H . M4 T 934.0 3¢
ROCKLAND 1984 1,135, A% 8.9 42, 81,2 80 200,71 . 38 748,740
1985 1,294,758 45,7 W §1.5 W 82,2 W2 M0 2
ST. LANRENCE 1988 2,212,820 32%.8 07 1.4 24,4 83 1,883.0 10
1985 2,006,3 21 ng 9 s M 246.9 45 1,682,413
SARATAGA 1984 2,224 18 §05.2 11 L7 B 1 3138 2f 1,81.2 1
1985 2,285,010 K17 S ] A05.8 30 . A 1,888.7 9
SCHERECTADY 1984 LYY 270 B V3 §00.1 N LTS B 8.3 2% 1,00, @2
1985 1,528.7 4% 350,06 ¥ M3 3 285.7 W 1,i18.7 4
SCHOHARIE 1986 2,7i8.1 ] 3.2 20 10,7 12 w24 b 2,245.0 [
1985 2,218, 12 108.7 352 87.3 40 2.5 55 1,929.4 8
SCHUYLER 1988 1,902,335 Rl 4 109.2 33 2529 o 1,540,229
1365 £,930.2 30 §15.9 24 48,5 1 288.4 3 1LY 2
SENECA 1988 47,8 13 404 U 9.6 38 RYAN T ] 1,842,411
1985 2,219 1l 5.8 19 9.6 38 366,20 1,821 11
STEUBER 1986 1,599.3 &1 M6 2 89,1 56 2.4 M 1,211.8 48
1985 1,447.5 33 K117 T B 7.8 9§t 2363 49 L1434 49
SUFFOLK 1984 1,647.5 48 4033 % 136,720 2665 45 1,244,245
1985 1,682.5 38 398.8 2% 141.9 17 2510 3% 1,260.7 38

{ Continued on next pzge. }
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TABLE 28 FELUNY AND HISDEHEANUR ADULT ARREST RASES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE KANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1984

FELONY ARBESIS

107aL HISDEHEAD

ARRESTS Total Violent Other ARRESTS
COUNTY YEAR Rate  fank Rate.  Rank flate  Rank fate  Rank kate  Rank
SULLIVAN 1988 3,182.2 4 923.7 3 356,86 3 567.1 4 7,236.8 H
1983 3 f02.0 3 54,5 [} 344 [ 457.1 4 2,350.5 §
1106A 1988 1Le 82,7 4 7.4 82 283 39 1,349.0 4
1585 1,534 48 283.8 58 19.6 59 2342 S0 1,250.8 42
TOHPKINS 198 {816,832 MLE St LTS B 1 41,7 S [ 7 T3
1935 1,968.7 24 390 43 10k, 28 223 M 1,658.27 1§
ULSTER 1985 2,200 17 .3 1§ 159.4 13 3n9.8 1l 1,617 2
1985 2,419 - 17 $33.9 1 1o.e 13 383,912 1,580.0 21
HARREX 1988 3,282.% 3 594.4 ] EETT R IEY) 407.2 . 10 2,488.5 2
1985 2,18.3 H 478.1 - 18 18,6 5 3595 13 2,471.2 3
WASHINGTON 1988 1,939.6 30 LLI S ) 17,8 2 Y2 B 1,918, 3t
1985 980,525 3e.2 27 1095.7 31 2925 22 1,502,322
HAYNE 1986 2.Bf7.0 7 498.0 24 H.e 29 LY 20 2,33%.1 b
1985 2,878.3 [ 5.9 2 1234 20 335 18 2,421.4 4
HESTCHESTER 1988 1,794.5 40 S0 18 13,7 18 358.3 18 1,8L 4
1965 1,130, 37 4%0.8 I 150,315 J40.5 17 §,240.0 45
NYORING 1984 1,502.3 83 291.7 5% 85,3 48 208,33 b 1,210.8 49
) 1985 1,598.0 43 E1V R -] S5 57 2606 36 1,280.9 40
YATES 1986 1,310.2 58 g8 W 1226 23 02 @ LIATE DY)
1985 1,265, &0 20.4 &0 3.2 81 234 52 1,005.3 55
NEW YORY STATE 1988 2,566.3  HA 968.7  MA 349.9  NA 598.8 NA [,392.6  HA
1985 2,311.0  NA 850.7  ta 338.3 A 12,4 HA 1,520.3 A
NEY YORK CITY 1988 3,579.8 hA 1,692.4  HA 493.1 - HA 1,004.3 MR 1,862.4 WA
1985 3, 2.5 R T 1,358 M 826.1  HA 831.8 Ma 1,764.6 MR

NOTE; - Dramatic changes in rank scores should be inlerpreled with caution. The sensitivily of rates to relatavely seall
changes in absolute nuabers increases as the size of the population decreases. For exasple, an increase of ode (1) in 2
given activily in a county sith 5,000 residents wall cause the value of the rale to vncreace by 20, hile an increase of
ane (1) in a county with 50,000 residents will rause the value of the rate to increase by only two 12).

S0URCE:  WYS Didvsion of Ceisinal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Irends File.
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TABLE 2C ADULT ARREST RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANLS FOR SELECTED OFFENSES BY COUNTY FOR 1905 AND 1984 »

HURDER FORCIBLE HAPE ROBBERY A6, ASSAULY BURGLARY ) LARCENYR2

ARRESTS ARRESTS AKRESTS ARRESTS . RKRESTS ARRESTS
COUNTY " Year Rate  Rank Rate - Rank Rate:  Rank Rate  Rank Rale . Rank Rate  Rank
ALBANY 1988 5.6 ? 126 1 I It 112.2 7 ISV 55,2 12
1985 2,86 23 8.7 2.5 M BA.O 9 9.3 28 N4 1
ALLEGARY 1986 N 1 2.0 5§ N -1 2.8 it 146.5 H 1945 &
1985 1.9 4 T 00 5 iy 40 8.8 48 196.5 §r
BRONI {984 216 i 2.8 1 249.8 3 . 128.5 z 189.0. 3 147,810
1965 9.0 1 26,5 2 2319 3 3.2 2 180.6 3 {i3.2 12
)
BROOKE 1988 24 A 8.3 22 4.7 2 12 03 8.3 43 432,217
1985 286 22 52 30 1.3 2 301 42 g1 7 RS I
CATTARAUBUS 1986 1.0 5 ¢ ¥ L7 8 5.y 56 84,4 38 22,3 48
1985 MO 1] 2.3 & 8.2 M 2.8 37 B2.¢ 3¢ 241.7 50
CAYUBA 1988 LY A g.8 2 5.3 42 223 .4 U 3.0 27
1585 3.8 1 1.5 19 0.0 29 3.6 30 5.3 8¢ 435.8 ?
CHAUTALOUA . 1988 .4 38 L9 43 1.1 38 .t % 95.7 28 AT S
1983 748 2.8 42 4.6 2 2,8 0B [:17% B 11 3446 28
CHERUNG 1986 1% B V] 8.4 ] 2.1 18 LA P 2 99.4 U 526.5 2
1985 L1 45 1.3 b5 4 373 133.7 9 b41.4 2
CHERANGO 1984 2.0 27 0 59 SO 8 2.0 &0 4.6 N . Jg.e 35
1985 2.0 32 0.0 14 L0 4w 6.0 57 fos.i 18 L3 2%
CLIRTON 1986 8.2 [ L% 2 4 W .2 18 4108 - 13 02.7 2
L1585 P U] [ -1 2.8 U .y 0w 89.9 4% ' 51033
COLUNBIA (11 Lo B 0008 13.2 2 84,0 10 .0 40 3031 38
1985 b6 B 17 82 .9 30 2.7 17 135.3 8 8.2 27

{ Continued on next page. }
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TABLE 2C ABULT ARREST KATES PER 100,600 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS FOR SELECTED OFFENSES BY COURTY FORK 1965 AND (986 # - Continued

KURDER FORCIBLE RAPE ROSKERY ABG. ASSAULT BURBLARY LARCENY ee
ARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS

CaunIY Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank fiate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
CORTLARD 1984 L2 13 B.4 2] 3.8 N Hy 113.5 10 340, 1 [
1983 S 1 2 37 B4 33 8.5 A W0r.h 19 435 7

DELANARE 1985 O 1) 12,7 ? 8.3 3 297 M 8%.2 1 88.5 23
1565 2.1 3 00 5 21 5 46,9 26 108.8 17 38y 19

DUTCHESS 1988 1§ 15 5.0 3 2.8 20 .8 M w.e 2 391, i)
195 L6 37 5.5 2.7 b 8.4 0t 7.4 U 5.7 U

ERIE 1986 1 0H 14.8 § 2.3 H 92.4 8 10,3 15 417.6 ?
1985 3.8 45 4.8 1 2.7 .8 9.3 7 166.0 26 438.9 8

ESSEX 1988 00 4t 13.8 7 3.5 4 1.3 28 170.8 [ Jabk - 29
1965 N 1) 2.8 4 1 2.5 - 45 2.7 15 206.6 41

FRANKLIN 1986 R 1 4.8 30 0 U 2.4 4 80 W . 299.6 40
1985 2y 8.1 1 00 S 5.1 4 100.5 - 25 2946 3§

FULTON 1986 1.8 3 LY 50 55 4 25,6 50 .3 8 2950 43
1965 00 49 R 5.4 M PO P 1] 0.2 35 340 A

GENESEE 1986 O 4 .1 40 A -1} 28,2 4§ .9 24 297,641
1985 Q04 L% B Y] 2.0 0 2.1 % CATE B 233,71 5t

GREERE 1986 00 4 .5 17 1.1 0 [ 115 Y 9.4 85 LY W7
LN X 3 2.4 4 1.2 3% [ 1 I ] 83.1 51 2859 40

HANILTON 1985 MO 1 -} 000§ Y4 180.0 1 20,0 WM
1985 N ] N1 W0 Sb K YA 220.7 i 00,6 58

HERKINER 1986 N L5 45 45 50 REPE B ] 80.7 4 A% 82
1985 W04 3.0 41 4.5 45 22,4 54 3.8 38 5.2 32

{ Coatinued on next page. )
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TABLE 2C ALULY ARRESY KAIES PER 100,600 POFULATION AND RATE RARKS FOR SELECTED OFFENSES BY COURTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 ¢ - Conlinued

RURDER FORCIBLE RAPE ROBBERY AGG. ASSAULY BURGLARY LARCENTs
RARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS AKRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS

COUNTY Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank flate = Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
JEFFERSDN 1988 5.5 10 3.9 38 L3 8 NI W 146.8 [] 210,855
1985 2308 2,3 4 10.2 ?8 B4 29 iHres 1 188.5 58

KINGS 1986 17.3 3 18.2 4 295.4 2 218.4 3 171.5 4 398,022
1983 16,1 3 21.8 L] 249.8 2 240.4 3 156.5 H e - 29

LENIS 1984 N 1) L0 48 L0 982 I 1 356 &2 10.7 &2
1955 00 0 58 .0 48 4,0 80 814 18 151.0 &2

LIVINGSTOR 984 L4 4 8 5.1 48 1.9 4] 48,3 80 428.3 18
15835 8.9 1 1.7 8t 5% 38 29 2 549 87 426,91t

HADISOR 1986 3 12 13.5 ] 50 M no N f5.1 3% 5.3 N
1985 1.5 38 b0 2 9.0 12 . 3.0 sl 89.9 36 e 3

HONROE 1988 b i 1 13.8 [ 4.0 7 6.2 24 0L 19 §50.2 3
1985 40 13 .2 10 4, 7 Al 2% 107.5 2 : 502.8 H

HONTGORERY 1985 1.9 .9 2 5.8 45‘ 30,7, 4 e 8 26,7 4
1583 1.9 51 W 1.9 3§ 2.8 31 40,9 83 359.8 23

NASSAU 1985 2.0 2 24 3 [ IR It B4 22 536 S8 208,850
1985 0 A 29 4 30.3 12 L} 2% S 9.9 & 205.7 44

NEW YORK 1986 18.% 2 20.4 2 456.0 1 389.1 i 210.4 4 IR !
1985 1.9 2 1.3 3 404, 4 | 348.9 i 178.2 i 1,010.5 I

NIAGARA 1984 |03 B ¥ 10.6 13 25.4 85.9 1 103.2 17 918 0
1985 2.8 25 [ .| 6.8 § 83.3 16 109.5 b 6.6 U

ONE1DA . 1588 240 8.0 - A 1.3 R 0.6 42 88,5 33 e B
1983 .2, 4 80 1 1.8 23 32.1 38 3.3 32 2568.0 45

( Continued oo wext page. |
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TABLE 2C

COUNTY

ONONDAGR

ONTARID

ORANGE

ORLEANS

0SHEGD

BTSEGD

PUTNAN

QUEENS

'

RENSSELAER

RICHHORD

ROCKLAND

Year

1964
1985

1984
1983

1988
1995

1584
1985

198¢,
1585

1984
1985

1988
1565

1986
1985

1986
1583

. Lege

1985

1984
1985

ARRESTS

17

- 47

L1
17

45
L]

FORCIBLE RAPE

L1
17

3]
il

13}
th

25
10

58

L1

33

10
12

R}
3

12
13

i
18

ROBBERY
ARRESTS

3]
33

10
18

2
a0

31

L

40

3]
L}

19
2l

AGULT ARREST RATES PER 10G,000 POFULATION AND RATE RANES FOR SELECIED DFFENSES BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1985 » - Continued

AG6. ASSAULT

ARRESTS
Rate  Rank
. 1"
. 12
4 83
2.1 4
86.0 ?
88.3 f
%7 12
3.9 W
25.Y 48
it 4t
5.2 8
20 R
0.2 2
358 H
141.1 5
124.8 []
LYY B ]
7.5 18
24,1 5
124, §
9.5
LY Bl

BURGLARY
ARRESIS
Hate  Rank
106,415
B85 6
80.3 42
8.0 50
%9 2
9.8
25
150.3 10
W B
%.5 30
9.0 24
061 2
AT
5.9 5
wr W
80.0 43
na o4
A 47

T
e 2
s a
5.3 80

LARCEN R
AKRESTS
fate  Renk
4.y 19
3a8.1 20
Wz 2%
B%.8 0 3
41,2 It
107.8 U4
2546 42
9.4 3
2.6 47
82,6 43
M2 13
484.8 [
213.2  §3
208,89 593
J00.2 39
341 48
YZAN T
1969 Sb
280,86 49
282.5 42
{39.8 &9
178.3 - 80

{ Continued on next page, }
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TABLE 2C ADULT ARREST RATES PER 100,000 FOFULATION AND RAJE RANKS FOR SELECTED OFFENSES BY COUNIY FOR 1985 -AND 1986 ¢ - Lontinued

COUNTY

ST, LARRENCE

SARATOGA

SCHENECTADY

SCHOHARLE

SCHUYLER

SENECH

STEUBEN

SUFFOLK

SULLIVAN

11868

TORPKIKS

Vear

1984
1985

1986
1985

1986
19886
1986
1985

1986
1983

1986
1985

1985
(11:N]

1986
1965

1986
1985

1988
1985

1986
1983

RURDER
ARKESTS
Rate  Rank
1.8 B
26 2%
1.2 4
3.1 1B
2.0 28
1.3 3?
. 44
.0 4
O 4
Q0 49
AN 18
N
L0 4
1.0 L
2.0 28
2.8 K]
2.9 19
[N ] 12
2.0 3
2.0 1
N 1}
1! 43

FORCIBLE RAPE

ARRESTS
Rate  Rank
1.1 28
S 2]
9.8 16
£33
iy
b4 23
008
KT
5.7 0
28.4 |
3.y 8
15.3 [
[ 9] 41
{.1 i8
W R
60 25
1%.0 3
6.3 5
59 M
L0 3
23 &3
6.8 20

ROBAERY

ARRESIS
fate  Rankt

3.3

82 42
FA S
.4 3
2.3 15
2.2 13
87 4
N T
s 3
1.1 9
9.3 3
8.0 43
82 413
.17 4
26.9’ 16
0.5 M
301
M0 10
2.0 92
-1
8l M
1.7 2

AGE. RSSAULT
AKRESTS

/1A
w14
wr o u
on
8.0 4
5.9 A7
B9 X
b3
00 5
ne %2
156 58
A4 5
B R
26 8
ny 2
3.8 2
1.1 4
2.8 b
Wy on
15.9 58
0.5 55
Mb 5

BURBLARY
ARRESTS
Rate  Rank
100,220
1049 22
3.7 4
8.7 10
47.2
40.4 54
8.2 W
(11 14
49,0 - 49
L2
102.8 18
1280 1
MmS 4
84.7. 8§
ms 4
8.4
202.4 2
196.7 2
3.1 40
45.7 82
9.2
50.8 M1

LARCENY#e
ARRESTS
Rate  Rank
{18.4
2988 35
Ny 3
j28.0 30
b8 3
9.2 37
FIEN] 7
89,3 18
A4 3
ALy, 8
2.4 N
96,7 1
2807 44
292,8 39
200,77
176.5 &1
S84.5 L}
531.0 3
209.8 56
271,y W
500.,0 8
$31.1 10

{ Continued on next page. }




TABLE 20 ADULY ARKEST RATES PER 100,000 POFULATION AND KATE RANKS FOR SELECIED OFFENSES B¢ COUNTY FOR [983 AND 1986 ¢ - Conlinued

COURTY

ULSTER

HARREN

HASHINGTON

HAYNE

WESTCHEGTER

HYDRING

YATES

NEW YORK STATE

NEW YORK CITY

Year

1986
19835

1985
1985

1986
1945

1988
19835

1986
1985

1986
1565

1986
1985

1986

‘1983

1986
1985

HURDER

ARRESTS
Rate - Rank
.8 U
L8
.8 35
b0 4
NN 1
.8 3
2 YH
1142
2.8 U
8
00 4
L9 U
O 4
0 A9
8.0 HNA
1.5 HA
15,8 HA
14.4  HA

FORCIBLE RAPE

ARRESTS
Rate  Rank
LYy
13.4 9
A Y -1
1.8 50
.0 2%
O 58
10,2 H
9.1 15
4
b4 U
LIS B V4
2.5 A
9.4 1B
L7 3
12,06 HA
2.1 KA
18, NA
. Ni

ROBBERY

AKRESTS
Rate  Rank
L3 2
16,5 20
12:6 20
.2 1
10, 32
14. 23
1.6 25
5.9 39
2.4 .8
38,4 9
2.5 <5
2.5 9
0 5
.0 §b
£27.8 MR
1189  HA
22,8 MA
AT

AGE. ASSAULT

ARRESTS
Rate  Rank
I TS B ¥
84.7 13
5z,
0.5 22
0.4 2%
Q6419
9.8 ¥
3.6 033
84, 13
63,6
8.8 35
36.9- 32
8.y &
9.3 %9
139.7  HA
129.0 WA
21,2 KA
AT B T

BURGLARY LARCENYes
ARRESTS ARRESTS
Rate  Rank Rate  Raak
ne 49 39,0 14
0.3 2 §07.9 13
1.8 H $10.8 3
[}1: 12 30,2 4
0.2 1 2009 S
1.1 42 200.9 54
e u AN
135.9 17 398.4
s8.2 5t 370,78
51.6 A9 361, 22
8.8 588 159.3 &0
Hny 15 2857 47
™1 22 1.2 s8
51,2 &t 1B4.2 59
115.6 ~ HA 1267 MR
109.5 WA 383.6 WA
159,2  HA 210 HA
141.8 - HA 4.7 N

NS Penal Lan codes for the most cerious felany and sisdeseancr charge 1n an arrest event have been organized by UCR Index criae categories to allow sore seaningful coaparisens nith the UCK Index criee
data presented 1n Table { of this eppendix,
arrest dats reflect only adult li.e., perzone age 1b or older}, while crises cossilled by persons under age 16 are included in the Index criee counts. Finally, thece data do not necessarily reblect
clearances af the reparted crices shown in Table 1,

The unit of count for arrest data, the arrest-event, differs froa those uced for Index crizes (see Appendix Al.

It is also isportant to note thet these

1 irreste for Lhe Index crise of “sotor vehicle Uheft® are reporled as "larceny® because it is aol possible lo extract aotor vehicle larcenies froa the Acrests and Pracessing Trends File,

NOE: Drasabic changes ta rank scores should be snterpreted with caution, The censitivity of rates to relalively saell changes in abeolule nuzbers increases ac the size of the population decreases,
For exaeple, an 1ncrease of one {1} in a given activily 1n a coundy mith 5,000 residents will cauce the value of Lhe rale to increase by 20, while an increase of ane {1) in 2 counly with 50,000
residents will cause the value of the rale to iacreace by only two 12},

SBURCE:  HYS Division of Crizinal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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TABLE. 2D

COUNTY

ALBANY

ALLEGANY

BRONX

BRODHE

CATTARAUGUS

CAYUGA

CHAUTAVOUA

CHENUNG

CHENARED

ELINTOR

COLUKBIA

CORTLAKD

DELAWARE

YEAR

1985
1985

1988
1983

1986
1985

1985
1983

1988
1985

1984
1963

1986
1965

1984
1985

1984
1983

1588

1985

1988
1985

1984
1985

1984
1583

191AL

CRUS
ARRESIS

Ratz  Rank

170.8 1§
143.4 1§
19.8

3 T

1,035.1 2

894.4 2
8.2 28
555 W
7Y T ]
3B.7 48
i1.%

98,9 33
25,2 58
N9.8 2
19.9 &1
f Y]
50,0 &
4.6 - 36
1.2 20
5.4
100,5 25
24 U
§2.2 3
9.7 15
16,7 St
9.1 9

CONTROLLED  SUBSTAKCE ARKES(S

ADULT RRKEST RAIES PER 100,000 FOPULATIGN FOR POSSESSION AND SALE OF DRUGSe AND RATE RANES BY COUNIY FOR 1985 AND 1908

ts
13

82
40

1
A8

39
a8

¥

s
4

5t
33

L]

Fotsession
Rate  Rank
LY 3 S
122 M
59 4
5.5 5%
9.1 2
3905 2
S ¥
3 A I
8.1 A4
ot 4t
2.5 4
08 N
9.8 8
bt
.9 5B
33 st
2.0
8.6 25
.y N
88.2 16
[T I
%
168 55
29, 30
21.4 2
16.7 49

35

12
30

38
i1

I
19

HARTHUANA ARKESTS

Total

Rate

18.9
1£.0
1%.7
30.8

28,0
3.0

19,0
52.8

Rank

it
i3

48
4

2
2

3
i

23
3

i1
80

40
9

2
18

14
1]

Possession
Rate  Bank
3.8 9
3.9 [}
1.9 30
5% 8
5.6 3
101.4 2
2.8 M
L1 S 1
44 2
152
5.0 S8
5.0 S8
%.0 48
8.3 it
1.1 8
43 58
o 29
6.0 83
13,5 M
.8 42
1.3 2
A5 18
7% -1
7.4 U
. 20
192 2

Sale
Rate = Hank
6 0
1.6 1b
N1
1.e Is
10b.4 2
i38.1 2
7.4 2
Ly R
L7 W
5.9 3
1.5 22
83 01
2.8 4
21 8
2.2 0
[ Bt
.0 42
8.0 28
6.2 28
20.8 8
. 1
S 1o
12,7 9
6.3 1
R 1|
8.5 2

t Continued oa next page. }
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TABLE 20

COUNTY

DUTCHESS

ERIE

ESSEL

FRARKLIN

FuLod

BEHESEE

BREEKE

HAKILTON

HERK 1HER

JEFFERSOR

KINGS

LEWIS

LIVINGSION

VEAR

1985
1985

1988
1983

1986
1985

1985
1985

1984
1963

1936
1983

1988
1383

1988
1985

1988
1983

1988

1963

1985
1583

1985
1503

1984
1955

3t
4

n

n

2
8

3
a3

35
[}

CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE ARRESIS

ADULY ARREST RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION FOR POSSESSION AND SALE OF DRUGSe AND RAVE RANKS BY COURIV FOR 1985 AXD 1985 - Continued

39
0

n

35 -

M
1]

50
52

32

3
L]

Possessian
fate  Rank
i®. 18
.5 18
1288 12
B3.2 16
LLTS . ]
2,0 4
8.6 1Y
2.0 27
P 0% B 1)
3.6 &0
d 4
282
228.0 (]
m
180.0 ]
LT 1
80 40
04
5 U
2.8 X
328, 3
21,1 3
15.8 - 54
1.9 A
35, 38
15.4 &

19
i

1}
18

i7
1

32

2

33

b
52

13
L)

3
i3

16

HARIHUANA ARRESTS

154
20.4

3

59 °

W
it

a2
3?

il
35

15
A3

8
82

Hi
0

H
53

80
[F]

[H
3

Fassession

L -

12
8
2
n

L1
45

19
4

[T}
38

L1
82

3
40

i
3t

1}
19

L)
i

n
3]

i
1]

H)
k3]

3
L1

i7
[N

38
58

3

16
i

29

H
23

& Continued on next page. )
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1ABLE 20 ADULT ARKEST RALES PER 100,000 POPULATION FOR POSSESSION AHD SALE OF DRUGS: AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FDR 1985 AND 1984 - Continued

1atat CONIROLLED  SUBSTANCE ARRESTS KARTHUAHA ARRESTS
DRUG i
AKRESIS Total Possession Sale Tatal Possession Sale
COuNTY YEAR Rete  Rank fate  Rank Rate-  Rank flate  Rant Rale  Rank Rate  Rank Rale  Bank
KADISON (§]:13 M5 53 2.0 3 8.0 St Lo 3t 3.5 30 1.5 %2 50 30
1983 ) 12.0 42 o &2 S8 T ¥ { 9.0 58 5.0 & .0 58
KOHADE ’ 1988 1061 A 8.8 N 6.4 2 19.8 20 2.5 1.e 1 1 35
1985 85,1 L1 ] 0.4 4 e 25 318 B s 2 5.8 N
HONTGONERY 1984 [EXTY e M 11129 S T L8 47 2.8 N 2.9 10 K -1 L
1985 12,8 14 ®o n 9.4 B 008 2.8 2 e B 0 58
KaSsAU 1988 169.5 18 1.2 15 $6.3 15 .5 8 0.3 12 PN S| 5.1 u
1985 2.3 15 92,5 W 7 N 5.8 11 e 0 .8 13 7.2 H
HEW YORK 1986 2,828, -t -2,243,0 1 3769 1 328.3 1 387 ] 154.4 1 29,4 1
1935 2,188.9 i 1,630.% ] £,102.3 [} 395,14 f 53b.8 1 .3 i 4.2 |
NIAGARA 1988 98.8 2% 8.7 23 .y 30,0 9 . & 2.0 18 [} |
1983 8.4 35 20 B 8.2 13 8} N H.3 46 .8 47 5.5 1
ONEIDA 1988 8.2 38 23 1 RLTE T ] th,t - A 1.9 & 129 N 20 1
1985 19.9 - 38 9 12 3.0 40 Ko Z2 1.8 o 7.6 o 1.2 §
OHOHDAGA 1988 3.5 7 s8¢ 28 B4 03 23,7 13 5.0 18 1 10y 1
1985 Bs.B 7 B3 ] .5 35 4.6 1 Y2 128 35 153 1
ORTARID 1984 9.9 8 380 43 N7 2.2 8 1.y & 1.4 5 L OB
1985 88.2 . 29 o e 2 20,6 12 .1 47 §.1 1 [ 7% B 1
DRANGE 1988 198.1 10 1.8 [ 158.9 9 1.8 2 20,2 3 i7.1 1 2.5 &
1985 144.0 9 139.4 3 164.1 [} {. ? A8 N 8y (19 1]
DRLEANS 1984 |3 I 1Y 28,3 48 12,9 5 ' 12.¢ 3 /2 154 % LT u ‘
1983 V.0 59 10,2 9 10.2 9 053 2.8 4 1Y -} 5.1 40
OSKEGD 1988 /Y M W 37 A7 7 2.6 18 %3 W .2 13 100 16
1963 LTI -1 1.8 358 5997 5.9 193 1 16.8 4l 8.4 27
|
Q1SERD 1984 f2.4 Ui 3.8 43 1.8 8 th.8 22 8.6 38 8.4 50 10,0 15
1983 9.2 8 0 01 2106 B 5.0 7.7 12 32,0 0 15,2 1

{ Continued on next page, )
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TABLE 20 ADULT ARKEST RAJES PER 100,000 PUPULATION FOR POSSESSION AND SALL OF DkUGSe AND KATE RARKS BY COURIY FOR 1965 AND 1984 - Lontioued

1041 CONYROLLES SURSTANLE ARKESIS . HARIHURMA ARRESIS
CRUG i
ARRESTS lalal Possession Sale Tetal Possession Sale
LOURTY YEAR Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Renk fata  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
PUTHAN 1968 ™7 ¥ 201.9 H .2 H 11.8 § 8.8 W 7.4 N3 23 8
19835 1211 " 111.] 7 ".2 13 1.6 [ 164 11 13,6 33 .8 R
RUEENS 1988 420,5 ] 324.5 [} 189.3 7 Ho.4 [} 9.0 3 8b.4 ¢ 388 [
1595 288.3 [] 181.5 H 115.8 3 1) [} 108.7 H 4.4 [ §1.1 )
RENSSELAER ives 4,3 4 0.2 A He 0 [ FEUR |} A4 B 156 1 - 7% S |
1985 [1. 7% B} B E IS 2.8 M b M B0 18 2.4 13 8.4 A
RICHHOND 1988 18.3 ] 173.8 9 .8 2 81.8 5 W3 [ Ha 83,3 4
1985 619 [ 125 N 8.7 2 15.0 20 109.4 ] I3 8.1 4
ROCKLARD 1984 147.0 - 18 127 17 82,3 18 .t 4l 2% 1] 1.9 45 12,4 10
1983 3.6 13 108.2 % 48,2 15 1.3 5 ey MW 2.8 U 2.0 19
S7. LAHRENCE 1988 1.8 2% YA ] 2.8 3 ] 0.4 29 1.7 18 a1 8
1983 180 1 a1.1 18 5.8 12 .6 St LIS B 2.4 12 .8 2
SARATOBA 1986 [: L P I 1 Wt 27 L3 U 57 3% 1.4 8 1% -1 T ]
1935 .6 - .8 2 8.3 17.9 16 4.8 3 124 A 12.4 1"
SCHERECTADY 1984 0.8 3 8, N 4.8 U 33 M 1.3 W 1.7 4 8.7 19
1985 F1 0 B iz 38 I B V3 .0 28 sy n 0 W
SCHOKARIE 1988 40.3 ot 235 8 16,8 33 8.1 18 16,8 42 0. & 81 2
1565 A5 9 134 33 10.1 53 3 i 0 54 2 82 L1
SCHUYLER 1986 a0 09 11,2 58 17,2 32 1) 5.7 58 5.1 W -1
1983 9.0 45 a8 na 4 1 28 B 3.1 55 1.1 ?
SENECA 1986 B0 32 S 3 LI Yy A .2 W r{N .t 8.7 13 6.2 22
1985 45.8 2 EAN Y 3b 36.5 2 31 ? 12,2 50 12.2 M 00 58
STEUBEN 198 42,3 - 32 5.8 St 2.1 & £ ()] 165 4 Wi 2 1 92
1985 7. 58 16,3 S% 10.3 . 56 L0008 . 42 15.4 25 2.1 b
SUFFOLK 1988 Lo il k %1 2 1% B ¥ 2 8.6 W 100.% 4 88.0 2 12.% B
19ES 84,1 B P B L] o 2 21.0 ] 8%.9 b 9.7 3 1.2 17

{ Continued on next page. )




A"

TAlLE 20

oS
SULLIVAN
T106A

TORPKINS
ULSTER

HARREH
KASHINGTON
HAYNE
YESTCHESTER

HYDRIHG

YALES

NEY YORK STRTE

NEY YORK CIFY

1EAR

1988
1985

1988
1983

1984
1983

1908
1963

1988
19835

1984
1985

1986
1985

1983
1583

1966
1985

1984
1985
1984
1945

19p4
1y85
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" Rate  Hank
I.7 &
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e 4
L0 59
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2o 0
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125 35
4.8 28
35.9 7
113 B
1.4 8
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356 H)
7 &
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0.7 HA
100.9 M
137.1 HA

t Felany dad eisdesesnor arrests that include at least one drug charge (Penal Lew of Hew York Stale - Sections 220 end 2214,

NDIE: Drasatyc changes 4n rank scores shauld be isterpreted with caution.

The sensttivily of rates Lo relatively saall changes in ahzolute nusbers increases as the size of the population decreases.
For exaaple, an increase of one (1} 1n 2 gaven activily ia 2 counly with 5,000 residents utll cause the value of Lhe rate Lo 1acrease by 20, while an inccease of one (1} in 2 county with 50,000
residents will cause the value of the rate Lo incresse by anly dwo {2,

SOUFCE:s  NYS Bivision of Crininal Justice Services, Drug Arcests and Processing Irends File,
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TABLE 2€ DHY FELONY ARD MISDEMEAROR ADULT ARREST RATES PER 1,000 LICENSED DRIVERS AND RAIE RANKS BY COUHIY FOR 1985 AND 1984 @

DM ARRESTS

fatal ) Felany Hisdeaeanor

COuNYY YEAR Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
ALBANY 1988 2.8 1§ 8 1 2.0 20
1985 11.3 12 .9 [} 10.3 12

ALLEGANY 1984 g 4 2 09 5.4 4
1585 5.2 5 . 02 &1 Sl

BRONY 1988 1.1 58 0058 41 5%
1985 44 e Y L4 3

BROOKE 1986 7 ¥ SO0 L2 0§
1985 5.0 Sb b 28 53 8

CATTARALGUS 1904 1 15 1.2 ] 7.9 14
1985 9.6 24 .9 b 8.7 %

CAYUGA 1388 I ¥) 4 000 S48
1985 8.1 32 A0 1.4 3

CHAUTALQUA 1986 6.9 25 9 13 8.0 23
1985 [y B dJ 0020 8.0 28

CHERUNE 1985 5 05 Rt 48 52
1985 5.3 8 JgJ 015 L % -1

CHENANGO 1985 12 Jdoon 105 13
1985 1.0 13 .1 16 10.3 13

CLIKTON 1986 9.4 2 2 g6 23
1985 12.1 9 Jd0 8 1.4 9

COLUKBIA 1388 4w A0l 5.8 37
1985 1.9 36 A LH .5 35

| Ceatinued on next page.}
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TABLE 26 DU FELONY =3 HISDEMEAHOR ADULT ARRESY RATES PER 1,000 LICEMSED GRIVERS AND RAIE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 985 ¢ - Continued

EOURTY

CORTLAND

DELAUARE

DUTCHESS

ERIE

ESSEX

FRANKLIR

FULTOR

GENESEE

1

BREENE

HARILTON

HERKTHER

YEAR

1988
1985

1986
1983

1986
1965

1984
1963

986
1983

1986
1985

1986
1985

1984
1383

1984
1983

331
1985

1984
1983

Dl ARRESTS

Total
Rate  Rank
10.7 14
18.4 i
LT W
B0 B
8.3 29
3.4 20
[ 7Y 2 1]
87 43
10
. il
13.1 3
3 02
.4 4
8.3 4
i0.2 17
14 22
[ Y
.2 4
83 42
0.6 14
4 0

1.9

39

Felony
Rate  Rank
J 5
00 82
4 42
204
Jd 00
10 18
[T 4
g0
S ]
J i
N1
4040
g4
T
g U
R
g0 12
[ JI 1
00 482
G001
400
a1

Hisdeaeansr
Rate  Rank
10,6 It
15,4
b9 3B
1.8 29
L.d 3
8.9 2
4.2 4
83 &2
fo.8 10
fHhy u
12.4 3
8.9 23
.6 4
5.1 45
9.3 1
9.0 2
7.3 M
5.8 39
85 40
10,4 - 13
8.7 3
58 40

[ Continued op next pege.)
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TASLE 26 DI FELONY AND NISDENEANOR AOULT ARREST RATES PER 1,000 LICENSED DRIVERS AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1986 ¢ - Continued

D8I ARRESIS

Totai Felony Hisdeseanor

Loy VEAR fale  Rank Ratz  Rank fate  Rank
JEFFERSON 1988 2 43 4B ib 45
1983 .1 N LY U

[ $5:034 1986 24 80 O 80 25 40
1985 32 5 N 2 0»

LEWIS 1986 LRI ] 1.0 9 6 9
. 1985 5.0 @ 210 az 50
LIVENGSTOR 1985 e - 1 d 0 B 1.4 1
1985 13.4 4 a0 U 1314 4

HADISON 1984 84 2 A4 38 LY 21
1985 8.8 2 IS Y 8.3 2

HONROE 1984 3.3 50 8 22 LY -1}
1985 .9 % Qo {8 5

HONTGOHERY 1984 1.1 2 1.3 2 12.8 2
1485 9.4 A NI V] 8.3 25

HASSAU 1985 43 5 gJ 004 L1 -+
1983 8.2 55 % S H L9 a2

HEH YORK 1988 Ly N - N .- . R -1
1985 N B/ 009 7

NIAGARA 1985 8.0 35 200 e 3
1985 8.2 2040 g0

ONEIDA 1985 5.6 48 % I 5.3 48
: 1935 a6 4 208 .4 48

{ Continued on next page.)
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TABLE 2E OHl FELDNY AND NISGEHEANOR ABULY ARKEST RATES PER 1,000 LICENSED GRIVERS AND RAIE RANKS GY COUNTY FOR g935 AHD 1988 & - Lontinued

D4l ARRESTS

Tatel Felony i sdeseanor

COUNTY YEAR Rate  Rank fiate  Rank Rate  Rank
ONOKDAGA 988 1 = 248 LY B
1985 .4 3 . 2 8 5.2 4
ONTARID 1985 12,0 3 1.7 i 10.4 1§
1985 0.1 18 1.2 2 8.y 22
ORANGE 1988 ; .0 ) 7 9 B
1985 8.6 3§ 1.0 [ 7.0 38
CALEANS 1988 ity IR 1 3.4 47
1985 4.7 @ : [ H 3.s 58
DSHEGD 1988 [T .1 247 8.0 2§
1965 [P ] 308 .8 3
DISEGD 1988 it.9 ] N T . H 8
1995 14.0 3 . I 13.2 3
PUINAN 1988 946 ‘ 1] 85 17
1985 .4 A A0 8 2.3 18
QUEENS 1986 1.9 82 O 000 1% B ¥4
1983 2.0 &2 .0 S8 2.0 42
RENSSELAER 1986 9.4 4040 8.4 22
1983 9.8 19 204 9.5 1
RICHHOKD 1988 24 8l 00 bl 2.8 b
1983 2.7 .M 0 80 27 bl
ROCKLAND 1986 44 87 [ T ] .9 9
1985 6.3 45 IS T ] 5.7 4

{ Continued on next page.)
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TABLE 2E Oyl FELONY AKD HISDEMEANGR ADULT ARREST RATES PER 1,000 LICENSED DRIVERS AND RATE RANKS BY COUNIY. FOR 1983 AND 1984 & - Continued

DEL ARRESTS

Total fFelony tfi sdeaeanor

COUNTY YEAR Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
ST. LANRENCE 1984 14 12 B 0.6 12
. 1985 10.3 17 Y | 9.6 14
SARATOGA 1984 s 9 MR B HA 8
1503 13.0 1 R ¥ 12.4 [

SCHEXECTADY 1988 &3 U i Jd 0% 3.8 42
1985 4.8 42 .4 K} . 4.2 LX)

SCHOMARIE 1988 (19 7 . 2009 1.7 3
1985 1.9 10 : 1 32 11.4 10

SCHUYLER 1988 B4 2% 8 18 4 W
1983 1.4 40 a2 &7 A

SENECA 1988 9.9 18 1.2 4 g.a 21
1983 10.4 15 [.2 t 9.2 1%

STEUDEN 1986 .4 W B 15 7.0
1983 83 M G4 00n 4 M

SUFFOLK 1986 .4 22 40 88 .0 19
1385 10.4 14 .l 53 10.3 ]

SULLIVAN 1988 12,0 4 1.0 B .9 ]
1963 12.4 L] N} 2% 1.7 ]

T106A 1988 8.3 3 1.2 3 FS ]
19835 8.4 28 1.1 L] 1.2 i)

TOKPKINS 1988 g . 53 .4
1985 1.1 % .4 4 1.6 12

{ Continced on next page.)
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TABLE ZE DE1 FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ADULY ARKEST RATES PER §,000 LICENSED DRIVERS AND RAIE RANKS 8Y COUNTY.FOR 1983 AND 1986 ¢ - Continued

041 ARRESTS

Total Felony Kisdeseanor

COUNTY YEAR Rate  Rank ' Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
ULSTER 1986 a1 Y L .4 n
1983 [P .1 A 0039 L i

BARRER 1984 13.3 i J i 4.9 {
1985 15.2 2 o 33 8.1 2

HASHINGTON 1984 13 . t.4 [ 10,2 15
1983 13.5 5 . 1.2 3 12.3 7

KAYHE 1988 2.4 4 1] R 4
1985 13.2 8 4 38 12,2 3§

WESTCHESTER 1986 L% - 204 4.9 50
1983 5.0 48 288 5.4 4

RYOHING 1586 8.4 27 SR .9 %
’ 1985 .2 1 40 .3 0B
YATES 1986 46 85 SN L0 &
' 1985 54 8 o7 4 9

HEW YORK STATE 1964 8.0 HA A WA 5.4 M
1985 a4 NR I B 5.1 HA

HE¥ YORK CITY 1988 2.1 M O HA 2.7 KA
1985 2.9 W 00 A 2.9 HA

t Felony and s1sdeseanar arrests that include at least one charge for a GH) offense Vehicle and Traffic Law: State of New York -
Section 1192).

HOTE:  Dragatic changes tn rdnk scores should be interpreted with caution. The seasitivity of rates to relatively ssall changes
. in absolule nuabers increases as the cize of the population decreases. For exasple, an increase of one {1} in 2 given
activity in-a county wilh 5,000 residents will cause the value of the rate to increase by 20, while an increase of
one {1) in a county with 50,000 residents will cause the value of the rate to increase by ealy tko (2},

SOURCE:  NYS Bivision of Criminal Justice Services, BHI Arrests and Frocessing Trends File.
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TRAELE 3R FELONY INGICIHENIS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984

FELONY - INDICYRENTS

Violent Other Tatal

EDUNTY Year Husber Percent Nusher Percent Husber Percent
ALBANY 1988 178 38.4 284 81,8 444 100.0
1983 144 21 304 87.9 48 100.0

ALLEGANY 1988 8 14.3 48 83.7 8 100.0
1983 10 16.2 45 8.8 3§ 100.0

BRONX 1984 3,850 49.1 3,778 50.9 7428 100,0
1985 3,738 5h.4 2,895 (LN 4,633 100.0

BRODHE 1986 13 2L3 39 2.1 480 - 100.0
, 1985 149 2.9 405 131 34 100.0
CATTARAUGUS 1984 25 2.1 B8 1.9 iy 1000
1985 2 2.0 1 18.0 3 1000

CAYUGA 1988 32 3.1 n 8.9 103 100.0
1983 3 29.8 I 10.2 104 100.0

CHAUTAUOUA 1968 57 2.5 184 78.5 243 100.0
1965 5t 2.3 . 168 8.7 217 100.0

CHEHUNG 1988 I 2.2 1 70.8 250 100.0
1985 76 2.4 264 s 340 160.0

CHENANGD 1984 12 9.0 ¥ 9.9 134 1000
1963 17 30.4 39 89.4 6 100.0

CLINTON . 1986 42 28,2 107 1.8 14y 100,60
1985 37 8.9 91 7.1 128-  100.0

CoLunBlA 1985 i1 21.2 4 78.8 2 100.0
1983 ] 4.1 80 85.9 1 163.9

CORTLAND 1984 23 4.7 70 733 93 £00.0
1945 20 15.3 109 B4.3 129 100.0

DELAWARE 1988 ] J2.1 7 51.9 2 100.0

1985 B 29.4 19 10.4 a0 106.0

{ Lontinued on next page. }
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TABLE 34 FELONY IHDICTHENTS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND {986 - Continued

FELDNY ITHDICTHENIS

Violent Bther Total

COUNTY Year Huaber Percent Nusber Fercent Huaber Percent
DUTCHESS 1988 82 4.6 251 15.4 33 100.0
1983 80 214 29 8.4 3 1600

ERIE 1988 425 .t 943 88.9 1,398 - 100.0
1985 473 3.5 1,028 88.3 1,508 lc0.0

- ESSEX 1984 15 L7 il 88.3 128 100.0
1985 19 2.2 IN) n.8 9% 100.0

FRANKLIN 1588 12 23.1 10 18.9 52 100.0
1983 1} 17.5 b 82.3 B0 100.0

FULTON 1988 27 32.9 hH 67.1 82 100.0
1983 13 5.7 70 B4.3 8] 100.0

BENESEE 1988 2 19.4 90 0.4 12 100.0
1985 20 5.7 1] 113 19 100.0

GREERE 1985 23 2.1 40 .3 8% 100.0
1985 2 3.4 42 83,8 & 160.0

HAHILTON 1968 3 18.8 I3 8L.3 t6  100.0
1985 1 16.7 3 B3.3 & 100.0

HERKINER 19854 10 1.2 ¥/ 81.8 . B2 100,90
1985 13 24.2 {7 75.8 82 100.0

JEFFERSON 1988 13 2.1 233 1.9 299 - 100.0
198 85 234 213 78.4 28 100.0

K1KGS 1986 4,544 52.9 4,028 4.1 8,539 100.0
1983 4,044 5.9 3107 40.1 7,151 106.0

LEWES 1984 9 25.0 : 27 75.0 36 100.0
1985 3 13.2 33 8.8 38 1o

LIVINGSTON {984 43 16.4 249 818 282 100,0
1983 47 2.1 133 1.9 U3 1000

{ Conlinued on next page. )
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TABLE 3a FELONY INDSCTHENTS BY COUNTY FOR 1385 AND 1984 - Continued

FELDNY INDICTHENTS

Violent fther Tatal
COUNTY Year Nunber Percenl Nusber Percent Muaber Percent
HADISON 1984 32 2.2 106 18,8 138 100.0
1985 30 224 104 n.é 134 100.0
HOKROE 1986 Lry) 29.9 1,001 76,1 1,428 100.0
1985 447 1.7 t,010 69.3 1,437 100.0
HORTGOHERY 1988 21 18,4 93 8.6 1y 100.0
1983 15 18,3 47 81.7 82 100.0
HASSAU 1988 941 35,0 1,712 84,0 2,673 100.0
1985 982 39.9 1,447 0.1 2,409 100.0
NEH YORK 1984 4,202 9.3 2,835 40.7 1,087  100.0
1985 4,418 83.4 2,523 38.4 £,93¢  100.0
HIAGARR 1988 101 28,8 254 1.5 85 100.0
1985 98 20.3 248 n.a 34 100.0
ONEIDA 1988 190 13.0 386 82.0 V 56 100.0
1985 139 3.8 30§ 48.4 440 100.0
DRONDABA 1588 0 T 904 48,3 1,324 100.0
1985 39¢ 3.4 870 88,6 1,269 100.0
ONTARIO 1984 [} 2.7 203 7.3 286 - 100.0
1985 49 2.9 165 i 214 100,06
ORANGE 1788 152 31,2 318 48.8 487  100.0
1965 148 2.1 n 2.3 S 100.0
DRLEANS 1984 30 30.3 ' 89 89.7 2% 106,0
1983 52 15,9 93 1N} 148 106.0
OSNEGD 1984 M) 21,9 132 8.1 169 100.0
1983 39 2.3 144 18.1 183 100.0
OTSEGD 1984 to 2.2 35 11.8 45 100.0
1485 7 8.9 26 n.a 271 100.0

| Continued on next page. }




TABLE 3A FELONY INDICTMENES BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

FELONY INDICTHENIS

Vialenl Dther Total
COUNTY Year Husher Percent Nuaber Percent Nuaber Perceat
PUTHAN 1984 32 18.7 139 8.3 1M 100.0
19835 13 13.4 9 8.8 2 160.0
BUEENS 1986 . 3,297 41.8 4,223 58,2 1,520  100.0
- 1985 2,94 90,5 2,911 43.5 5,875  100.0
RENSSELAER 1986 4 .1 121 1.5 166 100.0
1983 b 8.3 132 1.7 i8¢ 100.0
RICHHDHD 1988 214 LN} 307 5.9 528 100.0
1983 175 54.5 146 45.5 321 100.0
ROCKLAND 1985 84 19.7 42 80.3 426 100.0
1985 7% 18.0 . 361 82,0 440 100.0
ST. LAWRENCE 1985 2b 13.3 . 166 . B4.§ 192 100.0
1993 kY 18.7 161 BL.3 198 100.0
SARATOG6A . 1984 1 s 106 50,4 155 100.0
1983 42 36.0 103 82.0 163 100.0
SCHEHECTADY 1584 48 20,2 122 1.8 170 100.0
1985 3 25.0 177 15.0 236 - 100.0
SCHOHARIE 1988 9 18.8 37 81.3 18 - 100.0
1985 b 28,8 . 15 R 2t 100.0
SCHUYLER 1984 13 40.4 19 59.4 32 100.0
1983 9 ky 13 87,9 8 100.0
SERECA 1988 13 17.3 82 82.7 5 100.0
1905 7 1.9 : 32 82.1 39 1000
STEUBEH 1984 M 21.4 125 78.6 15%  100.0
’ 1983 34 2.3 . Bb n.a1 120 100.0
SUFFOLK 1988 87 29.2 1,983 70.8 2,800 {00.0
1985 LH 2.6 2,051 48.0 3,032 100.0

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 34 FELONY INDICTHENYS BY COURTY FOR 1983 AKD 1985 - Contioued

FELONY INDICIHENIS

Violent Other Total
COBNTY - Year Husber Percent Nuaber Percent Husher Pergent
SULLIVAY 1988 4 .2 172 71.8 20 100.0
1983 4 .4 % 81.4 141 100.0
T106A 1984 19 1.0 8t 81.0 100 100.0
1983 7 9.4 .13 90.4 3 100.0
TOXPKINS 19088 i U.8 ) 124 15.2 163 100.0
1985 38 211 9 12.3 137 100.0
ULSTER 1985 H 2.4 ' m 1.4 228 100.0
1985 1] 20.8 244 n.2 308 100.0
HARREN ' 1988 it 2.8 30 n.2 4 100.0
1985 13 25,5 36 13.5 4% 100.0
HASHINGTON 1984 18 8.7 92 1.3 10 100.0
1983 % 3.9 it 81.1 : 0 §00.0
HAYNE 1984~ 3 13.7 . 182 84.3 s 100.0
1983 34 1.3 143 2.7 1 100.0
KESTCHESTER 1984 499 351 24 84.9 1,423 100.0
1985 569 3%.7 a4 50.3 1,433 100.0
HYDHING 1904 17 7.0 . b 13.0 83 100.0
1983 b 9.4 58 90.4 84 100.0
YATES i 1984 15 8.4 3 10,4 3t 1009
1985 1T 17 BT 51 100.9
HEH YORK SYATE 1985 21,833 391 33,977 0.9 35,810 100.0
1983 22,000 "o 20,014 56,0 30,006 100.0
HEM YORK CITY 1984 18,115 449 19,755 53.1 35,870 100.0
1983 16,102 53.8 14,291 YR . 30,393 160,90

SO0URCE:  WYS Division of Criainal Justice Services, Indicisent Statistical 'Syslel.
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1ABLE 4A BISPOSIVIONS RESULYING FAOM FELONY AND HISDEMEANDR AKRESIS (ADULYS OHLY) BY TYPE OF DISPOSLIION AND COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1984

BISPDSITIONS RESULYING FROM FELDRY & MISDENEANOR ARRESIS

Coavictions Acquittals Disgissals Kol Praseculed Qther Total
COuNTY Year Huaber Percent Huaber Percent  Muaber Parceat ’ Huaber  Percent Husber Percent Huaber Percent
ALBANY 1908 4,288 n.e 20 o 1,148 212 1 ol ] ] 5,302 100.0
1985 4,40 me 15 .3 1 2.3 [ oA 25 A 5,767 . 100.0
ALLEGANY 1988 268 n.s ¢ 0 103 - 280 0 0 2 ] : i 160.0
1985 20 817 § 3 103 3Ly | .3 ] .0 325 100.0
BRONX 1986 23,738 46,2 130 R 10,484 8.2 Iim L3 i49 N 35,812 00.0
1933 24,851 10.5 e 1.0 8,41 .8 1,181 3 13 4 34,986 100.0
BROOKE 1986 LM i 2 1 478 .8 0 .0 98 31 L 1000
1965 2,452 H.b I .4 433 2.0 0 0 4] .1 2,883 100.0
CATIARALSLS 1986 [ 11 848 ] A L1 Wy 0 0 L] R 1,010 100.0
1985 126 82.1 3 .3 153 1.2 i .1 2 .2 881 100.0
CAYUBA 1986 841 10.8 ] 1.0 234 8.0 0 .0 2 2 705 100.0
1985 845 5.1 ¢ .0 278 M7 0 2 2 .2 E 123 1000
CHAUTALQUA 1985 5N .Y 13 o 302 b 1 .0 9 i 2,019 100.0
1985 1,522 5.4 10 .4 L1 AN 1 .0 3 .2 2,004 100,86
CHERUNG 1986 1,0 A H 4 m 251 0 ] 2 ol bl,lol 100.0
1985 1,12 n.e 7 3 "3 2.4 3 .0 4 .3 1,503 luG.o
CHERANGO 1986 b1i] 1.9 7 0 13 212 0 N v [ 8 873 100.0
1965 7 13.5 1 .9 t1s 2.3 © 2 .1 L] 1.1 M 100.0
CLENTOR 1984 B4 .9 L] Nl in 18.8 9 0 -10 1o 1,04 108.0
1585 %07 83.2 1 A 1 18.3 [ 0 4 A 1,090 100,0
COLUABIA 1984 .o 38,4 1 ol 401 4.2 0 0 | o 1 100.0
1985 L1 81.2 2 .2 s 38.1 2 .2 4 A 1,089 160.0
CORTLAND 1986 ! 514 56,5 ] A 438 4.9 0 .0 2 2 1,020 100.0
1963 M 41,4 4 R 359 2.4 [ .0 2 .2 1,108 to0.0
DELAWARE 1986 464 0.9 ! 2 133 4.9 0 2 ¢ N 8227 100.0
1965 478 2.8 ] N3 13 26.3 ] .z i} 0 354 160.0

{ Continued on next page, )
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TABLE 44 DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FKOM FELONY AND HISDEHEANOR ARRESTS (ADULYS OHLY} BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1984 - Continued

215POSITIONS RESULTING FRON FELONY & HISOEMEANOR ARRESIS &

Convictians Acquittals ficeissals ot Froseculed Bther ’ Total
county Year lusber Percent Husber Percent Nusher Percenl Hueber Percent Husber FPerceat Hustier  Percent
DUTCHESS 1986 2,513 59.9 [} .2 1,592 36.0 0 Q0 8l (B} 4,200 100.0

1982 2,907 82,0 4 A 1,13 5.0 2 .0 82 1.8 4,751 160.0
ERIE 1984 10,704 59.8 194 1.1 8,549 38,7 73 R 2 o 17,945 100.0
1985 11,280 83.7 U2 1.2 8,132 4.6 a3 3 A 2 12,720 100.0
£55E 1985 ' 432 5.0 0 0 138 1.1 0 0 § 9 S 100.0
1585 428 .4 2 R 17 21.2 ¢ .0 [ N} 351 100.0
FRANKLIN 1986 (111 82.2 2 o3 133 1.3 i A i o n% - 100.0
1985 340 8.6 2 .3 104 16.1 0 0 1] W0 A48 100,0
FULTOR 1988 523 80.8 i .2 120 18,5 ¢ 0 3 A 847 100.0
1985 382 79.3 0 .0 42 20,0 3 4 2 .3 769 100.0
BERESEE 1985 868 80.5 [] ] A8 18.8 t ol 1 ol 10 100.0
1985 386 2.1 3 4 123 17,2 2 .3 0 0 N4y 0.0
BREENE 1986 540 81,9 5 N 17 17.1 0 N 2 3 s84  100,0
1965 431 9.8 3l N 102 6.9 R 2 3 & o 100.0
HARILTON 1986 38 62,8 0 .0 B8 17.4 0 0 0 0 4 100.0
1983 37 86,4 0 .0 9 9.6 0 N 0 0 £ 100.0
HERKIRER 1986 518 Bb.8 i .2 73 12,6 0 0 3 .5 597 100.0
1983 548 B8.5 t ¥ 64 10,3 [ .0 4 1.0 819 100.0
JEFFERSON 1986 848 83.¢ 1 A 128 13,0 i N 9 B 987 100.0
1985 184 84,5 3 .3 13 12,5 2 W2 4 A 904 100.0
KINGS 1984 32,464 83.1 348 Jd 16,015 i1 2,349 4.4 m .9 1,448 100.0
1985 29,258 1N} pLH] .8 13,129 2.0 2,367 5.3 204 .3 3,323 100.0
LENIS 386 98 75,0 0 .0 2 2.5 0 .0 2 Lé 128, 100.0
- 1985 166 b I 3 38 18.9 [} N1 2 1.0 201 100.0
LIVINGSTON 1986 903 8.9 3 A ’ sl 20.5 0 0 2 W2 1,143 100.0
19835 863 81,6 2 .2 169 12,5 0 N} B8 W 1,002 100.0

{ Continued on nest page. }
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TABLE 47 [1SPOSITIONS RESULTING FAOH FELONY AND NISDEMEANOR ARRESTS (ADULTS OHLY) BY YYPE OF DISPBSITION AND LOUNIY FOR $385 AND 1985 - Continued

DISPOEITIONS RESULTING EROH FELONY & HISDEHEANDR ARRESIS #

Cenvictions Acquittals Disajssals Hot Prosecuted Other

COUNTY Year Nusber Percent Ruaber Percent lusher Percent {tusber Fercent Hueber Percent
HADISON 1988 HH 82,2 N i 144 T 0 0 H b
1965 848 83.8 0 0 124 16.0 0 N 1 4

HONRDE 1988 5,31 45,4 tot .9 5,730 9.4 .om 24 [ Jd
1905 3,in 9.9 164 K] - 5,28 46,7 212 1.7 1 4

HONTGORERY 986 450 90.9 L} b 5l 1.1 0 ] U] t.4
1983 (XL} a1.% 4 N 15 t0.4 5 g 3 N

NASSAU 1986 10,982 19.8 122 7 1,978 1.4 187 14 489 3.6
19835 12,747 85.9 9 N 1,675 153 103 d 28 1.3

REW YORK 1986 87,403 86,9 401 o4 30,31§ 30.2 1,687 1.7 629 .0
1985 49,281 49.4 375 4 24,566 26,6 2,223 2.2 1,448 1.4

NIAGARA 1985 YR Y1 79,3 20 3 m 20.0 0 0 7 .2
13835 3,020 76.4 36 .9 s 20.2 [ 0 13 .3

OREIDA 1986 2,054 83,1 17 3 403 - 16,3 2 W 7 .3
1985 2,008 83.2 [ 2 . 392 16,3 1 .0 1 J

OKGNDAGA 1986 3,862 9.4 k] ] i,524 38.9 3 .0 81 .9
' 1985 3,950 40,1 18 .4 2,468 3.8 2 .0 98 1.3

ONTARID 1986 1,245 82,0 H 3 258 18,9 { 3 7 W5
1985 1,044 81.7 14 1.1 204 15.9 12 .9 3 K

ORANGE 1384 2,149 8.4 7 WA 1,883 10.0 3 WA [ %} 1.3
1983 3,057 59,2 14 .3 2,102 0.0 4 N 18 1.3

ORLEANS 1984 353 26.3 0 0 105 2.4 t .2 i 9
1585 m &7.8 12 9 115 28,0 3 g 3 N

0SHEED 1986 1,073 72.5 7 3 I 28.7 ] WA 3 W2
1985 . 1,138 .4 7 .3 307 21.0 ) i N 13 .9

BTSEGD 1986 31 790 i " 168 20,2 ] 0 § K]
1985 B3 80.3 5 3 ’ 18.0 i A 12 1.1

190

870
m

14,593
uan

13
I

13,758
14,838

101,019
99,893

3,891
3,844

2,41
2,411

5,485
8,57

1,519
1,281
4,707
5,255

463
Al

1,462
1,464

513
1,638

106.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.¢

100.8
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
160.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
1600

100.0
160.0

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 4R

ceuny

PUTHAH

QUEENS

RENSSELAER

RICHHOND

ROCKLAND

ST. LAHRENCE

SARATOGA

SCHENECTADY

SCHOHARIE

SCHUYLER

SENECA

STEUBEN

SUFFBLK

Year

1984
1985

1964
1985

1988
1585

1988
{965

1986
1985

1988
1983

1386
1985

1985
1985

986
1585

1988 -

1985

1988
1663

1985
1985

1985
1983

DISPOSITIONS KESULTING FRON FELONY L WISOENEANDR ARRESIS o

DISPOSITIONS PESULTING FRON FELONY ANO HISDEMEANOR ARRESTS (ADULYS ONLY) 8Y TYFE OF RISPOSITION AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 192 - Contipued

Conysckions

ne
asd

18,996
17,10

1,43
1,493

2,268
2,209

pr3}
218

358
A

a10
0

13,99
14,261

Arquittals

17
9%

J
.3

.2
.9

Disaissals

1IN
410

8,75
7,028

413
A3

[
o~

32
9

™
764

13
35t

84
114

a3
448

i1
[¥0]

4
3

184

172

Yi1)
268

~
S
[~
t=

ot Prosecuted

fither

L1
38

20
16

3t
2

9%
Ll

A7
259

348
in

1on

984

18,143
18,41

100.0
160.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
1006.0

100.0
160.0

100.0
100.6

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100,0

-100.0

100,0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.9

100.0
108.0

100,0
100.0

{ Conlinuad en next page. )
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TABLE 4A DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY AND NISDEHEANON AKRESIS (ADULTS ONLY) BY TYPE DF DISPOSITION AND COUHTY FOR 1985 AND 1988 - Continued

COunry

SULLIVAR

11068

TOHPKINS

ULSTER

HARREN

HASHINGTON

HAYRE

HESTCHESTER

HYDHING

YAIES

HEN YORK STATE

NEW YORK CITY

Year

1984
1985

1986
1968

1985
1985

1988
1983

1988
1983

1984
1985

1986
1983

1988
1985

1985
1985

1984
1983

1984
1925

1988
1985

01SFOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY & NISDEHEANOK ARRESIS &

Convictions
Nusber Perceat
1,283 12.2
1,300 b2
L M.
494 9.4
108 31.5
802 40,
1,847 48.4
it 49.3
1,103 1.9
1,141 2.9
545 - BO.
a9 81.0
1,314 f
1,264 W1
B,A23 2.1
8,192 12.3
197 70.4
193 3.9
155 85.7
144 84.2
248,728 81,0
251,409 49.3
143,093 45.1
142,52 41,5

Acquittals

2,257
7,21

1,391
1,37

1.2

Disaissals Hat Prosecuted Diher

2 . 0 X 8 .3
826 - 324 1 A 3 3
e 195 0 K 3 K
125 201 t .2 2 J3
838 4b.5 0 20 @ 20
83 3.b 5 X 01
832 30.8 3 . 10 4
TR X 1 0 1 a3
T X ] 0 .0 3 .2
402 24 3 .2 b A
15 19.8 0 K 1 R
133 18,0 0 .0 5 N
LTV X ] 0 .0 3 :
6 223 2 iy 4 .2
2,6 .2 He 10 0 2.2
2,846 2.1 Q .4 164 1.4
B 28.9 0 .0 1 A

& 5 t A 1 4

B L7 0 .0 t .

ARt R 0 A0 212
Hobts 29.8 5,802 4.8 3,02 .8
9,058 213 1% 0 1,13 9
48,033 30.9 5,911 27 140 N
60 217 8,766 3.2 1,938 R

1,73
1,535

39
822

1,312
1,32

2,700
2,419

1,53
1,52

481
131

1,64
1,662

11,478
11,39

280
264

182
in

7 W]
353,264

29,919
210,99

160.0
100.0

100.0
160.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
160.0

100.0
100.0

100,0
106.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
160.9

100.0
160.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

¥ Disposition data are based on the year of sentencing for conviclions and on the year of disposition for acquitlals, dississals, not prosecuted, and ‘other” dispasitions. These data may be affected by the

underreporting of dispasitions to the Division of Criminal Juslice Services (see Appendix ).

SOURCE: - NYS Division af Lrisinal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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TABLE 4B BISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS (ADULTS OWLY) BY TYPE OF DESPOSITIONS AND COUNTY FOR 1965 AND 1986

COUNTY Year
ALBANY 1986
1985

ALLEGARY 1985
1983

BRONX 1984
1985

BROOKE 1985
1985

CATTARAUGYS 1966
1985

CAYUGA 1988
1985

CHAUTAURUA 1985
1983

CHENUNG 1984
1985

CHEHANGD 1988
1985

CLINTOR 1988
1965

CoLUnBIA 1985
1985

CORTLAKD 1984
1985

DELAHARE 1984
' 1985

DISPOSIVIONS RESULTING FRON FELONY ARRESIS o

Convictions

1,32 8.7
1,255 703
NS
g 758

13,234 0.7
13,687 L%

55 80.8
54 0.9
168 837
"y - 0.1
18t B4,
06 B2l
AYI IV
290 BS.S
8%,

283 90,1
7 11
W ano
63 M2
175 61.9
172 0.8
185 8.4
1y 083
132 781
07 8.0
2 8.0

Acquittals

19 1.2
i .
0 .0
0 .0
2% 1.4
2% 1.3
] o
1 .0
1 23
2 .4
2 R
0 .0
0 .0
I ]
2 Jd
3 t.4
¢ N
3 24
8 3.0
i )
0 N
t 4
0 0
0 .0
[ .0
2 1.7

Disnissals

282 12.5
300 9.0
U] 1.4

15 4.2
8,102 30.2
5,198 25,6

105 15.4
108 18.2

25 2.8
HY 1.8
2% 158
i3 17.9
87 1.0
48 13,6
28 9.4
2 8.3
18 17.4
8 5.3
LH]

2 A
10 20.8
19 29,0
19

b

14 13.0
24 2.3

Hot Proceculed

3 .2
3 2
9 0
0 .0
a0 3.3
671 3.5
0 .0
0 0
1} 0
0 .0
0 .0
0 .0
0 R
1 3
0 0
0 .0
¢ 0
1 .8
] .0
] .8
9 0
2 N
] .0
0 .0
0 0
[ 1

] ]
16 1.0
t Lt
[ 0
B2 4
13 1.8
2 L2
4] 2.8
2 {0
0 .
2 )
0 .0
i 3
2 4
1 J
¢ 0
3 13
3 4.1
[ 2.2
i 3
i R
[ 2.2
9 0
i N
] 0
1] ¢

1414 100.0

1,582 100.0
B 100.0
82 - 100.0

20,481 . 100.0
19,412 160.0

481 100.0
a8 100.0
19 100.0
129 100.0
4 100.0
/1 100.0
4 00,0
339 100.0
307 100.0
1000
Hoo100.0
123 100.0
289 100.0
199 '100,0
A3 100.0
a2 1000
183 1000
169 - 100.0
123 100.0
t18 100.0

{ Lontinued. on next page. }
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TABLE 4B DISPOSTIONS RESULYING FROW FELONY ARRESIS (ADULTS ONLY) BY TYPE OF DISPOSIVION ARD COUHIY FOR 1985 ANR 1988 - Lontinued

counry

DUTCHESS

ERIE

ESSEX

FRANKL N

FULTOH

GENESEE

GREENE

HANILTON

HERKIHER

JEFFERSON

KINGS

LENIS

LIVINGSTOR

Year

1986
1983

1986
1985

1988
1985

1985
1983

1986
1985

1988
1983

1988
1983

1984
1985

1988
1983

1988
1765

1386
1985

1988
1963

1984
19835

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FRON FELORY ARRESIS &

72 .2
800 70.5
2,780 S0}
2,138 505

102 18.1
13 80.2

00 B?
B\ 9.5
A28 98,3
189 669
107 88
B 929
ITT AT
a6 B2
16 100.0
TR 1%
I TR
I e
M6 2.8
2 B3

18,550 814
YN TUREPYN

i 5.8
K] %0.7
{54 92.2
" 1.9

Acquittals

2 2
2 .2
98 2.0
89 1.9
0 0
0 .0
0 .0
2 1.9
i 7
0 .0
[ .0
| N
3 L7
z 1.8
.0

b ]
1 .0
0 .0
0 0
3 1.2
4 1.1
23 .2
0 .0
1 2.3
2 1.2
I 9

Disaissals

nw o
s 2.8
1,088 369
1,000 3.1
B s

" .
TSN

gL
L0
% 1.5
13107
g a7

P

19 .
0 .0
i
126l
TR
TS
a3
41 3
148 204
12
SN
TR
%3

Hot Prasecuted

0 .0
0 0
ML
R
0 .0
0 .0
! .8
b .0
0 .0
! 5
t .8
1 a1
0 )
1 .8
o .0
0 .6
0 .0
0 .0
i 3
2.8
LM S
1882 6.9
0 .0
0 0
0 0
0 .0

5 14
18 Lt
1] 3
8 14
I a2
i 1.1
1 8
0 .0
0 20
I .5
'3 9
1 J
0 .0
1 B
0 .0
0 .0
9 .0
0 K
1 J
312
160 4
2,006 1.4
1 2
T
0 .0
713

1,08 00,0
LI3E 1000

4,052 100.0
4,800 100.0

134 100.0
1000
1 100,0
105 106.0
134 100.0
1% 106.0
121 100.0
10,0
175 100.0
1233 100.0
15 100.0
15 1000
149 100.0
121 100.0

237 100.9
253 100.0

30,100 100.0
2,729 190.0

8 100,0
43 10.0
167 100.0
107 100.0

{ Continued on next page. }
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TABLE 4

county

HADISON

HOKROE

HORTEOHERY

NASSAY

NEW YORK

HIAGARA

ONELDA

DNORDAGA

ONTARIOD

DRANEE

ORLEARS

DSKEGD

DISEGD

Year

1988
1985

1986
1985

1986
1985

1988
1583

1985
1985

1988
1583

1985
1983

1988
1983

1988
1983

1988
1985

1986
1985

1986
1985

1988
1985

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FHON FELONY ARRESIS (ADULTS ONWLYD BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AHD COUNIY FER 1983 AND 1988 - Continued

DISPOSITIONS KESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS o

Convictions

TR T
nr o8
1,710, 832
L436 ahb

TR TR

80.§
35U 17
5, M6 829
20,399 561
21,778 403

850 1.0
881 B0.0
507 8bd
929 90.6

14 .

1,383 7.8
7 N
292 83.6&
18
250 48.8
10 855

%o 708
UE B
244 9.1
21 B2.3
13 na

Acquattals

2
38

Disaissals

14
7

843
595

848
452

14,667
13,m

154
2]

n
a1

503
464

i
12

Hl
368

A

u’

12

21
3

Hot Prosecuted

180
98

138
647

230

40
m

228
ar0

1.8
g

14
2.9

168
133

2,105

2,530

§18
116

4,849
4,518

3,384
3,138

ats
851

87
384

2,023
1,871

290
228

152
131

283
263

17
172

100,0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
190.0

100.0
100.5

100,0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
160.0

100.0
109.0

100.0
100.0

{ Lantinued on next page. )
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THBLE 48 DISPOS|TIONS RESULTING FROR FELONY ARRESTS (ADULTS ONLY) BY TYFE OF DISPOSITION AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1988 - Continued

DISPOSITIOHS RESULTING FRON FELONY ARRESTS &

Convictions Acquittals Dississals Not Prosecuted Other Total

COUNTY Year Husber Percent Hueber ~Percent Husher Percent Nueber Percent Kusber fPercent Huaber Percent
PUTRAR 1986 103 2.4 0 .0 i 6.4 ‘ 0 0 2 1.0 196 100.0
. 1985 7 St.b 2 (W] 84 45,7 0 K 3 1.5 168 1009

BUEENS 1985 9,203 5.8 28 .6 3,201 35.0 103 W 132 9 14,879 100.0
{965 1,139 82,7 20 1.7 4,38 33.3 177 1.4 252 2.0 12,338 100.0

RENSSELAER 1986 1% i 2 3 n 18,4 0 0 0 N 92 j00.0
1985 32 a1.4 | 2 " ia.1 0 0 i 2 400 100.0

RICHKOND 1988 1,008 7.1 $ o 845, 42,3 130 8.4 38 1.9 2,046 100.0
1983 947 41.3 ¢ N ) 867 43.4 152 14 183 8.9 2,046 100.0

ROCKLAKD 1986 526 %3 2 3 [ L BN 0 0 H Jd 708 100.0
1965 567 76,4 2 J3 17t 3.0 0 ) 2 3 . M2 160.0

§T. LAWRENCE 1986 35 87.4 0 0 1] .2 ] N 2 14 i 1000
1985 3] 8.3 i 1.0 29 8.7 0 K 2 2.0 10t 100.6

SARATOGA 1986 438 83.7 3 4 fio 15.3 1 .2 1 .2 523 100.0
1585 389 78.6 I .2 103 2.8 ’ 0 N 2 4 . 495 100.0

SCHENECTADY 1986 414 62.8 M N n 4,2 2 R 10 1.0 500 100.0
1983 n 81.1 4 .9 8 5.0 3 N £ 3.0 445 100.0

SCHOHARIE 1986 85 82,5 I 1.0 13 12,4 0 0 i 1.9 103 100.0
1983 hi} 9.7 2 2.1 1 6.2 0 .0 { 1.4 % 100.0

SCHUYLER 1988 32 8.1 0 0 1 181 ] 0 0 N 5 160.0
1983 . 52 9.5 0 0 3. 583 0 K] ] .0 55 100.0

SENECA 1984 9 18,8 1 .8 2 2.7 ¢ 0 0 0 128 100.0
1365 50 M. 1 1.3 1) 2.9 [ 0 0 .0 67 . 100,0

STEUBER 1986 173 .8 L1 1.7 537 2.6 1 R ! R 234 100.0
1985 149 76.8 3 2.4 n 8.1 § .3 3 1.3 134 100.0

SUFFOLK ’ 15846 3,438 n.1 4 1.0 843 18.5 2 0 u .7 4,563 100.0
1985 3, 80.5 45 1.0 824 17,6 2 .0 45 i.0 4,088 100.0

1 Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 48 DISPOSITAONS RESULTING FROH FELONY ARRESTS (ADULYS OKLY} BY YYPE OF DISPOSITION AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AHD 1984 - Contuinued

G1SPOSITIONS. RESULTING FROK FELONY ARRESIS &

Convictions Acquittals Disaissals Not Prosecuted Bther
COuNTY Year Husber- Percent Huaber Percent Hucher Percent Nuaber Percent Husber Perceat
SULLIVAR 1988 380 7.1 ) 2 A 104 22,3 0 .0 i o2
1985 335 89,6 0 .0 1 9.9 0 0 2 4
11064 1986 11 87.2 2 1% ) 15 1.3 0 0 0 0
1585 94 8.7 0 0 it 10.4 1 .4 [ .9
TORPKING 1988 0% [N} 0 .0 . Hj n.2 0 .0 it 8.2
1905 157 86.2 4 .7 bb 21.8 2 K] 10 1.2
ULSTER : 1984 464 H.2 4 ] 152 4.3 N | 2 ]
1985 i 4.3 4 Jd Mo 24.0 t W2 & .0
HARREN 1984 2 12.5 ] .0 84 21.5 0 K 0 .0
1983 179 75.2 2 .8 37 A.8 0 0 0 N]
HASHINGTON 1988 135 82.8 [ .0 21 16,4 [ 0 H -
1985 129 86.2 2 1A 1} 5.1 0 R § 2.8
HATHE 1988 217 80.7 0 0 32 19,3 0 .0 ¢ 0
1983 2 9.1 ! A 2 8.2 [ .0 i 4
RESTCHESTER 198 . 2,711 18.7 30 .8 a1 19.2 51 [ 8 1.8
19835 2,187 9.1 13 1.2 400 17.2 ’ kY [} 8 2.5
HYOHING 1984 -8 8,4 0 N 1 10.0 0 .0 t [}
1985 10 92.1 0 .0 5 . 1% 0 R 1] N
YATES 1986 Hi $6.2 0 0 [} 1.9 0 .0 i 1.9
1985 49 20.7 ] .0 ] 7.4 0 .0 ! 1.9
HEW YORK STATE . 1988 50,738 43.8 1,553 f.t 44,469 3 ,m 2.8 1,409 1.0
1985 89,207 4.5 1,558 1.2 38,400 2.6 3,967 3.0 4,999 3.7
HEW YORK CITY 1986 82,418 40,1 1,176 [ 38,270 3.9 3, m 3.2 (1 N
1583 61,115 82,9 1,185 1.2 36,855 31.8 3,58 3.8 1,047 4.2

Total
Husber Perceal
467 100.0
48f  100.0
133 106.0
1048 100.0
1717 100,08
231 1090
428 100.0
e 100.0
305 100.0
238 100.0
183 100.0
145 100.0
288 100.0
257 - 100.0
3,53 100.0
3,49 100.0
70 100.0
76 100.0
51 100.0
54 100.0
142,148 100.0
134,164 100.0
103,886 00,0
97,112 100.0

t Dispositron data are based on the year of sentencing for convictions and on the year of disposition for acquitlale, disaissals, not procecuted, and ‘other’ dispositions. These data nay be affected by

underreporting of dispositions to the Division of Lriainal Justice Services {see Appendix F),

S0URCE:  HYS Diviston of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File,
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TABLE SA FELONY, NISDEHEANOR, ANG LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROR FELOXY AND NWISGEHEANOR AKRESTS (ADULYS ONLY) BY COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1985

VEDNVlCHUNS RESULTING FRON FELDMY L MISOEMERNDR ARRESTS

Felony
Tatal Vialent Other Hisdeseanor Lesser Of fenses . Total
counyy Vear Nuater - Percenl Husher Percent Huaber Percent Husber Percent Husber Percent Husber Percent
ALBANY 1988 AT} 1.3 B2 1.9 23! §.4 1,930 45,2 2,034 4.3 4,288 100.0
1985 288 8.4 M 1.4 0 5.1 2,000 4.5 J 203 9.1 4,430 100.0
ALLEGANY 1986 hyd (18] 2 N 0 1.2 173 84,8 [} 21,3 288 100.0
1955 1 1.7 2 .9 15 4.9 ¢ 142 84.5 Y] 211 220 100.0
BRONX 1984 4,987 21,0 2,19 9.3 2,138 1.5 12,800 539 5,948 2.4 2,735 100.0
1955 435 1 2,184 8.9 2,189 0.8 13,109 53.2 7,189 29.2 24,850 100.0
BROOHE 1988 At 13.4 87 2.9 U3 10,8 1,517 82.2 435 19.4 2,347 100.0
1983 } 24 12.4 L 1.3 193 9.1 1,448 87.3 438 20.4 2,152 100.0
CATTARAUGYS 1988 83 1.4 ] R 55 8.4 507 59.4 284 3133 834  100.0
1563 i 5. § .5 37 3.1 70 81.3 19 27.4 728 100.0
CAYUGA 1988 81 1.4 18 2.8 83 - 9.8 331 81,0 168 2.4 a4l 100.0
1985 n 8.4 ] 1.3 82 1.3 &5t 83,2 21 26,2 843 100.0
CHAUTAUOUA 1988 124 8.0 2% 1.9 92 [ 2 54,2 21 2.8 1,514 100.0
1985 1t 1.3 24 [N 87 5.7 958 83.6 43 %1 1,322 160,0
CHEHUNG 1984 190 18.1 32 5.0 138 3.2 484 85,3 173 14,3 £,047 100,60
1583 197 1.3 5 4.0 152 13.5 182 82,7 187 14.8 1,126 100.0
CHENANGD 1986 18 34 3 1,0 13 2.5 215 52,5 231 .1 524 100.0
1563 23 1.9 [ 1.6 17 2.6 35t S6.8 223 7.4 597 . 10d.0
CLIRTON 986 ' 83 1.7 7 .8 58 8.9 mn 45,4 iso 4.7 814  100,0
1985 55 8.1 4 A 51 5.4 435 8.0 4 44,0 907 106.0
COLUNBIA 1986 3 1.3 {0 1.8 3 5.0 258 45.2 20 4.3 sH 10,0
1985 4 9.4 7 1.1 57 8.4 330 49.5 272 40.8 dbs  100.0
CORTLAND 1984 I3 12,7 : {3 2.3 40 10.4 7 AN 284 49.7 578 100,90
1963 n 9.7 13 1.7 39 1.9 268 16,0 (DT} 5.3 M4 100.0
DELAWARE 1984 pa! 4.9 2 4 2 4.5 234 54,9 187 40.1 Abs 1000
1968 K1 5.0 1 2.1 14 2.9

248 524 204 2.9 476 0.0

.

{ Continued on next page. }
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TABLE SA FELONY, MISCENEANDR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTEONS RESULTING FRON FELONY AND HISDEMEANOR ARRESTS (ADULTS ONLY) BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1985 - Continued

CounTY

DUTCHESS

ERIE

ESSEX

FRANKLIN

FULTON

GENESEE

GREENE

HAKELTON

HERKIHER

JEFFERSON

KINGS

LERIS

LIVINGSTON

Year

1904
1983

1988
1983

1985
1983

1984
1983

1988
19835

1988
1505

1988
1985

1986
1583

1968
1583

1988
1643

1988

1955

1984
1983

CONVICT1HS RESULVING FRON FELONY & BISDEHEANDR ARRESTS ¢

Felony
Total Violent Bther Hicdeaeanor Lesser Dffenses
Nuaber Percent Nueber Percent Huaber Percent - Nuaber Percent Husber Percent
229 9.1 § 1.9 182 1.2 1,132 4.0 1,15 5.9
k13 0.7 1] 2.2 252 8.8 1,280 2.8 1,31 4.3
B3 18] 242 2.3 Mo 83 349 32,1 6,395 3.7
687 1.9 b 2.2 841 3.7 3,930 .8 £,483 .3
5.8 2 3 23 3.3 19% LI 208 48.1
2 5.1 4 .9 18 .2 27 FR 18§ 13.0
H (8 b .9 38 3.9 382 56,8 patl 8.8
42 7.8 B 1.5 i &3 298 55.2 200 .6
1] 8.4 13 2.3 i 5.9 238 45,35 241 Abt
3] 12.1 13 2.3 53 9.8 254 43.2 240 2.
70 10,3 10 (3] 80 9.0 239 3.8 e 50.7
n 13.1 18 il 5§ Wi 209 3.9 240 4.0
45 8.0 10 1.8 I5 8.3 ‘ m 48,9 241 43,0
. 2% 5.6 b 1.4 20 4 - 263 51.0 142 32.9
9 .7 2 5.3 7 18.4 23 80.5 [ 15.8
3 8.1 0 .0 3 8.t 3 52,2 it 291
34 b8 ? 1.4 Vi 5.2 208 55,4 196 i1.8
b 8.8 [} .1 3z 3.8 327 5%.2 185 1.8
161 19.0 U 4.0 127 15.0 399 47,1 288 .
131 16.7 21 3.4 1T S B ] 4R 52,0 245 .3
8,394 19.7 3,254 10.0 3,140 9.7 11,560 15.4 14,510 44,17
5,96 1.0 2,953 0.1 2,613 8.9 106,43 34 12,149 434
23 2.5 b [ B {7 17,3 kY 31.8 38 30.8
12 1.5 1 N 11 &5 b8 £2.5 24 56,0
100 1.1 17 1.9 83 9.2 154 50,5 7 8.4
Y4 1.5 10 .1 22 5.9 459 320 342

4.0

Hueber Percent

2,515
2,17

10,704
11,260

432
428

840
R

in
562

888
SE8

380
All

38
3

318
342

848
764

903
983

100.0
100.9

100.0
100.0

100.0
160.0

100.0
168.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
60,0

100.¢
160.0

100.0
100.6

100.0
106.0

100.0
105.0

100.0
106.0

100.0
160.0

100.0
100.0

{ Continued on next page. )
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TAMLE A FELONY, HISSENCRNDR, ANG LESSER DFFENSE CONVICYIONS RESULYING FROM FELONY AND HISDEMEANOR ARRESTS (AGULTS OMLY) BY COUMTY FOR {985 AND-1986 - Conlinuad

CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY & KISREHEANCR ARSESTS

faleny
Tota} Vialent Dther Hicdesaanor Lesser Dffenses Total
LousTY Yosr Nusber  Percent Neaber Percent Nucber Perceat Husher Percent Husber Percent tiushier FPerceat
HADISON 1984 88 7.2 19 .2 50 1.0 427 59.7 22 3.0 U3 1000
1965 BB 13.4 18 2.8 10 10,8 327 50.5 233 16,0 &40 100.0
KONROE 1988 950 17.% mn 3 488 12.8 2,307 42.9 2,107 39.2 5,314 100.0
1963 11} 15,1 7 .8 s 103 2,470 1.9 2,081 1.0 3,872 100.0
HONTGOHERY 1984 a3 8.5 7 1.1 48 74 270 1.5 325 90.0 850 100.0
15935 49 10.9 ? 1.1 82 9.8 72 2.9 293 46,2 434 100.0
HASSAY 1984 {078 15.3 384 5.3 1,094 10.0 4,521 §1.2 4,11 41.5 10,982 100,0
1983 1,513 1.9 343 4.3 972 s 4,099 17.8 5,133 40.3 12,747 100,06
NEW YORK 1986 B, 146 12,0 3,00 4.3 5,48 1.4 10,847 80.4 18,5640 .4 87,603  100.,0
1583 7,499 10.8 3,250 2 §,249 4.1 41,647 801 20,415 2.0 89,264 100.0
NIAGARA 1984 135 4.8 1 t.1 102 3.5 983 158 1,809 41.8 2,921 100.0
1985 169 5.6 39 1.3 130 13 1,100 354 1,75t 3.0 3,020 100.0
DHE1DA 1986 Ul 117 a7 4.2 154 1.5 1,045 50.9 748 3.4 2,054 100,08
1985 215 10.7 - 713 1.7 140 1.6 1,086 53.8 nt 35.4 2,006 100.0
DHONDAGA 1986 92¢ .1 21 4.8 848 1.3 1,534 9.7 1,399 38.2 3,862 100.0
1583 834 211 248 8.3 56 14.8 1,53¢ 35.0 1,977 3.9 3,550 100.0
ONTARID . 1984 29 18.4 3 2.1 1% 15.7 897 58.0 s 25.4 1,285 100.0
1989 179 17.1 3 13 145 13.9 S62 53.7 30§ 2.2 1,046 100.0
BRANGE 1988 YA 10,1 59 2.1 218 A 998 38.3 1,474 5.8 2,19 100.0
1563 376 12.4 96 3. 282 5.2 1,221 40,0 : 1,482 1235 ©3,08 100,60
DRLEARS 1986 50 5.9 1] 3.9 LI 13.0 201 56,6 9" 28,3 355 100.0
19E3 7% 26,1 th 5.8 ag 20.9 133 55,2 56 18.1 7 100,0
0SKEED 1986 118 11.0 19 1.8 99 9.2 452 42,0 503 41.0 1,075 100.0
1955 120~ 10,4 28 2.5 92 0.1 313 45.2 503 44.3 f,136  100.0
AY5£60 1984 31 8.0 7 9 30 [ ] 213 2%.2 485 $5.8 137 100.0
1985 i 9.2 ] .9 35 1.2 247 29.¢ 35¢ 55,8 B30 100.0

{ Continued on aext page. }
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1ABLE SR FELONY, WISBEHERNDR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS RESULYENG FRON FELORY AND HISOEHEANOR ARRESTS (ADULTS ONLY) BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

owiy
PUTHAN
BUEENS
RENSSELAER
RICHNOND
ROCKLAND

ST, LAMRENCE
SARATOGA
SCHENECTADY
SCHOHARIE
SCHUYLER
SENECA

STEUBEN

SUFFOLK

Year

1984
1985

1984
1965

1984
1983

1984
1583

1986
1983

1988
1588

1988
1583

1984
1983

1988
1983

1988
1983

1988
1983

1984
1983

1988
1935

CONVICTIONS RESULTING FRON FELONY & HISDENEANDS ARRESIS e

Felony

Total

Violent

Other ~

Nusber Percent

Nuaber Percent

Husber Percent

5,028
3,511

102
138

2%
248

32
354

90
1]

138
168

1
a9

1,871
1,97

0 .0
2 A
1,787 104
1,1 1.4
B 13
1 s
125 5.5
133 A2
50 3
% 3.0
i a
0 .
2 9
L3
320
TR N
2 .5
B 24
7 Al
1L
P 2.5

1
§ Ll
nooo20
505 L4
96 40

3,281
2,230

a3
101
165
1

22
92

17
a4

103
125

32
20

13
t

39
22

1,364
1,400

4 203
L1 232
19.2 7,081
13.0 7,72
5.8 n
8.8 558
7.2 922
5.9 925
18,1 . 485
14.9 80
A 18
.5 m
14 818
27 17
8.0 803
8.0 m
f
8.7 158
5.9 140
5.8 14
5.0 159
10.9 23
7.5 191
8.9 82
7.9 355
9.8 1,
9.8 1,

Hisdeaeanor

Lesser Offenses

513
LK

4,087
5,875

152
™

1,01
1,615

547
8st

512
432

1,381
1,534

786
482

nm
17}

40
A

Ll
"
RLY
263

7,25
1,74

24
218

358
293

a10
107

13,539
14,261

1000
100.0

100.0
166.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100, ¢

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100,0
100.0

100.0
180.0

100.0
106.0

100.0
166.0

100.9
100.0

100.0
130.¢

100.0
100.0

{ Continued on nexl page. }
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TABLE- 34 FELGNY, HISGEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROH FELONY AND MISDENEANOR AKRESTS (ADULTS OWLY) BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984

CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROR FELBNY & HISGEHEAMOR ARRESIS ¢

Felony
Tata) Violent Other Hisdeneanar ~Lesser Offences fotal
comy Year Huaber Fercent Nuaber Percent Nusber Percenl Husber Percent Huaber Percent Nuaber Percent
SULLEVAK 1988 136 t0.9 2 21 1o 8.8 " 5.8 543 1.3 1,253 100.0
1985 142 10.% it (1] 123 9.5 578 4.5 560 A48 1,360 100.0
T106A 1984 81 i2,¢ 7 1.5 54 114 308 8.8 105 22,2 472 100.0
1985 L1 9.9 9 1.8 10 a.1 97 40.1 148 30.0 494 160,90
TONPKINS 1988 M 1.4 13 1.8 L} 3.8 Yl Mt L} 38,2 706 100.0
1983 62 12.7 20 2.5 82 10.2 "3 39.0 387 8.3 802  100.0
ULSTER 1984 153 8.3 A3 1.3 m 8.3 1,021 55,3 873 .4 1,847 100.0
1985 197 11.5 39 2.3 158 9.2 913 a3l 608 334 f,7218  160.0
NARREN 1988 13 1.0 i 1.0 2 2.0 507 48,0 563 5.0 1,003 100.0
1985 33 3.0 [ 3 2 4 499 4.9 579 52.1 1,11 300.0
HASHINGTON 1988 H 8.2 7 1.3 2 3.0 304 53.8 207 38.0 54§ - 100.0
1985 i8 8.0 4 .1 L1} 1.4 280 18,7 289 45.t b37 N N ]
HAYKE 1984 21 8.7 2 1.8 04 1.9 752 51,4 E2Y] 33.0 1310 1000
1985 7 9.2 16 .3 101 8.0 499 §5.2 450 35,3 288 100.0
RESTCRESTER 1984 (Y} 13.9 348 4.4 803 5.5 3,9 4.4 3,246 38.7 8,423 100.0
1985 1,405 17.2 933 4.5 670 10,4 3,385 41.3 3,402 41.8 8,192 140.0
HYOHING 1986 30 15.2 4 .0 ¥ . 132 84 2.8 83 42,1 197 100.0
1965 33 16.9 2 (R 31, 15.9 93 48.7 47 4.4 195 100.0
YATES 1986 k5] 2.4 ? 5.8 2% 6.7 ’ 87 55.8 H 21.8 156 100.0
1985 39 7.1 5 3.5 M 23.4 5 52.1 30 20,8 144 100.0
NEH YORK STAIE 1986 37,108 4.9 13,871 3.3 23,40 9.4 118,73 LY A 92,884 .3 248,728 . j00,0
1985 33,869 13.4 13,244 5.3 20,405 8.1 21,79 48.4 98,143 38.2 250,609 100.0
HEW YORX CI1TY 1988 24,848 17.4 10,426 1.3 14,422 10.1 13,186 St 45,059 31,8 143,093 100.0
1985 21,189 4.9 9,808 4.9 11,393 8.0 1,314 5.2 46,943 32.9 . 142,521 100.0

t Dicpositian data are based on the year of sealencing for convictions, These daty may be affected by the underreporting of dispusstions to the Division of Crisinal Justice Services (see
hppendix Fi. . : :

SGURCE:  NYS Division of Cristnal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Irends File.
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TABLE 56 FELONY, HISDEWEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS RESULYING FRON FELORY ARRESIS (ADULTS DHLY) BY COURTY FOR {983 AND 1988

CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELOKY ARRESIS o

Felany
Tatal : Violent fOther Hisdeseanor

COuNYY Year Husber Percent Nusber Percent Nunber Percent Husber Percent
ALBANY 1985 303 21.3 B2 4.3 2 12.0 042 8.2
1985 218 2.2 8t 4.9 217 1.3 688 0.8

ALLEGANY 1986 28 b4 2 2.4 28 13.8 : i 83.8
1965 18 4.0 2 43 14 2.8 2% 81,7

BRONX 1988 4,934 31.2 2, 24% 1.0 2,485 20,3 5,099 4.0
1585 4,34 31 2,184 18.4 2,130 16.2 5,114 6.8

BROONE 1986 yill 54,0 87 12,2 230 41.8 247 (L]
1985 234 11,6 n 13.3 183 I3 48 4.4

CATTARAUGUS 1984 58 s 8 4,8 50 29.9 107 83.7
1985 34 30,8 4 AR | 32 2.4 0 59.8

CAYUGA 1984 10 38.7 . 18 9.9 a2 . w.a 98 54l
1985 bb 2.0 t 5.3 35 26,7 133 84,4

CHAUTAUGUA 1984 11 35,3 2% 8.9 8 25,4 204 82,4
1963 101 34.8 . 2% 8.3 ° n 26.4 175 80.3

CHEHUNG 1988 182 45.9 52 8.8 130 7.1 7 28,4
15€5 190 87.1 15 15.9 145 51,2 2 .3

CHERANGD 1988 14 22,2 5 8.9 11 15.3 47 85,3
1983 20 16.7 [ 5.4 14 13.1 13 7.8

CLINTON 1984 59 21.1 H 13 52 U4 140 85,7
1983 47 269 ! 2.3 43 4.8 15 85.7

CoLUHBIA 1986 40 21.3 10 5.8 16 17.4 108 82,8
1965 57 10,4 r 3.8 50 2.9 131 39.7

_ CORTLAND 1984 3 37.5 13 9.0 41 28.5 a0 55.4
1983 51 388 13 9.6 18 2.0 11 58.8

DELAHARE 1984 2 20,6 2 1.9 20 18.7 1 71.0
1585 29 2.1 16 10.9 14 15.2 44 £9.4

Lesser Offenses

131 10.5
8 7l

0 0
24
220 168
2,68 20.5
29

12 8.0
1.8

TR Y
312

1 4
1l

Mo 48

5 84

10 1.5

9 I3

8 1.8
TN
374

4 14.0

18 9.7

0 49

b 45
T8

4 4.3

1,302
1,255
n
47

13,254
13,187

550
334

t68
1y

L1
206
328
%0

218
263

12
102

m
173

in
188

144
132

107
92

100.0
100.0

100.8
100.0

100,90
100.0

100.0
109.0

100.0
160.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
106.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
1000

100.0
100.9

100.0
106.0

100.0
100.C

100.0
166.0

{ Continued on next page, }
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1ABLE 3B

COUNTY

DUTCHESS

ERIE

ESSEX

FRANKLIH

FULTON

GENESEE

GREERE

HANILTOR

HERKIHER

JEFFERSON

KINGS

LEXIS

LIVINGSTON

Year

1984
1983

1984
1963

1984
1965

1986
1963

1984
19635

1988
19€3

1988
1983

1984
1983

1984
1983

1985
1963

1988
1963

1984
1983

1984
1985

CORVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS e

FELONY, HISDEHEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS RESULTING FRON FELOKY ARRESTS (AGULTS OHLY) BY COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1986 - Cantinued

Felony

218
M2

182
820

23
21

37
3

i
1]

45
89

b
32

146
121

4,363
5,545

3
12

68
43

Violent

i7
1!

%2
248

13
13

10
18

3
27

3,254
2,953

{7
10

184
28
520
SN

21
i?

31
2%

28
J]

35
3

0
19

12
74

3,109
2,592

17

n
35

Hisdeceancr

34
L1}

1,508
1,52

4
50

L]
3l

81
9

1]

92
103

6,519
5,559

19
2

84
17

Lesser Offenses Total

Rusber Perceat

a3
92

510
391

i1
2

31
it

16
i

5,408
5,336

1.4 728 100,0
11.5 800 160.0
10.3 2,760 100.9
14:3 2,738 100.0
0.8 S 107 100.0
2.1 1000
2.0 100 1000
74 95 100.0
5.4 129 100.0
.7 1682 1000
1.5 107 1000
.0 131 100.0
201 1 100.0
16.9 100 - 106.0
9 1 160.0
.0 no 166.0
1.7 137 100.0
9.7 1ni - 160.0
K] 26 100.0
.9 26 100.0
30,2 18,550  100.0
30.4 17,440 100.0
8.7 & 100,
2.4 91600
1.3 156 100,0
2.1 9 1.0

o | Contivued on aext page. )
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TADLE 5B FELONY, WISDEMEAMOK, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICYIONS RESULYING FROH FELONY ARRESTS (ADULYS ONLY) BY COURIY FOK 1985 AND 1386 - Conlinued

COHVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESIS &

Felony
Totat Violeat Other . Hisdeseanor tesser Offenses Total
COUNTY Year Nusber Percent Huaber Perceat Husber Percent Hueber - Perceat Hugher Percent Nusher Percent
HADISON 1986 (LI P I 1.2 i 2.1 g2 5.3 Iz [R] H3 1000
1983 15 18 15.4 a1 8.7 it 359 ] 9 Hr - 160.0
HOKROE 1985 907 530 m 15.9 835 - 30 11 S N 140 9.4 1,710 (00,0
1985 8O0 4%.0 ry) 14.3 a3 1.4 69¢ 2.3 10 8.8 1,634 100.0
HONTGORERY 1984 50 4.5 7 8.3 43 A 36 50.0 11 3.4 1"z - 100.0
1589 bt M2 1 1.9 1] 88,3 20 2.3 H 34 89 100.0
NASSAU 1986 1,382 4.9 84 18.4 998 8.3 1,400 5.4 M2 9.7 35 100.0
1983 1,38 - 3.3 EIM 14.5 833 22.8 2,056 3.9 M 1.8 3,746 100.0
NEW YORK 1988 8,097 . 39.7 3,031 14.9 5,084 4.8 B,970 . 4.0 3,32 18.3 20,337 100.0
1983 1,458 .2 3,280 1.9 4,208 19.3 9,630 1.2 §,470 2.3 21,778 106.0
NIAGARA 1788 130 20,0 33 3.4 LA LR 383 8.9 137 2.1 450 100.0
1965 180 233 39 3.1 12 11.8 N A L) ay 12.2 &1 100.0
ONETDA 1984 Me AL 87 1.2 129 © 254 m 5.5 20 3.9 307 §00.0
1985 191 3b.1 75 1.2 114 21.9 7 TN | 3b 4.8 329 160.0
OHORDAGA 1984 887 40.2 261 7.7 826 423 it H.7 I 3.2 1,474 100.0
1965 95 38,3 248 18.2 42 f0.1 9 36.4 n 4.3 1,363 1000
OKTARIO 1984 199 104 3 12.2 186 813 L] 25.5 3 L1 a 100,0
1985 "9 3.8 U 16.8 115 3.9 a 2.3 4 3.0 202 ° 100.0
ORANGE 1988 284 37 5 1.8 205 2.9 ) 1 ) 108 4,2 61 100.0
1965 e 43 9% 10.8 m 30.4 il 8.4 91 10.2 an 100.0
ORLEANS 1985 58 (1N " 10.8 42 32.3 N 3 2.3 130 100.0
1985 b5 89.1 16 i7. 49 §2.1 2.4 4 43 94 100.0
OSHEGD 1988 1 3.2 19 L1 3 3.3 12 50.8 10 .0 248 100.0
1988 168 44,3 28 1.5 @ 32.8 124 50.8 12 4.9 ’ 244 100.0
OTSEGD 1984 3 29,8 7 3.8 ¥ - 2.0 6 828 9 1.4 . 121 100.0
1983 il 30.8 8 4.0 33 4.8 L] 8.4 14 0.5 133 100.0

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 5

LOUNTY

PUTNAK

QUEENS

REHSSELAER

RICHHOND

ROCKLAND

ST, LAMRENCE

SARATOGA

SCHERECTADY

SCHOMARIE

SCHUYLER

SCNECA

STEUBEN

SUFFOLK

Year

1988
1985

1988
1983

1986
1963

1988
1985

1988
1985

1988
1983

1988
1983
1984
1585

1984
1963

1984
1963

1984
1963

1988
1983

1988
1963

CONVICEIONS RESULTING FROH FELONY ARRESTS ¢

FELONY, MISGEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS RESULTING FRON FELONY ARRESTS (ADULTS DMLY) BY COUNIY FOK 1983 AND 1986 - Continued

Felony

281
268

297
335

il
86

137
134

30
2%

2
18

1

559
1,670

Viotent

125
138

30
3%

Y3
30

35
L1

303
370

R
5 62
A RITIE X
215 2.3
noona2
B89 2.8
156 .
128
T
M 8.7
AR R
I
RN
S 144
102 24.4
s g
B .9
8 6.5
. 4.2
1
W ona
15 3.0
TR K]
5302
1,08  28.9
100 29

Hisdeseanor

7
13

3,008
2,849

in
179

73
92

i
113

80
3%

29
238

FAY)
i

8
29

M
4
12

100
83

Laccer Otfenses

250
204

32
39

38
24

bhb
ns

[
- o

103
%

9,203
7,73

e
332

1,004
947

928
387

93
438
389

i
N

83

<
)

32

173
149

3,638
3,1

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

160,90
100.0

A
100.0

100.¢
100.0

100.0
100.0

100,0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
160.0

100.0
fvh.0

100.0
00,0

100.0
160.0

100.0
109.6

{ Continued on nexl page. }
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TRBLE 3B

COunTY

SULLIVAN

11064

TONPKINS

ULSTER

RARREN

WASHINGTON

HAYNE

NESTCHESTER

RYOH TG

YATES

HEW YORK STATE

NEW YORK €1TY

Year

1984
1983

1984
1983

1986
1968

1984
1995

1986
1983

1984
1965

1984
1983

1984
1983

1988
1985

1986
1583

1986
1883

1985

1968

FELONY, HISDEHEANDR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS RESULTING FRON FELONY ARRESTS IADULTS ONLY) BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1588 - Continued

CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROH FELOHY ARRESTS &

Felany

I7
126

33
4b

LH]
]

137
1720

30
30

30
1]

|
3

1,04
2%
l]

2
37

15,490

32,169

2,584
20,980

Violent

Husber Percent

Nuaber Percent

% 12
57
7 8.0
? b
13 1.9
M1
B 7.8
M 90
1 5.0
& 34
7 5.2
{ 1.2
23 10,4
1 5.8
WB 138
S5 - 19,3
] 8.5
229
C TR
5102
13,61 15,
13,284
10,426 .
9,866

91
107

48
3

2
38

101
13

2
40

58
I3

873
126

2
23
32

22,019
19,025

14,138
1,17

~N o
-
il Gt

—
m o3
o~

+ Dispasition data are based on the year of sesteacing for convictions,

SOURCE:  WYS Diviston of Crizinal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.

Hisdeseanor

198,

tab

b
48

1]
7

273
224

(1]
112

9
n

15
134

1,458
1,311

35
1

19

39,198

39,97

25,13
25,512

40.3
2.4

Lesser Difenzes

54
36

2
17

2
153

15,850
1,942

12,720
14,203

380
335

114
U

109
151

AbA
434

21
17

133
125

2
214

2,1
2,761

b2
]

3t
49

90,738
89,207

62,418
8,118

100.0
166,0

100.0
106,60

100.0
190.0

100.0
106.0

1000
160.0

160.0
166.0

100.0
160.¢

100.0

105.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
106.0

1000
106.0

100.0
106,06




65-9

TABLE & SELNTENCES AS A PERCEHT OF TOTAL CORVIETIONS (ADULTS ONLY) BY SENIENCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1984

SENTENCES AS A PERCENY OF TOTAL CONVILTIONS

Local dail
COUNTY Year State Prison Lacal Jail and Probation Probation fines Dther Total
ALBANY 1983 1.7 15.4 8.3 12.8 534 8.5 100.0
1585 3.7 . 1.4 13.3 57.8 4.7 100.0
ALLEBARY 1988 {1 10.1 9.3 ) 204 4.4 13.4 100.0
19683 1.4 10.5 [ R ] , 1.3 50.0 1.5 100.0
BRONE 1984 9.4 40.4 3.0 8.2 ‘25,7 13, 100.0
1983 1.7 39.8 1.5 8.5 287 18.8 100.0
BROONE 1984 1.5 . 1.8 13.4 3.8 30.4 106.0
1985 3.2 . 3.7 12.2 36,1 30.3 166.0
CATTARAUGLS 1984 1.2 . 2.4 5.3 848 10,2 100.0
1985 14 . 1.3 IA| 84,4 10.4 160.0
CAYUGA 1984 5.2 . 1.7 5.3 4.0 7.3 100.0
1983 31 . 3.9 3.9 A7 2.0 166.¢
CHAUTAURUA 1384 1.3 B 5.7 . 2.4 bt 100.6
1765 1.9 4.1 1.3 55.8 14.2 169.0
CHEHUNG 1984 [N 13.8 5.8 18.9 3.0 15.3 100.0
1989 5.3 . [N . 43.3 16.3 160.0
CHENANGD 1984 1.3 4,2 1.4 49.0 24.0 100,0
1985 1.3 [ 5.1 .9 22.3 160.0
CLINTON 19684 2.7 13, 2.0 13.4 82,8 16.3 100.0
1985 1.9 12,8 2.1 1.1 £2.4 3.3 160.0
coLunala 19846 4.4 20.3 1.9 9.3 33.4 8.4 100,0
1985 3.7 19.2 5.0 1.7 53.8 8.7 160.0
CORTLAND 1988 2.3 .9 §.2 .3 3, 1.6 100.0
{983 27 1. L7 13.3 8.7 10.9 106.0
DELANARE 1984 .4 12.4 3.4 3.9 52.1 21.§ 100.0
1985 N 9.5 4.4 8.8 93,7 21,0 100.0

{ Continued on next page, }
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TABLE b4 SENTENCES AS & PEKCENT OF YOTAL CONVICYIONS (ADULTS OHLY) BY SENTENCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 'L98& - Continued

SENTEHCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS

Lacal Jarl , .

COuNTY Year State frison tocal Jail and Probation Probation Fines Dther Total
DUTEHESS 1988 .9 15.9 4.3 51,3 9.1 100,90
1985 2.2 14.8 3.4 . 59.17 5.8 1G0.9

ERIE 1988 3.l 17.5 1.3 13.5 40.7 21.9 100.0
1985 3 . 2.8 1 0.1 22.3 100.0

ESSEX 1988 1.2 8.8 2.4 1.4 81.8 . 00.0
1985 1.9 2.2 1.9 8.4 42.9 1.5 160.0

FRAKKLIN 1984 .9 13.8 5.2 1.1 .1 . 100.0
1985 1.9 3. 3.9 13.0 49.8 100.0

FULTON 1988 3.8 . 5.4 10.1 i1.8 0. 100.0
1983 5.0 . 3 12.4 1. 100.9

BENESEE 1988 ] 8.8 9.4 WA .6 10.8 100.0
1985 3.2 8.0 8.0 B 9.3 9.6 100.0

BREENE 1986 2.1 - 12,5 2.3 1.5 85.4 9.4 100.0
1985 1.9 12 Ni 9.0 81,7 8.4 100.¢

HARILTON 1984 2.4 1.9 2.7 1.9 52.4 5.3 100.0
1985 2.7 16,2 .0 FR 5.8 18.9 100.0

HERKIHER 1984 1.0 . 1.9 ' 8.2 82,4 4.5 100.0
1985 1.5 2.2 4.8 80.8 4.8 100,06

JEFFERSAN 1986 4.8 14.9 5.8 13,2 32,5 9.2 100.0
1589 2.9 4.4 1.5 . 35.0 2.3 100.0

KINGS 1984 10.3 28,1 4.1 8.1 21,2 28,2 100.0
1985 9.4 4.3 9.8 27, 3.0 100.0

LERIS 1988 5.4 [ 16,3 15.3 2.9 . 100.0
1985 1.3 .1 3.0 15.0 54.3 . 160.0

LIVINGSTOR 1984 2.0 10.3 5.2 9.4 3.0 19, 100.0
1985 1.2 9.2 8.8 1.8 58.3 160.0

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE B8R SENTENCES AS A-PERCENT OF TOYAL CONVICTIONS (ADULYS GNLY) BY SENIENCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1983 AMD 1986 - Continued

SEHIENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS

Local Jail
£OUNTY Year State Prison Local Jail and Prphaliun Probation Fines Dther Tatal
HADISON 1984 1.3 8.1 5.0 . 51.¢ 13.0 100.0
1983 2.9 9.8 5.1 1.0 b8 6.8 100.0
MOKRDE 1984 8.3 b, 5.9 14, 153 . 100.0
1983 54 ] R} . 18.4 214 100.0
NONTEOKERY 1984 §.7 0.6 2.1 10.3 . . 100.0
1983 1.9 9.4 4.4 0.2 59.1 160.0
NASSAL 1984 4.2 17,0 b.1 12.4 313 21.9 100.0
1983 4.2 1.9 8.3 18,3 3.t ' 1.3 100.0
NEW YORK 1988 5.9 82,3 1. ) 4.7 L1 8.4 100.0
1985 3.2 37.9 .8 4.4 9.1 2.1 100,06
RIABARA 1984 2.2 20,2 A 10, 50,1 14.5 100.9
1965 2.2 22.0 2.8 i0. 48. 13. 100.0
ONELDA 1984 4.3 15.6 1.5 9.9 33.0 . 13 100.0
1983 1.2 5.3 1.7 1.8 iz 12. 160.0
ONDNDABA 1988 74 . 117 3 A 7% I 20,4 100.0
1985 8.9 . s 17, 2i.3 100,0
ONTARID 1304 14 .2 8.3 9.3 2.4 f 100.0
1985 4.8 1.8 3.0 1.7 55.3 12 100.0
ORANGE 19848 3. 1 4.3 1. 9.3 1.5 100.0
1985 1.5 3.0 14, 3.9 8.3 100.0
ORLEANS 1968 1.8 8.7 19.7+ 38 14,4 160.0
1985 5.3 14.8 1.0 4.7 3.9 160.0
BSHEGD 1388 2.6 . I8 12.0 514 14.2 100.0
1985 2.1 ] 3.9 10.1 51.9 . 100.0
DTSE60 1985 1.4 5.3 2.1 5.8 .9 0.6 100.0
1963 1.2 B.4 24 8.2 1.9 9.8 100.0

{ Continued on next page. }
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TABLE 4R SENIENCES ASA PERCENT OF TOIAL CONVICIIONS (SDULTS ONLY) 8Y SENTENCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR (985 AND 1904 - Continved

SEHTEHCES AS A PERCENT OF T0TAL CONVICTIONG

Local Jail
County Year State Frison Local Jail and Probation Prohation Fines . Other Total
PUTHAN 1984 0 3. .t f 19.3 1.2 00,0
1985 4 2.2 1.1 . .2 2.4 160.0
BUEENS 1986 4.7 28,4 8.2 f 18.2 4 100.0
1985 9.4 3.2 1.7 . . .7 1. 100.0
RERSSELAER 1984 2.0 18.3 2.3 * 9.9 §2.2 15.4 100.0
1985 2.3 H.2 13 1.1 511 13.9 100.0
RICHHOKD [§13 L3 U, 1.7 . 2.8 3.3 100.0
1983 5.4 21.4 1.? . 32,5 25, 100.0
ROCKLAKD 1988 8.3 13.1 8.8 537 8.3 100.0
1963 4.4 10,7 9.0 51.8 4.0 160.0
S1. LAMRENCE 1988 .2 8.4 1.4 4.8 42,5 . §00.0
1983 .1 5.9 1.2 1.6 81.3 2 §00.0
SARATOGA 1984 1.1 12,2 1.4 a7 10.2 9.2 100.0
1985 1.2 4 [ 5.6 "1 8.3 100.0
SCHERECTADY 1986 2.4 17.3 1.4 1.6 I8 10.7 100.0
1983 2.1 , 1% 2.0 S M. 0.8 100.0
SCHOHARIE 988 f.4 9.8 Lb 1.0 88,7 @& 100.0
985 3.5 4. [ W] 3.3 72.3 10.4 160.0
SCHUYLER 1584. 3.4 1 9.8 174 52.2 10.3 100.0
1983 1.4 1.8 5.5 Wb 30. 8.7 100.0
SENECA 1984 3.4 9.5 5.6 1.0 8.0 25,8 - 100.0
1983 1.0 11.3 5.1 8.2 §1.4 20.8 03,0
STEUBEN 1988 1.4 (1] 4.4 5.8 50,5 . 100.0
1983 2.3 10.9 4.8 6.8 .3 17.4 100.0
SUFFOLK 1986 1.9 1.0 4.7 . 4.8 N 100.0
1983 4.3 9.9 5.1 8.7 iL.7 160.0

{ Continued on aext page, }
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TABLE 64 SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOYAL CONVICTIONS (ADULIS ORLY) BY SENTENCE VYPE AN COUNTY FOR 1983 AHD 1984 - Continued

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOIAL CORVICIIONS

Local Jail .
COUNTY Year Stale Frison Local Jail and Probation Prohation Fines Dther Total
SULLIVAN 1984 2.1 23.5 i 1.2 ) “a 12.3 100.0
1983 1.3 19. [A] 13.9 2.0 1.8 160.0
T1064 1908 1.0 8.5 2.3 14,0 56.4 5.9 100.0
1783 2.0 8.3 3.0 9.9 bl.3 5.4 160.0
TONPKINS 1986 2.0 [t 1.0 8.8 . 20.8 100.0
1985 LS, 1.2 2.8 15.0 7.1 4.1 100.0
ULSTER 1988 2.5 16,1 2.5 1.2 38,7 11.0 100.0
1985 1.0 1, 2.8 . 3.1 10.5 104.0
HARREM 1984 1.0 14.4 .8 8.4 81.2 k 5.8 100.0
1985 .3 14.0 |8 4.2 80.0 17.4 100.0
RASHINGTON 1984 2.2 2.8 1.3 8.4 51.2 16.0 100.0
1983 3 12.1 3.2 8.2 64.3 13.9 100.0
HAYRE 1988 1.2 i34 3.1 9.4 331 1.0 100.0
1985 1.3 10.3 2.9 2.0 §1.3 2.1 100.0
WESTCHESTER 1784 44 2.3 5.0 3 4.9 10.1 100.0
1983 8.9 16,5 44 15.4 i1, . 100.0
HYONING . 1984 2.0 8.1 5.8 2.3 §3.8 1.1 100.0
1985 3.l 8.7 8.2 2.0 331.8 i1 103.0
YATES 1988 1.8 10,2 [ 118 35.9 25.0 100.0
1983 6.3 13.2 9.0 1 1.3 2.4 100.0
HEW YORK STATE 1984 5.5 . 1.5 9.5 . . 100.0
1983 5.4 . i 9.8 3 . 100.0
NEW YORK CITY 1984 6.3 6.3 11 6.9 . 20.4 106.0
1983 1.0 4.5 2.0 1.2 17.1 21.5 100.0

& These data reflect the aost serious sentence in sultiple sentence dispesitions fe.g., sentences including a jail ters and a fine have been counted as “local jail*). This distribotion of sentence types
say be affected by the underreporting of dispositions to the Division of Criasnal Justice Services tsee Appendix Fl.

SOURCE:  NYVS Division of Criawnal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Irends File.
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TABLE &8

EOURTY

ALBARY

ALLEGANY

BROKX

BROOKE

CATTARAUBUS

CAYUGA

CHAUTAUGUA

CHEHUNG

CHENANGO

CLINTON

CoLuNBIA

CORTLAND

DELAXARE

SENTENCES A5 A PERCENT OF CONVICTIONS o

PLHLENT OF FELONY CONVICTIONS AND MISGEMEANOR AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS (ADULYS ONLY) BY SENTENCE TYPE AND COURTY FOR 1983 ARD 1986

State Prison
Hisd &
Lesser

Conv

HA
HA

N
HA

HA
HA

NA
i

Ha
A

HA
Ha

HA
i

A
Y

Ha
Hit

HA
tik

HA
N

A
i

A
WA

Lacal Jail
Mesd &
Felany lesser
Canv Loav
1.3 .
1.0 .
9.4 10.2
5.9 10.9
15.3 .
16.8 .
] .
13.9 12.4
17.1 .
' 1.4
. 12.0
1.7 .
12.2 N
22, .
2, .8
i9. A2
1. 12.4
. 20.5
. 19.8
2.3 13.7
1.1 il.8
12.4
9.1

oo [l
e LU

Probation
Hisd &
Lesser

Cony

N -

Fines

Hisd &
Felony Lesser
Cony Loav

.0 5.
.0 51.8
11 50.0
. 5.2
2 32,3
2 28.8

2.5 .
.8 414
f.6 9.7
0 68.3
0 2.1
.0 52,2
313 588
2.1 50.0
[ §7.3
2.0 52,0
.0 50,8
K] 4.7
1.4 58,9
34 8.2
0 58,0
3.1 9.1
D 82.4
0 83,0
.0 54.9
4.2 8.4

Other Tatal
Hisd & Hisd &
Felony Lesser Felony Lesser

Conv Conv Lany Coay

3 L9 100.0  100.0
0 5.0 100.0  100.0
31 14.4 100.0  100.0
0 15.8 100.0  100.0
N 1.2 100.0  100.0
.8 221 100.0  100.0
1.4 351 100.0  100.0
3.4 M. 100.¢  100.0
0 1.0 100.0  100.0
.0 1.1 100.0  100.0
0 2.1 100.0  100.0
L4 26.2 106.0 ~ 100,0
2.4 17.3 100.0 - 100.0
.0 15.3 100.0  100.0
1.4 i8.3 100.0  100.0
L3 19.5 100.0  100.0
.0 FiN) 100.0  100.0
.0 1.2 160.0 1000
0 1.7 100.0  100.0
i.8 1 100.0  160.0
N 9.1 ©100.0  100,0
.0 9.4 1000 100.0
it 2.1 100.0  100.0
2.8 .8 100.0 ~ 100.0
1.4 4.3 160.0 - 100.0
R 2.1 1000 100.0

{ Contanued o aext page, }
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JABLE 4B

COUNTY

DUICHESS

ERIE

ESSEX

FRANKLIN

FULTON,

BENESEE

GREENE

HANILTON

HERKINER

JEFFERSON

KINGS

LEWIS

LIVINGSTOR

1988
1965

1988
1985

1985
1985

1988
1683

1988
1985

1986
1983

1984
1983

PERCENT OF FELONY CONVICTIONS ANO HISOEWEANOR AND LESSEK OFFENSE CONVICTIONS (ADULIS OHLY) 6Y SEMTENCE TYPE AHD COUNTY FOK 1985 AND 1986 ~ Continusd

SENTENCES AS A PERCENI DF CONVICTIONS o

Felany
Conv

.

State Prison
hisd &
Lesser

Lonv

HA
A

HA

HA

NA

HA

A
NA

NA-

i

RA

HA

HA

HA
A

A
HA

Local Jail
Hisd &
Lesser

Conv

Conv

D~

0.3

— & o
& @ o~ o

o w3

- en
- o

@ w [Ty oo
Sttt T a0 -y
wom
o @

~ en
R &mi .S

~ O~
o

Hisd &
Felony ~ Lesser
Lanv

.

fotal

Hisd &

Felony Lesser

Cony Conv
100.0  100.0
100.0  t00.0
100.6  100.0
100.0  160.0
§00.0  100.0
16,0  100.0
100.0  100.0
100.6 1000
100.0 100.0
100.0 - 160.0
[00.0  100.0
100.0 1000
100,0  100.0
100,0  160.0
100.0  100.0
166.0  100.0
100,0 100.0
1.0 100.0
100.0  100.0
100.0.  100.0
100.0  100.0
160.0  100.0
§00.0  100.0
190.0  100.0
100.0  100.0
160.0  100.0

{ Continued on next page. |
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TABLE b8

couniy

HADISON
HONROE
HONISUNE&Y
NASSAU
HEW YORK
HIAGARA
ORETDA
OHORDAGA
DNTARIO
ORANGE
ORLEANS
DSKEBD

O1SEGY

PERCENT OF FELOKY CONVICTIONS AND HISDEMERNOR AND LESSER DFFENSE CONVICIIONS (ADULTS ONLY) EY SENTENCE TYPE AND COUMTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 ~ Continued

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF CONVICTIONS 1

Felony
Cony

5.0
U3

3.7
209

State Pricon
Medd
Lesser

Cony

NA
A

HA
HA

HA
HA

HA
HA

HA
NA

A
A

A
HA

HA
Ra

HA
HA
NA

HR
A

m eh
- —

Total

Hisd &

Felony Lesser

Cany Coav
100.0  100.0
fg0.0  100.0
100.0 00,0
160.0  100.0
100.0  100.0
100,0  100.0
100,0  100.0
00,6 100.9
100.0  100.0
100.0 = 100.0
100.0  100.0
100.0  100.0
100,90 100.0
10,0 100.0
100.0°  100.0
100.0  180.0
100.0-  160.0
160.6  100.0
100.0 100,90
160.0  100.0
100.0  100.0
100.0  100.0
100.0  100.0
100.0  100.0
100.0  100.0
160.0  100.0

{ Contrnued up next page. )
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TABLE &8 PERCENT OF FELONY CORVICTIONS AND WISDEMEANOR AND LESSEX OFFENSE CONVICTIONS (ADULTS ONMLY} BY SENTENCE TVPE AND COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1985 - Lontinued

SERTENCES AS A PERCENY OF CORVICTAONS ¢

Local Jail
State Prison tocal Jail and Prebation Probation Fines Other Total

Nisd & thsd & Hisd & tsd & Hisd & Hisd & Hisd &

Felony Llesser Felony  Lesser Felony  Lesser Felony Lesser Felony Lesser Feiony Lesser Felony Lesser

COUNTY Year Conv Cony Lonv Coav Lanv Conv Coav . Coav Coav Conv Coav Canv Caay Lony
PUTHAN 1988 T HA 0 5.2 0 i.4 100.0 118} .0 9.4 0 3.2 100.0  100.0
1985 44,4 HA .0 1.3 .0 t.1 55.6 10.2 .0 1.8 . .0 2.6 160.6 1000

BUEENS 1988 9.8 KA 1.3 3.3 113 Jd 2.4 8.2 Jd 25.3 o 30,3 100.0  100.0
1965 45.8 i 9.8 10,3 15.2 Jd 21.2 8.2 13 30. ! b 21.8 10e.0 - 100.0

RENSSELAER 1988 .5 NR N 18, 13.7 14 2.2 1.4 R 58,2 N 16,4 100.0 . 100.¢
1965 5.4 NA 14,5 4.2 15.¢ 2.0 41,3 10.0 N i8.4 0 15.4 00,0 100,90

RICHNOND 1988 51,6 A 3.8 1.9 12,4 .2 25.2 9.7 N 28,3 .3 3.0 100.0  00.0
1953 6.1 M 8.2 23.2 ‘ A 3.2 10.5 2.2 36,7 1.1 29.2 106.0 100,90

FOCKLARD 1984 .0 R 8.3 2.3 1.3 2.3 1.8 3 444 0 8.1 106.6  100.0
1583 4.0 A 26 2, s 2.8 3.8 1.1 0 70.5 W3 1.2 160.0 1000

ST, LAWRENCE 1984 50,0 NA .0 4.8 50,0 1.3 .0 4.5 .0 62.7 0, M8 100,60 100.0
1985 25.0 HA .0 5.0 50.60 1.0 .0 4.4 25.0 81,3 . 0 28.9 100.0  106.0

SARATOGA 1983 25.5 HA 20.4 1.8 4 4.3 4.9 1.0 . .0 9.4 100.0  100.0
1985 29.8 NA 28,6 8.9 18.1 4 25.3 4.8 0 1.1 0 8.7 100.0  100.0

SCHEMECTADY 1984 2.8 NA 1.4 17.8 3.9 1.9 n.2 9.9 W 56.8 0 il.4 100.0  100.0
1985 5.9 0] 12,7 19.8 13.3 N 464 8.9 1.2 80.9 [ 9.7 100.0  100.0

SCHOKARIE 1984 4.7 HA YA 7.0 33.9 2.1 [ R 0 N4 0 2.4 100.0  100.0
1985 2.9 Hit . . 1.3 35.7 1.3 . 4.8 .0 18.8 .0 1.8 100.0  160.0

SCHUYLER 1985 15.0 KA 0 1.8 45.0 4.4 20.0 11.2 0 4 .0 1.3 00,0 100.0
1985 K] i 14.3 1.4 7.1 20 1.1 1.9 .0 53.4 0 9.3 06,0 100.0

SENECA 1965 5.0 HA 16,7 B 3.3 1.4 ) 2.8 L8] 2.1 55,2 2.1 30.3 100,0 100,90
1985 13.0 i 13.0 .1 80.9 A 13.0 1.8 .0 50.1 ] 22,4 100,0  100.0

STEUBEH {984 13.4 HA i1,1 1.1 38.3 K] .8 1.0 2.5 86.9 .0 .t 100.0  100.0
, 1985 u.2 A 8.8 10.0 40.4 .9 . 15.9 10.0 .0 50.2 1A 18.48 100,0 ~ 100.0
SUFFOLK 1988 29.3 HA 10.2 11.2 25.% 1.4 u. A7 i 3.5 22.% 100.0 - 100.0
1963 30,8 HA 12.0 9.5 25.8 1.8 .9 . 4.8 83.% 4.6 12.9 100.0 . 100.0

{ Eontinued an next page. |




TALLE b FLELENE OF FELUNY CONVICTTONS ANO NISDCNEANGR AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS (AGULYS ONLY) BY SENIENCE TYPE AND COUNIY FOR 1905 AND 1986

SERTENCES AS A PERCENT OF CANVIETIONS »

Local Jail
State Frison Local Jail and Probation Prabation ) Fines Other Total

fed & Hisd & Misd & Hizd & Hisd & . Hied & Hrsd &

Felony Lecser Felony Lesser Felany  Lesser Felony Lesser felony Lesser Felony Lesser Felony - Lesser

Loty Year Cany Conv Lonv Cony Conv Lonv Loav Lonv Lonv - “Conv Conv Conv Lenv Lony
SULLIVAN 1988 25,0 NA 18,2 14 203 1.0 36.0 1.3 9.6 0 13.8 100.0  100.9
1945 1.7 NA 12.0 20.4 3.9 1.8 0.3 fL.¢ .4 Y] Jd 13.2 109.0  100.0
11068 1984 23,0 HA .9 9.0 9.8 1.2 40.7 R 1.4 4.3 0 18.2 166,06 100.9
1983 20.4 ) 14.3 1.4 4.5 N 3.7 2 4.1 87.8 2.0 18.9 103,90 100.0
TOHPKIRS 1984 25.9 HA 5.8 8.1 3.6 W4 . 3.2 5.6 8.0 5.6 2.1 100.¢  100.0
1983 .5 A 8.9 1.9 13.7 1.0 . 10.4 .0 4.0 5.9 28.7 10,0 100,90

ULSTER 1988 30,1 A 3.7 6.4 9.6 .9 3.8 9.0 1.3 8.2 .7 18} 100.0  100.0
1988 26.4 A 10.2 5.1 17.8 .9 R 467 8.4 5 b5.7 P TR 1 ! 106.0 ° 160.0

WARREN 1988 353 N 18,2 14.7 1.2 o 313 5.6 W0 834 0 16,3 100.0  100.0
1963 8.2 HA J0.3 13.5 .3 ta 4.2 8.7 0 s1.9 0 17.9 1000 100.0

WASHINGTON 1988 35,1 NA 2.5 12.4 i 2.5 K 1.2 N R Y ] W0 17.0 160.0  100.0
1585 4.2 NA 43.8 9.3 24 39.6 L3 0 89.9 .0 15.1 100.0  100.0

WAYNE 1988 12,4 A 18.4 12,9 28.0 b 38.8 8.5 4.7 3.0 0 21.0 100,06  100.0
1985 13.7 Ha 17,1 .7 4.8 .1 4.9 %.0 1.7 58.6 .9 22.1 100.0  100.0

HESICHESTER 1986 3.8 NA 9.7 28.4 5.4 1.7 2.8 . .3 48.4 A 1.7 100.0  100.0
1965 40.2 A 3.2 i8.9 17.2 1.8 3b.8 15.0 .4 8.7 .3 .7 160.0  100.0

HYBRING 1988 13.3 NA 20.0 5.0 28,7 1.0 0.0 19, N 83,5 .0 8.4 100.0  100.0
1985 30.3 HA 13.2 1.4 4.2 4.9 2.3 18. 3.0 4.2 0 4.9 100.¢  100.0

YATES 1984 17.1 HA 1.4 9.9 42, 23 . 9.1 A0 45,3 .0 3.2 100.0  100.0
1585 4.1 i) 12.8 11.3 25,6 2.9 . 35 2.9 b 44.8 0 3.2 100.0  100.0

HEW YORK STATEI9BS 434 A 13.3 3.8 17.2 [N TR 8.9 N:] 33.5 1.0 21.9 100.0 - 100,0
1385 41,8 it 13.9 349 . 1.2 26,8 1.2 .9 360 1.1 2.5 100.0  100.0
NEM YORK CITY 1986 48.9 HA 3.7 511 13.7 .4 2.4 3.8 +3 18.3 .1 3.4 100.0  100.0
1995 17.2 N 9.7 1 A4 0.0 [N} 2 .9 25.1 100.0  190.0

t Theze data reflect ihe sost serious sentence 1 multiple sentence dispasitions {e.q., sentences including a jasl terw and 2 fine heve been counted as *loral jard®i. Fhie distridbution of sentence kypes aay be
affected by Lhe underreporting of dispositions ta ihe Division of Crisinal Justice Services lsew Bgpendix Fi.

SOURCE:  WYS Division of Crieinal Justice Services, Arrests and Pracessing Trends File.
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TABLE 78-1 PRODAYION DEPARTHENT INTAKE, INVESIIGATION, AND PRE-DISPOSIVION SUPERVISION RAIES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RAIE RANKS §Y COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 19BA

v

INVESTIGATIONS : PRE-DISPOSITION SUPERVESION CASES RECEIVED

IHTAKE ¢ Tatal Faaily Court Criginal Court Tntal Fanily Court Criainal Court

COUNTY Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank
ALBARY 1986 LLIPS B 1) 1,159.8 ? 196, 18 943.0 8 8.8 It 5.2 20 202.9 17
19085 456,250 1,004.7 ? 208.4 18 878.2 8 it4.8 17 20.8 2 .t 17

ALLEGARY 1986 14950 20 475,25 108.9 5 368.3 K 005 N .0 42
1985 203.7 %2 198,86 58 10.7 5 328.1 54 0 8 N 1] .0 i2

BRONY 1988 52,3 4 837.8 4t L3 80 5.8 2 t0s.4 17 £04.6 H i.8 33
1983 843,242 602.7 42 88.7 50 IR 33 104,019 100.8 H 3.2 315

BRODKE 1986 1,366,315 BeR.s ¥ 25,2 7 833.3 2 1.9 3 LT 8 0 2
1985 1,388.1 {2 919.8 12 291.8 1 621.9 20 .9 3 LY 40 .0 {2

CATTARAUGLS 988 22,0 8 562,86 4 1.2 4115 50 1.0 4§ i 4 3.5 0
1985 LTI BT 41,3 - 82 169.9 2 30%.4 58 10.5 4 {.2 42 9.4 10

CAYUGA 1984 832 43 95,8 97 102,682 352.9 b3 11 N 0 40
1985 632.4 A3 398.2 S [:1 1 N ML B .3 52 00 44 1.3 0

CHAUTAUOUA . 1984 L2 203.3 2l 5.4 19 1019 19 156.3 1§ .2 18 122,3 14
1985 834,235 805.7 2 2059 B 399.7 2l 1832 13 5.8 12 102.5 14

CHENUKG 1986 2,223.2 1 1,230.9 8 2530 13 971.% 1 0.7 % 3 42 874 10
1965 1,996.9 3 1,195.8 ? N1 1 962.0 4 1326 W 22 130.4 10

CHERANGOD 1984 288.0 56 28,0 35 .0 55 854.0 ] 0.0 2 0.0 |4 ] 2
1985 264,259 820.4 20 78,8 55 pIINY 15 30.0 35 0.0 ] 2

CLINTOR B 1) g 2 ey 35,3 1 31,3 N 6.2 4 LTS B} 1,2 ]
1985 Lo M g25.0 19 442.5 2 e 47 4.7 1 2 3.7 3

COLUNBIA 1984 5.0 % 82,7 83 133.4 93 3493 38 N -1 0 U 0 {2
1985 3.8 55 551t 47 80.9 53 470.3 40 K- T | .0 iZ

CORTLAND 1986 3,047.5 2 1,042,210 WM. 12 829.1 13 0006 g0 ] 42
1985 2,881.2 2 1,078,210 3.3 12 841.9 10 N} N .0 2

DELAHARE 1988 1,817.4 H 826.3 43 208,151 418.3 49 228.3 § 229.3 M 0 42
1905 1,548,2 7 443.6 35 67.4 51 356.2 50 LN [ 29.7 2 ] {2

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 74-1 PROBATION DEPARTHENT INIAKE, INVESTIGATION, AND PRE-DISPOSIYION SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION ARD RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FLH 1985 AHD 1985 - Continued

COURTY

DUTCHESS

ERIE

ESSEX

FRANKLIN

FULTOR

GENESEE

GREERE

HAMILTON

HERKIHER

JEFFERSON

KNGS

LERLS

LIVINGSTON

Year

1986
1983

1984
19835

1984
1983

1986
1985

1988
1985

i

| PN

1984
1983

1986
1985

1966
1983

1986
1985

1984
1985

1986
1983

1986
1985

IHVESTIGATIONS
INTAKE @ Tatal Fastly Court Lrisinal Court
Rate  Rank flate  Rank Rate  Rank Raie Rank
1,008,227 LY/ IO V) 1394 W 438.9 §7
1,080, 2 8323 M 126,20 508.1 3
583.4 42 530.0 82 9.9 4 450. 4 L1
590.8 4B $80.6 45 110.8 42 449.8 4
§53.2 12 REVPS S 1 83:2 44 %0 81
1,036,0 28 3182 Y 101.7 44 214.5 80
1,653.3 1 1,470.3 [} 280.0 i L2423 - 3
1,705.8 5 1,438.8 4 2443 N £,194.3 3
‘3a2.8 51 : 375.4 50 230.8 28 340.7 57
296,097 648,719 166.6 28 483.7 38
1,193 19 1,275.3 17 202.4 25 1,073.1 i
,438.0 9 1,136,3 8 11,0 28 345.2 3
132 8 20,4 §9 835.5 80 3.8 39
1,136,023 4.1 4l 50,8 b0 415 HT]
20,0 &2 350.0 &0 0.0 42 340,0 58
0. &2 140.4 82 0.1 82 120.4 82
1.3 8l 603,138 Joi.¢ 10 JB1.2 53
17,3 . 41 84,2 S0 A5 D 2391 59
1,785.7 ] 858,53 26 80,4 57 88,1 15
1,793.8 ] T46.2 28 83.2 & 583.0 18
#3648 5468 81 70.4 58 {764 4
408,46 (L} W) LI 5.9 bl £59.8 13
L3 M 820,542 162,419 166.4 44
596.3 45 489.8 51 123.2 39 3516 49
M3 N1 2.8 U 133, 27 519,35 27

7361 36 T8 26 166.3 27 398.3 2

PRE-DISPOSITION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED

lotal Fanily Court Crisinal Lourt
Rate  Rank Rate  Rank flate Rank
9.7 - 24 §0.9 13 28.8 2
0.2 2 3.8 15 13.3 27
-1 N L} N 42
S8 Nt N 42
3.6 4 . 30 2.8 37
6.5 40 . 3 2.8 k1
23 29 3.7 B 38.8 22
5.7 30 44 33 ALt 22
1286 43 12, 28 .0 §2
6.2 4l 1.2 22 N 2
262 10 3.6 2L 9
164.3 12 .l 3 159.2 9
233.2 8 4.8 40 230.4 2
L8 48 48 3 .0 2
- L 2 T .0 42
00083 b4 .0 42
¥4 W L0 W 208.4 1
5.0 48 E TR Y ) 3.0 34
-1 00 M .0 42

0 53 N T 0 2
82.4 70.4 1 4.2 3
68.5 42.9 8 6.0 32
§5.3 28 1.9 1 47.4 12
123.2 49 1.9 3 115.2 12
7.8 30 .8 10 .0 19
25,7 38 4.0 2 1.7 ki

{ Continued on next page, )
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JASLE 741 FRUGATION OEPARTHENY INTAKE, INVESTIGATION, AND PRE-DISFQSITION SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1985 - Continued

HWVESTIGATIONS PRE-DISPOSITIAN SUPERVESION CASES RECEIVED

. IHTAKE ¢ Total Faaily Lourt Crininal Zourt Total Fasily Court Crisinal Court

COUNTY Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank fate Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank
HADISOR 1988 1,43, 10 g07.8 30 15,7 1 558.2 22 0.1 2% {1 40.1 19
1983 LML 3 YL I S 13t.8 -3 542.4 28 e 2 [ R 1 82.9 19

HOHROE 1986 10,6 39 8479 40 1.7 530.2 38 2% S 11 B o0 1.4 42
1985 851.7 41 FY I} 130.0, W 4841 42 8.2 3 8.2 W 0 {2

HOHTBOKERY 1984 3. 58 "Ly 3 255.3 11 ib2.4 45 5.8 47 5.8 3 .0 42
1985 27,0 8 5680.7 44 ALY 0 368.3 L1 - 153 4 1.3 A4 0 12

HASSAU 1988 L4271 1,018, 12 160.8 23 879.0 It J18.8 4 L2 0 L4 3
1985 [IRTUA ] 1,074, 1} mas 4 894.3 7 9.3 L] 82 % 263.1 3

NEH YORK 1986 279,858 950.4 13 46,8 41 901.8 10 8.3 20 2.3 1 3.t 21
1985 02.6 83 a5 18 49.7 &t 18L.9 11 9.1 20 53.0 ¢ 46.3 21

RIAGARA 1986 %43 8 . s16.4 U 138, 3 479.9 19 N1 T .0 42
1985 92,2 30 b82.5 3 1.3 3 520.1 32 SO0 8 RO 1 .0 i

OHELDA 1986 Jus W %060.2 8 %2 2 897.0 20 0.8 2 & B 45,2 A
1963 121,y 31 2.2 9 183. 29 §768.3 2 %1 3% 26 W 21.1 A

ONONDAGA 1986 6.8 30 1,648.5 2 2018 W 1,447 2 AL.5 17 95.4 [ 146.2 i
1985 1,246.0  1B 1,450.4 3 . i 1,220.9 2 241.8 b 118.9 ] 124.9 1

ONTARED 1988 508,547 885.0 20 1041 - 4 7680.9 14 5.4 48 L0 4 5.4 28
1585 6.3 38 198.8 2 6.4 43 680.4 i1 10.8 45 00 4 10.8 28

DRAHGE 1966 1,040.5 28 898,81 85,4 4l 81,3 28 HrLY i 00 44 117.9 13
1963 1,320,814 891,71 1o 4 510.8 24 io.6 18 N1 1.4 13

ORLERNS 1956 1,095.1 " 25 827.8 9 82,3 . 54 745,85 18 A34 12 5.1 38 208.2 16
1563 1,09.5 25 b86.8 - 37 e M 5%0.2 23 115.0 15 1.2 29 104.8 4

0SHEGD 1986 3 1 7% N 1] 1,320.2 [ 218.4 9 1,041.8 H §75.3 i 382.1 | 1931 [
1985 T V) 1,359.8 5 252,48 9 1,162.4 4 183,01 I 183.0 b

DISERD ) 1988 07.F M . 32,4 88 128,430 304.1 50 0000 L0 0 5
19835 403.2  1¢ 49,7 W 153.3 294.3 57 203.8 L] /T 203.8 S

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 7A-1

COUNTY

PUTHAN

QUEENS

RENSSELAER

RICHHOND

ROCKLAND

ST, LAWRENCE

SARATOBA

SCHERECTADY

SCHOHARIE

SCHUYLER

SEHECA

STEUREN

SUFFOLK

PROBATION DEPARVHENT INTAXE, INVESTIGAIION, AND PRE-DISPBSITION SUPERVISION RAIES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND KATE RANKS BY COUNTY FAR (985 ANU 1986 - Continued

Year

1988
1905

1988
1985

1984
1983

1984
1983

1986
1985

1988
1985

1984
1985

1986
1885

1988
1985

1988
1983

1986
1983

1986
1983

1984
1503

INTAKE ¢
Rate  Rank
3.2 WU
862.6 33
335.9 -
{48t W2
2399 1B
(048,529
338.0 52
531 &
£38.2 40
. W
1,219.% [
1,434 11
892,60 35
BSH.3 - 34
1,352,914
1,218.5 21
My 5
2715.2 58
4,092,0 i
3,480.7 {
1,020,829
142,220
1,081,826
1,082 7
1,170, 2
L29%.1 17

n .

1HVESTIGATIONS

Total Farily Court Eriatnal Court
Rat flank Rate . Rank Rate Rank

4.8 48 8.4 47 495.3
96,5 49 94.4 LY} §00.3 LY
1925 85.0 59 421.5 40
397.4 37 3.3 05 344.0 52
180,7 32 268 2 5348 i
76,5 U 189.6 21 5345 2
318.8 82 110.5 45 205.0 82
Jit.g &0 1040 45 201.8 1]
§75.1 39 1041 i 58%.0 10
839.4 40 112.4 10 327:14 k1
1,039.0 U1 [R7 5 B 1) 506.9 9
. i 2.8 49 180.3 12
132, U 255.3 18 71,1 40
700, R 213.9 13 191.4 3
850.9 25 1824 2 878.4 Hi
765.0 25 177, A i8n7 il
810.7 45 10,8 - 33 489.0 i3
6.5 83 1376 31 338.% &3
1321 5 1563 5 1,005.7 b
1,227.8 & 3712 5 858.6 3
878.8 23 376.% ‘4 508.8 38
1.4 30 299.4 [ 436.3 44
s 1 BLI 2 $55.3 23
780.8 23 94,2 2 584.9 25
2,105.4 ] 129.3 38 1,975.3 |
2,394 1 1262 38 \210, |

PRE-DISPOSITION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED

Tatal Faaily Court Criainal Court
Rate  Rank Fate  Rank 'Rate Rank
74 18 iR Y 0 §2
.3 32 38.3 13 .0 42
"o 2 8.9 8 5.1 3
%y 2 89.8 7 1.t k11
88.3 1B K ] 88, 18
nr 3 O 1.4 18
16,6 40 e 22 ] 42
8.1 W 8.1 1% .0 2
3480.7 2 232.4 2 128.2 [}
§tb.4 i 240.9 i 115.7 8
195.9 13 B8 2 1723 1
191.1 1] .2 % 178.1 17
55, 21 3.4 27 2.0 20
4.8 2 13.9 1& 18.9 20
2134 H 12,8 29 261.0 §
231.8 7 i3 2 220.5 4
44 0 4 3. 29
10.1 47 .0 44 10.1 29
1,5 44 K. 1.5 42
it. 44 1.4 2 .0 2
183.8 14 .3 3 74,5 2
280.8 3 .0 44 280.8 2
241,71 b 156.9 4 0.8 15
263.0 3 134.2 3 106.8 13
Wi 3 M4 1 K] 2
.6 28 50.0 10 R} £2

- Continued on next page. 1
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TABLE 78-1

COuNTY

SULLIVAR

T10GA

TOHPKINS

ULSTER

HARREN

HASHINGTON

HAYKE

HESTCHESTER

HYOHING

YATES

NERYORKSTATE

NEW YORK CITY

Year

1984
1985

1988
1985

1985
1985

1986
983

1984
1583

1986
1985

1986
1983

1985
1985

1985
1965

1986
1985
1986
1985

1988
1985

INTAKE ¢

]
31

12
16

1

49

2
4]

13
i1

80
40

50
5l
NR
NR

HA
NA

IHVESTIGATIONS

Faaily Caurt

It
13

]
B

i)
ib
49
48

22
2t

31
38

33
34
HA
NA

Ha
NA

345.1
430.7

245.4
10.7

128.7
105.4

3964
3ot

3
3

2

HA
HA

NA
A

1824
528.6

556,48
493.3
123.5
107.6

S41.8
90,5

Criainal Court

1
14

i
19

42

]

H

i
15

2
15

32
30

3
37

FRUBATION DEPARTHENT INYAKE, INVESTIGATION, AND PRE-DISPOSITION SUPERVISIDN RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR (983 AND 1984

PRE-BISPOSITION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED

Tatal Faaily Caurt Criainal Court
flate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank
K1 U 1 .0 42
00083 000 .0 12
1.3 W 25 0 8
LETY B 9.8 18 ' 25
332.2 3 8 3 325.3 I
1313 2 I R 330.1 i
2.0 00 N L 2.1 3
3.0 W T 33 3
36,6 33 360 18 .0 L}
46,5 2% 4.7 il .8 38
LT I T . 2 0 2
00053 N 1] .0 42
-1} N1 N 2
00053 00 4 .0 42
88,86 25 8.4 9 .0 it
84,3 22 8.1 [ .2 il
¥2° B .8 13 435 25
21 08 .4 0u 14.8 25
21 0 L] .0 R}
A7 50 NN 1 4.7 3
101.¢  NA 9.6 NA A
9.9 NA 4.9 KA 1]
80.0 MR 0.7 HA $.3 HA
80.8 WA 7.0 A 13.8 Wi

t Intake occurs only in faeily court,

HOE: Draaatic changes in rank scores should be interpreled with caution,

SOURCE: HYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives,

sensitivity of rates to relatively saall changes in absolute nushers increases as Lhe size of the population decreases.
For exaaple, an tacrease of one (1) in a qiven activity 1n a county with 5,000 residents will cause Lhe value of Uhe rale o tncrease by 20, xhile an increase of one (11 in a county with 50,000
residenls will cause the value of the rate to increase by only two (2},
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TABLE 7A-2 PROBAT 10N SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATICH AND RATE RANKS BY COUNIY FOR 1985 AHD 1904

£ASES CASES

PROBATION SUPERVIS10K CASES RECEIVED UHDER PROBAYIOM SUPEAVISION BURING THE YEAR @ UNDER PROBATION  SUPERVISION ON  DECEHBER 3t
Total Fanily Court Eriainal Court Total Fasily Court Ceiainal Court Tatal ‘ Farily Court Crininal Caurt
COURTY Year kate  Rank Rate  Rank fate Rink Rate  Rank Rate  Kank Rate Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank
ALBAKY X 1984 §20.3 3 s 13 4B.8 3 1,267.8 { 1323 1 1,438.58 4 §08.4 [] 3.2 i 845.4 H
1985 ian2 ] 0.4 2 336.0 ] 1,315 § fa.1 28 1,043.5 b 846.2 H 80.6 17 763.4 H
ALLEGANY ’ 1986 Y22 1% I3 5t 27 221.8 i 8515 8¢ ny §78.2 4 03.2 & n.e M . $45.5 4
1965 [T T 29.5 48 139.5 53 528.5 @7 8.9 48 459.5 i 5.2 8 {1 3518 RM
BRORX 1986 .8 n 2.1 58 300.4 7 1,089.4 8 2.9 &0 1,026.3 8 g8 7 8.2 795.2 7
1983 300.7 15 204 55 280.4 2 395.4 [} Ha 2 950.0 1 7829 7 21,0 55 51.8 7
BROOKE 1984 214 20 50.3 30 2434 ie 1.8 M 10,2 A3 Bit.4 14 200.2 43 a2 17 83%.0 17
1985 My 7.9 18 234.4 i 2150 10 125,21l 1558 15 8571 M 8.7 15 94,4 13
CATTARAUGHS 1988 6.9 50 B N 171.2 32 S8 S8 2.6 30 416,90 51 403.6 58 4.2 W 336.4 57
1985 166.3 48 A0 143.0 H 486.3 58 nT »n 4137 59 . Be 9 .9 30 304.7 59
CAYUBA 1984 137 8l 26,3 5§ 1.4 81 06,8 - 82 50.1  §7 356.7 82 BA.8 B2 1S 8 29,1 b2
1985 146,558 .3 56 £20.2 58 04,5 42 55,1 2 3494 82 9.2 &2 23.8 50 45.4 51
CHAUTAUQUA 1988 ma T on 3.3 1 234,14 2 781,08 8.5 29 882.5 3 9.0 38 53.6 A 5.2 3
1985 A5y A LTS B 221.2 28 685.0 40 0.8 2 5824 1] M8 B M.e U 25.0 42
CHENUNG 1984 418.8 ] 103.9 2 314.9 1 1,404,4 2 2.2 11812 1 1,048.8 2 119.3 2 929.3 2
19635 380.5 3 108.7 2 1.8 10 1,292.5 2 1813 2 101, 3 989.4 2 17.4 2 Bu2.2 [}
CHENARGD 1988 350.0 1 92.0 3 258,60 18 Ba2,0 29 .0 17 nb.0 il 8.0 39 §6.0 2 472.0 40
. * 1905 0.2 i A0 3 276.2 ? nas W fs.1 29 832.5 32 2.4 37 o0 0N 458.3 EX]
CLINTON 1986 B9 B 2.1 9 21301 20 L1390 B ] 1.8 3 05,4 19 0.2 N 20,9 & 482.3 10
1905 185,149 KX IS I [ 152.0 L} 785,230 .2 B 811.9 2 800,72 A KEN SV §89.2 19
foLueln 1984 2188 43 4.3 17 184,35 [} LTS . ) 128,913 837.6 10 s81.8 W 1.5 ? 489.3 3
1983 0.7 30 4.9 206.3 3 704,86 35 108.9 19 395.7 39 FH: N 2 LI I 3 453.8 35
CORTLAND 1988 8Ly 22 7.0 2 230.0 2 890.3 20 101, 27 78%.0 2 28,7 22 #I U 344 0
1983 @®3 " 0.6 A u.1 18 8717.8 W B4 193.4 14 503.5 2 H“Wi xn i59.2 20
DELARAKE 1986 191,154 82 4 152.9 5 588.1 S8 . bl.h 48 526.5 1| 314 03 3.8 4§ 43,5 ai
1985 163.4 5 2778 155.7 47 5630 M 5.9 8§l 501.6 5l 9.8 52 S -1 3754 50

{ Continued on next page. }
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TAULE TA-2 PKUDATION SUPERVISIGH RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1984 - Continued

.

CASES ' LASES

FRDBATION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED UNDER PROBATEON SUPERVISION DURIHE THE YEAR s UNOER FROBATION  SUPERVISION ON  DECEHEER 31
Total Faaily Court Criainal Court Tatal Fasily Court Lriainal Court Tatal Fasily Court Criainal Court
coumTY Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank Rate  fank Rate  Rank Rate fRank
DUTCHESS 1988 2368 4 2.1 46 194.7 L1} 800.8 30 ge.8 33 720.0 i 3884 28 | 50,2 28 §38.2 27
1985 0.2 2 50.8 .25 233.6 2 002.5 - 4 . 115,64 18 691.9 25 ins 22 2.7 18 528.8 23
ERIE : 1988 2286 28 LY 29 221.3 2% nL. 4 100.5- 28 822,71 43 435.7 55 52.8 2 bYR 3
1985 Wb 25 4.3 30 2.2 K] 8720.5 43 8.0 32 58%.5 2 HLr 48 S0.4 2.6 48
ESSEX 1988 159.8 59 B4 48 128,27 59 508,959 5.4 R 451.8 58 m.s 8 2.8 &8 IR 98
1985 .2 5 0.2 47 10,0 89 5.1 89 .. 499§ 126.2 58 3445 58 2,0 53 3749 55
FRANKLIN 1984 25 N 010 2534 17 5.2 13 8.7 20 02,3 17 2.8 N 7.9 3t 84,7 - 18
1985 1.4 i .8 22,8 12 BI4.6 15 i21.6 12 733.5 18 428.0 I8 M8 2 1.2 18
FULTON 1988 280,835 2.0 3 7.9 n LAT 0 B} 89.4 44 864,5 12 470.3 18 %3 4 s41.0 19
1985 004 15 XL T SR V3 7.1 1 850.8 17 46,2 56 B13.9 [} s88.t 13 a0 47 837.1 i3
GENESEE 1968 3.8 5 9.3 1350 ] 1,33.8 3 120,719 1,210.9 2 ma 1 82,8 15 $18.7 1
1985 425.0 2 87,7 B 152.3 2 1,701 3 L2 I 1,134.4 2 941.5 3 49.4 9 a72.1 2
GREENE 1986 A 57,0 22 192.4 2 T3 8 iy 4 3511 Kl AT 9 2.8 W 7.9 bl
1985 137,480 36,2 40 1043 81 §76.2 52 2.3 0.9 52 s N [T 351 51
HAKILTON 1968 3200 13 0.0 59 300.0 8 500,053 50.0 - 50 §40.0 3 400,0 49 20,0 S 440.0 48
1983 120.4 B2 2.1 57 160.3 82 482,0 41 80.2 601.8 n 280.8 . &1 0.1 38 240.7 82
HERKINER 1984 .y 58 85,86 1 109,14 82 LY R 159.9 3 $18.3 40 LHIL ] 123,48 i 128.9 50
- 1985 185.9 & 3B.9 35 1220 5 FLY S-S N K1 - 9 433.4 54 £03.5° 5 94.1 L] 309.3 §7
JEFFERSON 1988 3.3 10 ny 2618 14 820.9 23 %9 1 3.0 2% Sy 8 38,3 0 521.0 28
1983 i i 3.4 b 13,8 i7 B842.8 20 4.2 12 123.5 n 9.8 29 6.8 U 483.2 29
KINGS 1984 467 M .4 53 21%.3 n L22% S ¥ 6.6 S8 930.3 10 Hil ] P -V 1.7 ]
1983 2.4 3 19.8 3B 221.8 25 0.7 12 N9 9 870.8 1 3.8 10 0.1 58 714.3 8
LENIS 1988 3.4 5l M A 173.9 H 8917 4b 1026 2 586.9 47 502.0 . 42 74 454.3 L1
1985 WRT S 3.7 3 159.0 45 7668 195.0 H 631.8 ki 480.8 38 83,6 14 417.2 45
LIVINGSTON 1988 3512 [ 1 7% S 1 298.9 ? 1,063.1 9 8.5 W 984.8 9 758 10 Me 468.9 i4
1985 w.y 2 4.0 3 250.9 13 970.4 9 56,6 - 50 913.8. 9 nee 1 18.9 59 890.9 10

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 74-2

EOuRYY

HADISOR

HONROE

HONTGBRERY

HASSAU

NEW YORK

* HIAGARA

DNEIDA

OHENDAEA

ORTARLD

ORANGE

ORLEANS

GSHEGD

015E60

Yeir

1988
1983

1586
1985

1985
1983

1988
1905

1988
1985

1964
1983

1966
1985

1986
1585
1984
1965

1985
1983

1984
1983

1986
1983

1984
1983

PROBATION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED

Total Fasily Court Crisinal Court
Rate  Hank Rank Rate Rank

N H 279.3 11

Y B 5¢ 2337 2
e W L} 286.5 10
20%0 k1 2511 15
2.4 89 14 157.4 54
A8 W0 1 182.8 12
340.1 ? 4 3047 $
363.1 4 29 377 5
mMWe RN 40 198.4 0
20,3 M 59 184.9 38
k.2 N L1} 238.3 A
28.5 A 36 213917 19
%Y i 208,35 18
M4 82 ki 183.1 4
L. 15 32 285.3 13
WmWA 3 28 2333 0
3017 18 20 24,0 18
%30 79 19 205.7 3
5.6 17 3b 250.9 13
345.9 ? 21 9.2 [
2.2 W 28 210.8 3
2L,y 10 L1 291.3 1
6.0 2 1 21
8.9 31 9 191.4 3
135,01 82 82 133.4 38
158.3 5 82 143.2 50

PROBATION SUPERVISION RATES -PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COURYY FOR 1985 AND 1988 - Continued

CHSES
UHDER PROBATION SUPERVISION DURING INE YEAR ¢

Tatal Fastly Couct Eriainal Court
Rate  Rank fate Rank
0.3 B R 'Y
s88.2. 39 58.4 A
352,84 13 8.4 il
9.8 3 1. 1
56,2 W1 128.7 il
6949 38 108.5 43
171,46 7 [ ] 8
021.1 7 162.2 ]
[:1:1 7% B 7 .3 13
81%.7 18 36.0 12
3.8 40 49,8 38
854.5 i b2.4 L]
7882 U 1.3 R
n8.2 32 2.8 28
8487 24 L3 22
8Ly % 1. 4
B0s.9 3 107.4 u
140.4 k] 92.0 36
899.5 19 124 Al
B73.3 18 122.9 19
B b 102.8 17

7 [ 1.8 3
798.5 2 126.8 1
13,8 1 1312 A}
805.5 4% 3.1 "
872.§ 12 9.0 3§

UHDER PROBATION

CASES

SUPERVISION OH

DECEHBER 3t

Total Faaity Court Criainal Court
Rate  Kank Rate  Rank kate Rank
§03.4 2 25, a0 379.8 21
3.5 U 21,0 5% 452.5 3
a41.0 - 20 40.7 40 §20,3 19
s 17 458 U 985.8 17
G682 33 it.g K i
-7 - T 1§ 8.2 18 488.1 2
Eeb S Ry B TR
828.3 [ 2424 m.9 &
4853 14 12,7 &1 473.4 1]
864.9 12 20.3 R 8467 12
5.7 N0 2.9 51 434.8 30
8.8 @ 30.0 .45 418.5 4
S84 3 N4 2 499.0 33
503.7 15 2.8 4 428.2 3
8.4 24 #Hy U 983,35 3
3827 28 410 0 50%.8 2
8.4 30 81.8° 1 §07.4 R}
502 W .6 2 454,48 34
X108 S 08.7 & 352.4 25
802.7 22 6%.0 § 513.8 25
069 12 12,8 b0 894, 1 9
909.4 { 48.5 28 851.0 3
M3 B Lo m2 N
314,85 33 10 M7.4 i
4088 N {i.8 &2 1.2 38
8.9 W 82,2 A 476.1 R

{ Continued on next page. }
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TRBLE 702 PROBATION SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1965 AND (984 - Continued

CASES CASES
PROBATION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED UNDER PROBATION SUPERVISION DURIMG THE YEAR ¢ UHDER PROBATION  SUPERVISION OH  DECENBER 31

Total Fasily Court Crininal Court Tatal Faaily Court Crieinal fourt Total Fanily Caurt Criainal Court

COuRTY Year Rate - Kank Rate  Rank Rate Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Raak Rate Rank Rate  Rank flate  Rank Rate flant
PUTHAR 1988 9.8 9 Il 4 225.5 bij nBls ¥ 1m2 4 8544 ) 555,439 4.7 18 3138 32
1905 M7 W 8.1 1 191.8 35 Mi.0 47 js.r 2 53%.¢ 19 5.y ¥ 5.3 3 {32.7 39

QUEENS 1988 191,755 15,6 41 1281 L1} 3183 3.6 4 573.3 % 64,8 48 157 08 3.2 [+]
1985 17220 - 83 1.0 &0 155.0 48 3.5 58 8.5 80 13,0 53 419.2 50 PP B ) 395.2 47

RENSSELAER 1984 20,9 30 B4 [ i8b.& L] 1,008.2 {0 15,9 [ 852.3 i3 750.8 8 (1] 1 884.5 15
1963 330.4 ] H.0 H 256.4 i 951 u 1206 13 793.5 [} 740.0 [ 2.7 B 862.3 it

RICHHROND 1988 0.7 40 8.4 5 HEN 80 12,2 &l 8.2 05 §29.0 59 9.0 8l 16,8 38 J42.5 8
1965 1369 41 M3 82 112,48 59 40.3 &0 5.4 82 408.8 40 .2 89 18.2 &0 3.0 36

ROCKLAKD 1988 268,832 91.8 4 1711 4 g0l W 225.4 H 423,53 12 37,9 U - 9.8 { 470.14 L]
1985 339.0 8 125.9 | 213.0 i 647.9 19 2371.9 ] 510,64 38 S82.9 A 135.4 1 415 31

ST, LANRENCE 1988 84,2 57 3.2 45 148.9 bl 408.2 - 54 St M 934 30 mse w 32 4 440.3 11
1983 1540 97 16,8 - 8l 139.3 9 M. S0 43.2 58 8,7 {7 LTE T B ¥ 16,8 &1 403.0 4

SARATOGA 1386 048 53 52,4 % 152.3 b1 4893 &0 - [ 10 S 1 104.0 8l 3814 80 e 2 306.5 81
1985 3.3 %2 35y 4 137.4 58 LU Y| 3.2 N MIN 1] ‘9.0 8 B4 42 200.8 a0

SCHERECTADY 1984 Ay 8 “He W 2280 ] 8515 2 103y @« N7 23 LT 5.8 0 LI 28
1983 6.3 28 9.8 13 206.5 30 8321 N .4 [ 690.6 24 . 78,4 2 9.1 18 8113 2

SCHOHARLE 1964 255.0 41 26,0 54 228.2 23 Me 4 50.4 49 8544 n 525, 40 23,5 0§ 500,0 "
1965 1m.e 9 200 58 1507 4 330.9 49 537 83 8.2 45 159.7 4 X9 T 1 428.2 il

SCHUYLER 1986 165.5 2 .7 ] 3%0.8 1 £,206.9 H 109.2 2 1,097, H 85,1 [ 7.9 19 827.4 [
1983 485.4 ¢« ) 2.8 1t 1228 i 1,170.7 4 %9 35 1,090 [} 38,7 9 8.3 38 202.4 9

SENECA 1988 P11 79 N 1 TR 14,3 A T0n0 43 1.4 ] 526,35 439,18 nt o 2.8 bH
1965 1923 & iy 3 140.4 52 020 3 160.1 3 51,9 50 448,86 44 103.8 3 344.9 54

STEUBEN 1986 WY 0 8,7 5 180.8 L1 630.4 47 82.7 3 802.7 [H] §78.8 4 .3 W 431,48 L1}
1985 W4 329 45 168.5 H b69.8 M 8.0 3 593.8 10 s 4540 M KA A 1] 420.2 43

SUFFOLK 1984 .5 8 .S 9 1.0 12 955.8 12 150.9 1 805.1 20 862.3 19 90.1 5 §72.3 2
1985 363 N £6.2 10 250.1 16 895.8 13 139.1 7 151.1 16 4089 20 78.3 [ 530.8 2

I Continued on next page. )
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TALE 78-2 PROBATION SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POPULAFION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNIY FOR 1985 AKD 1988

. EASES £ASES
PROBATION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED UNGER PROGATINY SUPERVISION DURING THE YEAR & UNDER PROPATION  SUFERVISION OM  DECENGER 31

Total Faaily Court Criainal Lourt Total Faaily Court Criainal Court Total Fasily Court Criminal Court

cauny Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate fank Rate  Hank Rate.  Rank Rate Rank Rate  Rank fate = Rank Rate Rank
SULLIVAR 1986 467.9 i 90.4 3 e 2 1,923.3 1 148.7 8 1,304.4 ] 425.4 i .4 [} . i
1985 409.8 3 39.2 15 350,48 ] 1,409.7 t 122.8 14 1,286.9 1 072.5 1 80,6 14 L0148 i

TI08A 1985 2.4 A 888 IS 2137 H 888,32 121,418 784.7 Y3l 8235 3 8.7 1 534.9 2
1985 24.2 01 5%.5 14 1.7 4] 8157 2 ¥.3I B 0.4 2 4114 it 86 551.8 2

TOHPKIRS 1985 199.8 W 32,0 50 67,8 33 ns.e 4 4.8 53 881.0 33 370 S M . e M 486.9 42
1985 WM 25.0 St 97.4 33 &95.4 . 37 60.1 1 835.3 3 ine nu 2.1 82 490.1 2

ULSTER 1988 2810 0B 178 B 210.1 A 1223 &2 g0 37 841.3 3% S6h.F 32 9.3 29 A ¥
1985 3.8 W 7.2 38 193,86 M 840.5 ° 48 8.2 4 5334 i 185.3 12 0 43 432.3 40

HARREN 1988 2y B [} 5.0 38 187.4 43 818.0 52 0.3 M 417 32 422.0 S 28,8 48 3982 a2
1985 3301 10 %5 A 190.8 k) 580,755 6.9 13 419.9 54 Jas.e 53 5.2 48 3595 2

HASHINGTON 1984 302,3 19 128.3 § 114.0 30 b47.8 48 188.0 3 119.8 54 458.7 Ot 100.2 3 358.3 86
1965 U2 43 BB.1 ] 124.1 & 5832 & 135.8 4 A2h.4 H 355.9 54 9.3 N 30b.8 38

HAYRE 1985 8.3 n 83.6. 18 205.7 39 845.5 26 138.8 10 106.8 30 5e8.6 27 83,3 12 319.3 29
1983 2913 19 88.5 1 201 27 718.5 M 121y 1s 562.5 23 CanLt 28 15.4 7 §03.7 i

HESTCHESTER 1985 2564 40 3.1 82 226:3 28 9046 18 2.0 %7 B42.8 14 703.8. 13 Wi i 869.3 13
1983 259,04 2 33.2 13 .3 2% 065, 4 8.9 43 14,0 20 &47.4 13 3.5 4 s14.% 14

WYGNING 1988 9.2 A 8.4 1 210.8 3b © 740,238 142,2 3 598.0 48 RIES S 1 8.8 18 458.3 43
1783 253 9.0 3 184.4 40 6.2 43 125.4 10 540.9 i8 452.4 45 43.% 13 386.4 L))

YAIES 1985 2842 B .y 2.4 27 LIS B b a%.é 32 825,35 18 nay u 2’3 ¥ 449.8 12
1965 6.7 38 80,5 12 186.2 » Bvs.2 % 102.4 23 702.8 2 842.3 16 1.2 B S8l 16

HEWTORKSTATE 1984 210.5  HA 38,8 NA yAIN ] HA 878,54 HA 9.0 N 799.3 Na 845.8 M 40,6 HA 4035,2 LT}
1985 1.9 WA 3.3 NA 24,5 HA Bul.6 RA 5.4 HA 132.5 LT &08.0 A 40.5 MR 587.5 HA

HEW YORK CITY 19684 224 HA L2 WA 2112 HA 850.4 KA 2.1 HA 808.3 NA 830.7 A if.1 HR 6314 HA
1983 2.1 NA 19.1 A 2038 HA 187.1 HA 3.7 th 141.3 NA 8130 hA 2.2 KA 91.7 NA

t Ihe total nuaber of probation cases supervised during 2 given year; i.e., probalicn cases carried over fros the previous year {cases under supervision on Pecesber 31} plus those received during the year.
WOt: Drazalic chanyes tn rank scores should be interpreted with caution.. The seasitivily of rates lo relatively seall changes 1o absolute nuabers increzses as the size af the pupulation decreases,
For exasple, an increase vl ane (1) in a given activity 1n a county with §,000 residenfs will cause the value of the rate to increase by 20, while an increase of one (1) in 2 counly with 50,000
residents will cause the value of the rale to increase by ualy two (2},

SOUALE:  WYS Divisson of Probaltan and Correctional Alternatives.
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THBLE 7B FROBATION REVOCATIONS PER 1600 PRODATIONERS AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 194

REVOCATIGNS
Crininal Courtess
Totals Faaily Courtas Total Technical Nex Conv
COUNTY Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate * Rank Rate  Rank
ALBANY 1988 84.3 3 8.0 12 ab.7 2 37.8 1 0y 15
1983 80.7 11 .0 30 40,4 8 4.8 H 159 1
ALLEGANY 1984 A3 77 54,0 3 17,1 &0 1.7 4 .4 57
1985 8.8 57 : 19 ] i2.6 59 8.4 8 .2 5b
BROHK ’ 1984 80.9 [ 7.y u 82,7 § 85,1 2 178 30
1983 15.3 5 8%.2 20 M7 H 85,4 3 .2 47
BROOKE 1988 .4 8 n.e 40 YIS B Y] 15,2 45 2.6 M
1983 3.7 N 63.9 12 4.5 33 8.5 3 2.0 2
CATTARAUGUS 1984 28.¢ 19 25,3 R %6 47 123§ 1.2 ¥
1985 §.6 81 199 B 11 8.5 &t Q08 8.5 90
CAYUGA 1986 89,2 1 . 100,017 81,7 i 8.4 2 §9.8 2
1985 99.1 i 8.2 27 103.9 2 8.7 22 15.3 1
CHAUTAURUA 1988 0.4 41 35,5 4 il 2.4 22 14,8 35
1983 48.6 2§ My Ho % A4 B 22,6 0
CHEKUNG 1986 8.6 19 i18.8 10 4.7 4.3 1§ 8.4 4
1985 55.5 19 1Hi.e 3 5.4 023 ns 12 1.9 53
CHENARGD 1984 87.% 2 95,2 20 84,6 3 55.9 4 0.7 U
1985 8.7 M 4,5 4l 51,0 0 44,3 [ 12.7 . 40
CLINTON 1988 20,0 59 2.3 o 19.9 57 122 8 1.6 Si
1983 22,1 8 85.5 1 8.1 5% 163 42 1.8 59
COLutAlA 1984 6.2 17 7.3 25 83 n 54,3 3 008
1965 9.2 A 18 2 . 4.3 25 B2 n 1.l 43

{ Continued on next page. }
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TRBLE 78 PROBATION REVOCATIONS PER 1000 PROBATIONERS AND RAIE RAMKS BY COUNTY FOR 1365 AND 1986 * - Lonlinued

REVALATIONS
Criainal Courténs -
Totale Fasily Courtés Total Technical New Conv
CouNTY Year flate  Rank "Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate ~ Rank Rate  Rank
CORTLAND 1984 “#.8 7 104.2 15 28 WM .1 2 6,0 M
1985 5.3 1 125.0 6 4.9 1% 273 U 18.6 27
DELANARE 1984 25,3 o 9.0 0 20,2 58 2.1 54 .1 50
1985 15.2 59 N1 14,8 87 4.2 , 34 2.6 41
DUTECHESS 1984 3.0 4 Mo 27 s 42 8.1 19 5.9 -84
1983 42.2 38 . 1359 3 23.2 - 4.2 47 9.1 49
ERIE 1988 .7 9 133.0 H 21,0 S5t .8 WU 5.8 5§
1983 92,2 i a1.7 3] 7.3 13.4 16 1.0 3b
ESSEX 1986 27,2 50 0 88 3.5 45 4.4 B [ 7%
1983 23,1 54 1.1 14 12.9 38 00099 12.% 38
FRANKLIN 1986 44 8.5 42 4.4 B 49 7 166 13
1963 28,7 50 A1 13 4 15.2 - 43 18,2 28
FULTON 1986 e 2 105.3 13 .8 2 8.5 5 {2.4 []
1983 30.3 A .y U 8.6 18 2,2 58 48.6 2
BENESEE 1986 4.7 35 140.8 4 L5 70 2.8 10 2.6 37
19085 428 35 364 4 43.3 28 b1 1.8 33
GREENE 1984 Mg 13 KA B 1] . 85,00 10 474 7 206025
19685 . b2.8 9 200.6 z - 43.1 2? 4.4 [N 8.7 1
HANILTON 1986 00 82 N 00 82 1} N -
1983 0 82 .0 b 00 82 00099 K} 80
HERKINER 1988 20,7 58 18,7 5 2.4 M 10.7 58 0.7 42
1985 26.9- - 49 b0 8 3Te 38 RIS {] N i

{ Continved on next page, }




13-4

1ABLE 78 PROBATION KEVOCATIONS PER 100G PROBATIONERS AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 ¢ ~ Continued

REVOCATIONS
Erininal Courteas
Totals Faaily Courtse Total Technical Hew Cany
COURTY Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate-  Rank Rate  Rank
JEFFERSON 1984 ' 8.2 2 B4 U 8,1 25 8.6 W et 13
1985 23 01 10%.1. IS %6 W 5.0 22 1.0 35
KINGS 1985 i 12.2 58 §3.4 18 13.0 50 10.7 b
1985 38.9 43 13.2 32 38.0 kY 1.3 82 30.4 9
LEUIS 1986 2,9 & 8.5 42 , 20,1 §b 20.F 3 N1
1985 35,4 45 25.4 48 ILT %0 25,2 2% 12,6 42
LIVIHESTON 1984 80.3 B 130.4 [ .3 8 15.6 43 80,7 t
1983 330 18 121.2 i0 48.6 ih (6.9 il 3L.9 ]
HADISON 1988 4.9 55 E1S B i 2,8 8 1“3 4 8.2 48
1983 3.8 13 102.4 ) 32.5 14 3.4 15 1%.1 25
HOHROE 1986 3.7 4 3.y 38 A% B 18,9 42 14,0 3
1985 3.7 Lk T5b.8 36 2.1 3t . 0» 9.8 113
NONTGOHERY 1986 86,3 3 197.0 1 8.0 12 15.2. M 8.4 3
1993 i 122.8 9 J2.5 4 88 83 2.6 13
NASSAU 1986 32 8 M3 a8 J0.9 4 2.3 82 8.6 29
1983 45.8 29 3.7 38 45.0 yI} 00 B 2.9 16
HEN YORK 1986 FIS !l 39,9 38 2.4 2 13.8 48 38,6 8
1563 §2.2 10 33.5 45 b3.4 7 19.4 3§ 4.0 3
HIAGARA 1984 R 10 B X1 125.8 7 6.5 28 1.4 4 8.9 16
1963 45.9 28 125.9 ) 31.4 LH 13.8 3 2.8 22
QRE1IDA 1988 9.9 I8 192.7 2 . 5.0 3 8.7 W .3 0

1983 ) Mo 126.4 4 6.1 U 9.8 31 B4 M

t Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 76 PROBATION REVOCATIONS FER 1600 PROBATIONERS AND KATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984 ¢ - Continued

REVOCATIONS
Erisinal Courtias
Tolals Faaily Cnixrlu Total Techaical tes Cony
COUNTY Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate . Rank Rate  Rank fiate  Rank
ONONDAGA 1986 0.8 1 t1e.2 U ' 18.4 1 75,5 i 8 58
1985 80.7 ] 100,817 18,3 ] 15.3 2 W
ONTARIO 1984 .7 [] 10l.0 14 82.2 5 ity 13 10,3 7
1968 8s.3 3 H.t 18 BS. 1 3 43.4 1 41.7 ]
RANGE 1986 : ne u 1.2 2 48,5 11 4.0 12 .5 2
1983 2,5 B 19,2 4 3.7 2 Mo W 9.1 48
ORLEANS 1984 5.8 13 125.0 8 82 38 2.3 A (I 2 (]
1985 6.3 M N - 8.7 W s 18 R
DSHEGD 1986 40,8 40 13,0 ' 57 W2 3 AT Y 125 38
1983 2.9 8 - 2.2 83 2.6 32 8.2 37 B4 Gt
0TSEGD 1988 25,4 53 . N .6 50 .8 &0 249 19
1985 2.4 8 L5 3.2 4 1.6 49 19.2 24
PUTHAR 1988 8.6 28 8.5 1 : 6.8 27 048 B 26,2 18
1585 46.3 39 7.1 40 63 0.6 8.3 28
QUEENS 1988 $.5 u LY 1] iy 4,3 58 41,1 5
1963 7.3 £2 3B.§ 43 31.8 33 4.4 5% 31.2 1
RENSSELAER 1986 ) L17% T Y 2.4 35,86 40 2.3 23 L2 I
1985 i8.1 58 39.8 35 1.7 &0 9.2 2.5 S
RICHHOND 1288 Wy 80.2 24 29 13 1,2 &5 3.7 ?
1983 1N 7 84.0 30 ’ 0.t 15 .6 5.6 10
ROCKLAND 1984 46,9 30 2.4 83 5.9 16 15.0 1 1.9 27
1585 .5 32 1.4, 56 35.¢ 13 46.8 9 4.2 ¥

{ Continued on next page. )
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TRELE 78

COUNTY

5T, LANRENCE

SARATOGA

SCHENECTADY

SCHOHARIE

SCHUYLER

SENECA

STEUBEN

SUFFOLK

SULLIVAN

T106A

TOHPKINS

Year

1988
1983

1984
1583

1984
1983

© 1966

1983

1988
1985

1984
19€5

1985
196§

1988
1963

1984
1985

1984
1985

1984
1983

PROBATION KEVOCATIONS FER 1000 PROGATIDNERS AND RATE RANKS BY EOUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984 1 - Continved

REVOCATIONS
Crisinal Courtrse
Jotals Fauily Courter Total Technical New Conv

Rate  Rank Rate - Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Ralé Rank
28, 52 8.4 18 19,2 58 144 4 48 8
KT B 11 40.8 - 42 3.9 42 Lo 31 2.9 38
.12 [} 857 23 75.4 ? 45.2 10 . 12
74.4 [ 18,3 12 88,3 [ 9.7 4 i 26
18, LU .9 2 30.3 4 208 M 2.0 4
45.5 3 ft7.4 11 30,8 44 5.4 i 15.4 32
563 2 5.6 18 b4 IS 25,6 25 0.8 10
.6 52 K-} 2.1 48 .8 M 2.3 19
7.1 18 105.3 . I3 2.4 2 52.4 1 0 5%
43, 3 214.3 1 .4 48 2.2 A 3.2 a8
5.2 10 0.2 R 16.9 [ 4.3 ] 8.6 18
95.7 2 ‘50,8 3¢ 111 i 14.0 1 351 5
9.8 1 0.6 28 8.2 I .2 9 12,06 3%
38.3 12 81.1 23 55.4 12 41.5 f 13.8 07
5.3 U 20,2 8% 0.6 2 29,0 18 21,0 2
2.3 7 25.2 19 45.4 n 5.8 23 19,6 23
51,7 2§ %2 4 5.6 19 Wi 1 8.5 4
49. 22 0.2 34 4h.3 ig 3.9 0 10.3 43
8.6 12 12,y 12 M. 13 8.5 M .0 22
1. % 83.1 22 4.9 3¢ s 13 8.0 52
A 45 125.0 8 216 4% 20,7 5.8 52
J 030 $4.3 18 it 12 3.4 16,7 44

{ Continued on sext page. )
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TRBLE 79 FROBATION REVOCATIONS FER 1600 PROBATIONERS AND KATE AANKS BY COUNTV FOR 1983 AND 1986

REVOCATIONS
Crisinal Courtest
Totals Faaily Courtse Total Technical New Conv

caunry Year Rate  Rant Rate  Rank Rate - Rank Kate  Rank flate  Rank
ULSTER 1984 5.6 2 7.1 18 50.3 23 8.6 B 4.7 2
1985 43.8 8 122.3 ] 38.4 9 0.9 17 1 12

HARREN 1985 8.2 | 1%.5 3 L 798 . {1 3.0 29 3.0 3
©198% 51,3 7 133.3 i 98,2 11 203 28 31.7 s

HASHINGTON 1988 28,9 48 8.0 5t 293 48 8.3 38 11,0 4l
1983 19.3 Al 8.4 28 28.¢ 49 4 5 M8 017

HAYRE 1984 1.7 38 85,6 U o N 1.1 40 19.3 28
1985 AL I 11 w3 u 4.4 3l 1.2 4 4.1 18

HESTCHESTER 1984 40,1 42 35.5 45 0.4 B 18.8 3 2.6 A
1983 30,1 47 3.t 31 28.1 50 12,14 48 16.0 30

HYQHING 1984 bt 40 #s 47 12,y 8l L0 3 8.2 48
1985 4.8 80 BT | 18.2 33 8.2 % 0

YATES 1984 15,5 &l -} 7.1 - 3¢ N Y 174
1385 2.1 54 0 54 28.5 33 L0589 26.5 13

HEWYORKSTATE 1984 50,06 HA 56,0 MA 4.5 HA 4.6 HA 24,8 NA
1985 4.5 - HA 6.5 NA Ab.b NA 2.3 W 2.3 ki

HEH YORK CHIY 1984 56,6 . NA 0.1 HA 58,0 HA 2.7 MA 1B.2 MR
1985 51,0 MA 0.6 HA 1.6 BA 220 HA 23.6 NA

t Fates based on the nusher of faeily and crisinal court cases supervised, during the year. -
¢t fates based on the nucher of family court probation ca=es.supervnsed dering Lhe year.
tes Pates hased on the nusher or crioinal court probation cases cupervised durtng the year.
NDIE;  Brapalic changes 10 rank scores thould be interpreted with raution. The zensitivily of rales to relatively saall changes in absolule nusbers
increaces as the size of the population decreases. Por exaeple, an increase of one 1) in a given activity in 4 county with 4,060 residenis
wil) cause the value of the rate to tncrease by 20, while an increase of one {1} 1o 2 county with 50,000 residents will cause the value of the

rate to increase by oaly two (2).

SUURCE:  NYS Division of Probalion and Correctivnal Alternalives,
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TABLE § JAL AND FERITENTIARY ADMISSIONS, CAPACITY, AND POPULATION RAIES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS 8Y COUNTY FOR 1905 AHD 1984 &

JAIL AND  PENITENTIARY

Adnissions Decesber 31 Population
feported hverage Daily :
Total Unsentenced Sentenced Capacity Fopulation Total Unsentenced Sentenced

Couiy Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rant Rate  Rant kate  Rank Rate  fank
ALBANY 1986 L2422 935,420 2.0 13 130.3 3 137.3 [] 1334 2 8.5 4 . i
1905 1,259.4 25 850.3 32 399.4. 18 193.2 3 1288 3 ‘1S [ 63.8 8 9.7 3
ALLEGANY 1986 80,1 48 629.7 1504 5 9.3 - 07 > I 1 4.4 N We 2 A8 R
1985 888.0 48 150.5 42 13,5 S 68.8 35 S 4 5.2 A A48 W7 2 .1
BROOKE 1985 A2,y 18 785,86 40 e A 5.8 B .6 2 Ho 25 B4 8.9 15
1985 1,000.3 4t k248 Jjor.e 27 85.7 2% ns  u s 2l 353 2 36,2 9
CATTARAUGYS 1984 1,203.7 2 9%3.7 25 0.0 28 8.4 A ) 7.4 2 §5.1 8 2.3 40
1985 1,386 27 958,623 0.8 35 ) 9.1 2 .4 39 .7 e 1 3.8 [

CAYUGA 1984 Lasg 30 L: ) Y B ¥ 9.0 18 ne 8 (Y 1 . 47 B0 @ 2.5 1.
1965 1,450 1 M4 W 517.2 [ ne 82,6 35 40.9 % 0.0 23 8.8 21
CHAUTRUOUA 1985 i,10.6 40 7Ly . 42 Moo 66.3 38 0.8 39 8.5 1l 5.3 B 8.2 4
1989 1,044,240 594.0 45 3500 N 7.9 38 0.3 ¥ 9.9 & 3642 1.6 4
CHERUKG 1988 1,428,719 LI )] 182.3 H it 13 100.4 ? 103, ¢ [ 1.5 18 36,4 []
1985 1,180,303t 199,00 3 R3] T S ] 1000 43 [:: N B 108.7 8 B n 83.0 2
CHENANGO I?BB. 1,028.0 43 52,0 8 504.0 4 8.0 {2 36,0 4 Ho 4 18,0 5 8.0 25
. 1985 i,142.8 35 b62.5 49 180.4 1 85,0 40 6.0 41 .0 55 200 9 140 &I
CLIRTON 1986 1,944, L] 1,496.3 4 483 10 8.0 34 3.7 43 LA . ] J0.8 4 UL 9
1983 1,815.8 1 1151 458.5 9 8.7 8 3.9 w2 8.0 3 KT S ] 5.7 3
COLUKBIA 1988 1,426,720 1,044 21 Ly -2 923 20 N4 A ns B2 B 362 e
1985 14141 18 596,70 1.5 95,7 18 891 10 5.9 b 2.9 19 3.0 14
CORTLAND 1988 1,753.2 9 1,310,110 LIAN | 8.5 - 10 )1 86,5 14 2.4 43 it .2
1985 1,698.4 1 1,299.8 [] 338.8 10 87.3 39 mL o2 1.8 1 80.2 b T Y
DELARARE 1986 1,025,444 481.9 48 1355 2% 63.7 4§ o 82 2.4 97 19,4 50 2 0
1985 ay.0 52 589.4 51 2.5 W 8.2 ¥ Ut 5 LW I I 2.1 4 tnt 8
DUTCHESS 1986 1,005.8 45 AL - 171,050 } 8.1 3 8,5 38 2.6 43 LAY ) 129 8
1985 9337 M 2.8 40 12,9 51 8.6  3b 6.0 40 6.0 3 23 1 15.7 47

{ Lantinued on next pege. )
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1ABLE 9 JALL AND PENTIENTIARY ADNISSIONS, CAPACITY, AND FOPULATION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATLON AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 ARD 1988 » - Continued

CauNty

FRANKLIN

FULTOK

GENESEE

GREERE

HAKILTON

HEKKINER

JEFFERSON

LERIS

LIVINGSTON

HADISOR

HOHRDE

Year

1986
1983

988
1985

1986
1983

1988
1585

1984
1965

1986
1985

1986
1985

1985
1985

1988
1985

1986
1983

1986
1983

1986
1983

1986
1985

JAIL AHD PENLTENTIARY

Adaissions

Total Unsentenced Sentenced
Rate  Rank Rate  Rank fale  Rank
i3 3 1,013.8 22 1.7 8l
1,170,434 1,006.7 - 19 183,27 &3
1,038.8 42 [ Y% )] 21,7 B
/0.7 WM 9.0 9 A1 8
1,486.8 17 95,4 23 481,2 9
1,378 21 9483 5 4.0 1
1, 315,02 470.7 55 8443 i
1,480.2 9 5053 S5 1,745 3
1,480, 18 1,088.4 1% 9% 2
AL 982,z U 5.0 25
2,156.8 M 408,45 ? 8.2 3
1,6%7.4 L) 888 12 3328 4
1,260,029 80,0 W7 40,0 12
1,624,910 1,103,318 521.4 3
1,013,839 852,0 32 2.8 40
1L, 37 B&d.7 31 ms
L2.4 0N 846.8 W R11:0 1]
1,181,833 LYW 1.7 13
8324 5 i82.2 54 150.2 88
06,0 A5 166,938 1381 S
1,665.5 11 J96.2 U 489.3 ]
1,549.9 14 A7.0 1 ney 20
,2285.2 2 953.5 2 me 1
11407 3 BO4.0 30 F 7 1S
1,300,325 1,413,518 E 49
1,198, 3 358,224 0.2 139

Keparted Average Daily
Lapacity Population
Ratz  Rank Rate  Hank
ng n 8.3 1
100.9 12 85,5 33
sht A LTS -1
L9 1 3.0 87
125.4 7 8.2 10
125.8 1 8485 17
Q0 57 w8 22
-] Bi.8 1
T W LYY A}
g 005 7.4 51
128.3 [ 0.3 M
13,2 [ .4 18
8.0 2f 8.0 40
8.2 28 L1 2% -1
53.8 4% 2.8 19
5.8 47 58,3 38
3y 3 FTT% B
s 3 3.4 25
0.9 2 I -
Ne W §3.7 92
B ART 105.8 7
%.0 17 89.2 9
0.6 35 25
W4 0D 26
ne 0 g8 2
w2 3 48,7 29

Decesher 31 Papudation

Total linsentenced Sentenced
Rate - Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
8.3 17 6.1 A 19.2 48
i34 B 74 16.1 45
4.8 5% 6.5 52 8.3 5
3.0 5% 36.2 3 2.8 51
.2 47 3.5 W 6.7 U
6Ny 1 n.g 38,5
4.8 4 22,0 ¢ 48 5.6 28
§7.8 3§ 23.5 45 H3
N4 B 74 0B Ho
64,3 28 .z 1 JL2 1.
B4 18 9.9 N 8.5 A4
0.3 30 R399 B (1] .5 2
0.0 &t K1) 0.0 N
120.4 89.2 H 0.4
3.3 50 29.9 4 3.8 2
8.7 82 2.9 1 9.0 b
9.6 cwe M 2.8 2
8.5 B e 38 3.8 12
3.4 45 B 18 1.8 M
2.1 4 19.9 83 2.8 %
92.2 8 Mt 22 i5.8 9
B840 12 a3t 12 30.9 18
20.1 11 2.6 U .S W
6.3 I 28.5 40 8.3 013
-1 83.6 3.5 0
%46 15 3.3 0u 2.2 WU

| Cantinued un nexd page, )
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ThbLE 9 JAIL ARD PENITENTIARY ADNISSIONS, CAFACETY, AND PUPULATION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1965 AND '1985 2 - Lontinued

JAIL AND  PEHLTEREIARY

Adsissions Deceaber 31 Population
Reported fverage Daily
Tatal tnsentenced Sentenced Capacity Populaticn Total Unsentenced Sentenced

county Year Rate  Kank Rate'  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank fate  Rank Rate  Rank Rale  Rank fate  Rank
HONTGONERY 1986 1,525.¢ 15 1,155.5 16 R B A 1843 b 120.9 3 120.9 4 2.9 3 48.0 8
9835 1,893.5 - 12 f041.4 17 88,1, 3 188.5 2 9.4 8 .y 13 8.4 ? 15,2 48

HASSAU 1984 623,71 & 9.9 58 1850 82 nr o n B8.7 18 .2 1 . 60,8 1 %.8 2
1985 8351 & 464,27 Gb 190.% 47 . [ I 1 23 18 85.9 1o 3.3 3 8.5 22

HIAGARA 1966 1,138, 3 g87.2- 2% 20,3 W ' L1 B Bt 0 ne u 6.1 2 258 2
1985 1,223,829 f2L.0 27 17 N TS 97.¢ W 84,5 18 8.7 2 ne 2 346 10

DHEIDA 1986 883,84 52 01,8 47 155,17 S 82.9 25 B0.9 20 ne 5.1 10 A0 30
19835 W51 55 SHe 5 170.7 52 8.2 Mnz u 8.0 2 0.7 22 8.3 3

DRORDAGA 1986 1,804.2 1 1,819.8 3 1848 &7 w1 N 3 12 ) 8.3 1 7.4 B9 8.3 .17
1985 1,708.9 4 1,524.3 3} LN 1) 1.9 2 94.3 [ 92.0 ? 4.8 10 314 1

ONTARID 1986 1,670,410 1,190.9 .42 480,35 ] .8 16 933 1t 9.0 U Iy 58.6 3
1985 32 2 5.3 n 405.9 15 %.3 15 85.5 13 85.5 N 0.6 50 6.9 3

DRANBE 1984 1,347 13 1,337.4 ? 28,1 - 42 ue Ny 9.y 13 65.% 15 8.7 15 2 B8
1985 1,300.4 22 1,148,215 2.2 2 8.2 1 BO.0 2 7S 1e .2 u 231 w0

ORLEARS 1984 1,452.4 18 1,156.8 15 25,6 0N 165.1 2 156.8 3 .8 1 i 2 n.7 2
1985 1,290.2 1,009.6 B 9.6 3 . 1661 A 125.2 ] 122.6 [ 99.4 3 2.0 35

DSHEGD 1986 1,070.2° 4t 7960 38 2.2 WM 80.3 2 88.9 M FLIS B H 8.8 2 [ 1]
‘ 1985 f,i20.8 38 neo N a8 22 B 27 4.4 3b 1.9 | 2,1 @ 30.2 N

OTSEGO 1986 790.§ S 367,86 51 210 U 2 8 0 18 WS 82 1.8 5 .6 3
1985 904.5 4 816,550 Wi W0 Y 1] 40.8 49 2.1 89 5.2 - S 7.0 2

PUTHAR 1988 LIETE B U 1S 89 152.0 5§ 9.0 5 1.8 50 4.1 48 0.8 & .Y 3
1985 8525 47 70,2 4l 1323 97 19.4 0 9.4 48 39. a0 2.0 49 18.5 4l

HENSSELAER 1986 942,06 47 7185 4 24 N FAN: I | .5 -8 ) 1 S [ 30,3 42 L1 43
1985 864.2 50 660.&  4b 1934 4% 15.3 30 30.9 45 31.0 53 2.0 48 5.9 4

ROCKLAHD 1988 122 5 LITTY -1 353 30 . 0.8 56 3.2 #Bs 8 1.y 5 16,5 49
1983 699.8. 54 103.8 57 29%.0 31 3.9 59 3.2 55 2.8 .6 9 12.8 - 33

{ Contipaed on nexl page. §
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TABLE §

.
51, LANRERCE
SARATOGA
SCHERECTADY
SCHOHARLE
SCHUYLER
SENECA
STEUBEN
SUFFOLK
SULLIVAH
1106A

TOHPK NS

ULSTER

WARREN

JRIL AND-PENTVENTIARY ADHISSIONS, CAPACHIY, AND POPULATION RATES PER 100,000 POPULAEION AND RATE RANKS BY COURTY FOR 1985 AND 1988 ¢ - Continued

JAIL AND  PENITEMTIARY

Adsissions Deceaber 31 Population
Reported Average Daily =~ emeemmmeemmmemmses ceeccceseoncaeos
Total tnsentenced Sentenced Capacity Population Total Unsenlenced Sentenced

Year kate  Rank fate  Rank Kate  Rank ’ Rate  kank Rate  Rank Rate - Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Pank
1986 2.1 83 557.6 82 5.5 B 541 4B S 4 3 7 I ¥4 0 40 w2 4
1985 M8.0 8} 561.7 82 2383 4 . $.e 48 5.5 4@ 5.0 43 8.5 55 .5 B
1986 932.4 48 753.8 43 178.5 48 2.1 5 8.1 178 S} 23 1 3. k1
1985 B3s.7  §1 652.8 48 3.9 50 43.3 52 328 %0 N A0 4 1.3 42
1986 1,283.0 27 0.7 U 2.3 N 56,4 44 ALy R 8.2 1 .3 18. 48
1983 1,2, 28 f19.1 28 NG 4 M 8,4 8.4 2 0.5 I3 12 3
1985 1,558 A 1,067,120 jg7 N 0.5 % SL7 & 0.5 % Y 1. U
1985 1,100,739 689,3 29 214 M n.is 32 3.3 & 3.8 &7 3.2 W 13.4 82
1984 LIB%T ~ 3 1A2 P B ] 9. 17 i20,7 . 8 103.4 8 §2,0 1] 6.0 21 §.0 0
1985 1,844.8 3 1,473.4 ] inaz o 119.9 ] 162.8 5 1313 2 113.9 1.4 55
1986 1,551,614 1,180.7 13 my n . 105.9 12 87.2 14 g1.0 18 4 N 89 13
1985 1,393,213 121 9 299.1 3 : 85 22 4 on 0.2 2 2.7 20 .5 W%
1988 [P B 1) Bsb. 30 4.2 38 50,6 50 8.1 1 0.8 315 B2 B 2.1
1585 LY N T nm.1 . 184.9 48 0.3 @ 8.8, 31 se 2 4.2 18 14.4 50
1986 898.7 S0 81,7 4% 2.0 4 7.6 47 Y25 B 8.1 38 L3 B [ B V)
15835 6171 19 b4B.0 A7 PAT TN S 7.6 45 (1% T 1] 2.2 0 . M b

1986 2,406.4 i 1,849.9 2 1584 2 291 1 212.8 t 2012 i {83.14 i i8.1 ?
1985 2,491.1 i 1,791.4 | 599.7 2 HLS 1 ‘T i 1688 1 122.2 [} L1 %
1988 1,228, 31 754y M 470.8 7 109.e 1t s B .5 23 25,3 4 510 [
1983 1,165.0 32 7860 35 9.0 1 1.2 1 n4e n 9.5 A LT B 5 Jjie1b
1986 i,269.4 28 INEIA T ity 5 kT A1 4.2 57 251 5 e 9N 10.3 55
1985 1,390.8 19 1,251,310 136.5 - 54 N4 53 6.8 59 3.1 4 2.1 43 1.0 . 44
1986 1,547 12 151,00 17 33.6 15 B6.5 24 .7 19 B9.4 30 L2 12 18.3 4%
1985 {,508.6 -~ 14 1,159.5 13 5.0 23 8.7 - 24 8.9 12 W1 18 5.5 13 2.6 3
1984 1,917.1 5 1,515.3 5 KUTH: BT Wi 10 7.0 3 7y u LY 2.4 35
1985 1,865.3 2 1,452.2 5 4311 . 104.2 11 .y 6.5 42 N1 4 34 U

{ Continued on et page, )
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TABLE §

COURTY

KASHINGTON

HAYRE

HESTCHESIER

HYONINB

YATES

NERYORKSTAIE

NEWYORKCHTY

¢ Lata are n

JAIL AND PENTTENTIARY ADMISSIONS, CAFACITY, AND FOPULATION RAIES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND KATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1985 ¢ - Continued

JAIL AND PERITERTIARY

Rdassstons ’ Deceaber 31 Population
Reported Average Daily
Total Unsentenced Sentenced Lapacity Fopulation Tatal Unsentenced Senlenced
Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank kate  Rank . Fate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate - Hank Rate  Rank
1986 1,302, A 847 N LRI S b [ B3 87.9 . IS 9.9 7 8.7 2 56,2 5
1985 1,45, 2 B12.3 3 33,5 W §5.2 19 [:L I . 5.9 36 9.4 0¥ 3513
1948 §,004.8 ) . B i34 W 5.9 4 LA ny 54.5 9 2.7 W
1935 1,781.3 5 1,318.4 1 169.4 8 580 4 85,2 32 50.3 40 %71 0¥ 0.6 38
1986 2,208.% 2 1,692.4 i s 118.2 9 10,3 [ : 1t § 88.2 5 4. 12
1985 1,843, 6 4 1,600.2 2 435 12,3 8 95.3 ? BO.Y 14 .4 18 0.8 19
1988 872, 51 852,050 208 43 . LT BV .2 55 Vi -] Wt 3 ]
1983 1,012, 12 05,6 4 30,3 28 LEP -1 LE: I RL N -1 .8 & L1
1986 1,201.7 8 1,951.9 ] 33.8 M 179.2 4 140.4 2 132.1 3 "y 2 .2 5
1983 1,597 N 1,384 b 7.4 10 176.9 3 153.8 2 125.7 3 9.7 i 21, ¥
1988 1,319.2 -~ WA 1,032.0  MA 87,2 WA 1207 WA 18,4 N 118.8  HA 84,7 M M. HA
1983 1,162.0 - HA B95.8 WA 265.2  NA 10,4 HA 105.§ WA 165,53  NA 72.% WA 2.4 Ha
1984 1,458.1  NA 11288 KR 329.0 - WA i78.4 WA 17,3 KA 181.8 NA 139.1 KA .1 HA
1983 1,225.3  mA 898.3 MW 32,0 K 53,1 WA 15,1 Na 158.5  HA 118.5 M 42,0 . HA

ot reported by county for New York City - only for New York City as a shale.

WITE;  Grasatsc changes 1o rank scores should be interpreted with cavtion. The sensilivity of rates to relatively saall (h;nqes 10 sbeolute nuabers increeses as the size of the population decreases. For exasple, an
increase of one {1} 1n & given activity 1n 2 county with 5,000 residents will cauze the value of the rate lo increase by 20, while an increase of one (1) in a county with 50,000 residents mill cause the value

of

SOURCE:  HYS

the rale Lo increase by only twe {24, '

Coamcsion of Correction,
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TAELE {uA

county

ALBANY

ALLEGARY

BRORY

BROOKE

CATTARAUGUS

CAYUGA

CHAUTALQUA

CHENUNG

CHENANGO

CLINTON

CoLunBIA

CORTLAND

DELARARE

Year

1986
1983

" 1586

1953

1988
1985

1984

1925

1988
1985

1984
1985

1986
1583

1984
1983

1988
1985

1986
19€3

1986
1985

1984
1983

1904
1935

NEW CUURT CONMITHENTS 10 STATE FRISON KATES PER 100,000 PUPULAYION AND RATE RANKS bY OFFENSE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986

NEW COURT CONMITHENTS 1D STATE PRISON

Vialent Felonies

Drug Felonies

fither Youthdul
Totdl Heascide Sex Dffenses Robbery Burglary Heapons Other Possession Sale Felonies Of fenders
fate Rank fate Rank flate hank Rate Kank Rate Rank fate FKank Rate Rank Raak Rate Rank Rate Kank flate Rank kate Ran Rate Rank
H. b 10 1 2l I 1 10 8 10 4.4 7 53 13 38.3 1 4]
12.9 H 12 17 13 .0 15 ¢ 27 5 0.8 3 12.0 [ 29.9 3 36
o 82 8 [M i [} 1 23 37 3 . S 43 [ R . 2
1.9 40 HI 21 (Y] 40 52 3] 2 13 & 32 0 42 2.0 59 13
167.4 2 2 I H 2 K 2 2 2 8.1 H) f 2 5.3 9 4
136.1 2 2 1 3 2 ] 2 4 4 i.? 5 15.7 4 1.8 14 7
s.e 1 12 20 9 yI] t 18 2% Is 28 13 w0 2.0 1 28
K 1l " 8 15 3 19 15 45 bR S04 15.5 20 3
Jow S8 35 1) 3 51 23 32 51 S0 N2 M 8.2 @ 2
1.7 9 1 3b 43 K] 52 3] L0 46 B A N V] 7.0 5 8
1 P B B 25 1 ] [} 2 25 17 28 000N a2 4. 8 2
36,1 28 44 38 i 10 h)) 3l {1 [ [ 73 K/ V4 17, 12 2
140 55 Lt 2 @ Li} 2 25 n 50 N J 4 7.6 52 32
0.1 4 ” 19 i1 39 28 23 3t 8 [ 7 I3 [ RE | b 19 2
4.1 8 H il 1 2 § 25 [ A3 Lt 32 [ TS .1 30.9 5 1
3t.5 9 [ 17 3 37 11 ] 7 % R Y4 00 42 4.1 H 3
B0 &0 50 U 5t 43 St 25 n a1 N N 40 55 32
15,0 53 1] b 3 10 a2 3. [ 20 20 15 .0 2 L0 5 Al
0. N [} 3 43 25 L] » n 2% [T 31 209 W 2
9.6 45 50 36 X 3% 50 jad 1] [}) 0 3 L2 0 123 3 2
7. 17 15 10 13 4 40 - 25 b 4 9.9 3 13.2 H 1.2 0 32
59 7 19 i} ] 40 12 23 12 3 5.0 17 . 2 18,5 18 17
0, 25 47 43 §t 43 17 23 M 25 21 18 YN 1 274 4 9
54, 10 20 36 47 25 Lt 5 3 AL [ Y N 274 L] i
10.6 - 58 59 3 31 30 M 25 b 0 S0 Q008 8.5 48 32
3 &2 8 3b 3 10 52 3] L] 2.1 I I LR B 00 41 4

{ Continued v next page, )
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THBLE CA NEM COURY COMMITHENIS 10 STATE PRISON KATES PER 306,000 POFULATION AND RATE RAMKS BY OFFENSE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 19B5 AND 1986 - Cnntlnuedv
HEY COURT COHRITHENIS 1O STAYE PRISON
Violeat Felonies Erug- Felonres
PSR - —— - Other Youthful

Total Total NHoatcade Sex Of{enses fRobhery Burqtary Heapons Other Total Possession Sale felonies Offenders
TOURTY fear flate Rank Rate Kank Rate  Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank  Rate Rant Rate Rank Rate Rank Kale Rank Rate Rank flate  Rank Rate Rank
BUTCHESS 1988 He a2 1.2 30 4 318 L9 40 3 2 [ ] e B0 .6 40 AW .2 5 5 11 Noon
1985 A 1 133 2 L0003 21 U £3 47 G400 1.2 i 1.6 30 O R th 33 0.2 40 B3
ERIE 1984 e U 18,0 28 L3 R 2 0 40 8 2 Lo .t A L3 0 R 22 28 1o 3 S 25
1985 »2 x 15.9 23 .0 N 2.1 I3 17 5.9 N L 30 1.9 39 1.2 2% I 1] . 26 8 i
ESSEX 1984 1,5 51 .8 - 97 2.0 16 -1 00 4 W0 sl I N0 S -1 4 0N S 42 1.8 27 NI
1983 Uy N 8.3 48 b0 38 e I R ¥ NUR-Y] N3 N N T £ N i3.8 25 .8 10
FRANKLIN 1985 13.7 5 L X | 4.8 ] N 1] 00 4 0 5t D025 £00n b 3 23 15 23 27 46 3 Q00N
1985 P~ 78 R B B} 23 15 N T 00 40 .87 3 N ] SO0 4 N I V3 183 10 A0 4
FULTON 1988 2 9.2 8 L8 2 LT B E) .7 N N Q00 5.5 20 .8 2 L1 2 200 13 1.3 i
19€3 4.9 14 2 2 hN'Y 1 .8 R O e 5.0 10 K/ 1.8 25 9.0 10 U ¥ 2.0 7 16,2 19 5.4 3
GENESEE 1984 0.4 M 3 BT 1.7 28 00 St N N ] ] b 7 I (1] K -1} Q000 O 43 I3.6 28 .7 13
19€5 N 0.2 01 Ln 0 1.7 30 43 34 b 00 40 LI ] 01 3.6 18 16.2 42 3.4 [
GREENE 1985 YIS I 1) iy 3N X L] 24 3 1 ? N S B S 00W X I ) 24 i L iy d
19ES s 0B 2 @ 40 3% 4.8 $ I ] 24 M O3 [/ 1 2 is {.8 ] 24 AU 32 o 1
HABILTON 1966 166.0 § 2.6 17 N M 20.0 3 N § 00 5t 8028 03 N 1] H 00 N 43 0.0 i U V]
19535 0.1 44 P/ 1] 00 3 R ) N N - N ] 00 N1 . ¥ b0 42 Wi 8 O 1
HERKINER 1984 1.5 1.5 8t Q0043 9 8 Q043 N 1] 0% O 00n 1.5 42 IR N M 5 58 Y]
1985 13,4 55 Lo 8 1.5 30 N Vi 1.5 03 00 582 LR K] . 46 SN0 32 0 42 16,8 38 004
JEFFERSON 1984 8,6 15 5. 8 (K] [ 12,1 2 22 B 33 u L1 s 13 i .4 47 1) 1.t 38 210 13 O 12
1945 N4 2.4 29 2.3 s 7 2 [ 11 23 8 S0 1] 23 U [ ¥4 2. % 1y 4 S0
KNGS 1986 121,86 3 5.2 3 1.9 3 L0 1.7 3 10.9 4 1.4 3 2.9 u 4.5 3 3.2 19 9.7 97 .2 8
1955 92.6 4 59.0 3 10,6 3 1.9 M 29,7 3 .9 N b.3 3 32 .1 19.0 [ L T 18, S 134 27 e 22
LEWIS 1584 9.8 43 LY 3 S0 43 N -] N X} 1L.9 3 0028 SO N1 M. ' S X1 7.7 S K . V2
1983 Ly 9 ] Q03 Y 0040 L0082 N [T 1] .0 21 X V4 4.0 1§ L0 5 40 4t
LIVINGSTON 1988 07 0B 10.2 3 I B ston .7 B J4 n NI KT 17 H00n LT 1 .4 L7z
1985 2.7 B 1.7 2 1.4 ] 3.1 7 ] 14 01 £ Lo 5117 4 1 .7 3 [ -1 0l

{ Lontinved on next page, )
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IRELE 104

COUNTY

HADISON

HONROE

NONTGONERY

NASSAU

HEH YORK

HIAGARA

DNEIDA

DRONDAGA

ORTARLD

DRANGE

ORLEANS

DSHEGD

DISEGD

KLN COURT COMITHENIS YO STAVE PRISON RATES FER 160,000 FOPULATION AND RATE RAKKS BY OFFENSE TYPE AND CDUHIV. FUR 1985 AND 1985 - Continued

REW COURY COAMITHENES TO STATE PRISON

Vialeat Felonies

Orug Felonies

Other Youthiul
Total Tatal Hosicide Sex Offenses Robbery Burglary Heagons fither Takal Passession Sale Felonies Dffenders
Year Rate Rank Rate Raok Rate Rank Rate Raak Rate Rank Rale Rank Rate Rank Rate HRank-  Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank fale Rank Rate Rank
1988 15.0 54 3.0 3 R 1 80 10 N M) 1.0 13 S0 1) 1.5 4t £ 00 (3 1 b 1) i3 B
1985 19.5 46 7.0 38 T 5 1 1.5 X .00 8 N3 00 Q04 N 00 42 9.0 4 1.5 20
1984 5.8 10 28.0 4 3.8 [} Lo 27 L1 [ 53 18 1.3 B 3 [} 55 18 23 1 43 18 21, 1 1.4 17
1995 42,1 b 21w 26 12 248 07 1A ] ] L T 2.0 10 2.1 1 27 3 d M 2.0 29 15,5 2 L3 A
1984 1.3 48 i 3 S0 1.9 4 L9 R 1.9 45 1.9 [ 1.8 ? AT 1 I - 1) 00 43 1.9 8 00 32
1983 19.0 38 1.9 89 O 3 .y B 0 40 £ R b0 N 1.9 38 1.9 8 00 42 e M 1.8 ]
1988 AL 18 5.5 H 20 23 [ TSN ¥ 10.4 § .2 B3 1.9 7 20 8.5 I .0 2 5.4 12 r’e 2 - .8 2
1965 3.9 19 2.3 14 23 K .2 4 1.9 7 46 16 N 00 I X 83 U 1.2 7 5.6 13 9.1 45 L2 0
1984 226,1 1 1.2 { 3.7 2 LW ns 1 14,0 ] 13.5 t 10.3 t 7.3 1 20.2 1 §1.2 1 ] 2 43 3
1565 219.7 1. 1255 i 12,2 2 2 " &8, \ 5. ] 15.3 i 7.9 1 St.4 1 .8 1 3.5 | 9.4 i 34 3
1988 FAYY (| 12,0 N S 9 40 46 1B L1 8 00028 .4 30 2.6 12 14 % 14 U 8.0 20 ]
1963 E1 T I | 1.5 3 1.8 A B 3.7 s 3.2 3 S0 | P I ) 28 9 O 032 28 B b6 13 S0
15985 40, 33 N L6 30 L8 2 L N 1.3 4 B A L4 24 W A4 00 2.0 30 125 U 20 10
1985 3y U 1.4 25 26 N 1.2 42 28 3.8 32 1.2 83 2.8 16 32 2.0 -1 1.2 38 N .6 I8
1988 3.3 1 2.2 1 3.9 1 3.9 18 1.3 8 ‘8.2 12 13 1 2.4 1B 50 21 22 11 28 25 0.1 16 1.1
15838 2.9 1 29.0 i 2,1 1B a4 [ 6.9 9 9.3 f 1.5 12 R 8 3.7 22 1.3 A 2.4 2% 185 9 1.7
1984 9.9 i 22,8 13 I M 10.8 ] 27 22 4 2.2 H S b 8.7 13 | YT X 1 L.b 10 . 19 NV
1985 0.9 12 20,4 1§ [ 9 S X1 L3 1 0040 9.7 N 34 [} 0.8 ? 5.4 b 4 1 1 13 2.2 12
1988 5.0 19 13,5 2 2.5 18 .2 A 18 U L6 7 Q025 L4 2% 16.0 8.9 4 L1 i 128 3 J0n
1583 MY ()] 6.6 2 1.8 2 25 22 I Y | 0 2 4 2 1.8 2 .0 11 3 &7 U .2 3 004
1988 4.7 ? 18,0 22 28 1 2430 3 S i o2 4B 2.5 14 26 3 Q000 2,6 2% 4.1 3 b W2
1965 40.5 1? 13.3 2 .0 36 2.4 28 .0 10 12.8 2 0 23 R ) 2.8 3 .0 32 2.b 20 20,4 ? z.b [}}
1984 2.7 4 8.7 1.7 25 3 NI (1] 40 50 NI Y 8 48 S 00 B 40 2 2 S
1963 2. & §.2 3 B3 1.7 40 838 Ly 2 DB B0 N N I ¥4 . 2 R - |
1986 27,0 8.8 . 43 34 ? 0 8 .73 1.7 8 AN 2 .0 68 Ib [P A1 | Slou e w .7 W
1965 15.2 3¢ S.1 48 N1 1.7 1.7 03 t.7 48 NIB:Y 1] 0 5.1 16 3403 | T A ¥4 56 £1 16

t Cuntinued on next page. )
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TAELE 104
COuRTY Year
PUTRAK 1984
1983
QUEENS 1986
1983
RENSSELAER 1984
1965
RICHHOKD - 1988
1965
ROCKLAND 1984
1963
S1. LAMRERCE 1964
1985
SARATOGA 1988
1583
SCHEHECTADY 1984
19€S
SCHORARIE 1986
1263
SCHUYLER 1984
1985
SENECA 1986
1985
STEUBEN 1988
1585
SUFFOLK 1986
1985 ¢

HEW COURT COMNITMENIS 10 SYATE PRISON KATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY DFFENSE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1984 - Continusd

HEY COURT CONKITHEMTS 1D STAIE PRESOH

Vialenl Felonies

Drug Felonies

- Other Youthiul
Totsl Total Hasicide Sex Offenses Robbery Burglary Heapons Other Tatal Possession Sate Felonses Dlfenders
Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rink Rate Rank Rate Rank fate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Hank Rate Kank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank
8.2 3 9 52 12 0o 0 0 25 .29 0 -2 N1 f 8 147 2 S04 8.6 47 2 V3
72 T ] 19 8 1.7 R N Y 25 N 1.2 49 [ 3] 00 . 7 8.7 4 23 8.2 52 N ]
#5.9 H 4.3 [} L2 U 28 0 9.4 ] 10.0 7 a1 i 2 12 4 H 8.1 [ 14.3 § 19.7 18 .5 5
58.4 8 314 5 4.3 1.8 14.8 ] [T Y 34 1 28 17 .1 8 4.4 9 8.7 9 12,0 33 1.6 i
/i b} 1.3 U 20 25 Y] Jda 26 W Jo0n 3 U L3 M J n Jd 42 123 31 N V]
230 40 126 28 20 2 20 3 20 2 2.4 40 J o1 3 i 1.3 @2 3 2 KO V3 9.3 W I V1
Wi u 20.8 i 4.5 ] 1 8 13 7 48 2 113 It | S8 0.7 1 wa 2.3 B 7.5 5l B 1)
0.8 25 198 17 2.9 10 1.9 3 .9 10 &7 18 | P ¥ N 20 3 S U] 1.3 3§ 8.y 47 J 040
25 0 24 403 1.5 4 [ 1% A H) .v i N Y 8 B 13.5 9 .3 12.4 [ 2.0 ¥ G400
B | 30 1.8 2% B 4 o FTR B A N i 1.5 29 3 13 LS 2 6.8 8 16,2 4l [ B}
. i [ 1] Q04 A g0 2% B} D 0B N .8 9 1.8 3 X i g
49 [ S V) DB 008 29 Ly 3 S0 K1) N 1 R v N a2 13.2 8 S04
' 30 871 45 S 24 W 1.8 1 .8 " @ Q025 N o u Q00N o 23 8.7 S
47 10.5 W A 34 .71t 1.2 M .7 n 0N 23 .93 L .2 2 e 30 5.0 54 SN
20 3 . 29 J0 40 21 B 1" 2.1 S 00B 21 13 13 4 .3 28 NI M 3 M {2 V]
U6 W 10,6 33 00 3 1.3 ] 21 2 Y 11 D3 RV {1 L3 4 NN 1.3 W 1. 3% 13 1
10.1 . 5% 1 M N} LN R /] N | J4 n 5 N N -1 1 0 43 480 N V3
3.5 3 2.5 8.1 ] RN ) N 1 16,1 3 N 34010 M 1 N N V4 ¢ &l A4
22,0 4 7.2 3 N 1 57 i [ Y B } .7 2 N B N . ] O 08 N T 08 5.7 5 S0
17.1 hY R 80 003 .0 a 0 i 0 52 R 23 N L] K 1 0 32 G0 42 7.1 i1 0 it
40 125 3 Lt 8.2 a8 NI 1 B % T D28 N 1% B {1 L1t N M .8 1 SO
§.2 58 .08 0 RO Vi N ] LS B 1) NI X N} R 11 N . OB V] 6.1 81 Do
15,5 3§83 L1055 008 Y2 I 1 A 2R B M 0 25 S0 1.0 48 S0 Lo 39 9.3 43 1.0, 20
N7 0% [17% .. 00 3 a1 15 N} LA D03 21 2 U 1 4 00n N ¥ fu.y 39 3.1 A
20 1.4 2 1.6 3t 2403 53 1l 8.0 19 I i1 I6 28 .y 12 2 6.7 ? 30 4 0
LUTS: B 2.4 13 (1% B3 29 2 B.1 bt 19 Rt 1.8 2 .1 1 .3 2 6.5 10 - s 24 L 32

{ Continued on next page. )




WHLE [uR S COURT COMNEINENES 1D STATE PRISUN RAIES PER 100,009 POFULATION AND HATE RANKS bY UFFENSE TYFE RHD COUNTY FOR 1985 ANO 1984

HEM COURT CONMITHENES 10 STATE PRISON

Yiotent Felonies . Grug Felonies

Other Youthful

Totat Total Hoaicide Sex Btienses Robbery Burglary Heapons Other Total Fossession Sale Felonies Offenders

Coukdy Yedr Rate Rank Kate . Kank Rite Ronk Rate Kank Rile Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate HRank Rate Rank Fate Raok Rate Rank fate Rank Rite Rank
SULLIVAK 1988 43.4 1 8- N Ly N 1.3 (] .86 1 29 ¥ L [N ? 15,0 [} [R | ] n.a 7 2.3 1o is
1585 91.2 3 20,1 B 1.0 ? 8.9 I Lo 18 5.9 2 L0003 iA ] .00 2 8.¢ 2 6.3 3 A 2 9

T10GA 1968 Q4 RN .8 10 N M -] 20 U .y 29 {2 20 2 LY % O 0N S A 1.4 2 2
1985 5.6 32 8.0 45 S 1 N 1 20 20 45 S0 26 U w0 37 20 7 N V] 1.8 i L{]

TONPKINS 1986 2.6 30 83 2 L1 % 23 o 23 " 9.1 9 | 1% S 23 8 [ 19 T+ Lt 3 PLE ] 10,3 4 [
1985 2,7 4 .1 W O 3 43 16 K 1 AN L0001 L 3 23 0B 1.i 2 Ly N 1.3 35 Al

ULSTER 1988 20 2 19.5 18 b2 £3 18 L8 18 L9 N 1.8 9 .0 1 87 1 1.8 L1 15 140 2 11
1965 8.2 13 20,8 M 1.8 3 13 Lt oo 19 B S 17 L1 M 3 19 1.8 19 24 2.0 [ 2

HARRER 1984 (4.0 47 .2 42 SN0 43 a2 N 1 38 D02 000w 00 8t S 0W R }) 0.8 40 Y]
1985 10.6 &7 LI X 00 B NOEY] 1.8 2 1.8 44 S P 1] LI S . 6 16 e 97 L)}

HASHINGTON 1984 15,8 52 5.3 50 1.8 27 L 5 .6 B Q0 0l N ) 1.8, 23 .8 38 B 1) [ % I 8.8 & 32
1983 3 8 % 53 N .8 3 N ] e 4 N U 1] KT 0 2 S 2 ¥ t.8  bu L1}

HAYNE 1984 2.0 3B 1.4 2 S04 23 % Lt .0 10 ] [ TR} 1.1 4 N .Y [ 13 1 0.2 8 32
1485 18.3 50 5.1 4 S0 [ I 13 IS I Ho0n | P 1 40U O ¥4 317 8.0 48 30

NESTCHESTER 1988 7.8 b P2 T M 28 i 128 Lt 10 4 13 .8 20 22 20 .4 13 Y L 17 1.3 20 i}
1945 b4.0 [ 3.9 L] 5.2 5 4.0 b 1.9 5 0.7 3. 8 29 1§ 8.4 12 200 2 12 s 29

HYONING 988 1.2 4., 23 58 Q004 23 n N ) LA SN0 S 0n Q0 Gt N S04 Hr 32
1983 1.2 81 2.5 92 5 13 NV N -1 400 NN 1] .5 32 G003 /% Y] 123 il

YATES 1988 3.0 0029 8.9 19 S0 43 1 13 L4 .4 8 S N 5 LT 2 Y 1B f4 4 32
1485 7y @@ I 18 Q3 O 47 0 40 9.3 9 6 9.3 2 b 4001 SO0 a2 9.3 4 L

HERYORKSTATE: 1984 4.0 KA A7 NA 5.3 KA 3.3 HA 2001 HA 8.1 WA 3T KA 3.2 HA 18.2  HA 5.0 M {32 KK 20,6 HA HR
1945 0.7 A 39.3 - HA 4.9 N 2.9 HA 1.2 KA 1.2 M 3.8 HA 3.2 hA 34 MR 34 HA 0 N 16,5 Nn N

HEWYORKCITY 1984 [LY20 B 1} 60.4 HA 10,1 W& .0 RHA 42.0  Ha i m 16w 9.0 HA 5.3 W .3 WA 2.0 M 2.7 HA 29 M
1045 3.4 KA 6%.6 m 9.2 A 3.2 WA 3.8 HA 9.3 KA B.O MR S M 3.0 HA 5.9 ih 1 M

H 1.2 2.4

HOTE:  Draeatic changes en rank scores should be iaterpreted with caution. The censitivily of rates Lo relatively ssall changes 1n absolute nuskers increases as the size of the population decreases.

For exasple, an tacrease of one (1} in & given activity 10 a county with 5,000 residente wil} cause the value of the rate lo increace by 20, while an increase of one (1) in a counly with 50,000
restdents will cause Lhe value of the rate to increase by only two {2),

Seurce: - NYS epartaeat of Correctional Services.
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TABLE 1uB INHATES UNDER CUSTODY IN STATE PRISON ON DECENBER 31 RAYES PER 100,000 POPULAFION AND RATE RANKS BY OFFENSE TYPE ARD COUMIY FOR 1983 AND 3984

ENHATES UNDER CustOoy

Vialeat Felonies Drug Felonies
Other Youthful
Total Total Hoarcide - Sex Bffenses  Rabhery Burglary Heapons Other Total Possession Sale Felonies Oifenders
COURTY Year Rate Rant ™  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank Rate Rank  Rate Rank
ALBARY 1984 %2 4 128.4 4 .8 10 2.8 LI ' | 5 2.8 1 4.0 3 .0 [ 40.4 4 . I 22 H 4.2 [} Lt
1983 250,35 LI A TN § 0.4 10 29,2 2 40.2 5 229 ] b [ 2 7 8.3 3 ' 2 8.9 3 89.0 2 Y2 .1
ALLEGARY 1984 1.y & .7 &2 0 N Q0 80 L0 53 Q38 2 ¥4 20 45 0 55 A} N2 ] 5. &0 2.0 1?2
1985 e 8 1.9 5 Ly 8 2.0 55 0 52 L5 0 R 20 4 055 b 42 1] 20 82 2.0 18
BRONY 1988 LT 2 LS 2 925 38 1 168.0 2 M2 3 o8 2 1S [} s2.7 2143 4 W3 2 39.7 ] (R 4
1983 2.7 2 B 2 a8 2t 3 18587 2 0 3oud 2 192 2 50,2 2 07 3 3.5 ? 9.8 4 . !
BRODHE 1988 13y 13 et o W2 25 e 13 2,3 12 e ] 14 A .7 22 0.0 20 L 1% A 2 2 42.2 [} 401
1985 108.7 13 - 2.0 12 1.8 9 132 9 2,2 13 184 8 48 b 5.2 0 28 7 28 U 32,0 12 R |
CATTARRUGUS 1988 375 - VAR b A 2.3 4.1 5t 3.y 28 1.2 5 N 7 L2 §i .2 M 0 4 .2 4 12,9 48 N ]
1985 .6 58 152 - 8 1.2 &% 59 4 8.2 N K- N .Y N Y] .2 8 N ¥4 .2 47 [E IS 1 .23
CAYLGA 1386 102,86 v 1.6 2 LI R TS ) Ly 1Ly A 000 8.8 Il 50 0N Q43 5.0 A 1 10,0 1
1985 67.6 32 0.8 41 1.3 58 B.8 2 LS @ 53 40 Q0032 S0 LIS 1 L3 18 2.5 38 . 13 §.0 4
CHAUTAURUA 1984 727 S TSR3 Y IR 1 R £ % B 3 2,1 55 L4 83 28 W N 1 21 4 2.8 & SO0 4 28 W 1.y §e S 08
1983 A7 43 2 4B 128 A 1.4 S8 21 45 L9 2 N1 1.4 48 %7 15 5 1 L2 A iLe 5l N Vi
CHEMUNG 1986 203.3 5 128.2 5 WS [ A DI TP SR T S [ 1% H 7Y R TR 3 2.2 48 22 U 004 49.4 3 33 7
1385 167.0 5 18.5 5 2.9 b 313 1 BS M 283 2 4.3 Y20 8 2.2 4 Lt 4 k1 48 82.0 3 4.3 4
CHENANGD 1988 | 3.0 5% 8.0 4 140 2 2,0 5 0 M N -1 .0 6.0 1B 0 W 20 12 2,0 42 [ T -1 Q003
1SE5 #o 7 20 3 100 3 [N | B0 25 [ -] 00032 woe 1 LIS I 20 W 26 A2 8.0 & . {2
CLINTON 1986 §3.0 41 0% - S0 (75 B} [N} 7 03 49 48 S0 2.5 W9 R N | L8 25 (2 ] N2
1983 [0 B T B T | L% A1 4 R [ 13 B L7 N I 1.2 & 2.5 & N 25 3 2.0 2 1236
CoLumalA - 1984 5.6 20 32 W 8.2 W Ine ? s 50 L9 M NI e 47 %9 5 148 LN 9.6 W S0
1985 7.4 16 ALl M &6 82 163 [ LI @0 .y 2 032 50 2% 33.0 b 8.8 § 2 5 A NI V]
FORTLAND 1986 5.9 28 2.8 40 L 83 0 b0 ) [: BT 4.3 0 10 53 28 L2 17 2,1 4t [y on 4.2 3
1503 L8 T B PR | 2.8 (N BT N/ Y] 2% - 8.3 5 L) 2.1 & .2 W 00 8l 40,1 6.3 i
DELAYAKE 1988 2.4 03 127 80 4.2 2 [X] Y23 B 1) 1 0 N S0 0 5 K )} N 1] 10.6 53 S0
1565 17,1 &0 10.7 S F 3 -1 84 37 D05 T ] N 214 2.1 18 [ ¥] YR I | £3 80 F ¥

{ Cumtinued on pext page. )
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TABLE vk

COUNTY

DUTCHESS

ERIE

ESSEY

FRANKLIN

FULTON

BENESEE

BREENE

HARILYON

HERKINER®

JEFFERSON

KIHGS

LERIS

LIVIHGSTON

Year

1988
1983

1986
1983

1988
1965

1988
1963

1984
1983

1984
1968

1984
1565

1985
1963

1986
1563

1986
1583

1988
1983

1988
1963

1984
1963

INHATES UNGER CUSTODY

1UMATES UNGER CUSTODY IN STAIE PRISDN ON DECEMBER 31 RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY DFFENSE TVFES ANG COUNTY FOR 1925 AND 1984 - Continted

Viulent Felonies

Brug Felanies

n—— Other
Total Tota] Hoalcide  Sex Dffenses  Robbery Burglary Heapons Fassession Felonies O tenders

Rate Rank  Rate Rank - Rate Rank Rale Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  “Rate Rank  Rate Rant Rate Rank  Hate Rank  Rate Rank flate HRank  Rate Rank
2.8 N Wy U 1 10 f [ T P I H k) b 21 38 15 1.6 3 34 1o & n
Lo 2 4.2 2t B30 2% 143 1 30 2002 i 348 1.2 40 33 18.6 3 36
99.6 21 %2 t6 AN R 23 153 M 18 23 8 2 3 .6 W kY4 n4 27 26
95.5 17 5.8 b 0.8 8 23§58 15 2 i) | B3 kY .7 B L1 2.8 3 .34
W % 2008 8 5 e 2 54 32 53 33 S 1 1} 2.0 N I
b5 I Y S T 18- T 00 80 4 Lton 4 32 32 35 00 42 Ql .2 0 1]
0.8 0 20 ¥ 13,7 28 I8 W8 R 5 15 2 | 68 IO I i %7 1 1
AT S S I B 1 LIS 1] 38 48 3 37 {6 18 23 6 16 I 46 3.3 12
89.7 2 3B.5 0.t 1§ 3 N ] 2 32 53 1 i8 1.8 3 9.2 45 3.t 2
63.0 2 "7 31 8.0 12 33 N V3 20 Ly} 43 16 1.8 3 1.2 H 2.9 3
b 3 2 t 102 35 58 7% B 1] M 10 ¥} 4 S8 34 N 04 3 [
M3 3 f6 2 835 W 93 0.5 23 i ? 2% 30 L0 42 5402 5.2 42 ]
8.5 2 0.8 N . u 28 Ly oz kY n a 27 4.8 W 2 39 .0 33
5.5 W k.8 35 2 21 ¥7 e 3 35 32 52 2 L8 14 2. 38 1.5 45 §2
180.0 7 80,0 20 40,0 [} 5 0055 58 n A 55 S04 4 100.0 2 A
0.2 A 46 I 40,0 i 59 A4 52 54 3z 52 93 N Y 1 0.1 [ 42
2.4 8l . 59 1.5 40 59 1.5 52 H 2 5 48 k3] 1.5 40 & 1.5 o 3
.25 13 55 b6 45 5 3.0 42 a3 32 1.5 4 5 N v} 51 130 48 12
2.8 27 g.8 25 200 [ L3 4 39 28 LTE T ] 53 N L} 4,2 13 1
0.6 30 a4 32 A 025 13 Lt 5 26 32 YA 42 4 42 2] 2t B 1
320.0 I 8.2 IR 3 16 102.7 3 [3 3 B6 12 3o 8 3 i 9
2333 32181 1 bbA 3 14 959 3 7 3 8.7 1 L] 1.6 [ i 18 13
2,7 .58 1LY 8 . 50 80 .0 55 1y} R K 3 N 28 1.y 1§ n

.9 a2 00 82 b0 80 59 0 52 54 32 52 34 0 42 2 5.0 41 £2

.7 3 3.8 W 8.5 38 10 1.7 48 B 1) 32 a3 3 Iy n 3 5.4 4 3
§4.9 39 9.1 10 8.6 3b 28 .0 §2 25 32 & 17 AN 18 19 3 42

{ Lonbinued un pext page. )




IBLE Lub INHATES UNDER CUSIODY [N STATE PKISON ON DECEWBER 31 RATES FER 100,000 POPULATION AND KATE RANKS BY OFFENSE, TYFES AND COUNTY FOR 1985.AND 1986 - Continued

THHATES UNDER CUSIODY

Violent Felonies Drug felonies .
Other Youthful
Total Total Hosicide  Sex Offzases  Robbery Burglary Heapons Other Total Possession Sale Felonies Difenders
County Year Rate Rank - Rate Rank  Rate Hank  Rate Hank  Rate Rink  fate Rank™  Rale Rank  Rate Rank - Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank | fiate Hank = Rate Hank
HADISON 1984 373 52 0 43 5 8 w3 A [ -} L5 Y 1 .03 4 %2 .08 8 .5 45 .5 5 1.5
1983 40,5 50 4.0 45 5 8 s N o 4 &3 4 00 32 Ly 4 1.5 5i N ¥4 L5 4§ i3 4 1.5
HORRUE 1988 139.8 12 W7 $ 2 1t 11T iy 268 7. 1Lt ’ 13 .3 T 107 ? 0.4 19 .8 18 63 18 s 12 4 18
1983 1245 10 -61.8 $ 2.3 11 168 6 20.2 2N U7 S V] [P BT 6.2 13 8.7 2 P2 4 5.8t .y 3
HONTGOKERY 1984 304 8.8 42 1.3 N LI -] .8 @ 38 @ Ly 2 .8 g ¥ e 19 4008 5.8 8 IS
1583 LET B VR N X B i | e bl iy a 3.8 45 L 12 1LY M 3.0 38 kNI AL 1] 133 4 5.7 2
NASSAU 1966 et B 2 12 150 22 54 4 ud 71886 10 26 12 45 1.2 .83 0 29 1 U 8.5 3 | 1% .
1983 9.8 1§ -49.0 13 138 0N 5.6 A 218 L V0% B 1] i.7 16 3.2 3 1.5 13 b2 T~ T § PO S {1 [L I S .3 24
oo HEW YORK 1986 48,8 4283 1 9.7 P16 12 220.0 1 100 1 30 ] 0 ] 18,7 WM TETIN t 102.2 i 5.7 b
v.'o V9ES 618.5 booA0s.E I 8b.0 I 15.5 1 2001t b 368 132 i | 1H1.0 t 6.0 I 9L i 20.1 i 4.9 H
~
NIAGARA 1985 .7 28 M3 B4 W17 L 3 14 18 0l 28 1.4 L R 5.1 W 1.8 3 2 0 3y B g A
1765 .0 1§ LY 1B 2N 5.1 2 10.2 A .4 0H 2.8 u F7% B 5. 26 22 .8 32 FX % A 1) -1
DNELDA 1988 9.8 23 M4 B8 o te1 20 101 25 1.3 20 185 U 20 18 b4 17 .5 A 27 2 2 2.5 2% 2.4 10
1585 B2 2 S 19 152 2 e N .2 2 108 M 1.6 1 [ ;I } 1.8 U 2 4 3 2.5 25 26 0
ONONDAGA 1984 150.5 9 1043 B 207 M 192 9 285 B 4.8 4 41 5.9 8.8 22 LY I 5.4 2 361 10 L5 18
1963 144.2 B 941 g 155 18 18.5 5 2.9 8 228 5 e i 1.5 18 6.0 j8 24 0B .6 13 wy 8 1.9 19
ONTARID 1906 | 103.0 18 Sh4 21 8.5 47 4.5 ] L1 B uy 2 22 17 1L 1 13 sS4 12 we B %3 18 .4 2
1553 90,5 20 498 - % 8.7 35 130 M L3 3 130 18 22 0 8.7 12 10.6 14 3412 FX Y] 2.8 1 22 H
ORANGE 1986 3 15 - 850 17 17 18 124 28 B 1Y 1 20 4001 €3 U T Izt b 10 209 3 Jd 02
1585 196.8 . 14 &6} 15 1.7 15 6.4 0B - 4 1 168 0 1 50 X 19.6 8 1.2 T 1.4 ] 20,5 Al
ORLEANS 1986 Heo 1 72,0 4 2.1 9 it 4 I 1% B~ B 120 S 3 26 13 04 2 L1 B [ B b 2.6 18 843 5 A 001
1563 Y7 S I Y S A ¥ K B | Y ] SN e 19 24 15 L% 3 .7 5.1 13 2.6 N iL.0 5 .6 il
GSNEGD 1984 .0 42 2.8 45 [ A 5.9 4 e 5% M Y 2.5 40 33 M .7 318 L7 M {8 B ¥ 0 3
1985 8.7 43 W0 4 5.0 4% .2 % | {1 5,7 38 N 509 [T L7035 .8 50 15.3 32 b 3
BISESD 1986 .3 45 1Y S 6.0 4 5.1 8 R T 4 1.7 83 N V4 N ti.8 17 e . 17 6.8 39 | 1Y Y |
1965 4.8 48 152§ S48 .1 3 % B 14 L7 82 N3 NV 8.1 35 3449 K 2.2 U 722

{ Continued an next page, §
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TALE 1u INNATES UNDER CUSTODY IN STAIE PRISON UR GECCHUER 31 RATES PER 100,000 PDPULATION AND RATE RANFS BY OFFENSE TYPES AND COUNTY FOR 1905 AHD 1966 - Continued

INHATES UHDER- CUSTODY

Vialent Felonies " Drug Felonies
Gther Yaulhiul

Total Total Homcide  Sex Difepses  Robbery furglary Neapons fither Total Passession Sale Felonizs B fenders

Caunte Year Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rale Rank  ‘Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  fate Rank  Rate Rank Rate Rank - Rale Rank  HRale Rank Rate Rank  Rate Rank
PUTHAH 1984 8.7 B 283 4 13y oW 25 W 7B .74 S on 1.2 .0 B 2. 2 [ Y 1.9 4 400
1969 3 1 AR ¥ N B S T ¥ 1 B LIV V4 2.3 4 31 A N, 23 -8 2.3 R YR [] 9 1 82 0 N V4

QUEENS 1986 1871 & 125.1 b 29,0 3 40 29 52 i 204 9 3.4 [ 6.0 13 2.0 [ R (R [ 2.9 2 31 8
1965 159.1 T [N 5 8.6 27 48.8 4182 9 8.3 ] 1.7 M 6.3 10 [N] 8 4.3 ? A3 2.0 16

RENSSELRER 1984 80,6 3 40,2 W 183 4 26 5 3.3 03 1 B J00 e 1B e 47 26 0 Jd 48 17.8 38 I 4
1585 8.0 35 M9 W .8 Bt L0 30 5.9 32 .6 33 Ly 22 1.3 10 | P -4 .3 1 N (A% -] A 42

RICHAOND 1984 L 17 15 13 A8 13 L2 3 25.% 0 Wy IS 21 i 45 28 123 18 24 3 AR ] 1.3 45 S o0n
1983 95,2 8 752 0 a1 9 % w2 i 155 B .2 n 82 L 1.3 3 24 W [ B 1) R

RGCKLAND 1984 8.5 2 sy 2 1Ly 27 [- 7 O+ N 5 15 ¥ AN 1: % S ¥ .1 1.9 4 2.8 1t 402 184 8 A8 W0 B 2
1963 1.1 23 415 B 1wy 12 45 47 10,20 20 e 1S 1.5 20 F I 1] 13,60 12 26 24 1% 8.9 #H i1 32

ST, LAWRENCE 1984 9 48 204 0 6.2 48 [ Y% S 14 5 W LS W O 0N 752 .8 50 8 B N ) 168 40 g AR
1983 8.8 81 194 5 6.2 43 il 4 2.6 4 4 u 40 00 82 5 -1 N Y g 8N 158 38 1.8 2

SARATOGA 1984 4.9 47 2.8 44 LY A [N . w L4 O R 1.2 90 3 03 .2 & LY. iLe 82 N ]
1365 5.8 4 13 B .4 3B 3.9 % 1Y 48 671 3 bR 2.5 38 4.3 32 2 E 2 i} 10.5 53 S W

SCHENECTADY 1984 5.4 M. B3 W 2% - T Y H] 23 A 80 40 20 18 53 0 20 4% .3 4 YA V) 16,0 42 gJ 000
19E3 RPN | B T 16 S { | .3 57 426 1 16 18 bt 39 L3 2 20 4 2,0 50 N ¥} 2.6 43 6.6 40 1.3 2

SCHOHARIE 1986 . 0.3 43 0.3 30 87 45 168 N 7L B L {78 S (] Y 4 W 0 5 U K\ 10,1 S8 N
1583 3.0 3 4.0 A 6.7 4 12 &1 8 134 R A0 32 103 ? ] N ¥ N1 0.4 34 NI V3

SCHUYLER 1988 23,0 &0 §7.2 58 DO 80 57 15 5130 5.7 & I Y] 4009 .0 8§ N 1] N2\ | 5.7 82 N -
1965 2.8 5 8.7 &0 51 4 N A0 82 R/ N N Q0 58 N 3 N ) 171 38 00 42

SENECA 1984 7.4 53 187 5% L3 6.2 4 0055 3 50 N Y] P B I 1 B ] o m N 15.6 43 0003
1905 18.3 37 12.2 ki 8.1 44 .0 59 0 52 A\ 49 .0 12 3.t 35 0005 .0 42 N1 5.1 58 0 LY

STEUBEN 1984 ST 40 3920 33 i 3 134 1B [ Y -1 2.3 U N . ¥ L - 1 .1 3 N 1] 77 10.3 583 1.0 2
1385 9.9 31 452 3 123 144 [: D 2% Y. TSNS {120 S 1} 00 32 62 M L 00 42 e 30 8.3 33 3.4 9

SUFFOLK 1988 16,8 4 0B 15 159 A 98 2 21 1t 459 o 29 50 2 2.0 10 348 18 1 230 A Ly 2
1965 2.7 42 3 W 153 19 %0025 222 1z fha2 o b 2 L S ] 19.3 9 7% I I 7 (2 I 1.3 2

{ Continued on nest page. |
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VAELE tub IWHATES UNDER CUSTODY 1M STATE PRISOR OM DECENRER 31 RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION ARD KATE RANKS BY OFFENSE TYFES ANG COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1906 - Continued

INHATES HNGER CUSTODY

Violent Felonies firug Felanies

. Other Youthful

s Tatal Total Hoaicide  Sex Dffenses  Robbery Burglary Weapons Other otal Passession Sale Felonies Difenders
COUNTY Year Rate fanl  Rate Rank . Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rapk  Hate Rapk ~ Rate Hank Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rale Rank fate Rank  Wate Hank
SULLIvAN 988 150,410 8.5 10 2.8 N Y20 D% S | A | .5 2 117 ] 21,3 ? L3 §§b0 ] 3.9 ) .5 17
1983 176.0 b 8Ll 10 207 9 I LI {7 N L AN R 7% B Y ) 3o 11 L3 b 3.0 3 8.9 i 251 b 58,2 4 £SO 2
T106A 1984 .5 02 4N o 1e n 5.8 43 f.8 22 18 B . Ly W [IS A 2.0 M I n 3.5 U A 003
1983 WA W8 272 119 B 8.0 38 .0 3 139 i N .Y b0 M [ ) 20 32 .0 M 5.8 2 NI V]
TOKPKINS 1366 d6,2 33 4Ly .8 42 12,8 2 48 4 N1 n 2% 4 W% 344 B | N ] 5.4 35 23 .1
1985 .7 N By 42 6.8 40 12.5 12 | IS ] 5.7 A Lt 27 f.10 a1 [ ] 23 .0 L5 U A8 28 b0
ULSTER 1986 £00,5 20 60,3 19 1%y 19 L8 22 7 23 1.8 B 4 M &7 18 7 128 15 L1% I 1 8.5 b YA R ] .6 13
1985 6.6 2% 416 22 153 2% 2.2 A 64 ¥ 12,2 2 b1 L3 12 .1 u 1.8 3 .5 16 2.0 7 820
HARREN 1988 ' s 49 . 1%.8 52 L -1 1Y S} Ly 38 5.4 4 00 32 053 3.4 4 I X1 R % S {| 162 41 0003
1965 35.9 s} 19.8 30 3.6 55 5.4 {2 38 38 1.2 36 00 32 L -3 " 8.4 28 Q0 2 5.4 18 10.8 52 .0 12
HASHINGTON 1984 e % 1y 5N 6.8 W f4 87 I3 W 1.8 32 DR b I 5 1.8 5! U M 1.8 43 10.5 - § O
1565 e 5B 123 56 i3 % .8 3 8 n .8 5 N Y 40 92 b 55 S0 42 K] 5.3 8% 40 42
NAYNE 1988 0.0 4% 341 38 [ B 8.0 32 4 2 e d 0N 5 L P V] D004 AL 1 128 49 D03
1983 5.7 % 74 4 by 3 6.8 M b 35 J4 M 23 L6 30 344 000 42 34 2 1.6 # I V3
NESTCHESTER 1984 54,2 8 1087 T W3 T 34 17 ua 8 2.9 5 3.8 9 1 ] 195 12 [0 B I ¥ 3 S V] 2.2 1 8 7
1933 1441 ¢ 1012 1224 LA TS N T YA b 21 [} Lb 8 LS 18,6 6.0 10 106 12 /e 2 300
HYORING 1984 .8 M WMT 58 LU 1] 4 3 N ) N -1 J 00 . 25 R 00 55 N2 A N 20 M4 40
1588 1. 5 .9 4 8 b0 4.9 45 40 92 40 5 N N Y L5 45 0 a2 2.8 3 3.8 55 N ¥
YATES 1988 85,0 M 3T N ] L7 50 P I T 1 S 1} L Y2 T A | 5 LT u 0043 LY 236 3 N
1363 85,2 31 36 W £7 50 L1004 00 52 9.3 % I YR T W H 7 00 A7 15 N T 7.9 1 NN ¥
NEWYORKSTATE 198¢ 2066 BA 4604 WA 3700 RA 12.B HR O 40,0 HA 9.6 MR 8.2 . WA 8.8 N 5.6 WA .0 HA 248 HA 343 KA 2.1 . NA
[R1:] 195.3 NR o 136.B HA 3344 ki IR M 57.2 N 1.9 bNa 8.5 HA 8.4 HA .1 tik 6.8 R 19,4 NR 0.4 Lt 2.0 NA
HERYORKEITY 1984 73.2 NA 20,1 R AT.00 KA 15,9 NA 520,01 NA O 26,7 C MA 12,0 HA 13.20 MM 8§18 WA 1A HA 47T MA 43.7 HA 3.6 HA
. 19065 333.3 [H{ R MY ) KA 80,4 HA 1.2 MR I3 MR 2401 HA 1E.1 NA 12.9 A 8.1 NA 1.6 MA 3.3 NA 36.b NA 2.0 NA

WOTE:  Draeatit changes in rant scores shoudd be snterpreted wilh caution. The seasilivity of rates to relatively seall changes in absolule nuebers increases as the size of the population decreases.
for exagple, an tncrease of ore (1) 1n a given activity in a coenty with 5,000 residents will cause the value of Uhe rate to increaze by 20, while an tncrease of ane (1) in a county with 50,000
restdents will cause the value of the rate to increase by only Lwo 12),

Sources  NY5 Departaent of Correclional Services,
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TABLE L1a

counTy

ALBARY

4

ALLEBAKY

BRONX

BROCHE

CATTARAUGUS

CAYUGA

CHAUTALQUA

CHERUNG

CHENANGD

CLINTOR

CoLunBtA

PAROLE SUPERVISION RATES PER 160,000 POFULATION

Year

1984
1985

1984
1983

1985
1585

1986
1988

1986
1985
1904
1965

1984
1983

1986
1985

1984
1583

1984
1995

1984
1983

PARDLE SUPERVISION CASES

Under Under
Releases Supervision Supervision
To Parole During Years On 12/3t

Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Kank
Bs.§ 4 228.0 [} 166,9 4
70,8 3 195.5 4 142.3 ]
1. b 3.7 52 . 59
i1, i8 1 4 . 50
1984 1 549.8 1 364.4 1
181.3 1 535.8 i 381t i
23. 3 S R 8.9
9.1 0N Y - 1.8 ()]
50 32,8 53 21,0 50

49 5.2 S8t 1.6 5

. L I} 0.1 3

{2 5.0 38 I on

2.3 M 24 22 .3 42
2.2 3.7 4 e o«
63.0 [ 144.8 $ T 10
35.5 8 YA N A (] 60.4 11
8.0 5% 40,0 2.0 51
160 43 6.0 ] 32.0 2
29,46 A 3.8 28 8.0 30
294 XA 67,4 28 4.1 28
47, 11 2.4 2 82.6 2
2.t 1 [ 1% B 1 M7

TABLE 11B REVOKED AND RETURNED PAROLEE RATES PER [000 PARDLEES
REVOKED AND RETURNED PAROLEES v

Rule Hex Hew Felony

Tatal Vinlations frrests Lonvictions
Rate  Rank Rate  Fank Rate = Rank Kate  Rank
8.7 . 25 .1 2 0.0 32
99.1 17 23 5.9 12 2.2 %
N .-} Q0 B SO0 49 N
8.5 42 b0 W2 s 2 00038
112,310 38,5 H . 38 20 |
126.7 ? 40.3 b 2 50,3 §
i5t.8 15,7 L1 89.0 3
125,21l 4. 15 49.0 ] 24 3
00 82 0000 00 49 S 1
3.3 M U 1. £ 43 3.3 48

© o8 29 000 7% B 2.2 3
22,7 48 SO0 32 21 Q38
6.7 Sl 000 N 26, Y5}
47.¢ L] .0 32 3.7 30 §5.% 32
5.0 e U 9.4 3 45.8 10
S1.Y [] 1.3 24 5.5 2 43.9 1
150.0 5 N .1 0.0 2 100,0 t
55.6 3% R 32 5.6 13 .0 35
83.3 1.7 23 30,0 20 18,7 15
12,1 2 34, L] 0 43 34 12
10.0 4B 2000 2 200 47 0 1
S 17 Ki} n .l 14 1] 35

{ Controued on aext page. |
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TABLE 114 PAROLE SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 FOFULATION TABLE 116 REVOKED AND RETURNED PARDLEE RATES PER 1000 PARDLEES

PHROLE SUPERVISION CASES REVOKED AND RETUSNED PARCLEES 44
tinder thnder

Releases Supervision Supecvision fiule New Hew Felony

To Farole During Yeart O 12/34 Total Violations hrrests Convictions
COUNTY Year kate  Raak Rate  Rant Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Kank Rate  Rank ftate  Fank
CORTLAND 1984 2.5 8 88.6 A .2 4.6 47 2.8 17 23.8 4 00 3
1985 25.3 30 9.6 28 9.1 A - 406 33 U ¥4 30.3 3 0.3 2
DELAYARE 1986 b4 40 7.0 &t 1.0 50 0 52 Q00 3 SO0 48 O3
1985 54 58 17.1 59 10.7 & 00 8 N r I Q043 L 0035

DUTCHESS 1984 3y 0 Hes 12 80.2 1 g4 30 .8 10 2.1 M 2.8 30
1985 iy 12 1265 il 8.2 18 129.0 8 35.5 10 i 8.5 M

ERIE 1988 a2 .70y 54,0 . 20 9.5 22 8.8 12 80.2 13 288 A
1983 s on 100.6 17 82,3 22 1.7 12 19.4 - 22 . 60.9 3 1.7 N1

ESSEX 1984 21, - 28 80.5 18 5.3 0% - 0 - 3 N | O 3
1985 i 8 4.7 42 3.0 41 L0 St .0 2 A X N

FRANKLIN 1988 20.5 .0 48 J2.0 48 186.7 2 53.4 3 N 1 Q0 3
1985 2.8 X 5.7 4 20.6 8l b5 0 32 S04 00 38

FULTON 1986 .9 B 4 29 .8 . Ut B IS B S0 3 8.9 8 .0 3

1965 (% B 3.2 30 3.3 2 8.6 48 b0 32 R W8 2

GENESEE 1988 2.5 R 42,8 33 5.9 N (08,1 14 70 12 81,4 7 N1
1985 15,2 i §1.6 1 73 1 264.7 i 7.1 2 88.2 L] %4 A

GREENE 1988 1.6 47 40.4 50 3.6 43 S0 82 00 W 0008 80 3
1985 9.6 8 k[ I T U1 48 82,5 3 N v N M b2.5 !

HAHILTOH 1986 20,0 - 45 20,0 589 0.0 N 000 82 D03 N} 00 3%
1985 N ¥ O 82 082 N -1 N 00 4] MU )
HERK IHER 1986 w0 W 26,9 58 19.4 9 .t U 35,4 3 §8.6 - 14 00 B
1485 5.0 59 149 &0 1.9 53 1] N0 1 N § RV

{ Continced on next page, )
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THBLE 114

a_
JEFFERSON
KNGS

LENIS
LIVINGSTON
HADISON

HOHROE
HONTECHERY
HASSAU

NEW YORK

NIAGARA

ONEIDA

Year

1908
1985

1988
1985

1984
1903

1986
1985

1998
1985

1984
1985

1985
1389

986
1585

1984
1983

1986

1985

1984
1985

PARDLE SUFERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POFULATION

PARGLE SUPERVISION CASES

tnder tnder
Releases Supervisian Supervisian
To Parole During Yeirt On 12/31

Rate  Rank Rate  Fank Rate  Rank
2.0 1 EL N T () 3.8 40
8.2 % 3. u Be B
1.9 3 319.4 1 218.9 3
104.1 3 300.7 3 202.4 3
e 55 . 80 15.8 &0
Lo b . 81 1.9 4
2.3 4.0 32 LLTS M|
7.4 01 8.3 3 7 u
008 2.5 55 55

2 a 30.0 - 54 . a8
41.8 1 1.5 7 1.3 1
0.9 1 155.8 7 1094 -7
N LS I 1 3.5 4l
15.2 45 36,2 4% 2.8 49
0.8 2 8.8 25 8.2 23
2.4 09 Ha o 6.0 28
129,7 2 352 2 225.4 2
112, 2 302.2 ? 203.2 2
5.8 12 125,91t Ny 1
LY I 1210 12 g0.4 12
0.2 1 f 2 b, 2
s A 23 .30

TABLE 116 REVOKED AND RETURNED PARDLEE RATES PER $000 PRROLEES

REVOKED AMD RETURNED PARKOLEES ss

Rule Hen New Felony

Tatal Violations Arrests Convictions
Rate . Rank Kate  Kank Rale  Rank Rate  Rank
Lt U 0 3 0 3 IIN} 4
42.5 31 20.8 20 4.7 24 . 15
10,7 20 33.7 17 5.4 43 W 12
104.7 15 3.6 12 03 1 4.8 9
a0 32 0 00B 00 49 Q0 W
0§t AR 0043 Wb 38
8,9 3 23 1 2.4 1% 00
0081 N ¥ N} 0003
1053 1B 1) 1053 2 O W
N DR I QO3
80.0 2 1.3 % 8.4 15 . KL}
04,8 14 A, 14 9.3 10 29
N Y O W N ] Q03
52.6 38 N v 52.6 17 00035
14,9 B 26,8 14 0.9 2 1. 1
96,3 2 23.3 17 30.4 3 42, 11
143.1 .1 2 3 9.5 H
135.5 [ (L] 3 7.4 24 53,2 3
76,9 - 1 1. 30 3 25,6 28
549 30 It 30 15.8 2 1.3 34
4.6 20 5.0 33 . 18 4.9 2%
138, g .3 i3 13 [N 4

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 1A PAROLE SUFERVISION RATES PER 100,000 FOFULATION TAGLE {18 REVOLED AND RETURNZD PAROLEE RAIES FER 1000 PAROLEES

PAROLE SUPERVISION CASES REVOKED AND RETURNED PARDLEES #¢

tnder Under

Releases Supervision Supervision Rule Hew Heu Felony

To Farole during Yeart O 12/31 Total Vialations Arrests | Convictions

county Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank flate  Rank Rate  Fank
OHONDAGA 1984 9.4 10 137.7 .10 100.6 9 ny n .0 18 20,2 4t .4 2%
1983 4.9 10 142.1 8 81.9 3 130.1 1 15.4 4 LIRS Bt EIN: B

ORTARLD 1988 LY A 48,3 30 §5.3 8 ny 3 O 3 R 1Y B LI g
1585 .1 -7 [T 6.8 3 ° 96.8 20 164 25 s N3 W
ORANGE 1984 9.5 -2 8.5 23 . 8.9 ne 0 Ly n BT M a0
1985 %9 3 3.9 2 .9 23 86,7 2% 19.4 2 FA RN 3.5 0

ORLEANS 1986 3.4 18 5.4 17 72.0. 18 . 12 N 4.4 1 A | 48.8 4
. 1965 5.2 W 92,0 2t TS 18 7.8 & N ON—Y 2.8 U 0038
DSHERD 1984 2.7 3% 538 4l e 35 3 50 00 3% iy % Q0 3
1985 18.5 40 {1.8 - 4 3.9 4 .0 51 L0 PUIE M SN0 36

071560 1984 g4 S8 .4 0§ 20,3 & 4 40 0 3 n.i4 9 0 3
1963 L1009 3.0 52 15,2 58 S 38 S 00n 32, 17 1

PUTHNAN 1984 13.¢ 48 40.4 49 5.5 M §0.6 A N 30,3 3¢ 0.3 2
1945 thi 50 K1: P I ¥ Hr 40 323 48 SN0 32 N 2.3 W

DUEENS 1986 88,2 H 194.6 3 138.2 3 100.4 15 3.2 s 8.9 40 Ha 13
1965 64.6 [ 183.0 5 123.8 1) g 13 3.5 E 5.9 W 21 1

RENSSELAER 19848 I 19 9.5 18 6.9 - 18 106.0 14 2 2 46.4 25 6.4 9
1985 284 25 9.8 18 8.4 19 125.8 .10 3.2 28 19.5 b 3.9

RICHNOND 1984 0.3 13 143 1 .2 12 67.8 42 LT 2 25,7 45 0.4 2
: 1905 B3 18 110.5 13 My M na on 2 19 .8 38 0.8 L]
ROCKLAND 1984 16.9 4 8.4 18 By n g0.0 31 33.3 8 26,7 42 20,0 11
1583 . 2.0 38 3.9 18 9.8 B 95.9 H.0 2 2.0 39 0 8

. { Continued an next page. }
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TABLE 11A PARDLE SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 FOPULATION " TABLE 116 REVOKED AND RETURNED FARDLEE RATES PEK 1000 PAROLEES

PARDLE SUPERVISION EASES REVOKED AND RETURHED PARDLEES ¢
tinder nder
Releases Supervision Supervision . Rule Hen Hew Felony
To Parvle During Years On 12/31 Tatat Yiolations Arrests Convictions
county Year kate 'Rank Rate  Renk Rate  Rank Rate = Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
51, LANRENCE 1988 20,4 41 2.4 U 8.2 1 95 A 13.2 28 R } ) 23
1985 2,0 N 50,0 32 4.7 2 ni % O R 14.7 & 6.8 2
SARATOGA 1984 L9 82 12.8 &2 8.5 &2 . 150.5 | 00 3 93.2 ] 95.2 2
1963 .0 . &0 17.¢ 58 8.0 &0 103.4 1 M.S NI 49.9 B 00 35
SCHENECTADY 1985 2.0 3 9.3 W L1 A 105.6 17 A1 L 72 I 12,3 1§
1995 3.9 19 9.0 19 s8.4 18 102,718 6.8 3t 75.3 7 0.5 W
SCHOHARIE 1584 1.4 52 30,2 S 2.5 W2 00 52 0 3 0 4 OO W
1985 13,4 4 20,1 54 8.8 55 186.7 3 165.7 i £ 43 N
SCHUYLER 1985 8.7 2.0 2 80.5 H 2.5 43 0 3 62.8§ 12 A0 3
1965 4.3 18 102.8. 16 s2.8 2 ne 38 N L6 13 T
SENECA 1984 59.2 8 190.0 [ 121, [ 0.2 4 2.8 ] 6.4 48 N 1
1985 82.4 ] 147.9 b 128.2 3 005t 4R R U
STEUBEN 1984 [F - T b 740 RS S T 13,2 9 8.9 22 .6 M 3.7 8
1985 2.6 15 4 W 90 MU 16.9 4% N R 1.9 40 M
SQFFOLK 1986 3.8 15 108.3 14 e 17 1085 21 2.9 19 3£.a I 5.1 L
1985 gy 2 §1.5 23 88.6 17 8.1 25 1317 27 .6 35 2. 8
SULLIVAN 1904 .0 9 147,2 8 107.9 8 108.9 13 2.7 U COWE .6 18
1985 50.3 9 127.2 9 9.4 8 93.0 213 1.4 2 4.5 21 9 s
11064 1988 .5 0N 3.5 37 2 1 89.0 4t 00 8%.0 10 ’ 000 38
1985 3.9 52 3.1 48 3.7 W 2.6 3 5.4 3 b0 43 33
TOHPKINS 1988 4.0 33 3.4 4 5.4 4 318 0 3 105.3 2 N1
1965 9.1 54 e 8] 19.3 82 185.2 2 A 1 148,14 ! 4 35

{ Cantinued on next page. )
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TRBLE 110 PARDLE SUPERVISION RAIES PER 100,000 POPULAYION TAKLE 116 REVOKED AND RETURNED PAROLEE RATES PER 1000 PARDLEES

PAROLE SUPERVISION CASES REVOKED AND RETURNED PAROLEES - s
Under Under R

Releases Supervision Supervision Rule New Heu Felany

To Parcle Buring Yeart 0a 1243t Total Violations fArrests Lonvictions

COUNTY Year kate  Rank Rate  Rank kate  Rank Sate ~ Rank kate  Raak Rate  Rank fiate  Kani
ULSTER 1988 30 Uu Hat 6B 9.8 1§ 7.8 B 10.9 3l Ly 2 8.0 17
1963 &b 15 168.6 15 13.3 15 89.4 28 2.1 18 4.1 0N 1.6 33

' HARRER 1986 2.6 40 8.6 A3 30.8 49 . 0 - 52 N Q0 49 00 3
19835 .2 S 56,3 40 .0 A 3.7 43 0011 SO 43 |y 3

WASHINBTOMN 1984 5.3 . bl . 186.7 2 83.3 I 83.3 [ 0 34
1985 8.8 & 37 . 7 0.9 M N 1 90.9 3 001

HAYNE 1986 2.1 u 6.4 M .8 39 L P R ] 00 3 .0 31 3.0

1985 1.1 -4l t8.5 27 8.8 32 . 0 000 n 16,7 41 N 3

NESTCHESTER 1984 RIS S 1s.2 13 82.9 1l 9.5 2.4 18 B Y I S 2.2 U
1965 0.0 13 109.0 W 8.8 13 1029 1 25,5 N £3589 3y n

HYONING 1988 9.8 S8 LTS B ) 19.6 55 5.4 65 00 B 55.6 18 00 3
1985 1.6 2 4.8 45 34 N L N ) 835

YATES 1984 4.2 8t 2. 4§ .0 @ N Y N} 0 & NS
: 1985 8.8 3 21.9 59 7.9 & 00 6l 0 32 N ] .00 36
NEH YORK STATE 1986 2.8 M 210.2 A 4.3 M 1210 MR 3.4 M A2 A L1 7% . i}
1785 [YA 195.5  NA 137.3 R ta. 1 WA KETS B 1 .3 N u.8 W

NEW YORK CITY 1988 152 M 316.9 MR 216.5 MR ey M 2.8 KA 29.2 WA 45.8 N
1985 104.4 A 99,2 NA 20089 M it9.0 WA 36,2 HA 33.6 NA .3

¢ The total nueher of parolees under supervisien during a given year; i.e., parolees tt The total nezber of parolees sevoked and returned during a givea

carried aver froa the previous year {caces under eupervision on Decemher 31} plus year.

inaales releazed during the year to the Division of Parole for Supervision.

NOTE:  Drasatic changes jn 7ank scores shauld be inlerpreted with caution.. The senzitivity of rates to relatively e2all changes in absolute nusbers increaces as the size
of the population decreases, For exaaple, an increase of one (1) in a given activily in a county with 5,000 recidents witl cause the value of the rate to increase
by 20, shile aa increase of one {1) in a county with 50,000 recidents will cauce the value of the rate to increase by only twa {2,

SOURCE: NYS Divicien of Parnle.
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TASLE 124

COUNTY

JUVCHILE OFFENDER DISPOSIFIONS BY TYPE OF DISPOSIYIONS AND CGUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1988

Year

ALBANY

ALLEGARY

BROKX

BROOKE

CATTARAUBUS

CAYUGA

CHAUTAURUA

CHENUNG

CHENANGD

CLINTON

COLUHBIA

CORTLAND

DELAKARE

1984
1985

986
1985

1946
1983

1988
1985

1986
1985

1986
1983

1986
1985

1986
1585

1985
1985

19886
1985

1984
1985

1984
1983

1986
1985

JUVEHILE GFFENDER BISPOSITIONS a

Convictions

fcguitials

Disaissals

Nuaber Percent

Hunher Perceat

Mugber Percent

n
9

=3

A
100.9

A

KA

NA

L
100.0

HA
HA

NA
L

HR

100,0

HA

HA
N

A
A

0 0
0 .0
0 HA
] HA
2 1.3
0 0
¢ HA
[} .0
1 KA
9 HA
0 HA
0 L1}
¢ HA
0 0
0 A
1 HA
¢ HA
0 NA
0 HA
0 0
0 0
0 NA
0 NA
0 HA
0 HA
0 HA

.0
0

HA
HA

NA
HA

NA
L1}

NA
HA

HA
LU]

0
L

HA
Nk

NA
HA

Nolt Praseculed

Resoved To
Faaily Court

Other

Total

Nuoher Percent

Huaber Percent

Huaber Percent

Husber Perceat

[ 0
0 .0
0 HA
0 HA
7 3.
3 4.6
1 HA
[ .0
0 NA
0 Nr
¢ HA
] NA
¢ KA
9 .0
] HA
1] R
] KA
0 HA
0 HA
0 0
0 .0
¢ HA
0 HA
0 RA
0 HA
0 L1

NA
tA

A
HA

HA
N

A
A

[t}

]
(G}

1 8.3
] Nl
0 NA
0 &
[ 3.8
3 4.0
9 HA
0 N
0 HA
0 HA
0 A
] NA
] KA
0 .0
[ ]
0 HA
0 NA
0 NA
0 HA
0 .0
0 .0
¢ HA
0 NA
0 i
1 BA
0 LT

12
13

0
0

137
124

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100,0
100.0

100.0
160.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100, ¢

100.0
100.9

100,90
160.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100,90

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

{ Continued on pexb pages )
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IABLE 124

counry

DUTCHESS

ERIE

ESSEX

FRANKLIN

FULTOR

GENESEE

BREENE

HAHILTON

HERKTHER

JEFFERSON

KINGS

LENIS

LIVINGSTON

Year

1985
1985

1984
1985

1904
1985

1986
1985

1988
1983

1988
1985

1988
19685

1986
1985

1988
1305

1988
1985

1986
1985

1984
1985

1986
1965

JUVENILE OFFENDER DISFOSITIONS BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND COURIY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

JUVENILE OFFENDER DISPOSITIONS ¢

Convictions

0 0
I 25,0
4 10.8
2 8.7
0 Lt}
0 L
] HA
0 .0
1 HA
0 RA
0 NA
v HA
0 HA
0 bl
0 A
0 A
0 HA
1] RA
2 100.0
0 KA
138 32.8
92 M7
0 NA
0 NA
0 RA
1] HA

Acquittals

Disaissals

. Hol Frosecuted

Reaoved To
Fanily Court

Nusber Percent

Nusber Percent

Hlusber FPercent

Rusber  Percent

[} 0
| 25.0
I 1.1
! 43
0 HA
] NA
0 HA
0 .0
9 NA
0 HA
0 HA
0 N
0 HA
0 HA
0 HA
0 HA
0 HA
0 NA
0 0
0 NA
2 3
] 1.1
[ HA
0 HA
0 HA
0 HA

0 N
i 5.0
H 38,5
" 40.9
¢ HA
0 oA
(i NA
0 0
0 LI
K] KA
9 KA
1] NA
0 XA
9 HA
0 RA
0 HA
0 HA
0 NA
0 .0
[/ RA
55

0 A
0 ]
] HA
0 Hh

0 0
0 0
9 .0
0 .0
0 RA
0 HA
¢ NA
[ .0
0 NA
0 HA
] HA
0 HA
0 HA
[} HA
[ HA
[V Ni
4 HA
[ b1
0 .0
0 Na
13 8.3
26 1,5
1 NA
0 N
0 HA
9 Ha

1 1000
i 25.0
2 15.4
4 17.4
0 HA
0 HA
0 HA
I 1000
0 HA
0 HA
0 HA
0 A
¢ HA
0 Ha
0 HA
0 A
0 HA
[ NA
0 K]
@ N

153 3.3
192 S1.b

0 HA
0 NA
0 A
0 N

0 N
] .0
i IN]
2 8.7
] HA
0 RA
¢ HA
0 .0
0 HA
0 HA
0 HA
] HA
0 Na
[ N
0 NR
] HA
0 HA
0 RA
¢ ]
[ HA
§ 1.2
0 .0
0 HA
0 A
0 KA
0 ua

I 100.0
41000
13 100.0
21 100.0
0 - 100.0
0 160.0
¢ 1000
1 100.0
0 - 100.0
(U 1A
0 100.0
0 100.0
0 100.0
0 100.8
0 100.0
0 100.0
0 100.0
0 100.0
2 100.0
0. 12,0
21 100.0
60,0
0 100.0
0 100.0
0 100.0
0 100.0

( Continued o next page, )
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TABLE 120

CounTyY

HADISON

HOHROE

HONTGOHERY

NASSAU

KEY YORK

HIAGARA

ONEIDA

ONOHDABA

ONTARID

DRANEGE

ORLEARS

OSNEGD

DTSEGD

Year

1988
1985

1988
1985

1988
1985

1988
985

1986
1585

1984
1983

1968
1985

1384
1985

1988
1985

1988
1985

1986
1985

19886
1985

1986
1965

JUVENILE OFFENDER DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND COUNTY FOK 1985 AND (985 - Continued

" JUVENILE OFFENDER DISPOSITEONS o

Convictions

Acquittals

Nugber Fercent

Husber Percent

&
87

100,90
HA
3.3
25.0
NA
HA

513
§0.0

39,2
354

HA
_

HA
HA

0 i
0 NA
0 ]
0 R
0 HR
] NA
0 Q.
0 0
i ]
| 4
0 0
0 ]
0 0
0 .0
0 .0
[ .0
¢ HA
0 R
0 HA
0 HA
[ HA
0 HA
0 RA
0 HA
0 Ha
0 NA

Disaissals

HA
NA

HA
HA

NA
KA

HA
HA

Hot Prosecuted

feanved To
Fanily Court

Dther

Hunher FPercent

Nunber Perceat

Huaber Percent

0
NA

0
8.3

RA
NA

HA
HA

HA
A

NA
HA

NA

NA
HA

(]
RA

L1
na

HA
NA

NA
()

0 .0
] HA
0 .0
1 2.5
¢ HA
0 KA
i 4.7
0 N
0 ]
3 1.2
0 Y
[ N
0 .0
] R
0 .0
0 .0
0 HA
0 A
0 NA
0 HA
¢ HA
[} HA
] NA
0 A
0 HR
0 HA

222
246

—
n -0

L1

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
166.0

100.0
100.9

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
160.0

{ Conlinued on nest page. )
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TABLE 120

COUNTY

PUTHAY

QUEENS

RENSSELAER

RICHRORD

ROCKLAND

5T, LAWRENCE

SARATOGA

SCHENECTADY

SCHOHARIE

SCHUYLER

SENECA

STEUBEN

SUFFOLK

Year

1986
1983

1984
1583

1984
1905

1986

" 1985

1968
1983

1980
1965

1385
1935

1985
1983

1986
1985

1986
1965

1984
19835

1986
1585

1988
1983

JUVENILE OFFENDER DISPOSITIONS &Y TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND COUHTY FOR 5985 AHD 1986 - Ca&linu!d

JUVENILE OFFENBER DISFOSITIONS @

Convictions

HA
HA

HA
R

Acquittals

0 HA
0 NA
3 2.3
2 .1
0 A
0 NA
0 .0
[} [}
0 HA
0 RA
0 HA
0 HA
9 HA
0 .0
0 0
0 HA
[ HR
0 HA
0 HA
0 HA
0 KA
0 NA
0 HA
0 0
{ 4.5
0 N

Dismissals

Wot Prosecuted

fiesoved To
Fagily Ceurt

Hunber Percent

Rusber Percent

Nucher Perceat -

Jo
)

. HA
HA

234
2.0

HA
8A

. KA
Rh

HA
HA

N
100.0

< o

(= —1

2

NA
KA

0
1.0

HA
HA

HA
KA

HA
Ri

K}
38

HA
HA

100.0
A

A
i

HA
LAl

e Gt

0 NA
0 HA
t 8
0 .0
0 A
0 NA
0 R
0 .0
0 HA
0 HA
¢ NA
0 HA
¢ HA
1 1000
[ 0
0 Hh
0 HA
] N
0 NA
0 A
0 HA
0 iy
[ HA
0 0
] 18.2

9.4

2
53

160.0
100.0

100.¢
100.0

100.0
16,0

160.0
100.0

100.¢
100.¢

100.¢
160.0

100.0
169.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
160.0

100.0
100.0

100,0
100.0

100.0
10%.0

100.0
100, 0

{ Centinued on nest page. )
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TADLE 450 JUVEHILE OFFENDER DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE OF DISFOSITIONS AND COUNTY FOR K985 AND 1988

JUVENILE DFFENDER DISPOSITIONS ¢

. fesnved To
Lonvictinas Acquittals Disaissals ol Prosecuted Fasily Court Dther Totai
CHUNRTY Year Huaber Percent Nuober Perceat Husber Percent Nusber Fercent Husber Perceat Huaber Perceal Nusber Percent
SULLIVAN 1986 0 HA 0 HA 0 HA 0 NA ] HA 0 HA 0 100.0
1985 0 NA 0 KA [ HA 0 NA ¢ WA 0 KA o 100.0
11064 1985 0 KA 0 HA 0 KA 0 A [ HA [} HA ¢ 1000
1985 0 NA [] HA 0 A 0 NA 1] HA 0 NA 0 100.0
TONPLINS 1988 0 HA [ NA [ A 0 KA 0 HA [ HA 0 100.0
1985 ] NA 1] HA 0 RA 0 NA 0 HA ] HA 6 109.0
ULSTER 1986 0 HA 0 HA 0 . KA [}] HA 0 MA ) KA 0 100.0
1985 1 100.0 1 K} (1 .0 0 0 0 .0 0 N I 1000
NARREN 1985 0 HA 0 KA 0 NA 0 NA 0 HA [ NA 0 100.0
1965 [ ) 0 HA 0 HA ] 1) 0 HA . ¢ HA ¢ 100.0
HASHINGTON 1986 0 HA 0 HA 0 Lt 0 HA 0 HA [} HA ¢ 100.0
1585 0 N& 0 AR 0 NA 0 HA 0 A 0 HA 0 100.0
HAYKE ‘ 1986 1 100.0 0 W0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0 0 { 100.0
1985 ¢ HA 0 Na 1 NA 0 NA 0 HiA .0 A o 100.0
HESTCHESTER 1906 10 0.9 0 0 0 0 z 15.4 i 1.7 ] 0 13 100.0
1985 14 0.0 i 5.0 2 10.0 [ .0 3 15.0 1 .0 2B 10,0
HYDKING 1986 0 A (] HA 0 NA 0 KA 0 NA [ HA 90 100.0
1965 ¢ NA ] A 0 NA 0 HA 0 .1 1] Hi 0 100.0
YATES 1588 0 NA 0 NA 0 HA [ NA 0 HA [ NA ¢ 100.0
1985 1] NA ] i (4 NA [1] NA 1] WA 0 HA 0 . 100.0
HEW YORK STATE 1986 410 40,2 10 1.0 263 2.8 80 5.9 n7 25,2 21 21 1,028 100.0°
1985 369 38.2 i 1.0 225 2.0 b 5.3 342 .4 19 1.9 1,019 100.0
REW YORK CITY¥ 1586 359 39.0 8 R 253 2.5 56 8.4 232 25,2 ‘ [£] .5 921 100.0
1985 307 38,2 ? .8 203 2.9 52 [N} 212 3200 8 .9 849 100.0

€ Dispositron data are based on the year of senlencing for convictions and on the yesr of disposition for acquittals, disaissals, and ‘other” dicpositions. [hese data aiy be affected by the underceporting of
dispositions to the Division of Triminal Justice Services {see Appeadix Fl.

SBURCE:s  NYS Bivicion of Crieinal Justice Services, Arvests and Processing Trends File,
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TABLE 12b

COUNTY

ALBARY

ALLEGANY

BRONX

BROOKE '

CATTARAUBUS

CAYUGA

CHAUTAUQUA

CHENUNS

CHENANED

CLIRTOR

COLUKBIA

CORTLAND

DELAHARE

Year

1984
1985

1984
1983

1985
1983

1984
1983

1984
1965

1988
1985

1985
1985

1988
1983

1988
1983

., 198

1983

1904
1985

1986
1985

1984
1983

JUVENILE OFFENDER SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS BY SERTENCE TYPE AND COUNIY FOR 1985 AND 19684

SEHTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TDTAL CONVICTIDNS ¢

State Facilsty

8.5
100.0

HA
KA

HA
100.0

HA
A

A
HA

A
100.0

HA
NA

HA
A

HA
0.0

HA
HA

HR
HA

A
kA

Local Jdail

HA
0

NA
KA

HR
NA

HA
HA

NA
NA
HA

NA
NA

&
A

tocal dail
and Probation

0
N

HA
HA

8.9
1.9

NA
N}

HA
HA

HA
na

HA
0

HA
A

HA
-NA

NA
HA
Na

NA
NA

HA

Probation

2.3
.0

HA
NA

8.9
2.7

HA
.0

NA
HA

NA
NA

HA
HA

HA
]

HA
39.0

HA
HRA

HA

iR
KA

HA
N

NA
KA

L1
HA

NR
HA

HA
HA

HA
HA

Tetal
Convictions

100.0
f00.0

160.0
100.0

100.6
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100,0

100.0
100.0

100,0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100,0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
160.0

100.0
1060

{ Continued on next page. )
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TALLE 128

COUNTY

DUTCHESS

ERIE

ESSEL

FRANKLIN

FULTOR

GENESEE

GREERE

HAKILTON

HERKIHER

JEFFERSON

KIKES

LEWIS

LIVINGSTON

Year

988
1983

1985
1985

1985
1965

1984
1983

1985
1985

1984
1985

1984
1985

1984
1985

1988
1965

L1988

1983

19688
1983

1988
1965

1986
1385

SENTENCES AS A PERCERY OF YOTAL CONVICTIONS BY SENTENCE YYFE AND COUNEY FOR 1985 AND 1988 - Continued

SENIENCES AS A PERCERT OF TOTAL CORVICTIONS &

State Facility

NA
HA

NA
HA

Local Jail

ik
HA

HA
NA

HA
HA

HA
N

HA
HA

HA
HA

Local Jasi
and Prabation

HA
Ha

NA
]

HA
A

HA
NR

HA
HA

HA
NA

20,3
1.4

HR
HA

HA
A

Probation

HA
100.9

50.0

HA
HA

HA
LT

HA
HA

RA
HA

1A
HA

HA
NA

HA
A

HA
A

NA

A

HA

HA
LT

Tatal
Lanvictians

100.0
160.0

100.0
100.0

1000
100.0

100.0
106.0

100.0
00.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

£00.0
160.0

100.0
160.0

100,0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

{ Continued on next page. )
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TALLE 128 SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF IOTAL CONVICTIONS BY SENTENCE TYPE ARD COUNITY FOR 1965 AND 1986 - Continued

COURTY Year
HADISOR ’ 1984
1983
HONROE 1985
1983
HORTGOKERY 1988
1983
HASSAU 1988
1983
NEY YORK 1984
. 1985
NIAGARA 19848
1963
ORELDA 1988
19085
OHONDAGA 1984
1965
ONTARID 1986
1985
ORANGE L1988
1985
ORLEANS 1985
1985
OSHEGD 1984
1983
OISEGD 1988
19E3

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CORVICTIONS @

State Facility

100.0
HA

100.0
18.7

HA
A

NA
NA

A
[}

NA
NA

NA
HA

tocal Jail

HA
HA

HA
HA

NA

NA
HA

tacal Jail
and Probaticn

HA
i

HA
Ha

A
H

HA
HA

HA
H

Frobation

Ha
NA

5.0
5.0

0.0
30.0

HA
[t}

A

KA

HA

NA

NA
A

NA
HA

A
HA

HA
HA

fatal
Convictiong

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
160.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.9

100.0
100.0

100.0
106.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

. 100.0
100.0

100.0
160.6

100.0
106.0

100.0
100.0

{ Continued on next page. )
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1ABLE 128

COUNTY

PUTHAN

DUEENS

REXSSELAER

RICHHCKD

ROCKLAND

ST. LAWRERCE

SARATDGA

SCHENECTADY

SCHOHARIE

SCHUYLER

SENECA

STEUBEN

SUFFOLK

Year

19688
1983

1984
1983

1988
1983

1986
1985

1988
1963

1988
1985

1988
1985

1988
1983

1988
1985

1984
1985

1984
1985

1985
1985

1986
1905

SENTENCES AS A PEACENT OF TOYAL CONVICTIONS BY SENTENCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 19B3 AND 1985 - Continued

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF JOTAL CORVICTIONS &

State Facility

HA
Na

NA
1t}

Local Jdail

HA
HA

NA
A

HA
HA

HA
A

Local Jail
and Probation

HA
Ha

23.0
HA
HR

0
.0

HA
KA
NA

LU
HA

HA
HA

HA
HA

N&
HA
i
HA

HA

37.5

. Probation

30.0

HA
HA

HA
A

HA
HA

HA

HA

HA

HA
HA

HA
A

HA
Ha

HA
HA
HA

HA
HA

HA
A

HA
A

HA

12,5
12.9

Total
Convictions

100.0
100.0

100.9
£00.0

100.0
100.0

100.0 ¢
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
106.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

{ Continued on next page. }
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1ABLE 128 SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS BY SENTEHCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Lontinued

SENYENCES AS A PERCENT DF T0TAL CONVICTIONS #

La:ql darl ¢ Tolal

COUNTY Year Stale Famlity Local Jdail and Probation Probatson Other Eonvictions
SULLIVAN 1985 HA N HA A HA 100.0
1985 HA HA KA HA HA 100.0
T106# 1968 MA HA HA ' HA HA 100.0
1965 Ni HA WA N HA 100.0
TOHPKINS 1986 KA HA M KA HA 100.0
1985 A KA MA HA NA 160.0
ULSTER 198 i HA o ’ HA m 100.0
1985 0 .0 .0 .0 100.0 100.0
KARREN 1985 KA HA HA NA KA 100.0
1985 i HA ) A HA A : 100.0
HASHINGTON 1964 HA KA HA hA KA 100,06
1965 Wi HA ) HA HA . M 10,0
VAYNE 1988 10,0 .0 0 2 .0 100.0
1965 HA MA ¥ HA NA . 100.0
WESTCHESYER 1984 0.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 .0 10¢.0
1985 2.9 2 0.8 14.3 14.3 160.0
HYDHING 1984 NA NA KA HA NA 100.0
1985 Wi HA HA HA 1A 160.0
YAIES L1968 A HA NA NA HA 100.0
1965 HA HA A HA HA - 100.0
HEN YORY. STATE 1985 3. 8.0 1.4 g 2.2 100.0
1935 39.8 10.8 10.8 336 49 166.0
HEM YORK CITY 1986 0.8 7.8 4.2 n, 2.2 1000
1965 3.7 12.1 8.t 3.9 160.0

t These data reflect Lhe cost serious sentence 1% sultiple sentence dispositions le.q., sentences including a jail ters and a fine have heen counted &s "local jail*). This distribulion of sentence iypes
asy be affected by the snderreporting af dispositions to the Division of Crisinal Justice Services lsee Appendix FJ,

SOURCE:  NYS Division of Criainal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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AFFENDIY C PERCENT OF DISPOSED 1984 ARRESTS, 1985 ARRESIS, AND 1986 ARRESTS AND THE AVERAGE PERCENT OF DISPOSED 1984 THAOUGH 1906 ARKCSTS (ADULTS ONLY) o

PERCENT OF DISPOSITIONS REPORTED . AVERAGE PERCENY

OF DISPDSED
1904 Arrests 1985 #rrests . * 1984 Arrests 1984-Bb ARRESTS
county Tatal Felony Hisdeaeanor Tatal Felony Hisdeseanar Tatal Felony Hisdeseancr Total Felony Hisdeseanor
ALEANY 88.2 64.3 69.8 1.2 67.2 92,7 7%.1 3.8 81.4 86.0 81.3 87.%
ALLEGANY 51.4 81,6 56.5 8.3 35,9 8.9 2.4 4.3 55,3 58.0 52.9 56,9
BRONR 89.4 90,2 80.3 87.8 §9.4 B5.8 .8 5.3 1. 81,5 84.4 82.%
EROOKE 62.1 84.3 B4 80.7 79.9 1.0 n.g 81.3 12,5 7.8 .1 78.1
CATTARALEYS 47.8 80,5 8.1 0.0 45.4 na 811 53.7 . S8 86,1 59.5 81.5
CAYUGA 6.4 72,3 82,5 .2 80.2 5.1 52,0 51.8 52.1 88.2 48.0 45.8
CHAUTAYOUA 170.5 3.1 .7 82.3 7.8 8.3 R 48.4 715 .1 72.%9 78.0
CHEHUNE BG.3 64,8 1.1 61.3 9.0 8.9 8%.1 82,7 n.o 76.9 75.4 1.4
CHENARGE 85.3 58,9 5.4 0.7 N2 0.1 3.2 48.8 85,3 45,9 40.9 6.8
CLINION 76.1 78,8 78.0 %1 12,6 1 9.5 5.2 &1.7 6%.% 45.9 M.
ChilhblA .4, 75.8 .2 M.9 3.2 754 89.8 51,5 70.5 1.2 2.3 13.5
CORTLAND 82,6 85.1 82.5 80,5 0.5 8.8 82,2 56.2 83.1 5.4 1.4 15.6
GELAWARE 89.5 2.1 89,0 13.8 12.5 140 59.0 58.1 .3 47.3 [1%:] £1.5
BUTCNESS 5.2 §2.1 g4.1 88,2 84,0 82,0 7.5 £0.7 16.8 n.s 5.1 81.2
ERIE 83.8 85.0 83.1 84.9 85.5 . B4.7 70,5 7132 £9.5 ’.5 81.1 8.9
ES5EL 1.9 45.8 73.4 6.3 7.3 1.4 8.3 58.2 (1N 70.8 4.8 1.8
FRANFLIN 5.7 5.2 75.8 N1 .0 4.3 48.5 £3.6 59,3 12,5 0.9 2.8
FULTON 70.8 8.9 1.8 7”1 78,0 80,2 n.e 41.8 184 1.8 16.9 8.1
GENESEE 88,4 74.3 87.1 89.7 58,2 g 82,8 49.3 bs.1 66.8 i%.8 48.5
GREENE ‘ 75.9 . n.a HA 5.5 8.4 49,3 44,7 M.t 3.9 0.1 153
HANILTON 40.8 28.9 88,2 30,0 83.3 39.5 4.4 30.0 {1.} 34.8 1.5 50.5
RERD IKER £2.1 47.8 86,7 47.3 88.7 47.0 2.1 {0.46 §1.3 40.¢ 80,2 &S
JEFFERSON .5 78.9 $9.5 2.1 15,0 1A 8.0 4.8 881 ¢ 70,2 .7 Lhb
).1NGS 85,3 BE.§ 85.4 82.3 83.6 ‘69,7 8.3 48.6 $3.3 n.4 19.0 75,2
LEWIS 8.7 48.8 59.9 45.3 81.3 80.4 1.5 M8 444 56.% 48,0 53.9
LIVIGSTON 8.9 L8 1.4 8.0 76,2 8.2 80.4 8.4 £2.5 .4 84.2 2.1
HADISON %7 Tn.2 1.2 2.4 82.% 13.4 84,9 59.4 85.7 89.9 87,1 70.8
HEHAEE 69.3 01.8 0.9 2.4 70.5 13.6 59.0 a1.9 61.2 12,8 81.5 .4
MONTEBHERY 2.9 1.5 R 12.1 78,1 7.3 ! 56.2 52.7 59.3 42,2 87.8 611
NASSAY EE.& 9.9 82.7 a0.1 84,5 n.s 5.7 (AW 53.1 n.7 R 12.9
NEU YGRE 9.9 9.9 9u.9 90.2 8%.4 90,5 1.4 1.5 0.5 85.5 BS.7 §2.0
NIREARA 90.4 B9.1 20.6 94,4 85.9 9.0 11.8 £6.2 (1] 85.8 5.9 a7.6
GHELDA 15.1 14.7 5.2 MH.L .1 73.8 1N &1 34.9 7.0 1.1 1.0
ONDREAGA at.¢ n.9 £4.3 1.2 1.0 aL.9 9.9 46.8 58.8 M.2 83.9 "
kTR0 1.7 1.0 na 0.4 7.2 £9.0 83, 83.7 84.8 89.1 AR £6.8
NRINCE Ed. 4 19.0 Bi.1 9L.§ 78.0 82.7 316 49.2 8.5 7.4 87.8 1.3
ORLEANS 49.4 75.9 87.8 10.7 78.3 81.2 55.6 .0 58.3 .3 85,2 83,9
OSHELD 19.6 n.3 80.0 16.8 10.5 19,3 82.2 T 56,7 831 2.6 £8.1 3.2
015EED ne tLe 5.1 .5 %0 79.1 42,9 0.5 53.4 0.9 t5.7 H®)
FUTHAR a2.4 A B3.7 at.4 58.3 8.4 43.2 44,6 58,3 14.E 56.7 5.4

{ Continued on pext page, }
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APFENDIX € PLRCENT OF DISPOSED 1984 ARKESIS, (905 ARKESIS, AND 1985 ARRESTS AND THE AVERAGE PERLENT OF DISPOSED 1984 THRQUGH 19B& ARKESTS (AGULTS ONLY) ¢ - Continued

PERCENT DF  DISPOSITIONS REPORTED AVERAGE PERCENT

4 0F DISPOSED
1904 Arrests 1985 Arrests 1984 Arrests 1984-6b ARHESTS

COuKTY Total Felany Hicdeaeanor Total Felony Hisdeaeanor Total Felany Hisdenganor Total Felany Hisdeseanor
GUEENS 50.8 2.2 B%.5 99.1 20.0 88.3 1.8 13.8 73.8 84.0 64.2 83.7
RENSSELAER 8.3 74.4 9.4 n.e 7.1 78.3 bb.b 50,4 88.4 14.0 9.9 75.1
RiCHHOND 2.1 92,8 81.1 90,5 92.4 89.3 18.3 1.9 .4 88.1 81.8 BS.0
ROCELAND 74.8 76,0 1.3 75.8 7%.0 .1 35,0 93.5 511 89.3 89,1 49.4
SI. LAKRENCE 2.4 29.0 58.9 54,1 3.8 0,4 51.2 32.3 S48 32,8 3.9 355
SAEATDGA 8.1 4.7 8.3 94.8 §0.5 83.5 78.3 4.8 0.4 n1 .4 80.8
SCHENECTADY 88.7 5.1 9.7 91.8 89.4 2.5 1.2 8.9 80.3 95. 80.0 21.1
SCHOHARIE 34,9 0.5 543 10.% 76.3 82.7 62,6 36.0 81,8 81.2 10.7 41,8
STHUYLER .9 70.8 H.0 n.3 M0 .3 8.3 86,7 8.7 n.2 10,8 3
SENECA 1.6 82,0 73.4 63.2 44,7 82.3 52.¢ §3.¢ 52.3 82,3 86.6 827
STEUBEN 1.9 80.8 89.9 134 .5 13.9 43,3 58.8 84,6 49.3 894 69.3
SUFFGLK 86.5 66,0 86.0 8.1 81.9 82.8 53.9 86,6 51.7 4.5 .5 3.5
SULLTVAN 5.0 - Bt 85.4 81.3 7.0 ©BLb 45.8 8.1 81.8 A} 3.4 4.1
11064 8.0 75.0 18.3 75.8 a1.1 n.¢ 38.0 513 58.1 10.0 49,7 0.0
TD4PKING B2 7.8 83.0 78.1 49.0 79.9 40.3 13.2 84,0 [AN] 82,2 15.4
ULSTER 85,9 85,9 n.2 16.0 81,9 n. 85, 3%.2 81.7 88.4 42,2 70.4
HARREN 82.5 89,5 87,1 89.7 88,0 . 90.0 80,2 0.1 80.2 85.7 83.8 85.7
HRSRINGTON 83.0 81.9 813 52.9 £3.3 8.2 §5.9 b1.8 55.4 80.9 82,3 40.5
HAYNE 823 50,8 62,4 88.5 85.3 6.1 81,4 56,4 89.3 56,2 818 87,0
HESTLIESTER 81.7 ¢ 800 al.2 Ha 7.5 13.1 85.5 6.8 83.3 89.2 72.5 81.%
#iOHING 2.0 45,1 36.2 3.4 8.8 8.4 33.0 2.9 30.6 39.5 37.3 3.
YATES 70.5 83.3 £1.8 50.7 82.1 35.1 - S1.4 58.5 57,0 42,2 .3 3%.5
NEW T0RY STATE 5.3 86,9 (IR 831.8 83.1 B3.1 89.4 70.3 49.2 3.2 0.3 8.6
HEN -YORK CITY £9.5 89.7 9.4 7.8 87.8 81.8 .6 13.8 75.2 §3.5 81.3 8.7

t This table praJ;des a0 tadication of the propartion of arrests, excluding those for Juventle ffenders, for which final dispositions were reported to the Division of Crisinal Justice Services® CCH/OBIS
data systes as of July 1567, “Interia’ dispositions, such as the issuance of a warrant, sre counted as issing.

SOURCE: NYS Divisioa of Crieinal Justice Services, County Proftles Systes,
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APPENDIX E
VIOLENT FELONY OFFENSES



VIOLENT FELONY OFFENSES!

PL SECTION SUB- FELONY

QFFENSES NUMBER DIVISION CLASS
Assault 2nd 120.05 all D
Assault 1st2 120.10 all C
Aggravated Assault on

Peace Qfficer2 120.11 00 B
Manslaughter 1st2 . 125.20 all B
Murder Zad, Attempted 125.25 B
Rape 1st ‘ 130.35 all B
Sodomy 1st2 130.50 all B
Sexual Abuse 1lst 130.65 all D
Agg. Sexual Ab%sez 130.70 all B
Kidnapping 2nd 135.20 00 B
Kidnapping lit' Attempted 135.25 ' all B
Burglary 2nd 140.25 all C
Burglary %st2 140.30 all B
Arson 2Znd 150.15 all 8
Arson 1lst, Attempted 150.20 all B
Robbery 2nd< 160.10 all C
Robbery 1st2 160.15 all B
Intimidation 2nd% 215.16 all D
Intimidation 1st2.4 215.17 all B
Crim. Poss. Weapon 3rd? 265.02 04,05 D
Crim. Poss. Weapon 2nd2 265.03 00 C
Crim. Poss. Weapon 15t2 265.04 all B
Crim. Use Firearm 2nd - 265.08 all C
Crim. Use Firearm 1lst? 265.09 all B
Crim. Sale Firearm 1st 265.12 00 D

The following crimes are not designated as "violent felony offenses" but are
included as such for statistical purposes:

Murder 2nd 125.25 all A-1
Murder 1st, Including

Attempted 125.27 all A-1
Kidnapping 1st 135.25 all A-1
Arson lst 150.20 all A-1
Crim. Poss. Weapon 3rd3 265.02 00,01,02,03 D

lpenal Law of the State of New York, Section 70.02.

2An "attempt" to commit this crime is also classified as a "violent felony
offense"; an attemot is one felony class lower than the actual commission
of the crime.

3These offenses are counted as "violent felony offenses” only in the data
provided by the NYS Department of Correctional Services.

Ycffective 11/1/86.
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APPENDIX F

NEW YORK STATE
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM DESCRIPTIONS



DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

Board of Prisoners. The Board of Prisoners’ account is the only source of
Tocal assistance funding administered by DOCS. Funds paid out of the account
cover four areas:

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

0 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.

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

] State Readies: These are convicted felons for whom the committing
county has the Department that they are awaiting transfer into the
State system. Beginning on 7/1/85, counties were reimbursed 320 per
diem toward the cost of housing those who have been state ready for
five days. After the inmate has been state ready five days,
reimbursement is retroactive to the first day. Conversely, if an
individual is state ready for only one to four days, there is no
reimbursement. , :

Community Treatment Proqrams. The Department of Correctional Services has in
the past, and will again this year, be allowed to enter into agreements to
place Tow-risk inmates, within a year of parole eligibility, into community
contract facilities. These 24-hour a day facilities offer drug rehabilitation
programs to those inmates who, it is believed, have more of a drug problem than
a criminal history. Innovative project components include the use of
naltrexone on a pilot basis, intensive vocational rehabilitation services, and
on-site supervision by parole officers.

Under the community contract program, the Division of Substance Abuse Services
identifies which community beds can be used and arrives at a contract with the
local facilities. The program operated with approximately 300 contract beds

in 1983 and again in 1984, but was not continuad in the 1985-86 fiscal plan. A
total of 300 slots for DOCS inmates is propoued for FY 1986-87, at a per inmate
per annum cost of §11,000, versus the $26,000 a year cost of incarceration in
correctional facilities. Given the actual cost of incarceration within the
DOCS system, the choice is to imprison one inmate or to treat three in the
community. Funding of the program could result in a net savings to taxpayers
of $7 million annually, according to memoranda in support of the legislation.

Prison Transfer to State Facilities. The State reimburses counties for their
costs incurred in transporting state-ready inmates to State correctional
facilities.
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CRIME VICTIMS BOARD

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 permitted to reimburse claimants for transportation costs
incurred for necessary court appearances in connection with the prosecution of.
a crime and for loss or damage to esssential 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;
these funds are included in the FY 1985-86 appropriation.

Victim and Witness Assistance Program. In FY 1981-82, the Crime Victims Board
initiated the Victim and Witness Assistance Program with $1.5 million in
funding for 22 programs. The number of .funded programs has since doubled.
Each of the Tocal programs which receives funding provides services in one of
five general areas for victims and witnesses:

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

OO0 000

These programs provide a comprehensive array of assistance services to address
the economic, fiscal, psychological, and criminal justice consequences of
victimization. Services include: 1information, referral to other agencies,
supportive counseling, psychological counseling, group counseling, application
assistance, court notification, court accompanied impact statements, hotline,
lock installation, home visits, escort service, and transportation.

The agency has expanded existing programs and initiated new programs with
federal funds from the Victims of Crime Act (VOCA) of 1984.
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DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES

Asset/Forfeiture legislation. The passage of Article 13-A (CPLR) provided
prosecutors in New York State with a new tool to combat crime. This statute

allows for the seizure of the proceeds and instrumentalities of crime, thereby.
reducing the profitability of, and incentive for, illegal activity.

Pursuant to Chapter 669 of the Laws of 1984, $§1 million in State funds were
made available to counties participating in the Target Crime Initiative Program
(see description below) and the New York City Special Narcotics Prosecutor for
the purpose of establishing forfeiture units in local prosecutors’ offices.
Funds were not appropriated in FY 86-87 for the forfeiture effort because the
value of assets seized could be utilized to support the initiative.

Crime Prevention and Protection. This program provides funds for special
contractual services, for expenses of programs to prevent crime and protect
senjor citizens. These appropriations commenced with one award in 1977 and
increased to 90 awards in 1985. There was no appropriation for FY 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
Funding and Program Assistance.

Emergency Felony Case Processing Program. A rapid increasing court backlog led
to the passage of the Emergency Felony Case Processing Program (Chapters 496
and 497 of the Laws of 1971. When first enacted, 15 additional court parts
were 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.Y.C. Legal Aid Society and Department of Probation also
participate in the program by providing defense services and completing pre-
sentence investigations. The State shares with the City of New York the
incremental expense of maintaining an enhanced level of criminal court parts,
with State aid totaling up to 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.

Indigent Parglee Program. The State provides aid to counties for the Tegal
representation of indigent parolees by private, appointed attorneys and public
defense programs, pursuant to Section 250(i) of the Executive Law and Article
18-B of the County Law. The program has existed since 1973 and helps meet the -
needs of indigent parole violators for competent legal help. By encouraging
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DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES
(continued)

defense attorneys to provide this assistance quickly and often, this State aid
effort also contributes to a more efficient parole revocation process, the

elimination of delays, and a reduction in unnecessary 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 governing city in which a county
is wholly contained. The plan describes whether the legal assistance purchased
will involve the services of a public 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 responsible for the administration 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 federal block grant funds received under the Justice Assistance
Act. The Justice Assistance Act’s block grant program will award New York
State $3,396,000 to support programs in_any of 18 federally designated program
areas. The Governor‘s Office, in consultation with members of the legislature,
has directed that these funds will support programs in the fo]TOW1ng areas,
subject to necessary federal approvals:

Prosecution of White Collar and Organization Crime
Violent Predator

Pre-Trial Services

Enhancement of Child Abuse Prosecution

Information Systems

Narcotics Enforcement

Integrated Criminal Apprehension Program

OO0 0000 o0

Juvenile Justice and Delinguency Prevention - Federal Funds. The Division of
Criminal Justice Services, through the Juvenile Justice and Federal Programming
Unit, 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
operations 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 and improvements in the juvenile justice system.

Funds are used to support programs in six areas:

Delinquency Prevention/Diversion

Services for Detained and Incarcerated Youth
Dispositional Alternatives

Court Processing

Monitoring Compliance

Systems Planning and Interagency Coordination

o0 0000
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DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES
(continued)

Law Guardian Back-Up Center. Statewide Youth Advocacy of Rochester has
received a legislative appropriation to establish the Law Guardian Back-Up
Center. This Center wil] provide technical assistance and training to Taw
guardians practicing before family courts primarily cutside of New York City.
Training and legal research will cover JD, PINS, and abuse/neglect proceedings.
Social work and legal assistance will also be provided. A brief bank and
library will be developed, as will an inventory of dispositional alternatives
and community-based programs. Updates will be provided on legal and
legislative developments. Videotaped tiraining to be used in rural counties
will be developed. Staff will include two lawyers and one social worker.

Major Offense Police Program (MOPP). This program provides State funds to nine
of the largest police agencies in the State to target violent offenders, career
criminals, and narcotics traffickers. The cities of New York, Rochester,
Syracuse, and Nassau and Suffolk counties have identified career criminals who
receive special case processing by the Detective Bureau when arrested for
felony offenses. The City of Buffalo established 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.0.P.P. funds supplement existing narcotics investigations through
the addition of personnel and "buying-money." In 1984, M.0.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 repeat felons. M.0.P.P. personnel in the nine
localities handled a total of 9,852 cases against the most serious offenders in
1984, up 12% from the 1983 M.0.P.P. total of 8,820 cases.

Mobile Radio District Program. This program seeks to standardize Taw
enforcement radio configurations 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 Tegislature did not
appropriate any monies for this program in 1982.

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

The responsibility for implementation now rests with the Commissioner of the

Division of Criminal Justice Services and is administered by the Bureau for
Municipal Police, Mobile Radio District Unit.
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DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES
(continued)

Narcotics Control. The federal Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986 established a
program of grants to State and local agencies for drug law enforcement. Under
this Act, the State and localities are eligible for funds under the Narcotics
Control Assistance Formula Grant Program. New York State is eligible for
$111,539,00 in federal fiscal year 1987. It is anticipated that the federal
award for FY 1988 and FY 1989 will be for the same amount.

The New York State Legislature has identified the following priority areas:
apprehension, prosecution and adjudication of persons who violate State and
local controlled substances laws, as defined in the penal and public health
Taws; additional correctional resources for such persons; programs to eliminate
the growth and production of controlled substances, programs for drug-dependent
offenders; and demonstration. programs to identify major offenders and move
these offenders expeditiously through the judicial system.

The distribution of funds will be in the ratio of 39.61 between State agency
programs and local government programs. These federal funds must be matched on
a cash basis with one dollar in non-federal funds for every three dollars in
federal funds.

Nassau County Service to Rape Victims Task Force. Advocacy services for
victims of sexual assault include the following: hospital advocacy (support,
information, referral, follow-up); criminal justice system advocacy;
recruitment, supervision, and training of volunteers; newsletters; field
placement for students; public information through public speaking and
distribution of literature.

Neighborhood Preservation Crime Prevention Act: Established in the Laws of
1983, Chapter 55, by Governor Cucmo and the Legislature, the Neighborhood
Preservation Crime Prevention Act made funds available to local not-for-profit
organizations (excluding municipalities, except for auxiliary police programs).

The funds are awarded on a competitive basis for organizations to operate crime

prevention programs.

The responsibility for the implementation of this program rests with the
Commissioner of the Division of Criminal Justice Services. It is administered
by the Office of Crime Prevention of the Bureau for Municipal Police. The
funds supporting NPCPA are in the state purposes portion of the annual budget,
but the statute creating this program indicates that the awards are to be made
to community-based organizations.

New York City School Security QOfficer Program. This program extends an
existing ongoing effort in New York City junior and senior high school
buildings to include elementary school buildings in Community School District
20 in Brooklyn. The $415,000 will provide salaries and support for such
elementary school security officers.
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DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES
(continued)

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 consultation on over 4,000 requests by public
defense attorneys. Such assistance encompasses legal memoranda, analyses of
briefs, consultation, videotaped court simulation, workshops, and training
seminars.

The Association is involved in amicus curiae work. It provides a referral
service to help defenders obtain expert witnesses, investigators and attorneys
with particular expertise, and it collects and disseminates briefs and other
material to provide defense attorneys with legal research capabilities. It
also provides technical assistance to both State and local governments,
provides evaluative seminars and engages in research and data retrieval
covering various aspects of the criminal justice system.

Offender Aid and Restoration of Western New York. Inc.. (QAR/WNY). (OAR/WRY)
delivers a wide variety of services to ex-offenders and their families.
OAR/WRY conducts workshops that train ex-offenders in setting employment goals
and completing applications. Ex-offenders learn about employer expectations
and techniques for successful job interviews and job retention. The family
services program delivers support and counseling to families before, during,
and after the offender’s incarceration and helps the family in making requests
for assistance through social service agencies. The program seeks to-address
the needs of the ex-offenders in order to facilitate their successful reentry
into society.

Prisoners’ Leagal Services. Prisoners’ Legal Services of New York (PLS)
provides legal assistance to inmates of New York’s 38 State correctional
facilities who have no other legal representation, are financially unable to
retain counsel and cannot obtain legal assistance from any other Jegal
services organization. PLS began in 1976 with federal 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 offices, located in Albany, Buffalo, Ithaca, Plattsburgh, Poughkeepsie, -
and New York. The types of cases handled by Prisoners’ lLegal Services are
grouped into three general categories: 1) post-conviction matters, such as
sentence computation and determination of parole eligibility; 2) institutional
problems, such as disciplinary procedures and living conditions; and 3) a wide
range of civil and domestic law problems, such as matrimonial actions and
custody proceedings. These legal services have succeeded in providing for
reasonable and satisfactory resolution of inmate problems and grievances. As

a result of this kind of assistance to indigent inmates, 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.
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DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES
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Soft Body Armor Reimbursement Program. Effective April 1, 1984 a bill became
Taw which amended the Executive Law in relation to providing for 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. The Soft Body Armor Vest Reimbursement Program was
initiated in the Department of Labor in 1981.

Section 837-d of the Executive Law effectively repealed Article 17-A of the
Labor Law and empowers the Commissioner of the Division of Criminal Justice
Services to certify vouchers for the State Comptroller for reimbursement
payments. ’

The responsibility for implementation and regulation now rests with the
Commissioner of the Division of Criminal Justice Services. Due to the specific
Taw enforcement nature of the project, the practical operational functioning of
the program was assigned in April of 1984 to the Bureau of Municipal Police,
Police Training and Administrative Services Section.

No information relative to expenditures is available prior to the Division of
Criminal Justice Services’ involvement in the project.

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 prosecution
effort in the City of New York.

Pursuant to this legislation, a Special Narcotics Prosecutor was appointed by
the five District Attorneys in New York City. He is centrally located, with
offices in lower Manhattan, and is responsible for the citywide prosecution of
narcotics cases, as well as convening a special citywide Grand Jury.

In addition to providing for the office of the Special Prosecutor, the
legislation provides for the creation of twelve new criminal court parts,
primarily concerned with the handling of narcotics cases. Extensive:
reorganization of the court system by the Office of Court Administration has
resulted in the integration of the twelve narcotics parts with other criminal
parts in the New York City Supreme Court.

The State continues to fund up to 61 percent of the costs of the office of the
Special Narcotics Prosecutor and an enhanced level of criminal parts, as well
as the supportive services rendered by the City Departments of Probation and
Corrections and the Legal Aid Society. The City contributes the remaining 39
percent.

Special Warrant Enforcement Enhancement Program. Governor Cuomo and the
Legislature established the Special Warrant Enforcement Enhancement Program
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(continued)

(S.W.E.E.P.) in September 1984 in response to a growing backlog of outstanding
criminal warrants. S.W.E.E.P. provided $2.5 million in State funds to assist
21 law enforcement agencies in apprehending their most serious felony warrant
suspects. The goal of the program is to provide funding assistance for
additional enforcement personnel for short term, intensive warrant enforcement
in the Jocalities with the most severe felony warrant backlogs. These
personnel are assigned on a temporary basis to enhance existing warrant
enforcement efforts. A total of 5,947 warrants were cleared under S.W.E.E.P.
including 1,818 violeprt felony and 2,590 felony warrants.

Suffolk Countv Criminal Justice Coordinating Council Re-Route Transitional
Program for Ex-Offenders. Transitional services program designed to expedite
the reintegration of ex-offenders into the community upon their release from
Suffolk County Correctional facilities. A multi-service, multi-disciplinary,
inter-agency approach including therapy, family counseling, supplementary
education, job training, job placement, legal aid, needs-based payments, and
linkages to services for areas outside the program’s scope.

Target Crime Initiative Program. The Target Crime Initiative Program (TCI) was
created April 1, 1983 as the result of a recommendation by the Governor to the
Legistature. Three prosecution programs, the State Felony Program, Major
Violent Offense Program, and the Major Offense Prosecution Program, were
merged into one comprehensive anti-crime package to eliminate overlapping and
duplicated program services. The primary 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
Tength of prison sentences.for TC! defendants. The number of counties
participating in TCI has been r.uinded from 18 to 27, and now includes those
counties reporting 97% of the viuient felonies in the State.

Transit Crime Interdiction Program. In April 1985, the 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 victimized in order
to catch offenders 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 subway, 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 millidon dollars for the
establishment of the Transit Police Strike Force on April 1, 1983. The Strike
Force generates a target list of violent or repeat offenders operating on the
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subway system. The crimes include homicide, kidnapping, forcible rape/sodomy,
and robberies which are targeted along with suspects who have been arrested for
five or more larcenies from the person 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 offenders or for committing target crimes. Of these, 908 were
augmented by the Strike Force’s Major Case or Robbery Squads resulting in 907
felony arraignments. An additional 41 non-target cases were augmented, °
bringing the total number of offenders augmented to 949. The Apprehension Unit
of the Strike Force targets pickpockets, jostlers, and bagopeners, and arrested
416 persons for such offenses in 1984.

Community Patrol Officer Program. DCJS will administer a grant to the Vera
Institute to conduct a two-year evaluation of the Community Patrol Office (CPQ)
program.

The CPO program is an innovative effort to foster improved police-community
relations and enhance the ability of the police to address crime and order
maintenance problems in target areas. The program is staffed by 250 volunteer
police officers and sergeants, who are assigned to designated beats consisting
of approximately twenty square blocks.

Vera Institute staff served as consultants to the New York City Police
Department during the planning of the CPO concept, and closely monitored pilot
testing of the project. Fifty beats will be randomly selected for an
evaluation sample, and a variety of techniques will be employed in the
comprehensive analysis covering every aspect of the program.

Westchester Datafacs. The Westchester Datafacs System is a regional network of
nine photofacsimile transmitters placed strategically throughout the country to
service the Criminal History Record Information requests of forty local police
departments. The Criminal History Record Information, or "rap-sheet," is
transmitted from the Criminal History Repository located at the Division of
Criminal Justice Services in Albany to the requesting local police department.
In turn, the information is then forwarded to the District Attorney and Court
gnab1ing the presiding judge to make a better informed bail/bond or release
ecision.

Information expedites the criminal justice process and serves to reduce the
number of defendants detained in the County Jail facility. In this sense, the
Datafacs System is truly an alternative to incarceration.



IVISION OF PAROLE

Parole Resource Center. The Parole Resource Center (PRC) provides the Division
of Parole with the capability to contract with community-based service
providers for housing and programming of selected individuals released to
community supervision. This structured environment has provided the Board of
Parole with an alternative to continued incarceration of individuals in need of
supportive services in the community. The PRC provides a reasonable level of
assurance that individuals in need of a structured setting upon release are
provided with an opportunity to participate in community-based programs which
will lead to their long-term success in 1ife styles.

Parole Transitional Facilities. The Parole Transitional Facility Program (PTF)
functions in much the same manner as does the Parole Resource Center (PRC).

The basic difference is in the point of entry into the Program. The PTF
provides the Parole Board with an alternative option for dealing with rule
violators whose reimprisonment would serve 1ittle or no purpose. The use of a
crisis intervention treatment approach provides short-term services in a semi-
structured residential setting in the community rather than in the detached
surroundings of a correctional facility.

Employment Services Project. Employment is a key element in the successful
adjustment to community 1ife upon release from a correctional facility.
Funding has been provided to enhance the Division’s efforts in employment
training and placement services. Contracting with the Vera Institute of
Justice for services under its Vocational Development Program, the Division of
Parole can provide developmental employment services and increase its private
sector job placement services. In addition, Vera will assist the Division of
Parole in the training of its employment services staff to maximize the
employability and placement capability and in long range strategic planning to
improve services performance.




DIVISION OF PROBATION AND CORRECTIONAL ALTERNATIVES

"Classifications/Alternatives” Bill. The "Classifications/Alternatives" bill
(Chapters 907 & 908, Laws of 1984) was enacted on August 6, 1984 to help reduce
overcrowding pressures in the county jails, to facilitate more efficient and
practical jail population management, and to support the development and
implementation of alternatives to incarceration. The statute reflects a unique
and effective linkage of two distinct criminal justice issues to facilitate
reduced reliance on confinement and more efficient utilization of that
significant scarce resource -- jail beds. This legislation reduces the number
of state mandated classification categories in local correctional facilities
from twelve to four. However, in order for a county to take advantage of this
reduced classification system, it must prepare and carry out a service pian
(approved by the Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives) for the
development and implementation of alternatives to incarceration. The service
plan must be the collaborative product of a county advisory board composed of
the key criminal justice decision makers, and must present a comprehensive
overview of the local criminal justice system which serves to identify target
populations, factors contributing to overcrowding, programmatic needs, and
specific proposals for the use of state aid available under the &il11. In
fiscal year 1986-87, a total of $3,050,000 was available to all counties and
the City of New York.. These funds are to be distributed according to a
modified population-based formula outlined in the statute.

In the two and one-half years that have passed since enactment of this.
lTegislation, important and far-reaching changes have taken place in the
activities and organization of local criminal justice systems. Almost eighty
percent of the jurisdictions in New York State have taken advantage of the
bil1’s provisions. Forty-four counties and the city of New York submitted
alternatives to incarceration service plans and have now implemented
alternatives to incarceration programs. During State fiscal year 1986-87 (the
second year of funding) a total of 67 programs were supported and operated
consistent with the counties’ service plans.

Demonstration Projects. These projects generally fall into one of four program
models: community service, defendant-based advocacy, pre-trial, and offender
rehabilitation/specialized services. In FY 1986-87 there were 31 such
projects. During the current fiscal year, FY 1987-88, 28 of these 100% State
funded projects are expected to provide services to more than 15,000 clients.

Demonstration projects are designed to reduce the incidence of incarceration
through the use of community-based alternatives that emphasize public safety
and cost effectiveness.

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 jurisdictions, ISP/ASP provides fiscal resources to support a program
model which emphasizes strict supervision and complete accountability to
sentencing courts. :
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DIVISION OF PROBATION AND CORRECTIONAL ALTERNATIVES
(continued)

The program focuses on two discrete groups from among the much larger,
generally successful probation population: felony offenders sentenced to
probation only because ISP/ASP supervision is available; felony and
misdemeanant probationers statistically least 1ikely to successfully complete
their sentences.

During FY 1985-86, a new aspect of this overall program has been added called

the Conditional Order of Probation Experiment (COPE). This new effort provides
for a 1imited demonstration period in which the suitability of an offender for
probation sentence may be determined.

PINS Adjustment Services Act. Chapter 813 of the Laws of 1985 is an important
new program intended to decrease the inappropriate utilization of the Family
Court process and the number of cut-of-home placements in matters involving
persons alleged to be in need of supervision (PINS). It is the purpose of this
law to implement assessment, planning, and service delivery strategies
Statewide that can support successful diversion of PINS from the family court
process. The Act establishes a four year period, beginning January of 1987 and
ending on December 31, 1990, during which localities may voluntarily implement
the provisions of the Act. "The Ac¢t encourages localities to set and accomplish
long-term goals in planning for the delivery of a comprehensive array of
services to meet the needs of these youths and families. To assist Tocalities
in coordinating and strengthening services for this population, the law
provides short-term enriched incentive funding during the four year voluntary
implementation period.

The January 1986-87 initial appropriation of $1 million is targeted for a
start-up date of January 1, 1987.

Requiar State Aid. Section 246 of the New York State Executive Law provides
for financial assistance from the State to localities for probation operations
"...for control and rehabilitation of offenders." In order to receive these
funds to develop and improve services, local probation departments must operate
according to approved programs within the Division’s Rules and Regulations.
Current reimbursement is set at 46.5 percent of approved expenditures for
maintaining and improving probation services.

During FY 1982-83 a special Warrant Enforcement Unit was funded in New York
City under this program.
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DIVISION FOR YOUTH

Community Based Organization. The Community Based Organization (CBQ) Urban
Home Initiative is a 100 percent State funded initiative which provides
residential services for up to one year for youth ages 16-21. ' There are
currently two line item appropriations which support two programs in New York
City (one for older homeless youth and one for Juvenile Offenders on parole);
and one program in the City of Buffalo which services young mothers and their
children.

Community Care Program. In response to concern over the increasing costs of
residential care, recidivism, and the importance of the post-release period to
a successful return to community 1ife, the Division funds a new direction in,
and emphasis on, aftercare services. The initiative, which was designed to
establish, for the first time, joint State/local cooperation in planning and
implemenfing post-institutional follow-up services, will facilitate the
successsful transition of youth released from DFY residential placement to
their communities.

Secure and Non-Secure Detention Services. Designed to provide 50 percent
fiscal support to localities operating secure and/or non-secure detention
programs. These funds provide the Division with the leverage to assure
compliance with rules and regulations governing detentijon facilities. The non-
secure aspect of this program has been steadily expanding to accommodate the
more difficult youth in the least restrictive environment.

Job Development. The New York State Division for Youth contracts with
community based organizations to provide employment/training transitional
services to Division youngsters recently released or about to be returned from
residential care. The Division funds programs which manifest an ability to
build on the vocational foundations established during the youngster’s facility
placement.

Runaway and Homeless Youth Services (RHYA)/Transitional Independent Living
Support. Gives the Division the authority and financial capability to support
and encourage the continued establishment of local programs to serve runaway
and homeless youth. This request reflects the programmatic agenda and fiscal
requirements necessary to maintain and expand this program. Statutory
provisions, which were modified during 1985, permit the expansion of this
program into the area of providing services to the homeless and transitional
youth up to age 21 and beyond the crisis services by which DFY was formerly
Timited.

Special Delinguency Prevention Program. Provides 100 percent funding for
community-based youth services targeted at youth at risk to help prevent
unnecessary or further -involvement with the justice system. Allocations are
based on a combination of youth population and/or needs assessment data.
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DIVISION FOR YOUTH
(continued)

Special legislative Contracts. A legislative initiative providing funds for
new or expanded youth centers, career counseling, and recreation programs.

Voluntary Agency Care. Designed to provide 50 percent fiscal support to Tocal

Departments of Social Services who are responsible for payment for care of PINS
and JD youth involuntary child care agencies. This request allows the Division
to provide support and technical assistance to local-departments and voluntary

agencies to improve services to troubled youth.

Youth Development and Delinquency Prevention. Provides local community psycho-
social and recreational programs for youth through county and municipal youth
bureaus. Implementation 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. This budget request focuses on both the
programmatic and fiscal aspects of YD/DP and Youth Initiatives in creating more
effective Tocal youth services that address the pressing needs of youth.
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OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCIES

Salaries of District Attorneys. Pursuant to County Law 700, Chapter 986, Laws
of 1984, $10,000 per year is apportioned to all qualified upstate counties and
to New York City for each of the counties therein for the salaries of district
attorneys elected, re-elected, or appointed after April 1, 1970. Beginning in
September 1985 and each year thereafter, an eligible county shall receijve the
difference between the base salary of the county district attorney on January 1
of the current year and December 31 of the prior year.

STOP Program - Drug Residence Project. The Selective Treatment Options for
Parolees (STOP) Project is a cooperative effort involving State criminal
justice and human services agencies to establish community-based residential
treatment programs for parolees in need of chemical dependency services. The
STOP Project facilities, which will be established through contracts with
community-based service providers through the Division of Substance Abuse
Services, will function in much the same manner as Parole Resource Centers
except that the programs are targeted for individuals with drug abuse
histories. Responsibility for the administration of this program was
transferred from the Division of Parole to the Division of Substance Abuse
Services in FY 1987-88.
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This Appendix presents funds
awarded to NYC agencies that
provide services citywide.
These funds could not be
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profiles.




APPENDIX G

CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

1

Table 1

CITYWIDE® LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDING SUMMARY
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
# Change

Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Dept. of
Correctional Services 4,167.3 5,411.2 6,569.2 12,649,86 203.5% 0.0 0.0
Crime Victims Board 6,216.4 8,180.8 6,732.5 6,038.0 -2.9% 6,093.3 9,870.3
Division of Criminal
Justice Services 25,075.6 30,055.9 35,523.8 37.897.4 51.1% 39,893.8 44 ,546.7
Jivision of Parole 388.0 548.5 649.9 825.9 107.5% 1,850.9 1,970.9
Division of Probation2
and Correctional
Alternatives . 10,446.8 11,893.7 12,508.6 16,749.7 60.3% 19,270.1 23,553.3
Division for Youth3 29,054.7 22,384.1 25,356.5 53,951.8 85.7% 26,669.6 29,928.2
Other Local Aid

District 4

Attorney Salaries ) .- : -- 47.5 47.5 NA 52.5 --
TOTAL - 75,358.9 78,474.2 87,387.9 128,159.9 70.1% 94,355.2 109,870.7
1

provide citywide services.

This table presents local assistance program funds that were awarded to agencies in New York City that

On April 1, 1885, the Alternatives to Incarceration Program was transferred from the Division of Criminal
Justice Services and combined with the Division of Probation to form the Division of Probation and

Correctional Alternatives. The Alternative to Incarceration Program expenditures from FY 1982-83 through
1984-85 are included with the expenditures reported for this newly formed agency.

result of Governor Cuomo's recommendation.
eliminate arrearages.

The Office of the State Comptroller administers this program.

The FY 1985-36 OFY budget increased 58 percent over the appropriation for the previous fiscal year as a
This increase allowed DFY to pay for current programs and also



APOENDIX G CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Table 2

DEPA%THENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
CITYWIDE® LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
#4 Change

Proqram £y 82-33 FY 83-34 FY_84-85 FY 85-86 82 _vs 85 FY 86-87 EY 87-88
Scard of Prisoners?

Coram Nobis c.0 0.0 14.8 10.9 NA -- -~

Felens 4,187.3 5.186.1 5,835.2 9,699.7 132.8% - --

Parole Violators 0.0 0.0 284.9 1,658.7 HA -~ --

Stete Readiess -- -- - 1,064.9 NA -- --
Cémmunity 4
Treatment Programs -- 215.1 434.2 - NA -~ -
Prisaoner 'Fransfey2 . 0.0 0.0 0.0 214.4 NA - ’ --
TOTAL v 4,167.3 5.411.2 6,569.2 12,649.8 203.5% 0.0 0.9
1

This table presents local assistance program funds that were awarded to agencies in New York City that
provide citywide services.

The New York City Department of Corrections (NYCDOC) operates a citywide jail system for the five boroughs
of New York City. Therefore, local assistance funds from the Board of Prisoners’' account are disbursed to
NYCDOC rather than the individual facilities within each of the boroughs. NYCDOC is reimbursed for
expenditures from the "statewide" lump-sum appropriation for this program.

This program component was implemented in FY 1985-86.

This program was implemented in FY 1383-84 and is funded through the State Operations Budget. MNo funds were
apsropriated for this program in 7Y 1985-86.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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APPENDIX G CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNCS
Table 3
. 1 CRIME VICTIMS BOARD
CITYWIDE® LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
% Change
Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY_84-85 EY _85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-38
Crime Victim
Compensation Awards 5,647.2 7,719.3 5,860.5 5,354.3 -5.2% 5,206.0 8,507.0
Victim and Witness
Assistance Program
Comprehensive 458.4 352.0 580.8 543.2 18.5% 700.3 1,203.1
£lderly 110.8 108.5 191.2 140.5 26.8% 143.6 260.2
Sexual Assault 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 43.3 0.9
TOTAL §,216.4 8,180.8 6,732.5 §,038.0 -2.9% 6,093.3 9,970.3

Th1s table presents local assistance prog"am Funds that were awarded to agencies in New York City that
provide citywide services. .

2

SOURCE:

NYS Crime Victims Board.

G-3
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APPENDIX G

CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

DIVIS{ON OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES

Table 4

CITYWIDE™ LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
{Thousands of Dollars)

Program

Asset/Forfeiture2

Initiative

Crime Prevention3
and Protection

Emergency Felony Case
Processing Praogram

Indigent 4
Parolee Program

Justice 5
Assistance Act

Juvenile Justice6
and Delinquency
Prevention

Major Offense
Police Program

Narcotics Contrcﬂ7

NYC Schoal Security8
Officer Program

Soft Body Armour9
Reimbursement Program

Special Narcotics
Court Program

Special Warrant
gnforcement 10
Enhancement Program
Target Crime i
Initiative Program

Transit Crime

[nterdiction Program12

Transit Strike Force13

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 EY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY_87-38
-~ - 0.0 55.6 NA -~ -
-— 175.0 0.0 0.0 NA 0.0 0.0
1,760.3 1,893.0 2,024.5 2,080.8 18.8% 2,133.0 2,133.0
722.1 834.8 956.0 956.0 32.4% 1,028.0 1,069.2
- -- - - NA 1,013.5 -
983.7 978.0 1,016.6 884.0 -10.1% 975.2 1,055.1
5,615.6 5,952.6 §,369.2 - 6,624.0 18.0% 6,756.5 7,161.9
-- -- -- -- NA -- 4,006.9
_— - - - NA 0.0 250.0
- - 0.4 0.0 NA - --
3,386.3 3,589.5 4,589.8 4,739.0 39.9% 4,818.1 4,302.5
- -- 1,395.0 1,298.5 NA 1,440.0 1,400.0
12,607.7 13,133.0 15,427.3 16,521.5 31.0% 16,788.5 17,433.0
- - -- 1,322.6 NA 1,486.0 1,510.5
-~ 3,500.0 3,745.0 3,404.4 NA 3,353.9 3,474.5

Continued - Next Page



APPENDIX G CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Table 4-Continued

DIVISION QF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change
Program FY_82-83 EY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-88 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Community Patm]14
0fficer Program - - -- -- NA 100.0 150.0
TOTAL 25,075.6 30,055.9 35,523.8 37,887.4 51.1% 39,833.8 44,546.7

—

This table p}esents local assistance program funds that were awarded to agencies in New York City that
provide citywide services.-

This program was implemented in FY 1984-85. The FY 1884-85 funds were awarded to the Special Narcotics
Prasecutor. The FY 1985-86 appropriation was transferred to the Target Crime [nitiative Program (7CI}.
Funds were not appropriated for FY 1986-87.

No funds were appropriated for this program in FY 1982-83.

Agencies are reimbursed for expenditures from the "NYC" and "Statewide” {non-NYC) lump sum appropriations
for this program. -

FY 1985-86 was the first year the State received these federal black grant funds. Expenditures and
estimated appropriations for this federally funded program are based on the State's fiscal year.

Expenditures and estimated appropriations for this federally funded program are based on the State's
fiscal year.

This federally funded program was implemented in FY 1987-88. Appropriations are based on the State's fiscal
year.

This program was implemented in FY 1986-87.

In FY 1984-85 the administration of this program was transferred from the Department of Labor to the
Qivision of Criminal Justice Services; county level expenditures for FY 1982-83 and FY 1983-84 ares not
veadily available.” Agencies are reimbursed for expenditures from the 'Statewide" lump-sum appropriation for
this program. Unallocated FY 1985-86 monies were reappropriated for FY 1986-87.

10 This program was implemented in FY 1984-85.

1 This program was implemented in FY 1983-84; program funds are designated for all program components in
the County except the District Attorney. The FY 1882-83 funds are the combined expenditures of the three
programs that were merged to form TCI:  the State Felony Program, the Major Viclent Offense Trial Program,
and the Major Offense Prosecution Program.

12 This program was implemented in FY 1385-86.

13 This program was implemented in FY 1983-84.

14 This program was implemented in FY 1986-87.

SCURCE: NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services.
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APPENDIX G CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Table 5

1 DIVISION OF PAROLE
CITYWIDE® LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
{Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Approoriations
% Change

Proaram FY 82-83 . FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Parole 2

Resource Centers 398.0 S11.4 477.0 516.8 29.8% £54.8 774.8
Parole Transitiona13

Facilities - 37.1 172.9 309.1 NA 495.1 496.1
Emp loyment Services4

Project - -- - - HA 700.0 700.9
TOTAL 398.0 548.5 649.9 825.9 107.5% 1,850.9 1,870.8

This table presents local assistance program funds that were awarded to agencies in New York City that
provide citywide services.

]

This program is funded through the State Operations Budget.

w

This program was implemented in FY 1383-84 and is funded through the State Operations Budget.

This program was implemented in FY 1986-87.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Parole.
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CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Table 6

DIVISION OF gROBATION AND CORRECTIONAL ALTERMATIVES
CITYWIDE™ LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
{Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Classifﬁcationz
Alternatives - - -- 1,130.9 NA 0.0 1,302.8
Demonstration
Projects 559.4 740.8 632.6 2.074.6 270.9% 1,664.3 2,511.7
Intensive Supervision/
Alternative Sentencing
Program 961.3 1,066.5 1,158.5 1,478.9 53.8% 3,399.3 4,568.5
PINS Program’ - - - -- NA §31.7 1,314.6
Regular State Aid 8,926.1 10,086.4 10,717.4 12,065.3 35.2% 13,574.8 13,855.4
TOTAL 10,446.8 11,893.7 12,508.6 16,749.7 60.3% 19,270.1 23,555.9
1

provide citywide services. Some of these citywide funds may have been spent in this borough.

2 This program was implemented in FY 1985-86.

3 This program was implemented in FY 1986-87.

SOURCE: - NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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APPENDIX 6 ' CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Table 7

L DIVISION FOR YOUTH
CITYWIDE™ LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
2 % Change

Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 F£Y 87-38
Detention

Non~Secure 946.0 1,343.0 835.2 2,181.8 131.7% 2,213.¢0 5,023.6

Secure 7,569.4 5,196.0 9,641.7 16,947.8 123.9% 9,723.5 9,043.0
Runaway and Homeless
Youth Services 405.8 568.2 522.9 516.6 27.3% 691.4 645.9
Special De1inquenc§
Prevention Program . 4,630.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -100.0% 0.0 0.0
Transitional
Independent 4 : .
Living Support -- - -~ 89.7 NA 0.0 1,139.3
Voluntary Agency Cares 4,518.6 4,387.8 3,728.1 9,201.4 103.6% 0.0 0.0
Youth Development
and Delinquency . :
Prevention 10,984.9 10,889.1 10,628.5 25,024.4 127.8% 14,041.7 14,077.1
TOTAL ) 29,054.7 22,384.1 25,356.5 53,851.8 85.7% 26,669.6 29,928.9

This table presents local assistance program funds that were awarded to agencies in New York City that
provide citywide services. Some of these citywide funds may have been spent in this borough.

The FY 1385-86 DFY budget increased 58 percent over the appropriation for the previous fiscal year as a
result of Goverrior Cuomo's recommendation, This increase allowed DFY to pay for current programs and also
eliminate arrearages.

Borough FY. 1982-83 expenditures are not available; these expenditures are reported as part of the FY 1982-83
expenditures for New York City overall.

This program was implemented in FY 1985-86.
The absence of a FY 1986-87 appropriation reflects the determination that the State Department of Social

Services will temporarily assume responsibility for payment of New York City claims pending technical system
changes to the Welfare Management System.

SQURCE: NYS Division for Youth.
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STATEWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

-This Appendix presents funds
awarded to agencies that

provide services statewide.’

These funds could not be
presented by county, but are
included in the State profile.




APPENDIX H STATEWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS
Table 1
STATEWIDE1 LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDING SUMMARY
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Approoriations
% Change

Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY_84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Oept. of
Correctional Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 30,052.0 38,678.0
Crime Victims Board 821.7 1,088.1 1,078.0 2,648.3 222.3% 3,702.5 4,190.0
Division of Criminal
Justice Services 5,261.6 5,108.6 5,529,7 3,926.4 -25.4% 9,884.4 15,900.5
Division of Parole - -- -- - -- -- --
Division of Probation2
and Correctional
Alternatives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 102.8 601.0
Di;ision for Youth3 7.554.3 8,781.2 7,736.3 14,373.6 90.3% - 10,178.9 8,441.7
Other Local Aid

District 4
. Attorney- Salaries 370.0 397.5 0.9 0.0 ~100.0% 0.0 896.0

STOP Program - Drug5

Residence Project - - - -- NA - 525.0
TOTAL 14,008.2 15,375.5 14,344.0 20,948.3 49.5% 53,930.6 69,232.2
1

This table presents local assistance program funds that are disbursed in ways which preciude accounting for
them at either the county or the New York City level. ‘In addition, Statewide "appropriations" may include
funds that had not yet been disbursed at the time these data were submitted for this publication.

On April 1, 1983, the Alternatives to Incarceration Program was transferred from the Division of Criminal
Justice Services and combined with the Division of Probation to form the Division of Probation and
Correctional Altérnatives. The Alternative to Incarceration Program expenditures from FY 1882-83 through
1984-85 are included with the expenditures reported for this newly formed agency.

The FY 1985-86 DFY budget increased 58 percent over the appropriation for the previous fiscal year as a
result of Governor Cuomo's recommendation. This increase allowed DFY to pay for current programs and also
eliminate arrearages.

The Office of the State Comptroller administers this program.
The responsibility for the administration of this program was transferred from the Division of Parole

to the Division of Substance Abuse Services in FY 1987-88. Funds for this program were first appropriated
in FY 1986-87; these funds were reappropriated for FY 1987-88.
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STATEWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

DEPARIMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

Table 2

STATEWIDE™ LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

I-njran FY 82-33 FY _83-34 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 37-88
3zard of Prisaners2

Zorzm Yobis 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 51.% 55.5

“alcns 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 22,770.1 25,655.4

Parole Violators 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 2,336.4 §,615.3

State Readies -- -- - 0.0 NA 3,528.0 5,551.8
Cemmunity 4
Treatment Programs -- 0.0 0.0 - NA 400.0 400.0
Srisoner Transfer? 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 366.0 400.0
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 30,052.0 38,678.0

This table presents local assistance program funds that are disbursed in ways which preclude accounting for

tnem at either the county or the New York City level. In addition, Statewide “appropriations” may include

funds that had not yet been disbursed at the time these data were submitted for this publication.

for thi

s program.

This program component was implemented in FY 1985-86.

expenditures from the "statewide"” lump-sum appropriation for this program.

'

agpropr

IOURCE:

iated for this program in FY 1885-86.

HYS Department of Correctional Services.

This program was implemented in FY 1983-84 and is funded through the State Operations Budget.

Lcecal correctional facilities are reimbursed for expenditures from the "statewide" lump-sum appropriation

Local correctional facilities are reimbursed for

No funds were
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Table 3

1 CRIME VICTIMS BOARD
STATEWIDE™ LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
{Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Program FY 82-33 FY 83-84 EY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-38
Crime Victim 2 )
Compensation Awards 821.7 1,088.1 1,078.¢ 2,648.3 222.3% 2,803.0 4,190.0
Victim and Witness
Assistance Program

Comprehens ive © 0.0 0.0 - 0.0 0.0 NA 899.5 0.0
TOTAL 821.7 1,088.1 1,078.0 2,648.3 222.3% 3,702.5 4,190.9

1 This table presents local assistance program funds that are disbursed in ways which preclude accounting for

them at either the county or the New York City level. In addition, Statewide "appropriations” may include
funds that had not yet been disbursed at the time these data were submitted for this publication.

2 FY 1982-83 through FY 1984-85 exclude expenditures in the New York City boroughs and Nassau and Suffolk

Counties. FY 1985-86 and FY 1986-87 exclude expenditures in the New York City boroughs only.

SOURCE: NYS Crime Victims Board.
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APPENDIX H

STATEWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES

Table 4

STATEWIDE® LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Aopropriations
% Change
Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-38
Asset/Forfeiture2
Initiative - - 0.0 0.0 NA - --
Crime Prevention3
and Protection - 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 0.0 695.0
Indigent * 4
Parolee Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.1 NA 597.8 628.4
Justice 5
Assistance.Act - -- ~- -- NA 1,611.6 --
Juvenile Justice6
and Delinquency
Prevention 1,309.1 1,057.0 975.4 0.0 -100.0% 1,088.9 1,078.9
Major Offense
Police Program 500.0 530.0 567.1 0.0 -100.0% n.o0 0.0
Narcotics Contro]7 -~ - - - NA - 6,070.2
Neighborhood8
Preservation Crime
Prevention Act - 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 2,500.0 2,500.0
NYS Defenders’
Association 442.4 442.4 540.0 572.0 29.3% 630.0 797.5
Prisoners’
Legal Services 1,361.8 1,361.8 2,207.1 2,545.4 86.9% 2,679.3 2,784.2
Soft Body Armour9
Reimbursement Program 635.5 535.5 0.0 60.1 -80.5% - 487.0
Special Warrant
Enforcement 10
Enhancement Program - -- 0.0 0.0 NA 20.0 10.0

Continued - Next Page
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APPENDIX H STATEWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Table 4-Continued

DIVISION OF CRIMIMAL JUSTICE SERVICES
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
{Thousands of Dollars)

Target Crime 11
Initiative Program 1,012.9 1,182.0 1,240.1 746.8 -26.3% 766.8 849.3
TOTAL 5,261.6 5,108.6 5,529.7 3,926.4 -25.4% 9,894.4 15,800.5

This table presents local assistance program funds that are disbursed in ways which preclude accounting for
them at either the county or the New York City level. In addition, Statewide "appropriations” may include
funds that had not yet been dishursed at the time these data were submitted for this publication.

This program was implemented in FY 1984-85. FY 1985-86 appropriation of $1,000,000 was reappropriated for
FY 1986-87 and again for FY 1987-88.

No funds were appropriated for this program in FY 1982-83.

Agencies are reimbursed for expenditures from the "NYC" and "Statewide" (non-NYC) lump sum appropriations
for this program.

FY 1985-86 was the first year the State received these federal block grant funds. Expenditures and
estimated appropriations for this federally funded program are based on the State's fiscal year.

Expenditures and estimated appropriations for this federally funded program are based on the State's
fiscal year.

This federally funded program was implemented in FY 1987-88. "Appropriations are based on the State’s fiscal
year.

This Act was established in FY 1983-84.

In FY 1984-85 the administration of this program was transferrad from the Department of Labor to the
Division of Criminal Justice Services; county level expenditures for FY 1982-83 and FY 1983-84 are not
readily available. Agencies are reimbursed for expenditures from the 'Statewide' lump-sum appraopriation for
this program. Unallocated FY 1985-86 monies were reappropriated for FY 1986-87.

10 This program was implemented in FY 1884-85.

1 This program was implemented in FY 1983-84. The FY 1982-83 funds are the combined expenditures of the
three programs that were merged to form TCI: the State Felony Program, the Major Violent Offense Trial
Program, and the Major Offense Prosecution Program.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services,

H-5



APPENDIX H STATEWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNOS

Table 5

DIVISION OF PAROLE
STATEWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Table 5 is not presented because there were no local assistance program funds awarded to agencies that provide
sarvices Statewide.



APPENDIX H

STATEWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Table 6

DIVISION OF P%OBATION AND CORRECTIONAL ALTERNATIVES
STATEWIDE® LOCAL ASSISTANCE PRQGRAM FUNDING

(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Approoriations
% Change

Program FY 82-83 FY _33-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-38
C1assification2
Alternatives -- -- -- 0.0 NA 0.0 83.2
Demonstration
frojects 0.0 0.0 0:0 0.0 NA 100.0 38.5
Intensive Supervision/
Alternative Sentencing
Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 0.0 199.3
PINS Program’ - - - - NA 2.8 0.0
Regular State Aid 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 0.0 279.0

0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 102.8 601.0

TOTAL . 0.0

1 This table presents local assistance program funds that are disbursed in waés which preciude accounting for

them at either the county or the New York City level.

In addition, Statewide "appropriations” may include

funds that had not yet been disbursed at the time these data were submitted for this publication.

2 This program was implemented in FY 1985-86.

3 This program was implemented in FY 1986-87.

SOURCE:

NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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APPENDIX H STATEWIDE LOCAL ASSISTAMCE FUNDS

Table 7
DIVISION FOR YOQUTH

STATEWIDE1 LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
2 % Change
Program FY _82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Community Care3 )
Initiative - - - -- NA 219.0 219.0
Special Delinquency
Prevention Program 37.3 168.3 35.0 1,951.4 5,131.7% 131.9 0.0
Special Leggislative .
Contracts™ 0.0 0.0 0.0 330.0 NA 274.5 0.0
Voluntary Agency Care5 7,517.8 8,613.0 7,701.3 12,092.2 60.9% 9,553.5 8,222.7
TOTAL - 7,554.9 8,781.2 7,736.3° 14,373.6 90.3% 10,178.9 8,441.7

This table presents local assistance program funds that are disbursed in ways which preclude accounting for
them at either the county or the New York City level. In addition, Statewide "appropriations” may include
funds that had not yet been disbursed at the time these data.were submitted for this publication.

The FY 1385-86 DFY budget increased 58 percent over the appropriation for the previous fiscal year as a
result of Governor Cuome's recommendation. This increase allowed OFY to pay for current programs and also
eliminate arrearages.

This program was implemented in FY 1986-87 and is funded through the State Operations Budget.

Programs for which addresses. are unavailable. '

Payment to State Department of Sacial Services for State share of JD/PINS who are ADC/FC eligible.

SCURCE:  NYS Division for Youth.
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APPENDIX I
JUVENILE OFFENDER OFFENSES




JUVENILE OFFENDER [RIMES!
(as of 1/1/87)

PL
SECTION SUB- FELONY
AGE QFFENSES NUMBER DIVISION CLASS
13-15 Murder 2nd 125.25 01,02 A-1
14-15 Murder 2nd2 . 125.25 03 A-1
" Kidnapping 1st2 : 135.25 all A-1
" Arson 1st 150.20 all A-1
" Manslaughter 1st 125.20 all B
" Rape lst 130.35 01,02 B
" Sodomy 1st 130.50 - 01,02 B
! Aggravated Sexual Abuse3 130.70 all B
" Robbery 1st 160.15 all B
" Burglary 1st 140.30 all B
" Arson 2nd 150.15 00 B
" Robbery 2nd 160.10 02 C
" Assault 1st 120.10 01,02 C
" Burglary 2nd 140.25 01 €

lpenal Law of the State of New York, Section 10.00(18).

2An "attempt" to commit this crime is also classified as a "violent felony
offense”; an attempt is one felony class lower than the actual commission of
the crime.

3effective 9/1/81.
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ORDER FORM

Other volumes of the Criminal Justice Profiles publication that are

available are listed below.
New York State Regional Map on the back of this page.
regions and the counties located within each of the regions.

will receive one volume free of charge; a $2.00 charge to cov
handling will be applied to each additional volume requested.

To order by phone, please call (518) 457-8381.

To order by mail,
1ike.

Volume
Vaolume
Volume
Volume
Volume
Volume
Volume
Volume
Volume
Volume
Volume
Volume
Volume

please place a check mark (

New York State

Binghamton Region

Buffalo Region

Capital Region

ETmira. Region

Lower Hudson Region and Long Island Region
Mid-Hudson Region

Mohawk Valley Region

New York City Region

Northern Region

Rochester Region

Syracuse Region .

Major Metropolitan Areas (Erie, Monroe, Nassau,

-Onondaga, Suffolk, and Westchester Counties)

Please fil11 in your name and address below and mail this form to:

Bureau of Statistical Services

NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services
Executive Park Tower, 8th Floor
Stuyvesant Plaza
Albany, New York

NAME

12203

TITLE

AGENCY-

ADDRESS

CITY

STATE ZIP

TELEPHONE NUMBER

IThis charge does not apply to New York State agencies or officials.

When ordering regional volumes please refer to the

The map identifies the
Each requester

gr postage and

) next to the volumes you would
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