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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 criminal 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 criminal
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, d1spos1t1on, conviction, and
sentenc1ng 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 alsc 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 location of .
Department of Correctional Services facilities and Division for 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.

0 Volume 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
identifies the regions and the counties Tocated 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
Tast page of this volume.
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ORGANIZATION OF THE PROFILES



ORGANIZATION OF EACH PROFILE

The profile presented for New York State and for each of the counties in
this region is organized into five sections. The contents of each profile are

described below.

SECTION I

SECTION II

SECTION III

CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCIES

State/Regional Offices
County Agencies
Municipal Agencies

DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

Table
Table

Table
Table
Table
Table
Table
CRIME
Tabie
Table
Table
Table

Table
Table

Table
Table

Table
Table

1
2
3
4
5
6
7

2A
2B

2C
2E
3A
3B

4A
4B

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 III CRIME
Table
Table

Table
Table

Table
Table
Table
Table
Table
Table

Table

Table
Table

Table
Table
Table
Table

Table
Table
Table

& CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY - Continued

5A
5B

6A
68

7A
78
8A
8B
8C
8D

8E

9A
98

10A-1
10A-2
108
10C

10A
10B-1
10B-2

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
Probation 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 Incarceration: Classification/
Alternatives Bill Programs - Specialized
Alternatives

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

Admissions to State Prison
(New York State Profile)

New Court Commitments to State Prison
(New York State Profile) .

Inmates Under Custody in State Prison on
December 31 (New York State Profile)

Parole Detainees in State Prison on December 31
(New York State Profile)

New Court Commitments to State Prison
(New York City and County Profiles)
Inmates Under Custody in State Prison on
December 31 (New York City and County Profiles)
The Percent of Inmates Under Custody in
State Prison on December 31 from the County/NYC
(New York City and County Profiles)

-10-



SECTION IIT CRIME

Table
Table

Table

SECTION IV LOCAL

Table
Table
Table
Table
Table
Table
Table

SECTION V STATE

Table
Table
Table

Table
Table
Table

Table
Table
Table

& CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY - Continued

11A
11B

12

Parole Supervision Cases
Revoked and Returned Parolees

Juvenile Offender Arrests, Indictments, and
Dispositions

ASSISTANCE FUNDS

NOYOL WM

Agency Funding Summary

Depariment of Correctional Services

Crime Victims Board

Division of Criminal Justice Services

Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives
Division of Parole

Division for Youth

CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES *

1A
1B

1C

2A
2B
2C

3A
3B
3C

Facilities Capacity and Staff Summary
Facilities Operating Budget Summary
Facilities Capital Improvement Budget Summary

DOCS Facilities Security Level, Capacity, and Staff
DOCS Facilities Operating Budget
DOCS Facilities Capital Improvemeni Budget

DFY Facilities Security Level, Capacity, and Staff
DFY Facilities Operating Budget
DFY Facilities Capital Improvement Budget

* Tables 1A through 1C are presented only when both DOCS and DFY facilities are
Similarly, DOCS Tables 2A through 2C and DFY Tables 3A
through 3C are presented only when agency facilities are located in the

located in a county.

county.

-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 Pearl Street
Albany, New York 12207

Crime Victims Board.
270 Broadway
New York, New Yerk 10007

New York State
Division of Parale
97 Central Avenue

Albany, New York 12206

Office 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-



11 _DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCICECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

NEW YORK STATE

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

SOURCE: New York State Statistical Yearbook 1983-84.

Table 1
POPULATION DEMOGRAPHICS FOR 1880

Number Percent
Number Rank Percent Rank
Population 17,558,072 NA 100.0% NA
Density Per Square Mile 370.6 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 1,658,200 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 18 960,207 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.
Table 2
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF 1980 POPULATION
25 YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER
Percent
Number Percent Rank
Population Age 25 and Qver 10,712,692 100.0% NA
8th Grade or Less 1,962,158 18.3% NA
High School: 1 to 3 years 1,853,751 15.4% HA
4 years 3,651,739 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~



11 DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

NEW YORK STATE

Table 3
POPULATION 1982-1986
Rank
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1386
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
1982 1983 1984 1984
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 DROPOUTS: 1981-82 TO 1985-86
Percent
Schogl Year Rank
1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 © 1984-85 1985-86 1985-86
Public High School Students
Wha Oropped Out of School Number 65,229 60,311 60,834 55,880 49,391
Percent 6.7% 6.5% 6.9% 6.5% 5.8% NA
SOURCE: NYS Department of Education. ‘
Table 6
UNEMPLOYMENT: 1984-1986
Percent
Rank
1984 1985 1986 1986
Honthly Average Unemp]byed
of Civilian Labor Force Number 583,455 543,805 526,363
Percent 7.2% 6.5% 6.3% NA
NOTE: Data are based on 1985 benchmarks; 1982 and 1983 data based on the 1985 benchmarks
were not available. :
SOURCE: NYS Department of Labor.
Table 7
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE: 1982-1986
Percent
Rank
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1986
Monthly Average Population
Receiving Public Assistance Number 1,285,535 1,343,428 1,381,514 1,383,389 1,363,126
Percent 7.3% 7.6% 7.8% 7.8% 7.7% NA

SQURCE: NYS Department of Social Services.

-18-



11T CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

NEW YORK STATE

Table 1

INDEX CRIMES

KNOWN TO THE POLICE

INDEX CRIME

VIOLENT
MURDER

FORCIBLE
RAPE

ROBBERY
AGGRAVATED
ASSAULT
PROPERTY
BURGLARY
LARCENY
MV THEFT

Number of Crimes

1982

1,129,324

174,138
2,011

5,132
107,514

58,481

855,186
291,747
526,480
136,959

1983 1984 1985 1986
1,029,381 985,908 989,405 1,020,401
161,216 162,000 165,043 174,860
1,951 1,777 1,688 1,909
5,280 5,571 5,674 5,403
94,733 83,917 89,603 91,376
59,252 64,735 68,078 76,172
868,175 823,908 824,362 845,541
247,827 222,544 218,844 216,157
500,513 485,881 499,237 516,492
119,735 115,383 106,281 112,882

1986 Crimes
Per 100,000
Population

5,741.

983.
10.

30.
514.

428.

4,757.
1,216.
2,906.

635.

]

]
7

% Change
82 vs 86

-9.8%

0.4%
-5.1%

5.3%
-15.0%

28.1%

-11.5%
-25.9%
-1.9%

-17.6%

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Uniform Crime Reporting System.
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111 CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY NEW YORK STATE

Table 2A

FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

Number of Arrests 1986 Arrests
Per 100,000 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 -Population 82_vs 88
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 21.5%
VIOLENT ) 58,946 58,215 61,158 60,158 €5,735 369.9 11.5%
OTHER 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 1,597.8 22.1%

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

TABLE 2B

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

% Change

1 Jan-June

Number 86 vs 87

ARRESTS 233,061 4.3%
FELONY? 86,268 2.3%
VIOLENT 31,282 -1.3%
OTHER 54,9886 4.4%
MISDEMEANOR 146,793 5.5%

1 Preliminary data.

2 Increases or decreases in the number of felonies and misdemeanors between these two periods reflect in part
changes in Section 155 of the Penal Law which became effective on 1/1/87; some larceny offenses that were
classified as felonies prior to this date are now classified as misdemeanors.

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

-20-



11T CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY NEW YORK STATE

Table 2C

ARRESTS FOR SELECTED OFFENSES1
(Adults Only)

Number of Arrests 1986 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 ’ 2,116 2,155 2,140 12.0 9.4%
ROBBERY 20,046 19,597 20,231 19,713 22,706 127.8 . 13.3%
AGGRAVATED
ASSAULT 19,554 19,802 22,241 22,945 24,830 138.7 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 T 424.7 11.8%
1

NYS Penal Law codes for the most serious felony and misdemeanor charge in an arrest event have been
organized by UCR Index crimé categories to-ailow more meaningful comparisons with the UCR Index crime data
presented in Table 1 of Section II1. 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 c¢rimes 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.

SQURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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I1I_CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

NEW_YORK STATE

Table 2D

ARRESTS FOR DRUG OFFENSES1
(Adults Only)

DRUG ARRESTS
CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCE
(PL 220)

POSSESSION
SALE
OTHER

MARTHUANA
(PL 221)

POSSESSION
SALE

Number of Arrests

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986
48,226 53,768 + 66,982 74,199 91,624
34,373 38,441 48,097 52,662 74,938
18,110 23,827 30,556 34,394 49,535

9,433 10,544 12,684 13,691 20,174

6,830 4,070 4,857 4,577 §.229
13,853 15,327 18,885 21,537 16,686

7,053 - 7.252 8,881 10,747 8,596

6,800 8,075 10,004 10,790 8,090

1886 Arrests
Per 100,000

_Population
515.5

421.7
278.7
113.5

28.4

83.9
- 48.4
45.5

% Change
82 vs 88

90.0%

118.0%
173.5%
113,9%
-23.4%

20.5%
21.9%
19.0%

1 Felony and misdemeanor arrests that include at least one drug charge (Penal Law of Mew 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)

DWI ARRESTS
{VTL 1182)

FELONY
MISDEMEANOR

1986 Arrests

Number of Arrests Per 1,000
Licensed % Change
1982 1983 1984 1385 1986 Drivers 82 vs 86
~ 55,566 60,887 64,261 = 62,870 59,387 6.0 6.9%
3,184 3,748 3,032 3,065 2,536 0.4 11.1%
52,382 57,139 61,229 59,805 55,851 5.6 6.6%

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

SOURCE: VDivision of Criminal Justice Services, DWI Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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111 CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY NEW_YORK STATE

Table 3A

FELONY INDICTHENTS1
(Adults and Juvenile Offenders)

Number and Percent_of Felony Indictments

% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 88
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 23,436 25,141 28,016 33,977 53.5%
. 47.4% 50.8% 52.4% 56.0% 60.9%

1 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.

. SOURCE: Divi§ion of Criminal Justice Services, Indictment Statistical System.

Table 3B

FELONY INDICTMENTS!: JANUARY THRU JUNE 1987°

(Adults and Juvenile Offenders)

% Change

Jan-Jdune

Number 86 vs 87

FELORY INDICTMENTS 31,062 17.4%
VIOLENT 10,937 1.1%
OTHER 20,125 28.7%

1 Felony indictments reported for New York State include those prosecuted by the district attorney in each of
the State's 62 counties, the Mew 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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IIT__CRIME & CRIMINAL

JUSTICE ACTIVITY

NEW_YORK STATE

Table

4A

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS1
{Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Dispositions
Resulting from
Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 198% 19886 82 vs 86
DISPOSITIONS 307,486 336,313 337,261 363,264 371,229 20.7%
100.0% 100.0% -~ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
CONVICTIONS 208,720 233,893 234,263 251,609 248,728 19.2%
67.9% 69.5% 69.5% 69.3% 67.0%
ACQUITTALS 1,831 2,119 2,172 2,261 2,257 23.3%
0.6% 0.6% 0.6% 0.6% 0.6%
DISMISSALS 87,013 89,771 81,177 99,038 110,615 27.1%
28.3% 26.7% 27.0% 27.3% 29.8%
NOT PROSECUTED 7,612 7,169 6,630 7,220 6,602 -13.3%
. 2.5% 2.1% 2.0% 2.0% 1.8%
OTHER 2,310 3,361 3,019 3,136 3,027 31.0%
0.8% 1.0% 0.9% 0.9% 0.8% : .
1

Dispocsition 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 dispasitions
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 Preiiminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 48

DISPOSITIONS RESULYING 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 - 118,988 127,576 126,882 134,164 142,148 19.5%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,0% _
CORVICTIONS 77,748 86,370 84,585 89,207 90,738 16.7%
65.3% . 87.7% 66.7% 86.5% 63.8%
ACQUITTALS 1,304 1,469 1,527 1,558 1,555 19.2%
1.1% 1.2% 1.2% 1.2% 1.1%
DISMISSALS 35,279 34,826 35,673 38,400 44,465 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%
3.3% 3.2% 3.4% 3.0% 2.8%
OTHER 698 847 794 1,032 “1,409 101.9%
0.6% 0.7% 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 worklocad.

2 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 5A

FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFLNSE CONVICTIONS1
RESULTING FROM FELOMY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS
{Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions
Resulting from
Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
CONVICTIONS | 208,720 233,893 234,263 251,609 248,728 18.2%
100.0% 100.0% 160.0% 100.0% 100.0%
FELONY 26,558 32,121 31,197 33,668 37,108 39.7%
12.7% 13.7% 13.3% 13.4% 14.9%
VIOLENT 11,719 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%
49.8% 48.2% 48.5% 48.4% 47.7%
LESSER OFFENSES 78,602 89, 00C 89,528 96,143 92,884 18.2%
37.7% 38.1% 38.2% 38.2% 37.3%

1 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.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 58

FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER QOFFENSE CONVICTIONS1
RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS
{Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions
Resulting from Felony Arrests

1982 1983 1984 1985

CONVICTIONS 77,748 86,370 84,585 8g,207
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

FELONY 25,657 31,113 30,191 32,289
33.0% 36.0% 35.7% 36.2%

VIOLENT 11,718 14,667 13,671 13,264
15.1% 17.0% 18.2% 14.9%

OTHER 13,938 16,446 16,520 19,025
17.9% 19.0% 18.5% 21.3%

MISDEMEANOR 38,110 39,913 38,450 39,976
439.0% 46.2% 45.5% 44.8%

LESSER OFFENSES 13,978 15,344 ., 15,944 16,942
18.0% 17.8% 18.8% 19.0%

1986 °

90,738
100.0%

35,690
39.3%

13,671
15.1%

22,019
24.3%

39,198
43.2%

15,850
17.5%

% Change
82 vs 86
16.7%
39,1%
16.7%
58.0%

2.9%

13.4%

1 Disposition data are based on the year of sentencing for convictions. 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.
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 CONVICTIONS1
(Adults Only)

Sentences as a Percent of Total Convictions

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 °
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 26.6 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 9.9 2.8 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 9A and 98 for local jail activity, and in Table 10A for state prison activity.

2 Preliminary data.

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

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF FELONY CONVICTIONS 1
AND MISDEMEANOR AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS
(Adult Only)

Sentences as a Percent of Convictions

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 2

Misd & Misd & Misd & Misd & Misd &

Felony Lesser Felony Lesser Felony Lesser Felony Lesser 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 43,1 NA 43.7 NA 41.8 NA 43.4 NA
LOCAL JAIL 16.5 28.0 14.3 28.8 13.6 31.8 13.9 34.0 13.3 36.8

LOCAL JAIL

AND PROBATION 10.6  -1.3 13.0 }.2 14.1 1.2 15.6 1.2 17.2 1.1
PROBATION 27.7 8.2 26.2 7.7 26.5 7.4 26.6 7.2 24.4 6.9
FINES 0.8 37.1 1.2 38.0 1.1 37.9 0.9 36.0 0.8 33.5
OTHER . 1.2 25.3 1.2 24.2 1.1 217 1.1 215 1.0 21.9

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 "Tocal 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 Table 7A for probation activity,
in Table 9A for local jail activity, and Table 10A for state prison activity.

2 Preliminary data.

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

Table 7A

INTAKE OPENED
INVESTIGATIONS
RECEIVED
FAMILY COURT
CRIMINAL COURT
PRE-DISPOSITION
SUPERVISION
CASES RECEIVED
FAMILY COURT
CRIMINAL COURT
PROBATION
SUPERVISION
CASES RECEIVED
FAMILY COURT
CRIMINAL COURT
UNDER PROBATION®
SUPERVISION
FAMILY COURT
" CRIMINAL COURT
UNDER PROBATION
SUPERVISION ON
DECEMBER 31
FAMILY COURT
CRIMINAL COURT

Number of Cases

1982

151,698

133,437
25,266
108,171

15,340
9,237
6,103

40,293
6,830
33,4863

112,858
13,601
99,257

79,101
7,049
72,052

1983

142,401

145,538
25,518
120,020

15,155
9,372
5,783

45,020
6,608
38,412

124,048
13,584
110,464

89,390
7,142
82,248

1984 1985 1986
150,221 149,574 138,427
147,948 153,538 156,142

25,297 27,818 27,555
122,651 125,718 128,587
15,154 16,883 17,956
8,272 . 8,513 8,849
6,882 8,370 8,107
44,479 46,572 48,072
6,219 6,630 6,904
38,260 39,942 41,168
133,821 143,609 156,149
13,313 13,351 14,063
120,508 130,258 142,086
97,441 108,116 114,768
7,125 7,188 7,208
90,318 100,918 107,557

1986 Cases
Per 100,000
Population

778.9

878.6
155.0
723.5

101.0
49.8
51.2

270.5
38.8
231.6

878.6

79.1
798.5

605.2

% Change

82 vs 86

-8.7%
17.0%

18.9%

17.1%

49.2%

19.3%
23.0%
38.4%

43.1%

45.1%

49.3%

1

Intake occurs only in family court.

2 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 year.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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TABLE 78
PROBATION REVOCATIONS

1986

Number of Revocations Revocations
Per 1,000 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1988 Probationers 82 _vs 86
REVOCATIONS 5,009 5,409 6,266 6,826 7,814 50.0 56.0%
FAMILY COURT 610 657 661 754 787 -56.0 29.0%
CRIMINAL COURT 4,399 4,752 5,605 6,072 7,027 48.5 59.7%
TECHNICAL 2,053 2,153 2,740 3,166 3,502 24.6 70.6%
HEW CONVICTION . 2,346 2,589 2,865 2,906 3,525 24.8 50.3%

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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St

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

SOURCE: 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 : Number Percent
CASES SCREENED 34,695 NA CASES SENTENCED 1,338 NA
CASES INTERVIEWED 20,500 100.0% CASES DISCHARGED 881 100.0%
RELEASED1 7,933 38.7% SUCCESSFUL OUTCOME 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 467 NA
REPORTS PREPARED FOR COURT 269 100.0%
REPORTS ACCEPTED 228 84.8%

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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Table 9A

COUNTY JAIL AND PENITENTIARY ADMISSIONS

1986
Number of Admissions Admissions
Per 100,000 % Change
1982 1983 1884 1985 1986 Population 82 vs 86
ADMISSIONS * 180,388 186,447 210,186 234,452 1,319.2 NA
UNSENTENCED * 141,411 147,974 159,474 183,416 1,032.0 NA
SENTENCED * 48,977 48,473 50,712 51,036 287.2 NA
* New York City Department of Correction data were not available.
Source: NYS Commission of Correction.
Table 9B
COUNTY JAIL AND PENITENTIARY CAPACITY AND POPULATION
1986 Inmates
Per 100,000 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1886 Population 82 vs 86
* REPORTED
CAPACITY 17,225 17,730 19,011 19,635 21,448 120.7 24.5%
AVERAGE DAILY
POPULATION 15,966 16,792 17,534 18,736 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 10,049 11,656 12,956 15,056 84.7 33.1%
SENTENCED ,5'119 5,496 5,352 5,766 6,065 34.1 18.5%

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

SOURCE: NYS Commission of Correction.
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TABLE 10A-1

ADMISSIONS TO STATE PRISON

Number of Admissions

1982 1983 1984 1985

ADMISSIONS 12,727 14,867 14,848 15,570

NEW COURT 10,406 12,537 12,248 12,420

COMMITMENTS

TRANSFERS FROM 437 4393 549 749

QUTSIDE DEPT.

AFFIRMATIONS

OF SENTENCE 62 52 48 39

PAROLE VIOLATORS 1,229 1,223 1,497 1,907

CONDITIONAL

RELEASE VIOLATORS 445 430 356 244

RETURNS FROM :

ESCAPE/ABSCOND 140 128 145 173

OTHER ADMISSIONS 8 4 5 38

1986"

19,090
14,934

742

50

2,808

385

158
33

1986 Adm.Rate

Per 100,000 % Change
Population 82 vs 86
107.4 50.0%
84.0 43.5%

4.2 69.8%

.3 . -18.4%

15.8 128.5%

2.1 -18.0%

.9 12.9%

.2 312.5%

1 Preliminary data.

SOURCE:

NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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Table 10A-2
NEW COURT COMMITMENTS TO STATE PRISON1

1986

Number of New Court

New Court Commitments Committments
2 Per 100,000 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 13986 Population 82 vs 86

NEW COURT .

COMMITHMENTS 10,406 12,537 12,248 12,420 14,934 84.0 43.5%
VIOLENT FELONIES3 6,622 7,933 7,334 6,994 7,759 43.7 17.2%
HOMICIDE 899 871 908 874 338 5.3 4.3%
SEX OFFENSE 372 414 469 520 581 3.3 56.2%
ROBBERY 3,378 4,055 3,459 3,063 3,574 20.1 5.8%
BURGLARY . 951 1,416 1,341 1,286 1,444 8.1 51.8%
WEAPONS 587 718 633 677 649 3.7 10.6%
OTHER ) ) 435 459 524 574 573 3.2 31.7%
DRUG FELONIES4 1,235 1,623 1,877 2,218 3,228 18.2 161.4%
POSSESSION . 317 357 4786 600 886 5.0. 179.5%
SALE 9i8 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%

The files from which these data are extracted are continuously updated. As a result, the counts presented
in this table 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 narcotic (PL 220.46), use of drug paraphernalia (PL 220.55),
or possession of precursors (PL 220.60) 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 33,276 34,737 38,502 216.6 36.5%
VIOLENT.FELONIES1 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 2,036 2,278 12.8 38.9%
ROBBERY 9,307 10,080 10,444 10,170 10,666 §0.0 14.8%
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%
DRUG FELONIES2 2,647 3,189 3,928 4,643 5,008 33.8 127.0%
POSSESSION 665 771 968 ‘ 1,201 1,597 o 9.0 140.2%
SALE 1,982 2,398 2,958 3,442 4,411 i 24.8 122.6%
OTHER ?ELONIES 5,191 4,890 5,261 5,408 6,095 34.3 17.4%
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 471 384 358 357 375 2.1 -20.4%

1 Inmates under custody whose top conviction offense is a violent felony. Appendix E contains a list of the
offenses 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). Drug 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."

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.

TABLE 10C
PAROLE DETAINEES IN STATE PRISON ON DECEMBER 31

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986

PAROLE DETAIMEES 556 414 673 634 198

1 Parolees awaiting parole revocation hearings are detained in the State Prison. Parole detainees are not
counted as part of the admissions or under custody populations.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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PAROLE SUPERVISION CASES

Table 11A

Number of Parglees

1982
RELEASES TO PAROLE 9,283
UNDER PAROLE1
SUPERVISION 25,616
UNDER PARQLE
SUPERVISION ON
DECEMBER 31 17,911

1983

11,312

29,223

20,977

1984 1985 1988
10,911 12,068 12,942
31,888 34,766 37,359
22,698 24,417 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 supervision during a given year; i.e., parolees carried over from the
previous year (cases under supervision on December 31) plus inmates released during the year to the Division

of Parole for supervision.

SQURCE: NYS Division of Parcle.

PAROLE REVOCATIONS AND RETURNS

Table 118

Number of Parolees

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986
REVOKED
AND RETURNED 2,573 2,603 3,141 4,038 4,519
RULE VIOLATIONS 865 826 907 - 1,186 1,403
NEW ARRESTS 1,261 1,149 1,260 1,435 1,571
NEW FELONY '
CONVICTIONS - 447 628 974 1,417 1,545

.1986

Revocations
Per 1,000 % Change
_Parolees 82 vs 86
121.0 75.6%
37.% 62.2%
42.1 24.6%
41.4 245.6%

1 The total number of parolees revoked and returned during a given year.

SQURCE: NYS Division of Parale.
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Table 12
JUVENILE OFFENDERS 1
ARRESTS, INDICTMENTS, AND DISPOSITIONS
Number of Cases
. % Change
1982 1983 1984 __logs - _lo8s 82 vs 86
FELONY ARRESTS 1,441 1,248 1,275 L L.257 1,200 216.7%
FELONY INDICTMENTS 664 496 447 505 429 -35.4%
DISPOSITIONS 1,419 1,213 1,105 1,018 1,021 -28.0%
CONVICTIONS 517 515 388 369 410 ~20.7%
STATE FACILITY 257 251 _' 158 147 142 ~44.7%
LOCAL JAIL 34 40 24 40 33 -2.9%
LOCAL JAIL
AND PROBATION .28 32 .39 40 55 96.4%
PROBATION 183 168 133 124 171 -6.6%
OTHER 15 26 34 18 9 -40.0%
ACQUITTALS 7 5 7 10 10 42.9%
DISMISSALS 269 202 189 225 263 -2.2%
NOT PROSECUTED 139 70 73 54 80 -56.8%
REMOVED TO
FAMILY COURT 443 413 430 342 257 -42.0%
OTHER 44 8 18 19 21 -52.3%

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 car 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 SUMMARY1
{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
Qept. 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 10,381.9 23.8% 13,999.1 18.486.4
Division of Criminal
Justice Services 60,722.3 72,900.4 87,696.1 88,130.9 45.1% 99,016.1 108,107.3
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 66,557.8
Division for Youth3 77,121.9 80,109.9 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% 870.2 896.0

STOP Program - Drug5

Residence Project - - - - NA - 525.0
TOTAL 191,309.8 214,860.7 243,177.1 359,999.1 88.2% 322.918.1 356,608.3

1

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 furm the Division of Probation and
Correctional Alternatives. The Alternative to Incarceration Program expenditures from FY 1982-83 thvough
1984-85 are included with the expenditures reported for this newly formed agency.

The FY 1885-86 OFY budget increased 58 percent aver 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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Table 2

DEPARTMENT OF CORRETZTIONAL SERVICES
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Brogram EYy 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-88 82 ys 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Beard of Prisoners1 _

Coram Nobis 4.9 ’é.s 34.9 32.7 572.0% 51.5 $5.5

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

Parole Violators 646.4 731.3 1,648.7 3,897.5 472.0% 2,936.4 6,615.3

State Readies? - - - 2,322.3 NA . 3,528.0 5,551.8
Community 3
Treatment Programs - 311.8 873.3 - NA 400.0 400.0
Prisoner Transfer1 487.7 300.1 275.8 316.8 -35.0% 366.0 400.0
TOTAL 11,326.8 13,306.7 15,542.3 24,943.8 120.2% - 30,052.0 38,678.0
1

Local correctional facilities are reimbursed for expenditures frem the "statewide" lump-sum appropriation
for this program.

2 This program component was implemented in FY 1985-86.

3 This program was implemented in FY 1983-84 and is funded through the State Operations Budget. No funds were
appropriated for this program in FY 1985-86.

SQURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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Table 3

CRIME VICTIMS BOARD
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 F£Y 86-87 FY 87-88
Crime Victim .
Compensation Awards 6,468.8 8,807.5 7,038.5 g,002.6 .  23.7% 8,009.0 12,697.0
Victim and Witness
Assistance Program
Comprehensive 864.5 846.2 1,401.9 1,272.1 47.1% 3,622.1 3.443.8
Court Related 407.8 406.6 719.9 520.0 27.5% 626.1 767.1
Domestic Violence 178.7 265.7 325.8 223.3 24.9% 561.7 547.0
E1dérly 377.1 386.8 476.6 337.2 -10.6% 567.2 681.1
Sexual Assault 91.2 168.3 247.4 26.7 -70.7% 613.0 350.5
TOTAL : 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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NEW YORK STATE

OIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES

Table 4

LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
{Thousands of Dollars)

Program

Asset/Forfeiture1
Initiative

Crime Prevention2
and Prate;tjon

Emergency Felony Case
Processing Program

Indigent
Parolee Program

Justice 4
Assistance Act

Juvenile Justice5

and Delinquency
Prevent.ion

Law Guardian
Backup Center

Major Offense
Police Program

Mobile Radio

District Program2

Narcotics Contro]7

Nassau County Rape5
Victim Services

NeighborhoodB .
Preservation Crime
Prevention Act

NYC Schaol Security9
0fficer Program

NYS Defenders’
Association

' Offender Aid and
Restoration Program

Prisoners’
Legal Services

Body Armour10
Reimbursement Program

Special Narcotics
Court Program

Special Warrant
Enforcement 1
Enhancement Program

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY _86-87 FY 87-88
- -~ 583.9 236.5 NA -- --
-~ 1,{20.5 1,585.7 1,351.0 NA 2,637.1 3,042.5
3,285.2 3,682.3 3,838.1 4,067.4 23.8% 4,150.2 4,150.2
1,259.5 1,358.9 1,507.0 1,593.1 26.5% 1,625.8 1,697.4
- - - -— NA 3,378.7 --
2,849.4 2,785.1 Z2.651.8 1.578.5 -44 .64 2,673.9 2,821.0
- - - - NA - 100.6
10,057.8 10,661.5 11,407.8 11,247.8 11.8% 11,4%9¢.8 12,189.8
- 1,904.3 3,600.6 3,368.3 NA 4,288.3 1,270.0
- o -— -- NA -~ 11,539.0
- - - - NA .- 30.0
- 1,000.0 1,900.0 881.9 NA 2,500.0 2,500.0
. - - -- NA 415.0 250.0
442.4 442.4 540.0 572.0 29.3% 630.0 797.5
- -- - -- NA -- 50.0
1,361.8 1,361.8 2,207.1 2,545.4 £6.9% 2,679.3 2,784.2
635.5 535.5 309.8 403.0 -36.6% -- 437.0
3,386.3 3,589.5 4,589.8 4,739.0 39.9% 4,818.1° 4,902.6
- - 2,499.4 2,347.9 NA 2,499.5 2,499.8

Continued - Next Page
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Table 4-Continued

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

Expenditures Appropriations
’ % Change

Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Suffolk Re-Route6
Transitional Program
for Ex~0ffenders - - - -- NA - 260.0
Target Crime 12 .
Initiative Program 37,444.4 40,678.7 46,619.2 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
Community patro1® A :
0fficer Program -- - -- - NA 100.0 150.0
Vestchester Datafacs® - . - - 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 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.

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

3

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

4 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,

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

6 This program was implemented in FY 1987-88.

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

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

10 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.

1 This program was implemented in FY 1984-85.

12 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 Prasecution Program.

13 This program was implemented in FY 1985-86.

14 This program was implemented in FY 1983-84.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services.
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IV __LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

NEW YORK STATE

\
Table §
DIVISION OF PAROLE
L.OCAL 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
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
Employment Service53

Project : - - - - NA 700.0 700.0
TOTAL 529.4 706.0 983.0 132.2% 2,887.1 2,518.5

1,228.2

1 This program is funded through the State Operations Budget.

2 This program was implemented in FY 1983-84 and is funded through the State Operations Budget.

3 This program was implemented in FY 1986-87.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Parole.
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NEW_YORK STATE

Table &

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

Expenditures

% Change
Program FY 82-83 FY _83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs_85
C1assification1
Alternatives - - - -- 2.,336.9 NA
Demonstration
Projects 8G0.0 1,240.0 2,383.2 4,750.7 493.9%
Direct Services 182.1 208.4 184.1 228.0 25.2%
Intensive Supervision/
Alternative Sentencing
Program 3,258.1 3,567.4 4,431.1 5,218.4 60.2%
PINS Program2 - - - - NA
Regular State Aid 28,610.9 31,543.2 34,386.9 37,861.3 32.3%
TOTAL 32,851.1 36,559.0 41,385.3 50,395.3 53.4%

Appropriations
FY 86-87 FY 87-88
3,045.9 3,312.8
5,478.5 5,411.5
273.8 266.7
7,777.2 10,257.6
1,000.0 2,505.0
41,663.3 44,804.2

-

59,238.8 66,557.8

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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HEW YORK STATE

Table 7

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

Expenditures Appropriations
1 % Change

Program FY 82-83 FY _83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-88 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Community—Based2
Organizations - - 324.8 318.0 NA 466.5 466.5
Comﬁunity Care3 ’
Initiative . - -- -- -- - NA 500.0 500.0
Detention

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

Secure 9,177.4 10,684.7 13,325.6 25,101.8 173.5% 14,738.3 15,500.0
Job Deve'lopment4 - - e - NA 687.6 583.0
Runaway and Homeless
Youth Services 1,208.3 1,522.0 1,594.3 1,838.8. 52.4% 2,408.0 2,570.0
Special Delinquency
Prevention Program ., 12,380.7 12,359.2 13,4582 11,745.0 -5.1% 13,351.8 14,281.8
Sﬁecia] Legislative
Contracts 1.857.5 2,339.0 3,100.1 4,509.1 142.7% 6,496.4 6,018.0
Transitional
Independent 5
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 Delinquency

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% 116,329.8 119,839.3

1 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.

eliminate arrearages.

This increase allowed DFY to pay for current programs and also

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

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

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

5 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 21,369

DFY Facilities 2,027 2,780

TOTAL 40,215 24,129 N
TABLE 1B
OPERATING BUDGET SUMMARY
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
% Change
FYy 82-83 FY 83-84 FY_84-85 EY_85-88 82 vs 85 FY 88-87 FY 87-88
DOCS Facilities 445,537.8 525,228.2 598,305.9 602,846.5 35.3% 670,107.0 728,920.9
DFY Facilities 58,4860.3 64,063.6 71,988.9 76.135.§ 30.2% 78,541.4 82,519.1
TOTAL 503,998.1 589,291.8 670,294.8 678,982.0 34.7% 748,648.4 811,440.0
TABLE 1c
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET SUMMARY
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Approoriations

FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 Total FY 86-87 FY 87-88
DOCS Facilities 1q3.820.0 174,375.6 96,465.2 374,661.8 229,5986.9 44,079.0
OFY Facilities 5,089.5 3,441.1 2,366.7 10,897.3 4,503.5 4,573.2
TOTAL 108,909.5 177,817.7 98,831.8 385,558.0 234,100.4 48,652.2
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SECTION I CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCIES

CLINTON COUNTY

REGIONAL AGENCIES

New York State Police
Troop B Headquarters
Route 86, Box 100
Raybrook, New York 12977

District Attorney’s Office
137 Margaret Street
Plattsburgh, New York 12901

Probation Department
County Government Center
Plattsburgh, New York 12901

Assigned Counsel Plan

County Bar Association

62 Brinkerhoff Street
Plattsburgh, New York 12901

Family Court

New York State
Divison of Parole
875 Central Avenue

Albany, New York 12206

COUNTY AGENCIES

Sheriff’s Department
131 Mara2ret Street
Plattsburgn, New York 12901

Youth Bureau
133 Margaret Street
Plattsburgh, New York 12901

County Court
County Court House
Plattsburgh, New York 12901

72 Clinton Street
Plattsburgh, New York 12901



11 DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

CLINTON COUNTY

Region
County Seat
Square Miles

Population Percent Change 1970-1980

NORTHERN
PLATTSBURGH
1,043

10.7%

SOURCE: New York State Statistical

POPULATION DEMOGRAPHICS FOR 1980

Yearbook 1983-84.

Table 1

Number Percent
Number Rank Percent Rank
Population 80,750 33 100.0% NA
Density Per Square Mile 77.4 41 NA NA
Sex: Male 41,035 NA 50.8% 2
Female 39,715 NA 49.2% 61
Race: White 76,991 NA 95.3% 40
Non-vhite 2,885 NA 3.6% 26
Unknown 874 NA 1.1% 15
Ethnicity: Hispanic 1,435 NA 1.8% 16
Age: 9 and Under 11,489 NA 14.2% 30
10 to 15 8,074 NA 10.0% 34
16 to 18 5,582 NA 6.9% 7
19 to 24 13,535 NA 16.8% 2
25 and Over 42,070 NA 52.1% 60
SOURCE: * US Bureau of Census.
Table 2
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF 1980 POPULATION
25 YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER
Percent
Number Percent Rank
Population Age 25 and Over 42,070 100.0% 60
8th Grade or lLess 8,660 20.6% 7
High School: 1 to 3 years 6,593 15.7% 46
4 years 14,219 33.8% 55
College: 1 to 3 years 6,663 15.8% 12
4 years or more 5,830 14.1% 28

SOURCE: US Bureau of Census.



I1_DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS CLINTON COUNTY

Table 3
POPULATION 1982-1886
Rank
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1986
Population 80,600 80,500 80,900 81,571 81,200 34
Density Per
Square Mile 77.3 77.2 77.6 78.2 77.9 41
SOURCE: NYS Department of Commerce and the US Bureau of Census.
Table 4
PER CAPITA INCOME: 1982-1984
Income
Rank
1982 1983 1984 1984
Per Capita Income 7,861 8,476 9,381 56
NOTE: Data for 1985 and 1986 are not yet available.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Commerce.
Table 5
PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOL DROPQUTS: 1981-82 TO 1985-86
Percent
School Year Rank
1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86 1985~-86
Public High School Students
Who Dropped Out of School Number 256 218 216 218 213
Percent 4.9% 4.4% 4,6% 4.9% 5.0% 13
SOURCE: NYS Department of Education.
Table 6
UNEMPLOYMENT : 1984-1986
Percent
Rank
1984 1985 1986 1986
Monthly Average Unemployed
of Civilian Labor Force Number 2,574 2,429 2,795
Percent 7.5% 7.5% 8.4% 17
NOTE: Data are based on 1985 benchmarks; 1982 and 1983 data based on the 1985 benchmarks
were not available.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Labor.
Table 7
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE: 1982-1886
Percent
Rank
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1986
Monthly Average Population
Receiving Public Assistance  Number 4,115 4,087 3,806 3,835 3,823
Percent 5.1% 5.1% 4.7% 4.7% 4.7% 18

NOTE: The monthly average number of persons in public assistance programs was not reported by county for the
five New York City boroughs -~ only for New York City as a whole.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Social Services.



111 CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY CLINTON COUNTY

Table 1

INDEX CRIMES
KNOWN TO THE POLICE

1986 Crimes

Per 100,000
Number of Crimes Population
% Change
1982 1983 1884 1985 1986 Rate Rank 82 vs 86
INDEX CRIME 2,326 2,308 2,136 2,186 1,876 2,436.9 39 ~15.0%
VIOLENT 259 256 304 304 250 308.3 19 -3.5%
MURDER 2 1 2 1 3 3.7 19 50.0%
FORCIBLE
RAPE 1 6 13 9 6 7.4 48 500.0%
ROBBERY 19 13 7 12 5 6.2 54 -73.7%
AGGRAVATED '
ASSAULT 237 236 282 282 236 291.0 11 -0.4%
PROPERTY 2,067 2,050 1,832 1,882 1,726 2,128.6 48 ~16.5%
BURGLARY 421 455 ° 420 442 464 572.2 50 10.2%
LARCENY 1,601 1,552 1,368 1,378 1,231 1,518.1 44 -23.1%
MV THEFT 45 43 44 g4 31 38.2 60 -31.1%

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Uniform Crime Reporting System.
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Table 2A

FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

1986 Arrests
Per 100,000

Number of Arrests Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
ARRESTS 1,742 1,801 1,624 1,510 1,578 1,043.3 31 -9.4%
FELONY 354 369 312 314 412 507.4 19 16.4%
VIOLENT a7 107 63 78 103 126.8 22 _ 6.2%
OTHER 257 262 249 236 309 380.5 12 20.2%
MISDEMEANOR 1,388 1,432 1,312 1,196 1,166 1,436.0 37 -16.0%

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

TABLE 2B

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

% Change

1 Jan~June

Number 86 _vs 87

ARRESTS 744 -2.6%
FELONYZ 167 -15.7%
VIOLENT 37 -17.8%
OTHER 130 ~15.0%
MISDEMEANOR 577 1.9%

1 Preliminary data.

2 Increases or decreases in the number of felonies and misdemeanors between these two periods reflect in part
changes in Section 155 of the Penal Law which became effective on 1/1/87; some larceny offenses that were
classified as felonies prior to this date are now classified as misdemeanors.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 2C

ARRESTS FOR SELECTED OFFENSES1
(Adults Only)

1986 Arrests

Per 100,000
Number of Arrests Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
MURDER 1 1 0 0 5 6.2 6 400.0%
FORCIBLE RAPE 0 1 3 1 4 4,9 41 NA
ROBBERY 16 13 6 8 ] 7.4 38 ~-62.5%
AGGRAVATED
ASSAULT 31 40 20 26 44 54.2 18 41.9%
BURGLARY 105 66 78 57 80 110.8 13 -14.3%
LARCENY2 391 329 3086 257 327 402.7 21 -16.4%
1

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 III. 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 18

_are included in Table 1. Finally, these arrest data do not necessarily reflect clearances of the reported

2

¢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.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 2D

ARRESTS FOR DRUG OFFENSES1

(Adults Only)

1986 Arrests

Per 100,000
Number of Arrests Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
DRUG ARRESTS 73 113 67 86 96 118.2 20 31.5%
CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCE
(PL 220) 55 87 55 61 80 98.5 20 45.5%
POSSESSION 51 81 52 54 73 89.9 17 43.1%
SALE 2 6 2 7 5 6.2 41 150.0%
OTHER 2 0 1 0 2 2.5 33 0.0%
MARTHUANA
(PL 221) 18 26 12 25 16 19.7 32 . =11.1%
POSSESSION 16 13 9 8 11 13.5 31 -31.2%
SALE 2 13 3 17 5 6.2 28 150.0%

1 Felony and ?isdemeanor 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

Per 1,000

Licensed

Number_of Arrests Drivers
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank 82 _vs_86

DWI ARRESTS

(vTL 1192) 454 566 542 556 437 9.4 21 -3.7%
FELONY 29 26 26 30 37 0.8 20 27.6%
MISDEMEANOR 425 540 516 525 400 8.6 23 -5.9%

1 Felony and misdemeanor arrests that include at least one charge for a DWI offense (Vehicle and Traffic Law:
State of New York - Section 1192).

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



111 CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

CLINTON COUNTY

Table 3A

FELONY INDICTMENTS
(Adult and Juvenile Offenders)

Number and Percent of Felony Indictments

1982 1983 1984 1985

FELONY INDICTMENTS 156 127 128 128
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

VIOLENT 38 42 21 37
25.0% 33.1% 16.4% 28.9%

OTHER 117 85 107 g1
75,0% 66.9% 83.6% 71.1%

1986

148
100.0%

42
28.2%

107
71.8%

% Change
82 vs 86
-4.5%

7.7%

-8.5%

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Indictment Statistical System.

Table 3B

FELONY INDICTMENTS: JANUARY THRU JUNE 19871
) (Adult and Juvenile Offenders)

% Change

Jan-June

Number 86 vs 87

FELONY INDICTHENTS 90 3.4%
VIOLENT 22 4.6%
OTHER 68 3.0%

1 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Indictment Statistical System.
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Table 4A

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTSl
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Dispositions
Resulting from
Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

2 % Change

1982 1983 1984 1985 19886 82_vs 86

DISPOSITIONS 1,416 1,231 1,240 1,090 1,024 -27.7%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

CONVICTIONS 1,150 1,032 1,034 907 814 -29.2%
81.2% 83.8% 83.4% 83.2% 79.5%

ACQUITTALS 8 8 0 1 8 0.0%
0.64 - 0.7% 0.0% 0.1% 0.8%

DISMISSALS 242 186 194 178 192 -20.7%
17.1% 15.1% 15.6% 16.3% 18.8%

NOT PROSECUTED 1 0 7 0 0 -100.0%
0.1% 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0%

OTHER . 15 5 5 4 10 -33.3%
1.1% 0.4% 0.4% 0.4% 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 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.



III_CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY CLINTON COUNTY

Table 4B

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS1

{Aduits Only)

Number and Percent of Dispositions
Resulting from Felony Arrests

2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1988 82 vs 86
DISPOSITIONS 308 225 253 199 269 . -12.1%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
CONVICTIONS 258 185 224 175 213 -17.4%
84.3% 86.7% 88.5% 87.9% 79.2%
ACQUITTALS 3 5 0 1 8 166.7%
1.0%4 2.2% 0.0% 0.5% 3.0%
DISMISSALS 34 20 26 22 42 23.5%
11.1% 8.9% 10.3% 11.1% 15.6%
NOT PROSECUTED 0 0 - 2 0 0 NA
0.0% 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.0%
OTHER 11 5 1 1 6 -45.5%
3.8% 2.2% 0.4% 0.5% 2.2%

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.

2 preliminary data.

SOURCE: - Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table SA
FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS1
RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions
Resulting from
Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

2 % Change

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86

CONVICTIONS 1,150 1,032 1,034 907 814 -29,2%
186.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100. 0%

FELONY 116 61 75 55 63 -45.7%
10.1% 5.9% 7.3% 6.1% 7.7%

VIOLENT 16 10 19 4 7 ~-56.2%
1.4% 1.0% 1.8% 0.4% 0.9%

OTHER 100 51 56 51 56 ~44.0%
8.7% . 4.9% 5.4% 5.6% 6.9%

MISDEMEANOR 642 567 541 435 371 ~-42.2%

55.8% 54.9% 52.3% 48.0% 45.6% )

LESSER OFFENSES 392 404 418 417 380 -3.1%

34.1% 39.1% 40.4% 46.0% 46.7%

1 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.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 5B

FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS1
RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions
Resulting from Felony Arrests

2 % Change

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86

CONVICTIONS 258 195 224 175 213 -17.4%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

FELONY 102 53 70 47 59 -42.2%
39.5% 27.2% 31.3% 26.9% 27.7%

VIOLENT 16 10 19 4 7 ~56.2%
6.2% 5.1% 8.5% 2.3% 3.3%

OTHER 86 43 51 43 52 -39.5%
33.3% 22.1% 22.8% 24.6% 24.4%

MISDEMEANOR 134 133 138 115 140 ’ 4.5%
51.9% 68.2% 61.6% 65.7% 65.7%

LESSER OFFENSES 22 S 16 13 14 ~36.4%
8.5% 4.6% 7.1% 7.4% 6.6%

1 Disposition data are based on the year of sentencing for convictions. 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.
2 Preliminary data.

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



IIT_CRIME & CRIMINAL

JUSTICE ACTIVITY

CLINTON COUNTY

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS1
(Adults Only)

Table 6A

Sentences as a Percent of Total Convictions

_1982 1983 _1984 __logs 1085
CONVICTIONS 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
STATE PRISON 2.9 2.0 2.2 1.9 2.7
LOCAL JAIL 13.7 12.4 12.3 12.6 13.0
LOCAL JAIL
AND PROBATION 1.0 1.2 1.7 2.1 2.0
PROBATION 9.0 8.8 10.5 7.7 13.4
FINES 58.8 64.1 59.3 62.4 52.6
OTHER 14.8 11.4 13.9 - 13.3 16.3
1

2

SOURCE:

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.

in Tables 9A and 9B for local jail activity, and in Table 10A for state prison activity.

Preliminary data.

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

Work load measures can be found in Tables 7A for probation activity,
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Table 68

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT 07 FELONY CONVICTIONS 1
AND MISDEMEANOR AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS
(Adult Only)

Sentences as_a Percent of Convictions

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 2
Misd & Misd .& Misd & Misd & Misd &
Felony Lesser Felony Lesser Felony Lesser Felony Lesser 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 28.4 NA 34.4 NA 30.7 NA 30.9 NA - 34.9 NA
LOCAL JAIL 6.9 14.4 11.5 i2.5 6.7 12.7 14.5 12.4 19.0 12.5
LOCAL "JAIL
AND PROBATION 7.8 0.2 13.1 0.4 21.3 0.2 18,2 1.1 19.0 0.5
PROBATION 55.2 3.8 41.0 6.8 38.7 8.3 30.9 6.2 25.4 12.4
FINES 1.7 65.2 0.0 68.2 1.3 63.8 3.6 66.2 1.6 56.9
OTHER 0.0 16.4 0.0 12.2 1.3 14.9 1.8 14.1 0.0 17.7
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
than measures of total system workload. Workload measures can be found in Table 7A for probation activity,
in Table 9A for local jail activity, and Table 10A for state prison activity.

2 Preliminary data.

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

1986 Cases
Per 100,000
Number of Cases Population
% Change
1982 1883 1984 1985 1988 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86

INTAKE OPENED1 832 899 957 903 913 1,124.4 23 9.7%

INVESTIGATIONS

RECEIVED 714 651 722 673 689 - 848.5 27 -3.5%
FAMILY COURT 341 280 332 365 256 315.3 2 -24.9%
CRIMINAL COURT 373 371 380 308 433 533.3 34 16.1%

PRE~DISPOSITION

SUPERVISION

CASES RECEIVED 9 6 13 12 5 6.2 46 -44.4%
FAMILY COURT 8 5 13 9 4 4.9 39 -50.0%
CRIMINAL COURT 1 1 0 3 1 1.2 138 0.0%

PROBATION

SUPERVISION

CASES RECEIVED 187 201 181 151 211 258.9 386 12.8%
FAMILY COURT 42 26 22 27 18 22.2 57 -57.1%
CRIMINAL COURT 145 175 159 124 193 237.7 20 33.1%

UNDER PROBATION?

SUPERVISION 603 596 605 616 701 863.3 37 16.3%
FAMILY COURT 124 96 63 63 47 57.9 51 -62.1%
CRIMINAL COURT 479 500 542 553 654 805.4 20 36.5%

UNDER PROBATION

SUPERVISION ON .

DECEMBER 31 385 424 465 4380 571 703.2 14 44.8%
FAMILY COURT 70 41 36 29 17 20.9 55 -75.7%
CRIMINAL COURT 325 383 429 461 554 682.3 10 70.5%

1 Intake occurs anly in family court.

2 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 year.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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TABLE 78
PROBATION REVOCATIONS

Number of Revocations

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986

REVOCATIONS 13 7 g 14 14
FAMILY COURT 2 0 4 1
CRIMINAL COURT 11 ] 10 13
TECHNICAL 5 3 7 ] 8

NEW CONVICTION 6 4 2 1 5

1986
Revocations
Per 1,000
Probationers
Rate Rank
20.0 55
21.3 54
19.9 57
12.2 52
7.6 56

% Change

82 vs 86

7.7%
-5G.0%
18.2%
60.0%
-16.7%

SOURCE: NYS Division 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 EY 1986-87
CLIENTS SERVED 0 0 0

33

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.

ALTERNATIVE TO INCARCERATION PROGRAMS: CLASSIFICATION/ALTERNATIVES BILL

Table 8B Table 8C
PRETRIAL RELEASE PROGRAM: 1986

COMMUNITY SERVICE PROGRAM: 1986

Number Percent
There were-no agencies in the CASES SENTENCED 49 NA
county that received funding .
for this type of program. CASES DISCHARGED 36 100. 0%
SUCCESSFUL OUTCOME 27 75.0%
Table 8D Table 8E

DEFENDER-BASED ADVOCACY PROGRAM: 1986

SPECIALIZED ALTERNATIVES: 1986

There were no agencies in the
county that received funding
for this type of program.

There were no agencies in the
county that received funding
for this type of program.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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Table 9A
COUNTY .JAIL ADMISSIONS

1986
Admissions
Per 100,000
Number of Admissions Population
: % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank 82 vs 86
ADMISSIONS 1,593 1,498 1,767 1,318 1,579 1,944.6 4 -0.9%
UNSENTENCED 1,041 968 1,076 944 1,215 1,496.3 6 16.7%
SENTENCED 552° 530 691 374 364 448.3 10 -34.1%
Source: NYS Commission of Correction.
Table 9B
COUNTY JAIL CAPACITY AND POPULATION
1986 Inmates
Per 100,000
Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1886 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
REPORTED :
CAPACITY 52 52 52 52 52 64.0 44 0.0%
AVERAGE DAILY
POPULATION 39 39 45 44 46 56.7 43 17.9%
DECEMBER 31
POPULATION 41 49 47 48 45 55.4 40 9.8%
UNSENTENCED 29 16 18 27 25 30.8 41 -13.8%
SENTENCED 12 33 29 21 20 24.6 29 66.7%

SOURCE: NYS Commission of Correction.
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Table 10A

NEW COURT COMMITMENTS TO STATE PRISON

1986
New Court
Committments
Number of Per 100,000
New Court Commitments Population
2 % Change
1882 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
NEW COURT
COMMITMENTS 29 22 20 16 25 30.8 32 -13.8%
VIOLENT FELONIEé3 10 10 5 4 5 6.2 49 ~50.0%
HOMICIDE 0 1 0 0 0 0.0 43 NA
SEX. OFFENSE 3 3 1 2 1 1.2 45 -66.7%
ROBBERY 1 4 ' 2 1 2 2.5 25 100.0%
BURGLARY 5 2 1 1 2 2.5 40 -60.0%
WEAPONS 1 0 0 0 0 0.0 25 -100.0%
OTHER 0 0 1 0 0 0.0 37 NA
DRUG FELONIES4 5 2 2 1 3 3.7 28 ~40.0%
POSSESSION 0 2 1 0 0 0.0 37 NA
SALE 5 0 1 1 3 3.7 21 -40.0%
OTHER FELONIES 13 10 12 10 17 20.8 14 30.8%
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 1 0 1 1 0 0.0 32 -100.0%

The files from which these data are extracted are continuously updated. As a result, the counts prasented
in this table 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 narcotic (PL 220.46), use of drug paraphernalia (PL 220.55),
or possession of precursors (PL 220.60) are reported as “other felonies."

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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Table 108-1
INMATES UNDER CUSTODY IN STATE PRISON ON DECEMBER 311

Inmates

Under Cust.

on 12/31/88

Number of Inmates Under Custody Per 100,000

in State Prison on December 31 __Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
UNDER CUSTODY 69 60 58 43 43 53.0 41 -37.7%
VIOLENT FELONIESZ‘ 34 32 27 18 17 20.9 .50 ~50.0%
HOMICIDE 4 5 5 3 4. 4.9 49 0.0%
SEX OFFENSE 15 13 8 6 4 4,9 49 -73.3%
ROBBERY 6 7 9 5 3 3.7 35 ~50,0%
BURGLARY 6 4 3 3 4 4.9 45 =33.3%
WEAPONS 2 2 1 0 0 0.0 32 -100.0%
OTHER 1 1 1 1 2 Z2.5 41 100.0%
DRUG FELONIES3 5 . 5 5 2 4 4.3 32 -20.0%
POSSESSION 0 2 1 ] 0 0.0 43 NA
SALE 5 3 4 2 4 4.9 25  -20.0%
OTHER FELONIES 28 23 25 22 22 27.1 20 ~-21.4%
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 2 0 1 1 0 0.0 33 .~100.0%

Inmates under custody who were sentenced to State Prison by courts in this County.

Inmates under custody whose tep conviction offense is a violent felony. Appendix E contains a list of the
offenses counted as violent felonies.

Inmates under custody whose top conviction offense is for the possession or sale of drugs (PL 220 and
and PL 221). Drug 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.”

SOURCE: HYS Department of Correctional Services.

TABLE 10B-2

THE PERCENT OF INMATES UNDER CUSTODY IN $TATE PRISON ON DECEMBER 31
FROM THE COUNTY

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986

PERCENT OF INMATES
UNDER CUSTODY ON 12/31 0.2% 0.2% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1%

1 Inmates under custody who were sentenced to State Prison by courts in this County. The total number of
jnmates under custody in State Prison for each of the years can be found in the "New York State" profile.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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CLINTON COUNTY

Table 11A

PAROLE SUPERVISION CASES

1986
Paroiees
Per 100,000
Number of Parolees Population
% Change
1982 1883 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
RELEASES TO PAROLE 17 30 18 24 24 29.6 24 41.2%
UNDER PAROLE1
SUPERVISION 54 61 61 55° 60 73.9 28 11.1%
UNDER PAROLE
SUPERVISION ON
DECEMBER 31 31 43 31 36 39 48.0° 30 25.8%

1

Tne total number of parolees under supervision during a given year; i.e., parolees carried over from the

previous year (cases under supervision on December 31) plus inmates released during the year to the Division
of Parole for supervision.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Parole.
Table 118
PARCLE REVOCATIONS AND RETURNS
1986
Revocations
Per 1,000
Number of Parolees Parolees
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
REVOKED 1
AND RETURNED 6 1 7 5 5 6.2 29 ~16.7%
RULE VIOLATIONS 0 0 2 2 1 1.2 23 NA
NEW ARRESTS 5 0 5 0 3 3.7 20 -40.0%
NEW FELONY
CONVICTIONS 1 1 0 2 1 1.2 35 0.0%

1 The total number of parolees revoked and returned during a given year.

SOURCE:

NYS Division of Parole.
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Table 12

JUVENILE OFFENDERS

ARRESTS, INDICTMENTS, AND DISPOSITIONS1

Number of Cases

% Chan
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs
FELONY ARRESTS 0 0 1 0 1
FELONY INDICTMENTS a 0 1 1 0
DISPOSITIONS 0 0 0 2 0
CONVICTIONS 0 0 0 2 0
PRISON 0 0 0 1 Q
LOCAL JAIL 0 0 0 0 0
LOCAL JAIL
AND PROBATION 0 0 0 0 0
PROBATION 0 0 0 1 Q
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0
ACQUITTALS 0 0 0 0 0
DISMISSALS 0 0 0 0 0
NOT PROSECUTED 0 0 0 0 0
REMOVED TO
FAMILY COURT 0 0 0 0 0
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0

ge
86

NA

NA

NA
NA
NA
NA

NA
NA
NA
NA

NA

NA

NA
NA

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 delinguent.”

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

LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDING SUMMARY1
(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
Dept. of
Correcticnal Services 41.7 43.9 40.6 81.5 47.6% 0.0 0.0
Crime Victims Board 0.0 0.0 28.2 0.0 NA 26.2 43.5
Division of Criminal N
Justice Services 30.2 18.5 21.5 - 34,2 13.2% 2.2 10.6
Divisiun of Probation2
and Correctional
Alternatives 152.3 172.8. 180.3 194.1 27.4% 186.9 258.4
Division for Youths3 202.3 264.3 244.8 633.5 216.1% 353.8 419.4
Other Local Aid

District 4

Attorney Salaries -- - 10.0 23.9 NA 23.9 -
TOTAL 426.5 - 499.8 525.3 953.3 123.5% 583.1 731.8

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, 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.

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.

4 The Office of the State Comptroller administers this pregram.
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Table 2

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
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 EY 86-87 FY 87-88
Board of Prisoners1

Coram Nobis 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.2 255.6% - -

Felons 39.2 41.8  35.9 49.6 26.5% -- --

Parole Violators 1.3 1.1 3.8 5.2 287.3% - --

State Readies’ - -- - 5.3 N -- -
Prisoner Transfer! 1.0 0.5 0.7 0.2 -84.4% -- --
TOTAL 41.7 43.9 40.6 61.5 47 .6% 0.0 0.0

! Local correctional facilities are reimbursed for expenditures from the "statewide" lump-sum appropriation
for this program.

2 This program component was implemented 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 Dallars)

Program

Victim and Witness
Assistance Program

- Comprehensive

Sexual Assault

TOTAL

Appropriations

Expenditures
% Change
FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA
0.0 0.0 28.2 0.0 NA
0.0 0.0 28.2 0.0 NA

FY 86-87 FY 87~-88

0.0 43.5
26.2 0.0
26.2 43.5

SOURCE: NYS Crime Victims Board.
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Table 4

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

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Crime Prevention1 )
and Protection -= 0.0 0.0 15.7 NA 0.0 0.0
Indigent 2
Parolee Program - 30.2 18.5 21.5 18.5 -38.9% - --
Justice v 3
Assistance Act - - - -- NA 2.2 -~
Narcotics Contr014 - - - - NA - 10.6
Soft Body Armour5
Reimbursement Program - - 0.0 0.0 NA - -
TOTAL 30.2 18.5 21.5 34.2 13.2% 2.2 10.6

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, therefore, appropriations are not available by county.

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.

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

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.
Agencies are reimbursed for expenditures from the "Statewide" lump-sum appropriation for this program,
therefore, appropriations are not available by county.

SOURCE: NYS DBivision of Criminal Justice Services.
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Table 5
DIVISION OF PAROLE
COUNTY LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING

Table 5 is not presented because there were no local assistance program funds
awarded to agencies that provide services in this county.
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Table 6

DIVISION OF PROBATION AND CORRECTIONAL ALTERNATIVES
LLOCAL 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
C’Iassification1
Alternatives -~ - - 11.0 NA 14.3 15.1
Demonstration R
Projects 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 10.0 10.0
Intensive Supervision/
Alternative Sentencing
Program 23.7 24.8 26.8 24.8 4.8% 0.0 26.0
PINS Program2 - -~ - - NA - 28.8
Regular State Aid 128.6 148.0 153.5 158.3 23.1% 162.6 178.5
TOTAL 153.3 172.8 180.3 194.1 27.4% 186.9 258.4

l 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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Table 7

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

Expenditures Appropriations
1 % Change
Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY_86-87 FY 87-88
Detention
Non-Secure 3.2 1.1 1.1 8.8 179.5% 6.5 4.2
Special Delinquency
Prevention Program 56.4 62.9 52.4 35.8 -36.6% 47.4 48.1
Special Legislative
Contracts 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 20.0 18.1
Voluntary Agency Care i9.7 47.8 21.2 100.1 408.0% 36.6 80.0
Youth Development
and Delinquency
Prevention 123.0 152.6 170.1 494.8 302.1% 243.3 269.0
TOTAL 202.3 264.3 244.8 6339.5 216.1% 353.8 419.4

1 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.

elimina

SOURCE::

te arrearages.

NYS Division for Youth.

This increase allowed DFY to pay for current programs and also
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TABLE 1A

CAPACITY AND STAFF SUMMARY

(June 1987}

Capacity Staff .
DOCS Facilities 3,199 1,692
DFY Facilities 20 23
TOTAL 3,219 1.715
TABLE 18
OPERATING BUDGET SUMMARY
{Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
% Change
FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
DOCS Facilities 37,184.2 44,047.9 50,778.0 53,327.7 43.4% 53,886.0 58,302.7
DFY Facilities 351.5 437.3 503.5 575.3 63.7% 576.6 683.2
TOTAL 37,535.7 44,485.2 51,281.5 53,803.0 43.8% 54,462.8 58,965.9
TABLE 1C

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET SUMMARY
(Thousands of Dollars)

DOCS Facilities
DFY Facilities
TOTAL

Expenditures
FY 83-84 EY 84-85 EY_85-86 Total
12,357.7 6,736.4 4,272.3 23,366.4
35.2 46.6 1.7 83.5
12,392.9 6,783.0 4,274.0 23,449.8

Appropriations
FY 86-87 FY 87-88
8,072.5 3,448.7
16.0 5.0
8,088.5 3,453.7
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CLINTON COUNTY

TABLE 2A

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY SECURITY LEVEL, CAPACITY, AND STAFF
{June 1987)

Staff
Security .
Facility Level Capacity Total Security Civilian
Altona MEDIUM 420 272 172 100
Clinton MAXTMUM 2,628 1,322 955 367
Lyon Mountain MINIMUM 151 98 67 31
TOTAL 3,199 1,692 1,194 498
SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
TABLE 2B
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY OPERATION BUDGET
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
% Change
Facility FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
A'ltona1 0.0 3,639.4 6,821.1 7.532.5 NA 8,192.8 9,192.9
Clinton 37,184.2 39,815.1 41,170.6 42,925.2 15.4% 42,484.1 45,676.6
Lyon Mountain 0.0 533.4 2,788.2 2,870.0 NA 3,209.1 3,433.2
TOTAL 37,184.2 44,047.9 50,778.0 53,327.7 43.4% 53,886.0 58,302.7

1 The facility opened in February of 1984.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services
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TABLE 2C

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY CAPITAL INPROVEMENT BUDGET

(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
Facility EY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 Total FY 86-87 FY 87-88
A]tona1 9,433.0 3,511.7 1,?15.3 14,361.0 1,036.0 0.0
Clinton 2,1985.5 1,887.7 817.6 4,800.8 4,533.5 3,448.7
Lyon Mountain 729.3 1,336.9 2,038.4 4,104.6 2,503.0 0.0
TOTAL 12,357.7 6,736.4 4,272.3 23,366.4 8.072.5 3,448.7

1 The facility opened in February of 1984.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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TABLE 3A
DIVISION FOR YOUTH

FACILITY SECURITY LEVEL, CAPACITY, AND STAFF

(June 1987)

Security1
Facility Level Capacity Staff
Adirondack
Residential Center 1v 20 23
1 Security levels are defined as follows: I - Secure Services; II - Limited Secure Services; III - not

currently applicable;
Facilities.

1V - Non-community Based Services;

V - Youth Development Centers;

VI- Community

SOURCE: NYS Division for Youth
TABLE 38
DIVISION FOR YOUTH
FACILITY OPERATION BUDGET
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
% Change
Facility FY_82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY _85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Adirondack
Residential Center 351.5 437.3 503.5 575.3 63.7% 576.6 663.2
SOURCE: NYS Division for Youth
TABLE 3C
DIVISION FOR YOUTH
FACILITY CAPITAL INPROVEMENT BUDGET
{Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
Facility FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 Total FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Adirondack
Residential Center 35.2 46.6 1.7 83.5 16.0 5.0

SOURCE: NYS Division for Youth
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SECTION I CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCIES ESSEX COUNTY

REGIONAL AGENCIES

New York State Police New York State
Troop B Headquarters Division of Parole
Route 86, Box 100 875 Central Avenue
Raybrook, New York 12977 Albany, New York 12206

COUNTY AGENCIES

District Attorney’s Office Sheriff’s Department
County Government Center Court Street
Eiizabethtown, Mew York 12932 Elizabethtown, New York 12932
Probation Department Youth Bureau
County Court House County Government Center
Elizabethtown, New York 12932 E1izabethtown, New York 12932
Assigned Counsel Plan County Court
Box 305, 349 Champlain Avenue Court House
Ticonderoga, New York 12883 Elizabethtown, New York 12932

Family fourt
Court House
Elizabethtown, New York 12932
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Region NORTHERN
County Seat ELIZABETHTOWN
Square Miles 1,807
Population Percent Change 1970-1980 4.5%

SOURCE: New York State Statistical Yearbook 1983-84.

! Table 1
POPULATION DEMQGRAPHICS FOR 1980

Number Percent
Number Rank Percent Rank
Population 36,176 56 100.0% HA
Density Per Square Mile 20.0 60 NA NA
Sex: Male 17,705 NA 48.9% 25
Female 18,471 NA 51.1% 38
Race: White 35,857 NA 99.1% 4
Non-White 246 NA 0.7% 59
Unknown 73 NA 0.2% 49
Ethnicity: Hispanic 233 NA 0.6% 43
Age: 9 and Under 4,830 NA 13.4% 44
10 to 15 4,008 NA 11.1% 56
16 to 18 2,163 NA 6.0% 26
19 to 24 3,130 NA 8.7% 58
25 and Over 22,045 NA 60.9% 11
SOURCE: _US Bureau of Census.
Table 2
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF 1980 POPULATION
25 YEARS OF AGE OR CLDER
Percent
Mumber Percent Rank
Population Age 25 and Over 22,045 100.0% 11
8th Grade or Less 3,966 18.0% 22
High School: 1 to 3 years 3,713 16.9% 31
4 years 7,947 36.0% 46
College: 1 ta 3 years 3,301 15.0% 20
4 years or more 3,112 14.1% 27

SGURCE: US Bureau of Census.
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Table 3
POPULATION 1982-1986
Rank
1982 1983 1984 1885 1986 1986
Popuiation 36,400 36,500 36,700 36,364 36,300 56
Density Per
Square Mile 20.1 . 20.2 20.3 20.1 20.1 60
SOURCE: NYS Department of Commerce and the US Bureau of Census.
' Table 4
PER CAPITA INCOME: 1982-1984
Income
Rank
1982 1983 1984 1984
Per Capita Income 8,686 9,254 10,109 48
NOTE: Data for 1985 and 1986 are not yet availakle.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Commerce.
Table 5
PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOL DROPOUTS: 1981-82 TO 1985-86
Percent
School Year Rank
1581-82  1987-83  1983-84  1084-85  1985-86 1985-86
Public High School Students
Who Dropped Out of School Number 96 93 92 92 59
Percent 4.4% 4.6% 4.7% 5.0% 3.2%4 48
SOURCE: NYS Department of Education.
Table 6
UNEMPLOYMENT: 1984-1986
Percent
Rank
1984 1985 1986 1986
Monthly Average Unemployed
of Civilian Labor Force Number 1,737 1,551 1,673
Percent 10.7% 9.6% 9.9% 5
NOTE: Data are based on 1985 benchmarks; 1982 and 1983 data based on the 1985 benchmarks
were not available.
SOURCE: - NYS Department of Labor.
Table 7
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE: 1982-1986
Percent
Rank
1882 1983 1984 1985 1386 1936
Monthly Average Population
Receiving Public Assistance Number 2,164 2,045 2,258 2,187 1,965
Percent 5.9% 5.6% 6.2% 6.0% 5.4% 16

NOTE: The monthly average number ‘of persons in public assistance programs was not reportgﬁ'by county for the
five New York City boroughs - only for New York City as a whole.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Social Services.
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Table 1

INDEX CRIMES
KNOWN TO THE POLICE

1986 Crimes
Per 100,000

Number of Crimes Population

% Change
1882 1583 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank 82 vs 86
INDEX CRIME 923 937 829 801 811 2,208.0 52 ~12.1%
VIOLENT 42 37 42 58 62 168.8 38 47 .6%
MURDER 0 2 0 1 0 0.0 52 NA

FORCIBLE .
RAPE 4 3 1 3 2 5.4 51 -50.0%
ROBBERY 1 2 1 1 2 5.4 56 100.0%

AGGRAVATED

ASSAULT 37 qo 40 53 58 157.9 31 56.8%
PROPERTY 881 200 787 743 749 2,039.2 54 -15.0%
BURGLARY 367 373 260 271 281 765.0 25 -23.4%
LARCENY 438 517 506 449 458 1,246.9 56 ~8.2%
MV THEFT 15 10 21 23 10 27.2 62 T =33.3%

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Uniform Crime Reporting System.
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ESSEX COUNTY

Table 2A

FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS
{Adults Only)

ARRESTS
FELONY
VIOLENT
OTHER
MISDEMEANOR

1986 Arrests

Per 100,000

Number of Arrests Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
928 688 755 709" 829 2,283.7 16 -10.7%
210 169 170 129 212 584.0 11 ’ 1.0%
75 29 48 25 34 93.7 40 -54.7%
135 140 122 104 178 490.4 6 31.9%
718 519 585 580 617 1,698.7 17 -14.1%

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

TABLE 28

FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS: JANUARY T
(Adults Only)

HRU JUNE 1887

Munber!

ARRESTS 292
FELONY? 61
VIOLENT 14
OTHER 47
MISDEMEANOR 231

% Change
Jan-June
86 vs 87
-29.6%
-42.5%
40.0%
-51.0%

-25.2%

1 Preliminary data.

2 Increases or decreases in the number of felonies and misdemeanors between these two periocds reflect in part
changes in Section 155 of the Penal Law which became effective on 1/1/87; some larceny offenses that were
classified as felenies prior to this date are now classified as misdemeanors. i

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 2C

ARRESTS FOR SELECTED OFFENSESl
(Adults Only)

1986 Arrests

Per 100,000
Number of Arrests Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
MURDER 1 4 3 0 0 0.0 46 -100.0%
FORCIBLE RAPE 3 2 0 1 5 13.8 7 66.7%
ROBBERY 1 2 3 0 2 5.5 46 - 100.0%
AGGRAVATED
ASSAULT 17 4 11 10 15 41.3 28 -11.8%
BURGLARY 61 43 53 41 62 170.8 6 1.6%
LARCENY2 131 144 111 104 133 366.4 29 1.5%
1

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 III. 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.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 2D

ARRESTS FOR DRUG OFFENSES?
(Adults Only)

1986 Arrests
Per 100,000

Number of Arrests Population
% Change
1982 1983 1384 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
DRUG ARRESTS 40 19 17 14 23 63.4 39 -42.5%
CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCE X
(PL 220) 35 15 12 11 16 44,1 ° 39 ~54.3%
POSSESSION 29 13 12 8 16 44,1 30 T +44.8%
SALE 6 2 0 3 0 0.0 57 -100.0%
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 47 NA
MARTHUANA
(PL 221) 5 4 5 3 7 19.3 35 40,0%
POSSESSION 3 4 4 1 7 19.3 12 133.3%
SALE 2 0 1 2 0 0.0 56 -100.0%

1 Felony and Tisdemeanor arrests that include at least one drug charge (Penal Law of Mew 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

Per 1,000

Licensed

Number of Arrests Drivers
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank - 82 vs 86

DWI ARRESTS

(VTL 1192) - 295 193 271 304 305 11.7 10 3.4%
FELONY 24 14 17 19 24 0.9 10 0.0%
MISDEMEANOR 271 179 254 285 281 10.8 10 3.7%

1 Felony and misdemeanor arrests that include at least one charge for a DWI offense (Vehicle and Traffic Law:
State of New York - Section 1182).

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, DWI Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 3A

FELONY INDICTMENTS
(Adult and Juvenile Offenders)

Number and Percent of Felony Indictments

% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
FELONY INDICTMENTS 118 89 81 94 128 8.5%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
VIOLENT 29 22 30 19 15 -48.3%
. 24.6% 24.7% 37.0% 20.2% 11.7% -
OTHER 89 67 51 75 113 © o 27.0%
75.4% 75.3% 63.0% 79.8% 88.3%

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Indictment Statistica] System.

Table 38

FELONY INDICTMENTS: JANUARY THRU JUNE 1987l
(Adult and Juvenile Offenders)

% Change

Jan-June

Number 86 vs 87

FELONY INDICTMENTS 73 32.7%
VIOLENT 15 36.4%
OTHER 58 31.8%

1 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Indictment Statistical System.
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Table 4A

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS1
{Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Dispositions
’ Resulting from
Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

2 % Change

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86

DISPOSITIONS 601 473 568 553 576 -4.24
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

CONVICTIONS 495 371 - 473 428 432 -12.7%
82.4% 78.4% 83.3% 77.4% 75.0%

ACQUITTALS 2 2 0 2 0 -100.0%
0.3% 0.4% 0.0% 0.4% 0.0%

DISMISSALS 99 90 a3 117 139 40.4%
16.5% 19.0% 16.4% 21.2% 24.1%

NOT PROSECUTED 0 0 0 0 0 NA
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

OTHER 5 10 2 8 5 0.0%
0.8% 2.1% 0.4% 1.1% 0.9%

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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Table 4B

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS1
{Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Dispositions
Resulting from Felony Arrests

2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1885 1986 82 vs 86
DISPOSITIONS 134 136 128 91 134 ’ 0.0%
100.0% 100.0% 100. 0% 100.0% 100.0%
CONVICTIONS 114 120 ' 115 73 102 -10.5%
85.1% 88.2% 89.8% 80.2% 78.1% . ’
ACQUITTALS 1 V] Q 0 Q -100.0%
0.7% 0.0% 0.0% G.0% 0.0%
DISMISSALS 19 12 12 17 29 52.5%
14.2% 8.8% 9.4% 18.7% 21.6%
NOT PROSECUTED 0 0 0 0 0 ) NA
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% G.0% 0.0%
OTHER 0 4 1 1 3. NA
0.0% 2.9% 0.8% 1.14 2.2%
1

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.
2 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 5A
FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS1
RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions
Resulting from
Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

7 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
CONVICTIONS 485 371 473 428 432 -12.7%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
FELONY 27 34 28 22 25 To-7.4%
5.5% 9.2% 5.9% 5.1% 5.8%
VIOLENT 4 3 6 4 2 -50.0%
0.8% 0.8% 1.3% 0.9% 0.5%
OTHER 23 31 22 18 23 0.0%
4.6% 8.4% 4.7% 4.2% 5.3%
MISDEMEANOR 272 203 259 222 198 -26.8%
54.9% 54.7% 54.8% 51.9% . 46.1%
LESSER OFFENSES 186 134 186 ) 184 208 8.1%
39.6% 36.1% 39.3% 43.0% 48.1%

1 Disposition data are based on the year of sentencing for convictions. Because of the uhderreporting 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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Table 5B
FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONSl
RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS
{Aduits Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions
Resulting from Felony Arrests

2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
CONVICTIONS 114 120 115 73 - 102 -10.5%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
FELONY 26 32 28 21 23 ~11.5%
22.8% 26.7% 24.3% 28.8% 22.5% .
VIOLENT 4 3 6 4 2 -50.0%
3.5% 2.5% 5.2% 5.5% 2.0%
OTHER 22 29 22 17 21 -4 5%
19.3% 24.2% 15.1% 23.3% 20.6%
MISDEMEANOR 79 75 79 50 68 -13.9%
69.3% 62.5% 68.7% 68.5% 66.7%
LESSER OFFENSES 9 13 8 2 11 22.2%
7.9% 10.8% 7.0% 2.7% 10.8%

1 Disposition data are based on the year of sentencing for convictions. Because of underreporting of
dlsp051f1ons to DCJS (see Appendix C), these data are most appropriately used as 1nd1cators of trends
in system activity rather than measures of total system workload.

2 Preliminary data.

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



I11_CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY ) ESSEX COUNTY

Table 58
FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS1
RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions
Resulting from Felony Arrests

2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
CONVICTIONS 114 120 115 73 ° 102 ~10.5%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 106G.0% 100.0%
FELONY 26 32 28 21 23 ~11.5%
22.8% 26.7% 24.3% 28.8% 22.5% .
VIOLENT 4 3 6 4 2 ~50.0%
3.5% 2.5% 5.2% 5.5% 2.0%
OTHER 22 29 22 17 21 ~-4,5%
19.3% 24.2% 19.1% 23.3% 20.6%
MISDEMEANOR 79 75 73 50 68 -13.9%
69.3% 62.5% 68.7% 68.5% 66.7%
LESSER OFFENSES 9 13 8 2 11 22.2%
7.9% 10.8% 7.0% 2.7% 10.8%

1 Disposition data are based on the year of sentencing for convictions. Because of underreporting of
d1spos1t10ns to DCJS (see Appendix C), these data are most appropriately used as 1nd1cators of trends
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 68
SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF FELONY CONVICTIONS 1
AND MISDEMEANOR AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS
(Adult Only)
Sentences as a Percent of Convictions
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 2
Mist & Misd & Misd & Misd & Misd &
Felony Lesser Felony Lesser Felony Lesser Felony Lesser 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 22.2 NA 11.8 NA 25.0 NA 36.4 - NA 20.0 NA
LOCAL JAIL 7.4 8.5 8.8 10.1 10.7 8.8 9.1 7.1 16.0- - 8.4
LOCAL JAIL :
AND PROBATION 14.8 0.2 2.9 1.5 10.7 0.4 9.1 1.5 20.0 1.0
PROBATION 48.1 4.1 61.8 5.0 46.4 5.2 45.5 6.7 40.0 5.4
FINES 7.4 BB.5 2.9 57.0 7.1 83.1 0.0 66.3 0.0 65.6
OTHER 0.0 20.7 11.8 26.4 0.0 22.5 0.0 18.5 4.0 18.7
1

2

SOURCE:

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

jail term and & 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 load measures can be found in Table 7A for probation activity,

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

Preliminary data.-

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

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

INTAKE OPENED1 281 281 282 384 3486 953.2 32 23.1%

INVESTIGATIONS

RECEIVED 118 125 106 115 126 - 347.1 61 6.8%
FAMILY COURT 33 k 29 20 37 32 88.2 48 - =3.0%
CRIMINAL COURT 85 396 86 78 94 259.0 61 10.6%

PRE-DISPOSITION

SUPERVISION

CASES RECEIVED 17 ] : 1 6 5 13.8 42 -70.6%
FAMILY COURT 5 6 1 5 4 11.0 30 -20.0%
CRIMINAL COURT - 12 0 0 1 1 2.8 34 -91.7%

PROBATION

SUPERVISION )

CASES RECEIVED 70 63 57 51 58 159.8 59 -17.1%
FAMILY COURT 12 13 7 11 12 33.1 48 0.0%
CRIMINAL COURT - 58 50 50 40 46 126.7 59 -20.7%

UNDER PROBATION?

SUPERVISION 211 199 187 173 184 506.9 . 60 -12.8%
FAMILY COURT 31 23 18 18 20 55.1 &2 -35.5%
CRIMINAL COURT 180 176 169 155 164 ) 451.8 59 -8.9%

UNDER PROBATION

SUPERVISION ON )

DECEMBER 31 136 130 122 126 135 = 371.8 59 =0.7%
FAMILY COURT 10 11 7 8 10 27.5 48 0.0%
CRIMINAL COURT 126 119 115 118 125 344.4 58 -0.8%

1 Intake occurs only in family court.

2 The total number of probation cases supervised during a given year; Jj.e., probation cases carried over from
the previous year (cases under supervision on December 31) plus those received during the year.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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TABLE 7B
PROBATION REVOCATIONS

1986
Revocations
Per 1,000

Number of Revocations Probationers
- % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank 82 vs 86
REVOCATIONS 7 7 6 4 5 27.2 50 -28.5%
FAMILY COURT ° 1 1 1 2 0 0.0 59 -100.0%
CRIMINAL COURT 6 6 5 2 5 30.5 46 -16.7%
TECHNICAL 3 2 3 0 4 24.4 23 -+ 33.3%
NEW CONVICTION 3 4 2 2 1 6.1 53 -86.7%

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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Table 8

ALTERNATIVE TO INCARCERATION PROGRAMS

There are no programs in this County
receiving funds from Alternative to
Incarceration Programs,
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Table 9A
COUNTY JAIL ADMISSIONS

1886
Admissions
Per 100,000
Number of Admissions Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank . 82 vs 86
ADMISSIONS 338 317 3an 273 377 1,038.6 42 11.2%
UNSENTENCED 235 235 207 196 282 776.9 41 20.0%
SENTENCED 104 82 94 77 95 261.7 39 -8.7%
Source: NYS Commission of Correction,
Table 98
COUNTY JAIL CAPACITY AND POPULATION
1886 Inmates
Per 100,000
Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank 82 vs 86
REPORTED
CAPACITY 24 24 24 24 24 86.1 41 0.0%4
AVERAGE DAILY
POPULATION 16 14 19 12 16 44,1 . 53 0.0%
DECEMBER 31
POPULATION ] 12 1% 12 g 24.8 56 50.0%
UNSENTENCED 5 9 6 11 6 16.5 52 20.0%

SENTENCED 1 3 10 1 3 - 8.3 56 200.0%

SOURCE: NYS Commission of Correction.
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Table 10A
NEW COURT COMMITMENTS TO STATE PRISON1

1988
New Court
Committments
Number of Per 100,000

New Court Commitments Population -
2 _ % Change
1882 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86

NEW COURT )
COMMITMENTS 8 4 5 9 6 6.5 51 -25.0%
VIOLENT FEE0N1E53 3 1 2 3 1 2.8 57 -66.7%
HOMICIDE 0 0 0 0 1 2.8 16 NA
SEX OFFENSE 1 1 0 1 0 0.0 51 -100.0%
ROBBERY [y 0 2 2 0 0.0 43 NA
BURGLARY 2 0 0 0 0 0.0 51 -100.0%
WEAPONS 0 0 ] 0 0 0.0 25 NA
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 37 NA
DRUG FELONIES4 1 0 0 0 0 0.0 51 ~-100.0%
POSSESSION 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 37 NA
SALE 1 0 0 0 0 0.0 43 -100.0%
OTHER FELONIES 4 3 5 5 13.8 27 25.0%
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 0 0 0 1 0 0.0 32 NA

1

in this table may differ slightly from those presented in other reports.
Preliminary data.

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

The files frum which these data are extracted are continuously updated. As a result, the counts presented

Appendix E contains a list

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 narcotic (PL 220.46), use of drug paraphernalia (PL 220.55),

or possession of precursors (PL 220.60) are reported as "other felonies,”

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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Table 108-1
INMATES UNDER CUSTODY IN STATE PRISON ON DECEMBER 311
Inmates

Under Cust.

on 12/31/86

Number of Inmates Under Custody Per 100,000

in State Prison_on December 31 Population
% Change
1982 1983 1884 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
UNDER CUSTODY 14 10 5 14 16 44.1 46 14.3%
VIOLENT FELONIES2 4 4 5 6 8 22.0 49 '100.0%
HOMICIDE 0 0 0 1 2.8 57 : NA
SEX OFFENSE 1 2 2 2 3 8.3 31 200, 0%
ROBBERY 0 1 4 4 11.0 21 NA
BURGLARY 3 1 1 0 0.0 56 -100.0%
WEAPONS 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 32 NA
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 53 NA
DRUG FELONIES3 1 0 0 0 0 0.0 55 ~100.0%
POSSESSION 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 43 NA
SALE 1 Q 0 0 0 0.0 49 -100.0%
-OTHER FELONIES 8 ] 0 7 8 22.0 29 0.0%
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 1 0 0 1 0 0.0 33 -100.0%

Inmates under custody who were sentenced to State Prison by courts in this County.

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

Inmates under custody whose top conviction offense is for the possession or sale of drugs (PL 220 and
and PL 221). Drug felonies for the injection of a narcotic (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.

TABLE 108-2

THE PERCENT OF INMATES UNDER CUSTODY IN §TATE PRISON ON DECEMBER 31
FROM THE COUNTY

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986

PERCENT OF INMATES
UNDER CUSTODY ON 12/31 < 0.1% < 0.1% < 0.1% < 0.1% < 0.1%

1 Inmates under custody who were sentenced to State Prison by courts in this County. The total number of
inmates under custody in State Prison for each of the years can be found in the "New York State" profile.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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Table 11A
PAROLE SUPERVISION CASES

1986
Parolees
Per 100,000
. Number of Parolees Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1885 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 88
RELEASES TO PAROLE 4 8 6 4 10 27,5’ 28 150.0%
UNDER PAROLE, '
SUPERVISION 14 14 17 17 22 60.6 35 57.1%
UNDER PAROLE
SUPERVISION ON
DECEMBER 31 6 11 13 12 19 52.3 29 216.7%

1 The total number of parolees under supervision during a given year;

previous year (cases under supervision on December 31) plus inmates
of Parole for supervision.

j.e., parolees carried over from the
released during the year to the Division

SOURCE: NYS Division of Parole.
Table 11B
PAROLE REVOCATIONS AND RETURNS
1986
Revocations
Per 1,000
Number of Parolees Parolees
) % Change
1882 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
REVOKED 1
AND RETURNED 2 0 1 0 0 0.0 52 ~100.0%
RULE VIOLATIONS 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 36 NA
NEW ARRESTS 2 0 0 0 0 0.0 .48 -100.0%
NEW FELONY
CONVICTIONS 0 0 1 0 0 0.0 36 NA

1

SPURCE: NYS Division of Parole.

The total number of parolees revoked and returned during a given year.
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Table 12

JUVENILE OFFENDERS 1
ARRESTS, INDICTMENTS, AND DISPOSITIONS

Number of Cases

A % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
_FELONY ARRESTS 0 1 0 0 0 NA
FELONY INDICTMENTS 0 0 0 0 0 NA
DISPOSITIONS e 0 Q 0 0 NA
CONVICTIONS 0 0 0 0 0 NA
PRISON 0 0 0 0 0 NA
LOCAL JAIL 0 0 0 0 0 NA
LOCAL JAIL
AND PROBATION 0 0 0 0 0 NA
PROBATION 0 0 0 0 0 NA
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 NA
ACQUITTALS 0 VO 0 0 0 NA
DISMISSALS 0 0 0 0 0 NA
NOT PROSECUTED 0 0 0 0 u NA
REMOVED TO
FAMILY COURT 0 0 0 0 0 NA
OTHER 0 0 0 0 e NA
1

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 FUNDRING SUHMARYl
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Program FY_82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY_85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-B7 F{ 87-88
Dept. of
Correctional Services 5.6 9.4 10.2 7.3 29.9% 0.0 0.0
Crime Victims Board 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.1 NA 0.0 55.9
Division of Criminal
Justice Services 0.0 5.3 6.2 3.7 NA 25.0 3.8
Division of Probation2
and Correctional
Alternatives 40.0 43.3 45.3 47.6 18.1% 51.5 78.3
Division for Youth3 125.1 116.5 128.6 348.8 178.7% 187.4 230.0
Other Local Aid

District 3

Attorney Salaries .- - 10.0 i0.0 NA 10.0 e
TOTAL 170.8 174.4 200.3 438.7 156.9% 274.0 368.0

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 Jocal assistance funds awarded to agencies in New York
City that provide services citywide and Appendix H for local assisfance funds awarded to agencies that
provide services statewide.

On April 1, 1985, the Alternatives to Incarceration Programn was transferred from the Division of Criminal
Justice Services and combined with the Division of Probation to furm the Bivision 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.

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 cuirrent programs and also
eliminate arrearages.

The Office of the State Comptroller aamiaisters this program.
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

Table 2

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 FYy 87-88
Board of Prisoners1 '

Coram Nobis C0.2 0.0 0.0 0.1 -50. 0% - -

Felons 5.0 7.0 8.3 4.8 -3.1% -- --

Parole Violators 0.0 0.8 1.4 c.0 NA - -

State Readies’ -- - -- 1.8 NA -- --
Prisoner Transfer! 0.4 1.6 0.5 0.6 38.1% - --
TOTAL 5.6 9.4 10.2 7.3 29.9% 0.0 0.0

1 Local correctional facilities are reimbursed for expenditures from the "statewide" lump-sum appropriation
for this program.

2 This program compaonent was implemented 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)

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
Victim and Witness '
Assistance Program
Comprehensive 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.1 NA. 0.0 55.9
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.1 NA 0.0  55.9

SOURCE: NYS Crime Victims Board.
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Table 4

BIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
{Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures

Appropriations

Program FY 82-83

% Change
FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY _85-88 82 vs 85

FY 86-87 FY 87-88

Crime Prevention1
and Protection -

Indigent 2
Parolee Program 0.0

Narcotics Contro13 -
Neighborhood4

Preservation Crime
Prevention Act -

TOTAL 0.0

0.0 0.0 0.0 NA
5.3 2.8 2.1 NA
- - - NA
0.0 3.4 1.6 NA
5.3 6.2 3.7 NA

25.0 0.0
-- 3.8
25.0 3.8

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

2 Agencies are reimbursed for expenditures from the “NYC" and- "Statewide" (non-NYC)
for this program, therefore, appropriations are not available by county.

3
year,

This federally funded program was implemented in FY 13987-88.

lump sum appropriations

Appropriations are based on the State's fiscal

3 This Act was established in FY 1983-84, At the time of publication, appropriations were not available by

county.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services.



IV__LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS : ESSEX COUNTY

Table 5
DIVISION OF PAROLE
COUNTY LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING

Table 5 is not presented because there were no local assistance program funds
awarded to agencies that provide services in this county.
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Table 6

DIVISION OF PROBATION AND CORRECTIONAL ALTERNATIVES

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
Intensive Supervision/

Alternative Sentencing

Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 1.2 4.8
PINS Program’ - - - - NA - 18.5
Regular State Aid 40.0 43.3 45.3 47.6 19.1% 50.3 ) 55.0
TOTAL 40.0 43.3 45.3 47.6 19.1% 51.5 78.3

1 This program was implemented in FY 1986-87.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alterhatives.
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ASSISTANCE FUNDS
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Table 7
DIVISION FOR YOUTH

LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
1 % Change

Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY _84-85 EY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Detention

Non-Secure 7.7 2.4 1.7 4.7 ~-38.7% 2.4 4.0

Secure 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0 NA 0.0 0.0
Special Delinquency -
Prevention Program 18.8 18.8 18.8 18.8 0.1% 18.8 18.5
Special Legislative
Contracts 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 20.0 18.1
Voluntary Agency Care 23.1 26.7 32.0 85.6 270.2% 44.8 66.5
Youth Development
and Delinquency
Prevention 75.6 67.8 76.1 239.7 217.2% 101.5 122.0
TOTAL 125.1 116.5 128.6 348.8 178.7% 187.4 230.0

1 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.

elimina

SOURCE::

te arrearages.

NYS Division for Youth.

This increase allowed DFY to pay for current programs and alsa



ESSEX COUNTY.

V_STATE CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES

TABLE 1A

CAPACITY AND STAFF SUMMARY
(June 1987)

Capacity Staff

DOCS Facilities 544 352

DFY Facilities -- -

TOTAL 544 352

TABLE 1B
OPERATING BUDGET SUMMARY
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures . Appropriations
% Change
FY 82-83 EY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY_85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
DOCS Facilities 8,450.1 9,242.7 10,073.0 10,921.8 29.2% 11,420.7 11,935.9
DFY Facilities - -- -~ -- 0.0% -- --
TOTAL 8,450.1 9,242.7 10,073.0 10,921.6 29.2% 11,420.7 11,935.9
TABLE 1C
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET SUMMARY
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations

FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 Total FY 86-87 FY 87-88
DOCS Facilities 1,918.0 1,177.7 2,006.9 5,102.5 531.4 531.0
DFY Facilities -- - -- -- - --
TOTAL 1,918.0 1,177.7 2,006.9 5,102.5 531.4 531.0




V__STATE

CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES

ESSEX COUNTY

TABLE 2A

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY SECURITY LEVEL, CAPACITY, AND STAFF
(June 1987)

Staff
Security
Facility Level Capacity Total Security Civilian
Adirondack . MEQTUM 544 352 218 133
SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
TABLE 2B
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY OPERATION BUDGET
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures . Appropriations
% Change
Facility FY _82-83 FY 83-84 FY_84-85 FY 85-86 B2 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Adirondack 8,450.1 9,242.7 10,073.0 10,921.86 28.2% 11,420.7 11,935.9
SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services
TABLE 2C
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY CAPITAL INPROVEMENT BUDGET
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
Facility FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 Total FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Adirondack 1,918.¢0 1,177.7 2,006.9 5,102.5 531.4 531.0
SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.

NOTE: There are no Division For Youth facilities located in this County.
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SECTION I CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCIES FRANKLIN COUNTY

REGIONAL AGENCIES

New York State Police New York State
Troop B Headquarters Division of Parole
Route 86, Box 100 875 Central Avenue
Raybrook, New York 12977 Albany, New York 12206

COUNTY AGENCIES

District Attorney’s 0Office Sheriff’s Department
63 West Main Street 3 Brewster Street
Malone, New York 12953 Malone, New York 12953
Probation Department Youth Bureau
Court House Court House
63 West Main Street 63 West Main Street
Malone, New York 12953 Malone, New York 12953
Public Defender’s Office County Court
Box 46, 8 Harrison Avenue Court House
Malone, New York 12953 63 West Main Street

Malone, New York 12953 °

Family Court
Court House
63 West Main Street
Malone, New York 12953
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FRANKLIN COUNTY

Region NORTHERN
County Seat MALONE
Square Miles 1,642
Population Percent Change 1970-1980 2.3%

SOURCE: New York State Statistical Yearbook 1983-84.

Table 1
POPULATION DEMOGRAPHICS FOR 1980

Number Percent
Number Rank Percent Rank
Population 44,929 52 100.0% NA
Density Per Square Hile 27.4 59 NA NA
Sex: Male 22,011 NA 49,0% 23
Female 22,918 NA 51.0% 40
Race: White 42,640 NA 94.9% 41
Non-White 2,242 NA - 5.0% 20
Unknown 47 NA 0.1% 62
Ethnicity: Hispanic 178 NA 0.4% 55
Age: 9 and Under 6,505 NA 14.5% 25
10 to 15 5,263 NA 11.7% 48
16 to 18 3,022 NA 6.7% 10
19 to 24 4,881 NA 10.9% 19
25 and Qver 25,258 NA 56.2% 52
SOURCE: US Bureau of Census.
Table 2
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF 1980 POPULATION
25 YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER
T Percent
Number Percent Rank
Population Age 25 and Over 25,258 100.0% 52
8th Grade or Less 6,464 25.6% 3
High School: 1 to 3 years 3,697 14.6% 50
4 years 8,808 34.9% 50
College: 1 to 3 years 3,366 13.3% 51
4 years or more 2,925 11.6% 44

SOURCE: US Bureau of Census.



11 DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS FRANKLIN COUNTY

Table 3
POPULATION 1982-1886
Rank
1982 1983 1984 1885 1986 1986
Population 44,000 43,600 43,900 43,793 43,800 52
Density Per
Square Mile 26.8 25.6 26.7 26.7 26.7 59
SOURCE: NYS Department of Commerce and the US Bureau of Census.
Table 4
PER CAPITA INCOME: 1982-1984
Income
Rank
1982 1983 1984 1984
Per Capita Income 7,500 8,012 8,704 60
NOTE: Data for 1985 and 1986 are not yet available.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Commerce.
Table 5
PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOL DROPOUTS: 1981-82 T0 1985-86
Percent
School Year Rank
1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86 1985-86
Public High School Students
Who Dropped Qut of Schoal Number 148 116 125 107 88
Percent 4.1% 3.4% 3.9% 3.5% 2.9% 55
SOURCE: NYS Department of Education.
Table 6
UNEMPLOYMENT: 1984-1988
Percent
Rank
1984 1985 1986 1986
Monthly Average Unemployed
of Civilian Labor Force Number 1,810 1,830 2,157
Percent 10.1% 9.5% 10.7% 5
NOTE: Data are based on 1985 benchmarks; 1982 and 1983 data based on the 1985 benchmarks
were not available. 7
SOURCE: NYS Department of Labor.
Table 7
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE: 1982-1986
Percent
Rank
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1886
Monthly Average Population
Receiving Public Assistance  Number 2,788 3,054 3,099 3,174 2,985
Percent 6.3% 7.0% 7.1% 7.2% 6.8% 8

NOTE: The monthly average number of persons in public assistance programs was not reported by county for the
five New York City boroughs - only for New York City as a whole.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Social Services.
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- Table 1

INDEX CRIMES
KNOWN -TO THE POLICE

1986 Crimes

Per 100,000
Number of Crimes Population

% Change

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank 82 vs 86

INDEX CRIME 1,262 1,351 1,172 1,116 1,031 2,343.0 47 ) ~18.3%

VIOLENT 84 79 a3 62 70 159.1 39 ~16.7%

MURDER 2 2 1 1 0 0.0 52 -100.0%

FORCIBLE

RAPE 3 4 3 10 5 11.4 36 66.7%

ROBBERY ] 5 7 2 4 9.1 47 -33.3%
AGGRAVATED

ASSAULT 73 68 82 49 61 138.6 36 ~16.4%

PROPERTY 1,178 1,272 1,079 1,054 961 2,183.9 43 -18.4%

BURGLARY 349 403 . 336 306 268 608.0 44 -23.2%

LARCENY 785 845 719 726 664 1,509.0 46 ~15.4%

MV THEFT 44 24 24 22 29 65.9 47 ~34.1%

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Uniform Crime Reporting System.
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Table 2A

FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS
{Adults Only)

1986 Arrests

Per 100,000

Number of Arrests Population
. % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
ARRESTS 898 852 897 883 1,028 2,347.0 11 14.5%
FELONY 161 175 147 152 154 351.6 48 T -4.3%
VIOLENT 35 38 43 33 41 93.6 41 17.1%
OTHER 126 137 104 119 113 258.0 51 ~10,3%
HMISDEMEANOR 737 677 750 731 874 1,995.4 8 18.6%

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

TABLE 2B

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

% Change

1 Jan-June

Number 86 vs 87

ARRESTS 485 ~2.4%
FELONYZ 83 36.1%
VIOLENT 22 37.5%
OTHER 61 35.6%
MISDEMEANOR 402 -7.8Y%

1 Preliminary data.
Increases or decreasss in the number of felonies and misdemeanors between these two periods reflect in part
changes in Section 155 of the Penal Law which became effective on 1/1/87; some larceny offenses that were
classified as felonies prior to this date are now classified as misdemeanors.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Prccessing Trends File.
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Table 2C -

ARRESTS FOR SELECTED OFFENSESl
(Adults Only)

1986 Arrests

Per 100,000

Number of Arrests Population
% Change
1982 1983 1884 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
MURDER 1 0 0 1 0 0.0 486 ~100.0%
FORCIBLE RAPE 1 1 1 4 3 6.8 230 200.0%
ROBBERY 5 0 3 0 4 8.1 34 . =20,0%

AGGRAVATED

ASSAULT 10 16 16 11 12 27.4 46 20.0%
BURGLARY 48 74 52 44 39 89.0 34 -18.7%
LARCENY2 149 158 133 129 131 299.1 40 - -12.1%

1 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 III. 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 ¢rimes 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.

2 prrests 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. .

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends Fiie.
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Table 2D

ARRESTS FOR DRUG OFFENSES1

(Adults Only)

1986 Arrests

Per 100,000
Number of Arrests Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1885 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
DRUG ARRESTS 40 34 29 36 47 107.3 22 17.5%

CONTROLLED

SUBSTANCE .

(PL 220) 24 17 18 15 39 89.0 22 62.5%
POSSESSION 23 12 18 14 38 g6.8 19 " B85.2%
SALE 1 3 0 1 1 2.3 52 0.0%
OTHER 0 2 0 0 0 0.0 47 NA

MARIHUANA .

{PL 221) 16 17 11 21 8 18.3 38 ~-50.0%
POSSESSION 7 11 6 6 5 7 11.4 42 -28.6%
SALE 9 8 5 15 3 6.8 25 -66.7%

1 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

Per 1,000
. Licensed
Number of Arrests Drivers
. : % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank 82 vs 86
DWI ARRESTS

(vTL 1192) 252 238 277 277 395 13.1 3 56.7%
FELONY 17 22 11 12 19 0.6 27 11.8%
MISDEMEANOR 235 214 266 265 376 12.4 3 60.0%

1 Felony and misdemeanor arrests that include at least one charge for a DWI offense {Vehicle and Traffic Law:
State of New York - Section 1182).

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, DWI Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 3A

FELONY INDICTMENTS
(Adult and Juvenile Offenders)

Number _and Percent of Felony Indictments

% Change

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86

FELONY INDICTMENTS 72 59 72 80 52 -27.8%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100, 0% 100. 0%

VIOLENT 16 20 22 14 12 -25.0%
22.2% 33.9% 30.6% 17.5% 23.1%

OTHER 56 39 50 66 40 " -28.6%
77.8% 66.1% 69.4% 82.5% 76.9%

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Indictment Statistical System.

Table 3B

FELONY INDICTMENTS: JANUARY THRU JUNE 1987}

(Adult and Juvenile Offenders)

% Change

Jan-Jdune

Number 86 vs 87

FELONY INDICTMENTS 45 114.3%
VIOLENT 10 66.7%
OTHER 35 133.3%

1 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Indictment Statistical System.
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FRANKLIN COUNTY

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS1

Table 4A

(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Dispositions

Resulting from

Felony_and Misdemeanor Arrests

5 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
DISPOSITIONS : 586 682 658 646 779 30.7%
100, 0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
CONVICTIONS 470 817 534 540 640 36.2%
78.9% 75.8% 81.2% 83.6% 82,2%
ACQUITTALS 3 8 0 2 2 -33.3%
0.5% 0.9% 0.0% 0.3% 0.3%
DISMISSALS 122 157 117 104 135 10.7%
20.5% 23.0% 17.8% 16.1% 17.3%
NOT PROSECUTED 0 1 1 0 1 NA
0.0% 0.1% 0.2% 0.0% 0.1%
OTHER 1 1 [ 0 1 0.0%
0.2% 0.1% 0.9% 0.0% 0.1%
1

acquittals, dismissals, not prosecuted, and "other" 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.

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

Disposition data are based on the year of séntencing for convictions and on the year of disposition for
Because of underreporting of dispositions
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Table 4B

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 98 147 110 105 - 118 19.2%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

CONVICTIONS 90 128 97 95 100 11.1%

80.9% 87.1% 88.2% 90.53% 84.7% )

ACQUITTALS 0 1 0 2 0 HA
0.0% 0.7% 0.0% 1.9% 0.0%

DISMISSALS 9 16 10 8 16 77.8%
9.14" 10.9% 9.1% 7.6% 13.6%

NOT PROSECUTED 0 1 0 0 1 NA
0.0% 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.8%

OTHER 0 1 3 0 1 NA
0.0% 0.7% 2.7% 0.0% 0.8%

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. -

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 5A

FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS1
RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions
Resulting from
Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
CONVICTIONS . 470 517 534 540 640 36.2%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% . 100.0% 100.0%
FELONY 17 34 47 42 44 - 158.8%
3.6% 6.6% 8.8% 7.8% 6.9%
VIOLENT 3 11 16 8 6 100.0%
0.6% 2.1% 3.0% 1.5% 0.9%
OTHER ' 14 23 31 34 38 171.4%
. 3.0% 4.4% 5.8 6.3% 5.9%
MISDEMEANOR 289 298 289 298 362 25.3%
: 61.5% 57.6% 54.1% 55.2% 56.6%
LESSER OFFENSES 164 185 198 200 234 42.7%
34.9% 35.8% 37.1% 37.0% 36. 6%

1 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.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 58

FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS1
RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions
Resulting from Felony Arrests

2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 _vs 86
CONVICTIONS 80 128 97 95 100 11.1%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 106. 0%
FELONY 15 34 45 37 37 146.7%
16.7% 26.6% 46.4% 38.9% 37.0% .
VIOLENT 3 11 16 8 6 100.0%
3.3% 8.6% 16.5% 8.4% 6.0%
OTHER 12 23 29 29 31 158.3%
13.3% 18.0% 29.9% 30.5% 31.0%
MISDEMEANOR 69 84 49 51 61 -11.6%
76.7% 65.6% 50.5% 53.7% 61.0%
LESSER OFFENSES 8 10 3 7 2 ~66.7%
6.7% 7.8% 3.1% 7.4% 2.0%

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

2 Preliminary data.

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

Table 6A

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS

{Adults Only)

1

CONVICTIONS
STATE PRISON
LOCAL JAIL

LOCAL JAIL
AND PROBATION

PROBATION
FINES
OTHER

Sentences as a_Percent of Total Convictions

1982

100.0%
0.4
12.1

3.0
8.5
58.5
17.4

1383

100.0%
2.9
1.4

3.5
8.1
53.6 -

19.5

1984

100.0%
3.0
10.7

3.2
9.7
55.6
17.8

1985

100.0%
1.9
13.3

3.9
13.0
49.8
18.1

1986 ¢
100.0%
0.9
13.6

5.2

7.7
58.1
14.5

jail term and a fine have been counted as "local jail™).
(see Appendix C), these data are most appropriately used as indicators of trends in system activity rather

than measures of total system workload.

in Tables 9A and 9B for local jail activity, and in Table 10A for state prison activity.

2 Preliminary data.

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

These data reflect the most serious sentence in multiple sentence dispositions (e.g., sentences including a
Because of underreporting of dispositions to DCJS

Work load measures can be found in Tables 7A for probation activity,
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Table 68

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

1

Sentences as a Percent of Convictions

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 °

Misd & Misd & Misd & Misd & Misd &

Felony Lesser Felony Lesser Felony Lesser Felony Lesser 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 - 11.8 NA 441 NA 34.0 NA 23.8 NA 13.6 NA
LOCAL JAIL 17.6 11.8 2.9 12.0 12.8 10.5 11.9 13.5 13.6 13.6
LOCAL JAIL .
AND PROBATION 29.4 2.0 20.6 2.3 23.4 1.2 21.4 2.4 43.2 2.3
PROBATION 41.2 7.3 29.4 7.7 23.4 8.4 40.5 10.6 29.5 6.0
FINES 0.0 60.7 0.0 57.4 0.0 61.0 0.0 54.0 0.0 62.4
OTHER 0.0 18.1 2.9  20.7 6.4 18.9 2.4 19.5 0.0 15.6

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
than measures of total system workload. Workload measures can be found in Table 7A for probation activity,
in Table 9A for local jail activity, and Table 10A for state prison activity.

2 Preliminary data.

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

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

INTAKE OPENEDl 782 744 756 747 725 1,655.3 7 -7.3%

INVESTIGATIONS

RECEIVED 371 524 528 630 644 1,470.3 4 73.6%
FAMILY COURT 112 113 109 107 113 258.0 11 ’ 0.9%
CRIMINAL COURT 258 411 419 523 531 1,212.3 3 105,0%

PRE-DISPOSITION

SUPERVISION

CASES RECEIVED 16 23 20 20 23 52.5 29 43.8%
FAMILY COURT 5 5 2 2 6 13.7 25 20.0%
CRIMINAL COURT 11 18 18 18 17 38.8 22 54.5%

PROBATION

SUPERVISION

CASES RECEIVED 102 134 125 139 143 326.5 11 40.2%
FAMILY COURT 22 34 32 24 32 73.1 10 45,5%
CRIMINAL COURT 80 100 93 115 111 253.4 17 38.8%

UNDER PROBATION?

SUPERVISION 308 343 382 383 414 945.2 13 34.4%
FAMILY COURT 59 63 75 53 52 118.7 20 -11.9%
CRIMINAL COURT 249 280 307 330 362 826.5 17 45.4%

UNDER PROBATION

SUPERVISION ON

DECEMBER 31 208 257 244 275 299 682.6 17 43.8%
FAMILY COURT 28 43 29 24 21 47.9 31 -25.0%
CRIMINAL COURT 180 214 215 251 278 634.7 18 54.4%

! Intake occurs only in family court.

2 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 these received during the year.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.



II1 CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

FRANKLIN COUNTY

TABLE 78
PROBATION REVOCATIONS

REVCCATIONS
FAMILY COURT
CRIMINAL COURT
TECHNICAL
NEW CONVICTION

Number of Revocations

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986
12 12 13 11 17

1 2 2 0 2

11 10 11 11 15

8 6 7 5 9

3 4 4 6 B

1986
Revaocations
Per 1,000
Probationers
% Change
Rate Rank 82 vs 86
41.1 38 41.7%
38.5 42 100.0%
41.4 35 36.4%
24.9 27 12.5%
16.6 34 100.0%

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.



CRIME % CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

FRANKLIN COUNTY

Table 8

ALTERNATIVE TO INCARCERATION PROGRAMS

There are no programs in this County
receiving funds from Alternative to
Incarceration Programs.




II1 CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

FRANKLIN COUNTY

Table 9A
COUNTY JAIL ADMISSIONS

1986
Admissions
Per 100,000
Number of Admissions Fopulation
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
ADMISSIONS 631 608 872 802 638 1,456.6 17 1.1%
UNSENTENCED 37z 374 450 416 436 995.4 23 17.2%
SENTENCED 259 234 222 186 202 481.2 9 -22.0%
Source: NYS Commission of Correction.
Table 9B
COUNTY JAIL CAPACITY AND POPULATION
1986 Inmates
Per 100,000
Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1385 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
REPORTED
CAPACITY 54 56 55 55 55 125.6 7 1.9%
AVERAGE DAILY
POPULATION 34 30 34 37 43 98.2 10 26.5%
DECEMBER 31
POPULATION 33 16 26 33 36 82.2 17 9.1%
UNSENTENCED 12 7 6 17 i6 36.5 34 33.3%
SENTENCED 21 9 20 16 20 45.7 11 -4.8%

SOURCE: NYS Commission of Correction,
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FRANKLIN COUNTY

NEW COURT COMMITMENTS TO STATE PRISON1

Table 10A

2

NEW COURT
COMMITMENTS

VIOLENT FELONIES®
HOMICIDE
SEX OFFENSE
ROBBERY
BURGLARY
WEAPONS
QTHER

DRUG FELONIES®
POSSESSION
SALE

OTHER FELONIES

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS

Number of
New Court Commitments
1982 1083 1984 1985 1985
15 19 11
6 5 3
0 1 1
1 1 0
1 0 0
1 1 2
2 0 0
1 2 0
3 4 0
1 1 0
2 3 0
6 9 8
0 1 0

1986
New Court
Committments
Per 100,000

Population

Rate = Rank
13.7 56
4.6 53
4.6 4
0.0 51
0.0 43
0.0 51
0.0 25
0.0 37
4.6 23
2.3 15
2.3 77
4.6 57
0.0 32

% Change
82 vs 86
0.0%
-33.3%
NA

NA
~100.0%
-100.0%
~100.0%
NA
100.0%
NA

0.0%
100.0%
-100.0%

Preliminary data.

of the offenses counted as violent felonies.

PL 221).

SOURCE .

NYS Department of Correctional Services.

The files from which these data are extracted are continuously updated.
in this table may differ slightly from those presented in other reports.

New court commitments in which the top conviction offense is a violent felony.

As a result, the counts presented

Appendix E contains a list

New court commitments in which the top conviction offense is for the possession or sale of drugs (PL 220 and
Drug 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.”
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Table 108-1
INMATES UNDER CUSTODY IN STATE PRISON ON DECEMBER 311

Inmates

Under Cust.

on 12/31/86

Number of Inmates Under Custody Per 100,000

in Stats Prison on December 31 Population
% Change
1882 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank 82 vs 86
UNDER CUSTODY 24 24 27 35 31 70.8 30 29.2%
VIOLENT FELONIES2 13 13 15 16 14 32.0 39 7.7%
HOMICIDE 2 2 3 4 6 13.7 28 200.0%
SEX OFFENSE 1 2 3 3 3 6.8 38 ,200.0%
ROBBERY 4 4 3 2 2 4.6 32 -50.0%
BURGLARY 5 2 1 3 0 0.0 56 -100.0%
WEAPONS 1 2 2 1 1 2.3 15 0.0%
OTHER 0 1 3 3 2 4.6 26 NA
DRUG FELONIES3 2 3 6 3 4 9.1 21 100.0%
POSSESSION 0 1 2 2 3 6.8 10 NA
SALE 2 2 4 1 1 2.% 40 -50.0%
OTHER FELONIES 7 8 3 15 13 9.7 17 85.7%
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 2- 0 3 1 0 0.0 33 -100.0%

Inmates under custody who were sentenced to State Prison by courts in this County.

Inmates under custody whose top conviction offense is a violent felony. Appendix E contains a 1ist of the
offenses counted as violent felonies.

Inmates under custody whose top conviction offense is for the possession or sale of drugs (PL 220 and
and PL 221). Drug 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.”

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.

TABLE 108-2

THE PERCENT OF INMATES UNDER CUSTODY IN STATE PRISON ON DECEMBER 31
FROM THE COUNTY

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986

PERCENT OF INMATES
UNDER CUSTODY ON 12/31 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1%

1 Inmates under custody who were sentenced to State Prison by courts in this County. The total number of
inmates under custody in State Prison for each of the years can be found in thz "New York State” profile.

SOURCE: ~ NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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Table 11A
PAROLE SUPERVISION CASES

1986
Parolees
Per 100,000
Number of Parolees Population
% Change
1982 1983 1884 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
RELEASES TO PAROLE 11 9 4 10 9 20.5 42 -18.2%

UNDER PAROLE1
SUPERVISION 25 25 21 20 18 41.1 48 -28.0%

UNDER PAROLE
SUPERVISION ON
DECEMBER 31 16 17 10 ] 14 32.0 48 -12.5%

1 The total number of parolees under supervision during a given year; i.e., paroiees carried over from the
previous year (cases under supervision on December 31) plus inmates released during the year to the Division
of Parole for supervision.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Parole.

Table 118 °
PAROLE REVOCATIONS AND RETURNS

1986
Revocations
Per 1,000
Number of Parolees Parolees
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate =~ Rank 82 _vs 86

REVOKED 1 .

AND RETURNED 1 4 3 0 3 6.8 2 200.0%
RULE VIOLATIONS 0 0 0 0 1 2.3 3 NA
NEW ARRESTS 1 2 i 0 ’ 2 4.6 1 100.0%
NEW FELONY
CONVICTIONS 0 2 2 0 0 0.0 36 NA

* The total number of parolees revoked and returned during a given year.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Parole.
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TY

Table 12

JUVENILE OFFENDERS 1
ARRESTS, INDICTMENTS, AND DISPOSITIONS

Number of Cases

% Chan
1082 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs
FELONY ARRESTS 0 0 0 1 0
FELONY INDICTMENTS 0 o 0 0 0
DISPOSITIONS 0 0 0 1 0
CONVICTIONS 0 0 0 0 0
PRISON 0 0 0 0 0
LOCAL JAIL 0 0 0 0 0
LOCAL JAIL
AND PROBATION 0 0 0 0 0
PROBATION 0 0 0 0 0
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0
ACQUITTALS 0 0 0 0 0
DISMISSALS 0 0 0 0 0
NOT PROSECUTED 0 0 0 0
REMOVED TO
FAMILY COURT 0 0 0 1 0
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0

ge
86

NA

NA

A

NA
NA
NA

NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

NA
NA

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 delinguent."

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

LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDING SUMMARY1
{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 5.3 8.5 28.4 44.3 732.1% 0.0 0.0
Division of Criminal
Justice Services 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 -100.0% 0.0 6.4
Division of Probation2
and Correctional ’
Alternatives 30.9 99.4 102.9 105.2 15.8% 129.6 .133.7
Division for Youth3 114.2 158.4 167.9 335.2 193.4% - 217.5 230.,9
TOTAL 210.6 266.4 299.3 484.7 130.2% 347.1 371.1

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, 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.

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.



1V LOCAL ASSISTAMCE FUNDS

FRANKLIN COUNTY

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

Table 2

LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriatijons
% Change

Program FY_82-83 FY 83-84 EY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Board of Prisoners1

Coram Nobis 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 NA - -

Felons 4.2 7.8 26.5 33.4 837.3% - -

Parale Viclatars 0.9 0.0 1.8 3.3 257.4% - --

State Readies2 - -- -- 1.3 NA -- -
Prisoner Transfert 0.2 0.7 0.3 0.3 67.6% - -
TOTAL 5.3 8.5 28.4 44.3 732.1% 0.0 0.0
1

for this program.

2 This program component was- implemented in FY 1985-86.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.

Local correctional facilities are reimbursed for expenditures from the “statewide" lump-sum appropriation
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Table 3

CRIME VICTIMS BOARD
COUNTY LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING

Table 3 is not presented because there were no local assistance program funds awarded to agencies
that provide services in this county.



IV _LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

FRANKLIN COUNTY

DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES

Table 4

LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 83-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY §7-88
Indigent 1
Parolee Program 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 -100.0% -= --
Narcotics Contml2 ~ ~= -— - NA - 6.4
Neighborhood®
Preservation Crime
Prevention Act - 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA - --
TOTAL 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 ~100.0% 0.0 6.4

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

for this program, therefore, appropriations are not available by county.

2
year.

This federally funded program was implemented in FY 1987-88.

Appropriations are based on the State's fiscal

3 This Act was established in FY 1983-84. At the time of publication, appropriations were not available by

county.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services. N
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LOCAL ASSTSTANCE FUNDS

FRANKLIN COUNTY

Table 5
DIVISION JF PAROLE
COUNTY LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING

Table 5 is not presented because there were no local assistance program funds
awarded to agencies that provide services in this county.
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FRAFKLIN COUNTY

Table 6

DIVISION OF PROBATION AND CORRECTIONAL ALTERNATIVES
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 g7-88
Intensive Supervision/

Alternative Sentencing

Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 2.9 11.8
PINS Program: - - - - NA 12.5 0.0
Regular State Aid 90.9 99.4 102.9 105.2 15.8% 114.3 122.2
TOTAL 90.9 93.4 102.9 105.2 15.8% 129.6 133.7

1 This program was implemented in FY 1986-87.

SQURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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Table 7

DIVISION FOR YOUTH
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
{Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriatfions,
1 % Change

Program FYy 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Detention

Non-Secure 0.6 0.5 0.2 3.1 432.1% 1.8 1.6

Secure 1.5 1.3 0.1 7.2 374.1% 0.4 6.3
Special Delinquency ’
Prevention Pragram 15.0 41.1 66.1 62.2 314.8% 77.6 80.7
Voluntary Agency Care 18.1 25.2 15.3 38.5° 112.8% 21.9 28.1
Youth Development
and Delinquency
Prevention 78.1 86.3 86.2 224.2 183.6% 115.8 114.3

TOTAL 114.2 158.4 167.8 335.2 193.4% 217.5 230.9

1 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.

SOURCE: NYS Division for Youth.



STATE CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES

FRANKLIN COUNTY

TABLE 1A

CAPACITY AND STAFF SUMMARY

{June 1987)

Capacity Staff

DOCS Facilities 901 486

DFY Facilities -- --

TOTAL 901 486

TABLE 18
OPERATING BUDGET SUMMARY
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
% Change
EY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 EY 86-87 FY 87-88
DOCS Facilities 1,288.4 2,767.7 3,047.5 3,341.4 159.3% 10,990.2 16,902.4
DFY Facilities -- - - - 0.0% - -
TOTAL 1,288.4 2,767.7 3,047.5 3,341.4 159.3% 10,990.2 16,902.4
TABLE 1C
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET SUMMARY
(Thousands of Dollars)
Exprnditures Appropriations

FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 Total FY 86-87 FY 87-88
DOCS Facilities 630.5 371.8 12,727.6 13,730.0 32,573.4 441.0
DFY Facilities -- -- - - -= -~
TOTAL §30.5 371.9 12,727.6 13,730.0 32,573.4 441.0
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TABLE 2A

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY SECURITY LEVEL, CAPACITY, AND STAFF
(June 1887)

Staff
Security
Facility Level Capacity Total Security Civilian
Franklin MEDIUM 700 388 241 147
Gabriels-Camp MINIMUM 201 a8 68 30
TOTAL 901 486 309 . 177
SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
TABLE 2B
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY OPERATION BUDGET
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
% Change
Facility FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Frankh’nl 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0% 7.463.5 13,195.9
Gabriels-Camp 1,288.4 2,767.7 3,047.5 3,341.4 159.3% 3,526.7 3,706.4
TOTAL 1,288.4 2,767.7 3,047.5 3,341.4 159.3% 10,990.2 16,902.4

1 The facility opened in July of 1986.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services
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FRANKLIN COUNTY

TABLE 2C

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY CAPITAL INPROVEMENT BUDGET

(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
Facility FY 83-84 FY 84-85 EY 85-86 Total FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Frank1in! - - 12,299.8 12,299.9 31,225.2 0.0
Gabriels-Camp 630.5 371.9 427.7 1,430.1 1,348.3 441.0
TOTAL 630.5 371.9 12,727.6 13,730.0 32,573.4 ©441.0

* The fac{lity opened in July of 1986.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.

NOTE: There are no Division For Youth facilities located in this County.
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SECTION I CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCIES JEFFERSON _COUNTY

REGIONAL AGENCIES

New York State Police New York State

Troop D Headquarters Division of Parole
241 Genesee Street 875 Central Avenue

Oneida, New York 13421 Albany, New York 12206

COUNTY AGENCIES

District Attorney’s Office Sheriff’s Department
175 Arsenal Street 311 North Massey Street
Watertown, New York 13601 Watertown, New York 13601
Probation Department . Youth Bureau
185 Arsenal Street Box 42, 163 Arsenal Street
Watertown, New York 13601 Watertown, New York 13601
Assigned Counsel Plan County Court
500 Marine Midland Bank Building Court House
120 Washington Street Watertown, New York 13601

Watertown, New York 13601

Family Court
185 Arsenal Street
Watertown, New York 13601

MUNICIPAL POLICE OFFICES*

City of Watertown Police Department
Room 102
245 Washington Street
Watertown, New York 13601

Population 25,000 and above.



JEFFERSON COUNTY

11 DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

Region
County Seat
Square Miles

Population Percent Change 1970-1880

NORTHERN
WATERTOWN
1,273
-0.4%

SOURCE: New York State Statistical

Yearbook 1983-84.

Table 1

POPULATION DEMDGRAPHICS FOR 1980

Number Percent
Number Rank Percent Rank
Population 88,151 29 100.0% NA
Density Per Square Mile 69.2 43 NA NA
Sex: Male 42,164 NA 47.8% 49
Female 45,987 NA 82.2% 14
Race: White 87,318 NA 99.1% 6
Non-White 695 NA 0.8% 56 -
Unknown 138 NA 0.2% 56
Ethnicity: Hispanic 375 NA 0.4% 54
Age: 9 and Under 13,671 NA 15.5% 6
10 to 15 9,771 NA 11.1% 28
18 to 18 5,228 NA 5.9% 30
18 to 24 8,506 NA 9.6% 42
25 and QOver 50,975 NA 57.8% 44.
SOURCE: US Bureau of Census.
Table 2
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF 1980 POPULATION
25 YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER
Percent
Number Percent Rank
Population Age 25 and Over 50,975 100.0% 44
8th Grade or Less 8,499 16.7% 32
High School: 1 to 3 years 9,854 19.3% 7
4 years 20,134 39.5% 16
College: 1 to 3 years 7,213 14.2% 40
4 years or more 5,275 10.3% 54

SOURCE: US Bureau of Census.



11 DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS JEFFERSON COUNTY

Table 3 °
POPULATION 1982-1986
Rank
1982 1983 1934 1985 1986 1986
Populaticn 87,200 87,700 88,900 88,583 90,600 28
Density Per '
Square Mile 68.5 68.9 63.8 69.6 71.2 42
SOURCE: HYS Department of Commerce and the US Bureau of Census.
Table 4
PER CAPITA INCOME: 1982-1984
Income
‘ Rank
1982 1983 1984 - . _1984
Per Capita Income 8,970 9,465 10,321 46
NOTE: Data for 1985 and 1986 are not yet available.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Commerce.
Table 5
PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOL DROPOUTS: 1981-82 TO 1985-86
Percent
School Year Rank
1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86 1885-85
Public High School Students :
Who Dropped Out of School Number 349 248 263 230 289
Percent 6.5% 5.0% 5.2% 4.6% 5.7% 8
SOURCE: NYS Department of Education.
Table 6
UNEMPLOYMENT: 1984~1986
Percent
Rank
1984 1985 1988 1986
Monthly Average Unemployed
of Civilian Labor Force Number 5,058 4,873 4,712
Percent 13.4% 12.3% 11.4% 3
NOTE: Data are based on 1985 benchmarks; 1982 and 1983 data based on the 1985 benchmarks
were not available.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Labor.
Table 7
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE: 1982-1986
Percent
Rank
1982 1883 1984 1985 1986 1586
Monthly Average Population
Receiving Public Assistance  Number 4,815 5,528 6,068 5,890 5,375
Percent . 5.5% 6.3% 6.8% 6.6% 5.9% 13

NOTE: The monthly average number of persons in public assistance programs was not.reported by county for the

five New York City boroughs - only for New York City as a whole.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Social Services.



III__CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY JEFFERSON COUNTY

Table 1

INDEX CRIMES
KNOWN 70 THE POLICE

1986 Crimes
Per 100,000

Number of Crimes Population
% Change
1882 1883 1984 1885 1986 Rate Rank 82 vs 86
INDEX CRIME 3,205 2,347 o 2,275 2,404 2,090 2,345.1 46 -34.8%
VIOLENT 154 a5 78 86 68 76.3 55 _~55.8%
MURDER 0 0 3 3 4 4,5 12 NA
FORCIBLE
RAPE 11 9 7 4 4 4,5 53 ~-63.6%
ROBBERY 26 11 6 12 8 8.0 48 -69.2%
AGGRAVATED
ASSAULT 117 75 50 87, 52 58.3 57 -55.6%
PROPERTY 3,051 2,252 2,198 2,318 2,022 2,268.8 40 -33.7%
BURGLARY 1,075 767 667 744 639 717.0 27 ~40,6%
LARCENY 1,908 1,439 1,500 1,518 1,345 1,5098.2 45 -29.5%
MV THEFT 68 46 32 58 38 42.6 57 ~44,1%

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Uniform Crime Reporting System.
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Table 2A

FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS
{Adults Only)

JEFFERSON COUNTY

1986 Arrests

Per 100,000
Number of Arrests Population

1882 1983 1984 1985 1988 _Rate Rank
ARRESTS 1,365 1,340 1,348 1,278 1,356 1,496:7 54
FELONY 366 337 351 328 410 452.5 25
VIOLENT 109 75 93 9z 102 112.6 30
OTHER 257 262 258 236 308 340.0 21
MISDEMEANOR 999 1,003 998 948 946 1,044.2 54

% Change
82 vs 86

-0.7%
12.0%
-6.4%
19.8%
-5.3%

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

TABLE 2B

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

% Change
1 Jan-dune

Number 86 vs 87

ARRESTS 738 8.8%
FELONYZ 179 -2.2%
VIOLENT 47 17.5%
OTHER 132 ~7.7%
MISOEMEANOR 560 12.9%

1 Preliminary data.

2 Increases or decreases in the number of felonies and misdemeanors between these two periods reflect in part
changes in Section 155 of the Pena) Law which became effective on 1/1/87; some larceny offenses that were

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

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File,
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Table 2C

ARRESTS FOR SELECTED OFFENSES1
(Aduits Only)

1986 Arrests

Per 100,000

Number of Arrests Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate = Rank 82 vs 86
MURDER 0 3 5 2 5 5.5 10 NA
FORCIBLE RAPE 5 5 s 2 5 5.5 38 0.0%
ROBBERY 12 "4 3 9 3 3.3 55 . ~75.0%

AGGRAVATED

ASSAULT 56 35 32 34 32 35.3 36 -42.9%
BURGLARY 107 a3 a5 104 133 146.8 8 24 .3%
LARCENY2 194 199 204 167 191 2:10.8 55 ~-1.5%

1

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 II1. 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.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 2D

ARRESTS FOR DRUG OFFENSES!
{Adults Only)

1986 Arrests
Per 100,000

Number of Arrests Population
' % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate = Rank 82 vs 86
DRUG ARRESTS 64 65 40 34 61 67.3 37 -4.7%
CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCE
(PL 220} 46 46 32 25 42 46.4 36 ~8.7%
POSSESSION 34 44 26 22 34 37.5 34 ’ 0.0%
SALE 12 2 6 3 5 5.5 43 ~-58.3%
OTHER - 0 0 0 0 3 3.3 29 NA
MARTHUANA
(PL 221) < 18 19 8 9 19 21.0 27 5.6%
POSSESSION 9 11 5 6 11 12.1 37 22.2%

SALE ’ 9 8 3 3 8 8.8 18 -11.1%

1 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, Orug Arrests and Processing Trends File.

Table 2E

FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS FOR DWI OFFENSES1

{Adults Only)

1986 Arrests

Per 1,000
Licensed
Number of Arrests Drivers .
% Change
1982 1883 1984 1985 1986 Rate ' Rank 82 vs 86
DWI ARRESTS
(V7L .1192) 405 387 386 454 370 6.2 43 -8.6%
FELONY 32 42 41 37 36 0.6 28 12.5%
MISDEMEANOR 373 345 345 417 334 5.6 45 -10.5%

1 Felony and misdemeanor arrests that include at least one charge for a DW! offense (Vehicle and Traffic Law:

State of New York = Section 1192).

e e e it

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, DWI Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 3A

FELONY INDICTMENTS
(Adult and Juvenile Offenders)

Number and Percent of Felony Indigctments

% Change

1982 1883 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86

FELONY INDICTMENTS 248 256 283 278 298 20.6%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% - 100.0%

VIOLENT 60 64 76 85 66 10.0%
24.2% - 25.0% 26.9% 23.4% 22.1%

OTHER 188 192 207 213 o 233 « 23.9%
75.8% 75.0% 73.1% 76.6% 77.9%

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Indictment Statistical System.

Table 38

FELONY INDICTMENTS: JANUARY THRU JUNE 19871
(Adult and Juvenile Offenders)

% Change

Jan-June

Number 86 vs 87

FELONY INDICTMENTS 126 ~6.7%
VIOLENT 35 34.6%
OTHER 91 -16.5%

1 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminai Justice Services, Indictment Statistical System,
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Table 4A

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS1
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Dispositions
Resulting from
Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
DISPOSITIONS 936 1,027 918 906 987 5.4%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
CONVICTIONS 813 872 772 . 784 848 4.3%
86.9% 84.9% 84.1% 86. 5% 85.9% :
ACQUITTALS 6 7 3 3 1 -83.3%
0.6% 0.7% 0.3% .0.3% 0.1%
DISMISSALS 105 143 126 113 128 21.9%
11.2% 13.9% 13.7% 12.5% 13.0%
NOT PROSECUTED 3 0 P 2 1 -66.7%
0.3% 0.0% 0. 4% 0.2% 0.1%
OTHER 3 5 13 4 3 0.0%
1.0% 0.5% 1.4% 0.4% 0.9%

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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JEFFERSON COUNTY

Table 48

(Adults Only)

DISFOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS1

Number and Percent of Dispositions

Resulting from Felony Arrests

2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs_86
DISPOSITIONS 308 303 242 253 297 -3.6%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
CONVICTIONS 279 259 205 226 246 -11.8%
90.6% 85.5% 84.7% 89.3% 82.8%
ACQUITTALS 3 5 1 3 0 -100.0%
1.0% 1.7% 0.4% 1.2% 0.0%
DISMISSALS 21 36 23 21 43 133.3%
6.8% 11.9% 9.5% 8.3% 16.5%
NOT PROSECUTED 3 0 3 2 1 -66.7%
1.0% 0.0% 1.2% 0.8% 0.3%
OTHER 2 3 10 1 1 ~50.0%
0.6% 1.0% 4.1% 0.4% 0.3%
1

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.

2 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 5A

FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS1
RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions .
Resulting from
Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
CONVICTIONS 813 ) 872 772 784 848 4.3%
B 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
FELONY 139 118 105 131 161 ©15.8%
17.1% 13.5% 13.6% 16.7% 19.0%
VIOLENT 35 21 27 27 34 ‘2.9%
4.3% 2.4% 3.5% 3.4% 4.0%
OTHER 104 97 78 104 127 22.1%
12.8% 11.1% 10.1% 13.3% 15.0%
MISDEMEANOR 429 488 403 408 398 -7.0%
52.8% 56.0% 52.2% 52.0% 47 1%
LESSER OFFENSES 245 266 264 245 283 17.8%
30.1% 30.5% 34.2% 31.3% 34.0%

1 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.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 58

FELONY, MISOEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS1
RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions
Resulting from Felony Arrests

2 % Change

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86

CONVICTIONS 279 259 205 226 246 -11.8%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

FELONY . 132 108 103 121 146 10.6%
47.3% 41.7% 50.2% 53.5% 59.3%

VIOLENT 35 21 27 27 34 -2.9%
} 12.5% 8.1% 13.24 11.9% 13.8%

OTHER 97 87 76 94 12 15.5%
34.8% 33.6% 37.1% 41.6% 45.5%

MISDEMEANOR 140 146 97 103 92 -34.3%
50,2% 56.4% 47.3% 45.6% 37.4%

LESSER OFFENSES 7 5 5 2 8 14.3%
2.5% 1.9% 2.4% 0.9% 3.3%

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

2 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table B6A

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS1

(Adults Only)

Sentences _as _a_Percent of Total Convictions

1982 _ 1983 1984 1985 1986 2
CONVKCTIONS 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
STATE PRISON 3.6 2.1 2.1 2.9 4.5
LOCAL JAIL 14.1 16.9 - 17.1 14.4 14.9
LOCAL JAIL.
AND PROBATION 5.9 4.9 6.3 7.5 5.8
PROBATION 16.9 13.2 13.6 10.8 13.2
FINES 50.2 583.2 52.7 55.0 52.5
OTHER 9.3 9.7 8.2 9.3 9.2

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 "Tocal 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 9A and 9B for local jail activity, and in Table 10A for state prison activity.
2 Preliminary data.

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

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF FELONY CONVICTIONS 1
AND MISDEMEANOR AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS
(Adult Only)

Sentences as a Percent of Convictions

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 °

Misd & Misd & Misd & Misd & Misd &

Felony Lesser Felony Lesser Felony Lesser Felony Lesser 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 20.9 NA 15.3 NA 15.2 NA 17.8 NA 23.6 NA
LOCAL JAIL 22,3 12.5 20.3  16.3 21.0 18.5 19.1 © 13.5 16.1° 14.6
LOCAL JAIL -
AND PROBATION 23.7 2.2 23.7 2.0 34.3 1.9 35.9 1.8 23.6 1.6
PROBATION 32.4  13.7 35.6 8.7 27.6 11.4 25.2 8.0 34.2 8.3
FINES 0.7 60.4 3.4 6L.0 1.0 60.9 1.5 65.7 2.5 64.2
OTHER 0.0 11.3 1.7 11.0 1.0 8.3 0.8 11.0 0.0 1.4

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 Table 7A for probation activity,
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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JEFFERSON_COUNTY,

Tahle 7A

PROBATION DEPARTMENT ACTIVITY

INTAKE oPENED!
INVESTIGATIONS
RECEIVED
FAMILY COURT
CRIMINAL COURT
PRE-DISPOSITION
SUPERVISION
CASES RECEIVED
FANILY COURT
CRIMINAL COURT
PROBATION
SUPERVISION
CASES RECEIVED
FAMILY COURT
CRIMINAL COURT
UNDER PROBATION?
SUPERVISION
FAMILY COURT
CRIMINAL COURT
UNDER PROBATION
SUPERVISION ON
DECEMBER 31
FAMILY COURT
CRIMINAL COURT

Number of Cases

1982 1983 - 1984 1985 1986
1,997 1,961 1,636 1,589 1,798
722 781 758 661 778
123 138 80 56 62
599 643 668 605 714
89 0 0 0 0
89 0 o 0 0
0 0 0 0 ¢
340 323 320 281 302
116 110 97 65 85
224 213 223 218 237
790 783 777 751 789
235 197 159 110 124
555 586 618 641 665
460 457 470 487 523
87 62 45 59 51
373 395 425 428 472

1986 Cases
Per 100,000

Population

% Change

Rate Rank 82 vs 86
1,985.7 4 -9.9%
856.5 26 7.5%
68.4 57 © -49,6%
788.1 15 19,2%
0.0 51 ~100.0%
0.0 44 -100.0%
0.0 38 NA
333.3 10 -11.2%
71.7 11 ~44,0%
261,6 14 5.8%
870.8 8 -0.1%
136.8 11 -47.2%
734.0 14 19.8%
577.3 29 13.7%
56.3 20 ~41.4%
521.0 28 26.5%

1

Intake occurs only in family court.

2 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 year,

SOURCE: - NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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JEFFERSON COUNTY

TABLE 78
PROBATION REVOCATIONS

REVOCATIONS
FAMILY COURT
CRIMINAL COURT
TECHNICAL
NEW CONVICTION

1386

Revocations

Per 1,000
Number_of Revocations Probationers

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank

38 29 44 37 38 48.2 37
12 7 16 12 8 48.4 37
26 22 28 25 32 48.1 36
11 13 10 16 12 18.0, 46
15 ] 18 9 20 30.1 16

% Change
82 vs 86

0.0%
-50.0%
23.1%
9.1%
33.3%

SOQURCE: NYS Division of Praobation

and Correctional Alternatives.
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Table 8A
ALTERNATIVE TO INCARCERATION PROGRAMS: DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS

FY 1983-84 FY _1984-85 FY 1985-88 FY_1986-87

CLIENTS SERVED 166 0 15 37

SOURCE: 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
There were no agencies in the There were no agencies in the
county that received funding county that received funding
for this type of program. for this type of program.
Table 8D Table 8E
DEFENDER-BASED ADVOCACY PROGRAM: 1986 SPECTIALIZED ALTERNATIVES: 1986
There were no agencies in the There were no agencies in the
county that received funding county that received funding
for this type of program. . for this type of program.

SOURCE: = NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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JEFFERSON COUNTY

Table 9A

COUNTY JAIL ADMISSIONS

1986
Admissions
Per 100,000
Number of Admissions Population
% Change
1982 1983 1384 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
ADMISSIONS 1,114 1,056 996 1,047 1,103 1,2%7.4 33 -1.0%
UNSENTENCED 6390 615 634 677 769 . 848.8 34 11.4%
SENTENCED 424 441 362 370 334 368.7 24 -21.2%
Source: NYS Commission of Correction.
Table 9B
COUNTY JAIL CAPACITY AND POPULATION
1986 Inmates
Per 100,000
~Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1386 Rate_ Rank 82 vs 8B
REPORTED
CAPACITY 67 80 58 86 70 77.3 30 4.5%
AVERAGE DAILY
POPULATION 53 57 56 65 65 71.7 31 22.6%
DECEMBER 31
POPULATION 55 34 41 58 54 58.6 36 -1.8%
UNSENTENCED 19 13 22 28 27 29.8 44 42.1%
SENTENCED 36 21 19 30 27 29.8 22 -25,0%

SOURCE: - NYS Commission of Correction.
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Table 10A
NEW COURT COMMITMENTS TO STATE PRISON1
1986
New Court
Committments
Number of Per 100,000
New Court Commitments Population
2 % Change
1982 1983 1884 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
NEW COURT '
COMMITMENTS 27 17 19 26 . 44 48.6 15 63.0%
VIOLENT FELONIES3 14 6 9 11 24 26.5 8 71.4%
HOMICIDE 0 0 3 2 4 4.4 6 ' NA
SEX OFFENSE 1 2 3 7 11 12.1 2 1,000.0%
ROBBERY 1 2 1 0 2 2.2 28 100.0%
BURGLARY 7 2 2 2 3 3.3 34 ~-57.1%
VEAPONS 0 0 0 0 1 1.1 16 NA
OTHER 5 Q Q 0 3 3.3 11 -40.0%
ORUG FELONIES"' 2 0 1 2 1 1.1 47 -50.0%
POSSESSION 2 0 0 0 0 0.0 37 ~100.0%
SALE 0 0 1 2 1 1.1 38 NA
THER FELONIES 11 9 9 13 19 21.0 13 72.7%
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 0 2 0 0 0 0.0 32 NA

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

New court commitments in which the top conviction offense is for the possessjon or sale of drugs {PL 220 and
PL 221). Drug 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.
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Table 108-1
INMATES UNDER CUSTODY IN STATE PRISON ON DECEMBER 311
Inmates

Under Cust.

on 12/31/86

Number of Inmates Under Custody Per 100,000

in State Prison on December 31 Population
% Change
1982 1883 1884 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
UNDER CUSTODY | 53 56 58 62 75 82.8 27 41.5%
VIOLENT FELONIES2 29 31 35 34 44 48.6 25 51.7%
HOMICIDE 7 7 9 11 12 13.2 28 71.4%
SEX OFFENSE 6 6 7 11 18 19.9 6 /200, 0%
ROBBERY 2 3 4 1 3 3.3 45 50.0%
BURGLARY 10 9 11 9 6 6.6 39 —40.02
WEAPONS 0 0 0 0 1 1.1 28 NA
OTHER 4 5 4 2 4 4.4 30 0.0%
DRUG FELONIESS 3 1 2 3 0 0.0 55 -100. 0%
POSSESSION 2 0 0 0 0 0.0 43 -100.0%
SALE 1 1 2 3 0 0.0 49 -100.0%
OTHER FELONIES : 21 22 20 24 31 34,2 13 47.8%
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 0 2 1 1 0 0.0 33 NA

Inmates under custody who were sentenced to State Prison by courts in this County.

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

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

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.

TABLE 10B-2

THE PERCENT OF INMATES UNDER CUSTODY IN $TATE PRISON ON DECEMBER 31
FROM THE COUNTY

1982 1983 1984 1985 1988

PERCENT OF INMATES
UNDER CUSTODY ON 12/31 0.2% 0.2% 0.2% 0.2% 0.2%

1 Inmates under custody who were sentenced to State Prison by courts in this County. The total number of

inmates under custody in State Prison for each of the years can be found in the "New York State” profile.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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Table 11A
PAROLE SUPERVISION CASES

1986
Parolees
Per 100,000
Number of Parolees Population
- % Change
1982 1883 ..1log4 1985 1986 Rate_ Rank 82 vs 86
RELEASES TO PAROLE 11 15 13 25 20 zz.1 38 81.8%

UNDER PAROLE1
SUPERVISION 32 35 33 48 54 59.6 36 68.8%

UNDER PAROLE
SUPERVISION ON
DECEMBER 31 20 20 23 34 34 37.5 40 70.0%

1 The total number of parolees under supervision during a given year; i.e., parolees carried over from the
previous year (cases under supervision on December 31) plus inmates released during the year to the Division
of Parole for supervision.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Parole.

Table 11B
PAROLE REVOCATIONS AND RETURNS

1986
Revocations
Per 1,000
Number of Parglees Parolees
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank . 82 vs 86
REVOKED 1
AND RETURNED 3 3 3 3 8 6.6 11 100.0%
RULE VIOLATIONS 0 0 1 1 0 0.0 38 NA
NEW ARRESTS 2 1 1 2 2 2.2 31 0.0%
NEW FELONY
CONVICTIONS 1 2 1 0 4 4.4 4 300.0%
1

The total number of parolees revoked and returned during a given year.

SOURCE:  NYS Division of Parole.
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Table 12

JUVENILE OFFENDERS

ARRESTS, INDICTMENTS, AND DISPOSITIONS1

Number of Cases

% Chan
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 87 vs
FELONY ARRESTS ! 0 1 0 1 1
FELONY INDICTMENTS 0 0 0 1 1
D.SPOSTTIONS 0 1 0 0 2
CONVICTIONS 0 0 0 0 2
PRISON 0 0 0 0 2
LOCAL JAIL 0 0 0 0 0
LOCAL . JATIL
AND PROBATION 0 0 0 0 0
PROBATION 0 0 0 0 o
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0
ACQUITTALS 0 0 0 U 0
DISMISSALS 0 1 0 0 0
NOT PROSECUTED 0 0 0 0 0
REMOVED TO
FAMILY COURT 0 0 0 Q 0
VOTHER 0 0 0 0 0

ge
88

NA

NA

NA

A

NA
NA

NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

NA
NA

A Juvenile Offender is a person 14 or 15 years of age who is criminally responsible for a specified felony
act(s) (see Appendix 1); 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 SUMMARY1
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Program EY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Dept. of
Correctional Services 74.5 96.8 97.3 ,140.2 88.2% 0.0 0.0
Crime Victims Board 0.0 0.0 9.4 . 12.8 NA 43.3 49.0
Division of Criminal
Justice Services 19.3 418.4 17.9 11.0 -42.7% 0.0 . 14407
Division of Probation2
and Correctional :
Alternatives 199.7 214.8 215.7 253.8 27.1% 316.5 329.6
Division for Youth3 92.0 105.2 84.1 538.0 485,8% 280.3 407.9
Other Local Aid

District 4

Attorney Salaries - -- -0.0 0.0 NA 24.0 -
TOTAL 385.4 835.2 424 .4 956.6 148.2% 664.0 931.1

1 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.

3 The FY 1985-86 DFY budget increased 58 percent aver 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.

4 The Office of the State Comptroller administers this program.



IV __LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

JEFFERSON COUNTY

Table 2

DEPARTMENT QOF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-8B 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Board of Prisoners1 '

Felons 72.4 87.3 81.5 121.1 B7.3% - -

Parole Violators 0.0 8.4 4.6 4.8 NA -= -

State Readies -- - - 12.3 NA -- -
Prisoner Transfer! 2.1 1.2 1.1 2.0 -4.1% -- -
TOTAL 74.5 96.8 97.3 140.2 88.2% 0.0 0.0
1

for this program.

2 This program component was implemented in FY 1985-86.

SOURCE:

NYS Department of Correctional Services.

Local correctional facilities are reimbursed for expenditures from the "statewide" Iump-sum appropriation



IV _LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

JEFFERSON COUNTY

Table 3

CRIME VICTIMS BOARD
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
Victim and Witness
Assistance Program

Comprehensive 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 0.0 49,0

Domestic Violence 0.0 0.0 9.4 12.6 NA 43.3 0.0
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 9.4 12.6 NA 43.3 49.0
SOURCE: NYS Crime Victims Board.



IV__LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS JEFFERSON COUNTY

Table 4

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

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 Fy 87-88
Indigent 1
Parolee Program 0.0 1.2 3.8 4.8 NA - -
Juvenile Justice2
and Delinquency
Prevention 18.3 15.2 0.0 - 0.0 ~100.0% 0.0 0.0
Mobile Radio
District Program - 402.0 0.0 0.0 NA 0.0 . 0.0
Narcotics Ccntro14 - - - - NA - 9.2
Neighborhood5
Presarvation Crime
Prevention Act -- 0.0 11.1 5.9 NA .- -
Soft Body Armour6
Reimbursement Program - . - 3.0 0.3 NA - -
Special Warrant
Enforcement 7
Enhancement Program - -~ 0.0 0.0 NA 0.0 12.5
Target Crime
Initiative Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 0.0 123.0
TOTAL 18.3 418.4 17.9. 11,0 -42.7% 0.0 144.7

1 Agencies are reimbursed for expenditures from the "NYC" and "Statewide" (non-NYC) lump sum appropriations
for this program, therefore, appropriations are not available by county.

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

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

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

S This Act was established in FY 1983-84. At the time of publication, appropriations were not available by
county.

6 In FY 1984-85 the administration of this pragram 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.
Agencies are reimbursed for expenditures from the "Statewide" lump-sum appropriation for this program,
therefore, appropriations are not available by county.

7 This program was implemented in FY 1984-85.

8

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 Feleny Program, the Major Violent Offense Trial
Program, and the Major Offense Prosecution Program.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services,



IV _LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS JEFFERSON _COUNTY

Table 5
DIVISION OF PAROLE
COUNTY LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING

Table 5 is not presented because there were no local assistance program funds
awarded to agencies that provide services in this county.



IV _LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

JEFFERSON COUNTY

Table 6

DIVISION OF PROBATION AND CORRECTIONAL ALTERNATIVES
LLOCAL 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
Demonstration

Projects 20.0 24.3 7.5 27.0 35.0% 27.0 27.0
Intensive Supervision/

Alternative Sentencing

Program 25.3 25.5 27.6 30.5 20.8% 32.5 33.5
PINS Program: -- -- - - NA 29.8 0.0
Regular State Aid 154.4 165.0 180.7 196.3 27.2% 227.2 269.1
TOTAL 199.7 214.8 215.7 253.8 27.1% 316.5 329.6

! This program was implemented in FY 1386-87.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.



1V _LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

JEFFERSON COUNTY

Table 7

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

Expenditures Appropriations
1 % Change

Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Detention

Hon-Secure 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.9 51.0% 0.5 0.8
Special Delinquency
Prevention Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.7 NA 49.4 51.4
Special Legislative
Contracts 0.0 g.0 0.0 0.0 NA 10.0 12.0
Vaoluntary Agency Care 53.5 67.8 46.7 181.9 240.0% 92.5 131.4
Youth Development
and Delinquency
Prevention 37.9 36.8 36.9 332.4 777.0% 127.9 212.2
TOTAL 92.0 105.2 84.1 © . 5390 485.8% 280.3 407.9
1

eliminate arrearages.

SOURCE: NYS Division for Youth.

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



STATE CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES

JEFFERSON COUNTY

TABLE 1A

CAPACITY AND STAFF SUMMARY
{June 1987)

Capacity Staff

DACS FaciTities 575 364

DFY Facilities - a

TOTAL 575 164

TABLE 1B
OPERATING BUDGET SUMMARY
{Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
% Change .
FY 82-83 FY 83-34 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 EY 86-87 EY 87-88
DOCS Facilities 4,016.7 6,787.9 10,181.7 10,899.3 171.3% 12,021.7 12,555.8
DFY Facilities - -- - -- 0.0% - --
TOTAL 4,016.7 6,787.9 10,181.7 10,899.3 171.3% 12,021.7 12,555.8
TABLE 1€
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET SUMMARY
(Thousands of Dollars)
Experditures Appropriations

FY 83-84 FY 84-85 EY 85-86 Total EY 86-87 EY 87-88
DOCs Facilities 8,314.0 9,863.8 1,887.2 20,074.9 1,459.8 344.0
DFY Facilities -- -- -- - - --
TOTAL 8,314,0 9,863.8 1,897.2 20,074.9 1,459.8 344.0




V__STATE CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES

JEFFERSON COUNTY

TABLE 2A

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY SECURITY LEVEL, CAPACITY, AND STAFF
(June 1987)

Staff
Security
Facility Level Capacity Total Security Civilian
Watertown MEDIUM 575 364 232 132
SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
TABLE 28
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY OPERATION BUDGET
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
% Change '
Facility FY 82-83 FY 83-84 EY 84-85 EY _85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY_87-88
Watertown 4,018.7 6,787.9 10,181.7 10,889.3 171.3% 12,021.7 12,555.8
SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services
TABLE 2C
DEPARTHENT  OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY CAPITAL INPROVEMENT BUDGET
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Apprapriations

Facility FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 Total  FY_86-87 FY 87-88 -
Watertown 8,314.0 9,863.8 1,897.2 20,074.9 1,458.8 344.0
SOURCE: * NYS Department of Correctional Services.

NOTE: There are no Division For Youth facilities located in this County.
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SECTION I CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCIES

LEWIS COUNTY

REGIONAL AGENCIES

New York State Police
Troop D Headquarters
241 Genesee Street
Oneida, New York 13421

COUNTY AGENCIES

District Attorney’s Office
P.0. Box 151
Lowville, New York 13367

Probation Department
Room 305, Court House
Lowville, New York 13367

Public Defender’s Office
5393 Bostwick Street
Lowville, New York 13367

Family Court
Court House

New York State
Division of Parole
875 Central Avenue

Albany, New York 12206

Sheriff’s Department
7514 State Street
Lowville, New York 13367

Youth Bureau
Court House
Lowville, New York 13367

County Court
Court House
Lowville, New York 13367

Lowville, New York 13367



IT DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

LEWIS COUNTY

Region
County Seat
Square Miles

Population Percent Change 1970-1980

NORTHERN

LOWVILLE

1,283
5.9%

SOURCE: New York State Statistical

Yearbook 1983-84.

Table 1

POPULATION DEMOGRAPHICS FOR 1980

Number Percent
Number Rank Percent Rank
Population 25,035 58 100.0% NA
Density Per Square Mile 19.5 61 NA NA
Sex: ' Male 12,512 NA 50, 0% 4
Female 12,523 NA 50.0% 59
Race: White 24,918 NA 99.5% 2
Nori-White 82 NA 0.3% 61
Unknown 35 NA 0.1% 58
Ethnicity: Hispanic 80 NA 0.3% 61
Age: 8 and Under 4,197 NA 16.8% 1
10 to 15 3,023 NA 12.1% 58
16 to 18 1,607 NA 6.4% 14
19 to 24 2,433 NA 9.7% 38
25 and QOver 13,775 NA 55.0% 54
SOURCE: US Bureau of Census,
Table 2
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF 1980 POPULATION
25 YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER
Percent
Number Percent Rank
Population Age 25 and dver 13,775 100.0% 54
B8th Grade or Less 2,651 19.2% 13
High School: 1 to 3 years 2,527 18.3% 13
. 4 years 5,662 41.1% 4
College: 1 to 3 years 1,586 11.6% 60
4 years or more 1,339 9.7% 58

SOURCE: US Bureau of Census.



11 DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

LEWIS COUNTY

Table 3
POPULATION 1982-1986
. Rank
1982 1983 1984 1985 1985 1986
Population 24,800 24,800 25,000 25,165 25,300 59
Density Per )
Square Mile © 0 19.3 19.3 19.5 19.8 18.7 61
SOURCE: NYS Department of Commerce and the US Bureau of Census.
Table 4
PER CAPITA INCOME: 1982-1984
Income
: Rank
1982 1983 1984 1984
Per Capita Income 7,424 7,829 8,645 61
NOTE: Data for 1985 and 1986 are not yet available.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Commerce.
Table 5
PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOL DROPQUTS: 1981-82 T0O 1985-86
Percent
School Year Rank
1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1885-86 1985-86
Public High School Students
Who Dropped Out of School Number 68 52 47 50 36
: Percent 3.5% 2.8% 2.6% 3.0% 2.2% 61
SOURCE: NYS Department of Education.
Table 6
UNEMPLOYMENT: 1984-~1986
Percent
Rank
1984 1985 1986 1986
Monthly Average Unemployed
of Civilian Labor Force Number 995 1.081 1,070
Percent 9.1% 9.3% 9.5% 9
NOTE: Data are based on 1985 benchmarks; 1982 and 1983 data based on the 1985 benchmarks
were not available.
SQURCE: NYS Department of Labor.
Table 7
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE: 1982-1986
Percent
Rank
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1986
Monthly Average Population
Receiving Public Assistance  Number 925 1,080 1,093 1,110 1,158
Percent 3.7% 4.4% 4.4% 4.4% 4.6% 22

NOTE: The monthly average number of persons in public assistance programs was not reported by county for the

five New York City boroughs - only for New York City as a whole.
SOURCE: HYS Department of Social Services.



I11_CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY LEWIS COUNTY

Table 1

INDEX CRIMES
KNOWN TO THE POLICE

1986 Crimes

Per 100,000
Number of Crimes Population

% Change

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank 82 vs 86

INDEX CRIME 270 272 211 277 ' 247 986.4 62 ~8.5%

VIOLENT 16 15 12 31 16 63.9 §0 . 0.0%

MURDER 0 0 0 1 0 G.0 52 NA .

FORCIBLE

RAPE i 1 0 1 0 0.0 59 ~100.0%

ROBBERY 5 1 2 1 3 12.0 41 ~40.0%
AGGRAVATED '

ASSAULT 10 13 10 28 13 51.8, 58 30.0%

PROPERTY 254 257 199 246 231 922.5 62 ~-9.1%

BURGLARY 136 127 87 127 108 431.3 80 -20.6%

LARCENY 110 124 104 108 109 435.3 62 -0.9%

MV THEFT 8 6 8 11 14 55.9 51 75.0%

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



I11_CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY LEWIS COUNTY

Table 2A

FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

1986 Arrests

Per 100,000

Number of Arrests Population
) % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank 82 vs 86
ARRESTS 194 193 230 285 219 865.6 62 12.9%
FELONY 50 31 48 64 66 260.9 62 L 32.0%
VIOLENT 9 i0 12 7 7 27.7 62 -22.2%
OTHER 41 21 36 57 59 233.2 59 43.9%

MISDEMEANGR 144 162 182 221 152 604.7 62 6.3%

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~June

Number 86_vs 87

ARRESTS 113 20.2%
FELONY? 21 16.7%
VIOLENT 6 NA
OTHER 15 -16.7%
MISDEMEANOR 92 21.1%

1 Preliminary data.

2 Increases or decreases in the number of felonies and misdemeanors between these two periods reflect in part
changes in Section 155 of the Penal Law which became effective on 1/1/87; some larceny offenses that were
classified as felonies prior to this date are now classified as misdemeanors.

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



111 CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY LEWIS COUNTY

Table 2C

ARRESTS FOR SELECTED OFFENSESl

(Adults Only)

1986 Arrests

Per 100,000
° Number of Arrests Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
MURDER 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 46 NA
FORCIBLE RAPE 1 1 1 0 1 4.0 48 0.0%
ROBBERY 0 1 3 1 1 4.0 52 ) NA
AGGRAVATED ' _
ASSAULT 1 5 1 1 2 7.9 61 100.0%
BURGLARY 13 11 15 21 9 35.6 62 -30.8%
LARCENY? a3 25 .23 38 28 110.7 62 -15.2%

1 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 III. 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.

2 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.

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



IIT CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY LEWIS COUNTY

Table 2D

ARRESTS FOR DRUG OFFENSES1
(Adults Only)

1986 Arrests

Per 100,000
. Number of Arrests Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank 82 vs 86
DRUG ARRESTS 2 5 7 7 7 27.7 58 ! 250.0%
CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCE
{PL 220) i 3 3 3 6 23.7 B2 500.0%
POSSESSION 1 .3 2 2 4 15.8 54 ’ 300.0%
SALE 0 0 0 0 2 7.9 36 NA
OTHER 0 0 1 1 0 0.0 47 NA
MARTHUARA
(PL 221) 1 2 4 4 1 4.0 B0 0.0%
.POSSESSION 1 1 2 2 0 0.0 61 -100.0%
SALE 0 1 2 2 1 4.0 43 NA

1 Felony and Tisdemeanor arrests that include at least one drug charge {Penzl Law of New York State -Sections
220 and 221).

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

Table 2E
1

FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS FOR DWI OFFENSES
{Adults Only)

1986 Arrests

Per 1,000

Licensed

Number of Arrests Drivers
% Change
1982 1883 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86

DWI ARRESTS

(VTL 1182) 84 76 96 99 92 5.5 49 9.5%
FELONY 9 7 10 14 16 1.0 9 77.8%
MISDEMEANOR 75 69 86 85 76 4.6 53 1.3%

1 Felony and misdemeanor arrests that include at least one charge for a DWI offense (Vehicle and Traffic Law:

State of New York - Section 1192).

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



I1T CRIME & CRIMINAt JUSTICE ACTIVITY LEWIS COUNTY

Table 3A

FELONY INDICTMENTS
(Aduit and Juvenile Offenders)

Number and Percent of Felony Indictments

% Change

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82_vs 86

FELONY INDICTMENTS 50 45 37 38 36 ~-28,0%
) 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

VIGLENT 6 10 11 5 9 50.0%
12.0% 21.7% 29.7% 13.2% 25.0%

OTHER 44 36 26 33 27 © -38.6%
88.0% 78.3% 70.3% 86.8% 75.0%

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Indictment Statistical System.

Table 38

FELONY INDICTHMENTS: JANUARY THRU JUNE 19871
(Adult and Juvenile Offenders)

% Change

Jan-June

Number 86 vs 87

FELONY INDICTMENTS 18 63.6%
VIQLENT 2 100.0%
OTHER 16 60.0%

1 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Indictment Statistical System.



111 CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY : - LEWIS COUNTY

Table 4A

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS1
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of dispositions
Resulting from
Felony and Wisdemeanor Arrests

2 % Change

1982 1983 1984 . 1985 1986 ~ . 82 vs 86

DISPOSITIONS 105 127 122 201 129 22.9%
100.0% 100.0% - 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

CONVICTIONS 78 94 98 160 98 T 25.8%
74.3% 74.0% 81.1% 79.6% 76.0%

ACQUITTALS 0 2 4 1 0 NA
0.0% 1.6% 3.3% 0.5% 0.0%

DISMISSALS 24 24 17 38 29 20.8%
22.9% 18.9% 13.9% 18.9% 22.5%

NOT PROSECUTED 0 3 1 0 0 NA
, 0.0% 2.4% 0.8% 0.9% 0.0%

QTHER 3 4 1 2 2 -33.3%
2.9% 3.1% 0.8% . 1.0% 1.6%

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.



I1T CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

LEWIS COUNTY

Table 4B

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 41 36 33 43 48 17.1%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
CONVICTIONS 38 29 27 39 46 17.9%
95.1% 80.6% 81.8% 90.7% 95.8%
ACQUITTALS 0 2 4 1 0 NA
0.0% 5.6% 12.1% 2.3% 0.0% ’
DISMISSALS 0 1 2 2 1 NA
0.0% 2.8% 6.1% 4.7% 2.1%
NOT PROSECUTED 0 0 0 0 0 NA
0.0% ) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
OTHER 2 4 4] 1 1 ~-50.0%
4.9% 11.1% 0.0% 2.3% 2.1%
1

Disposition data are based on the year of sentericing 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.

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



IIT CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

LEWIS COUNTY

FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS1

Table 5A

RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS

{Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions

Resuiting from

Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

1982

CONVICTIONS 78 -
100.9%
FELONY 12
15.4%
VIOLENT 2
2.6%
OTHER 10
12.8%
MISDEMEANOR . 46
59.0%
LESSER OFFENSES 20
25.8%

1983

94
100.0%4

7
7.4%

1
1.1%

6
6.4%

48
48.9%

41
43.6%

1984

99
100.0%

11
11.1%

1
1.0%

10
10.1%

47
A7.5%

41
41.4%

1985

100.

42

50.

160
0%

12
.5%

1
.6%

i1
.9%

68
.5%

80
0%

1986

98
100.0%

23
23.5%

6
6.1%

17
17.3%

37
37.8%

38
38.8%

2

% Change
82 vs 86
25.6%
91.7%
200.0%
70.0%

-19.6%

80.0%

1 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 worklead.

2 Preliminary data.

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



111 CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY LEWIS COUNTY

Table 58

FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS1
RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions
Resulting from Felony Arrests

2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
CONVICTIONS 39 29 27 39 46 17.9%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
FELONY 9 7 1 12 23 155. 6%
23.1% 24.1% 40.7% 30.8% 50.0% :
YIOLENT 2 1 1 1 6 200.0%
5.1% 3.4% . 3.7% 2.5% 13.0%
OTHER 7 § 10 1 17 142.9%
17.9% 20.7% 37.0% 28.2% 37.0%
MISDEMEANGR 28 18 16 26 19 -32.1%
71.8% 62.1% 59.3% 66.7% 41.3%
LESSER OFFENSES 2 4 0 1 4 100.0%
5.1% 13.8% 0.0% 2.6% 8.7%

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

2 Preliminary data.

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



111 _CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

LEWIS COUNTY

Table BA

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS
(Adults Only)

1

Sentences as a Percent of Total Convictions

1982 _ 1983 1984 _1985 _1986 °
CONVICTIONS 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
STATE PRISON 2.6 2.1 2.0 1.3 5.1
LOCAL JAIL 14.1 2.6 8.1 N 8.1 6.1
LOCAL JAIL
AND -PROBATION 12.8 4.3 2.0 5.0 16.3
PROBATION . 28.2 19.1 17.2 15.0 ~ 15.3
FINES 35.9 56.4 57.6 56.3 42.8
OTHER 6.4 . 8.5 13.1 14.4 14.3
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 "Jocal 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.

in Tables 9A and 9B for local jail activity, and in Table 10A for state prison activity.

2 Preliminary data.

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

Work load measures can be found in Tables 7A for probation activity,



I11. CRIME AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

LEWIS COUNTY

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

Tzble 68

CONVICTIONS

STATE PRISON
LOCAL JAIL

LOCAL JAIL
AND PROBATION

PROBATION
FINES
OTHER

Sentences as a Percent of Convictions

1982

1983

1984

1985

19862

Misd &
Felony Lesser

100.0% 100.0%

16.7 NA
16.7 - '13.6
33.3 8.1
33.3 27.3
0.0 42.4
0.0 7.6

Misd &
Felony Lesser

Misd &
Felony Lesser

Misd &
Felony Lesser

Misd &
Felony Lesser

100.0% 100.0%

28.6 NA
0.0 10.3
28.6 2.3
42.9 17.2
0.0 60.9
0.0 9.2

100.0% 100.0%

18.2 NA
27.3 5.7
9.1 1.1
45.5 13.6
0.0 64.8
0.0 14.8

100.0% 100.0%

18.7 NA
18.7 7.4
33.3 2.7
33.3 13.5

0.0 60.8
0.0 15.5

100.0% 100.0%

21.7 NA
13,07 4.0
56.5 4.6
8.7 17.3
0.0, 56.0
0.0 18.7

2

SOURCE::

These data reflect the most serious senténce 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 DCJ$

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

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

Preliminary data.

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

1986 Cases
Per 100,000
Number of Cases Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 i Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
INTAKE OPENE01 115 131 111 140 142 561.3 44 23.5%
INVESTIGATIORS
RECEIVED 123 108 102 121 158 628.5 42 29.3%
FAMILY COURT 32 40 39 31 41 162.1 39 To28.1%
CRIMINAL COURT 91 68 63 g0 118 466.4 44 29.7%
PRE-DISPOSITION
SUPERVISION
CASES RECEIVED 15 18 8 31 14 55.3 28 ~6.7%
FAMILY COURT 11 10 6 2 ) 2 7.9 32 -81.8%
CRIMINAL COURT 4 9 2 29 12 47.4 20 200.0%
PROBATION
SUPERVISION
CASES RECEIVED 58 62 50 51 54 213.4 51 ~6.9%
FAMILY COURT 12 21 21 11 10 38.5 42 -16.7%
CRIMINAL COURT 46 41 29 40 44 173.8 51 -4.3%
UNDER PROBATION
SUPERVISION 162 180 194 198 175 691.7 46 8.0%
FAMILY COURT 32 41 45 39 26 102.8 28 -18.7%
CRIMINAL COURT 130 149 149 - 159 149 588.9 51 14.6%
UNDER PROBATION
SUPERVISION ON
DECEMBER 31 128 147 147 121 127 502.0 42 ~0,8%
FAMILY COURT 20 27 28 16 12 47.4 32 -40.0%
CRIMINAL COURT 108 120 113 105 115 454.5 44 6.5%

1 Intake occurs orly in family court.

2 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 year.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.



IIT CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

LEWIS COUNTY

TABLE 7B
PROBATION REVOCATIONS

Number of Revocations

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986

REVOCATIONS 3 3 4 7 4
FAMILY COURT 0 0 0 1 1
CRIMINAL COURT 3 3 4 6 3
TECHNICAL 2 3 4 4 3

NEW CONVICTIOM 1 0 0 2 0

1986
Revocations
Per 1,000
Probationers
Rate Rank
22.9 56
38.5 42
20.1 56
20.1 32
0.0 59

% Change
82 vs 86

33.3%4
NA

0.0%
50.0%
-100.0%

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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Table 8A
ALTERMNATIVE TO INCARCERATION PROGRAMS: DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS

There were no agencies in the
county that received funding
for this type of program.

SOURCE: - NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.

" ALTERNATIVE TO INCARCERATION PROGRAMS: CLASSIFICATION/ALTERNATIVES BILL

Table 8B Table 8C
PRETRIAL RELEASE PROGRAM: 1986 COMMUNITY SERVICE PROGRAM: 1986
Number Percant
CASES SCREENED 46 NA There were no agencies in the
county that received funding
CASES INTERVIEWED 38 100.0% for thisz type of program.
RELEASED! 13 34.2%

1 Precgram 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
There were no agencies in the There were no agencies in the
county that received funding county that received funding
for this type of program. - for this type of program.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.



II1 CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

LEWIS COUNTY

Table 9A
COUNTY JAIL ADMISSIONS

1986
Admissions
Par 100,000
Number of Admissions Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1886 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
ADMISSIONS 225 225 212 228 160 632.4 56 ~28.9%
UNSENTENCED 189 193 186 193 122 482.2 %54 ~35.4%
SENTENCED 36 32 26 35 a8 150.2 58 5.6%
Source: NYS Commission of Correction.
Table 98
COUNTY JAIL CAPACITY AND PDPULATION
1986 Inmates
Per 100,000
Populatign_
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
REPORTED
CAPACITY 23 23 23 .23 23 g90.9 21 0.0%
AVERAGE DAILY
POPULATION 15 12 13 11 10 39.5 54 -33.3%
DECEMBER 31
POPULATION 15 10 9 12 13 51.4 45 -13.3%
UNSENTENCED 11 6 0 5 2 31.6 38 -27.3%
SENTENCED 4 4 9 7 5 19.8 44 25.0%

SOURCE: NYS Commission of Correction.
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Table 10A
NEW COURT COMMITMENTS TO STATE PRISON1

1988
New Court
Committments
Number of Per 100,000
New Court Commitments Population
2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
NEW COLRT
COMMITMENTS . 3 2 1 2 5 19.8 45 66.7%
VIOLENT FELONIES3 1 2 0 0 3 11.8 34 200,05
HOMICIDE 0 0 0 0 0.0 43 ‘ NA
SEX OFFENSE 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 51 NA
ROBBERY 0 2 0 0 0 0.0 43 NA
BURGLARY 1 0 0 0 11.8 3 200.0%
WEAPONS 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 25 NA
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 37 NA
DRUG FELONIES4 0 0 0 1 0 0.0 51 NA
POSSESSION 0 0 0 0 0.0 37 NA
SALE 0 0 0 1 0 0.00 43 NA
OTHER FELONIES 2 0 1 1 2 7.9 50 0.0%
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0.0 32 NA

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

Preliminary data.

New court commitments in which the top conviction offensiz 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 narcotic (PL 220.48), use of drug paraphernalia {PL 220.55),
or possession of precursors {PL 220.80) are reported as "other felonies.”

SQURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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LEWES COUNTY

Table 1G63-1

INMATES UNDER CUSTODY IN STATE PRISON ON DECEMBER 311

Inmates

Under Cust.

on 12/31/86

Number of Inmates Under Custody Per 100,00C

in State Prison on December 31 Population

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate = Rank

UNDER CuSTODY 7 5 1 2 7 27.7 58
VIOLENT FELONIES2 2 4 0 0 3 11.8 81
HOMICIDE 0 0 0 ) 0 0.0 860
SEX OFFENSE 0 0 0 0 0.0 60
ROBBERY 1 0 0 0 0.0 55
BURGLARY 1 1 0 0 3 11.9 22
WEAPONS 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 32
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 53
DRUG FELONIES® 0 0 0 1 1 4.0 38
POSSESSION 0 0 0 0 0.0 43
SALE 0 0 0 1 1 4.0 28
OTHER FELONIES 5 1 1 1 3 11.9 51
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 33

% Change
82 vs 88

0.0%
50.0%
NA

NA
-100.0%
200.0%
NA

NA

NA

NA

NA
-40.0%
NA

of fenses counted as violent felonies.

Inmates under custody whose top convicticn offense is a violent felony.

Inmates under custody who were sentenced to State Prison by courts in this County.

Appendix E contains a list of the

Inmates under custody whose top conviction offense is for the possession or sale of drugs (PL 220 and

and PL 221). Drug 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 felonjes."

SOURQE: NYS Department cf Correctional Services.

TABLE 108-2

THE PERCENT OF INMATES UNDER CUSTODY IN $TATE PRISON ON DECEMBER 31
FROM THE COUNTY

1982

PERCENT OF INMATES
UNDER CUSTODY OM 12/31 < 0.1%

< 0.1%

1984

1985

< 0.1%

1986
< 0.1%

1 Inmates under custody who were sentenced to State Prison by courts in this County.

The total number of

inmates under custody in State Prison for each of the years can be found in the "New York State” profile.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.



III. CRIME & CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITY

LEWIS COUNTY

Table 11A
PAROLE SUPERVISION CASES

1982
RELEASES TO PAROLE 2
UNDER PAROLE1
SUPERVISION 4
UNDER PAROLE
SUPERVISION CON
DECEMBER 31 2

Humber of Parolees

1983 1984 1985 1986
1 2 1
3 5 3
3 2 2

1986
Parolees
Per 100,000

Population

% Change

Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
11.9 55 50.0%
19.8 860 25.0%
15.8 60 100.0%

1 The total number of parolees under supervision during a given year; i.e., parolees carried over from the
previous year {cases under supervision on December 31) plus inmates released during the year to the Division

of Parole for supervision.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Parole.

Table 118
PAROLE REVOCATIONS AND RETURNS

Number of Parolees

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986
REVOKED 1
AND RETURNED 0 0 0 0 0
RULE VIOLATIONS 0 0 0 0 0
NEW ARRESTS 0 0 0 0 0
NEW FELONY
CONVICTIONS 0 0 0 0 0

1986
Revocations
Per 1,000

Parolees

Rate  Rank

0.0 52
0.0 38
0.0 49

6.0 36

% Change
82 vs 86

NA
NA
NA

NA

1 The total number of parolees revoked and returned during a given year.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Parole.
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Table 12 -

JUVENILE OFFENDERS

ARRESTS, INDICTMENTS, AND DISPOSITIONS1

Number of Cases

% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 _ 1986 82 vs 86
FELONY ARRESTS 0 0 0 0 0 NA
FELONY INDICTMENTS 0 0 0 0 1 NA
DISPOSITIONS 0 0 0 0 0 NA
CONVICTIONS 0 0 0 0 0 'NA
PRISON 0 0 0 0 0 NA
LOCAL JAIL 0 0 0 0 0 NA
LOCAL JAIL
AND PROBATION .0 0 0 0 NA
FROBATION 0 0 0 0 0 NA
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 NA
ACQUITTALS 0 0 0 0 0 NA
DISMISSALS 0 0 0 0 0 NA
NOT PROSECUTED 0 0 0 0 0 NA.
REMOVED TO
FAMILY COURT 0 0 0 0 0 NA
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 NA

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
aduits. A criminal court can waive original jurisdiction and remove a "juvenile offender” to family court
where that person js reclassified as a "juvenile delinquent.”

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



IV _LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS LEWIS COUNTY

Table 1

LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDING SUMMARY1
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations

. % Change
Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 EY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Dept. of
Correctional Services 16.4 9.6 11.6 26.3 60.5% , 0.0 0.0
Division of Criminal .
Justice Services 0.0 244.4 21.5 18.3 NA 0.0 1.9
Division of Probation2
and Correctional ’
Alternatives 40.86 44.7 48.4 58.2 43.3% 76.8 73.1
Division for Youth3 57.9 54.0 49.3 102.0 76.3% 63.3 79.5
TOTAL 114.8 352.7 130.8 204.8 78.3% 140.1 154.5

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.

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.



IV _LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

LEWIS COUNTY

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

Table 2

LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Program EY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY _84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FYy 87-88
Board of Prisoners1

Felons 16.1 5.7 8.2 23.9 48.1% -- --

Parole Violators 0.0 3.6 3.4 0.9 NA - -~

State Readies? - - - 1.4 NA -- -
Prisoner Transfer! 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.1 -42.9% - --
TOTAL 16.4 9.8 11.% 26.3 60.5% 0.0 0.0

1 Local correctional facilities are reimbursed for expenditures from the "statewide" Tump-sum appropriation
for this program.

2 This program component was implemented in FY 1985-86.

SOURCE:

NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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Table 3

CRIME VICTIMS BOARD
COUNTY LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING

Table 3 is not presented because there were no local assistance program funds awarded to agencies
that provide services in this county.
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Table 4

DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES
* LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
{Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures i Appropriations
. % Change

Program FY_82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY_85-86 82 vs 85 EY 86-87 FY 87-88
Mobile Radio 1
District Program -- 244.4 0.0 0.0 NA 0.0 0.0
Narcotics Contro'l2 - - - - NA - 1.9
Neighborhood3 ’
Preservation Crime .
Prevention Act - 0.0 20.0 18.0 NA - -
Soft Body Armour4
Reimbursement Program -- - 1.5 0.3 NA - -
TOTAL 0.0 244.4 21.5 18.3 NA 0.0 1.9

-

No funds were appropriated for this program 1n'FY 1982-83.

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

This Act was established in FY 1983-84. At the time of publication, appropriations were not available by
county.

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.
Agencies are reimbursed for expenditures from the "Statewide" lump-sum appropriation for this program,
therefore, appropriations are not available by county.

B

SOURCE: NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services.
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LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS
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Table 5
DIVISION OF PAROLE
COUNTY LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
Table 5 is not presented because there were no local assistance program funds

awarded to agencies that ,.rovide services in this county.
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LEWIS COUNTY

Table 6

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

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Prugram FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
C1assification1 .

Alternatives - - -- 2.0 NA 10.4 10.9
Intensive Supe%vision/

Alternative Sentencing

Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 0.8 2.4
PINS Program’ - - - - NA 5.6 0.0
Regular State Aid 40.6 44.7 48.4 56.2 38.5% 60.2 59.8
TOTAL 40.8 44,7 48.4 58.2 43.3% 76.8 73.1

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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Table 7

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

Expenditures Appropriations
1 % Change

Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Detention

Non-Secure 1.8 0.6 1.6 2.1 19.2% 2.3 1.8
Special Delinquency
Prevention Program 14.3 15.1 15.1 11.9 -17.2% 15.1 . 15.1
Voluntary Agency Care 0.5 4.3 3.5 2.9 464.6% 2.8 1.4
Youth Development

_and Delinquency

Prevention 41.2 34.0 29.1 85.0 106.4% 43.1 61.2
TOTAL 57.9 54.0 49.3 102.0 76.3% 63.3 79.5

1 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.

eliminate arrearages.

SOURCE: NYS Division for Youth.

This increase allowed DFY to pay for current programs and also



V _STATE CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES LEWIS COUNTY

The Department of Correctional Services and the Division for Youth
do not operate any facilities in this county.
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SECTION T CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCIES

ST. LAWRENCE COUNTY

REGIONAL AGENCIES

New York State Police
Troop B Headquarters
Route 86, Box 100
Raybrook, New York 12977

COUNTY AGENCIES

District Attorney’s Office
County Court House
Canton, New York 13617

Probation Department
Room 300, Court House
Canton, New York 13617

Assigned Counsel Plan
87 East Main Street
Gouverneur, New York 13642

County Court
Court House

Court Street
Canton, New York

New York State
Division of Parole
875 Central Avenue

Albany, New York 12206

Sheriff’s Department
5 Judson Street
Canton, New York 13617

Youth Bureau
Surrogate Court Building
County Office Complex
Canton, New York 13617

Family Court

Court House

Court Street
Canton, New York 13617

13617



II DEMOGRAPHIC & SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

ST. LAWRERCE COUNTY

Region NORTHERN
County Seat CANTON
Square Miles 2,728
Population Percent Change 1970-1980 1.7%

SOURCE: MNew York State Statistical Yearbook 1983-84.

Table 1
POPULATION DEMOGRAPHICS FOR 1980

Number Percent
Number Rank Percent Rank
Population 114,254 24 100.0% NA
Density Per Square Mile 41.8 57 NA NA
Sex: Male 56,532 NA 49.5% 10
Female 57,722 NA 50.5% 53
Race: White 112,997 NA 98.9% 11
Non-White 1,068 NA 0.9% 51
Unknown 188 NA 0.2% 53
Ethnicity: Hispanic 562 NA 0.5% 53
Age: 9 and Under 16,753 NA 14.7% 21
10 to 15 11,947 NA 10.5% 25
16 to 18 8,163 NA 7.1% 5
19 to 24 17,583 NA 15.4% 6
25 and Over 59,808 NA 52.3% 53
SOURCE: US Bureau of Census.
Table 2
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF 1980 POPULATION
25 YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER
Percent
Number Percent Rank
Population Age 25 and Over 59,808 100.0% 59
8th Grade or Less 11,288 18.9% 18
High School: 1 to 3 years 10,005 16.7% 32
4 years 21,940 36.7% 42
College: 1 to 3 years 8,607 14.4% 36
4 years or more 7,968 13.3% 32

SOURCE: US Bureau of Census.
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Table 3
POPULATION 1982-1986
Rank
1882 1983 1984 1985 1986 1986
Pepulation 112,600 112,900 113,700 113,411 112,800 25
Density Per
Square Mile 41.3 41.4 a1.7 41.6 41.3 57
SOURCE:  NYS Department of Commerce and the US Bureau of Census.
Table 4
PER CAPITA INCOME: 1982-1984
Income
Rank
1982 1983 1984 1984
Per Capita Income 7,788 8,315 9,034 58
NOTE: Data for 1985 and 1986 are not yet available.
SOURCE: ~NYS Department of Commerce.
Table 5
PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOL DROPOUTS: 198i-82 70 1985-86
Percent
School Year Rank
1981-82 1912-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-R6 1985-86
Public High School Students
Who Dropped Out of School Number 335 325 280 232 219
Percent 4.4% 4.5% 4.1% 3.5% 3.3% 48
SOURCE: NYS Department of Education,
Table 8
UNEMPLOYMENT: 1984-1986
Percent
Rank
1984 1985 1986 1986
Monthly Average Unemployed
of Civilian Labor Force Number 3,637 3,583 3,835
Percent 8.2% 8.2% 8.5% 14
NOTE: Data are based on 1985 benchmarks; 1982 and 1983 data based on the 1885 benchmarks
were not available.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Labor.
Table 7
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE: 1982-1986
Percent
Rank
1982 1983 1884 1985 1986 1986
Monthly Average Population
Receiving Public Assistance Number 7.213 8,191 8,595 8,674 8,707
Percent 6.4% 7.3% 7.6% 7.6% 7.7% 4

NOTE: The monthly average number of persons in public assistance programs was not reported by county for the
five New York City boroughs - only for Mew York City as a whole.
SOURCE: NYS Department of Social Services.
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Table 1

INDEX CRIMES
KNOWN TO THE POLICE

1986 Crimes

Per 100,000
Number of Crimes Population
% Change
1982 1883 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank 82 vs 86
'INDEX CRIME 3,881 3,620 3,628 3,268 3,410 2,992.0 27 -12.1%
VIOLENT 118 75 128 96 157 137.8 44 ..31:9%
MURDER 1 3 1 1 1 0.9 48 0.0%‘
FORCIBLE ’ ’
RAPE 4 8 9 0 13 11.4 35 225.0%
ROBBERY 13 9 13 12 9 7.9 48 . -30.8%
AGGRAVATED
ASSAULT . 101 55 105 83 134 117.6 40 32.7%
PROPERTY 3,762 3,545 3,500 3,172 3,253 . - 2,854.2 27 ) -13.5%
BURGLARY 875 871 909 793 716 628.2 40 -18.2%
LARCENY 2,788 2,586 2,501 2,296 2,451 2,150.5 21 -12.1%
MV THEFT 98 88 90 83 8  75.5

38 -12.2%

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Uniform Crime Reporting System.
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ST. LAWRENCE COUNTY

Table 2A

FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRES:3

{Adults Only)

Number of Arrests

1986 Arrests
Per 100,000

—Population

1982 1983 1984 _1985_  _ 1986 _ _Rate_ Rank
ARRESTS 2,682 2,452 2,303 2,276 2,496 2,212.8 .20
FELONY 421 411 400 368 372 329.8 57

VIOLENT 107 81 95 88 85 75.4 54
OTHER 314 330 305 280 287 254.4 53
MISDEMEANOR 2,261 2,041 1,903 1,908 2,124 1,883.0 10

% Change

82 vs 86

-8.9%

C-11.6%

-20.6%
-8.6%
-B6.1%

SOURCE: - Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and

TABLE 2B

FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS:
(Adults Only)

Processing Trends File.

JANUARY THRU JURE 1987

Nuber!

ARRESTS 1,017
FELONY? 152
VIOLENT 39
OTHER 113
MISDEMEANOR 865

% Change
Jan-dJdune
86 vs 87
-16.4%
-10.6%
8.3%
-15.7%

-17.4%

1 Preliminary data.

2 Increases or decreases in the number of felonies and misdemeanors between these two periods reflect in part
changes in Section 155 of the Penal Law which became effective on 1/1/87; some larceny offenses that were

classified as felonjes prior to this date are now classifi

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and

ed as misdemeanors.

Processing Trends File.
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Table 2C

ARRESTS FOR SELECTED OFFENSES1
(Adults Only)

1986 Arrests

Per 100,000

Number of Arrests Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
MURDER 0 1‘ 0 3 2 1.8 36 NA
FORCIBLE RAPE 2 ' 2 1 1 8 7.1 28 300.0%
ROBBERY 8 6 4 7 4 3.5 53 . =33.3%

AGGRAVATED

ASSAULT 33 24 34 33 29 25.7 48 -12.1%
BURGLARY 122 116 124 119 113 100.2 20 -7.4%
LARCENY2 548 471 434 339 472 418.4 20 -13.9%

1 NYS Penal Law codes for the most serious felony and misdemeanor charge in an arrest event have been
organized by UCR Index crime categories tc allow more meaningful comparisons with the UCR Index crime data
presented in Table 1 of Section III. 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.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Tahle 2D

ARRESTS FOR DRUG OFFENSES!

(Aduits Only)

1986 Arrests
Per 100,000

Number of Arrests Population
% Change
1882 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank 82 vs 86
DRUG ARRESTS 150 127 104 135 99 87.8 29 ~34.0%
CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCE
(PL 220) 101 85 69 82 78 67.4 30 ~24.8%
POSSESSION 86 77 Al 86 7t 62.9 23 ) ~17.4%
SALE 13 5 5 2 4 3.5 48 ~69.2%
OTHER 2 3 3 4 1 0.9 45 ~50.0%
MARTHUANA
(PL 221) 49 42 35 43 23 20.4 29 -53.1%
POSSESSION ; 29 - 30 21 33 20 17.7 18 -31.0%
SALE 20 12 14 10 3 2.7 47 -85.0%
1

Felony and ?isdemeanor arrests that include at least one drug charge (Penal Law of New York State -Sectijons
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

Per 1,000

Licensed

Number of Arrests Drivers
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86

DWI ARRESTS

(VTL 1182) 890 817 - 718 711 795 11.4 12 -10.7%
FELONY - 63 71 69 46 56 0.8 18 ~11.1%
MISDEMEANOR " 827 746 650 665 739 10.6 12 ~10.6%

1 Felony and misdemeanor arrests that include at least one charge for a DWI offense (Vehicle and Traffic Law:
State of Hew York - Section 1192).

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, DWI Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 3A

FELONY INDICTMENTS
(Adult and Juvenile Offenders)

Number and Percent of Felony Indictments

: % Change

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86

FELONY INDICTMENTS 203 227 217 198 192 -5.4%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

VIOLENT 45 28 18 37 28 -42.2%
22.2% 12.3% 8.3% 18.7% 13.5%

OTHER 158 . 189 199 161 168 ‘ 5.1%
77.8% 87.7% 81.7% 81.3% 86.5%

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice SerQices, Indictment Statistical System.

Table 38

FELONY INDICTMENTS: JANUARY THRU JUNE 19871
(Adult and Juvenile Offenders)

% Change

Jan-June

Number 86 vs 87

FELONY INDICTMENTS 55 ~24.7%
VIOLENT 11 22.2%
OTHER 44 -31.2%

1 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Indictment Statistical System.
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Table 4A

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS1
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Dispositions
Resulting from
Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
DISPOSITIONS 1,806 1,498 1,101 1,188 1,408 -22.0%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100, 0% 100.0%
CONVICTIONS 1,318 1,024 798 807 1,044 _ ~20.8%
73.09% 68.4% 67.0% 67.9% 74.1%
ACQUITTALS 8 8 9 9 5 -37.5%
. 0.4% 0.5% 0.8% 0.8% 0.4%
DISMISSALS 462 458 372 366 353 -23.6%
25.6% 30.6% 31.2% 30.8% 25.1%
NOT PROSECUTED 3 0 0 0 0 -~100.0%
0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
OTHER ) 15 8 12 6 6 -60.0%
‘ 0.8% 0.5% 1.0% 0.5% 0.4%

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.

2 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 4B

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 260 122 114 101 141 -45.8%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% -

CONVICTIONS 185 82 84 69 95 ~-48.8%
71.2% 67.2% 73.7% 68.3% 67.4%

ACQUITTALS 3 1 0 1 0 -100.0%
1.2% 0.8% 0.0% 1.0% 0.0%

DISMISSALS 66 38 30 29 44 -33.3%
25.4% 31.1% 26.3% 28.7% 31.2%

NOT PROSECUTED 3 0 0 0 0 -100.0%
1.2% 0.0% 0.0% . 0.0% 0.0%

OTHER 3 1 0 2 2 -33.3%
1.2% 0.8% 0.0% 2.0% 1.4%

1

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.

2 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 5A

FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS1
RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions
Resulting from
Felony and Misdemeanor Arrests

2 % Change

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86

CONVICTIONS 1,318 1,024 798 807 1,044 -20.8%
100.0% 100.0% 100. 0% 100.0% 100.0%

FELONY 59 14 4 4 4 " -93.2%

4.5% 1.4% 0.5% 0.5% 0.4% .

VIOLENT 16 0 0 0 1 -93.7%
1.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%

OTHER 43 14 4 4 3 -93.0Y%
3.3% 1.4% 0.5% 0.5% 0.3%

MISDEMEANOR 682 528 391 371 468 -31.4%
51.7% 51.6% 49.0% 46.0% 44.8%

LESSER OFFENSES 577 482 403 432 572 -0.9%
43.8% 47.1% 50.5% 53.5% 54.8%

1 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.
Z.Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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Table 5B

FELONY, MISDEMEANOR, AND LESSER OQFFENSE CONVICTIONS1
RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS
(Adults Only)

Number and Percent of Convictions
Resulting from Felony Arrests

2 % Change

1982 1983 1984 1985 19886 82 vs 86

CONVICTIONS 185 82 84 69 95 -48.6%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

FELONY 58 13 4 3 4 o -93.1%
31.4% 15.9% 4.8% 4.3% 4.2%

VIOLENT 16 0 0 0 1 -93.7%
8.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%4 1.1%

OTHER 42 13 4 3 3 -92.9%
22.7% 15.9% 4.8% 4.3% 3.2%

MISDEMEANOR 120 57 74 59 80 ~-33.3%
64.9% 69.5% 88.1% 85.5% 84.2%

LESSER OFFENSES 7 12 6 7 1 57.1%
3.8% 14.6% 7.1% 10,1% 11.6%

1 Disposition data are based on the year of sentencing for convictions. 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.
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 CONVICTIONS1
(Adults Only)

Sentences_as a Percent of Total Convictions

_ 1082 _ 1983 _los4 1985 198 ¢
CONVICTIONS 100.0% 100. 0% 100. 0% 100. 0% 100.0%
STATE PRISON 0.5 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2
LOCAL JAIL 8.3 8.1 8.5 5.9 6.6
LOCAL JAIL
AND PROBATION 1.8 0.7 0.8 1.2 1.4
PROBATION 8.3 4.3 3.6 4.6 4.6
FINES 64.2 66.7 66.2 61.3 62.5
OTHER 16.8 20.1 20.8 26.8 24.7
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
than measures of total system workload. Workload measures can be found in Tables 7A for probation activity,
in Tables 9A and 9B for local jail activity, and in Table 10A for state prison activity.

2 Preliminary data.

SOURCE: Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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(‘;\“kr
Table 68
SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF FELONY CONVICTIONS

AND MISDEMEANOR AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS
(Adult Only)

1

Sentences as a Percent of Convictions

1982 1983 1984 1865 1886 2

Misd & Misd & Misd & Misd & Misd &

Felony Lesser Felony Lesser Felony Lesser Felony Lesser 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 11.9 NA 7.1 NA 25.0 NA 25.0 NA 50.0 NA
LOCAL JAIL 23.7 7.5 28.6 7.8 0.0 8.6 0.0 5.0 0.0° 6.6
LOCAL JAIL . :
AND PROBATION 22.0 0.9 7.1 0.8 25.0 0.6 50.0 1.0 50.0 1.3
PROBATION 39.0 6.9 57.1 3.6 25.0 3.5 0.0 4.6 0.0 4.6
FINES 1.7 867.1 0.0 67.6 25.0 ©66.4 25.0 61.5 0.0 62.7
OTHER ° 1.7 17.8 0.0 20.4 0.0 20.9 0.0 26.8 0.0 24.8

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
than measures of total system workload. Workload measures can be found in Table 7A for probation activity,
in Table 9A for local jail activity, and Table 10A for state prison activity.

2 Preliminary data.

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

1986 Cases
Per 100,000
Number of Cases _Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1988 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86

INTAKE OPENED1 1,577 1,646 1,686 1,603 1,940 1,719.9 6 23.0%

INVESTIGATIONS

RECEIVED 1,086 1,067 1,075 088 1,172 1,039.0 11 7.9%
FAMILY COURT 80 94 89 103 149 132.1 48 ' 86.3%
CRIMINAL COURT 1,006 873 986 885 1,023 806.9 9 1.7%

PRE-DISPOSITION

SUPERVISION

CASES RECEIVED 145 180 208 217 221 195.9 13 52.4%
FAMILY COURT 7 16 24 15 21 18.6 21 200.0%
CRIMINAL COURT 138 184 184 202 200 ' 177.3 9 44.9%

PROBATION

SUPERVISION

CASES RECEIVED 273 247 185 177 2160 186.2 57 -23.1%
FAMILY COURT ' 36 36 29 19 42 37.2 45 16.7%
CRIMINAL COURT 237 211 156 158 168 148.9 57 -29.1%

UNDER PROBATION?

SUPERVISION 728 801 741 669 686 §08.2 58 -5.8%
FAMILY COURT 70 67 67 49 61 54.1 54 -12.9%
CRIMINAL COURT 658 734 674 620 625 554.1 57 -5.0%

UNDER PROBATION y

SUPERVISION ON .

DECEMBER 31 554 556 492 476 539 477.8 47 -2.7%
FAMILY COURT 31 38 30 19 42 37.2 43 35.5%
CRIMINAL COURT 523 518 462 457 497 440.6 47 -5.0%

1 Intake occurs only in family court.

2 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 year.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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TABLE 78
PROBATION REVOCATIONS

REVOCATIONS
FAMILY COURT
CRIMINAL COURT
TECHNICAL
NEW CONVICTION

1986
Revocations
Per 1,000
Number of Revacations Probationers
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate Rank
18 28 40 23 18 26.2 49
0 2 3 2 6 98.4 18
18 26 37 21 12 19.2 54
14 13 19 13 9 14.4 42
4 13 18 8 3 4.8 55

% Change
82 vs 86

0.0%
NA
-33.3%

© -35.7%

~25.0%

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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Table BA
ALTERNATIVE TO INCARCERATION PROGRAMS: DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS

There were no agencies in the
county that received funding
for this type of program.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.

ALTERNATIVE TO INCARCERATION PROSRAMS: CLASSIFICATION/ALTERNATIVES BILL

Table 88 Table 8C
PRETRIAL RELEASE PROGRAM: 1386 COMMUNITY SERVICE PROGRAM: 1986
Number Percent
CASES SCREENED 403 NA There were no agencies in the
county that received funding
CASES INTERVIEWED 252 100.0% for this type of program.
RELEASED 167 §6.3%

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

Table 8D Table 8E
DEFENDER~BASED_ADVOCACY PROGRAM: 1986 SPECIALIZED ALTERNATIVES: 1986
There ware no agencies in the There were no agencies in the
county that recsived funding county that received funding
for this type of program. for this type of program.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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Table 9A

COUNTY JAIL ADMISSIONS

1986
Admissions
Per 100,000
Number of Admissions Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
ADMISSIONS 1,268 1,112 992 905 933 827.1 53 ~26.4%
UNSENTENCED 891 771 683 637 629 557.6 52 -29.4%
SENTENCED 377 341 309 268 304 269.5 36 -19.4%
Source: NYS Commission of Correction.
Table 98
COUNTY JAIL CAPACITY AND POPULATION
1986 Inmates
Per 100,000
Population .
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
REPOATED
CAPACITY 53 54 50 61 61 54.1 48 + 15.1%
AVERAGE DAILY
POPULATION 52 56 58 57 67 59.4 41 28.8%
DECEMBER 31
POPULATION 42 48 47 51 60 53.2 42 42.9%
UNSENTENCED 20 24 23 21 35 31.0 40 75.0%
SENTENCED 22 24 24 30 25 22,2 41 13.6%

SOURCE: NYS Commission of Correction.
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Table 10A
NEW COURT COMMITMENTS TO STATE PRISON1

1986
New Court
Committments
Number of Per 100,000
New Court Commitments Population
2 % Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
NEW COURT
COMMITMENTS 20 22 26 21 21 18.6 46 5.0%
VIOLENT FELONIES3 ] 3 8 6 5 4.4 54 ;44.4%
HOMICIDE 0 0 1 0 0 0.0 43 ’ NA
SEX OFFENSE 1 0 4 0 1 0.9 49 0.0%
ROBBERY 3 1 0 2 1 0.9 39 -66.7%
BURGLARY 5 1 3 3 3 2.7 39 -40.0%
WEAPONS 0 1 0 0 0 0.0 25 NA
OTHER | ) 0 0 0 1 0 0.0 37 ) NA
DRUG FELONIES4 1 2 1 0 2 1.8 37 100.0%
POSSESSION 0 1 0 0 2 1.8 23 . NA
SALE 1 1 1 0 0 0.0 43 ~100.0%
OTHER - FELONIES 9 12 14 15 13 11.5 38 44.4%
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 1 5 3 0 1 0.9 '22 0.0%

The files from which these data are extracted are continuously updated. As a result, the counts presented
in this table 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 convictian offense is for the possession or sale of drugs {PL 220 and
PL 221). Drug 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.”

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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Table 10B-1
INMATES UNDER CUSTODY IN STATE PRISCN ON DECEMBER 311

Inmates

Under Cust.

on 12/31/86

Number of Inmates Under Custody Per 100,000

in_State Prison_on December 31 Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
UNDER -CUSTODY 47 50 48 44 45 39.9 48 -4.3%
VIOLENT FELONIES2 22 19 20 22 23 20.4 51 4.5%
HOMICIOE 6 6 7 7 7 " 6.2 48 16.7%
SEX OFFENSE 4 3 6 6 7 6.2 42 . 75.0%
ROBBERY 5 3 1 3 4 3.5 39 -20.0%
BURGLARY 7 6 5 5 4 3.5 49 -42.9%
WEAPONS 0 1 1 1 0 0.0 32 NA
OTHER 0 0 0 0 1 0.9 52 NA
DRUG FELONIES3 2 3 3 1 2 1.8 50 0.0%
POSSESSION 0 1 1 0 2 1.8 37 NA
SALE 2 2 2 1 0 0.0 49 -100.0%
OTHER FELONIES 21 23 21 19 19 16.8 40 -8.5%
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 2 5 4 2 1 0.9 25 ~-50.0%

Inmates under custody who were sentenced to State Prison by courts in this County.

Inmates under custody whose top conviction offense is a violent felony. Appendix E contains a Tist of the
offenses counted as violent felonies.

Inmates under custody whose top conviction offense is for the possession or sale of drugs {PL 220 and
and PL 221). Drug 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.”

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.

TABLE 108-2

THE PERCENT OF INMATES UNDER CUSTODY IN §TATE PRISON .ON DECEMBER 31
FROM THE COUNTY™ -

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986

PERCENT OF INMATES
UNDER CUSTODY ON 12/31 0.2% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1%

1 Inmates under custody who were sentenced to State Prison by courts in this County. The total number of

_inmates under custody in State Prison for each of the years can be found in the "New York State" profile.

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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Table 11A
PAROLE SUPERVISION CASES

1985
Parolees
Per 100,000
Number of Parolees Population
% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate  Rank 82 vs 86
RELEASES TO PAROLE 20 20 20 25 23 20.4 43 15.0%
UNDER PAROLE1
SUPERVISION 52 58 61 68 76 67.4 31 46.2%
UNDER PAROLE '
SUPERVISION ON
DECEMBER 31 38 41 43 53 51 45,2 33 34.2%

1 The total number of parolees under supervision during a given year; j.e., parolees carried over frem the
previous year (cases under supervision on December 31) plus inmates released during the year to the Division
of Parole for supervision.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Parole.

Table 11B
PAROLE REVOCATIONS AND RETURNS

1986
Revocations
Per 1,000
Number of Parolees Parolees
. % Change
1882 1983 1984 1985 1986 Rate_ Rank 82 vs 86
REVOKED 1
AND RETURNED 2 5 3 5 3 2.7 49 50.0%
RULE VIOLATIONS 1 0 0 0 1 0.6 38 0.0%
NEW. ARRESTS 0 3 2 1 0 A 48 NA
NEW FELONY
CONVICTIONS 1 2 1 4 2 1.8 27 100.0%

1 The total number of parolees revoked and returned during a given year.-

SOURCE: NYS Division of Parole.
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- Table 12

JUVENILE OFFENDERS

ARRESTS, INDICTMENTS, AND DISPOSITIONS1

Number of Cases

% Change
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 82 vs 86
FELONY ARRESTS 0 1 0 0 0 NA
FELONY INDICTMENTS 0 1 . 0 0 0 NA
DISPOSITIONS 0 0 0 0 0 NA
CONVICTIONS 0 0 0 0 0 .NA
PRISON 0 0 0 0 0 NA
LOCAL JAIL 0 0 0 0 0 NA
LOCAL JAIL
AND PROBATION o 0 ‘ . 0 0 0 NA
PROBATION 0 0 0 0 0 NA
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 NA
ACQUITTALS 0 0 0 0 0 NA
DISMISSALS 0 0 0 0 0 NA
NOT PROSECUTED 0 ' 0 0 0 0 NA
REMOVED TO |
FAMILY COURT 0 0 0 0 0 NA
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 NA
1

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 Pepal 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 SUMMARY1
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Progtam 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. . 59.4 71.2 50.6 77.4 30.3% 0.0 0.0
Crime Victims Board. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 82.0 88.9
Division of Criminal
Justice Services 0.0 562.5 31.8 127.1 NA 120.5 . 136.1
Division of Probation2
and Correctional :
Alternatives 246.3 265.5 289.8 341.8 38.8% 361.7 417.8
Division for Youth3 270.9 254.3 261.8 615.0 127.0% 360.9 387.9
Other Local Aid

District 4

Attorney Salaries - - 10.0 10.0 NA 0.0 -
TOTAL 576.6 1,153.5 644.0 1,171.3 103.1% 925.1 1,030.7

4

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 Associatian) 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.

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.
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Table 2

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
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 87-88
Board of Prisoners’

Felons ° 55.8 65.4 38.8 58.8 5.3% - -

Parole Violators 2.0 4.4 10.8 12.7 542.4% -~ -~

State Readies’ -- -- - 5.1 NA .- -
Prisoner Transfert 1.8 1.4 1.2 1.0 -44.5% -- -
TOTAL §9.4 71.2 50.6 77.4 30.3% 0.0 8.0

i

for this program.

2 This program component was implemented in FY 1985-86.

SOURCE:

NYS Department of Correctional Services.

.Local correctional facilities are reimbursed for expenditures from the “statewide” lump-sum appropriation
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Table 3

CRIME VICTIMS BOARD
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
-Victim and Witness
Assistance Program
Comprehensive 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 82.0 - 88.9
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 82.0 ’ 88.9

SOURCE: NYS Crime Victims Board.
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TJable 4

DIVISION OF 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
Indigent i
Parolee Program 0.0 1.6 1.8 1.5 NA - -
Mobile Radio 2
District Program - - 560.0 30.0 30.0 NA D.0 0.0
Narcotics Contro13 -- - -- -- NA -- 12.6
Neighborhood®
Preservation Crime
Prevention Act - 0.9 0.0 0.0 NA - --
Soft Body Armour5
Reimbursement Program - - 0.0 1.7 NA - --
Target Crime 5
Initiative Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 94.0 NA 120.5 123.5
TOTAL 0.0 562.5 31.8 127.1 NA 120.5 136.1

1 Agencies are reimbursed for expenditures from the "NYC" and “Statewide” (non-NYC) Tump sum appropriations

for this program, therefore, appropriations are.not available by county.
2 No funds were appropriated for this program in FY 1982-83.

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

4 This act was established in FY 1983-84. At the time of publication, appropriations were not available by
county.

5 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,

Agencies are reimbursed for expenditures from the "Statewide” lump-sum appropriation for this program,

therefore, appropriations are not available by county.

5 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.
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Table 5
DIVISION OF PAROLE
COUNTY LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING

Table 5 is not presented because there were no local assistance program funds
awarded to agencies that provide services in this county.
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Table 6

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

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Program FY_82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY _85-85 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
C]assificatiun1

Alternatives -- - - 22.5 NA 31.2 32.8
Intensive Supervision/

Alternative Sentencing

Program 14.4 20.6 22.2 25.1 74.1% 25.5 . 26.3
PINS Program’ -- - -- - NA - A1
Regular State Aid 231.8 244.9 267.6 294.1 26.9% 305.1 317.7
TOTAL 246.3 265.5 289.8 341.8 38.8% 361.7 417.8

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.



IV __LOCAL

ASSISTANCE FUNDS

ST. LAWRENCE COUNTY

Table 7
DIVISION FOR YOUTH

LLOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
1 % Change

Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Detention

Non-Secure 7.2 2.1 1.9 2.6 -63.9% 2.4 1.3

Secure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 NA 0.0 0.5
Special Delinquency
Prevention Program 76.5 70.5 70.5 39.8 -47.9% 70.5 73.4
Youth Development -
and Delinquency .
Prevention 187.1 181.7 189.4 572.1 205.7% 288.0 312.7
TOTAL 270.9 254.3 261.8 615.0 127.0% 360.9 387.9

1 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.
eliminate arrearages.

SOURCE:

NYS Division for Youth.

This increase allowed DFY to pay for current programs and also



ST. LAWRENCE COUNTY

STATE CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES

TABLE 1A

CAPACITY AND STAFF SUMMARY
(June 1987)

Capacity Staff

DOCS Facilities 542 353

DFY Facilities -- -

TOTAL 542 355

TABLE 18
OPERATING BUDGET SUMMARY
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
: : % Change
FY 82-83 EY 83-84 EY 84-85 EY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
DOCS Facilities 1,725.0 6,123.8 9,161.9 10,588.9 513.8% 11,537.1 12,098.2
DFY Facilities -- -~ -~ -- 0.0% - -
TOTAL 1,725.0 6,123.5 9,161.9 10,588.9 513.8% 11,537.1 12,099.2
TABLE 1C
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET SUMMARY
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expénditures Appropriations

FY _83-84 FY 84-85 EY 85-86 _Total FY 86-87 FY 87-88
DOCS Facilities 5,032.1 8,204.2 942.1 14,178.4 3,901.3 0.0
DFY Facilities -- -- - -~ -- --
TOTAL 5,032.1 8,204.2 942.1 14,178.4 3,9801.3 0.0




V__STATE CORRECTIOMAL FACILITIES ST. LAWRENCE COUNTY

TABLE 2A

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY SECURITY LEVEL, CAPACITY, AND STAFF
(June 1987)

Staff
Security
Facility . Level Capacity Total Security Civilian
Ogdensburg MEDIUM 542 355 236 119
SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.
TABLE 28
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY OPERATION BUDGET
(Thousands of Dollars)
Expenditures Appropriations
% Change
Facility FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY_85-86 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-88
Ogdensburg 1,725.0 6,123.6 9.161.9 10,588.9 513.8% 11,537.1 12,099.2
SOURCE: - NYS Department of Correctional Services
TABLE 2C
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
FACILITY CAPITAL INPROVEMENT BUDGET
{Thousands of Dollars)
_ Expenditures Appropriations

Facility FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 Total —~ EY 86-87 FY 87-88
Ogdensburg 5,032.1 8,204.2 942.1 14,178.4 3,901.3 0.0

SOURCE: NYS Department of Correctional Services.

NOTE: There are no Division For Youth facilities located in this County.
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YEXPLANATORY 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 low. 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 refiect the rankings for only the 57 non-New York City
counties, making the range for rank values of these data one (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 Depaktment of Motor Vehicles provided the data on
licensed drivers in New York State that was used to calculate the rate of DWI
arrests per 1,000 Ticensed drivers (Section III: Table 2-E).

SECTION I CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGENCIES

Criminal justice agencies located within or prov1d1ng 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 mi]es and
1970-80 population change data)

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

00 COOo

o

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 multiplie crime event
by one agency may not be identified az 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 local 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 operating 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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Otfeader Type Gffence Catogory

Source & Kesarks

FBI lndex ofiense def-
initions spanning
felonies and aisde-
seanars for the
specified offenges.

Hok applicable.

NYS Bivision of Criainal Justice
Services, Unifors Criae Reporting
Systes,

TABLE 1 Characteristics of Data Presented in Section 11Is Crise and Crisinal Justice Activity
Table Fopulation Unit of Count
Table t  IHDEX CRINES KNOWN 1D THE POLICE Index offenses knoun o law Victia-basedt aurder
enforcesent agencies in Mee York forcible rape
State for a given year, agqravated assault
Structure-baseds burglary
Event-baced:s robbery
: larceny lexcluding
' sotor vehicle theft}
Vebicle-baseds eotor vehicle theft
The unit of count is based on the
sast serious offense in a crise event,
Table 20 FELONY AMD NISDEMEANOR ARRESTS Adult felony and sisdeszanor arrest A2 arrest event. The sost sericus
events that occurred during a given charge placed against an offender for
Table 2B FELOKY AND HISDENEANOR ARRESTS: year. an arrest event is counted except for
January through June, 1987 violent felony counts which reflect
arrest events that included at least
Table 2C  ARRESTS FOR SELECTED OFFENSES ore charge for 2 violent felony
offense listed in Appendix £,
Table 20 ARRESTS FOR POSSESSION AHD SALE OF DRUGS Adult felony 2nd sisdeseanns arrest An arrest event.
events occurring during a given year
that inciude at least one charge for
drugs (New York State Penal Law -
Sections 220 and 221), ‘
Table 26 FELDNY AMD NISDENEAHOR ARRESTS Adult felony and eisdeseanor arrest

FOR. D¥I DFFENSES

events accurring during a given year
that include at beast one charge for
a D41 offense WWehicle and Tralfic
taw: State of New York - Section
192,

Adult & Felony Arrests

Hisdeseanor Arrests

N¥S Bivisian of Crieina) Justice
Services, Arrests and Processing
Treads File.

RYS Bivisica of Crisinal Justice
Services, Drug Arrests and
Processing Trends File.

N¥S Division of Crisinal Justice
Services, DWi Arrest and
Ph\ussinq Trends File.

s

{ Continued on the next page, }
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IABLE §  Characteristics of Data Presented in Section $1: Eriee and Crisinal Justice Activity - Tontinued

Population

Unjt of Count

Dftender Type

T BT

fif fgase Catygor

ourg e0ark:

Yable YA  FELONY INDICTHENTS

Table 3B FELDHY INDICTHENIS:
Yanuary through Jung, 1987

Felony indicteents and superior
tourd inforsations #iled during
3 gives year.

Defendaat-Indictaent/superier court
iatoraationiSCYY bazed; sach defondant
nzeed in a0 iadictaent/SCLY is counted.
The anst serious charge placed agaiast
a delendant is counted except for
violeal felony counts which reflect
indictaents/SCI's that include at least
ong charge for a violent felony offense
listed in fppendiz E,

fdulg @
Jusenile Offendar 22

felony ladictaents/
Superice Court Inforea-
tions.

HYS Bivisioa of Criainal Justice
Servizes, ladicteeal Statistical
Systea.

Bispositions occurring during 2 given
vear that resulted froo adull felony
and sisdeseacor arrest svents which
occurced after Dacesher 31, 1969,

Dispositions occurring during a given
year ihat resulted fros adult felony
arrest events that accurred after
Decaatier 33, 1349..

Disposition based; each arrest event
that resulted ia a disposition is
counted. Counts are based oa the

year of sentencing for convictions

and on the year of disposition for
acquittals, dississals, nol prosecuted,
and “other® dispositions, “Other®
iacludes cases disposed by civil
procedure, dhated by the death of 2
defendaat, aic.

Adult @

Eoavictions fors
Felany Dffenses
Nisdeueancy Difenses
Lesser Offenses

ot applicable for
acquittal, dismissal,
and "other® disposi-
tions.)

HYS Bivisian of Crisiaal Justice
Services, Arcest and Processing
Trends File.

M I3

Convicticn dispositions, for shich
sentences were isposed during A given
year, thal resatled froa adull felony
and sisdeacanor arrest pvents that
occurred after Deceaber 31, 1969,

Table 48 DISPOSITICHS RESULTING FRON
FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS

Table 40  DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROX FELONY ARRESYS

Table 58  FELONY, MISEEMEANOR, AHD LESSER OFFENSE
CORVICTE0RS RESULTING FROM FELONY AND
KISOENEANOR ARRESIS :

Table SB FELONY, HISOEMEANDK, AND LESSER BFFENSE

CONVICTIONS RESULYING FRON FELONY ARRESIS

Conviction dispositions, for which
sentences were japosed during a given
year, that reculted fros adult felony
arrect events that occurred atter
Decester 31, 1943,

Conviction basedj each arrest event
resulting in both a conviction and
sentence is counted, Only the sost
serious charge is counted except for
viatent felony counts which reflpct
coaviction events that include at
least one convicticn charge for 2
vialent felony offense listed in
dppendix E.

Adull »

Convictions fors
felony Ofienses
Hisdeseanor Difenses
Lesser Difeases

WYS Bivisioa of Criainal Justice
Services, Arresl and Proressing
Teends Fila.

{ Coatinued on the nest page. )



TABLE | Characteristics of Data Presented in Section 11}: Crise and Erisinal Justice Activity - Continued
1adle Pagulatjon lnit of Count Bftender Type Offense Category Source & _Resarks .
Table A  SEMTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL EONVICTIONS| Coaviction disposilions, for uhich Conviction based; each arrest event 1 Adult 8 Convictions for2 HYS Dividion of Criginal Justice
) seatences were iaposed during 2 resulting ia both a conviction and Felany Otfenses Services, Arrest and Processing
Table 6B SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF FELOMY OR given ygor, that resulted fros adult sentence is counted, Only the past Hiedeseanor Offensee !t:ndg‘fils.
MISBEREANOR AND LESSER DFFENSE CONVICTIONS } felony and aisdesednor arrest evenls serious sentence in 2 aultiple seatence tesser Difenses
thet occurred after Decesber 31, 1989, | offence is counted, °Other® sentesces
include cases, for exazple, where a
license uas suspended or revabed
{uithout fined,
Table 78 PROBATION DEPARTHENY ACTIVITY Intake cases received during a given Losplaint-based; each cosplaiot is Fasily Courts Detained/Arrested fors § RYS Bivision of Probation and
year. ' counted 3s one case. Adult ¢ Felony Offense Correctional Alternatives:
Juvenile Delinquest Hisdeseanor Offense
Investigations ordered during & given | levestigition-based; sach iavestiqation Person is Heed of Lesser Offense - Fasily Court - Annual cospilation
yeir, ordered is counted as one case, Supervision {PIHS) only Juvenile Deling] of the *Honkhly Report of Fasily
- Ceiginal Lourts - Status Offense - orkload in Probatioa Departacnts
Request-based; each pre-disposition Request-based; each pre-disposition Aduit ¢ only PINS {Fora ¥a. OF-30),
- supervision/service requested is supervision/service request is counted Juvenile Offender 2¢ ’
| counted as one case. as one case, Crisingl Court - Annual cospila-
b - tion of the *Honthly Report of
Probation supervision cases received Seatence-based; each sentence to Adjudicatica/Conviction § Crisinal Norklead in Prodation
during a given year, probation is-counted-as one cace, fors Departeents tFors Na, DP-30A} for
Felony Gffense investigation and pre-disposition
Probation supervision cases zupervised Hisdeseanor Gffence data, and the Probation
during a given year li.e,, probation Lesser Offenses - Registrant Systea for 2)) other
cases received during a given year only Juvenile Belingd data.
plus probation supervision cases Status Dffense -
carried over fros Deceaber 31 of the ' only PIHS
previous year).
Probation supervision cases under
supervision on Dececber 31 of 2
given year.
Table 70 PROBATION REVOCATIONS Probation supervision cases for which § Revoratian-based; each probatics

probation was revaked during 2 given
year,

supervisian czse for which probation
uas revoked {5 counted as one

3

t Continued on the next page, }
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JABLE §  Characteristics of Data Presented in Section 1il: Criae and Crieinal Justice fctivity - Conli‘nued

Tadle " Population i Unit of Count Btfender Type fifease Cateqory Source & Resarkg s
[1 ()
Table B8R ALTERHATIVES YO INCARCERAYION PROGRANS: Casges processed by "deaonstratios® ‘ Case-based; if sare than one case was Adult 2 frrests or Convickions | HYS Bivision of Prabation and
DEXONSTRATION PROJECTS projects during @ given State fiscal apened for the saee client, esch case duvenile Bifenders 88 | for: Corractional Alternatives
yeir, is counted, Felony Offenses
- Hisdeaeanor Dffenses
Table B0 PREVRIAL RELEASE PROGRAN: 19Bh Cazes processed by *classitication/ . Lesser Dffenses
alteraative bill® projects during
Table BC CONNUNITY SERVICE PROBRAM: - 1985 1964
Tabie BD DFFENDER-BASED ADVOCACY PROGRAH: 1986
Table BE SPECTALIZED ALTERMATIVES: 1%Bb

{ Continued on $he next page. )
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TABLE §  Characteristics of Data Pressnted in Section §10: Crise and Crizinal Justice Activity - Continued
Tahle Fopulatien Uait_of Count Otfender Type Bifence Cateqor L4 Berark
Table 94 JAIL & PEMITENTIARY ADMISSIONS Adaissions of both detained and fdeission based, It is inportant to Adullt & Detained adeissions: ¥YS Cossisslon of Lorrection,
seatenced inaates to cousty/NYC note that if an individual is adeitted felony Arrests Sherifts Anoual Reports:
jails and peniteatiaries in New aore than once on the sase charge, Hisdeseancy frrests
York State during a given year pach adeission is counted, Lesser Dffenses The *Statevide Cospilation of
for crisinaly civil, and federal Eata fron 1985 Sheriffs” Ronual
offenses. Sentenced adeissions: Reports® iacluded the following
Risdeseanor Lonve 1 caveals “ooo The Sherités’
Lesser Difense Conv, Annual ‘Reports represent self-
reported dats collected by the
Tahle 98 JAIL & PENITENTIARY CAPACITY AND A census of both detained and Population is; insate based for both the county jails... Ditferences

POPULATION

sentenced inaates in county/HYC
jails and penitentiaries in New
York State for civil, crisinal,
and federal offences is presented
for each of the populaticas that
follous

Ingates under custody on
Beceater 31 of a given year, and

The daily average of insates
under custody during & given yesr.

*Deceaber 31° and “average daily®
populatians,

A census of beds in county/HYE

jails and penitentiaries in Mew

York State, Each jail a2nd peniten~
tiary census was taken on a different
day during a given year,

Capacity. is based on bedsy the count
differs by regions

Hew York Cily Departsent of Correction
counts rzflect beds at standard™ (one
intate per celly L0 square feet per
inmate; and #o sore thas 50 ia 2 dora).
The count does not include beds i
hospital prison wards. :

. Hon-Hew York City jail counts reffect
the nusher of cells (one bed per cell)
and dorsitory beds. This coust does
ast include detenidon or halding rooas,

Yot applicable.

Hat applicable,

exist in recordkeeping practices
asany these various counties...
The Cosaission advises caution
when using data Lo cospare one
county to ancther,®

I Continued on the next page. )
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TABLE | Lharacteristice of Data Presented in Section E11: Crise and Criainal Justice Activity - Continued
}able Population tnit_of Count Offender_Type Gffense Caleqory Source & Resarls N
Table 10A-1 ADHISSIDAS YO HEW YDRK STATE PRISOH Maissians to WIS prison during 3 Inaate based; parcle detajnees are Adult & Felony Lanvictins KYS Departaent of Carrectional

givea year,

Table $0A-2 -NER COURT COMMYTHENYS YO STATE PRISDN
Table 104 :

New court cossitaents to Y5 prison
during a given year,

not counted 2s part af the adonissions
ar under custody population, Only the
aost cerious conviction offense is
counted, Offénces counted a5 violent
felonies are Visted in Appendix E.

Services,

The “under custody® counts aay
differ shightly fron data
presented in reports and
publications released by BOCS,

Table 108 TNMATES UMDER CUSTODBY i3 STATE FRISCH A census of ineates under custody in
Y DECEHPER 31 ' MYS prison on Decesher 31 of & given
year,
Jadie 10 PAROLE DEVAIHEES IN STATE FRISOM Parole detaisres in HYS prison oa Detainee based.
OH DECEHRER 3t Geceober 31,
Tatle 14A - PARDLE SUPERVISION CASES Innates relzased to the MYS Bivision Case based. lone person per case), Adult & Loavictions fors HYS Division of Parale.
of Parple for supervicion within the Juvenite Difender 4 Felony Dffenses
State, Hisdeseanor Dffenses | The iscrease in paroie revacations
resulting froa eew felony convic-
Parole supervision cazes superviced tions reflects legislative changes
during a given year {i.e., pirale and ieproved efficiency of the
rases received during 2 given year parele revocation process, 4
plus parole supervision cases careied prisary factor nas the passage of
over fros Decesher 31 of the previous Yegislation, incorporated into
yeard, the Division's rules and requla-
tions effective Noveaher §, 1984,
Parale supervision cases under super- authorizing the Parole Board to
vision on Deceaber 31 of a given year. issue 8 final declaration af de-
linquency tor reéleasess convicted
Table 11B  REVBKED AND RETURNED PARDLEES . Parole suservision tases for xhich new felonies cosmitied under

parole was revoked and the parolee

return2d to prison during & given year,

supervision and receiving new
indetersinate sentznces. A final
declaration of delinguency streas-
tines the violation process in
these cases by obviating Lhe need
for a final revocation hearing.
The streaelined process has
vesulted in an increased propor-
tion of returas for aew convic-
tions,

{ Continued on the next page. |



TAGLE §  Characteristics of Data Presented in Section 110z Crise and Crininal Justice Activity - Continued

Table Population Unit of Count Bftender Type Offenge Cateqary Source & Reaarks .
Table 12 JUYERILE DFFERDERS Violent felany arrest events that fn arrest eveat. Juvenile Offender v6 freests, Indictaents, NYS Rivision of Crisiaal Justice
Servicest Juvenile Dffanders

occurred during 2 given year.

Violent felony indictaents and
superior court inforsations filed
during a given year,

Delendant-indicteent /superior court
inforsation (SCH) based; each defendant
n2oed in an indictsent/SCY §s counted,

Dispositions occurring during a givea
year that resulted froa violent feloay
arrests events.

Disposition based; each arrest svent
that resulted ia a disposition. Counts
are hased on the year of dispasition for
acquittals, diseissals, not prozecuted,
resoved to fazily court; and “ather.*®
Only the sost serious sentence in @
sultiple sentence disposition is counted,

and Dispositions for
Violent Felony Ofienses,

Arrests and Processing frands
File and the Indictseat
Statistical Systea.

t An adult ig an offender who is 14 years of age or older at tie of arrest.

6-Y

original jurisdiction and resove a ®juvenile offender® to faaily court where that person is reclaesified as 2 *juvenile delinguent,®

Bt A Juvenile Otfender is a person i4 or 15 years of age who is crisinally responsible for a specified felony act{sy (see Appendix 1}; and 2 persea 13 years of age who is crininally responsible for aa act which constitutes
second degree surder as defined in subdivisions one and two of Section 125.25 of the Penal Law. Crieina) courts have eriginal jurisdiction aver juvenile offenders uho are prosecuted as adults. A crisinal court can saive
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SELECTED DEHOGRAPHIC AND SOCIDECONOHIC CHARACIERISTICS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986

COUNTY

ALBARY

ALLEGANY

BRONX

BROCHE

CATTARAUBUS

CAYUBA

CHAUTAURUA

CHEHUNG

CHERANGE

CLINTON

COLUNBIA

Year

1985
1985

1985
1985

1988
1985

1984
1985

1986
1985

1985
1985

1985
1985

1986
1983

1988
1983

1986
1983

1984
1983

SELECTED DEHDGRAPHIC AND SOCIOECONGHIC CHARACTERISTICS

Population
Muaber  Rank
283,400 12
283,844 12
50,500 A8
30,902 41

1,193,600 4
1,184,154 4

210,800 18
212,443 18
85,300 3
85,335 32
19,900 35
19,857 35
143,100 3
144,230 23
96,500 ¥}
91,992 28
50,000 L1}
49,943 43
81,200 h
81,571 3
40,700 3
40,802 39

Public High Honthly Average
Population Density School Bropouts ineaployed

Per Sguare Hile = =00 o emesemessmeeenee emreedeeemeeees
------------------ Percent Percent
Density  Rank Percent  Rank Percent . Rank
541 14 3.8 ki 4.2 54
342 Y 3.4 45 42 58
49 54 . 2.6 58 8.1 20
4% 54 3.4 42 1.9 20
28,419 3] 12.4 2 8.4 14
28,194 3 12.3 2 9.1 12
2% 19 4.0 30 5.9 2
© 298 19 4.1 3 5.9 42
43 LY} 1.8 38 8.8 il

45 4 44 28 9.0 13

115 12 3.0 12 1.7 28

115 32 £.6 23 7.8 4

134 28 i 3.9 34 8.0 Kl
136 8 .1 34 1.4 26

220 21 5.3 1 bk 34

24 21 4.5 21 8.3 i7

58 92 1.8 35 © 6.8 37
56 2 3.9 3 7.2 RL}

8 41 5.0 {3 8.4 i7
18 41 4.9 i9 1.5 30
LH 38 44 20 : 4.3 53
95 38 5.1 14 4.5 53

Honthly Average?
Receiving
Public Assistance

Percent
Percent Rank

2.9 "
2.9 4
9.2 t
9.2 1
.0 58
£ 5
3.7 2
3.4 3
6.2 i
bt 12
5.5 14
5.8 15
1.4 5
7.0 7
8.0 3
8.7 2
13 0u
3.2 38
47
4.7 2
3.3 1]
4 32

{ Continued an next page, )
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SELECTED DEROGRAPHIC AND SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND {786 - Continued

SELECTED DEHOGRAPHIC AND SOCIDECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

Honthly Averages

Public Righ Honthly Average Receiving

Population Density School Dropouts lnesployed Public Assistance
Population Per Square Hile 00000 meesmssesseseeee 0 0 memesmesesssseee sessesesdesee -
------------------------------------ Percent Percent Percent

COUNTY Year Nusher  Rank Density  Rank Percent  Rank Percent  Rank Percent Rank
EORTLAND 1986 47,400 30 95 39 3.3 10 6.9 35 : 8.5 10
1985 47,352 S0 95 39 3.1 55 9.0 14 8.8 8

DELARARE 1586 47,100 5t 33 58 4.1 27 Sk 15 13 35
1985 45,888 - T 3 H] 5.0 16 b4 40 L6 33

DUTCHESS 1985 254,800 15 k3% 18 ) 4.2 26 3.8 80 1.8 5¢
1985 235,106 15 "7 18 &5 - 2 Lé 81 1.9 53

ERIE 1984 - 964,700 1, 922 11 3.4 4 1.2 3 8.2 2
1983 971,385 1 929 {1 3.3 49 .3 32 8.2 3

ESSEX 1986 3,300 56 20 50 3.2 48 9.9 4 5.4 i6
1585 3b, 384 5h 2 b 5.0 15 EN ) 8 : .0 13

FRANKLIN 1986 43,800 52 b 55 2% £ . 10.7 § 5.8 8
1985 - . 43,793 52 27 @ 3.3 it 9.3 9 1.2 ]

FULTOR 1984 34,400 4 £10 3 3¢ 1 1.4 4 47 20
1985 5541 45 1t 33 5.0 17 . i 1.4 5

GENESEE 1984 58,800 il 119 M) 3.4 45 8:6 i3 2.4 4
1985 59,053 4 e 3 . 33 50 1.3 2 2.8 1

BREENE ‘ 1788 32,100 53 83 8 L3 2 7.3 0 2,5 50
1985 « 41,476 53 84 18 5.5 10 8.5 14 2.8 47

HANILTON 1985 5,000 62 3 82 3.2 4 12,4 1 2.8 15
1985 4,985 82 3 82 2.8 59 ite 3 3.2 37

RERKIHER 1986 45,900 3 A7 5 4.3 25 %.9 7 4.1 2
1985 66,919 3 47 56 ) b 23 9.2 i i1 2

{ Centinued on next page. }
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SELECTED DEHOGRAPHIC AND SOCIOECONGHIC CHARRCTERISTICS BY COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1986 - Cantinded

COUNTY

JEFFERSON

KIN6S

LERIS

LIVINGSTON

HADISON

HOKROE

HOKTBOMERY

NASSAY

HEN YORK

RIAGARA

ONEIDA

SELECTED DENOGRAPHIC AND SOCIOECONOHIC CHARACTERISTICS

Public High " Honthly Average
Population Density School Bropouts Uneaployed

Population Per Square Hile 0 essssesssemeciee o scemeceaecoeees
---------------------- Hmemmmmeameanee Percent Percent

tusher  Rank Gensity  Rank Percent  Rank Percent  Rank
90,500 28 U LY 87 a it.4 3
8,583 29 0 43 4.6 24 12.3 2
2,293,200 i 32,780 2 - 6.8 3 g6 12
2,283,395 1 32,620 2 1.8 3 8.7 7
25,300 59 20 81 ) 2.2 1} 9.5 ?
25,165 53 20 61 3.0 7 7.3 10
58,600 2 93 40 2,2 0 1.1 2
58,328 42 92 40 3.6 58 <57 44
4,500 38 102 34 A7 19 1.8 2
46,743 38 102 34 4.6 n 6.9 37
702,400 9 1,080 10 4.0 29 5.0 |
704,876 § 1,063 10 4.7 21 43 55
52,100 4 129 2? 4,1 28 %6 8
52,521 L1 I 130 29 A9 20 9.4 3
1,323,000 4 4,610 b 2.4 82 40 38
1,331,343 4 . 4,639 4 2.3 81 4.7 57
1,478,000 3 : 67,182 i 4.7 i 1.9 34
1,479,715 3 57,263 i 18.4 1 1.5 29
214,700 17 412 I+ 4.4 2 8.9 10
216,493 17 412 15 4.2 32 9.8 [
248,500 18 204 2 3.0 14 8.3 10
250,734 16 206 2 4.3 10 6.9 38

Honthly Averaget
Receiving
Public Assistance

Percent
Bercent Rank

5.9 13
bb 10
0 a8
0 58
4.4 2
4.4 24
5.0 42
2.8 45
23 48
2.8 48
1.0 7
8.7 9
4.0 27
31 30
1.3 36
14 b
9 58
38

1.4 b
L4 a
bd 12
3.9 H

{ Continued on next page. )
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SELECYED DEHOGRAPHIC AND SOCIOECONONIC CHARACTERISTICS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1985 - Continued

SELECTED DEHOGRAPHIC AND SDCIOECONOHIC CHARACTERISTILS

Puhlic High Honthly Average
Population Pensity School Dropauts Unesployed

Population Per Square Mile = mmemeseeseeseee- 0 mmeesscmmceoecee
. Rt e I Percent Percent
COUNTY Year Husher  Rank Density  Rank - Perceat  Rank Percent  Rank
DNDHDABA 138h 453,200 10 370 13 L p i bt 39
1985 465,317 10 593 13 3.2 37 5.2 50

CNTARIO ’l?ﬂ% 92,200 27 143 27 3.3 42 8.7 30
1985 92,384 27 143 a 3.0 E1 1.0 34

CGRANGE 1985 281,700 13 34 17 4.9 14 3.1 50
1985 277,563 B 336 17 5.3 it 5.3 48

ORLEANS 1983 : 38,900 35 W 35 3.2 4 ) 8.3 15
1985 39,140 55 100 % 3.1 5 10.1 4

0SWEGD . 1985 .ll9,600 24 125 30 4.8 18 I 2
1985 119,138 A 125 3 8.3 & 8.5 {5

015860 198 59,200 10 39 5t L2 it 55 0 4
1985 - : 59,369 40 59 5 3.4 48 5.5 4

PUTHAK 1988 1,600 33 353 14 3.0 S 3.2 82
1985 80,895 H 350 1e 1.4 82 3.3 62

QUEENS 19856 1,923,300 2 17,808 4 1.1 4 6.3 4
1983 1,933,044 2 17,899 4 8.1 L] 1.0 kH]

RENGSELAER ' 1984 151,700 2 32 20 4.3 3 N 4
1985 15,352 21 231 20 4.3 i3 5.2 1]

RICHHOND 1988 374,600 it 6,349 b a9 4 5.3 48
1985 373,87t 1 5,337 3 1.4 3 5.8 43

ROCKLAND 1988 265,900 1 1,519 8 2.8 b $.1 §7
1989 265,230 14 1,518 B 2.6 &0 4.1 8

Honthly &veraget
Receiving
Public Assistance

Percent
Percent Rank

49 18
49 18
2.8 4
A1 L4
4.3 2%
4.7 20
5.3 1§
5.4 16
51 17
S 17
Ll 8t
3.0 L]
R 57
4 37
.0 58
Ry 58
3.4 30
3.8 2
] 58
0 8
2,3 i)
u1 W

{ Lontinued on next page. 1
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SELECTED DEHOGRAPHIC AND SDCIDECONGHIC CHARACTERISTICS BY COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1986 - Continued

SELECTED DEHOGRAPHIC AND SOCIDECONDHIC CHARACTERISTICS

Public High Honthly Average
Population Density Schoal Oropouts lineaployed

Population Per Square fiile ~ meemesemmeseeeee R
------------------------------------- Percent Percent

COUNTY Tear Nugber  Rank Density  Rank Percent  Rank Percent  Rank
ST LAYRENCE 1984 112,800 25 41 57 3.3 48 8.3 14
1985 13,411 25 42 57 3.3 39 8.2 18
SARATOGA '1966 164,100 20 203 2 3. 52 54 4
1983 141,590 20 199 3 34 LY g4 i7

SCHENECTADY 1984 150,200 2 72% 12 37 40 4.8 32
1985 150,585 2 131 12 i1 35 4.5 54

SCHOHARIE 1985 ’ 29,800 50 ) 48 33 1.8 3 1.9 2
1985 29,79 58 ) 48 55 3.4 44 1. A

SCHUYLER 1986 17,400 bk 33 5 3.4 33 1.3 30
1983 17,541 61 a3 53 3.t 4 1.3 28

SENECA 1988 32,100 a 98 37 3.8 ) 8.3 18
1985 32,765 §7 100 35 3.8 18 7.9 3

» STEUBEN . 198 96,900 | 2% 8 4 : . 1.9 3 1.8 2
1985 97,342 26 70 LY 3.1 52 1.3 33

SUFFOLK 1984 1,312,000 3 1,439 3 3.3 L5 4.8 53
1583 1,313,328 5 1,440 q . 3.4 3 5.0 3

SULLIVAN . 1985 48,500 36 10 43 3.0 15 5.8 L}
1985 7,602 3h C 89 4 4.9 i8 5.5 43

11864 §986 51,000 Y '8 34 3.2 50 7.1 3
1985 50,379 L] v 97 37 3.5 40 6.9 Ryl

TOHPKIKS 1984 87,600 3 184 1] 7 3 55 81
1985 v 88,150 30 183 i 6.0 f 3.7 59

Yonthly Averaget
Receiviag
Pubilic Assistance

Percent
Percent fank

L1 4
Lé 4
§.8 33
17 9a
3.3 2
3.9 27
3.5 b
3.4 31
4. i
4.8 1?
2.3 5t
2.2 52
8.6 )
8.4 11
.0 4
1.2 40
3.0 40
3.0 A
4.3 2
4.7 2
3.8 28
1.9 23

{ Continued on next page. !
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SELECTED GEHDGRAPAIC AND SOCICECONONIC EHARACIERIS}ICS BY COUNTY FOR 1965 AND 1986

SELECTED DEHOGRAPHIC AND SOCIDECOKOHIC CHARACTERISTICS

Fopulation Density

Population Per Square {ile

EOUNTY Year Nusber  Rank Density  Rank
ULSTER 1984 . 144,200 19 115 24
1985 163,774 9 145 2
NARREX 1988 55,500 1] 43 49
1985 55,440 44 &3 5¢
HASHINGTON . 1986 58,900 LA 48 45
1985 56,752 3 .o 45
HAYHE 1984 88,000 30 145 2
1985 87,551 3 145 26
HESTCHESTER 1986 843,200 8 f, 7
1985 845,440 8 1,974 7
HYDHING 1986 40,800 1] 49 45
1985 40,678 54 &8 L
YATES 1985 21,200 40 83 50
1985 21,488 80 63 49
NE¥ YORK SYATE 1984 17,772,100 HA 318 bt}
1985 17,782,754 HA . 3 M
NEW YORK CITY 1985 7,262,700 HA 4,429 . N
1983 7;254,239 NA 24,100 Nkt

Percent

Public High
-School Dropouts
Percent

Rank

51
51

n
L1}

59
3
A
L]

HA
A

Honthly hverage

Lineaployed
Percent
Percent  Rank
43
A7 a2
B.1 21
1.6 2
5.7 4
8.4 4
8.1 22
1.8 25
3.8 39
3.7 50
8.0 3
8.0 19
8.2 19
1.3 3
83 NA
6.5 NA
1.4 HA
8.1 Ha

Honthly Averages
Receiving
Public Assistance

2.6
12.8

Percent
Rank

53
i

18
35

33
35

2

rA

Lv]
1]

3
39
¥A
HA

HA
H&

¢ The sonthly.average nuaber of persons in public assistance prograes is not reported by county for ihe five New York City boroughs - only for New York City as a whole,

HDTE: Percents presented in this Table have been rounded to the first decis:l place, however, the rank scores for percents mere calculated using nusbers with four (4) decisal places.

Dramatic changes in rank scores should be interpreted with caution. The sensitivity of rates to relatively saall changes in-absolute nuabers intreases as the size of the population decreases.
For exasple, an increase of one {1} in a given activity in a county sith 5,000 residents will cause the vdlue of the rate to increase by 20, while an increase of one {1} in.a cownty with 30,000

regidents will cause the value of the rate to increase by only iwo (2},

SOURCE: NYS Department of Comeerce, Departsent of Education, Departaent of Labor, Departsent of Social Services, and the US Bureau of Census.
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TABLE 1 INDEX CRIHE RATES PER 100,000 FOPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUKTY FOR 1983 AMD 1985

T07TAL VIGLENT IHDEX CRINES PROPERTY INDEX CRIHES
INDEX
CRINES Tatal  Hurder Farcible Rage Agg. Assault Burglary 1Y Theft
COUNTY YEAR Rate  Rank - Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Hank Rank Rate  Rank Rank Rank Raak Rank
ALBANY 1985 4307 10 s 13 .8 18 3.8 8 15 2058 2 10 7 8 14
1965 4,530.6 - 1 309.4 18 1,7 38 2.0 18 14 19,2 2 Hij 10 7 15
ALLEGARY 1985 2,060.9 56 R 1 N 8 0 2% B+ 50 126 38 EH 2 - 58 34
1985 2,07.2 S8 114.9 48 RIS A 1 58 50 50 1051 4 9 4 1] 62
BRONX 158 S,ISQ.ﬂ 2 1319.9 2 3.3 i 3. 3 3 936.2 1 2 2 b §
1985 7,508.3 3 ol 2 8.8 t 8.9 1 3 §75.5 ! b 2 i1 4
BROGHE 1983 2,935 A .7 8 23 % 15,9 2 3 A4 80 ] 58 18 32
1985 2,985,853l k2.6 &0 N V) i3 28 43 350 &0 2% a6 17 32
CATTARAUGUS 1983 2,598.5 35 . 132 & 23 0n o0 50 1 106,743 34 8 3 25
1985 2,046.0 44 i20.5 4 4 50 23 8 4 107.8 42 3% 43 31 36
CAYUBA 1985 2,3y 4 1 4 L2 4 124 12 3 4.3 &2 4 36 38 3§
1985 2,168.8 55 1962 X2 a5 8 161 25 36 181,83 28 ] 39 81 7
CHALTAUBUA 1985 3,306, 20 1515 40 14 4 6.4 18 30 110.5 43 20 30 16 30
1585 33144 - 24 1323 &2 4 82 1.9 - 35 23 W8 4 2 3 14 i
CHENUNG 1984 39224 15 01,1 i L3 i 192 1k 2 150.5 34 13 A 10 2
1985 40448 13 18,7 M 2.1 192 23 22 1365 3 13 21 3 3
CHENANGD 1985 2,221,851 133.0 4 20 B e 3 81 a1 3 £l 4% & 4
1985 2,800.3 33 183.8 3 22 R 3b.6 4 44 ey 39 3% 25 3 45
CLINTOR 198b 2,43, 19 38,3 19 L1 1 7.4 48 4 21,0 11 i 50 4 . 80
1985 4,404,938 e 1 1.2 # (S % B 39 347.6 8 3 2 39 2
COLUKBIA 1984 24006 43 3034 20 1 49 W2 i 2.3 15 50 42 8 48
1965 2,139 3 w2 17 332 8.1 43 i 295.0 10 4! 33 43 4
CORTLAND 1984 4403 U 216 30 L1 18 166 19 2 163.6 30 $ 18, 4 3
1988 4,958.3 § A3 .8 41 - 26.9 9 2 185.5 2% 9 t? L) A
DELAWARE {984 2,294.0 50 19,8 48 8.5 b 43 W 40 9.8 47 L 2 33 &1
1983 2,216.8 33 #4714 4@ 41 3 A 24 138.8 31 32 28 5 2"

{ Continued on next page, }
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TABLE 1 INDEX CRENE RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1985 - Continued

COUNTY

DUTCHESS

ERIE

E5SEX

FRANKLIN

FULTOR

BENESEE

BREENE

HANILTON

HERKINER

JEFFERSON

Kings

LEWIS

LIVINGSTON

YEAR

1984
1385

1985
1963

1986
19835

1985
1983

1986
19835

1986
1983

1984
1983

1988
1585

198%
1983

1984
1985

1984
1983

1984
1983

- 1988

1985

TOTAL VIOLENT IMDEX. CRINES PROPERTY INDEX CRIHES

[NDEX

CRIHES Ttal Hurder Forcible Rape Robbery Agg. Azsault Total Burglary Larceny HY Theit
Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Hank fate  Rank
3;202.6- A 352,y 13 2.4 30 1.2 2§ 108.8 - 12 21,5 18 2,80%.7 28 855,46 19 1,945.8 27 g3 23
3,128.4 - 28 330.6 16 2.0 e 27 PLIS B T 0.0 . 17 2,195.8 30 83,6 22 1,831, W2 1117 W
4,591.7 9 573.3 [ 4 13 338 [} 178.2 b 358.8 ? 4,018,411 J21.8 10 2,430 13 445,8 7
4,532,910 5281 17 L B ¥ RN & 164,0 g 322.8 9 4,0048 12 1,130.3 it 2,488 12 406.0 7
2.208.6 52 j68.8 3B .- %4 5 5.4 8 1579 3t 2,039, 54 785,06 25 (246, 5b 21,2 82
2,187 A 15976 3 21 A 8.2 44 FIY -] 14,0 30 2,019.1 54 736,85 W 1,220.2 5B 62,3 9l
2,343.0 47 15%.1 39 0 52 i1, 3 9.4 &7 138,68 3 JBLY 43 609.0 44 1,509.0 48 85,9 47
2,860.2 3 158.9 38 246 02 25, i1 a1 8 125.6 3 2,700, 3 7843 A 1,860.7 30 .4 98
2,950,6 28 97. 52 1,6 38 10,7 38 . 3 69,3 52 2,652,9 28 489.2 32 2,030,425 133.2 2
3,435.6 FLTS B X 00 80 5.3 52 . 42 76,3 4% 3,346 19 1,009.7 13 2,184,524 147, 2
2,354 M 8.6 86 1.7 4 8.4 47 67 W2 51,8 89 2328 W 8104 43 LY S 50,2 583
2,599.3 43 92,9 o . 50 .0 8 2.7 A 5. 54 2,467,438 548.3 49 Wie 3 8.5 5t
2,508,337 3.4 12 S 82 4.5 24 1y 3 328.0 B 2,148, 4 7084 2% 1,30.2 &t e 3
2,5%2.4 39 3606 10 24 B 7.2 48 16,9 3 3541 1 2,241 48 8721 & 1,455.0 48 8
1,553 3 Bl M 0 52 D5 T &, K1) 1,808,7 57 L) PY §,3%.0 89 4,1 98
3,211,025 101,850 0 50 04 - 04 29 414 54 RIS 7517 S f,302.7 7 1,730.4 3 1425 2
1,920,058 1706 W 1.3 4 0,3 39 44 9 8.7 32 1,780,458 920,3 84 M3 ® h{:IC S
2,439 & ing B L3 4 8.9 39 3.0 5B 82,5 27 1,98.1 55 5363 S 1,391.8 52 39.9 &l
2,345.1 76,3 & 45 12 45 8 9.0 48 8.3 & 2,268.8 - %0 ne 1,809.2 45 2.6 §7
2,699 37 96,5 82 34 018 £5 3.5 40 5.2 50 2,660.5 38 Bi4.7 A 1,200,7 38 85,1
8,020.8 3 2,267.6 3 214 3 36,3 2 1,278.2 2 01,7 3 8,763, 4 3 1,781.0 3 2,0828.2 9 1,183.9 3
7,99.3 2 2,011.% 3 20.5 3 98.8 3 1,221.3 2 i3 3 9,914 3 1,761.8 3 2,118 8 1,036.9 3

986.4 62 3. 40 N Y] SO 59 12,6 4 51.9 58 922.5 b2 31,3 - 40 415.3 &2 5.9 §

1,405.0 &2 123.7 44 4,8 1§ 4.0 0§ 4.0 38 7 - 40 98L.4 . &2 06,4 W 430.8 &2 3.9 8
3,106,724 9.5 A .7 8 10,2 40 iy 42 A58 17 2,83.2 9 395.7 82 2,388,014 4.4 22
3,084,029 240.4 28 N 1] 8.5 4 4.8 Sl 25,0 20 2,037 29 4530 &0 2,328.8 16 1.4 93

{ Continued an next page. )
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TABLE §

COURTY

HADISOH

KORAGE

HOKTGORERY

RASSAU

KEW YORK

HIAGARA

OKEIDA

ONONDAGA

ONTARID

DRANEE

ORLEANS

QSHEGD

OT5EGD

IRDEY CRIKE RATES PER 100,000 PRPULAVION AND KATE RAMKS BY COUNIY FOR Y985 AND 1985 - Continued

ToraL VIGLENT 1HDEX CRIKES PROPERZY TMDEX LRINES

INDEX :

CRINES Tatat Hurder Forcible Rape Robbery Agg. Assault Total Burgiary Larceny HY Theit
YEAR Rate  Rank fate - Rank Rate  Rank Rate  fank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank fate  Rank Hate  Renk Rate  Rank
1986 2,410,y 42 105.8 51 1.5 42 20 K &5 @ we 86 2,301 .38 8.3 W2 402,23 8.5 M
1965 2,43.2 52 88.5 § .5 40 10.§ 3 ny 8.7 0§ 2,41%.8 8 395.4 a8 1,499, 46 80,4 - 40
1984 5,303 S 4977 1 5.0 10 iy 9 i4.8 7 2858 12 §,872.3 3 1427 H J 880 3 4,8 10
1985 5,373.1 4 445.6 8 L9 10 21,5 B 172.9 ? 0.3 13 4,908.4 [ 149, 12 3,482.0 3 215 10
1988 1,804,661 3§25 .3 W S 5 .3 8l 45, 53 1,520.6 40 5.6 33 928.3 4! PA 7% B )}
1983 1,896,881 1wy @ 0 &0 .8 a1 150 3 8.t @ 1,817,161 501,5 a8 1,048.% &0 85.7 4%
1985 3,437 B3 8.2 ¥ 28 27 6.2 4 1249 0 101,24 0.8 2 418§ 33 1,040.7 29 §98.7 [}
1983 JA65.2 19 2A5.7 W 23 U 1. W 1.2 i 85.9 48 32498 2 0 W 2,022.8 24 522.1 [
1986 14,315.4 - 2,984 i 29.9 2 82,2 i 1,438.3 | 988.3 2 11,817.0 1 45,8 | 3,420.8 L} 1,022,3 3
1983 13,623.0 i 2,451.0 | 25.3 2 87.3 2 1,692.7 i 811.7 2 16,9850 t 2,219.2 ] 1.808.6 -1 12 S
§984 12,8 12 WLy U L} 35,4 4 106,414 fe9.1 23 3.825.9 12 1,084.86 13 2,853 1 2089 1t
1983 4,407 12 34y 12 [P I 1 PN w.r 1 H2.2 16 4,038.8 11 L. 1 2,630.80 9 ALt 1t
1984 2,44 40 1435 &2 2.4 11.8 34 .40 1 73 8 2,291.6  ¥® 8.0 Ut §519.0 & FAN B 1
1985 2,39%.5 47 121,88 4b 24 M 1.e 3 8.3 19 9.3 58 2,207 M 364 35 1,458.9 @ 3.7 - ét
1984 4,638.0 8 5.8 W7 1 M 247 W 133.7 9 15,3 29 4,313 8 1, 18%.7 H 2,81L3 3 17,3 - 1
1985 4,448.8 8 L8 18 4 %07 130.8 9 1243 %7 4,300, 8 1,278.4 8 2,915.3 [ 16,8 17
1984 2,789,432 M3 3 A 15,2 23 23 2 18 2 2,58%.4 3l b8 3B 1,648.2 29 W4 2
1983 2,908.3 32 197.1 31 .14 0.6 19 7.3 33 158 29 2,708.3 32 6.6 - 38 1,905.% 27 ne M
1988 W33 0 425.7 8 I3 0% 2 13 1222 1t 8.1 13 LV I T §78.8 (b 2,120,722 10,1 {2
1783 3,858 16 398.0 ) s 17 2.4 20 1194 0 2.3 W 328y 20 1,069 W4 3,088 2 1.8 18
1985 2,308,7 33 0.2 18 T4 I 127 3 18 S 5.7 18 JS%4 2 501.6 45 19284 42 .4 8
1985 2,387 & 238.% 25 5 5.4 12 20,3 30 20,6 2 108,25t 435.0 - &1 1,608.9 42 44,0 4B
1988 2,0¢1.8  3a 14,8 30 L2 40 18.4 17 13, 3% e 8 2,42, W ss2.6 39 1,470 3 iy 2
1983 2,12 4 1.5 49 B 4 8.4 42 10, [H] 0.4 47 2,282,645 3574 56 [P LT I [ 1.y 3
198t 2,182.7 ¥4 3.4 57 0 52 .3 9 S0 97 850 507 2443 & 40,2 57 1,590.7 3¢ 3. 38
1963 2,389.9 S0 98.4 it 33 2 16.0 38 LY. 4 5t 2603 4b 815.4 - 47 1,600,143 5.6 W

{ Continued on next page. }
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TABLE 1

COUNTY

..............

QUEENS

RENSSELAER

RICHROND

RCCKLARD

§1. LANRENCE

SARATOEA

SCHENECTADY

SCHOHARIE

SCHUVLER

SENECA

STEUBER

SUFFOLK

YERR

———

1384
1985

1986
1964

1584
1988

1385

1969

1985
1985

1988
1983

198
1983

1986
1983

1984
1985

1986
1985

1588
1983

1985

- 1983

1984
1965

INDEX CRIME RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUMTY FOR 1985 AHD 1986 . - Continued

0T YIDLENT EHDEY CRINES PROPERTY IMDEX CRINES

INDEX

CRINES Totat Hurder Farcible Rape fabbery 9. Assault Total Burgiary Lacceny NV Theft

Bate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank fate  Rank Rate  Bank fate  Rank Rale  Rank Rate  Rank Rate = Rank flate  Rank
2,387 @ /4,2 28 Y] LY 8B 0.7 22 0.8 B 2,081.3 32 3.0 3 1720 B ILE- N}
2,971 - & 16,3 37 8.2 & 13.6 2% 9.9 49 131,y X 2,412,640 1.8 27 L. 89 1664 18
5,90%.3 4 1,208.8 b 12,1 4 .4 H) 842.8 4 §92.3 4 5,101.0 [} 1,440.9 § 2,043 - 1 §,416.8 i
4,553.9 ] 1,126.4 4 2.1 4 35,0 3 840,14 L] {35.4 ] §,405.5 { 1,421.8 5 2,840 18 1,342.7 i
3,928,414 2957 22 28 28 2.3 12 15.4 . 17 i95.4 24 3,823 13 1,083 1§ 33972 1S 177, 13
3,706, i7 2. 0 2.4 23 A8 17 .0 18 199.9 23 aang on 82.3 I 2,535 18 192.0 13
§,073.3 b 123.% H) 1.3 [ 20,1 Bt 283.3 3 . 4354 H £,349.5 1 1,050 W §,970.6 26 1,327.8 2
5,136.0 i 699.2 5 1.0 § 9.0 22 7.1 § 104,27 6 4,418.8 ? 1,248.2 ? 1,696.5 29 12921 2
2,9%.3 o 8%2 23 N/ .- 12,8 30 5.4 18 200.3 - 22 2,880.0 W0 niLe 22 1,780.4 30 f45.7 18
Jazne 27 25,3 22 1.5 N 63 43 0.4 17 195,10 A 2,851,828 "y R 1,902.8 24 199.8 12
2,992.0 i 13,8 4 A 1.4 35 .9 4@ Hne 4 2,884.2 27 820,20 2,150.8 A L 1
2,886.5 33 84,2 5§ A 00 8 1.5 @ 2.8 82 2,123 N 895,60 M 2,013.9 2 728 W
2,38%0.% 43 mz N 1.1 2% 1y U 4.5 W 2,218.8 4t £00.3 - &7 §, 30,8 41 I
2,280.4 -5t 3.1 41 [ T, 8.7 4 15.8 N 109.6 - 41 2,15L.3 S0 8391 M f,424.8 N0 gr.¢ 33
3,500.7 19 442 N 4.3 43 ey & 88,6 14 e 4 32865 18 1,063 2 2,080.2 M 15%0.8 17
33k o » 193 3 .6 3 3.2 ® 15.3. 1§ 9.8 4 3,623 2% W37 0 2029 3 185.9 1§
2,ifg.0 53 1He.s &8 K.Y 3.3 58 84 53 108.7 44 2,089.4 S (Y| LY W 6.0 50
2,40&.2. 4 72,3 88 <0 50 3 58 40 80 9.0 2,333, 42 gal.o 20 1, 39.5 83 2,3 R
1,145,0 - 5% M4 a2 S 52 0 8 5.8 53 3.8 b §,08,0 5% ey W 38,2 80 8.5 43
228,960 8.9 S N - 0 8l 169 ¥ 82,0 53 1,651,058 D119 - 11 1,048.1 1] 5.3 S8

Y2887 22 2971 U .0 23 7% S 15.f B ms % 2,98, 880,06 W7 2,182 19 1240 2
334248 3 22,0 2 8.0 ? %2 13 3.0 87 238.8 18 3,010.8 01,2 40 2203 2 148.1 21
2,5%,.2 N 233 28 .o 48 9.0 4 i U 22,8 1% 2,143 3 587.3 - 48 §,8863 97 100.4 28
2,505.4 45 2559 2 L4050 8.0 4 . 3 9.8 19 2285 47 e B 1,016.4 &0 223 0B
388 b 90,8 2 2.9 % 3.5 28 1065 43 128.0 37: 3,620 18 §98.3 1§ 2,134 '11 30%.2 $
3. Ba3 15 2558 27 i 2 132 3 108.7 12 136.7 35 1,009 M 45,3 18 2,32%.4 15 21%.8 ?

{ Continued on next page. )
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THBLE § IHDEX CRIME RATES PER 100,000 POFULATIDN AND R‘ME RANKS DY COUMTY FOR 1985 AND 1986

T0TAL ' VIOLEHT IMDEY CRINHES PROPERTY IMDEX CRIKES
IHEEY
CRIKES Total Hurder farcible Rape Robbery fgg. Assault Total Burglary Larceny HY Thett
COUNTY YEAR Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Ratz  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Raak Rate - Rank Rate  Raak Rate  Rank Rate  fank
SULLIVAN 1984 3581 18 425 10 1.4 9 2.4 ? 8.9 20 LIV S b} J s 2 $,396.4 5 1,568, 40 ma 15
1995 3,784,518 k31X B 10 26,1 10 3.0 21y 12 RTINS 4,450.3 4 LT B 1 1719.6 |4
Ti06A 1988 1,496.0 60 97,2 % L9 1 3.8 27 1he @ 167,628 $,500.8 &l 44,0 A f85.4 89 9%.7 3
1985 1,700,059 122,245 N5 3.9 S 3.9 S 1.3 38 1,481,880 3.6 b2 LS 76.8 43
TONPKING 1988 5,008,0 7 i32.4 4% [ 19 B H .4 M s n 0.7 48 4,868.3 ) 1,227, b 3,548.4 2 "y
1985 5,728.4 § 1293 43 t.4 M iy 3 A48 4 95.3 45 5,397.1 2 1,341.1 [ £,128.4 2 1203 2
LSTER 1988 - 2,85%.2 M .o It LW 6.4 20 8.5 2 WLy 1o 2,482 W2 845,86 35 L.y N2 166.7 2
1985 30190 30 n2.s 13 3 13 .7 M 3.2 2 8.1 11 2,665.5 M 6.8 3 1,760, 3 1394 23
HARRER 1588 32 2 44,7 59 .8 0 10.6 37 A4 20 0.6 82 3,206,0 1§ 0986 17 2,452,320 143.8 20
1985 3,468, A 50,3 b1 L0 50 1.2 4 12.6- # 30.5 &t 3,368.6 18 B30.2 2 2,330 13 1.3 2
BASHINBTON 1908 2;129.1 35 10,1 W3 H 0 82 1.0 2 10.? 45 163.4 2% £,919.4 85 503.86 85 §;320.8 92 §5.5 N
1989 2,158.2 5 8% A 5.3 0. 5.3 8t .3 82 UL 15 1,898.7 58 35,4 55 1,214,155 88,9 W
HAYNE 1988 3. lea.y 2§ 26,6 4 22 2.7 u 1.0 32 1735 21 2,98 B et A 2,018.3 & 869 4
1985 4305 % 200,733 0050 3.8 15 04 2 6.5 2 zan.e 27 7820 30 1,985.6 28 1043 3
HESTCHESTER . 1984 A0 13 RAIN T ) 15 2 4.0 28 163.2 8 1522 33 34791 4 196.7 2% M55 12 431.5 8
1985 3BiL0 4 FE1 10 SR H] 41 1l 5.1 ina [ 136.8 32 3,505,7  iS 8145 2 2,295t 1o 399.1 8
HYORING 988 2,585,0 M 422,84 9 25 B 14 & 2.5 &0 410.3 b 24 0 /.5 22 §,282.8 55 w2 37
1585 2,921 41 5351 [ 1.9 9 I % B Y] 7.4 50 513.4 4 2,028,053 a82.9 42 1,235.6 97 He.y 29
YATES 1985 2,418, 4 85,5 83 0 82 .3 4 93 4 5.0 55 2,334, B 803.4 4 f,404.8 33 6.4 55
1985 2,560,542 .4 82 N - 1.6 24 N ] 2.8 82 25140 W ney I 1,739,835 1.7 &0
HEH YORK STATE . 1986 3,040.8  KA 983.9 KA . 10,7 WA 304 MA S14.2 M 426.6 WA 4,750, M 1,216.3  #A 2,%08,2 WA 435.2  EA
1985 5,566.7 HA 98,6 KA 9.5 NA 3.8 HA 504,13  NA 8%.0 N §,538.0 A 1,233 HA 2,808.9 KA §98.0 HA
HEW YORK CITY 1884 8,865,7 MA 1,592, WA 2.0 M 4.3 M §12.2 1A 138.9 HA 5,868.3 #A 1,735.4 HA 3,936.0 KA 1,198, [
1983 8,392.9 HA 1,883.4 NA 1.3 W 4.0 CHA 1,108.2 WA 0Ly HA 8,509.5 MA 1,742.9 WA Ja8LL0  MA 1,105,6  HA

NDIE:  Dramatic changes in rank scores should be interpreted with caution. The censitivity of rates to relatively small changes in absolute nusbers increases as the size of the population decreases,
For exasple, an increase of one (1) is a given activity in a county xith 5,000 residepts will cause the value of the rate to increase by 20, while an iscrease of one {1} in a county with 89,600

residents wil) cause the value of the rate to increase by anly two {2),

Source: Y5 Division of Crisiral Justice Services, Unifora Crine Reporting Systea.




¢i-g

TASLE 24 FELONY AND HISDEMEAMOR ADULY ARKEST RATES PER 160,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY LOUNTY FOR 1983 AHD 1984

FELDXY ARRESTS

ToTAL HISDEHEARDR

ARRESTS Tolat Yiolant {ther ARRESYS
cauny . vEaR Rate  Rank Rate  Raak Rate  Rat Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
ALBARY 1988 2,387 12 nui b 21,8 1 450.5 7 1,626,721
$985 2,198 1 404,58 [} 194.8 9 409.7 b 1,5834 2
ALLEGANY 1986 1,247,340 30,7 8- 8. 23,3 4 78,8 38
1985 LiLe a2 .2 8 6.0 S8 1268 &2 880, 40
BRONY 1988 38110 2 2,045.8 2 g21.0 2 1,244.8 2 1,545.2 28
1985 3,284.8 2 1,775.8 2 170.3 1 1,005.4 .2 1,909.0 28
BRODHE 1988 1,842, W7 k7% B 1 14,3 2 83.2 40 1,445.6 T4
1985 1,676,2 3% 3883 2% w2 7 mi 1,282,939
CATTARRUGUS 1988 1,756,241 338,355 1. 8 3.8 48 1,49.7 38
1985 §,580.9 A 286.3 5 86,8 82 2.5 8 1,200 W7
CAYuGa 1968 1,55.2 82 .2 U 88,4 &b 0. 37 1,484,051
1985 1,043.3 373.2 2 81.4 43 29180 23 1,470.1 3t
CHAUTALQUA 1986 i,807.8 W R TEN T e 0 25%,3 %0 bdes W
' 1985 1,600.5 A1 299,85 55 7.6 45 222,85 5% 1, 361,0 35
CHERUNG 1985 1,905.0 N 4265 28 1293 2 w2 B 1.478.5 b
1965 1,945,429 451,82 .4 32 6.8 18 1,402.8 2%
CHENAKGD 1988 1,986.0 29 W00 40 38.0 &0 22,0 40 1,688,0 18
1985 22,1586 16 30,2 & 2.1 3 28,2 57 [,849.4 10
CLINTON 1984 1,943, 3 0.4 19 176,86 22 30,5 12 1,436,0 ¥
1985 1,851,133 049 30 95,6 289.3 % 1,468.2 32
CoLuMBIA 1984 2,088 2 2 22 14,7 19 U8 0B 1,953.8 2%
1985 2,232 8 5231 12 1326 1 9.1 3 1,712 12
CORTLAKD 1984 2,885.0 ] 4.8 - 17 177,213 N B 2,350,2 L]
1983 2,984.6 § 403.0 25 e 2 29,2 2% 2,561.8 2
DELAWARE 1986 2,010.6 25 04 8 ge.? 8l R X1 B /] 1,590.2 A

1983 1,%6.0 27 - L2 40 4.8 55 ms A 1,418.8 17

{ Continued on sext page, )
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TRELE 24 FELONY AND MISOEMEANOR ABULT ARREST RATES PER 160,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR l?éS AND 986 - Contiqued

. FELONY ARRESTS
ToTAL HISDEHEANOR

ARRESTS Total Violent Dther ARRESTS
COUNTY YEAR Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate - Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
DUTCHESS 1984 1,987.4 & 4 1 158.1 17 R0 S b 1,449.8 35
1985 1,989.8 23 St4.7 13 146,612 3481 14 1,475,030
ERIE 1388 2,257, 17 7.3 12 22,3 ? 348,919 1,485.8 )
1985 2,103.4 18 339710 210,2 B8 308 19 1,563.3 25
ESSEX 1986 2,285.7 - 1 5e4.0 ot 3.7 40 490.4 4 L& 17
1965 1,949.7 28 M7 W 48.7 90 206,06 2 {,595.0 1%
FRANKLIN 1984 2,40 1 Wt & B MU 238,0 §i 1,995.4 8
1985 - 2,016.3 20 kY% S Y 154 & 21,7 R 1,869.2 14
FULTON 1988 1,393.8 &7 7.4 8l " 0.4 58 207.0 42 f,i26.4 52
1985 1,395.0 8§ 3447 0N 715.8 4% 8.7 I3 1,050.3 52
BENESEE 1986 1,920 B K1:T% S f07.1 35 2789 43 1,545.9 27
1985 . 1,752,735 328.8 M 84.7 42 43.8 48 1,429.2 W
BREENE Y LT 2,141, 23 Sl 14 12,8 24 429.9 9 1,995,222
! 1985 i,h75.7 40 N3 23 126,622 363.8 2 1,251,3 4t
HANILTON 1985 1,080.0 45 320,058 §0.0 5% 240,049 1,350,040
1985 2,006.0 22 0.4 17 40,2 - 96 3213 5 1,524,626
HERKIHER 1985 1,406 S5 I68.2 M 88,7 43 3 A2 1,053 55
1585 1,306.8 S5b 2720 59 8.3 9 207,71 b0 I, 1148 30
JEFFERSON 1988 1,496.7 528 12,4 30 30,0 2 [,004,2 54
1985 1,440,554 3703 W 103.9 33 . 26b4 35 1,070.2 5t
KINGS 1986 2,635 [ 1,592.3 3 170.4 3 826,9 3 1,240..2 4
. 1985 2,405.5 8 1,372.1 3 478,35 3 599.2 3 1,022,854
LEKIS 1985 BAS.b 62 20,9 82 2.1 82 2332 8 4047 82
1983 1,132,5 1 254.3 13 27.8 82 2.5 9 §78.2 3
LIVINGSTOR 1586 2,551.2 9 N 40 8l.y 49 295.2 M 2,174, 1
1963 2,590.5 7 280,90 57 3.7 48 2143 &% 2,302.5 [

{ Continued an next page. )
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TRELE 24 FELONY AHD HISDEMEANOR ADULT ARREST RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 19'85 fND 1986 - Continued

o FELOHY ARRESTS

ToTAL HISDEHEANDR

ARRESTS Tatal Yinleat Other ARRESTS
COUNTY YEAR Rate  Rank Rate  Rank flate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
HADISON 1584 1,846,8 3b e 8 1Ly 3 285,382 1,480.5 32
1985 1,654,142 k37 I 1 AR B L] 44,2 47 1,33.8 3%
HONROE 1986 2,285,513 955.4 B 196,06 1 h Y 1,730,418
1985 2,039.5 19 4853 13 i718.5 {1 3068 20 (,974,2 23
MONTBOMERY 1586 2,090,124 5.8 W - 7.8 83 9.0 2 1,81t 1S
1988 1,878.2 3 J02.7 M 457 &0 2520 1,872 2
NASSAU 1984 1,305,459 4020 N 12,4 25 281,04t 9034 &
1985 1,318 &7 34,4 3 21,1 2t 253.4 4t 940.4 58
NEH -YORK 1986 7,684,0 1 2,820.4 1 1.8 1 1,838.4 i 4,873.7 1
1985 7,17.3 1 2,017.4 1 923.8 1 1,393.8 i 4,999.5 !
HIAGARR - 1984 2,003.7 2% §63.8 3 T4t W 207 N 1, 5399 ¥
1983 1,836,4 32 425.0 22 1329, 14 2y 2 S| 1,431.5 ‘ 3
DNEIDA 1984 1,4271.0 & 339.6 54 103,038 2366 38 1,087.3 53
: 1985 1,289.0 &9 3223 4B 106.5 29 215.8 58 6.8 §b
DNONDAGA 19846 f,006.3 38 ane.d 10 223.¢ 8 2.5 18 1,229.9 &
1985 1,756,236 a%2.7 7 221.4 7 85,3 i 1,163.5 48
DNTARLD 1986 2,287.4 14 93,7 W 102,06 3 91,8 3 1,893.7 ]
1985 1,97 % BLT 4 85,5 4t %22 &3 1,640.9  1b
{RANGE 1984 242,86 18 438.4 ? 203.1 10 3.1 8 1,83 12
1983 2,195.5 15 971.2 B 18,2 1o 395.9 8 1,818.4 1€
ORLEAKS 198 1,840.1 49 82,4 1594 16 2931 38 1,187,750
1985 1,527.8 S0 82,8 1 140,5 18 2.4 16 1,845,083
DSHEGD 1988 1,720, 43 30,3 53 72,0 42 248,73 8 1,384,3 1§
1385 1,936.2 LY 33587 §2 .7 W 2451 L1 1,220.4 i
QTSEGQ 1986 2,0 2 384,748 8.1 8 360,730 1,819.3 13
1985 2,343.0 7 3706 33 1Hes 23 2550 44 1,972.4 7

{ Continued on next page, }
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TABLE 28 FELONY AND HISDEMEANOR ADULY ARREST RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1986 - Continued

FELONY ARRESTS

TOTAL - HISDEHEANOR

ARRESTS © Total Violent Dther ARRESTS
COUNTY YEAR Rate  fank ‘ R;te Rank Rate  -Rank Rate  Rank fate  Rank
PUINAN 1985 1,770.6 28 409.3 30 - 109.1 34 ’ 300.2 31 1,561,325
1983 1,587.5 4 32,3 48 66.8 93 1%.6 37 1,241, M
BUEENS 1986 1,688.7 4b 928,2 4 3.8 § 555.4 5 0.8 bt
1985 L8y R 709.9 3 308.9 ] 401.0 7 4.0 82
RENSSELAER 1984 1,685, &7 RLTA B Y He,o 27 2.9 87 1,29.0 43
1985 1,568,5 45 3287 4 1189 . 24 20568 81 12428 4
RICHHOND 1986 - 1,93.5 &0 618.5 f 291.8 b 26,7 2% 9430 5
1983 1,504.3 &t §70.3 ? . 295.8 ] 274.4 k) 34,0 59
ROCKLAND 1924 1,1371.6  B 388.9 42 81,2 50 21,7 3B 8,7 &
1985 1,293.7 38 3457 38 93,3 3 252.2 42 4.0 %
8T. LAWRENCE 1986 2,212,820 %8 W Y H T -1 244 8 1,883,.00 10
1985 2,006.9 2 ING 4 b6 M 246, 45 1,682.4 13
SARATOGA 1986 2,224 18 405.2 M .4 e 27 1,817.2 14
! 1985 2,286,010 KT T 1| 105.8 30 2918 A 1,868,7 9
SCHERECTADY 1988 1,317 &2 400.1 X A9 4 308,32 1,33, - 42
1985 1,528,7 49 350,03 M3 3 255,740 t,178.7 &
ECHOHARIE §906 2,718.1 8 LT 29 B (i 1Ho.7 32 kLY B 2,245.0 [
1985 2,238,312 308.7 52 8.3 40 M. 5 1,929.4 |
SCHUYLER 19848 1,902,3 35 2.8 4 109.2 33 2828  §4 1,540.2 %
1985 1,930.2 30 8.9 X 148.5 1b 268.4 34 15133 27
SENECA 1986 2,371,813 704 2 94,6 38 373.8 14 1,842.4 11
1983 2,219.% it 457.8 1? 9.6 I8 346.2 10 1,822.1 i1
STEUBEN 1986 1,989.3 & 4.4 82 69,1 5 2i2.4 M 1,217.8 48
1385 L4415 53 3040 83 47.8 51 236,349 1,043 49
SUFFOLK 1984 1,647,5 48 03.3 RN 13,7 20 6.5 45 1,28,2 45
1985 1,687.5 38 3988 2% MLy u 2570 3¢ 1,288.7 38

{ Continued on next page. }
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TABLE 23 FELONY AND MISDEMEAHOR ADULT ARKEST RATES PER 100,000 FOPULATION AMD RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1985

FELORY ARRESTS

T0TAL HISDEHEANDR
ARRESTS Total Violent Other ARRESTS

COUNTY YEAR Rate  Rank Rate  Rank flate  Rank kate  Rank Rate  Rank
SULLIvAR 1986 5;482.2 4 925,7 5 3064 ) LY AT | 2,256.4 §
1985 3, 1020 3 751.5 4 234.4 b . 1371 4 2,330.5 H

T1064 1986 L. U 62,1 45 8.4 92 24,3 1,345.0 41
1585 1,534 48 283,68 58 9.4 5% 4.2 S0 1,250.5 42

TOMPKINS {986 1,936,132 WL 8 95.9 X 247,17 56 1,592 23
1985 1,%8.7 A 1290 8 k.6 78 2223 9 18597 15

ULETER 1986 2208 19 5493 15 139.6 15 9.8 {1t 1,877
1985 2,113.9 17 523.9 i 180.0 13 353.9 12 1,590.0 21

HARREN 1984 3,282, 3 59,4 9 189.2 12 7.2 1 2,685,5 2
1985 2,943.3 H 478.1 1B 118,64 25 359.6 13 2,472 3

HASHINGTON 1986 1,998.8 30 LLT % SY ) e L3254 2 1,518, 3t
1985 1,980.5 28 N2 27 105.7 31 292,5 22 1,582,322

HAYTHE 986 2,Bﬁ.0 b 4580 U 13,6 23 3443 20 2,350.1 3
1985 2,878.3 13 485, 20 1234 W 3355 I8 2,421 4

WESTCHESTER 1388 L[S - B 3.6 18 184,718 358,318 LBl M
1965 1,730, B §90.8 14 150.3 15 340.5 17 LH0.Y 45

HYONING 984 1,528 8B 291, 59 83,3 48 208,3 &1 1,208 49
1985 1,998.0 .43 7.4 50 56,5 57 20,6 3 1,280.9 40

YATES 1736 1,33.2 38 Jgk.E 37 1226 23 28,2 4 9434 37
1985 1,265.9 49 260,48 &0 312 41 W4 52 1,005.3 53

HEW YORK BTRTE 1988 2,3663 M 948.7 MA 369.9  MA 598.8 - WA 1,897.4 M
1985 2,31.0 M 850.7 - MR 338.3 WA 52,4 HA 1,520,3 A

NEW YORK CITY {988 3,579.8 MR 1,697.4 - KA 693,48  NA 1,006,3 MA ,882.4 KA
1905 3,25 WA T L4579 0 A 526.1 WA 831,86 HA 1,754.6 HA

NDTE:  Dramatic changes in rank scores should be interpreted with caution. The sensitivity of rates to relatively small
changes in absolute nuabers incredses as the size of the population decreases. For erxasple, 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 4 county with 50,000 residents will cauce the value of the rate to increase by anly twa 43},

SOURCE: NYS Division of Crisinal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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TABLE 2€ ADULT ARREST RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS FOR SELECTED OFFENSES BY COUNTY FOR 198 AND 1986 ¢

HURDER FORCIBLE RAPE . ROBBERY 66, ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCEHY 2

ARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS ' ARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS
counTy Year Rate  Raak Rate  Rank Rate  Raak Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
ALBANY 1984 5.6 ¢ 124 U R L0) 22 7 T 12 4362 12

1985 28 3 6,7 22 235 W B0 9 9.3 B 341

PLLEGARY 1986 a0 2.0 W 05 2.8 W 46,5 ¢ 155 4
1985 Ly 4 R 0 b L4 88.8 48 9.5 3

BRONY 1986 238 ) I I 9.8 3 5 2 189.0. 3 41.8 10
1985 .0 %5 2 By 3 2 2 180.6 3 3.2 12
)

BROGE 1986 24 A 8.3 2 17 2 B2 B3 4 82 17
1985 2.8 22 5.2 30 i3 2% 30,1 42 1 Y 4.9 25

CATTARAUGUS ~ 1986 Lo & W8 LIY R 19.9 - 5 8.4 38 %Y 48
1985 NN} 23 4 82 W 2.8 37 82.0 3% A5.7 50

CAYUBA 1585 L34 8.8 A 63 &2 2.3 M S U1 B 1| me 7
1985 3.8 16 1.5 19 10,0 29 376 - 30 5.3 59 358 9

CHAUTAURUA 1985 L4 38 LY 8 LT 38 1 3 W7 8 M6 M
1985 Jo48 2.8 42 e 2 24 W 8.1 4 RLU NS

CHENUNB 1984 T ¥ ' &b 31 2.1 18 a0 o7 99.4 2 8.5 2
1983 1% B -] ‘ LB 635 4l BT 3N 133.7 % 1178 B

CHENANGD 1988 20 2 N N 12,0 &0 & 8 e 3B
1385 2.0 &2 0.0 i 40 & 18,0 7 el 18 I %

CLINTON 1984 62 b L9 4 EL 3.2 18 410,813 0g 2
. 1485 N L2 M e 3 3Ly 59,9 4 RN S

COLUKBIA 1985 L 3 L 00 1.2 2 8.0 10 84,0 40 3031 38
1985 66 B LT 82 e 30 82,7 W 1353 8 g2 77

{ Continued on next page, }




81-4

THBLE 26 ADULT ARREST RATES PER 109,000 POPULATION AKD RATE RANKS FOR SELECTED OFFENSES BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 ¢ - Continued

HURDER FORCIBLE RAPE . KOBRERY ABG. ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENYe#
ARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS " ARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS

CEUNTY Year Rate’ Rank fate  Rank Rate  Rank fiate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate . Rank

CORTLAND 1988 42 13 84 A 3.8 12 4.3 2% #4Ls 1 340,1 [

1985 NN | 42 37 o Bt 33 8.5 A 17,6 1§ 4535.9 7

DELABARE 1984 00 4 12,7 9 3.5 3 29,7 & 7.2 U 8.5 28
1985 A B N1 2.0 54 .9 % 108.8 17 3839 19

DUTCKESS 1986 35 1§ 5.8 3 4.8 20 8.8 14 5.8 27 £17 I8 T

195 16 37 5.9 29 26,7 18 76.4 1 9%.4 3 3857 AU

ERIE 1985 i I 4.8 § 42.3 4 92,4 8 1043 18 477,48 9

1985 3.9 13 14,8 7 42.7 B 93.3 7 1000 26 438.9 8

ESSEX 1386 N 1 3.8 7 5.5 48 41,3 28 120.8 & B 1T Y% I+ |

1983 SR 1 2.8 43 0 3% 2,8 45 112.7 5 286.0 4%

FRANKLIN 1984 N 1 68 30 .1 U 2.8 4 89,0 3 29%.1 40

1985 23 nm ' .1 16 T 5.1 48 100.5 25 .46 38

FULTOR 1984 1.8 3 3.7 50 935 & 2.6 80 a3 8 2%5L0 4

1985 S0 008 H 0 Sh A 1| P P ] 30.2 38 34,0 N

BENESEE 1986 M 1 S.1 40 R -1 8.9 &5 %, 2B 2.4 4

1985 Q4 5.1 32 2.0 17 % B 1) 3.1 3 337 St

BREENE 1936 : N T %5 n L.l & LIS S Y 9.4 55 L8 1

1965 4 24 4 7.2 3 1 B U] 45,1 8t 2859 a0

HAKILTOR , 1986 N 1 00 58 D 89 A0 82 160.0 1 20,0 W

1985 A48 0 5b 000 S N Y] 0.7 i 200.6 55

HERKIHER : 1986 1 L3 4 4.5 50 3.4 % 4,7 4 A% 82

1985 N 3.0 4t 45 45 2.4 5 i3.8 8 57 52

{ Continued on next page. }
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TRBLE 2€ ADULT ARREST RATES PER 100,600 POPULATION AMD RATE RANKS FOK SELECTER OFFENSES BY IZI)UNW° FOR 1933 AND 198b ¢ - Coctinued

HURDER FORCIBLE RAPE ROBEERY AGB. ASSAULY BURBLARY LARCEHYRE
ARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS RERESTS ARRESTS ARRESIS

COUNTY Year Rate . Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
JEFFERSON 1904 53 1 55 38 : 3 5§ B 17 I 1 146.8 8 208 85
1983 23 2,3 & 10,2 28 8.4 29 He 13 188.5 38

KINGS 1984 17.3 I 10,2 4 293.4 2 218.4 3 1728 [} 3.0 22
1985 16,8 3 2.8 4 24%.8 2 240.6 3 156,59 H : 18 2

LERIS 1984 P I 1 . L0 48 40 32 7.9 4 6.4 b2 110.7 82
1985 N | N1 4,0 48 40 40 8.4 38 131,642

LIVINGSTON 1988 3.4 1b 4 82 5.1 48 199 B 58,3 S0 426.3 18
1985 8.9 7 1.7 8 5% 38 2.9 27 LIS 12 426,8 it

HARISON 1968 L3 12 11,5 8 60 4 %o N ‘ a4t W ' 3453 32
1983 1.5 - 38 50 : .0 %2 3.0 4l 89,8 1.8 2

YONROE 1886 5.1 7 13.0 b 4.0 7 . 8.2 2 101,83 19 §50.2 3
1985 40 13 12,2 10 1.7 7 3.6 2% 101.5 20 502.8 H

KORT:MERY 1986 19 3 .9 % 5.0 4 0.7, 4t LY -1 28,7 4
1985 | 7% B 1 | 5.1 28 Ly 55 2.8 &t 40,9 53 398

NASSAU 1984 2.0 2.6 X B3 N 494 2 3.4 88 256,85 50
1985 1o 2 2.9 M 3.3 12 4.3 01 9.9 &5 2857 4

HEH YORK 1986 18.% 2 2.4 2 §35.¢ | 389, { 2104 ! 1,134 H
1985 17.% 2 4.3 3 405.1 1 J46.9 1 126.2 4 1,010.5 i

HIAGARA 198 .8 % 0.6 1 ¥4 N 83,9 18 101 M4 3
1983 2.8 8 L 7% 1 26,8 15 83.3 18 109.5 18 35bb 24
ONEIDA 1986 24 a0 A 3.3 2 0.4 42 8.y 3 3.0 3%
1985 L2 4 50 27 it 25 2,7 38 93,3 3 238,045

{ Continued on mext page. 1



0z-8

TABLE 2€

ONDHDASA

OHTARID

ORANBE

ORLEANS

05KEGD

015260

PUTNAH

BUEENS

REXSSELAER

RICHROND

ROCKLAND

Year

1908
1983

1986
$985

1986
105
1§11
1983

1986
1985

1985
1983

986
1985

1986
1983

1964
1965

, 1984

1985

1986
1985

ARRESTS

Rank

2

20

43
30

2%
35

1]
]

i7

- 41

46
17

4

10

§
b

45
L]

FOKCIDLE RAPE

te
1}

i
18

2
40

58
2

33
M

12
13

L1
18

ROBBERY
ARRESTS

14,7
3

1.7 .

10§.2

ADULY ARREST RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AMD RATE RAWKS FOR SELECTED QFFENSES BY COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1986 o - Continued

1]
18

2
50

£
51

Ll

2
L1

3¢
27

wh o

12
2%

fi56. ASSAULY
ARRESTS ~

f1
i2

43
44

12
14

48 -

i

3¢
8

2
1]

i?
18

3
]

BURGLARY
ARRESTS
Rate  Rank
106.4 13
130.5 s
80,3 42
4.0 50
96.9- 2%
9%9.8 27
2.5 2
£30.3 10
07 =B
965 30
8.6 20
10,1 A
Y15 -1
8.9 S
.7 30
0.0 43
ny 4
8.4 47
8.4 3
1048 3
42,3 &
1.3 40

LARCENTaE
ARRESTS
fake  Rank
LYZTS B Y |
380 20
0.2 2%
325,83t
#r2
0.8
295,86 42
295,436
2786 &
|0 4
LT T b
485.8 4
3.2 8
208, 83
Joe,2 39
24 43
MLb 45
19,9 56
250.8 49
282.5 . 42
139.8 5%
{718,380

{ Continued on next page, )
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TABLE 2C

EOUNTY

57, LAHRENCE
SARATOBA
SCHENECTADY
SCHOHARIE
STHUYLER
SENEE&
STEUBEM
SUFFOLK
SULLI?AN
TI106A

TONPKINS

ADULT ARREST RATES PER 100,000 POFULATION AND RATE RANKS FOR SELECTED DFFENSES SY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1985 ¢ - Continued

HURDER FORCIBLE RAPE : ROBBERY ABB. ASSAULT
ARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS

Year Rate  Rank Rtz Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
1985 18 3 .1 5 5 BI &
1985 2.6 % g 58 52 &2 W18
1986 L2 4 nE b .9 W wr ¥
1985 ENIT L33 14 3% 3
1986 20 28 5.3 W 8.3 15 %0 A7
198E L33 86 B 0.2 13 5.9 41
1986 0 4 08 RN 3B
1985 £ 4 0 5 0 5 W 3
1986 ) R s 3 B0 5
1985 049 A 7.4 19 na 82
1986 - RIT L5 R 15,6 58
1985 ] 5.3 6 i 43 A4 56
1985 e M wo b2 43 AR
1565 1.0 4 L1 - L4 2.6 5
1986 20 59 R %9 16 83 B
1985 2.6 % 5.0 35 0.5 11 5.8 20
192 28 19 9.0 3 1.0 1 1 4
1985 e 12 63 5 010 128 &
1386 20 %0 59 M 20§ s B
1985 20 L X 0 5 5.9 5B
- 1985 £ 4 23 55 1M 05 58
1985 REER b8 2 w1 o b 55

BURGLARY
ARRESTS
Rate  Rank
1002 20
{64.9 22
YATY A |
B1.7 40
87.2 W2
40,4 54
7.2 ¥
it 14
9.0 A%
7.1 29
02,8 18
15,4 1
s 4
.7, 92
7.6 4
84 M
202,6 2
194.7 2
43,1 &0
45,7 &2
8.2 X2
20.8 34

LARCENT¥s
ARRESTS
Rate  Rank
4184 20
M8 35
W30
328,030
TR 1Y
9.2 3
5347
W3 18
A4 5
BLY, 8
24 M
W07 1
280.7 4
%28 3
2007 57
176.5 &1
54,5 4
5.0 3
2098 56
MY M
0 B
651110

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 2€ RDULT ARREST RATES FER lOO,bDU POPULATION AND RATE RANKS FOR SELECTED OFFENSES BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 ¢ -~ Cantinued

HURDER FORCIBLE RAPE RDBBERY AGB. ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY#
ARPESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS ARRESTS

COUNTY Year Bate - Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  FRank
ULSTER 1986 1.8 U 1.3 U 2L, 2 ey 8 7.8 . 4 451 15
1985 118 13.4 9 16,5 20 4.7 13 02,5 2 407.9 13

HARREN 1986 1.8 35 LY -1 B VY I 52,3 2 1.8 3 510.8 3
1985 0 {9 1.8 30 12 ¥ 48.5 22 118.4 12 ) §30.2 4

HASHINGTOR 1985 N 1 7.0 29 . 10,5 32 04 B 10,2 W 210.9 94
1985 1.8 3b .0 5 14,1 23 Gb.4 19 Bl.4 42 200.9 34

KAYNE 1986 23 % 1.2 15 13,6 25 ®E W 1.0 i 34,1 b
1983 1.1 42 R E 15 59 39 3b.6 33 135.9 7 338.8 i3

HESTCHESTER {386 28 2 T4 2 42.4 8 86,8 1§ 4.2 9§ 30.1 28
1983 3.8 14 b6 N 38.6 9 83,6 15 87,4 49 13 2

WYOHING 1986 00 4 49 & 25 8 36,8 I 58.8 - 8¢ 180.3 &0
1985 49 i 2,5 45 2.5 %2 -3y 32 n3y 45 255,17 47

YATES 1988 O 4 5.4 18 ) 0 59 18,9 W 93,1 2 179.2 - 58
1985 D L7 3 N %3 5 9.2 bt 1862 39

NEW YORK STAIE 1984 8.0 N& 12,6 KA 127,868 MR 1367 WA 156 NA 24,7 KR
1985 1.5 NA 2.1 NA 10,9  MA 129.0 WA . 105 KA 383,46 M

HEW YORK £1TY {984 15.8  NA 18,4 A 212.8  HA 251.2  NA 159.2  HA 5271,6 MR
i 1983 14,4 - MNA 19.7 WA 4.0 WA 2.7 A 141.8  HA 647 HR

& NYS Penal Law codes for the aost cerjous {elony and misdeseanor charge in an arrest event have been organized by UCR Inder crise categoriec to allow wore seaningtul cosparisons with the UCH Index crise
data presented in Table ! of this appendix. The unit of count for arrest data, the arrest-event, differs froa those used for Index crieec (see Appendix A). It is also isportant to note that these
arrest data retlect only adult (i.e., persons age 16 or older), while crises cosmitled by persans under age 16 are included in the Inder crise counts, Finally, these data do not cecessarily retlect
clearances of the reported crises shown in Jable i,

3 firrests for the Index crise of “actor vehicle theft® are rebnrted a5 "larceny™ because it is not possible to extract eotor vehicle larcenies fros the #rrests and Processing Trends File,
HOTE: Drasatic changes in rank scorees cheuld be interpreted with caution, The censitivity of‘rales to relatively ssall changes in absolute auskers increases as the size of the population decreases.
For exasple, an increase of one {1) in a given activity in a county xith 5,000 residents will cause the value of the rate to increase by 20, while an increase of ane (1) in a county with 50,000

residents will cause the value of the rate to increase by only two {2},

SOURCE: HYS Divisicn of Crisical Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File,
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TABLE 2D ADULT ARREST RATES PER 100,000 POPULATIGN FOR POSSESSION AND SALE OF DRUGS AND KATE RARKS DY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984

T0TAL CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE ARRESTS HAREHUANA ARRESTS
RUS
ARRESTS Total Pecsession Sale Total Possessian Sale
LOUNTY YEAR Ratz  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate = Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank | Rate  Rank
ALBANY 1984 ’ 170.8 15 1.4 16 122 1 1.1 28 36,3 1t 3.8 9 L, W
1585 FLA5 B %.7 13 n2: i 20.8 1t 6.3 13 .9 9 1.6 16
ALLEGARY 1984 19.8 &2 5.9 82 3.9 & S5 13.9 48 1.9 30 S 5
1983 Nb 3 5.9 &0 5.8 & 0 53 171 Al 29 o . i.g 13
BRONX 1984 1,035.1 2 853.1 2 434.1 2 299, 7 2 1820 2 .6 3 106.4 2
1985 B94.4 2 834, 2 397.5 2 199.8 2 239.7 2 104.8 2 138.1 2
BROOHE 1984 88,2 28 68,3 2% ‘ . k3 W 2.1 12 198 A 2.8 W : 7.4
1985 5.5 W 353 W 35 N 8.5 30 L2 32 L 1% Lt R
CATTARAUGLS 1984 T 5L - 45 S I 1 B NI 1.2 i 3% B ] 164 22 L7
1983 38.7 4 17.6 4%, . 4 ’ 23 & 20 3 15.2 21 5.9 3
LAYGA 1985 7.6 50 5.0 M 2.8 4% ' 1.0 3 1.5 5 5.0 58 Ly 2
1985 5.9 33 7.6 B - 8.8 3l 15.0 19 1.3 52 50 5 63 33
CHAUTALRUA 1985 5.2 38 12,8 &t ' %8 9 24 5 12,6 53 9.8 48 2.3 &
1985 9.8 + 52 19.4 48 . 6.9 55 1.8 2 0.4 54 8.3 48 213
CHERUNE 1984 19.9 &t : 16,86 ? %% B LU H] 33 4 L1 40 .z 50
1985 14,1 8 8.7 &8 13 4 22 4 54 80 43, 38 Lt 57
EHENANGD 1988 50,0 47 2,0 4 2.0 - b 42 18.0 40 o 29 40 42
1985 4.0 3 40.0 -3t 3.0 25 L0 8 14.0 48 L0 X 8.0 28
CLINTON 19Bbl 18,2 20 985 20 By - 62 4t 1%.7 X2 13,5 3 6,2 28
1985 105.4 20 .8 20 86,2 16 B.6 29 3.6 18 .8 42 20.8 8
COLURBIA 1984 100.5 23 2,5 2 “s 181 2.0 1§ 165 21 1.5 1
1985 24 B 54,5 2% KL T Y 14y 2 8.0 14 2.5 1B 16.5 10
CORTLAND 1984 22 3 23,2 . 54 14,6 55 . 2.1 W 9.0 ¥ [ -1 12,7 9
1983 90.7 23 38,0 33 295 30 8.4 U 52.8 § 4 W 28.3 1
DELANARE 1985 L17% B 11 2.6 4 2.6 42 Q57 ) 9.1 3 1.6, 20 - Y23 B
1985 .10 3 243 4 16,7 4% 10.7 - 24 2.7 0 19.2 20 8.5 2

{ Continued on next page. }
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THBLE 20 ADULT ARREST RATES PER 100,000 PDPULATION FOR PDSSESSIDN AND SALE DF DRUGSe AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 19Bb - Continued

T0IAL CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE ARRESTS ' HARIHUAKA ARRESTS

QRUG
ARRESTS Total Possescion Salg Total Fassession i Sale
COUNTY YEAR Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate - Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank - fkate  Rank
DUTCHESS 1984 1.4 17 1207 18 9.5 1 1.9 19 20,6 28 15,2 25 5.5 3
1985 108.2 19 85,1 15 41.9 iB 18.1 17 2 B 135 30 . 3
ERIE 1984 193.4 i2 30,2 13 26,8 12 44 2% 43,2 10 35,7 [ . 1.6 2
1983 1746 T 109.3 B 83,2 10 : 15.4 18 45,3 7 81,4 b 3.9 48
ESSEX 1988 3.4 3 41 0B 4,1 30 0. 87 19.3 35 9.3 12 0 5b
196835 8.5 47 "30.2 40 2,0 4 8.3 B 8,3 5 ° 2.8 4l 3.9 3
FRANKLIN 1985 107,322 %0 22 g8 19 2.3 82 8.3 il4 42 48 25
1983 82.2_ Wi #HI OB 2o 27 2,3 4 48,0 Il 13,7 32 .3 b
FULTOK k 1986 58,6 - 42 5.8 38 2.3 40 iS5 23 12,8 62 0 44 .8 8§
1985 23.5 38 L4 8l 3.6 40 L0005 18,0 39 9.0 M 8.0 X
GENESEE 1984 B3 8 2.2 56 18,7 4% &8 W7 2 A i7.0 19 S U
1985 359 49 13.5 82 0.2 82 ' 1.7 32 20.3 33 16,9 24 3.4 48
BREENE 1984 294.5. 8 266,90 7 ’ 228,0 [ 2.8 15 8.5 8 19.0 1 §.5 17
1983 $6.9 - 2t 82,0 17, 2 1 2.8 4 169 M3 12,4 3 48 4
HARILTON 1988 180.0 17 1600 10 1400 8 N1 N Y N ] N1
1985 80,2 32 50,2 24 46,1 24 G008 O B2 SO0 82 0 58
HERKINER 1988 2.4 &0 17.9 &7 2.0 & 2.0 35 45 89 43 8 O 5
1985 7.8 4! ‘ 29.9 41 B4 B L 1.9 40 2.0 4 &0 W
JEFFERSON 1986 3 W 4 W% s W 55 43 A0 7 i1 3 8.8 18
1963 8.4 48 8.2 M 4.8 3 34 40 10.2 55 58 3t .4 50
KNGS 1983 893.,9 3 55,5 3 328,86 3 128.0 3o 128.4 3 95.8 5 72,6 3
1583 548.8 3 361.2 3 21,7 3 115.0 3 187, 6 3 .7 4 9.9 3
LERIS 1985 27,7 S 23,7 82 15.8 54 7.8 ¥ 40 &0 IS ¥ 40 4
1383 7.8 R it.e 3 7.9 0§ P X 15.¢ 45 .5 49 .5 W9
LIVINGSTON 1384 M7 3 56,3 i 35, 34 0.5 18 15.4- 4§ 1Ly 3 . 34 4
1965 2.9 4 2.3 4 15.4 44 <3439 .6 12,6 39 8.6 25

{ Continued on nest page. }
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TABLE 2D ADULT ARREST RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION FOR POSSESSION AND SALE OF DRUGSe AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1983 AHD 1984 ~ Continued

T078L CONTRGLLED SUBSTANCE ARRESTS * HARIHUANA ARRESTS
DRUG
ARRESTS Taotal . Possession Sale Total Possession Sale
COUNTY YEAR Rate  Rank Kate  Rank Rate  Rank fiate  Rank Rate  fRank fate  Rank Rate  Rank
HADISOH 1984 W5 8 24,0 55 ! 8.0 & Lo i 13.5 80 .5 82 80 3¢
1985 12,0 &2 3.0 82 00 82 ; 3.0 43 3.0 38 9.0 4 L0058
HOMRDE 1984 101,124 78,6 AN 8.4 2 19,8 20 2.5 N 17.8 16 - &7 35
1985 85,4 JI i 30 2004 8 1.8 25 253 25 1.5 2 3.8 37
HONTEOMERY 1984 1747 13 147.8 14 . 140,11 8 N 2.9 17 2.9 10 -1
1985 121.8  1b 99.0 12 91.4 B 0 083 2.8 U 2.8 16 £ 88
NASSAU 19856 169.5 18 139.2 5 94.3 15 34,5 8 30,3 12 4.6 - 1 51 U
1983 , 121,315 923 W 84,7 17 13,86 13 3.8 B .46 13 7.2 1
NEN YORK 1988 2,624, 1 +243.0 § 1 376,5 i 528.3 H 383.7 ] 154.1 } 219,46 i
1983 2,186.% 1 1,630,3 1 1,102.3 i 3958,1 1 598.4 i 2323 i U2 0
NIAGARA 1984 ?6,8 .28 80,2 2 4.7 8 ' 30.0 ] T 120 38 44 4
1983 8.4 35 2.0 29 28,2 33 8.3 2 . 143 4 8.8 47 .Y 3
ONEIDA 1984 47.2 38 523 0B .6 I h 14,9 46 129 33 . 2.0 8
1983 49.9 - 38 9.1 32 23,1 40 14,0 22 10.8 33 .6 & 1.2 55
GHONDAGA 1988 3.8 27 88.4 1 B4 03 2.7 13 25.0 I8 14,7 2% 10,4 13
1985 85.8 2% 9.4 25 1. 38 8.6 ? 2.7 2 12 35 15.3 it
ONTARID 1986 49,9 48 B0 08 34,7 38 . 22 8 1.9 35 1.6 81 43 3
1983 80.2 29 i1 31,4 2B 20,6 12 1.y 47 9.7 & L3 4
DRANGE 1986 198,110 177.8 8 156.9 9 13.8 29 202 30 1.1 17 2.5 48
1983 161.0 ? 139, 5 104.1 b 24:1 ? A4, U 6,9 25 LI% 2 1
ORLEANS 1984 1.4 A 28,3 48 12.9 56 129 30 3.4 2 154 24 [ ]
1983 3.0 59 10,2 &7 1.2 § N K 12.8 - 49 1.1 5% 7% B 1]
OSNEBD 1988 753 N $ho J7 2.7 47 2,6 44 283 i 192 13 0.0 18
1363 k3 % SRV 1.8 S5 5.9 87 5.9 3% 193 B 6.9 41 g4 27
OTSEGD 1984 524 M 33.8 45 1.8 § 16,8 22 : 18,6 3B 8.4 50 10,8 18
1983 mz .| 200 37 7.0 03 L% B} . .2 12 320 16 15.2 12

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 20 ADULT ARREST RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION FOR POSSESSION AND SALE OF DRUGSe AND RATE RANKS OV COUNTY FOR (983 AND (986 - Continued

107AL CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE ARRESTS HARIHUANA ARRESTS

DRUS >
ARRESTS Total Passession Sale Tatal Possession Sale
COUNTY YEAR Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate - Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
PUTNAR 1985 2917 7 284.9 5 229.2 5 §1.8 [} 9.8 5 1.4 83 25 4
1983 122.3 1] 1113 7 %2 13 3¢ & 18.1 44 3. B 2.3 32
BUEENS 1984 420.5 4 324,35 4 189.5 7 ' 118.4 4 95,0 5 58,4 § 9.4 )
1985 288,34 181.5 5 115.8 § §3.3 § 106.7 5 . 4.4 1) 5.3 H]
RENSSELAER 1384 3.3 M 0.2 - e W L0 & A0 5.8 23 53 1
1985 86,4 30 119 B {1 2.8 U 26 # 365.0 15 .4 15 B A
RICHHOND 1988 248.3 8 173.8 ? 1.5 -2 B87.8 § [L%] [ 1.2 43 . $3.3 4
1983 181.9 & 2.3 22 3.7 2 5.0 20 1094 4 31 8.4 4
ROCKLAND 1984 47,0 18 ‘ 123.7 1% 87,3 18 a1 U 3 2 1.9 4 2.4 10
1985 130.4 13 168.2 9 48.2 15 339 5 2.9 W 2.8 ¥ 2.0 1%
ST, LANRENCE 1986 87.8 29 47.4 30 2.9 B 35 48 204 7.7 18 21 &
1985 t15.0 7 8.1 18 7.8 12 1.8 5§t KT B %1 12 8.8 22
SARATOSA 1983 83,5 W 0.4 27 8.8 b7 38 A4 68 1.3 53 81 29
1985 M.y A 6.8 3 8.3 2 ) 1.9 16 H4,8 3 12.4 3 124 1§
SCHENECTADY {984 0.6 W .3 W . U 53 4 9.3 N 10,7 4% 7 19
1989 5.1 .31 .2 38 21,9 42 .0 M 21, 2% 1.9 22 Lo 47
SCHOHARIE 1984 40.3 a4 %5 B 16,8 8 &7 38 16,8 42 10.8 47 &7 %
1983 3.9 97 13.4 - 53 0.1 53 3.4 4 10.1 56 8.7 92 4 8
SCRUYLER 1985 2,0 59 7.2 38 17,2 52 N -1 57 @@ 5.7 §7 N1
1983 80,0 45 7.1 50 1.4 48 DS 005 . 28 W 5.7 0 17.1 9
SENECA 1988 8,0 12 58,1 %2 4. 6,2 A %9 9 18,7 15 8.2
1985 45.8 42 AN SO 0.8 2 & 122 50 12,2 37 b 58
STEUBEN 1984 2,3 %2 5.8 9 22.7 4% i 50 163 43 4.4 27 .1 32
1985 2.7 5 16,3 56 10,3 50 ) - X i7.5 42 15.4 25 Lo
SUFFOLK 1984 97,0 K 9251 2 4.3 2 /.6 4 . . 100.9 4 88,0 2 12.9 B
1985 13,1 B 76.1 v 4.0 23 27.0 8 8%.% 5 9.7 3 10,2 17

{ Lontinied on next page. }
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TABLE 20 ADULT ARREST RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION FOR PDSSESSIDH AND SALE OF DRUGS: AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984

107AL CONTROLLEG SUBSTANCE ARRESTS HARIHUARA ARRESTS

DRUG :
ARRESTS Total Passession Sale Total Possession Sale
COUNTY YEAR Rate  Rank Rate- Rank Rate  Rank Eate  Hank Hate  Rank Rate | Rank Rate  Rank
SULLIVAN 1984 1720 U 1974 U 100,46 14 3.9 1 e & 1.7 4 2.9 4
1985 153.8 10 t02.1 11 . 85.8 ? 1.4 315 .8 10 45,9 17 5.9 3
11060 1984 w4 3 0 3B 2.5 4 ’ 15,7 25 M4 8B . 40 17,4 1
1985 i1,7 M 2.8 42 23,8 I - 20 80, 119 8§ 0 59 7.9 W
TOMPKINS 1984 3.7 43 0.0 42 18,3 50 10,3 32 13.7 & %1 49 L6 18
1988 6.8 40 2.5 43 14,7 43 10.2 . 27 1.3 38 18.2 2t .4 5
ULSTER 1R . 1.9 2 9.3 1% 84,7 20 ' 1004 3 12,7 4l k 134 R L3 40
1963 109,318 82.4 14 .2 19 195 14 %9 22 240 B .9 &2
NARREH 1984 198,2 9 185,012 4y 10 5.0 3 43,2 ? 41.4 (1 i.8
1985 1330 12 104,210 §5.5 7 9.0 28 8.8 19 19.8 19 %0 A
HASHINGTON 1986 83,3 - 40 3.9 40 38,7 32 L 49 193 8 123 3 L0 2%
1985 19.4 40 15.9 St 123 4 "3s 38 RI-T J| 3.3 &0 A 58
NAYNE 1988 101,423 8.4 25 %7 B .6 17 27 2 » 125 35 10.2 14
1985 98,2 22 M2 38,3 - 20 124 2 4.0 A 1.8 28 9.1 1B
HESTCHESTER 1984 21,5 5 280.9 b 36,7 4 2.6 10 48.6 8 35.9 7 10.7 12
{983 252.1 3 195.0 4 187.6 4 4.0 10 37.1 8 43.3 8 s 13
HYOHING 1984 2.0 0§ 19,6 3 19.6 48 L 57 1.4 7 7.4 8 0 5
1983 21,6 55 7.4 59 49 S8 25 4 19.7 3% s 29 4.9 4l
YATES 1984 84,9 30 14,2 &0 D 82 14,2 2 70.8 7 14,2 28 58,6 H
{985 2.6 50 2.3 45 4.7 59 i8.6 15 307 w7 4.7 A5
NEW YORK STATE 1988 515.5 A 20,7 WA 278,7 WA 113.5 A 93.9 WA 8.4 WA 45.5 NA
1985 412,37 N 296,01 NA 193.4 A 77,0 . NA 1211 HA 80,4 MHA 56,7 NA
NEW YORK CITY 19pa 1,048.2 NA £70.4 NS 55%.7 HA 2490 HA 17,8  Ha 76.9 - KA 100.9 NA
1983 831.2  HNa 611,7  NA 393.0  NA 1647  NA 2395 M 102.4  Ea 137.1 . NA

......

t Felony and aisdemeanor arrestes that iaclude at least one drug charge (Penai Lan of New York State - Sections 220 and 221).

NOTE: Dramatic changes in rank scores should be interpreted with caution. The sensitivity of rates to relatively saall changes in absnlute nuzhers increases as the size of the population decreases.
For exasple, an increaze of one (1) in 2 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 {13 in a county with 50,990
residents will cause the value of the rate to increase by only twe (2},

SOURCE: NYS Divisian of Crisinal Justice Services; Drug Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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TABLE 2€

COUNTY

ALBANY
BLLESANY
BROA
HROONE
CATTARAUGLS
CAYUGA
CHAUTAURUA
e
CHENANGO

ELINTON

COLUKBIA

YEAR

1986
1965

1965
1983

1585
1985

1986
1985

1986
1385

1386
1985

1984
1989

1986
1985

1986
1985

1986
1985

1986
1985

DHI ARRESTS

DET FELDNY AND NISDEMEANOR ADULT ARREST RATES PER 1,000 LICEWSED DRIVERS AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 ¢

Rank

19
12

L1
54

58
54
5b
13
a
32

25
2

sl
1

13

34
3b

1.2

.4

N
N

.4
A

58
(3]

3
28

st

)
29

13
20

14
13

23
14

20
23

i
it

Hisdegeanor

54
b

54
5

16
24

44

33
2
52
34

13
13

3
3

{ Cantinued on next page,}
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TABLE 2 M1 FELDNY AND HISDEHEANOR ADULT ARREST RATES PER 1,000 LICENSED RIVERS AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1385 AND 1986 ¢ - Continued

DHI ARRESTS

Total Felony fli sdeaeanar

COUNTY YEAR : Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate = Rank
CORTLAND 1984 10, 1 4 5 0.8 U
1985 14 1 Y 14t

DELAHARE : 1984 7.2 W , d R ) &9 38
1985 8.0 M 2 4 7.8

DUTCHESS 1985 83 = N M R
1985 9.4 20 g i8 8.9 21

ERIE . 1586 8740 S 0n 82 4l
1985 YR S 03 42

ESSEX 1984 I 10 410 ) 10.8 10
' 1983 1.8 il .7 14 * [} 81 11
FRANKLIN 1986 1313 ] 243
1985 9.3 N5 440 83 23

FULTON 1986 59 45 34 5.4 4
1985 83 4 g3 57 45

SENESEE 1984 0.2 17 g 3.3 18
1985 4 2 S 9.0 20

BREENE 1985 SRl R g 12 7.3 3
1985 12 M 3 M 2 3

HAMILTON 1988 I ) Y] 5540
1983 10.4 14 ] 16.1 135

BERKTHER 1985 : 14 W ) 82 I
1985 .5 W RERY 58 40

- | Continued on next page.}
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TABLE 26 DWE FELOHY AND HISDEMEANOR ADULT ARREST RATES PER 1,000 LICENSED DRIVERS AND RATE RANES BY COUNTY FOR 1585 AND. 1984 # - Continued

DI ARRESIS

Tatal Felany Hisdeseanar

LOUNTY YEAR Rate  Ragk Rate  Rank fate  Rank
JEFFERSON 1985 82 43 S 28 .4 48
1985 .1 38 4028 .t %

k1468 C 198k 24 &0 080 ) 26 40
1983 2 % NN kS -1

LEHIS. 1988 5.5 & .0 g L6 5
. , 1985 5.0 47 S 2 ('] . 5.2 3
LEVINGSTON 1984 : s ' N 11 1
1985 13.4 i A 00H 13.4 q

HADISON 1938 B.4 28 4 38 .8 2
! 1983 g.8 2% 4 00 8.3 2
HKOKROE 1986 £ I ] 4 2 41 H
1985 5.9 80 g 19 LY: -4

NONTGOHERY " 1986 14,1 2 1.3 2 12.8 2
1985 - 9.4 AU 4 12 B3 25

HASSAY 1988 49 54 P LI 5
1985 b1 S g 45 i3 2

HEN. YORK 1984 K ) R 1 L7 -1
1983 3 80 ' .1 57 3d 50

RIAGARA 1986 8.0 33 2 8 7.8 30
1985 a2 .29 248 B0 27

(NEIDA 1986 a6 40 3 48 5.3 48
1983 5.4 LV I : 20050 5.4 138

{ Continued on next gage.}
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TABLE 2E B! FELONY AND HMISOEMEANDR ADULT ARREST RATES PER 1,000 LICENSED GRIVERS AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 & - Continved

BHl ARRESIS

Total " Felony Hisdeasansr

LOURTY . YEAR Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
ONONDAGA 98¢ 5.1 8 2 48 )
1985 5.4 5 2 sl 5.2 4

GHTARID 1984 2.0 5 Lo 0.4 14
. 1985 10.§ 18 .2~ 2 8.9 22

ORANGE 1985 .00 L1 7.9 2%
1985 60 3 o b 7.0

ORLEANS 1985 5.9 4 4 n 5.4 47
1985 NI, s L6 58

0SHEGD 1985 R 2 4 B0
: 1985 6l 3 308 28 30
OTSESD 1986 TR 81 Ha B
1985 o 3 R 52 3

PUTNAN 1984 W ’ 45 w0
1985 9.4 2 A s .3 18

QUEENS 1986 L& ) LR
1985 2.0 82 0w 20 &

RENSSELAER 1985 W% ) B 2
1985 %.8 19 .2 4 9.3 17

RICHNDND 1986 26 b : O b 26 8
1985 27 o RS 27 &

ROCKLAND 1985 W) ' b ]
1985 8345 T 51 4

{ Continued on next page.)
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TABLE 2t D] FELOHY AND HISDEMEANGR ADULT ARREST RATES PER 1,000 LICENSED DRIVERS AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY. FOR 1985 AND 1986 & - Continued

DH1 ARRESTS

Total : Felony Hisdeaeanor
COUNTY YEAR Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
5T, LAMRENCE 1984 L4 12 B8 19 6.6 12
1985 103 1 Y I 9.6 18
SARATOGA ’ 1988 1.8 3 &S00 ‘ ild (1
1985 13.0 1 A 2 12,6 [
SCHENECTADY 1986 45 41 J W 5.4 &
1985 5,8 42 4 A 6.2 43
SCHOHARIE 19848 i1.9 7 .2 50 1.7 §
1983 1y 1 ST ¥4 4 10
SCHUYLER 1984 8.4 25 : N .4 U
' 1983 4 4 J 002 5,7 4
SENECA 1986 ' KT I Lz 4 88 2l
1985 10.4 15 1.2 1 9.2 19
STEUBEN 19085 . 7.9 W B 18 .6
1983 . 6.3 W ) A7 5.8 44
SUFFOLK 1984 22 Jd 8 2.0 19
1983 10.4 16 Jd 088 10,3 W4
SULLIVAY 1986 12,0 4 1.0 8 1.0 ki
’ 1785 12.4 8 S 2% i, B

11068 1984 8.3 ¥ 1.2 5 Ly 38 -
1985 8.6 28 .1 § . 7.3 MM
TOHPKINS 1986 [T 1 28 .9 2
1985 Y A1) 1 5 .4 12

{ Continued on pext page.}
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TABLE 2E DN FELONY AND HISDENEANOR ADULT ARREST RATES PER 1,000 LICENSED DRIVERS AND RAVE RANKS BY COUNTY.FOR 1985 AND 19Bb ¢ ~ Continued

il ARRESTS

Tatal ‘ Felony tisieopanor

COUNTY YEAR Rate . Rank fate  Rank Rate  Rank
HLSTER 1988 g1 3 Jn 74 0B
1985 B A3 .70

HARREH ) 1984 1.3 4 J M 149 1
1985 2 2 T 5 1t 2

HASHINGTON 1984 1 i ) Ll & 10,2 13
1985 1.5 § L2 3 123 7

HAYNE 1985 TN SO e 4
1985 3.2 & 4 . 12,7 5§

HESTCHESTER 1988 51 53 2 9 49 50
: 1985 5.9 48 _ 204 5.6 47
HYDKING 1585 8.4 0 S R 79 %
1985 B2 . ’ N It .3 0

YATES 1984 4,6 55 SN TV
1385 54 52 L.e° 7 44 57

NEY YORK STAIE 1986 8.0 HA ' A M 5,6 HA
1985 b4 WA JH 8.4 HA

NEY YORK £ITY 1984 . 27 M 0 HA 2.7 HA
’ 1985 2.9 WA R 2.9 M

t Felony and misdeseanor arrests that include at least one charge for a [H! offense (Vehicle and Traffic Laws State of Mew York -
Section 1192},

NOTE:  Draeatic changes in rank scores should be interpreted with castion. The seasitivily of rates to relatively ssall changes
’ ir abselute nuabers increases as the size of the population decreases. For example, an increase of one {1) in'a given
activity in a county with 3,000 residents will cause the value of the rate to increase by 20, hile an increase of
one {1) in a.county with 50,000 residents will cause the value of the rate to increase by anly two 121,

SOURCE:  NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services, DHl Arrests and Frocessing Trends File.
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TABLE 3A FELONY INDICTRENTS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1985

FELONY INDICYHENTS

Vialent ’ Other Total
COUNTY Year Husber Percent Nugher Percent Mugher Percent
ALBANY 1904 178 38.4 . 286 (11 444 100.0
1983 144 KN} 04 b1.9 : 448 1000
ALLEGANY 1984 8 14,3 48 83,7 8 100.0
1985 : 10 18.2 45 Bl.B 5 100.0
DRONX 1985 3,850 49.1 3ne §0.9 7428 1009
1985 3,738 984 2,895 (A b,633  100.0
BROOHE 1388 131 2.3 pLb n.g 480 100.0
1983 149 28,9 405 1.1 334 100.0
CATTARAUBUS 1985 25 2.1 88 17.% Hi o 100.0
1985 K 22,0 i 78.0 91 100.0
CAYUGA 1988 32 3.4 i 68,9 103 100.0
1985 k1 298 73 70.2 108 1000
CHAUTAURUA 1984 57 0.5 188 75,5 283 100.0
1995 51 3.3 168 16,7 219 100.0
CHERUNG ’ 1986 I3 29,2 177 0.8 ' 230 100.0
1983 76 22.4 264 1.4 330 160.0
CHENANGD {984 12 2.0 122 91,0 ' 134 100.0
1985 17 30.4 39 89.4 56 100.0
CLINTOR 1986 32 28,2 Hixl 718 149 06,0
1983 37 8.9 94 1.4 128 100.0
COLUNBIA 1988 11 21,2 4l 78.8 92 100.0
1983 3t 3.t &0 63.% 9 1¢d.0
CORTLAKD 1984 230 4. 70 75.3 93 100.0
1983 20 5.3 199 B4.§ 129 100.0
DELAHARE 1986 9 k! i? 1.9 ) 28 100.0

1983 8 29.4 19 0.4 a7 100,80

{ Continued on next page. }
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TRABLE 34 FELONY INDICTHERTS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AWD 1986 - Continued

FELONY INDICTHENTS

* Violent Other : Tatal

COUNTY Year Huaber Percent Nusber Percent Husher Percent
DUTCHESS : 1984 82 24,4 254 75.4 333 - 100.0
1985 80 21.3 . 293 78.4 n 160.0

ERIE 1984 435 3 943 8.9 1,398 100.0
1983 £73 3.5 1,028 |, 48,8 ' 1,301 100.0

ESSEX 1984 15 117 ' 113 B8.3 128 100.0
1985 19 20,2 : 75 1.8 94 160.0

FRANKLIN 1984 l} * 231 40 1.9 52 190.0
19635 4 17.3 .13 82.3 80 1600

FULTON 1988 v 32.9 55 8.4 82 100.0
1985 i3 15,7 10 84.3 83 100,0

BENESEE 1588 2 19.4 A 90 B0.4 112 100,0
1985 28 25,7 a1 4.3 108 100.0

BREENE 1984 23 7.1 80 72.3 83 100.0
1985 2 Ja.4 ' 42 85.4 &4 160.0

HAMILTON 1986 3 18.8 . 13 81.3 16 100.0
1985 . { 16.7 3 83.3 & 100.0

HERKINER 1986 10 12,2 ' T n 7.8 82 100.0
1985 15 4.2 47 75.8 82 - -100.0

JEFFERSOR 1985 113 2.1 233 7.9 . 299 . 100.0
' 1985 45 23.4 243 15,4 278 100.0

KINGS 1986 4,514 §2.% 4,025 A1 8,339 100.0
1983 4,644 59.9 3,107 40.1 1,158 100.0

LEWIS 1984 § W6 a 75.0 36 100.0
1985 1 13.2 33 84.8 38 100.6

LIVINGSTON 1988 43 16,4 219 814 ) 262 100,90

1985 41 2.1 tad 1.3 23 100.0

{ Continued o next page, )
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THBLE T4 FELDNY INDICYHENTS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1385 - Continued

FELONY INDICTHENTS

Violeat Other Total
EOUNTY Ypar Nusber Percent Nusher Percent Nunber Percent
HADESOY 1986 n 3.2 {06 78,8 138 100.0
1985 30 2.4 104 .4 134 160,90
HONROE 1985 §2 29.% 1,001 70,14 1,428 100.0
1983 437 30,7 1,010 89,3 1,457 160.0
HONYSONERY 1984 2 18,4 93 Bl.5 IVH £00.0
1989 i3 18.3 b7 8.7 82 - 100.0
HASSAL 1984 931 ' 36,0 1,712 84,0 2,613 100.0
1985 942 39.9 1,447 60,1 . 2,408 100.0
HEY YORK 1984 4,202 9.3 2,885 40.7 3,087 00,0
1983 4,416 63.4 2,523 7 3h4 6,935 100.0
HIAGARA 1984 ) 101 28,5 254 1.5 355 100.0
1983 98 28.3 : 248 n.? 346 100.0
OREIDA 1988 190 KX H B 38k .0 576 1000
1985 3% 3.8 301 88,4 480 10040
ONONDAGA 1984 420 .7 904 - 48,3 ' 1,324 100.0
1985 399 31,4 270 88,4 : 1,269  1ou.0
ONTARIO 1984 83 3.7 203 76,3 266 100.0
1985 49 2.9 185 7.1 214 100.6
ORANGE 1985 152 .2 335 8.8 467 100.0
4 965 . 143 21.7 3 72,3 524 100.9
DRLEANS 1984 30 30.3 LY} 8.7 9% 100.0
1985 52 35.9 93 84,1 145 100.0
DSHEGD 1988 L) 219 132 8.4 149 100.0
1985 39 2.3 144 18.7 183 - 100.0
DTSEGD ' 1984 10 22.2 5 me 5 - 100.0
1985 i 28.9 20 1.1 7 100.0

{ Continued on next page. )
1
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TABLE 34 FELONY INDICTHENTS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Coninued

FELONY THDICTHENIS

Violent Other Total
COURTY . Year . Hueber Percent Nugber Percent , Husber Percent
PUTHAN 1586 32 18,7 139 BL3 1 1060
1985 13 13.4 97 6b.8 112 100.0
QUEENS 1984 5,27 .8 4,223 Sha 7,520 100.0
1985 2,964 50.5 2,911 43.5 9,875 100.,0
RENSSELAER 1988 4l . 121 12.% 166 100.0
' 1983 92 8.3 132 . B 100.0
RICHHOND . 1985 ) 214 LI} o7 . 589 S2t - 100.0
1963 173 548 146 43.5 321 100.0
ROCKLAND 1985 B4 19.7 342 803 426 100.0
1985 79 18.0 3ot 82.0 440 100.0
5T, LAMRENCE 1988 2 13,3 166 . BhS Com 0.0
1585 31 18.7 161 8.3 196 100.0
SARATOGA 1986 48 106 68,4 195 100.0
1963 62 3.0 101 62,0 183 100.0
SCHENECTADY 1986 8 8.2 122 718 . 170 100,90
1983 5% 4.0 177 150 26 100,0
SCHOHARIE 1984 ? 18.8 ¥ B3 8 100.0
1983 6 - 20.4 15 N4 2 1¢0.0
SCHUYLER 1986 13 4.4 19 594 32 100.0
1985 ¥ 19 . 819 2 100,06
SENECA 1986 13 1.3 62 BT 51000
1985 7 17.9 32 Bl . 39 100.0
STEUBEN 1986 ‘ U4 125 784 159 100.0
- 1985 34 28.3 8 N2 120 100.0
SUFFOLK 1984 817 2%.2 1,983 70.8 . 2,800 100.0

1983 . 971 32.0 . 2,081 68.0 3,032 100.0

t-Continued on next page. )
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TABLE IR FELONY INDICTHENTS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

FELONY INDICTHENTS

Violent Other Tatal
COUNTY Year Husber Percent . Husher Percent Nunker - Percent
SULLIVAR 1584 49 2.2 172 7.8 228 100.9
1983 L1 32,6 93 57.4 141 100.0
TI06A 1984 iy 1%.0 )] 81.0 100 100,06
1385 H 9.4 8b 0.4 i 3 100.0
TOHPKINS 1985 LH 24,8 124 75.2 15 100,0
1983 8 2.2 9% 12.3 137 1000
ULETER 4 1985 i 22,4 1 71.4 . 228 100,0
1985 o4 2.8 244 L 308 1000
HARREN 1988 i1 24,6 30 R.2 ' 41 100.0
1983 13 %5 36 7.5 - 45 1000
HASHINGYON : 1984 18 2.7 52 1.3 70 1000
1983 25 3.9 51 87.1 % 1000
HRAYNE . 1985 U 15.7 182 84,3 216 100,0
1985 34 7.3 183 82.7 197 100.0
HESTCHESTER 1986 499 35,1 l 924 849 : 1,423 100,90
1983 589 39.7 844 60,3 1,433 100.0
HYORING 1388 n 0 ' 11} 3.0 33 100.0
1985 b 3.4 o 90,6 4 100,0
YATES 1984 . 18 29.4 k13 10.4 : 51 100.¢
1983 7 13.3 . 44 86,3 51 100,90
HEW YORK STAIE 1984 21,833 39.4 33,917 80,9 55,810  100,0
1985 2,000 4.0 2,016 5.0 50,016  100.0
HEY YORK CITY 1984 16,115 " 44,9 ‘ 19,755 55,1 35,870 100,0
1985 15,102 5.0 14,291 2.0 30,393 1000

SOURCE: *NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services, Indictaent Statistical Systes.
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_TRABLE 44 DISPBSITIONS RESULTING FRON FELONY AND MISDEHEANOR ARRESTS (ABULTS ONLY) BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION ARD COUNTY FOR 1985 ANHD 1988

DISPOSITIDNS RESULTING FROH FELONY & HISDEREANOR ARRESTS #

Convictions Acquittals Disaissals NHot Prosecuted Qther Total

EbUNTY Year Husber Percent Nuaber Percent Nupber Percent Nusber Percent Nusber Percent Nueber FPercent
ALBANY 1984 4,280 1A 20 4 1,165 2.2 3 o 28 J 5,502 100.0
1985 4,491 17.% - 13 o3 1,230 24L3 b ol 2 A 5,767 100.0

ALLEGANY 1986 248 N3 0 0 103 28,0 0 0 2 3 3151000
1983 220 87.1 { 3 103 7 1 3 0 W0 328 100.0

BROKY 1984 23,733 6.2 330 9 10,485 2%.2 Lin 3.3 LY 4 35,872 100.0
) 1985 24,451 0.3 34 1.0 y8,874 4.8 118§ 3. i3t N 34,988 100,90
BROOKE 1984 2,347 "1 21 W7 478 216 0 .0 8 31 3144 100.0
1985 2,15 4.6 17 oh 835 2.0 0 D " 27 2,883 190.0

CATTARAUGUS 1985 . B34 8.6 L) o e 47 0 0 L] 4 1,000 100.0
1985 728 821 3 3 153 17.2 i .4 2 2 887  100.0

CAYUBA 1986 b41 70.8 ? 1.0 254 28.0 0 N 2 2 208 100,0
1985 843 75.1 0 .0 278 4.7 ¢ .0 2 .2 1,125 100.0

CHAUTAUBUR 1984 1,34 "3 13 o 02 24:6 1 .0 ? A 2,038 100.0
1985 1,522 75.4 10 3 i 3.6 o, .0 ] 2 2,014 1.0

CHERUNG 1386 1,047 Ha 5 4 353 251 0 0 2 ol .1,407 100.0
1985 1,126 74.% 7 3 3bb 284 0 .0 L] 3 1,303 100.0

CHEHANGD 1986 524 1.3 . 9 0 143 212 0 0 ) .8 813 100.0
1985 597 75,9 7 9 174 22,3 2 W3 9 1.1 72t 1000

CLENTON ' 1986 ai4 79.5 3 .8 192 16.8 ’ 0 0 10 1.0 1,024 190.0
1983 907 83.2 1 o 178 16,3 0 N 4 A 1,09 1000

CcoLuNBIA 1984 L1 98,6 I o4 401 §1.2 0 N 1 ol 974 100.0
1983 856 61.2 2 2 i3 38,1 2 2 i 4 1,089 100.0

CORTLAND 1986 76 56,5 4 o4 438 42.9 0 0 2 o2 14020 100.0
1983 44 87.1 4 A 359 32.4 0 .0 2 .2 1,107 160.0

DELAWARE 1985 Abd .9 { 2 155 1.9 .0 0. 0 .0 v 622 - 100.0
. 1983 476 72.8 § o {73 2.5 l 2 0 0 854 100.0

{ Continued on next page. }
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TABLE 4R DISPRSITIONS RESULTING FKOR FELDNY ARD HISDEMEANOR ARRESTS (ADULTS DHLYY BY VYPE OF DISPOSITIOM AWD COURTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

COUNTY

DUTCRESS

LERIE

ESSEN
FRANKLIN
FULTON
BENESEE
BREENE
HAEILTON
HERKINER
JEFFERSON
KINGS
LEHIS

LIVINGSTON

Year

1988
1983

1986
1983

1986
1685

1986
1985

138b
1985

1986
1985

1986
1983

1386
1985

1985
1983

1585
1985

1986
1383

1986
1983

1985
1963

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FRON FELONY & MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS #

Convictions

2,545
2,947

10,704
11,260

iR
428

440
o

> 823
362

668
aes

560
' 431

38
37

518
o1k}

Big
784

32,464
29,258

98
160

903
883

Acquittals

........

358
3435

Dississals lot Frosecuted Other Total
Huzher Percent Nusber Percent Husber Percent Nusher Percent
1,597 38.0 0 W0 i 8l 1.7 5200 100.0
1,713 3.0 2 R 87 1.8 . 4,753 100.0
4,949 38.7 75 A 2 4 : 17,945 160.0
4,132 b 53 3 43 .2 17,720 100.0
139 %.1 0 W0 H .9 ST6 - 100.0
i 24.2 0 0 & 1.1 33y 100.0
135 17.3 i W1 i W 79 100.0
104 i6.1 9 K} ] N 646 1000
120 18,3 [ 0 3 W8 847 100.0
142 20,0 3 .4 2 .3 709 100,0

]

156 i8.8 i oA i ol 830 - 100.0
123 17.2 ? .3 0 & 714 100.0
117 1.1 0 W0 2 3 &84  100,0
162 18,9 1 2 3 & 549 100.0
8 {14 8 W8 ] W0 4 100,0
9 19.4 ¢ 0 0 0 4 100,0
75 12,4 0 0 3 o3 . 597 100.0
b4 0.3 ¢ 0 [ 1.0 819 100.0
128 13.0 ol o 9 R 987  100.0
i3 12.5 2 .2 L} 4 506 100.0
18,013 31 2,349 4.b m 39 51,448 100.0
13,129 29.0 2,387 5.3 204 W3 45,323 -100.0
i) 22,5 0 0 2 .6 129 100,0
ki:} 18.9 0 0 2 1.0 W 100.0
235 20,5 K .0 2 2 1,048 1000
189 17.5 0 0 8 T 1,082 100.0

{ Continued on cext page, )
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TABLE 4 Z(5PQSITIONS RESULTING FROW FELONY AND NISDEMERNOR ARRESTS (ADULTS ONLY) BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1786 - Continued

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROH FELOMY & NISODEHEANOR ARRESTS

Ceavictions Acquittals Disaissals ot Prosecuted Other Totai
COUNTY Year Husber = Percent Humber Percent Hueher Percent Hugber FPercent Husher ~Percent Huzber Percent
HAD1SON 1936 n"s 82.2 4 od 144 4.8 0 R 3 b 870 100.0
1783 648 8.8 0 0 124 H.RY 2 0 i o 7 1000
HONROE < - 198h 5,374 48.4 103 R §,750 4%.5 282 2.4 B4 o7 : 11,595 180,0
1985 3,972 49.9 104 .2 5,218 44,7 12 1.9 " Wb 1,177 -100.0
KOHTGOMERY 1986 430 90.9 4 4 5l 1.1 0 0 10 1.4 73 100.0 -
1985 434 81,9 4 4 15 10.4 3 J 3 4 721 1009
HASSAU 1984 10,982 9.8 122 9 A 1,978 14.4 187 14 489 3.6 13,758 100.0
1983 12,747 85.9 93 b 1,473 i3 103 o 218 1.5 14,838 100.0
NEH YORK 1986 47,803 88,9 404 ] 30,519 30,2 1,087 4.7 29 .3 101,019 100.0
1985 49,281 49.4 375 4 25,564 2.6 2,223 2.2 1,448 1.4 99,895  100.6
NIAGARA 1988 2,921 79.3 . 20 ] 3 20.0 0 0 ' 7 .2 3,491 100,0
1985 3,020 8.6 36 9 m 20,2 0 .0 13 3 3,844 100,90
OREIDA 1586 2,084 431 7 3 403 16.3 2 WA 7 3 2,473 100,0
1985 2,008 83.2 [ .2 392 16,3 0 .0 7 3 2410 100
ONONDAGA 1985 3,862 39.6 35 ] :Q,SN 38.9 3 W0 ol N 5,485  100.0
1985 3,950 80,4 38 N 2,468 37.8 i 0 98 1.3 6,976 100.0
ONTARID 1986 1,243 82,0 7 W8 266 16,9 4 3 7 3 3,51 100.0
1985 1,048 81.7 14 1.1 204 15.% 12 .2 5 4 1,281 100.0
ORANGE ' 1968 2,149 58,4 7 ol 1,885 40.0 3 oA 63 1.3 4,701 1004
1985 3,057 8.2 i4 3 2,102 30.0 L oA 78 1.3 3,258 100.0
ORLEANS 1986 355 16,3 0 .0 : 105 22,4 1 .2 i B 465 100,0
1983 m (YN 12 2.9 113 28,0 3 7 3 Jd 410 100.0
OSHERD 1984 1,078 72,5 1 B o 3% 26,7 1 N 3 2 1,482 100.0
1983 1,138 7.8 7 N 307 21,0 i 4 v 13 .8 1,480 100.0
TSERD 1986 37 1.0 4 o 188 20,2 0 0 4 of ‘ §3 100.0
1985 850 80,3 b W3 130 i8.0 i .1 12 1.1 1,08 100,0

{ Continued on next page. }




Zh-4

TABLE 4R DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROK FELONY AND HISDEMEANDR ARRESTS (ADULTS OMLY) BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND COUNTY FCR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FRCH FELONY & HESDEMEAROR ARRESTS #

Lonvictions Acquittals Dississals Nat Prosecuted Other Total
COUNTY Year Nusber Percent Nusber Percent Nusber Percent Husher Percent Husber Perceal Hueber Percent
PUTNAY 1984 1" 41,3 2 2 843 38.0 0 0 b 8 1,472 100.0
1985 b3 41.3 3 3 36 31,8 [} 0 7 b . 1,085 - 100.0
BUEENS 1386 16,996 b4.4 ) 9 e - 8,756 351 139 35 193 J 25,383 1000
1983 17,11 48,8 287 1.1 7,828 30.8 282 i1 119 .5 25,628 - 100.0
RENSSELAER 1986 143 7.4 8 G4 415 22,4 0 0 $ .1 1,885 100,90
1585 1,493 749 9 W3 3 22.3 0 $ & 3 1,941 106.0
RICHMOND 1986 2,285 44,2 13 3 2,246 43.4 584 1f.3 ' 4 R 5478 ML
1985 2,200 42,9 15 3 2,255 4.8 831 12,3 3% g 5,148 100.0
ROCKLAND %86 2,824 bb,b 2 W1 m 32,3 8 0 20 i 2,437 100,90
1985 1,962 1.5 4 . 6! 7.1 0 .0 . 1 N 2,743 190.6
5T, LAMRENCE 1988 1,044 .1 § 4 353 25,1 ¢ W9 4 WA 1,408 100.0
1965 207 41.% 9 A 34k 3G.8 ] N & B 1,188 10C.0
SARATOBA 1988 2,297 1.3 6.2 784 25.3 i 0 8 2 3,093 160.0
1985 2,354 76.5 ki . . 116 23,2 0 G 5 2 3,080 100.0
SCHENECTADY 1386 1,727 71.0 7 3 475 21,2 2 -l 3t 1.4 2,242 100.0
1985 1,565 16,3 1 3 M8 2.9 5 .2 25 1.2 2,030 10070
SCHOMARIE 1984 389 0.0 i 2 149 28,3 0 0 8 .5 521 i00.0
1585 R .1 § 9 120 23.8 i 2 2 A 456 106,90
SCHUYLER ‘ §986 224 83.9 0 0 4 16,4 0 0 9 £ 207 100.0
1385 218 ; 84.2 3 .4 39 15.1 4 .0 i 4 259 1000
SERECA 1984 358 65.4 i 2 186 341 0 0 i 2 548 100.0
1983 293 §2.2 i .2 172 38,5 2 A 3 b 471 00,0
STEUBSK 1986 ] 5.4 4 ] 254 23.7 { W1 3 25 1,014 100.0
1985 107 "7 7 . 26 7.8 { WA H] .9 986 . 0.0
SUFFOLY 1986 13,532 16.8 1 N 3,568 22.0 3 N % 3 18,483 100.0

1985 14,261 .4 % o3 3,982 b L] X0 b} 3 18,434 100.9

{ Continuad on next page. )
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TABLE 4A DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FAOH FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS (ADULTS ONLY) BY' TYPE OF DISPOSITION AMD COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984 - Coptinued

DISFOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONV & HISDEHEANOR ARRESIS #

Convictions " Acquittals Disaissals Not Prosecuted Other Total

COUNTY Year Nusber Percent Nuaber Percent Nusber Percent Husker Percent Nuzber Percent Nusber Perceat

SULLIVAKR 1986 1,283 2.2 ] 3 470 2.1 0 R 8 ] 1,738 100,0

1385 1,300 81.2 3 2 828 32.4 1 WA 5 3 1,535 100,0

T1064 1586 472 1%.2 ' 3 .8 118 £9.5 0 0 3 3 . 595 - 100.0

1985 494 9.4 . 0 .0 123 20.t 1 2 2 3 822 100.0

TONPKINS 1988 106 SLS i o 538 46,5 o0 0 21 2.0 1,372 1000

1985 802 0.8 i1 .8 - 483 38,6 3 .4, 19 1.4 1,320 100.0

ULSTER 1988 1,847 884 8 .3 832 30.8 3 ol 10 o 2,700 100,0

1985 1,718 89,3 12 o ™ 29.9 i 0 17 3 2,479 1000

HARREH 1985 £, 103 119 0 W0 ) 428 1.% 0 0 3 W2 1,534 100,0

1985 i, 7.9 2 o 402 26,4 3 2 4 4 1,524 100,0

HASHINGTON . 1986 545 80.0 ] .0 135 19.8 0 .0 1 N 881 - 100,0

~ 1985 397 B1.0 2 3 133 18.0 0 0 S Jd 371000

HAYNE 1988 1,311 n.s 9 5 St .9 1 0 3 .2 1,83 100,0
1985 1,268 7.1 L} 2 364 22,3 2 W 4 2 1,642 100.0_

WESTCHESTER 1985 8,423 12,1 55 o3 2,024 2.2 . 114 1.0 260 2.2 11,678 100,0

1985 8,192 12,3 1 N 2,846 25.1 87 b 151 1.4 11,337 100.0

HYOHING : 1984 197 0.4 . § 4 | 28,9 0 .0 { 4 280 100.0

19835 199 3.9 0 0 Y} 25.4 1 .4 i N 264 100,0

YATES ‘ 1986 156 83.7 0 0 25 13.7 0 0 1 3 182 100,0

1985 144 84,2 i 2 1.2 23 13.5 0 .0 2 1.2 178 100,0

NEW YORK STATE 1986 248,728 87.0 2,257 4 » 110,815 2.8 6,802 1,8 3,027 B 371,22 100.0

1985 251,409 49.3 2,281 4 99,038 7.3 1,220 2,0 3,138 .9 363,264 160,0

NER YORK CITY 1986 143,093 851 1,391 b 68,033 30.9 5,941 2.7 148t T 219,919 100.0

1985 142,521 87.5 1,3 & #38,460 2.7 5,708 3.2 1,738 .8 210,99 100,80

¢ Disposition data are based on the year of sentencing for convictions and on the year of dispesition for acquittals, dissicsals, nnl prusecuted, and "other' dispositions. These data may be affected by the
underreporting of dispositions to the Division of Crisinal Justice Services {see Appendix Fi,

SOURCE: NYS Division of Criainal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Irends File,
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TABLE 4B

COURTY

ALLEGANY

BRONX

BROONE

CATTARAUBUS

CAYUGA

CHAUTRURUA

CHEIUKS

CHENANGO

CLINTON

COLUNBIA

CORTLAND

DELANARE

Year

1986
1985

1984
1985

1984
1985

1386
1988

1386
1985

1986
1985

1986
1985

1984
1985

1986
1985

1986
1985

1986
1985

1986
1985

1986
1985

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS (ADULTS DNLY) BY TYPE OF DISPOSITIONS AND COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1986

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROH FELONY ARRESTS @

Convictions

1,302
1,255

n
47

13,254
13,187

350
334

68
1

1]
206

32
2%

27
283

n
107

23
173

iR
1684

144
132

107

Acquittals

293
2%

Disnissals

202
300

10
15

8,182
5,193

105
108

a4
2?
45

67
45

LY
2

10
4]

19
3

14
24

Hot Prosecuted

670
617

B2
136

2
19

Total

Kuaber Percent

1,614
1,562

88
LY.

20,481
19,412

a01
1]

1%4
129

24
1

354
33

307
I

b1
123

269
199

43
2

183
169

123
118

100.0
160.0

100.0
100.9

100.0
i00.0

106,90
100.0

100.0
§100.0

100.0
100.0

£60,0
160.0

100.0
100.0

160.9
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100,0
16¢.0

100.¢
60,0

{ Continued on next page. }
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TRABLE 48 DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS (ADULTS OKLYE BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984 - Continued

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS #

Convictions Acquittals Disaissals Not Prosecuted Dther Total
COUNTY Year Nusber Percent Nusber Percent Humber Percent Rusber Percent Huaber Percent Husber Percent
DUTCHESS 1986 128 48,2 2 2 n 30.2 0 0 13 i.4 1,068 100.0
1983 #00 70.5 2 W2 315 27.8 9 .0 . 18 .4 1,135 100.0
ERIE 1986 2,780 .3 ¢ 2.0 1,888 389 74 1.8 14 o3 . 4,852 100.0
1985 2,138 3%.5 89 1.9 1,707 it LL} 1.0 L1 i.4 4,400 100.0
ESSEX 1985 102 781 0 .0 29 21,8 0 N 3 2.2 134 100,90
1985 n 80.2 0 0 17 8.7 ¢ .0 i f.d gt 100.0
FRANKLIN 1986 100 84,7 0 .0 1 134 1 o8 1 .8 18 100.0
1985 33 90,5 2 .9 B 1.6 0 .0 0 0 105 106,90
FULTON 1966 129 98,3 1 T L] 50 (1 .0 ‘ 0 W0 134 100.0
1985 169 88,9 0 0 2 10.5 1 .3 i 3 190 106,0
BENESEE 1988 107 88.4 0 .0 13 10,7 i .8 0 0 121 100.0
1985 131 92.%9 1 Jd 8 5.7 1 . i o 141 100.0
SREENE 198¢ 147 84,0 ' 3 1.7 25 14.3 . 0 0 0 0 175 160.0
1985 1101 82,1 2 1.4 19 15.4 oo .8 t .8 o123 100.9
HAMILTOR 1984 16 100.0 ¢ 0 ‘ (N 0 .0 90 .0 16 100.0
19835 il 13.3 0 0 L] 28,7 i .0 (1 0 1§ 100.0
HERKINER 1985 137 9.9 0 0 12 8.1 0 «0 0 0 145 100.0
1985 L3 89.0 0 0 14 11.0 0 .0 0 .0 127 100.0
JEFFERSON ' 1986 248 82,8 0 .0 43 16.5 i .3 1 3 ¥7 {000
1985 byl 89,3 3 1.2 2 8.3 2 .8 3 1.2 /3 100.0
, -

KINgS 1986 18,550 81,8 324 . 9,307 RN | 1,711 5.7 168 N 30,100 100.0
1983 17,440 84.0 323 i.2 1,460 27.4 1,682 6.9 2,006 7.4 ©21,229 10,0

LEXIS - 1986 44 95.8 0 0 1 2.1 0 0 i 2.4 8 100,0°
198% 39 90,7 1 2.3 bl LT, ] .0 i 2.3 43 100.0
LIVINGSTON 1585 154 9.2 2 1.2 11 [N .0 N 0. 0 167 1000
: 1983 74 87.9 i .2 10 9.3 ] 0 2 1.9 107 100.0

- { Continued on next page. }
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TRBLE 48 DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS (ADULTS ONLV) BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AKD COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 ~ Continued

i
HABISON
HONROE
HONTEOHERY
HASSAY

HEK YORK
H1ABARA
OXEIDA
ONOHDAGA
OXTARED
ORANGE
ORLEANS

OSHEED

DISEED

Year

1986
1983

1986
1985

1986
1985

198
1983

1985
1983

1988
1983

1385
1983

1985
1985

1384
1985

1988
1985

1986
1985

1984
1983

19858

1985

DISFOSITIONS RESULTING FRON FELONY ARRESTS #

Canvictions

TE I T |
1 8.7
1,710 832
LEM b
BT TR
By 80.9
3,54 7
3,6 829

20,399 6.1

21,778 40,3

850 79.8
81 80.0
507 864
59 906

1414 729

1,363 728
94
22 8.6
WL 6.8
890 48,8
130 855

TR T
2 8L
24 921
121 6823
313

Acquittals

Nusher Percent

3 .8
0 0
3% 1.4
31 2.0
1 .8
2 1,8
57 1.2
46 1.0
32 9
318 .9
7 9
10 1.2
3 D
0 .0
18 9
18 1.9
3 1.0
3 1.3
§ o4
7 3
0 N
10 7.6
3 fot
i 4
3 2.0
1 N

Dississals ot Prosecuted

14 8.7 0 0
17 12,6 0 0
843 23.8 . 0.1
395 3.5 209 8.3
H 4.2 0 .0
i2 10.91 5 4.5
848 13.4 180 3.7
452 10.0 98 2.2
14,687 40.3 758 2.1
13,172 3.4 47 1.8
134 18.9 0 0
138 18.3 0 ]
1} 2.1 2 3
St 8.7 . 0 Ny
503 25.0 i N
464 24.8 i .1
it 3.8 3 1.0
12 3.3 9 3.9
A} 30.4 2 2
368 20,4 L] 3
18 i1.8 | N
24 18.3 2 1.3
3 1.0 0 0
12 435 ] .0
2t 14.3 & 0
3 18.0 t &

230

440
4

228
B70

'y
2

"15
byl

165
133

2,705
2,530

118
1o

4,849
4,518

36,364
3,138

813
85t

58
384

2,023
1,871

290
24

1,123
1294

152
131

283
2%5

147
172

100.0
100,0

100.0
100.0

100,90
100.0

100.0
100.0

1009
100,0

100.0
1000

1000
£00.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
£00.0

100,0
100.0

160.0
100.0

100.0
109,0

100.0
100,90

{ Continued on next page. }
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TABLE 48

EUUNIZ .
PUTHAK
QUEENS
RENSSELAER
RICHHOND
ROCKLAND
ST, LAMRENCE
SARATOGA
SCHENECTADY
SCHOHARIE
SCHUYLER
SENECA

STEUBEK

SUFFOLK

Year

1985
1985

1988
1965

1986
1985

1988
1985

1988
1985

1586
1985

986
1585

1986
1983

1986
1985

1986
1985

1986
1985

1986
1985

1985
1985

DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS {ADULTS ONLY} BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

DISPOSETIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS &

Convictions

103
N

9,203
1,19

9
332

1,004
967

52
587

%
89

438
389

414
314

85
b

52
%8
30

175
{49

3,638
3,714

Acquittals

Nusber Percent

238
20%

i
45

Io
L

llb
1.7

]
2

Disaissals

81
L1

5,201
4,138

n
IL]

B4S.
867

175
17t

4

80

103

I
69

3

12

22
is

33
- n

1]
824

Not Prosecutad

10
14

34
LH]

195
i

14,879
12,33

392
408

2'04ll
2,086

708
LY

§41
10t

523
-~ 495

500
L1

103
"

59
]

128
87

2%
194

4,563
1,468

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
00,0

{ Continued on next page, )
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TABLE 3B DISPOSITIONS RESULTING FROH FELONY ARRESTS (ADULTS ONLY) BY TYPE OF DISPOSIVION AND COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1988 - Continued

D15POSITIORS RESULTIHG FROH FELONY ARRESTS #

Convictions Acquittals Dississals Neot Prosecuted Other Total

COUNTY Year Husber Percent Nusber Percent Hustrer Percent Nusber Percent Nusber Percent Nusber Percent
SULLIVAN 1986 380 .41 2 R 104 223 0 0 . i 2 461 1000
i785 335 §%.4 0 .0 14 0.9 (1] i 2 o4 4B} 100.0

T106A 1986 118 87.2 2 LS 13 1.3 0 0 0 .0 : 133 160.0
1383 9% 88,7 L] .0 {1 0.4 1 ] ’ 1 K 105 100.0

TOXPKINS 1986 . 109 416 ] 0 57 22° 0 W0 i 82 177 100,0
1985 157 66,2 ] 1.7 . b4 1.8 2 .8 10 4.2 3 10,0

ULSTER 1986 464 4.2 4 o4 52 4.3 3 o3 2 3 825 100,90
1983 434 7.3 § d {40 %.0 1 .2 [ 1.0 84 100.0

HARREN 1986 221 12,5 0 .0 84 27,5 0 0 0 0 305 100.0
1985 in 5.2 2 .8 a7 23.% 0 0 0 0 238 100:0

RASHINGTON 1986 135 82,8 0 .0 21 18,4 0 0 1 ob 183 100.0
1383 125 84.2 2 1.4 14 9.7 0 Ni] § 2.8 145 100.90

HAYHE . 1984 2147 80.7 0 .0 52 19,3 ] 0 0 .0 2% 100.0
1985 + 234 9.1 { .4 21 8.2 0 .0 1 ] .87 100.0

WESTCHESTER 1986 2,1 78,7 30 N b7 i9.2 51 1.4 35 1.8 3,54 100.0
‘ 1985 2,187 1.1 43 1.2 _ 400 7.2 31 1.t b 2.5 - 3,498 1000
HYORINS 19856 82 i1 ] .0 1 9.0 9 0 H 1.4 % 100,0
1985 70 92.1 . 0 .0 8 1.9 0 .0 ¢ .0 76 160.0

YATES I 1986 51 96,2 ] .0 | 1.9 ¢ 0 i 1.9 3 1009
1963 49 90,7 0 .0 : 4 1.4 0 R i 1.9 % 100.0

MEY YORK STATE 198 50,738 83.8 1,355 1ol 44,489 3.3 3,917 2.8 1,409 f.0 142,048 100.0
1983 89,207 86.5 1,538 1.2 38,400 28.6 3,967 3.0 4,999 3.7 134,164 1000

NEH YORK CITY 1988 82,418 40,1 1,178 t.d 34,210 .9 ' 3,91 3.2 b48 N 103,886  100,0
1589 bi,i15 62.9 1,153 .2 36,855 31.8 3,535 3. 4,047 4.2 97,172 1000

t Disposition data are based on the year of zentencing for convictions and on the year of disposition for acquittals, disaissals; not prnsecuted, and ‘other’ duspnsxlwns. These data aay be affected by
underreporting of dlspnsxtlons to the Division of Criminal Justice Services (see Rppendix F). H

SOURCE:  §YS Division of Crisinal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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TABLE SA FELONY, NISDEMEAMOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY AND HISGEMEANOR ARRESTS (ADULTS ONLY) BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984

CONVICTIONS RESULTING FRON FELDNY & MISOEMEANOR ARRESTS ¢

Felany
. -Total Violent: Dther Hisdeseanor - Lesser Offenses , Total

COUNTY Year Nuater Percent Nuaber Perceat Nusher Perceat Nusher Percent Humber Percent Husber Percent
ALBANY 1984 N3 L3 B2 1.7 23t 5.4 1,939 45,2 2,034 4.3 4,286 100.0
1983 . - 288 6.4 [} 1.4 o 5.0 2,000 44.5 2,203 9.1 4,451 100.0
ALLEGANY 1988 32 it.9 ? Jd 30 11.2 i73 84,4 63 23.3 28 100,0
1965 . 17 1.7 2 9 15 4.8 132 84.5 1 21.7 220 100.0
BRONX 1984 4,987 4.0 2,249 9.5 2,738 1.5 12,800 53.9 5,948 25.1 23,735 - 100.0
1965 4,393 1.7 2,104 8.9 2,189 8.8 13,109 53.2 7,189 29,2 24,451 100.0
BRODHE 1986 315 13.4 87 2.9 248 10.4 1,977 47,2 455 19.4 2,347 100,90
1985 : 264 12.4 " 3.3 195 9.1 . 1,448 67.3 438 20.4 2,152 - 100,0
CATTARAUBUS 1986 63 1.4 B Ri "85 5.4 507 59.4 284 33.3 854  100.0
‘ 1583 4 3.6 4 . 37 5.1 490 87.3 197 2.1 728 100.0
CAYUGA {984 Bl 12,86 16 ¥ 43 9.8 391 81,0 143 2.4 54 1000
1983 FAT N it 1.3 62 1.3 551 68,2 21 26.2 843 100.0
CHAUTAUQUA 1984 12§ .0 2% 1% 92 [ 972 . 4.2 421 2.8 1,514 {00,0
1905 i 1.3 24 1.4 87 5.7 548 83,6 43 0.1 1,322 100.0
CHERUNG 1985 190 i8.1 52 5.0 138 13.2 484 85,3 173 16.5 1,047 100.0
1983 197 1.5 43 3.0 {152 13.5 152 §7.7 167 14.8 1,128 100.0
CHENANSD | 1984 18 34 5 1.0 i3 2.5 75 92,5 231 4.1 524 100.0
1583 3 3.9 b 1.0 17 2.8 351 8.8 223 37.4 59 100.0
CLINTON 1988 83 1.7 1 .9 98 4.9 m 45,4 380 48,7 814 100.0
1985 85 [ 8] 4 4 51 9.6 435 40,0 417 46,0 907 100.0
COLUNBIA 1985 [3] 1.5 10 1.8 kM 5.8 258 45,2 220 47.3 571 100.0
1985 &4 v.6 7 i.1 57 8.6 330 42,5 212 40.8 bbb 100.0
CORTLAND 1984 13 11 : 13 2.3 &0 10.4 217 3.7 208 9.7 . 976 100,0
. 1985 72 2.7 13 1.7 5% 1.9 %8 36,0 404 94.3 744 100.0
DELAKARE 1984 3 4.9 2 .4 2 4.5 206 54.9 ) 40.1 466 100.0

1963 ] 5.0 10 2.1 14 2.9

3l 321 204 2.9 76 100.0

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 54 FELONY, NISDEHEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICYIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY AND HISDEKEANOR ARRESTS (ADULTS OKLYS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 ARD 1986 - Continued

CORVICTIONS RESULTING FRON FELONY & HISDEHEARNOR ARRESTS

Felony
Total Violent Dther Hisdeseanor Lesser Offenses Total
COUNTY Year Nusber Percent Nusber Percent Nuaber Percent Nuaber Percent Husher Percent Humber Percest
DUTCHESS 1984 28 © %4 .47 1.9 i82 1.2 1,132 45.0 1,154 45.9 2,513 100,90
1985 318 10.7 b4 L2 252 8.8 1,260 42.8 1,31 46.5 2,947 160.9
ERIE 1984 813 1.4 242 2.3 5 %3 3,49 12,1 8,393 59.7 10,704  100,0
1985 . 887 1.% 286 2.2 [1H 5.7 3,930 3.8 £,483 7.3 11,260 100.¢
ESSEX 1988 24 5.8 2 K] 23 5.3 199 48,1 208 L1: 8} 432 100.0
1983 2 9.1 4 .9 18 4.2 222 51.% 184 43.0 28 1000
FRANKLIN 1988 44 5.9 b .9 I’ &9 382 56,4 24 38,4 540 - 100.0
1983 : 42 7.9 8 1.3 % 8.3 298 53.2 200 .4 543 100.9
FULTDY 1984 i 8.4 13 2.5 i 5.9 238 45,5 204 441 523 100,90
1985 48 124 {3 2.3 53 ) 3.8 254 45.2 240 32.7 362 100.6
* BEHESEE 1984 (] 10,5 10 1,§ 50 9.0 259 38.8 L33 §0.7 668 100.0
1585 n 13.1 18 34 3% 10.1 . 269 5.9 240 41.0 566 - 100.0
EREEME 1984 43 8.0 10 1.8 35 6.3 . 214 48.9 241 43.0 560 100.0
1585 26 6.0 [ 1.4 20 4.6 - 263 81,0 142 32.9 431 100,0
HAHILTON 1986 ? 2.7 2 5,3 1 8.4 23 40,8 [ 15.8 3B 100.0
1585 3 B.1 0 N 3 g1 23 62,2 1" 9.7 37 100.0
HERKIHER - | 1984 34 8.4 1 1.4 i 5.2 288 55.48 198 37.8 918 100.0
1585 14 b6 L] N iz 5.8 321 9.7 185 3.8 48 1000
JEFFERSON 1988 161 19.6 i} 4,0 127 15.0 39¢ 47,1 288 3.0 848 00,0
1985 {31 6.7 27 3.4 104 13.3 408 52.0 245 .3 764 166.0
KINES 1988 4,394 19.7 3,254 10,0 3,140 9.7 11,340 354 14,510 4.7 32,466 100.0
1483 3,368 19.0 2,953 10.1 2,613 8.3 16,343 3.4 12,149 3.6 23,258 106.0
LERIS 1988 23 23,5 b .1 17 17,3 n 37.8 38 368.8 .58 100,90
1983 12 1.9 1 & i1 6.5 42,8 B0 90,9 160 100,06
LIVIKBSTON 1984 100 1.1 17 {.9 a3 9.2 454 50,5 7 38.4 903 100.0
1983 62 7.0 10 .1 32 5.9 559 5.0 L2 §1.0 883 100,90

{ Continued on next page. )
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TRRLE SA ‘ FELONY, 4ISDEHERMOR, AND LESSER OFFEMSE CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY AND MISDEMEANOR ARRESTS (AGULTS DMLY) BY COUNTY FOR {985 AND 1986 - Continued

CONYICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY & RISDEHEANCR ARRESTS

Feleay
Total Viglent Diher Hisdenaanor . Lasser Offenses Total
couNTY Year Nusber Percent Heaber Perceat Nusher Percant Nusher Parcent Nusher Percent hurher Percent
HADISON 1388 bb 9.2 16 2.2 30 7.0 427 59.7 2 3.0 s 100,09
1953 88 3.6 18 2.8 0 10.8 22 30,3 233 36,0 458 100.0
HONROE 198k 9560 17.% M 3.1 "480 12.8 2,307 42.9 2,107 39.2 5,314 100,0
1983 - - 841 15,1 207 .8 574 10. 2,600 -42.9 2,081 3.0 5,572 100.0
HONTEONERY 1988 55 8.9 7 1.1 48 .4 270 41,5 3% 30.0 850 100.0
1985 49 10.9 ? ol 52 ?.8 212 42.9 293 46,2 834 109,0
NASSAU 1988 : 1,678 15,3 304 5.3 1,094 10,0 4,527 41.2 4,7 43.5 10,982 100.0
1985 ¢ 1,515 11,9 43 4.3 972 IN 5,099 47.8 5,133 40.3 12,747 100.0
HEH YORK . 1386 8,144 12,0 3,034 4.5 5,115 1.4 40,817 £0.4 18,640 27.4 87,603 100,0
1983 1,499 10.8 3,250 4.7 4,249 4.1 41,647 80,1 20,1145 29.0 89,261 100.0
NIAGARA 1988 135 46 3 I.1 102 3.5 983 b 1,809 81.8 2,921 100.0
19835 169 5.8 ki 1.3 130 4.3 1,100 18,4 - 1,751 58.9 3,020 100,90
ONEIDA 1988 244 11.7 87 4.2 154 1.5 1,045 50.9 748 31.4 2,084 1000
1985 A3 10,7 7% 3.7 140 7.0 1,080 53.8 n 35.4 2,006 100.0
ORONDAGA 1985 929 4.4 . 2461 5.8 11 17.3 1,334 30,7 1,397 382 3,862 100.0
1985 R34 21,1 248 8.3 586 14.8 1,339 35.9 1,577 39.9 3,950 - 109,0
ONTARID 1986 29 18.4 13 21 196 18.7 ' 897 5.0 119 25.4 1,245 - 100.0
1965 179 17.1 34 3.3 © 145 13.9 562 §3.7 308 3.2 1,086 100.0
ORANGE 1988 n 10.1 59 41 218 1.9 9‘18 38,3 1,474 53,5 2,749 100.0
1963 378 12,4 9 Ll 262 5.2 1,227 40.1 1,452 LT 3,087 100.0
ORLEANS 1984 60 16.9 1 1.9 46 13.0 201 56.4 9% 26.5 35 100,0
1§85 74 2,7 16 5.8 58 20.% 1§83, W2 30 ig.1 27 100.0
SKEED 198 [§1:} i1.0 19 1.8 97 9.2 452 42.0 505 47,0 -14075 - 100.0
1983 120 10.6 28 2.3 92 8.1 HI - 452 503 4.3 1,136 100,90
TSE60 1984 3 5.0 7 .9 I 4l 215 29.2 4085 $5.8 231 100,
1585 44 5.2 B .7 3 4.2 247 29.1 959 5.8 850  100.0

| Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 5A FELONY, MISHEMEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROH FELONY AND HISDEMEANDR ARRESTS (ADULTS DNLY) §Y COUNTY FOR 1385 AND 1986 - Continued

COuNTY

PUTNAI

BUEENS

RENSSELAER

RICHNOND

ROCKLARD

5T, LAMRENCE

SARATOGA

SCHENECTARY

SEHOHARIE |

BCRUYLER -

SENECA

STEUBEN

SUFFOLK

Year

1988

1585

1986
1983

1985

. 1983

1986
1985

1988
1963

1984
1983

1985
1583

1988
1983

1984
1983

1984
1983

1985
1983

1984
1983

1984
1985

CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROH FELOKY & MISDENMEANOR ARRESTS +

Felony

Total Violeat Other Nisdeseanor + Lesser Offenses
Husher Percent Nuaber Percent Nuaber Percent Nusher Percent Nuaber Percent
1 .1 0 .0 i A 203 8.2 515 7.4

] 1.4 2 3 bl 1.1 ) 232 34,9 LY 3.3
§,028 2.4 1,747 10.4 . 3,288 9.2 7,084 4.7 4,087 28.8
3,51l 20.5 1,281 1.5 2,230 13.0 7,724 5.1 5,076 M3
102 I8} 19 £.3 83 5.8 s 40.3 752 32.b
138 9.2 37 2.9 101 5.8 358 - 37.4 197 53.4
0 12,7 128 5,8 165 .2 722 §0,3 - 1,074 47,0
249 12,2 138 8.2 131 5.9 925 4.9 B 1,015 5.9
312 1%.2 50 3.1 {3 1.1 b5 40,7 547 39.8
351 17.9 59 3.0 292 14.% 780 1.7 83l 43.4
4 A4 i .1 3 3 468 44.8 572 54.8

L1 A 0 0 L] 3 n 4.0 432 53.4

98 4.3 i} 9 n 3.4 Big 33o4 1,388 50,1

9% 3.0 30 1.3 1} 2.7 128 30.9 1,534 851
13t B.0 k] 2.0 103 8.0 803 46,8 78 45.5
164 10.6 41 2.6 125 8.0 ni 5.8 682 43.5
34 3.2 2 .5 32 8.7 138 §2.8 177 4.0

28 8.3 g8 2.4 2% 5.9 {40 ;.3 in 90.4

2 8.7 T, 3t 13 5.8 144 B3 40 24,8

14 8.4 3 1.4 i 5.0 189 72.% 4% 20.4

40 13.4 9 25 - 39 10.9 ' 213 59.5 9 2.1

23 1.8 i .3 2 .3 191 £5.2 % 27.0

81 10.0 § 1.4 72 8.9 k¥4 41.2 1 42.8

69 5.8 14 2.0 35 1.8 85 50,2 263 40.0
1,87t 3. 503 1.8 1,366 9.8 4,812 3.5 7,25 52.1
1,970 13, 570 4.0 1,400 9.8 4,515 3.7 1,776 .5

n
1]

16,99
17,11

1431
1,493

2,284
2,209

1,624
1,962

1,044
207

229
2,336

Lz
1,563

389
338

224
218

338
PAE]

810
107

13,90
14,261

100.¢
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

100.0
104.9

100.0
10,0

100.0
100.0

100.0
109.0

100.0
100.0

{ Continued on pext page. }



£6-9

TABRLE SR FELONY, HISGEHEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROH FELDNY AND NISDEMEANOR ARRESTS (ADULTS ONLY) BY CGUNTY FOR 1985 AKD i98¢

counTy

SULLIVAN

T106A

TOHPKINS

ULSTER

UARREN

HASHIHGTOR

HAYHE

NESTCHESTER

HYOHING

YATES

HEW YORK. STATE

HEW YORK CITY

Year

1504
1985

1984
1983

1985
1963

1988
1985

988
1985

1985
1985

1986
1983

1988
1983

1986
1985

1985
1985

1984
1983

1985
1983

CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELDNY & HISGEMEANOR ARRESTS

Feloay

Total

Violent Other

Lesser Dffences

Hisdeneanor

Huasber Perceat

Husber Perceat

134
142

8
9

1]
102

153
197

33
33

34
48

127
117

Lin
1,405

30
3

35
37,108
33,689

24,848
2,199

0.9
16.9

12,
9

-3 O

-
e I -

% 2l o &8 S 45.8 53 433

9 LS 23 9.5 S8 443 580 b

7 LS TR 06 B8 05 2.2

T 18 0 Bl W bl 3.0

5 L8 M58 W3l 082
0 25 B2 10.2 33 3.0 W 8.3
L9 wooa3 1,00 553 3 34
¥ 23 58 9.2 93 sui 08 354
TR 2 0 S TR 553 50

5 .5 7 B9 M9 519 sn1
113 7 5.0 04 5.8 W W0
' Mo 14 W WY %9 451
BnL8 k1.9 1/ 514 52 30
L3 W 8.0 99 55.0 50 355

W8 44 B3 9.5 - 3,992 A4 320 3.7
535 6.5 80 10. L35 AL3 5402 ALS
20 % 132 B A2 B 4l

2 10 3159 9% 487 o 3

9 5.8 % 167 8 558 28

5 3.5 W b 5 sl 0 208
3,671 5.5 BAN 94 18,73 417 52,08 3.3
13,268 5.3 0,405 B LY 4B %143 8.2
042 13 M2 10 73,086 SLi 45,059 305
9,806 6.9 35 8.0 I 5.2 16918 32.9

1,253
1,300

m
"

7%
802

1,847
1,718

1,103
1,1

545
597

1,31
1,26

8,423
8,192

197
195

154
144

248,728
251,609

143,093
142,524

100.0
1000

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
105.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
00,0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100,0

160.0
10,9

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

 Disposition data are based on the year of sentencing for convictions, These dati may be affected by the underreporting of dispositions to the Division of Criminal Justice Services {see

Appendix F),

‘SUURCE: NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Frocessing Trends File.
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TRBLE 58 FELONY, HISDENEANDR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS {(ADULTS DRLY) BY COUNTY FOR 19B3 AND 198b

CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELDNY ARRESTS &

Felony
Total Violent ‘Bther Hisdeseanor Lesser Offenses Total

COUNTY Year Husber Percent Nuaber Percent Nuaber Percent Husber Percent Nusher Percent Nusber Percent
ALBANY 1984 303 233 82 4,3 221 17.0 B2 68,2 137 10,5 1,302 100.0
' 1985 278 22,2 3 LR U7 1.3 288 1a.8 8% i - 1,288 100.0

ALLEGANY . 1984 2 4.4 2 2.4 2 1.8 49 63,6 0 R 7 1000
1965 - 18 3.0 2 4.3 14 29,8 2% 61,7 2 4.3 47 100.0

BROKX 1984 4,934 3.2 2,24% 17.0 2,485 20,3 8,099 46,0 . 2,221 16.8 13,25¢  100.0
1983 4,344 32,7 2,184 16,6 2,130 18,2 6,174 44.8 2,699 20,5 13,187 100.0

BROOHE 1988 il 54.0 87 12,2 230 41,8 231 3.1 ' 15 2.9 550  100.0
1985 254 11.b " 13.3 183 M3 248 4.4 2 6.0 S 100.0

CRITARAUGUS 1984 bt .S g 4.8 80 9.8 o7 83.7 1.8 g 100.0
1983 3 30.8 4 3.4 32 21.4 0 59.8 11 9.4 117 100.0

CAYUSA 1984 70 38,7 18 9.9 52 2,7 98 3441 13 1.2 181 100.6
1985 b4 32,0 3} 5.3 53 2.7 133 b3.4 17 34 206 100.0

CHAUTAUBUA 1984 115 5.3 29 g2 Bs 2.4 204 82.4 7 2.4 326 100.0
1985 101 3.8 2 A T 7 Zb.h 175 50,3 1§ 4.8 2% 1000

CHEHUNG 1986 182 85.% 52 13.8 130 LI 7 28,4 3 S A 1000
1983 190 8.1 45 5.9 145 3.2 83 29.3 ¢ 3.3 283 100.0

CHENANGD | 1984 14 2.2 5 8.9 1 15.3 47 65,3 ? 12,5 12 100.0
1985 2 18.7 § 9.4 14 13.14 79 73.8 g 1.3 107 105.0

CLEINTON 1984 ) 21.1 1 3.3 52 4.4 140 65,7 14 bb 23 100.0
1985 LT 6.9 ] 2.3 43 4.4 1S 63,1 13 7.4 175 100.0

coLunsia 1984 i 23,3 10 5.8 o3 17.4 108 52.8 2% 14,0 172 100.0
1983 57 10,6 1 3.B 30 2.9 1 9.7 18 9.1 188 100.0

CORTLAND 1988 C 5 37,8 13 9.0 4 28.5 80 35.4 i 4.9 . 144 100.0
1983 al 386 13 9.8 38 28.8 75 . k.8 b 4.5 132 100,0

DELANARE 1984 n 20.4 2 1.9 2. 18,7 - 7.6 i 8.4 107 100.0
1983 2% 26,1 10 10.% 14 15.2 - b4 89.4 4 4,3 92 100.0

{ Continued on next page. }
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TABLE 5B FELONY, HISBEMERHOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CORVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARKESTS (ATULTS ONLY) BY COURTY FOR 1983 AND 19Bb - Continued

CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS +

Felony
Total Viglent Dther tisdereanor Lesser Difenses Total
CouNTY Year Husber Percant Huaber Percrat Nusber Percent Nugber Percent Husber Percent Hugber Percent
DUTCHESS 1986 41 0290 qa 6.5 164 22,5 834 56 B L4 728 100,0
1985 iy 36,5 b4 8.0 28 8.5 41k 2.0 92 1.3 - 800 100.0
ERIE 1985 %2 204 242 8.7 20 187 1,308 A2 S0 18,3 4,780 100,90
1985 820 2%.° L 7.9 CTL R AN 1,921 55.8 39 1.3 2,73 100.0
ESSEX 1985 23 28 2 2.0 A 0.4 68 867 {1 10.8 102 100.0
1983 21 2.8 4 5.5 7 A3 80 8.5 2 2.7 713 160.0
FRARKLIN 1985 3. 300 b 6.0 ] B 1N &l b0 2 2.0 100 100,0
7 T R 8 8.4 2 - 305 1 R N 1 7.4 93 10,0
FULTON 1985 1.8 13104 8 A9 Bl 628 7 54 129 100.0
1985 6 3.9 13 1.7 al 30.2 97 514 8 4.7 167 100.0
BEHESEE 1988 LN V5| 10 9.3 I St 50,8 8 1.5 101 100.0
1985 89 527 18 137 EI S R 62 413 0 8 13t 100.0
GREENE 1984 0 272 10 &.8 30 20.4 - 19 I 17 100.0
1983 25 4.8 b 5.9 19 18.8 85 b4 109 lef - 100.0
HRMILTON 1988 ¥ 53 2 15 T 88 1T a8 . ¢ R 16 100.0
1985 3 2.3 0 .0 3 21.3 B .7 0 0 i 100.0
HERKINER -, 1388 2 234 1 5.t % 182 . GO N IV 1N 137 1000
1983 2 w3 4 3.5 2 U8 0 6L 11 9.7 13 100.0
JEFFERSON 1388 s 59,3 RLI E N H2 453 2 W4 8 3.3 26 - 100.0
1983 12t 5.8 27 18 " ALb 103 N 2 8] 28 100,90
KINGS 1984 6,383 343 584 LS 10 188 . 6,579 3.5 5,608 0.2 18,350 100,90
1983 5,543 3.8 2,953 16.% 2,502 1.9 6,559 Wb 5,336 0.4 17,440 100.0
LENIS 1984 3 60,0 b 130 T X 19 413 4 8.7 - 46 100.0
1983 12 0.8 1 24 1S B % 8T 1 2.8 ¥ 100.0
LIVINGSTON 1984 T 17 110 "o 4l 8 ALb 2 13 154 100,0
1983 5 4.9 10 108 I A2 g 0.0 2 2.1 54 100.0

{ Continued o5 wext page, )
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‘

TRBLE 56 FELONY, HISDEHEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELONV ARRESTS (ADULTS OKLY) BY COUKTY FOR 1985 AND 1985 - Continued

CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROH FELONY ARRESTS ¢

Felony
Total Violent Bther Hisdepeanor Lesser Offenses Total
COUNTY Year Husber ‘Percent Huaber Percent Husber Percent Husber Percent Huaber Percent Nuaber Percent
HADISON 1988 L B {4 14 .2 kM 211 82 31,3 i2 8.4 143 100.0
1583 15 84.1 iB 154 97 48.7 41 35.0 i .9 : 17 1000
HOMROE 1985 907 33,0 212 15.9 635 3.1 443 37,4 160 9.4 §,700  100,0
1983 - BOO 49.0 287 16.3 533 32.4 894 §2.5 140 8.6 1,634 100.0
HONTBOMERY ' 1988 5¢ 84 7 8.3 LA 38.4 9 50,0 1 5.4 112 1000
1583 13 1.2 7 7.9 59 64,3 20 22,5 3 34 89 100.0
NASSAY 1984 1,562 LIN] 584 16.4 98 26,3, 1,400 5.4 342 9.7 3,528 100.0
1983 < 1,3% .3 943 14,5 833 22,8 2,056 4.9 2% 1.8 3,746 100.0
HEY YORK 1988 8,087 9.7 3,031 14.9 5,008 24.8 8,970 44,0 3,332 16.3 20,399 100,0
1985 7,458 3.2 3,230 14.9 4,208 19.3 9,850 5.2 4,470 20,5 21,778 100.0
RIAGARA 1984 13 20,0 13 5.4 W 14.% 383 58.9 137 21,1 850  100,0
1985 140 28,5 3¢ 5.7 121 17.8 ’ 438 84.3 B3 12.2 481 100.0
ONEIDA 1984 U4 82,8 87 17,2 129 25.4 m 533 20 1.9 507 100.0
1985 191 38,1 15 14.2 313 2.9 302 1.1 3t 4.8 329 100.0
OHOKDAGA 1966 - Be? 40,2 284 1.7 - 626 42,5 St 3.7 1% 3.2 1,474 1000
19683 793 568.3 240 18.2 Lih 30,1 496 Ib.4 . 12 3.3 1,363 100,0
ONTARID 1988 199 3.4 1 12.2 166 L3 49 25,8 3 .1 1 100.0
1983 149 1.8 R 16.8 1Hs 56.9 LY 23.3 b AR 202 190.0
ORANGE 1988 264 3Ha a9 1.8 205 26,9 189 5.1 108 14.2 76t 100,0
1985 348 41,3 9% 10.8 212 30,4 . 43t 4.4 9 10,2 89¢  100.0
ORLEAHS 1985 5 4L 15 10.0 2 2.3 " 54,6 3 2.3 136 100.0
1985 3] 9.1 16 17.0 49 §2.1 28 24,6 § 4.3 LL 100.0
{1S¥EGD 1985 112 45.2 19 L1 3 32,5 126 50.8 10 4.0 240 100.0
1983 108 4.3 28 1.5 - 80 32.8 124 50.8 ‘ 12 4.9 244 100.0
QTSERD 1984 3 2%.8 7 5.8 2 4.0 16 42.8 9 1.4 121 100.0
1985 4 30.8 B 4.0 33 24,8 8 58.4 14 10.5 133 - 100.0

| Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 38

COUNTY

PUTHAN

BUEERS

REMSSELAER

RICHHOND

ROCKLARD

5T. LAKRERCE

SARATOEA

SCHENECTADY

SCHOHARIE |

SCHUYLER

SENECA

STEUBEN

SUFFOLX

Year

1988
1983

1985
1983

1986
1983

1984
1983

1986
1983

1986
1983

1984
1983

1988
1985

1988

1963

1988
1963

1988
1983

1986
1963

1985
1983

FELONY, HISGEMEANDR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS (ADULTS ONLY) BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELOMY ARRESTS #

Felony

84

137

15

30
26

18
14

f2
70
5

1,555
1,670

Viglent

125
138

50
59

2
3

565
370

155
128

247
276

83
102
1"s

28
18

i}
18]

33
15

L
L]

1,050
1,100

Hisdeseaner

n
3

3,008
2,849

in
179

LM
i

177
173

B0
5%

219
238
23
19

18
29
3
K11

L}
32

100
83

1,47
1,385

Lesser Offenses

30
14

1,309
1,494

49
27

250
204

52
59

bbb
ns

i

Total
Nuaber Percent
103 100.0
-97 109.0
9,203 100.0
7,739 100.0
319 100.0
332 100,90
1,000 100,
961 100,0
526 100.0
567 100,90
95 1000
49 100,0
438 1000
383 100.0
414 100.0
34 100.0
85 100,0
59 1009
52 100.0
52 - 100,0
9% 100.0
50 100,0
178 100,00
149 100,0
3,638 100.0
3,774 100,90

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 3B FELONY, HISDEHEANOR, AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELDNY ARRESTS (ADULTS ONLY) BY COUKTY FOR 1985 AND 1586 - Continued

CORVICTIONS RESULTING FROM FELONY ARRESTS #

Feloay
Total Violent Other Nisdeaeancr Lesser Offenses Total
COURTY Year Nueher Percent Nuaber Percent Nusber Percent Nuaber Percent Huaber Percent Nuzber Percent
SULLIVAN 1986 117 - 1325 2% 1.2 9 25,3 198 53.0 45 12,8 340 100.0
1583 124 37,6 19 5.7 107 3.9 166 i9.4 43 2.8 338 100,0
11064 1985 53 _: 17.4 7 b0 48 4l.A 43 £8.3 5 4.3 e 100,0
1983 : 4 48.9 8 9.4 31 19.4 46 48.9 2 2.1 4 100.,0
TONPKING 198b 35 i3 13 11.9 32 2%.4 b1 54,0 3 2.8 108 100.0
1985 78 §9.7 1 12.7 58 369 7 §9.0 2 1.3 18 100.0
ULSTER {368 {37 29.8 3t 7.8 101 21,8 a3 59.8 54 1.4 464 100.0
17993 : 170 ”.2 3% 9.0 131 30.2 226 S2.t . 36 8.8 434 100,90
HARREN 1986 30 13.4 ¥ 5.0 18 8.6 168 5.1 5 113 221 1000
1983 3G 16.8 [ 3.4 24 13.4 132 3.7 7 9.3 [¥k] 100.0
HASKRINGTON 1985 30 22,2 7 3.2 A 17.6 9% i 9 b7 i35 100,0
1983 1] 35.2 L] 3.2 L1 3.9 75 §0.0 b 4.8 125 100,90
HAYNE 1988 1 4.9 23 6.4 48 31.3 1Hs 53.0 {1 5.1 2A7 1000
1983 LH 40,4 14 4.8 79 1.9 134 §7.3 1 21 234 100.0
HESTCHESTER 1984 1,043 38.5 3468 13.4 675 4.9 1,456 53.7 212 7.8 2,718 100,0
1985 I,281 45.6 535 19.3 726 262 1,31 47.4 195 1.0 2,761 100.0
HYOMING | 1984 2% §1.9 4 b9 22 35.5 35 58.5 | 1.4 2 100,0
1985 208 §0.0 2 2.9 26 311 41 58.4 i 1.4 0 1000
YATES 1984 2827 3 1.4 3 45.1 i9 31.3 0 0 1 100,0
1983 3 75.5 5 10.2 32 65.3 i1 22.4 1 2.0 49 100.0
NEW YORK STATE 1984 35,690 383 13,671 15,1 22,019 24,3 39,198 4.2 15,850 17.5 90,738 100,0
1985 »32,289 6.2 13,264 14.9 12,025 21,3 39,978 44.8 16,942 19.0 89,207 100.¢0
HEW YORK CITY 1984 24,564 39.4 10,428 18,7 14,138 22,1 25,134 40,3 - 12,720 20.4 62,418 100,0
1968 20,980 3.3 9,806 16,0 11,174 18,3 25,932 2.4 14,203 3.2 61,115 100.0

+ Bisposition dala are hased on the year of seatencing for convictiens.

SOURCE: NYS Division of €rizinmal Justice Services, Arcests and Processing Trends File,
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TABLE 6R SENTEMCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS (ADULTS ONLY) BY SEXTENCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1985

SENTENCES AS & PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS

Local Jail
COUNTY Year State Prison Local -Jail and Prohatien Probation Fines Other Total
e paamm——c— cmmm cmemmeemmmee mmmcmmmer cmcemcummmnns wsceceemmmen ' amemmemmmmee . seeeene——— e ——
ALBRRY 1984 3.7 154 8.3 2.8 53.4 : 8.5 100.0
1985 3.7 12.8 L& 13.3 57.8 4.7 100.0
RLLEGANY 1988 |13 0.1 9.3 1, 44.4 13.4 100.0
1965 L4 5.4 . 30,0 14.5 100.90
BROKX 1984 91 40.4 3.0 8.2 25,17 13.7 00,0
1985 1.1 39.8 1.5 8.5 3.1 16.8 100.0
BROCNE 1984 3.5 13.9 3.8 . 3.4 30,4 100.0
1985 3.2 14.5 3.7 1 3b.4 30.3 100.0
CATTRRAUGUS 1964 1.2 12.4 1 %.3 84.4 10,2 100.0
19835 | Y . 1.9 1.1 b4.4 10.4 100.0
CAYUSA 1984 8.2 19.3 3.7 5.3 46.0 9.3 100,0
1985 3.1 17.4 1.9 3.9 A7 4.0 160.0
CHAUTAUBUA 1984 1.3 13.9 5.7 . 52,4 1.1 100.0
1985 1.9 12,5 4.l 1.9 55.8 . 160.0
CHENUNE 1984 1.2 13.8 5.8 s 39.0 15.3 100,0
1983 8.3 12.7 LN .8 3.3 8.3 160.0
CHERANGD 1984 1.3 12.8 4,2 {. 49,0 21.0 100.0
1985 | ] 11.4 4.9 44.7 3 100.0
CLINTON 1984 2,1 13.0 2.0 13.4 92,4 5.3 100.0
1985 1.9 12,4 2.1 1.1 42,4 13.3 160.0
COLUNBIA 1988 4.4 20.3 . 1.9 9.3 53.4 8.4 100,0
1983 3.7 19.2 3.0 1.7 33.8 8.7 160.0
CGRTLAND 1988 2.3 14,9 4.2 2, 54.8 11 100,0
1965 2.1 1,7 2.7 1 58,7 . 100.0
DELA¥ARE 1988 o4 12.4 34 9.9 2.1 1.5 100.0
1985 4 9.5 4.4 8.8 9.7 210 100.0

{ Continsed on next page, }
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TABLE 64 SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS (ADULIS OMLY) BY SENTENCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1785 - Continued

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TDTAL CONVICTIONS

Local Jail
£ounTy Year State Prison Lacal Jdail and Probation Probation Fines Dther Total
JUTCHESS 1985 1.9 15, L 51,3 9.4 100,60
1985 2.2 . ' 5.5 .t 59.7 5.8 100,90
ERIE 1984 3.1 17.8 1.3 3.5 ' §0.7 21.9 100.0
1963 . 3.1 18,3 2,8 13. 40.1 22,3 ) 160.0
ESSEX 1984 1.2 8.8 2.1 7.4 41,8 18.8 100.0
1983 1.9 7.2 1.9 8.8 62,9 7.3 100.0
FRANKLIN 1984 .9 136 - 5,2 1.1 58,1 4.5 100.0
1985 1.9 13.3 3.9 13.0 18.1 100.0
FULTON 1985 3.9 12,8 5.4 10,1 47.8 20.1 100.0
1985 5,0 . 13. 5.3 12,3 49,8 14, 100.0
BENESEE 1984 R b4 2.4 8.4 54.8 10.4 100.0
1983 3.2 8.0 8.0 21.8 49.3 9.6 100.0
GREENE 1984 2.7 12,3 . 2.3 7.5 5.4 %4 100,0
1983 1.9 , 12.3 ol 9.0 87.1 8.4 100.0
HAKILTON 1984 2.4 1.9 2.1 7.9 52,8 5.3 100.0
1985 2.7 16.2 1] 3.4 5.8 18.9 100.¢
HERKINER 1984 1.0 18.1 1.9 5.2 624 14,5 100.0
1985 1.5 144 2.2 4.8 50.4 14.4 100.0
JEEFERSON 1984 4.5 . 14,9 5.8 13.2 52.5 9.2 160,0
1985 2.9 ’ 14.4 1.3 10.8 55,0 9.3 §00.0
KINGS 1984 10.3 28,1 4.1 8.1 21,2 28,2 160.0
1985 9.4 5.4 4.3 % 7.9 23.0 100.0
LERIS 1986 5.4 8.1 16,3 . 15.3 42.9 (4.3 100.0
1985 .3 8. 3.0 15.0 6.3 14.4 100.0
LIVIHBSTOR 1984 2.0 10.3 5,2 9.4 9 19.0 £00.0
1789 1.2 9.2 5.8 7.8 8.3 14,4 100.0

{ Continued on nest page. }




19-9

TABLE 64 SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TDTAL CONVICTIONS (ADULTS ONLY) BY SENTENCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1986 - Continued

SENTENCES AS & PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS

: Loral Jail
COURTY Year State Prison Local dail and Probation Probation ) Fines Dther Total
HADISOR i98% 13 8.4 5.0 . 7.9 15,0 1000
1983 2.9 B.6 5.1 3. 1.8 8.8 100.0
HONROE 1986 8.3 15, 3.9 143 333 3, 100.0
1985 3.4 0 1.9 38.4 2.4 100.0
HONTGOMERY 1984 1 §0.4 2.9 10.3 5.7 .8 100.0
1985 1.9 9.8 4.4 8.2 9.1 15.4 109.0
HASSAU 1984 8.2 i7.0 6.t 17,4 i3 2.8 100.0
1985 4.2 16,9 4.3 18. L1 23,3 100.9
NEW YORK 1984 5.9 ] 62,3 1.1 4.7 1.7 18,4 100.0
1385 5.2 3.3 N 4.6 7.4 2.1 100,0
HRIAEARA {988 2.2 20.2 2.4 10.7 50.1 . 100.0
1965 22 22,0 2.8 10. 8.8 . . 100,
OREIDA 19684 4.3 .5 3.3 9.9 33.0 13.7 100.0
1985 1.2 14,5 3.7 11.8 s.7 2.1 160.0
CONONDAGA 1984 74 18,8 L7 ' 2.3 . KT8 20.1 100.0
1983 6.9 15.0 3.6 17.8 3.1 2.4 106.0
ONTAREG 1988 3.4 13.2 6.3 %.3 32.é 153 100.0
1985 - 4.6 14.8 5.0 1.7 533 12,4 100.0
ORANEE 1984 3.1 12 43 1.7 - 60,5 1.5 100.0 .
1983 3.3 13.1 5.1 1.1 55,9 8.3 160.0
ORLEANS 1984 1.4 3.3 8.7 . 9.7 361 14,4 100.0
1983 6.9 b e : H.0 .7 15.5 : 100.9
OSWEBD 1988 2.4 10.7 1.1 1-2.0‘ 53.4 - 14.2 - 100.0
1985 2i 13.8 3.9 10.1 51.9 .t 100.0
OTSEBD 1984 b 5.3 27 5.8 3. 10.6 100.0
1983 L2 8.5 2.4 8.2 .9 9.8

100.0

{ Continued on next page. }
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TABLE &8 SEMTENCES AS*R PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS -(ADULTS ONLY) BY SEMTENCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1985 ARD 1984 - Continued

SEHTENCES AS A PERCEMT DF TOTAL CONVICYIOMS

*tecal Jail
COuRTY Year State frison Lacal dail and Probation Probation Fines Other Total
PUTHAK 1994 0 ) .1 1. ' it,3 13.3 3.2 180,0
19835 b 1.2 1.4 £0.6 1.1 24 160.0
BUEENS 1985 14.1 20.4 5.2 1.1 18,2 2.4 ) 100.0
1983 9.4 .2 3.1 10.5 2.1 17.4 109.0
RENSSELAER 1988 2.0 18.3 2.3 9.9 52,2 15.4 163.0
1983 2.3 14.2 1.3 1Lt : 55t 3.9 109.0
RICHNORD 1985 1.3 24,8 L7° 1.8 3.1 M8 109.0
1983 5.8 214 1.7 ’ 3.0 32,5 25.8 100.0
ROCKLAND 1988 8.3 13.4 8.3 1.8 53.7 5.3 109.0
1985 4 10.7 . 9.0 2.1 §7.8 4.0 169.0
87, LAMRENCE 1584 .2 . bbb 1.4 4d 42,5 A7 1090
1983 o4 9.9 1.2 L 8.3 2.8 100.0
SARATOGA 988 - [ 12.2 1.4 3.7 10,2 9.2 106.0
1965 1.2 , 9.4 it 5.4 74.1 8.3 . 100.0
SCHEMECTADY 966 ' 2.8 ) 17.3 3.4 1.8 3.1 1.7 16e.0
1983 2.1 19.0 2.0 . 12,8 M. 8.8 10¢.0
SCHOBARIE 1988 1.4 9.8 1.b 1.0 ’ 58,7 .4 106.0
1983 3.3 41 4.1 ’ oAl . 3 10.8 160,06
SCHUYLER 1984, 3.4 IR 9.8 17.4 §2.2 10.3 106.0
1985 1.4 1.8 8.5 20,6 50.0 8.7 100.0
SERECA 1986 3.4 3.3 5.6 1.0 ' 8.0 8.5 1069
1985 i.0 1.3 §.4 8.2 93.4 20,8 106.0
STEUBEH 1484 1.4 i1 4.4 9.0 60.5 i2.7 £00.0
1983 2.3 10.9 4.4 104 ) , 5.3 17.1 100.9
SUFFOLK 1984 1.9 iL.0 41 13.2 . 44,4 20,4 : 106.Q
1985 4.3 9.9 5.1 13.3 . 93,7 H.7 100.0

{ Continued on sext page, |}
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TABLE A SENTEHCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS (ADULTS ONLY) BY SENTENCE TYPE AND COURTY FOR 1985 AND 1984 - Continued

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CORVICTIONS : .

Local Jail 4
COUNTY Year State Prison Local Jail and Probation Probation Fines Other Total
SULLIVAH 1584 ) 2.1 : 3.5 3.9 13, U4 12, 100.0
1985 3.8 19.7 it i3, 3710 . 160.0
11068 1984 3.0 : 8.5 2.3 14,0 56.4 . 100.6
1983 2.0 8.3 3.0 9.9 6t.3 15, 160,90
TOMPKINS 1988 2.8 b.1 1.0 8.8 81,3 20.8 100.0
. 1985 3.5 1.1 rA 15.0 7.1 4.1 100.¢
ULSTER 1986 2,35 : 4.1 2.5 il. 9.7 i, 100.0
1983 3.0 14,5 2.8 . 3%.1 t0. 100.¢ ¢
HARREM 1986 1.0 ' 14,8 8 b4 81,2 15.8 100,90
1985 % S 1.0 1.9 ’ 4.2 60.0 17.4 100.0
HASHINGTON 1988 2.2 12.8 13 8.4 §7.2 16,0 100.0
1985 .3 12.1 3.2 6.2 b4.3 3.9 100.0
RAYNE 19846 1,2 13.4 o 31 2.5 . §.7 19.0 100.0 .
1985 1.3 , 10,3 .9 12.0 53.3 20.1 160.0
YESTCHESTER 1984 4.4 24,3 5.0 14, 419 10.4 100,90
1985 4.9 6.5 4.4 13.4 47.0 7.8 100.0 |
-
HYCHING 1984 2.0 8.1 b.b 2.3 §3.8 1.1 150.0 i
1985 3.1 8.7 8.2 20.0 53.8 4.1 100.0 ‘
YATES 1984 3.8 - 10.3 it.5 . 35,9 25.0 £00.0 !
1985 6.3 k 13.2 2.0 . 33.3 26.4 1000
HEY YORK STRTE 1984 L 351 3.3 9.9 . .8 100,0
1985 5.4 3.4 3.1 9.8 3.3 8.8 100.0 |
NEW YORX CITY 1988 8.5 4,3 2.7 4.9 15.2 A 100.0
1985 7.0 44,5 2.9 1.2 11.7 2.5 100.0

# These data reflect the sost serious sentence in sultiple sentence dispositions le.g., sentences including 2 jail tera and a fine have been counted as “local jail®l. This dlstnbutmn aof sentence types
say be affected by the underreporting of dispositions to the Rivision of Crieinal Justice Services {see Appendix F).

SOURCE:  HYS Division of Criminal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.
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TABLE &8

COURTY

ALLEGANY

BAGNX

BROONE

CATTARAUGUS

CAYUGA

CHAUTALBUA

CHENUNG

CHENANGO

CLINTON

CoLuNBEA

CORTLAKD

QELAMARE

1984
198

1986
1985

1985
1983

1986
1985

1986
1983

1986
1983

1984
1563

1986
1985

1988
1983

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF CONVICTI0NS »

PERCENE OF FELONY CONVICVIONS AND MISCEMEANOR AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICTIONS 1ADULYS ONLY) BY SENTENCE TYFE AND ZOUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1985

State Prison
Hisd &

felony Lesser

Conv

HA
A

KA
N

Ha
N

HA
HA
HA

HA
HA

HA

A
n

HA

Lacal Jail

Hisd &
Felony Lesser
Cony Conv
L3 18,8
1.0 3.4
9.4 10.2
5.9 10.8
13.3 1.}
16.8 una
16.2 14,3
12.8 .7
15.9 12.4
17.4 14.4
19.8 19.3
3.7 1.
17.4 13.4
t8.0 12.0
4.7 13.
2,2 12.0
2,2 12.5
2.1 10.8
19,0 12,5
14.3 12,4
16, 20.5
1.1 19.8
2.3 13.7
i1.1 i1.8
13.0 12,4
15,7 %l

————— - ————— ——mm - ———-—

—rrtmne  weevwas cusarsn semcwwe

Fines

Felony
Cony

..............

.0
0

Jll
9

2
2

2,5
.8

Other

Hisd &
Felony Lesser
Toay Conv
3 4.9
] 5.0
3.4 14.8
0 15.8
5 B |
.9 2.1
t.6 351
3.4 3.1
] il
N 1.1
.0 2.1
8.4 26,2
2.3 7.3
N 15.3
1. 18.3
1.5 %5
0 287
.0 23.2
S T
1.8 4.1
i .1
.0 3.5
4.1 §2.
28 il.

Tatat

Hisd &

Felony lesser
Tanv Lonv
100.0  100.0
100.0  160.0
100.0  100.0
100.0 - 1000
§60.06  100.0
160.0  100.0
100.0  100.0
100,60  100.0
100.0 - 100.0
1000 1000
160,06 100.0
108.0  100.0
100,000,
100.0  100.0
100.8 100,90
100.0 10040
1000 100.0
100.0 - 100,90
100.0  100.0
106.0  100,0
100.0  100,0
100.0 100.0
100,06 100.¢
100.0  100.0
00,0 100.0
106.0  100.0

{ Continued on next page, !



59-4

TABLE &8 PERCENT OF FELONY CONVICTIONS AND HISDEHEANOR AND LESSER GFFENSE CONVICTIONS (ADULTS DNLY) BY SENTENCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

SENTEHCES AS A PERCENT OF CONVICTIONS #

Local Jail

State Prisen Local Jail and Frobation Probation Fines Other Total
Hisd & " Hisd & Hisd & Misd & Hisd & Hisd & Hisd &
Felony  Lesser Felony Lesser Felony ° Lesser Felony lesser felony lesser Felony Lesser Felony lLesser
COUNTY Year Conv Conv Cany Conv Coay Conv . Conv Conv Cany Coav Conv fony | Cony Conv
DUTCHESS 1984 20.5 HA 9.2 1.8 211 2.1 ' 428 8.3 0 83.1 : .4 10.0 100,0  100.0
1985 20.8 N 8.9 15.5 32.9 2.2 . 31.0 1.9 .0 6.8 N 1.4 100,0  100.0
ERIE 1984 4.3 NA 13,3 17.9 17.3 2.1 2.1 12.4 W5 4.0 W5 23,4 100,0  100,0
1985 39.6 A 14,0 8.7 10.4 2.0 344 1.7 .9 43.4 .B 4.1 100,0 100.0
ESSEX 1986 20,0 HA 14,0 8.4 20,0 1.0 40,0 5.4 ‘ 0 85,8 4.0 19.7 100.0  100.0
. 1985 3b.4 NA 7.1 7.1 %1 [} 45,5 47 0 b4, 3 0 18.5 106,0 - 100.0
FRANKLIN 1988 13.6 L1 13.8 13.4 43,2 2.3 8.5 8.0 ] 82,4 ] 15.4 100.0  100.0
1985 23.8 N& . 13.5 2.4 2.4 40.5 10,4 0 4.0 2.4 19.9 T100.0 . 100.0
FULTDN 1988 45,5 KA 114 12,9 29,5 34 13,6 9.8 N 52.2 ] 21.9 100.0  106,0
1985 4.2 HR 14.7 13.0 2.0 2.4 17,4 1.9 185 56,3 i 16,8 100.0  100.0
BENESEE 1984 4.3 HA 1.4 1.2 8,3 3.0 28,8 169 .0 81,2 f.4 11,7 100,0  100.0
1583 .7 mw 3.3 8.4 3%9.0 3.3 32.3 2.2 0 56.8 2 1.0 100,90 100.0
BREENE 1985 1.3 HA 13.3 12.4 4.4 4 26,7 5.8 2.2 70.9 50 10.5 100,0  100.0
1985 30.8 NA : 26,9 i1, 3.8 K 3.6 1.4 3.8 H.? .0 8.9 100.0 100.0
HAMILTON 1985 i1 HA W0 10,3 7.8 &9 1.1 6.9 Do 4, 0 8.9 100.0 - 100.0
1783 33.3 NA 86,7 11.8 .0 0 0 5.9 .0 &l.8 0 20,6 100.0 100.0
HERKINER 1985 14.7 NA 26,3 14,3 26,9 2 23,5 3.9 8.8 [ 118} .0 15, 100,0  100.0
1963 22,2 Na 22.2 13.9 19.4 1.0 30.6 5.1 5.6 84.5 N 15.6 100.0  100.0
JEFFERSON 1984 .4 NA 16.1 14.4 25,6 .4 3.2 8.3 2.9 84.2 .0 1.4 1000 100.0
1983 - 7.6 A 19.1 13.5 35,9 1.8 2,2 8.0 1.5 83,7 .8 1.0 100.9  100.0
KINGS 1984 92,3 N 9.7 2.4 17.4 9 19.8 5.2 : .B 28,2 A 35.1 100,0  100.0
: 1985 49.4 NA 8.7 9.4 19.0 .8 21,3 7.1 1.0 34.2 N 28,2 100.0  100.0
LENIS 1985 217 N 13.0 40 56,5 4.0 8.7 7.3 . 0 56,0 0 16.7 100.0 - 100,0
© 1985 18.7 NA 16,7 1.4 133 2.7 33.3 13.3 .0 0.9 .0 15.5 160.0  100.0
LIVINGSTON {984 18,0 A ‘ 19.0 7.2 28,0 2.4 3,0 8.4 C W0 50,8 1,0 1.3 100,06 100.0
1983 1.7 N 4.2 80 45,2 3.9 {13 1.4 .0 82.7 .4 17.8 100.0 . 100.0

{ Continued on next page, )
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TRBLE &8 PERCENT DF FELDHY COHVACTIDNS AHD MISDEREANOR AHD LESSER DFFENSE CONVICTIONS (ADULTS ONLY) BY SEMYERCE TYPE AND COURTY FOR 1903 AND 1986 - Continued

* SEWTENCES AS & PERCENT OF CONVICTIONS #

Loral Jail LI

State Prisen Leca) Jail and Probation . . Prabation Fines
Hicd & fisd & Hisd & Hisd & Hisd &
Felony Lesser Felony Lesser Felogy  Lesser felany Lesser Felony “Lesser
COURTY Year Coav Coav Cony Conv Conv Conv Cony Coav Conv Conv
MADISOH 1986 13,6 WA 0.6 1.9 31.9 L7 3.4 12,8 0 43.8
1983 Q.6 - W 1.4 8.2 1.3 .8 3.5 f.b 8 "3
HIRAROE 1984 353 HA 153 8.9 " pARY 0 © 2.3 1.t o 40.4
1983 35.9 [T} . 1.8 14,2 21.8 2.1 4.3 13.4 o4 45,4
HOMTGOHERY - 1984 0.0 A 164 0.4 234 .0 38.2 1.2 1.8 5.0
1985 17.4 HA 1N ] 9.4 34.8 .3 3.9 3.3 29 68,0
HASSAY 1564 40.6 HA 13.4 17,6 25.3 2.5 7.8 17.6 1.0 38
1985 "t i 4.5 1.3 25,3 3.7 b 1.7 .3 351
HEY YORK 1984 8.9 HA 2.2 48,0 1.9 2 2.8 2.4 .3 8.7
1985 48.3 HA 20.8 52.0 8.3 W 2.3 24 .3 10.2
HIAGARA 1988 £1.4 A 17,0 20,3 3.2 23 7.4 9 1.8 52.4
1983 Ir.5 [/ 24,3 2.9 3.8 2.7 134 ¥.8 .0 1.7
ONEIDA 1988 38.8 A 124 16,0 2.8 9 21,0 1. 8 80,0
1963 30.2 NA 16.3 6.8 23.7 1.3 28.8 3.7 ) 57,0
ONORDABA 1984 0.6 - WA 14.2 {13 il.8 i 39,4 §5.4 b 40.7
1988 32.9 NA 18.4 4.1 12.9 1.2 33.5 13.7 4 4.4
- DNTARID 1985 18.3 WA 22,3 1.1 8.4 1:3 5.8 5. 2.2 54,0
. 1985 2.8 A 21.9 2.1 2.7 1.7 2.2 5.0 1.7 84,3
. ORANGE 1988 30.3 [ild 8,3 134 28.2 1.3 30.7 %4 4 813
1905 28.0 HA 5.0 14.2 26,5 2.4 3%.4 10.8 0 43.8
ORLEAKS 1984 45.0 HA 8.7 1.9 25.0 S 2.3 19,0 0 3.4
1585 2.3 L 1.4 153 1.8 4.9 3.t it.2 .0 2.3
OS¥ESD 1986 2.7 i 10,2 10.8 pAR] 38 2.0 10,0 K 8 9.9
1983 20.0 NA 5.0 13.7 40.8 1.8 L7 2.8 t.7 b4.8
DISEED 1985 32.4 A 8.1 3.4 21.0 .4 2.7 4.6 0 .9
1965 22.1 H .4 8.4 . 30 .4 2.5 5.0 : 0 75.8

Dther

Hisd &
Felony Lesser
Conv Conv
1.8 1.2
23 9.8
4 28.8
.1 25.0
o0 161

1.4 18.
1.8 25,5
. 2.3
1.0 20.8
1.2 25,3
1.5 19.1
] 14.0
o4 15.4
o3 3.5
3.4 25.3
1.8 8.8
3.4 2.0
1.7 14.9
1.1 8.2
1.1 9.4
0 17.3
1.4 2.7

1.4 13,
.8 1.2

27 Lo’

2.3 0.2

Total
Misd &
Felony Llesser
Conv Cony
100.0  100,0
100.0 . 100.0
100.0 100,90
1000 100,0
100,90 100.0
100.0 100,90
100,86 100.0
1000 0oL
100,06 100.0
100.0  100.0
100.0  100.0
100.0 00,0
100.0 100.0
160,0 1000
100.0  100,0
100.0 1000
1000 100.0
160.0-  100.0
100,06 - 160.0
160.0 1000
100.0  100.0
1000  100.0
100.0  00.0
100.0 - 106,0
1000 100.0
100.0-  100.¢

{ Continued on mext page. }
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TABLE 4B PERCENT OF FELDNY CONVICTIONS AND HISDEMEANOR AND LESSER DFFENSE CONVICTIONS IADULYS ONLY) BY GENTENCE TYFE AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

COUNTY Year
PUTNAR 1984
1985
BUEENS 19085
1985
RENSSELAER 1984
1905
RICHMOND 19848
1985
ROCKLAND 1984
1563
5T, LANRENCE 1984
1993
SARRTOGA 1384
1985
SCHENECTADY = 1984
1983
SCHOHARIE 1984
1985
SCHUYLER 19084
1985
SERECA . 1988
1983

STEUBER i98¢
1983

SUFFOLK 1985
1963

SERTENCES AS A PERCENT OF CONVICTIONS »

State Prisen

Hisd &
Felony Lesser
Lony Lonv
.0 A
4.4 HA
49.8 HR
45.8 NA
21.5 RA
25.4 NA
576 (]
46.1 NA
34,0 HA
T .8 HA
50,0 A
25.0 NA
25,5 NR
29,8 A
32,4 HA
5.9 NA
14,7 A
42.9 N
35.0 NR
21.4 HA
25,0 NA
13.0 A
13,8 NA
3.2 NA
23 M
30.8 KA

Local Jail

Hisd &
Felony Lesser
Conv Conv
0 9.2
0 1.3
1.3 37.3
9.8 40.5
16,7 8.4
14,5 14.2
3.8 1.9
B.2 23.2
8.3 4.3
2.8 12.4
0 b.b
.0 6.0
20,4 11.8
26,6 8.9
1.6 17.8
12,7 19.
.0

a3 3.8
0 1.8
14.3 1.4
18,17 B.A
13.0 it.1
1.1 i,
.8 N
10.2 11.2
12,0 9.4

Local Jail

and Probation
Hisd &

Felony  lesser
Conv Conv
.0 1.1
.0 1.1
%3 N
5.2 g
3.7 [ 1]
15.9 2.0
2.4 :2
1.2 .4
29,5 3.5
3.8 2.8
§0.0 1.3
50,0 1.0
b A
18.1 .4
3.9 1.9
3.3 W
5.8 a7
35,7 1.3
45,0 8.4
7.1 2.0
U3 1.4
60,9 4
38,3 .8
40.6 R
25,9 [ ]
25,8 1.8

Probation
Hisd &
Felony Lésser
Conv Cony
100.,0 1.t
53,6 .
224 5.2
21.2 5.2
42,2 7.4
3.5 10.0
25,2 %7
31.2 10.5
2.9 1.8
.8 A
N LK
N 4.4
24,5 4.9
25,5 4.8
.2 9.4
46,4 8.9
1.8 b4
10.7 .
20,0 17,2
1.1 21.9
22.9 4.5
13.0 1.2
4.6 1.0
15.% 16.0
24,5 .
21,9 .

Fines
Hisd &
Felony Lesser

Cony Conv

.0 79.4
0 78.8
Wd 23.3
1.3 Jo.8°
0 54,2
.7 58,5
ol 26,3
2.2 36.7
3 bb.4
,0 70.5
N] 82.7
25,0 b1.5
1,0 N3
N 1.1
v 58.8
1.2 £0.9
N R AW ]
0 78.8
N 57.4
R 53.4
2.1 55.2
.0 38.1
2,5 85,9
.0 60,2
47 53.1
4.8 63.9

Other

Hisd &
Felony lesser
Coay Lonv
.0 1.2
0 2,4
A4 30.3
b 2.8
W0 ¢
0 .
3 34,0
1,1 29.2
0 8.1
3 1.2
0 4.8
.0 26,9
W 9.4
.0 8.7
1] 1.4
N3 9.7
0 8.4
0 11.8
] i3
.0 9.3
2.1 30.3
0 22,4
.0 14,1
1.4 18,
5.5 22,
4.5 12.9

Total
Hisd &
Felony Lesser
Cenv Canv

100, 100.0
100.0  100.0

100.0  100.0
100.0. 100.0

1009 100.¢
106.0 100,90

100.0  100.0
100.0  106.0

100.0  100.0
100.0  100.0

00,0  100.0
100.0  100.0

100.¢ 1009
100.0  100.0

100.0  100.0
100.0  106.0

100.0  100.0
100.0. 100.0

£00,0  100.0
100,06 100.0

100.0 100,90
100,0  100.0

100.0 1000
100.0  100.0

100.0 100,90
100.0 100,90

{ Continued on next page. }
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TAELE 6B PERCENT OF FELONY CONVICTIONS AND MISDEMEMMOR AND LESSER OFFENSE CONVICYIONS (ADULTS OMLY) BY SENTENCE TYFE AND COUNTY FOR 1983 aND 1936

CEUNTY Year

SULLIVAR 1985

19835
11064 1985
1983
TORPKINS 1984
1585
ULSTER 1986
1985
HARREN 1984
1983
HASHINGTON 1984
1985
HAYNE 1984
1983
NESTCHESTER 198
1953
WYOHING 1986
1985
YATES 1985
1983

HEW YORK STATE1985
1983

NEW YORK CITY 198b
1985

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF CBUVICTIONS »

State Prison

Hicd &
Lesser
Lonv

NA
HA

ha
HA

HA
HA

HA
HA

NA
HA
WA

HA
A

L]
WA

(L)
i

A
HA
A

NA
NA

Local Jail
and frobation

. Felony
Cony

oo w o
- o~ oo

. Ced
L

. LR CY - rd - —

-

R - > - © =l
x> - O~ " o Rl
- o - O - <

Hisd
Felosy Lesser
fonv - Conv

L5 98
LA s
L6 b5
L 8L
5.6 440
.0 4.0
L3 L7
.5 bb.
0 6l
0 bl
NI
0 e
5750
L7 b
5 8
R X
S S
30 8.2
'o 46.3
2.6 448
B 35
9 30
S5 183
J 2.0

Bther
Hied &
Felony Lesser
Coay Conv
0 13,
. 13.
0 18.2
.9 8.9
5.4 2.1
5.9 26,7
ol .
o3 .
.0 16,3
R 11.%
N 17,
.0 15.1
0200
.9 2.1
o1 it.7
3 11.7
il 8.4
.0 4.9
0 32,2
¢ 38,2
1,0 21,
.1 21.
W1 2.8
.9 25.1

Total

tisd &

Felony lesser
Conv Conv
100,0  100.0
109.0 - l00.0
100,06  100.0
109,90 100.0
100,06 100.0
100.0  100.0
100,0  100.0
05,0 1000
100,0  100.0
100.9  190.0
10,0 100.0
160,09 100.0
100.0  100,0
100.0 - 100.0
1000  100.0
j00.0  100.0
100,06 100,0
100,00 100.0
100,0  100.0
100,0  100.0
100.0  100.0
100,0  160.0
100,0 100,90
100. 1000

# Thece data reflect the most serious sentence in multiple seatence dispesitions le.g., sentences including a jail ‘tera and a fine have deen counted as 'lucal jail'l.
affected by the underreporting of dispositions to the Dlvisnnn of Crininal Justice Services (see Appendix Fl,

SDURCE: VS Division of Crieinal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Trends File.

Thic distribution of sentence types say be
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TABLE 74-4 PROBATION DEPARTHENT INTAKE, IRVESTIGATION, AND PRE-DISPOSITION SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POPULAYTION AND RATE RAKKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1784

INTAKE #

COUNTY Year Rate  Rank
ALBANY 1986 iy @
1985 45,2 50

ALLEGARY 1986 1,1%.0 20
1983 903.7 2

BRONX 1986 523.5 45
1965 843.2 42

BRODKE 1984 1,343 15
1983 1,388,112

CATTARAUGBUS 1985 N1
1905 844 54

CAYUBA - 1986 %2 43
1983 £32.4 i3

CHAUTAUGUA 1986 , L2 3
1985 gi4.2 35

CHERUNG y 1986 2,223,2 3
1985 1,996.2 3

CHENANGO 1986 88,0 56
1985 4,2 5%

CLINTOR 1984 id28,4 23
1985 1,107,0 24

COLUNBIA 1985 85,0 W
1985 3348 95

CORTLAND 1988 3,087,% 2
1985 2,861,2 2

DELAHARE 1986 1,817.4 H
‘ 1985 1,546.2 7

INVESTIGATIONS

Total Faaily Court Eriminal Court
Rate  Rant Rate  Rank Rate Rank
1,159,3 ) 19,5 18 963.0 8
1,084.7 9 206.4 8 B78.2 8
415.2 5 108.9 58 38,3 1]
3%6.8 58 10,7 5 326.1 i
37,8 4l I 1T T 546.5 32
802.7 &2 8.7 50 514.0 33
882,53 . 1% 256,2 H £33.3 2%
919.8 12 291.8 1 621.9 2
S8z.6 4 1.2 L3 90
7.7 2 (69,9 2% 305.4 56
455.6 W7 102.6 2 352.9 ]
398.2 5 Bl.4 52 J1&.8 55
B8LY 2 1654 . 19 107, 18
B0S.7 2 205.9 19 599.7 2
+230.9 8 2530 1 7.8 1
195, 7 BT B 262.0 ]
8.0 3 14, 55 634.0 A
8206 20 7155 1486 {3
ple.s 2 315.3 2 5353 3
825.0 - 19 7.5 2 377.6 7
82,7 5 13,4 5 3493 56
HET IS B 1) 80.y &3 120.3 40
1,082,210 A3t 1 82¥.! 13
1,078.2 10 2363 12 8i1.9 10
626,3 & 208.1 St 18,3 49
436 5 87.4 81 336.2 50

PRE-DISPOSITION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED

Total Fanily Court Crizinal Covrt
Rate  Rank fate  Rank Rate Rank
8.1 i1 15.2 3 202.% 17
14 17 20.8 2 %.1 17
0 5 D 4 .0 42

00 5 P 1) .0 42
106.4 17 §04.4 3 1.8 35
104,09 160.8 3 3.2 35
1.9 50 .9 & R 42
.9 5 L9 40 0 2
1.0 48 LI 4 3.5 30
1.5 4 1.2 42 9.4 kii}
00 8 N .0 40
§.3 82 00 4 1.3 40
1565 15 .2 18 122,3 14
153.2 13 5.8 12 107.5 14
07 2 33 42 57.4 10
132,614 W2 1 130.4 10
4.0 32 40.0 34 ] {2
3.0 35 300 17 W0 42
62 & 47 0 f.2 3
4.7 42 11,0 28 3.7 34
0 5 N T ] 42

0 5 L0 4 0 2

0 8 N .0 12

1 -] N1 N §2
229.3 ? 29,1 3 ] 42
219.7 8 219,17 2 .0 32

t Continued on next page. }
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TABLE 7A-1

COUNTY

..............

DUTCHESS
ERIE
ESSEX
FRANKLI
FULTON
BENESEE
BREENE
HAMILTON
HERKIHER
JEFFERSON
K165

LENIS

" LIVIRGSTON

Year

1986
1983

1966
1983

1986
1985

1988
1989

1986
1963

1986
1989

1986
1983

198
1985

1984
1983

1586
1983

1985
1983

1986
1983

1984
1985

INTAKE ¢
Rate  Rank
1,086,227
1,081, 2b
585.6 42
950.8 48
99%.2 32
1,056,0 28
§,655.3 7
1,705.8 S
382.8 il
2960  §7
JN97.3 19
1,436.0 i
L3z 17
1,138,023
20.0 b2
20.1 &
191,34t
173.3 - &1
1,985.7 §
§,793.8 §
M6 48
008,56 44
961.3 A
356.3 - 4%
MLy 33
756,13

INVESTIGATIONS
Total Faaily Court Criminal Court
Rate  Rank Rate  Kank Rate Rank
576,347 134 W 368 47
8323 4 162 W S064 3
530.0 52 X I ] 504 4
500.6 45 110.8 42 9.8 41
Hnt o 82 M 9.0 8l
32 59 1017 . 4 24465 80
14703 4 2566 1} 1,223 3
1438.6 4 W43 1 1,194,3 3
5714 50 2368 2% LT A7
8.7 W 1660 28 83,7 38
Chanss 1 2024 2 1,673,1 4
1,133 8 e 25 945.2 -
204 B5.5 60 Be 5
2941 &l 50,6 &0 3.5 58
0.0 & 0.0 82 30,0 58
104 82 0.4 82 1204 82
830 38 o0 W |2 5
88,2 50 2450 10 BHI S
BS.5 2 8.4 57 7884 15
7462 W 3.2 57 83,0 18
5468 51 0.4 58 64 A1
ST 88 8.9 58 $59.8 43
6285 &2 [Ty N 68 U
480.8 5t 122 3 5.6 A9
7528 3 M3 oS 2
76 2 1663 27 5983 22

PRE-DISPOSITION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED

PRODATION DEPARTHENT INTAKE, INVESTIGATION, AND FRE-DISPOSITION SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNIY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Contisued

Total Farily Court Criainal Court
Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank
9.7 24 40.9 13 28.8 ¥
0.2 27 .8 1§ 13.3 7
M1 R | 0 42
DB M 1 .0 42
13.6 42 10 30 2.8 ki)
16,5 40 13.8 23 2,8 37
52,5 o 13.7 28 Je.8 22
5.7 30 46 3 a1, 22
2.8 & 2.8 28 0 42
16,2 4 1.2 R 0 42
2262 10 3.6 2% 242,86 9
164.3 12 7% -t 159.2 9
235.2 ] 48 40 230.4 42
4,8 49 4.8 3 .0 42
SO0 5 A 0 42
H 53 O 004 .0 42
N4 B 0 WM 28,4 34
6,0 48 30 W 3.0 34
0 51 AR 1 0 42
L 008 S 1} Q0 &2
82,4 19 76.4 1 4.2 32
8.3 2% £2.5 8 &0 kY
9.3 28 1.9 32 £7.4 12
123,215 7.9 30 115.2 {2
.8 B 7.8 10 0 39
26,7 38 2.0 20 .7 39

{ Continued oo next page, }
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TABLE 7A-1

-
HADISON
HONROE
HONTBOHERY
NASSAU
KEW YORK
NEAGARA
DNELDA
DHORDASA
ONTARLD
DRﬁHSé
ORLEANS

DSHEED

O7SEED

Year

1786
1983

1986
1985

1986
1985

1988
1983

1984
1985

1986
1983

1384
1985

1986
1985

1985
1983

1986
1983

1985
1985

1984
1985

198
1985

INTAKE 4
Rate  Rank
1,439,910
1,340 13
M08 3
8517 A4l
359 53
9.0 S
L4127 1
1,461 10
‘29.8 58
402.0 53
7243 38
%22 30
s 37
nLe 3N
9858 - 30
1,246,018
5085 47
7.3 38
1,040.5 28
3208 14
1,09%.0 25
1,09.5 75
] 4l
515 A7
1.t M
B39 39

IRVESTIGATIONS -

_Total Faeily Court Crisinal Court
Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank
go7.8 30 15,7 38 856.2 2
LYLTY ] 131,833 542.4 28
847.9 o 17 ¥ §30.2 35
59,9 43 130.8 -3 484.1 42
nLy 3 853 1 L1YN 45
580.7 M ALY 17 1893 48
038, 2 160.8 23 874,0 it
1,071, H 177.4 4 894,3 7
950.4 15 48,8 . &f 901.8 10
831,518 827 M 781.9 I
16,4 & 13,5 U §79.9 39
467,538 147.3 3 526.1 12
%00,2 I8 203.2 29 497,90 2
42,2 2% 163.% 29 578.3 2
1,648.5 2 2038 14 AT 2
1,430.6 3 297 | 1220.9 2
885.0 20 04,1 & 780,% it
198.8 22 116.4 &3 £80.4 17
96,8 3 85,4 4l BLI 2
891,733 1.0 4t 580.8 24
g7.8 9 823 9 745.3 18
boh.B8 37 Teb S §90,2 23
1,320.2 & 278.4 9 1,041, 5
1,359.8 3 252, 4 9 1,107.1 4
§32,4 58 128.4 30 304.1 60
43,7 o 153.3 30 296,% 57

PRE-DISPOSITION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED

PKOBATION DEPARTHENT INTAKE, IHVESTIGATION, AMD PRE-DISPOSITION SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND EATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1985 - Continued

Féuily Court

Total Eriminal Court
Rate  “Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank
80,1 26 M L 40,1 19
4.4 26 L3 4l 52.% 19
3.3 N 7 17 1.4 §2
3.2 33 8.2 | 0 42
58 &7 58 3§ 0 L]
13.3 4 1.3 4 0 42
8.6 4 5.2 W L4 3
249.3 4 82 3 283, 1 3
13 2 .3 1l 31 21
M3 20 3.0 ? 46, 24
0 8t GO0 M 8 42

DRI R 11 Q0 4 .0 §2
0.8 22 5.4 3 85, bZi
2.1 3% 20 3 2,1 2
414 7 95.4 [ 146.2 i1
241.8 [ 118.9 4 124.9 1
54 48 O M 5.4 28
10.8 45 00 4 10.8 28
17,9 1 GO0 4 117.9 {3
110.4 18 00 044 1106 13
A4 12 51 38 208.2 14
115.0 16 10,2 29 104.8 14
5793 1 382.1 i 193.1 )
183.0 {1 00 44 183.0 ]
0§ S 4 0 5
203.8 9 .0 44 203.8 3

{ Continued on next page. }
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TABLE 74-1 PROBATION DEPARTHENT INTAKE, INVESTIGATION, AND PRE-DISPOSITION SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

TNVESTIGATIONS PRE-DISPOSITION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED

INTAKE & Total Fagily Court Criainal Court . Total Faaily Court Crininal Court

COUNTY Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank . Rate Rark
PUTNAH i9as 3.2 U 5748 48 B4 8 496,3 38 29.4, 38 24 19 .0 Ly}
1985 BE2.6 33 496.9 L1} 9.4 4 400.5 4 ) 8.3 32 38,3 i3 .0 42

QUEEHS 1985 335.9 54 92,5 54 £5.0 59 421,5 48 Ho 2 58.9 8 5.1 3
1985 461 RN WL 9 83,3 09 344,0 52 9 89,8 ? 7.1 k31

REHSSELAER 988 1,239.9 18 : 0.7 32 2288 AU 534,86 B 88,3 18 T 88,3 18
1985 1,048,3 29 725,83 185.0 2 536.9 YA "7 33 OB 1.4 18

RICHNOND 1986 38,0 82 35,8 &2 10,5 45 205,0 82 1.8 40 16,6 22 0 42
1985 5531 4 38 60 104.0 43 207.8 81 L1 T ¥ 8.1 19 .0 42

ROCKLAND 1964 © 538,240 8751 W 106,10 40 549.0 30 30,7 2 232.4 2 128.2 8
1983 6711 40 839.4 40 112.4 40 527.1 3 46,8 1 240.9 i 175.7 g8

ST, LAWRENCE 1986 1,719.9 & 1,039.0 11 132.1 & 06,9 ] 95,9 13 16,4 21 172.3 17
1983 L4134 it 871,214 0.8 49 780.3 12 191,310 13,2 25 178.1 1

SARATOGA 1984 , B97.6 35 7.5 U 255.3 15 4771 40 5.8 3.4 42,0 20
. 1985 858.3 M 707.3 32 A3.5 15 493.8 3 g8 2 359 1 48.9 20
SCRENECTADY 1984 1,352, 16 B&0.9 23 182.4 24 $78.4 21 2738 5 124 9 261.0 4
1785 1,238, 2 785.6 25 3o 587.7 24 231.8 7 13 27 220,5 4

SCHOHARLE 1984 2.9 8 810,745 e 33 449.8 43 .4 4 R 1 3.4 i}
1985 275.2 9 4265 3 3.6 33 338.9 93 0.1 4 J 04 10.1 29

SCHUYLER 1984 4,092,0 t 1,342.1 3 54,3 § 1,005.7 4 s & d 0 #H 143 2
19835 3,460.7 1 1,227.8 1] 371.2 3 B3b.6 9 1.4 L1 11.4 2% .0 42

SEMECA ’ 1986 1,021.8 2% 878, 23 378.9 4 501,64 38 183.8 W4 2.3 U 174,58 2
1985 1,242,220 794 30 299.1 1) 430.3 M 280.8 3 N 200.8 2

STEUBEN 1984 1,090.8 2% YY) 2613 - 2 $59.3 23 47.7 [1 156.9 4 90,8 15
1985 1,082.2° 7 . 78,8 [ 196.2 S84.5 25 263,90 5 156.2 3 106.8 15

SUFFOLK . 1986 1,170,821 2,105.4 f 129.3 38 | 1,974.3 i : 44 3 #44 12 N 12
: 1985 1,299.1 17 2,396.4 1 128.2 38 2,270,3 1 0.6 28 90.9 10 .0 42

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

COUNTY

SULLIVAN

Ti06A

TORPKINS

ULSTER

HARREN

WASHINGTOR

HAYNE

HESTCHESTER

NYONING

YATES

NEHVORKSTATE

HEW YORK CITY

Year

1986
1985

1985
1983

1986
1985

1908
1985

1986
1583

1986
1985

1986
1989

1986
1985

198b
1965

19858
1985
1986
1985

1984
1985

INTAKE ¢

24
31

12
4
L]

14
n

2
15

i3
19

40
80

50
51
NA
NA

A

INVESTIGATIDNS

Total Family Court Criainal Court
Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank
1,035, 13 166,2 48 847.3 12
869.8 15 9.7 48 7751 13
845.1 28 345.1 3 5000 37
859.5 17 430.7 3 428.8 45
§,000.8 2484 3R 1614 17
8.3 13 40.7 32 14,6 14
930.0. b 126.7 44 803,3 14
m.2 W 105.6 44 668,6 - 19
860.5 24 396.4 4 §72.1 42
868.1 15 3848 4 483.58 3%
572.8 &% 1843 14 388.4 1
569.1  4b 2132 16 359,9 ]
Bat.g 22 2953 8 586.4 2%
5.8 W 258.1 8 495.7 35
1,494.4 3 843,48 ! 5310 285
1,408.9 2 895.1 i N7 1¢
492,46 §3 110.3 W 382.4 52
6613 38 1328 W 528,54 30
T OB 198,40 2 sibb 31
74,9 3 181.5 22 493,3 1}
a7a.5  NA 1550 WA 1235 HA
863.4 NA i56.4  HA 107.0 M
817.6  NA 0.1 NA 3476 NA
534.2  NA 83.7 WA 490.5 N

PROBATION DEPARTHENT INTAKE, INVESTIGATION, AND PRE-DISFOSITION SUPERVISIGN RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1984

PRE-DESPOSITION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED

Total Family Court Cririnal Court
Rate  Rank Rank Hank
-1 44 42
0 8 44 42
35.3 3 20 25
3.7 3 18 24
332.2 3 33 1
331.3 2 3 i
PR 7Y B ] 11 3
33.0 34 4 23
36,0 3§ 14 38
48.5 29 1 38
a4 A 42
0 8 44 42
M| L1 42
0 8 44 2
86,6 28 § LH
843 22 b [}
w2 1§ 25
2.4 39 3 25
0 5t LL} 1
47 50 44 33
10,0 KA NA L
9.9 Na A it
20.¢ HA HA L]
80.8 NA NA NA

" & Intake occurs only in faaily court.

NOTE: Dramatic changes in rank scores should be interpreted with caution, The sensitivity of rates to relatively saall changes in absolute nusbers increases as the size of the population decreases.
For example, an increase of one (1) in & 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 (i} in a county with 50,000
residents will cause the value of the rate to increase by mnly two (2).

SOURCE:

KYS-Bivision of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.
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TABLE 7A-2

COUNTY

BAOHY
BRODHE
CATTARAUSUS
Cavuca
CHAUTAUQUA
CHENUNE
CHENANGD
CLINTON
COLUKBIA
CORTLAND

DELANARE

PROBATION SUPERVISION RATES PER- 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RAHKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 198b

Year

1784
1983

1984
1985

1984
1983

1986
1985

1986
1985

1988
1985

1986
1985

1984
1985

1986
1985

1984
1983

1986
1985

1986

19838

1986
1983

PROBATION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED

Total Faaily Court Crininal Court
Rate - Rank fate  Rank Rate Rank
420.3 3 nAe 13 348,48 3
37,2 § 0.4 2 336.8 4
3.3 29 §.8 225.8 3
159,08 54 298 48 139.3 53
228 12 2.4 .58 300.4 7
300.7 18 20.4 55 280, 4 B
293,84 20 0.3 3 2434 1%
2.3 18 7.9 18 234.4 21
216,98 50 L1 7% 174.2 52
185.3 48 g4 3 143.0 St
13,7 4t 2.3 58 i1l4 41
146.5 58 2.3 80 120.2 38
4 % 333 Wy n
5.3 M. 2 2.2 28
418.8 4 103.9 2 314.9 §
380.5 3 108,7 2 2.8 10
350.0 7 92.0 3 258.0 4
0.2 i 4.0 3 2782 9
29,9 3 2.2 W 2. 20
185.1 49 kA 9% B 1} 152.0 49
ue.8 43 84,3 17 184,95 45
0.7 X 5.5 208.3 3
88, 22 §.0 3 230.0 23
2933 17 50.6 24 242,17 18
1916 Sk 38,2 & 132,955
183.4° S0 2.1 & 135.7 47

UNDER PROBATION SUPERVISION OURING THE YEAR ¢

CASES

Total Farily Court Cripinal Court
Rate - Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank
1,287.8 4 13,3 1 1,135.5 4
§,138,5 K] 88.1 28 043.5 [

8315 50 133 82 5718.2 48
528.8 §7 8.9 48 449.5 53
1,089.4 8 2.9 b 1,02,5 ]
995.4 8 #5409 950.0 1
5.6 .2 =3 Bid, 4 14
916,0 10 125.2 i 790.8 13
568,86 8B 92,4 30 426.0 §7
486,31 58 23 N 43,7 a9
06,8 42 506 W 356.7 62
404.5 82 59.1 52 349.4 82
7810 - 3 88,5 - 29 b82.5 hi]
£35.0 40 102.6 22 582.4 44
1,404,4 2 223.2 2 1,181.2 k|
2925 2 LI g,loL, 3
82,0 2 1280 17 716.0 2
8.5 8.1 29 632.5 2
863,325 57.9 8 805.4 i9
7352 30 7.2 3% 577.9 i
7844 33 1289 15 837, 40
046 35 198.9 19 595.7 39
890.3 20 oy 27 789.0 21
877.8 14 B4,4 30 793.4 14
5B.1 5 .6 48 565 54
563.0 94 35, S 507.6 51

CABES

(UNDER PROBATION  SUPERVISION ON  DECEMBER 31

Total Fanily Court Criginal Court
Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank
908.4 4 82 W 45,4 H
84,2 5 8.6 17 765,45 H
483,2 e Al 45,5 4b
375,25 2.6 54 383.4 53
B18.4 1 Ay 1) 785.2 7
752,9 7 2,0 55 731.8 1
wF 1 1.2 17 £330 i1
857,114 80.7 15 598,4 15
405.6 S8 9.2 W 356, 4 5
I5Le W 4.9 30 304.7 59
286,682 7.5 9§ 2691 42
269.2 &2 3.8 &0 245,23 3
5290 W N6 24 475.2 37
479.8 39 .8 2 425.0 42
1,048.4 2 119.3 2 729.3 2
969.4 2 H1a4 2 852,2 L]
|0 3 5.0 21 472.0 0
4924 Y #0003 458.3 3
0.2 i1 2.8 5 §02,3 10
400,7 23 8.6 W 565,27 19
561.8 M 2.5 9 489,3 36
518.1 2 A 12 453.8 15
A8.7 22 I ou 5684.4 2
§03.3 2 43 32 559.2 20
1.4 N 3845 405,35 1
3.8 52 2.5 8 375.4 50

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 7A-2 PROBATION SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

CASES CASES

PROBATION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED UNDER PROBATEON SUPERVISION DURING THE YEAR # UNDER PROBATION  SUPERVISION OR  DECEMBER 31
Total Farily Court Criainal Court Total Fanily Court Criminal Court Total Fanily Court Eriainal Court
COUNTY Year Rate  Rank .Rate  Rank Rate Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank Rate  FKank Rate  Rank Rate Rank
DUTCHESS 1984 2368 - 48 2,1 4 194.7 4 808.8 30 8.8 3 720.0 2 588.4 28 50.2 28 538.2 27
1985 284.2 2 50.6 28 233.4 P B07.5 24 15,6 18 691.9 25 SIS 27 % 528.9 Al
ERIE 1384 0.6 25 5.3 2% 221.3 26 123.2 A 100, 28 §22,1 43 435.7 8% .8 2% 3829 53
1985 2760 25 4.3 30 31.7 24 670,543 810 12 589.5 42 4431 48 0.4 2 392.4 48
ESSEX 1985 159.86 59 3.1 - 48 128, 59 508,¢ &9 55.1 82 451.8 5 g 8 2.5 8 344 38
1985 1402 59 3.2 & 110.0 40 415,759 49.5 59 426,2 58 3485 S8 2200 33 324.5 53
FRANKLIN 1984 3268 1 ™t 10 251.4 17 945.2 15 1e.7 20 824. % 17 482,86 17 2. WU 8347 1]
1985 7.4 12 4.8 2 2.4 12 8146 15 12,0 17 753.5 i8 628.0 18 4.8 20 513.2 18
FULTON 1984 260,435 21 ¥ 11,9 3 LALTS B 89.6 48 884.3 12 87¢.3 18 %3 4 841.0 t4
1985 301.4 15 kL S ¥ 7.1 if gs0.6 17 46.9 5 813.9 1l 1.3 7% S &1 7.4 .47 831.1 13
GERESEE 1984 394.4 § M52 335.0 ) 1,334 3 120,7 1% 1,210.9 2 979,46 3 8.9 15 816.7 3
1985 425.0 2 3.7 8 357.3 ? 1,227.7 3 3.1 2% 1,134,8 2 941.3 3 69,4 ] B72.1 2
BREENE 1986 %9.4 ' 02 5.0 22 192.4 42 6223 81 I a8 551,14 b 415.7 @7 2.8 3 372.9 54
1985 137.4 60 36,2 40 10£.3 bt 576.2 82 2.3 MU 505.9 52 388 N 14,5 &2 354.t i
HANILTON 1988 3200 13 0.0 59 0.0 . 8 4000 - S5 60,0 S0 40.0 5 0.0 &9 20,0 58 440.0 L[}
1985 120.4 b2 204 097 100.3 42 682,04 80.2 W 501.8 3 280.8 &) 0.1 3 2407 42
HERKINER 1984 1743 o8 45,8 18 109.1 42 . a78.8 ¥ 159.9 3 418.5 60 45L4 82 . 1258 i 325.9 40
+ 1983 145.9 55 8.9 35 127.9 54 947.9 8 COILS 9 433.4 Sh 403.5 Si 94.1 4 309.3 57
JEFFERSON . 1986 RXA T ] 7t 2618 14 <80y A 13,9 1l 734.0 28 7.3 29 353 521.0 28
1585 K} I 0 S X1 134 4 243.8 17 847.8 20 12,2 12 23,6 2 49.8 29 86,6 11 483.2 29
KINGS 1985 2467 M 27,4 - 83 219.3 32 nL3y U 6.6 5 330.8 10 144, 9 4.3 52 719.7 8
1985 47,4 3 9.8 38 2214 25 910.7 12 9.9 5 B70.8 10 3.4 10 0.1 S8 4.9 8
LENIS 1984 2134 9 395 42 173.% b1 5917 4% 102.8 2 5088,9 47 302.6 42 . 1.4 N 454.5 L1}
1985 202.7 43 3.7 % 139.0 45 6.8 27 155.0 5 431.8 3 480.8 38 43.6 14 417.2 45
LIVINESTON 1984 383.2 & 5h A 29,9 9 1,083.1 ? 8.5 38 §84.6 9 7235 10 HL N T 448.9 14
1985 LS ) Mo N 298.9 13 976,49 34.6 50 ?13.8 9 70%.8 11 18.9 89 £90.9 10

{ Continued on next page, )
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TABLE /-2

Caunty

HADISON

HONROE

MORIGONERY

HASSAL

NEW YORK

* HiAGARA

ONEIDA

ONONDAGA

DORTARID

ORANGE

ORLEAKS

O5HEGD

075€60°

Year

1584
1985

1985
1983

198
1985

1984
1985

1984
1985

1984
1985

1984
1985

1986
1985

198%
1965

1986
1983

1984
1985

1988
1985

1985
1985

PROBATION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED

Total Faaily Court Criminal Court
Rate ~ Rank Rank Rate Rank
0.8 18 il 27,3 i
25,1 33 54 233.7 22
o0 14 49 284,35 10
289,06 - 20 31 251.1 15
284 8B 14 157.4 54
241.8 3 16 182.8 52
340.1 9 4. 304.7 b
383.1 8 2 7 5
Al4 R &0 196.4 L7
01,3 A 59 188,9 i8
782 2 i 238,38 2
28,3 A 36 207 A9
. B | 208,58 38
9.4 @2 kit 18314 11
AR IS ] k74 2653 13
2824 2 8 235.3 20
0.7 18 20 44,0 18
23.0 29 19 205.7 32
305.6 17 36 260.,9 15
345.9 7 A 297.2 13
22 U 28 210.8 35
2.9 10 4b 1.3 7
288,06 23 1% 24,4 30
7583 W § i91.4 36
{351 82 42 133.4 38
158.3 5 82 143.2 50

UNGER PROBATION SUPERVISION DURING THE YEAR +

PROBATION SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 ANG 1984 ~ Continued

CASES

Crininal Court A

Total Faaily Court
Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank
853 B 52.6 5 nLl
&86.2 39 8.4 8 627.8 k]
(9526 13 ny o»n 874,2 1
012%.8 3 /2w 1548 17
562 W 1267 16 52t i
694,9 - 38 108.5 20 86,4 3
1,16 7 8.1 N 1,083, 4 [
1,024.1 7 102.2 24 718.9 8
gatay - 22 125 I ] 843.8 15
849.7 18 B0 8 81,6 12
25,8 40 9.6 45 b5.2 3B
634.5 46 2.4 44 592.2 Ll
7662 3 3 40 683,932
1382 32 L A 645.4 28
868.7 24 . 3 171.4 2
Ly 0 3 1023 A
gos.y 31 107.4 22 9.6 A
7404 3 .0 2 448.4 30
89%.3 1?7 1324 12 1804 A1
813.3 16 1229 13 150.9 19
LIRSy & tez.a 24 1,071 ?
1,126,7 [ 1.5 42 1,055.2 5
79,5 32 128.8 14 69,7 = 33
137.8 - 33 3.7 2 600.1 k)
B5.5 49 S 5 LS M
Y725 S V1 59,6 47 813.1 3%

UNDER PROBATION

CASES
SUPERVISION ON

DECEHBER 31

Total Fasily Court Lriainal Court
Rate  Rank Rank Rate Rank
4051 28 30 5719.4 28
473.5 4l 5 452,39 36
8610 20 40 620.3 1?
B3l 1 3 385.8 {7
b2 B 21 5144 3
5239 3 19 §68.3 32
N 3 8567 4
B24.3 [ 3 773.9 [
486,3 1h 1) 873,46 it
s849 12 57 846.7 12
59,7 W 51 33,8 50
8.5 47 45 418.5 Lz
§3%.4 B 42 199.¢ 35
3037 % 4 474.2 3
408.4 24 i 563.5 23
5527 28 34 509.8 2
Sef.4 30 14 507,46 33
502.2 3 29 4544 34
L1109 B b §52.4 25
2.7 22 3 513.8 A 25
1069 12 40 44,1 L]
709.4 4 28 861.0 3
44,3 B i 473.2 ki
) £ B 10 4i7.4 38
46,5 M 82 447 38
2.9 W 24 §76.7 30

{ Continved on next page. )
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TABLE 7A-2 PROGATION SUPERVISIOR RATES PER 100,000 POFULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984 ~ Continued

CASES CASES
PROBATION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED UNDER PROBATION SUPERVISION DURING THE YEAR ¢ UNDER PROBATION  SUPERVISION ON- - DECENBER 3l

Total Fagily Court Crisinal Court Total Fagily Court Crisinal Court Total Fanily Court Criminal Court

COUNTY Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank
PUTRAK 19084 2.8 37 3 @ 225,5 29 nBLe B YR 634.4 3 3860 B LI 1Y 313,35 Kyl
1985 9.7 M 561 17 191.8 35 8440 47 105.1 -2 539.0 L} 3.9 40 /3 0B 327 39

DUEENS 1986 197 55 15,6 @l 176.1 48 6131 8 i B 1) 3733 T 4648 48 5.7 9.2 45
1985 172.0 - 53 17,0 &0 155.0 48 5325 5§ 385 40 494.0 53 419.2 30 LTS B 1 395.2 LH

RENSSELAER {98 70,9 30 84,4 [ 186.6 1] 1,009,210 155.9 8 8323 13 150.8 [ B4 7 864.5 15
1985 330.4 ? 1.9 3 256.4 14 5.1 1l 1266 13 193,58 13 740.0 8 .7 8 467.3 i1

RICHHOND 1984 180.7 40 5.0 & 5.4 40 12,2 4 3.2 5 420.0 59 359.0 &) 1.6 38 3428 59
1965 13869 &l 3 R 112.6 59 440.3 &0 B4 82 406.8 60 B2 9 18.2 &0 314.0 36

ROCKLAKD 1384 8.9 32 1.8 4 7.1 4 850,3 27 226.8 } 623,38 42 367.9 3t 97.8 4 470.4 41
1983 33%.90 8 125.% 1 213.0 29 B47.9 19 27.9 1 6100 36 502.9 4 135.4 1 1.5 37

5T, LAMRENCE 1985 18s.2. 57 .2 4 148.9 57 508,2 a4 GL TS S EELN 50 e 8 e & 440.6 47
1983 1561 &7 16,8 &t 139.3 94 58%.9 50 83.2 @8 548.7 §7 LI LY 16,8 &1 403.0 45

SARATOGA 1984 048 53 2.4 % 1523 56 4893 &0 8.3 3 404.0 &1 1.4 80 48 22 306,35 &1
1983 18,3 R 35.9 A4 137.4 35 4146 &t 3.2 A 314 61 289.0 60 RAY B V. 205.4 80

SCHENECTADY 1984 3.4 B e W7 229.0 1] 851, 2 103.9 24 7407 23 59,9 2% b 2% 3.3 2%
1985 266.3 28 9.8 13 206,95 30 32,1 1 141.4 b 690,46 % . 516,428 9.1 18 517.3 pl]

SCHORARIE 1584 255.0 Al 26,8 54 226,2 i) 748 M 60,4 - 49 54,4 3 523.5 40 23,5 1§ 300.0 34
1965 17,9 3 0.1 8 157.7 b 630.9 49 %7 B .2 43 9.7 1 3.6 41 426.2 4

SCHUYLER 1985 465.3 2 4.7 B 3908 i 1,206.% 5 1.2 2 1,097.7 9 685.1 ] 7.5 19 827.4 [
1983 485.4 1 62,8 11 322, i 1,170.7 A 7% 1,090.7 L] 738.7 ? 3 3B 702.4 9

SENECA 1984 8.1 45 nl 12 1745 4 10,0 . 45 177.6 4 526, 33 9.3 03 M1 387,48 33
1983 i3 4 3 3 140.4 a2 w20 3% 180.1 3 521.9 50 448.86 48 103.8 3 344.9 54

STEUBEN 1984 WY 07 EA 1Y ] 180.4 4 6%0.4 47 8.7 3 602,7 8 78.8 4 L3 3 31,4 49
1985 201.4 & 29 6 168.3 44 b69.8 - M4 760 37 593.8 40 AR LTS B L By 4 420.2 43

SUFFOLK 1984 348,35 8 .5 ? 24,0 i2 §55.9 - 12 150.8 7 803.1 2 . 562,319 90.1 b 372.3 2

1985 3163 M 8.2 10 230.1 H . 89.8 13 133.1 7 131.1 14 408.9 20 76.3 b 330.4 2

{ Continued on next page. )
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TAELE 7A-2 PROBATION SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 ARD 1986

CASES CASES
PROBATION SUPERVISION CASES RECEIVED UNDER PROBATION SUPERVISION DURING YKE YEAR & UNDER PROBATIBN  SUFERVISION ON  DECEMBER 31

Total fanily Court Criainal Court Tatal Faaily Court | friainal Court Total Fasily Court Crizinal Court

COUNTY Year Rate  Raak Rate  Rank Rate Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank fate Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank
SULLIVAN 1985 47,9 i 90,4 5 371,48 2 1,52%.3 H 148.7 8 1,374, 4 1 1,425.4 ] 129 8 052, 1
1995 409.8 3 .2 15 350.4 3 1,409.7 1 1228 14 1,286.9 H 1,072.5 1 40.6 - 16 ,014,8 i

TI06A 1984 82,4 A 88,6 19 3.7 34 886,3 21 12,6 18 T64.7 24 823, 1.9 A ¢ 958.9 ¥1]
1989 35,2 08B 5%.5 14 174,17 LA 8357 2 953 23 740.4 2 Ly 19 e 22 591.8 1.

TOMPKING 1988 193.8 54 32,0 50 67,8 93 ns.e 4 .8 8 44,0 i 9 8 .8 &b 466.% 42
1985 222,34 25,0 5t 197.4 33 895.4 37 [0 B 1 535,3 R §12.8 W 2.1 82 190.1 28

ULSTER 1984 257.0 3% By B 210.1 37 1223 &2 gl.e 3 $41.3 3% Shb.4 W 9.3 2 51,1 30
1905 230.8 3¢9 3.2 38 193.6 34 640.% 4B 87,2 43 573.4 L1 453 12 3.0 43 432.3 40

HARREN 1986 4 B /8.0 3 187.4 4 818.0 52 70,3 44 547.7 52 421,0 S 2.8 48 398.2 52
1585 3. W IS 34 170.5 37 50,7 5 8.3 B 475.9 bl N1:L I B 25.2 48 359,58 52

BASHINGTON 1986 2,3 01 128.3 i 174.0 50 hb7.8 48 188, 0 3 §79.8 o8 458,77 ot 100.2 3 3594.% 85
1985 U432 43 88.1 4 125.1 57 S83.2 61 156.8 4 426.4 a1 355.9 54 9.3 o7 3086 38

HAYNE 1988 29,3 MU 83.6 18 208.7 3 845,85 28 138.4 10 706.8 30 588,46 27 9.3 12 §19.3 29
1985 2.3 19 48.5 7 2221 27 . T 7835 28 1?2 1 - 562.5 29 .1 28 75.4 7 303.7 2

HESTCHESTER 1984 5.4 40 0.1 52 224,3 28 904.8 18 2,0 & g42.8 16 7038 13 4.3 M 869.5 13
1985 268.0 32 374 2.3 % 805.9 25 8L 45 744,0 20 47,4 1§ 32.5 44 414.9 i4

RYOHING 1984 2892 2 1.4 1 210.8 3 740,238 142.2 L 998.0 L1} 17,2 4 5.8 18 458.3 LM
1983 9.3 W 91.0 3 184.4 40 obb,2 4S5 125.4 10 540.9 48 §52.4 45 3.9 B3 388.4 49

YATES 1986 42 33 3.7 M 226.4 27 LI B V) 9.4 32 823,3 18 n2a3y u 25 W7 449.8 12
1983 248,17 34 0.5 12 184.2 39 805.2 % 102.4 23 702.8 3 842,314 L2 1 LN 1

HEMYDRKSTATE 1988 270,83 WA 0.8 M 1.4 NA 878.6 KA 7.1 WA 199.5 A 545,86 MA 20,6 NA 805.2 NA
1985 261  BNA 37.3 KA 224.8 NA 807.6 MA 751 WA 132.5 Na 408,06 NA 40.5 K& 567.8 A

HEH YORK CITY 1984 232.4 KA 21,2 HA 1.2 KA 850.4 - MR 2.1 WA 508,3 NA 850.7  NA 1.1 HR 438.8 KA

1983 2.1 NA 1.1 CHA 203.1 HA 87,1 HA Wt A L3 L] 613.0 WA L2 WA 3971.7 HA

F
4 The total nusber of probation cases supervised during 2 given year; i.e., probation cases carried pver froa the previous year {cases under supervision on Decesber 31} plus those received during the year.
WOYE: Oramatic changes in rank scores should be interpreted with cautien. The sensitivity of rates to relatively saall changes in absolute nusbers increases as the size of the population decreases.
For exasple, an increase of one {1} in 2 given activity in a county uith 5,000 residents will rause the value of the rate to lhcrease by 20, while an increase of one (1) in & county with 50,000
residents will rause the value of the rate to increase by only twe {21,
o
SOUREE: MYS Division of Prohation and Crreectional Atternatives.
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THBLE 75 PROBATION REVOCATIONS PER 1000 PROEATIONERS AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1795 AND 1984

REVOCATIONS
Lriminal Courtees
Totals Faeily Courtes Total Technical tiex Conv

COUNTY Year Rate  Rank Rate = Rank " Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
ALBANY 1986 84,3 H 84,0 32 8.7 2 57.8 3 8.3 15
1983 40,7 1 8.0 30 50.4 B §4.4 3 5. 3

ALLEGANY 1988 2.3 97 L1 3 1 17.1 &0 1374 4,57
: 1983 8.6 §7 86,7 9 126 % .4 S5t §.2  5b

BRONX 1984 2.9 b 44 g2.7 4 85,1 2 1.8 30
1983 75,3 § 8.2 20 1.7 H 85.4 3 %.2 47

BROOHE 1984 6.4 8t 9.8 0 - %7 8 15,2 45 9.6 M
. : 19835 3.7 3 6.9 32 0.5 33 8.5 3 2.0 2
CATTARAUGLS 198 28,9 4% 25,3 82 %8 47 12.3 5l 1.2 U
1985 9.6 b1 6.1 8l 8.5 & .00 59 8.5 50

CAYUBA 1988 89.2 1 100.0 17 81.7 1 8.8 20 39.6 2
1985 98.1 1 8.2 27 103.9 2 8.7 22 75,3 1

LHAUTAUGUA 1986 0.4 4 5.5 & a1 3 e 22 148 - 35
1985 B8 B "I % mo 2 2.4 029 2.6 W

LHEHUNG 1984 b8 19 i1s.8 10 4.9 32 36,5 15 8.4 47
1985 855 1§ He 13 %54 3.5 12 7.9 8

CHEHANGD 1988 87.9 2 ¥5.2 20 86,8 3 55,9 L] 3.7 U
1983 ) 35,7 14 4.5 41 7.0 10 4.3 4 12,7 40

CLINTON 1984 20,0 3% 2.3 199 57 12,2 1.6 8§
1985 22.1 % 83.5 13 8.1 54 16,3 42 1.8 59

COLUKBIA 1988 56.2 17 sy 5 M3 17 54.3 5 N - 2
1985 8.2 A 75.8 25 #4308 B2 0 it g

{ Continued on next page. }
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TRBLE 78 PROBATION REVOCATIONS PER 1000 PROBATIONERS AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 o - Continued

REVBCATIONS
Criainal Courtess
Totals Faaily Courtes Total Tachnical New Conv

COuNTY Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
CORTLAND 1983 8.8 1042 15 2.8 3 2.7 16,0 - 34
1995 5.3 16 125.0 8 79 18 2.3 U 8.6 27

DELARARE 19684 2.3 @ .0 30 0,2 55 124 3 Lt 50
1985 : 15.2 5 N1 16,8 57 42 & 2.6 4

DUTEHESS 1986 e &3 e B Y T ¥ 8.7 19 7 1]
1985 2.2 38 1559 3 3.2 # 4.2 & 48

ERIE 1988 LI Y I 1 N A5 ] 2.0 8§ 2.0 5.8 55
' 1983 2.2 1% 8.7 % L1 ] BA W 4.0 3

ESSEX 19685 7.2 - 30 AW 0S5 & U4 B L% S
1985 2.1 .1 i f2.9 38 L0005 2.9 38

FRANKLIN 1985 i1 B 38,5 42 4 3 Xy 27 166 33
1985 8.7 S0 N A 33 3 15.2 45 6.2 22

FULTON 1984 58,9 22 105.3 i3 508 22 g5 97 2.4 4
1985 0.3 2l : w9 2 8.8 1 22 5B 4b,6 2

BEHESEE 1385 4.7 B 140.8 4 EETE G 1 ' Ly W 2.6 W7
1983 2.8 3B .4 M 33 =8 284 3 ey 3

BREENE 1985 e 13 AR TR I | 52,0 10 4.4 3 Q46 2B
1985 2.8 ) 200.0 2 3.4 2 144 & 0.7 U

HARILTON 198 O A2 S5 0 82 N D3
1985 Q0 82 00 0o N ¥ Q0059 N

HERKINER 1988 20,7 58 187 Sb TR 0.7 Sh 1.7 42
1963 /.y A9 0 5 3. 38 .9 W0 00 &0

. { Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 78

County

FROBATION REVOCATIONS PER (000 PROBATIONERS AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984 ¢ - Continued

Year

JEFFERSON
KINgs
LEKIS
LIVIKSTON
HADISON
HONROE
HONTEOHERY
HASSAU

HEH YORK
NIABARA

OHEIDA

.

1986
1965

1984
1985

1984
1983

1984
1983

1985
1983

1985
1983

1986
1965

1984
1985

1964
1585

1986
1985

1988
1983

REVOCATIONS

L Criginal Courtaae
Totale Fasily Courtes * Total Technical New Conv
Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank Rate  Rank flate  Rank
48.2 w4 W7 81 25 8.0 39 0.4 13
BI 0 109,115 3990 2.0 2 4.0 35
9.7 % 12,2 58 53.4 18 13.0 50 40.7 b
36,9 43 13,27 § 0.0 37 .3 R 30,6 9
2.9 & 85 a2 20,1 B .1 3 -
354 & 25.6 48 3.1 40 252 2% 12.6 42
80,3 8 130.4 [ 78,3 8 156 &3 80.7 i
33.¢ 18 121.2 10 48.6 113 69 4 3.9 8
4.9 55 T 2.5 8 4.3 4 8.2 48
36.0 13 102.6 it 52.3 1 33.4 15 19.1 25
3. 46 9.9 38 . LA 16 42 14,0 - 36
29, 18 6.6 36 2.1 5t 13 W 9.8 45
86.3 3 197.0 1 4.0 12 5.2 4 4.8 3
46.6 27 122.8 9 3.5 4 65 83 26,0 1S
.2 47 4.3 48 0.9 M 12,3 82 8.6 29
5.8 29 53.7 38 450 A 200 33 %9 18
SLe u .9 38 524 2 13.8 48 38.6 a
82, 10 5.5 4% 63.4 7 19.4 33 4,0 3
.13 125.8 7 A5 28 . L] 28. 16
43, 28 125.9 7 74 4 . L5} 2.8 2
59.9 15 192.7 2 5.0 3 18,7 3 26,3 17
34,0 17 126.4 b 461 i 9.8 4 2b.4 14

{ Eontinued on next page. }
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TRBLE 7B PROBATION REVOCATIONS PER 1000 PRGBATIONERS AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1585 AND 1985 ¢ ~ Continued

REVOCATIONS
Crininal Courtese
Tatalt Fagily Courtse Total Technical New Conv
LOuNTY Year Rate - Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
ONONDAGA 1984 80.8 7 118,21 18.4 ? 5.5 o .8 58
1985 80,7 ] 190.8 17 8.3 4 18.3 2 397
ONTARIO 1984 8.7 4 1010 14 82.2 § 4.9 43 40.3 1
: 1985 86.3 3 .0 19 85.1 3 43.4 7 1.7 )
{IRANGE 1586 He U 1.2 22 L1: P R e 12 U5 2
1985 2.5 3 35,2 4 3.1 7 o U 9.1 4B
ORLEANS 1984 5.6 33 i25.0 8 38,2 38 .3 A iy 40
. 1985 3.3 M - 3873 NS 18 1.3 0
0SHERD 1968 40,8 40 R 3.0 W 4.2 2 RASY I ¥ {2,838
1985 235 2.2 83 2.6 52 8.2 ¥ 8.4 St
OTSEGD 1986 25.4 83 0 5 .46 8 2.8 &0 24,8 19
1983 27,6 9 L0 02 8 1.0 49 9.2 24
PUTHAY 1984 48,6 28 $3.5 13 .8 27 204 33 2.2 18
1983 3.3 39 LY -1 20 0.6 32 18.3 28
QUEEKS 1984 4.5 U 32,1 5 4 0 6.3 59 L1181 H
1963 L7 B V1 w9 4 L7 I 4.6 59 33.2 7
RENSSELAER 1984 #4003 92,4 2 5.4 40 2,3 23 7.3 45
1985 8.t 5§ 9.8 3§ 1.7 &0 %2 50 2.5 5§
RECHHOND 1985 44 32 80,2 24 29 B 1.2 5§ d ¢
1985 .6 20 4.0 30 50,6 15 2t 30 . 10
ROCKLAND 1984 4.y 30 %y 8 5.9 ib 350 14 1.5 %
1583 4.5 32 17.4 30 35.¢ 13 40.8 ki 14.2 - 34

{ Continued on next page. |
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THELE 78

CounTY

8T, LAHRENCE

SARATOGA

SCHENECTADY

SCHOHARIE

SCHUYLER

SENECA

STEUBEN

SUFFOLK

SULLIVAN

T106A

TOHPKIRS

Year

1984
1985

1985
1583

1986
1983

1984
1985

1904
1985

1986
1965

1984
1983

1986
1983

1988
1985

1986
1983
1988
1983

FROBATION REVOCATIONS FER 1000 PROBATIONERS AND RATE RAMKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984 ¢ - Conlinued

REVOCATIONS

A
3

20

18
33

16
12

H
37

25
22

12
25

8.4
0.8

85.7
116.3

78,7
1H7.4

12,9
83.3

125.0
4.3

Fasily Courtes

0
39

28

35

43

i
3

12
2

Crininal Courtaes

Technical

Hew Conv

Rank

46
i

15

2t
LB

14
12

19
18

13
30

4
32

Rank

16
25

i1
10

32
20

Rank

2%
3

M
15

22
52

52
4

{ Continued on next page. }




¥8-4

TRBLE 78 PROBATION REVOCATIONS PER 1060 PROBATIONERS AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986

REVOCATIONS
Criminal Courlere
Totale Fasily Lourts# Total Technical New Lonv

counTY Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank . Rate  Rank Kate  Rank Rite  Rank
ULSTER 198b 5.6 2 $7.71 19 03 28,6 15 €47

1985 65.8 8 121,3 3 8.4 g R (T 12
HARREH 1988 1,2 1 179.5 3 8.8 I 3.0 029 BH 0B

1985 82,3 7 133.3 ] .2 1 2.8 28 357 [
HASHIKGTON 1986 20, 48 8.0 5 29,3 48 18,3 38 Ha 4

1985 %3 41 LY ] 8.9 49 L1057 4.8
HAYHE 1984 LT 38 85.64 3 e W 1.7 40 19,3 26

1985 9.4, & 8,3 47 a4 3t 7.2 % 24,1 18
HESTCHESTER 1988 0.0 A2 3.5 45 0.4 W 8.8 W A6 A

1983 0.1 &7 RL Y Y | 8.1 50 1.1 48 16,0 30
HYOHING 1985 ‘ 16,6 &0 s v 123 & L7 -1 8.2 48

1983 4.6 40 N - 8.2 54 8.2 37 Q0 &
YATES 1988 155 8 S8 17,4 59 N 1) 17.1 32

1985 3.4 5 M .8 33 00 59 %5 13
HEWYORKSTATE 1984 50.0 WA 56,0 NA 49.5 . NA 4.6 KA 4.8 Hp

1983 .5 K 5.3 Ha .5 N 2,3 M 22,3 NA
HEW YORK CIVY 1386 8.6 HA R B 58,0+ KR 2.7 W 352 KA

1985 1.0 M 0.6 M Jl.6  NA 22,0 WA 29.6 - NA

+ Rates based on the nugber of fanily and criminal court cases supervised during the year.
#E Rates based on Lhe nuaber of family court probation cases 'superv.ised dering the year.
t# Rates based on the nuaber or crizinal court protation casesesupervised during the year,
. NOTE:  Cramatic changes in rank scores should be interpreted with cautjon. The sensitivity of rates to relatively ssall changes in absclute nuabers
increases as the size of the population decreases. For exasple, an increase of one (1) in a given activity in a county with 5,060 residents
will cause the value af the rate to increase by 20, while an increase of one {1} in 2 county with 50,000 residents will cause the value of the

rate to increase by only two {2),

SDURCE: NV5 Division of Probation and Correctional allernatives,
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TABLE ¥ JAIL AND PENITENTLARY ADMISSIONS, CAPACITY, AND POPULATION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION GAND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 +

JAIL - AKD  PENITENTIARY

fdaissions Becenber 31 Population
Reported fiverage Daily
Total Unsentenced Sentenced Capacity Population Total Unsentenced Sentenced
COURTY Year Rate - Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank " Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Bate  Rank Rate  Rank
ALBAKY 1986 1,352.4 22 J935.4 - 28 LY 2 I Y . 50,3 H 137.3 § 133.4 2 68,8 4 44,9 1
1985 1,259.4 25 860.3 32 399.5 16 133.2 ] 128.6 3 113.4 [ 63.8 8 3.7 3
ALLEGARY + 1984 988.1 46 g29.7 W 158,483 83 N 55,4 45 8.4 N 9.6 2% 3.8 W2
1785 gea.0 48 150.5 42 137.5  "Sh 0.8 35 b VP I L 5.2 M 20N I ¥ e W
BROOKE 1984 1,433 38 785.6 - 40 e 28 we 0o e B 4.0 2 RETS S R 7 S b
1985 1,003 M [AY 2 X 307.8 27 85,7 25 2 P T A ns 2 5.3 36,2 9
CATTARAUBUS 1986 1,288.7 2% B TATS B TR TN B 9.1 22 ny U msy 0 - §5.1 8 2.3 10
1985 t, 2.6 27 958.4 2 260,135 ' 9.1 2 5.4 39 2.1 W 2.8 % 3%.8 13
CAYUBA 1586 L9 3 LTI B K 3%e.0 18 ’ e . 7.6 N ’ e 4 5.0 & 2% 8
1985 1,452.8 17 0.4 26 517.2 & 6 29 b 35 8.9 40,1 23 8.8 2
CHAUTAUGUA 1988 1,107,640 Come w2 3T 68,3 38 40.6 3¢ L1: I 50,3 13 8.2 &7
1985 1,044,240 694.0 4% 3\l 4 67.9 18- 80,3 37 9.9 41 35427 4.6 4%
CHEHUNG 1986 1,428.7 19 LLIPE ) 4687.3 5 . L7 13- 100,46 9 103.9 (3 4,5 18 56.4 L]
1985 1,190.3 3t 99,0 W L3 - 19 weo 43 :1:75 N } 108.7 8 45.7 17 83,9 2
CHENARGD 1988 1,026,043 2.0 59 504.0 L] bb.0 42 6.0 44 4.0 49 1506 8 28,0 . 2B
1985 1,182.8 35 662.5 A% 480.4 17 .0 R 56,0 41 34,0 55 20,0 35 14,0 S
CLIKTON 1984 1,944.4 4 1,496.3 8 448.3 10 68,0 4 6.7 8 5.4 40 3.8 4t Ub B
1985 1,815.8 1t 1,15, 14 458.5 9 3.1 8 9 82 8.8 3 5% SR 5.7 32
COLUMBIA 1986 1,428,720 1,009.4 2 3 oAU 92,3 20 ms A 2.5 2% 3.2 3§ - 362 18
1985 41,1 18 96,7 0 AS 14 35.7 18 89.1 10 15.9 b 29 19 3.0 W
CORTLAND 1986 1,753.2 ? 1,310,110 430 1 87.5 40 8.1 86,5 14 7.4 & 9.1 2
1985 1,898.6 1 1,299.8 8 %88 18 87.5 39 |1 i11.8 7 80,2 [ 3.7 1
DELAWARE 1985 10254 M 487.% 48 336.8 2 63.7 45 b R 2.4 57 1%9.1 50 B Y I 1
1985 819.0 2 S6%.4 ol 28,5 W 8.2 37 M. 5 4.8 4 LT B 1 7.1 4
DUTCHESS 1986 © 1,005,845 834,y 35 171,06~ 80 11 S 8. 3B 526 8 9.7 25 {29 W™
1985 933.7 M4 2.8 40 170,95t 68.6 b 56.8 40 8.0 33 23 2 15,7 4

{ Continued on next page. )
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1PBLE 9 JAIL AND PENITENTIARY ADMISSIONS, CAPACITY, AND POPULATION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE BANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 ¢ - Continuved

JAIL  AHD  PERITENTIARY

Adaissions : Deceaber 31 Population
Reported - fverage Daily
Total Unsentenced Sentenced Capacity . Population Total Unsentenced Sentenced

COUNTY Year flate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate - Rank
ERIE 1986 1,718,335 1,03.6 22 14,7 ~ 5t 29 N 46,3 3 9.3 ¥ N 19.2 45
1985 L7084 3 1,006,719 183, 53 100.% 2 85,9 33 LML SR Y R T 6. 85

ESSEX R 11 1,038.4 42 7.8 4 TS U TS S 1 L1 7% S 1 %3 % 65 82 8,3 58
1985 150.7 94 539,053 MaI 83 . 86,0 41 35.0 57 33.0 56 0.2 W 2,8 W

FRANKLIK 1986 1,488,617 795.4 23 41,2 9 < 123.6 T .m0 82,2 17 b5 W 5.7 U
1985 1,3714.6 2 8.9 2 241 12 125.4 7. . B B - N4 12 3.8 A 36.5 8

FULTON 1786 1,315.0 - 23 " 400 55 844.3 i U T A 788 22 LT T 1 22,00 48 5.6 28
1983 1,680.2 9 303.3 5§ 1,174.9 H T 84,8 14 9.8 35 233 8 33N

BENESEE 1985 1,883 1b 1,088.4 1% 392,y W nAd N .7 & LTS I 400 e N
1985 1,207.1 23 982,2 2 315.0 28 FATY BN 47.4 6t 4.3 8 322 03 2.2 15

BREENE 1984 2,1536.8 3 .1.408.6 7 748.2 3 128.3 [ 0.3 §4 78.4 1% 4. | 2.5 A
1983 1,697.4 8 16,8 12 332.8 1 13,2 & 8.4 I8 40,3 30 3.8 30 26.5 28

HARILTOR 1985 1,260,029 820,0 W 0.0 12 80.0 27 80.0 40 40.0 31 N -7 0.0 14
1985 1,624.% 10 1,103.3 1 S21.6 ] §0.2 2 0.1 54 1204 5 80,2 5 §0.14 5

HERKEHER 1986 LG W 852,06 32 1.6 40 533.8 4 8 M 33 5 2%y 4 133 8
1985 LiM2 3 880,7. 3l MmN N 53.6 47 58.3. 38 8.9 82 9.9 38 9.0 56

JEFFERSON 1985 274 B 848.8 34 B I L LS ] ] u %6 3 9.8 M 298 2
1983 B Y1 S B LTS T L LT B “s U 3408 85,5 o e 3B 33y 12

LERIS 1984 8324 5 4822 4 150.2 5 %0.9 - 21 39.5 54 ) P I M 3 198 4
1985 906.0 - 45 186,938 139.1 55 9.4 20 S % BV .1 8 19.9 53 2.8 25

LIVINGSTON 1988 1,665.8 M 11962 1§ 449.3 8 35,4 1B 105.8 ? 92,2 8 Hi 22 41.8 b
1985 1,949.9 15 1,171.0 Ut 37892 %.0 17 89.2 3 84.0 12 7% . V- 30.9 18

HADISOM 1984 4,222 % 953,85 2% 271,835 .8 3B EL S ] 0.0 10 6 AV I T
. 1485 1,867 3% 8840 M0 BT W 04 33 70428 56,9 3 8.5 40 85
HONROE 1985 1,300,325 1,123, 18 18,8 & e 29 0.8 2 B7.1 13 63.4 b 2.5 U
1985 | 1,198.4 30 9582 A 40,2 ¥ 0.2 % 48,9 29 %6 15 53.3 i 6.2 3

{ Continued on next page. ?
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TRBLE 9

CousTY

HORTGORERY
HASSAU
HIABARA
ONEIDA
OHONDASA
6KIAR10
ORANGE
DRLEAKS
DSHEED
DTSEED
PUTHAK
RENSSELAER

ROCKLAND

JAIL AHD PENTTEMTIARY ADHISSIONS, CAPACITY, AND POPULATION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1984 # - Continued

JAIL AND  PENLTENTIARY

Adaissions Decesber 31 Population
Reported Average Daily
Total linsentenced Sentenced Capacity Population : Total Unseatenced Sentenced
Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate _ Rank Rate  Rank Fate  Rank
984 ‘ 1,525, 15 1,156,818 g 184.3 3 120.9 § 120.% ] 72.% 3 48, 8
1985 1,593,812 1,004 17 §52,1. 3 188.5 2 91.4 g 8Ly 13 bb.5 7 15,2 48
© 198 8237 97 89,9 5 163.8 . 52 nT % 8.7 1B 8.2 12 60,3 7 26.8 2
1985 8551 W7 4.2 56 19%.9 4§ b4.4 42 8.3 1y . 85.9 10 57.3 ? 2.5 22
1988 i,i35.5 38 87,2 29 268.3 W7 .1 15 8t 1 Nb A L9 i} %5 B
1985 1,223.6 29 2L, 27 302.6 29 9.9 1K -, BLS 16 - 8.7 23 5.0 2% b 10
1385 B63.6 52 Cne 4 185,7 W 82,9 28 80.9 20 %y Su1 10 A0 30
1983 05,1 5§ .4 58 170,732 8.2 2% 12N 47,0 26 0.7 22 6.3 30
1986 1,804,2 1 1,519.4 3 184.6 &7 9.7 N M3 12 83.3 - 18 7.4 89 .3 1
1985 1,708.9 [ 1,524,3 3 8.8 49 : 8.y 2 96.3 6 92.0 9 e 10 31.4 7
1986 1,671,410 ‘1,190.9 12 80,5 b 9.6 16 9.3 1 70,0 i IS 8 5B.6 3
1985 1,381.2 20 95,3 22 4059 1§ 96.3 15 5.5 83 83.5 11 2006 50 04,9 i
1988 1,363,713 1,33.6 § 225, 1 52 % 1Y 0.9 13 ‘ B39 15 4.7 1§ %2 17
1983 1,360.4 22 1,148.2 15 2.2 2 ) %.2 I 80.0 20 3.5 19 5.2 W 2.3 3
1984 1,452.4 18 1,156,8 15 .86 33 185.1 2 154.8 3 868 33 .02 8.7 27
1985 1,390.2 24 1,029.6 18 260,635 68,1 4 125.2 L 122.6 LI A A 3 3.0 3N
1988 1,020.2 4 13,0 38 4.2 N 80.3 2% 46,8 3 343 4 85 28 19.9 50
1985 1,129.8 .38 JeB0 37 b 22 . 80.6 21 0.4 3 ) 5.9 3 2.7 42 30, %
1985 0.5 o 567.6 - 51 23,0 M 2 58 4.0 48 35,5 92 i1.8 5 2386 0N
1985 904.5 48 b16.5 50 280.0 32 RIS . 48.8 49 2.1 & 5.2 b .0 27
1985 3.4 49 L5 A 152,06 55 /.0 51 47.8 50 LI B 1 20,8 49 FATE S !
1985 892.5 &7 780,24t 1323 W 9.4 50 9.4 48 9.6 - 50 2.0 4 18.5 4t
1988 U220 47 716,53 4 25,4 48 ke B - 45 W it4 M 3.3 A2 . 43
1985 864,2 50 b&0.6  4b 198.6 48 5.3 30 0.9 4 3.0 53 A1 48 . 1@
1985 2.2 6 6.7 57 35,5 30 3.8 5 3.2 5 3508 6.9 St . L1
1985 699.8 b 403.86 97 /.0 3L 0.7 55 3.2 55 2.8 9 20,0 52 2.8 §3

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE ¢

COUNTY

..........

§T. LAMRENCE

SARATOGA

SCHENECTADY

SCHOHARIE

SCHUYLER

SEMECA

STEUBEN

SUFFOLK

SULLIVAN

TiDs4

TOHPRINS

ULSTER

NARREN

JAIL AND PENITENTIARY ADHISSIONS, CAPACITY, AND POPULATION RATES PER 160,600 POFULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 ¢ - Continued

5
0

JAIL AND PENITENTIARY

A

Adsissions Decenber 31 Population
Reparted fAverage Taily
Total Unsentenced Sentenced Capacity Population Tatal Unsentenced Sentenced

Year Rate - Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Ratz ~ Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Fank
1988 [:122% N} S35ne 92 295 B LTS S | 9.4 41 §3.2 42 3.0 A0 4!
1985 798.0 S 81,7 52 3. 4 53.8 48 56,3 47 45.0 &5 18.5 58 il
1964 9324 A8 153.8 4§ 8.3 @ ’ 2.1 5 4.7 42 56,1 39 2.3 1 kil
1983 3}6.7 ol 462.8 48 173.9 50 3.3 3.2 8 32,0 51 21,7 & 42
1988 1,283.0 27 970.7 A 2.3 0N 1N I L N B | 31 87,2 32 9.3 14 18
1985 1,233,228 919.1 28 341 26 38,4 4 - 48.4 0 .- 83.4 3] 50.3 15 a4
986 1,375,821 1,067.1 20 Jes.7 32 - 70.5 3 . 53,7 4 70.5 29 369 32 il
1983 1,100.7 39 889.3 29 2154 L1} 1% T ¥4 50.3 46 3.6 47 3.2 W 52
1984 L,189,7 M 9.4 0 3986 19 120.7 ) 103.4 g8 92,0 9 4,0 2 9
1985 1,844.6 3 1,473.4 4 2 U 119.9 9 102.8 3 131.3 2 119.% 2 55
1986 1,557.6 14 AI.IBOJ i3 gy 2 105,912 87,2 16 8.0 . 18 3403 13
{985 $,393.2 13 1,294,1 ? 299.1 30 83.§ - 22 1%.4 2 0,2 22 42.1 2

{986 W1 3 Bh6.e 30 264,238 50.6 - 507 48,1 32 40,9 35 82 3 kji]
1985 962.6 83 HLT % 184.9 . A8 o3 . & 3 We 32 4.2 1B 50
1904 298,780 881,71 49 AL 4 .4 & 23 B 584 38 #7008 LY
1985 879.4 49 b48.0 47 2111 L} ’ 9.6 49 85.1 ki 5.2 3 2.1 34 39
1386 2,606:4 i 1,849.9 2 756,46 2 23%.1 1 212.8 1 201.2 i 153,14 i ?
1985 2,494 i 1,791.4 1 599.7 2 242.4 i 174.6 1 168.6 i 121.2 1 [}
1904 1,285 3 54,9 4 4706 17 10%.8 11 25 %5 23 25,5 4 4
1985 t,185.9 32 /.0 39 39%.6 17 11,2 i P2 L B2 13 N LY 2 B 1 18
1986 1,269.4 28 L8, U4 e 9 L7 -1 2 58 %4 5 4.8 54 59
1985 1,390.8 19 1,251.3 10 139.5 374 a3 48,8 30 43,1 48 26,1 3 i
1986 1,584,712 1,15,0 17 433.6 15 Bs.5 2% 84,7 19 9.4 30 5.2 12 113
1965 1,318.8 16 1,139,5 13 50 3 8.7 24 87.% 2 13.1 18 92.5 13 35
1988 9174 5 1,515.3 5 e 1.t 10 7.1 30 2.4 2 8.s n 35
1983 1,885.3 2 1,452,2 K] 33,1 1t 104.2 S S} 4.5 2 5.2 i 3

{ Continued on next page. }
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JAIL AND PENITENTIARY ADHISSIONS, CAPACITY, AND POPULATION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY COURTY FOR t983 AHD 1965 ¢ - Continued

TABLE 9
JAIL AND  PENITENTIARY
Adaissions ‘ Deceaber 31 Population
Reported fiverage Daily
Tolal Unsenteaced Sentenced Capacity Fopulaticn Total Unsentenced Sentenced

LOUNTY Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank kate - Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Kank Rate  Rank
HASHINGTOR 1986 1,302 % Be? 3t LX) T 8.y 2 87,8 15 9.9 7 . 38.7 36,2 3

1983 1,245,828 812.3 3 35,5 10 ' 5.2 19 B4.6 15 2. 38 19.4 % i3S
HAYNE 1986 1,814.8 & 1,378.4 B 1364 1 BN I 75.0 % . ny u 54.5 9 7 )

1985 1,787.5 5 1,318, 1 7 469.4 B 560 4% bb.2 32 30.3 40 2.7 % 2.6 39
HESTCHESTER 1986 2;ﬁ08.9 2 1,892,4 i 365 29 18,2 ¥, H0S ] f12.1 H £8.2 5 43, 12

19835 1,843.4 L] 1,600,2 2 435 38 121.3 [ 95.3 7 - 80,9 14 0.4 16 3¢, 19
HYDRING 1964 B 581 L0 50 20,6 45 4.1 52 M2 5 294 O 17 8§ i, 7 9§l

1985 1,012,942 705.6 44 3.3 28 LL T -1 4.8 3 4 5 14.8 97 19.7 40
YATES 19886 1,787:7 8 1,95,y 4 25,8 41 . i79.2 q 180.4 2 1321 3 17,9 2 14,2 52

1985 1,597 14 1,354.4 6 3.4 4 178.9 3 1334 2 125.7 3 91.7 L .9
NEBYORKSTATE 1984 1,31%.2  NA 0 1,032.0 WA 287.2 - HA 1207 M {184 KR 118.8 WA LT ] ELIS B

1985 1,182.0 - HA B36.8  HA 285.2 WA 10.4 - HA 105.4 WA 103.3  NA 1.9 MR 2.4 Ha
KEWYBRXCITY 1986 1,458.1 WA 1,129, KA 3290 HA 178.4 KA 1773 N 181.8  HA 139, WA 2,7 M

1985 1,225.3 WA 896.3 WA 3210 M 15,1 HA 139.1 N 156.5  ha 116,53  NA 2.0 M

& [ata are not reported by county for New York City - only for New York City as @ whole.

NDIE:  Drasatic changes in rank scores should be interpreted with caution, The sensitivity of rates to relatively small changes in absolute nuabers increases as the size of the population decreases. For exasple, an

increase of ane (1) in a given activity in a county xith §,000 residents will ¢

of

the rate to increase-by only two {2). .

SOURCE:. HYS Cosaizsion of Correction.

ause the value of the rate to increase by 20, while an increase of one (1) in 3 county with 56,000 residents sill cause the value
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TABLE 10A

county

ALBANY
ALLEGARY
BROAX
BRODHE
CATTARAYGUS
CAYUGA
CHAUTAUBUA
CHEHURS
CHEHANGD
ELINTON
EOLUKBIA
CORTLAND

DELANARE

NEW COURT COMMITHENTS TO STATE PRISON RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY OFFENSE TYPE AND COUKTY FOR 1985 AND 1985

HEW COURT COMMITHENTS 1D STATE PRISON

Vicient Felonies

Drug Felonies

Youthtal

Hoajcide Sex Offenses Robhery Burglary Heapans Total }Fossessicn Qffenders

Rate FKank fate Rank Rate, fank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate- Rank Rate Rank
[4 10 15 14 21 14 10 B 1.6 10 1 Jd 013 | 1% B ¥
5 12 31 17 13 15 9 27 20.8 5 3 0 & J 003
b2 82 i3 HH 43 )| 25 7 )| 37 i3 N 7
50 51 U LY} 40 2 2. 2] U n §2 2.0 13
2 2 { H 2 2 2 2 32, 2 ) 2 39 4
2 2 1 S 2 4 2 4 21,5 (] 5 4 3.2 7
1 12 20 9 2 1 18 A ST 1R 3 2% I
18 1t 3 18 15 § 139 1] 5 45 32 41 90 3
87 58 35 4 3 51 25 32 H09 n 43 Q0 32
56 o4 36 L} 2 32 1 40 N 1§ 32 42 1.2 18
13 24 1 4 3 2 25 1 8 A 17 20 5:0 2
28 44 38 28 40 30 23 il 0 4 32 82 5.3 2
93 48 2 44 i 42 25 37 50 b 41 032
43 3¢ 19 11 39 23 23 3 2.8 28 22 3t 14 A
8 5 2 1 20 § 23 b 2,2 B R 37 2.2 7
9 b4 17 3 37 11 i 7 R 2 LY4 7% S 1§
40 80 U b 43 N % 7 L0 37 L) Q0 R
53 il 36 3 40 82 r [ .0 20 13 28 £ 4
32 49 3 5 25 40 25 K7 1 A3 37 2 00 32
L1 50 36 29 33 50 23 L] .2 4 32 37 1.2 2%
Iy 3% 10 13 43 It % IR A 3 5 0 R
1 1% 28 8 40 12 3 12 A 3 7 2 1.7 7
23 47 43 St 43 17 8B 3 2 3 18 2% 2.1 ?
10 20 3b 47 25 4 5 3 L 4 12 42 10.5 1
S8 59 [N 51 30 5 23 37 . 51 3 43 0 32
42 a8 3b 30 0 52 23 L} 2.4 3% 32 27 0 4

{ Continued on nest page. )
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TABLE 1CA NEY COURT COMNITHENTS O STATE PRISON RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS DY OFFENSE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 1985 - Continued.

HEW COURT COMHITHENTS TO STATE PRISON

Vialent Felonies rug Felonies

: . Other Youthful
Total Total Hoaicids Sey Offenses Robbery Burglac~ Heapons Other Total Pessessien Sale Felonies Offenders
COURTY {ear Rate Rank Rate Fank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate FRank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate - Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank
DUTCHESS 1988 2.4 42 13,2 30 B 38 1.7 40 .5 2 7 .4 1 B N f.6 40 A4 .2 3 [ -1 SO0 R
1985 ’ 5.9 31 13.3 21 O 3 21 3 14 - 47 8 . 2 .27 3 1.6 40 O R L6 3 10,2 40 40 3
ERIE 1985 e A 16,0 2 1.5 2 Y S X 34 3 LB 25 1.0 0 a1 A LI A 21 17 22 28 ito 39 6 28
1985 2.2 22 159 & 2,0 22 Y B & 33 0 .9 2 N INENY .4 30 LY 3? 1.2 2% 440 13.7 2 8 3
13:113 1984 165 8 2,8 57 2.8 16 L0 5t S A 11 1 D28 N -1 L0000 N 4 13.8 27 NI 7
1583 .1 35 8.3 &0 O3 28 23 a5 12 IS Y D0 00 40 NN 400 N 73 13.8 25 2,8 10
FRANKLIN 1984 13,7 56 6 8 4.4 L] 00 8t O 04 0 5t I 0B Y LY JA 23 15 23 2 L 3 O R
1985 578 B BN W AR 1 23 15 00 47 0040 4.6 27 N3 NI N T 00 3 00 42 18,3 10 A 4l
FULTOH 1984 24 A 9.2 38 .8 2 b T . D8 .7 3 0025 SO0 55 20 1.8 2 L1 20.1 15 1.3 I
1985 46,9 4§ 16,2 22 3.6 7 1.8 37 A 4 .0 10 002 1.8 2§ 7.0 10 O 32 9.0 7 16,2 19 9.4 3
BENESEE 1988 20,4 M 51 8 1.7 28 N -1 0048 0 51 L Y 1 4 10 N1 0% Y & 3.4 28 7 - 13
1783 Y12 S 10,2, I8 1.7 0 K.Y .7 30 3403 3.4 [ D0 40 4 B 40 32 34 16 10.2 42 3.4 b
BREENE 1986 261 3 e = 24 B9 24 35 11 9 0 8 N M 24 35 .4 14 L0483 ' 36 N Y4
1985 2.5 3 1.2 & Q0 3 4.8 § N 2.4 4 N F 1.2 1§ 4.9 8 24 4 Jd 032 Q0 4l
HAHILTON 1988 100.0 [} 20.0 17 L X 20,0 i O 4 N -1 N U, 0 8t Y 00 4 80,0 ! N Y
1985 0.1 4 00 80 O3 D08 D40 I N g0 40 N1 Lo 0 &2 20,1 8 K I
HERKINER 1985 . .3 8 1.5 &t .0 43. LY 8 N 2 N -1 N ) 1 1.5 42 1,§ 25 N £ 45 58 0 32
1995 13,4 55 3.0 5h LS 30 0n 1.3 3 0 52 N 1 VR ] 0 4 000 R 0 42 10,5 38 D04
JEFFERSON 1984 8.6 15 28,5 8 44 L 2.1 2 2.2 28 33 N .4 18 3 i 1.4 47 N R .1 3B 21,0 13 O 32
1985 24 2 124 29 2.3 16 1.9 2 L0 40 23 8 N ] 23 40 32 2.3 2% 147 N )
KINGS 1985 1216 3 75.2 3 1.9 3 a1 3.7 3 10,9 [ 1.4 3 29 1 24,5 3 9.2 8 19.3 3 19.7 17 2,2 8
1985 92.8 § 59.0 3 10.0 3 1.7 ¥ 29,7 3 .9 W 6.3 3 32 13 19,0 [ a1 1 14.9 5 13.4 27 14 2

\
LERIS 1986 19.8 45 1.7 ¥ ‘ N SO0 8 QO 43 11.9 3 02 N 0 0§ 4000 043 7.9 50 NV
1585 .9 9% 00 80 O3 0 & 0 ¥ 00 52 DO 023 G0 40 4.0 21 0 32 40 1S L0 5 0 4L
LIVINGSTON 1988 0.7 33 10.2 W7 N 1 5.1 12 .7 A %2 00025 M .7 8 M T 1.7 32 il 2 f.7- 12
1985 2.7 - 33 1.7 2 3.4 ] Sl 7 0 40 K A3 1.7 28 St 17 34 12 17 3t 5.9 &l S04

{ Continued on next page. }
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JAULE 10A NEY COURT COMMITHENTS YO STATE PRISON RATES FER 160,000 FOPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY OFFENSE YYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1385 ARD 1984 - Continued

NEH COURT CONHMITHENTS TO STATE PRISOR

Violent Felonies Brug Felonies

Other Youthful -

Jotal Total Hosicide Sex Ditenses Robbery Burglary Heapong Other Tatal Possession Sale Felanies Ditenders

COURTY Year Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Ratz Rank Rate Rank Rate fank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank flate Rank Rate Rank

-

MADLSON 19848 15,0 54 9.0 39 N 80 10 N N N ) Y L3 o N 1 1.8 33 5 I .8 15
1985 19.5 2 9.0 38 003 45 1 .5 32 Jbo 8 N X A8 00 4 J0032 0 42 .0 4 .5 20

HONROE 198 57,9 10 8.0 4 1.8 8 Le 7 1.1 [ 63 18 1.9 8 5.4 L 65 18 23 14 43 I8 249 1 141
1985 42,1 16 2.1 10 2.6 12 26 - 27 7.3 8 5.5 2 2.0 10 2.7 19 1 3 gJ 00U 2.0 29 15,5 2 1.3 2

MONTEONERY 1984 il 48 .5 B S48 1.9 4 .9 1.9 45 1.9 b 3.8 9 0T DR % S A 1) L9 8 N 74
1985, 9.0 48 .9 39 N ) .9 B 0 40 0 0 R b0 N 1] .9 38 .9 18 0 42 1.4 3 3.8 L

NASSAU 1984 4.1 18 25,9 9 20 1.4 47 16,4 5 8,2 13 1.9 7 2.0 22 8.5 W4 2.0 2 4 12 12,8 32 g 002
1985 36,0 19 20,3 ¢ 2.3' 14 .2 4t 1R 7 4.8 18 .8 It 1,3 33 8.3 1t .2 2 3.1 13 9.1 43 l.‘Z 2

NEW YORK 198k 278.1 1 1342 i 13.71 2 L1 2 7.5 i 14,0 1 13.5 1 10,3 { 77.3 i 20.2 1 51, 1 b2, 2 4.3 3
1785 207 1 123.3 i 12.2 2 2 N 8.8 1 15.0 1 15.3 ) 9.9 i 3. 1 1.8 1 385 i 9.4 i 3.4 3

RIABARA 1985 3.2 018 120 32 g 0 948 4,6 I8 i 28 0N 0B .4 0B .8 A 4 2% 1.4 3 180 2 B3
1953 R TE R 11,8 3 .8 2 g0 45 L1 4 32 3% g t.a = 32 28 8 S0 R 281 f6.6 15 AR

' r

ONEIDA 1983 0.2 A 2.3 H .6 30 .8 20 L9 B U P 4 8 2 6 27 25 M 4 315 20 30 12,5 M 20 10
1985 3y 1.4 25 28 11 .2 A2 2.8 2 6 1.2 2.8 18 2 % 2.0 16 1.2 38 148 22 .6 18

DNOHDAGA 1984 535.3 12 1.2 7 3.9 1 39 18 1.3 8 8.2 12 1.5 12 % i8 5.0 2 222 1 8 2 0.4 1t f.1 18
1985 5.9 11 29.0 1 P B 5.4 4 b9 9 9.3 8 L5 12 . 9 L3 B 7} 1.3 2 24 25 18.3 9 1.7 15

ORTARID 1988 . 5.9 14 2.8 15 D8 0.8 3 2.2 B 2.2 % 22 3 9.4 3 87 13 | 7% . X 1Y S 1 8.4 - 19 00 32
1985 0.9 12 2.6 15 19 B 1 3012 b0 4 9.1 7 N 3.4 i 0.8 ? 5.4 b 54 U 1.3 13 22 12

ORAMGE 1988 3.0 19 13.5 28 2.5 18 2 U 1.8 X 446 N PR 160 1 8.9 4 LI U 128 U JoH
1983 387 20 6.6 2 1.8 2% 2.9 22 58 11 0 4 1.8 2 20 1 43 10 7 14 iL2 ¥ I

ORLEANS 1986 81,7 § 18,0 . 22 26 17 24 30 LTS S T TR S P 4 2,6 14 26 33 0 3 26 2% 41,1 3 N T4
1985 10, 17 15,3 N0 3 26 % , 40 12.8 2 N A L0 40 .5 3 I O ¥4 6 20 20,4 7 2.4 11

DSHERD 1986 2.7 Al . T 1% A4 23 3 B 40 N I N IS T B &Y MY B 40 142 B S 32
1985 3.5 38 §.2 3 B 38 (.7 & 838 5.0 25 003 N Rl .8 2% T ¥ 2.6 29 8 3

0T5EGD 1984 2.0 3 4.8 43 3.4 9 0 5 17 % 17 4 N N1 4.8 16 .1 A 5.1 i 1.e W .7 1
1985 15,2 94 5.1 48 N 1.7 9 1.7 3t 1.7 48 N R SR B 11} S0 18 L B .7 32 4 S8 | Y A U]

{ Continued on next page, )
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TABLE 10A NE¥ COURE COMMITHENTS 10 STATE PRISON RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY. DFFENSE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

NEW COURT COMHITHENTS TO STATE PRISON

Violent Felonies Drug Felonies
- Dther Youthful
Total Total Hosicide Sex Offenses Robbery Burglary Heapons . Other Tota} Possession Sale Felonies Of{enders
COLNTY Year Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank fate Rank Rate Rank ftate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank
PUTHAN 1986 28,2 35 4,9 52 2 U 0 Bt 2,5 % 1.2 4 N N .1 14,7 f 14,7 2 L4 4 86 47 00 32
1985 2.3 42 49 & 1.2 32 R V) 28 213 1.2 49 IS A 0 40 1.1 7 8.7 4 25 U 8,2 82 D04
QUEENS 1984 85.9 5 4.3 4 L2 N 26 19,6 L] 6.0 - 7 2.7 4 2 1 22,4 5 8.1 4 14,3 4 19.7 18 2.5 §
1985 58,4 8 334 5 4.3 b 1.8 3 4.6 § &7 1 34 1 .8 17 i1.4 B 4.4 9 6.7 ? 2.0 1 1.8 #
RENSSELAER 1988 2.1 3 734 20 25 Jd 50 d 42 2,0 4 J 0083 3 U 13 M 7 k1! g0 42 128 33 D032
1983 2.1 4 128 28 20 20 2,0 32 20 U 28 W A 3 #, LY a2 L3 2 N ¥ 9.3 4 N}
RICHMORD 1984 5 % 2.8 14 4.5 5 1 18 1.3 1 48 XA LI 14 SO 0B 10.7 - 4 .3 7 2.3 8 7.5 5t G
1985 .8 25 %6 W 29 10 Le 3 5.9 10 67 18 L4 il 8 0K 2,1 3 A3 1.3 35 By 47 I S 1]
ROCKLAND 1984 2.5 2 69 2 NI LS &2 L9 15 .9 i N3 4 B 13.5 ? i 3 12.4 & 12,0 3 4 U
1965 323 it.? 3 LS 29 B 4 26 22 53 2 NV .85 29 83 13 1.3 2 6.8 B 10,2 4 1.5 19
ST. LANRERCE 1988 18.6 46 4 o R A g W 4 27 % 0 0 0% 0 0 180w 1.8 2 L0 43 1.5 18 g2
1985 18,5 49 5.3 477 .0 4047 1.8 4 0¥ 202 g W ) 4R LN 42 132 o: T

1)

SARATOBA 1984 7.4 80 .7 45 NI )| 24 W .6 1 1.6 4 00025 O 000 Lo 3 00037 Lo 2 41 53 b 2%
19835 19.2 &7 16.5 N 4 3 3.7 {9 .2 N .7 N I X .9 23 3.1 27 i2 2 .9 30 5.0 54 SN
SCHENECTADY 1986 2.0 39 13.3 29 Jd 040 2.7 B8 L1 2,1 8 LB 27 15 .3 4 1.3 28 004 9.3 # NV
1983 %6 37 10,6 33 M1 7.3 ! 2,7 . J 008 N £ 4 1.3 4 000032 1.3 ’ 34 1Ly 3% 3 23
SCHOMARLE 1986 , 0.4 5 8.7 W 004 4 22 NI M 34 03 N N N I 1 00 43 3.4 80 00032
1963 3.5 39 23.5 9 3.7 ] I 1] 00 40 10.4 3 Q0 2 3.4 10 N 1) Q0003 W0 42 0 & O i
SCHUYLER 1986 23,0 40 1.2 3 P B 5.7 11 57 13 57 2 00025 N 1 0 5t AW 0043 51 9 0032
1985 7.1 32 O 80 K1 KR ¥ 004 g0 R U X SO0 &) N 1) Q0 32 N Y 17.1 i Q0 4
SEHECA 1984 4 27 12, 3 1 5,2 8 M 1) B P R D025 LR 3130 W 1 L4 43 A8 12 S 32
1983 $.2° 58 3. 55 L 3 047 NV )] K B 4003 0040 NI 1 00 32 N ¥ 61 13 0 4l
STEUBEN 1986 - {55 83 L1 5 0 43 218 008 21 8 02 L 000 1.0 48 M 1) 1.0 3% 9.3 45 1.0 2
1983 NI 3% .3 32 N} 41 15 .0 40 S0 A4 N X 2. 2 N 1) L0 32 00 42 0.3 19 3.t 8
SUFFOLK 1988 2.0 23 8.4 20 .6 3 24 3 63 1t L0 19 G0N .6 28 9.9 12 .2, 29 8.7 9 129 30 4023
1985 14,8 15 21.4 13 .y 2 2.9 2 8.1 b 8.1 19 %] 18 - .8 2 8.1 14 .5 20 8.3 10 14,2 2 L1 32

{ Continued on next page. }
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THBLE 104 HEW COURT COMBITMENYS TD SYATE PRISOM RAIES.PER 100,000 POFULATION AND RATE RANES DV UFFENSE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1946

NEW COURT COMKITHENYS TO STATE PRISON

Violent Felonies Drug Felonies .

Dther Youthful
Total Total Hoeicide Sex Dffenses Robbery Burglary Heapons Other Total Passession Sale Felonies Dffenders
county Year Rate Rank fate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate Rank Rate PRank Rate Rank Rate Rank
SULLIVRR 1985 85,8 ? 4.8 U 29 13 1.3 [ 5.8 12 29 % 1,5 13 4.4 17 16.0 [ 4.4 9 1. 7 283 10 i6
1983 93.2 -3 28.4 [} 3.0 § 8.9 i .o 19 .9 2 N 023 1.4 3 25.1 2 8.9 2 16.3 3 370 H 9
TI06A 1988 XA W s W i ' 3 S -1} 0 U LY B Sd00B 20 1 LY 2 Y 3y 18 ihé 2 2
1983 2.8 32 5,0 45 00 3 PL T 2.0 I 2.0 45 L0003 .20 U 2.0 ¥ P D0 42 7.9 U 4]

TORPKINS 1985 32,0 1 18,3 21 .1 3 ¥ Jo 2.3 27 9.1 9 .4 15 21 1 1.4 8 LW 30 S8 10,3 4 &
1985 : 2,7 4 L 1) D03 45 10 OB 1} E I -] 003 | 1 1 23 .12 .1 3% i 3% 4l

ULSTER 1985 2.6 22 19.5. 18 & 42 4,3 1 L9 1 49 23 1.8 ¥ 0 13 87 17 .8 2 49 13 14,0 2 it

1995 82 1 20,8 14 .8 2% 43 13 3.t 18 .9 13 S 17 KT S| 3 - 19 1.8 19 24 B 2.0 [ 2
VARREN 1983 18,0 47 .2 R D0 W2 Q00 L6 3 N U Y 0 81 N Y D0 8 0.8 40 n
1985 to,8 - 57 3.6 82 N 1 00 47 1.0 28 1.8 - 4 0003 00 40 38 3 000 32 3.6 b 3.8 5 41

C g .

WASHINGTON 1984 15,8 852 3 50 .8 7 -1 1.8 35 1 -1 0028 1.8 2 1,8 18 O 00w 1.8 3t B8 4 R
1983 5.3 b 3.5 8 Q03 1.8 38 R 1] .8 47 N X N (] L0 4 00 R 000 42 1.8 60 Al

HAYRE 1984 5.0 38 1.6 27 D04 23 ¥ 1.1 38 .1 10 0025 .1 B .4 4 . 1 3 0.2 42 32
1985 8.3 30 5.7 4 D0 3 L1 #4 LI 3% .3 8 w0 3 I 39 34 M 0032 4 0 8.0 48 30

WESTCRESTER 195 1 I T . B3 N1 29 R 1% B ] 7.1 10 .4 B B 020 .2 .4 15 .9 1 [ B IV 18, 23 29
1985 54,0 5 31.9 ] 5.2 H .6 1 11.9 3 10.7 3 3.4 8 29 15 8.4 12 KIS U] 5.2 12 . 7 2%

HYOHING 1984 in2 4 2.3 58 D8 .5 3 L0043 N1 Q4 B MU Y b0 8t Q003 4 4 14,7 A 32
1963 7.2 §t 23 @ 2.§ i3 00 47 I 11} 4 92 N L0004 2.3 R LI ] 2.3 N 123 3 4
YATES 1988 300 8.7 19 N X1 LY B M X 9.4 8 N 4.7 5 7 22 00007 47 1 %4 43 32
1985 27, 18 8.6 18 D0 38 N Y D0 40 2.3 g’ 0 .23 9.3 2 Q0 4s A R 00 42 9.3 43 4]
NEWYORKSTATE 1986 4.6 KA 43,7 MA 5.3 NA 3.3 N 20,1 HA 6.1 Mo 3.7 KA 3.2 KA 18,2 HA 5.9 NA 13.2  NA 20,6 A A
1985 .7 MR NI A .9 N 2,9 WA e Mo, L2 e 3.8 WA 3.2 hA 34 KA 3.4 N 00 M 16,5 W N
NEUYORKCITY 1984 147,3  MA 804 MY t0.1 M 40 N 42.0 N 1T m 7.6 HA 5.0 MR B3 OHA 2.3 N 26,0 WA 28,7 W8 A
1985 1154 MR 89.6 NR 9,2 NA 3.2 WA 34,8 NA 9.3 KA 8.0 NA Ll 2.0 59 HA 7,2 W 20,6 HA NA

HDTE:  Drasatic changes in rank scores should be interpreted with caution. The sensitivity of rates to relatively seall changes in dbsolute nusbers increases as the size of the population decreases;
For exaeple, an increase of one {1} in a given activity in 2 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 nith 50,000
residents will cause the value of the rate to increase by only tue (2).

Sources MYS Bepartsmeat of Correctional Services.
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TRBLE 108 INHATES UNDER CUSTADY IN STATE PRISON OR DECEWEER 31 RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY OFFENSE TYPE AD COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1985

INHATES UNDER Custoy

Violent Felonies - Orug Felonies
: Other Youthful

Total Total Homicide  Sex Dffenses  Robhery Burgiary Heapons Other Total Possession Sale Felonies Ot fenders
COUNTY Year Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank Rate Rank ~ Rate Rank  Rate Rank Rate Rank  Rate Rank
ALBANY 1988 23%.2 i 1284 4 2.6 10 2.8 § 33 5.8 7 5.0 5 1.8 & 40.4 4194 3 a2 § 6%.2 4 3% B4
1985 250.5 § 1300 b4 10 22 2 402 5 22.% L] 5.6 b 127 7 18,3 I 194 2 8.9 3 3.0 2 24 15
ALLEGARY 1985 1.5 &2 5.9 42 40 M 00 80 - N -] SR 20 45 N d4 N 5.9 40 20

1983 i1.8 4t LY 5 .9 83 20 3§ 0 582 N 1] S0 20 4 N N ¥ .0 5t 2.0 82 2.0
BROMX 1984 74,7 2 LS 295 2 RS 1 168.0 2 3n2 3 4.8 2 188 L] s2.7 2 163 4483 2 9.7 ] 4.9 4
1983 32,7 2 8.4 2 B3B8 2 nt 3 1857 2 2.7 Il 2 %.2 ? 0.2 2 17 I WS 2 298 U 4.3 7
BROOHE 1984 133,313 e M a2 25 e 13 243 12 21,8 B 1.4 A N1 2 10.0 20 L1 15 5.2 22 12,2 b N )
1985 1097 13 ;726 12 ti.8 22 132 ? 21,2 13 184 8 9 0B 6.6 20 a B 24U 28 3 2.0 12 g0
CATTARAUGUS 1983 PA VI N S T 23 W LI ] 5.9 2B 1.2 3 SR .2 91 2 9 S8 1.2 4 12.9 48 HB
1983 3.6 % 152 8 .2 5 59 40 8.2 M .0 S N . N -7 1.2 8 NI V3 1.2 47 4 4 .2 3l
CAYUGA 1984 026 19 446 2% 180S0 13 u 7. 2% 1LY 06 £ R 8.8 1t .0 U P I .0 A 0.1 7 10 1
1983 7.6 32 2.8 4l 1.3 38 8.8 1.5 o 53 40 N S0 28 e 37 1.3 38 5 3 0.4 13 5.0 4
CHAUTAUGUA 1984 3.7 51 21 48 M7 21§ 14 33 2.8 4l D32 2.1 4 2.8 4 S0 43 25 0 e W N Ji
1983 43.7 4 2.2 4 125 AU 14 58 21 &6 4y & 00 32 48 8.7 15 53 U 42 N 1.8 5 0 42
CHENUNE 1984 203.3 5 1282 5 2.5 b .4 R ¥ RS { BN [ - 2 22 1 0 3 2.2 48 21 3 0 8 3.6 3 3.3 7
1983 187.0 5 1185 3 N9 b - 315 PO18S 1 283 2 43 9 2 8 22 47 IS S H .4 48 82,0 3 43 b
CHENRHGD 1988 3.0 S5 2.0 46 1O 2 2.0 5 LW 0 56 N 1] 6.0 1B Lo w7 2.0 32 20 1 &0 59 D3
1963 M0 47 320 T W0 T3 10 8 8.0 2 I - 0 32 100 10 L0033 2.0 3 2.0 42 8.0 Sh S 42
CLINTON 1984 3.0 41 209 50 LY A9 LT & I B LY 0 S0 2.5 4 L7 32 N 49 ] a4 R
1983 2.7 4 w8 LI A1 .4 32 61 2% LT & N ¥ L2 50 2.5 45 N V3 25 37 2.0 2 1.2 30
coLuMBLA 1784 95.6 4 32 W 8.2 1 198 1 1.6 50 49 M S0 R 1.6 ! AL 5148 5 A7 4 9.8 N )
1985 7.4 W 43 28 bh 42 14,35 & L340 9.9 032 5.0 33.0 b b.b 9 2.4 3 B4 2% 0 42
CORTLAND 1985 7[99 28 290 A0 42 93 Q00 80 A 55 64 33 6.3 LI { % . 63 2 42 17 21 4 - By U 4.2 ]
1983 vy 7 AB’E RN L2 %2 b33 BT 00 %2 1 50 6.3 3 148 4 a1 4 2430 N 40.1 7 6.3 {
DELAWARE 1984 2.6 59 17 &0 .2 52 b4 4 21 & N1 H R N I N D43 N 4 0.6 33 N
1985 17,1 & 10.7 38 2.1 3% 6.4 - 37 00 52 N 00032 43 &0 N V3

2.0 4 2.1 48 Q042 .1 4

{ Continued on next page. }
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TABLE 108 INMATES UNCER CUSTODY IN STATE PRISON ON DECENBER 3§ RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY OFFENSE TYFES ANG COUNTY FCR 1983 aND 1984 ~ Continued

INNATES UNBER CUSTORY

Violent Felonies Orug Felanies
Other
Tota} Total Honicide - Sex Dffenses  Robhery Burglary Heapons Bther Total Possessian Felenies Oftenders
COUNTY Year Rate Rank  Rate Rank “Rate Rank. Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank Bate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank Rate ‘Rank  Rate Rank
DUTCHESS 1988 87.8 3 B A 1.8 30 20 30 144 15 8.2 W .6 2 138 L7 B .6 3 3 14,0 4 kA
19835 750 2% 882 2 g 30 7.6 14.3 16 9.4 30 1.2 3 03 3Ly 3 1.2 40 33 8.0 3 36
ERIE 1984 %4 24 &2 6 248 12 M4 2 13 M 134 18 LS 28 58 2 1.2 2% 36 2 32 2.4 2] 26
1983 95.5 17 &8 16 20.8 [ I TS S 41 5.8 15 128 U 1.2 2 Y8 S X LI% A1 21 8 L1 2.8 23 34
ESSEX 1984 Wi 4 2.0 48 28 5 8y I Lo 2 0 56 S 32 0008 0008 N I K] 49 2.0 29 33
1965 8.5 52 185 82 Q0 80 5.3 4 i 7 N1 L0 32 N7 L0 55 N0 42 31 192 3 10
FRANKLIN 1986 0.8 30 - 320 ¥ L7 8 68 38 46 R 0 56 2,3 15 L6 2 %l A 68 10 4 297 1 33
1983 %% 28 - WS 3 9.1 W 6.9 35 L6 3 by W7 23 16 &9 18 Y 3 LIY I 40 34.3 g 12
FULTOR §984 89,7 2% 35 M 0.4 1§ 1.3 3% L0 58 10 2% SR 0 83 11.0 18 1.8 3 15 3.l 2.
1985 3.0 2 #7 3 18.0 12 .2 1 O R 12,6 20 0032 1.6 4§ 9.0 b 1.8 34 13 28.9 3
GENESEE 1986 S84 3 228 4 10,2 3 1.7 58 1.7 8 5,8 38 34010 51 348 N K1 34 204 b
1903 4.3 3 10,6 29 8.5 ¥ 3.4 53 8.5 1 16,2 27 5.1 7 L S 3.1 3 L0 82 20 5.2 42 B
GREENE 1985 86,5 32 40,4 29 MY A .3 28 .y 7 it 3 L0 032 2.4 43 Ly 2 L8 U4 39 0 38 KX}
1585 §5.5 3| B8 3N 1l 27 9.6 22 §.8 3 7.2 35 L0 3R Q00 32 1.2 22 4.8 14 38 1.5 45 42
HANILTON 1986 160.0 7 80,0 20 400 & 200 H L0055 O 8 N 7] 00 8 0 53 004 4 1000 2 kA
1983 80,2 2% 40.1 30 40,1 4 N -1 £ 82 N -1 L0 32 0005 N P ¥4 sl L8] [ 42
HERKIHER 18 | 2.4 81 13,5 59 LS & .5 59 1.5 3§52 1.3 N Y 1.9 4 1.5 5 1.5 40 4 7.5 58 33
1983 2.9 55 134 55 b0 45 Ly 5 3.0 42 1.5 8 G000 1.3 4 4§55 N Vi ai (3.4 48 42
P
JEFFERSDN - 198 8.8 27 4646 25 132 2 199 8 LI 45 &6 39 f. 28 4 30 0 55 N Xt 49 2 13 I
1983 706 30 B4 3 124 02 124 3 .1 8 102 2 000 32 23 4 34 82 N ¥4 27 a0 19 33
KINGS 1986 320.0 3 238.2 IO 1 17 16 1027 I 249 & 157 3 8.6 12 46,0 3 10,0 8 3 K575 B ] 9
1983 283.3 3 28.1 3 bb.4 3 1.8 14 95,9 3 19.7 7 15.6 -+ 3 8.7 i1 4.7 L] 1.4 b 4 28.2 14 13
LENIS 1488 P27 B N § 1 B - N ) 00 80 N ) AL 7§ 00 32 L0008 0 38 b8 28 iy 81 33
1983 7.3 & P I Y3 I i) 00 5% A0 92 -1 ] SO0 3 0 52_ 4.0 3 A . ¥ 239 4,0 81 42
LIVINGSTON 1986 9.7 37 3.8 37 8.5 3@ i1 10 1.7- 48 8.5 32 00032 L0 8 8.5 2% Lt -2 1 23 5.4 M ki
1985 M9 3% 2%l a0 8.6 3 8.6 28 00082 10,3 2% 00 32 1.7 4 B.b& 17 3.4 18 i 19 7.y - 37 42

{ Continued on nest page. }




TABLE 10B IRHATES UNDER CUSTOOY IN STATE PRISOR ON DECEMBER 3! RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANES BY OFFENSE TYFES AND CGUNTY FOR (985 AND 1986 - Continued

INHATES UNDER CUSTODY

Violent Felonies Brug Felanies
. ; Other Youthtul

Total Total Hosicide  Sex Offenses  Raobhery Burglary Heapans Bther Total Possession Sale Felonies Of fenders

COUNTY Year Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate” Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank Rate Rank  ERate Rank  Rate Rank Rate fank  Rate Rank

HADISON 1986 7.8 82 b 43 &5 51 10,5 4 .5 8 LY 35 N I L0 0 Ly 52 .. 4 1.5 45 7.5 57 1.5 18

1903 40.5 S0 2.0 45 L5 51 0.5 I Lo 4 L5 43 N Y 1.5 & 1.5 51 b0 82 Ly & 13.5 47 1.5 2%

HONROE 1986 - 1398 1z 9.7 § 2.2 127 1 2.8 9 1y 13 43 T 107 ¥ 10.1 1% 3.8 18 8,3 18 WS 12 1.4 18

19838 129.5 .19 B1.8 9 203 11 10,8 16 28 T w2 12 .1 10 6.2 1 6.7 2.3 @ 4 22 3.5 1 1.6 3

HORTEOHERY 1988 W4 50 288 42 15 3 8 8 .5 @ R Y ¥ g 20 5.8 2 ST T O S MR | 58 41 d 0B

19E8 5.7 45 2.8 47 14 ¥ 3.8 5 1.9 47 1.8 45 0 32 1.9 4 3.8 38 K B Y L00d 13.3 49 3.7 2

NASSAU 1986 i1 16 2 12 150 22 5.4 4 1 7 186 10 24 12 4.5 2% iz 3 o 22 M1 o1 8.5 W .3 19

1903 .8 15 (890 13 134 2 5.0 4 218 L2 vy B 11 1.7 18 323 3.5 13 2% S-S § V0 S (1 14.¢ 4 1.5 24

oo HEY YORK 1988 483.8 i 429.3 1 9.7 bl 12 220.0 I 40,0 i 330 I 4.0 1 146.7 3.9 1 11,8 i 102,2 1 3.7 3

LID 1985 618.6 1 406,5 I Bb.O [ U 7 07,1 b 38,6 I 3.2 1 2. 1 117.0 1t 26,0 1~ 9.0 I 90,1 i 4.9 S
~ .

NIAGARA 1985 %1 238 4 23 1B 17 69 3 134 18 t04 29 4 25 L 32 S, 30 1.8 3 2 3 32,3 IS5 80U

1985 9.0 19 L3 18 152 W7 .7 28 10,2 21 7.4 W 2.8 i .00 .3 7 26 22 2.8 32 337 1 g4

OHELDA 150 7.8 23 A4 18 B61 20 10,1 25 14,3 20 185 1) 2.0 18 Lt 17 8.5 24 2 52 2 2,5 2% 24 10

1985 g4.2 21 &1 19 5.2 2 1.6 03 2 2 0.6 % 1.6 1% 6.8 19 .6 20 2 LI 255 2.0 17

OHONDAGA 1968 150,59 7 1043 B 2.7 14 192 Y 28,5 8 4.8 4 4.1 8 6.9 1§ 8.6 22 L2 2% 5.4 20 38,1 10 L5 1§

1635 144.2 8 9.1 8 155 18 18.§ 329 8 2.8 5 e 7.5, 13 8.0 18 2.4 2% 5.6 13 38.3 8 1.3 19

ONTARID 1986 | 103.0 18 564 2 8.5 AT 19.5 8 L 1% T S S U ) | 22 11 1% 1 163 W 54 12 18 13 %3 18 .y 20

1985 9.9 20 4%.8 20 8.7 3 150 10 i3 03 1.0 18 2.2 17 .17 12 10.8 14 S.40 12 5.4 17 8.1 17 2,2 i

ORANGE 1984 a3 15 850 17 1.7 18 124 24 8 13 14t 2 400U L3 03 . 7 121 6 15,6 10 2.9 U Jn

1583 106,86 14 &1 15 7.7 15 0.4 18 234 11 6.8 03 J 0030 5007 19, 8 1.2 T 2k 8 0.5 30 A4

ORLEANS 1984 14,0 It 72,0 14 - 2.} 8 51 47 1.1 10, a 2.6 13 2.1 2 1.1 & 5. 43 2.6 38 64,3 5 b3

1585 2.0 1 89 s 8 .7 30 5.1 33 .8 19 2.6 15 1.9 3 n1e S 13 2,6 M 46,0 3 2.6 1

GSHEGD 1984 1.0 42 26.8 45 71 4 5% M 3.9 A 59 4 N0 32 2.5 40 3. 44 1.7 38 .7 M Swe R 03

1983 48.7 43 26.0. 44 5.0 49 4.2 46 .6 26 67 3 N V] 5 W R B {1 1.7 35 N: -1 19.3 . 32 B35

OTSERD 1986 4.3 45 19 56 b8 M S 48 LI A 1.7 8 P 74 O 8 11.86 17 34 XA 6.4 17 169 3 L7 14

1985 43.8 48 15.2 54 5.1 48 LT 3% 1.7 8% 1.7 52 N - g0 R 6.7 25 R L 3.4 28 2.2 3 1.7 22

{ Conlinved on next page, )




86-9

TABLE 108 IHMATES UNDER CUSTODY IK STATE PRISOR ON DECEMBER 31 RATES PER 100,000 FOPULATION AND RATE RARKS BY DFFENSE YYPES AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984 - Continued
INHATES UNDER CUSTDDY
Viotent Felonies Brug Felonies
=—- Gther Youthful
Total Total Hozicide  Ser Difenses  Robbery Burglary Heapons Other Total Possession Ssle Felonies Béfendere
COUHTY Year . flate Rank  fate Rank  Aate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank Rate Rant  Rate Rank  Hate Rank flate Fank Rate Raek
PUTHAY 1984 8.7 3% 233 47 123 3 2.5 o 31 3% 3.7 48 D032 1.2 4 27,0 8 20.8 2 61 19 1.5 4 N 1
1985 §.Y 2 W 4 it R 3.1 82 2,9 44 1 & ¢ 32 25 1 2.3 7124 4 9.9 I3 6.2 57 NI ¥
QUEENS 1986 187.1 & 1251 b 29.0 § 9.4 29 529 4§ 20.4 9 5.4 [ &1 3 32,0 & 1.5 7 20,4 [} ' 2 4 8
© 1983 139.1 T 1% & W37 S 8.6 27 A6.B i 18,2 $ 8.5 L] O 18,3 1e b.g 8 115 9 i X 2.0 1
RENSUELAER 1988 b 36 40,2 3 RS b 2,6 8 5.3 3 7.3 W% J OB 5.9 18 26 &7 20 1 148 17.8 38 £ 003
1983 58.1 IO 2% 17,8 14 40 - 3 .9 32 8.8 33 1.3 22 7.3 {7 .3 &2 L3 3 -1 iL.9 80 NI V]
RICHHOHD 1984 10,6 47 749 13 2A4 13 7.2 3 259 10 WM. 15 27 1 49 28 12,3 18 24 30 9.9 I 14,9 43 g0
1985 95,2 18 752 o I 5.9 3% W7 10 155 43 2 12 b2 22 .7 40 1.3 3 24 B 158 M g 38
ROCKLAND 1986 8.5 22 s 2 139 64 ¥ 15 17 181 12 14 0 | P B 2.8 1 i 23 184 8 2.4 30 B 28
1985 1:% R 3 SR 1 0% T S U P S ¥} 45 A7 W2 20 13,6 1S .5 20 Ly O 3.6 12 26 28 109 i 18,9 54 7% SV
ST, LANAENCE 1986 e 8 W4 St 2 48 6.2 42 5 38 5 A8 R Y4 g 82 .8 %0 8 ¥ MU 8.8 40 9 -2
. 1985 3.8 81 19.4 St 62 83 5.3 43 2.6 A3 L4 M g 0 O00R .- 0 42 9.4 16,8 39 .8 2
SARATOGA 1988 3.9 &7 6.8 M .3 4 3.8 27 .7 % 49 4 NI ¥ 1,2 9 49 B 1,2 42 7 1.6 92 N I |
1585 45,8 4. 0.3 38 7.4 36 9.3 2 1.9 48 87 32 L0 R 2.5 38 43 32 .2 3 LIS 10.5 53 T
SCHEMECTADY 1984 57,9 B ¥I N 2,7, 8 140 1% L ) 50 40 20 53 23 0 4% . 1.3 4 YA 1 160 42 J0030
1985 WS 0 WS W 13 0% 126 e 1B Y 1] L3 21 20 & 2,0 50 0 42 0 8 tht 40 13 U
SCHOHARIE 1986 36,3 43 40,3 3 87 45 18 U A M4 1 3 N7 L3 B Q0 55 U 1 049 10,4 56 S0
1983 7.0 36 470 M 67 41 0. 19 67 M 14 1 Q0 320 10 9 N/ 00 a2 00 5t 1.1, 54 N Vi
SCHUYLER 1984 2.0 40 17,2 85 NI 57 45 57 3 5.7 & b0 32 N -] O 88 N M SO0 48 5.7 82 0 33
1985 2.8 5 5.7 40 5.7 4 459 A0 8 N -1 R L4000 D 52 .4 8 0 42 00 8t 17,1 38 0042
SENECA 1985 1.4 083 187 W .3 3 5,2 4 N It 50 002 00 5 i 4 N8 b0 49 5.8 4 803
1983 By 8 122 W b1 8 405 Q0 m2 1% B ] A 32 R % B 1 N -] K 74 K- 1 b, 98 K 7
STEUBEN 1988 547 40 392 33 M4 3™ 134 8 .0 9 9.3 3 N Y3 LTS T 3. 41 3 S04 L4 20 10,3 8 1.0 22
1989 8.9 31 45,2 28 1LY 2 14 B 21 4 10,3 2 G0 32 6,2 2 8 0 42 3 30 18,5 35 3.1 b
SUFFOLK 1984 1e,8 14 70,8 15 159 2 2.8 2 1[4 4 159 U .1 % 50 25 2,0 10 34 B 187 7 3.0 25 e 2
1985 12,7 122 8.3 14 153 19 9.1 2% 2,2 12 6.2 1 .1 2% £3 1 19.3 H 121 L 1 .8 2 .3 00
-

{ Continued on next page, )
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THBLE 108 INHATES UHDER CUSTODY IN STATE PRISON Ol DECENSER 31 RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION AND RATE RANKS BY OFFENSE TYFES AMD COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

INHATES UNGER CUSTODY

Vicleat Felonies frug Felonies
Bther Youthtul
Totai Total Hosicide  Sex Offenses  Robbery Burglary Heapans Other Total Possession Sale Felenies Btfenders
COUNTY Year Rate Kank  Rate Rank -Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank Rate Rank  Rate Rank  Rate Rank Rate Rank  Rate Rank
SULLIVAN 1984 150.1 10 8.8 10 u.8 8 2.7 2 LT 1’ 12 20 .5 22 0.7 B 23,3 7 7.3 ? 160 ? 37.9 9 .5
1963 76,0 b 843 19 20,7 9 W7 4 104 19 133 17 3.0 13 133 1 34.0 3 8.9 & - 25 [ 56,2 4 1.9 2
1106 1985 725 1% B 27 e R 5.f 43 9.6 2 18 1 M. ¥ .9 3% 5.9 ¥ 20 M LY 29 . 235 A Q00033
1985 ne 2 43.7 27 1LY 26 b0 38 6.0 31 139 14 M V] 5.0 U L0 3 2.0 32 2.0 A 2%.8 21 N 4
TOHPKINS 1984 86,2 33 4.t 28 6,8 42 12,6 20 % R ] SR O 1 R V) .1 2% JA 3 3.4 34U g 49 194 35 23 1
19853 36,7 31 8.4 &2 68 40 125 12 .1 a9 57 4l | 9% BT | 9% B 1 6,8 4 3 N 43 A 2. 28 00 42
ULSTER 1984 tee.5 20 60,3 19 - fnY 1Y ML 22 %7 2 12,8 1% 2,4 W b1 16 12.8 1§ 43 14 8.5 16 2.6 22 .8 13
1583 W/E W 6 22 153 20 9.2 2 bl 3 122 22 N 3 32 7.3 2 1.8 33 LI I 1 6.0 - 1.6 20
HARREN 1988 6 43 .18 52 36 5 1.2 3 6 3B 54 43 D32 .0 58 L6 &0 0043 3.6 3 162 4 D03
1983 35,9 8 1ne 50 3.6 55 .4 &2 3.6 3B 7.2 3 00 32 N V4 54 28 0 42 3.4 I8 io.p Az 0 42
BASKINGTOH 1986 .6 56 19,3 593 8.8 37 .8 37 3.5 40 1.8 82 N V) s 3 1.8 81 O 08 .6 43 10.5 54 N}
1985 {7,698 12,3 5 5.3 4 1.8 8 .8 0® 1.8 3 S 3 0 52 L0 5% Q082 O 8l 53 0% 8 42
NAYNE 1984 0.0 A4 34,1 38 6.8 &3 g0 32 4 2 s «n .V L5 2 4 R 48 B 7% S 12,5 & )
1963 5.7 &% 24 83 59 39 69 M 46 33 3.4 48 ol 25 {6 30 .4 4 0 42 34 2% .8 4 GO0 42
HESTCHESTER 1988 1542 8 10,7 7 %3 7134 7 W b 23,9 5 3.6 L 7.8 it 19.5 12 68 I 128 12 .2 B N: B
1985 1441 3 01,2 7T 2.4 T 4 15 3.9 6 221 [ 4.6 8 1.5 16 [ 6.0 100 06 12 B0 22 L3 %
NYOHING 1986 3.8 54 14,7 58 L3 50 74 B 0 55 N 1) £ 12 25 42 O 055 D8 N L 2.1 28 N -t
1985 1.2 5% 49 &1 N £9 45 00 92 M1 N ] N -] 29 4 .0 & 25 3 9.8 3§ 00 42
YATES 1986 6,0 W 37T 35 00 80 4.7 50 00 5 2 N Y B L 41 U N} 47 % 3.6 2 OB
1963 65,2 33 36 3 L 7% B ] A7 4 0 52 2.3 3 L0 20 140 3 7 00 47 15 N1 2.9 18 A &
HEXYDRKSTAIE 1986 . 206,6 MR f46,4  NA 370 NA. 12,8 NA 40,0 HA 196 HA 8.2 HA 8.8 KR 33,8 HA 9.0 Mo 248 MM RIS 2.1 KA
1985 195.3 _ RA 1368 MR 334 KA 1L MR 572 MR 17.9 BA 8.5 KA 8.4 NA 26,1 KA 68 NA 194 KA 30.4 KA 20 NA
HERYORKCITY 1586 33,2 HR 20,1 @A &T.0 KA 15, MR 20,1 RA 0 287 NA O H2 KA 132 WA 3.8 MR M6 HRA 47T MR 45.7  NA L6 NA
1983 3333 WA 233,60 BA O 604 MR 14,2 MR HIT.L? NR 2401 MR fB0Y KA 125 MA 8.1 MR t4,B NA 0 35,3 NA - 3.6 HA 3.0 NA

NOTEs  Dramatic changes in rank scores should be interpreted with caution. The sensitivity of rates te relatively suall changes in absalute nusbers increases as the size of the poputation decreases,
For exanple, an increase of one {1) in a given activity in 3 county with 5,000 residents will cause the value of the rate io increase by 20, while an increase of ane {1} in a county with 56,000
residents will cause the value ot the rate to increase by only two {21,

Source: Y5 Departaent of Correctional Services.
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TABLE H1A PAROLE SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION ’ TABLE 118 REVOKED AND RETURNED PARDLEE RATES PER 1000 PAROLEES

PARDLE SUPERVISION CASES REVOKED AND RETURNED PARDLEES #e
Under Under

Relaases Supervision Supervision fuie Hew Hew Felony

To Parole During Year# On 12731 Tatal Violations fArrests Convictions

countyY Year Rate  Rank Rate Rank' Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  FRank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
ALBARY 1988 8.5 4 29,0 § 168, 4 8.7 % 154 25 93 22 0.0 32
1985 76.8 5 193.5 L] 142.3 L] 9.1 19 8.0 23 858 12 3[.2 %

ALLEGARY 1984 e L5 - V1 15.8 = N Y] OB KU i S0
1983 1.8 48 5t 39 2.6 59 38.5 42 00 32 38.5 25 Q0 3

BRONX 1984 1.6 1 549.8 1 384.4 l 12,3 10 38,5 3 IS R 2.7 |
1585 161.3 1 535.8 1 361.1 H ] 128,7 ? 40.3 1 8 27 50.3 3

BROOKE 1986 3.7 WU 9.6 22 56.9 2% 131.8 L} 15.7 A 7.1 24 89.0 3
1985 394 it 95,6 20 b4 2B 1232 U .8 15 5%.0 B 26 23

CATTARAUGUS 1988 15.2 @ 2.8 93 7.0 50 N Y SH % I NI
1985 .7 49 35.2 81 12,6 54 313 0M . 00 32 K I K] 33.3. 18

CAYUEA 1986 2.3 4 553 39 0.0 W K R N 1) 48,7 11 2,2 3
1965 16,3 42 8.1 35 .08 22,7 48 00 32 22,1 31 D03

CHAUTRURUA 198b 03 2 e A2 3 82 2.7 6l 40 3% 0 4 .1 B
1985 2.2 3 37 4 3.y 44 7.4 41 000 3730 15.9 32

CHERUNB 1986 63.0 & 144.8 g 710 145.0 ] L WU N.6 § 5.5 10
. 1985 98.5 8 138 10 80.4 11 151.% L] 1. A 96,5 2 3.9 1
CHENANGD 1984 8.0 5 40,0 51 26,0 51 150.0 5 0 50.0 20 100,0 t
1585 16,0 43 3.6 80 32,0 42 55,6 35 S0 5.6 i3 O 3

CLENTON 1586 B4 A YA ] 8.0 30 83,3 29 8.7 23 0.0 20 167 3
1903 9.4 XM 7.4 28 Hy B 2,7 364 - 8 OB 0 3544 12

COLUHBIA 1968 7.8 li R4 2 §2.6 2 40.0 48 2.0 21 20,0 47 O 3%
1983 FATE SR A1 319 I HT  n LY SR Y N 2 .1 14 U

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 114 PAROLE SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 FOPULATION TRBLE 11p REVOKED AND RETURNED PAROLEE RATES PER 1000 PRROLEES
PRROLE SUPERVISION CASES REVOKED AND RETURNED PARDLEES +##
Under Under
Releases Supervision Supervisian Rule Hew Hew Felony
To Parole Buring Year On 12/31 Tatal Violations fArrests Convictions
COUNTY Year Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate.  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
CORTLAHD 1984 /3 0B 8.6 A 8.2 A .8 4 23.8 - 17 3.8 4 N1
1905 25.3 W 6%.6 26 9.0 50.6 33 .0 2 0.3 N 03 2
DELAHARE 1988 b4 &0 17,0 8 i7.0  38- S 12 D00 N | U1
1985 &4 58 Y% B 10.7 & N )| N A 00 43 0 35
DUTCHESS 1984 BTSN V) {185 12 B0.2 N4 1,4 30 2.6 10 6.0 M 22,8 30
1985 iy 1 121.5 11 8.2 10 129.0 B8 J5.9 10 ;R I §) 5.5 4
ERIE 1988 e 2 W71y .0 20 WS 0 8.8 R 8.2 13 25
1983 WS 0 100,86 {7 62,3 - 22 116,712 19.4 22 80.9 5 164 3
ESSEX 1984 2, 8 b0.4 35 2.3 B A - 52 O3B W O
i 1985 |15 S 1 6.7 42 3.0 4 00§ N N Q035
FRANKLIN - 1988 0.5 42 ALt 48 2.0 4B 18,7 2 53.4 3 1.t 1 N
1985 . 2.8 X LETY B M 0.6 3t 00 Gt 0032 N 4038
FULTOR 1964 .5 29 a0 7.8 3l %8 3 N 8.9 8 N}
1965 .1 23 83.2 30 £23 B 28.6 46 A0 32 0043 WBh B
BENESEE 1984 ST 2.9 3 45,9 32 106.t 14 2.0 12 81.1 7 0B
1983 15.2  #4 7.6 34 7.3 3% 4.7 i 147.1 2 9.2 4 %4 24
GREENE 1908 6.8 &7 40.4 50 B9 I M 00 52 SO0 0% 00 & O 3
1983 9.6 33 8.6 4b 24,1 48 82,5 3t N Y N I X 2.5 i
HAHILTON 1984 20,0 45 20.0 59 20,0 54 00 82 M. I | MU
1985 08 00 82 00 82 00 8l DR L0043 O3
HERKIHER 1988 %o 57 2.9 36 9.4 W7 VT B ¥ 53.4 3 amb  1b 00 3
1985 50 39 1.9 40 1.3 3 .0 51 00 32 08 O3

{ Continued on next page. }
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THBLE 11A

o
JEFFERSON
KINGS

LEHIS
LIVINGSTON
HADISON

HONROE
HONTGOHERY
HASSAY

NE YORK

HIAGARA

ONEIDA

Year

1988
1985

1986
1985

1984
1985

1988

1983

1984
1983

1988

1965

1984
1985

1984
1985

1994
1985

1984
1985

1988
1985

PARDLE SUPERVISIOR RATES PER 100,000 PORULATION

PAROLE SUPERVISION CASES

Under Under
Releases Supervision Supervision
To Parole During Yeart On 12/31
Rate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank .
2.0 18 9.4 3 g M
8.2 2% 4.2 3 B4 3
117.9 3 9.4 3 218.9 3
104. 4 3 300.,7 3 2024 3
1.9 88 8 40 15.8 - &0
.0 8 1% B 7.8 4
2.3 10 4.2 12 L1
2.4 58,3 33 .7 N
12,0 8 28,5 58 199
12,0 & 30.0 54 16,5 5
41.8 1 1713 7 123.3 7
40,9 1 1596 1 109, 4 1
4. 3 4.1 U 8.3 4
15.2 45 36,2 49 2.0 49
0.5 22 B6.8 25 6,2
2.4 29 FLTS S 1) S, 2
129.7 2 335.2 2 2254 2
112.8 2 307.2 2 205.2 2
£5.8 12 125, U M3 i
L7 B 1210 12 80.4 12
.2 B 80. 2 6.3 27
38U .8 25 0.3

2

TABLE 118 REVOXED AND RETURNER ‘FARDLEE RATES PER 1000 PAROLEES

REVOKED AND RETURNED PAROLEES 42

Rule New New Felony
Jotal Violations Arrests Convictions
Rate  Raak kate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
tt 1t N we u o4
2.3 3 20.8 2 7 N 00 35
64,7 20 3.7 7 26,4 43 e 12
4.7 1S Be 12 2.3 3 42.8 2
0 0 52 Q0 3 000 M.
L 51 D002 0 43 M
8.9 Y %3 0 3.6 3 S 1
0 . i L0000 32 0043 .0 35
105,318 L0 3 105.3 2 L0 3
0§ 0 R A 4 L0035
88,0 26 3.3 % 58,4 15 18, 34
104.8 1% 4.0 1 9.3 10 2.0 29
N Y] O 3 00 49 L0 3%
2.6 38 L0 32 52.6 17 D3
114.9 8 2.4 14 0.9 2 47.% 7
9%.3 A 3.3 1 g 3 2.6 11
30 7 S1.1 2 .S 3 .5 H
135.9 b 1.9 3 3.4 % 53.2 3
.9 W . 30 ' %6020
4.7 30 30 %8 22 7.5 34
§4.6 28 5.0 3§ 4.7 18 4.9
138.9 ] 153 13 55,6 13 50,0

{ Continved on next page, !
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TABLE im PAROBLE SUFERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POFULATION TAELE {16 REVORED and RETURNED'FRRULEE RATES PER 1000 PARGLEES
PAROLE SUPERVISION CASES REYOKED AND RETURNED PAROLEES #¢
Under Under
Releases Supervision Supervision Rule New Neu Felony
To Parole Buring Year® On 12/31 Total Vielations Arrests Canvictions
COUNTY Year Fate  Rank flate  Rank Rate * Rank Rate  Rank kate  Rank flate . Rank kate  Rank
ONONDAGA 1986 4.4 10 1377 10 100.4 ? 79 28,1 18 28,2 41 2.6 24
1983 7.9 10 142.1 8 8Ly, 9 130.1 7 45.4 L 9.9 18 4.8 16
ONTARID 1986 3L A 68,3 30 35.3 28 [A TS I 1 H00B LT3 4.5 8
1583 281 27 Y% B 3.8 36 e 9.8 2 61 25 8.4 323 W
ORANGE 1986 %8 B .5 23 . %9 25 B4 W T.g 33 35,7 3 .72
1985 %9 7.9 2 80.5 23 86,7 9 9.6 A 350 3.3
ORLEANS 1986 3[4 1B 105.4 .17 12,0 18 n2 R 244 1 N 5.8 [
1985 3.2 2 2.0 2 .5 16 7.8 47 N4 27,8 3 b8
DSHEED 1985 24,7 % 53.5 4t e 3 L3 50 N LYW L0003
1985 8.5 40 478 Al 3.9 43 D08 000 32 0 43 00 38
0TSEG0 1986 B4 58 2.8 08 203 B na - 8 N1 .4 9 4 3
1583 6.7 8 3.0 52 1.2 58 S2.5 38 . 2.6 17 00 3
PUTHAN 1986 15.9 4 04 8 AT 1 80,6 44 J 00 30,3 39 03 2
1985 i1 38,3 47 17 8§ 32.3 - 45 A0 312 N M 230
QUEENS 1986 8.2 5 194,86 3 138.2 5 1179 S 34,2 & 2.9 40 LLT% T b
1983 44,8 [ 183.0 3 125.8 b 1Hs.1 13 34,5 g 359 00 2.7 19
RéNSSELAER 1986 N3 18 9.5 18 29 I 106.0 14 1.2 27 %4 B 4.4 9
1985 0.4 5 9%.8 18 8l.4 19 125.8 10 13.2 28 19.5 [ 3. 19
RICHHOND 1986 03 B 13 B 82.2. 12 2.8 & .7 29 YETY B+ 04 U
1985 35.3 16 110.5 3 FL% Bt 9.4 22 2.8 19 A.8 38 50.8 4
ROCKLAND 1984 16,9 % 56.4 38 9.5 3 a0.¢ 31 33.3 8 2.7 42 20,6 W
1985 20,0 38 5.9 38 %46 30 5.9 34 14.0 2% 2.0 38 2.6 28

{ Continued on next page. !}
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TABLE 11A

.
§T. LAKRENCE
SARATORA
SCHENECTADY
SCHOARIE
SCHUYLER
SENECA
STEUBEN
SUFFOLK
SULLIVAN

T106A

TOHPKING

Year

1984
1985

1986
1985

1985
1985

1984
1985

1985
1985

1985
1985

1984
1983

1986
1965

1986
1985

1984
1985

1988
1983

PARDLE SUPERVISION RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION

PAROLE SUPERVISION CASES

Under Under
Releases Supervision Supervision
To Parole During Year® On 12/3L
Kate  Rank Rate . Rank Rate  Rank
.4 4 Y% I 1] 452 3
2,0 ¥ 80,0 32 4.7 2
49 82 12, 82 8.5 &2
5.0 b0 17, 58 g.0 &0
2.0 3 94,5 2 b9 22
39 03 37,0 19 8.4 18
4 012 0.2 0§ 3
13.4 & 20,1 & 16,8 55
0.7 27 92.0. 21 80.5 13
M3 18 102.8 16 6.8 21
59.2 3 190.0 b 121, b
82.4 4 167.9 b 128.2 ]
15.8 49 M7 4 9.0 4
2.4 3 4.4 3 39.0 3
3. 15 106,35 14 e i
.1 R 83,5 23 44,6 17
51.0 9 147.2 8 107.9 ]
0. 9 1222 9 §1.b 8
VA5 B %8 ¥ W2 W8
9.9 52 3.7 4 AP 1}
40 B 54 A 5.4 45
9.1 3.6 93 19.3 52

54

TABLE 116 REVOKED AND RETURNED PAROLEE RATES FER 1000 PAROLEES

REVOKED AND RETURNED PAROLEES o

Rule New Nen Felony

Total Violations frrests Convictions
Rate  Rank Rate ~ Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank
39,5 49 3.2 Q0 49 83N
735 0B 0009 14,7 42 58.8 2
190.5 H 00 95.2 4 95.2 2
A T ) 4.5 1 49.0 ] b 3
105.6 17 A4 2 2.3 -2 2.3 15
02,7 18 8 3 75.3 7 0.5 0
Q0 52 A0 3 00 47 Q003
166.7 3 165,17 t L4 D000 38
2.5 43 M} 2.8 12 OB
55.4 35 0 2 5.6 13 00 38
5.2 & 32.8 9 16.4 48 0 34
SO008 K 74 N A 0 008
113.2 ¢ 8.9 2 Sb.6 14 3718
18,3 49 000 32 18,9 40 435
104,5 1 29 0 36,5 5.1 U
8.1 25 13.7. 27 4.6 35 2.8 8
108,9 - 13 2. i1 .6 29 /L 1k
3.0 0B fl.d 29 L1.%- )| .9 15
8.0 4 U 9.0 10 N
2.6 38 52,4 3 D04 A3
105,3 18 00 3 105.3 2 003
183,2 2 A 1 148.1 1 A 38

{ Coptipued on nest page. )
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TRBLE 11A PAROLE SUPERVISIOR RATES PER 160,000 PUPULATIOR TABLE 1B REVUKED‘ AND RETURNED PAROLEE RATES PER 1000 PARDLEES

.

PARGLE SUFERVISION CASES : REVOKED AND RETURNED PARGLEES ¥

Under Under
Releases Supervisian Supervisisn : Rule New Reu Felony
To Parcle Buring Yeart O 12731 Total Violatians firrests Convictions
countY Year fate  Rank Rate  Rank Rate  Rank fate  Rank Kate  Raak Rate  Rank kste  Rank
ULSTER 1984 ki N U] f12.1 - 15 79.8 15 7.8 2% 10,9 31 8.9 B 38, 17
1985 36,4 18 108.6 19 3.3 15 89.4 28 3.1 18 M7 N il.é
HARREN 1984 2.8 40 8.6 43 0.6 & S0 82 F .Y N Q- 0%
1985 .2 5 50.3 40 210 & 9.7 4 A 32 004 35.7 13
HASHIHRTON 1986 5.3 8l 2,1 58 RV B Y 166.7 2 83.3 1 83.3 b OO
1985 8.8 & 19.4 57 159 &7 0.9 24 N Y] 90.9 3 L0033
HAYNE 1986 2,71 n LYY B B8 3% i1 3 O 3 3.0 7.0 18, ’
’ 1985 7.1 4 t8.5 27 8.8 32 6.7 50 00 32 16,7 " 41 8 35
NESTCHESTER 1984 1 18 152 13 89 i 89,5 24 .1 18 2 3 202 AN
1983 0.0 13 109.0 W 8.8 13 1029 17 ° 55 W 3.5 23 By 17
" HYOHING 1986 .8 54 4.1 45 19.6- §5 85,4 45 N 55,6 16 Q0 3
1985 4.6 A B8 45 HE 3 09 AR A48 00038
YATES 1988 14,2 3l 2.5 & 30 47 00 52 0 3% 00 e D00
1985 8.6 39 2.9 5; 2.9 4 N S0 N X} .
NEHW YORK STATE 1988 72,8 WA 210.2 - HA 14,3 M 121.0 MR 3.4 WA 42.1 WA .4 WA
1985 87.9 NA 1955 N 1373 W8 161 1A RIS TR} 41,3 MR 0.8 A
NEW YORK CITY 1986 115.2 WA 316, KA 21,5 WA 1.9 N 39.8 KA 29.2 M 45.8  NA
1985 04,4  NA 299,27 KA 208.9 A 19,1 N 36.2 WA 3.6 MR 17,3 M
¢ The total nusber of parolees under supervision during a given yearj i.e., parolees t¢ The total nuaber of parole=s revoked and returned during 2 given
carried over froa the previous year {cases under cupervision on Decesher 31} plus year.

insates released during the year to the Division of Parole for Supervision.
HOTE:-  Draaatic changes in rank scores should be interpreted with caution. The sensitivity of rates to relatively seall changes in absolute nusbers increases as the size
of the pepulation decreases. For exasple, an increase of one (1) in a given activity in a county with 5,000 recidénts will cause the value of the rate to increase
by 20, while an increase of one (1) in a county with 50,000 recidents will cause the value of the rate to increase by oniy two (2):

SOURCE: NYS Division of Parale.
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TABLE 12 JUVERILE DFFENDER DISPOSITIORS BY TYPE OF DISPUSITIONS AKD COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986

JUVENILE GFFEMDER DISPOSITIONS &

. Reroved To

Convictions fcquittais Disnissals Hot Prosecuted Faaily Court Other
COUNTY Year Kuaber Percent Huaher Percent Hlugber Percent Hugher FPercent Nuaber Percent Nualier Percent
ALBANY 1986 8 8.7 ¢ W0 0 0 0 0 3 25,0 1 B3
: 1985 5 38.5 0 .0 0 .0 0 N 8 81,5 0 .0
ALLEBANY 1986 0 HA 9 LI 0 NA 0 NA 0 Hh 0 HA
1985 0 NA 0 RA 0 NA - 0 NA 0 HA 0 Hh
BRONY ‘ o 1988 2 2.6 2 .5 38 .7 ) 7 5.1 i0 7.3 B 5.8
. 1985 B89 1.8 0 0 c2 16.9 3 40 A 3.2 3 1.0
BRODHE 1984 [} Hh 0 A 0 L] 0 A ' 9 NA ¢ RA
1985 i 100.0 ] 0 0 .0 0 .0 . ¢ ] 0 0
CATTARAUSYS 1986 . "o HA 0 HA 0 NA 0 NA~ 0 NA 0 NA
1585 ¢ HA 0 HA 0 HA ¢ N& 0 ] ] A
ChYURA 1984 0 RA 0 NR 0 HA 0 HA 0 N& 0 NA
1985 0 N& 0 NA 0 HA (1] HA 0 A ] R
CHAUTAURUA 1988 'y HA 1] NA (1] NA 9 HA 0 NA 0 HA
1985 I 100.0 0 0 0 .0 0 R 0 0 0 W0
CHEHUNG 1988 0 RA 0 NA 9 NR 0 NA .0 HA 0 NA
1985 0 NA 0 & 1 HA [\ NA 0 ) 0 A
CHENANGD 1986 ] HA 0 A 0 HA& 0 MA 0 HA 0 NA
. 1985 0 NR 0 NA 90 NA 0 R 0 A ] NA
CLINTOR 1988 ] it} 0 A 0 HA 1 NA ] XA 0 NA
1985 2 100.0 0 W0 0 0 0 0 0 R 0 .0
COLUHBIA 1984 0. N 0 N 0 0 0 0 : , 4 100.0 0 9
1985 ] HA 1] Ha § Ha . ] LLY Q it ¢ HA
CORTLAND 1986 ’ 0 A ] NA 0 HA ] NA ‘ 0 0} ¢ NA
1985 0 NA 0 HA 0 NA 0 N 0 bhY 0 HA
DELAWRRE i98s 0 KA Y HA 0 NA 0 HA 0 NA 0 NA
1985 ] NA 0 HA 0 A [} A 0 HA 0 NA

137
124

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
190.0

100.0
100.0

100.0

- 100,40

100.0
100.0

160.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.9

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 2R JUVENILE OFFENDER DISFOSITIONS BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND (986 - Continued

JUVENILE OFFENDER DISPOSITIOHS #

Resgved To

Convictions Acquittals Diseissals Hat Prosecuted Family Court Other
County Year Husber Percent Number Percent Nuober Percent Nusber - Percent Nuaber Percent Nuaher Percent
DUTCHESS 1986 0 W0 0 0 0 N 0 ‘ .0 i 100,0 ] .0
1985 1 25.0 i 25.0 § 25.0 0 .0 1 25,0 0 N
ERIE 1984 ' 4 30.0 [ L7 5 38.5 1 0 2 15.4 i .1
1985 2 8.7 i 4,3 14 40.9 0 .0 4 17.4 2 8.7
ESSEX 1586 0 HA 0 NA 0 NA 0 HA 0 L] 0 HA
1985 0 NA : 0 KA 0 HA 0 A 1] NA 0 HA
FRANKLIN 1586 ] LE) ] b ] HA 0 NA 0 NR 0 HA
1985 0 .0 0 .0 (4 .0 0 ] t 1000 0 .0
FULTOR 1386 ( 0 A 0 NA 0 NA 0 NA ] KR 0 HA
1985 0 A 0 KA 0 KA 0 NA ] NA 0 it
BENESEE 1986 ¢ A 0 HA 0 NA 0 NA 0 A 0 NA
1985 0 NA 0 KA 0 A ¢ A 0 fin 0 N&
BREENE 1988 ' HA 0 HA 0 NA 0 HA 0 NA [ HA
1985 0 N 0 A 0 HA 0 NA 0 A [} HA
HMILYON 1986 0 W 0 NA 0 NA 1] HA 0 NR ¢ HA
1983 0 N& 0 MR 0 HA 0 Hh 0 [t 0 NA
HERKIHER 1986 . 0 HA 0 NA 0 NA 0 KA ] HA 0 HA
, 1385 0 NA 0 NA ] HA 0 NA 0 Nt 0 NA
JEFFERSON 1988 2 10,0 ] N 0 .0 0 0 0 0 ] 0
1985 0 A 0 NA 0 N 0 NA 0 HR 0 NA
KINGS 1984 138 32,8 2 8 ;L I | 35 8.3 153 36,3 5 1.2
1983 92 4.7 4 1.1 55 14,8 28 1.5 192 5l.6 0 .0
LENIS ’ 1986 0 HA 0 NA 0 A 0 NA ? HA 0 NA
1985 0 RA ] NA 0 HA 0 NA ) NA ] R
LIVINGSTON 1986 0 NA (1] hi ¢ NA 0 HA ) Q NA ¢ A
0 WA

1965 0 HA 0 Np 0 NA 0 HA 0 R

Total
Nusber Percent
1 1000
4 100.0
13 100.¢
23 100.0
o 100,0
0 100,0
0 100.0
1 1000
0 100.0
¢ 100.0
¢ 10040
¢ 100.0
0 100,0
¢ 1000
0 - 100.0
0 100,0
¢ 100.0
0 100,0
2 100.0
0 100.0
21 1000
372 100.0
0 100.0
0 100.0
0 £00.0
0 103,0

{ Continued on next page, )
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TABLE 120

oy
HADISON
HONRRE *
HOHTGOHERY
HASSM
HEW YORK
HIAGARA
BNELDA
DNDNDABA
OXTARID
ORANGE
ORLEANS

OSHEGOD

Q15880

JUVENILE OFFENDER DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND COUNTY FOR 1385 AND 1985 - Continued

Year

1984
1983

1906
1985

1386
1965

1984
1985

1986
1985

906
1983

1986
1983

1986
1985

1984
' 1983

1986
1985

1986
1983

1586
1985

1986
1985

JUVENILE OFFEXDER DISPOSITIONS ¥

.

Convictions

A
NB

A
A

NR
(]

A
A

Acquittals

Dismissals

Humber - Percent

< ©

A
A

N
A

Nusber Percent

93
99

0
NR

0
4.2

b
L

i
A

NA
A

NA
Hh

N
A

Yot Prosecuted

Regaved To
Faeily Court

Other

Nusber Percent

Nusber Perceat

Total

Nuaber Percent

Nugzber Percaﬁt

0
NA

lo
8.3

A
NA

NR

A
HA

HA
KA

NA
A

20
A

2.2
]
H

KA
N

A
NA
WA

HA
A

0
A

.0
12.3

HA
HA

4.1
.0

0
12

]
KA

NA
L}

bl
HA

w2
24

100.9
100.0

100,0
100,0

100,6
100.0

100.0
100.0

100,0
100.9

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.9

100.0
190,90

100.0
100.9

100.0
100.0

100.0
100,0

100,0
.0

{ Continued on next page. )
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TADLE 124 JUVERILE OFFENDER DISPOSITIONS 8Y TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

JUVENILE OFFENDER DISPOSITIONS »

Removed To
Lonvictions fcqui ttals Disaissals Hot Prosecuted Faeily Court Other Total

CouNTY Year Ruaber Percent Huaber Percent Nunber Percent Husber Percent Nueber Percent Nusher Percent Husber Percent
PUTHAR 1586 (1 NA 0 Hh 0 R 0 KA ¢ 1A 0 NA 0 100.0
1989 0 HA 0 NA 0 HA 0 NA 0 HA 0 HA 0 100,90

BUEENS 1986 60 46,9 3 2.3 30 2.4 0.0 35 2.3 1 8 128 100.0
1983 36 31.5 2 2.1 3 4.0 1 10 3 3.8 0 0 96 100.0

REHSSELRER 1986 0. A 0 L] 0 HA 0 NA ] HA 0 NA 9 100.0
1985 0 NA 0 NA 1] A 0 NA Y0 A 0 NA 6 100.0

ﬂll;.HHOND §984 2 16,7 0 0 3 25,0 3 25,0 § 33.3 0 0 12 100.0
1983 2 20.0 (1} 0 5 50,0 2 20.0 i 10.9 0 0 16 100,0

ROCKLAND 1986 "o HA 0 HA 0 A 1] A 0 NA ¢ NA 0 100.0
1985 0 NA 0 A ] NA ¢ A [ Nit 0 N 0 100.0

57, LANRENCE 1985 0 HA ¢ NA ¢ i 0 A 0 RA 0 HA 0 100.0
1985 0 HR 0 NA 0 HA 0 NA 0 NR 0 HE 0 100.0

SARATOGA 1986 tg RA (i NA 0 NA [ HA 0 HA 0 NA 0 100.0
1985 ¢ 0 0 0 0 N 9 0 0 .0 i 100.0 11000

SCHEMECTADY r 1986 0 W0 ‘ 0 ] 0 0 ¢ 0 1 100.6 ¢ K I 100.0
1985 0 HA 0 HA ] HA 0 N ] HA 0 A 0 100.0

SCHOKARIE 1986 0 A 0 A 0 NA 0 KA 0 L4 0 HA 0 100.0
. 1985 ¢ HA 0 Ni 0 NA 0 RA 0 1t 0 i 0 100.0

SCHUYLER 1986 ¢ KA 0 K& 0 NA 0 NA 0 Nt 0 A 0 - 100,0
1985 (1 HA 0 HA : 0 ht] 0 NA 0 HA 0 NA 0 100.0

SENECA 1§11 0 N3 0 NA 9 KA 0 NA ¢ N& ] A 0 100.0
1985 ] HA ¢ HA 0 A& [ NA 0 NA 0 N 0 100.0

STEUBER 1984 0 A 0 b 0 NA 0 HA 0 N& - i} NA 0 100.0
(985 (1] .0 0 .0 i 100.6 ¢ 0 0 0 0 .0 1 100.0

SUFFOLK 1986 8 364 { 4.9 t $.5 1 0 ) 8 3.4 § 18.2 22 100.0
1985 18 30.2 9 .0 1 1.9 ¢ 0 3 58.9 S 9.4 53 100.0

§ Ewbinmed on next page. }
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TABLE 124 JUVERILE FFENDER DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE OF DISPOSITIONS AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984

JUVERILE DFFENDER DISPOSITIONS ¥

Total

Reroved To
Convictions Bequittals Pizaissals Hat Frosecuted Faeily Court Gther
COUNTY Year Huaber Percent Nunber Percent Kuaber Percent Number Percent Nuaber Percent Husber Percent
SULLIVAR 1988 0 NA 0 NA 0 NA 0 NA 0 NA 0 HA
1985 ¢ HA 0 ih 0 HA (1] HA 1] N& 0 HE)
T106A 1984 (i HA ¢ HA 0 NR ’ ] A l 0 hi] 0 1]
1985 0 N ¢ NA ¢ L] ) ¢ HA ¢ RA 0 NA
TOMPLINS 1988 ¢ HA 0 HA 0 A 0 T ¢ HA ¢ N&
1983 0 KA ¢ HA (0 NA- 0 NA 1] NA ] HA
ULSTER 1986 ¢ HA 0 HA 0 HA 4 NA 0 KA 0 A
1985 i 100.0 ¢ .0 ] .0 0 0 0 0 0 .0
HARREN 1986 ] HA 1] HA ] HA ] HA ¢ HR 0 A
1985 0 HA 0 HA 0 NA 0 RA [ HA 0 A
BASHINGYOH 1986 0 kA 0 HA . 0 HA 9 HA 0 b1} 0 NA
1585 0 A 4 Al 0 NA 0 XA 0 HA 0 HA
HAYNE 1584 1 100,0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .0 [ 0
1985 0 HA ] KA 0 HA 0 NA b HA 0 NA
HESTCHESTER 1988 10 7.9 0 R 0 W0 2 15.4 1 1.1 0 N
1985 1 70,0 H 5.0 2 6.0 ¢ £ 3 13.9 0 .0
RYOMENG 1984 ] HA 0 NA ' [t KA ] KA 0 NA 0 NA
1985 0 NA 0 NA ¢ NA 0 ] 0 NA ] Ha
YATES 1984 0 HA 0 HA 0 NA 0 NA 0 HA 1 HA
1985 0 HA 0 KA 0 HA . 0 NA : 0 NA 0 KA
NEK YORK STATE 1986 410 40,2 10 Lo 263 25.8 60 5.9 257 25,2 2 2.1
1985 369 36,2 10 1.0 225 22,1 54 5.3 182 13.8 19 | 184
HEW YDRK CITY 1986 359 .0 8 R L 2.5 b1 4.t M 25,2 14 1.5
1985 307 36,2 7 B 203 2.9 52 6.1 272 3.0 B .9

Nuaber Percent

13
0

<)

1,021
1,019

b7}
B4

100.0
100.6

100.0
100.¢

100,0
1.0

—
<

1000
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

160.0
100.9

100.0
100.¢

190.9
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.9

100.0
10,0

¢ Dizposition data are based on the year of centencing for convictions and on the year of dispnsilibn ftor acquittals, disaissals, and 'other’ dispositions. These data aay be affected by the underreporting of

dispositions to the-Division of Cririnal Justice Services (see Bppendix F.

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



T11-9

T4BLE 128 JUVENILE OFFEMDER SENTENCFS AS A PERCERT OF TOTAL COMYICTIONS BY SENTENCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1984

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CORYICTIORS =

X Local Jail Tatal

COUNTY Year State Facility Logal Jail and Probation Probation Other Convictions
ALBANY 1988 87,5 .0 0 12,5 .0 £00,0
1983 100.0 0 .0 .0 R 100.0
ALLESANY 1984 HA HA RA HA lA 100.0
1985 NA KA HA NA A : 100.0
ZRONX 1984 31.5 12,5 4.5 - 38.9 4.2 100,0
1983 31.5 14.% 1.9 2.1 3.4 100.0
BROOKE 1984 NA KR HA NA HA 100.0
1985 100.0 0 .0 0 N} 100.0
CATTARAUGUS 1985 NA 1 Ha NA A 00,0
1985 NA NA NA NA NA 100.0
CAYUGA 1988 NA HA L NA A 100.0
1985 . NA NA NA L1 NA 100.0
CHAUTALBUA 1984 NA HA HA : NA . NA 100.0
1985 100,0 .0 .0 .0 .0 100.0
CHEXUNG 1984 HA A A L1 HA 00,0
1983 NA L] NA bt} A 100.0
CHEHARRD ) 1985 N4 NA A NA NA 100.0
1985 HA A HA HA KA 100,0
CLINTON , 1988 HA HA NA N HA 100.0
1983 99,0 .0 .0 59.9 .0 100.0
COLUHBIA 1985 A HR A . HA K 100,0
1783 ~NA NA NA A NA 100.9
CORTLARD 1988 NA WA NA NA HA 160.9
1983 NA HA NA NA NA 100.0
DELAYARE 1984 A ) NA NR HA HA 100.0
1585 NA NA NA . HNA HA 100.0

{ Continued on nest page. )
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TBLE 128 SENTEACES AZ @ PERCENT UF TOYAL CONVICTIONS BY SENTENCE TYPE AND COUMTY FOR 1985 ARD 1986 - Continued

COUNTY Year
DUTCHESS 1984
1985

ERIE 1988
1985

ESSEX 1985
1945

FRANKLIN 1984
’ 1985
FULTOR 1985
1983

GENESEE 1988
1985

GREENE 1988
1985

RANILTON 1986
1985

HERKIKER 1386
1985

JEFFERSON , 1988
1983

KNGS 1988
1985

LEYLS 1985
1983

LIVINBSTON 1384
1983

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIDNS &

State Facility

A
Na

HA
HA

Lozal dail

Hh
0

23.0
0

HA
HA

HA
KA

]
HA

HA
HA

Hi
NA

HA
HA

Nk
HA

Local Jail
and Probation

.............

A
NA

HA
A

HA
Ha
A

1]
A

HA
HA

A
A

Probation

............

A
100.0
50.0

N
KA

A
N

L0}
NA

&
NA

1A
. KA

H
KA

A
HA

0
.0

¥4
Ha

A
KA

NA
A

HA
HA

RA
NA

NA
KA

K&
HA

A

Total
Canvictions

160.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100,90

100.0
190.0

100.0
100.90

100.0
160.0+

100.0
100.0

£00,0
100.0

100.0
160.0

100,0
100.0

{ Continued on next page. )
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TARLE 120 SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS BY SENTENCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1985 AND 1986 - Continued

COUNTY Year
HADISON 1984
1983
HOKROE 1985
1985
HOHTEORERY 1984
1965
RASSAY 1988
1985
NEY YORK 1986
1983
RIAGARA 1994
19685
ONEIDA 1984
1963
ONDNDAGA 1986
1985
ONTARID 1984
1985
ORANGE 1986
1905
DRLEANS 198
1983
SWEBD 1904
1983
OTSESD 1984
1985

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CONVICTICHS »

State Facility

190.0
A

100.0
16.7

HA

L]
A

KA
A

Local dail

HA
KA

NA
KA

KR
HA

Local Jail
and Probaticn

]
1]

A
Htl

A
A
W

A
HA

Probation

0
NA

-0
40

HA
HA

NA
KA

HA
HA

Ha
HA

(]
KA

NA
HA

A
N

HA
HA

i

Jotat
Convictions

100,0
100.0

100.0
100.0

1000
100,0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.9

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.9
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.9
100,0

100.0
100.0

{ Continued on next page. )
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TABLE 125

éﬂHHIV- .
BUEENS
RENSSELAER
RICHHORD
ROCKLAND
51, LANRENCE
SARATOGA
SCHERECTADY
SCH(I)HQRIE
SCHUYLER
SENECA
STEUBER

SUFEOLK

Year

1984
1985

1984
1985

1988
1985

1984
1983

1984
1985

1986
1985

1984
1985

1986
1985

1984
1985

1384
1983

1984
1985

1984
1985

1984
1985

SENTENCES AS A PERCERT OF TOTAL CONVICTIONS BY SEMTENCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1983 AND 198& - Continued

SENTENCES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CORVICTIONS .

State Facility

i

Ha
L

HA
L]

Ha

A

HA
HA

L]
A

3

Lecal Jail

HA
NA

8.3
5.6
HA
K&

Qo
-0

L
L

NA
&

&
A

A
A

KA
Hif

H&
NA

NA
HA

A
fit

12,3
12,5

Local dail
and Probation

NA
Hr

A
A

A
#h

HA
A

L]
KA

HA
HA

HA
HA

HA
i)

31,3

Probation

———————

30,0
0.0

A
NA

NA
Lh]

L
ln

NA
L

NA
HA

- A
NA

HA
HA

WA

0.0

R
0

A
[ih}

]
N
HA

]
A

Total
Convictions

100.0.
100.0

100.0
100.0

100,0
100.0

100,0 ¢
100.0

00,0
100.0

100.0
108.0

100,0
100.0

100,90
100, 0

100,0
106.9

100.0
100.9

100.0
100.0

100.0
1000

100,0
100.0

{ Cantinued on next page. }
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TAELE 128 SENTENCES. AS A PERCENT OF YOTAL CORVICTIONS BY SERTEHCE TYPE AND COUNTY FOR 1965 AND 1984 - Continued

SEMTENCES AS A PERCENY OF TOTAL COMVICTIONS &

Local lail Total

COUNTY Year State Feanlity Leocal Jail and Probation Prodation Other Convictions
SuLLvan o198k HA 1 A B Ha 100.0
1985 Hiy HA A H HA , 100,9
11088 1984 KA A A HA WA 100.0
1985 KA HA 0y N Ha 100.0
T0HPKING 1986 m : HA N4 KA HA 100.0
1985 HA KA HA A A ‘ 100.0
ULSTER 1584 HA A A KA ¥A 100.0
1985 X £ @£ .0 £00.0 100.0 -
VARREN 1984 A ' KA A e KA 100,0
1283 NA HA NA HA HA : 100.0
HASHINGTON 1986 HA HA ¥ oA WA 100.0
1985 HA A NA A - Ha 100.0
WAYHE 1988 100.0 £ .0 N i 100.0
1985 ¥A A T} Ha A 100.0
NESTCHESTER 1984 40,0 10.0 §0.0 » 10.0 .0 100,0
1985 2.9 20 0.4 14.3 143 100.0
HYONIHG 1985 HA M 1y Mo " 1000
1965 MA HA HA A HA 106.0
YATES ;1985 M A A Hh ‘ A 100.0
1965 Y A Na HA ' Na 100.0
WEW YORK ‘STATE 1988 Wb 8.0 13.4 .7 2.2 10,0
1985 39.8 10.8 10.8 354 4.9 1000
NER YORY CITY 1986 , 3.4 1.8 14.2 .6 2.2 100.0
1985 39,7 12.1 8.1 3.2 3.9 109, 0

+ These data reflect the aost serious sentence in sultiple sentence dispositions fe.q., sentences including 2 jail tera and a fine have heen counted as *loca) jail®), Vhis distribulicn of setence types
aay Ye atiected by the underreporting of dispositions to the Division of Crisinal Justice Services tsee Appendic Fl.

SOURCE:  MYS Division of Criainal Justice Services, Arrests and Processing Irends File.
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APFENDIX €

COuNTY

ALBAKY
ALLEGARY
BRONY
HROOKE
CATTARAUGUS
CAYUBA
CHAUTAUBLA
CHEMUNS
CHEXANGD
CLINTON
CaLunpla
CORTLAND
GELANARE
DUTCHESS
ERIE
ESSEX
FRANKLIN
FULTOA
GENESEE
GREEHE
HANILTOH
HERKINER
JEFFERSOM
KIHGS

. LEKIS

LIVIKRSTON
HADESON
HONROE
RONTGORERY
NASSAU

NEW YGRE

" HIABARA

DNE1DA
QNDNEAGA
ONTARID
ORANGE
ORLEANS
(OSWEGD
05560
FUTNAN

PERCENT OF DISPOSED 1984 ARRESTS, 1985 ARRESTS, AND 1986 ARRESTS AND THE AVEARGE PERCEMY OF DISPOSED 19B4 THROUGH 1986 ARRESTS {ADULTS DNLY) &

PERCENY OF DISPOSITIONS REPORTED

1984 Arrests

1985 Arrests

1988 Arrests

AVERAGE PERCENT

OF DESPOSED

1984-85 ARRESTS

Total Feleny Hisdeseanor Total Felony Hisdeaeanor Total Felony Hisdeaeanor otal Felony Hisdeseanar
8.2 84,3 §9.8 1.2 8.2 92,7 8.1 n.e 8.4 6.0 81.3 81.9
al.b 1N 56,5 8.3 §5.9 56.9 52.4 4.3 - 55,3 58.0 32,9 5.9
89.4 99,2 A3 7.8 B%.4 85.8 .8 5.3 4.1 23.5 84.4 82,5
B2.1 84.3 Bi.A 80,7 19.9 B1.0 n.g 47,3 12.5 1.8 ! 16,1
41.8 0.5 9.1 10.0 85,4 .1 81,4 53.7 52,8 86,4 59.8 51.5
40.4 2.3 82,5 2.2 80.2 5.1 52.0 3.8 S2.1 48,2 48,0 5.8
18.3 RS 7%.1 82,3 - 1.8 83.3 10.9 8.4 .5 .1 1748 76.0
86.3 .5 %4 813 1.0 81.9 8.1 82,7 1n.0 1.9 75.4 n.4
45.3 50,9 88.8 0.7 u.2 0.1 51.2 8.4 £3.3 85.% 40,9 6.8
76.1 7.6 78,0 7.1 2.0 147 59.6 53.2 19 85,9 45,9 .0
4.6 75.8 .2 " 1.2 15.4 49.8 A1S 70.5 1.2 723 1.5
82,6 B5.1 2.5 80.5 78.3 89,8 82,2 56,2 83.1 <154 2.4 15,4
b%.9 <121 89.0 73.8 72.5 73.0 9.9 38.1 W3 8.3 8.8 £1.5
§5.2 E2,1 Bh.t 86.2 54,0 8.4 87.5 £0.7 16,1t 7%.6 51 81,2
B3.6 83.0 83.4 84,9 85,5 B4.7 1.5 3.2 399 9.5 1.1 18,9
3.9 48,68 75.4 7.3 n.3 714 (A 58,2 bb.t 76,8 4.8 12,8
15.7 18.2 73.8 i 3.0 .3 48.5 k3.6 69,3 12,8 0.8 2.9
8.8 - 81.9 1.8 1.1 78.0 80.2 4.8 81.8 754 1.8 16.9 78.1
48.6 75.3 4.1 89,7 58.2 2.3 b2.8 4.3 [N} 46.8 59.8 88,5
75.9 1.4 na n.a 15.% 1.4 49.5 84,7 1.1 1.9 0.1 13.3
40.8 89.9 88,2 50.90 83,3 39.5 LY 30,0 7.4 94.8 n.S 50,5
§2.1 67.8 60.7 L3 . 88,7 61.0 32.1 46,46 533 80.4 8.2 0.5
.5 76.9 9.5 12.1 15.0 Ti.d 87.0 8.8 [0 S 10,2 na 89,4
86,3 88.9 85.4 82,3 83.6 69.7 6.3 48,6 3.3 11.4 1.0 75.2
o7 68.8 59.9 85,3 81.3 0.4 4.5 54.5 .4 58.% 48,0 55,9
76.% 3.6 .4 18.0 7.2 78.2 §0.4 48.4 £2.3 7.4 £4.2 2,1
13.7 15,2 3.2 2.4 87.9 13.4 64,5 39.4 5.7 59,9 81,1 0.4
69.3 81.8 90.9 2.4 10,5 13.0 39.0 a1.9 81.2 12.% 41,8 . . .4
22,9 1.5 1.9 2.1 18.4 n.3 56,2 52,7 59.3 87.2 £1.8: 7.1
6.8 90.9 87.7 80,1 85,5 1.4 85.7 3N 531 W M T 12.%
90.9 90,9 90.9 90.2 39.4 0.8 9.4 7.5 B0.9 8s.5 §3.7 81.3
90.4 8.1 90.8 90.8 85.9 92,0 7.8 6.2 8.0 Bs.8 75.9 67,4
5.1 n.7? 15.2 [INY [N n.t ot 1 13195 54.9 n.o .1 7.0
B1.4 n.a 84.3 78.2 1.0 8.9 .9 45.8 53.8 1.2 $3.¢ 1.7
2.7 1.0 2.4 70.4 n.? £9.0 65,6 8.7 4.8 89,3 3.4 £8.4
80,4 9.0 8.4 81.3 78,0 82.7 57.6 43,2 5.5 2.4 61,8 n.3
89.4 75.% 4.8 0.7 8.3 51,2 95.4 54.0 58.3 85,3 85,2 43,9
79.6 1.3 80.0 76,8 7.5 18.5 2.2 56,7 83,1 12,4 88,1 3.7
.8 AR 754 7.5 75.9 8.1 2.9 10,5 83,4 0.9 iL.7 T
82.4 L. 68,7 2.4 5.3 BE.4 43.2 4.0 58,3 14,6 56,7 13,4

{ Lonlicusd oa nack poy,

}
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APPENDIX C

COUNTY

GUEENS
RENSSELAER
RICHAOND
ROCELAND
ST, LAKRENCE
SAEATOGA
SCHENECTADY
SCHOHARIE
SCHUYLER
SENECA
STEUBEN
SUFFOLK
SULLIVAH
11084
TOHPKING
ULSTER
HARREN
HASHINGTON
HAYRE

" WESTCHESTER

HHO4ING
YATES
HEW YORK STATE
HEW YORK CITY .

PERCENT OF DISPGSED 1984 ARRESTS, 1925 ARRESFES, AND 1986 ARKESTS AND THE AVERAGE PERCENT OF DISPOSED 1984 YHROUGH 1984 ARRESTS (AGULTS GNLY) & - Continued

PERTENT OF DISPOSITIONS REPORIED

1984 Arrests

1985 frrests

1588 frrests

AVERABE PERLERT
OF 9ISPOSED
1984-B5 ARRESTS

Total felony Hisdeaeanor Total Feloay Hisdeaganar Tatal Felony Hisdeaeanar
g0.8 92,2 89.5 28,1 90.0 89,3 13.8 13.8 13.8
8.3 R 19.4 17.8 18,1 78.3 bh.6 50,4 b6.4
Lr A 92.8 1.7 0.5 92.4 89.3 8.3 8.9 pA N
74.8 6.0 N3 75.8 7%.0 K. 3.0 333 §1.1
2.1 %0 58.8 4.3 .8 %e.1 §t.2 2.3 4.6
78,1 78,7 78.3 844 80.5 89,5 2.3 448 18.4
88,7 83,1 89,7 9.8 89.4 92.5 .2 86,9 0.3
54.% 0.5 54.3 0.9 78,3 89,7 82,0 4.9 sl
0.9 10.8 N4 H.3 n.0 143 1.3 46,7 8.7
n. 52.0 AR 83,2 48,7 £ 52,4 83.6 §2.3
1.9 0.8 8.8 3.4 1.8 73.9 83.3 8.6 TN
85.5 68,9 b, 0 8.1 B3.% 82.8 3.3 80,0 51.7
65.0 B3.4 83,8 81.3 .0 2.4 83.8 8.1 81.8
18,0 6.9 18.3 15.8 81.% .t 58.0 $1.3 8.1
B2.1 1.8 33.0 78,1 89,9 79.9 40.3 1.2 84.0
49.¢ 45,9 .2 70.0 1%} 1.4 854 3.2 8.7
87.3 89.5 81.1 89.7 N 90.0 £0.2 0.1 80.2
63.0 81,9 8.1 52.9 83.3 52.8 58.9 41,8 53.4
£2.3 40,9 82,4 48.5 45,3 59.1 87.4 8.4 £9.3
87.7 v 8%.0 7.2 14.4 7.5 73.1 85,9 0.8 63.3
2.0 35,1 3.2 3.4 83.4 38.4 350 2.9 30.4
0.5 83.3 81.8 40.7 B2.1 55.1 37.4 58,5 §1.0
35.3 86.9 B4, 4 1.8 85.4 3.1 8%.b 0.3 6%.2
£5.9 89.7 89.4 ar.8 81.6 ar.e Wb .8 15.2

Total Feleay HKisdeoeanor
a0 64,2 a2
Ha 2.9 .1
8.1 ar.8 B0
59.3 49,1 834
52,8 3.9 56,9
1.1 %4 8¢.8
85,8 80,0 87.3
83.2 6.7 41.8
1.2 0.4 n.3
42,3 40,4 82,7
59.3 89,4 £9.3
1.5 7.5 3.5
1.6 73.4 1.1
0.0 837 70,0
731 62,2 75.4
4E.4 82,2 10.4
85.7 [ ) 85.7
40,9 82,3 80,5
86.2 81,8 57,0
49,2 72.5 61.9
39.5% YR 35,4
82.2 n.3 3.5
1.2 §6.3 8.8
3.5 B33 8.7

¥ This table praJ}des an indication of the proportion of arrests, excluding those for Juvenile Difenders, for which final dispositions vere reported to the Division of Erisinal Justice Services' CCH/OBTS

gata systea as of July 1987, ‘lnteris’ dispesitions, such s the issuance of a warrant, are cousted as sissiag.

SOURCE:  HYS Division of Crisinal Justice Services, County Profiles Systes.
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NEW YORK STATE
CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES MAPS
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APPENDIX E
VIOLENT FELONY OFFENSES



VIOLENT FELONY OFFENSES!

PL SECTION SuB- FELORY
OFFENSES NUMBER DIVISION CLASS
Assault 2nd 120.05 ' all D
Assault 1st2 120.10 all C
Aggravated Assault on
Peace (Officer2 120.11 00 B

Manslaughter 1st2 125.20 all B
Murder ng, Attempted 125.25 B
Rape 1st 130.35 all B
Sodomy 1st?2 130.50 all B
Sexual Abuse 1st 130.65 all D
Agg. Sexual Ab%se2 130.70 all B
Kidnapping 2nd 135.20 00 B
Kidnapping 1§t, Attempted 135.25 all B
Burglary 2nd 140.25 all C
Burglary %stz 140.30 all B
Arson 2nd ] 150.15 a]} g
Arson 1st, Attempte 150.20 ail

"Robbery 2nd 160.10 all C
Robbery 1st2 160.15 all. B
Intimidation 2nd4 215.16 all D
Intimidation 1st2.4 215.17 all B
Crim. Poss. Weapon 3rd2 265.02 04,05 D
Crim. Poss. Weapon 2nde 265.03 00 C
Crim. Poss. Weapon 1s 2 265.04 all B
Crim. Use Firearm 2nd - 265.08 all C

" Crim. Use Firearm 1stZ - 265.09 all B
Crim. Sale Firearm lst 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, Includiag _

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.

ZAn "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.

3These offenses are counted as "violent felony offenses" only in the data
provided by the NYS Department of Correctional Services.

4Effective 11/1/86.
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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 procesdings. When they are, they are housed in
the county jail. Counties are reimbursed $20 per diem for housing-
these inmates.

Felons: FPersons 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
Jjails. This program reimburses the county at the rate of $20 per
diem. ’

Parole Violators: Counties are reimbursed $20 per diem for housing

parole vinlators until they can be transferred into the State system.

State Readies: These are convicted felons for whom the committ{ng

county has the Department that they are awaiting transfer into the’

State system. Beginning on 7/1/85, counties were reimbursed $20 per
diem toward the cost of housing those who have been state ready for

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 Programs. 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 componenis 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

- Tocal facilities. The program operated with approximately 300 contract beds
.in 1983 and again in 1984, but was not continued in the 1985-86 fiscal plan. A
total of 300 slots for DOCS inmates is proposed 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 Tegislation.

Prison Transfer to State Facilities. The State reimburses counties for their

costs incurred in transporting state-ready inmates to State correctional
facilities.



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
divect 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 essential personal property. Victims 60
years or older and disabled victims need not be injured to qualify for these
last two benefits. Beginning with Federal Fiscal Year 10/1/85 - 9/30/86 the
State will receive federal compensation funds on a 35% reimbursement rate;
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 local 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.

oOQC O OO

These programs provide a comprehensive array of assistance services to address
the economic, fiscal, psychological, and criminal justice ‘consequences of
victimization. Services include: information, 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 ;roceeds 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
senior 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 backleg 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 Parolee Program. The State provides aid to counties for the legal
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 following 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 QCO0O00O0

Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 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 Tocal 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

CO00OO0O0
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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 will provide technical assistance and training to law
guardians practicing before family courts primarily outside 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 training 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
Tocalities 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 Tegislature. The legislature did not
appropriate any momies far this program in 1982.

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

The 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.



DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES
(continued)

Narcotics Control. The federal Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986 established a
progrram 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 iNew 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
laws; additional correctional resources for such persons; programs to eliminate
the growth and production of controlied 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 Cuomo 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 Officer 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.




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 Tegal 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., (OAR/WNY). (OAR/WRY)
delivers a wide variety of services to ex-cffenders and their families.
OAR/WRY conducts workshops that train ex-offenders in setting employment goals
and completing applications. Ex-offenders Tearn 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’ Legal 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 legal
services organization. PLS began in 1976 with federal grant funds, and since
1978 has been supported by the State.

3

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’ Legal 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 1living conditions; and 3) a wide
range of civil and domestic Taw 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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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
law 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 legisiation, 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 Progqram. 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 Tlaw 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 Tocalities 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 violent felony and 2,590 felony warrants.

Suffolk County 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-discipiinary,
inter-agency approach including therapy, family counseling, supplementary
education, job training, job placement, legal aid, needs-based payments, and
Tinkages 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
Legisiature. 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
length of prison sentences for TCI defendants. The number of counties
participating in TCI has been expanded from 18 to 27, and now includes those
rounties reporting 97% of the violent 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 million dollars for the
establishment of the Transit Police Strike Force on April 1, 1983. The Strike
Force generates a target 1ist 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 (CPO)
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 te the requesting Tocal police department.
In turn, the information is then forwarded to the District Attorney and Court
2nap1jng 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,
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Parole Resource Center. The Parole Resource Center (PRC) provides the DRivision
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 Tevel 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 life styles.

Parole Transitional Facilities. The Parole Transitional Facility Program (PTF)
functions in much the same manner as does the Parole Resource Center (FRC).

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 Tittle 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 emplcyment
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 perfcrmance.
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"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 Tegislation 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 plan
(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 Tocal 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 biil. 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
legislation, 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
bill’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/Altérnative 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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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 ieast likely 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 Timited 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 out-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 Act encourages Tocalities 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 localities
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.

Regular 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 expend1tures for
maintaining and improving probation services.

During FY 1982-83 a special Warrant Enforcement Unit was funded in New York
City under this program.

F-13



DIVISION FOR YOUTH

Community Based Organization. The Community Based Organization (CBO) 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 Tine item approupriations 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 paost-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
implementing 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 detention 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 vocaticnal foundations established during the youngster’s facility
placement.

Runaway and Homeless Youth Services (RHYA)/Transitionai 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
pragram into the area of providing services to the homeless and transitional
{outh gp to. age 21 and beyond the crisis services by which DFY was formeriy
imited.

Special Delinquency Prevention Program. Provides 100 percent funding for
community-based youth services targeted at youth at risk to help prevent
unnecessary or further invelvement 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 local

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
hureaus. 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 local 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 receive the
difference between the base salary of the county district attorney on vanuary 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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APPENDIX G

CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

This Appendix presents funds
awarded to NYC agencies that
provide services citywide.
These funds could not be
presented by county, but are
“included in the NYC and State
profiles.




APPENDIX G

CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Table 1

CITYWIDE1 LOéAL 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
Carrectional Services 4,167.3 5,411.2 6,569.2 12,649.6 203.5% 0.0 0.0
Crime Victims Board 6,216.4 8,180.8 6,732.5 6,038,0 ~2.9% 6,093.3 9,970.3
Division of Criminal’ . ’
Justice Servicaes 25,075.6 30,055.9 35,523.8 37,897.4 51.1% 39,893.8 44,546.7
Division of Parole 398.0 548.5 649.9 825.9 107.5% 1,850.9 ' 1,870.9
Division of Probationz
and Correctional
Alternatives 10,446.8 11,893.7 12,508.6 16,749.7 60.3% 19,270.1 23,553.9
Division for Youth3 29,054.7 22,384.1 25,356.5 53,951.8 85.7% 26,669.6 29,928.9
Other Local Aid

Bistrict 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% 94,355.2 109,970.7
1

provide citywide services.

This table presents local assistance program funds that were awarded to agencies in New York City that

On April 1, 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.

result of Governor Cuomo's recommendation.

eliminate arrearages.

The FY 1985-86 DFY budget increased 58 percent over the appropriation for the previous fiscal year as a

This increase allowad DFY to pay for current programs and also

The 0ffice of the State Comptroller administers this program.
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APPENDIX G

CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

A
Table 2
DEPA%TMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
CITYWIDE™ LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
{Thousands of Bollars)
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
Bcard of Prisoner52

Coram Nobis 0.0 0.0 14.8 10.9 NA -~ --

Felons 4,187.3 5,196.1 5,835.2 9,689.7 132.8% -- ~=

Parole Violators 0.0 0.0 284.9 1,658.7 NA - -

State Readies3 -- - -- 1,064.8 NA - .-
Community 4
Treatment Programs -- 215.1 434.2 - NA -- .-
Prisoner Transfer’ 0.0 0.0 0.0 214.4 NA -- -
TOTAL 4,187.3 5,411.2 6,568.2 12,649.6 203.5% 0.0 0.0
1

provide citywide services.

of New York City.

NYCDOC is reimbursed for

expenditures from the “statewide" lump-sum appropriation for this program.

This program component was implemented in FY 1985-86.

SOURCE: MYS Department of Correctional Services.
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This program was implemented in FY 1983-84 and is funded through the State Operations Budget.
appropriated for this program in FY 1985-86.

This table presents local assistance program funds that were awarded to agencies in New York City that

The New York City Department of Corrections (NYCDOC) operates a citywide jail system for the five boroughs
Therefore, local assistance funds from the Board of Prisoners’ account are disbursed to
NYCDOC rather than the individual facilities within each of the boroughs.

No fdnds were



APPENDIX G

CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

1

Table 3

CRIME VICTIMS BOARD

CITYWIDE™ 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
Crime Victim 2
Ccmpensation Awards 5,647.2 7,719.3 5,960.5 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

Elderly 110.8 109.5 181.2 140.5 26.8% 143.6 260.2

Sexual Assault 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 43.3 0.0
TOTAL 6,216.4 8,180.8 6,732.5 6,038.0 -2.9% 6,093.3 9,970.3

1 This table presents local assistance program funds that were awarded to agencies in New York City that
provide citywide services.

2 FY 1982-83 through FY 1984-85 include expenditures in Nassau and Suffolk Counties.

SOURCE: NYS Crime Victims Board.
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APPENDIX G

CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

DIVIS{ON OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING

CITYWIDE

Table 4

{Thousands of Dollars)

Program

Asset/Forfeiture2

Initiative

Crime Prevention3
and Protection

Emergency Felony Case
Processing Program

Indigent
Paralee Pragram

Justice 5
Assistance Act
Juvenile Justice6
and Delinquency
Prevention

Major Offensé
Police Program

Narcotics Contro17

NYC S¢hoot Security8
Of ficer Program

Soft Body Armourg
Reimbursement Program

. Special Narcotics
Court Progran.

Special Warrant
Enforcement 10
Enhancement Program

Target Crime 1
Initiztive Program

Transit Crime

Interdiction Program12

Transit Strike Force13

Exoenditures Appropriations
% Change

FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY_85-88 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY_87-88
-- -- 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 2,0980.9 18.8% 2,i33.0 2,133.0
722.1 834.8 956.0 956.0 32.4% 1,028.0 1.069.0
- - - - NA 1,013.6 -
983.7 878.0 1,016.6 884.0 -10.1% 875.2 1.055.{
5,615.8 5,952.6 6,369.2 5.624.0 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 3,588.5 4,589.8 4.739.0‘ 39.9% 4,818.1 4,902.6
- - 1,385.0 1,299.5 NA 1,440.0 1,400.0
12,607.7 13,133.0 15,427.3 16,521.5 31.04 16,789.5 17.433.0
-- - -- 1,322.6 NA 1,4886.0 1,510.5
- 3,500.0 3,745.0 3,404.4 NA 3,353.9 3,474.6

Continued - Next Page



APPENDBIX G CITYWIDE L OCAL ASSISTAMCE FUNDS

Table 4-Continued

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

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change
Program FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY_86-87 FY 87-88
Community Patrol14
officer Program i -- - -= - NA 100.0 150.0
TOTAL . 25,075.6 30,055.9 35,523.8 37,897.4 51.1% 38,893.8 44 ,546.7

This table presents local assistance program funds that were awarded to dgencies in New York City that
provide citywide services.

This program was implemented in FY 1984-85. The FY 1984-85 funds were awarded to the Special Narcotics :
Prosecutor. The FY 1985-88 appropriation was transferred to the Target Crime Initiative Program (TCI).
Funds were not appropriated for FY 1986-87.

No funds were aﬁpropriated 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 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; 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 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 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.

12 This program was implemented in FY 1985-886.

13 This program was implemented in FY 1983-84.

14 This program was implemented in FY 1986-87.

SOURCE: NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services.
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CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

CITYWIDE

1

Table 5

DIVISION OF PAROLE
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING

(Thousands of Dollars)

Program

Parole 2
Resource Centers

Parole Transitiona]3
Facilities
4

Employment. Services
Project

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
398.0 511.4 477.0 516.8 29.8% 654.8 774.8
- 37.1 172.9 309.1 NA 496.1 496.1
-- - - .- NA 700.0 700.0
398.0 548.5 5438.9 825.9 107.5% 1,850.8 1,970.8

1 This table presents local assistance program funds that were awarded to agencies in New York City that
provide citywide services.

2 This program is funded through the State Operations Budget.

3 This prbgram was implemented in FY 1983-84 and is funded through the State Operations Budget.

4 This 'program was implemented in FY 1986-87.

SOURCE: NYS Divisien of Parole.
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CITYWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

DIVISION OF g

Table &

ROBATION AND CORRECTIONAL ALTERNATIVES

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
C]assification2
Alternatives - - - 1.130.9 NA g.0 1,302.8
Demonstration
Projects 559.4 740.8 632.6 2,074.5 270.9% 1,664.3 2,511.7
Intensive Supervision/
Alternative Sentencing
Program g961.3 1,066.5 1,158.5 1,478.9 53.8% 3,399.3 4,569.5
PINS Program’ - - ‘- - NA 631.7 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 16,748.7 60, 3% 19,270.1 23,553.89

1 This table presents Jocal 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.

2 This program was implemented in FY 1985-86.

3 This program was implemented in FY 1986-87.

SQURCE: NYS Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives.



APPENDIX G CITYWIDE LOCAL_ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Table 7
1 DIVISION FOR YQUTH
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 EY 87-88
Detention

Non-Secure 946.0 1,343.0 835.2 2.,181.8 131.7% 2,213.0 5,023.%

Secure 7,568.4 5,196.0 q,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 Delinquency
Prevention Program 4,630.0 a.0 0.0 : 0.0 -100.0% 0.0 ‘0.0
Transitional
Independent
Living Support -- - -- 69.7 NA 0.0 1,138.3
Voluntary Agency Care5 4,518.8 4,387.9 ©3,728.1 9,201.4 103.6% 0.0 0.0
Youth Development
and Delinguency
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 25,358.5 53,951.8 85.7% 26,669.6 29,928.9

1 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 1985-8€ 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. ‘

Borough FY 1982-83 expenditures are not available; these expenditures are reported as part of the FY 1982-83
expenditures for Mew 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.

SOURCE: NYS Division for Youth.
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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 FLNDS

Table 1

STATEHIDE1 LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDING SUMMARY
(Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriztions
% 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 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% 9,894.4 15,900.5
Division of Parole - - - -— - - --
Division of Probation2
and Carrectional
Alternatives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 102.8 601.0
Division- for Youth3 7.554.9 8,781.2 7.736.3 14,373.8 90.3% 10,178.9 8,441.7
* Other Local Aid

District 4

Attorney Salaries 370.0 397.5 0.0 0.0 -100.0% 0.0 836.0

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

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.

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 Alterpative to Incarceration Program expenditures from FY 1982-83 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 prodgrams 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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APPENDIX H STATEWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Table 2

DEPARIMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
STATEWIDE® LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
{Thousands of Dollars)

Expenditures Appropriations
% Change

Pregram FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85  FY 85-88 82 vs 85 FY 86-87 FY 87-83
8card of Priscners2

Coram Nobis 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 51.5 55.5

Felons 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 22,770.1 2?,555.4

Parole Violatars 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 2,936.4 6,615.3

State ReadiesS -- - -- 0.0 NA 3,528.0 5,551.8
Community 4
Treatment Programs - 0.0 0.0 - NA 400.0 400.0
Prisoner 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

1

This table presents Jocal assistance program funds that are djsbursed in ways which preclude accounting for
them at either the county or the New York City level. In addition, Statewide “appropriations” may incluce

“funds that had not yet been disbursed at the time these data were submitted for this publication.

Lacal carrectional facilities are reimbursed for expenditures from the “statewide” lump-sum appropriation
for this program.

This program component was implemented in FY 1985-86. Local correctional facilities are reimbursed for
expenditures from the “statewide" lump-sum appropriation for this program.

This™ program was implemented in FY 1983-84 and is funded through the State Operations Budget. No funds were
appropriated for this program in FY 1985-86.

SOURCE: = NYS Department of Correctional Services.
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APPENDIX H STATEWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Table 3

1 CRIME VICTIMS BOARD
STATEWIDE™ 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
Crime Victim 2
Compensation Awards 821.7 1,088.1 1,078.0 2,648.3 222.3% 2,803.0 4,190.0
Victim and Witness . e
Assistance Program

Comprehensive 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 4,190.0

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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STATEWIDE LOCAL _ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Table 4

DiVISIQN OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES
STATEWIDE® LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNOING
(Thousands of Dollars)

Program

Asset/Forfeiture
Initiative

2

Crime Prevention3
and Protection

Indigent
Parolee Program

Justice 5
Assistance Act

Juvenile Justices
and Delinguency
Prevention

Major Offense
Police Program

Narcotics Contro17
Neighhqrhood8
Preservation Crime
Prevention Act

NYS Defenders’

. Assaociation

Prisoners’
Legal Services

Soft Body Armour9
Reimbursement Program

Special Warrant
Enforcement 10
Enhancement Program

Expenditures Anpropriations
% Change

FY 82-83 FY 83-84 FY 84-85 FY 85-86 82 vs 85 FY _86-87 FY 87-88
- -- 0.0 0.0 NA - -
- 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 0.0 685.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 2.1 NA 597.8 628.4
- - - - NA 1,611.6 --
1,308.1 1,057.0 975.4 0.0 -100.0% 1,088.9 1,078.9
500.0 530.0 567.1 6.0  -100.0% 0.0 0.0
- - -—- - NA - 6,070.2
- 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 2,500.0  2,500.0
442 .4 442.4 " 540.0 572.0 29.3% 630.0 797.5
1,361.8 1,361.8 2,207.1 2,545.4 86.9% 2,679.3 2,784.2
635.5 535.5 . 0.0 60.1 -90.5% -- 487.0
- -- 0.0 0.0 NA 20.0 10.0

Continued - Next Page
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Table 4-Continued )

DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES
LOCAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FUNDING
(Thousands of Dgllars)

Target Crime 11

Initiative Program’~ 1,012.9 1.182.0 1,240.1 746.8 -25.3% 766.8 849.3
TOTAL 5,261.6 5,108.6 5,529.7 3,926.4 -25.4% 9,894.4 15,900.5
1

1
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 ineclude
funds that had not yet been disbursed 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 transferred 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 appropriation for
this program. Unallocated FY 1985-86 monies were reappropriated for FY 1986-87.

0 This program was implemented in FY 1984-85.
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 Viclent Offense Trial
Program, and the Major Offense Prosecution Program.

SOURCE; NYS Division of Criminal Justice Services.
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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
services Statewide.
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Table 6

\
DIVISION OF P%OBATION AND CORRECTIONAL. ALTERNATIVES
STATEWIDE™ 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
C'Iassification2
Alternatives - -— -- 0.0 NA 0.0 83.2
Demonstration .
Projects 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 100.0 39.5
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
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 NA 102.8 601.0

- - -

1 This table presents local assistance program funds that are dishursed in wéys 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 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.



APPENDIX H STATEWIDE LOCAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS

Table 7

1 DIVISION FOR YOUTH
STATEWIDE" 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 85-87 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 ngis1ative X
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
TQTAL 7.554.9 8,781.2 7,736.3 14,373.6 90.3% 10,178.9 8,441.7

L

This table presents local assistance program funds that are disbursed in ways which preclude accounting for
them at either the county or the MNew 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 publicatien.

The FY 1985-86 DFY budget increased 58 percent over the appropriation for the previous fiscal year as a
result of Governor Cucmo’s recommendation. This increase allowed DFY 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 Social Services for State share of JD/PINS who are ADC/FC eligible.

SOURCE: NYS Division for Youth.



APPENDIX I
JUVENILE OFFENDER OFFENSES



JUVENILE OFFENDER CRIMES!
(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 2nd? 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 1st 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 B8
" Robbery 2nd - 160.10 02 C
" Assault 1st 120.10 01,02 C
! Burglary 2nd 140.25 01 C

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.

I-1
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ORBER FORM

Other volumes of the Criminal Justice Profiles publication that are
available are listed below. When ordering regional volumes please refer to the
New York State Regional Map on the back of this page. The map identifies the
regions and the counties located within each of the regions. Each requester
will receive one volume free of charge; a $2.00 charge to cov?r postage and
handling will be applied to each additional volume requested.

To order by phone, please call (518) 457-8381.

To order by mail, please place a check mark { ) next to the volumes you would
Tike.

Volume I New York State

Volume 11 Binghamton Region

Volunie III  Buffalo Region

Volume IV Capital Regicn

Volume V Elmira Region

Volume VI Lower Hudson Region and Long Island Region

Volume VII  Mid-Hudson Region

Volume VIII Mohawk Valley Region

Volume IX New York City Region

Volume X Northern Region

Volume XI Rochester Region

Volume XII - Syracuse Region .

Volume XIII Major Metropolitan Areas {Erie, Monroe, Nassau,
Onondaga, Suffolk, and Westchester Counties)

RERRRRRRRRRY

Please fill 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 12203

AGENCY

ADDRESS

CITY STATE ZIP
TELEPHONE NUMBER

his charge does not apply to New York State agencies or officials.
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