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EXECUTIVE SUM¥~Y 

New York State experienced about a 60 percent increase 

in cases under probation supervision from 1981 through 1986. 

There were 107,303 probationers being supervised by local 

probation departments at the end of the period, greater than 

half (57 percent) in non-New York City jurisdictions. 

Statewide, 41,858 individuals were sentenced to probation in 

1986, compared to the 32,106 offenders sentenced to 

probation in 1981. 

Nine crime types consistently accounted for a large 

majority (84 to 87 percent) of cases sentenced to probation 

supervision. These nine crime types fell under three larger 

descriptive offense headings as follows: 

Property Offenses 

Burglary/Trespassing 

Theft/Criminal Pos­
session of Stolen 
Property (CPSP) 

Larceny 

Criminal Mischief 

Crimes ,Against 
the Pe,/:son 
Assault 

Robbery 

Weapons Offenses 

.§.ubstance Abuse 
Offenses 
Drug Offenses 

Driving While 
Under the In­
fluence of 
Drugs or Al­
cohol (OWl) 
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Synopsis of Findings 

Local probation departments are supervising, not only 

larger caseloads of offenders, but an older population and 

one that has been convicted of more serious offenses than 

probationers at the beginning of the decade. 

The findings below are based on the nine most COIn."!lon 

crime types described above. They do not apply to other 

less common probation-eligible offenses. 

Statewide Findings 

o The number of felony probationers increased by 92 
percent, while the number of misdemeanor probationers 
increased by 42 percent. By the end of 1986, felony 
offenders accounted for nearly one-half of probationers 
under supervision in the state. 

o Sentences to probation for substance abuse offenses 
exhibited the largest growth over the period. The number of 
probationers under supervision for substance abuse offenses 
increased prodigiously: OWl offenders by 188 percent, drug 
offenders by 135 percent. 

o The number of probation sentences for crimes against 
the person increased by 29 percent. The number of 
probationers under supervision for such crimes increased by 
68 percent. 

o Sentences to probation for property offenses declined 
in absolute numbers. However, the number of probationers 
under supervision for property offenses grew by 23 percent. 

o ConSistently, throughout the time-period, the vast 
majority of probationers were male. 

o The proportion of probationers who were in the youngest 
age group (twenty years old or younger) at sentencing 
decreased, while the proportion in all other age groups 
increased. 

o The proportion of Hispanics in the probationer 
population! and among those sentenced to probation annually, 
increased, while the proportion of whites and blacks 
declined slightly .. 

2 
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New York City/non-New York City Comparisons 

o Both regions experienced approximately a 30 percent 
increase in offenders sentenced to probation annually and 
approximately a 60 percent increase in probationers under 
supervision. 

o New York City experienced a 75 percent increase in the 
number of felony probation sentences, compared to a 45 
percent increase outside of New York City. 

o In 1986, 60 percent of the offenders sentenced to 
probation in New York City were felons, while in non~New 
York City jurisdictions, felons constituted 31 percent of 
those sentenced to probation. At the end of 1986, felons 
comprised 61 percent of probationers in New York City and 40 
percent of those outside of New York City. 

o In both regions, the number of offenders sentenced to 
probation for substance abuse offenses increased 
dramatically. In New York City, probation sentences for DWl 
increased by 411 percent and probation sentences for drug 
offenses increased by 139 percent. In absolute numbers, 
annual probation sentences for DWI offenses in New York City 
increased from 146 to 746; annual probation sentences for 
drug offenses increased from 1,502 to 3,586. The number of 
probationers under supervision for DWl in New York City 
increased by 530 percent, while the number under supervision 
for drug offenses increased by 169 percent. By the end of 
1986, more than one in five probatione:t's under lSupervision 
in New York City were convicted of a drug offense. 

o In non-New York City jurisdictions, the number of 
annual probation sentences for DWl increased by 106 percent; 
the number of annual probation sentences for drug offenses 
increased by 51 percent. The number of non-New York City 
probationers under supervision for DWl increased by 174 
percent and the number under supervision for drug offenses 
increased by 89 percent. At the end of 1986, greater than 
one in three offenders under probation supervision outside 
of New York City were convicted of DWl. 

o In both regions, the number of probation sentences 
imposed annually for crimes against the person showed a 
similar increase--New York City by 27 percent, non-New York 
City by 32 percent. The number of probationers under 
supe~~ision for crimes against the person increased by 73 
percent in New York City and by 57 percent in the remainder 
of the state. 

3 
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o In both regions, the proportion of probation sentences 
imposed for property offenses declined from about one-half 
to about one-third. The proportion of probationers under 
supervision for such crimes experienced a similar decline. 

o In New York City, the proportion of Hispanics among 
those sentenced to probation annually increased from about 
one-quarter to about one-third. The proportion of Hispanics 
among probationers increased from 17 percent to 28 percent. 
The proportion of blacks and whites declined: blacks from 
50 percent to 47 percent; whites from 30 percent to 22 
percent. 

o In non-New York City regions, Hispanics and blacks both 
increased as a proportion of those sentenced to probation, 
while the proportion of whites declined from 79 percent to 
74 percent. The proportion of Hispanics among non-New York 
City probationers under supervision at the end of the year 
inc~eased from 1 percent to 3 percent, the proportion of 
whites decreased from 77 percent to 74 percent, and the 
proportion of blacks remained stable at 20 percent. 

o At the end of 1986, minorities comprised over three-
fourths (78 percent) of New York City probationers; whites 
comprised slightly less than three-fourths (74 percent) of 
non-New York City probationers. 

Several important factors stand out in the data 

analyzed for this report. These factors could influence 

local probation systems and should, therefore, guide DPCA's 

planning and policy analysis. First, there has been an 

increase in the number and proportion of probationers who 

were convicted of felonies. Second, there has been an 

increase in the nwnber and proportion of probationers who 

were convicted of substance abuse offenses. Third, persons 

sentenced to probation during 1986 tended to be older than 

those sentenced to probation at the beginning of the decade. 

4 
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Fourth, the proportion of Hispanics among probationers has 

increased. Finally, there are important differences, with 

respect to race/ethnicity and offense characteristic~, 

between New York City and non-New York City probationers. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The New York State Division of Probation and 

Correctional Alternatives, Bureau of Planning, Policy and 

Information, is charged with the mission of providing 

information and recommendations to aid informed decision­

making and policy development for the New York State 

probation and alternatives system. This report provides a 

scan of the current probation population, identifying key 

factors and trends that could influence planning for 

probation services. 

The data used to construct this data report are from 

the Probation Registrant System (PRS). Because PRS is a 

dynamic file system and will change from one examination to 

the next, figures in some tables may differ. Data files for 

this report were generated over several months during 1987 

and may vary slightly from previously reported figures. For 

readers who are interested in more detailed breakdowns of 

probationer offense patterns than are provided in the text, 

comprehensive tables are provided in the appendix. 

THE GROWTH IN PROBATION SERVICES 

From 1981 to 1986, the number of offenders sentenced to 

probation annually in New York State grew from 32,106 to 

41,858--an increase of 30 percent. Throughout the period, 

almost two-thirds (61 to 63 percent) of probation sentences 

were imposed in non-New York City jurisdictions. 

The increase in probation sentences was relatively 

evenly distributed between New York City and other regions 

6 
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of the state. In 1981, in non-New York City jurisdictions, 

19,965 offenders were sentenced to probation compared to 

26,225 sentenced to probation in 1986--an increase of 31 

percent. In New York City, 12,141 offenders were sentenced 

to probation in 1981 and 15,633 were sentenced to probation 

in 1986--an increase of 29 percent. (See Table 1 for 

statewide probation cases received annually, by region and 

offense class, from 1981 through 1986.) 

The increase in probation sentences was reflected in an 

even greater growth in probationers under supervision at the 

end of each year. At the end of 1981, there were 67,530 

probationers under supervision in New York State. By the 

end of 1986, the number of probationers had risen to 

107,303--an increase of 59 percent. Throughout the six-year 

period, 56 to 58 percent of probationers were supervised in 

non-New York City counties. 

In non-New York City jurisdictions, the number of 

probationers increased from 38,474 at the end of 1981 to 

60,781 at the end of 1986--a growth of 58 percent. In New 

York City the growth rate was substantially the same (60 

percent), representing an increase from 29,056 probationers 

at the end of 1981 to 46,522 probationers at the end of 

1986. (See Table 2 for statewide probationers under 

supervision at the end of the year, by region and offense 

class r from 1981 through 1986.) 

7 
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OFFENSE CHARACTERISTICS 

Offense Class 

From 1981 through 1986, the rate of increase in felony 

probation sentences was twice as high (60 percent) as the 

increase in probation sentences as a whole (30 percent). 

There were 17,613 felony probation sentences imposed in the 

state in 1986 compared to 11,020 imposed in 1981. The 

increase in felony probation sentences was concentrated in 

New York City where they grew by 75 percent compared to the 

45 percent growth in non-New York City jurisdictions. (See 

Table 1.) 

Due to the longer probation terms imposed for felonies 

(five years as opposed to one or three years for 

misdemeanors), the increase in felony probation sentences 

produced a correspondingly greater increase in the number of 

felony probationers. Over the six-year period, the nun~er 

of felony probationers increased by 92 percent statewide, by 

77 percent in non-New York City jurisdictions, and by 107 

percent in New York City. By the end of 1986, there were 

53,011 felony probationers under supervision in New York 

State; 54 percent were supervised in New York City. (See 

Table 2.) 

In 1981, felonies represented 34 percent of statewide 

probation sentences, 44 percent of New York City probation 

sentences and 28 percent of non-New York City probation 

sentences. The trend towards proportionately greater use of 

8 
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felony probation in New York City than in the remainder of 

the state was accentuated over the six-year period. In 

1986, felonies represented 42 percent of statewide probation 

sentences, 60 percent of New York City probation sentences 

and 31 percent of ~on-New York City probation sentences. 

(See Tables 3 through 5 for probation cases received 

annually, by offense class, statewide, in New York City, and 

in non-New York City jurisdictions, 1981 through 1986.) 

A similar trend occurred in the end-of-year probationer 

population. At the end of 1981, felony probationers 

represented 41 percent of the New York State probationer 

population, 47 percent of probationers in New York City! and 

36 percent of probationers in non-New York City 

jurisdictions. In 1986, felony probationers constituted 

almost half (49 percent) of the sta~ewide probationer 

population, 61 percent of New York City probationers, and 40 

percent of non-New York City probationers. (See Tables 6 

through 8 for probationers under supervision at the end of 

the year, by offense class, statewide, in New York City, and 

in non-New York City jurisdictions, 1981 through 1986.) 

Crime Types 

Over the six-year period, nine crime types accounted 

for approximately 85 to 86 percent of all adult supervision 

caseE received and adult probationers. Four of the crime 

types are property offenses: burglary/trespassing, 

theft/criminal possession of stolen property (CPSP), 

9 
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larceny, and criminal mischief. Three are crimes against 

the person: assault, robbery, and weapons offenses. Two 

are substance abuse offenses: drug crimes, and driving 

while under the influence of drugs or alcohol (OWl). Except 

for robbery, which is always a felony, these offenses can be 

misdemeanors or felonies: depending on the seriousness of 

the crime. !['he following analysis is based solely on these 

most common crime types for probation and, thus, does not 

cover all ~~imes that r.esulted in probation sentences during 

the six-year period .. 

From 1981 through 1986, substance abuse offenses 

accounted for the bulk of the growth in probation sentences 

and in probationers under supervision in the state. The 

number of. probation sentences impnsed for substance abuse 

offenses rose by 110 percent (OWl offenses by 118 percent 

and drug offenses by 98 percent). The number of probationers 

under supervision for substance abuse offenses increased by 

162 percent (OWl offenders by 188 percent and drug offenders 

by 135 percent). 

The increase in sentences for crimes against the person 

was substantially less--29 percent. Sentences for property 

offenses actually decreas8d by 9 percent. Both categories 

showed increases in probationers under supervision--crimes 

against the person by 68 percent and property crimes by 23 

percent. (See Tables 9 and 10 for statewide probation cases 

received and probation cases under supervision at the end of 

the year, by crime type, 1981 through 1986.) 

I 
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Probation sentences for substance abuse offenses 

increased dramatically in both New York City and non-New 

York City jurisdictions, with both regions experiencing the 

greatest increase in sentences for DWl offenses. In New 

York City there was a 411 percent increase in probation 

sentences for DWI offenses and a 530 percent increase in the 

number of probationers under supervision for such crimes. 

This increase is somewhat misleading, because it does not 

represent a large volume of cases: at the end of 1986, 

there were only 1,549 probationers in New York City serving 

sentences for DWl, compared to 8,977 serJing sentences for 

drug-related offenses. The rate of increase in New York 

City for drug-related probation sentences was 139 percent; 

the rate of increase in probationers under supervision for 

drug offenses was 169 percent. Non-New York City 

jurisdictions experienced a 106 percent increase in 

probation sentences for DWl, resulting in a 174 percent 

increase in probationers under supervision for such offenses 

(16,732 by the end of 1986). The growth in probation 

sentences for drug of~enses (51 percent) and probationers 

under supervision for such offenses (89 percent) was 

considerably less in non-New York City jurisdictions than it 

was in New York City. At the end of J.986, there were 4,781 

probationers under supervision for drug offenses in non-New 

York City jurisdictions. 

11 



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

Probation sentences for most property offenses showed a 

decrease in both regions between 1981 and 1986: New York 

City by 17 percent and non-New York City jurisdictions by 5 

percent. Yet, probationers under supervision for such 

offenses increased: in New York City by 26 percent and in 

non-New York City jurisdictions by 21 percent. Sentences 

for crimes against the person increased in both regions: in 

New York City by 27 percent and in non-New York City 

jurisdictions by 32 percent. Probationers under supervision 

for such offenses showed a much greater increase: 73 

percent in New York City and 57 percent in non-New York City 

jurisdictions. (See Tables 11 and 12 for New York City and 

non-New York City probation cases received, by crime type, 

1981 through 1986; see Tables :3 and 14 for New York City 

and non-New York City probation cases under supervision at 

the end of the year, by crime type, 1981 through 1986.) 

The increase in probation sentences for substance­

abuse offenses and the decrease in probation sentences for 

property offenses has changed the distribution of crime 

types for probation sentences and, consequently, for 

probationers in New York State. In 1981, one-half of New 

York State probation sentences were for property offenses, 

20 percent were for substance abuse offenses, and 18 percent 

were for crimes against the person. In contrast, in 1986, 

12 
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35 percent of probation sentences were for property 

offenses, 32 percent were for substance abuse offenses, and 

18 percent were for crimes against the person. 

The changing composition of probationers under 

supervision at the end of the year reflects this shift in 

sentencing patterns. In 1986, 35 percent of the 

probationers under supervision in New York State were 

property offenders (compared to 47 percent at the end of 

1981); 30 percent were substance-abuse offenders (compared 

to 19 percent at the end of 1981). Twenty percent of 

probationers had committed crimes against the person in both 

1981 and 1986. 

Throughout the six-year period, there were changes in 

the distribution of crime types for probationers under 

supervision in both New York City and non-New York City 

jurisdictions. However, the most striking differences 

between the two regions remained consistent. In non-New 

York City jurisdictions, between 1981 through 1986, for 

about one-tenth (11 percent) of the probation sentences and 

the probationers under supervision at the end of the year, 

the convic'l:ion crime was a crime against the person. In New 

York City, in contrast, crimes against the person 

constituted approximately one-third (29 to 30 percent) of 

all probation sentences. About one-third (32 to 33 percent) 

of the probationers under supervision at the end of the year 

13 
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were convicted of crimes against the person. OWl offenses 

constituted from 17 to 27 percent of probation sentences in 

non-New York City jurisdictions and 1 to 5 percent of those 

in New York City. Similarly, 16 to 27 percent of 

probationers in non-New York City jurisdictions were under 

supervision for DWI offenses, contrasted to only 1 to 3 

percent of the New York City probationers. For drug 

offenses, the differences are reversed. In New York City, 

12 to 23 percent of the probation sentences were for drug 

offenses, compared to 6 to 7 percent in non-New York City 

jurisdictions. Twelve to 20 percent of probationers in New 

York City were drug offenders, while 7 to 8 pernent of 

probationers in non-New York City jurisdictions were drug 

offenders. 

In both regions, property offenses represented about 

one-half of all probation sentences in 1981 (50 percent in 

non-New York City jurisdictions and 49 percent in New York 

City), dropping to a little over one-third in 1986 (37 

percent in non-New York City jurisdictions and 32 percent in 

New York City). Offenders under supervision for such 

offenses constituted less than one-half of probationers at 

the end of 1981 (49 percent in non-New York City 

jurisdictions, 43 percent in New York City) and about one­

third of probationers at the end of 1986 (37 percent in non­

New York City jurisdictions, 33 percent in New York City). 

14 
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The rate of increase in probation sentences received 

for each of the major crime types is depicted below, broken 

down by offense class. Except for burglary/trespassing all 

crime types experienced an increase in felony dispositions. 

For assault, drug offenses, weapons offenses, and DWI 

offenses, there was also a smaller increase in misdemeanor 

dispositions. 
RATE OF INCREASE 

IN 
STATEWIDE PROBATION CASES RECEIVED 

FOR MAJOR CRIME TYPES 
1981-1986 

CATEGORY TOTAL FELONY MISDEMEANOR 
Assault +30% +72% +19% 
Burglary/Tres-
passing -29% -18% -44% 
Criminal Mis-
chief -3% +32% -5% 
Larceny +4% +81% -8% 
Robbery +15% +15% 

___ 1 

Theft/CPSP -11% +124% -30% 
Drug Offenses +98% +159% +37% 
Weapons Crimes +45% +64% +10% 
DWI Offenses +118% +176% +96% 

The rate of increase in probationers under supervision 

for each of the major crime types is depicted below, broken 

down by offense class. There were increases in felony 

probationers under supervision for all crime types. There 

were smaller increases in misdemeanor probationers for all 

major crime types except for burglary and for robbery (which 

does not contain a misdemeanor category.) 

1/ Robbery does not contain a misdemeanor category. 
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RATE OF INCREASE 
IN 

STATEWIDE PROBATION CASES UNDER SUPERVISION 
AT THE END OF THE YEAR 
FOR MAJOR CRIME TYPES 

1981-1986 

CATEGORY TOTAL FELONY MISDEMEANOR 
Assault +58% +85% +46% 
Burglary/Tres-
passing +6% +25% -28% 
Criminal Mis-
chief +26% +77% +21% 
Larceny +34% +85% :~:~ Robbelry +58% +58% 
Theft/CPSP +26% +165% +2% 
Drug Offenses +135% +181% +68% 
Weapons Crimes +94% +128% +25% 
DWI Offenses +188% +209% +177% 

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS 

Males have been consistently overrepresented among New 

York State probationers. In 1981, 87 percent of the 

offenders placed on probation in the state, and 87 percent 

of the probationers under supervision at the end of the 

year, were males. By 1986, there was little change: 86 

percent of offenders sentenced to probation and of 

probationers under supervision at the end of the year were 

males. (See Tables 15 and 16 for statewide probation cases 

received annually, and probationers under supervision at the 

end of the year, by sex, 1981 through 1986.) 

The proportion of males was slightly higher in New York 

City than in non-New York City jurisdictions. In 1981, 89 

percent of offenders sentenced to probation in New York 

City, and 86 perce~t of those sentenced to probation in non­

~/ Robbery does not contain a misdemeanor category. 
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New York City jurisdictions, were males. In 1986, 87 

percent of offenders sentenced to probation in New York 

City, and 85 percent of those sentenced to probation in non-

New York City jurisdictions, were males. Similarly, in 

1981, 89 percent of New York City probationers and 86 

percent of non-New York City probationers were males. By 

1986, 88 percent of New York City probationers and 85 

percent of non-New York City probationers were males. (See 

Tables 17 through 20 for probation cases received annually, 

and probationers under supervision at the end of the year, 

in New York City and in non-New York City jurisdictions, by 

sex, 1981 through 1986.) 

Probation sentences were imposed on an increasingly 

older group of offenders throughout New York State. 

Proportionately fewer probation sentences were received by 

persons under the age of twenty-one, and proportionately 

more probation sentences were received by persons in all 

other age groups. This change could be a reflection of 

trends in the state's general population distribution: from 

1980 through 1985, the proportion of New York State 

residents in the one through nineteen year old age group 

decreased, while the proportion in all other age groups 

increased. 3 

~/ State University of New York. Nelson A. Rockefeller 
Institute of Government. New York State Project 2000: 
Report of population. The People of New York: 
Population Dynamics of a Changing State. Albany, 1986. 
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In 1981, almost one-half (46 percent) of those 

sentenced to probation during the year were twenty years old 

or younger, about one-third (34 percent) were twenty-one 

through thirty years old, 12 percent were thirty-one through 

forty years old, and 8 percent were over the age of forty. 

In contrast, in 1986, less than one-third (31 percent) of 

those sentenced to probation during the year were twenty 

years old or younger, 40 percent were twenty~one through 

thirty years old, 18 percent were thirty-one through forty 

years old, and 11 percent were over the age of forty. 

The age-distribution, at sentencing, of probationers 

under supervision at the end of the year showed a similar 

pattern of increased proportions of probationers in the 

older age groups. At the end of 1981, 44 percent of 

probationers had been under the age of twenty-one at 

sentencing, 34 percent had been from twenty-one through 

thirty years old, 13 percent had been from thirty-one 

.' through forty years old, and 8 percent had been over the age 

of forty. At the end of 1986, in contrast, less than one­

third (32 percent) of probationers had been twenty years old 

or younger at sentencing, 39 percent had been from twenty­

one through thirty years old, 18 percent had been from 

thirty-one through forty years old, and 11 percent had been 

over the age of forty. (See Tables 21 and 22 for statewide 

probation cases received annually and probationers under 

supervision at the end of the year, by age at sentencing, 

1981 through 1986.) 
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Although, overall, offenders sentenced to 

probation in New York City tend to be slightly younger than 

those sentenced to probation in non-New York City 

jurisdictions, both regions experienced similar changes in 

the age composition of offenders sentenced to probation and 

probationers under supervision at the end of the year. 

Among offenders sentenced to probation in 1981, one-half of 

those in New York City and 44 p~rcent of those in non-New 

York City jurisdictions were under the age of twenty-one, 

one-third of those in New York City and 34 percent of those 

in non-New York City jurisdictions were from twenty-one 

through thirty years old, 12 percent of those in New York 

City and 13 perce~t of those in non-New York City 

jurisdictions were from 31 to 40 years old, and 6 percent of 

those in New York City and 10 percent of those in non-New 

York City jurisdictions were over forty. Among offenders 

sentenced to probation in 1986, 35 percent of those in New 

York City and 29 percent of those in non-New York City 

jurisdictions were twenty years old or younger, 39 percent 

of those in New York City and 40 percent of those in non-New 

York City jurisdictions were from twenty-one through 30 

years old, 17 percent of those in New York City and 19 

percent of those in non-New York City jurisdictions were 

from thirty-one through forty years old, and 10 percent of 

those in New York City and 12 percent of those in non-New 

York City jurisdictions were over the age of forty. (See 

Tables 23 and 24 for New York City and non-New York City 
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probation cases received annually, by age, 1981 through 

1986.) 

The age composition, at sentencing, of probationers 

under supervision at the end of the year, both in New York 

City and in non-New York City jurisdictions, showed the same 

trend. In New York City, 45 percent of the probationers in 

1981 and 35 percent of the probationers in 1986 had been 

twenty years old or younger at sentencing, 35 percent of the 

probationers in 1981 and 39 percent of the probationers in 

1986 had been from twenty-one through thirty years old, 13 

percent of the probationers in 1981 and 17 percent of those 

in 1986 had been from thirty-one through forty years old, 

and 7 percent of the probationers in 1981 and 9 percent of 

the probationers in 1981 had been over the age of forty. In 

non-New York City jurisdictions, probationers tended to be 

younger, but the same trend of increasing proportions of 

probationers in the older age groups was evident. Thus, in 

non-New York City regions, 43 percent of probationers in 

1981 and 30 percent in 1986 had been twenty years old or 

younger at sentencing, 34 percent of probationers in 1981 

and 39 percent of those in 1986 had been from twenty-one 

through thirty years old, 13 percent of probationers in 1981 

and 19 percent in 1986 had been from thirty one through 

forty years old, and 10 percent of probationers in 1981 and 

12 percent of probationers in 1986 had been over the age of 

forty. (See Tables 25 and 26 for New York City and non-New 

20 



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

York City probationers under supervision at the end of the 

year, by age at sentencing, 1981 through 1986.) 

Race/Ethnicity 

From 1981 through 1986, over one-half of offenders 

sentenced to probation (55 percent in 1981 and 53 percent in 

1986) have been white. Over one-half of probationers under 

supervision at the end of the year (57 percent in 1981 and 

52 percent in 1986) have been white. As is apparent from 

these statistics, minority representation among probationers 

is increasing slightly. All of this growth is occurring in 

one minority group--Hispanics. From 1981 through 1986, the 

proportion of probation sentences imposed on Hispanics 

increased--from 10 percent to 14 percent. The proportion 

imposed on blacks, however, remained relatively stable, 

decreasing from 32 percent to 31 percent. The proportion 

imposed on other racial or ethnic groups remained stable at 

1 percent. 4 Similarly, Hispanics comprised 8 percent of 

probationers at the end of 1981 and 14 percent at the end of 

1986, while blacks represented about one-third of 

probationers throughout the entire period (33 percent in 

1981 and 32 percent in 1986). One percent of probationers in 

1981 and 1986 belonged to other racial or ethnic groups.S 

(See Tables 27 and 28 for statewide probation cases received 

~I 

%2.1 

Data on race/ethnicity is missing for 2 percent of 
cases received in 1981 and 1 percent of cases received 
in 1986. 

Data on race/ethnicity is missing for 2 percent of 
probationers under supervision at the end of 1981 and 
for 1 percent of probationers under supervision at the 
end of 1986. 
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annually and probationers under supervision at the end of 

the year, by race/ethnicity, 1981 through 1986.) 

The proportion of minorities among probationers has 

always been considerably higher in New York City than in the 

remainder of the state, reflecting statewide distributions 

of racial and ethnic groups. Throughout the six-year 

period, over three-quarters of the offenders receiving 

probation sentences in New York City were minorities (77 

percent in 1981 and 81 percent in 1986). In contrast, 

approximatE:ly three-quarters of the offenders receiving 

probation fientences in non-New York City jurisdictions were 

white--79 percent in 1981, 74 percent in 1986. A similar 

pattern is evident in the race/ethnicity of probationers at 

the end of the year. At the end of 1981, 68 percent of New 

York City probationers were minorities; at the end of 1986, 

77 percent were minorities. In non-New York City 

jurisdictions, in contrast, at the end of 1981, 77 percent 

of probationers were white; by the end of 1986, 74 percent 

were white. (See Tables 29 through 32 for New York City and 

non-New York City probation cases received annually and 

probationers under supervision at the end of the year, by 

race/ethnicity, 1981 through 1986.) 
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CONCLUSION 

The most obvious trend in probation in New York State 

from 1981 through 1986 has been the dramatic growth in the 

number of probationers in the state--from 67,530 at the end 

of 1981 to 107,303 at the end of 1986. Within this general 

overall trend, there have also been important changes in the 

probationer population, particularly in conviction crime, 

race/ethnicity, and age-composition. At the same time, 

however, other probationer characteristics did not undergo 

substantial changes. Most strikingly, important differences 

between probationers in New York City and those in the 

remainder of the state persisted and, in some instances, 

intensified. 

Felony probationers became a larger component of 

probation caseloads, rising from 41 percent of all 

probationers at the end of 1981 to 49 percent at the end of 

1986. 6 There were also substantial changes in the 

distribution of conviction crime types. While the 

proportion of probationers convicted of crimes against the 

person remained stable at 20 percent, the proportion of 

property offenders decreased from 47 percent to 35 percent, 

&./ Although the increases in felony probationers may 
appear to present a public protection problem, this may 
not be the case. The latest DPCA .research indicates 
that misdemeanant probationers have a higher recidivism 
rate than felony probationers, apparently because of 
their generally longer prior records. 
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and the proportion of substance abuse offenders increased 

from 19 percent to 30 percent. 7 

Demographic changes were not as obvious as those 

related to conviction crime. However, there was a trend 

towards a greater representation of minorities. In 

addition, younger offenders (under the age of twenty-one at 

sentencing) constituted a decreasing component of the 

probationer population. There was a 5 percent drop in the 

proportion of whites among statewide probationers (from 57 

percent in 1981 to 52 percent in 1986). There was a similar 

increase in the proportion of Hispanics (from 8 percent in 

1981 to 14 percent in 1986). Blacks represented about one­

third of probationers during the entire period. During the 

same time period, there was a 12 percent drop (from 44 

percent to 32 percent) in the proportion of probationers who 

were twenty years old or younger at sentencing. Thi~ was 

accompanied by increases in all other age groups. 

Consistent patterns continued in the sexual composition 

of probationers and in the major differences between New 

York City and non-New York City probationers. Historically, 

offender populations have been predominated by men. This 

continues to be true for New York State probationers, who 

are 86 percent male. Through the six year time period, New 

York City probationers, in contrast to those in other 

2/ This analysis is based on the nine most common 
conviction crimes for probationers: burglary/ 
trespassing, theft/criminal possession of stolen 
property, larceny, criminal mischief, assault, robbery, 
weapons offenses, drug offenses, and driving while 
under the influence of drugs or alcohol. 
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jurisdictions in the state, we:r,:'€ much more likely to be 

minorities, and to have been convicted of a felony offense, 

a crime against the person, or a drug crime, and less likely 

to have been convicted of OWl. About three-quarters of New 

York City probationers continue to be minorities; about 

three-quarters of non-New York City probationers continue to 

be white. Throughout the six-year period, about one-third 

of New York City probationers had been convicted of a crime 

against the person, in comparison to about one-tenth of 

probationers in the remainder of the state. The New York 

City/non-New York City differences in the proportion of 

probationers under supervision for felonies and for drug 

offenses, or OWl were accentuated. In fact the growth in 

the proportion of felony probationers and probationers under 

supervision for a drug offense was predominantly a New York 

City phenomenon, while the growth in the proportion of 

probationers under supervision for OWl was predominantly a 

non-New York City phenomenon. New York City supervised a 

caseload of 61 percent felons in 1986 compared to 47 percent 

in 1981. In comparison, the increase in the proportion of 

felony probationers in non-New York City juris'dictions (from 

36 percent to 40 percent) was relatively minor. Drug 

offenders constituted 12 percent of the New York City 

caseload in 1981 and 20 percent in 1986, while remaining 

relatively stable at 7 to 8 percent of the non-New York City 

caseload. On the other hand, DWI offenders increased from 

16 to 27 percent of non-New York City caseloads, and 
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remained relatively stable at 1 to 3 percent of New York 

City caseloads. 

Certain trends in probationer characteristics outlined 

in this report should influence planning for probation 

services in New Yo~k State. Foremost among these is the 

dramatic growth in the number of probationers under 

supervision in the state. Planning for community services 

for probationers must take into account changing probationer 

characteristics, such as the growing number of probationers 

under supervision for substance abuse offenses. Probation 

department hiring practices should reflect the increasing 

number of Hispanic probationers. Finally, policyrnakers must 

consider the major differences between probation in New York 

City (with its predominantly minority population, and its 

greater concentration of probationers convicted of drug 

offenses and crimes against the person) and probation in the 

remainder of the state (with its predominantly white 

population, and the greater concentration of probationers 

convicted of driving while under the influence of drugs or 

alcohol). 

When setting budget or program priorities, individual 

policyrnakers may wish to examine probationer offense 

patterns in greater detail than is provided in this text. 

For this reason, additional tables are included in the 

appendix. 

This report is a sequel to two reports published by the 

Division of Probation and Correctional Alternatives in 1986: 
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Adult Probationer Characteristics and Probation Supervision 

Sentences. To ensure that useful and current data about 

probationers continue to be available to support informed 

decisionmaking, updates to this report will be issued on a 

biannual basis. 
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AT THE EHO OF THE YEA'R 

2 

9V Of"FEHSE CLASS 
1981-1')86 

1983 
H : % 

191)"1 
H ! 

IOO.O"! 25.573 

lI! 
1985 
H : 

lOO.O'!! 2G.225 

~ 

1996 

'" : 

lOO.O'!: 

~: 

:------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~--: 
:FELOHY 21.628 "'10. en:: :31.936 13.6l1! 37.138 "'IS.9'! "12.39"1 '17.S'! "I9.0f>3 18.6:\! 53.0ll "i<J.~: 

:m:SD£HERtm :%.300 53.a? 39.550 52.a? 11.'43& so.ne "'13.915 -r1.2;e 19.137 19.7i! 51.102 17.CJ:I!: 

:OrnERll CJ'9 • I:!! 69 .1:e &2 .l:"!! 63 • Ill! 95 • Ill! Cj'9 .1'!: 

:1JHIo:~ 3.503 5.2% 2.603 3.S:!! 2.790 3.~ 2.9M 3.t:! 2.587 2.6:! 2.192 2.6:1!: 

:---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: :rOTAL 67.s:m • too.o:!! . 73.057 : l00.O'!! . 91.716 · lOO.O? . 9CJ.UU . 100.0'! . 99.872 : lOO.O? . »»» · JOO.O:l!: · . . · . . . . · ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
HOTE: OTHERM Includos inl.r5lal~ C85.S and "i5coll~ou5 0((.n5.5. 

W 
N 

-



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

;OFFEHSE 19111 
!ClASS H · :\! · 

TfmlE 7 

tlf"~ YORK CITV PROOOTIONERS IJNtl£R SUPERVISIOH 
AT THE EHO Of" THF. YEAR 

BY OFFEH'>E CLASS 
l<JR i-1(l{U, 

JQ02 1993 1991 
H : ;I! N · :I! H · · · 

1'995 19QG 
~ H · :\! H : ~: · :------------------------------------ ------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ------------------: 

:FELOH\' 13.7£.1 "ii' ."l:r! 1£,.111; S2."~ 19.609 SS.5~ 22.117 57.~ 25.395 59.~ 29.132 M.l:\!: 

:ttISDEtfERNOR 12.791 "H.O:\! 12.no "ft.):\! 13.550 39.3:t 11.1"19 37.0:l! 15.327 3S.B? 15.712 33.8:1!: 

:OTHERlf 30 .1;1! 30 .1~ 21 .1~ 27 .1~ 4t. • I'! r.t .1~: 

:lJMI:H0m4 2 .. 171 9.S:\! 1.~32 G.3? 2.16<) 6.1:t 2.170 5.S'! 2.033 1.9:t 2 .. 317 5.(»;: 
:---------------------------------------------------------~-----------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:rOTR1.. 

:OFFEMS~ 
:tlA5S 

~.05r. · · 

1981 
H : 

1oo.0:'! : 

)l! 

3O.9:1R · IOO.O~ . 35.352 : IOO.O:'! · 39.0Q3 : 100.0'! · . · 

TOOLE 9 

PfOtH~J.I YORIC CITY PROOOflOMERS UKOtR SUPER1.'lstow 
RT THE [Nt) Of" THE YEM 

19f12 
H : ? 

BY OFFENSE CLASS 
19a1-19ftG 

1993 
H: :e 

1991 
N : ~ 

· · "'I2~791 · · 

1'395 
Ii : 

l00.~ : 

~ 

~.522 · · 

lCJ96 

" : 

lOO.O:'!: 

~: 

:----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:FElOHY 1'.9'G1 ::lIS.o"! 15.6<JO 3&.3~ 17.929 39.5:'! 19.917 39.9~ 22.619 1'0.~ 21.5M 10.1?: 

: IUSDEHERHOR 23.509 &l.I;l! 2&.920 £-2.t'! 27.99(, Go.t:e ~.16t) 59.~ 32.810 S8.~ 3'5. £.'90 59.n: 

:OTHERIll G9 .2:! 39 .1'! 39 .1:e JG .1:e 19 .t~ 37 .llle: 

:tJHll:Mlnm t.O~2 2.7'! 671 I.S'! £.11 1.3:!: 639 1.3? 551 1.0'! 175 .. B'!: 
:---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: TOTAl 39.171 · lOO.O:e . "13.2 tq · lOO.m! : 1i:>.361 · IOO.O? · so. 000 · too.o'! · 56.091 , l00.0:e : 60.791 · tOO.O:'!: · , · · · · , , · ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

"OTE: OrHER~ Inc1udo~ inlor3tate caSeg and "i9c~11anoous orr.ns~s. 
w 
w 

-



- - - - - - -

: TOTRL tqat 1'm2 
:orrEHSES " : ~ N: 

- - - - - -
TOOLE OJ 

STRTE~tOE TOTRL PROBATION CASES RECEIVED RMMURLLY 
8V em HE rVPE 

19fH-IQ9f, 

1993 1'JO"i 
~ M: ~ 14 : ~ 

- - - - -

1<m5 199{. 

" : ? N: :e: 
!-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ---------------------------------------: 
: GImtCO LARCENY G.602 20.0? 6.163 19.3? 6.950 19.1% 6.369 16.6l1! £0,925 17.2l'! 6,%6 16. (';I!: 
:OURGlRRV "1.917 15.1? "'f. 223 12.6? 1.332 Ii.):! "',009 10.5% 3,520 8.7? 3.1J<) 9.2?: 
:OIn OFFENSES 3.597 11.2:>! -1.5IJI 13.7% 5.710 11.'9? 6.229 16.~ 7,516 10.n 7.026 10. a:>!! 
:CPSP 3,1 If; 9.7l!: 2,779 9.3:\! 2,900 7.S:I! 2.865 7.S? 2.810 7 .1l'-! 2,771 G.G?: 
: DRUG Of"FEftSES 2,771 O.G'! 3,27,", 9.0:! .... 021 10.S:>! 1,210 11.0:0: 1,':'71 12.3? 5,501 B.2:!: 
: RSSA\IlT 2.556 B.O? 2,650 7.9:e 3,02& 7.9:>! 3,202 O.~ 3.375 9.1?' 3,320 s.o?: 
:~onnERY .. t.7£.5 5.57- 1.905 5.1? 2,"05 G.)? 2.191 5.77. 1,<)29 "l.0? 2.026 1.9'!: 
:~F.npONS 1.399 1.1'! 1.915 S.9? 2.127 6.3? 2,102 ~,.3;1! 2.162 5.1if 2,027 1.9?: 
:CRIHtNRL MISCHlEr 1.311 '"I.2l'! 1.2R6 3.S;!! 1.270; 3.30'! l~::tO" ~."':! 1.279 3.2? 1.302 3.t;!!: 
:ALL Or~F.R "'1.0-'11 12.6:1! "'.1'57 13.37. 5.359 11.0:! 5."I(lJJ !-1.3? 5.721 11.2~ G.518 IS.6:e! 
:-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------*-----------------------------------------------! :rorm.. 32,108 : loo.0P. : 33 .. "&3 : 

: TOTm. 19tH lCJe2 
:OFFEHSES " : :l " : 

l00.0:;Z : 39.112 : l00.0'! : 38.2GO : tOO.1m : 

TR9lE 10 

STAT~ID£ TOTAL ~TUl'H CASES UMOCR SUPERVlSIOM 
AT THE EMO or THE YEAR 

BY (RI HE TVPE 
1991-1986 

1')8' 1'39"'1 
'! 94 : 1t " : ~ 

cm,267 : IOO.O~ : 11.6% : l00.0:l!: 

1'395 199{. 

" ~ :e M : l!: 
:-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: : ORAHn LARCENY 12.909 19_6:/: 13.19'4 19.3:1! 1 .... 186 17.Sl'! 11 " 62t. 16.5:e 1£ •• 171 16.31Z 17.271 1&. t:lf: 
:OllRGlRRV 9.7£,2 11.8:11: 10.192 11.1l'! 10.353 12.9~ 10.532 t 1.0le 10,525 IO.6~ 10.~ CJ.6lt: 
: mn OFFENSES 6,351 '9.7i!: 9.120 1l.7l'! 10.r-59 n.2l'! 12.927 1"f.-t!! 16.025 Jr..2l'! 18.281 17.0:s!:: 
:1;PSP 5.51J6 9.S:! 5.679 7.9? 5.CJ9CJ 7.1l'! 6.259 7~1rn 6,713 6.9~ 7,017 6.S:!: 
:ORUG Of'FEHSES 5.86'" O.CJ:!: 7.010 9.0~ 9.193 10.5:!! 9,97" H.t'! 11,802 11.9'! 13,750 12.9:l:: 
: RSSR\n..r 5.011 1.G% 5.310 1.1~ 5.053 1.2:! G.510 7.1% 7."W0 7.5:f 7,9% 7.1?: 
:R090ERY 1.129 G.7'! 5,030 l.O:!: 5,9-1'" 7.~ 6,530 7.~ &,071 G.9'! 1.001 6.S'!: 
:UEAPOHS 3.58& 5.5% "',2'33 G.Ol'! 5,35,", f).f)X 6.279 1.1% f),f)09 {,~?:t 1;.,"'50 t..5:t! 
:(RIHIHAl MISCHIEF 2.311 3.6:e 2,173 3.1:! 2.532 3.1:1: 2.665 3.();l! 2,812 2.0;!! 2.':'13 2.r'!: 
:RLL OTHER 9.956 IS.l;!! 10,122 11.S:!: 11.605 11.3? 12 " 7Sr. l""."t! 1"'!"U2 11.2? 15.979 1 .... 9:t: 

:-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: : TOTAL Ej,5.791 : 100.0% . 72,0'52 : lOO.O:\! : 00,%9 : 100.0% : 80,007 : l00.O:I! : 9'.J,193 : tOO.o:! : 107.337 : l00.0:e: . 
-~----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

-

W 
.t>o 



- - - - - -

: TOTAl 1"'01 
:OFrEHSES 1'4: :\! 

- - - - 2 - - -
TRBLE 11 

HEU YORK CITY TOTAL PROnRTION CASES RECEIVED R~mlLY 
flY CRIHE TYPE 

lQSH-Jq8r. 

1992 19R3 1'JtM 
M: :\! M: :! 1'4: lI! 

- - - -

1995 I~ 

" : :! " : :e: 
!-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: GRAm LARCEN\' 2.109 19.5? 2,369 19.:b! 2.5S6 17. I:! 2,36'" IG.2? 2.1f>2 16.6:! 2.1'56 15. n: 
:9URGLRRV 1.705 1 .... 1~ 1,333 10.9:t 1 .. 1::19 9.G~ 1,::1"10 9.2:rt 1.13'1 7.7:\! 1.025 G.G?: 
:D~I orrEHsEs 1"16 1.2~ 131 I, It. 212 1."1~ 33"1 2.3:!! G3G 1.3z 7"'1G ".s?: 
:CPSP 1 .. '179 12.2;1! 1.27G 10."':'! 1.352 9.0;r! 1.393 '.S? 1.311 B.O? 1.295 e.3:'!: 
: DRUG OFFENSES 1.502 12.1:-e 1,933 1"1. Cj% 2.162 IG.";.! 2.529 17.1% 3.010 2O.5? 3.596 23.m!:: 
:RSSRULT 1.0:33 9.5~ 1.012 e.2:r! 1.226 S.2? 1.29S 9.'}? 1.292 9.7? 1,259 B.I?: 
: RODD(RY 1.179 12.2? 1.",91 i2.1:r! 2.007 t3.1? 1.7"0 12.0? 1.579 to.6? 1.701 10.C)?: 
:\.fF.RPOHS 1.071 9.Q;t 1.551 Il.6:r! 1.91<) 13.2~ 1.%3 u.S% 1.7tO II.Sl'! 1.592 10.2:r!: 
:CRIHINRL "ISCHIEF 377 3.t;!! 339 l.O:'! 276 1. a? 275 1.9? 2f>l 1.9~ 1'31 l.l<'!: 
:ALL OTHER 929 7.1:\: 9"9 1.7~ l .. "j1>& 9.S:'! 1.:.n1 ':J.2~ 1.125 9.Gl'! 1.753 11.2~: 

:-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:rOTAL 12.132 : l00.mz . 12.272 : lOO.O'-! : 1"1.97-t : loo.1n! : 11.557 : l00.0:e : 11.955 : tOO.O? : 15.6OG : l00.~: . 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

!TOTRL 1'381 
: OfFEHSES ~ : II 

TABLE 12 

HOH-N£I.I YORK CITY TOTAL PR09flTIOH CASES RECEIVED RHHUitLlY 
OY CRIME TYPE 

t991-199G 

1'3'92 1<J93 lCJ9"1 
H: n H: :e " : X 

1'995 1986 
14 : ~ M : ~: 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:~ Lfmt£MY ".27'" 21."D! 1.091 19.3:1!! "',~1 lo.n 1.001 IG.~ 1,1&3 17.G'/t 1.510 11.31l: 
: BURGLARY 3.112 IS.7;!! 2.990 i3.S:!! 2.991 12.3? 2.t>G9 H.3? 2.391 9."'l;t! 2 .. 111 9.3~: 

: ~I OFFEHSES 3.""1 17.2:.! '1.150 21.0? 5.506 l3.5~ 5.991 2"'.9:'1! &.910 27.2:e ·1'.090 27.t?!: 
:CPSP 1.637 S.l? 1.503 l' .1:1: 1.519 G.6? 1 ... e2 6.3:1i! 1,529 G.O? 1.176 5.7?: 
: tJmlG OFFEHSES 1,272 ! t>.1? 1 .. '111 6.0l'! 1.559 r..7~ 1.691 1.1fll! 1.931 7.671 1.915 7.~: 

:RSSRULT 1.523 7.S? 1.639 l' .7:'! 1.800 7.7? 1.907 B.O? 2,,01,'3 B.2? l.062 7.'3~: 
:RORilERY lnG I.1:!! , ... 1 I.S? )<t9 1.7~ 111 1.9~ 350 1."? ::125 1.2?: 
:JJ£ArOHS 325 1.f.? 3 .... l.9:e -He 1.9? "'139 1.9? .. 52 1.S? 135 1. 72: 
:CRIH1HRl MISCHIEF %1 ".9? 9 .. 0 1.5'-! 999 1.::tl'! 1.029 "I.J? 1.017 ... O? 1.109 ".ll'!: 
:AlL OTHER 3.112 IS.6? 3.509 I6.6~ 3.9Q3 I6.6Z 1.151 17.5? 1.296 16.92 1.765 IO.3;!: 
:---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ------------------------------------------------: 
:rorm... 19.976 ! l00.0:! : 21.191 : l00.0:e : 23."139 : 100.0:!! : 23.703 : lOO.Ol'! : 25.112 : l00.0? : 26.0'30 : IOO.O?: 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

-

w 
U1 



- - - - - - - - - - - - - -
TARLE 13 

Ht" V~ CITV rOfnL PROSRflOH CASES UNDER SUPERVtSION 
RT THE fNO OF THE VEAR 

B... OFrEN5!:: CRrt:GOP. ... 
L'ul L-1')06 

.. - - -

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
:rOTRl. 1901 1982 1983 1981 • 198$ 198'0 • 
!OFFEHSES ~ N : ? " : 2 : Ii : ! : H : l! : M: ~ : " : ?: . 
:-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: GRmfO LRRCEIW "'.970 17.9? 5,(150 IG.C;~ 5.570 IS.1~ 5.035 15.2~ S.351 lS.1:t G.89G 15.~: 
:9l1RGlRRV 3.382 12. I? 3.SI)G 11. 'J? 3.701 IO .. ? 3.SS7 IO.l='! 3.920 'J.3~ 3.7~0 B.3?! 
: OUt OFFEMSES Z1f; .~? )05 I.O? 123 1.2? SOO l.Gl'! I.m;""l 2.5i'/! 1.~19 3.~: 

:CPSP 2.7<37 10.07- 2;.71 9.2i'/! 2.956 9.Si'/! 3.11'19 B.li'/! 3.155 0.2? 3.661 e.o?: 
:ORUG OFFEHSES 3.310 12.0;~ "'1.130 13.9:o! "'1.715 13.G~ 6.21"1 IS.2? 7~102 17 .7(1! 9.977 1'l.S(I!: 
: ASSOOlT 2.273 0.27- 2.329 7.S;"! 2.611 7.5i'/! 2.%'1 7.77- 3.270 7.9i'/! 3.1% 7.6?: 
: ROIlf.lERV 3.630 13.0? "'1.151 13.9~ 1.979 1"1.1:!!: 5."79 11.3i'! 5,7G6 13.7(1! 5.9'0? 12.fl?: 
:m:APOMS 2.910 lO .... ? 3,52<,) 11.0? 1,50'" n.o~ 5.356 13.97- 5.671 13. "'I;! 5.0'12 12.7i'/!: 
:CRII1I"Rl HISCHtEf &93 z.s? &q3 2.3~ G71 1.9;1! 6S2 1.7% 6"'1<) I.S:! 610 I.)?: 
:m.l OTHER 3.6.3-1 13.07- 3.'150 U.Si'! "1.11>0 12.97- "1,,233 11.0i'/! "'1.535 10.97- 5.213 11.3?: 
:-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: TOTm. 27 .. 993 : loo.0? · · 29.985 : too.o;!! : 31.590 : 100.(};i! : 39."114; : lOG.O~ : "'12.171 : 

TR8t.E 11 

HUH-HEel VORK CITY Torm. Pt'WOOTIOH CASES tmlJER SI.WtRVISI0i4 
Ar THE om OF Th"E \,EAA 

9\' CRt I1E TYPE 
1991-1996 

IOO.~ : ~.93" : 100.0;!!: 

~----------------------------------------------------------------~--------------------------------------------~----------~--------'--------
: TOrR. 1<J01 1992 1993 198'1 1~ 1'31J1& 
: Of'FEHSES .. : f!! H : :l! " : :e " : :if " : 2 14 : :e: 
:---~---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~------------ -------: 
: GRRHO LAReEM\' 1.930 2O.9i'/! 9.13{, :l9.l:! o .r.:"" :lO.6Po 8.791 17 .~p. 9.923 17.2:1: 10.305 I&.'IJ:I!: 
:9URGl~'" 6.390 16.9:>! 6.626 15.9:e 6.652 1"1.3~ 6.615 13.2? 6.605 11.l'lI! 6.G52 10.~: 

: tun OFFENSES G.IOS ib.t~ 9.115 19.3;"! 10.236 22. If!! 12.219 21.2:1: 11.%1 26.2% 16.732 27.2:1:: 
!CPSP 2.7a'} 1."f~ 2.':'07 6.9? 3.0:;1:3 1&.5~ 3.070 6.1:>l 3.2t'9 5.9% '.3% 5.S:I:: 
: ORI'O Of'FEM5ES 2.52"'1 6.77- 2.910 6.9:o! 3.292 1.1P. 3.660 1.3% 1.320 7.£.% 1.791 7.8%: 
: ASSAUlT 2.739 1.2:>! 2.91JI 7.1~ 3.212 7.0l'! 3.576 7.1'Z 1.130 7.2X 1. "iOO 7 .2:!: 
:f'ORGfRY 1.205 3.2'! 1.3~" J.t:! 1.116 3. I='! 1.517 3.1~ :1.709 3.0? 1.9,9 3. I:!: 
:R09lJE~\' 799 2. Ii'/! 976 2.1:e %5 2.1:e 1.0'51 2.ti'/! 1.109 I.S:!!! 1.O'J9 l.~: 
: wonpOHS 6f"" 1.97- 71)"1 I.O? 9')0 1.0? 923 1.9'! 1.017 I.O? 1.105 I.O:!: 
:CRtHIHAl HtSCHIEF 1.6111 1.:;If! 1.7RO 1.2:>! 1~9('1 "i.O~ ·2.013 "f.o? 2.163 3.97- 2.325 3.~:>!! 

:ALL OTHER S.U7 n.s'! 5.6'1R t3.1? 6.195 13.1? 6.976 13.0? 7.A80 13. A? 8.6M 11.2?: 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 

: TOTAL 37.911 : too.Oi'/! · '12.01;1 . loo.0? : "'10.370 : too.Of!! : 50.171 . too.Of!! : 57.012 : l00~O:t! : &1.103 : loo.~: · . . 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

-

w 
0\ 



., - .. 

SEX 

-

1'3a 1 
N : 

- -

~ 

- - - - - -
lq~2 

N : 

TABlE 1'5 

STRTEmDE PROORrtOH CRSES RECEIVED AHmIALlY 
flY 5fH 

:s! 

1~fJl-1q9G 

1993 
H : ? 

199"1 
H : 

.. 

:'! 

-
1985 
H : 

-

~ 

- -
19m; 
N : 

-

~: . ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------. 
tlAt..E 27.'31"9 IJG.9? 29.205 O{,.r.~ 33,319 aG.G;! 33.200 S'&.6? 3'5,012 9{;."'I;.: 35.972 as.7?: 

FEtmLE 1,,192 13. I? '1,508 13."l;t 5.131 13.'1? 5.152 13.~ 5,500 13.G? 5.<Jar. 1"i.3?! 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
TOTAL 

:SEK 

32.106 : 

lCJ8t 

" : 

100.m~ : 

Ole 

33,713 : 

1'382 
N : 

100.0;l! : 39.1'53 : 100.0% : 39.352 : 

TABLE 16 

STATEUlDE PROBATIONERS uxntR SUPERVISION 
RT THE END OF THE YEAR 

l! 

BY SEX 
1991-1"'96 

1993 
M : ~ 

19M 
H: 

100.0% . . 

? 

"ID.520 : 

tCJ85 
H : 

:m{l.o~ 

? 

· · 11.058 : 

199G 

" : 

100.0%: 

?: 
:------------------------------------------------------------------_.*-------------------------------------------------------------~: 
:tmLE 5a.02£. 87.1? 63 .. 161 9G.9l!: 10,,756 9G.6~ 17.207 8'£..6='1: 95.615 8'£..G% ')2.17(. QG_~! 

:FEffllLE 9.16,"" 12.CJ:Ie 9.593 13.1~ 10.%0 13.12 11.971 n."!:! 13.251 13.~ 11.021 13.~: 

:----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:rOTRL 61.531) : too.o::e : 73.057 : lOO.OX : 91.71G : l00.0~ : 99.191 . l00.m!! : 98.972 : loo.0:!! · 107.303 : 100.0~: . · ----------------------------------------------------~-----------------------------------------------------------------------------

(.oJ 
'.J 

-



" - .. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

:'5£)( 
1991 
Ii: :e 

TABlE 11 

H£~ VORK CIrv PROBRTION CRSES RECEIVED RHMURllV 
(tY SEX 

1992 
H : ~ 

lQol-1<mG 

19R3 
H : ~ 

1991 
H : l'! 

19135 
H: ~ 

1996 
Ii : :I!: 

:---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:HRlE 10.916 ~.1~ 11.006 99.7:t 13.339 OR.R;\! 12.915 OO.2:t! 13.156 00.0% 13.660 91.1:'!: 

:FEttm..E 1.325 10.':\! 1.106 U.3:lJ! 1.692 1l.2P. 1.721 1l.O:e 1.7<31 12.O:S~ 1.973 12.6:e: 
!---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: TOTAL 12,111 . IOO.Of'! : 12.112 · lOO.1)?- . 15.020 : 100. Of'! : 1"'1,636 · lOO.O~ · 1,,{."111 : too.OlI! : is.f.33 : 100.0:!: . · . · · ------~--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

:SEJ( 
1991 
H: :1! 

TRBlE 19 

HEU YORK CITV PR09ATIOHERS UHOER SUPERVISION 
AT THE END OF THE VERR 

1992 
H : :e 

BY SEX 
1991-19% 

199::1 
\II : :i! 

19(11 
N : :e 

1995 
14 : :e 

1986 

" : :e: 
:---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:f'tAlE 25.795 ea.?:!! 27.310 89.S='! 31.1'35 98.2;1! 31 .. 457 89.1Z 37.&50 99.0% "fO.7'f4) 87.6%: 

:rEtiAt..E 3~21t U.3:t 3.528 11.~ 1.157 U.B:\! "".636 11.9% 5.1'41 i2.0% 5.??l 12.~: 

:---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: :rorm. 29.056 : loo.O:!! : 30.939 · lOO.O:e : 35.352 : 100.0~ . 39.0"13 • too. 0% · 12.791 . lOO.O~ : "";0522 : lOO.~: · . · · . 

w 
co 

-



- - -

SEX 

-

1991 

" : 

-

~ 

- - - - - - -
TABlE 19 

NOH-HE'" ... ~ CITV PROMnlm CASES RECEIVED RHNtJm.LY 
9'1' SEl< 

1982 
H: ~ 

1991-1ql:l& 

1'383 

'" : ~ 

1981 
H: 

-

:t 

-

19t1S 

" : 

-

:e 

-

J'386 
M : 

-

:t!: 
------------------------------------------------~--------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
MALE 11.099 O5.6:t 19.199 O5.~ 19,981 O5.3l1! 20.205 O5.5~ 21,056 OS.5le 22.212 91.7~: 

FEtmtE ~.867 .... ,,:e 3,102 1".r.~ 3 .. "'52 11.i"'l! 3.131 11.S:I! 3.717 11.S:s! 1,013 15.Y-e: 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
TOTAL 

:SEH 

19,%'5 : 

lCJa! 
M: 

l00.~ : 

:e 

21.::tol . lOO.m! : 23.133 . lOO.O'-! . 23.116 . lOO.O:e : . . . . 

TRm..E 20 

ootf-MEU Ymtt: CITY PROOArtONERS UKfJ£R SUPERVISiON 
f'lT Tm: EHD Of THE VEAR 

lCJ92 

" : 2 

9'1' SEX 
1991-1996 

1'383 
M : ::e 

1901 

" : :\! 

25,573 : 

1995 
Iii : 

l00.0~ : 

:Ie 

26,225 : 

1'396 .. : 

lOO.O:e: 

'l: 
:------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~-------.----~-------------------------: 
:tfRl.E 33.011 95.'.Jie 36.151 95.6% :- 39.5&1 O5.3::e 12.715 8'5.~ ..q7.'365 95.57- 51,727 95.1;(: 

!F'EHAlE 5."'33 I ... I? &.0(;5 l" . .om &.803 t".1:f 7.339 t"'.i':e 9.Ur. 1 .... S:\! 9.0'51 11.9%: 
:---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:rOTRl 39."'71 : l00.0~ : 12.219 : loo.me : 4if'b.361 : 100.0::e : 50.003 : lOO.O::e : 56.001 : l00.D:I! : &0.781 : lOO.O?: 

-

w 
U) 

-



- - - - - - - - - - .. - - - - - - -
19fH 

:AGt: H ? 
1982 
H : 

n16u: 21 

STATEUIDE PROBATION CRSES RECEIVED ANNUALLY 
8Y AGE 

1"81-1"186 

1983 
)! H ? 

1981 
N : 

1985 1~6 
? H i'! N i'!1 

:----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------! 
:< 16 YERRS 

16-20 YERRS 

21-25 Yf:AQS 

1 26-3C YEARS 

:31-35 YEARS 

: 36-40 YEARS 

1"'1-"f5 Y£RRS 

I ",",-SO YEARS 

116 

1"'.832 

6.607 

4.056 

2.503 

1."'175 

1.005 

67~ 

... ? 

45.7? 

21.0?' 

12.5? 

7.n 

"'.~ 
3. t:e 

2.1:t 

162 

13.889 

7.333 

"'1.613 

3.05'31 

1.758 

1.153 

a08 

.~ 

040.(}% 

21.6% 

13.6i'! 

9.0~ 

5.2:!: 

3.<T.e 

2.41e 

156 

1"1.5"'7 

0.71'''1 

5.7C5."I 

:9.728 

2.227' 

1."103 

900 

."'~ 

37'.4? 

22.6? 

t"'.8? 

9.G? 

5.n 
3.6% 

2.3? 

136 

13.58'" 

8 .. 9<;5 

6.130 

4.035 

2.57'7 

1.580 

Qc)7 

.3i'! 

3"'.~ 

22.7l!! 

15.5?-

10.2% 

6.Si'! 

"'.me 
2.5l!! 

122 

13.062 

C).ltO 

6.619 

"'."'36 
2.836 

1.805 

1.095 

.3? 

32. Ii'! 

22."'% 

16.3? 

10.9:!! 

7.0? 

"'."I='! 

2.7? 

1"f5 

12.929 

9.5"17 

7.107 

"l.72"1 

3.009 

1.839 

1.171 

.3i'!: 

30.7%: 

22.7%: 

IS.9:!!: 

11.2i'!: 

1'. Ii'!I 

... "'Ii'! 1 

~.9?-: . . 
I> SO YEARS 96'" , 3.0:e: 1.16"1 I 3.~ I 1.373: 3.S:t: 1."'79' 3.7% I 1.62"'1' "'I.O? 1 1.617 : ::I.G?I 
:----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: TOTAl. 

I 
,AGE 

32.131 lOO.O~ 33.939 100.0~ 38.860 100.0~ 39.463 l00.0='! 40.711 too.o='! 

is':!) 1 
N :I! 1 

lCJa2 
H 

TRI8lE 22 

STATEUIOE PAOBAfJONERS UNDER SUPERVISION 
RT THE END OF THE VERR 

~I 

9V AGE AT SENTENCING 
1981-1906 

1983 
N :I! 

1991 
H 

1965 
:\! " :se 

~2.oaft lOO.O~: 

1~ 
H 2: 

:------------------------~~--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
1< 16 "EMS 

: 18-20 VEARS 

21-25 YEMS 

2&-;,0 VEARS 

31-35 VEARS 

3&-otO YEARS 

"11-"5 VEARS 

1"'"'-50 VE~ 

210 

29.001 

1".092 

8.57'& 

5 p :!t62 

3.U;9 

2.119 

1."13'9 

.3? 

+t.0? 

21.3:e 

13.0! 

ft. I:!! 

... s? 

3.2:1! 

2.2? 

309 

29.113 

15.600 

9.851' 

&.:3~ 

3.666 

2.'4'5., 

1.6qs 

• "I:!! 

41.~ 

21.7% 

13.77. 

8.8% 

S.t:!! 

3.-.:e 

2.S:l! 

37"'1 

30.978 

18.077 

11.866 

1'.651 

".-171 

2.916 

1.895 

.5='! 

38.3? 

22.3:!! 

1.q.n 

9.S:!! 

5.S:!: 

3.6? 

2.~ 

"'128 

::11 .... 11 

19.936 

13.503 

8.853 

5.393 

3.392 

2,151 

.5:!: 

:95.7:e 

22.&=,! 

15.3:e 

10. I? 

6. I:!! 

3.fJ:I!! 

2,.-.:e 

"'15"1 

32.291 

22.11"1 

15.513 

10.3+1 

6.502 

"1,07" 

2.505 

.s? 

n.2l'! 

22.7~ 

1!S.9? 

10.6r~ 

s.n 

"'.2l'! 

2.6l'! 

4<m 

32.951 

23.~37 

1?:wJI7 

H.690 

7.393 

"'.6"fS 

2,032 

.s?: 

31.32: 

22.?'?1 

16.5'!: 

1l.1l'!: 

7.0:!!: 

"."f?: 

2.7%1 

I> 5O~~S 2.002 : :!I.O:!!' 2.290' 3.2l'!' 2.703' 3.3l'!: 2.96"1' 3.~: 3,513: 3.6% : 3,'3136 1 :!t.?'?: 
:---------------------------------~-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: TOTAL 65.960 l00.0ll! 1 1'1.868 lOO.Oll! 80,931 100.0? 88,031 l00.0? 97.310 lOO.O~ 10S~266 l00.0~: 

NOTE: NtJ~. in th ••• tabl •• var~ .1i9htl~ ~ro" oth.re ~ to b.ing cOHpilod ~rn" a l.t.r COMput.r run. 

-l:Io 
o 

-



- - - -. - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1961 

\RGE H :I! 
19fJ2 
M: 

TOOLE 23 

NEU YORK CITY PROaATION CASES RECEIVED ~LV 
flY AGE 

1981-190& 

1963 190 .. 
:I! N :s! H :'! 

1965 
M ~ :'! 

19A6 
N : :l!t 

:----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------f 
:< 16 YERRS 87 .7:'! 12" 1.0~ 137 .9~ 106 .7~ 91 .6~ 12~ .8~: 

116-20 YEARS S.99~ I ~~9~: 5.3 .. 1: ~2.8~ t 6.003 t 39.9:'!: S.36~: ~.67- I 5.07~: 33.97.: 5.287: 33.77.1 

:21-25 VF;ARS 

I 26-30 YEARS . 
: 31-35 V£ARS 

136-~ YEARS 

I"'t-~ 'n:RRS 

: 046-50 YEARS 

I> 50 VEARS 

2.582 

1.~7 

932 

"'163 

308 

202 

203 

21.17. 

11.9:'!: 

7.6:'e 

3.9:>! 

2.s:l: 

1.6:s! 

1.n 

2.765 

1.7"10 

1.099 

582 

310 

230 

200 

22.2~ 

13.9:'.: 

8.8:>! 

... n 
2.57-

I.S:>! 

2.:?J:\e 

3."27 

2.20a 

1."'23 

?7 .. 

..;5;1 I 

296 

325 

22.6~ 

1"1.7? 

9.S:I!: 

S.l? 

::J.U? 

2.0~ 

2.2?: 

3.326 

2.270 

1.-«tl 

<}OS 

521 

30"' 

377 

22.?:I!: 

15.Sl! 

10.1:'.: 

6.~ 

3.E'>~ 

2.1~ 

2.6? I 

3.380 

2.:360 

1.622 

1.021 

606 

349 

.om7 

22.6? 

IS.a? 

10.S:!: 

6.S:>! 

"I.O:>! 

2.3? 

3.1:S! 

3.<451 

2.563 

1.666 

1.06"' 

599 

"it? 

sto 

22.O:!: 

16.S?t 

10.S?1 

6.S?l 
: 

3.8:'.:1 

2.7~1 

3.2:e: 
:----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:TOTRL 

I 
:f'oe: 

12~2~a lOO.O? 12."'79 lOO.O?: 15.0"'6 IOO.O? 1"'.65~ lOO.O? 1"'.970 loo.0? 

1981 1962 

" ? " 

TOOLE 2'" 

Mml-m:u VOf.It/! CITY PROB1'TION CASES RECEIlI£D mmtJALLV 
8... RGE 

1981-1<186 

1993 198" 
:Ie M 2 H 7Z 

1985 
N ? 

15.701 IOG.O?: 

1986 

" : ?: 
1-------------------------------------------------------------------------------~--------------------------------------------------------: :< if; VEARS 
1 
: 16-20 \"EMS 
1 
:21-25 YEARS 
I 
!26-30 YEARS 
I 
:31-35 YEMS 
I 
:~-~ VEMS 
: 
: '''11-"fS VEImS 

29 

8.939 

"'.225 

2"S9CJ 

I.S?! 

oiJCJ2 

&91 

.1Pe 

-a.8~ 

2O.CJP. 

t2.9l1! 

1.e:e 
4.CJ? 

3.5l'e 

39 

8.518 

"'.568 

2 .. 973 

1..960 

1..176 

94131 

.2? 

39.S;!/! 

2!..~l'! 

n.~ 

C). I? 

5.57-

3.9:2 

19 

8$S'4S 

5.3.qg 

3.5'56 

2.305 

1.-453 

9SO 

.1~ 

35.9? 

22.4? 

tot. C)? 

'J.n 
6.1? 

... o? 

30 

9,,221 

5.620 

3,,9&t 

2.555 

1.672 

I.05g 

.1:re 

33.!:!! 

22.61e 

t5.~ 

IO.3! 

EO.?? 

4.37. 

31 

1.990 

5.734 

1.260 

2.816 

1.819 

Ipl9'J 

.I? 

3t.O~ 

22.3? 

tG.5:1!: 

100 C):\! 

1.t? 

4.n 

21 

7,650 

6.109 

"'.'531 

3.060 

1,,9 .... 

1.241 

• I?: 
: 

29.0le: 

23.1:re: 

17.1:1.:: 

It.6~: 

7.~: 
1 

1 .... :oe: 
1 

:~6-S0 YEARS ~1t : 2.3~ : S?8 I 2.?~ i 612 2.6?- : 69~ I 2.8~ I ?~ : 2.9~ 1S~ : 2.9~: 
1 I I I I 1 I I I I 
:> SO VERAS 761 : 3.8~: 976 : ~.l~: 1,018 1.~~: 1,102: ~.~: t.157: 4.5? 1.t08: ~.2~: 1-----------------------------______________________________________________ ~ ____________________________________________________________ : 
: TOTRL 20.193: too.o?: 2t.~0: too.ox: 23.~3?: 100.0?: 2~.9t3 I tOQ.O~' 25.752 I too.o?: 2G.~20: l00.0?: 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
NOTE: NUMber_ in the •• t~lo. vary .lightl~ ~YO" othor. do. to boing cOMpilod ~YO" a l~ter cOMpUter run. 

.l>o 
I-' 

-



,; 

',J - - - - - .. 

1991 
:RGE N ? 

- - - - - -
1992 
N 

TAflLE 2S 

m::U \'Om< Cl TV PROORl"I O~S lA«Jf:R SlWEP.1Jt SI OM 
RT TUE E"HO OF THE VEAR 

0'1' Ac-r:: or ~EHTFHCI ~IG 
1991-1'10'; 

1983 
:z !of ! 

t'JS"" 
N : 

- .. -
1985 

:!! N '! 

- -
t'J06 
III : 

-

:t!: 
t----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: :< 16 YEARS 158 : .6? : 2""~ : .s'! : 311 : .9? : 367 : 1.0~ : 396 : .9~ : 421 : .9~: 

I 

16-20 YEARS 

21-25 YERAS 

26-30 YERAS 

:31-35 YERRS 

:36-10 YEARS 

:"Il-<ifS YEARS 
I 
: "6-50 VERAS 

:> so YERAS 

12,511 

6,159 

3.693 

2,256 

1.213 

800 

510 

589 

...... o;!! 

22.1? 

13.2~ 

O.ll1: 

"'.5? 

2.9l1! 

I.O~ 

2.1? 

12.795 

6.73"1 

",100 

2.576 

!,311 

937 

558 

6"'11 

"f2.1? 

22.5? 

I"I.O?, 

9.6% 

01.6? 

2.8? 

I.g? 

2.22 

13.a::m 

7.026 

5,133 

3.220 

1,700 

~9 

660 

763 

"'IO.l~ 

22.7l'! 

11.9;!! 

g.3~ 

"'.<;IlI! 

2.CJ'! 

2.0?' 

2.2l'! 

1"0.290 

0,120 

5.950 

3.776 

2,130 

1.236 

763 

095 

37.6? 

22.9? 

15. "'I? 

9.9'! 

S.62 

::i. a? 

2.0? 

2.~ 

1-1,750 

9.623 

6.5""2 

".320 

2.557 

1,"179 

979 

1,100 

3'5."~ 

23.1~ 

15.7~ 

1O ... ~ 

6.1~ 

3.6~~ 

2.1l'! 

2.6~ 

15.260 

10.333 

1.346 

"'1.765 

2.9"'3 

1.668 

1.060 

1.337 

33.9:s!: 

22.9:!: 
I 

16.3?: 
I 

10.6~: 

6.3:\e: 
I 

::t.?:r!: 
I 

2.4?: 
I 

3.0:!: 
:----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 1 TOTAL 

:AOE 

21.919 100.0~ 29.932 100.0? 3 ..... 65 100.0? 33,017 100.O? "'11.636 100.0~ 

1981 1982 
14 2i! M 

TA8t..E 26 

Mm4-U'f:U vom< CITY PROtmTIOMERS UNtJER SUP£IWtSImi 
AT THE EMD OF TUE VERR 

BY RGE RT SENTEHCIHG 
1991-1996 

1983 198"1 
II " ~ M lIZ 

1985 
M ~ 

"'~.033 too.o~: 

1996 

'" n: 
:----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: :< 16 YERRS 
I 
:16-20 YEARS 
I 
121-25 YEARS · · : 26-30 YEARS 
I 
:31-35 YEARS · · : 36-040 YEARS 
t 
:~I-"IS YEfmS 

:~6-50 YEARS 

52 

16.~ 

1,923 

"'l.863 

~,106 

1.92f> 

a,319 

929 

"I? 

-a.::tl\! 

20.94!1! 

12.8? 

9.2l1! 

S.lle 

3.5? 

2."1% 

65 

16.928 

8,066 

5.677 

3,7'5" 

2.295 

1,621 

1,08? 

.2<! 

40.4)! 

21. I:! 

t3.~ 

9.0% 

5.S'2 

3.~ 

2.6? 

60 

17.146 

10.251 

6.733 

"."131 

2,111 

1.917 

1,215 

.l'! 

3G.9? 

22.l? 

I"'.S? 

9.S? 

6.0? 

".Il'! 

2.62 

61 

11.131 

11,216 

1,6'53 

5.011' 

3.263 

2. iS6 

1,308 

.J? 

3"1.3~ 

22.<4:;e 

1'5.3? 

10.~ 

6.S? 

"1.3? 

2.0:se 

68 

17,'S"a 

12.~1 

0.971 

6,02'" 

3.9.qs 

2.595 

1,626 

.f? 

31.S~ 

22.4:1: 

16.1? 

10.S? • 

7.i~ 

".7:! 

2.9~ 

> 50 VER~S 1."'13 : 3.1~: 1,6"13: 3.CJ?: l,9~O: 4.2?: 2.069: <4.1?: 2.413: "'I.3? 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------:rOTAL 3~.041 lOO.O? "'1,936 100.0~ 46 ... 6& IOO.O? 50,011 IOO.O'! 55,671 IOO.O? 

69 

17,6'91 

13.1&04 

10.041 

6. CJ2S 

"."ISS 
2.Q;'7 

1.772 

2.Sc;t9 

.12: · 
29.~: 

I 
22.6~: 

I 
16.,"-! · · 11.5%: 

7."'!: 
I 

S.O:l!:: 

2.9;!!: 

"'.37.: 
-------------------: 

~O.t33 JOO.O~: 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
NOTE: H.~b.rs in ~h~ •• ~ebl •• vary .li9h~ly f~OH o~ho~. do. ~o b.ing eo"pil.d f~OM a la~.r eo"pu~o~ run. 

~ 
N 

-



- - - - - - - - - - - - - .. - - - -
TR9t.E 27 

srATE~rDE PR09ATIOH CASES RECEIVED RMHURlLV 
av RACE/ETHHICITV 

19(11-1906 

:RRCE/ 1981 1992 1993 19a~ 1995 1986 
:ETHHICITV N : ~ H : ? H : ~ " : 2 " : ~ H : ~: 
:----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------! 
:UHIrE 17.7~1 55.3~ 19.756 55.6~ 2O.7~2 53.9~ 20.790 5~_2~ 22.009 5~.3~ 22.267 53.2~! 

:SlRCK 10.327 32.22 10.110 31.~ 12.059 31.1~ 12.111 31.6~ 12.059 29.9~ 12.93& 30.7~: 

:HISPAHIC 3.160 9.9~ 3.597 10.??, ~.756 12.~~ 1.666 12.2~ 5.291 13.0~ 5.935 11.22: 

: OTHER 303 .92 292 .g~ 339 .9? 337 .9~ 52& 1.3~ 593 1.1%: . . 
:~ 572 I.or 629 1.CJ? 551 1.1;I! "iS9 1.2:f 6"4'5 I.G? 237 .G?: 
:----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: TOTAl '2.106: 100.02: 33.713: 100.~: 39.153: 100.0~: 39.352: loo.O?: ~.S2O: lOO.~: 11.959: l00.0~: 

: RACE.! tCJ91 1992 
:UHHICITV H: ! H: 

TABlE 29 

STATEUtDE PROBATIOHERS UKDER SUP£RVISIOH 
RT THE EHO OF THE VEAR 

BY RRCE/ETHNICITY 
1991-19(Jr. 

lC)Q3 t':ltJ"l 
:'e " : 1l H · · 

1"395 199& 
lie " : :e " : 2: 

:------------------------------------------------------------------ ------------------------,.-------------------~------------------------: 
:lmlT£ ~.231 5G.G! 10.5:31 55.5? 13.059 Sl.G:\! ~.915 SZ.6? 51.607 52.2:e 55.303 51.S:e: 

:81RCK 22.195 32.'32 23.529 32.~ 26.'111 32.3? ~.lOl 32.6? 31.721 32. Ill!! ~.21'8 31.~! 

:HISPAHIC 5.197 1.72 6.0'31 CJ.~ '1).233 ll.:'m 10.'315 12.2~ 12~O17 13.~ 15.028 11.0ll!! 

: OTHER 193 1.22 771 1.1:1: 910 1.\m 05' 1.~ 1. 12!\\ 1. Ill!! t.'UO 1 .. 3:e: 

:UHKHOUH 1.121 1.72 1.3~ 1.0? 1 .. "21 1.n 1.391 1.6l1!! 1,,5"'M l_~ 1.311 l .. z;e: 
:._----------------------------------- ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: TOTRl 67.530 : 100.OZ : 73.057 : IOO.O;!!! : 91.716 : IOO.O:\! : 99.191 · l00.0~ : 99.972 : lOO.01e . 107.303 : l00.0~: · . 
---------------------~------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

~ 
w 

-



- .. - - - -
:RRCE/ l"1Rl 
:UHHJCITV Ii : ~ 

- - - - - - -
TRRLE 2'J 

HE" YORK CITY PROBATION CRSES RECEIVED ~~LV 
BY p.AC'E/EnINl Cl TV 

1 <JIll - 1 'lAG 

1992 1903 1991 
Ii · ~ Ii : ? H : · 

.. - - - -
I<JRS .<Jm; 

? Ii : ~ H : ~: 

:-------------------------------------~-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:mUTE 2.511 2I.O:!! 2.695 21.7? 3.:350 22.3? 3.199 21. <J;;! 3.203 21."I? 2.975 19.0?: 

: BLACK £..209 51.1~ G.I01 ~.2~ 7.210 "~.O~ 7.052 "IO.2:\: G.827 "G.7/'! 7.31"1 "lG.9?: 

: HtSPRHIC 2.925 2"1. I:!: 3.291 lG.5? '1.211 29.0~ "1.1"'0 29.::I'-! "'.592 30.7~ 5.031 32.2?: 

: OTHER 159 t.3:!! 120 1.0:! 107 .7;t 105 .7:.! 2t;"t 1.0? 296 t.O?': 

: llHf::NOUH 305 2.5~ 202 I.G? 1-12 .,,~ 1"'10 1.0? 71 .5l1! 27 .2:!: 
:---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: TOTAl 12.1"11 · 100.Oll! . 12.-112 · 100.0:': · 15.020 . 100.0:t . 11.&3& · 100.0? : 1"1.9"''' . 100. I»! . 15.633 : loo.m!:: · . · · . . · . . 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

:RRCE .... 1991 1992 
: ETHHI CIT\, H · ;e H : · 

TABLE 30 

HEM VORK CITV PROBATIONERS UHOER SUPERVISION 
AT THE tHO Of THE VEAR 

BV RACE/ETHHICITY 
19~1-1q06 

1993 198"1 
P- H : ~ " · · 

1'395 1'396 
'! H : ;!! H . le: . 

:---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: .... UTE 8,603 29.GfI! 9.21£0 26.G:'! 9.7'39 21.CJ~ '3.329 23.9? ".992 23.1f1! 10.225 22.0fI!: 

:91ACII: 11.3CJ9 "I9.&? 15,110 19.1? 17,119 "'W.5~ 19.'J"19 "'W.5? 20.379 "I?~ 21,9'55 17.2?-: 

:HISPRt4IC 1.872 16.~ G.3'36 2O.7? 8 .. '123 23.8~ 9.965 2S.Zl!! 11.162 2G.OX 13.191 ZO."f?: 

: OTHER 1'32 I.?'! 125 t.1? 3Gl 1.0~ 356 • '»! 532 1.22 111 I.S?: 

:um:MfmM 691 2.oif:e 6Gl 2.1:'1: £'21 I.O? 591 1.5? 526 1.21e .. "to .9?: . . ,---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------. 
!TOTm.. 2'3.05G · too.o? : 3O.o:m : too.o? • 35.352 : IOO.O? : ;'9.0':13 : loo.O? : "I2;?91 : lOO.Of'! : "ft),522 : lOO.OfI!: · · ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

-

~ 
-'='" 



.- - - - - - - - - - .. - - - - - - _i>:\_ 

:RRCEI' 1'991 
:£THHICITV N : ? 

TOOLE 31 

HOH-KrU vtm.: CIi" PROtmTlOH CASES RECEIVED AKMURllV 
BY RACE/EfHHICITY 

19t1l-I'lf)6 

1992 . 1'993 1'991 
H : 2 H · ~ H · :s! · · 

1995 198ft 
H . ? " : ?: . 

:---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
!UHitE 17,771 79.":r:! 1(,,0(,1 75. "I'! 17,3<32 7'1.2:s! 17 .591 7 .... 1:!: 19.00(, 73.S'! 1'9.2'92 73.6:r:!: 

:BlRCK 1~U9 19.3'! "1.336 20.~ "'.9"fCJ 20.7:!! 5.059 21.::I:!! 5.232 2O.S'! 5.522 21.12: 

:HISPAHIC 235 1.0? 3O'G 1.~ 515 2.32 52& 2.2'-! 6CJ9 2.7:e 901 3.«m: 

:OTtfER t"11 .G? 172 .S? 232 t.o? 232 1.0:1:: 2&2 t.O? 2'91 1. I:!: 

:~HOUtt 261 i.~ .qzr. z.O:!? "tIS 1.97. :'J18 1.3? 57'" 2.2? 210 .m!: 
:---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: TOTAl 22.539 l00.O? 

:RflCEI' 1'981 
:£THHICITV " 

. lIZ . 

21.301 100.0:! 23,"133 too.O? 23.11(' 100.0:1:: 

TOOlE 32 

f.IDH-MEI,! YtmK CI TV PROBRTI OKERS UNDER SUP£RVI 51 ON 
AT mE EHO Of' THE VEAR 

BY RACEI'ETHHICITV 
1981··199& 

1;02 tCJ93 1'391 
51 . lZ " · lIZ " · :e . · · 

25.573 too.O~ 26.225 lOO.n?: 

1905 1'986 ,. : lZ M : ~: 

:------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~.-----------------------: 
: amITE 2'9.631 77.0l'! 32.~21 76.1S~ 3'5e 03g 1'5.6? 37.366 75.m! -U.715 11 • .rm '15,,079 71.2?: 

:91ACk 7,,797 20.22 9,,380 19.~ 9,,2&6 2O.~ 10,,152 20.3? ll~~ 2O.~ 12.29' 2O.~: 

:HISPm4IC 325 .~ 195 1.~ alo t.n t.(r.m 2.1~ t."US 2.!m 1 .. 937 J.Ol'!: 

: OTHER 301 .me 31& .fr.l "H9 1.0?' 503 1.0:!! 591 1.1~ &~ 1.~: 

:~HOUM ~30 : 1.t~ : &&9 : 1.&% : 900 : I.n : 907 : 1.6%: 1.019: 1.~ 871 : 1.~: 
:----~----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: :rorAt.. 39."i71 100.07. 12.219 100.0? 1&.3&1 tOO.Oll! 50.099 loo.O? 56.OSt tOO.O~ "'0.791 tOo.O?: 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~---------------

.$::>0 
(J1 
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- - - - - - - - - - - - .. 
TR9t..E 33 

STRTEUIDE TOTAL PROBArION CASES RECElvtO RHKURLlY 
nv OFFENSE CATF.GO~V A~O OFFENSE CLASS 

lqAl-l~P.) 

.. - - - -
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

:rOTAL 19tH 19IJt! t'l93 . . 
: Of"FEHSES FElOl1Y : :I! . tllS0. · ~ FELOOV : :e : IfISD. · ? FElOtW : ?- : "ISO. t :(: . · · . 
:------------------------------------------------------------------,,~---------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: 00RGt.RR\' 2.m;O 5"J.l~ 1,993 "iO.<Jl\! 2.655 b3.0~ 1.559 37.0? 2.97G 66.1? 1.153 33.6?: 
:P.OnnERY 1.765 100.0:.! 0 .O;! 1.905 l00.0;>! 0 .O~ 2."105 IOO.O:>! 0 .o;!: 
:ORIIG OFTEHSES 1 .. 101 50.6~ 1,:%7 1")."'~ 1.9?<1 SS.9;>! 1.113 .q1.1? 2.)(.5 59.13~ I.G5& 11.2'!: 
ann OFFEH5f.S 931 26.0i'! 2,GG3 71.0? 1.259 27.5? 3.;H5 72.5? 1.699 2q.13:>! 1.005 70.2;!: 
:i>RAtfO LRRCENY 931 13. 9~ 5,751 tN..l:t 1.213 IO.O? 5,2!'O 01.2? 1,222 H.G? 5.720 02."?: 
:urnp0f4S 900 61.3f'! "19'1 35.i"~ 1.31" G<J.l<'.: 601 30.'1? 1.711 SO.O:>! 1.711 SO.O;!: 
: RSSRIILT 530 zo.?? 2,02G 7'J.3? Sf,3 21.2~ 2,091 79.9~ 721 23.S? 2.3US 7f>.2?~ 

:CP5P 377 12. If'! 2,73'1 97.9? 3"10 12.2? 2. ''13'1 07.0? 556 19.2? .: 2.311 DO.O;!! 
:CRIH1HAL HlSCHIEF 90 G.7:! 1.251 93.3? 79 G.l~ 1,,200 'n.9? 100 7.0~ : 1.17« ']l.2?: 
:AlL OTHER 92'] 27.3? 2.172 72.7~ 1,1"17 2'l.fJ? 2.701 70.2~ 1.2'51 38.9? : 1.973 Gt.I;!: 
:-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:rOTm.. 10.717 : 31.1? : 20.751 · 65.'J~ . 12.~33 : 37.3? . 20.603 · G2.7? : 11.903 : ,",o.o? : 22.31'.l : GO.O?: · . . · 
---------------------------------------------~-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

: TOTAL 1991 
:OFFEHSES FElOHY : lIZ : HtSD. : 

TABlE 3"f 

smTEUtIJE rorm. PROBRTION CASES REcrI~ nmrum..lY 
BY OFFENSE CATEGORY AMO OFFEMSE CLRSS 

1991-1'l9G 

1995 
:lie FElOHV : R : Htso. : 2 

19m; 
FElOM\' ! 2 : mso. ! ;e: 

---------------------------- ----------------------------------------------------------------------------~-------------------------------: 
:OORGLARY 2.7'05 67.5~ 1.303 lZ.S7! 2.310 &7.~ 1.115 32.671: 2.331 60.0X 1.101 ::1Z.01'!: 
lRORBERY 2. IS'" loo.0? 0 .O~ 1.929 l00.0:'! 0 .~ 2.026 100.0~ 0 .m!: 
: DRUG 0f'FEM5ES 2.506 5'J.S:\e 1~ 1'01 10.1? 3.1')1 &1.3f'! t.ns 3S.7:'! 3.623 G5.9X 1,917 3"f. I?: 
: mu OFFENSES • 2.00G 32.3:e 1.208 G7.7:e 2.1f>5 32.7:>! 5.0£.5 67.3:'! 2.570 33.12 5.210 &G.9:e: , 
: f>RRHD LARCENY , 

1.267 19.9? 5,101 BO.lt'! 1.501 21.7:e 5 .. 121. : 79.3l!! 1.G8,] 21.2l'! 5.277 75.S'!: , 
:U(ftPOMS • 1.731 12.1? &71 27.9:e 1.539 71.2:! 623 29.9:! 1 .. 17G 72.9% SSI 27.2:>!: · :A55AlIt.r , 791 21.S:e 2.110 75.5~ 991 2G.3? 2."t68 n.7:e 'lIZ 27.S? 2.<ID8 72.S'!: , 
:CPSP • 556 20.0:o! 2.220 so.o:'! 721 25.5~ 2.ll£' 71.S? 911 30.5? 1.'J2G 69.5;!: , 
:CRINIHAL mSCHIEF : 107 O.Z'! 1.197 91.9'-! 113 B.Ot'! 1.165 91.~ 119 "J.t? 1.1133 <JO. '):e: 
:ALL OTHER : 1.273 29.2;! 3.Z1 .. 71.S;>! I,GtG 31. "'I? 3.530 GO.G:.! 1,720 31. I:'! 3,1311 69~ 97.! 
~---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- -------------------: 
: TOTAl 15.11<) : -to.?:.! : 22.0&3 : 59.3:2 : 16.339 : 11.2:t! : 23.332 : 50.8:e : 17.321 : ""'2.G? : 23~3"'1 : 57.~: 

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

~ 
'-J 

-



- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
: TOfm.. 1991 
:OFFEHSES F'Elom' : ~ : "ISO. · · 

TA9t..t 35 

HE" VOm: CITY rona PROOOTIOI"'I CASES RECEIVED mmtmllV 
BY OFFEHSE CArEGO~ AND OFFENSE CLRSS 

1 <;Ill 1-1993 

1992 
? FELONY : :!! : "ISO. · ~ FElCH\' : , 

1'la3 
:s! : "ISO. : %: 

:---------------------------- ----------------------------- ------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:8UR6lRR'l' 1.00'5 5CJ.O? G':l<) "It.O? 82<) 62.2? 503 31.S:e ~77 61.9:s! "If, 1 32.1?: 
:R09I:lER'/ 1."79 100.0~ 0 .O:! 1."81 100.0? 0 .o? 2.001 100.07- 0 .O:!: 
:ORUG OFFENSES 92'S 5S.07. 676 "/5.07. 1.109 GO.S? 723 3<).'57. 1.60~ 6S.2:! O'5fJ 3"1_9~: 

:OIU OfFENSES 25 19.?? 10<) 91.37. 31 2"'1.6<'.: 95 75."I? 70 33.77- Df} G6.3:!: 
: (,RAHO lRRCEtW 3S1 lS.O? 2,0"7 9S.0? 556 23.5'! 1,913 7G.S? S"'IS 21.3? 2.011 79.7;t: 
:f.lEAPOHS 015 75.9? 259 21. I? 1,228 19.2?': 323 20.8?: 1.569 79.2? "Ill lO.O:!: 
:R5SAULT 302 29.2? 731 i'o.o? 301 30.3'! 70S 69.7i'! 109 33.37. 910 6G.7:!: 
:CPSP 1"13 9.77- 1.336 '30.37. 150 H.B:! 1.126 99.2? 312 23.1? 1.0"0 76.9?: 
:CRIHIHRl "ISCHIEF 11 2.9~ 36& 97.!.:! 17 s.o? 321 95.0:!! 10 3.6~ 2f,f; %.",i'!: 
:tlt.l OTHER l12 "l1.<J7. 133 58. Ii'! :%9 "'l8.2~ 3% 51.87. 362 -ro.a~ 525 S<J.2~: 

:-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: Torm.. 5.279 : ""1.27. : &.656 : 55.0:! : &~075 : 50.3:>! : 6.005 · "t9.n : 7.963 : 5"t~6:>! : 6.529 : 1'5. "I:>!: , 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

: TorRt. 1991 
:OFfEHSES F'Eumy : fl : "ISO. • · 

TABt.E ~ 

Hal VORK ctTY. TOrAL PRfflmTlOH ~ES RECEIVED ~LY 
BY OFFENSE CATEGORV RHO OFFENSE CLRSS 

190'1-199& 

1985 
fl FELOHY : ? : "ISO. • R FEtetn' : · 

1'38f> 
le: "150. • lit: , 

:-~---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:9UfWlARY 919 69.5l1! "i2Z 31.SP' 939 73.'!m 297 26.1fl 911 79.12 211 2O.6n: 
: R09DERY 1,,7"lO tOO.Oll! 0 o iJ:I! 1.519 l00.0~ 0 .O~ 1.701 l00.0f'! 0 ~O:!: 
: DRUG OFFEltSES 1,621 61.2f!! 9'O"l 35.9~ 2,165 i'l.ll'! 97"1 29.9l!: 2.733 7&.2l!: 953 23.m!: 
: mn OFFE!4SES 129 39.1:e 191 &O.6:t 225 36.1~ 399 &3.9~ 275 39.5:!! "IJ'1 61.S:!!: 
:r.RRHO lRRCEIi? 511 23. Oil! 1,920 77. Of'! &32 25.?:! 1,030 7",.3:'.! 779 31.7l1! 1.1&17 60.3~: 
:UEAPOHS 1.583 SO.6f'! 300 19.";I.! 1,395 9l.0f'! 325 19.0f'! 1,310 91.2:1! 252 IS.9;.!: 
lRSSRULT ~ "112 :H.9i1! tun f.O.2? 190 ::n".9f'! 902 62.1;t 5"11 13.2;t 71"1 56.{I;el . 
:CPSP 371 21.3:s! 1.006 12.1:! <1/26 32.5:! 995 &i'.5~ 533 "Il.2? 7£.2 59.9i'!: 
:CRt"IMRL HtSCHIEr 13 "'1.7" 2(,2 CJ5.3'-! 19 7.ll'! 2"12 92.1l!: 17 0.9% t77 91.2:>::: 
:ALL OTHER 379 3r..GiI! &55 63.1f'! 5-19 "'''I.9:! 673 55.1~ 599 51.?? 570 "I9.0:!: 
:-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:rOfAl 7.717 : 5"1.2f'! : 6.52CJ : "IS.OiI! : 9.309 : 56.9:l : &.327 : "3.2ll! : 9.335 : G2.3f'! : 5.655 : 31.12: 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

~ 
co 

-



- - - - - -
:rOTAl 191H 
:OFFEHSES FEU)tW : ;t! : 

- .. , - - - - - -

"ISO. 

TRRlE: 37 

HOH-M£U YORK CiTY rOTRl PROBRTI~ CASES RECEIVED ~IALlV 
BV OFFENSE CRTEr-ORY RNO OFFENSE ClA~S 

l~nl-19n3 

1992 . ~ FElOOY : :I! ! HISO. · :Ii! FELOKY : . · 

- - - -
1993 

:! : mso. . ?: . 
:-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:OURGlARY 1.OS'S '5'9. 1~ 1.29'1 10.9~ 1.926 f>3.'1:! 1.0'56 3f>. (,1e 1.9'3<) G5.'i':e ')<}2 3".3?-! 
: RORBERY 2fJ6 too.O:! 0 00;.: 321 l00.0;! 0 .O~ 399 tOO.O:!! 0 .0:>.:: 
:ORUG J)FFEHSES 57t; '1'S.5~ 6'91 51.S'! 721 50.0~ 720 50.0:>: 7(,1 ~o.a~ M8 51.2?: 
ann OFFENSES '309 26.S:! 2.52" 73.5:>! 1.229 27.6:>! 3.220 72. "I:>! I.G29 29.6:>! 3.8{,7 70.'1?: 
:6RRHO LRRCEtIY 510 J3.3~ 3.701 aG.7:! 657 IG.O? 3.'137 91. OJ!: G77 IS .... ;!! 3.717 9"i.f>?: 
:UEAP(lHS 95 26.2? 210 n.B:! 116 29."~ 279 70.6;e 1'13 31. <;t? 30S G9.1:!: 
: ASSRlILT 221) 15.0~ 1.295 95.0~ 256 lS.G? 1.3~2 91."I~ 313 H."'!? 1.'i97 92.6?: 
: FOR6ERY 197 33.70! 397 6G.3::!! 190 31.9:\! "106 60. I;!! 275 "10. 1~ "'lID 59.9~: 
:cpr.r 23"1 1"l.3~ 1.103 95.7~ 1<;10 12.6J!: 1.313 97.";!! 2 .... JS.Ol'! i.30"1 91.2~: 

:CRIHtHRt "tSCHIEF 79 e.2? 005 91.0? 61 G."I7. 907 93.G:! ~ "'l.O? 'lOS 'n.o?: 
:ALL OTHER 120 20.0? 1.602 SO.O? 599 7.3.7? 1.~99 76.::t:1! 617 23.3~ 2,033 76.7~: 

:------------------------------------------------------------------------------ ----------------------------------------------------------: 
: TOTRl 5.139 : 27.A~ : l~.09S : 12.~ : 6.150 : 29.7J!: : 1"1.599 : 70.3? : 7.0~ : 30.0le : 15,921 : 69.2?: 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

: TOfRL 1991 
: OFFENSES fELOMY : ;e : 

TADLE 39 

HOi4-if£U VORf( CITY TOTAl PROORTIOt-1 CASES RECOI)£[) RWrruAllY 
9\' OFFENSE CRTEGORV RHO OFFENSE CLRSS 

1991-l'}96 

1995 
HtStJ. : ~ FUONY : ;e : IUSO. · :! F£LOMY : · 

1996 
:IZ : Htsu. : :IZ: 

:-------------------------------------------------------------------- --------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:OlmGLARV 1.797 67.o:e 991 33.0? 1.531 61.1~ 9<119 35.62 1.523 63. I:! 9CJO 3f,.~: 
: ROR9ER\' 111 100.0~ 0 .O~ 350 l00.0:l! 0 .O? 325 l00.0~ 0 .O:\!: 
: DRUG OFFENSES .992 52.5~ ?C!7 17.S;!! 1.029 53.3;!! c.m2 1'6.7;5! o"tO 16.S::!! 1.021 53.5~: 
:li~l OfFEHSES 1.979 31. '3~ "'.011 69.1~ 2.210 32.1~ "J.666 67.6'-! 2,303 32.6):2 "1.771 67.1~: 
: (HAHD LARCEMY 723 19.1~ 3.291 91.'3;!! 969 19.5:>! 3.59'1 90.5:>! 910 20.2::1! 3.r.oo 79.9:>!: 
:'~f:RPOHS 1 .. 9 33.1? 2'91 66.3:>! 151 31.1? 299 bS.'3:t 136 31.3~ 2')<} 68.7:s!: 
iASSAULT 372 19.5:>! 1.535 8O.5~ 397 19. I:>! I,GS6 99.<J~ 369 17.9~ 1,,69"1 8Z.2?: 
:rOROF.RV 235 36.7<'! .oroG f>3.3:! 237 35.7? 12f> f>"I.3:! 297 31 .... x ~ Gl.b:!: 
:CP$P 269 19. I? 1.21" 81.9:>! 298 19_5~ 1.231 90.S? 311 21.1:e 1.1G1 79.9:s!: 
:CRIHtHRl HISCHIEF 91 9.l:>! '335 '30.'3:'( 91 9.2? 923 90.S'! 102 9.2f'! 1~006 'lO.8:(: 
:RLL OTIIER f,SI 23.0::!! 2.193 77 .O? 930 2S.5? 2."131 71.5::! 931 23.2::! 2,761 76.9::!: 
:---------------------------------------------------------------------~-------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:rOTAL 7."192 : 32.S? : 15.53'1 : 67.S:! : 9.029 : '. 32.1:! :. 11.005 : G7~'3;!! : 7,.999 : 31.1:>! : 17.689 : 69. <J:s!: 

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

-

,J:>. 
\0 



- - - - - - - - - ... .. - -
TRRLE 39 

STArE~IOE TOTAl PR08RriOH CASES UHDER SUPERVISION 
RT THE ENO OF THE VfAR 

9V OFFENSE CATEGORV AHO OFFENSE CLASS 
19Rj-l<J03 

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

!TOTm. 19fH 1992 1'983 
:OFFEHSES FELtm\' : :I! : HISO. , 

:I! fELONY : 2 : "ISO. , 
:I! ITLom' : ? : HISO. : ~: , , 

:----------~------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ ----------------------------: 
:9URGLRR\' 6.$?O 51.9:!! 3.-03 35.2:! 7.139 70. I:! 3.043 29.~ 7.591 73.3;!! 2.1(,7 26.7:!: 
: ROSRERV '1,12Q 100.0~ 0 .o? ! 5.0;m 10O.O:'! 0 .o='! 5.Q"11 lOO.O? G .o~: 

:DRUG OFFENSES 3.191 59.5~ 2.369 ~.5~ : 1.31l9 62."I? 2.S"'7 37.6~ 5.515 65.0;!! 2.976 35.0:!!: 
:01.1. OFFEHSES 2.305 J&.S='! 1.009 G3.5:o! 2.I}WI 31."'IPo 5.510 GS.6:o! 3.719 3S.0:! G .. <)12 f.5.0?: 
:GRAtro LARCEHV 2.632 20."I~ 10.276 7'J.G~ 2.762 20.'9? 10."132 79. I? 3.199 22.6? 10.987 77. ""i7.: 
:UERPOHS 2.-roG 67 • Ill! 1.180 32.'J~ 3.073 71. {,7. 1.220 2B."!;!! 1.001} 76.27. 1.2S0 23.&;!: 
: ASSRULT 1."193 29.6l1! 3.528 70. "I:!! 1.616 30."'17. 3.r,91 G9.6:>! 1.RE> 1 31.97- 3.992 Ga.2:>!: 
:CPSP 925 t"'l.9~ "I .. n.o 95.27. 996 IS."? "1.792 8"1.2:>! 1.175 19.G:e ",.91" 90. "'I:!: 
:CR[HIHAL HtSCHIEF 201 9.7:>! 2.13G <.:l 1. 3:>! 222 <J.O:! 2.251 91.07. 259 10.2? 2.274 89.9?-: 
:RLL OTHER 2.9"'1 39.9:\! 1."116 60.27. l.191 39. "'I? 1.997 60.6? 3."1&5 39.2?- 5.367 60.9?: 
:--------------------~--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: TOTfiL 27.02<) : -42.9:i! : 36.137 : 

:rOTAL 1'39"1 
:OFFEHSES F'£LDm' : lie : HlSO. : 

57.~ : 31,190 : 11.9~ : ::'m.-m; : S5.2:e : 

TRBlE "iO 

STRTUUOE rorm.. PROOOTIOM CASES UNDER SUPERVISlcm 
Rr THE END OF THE 'lEAR 

~ 

BY OfFENSE CATEGORV AHO OFFENSE CLASS 
198"1-19fJG 

1'395 
F'£LOOV : ;t! : tfISD. , , :t 

36.721 : 17.0'f : 11.33<) : 53.(r.I!: 

1980 
FELOiN : :r : mso. , :r: . 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:mIRGlARV 7.CXM 75.1~ 2.626 2"1.9,z 8.013 76.2? 2,507 2::1.S2 7.977 76.21'1 2."f&2 23.tl?: 
: ROO9ERV &,530 tOO.O% 0 .O:! 6.971 loo.0:!! 0 .0'1 7,001 100.0% 0 .O:!!: 
:ORllG OFFEHSES 6.5ft5 6G.7~ 3.295 33.3~ 9.158 &9.1? 3.6"'3 3tJ.9:e 9.76,} 71.0% 3.CJe8 29.0l'!: 
: mn OFFEHSES 1,£.'35 36.7% 8.jOI 63.3~ G.019 37.9? 9.939 62.2% 7 .11r. 39. t% 11.103 6O.9:!: 
: GRAtlD lRRCEHY 3.591 2"'~S:t 11.015 75.57- "'1.257 26.3? 11.917 73.7% 1.977 29.2? 12.~ 71.B:!: 
:J4F.Af'OHS 1.921 76.9% 1 ....... 7 23.17. 5.213 i'~.9:!! 1.175 22.1:>.: 5.177 70.S:!! 1.173 21.2:!: 
~R'.;S~ULT 2,092 32.0% "'I."'I-m 60.0:!! 2."'1'56 33.2:! ".'352 {,t; .me 2 .. 750 31.9:t 5.11'& f.5.2'!! 
:CP5P 1 .. 196 23.');l! 1.7£'2 76.1~ t.O"l'} 27. "I? 1.991 72.G'! 2,196 31.2:e 1.930 69.B='!: 
:CRIfilHAL HISCHIEF 2% lO.7? 2~37,} 99.3l'! 322 U.S:! 2."{<]0 se.s:! 362 12.3~ 2,S~1 97.17.: 
:ALL OTHER 3.711 39.5? 5 .. 990 61.S? 1.355 39.6:0.: 6,'333 Gl.1..: 5.070 39.7% 7.70£, GO.3..:: 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 

!TOrM.. 1t.731 : -IS.GO'! : 4l1.093 : 51.~ : ~7.5""G :' 19.<f<e : 19.750 : SO.G:!! : 52.195 : SO.1? : 51.69.3 : 19.6:o!: 

" 

-

t11 
C> 



.. - - - _ ... - -

:rOTRL 1~91 
:OFFEHSE5 FELONY . ='! : HISO. . . . 

- - - - - - -
TRRLE "11 

NEU VOR~ Clrv TOTAL PROBATION tRSES UKO£R SUPERVISION 
Ai HIE n~D OF THE YERR 

:I: 

BV OFFENSE CArr~nRV AND OFFEHSE ClRS5 
1'101-1'30) 

19a2 
FELONY . ~ 

. "ISD. • . . . :! FELmn' 

- - - -

19tJ~ 
: ;t : "ISO • : :'!: 

!---------------~-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:8tmGlARY 2.090 6t.9~ 1.290 ::to.l;!! 2.~2 ('.9 _ I? , 103 30.CJ~ 2.G91 72.7~ 1.010 2?3~: 
: R099ERV 3.1>30 100.O:! 0 .O;t! 1.15"1 InO.f)? 0 .O:>! '1.979 too.O:>! 0 .O?-: 
: ORUG OFfENSES 2.0"t5 r.t.3:>! 1.2<.l2 39.7:r:: 2.66" r.·U;:! 1.%2 35."t;! 3.537 f.,?9? 1.£.72 32. tz: 
:mu OFFEH5ES GO 29.6;t! 162 70.":>! 72 25. I? 215 7"1.9"! 123 :=IO.2'! 291 69.0l'!: 
;6RAHU I..RRCftW i~OS7 21.2? 3.921 79.S:'! 1.135 ;:"2. ~!:'! 3.923 77.6:>! ~.3G'" 2 .... 57- 1.211 75.S::!: 
; "'EAPm4S ~.IS0 7).9:'! 760 26.1~ 2.777 79.7? i'S2 21.37. 3.G90 01.77. 92"1 t9.:t?: 
: ASSRUlT 922 '10.6<'.: 1.351 59."1:>: 971 "11.97- 1.3')5 59.2? 1.111 .tIl2.6;>! 1.500 57."!;>!: 
:CPSP 359 12.0:>! 2."'139 07.2~ "I0.tll l"1.J:.?o 2.367 05. "I:>! S96 20.2~ 2.3f.O 79.S:!:: 
: CRI 111 MAl HI5CHIEF 27 31.97- GG5 96.1:>: 36 5.2?- G57 9"'.(l? 33 ".9? f>39 95. i::!: 
:ALL OTHER 1.239 59.27. e<Jo "t.O:>! 1.255 5JJ.J? B';l7 "1.7? 1.297 55.97- 1.015 ""I. I?: 
!-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
: rona 13.507 : SI.G? : 12.769 : 10."!:\! : 15.933 : 5S.f.? : 12.731 : 1'1.1'1! : 19 .. Wl . 59.9:'! : 13.517 . 1t.ll'!: . . 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

: TOrf\t. 
:OFFEHSES FELO'HY 

1'981 
;r: "ISO. 

TABLE 12 

WEJf \'ORtI: CITY TOTm. PROBRTION CASES utIDER SUPERVISION 
RT Tut [NO OF Tut YEAR 

DY m:t:'Et1SE CRrEGOp. ... RHO OFFENSE ClASS 
1991-1'986 

1995 
X FEL09W ? "ISO. 2 FEL£mY 

198& 
:I! HI SO. ~: 

:-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~--------------------------: 
:OURGlfmY 2.00f. 71.Z'l l,oot 2'5.9X 3,010 7G.~ '307 23.21: 2.%9 79.1:t 920 21.G?: 
: ROnOERY 5."'7,} l00.0~ 0 .O:ie 5.766 100.0:>!: 0 .o? 5,'302 loo.0~ 0 .o:'!: 
:ORUG OFfEH!i£S 1.301 69.3:\! l,gog 3O.?l'! 5 .. 110 72.3?' 2.071 21.7l't 6.93& 7G.2? 2.11t 2~.9;!:: 

: mil OFFEMSES 223 37.<J:J! 366 62.1l'! 3<)0 37.f,;I! 616 GZ."t.! 579 39~7% CJICJ £,1.3%: 
: "RAMO LARtEIft' 1.5£.3 26.9? 'i.Z72 73.2~ 1.053.: . 29.2? 1.199 70.0~ 2,226 32.J:r ."'.~ 67.?:'!:: 
:JlEflPOMS 1."13 S3.0:! 913 17.0:'! .. ,771 : 81.27- 897 15.8:>!: 5.007 85.7~ 938 1"1.3%: 
: RSSAUlT 1.225 "'1.3'1: 1.139 5e.7~ 1,139 : 13.q~ 1.03'1 56.1:'1: 1.f><49 17.1l'! 1.919 52.97.: 
:CPSP 926 2S.<J:! 2.362 H.t:! 1.m>3 30. a::! 2,392 69.2~ 1.337 36.5~ 2,321 63.5:'!: 
:CRIHtHRL HISCHIEF 31 5.2:1: G19 91.S? 39 f>.O~ GI0 9'1.0:'! 50 8. I:'! 569 <Jl.9~: 
:RLL OrtiER 1,321 Sl.2il! 1.259 "'8.s:! 1.519 50.5? 1 .. 109 "9.S? 1,905 53. I? 1,591 '16.97-: 
:----------~--------------------------------------~--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------:roTAL 22.301 : GO.7;!! : 1 ....... 37 : 3,.3? : 25~2G2 : :. f>2;2? : . 15.319 : 37.9~ : 29.3'59 : G1.3:J! : 15.712 : 3S.7l'!: 
------------------------------------------~------------------------~-----~----------------------------------------------------------------

-

(.T1 
...... 



... - - - - - -
: TOTAl. 1'981 
:OFFEHSE'S FElmn' : Z: "ISO. • . 

- - - - - - -
rRDlE .. 3 

mm-Mrn vmk C1TV TOTm... ~noo ~5 ~ SUPERVISItm 
AT THE EHO OF THE YEAR 

eY ~F[HSE CRTEGORY RHO OfFENSE ClASS 
1'}Rl-1':tR3 

1ge2 
~ nlom' : :2 : "ISD. t . R ntmw : 

.. - - -
1"J93 

'Z: I'fBO. t :z: . 
:-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
:WRm...ARY 1.230 'G."!? 2.1"13 3l.'{,Z ... r.'71> ?D.n 1.9..yo • 29.3:e 1.9")0 ?l.G!! 1,157 2(,."'h!: 
:RORfJERY 7')<;1 Ino.O~ 0 .O~ 07& too.o~ 0 .tn! %5 100.02 0 .I»!: 
:ORlIG ~s 1.136 57. I? 1,077 ~.'3~ 1.12'1 5<;1.3~ 1.195 1O.1~ i.'.HI} GO.)'! 1.301 ~.7:1!: 
: (JUI OFFENSES 2.237 36.0~ 3.0<;7 63.Z? 2.012 3.o;.7? 5.295 65.3? 3.595 35.2:£ G~f>Z9 61.9:rf: 
: GRANO lRRtEm' 1.5f'5 19. <);I! £..355 90. I? 1.f>27 20.0? 6.509 9O.0? 1.835 ll.):! G.77] 79.7:t: 
:UERPQMS 2'56 37.C);e 120 62.1~ 2% 38.7:'e '1(,0 r.l.:.'m 328 39.6? 522 r.l.~: 
= RSSAUl.T 5601 20.S:'! 2.177 79.S? 612 21.S? : 2.339 79.S? 750 23.1;e 2.1<J2 16.9l!!: 
:rORGERV "let; 10.3? 719 59.7? 5 .. 2 -ro.C)? : 7A2 59. l:t 611 "'2.5:t 932 57 .5~: 
:CPSP . 166 J6. f':e 2,322 G3.3:I! ~2 lr..CJ:e :. ~.·'ll5 93.U! 57') 1<). t? 2,151 SO.')'!: 
:C~I"tMRl HtstHtEF 117 JO.7:e 1,111 o<).3~ Itl£" lO."'!:\! : 1.5% 9'J.6:! 225 : 12. I? 1,63£. 07. 'J?: 
:RLl OTHER t.Zl,) 30.1~ 2.937 1t,'J.~ 1.3A1 30.1? : 3,216 6,).~ I.S£.1 31.1:e 3,"121 69.6'!: 

:-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------! 
~TOrAL 13,"M2 : lG.S:e : 23.~ : f&3.S:.! : 15.251 : 37.2:2 : 25.7'3 : 62.8:12 : 17,,323 : 39.~ : 27.922 : 6t ... ~: 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------~--------------------------------------------------------------

------------------------------------:1"omL 1'J9<t 
: Of"FEHSES mom' : J! : mso. 

TmJt.E '91 

mm-MEU Y'OmC env TOTAl f"R'OOftn.m CASES UNDER SUPrWYsnm 
AT THE EH'D OF THE VEAR 

FiY OFFENSE tRTEOORY AtfO OfFENSE ttF5S 
I,)O"l-19tU; 

-------------------------------------'--------. 199'3 . 1996 • . 
. ~ : rnmw r ~ : mso • : lI! : FElOlW : le : 

-----
"'so. ~: 

:----------- -- ~-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ----------! 
:IMl9t.ARY S.019 75.52 : 1.&23 ·:M.S:!! S.001l 73.~ 1.600 2"i.2:e "'.CJrO':J 1"'1.~ 1.&12 25.12: 
:ROR9£,RY 1.051 100.0'1: : 0 .ox 1.100 l00.0;!l 0 .O? 1.o<.rJ tOO.1m 0 aO%: 
:ORUO O'FF~ 2.201 62.Al~ : 1.377 !1.L;e 2.7"10 63.61'! 1.512 ~-"I:.! 2.933 "I.'U 1l.fH7 !e.L%: 
: DIU OFFEHS£S 1.172 ]6.6l! :. '7.735 &31.'11,! 5.65<) 37.9)! 9.29' : 62_Z:I! 6.537 39.ur 10.181 6O.9?: 
: GJUlttO LARCENY 2.019 2l.0'! : 6.713 77.Q:I!! 2."KJ1 21.~ : . 7.119 : . 7S_S? 2.(;51 25.5~ 7.73"1 71.SlI!: 
:Uf.:fWOHS 379 11.0:r! : 5"'15 59.~ 1J9 13.~ : 579 : 56.mt 170 12.5~ 6~ 57.S'!: 
: ASSR\lLT 8'01 2"1.22 : 2.70Cl 75.S? 1,017 21 .... :! : ;.113 : 7S_"t.l! 1,102 2S.0'! 3.ZCJ8 75.~: 
:f~GERY 653 12.2:! : 9'91 57.a? 722 12.211l 987 ~ 57.~ 7<J9 12.S='! 1.001 57.SlI!: 
:CPSP £.70 2t.O:! : 2 .. '100 79.2l'! 1QG. 23.~ '2 .. 502 : '71>. I'! 01') 2S.3~ 2,,5CJf,. 7".7%: 
:CRIHtHRl HtSCHI£F 2'52 JZ.Sl'! 1.7t>1 97.S? : ZA3 : 13.1:t 1.8{10 9G.<J? 312 1'.1~ 2.013 ~.G?: 
:All OTHER 1.770 Jl.G? 3.927 69.1l'! : 2.115 :. 32.2? 1 .. 151 67_8l'! 2.'ff.1 32.<J:!! 5.031 r.7.tl'!: 

:----------------------------------------------~---~------------~----~-----~-----------~-------------------------------------------------: 
:rOTRl 19 .. 00 : 39.6,! : 2'1.G16 : GO • .iI:! : 22.29" : '10.~ : 33 .. «11 : t>O.O:l! : 2".127 : "to.I:\! : 35.971 : 59.':!: 

-

--------------------------------------------------------------------________________________________________________ --------------------- un 
~ 

j 




