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Preface

This report presents the results of a survey of State
criminal history record repositories conducted for the
Bureau of Justice Statistics by SEARCH Group, Inc.
in February 1990. The survey represents a
comprehensive review of the nation's criminal history
systems and establishes a baseline against which
future advances can be measured. All 50 States and
the District of Columbia participated in the survey.

Findings of the survey are presented in a series of
tables and summary highlights. Taken together, the
tables describe the overall quality of criminal history
information maintained at the State central
repositories as of the end of 1989. Specific tables
describe the number of criminal records maintained,
the level of automation, the extent to which records
include disposition data, State reporting requirements
and audit experiences, and the procedures used by
States to improve the quality of their data. Separate
tables address State participation in the Interstate
Identification Index (III) and State policies and
practices relating to presale record checks on potential
firearm purchasers.

BIJS hopes that the report will be useful to State
criminal history repository administrators, criminal
justice practitioners, Federal and State policymakers,
and interested researchers. BJS gratefully
acknowledges the contributions of each of the State
criminal history repocitory administrators who
provided data for the survey.

Criminal History Information Systems 1990 v




Highlights

Status of State
repository criminal
history record files,
1989

Overview of State criminal
history record systems, 1989
(Table 1):

« Forty-seven States and the
District of Columbia have
automated some records in either
the criminal history record file or
the master name index.

+ Ten States (Colorado, Georgia,
Hawaii, Idaho, Michigan,
Montana, Nevada, Oregon,
Rhode Island, Washington) have
fully automated both the
criminal history record file and
the master name index.

» Three States (Maine,
Mississippi, West Virginia)
have no automated criminal
history information.

« Forty-four States have master
name indexes which contain
names of all record subjects in
the criminal history file,

* Eleven States report that 70%
or more arrests in the entire
criminal history database have
final dispositions recorded.

« Twenty-three States
representing 51% of the nation's
population report that 70% or
more arrests within the past 5
years in the criminal history
database have final dispositions
recorded.

« Thirteen States currently flag
some or all felony convictions
in their criminal history
databases.

= An additional 28 States collect
sufficient data to flag at least
some previously unflagged
felony convictions.

Number of subjects (individual
offenders) in State criminal
history file, 1989 (Table 2):

» Over 45.6 million subjects
(individual offenders) were in the
criminal history files of the
State criminal history
repositories on December 31,
1989.

« Sixty percent of the criminal
history records maintained by the
State criminal history
repositories are automated.

« Most States have experienced a
growth in the size of their
criminal history files since

1984, five States have smaller
criminal history files than they
did in 1984.

+ The largest growth in file size
over the five-year period occurred
in Connecticut with a 703%
increase followed by Louisiana
with a 454% increase. The
greatest reduction in size
occurred in the State of Idaho
where the criminal history file
has decreased by 23%.

Number of final dispositions
reported to State criminal history
repository, 1989 (Table 3):

« Over 3.5 million final
dispositions were reported in
1989 to the 34 State criminal
history repositories providing
data in response to this question.
The responding States represent
72% of the nation's population.

» In contrast, less than two
million final dispositions were
reported to the 30 States
providing data in 1983.
Responding States represented
59% of the nation's population.

= All but five States reporting
data for both 1983 and 1989
showed anrincrease in the
number of final dispositions
reported to the State criminal
history repository.

Automation of master name
index and criminal history file,
1989 (Table 4):

« Forty-seven States and the
District of Columbia have at
least some automated criminal
history information (either the
criminal history file or the
master name index).

« Three States (Maine,
Mississippi, West Virginia)
have no automated criminal
history information.

« Ten States (Colorado, Georgia,
Hawaii, Idaho, Michigan,
Montana, Nevada, Oregon,
Rhode Isiand, Washington) have
fully automated criminal history
information, including the
master name index.

» Of those States maintaining
partially automated criminal
history files,when an offender
with a prior manual record is
arrested, the manual record is
subsequently automated in 27
States. In five States, the new
information is added to the
manual file. In one State,
Delaware, only the new arrest
information is automated. In
Arkansas, since July 1, 1990,
the offender's entire record is
automated.
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Data required by State law to be
submitted to State criminal
history repository, 1989 (Table
5):

» Thirty-two States and the
District of Columbia require
prosecutors to report 1o State
criminal history repositories
their decisions to decline
prosecution in criminal cases.

» Forty-one States and the
District of Columbia require
felony courts to report the
dispositions of felony cases to
the State criminal history
Tepository.

« State prison admission-and
release information on felony
cases must, by statute, be
reported to the State criminal
history repository in 36 States.

» Admission and release data on
felons housed in local
correctional facilities must, by
statute, be reported to the State
criminal history repository in 23
States.

= The reporting of probation and
parole information to the State
criminal history repository is
statutorily mandated in 30 States
and the District of Columbia.
Although the figures are
identical for both probation and
parole, the States show some
variation in their requirements;
Nevada and West Virginia
mandate reporting of probation
data, but not parole data, while
Arkansas and Florida require just
the opposite.

2 Highlights

Arrests records with fingerprints,
1989 (Table 6):

» During 1989, over 6 million
arrest fingerprint cards were
submitted to the State criminal
history repositories.

= All except two States (Alaska,
Vermont) have legal
requirements that fingerprints
and arrest data for felony arrests
must be submitted to the State
criminal history repository.

« In 45 States, less than 25% of
the arrest fingerprint cards are
returned as unacceptable; nine of
those States retain all arrest
fingerprint submissions.

« In 27 States, 10% or less of
the rejected fingerprints are
resubmitted.

« Thirty-eight States
representing 83% of the nation's
population report that 100% of
arrest events (case cycles) in the

" criminal history file are

fingerprint supported.

Completeness of data
in State criminal
history repository

Arrest data

Arrest records with fingerprints,
1989 (Table 6):

« All except two States (Alaska,
Vermont) have legal
requirements that fingerprints
and arrest data for felony arrests
must be submitted to the State
criminal history repository.

Notice to State criminal history
repository of release of arrested
persons without charging, 1989
(Table 7):

« The nation is nearly equally
divided between States that
require law enforcement agencies
to notify the State criminal
history repository when an
arrested person is released
without formal charging but
after the fingerprints have been
obtained and submitted: 24
States require agencies to notify
the State criminal history
repository, while 25 States have
no such requirement. In
Michigan and North Carolina,
police must release or charge a
suspect prior 1o sending
fingerprints to the State criminal
history repository.

» Among States required to
notify the State criminal history
repository when an arrested
person is not formally charged,
reporting varies significantly
throughout the nation, ranging
from less than 1% in Alabama,
Arkansas, and Maine to 100% in
Georgia and Vermont. Three
States indicate reporting rates of
10%; three others in the 50-60%
range; and four at 75-90%.

Disposition data

Overview of State criminal
history record systems, 1989
(Table 1):

= Eleven States report that 70%
or more arrests in the entire
criminal history database have
final dispositions recorded.
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« Twenty-three States
representing 51% of the nation's
population report that 70% or
more arrests within the past 5
years in the criminal history
database have final dispositions
recorded.

Completeness of prosecutor and
court disposition reporting to
State criminal history
repository, 1989 (Table 8):

» A majority of the States, a
total of 35, report that
dispositions in 50% or more of
the felony cases in their States
are received by the State criminal
history repositories. Six States
(Colorado, Connecticut, Maine,
Massachusetts, South Carolina,
Vermont) estimate that they
receive notice in 100% of the
cases.

« Of the respondents indicating
that there is either a legal
requirement for prosecutors to
notify the State criminal history
record repository of declinations
to prosecute or where the
information is reported
voluntarily, over half of the
repositories, a total of 18
repositories, estimate that they
receive notice in 50% or more of
such cases.

« In the 19 States where there is
a legal requirement that
fingerprints be obtained of
persons who are brought to court
by summons on felony charges
and have not previously been
fingerprinted in connection with
the case or where such
information is submitted
voluntarily, nine States estimate
that in 50% or more of the cases
where the offender is convicted
after summons, fingerprints are
actually obtained and submitted
to the repository. Ten States

report that 10% or less are
actually obtained and submitted
to the repository.

» In the 10 States where there is
a legal requirement that
fingerprinis be obtained of
persons who are brought to court
by summons on felony charges
and have not previously been
fingerprinted in connection with
the case or where such
information is submitted
voluntarily, four States reporting
data estimate that in 50% or
more of the cases where the
accused is not convicted after
summons, fingerprints are
actually obtained

and submitted to the repository.
Six States report that 10% or
less are actually obtained and
submitted to the repository.

Policies/practices of State
criminal history repository
regarding modification of felony
convictions, 1989 (Table 9):

« Expungements: Twenty-four
States and the District of
Columbia have statutes which
provide for the expungement of
felony convictions. In nine
States, the record is destroyed by
the State criminal history
repository. In 16 States, the
record is retained with the action
noted.

» Setting aside of convictions:
Thirty-five States and the
District of Columbia have
statutes which provide for
setting aside felony convictions.
In 30 States, the record is
retained with the action noted;
three States destroy the record;
the District of Columbia returns
the record to the originating
court; Oregon seals the record;
and in Florida no action is
presently taken, although the
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respondent indicate that their
intention is to retain the record
with the action noted.

o Pardons: Forty-seven States
have statutes which provide for
the awarding of a pardon. In 40
of these States, the criminal
history record will be retained
with the action noted. South
Dakota destroys the record of
offenders who are pardoned;
Massachusetts seals the record.
Vermont returns the record to the
Govemnor’s office; and in Florida
no action is presently taken,
although the respondent indicated
that their intention is to retain
the record with the action noted.

» Restoration of civil rights:
Thirty-five States have legal
provisions for the restoration of
a convicted felon's civil rights.
In the majority of those States, a
total of 30, the record is retained
with the action noted on the
record. In Massachusetts, the
~ecord is sealed. In Washington,
the record is returned to the
snbmitting agency. In Florida,
11 action is presently taken,
alinough the respondent indicated
b their intention is to retain
thie record with the action noted.

{arrectional data

Fiagerprinting of incarcerated
offenders and linkage to records
maintained by State criminal
history repository, 1989 (Table
10):

« In 35 States, there is a legal
requirement (State statute or
State administrative regulation
having the force of law) that the
State prison system must
fingerprint admitted prisoners
and send the fingerprints to the
State criminal history

repository.




+ Less than half of the States, a
total of 21, have the same legal
requirement for reporting by
local jails.

« In 41 States where State
correctional facilities are legally
required to report information or
the information is reported
voluntarily, respondents estimate
that in at least 90% of the cases,
admission information is
reported to the State repository.
In 35 of those States, the
estimates are that 100% of the
admissions are reported to State
repository. Only one State,
Washington, estimates that
fewer than 50% of the
admissions are reported to the
State repository.

» For reporting from local jails
where required by law or
completed voluntarily, nine
States report that 90% or more
of the admissions are reported to
the State repositories.

« In 46 of the States,
fingerprints received from State
and local correctional facilities
are processed by the State
criminal history record
repository to establish positive
identification of incarcerated
offenders and to ensure that
correctional information is
linked to the proper records.

Probation and parole data in
State criminal history
repository, 1989 (Table 11):

« Of the 32 States where
reporting of probation data is
legally required or voluntarily
reported, nine estimate that
100% of the cases in which
probation is ordered are reported
to the State criminal history
repository. An additional 14
States report that in at least 50%
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of the cases, the State central
repository receives probation
information. Nine States
estimate that probation
information is reported in 40%
or less of the cases.

» Fifteen of the States where
reporiing of parole data is legally
required or voluntarily reported,
estimate that parole information
is reported in 100% of the cases.
In an additional 11 States, parole
information is reported in at
least 50% of the cases. Four
States report receiving parole
information in 40% or less of
the cases.

Timeliness of data in
State criminal history
repository

Arrests

Average number of days to
process arrest and disposition
data submitted to State criminal
history repository, 1989 (Table
12):

= The average number of days
between arrest and receipt of
arrest data and fingerprints by the
State criminal history
repositories is 11, ranging from
less than one day in the District
of Columbia (where the
Metropolitan Police Department
is both the repository and the
arresting agency) up to 42 days
in Washington.

» The average number of days
between receipt of fingerprints
by the State criminal history
repository and entry into the
master name index by the State
criminal history repositories is
29, ranging from l¢ss than one
day in North Dakota to 365 days
in Louisiana.

= The average number of days
between receipt of fingerprints
and entry into the criminal
history databases is 29, ranging
from a matter of hours (8 hours
in North Dakota) to one year
(365 days in Louisiana).

= Ten States indicate thai they
have backlogs in the processing
of the arrest fingerprints (entry
into the criminal history
database).

Dispositions

« The average naumber of days
between the final trial court
dispositions and receipt of the
information by the State
criminal history repositories is
48, ranging from two days in
Massachusetts (where the
criminal history record is
maintained by the court system)

to 180 days in Florida and Utah.

- The average number of days
between receipt of final trial
court dispositions by the State
criminal history repository and
entry into the criminal history
databases is 79, ranging from
less than one day in North
Dakota to 952 days in Georgia.

« Fifteen States indicate that
they have backlogs in entering
dispositions into the criminal
history databases.
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Admissions to
correctional facilities

Average number of days to
process disposition and
correctional admission data
submitted to State criminal
history repository, 1989 (Table
13):

» The average number of days
between admission of offenders
to State correctional facilities
and receipt of the information by
the State criminal history
repository is 14, ranging from 0
in the District of Columbia
(where information is entered
into the system as it occurs) to
up to 90 days in Ohio.

+ The average number of days
between admission of offenders
to local jails and receipt of the
information by the State
criminal history repository is
25, ranging from 0 in the
District of Columbia to up to
365 days in Indiana.

= The average number of days
between receipt of correctional
admissions information by the
State criminal history repository
and entry into the criminal
history databases is 31, ranging
from less than one day in North
Dakota to 540 days in Florida.

« Seven States indicate that they
have backlogs in entering the
correctional information into the
criminal history databases.

Procedures to improve
data quality

Procedures employed by State
criminal history repository to
encourage complete arrest and
disposition reporting, 1989
(Table 14):

= Approximately half of the
States which have the capability
of generating lists of arrests in
the criminal history database for
which final dispositions have
not been recorded, presently
generate such lists as a means of
monitoring disposition
reporting.

« Twenty-nine States and the
District of Columbia report
using field visits to encourage
complete arrest and disposition
reporting.

» Thirty-six States generate form
letters as an method of
encouraging complete arrest and
disposition reporting.

o Thirty-one States and the
District of Columbia use
telephone calls to encourage
complete arrest and disposition
reporting.

= Other States report using
newsletters, audits, training, and
statewide communication
networks to request dispositions,
as mechanisms to encourage
complete arrest and disposition
reporting.
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Linking of arrests and
dispositions

Methods used to link disposition
information to arrest/charge
information on criminal history
record, 1989 {(Table 15):

= Thirty-eight States and the
District of Columbia utilize
methods for linking disposition
informaticn and arrest/charge
information which also permit
the linking of dispositions to
particular and/or specific counts.

« All States report using at least
one of the following methods for
linking disposition information
and arrest/charge information on
criminal history records, and
nearly every State indicates their
use of multiple mechanisms to
ensure linkage. The figures
presented below, consequently,
greatly exceed the total number
of States responding to this
survey.

— Thirty-three States and the
District of Columbia employ a
unique tracking number for
individual subject.

— Twenty-eight States and the
District of Columbia use a
unique arrest event identifier to
link disposition and arrest/charge
information on State criminal
history records.

— Twenty States utilize a
unique charge identifier in
linking disposition and
arrest/charge information.

§




— Thirty-four States use the

arrest date, while 38 States use
the subject’s name as a method
to link disposition information
with arrest/charge information.

— Twenty-seven States report
using the subject’s name and the
reporting agency’s case number
as the mechanism to link
disposition information and
arrest/charge information.

— Individual States also report
using Criminal Justice
Information System (CJIS) case
numbers, placing fingerprints on
the disposition, date of birth and
social security number,
fingerprint tapes, FBI numbers,
the placement of case numbers
on arrest cards and the use of a
unique control number on
combination arrest/disposition
forms as additional mechanisms
to ensure secure linkage of
disposition information and
arrest/charge information on
State criminal history records.

Procedures followed when
linkage cannot be made between
court or correctioral information
and arrest information in the
criminal history database, 1989
(Table 16):

« Thirty-four States report that
they sometimes receive final
court dispositions that cannot be
linked to arrest information in
the criminal history record
database. The States vary
considerably in the percentage of
court dispositions that cannot be
linked to arrest cycles in the
criminal history database,
ranging from less than 3% in
Connecticut to 100% in
Colorado. Although the average
for the 34 States that report a
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figure is 17.5%, 15 States report
that 5% or fewer of their final
court dispositions cannot be
linked. .

- Twenty-seven States report
that they sometimes receive
correctional information that
cannot be linked to arrest
information in the criminal
history record database. The
States vary considerably in the
percentage of correctional
information that cannot be
linked to arrest cycles in the
criminal history database,
ranging from less than 1% in
Michigan to 30-40% in
Colorado. Although the average
for the 27 States that report a
figure is 7.7%, 19 States report
that 5% or fewer of their
correctional information cannot
be linked.

» The States use a variety of
procedures when a linkage
cannot be established. Five
States create “dummy” arrest
segments from court disposition
records; seven States create
“dummy” court segments from
custody records; ten States enter
court information into the
database without any linkage to
a prior arrest; nine States enter
custody information into the
database without any linkage to
a prior court disposition; 24
States do not enter the unlinked
court information; 16 States do
not enter the unlinked custody
information, and 11 States
utilize other procedures, most
frequently (i.e., in six States) by
returning the information to the
originating or contributing
agency.

Other data quality
procedures

Strategies employed by State
criminal history repository to
ensure accuracy of data in
criminal history database, 1989
(Table 17):

¢ In order to prevent the entry
and storage of inaccurate data and
to detect and correct inaccurate
entries in the criminal history
database, almost all States, a
total of 45 and the District of
Columbia, compiete a manual
review of incoming source
documents or reports.

« Other methods used most
frequently include computer edit
and verification programs
employed by 34 States and
manual review of transcripts
before dissemination performed
in 30 States.

» Manual double-checking before
data entry is completed in 15
States.

« Twelve States generate error
lists which are returned to the
reporting agencies.

= Eleven States perform random

sample comparisons of the State
criminal history repository files

with stored documents.

« Eleven States use various
methods, such as periodic audits
of reporting agencies or of the
repository and matching of data
between State and FBI
fingerprints.




Audits

Audit activities of State criminal
history repository, 1989 (Table
18): -

« Forty-four State criminal
history repositories maintain
transaction logs to provide an
audit trail of all inquiries,
responses and record updates or
modifications.

= Only a minority, a total of 17,
States report that the State
criminal history repository or
some other agency performed
random sample audits of user
agencies to ensure accuracy and
completeness of repository
records and to ensure that the
agencies comply with applicable
laws and regulations.

Data quality audits of State
criminal history repository,
1989 (Table 19):

* During the past five years, an
audit of the State criminal
history repository's database
(other than ongoing systematic
sampling) has been conducted in
only 11 States to determine the
level of accuracy and
completeness of the criminal
history file.

« Of the States where audits
have been performed, in three
States, the repository conducted
its own audit; in seven States,
another agency, either another
State agency or a private
organization, conducted the
audit; and in one State, Virginia,
both the repository and another
agency conducted the audit.

* In nine of the 11 States where
audits were conducted, changes
were made as a result of the audit
to improve data quatity.

« An increasing number of
States, a total of 24 and the
District of Columbia, plan or
have scheduled data quality audits
of the State criminal history
repository for the next three
years.

» A majority of the States, 35,
currently have initiatives
underway (or planned for the near
future) at the repository or at
contributing agencies to improve
data quality.

Participation in the
Interstate Identifi-
cation Index (III)

State participation in the |
Interstate Identification Index
(IT) (Table 20):

» Twenty States report that they
currently participate (contribute
arrest information to be used in
the index) in the Interstate
Identification Index (III). The
remaining 30 States and the
District of Columbia do not
presently participate.

« Among the 20 participating
States, an average of 52% of
their criminal history files are
available to III, ranging from
20% in Missouri and
Pennsylvania to 100% in
Colorado.

« Among the 31 non-
participating jurisdictions, 22
States plan to participate in III
within five years. Six States
and the District of Columbia do
not plan to participate within the
next five years, and future plans
for participation are unknown in
the three remaining States.
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+ The most frequently cited
reason for not participating in I1I
is “Insufficient resources to
convert records/system”, which
17 jurisdictions cite.

« Eight States and the Disirict of
Columbia cite “Too few
automated records” as one of
their reasons for not
participating in ITI.

« Eight States do not presently
meet I1I standards.

« Five States report
incompatible software or
hardware as reasons underlying
their current inability to
participate in II.

« Other reasons cited for non-
participation include
“incompatible record formats”
(two States); “no hardware or
software” (two States);
legal/policy considerations™ (one
State); and “lack of personnel
resources” {(one State).

Presale criminal
history record checks
on potential firearms
purchasers

Procedures for presale criminal
history record checks on
potential firearms purchasers,
1989 (Table 21): ' '

« Twenty States and the District
of Columbia report that they
currently conduct records checks
of their State criminal history
repository in connection with
the sale of firearms.




« Four States and the District of
Columbia require State criminal
history repository records checks
on purchasers of all firearms; ten
States require checks for handgun
sales only; and six States require
records checks for the purchase
of handguns or other specially
designated firearms.

» The number of pre-firearm-sale
record checks conducted in 1989
ranged from fewer than 200 in
North Carolina (fingerprint
searches only) to an estimated
333,000 in California. Six
States report 20,000-40,000
record checks in 1989, while
three reported more than 150,000
(Pennsylvania with 159,800,
Illinois, with an estimated
200,000, and California).

« All States conducting records
checks examine State criminal
history repository records. In
addition, two States (New Jersey
and New York) also check FBI
Identification Division records.
Ten States augment their record
checks by also checking ITI,
three of which also check NCIC
hot files. Oregon also checks
the Western Identification
Network (WIN) for firearms
purchasers.

« The fees charged for
conducting records checks for
potential firearms purchasers
vary among the six States
reporting information and by the
complexity of the search
procedure. Name search fees
range from $2.00 in Virginia to
$8.00 in New Jersey. The fees
for fingerprint searching range
from $3.00 in Ohio to $29.00 in
New York.
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« Conducting records checks on
firearms purchasers is viewed as
a criminal justice activity by 14
States and the District of
Columbia and as a noncrimina!
justice activity by six States.
Whether the activity is viewed as
criminal justice or noncriminal
justice may have an impact on
the public accessibility of the
information depending on each
State's laws,

Search methods used in
conducting criminal history
checks on potential firearms
purchasers, 1989 (Table 22):

« Thirteen States conduct
records checks on firearms
purchasers based on name and
date of birth (DOB) only.
Pennsylvania augments this data
with the social security number.

« New York and North Carolina
conduct the records search based
solely on the fingerprints of the
potential firearms purchaser,
while six other States conduct
fingerprint searches only if
identification is no¢ made with
prior name and DOB search.

» All States have minimum data
elements which must be
submitted to conduct the records
search, the most frequent of
which is name and DOB
(required in 19 States). Five
States augment these
requirements by adding sex and
race as required minimum data
elements, and New Jersey
requires in addition the
purchaser’s social security
number, Two States require the
name only (Maryland and Ohio),
while the District of Columbia
require name, sex and race.

« All but four of the 22 States
that conduct records searches on
firearms purchasers use the
computer-based soundex
searching capability. This
enables the computer to identify
likely candidates based on the
phonetic sound of the name,
rather than only identical
spelling.

« The statutes of 14 States
authorize the release of
information to individual
firearms dealers, although three
of the States may release data

only to in-State firearms dealers.
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Table 1.  Qverview of State criminal history record systems, 1989

Percent of arrests System has
Percent of in database which have information
record Fully Number of subjects ispositi System flags to identify
subjects automated (individual offenders) in Arrests subjects with unflagged
in master master imi i All within felony felony
State nameindex  name index Total Automated arrests . past5 years convictions convictions
Total 45,676,400 27,421,500
Alzabama 100% Yes 1,000,000 500,000 <30% . All
Alaska 100 Yes 143,000 123,000 33 33% All
Arizona 100 Yes 742,100 285,500 v ... Some Some
Atkansas 100 No 580,000 i 20 30
California 100 Yes 4,500,000 3,000,000 5 85 Some Al
Colorado 100% Yes 489,000 489,000 10% 10%
Connecticut 100 Yes 401,400 230,700 ces 95
Delaware 95 No 600,000 500,000 35 . Some
District of Columbia 100 No 427,000 ] - e
Florida 100 Yes 2,427,900 2,297,900 49 47 Some Same
Georgia 100% Yo 1,055,000 1,055,000 4390 40%P
Hawaii 100 Yes 270,500 270,500 e 70 All
Idaho 100 Yes 105,000 105,000 50 40 All
Dlinois 86 No 2,152,300 1,852,300 50 50 All
Indiana 100 Yes 670,000 70,000 Same
Towa 100% Yes 300,000 130,000 5% 80%
Kansas 100 Yes 520,000 15,000 .. 77 Same
Kenmcky 70 No 535,100 385,100 Same
Louisiana 100 Yes 1,449,000 484,000 ces ce All
Maine 68 No* 270,000 0 9% 95 Same
Maryland 100% Yes 649,300 449,300 ce 60-82% Some
Massachusetts ca Yes 5,039,800 1,039,300 100% 100 Same
Michigan 100 Yes 771,800 771,800 64 45 Some
Minnesota 100 Yes 190,600 115,600 65 80 Al
Mississippi 100 No* 350,000 0 30 50 Al
Missouri 1060% Yes 958,600 772,200 50% 5% Al
Montana 100 Yes 86,000 86,000 80 80 Al
Nebraska 100 No 300,000 120,000 50 50
Nevada 100 Yes 31,300 31,300 60 60 All
New Hampshire 100 Yes 155,000 144,000 35 5 All
New Jersey 100% Yes 1,090,200 835,200 90% 80% All
New Mexico 100 Yes 207,000 0 20 20 All
New York 83 Yes 3,812,100 3,108,700 80 75 All
North Carolina 100 Yes 432,800 357,200 86 95 Some Same
North Dakota 100 No 202,000 43,300 30 80 Same
Ohio 35% No 2,315,700 586,700 45% 50%
Oklahoma 100 Yes 500,000 165,000 c.. .
Oregon 100 Yes 548,500 548,500 65 65 Some Some
Pennsylvania 100 Yes 1,265,800 488,200 70 Some All
Rhodc Istand 100 Yes 156,900 156,900 . All
South Carolina 100% Yes 572,900 500,900 2% 5% Samne
South Dakota 100 Yes 144,000 24,000 60 75 All
Tennessee 100 No 500,000 0 P e Same
Texas 100 Yes 3,789,500 3,739,500 40 40 Same
Utah 100 Yes 430,200 330,200 50 70 Al
Vermont 100% Yes 118,000 0 30% 90% All
Virginia 100 Yes 744,000 418,100 86 95 All
Washingtoa 100 Yes 474,100 474,100 40-50 40-50 Some
West Virginia 100 No* 650,000 0 e 70
Wisconsin 100 Yes 491,000 270,000 .. i All
Wyoming 100 Yo 62,000 52,000 60 60 Some

Note: Percentages and numbers reported are

results of estimates. Numbers have been

rounded to the nearest 100. Percentages have
been rounded to the nearest whole number.
The figures contained in the column "Number
of subjects (individual offenders) in State

criminal history file” apply only to the

criminal histary file, including partially
automated files, and do not include the master
name index. Finel dispositions include relcase
by police without charging, declination to
proceed by prosecutor, or final trial court

disposition.

* State is fully manual.
Not available.

*Respondent indicated that re-establishment of
the Arkansas computerized criminal history
file was scheduled to begin July 1, 1990.
bRcspmdml indicated that this estimatc far
recorded dispositions does nc include the .55
million backlogged final disposition reports.
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Table 2. Number of subjects (individual offenders) in Siate criminal history file, 1984 and 1989

Number of subjects 2 Percent of Percent change

in manual and automated in total,
State automated files, 1984 Total file e files, 1989 1984-89
Total 34,627,500% 45,676,400 18,254,900 27,421,500 60%
Alabama 900,000 1,000,000 500,000 500,000 50% 11%
Alaska 124,400 143,000 20,000 123,000 86 15
Arizona 500,400 742,100 456,600 285,500 39 48
Arkansas 550,100 580,000 580,000 0 0 5
California 3,600,000 4,500,000 1,500,000 3,000,000 67 25
Colorado 336,800 489,000 0 489,000 100% 45%
Connecticut 50,000 401,400 170,700 230,700 58 703
Delaware 206,000 600,000 100,000 500,000 83 191
District of Columbia v 427,000 427,000 0 0 ...
Florida 1,651,700 2,427,900 130,000 2,297,900 95 47
Georgia 782,000 1,055,000 0 1,055,000 100% 35%
Hawait 203,600 270,500 0 270,500 100 33
Idaho 137,100 105,000 0 105,000 100 -
Nlinois 1,500,000 2,152,300 300,000 1,852,300 86 13
Indiana 375,000 670,000 600,000 70,000 10 79
Towa 275,000 300,000 170,000 130,000 43% %
Kansas 400,000 520,600 505,000 15,000 3 30
Kentucky 297,000 535,100 150,000 335,100 72 80
Louisiana 261,400 1,449,000 965,000 484,000 33 454
Maine 285,000° 270,000 270,000 0 0 5
Maryland 250,000 649,300 200,000 449,300 69% 160%
Massachusetts 6,000,000 5,039,800 4,000,000 1,039,800 21 -16
Michigan 668,800 771,800 0 771,800 100 15
Minnesota 143,000 190,600 75,000 115,600 61 33
Mississippi .. 350,000 350,000 0 0
Missoun 503,000 958,600 186,400 772,200 81% 91%
Montana 70,700 86,000 0 86,000 100 22
Nebraska 180,000 300,000 180,000 120,000 40 67
Nevada no repository 31,300 0 31,300 100
New Hampshire 135,000 155,000 11,000 144,000 93 15
New Jersey 1,000,000 1,090,200 255,000 835,200 11% 9%
New Mexico O 207,000 207,000 0 0 AN
New York 4,000,000 3,812,100 703,400 3,108,700 82 -5
North Carolina 307,800 432,800 75,600 357,200 83 41
North Dakota 179,500 202,000 158,700 43,300 21 13
Ohio 1,641,300 2,315,700 1,726,000 586,700 25% 41%
Oklahoma e 500,000 335,000 165,000 33 A
Oregon 337,600 548,500 0 548,500 100 63
Pennsylvania 1,053,300 1,265,800 777,600 488,200 39 20
Rhode Island e 156,900 0 156,900 100 Ces
South Carolina 383,900 572,900 72,000 500,900 87% 49%
South Dakota 150,000 144,000 120,000 24,000 0 -6
Tennessec ce 500,000 500,000 0 0 .
Texas 3,001,000 3,789,500 50,000 3,739,500 99 26
Utah 226,300 430,200 100,000 330,200 77 90
Vermont 100,000 118,000 118,000 0 0% 18%
Virginia 570,000 744,000 325,900 418,100 56 31
Washington 275,000 474,100 0 474,100 100 72
West Virginia 192,100 650,000 650,000 0 ] 238
Wisconsin 371,600 491,000 221,000 270,000 55 32
Wyoming 52,100 62,000 10,000 52,000 84 19

Note: The numbers reported are results of
estimates. Numbers have been rounded to the
nearest 100. Percentages have been rounded
to the nearest whole number. Numbers
reparted in the “Total” and “Automated file”
columns include subjects whose records are
partially automated, but do not include the

master name index.
... Not available.
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*This figure docs not include the District of

Columbis, Mississippi, New Mexico,

Oklahoma, Rhode Island and Tenniesses for
which 1984 data was not reponted. It also
does not include Nevada which did not have a
repository in 1984, Except for Vermont, for
which cormrected data was submitted, the data
in this column is taken from Bureau of Justice

Statistics, Technical Report: State Criminal
Records Repositories (October 1985), Table
1. The numbers have been rounded to the

nearest 100.

bRcspondent indicated in the current survey
that this figure includes many records which
have since been purged because the records

contained only non-sedous offenses,
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Table 3. Number of final dispositions reported to State criminal history repository, 1989

1y 9| Percent change,
State 1983 1989 1983-89
Alabama - 35,000
Alaska 16,600 40,800 146 %
Arizona 59,900 112,500 88
Axkansas 4,000 7,000 75
Califormia 590,000 850,000 44
Colorado 24,600° AN
Connecticut 110,300 142,900 30%
Delaware 20,800 74,000 256
District of Calumbia A e
Florida 171,300 110,000 -36
Georgia - 260,000
Hawaii 21,800 54,800 151%
Idaho v -
Tinois . 135,000
Indiana 30,900 20,000 -35
Towa e 23,000
Kansas 24,700 28,900 17%
Keatucky 25,200 6,000 -16
Louisiana 19,500 30,000 54
Maine 15,000 30,000 100
Maryland 436,600
Massachusctis . e
Michigan 54,700 v
Minnesota 24,000 45,000 88%
Missouri Ce
Montana e 9,600
Nebraska 16,200 12,400 -24%
Nevada e 20,000
New Hampshire 32,200 -
New Jersey 95,600 200,000 109%
New Mexico - 2,600
New York N 443,000
North Carolina 50,000 60,000 20
North Dakota 2,300 4,000 74
Ohio 40,400 65,000 61%
Oklahoma . Ce
Oregon 50,400 i
Pennsylvania 56,600 74,200 31
Rhode Island cee cen
South Carolina 62,400°
South Dakata A
Tennessee ce
Texas 113,100
Utah 20,000
Vemont e 18,700
Virginia 104,400 141,600 36%
Washington 41,800 v
West Virginia 12,800 38,000 197
Wisconsin 49,000 58,800 20
Wyoming 13,700 6,000 -56

Note: Final dispositions include release by the police without
charging, decline to proceed by prosccutor, ar final trial court
disposition. Numbers reported are the results of estimates, Numbers
have been rounded to the nearest 100, Percentages have been
rounded to the nearest whole number. Except for Maine, North
Carolina, Pennsylvania and Virginia for which corrected data was

submitted, the data in the column for 1983 is taken from Bureau of
Justice Statistics, Technical Report: State Criminal Records
Repositories (October 1985), Table 3.

.« . Not available.

*The figure represents the number of dispositions during the fiscal
year (July-June) rather than the calendar year 1983,
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Table 4. Automatlon of master name Index and criminal history file, 1989

Prior manual record

Master name index Criminal history file is automated if offender
State is automated is automated i3 re-arrested
Alabama Yes Partial Yes
Alaska Yes Partial Yes
Arizona Yes Partial Yes
Arkansas Panial No No*
California Yes Partial No
Colorado Yes Yes
Connecticut Yes Partial Yes
Delaware Partial Partial No®
District of Columbia Partial No
Florida Yes Partial Yes
Georgia Yes Yes
Hawaii Yes Yes
Idaho Yes Yes
Illinois Partial Partial Yes
Indiana Yes Partial Yes
Towa Yes Partial Yes
Kansas Yes Partial No
Kentcky Partial Partial Yes
Louisiana Yes Parial Yes
Maine No No
Maryland Yes Partial ‘e
Massachusetts Yes Partial Yes
Michigan Yes Yes
Minnesota Yes Partial No
Missouri Yes Partial Yes
Montana Yes Yes
Nebraska Partial Partial Yes
Nevada Yes Yes
New Hampshire Yes Partial Yes
New Jersey Yes Partial Yes
New Mexico Yes No No
New York Yes Partial Yes
North Carolina Yes Partial Yes
North Dakota Panial Partial Yes
Ohio Partial Pirtial No
Oklahoma Yes Partial Yes
Oregon Yes Yes
Pennsylvania Yes Partial Yes
Rhode Island Yes Yes
South Carolina Yes Partial Yes
South Dakota Yes Partial Yes©
Tennessee Partial No
Texas Yes Panial Yes
Utah Yes Pantial Yes
Yermont Yes No
Virginia Yes Partial Yes
Washington Yes Yes
West Virginia No No
Wisconsin Yes Partial Yes
Wyoming Yes Partial Yes

Not available, bOnly the new amrest information is automated.
AAfer July 1, 1990, the offender’s entire recard will be subsequently °Bcgan automating arrest data March 1990.
automated.
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Table 5. Data required by State law to be submitted to State criminal history repository, 1989

Data required to be submitted to repositories

Felony dispositions
Prosccutor by courts with Admission/release of felons Probation Parole
State declinations felony jurisdiction State prisons ~ Local jails information information

Alabama X
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas

California

K

Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware

District of Columbia
g Florida

o M X

Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho
Nlinois
Indiana

HRREMEMH HHEMEKHK X X X

Jowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine

Hpdpd MMM X HKXH M

PHHM HHERME K XKD X XWX
Mo HAHE M AN

MR XM X

»

Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi

b
>
»

f Missourd
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire

R R M
o X XN
L

)

i New Jersey

l New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota

b
SN MMM MMM K M MMM MM KMK KM KXX K K K

E - - S T o T T TR
M MW X X

E T

Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island

MR HK X
L

b
o
e
"
»
»

; South Carolina

I South Dakota X
; Tennessee.

Texas

Utah X

E ]
L

Lo
L B

Vermont
Virgini
Washington
West Virginia
Wyoming

el ok
HRMHHM K KKK
PR R
b
ke
e

... Not available.
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Explanatory Notes for Table 6

The notes below expand on the data in Table 6. The eéxplanatory information was provided by the respondents.

3State does not have a legal requirement that fingerprints and arrest data
for all felony arrests must be submitted 1o the State criminal history

repository.

bRcspondml indicated that arrest information is reponed by fingerprint
cards, terminal, and court judgments.

®Respondent indicated that arrest information is reported on fingerprint
cards and on unifomm arrest reports which may not include fingerprints.

depondcnt indicated that armrest information is reported by fingerprint
cards and criminal summonses.

€ The Metropolitan Police Department also serves as the central repository
for criminal records for the District of Columbia; fingerprinting,
therefore, is performed by the Police Departmentfrepository.

fogure is for fiscal year 1989 rather than calendar year 1989.

BResponderit indicated that amrest informatien is reported by hard copies of
the arrest report.

thspondcnz indicated that arrest information is reported by terminal.

iprondcnl indicated that arrest information is reported by fingerprint
cards, terminal, final dispositions, FBI abstracts, and other documents.

JRespondent indicated that approximately 70% of all persons charged with
a criminal offense are summeoned to appear in court. In 1987, the
fingerprint law was changed to provide that persons being summoned
instead of arrested are to be fingerprinted. Prior to the change, the law
mandated that a person had 1o be "in custody charged with the commission
of 2 crime” to be fingerprinted. Training is on-going to bring the
submission rate into compliance.

th:pondmt indicated that resubmissions are rare.

1Al!hough arrests are fingerprint supported, the arrests are not linked to
the case cycle; therefore, the criminal history file is not fingerprint
supported.

MRespondent indicated that arrest informaticn is reported by fingerprint
cards and court abstracts.

PRespondent indicated that arrest information is reported on an
arrest/custody form which need not be accampanied by fingerprints,

16 Data tables
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Table 6. Arrest records with fingerprints, 1989

Number of arrest Percent of
fingerprint cards Percent of arrest Percent of arrest events in
submitted to fingerprint cards retumed criminal history
State criminal retumned by State fingerprints file which are
history repository criminal history resubmitted fingerprint
State in 1989 repository as unacceptable and aceepted supported
Total 6,062,400
Alabama 292,900 4% 0% 100%
Alaska® 15,900 18-20 0 75b
Arizona 101,900 4 1 100
Arkansas 23,000 3 1 100
California 1,000,000 0 100
Colorado 137,000 8-15% 0% 100%
Coanecticut 97,100 <l 0 75¢
Delaware 40,000 < 0 95d
District of Columbia® 10,000t 958
Florida 585,400 6 25 100
Georgia 330,000 4% 0% 100%
Hawail 52,700 ... . 9sh
Idaho 27,300 2 10 100
Ilinois 200,300 0 100
Indiana 46,400 15 5 100
Towa 30,000 7% <% 100%
Kansas 46,800 0 70-75!
Kentucky 22,500 10-15 90-95 98
Louisiana 179,000 10 90 100
Maine 6,500 <t 50 30!
Maryland 153,000 0% 100%
Massachusets 50,000-55,000 510 Lk o
Michigan 116,800 0 100
Minnesota 26,500 3 <1% 100
Mississippi 9,000 50 75 100
Missouri 92,000 109 0% 100%
Montana 12,000 5 1 100
Nebraska 13,700 25 1 100
Névada 36,300 7 1 100
New Hampshire 9,300 0 25-35M
New Jersey 145,700 8% 4% 100%
New Mexico 26,200 1 5 98
New York 520,100 <S 100 90
Noith Carolina 63,200 5 10 100
North Dakota 5,000 10 0 100
Ohio 114,500 5% 1% 100%
Oklahoma 60,000 17 10 100
Oregon 92,100 <1 < 100
Pennsylvania 166,700 11 75 100
Rhode Island 30,000 1 .. 100
South Carolina 154,400 5% 295 100%
South Dakota 17,600 57 < 100
Tennessee 75,000 5 25 100
Texas 398,400 0 100
Utah 50,200 0 100 ~
Vermon:? 9,000 35-45% 20% 35-40%"
Virginia 110,000 20 90 100
Washington 131,600 5 3 100
West Virginia 37,200 5 1 100
Wisconsin 7,600 P 100
Wyoming 11,100 0 100

Note: Percentages and numbers reported are results of estimates.
Numbers have been rounded to the nearest 100. Percentages have been
rounded to the nearest whole number. The total arrest fingerprint cards
submitted to State criminal history repositaries in 1989 was calculated
using the mid-point of the range where a range appears in the underlying

data. Except as noted in the explanatory notes, arrest information is
reported to all State criminal history repositories by fingerprint cards only.

. .. Not available.
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Table 7. Notlce to State erlminal history repository of release of arrested persons without charging, 1989

If an arrestee is not Percent of fingerprint
charged after submission of submissions for which
fingerprints, State law requires repository is notified that

State niotification of repository arrestee has not been charged

Alabama Yes <1%

Alaska No

Arizona No

Arkansas No <1

Califomia Yes .

Colorado Yes 10%

Connecticat No

Delaware No

District of Columbia®

Florida Yes

Georgia Yes 100%

Hawaii Yes 90+

Idaho Yes v

Ilinois Yes 0

Indiana Yes 50

Towa Yes

Kansas Yes

Kentucky No

Louisiana No

Maine Yes <1%

Maryland Yes

Massachusetts No

Midﬁganb

Minnesota Yes 80%

Mississippi No 10

Missouri No

Montana Yes v

Nebraska Yes 10%

Nevada Yes 90

New Hampshire No

New Jersey No

New Mexico No

New Yok No

North Carolina® No

North Dakota Yes

Ohio No

Oklahoma No

Oregon No

Peansylvania Yes

Rhode Island No

South Carolina No 5%

South Dakota Yes 1

Tennessee No

Texas No

Utah No

Vermont Yes 100%°

Virginia No

Washington No

West Virginia Yes 60

Wisconsin Yes ve

Wyoming Yes &0

lrf"w: P mdsz “P“;“"d are results of .E‘im““- Percentages bpolice must release ar charge an individual before sending

ave bemNa :'3\3& blg,w e nearest whole number, fingerprints to the repasitory.
. . °The repository receives armaignment reports on all arraignments
;iost:!m the mﬁsmﬂnx and the filing of charges are perfomed at from the courts. If no arraignment is received within six months,
e

the repository contacts the arresting agenicy.
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Table 8. Completeness of prosecutor and court disposition reporting to State criminal history rerository, 1989

Percent of cases in Percent of cases in which
which State central fingerprints are rescived by State
Prosecutor Final felony trial Convicted Not cymvicted

State declinations court dispositions after summons afi<x summons
Alabama <1% 30% - v
Alaska NA 85 5% NA
Arizona cee - NA NA
Axkansas 15 35 NA NA
Califomia 85
Colorado <15% 100% 100% 100%
Connecticut NA 100 e ve
Delaware 50 e NA NA
District of Columbia 0 S 97-99 97-99
Florida 60 50 0 NA
Georgia 100% 85% NA NA
Hawaii Ce. e - NA
Idaho 100 80 NA NA
Ilinois 50 50 0% NA
Indiana 50 75 0 NA
Towa NA - NA
Kansas 35-40% 80% I .
Kencky NA 75-80 NA NA
Louisiana 50 50 NA NA
Maine <1 100 2% 1%
Maryland e 82% v NA
Massachusetts NA 100 NA NA
Michigan NA 64 . e
Minnesota 70% 99 7% 0%
Mississippi 30 25
Missouri 80% 60%
Montana v 80 e R
Nebraska 100 50 NA NA
Nevada 90 65 NA NA
New Hampshire NA 80
New Jersey 90% 95% 85% 85%
New Mexico NA 5 10 10
New York
North Carolina NA 93 NA NA
North Dakota 80 80 50 NA
Ohio NA 55% NA NA
Oklzhoma NA 80 NA NA
Oregon NA 60" 50% NA
Pennsylvania 80% 70 NA
Rhode Island 1 10 10%
South Carolina 80% 100% 90% 5%
South Dakota 1 75 50 50
Tenncssee NA 5 N .
Texas 0 40 NA NA
Utah 1] 60
Vermont 100% 100% NA NA
Virginia NA 95 - e
Washington 40 7 5-10% NA
West Virginia 85 85 2 0%
Wyoming 60 60 5 NA

Note: Percentages reporied are results of estimates, Percentages

have been rounded to the nearest whole number,

Nox available,

NA  Not applicable. (Net required to be submitted.)

"Rmpandmt indicated that this figure reflects the percent of
dispositions reported in 1987; more current figures were

unavailable.
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2Respondent indicated that although the information is not available on-line
and is therefore not a part of the operational database, the information is
retained.

mepondmt indicated that although the State law does not provide for the
action, those received are noted on the record by the repository.

SRespondent indicated that although State law provides for the action, none
are received by the repository.

9dRespondent indicated that although State law docs not provide for set
asides of felony convictions, the repository does receive same orders for
set asides, and the records arc destroyed.

Explanatory Notes for Table 9

The notes below expand on the data in Table 9. The explanatory information was provided by the respondents.

“Respondent indicated that 50 pexcent are destroyed, and 50 percent are
retained with the action noted on the record.

fRespondml indicated that the restoration order is a part of the pardon.

8Respondent indicated that expungements are by court order in
Massachusetts.
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Table 9. Policies/practices of State criminal history repository regarding modification of felony convictions, 1989

Expungements St Asides Pardons _ torati ivi
State law How records State law How records How records How records
rovides are treated rovides are treated are treated State law are treated
or ex- by State or set by State State law by State provides by State

pungement criminal asides criminal ?xvvidm criminal for restoration criminal

of felony history of felony history + or pardons  history t of felons' history +
State convictions mposiloryf convictions repository of felons repositary civil dghts repository
Alabama Yes 1 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Alaska Yes 2 Yes 2
Arizona Yes 2 Yes 2
Arkansas Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
California Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Colorado Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Connecticut Yes 2 A i
Delaware v Yes c Yes <
District of

Columbia Yes 3 Yes 3
Florida Yes 4 Yes 4 Yes 4
Georgia Yes 2 Yes 6° Yo &
Hawaii Yes 2
Idaho Yes 1 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Mlinois Yes 2 Yes 2
Indiana Yes 1 Yes 2 Yes 2
Towa Yes 1 L Yes 2 Yes 2
Kansas Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Kentucky Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Louisiana Yes 1.2¢ Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Maine Yes 2
Maryland Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes A
Massachusetts Yes& 1 Yes S Yes 5
Michigan Yes 1 Yes 2 Yes 2
Minnesota Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Mississippi Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Missouri 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Montana Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Nebraska Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Nevada Yes 2 ..
New Hampshire  Yes . Yes . Yes
New Jersey Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
New Mexico vd Yes 2 Yes 2 Yos 2
New York Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
North Carolina Yes 2 Yes 2 Yo 2
North Dakota Yes 2
Ohio Yes 7 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Oklahoma Yes 1 Yes 2 Yes 2
Oregon Yes 1 Yes 5 Yes 2
Pennsylvania Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes ¢
Rhode Island Yee 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
South Carolina Yes 2
South Dakota Yes 2 Yes 1 Yes 1 .
Teanessee ® 2 2b v
Texas Yes 2 Yes 2
Utah Yes 2 Yes 2
Vermont Yes 3 Yes 1 Yes 8 . .
Virginia Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Washington Yes 7 Yes - Yes ce. Yes 7
West Virginia Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Wisconsin Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
‘Wyoming Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
1 Recordis destroyed by State criminal history repository. 6 No action is taken. .
2 Record is retained with action noted on the record. 7 Record is retumed to submitting agency.
3 Record is returned to the court. 8  Record is retumed to the Governor's Office.
. 4 Noaction presently being taken; respondent indicated that .
intention is to retain records with action noted. -+« Notavailable.

5 Record is scaled.

Criminal History Information Systems 1990 21




Explanatory Notes for Table 12

The notes below expand on the data in Table 12. The explanatory information was provided by the respondents.

#Disposition information is held for 30 days to cnsure that the arrest card is
received at the State criminal history repository (SCR).

bR(spondmt indicated that normal processing time would be 3-4 days up to
one week,

®Respondent indicated that normal processing time would be two weeks and
advised that with the commencement of automation in July 1990, the
backlog would be eliminated.

dRt:spondcm indicated that the current processing time of 15-20 days is
slower than preferred, but with the present staff and workload, this is not
considered a backlog.

®The SCR operates under a court order to process dispositions within 90
days. Respondent indicated that with the present and foreseeable staff
levels and the volume of documents the SCR handles, 40 days is nomal
processing time.

fDisposir.ions are entered directly by the courts.

8Respondent indicated that disposition data is current since 1988; there does
exist a pre-1988 backlog.

I"F'n'xgcrprimi.ng is performed at the repositary. Respondent indicated that
it takes approximately 2 wecks to microfiche the arrest data.

*Respondent indicated that 30 days is the optimum processing time.
Currently, the repository has approximately 30,000 cards which have been
name searched and arc ready for entry into the criminal history database,
and approximately 15,000 cards which have not been either name searched
or entered into the database.

jRespmdmL indicated that a backlog of approximately 100,000 transactions
exists; in 1991, with the completion of automation of the courts in Florida,
respondent expects that processing time can be reduced to 4-6 weeks.

chspondcnt indicated that the present backlog is due to implementation of
an automated fingerprint identification system (AFIS) and would be
worked out within a few months.

IRespondent indicated that the backlog is duc to AFIS implementation: the
nommal processing time is two weeks.

™MRespondent indicated that normal processing time would be one week.

PRespondent indicated that 10 days would be normal processing time.

®Dispositions are by tape entry upon receipt.

PRespondent indicated that nommal processing time would be one week or
less.

9Respondent indicated that the backlog was duc to staffing levels.
TRespondent indicated that the target processing time is 3 days.
SRespondent indicated that normal processing time would be the same day.
'Respondent irdicated that normal processing time would be 1-2 weeks.

YArrest fingerprints for purposes of bail hearingg are sent by facsimile and
have priority; they are entered within 2 hours.

VRespondent indicated that first offenders are current; processing time is 2-
3 days. The processing time for offenders with prior records takes about 2
weeks because there are more repeat offenders and more coding is
required.

WData is entered the same day it is received.

*Respondent indicated that a backlog of about 35,000 dispositions curreatly
exists; normal processing time would be 1-2 days.

YRespondent indicated that a backlog of 5,000-7,000 curds per month
cxists. Respondent anticipates that the AFIS implementation will reduce
processing time to 3 days.

ZRespondent indicated that significant additional funding has been received
to eliminate the backlog within next year,

32Respondent indicated that normal processing time would be 1-2 days.

bbR espondent indicated that there may be a backlog of 500-1,000
dispositions; normal processing time would be the same day.

CDisposition reports arc held for 10-12 days to ensurc that the fingerprint
cards have been received and processed.

ddepondml indicated that there is a 20,000 document backlog; optimum
processing time would be 1 week.
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Table 10. ' Fingerprinting of Incarcerated offenders and linkage to records maintained by State criminal history repository, 1989

Law requires Percent of
fingerprinting of admitted admitted prisoners
prisoners and seading for whom rcpository Repository uses fingerprints
fingerprints 1o repository receives fingerprints to make positive identification
and to link correctional
State State prisons  Local jails Statc prisons ~ Local jails data with proper records
Alabama Yes 100% Yes
Alaska
Arzona
Arkansas Yes 100 Yes
California Yes Yes 100 90 Yes
Colorado Yes Yes 100% 95% Yes
Connecticut
Delaware Yes 100 Yes
District of Columbia
Florida Yes 100 Yes
Georgia Yes 100% Yes
Idaho Yes 100 Yes
Mlinois Yes Yes 90+ 90+% Yes
Indiana Yes Yes 95 50 Yes
Towa Yes Yes .. . Yes
Kansas Yes Yes 100% e Yes
Kentucky Yes 100 Yes
Louisiana Yes Yes 98 50% Yes
Maine 100 2 Yes
Maryland 100% Yes
Massachusetts 100 70% Yes
Michigan Yes 100 Yes
Minnesota Yes 99 Yes
Mississippi Yes Yes 100 10 Yes
Missouri Yes e 100% v Yes
Montana 100 Yes
Nebraska Yes 100 5 Yes
Nevada 100 Yes
New Hampshire Yes Yes 100 50 Yes
New Jersey Yes Yes 95% 50% Yes
New Mexico Yes 15 25 Yes
New York Yes Yes 100 v Yes
North Carolina Yes Yes 100 100 Yes
North Dakota Yes Yes 100 10 Yes
Ohio Yes Yes 100% 0% Yes
Oklahoma 100 Yes
Oregon 100 Yes
Pennsylvania 95 Yes
Rhode Island v e Yes
South Cardlina 100% 95% Yes
South Dakota Yes Yes 100 95 Yes
Tennessee Yes Yes 100 v Yes
Texas Yes 100 Yes
Utah Yes 100 Yes
Vermont Yes Yes 100% 100% Yes
Virginia Yes Yes 100 100 Yes
Washington Yes 20-30 Yes
West Virginia Yes Yes 100 60 Yes
Wisconsin Yes v Yes
Wyoming Yes Yes 100 95 Yes
Note: The figures in the columns represent the estimated percent of absence of a response indicates that the information is neither
fingerprint cards réceived from State prisons and local jails in both mandated by a State legal requirement nor is it voluntarily submiued.
States where a legal requirement exists to fingerprint Percentages are rounded to the nearest whole number.
incarcerated individuals and send the fingerprints to the repository
and States where the procedure is carricd out voluntarily, The ... Notavailable.
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Table 11. Probation and parole data in State criminal history repository, 1989

Percent of cases where admission
to and release from supervision

——isrcponted to repository !

!

State Probation Parcle :
i

Alabama :

Alaska

Arizona

Axkansas 10% 100%

California 85 100

Colorado 0% 1009

Connocticut

Delaware 100 100

District of Columbia 0 0

Florida 85 85

Georgia 100% 100%

Hawaii F

Idaho 0

Nlinois 50 50

Indiana 75 1

Towa “ A

Kansas 98% 90%

Kentucky 100 100

Louisiana 98 95

Maine

Maryland 40% 40%

Massachusetts

Michigan

Minnesota 99 99

Mississippi 100 100

Missouri 100% 100%

Montana

Nebraska 50 100

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey 40% 90%

New Mexico

New Yok 100 100

North Carolina 100 100

North Dakota 100 100

Ohio 50% 95%

Oklahoma

Orcgon 25 25

Pennsylvania 90 90

Rhode Island

South Carolina 100%

South Dakota 80 98%

Tennessec - Ce <

Texas 50 100

Utah 75 100 |
|

Vermont 10% 50% |

Virginia |

Washington :

West Virginia 85 90 ‘

Wyoming 10 100

Note: The figures reported in this table are from States in which Sec Table 5 for States which have a legal requirement that ‘

there is a legal requirément that probation/parole information must probation/parale information must be reported to the repository. |

be reported to the Statc criminal history repository or States where Percentages reported are the results of estimates. Percentages are ‘

the information is voluntarily reported. . The absence of a response rounded to the nearest whole number. |

indicates that the State neither statutorily mandates that the

information is reported nor is the information voluntarily reported. ... Not available.
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Table 12. Average number of days to process arrest and disposition data submitted to State crimlnal history repository, 1989

—__Arrests —.Final dispositions by trjal court
;o Backlog Averagenumberof davsbetween: ~ Backlog

Arrest Receipt of fingerprints of entering Receipt of of entering

and receipt and_entry into: data into Final final trial data into

of arrest Master Criminal criminal trial court court disposition criminal

data and name history history disposition and and entry history
State fingerprints index database database receipt of data into database database
Alabama 7 3 3 No 7 3 Mo
Alaska 14 7 7 No 14 2 No
Arizona 17 17 17 No 57 45 No®
Askansas 30 60 60 Yes 60 60 Yes®
California 21 15-20 15-20 Nod 30 40 No®
Colorado 7 2 2 No 42 i No
Connecticut 7 7 7 No 14-28 42-84 e
Delaware 23 23 No 14 Naf NoB
District of Columbia < < Nab No NA 21
Florida 35 30 30 Yedt 180 180 Yes!
Georgia 34 252 252 Yes 30 952 Yes
Hawaii 7 7 7 No Naf No
Idsho 6 7 7 No 35 730 Yes
THinois 1-5 1 1 No 1 No
Indiana 7 60 7-21 Yedk 30 4 Yed
Towa 7 7 7 No Ce 14 No
Kansas 35 1 1 No 7-14 2 No
Kentucky 14 2 2 No 60-90 10-14 No
Louisisna 7 365 365 Yes™ 30 365 Yes?
Maine 14 1 3 No 14 1 No
Maryland 7 3 60 Yes 14 o° No
Massachusetts 28 300 300 YesP 2 7-10 No
Michigan 7 s 5 No 17 5 No
Minnesota 14 14 14 No 28 56 Yesd
Mississippi 21 2 2 No 4256 7-180 Yes
Missouri 30 3 3 No . 23 No
Montana e 1-7 1 No e 2 No
Nebraska 30 1 1 No 365 14 No
Nevada 10 60 60 Yes' 30 % Yes
New Hampshire e RN 1-2 7 1 No
New Jersey 7-14 1 1 No 7 60-950 Yest
New Mexico 21 2 NA No 60 1 No
New York 7 <1-14" <1-14% No NA of No
North Carolina 7 15-20t 15-20t Not 15 15 No®
North Dakota 7-10 <l <l No 30 < No
Ohio 14 14 14 NoV 21-60 oY No
Oklahoma 7-14 5 2 No 14 14 No
Oregon 14 1-10 1-10 No . 30-90 Yes*
Peansylvania 5 7-112 7-112 Yes¥ 180 2 No
Rhode Island 30 3 3 No ... 2 No
South Carolina 5 10 10 No 14 30 Yes™
South Dakota 7-14 1 1 No 30 23 No
Tennessee 7-14 2 2 No 28-42 2 No
Texas 14 2 14 No 28 730% Yes
Utah 7-14 7 7 No 180 14 No
Vemmont 7 7-10 7-10 Yes™ 10 3 YesP?
Virginia 35 5 5 No 90-120 5 No
Washington 5-42 5-10 5-10 No 60 23 No
West Virginia 3-10 34 34 No 20-30 10-15 No™®
Wisconsin 23 14 14 No 14 60-90 Yes3d
Wyoming 7 7 7 No 7 3 No

Note: Numbers have been rounded to the nearest whole number.

. .. Notavailable.

NA Not applicable.
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Explanatory Notes for Table 13

The notes below expand on the data in Table 13. The explanatory information was provided by the respondents.

®Disposition information is held for 30 days to ensure that the arrest card is
received at the State criminal history repository (SCR).

bRxpondmL indicated that normal processing time would be two weeks and
advised that with the commencement of automation in July 1990, the
backlog would be elimigated.

“Respondent indicated that normal processing time would be one weck.
dThe SCR operates under a cownt order to process dispositions within 90
days. Respondent indicated that with the present and foresceable staff

levels and the volume of documents the SCR handles, 40 days is normal
processing time.

°Dispositions are entered directly by the courts.

fR&spom:!cnt indicated that disposition data is current since 1988; there does
exist a pre-1988 backlog.

BInformation is entered directly by the prison system.

M nformation is entered into automated corrections system as it occurs.
The information is then cxtracted by the repository on a current basis.

iRwspondcm indicated that a backlog of approximately 100,000 transactions
cxists; in 1991, with the completion of autemation of the courts in Florida,
respondent expects that processing time can be reduced to 4-6 wecks.

chspondcnl indicated that a backlog of approximately 60,000-70,000
transactions cxists.

kapondmt indicated that the backlog is due to AFIS implementation; the
normal processing time is two wecks.

1Com:ctional information is entered into the database only if an arrcst is
made by the Indiana State Police.

TMRespondent indicated that 10 days would be normal processing time.

ADispositions are by tape entry upon receipt.

ORespondent indicated that the backlog was dus to staffing levels.
PCorrectional information is niet included on a rapsheet uinless requested.
9Respondent indicated that normal pfocssing time would be the same day.
"Respondent indicated that normal processing time would be 1-2 weeks.

SRespondent indicated that normal processing time would be 1-2 weeks; a
backlog of 2-3 months currently exists.

"Data is entered the same day it is received.

YRespondent indicated that a backlog of about 35,000 dispositions currently
exists; normal processing time would be 1-2 days.

VRespondent indicated that carrectional information is not being entered
into the database.

YRespondent indicated that normal processing time would be 2 weeks.

*Respondent indicated that significant additional funding has been received
to eliminate the backlog within next year.

YRespondent indicated that there may be a backlog of 500-1,000
dispositions; normal processing time would be the same day.

ZRespondent indicated that a 7-10 day backlog exists.

42Disposition reports are held for 10-12 days to ensure that the fingerprint
cards have been received and processed.

bbRespondent indicated that there is a 20,000 document backlog; optimum
processing time would be 1 week.
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‘Table 13. Average number of days to process disposition and correctional admission data submitted to State criminal history repository, 1989

Final dispositions by trial s
weeq; Backlog

Avemge numbcerof days between: Backlog e
Receipt of of entering Admission of Receipl o of entering

Final final trial data into offender and corrections] data - data into

trial cournt court disposition criminal i .~ and entry into criminal

disposition and and entry history State Local criminal history ~  history
State receipt of data into database datsbase prisons  jails database database
Alabama 7 3 No 7 NA 3 No
Alaska 14 2 No NA NA NA NA
Arxizona 57 45 No* NA NA NA NA
Arkansas 60 60 Yed 10 NA 60 Yes©
California 10 40 Nod 30 30 10-20 No
Colorado 42 1 No 3 7 2 No
Coanecticut 14-28 42-84 .. v e v
Delaware 14 NAS Nof 7 NA NAB Mo
District of Columbia NA 21 e o ¢ NA No
Florida 180 180 Yes 35 NA 540 Yes!
Greorgia 30 952 Yes 14 NA 252 Yes
Hawaii NAB No
Idaho 35 730 Yes 7 NA 7 No
Tiinois . 1 No 1 15 1 No
Indiana 30 42 Yek 14 14-365 Nal NA
Towa .. 14 No 7 7 7 No
Kansas 7-14 2 No 35 ... 1 No
Kentucky 60-90 10-14 No 30 NA 2 No
Louisiana 30 365 Y™ 14 14 14 No
Maine 4 1 No 14 14 1 No
Maryland 14 o No 1 7 ok Ne
Massachusetts 2 7-10 No NA NA NA NA
Michigan 17 5 No 7-10 NA 5 No
Minnesota 28 56 Yes® 7 NA 14 No
Mississippi 2-56 7-180 Yes 7 NA NAP NA
Missouri .. 23 No 30 NA 23 No
Montana . 2 No NA 1 No
Nebraska 365 14 No 2 56 7 No
Nevada 30 90 Yesd 10 60 Yes®
New Hampshire 7 1 No 30 1-2 No
New Jersey 7 60-90 Yes' 721 7-21 60-90 Yes$
New Mexico 60 1 No 28 NA 2 No
New York NA o° No 7-14 7-14 14 No
North Carolina 15 15 Not 30 15-20 15-20 N
North Dakota 30 < No 7 30 d No
Ohio 21-60 o No 14-90 NA 2 No
Oklahoma 14 14 No 14 NA 2 No
Orcgon cen 30-90 Yes* 7 NA 1 No
Pennsylvania 180 2 No 14 30 NAY NA
Rhode Istand 2 No . 1 No
South Carolina 14 30 Yes© 10 10 56 Yes¥
South Dakota 30 23 No 30 7 1-2 No
Tenncssee 2842 2 No 7 e 1 No
Texas 28 730* Yes 2 NA 1 No
Uhah 180 14 No 14 NA 7 No
Vemoat 10 3 Yes/ 14-21 14-21 - Yes©
Virginia 90-120 5 No 42-56 42-56 5 No
Washington 60 2% No 14 NA 7 No
West Virginia 20-30 10-15 No*? 5-10 5-10 12 No
Wisconsin 14 60-50 Yes® 7 7 14 No
Wyoming 7 3 No 7 NA 7 No
Note: Numbers have been rounded to the nearest whole number. NA Not apoplicable.
. .. Not available.
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Table 14. Procedures employed by State criminal history repository to encourage complete arrest and disposition reporting, 1989

Lists of amests with

no dispositions

generated to monitor Field Form Telephone
State disposition reporting visits letters calls

<
»”
>

Alabama );I
Alaska

Arizona® *
Arkansas
Califorrﬂab

*

>

Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware

District of Columbia
Florida

M XX
E o

»

Moo M
I S R

Georgia®
Hawaii
Idaho
Hlinois
Indiana

L A A
o
Bl

Towa
Kansasd
Kentucky *
Louisiana

Maine X

*
o

e
b

Falad

Maryland®
Massachusetts’
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi

tad

e »
»

Missouri
Montaria®
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire

L T
E
WX =

E R -

»
>

New Jersey
New Mexicol!
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota

ek alel
E e
Hopd X
P

OhioB
Oklahoma
Oregon®
Pennsylvanial X X
Rhode Island

~
»
E R
Lo T

South Carolina X
South Dakota *
Tennessee

Texas *
Utah .

»
Fe oot
>

Vermont®

Virginia *
Washington® X
West Virginia

Wisconsin

Wyoming X

bkl

HHHRR XX
>
teakal

*The repository presently has the capability of generating a list of depondmtindicatcd that repository also uses statewide

amrests in the criminal history record database for which final communication network to request dispositions missing on abstracts
dispositions have not been recorded, but such lists are not currently being prepared for dissemination.

generated periodically as a means of monitoring disposition CRespondent indicated that repository employs formal audits by a
reporting. . The absence of a response indicates that the State does not third party.

have the capability to gencrate such a list.

f, L .
Respondent indicated that repositary employed Law Enforcement
*Respondent indicated that repository also uses newsletters, m A

Agencies Processing System User survey.
ondent indicated that repository also employs audits, both on- 8Respondent indicated that training is also employed by the

site and local agencies, and training. repository.

CR“Pf"’d“,’t indicated that repasitory also publishes requirements in hRespondent indicated that the repository uses monthly statistics of

Georgia Crime Infommation Center Council and Superior Court dispositions received from contributors.

Clerks' Rules and employs & iRcspondtmv. indicated that the repository also works closely with the
28 Data tables court administrator.
JRespondent indicated that repository supported a state level project
on reporting of criminal history data.




Table 15. Methods used to link disposition information to arrést/charge information on criminal history record, 1989

State

Unique tracking
numbez for
individual
subject

Unique arrest
event identifier

Unique charge
identifier

Arrest

Subject
name

Name and

case number Other

AJ.abama"r
Alaska
Arizona*
Arkansas*
California

Colorado*
Connecticut*

Delaware®

District of Columbia®*

Florida*

Georgia*
Hawaii
Idaho*
Tlinois
Indiana*

Towa*
Kansas
Kentucky*
Louisiana*
Maine*

Maryland*
d

New Jessey*
New Mexico*
New York*
North Carolina
North Dakota

Ohio*
Oklahama*
Oregon
Pennsylvania*
Rhode Isiand®

South Carclina*
South Dakoza*
Tennessee*
Texas

Utah*

Vermont*
Virginia*
Washington®*
West Virginia*
Wisconsin®
Wyoming*

X

»

Ea - T R o

LT S

E

MR XEEMX M

=

b

o

o]

oM XK

X

badtad

e

el a s EA I P I KRR X

Ea T -

EL I

KR >

>

Mok KM X

>

-

MM X K

e

oM X

» R ] L o

x X

PO MMM X

=

P XX K M

HooH XK XX

A X E I ]

>

X
X x2

XC

E -

E R

E T

M

X
X

Note: Repositaries weze asked to list all
methods which may be utilized to link

disposition information. Matching of seveal
items of information may be used 10 confirm
that the appropriate link is being made. Also

if information of one type is missing,
repositories may look to other types of
information contzined on the disposition

report.

*Method(s) utilized by the repositary for

linking disposition infarmation and

arrest/charge information also permit the
linking of dispositions to particular charges
and/ar specific counts.

¥Criminal Justice Information System (CJIS)
case number,

bﬁngcxprims placed on disposition.

®Date of birth and social security number.

dﬁngcrpﬁm supported arrest data ig not
linked to dispositions.

“Fingerprint tapes.

fFBI number.

8Case number on arrest card.

"By docket and disposition report.
Unique control number on combination
arrest/disposition form.

Criminal History Information Systems 1990 29




Table 16. Procedures fellowed when linkage cannot be made bétween court or correctional information and arrest information in the
criminal history database, 1989

Createa ‘dummy’ ) Estimated percent of
segment Enter information without Enter no information ispositions received
Arrest Court inkage to a ata without linkage which cannot be linked
assurned disposition From From arge i atj
from cournt assumed from From correctional From  correctional Final court Carrectional
State disposition correctional data courts agencics courts  agencics Other dispositions  information
Alabama X e
Alaska X 10%
Arizona x? v
Arkansas ) X X 30 20%
Califormnia X
Colorado x0 100% 20%
Connecticut X < <1
Delawarc X X 5 5
District of
&=
Calumbia *
Florida X X
Georgia X * 5%
Hawaii * «
Idaho * *
Hlinois X X 5% 2
Indiana X 15 5
Towa X X e ‘o
Kansas X X 6% 20
Kentucky X X <5 <S
Louisiana X 20 2
Maine X 70
Maryland X X A N
Massachusetts X 99% P
Michigan X 11 <t
Minnesota X X X 6 6
Mississippi X 20 -
!
Missouri X X . .“d -
Montana X X X° v -
Nebraska X X xf 30% 5
Nevada X Xx® 1 *
New Hampshire X X 30-50 5
New Jersey X X xf 10% 5%
New Mexico X X X© 2 2
New York X X wai
North Carolina X X 10 0
North Dakota X 5 2
Ohio X X 1% 5%
Oklahoma X X
Oregon X X . -
Pennsylvania X 30 v
Rhode Island .
South Carclina X X 5% 5%
South Dakota X X 1 *
Tennessee X X . e
Texas X X 5 2
Utah X X 10 *
Yermont X 5% 15%
Virginia X 5 4
Washington: X X Xe 10 30-40
West Virginia 15-20 15-20
Wisconsin X X x¢ 12 12
Wyoming x*® 5 5
Ve Not applicable : #Data is maintained in a separate database. deacking number system has recently been
The repository does not receive final court bCoun dispositions remain-on line for two instituted; all dispositions can now be linked.
dispositions or correctional information that years unless matching arrest card arrives. “Return information to
cannot be linked to axrest information in the Corrections scgment is stand alone record and originator/contributing agency.
criminal history record databise. is posted. fRetrieve information manually and link to arrest
CInformation is kept in a manual file., data.
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Table 17. Strategies cmployed by State criminal history reépository to ensure accuracy of data in criminal history database, 1989

State

Munual review
of incoming
source
documents

Or reports

Manual
double-
checking
before
data éntry

Computer
edit and
verification
programs

Manual review
of criminal
record tran-
scripts before
dissemination

Random sample
comparisons of
State criminal
histary repository
files with stored
documents

Error

retumed to
reporting
agencies Other

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Axkansas
Califomia

Colorado
Coanecticut
Delaware

District of Columbia

Florida

Georgia
Hawail
Idaho
Minois
Indiana

Towa

New Jersey
New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota

Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island

South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Vement
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

oMM

T S T T i

MM KK XK

Mpd pd M MMM X M X X

B

»

P - S ]

bt

MoK B S

o

X

o o

b

bl

MR MK >

Mo

bl

HHRMEHE X

xa

xc

xc

xb.cvd,c:g

xb

b

xi

x8

L

2Compare fingerprints.
Sight verification prior to acceptance by

system.

®Bach segment is identified by person

responsible for entering data; errors trackable
to responsible person.
41n-house ecror lists.

®Field audits of courts and prosecutors’

offices.

fFormal audit by third party.

BPeriodic audits for missing information.
bRoutine meonciliation with Department of
Carrectional Servicés, Probation and Parole.

Errors on-line to Office of Court
Administrator.

iMau:hing of data between state and FBI
fingerprints.
IMarual review after eatry.
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Table 18. Audit activities of State criminal history repository, 1989

Transaction logs maintained Random sample audits

to provide audit trail of of user agencies conducted

inquiries, responses, to ensure data quality and
State record updates, modifications compliance with laws
Alabama ) Yes Yes
Alaska Yes No
Arizona Yes No
Arkansas No No
California Yes Yes
Colorado Yes No
Connecticut Yes Yes
Delawarc Yo No
District of Colurnbia Yes No
Florida Yes No
Georgia Yes Yes
Hawaii Yes No
Idaho Yes No
Tlinois Yes No
Indiana Yes No
Towa Yes No
Kansas No Yes
Kentucky No No
Louisima Yes No
Maine Yes No
Maryland Yes No
Massachuseits Yes No
Michigan Yes No
Minnesota Yes No
Missouri Yes Yes
Montana Yes Yes
Nebraske Yes No
Nevada Yes No
New Hampshire Yes No
New Jersey No Yo
New Mexico Yes No
New Yok Yes Yes
North Carolina Yes Yes
North Dakota Yes Yes
Ohio Yes Yes
Oklahoma No No
Oregon Yes No
Pennsylvania Yes Yes
Rhode Island No No
South Carolina Yes No
South Dakota Yes No
Tennessee Yes No
Texss Yes No
Utah Yes Yes
Vermont Yes No
Virginia Yes Yes
Washington Yes Yes
West Virginia Yes No
Wisconsin Yes Yes
Wyoming Yes No
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Table 19, Data quality audits of State criminal ‘history repository, 1989

State

State criminal
history repository
database audited

for accuracy and
completeness within
last 5 years

Changes 10

improve data quality
Agency which were made as a
performed audit result of audit

Data quality
audits are planned
or scheduled for
next 3 years

Iriitiatives are
underway to
improve data
quality

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California

Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware

District of Columbia

Florida

Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho
Dinois
Indiana

Towa
Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine

Maryland
Massachuscits
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi

Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey
New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota

Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island

Scuth Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Vermoat
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

o

XC

Other agency X

Other agency X

Repository X

Other agency X

Repository X

<

Other agency
Repository® X

Other agency X

Other agency
Other agency

Other agency, repository X

oMM X XX L bt

ES I

Unknown

»

MR MRS

I ot ot o T o XKoXX X

F iR

okl

*Repository and audit staff arc part of the same agency but have different
scction supervision,
bAmlysis of the criminal history system database was completed in 1988

which included data quality components.
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®Currently being conducted.

dRmdmnly select 500 doctiments which are checked against in-house
documents for data entry errors; no report is issued.




! : Table 20. State participation in the Interstate Identification Index (IH), 1989

| Percent State plans to Reason(s) why
[ State currently of criminal participate Statz does not
: participates histary files within 5 particjpate
: State in 0 available to 1 years in I
!
;
: Alabana No Unknown 1,2345
| Alaska No Yes 5
| Arizona No Yes 5
[ Arkansas No Yes 34
: California Yes 33%
l Colorado Yes 100%
Connecticut Yes 40
Delaware Yes 5
: District of Columbia No No 34
| Florida Yes 95
Georgia Yes 65%
'~ Hawaii No Yes s
| Idaho Yes 80
; Tlinois No Yes 8
| Indiana No Yes 4.6
:
Towa No Unknown 4
Kansas No Yes 34
: Kentucky No' Yes 14
I Louisiana No No 345
| Maine No Yes 4
: Maryland No Yes 7
| Massachusetts No No* 5
| Michigan Yes 40%
‘ Minnesota Yes 47
| Mississippi No Yes 3
" Missouri Yes 20%
E‘ Montana No Yes®
. Nebraska No Yes 2
!3 Nevada No Yes 4
: New Hampshire No Yes 45
;n
: New Jersey Yes 70%
: {New Mexico No Yes 45
. New York Yes 35
: North Carolina Yes 62
North Dakota No No® 4
Ohio Yes 34%°
g Oklahoma No Yes 23
i Oregon Yes 31
. Pennsylvania Yes 20
Rhode Island No Yes
South Carolina Yes 62%
South Dakota No Yes 3
Tennessee No Yes 34
Texas Yes 25
Utah No Yes
Vermont No Unknown 8
Virginia Yes 50%
Washington No No 24
West Virginia No No 4
Wisconsin No Yes 24
Wyoming Yes 60
. Note: Percentages reported are results of estimates. Percentages 3Respondent indicated ﬂl:;‘r;rﬁ;i‘p-tim is possible, but no time
: have been rounded to the nearest whole number. frame has been determined.
'1.' + Not available. . bRe,spondem. indicated that Montana is currently preparing to be a
; Ilﬁwmwt}g{c m;ord fon:;ﬂ participsnt and intends to be on-line by the end of the year (1990),
) compatible softwarc/hardware . .
s 3  Too few automated records mﬁﬂ%ﬁm“ 100 Pao;::f the camputerized records
‘ 4 Insufficient resources to convert records/system main Y ©y respon
'! ; 5  Camot meet Il standards
3 6 Legalfpolicy considerations
' 7 Lack of perscznel resources
8 No hardware or software
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Explanatory Notes for Table 21

The notes below expand on the data in Table 21. The explanatory information was provided by the respondents.

4Criminal history check conducted by the local agency not the State
criminal history repository.

bName search only fee,
®Those found o be using aliases are also checked through NCIC.
dFingcrprim search fee.

€Gun checks are conducted primarily by the county sheriffs’ offices. The
exceptions are in cases when a nonresident or a State professional law
enfarcement afficer requiring 2 handgun for official purposes applies for a
permit. Under those circumstances, the State Commissioner of Public
Safety issues the permit. Under present law, the agency issuing the pemit
is only required to detcrmine that the applicant is eligible to purchase the
firearm. Legislation effective July 1, 1991, requires that the agency check
the State repository records prior to issuing a permit.

fMaine law allows the State criminal history repository to disseminate adult
conviction data to anyone for any puxpose. There is no State requirement
that gun dealers and store owners check the records of individuals who
purchase fircarms. The purchaser must fill out forms to meet Federal
requirements which ask, among other things, whether the person is a
convicted felon. Some gun dealers do check the records of the State
criminal history repository to verify those answers.

BThe State criminal history repository does not do "gun checks™; a unit
within the Maryland State Police conducts the searches. The answers which
follow reflect the Maryland State Police procedures.

hSince State criminal history repository does not do gun checks, the
repository doces not classify gun checks.

IRiscal year 1989 (July-June) rather then calendar year 1989.

JAlthough the granting authority to purchase a firearm resides with the
local police departments, about one-half of the record checks are
parformed by the State Department of Public Safety Fircarms Bureau.
Practices vary in regard to the types of records checked, Many of the local
police departmeénts who do their own checks access the State criminal
history file, the State "hot files”, NCIC, and II. The checks which are
performed by the Firearms Bureau typically do not include a national
check, but always include a check of the State records.

Khe first figure represents the fee for a name search only; the second
figure represents the fee for a fingerprint search.

1A1 firearms regulated within New York City.

™MRespondent indicated that criminal history checks are conducted by local
law enforcement agencies by name, race, sex, date of birth, and social
security number. Fingerprints can be submitted to the State criminal
history repository if the local agency finds a "hit"™.

"By fingerprint search only.

®The Oregon law became effective January 1, 1990.

PRespondent indicated that the Westem Identification Network (WIN) is
also checked.

9Guns with barrels less than five inches and assault rifles.
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Table 21. Procedures for presale criminal history record checks on potential fircarm purchasers, 1989
Presale record checks
are conducted by Number-of Gun check considered
State criminal history Type of firearm Type of criminal justice (CJ)
repository on potential firearms checks in records Fee or noncriminal
State firearm purchasers regulawdf 1989 checked charged Jjustice (NCY) activity
Alabama®
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
Califomia Yes H 333,000 State, T11 $4.25P a
Colorado -
Counecticut Yes H 30,800 State® a
Delaware
District of Columbia Yes A 300 State, I 2,508 a
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho
Dlinois Yes A 200,000 State, ITT a
Indiana Yes )20l 60,000 State I
Towz®
Kansas Yes A State NG
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine Yesf State NC7
Maryland g 30! 35,200 State, 111 ' h
Massachusetts Yes A 37,400 State, NCIC, II¥ a
Michigan Yes H . State, I a
Minnesota®
Mississippt
Missouri Yes H State, I NCT
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Hampshire
New Jersey Yes A 25,100 State, FBI-ID 8.00/12.00% NCI
New Mexico
New York Yes HoO! 27,600 State, FBI-ID 29.004 NCJ
North Carolina Yes™ H <2007 State, FBI-ID" a
North Dakota
Ohio Yes )] 3.009 a
Oklahoma
Oregon Yes H * State, NCIC, IIIP foil
Peansylvania Yes H 159,800 State a
Rhode Island Yes H 800-1,000 State NC1
South Caralina Yes H 47,400 State, I a
South Dakota Yes H . State a
Tennessee’
Texas
Utah
Vermont
Virginia Yes HOA 9,800 State, NCIC, III 2.000 a
Washington Yes H 24,800 State a
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming
Note: As used in the responses on Table 8, "III" designates the Interstate t A All fireamms
Identification Index, a cooperative Federal-State system for the exchange of H - Handguns oaly

criminal history records. Numbers reported are results of estimates.

Numbers have been rounded to the nearest 100,

Not available.

BD  Handguns and other specially designated fircarms
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Table 22. Search methods used In conducting criminal history checks on potential firearm purchasers, 1989

Present law
Data clements used Minimum elements Soundex pemits giving felony
in search of criminal required to search can be used conviction information
State history database master name index in name search 1o firearms dealers
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California Name, DOB only Name, DOB Yes
Colorado Yes
Connecticut Name, DOB only Name, DOB Yes Yes?
Delaware
District of Columbia  Fingerprints? Name, Sex, Race Yes
Florida Yes
Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho
linois Name, DOB caly Name, DOB Yes
Indiana Fingerprints? Name, DOB Yes
Towa
Kansas Name, DOB only Name, DOB, Sex, Race Yes Yes
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine Name, DOB only Name, DOB Yes Yes
Maryland Name, DOB only Numne Yes
Massachusetts Name, DOB only Name, DOB Yes
Michigan Name, DOB oaly Nzme, DOB, Sex, Race Yes
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri Name, DOB only Name, DOB Yes Yes
Montana Yes
Nebraska
Nevada
New Hampshire
New Jexrsey Fingcrprimsb Name, DOB, Sex, Race, SSN Yes
New Mexico
New York Fingerprints only Name, DOB, Sex, Fingerprints Yes
North Carolina Fingerprints only Name, DOB, Sex Yes
North Dakota
OChio Name, DOB only Name Yes
Oklahorna Yes
Oregon Fingerprints® Name, DOB Yes
Pennsylvania Name, DOB, SSN Name, DOB
Rhode Island Name, DOB only Name, DOB Yes
South Carolina Name, DOB only Name, DOB, Sex, Race Yes Yes
South Dakota Name, DOB only Name, DOB Yes
Temessee
Texas
Utah
Vermont
Virginia Name, DOB only Name, DOB, Sex, Race Yes?
Washington Fingerprints Name, DOB, Sex Yes
West Virginia
Wiscoasin Yes
Wyoming Yes©

3In-state firearms dealers only.

bFingm'pu'.m. search is made only if identification is not made with
prior name/date of birth search.

®Dealer must provide a set of fully rolled fingerprints, a signed and
notarzed waiver, and a $15 processing fee.
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Methodology

This report is based upon the
results from a survey conducted
of the administrators of the State
criminal history record
repositories in February 1990.

A total of 53 jurisdictions were
surveyed, including the 50
States, the District of Columbia,
Puerto Rico, and the United
States Virgin Islands.

Responses were received from all
50 States and the District of
Columbia (Puerto Rico and the
Virgin Islands did not respond).
Respondents were asked to
provide data correct as of the end
of 1989.

The survey instrument consisted
of 53 questions, many of which
were multi-part. The survey was
designed to collect
comprehensive data in 12 topical
areas, as follows:

= current quality and quantity of
records in the criminal history
databases

- participation of the States in
the Interstate Identification Index

« search methods and policies
regarding current procedures for
performing criminal history
checks in the State repositories

« ability of State repositories to
participate in a system in which
convicted felons are uniquely and
easily identified by some form of
a targeted database

» level of fingerprint-supported
arrest reporting to the State
repositories and the process by
which the information is entered
into criminal history record
databases

« level of prosecutor-reported
information in criminal history
databases

« level and timeliness of
disposition by the courts to the
State central repositories

- types of information reported
to the repositories by
correctional facilities

» level of probation/parole-
related information in the
criminal history databases

« extent to which the records in
the criminal history databases
contain final disposition
information

» ability of the State repositories
to link reported disposition data
to arrest data in the criminal
history record databases

- level of audit activity in the
States and the strategies
employed by the State
repositories to ensure accuracy of
the data in the criminal history
record databases.

In addition, in the course of
telephone follow-up to the
survey, repository administrators
were asked three questions
relating to backlogs of entering
arrest data, disposition data, and
correctional admissions data into
the criminal history databases.

Following the receipt of the
responses, all data was
automated. Extensive tclephone
follow-up was undertaken.
Survey respondents were then
permitted a final review of the
data after it was compiled in the
tables which appear in this
report.
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Numbers and percentages shown
in the tables were rounded.
Numbers were rounded to the
nearest 100. Percentages were
rounded to the nearest whole
number.

Averages and totals were
calculated using the mid-point of
the range where ranges appear in
the underlying data. Ininstances
where the result is .5, when it
followed an even number, the
number was rounded down to the
even number (e.g., 4.5 became
4); in instances where the .5
followed an odd number, the
number was rounded up to the
next even number (e.g., 1.5
became 2).

Data reported for 1983 and 1984
were taken from Bureau of
Justice Statistics, Technical
Report: State Criminal Records
Repositories (October 1985).

As shown in the tables in this
report, the numbers were rounded
to the nearest 100.




Drugs & Crime Data =zicz:.

Major heroin smuggling routes into the United States
lilicit drugs—
Cultivation to
consequences

The worldwide drug business

Cultivation & production

Foreign

Domestic
Distribution

Export

Transshipment

|mp0rt into US DEA Quarterly intelligence Trends
Finance

Money laundering

Profits .

One free phone cail can give you access
The fight against drugs to a growing data base on drugs & crime
Enforcement The Drugs & Crime Data Center &
H P gl nier N . .
IBn?lx;;jSeﬁrg |2tti<ca)rr§jlctlon Clearinghouse is managed by the !VIa;or cocaine smuggling routes
Seizure & forfeit Bureau of Justice Statistics. To serve into the United States
eizure & 1orreiture you, the center will —
Prosecution
¢ Respond to your requests

Consumption reduction for drugs and crime data.

E&e"e”?“’” o Let you know about new drugs and

ucation crime data reports.
Treatment

+ Send you reports on drugs and crime.

Consequences of drug use » Conduct special bibliographic

searches for you on specific drugs

Abuse. . and crime topics.
Addiction .
Overdose o Refer you to data on epidemior
Death ogy, prevention, and treatment of

substance abuse at the National
Ciearinghouse for Alcohol and Drug

C”Vn\;ﬁ'l d Information of the Alcohol, Drug
Ile on drugs Abuse, and Mental Health Adminis- DEA Quarerly
For drug money tration. intelligence Trends
Trafficking . ,
¢ Publish special reports on subjects
: T such as assets forfeiture and seizure,
Impact on justice system economic costs of drug-related Call now and speak to a specialist
crime, drugs and violence, drug laws in drugs & crime statistics:

Social disruption of the 50 States, drug abuse and

ti di tive |
Sriocomont reactons toamgsand 1-800-666-3332

crime.
The Drugs & Crime Data Center & . ) Or write to the Drugs & Crime Data
Clearinghouse is funded by the Bureau « Prepare a comprehensive, concise Center & Clearinghouse
of Justice Assistance and .dnfected by report that will bring together a rich 1600 Research Boulevard
the Bureau of Justice Statistics of the array of data to trace and quantify Rockville. MD 20850

U.S. Department of Justice. the full flow of illicit drugs from

cuitivation to consequences.
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Bureau of Justice Statistics
reports

{Revised January 1991)

Call toll-free 800-732-3277 (local 301-
251-5500) to order BJS reports, to be
added to one of the BJS mailing lists,
or to speak to a reference specialist in
statistics at the Justice Statistics
Clearinghouse, National Criminal
Justice Reference Service, Box 6000,
Rockville, MD 20850,
IB‘JtS maintains the following mailing
ists:
®* Law enforcement reports (new)
Drugs and crime data {new)
Justice spending & employment
White-collar crime
National Crime Survey (annual)
Corrections (annual)
Courts (annual}
Privacy and security of criminal
history information and
information policy
© Federal statistics {annual)
® BJS bulletins and special reports
(approximately twice a month)
* Sourcebook of Criminal Justice
Statistics (annual)
Single copies of reports are free; use
NCJ number to order. Postage and
handling are charged for bulk orders
of single reports. For single copies of
multiple titles, up to 10 tilles are free;
11-40 titles $10; more than 40, $20;
libraries call for special rates.
Public-use tapes of BJS data sets
and other criminal justice data are
available from the National Archive of
Criminal Justice Data {formerly
CJAIN}, P.O. Box 1248, Ann Arbor, MI
48106 (toll-free 1-800-999-0960).

Nationa! Crime Survey

The Nation’s two crime measures: Uniform
Crime Repoits and the National Crime
Survey, NCJ-122705, 4/90

Criminal victimization in the U.S.:

1988 (final), NCJ-122024, 10/90
1987 (final report), NCJ-115524, 6/89

8JS special reports

Handgun crime victims, NCJ-123559, 7/90

Black victims, NCJ-122562, 4/30

Hispanic victims, NCJ-120507, 1/90

The redesigned National Crime Survey:
Selected new data, NCJ-114746, 1/89

Motor vehicle theft, NCJ-109978, 3/88

Elderly victims, NCJ-107676, 11/87

Violent crime trends, NCJ-107217, 11/87

Robbery victims NCJ-104638, 4/87

Violent crime by strangers and non-
strangers, NCJ-103702, 1/87

Preventing domestic violence against
women, NCJ-102037, 8/86

Crime prevention measures, NCJ-100438,
3/86

The use of weapons in committing crimes,
NCJ-99643, 1/86

Reporting crimes to the police, NCJ-99432,
12/85

Locating city, suburban, and rural crime,
NGCJ-99535, 12/85

The economic cost of crime to victims,
NCJ-93450, 4/84

Family violence, NCJ-93449, 4/84

BYS bulletins:

Criminal victimization 1989, NCJ-125615,
10/20

Crime and the Nation's households, 1989,
NCU-124544, 9190

The crime of rape, NCJ-96777, 3/85

Household burglary, NCJ-96021, 1/85

Measuring crime, NCJ.75710, 2i81

BJS technical reports
New directions for the NCS, NCJ-115571,
3189
Serigs crimes: Report of a field test,
NCJ-104615, 4/87

Female victims of violent crime,
NCJ-127187, 1/91

Redesign of the National Crime Survey,
NCJ-111457, 3/89

The seasonality of crime victimization,
NCJ-111033, 6/88

Crime and older Americans information
package, NCJ-104569, $10, 5/87

Teenage victims, NCJ-103138, 12/86

Victimization and fear of crime: World
perspectives, NCJ-93872, 1/85, $9.15

The National Crime Survey: Working papers,
vol. I: Current and historical perspectives,
NCJ-75374, 8/82
vol. II: Methodology studies, NCJ-80307

Corrections

BJS bulletins and special reports:

Capital punishment 1989, NCJ-124545, 10/90

Violent State prison inmates and their
victims, NCJ-124133, 7/90

Prisoners in 1989, NCJ-122716, 5/90

Prison rule violators, NCJ-120344, 12/89

Capital punishment 1988, NCJ-118313, 7/89

Recidivism of prisoners released in 1983,
NCJ-116261, 4/89

Drug use and crime: State prison inmate
survey, 1986, NCJ-111940, 7/88

Time served in prison and on parole 1984,
NCJ-108544, 12i87

Profile of State prison inmates, 1986,
NCJ-109926, 1/88

tmprisonment in four countries,
NCJ-103967, 2/87

Population density in State prisons,
NCJ-103204, 12/36

State and Federal prisoners, 1925-85,
NCJ-102484, 11/86

Prison admissions and releases, 1883,
NCJ-100582, 3/86

The prevalence of imprisonment,
NCJ-93657, 7/85

National corrections reporting program,
1985, NCJ-123522, 12/90

Prisoners at midyear 1990 (press release),
10/90

Correctional populations in the U.S.:
1987, NCJ-118762, 12/89
1986, NCJ-111611, 2/89
1985, NCJ-103957, 2/88

Historical statistics on prisoners in State and
Federal institutions, yearend 1925-86,
NCJ-111098, 6/88

1984 census of State adult correctional
facilities, NCJ-105585, 7/87

Census of jails and survey of jail inmates:
BJS bulletins and special reports:
Jail inmates, 1989, NCJ-123264, 6/90
Poputation density in local jails, 1988,
NCJ-122299, 3/90
Census of local jails, 1988 (BJS bulletin),
NCJ-121101, 2/90
Jail inmates, 1987, NCJ-114319, 12/88
Drunk driving, NCJ-109345, 2/88
Jail inmates, 1986, NCJ-107123, 10/87
The 1983 jail census, NCJ-95536, 11/84

Census of local jails, 1983: Data for
individual jails, vols. i1V, Northeast,
Midwest, South, West, NCJ-112796-9;
vol, V. Selected findings, methodology,
summary tables, NCJ-112795, 11/88

Our crowded jails: A nationa! plight,
NCJ-111846, 8/88

Parole and probation

BJS bulletins
Probation and parole:
1988, NCJ-125833, 11/90
1988, NCJ-119970, 11/89
Setting prison terms, NCJ-76218, 8/83

BJS special reports
Recidivism of young parolees, NCJ-104916,
5/87

Children in custody

Census of public and private juvenile
detention, correctional, and shelter
facilities, 1975-85, NCJ-1140865, 6/89

Survey of youth in custody, 1887
{special report), NCJ-113365, 9/88

Public juvenile facilities, 1985
(bulletin), NCJ-102457, 10/86

Law enforcement management

BJS bulletins and special teports
Police departments in large cities, 1987,
NCJ-119220, 8/89
Profile of state and local law enforcement
agencies, NCJ-113849, 3/89

Expenditure and employment

BJS bulletins:
Justice expenditure and employment:
1988, NCJ-123132, 7/90
1985, NCJ-104460, 3/87
1983, NCJ-101776, 7/86

Anti-drug abuse formula grants: Justice
variable pass-through data, 1988 (BJS
Technical Report}, NCJ-120070, 3/90

Justice expenditure and employment:

1985 (full report), NCJ-106356, 8/89
Extracts, 1982 and 1983, NCJ-106629, 8/88

Courts

BJS bulletins:

Felony sentences in State courts, 1988,
NCJ-126923, 12/90

Criminal defense for the poor, 1986,
MCJ-112918, 9/88

State felony courts and felony laws,
NCJ-106273, 8/87

The growth of app=als: 1973-83 trends,
NCJ-96381, 2/85

Case filings in State courts 1983,
NCJ-95111, 10/84

BJS special reports:
Felony case processing in State courts,
1986, NCJ-121753, 2/190
Felony case-processing time, NCJ-101985,
8/86
Felony sentencing in 18 locai jurisdictions,
NCJ-97681, 6/85

Felons sentenced to probation in State
courts, 1986, NCJ-124944, 11/90

Felony defendants in farge urban counties,
1988, NCJ-122385, 4/90

Profile of felons convicted in State courts,
1986, NCJ-120021, 1/30

Sentencing outcomes in 28 felony courts,
NCJ-105743, 8/87

Nationa! criminal defense systems study,
NCJ-94702, 10/86

The prosecution of felony arrests:
1987, NCJ-124140, 9/90
1986, NCJ-113248, 6/89
1982, NCJ-106990, 5/88

Felony laws of the 50 States and the District
of Columbia, 1986, NCJ-105068, 2/88, $14.60

State court model statistical dictionary,
Supplement, NCJ-98326, 9/85
1st edition, NCJ-62320, 9/80

Privacy and security

Compendium of State privacy and security
legislation:
1989 overview, NCJ-121157, 5/30
1887 overview, NCJ-111097, 9/88
1989 full report (1, 500 pages,
microfiche $2, hard copy $145),
NCJ-121158, 9/90

Criminal justice information policy;
Original records of entry, NCJ-125626,
12/30
BJS/SEARCH conference proceedings:
Criminal justice in the 1990's: The future
of information management,
NCJ-121697, 5/90
Juvenile and aduit records: One system,
one record?, NCJ-114947, 1/90
Open vs. confidential records,
NCJ-113560, 1/88
Strategies for improving data quality,
NCJ-115339, 5/89
Public access to criminal history record
information, NCJ-111458, 11/88
Juvenile records and recordkeeping
systems, NCJ-112815, 11/88
Automated fingerprint identification
systems: Technology and policy issues,
NCJ-104342, 4/87
Criminal justice “hot" files, NCJ-101850,
12186
Crime control and criminal records (BJS
special report), NCJ-99176, 10/85

Drugs & crime data:

State drug resources: A national directory,
NCJ-122582, 5/90

Federal drug data for national policy, NCJ-
122715, 4i90

Drugs and crime facts, 1989, NCJ»121022,
1/90

Computer crime

BJS special reports:
Efectronic fund transfer fraud, NCJ-96666,
3185
Electronic fund transfer and crime, NCJ-
92650, 2/84

Electronic fund transfer systems fraud, NCJ-
100461, 4/86

Electronic fund transfer systems and crime,
NCJ-83736, 9182

Expert witness manual, NCJ-77927, 9/81,
$11.50

Federal justice statistics

Federa! criminal case processing, 1980-87,
Addendum for 1988 and preliminary 1989,
NCJ-125616, 11/90

Compendium of Federal justice statistics
1986, NCJ-125617, 1/91
1985, NCJ-123560, 8/90
1984, NCJ-112816, 9/89

The Federal civil justice system (BJS
builetin), NCJ-104769, 8/87

Federal offenses and offenders

BJS special reports:
Immigration offenses, NCJ-124546, B/30
Federal criminal cases, 1380.87,
NCJ-118311, 7/89
Drug faw violators, 1980-86, NCJ 111763,

Pretrial release and detention:
The Bail Reform Act of 1984,
NCJ-109929, 2/88

White-collar crime NCJ-106876, 9/87

Pretrial release and misconduct,
NCJ-96132, 1185

General

BJS bulletins and special reports:

BJS telephone contacts, '91, NCJ-124547,
1

Tracking offenders, 1987, NCJ-125315,
10190

Criminal cases in five states, 1983.86,
NCJ-118798, 9/89

International crime rates, NCJ-110776, 5/88

Tracking otfenders, 1984, NCJ-109686, 1/88

Tracking offenders: White-collar crime,
NCJ-102867, 11/86

Police employment and expenditure,
NCJ-100117, 2/86

BJS data report, 1989, NCJ-121514, 1/91

Sourcebook of criminal justice statistics,
1989, NCJ-124224, 9/90

Publications of BJS, 198589:
Microfiche library, PRO30014, 5/90, $190
Bibliography, TBO030013, $17.50

Publications. ¢ BJS, 1971-84:
Microfiche library, PRO30012, $203
Bibliography, TBO30012, $17.50

1990 directory of automated criminal justice
infarmation sy , Vol, 1, Corrections; 2,
Courts; 3, Law enforcement; 4, Probation
and parole; 5, Prosecution; NCJ-122226-30,
5190

BJS annua! report, fiscal 1988, NCJ-115749,
4/89

Report to the Nation on crime and justice:
Second ‘edition, NCJ-105508, 6/88
Technical appendix, NCJ-112011, 8/88

Criminal justice microcomputer guide and
software catalog. NCJ-112178, 8/88

Proceedings of the third workshop on law
and justice statistics, NCJ-112230, 7/88

National survey of crime severity, NCJ-96017,
10/85
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