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Foreword 

This report provides expanded detail 
on the results of the National Pretrial 
Reporting Program (NPRP) for 1990 and 
supplements the BJS Bulletin Pretrial 
Release of Felony Defendants, 1990 
(November 1992, NCJ-139560). 
Describing those charged with felonies 
in the 75 largest counties, the NPRP Is 
designed to track prospectively for a year 
a sample of cases through each major 
decision point, from arrest through sen­
tencing, in the criminal justice system. 

I want to extend my appreciation to offi­
cials In the participating counties who 
make the NPRP program possible. I 
hope that they will find the more detailed 
Information In this volume to be of utility 
In assessing their own efforts to admin­
ister pretrial release programs. 

Lawrence A. Greenfeld 
Acting Director 
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Introduction 

National Pretrial Reporting Program 

The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) 
initiated the biennial National Pretrial 
Reporting Program (NPRP) In February 
1988 to collect detailed crlm Inal history, 
pretrial processing, adjudication, and 
sentencing Information on felony defen­
ants In State courts of large urban coun­
ties. The NPRP data do not Include 
Federal defendants. 

The 1990 NPRP collected data for and 
tracked for up to 1 year approximately 
14,000 felony cases filed in 39 counties 
during May 1990. These cases were 
part of a 2-stage sample that was repre­
sentative of the 57,000 felony cases filed 
in the Nation'S 75 most populous coun­
ties during that month. In 1990 the 75 
largest counties accounted for about 
37% of the Nation's population and 
nearly 50% of all crimes reported to law 
enforcement agencies. 

Felony Defendants in Large Urban Counties, 1990 1 



Characteristics of felony defendants 

-
• For two-thirds of felony defendants in 
large urban counties, the most serious 
arrest charge was a property offense 
(34%) or a drug offense (33%) (table 1). 
(See Methodology for the specific crimes 
included In each offense category.) 
About 3 in 7 property cases Involved a 
theft charge, and 2 In 7, a burglary 

Table 1. Felony defendants, by most 
serious arrest charge, 1990 

Felony defendants In 
Mostserlous the 75 largesloountles 
!lr~estch~rg!"l q c_.~.tJ..!:!I!!!?~! __ l'~_ 

All offenses 56,618 100.0% 

Violent offenses 14,610 25.8% 
Murder 575 1.0 
Rape 798 1.4 
Robbery 4,880 8.6 
Assault 6,801 12.0 
Other violent 1,556 2.7 

Property offenses 19,140 33.8% 
Burglary 5,721 10.1 
Theft 8,097 14.3 
Other properly 5,323 9.4 

Drug offenses 18,586 32.8% 
Sales/trafficking 10,405 18.4 
Other drug 8,181 14.4 

Public-order offenses 4,281 7.6% 
Driving-related 1,295 2.3 
Other public-order 2,986 5.3 

Note: Data for the specific arrest oharge 
were available for 99.7% of all cases. 

charge. Slightly more than half of all 
drug cases Included sales-related 
charges. 

• A violent offense was the most serious 
charge for about 1 In 4 defendants. 
Nearly half of these defendants were 
charged with aggravated assault, and 
a third were charged with robbery. 
Defendants charged with murder or rape 
each comprised about 5% of all 
defendants charged with a violent 
offense. 

• About 86% of all defendants were 
male, Including 95% of the defendants 
under age 18 and 91% of those age 18 
to 20 (table 2). Fifty-four percent of all 
defendants were black, 44% were white, 
and 2% were members of other racial 
groups. A Slight majority of the defend­
ants In each age group under age 35 
were black, Including 60% of those 
under age 18. Defendants 35 or older 
were evenly distributed between black 
and white. 

• By arrest offense, men comprised the 
largest percentages among defendants 
charged with rape (98%), burglary (94%), 
robbery (93%), or murder (92%) (table 
3). About 1 In 6 defendants charged with 
drug offenses or nonburglary property 
offenses were female, a slightly larger 
proportion than for other offenses. 

Table 2_ Race and sex of felony defendants, by age at arrest, 1990 

• 
• A majority of the defendants charged 
with a violent offense (61%) or a drug 
offense (57%) were black, while a 
majority of public-order defendants (57%) 
were white. The percentages of blacks 
and whites among property defendants 
were equa/. By specific offense, blacks 
comprised the highest percentage 
among robbery defendants (73%), while 
the highest percentage of whites was 
among defendants charged with a 
driving-related offense (84%). 

• The average age of defendants was 28 
years (table 4). Nearly two-thirds (63%) 
of all defendants and a majority withIn 
each of the four major offense categories 
were under age 30. About 5% of all 
defendants were under age 18, and 22% 
were under 21. Ten percent of defend­
ants were age 40 or older. 

• More than half of murder defendants 
(60%) and robbery defendants (53%) 
were under age 25, and about a third 
were under age 21, higher proportions 
than for defendants charged with other 
offenses. About 1 In 9 murder and 
robbery defendants were under age 18, 
also a greater proportion than for other 
offenses. Defendants charged with 
driving-related offenses (23%) or rape 
(18%) were the most likely to be 40 or 
older. 

Percent of felon:l defendants In the 75 largest counties 
Number of All defendants Black 

£lg.~~ata~!!3~l defendants Total Male Female Total Male 

All ages 50,184 100% 86% 14% 54% 47% 

Under 18 2,177 100% 95% 5% 60% 57% 
18-20 8,820 100 91 9 54 49 
21-24 9,440 100 86 14 56 48 
25-29 10,881 100 83 17 56 47 
30-34 8,696 100 83 17 56 46 
35-39 5,011 100 83 17 51 43 
40 or over 5,158 100 85 15 46 40 

Note: Data on age, race, and sex of defendants were available for 88% of all cases. 
Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
-Less than 0.5%. 

2 Felony Defendants in Large Urban Counties, 1990 

White Other 
Female Total Male Female Toial Male E.t!..rT1!!1~ 

8% 44% 37% 7% 2% 2% 

3% 39% 37% 2% 1% 1% 
5 43 39 5 3 3 
8 43 37 6 2 2 
9 42 35 8 2 1 
9 43 35 8 1 1 
8 48 39 9 1 1 
7 51 44 8 2 2 



Table 3. Sex and race of felony defendants, by most serious arrest charge, 1990 

Most serious Numberof All defendants 
Percent of felon~ defendants In the 75 largest counties ----Male Female 

arre.st c!,~rg.e cJ.eJ~ndan.ts~_ Tgt~L ~@c_k .Whi!l3_ . Ot~e! Total ~ll!c~ _, W.hlle Other Total Black White Other" 

All offenses 50,444 100% 54% 44% 2% 86% 47% 37% 2% 14% 8% 7% 

Violent offenses 12,978 100% 61% 37% 2% 90% 54% 34% 2% 10% 7% 3% 
Murder 547 100 61 34 6 92 57 30 6 B 4 4 0 
Rape 705 100 50 48 3 96 49 47 3 2 1 1 0 
Robbery 4,374 100 73 26 1 93 68 24 1 7 5 2 0 
Assault 5,953 100 58 40 2 86 48 36 2 14 10 4 
Other violent 1,399 100 42 54 4 91 38 49 4 9 4 5 

Property offenses 17,183 100% 49% 49% 2% 85% 42% 41% 2% 15% 7% 8~~ 
Burglary 5,126 100 50 48 2 94 48 44 2 6 2 4 0 
Theft 7,294 100 50 49 2 82 41 40 2 18 9 9 0 
Other property 4,762 100 48 48 3 80 38 38 3 20 10 10 

Drug offenses 16,467 100% 57% 42% 1% 82% 48% 34% 1% 18% 9% 8% 0 
Sales/trafficking 9,458 100 59 42 84 49 35 16 10 7 0 
Other drug 7,009 100 56 43 81 47 33 19 9 10 0 

Public-order offenses 3,815 100% 41% 57% 2% 88% 36% 50% 2% 12% 5% 7% 
Driving-related 1,131 100 15 84 1 89 12 76 1 11 3 8 0 
Other publlc"order 2,684 100 53 45 3 88 47 39 3 12 6 6 

Note: Data on both age and sex of defendants were available for 89% of all cases. 
Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
-Less than 0.5% 

Table 4. Age at arrest ot felony defendants, by most serious arrest charge, 1990 

Most serious Numberof 
Percent of felon~ defendants In the 75 largest counties within each age categolY at arrest 

400r Average 
am~~ ch!irge deL~~~t!!. _ _:IoJ~ .. _._ Under !§..~-.J§-?JL. . _g.1:~4_ 25-29 •• 30-34 35-39 ':J1c;lt3! __ .. a9.e a.t arrest 

All offenses 55,818 100% 5% 17% 19% 22% 17% 10% 10% 28yrs. 

Violent offenses 14,420 100% 7% 18% 18% 21% 15% 8% 11% 26yrs. 
Murder 575 100 13 22 25 11% 13% 6% 10% 26 
Rape 790 100 6 15 13 23 17 9 16 30 
Robbery 4,656 100 11 22 20 22 15 6 4 25 
Assault 6,686 100 5 17 17 20 17 9 14 29 
Other violent 1,512 100 3 12 18 22 11 11 23 32 

Property offenses 16,914 100% 5% 20% 19% 21% 17% 10% 6% 27yrs. 
Burglary 5,689 100 4 20 19 22 18 11 6 27 
Theft 8,002 100 6 21 19 21 16 9 9 27 
Other property 5,224 100 5 20 17 20 17 11 10 28 

Drug offenses 18,234 100% 2% 14% 19% 23% 19% 11% 10% 29yrs. 
Sales/trafficking 10,386 100 2 16 20 23 19 10 10 29 
Other drug 7,849 100 3 13 18 24 20 12 10 29 

Public"order offenses 4,249 100% 30/0 12% 19% 21% 18% 11% 15% 30yrs. 
Driving-related 1,295 100 1 5 13 22 22 14 23 33 
Other public-order 2,954 100 3 15 22 21 16 10 12 29 

Note: Data on age of defendants were available for 98% of all cases. Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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Criminal history of defendants 

• About 3 in 8 felony defendants had an 
active criminal Justice status at the time 
of their arrest on the current felony 
charge (table 5), Nearly half (47%) of 
the defendants with a criminal justice 
status, about a sixth (18%) of all 
defendants, were on probation when 
arrested. About 11 % of all defendants 
and 29% of those with a criminal Justice 
status were on pretrial release for a 
pending case when they were arrested. 
Seven percent of all defendants were on 
parole when arrested. 

• Defendants charged with robbery 
(50%) were the most likely to have some 
type of active criminal justice status at 
the time of arrest, while rape defendants 
(24%) were the least likely. At the time 
of arrest, defendants charged with a 
driving-related felony (35%) were the 
most likely to be on probation, while 
robbery defendants were the most likely 
to be on pretrial release (17%) or parole 
(13%). ' 

• About two-thirds of all defendants had 
at least one prior arrest for either a 
misdemeanor or a felony (table 6). This 
proportion was fairly consistent across 
offense categories: 67% of defendants 
charged with violent or property offenses, 
71 % of drug defendants, and 70% of 
public-order defendants. 

• The percentage of murder (68%) and 
assault (65%) defendants who had been 
previously arrested was about the same 
as the overall percentage for violent 
offenses (67%); however, defendants 
charged with robbery (74%) were more 
likely to have a prior arrest record, and 
those charged with rape (58%) less 
likely. 

• Among property defendants, those 
charged with burglary (75%) were more 
likely to have a prior arrest than those 
charged with theft (65%) or other 
property offenses (61%). Among 
defendants facing public-order charges, 
those charged with a driving-related 
offense (76%) were more likely to have 
an arrest record than those charged 
with other public-order offenses (67%). 

_ Ell 

• Most defendants (59%) had multiple 
prior arrest charges, Including 39% with 
at least 5 prior arrest charges and 22% 
with 10 or more. Burglary defendants 
(31 %) and robbery defendants (28%) 
were the most likely to have 10 or more 
prior arrest charges. About half of bur­
glary and robbery defendants had at 
least five prior arrest charges. 

• Overall, slightly more than half (55%) 
of all defendants had been previously 
arrested for a felony (table 7). Among 
defendants charged with a violent 
offense, those charged with murder 
(56%) or assault (50%) were somewhat 
less likely than robbery defendants 
(62%), but more likely than rape defend­
ants (39%), to have a felony arrest 
record. Among property defendants, 
those charged with burglary (64%) were 
more likely to have one or more prior 
felony arrest charges than those charged 
with theft (53%) or other property 
offenses (48%). About 59% of drug 
defendants had at least one prior arrest 
for a felony. 

• h.lthough three-fourths of the defend­
ants charged with a driving-related 
offsnse had a prior arrest record, the 
percentage of these defendants with 
misdemeanor arrests only (29%) was 
about twice as high as for other defend­
ants. As a result, defendants charged 
with a driving-related offense (47%) Vvore 
less likely to have a felony arrest record 
than other public-order defendants 
(55%). 

• About 9% of all defendants had 10 or 
more prior felony arrest charges, and 
21 % had five or more prior felony arrest 
charges. Burglary (30%) and robbery 
defendants (27%) were the most likely 
to have five or more prior felony arrest 
charges. 
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• About 54% of all defendants were 
known to have at least one prior 
conviction for a misdemeanor or a felony 
(table 8). Defendants charged with a 
driving-related offense (70%) were the 
most likely to have a prior conviction. 
A majority of defendants charged with 
burglary (63%), robbery (59%), or drug 
sales (56%) also had at least one prior 
conviction. In contrast, less than half of 
rape defendants (42%) had a conviction 
record at the time of their arrest. An 
estimated 28% of defendants charged 
with burglary or a driving-related offense 
had five 01' more prior convictions, a 
higher percentage than for other 
defendants. 

• Two-thirds of the defendants with a 
conviction record had at least one prior 
felony conviction charge (table 9). 
Burglary (46%) and robbery (42%) 
defendants were the most likely to have 
a prior felony conviction, and rape 
defendants (23%), the least likely. 
Although 70% of defendants facing 
driving-related charges had a conviction 
record, the percentage with a prior felony 
conviction (28%) was lower than for other 
public-order defendants (41%) and also 
lower than for felony defendants as a 
whole (36%). About 21 % of all defend­
ants had multiple prIor felony convictions, 
with burglary defendants (30%) the most 
likely to have more than one prior 
conviction for a felony. 
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Table 5. Criminal justice status of felony defendants at time of arrest, 
by most serious arrest charge, 1990 

Percent of(elon~ defendants In the 75 largest counties 
With criminal justice status at time 01 arrest 

W~hout Pretrial 
Mostserlous Number of orlmlnal release lor 
<lrrlls!ch~ge. ._ ... ___ • ___ d_elend~.n!!._._. Total ..J~tlce_~atus __ -'1:otal_ Probatlon._~rller cas,e .•. Paro~.~ Q}.beJ.. '"-_. --.~---.. -- •. - •.. 

,'Iii offenses 42,895 100% 62% 38% 

Violentoffenses 10,914 100% 64% 36% 
Murder 440 100 61 39 
Rape 595 100 76 24 
Robbery 3,192 100 50 50 
Assault 5,415 100 68 32 
Other violent 1,272 100 74 26 

Property offenses 15,248 100% 62% 38% 
Burglary 4,588 100 57 43 
Thaft 6,239 100 61 39 
Other property 4,420 100 67 33 

Drug offenses 13,210 100% 62% 38% 
Sales/trafficking 8,687 100 63 37 
Other drug 4,523 100 58 42 

Publlc-orderoffenses 3,523 100% 58% 42% 
Driving-related 1,143 100 56 44 
Other public-order 2,379 100 58 42 

Note: Data on criminal justice status at lime of arrest were available for 76% of all cases. 
Detal! may not add to lotal because of rounding. 

18% 11% 7% 1% 

16% 12% 7% 2% 
14 11 7 6 
12 6 5 1 
20 17 13 2 
15 11 5 1 
13 7 3 3 

18% 12% 7% 1% 
21 12 9 1 
19 11 7 1 
14 12 6 1 

18% 11% 8% 1% 
16 12 7 1 
20 10 10 1 

25% 7% 6% 4% 
35 4 3 1 
20 8 7 6 
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Table 7. Number of prIor felony arrest charges of felony defendants, by most serIous current arrest charge, 1990 

Percent of (elon~ defendants In the 75 largest counties 
Without QrlOr felony arrest 

Most serious Prior mis- Wlth~rlor felon~ arrest 
current Numberof demeanor No prior Num-er o!.£!lor felon~ arrest charges 
arrest cbar!l~ _>}!~~~njants •. _l~_t!lL-.I0tal,. __ 'lli.~sl~D.lt __ .• ...!!!resJ .. __ .~ • T91~L _____ L __ 2-_1_ .. __ -E:9~.J9.?,r!TI~~!l. 

Allotrenses 52,366 100% 45% 13% 32% 55% 12% 220/. 12% 9% 

Vlolontoffenses 13,718 100% 48% 15% 33% 52% 12% 210/. 11% 9% 
Murder 517 100 44 12 32 56 12 27 10 8 
Rape 723 100 81 19 41 39 8 18 6 7 
Robbery 4,561 100 38 12 26 62 11 24 15 12 
Assault 6,513 100 50 16 35 50 13 20 9 7 
Other violent 1,404 100 64 18 46 36 11 14 5 6 

Property offenses 17,915 100% 45% 12% 33% 55% 11% 210/. 12% 12% 
Burglary 5,281 100 38 11 25 64 11 23 15 15 
Theft 7,717 100 47 13 34 53 11 20 11 11 
Other property 4,917 100 52 13 39 48 12 19 9 9 

Drug offenses 16,712 100% 41% 12% 29% 59% 12% 25% 13% 8% 
Sales/trafficking 9,864 100 41 13 28 59 13 24 14 8 
Other drug 6,849 100 42 11 30 58 11 26 13 9 

Pubiic-orderoffenses 4,021 100% 47% 17% 30% 53% 13% 21% 11% 7% 
Driving-related 1,219 100 53 29 24 47 13 21 7 8 
Other public-order 2,802 100 45 11 33 55 13 21 13 6 

Note: Data on prior arrests were available for 92% or all cases. 
Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

Table 8. Number of prIor convIctions of felony defendants, 
by most serious current arrest charge, 1990 

Percent of felo~ defendants In the 75 largest counties 
Mostserlous Without WHh QrlOr conviction 
current Numbero! prior Number 01 Qrlorconvlctlons' 
arrest charg~ d~f~!Jc!!~_._ lotal , . ....£Q!I~lctlQr.L._. Total _ ._1_ ~.2:lL1.Q.!~!_.'!\!~!... ___ 

All offenses 52,322 100% 46% 54% 13% 21% 13% 7% 

Violent offenses 13,706 100% 49% 51% 14% 19% 12% 6% 
Murder 513 100 52 48 10 23 11 5 
Rape 719 100 58 42 13 20 4 4 
Robbery 4,561 100 41 59 15 22 15 7 
Assault 6,509 100 51 49 14 18 10 7 
Other violent 1,404 100 59 41 12 14 11 4 

Property offenses 17,907 100% 47% 53% 12% 19% 14% 8% 
Burglary 5,277 100 37 63 12 23 18 10 
Theft 7,709 100 49 51 11 16 14 8 
Other property 4,921 100 55 45 13 17 9 6 

Drug offenses 16,688 100% 44% 56% 14% 23% 12% 6% 
Sales/traffiQking 9,852 100 44 56 15 24 12 5 
Other drug 6,837 100 45 55 12 22 13 S 

Public-order offenses 4,021 100% 41% 59% 14% 24% 15% 6% 
Driving-related 1,219 100 30 70 12 30 21 7 
Other public-order 2,802 100 45 55 15 21 12 6 
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Table 9. Number of prIor felony convIctIons, 
by most serious current arrest charge, 1990 

Percent of felon~ defendants Intho 751111'99st counlles 
wnhout erlor felon~ conviction 

Most serious Prior mlsd9' With erlor felon~ conviction 
current Nl:mberof moanorcon- No prior Numberof erlor felonY_convictions' 
arrest c~"!1!'g~ d~'WJ!an!s". ".' TotaL .JoJ!!L~",",vEtlon.,Q..~iY..--E.0nvlpJ.!!?n. _ Total __ " .)" .... " 2:1 •. , .,.k9,. 1 Qqrn'o!.e 

All offenses 52,356 100% 64% 18% 46% 36% 15% 16% 4% 1% 

Violent offenses 13.714 100% 66% 19% 49% 32% 13% 14% 4% 1% 
Murder 517 100 65 ,3 52 35 16 14 5 0 
Rape 719 100 77 19 56 23 12 6 2 1 
Robbery 4,561 100 58 16 41 42 17 18 6 1 
Assault 6,509 100 71 20 51 29 12 12 4 1 
Other violent 1,408 100 77 18 59 23 8 11 3 1 

Property offenses 17.915 100% 63% 113% 47% 37% 13% 17% 4% 2% 
Burglary 5.277 100 54 17 37 46 16 22 5 3 
Theft 7.717 100 65 16 4d 35 11 17 5 2 
Other property 4.921 100 70 15 55 30 13 12 3 2 

Drug orrenses 16,706 100% 62% 18% 44% 38% 17% 16% 4% 1% 
Sales/trafficking 9,861 100 61 17 44 39 17 17 4 1 
Olherdrug 6.846 100 64 19 45 36 16 16 2 1 

Public-order offenses 4.021 100% 63% 23% 41% 37% 16% 16% 4% 1% 
Driving-related 2,802 100 72 42 30 28 13 12 2 0 
Other public-order 1.219 100 59 14 45 41 17 18 5 1 

Note: Information on prior convictions was available for 92% of all oases. 
Detail may not add to total beoause of rounding. 
'Number of prior felony convictions refers to the number of conviction 
charges or counts rather than to the number of conviction events. 
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Pretrial release 

• An estimated 65% of all defendants 
were released prior to the disposition of 
their case (table 10). (See Methodology 
on page 22 for definitions related to 
pretrial release.) Release rates varied 
slightly by offense category: 63% of 
defendants charged with a violent 
offense, 65% of drug defendants, 67% 
of property defendants, and 69% of 
public~order defendants were released 
before case disposition. 

• Within the violent offense category, the 
release rate ranged from 33% for murder 
defendants to 75% for defendants 
charged with assault. About half of rape 
(54%) and robbery (51%) defendants 
were released. Among property defend­
l'lnts, those charged with theft (67%) 
were released more often than those 
charged with burglary (56%). Among 
drug defendants, those charged with 
drug sales (61 %) were less likely to be 
released than those charged with other 
drug offenses (70%). 

• About 3 In 5 released defendants were 
granted pretrial release on nonfinancial 
terms and were not required to post ball. 
Release on recognizance, granted to 
26% of all defendants and 40% of 
released defendants, was the most 
common type of pretrial release. Other 
types of nonfinancla! release Included 
unsecured bond (1 In 13 releases) and 
conditional release (1 in 8 releases). 
Approximately 82% of conditional 
releases required the defendant to main­
tain regular contact with a pretrial release 
program, while the remainder required 
regular drug monitoring and/or treatment 
or a third party custody agreement. 

• Overall, about 2 in 5 defendants 
released prior to case disposition 
obtained release through financial terms 
that involved the posting of a financial 
bond. Surety bond posted with a bail 
bondsman was used in about a fourth 
of a/l pretrial releases. About 1 in 10 
pretrial releases were on full cash bond 
and 1 in 24 were on deposit bond. 

• About 1% of all defendants were 
released as part of an emergency order 
designed to reduce jail crowding. Gener­
ally, these emergency releases did not 
involve the use of any of the financial or 
nonfinancial release conditions described 
above. Emergenc:! releases occurred 
in 4 of the 39 NPRP counties, with 1 

county accounting for three-fourths 
of all emergency releases. 

• About 35% 01 al/ defendants were 
detained until the court disposed of their 
case. Most of these detainees (82%) 
had a ball amount set but were unable 
to post the money required to secure 
release. The remainder, representing 
18% of detained defendants and 6% of 
all defendants, were order&d held without 
ball. The percentage of defendants held 
without ball was considerably higher 
among those charged with murder (38%) 
than other defendants (10% or less In all 
offense categories). 

" Among defendants who were held 
on ball, the median ball amount set was 
$7,500 (table 11). This amQunt was 
considerably higher for defendants 
charged with murder ($50,000) or rape 
($20,000). Released defendants had 
a median ball amount of $3,000, with 
a higher median ball amount ($10,000) 
for those charged with murder or rape. 
The mean ball amount set for defendants 
who secured release was $7,400, with 
the highest mean ($38,800) among 
released murder defendants. Detained 
murder defendants had a mean ball 
amount of $215,500, about 10 times the 
overall mean for detained defendants. 

• Defendants charged with violent or 
drug offenses were somewhat less likely 
than other defendants to be released 
within 1 day of arrest (table 12). Overall, 
slightly more than half (54%) of all pre­
trial releases occurred either on the day 
of arrest or on the following day, and 
93% occurred within 30 days of arrest. 

• About three-fourths of the defendants 
released on unsecured bond or on condi­
tional release were discharged within 1 
day of arrest compared to a third of those 
who were released on a full cash bond. 
About half of those released on surety 
bond, deposit bond, or on their own 
recognizance were released within 1 day 
of th elr arrest. 

• For defendants required to post money 
to secure release, the time from arrest 
to pretrial release was usually longer 
for those with larger bail amounts. 
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About half of defendants secured release 
within a day when the ball amount was 
under $10,000. At $20,000 or more, 
about a third of defendants secured 
release within a day. 

• Among those defendants who were 
released pretrial, about three-fourths 
(76%) made all scheduled court appear­
ances (table 13). Bench warrants for 
fallure-to-appear were issued twice as 
often for released property defendants 
(28%) and drug defendants (26%) as 
for defendants charged with public-order 
offenses (13%). The fallure-to-appear 
rate for defendants charged with a violent 
offense was 19%. 

• Male and female defendants had about 
the same fallure-to-appear rate, while 
defendants age 35 or older (20%) were 
slightly less likely to miss a court appear­
ance record than younger defendants 
(25%). About 3 In 10 black defendants 
had a bench warrant Issued for missing 
one or more court dates, compared with 
2 in 10 white defendants. Among 
defendants who had missed one or more 
court dates in the past, the failure-to­
appear rate for the current case was 
39%, about twice that of other 
defendants (19%). 

• Defendants on emergency release 
(49%) were the most likely to have a 
bench warrant Issued because they failed 
to appear for a court date, although In 9 
of 10 such cases they were returned to 
the court. The next highest failure-to­
appear rates were for defendants 
released on unsecured bond (38%) or 
their own recognizance (29%). Bench 
warrants for failure-to-appear were less 
likely to be issued for defendants 
released on deposit bond (19%), surflty 
bond (14%), or conditional release 
(14%). 

.. Among defendants for whcm a bench 
warrant was Issued, a third (8% of aI/ 
defendants) were still fugitives at the end 
of the 1-year study period. The 
percentage of defendants who were 
fugitives at the end of the study was 
higher when the method of release was 
recognizance (11 %) or unsecured bond 
(10%) than when it was emergency 
release (5%), conditional release (4%), 
or surety bond (3%). 



Table 10. Felony defendants released before or detained until case disposition, 
by type of release and most serious arrest charge, 1990 

Percentol felon~ defendants In the 75 largest counties 
Released belore case dis~sitlon 

Financial release Nonfinancial release Detained until case disposition 
Number Full Unse- Emer- Held Held 

Most serious olde- Total Surety cash Deposit Recog- Con- cured gency Total on without 
arrest charge lendants released Total i?<>l)d bEnd .lJ:o_nd Other Total .rJl~arJce ditlonal bond rel,ease c!et.al!1!l9 ball ball 

All offenses 53,664 65% 25% 15% 7% 3% 1% 39% 26% 8% 5% 1% 35% 28% 6% 

Violent offenses 13,777 63% 25% 13% 8% 3% 1% 38% 28% 7% 3% 37% 29% 8% 
Murder 555 33 25 16 6 2 1 8 6 2 0 0 67 29 38 
Rape 771 54 27 11 8 6 3 27 21 5 0 0 46 41 5 
Robbery 4,607 51 15 6 7 2 36 29 3 4 0 49 39 10 
Assault 6,329 75 29 17 8 4 45 33 10 2 25 21 5 
Other violent 1,514 65 33 18 11 3 2 31 19 8 4 35 27 9 

Property offenses 17,956 67% 21% 14% 5% 2% 45% 28% 11% 6% 1% 33% 27% 6% 
Burglary 5,418 56 i5 9 4 2 39 24 9 6 2 44 37 8 
Theft 7,577 67 23 16 5 2 43 27 12 4 1 33 27 6 
Other property 4,961 78 24 16 5 2 53 32 12 9 1 22 18 4 

Drug offenses 17,849 65% 28% 18% 7% 3% 1% 35% 23% 6% 6% 1% 35% 30% 5% 
Safes/trafficking 10,047 61 33 22 7 4 1 27 17 7 3 1 39 33 5 
Other drug 7,801 70 21 12 7 2 46 30 6 10 3 30 26 5 

Public-order offenses 4,083 69% 34% 20% 10% 3% 34% 23% 8% 3% 1% 31% 24% 6% 
Driving-related 1,255 72 41 32 8 1 31 22 7 1 0 28 24 5 
Other public-order 2,829 68 31 15 11 4 36 24 8 4 1 32 25 7 

Note: Data on specific detention/release outcomes were available for 95% 01 all cases. 
Detail may not add to total because 01 rounding. 
-·Less than 0.5%. 

Table 11. Median and mean ball amount set for felony 
defendants, by pretrial detention/release outcome 
and most serious arrest charge, 1990 

Most serious 
Felon~ defendants In the 751argest counties 

Median ball amount Mean ball amount 
arrest charge R~leas~ Detained B.E!le!~c!. ___ .Q!1~I!)~ _ 

All offenses $3.000 $7,500 $7,400 $21,700 

Violent offenses $5,000 $10,000 $10,200 $38,600 
Murder 10,000 50,000 38,800 215,500 
Rape 10,000 20,000 17,900 46,500 
Robbery 5,000 10,000 8,900 24,900 
Assault 3,000 10,000 7,700 32,300 
Otherviolent 5,000 15,000 12,000 43,200 

Property;,ffenses $2,500 $5,000 $5,100 $12.200 
Burglary 3,000 7,500 5,600 14,500 
Theft 2,500 5,000 5,400 9,700 
Other property 2,500 5,000 4,400 12,800 

Drug offenses $5,000 $5,000 $8,000 $18,300 
Sales/trafficking 3,500 8,500 ;,500 23,900 
Other drug 5,000 5,000 8,200 9,000 

Public-order offenses $2,500 $7,500 $5,500 $19,000 
Driving-related 2,500 10.000 4,600 21,600 
Other public-order 2,000 5,500 5,900 17,800 

Note: Table includes only defendants lor whom a bail amount was set. 
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Table 12. Time from arrest to release for felony defendants released 
before case disposition, by type of release, ball amount, 
and most serious arrest charge, 1990 

Type of release, Percent of felony defendants In the 
bail amount, and 75 largest counties released before 
most serious Numberof case disf!osltlon within: 
arre~stch~rge ~!lf\l!1~.emts _~~ .. t9~L....h __ 1 wee~ ___ l month ._._.~. __ <'->O_-__ ~_ 

All released 
defendants 34,663 54% 80% 93% 

Type of release 
Recognizance 13,692 52% 82% 94% 
surety bond 8,147 50 76 91 
Conditional 4,361 72 82 94 
Full cash bond 3,403 34 70 87 
Unsecured bond 2,748 76 90 97 
Deposit bond 1,487 49 75 94 
Emergency 536 42 83 92 

Ball amount set-
$20,000 or more 995 32% 59% 85% 
$10,000-$19,999 1,495 41 71 90 
UnderSl0,000 10,441 48 76 91 

Mostserfous 
arrest charge 

Violent offenses 8,653 50% 77% 92% 
Property offenses 12,048 60 82 94 
Drug offenses 11,518 50 79 92 
Public-order offenses 2,819 56 81 92 

Note: Data on time from arrest to pretrial release were available for 99% of ail cases Involving 
a defendant who was released prior to case disposition. Release data were collected for 1 year. 
Defendants released after the study period are excluded from the table. 
'Includes defendants released on surety, full cash, or deposit bond only. 
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Table 13. Released felony defendants who failed to make a scheduled 
court appearance, by selected defendant characteristics, 1990 

Percent of released felony defendants 
In the 75 largest counties who 

Made all sched- Failed to appear In court' 
Defendant Number of uledcourt Returned Remained 
£i:!?@p!erjsg£ ••. _ .•. defendants Total ..!!Eeearances Total to court afug~ 

All released defendants 34,831 100% 76% 24% 16% 8% 

Most serious arrest charge 
Violent offenses 8,606 100% 81% 19% 12% 6% 
Property offenses 11,990 100 72 28 19 9 
Drug offenses 11,466 100 74 26 17 8 
Public-order offenses 2,769 100 87 13 9 4 

Sex 
Male 28,672 100% 76% 24% 16% 8% 
Female 5,624 100 77 23 15 7 

Race 
Black 16,399 100% 71% 29% 19% 10% 
White 14,119 100 81 19 13 6 
Other 599 100 89 11 6 5 

Age 
Under21 8,136 100% 77% 23% 15% 7% 
21-24 6,241 100 75 25 17 8 
25-29 7,239 100 74 26 18 8 
30·34 5,612 100 76 24 17 8 
35 or older 7,017 100 80 20 12 8 

Court appearance history 
from prlorarrests 

Failed to appear' 7,704 100% 61% 39% 29% 1% 
Made all appearances 10,192 100 80 20 13 7 
Had no prior arrests 11,776 100 83 17 10 7 

Type of release 
Recognizance 13,543 100% 71% 29% 18% 11% 
surety bond 7,841 100 86 14 11 3 
Conditional 4,297 100 86 14 10 4 
Full cash bond 3,520 100 76 24 15 9 
Unsecured bond 2,738 100 64 36 26 10 
Depositbond 1,451 100 81 19 10 8 
Emergency 520 100 51 49 44 5 

Note: Data on the court appearance record for the current case were available for 99% 
of cases involving a defendant released prior to case disposition. All defendants who failed 
to appear in court and were not returned to the court within the l-year study period are counted 
as fugitives. Some of these defendants may have been returned to the court at ,later date. 
Detail may not add to lotal because of rounding. 
'See page 22 for the definition of "failure to appear." 

Felony Defendants in Large Urban Counties, 1990 11 



Adjudication 

.......... .-
• About 87% of the NPRP defendants' 
cases had been adjudicated by the end 
of the 1-year study period (table 14). 
Overall, the median time from arrest to 
adjudication was 86 days. For murder 
defendants, the median elapsed time 
from arrest to adjudication was substan­
tially longer (286 days). Approximately 
37% of murder defendants were still 
awaiting adjudication of their case 
after 1 year. 

• Of those cases that were adjudicated, 
64% of the defendants were convicted 
of a misdemeanor or a felony (table 15). 
By general offense category, defendants 
charged with a violent offense (53%) had 
a lower conviction rate than defendants 
charged with a property offense (67%), 
a drug offense (69%), or a public-order 
offense (68%). 

• By specific arrest offense, defendants 
charged with a driving-related offense 
(80%) had the highest conviction rate, 
and defendants charged with assault 
(45%) had the lowest. About 31 % of 
defendants were not convicted, Including 
29% who had their charges dismissed. 
More than a third of defendants charged 
with assault (48%), rape (41%), or rob­
bery (39%) had their cases dismissed 
by the court. 

• About 78% of all convictions were for a 
felony. Defendants charged with assault 
(30%) were the least likely to be convict­
ed of a felony, and defendants charged 
with drug sales (66%) or a driving-related 
offense (65%) were the most likely. 
Most (89%) felony convictions were 
obtained through guilty pleas, with 11 % 
resulting from trials. 

• In cases where the most serious 
charge was a violent offense and the 
defendant was convicted, the conviction 
was for the same felony offense as the 
original arrest charge in a majority of the 
cases (table 16). Among defendants 
arrested for murder and later convicted, 
70% were convicted of murder. The 
corresponding percentages for other 
violent offenses were as follows: rape 
(62%), robbery (67%), and assault 
(56%). 
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• A majority of defendants who were 
charged with a nonviolent offense and 
later convicted were convicted of their 
original arrest offense (table 17). About 
three-fourths of the convicted defendants 
whose most serious arrest charge was 
burglary (75%), drug sales (78%), or a 
driving-related offense (77%) were 
convicted of the same offense as the 
arrest charge. Among defendants whose 
most serious arrest charge was theft, 
62% of those convicted were convicted 
of theft. 

• While 25.8% of all defendants were 
originally charged with a violent felony, 
14.8% of convicted defendants were in 
this category (tabltl 18). Except for drug 
sales and driving-related offenses, a 
smaller percentage of defendants were 
in each felony conviction offense cate­
gory than were in the original distribution 
by arrest charge. (See table 1.) This is 
primarily because 21.7% of convicted 
defendants were convicted at the 
misdemeanor level. 



--
Table 14. Time from arrest to adJudlc:atlon for felony defendants, 
by most serious arrest charge, 1990 

Felon~ delendants In the 751argest counties 
Median Percent not 

Most serious Numberol number Percentol cases adjudicated within: adjudicated 
~rr!!~t <1harg~, delendants ,,~ oldays __ 1 week _._Jmonth ._~monthL_c_6months.cc . Ly~aL.~thln Lyear - .. ----.~"'-~-- .. --, 

Allollenses 55,962 86 days 6% 25% 52% 72% 87% 13% 

Violent olfenses 14,451 105 days 5% 22% 46% 68% 85% 15% 
Murder 571 286 2 7 12 36 63 37 
Rape 782 120 2 17 40 65 84 16 
Robbery 4,827 102 7 22 47 70 87 13 
Assault 6,730 89 4 25 51 71 86 14 
Other violent 1,540 129 2 16 40 64 83 17 

Property offenses 18,882 77 days 6% 28% 55% 75% 87% 13% 
Burglary 5,669 77 4 27 56 77 90 11 
Theft 8,017 73 7 30 57 76 88 12 
Other property 5,196 84 6 25 53 72 84 16 

Drug offenses 18,387 85 days 7% 25% 52% 71% 86% 14% 
Sales/trafficking 10,306 94 4 25 49 67 85 15 
Otherdrug 8,081 75 10 25 56 75 88 12 

Public-order offenses 4,242 72 days 4% 27% 56% 77% 90% 10% 
Driving-related 1,283 84 0 1 22 52 78 94 6 
Other public-order 2,959 69 5 30 59 76 88 12 

Note: Data on time Irom arrest to adjudication were available lor 97% 01 all adjudicated cases. 
The median for time from arrest to adjudication Includes cases stili pending at the end of the study. 
Knowing the exact times for these cases would not change the medians reported. 

Table 15. Adjudication outcome for felony defendants, 
by most serious arrest charge, 1990 

Percent of felon~ defendants In the 75 largest counties 
Other outcome 

Number Convicted Not cJnvlcted Deferred 
Most serious 01 de- Felon~ Misdemeanor Dis- Ac- adju- Divtlr-
!I'T~!!!2!l?!:g~ lendants Total Total Plea Trial Total Plea Trial Total missed gultted Total dicatl~IL sion ~ _ . 

All offenses 47,136 64% 50% 45% 6% 14% 13% 1% 31% 29% 1% 5% 3% 

Violentolfenses 11,921 53% 40% 36% 4% 13% 12% 1% 44% 42% 2% 3% 2% 
Murder 317 61 56 49 6 5 5 0 38 30 8 1 1 
Rape 642 56 52 50 2 4 3 1 43 41 2 1 1 
Robbery 4,054 60 49 44 5 11 11 40 39 1 1 1 
Assault 5,668 46 31 27 4 15 14 50 48 2 4 3 
Other violent 1,240 62 46 40 6 16 15 33 31 2 5 4 

Property offenses 16,046 67% 50% 44% 6% 17% 17% 1% 27% 26% 1% 6% 5% 
Burglary 4,954 68 58 52 6 10 10 27 28 1 4 3 
Theft 6,847 67 46 40 6 21 20 28 27 1 6 5 
Other property 4,245 64 45 40 5 19 18 28 26 2 9 7 

Drug offenses 15,493 69% 58% 51% 7% 11% 11% 1% 24% 23% 1% 7% 2% 
Sales/trafficking 8,508 76 66 59 7 10 9 1 20 19 1 4 2 
Other drug 6,985 62 49 42 7 13 12 1 29 28 1 10 2 

Public-order offenses 3,676 68% 52% 48% 4% 16% 14% 1% 28% 27% 1% 4% 3% 
Driving-related 1,160 80 65 81 4 15 14 1 18 17 1 2 4 
Other public-order 2,516 61 46 42 4 15 14 1 33 31 2 6 1 

Note: Thirteen percent of all cases were still pending adjudication at the end of the l-year study period. Data on adjudication outcome were available 
for 96% of those cases that had been adjudicated. Conviction offense may have differed from arrest offense. Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
-Less than 0.5%. 
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Tat-Ie 16. Conviction offense of felony defendants arrested for selected violent 
offenses and subsequently convicted, by most serious arrest charge, 1990 

Percent of felony defendants In the 75 largest 
counties, b:l most serious conviction offense 

Number 
Mostserlous of de- Violent felon:l 
~rg!3 fendants Total Murder Raee Robbery 

Murder 192 100% 70% 0% 2% 
Rape 363 100 0 62 
Robbery 2,415 100 0 
Assault 2,630 100 1 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
--Less than 0.5%. 
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Table 17. Conviction offense of felony defendants arrested 
for selected nonviolent offenses and subsequently convicted, 
by most serious arrest charge, 1990 

Non-
violent 

Other felorl:l 

9% 3% 
15 4 

11 
2 7 

Percent of felony defendants In the 75 largest 
counties, b:l most serious conviction offense 

Nonviolent felon:l 

Mlsde-
meanor 

8~b 
7 

19 
33 

Most serious Numberof Drug Drivlng- Violent Mlsde-
!'!Erest charge defendants Total Burglar~ Theft 

Burglary 3,468 100% 75% 
Theft 4,638 100 
Drug sales 6,510 100 0 
Driving-related 944 100 0 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
--Less than 0.5%. 

5% 
62 

0 

sales 
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78 
0 
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related Other felon~ meanor 

4% 2% 15% 
6 1 31 
7 1 13 

77 2 2 19 

--
Table 18. Felony defendants, 
by conviction offense, 1990 

Felony defendants In 
Most serious the 75 largest counties 
conviction offense Number Percent 

All offenses 30,677 100% 

Ali felonies 24,030 78.3% 

Violent offenses 4,544 14.8% 
Murder 141 .5 
Rape 259 .8 
Robbery 1,715 5.6 
Assault 1,777 5.8 
Other violent 652 2.1 

Property offenses 8,267 26.9% 
Burglary 2,678 8.7 
Theft 3,386 11.0 
Other property 2,203 7.2 

Drug offenses B,999 29.3% 
Sales/trafficking 5,927 19.3 
Other drug 3,072 10.0 

Public-order offenses 2,099 6.8% 
Driving-related 785 2.6 
Other public-order 1,314 4.3 

Other felonies 120 .4% 

Misdemeanors 6,647 21.7% 

Note: Data on conviction offense were available for 
99% of cases Involving defendants who had been 
convicted. Ali convictions are felonies unless listed 
under misdemeanors. 



Sentencing 

• About 63% of all convicted defendants 
were sentenced within 1 day of 
adjudication (table 19). Defendants 
convicted of a misdemeanor (82%) were 
more likely to be sentenced this quickly 
than those convicted of a felony (58%). 
Eighty-eight percent of the defendants 
convicted of a misdemeanor and 79% of 
those convicted of a felony were sen­
tenced within 30 days of the adjudication 
date. Nearly all (93%) convicted defend­
ants were sentenc9d within 60 days. 

• By general offense category, sentenc­
ing after a felony conviction was slightly 
more probable to occur within 1 day if the 
conviction was for a property offense 
(62%) than if it was for a violent (56%), 
drug (55%), or public-order offense 
(54%). By specific conviction offense, 
sentencing occurred most slowly for 
defendants convicted of rape. About a 
third (35%) of rape defendants were 
sentenced within 1 day of being convict­
ed, and about half (54%) were sentenced 
within 30 days. 

• Overall, about 75% of the defendants 
convicted of a felony were sentenced to 
incarceration (prison or jail), compared 
to 64% of the defendants convicted of a 
misdemeanor (table 20). Approximately 
9 in 10 defendants convicted of murder, 
rape, or robbery were sentenced to 
incarceration. About 8 in 10 defendants 
convicted of burglary, drug sales, or a 
driving-related felony received such a 
sentence. 

• About 6 in 7 incarceration sentences 
for a misdemeanor were to jail, while 
about 4 in 7 incarceration sentences 
following a felony conviction were to 
prison. 

• The probability of receiving a prison 
term was highest for those convicted of 
murder (87%) or robbery (65%). Next 
most likely to receive a prison sentence 
were defendants convicted of rape or 
burglary (53%). Less than half of other 
felony convictions resulted in a prison 
sentence. 

• About a fourth of convicted defendants 
were sentenced to probation instead of 
incarceration, regardless of whether the 
conviction was for a felony or a misde­
meanor. Among defendants who were 
convicted of a felony but not sentenced 
to incarceration, 9 in 10 received a 

probation sentence. About 7 In 10 
defendants convicted of a misdemeanor 
but not sentenced to incarceration were 
sentenced to probation. 

• Among defendants who were sen­
tenced to prison, the mean sentence 
length was 63 months and the median 
length was 36 months (table 21). The jail 
sentences for felony convictions had a 
mean of 7 months and a median of 6 
months. Among defendants convicted of 
a felony, about 76% were given probation 
in addition to their jail sentence, and 14% 
received probation with their sentence to 
prison. 

• The average sentence of defendants 
convicted of a violent offense (a mean of 
97 months and a median of 60 months) 
was more than twice as long as the 
average sentence of those convicted of a 
public-order felony (a mean of 35 months 
and a median of 24 months). By specific 
offense, defendants convicted of murder 
received the longest prison sentences­
a mean of 233 months and a median of 
120 months. 

.. Among defendants who were convicted 
of a felony and received a probation 
sentence instead of incarceration, the 
mean length of their sentence was 45 
months and the median length was 36 
months (table 22). Average probation 
sentences were shorter for defendants 
convicted of a misdemeanor (a mean of 
21 months and a median of 12 months). 
Overall, about 20% of the defendants 
who received a probation sentence were 
required to make restitution, 14% of them 
were required to perform community 
service, 4% were required to enter a 
drug treatment program, 2% were placed 
on intensive probation, and 1 % of them 
were subject to electronic monitoring. 

• For defendants convicted of a felony on 
the current charge, the probability of 
receiving a sentence to Incarceration was 
highest if they had multiple prior felony 
convictions - 91 % for defendants with 
five or more prior felony convictions, and 
87% for those with two to four prior 
felony convictions (table 23). About 82% 
of defendants with one prior felony 
conviction, and 77% of those with only 
prior misdemeanor convictions were 
sentenced to incarceration. Defendants 

with no prior conviction record (65%) 
were the least likely to be sentenced to 
Incarceration after a felony conviction. 

e Nearly two-thirds (63%) of the 
defendants with mUltiple prior felony 
convictions were sentenced to prison 
after being convicted of a felony on the 
current charge. About half (52%) of 
those with a single prior felony conviction 
and about a third (32%) of those with no 
prior felony convictions received a prison 
term. 

• Among defendants with a felony con­
viction record, those with more convic­
tions received longer prison sentences 
(table 24). Defendants with five or more 
prior felony convictions had the longest 
mean (93 months) and median (54 
months) prison sentences. For defend­
ants with two to four prior felony convic­
tions, the mean prison sentence received 
was 69 months and the median was 41 
months. For defendants with a single 
prior felony conviction, the mean prison 
sentence was 54 months and the median 
was 36 months. 

• For defendants convicted of a drug 
felony, the mean(50 months) and median 
(48 months) prison sentences were 
longer for those with one prior felony 
conviction than for those with no prior 
felony convictions (42 months and 24 
months). The mean and median sen­
tences for defendants convicted of a 
violent, property, or public-order felony 
were not longer when the defendants had 
one prior felony conviction than when 
they had none. 

• Defendants who were convicted of a 
violent felony in the current case but 
had no prior felony convictions received a 
longer prison sentence on average (a 
mean of 84 months and a median of 60 
months) than defendants convicted of 
a nonviolent felony. This was true even 
when the latter had five or more prior 
felony convictions (a mean of 72 months 
and a median of 36 months). 
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Tabla 19. Time from conviction to sentencing for convicted defendants, 
by most serious conviction offense, 1990 

Percent of convicted defendants In the 75 
Most serious largest counties who were sentenced within: 
conviction Numberof 0-1 2·30 31·60 61 days 
offense defendants Total day _ . ~C1y.s .h ____ ~.qCl},s . __ ._ 2l!:nJl.rEl. ________ 

All offenses 29,089 100% 63% 18% 12% 7% 

Allfalonies 22,779 100% 58% 21% 13% 8% 

Violent offenses 4,223 100% 56% 19% 16% 9% 
Murder 129 100 55 19 13 12 
Rape 255 100 35 19 30 16 
Robbery 1,584 100 53 23 16 8 
Assault 1,663 100 62 17 13 8 
Other violent 593 100 57 16 20 7 

Property offenses 7,920 100% 62% 21% 11% 6% 
Burglary 2,553 100 62 22 11 6 
Theft 3,249 100 63 21 11 5 
Other property 2,119 100 61 18 11 10 

Drug offenses 8,607 100% 55% 23% 13% 8% 
Sales/trafficking 5,659 100 58 23 11 7 
Other drug 2,948 100 48 23 18 11 

Public-order offenses 2,028 100% 54% 17% 18% 10% 
Driving-related 753 100 53 16 19 13 
Other public-order 1,275 100 55 18 18 9 

Misdemeanors 6,310 100% 82% 6% 7% 6% 

Note: Data on ",me from conviction to sentencing were available for 96% of 
ali cases that' lad reached sentencing. Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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Table 20. Most severe type of sentenCE! received by convicted defendants, 
by most serious conviction offense, 1990 

Percent of convicted defendants 

Most serious Numberof 
In the 75 largest counties sentenced to: 

Incarceration Nonlncarceratlon 
90nylp~!9[!!!!!~~_.~~ndants Total Total Prison Jail Total Probation Fine 

All offenses 28,552 100% 73% 37% 36% 27% 25% 3% 

Alileionies 23,118 100% 75% 43% 32% 25% 24% 1% 

Violent offenses 4,330 100% 79% 52% 27% 21% 21% 
Murder 133 100 93 87 6 7 7 a 
Rape 255 100 92 53 39 8 8 a 
Robbery 1,646 100 87 65 22 13 13 a 
Assault 1,680 100 71 41 31 29 28 1 
Other violent 616 100 71 43 28 29 29 a 

Property offenses 8,049 100% 71% 42% 29% 29% 29% 1% 
Burglary 2,618 100 80 53 27 21 20 
Theft 3,291 100 71 40 31 29 28 
Other property 2,139 100 59 31 28 41 40 

Drug offenses 8,714 100% 78% 41% 37% 22% 21% 1% 
Sales/trafficking 5.721 100 80 43 37 20 20 1 
Other drug 2,993 100 74 36 39 26 25 1 

PubHc-orderoffenses 2,026 100% 71% 39% 33% 29% 27% 2% 
Driving-related 781 100 79 39 40 21 18 3 
Other public-order 1,245 100 66 38 28 34 32 2 

Misdemeanors 5,433 100% 64% 10% 54% 36% 26% 11% 

Note: Data on type of sentence were available for 93% of cases Involving defendants who had been 
convicted. Sentences to Incarceration may have also Included a probation term. Sentences to prison, 
Jail, or probation may have Included a fine, restitution, or community service. Fines Included restitution 
or community service In some Instances. Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
-Less than 0.5%. 
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Table 21. Mean and median sentences to Incarceration for defendants 
convicted of a felony, by most serious conviction offense, 1990 

Length of sentence of felony defendants 
In the 75 largest counties sentenced to: 

Most serious felony Prison Jail 
conviction offense Mean Median Mean Median 

All offenses 63 months 36 months 7 months 6 months 

All felonies 63 months 36 months 7 months 6 months 

Vlolentoffenses 97 months 60 months 8 months 6 months 
Murder 233 120 10 12 
Rape 99 72 9 8 
Robbery 93 60 9 9 
Assault 80 60 7 6 
Other violent 95 60 7 6 

Property offenses 59 months 36 months 7 months 6 months 
Burglary 64 48 8 6 
Theft 56 36 7 6 
Other property 55 36 6 3 

Drug offenses 51 months 36 months 6 months 6 months 
Sales/trafficking 53 36 7 6 
Other drug 47 36 5 3 

Public-orderoffenses 35 months 24 months 7 months 6 months 
Driving-related 24 16 8 9 
Other public-order 40 24 6 4 

Note: Data on length of prison sentence were available for 83% of convicted defendants who 
were sentenced to prison. Data on length of Jail sentence were available for 95% of convicted 
defendants who were sentenced to Jail. Means and medians were calculated using defendants' 
maximum sentence. Sentences to Incarceration may have also Included a probation.term. 

r-------------------..... --------------------------------------..... ------------.---------------------
Table 22. Mean and median sentences to probation and the probation conditions received 
by conVicted felony defendants, by most serious conviction offense, 1990 

Convicted felon~ defendants In the 75 largest counties sentenced to erobation 
Percent whose sentence to erobatlon Included 

Mostserlous Number of Probation sentence Community Drug Intensive 
conviction offense defeD~!!'1ls. M~I!'t .M.~la.n ~~~tI!!!..~C!!L Jel'tlce._ !reat'!l.tl.f1! probat[ 0_'1. . 

Alioifenses 7,005 40 months 30 months 20% 14% 4% 

All felonies 5.616 45 months 36 months 22% 14% 4% 
Violentoifenses 889 42 3B 17 8 0 
Property offenses 2,322 38 36 35 15 3 
Drug offenses 1.865 58 30 10 14 7 
Pu~lic-order offenses 541 39 36 14 19 4 

Misdemeanors 1.389 21 months 12 months 15% 13% 4% 

Note: Table excludes defendants who received a sentence to Incarceration In addition to their probation sentence. 
A defendant may have received more than one probation condition. Data on probation cond~lons were available 
for 85% of all defendants who had received a probation sentence. 
-Less than 0.5%. 
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Table 23. Most severe type of sentence received by defendants 
convicted of a felony, by prior conviction record, 1990 

Percent of felony defendants 
Prior conviction record Number In the 75 largest counties sentenced to: 
and most serious of de- Incarceration Nonlncarceratlon 
current fel~nJ,,()~rlVlction , ,,[~rrQl'!~t2. _", I21'!L, .J~L Prison., J,'!.lL . 12~L.f!q~!£I:I.£1.'l!l..." 
5 or more prior 
felony convIctions' 

Allollenses 1,506 100% 91% 64% 27% 9% 9% 0 

Violent offenses 218 100% 96% 74% 24% 2% 2% 0 
Property offenses 700 100 86 57 29 14 14 0 
Drug offenses 473 100 94 71 23 6 6 0 
Public-order ollenses 117 100 93 55 36 7 7 0 

2 to 4 prior felony convictions' 

All offenses 4,182 100% 87% 63% 25% 13% 12% 1% 

Vlolentoff~nses 707 100% 90% 67% 23% 10% 10% 0 
Property offenses 1,623 100 85 61 24 15 14 1 
Drug offenses 1,482 100 89 64 26 11 10 1 
Public-order offenses 370 100 87 59 28 13 12 1 

1 prlorfolonycorlVlctlon' 

All offenses 3,674 100% 82% 52% 30% 18% 17% 

Violent offenses 592 100% 85% 63% 22% 15% 15% 0 
Property offenses 1,223 100 80 49 31 20 20 0 
Drug offenses 1,496 100 84 51 33 16 15 
Publlc-orderollenses 363 100 78 52 26 22 21 

Prior misdemeanor 
convlctluns only 

Allollenses 3,817 100% 77% 32% 45% 23% 22% 1% 

Violent offenses 790 100% 82% 48% 34% 18% 17% 1% 
Property offenses 1,102 100 69 28 41 31 30 1 
Drug offenses 1,433 100 80 25 55 20 19 1 
Public-order offenses 492 100 80 34 46 20 19 2 

No prlorconvlctlons 

All offenses 7,884 100% 65% 32% 33% 35% 34% 1% 

Violent offenses 1,640 100% 70% 42% 28% 30% 30% 0 
Property offenses 2,664 100 58 30 28 42 41 
Drug offenses 3,057 100 71 31 41 29 28 1 
Public-order ollenst') 523 100 46 20 27 54 50 4 

Note: Data on prior conviction record were available for 93% of all cases InvolvIng defendants who 
had been convIcted of a known type of felony. Data on type of sentence were available for 97% 
of cases involving defendants who had been convIcted of a known type of felony. Sentences to 
incarceration may have also Included a probation term. Sentences to prison, Jail, or probation may 
have InclUded a fine, restitution, or community servlee. Fines included restitution or community service 
in some Instances. Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
-Less than 0.5%. 
'Number of prIor felony convictions refers to the number of conviction charges or counts rather than 
to the number of conviction events. 

Felony Defendants in Large Urban Counties, 1990 19 



Table 24. Mean and medlsn sentences to Incarceration for defendants 
convicted of a felony, by prior felony conviction record, 1990 

Length of sentence of lelony defendants 
Prior conviction record In the 75 largest counties sentenced to: 
and most serious Prison Jail 
current felony conviction Mean Median Me~ 

5 or more prlorfolony convictions' 

All offenses 93 months 54 months 11 months 9 months 

Violent orrenses 183 montns 120 months 13 months 12 months 
Properly offenses 88 36 10 8 
Drug offenses 77 48 11 10 
Public-order offenses 67 24 6 3 

2 to 4 prior felony convictions' 
All offenses 69 months 41 months 7 months 6 months 

Violent offenses 110 months 60 months 9 months 9 months 
Property offenses 67 36 7 6 
Drug offenses 56 41 7 4 
Public-order offenses 29 24 6 6 

1 prlorfelonyconvlctlon 

All offenses 54 months 36 months 7 months 6 months 

Vlolentoffenses 64 months 60 months 7 months 6 months 
Property offenses 51 36 8 6 
Drug offenses 50 48 7 6 
Public-orderof/enses 31 24 8 6 

No prlorfelony conviction 

Alloffenses 56 months 36 months 6 months 6 months 

Violent offenses 84 months 60 months 7 months 6 months 
Property offenses 55 36 6 6 
Drug orrenses 42 24 6 6 
Public-order offenses 33 22 7 6 

Note: Data on prior conviction record were available for 93% of all cases Involving defendants who had 
been convicted of a known type of felony. Data on maximum prison sentence were available for 85% 
of cases Involving defendants who had been convicted 01 a known type of felony and had been 
sentenced to prison. Data on the length of lall sentences were available for 98% of cases Involving 
defendants who had been convlcled of a known type of felony and had been sentenced to lail. 
'Sentences to Incarceration may have also Included a probation term. 
'Number of prior felony convictions refers to tho number of conviction charges or counts rather than to the 
number of conviction events. 
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Methodology 

The NPRP sample was designed and 
selected by the U.S. Bureau of the 
Census. It Is a 2-stage stratified sample 
with 40 of the 75 most populous counties 
selected at the first stage (1 county 
having to be dropped without substi­
tution) and a systematic sample of felony 
filings (defendants) wIthin each county 
selected at the &dcond stage. 

The 40 counties were divided Into 4 
first-stage strata based on court filing 
informatfon obtained through a telephone 
survey. Fourteen counties were Included 
In the sample with certainty because of 
their large number of court filings. The 
remaining 26 counties were allocated to 
the 3 non-certainty strata based on the 
variance of felony court dispositions. 

The second-stage sampling (filings) was 
designed to represent all defendants who 
had felony cases filed with the court 
during the month of May 1990. The 
participating Jurisdictions Included every 
defendant who had a felony case flied on 
selected days during that month. The 
days selected depended on the 
first-stage stratum in which the county 
had been placed. Each Jurisdiction was 
provided with 5, 10, 15, or 31 days in 
May 1990 from which to sample all 
defendants who had felony charges flied. 
Jurisdictions that did not select a full 
month of filings were weighted to 
represent the full month. 

Data on 13.597 sample felony cases 
were collected from the 39 sampled 
jurisdictions. This sample represented 
56.807 weighted cases flied during the 
month of May 1990 In the 75 most 
populous counties. Cases that, because 
of Incomplete Information. could not be 
classified Into one of the four major crime 
categories (violent. property, drug, 
public-order) were omitted from the 
analysis. This reduced the weighted total 
for this report to 56,618 cases. Data 
collection was supervised by the Pre-
trial Services Resource Center of 
Washington, D.C. 

This report Is based on data collected 
from the following Jurisdictions: Arizona 
(Maricopa); California (Los Angeles. 
Orange, Sacramento. San Bernardino, 
San Diego, Santa Clara): District of 
Columbia; Florida (Broward, Dade, 
Duval, Hillsborough, Palm Beach, 
Pinellas); Georgia (Fulton); HawaII 
(Honolulu); illinois (Cook): Massachu­
setts (Essex, Suffolk); Michigan (Wayne); 
Missouri (St. Louis); New Jersey (Essex); 
New York (Bronx, Erie, Kings, Monroe, 
New York, Queens); Ohio (Hamilton); 
Pennsylvania (Allegheny, Montgomery, 
Philadelphia); Tennessee (Shelby); 
Texas (Dallas, Harris, Tarrant); Utah 
(Salt Lake); Virginia (Fairfax); and 
Washington (King). 

Because the data came from a sample, 
a sampling error (standard error) Is asso­
ciated with each reported number. In 
general, If the difference between two 
numbers is greater than twice the stan­
dard error for that difference, we can say 
that we are 95% confident of a real 
difference and that the apparent differ­
ence Is not simply the result of using a 
sample rather than the entire population. 
All differences discussed In this report 
were statistically significant at or above 
the 95-percent confidence level. 

Offense categories 

Felony offenses were classified Into 12 
categories for this report. These cate­
gories were further divided Into the four 
major crime categories of violent 
offenses, property offenses, drug 
offenses. and public-order offenses. 
The following listings contain a repre­
sentative summary of most of the crimes 
contained In each category; however. 
these lists are not meant to be exhaus­
tive. All offenses. except for murder, 
Include attempts and conspiracies to 
commit. 

-
Violent offenses 

Murder - Includes homicide, non­
negligent manslaughter, and voluntary 
homicide. Does not Include attempted 
murder (which Is classified as felony 
assault) or negligent homicide, Involun­
tary homicide. and vehicular manslaugh­
ter (which are classified as "other violent 
crime"). 

Rape - Includes forcible Intercourse, 
sodomy, or penetration with a foreign 
obJeot.. Does not Include statutory rape 
or nonforclble acts with a minor or 
someone unable to give legal consent, 
nonviolent sexual offenses. and 
commercialized sex offenses. 

Robbery -Includes the unlawful taking 
of anything of value by force of threat of 
force. 

Assault-Includes aggravated assault. 
aggravated battery. attempted murder. 
assault with a deadly weapon, felony 
assault or battery on a law enforcement 
officer, or other felony assaults. Does 
not Include extortion, coercion, or 
Intimidation. 

Other violent offenses - Includes vehi­
cular manslaughter, Involuntary man­
slaughter, negligent or reckless homicide, 
nonviolent or nonforcible sexual assault, 
kidnaping, unlawful imprisonment, child 
or spouse abuse, cruelty to child, reck­
less endangerment. hit-and-run with 
bodily Injury, Intimidation. and extortion. 

Property offenses 

Burglary - Includes any type of entry to 
a residence. industry, or business with or 
without the use of force with the Intent to 
commit a felony or theft. such as forcible 
entry and breaking and entering. Does 
not include possession of burglary tools, 
trespassing. and unlawful entry where 
the Intent Is not known. 
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Theft -Includes grand tlleft, grand lar­
ceny, motor vehicle theft, or any other 
felony theft. Does not Include receiving 
or buying stolen property, fraud, forgery, 
or deceit. 

Other property offenses -- Includes 
receiving or buying stolen property, 
forgery, fraud, embezzlement, arson, 
reckless burning, damage to property, 
criminal mischief, vandalism, bad checks, 
counterfeiting, criminal trespassing, 
possession of burglary tools, and 
unlawful entry. 

Drug offenses 

Drug sales/trafficking -Includes 
trafficking, sales, distribution, possession 
with Intent to distribute or sell, manu­
facturing, or smuggling of controlled 
substances. Does not Include 
possession of controlled substances. 

Other drug offenses - Includes posses­
sion of controlled substances, pre­
scription violations, possession of drug 
paraphernalia, and other drug law 
violations. 

Public-order offenses 

DriVing-related - Includes driving under 
the influence of drugs or alcohol, driving 
with a suspended or revoked license, or 
any other felony In the motor vehicle 
code. 

Other public-order offenses -Includes 
flight/escape, parole or probation viola­
tions, prison contraband, habitual 
offender, obstruction of Justice, rioting, 
libol and slander, weapons offenses, 
treason, perjury, prostitution/pandering, 
bribery, and tax law violations. 

Terms relating to pretrial release 

Released defendant - Includes any 
defendant who was released from 
custody prior to the disposition of his or 
her case by the court. Includes defen­
dants who were detained for some period 
of time before being released and defen­
dants who were returned to custody after 
being released because of a violation of 
the conditions of pretrial release. 

Detained defendant -Includes any 
defendant who remained In custody from 
the time of arrest until the disposition of 
his or her case by the court. Includes 
defendants whose cases were disposed 
of In such a short time that they had no 
opportunity for pretrial release. This 
report also refers to detained defendants 
as "not released." 

Failure to appear - Occurs when a court 
Issues a bench warrant for a defendant's 
arrest because he or she has missed a 
scheduled court appearance. 

Types of financial release 

Full cash bond - The defendant posts 
the ful! ball amount In cash with the court. 
If the defendant makes all court appear­
ances, the cash Is returned to him or her. 
If the defendant falls to appear In court, 
the bond Is forfeited. 

Deposit bond - The defendant deposits 
a percentage (usually 10%) of the full ball 
amount with the court. If the defendant 
falls to appear In court, he or she Is liable 
to the court for the full amount of the bail. 
The percentage bail Is returned after the 
disposition of the caf"e, but the court 
often retains a smp-Ii portion for 
administrative costs. 
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surety bond - A ball bondsman signs a 
promissory note to the court for the full 
ball amount and charges the defendant 
a fee for the service (usually 10% of the 
full ball amount). If the defendant falls to 
appear, the bondsman is liable to the 
court for the full ball amount. Frequently 
the bondsman requires the defendant to 
post collateral In addition to the fee. 

Types of nonfinancial release 

Unsecured bond - The defendant pays 
no money to the court but is liable for the 
full amount of ball should he or she fall to 
appear In court. 

Release on recognizance - The court 
releases the defendant on the promise 
that he or she will appear In court as 
required. 

Citation release - Arrestees are 
released pending their first court 
appearance on a written order Issued by 
law enforcement personnel. Citation 
release Is included In the recognizance 
release category in this report. 

Conditional release - Defendants are 
released under conditions which are 
supervised by a pretrial services agency. 
This type of release Is also known as 
supervised release. 

Emergency release - Defendants are 
released solely in response to a court 
order placing limits on a jail's population. 



Appendix 

Appendix table A. Population, sampling weights, and number of cases, 
by Jurisdiction, 1990 

Population SamE!lIngwelghts Numberol cases 
Coul)tyj~t!lt!l) 

" .. _.".- Hln19~Q+H_. __ E!Yn.g!.. Cou..!l!l...._ TotaL_ Unwelg.l]ted~Ellilhted~. 

Maricopa (AZ) 2,122,000 4 1.00 4.00 223 892 
Los Angeles (CA) 8,863,000 4 1.00 4.00 1,515 6,060 
Orange (CA) 2,411,000 2 2.00 4.00 291 1,164 
Sacramento (CA) 1,041,000 2 2.00 4.00 416 1,664 
San Bernardino (CA) 1,418,000 2 2,00 4.00 165 660 
San Diego (CA) 2,498,000 4 1.25 5.00 267 1,335 
Santa Clara (CA) 1,498,000 4 1.25 5.00 187 935 
Washington (DC) 607,000 4 1.25 5.00 160 800 

Broward (FL) 1,255,000 4 1.00 4.00 273 1,092 
Dade(FL) 1,937,000 4 1.00 4.00 559 ~,236 
Duval (FL) 635,000 4 1.25 5.00 244 1,220 
Hillsborough (FL) 834,000 4 1.25 5.00 119 595 
Palm Beach (FL) 864,000 4 1.00 4.00 117 468 
Pinellas (FL) 852,000 2 2.00 4.00 340 1,360 
Fulton (GA) 649,000 4 1.00 4.00 202 808 
Honolulu (HI) 836,000 1 3.89 3.89 120 467 

Cook(lL) 5,105,000 4 1.00 4.00 591 2,364 
Essex (MA) 670,000 1 3.89 3.89 238 926 
Suffolk (MA) 664,000 1 3.89 3.89 879 3,418 
Wayne (MI) 2,112,000 4 1.00 4.00 217 868 
St. Louis (MO) 994,000 1 3,89 3.89 308 1,198 
Essex (NJ) 778,000 4 2.00 8.00 219 1,752 
Bronx (NY) 1,204,000 4 1.00 4.00 454 1,816 
Erie (NY) 969,000 1 3.89 3.69 394 1,532 

Kings (NY) 2,301,000 4 1.00 4.00 629 2,516 
Monroe (NY) 714,000 1 3.89 3.89 201 782 
New York (NY) 1,488,000 4 1.00 4.00 678 2,712 
Queens (NY) 1,952,000 4 1.25 5.00 320 1,600 
Hamilton (OH) 866,000 2 2.00 4.00 258 1,032 
Allegheny (PA) 1,336,000 4 1.00 4.00 60 240 
Montgomery (PA) 678,000 1 3.89 3.89 151 587 
Philadelphia (PA) 1,586,000 4 1.25 5.00 366 1,830 

Shelby (TN) 826,000 2 2.00 4.00 393 1,572 
Dallas (TX) 1,853,000 4 1.00 4.00 509 2,036 
Harris (TX) 2,818,000 4 1.00 4.00 426 1,704 
Tarrant (TX) 1,170,000 4 1,25 5.00 199 995 
Satt Lake (UT) 726,000 1 3,89 3.89 288 1,120 
Fairfax (VA) 819,000 1 3.89 3.89 306 1,190 
King (WA) 1,507,000 2 2.00 4.00 268 1,072 

Note: In 13 of the 39 counties Included In the 1990 NPRP study, prosecutors did not screen out any felony 
arrests before filing charges. In Ihese counties, Ihe NPRP sample cases are representative of all felony 
cases received by prosecu1ors, and any cases screened ou1 by the prosecutor are Included In the NPRP 
dismissal category. These counties are Broward, FL: Dade, FL; Palm Beach, FL: Fulton, GA: Honolulu, HI: 
Essex, NJ; Erie, NY: Monroe, NY; Hamilton, OH: Allegheny, PAl Montgomery, PAl Shelby, TN; and Fairfax, 
VA. In the other 26 NPRP jurisdictions, felony arrests were reviewed by prosecutors before the decision to 
file felony charges was made. In these jurisdictions, the NPRP sample cases do not include those in which 
a person was arrested for a felony but !::>Iony charges were not filed, 
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Appendix table B. Most serious arrest charge 
of felony defendants, by Jurisdiction, 1990 

Percent of felony defendants 

Violent 
within catQ90rles of most serious arrest charge 

Property Drug Public-order 
County (State) offellse.s offElIl~~ •.. _()ffe.n~.e! • ..()ffens.es. . - . . .. --~. ~ . 

Maricopa (AZ) 19% 32% 34% 15% 
Los Angeles (CA) 21 24 44 11 
Orange (CA) 13 25 56 6 
Sacramento (CA) 28 31 29 12 
San Bernardino (CA) 21 38 36 6 
San Diego (CA) 16 41 33 10 
Santa Clara (CA) 21 39 27 13 
Washington (DC) 37 15 39 9 

Broward (FL) 19% 29% 45% 7% 
Dade (FL) 28 38 26 9 
Duval(FL) 22 26 34 18 
Hillsborough (FL) 24 39 30 7 
Palm Beach (FL) 23 32 37 8 
Pinellas (FL) 29 42 19 10 
Fulton (GA) 23 23 51 2 
Honolulu (HI) 39 33 15 13 

Cook (IL) 16% 27% 52% 4% 
Essex (MA) 26 52 17 5 
Suffolk (MA) 44 41 11 4 
Wayne (MI) 20 31 32 17 
St Louis (MO) 15 53 21 11 
Essex (NJ) 31 24 41 4 
Bronx (NY) 27 22 41 10 
Erie (NY) 34 37 15 14 

Kings (NY) 34% 25% 34% 7% 
Monroe (NY) 33 35 15 16 
New York (NY) 31 23 44 3 
Queens (N'J 30 34 34 2 
Hamilton (0 H) 22 48 28 3 
Allegheny (PAl 33 40 23 3 
Montgomery (PA) 22 46 28 3 
Philadelphia (PAl 43 33 23 1 

Shelby (TN) 24% 32% 42% 2% 
Dal/as(TX) 29 34 27 10 
Harris (TXl 20 42 33 5 
Tarrant (TXl 16 44 34 7 
Salt Lake (UT) 17 61 18 3 
Fairfax (VA) 8 68 15 8 
King (WA) 16 30 49 5 

Note: See nate, appendix table A. Detail may nat add to 100% because of rounding. 
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Appendix table C. Sex, age, and race of felony defendants, 
by Jurisdiction, 1990 

Percent of felon~ defendants 
Sex A[e Rave 

County (State) .- ~.-
•. ~~~~~n.al! .• _ !LI!£fI3~.?L2.l-?.§l __ .. ~9~.~ _190!0IdSJ:...~ .• ~L~~. While Other - .-. 

Maricopa (AZ) 87% 13% 16% 42% 30% 11% 22% 76% 2% 
Los Angeles (CA) 86 14 17 45 28 10 38 61 1 
Orange (CA) 89 11 17 48 27 7 6 88 6 
Sacramento (CA) 83 17 14 41 32 13 41 56 3 
San Bernardino (CA) 82 18 13 37 37 13 31 69 0 
San Diego (CA) 84 16 13 43 31 14 31 65 4 
Santa Clara (CA) 73 27 9 49 32 11 30 63 7 
Washington (DC) 89 11 16 44 29 11 94 5 1 

Broward (FL) 82% 18% 13% 42% 32% 13% 49% 49% 1% 
Dade (FL) 87 13 16 40 29 15 54 46 0 
Duval (FL) 82 18 24 38 28 10 62 38 --
Hillsborough (FL) 86 14 19 38 29 13 48 52 0 
Palm Beach (FL) 91 9 15 43 34 9 54 46 0 
Pinellas (FL) 82 18 22 35 29 14 36 64 1 
Fullon(GA) 90 10 17 37 33 13 94 6 0 
Honolulu (HI) 86 14 14 43 29 14 8 26 65 

Cook (IL) 91% 9% 27% 40% 27% 6% 80% 19% 1% 
Essex (MA) 88 12 26 44 22 8 19 76 5 
Suffolk (MA) 88 12 28 41 23 8 72 26 2 
Wayne (MI) 92 8 30 33 26 11 95 5 0 
51 Louis (MO) 84 16 28 36 26 10 55 45 0 
Essex (NJ) 87 13 27 45 23 6 83 17 0 
Bronx (NY) 87 13 24 39 29 7 52 48 0 
Erie (NY) 91 9 28 39 24 8 65 35 1 

Kings (NY) 88% 120/0 30% 42% 20% 8% 66% 34% 1% 
Monroe (NY) 92 8 30 37 26 7 73 27 1 
New York (NY) 86 14 21 36 29 14 61 38 --
Queens (NY) 84 16 28 38 27 7 55 43 2 
Hamilton (OH) 78 22 21 43 27 10 66 34 0 
Allegheny (PA) 85 15 30 28 28 13 49 51 0 
Monlgomery (PA) 86 14 21 40 28 12 51 49 0 
Philadelphia (PA) 89 11 23 45 25 7 82 18 --
Shelby (TN) 87% 13% 22% 44% 27% 7% 83% 17% 0 
Dallas (TX) 83 17 24 34 28 14 42 58 --
Harris (TX) 84 16 23 37 29 10 51 49 --
Tarrant (TX) 80 20 25 34 29 13 42 56 1 
Sail Lake (UT) 81 19 23 39 25 13 8 84 8 
Fairfax (VA) 80 20 25 41 25 9 41 56 3 
King (WA) 83 17 18 41 30 11 43 54 3 

Nole: See note, appendix table A. Delall may nol add to 100% because of rounding. 
-Less than 0.5%. 
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Appendix table table 0, Felony defendants released before or detained until case disposition, 
by type of release and Jurisdiction, 1990 

Percent of felon:r: defendants 
Released before case des~osltlon 

Financial release 
Full Nonfinancial release Detained until casedls~osition 

Surety cash Deposit Recog- Condl- Unsecured Emergency Held .Denled 
County (State) Total .. ~ond .. bond bond Other nlzanc:t3:. !I.0n~ .b5l~ !el~ast3 ,"_. -. ICl.~ . oQE.all ball 

Maricopa (AZ) 58% 17% 0 0 0 22% 18% -- 0 42% 25% 17% 
Los Angeles (CA) 41 18 8 0 0 15 -- 0 -- 59 45 14 
Orange (CA) 26 7 1 -- 0 18 -- 0 0 74 74 --
Sacramento (CA) 54 32 1 -- 0 16 4 0 0 46 37 9 
San Bernardino (CA) 40 17 3 2 0 16 1 0 0 60 57 2 
San Diego (CA) 45 17 2 0 0 17 9 0 0 55 55 --
Santa Clara (CA) 47 10 1 0 1 22 13 0 0 53 48 5 
Washington (DC) 70 16 4 3 0 7 39 0 0 30 28 2 

Broward (FL) 56% 37% 10% 0 0 -- 9% 0 0 44% 38% 7% 
Dade (FL) 66 4 2 2 -- 1 57 0 0 34, 25 9 
Duval (FL) 35 17 3 0 0 14 1 0 0 65 52 13 
Hillsborough (FL) 64 40 4 0 0 16 4 0 0 36 2 34 
Palm Beach (FL) 62 38 9 0 0 9 7 0 0 38 36 2 
Pinellas (FL) 70 29 4 0 1 36 1 0 0 30 29 1 
Fulton (GA) 30 12 0 0 3 0 10 -- 4 69 28 41 
Honolulu (HI) 81 28 36 0 0 3 14 0 0 19 17 2 

Cook (IL) 75% 0 1% 10% 0 1% 1% 44% 19% 25% 23% 2% 
Essex (MA) 80 0 10 0 0 69 1 0 0 20 20 0 
Suffolk (MA) 88 - 18 0 0 65 5 0 0 12 11 1 
Wayne (MI) 71 0 - 36 0 0 0 26 9 29 27 2 
St Louis (MO) 81 4 -- 22 14 36 5 0 0 19 16 3 
Essex (NJ) 97 7 34 0 0 56 0 0 0 3 2 1 
Bronx (NY) 76 0 16 0 0 59 0 0 0 24 24 --
Erie (NY) 82 7 4 0 1 68 1 1 0 18 14 4 

Kings(NY) 82% 0% 18% 0 0 64% 0 0 0 18% 17% 1% 
Monroe (NY) 86 0 12 0 4 44 26 0 0 14 9 5 
New York (NY) 80 0 7 0 0 73 0 0 0 20 19 1 
Queens (NY) 75 0 23 0 0 52 0 0 0 25 25 --
Hamilton (0 H) 70 4 1 28 1 4 32 0 0 30 29 --
Allegheny (PA) 83 14 0 27 2 41 0 0 0 17 15 2 
Montgomery (PA) 79 1 3 19 1 0 0 54 0 21 19 3 
Philadelphia (PA) 84 14 0 9 0 4 1 56 0 16 11 5 

Shelby (TN) 66% 51% - 0 0 0 15% 0 0 34% 34% --
Dallas (TX) 61 54 '1 1 0 - 3 2 0 39 24 15 
Harris (TX) 39 29 1 0 0 9 0 -- 0 61 42 19 
Tarrant (TX) 67 59 0 0 0 2 7 0 0 33 31 2 
Salt Lake (UT) 72 9 -- 0 0 1 61 0 0 28 18 10 
Fairfax (VA) 73 45 7 0 0 0 5 16 0 27 23 4 
King (WA) 63 7 2 0 0 43 10 1 0 37 34 3 

Note: See note, appendix table A. Detail may not add to 100% because of rounding. 
'Released on own recognizance. 
--Less than 0.5%. 
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Appendix table E. Adjudication outcome for felony defendants, 
by Jurisdiction, 1990 

Percent of felon~ defendants 
Adjudication outcome 

Comlcted Other outcome 
Adjudicated Misde- Not convicted Deferred 

CountyjSta~e) ~ithln~a!. _Tot~1 _ .. FeloQL meanor I~t~ qlsmlss_e~ ... Ac.~ume-'L _ T.oli:!I_<:,.d.&c!lp~lon _Dlv~~lon 

Maricopa (.6,Z) 97% 85% 69% 15% 15% 13% 2% 1% 1% 0% 
Los Angeles (CA) 93 73 69 4 19 18 1 8 -- 8 
Orange (CA) 90 83 72 11 17 17 0 0 0 0 
Sacramento (CA) 94 73 62 11 23 23 -- 4 -- 3 
San Bernardino (CA) 94 78 70 8 19 19 0 3 1 2 
San Diego (CA) 97 83 79 4 14 14 0 3 0 3 
Santa Clara (CA) 96 86 70 16 8 8 0 6 1 6 
Washington (DC) 83 56 21 35 44 43 2 0 0 0 

Broward (FL) 96% 61% 60% -- 39% 38% 1% 0 0 0 
Dade (FL) • 95 39 35 4 54 52 2 7 6 2 
Duval(FL) 97 68 51 17 24 23 1 8 7 1 
Hillsborough (FL) 94 82 77 5 12 8 4 6 2 5 
Palm Beach (FL) 100 77 41 36 19 17 2 4 0 4 
Pinellas (FL) 87 74 67 7 23 22 -- 3 2 2 
Fulton (GA) 85 82 76 5 18 18 1 0 0 0 
Honolulu (HI) 54 90 83 7 10 5 5 0 0 0 

Cook (IL) 87% 48% 45% 3% 52% 50% 2% -- - 0 
Essex (MA) 73 59 58 1 2$ 28 1 13 13 0 
Suffolk (MA) 76 32 28 4 58 53 4 11 10 1 
Wayne (MI) 94 62 61 1 31 27 4 7 0 7 
SI. Louis (MO) 56 65 60 5 35 34 1 0 0 0 
Essex (NJ) 45 60 46 14 40 38 1 0 0 0 
Bronx (NY) 81 66 28 39 34 34 0 0 0 0 
Erie (NY) 91 37 21 16 51 51 0 12 11 1 

Kings {NY} 87% 63% 26% 38% 37% 37% -- 0 0 0 
Monroe (NY) 80 51 22 29 45 44 1 4 4 1 
New York (NY) 87 60 28 32 40 40 _. 0 0 
Queens (NY) 88 64 37 26 36 36 0 0 0 0 
Hamilton (OH) 97 72 45 27 28 26 2 -- -- 0 
Allegheny (P A) 77 61 50 11 32 32 0 7 0 7 
Montgomery (PA) 90 86 58 28 10 9 1 4 0 4 
Philadelphia (PA) 73 51 47 3 41 37 4 8 1 7 

Shelby (TN) 77% 82% 47% 35% 16% 16% -- 2% 0 2% 
Dallas (TX) 97 54 48 6 31 29 2 15 15 1 
Harris (TX) 96 70 65 4 14 14 -- 16 16 --
Tarrant (TX) 69 55 55 0 15 15 0 30 30 0 
Salt Lake (UT) 97 76 48 28 22 21 1 2 -- 1 
Fairfax (VA) 96 69 31 38 31 30 1 1 0 1 
King (WA) 95 79 76 3 21 18 3 0 0 0 

Note: See note, appendix table A. Delall may not add to 100% because of rounding. 
--Less than 0.5%. 
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Appendix table F. Most severe sentence received by defendants 
convicted of a felony, by Jurisdiction, 1990 

Percent of felony defendants 
Incarceration Nonlncarceration 

C?,unlY. ((3tate} " , _.J:()tal 
'.' 

Prison Jail Total Probation _ .• Fine 

Maricopa (AZ) 72% 35% 360/. 28% 28% 1% 
Los Angeles (CA) 93 41 51 7 7 --
Orange (CA) 84 19 65 16 15 1 
Sacramento (CA) 91 35 56 9 8 --
San Bernardino (CA) 87 41 46 13 12 1 
San Diego (CA) 81 26 55 19 19 0 
Santa Clara (CA) 90 31 59 10 10 0 
Washington (~C) 96 77 19 4 4 0 

Broward (FL) 39% 30% 8% 61% 61% 0 
Dade (FL) 7:3 29 44 27 24 3 
Duval (FL) 7& 63 16 21 21 0 
Hillsborough (FL) 38 36 3 62 60 1 
Palm Beach (FL) 72 47 25 28 28 0 
'<nellas (FL) 41 35 6 59 58 2 
Fuiton (GA) 98 1:14 4 2 2 0 
Honolulu (HI) 40 12 28 60 60 0 

Cook (IL) 48% 41% 7% 52% 51% 1% 
Essex (MA) 54 10 44 46 43 $ 
Suffolk (MA) 52 18 35 48 48 0 
Wayne (MI) 41 41 0 59 58 1 
St Louis (MO) 50 37 13 50 49 1 
Essex (NJ) 65 38 26 35 29 6 
Bronx (NY) 82 51 31 18 18 0 
Erie (NY) 67 57 10 33 33 0 

Kings (NY) 82% 41% 41% 18% 18% 0 
Monroe (NY) 61 35 26 39 39 0 
New York (NY) 84 48 36 16 16 1 
Queens (NY) 80 62 19 20 20 0 
Hamilton (OH) 92 77 15 8 6 2 
Allegheny (PA) 56 19 38 44 44 0 
Montgomery (PA) 68 22 46 32 32 0 
Philadelphia (PA) 67 30 37 33 31 2 

Shelby (TN) 94% 86% 8% 60/. 4% 20/0 
Dallas (TX) 73 67 6 27 26 --
Harris (TX) 76 70 6 24 24 0 
Tarrant (TX) 73 72 1 27 27 0 
Salt Lake (UT) 75 42 33 25 24 1 
Fairfax (VA) 96 64 31 4 3 1 
King (WA) 75 18 57 25 24 1 

Note: See note, appendix table A. Sentences to Incarceration may have also Included a probation term. 
Sentences to prison, jail, and probation may have included a fine, restitution, or community service. Fines 
included restitution or community service In some instances. Detail may not add to 100% because of 
rounding. 
-Less than 0.5%. 
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Selected Bureau of Justice Statistics 
Publications on CD-ROM 

The National Economic, Social, and Environmental Data Bank (NESE-DB) CD-ROM, 
produced by the U.S. Department of Commerce, is a comprehensive electronic infor­
mation source focusing on the U.S. economy, society, and environment. 

NESE-DB presents the full text of many of the Federal Government's most popular 
publications on CD-ROM, including The Economic Report of the President, Toxics in 
the Community, Health Statistics U.S., and Digest of Educational Statistics. The fol­
lowing publications from the Bureau of Justice Statistics (8JS) are also included: 

• Criminal Victimization in the U.S., 1990 (text and tables) 
• Capital Punishment, 1990 (text) 
• Crime and the Nation's Households, 1990 (text) 
• Drugs and Jail Inmates, 1989 (text) 
• Felony Sentences in State Courts, 1988 

(text) 
• Female Victims of Violent Crime (text) 
• Jaillnmates, 1990 (text) 
• Prisoners in 1.990 (text) 
• Profile of Jail Inmates (text) 
• Probation and Parole, 1990 (text) 
• School Crime (text) 
• Women in Prison (text) 

The CD-ROM includes ASCII text, Lotus 
tables, and updated Browse software. It can be used on any 
IBM-compatible PC with at least 640K of memory, an ISO 9660 
(standard) CD-ROM reader, and Microsoft CD-ROM extensions 
(version 2.0 or higher). 

The NESE-DB CD-ROM can be purchased from the BJS Clearinghouse for $15. For 
more information, call 1-800-732-3277. 

To order your copy of the NESE-DB CD-ROM, please send a check or money order for $15 made out to the BJS Clearinghouse to P.O. Box 
6000, 2B, Rockville, MD 20850. 

You may also purchase the CD-ROM by using VISA or MasterCard. Please include type of card, card number. card holder's name and 
address, and expiration date for processing. 

Credit Card Type and Number __________ _ Expiration Date _____ _ 

Name and Address of Card Holder ____________________ _ 



Now you can receive BJS press releases 
and other current data from the NCJRS 
Electronic Bulletin Board! 

The Electronic Bulletin Board 
provides quick and easy 
access to new information­
use your personal computer 
and modem, set at 8-N-1 
(rates 300 to 2400 baud), 
and call 301-738-8895, 
24 hours a day. 

Once online, you will be able 
to review current news and 
announcements from BJS 
and its Justice Statistics 
Clearinghouse, including 
new publication listings 
and conference calendars. 

For more information 
about the Bulletin 
Board, call 
1-800-732-3277. 

1.r us GOVERNMENT PRINTING OITICE: 19'13 _ 3 1+ 2 _ 1+ 7 I, 6 0 0 3 3 



Bureau of Justice Statistics 
reports 
See order form on last page 
(Revised April 1993) 

Call toll-free 800-732-3277 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 Bureau of 
Justice Statistics ClearinghOuse, 
National Criminal Justice Reference 
Service, Box 6000, Rockville, MD 20850. 
For drugs and crime data, call the Drugs 
& Crime Data Center Dc Clearinghouse, 
1600 Research Blvd., Rockvlll~, MD 
20850, toll-free 800-666-333:';. 
BJS maintains these mailing lists: 
• Law enforcement reports 
• Drugs and crime data 
• Justice expenditure and employment 
• National Crime Victimization Survey 
• Corrections 
• Courts 
• Privacy and security of criminal histories 
and criminal justice Information policy 
• Federal statilltics 
• BJS bulletins and special reports 
• Sourcebook of Criminal Justice 
Sta\lslics (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 titles are freej 
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 800-999-0960). 

National Crime Victimization 
Survey 
Criminal vlctimlzallon In the U.S.: 

1991 (final), NCJ-139563, 1/93 
1973-90 trends, NCJ-139564, 1/93 
19911 (final), NCJ-134126, 2192 

Crime ~ictlmlzallon In city, suburban, 
and rural areas, NCJ-135943. 6192 

School crime, NCJ-131645, 9/91 
Teenage vIctims, NCJ-128129, 5/91 
Female victims of violent crime, 
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Drugs and jallinmales, NCJ·130836, BI91 
Jail Inmates, 1990, NCJ·129756, 6191 
Profile of jail Inmates, 1989, 

NCJ'129097,4191 
Jail Inmates, 1989. NCJ·123264, 6190 
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Midwest, South, West. vols. II-V, 
NCJ·130759-130762,9191 
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BJS DATA ON CD-ROM 
The Bureau of Justice Statistics (8JS) presents crime and justice data on 
CD .. ROM. Prepared by the Inter-University Consortium for Political and 
Social Research (ICPSR) at the University of Michigan, the CD-ROM 
contains 24 data sets, including the following: 

• National Crime Victimization Surveys: 1987-
1989 Incident File 

• National Crime Victimization Surveys: 
1989 Full File 

• Law Enforcement Management and 
Administrative Statistics, 1987 

• National Pretrial Reporting Program, 
1988-1989 

• National Judicial Reporting 
Program, 1986 and 1988 

• Survey of Inmates of Local Jails, 
1983 and 1989 

• National Jail Census, 1978, 1983, 
and 1988 

• Survey of Inmates of State Correctional 
Facilities, 1974, 1979, and 1986 

• Census of State Adult Correctional Facilities, 1974, 
1979, and 1984 

• Survey of Youth in Custody, 1987 
• Expenditure and Employment Data for the Criminal Justice System, 

1971-79, 1985, and 1988 

/
., .. ~ 

, 
f 

The BJS CD-ROM contains ASCII files that require the use of specific statistical 
software packages and does not contain full .. text publications. SAS and SPSS 
setup files are provided. 

The 8JS CD-ROM can be purchased from the Bureau of Justice Statistics 
Clearinghouse for $15. It is available free through ICPSR member institutions. 
For more information, call 1-800-732-3277. 

To order your copy of the BJS CD· ROM, please send a check or money order made out to the BJS Clearinghouse to Box 6000. 2B. Rockville. 
MD 20850. 

You may also purchase the CD ROM by using VISA or MasterCard. Please Include type of card. card holder's name and address. card 
number. and expiration date for processing. 

Credit Card Number c.~ __ c __ .____c.cc __ .. _ _ Expiration Date 
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