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TO THE PEOPLE OF LOUISIANA 

An informed citizenry is one of the cornerstones of our democratic way 
of government. Provided with sufficient reJiable infor.mation about a problem, 
you tr.e electorate can choose a reasonable solution through your local, state 
and federal representatives. The problem of crime, like any other problem 
facing you the public, cannot be attacked without having information about its 
size, scope and nature. Crime in Louisiana has been prepared with the 
objective of providing as much of this information as is available. Great 
effort has been made to compile and present the best available data on crime 
that our state collects. Recent years have seen a significant improvement in 
the quality and comprehensiveness of this data. In fact, 1978 saw for the first 
time complete reporting from all law enforcement agencies in the Louisiana 
Uniform Crime Reporting System. This is a significant accomplishment and 
we commend all of these agencies for a job well done. Our info:-mation base 
on crime is therefore growing and its increasing use by you and your elected 
representatives will make possible new insights and solutions to this problem 
we all face. 

The year 1978 saw the start of an immensely important project to aid 
ollr Criminal Justice System in combatting crime. The complete and accurate 
criminal history record of an individual is a most valuable tool to the police, 
prosecutors, courts and corrt.:ctional agencies. Since the criminal is generally 
a very mobile person, it is equally important that this record be quickly 
available to all of these agencies throughout the state. The LCJIS in 
cooperation with the criminal justice community began implementating an 
information gathering system that tracks an offender through the criminal 
justice system and records aU significant dispositions of that offenc,ler. Now 
successfully operating in a small number of parishes, this information system 
constructs a comp.lete and accurate criminal history record on each offender 
arrested on a state statute violation, and is stored at the Louisiana State 
Police for dissemination to aU authorized agencies. Expansion of the system 
to include all metropolitan areas of -the state is scheduled for completion in 
1979. 
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These strides in improving our knowledge about crim~~ and the criminal are 
significant towards enhancing our chances of reducing crime. Much remains to be done 
but encouraging progress has been made. The reader may be assured that LCJIS will 
continue to strive to keep you, the citizen, better and better informed about crime in 
Louisiana. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The purpose of this report is to provide the reader with the best and 
most currently available information on the nature, extent and location of 
crime in the state and the response of Louisiana's criminal justice system to 
crime. The information is designed to increase public awareness of the 
complexity of crime and to increase public understanding of the operations of 
the criminal justice system's efforts to handle this problem. In adddition, the 
report underscores the limitations of the available data and the need for more 
information on certain aspects of crime and criminal justice operations. 

Crime In Louisiana is designed as a working tool for government officials 
and private citizens concerned with the impact of crime and interested in 
developing rational and effective efforts to solve this problem. 

Crime In Louisiana was produced with funds obtained through a federal 
grant from the Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement and Administration 
of Criminal Justice. All work that went into the production of this report was 
done by the Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System. . 

xii. 



LOUISIANA CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEM 

THE LOUISIANA CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEM. • • 

THE ADMINISTRATION OF INFORMATION IN LOUISIANA 

The sound administration of criminal justice depends heavily on the 
timely and accurate collection, assimilation, and retrieval of pertinent infor­
mation and its dissemination. to appropriate government agencies and the 
public. A major mission of the Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 
Division has been the development, implementation, and maintenance of data 
collection systems to provide essential information on crime as it occurs 
within the state, the offenders who are apprehended and enter the criminal 
justice system, and the manner in which the system responds to both offenses 
and individual offenders. 

Two systems for collecting, reporting, and processing information have 
been designed and implemented to provide needed information to the criminal 
justice community. The Louisiana Uniform Crime Reporting System gathers 
information on the seven Index Crimes reported to law enforcement ~encies 
in order to define specific statewide crime patterns and problems. The 
Complete Disposition Reporting - Offender Based Transaction Statistics 
System collects relevant information on all individuals entering and processed 
by the criminal justice system for violation of state criminal statutes, the 
nature and disposition of all charges and proceedings involving each offender, 
and the manner in which the system is affected by and responds to offenders it 
handles. Further information on the types of data collected and processed by 
the Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division is presented in the 
flow chart on page 1-5. 

The LCJIS Division is also responsible for assuring that criminal justice 
information meets federal and state requirements and regulations of privacy 
and security. The agency developed the Louisiana Privacy and Security of 
Criminal History Records Information Regulations in 1977. Under this plan the 
LCJIS Division oversees the compJiance by criminal justice agencies to 
requirements that criminal history record information be complete, accurate, 
timely, and available. Monitoring and accessing procedures have been 
developed and training sessions on Privacy and Security procedures are being 
conducted. LCJIS will also provide technical assistance in meeting the 
requirements to affected agencies. 

The Center for Research and Analysis section of LCJIS oversees the 
collection and processing of crime and criminal justice information. The 
Center performs the quality control function and assures the accuracy and 
completeness of the data. The Center serves as a statewide clearinghouse for 
criminal justice information. It analyzes data collected by the information 
systems, and issues regular and recurring reports. ' 

The Development of LCJIS 

Congress first officially recognized the need to understand more about 
the problem of crime in the United States in 1930 when it authorized the FBI 
to act as a clearinghouse for national crime statistics. In the same year, a 
voluntary national program for the uniform compilation and reporting of 
known Index Crime Offenses was launched by the International Association of 
Chiefs of Police. This voluntary reportin'g program by law enforcement 
agencies directly to the FBI provided almost aU available information on crime 
in the nation for several decades. 
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Two factors emerged which spurred efforts to improve crime informa­
tion. First, the existing system was found to be largely inadequate to meet 
state and local needs both in accurately defining problems and providing 
timely crime information. And, more importantly, it rapidly became evident 
that while information regarding the problem of crime was being gathered, no 
similar effort was being made to examine the problems associated with the 
volume of criminals as they were processed by agencies of the criminal justice 
system. In addition, it was becoming increasingly evident that while "career 
criminals" committed a disproportionate percentage of the offenses known to 
law enforcement, no system for accurately tracing the history of criminal 
offenders was avaiJable. 

In response to developing needs, states began to assume the direct 
responsibility for the coJJection of crime statistics. Rapid improvement in 
offense reporting was noticed. Automation of manual systems effected 
additional improvement by eliminating lengthy dejays in producing much 
needed offense statistics. 

Further improvement was promoted through efforts of the Law Enforce­
ment Assistance Administration, which in 1972, initiated a comprehellsive 
program to help states develop systems for the coJJection of information on 
crime, individual offenders, and the nature of the processing activities of the 
member agencies of the criminal justice system. Louisiana received a serIes 
of large awards in federal funds in order to develop an automa~ed information 
system capability. Since 1972, grant awards totaiing nearly $7,000,000 have 
been received for development of a complete information system. 

Because Louisiana's Uniform Crime Reporting program remained a 
voluntary effort, employing direct agency reports to the FBI, until July, 1975, 
the system itself developed somewhat slowly. In July, 1974, while under 
federal supervision, crime reporting was contributed by 34 sheriffs' offices and 
43 police departments. By December, 1977, as a state administered effort, 
participation in the Uniform Crime Reporting program had expanded to 63 
sheriffs' offices and 103 police departments. Olver 99 percent of Louisiana's 
population is encompassed by the jurisdictional coverage of law enforcement 
agencies currently reporting. In 1978, a new milestone was reached. Com­
plete reporting for aU 12 months of 1978 by aU 166 agencies was achieved, a 
significant achievement. 

The Complete Disposition Reporting - Offender Based Transaction 
Statistics System, (originaJJy OBTS-CCH) resulted from the widespread recog­
nition that existing data on operations of the criminal justice system were 
extremely limited in extent and utility. Each component of the system had 
originated different methods of counting and measuring its respective -work­
loads. Police used number of arrests, the district attorney used charges, the 
courts used cases, and corrections used number of offenders. As a result, a 
uniform system for measuring workload and activities of the various agencies 
processing offenders was non-existent. No comparison existed between 
activities of the components. Similarly, no measurement could be made of the 
movement of offenders through the system, and the effect the activities of 
one component has upon the other. Further problems evolved due to the 
utilization of different ways of measuring agency and component activities. In 
addition, no method for compiling a complete record of what happened to 
individual offenders processed by various agencies existed. Because of the 
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THE LOUISIANA CRIMINAL JUSTICE INFORMATION SYSTEM 
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lack of individual offender records, the ability of the system to successfully 
apprehend, prosecute, sentence, and provide corrective treatment to multiple 
offenders was weakened. Similarly, while many criminals escaped justice 
because of poor records, many individuals, arrested, but subsequently deter­
mined innocent, were often damaged in later activities because of the stigma 
attached to an arrest record without ultimate disposition information. 

The common solution for both uniformly measuring the activities and 
performance of the several components of the criminal justice system, and 
compiling accurate records of what actions were or were not taken with 
regard to offenders processed by that system was determined to be the 
development of a system for collecting and recording data on individuals. To 
develop such a system, collection subsystems were first established for each 
phase of the criminal justice process. These subsystems - FINDEX, DADR, 
JAMIS, CAJUN - ultimately, would be capable of translating their activities in 
terms of what happened in relation to individuals. No information would be 
lost; instead, the existing information was to be connected and interpreted in 
light of the relative effect produced on or by individual offenders. 

In 1977, the OBTS/CCH system was redesigned and finalized as the 
Complete Disposition Reporting - Offender Based Transaction Statistics 
System (CDR/OBTS). The CDR system is designed primarily as an operational 
tool to aid all components of the criminal justice system - law enforcement, 
prosecution, courts and corrections-by providing complete, accurate and 
timely criminal history record information. A secondary product of this 
system will be the OBTS reports measuring offender flow and processing that 
will provide planning and management information for local, regional and state 
policy makers. The CDR implementation process was initiated in the latter 
part of 1977. The state's seven metropolitan areas were surveyed to 
determine which areas would comprise the pilot phase of implementation. 
East Baton Rouge, Lafayette, and Rapides Parishes were selected on the basis 
of their capacity to participate and interest on the part of the affected 
agencies in the program. By the end of 1978, using data from these parishes, 
the CDR System was thoroughly tested and evaluated. The implementation 
program will have the seven SMSA's participating by the end of 1979 with other 
areas phasing into the system on an ability to participate basis. Mid-1980 is 
the target date for fuU implementation of the CDR system. 

In order for LCJIS to succeSSfully accomplish its designed tasks, two 
distinct types of operations are necessary. The first of these is the data 
collection and processing function, the second is the statistical analysis 
function. These two tasks are graphically presented on the following page. 
Although separate in the type and use of data collected and processed, both 
LUCR and CDR share common coUection and processing procedures as Well as 
manpower requirements. -

The major portion of both UCR and CDR/OBTS data is collected through 
the use of manual forms. The LCJIS Field Service Section is charged with the 
responsibility of training the contri~utors and coordinating collection and 
additional needed training in order to ensure that the data from the field are 
accurate. As the data collection forms conti,nue through the processing phase, 
they are reviewed and accountability procedures are maintained by the Quality 
Control Section of LCJIS for both LUCR and CDR/OBTS. Once prepared for 
automation, the data from both systems are sent to data processing at the 
Sta te Police Computer Center. 
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When the data are in the appropriate automated system, reports frolll 
the system can be obtained for analysis. The second major fUnction of the 
LCJIS operation, statistical analysis, can now be shown. The Center for 
Research and Analysis is tasked to examine, analyze, and compare the raw 
data reports from the various systems and sub-systems and from those reports, 
provide meaningful information for planning management and operational use. 
Although independent of the operational fUI1Gtion of LUCR and CDR/OBTS, 
the Center is dependent upon those systems for the raw data from which to 
conduct the required analyses, studies, and research. 

The Center for Research and Analysis 
I t 

The Center for Research and Analysis (formerly SAC) is the center for 
criminal justice statistics for the state. Its basic missic,tl is to provide 
objective interpretive analysis of the state's criminal justice problems. 

As the information center for the entire LCJIS operation, the Center is 
constantly involved in answering requests from legislators, crimina,\ justice 
officials and personnel, state and local agencies, and private citizens. In 1978, 
115 informatioi'l requests were fHled. Furthermore, the Center supplies various 
analysis components to the Louisiana, Commission on Law Enforcement Com­
prehensive Plan. 

While primarily addressing state and local criminal justice information 
needs, the Center coordinates for the state a joint federal-state data 
collection for producing a regular statistical series. One of the products of its 
series is the quarterly report derived from LUCR data, Cfime Update. 

During the past year, the Center has expanded its role in basic and 
original research. A supplemental report, to Crime in Louisiana, 1977, was 
produced which analyzed arrest statistics for 1976-i977 ./\Series of three (3) 
reports were published in 1978 which examined the availability of public 
services for crime victims in Louisiana. In addition, a report was published 
which analyzed crime victim reparations programs in other states in order to 
determine the optimal victim reparation program for Louisiana. In the area of 
technical assistance services, the Center produced a handbook for use by 
LCJIS Field Services personnel in evaluating criminal justice records keeping 
systems and recommending changes. In addition, the Center initiated a 
project to construct a Louisiana Criminal Statute Digest which would contain 
an indexed listing of all the state statutes which involve a criminal penalty. 
The completion of this project is scheduled for mid-1979. 

The Center is contantly monitoring data being reported into the LUCR 
and CDR/OBTS information systems in terms of its accuracy and complete­
ness. Working closely with the LCJIS Record Management Consultants (RMC) 
Staff, the Center screens all data produced by these two systems comparing it 
to data reported in previous years. Suspect data is brought to the attention of 
the RMC staff for investigation and correction. 

The Center introduced in 1978 the use of the Statistical Package for the 
Social Sciences (SPSS), a series of packaged statistical analyses programs for 
use in manipulating a wide variety of data files. SPSS allows the Center to 
respond immediately to information requests involving any of the data 
currently available to the Center. Through the use of a computer terminal 
lacated in the Center, responses to requests can be produced within twenty 
four hours, providing that normal computer support is available. 
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THE LOUISIANA COMPLETE DISPOSITION REPORTING SYSTEM: 
AN AUTOMATED APPROACH TO CRIMINAL HISTORY RECORDS KEEPING 

The ready availability of complete and accurate criminal history infor­
mation is important to all crimina! justice agencies. In fact, criminal hi5tories 
are used for both criminal justice purposes, such as arrest investigations, plea 
nt'gotiations and jury selection, and' non-criminal justice purpo:ses, such as 
security checks for employment and license application decisions. However, 
the criminal history information currently avallable at the state level often 
does not meet these needs adequately. The manuul record system m .. aintained 
by the Louisiana State Police which provides criminal historie!; at the state 
level is hindered by inaccurate and incomplete data and by lengthy request 
processing time. 

The Complete Disposition Reporting (CDR) System was designed by 
LCJIS to eliminate these problems. The CDR System is an automated system 
which collects final dispositions for each arrest plus all significant transac­
tions between the arrest and the final disposition. Since it does collect final 
dispositions, the CDR System facilitates compliance with Federal Privacy and 
Security r~gulations, which require that final dispositions be included in an 
~rrest record within 90 days of the disposition. The CDR System also collects 
information on correctional status changes, such as parole, sentence comple­
tion, etc. The quality oi this information is insured through constant auditing 
of the data recorded in the system. Since the CDR System is automated, the 
information recorded by the system can be accessed and disseminated much 
more rapidly than the current manual system allows. When implemented in its 
final form, i.e., an on-line computerized criminal history system, criminal 
justice agencies will be able to obtain immediate access of summary criminal 
history information through the state's teletype communication networ.k. 

The CDR System is comprised of the following interactive components: 

1. FINDEX - The Louisiana State Police's automated fingerprint/name 
index system which is used to identify the fingerprints taken with 
each arrest for a state statute violation. 

FINDEX modifications will allow the immediate on-line access of 
summary criminal histories. More detailed criminal histories can 
be printed by the CDR System on command from a terminal at the 
Louisiana State Police Bureau of Identification. 

2. Arrest Component - Individual arrest disposition reports submitted 
by law enforcement agencies. 

Detailed information on every arrest made for a violation of a 
state statute is submitted by law enforcement agencies to the CDR 
System. EaGh offender is identified by fingerprinting and by a 
unique identifying number. This identification allows the arrest 
information to supplement the criminal history records in FIND EX. 
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3. 

4. 

5. 

~r~secutive Component - Individual prosecutive and judicial dispo­
sItIon reports submitted by the district attorneys. 

U,sin~ the unique identifier supplied by law enforcement agen(.~jes, 
dlstnc~ att~rneys, provide prosecutive and court dispositional in­
formatJO!l, mcludmg sentencing. These data update the arrest 
~:~~~~: l~n F~~eD~~.R System and supplement the criminal history 

CAJUN - The Louisiana Department of Corrections offender st~tus 
system. a 

CAJUN will interface with the CDR System to provide the major 
status changes of an offender who is in the state correctional 
system. These data will also be used to update FINDEX and thus 
~omplete the criminal history record cycle of an offender's record 
m FINDEX. 

Lo~al Corrections Component - A collection system which gathers 
ma~o,r ,status ~hanges of all offenders in the local correctional 
facllities for vIOlation of state statutes. 

This component will serve the same purpose as CAJUN on the local 
le~el .. Th~se data will update the CDR System and supplement the 
crImmal hIstory records in FINDEX. 

Status of the Implementation of the CDR System 

The CDR System is presently operational in three (3) parishes East 
Baton Ro,~ge, Lafayette and ~a~ides. Th~ criminal justice agencies in'these 
three pan"hes have been submJttmg data smce May of 1978. Training in CDR 
als~ has been cond~cted in Ouachita, Morehouse, Caddo, Bossier and Webster 
parIshes. These parishes should start submitting data by mid-1979. 

,Trainir~g sessions will be held this year in the parishes of Washington 
AcadIa, I~en~, St. Marti~, St. Mary, and Vermilion. The sessions will enabl~ 
the agencIes ,m these panshes to begin reporting by mid-1979. Also, arrange­
ments are bemg made to allow the receipt of CDR information by computer 
~ape fro~ th~ New Odeans ~t?-~dard Metropolitan Statistical Area. This 
mformatIOn wlll c,?ver the act~vltles of Jefferson, Plaquemines, Orleans, St. 
Bernard, ~nd St.. T?-mmany pa~lshes. By the end of 1979, the CDR System wi1J 
be operatIonal m nmeteen parishes. These nineteen parishes are the sites of 
72.5 pe~cent of, t~e total arrests in the state (based on 1978 LUCR data) 
Th~ugh It was ongmally scheduled to take place in 1979, statewide implemen~ 
htatIOn ~f the C~R System has been delayed unti11980 by several problems that 
ave ansen durmg the field test. . 

Som,e probl~ms have occurred with the local reporting agencies. For 
=~:mple, It w~s dIscovered that some arrests for state statute violations which 

rec~rded m the CDR S~stem are being pros~cuted in city or parish courts 
by specIal prosecutors app~mted by the district attorneys. Since the special 
prosecutors are not relaymg the dispositIon of these cases to the district 
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attorney CDR reporting section in their judicial districts, the disposition data 
are missing from the CDR System for those arrests. Thus, it was necessary to 
have the special prosecutors report disposition information to the CDR 
System. The development of a method for this reporting, since it involved 
having the special prosecutors receive CDR arrest information, required many 
hours of work on th~ p~rt of th~ tellS field staff. 

Some problems have occurred at the state level. For example, the 
Louisiana State Police Bureau of Identification, which identifies the finger­
prints, indicated that they were at their maximum workload and could not 
handle additional CDR Arrest Forms. This meant that nc additional parishes 
could report to the system until the Bureau of Identification's workload was 
reduced. In order to accomplish this, aliases were added to the FIND EX 
System, enabling the Bureau of Identification to identify fingerprints by 
searching under an alias, as well as a legal name. Alf->o at the state level, a 
reporting problem was discovered with the Louisiana State Police, who were 
not reporting arrest information to the CDR System on Driving While 
Intoxicated (DWI) and other criminal code arrests. It will be necessary to train 
Louisiana State Police personnel to complete CDR Arrest Forms in order to 
receive this information. 

In addition to the above problems, other problems at the state and local 
level have necessitated modifications in the CDR System programs. However, 
with each modification and with each problem eliminated, the system's 
response to the needs of its users is improved. Once the problems discovered 
in the field test have been overcome, the system can be implemented in other 
areas. By mid-1980, agencies in all parishes should be reporting to the CDR 
System. At that time, modifications to the CDR System and to FIND EX will 
allow on-line access of criminal histories. 

Some of the planned modifications to the CDR System have been 
completed. Among these modifications is the Final Disposition Report. This 
report replaces the Final Disposition or "green sheet" which is currently used 
by law enforcement agencies. The green sheet provides information to the FBI 
for each set of arrest fingerprints filed with the FBI. With the production of 
the CDR Final Disposition Report, agencies participating in CDR will not send 
green sheets to the State Police for those arrests that they have recorded in 
CDR. Instead, they will receive a CDR Final Disposition Report for each 
charge of each arrest for which they have completed a CDR Arrest Form. At 
the same timei that LCJIS sends a Final Disposition Report to the submitting 
agency, they will send a copy to the FBI and to the Louisiana State Police 
Bureau of Identification. LCJIS will receive the final dispositions, from the 
arresting and prosecuting agencies who are participating in CDR. 

Another modification which has been completed is the placement of alias 
names on FINDEX. Approximately 500,000 alias names have been loaded into 
the FINDEX name files. The ability to restructure the file monthly was 
developed in order to improve the time needed to access FINDEX. A 
modification was made to the Soundex name search routine to improve its 
capability. These modifications should increase the response time of FINDEX 
and lighten the Louisiana State Police Record, Division workload. 
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Funding has been received for additional modifications to FINDEX. 
These modifications wHl include the improvement of the Sound ex Code System 
based on NCIC methods and the addition of desired information, Alcoholic 
Beverage Control licenses, and Department of Public Safety employee fjJes to 
FINDEX. These modificati(~>ns should be completed by September, 1979. 

In mid-1979, modification of Findex and of the CDR System to aJJow the 
on-line input of arrest data and the entry of criminal history information from 
the manual central repository fHes at Louisiana State Police should begin. 
These modifications wHl provide the system the capabUity of producing 
computer-genera ted "Rap" sheets and should be completed by early 1980. 

The final modifications should be made by late 1980. They will enable 
the Louisiana State Police Bureau of Identification to become the clearing 
house for aU computerized criminal histories. The Bureau's repositories will 
be interfaced with the federal criminal history system. The modifications alDo 
will allow the rapid dissemination of "Rap" sheets to local agencies via agency 
teletype request. 

By the end of 1980, all modifications should be in place to aUow the CDR 
System to provide timely, complete and accurate criminal histories to criminal 
justice agencies. Besides aiding the agencies in their daily operations, the 
CDR System will insure that participating agencies meet state and federal 
requirements and regulations for the privacy and security of criminal records. 
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PRIVACY AND SECURITY OF CRIMINAL 
HISTORY RECORD INFORMATION 

As of March 1, 1978 the Federal Government (Department of Justice, 
LEAA) has required the States to be in compliance with the Federal Privacy 
and Security Regulations (28CFR20). Between January and early April, 1978, 
LCJIS staff members conducted a number of regional briefings for primarily 
affected agencies. As a direct result of the briefings and other agency 
oriented, individual training sessions as well as the general statewide attitude 
of agencies wanting to be in compliance, LCJIS was able to report to the 
LEAA that Louisiana was in substantive compliance with Federal and State 
Regulations to the maximum extent feasible. 

Compliance with State and Federal Privacy and Security Regulations 
generally means that the following principal considerations have been imple­
mented to the extent possible by all affected agencies. (An affected agency is 
a criminal justice agency which secured federal funding since July 1, 1973 for 
the purpose of installing or enhancing a system for collecting, storing or 
disseminating criminal history record information or became one by virtue of 
signing a User's Agreement with an already affected agency): 

1. Individual right of access, review, challenge and appeal of Criminal 
History Record Information (CHRJ) -

Each affected criminal justice agency must provide the means and 
services to accord any individual (or his authorized representativf.') 
access to his own CHRI so that he may view it. Each affected 
agency must also appoint a reviewing officer to review an indivi­
dual's challenge of his own record. Each agency must also forward 
individual requestsfor viewing to other agencies statewide. There­
fore, an individual may access and review all CHRI about himself 
wherever it may be kept statewide and in addition challenge those 
sections of his record he feels to be inaccurate or incomplete. The 
burden of proof is on the individual. There are exceptions to what 
constitutes CHRI. These include intelligence and investigatory 
information, juvenile records and medical or social histories. 
These by definition are exempt from CHRI and may not be 
disseminated. Agencies may collect fees for the foregoing services 
in accordance with a fee schedule contained in the State Regula­
tions. 

2.' Control of the Dissmination of CHRI -

Each affected agency must log all disseminations either on an 
automated or manual basis. Logs must contain specified data 
elements. Criminal justice agencies are not required to dissemi­
nate non-conviction data (except. that the right of an individual to 
view his own record even if it contains non-conviction data may 
not be abrogated), but if they disseminate it, this may only be done 
as prescribed in the State Regulations. This includes dissemination 



to other criminal justice agencies and other agencies when so 
authorized by statute or executive order. Corrections to records 
must also be logged. Corrections must bf! disseminated to any 
agency or person to whom the original dissemination was made. 

3. Completeness and Accuracy _ 

4. 

5. 

Each agency, to the maximum extent feasible, must implement 
procedures which provide for the accuracy and completeness of 
their records. This would include the obtaining of aU interim and 
final dispositions which result as an individual passes through the 
criminal justice system. 

Security -

Each agency must implement procedures which wiU reflect the 
mimimum standards of physical, personnel and computer security 
prescribed in the Regulations and Guidelines. 

Audits and Quality Control _ 

Each affected agency must conduct an internal, systematic audit 
of procedures and records every four months. LCJIS is required to 
perform an annual audit of representative agencies to determine 
the degree of compliance with the Regulations. 

To date, the State Privacy and Security Plan, Regulations and Guidelines 
have been drafted, approved and distributed. As previously mentioned, 
training sessions have been held and substantive compliance certified. LCJIS 
since December, 1978, has been conducting mandated annual audits, generaUy 
with satisfaction with agency efforts towards compliance. Areas of concern 
have generally been adequacy of disposition reporting and in some instances, security. 
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CRIME IN LOUISIANA ... ITS VOLUME AND LOCATION 

Introduction 

This section addresses the subject of crime in Louisiana for 1978. The 
Governor's Office and the Legislature have a vital interest in this topic 
because, as the state's chief policy makers and resource allocation authorities, 
they are in the best position to provide the means for attacking the problem of 
crime. Certainly, they are the c1oi.iest to being an authority over what is 
loosely termed the "Louisiana Criminal Justice System." 

A proper response to the complex and pervasive problem af crime 
requires that effective policy decisions and appropriate allocations of scarce 
resources be made by the Governor and Members of the Legislature. This 
response basically consists of four major tasks: Identification of the Problem; 
Selection of a Solution; Implementation of the Solution; and Monitoring and 
Evaluation of the Solution. This analysis deals only with the task of 
Identification of the Problem. 

Problem Identification entails three major sub-tasks: (I) the determina­
tion of the present crime situation; (2) the projection of future crime trends; 
and, (3) the measurement of the criminal justice system capacity. The first 
involves the collection and evaluation of available crime data and its conver­
sion into information about the nature, volume and location of crime. The 
second sub-task calculates anticipated changes in crime trends and patterns. 
These projections utilize data provided by the first sub-task. The third sub­
task collects management and administrative data on the operations of the 
component agencies of the criminal justice system (law enforcement, prosecu­
tion, courts and corrections) to establish a measure of the response of criminal 
justice to the challenge of crime. This section presents the findings of the 
first two sub-tasks. The findings of sub-task three are presented in the 
Appendix of this report. 

Specifically, this section first presents a summary analysis of the 
findings about crime in Louisiana in 1978. This is followed by the analysis of 
LUCR Reported Index Offense data presenting the volume and location of 
Index crime for 1978 and the change in the rate of Index crime from 1977 to 
1978. The next part of the analysis describes the intra-state distribution of 
Index, Offenses. Index Offense rates are compared on the dimension of 
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA) versus Non-SMSA and against 
the total state crime rates. This part of the report can be used fo identify 
those jurisdictions with crime rates differing significantly from comparable 
jurisdictions. The comparisons are followed by an arrest analysis that 
examines the characteristics of those arrested by particular offense and a 
separate analysis of Drug Offense an'ests. The concluding part of this section 
projects state crime rates for each Index Offense for 1979. These projections 
are based on reported data for the years 1972 through 1978. 

In order to minimize misunderstanding and misleading use of the 
informatioll contained in this section, it is necessary to describe the qualifica­
tions and limitations of the data used in the analysis. 
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The Louisiana Uniform Crime Reportingl(LUCR) system provided the 
1976 through 1978 crime data that appear in the report. Previous years data 
have been extracted from the National Federal Bureau of Investigations's 
(F.B.I.) UCR program. 

The crime data that are captured by the LUCR system understate the 
actual extent and volume of crime. LUCR reports only certain offenses, 
(Criminaf Homicide, Forcible Rape, Robbery, Aggravated Assault, Burglary, 
Larceny- Theft and Motor Vehicle Theft) - defined as Index Offenses, known to 
the police. The reader is directed to the Glossary of Terms, page 11-107, for 
the definitions of these Index Offenses. All other crimes known to the police 
are not included in the LUCR system. Obviously undetected crime whether 
Index or other cannot be included in any reporting system. Of the Index 
Offenses, Criminal Homicide and Motor Vehicle Theft are considered the most 
reliable, since these are most likely to be reported. Nevertheless, there are 
no doubt unreported and undetected Criminal Homicides and Motor Vehicle 
Thefts. National vi,ctimlzation surveys indicate that the true crime rate may 
be two to three times higher than the LUCR base crime rate. 

Other problems with LUCR data arise from peculiarities in the reporting 
and scoring requirements established by the FBI to assure unifoi'mity and 
comparability of data. The hierarchy rule requires reporting only the mo:;t 
serious offenst s in a mUltiple offense or multiple charge arrests. For example, 
a criminal event combining Criminal Homicide, Forcible Rape and Motor 
Vehicle Theft would appear in the LUCR crime report only as a Criminal 
Homicide. Similarly, an arrest including Aggravated Assault, Burglary and 
Motor Vehicle Theft would appear in the arrest report as an arrest for 
Aggravated Assault. 

An example of the above could occur in the case of a reported gang rape 
involving one victim and five offenders. The LUCR system would score one 
offense of Forcible Rape, .in the area of Offenses Reported, from which aU 
crime rate and volume statistics are derived. Assuming all offenders were 
arrested, the same LUCR system would require the recording of five separate 
arrests. Since both offenses reported and arrest statistics are separate 
aggregate statistics, there is no way to connect subsequent arrest totals with 
Offenses Reported totals, or to make any valid inferences between the two. In 
addition, an individual arrested five times over the course of a year is counted 
as five arrests. This is reasonable as an indicator of police activity but easily 
misinterpreted as an indicator of the number of offenders processed or waiting 
to h~ processed by other components of the criminal justice system such as 
courts and corrections. 

Furthermore, there is no legitimate way to construct connactions 
between offense and arrest information or to infer from these data to other 
pj'ocesses of the criminal justice system. Though LUCR information pertains 
directly to a portion of the police function, it does not capture any of their 
non-crime activities. Consequently, it does not provide an adequate indicator 
of police activity or effectiveness. 

ISee Glossary for a definition of Uniform Crime Reporting System. 
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Another qualification concerns the limitations' of the analysis projecting 
crime rates for 1979. An inherent risk of projections derived from ~uch ,a 
sma11 data base is the possibility that the reality on which the pro~ec~10n~ IS 
based may not conform to the assumption of linearity. If the real dlstrIbutl0n 
is curvilinear, the projections may have caught an upward or downward trend. 
If this is the case, the projections may be wildly off target. 

Fina11y crime data are what social scientists ca11 "soft data." Increases 
or decreases'in particular crimes or in particular jurisdictions may, or may not 
reflect actual changes in criminal activity: ~he changes may, slmp!y be an 
artifact of reporting, or may be a combmation ?f changes 10 Crime and 
changes in reporting. Consequently, it would be w~se t~ regard ~~y areas of 
concern pinpointed by this report as indicators of sltuations ,merItmg, furth~r 
investigation, rather than conclusive findings. Idea11y, such mformatl0~ as IS 
preaented herein relative to specific crime situations, should be coordmated 
with a11 other pertinent data before conclusive analysis can be attempted. 

Except for parish, area and state totals, crime figures ,are by agency, ~ot 
by a geographic or political subdivision. That is, crim~ ,f~gures, for a pO!lc,e 
department or a sheriff!s office reflect that agency's actlV.itles. S1nC~ sherl~f s 
offices operate within city limits (except for N~w Orleans), the c~ty, pol~ce 
figures wi11 typicaJly understate the reported Crime that occurs wlthm CIty 
limits. 

NOTE: Under Uniform Crime Report philosophy, all 
attempts to commit Index Crimes are courlted as actual 
occurrences of the particular crime involved, except 
for Attempted Criminal Homicide, which is scored as 
an Aggravated Assault. 
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SUMMARY FINDINGS ABOUT CRIME IN LOUISIANA
1 

1978 

The purpose of the foUowing Crime Summary is tf,) provide an overview 
of crime in Louisiana in 1978, and in particulat", to acquaint the reader with 
the concept of crime per capita. Crime per capita, ias used in this and aU 
subsequent analyses and presentations in the report, is a measure of the 
number of Index Offenses, as defined by the Uniform Crime Report (UCR) 
system, occurring among standardized units of population. Specifi~aUy, the 
term 'Crime Rate' refers to the number of offenses reported per 10P,000 
population, and isa nationaUy accepted crime statistic suitable for cross­
jurisdictional crime comparisons, since it compensates for population density. 

As an additional method of illustrating crime density, the SMSA/Non­
SMSA concept, as defined earlier, is utilized throughout this report to provide 
means of understanding the I.;ouisialla crime problem. Although generally 
consider0d a rural rather than urban state, in actuality 63.4 percent of 
Louisiana's population reside in SMSA Icc ales - and as the subsequent analysis 
wiU document, over 83 percent of aU Index Offenses occurred in these same SMSA's. 

This crime summary also points out changes in Crime Rates in 1978 as 
compared to 1977, as a means of providing a brief glimpse into crime trends. 
A more detailed treatment of Louisiana crime trends, covering several years 
and including future projections is presented in a later section of this report. 

Violent Crime Summary 

Criminal Homicide 

The Criminal Homicide Crime Rate in Louisiana showed an overaU 1.9 
percent increase from a rate of 15.4 in 1977 to 15.7 in 1978. This increase was 
primarily due to a 9.8 percent Criminal Homicide Rate increase within 
Louisiana's SMSA locales, which as a group accounhd for 72.4 percent of all 
1978 Criminal Homiddes. This larger proportion of Criminal Homicides 
occurring within SMSA's versus outside of SMSA's overshadowed the fact that 
the Non-SMSA Crimina! Homicide rate actuaUy decreased 14.5 percent, from 
13.8 in 1977, to 11.8 in 1978. 

Forcible Rape 

The Forcible Rape rate for Louisiana rose from 30.9 per 100,000 
population in 1977 to 34.4 per 100,000 population in 1978, for a net increase of 
11.3 percent. The state SMSA locales reported an 8.6 percent rate increase, 
from 39.4 in 1977 to 42.8 in 1978, but the most suprising fact is that there was 
a -23.6 percent rate increase for Forcible Rape in Louisiana's Non-SMSA 
locales, from 16.1 in 1977, to 19.9 in 1978. 
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Robber~ 

The 1978 state Robbery rate increased 20.3 percent overall, with the 
SMSA rate increasing 21.4 percent, and the Non-SMSA rate increasing 6.0 
percent.. At the state level, the Robbery rate was 172.3, compared to 1977's 
143.2. The 1978 SMSA rate was 253.4, compared to 208.7 in 1977; the state 
Non-SMSA locales reported a 1978 rate of 31.9, compared to 30.1 in 1977. 

Aggravated Assault 

Louisiana's 1978 overall Aggravated Assault rate rose 7.9 percent over 
1977, going from 333.8 to 360.3. The largest increase in term of population 
density occurred in Louisiana's Non-SMSA locales, which reported a 13.3 
percent rate increase (229.4 in 1977 to 259.4 in 1978) as compared to the 
SMSA rate increase of only 6.1 percent (394.4 in 1977 to 418.4 in 1978). 

Total Violent Offense 

Louisiana's Total Violent Crime rate, which includes the offenses of 
Criminal Homicide, Forcible Rape, Robbery and Aggravated Assault as a 
group, rose 11.4 percent, from 523.4 in 1977 to 582.9 in 1978. This increase 
was reflected uniformly in terms of population density, with the SMSA rate 
rising 11.2 percent, from 659.0 to 732.6, and the Non-SMSA rate going up 11.7 
percent, from 289.6 to 323.6. 

Property Crime Summary 

Burglary 

The Louisiana state Burglary rate increased 9.0 percent, from 1,161.4 in 
1977 to 1,265.5 in 1978. The state SMSA rate rose 9.6 percent, from 1,493.2 
to 1,636.1, with the Non-SMSA rate showing a much smaller rate of increase, 
rising only 5.9 percent over 1977 (589.1 to 623.6). 

Larceny- Theft 

The Larceny-Theft Rate in Louisiana showed only a slight increase of 3.7 
percent over 1977, going from a rate of 2,461.0 in 1977 to 2,552.2 in 1978. 
The SMSA Larceny-Theft rate increased 4.7 percent (from 3,206.4 to 3,357.7), 
while the Non-SMSA locales actually showed a decrease of 1.5 percent, going 
from 1,175.4 in 1977 to 1,157.2 in 1978. 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

, The r;L.:te rate for Motor Vehicle Theft rose 5.5 percent, from 337.5 in 
1977 to 358.7 in 1978. The SMSA rate went up 6.2 percent, from 485.6 to 
510.7, but the largest increase occurred in the Non-SMSA locales, where 
Motor Vehicle Theft rose 15.9 percent in 1978 (from 82.2 to 95.3). 
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Total Property Offenses 

In 1978, Louisiana's Total Property Crime Rate, which includes as a 
group the offenses of Burglary, Larceny-Theft and Motor Vehicle Theft, was 
4,176.4, which represents an increase of 5.5 percent over the 1977 rate of 
3,960.0. In terms of population density, the state SMSA rate was 5,504.6, or 
an increase of 6.2 percent over 1977's rate of 5,183.3. The Non-SMSA rate 
showed only a slight 1.6 percent increase, going from 1,846.8 in 1977 to 1,876.2 in 1978. 

Total Index Crime Summary 

Total Index Offenses 

The combined Crime Rate for all seven Index Crimes, taken as a group, 
showec;t an overall 6.2 percent increase in 1978 over 1977 ( a 1977 rate of 
4,483.5 versus the 1978 rate of 4,759.3). The SMSA Index Crime Rate rose 6.7 
percent, from 5,844.4 in 1977 to 6,237.3 in 1978. Also rising was the state's 
Non- SMSA rate, which rose from 2,136.5 in 1977 to 2,199.8 in 1978; an 
increase of only 3.0 percent. 

To further illustrate the concept of crime density, the following brief 
treatment on SMSA/Non-SMSA crime in Louisiana is presented: 

1. Residents of Louisiana SMSA locales in 1978 were 2 1/4 times more 
likely to be the victim of a Violent Crime, than were Non-SMSA locale 
residents (SMSA rate of 732.6 compared to Non-SMSA rate of 323.6) 

2. SMSA residents in 1978 were over 3 times more likely to be the 
victim of a Property Crime than were Non-SMSA residents (SMSA rate of 
5,504.6 versus Non-SMSA rate of 1,876.2). 

3. Overall, the chances of being a victim of one of the Index Offenses as 
a group were over 2 3/4 times greater for SMSA residents than Non-SMSA 
residents (SMSA rate of 6,237.3 versus Non-SMSA rate of 2,199.0). 

The above illustrations were developed from parish-wide statistics and 
consequently, generalize the crime situation throughout the areas involved in 
an attempt to provide some insight into Louisiana's urban crime situation. 
While such area-wide statistics are helpful in many ways, it should not be 
overlooked that they also tend to obscure or understate high-crime density 
areas within a parish, and also overstate the crime problem as it actually 
exists for residents of other areas in the parish. 
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TOTAL INDEX OFFENSES 

TOTAL INDEX OFFENSES IS THE SUMMARY CATEGORY INCLUDING THE 

SEVEN OFFENSES OF CRIMINAL HOMICIDE~ FORCIBLE RAPE~ ROBBERY 1 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 1 BURGLARY 1 LARCENY-THEFT~ AND MOTOR VEHICLE 

THEFT. 

Source: 

1901 032 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1978 

•.... . -
.. ,. - 57 201 

o 225,- 436 

501 11 355 

Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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TOTAL lNDEX OFFENSES 
IN 

LOUISIANA~ 1978 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

190,032 actual Index Offenses were reported in 1978. This is equi­
valent to 4,759.3 offenses per 100,000 population. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

157,878 or 83.1 percent of the total Index Offenses occ~rred in the 
seven Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA), which accounted 
for only 63.4 percent of the state's population. 

**********' 

Orleans, East Baton Rouge and Jefferson parishes reported 102,640 
or 54.0 percent of all 1978 Index Offenses. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

GREATEST CRIME LOCALES 

OFFENSES REPORTED 

78,288 
32,687 
20,057 

45,826 

29,721 
27,093 
15,625 

7,948 

45,826 
21,969 
14,027 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Orleans 

SMSA 

Parish 

East Baton Rouge 
Jefferson 
Caddo 
Calcasieu 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Major City 
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CRIME RATE 

Baton Rouge 
New Orleans 
Shreveport 

East Saton 
Rouge 

Orleans 
Caddo 
Jefferson 
Calcasieu 

7,351.2 
6,704.5 
5,630.9 

8,945.0 
7,822.6 
6,445.7 
6,344.6 
5,038.9 

Baton Rouge 10,007.7 
New Orleans 7,822.6 
Alexandria 7,591.3 



CRIMINAL HOMICIDE 

CRIMINAL HOMICIDE IS DEFINED AS THE WILLFUL (NON-NEGLIGENT) 

KILLING OF ONE HUMAN BEING BY ANOTHER. 

627 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1978 

- 0 

0 1 - 3 .. 4 - 8 

9 50 

219 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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CRIMINAL HOMICIDE 

IN 

LOUISIANA1 1978 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

627 offenses of Criminal Homicide were reported in Louisiana in 1978. 
This is equivalent to a Crime Rate of 15.7 Criminal Homicides per 
100,000 population, and represents 2.7 percent of all violent offenses. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

454 or 72.4 percent of Criminal Homicides occurred in 'the seven Standard 
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA), which account for only 63.4 per­
cent of the state·s population. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Orleans, Caddo and Jefferson parishes reported 305 or 48.6 percent of 
all 1978 Criminal Homicides. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

GREATEST CRIME LOCALES 

OFFENSES REPORTED 
SMSA CRIME RATE 

276 New Orleans 
59 Shreveport 
51 Baton Rouge 

New Orleans 23.6 
Alexandria 17.6 
Shreveport 16.5 

Parish 

219 Orleans 
44 Caddo Orleans 37.3 

West Baton 
42 Jefferson 
35 East Baton Rouge 
21 Calcasieu, Rapides 

Rouge 33.1 
Madison 27.3 
Claiborne 23.9 
St. Charles 23.0 

Major City 
219 New Orleans 

34 Shreveport 
22 Baton Rouge 

New Orleans 37.3 
Alexandria 24.5 
Shreveport 15.9 
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FORCIBLE RAPE 

FORIBLE RAPE IS DEFINED AS THE CARNAL KNOWLEDGE OF A PERSON 

FORCIBLY AND AGAINST THEIR WILL. 

Source: 

11 376 OFFENSE REPORTED IN 1978 

_ 0 

o 1- 3 

La 4 -12 

13 - 51 

~~ OVER 115 

Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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FORCIBLE RAPE 

IN 

LOUISIANA1 1978 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

1,376 Forcible Rapes were reported in Louisiana in 1978. This is equi­
valent to a Crime Rate of 34.4 per 100,000 population, and represents 
5.9 percent of all Violent Offenses. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

79 percent of the reported rapes occurred in the seven Standard Metro-' 
politan Statistical Areas (SMSA), which accounted for 63.4 percent of the state's population. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Orleans, East Baton Rouge and JeffersQn parishes reported 713 or 51.8 
percent of all 1978 Forcible Rapes. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

GREATEST CRIME LOCALES 

OFFENSES REPORTED 

589 New Orleans 
194 Baton Rouge 
149 Shreveport 

406 Orleans 
169 East Baton Rouge 
138 Jefferson 
115 Caddo 

51 Calcasieu 

406 New Orleans 
114 Baton Rouge 

74 Shreveport 

SMSA 

Parish 

Major City 
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New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Catahoula 
Madison 
Orleans 
St. Martin 
East Baton 

Roq,ge 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Monroe 

CRIME RATE 

50.4 
43.6 
41. 8 

136.4 
81. 9 
69.3 
63.9 

50.8 

69.3 
51. 9 
45.6 

II 



ROBBERY 

ROBBERY IS DEFINED AS THE TAKING OR ATTEMPTING TO TAKE ANYTHING 

OF VALUE FROM THE CAREl CUSTODY OR CONTROL OF A PERSON OR PERSONS 

BY FORCE OR THREAT OF FORCE OR VIOLENCE AND/OR BY PUTTING THE 

VICTIM IN FEAR. 

61 882 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1978 

fill 0 

0 1 - 6 

- 7 - 21 

24 - 60 

OVER 90 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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ROBBERY 

IN 

LOUISIANA I 1978 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

6,882 Robberies were reportee in Louisiana in 1978. This is equivalent 
to a Crime Rate of 172.3 robberies per 100,000 population, and repressnts 
29.6 percent of all Violent Crimes. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

6,415 or 93.2 percent of all Robberies occurred in the seven Standard 
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA), which account for only 63.4 per­
cent of the state's popUlation. 

* * w * * * * * * * 

Orleans, Jefferson and East Baton Rouge parishes reported 5,472 or 79.5 
percent of all 1978 Robberies. 

OFFENSES REPORTED 

5,072 
532 
425 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Orleans 
Jefferson 

* * * * * * * * * * 

GREATEST CRIME LOCALES 

SMSA 

Parish 
4,164 

829 
419 East Baton Rouge 

348 
129 

4,164 
373 
324 

Caddo 
Calcasieu 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Major C.ity 
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CRIME RATE 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Orleans 
J~fferson 
East Baton 

Rouge 
Caddo 
West, Baton 

Rouge 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

434.3 
119.6 
119.3 

710.8 
194.1 

144.1 
143.5 

110.5 

710.8 
169.9 
151. 7 
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AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT IS DEFINED AS AN UNLAWFUL ATTACK BY ONE 

PERSON UPON ANOTHER FOR THE PURPOSE OF INFLICTING SEVERE OR 

AGGRAVATED BODILY INJURY. THIS TYPE OF ASSAULT USUALLY IS 
• 

ACCOMPANIED BY THE USE OF WEAPON OR BY MEANS LIKELY TO PRODUCE 

DEATH OR GREAT BODILY HARM. 

14 J 390 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1978 

- 9 - 29 

0 36 - 69 

78 154 

169 - 366 

OVER 541 

Source: l.ouisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

IN 

LOUISIANA1 1978 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

14,390 offenses of Aggravated Assault were reported in 1978. This is 
equivalent to a Crime Rate of 360.3 Aggravated Assaults per 100,000 
population, and represents 61.8 percent of all Violent Offenses. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

10,591 or 73.6 percent of all Aggravated Assaults occurr.ed in the seven 
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA), which account for only 
63.4 percent of the state's population. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Orleans, East Baton Rouge, and Jefferson parishes reported 6,446 or 44.8 
percent of all 1978 Aggravated Assaults. 

'OFFENSES REPORTED 

4,782 
2,396 
1,149 

2,849 
1,997 
1,600 

780 
735 

2,849 
1,439 

664 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Orleans 
East Baton 
Jefferaon 

Caddo 
Ouachita 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

* * * * * * * * * * 

GREATEST CRIME LOCALES 

Rouge 

SMSA 

Parish 

Major City 

I-4l 

- . 
) ) 

CRIME RATE 

Monroe 
Baton Rouge 
New Orleans 

Cameron 
Madison 
East Baton 

Rouge 
Ouachita 
Vernon 

562.3 
538.8 
409.5 

1,154.4 
778.3 

601. ° 
562.3 
553.3 

Monroe 1,005.2 
Baton Rouge 655.5 
Lafayette 519.3 
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TOTAL VIOLENT OFFENSES 

TOTAL VIOLENT OFFENSES IS THE GENERAL VIOLENT CRIME INDICATOR 

DERVIVED FROM THE SUMMATION OF CRIMINAL HOMICIDE .. FORCIBLE RAPE .. 

ROBBERY .. AND AGGRAVATED ASSAULT. 

23 .. 275 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1978 

- 15 - 34 

0 39 - 79 

III 95 - 193 

228 - 854 

OVER 1 .. 287 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 
1-42 Division 
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TOTAL VIOLENT OFFENSES 

IN 

LOUISIANA .. 1978 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

23,275 Violent Offenses were reported in 1978. This is equivalent 
to a Crime Rate of 582.9 Violent Offenses per 100,000 population, 
and represents 12.2 percent of all Index Offenses. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
18,545 or 79.7 percent of all Violent Offenses were reported in the 
seven Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA), which accounted 
for only 63.4 percent of the state's population. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Orleans, East Baton Rouge and Jefferson parishes reported 12,927 or 
55.5 percent of all 1978 Violent Offenses. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

GREATEST CRIME LOCALES 

OFFENSES REPORTED 

10,719 
3,173 
1,782 

7,638 
2,680 
2,609 
1,287 

854 

7,638 
1,948 
1,096 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Orleans 

SMSA 

Parish 

East Baton Rouge 
Jefferson 
Caddo 

Ouachita 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Major City 
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CRIME RATE 

Ne\" Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Monroe 

Orleans 
Cameron 
Madison 
East Baton 

Rouge 
West Baton 

Rouge 

New Orleans 
Monroe 
Baton Rouge 

917.9 
713.6 
653.3 

1,303.8 
1,164.9 

942.2 

806.5 

702.0 

1,303.8 
1,130.7 

887.4 
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BURGLARY 

BURGLARY IS DEFINED AS THE UNLAWFUL ENTRY OF A STRUCTURE TO 

COMMIT A FELONY OR A THEFT. 

50.,529 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1978 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice 
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BURGLARY 

IN 

LOUISIANA" 1978 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

~., 

50,529 offenses of Burglary were reported in 1978; this is equivalent 
to a Crime Rate of 1,265.5 Burglaries per 100,000 population, and re­
presents 30.3 percent of all Property Offenses. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

41,413 or 82 percent of all Burglaries were reported in the sevenStan­
dard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA), which accounted for only 
63.4 percent of the state's population. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Orleans, East Baton Rouge and Jefferson parishes reported 25,865 or 
51.2 percent, of all 1978 total Burglaries. 

OFFENSES REPORTED 

19,845 
8,551 
5,784 

10,514 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Orleans 

* * * * * * * * * * 

GREATEST CRIME LOCALES 

SMSA 

Parish 

7,730 East Baton Rouge 
7,621 
4,479' 
2,481 

10,514 
5,580 
3,937 

Jefferson 
Caddo 
Lafayette 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Major City 
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CRIME RATE 

Baton Rouge 
Lafayette 
New Orleans 

East Baton 
Rouge 

Lafayette 
Caddo 
Orleans 
Jefferson 

Baton Rouge 
Lafayette 
Alexandria 

1,923.1 
1,849.2 
1,699.5 

2,326.4 
1,849.2 
1,847.7 
1,794.7 
1,784.6 

2,541.9 
2,127.1 
1,870.1 



LARCENY - THEFT 

LARCENY - THEFT IS DEFINED AS THE UNLAWFUL TAKING 1 CARRYING 1 

LEADING 1 OR RIDING AWAY OF PROPERTY FROM THE POSSESSION OR 

CONSTRUCTIVE POSSESSION OF ANOTHER, 

101 1 905 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1978 

iii 12 - 84 

0 100 - 253 

285 736 

917 - 41 543 

OVER 81 971 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
1-46 

I 

) 

) 

.( 

'( 

, 
) 

:1 

r '"I 

:/ 

~i . 
.1;'( 

ti 
t; 
ii J 
]! 11 
,,( 

t{ 
tl 
1; 
M ., 
~~ 
~1 

~,( 

fl 
~I 
{l 
~( 

i! 
if 
" 

~ 
jf 
'Il I 
~ [ 

if 
,I 

ttl 
tl 
if 
~>\ 
~ I, 

f l " f 
\ 

,'.) 

Ii 
,! \ ~ 

,! 
I 
I 

, '/ 

C 
i ., 

: ) 
I 

: I 
I 
'j' 
< 

LARCENY-THEFT 

IN 

LOUISIANA1 1978 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

101,905 offenses of Larceny-Theft were reported in Louisiana in 
1978. This is equivalent to a Crime Rate of 2,552.2 Larceny-Thefts 
per 100,000 population, and represents 61.1 percent of all Property 
Offenses. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

84,991 or 83.4 percent, of the reported Larceny-Theft occurred in 
the seven Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA), which 
accounted for only 63.4 percent of the state's population. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Orleans, East Baton Rouge and Jefferson parishes reported 53,592 or 
52.9 percent of all 1978 Larceny-Thefts. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

GREATEST CRIME LOCALES 

OFFENSES REPORTED 

39,249 
19,014 
11,410 

22,183 

17,476 
14,293 
·8,971 
4,543 

22,183 
12,952 

8,193 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Orleans 

SMSA 

Parish 

East Baton Rouge 
Jefferson 
Caddo 
Calcasieu 

New Orleans. 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Major City 
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CRIME RATE 

Baton Rouge 
New Orleans 
Shreveport 

East Baton 
Rouge 

Orleans 
Caddo 
Jefferson 
Ouachita 

Baton Rouge 
Alexandria 
Monroe 

4,276.2 
3,361.2 
3,203.3 

5,259.7 
3,786.6 
3,700.8 
3,347.1 
3,184.3 

5,900.1 
4,731.6 
4,566.6 
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. MOTOR VEH I ClE THEFT 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT IS DEFINED AS THE THEFT OR ATTEMPTED THEFT 

OF A MOTOR VEHICLE. 

14 1 323 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1978 

- 1 6 
~, -. 

0 7 - 23 

26 96 

131 -, 888 

OVER 11 835 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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MOTOR VEHIClE'THEFT 

IN 
lOUISIANA1 1978 

VOLUME AND lOCATION 

14,323 offenses of Motor Vehicle Theft were reported in Louisiana 
in 1978. This is equivalent to a Crime Rate of 358.7 Motor Vehicle 
Theft Offenses per 100,000 population and represents 8.6 percent of 
all Property Offenses. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

12,929 or 90.3 percent of all Motor Vehicle Thefts were reported in 
the seven Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA), which 
accounted for only 63.4 percent of the state's population. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Orleans, Jefferson and East Baton Rouge parishes reported 9,896 or 
69.1 percent of all 1978 Motor Vehicle Thefts., 

* * * * * * * * * * 

GREATEST CRIME LOCALES 

OFFENSES REPORTED 
SMSA 

8,475 New Orleans 
1,949 Baton Rouge 
1,081 Shreveport 

Parish 

5,491 Orleans 
2,570 Jefferson 
1,835 East Baton Rouge 

888 Caddo 
449 Calcasieu 

Major C~.!I. 

5,491 New Orleans 
1,489 Baton Rouge 

801 Shreveport 
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CRIME RATE 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shr'eveport 

Orleans 
Jefferson 
East Baton 

Rouge 
Caddo 
St. ~ary 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Monroe 

725.7 
438.3 
303.4 

937.3 
601. 8 

552.2 
366.3 
358.1 

937.3 
678.3 
378.0 I' 



TOTAL PROPERTY OFFENSES 

TOTAL PROPERTY OFFENSES IS THE GENERAL PROPERTY CRIME INDICATOR 

DERIVED FROM THE SUMMATION OF BURGLARY .. LARCENy-THEFT .. AND MOTOR 
VEHICLE THEFT. 

166,,757 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1978 

mmm 
1fEEffB,~ 

o 
23 171 

193 .. 528 

637 1,,260 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Infonnation System Division 
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TOTAL PROPERTY OFFENSES 

IN 

LOUISIANA" 1978 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

166,757 Property Offenses were reported in Louisiana in 1978. This 
is equivalent to a Crime Rate of 4,176.4 Property Offenses per 
100,000 population, and represents 87.8 percent of all Index Offenses. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

139,333 or 83.6 percent of all Property Offenses were reported in 
the seven Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA), which 
account for only 63.4 percent of the state's population. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Orleans, East Baton Rouge and Jefferson parishes reported 89,653 or 
53.8 of all 1978 Property Offenses. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

GREATEST CRIME LOCALES 

OFFENSES REPORTED 

67,569 
29,514 
18,275 

38,188 

27,041 
24,484 
1~,338 
7,167 

38,188 
20,021 
12,931 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Orleans 

Parish 

East Baton Rouge 
Jefferson 
Caddo 
Ca1casieu 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Shreveport 

Major City 
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CRIME RATE 

Baton Rouge 
New Orleans 
Shreveport 

East Baton 
Rouge 

Orleans 
Caddo 
Jefferson 
Ca1casieu 

Baton Rouge 
Alexandria 
New Orleans 

6,637.6 
5,786.6 
5,130.6 

8,138.4 
6,518.7 
5,914.8 
5,733.7 
4,543.8 

9,120.3 
6,900.8 
6,518.7 
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CRIME TRENDS FOR LOUISIANA1 STANDARD 
METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS (SMSA) AND 

NON-STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS 
1977-1978 



CRIMINAL 
HOMICIDE 

FORCIBLE 
RAPE 

ROBBERY 

PERCENT CHANGE IN LOUISIANA'S 
VIOLENT OFFENSE RATES~ 1977 - 19781 

14 

31 3~ 

1.9%' 

15 16 

33 34 

20.3% 

1 0 

An 11.4 percent increase in the Total Violent Crime Rate occurred 
between 1977 and the end of 1978, with all individual Violent 
Offenses showing increases. 

* '* * * * * * * * * * 
Robbery, up 20.3 percent in Crime Rate over 1977, led all Violent 
Offense cat.egories in terms of increased rate over 1977. 

* * * * * * * * * * * 
An 11.3 percent in the Forcible Rape rate continues an erratic, 
but slowly increasing trend. 

* * * * * * * * * * * 
The Criminal Homicide rate increased by only 1.9 percent over 1977, 
which is significant when compared to the 1976 - 1917 increase of 
15.9 percent. 

* * * * * * * * * * * 
Aggravated Assault increased by 7.9 percent between 1977 and 1978. 

* * * * * * * * * * * 

lsee Glossary for the definition of crime rate. 
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PERCENT CHANGE IN LOUISIANA'S PROPERTY AND 
TOTAL INDEX CRIME RATES~ 1977 - 19781 

BURGLARY 

LARCENY­
THEFT 

1,150 

2,475 

1,200 1,250 

2,500 2,525 

9.0% 

1,300 

3.7% 

2,550 

MOTOR VEHICLE =irmmm~~~m~~ 6.3% 
THEFT 

TOTAL 
PROPERTY 

TOTAL INDEX 
OFFENSES 

~----'---------r-----~~----~ 3 0 

5.5% 

4,025 4,100 4,175 4,250 

6.2% 

4,450 4,550 4,650 4,750 4,850 

The 1978 Property OffBnse Crime Rate increased 5.5 percent over 1977. 

The Burglary rate, up 9.0 percent over 1977, showed the largest in­
crease of any Property Offense. 

The Larceny-Theft rate, up only 3.7% over 1977 had the smallest in­
crease of any Property Offense. 

The Total Index Offense Crime Rate rose 6.2% over 1977. 

lSee Glossary for the definition of crime rate. 
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All the Violent Crime categories experienced increases in Crime Rate 
of at least 6 percent. 

Robbery,with an increase of 21.4 percent in Crime Rate over 1977, had 
the largest rise of all the ViQlentCrimes. 

The Aggravated Assault rate, up only 6.1% over 1977, had the smallest 
rate increase of all Violent Offenses. 

The Total Violent Offenses rate of 732.6 in 1978 represents an 11.2 
percent increase over 1977. 

The Criminal Homicide rate increased by 9.8 percent over the 1977 
SMSA rate. 

The Forcible Rape rate increased by 8.6 percent over 1977. 

lSee Glossary for the definitions of crime rate and SMSA. 
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PERCENT CHANGE IN PROPERTY AND TOTAL INDEX CRIME RATES 
, 1 

OF LOUISIANA STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS) 1977 - 1978 

BURGLARY 

LARCENY­
THEFT 

MOTOR VEHICL 
THEFT 

TOTAL 
PROPERTY 

TOTAL INDEX 
OFFENSES 

.'77 ~'78 

495 

5,250 ---

5,800 5,950 

9.6% 

1,575 1,650 

4.7% 

3,350 3,400 

5.2% 

505 515 

6.2% 

5,350 5,450 5,550 

6,100 6,250 

ff Crl'me Rates in Louisiana's SMSA's showed All three Propel.'t.y 0 ense , 
increases in 1978 over 1977 with the Total Property Offense rate In-
creasing 6.2 percent. 

The Burglary Crime Rate for 1978 of 1,636.1 re~resented an increase 
of 9.6 percent over 1977, and was the largest lncrease. 

The Larceny-Theft rate increased 4.7 percent over th~t of 1977. 

The Motor Vehicle Theft rate increased 5.2 percent over, 1977. 

The Total Index Offenses rate for Louisiana's SMSA's in 1978 in­
creased 6.7 percent over the 1977 rate. 

lSee Glossary for the definitions of the crime rate and metropolitan 
area. 
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PERCENT CHANGE IN VIOLENT CRIr1E RATES FOR LOUISIANA'S 
NON-STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS (SMSA)I 1977-19781 

CRIrlIN~~ -14.5% 
HOM!CI 

13 14 

FORCpBLE 
RA E 23.6% 

18 19 20 

ROBBERY 
32 

AGGRAVATED 
ASSAULT 13.3% 

235 245 255 265 

T06Ar VI L· NT 11.7% 

285 295 305 315 325 

• '77~/78 

The Criminal Homicide Crime Rate of 11.8 offenses per 100,000 
population represents a significant 14.5 percent decrease for 
Louisiana's Non-SMSA population compared to the 1977 rate of 13.8. 

Conversely, the Forcible Rape rate of 19.9 for 1978 represents a 
significant increase of 23.6 percent, (up almost one-fourth) over 
the 1977 rate of~l. 

The Robbery rate for the Non-SMSA portion of Louisiana increased 
n.O percent over 1977. 

The Aggravated Assault Crime Rate increased from 229.4 in 1977 to 
259.9 in 1978, for a significant net increase of la.3 percent. 

Overall, Louisiana's Non-SMSA population reported an·11.7 percent 
increase in the 1978 Total Violent Offenses Crime Rate over the 
1977 rate. 

lSee Glossary for the definitions of crime rate and Non­
Standard l1etropolitan Statistical Area. 
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PERCENT CHANGE IN PROPERTY AND TOTAL 
INDEX CRIME RATES FOR LOUISIANA'S NON-STANDARD 

METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL (SMSA) AREASI 1977-19781 

5.9% 

BURGLARY 
615 625 

LARCENY 
THEFT 

1,160 1,170 1,180 

r·10TOR VEH I CLE 
THEFT 

85 90 95 100 

TOTAL 1.6% 

PROPERTY 

TOTAL INDEX 
OFFENSES 

.'77 ~'78 

1,855 

2,130 2,150 

1,865 1,875 1,885 

3.0% 

2,170 2,190 2,210 

The 1978 Burglary Crime Rate of 623.6 offenses per 100 000 popu­
lation represents an increase of 5.9 percent over 1977: 

The Larceny-Theft rate in 1978 showed a slight decrease of 1.5 
percent compared to 1977. 

One possi~le problem ar~a for Louisiana's Non-SMSA population is 
Motor Veh~cle Theft, wh~ch shows an increase in Crime Rate of 15.9 
percent over 1977. ' 

Overall~ the Total Property Offenses Crime Rate for the Non-SMSA 
populat~on showed only a 1.6 percent increase over 1977. 

Also showing no significant change in 1978 was the Total Index 
Offenses Crime Rate, which increased only 3.0% over 1977. 

lSee Glossary for the definitions of crime rate and Non-Standard 
Metropolitan Statistical Area. 
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PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION 
BY LOUISIANA'S SMSA 
AND NON-SMSAJ 19781 

Non-SMSA Total 36.6% ~ Lake Charles SMSA 
Alexandria SMSA 3.5% 

~ Monroe SMSA .--~"----
Baton Rouge SIvISA 11.1% fZi N€!w Orleans SMSA •• 
Lafayette SMSA 3.4% 0 Shreveport SMSA 

4.0% 

3.3% 

29.2% 

8.9% 

lSMSA-Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area. 
Source: Louisiana 'I'ech Uni versi ty, The Louisiana Economy 

1-62 

I 

j 
, 

l 

i 
\ 

i 

I 
t 

\ 
i. 

I' 

I 

, . 
( 
J; 

I; 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF CRIMINAL HOMICIDE AND RAPE 
BY LOUISIANA'S SMSA'S AND NON-SMSAJ 19781 

FORCIBLE RAPE (1,376) 

B3 Non-SMSA Total 21.1% 

o Alexandria 

o Bat' .. on Rouge 

II Laf8:\yette 

f.%tl Lake Charles 
fi771 t.LiJ M.onrm:·) 

r:;~·3 •• New Or leans 

[j Shreveport 

1. 8% 

14.1% 

2.1% 

3.7% 

3.5% 

42.8% 

10.8% 

~ 
0 
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CRIMINAL HOil.1ICIDE (627 ) 
Non-SMSA Total 27.6% 

Alexandria 3.5% 

Baton Rouge 8.1% 

Latayette 1. 6% 

Lake Charles 3.3% 

Monroe 2.4% 

New Orleans 44.0% 
Shreveport 9.4% 

The seven SMSA's, representing 63.4 percent of Louisiana's population, accounted 
for 72.4 percent of all Criminal Homicides. The New Orleans SMSA,which experienced 
44.0 percent of all Criminal Homicides while encompassing only 29.2 percent of the 
state's population, was the major contributor to this statistic. 

This distribution was even more lopsided for the offense of Forcible Rape, wherein 
78.9 percent occurred within the seven SMSA's. Again the New Orleans SMSA predominated, 
accounting for 42.13 percent of all Forcible Rapes, which is over twice as many as the 
entire Non-SMSA Total for the state. The Bat()n Rouge SMSA experienced 14.1 percent of 
all Forcible Rapes, while representing l~.l percent of the population. 

lSMSA - Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area 

SOURCE: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF ROBBERY AND AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 
BY LOUISIANA'S SMSA'S AND NON-SMSA) 19781 

ROBBERY (6,882) 

~ Non-SMSA Total 

~ Alexandria SMSA 

6.8% 

[J Baton Rouge SMSA 

~*5t:t~~tS!~ II Lafayette SMSA 

1. 4% 

7.7% 

1. 6% 

1. 9% 

0.8% 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

R,d Non-SMSA Total 

~ Alexandria SMSA 

0 Baton Rouge SMS.A 

II Lafayette SMSA 

~ L k Ch 1 :.:.:\\:.; a e ar e s SMSA 

~ // Monroe SMSA 

F::~ New Orleans SMSA 

B -~- Shreveport SMSA 

(14,390) 

26.4% 

2.8% 

16.7% 

3.8% 

4.0% 

5.1% 

33.2% 

8.0% 

ffijJ Lake Charles SMSA 

o Monroe SMSA 

~~ ~ New Orleans SMSA 

~ Shreveport SMSA 

73.7% 

6.2% 

The distribution of Robbery Offenses compared to population distribution reveals 
one very startling statistic: Almost three-fourths (73.7%) of all robberies in 
Louisiana in 1978 occurred in the New Orleans SMSA, which encompasses only 29.2 
percent of the population. In comparison, all six remaining SMSA's had lower 
Robbery distributions than population. This extremely high New Orleans SMSA offense 
distribution was the principle factor in the fact that the seven SMSA's as a group 
totaled 93.2 percent of all Robberies. 

In r.egards to Aggravated Assault, only the Baton Rouge SMSA experienced a signi­
ficantly higher offense distribution than population (a 16.7 Aggravated Assault per­
cent di.stribution compared to an 11.1% share of the population). 

lSMSA - Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area 

SOURCE: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 

I-64 

j' 
L 

, 
j 

l 
I, 
I 
f 

I 

~ 

\ ' 

! 
i 

" 

, 
I, 

\, , 

-\.,\ 
1 

t, 

c . , 

l! 
\1 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL VIOLENT OFFENSES 
AND BURGLARY BY LOUISIANA'S SMSA'SAND NON ... SMSA" 19781 

TOTAL VIOLENT OFFENSES (23,275) 

~ Non-SMSA TOTAL 20.3% 

~ Alexandria 2.3% 

[] Baton Rouge 13.6% 

III Lafayette 3.0% 

~~'~~~~~~S~Mml Lake Charles 3.4% 
' .. -.'~.-.. 

E!J Monroe 3~7% 

~~~ New Orleans 46.1% 

§) -- Shreveport 7.7% 

BURGLARY (50,529) 

tsl Non-SMSA TOTAL 18.0% 

f2l Alexandria 2.9% 

0 Baton Rouge 16.9% 

II Lafayette 4.9% 

lliWill Lake Charles 4.3% 

m .' ~" .~ Monroe 2.2% .. 

•• f·~ •• New Orleans 39.3% 

0 Shreveport 11. 4% 

When considered as a group, 79.7 percent of all Violent Offenses occurred 
in Louisiana's seven SMSA's, with the New Orleans SMSA accounting for 46.1 per­
cent, or well over one-half of the entire SMSA total. Baton Rouge and Monroe, 
with 13.6 and 3.7 percent of Violent Offenses comparerl to 11.1 and 3·.3 percent 
population respectively, were the only other SMSA's with a higher Violent 
Offenses proportion than population. 

The SMSA's of Alexandria and Monroe were the only two of the seven that 
reported lower percentages of total Burglaries than total population. Of 
the other five, the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Shreveport SMSA's all had 
Offense distribution at least 2.5 ~imes greater than population distribution • 

1 
SMSA - Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area 
Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF LARCEfN-THEFT AND MOTOR 
VEHICLE THEFT FOR LOUISIANA'S SMSA'S AND NON-SMSA~ 19781 

LARCENY-THEFT (101,905) 

fZ) Non-SMSA TOTAL 16.6% 

0 Alexandria 3.5% 

0 Baton Rouge 18.7% 

II Lafayette 3.0% 

Iillill Lake Charles 4.5% 

Bj] Monroe 4.1% 

E·~·a •• New Orl~<.lns 38.5% 

~ Shreveport 11.2% 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT (14,323) 

~ Non-SMSA Total 9.7% 

0 Alexandria 1. 7% 

0 Baton Rouge 13.6% 

II Lafayette 2.8% 

mID Lake Charles 3.1% 

EJ Monroe 2.3% 

~ ••• New Orleans 59.2% 

0 Shreveport 7.5% 

The Lafayette SMSA I'eported a slightly lower proportion of Larceny-Thefts than 
its population distribution (3.0 percent offenses versus 3.4 percent population) and 
the Alexandria SMSA reported the same percentage of offenses as populatior, (3.5 percent). 
The other five SMSA's all had higher offense proportions than population, with the New 
Orleans, Baton Rouge and Shreveport SMSA's all reporting offense distributions more 
than 2 percent higher.than population distributions. 

The seven Louisiana SMSArs as a group reported 90.3 percent of all Motor-Vehicle 
Thefts. Only the New Orlefins SMSA (59.2 percent offenses versus 29.2 percent population) 
and the Baton Rouge SMSA (13.6 percent offenses versus 11.1 percent population) reported 
Motor-Vehicle Theft offenses in excess of population distribution. 

lSMSA - Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area 

SOURCE: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF TOJAL PROPERTY 
AND TOTAL OFFENSES BY LOUISIANA'S SMSA(S 

AND NON-SMSA~ 19781 

TOTAL INDEX OFFENSES (190,032) 

~ Non-SMSA Total 

o A1exandrin 

o Baton Rouge 

II Lafayette 

WW:] Lake Charles 

D Monroe 

~ New Orleans 

16.9% 

3.0% 

17.2% 

3.5% 

4.2% 

3.4% 

41.2% 

o Shreveport 10.6% 

TOTAL PROPERTY OFFENSES 

&8J Non-SMSA 'T'otal 

IZI Alexandria 

0 Baton Rouge 

II Lafayette 

fillIill] Lake Char1~s 

m Monroe 

~ •• New Orleans 

El -- Shreveport 

(166,757) 

16.4% 

3.1% 

17.7% 

3.6% 

4.3% 

3.4% 

40.5% 

11. 0% 

six of the seven SMSA's (excluding only the Alexandri~ SMSA) reported higher 
Property Offense distributions than population. The SMSA's of New Or.leans (40.5 
versus 29.2) I Baton Rouge (17.7 versus 11.1) and Shreveport (11. 0 versus ~. 9) ~ll 
reported offense distributions in excess of 2 percent higher than populat~on d~s­
tributions . 

The distribution of Total Index Offfmses among Louisiana's SMSA and Non-SMSA 
populations is an almost exact match of the Total Property Offens7 distribution, in 
that there is less than one percent difference in Qffense propDrt~on be~~ween Total 
Ind£!x and Total Property Offenses for any SMSA or t:'le Non-SMSA Total. The New 
Orleans and Baton Rouge SMSA's reported 41.2 percent and 17.2 percent of all Index 
Offenses respectively. 

1SMSA - stanC1ard Metropolitan statistical Area 
Source: Louisiana criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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An overall look at reported offenses and populatio~ distributions of 
Lou:lsiana's SMSA and Non-SMSA populations reveals the tollowing highlights: 

1. The New Orleans SMSA encompasses 29.2 percent of the state popu­
lation, and experienced 41.2 percent of all Index Offenses in 1978. 

2. In compar!son only to other SMSA's, New Orleans represents 46.1 
percent of the total SMSA population, and accounts for 49.~ percent 
of all SMSA Index Offenses. 

3. Considering only Violent Offenses, the New Orleans SMSA reported 
46.1 percent of the state total and 57.8 percent of the SMSA total. 

4. The New Orleans SMSA experienced 73.7 percent of all Robberies in 
Louisiana, and 79.1 percent of Total SMSA Robberies. 

5. Finally, the only other SMSA consistently experiencing higher offenses 
than population distribution was Baton Rouge, which reported 13.6 
percent of Violent Offenses, 17.7 percent of Property Offenses and 
17.2 percent of all Index Offenses, while representing only 11.1 
percent of LQuisiana's population. 
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COMPARISON BETWEEN LOUISIANA'S 1978 CRIME RATES 
AND THE CRIME RATES OF EACH STANDARD 
METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREA (SMSA) 
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Considering all Seven (7) Index Offenses as a group, six 
of seven Louisiana SMSAs had .Total Index Offense Crime Rates 
in excess of the State Index Crime Rate of 4,759.3 Index Offenses 
per 100,000 population. The Baton Rouge SMSA reported the high­
est SMSA Index Crime Rate of 7,351. 2, exceeding the next highest 
rate of 6,704.5 reported by the New Orleans SMSl\. by almof.:'lt 650 
offenses per 100,000 population. The lowest Total Index Crime 
rate was 4,632.6, reported by the Alexandria SMSA. 
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TOTAL VIOLENT qFFENSES 
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Thre,e Louisiana SMSA IS repol:ted Total Violent Offense Crime 
Rates higher than the state rate of 582.9 Violent Offenses per 
100,000 population: New Orleans (917.9), Baton Rouge (713.6) and 
Monroe (653.3). The New Orleans SMSA was the only SMSA having a 
higher crime rate for every individual Violent Offense category 
than the state rate, and further, had a Robbery rate over 2~ times 
the state Robbery rate. 
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All seven (7) SMSAs had Total Property Offense rates above 
the state rate of 4,176.4, with the Baton Rouge SMSA having the 
highest at 6,637.6 Property Offenses per 100,000 population. Con­
sidering each individual Property Offense, Baton Rouge had the 
highest rate of all SMSAs for Burglary and Larceny-Theft (1,923.1 
and 4,276.2 respectively) v and the New Orleans SMSA had the highest 
rate for Motor Vehicle Thefts (725.7), which was over twice as 
high as the state rate. 1-75 
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OFFENSES REPORTED BY MONTH 1 1977-1978 



CRIMINAL HOMICIDE 

'" / 
"'..,.t 

I 
I 

~ ---'"T"'----r---~ __ -~iw:::-_::::!:i :::--;;;-r;---;~~~siE;p' :;T~.-OO~C';T~.-NN~b:Vv::.-~i>~:C: • ~ MAY JUNE JULY AUG. 

Homicides for 1977 ranged from a high of 65 i.n The total monthly number of Criminal the high was 66 in November; the low 
December to a low of 21 in January. In 1978, 
was 42 in February. 

h which were offset by lows in June. May and July were peak months for bot years I' 

FORCIBLE RAPE 

-- -+-- ........... -...... - ...... 
' ...... 

.......... --.. 
HAR. APR. MAY JUNE: JULY AUG. SEPT. OCT. NOV. DEC. 

23 i J 1 The low for 1978 Forcible Rapes in 1977 ranged from 76 in NOVemberr;~o~ded ~n ~UlY. 
was 80, recorded in Febr!lary. The high was 178, 

The overall trend reveals that the higher totals generally occurred during the w~rlller 
months of May through August. Though the totals for 1978 were lower ih~n th~s~97~rwere 
1.977 for the months of January through April, the totals for the rema n er 0 

consistently higher than those for 1977. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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The total Robberies in 1977 was highest in December at 532, t.\nd lowest in March at 390. 
In 1978, the high of 972 occurred in December also. The low for 1978 was 384, in April. 

Though the total monthly number of Robberies remained relatively const.ant .for 1977, the 
monthly. total increased fairly steadily after mid-1978. The total for Dccembe~ 1978, 
was a substantial increase over the previous month and a high for:' the two-year:' period. 
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\ , , 
~----
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--e 

r 
DEC. 

The highest total number of Aggravated Assaults occurred in September for 1977, when the 
total was 1,320. The low for that year occurred in February, when the total was 851. 
The hignest total in 1978 was 1,399 in July; the low, 859, in February. 

As with Forcible Rape, the trend was for greater nUfllbers of Aggravated Assaults to occur 
in the warmer months, March through September. However, this t,rend was more constant :\.n 
1978 than 1977. It should be noted that the low for both years occurred in February. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Divi.sion. 
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1978 TOTAL VIOLENT 

\ 

FEB. MAR. APR. MAY JUNE JULY AUG. SEPT. 

, , , , .-
OCT. 

_ ..... ----

F 

NOV. DEC. 

The total monthly number of Violent Crimes in 1977 ranged from a low of 1,421 in Feb­
ruary to a high of 2,009 in August. In 1978, the high was the December total of 
2,316. The luw for 1978, was l, 494, and occ\:Jrred in February. 

The ~re~d:for th7 total V~olent.Crimes reflected the two trends evil\ent in the graphs 
for ~nd~v~dual V~olent Cr~mes, ~n that the totals increased somewhat steadily except 
for November, from January to September of each year, with higher totals occu;ring in 
the warmer months. The low February totals which were evidenced in the individual 
violent crime graphs also are reflected above. 
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The largest number of Burglaries in 1977 was 4,229 in September; the smallest, 3,411 
in May. In 1978, the totals ranged from 3,629 in February to 4,805 in July. Both 
years had higher totals for the months of July through September. 

SOURCE: Louisiana Crirninal Justice Information System Division. 
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The monthly totals of Larceny-Theft in 1977wete highest in August (8,938) and lowest 
in January (6,959). The August 1978, total was 9,568. The Feoru~ry 1978, total was 
7,034. 

The overall trend for Larceny-Theft over the year incr,eased for both 1978 and 
,1977. The totals for 1978 ~ consistently n~gner than those for 1977. Both years 
had higher t,Gtals for the months of June t,hrough August. 

1500 
1978 MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

1400 

1300 

1200 
........ .","" ...... 

--.-- ... --...... ......, 
1100 , , .---1000 

900 

JAN. FEB. MAR. APR. MAY JUNE JULY AUG. SEPT. • OCT. • NOV. 

The largest number of Motor Vehicle Thefts in 1977 occurred in September, when the 
total was 1,253. The lowest total in 1977 occurred in January, when the total was 
948. In 1978, the high of 1,446 occurred in July; the :owof 990 occurred in 
February. 

A consistant upward trend existed from February through July in 1978. The latter 
months in both years indicated a peak and then a decline in November. 

SOURCE: The Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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The 1977 monthly totals of all property Crimes had a high of 14,305 in August and a low 
of 11, 410 in February. The 1978 totals had a high and low in the same months _ 15,591 
in August and 11,653 in February. 

The overall trend for the two years in total Property Crimes increased, with a peak in August. 
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The peak of the total Index Crimes in 1977 occurred in August, when the total was 15,767. 
The low for 1977 was 12,839. The high total for 1978 occurred in August also, when the 
total was 16,787. The low for 1978 occurred in February and was 13,147. 

The total number of Index Crimes generally increased in 1978. The peak in the months of 
May through August and the lows in February and November which are revealed in the above 
graphs axea reflection of similar peaks and lows indicat~d by the graphs in this series. 

SOURCE: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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INDEX CRIME RATE PROJECTIONS 1 1978 

Crime in Louisiana, 1977, included crime rate projections for 1978 Index 
Offenses. The analysis calculated a specific rate and projected range at the 
90 percent confidence level for each offense. The range. was the ~~re 
important statistic. It represented the upper and lower Crime rate hmlts 
within which the specific crime rate would be expected to fall. At the 90 
percent confidence level, a specific rate outside the proj~cted range c?uld be 
expected only ten times out of a hundred. An actual Crime rate outsIde the 
predicted range represents a significant change in the crime rate and warrants 
further investigation. 

The following table presents the predicted and actual rates for 1978: 

1978 
INDEX PROJECTION RANGE SPECIFIC 1978 ACTUAL 1978 
CRIME (LOW-HIGH CRIME RATES) PROJECTED RATE CRIME RATE 

Criminal 
Homicide 12.3 17 .0 14.6 '15 .. 7 

Forcible Rape 28.0 33.1 30.6 34.4 
Robbery 119.9 164.3 142.1 172.3 
Aggravated 
Assault 332.0 359.5 345.7 360.3 

TOTAL VIOLENT 505.0 561.5 533.2 582.9 

Burglary 1,186.2 - 1,308.3 1,247.2 1,265.5 
Larceny-
Theft 2,518.5 - 2,872.2 2,695.3 2,552.2 

Motor Vehicle 
Theft 280.3 399.2 309.8 358.7 

TOTAL 
PROPERTY 4,052.2 4,452.5 4,252.3 4,176.4 

TOTAL INDEX 4,584.5 - 4,986.7 4,785.6 4,759.3 

The 1978 Actual Crime Rate for the Offenses of Criminal Homicide, 
Total Violent, Ourglary, Larceny-Theft, Total Property, and Total Index fall 
with 'the ranges predicted based on 1972 through 1977. trend da~a.. Four 
individual offenses had actual 1978 crime rates that dId not fall wIth the 
predicted range, with all four exceeding the maximum predicted values. One 
of these, Aggravated Assault, showed a statistically insignificant difference of 
less than 1 percent (360.3 actual compared to 359.5 predicted high), leaving 
three offenses, Forcible Rape, Robbery, and Motor Vehicle Theft as the only 
offenses whose predicted ranges were significantly higher than what actually 
occurred in 1978. It is important to note that the "significance" of these 
predictive errors is strictly from a statistical standpoint, and is intended solely 
to isolate those offenses whose trends appear to indicate magnitudinal or 
directional changes worthy of further study, and not as a definitive statement 
of a "crime problem." 
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INDEX CRIME RATE PROJECTIONS 1 1979 

Index Crime rates for 1979 have been projected from actual annual rates 
for the years 1972-1978. Both a specific rate and a range within which the rate 
can be expected to fall have been calculated at the 90 percent confidence 
level for each Index Offense, Total Violent, Total Property and Total Index 
Offenses. The expected range is more important, statistically. It represents 
the upper and lower crime rate limits within which the specific actual crime 
rate can be expected to fall. At the 90 percent confidence level, a specific 
actual crime rate outside the projected range could be expected by chance 
alone, on~y ten times out of a hundred. Therefore, an actual 1979 crime rate 
outside t e projected range will represent a significant change in crime rate 
and warrants further research. 

The f.ollowing graphs are the projected ranges for 1979 with the specific 
projected rates calculated with the Linear Regression Method at a 90 percent 
confidence level. 

The following table presents a summary of the 1979 projections: 

1979 
INDEX PROJECTION RANGE SPECIFIC 1979 
CRIME (LOW-HIGH CRIME RATES) PROJECTED RATE 

Criminal Homicide* N/A N/A 
Forcible Rape 30.7 38.1 34.4 
Robbery* N/A N/A 
Aggravated Assault 355.7 390.1 372.9 

TOTAL VIOLENT 538.9 6,26.3 582.6 

Burglary 1,259.3 1,3,'6.3 1,318.1 
LarcenY-'The f t 2,591.4 3,016.4 2,803.9 
Motor Vehicle 

Theft* N/A N/A 

TOTAL PROPERTY 4,227.7 - 4',682.3 4,455.0 

TOTAL INDEX 4,833.0 5,242.4 5,037.7 

* Projections not calculated because the seven-year trend includes directional 
changes of sufficient magnitude to negate the assumptions of linearity. 
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CRIMINAL HOMICIDE* 
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TOTAL VIOLENT OFFENSES 
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SUMMARY ARREST ANALYSIS 

LUCR arrest data have limitations similar to offense data. The arrest 
reports record the number of art'ests made within a given time period. An 
individual may be arrested several times over the course of a year for similar 
or different violations. Each separate arrest is counted. Therefore, L UCR 
arrest information cannot be used as a measure of the number of L-,Jividuals 
processed by law enforcement or other component agencies such ,as courts or 
jails. Furthermore, in the event an individual is arrested for several offenses, 
uf'lde.o the hierarchy rule, only the most serious charge is scored. Conversely, if 
two or more persons are arrested for the same offense, each arrest is counted • 
Consequently, there is no linkage in '~he LUCR system between offenses 
reported and arrests reported. The former refers to events, that may involve 
more than one person; the latter refers to the arrest process that may involve 
more than one offense. 

WHhin the limitations of the data, the LUCR arrest information can be 
used as a crude indicator of law enforcement activity and workload, but is 
more useful in defining the characteristics of the risk populations; that is, 
those individuals most likely tel be arrested for particular offenses. Arrest 
data combined with population characteristics can aJso be used to project 
futUre arrest and offense tr~nds. 

Arrests and offenses can De located by geographic area. Arrests, 
however, call be further located within specific popUlation categories. The 
foHowing analysis describes the age, race, and sex of offenders at the state 
JeveJ by total arrests and type of offense. 

Total Arrests (adult and juvenile) decreased from 193,J87 in 1977 to 
J92,726 in 1978, or 0.2 percent. Total Index Offense Arrests increased by 0.2 
percent from 49,5J2 in 1977 to 49,60J in 1978. Total Arrests for Drug Law 
Violations decreased by 18 percent, from 11,983 in i977 to 9,827 in 1978. 

Total juvenile arrests decreased from 31,274 in 1977 to 29,144 in 1978, a 
decrease of 6.8 percent. Juvenile arrests comprised 15.1 percent of the Total 
Arrests in 1978, as compared to 16.1 percent in 1977. 

Total female arrests increased 1.2 percent from 161,229 in 1977 ,to 160,396 
in 1978. Arrests of females accounted for 16.8 percent of all arrests in 1978, as 
compared to 16.5 percent in 1977. 

Total Arrests of Whites declined 0.6 percent, from JO~,582 in 1977 to 
104,928 in 1978. White arrests comprised 54.4 percent of the Total Arrests in 
J978, as compared to 54.7 percent in 1977. 
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Total Arrests of Blacks remained at the same level, with 87,317 in 1978 
and 87,290 in 1977. Black arrests comprised 45.3 percent of the Total Arrests 
in 1978, as compared to 45.2 percent in 1977. The total of "other" races 
(Indians, Chinese, Japanese, Vietnamese, etc.) decreased 10.2 percent from 
1,488 in 1977 to 1,336 in 1978. Arrests of persons of other races comprised 0.7 
percent of the Total Arrests in 1978, as compared to 0.8 percent in 1977. 

INDEX OFFENSE ARRESTS 

Total Index Offense Arrests increased only 0.2 percent, from 49,512 in 
1977 to 49,601 in 1978. Index Arrests accounted for 25.7 percent of the Total 
Arrests in 1978, and 25.6 percent of the Total Arrests in 1977. Of the Index 
Arrests, the Total Arrests for Violent Crimes increased from 11,708 in 1977 to 
12,732 in 1978, an incre'ase of 8.7 percent. The Total Arrests for Property 
Crimes decreased 2.5 p.ercent, from 37,804 in 1977 to 36,869 in 1978. Arrests 
for Property Crimes clearly outnumbered arre~~ts for Violent Crimes with 74.3 
percent of all arrests being related to Property Crimes. 

Of the arrests for individual- offenses, the totals for Criminal Homicide 
and Fordble Rape decreased: Criminal Homicide Arrests decreased by 10.2 
percent, from 629 in 1977 to 565 in 1978. Forcible Rape Arrests decreased by 
6.2 percent, from 728 in 1977 to 683 in 1978. However, arrests for Aggravated 
Assault increased by 13.8 percent from 7,937 in 1977 to 9,031 in 1978., Most of 
the arrest totals for Property Offenses remained stable from 1977 to 1978. 
However, arrests for Motor Vehicle Theft decreased by 16.5 percent, from 
1,948 in 1977 to 1,626 in 1978. 

Juvenile Index Offense Arrests decreased 8.1 percent from 14}713 in i977 
to 13,527 in 1978. Arrests of juveniles comprised 29.7 percent of all Index 
Offense Arrests in 1977, ,as compared to 27.3 percent in 1978. Total Arrests of 
juveniles for Violent Crimes decreased by 2.1 percent while total juveniles 
arrested for Property Crimes decreased by 8.8 percent. Juveniles comprised 
11.7 percent of those arrested for Violent Crimes as compared to 32.6 percent 
of those arrested for Property Crimes. 

Of the juvenile arrests for individual offenses, arrests for Aggravated 
f\ssault increased by 4.3 percent from 844 in 1977 to 880 in 1978. Total 
jUvenile arrests for all other Index Offenses decreased. The majority of 
juvenile Qlrrests were for lLarceny-Theft, which represented 56.7 percent of all 
juvenjje a.rrests. 

Female Index Arrests decreased 0.6 percent, from 10,559 in 1977 to 
10,493 in 1978. Arrests of females accounted for 21.2 percent of all arrests for 
Index Offenses, as compared to 21.3 percent in 1977. The proportion of 
females arrested for a particular offense was greatest for Larceny-Theft, for 
which females accounted for 32.1 percent of aU arrests. The majority of 
female Index Offense ArrE!sts were for Larceny-Theft (77.4 percent). Of the 
total number of female arrests, 32.4 percent were arrested for Index Offenses. 
Of the total number of male arrests, 24.4 percent were arrested for Index 
Offenses. 
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Arrests of Whites comprised 40.7 percent of Index Arrests in 1978, as 
compared to 40.9 percent in 1977. Total Index .Arrests of Whites declined o~ly 
0.4 percent, from 20,259 in 1977 to 20,178 10 1978. Larceny-Theft WhlCh 
accounted for 50.0 percent of the Index arrests for Whites in 1978, was the 
most common Index Offense for which Whites were arrested. 

Arrests of Blacks accounted for 59.1 percent of Index Arrests in 1978; and 
59.0 percent in 1977. Larceny-Theft Arrests comprised 51.8 percent of all 
Index Arrests for Blacks in 1978 and 52.6 percent in 1977. Index Arrests 
account for 33.6 percent of all arrests for Blacks in 1978. Predominant 
categories for Index Arrests for both 1977 and 1978 are persons aged 18 to 24, 
Blacks, and males. 

DRUG OFFENSES 

Arrests for offenses involving drugs comprised 5.1 percent of all arrests 
in 1978, as compared to 6.2 percent in 1977. Arrests for possession of drugs 
other than marijuana increased by 9.8 percent .from 1977 to 1978. All other 
types of drug arrests showed decreases ovei· th(~ same time period: Sale or 
Manufacture of Marijuana, by 36.1 percent; Sale or Manufacture of Other 
Drugs, by 21.9 percent; and Possession of Marijuana, by 17.8 percent. 

Marijuana related arrests accounted for 79.9 percent of all arrests for 
Drug Law Violations In 1978, as compared to 75.8 percent in 1977. Arrests for 
Possession of Marijuana comprised 86.4 percent of marijuana related arrests 
and 69.1 percent of aU arrests for drug violations. Total Arrests for PossessioFl 
of Marijuana in 1978 decreased in all age, sex and race groups, with the 
exception of females aged 25 to 34, which increased 13.6 percent over 1977, 
and males aged 35 to 54, which increased 2.1 percent over 1977. 

Total Drug Arrests decreased 18.0 percent, from 11,983 in 1977 to 9,827 in 
1978. Male arrests, which comprised 85.3 percent of the Total Drug Arrests, 
decreased 18.8 percent from 1977 to 1978. Female arrests decreased 13.1 
percent over the same time period. Arrests of Whites, which accounted for 
66.8 percent of aU arrests for Drug Law Violations in 1978, decreased 18.7 
percent from 1977 to 1978. Total Drug Arrests decreased in all age, sex and 
race groups, with the exception of females ages 25 to 34, which increased 19.8 
percent from 1977 to 1978. 
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TOTAL ARREST 
PROFILE - 1978 

83.2 percent of Total Arrests were male. 

54.4 percent of Total Arrests were White. 

84.9 percent of Total Arrests were adult. 

61.6 percent of Total Arrests were between the ages 
of 17 and 34. 

37.6 percent of Total Arrests were between the ages 
of 17 and 24. 

0.3 percent of Total Arrests were for Criminal 
Homicides. 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF 
INDEX CRIME ARRESTS - 1978 

0.4 percent of Total Arrests were for Forcible Rapes. 

1.3 percent of TQtal Arrests were for Robberies. 

4.7 percent of Total Arrests were for Aggravated 
Assaults. 

6.6 percent of Total Arrests were for Total Violent 
Offenses. 

5.2 percent of Total Arrests were for Burglaries. 

13.1 percent of Total Arrests were for Laceny-Theft. 

O.B percent of Total Arrests were for Motor Vehicle 
Thefts. 

19.1 percent of Total Arrests were for the Total 
Property Offenses. 

25.7 percent of Total Arrests were for Total Index 
Offenses. 
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PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF 
NON-INDEX CRIME ARRESTS - 1978 

0.6 percent of Total Arrests were for Sale or 
Manufacture of Marijuana. I 

0.4 percent of Total Arrests were for Sale or 
Manufacture of Other Drugs. 

1.0 percent of Total Arrests were for Total Sale or 
Manufacture of Drugs. 

3.5 percent of Total Arrests were for Possession of 
Marijuana. 

0.7 percent of Total Arrests were for Possession of 
Other Drugs. 

4.2 percent of Total Arrests were for Total 
Possession of Drugs. 

5.1 percent of Total Arrests were for Total Drug Law 
Violations. 

0.6 percent of Total Arrests were for Curfew or 
Loitering Violations. 

1.3 percent of Total Arrests were for Runaways. 

67.3 percent of Total Arrests were for All Other 
Offenses. 
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INDEX OFFENSE ARREST 
PROFILE - 1978 

CRIMINAL HOMICIDE 

86.5 percent of Criminal Homicide Arrests were male. 

71.8 percent of Criminal Homicide Arrests were Black. 

95.4 percent of Criminal Homicide Arrests were adult. 

64.8 percent of Criminal Homicide Arrests were bet­
ween the ages of 17 and 34. 

34.9 percent of Criminal Homicide Arrests were bet­
ween the ages of 17 and 24. 

FORe I BLE RAPE 

98.1 percent of Forcible Rape Arrests were male. 

66.0 percent of Forcible Rape Arrests were Black. 

90.8 percent of Forcible Rape Arrests were adult. 

77.5 percent of Forcible Rape Arrests were between 
the ages of 17 and 34. 

48.5 percent of Forcible Rape Arrests were between 
the ages of 17 and 24. 

ROBBERY 

94.1 percent of Robbery Arrests were male. 

76.9 percent of Robbery Arrests were Black. 

78.6 percent of Robbery Arrests were adult. 

74.5 percent of Robbery Arrests 
ages of 17 and 34. 

were between the 

57.3 percent of Robbery Arrests were between the ages of 17 and 24. 
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AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

83.6 percent of Aggravated Assault Arrests were male. 

61.6 percent of Aggravated Assault Arrests were Black. 

90.3 percent of Aggravated Assault Arrests were adult. 

65.3 percent of Aggravated Assault Arrests were bet-
ween the ages of 17 and 34. 

36.8 percent of Aggravated Assault Arrests were bet­
ween the ages of 17 and 24. 

TOTAL VIOLENT OFFENSES 

86.5 percent of Total Violent Offense Arrests were male. 

65.3 percent of Total Violent Offense Aiiests were Black. 

88.3 percent of Total Violent Offense Arrests were adult. 

67.7 percent of Total Violent Offense Arrests were 
between the ages of 17 and 34. 

41.3 percent of Total Violent Offense Arrests were 
between the ages of 17 and 24. 

BURGLARY 

94.6 percent of Burglary Arrests were male. 

51.6 percent of Burglary Arrests were Black. 

62.4 percent of Burglary Arrests were adult. 

58.4 percent of Burglary Arrests were between the ages of 17 and 34. 

45.5 percent of Burglary Arrests were between the ages of 17 and 24. 
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LARCENY - THEFT 

67.9 percent of Larceny-Theft Arrests were male 

60.0 percent of Larceny-Theft Arrests were Black. 

69.7 percent of Larceny-Theft Arrests were adult. 

56.4- percent of Larceny-Theft Arrests wer~ between 
the ages of 17 and 34 

,39.4 percent of Larceny-Theft Arrests were between 
the ages of 17 and 24 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

93.1 percent of Motor Vehicle Theft Arrests were 
male. 

55.5 percent of Motor Vehicle Theft Arrests were 
White. 

61.6 percent of Motor Vehicle Theft Arrests were 
adult. 

54.1 percent of Motor Vehicle Theft Arrests were 
between the ages of 17 and 34. 

42.1 percent of Motor Vechile Theft Arrests were 
between the ages of 17 and 24. 

TOTAL PROPERTY OFFENSES 

J.2.6 percent of Total Property Offense Arrests were 
male. 

57.0 percent of Total Property Offense Arrests were 
Black. 

67.4 percent of Total Property Offense Arrests were 
adult. 

56.8 percent of Total Property Offense Arrests were 
between the ages of 17 and 34. 

41.2 percent of Total Property Offense Arrests were 
between the ages of 17 and 24. 
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TOTAL INDEX OFFENSES 

78.9 percent of Total Index Offense Arrests were 
male • 

59.1 percent of Total Index Offense Arrests were 
Black. 

72.7 percent of Total Index Offense Arre~ts were 
adult. 

59.6 percent of Total Index Offense Arrests were bet-
ween the ages of 17 and 34. 

41.2 percent of Total Index Offense Arrests were bet-
ween the ages of 17 and 24. 

SALE OR MANUFACTURE OF MARIJUANA 

86.7 percent of Sale or Manufacture of Marijuana 
lA,rrests were male. 

63.1 percent of Sale or Manufacture of Marijuana 
Arrests were White. 

94.5 percent of Sale or Manufacture of Marijuana 
Arrests were adult. 

87.8 percent of Sale or Manufacture of Marijuana 
Arrests were between the ages of 17 and 34. 

62.4 percent of Sale or Manufacture of Marijuana 
Arrests were between the ages of 17 and 24. 

SALE OR MANUFACTURE OF OTHER DRUGS 
77.7 percent of Sale or Manufacture of Other Drug 

Arrests were male. 

71.5 percent of Sale or Manufacture of Other Drug 
Arrests were White. 

95.0 percent of Sale or Manufacture 
Arrests were adult. 

of Other Drug 

84.0 percent of Sale or Manufacture of Other Drug 
Arrests were between the ages of 17 and 34. 

50.1 percent of Sale or Manufacture of Other Drug 
Arrests were between the ages of 17 and 24. 

1-101 



TOTAL SALE OR MANUFACTURE OF DRUGS 

83.1 percent of Total Sale or Manufacture of Drug 
Arrests were male. 

66.4 percent of Total Sale or Manufacture of Drug 
Arrests were White. 

94.7 percent of Total Sale or Manufacture of Drug 
Arrests were adult. 

86.3 percent of Total Sale or Manufacture of Drug 
Arrests were between the ages of 17 and 34. 

57.6 percent of Total Sale or Manufacture of Drug 
Arrests were between the ages of 17 and 24. 

POSSESSION OF MARIJUANA 

87.3 percent of Possession of Marijuana Arrests were 
male. 

67.6 percent of Possession of Marijuana Arrests w~re 
White. 

88.0 percent of Possession of Marijuana Arrests were 
adult. 

84.3 percent of Possession of Marijuana Arrests were 
between the ages of 17 and 34. 

64.6 percent of Possession of Marijuana Arrests were 
between the ages of 17 and 24. 

POSSESSION OF OTHER DRUGS 

77.7 percent of Possession of Other Drug Arrests were 
male. 

63.5 percent of Pos:i~ssion of Other Drug Arre~t~ Were 
White. 

94.5 percent of Possession of Other Drug Arrests were 
adult. 

82.7 percent of Possession of Other Drug Arrests were 
between the ages of 17 and 34. 

52.3 percent of Possession of Other Drug Arrests were 
between the ages of 17 and 24. 
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TOTAL POSSESSION OF DRUGS 

85.8 percent of Total Possession of Drug Arrests were 
male. 

66.9 percent of Total Possession of Drug Arrests were 
White. 

89.1 percent of Total Possession of Drug Arrests were 
adult. 

84.0 percent of Total Possession of Drug Arrests were 
between the ages of 17 and 34. 

62.7 percent of Total Possession of Drug Arrests were 
between the ages of 17 and 24. 

TOTAL DRUG ARRESTS 

85.3 .percent of Total Drug Arrests were male. 

66.8 percent of Total Drug Arrests were White. 

90.1 percent of Total Drug Arrests were adult. 

61.8 percent Clf Total Drug Arrests were between the 
ages of 17 and 34. 

79.9 percent of Total Drug Arrests involved marijuana. 

69.1 percent of Total Drug Arrests were for possession . 
of marijuana. 
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JUVENILE ARREST 
PROFILE - 1978 

TOTAL JUVENILE ARRESTS 
76.9 percent of Juvenile Arrests were male. 

55.0 percent of Juvenile Arrests were 15 or 16 years 
old. 

30.0 percent of Juvenile Arrests were 16 years old. 

JUVENILE TOTAL INDEX OFFENSE ARRESTS 

27.3 percent of Juvenile Arrests were for Index 
Offenses. 

22.3 percent of male Juvenile Arrests were for Index 
Offenses. 

5.0 percent of female Juvenile Arrests were for Index 
Offenses. 

88.9 percent of Juvenile Index Arrests were for 
Property Offenses. 

56.7 percent of Juvenile Index Arrests were for Lar­
ceny-Theft. 

51.2 percent of Juvenile Index Arrests were 15 or 16 
years old. 

27.7 percent of Juvenile Index Arrests were 16 years 
old. 
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JUVENILE DRUG ARRESTS 

3.3 percent of Juvenile Arrests were for Drug Law 
Violations. 

83.0 percent of Juvenile Drug Arrests were male. 

89.2 percent of Juvenile Drug Arrests involved 
marijuana. 

81.9 percent of Juvenile Drug Arrests were 15 or 16 
years old. 

51.7 percent of Juvenile Drug Arrests were 16 years 
old. 

STATUS OFFENSE ARRESTS1 

12.8 percent of Juvenile Arrests were for Status 
Offenses. 

52.7 percent of Juvenile Status Offense Arrests were 
male. 

56.6 percent of Juvenile Runaway Arrests were 
female. 

60.1 percent of Juvenile Status Offense Arrests were 
15 or 16 years old. 

31.1 percent of Juvenile Status Offense Arrests were 
16 years old. 

1 Arrests for Loitering Law Violations were col1ected on 
the LUCR Form (ASRJ) in conjunction with Curfew. 
Loitering Law Violations are not Status Offenses, 
therefore, the figures for this Status Offense were 
inflated. 
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NARCOTICS AND DANGEROUS DRUG LAW VIOLATIONS} 1978 
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DRUG LAW VIOLATIONS IN LOUISIANA} 1978 

Popular interest in the "drug problem" dictates that some consideration 
be focused on drug violations. Unfortunately, drug violations are not &mong 
the UCR Index Crimes and the only data collected are' arrests for Drug Law 
Violations. One should be cautious of trying to define the nature, extent, or 
location of Drug Law Violations on the basis of arrest statistics. With this 
caution 1n mind, the interested reader is invited to note the following drug 
arrest summary. 

Arrests for violations of drug laws in Louisiana decreased from a total of 
11,983 in 1977 to 9,827 in 1978, a decrease of 18.0 percent. Arrests of juveniles, 
which accounted for 9.9 percent of all arrests for Drug Law Violations in 1978, 
decreased 21.2 percent from 1977 to 1978. 

Arrests for sale, manufacture, and possession of marijuana comprised 
79.9 percent of the Total Drug Arrests for adults and juveniles in 1978, a 
smaller proportion than the 82.9 percent of 1977. Arrests of juveniles for sale, 
manllfacture; and possession of marijuana c.umprised 89.2 percent of all 
juvenile arrests for Drug Law Violations in 1975, as compared .to 93.8 percent 
in 1977. Both Total Drug An'ests and juvenile arrests for marijuana violations 
decreased from 1977 to 1978 - 20.9 percent and 25.1 percent, resf,lectively. 

Total Drug Arrests in 1978 were characterized by a predominance of 
males, which represented 85.3 percent and Whites, which represented 66.8 
percent. These proportions are a Jittle different from 1977, when males 
accounted for 86.2 percent and Whites accounted for 67.4 percent. 
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TOTAL DRUG ARRESTS 

DRUG ARRESTS INCLUDE ALL ARRESTS FOR VIOLATIONS 
OF STATE AND LOCAL LAWS I SPECIFICALLY THOSE RE­
LATING TO THE UNLAWFUL POSSESSION I SALE I USE I 
GROWING I MANUFACTURE AND MAKING OF NARCOTIC DRUGS. 

9/827 DRUG ARREST REPORTED IN 1978 

8/065 ARRESTS REPORTED FOR POSSESSION OF DRUGS 
11 761 ARRESTS REPORtED FOR SALE OR MANUFACTURE OF DRUGS 

Source: 
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Louisiana Criminal Justice Information sy&t;m Division 
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JUVENILE DRUG ARRESTS 

JUVENILE DRUG ARRESTS INCLUDE ALL ARRESTS FOR VIOLATIONS 
OF STATE AND LOCAL LAWSI SPECIFICALLY THOSE· RELATING TO 
THE UNLAWFUL POSSESSION I SALE I USE I GROWING I MANUFACTURE 
AND MAKING OF NARCOTIC DRUGS FOR PERSONS UNDER THE AGE 
OF 1/. 

977 JUVENILE DRUG ARRESTS REPORTING IN 1978 

883 ARRESTS REPORTED FOR POSSESSION OF DRUGS 
94 ARRESTS REPORTED FOR SALE AND MANUFACTURBOF DRUGS 
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- 11 - 60 

~ OVER 60 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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THE LOUISIANA CRIMINAL JUSTICE 
SYSTEM AND ITS RESPONSE TO CRIME 

Understanding more fully the problem of crime in Louisiana entails an 
appreciation of the system which exists to -combat it. While the magnitude 
and severity of crime in Louisiana, as expressed in volume and frequency of 
offenses in its many jurisdictions, are useful indicators for understanding 
crime, one additional facet of the problem involves understandinr the complex 
processes which Occur as a direct result. It is important to know where and 
when a crime is committed. It is more important to learn whether an offender 
was apprehended and the nature of any official actions which followed as a result. 

In Louisiana, in excess of 900 public agencies exist to combat the 
problem of crime. This vast network of related agencies is generally referred 
to as the criminal justice system. They share in common the objective of 
reducing crime and pursuing the effective administration of justice. What 
occurs within the criminal justice system, the activities of the various 
agencies, their successes and their failures, completes the picture of crime in 
Louisiana. 

The purpose of this section is to report on the activities of member 
agencies of the Louisiana Criminal Justice System: how each functional 
component pursues its respective mission within the system; the general 
processes involved; the resources expended; and, the results obtained. In brief, 
the system's response to crime is described using information currently available. 

The analysis of each of the components is limited, however, by gaps in 
the avaiJable information and often, by a lack of information altogether. 
Some of the deficiencies will be noted in the discussion of the various 
components of the criminal justice system that follows. Steps are being taken 
to remedy this situation and fill the gaps in information. These also will be 
noted in the following discussions. The most promising prospect for adding to 
our knowledge of the criminal justice system is the statewide implementation 
of the Complete Disposition Reporting System. As an offender is tracked 
through the criminal justice system by CDR, it should increase our 
understanding of how the system responds to crime. 

L ___________ ~_~~ ________ _ 



COMPLETE DISPOSITION REPORTING: 
OFFENDER BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS 

Systematic programs to collect crime related statistics developed fairly 
recently. The best known and oldest effort to collect crime statistics is the FBI's 
Unif,or~ C?rime Reporting (UCR) System. Another agency which collects crime 
statls~lcS IS the federal Bureau of Pr i,sons. In addition, almost all criminal justice 
agencIes (taw enforcement, prosecutIon, courts, and corrections) at all levels of 
gov7rnment collect some statistical information and report summary tabulations. 
: YPlcally, the data coll~cted describe only on~ segment of the criminal justice 
sys~em and reflect the Interests of the collectmg agency. Little information is 
?val,lab~e regarding the operations and interactions of the complex processes and 
mstltutIOns that comprise the criminal justice system. 

. However, rec~nt develop~ents, in public policy and applications of computer 
technology to t~e fIeld of crimInal J~stlce have combined to bring society within 
reach of answermg fundamental questions about the impact of crime. Joint federal­
s~ate efforts ~o expan? the criminal justice data base and to improve its quality 
~ave creat7d mformatl0n, systems that provide data necessary for rational planning 
111 respondmg to the Crime problem. The application of systems theory and 
automated data processing to the criminal justice process permits the collection of 
data that link the offender and offense and trace the progress of each through the 
system. 

,The Comple~e Dispositio,n R~porti~~ (CDR) System, which is developed and in 
th7 f,lrst p~ase of Imple~entatIOn m LOUISiana, though primarily designed to produce 
crimInal hIstory record mformation as a operational aid to criminal justice agencies 
has ?S ,a secondary product the capacity to generate Offender Based Transactio~ 
StatIstics ,(OB~S). These aggregate data will provide system flow information and 
measure tIme m process through the system. This will enable analysts to pinpoint 
unreasonable delays at any stage or processing and will guide research to discover 
the ca~se~. Th,e O,BTS reports will also provide information on the fall-out points of 
the, ~r~m1nal JustIce sys~em. An additional product of OBTS wiU be realistic 
~ecldlvls,m and career Crimina! data. OBTS also can be used to examine system 
mteract~on, pattern,s and as a base for projections and sImulation analysis. However, 
the sta~lstlcs prOVIded by OBTS reports can not positively identify problem areas 
and theIr cause. They only can indicate areas which need to be examined. 

The OB!S reports will pr?vide policy makers and planners at the state and 
Jo~al, lev~l w~th the necessary Information for rational planning and for evaluating 
cr1~1nal JustIce programs and policies. Thus far, three OBTS reports have been 
deslgn~d and prog~a,mmed: ~hese are the Distirct Attorney Criminal Case Workload 
AnalYSIS, the JudICIal CrimInal Case Disposition Analysis and the C:DR Offender 
Flow/Time Analysis. (For samples of these reports, see the Appendlx.) These 
reports are generated for each parish and judicial district reporting to the CDR 
Syste~. A state total report which summarizes the activities of all parishes 
r~portmg, to the CDR ,System also is available. These reports can be run for any 
time period. ~hey wIll be run quarterly, annually and on request. Each district 
attorney, reportmg t? t~e ~I?R Srst~m will receive copies of the OBTS reports which 
are applicable to hIS JudICIal dlstr let. The data in these reports are intended to 
supplement a district attorney's internal management system, not replace it. In that 
t~e <?DR System currently may not gather information on aU cases processed by a 
dIStriCt attorn~~ or a court system, these statistics in no way pretend to measure 
t~e !otal actiVIty of an office. The first copies of these reports should be 
distributed by mid-1979. 
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The District Attorney Criminal Case Workload Analysis displays the total 
number of cases in each phase of the prosecutor system. (i.e. total bills of 
information, total bills of indictment, total cases prosecuted, total prosecution 
declined actions, etc.) The cases in each phase are given by offense (i.e. murder, 
manslaughter, aggravated battery, etc.), by total violent offenses, by total property 
offenses, by total felonies and by total misdemeanors. The report is printed for five 
combinations of cases: single individuals, single charges; multiple individuals, single 
charges; multiple individuals, multiple charges; single individuals, multiple charges; 
and all indiduals, aU charges. 

The Judicial Criminal Case Disposition Analysis is similar in basic design to 
the District Attorney Criminal Case Workload Analysis. The Judicial Analysis 
provides totals of court dispositions by type of trial (i.e. jury trials, non-jury trials 
and total trials). The disposition categories covered are: convictions, acquitals, 
other disposition actions and total dispositions. A conviction rate, the number of 
convictions divided by the number of trials and multiplied by 100, is given for both 
jury trials and non-jury trials. The offense· categories used in this report are the 
same as those used in the District Attorney Criminal Case Workload Analysis. The 
Judicial Criminal Case Disposition Analysis is generated for the same five combina­
tions of cases as the District Attorney Criminal Case Workload Analysis. 

The CDR Offender Flow/Time Analysis describes the major pathway of 
offenders through the criminal justice system. The number of offenders per 
disposition is shown for each of the five stages of the system: arrest; prosecution; 
arraignment; trial; and corrections. The percent of the total population and of the 
population for thalt stage represented by the offenders is shown for each type, of 
disposition in each stage. The report also contains the mean average, the median 
and the modal number of days spent by offenders in each stage of the system. The 
smallest number of days and the largest number of days spent by an offender in each 
stage also is shown" 

Two additional OBTS reports are now being programmed. Since the CDR 
System testing has been completed, the operation of the CDR System was turned 
over to the Department of Public Safety (DPS) in September of 1978. Since then, all 
program modificati.ons have been made by the DPS programmer who is assigned to 
the CDR System. It will be possible for the programmer to create new reports as 
the need ar ises. However, some statistical needs may be satisfied by the production 
of reports with the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS). The SPSS is a 
packaged set of computer programs which facilitate the generation of basic 
statistics from a set of data. The SPSS is now operational and may be used on a set 
of CDR data later this year. The SPSS will be especially useful to LCJIS, since SPSS 
programs can be designed and run in-house, unlike the standard OBTS reports. The 
SPSS will a!low LCJIS to generate special statistical reports from 'CDR data on 
request. With this capability, the data collected by the CDR System should satisfy 
many planning and research needs of the criminal justice system. 
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LOUISIANA LAW ENFORCEMENT1 1978 
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LAW ENFORCEf1ENT. · .LOUISIANA'S INITIAL RESPONSE TO CRIME 

The first contact most citizens have with the criminal justice system is 
generaUy with the law enforcement component. Its efforts are the first step 
in the process of administrating criminal justice and are concerned with 
enforcing the laws and maintaining order. While aU sections of the criminal 
justice system are involved in these functions, Jaw enforcement has been 
delegated the primary responsibility for their performance. Because this 
responsibility entails an extensive contact with aU elements of the public, law 
enforcement becomes the most visible and symbolic segment of the system. 
As a result, law makers and the public tend to judge the entire response of the 
criminal justice system on the basis of their opinion of the effectiveness or 
failures of law enforcement. 

The effectiveness of law enforcement agencies is generaUy measured by 
their activities and workload, and the usual indicators for those meaSl~res are 
arrests, clearances and caUs for services. The foUowing analyses of law 
enforcement activities in Louisiana focus on those indicators because they are 
the most readily available, but they only give a partial description of the 
activities of law enforcement. 

Obtaining a complete picture of law enforcement and a fuU determination 
of its effectiveness involves more than looking at law enforcement's response to 
offenses, however. It necessitates exa.mining aU the responsibilities of law 
enforcement and looking at aU the resources at its disposal. Unfortunately, it 
is often either difficult to measure these other aspects or the information is 
not available. It is hard to fuUy determine the impact of community crime 
prevention programs, or totaUy gauge the effects of the physical presence of 
police in patrolling or walking a beat. Little current information is available 
on specialized police units, in terms of manpower aUocation, age,ley 
investment and results, which is needed in order to determine whether other 
such units are desirable and if the existing units are effective. Also, there is 
no information available concerning career criminals and repeat offenders that 
provides the number of times and reasons they come in contact with law 
enforcement agencies. Information of this nature would give a valuable 
insight into the workload requirements of law enforcement. 

Strides are being made, though, to reach a point where a full assessment 
can be made of the effectiveness of law enforcement. Currently, there is 
extensive crime information aWlilable by parish and law enforcement agency, 
and arrest and clearance information is available through the LUCR program. 
As previously noted, in 1978 there was complete reporting by LUCR 
participants, a major achievement. Also, surveys by the Loui~iana C6mmission 
on Law Enforcement and Criminal Justice Information System provide general 
resource information, and the Peace Officers Standards and Training Council 
has determined which officers have had basic: training, developed a basic 
training curriculum and certified law enforcement training academies. As this 
type of information is coUected on a regular, systematic and comparable basis, 
and as the Complete Disposition Reporting system is implemented statewide 
and integrated with this other crime and resource ioformation, then a 
jUdgement on law enforcement's Success in fuJfiHing its mission of enforcing 
the laws and preserving order can be made. Until that time only a partial 
analYSis of law enforcement activities, such as that which foUows, can be accomplished. 
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LAW ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITY: 
ARRESTS IN LOUISIANA~ 1978 

The f{)Uowing illustration provides a percentage distribution by offense 
of the number of Index Offense arrests. Arrest is defined as the taking of one 
person into custody by another. To constitute arrest there must be an actual 
restraint of the person. The restraint may be imposed by force or may re~u!t 
from the submission of ther person arrested to the custody of the one arresting 
him. There we:r,e 49,601 Index Offense Arrests reported in 1978. Approxi­
mately 74 percent of the arrests were for Property Crimes with Larceny-Theft 
alone accounting for 51 percent of all Index Offense Arrests. Aggravated 
AssuaJt, the Violent Crime reported to police most frequently, accounted for 
18.2 percent of all Index Offense Arrests. 

Arrests are primarily a measure of police activity. They are not a 
measure of the number of individuals taken into custody in a given time period 
because the same pt,~rson may be arrested more than once during that time 
period. Further-more, the LUCR system does not tie specific reported arrests 
to specific reported offensfes. 

This type of data will be available when the Complete Disposition 
Reporting System becomes fully operational. This system does tie the 
offender to a specific offense. With CDR information, research into career 
criminal patterns and recidivism will be possible. 

1-124 

j 

I 

I 
} 

1 

I 
,i 

; , 

',' 

l' 

/ .. 

LARCENY ··THEFT ACCOUNTED FOR OVER 50% OF THE 
TOTAL INDEX ARRESTS IN LOUISIANA~ 1978 

Source: 

BURGLARY 

20.0% 
ASSAULT 

18.2% 

Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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LAW ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITY 
OFFENSES CLEARED BY ARREST IN LOUISIANA 1 1978 

Law enforcement agencies clear a crime when they identify the 
offender, have sufficient evidence to charge him, and actually take him into 
custody. The arrest of one person may clear several crimes or several persons 
may be arrested in the process of clearing one offense. An arrest may also 
clear a crime which was committed in a previous reporting period such as a 
prior mouth or year. 

Approximately 73 percent of all clearances were for Property Crimes, 
with Larceny-Theft accounting for 50 percent of this total. Violent Crime 
clearances accounted for the remaining 27 percent, with Aggravated Assault 
contributing 20.6 percent. 
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LARCENY-THEFT ACCOUNTED fOR APPROXIMATELY HALF OF THE 
CRIME INDEX CLEARANCES (BY ARREST) IN LOUISIANA J 1978 

Source: 

BURGLARY 

19.1% 
ASSAULT 

20.6% 

Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 
Division 
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LAW ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITY: 
NUMBER OF CALLS FOR SERVICE} 1978 

Another indicator of law enforcement workload is the number of calls for 
service received. Durir.g 1978, the agencies in the seven metropolitan parishes 
reported 1,001,653 calls for service. The percentage distribution of these calls 
among the metropolitan parishes is illustrated in the following graph along with the 
percentage distribution of metropolitan law enforcement officers. 

This information, number of calls, along with arrest and clearance information 
when combined with the number of officer~ gives a fair indication of the workload 
of a law enforcement agency. However, the total workload cannot be determined 
for several reasons: 

1. The number of sworn officers represents dispatchers, desk sargeants, 
etc., as well as the line or field officers, so that this number does not 
reflect the actual number responding to offenses. 

2. Law enforcement has other responsibilities besides responding to 
offenses, such as crime prevention, traffic, patrol, and investigation. 

3. 

4. 

The number of calls is only a measure of thos~ received. It does not 
include the dispatches nor the response time. 

The LUCR system, which collects the number of offenses, only records 
the most serious in cases of multiple offenses. Thus, the number of 
offenses is not entirely accurate. 
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PERCENT OF SWORN OFFICERS AND CALLS FOR SERVICE 
IN LOUISIANA'S MAJOR METROPOLITAN C,ITIES} 1978* 

Percent 
60 
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Percent of Percent 
S'f.ow'orn Total 

Officers Calls 
N=4l05 N=1,001,653 

D ~ 

Baton Rouge 

Lake Charles 
Lafayette 

New Orleans 

57.3 

10 Alexandria 8.4 Monroe 

5 

CITY 

* The numbers reflect the total of both the police department 
and the sheriff's office except in the case of New Orleans 
where only the police department reports. 

Source: LCLE, LCJ1S, Law Enforcement Survey,' 1978 
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LAW ENFORCEMENT EXPENDITURES IN LOUISIANA'S 
MAJOR METROPOLITAN CITIES) 19781 

New Orleans 
45.6% 

Baton Rouge 
19.6% 

Shreveport 
12.2% 

lExcept in the case of New Orleans; expenditure totals 
reflect amour.'t<; reported by both the police department 
and the sheriff's office. For example, the total for 
Alexandria includes the amount for the police department 
as well as the amount reported by the Rapides Sheriff's 
Office. 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, 
Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, 
Law Enforcement Survey, 1978. 
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THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY .... WHO SHOULD 
DEFEND THE PUBLIC'S INTEREST? 

The district attorney is generally the second link in the criminal justice 
system and is considered part of the courts component. Great.!y simplified, 
the function of the district attorney's office is to prosecute the cases referred 
to it by law enforcement. The distr.ict attorney also has a civil function of 
representing various governmental bodies within his jurisdiction. 

Evaluating the workload and effectiveness of the district attorney 
component is complicated by the differing philosophies under which an office 
may operate. Under one philosophy the district attorney sees his duty as 
representing the public's interest in the fair application of the laws. In this 
case, the district attorney assumes the role of "watchdog," concerned with 
identifying those who break the public statutes and the administration of 
justice as the public would have it. 

District attorneys adopting a second philosophy view their prosecutorial 
function as restricted to one of prejudgement, reviewing evidence to 
determine whether laws have been violated and whether chances for 
conviction justify the expense and effort of prosecution. Holding a third 
philosophy, a district attorney would feel that he must prosecute every charge 
referred to his office by law enforcement and that he lacks any discretion to 
interpret on behalf of the public whether any offenses have occurred or 
whether the public justice would be best served by prosecution. Loui.siana law 
neither prescribes nor prohibits any of these philsophies, so that the nature of 
operations in district attorneys' offices varies depending on the electoral 
mandates of the public in the jurisdiction the district attorney serves. 

Added to this difficulty in judging the district attorney component is 
that, depending upon the procedures used by a particular office, units of 
measure of prosecutorial activities, such as charges or bills of information, are 
defined differently. Also compounding the difficulties in intrepreting the 
district attorney function is that needed information is often unavailable. For 
example, recidivism and career criminal information needed in order to 
determine what type of offenders provide the greatest demand on 
prosecutorial resourses are not available. Also unavailable, despite the need 
for current information regarding prosecLltorial case flow, is information 
regar~Hng ca..se processing time. 

Despite these problems, some advances have been made in obtaining the 
information needed to assess the district attorneys. A district attorney's 
activity report was developed in 1978 throurJh a contract with the Louisiana 
District Attorney's Association and sent to the district attorneys to survey 
their operations for 1978. This activity report is intended to incorporate the 
diversity of prosecutorial operations and gather information on criminal and 
civil workload and resources. As might be expected with the first year's 
implementation, the results obtained from the activity report 'were···not at the 
levels hoped for. However, they were sufficient to present the summary 
information included in this section, and, as the district attorneys become 
more familiar with the activity report, the amounts of information available 
for analysis should increase. 
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The statewide impJementation of the C J t D' " 
Syst~:r' with its tracking offe~ders through the ~~~7n:J jU~~~!I~;s~e~ep~~~~~~ 
p,rovi e answers to the questions about career criminaJs ad' , 

~~~ina:tw~:~io:~O~~d aP~~~ide addition,aJ insi~ht into the ~is~~~~ ':t~~~~~I;,~ 
activity report and a fuJJy °r:;:p~!~:~~: ~~~. Sy~~:~V~~ur:il~J a perfected 
compJet~ anaJysis of the effectiveness of the prosecutoriaJ f~n~~io~ more 
would stl11 not aJJow valid comparisons between d' t ' t ' , " ~hey 
due to the variety of practices. IS riC attorney JUriSdIctIons 

~ 

The 'anaJ~sis which foUows provides summary information about the m t 
~~~~o_nd' praBctlces of the st~t~'s ~istrict attorneys and some indicatm's o~f 

Od. ,ecause of the hmitations disc d b 
determine the district attorney's aChievemen~~Stits am~:s~~nn~a~e~ ~~~:Pt to 
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LOUISIANA DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S 
INFORMATION SUMMARY 1 1978 

38 district attorney's were surveyed in J978. 29 returned the question-

There were 250 assistant district attorneys empJoyed in the offices of 
those district attorney's who reported, aJong with 97 investigators and 382 
administrative, clericaJ and support personnel. Where the figures were 
supplied, the annual starting saJary for assistant district attorneys ranged from 
$11,500 to $22,620 and the ;average annuaJ salary was $17,664 • 

90.5 percent of the responding district attorney's offices permitted the 
assistants to engage in private practice in 1978. 

63.6 percent of those district attorneys offices who reported granted, 
juvenile probation the authority to file petitions on juveniles. 

30.8 percent of the reporting district attorneys operated a section to 
screen all cases. These sections were in the judicial districts that include 
AvoyeUes, Bossier, Calcasieu, Jefferson, Jefferson Davis, Livingston, 
Natchitoches, Orleans, Red River, St. Helena, Tangipahoa, and Webster 
parishes. 

36.8 percent of the responding district attorneys operated a formal 
diversion program. They operated in the judicial districts that include East 
Baton Rouge, Grant, Jefferson, Madison, Morehous·e, Natchitoches, Orleans, 
Ouachita, and Tensas parishes. 

The most common special program offered by the district attorneys who 
responded was IV D; a program to aid children in necessitous circumstances 
and supported by federal funds. 
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DISTRICT ATTORNEY ACTIVITY: 
CRIMINAL AND CIVIL CASELOADJ 1978 

One view of the activity of district attorney's offices deals with the type 
of criminal cases they prosecute and the governmental agencies they represent 
in civil cases. This indicates the areas where they are spending their limited 
time and resources. 

As would be expected, 100 percent of the district attorneys responding 
reported that they prosecuted felony and misdemeanor cases. 83 percent said 
they prosecuted violations of parish ordinances, while only 29 percent did so 
for violations of city ordinances. 92 percent of the district attorneys 
prosecuted both juvenile offenses and traffic cases. 

In the area of their civil caseload, 7:7 percent of the reporting district 
attorneys indicated that they represented school boards in civil matters. 88 
percent represented police juries, and 81 percent represented other govern­
mental bodies. Comparison between district attorneys is prevented by their 
differing philosophies, written legislation concerning representation of govern­
mental bodies, and the existence of different government agencies within their 

, jurisdiction. 

Per ent 
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DISTRICT ATTORNEYS HANDLING CIVIL CASES 
BY TYPE OF GOVERNMENTAL AGENCYJ 1978 

School 
Board 

Police 
Juries 

Civil Case load 

* Other 
Government 
Agencies 

* Includes Hospitals, Drainage and Levee Boards, Airport 
Authorities, etc. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 
Louisiana District Attorneys Association, 
District Attorney Activity Report, 1978 
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DISTRI CT ATTORNEYS HANDLING 
CRIMINAL CASES BY TYPE OF OFFENSESJ 1978 

100% 100% 

Felony Misdemeanor Parish City Juvenile Traffic 
Ordinance Ordinance Offense 

Criminal Case Load 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, 
Louisiana District Attorneys Association, 
Distr.ict Attorneys Activity Report, 1978 
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LOUISIANA'S COURTS, 1978 
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THE COURTS . . . INTERPRETING THE LAWS 
. . . SERVING JUSTICE 

All the components of the criminal justice syst~m meet and interact in 
the courtroom. Law enforcement pr'ovides evidence; the district attorney 
prosecutes the case against the accused; the defense attorney represents the 
accused; and the judge presides over and directs the proceedings. Also 
involved in the operation of a court are members of the public, as victim, as 
witness or as juror. A final consideration is the effect that any decision made 
in court will have on state and local corrections. 

The operations of the judicial branch are further complicated by the 
stratification of the types of courts. The fifty-four city and parish courts 
have the most localized jurisdictions, being primarily concerned with misde­
meanors, parish and municipal ordinances, and traffic violations, with some 
juvenile proceedings. The thirty-eight district courts handle state law 
violations, both civil and criminal, and, in most jurisdictions, juvenile matters. 
Juvenile and family c:ourts operate in Caddo, East Baton Rouge, Jefferson and 
Orleans Parishes. Finally, the Supreme Court and Courts of Appeal have 
jurisdiction over controversial cases which are appealed from local and district 
courts. Clerks of court maintain records for all these courts. 

From this description, it is evident that the courts component is very 
complex, and any assessment of its effectiveness must be made on a court by 
court basis. A successful and full assessment is hampered, however, by needed 
information that is often missing. For instance, recidivism and career 
criminal information is lacking in all components of the judicial system. Also, 
while criminal and civil workload information is available, the frequency of 
cases settled outside the courtroom is not known. Finally, complete and 
comparable resource information is not available at the present time. 

There is information collected, though, that allows the courts to be 
evaluated to a,n extent. A survey conducted by the Louisiana Criminal Justice 
Information System, the Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, and the 
Judicial Planning Committee collects descriptive management and resource 
information. In 1978, 86.1 percent of the District Courts responded to the 
survey, 81.5 percent of the clerks of court responded, but only 37.0 percent of 
the city and parish courts returned the survey. Due to the low level of 
response, no survey data on the city and parish courts are included in this 
report. 

The Judicial Administrator's Office collects workload data from all 
levels of the courts, city and parish up to the Supreme Court, mainly in the 
form of cases filed and cases terminated and processes it with the Judicial 
Administrator's Management Information System (JAMIS). The information 
received through JAMIS for inclusion in this year's report is preliminary 
information, as it has not been finalized by the Judicial Council for publication 
in its annual r-eport. 

The following analysis, based on information collected by the above, is a 
summary that provides a statewide view of Louisiana's city, parish, juvenile, 
and district courts. In the future, with the implementation of Complete 
Disposition Reporting that will give recidivism, career criminal, and offender 
flow information, a more thorough analysis will be possible. 
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LOUISIANA DISTRICT COURT INFORMATI.ON 
SUMMARY J 1978 

Forty-three (43) district, juvenile and family courts were surveyed by 
the Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System and the Judicial Planning 
Committee. Thirty-seven (37) responded and reported that they had 606 
persons employed in 1978. 

Total filings have increased from 258,933 in 1969 to 370,541 in 1978, an 
increase of 43.1% during the past decade. While the number of criminal cases 
filed has shown a decline from the record high of 249,458 filings in 1976, and 
236,0 I 0 recorded in 1977, to a level of 229,541 filings in 1978, civil case filings 
have been increasing duriilg this time period, so that the net result has been an 
upward trend in district court caseload. In 1978, 38.1% of the filings were for 
civil cases and 61.9% were for criminal cases. 

In the juvenile and family courts, 28,240 new cases were filed in 1978
J 
an 

increase of 7.7% over the filings in 1977. While the 1978 filing leve~ 
represents an aU-time high, it does not include rehearings that account for 
much of the courts' docket. 

From the responding courts, the reported expenditures for district and 
juvenile/family courts totaled $9,765,481 in 1978. 

Source: 1978 Annual Report of the Judicial CO:Jncil. 
Louisiana Criminal Justice Infi )rmation System and Judicial Planning 

Committee Courts Survey, 1978. 

1-142 

\ . 

t.

·.···'·.i. ; . , 
J 

"ll ' 
,I \ , 

',~, 

~.;;'" 
''!' 

~ Ii , 

L • , 
; 
( 
I 

I 
\ 
[-

<. 
! I, 
t; ,~ , 
\ 
\ 

\ 
( 

f , 
\ 

I 
J 
\ 

I 

I 
I, 

~ i 
\ . 
J; 

\ 
j , 
t . 
) 
\ : r 
1 
( . 
\ 

f 
; : 

! 
1 ! 

I 
r ' 
v 

400,OOCi 

300,000 

200,000 

100,000 

LOUISIANA DISTRICT COURT FILINGS J 

1976 THROUGH 1978 

1976 

Legend 

lilil Total Filings 

fF::~ Criminal Cases 

m Civil Cases 

1977 

Source: 1978 Annual Re[»)rt of the Judicial Council 
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PERCENTAGE OF DISTRICT COURTS INVOLVED 
WITH SPECIAL PROGRAMS BY PROGRA~1 TYPE, 1978 

Percent 
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Source: 
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Drug 
Program 

Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 
and Judicial Planning Committee, Courts Survey, 

1978. 
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of Cases 
Filed 
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25,000 
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7,500 
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NUMBER OF CASES FILED IN lOUISIANA'S 
FAMILY AND JUVENILE COURTS~ 1966 i9781 

YEAR 

1Does not include rehearings. 

SOURCE: 1978 Annual Report of the Judicial Council 
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LOUISIANA FAMILY AND JUVENILE COURTS, 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF TYPES OF REFERRAL 

FOR DELINQUENCY CASES 1 1978 
PERCENT 
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Locally Community 
Supervised Resource 
Probation 

SOURCE: 1978 Annual Report of the Judicial Council. 
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LOUISIANA CITY AND PARISH COURT: 
INFORMATION SUMMARY1 1978 

There were 570,661 cases filed in the city and parish courts in 1978. 
Since 1972, when the Judicial Administrator's Office started maintaining these 
statistics, the number of cases filed has increased at a rate of nearly 7 percent 
annually. 

10.8% of the filings in 1978 were for civil cases. 
20.8% of the filings in 1978 were for criminal cases. 
66.1% of the filings in 1978 were for traffic cases. 
2.2% of the filings in 1978 were for juvenile cases. 

SOURCE: 1978 Annual Report of the Judicial Council 
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WHAT TYPES OF CASES WERE DISPOSED OF 
BY CITY AND PARISH COURTS DURING 1978? 

Criminal-:uocal 15.3% Criminal-State ·5.5% 

Ell 
D 

Traffic State 15.3% 

~ 
lIII] Juvenile Delinquency 1.2% 

Civil 8.4% 

Source: 1978 Annual Report of the 
Judicial Council. I-148 
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THE STATE JUDICIARY'S BUDGET REPRESENTS ONLY 8/10 OF ONE PERCENT 

OF THE STATE'S TOTAL BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 1978-1979. 

Source: 

ALL OTHERS 

27.5% 

DEPT. OF HEALTH 

AND 

HUMAN RESOURCES 

26.6% 

DEPT. OF EDUCATION 

35.2% 

1978 Annual Report of the Judicial Council 

I-149 

JUDICIARY 
0.8% 



LOUISIANA ADULT CORRECTIONS 1 1978 

LOUISIANA ADULT CORRECTIONS: 
WHAT HAPPENS 10 SENTENCED OFFENDERS? 

The corrections component is at the end of the line in the criminal 
justice system. As such, it is at the mercy of conditions dictated by the other 
components. Also, the success, or lack of success, of the entire criminal 
justice system is most visibly reflected in the corrections component. In 
general, the main function of corrections is to provide rehabilitative services 
for the incarcerated and to protect society from those who cannot be 
rehabilitated. The dominant goal underlying this function is to prevent th~ 
return of persons to society who would only commit another criminal act. 

Evaluating the success of corrections in fulfilling its mission is compli­
cated not only by the activities of the other components of the criminal 
justice system, but also by the fact that corrf.'ctions facilities exist at both the 
state' and local level. The Louisiana Department of Corrections has the 
responsibility for corrections at the state level and coUects a substantial 
amount of information about their activities. Unfortunately, at the time this 
report was written, the only information available for 1978 was data concern­
ing admissions and releases with some resource information. Fortunately, this 
still gives a good description of the activities of the department during 1978, 
however. 

One area where the Department of Corrections information is notably 
deficient is that concerning recidivism. While the department has developed a 
definition of recidivism, it is very limited. Neglected in this definition are 
the number of offenders who have again come in contact with any branch of 
the criminal justice system, the number of times an offender has been 
returned to the Department of Corrections, and the number of offenders 
returned to incarceration within a period of time exceeding twelve months 
from the last release date. Also ignored are the number of repeat offenders, 
and the number of recidivists who were probation and/or parole violators. 

Evaluating local corrections is more difficult due to a lower volume of 
infoqnation at the local level. Recidivism and career criminal information is 
non-existent. Also, in-depth information on the crimes committed by every 
offender and inmate profile information is either incomplete or unavailable at 
the local level. Additionally, manpower, facility, and expenditure data is 
often incomplete and not comparable. . 

I See Glossary for the definition of recidivism. 
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Even with these limitations, information is gathered that allows a pal"tial 
analysis 0'1 local corrections. A survey conducted by the Louisiana 
Commission on Law Enforcement and the Criminal Justice Information System 
collects specific management and resource information on a statewide basis. 
Several studies, discussed more fully further in this section, have gathered 
information on local corrections facilities that add insights into their 
operations. The implementation of Complete Disposition Reporting will aid in 
understanding the impact of recidivism and career criminals, not only on local 
corrections but also at the state level. 

The following analysis provides a summary description of the corrections 
component at the state and local levels using the currently available 
information. It does not encompass, by any means, the entire scope of 
Louisiana Corrections in 1978, but it does provide insight into the type of 
analysis which could be performed if other information were available. 
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RESOURCE SUMMARY 
LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

FISCAL YEAR 1977-1978 

There were 3,449 authorized positions for the Department of Corrections 
in Fiscal Year 19i'7-1978 (includes juvenile institutions). The 1,149 separations 
result in a turnov,er rate of 33.3 percent. Such a steady turnover rate means a 
constant recruitment of new employees, of which there were 1,230 in Fiscal 
Year 1977-1978. New personnel automatically demand orientation and 
training. This places an additional burden on monetary and personnel 
resources within the department. Until this problem can be alleviated, funds 
will be expended iln a manner which does not facilitate inmate rehabilitation. 

FACILITIES 

Adult facilitlles include Louisiana State Penitentiary (Angola), Louisiana 
Correctional and llndustrial School (DeQuincy), Dixon Correctional Institute 
(Jackson), Adult Reception and Diagnostic Center (Jackson), Corrections 
Special Treatment Unit (New Orleans), Hunt Correctional Center (St. Gabriel), 
and Louisiana CorrE~ctional Institute for Women (St. GabrieI). 

EXPENDITURES 

In Fiscal Year 1977-1978, the Department of Corrections had a budget of 
$36,850,990 and $35,665,742 in total expenditures for its adult institutions. 
The total expenditurles represent a 27.2 percent increase over the $28,047,887 
in expenditures for Fiscal Year 1976-1977 and a 123.3 percent increase from 
the $15,972,140 in expi~nditures in Fiscal Year 1975-1976. The average daily cost 
per inmate was $17.3i' in Fiscal Year 1977-1978; a 1.1 percent increase from 
Fiscal Year 1976-1977 and a 55.4 percent increase from Fiscal Year 
1975-1976. 

SOURCE: Louisiana Departm'~nt 0.( Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Year 1977-1978. 
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Admissions 

2,000 

1,000 

1976-77 

LOUISIANA'S CORRECTIONAL PROCESS
J 

ADMISSIONS AND RELEASES 
FISCAL YEARS 1976 - 1978 

Releases 

2235 

2,000 

1,729 

1,000 

1977-78 1976-77 

2,001 

1977-78 

The number of admissions to the Dep~rtment of Correc~ions 
decreased 12.9% in Fiscal Year 1978, wh1le at the same t1me re­
leases increased 15.7%. 

SOURCE: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal 
Year 1977-1978 (DRAFT). 
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WHICH OFFENSES ACCOUNTED FOR THE GREATEST FREQUENCY OF 
. . 

ADMISSIONS TO LOUISIANA'S DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS IN 1978? 

ROBBERY 
16.5% 

THEFT 
13.5% 

HOMICIDE 
10.3% 

BURGLARY 
29.6% 

OTHER 
12.8% 

ASSAULT/BATTERY 
3.2% 

BURGLARY AND ROBBERY COMBIN~D7AcCOU~IED FOR 46.1% OF THE 
ADMISSIONS IN fISCAL YEAR 1~1 - 19/8. 

Source: Louisiana Department o.f Corrections Annual Report 
Fiscal Year 1977 - 1978 (DRAF'l'). 

1-157 



WHICH PARISHES ACCOUNTED FOR THE GREATEST FREQUENCY OF ADMISSIONS 

TO THE LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS IN 1978 

10 parishes accounted for 66.8% of the admissions to the 
Department of Corrections. The remaining 54 parishes 
accounted for 33.2%. 

Caddo 
8.2% 

Bossier 
2.6% 

Rapides 

4.5% 

East Baton Rouge 
6.3% 

Jefferson 
8.4% 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Ueport 
Fiscal Year 1977-1978 (DRAFT). 1-158 

St. Tammany 
2.1% 

Orleans 
26.6% 
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2,,~~35 ADMISSIONS WERE RECEIVED BY 
LOUISIANA~S DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

DURING FISCAL YEAR 1977-1978 

NEW FROM COURTS 
III 

HELD FOR DOC IN 
PARISH PRISON 

1.,639 

PROBATION 
REVOCATION 

311 

RETURN FRO~I ESCAPE 
45 

PAROLE REVOCATION 
127 

OUT OF STATE 
TRANSFER 

2 

SOURCE: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal 
Year 1977-1978 (DRAFT). 
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AVERAGE DAILY COST PER INMATE IN 
LOUISIANA'S ADULT INSTITUTIONS 

FISCAL YEAR 1969-70 - FISCAL YEAR 1977-78 

Fiscal 
Year 

1969-70 

1970-71 

1971-72 

1972-73 

1973-74 

1974-75 

1975-76 

1976-77 

1977-78 

$5.24 

$7.78 

$17.18 

$17.37 

$5.00 $10.00 $15.00 $20.00 

Cost per day per Inm~tes 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections 
Annual Report, Fiscal Year 1977-1978. 
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THE RISING COSTS OF LOUISIANA'S STATE ADULT INSTITUTIONS j 

1969 - 1978 

FISCAL YEAR 

1969-70 $4,734,382 

1970-71 $6,652,254 

1971-72 $7,581,418 

1972-73 $8,681,447 

1973-"14 $11,183,G74 

1974-75 $13,674,813 

1975-76 $15,972,140 

1976-77 $28,047,887 

1977-78 $35,665,742 

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 

DOLLARS IN MILLIONS 

SOURCE: Louisiana Department of Corrections 
Annual Report, Fiscal Year 1977-1978. 
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GATHERING INFORMATION ABOUT LOCAL CORRECTIONS 

While it has been noted in the past that very little information has 
existed on local corrections facilities, steps have been taken to remedy this 
situation. In 1978, 98.6 percent of the local corrections agencies surveyed by 
the Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement and the Criminal Justice 
Information System responded. 

The' Louisiana 1 Prison System Study Commission has surveyed local 
prisons in 16 parishes with an extensil(e questionnaire examining their physical 
plants and operational aspects in order to develop recommendations for a 
comprehensive state/local correctional system that wiJJ be presented to the 
State Legislature in the Spring of 1979. The data from this survey have been 
colJected and tabulated. In the next part of the study, an analysis of the data, 
including a more extensive profile of each parish that comments on existing 
physical, operational, and statistical issues, wil1 be conducted. 

The Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, through its 
contractors, has completed a study to determine the feasibility of local 
corrections facilities' participation in Complete Disposition Report.ing. The 
findings of the study were that local prisons' participation was feasible, and it 
concluded that the project has demonstrated that the required parish prison 
disposition data are available, that the procedures to obtain the data have 
been developed, and that the data processing systems can obtain the data. 

Of two studies begun last year by the Louisiana Commission Law 
Enforcement, one, a study to determine the extent to which local facilities are 
being placed under court orders and what types of mandates are being placed 
on the faC~Jities, is stiJJ incomplete. The o,ther ha~ resulted i,n an anal,y~i~ o~ 
the operatIOnal costs of four selected Flonda Pansh correctIOnal facJ1itJes 
for 1977, and it developed the inmate cost per day for that year and projected the cost for 1978. 

The results of these studies provide needed insights into the operations 
of local corrections faCilities, especiaJJy as a great many demands and court 
mandates are being placed on these facilities. 

IBienviJJe, Caddo, Ca!casieu, East Baton Rouge, Iberia, Jefferson, Lafayette, 
Lafourche, Orleans, Ouachita, Rapides, St. Landry, St. Tammany~ Ta.ngipahoa, 
Terrebonne, Tensas. 

2St• Helena, St. Tammany, Tangipahoa,. Washington. 
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LOCAL CORRECTIONS FACILITY INFORMATION SUMMARY
1 

1978 

70 local corrections facilities were surveyed. 

69 agencies responded to the survey. 

As of December 31, 1978, 1283 corrections personnel were employed by local 
corrections .facilities. The jailer to inmate ratio was 1067/4502 or approximately 
on~ jailer to every 4.2 inmates. Jailer to inmate ratios ranged from a high of 1:33 in 
Concordia Parish to a low of 1:0.8 in Richland Parish. 

The state turnover rate of personnel for local corrections was 41.8 percent. A 
turnover of this size causes a considerable burden in the constant replacement of 
personnel and with the continuous training and orientation of new employees. 
During 1978, local corrections facilities reported that 943 employees (73.5 percent) 
received either on-the-job or correctional training. However, information concern­
ing the subject matter covered by the training courses is, at the present time, 
unavailable. 

GeneraUy, local corrections facilities in aU parts of the state are attempting 
to meet the needs of incarcerated offenders. Drug rehabilitation programs were 
operating in 25 agenCies. Alcohol rehabilitation units were operating in 28 agencies. 
In 36 of the agencies who responded to the survey, specialized programs are 
enhanced by classification procedures which evaluate offenders and place them in 
the appropriate programs. AU of these figures represent increase!> over the 1977 totals. 

In 1978, the total annual operating budget for local correctional facilities was ~ 18,963,658. 

1-163 

'~. 



17-35 YEAR OLDS ACCOUNTED FOR 79.6% OF THE INMATES 
IN LOCAL CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES DURING 1978 

Source: 

79.6% 

17-35 Years Old 

17 Years Old 

Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, 
Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, 
Survey of Local Prisons, 1978. 
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BLACK MALES ACCOUNTED FOR 58'.0% 
OF THE INf·1ATES HELD IN LOCAL CORRECTIONS 

FACILITIES DURING 1978 

Black Males 
58% 

White Males 
38.1% 

Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, 
Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, 
Survey of Local Prisons, 1978. 
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TO WHAT EXTENT ARE LOCAL CORRECTIONS FACILITIES IN LOUISIANA 
OPERATING OVER THEIR DESIGNED CAPACITIES? 

PERCENTAGE OVER CAPACITY 

Avoye11es 
Caddo 
Ibervi11e 
Lafayette 

15.0% 
10.6% 

7.7% 
34.1% 

Source: LCLE/LCJIS, Survey of 
Local Prisons, 1978 

Lafourche 
St. Landry 
Tangipahoa 
Terrebonne 

D 

I-166 

25.0% 
13.1% 
59.6% 
31.4% 

(Over 
Capacity) 

(At or Below 
Capacity) 
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TO WHAT EXTENT ARE LOUISIANA'S 
LOCAL CORRECTIONS FACILITIES PROVIDING TREATMENT AND 

REHABILITATION PROGRAMS TO INMATES IN 1978? 

Education 
Release 

Psychological Work 
Counseling Release 

39.1% 

Recreation 

39.1% 

Psychiatric 
Counseling 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforeement, Louisiana Criminal Justice Information 
System, Survey of Local Prisons, 1978. 
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LOUISIANA JUVENILE CORRECTIONS J 1978 
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REHABILITATING THE YOUTHFUL OFFENDER 

Juvenile corrections acts to rehabiiitate the youth who commits any 
offense other than a status offense. Status offenses refer to an act which 
would not be an offense if committed by an adult. The Louisiana Department 
of Corrections has the responsibility for juvenile c'orrections. Within the 
Department of Corrections, the Office of Juvenile Services performs the 
foHowing functions: 

1. Providing custody, evaluation, placement, and rehabilitation 
services; 

2. Establishing and maintaining juvenile offenders' records; 

3. Poviding medical, educational, psychological, psychiatric, and 
social histories of juvenile offenders; 

4. Providing shelter and food services; 

5. Providing special treatment to juvenile offenders' relative 
psychological, psychiatric, and medical needs in response to 
behavioral problems; and, 

6. ProvIding a learning environment to clarify and foster 
understanding and role differentials between parents and juvenile 
offenders. 

Unfortunately, the only information available from the D«~partment of 
Corrections for inclusion at the time of the writing of this report was some 
budgetary information. The foHowing illustrations describe the rising costs of 
juvenile institutions over the past nine Fiscal Years. In fiscal year 1977-1978, 
the total budget at the Department of Corrections for juvenile institutions was 
$10,166,175 and total expenditures were $9,340,926 whiCh was a 5.2 percent 
increase over expenditures in Fiscal Year 1976-1977. The average daily cost of 
a juvenile in an institution in Fiscal Year 1977-1978 was $33.27, an increase of 
16.7 percent over the previous fiscal year. (Even if aH the information 
collected by the Department of Corrections were available, it would describe 
only a portion of the juvenile justice system since many offenders never come 
in contact with the Department of Corrections. Services such as probation, 
community-based treatment facilities, and other alternatives are provided by 
the Office of Youth Services, City and District Courts, and local private and 
government organizations and faH outside the scope of this report). , 

SOURCE: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Year 1977-1978. 
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THE RISING COSTS OF JUVENILE INSTITUTIONS 
FISCAL YEARS 1969 - 70; 1977 - 78 

FISCAL 
YEAR 

1969-70 3,264,546 

1970-71 4,241,458 

1971-72 

1972-73 

1973-74 

1974-75 7,262,960 

1975-761 

1976-77 

1977-78 
9,340,926 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Dollars in Millions 

1Federal Funds were received prior to 1975-76 but were 
not included in computations. 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual 
Report, Fiscal Year 1977-1978. 
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THE RISING AVERAGE DAILY COST PER STUDENT IN 
THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS JUVENILE INSTITUTIONS

1 

FISCAL YEARS 1969-70 - 1977-78 

FISCAL 
YEAR 

1969-70 

1970-71 

1971-72 

1972-73 

1973-74 

1974-75 

1975-761 

1976-77 

1977-78 

$9.34 

$9.70 

$14.06 

$28.51 

$5.00 $10.00 $15.00 $20.00 $2 .00 $30.00 
Cost per day per student 

1Federa1 funds were received prior to 1975-76 but were not 
included in computations. 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections 
Annual Repo~t, Fiscal Year 1977-1978. 
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LOUISIANA'S CRIME LABORATORIES,,' 1978 

LOUISIANA CRIME LABORATORIES 

Crime laboratories augment the criminal justice system's response to 
crime by pr':)viding technical services to aH of its components. Louisiana's 
crime labs are located in every part of the State, serving those jurisdictions in 
closest proximity. In effect, the laboratories operate on a regional basis. 

The. foHowing information provides a summary and description of the 
manpower and monetary resources and the workloads of the crime 
iaboratories. A fuH analYSis of the information is rendered impossible for a 
variety of reason~. First of aH, the budgetary information is not comparable, 
since some laboratories are independent agencies and must pay for their own 
buildings, while other laboratories are part of a law enforcement agency and 
have their operating space provided. 

Secondly, there is a diversity of operations among the laboratories, and, 
in addition, tile records keeping methods of each laboratory vary. This can be 
seen in that, of the six crime labs, two provided workload information 
according to the survey questionnaire sent to them by the Louisiana 
Commission on Law Enforcement and the Criminal Justice Information 
System, three submitted information based on records kept on the American 
Society of Crime Laboratory Directors (ASCLD) Work Load Report Form, and 
one laboratory reported workload information from its own internal records keeping forms. 

The workload information does not entirely reflect the activities of the 
crime laboratories. The figures reported are for cases received or referrals, 
and work may not have actuaHy been done on a case. AdditionaUy, more than 
one laboratory activity may be performed for a single case. 

Plans are being made by LCJIS in 1979 to meet with the various crime 
laboratory directors .in order to develop a more uniform reporting procedure 
that wiIJ aJJow a more thorough analysis of the activities of the state's crime 
laboratories. However, until that time, only summary information that gives a 
partial description of crime laboratory activities can be presented, such as that which foHows. 
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RESOURCE SUMMARY OF CRIME LABORATORIES AS OF DECEMBER 31
1 

1978 

CRIME 
~ 

ACADIANA 
CRIMINALISTICS 
LABORATORY 

JEFFERSON 
CRIME 
LABORATORY 

LOUISIANA 
STATE POLICE 
CRIME LABORATORY 

NEW ORLEANS 
CRIME 
LABORATORY 

NORTHWEST 
CRIME 
LABORATORY and 
SATELLITES2 

SOUTHWEST 
REGIONAL 
CRIME 3 
LABOR.'IloTORY 

MANAGERS/PROFESSIONALS 

FULT. PART 
TIME TIM!: 

N/Rl N/Rl 

4 o 

4 o 

9 o 

1 o 

6 o 

IN/R Agency did not respond 'co question. 

TECHNICIANS CLERICAL/STAFF NUMBER 
HIRED 

FULL PART FULL PART IN 
TIME TIMt: TIME TIME 1978 

W/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 

1 o 2 o o 

12 o 3 3 

22 o 2 o o 

9 o 2 1 

o o 1 o 1 

2Northw'est Crime Lab is located in Shreveport with satellites in Monroe and Alexandrta. 

390uthwest Regional Crime Lab is located in Lake Charles. 

NUMBER TERMINATED 

VOLUNTARY INYOLUNTARY 

N/Rl N/Rl 

1 0 

2 0 

1 0 

2 o· 

1 o 

SOURCE: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement and Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Di.vision: 
Crime Lab Survey 1978. 

TO~AL 

EXPENDITURES 

N/a1 

$120,000.00 

$484,667.00 

N/R 

$300,000.00 

$166,272.19 
, , 

\ 
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REFERRALS BY TYPE 

CALENDAR YEAR 

Acadiana 
Type of Case Crime Lab 

Homicide .65 
Rape 54 
Robbery 9 
Assault 21 
Burglary 38 
Larceny-Theft 3 
Auto Theft 4 
Arson 14 
Forgery & Counterfeiting 
Fraud 
Stolen Property 
Vandalism 
Weapons 
Sex Offense 
Controlled Substances 
DWI 
Liquor Violations 
Kidnapping 
Hit & Run 
Other Traffic 
Game Laws 
Other Criminal 

Death, Non-Homicide 
Other Non-Criwinal 

TOTALS 

30 
14 

9 
948 
.154 

14 
1 

74 
14 

19 

29 
6 

1,520 

NON-CRIMINAL 

1 - From the ASCLD Workload Report Forms. 

~F CASE1 

1978 

Jefferson 
Crime Lab 

76 
88 
44 

170 
70 

6 

29 

11 
5 

129 
3 

1,363 
37 

45 
1 

62 

57 

2,196 

- - --------

Southwest 
Crime Lab 

36 
39 
25 
56 

464 
55 
31 
27 
89 

5 
22 
79 
24 

6 
569 

., 

61 
2 
3 

40 
12 
11 
52 

14 
5 

1,727 

SOJ~rce: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement and Louisiana Criminal 
Justice Information System Division, Crime Lab Survey 1978. 
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REFERRALS BY LABORATORY ACTIVITyl 

Laboratory Activity . 

Controlled Substances 
& Dangerous Drugs 

Toxicology 

Criminalistics 

Serology 

Firearms & Toolmarks 

Documents 

Latent Prints 

Photography 

Other2 

TOTALS 3 

CALENDAR YEAR 1978 

Acadiana 
Crime Lab 

962 

221 

169 

119 

89 

3 

1,563 

Jefferson 
Crime Lab 

1,363 

689 

312 

Included in 
Criminalistics 

2,364 

IFrom the ASC~D Work Load Report Forms. 

Southwest 
Crime Lab 

805 

6 

217 

328 

148 

93 

804 

159 

18 

2,578 

2Includes polygraph, voice print, accident investigation, art illustration, 
etc. 

3Totals do not agree with Referra.ls by Type of Case since more than one 
laboratory activity may be performed for a single case. 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement and Louisiana Criminal 
Justice Information System Division, Crime I.ab Survey 1978. 
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WORK LOAD BY TYPE OF ANALYSIS 

TYPE OF ANALYSIS 

Blood Alcohol Analysis 

Drug Analysis 

Toxicology 

Forensic Serology 

Toolmarks and Firearms 
Examination 

Trace Evidence 
Examination 

Highway Collision 
Analysis 

Handwriting Analysis 

Document Examination 

Fingerprint Examinati.on 

Other 

TOTALS 

CALENDAR YEAR 1978 

NORTHWEST CRIME LAB 

2,500 

2,000 

400 

300 

200 

150 

50 

250 

50 

30 

5,9~0 

LA. STATE POLICE 
CRIME LAB 

1,095 

2,416 

63 

228 

222 

245 

170 

63 

4,502 

SOURCE: Louisiana Commission on Law· Enforcement and Louisiana 
Criminal Justice Information System Division, Crime 
Lab Survey 1978. 
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CRIMINALISTICS SECTION 

Homicide 
Rape 
Battery 
Burglary 
Hit & Run 
Narcotics 
Blood Alcohol 
Miscellaneous 

NEW ORLEANS POLICE DEPARTMENT CRIME 
LABORATORY WORKLOAD, CALENDAR YEAR 1978 

85 
193 

52 
40 
17 

1,672 
119 
107 

LATENT PRINT SECTION 

Scene Searches, Latents 
Scene Photographics 
Bodies Printed for Coroner 
Latent Print Identifications 

Total Cases 2,285 

QUESTIONED DOCUMENT SECTION 

Cases Processe.d 273 

pHOTOGRAPHIC PROCESSING SECTION 

Negatives Processed 
Negatives Processed (BOI) 
Photographic Printed 
Photographic Printed (BOI) 
Microfilm Processed (rolls) 

2,507 
2,479 

149 
320 

48,137 
15,707 
45,370 

227,580 
773 

SOURCE: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement and Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 
Division, Crime Lab Survey 1978. 
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CRIME LAB 

ACADIANA 
CRIMINALISTICS 
LABORATORY 

JEFFERSON 
CRIME 
LABORATORY 

LOUISIANA 
STATE POLICE 
CRIME LABORATORY 

NEW ORLEANS 
CRIME 
T.ABORATORY 

NORTHWEST CRIME 
LABORATORY & 
SATELLITES 

SOUTHWEST 
REGIONAL 
CRIME 
LABORATORY 

COOPERATIVE ARRANGEMENTS FOR PROVISIONS OF SERVICES 
BY LOUISIANA CRIME LABORATORIES J CALENDAR YEAR 1978 
STATE POLICE 

CRIME LAB 

x 

X 

x 

x 

ATTORNEY· 

x 

X 

X 

x 

PATHO~OGIST 

x 

X 

X 

x 

2Surrounding Laboratories, both Governmental and/or Educational. 

3All Federal Agencies • 

PSYCHIATRIST 

SOURCE: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement and Louisiana Criminal Justice Information 
System Division, Crime Lab Survey 1978. 
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lABLE I 
LOUISIANA'S INDEX OFFENSES REPORTED 

BY PARISH} 1978 
TOTAL.. % OF 
INDEX STATE 

OFFENSES INDEX CRIMINAL FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED TOTAL REPORTED OFFENSES HOMICIDE RAPE RO~ ASSAULT VIOLENT 

Louis:!.ana 190,032 100.0%* 627 1,376 6,882 14,390 23,275 
Acadia 1,120 0.6 3 5 Ii 84 98 Allen 365 0.2 "0 3 10 9 22 Ascension 1,218 0.6 4 12 21 154 19,1. Assumption 199 0.1 0 3 3 22 28 Avoye11es 436 0.2 8 4 4 131 147 Beaul:'egard 589 0.3 1 3 9 48 61 Bien'lil1e 159 0.1 2 0 1 39 42 Bos8ier 3,501 1.8 9 23 60 303 ~95 Caddo 15,625 8.2 44 115 348 780 1,287 Calcasieu 7,948 4.2 21 51 129 580 781 Caldwell 225 0.1 0 0 3 12 15 Cameron 274 0.1 0 0 1 110 111 Catahou1a 302 0.2 0 16 0 29 45 Claiborne 201 0.1 4 2 2 24 32 Concordia 742 0.4 2 2 18 84 106 DeSoto 309 0.2 3 1 0 67 71 East Baton Rouge 29,721 15.6 35 169 479 1,997 2,680 East Carroll 270 0.1 0 2 0 57 59 East Fe1iciana 128 0.1 0 2 5 42 49 Evangeline 410 0 0 2 4 2 6 105 117 Franklin 105 0.1 5 1 4 24 34 Grant 184 0.1 1 1 1 36 39 Iberia 1,355 0.7 7 12 30 46 95 Ibervil1e 607 0.3 2 9 7 78 96 Jackson 284 0.1 2 3 0 37 42 Jefferson 27,093 14'.3 42 138 829 1,600 2,609 Jefferspn Davis 540 0.3 3 1 18 29 51 Lafayette 6,635 3.5 10 29 108 547 694 Lafourche 1,811 1.0 2 6 14 145 167 LaSalle 246 0.1 1 0 0 52 53 Lincoln 1,097 0.6 3 18 18 132 171 Livingston 1,210 0.6 6 9 12 148 175 Madison 505 0.3 4 12 8 114 138 Morehouse 1,115 0.6 2 4 9 53 68 Natchitoches 501 0.3 3 3 4 69 79 Orleans 45,826 24.1 219 406 4,164 2.849 7,638 

... ,'> . .... . "'" " .. ., ~ .... , 
~"'-".-''''''~1;:'~"", . .,..:€,~ OP-""'.=4 .. ,..-".. -':t' .,.~ .. ." ,",." ~ ~ , ,.. ... , . '""', 

:..: .. 

'," 

MOTOR 
LARCENY VEHICLE TOTAL 

BURGIARY THEFT THEFT PR~~ 

50,529 101,905 14,323 166,757 

354 632 36 1,022 
77 253 13 343 

356 615 56 1,027 
91 68 12 171 90 184 15 289 

177 305 46 528 
29 34 4 117 1,000 1,932 174 3,106 

4,479 8,971 888 14,338 
2,175 4,543 449 7,167 

70 135 5 210 
30 132 1 163 
98 151 8 2.'57 
59 104 6 169 

178 432 26 636 
96 137 5 238 1,730 17,476 1,835 27,041 
68 141 2 211 
42 33 4 79 
91 la6 16 293 
20 44 7 71 44 100 1 145 

454 731 75 1,260 
157 344 10 511 

81 153 8 242 
7,621 14,293 2,570 24,484 

141 338 10 489 
2,481 3,057 403 5,941 

355 1,220 69 1,644 
106 79 8 193 
276 611 39 926 
365 '638 32 1,035 
155 189 23 367 
365 643 39 1,047 
212 197 13 422 

10,514 22,183 5,491 38,188 
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TABLE 1 (CONT/D) 

TO'rAL % OF 
INDEX STATE 

OFFENSES INDEX CRIMINAL FORCIBLE REPORTED OFFENSES ~~-. nAPE 

Ouachita 6,476 3.4 15 48 Plaquemines 783 0.4 2 1 Point Coupee 139 0.1 3 0 Rapides 
5,603 2.9 21 24 Red River 

lOP 0.1 2 2 Richland 
378 0.2 4 6 Sabine 
353 0.2 3 2 St. Bernard 1,609 0.8 3 10 St. Charles 1,271. 0.7 8 12 St. Helena 
57 ** 1 4 St. James }.77 0.1 1 5 St. John 

413 0.2 5 8 St. Landry 1,328 0.7 10 11 St. Mart.in 
571 0.3 7 23 St. Mary 

2,454 1.3 10 15 St. Tammany 3,760 2.0 12 35 Tangipahoa 2,456 1.3 12 24 Tensas 
229 0.1 0 4 Terrebonne 2,812 1.5 16 20 Union 
506 0.3 4 2 Vermilion 740 0.4 2 7 Vernon 

1,497 0.8 10 12 Washington 1,286 0.7 8 13 Webster 
931 0.5 6 11 West Baton Rouge 538 0.3 6 4 West Carroll 127 0.1 0 3 West Fe1iciana 180 0.1 0 1 Winn 
302 0:2 4 2 

* Percent may not equal 100% due to rounding 

** Number below 0.1 

~~ 

56 
5 
3 

92 
3 
6 
1 

33 
18 

1 
3 
8 

24 
5 

44 
46 
30 
0 

51 
1 

20 
35 
25 
17 
20 
1 
3 
0 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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II MOTOR 

I 
AGGRAVATED TOTAL LARCENY VEHICLE TO'.L'AL ASSAUL'l' Y!~ BURGLARY. THEFT THEFT PROPERTY 

II 
735 854 1,130 4,162 330 5,622 Ii 

89 97 212 407 67 686 1t 
38 44 43 49 3 95 Ii 366 503 1,403 3,456 241 5,100 II 41 48 25 14 13 52 

Ii 
52 68 114 176 20 310 21 27 91 225 10 326 I: 116 162 365 917 165 1,447 

II 
190 228 315 655 73 1,043 28 34 10 12 1 23 

I 
64 73 85 108 11 204 82 103 72 226 12 310 245 290 309 680 49 1,038 143 178 156 226 11 393 II 

" 

237 306 775 1,152 221 2,148 '/ I, 
217 310 1,345 1,856 249 3,450 

/I 
127 193 538 1,629 96 2,263 

II 
26 30 75 119 5 199 169 256 1,122 1,303 131 2,556 

I 
101 108 169 208 21 398 46 75 242 389 34 665 254 311 423 735 28 1,186 116 162 319 736 69 1,124 66 100 305 507 19 831 

f 

97 127 100 285 26 411 13 17 22 81 7 110 

I 
12 16 49 109 6 164 63 69 78 149 6 233 
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TABLE 2 
LOUISIANA'S INDEX OFFENSES PER 

100 1 000 POPULATION BY PARISH 1 1978 
MOTOR 

TOTAL CRIME CRIMINAL FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED TOTAL LARCENY VEHICLE TOTAL 
INDEX RATE HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT VIOLENT BURGLARY 'l'HEFT THEFT PROPERTY 

Louisiana 4,759.3 15.7 34.4 172.3 360.3 582.9 1,265.5 2,552.2 358.7 4,176.4 

Acadia 2,061. 4 5.5 9.2 11.0 154.6 180.3 651.5 1,163.2 66.2 1,881.0 I: Allen 1,760.8 0.0 14.4 48.2 43.4 106.1 371. 4 1,220.5 62.7 1,654.6 I: Ascension 2,745.5 9.0 27.0 47.3 347.1 430.5 802.4 1,386.2 126.2 2,314.9 II Assumpti.on 956.9 0.0 14.4 14.4 105.7 134.6 437.6 327.0 57.7 822.3 I, Avoyelles 1,111.9 20.4 10.2 10.2 334.1 374.9 229.5 469.2 38.2 737.0 I~ Beauregard 2,131. 8 3.6 10.8 32.5 173.7 220.7 640.6 1,103.9 166.4 1,911.1 Ii Bienville 923.0 11. 6 0.0 5.8 226.4 243.8 168.3 487.6 23.2 679.2 ,I 
'I Bossier 4,881. 7 12.5 32.0 83.6 422.4 550.7 1,394.3 2,693.9 242.6 4,330.9 I, 
II Caddo 6,445.7 18.1 47.4 143.5 321. 7 530.9 1,847.7 3,700.8 366.3 5,914.8 r ,I Ca1casieu 5,038.9 13.3 32.3 81. 7 367.7 495.1 1,378.9 2,880.2 284.6 4,543.8 II Caldwell 2,195.7 0.0 0.0 29.2 117.1 146.3 683.1 1,317.4 48.7 2,049.3 II Cameron 2,875.7 0.0 0.0 10.4 1,154.4 1,164.9 314.8 1,385.3 10.4 1,710.7 I' I Catahoula 2,575.4 0.0 136.4 0.0 247.3 383.7 835.7 1,287.7 68.2 2,191.7 I( 

Claiborne 1,204.8 23.9 11.9 11.9 143.8 191. 8 353.6 623.4 35.9 1,013.0 ~ I 
H Concordia 3,336.7 8.9 8.9 80.9 377.7 476.6 800.4 1,942.7 116.9 2,860.0 I! H I' I DeSoto 1,303.5 12.6 4.2 0.0 282.6 299.5 404.9 577.9 21. 0 1,004.0 

I( "'" East Baton Rouge 8,945.0 10.5 50.8 144.1 601.0 806.5 2,326.4 5,259.7 552.2 8,138.4 
East Carroll 2,316.8 0.0 17.1 0.0 489.1 506.2 583.4 1,209.8 17.1 1,810.5 

11 i East Feliciana 774.7 0.0 12.1 30.2 254.2 296.5 254.2 199.7 24.2 478.1 
i\ i Evangeline 1,230.4 12.0 6.0 18.0 315.1 351.1 273.1 558.2 48.0 879.3 

'I Franklin 438.0 20.8 4.1 16.6 100.1 14l" 8 83.4 183.5 29.2 296.1 ~ j ~ Grant 1,214.4 6.6 6.6 6.6 237.6 257.4 290.4 660.0 6.6 957.0 
Ij Iberia 2,096.3 10.8 18.5 46.4 71.1 146.9 702.3 1,130.9 116.0 1,949.3 I, 
,I Iberville 1,971.5 6.4 29.2 22.7 253.3 311.8 509.9 1,117.3 32.4 1,659.7 l'l Ii 

Jackson 1,680.9 11. 8 17.7 0.0 218.9 248.5 479.4 905.5 47.3 1,432.3 :1 

II Jefferson 6,344.6 9.8 32.3 194.1 374.6 610.9 1,784.6 3,347.1 601. 8 5,733.7 k '. Jefferson Davis r' :1 1,712.3 9.5 3.1 57.0 91.9 161.7 447.1 1,071.8 31. 7 1,550.6 
I~ II Lafayette 4,945.3 7.4 21. 6 80.4 407.7 517.2 1,849.2 2,278.5 300.3 4,428.0 
l I Lafourche 2,354.9 2.6 7.8 18.2 188.5 217.1 461.6 1,586.4 89.7 2,137.7 

il LaSalle 1,613.9 6.5 0.0 0.0 341.1 347.7 695.4 518.3 52.4 1,266.2 t"~ Lincoln 2,949.0 8.0 48.3 46.3 354.8 459.7 741.9 1,642.5 104.8 2,489.3 ~, II Livingston 2,423.3 12.0 18.0 24.0 296.4 350.4 731.0 1,277.7 64.0 2,072.8 i 
(~ " Madison 3,448.0 27.3 81. 9 54.6 778.3 942.2 1,058.3 1,290.4 157.0 2,505.8 ~ ; 

Morehouse 3,309.3 5.9 11.8 26.7 157.3 201.8 1,083.3 1,908.4 115.7 3,107.5 f:i Natchitoches 1,385.0 8.2 8.2 11.0 190.7 218.4 586.1 544.6 35.9 1,166.6 
, I Orleans 7,822.6 37.3 69.3 710.8 486.3 1,303.8 1,794.7 3,786.6 937.3 6,518.7 ''\ l" , I 
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TABLE 2 (CONT/D) 

TOTAL CRIME CRIMINAL FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED 
INDEX RATE HOMICIDE _RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT 

Ouachita 4,954.7 11. 4 36.7 42.8 562.3 
Plaquemines 2,933.0 7.4 3.7 1.8.7 333.3 
Pointe Coupee 613.7 13.2 0.0 13.2 167.8 
Rapides 4,485.3 16.8 19.2 73.6 292.9 
Red River 1,081.0 21. 6 21. 6 32.4 443.2 
Richland 1,75,6.1 18.5 27.8 27.8 241.5 
Sabine 1,757.0 14.9 9.9 4.9 104.5 
St. Bernard 2,584.2 4.8 16.0 53.0 186.3 
St- Charles 3,661.2 23.0 34.5 51.8 547.3 
St. Helena 576.1 10.1 40.4 10.1 283.0 
St. James 1,389.1 5.0 ~·5. 0 15.0 320.9 
St. John 1,443.9 17.4 27.9 27.9 286.6 
St. Landry 1,596.5 12.0 13.2 28.8 294.5 
St. Martin 1,586.6 19.4 63.9 13.8 397.3 
St. Mary 3,977.3 16.2 24.3 71. 3 384.1 
St. Tammany 4,061. 1 12.9 37.8 49.6 234.3 
Tangipahoa 3,216.7 15.7 31. 4 39.2 166.3 
Tensas 2,73'4.3 0.0 47.7 0.0 310.4 
Terrebonne 3,144.0 17.8 22.3 57.0 188.9 
Union 2,518.7 19.9 9.9 4.9 502.7 
Vermilion 1,575.4 4.2 14.9 42.5 97.9 
Vernon 3,261. 3 21. 7 26.1 76.2 5"l.3 
Washington 2,981.8 18.5 30.1 57.9 ? ~. 9 
Webster 2,213.0 14.2 26.1 40.4 ... 56.8 
West Baton Rouge 2,974.0 33.1 22.1 110.5 536.2 
West Carroll 989.4 0.0 23.3 7.7 101.. 2 
West Fe1iciana 1.,824.6 0.0 10.1 30.4 121.6 
Winn 1,752.7 23.2 11.6 0.0 365.6 

Sources: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
Louisiana Tech University, The Louisiana Economy. 

TOTAL LARCENY 
VIOLENT BURGLARY THEFT 

653.3 864.5 3,184.3 
363.3 794.1 1,524.5 
194.2 189.8 216.3 
402.6 1,123.1 2,766.6 
518.9 270.2 151. 3 
315.9 529.6 817.6 
134.3 452.9 1,119.9 
260.1 586.2 1,472.8 
656.7 907.3 1,886.7 
343.6 101.0 121. 2 
366.0 426.2 541.6 
360.1 251.7 790.1 
348.6 371.4 817.5 
494.6 433.4 628.0 
495.9 1,256.0 1,867.1 
334.8 1,452.7 2,004.6 
252.7 704.6 2,133.5 
358.2 895.5 1,420.8 
286.2 1,254.5 1,456.8 
537.6 841.2 1,035.3 
159.6 515.2 828.1 
677.5 921.5 1,601.2 
375.6 739.6 1,706.5 
237.7 725.0 1,205.1 
702.0 552.7 1,575.4 
132.4 171.4 631.0 
162.1 496.7 1,104.9 
400.4 452.6 864.7 

MOTOR 
VEHICLE 

THEFT 

252.4 
250.9 
13.2 

192.9 
140.5 

92.9 
49.7 

265.0 
210.2 
10.1 
55.1 
41.9 
58.9 
30.5 

358.1 
268.9 
125.7 

59.7 
146.4 
104.5 

72.3 
61.0 

159.9 
45.1 

143.7 
54.5 
60.8 
34.8 

TOTAL 
PROPERTY 

4,301. 3 
2,569.6 

419.5 
4,.082.7 

562.1 
1,440.2 
1,622.6 
2,324.0 
3,004.4 

232.4 
1,023.0 
1,083.8 
1,247.9 
1,092.0 
3,481.4 
3,726.3 
2,963.9 
2,376.1 
2,857.8 
1,981.1 
1,415.7 
2,583.8 
2,606.2 
1,975.3 
2,271.9 

857.0 
1,662.4 
1,352.2 
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l,ouisiana 

Acadia 
Allan 
Ascension 
Assumption 
Avoyelles 
Beauregard 
Bienville 
BossiGI' 
Caddo 

H Ca1casi\~lU 
7 Caldwell 
cr. Cl!UlIeron 

Catahou1a 
Claiborne 
Concor.dia 
DeSoto 
East Daton Rouge 
East Carroll 
East Feliciana 
Evangeline 
Franklin 
Grant 
Iberia 
Ibervi11e 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Jefferson Davis 
Lafayette 
Lafourche 
LaSalle 
Lincol.n 
Livingsi:~.tl 
Madison 
Morehouse 
Natchitoches 
Orleans 

TOTAL 
INDEX 

bY"f"ENSES 
REPORTED 

190~032 

1,120 
365 

1,218 
199 
436 
589 
159 

3,501 
15,625 

7,948 
225 
274 
302 
201 
742 
309 

29,721 
270 
128 
410 
105 
184 

1,355 
607 
284 

27,09~ 
540 

6,635 
1,811 

246 
1,097 
1,210 

505 
1,115 

501 
45,826 

CRIMINAL 
!!Sm!.fIDE 

0.3 

0.3 
0.0 
0.3 
0.0 
1.8 
0.2 
1.3 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
2.0 
0.3 
1.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
1.0 
4.8 
0.5 
0.5 
0.3 
0.7 
0.2 
0.6 
0.2 
0.1 
0.4 
0.3 
0.5 
0.8 
0.2 
0.6 
0.5 

TABLE 3 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF INDEX OFFENSES 
REPORTED IN LOUISIANA BY PARISH~ 1978 

FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED TOTAL 
RAPE_ ROBBERY ASSAULT VIOLENT1 BURG~ 

0.7 3.6 7.6 12.2 26.6 

C).4 0.5 7.5 8.8 31.6 
0.8 2.7 2.5 6.0 21.1 
1.0 1.7 12.6 15.7 29.2 
1.5 1.5 11.1 14.1 45.7 
0.9 0.9 30.0 33.7 20.6 
0.5 1.5 8.1 10.4 30.1 
0.0 0.6 24.5 26.4 18.2 
0.7 1.7 8.7 11. 3 28.6 
0.7 2.2 5.0 8.2 l8.7 
0.6 1.6 7.3 9.8 27.4 
0.0 1.3 0.4 6.7 31.1 
0.0 0.4 40.1 40.5 10.9 
5.3 0.0 9.6 14.9 32.5 
1.0 1.0 11.9 15.9 29.4 
0.3 2.4 11.3 14.3 24.0 
0.3 0.0 21. 7 23.0 31.1 
0.6 1.6 6.7 9.0 26.0 
0.7 0.0 21.1 21.9 25.2 
1.6 3.9 32.8 38.3 32.8 
0.5 1.5 25.6 28.5 22.2 
1.0 3.8 22.9 32.4 19.0 
0.5 0.5 19.6 21.2 23.9 
0.9 2.2 3.4 7.0 33.5 
1.5 ],,2 12.9 15.8 25.9 
1.1 0.0 13.0 14.8 28.5 
0.5 3.1 5.9 9.6 28.1 
0.2 3.3 5.4 9.4 26.1 
0.4 1.6 8.2 10.5 37.4 
0.3 0.8 8.0 9.2 19.6 
0.0 0.0 21.1 21.5 43.1 
1.6 1.6 12.0 15.6 25.2 
0.7 1.0 12.2 14.5 30.2 
2.4 1.6 22.6 27.3 30.7 
0.4 0.8 4.8 0.1 32.7 
0.6 0.8 13.8 15.8 42.3 
0.9 9.1 6.2 16.7 22.9 

MOTOR 
LARCENY VEHICLE 

THEF'i' THEFT 

53.6 7.5 

56.4 3.2 
69.3 3.6 
50.S 4.6 
34.2 6.0 
4:!.2 3.4 
51. 8 7.8 
52.8 2.5 
55.2 5.0 
57.4 5.7 
57.2 5.6 
60.0 2.2 
48.2 0.4 
50.0 2.6 
51. 7 3.0 
58.2 3.5 
44.3 1.6 
58.8 6.2 
52.2 0.7 
25.8 .3.1 
45.4 3.9 
41.9 6.7 
54.3 0.5 
53.9 5.5 
56.7 1.6 
53.9 2.8 
52.8 9.5 
62.8 1.9 
46.1 6.1 
67.4 3.8 
32.1 3.3 
55.7 3.6 
52.7 2.6 
37.4 4.6 
57.7 3.5 
39.3 2.6 
48.4 12.0 

TOTAL 
PROPERT~l 

87.8 

91.3 
94.0 
84.3 
85.9 
66.3 
89.6 
73.6 
88.7 
91.8 
90.2 
93.3 
59.5 
85.1 
84.1 
85.7 
77.0 
~1.0 
78.1 
61.7 
71. 5 
67.6 
78.8 
93.0 
84.2 
85.2 
90.4 
90.6 
89.5 
90.8 
78.5 
84.4 
85.5 
7-;'.7 
93.9 
84.2 
83.3 

TOTAL 
INDEX 

OFFENSES], 

100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
],00.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100,0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
1(l0.0 
100.0 
100.0 

," 

'0 
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TABLE 3 (CONT/D) 

TOTAL 
INDEX 

MOTOR TOTAL 
OFFENSES CRIMINAL FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED TOTAL J,ARCE('Y VEHICLE TOTAL INDEX REPORTED HOMICIDE RAPE Bllillm..BX _.ASSllQL~ YIOLENT 1 BQRGLARY 'l'Hfif~ ~~ fROffiBn1 Qfnl'!lS~·l Ouachita 6,476 0.2 0.7 0.9 11. 3 13.2 17.4 64.3 5.1 86.8 100.0 

Plaquemines 783 0.3 0.1 0.6 11. 4 12.4 27.1 52.0 8.6 87.6 100.0 
Pointe Coupee 139 2.2 0.0 2.2 27.3 31. 7 30.9 35.3 2.2 68.3 100.0 
Rapides 5,603 0.4 0.4 1.6 6.5 9.0 25.0 61. 7 4.3 91.0 100.0 
Red River 100 2.0 2.0 3.0 41.0 48.0 ~5.0 14.0 13.0 52.0 100.0 
Richland 378 1.1 1.6 1.6 13.8 18.0 30.2 46.6 5.3 82.0 100.0 
Sabine 353 0.8 0.6 0.3 !l.9 7.6 25.8 63.7 2.8 92.4 100.0 
St. Bernard 1,609 0.2 0.6 2.1 7.2 10.1 22.7 57.0 10.3 89.9 100.0 
St. Charl.es 1,271 0.6 0.9 1.4 14.9 17.9 24.8 51.5 5.7 82.1 100.0 
St. Helena 57 1.8 7.0 1.8 49.1 59.6 17.5 21.1 1.8 40.4 100.0 
St. James 277 0.4 1.8 1.1 23.1 26.4 30.7 39.0 4.0 73.S 100.0 H St. John 413 1.2 1.9 1.9 19.9 24.9 17.4 54.7 2.9 75.1 100.0 

H St. Landry 1,328 0.8 0.8 1.8 18.4 21.8 23.3 51.2 3.7 78.2 100.0 
I St • Martin 571 1.2 4.0 0.9 25.0 31.2 27.3 39.6 1.9 68.8 100.0 

...... 
St. Mary 2,454 0.4 0.6 1.8 9.7 12.5 31.6 46.9 9.0 87.5 100.0 
St. Tammany 3,760 0.3 0.9 1.2 5.8 8.2 35.8 49.4 6.6 91. 8 100.0 
Tangipahoa 2,456 0.5 1.0 1.2 5.2 ".9 21. 9 66.3 3.9 92.1 100.0 
Tensas 229 0.0 1.7 0.0 11.4 13.1 32.8 5.2.0 2.2 86.9 100.0 
Terrebonne 2,812 0.6 0.7 1.8 6.0 9 .. 1 39.9 46.3 4.7 90.9 100.0 
Union 506 0.8 0.4 0.2 20.0 21.3 33.4 41.1 4.2 78.7 100.0 
Vermilion 740 0.3 0.9 2.7 6.2 10.1 4'2.7 52.6 4.6 89.9 100.0 
Vernon 1,497 0.7 0.8 2.3 17.0 20.8 2a.3 49.1 1.9 79.2 100.0 
Washington 1,286 0.6 1.0 1.9 9.0 12.6 24.8 57.2 5.4 87.4 100.0 
Webster 931 0.6 1.2 1.8 7.1 10.7 32.8 54.5 2.0 89.3 100.0 
West Baton Rouge 538 1.1 0.7 3.7 18.0 23.6 18.6 53.0 4.8 76.4 100.0 
West Carroll 127 0.0 2.4 0.8 10.2 13.4 17.3 63.8 5.5 86.6 100.0 
West Feliciana 180 0.0 0.6 1.7 6.7 8.9 27.2 60.6 3.3 91.1 100.0 
Winn 302 1.3 0.7 0.0 20.9 22.8 25.8 49.3 2.0 77.2 100.0 

~ I 

1Percentages may not be equal Total Violent, Total Property, or Total Index Offenses .. ! 
Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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1977 
Louisiana 3,921,334 

Acadia 54,231 Allen 20,871 Ascension 42,927 
Assumption 20,473 
Avoyel1es 38,668 Beauregard 27,241 Bienville 16,886 Bossier 72,533 Caddo 243,097 
Ca1casieu 155,796 Caldwell 10,187 Cameron 9,403 f-i 
Catahou1a 11,612 H , 
Claiborne 16,097 DO 

Concordia 22,055 DeSota 23,654 
East Baton Rouge 326,314 
East Carroll 11 ,817 
East Fe1iciana 15,967 Evangeline 32,900 Franklin 23,559 Grant 14,864 Iberia 63,629 Iberville 30,718 Jackson 16,581 Jefferson 424,680 Jefferson Davis 31,293 Lafayette 132,455 Lafour.che 75,770 LaSalle 14,871 Lincoln 37,046 

Livingston 48,001 Madison 14,432 
, 

Ii Morehouse 32,999 I~ Natchitoches 36,622 'I Ii Orleans 561,187 f' 
I 

' I I 
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TABLE 4 
COMPARISON OF LOUISIANA'S PO~ULATIONJ TOTAL INDEX OFFENSESJ 

AND TOTAL INDEX CRIME RATES BY PARISHJ 1377-19781 

% of State Total Reported % of State P012u1ation Po,u1ation Index Crime 
%a Index Crime 197B %A 19 7 1978 1917 1978 1977 1978 197'1 3,992,798 1. 82 175,816 190,032 8.1 4,483.5 54,330 0.18 1.4 1.4 1,072 1,120 4.5 0.6 n.6 1,976.7 20,729 -0.68 0.5 0.5 384 365 -4.9 0.2 0.2 1,839.8 44,363 3.35 1.1 1.1 1,211 1,218 0.6 0.7 0.6 2,821.0 20,795 1. 57 0.5 0.5 209 199 -4.8 0.1 0.1 1,020.8 39,209 1.40 1.0 1.0 467 436 -6.6 0.3 0.2 1,207.7 27,628 1.42 0.7 0.7 565 589 4.2 ,0.3 0.3 2,074.0 17,226 2.01 0.4 0.4 202 159 -21.3 0.1 0.1 1,196.2 71,716 -1.13 1.8 1.8 3,941 3,501 -11.2 2.2 1.8 5,433.3 242,406 -0.28 6.2 6.1 14,185 15,625 10.2 8.1 8.2 5,835.1 157,730 1.2,4 4.0 4.0 7,043 7,948 12.8 4.0 4.2 4,520.6 10,247 0.59 0.3 0.3 222 225 1.4 0.1 0.1 2,179.2 9~528 1.33 0.2 0.2 223 274 22.9 0.1 0.1 2,371.5 11,726 0 98 0.3 0.3 250 302 20.8 0.1 0.2 2,152.9 16,682 3.63 0.4 0.4 242 201 -16.9 0.1 0.1 1,503.3 22,237 0.83 0.6 0.6 798 742 -7.0 0.5 0.4 3,618.2 23,704 0.21 0.6 0.6 274 309 12.8 0.2 0.2 1,158.3 332,262 1.82 8.3 8.3 28,776 29,721 3.3 16.4 15.6 8,818.4 11 ,654 -1.38 0.3 0.3 343 270 -21 •. 3 0.2 0.1 2,902.5 16,522 3.48 0.4 0.4 205 128 -37.6 0.1 0.1 1,283.8 33,320 1.28 0.8 0.8 279 410 47.0 0.2 0.2 848.0 23,971 1. 75 0.6 0.6 92 105 14.1 0.1 0,,1 390.5 15,151 1.93 0.4 0.4 249 184 -26.1 0.1 0.1 1,675.1 64,636 1.58 1.6 1.6 1,240 1,355 9.3 0.7 0.7 1,948.7 30',788 0.23 0.8 0.8 910 607 -33.3 0.5 0.3 2,962.4 .16,895 1.89 0.4 0.4 324 284 -12.3 0.2 0.1 1,954.0 427,019 0.55 10.8 10.7 24,375 27,093 11.2 13.9 14.3 5,739.6 31,535 0.77 0.8 0.8 515 540 4.9 0.3 0.3 1,645.7 134,166 1.29 3.4 3.4 6,325 6,635 4.9 3.6 3.5 4,i75.2 76,903 1.50 1.9 1.9 1,675 1,811 8.1 1.0 1.0 2,210.6 15,242 2.49 0.4 0.4 148 246 66.2 0.1 0.1 995.2 37,198 0,41 0.9 0.9 1,142 1,097 -3.9 0.6 0.6 3,082.6 49,931 4.02 1.2 1.3 1,047 1,210 15.6 0.6 0.6 2,181.2 14 ,646 1.48 0.4 0.4 521 505 -3.1 0.3 0.3 3,610.0 33,692 2.10 0.8 0.8 1,048 1,115 6.4 0.6 0.6 3,175.8 36,171 -1.23 0.9 0.9 579 501 -13.5 0.3 0.3 1,581.0 585,814 4.39 14.3 14.7 39,897 45,826 14.9 22.7 24.1 7,109.3 

. 
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Total Index 
Crime Rate 

1978 f2S' 

4,759.3 6.2 

2,061.4 4.3 
1,760.8 -4.3 
2,745.5 -2.7 

956.9 -Ci.3 
1,111.9 -7.9 
2,131.8 2.8 

923.0 -22.8 
4,881.7 -10.2 
6,445.7 10.S 
5,038.9 11.5 
2,195.7 0.8 
2,875.7 21.3 
2,575.4 19.6 
1,204.8 -19.9 
3,336.7 -7.8 
1,303.5 12.5 
8,945.0 1.4 
2,316.8 -20.2 

77~. 7 -39.7 
1,236.4 45.1 

438.0 12.2 
1,214.4 -27.5 
2,096.3 7.6 
1,971.5 -33.4 
1,680.9 -14 .0 
6,344.6 10.5 
1,712.3 4.0 
4,945.3 3.6 
2,354.9 6.5 
1,613.9 62.2 
2,949.0 -4.3 
2,423.2 11.1 
3,448.0 -4.5 
3,309.3 4.2 
1,385.0 -12.4 
7,822.6 10.0 
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TABLE 4 (CONT/D) 

% of State Total Reported % of State Total Index 
P0li:!ulation POEulation Index Crime Index Crime Crime Rate 

1971 1978 %A 1977 1978 1977 1978 %A 1977 1978 J:977 1978 %A 
Ouachita 129,426 130,703 0.99 3.3 3.3 6,118 6,476 5.9 3.5 3.4 4,727.0 4,954.7 4.8 
Plliquemines 26,709 26,696 - O. 05 0.7 0.7 750 783 4.4 0.4 0.4 2,808.0 2,933.0 4.5 
Pointe Goupee 21,782 22,646 3.97 0.6 0.6 118 139 17.8 0.1 0.1 541. 7 613.7 13.3 
Rapides 124,846 124,917 0.06 3.2 3.1 5,410 5,603 3.6 3.1 2.9 4,333.3 4,485.3 3.5 
Red River1 9,526 9,250 - 2. 90 0.2 0.2 a 100 N/A * 0.1 83.9 1,081.0 N/A 
Richland 21,779 21,524 -1.17 0.6 0.5 340 378 11.2 0.2 0.2 1,561.1 1,756.1 12.5 
Sabine 19,965 20,090 0.63 0.5 0.5 369 353 - 4.3 0.2 0.2 1,848.2 1,757.0 - 4.9 
St. Bernard 60,628 62,261 2.69 1.5 1.6 1,431 1,609 12.4 O.B 0.8 2,360.2 2,584.2 9.5 
St. Charlel> ":IA .')n'7 34, il5 1. 49 0.9 0.9 983 1,271 29.3 0.6 0.7 2,873.6 3,661..2 27.4 

"''',6I>VI 
St. Helena 9,797 9,893 0.98 0.2 0.2 69 57 -17.4 * * 691.4 576.1 -16.7 
St. James 19,449 19,940 2.52 0.5 0.5 212 277 30.7 0.1 0.1 1,('90.0 1,389.1 27.4 

H St. John 26,58~ 28,602 7.58 0:7 0.7 375 413 10.1 0.2 0.2 1,410.5 1,443.9 2.4 
H St. Landry 83,047 83,178 0.16 2.1 2.1 1,337 1,328 -0.7 0.8 0.7 1,609.9 1,596.5 -0.8 

I 
\l) St. Martin 35,416 35;987 1.61 0.9 0.9 372 571 53.5 0.2 0.3 1,050.3 1,586.6 51.1 

St. Mary 61,491 61,699 0.34 1.6 1.5 2,234 2,454 9.8 1.3 1.3 3,633.0 3,977.3 9.5 
St. Tammany 86,613 92,585 6.90 2.2 2.3 3,567 3,760 5.4 2.0 2.0 4,118.3 4,061.1 -1.4 
Tangipahoa 73,948 76,350 3.25 1.9 1.9 2,415 2,456 1.7 1.4 1.3 3,265.8 3,216.7 -1.5 
Tensas 8,370 8,375 0.06 0.2 0.2 169 229 35.5 0.1 0.1 2,019.1 2,734.3 35.4 

1/ 

Terrebonne 87,520 89,438 2.19 2.2 2.2 2,441 2,812 15.2 1.4 1.5 2,789.0 3,144.0. 12.7 
, f 

Union 19 ,986 20,089 0.52 0.5 0.5 540 506 ~·6. 3 0.3 0.3 2,701.8 2,518.7 -6.8 
I" 

I, Vermilion 46,379 46.972 1.28 1.2 1.2- 712 74D 3.9 0.4 0.4 1,535.1 1,575.4 2.6 .1 
1 Vernon 41,204 45,901 11.40 1.1 1.1 1,265 1,497 18.3 0.7 0.8 3,070.0 3,261.3 6.2 Ii 

I' 
Washington 42,563 43,127 1. 33 1.1 1.1 1.,382 1,286 -6.9 0.8 0.7 3,246.9 2,981.8 -8.2 :1 
Webster 40,829 42,068 3.03 1.0 1.1 980 931 -5.0 0.6 0.5 2,400.2 2,213.0 -7.8 '1 I. 

v' West Baton Rouge 17,950 18,090 0.78 0.5 0.5 512 538 5.1 0.3 0.3 2,852.3 2,974.0 4.3 d 
West Carroll 13,240 12;835 -3.06 0.3 0.3 127 127 0.0 0.1 0.1 959.2 989.4 3.1 j>li 

West Fe1iciana 10,060 9,865 -1.94 0.3 0.2 182 180 -1.1 0.1 0.1 1,809.1 1,824.6 0.9 ~ ~. 

! . Winn 1.s,582 17,230 3.91 0.4 0.4 420 302 -28.1 0.2 0.2 2,532.8 1,752.7 ~30.8 l' 
' t 

rt 

~, 
;, i 

,4 

. I 
1percent changes (%A) were not computed for the parish where the major law enforcement agency in the parish had three ~1 

I 

.~ 

: J 
or more months of LUCR delinquent in 1977. 

~i 
,~ 

, I * Number s below 0.1 

H I'" 
Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 

" 

Sources: 

r ~) 
Louisiana Tech Universlity, The Louisiana Economy. 
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TABLE 5 
COMPARISON OF LOUISIANA'S INDEX VIOLENT 
CRIME INCIDENCES BY PARISH J 1977-19781 

Criminal Forcible Robbery Aggravated Total 
,. Homicide Rape 

Assault Violent Offenses Offenses Offenses Offenses Offenses 
Reported Reported Reported Reported Reported 

1977 1978 %~ 1977 1978 %~ 1977 1978 %~ 1977 1978 %~ 1977 1978 ,-!.&. Louisiana 607 627 3.3 1,212 1,376 13.5 5,616 6,882 22.5 13,093 14,390 9.9 20,528 23,275 13.4 Acadia 5 3 6 5 9 6 79 84 6.3 99 98 -1.0 
Allen 2 0 1 3 2 10 ,5 9 10 22 
Ascension 3 4 e 12 12 21 137 154 12.4 160 191 19.4 
Assunlption 2 0 0 3 2 3 22 22 26 28 
Avoyelles 4 8 6 4 3 4 86 131 52.3 99 147 48.5 
Beauregard 3 1 3 3 6 9 66 48 78 61 -21.8 
Bienville 5 2 6 0 15 1 23 39 49 42 
BQl'lsier 4 9 29 23 43 60 294 303 3.1 370 395 6.8 
Caddo 50 44 66 115 74.2 237 348 46.8 731 780 6.7 1,084 1,287 18.7 

H Calcasieu 22 21 34 51 141 129 -8.5 585 580 -0.9 782 781 -0.1 

H Caldwell 4 0 0 0 1 3 12 12 17 15 

I 
I-' Cameron 0 0 0 0 0 1 78 110 41.0 78 III 42.3 

0 
Catahou1a 2 0 8 16 1 0 44 29 55 45 
ClaibQ;rne 5 4 1 2 15 2 21 24 42 32 
Concordia 1 2 a 2 18 18 75 84 12.0 102 106 3.9 I 
DeSoto 8 3 5 1 6 0 28 67 47 71 
E.B.R. 46 35 200 169 -15.5 500 479 -4.2 1,989 1,997 0.4 2,735 2,680 -2.0 /1 

E. Carroll " 0 1 2 2 0 56 57 1.8 63 59 -6.3 II 
I E. Feliciana 2 0 4 2 3 5 60 42 69 49 

,I Evangeline 3 4 J.O 2 7 6 62 105 69.4 82 117 42.7 ~ 
1 Franklin 0 5 1 1 0 4 18 24 19 34 

~. 
I Grant 3 1 0 1 1 1 31 36 35 39 

J 
~ Iberia 7 7 6 12 10 30 31 46 54 95 75.9 i! 
~ Iuerville 1 2 9 9 2 7 74 78 5.4 86 96 11.6 Ii 
~ Jackson 7 2 1 3 3 0 40 37 51 42 I~ . II Jefferson 39 42 130 138 6.2 646 829 28.3 1,427 1,600 12.1 2,242 2,609 16.4 ~' 

Jefferson Davis 2 3 6 1 1 18 12 29 21 51 
I, Lafayette 10 10 36 29 63 108 71.4 916 547 -40.3 1,025 694 -32.3 I~ 

.~ 
Lafourche 13 2 2 6 13 14 135 145 7.4 163 167 2.5 ~t 

:1 

I~~' 

" LaSalle 2 1 1 0 1 0 25 52 29 53 

,4 

l", 

I, 

Lincoln 3 3 6 18 13 18 91 132 45.1 113 171 51. 3 ";';' 

f 

I'~/ 

i' Livingston 4 6 0 9 4 12 109 148 35.8 117 175 49.6 .r .. ~ 

,- Madison 8 4 12 12 4 8 94 114 21.3 118 138 16.9 I-
" Morehouse 3 2 5 4 8 9 63 53 -15.9 79 68 -13.9 

I 
~I 
" Natchitoches 5 3 4 3 16 4 66 69 4.5 91 79 -13.2 

~ -I Orleans 173 219 26.6 360 406 12.8 3,279 4,164 27.0 2,135 2,849 33.4 5,947 7,638 28.4 

, 
'~'! ,-"_ .. ,,,,- ".~ .... ~~=-'":;;:.;~'!-:x:::-

I .... ~-~,:c.:...-..-o.",.~ 
. -

I, 

Ii!'" 
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TABLE 5 (CONT'D) "'f 
) 

, ( 
, I 
II 

il 

Criminal 

Ii 
Forcible Robbery Aggravated Total Ii 

Homicide 

Ii 

Rape 
Assault Violent 11 

Offenses Offenses Offenses Offenses Offenses 
Ii 

Repol'ted Reported Reported Reported Reported 11 

!..ITL... 1978 %t:. 1977 1978 %t:. 1977 1978 '%t:. 1971 1978 %6 1977 1978 %L:. 
)\ 

Ouachita 10 15 43 48 50 56 12.0 530 735 38.7 633 854 34.9 

Plaquemines 1 2 0 1 11 5 50 89 78.0 62 97 56.5 il 

Pointe Coupee 2 3 2 0 2 3 35 38 41 44 
II \, 

Rapides 17 21 36 24 104 92 -11.5 361 366 1.4 518 503 -2.9 " p 

Red River2, 0 2 N/A 0 2 N/A 0 3 N/A 2 41 N/A 2 48 N/A 
11 

Richland 5 4 2 6 2 6 - 62 52 -16.1 71 68 -4.2 

Sabine 5 3 1 2 1 1 27 21 34 27 11 

St. Bernard 4 3 2 10 32 33 110 116 5.5 148 162 9.5 Ii 

St. Charles 5 6 8 12 17 18 166 190 14.5 196 2:28 16.3 
li 

St. Helena 3 1 8 4 0 1 ... '" 28 37 34 
""u 

St. James 0 1 3 5 2 3 56 64 14.3 61 73 19.7 r 

St. John 2 5 2 8 9 8 61 82 34.4 74 103 39.2 
Ii 

st. Landry 4 10 16 11 12 24 181 245 35.4 213 290 36.2 

St. Martin 2 7 8 23 4 5 94 143 52.1 108 178 64 .8 \j 

St. Mary 9 10 10 15 29 44 221 237 7:~ 2~9 306 13.8 I' 
Ii 

St. Tammany 6 12 21 35 40 46 281 217 -22.8 348 310 -10.9 I' 

Tangipahoa 29 12 20 24 32 30 180 127 -29.4 261 193 -26.1 1i i: 

Tensas 2 0 2 4 0 0 15 26 19 30 II 

Terrebonne 7 16 4 20 50 51 2.0 120 169 40.8 181 256 41.4 

i Union 3 4 1 2 11 1 95 101 5.2 ~11 108 -2.7 

Vermilion 3 2 5 7 12 20 46 46 66 75 13.6 

Vernon 5 10 10 12 49 35 231 254 10.0 295 311 5.4 
11 

Washington 5 8 9 13 22 25 127 116 -8.7 163 162 -0.6 

Webster 10 6 10 11 13 17 77 66 -14.3 110 100 -9.1 i W.B.R. 6 6 4 4 17 20 78 97 24.4 105 127 21.0 

W. Carroll 1 0 1 3 0 1 24 13 26 17 

W. Feliciana 1 0 2 1 4 3 17 12 24 16 

Winn 5 4 7 2 4 0 99 63 -36.4 115 69 -40.0 

those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 
I 

lpercent changes (%6) were not computed for 

2percent changes (%L:.) were not computed for the parish where 'the 
major law enforcement agency in the parish had 

three or more ~' 

months of LUCR delinquent in 1977. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information system Diyis~on. 
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TABLE 6 
COMPARISON OF LOUISIANA'S INDEX VIOLENT CRIME 

RATES BY PARISH 1 1977-19781 

Criminal Forcible :A.olmery Aggravated Total Homic~ide Rape Assault Violent 
Crime Rate Cr.ime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate 1977 1978 %.6. 1977 1978 \:;.6. 1977 1978 %A 1977 1978 %.6. 1977 1978 %.6. 

Louisiana 15.4 15.7 1.9 30·.9 34.4 11. 3 143.2 172.3 20.3 jjj.8 360.3 7.9 523.4 582.9 11.4 
Acadia 9.2 5.5 11. 0 9.2 16.5 11.0 145.6 154.6 6.2 182.5 180.3 -1.2 Allen 9.5 0.0 4.7 14.4 9.5 48.2 23.9 43.4 47.9 106.1 Ascension 6.9 9.0 18.6 27.0 27.9 47.3 319.1 347.1 8.8 372.7 430.5 15.5 Assumption 9.7 0.0 0.0 14.4 9.7 14.4 107.4 105.7 126.9 134.6 Avoye11es 10.3 20.4 15.'3 10.2 7.7 10.2 222.4 334.1 50.2 256.0 374.9 46.4 Beauregard 11. 0 3.6 lLO 10.8 22.0 32.5 242.2 173.7 286.3 220.7 -22.9 Bienville 29.6 11.6 35.5 0 •. 0 88.8 5.8 136.2 22!L4 290.1 243.8 Bossier 5.5 ,.... f~ 

39.9 32.0 59.2 83.6 405.3 422.4 4.2 510.1 550.7 8.0 
.!..~. '') 

Caddo 20.5 18.1 27.1 47.4 74.9 97.4 143.5 47.3 300.7 321. 7 7.0 445.9 530.9 19.1 Ca1casieu 14.1 13.3 21. 8 32.3 90.5 81. 7 -9.7 375.4 367.7 -2.1 501. 9 1395.1 -1.4 H 
Caldwell 39.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.a 29.2 117.7 117.7 166.8 146.3 H Cameron 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.4 829.5 1,154.4 39.2 829.5 1,164.9 40.4 I Catahou1a 17.2 0.0 68.8 136.4 8.6 0.0 378.9 247.3 473.6 383.7 

I-' 
N Claiborne 31.0 23.9 6.2 11. 9 93.1 11.9 130.4 143.8 260.9 191. 8 Concordia 4.5 8.9 36.2 8.9 81. 6 80.9 340.0 377.7 11.1 462.4 476.6 3.1 DeSoto 33.8 12.6 21.1 4.2 25.3 0.0 118.3 282.6 198.6 299.5 E.B.R. 14.0 10.5 61.2 50.8 -17.0 153.2 144.1 -5.9 609.5 601.0 -1.4 838.1 806.5 -3.8 E. Carroll 33.8 0.0 8.4 17.1 16.9 0.0 473.8 489.1 3.2 533.1 506.2 -5.0 ' , 

i~ 
E. Feliciana 12.5 0.0 25.0 12.1 18.7 30.2 375.7 254.2 432.1 296.5 I' 
Evangeline 9.1 12.0 30.3 6.0 21.2 18.0 188.4 315.1 67.3 249.2 351.1 40.9 ,~ 

Ii )\ Franklin 0.0 20.8 4.2 4.1 0.0 16.6 76.4 100.1 80.6 141.8 I') i Grant 20.1 6.6 0.0 6.6 6.7 6.6 208.5 237.6 235.4 257.4 i! 
II Iberia 11.0 10.8 9.4 18.5 15.7 46.4 48.7 71.1 84.8 146.9 73.2 
~I 

I~ K 
Ibervil1e 3.2 6.4 29.2 29.2 6.5 22.7 240.9 253.3 5.1 279.9 311. 8 11. 4 , ! 

1 
Jackson 42.2 11.8 6.0 17.7 18.0 0.0 241.2 218.9 307.5 248.5 1'1 

Ii 
iti i Jefferson 9.1 9.8 30.6 32.3 5.6 152.1 194.1 27.6 336.0 374.6 11.5 527.9 610.9 15.7 t Jeff. Davis 6.3 9.5 '19.1 3.1 3.1 57.0 38.3 91.9 67.1 161.7 r .• ' Lafayette 7.5 7.4 27.1 21. 6 47.5 80.4 69.3 691. 5 407.7 -41.0 773.8 517.2 -33 :2 f~; :1 
11 Lafourche 17.1 2.6 2.6 7.8 17.1 18.2 178.1 188.5 5.8 215.1 217.1 0.9 I" 

'\ 

I" 
Ii LaSalle 13.4 6.5 6.7 0.0 6.7 0.0 168.1 341.1 195.0 347.7 
n 

I,~ II Lincoln 8.0 8.0 16.1 48.3 35.0 49.3 245.6 354.8 44.5 305.0 459.7 50.7 1:: 
,I 

Livingston 8.3 12.0 0.0 18.0 8.3 24.0 227.0 296.4 30.6 243.7 350.4 43.8 
'I 

1'*"+ 
11 Madison 55.4 27.3 83.1 81.9 27.7 54.6 6!i1. 3 778.3 19.5 817.6 942.2 15.2 

" 1')\' 
Ii Morehouse 9.0 5.9 15.1 11.8 24.2 26.7 190.9 157.3 -17.6 239.4 201.8 -15.7 \' ~i Natchitoches 13.6 8.2 10.9 8.2 43.6 11.0 180.2 190.7 5.8 248.4 218.4 -12.1 !~ r , 
1.1 Orleans 30.8 37.3 21.1 64.1 69.3 8.1 584.2 710.8 21. 7 380.4 486.3 27.8 1,059.7 1,303.8 23,0 !~ ~t 
II , 

I"~ ,I 
I-.,! 

'} 
r" '1 

1 
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TABLE 6 (CONT/D) 

Criminal Forcible Robbery Aggravated Total Homicide Rape Assault Violent 
Crime Rate Crime Rate Criml' Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate 1977 1978 %.6 1977 1978 %.6 1977 1978 %.6 1977 1978 %~ 1977 1978 ~~ 

Ouachita 7.7 11. 4 33.2 36.7 38.6 42.8 10.9 409.5 562.3 37.3 489.0 653.3 H.6 Plaquemines 3.7 7.4 0.0 3.7 41.1 18.7 187.2 333.3 78.0 232.1 363.3 56.5 Pointe Coupee 9.1 13.2 9.1 0.0 9.1 13.2 160.6 167.B 188.2 194.2 Rapides 13.6 16.8 28.8 19.2 83.3 73.6 -11.6 289.1 292 .9 1.3 414.9 402.6 -3.0 Red River2 0.0 21.6 N/A 0.0 21. 6 N/A 0.0 32.4 N/A 20.9 443.2 N/A 20.9 518.9 N/A Richland 22.9 18.5 9.1 27.8 9.1 27.8 284.6 241.5 -15.1 326.0 315.9 -3.1 Sabine 25.0 14.9 5.0 9,9 5.0 4.9 135.2 104.5 170.2 134.3 St. Bernard 6.5 4.q 3.2 16.0 52.7 53.0 181. 4 186.3 2.7 244.1 260.1 6.6 St. Charles 14.6 23.0 23.3 34.5 49.6 51. 8 485.2 547.3 12.8 572.9 656.7 14.6 St. Helena 30.0 10.1 80.1 40.4 0.0 10.1 260.5 283.0 370.7 343.6 St. James 0.0 5.0 15.4 25.0 10.2 15.0 287.9 320.9 11.5 313.6 366.0 16,7 St. John 7.5 17.4 7.5 27.9 33.8 27.9 229.4 286.6 24.9 278.3 360.1 29.4 H St. Landz'Y 4.8 12.0 19.2 13.2 14.4 28.8 217.9 294.5 35.2 256.4 348.6 36,0 
H 
I St. Martin 5.6 19.4 22.5 63.9 11.2 13.8 265.4 397.3 49.7 304.9 494.6 62.2 

" 

t-' st. Marl' 14.6 16.2 16.2 24.3 47.1 71. 3 359.4 3B4.1 6.9 437.4 495.9 13.4 'i 

w 

it 
St. Tanunany· 6.9 12.9 24.2 37.8 46.1 49.6 324.4 234.3 -27.8 401. 7 334.8 -16.7 i! 
Tangipahoa 39.2 15.7 27.0 31. 4 43.2 39.2 243.4 166.3 -31. 7 352.9 252.7 -28.4 li 

" 

Tensas 23.8 0.0 23.8 47.7 0.0 0.0 179.2 310.4 227.0 358.2 Ii 
' , Terrebonne 7.9 17.8 4.5 22 • .1 57.1 57.0 -0.2 137.1 188.9 37.8 206.8 286.2 38.4 
i 

Ii 
i Union 15.0 19.9 5.0 9.9 55.0 4.9 480.3 502.7 4.7 555.3 537.6 -3.2 H 
I. , I Vermilion 6.4 4.2 10.7 14.9 25.8 42.5 99.1 97.9 142.3 159.6 12.2 i' ., Vernon 12.1 21. 7 24.2 26.1 118.9 76.2 560.6 553.3 -1. 3 715.9 677 .5 -5.4 I:, Washington 11. 7 18.5 21.1 30.1 51.6 57.9 298.3 268.9 -9.9 382.9 375.6 -1.9 

f, 
~ Webster 24.4 14.2 24.4 26.1 31. 8 40.4 188.5 156.8 -16.8 269.4 237.7 -11.8 

~, 
' i W.B.R. 33.4 33.1 22.2 22.1 94.7 110.5 434.5 536.2 23.4 584.9 It?2.0 20..0 i j 

i I 
W. Carroll 7.5 0.0 7.5 23.3 0.0 7.7 181.2 101.2 196.3 132.4 i { W. Feliciana 9.9 0.0 19.8 10.1 39.7 30.4 168.9 121.6 238.5 162.1 ti Winn 30.1 23.2 42.2 11.6 24.1 0.0 597.0 365.6 -38.8 693.5 400.4 -42.3 j 

f'; 

• I 

f.( 
1Percent changes l( (%6 ) were not computed for those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. ,,,,! 

! ~. 2peroent changes (% A) were not computed for the parish where the major law enforcement agency in the parish had three or more I~ months of LUCR deliquent in 1977. 
, f 

Sources: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. I, 
'\ I • 

, 
I Louisiana Tech University, The Louisiana Economy. 
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TABLE 7 

COMPARISON OF ,LOUISIANA'S INDEX PROPERTY 
CRIME INCIDENCES BY PARISH 1 1977-19781 

Burglary Larceny-Theft Motor Vehicle Theft Total Property 

Offenses Reported Offenses Reported Offenses Reported Offenses Reported 
1977 1978 %4 1977 1978 %4 1977 1978 %A 1977 1978 %C. 

Louisiana 45,544 50,529 10.9 95,506 101,905 5.6 13,238 14,323 8.2 155,288 166,757 7.4 

Acadia 345 354 2.6 595 632 6.2 33 36 973 1,022 5.2 
Allen 74 77 4.1 280 253 -9.6 20 13 374 343 -8.3 
Ascension 407 356 -12.5 583 615 5.5 61 56 -8.2 1,051 1,027 -2.3 
Assumption 69 91 31.9 105 69 -35.2 9 12 183 171 -6.6 

'i:\. i. Avoye11es 155 90 -41.9 205 184 -10.2 8 15 368 289 -21.5 "".\1 

Beauregard 165 177 7.3 299 305 5.5 33 46 487 528 8.4 ~;"~ Bienville ~5 29 98 84 -14 .3 0 4 153 117 -23.5 • 'l'f".~/', 
Bossier 1,035 1,000 -3.4 2,327 1,932 -17.0 209 174 -16.7 3,571 3,106 -13.0 
Caddo 3,733 4,479 20.0 8,693 8 ,971 3.2 675 888 31.6 13,101 14,338 9.4 
Ca1casip,u 2,148 2,175 1.3 3,772 4,543 20.4 341 449 31. 7 6,261 7,167 14.5 

H Cal,dwell 68 70 2.9 136 135 -0.7 1 5 205 no 2.4 
H Cameron 23 30 119 132 10.9 3 1 145 163 12.4 , .... Catahoula 52 98 88.5 140 151 7.9 3 8 195 257 31.8 "" Claiborne 83 5~ -28.9 107 104 -2.8 10 6 200 169 -15.5 

Concordia 234 178 -23.9 428 432 0.9 34 26 696 636 -8.6 
DeSota 77 96 24.7 143 137 -4.2 7 5 227 238 4.8 i 

I East Baton Rouge 7,654 7,730 1.0 16,727 17,476 4.5 1,660 1,835 10.5 26,041 27,041 3.8 I 
East Carroll 107 68 -36.4 172 141 -18.0 1 2 280 211 -24.6 I 

East Feliciana 59 42 66 33 11 4 136 79 -41.9 Ii 
Evangeline 39 91 153 186 21.6 5 16 197 293 48.7 

~ Franklin 26 20 45 44 2 7 73 71 -2.7 
Grant 71 44 141 100 -29.1 2 1 214 145 -32.2 
Iberia 423 454 7.3 711 731 2.8 52 75 44.2 1,186 1,260 6.2 '. Ibervi11e 264 157 -40.5 548 344 -37.2 12 10 824 511 -38.0 ti, 
Jackson 103 81 -21.4 160 153 -4.4 10 8 273 242 -11.4 '* Jef1;erson 6,,794 7,621 12.2 13,069 14,293 9.4 2,270 2,570 13.2 22,133 24,494 10.6 

I' , ' 
I ~ 

i Jefferson Davis 158 141 -10.8 321 338 5.8 15 10 494 489 -1.0 ii 
Lafayette 2,192 2,481 13.2 2,675 3,057 14.3 433 403 -6.9 5,300 5,941 12.1 I ~ I 

II Lafourche 316 355 12.3 1,119 1,220 9.0 77 69 -10.4 1,512 1,644 8.7 ' , 
~ LaSalle 64 106 65.6 53 79 49.1 2 8 119 193 62.2 '" 

11 Lincoln 278 276 -0.7 722 611 -15.4 29 39 1,029 926 -10.0 
; ~ 

!I t : 
I Livingston 257 365 42.0 657 638 -2.9 16 32 930 1,035 11.3 
~, Madison 110 155 40.9 270 189 -30.0 23 23 403 367 -8.9 ,( 

L! Morehouse 241 365 51.5 687 643 -6.4 41 39 969 1,047 8.0 '" .l I .. -I, Natchitoches 185 212 14.6 294 197 -33.0 9 13 488 422 -13.5 I, ',t. ~j Orleans 8,692 10,514 21.0 19,754 22,183 12.3 5,504 5,491 0.2 33,950 38,188 12.5 l ~!: ,I ~ 

" ,1. 1 1 ~ 
i i 

\l 
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j -¥~-=!,-,:~-:-:; ... '-:-.:.':-'::'~' ~~' - -~ :~.-~_ ~::,C-'~·"::::::'"·-·-o:<~"~:-:--.z.:':-~~~~.,_"101('::--.'::'!:;:::,:~:~C:tr::::c. -:.. :~-.~ .::':::::::" '._.-: -:7',---

'-
.~ , 

"-



r 

:H 
,; H 
I , 
if--' 
'tn 

·1 
'i 

I. 

TABLE 7 (CONT'D) 

Ouachita 
Plaquemines 
Pointe Coupee 
Rapides 
Red River2 
Richland 
Sabine 
St. Bernard 
St. Charles 
St. Helena 
st. James 
St. John 
St. Landry 
st. Martin 
st. Mary 
st. Tammany 
Tangipahoa 
Tensas 
Terrebonne 
Union 
Vermilion 
Vernon 
Washington 
We\:)ster 
t'i'''!st Baton Rouqe 
West Cr.lrrol1 -
West Fe1iciana 
Winn 

Burglary 

Offenses Reported 
1977 1978" %A 

1,098 
158 

41 
1,154 

3 
69 

108 
382 
232 
14 
60 
93 

286 
94 

717 
1,082 

538 
47 

1,058 
152 
222 
307 
327 
256 
110 

17 
66 
97 

1,130 
:H2 

43 
1,403 

25 
114 

91 
365 
315 

10 
85 
72 

309 
156 
775 

1,345 
538 

75 
1,122 

169 
242 
423 
319 
305 
100 

22 
49 
78 

2.9 
34.2 

21.6 
N/A 

65.2 
-15.7 

- 4.5 
35.8 

41.7 
- 22.6 

B.O 
66.0 
8.l 

24.3 
0.0 

/).0 
11. 2 

9.0 
37.8 
- 2.4 
19.1 
-9.1 

-19.6 

Larceny-Theft 

Offenses Reported 
1977 1978%A 

4,092 
477 

32 
3,501 

2 
188 
214 
'763 
486 

14 
B2 

178 
803 
154 

1,078 
1,971 
1,535 

102 
1 1 086 

262 
408 
651 
844 
591 
273 

82 
83 

190 

4,162 
407 

49 
3,456 

14 
17f:) 
225 
917 
655 

12 
108 
226 
680 
226 

1,152 
1,856 
1,629 

119 
1,303 

208 
389 
735 
736 
507 
285 

8]' 
109 
149 

1.7 
-14.7 

-1.3 
N/A 

-6.4 
5.1 

20.2 
34.8 

31. 7 
2i.O 

-15.3 
46.8 
6.9 

-5.8 
6.1 

16.7 
20.0 

-20.6 
-4.7 
12.9 

-12.8 
-14.2 

4.4 
-1.2 
31.3 

-21.6 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Offenses Reported 
'1977 1978 % A 

295 
53 

4 
237 

1 
12 
13 

138 
6~ 

4 
9 

30 
35 
16 

170 
166-
in 

1 
116 

15 
16 
12 
48 
23 
24 

2 
9 

18 

:$30 
67 

3 
241 
13 
20 
10 

165 
73 

1 
11 
12 
49 
11 

221 
249 

96 
5 

131 
21 
34 
28 
69 
19 
26 

7 
6 
6 

11.9 
26.4 

1.7 
N/A 

19.6 
5.8 

30.0 
50.0 
18.5 

12.9 

Total Property 

Offenses Reported 
1977 1978 %A 

5,485 
688 

77 
4,892 

6 
2G9 
335 

1,283 .,0., 
'v, 
32 

151 
3()1 

1,124 
264 

1,965 
3,219 
2,154 

150 
2,260 

429 
646 
970 

1.219 
870 
407 
101 
158 
305 

5, 64~2 
686 

95 
5,100 

52 
310 
326 

1,~·U 
1,043 

23 
204 
310 

1,03B 
393 

2,14B 
3,450 
2,263 

199 
2,556 

398 
G65 

1,186 
1,124 

831 
411 
110 
164 
233 

2.5 
-0.3 
23.4 
4.3 
N/A 

15.2 
-2.7 
12.8 

35.1 
3.0 

-i.7 
48.9 
9.3 

-7.2 
5.1 

n.7 
13.1 
-7.2 

2.9 
22.3 
-'1.6 
-';.5 

1.0 
8.9 
3.B 

-23.6 

Ipercent changes (~) were not computed for those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

2Percent changes (~ were not computed for the parish where the major law enforcement agency in the parish had three or more 
months of LUCR delinquent in 1977. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System DiVision, 



r 

I 

J 

TABLE 8 ! 
COMPARISON OF LOUISIANA/S INDEX PROPERTY CRIME 

RATES BY PARISH 1 1977-19781 ; 

~ 
i 

Motor Vehicle Total i 
1( 

Burglary 
Larceny-Theft Theft Property 

I Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate 
1977 1978 %6 1977 1978 %~ 1977 1978 %6 1977 1978 %6 

:i 
I 

Louisiana 1,161.4 1,265.5 9.0 2,461. 0 2,552.2 3.7 337.5 358.7 6.3 3,960.0 4,176.4 5.5 i 
Acadia 636.1 651.5 2.4 1,097.1 1,163.2 6.0 60.8 66.2 1,794.1 1,881.0 4.8 

, 
Allen 354.5 371. 4 4.8 1,341.5 1,220.5 -9.0 95.8 62.7 1,791.9 1,654.6 -7.7 
Ascension 948.1 <302.4 -15.4 1,358.1 1,386.2 2.1 142.1 126.2 -11.2 2,448.3 2,314.9 -5.4 
Assurnptj,on 337.0 437.6 29.9 512.8 327.0 -36.2 43.9 57.7 893.8 822.3 -S.O 
Avoye11es 400.8 229.5 -42.7 530.1 469.2 -11.5 20.6 38.2 951.6 737.0 -22.6 
Beauregard 605.7 640.6 5.8 1,060.9 1,103.9 4.1 121.1 166.4 1,787.7 1,911.1 6.9 
Bienville 325.7 168.3 580.3 487.6 -16.0 0.0 23.2 906.0 679.2 -25.0 

H Bossier 1,426.9 1,394.3 -2.3 3,208.1 2,693.9 -16.0 288.1 242.6 -15.8 4,923.2 4,330.9 -12.0 

H 
Caddo 1,535.6 1,847.7 20.3 3,575.9 3,700.8 3.5 277.6 366.3 32.0 5,389.2 5,914.8 9.8 

I 
t--' Ca1casieu 1,378.7 1,378.9 0.0 2,421.1 2,880.2 19.0 218.8 284.6 30.1 4,018.7 4,543.8 13.1 

0\ 

Caldwell 667.5 683.1 2.3 1,335.0 1.317.4 -1. 3 9.8 48.7 2,012.3 2,049.3 1.8 
Cameron 244.6 314.8 1,265.::> 1,385.3 9.5 31. 9 10.4 1,542.0 1,710.7 10.9 
Catahou1a <~4 7. 8 835.7 86.6 1,205.6 1,287.7 6.8 25.8 68.2 1,679.2 2,191.7 30.5 
Claiborne 515.6 353.6 -31. 4 664.7 623.4 -6.2 €'Ll 3:3.9 1,242.4 1,013.0 -18.5 
Concordia 1,060.9 800.4 -24.6 1,940.6 1,942.7 0.1 154.1 116.9 3,155.7 2,860.0 -9.4 
DeSoto 325.5 404.9 24.4 604.5 577.9 ~'4. 4 29.5 21. 0 959.6 1,004.0 4.6 
E.B.R. 2,345.5 2,326.4 -0.8 5,126.0 5,259.7 2.6 508.7 552.2 8.6 7,98~<3 8,138.4 2.0 

E. Carroll 905.4 583.4 -35.6 1,455~5 1,209.8 -16.9 8.4 17.1 2,369.4 1,810.5 -23.6 
l.j 

E. Feliciana 369.5 254.2 413.3 199.7 68.8 24.2 851. 7 478.1 -43.9 I" 

Evangeline 118.5 273.1 465.0 558.2 20.0 15.1 48.0 598.7 879.3 46.9 I·~ 
Franklin 110.3 83.4 191.0 183.5 8.4 29.2 309.8 296.1 -4.4 !'~ 
Grant ~77.6 290.4 ..,. 948.6 660.0 -30.4 13.4 6.6 1,439.7 957.0 -33.5 {;''fj\ 

Iberia . 665.7 702.3 5.7 1,117.4 1,130.9 1.2 81. 7 116.0 42.0 1,863.9 1,949.3 4.6 , .* 
Ibervil1e 859.4 509.9 -40.7 1,783.9 1,117.3 -;37.4 39.0 32.4 2,682.4 1,659.7 -38.1 ~ ~ 

Jackson 621.1 479.4 -22.8 964.9 905.5 -6.2 60.3 47.3 1,646.4 1,432.3 -13.0 
Jefferson 1,599.7 1,784.6 11.6 3,077.3 3,347.1 8.8 534.5 601. 8 12.6 5,211. 6 5,733.7 10.0 I •. 

I ... · 

Jeff.Davis 504.9 447.1 -11. 4 1,025.7 1,071. 8 4.5 47.9 31. 7 1,578.6 1,550.6 -1.8 ' .... 
'" " \ 

Lafayette 1,654.9 1,849.2 11. 7 2,019.5 2,278.5 12.8 326.9 300.3 -8.1 4,001..3 4,428.0 10.7 I :' ',k 

Lafourche. 417.0 461. 6 10.7 1,476.8 1,586.4 7.4 101. 6 89.7 -11.7 1,995.5 2,137.7 7.1 ~, 

!l.i ,.; 

LaSalle 430.3 695.4 61. 6 356.3 .518.3 45.5 13.4 52.4 800.2 1,266.2 58.2 : ,,"'l;; 

Lincoln 750.4 741. 9 -i.l 1,948.9 1,642.5 15.7 78.2 104.8 2,777.6 2,489.3 -10.4 ! \:~ j 
Livingston 535.4 731. 0 36.5 1,368.7 1,277.7 -6.6 33.3 64.0 1,937.4 2,072.8 7.0 ' ""," I L, 

f ,. 

Madison 762.1 1,058.3 38.9 1,870.8 1,290.4 -31. 0 159.3 1~7.0 2,792.4 2,505.8 -).0.3 i t(( 

Morehouse 730.3 1,083.3 48.3 2,081.8 1,908.4 -·8.3 124.2 115.7 2,936.4 3,107.5 5.8 
"" 

i 

Natchitoches 505.1 586.1 

!~ 

,I 
16.0 802.7 544.6 -32.2 24.5 35.9 .1,332.5 1,166.6 -12.5 

II Orleans }',548.8 1,794.7 15.9 3,520.0 3,786.6 7.6 980.7 937 • .'1 -4.4 6,G49.6 6,518.7 7.8 .ft"; ."" 
H 

<., 
t' 

ii 
if 
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~l·-C-~~...-t~ If> "",: ... -1'O""~v",,1-

"'--~~"'-'t...,«-\~_¢,",: " 

'6, • ,. 1>- ~ '.- ~ •• ~- ~ .. ~_?,~ 'v:'~ -:::':!. ,r .... -~""-.t:::.--~.-

I 
~ 

I 
.-"'" l_ :t I 



r 

TABLE 8 (CONT/D) 



r 

L 

{, 
I 
/. 

'I 
1 : 

t 
I, 
i. 

;1 

H 
H 
I 

f-' 
00 

ill:t 
Alexandria 
Baton Rouge 
Lafayette 
Lake Charles 
Monroe 
New Orleans 
Shreveport 

Alexandria 
Baton Rouge 
Lafayette 
Lake Charles 
Monroe 
New Orleans 
Shreveport 

Population 

1978 
POEulation 

53,153 
219,522 

83,966 
80,155 
61,380 

.585,814 
213,534 

Robbery 

Offenses 
B~E!!iU.t~d 

79 

TABLE 9 
CRI~lE WITHW LOUISIANA'S MAJOR CITIES 

COMPARED TO THE SURROUNDING STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL 
AREAS (SMSA)J 1978 

Criminal Homicide ForCible 
% of Offenses Crime % Total Offenses e~~a fQl'i!ul.iiiUQO ReEorted Rate SMSA ReEorted 

37.9 13 24.5 59 16 49.4 22 10.0 43 114 62.6 7 8.3 70 21 50.8 9 11.2 43 19 47.0 9 14.7 60 28 50.2 219 37.3 79 406 59.9 34 15.9 58 74 

Crime % Total 
Rat~ St:2,sA 
148.6 

Total Aggravated Assault Violent 
Offenses Crime % Total Offenses Rel20rted Rate SMS~ Rel20rted 

Rape 

Crime 
Rate 

30.1 
51.9 
25.0 
23.7 
45.6 
69.3 
34.7 

Crime 
Rate 85 373 ·169.9 70 259 487.3 64 367 690.5 1,439 88 104.8 81 70 87.3 54 40 65.2 71 4,164 710.8 82 324 151. 7 76 

655.5 60 1,948 887.4 436 519.3 80 522 657.4 174 217.1 30 272 339.3 617 1,005.2 84 694 1,130.7 2,849 486.3 60 7,638 1,303.8 664 311.0 58 1,096 513.3 

% Total 
SMSA 
64 
59 
72 
37 
58 
69 
50 

% Total 
SMS~ 

68 ~: 

61 
80 
35 
81 
71 
62 
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TABLE 9 (CONT'D) 

Burglary Larceny-Theft Motor Vehicle Theft 
Offenses Crime % Total Offenses Crime % Total Offenses Crime City ReEorted Rate SMSA ReEorted Rate SMSA ReEorted Rate 

Alexandria 994 1,870.1 69 2,515 4,731. 6 71 159 299.1 Baton Rouge 5,580 2,541.9 65 12,952 5,900.1 68 1,489 678.3 Lafayette 1,786 2,127.1 72 2,595 3,090.5 85 292 347.8 Lake Charles 1,021 1,273.8 48 2,480 3,094.0 55 255 318.1 Monroe 794 1,293.6 70 2,803 4,566.6 67 232 378.0 New Orleans 10,514 1,794.7 53 22,183 3,786.6 57 5,491 937.3 
II Shreveport 3,937 1,843.7 68 8,193 3,836.9 72 801 375.1 
:1 
I; 

H 
H 
I ..... 

Ie 

Total Property Total Index 

Offenses Crime % Total Offenses Crime % Total Rank by Total ReEorted Rate SMSA ReEorted Rate eM~A Index Crime Rate 
Alexandria 3,668 6,900~8 70 4,035 7,591. 3 70 3 Baton Rouge 20,021 ii,120.3 68 21,969 10,007.7 67 1 Lafayette 4,673 5,565.3 79 5,225 6,222.8 79 6 Lake Charles 3,756 4,685.9 52 4,028 5,025.3 51 7 Monroe 3,829 6,238.2 68 4,523 7,368.8 70 4 New Orleans 38,188 6,518.7 57 45,826 7,822.6 59 2 Shreveport 12,931 6,055.7 71 14 ,027 6,569.0 70 5 

Each of these clties is within an Sl>ISA and the percent comparison is made to that SMSA. 
~, ~ 

. I Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division . 
Louisiana Tech University, The Louisiana §conomy. 

L 
L,'~ I 

% Total 
SMSA 

66 
76 
72 
57 
70 
65 
74 

I ;1 
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il 
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I
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II 
11 
1\ 
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11 

II 
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TABLE 10 
COMPARISON OF CRIME IN LOUISIANA'S 

STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS (SMSA)I 1977-19781 Standard 
Metropolitan Statistical 

Population Area 

1977 1978 -. %6 Alexandria 
139,710 140,068 0.3 Baton Rouge 
435,192 444,646 2.2 Lafayette 
132,455 134,166 1.3 Lake Charles 
155,796 157,730 1.2 Monroe 
129,426 130,703 L.O New Orleans 

1,133,108 1,167,679 3.1 Shreveport 
356,459 356,190 -0.1 Total SMSA 

2,482,146 2,531,182 2.0 Total Non-SMSA 
1,439,188 1,46.1,616 1.6. Louisiana 
3,921,334 3,992,798 1.8 

H 
H 
I 

N 
0 

Total Reported % of State Index Crime Index Crime 1977 1978 %6 1977 1978 Alexandria 
5,659 5,787 2.3 3.2 3.0 Baton Rouge 

31,546 32,687 3.6 17.9 17.2 Lafayette 
6,325 6,635 4.9 3.6 3.5 Lake Charles 
7,043 7;948 12.8 4.0 4.2 Monroe 
6,118 6,476 5.9 3.5 3.4 New Orleans 69,270 78,288 13.0 39.4 43'0 ~ Shreveport 

19,106 20,057 5.0 10. ~) 10.& Total SMSA '145,067 157,878 8.8 82.5 83.1 Total Non-SMSA 
30,749 32,154 4.6 17.5 16.9 Louisiana 

175,816 190,032 8.1 100.0 100.0 

* Total may not add to 100.0 because of round~ng. 

% of State 
Population 

1977 1978 

3.6 
11.1 

3.4 
4.0 
3.3 . 

28.9 
9.1 

63.3 
36.7 

100.0* 

3.5 
11.1 

3.4 
4.0 
3.3 

29.2 
8.9 

63.4 
36.6 

100.0 

1977 
Total Index 
Crime Rate 

4,050.5 
7,248.7 
4,775.2 
4,520.6 
4,727.0 
6,113.2 
5,359.9 
5,844.4 
2,136.5 
4,483.5 

1978 

4,632.6 
7,351.2 
4,945.3 
5,038.9 
4,954.7 
6,704.5 
5,630.9 
6,237.3 
2,199.8 
4,759.3 

14.4 
1.4 
3.6 

11.5 
4.8 
9.7 
5.1 
6.7 
3.0 
6.2 

, , 



TA~LE 10 (CONT/D) 
1'/ 
,I 

II 
,I 
I! 
ii 

ii 
TOTAL II 

VIOLENT Ii OFFENSES REPORTED ., 
1977 1978 ,~ II 

I) 
II 

553 542 -2 .. 0 
I, 
II 

3,117 3,173 1.8 Ii I, 
Ii 

1,025 694 -32.3 /' II 
782 781 -0.1 Ii 

II 
633 854 34.9 

II 
8,685 10,719 23.4 II ,I 

1,564 1,782 13.9 Ii 
1/ 

16,359 18,545 13.4 II 
4,169 4,730 13.5 II 

Ii 

STANDARD 
METROPOLITAN CRIMINAL FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED STATISTICAL HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT AREA OFFENSES REPORTED OFFENSES REPORTED OFFENSES REPORTED OFFENSES REPORTED 1977 1978 %6 1977 1978 %6 1977 1978 %6 1977 1978 %6 
Alexandria 20 22 36 25 105 93 -11.4 392 402 2.6 
Baton Rouge 59 51 -13.6 212 194 -8.5 533 532 -0.2 2,313 2,396 3.6: 
Lafayette 10 10 36 29 63 108 71.4 916 547 -40.3 
Lake Charles 22 21 34 51 141 129 -8.5 585 580 -0.9 
Monroe 10 15 43 48 50 56 12.0 530 735 38.7 
New Orleans 222 276 24.3 513 589 14.8 3,997 5,072 2G.9 3,953 4,782 21.0 

H Shreveport 64 59 -1.8 105 149 41.9 293 425 45.1 1,102 1,149 4.3 H 
I 

407 454 11.5 979 1,085 10.8 5,182 6,415 23.8 9,791 10,591 8.2 
IV 'l'otal SMSA .... 

Total Non-SMSA 200 173 -13.5 233 291 24.9 434 467 7.6 3,302 3,799 15.1 
'I 
I 

20,528 23,275 13.4 

~ 
Louisiana 607 627 3.3 1,212 1,376 13.5 5,616 6,882 22.5 13,093 14,390 9.9 

, , 

~ 
~ 
I~ 
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11 i , 
10 I 
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TABLE 10 (CONT/D) 

STANDARD 
METROPOLITAN CRIMINAL 
STATISTICAL HOMICIDE AREA Cril\\t~ Rat.e 

1977 1978 %~ 

Alexandria 14.3 17.6 

Baton Rouge 13.5 11. 4 -15.6 

Lafayette 7.5 7.4 

Lake Charles 14.1 13.3 

Monroe 7.7 11. 4 

New Orleans 19.5 23.6 21. 0 

Shreveport 17.9 16.5 -7.8 

Total 
SMSA 16.3 17.9 9.8 

Total 
Non-SMSA 13.8 H.8 -14. <; 

Louisiana 15.4 15.7 1.9 

FORCIBLE 
RAPE 

Crime Rate 
1977 1978 %25: 1977 

25.7 20.0 75.1 

48.7 43.6 -10.5 122.4 

27.1 21. 6 47.5 

21.8 32.3 90.5 

33.2 36.7 38.6 

45.2 50.4 11.5 352.7 

29.4 41. 8 42.2 82.1 

39.4 42.8 8.6 208.7 

16.1 19.9 23.6 30.1 

30.9 34.4 11.3 143.2 

ROBBERY 
Crime Rate 

1978 %6 

74.4 -0.9 

119.6 -2.3 

80.4 69.3 

81. 7 -9.7 

42.8 10.9 

434.3 23.1 

119.3 45.3 

253.4 21.4 

31. 9 6.0 

172.3 20.3 

AGGRAVATED 
ASSAULT 

CI'ime Rate 
1977 1978 """%6 

280.5 

531.4 

691. 5 

375.4 

409.5 

348.U 

309.1 

394.4 

229.4 

333.a 

321. 8 14.7 

538.8 1. 4 

407.7 -41.0 

367.7 -2.1 

562.3 37.3 

409.5 17.4 

322.5 4.3 

418.4 6.1 

259.9 13.3 

360.3 7.9 

1977 

395.8 

716.2 

773.8 

501.9 

489.0 

766.4 

438.7 

659.0 

289.6 

523.4 

i 
I 
I 
I 

i 

r 
TOTAL Ii 

" VIOLENT 
Ii Crime Rate 
II 

1978 %6 U 

~ 433.8 9.6 'I {, 

713.6 -·(}.4 I 
1 
i 

517.2 -33.2 i 
If 

495.1 -1.4 !I 
I' 

653.3 33.6 it 

Ii 
917.9 19.8 H 

Ii 500.2 14.0 Ii 

!! \, 

II 
732.6 11.2 1I 

f' ,I 
Ii 
H 

323.6 11. 7 Ii 

11 
Ii 582.9 11.4 11 
'1 

I] 
r~ 
~~ 
i~ 
t4 
H· 
i't\ 
[,jt 
I~ 
'~' 

ft~ 
I~ 
1\ ! ,j 

I ~l 
I' it 1, ' , , , 
i 
' .. 

'-
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TABLE 10 (CONT/D) /1 
" Ii 
Ii 
Ji 
II 
H 

STANDARD 
I, 
If ,; 

METROPOLITAN 
STATISTICAL 
AREA 

Alexandria 

Baton Rouge 

Lafayette 

Lake Charles 
H 
H Monroe , 
N 
W New Orleans 

Shreveport 
;, I 

Total , , 
SMSA 

Total 

" II 
p BURGLARY 
,I LARCENY-THEFT MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT TOTAL PROPERTY Ii Offenses ReEorted Offenses ReEorted ~fenses B~I2Qx:t~g Offenses Belflc:r:::ted Ii 
Ii 

1977 1978 %b, 1977 1978 %b, 1977 1979 %6 1977 1978 %b, r 
'/ 

1,225 1,447 18.1 3,642 3,556 -2.4 239 242 1.3 5,106 5,245 2.7 /i 

/1 
8,428 8,551 1.5 

11 
18,240 19,014 4.2 1,761 1,949 10.7 28,429 29,514 3.8 ~ 2,192 2,481 13.2 2,675 Ii 3,057 14.3 433 403 -6.9 5,300 5,941 12.1 JI 

Ii 2,148 2,175 1.3 3,772 4,543 20.4 341 449 31. 7 6,261 7,167 14.5 Ii 
I! 1,098 1,130 2.9 4,092 4,162 1.7 295 330 11.9 5,485 5,622 2.5 II 
II 

16,950 19,845 17.1 35,557 39,249 10.4 8,078 8,475 4.9 60,585 67,569 11.( 
/1 5,024 5,784 15.1 11,611 11,410 -1. 7 907 1,081 19.2 17,542 18,275 4'.2 I 

37,065 41,413 11. 7 79,589 84,991 6.8 12,054 12,929 7.3 128,708 139,333 8.3 
Non-SMSA 8,479 9,116 7~5 16,917 16,914 0.0 1,184 1,394 17.7 26,580 2'7,424 3.2 

Louisiana 

".. ! 

45,544 50,529 10.9 96,506 101,905 5.6 13,238 14,323 8.2 155,288 166,757 7.4 

. , 

L 
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TABLE 10 (CONT'D) 

STANDARD 
METROPOLITAN 
STATISTICAL BURGLARY 
AREA Crime Rate 

1977 1978 %6 

Alexandria 876.8 1,158.3 32.1 . 
Baton Rouge 1,936.6 1,923.1 -0.7 

Lafayette 1,654.9 1,849.2 11. 7 

Lake Charles 1,378.7 1,378.9 0.0 

Monroe 848.3 864.5 1.9 

New Orleans 1,495.8 1,699 .. 5 13.6 

Shreveport 1,409.4 1,623.8 15.2 

Total SMSA 1,493.2 1,636.1 9.6 

Total Non-
SMSA 589.1 623.6 5.9 

Louisiana 1,161.4 1,265.5 9.0 

LARCENY-THEFT MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT TOTAL PROPERTY 
Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate 

1977 1978 %.6 1977 1978 %6 1977 1978 

2,606.8 2,846.6 9.2 171.0 193.7 13.3 3,654.7 4,19iL7 

4,191.2 4,276.2 2.0 404.6 438.3 8.3 6,532.5 6,637.6 

2,019.5 2,278.5 12.8 326.9 300.3 -8.1 4,001.;:' 4,428.0 

2,421.1 2,880.2 19.0 218.8 284.6 30.1 4,018.7 4,543.8 

3,161.6 3,184.3 0.7 227.9 252.4- 10.8 4,237.9 4.301. 3 

3,138.0 3,361. 2 7.1 712.9 725.7 1.8 5,346.7 5,786.6 

3,257.3 3,203.3 -1. 7 254.4 303.4 19.3 4,921.1 5,130.6 

3,206.4 3,357.7 4.7 485.6 510.7 5.2 5,185.3 5,504.6 

1,175.4 1,157.2 -1.5 82.2 95.3 15.9 1,846.8 1,876.2 

2,461.0 2,552.2 3.7 337.5 358.7 6.3 3,960.0 4,176.4 

H 1 11 Percent changes (%6) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

L 

ri Sources: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
~! Louisiana Tech University, The Louisiana Economy. 
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1.6 

10.7 

13.1 

1.5 
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TABLE 11 ' , ! I 

1/ LOUISIANA'S INDEX CRIMES BY MONTH
J 1977-19781 I, 

I! 
IJ 

,,' 

'I " 

II 
II 
H 
;1 

f-l Jan. Feb. Ma'rch Apri! Hay ~une July Aug. ~~t. Oct. Nov. ~ Total 11 
p Criminal 1978 '+4 4" 47 51 57 47 59 51 52 48 66 63 627 1/ Homicide 1977 21 60 40 42 61 48 61 ~1 57 54 47 6& 607 Ii %~ 6.6 3.3 + .0 8.8 3.1 + 3.3 Ii Forcible 1978 84 77 79 89 141 116 178 141 131 134 106 100 1,376 II Rape 1977 Bb 80 110 101 116 117 123 115 106 102 76 78 1,212 

,j 

" :1 %6 I+.~ 3.8 - 28.2 - 11.9 + 21~6 .9 + 44 .7 + 22.6 + 23.6 + 31.4 + 39.5 + 28.2 + U.5 if , 
Ii 

'r 

II 
Robbery 1978 54,+ 516 436 384 443 471 569 &79 633 632 703 972 6,882 Ii 

'I 
1977 1+1+6 1+30 390 443 1+87 459 516 1+73 5~6 424 490 532 5,616 II %6 + 22.0 + 20.0 + 11..8 - 13.3 9.0 + 2.6 + 10.3 + 22.4 + 20.3 + 49.1 + 43.5 + 82.7 + 22.5 

/i 
;j ,Aggravated 197!l 907 859 1,047 1'1&2 1,278 1,304 1,399 1,372 1,387 1,343 1,151 1,181 14,390 II ;/ 

I 
"'H Assault 1977 t)1:I2 851 1,028 1'104 1,200 1,067 1,180 1,185 1,320 1,105 1,096 1,075 13,093 
:IH 

.I 
.'11 %~ + 2.R + .9 • 1.8 + 5.3 + 6.5 + 22.2 + 18 .6 + 15.8 + 5.1 + 21.5 + 5.0 + 9.9 + 9. 9 i it;: 

Total 1978 If~79 1.494 1.609 1'686 1,919 1,938 2,205 2,143 2,203 2,157 2,026 2,316 23 ,275 II 
I, 

I 
Violent 1977 1,'+37 1,421 1,568 1'690 1,864 1,691 1,880 1,824 2,009 1,685 1,709 !.750 20,528 I 

I' 

%6 + 9.9 + 5.1 + 2.6 .2 + J.O + 14.6 + 17.3 + 17.5 + 9.7 + 28.0 + 18.5 + 32.3 + U. 4 I 
I Burglary 1978 4011f> ,}. b29 3,721 3'792 4,088 4,020 4,805 4,709 4,607 4,374 4,116 4,5~2 50,529 I : 1977 3,71ti 3,461 3.736 3'494 3,411 3,739 4,131 4,lQO 4,?29 3,841 3,738 3,81,6 45,544 %6 + 10.7 • 4.9 .4 • 8.5 • 19.8 + 7.5 + 16 .3 + 12.4 + 8.9 + 13.9 + 10.1 + 18.0 + 10. 9 

i I Larceny 1978 7.127 7,034 7.913 8'095 8,869 8,943 9,224 9,568 8,639 8,tS47 8,671 8,975 101,905 I Theft 1977 0,959 6,944 7,853 7'976 8,032 8,699 8,666 8,938 8,276 8,144 7,816 8,203 96,506 

I" 

1"1 %A + 2.,+ + 1.3 '. .8 + 1.5 • 10.4 + 2.8 + 6,4 + 7.0 + 4.4 + 8.6 + 10.9 + 9.4 + 5.6 
Motor 1978 1,1'+3 990 1,000 1'075 1,159 1,243 1,446 1,314 1,338 1,281 1,156 1,178 14,323 Vehicle 1977 94H 1,013 1,1'+4 1'015 1,145 1,147 1,164 1,177 1,253 1,171 1,007 1,054 13,238 ~ :r Theft u\ + ~O.b 2.~ - 12.6 + 5.9 + 1.2 + ~.4 + 2~.2 + 11.6 + 6.8 + 9.4 + 14.8 + 11.8 + 8.2 "-'1 

~. 
,tl Total 1978 12,.3~6 11 ,6'ij 12,634 12'9&2 14,116 14.206 15,475 IS,5en 11t,584 14,502 13,943 14,705 166,757 
~" j 

\ Property 1977 11 ,625 11.418 12.,733 12'485 12,ti88 13,585 13,961 14,3n5 13,758 13~156 12,561 13,113 155,288 I~ .' %b- ,+ b.!) • 201 .8 + 3.8 + 12.1 + ~.6 + 10.8 + 9.0 + 6.0 + 10.,2 + 11.0 + 12.1 + 7,4 
~,' 

~ 
Total 1978 13,9b!> 13,147 14.243 14'648 16,035 16,144 17,680 17,734 16,787 16,659 15,969 17,021 l CJO,032 Index 1977 13'uo£ 12,a3~ 14,..\01 l /·p 175 14,~52 15.276 15,841 16 ,129 15,767 14,841 14,270 14,863 175,816 ; Offenses %6 + 0.'1 + 2.~ .4 + 3.3 + 11.0 + 5.7 + 11.6 + 10.0 + 6.5 + 12 .• 2 + 11.9 + 14.5 + 8."1 ,1 

~ 1., . I Percent changes (% 6) were not computed for those instances where the units of comparisons were less than 50 . i) I : 
I: 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Informat.ion System Division. I~~ 
Ii ..... '"--~" _. ~-- -.~ 
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I TABLE 12 
OFFENSES REPORTED AND CRIME RATES 

BY POPULATION GROUPJ 1977-1978 

CRIMINAL FORCIBLE 
AGGRAVATED TOTAL HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT VIOLENT 

POPULATION % OF OFF. OFF. OFF. OFF. OFF. 
GROUP STATE POP. REP'T RATE REP'T RATE REP'T. RATE REP'T RATE REP'T. RATE 8,000 - 1978 2.0 3 3.7 29 36.0 11 13.6 315 391.1 358 444.5 
11,999 1977 2.1 16 19.8 21 25.9 8 9.9 250 309.5 295 365.2 

(N=8) % -4.8 
26.0 26.4 21.4 21. 7 12,000 - 1978 9.4 49 13.0 54 14..3 87 23.1 999 265.5 1,189 316.0 

24,999 1977 9.5 72 19.4 61 16.4 109 29.3 919 247.6 1,161 312.9 
(N=20) % -1.1 -11.5 -12.8 -20.2 -21.2 8.7 7.2 2.4 1.0 H 25,000 - 1978 16.7 84 12.5 152 22.7 241 36.0 1,933 289.4 2,410 360.8 

H 49,999 1977 16.6 64 9.8 109 16.7 209 32 .0 1,618 248.0 2,000 306.6 

I 
"-I (N=lB,) % 0.6 31. 3 27.6 39.4 35.9 15.3 12.5 19.5 16.7 20.5 17.7 

0\ 

50,000'- 1978 18.4 84 11.4 161 21.9 338 46.1 1,689 230.3 2,272 309.9 
89,9S9 1977 18.3 88 12.2 116 16.1 270 37.5 1,632 226.8 2,106 292.7 

(N=10) % 0.5 - 4. 5' ;"6.6 38.8 36.0 25.2 22.9 3.5 1.5 7.9 5.9 120,000- 1978 13.7 67 12.2 152 27.7 385 70.3 2,228 406.9 2,832 517.2 
159,999 1977 13.8 59 10.8 149 27.4 358 65.9 2,392 440.9 2,958 545.2 

(N=4) % - 0.7 13.6 13.0 2.0 1.1 7.5 6.7 -6.9 -7.7 -4.3 -5.1 over 1978 39.8 340 21.4 828 52.1 5,820 366.6 7,226 455.1 14,214 895.3 
200,000 1977 39.7 .308 19.8 756 48.6 4,662 299.7 6,282 403.9 12,008 772.0 

(N=4) % 0.3 10.4 8.1 9.5 7.2 24.8 22.3 15.0 12.7 18.4 16.0 Louisiana 1978 627 15.7 1,376 34.4 6,882 172 .3 14,390 360.3 23,275 582.9 1977 607 15.4 1,212 30.9 5,616 143.2 13,093 333.8 20,528 523.4 
(N=64) % 3.3 1.9 13.5 11. 3 22.5 20.3 9.9 7.9 13 .4 11.4 

l 
1 t.,. I 
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TABLE 12 (CONT/D) d 

11 
I: 
I; 
;! 

MOTOR VEHICLE TOTAL II 
BURGLARY LARCENY-THEFT THEFT TOTAL PROPERTY INDEX CRIME i! 

" POPULATION OFF. OFF. OFF. OFF. OFF. l: 

GROUP REP'T RATE REP'T. RATf,; REP'T RATE Bi~':J,; RATI:; .,Bf,jP':J,; RATE 

8,000- 1978 425 52 0'.7 813 1,.009.4 41 50.9 1,,279 1,588.0 1,637 2,032.5 
11,999 1977 380 470.4 768 950.8 23 28.4 1,171 1,449.7 1,466 1,814.9 

(N=8) , 11.8 12.2 5.9 6.2 9.2 9.5 11. 7 12.0 
)' 

12,000- 1978 1,680 446.5 2,957 785.9 221 58.7 4,858 1,291.1 6,047 1,607.2 
24,999 1977 1,679 452.5 3,219 867.5 227 61.1 5,125 1,381. 2 6,286 1,694.1 

(N=20) , 0.1 -1. 3 - 8.1 -9.4 -2.6 -3.9 - 5.2 -6.5 -3.8 -5.1 

25,000- 1978 4,274 639.9 7,942 1,189.0 589 88.1 12,805 1,971.1 15,215 2,278.0 
49,999 197'.r 3,838 588.3 8,248 1,264.4 496 76.0 12,582 1,928.8 14,582 2,235.4 

i' H (N=18) , 11.4 8.8 -3.7 -6.0 18.8 15.9 1.8 -0.6 -4.3 1.9 
H 

·1 , I 50,000- 1978 6,617 902.6 12,052 1,643.9 1,265 172.5 19,934 l,719.1 22,206 3,029.0 :l , 
IV II 

l! 
" 

-.J 89,999 1977 6,182 859.3 11,988 1,666.3 1,077 149.7 19,247 2,765.3 21,353 2,968.1 
11 Ii (N=10) , 7.0 5.0 0.5 -1. 3 17.5 15.2 3.6 1.6 4.0 2.1 ;! 

iI ,'I 

4,352.3 26,662 4,869.6 'j lj 120,000- 1978 7,189 1,31300 15,218 2,179.4 1,423 259.9 23,830 II 
I. 159,999 1977 6,592 1,215.0 14,040 2,587.9 1,306 240.7 21,938 4,043.6 24,896 4,588.9 II il (N=il) , 9.1 8.1 8.4 7.4 9.0 8.0 8.6 7.6 7.1 6.1 

ji 
" {I 

Over 1978 30,344 1,911.4 62,923 3,963.6 10,784 679.3 104,051 6,554.3 118,265 7,449.7 h 
~ r I 200,000 1977 26,873 1,727.8 58,243 3,744.8 10,109 649.9 95,225 6,122.6 107,233 6,894.7 

''ti 
(N=4) , 

12.9 1.0.6 8.0 5.8 6.7 4.5 9.3 7.1 10.3 8.0 

ij 
I 

2,552.2 14,323 358.7 166,757 4,176.4 190,032 4,759.3 Louisiana 1978 50,529 1;265.5 101,905 
I 

(N=64 ) 1977 45~544 1,151. 4 96,506 2,461.0 13,238 337.5 155,288 3,960.0 175,816 4,483.5 \: , 10.9 9.0 5.6 3.7 8.2 6.3 7.4 5.5 8.1 6.2 /' 
; 
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TABLE 13 (CONT'D) 

Marijuana Total Marijuana Total Total 
Possession Drug: Possession Sale Drug: Sale Drug Arrests 

1977 1978 1977 1978 1977 1978 1977 1978 1977 1978 '%"ZS 
" Ouachita 313 309 332 349 69 31 78 47 410 396 -3.4 \ 

Plaquemines 137 112 149 117 12 18 15 22 164 139 -15.2 
Pointe Coupee 8 1 8 1 2 3 2 4 10 5 
Rapides 546 339 5n 381 135 104 162 126 733 507 -30.8 
.Red River 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
Richland 10 21 10 25 26 16 28 19 38 44 
Sabine 16 15 17 18 9 4 10 5 27 23 
St. Bernard 106 75 119 102 51 34 73 73 192 175 -8.9 
St. Charles 176 84 177 88 24 3 27 4 204 92 -54.9 
St. HI.lj.ena 1 1 1 4 2 0 2 0 3 4 
St. Jam(:IS 20 18 26 22 26 16 26 21 52 43 
St. John 55 51 57 59 1 0 3 0 60 59 -1. 7 
SI:~. Landry 161 139 194 167 15 10 26 14 220 181 -17.7 
St. Martin 19 52 20 56 3 7 3 7 23 63 
St. Mary 224 217 231 260 11 35 12 35 243 295 21.4 , 
~}t. Tammany 171 172 191 187 35 18 40 23 231 210 -9.1 I 

H 'hngipahoa 98 66 114 80 31 37 37 47 151 127 -15.9 ~ i 
H I 
I ~l)'~msas 0 3 0 3 2 2 2 2 2 5 1/ 

N Ii 
10 1X:l:\rrebonne 115 53 123 59 15 37 21 49 H4 108 -25.0 1; 

tlnion 5 18 5 18 0 3 2 3 7 21 I, 
1I 

Vi<;Jli'mi1ion 23 21 24 22 14 3 15 5 39 27 II 
il 

ll~,rnon l46 124 157 131 83 37 108 7.3 265 204 -23.0 il 
'i Washington 116 62 129 65 28 3 28 12 157 17 -51.0 I 

Webster 45 39 48 50 11 8 12 10 60 60 0.0 .j 

West Baton Rouge 50 45 50 47 0 1 0 1 50 48 ~ West Carroll 25 35 26 35 4 0 4 0 30 35 
West Feliciana 26 10 26 13 2 1 2 1 28 l4 I~ 
Winn 18 17 21 20 2 7 2 8 23 28 ~ L 

" I ~ 
}j 

f .' , Ipercent changes (% 6) were not computed for those instances where the units of compariDon were less than 50. 1 
i 

f 
Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 11 .., 
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H 
H , 
W 
C') 

Louisiana 

Acadia 
Allen 
Ascension 
Assumption 
Avoyel1es 
Beauregard 
Bi~nville 
Bossier 
Caddo 
Calcasieu 
Caldwell 
Cameron 
Catahol.lla 
Claiborne 
Concordia 
DeSoto 
East Baton Rouge 
East Carroll 
East Feliciana 
Evangeline 
Franklin 
Grant 
Iberia 
Iberville 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Jefferson Davis 
Lafayette 
Lafourche 
LaSalle 
Lincoln 
Livingston 
Madison 
Morehouse 
Natchitoches 
Orleans 

lvlarijuana 
Possession 

1917 1978-

1,038 

6 
o 

22 
o 
7 
2 
5 
3 

51 
19 

3 
o 
7 
o 
1 
o 

144 
o 
o 
7 
o 
7 

40 
11 

1 
177 

4 
47 
12 
o 
3 
8 
o 

12 
6 

175 

813 

10 
o 

30 
4 
6 
o 
1 
1 

33 
12 

1 
o 
4 
o 
1 
3 

121 
1 
3 
6 
o 
1 

22 
1 
3 

114 
4 

43 
24 
o 
o 

10 
o 
2 
6 

126 

. TABLE 14 

LOUISIANA JUVENILE DRUG ARRESTS 
BY PARISH 1977-19781 

Total 
Drug Possession 

1977 1978 

1,095 

6 
o 

22 
o 
7 
2 
7 
3 

51 
20 

3 
o 
7 
o 
2 
o 

145 
o 
o 
9 
o 
7 

40 
11 

1 
186 

8 
47 
12 
o 
3 
8 
o 

12 
7 

190 

833 

14 
o 

30 
4 
6 
o 
7 
3 

35 
12 

1 
o 
5 
o 
1 
3 

131 
1 
3 
8 
o 
1 

22 
3 
3 

122 
4 

43 
24 
o 
o 

10 
o 
2 
6 

146 

Marijuana 
Sale 

1977 1978 

59 

2 
o 
1 
o 
o 
1 
o 
1 
1 
o 
o 
o 
\) 

o 
o 
2 

11 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
4 
o 

16 
o 
o 

26 
2 
1 
1 
o 
2 
1 
8 

1,26 

1 
o 
1 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
3 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
3 
o 
o 
7 
1 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 
o 
3 
o 
5 

Total 
Drug Sale 

1977 1978 

145 

2 
o 
1 
o 
o 
1 
o 
1 
1 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
2 

13 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
4 
o 

22 
o 
o 

28 
2 
1 
1 
o 
2 
1 
8 

94 

1 
o 
1 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
5 
1 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
9 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
3 
o 
o 

12 
2 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 
o 
3 
o 
6 

Total 
Drug Arrests 

1977 1978 iLS 

1,240 

8 
o 

23 
o 
7 
3 
7 
4 

52 
20 

4 
o 
7 
o 
2 
2 

158 
o 
o 
9 
o 
7 

40 
15 

1 
208 

8 
47 
40 

2 
4 
9 
o 

14 
8 

198 

977 

15 
o 

31 
5 
6 
o 
7 
3 

40 
13 

2 
o 
5 
o 
1 
3 

140 
1 
3 
9 
o 
1 

25 
3 
3 

134 
6 

43 
26 
o 
o 

10 
o 
5 
6 

152 

-21.2 

-11.4 

-35.6 

-23.2 
I. 
I 
I 
I ~" 

, 
I .--
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TABLE 14 (CONT'D) 

:1 
i 

"; 
Ii , Marijuana Total Marijuana Total Total i 

Possession Dru9: Possession Sale Dru9: Sale Drug Arrests Ii 
1977 1978 1977 1978 1977 1978 1977 1978 1977 1978 %ZS " Ii 

Ouachita 27 33 34 39 12 1 13 2 47 Ii 41 I 
,i 

Plaquemines 14 6 18. 6 0 0 0 0 18 6 I) 
Pointe Coupee 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 

i' ,I 

Rapides 30 21 30 23 4 5 4 5 34 28 Ii 
II 

Red River 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 il 

Richland 1 2 1 2 2 0 2 0 3 2 ,I 

\' 

Sabine 0 0 0 C 0 0 0 0 0 0 II 
St. Bernard 3 7 4 9 0 1 0 6 4 15 II 

II 

I St. Charles 24 10 24 10 1 0 1 0 25 10 !! 
" St. Helena 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 

" 

1- St. James 7 0 7 0 2 8 2 8 9 8 
Ii 

H St. John 6 3 6 3 0 0 0 0 6 3 Ii 

H St. Landry 10 11 17 12 2 0 6 0 23 12 
fJ 

I St. Martin .1 2 1 2 2 0 2 0 3 2 II 
w ..... St. Mary 16 23 16 23 0 4 1 4 17 27 

[I 

St. Tanunan,Y 24 44 24 45 1 3 1 3 25 48 II 
Ji Tangipahoa 8 2 8 2 1 0 1 1 9 :3 

il 

J: Tensas 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

, 
Terrebonne 27 13 27 ,,13 1 5 2 13 29 26 

H 

Union 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 

i Vermilion 4 1 4 1 5 1 5 1 9 2 ~ 
I, . '. 

Vernon 10 13 10 13 8 0 8 0 18 13 

i~ , 
:i J 

Washington 22 12 22 12 3 0 3 1 25 13 Ii 

, 
Webster 7 0 7 1 0 2 1 2 8 3 

~. 
.' West Baton Rouge 13 2 13 2 0 0 0 0 13 2 

,. I . West Carroll 3 13 3 13 1 0 1 0 4 13 
West Feliciana 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

11 

~. Winn 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 
I 

• I 
~!tJ-1 

rJ I) 
't I 

IPercent (%.6. ) not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. It 
changes were ' I 

< 
" 

11 
I~ 

Source: Louisiana Criminal .1ustice Information System Division. 
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TABLE 15 

DRUG ARRESTS IN LOUISIANA'S MAJOR CITIES 
AND SURROUNDING STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS (SMSA)~ 1978 

Marijuana Total Drug Marijuana Total Drug Possession Possession Sale Sale Alexandria SMSA 
'356 398 109 131 

Alexandria 
130 147 9 12 Baton Rou2e SMSA 

1,084 1,239 42 128 
Baton Rouge 

422 496 19 54 Lafayette Slw]SA 
169 189 43 58 

Lafayette 
76 90 41 52 !J~ke Charles SMSA 

114 126 20 58 

H Lake Charles 
84 88 8 15 

H 
I 

W Monroe SMSA 
309 349 31 47 

N 
Monroe 

112 132 
1 1 New Orleans SMSA 

2,197 2,937 382 760 
New Orleans 

1,288 1,784 233 448 Shrevel20rt SMSA 
449 524 76 105 

Shreveport 
283 302 27 37 Total SMSA 

4,678 5,762 703 1,2137 Total Non-SMSA 
. 2, III 

2,303 364 475 Louisiana 
6,789 8,065 I 1,067 1,762 

) Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. l 

ii 
'l 
" iI 
j~ 
" ri 
!'I 

; 
" 

Total Drug 
Arrests 

529 
159 

247 
142 

184 
103 

396 
133 

3,697 
2,232 

629 
339 

7,049 

2,778 

9,827 

I: 
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TABLE, 16 

JUVENILE ARRESTS IN LOUISIANA'S MAJOR CITIES AND 

SURROUNDING STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS (SMSA)" 1978 

Marijuana Total Drug Marijuana 
Possession Possession Sale 

Alexandria SMSA 22 24 5 Alexandria 17 19 2 
Baton Rouge SMSA 163 173 3 Baton Rouge 85 88 2 
Lafa:tette SMSA 43 43 0 Lafayette 15 15 0 
Lake Charles SMSA 12 12 0 

H Lake Charles 10 10 0 H 
I Monroe SMSA 33 39 1 

w 
w Monroe 8 14 1 

New Orleans SMSA 291 322 16 '. New Orleans 126 146 5 I 

~ , ~ 
Shreve~ort SMSA 34 39 5 

. , 
Shreveport 32 34 0 , 

t! ; 

598 652 30 
. , Total SMSA 
t'! 

• I 

Total Non-SMSA 215 231 29 
~ ~ I 

Louisiana 813 883 59 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Information System Division. 

L 

Total Drug 
Sale 

5 
2 

10 
3 

0 
0 

1 
1 

2 
1 

27 
6 

7 
2 

52 

42 

94 

Total Drug 
Arrests 

29 
21 

183 
91 

43 
15 

13 
11 

41 
15 

349 
152 

46 
36 

704 

273 

977 
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:1 
'I 
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:1 
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H 
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W 
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1.978 
1977 
,~ 

1978 
1977 
,~ 

1978 
1977 
%~ 

19';f; 
1977 

%6 

--1) 11 LJr~l.Jt:.K •• _ 
MAI.F. Fl>~II\LI' 

C 0 
:; u 

------1/-----_ 
r-II.~E n.l'i,ILF 

23 
':1 u 

----11/12---_ '/I t_r~ FE~"i\L~ 

" 
.. 

1 '.; 

----t/i/2'i----
;';f\Lr r~:r"'''Lr 

TABLE 17 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

CRIMINAL HOMICIDE, 1977-19781 

----.I..3/1~_---
~4/1 L.!: FE'.111.LE 

2. \) 
'I tJ 

----~5/'34_--­
·'lALF.. FE \\1\ LI:: 

148 
147 

+ .7 

21 
21.3 

------15 _____ -
,''I/ILE FE'''AI £;: 

6 U 
11 1 

----.35/54--_-
,-,f,LE F!:.I"ALE 

.110 
120 
/;\ • .3 

------16--.---
t-l II. LE' 

17 
21) 

FE~ALE 

1 
2 

Ii OVER-­
FEMALE 

2 
9 

-----TOTAL JIJVI:'NrL.E-_--
M/ILF FEMALE TOTAl. 

2'5 1 26 
35 8 4:'1 

-----TOTAL ADULT ___ .--
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

464 
492 
5.7 

7S 
94 

- 20.2 

•••• *.~ •••••• *.**.*.*** .... ** •• *******.* ••• * •••• *.** •• * •••• *** •••••••• ** ••• * ••••••••••• *** •••••••••• * ••••••••••••••••. 
•• I~ACE SU'.it·1Af<y (AGE 17 UI~OI:.K JUVENILt:s) .* TOTAL AR~E5TS 

------------JLI liE, I I LrS--_----_---_ 
will TC r"EI:IHn 0THF.'<, TOTAL 

7 
16 

-----------.-AOULTS------------_-
WrllTE NEGRO OTHER TOTIIL 

4.2 

20 
1 

•• •• 
4* .* *. *. •• •• ~ •• * ••• **.**** •••• **.**~~.***.*.* •••• ** •••• *** •• * ••• *.*.**.* ••••• ******.**.* 

JIJV£r-llLt-: ,)iSr>u~l TTON~ (It..lCLUOES (Gl 17) 

HANuLl:.l1 KEF HEF REF r~t.F 
~ KL~I' .J Crh wEL AC,Cl OTr! Pl.) C eln 

iJ I. Ii \J 
u J J 

T(JTAL 2 

0 
0 

~. 

*. •• III. 
*. .... *. •• 
*. 
•• 

WHITE 

157 
201 

- 21.9 

NEGRO 

406 
427 
4.9 

MALE 

489 
527 
7.2-

oTHF.:R 

20 
1 

FEMALE 

70 
102 

_ 25.5 

lpercent changes (%~) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than SO. 

2rhe Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information Svstem Division. 

TOTAL 

;65 
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TOTAL 

c;65 
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'''1 
: i 
' , 
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H 
H , 
w 
CJ1 

1978 
1977 

%A 

1978 
1977 

%A 

1978 
1977 

%A 

1978 
1977 

%A 

--10 oi UfJUt.H-_ 
MAlr.: FEIJII\Lf-

1 l 
~ II 

··----17-_---_ 
MI4L.E Ft:.M~I.F' 

;'0 
36 

t 
o 

----ll/12---~ 
~i'lLr rt:.'-1Alr:: 

) :) 
I, t 

---.1 (J12l~---_ 
,·Ir.LI:" FE MALt.:. 

29.~ 
33n 

- 11.;,> 

7 

+ 

TABLE 18 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 
FORCIBLE RAPE, 1977-19781 

----1:'\/1'+.---
IwlI\Lr. FE'A/\Ll 

22 1 
19 C:! 

----25/3'+_--_ 
('\/ILE FEI1ALC: 

196 
18'5 
5.9 

2 
6 

------15.--_.-
I~I\LE FE'''A, t:: 

I!.) 0 
17 I) 

----35/54-__ -
11;IlLE FEMAI £ 

79 
BO 

1.3 

1 
1 

kACF, 5Uvl,-1ARy ( (.~£ 17 UNU~H .JUVE'JII.ES) 
------------JU IIE:j 1 L.F.~--_---__ - ___ 

---·-------.-ADlJL T5--------.-__ .-WHITe: ,1Jt:.I:mo OrHE~ TOTAl. \\'Hr n: NF~RO OTHER TOT"L ~3 7, t) 94 ?O(} .38u 1 589 '+1 "4 n 115 21u '+0.5 0 613 401 1.8 •. ~ 1.u 5.7 

--.-·-16--.-__ 
MilLE FE~ALE 

21 0 
3:'\ 0 

--5~ Ii OVER .. -
MI\I.E FEMALE 

** 
** 
** 
** 
** 
** 
** 

11 
9 

o 
o 

WHITE 

231 
251 

3.9 *", 8.0 
** ••• * •• $.~*~.** •••••• * •••••••••• *.* •••• * •• *.**.** •• * •• ** •• * •• ****************** 

JlJVE~HLE )15pOSI Tl (.INS ** C I tlCI.UOES ~GE 17) 
** 
** 

HA,\JULCU HEF ~EF REF IU,F 
* tit 

t; kl..~i) J CreT w/EL AGCY OTH PI'! C CRT T(')TA~ ** 
*. 0 (. t) IJ IJ 0 *. U I) I, U V 0 ** •• 
** 

, 
, - .~ - -'-, -.". " 

-----TOT~L JUV~NrL~-.. --MALE FE~ALE TOTAL 
b1 2 6:1 76 3 79 - 19.7 .. 2n.3 

----.. TOTAL ADULT-.... _--
MAI.E FEMALE TOTAL 

609 
640 
4.8 

TOTAL 

NEGRO 

451 
477 
5.5 

MALE 

670 
716 
6.4 

11 
9 

A RRE«:;TS 

OTHER 

1 
0 

FEMALE 

13 
12 

TOTAL 

('83 
72~ 
6.2 

TOTAL 

68~ 
"28 
f;.~ 

'percent chan.es CO 6) were not C_uted in those instances whe.e the units of comparison were less than 50. 

2
The 

Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 

~ ... -'---- ....... - .... 
'Tt:- ... .! '" T .... 1: .. _ .......... .: ....... 
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H 
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I 

W 
0\ 

, .. 

1978 
1977 

%A 

1978 
1977 

%A 

1978 
1977 
%~ 

1978 
1977 

%A 

--1(; cit. UNuC::h-_ ----L1/12---_ 
I'II\L~: Ft .... ~ALr ,"/lL,: H .. ·",,\LF 

:3 LI 1(1 
11. 1 21\ C -

TABLE 19 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

ROBBERY,. 1977-19781 

-.--13/14.--- ------15.---.-
;lnLf~ Fr::,·~t\Lr-: '!,LlLE FEI,MI E 

1.)4 iJ Ib6 8 
115 5 104 ,2 

la.:>. + .t .. 2 

--.. -.-16--.-.. · -----TOTAL JUVENILE-_--
M"LF: FEMALE M~LE FEMALE TOTAL 

~19 10 501 25 11526 
211+ 8 535 26 c;61 + ~.3 l>.4 6.2 

** ••••• ~ •••••• *** •••••••• *.~.*.** ••• *.* •••••• * •• * •• * •••••••••••••••••• ** ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ' 

------1/-_:--_. 

15 
t; 

----LB/24---_ 
"l/1LF FE~1ALr' 

",14;,> 
1,00, 

+ 14.1 

----25n4_---
""c,LF FE lALI:: 

35 
39 

----JS/54--_-
,'l,IILE FEMAI.E 

9 
H) 

--55 II OVER-­
MALe: FEMALE 

5 
15 

o 
o 

-----TOTAL ADULT ____ --
MALt FEMALE TOTAL 

1,8(',:. 
1,735 

+ 4.1 

121 
Ua 

+ 2.5 

1.Q27 
l'A5:'\ 

+ 4.0 ·.*.· ..... ** ••••• A.** •••••• ~**.*.* ••••••••••••••••••• * •••• ** ••••••••••• * •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• *~ •••••• * •••••••• , 
•• 

------------..JUVEIJ 1 LF~--_----_-__ _ 
WHITe N£~ko QTH~Q T0TAl 

106 
9b 

t 10.4 

, 
1 

4,,, 

-------------ADULTS--------_-___ -
WYIT~ NEGRO olHER TOTAL 

+ ~.U + 

1,266 
1,222 

1 
10 

+ 

•• •• •• •• *. •• ••• 
'. •• ••• •••••• *.* •••• f •• *.** •• H •• * •• ~ •••••••••••••• * ••••• ~.* ••••• *.** ••••••••••••••• 
•• •• 

hANlh .. £:.u t-(EF" REF HEr ~E.F 
rOTAL2 •• & t{L,.!:,1l J CRr WEL AGcY OTrl PU C CRT •• 

•• 
•• u " ,/ U U 0 •• I, 

0 I' ,) 

'" 
0 0 •• 

•• .... 

+ 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

1,A87 
1,8a4 

+ .2 

MALE 

2,:507 
2,,-10 

+ 1.6 

oTHER 

2 
10 

FEMALE 

1"6 
144 

+ 1.4 

l.Percellt changes (% A) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 
2The Juveni11e Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest 'rotal. 

Source: L01Jisiana Criminal Justice Informatio,l System Oi vision. 

+ 

TOTAL 

"'453 
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Ii 
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'i !I 
'j 
!1 

li 
l~ 
Ii 
)4 
I' ;I 
f:j 
\i 
ji 

II 
hI 

f: 
i 
t { 
. t 
i"t 
I ! 
~, : 

L 

H 
H 
I 

W 
--.) 

1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 
%~ 

1978 
1977 
%~ 

·-lC Iir UN:Jt.I~-- ---.11/12---;.. 
I-'ALE n, -110\ I..~ ,vIALF FE: {·I,,\ Lt. 

'+~ (~ 6, llj 
'.4 "' 87 14 - .31.n 

------17-_--__ ----18/1.'4---_ 
MALE r-(M"LF "'A lS' Ft::to.1ALf' 

270 '+1 :,,557 45u 
1',i'7 4h 2,17~ 38!> 

+ .j7.1 + 17.7 + 19.0 

TABLE 20 

LOUISIAN.A ARREST SUMMARY: 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULI J 1977-19781 

J:J\il~NILE. t b[ !\NLJ st:.x SUMMI\~Y 

--,--13/14_--- ------10----.-MALE:. FE':Io\LE t·1ALE. FEMAI E 

2(JU 1~4 160 Il7 
lot' 52 168 ;,4 

+ lQ.u 4.t; 

ALJULT AGI: 11 sEX SUMMARy 

----25/34.--- ----35/54--_-
'·'ALF. FEc~I\LE "II\LE FEMALt: 

2, 126 449 1,1)53 318 
l'A,+l 331 1,464 280 

+ 15. ~\ + ~5.b + 6.1 + 13.6 

------16--_-__ -----TOTtlL JlJVENILF.-_--
MI\LF. FEMALE MALE FE~ALE TOTAL 

247 50 711 169 "eo 241 29 70a 136 ~"4 + ~.!3 + .4 + ?4.3 + 11.3 

-_55 & OVER-- -----TOTAL ADULT ____ --
MAL.E FEMALE MI\LE FE~1ALE TOTAL 

~34 45 6,840 1,311 8,,51 
~44 33 e" 016 1,075 7,,,93 
2.Q + 13.7 + 22.0 + 14.9 

.********** •• *.~**.******* •• ** ••• ***.*.***.****.* •• *.**#~.**.**.**.* ••• *.*** •• *.* ••••••••••• * ••••••••••••••••• * ••• * ••• *~ 
*. ••• 

------------JUVE'~ I LES--_---------
~HITE NL0kO OTHER TOTAL 

-----------_-AOULTS ___ - ___ - _____ -
WHIT~ N!GRO OTHER TOT4L 

3,nb4 
2t7~" 

+ 12.~ 

4.756 
4,116 

+ 15.5 

65 
~6 

7,840 
6,650 

+ 14.5 

•• *. *. ** •• •• *. *. * •• ** •• **.**.*********.***.~.*~'*.****** •• *****~**.******.*** ••••• *.***.*.* •••• * 

t'II\IJULE Il 

Ii kLSII 

o 
u 

J~VENIL~ nI~POSITIONS (INCLUD~S AGE 17) 

REF 
,) cr~ I 

" r. 

RF.F 
OTH PLJ 

.. ,J u 
o 
o 

*. *. •• •• *. ** .* •• *. *. 

TOTAL AR~ESTS 

NEGRO 

5,567 
I{,A08 

+ 1S.A 

MALE 

7,551 
(,,726 

+ 12.3 

OTHER 

69 
46 

FEMALE 

1,480 
1,211 

+ 22.2 

Ipercent changes (%~) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 
2The Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%6 

+ 

--10 a. UNDE.R--
M,I\LF. FEMALF 

11) 

H 

------11-~----
MALE. FE.MALF 

010 OH 
44j 54 

15.1 + '/.4 

----11112---:.-
rvl.l\L~ FE'4ALf 

cit. 
12(1 

- J;:>.'i 

2u 
Ie, 

----1.8/24----
l"iAlF FE~ALf 

'+, 14.~ !)4q 
3,67g 479 

+ 12.h + 14.b 

TABLE 21 

LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 
TOTAL VIOLENT OFFENSES)' 1977-19781 

----',3/t4"'---
'''/lLr-: FEMALE 

.313 
306 

+ 3.9 

51 
64 

- ?u.3 

AijUL T AGE & SEX 

----25/:'\4_---
MI\LF.: FE>~ALE 

CU 85Q 5') 7 
2,564 404 

+ 11. '+ + ~5.5 + 

--.,---15_---.-
l·jIlL!:: FEMAI E 

SUMMARy 

----35/54--_-
r"ALE FEMAI E 

1,R28 357 
1,803 3 17 

1.4 + 12.6 

.-,;:~----16--_---

504 
'50~ 

.8 

-".55 
MAL~ 

382 
396 
~.5 

& OVEIi--
FEMALE 

41 
42 

+ 

-----TOTAL JUVE'NyLE-_--
MAL~ FEMALE TOTAL 

1,298 
1,~54 

4.1 

197 
113 

+ 13.9 

----... TOTAL A DULT ...... - ......... 
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

9,719 1,518 11'?37 a,ABs 1,~9& 10,,,81 
9.4 + 17.1 + 10. 4 

*******.***************** •• ***.~********************.************************************************************.**** 
** i<ACE SUr !MARy (AGE. 17 UNoEI, JUIIE'JILES) ** TOTAL ARRESTS 

** ------------JUvEljllF~--_----_---_ -------------AUULTS------------_- ** 
WHITE ~EbH0 OTHER TOTAL ~HlrE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL ** WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

** 012 l' b4(, !'i 2d)6~ 3,nBu 6, '165 87 10,669 ** 4,3<)2 8,311 92 546 1,,+7b ;:> 2,024 3'!>5~ 6,120 57 9,6~4 ** 4,098 7,596 59 6.2 + 4.7 + ,1. 9 + Q.2 + !u.s of- :>?-.6 + 10.2 ** + 7.2 + 9.4 + 55.9 
** '****.*.*******.*.******* ••• *******.**************************************.**** 
** JJVE:.NiLE .)J!:;roSITTONS, ( INCLUDE!:; AGE 17) ** 
** rlANDL.t.I) I'<EF RE:.F RF.F HEF ** Ii KL.S'i ,J CWr WEL AGC\' 0TH PU C CfH TOTAL2 ** MALE ~EMALE 

** u n .; t.l U 0 ** 11,017 1.715 I, r. 1 u G 0 ** 1'0,239 1,469 
** + 7.6 + 16.7 
* .... 

1 Percent changes (%6) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than SO. 

2 The Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 

12'732 
11170B 
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TOTAL 
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1978 
1977 

%A 

1978 
1977 

%A 

1978 
1977 

%A 

1978 
H77 

'%A 

--11.' IS: LJtHJEH-.. ---_11/12---_ 
MALE Fi;;,I·MLF r~I\LF r i~1ALE 

luI) <!.h ~9:. 2~ 
246 ... -, 437 3L, - ~b.P. '1. i 

------17-~---- ----113 / 24----
M"I..t: F[~IALF IJ,ALF F[MAL.-

905 3() 3.40f, 18 0 
836 29 3.4~!'i 162 

+ 8.3 .M + 1101 

TABLE 22 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

BURGLARY, 1977-19781 

-_--1~/14---­
"lAl..E FE'~ALE 

------15----_-
1'0.33 
1.234 

- 16 • .3 

ADULT AGr. Ii 

----25/34_---
M/~ LE" FEI'lAL( 

1'200 80 
1'173 43 

+ 2.3 

SEX SU~"MARy 

----.35/!)4--_-
j·',ALE FEr-1AI E 

334 29 
356 15 
6.7 

------16------MI\LE FEMALE 

1'1')43 46 
1. 03~ 35 

+ .R 

--55 & OVER--
MALE FEr.'IALE 

31 5 
4!i 2 

+ 

-----TOT~L JUVENTLE----
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

215 
185 

+ 16.2 

:5'73~ 
4 ",3(, 

7.!; 

-----TOTAL ADULT---_--
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

5.A76 324 6,,-00 
5.R47 251 6'098 

.5 + 29.1 + 1.7 

** ••• *.*.*.*********.******~***.****** ••• *.***.***.***.************************************* ••• * ••• ** •• **.***.**** •••••• 

------------uu vEi~ 1 LFS------------
WHIlE ~EbHU nrHEk rOTAL 

h 
7 

""0613 
.... 901 

-----------_-ADULTS------------_-
WrlJT~ NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

?'594 
2'!i45 

+ 1.9 

2.669 
2.68,+ 

.6 

11 
3 

+ .6 

** 
*. 
** 
** 
** 
** 
** 
** ** 
** , •• *** ••• ** •• ********* ••• * ••••• ****.* •• ****.*.*.* ••• **~**$** •••••• ********.*.*.* 

JUVt::N1L~ ,II::ipoSITrONS (lNCLUDES AGE t7) 

HAi'jU~En I~EF ~t:F REF 4EF 
& KLSU .1 C~T WEL AGe'( OTH PD C CRT 

0 !l U 0 0 
() r) i) v 

TOTAL2 

0 
0 

*. 
** 
** 
* ... 
** 
** 
.* 
*. 
•• *. 

4,80~ 
4.809 

.1 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

NEGRO 

MALE: 

OTHER 

17 
10 

FEMALE 

539 
436 

+ 23.6 

lpercent changes (%il.) were not computed in tho~e instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

2 The Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 
Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Informaf:ion .system Division. 
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L 
! !!' 
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I 

.It 
I 

H 
H 
I 

"'" o 

1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
197'1 

%A 

1978 
1977 

%A 

1978 
1977 

%A 

--10 I!. lJNOC:"'-_ ----1 1/12---_ MALI: Ft::MALt-: 1-11\ I_!=, FE'4ALF 

4 . .H 67 78r-. 256 ~b5 lId 9,3/.j, 291) .. 1101 - 305.7 - 15.;:. - 11·7 

TABLE 23 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 
LARCENY-THEFT, 1977-19781 

..JUVc.NILE AGE AND St:.X SUMMIIRY 

----1,";1 l/~_--- ------15. ___ .-
M,'lE' F'E:MA U:: (',l\LE J:"EMAt E 

1,90J 7U6 t ,206 41'.9 1'9.35 till 6 1'280 589 1.8 -

------16--.-__ 
MA LF' I='E~1ALE -----TOT~L JUVENILE-_--

MALF. FEMALE TOTAL 

,2." 'l.8 20.4 
7'1;75 
8,,90 

~.5 

1. , :~3'5 
t '405 

'i·O 

519 
565 
8.1 

5,658 
6,039 

6.3 

2,017 
2,351 

- 14.2 , 
•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ADULT AGr:: Ii SEX sur~MARy ------17-----. ----18124---- ----25/054_--- ----35/ 54--_- --55 Ii OVER-- -----TOTAL ADULT ___ .. __ 
I"IALE Ft~lALt;: 1'-14,S FE:-1ALI.: 'vII\Lf FE:r"'ALE MALE FEMAI E MillE FEMALE ~1A.LE FE'1ALE TOTAL 

1'1~6 'tBj 5.600; 2. 76 7 2'773 1.525 1,667 1,0,,5 "355 329 11,526 6,109 17'';35 

1'0':'6 l+7~ 5.32? 2,85q 2'677 1,53.3 1,730 1,Or+l 3Bl 
+ 8.7 + 1.-:1 + 5. :'\ .3.2 + 3.6 279 11" '+6 6,186 17';,32 

.5 3.6 3.5 6./\ + 17.9 + 3.4 1.2 + 1.. 7 
i 

'I 

~I'lfl,1 
.•••......•..........•................•...•..........•.•.....•••••...•..•..•....••••..••..••••.•••.•.•.•••...•.•...•.. ~ 

** 
** TOTAL ARRESTS 1/ ------------...JUvEI~ I LES-___ --__ ---_ 
** -------------AOULTS ___ - _________ -
** 

WH.tTE NEGHu OTHE,~ TOTAl. \~HI TF. N!="GRO OTH~R TOTIIl ** 
** 

3'266 b,0i)2 1.; 9'284 6'813 9,1"12 103 16,026 .* 
3'519 o,:;7? 

~ 9,900 6'807 9,005 4-6 t 5,822 ** 
7.2 !:l'H 0.2 ... .1 ... 2.0 ... 1.3 ** 

** ¥ •• **.** ••• ** •• ***.**.**.*+ •• *.~.*.*.**.**** .. **.*.*****.*** •• *.******** •• * •• *** 
JUVENIl~ nISPOSITI0N~ (INCLUDES ~GE 17) 

hANL)LEr> 
6; RLSU 

('J 

U 

REF 
d CRl 

n 
fl 

REP' 
~IEL AGCY 

o 
II 

II 
o 

REF 
C ~IH 

u 
o 

T0TAL 2 

o 
o 

** 
** 
** 
** 
** 
** 
** 
** 
** 

WHI!E 

10,079 
10,326 

2.4 

NEGRO 

15,184 
15,~77 

1.3 

MALE 

17,18,. 
17.185 
+ .0 

OTHER 

119 
55 

+116.1+ 

FEMALE 

8,126 
8,537 

4.8 

TOTAL 

25qln 
25'722 ,.6 

I) 
Ii 
'I II 
Ii 
~I 

II 
i~ i 
! 4 
I· 

~'J 
I,; 
!,( 
i' 

** 
'percent changes (OA) were not computed in those instances where the units of COmparison were less than 50. 
2The JUvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the JUvenile Arrest Total. Source: 

Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 

TOTAL 

25''!II0 
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H 
H 
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"'" I-' 

1978 
1977 
%~ 

1978 
1977 
%~ 

1978 
1977 
%~ 

1978 
1977 
%~ 

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

--li.l It urmt:fi-- ---- t 1/1,---'_ 
PtA ... E FE..'·iI4L~· "ib.~~ Ff:: I•1I\Lr 

2 u :,., 
4 ., ) 

7 u 2~ 1 

----,--17-tr1---. ----.18/2~---_ 
!·iALj: FE. ~1ALF 

------------JUVE~ILE~--__ --__ - __ _ 
WHITE NEGRo OTHER TOTAL 

.)~;> 
4~u 

lb.2 

., I. 

TABLE 24 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFTJ 1977-19781 

----13/14_--- ------15.-__ .-
"1{,1.[' FE'IALC \'·l!\L£ rE~1AI L 

l'H; 15 176 '.7 1!31 i!u ;?O9 1~ 
~.J - 15.8 

LUULT AG~ & SEX SUMMAMy 
----25/~4 ___ _ 
MALE FE1ALE 

----35/54--_-
I\\ALE FEMAI E 

-----------_-AUULTS_-_-_-.-____ .-
WHITE 

489 
529 
7.6 

OTHER 

11 
10 

-

----~-16------M'Il~ FEMALE 

?2t lA 
120 14 

3(l.q 

-_sc; Ii OVER-­
MI\LF.: FEMALE 

... 
"'* * .. 

903 
1,026 

- 12.0 •• • **** ••• * ••• ** ... * •• * ••• ** •••••••• *.*.***.*** •••• ** ••••••• * ....... ** •• *** ••••••• 

HA/-JDLEU 
~ R~~U 

II 

U 

REF 
J C~l 

n 

REF 
WEL AGcY 

o 

RF.:F 
OTH PO 

il 
o 

REF 
C CRT 

u 
o 
o 

•• 
** ** 
* .. •• 
* .. 
•• 
** 
,** 
** 

-----TOTAL 
MALE 

JUVENILE-_--
r:'EMALE TOTAL 

570 54 ,:,24 
711 49 "760 - 1a .a - 17.Q 

-----TOTAL ADIILT ____ - .. 
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

719 
CJ22 

- 22.0 

MALE 

1~513 
1,831 

- 17.4 

13 
14 

FEMALE 

113 
117 
3.4 

1'f,25 
1,Q4A 

- 1'u5 

1'Fl26 
1,Q49 

- 16.5 

Ipercent changes (%A) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 
2The Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 
Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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. 1 

H 
H 
I 
~ 
tv 

1978 
1977 

%A 

1978 
1977 

%A 

1978 
1977 

\\A 

1978 
1977 

%A 

--J,,) s uNuLI<--
MAL..E Ft:.tlI'1L .. 

013 9:~ 
1 J.'3 lC:M - J,u.9 - ~·I. ,~ -

------17------
MAl..f f- LI'I~I..f-

2'lb8 !J~u 
2'012 514 

+ 7.8 + .l:! + 

TABLE 25 
LOUISIANA ARREST Sur1MARY: 

TOTAL PROPERTY OFFENSES" 1977-19781 

JUVE.NILE 'IGI~ lIND St\( ~UMM~~Y 

---_t1/'2---.: ----13/14.--- ------15----.-
r-lALF FtJ~ALE' ,4t1L[ FE',IALE ilALE FOlAtE 

1,20, 2Ag :3, (;79 798 2'250 5~3 
1,39'> 32 1 3,32lJ b87 2,388 6~5 

13. (, - to.l.! 1.~ - 10.0 "i.8 -17.6 

AlJl.JLT AGE 8. SE.X SU~MARY 

----1.8/24---- ----25/34_--- ----35/54-°--
,41\LF Ft;t-'ALE 14ALE FE'AALE 1',Il.L£ FEMAI E. 

9,52q 2,96 9 4'158 1.616 2, /)91 1,052 
9,33b 3,04,\ 4'13L. 1,594 2,198 1,063 

2.1 2.e, + .7 + 1.4 4.9 1.0 

--.-_-16--.--_ ----_TOTI\L JUVENILE-_--
MilLE FEMALE MI\LE ~E"1ALE TOTAL 

2'599 583 9,71+6 2,2A6 1?"n3:! 
2'760 614 10,601 2,585 13" 86 5." 5.0 B .1 .. 11.6 ".R 

--55 Ii OVER-- -----TOTAL ADUL.T---.. --
MbLF.: FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

399 335 18,345 6,492 24'1\37 
438 2Al 18,113 6,505 24'AIB .: 

': 1\.9 + 19.2 + 1.3 .2 + .9 

~ •••••• * •••••• ** •••• *.***~.*.***.******.***~*.***.***.**** •• ***********.***************.*.*****.******** •••••• * ••••••• 1 \ 

- .. - ____ --__ -vu VEi~ 1 LES--_---------
N~l1 r~: r~E.I:>HO OlliE,) 1 UTAL 

5'89(1 
F" 2-'9 

6.2 

b, ;jUo 
9' l~,.~~ 

b.!,! 

2~ 

21\ 
14' 7?.l 
1~,711 

~.3 

-----------_-AoJI..TS--------_--__ -
WHIT~ N~GRU OTHEH TOTAL 

12,218 
12.191 
+ .2 

.1,25 
59 

+1.11. 9 

22,149 
?2,0p.7 
+ .3 

•• * • •• *. .* *. *. *. •• 
* • • * •• * •• * •••••••••••••• *.*.~ •• *& ••• * •• *.* •••• * ••• *.***.** •• ** •• * •• ** •• ~ ••• * •• *. 

t-IAI\jUL.t:.U 
Ii kl..50 

u 
o 

REF 
wEL AG(.Y 

o 
U 

REF 
OrH PO 

o 
o 

Rt:F 
C CRT 

iJ 

o 
o 
o 

* • •• •• •• •• •• *. 
*. *. .... 

15,786 
16,161 

2.3 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

21,024 
21,614 

2.7 

MAL.E 

OTHER 

149 
79 

+ 88.6 

8,778 
9,090 

3.4 

lpercent changes (%A) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

2The Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 
Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division . 
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--1U I. UI.tUt..;I-- ----11/12----
I-iAL.t. FEi"'AL.~ 1~I\Lr: FE'''ALt: 

1978 btl1 lu~ t.2Af, 309 
1917 19R 1.:111 t.51'1 336 
%~ - .1.7.2 - .24.3 - 1". 1 B·e 

·---.-17------ ----lO/24----
"~AI..F. FCMAL€. ,ViAlf H:r-IAL t : 

1978 ?"o7o iJ78 13.672 ,3.518 
1977 2'45!:1 t173 1,3. 01'1 J.527 

%6 + 901 + .9 + 5. , .,3 + 

TABLE 26 
LOUISIANA A~REST SUMMARY: 

TOTAL INDEX OFFENSES, 1977-19781 

JIIV[NIlE .,\GE "ND c;[~ )( SU..,MARY 

----1:'\/14_--- ------15----_-MIL.F.. FE~'l\lf;'" l·jlllE FEro1AI E 

3'3')7 !i4'J ;>.597 578 3,('26 951 ~ '748 6'12 
F, • .!i - 10.7 5.5 15.2 

AUIIL T ~GE 8 SEX ~U"'lo1A~Y 

----25/~4_--- - .. --35/54--_-MAL.E FE>1ALE I"'I\LE FEMAI E 

7·614 2,12J 3.919 1''+09 6'694 1,99B 4.001 1,380 
4.8 + b •. ~ 2.0 + 2.1 

--.-.-16--.-__ -----TOTI\L JUVENTLE-_--M"LF: FE~ALE MALE FE"1ALE TOTAL 
3'103 644 11.044 2.'+83 1~~~2" 3'268 653 11 .955 2.758 '4"11;' 5.0 1.'+ 7.Ft - to.o A.I Ii 

I, 
Ii 
I! 
I: ,I 
( 

--55 11 OVER-- -----TOTAL ADUL.T---_--M"LF. FEMALE MALE FE~1ALE TOTAL 
781 382 28.064 8,010 36,,,74 
~3,+ :523 26,998 7,801 34,,,99 
6.4 + + 

I: 
i 
; 
I. 
I, 

I 18.3 3.9 + 2.7 + '5." 
.**** •• * •• * ••• *****~ ••••• *~ •••• * •••••• $ ••••••• * ••• * •• * ••••••••••••••••• * •• * ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •••••••••• 1 

•• KACE SU!.I:t1ARy (AGE 17 UNDER ..,UVEr-,IILES) •• TOTAL ARRESTS 

I 

! 

I 

1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%A 

•• ------------vIJ\I E,~ I L,:-~--_----_-___ -------------AOULTS--------_____ -WHI rE NEGI~o ·t: OTHER rOTAL WHI'H:: NEGRO t"THER TOTAL •• •• 6'402 10,35~ 2q !r!'1.783 13'776 18 ,983 212 32,8t8 •• 6.ij~~ ·1Cl.b91j 2:> 17,741 13'434 18.311 116 31,771 ••• 6.2 !J.o 5 ... + ~.!:; + 3.7 + 82.8 + 3.3 •• •• •••••• * •••• * ••• a.* ••••••• *~ •••••••• *.* •••••••••••••••••••••• * •••••••••••••••••• 
•• JUVEtHLt: I)I:)POS1T,ON5 (INt;LUoES .'1GE 17) •• 

•• HANDL.~IJ kEF RtF REF REF •• 
Ii RL5D d CI~T ''''EL AGc~ OTH PO C CRT TOTAL2 •• 

o 
I) 

n 
n 

u 
n 

o 
o 

I) 

u ° o 
... 
*. •• •• 

WHITE 

20,178 
20,259 

.4 

NEGRO 

29,335 
29,~10 
+ .4 

MALE 

39,108 
38.953 
+ .4 

OTHER 

241 
13,'J 

+ 7~.6 

FE101ALE 

10, 493 
10,559 

.6 

~percent changes (%~) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 
The Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information SystE'm Oi,vision. 

TOTAL 

,+9'''01 
4911;12 
+ .2 
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1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%6 

.. 
--10 Ii UI~ut.K--

r'IALE FE.I'l'\L~ 

2 I) 

" u 

------17-----_ IVIALf FElvlALF 

42 
70 

TABLE 27 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

SALE AND/OR MANUFACTURING OF MARIJUANA J 1977-19781 

---_ll/l<.!---_ 
'.jAL~ F!:.I~ALF 

~ 1 
I () 

----lb/24---_ 
i"1r.LF' FEMAI_t: 

52q 
87.) 

- 39.4 

85 
12b 

- 33.6 

----13/14_--- ------15----.-
'-iALr;: FE\1ALE IIiIALE FEMAI.E 

CJ 2 13 ? 
13 5 31 5 

AOULT AGE ~ SEX ~UMMARy 

----25/34_--­
MALE FE~"ALE 

242 
325 

- 25.5 

29 
38 

----35/54--_-
MilLE FEMAI.E 

56 
72 

- 22.2 

------16------
M/lLr. FEMALE 

23 5 
62 9 

-_5~ & OVER-­
MilL!: FEMALE 

7 
7 

o 
1 

-----TOTAL JUVENILE-_--
MALE FE~ALE TOTAL 

49 10 59 
107 19 126 - 5,.2 

-----TOTAL ADULT __ -_-­
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

132 
197 

33.0 

1',.,08 
1,,,1+" 

- 34.7 

.** •••• *.****.* •• *************.****** •• **.****.***********************************************************.* ••• *.* •••• : 
•• 
** 

1978 -
1977 

%6 

----- ------""JUvE' J I LES--_---------
WHIlE NE~HU OTHEH TOTAL 

b2 
165 

- 50.~ 

-----------_-ADULTS ___ ---_______ -
W~ITE NEGRU nTHER TOT~L 

591 
1'001 

- 4J.u 

36U 
58 

- ~1.4 

32 
10 

956 
1,4,;0 

- 34.5 

*. *. 
** 
** 
** .* *. 
** ,*.****** •• ** •• -*** •• *.** •• *.***.*~*.******.*******************.**.****.*****. 

197A 
1971 

%6 

HI\NUL-E..U 
Ii Hl..SIJ 

I) 

0 

JUVENILt. nISpOSITlONS (INCLUOES ~bE 17) 

REF 
d Cih 

II 

11 

REF 
I"/EL AGCY 

lJ 

LJ 

U 
U 

~EF 
C CRT 

U 
U 

TOTAL2 

0 
0 

*. *. ** 
** *. ** 
** * ... *. ** 

673 
1,166 

- 42.3 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

NEGRO 

MALE 

q25 
tp454 

- 36.4 

OTHER 

35 
10 

142 
216 

_ 34.3 

Ipercent changes (~~) were not computed in those 'instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 
2The Juvenile Ci.sposition Tota~. is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Divisi.> . 

TOTAL 

l'n67 
1,,,70 

- 3~.1 

TOTAL 

1,n67 
1'67" 

- 31\.1 
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, & 
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H 
H 
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"" U1 

1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%6 

1979 
1971 .. 

%A 

--10 iii: ilNLJt::f(-_ 
MALE Ft.:.MALF 

1 IJ 

0 () 

------17-----_ 
MALF Fr_I'J)J'L£ 

19 12 
25 7 

, ' 

TABLE .28 
LOUISIANA ARREST SU~1MARY: 

SALE AND/OR MANUFACTURING O~ OTHER DRUG(S)~ 1977-19781 

----11/12---;:. ----13/14_--- ------15_--__ - --_-_-16r.:.· __ - __ HALF' FE. \1ALt: ~4ALf: FE',II\LE I"'ALE FE~AI E MilLe:- FEMAI.E 
) i) 5 3 5 2 15 3 () t) 1 6 2 3 4 3 

AllULT AGr.: & SEX SU'4MARy 
----18/24----. ----25/~4_--- ----35/54--_- --55 & OVER--MALr:- FEr.1ALE· r""ALE FEI,1ALE I"IALE FEMALE M"LE FEMALE 

249 68 189 47 51 ~O 5 0 38'1 73 21f: 29 88 23 15 4 - .36.n 6.A - 13.3 - 4;?O 

, ~, 

-----TOT"L JUVENIL.E-_--
MALE FE~ALE TOTAL 

27 8 35 
7 12 19 

-----TOTAL ADULT ____ --
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

513 
735 

- 30.2 

147 
136 

+ 8.1 

,,60 
A71 

- 24.:'. 

•••• * ••• *.************ •• ***.** •• ********.************.**.**.****.******.*********************************************** 
** HACE SU~MARy (AGE 11 UNotR JUVENILE5) ** TOTAL ARRESTS 
** ------------J~~ENILES-n_---__ -___ -------------ADULTS--------____ .- ** 

~NITE ~EGRO OTHER TOTAL WHITE NEGRO OT~EH TOTAL ** WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 
** 
** 
** 
* .. 

01 
43 

!:> 
8 

n 
n 

436 
535 

- 18.5 

192 
304 

- 36.& 

1 
o 

** ~* •••• **********~*~*.**.*.*.***************.*.*.** •• *****.****.**************** 

HAN[)Ll:::~ I 
lj, RLS,., 

u 
0 

JUVEN.lL~ lilSPOSITrONS (INCLUDES t\GE 17) 

KEF 
.J eRr 

n 
f} 

n 
u 

U 
v 

qt:F 
C CRT 

U 
Ii 

0 
0 

.* 
** 
** ** 
** .* 
** 
** 
** 
** 

497 
578 

- 14.0 

197 
312 

- 36.9 

r"ALE 

540 
742 

- 27.2 

1 
o 

FE'1ALE 

155 
148 

+ 4.7 

TOTAL 

,,95 
A9" 

- 2,.9 

Ipercent changes (% ~) were not computed in those instances where the unit.s of comparison were less than 50. 
2The Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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1978 
1977 
%~ 

1978 
1977 
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1978 
1977 

%A 

--In 0- UNUr..K--
"'flLE Fc.i"lALF 

3 l, 

oJ t, 

------17------, "'A~E Fl:.i'\ALf-

TABLE 29 

LOU I S I ANA ARREST SUMr1ARY; , 
TOTAL SALE AND/OR MANUFACTURING OF DRUGS; ~977-19781 

----1,1/12----
IJ\II.LF H.i·'ALt: 

., 1 
U 

----18/24---_ 
,'IALp FE/~ALE 

77/1 
1,26;.: 

- j8.11 

-_--1 .. /14.---
:~AL[ FEMALE 

14 5 
1 '• 11 

, , 

------15----_-I-II\LE rEMAI f. 

10 4 
33 H 

ADULT AGE & sEX SUMMARy 

----25/34_-.--
t-1/1LE FE'~ALE 

431 
543 

.' 20.6 

76 
67 

+ ,3.4 

----35/54--_-
'·1" LE FE)1AL[ 

10'7 
160 

- 33.1 

------16--_-__ 
M"Lr. FEMALE 

3R 8 
66 12 

-_5~ ,II OVr.R-­
MALE FEMALE 

o 
5 

-

-----TOTAL JUVENyLE-_--
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

76 18 94 
114 31 ,45 

33.3 - 3C;.2 

-----TOTAL ADULT_u __ -­
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

279 
333 

_ 16.2 

1'1')68 
~t'U5 

- 3n.C) 

.************.***~*~****** •• ***.********************.*********************************************.********** •• ****.*.* 
** RACE SUM~ARY (AG~ 17 UNDER JUVENILES> 

------------JUVEHILF.~--__ -------_ 
wHll E M:.(:,I~() ()THER TOTAL 

-----------_-ADULTS ___ ---_-____ .-
WHJT~ NFGRU oTHER TOTAL 

1'027 
1'536 

- 33.1 

052 
762 

- ,)7.6 

33 
10 

1,5A5 
2,299 

- 3,1.1 

** 
** 
** *. 
** 
*. 
** 
** 

1,170 
1,744 

- 32.9 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

NEGRO 

58~ 
815 

- 28.5 

OTHER 

36 
10 

1'762 
2'!:i60 

- 3,.2 
** ~.*** ••• *** •• ***'.****~***.~***~ •• ************.*******.*******************.**** 

1979 
1977 

%A 

*. JUVENILE )ISPOSJ. TIONS (INCLUDES AGE: 17) ** 
** HAI~LJLEI.l REF RtF RFF qF.:F 

TCTAL2 "'* It RLS,) J Cr-<'r WEL AGCY OTH PCl C CRT ** MALE FEMALE 
* ... (, n 

" 
II U 0 ** 1,465 297 (J P") u 0 II 0 ** 2,196 364 

*. - 33.3 18.4 
* ... 1 

2Percent chcmges (IJA) were not c:omputed in thOSe instances where the units of c()mpari$Ol'l. \I!ere less than 50 
The Juvenile D.7.sposition total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 

TOTAL 

1'762 
2,c;60 

- 3,,2 

,- 1.1,. 

\ 
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1978 
1977 

%6 

19713 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%A 

--10 cO Ur-li)l:.k--
'I"iALf FEt-iALf 

1 1I 
11 G 

------1'1-----. 
"IALE FE.t·'ALF. 

q~2 .J<.j. 

5/3 80 - 25 • .3 - 37.2 -

• -,.~ -' , •• " , •• - < • . -." '.'-'~, .-. .,...,.-"" -,. --.-' -

TABLE 30 
LOUISIANA ARR~ST Sur1MARY: 

POSSESSION OF MARIJUANA J 1977-19781 

----1.1!12---- ----13!lq_--- ------1 5.-___ -
'I/,.L.,- r:t:Hi,Lr:: ~:\Lr rE 'I\LE 1'1\ L.t:: FEMAI E 

17 :3 ~8 4:1 1.95 ').7 
1, 2 121 49 ?39 ()9 - 19.0 - 18.4 

ADULT 4GE 8. SEX r..t)M~1ARY 

----L8!24---_ ----2!V:34_--- ----3!'i!Sq--_-
ti/\LF FE~iAI.t:.: ""/l.LF.: rE~"A'-E 1'11\LE p-n1AI E 

~,Lto~ 494 1'193 142 196 16 4,30t' 580 1,3U9 125 192 38 
20.1\ .. 15.7 R.9 + 13.6 + 2.1 

.------------UUiIEI~ 1 LE5--_----_---_ -----------_-ADULTS----_-_-__ .. __ -
WHITE Nt.iloRo OTHEk fOTAL WHITE NF,'GRO OTHER TOTI\L 

%9 ,j1.U :) 1,29g 3'627 1,857 J3 5,4QO 
1'~b4 If 37 1,70? 4'271 2,2i\0 11 6,559 

- c4.1 2~.2 - 23.7 - 1S.l - 18.6 - 16.3 

------16------
MilLE FEMALE 

:.'\72 57 
430; 108 - 14.5 - q7.2 

--55 ~ OVER--
MALE FEMALE 

18 3 
7 0 

•• *. .... WHITE 
*. ... 4~5q6 

•• 5,~35 

•• - .17.1 
•• .• *.*** •••••••••• * •• *.** ••• *.*~.*.* ••••••• *.**.* •• ** •• ***** •• ** ••••• * •••••••••• 

JI)VENILt:: IIISfJOSJ rTON~ (INCLUDES /l.GE 
•• 17) *. *. tiAI"L>Lt.,j1 t<EF REF REF qEF •• a KL.50 J CI~l WEL AGCY OTH PD C CRT TUTAJ •• •• 1978 u (I 0 \) " 0 *. 1977 0 n 0 U J 0 •• %6 •• •• 

~percent changes (%~) were not computed in those instances where the units were less than 50 
The Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juver.ile Arrest Total. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 

\ 

-----TOTAL. JUVENTU:::-_--
MAL.F, FEMALE TOTAL 

683 130 q13 
Al0 228 1,,,3R - 15.7 q3.0 - 2,.7 

-----fOTAL A~",I 'L T---.. --
MAL.E FE MAlt iOTAL 

5,247 729 S,Q76 
6,388 835 ?':,2:'l -17.9 - 12.7 -1.,.3 

NEGRO eTHER TOTAL , 

2,197 33 6,,89 
2,723 12 8,.,61 - l Q.3 -17.8 

MilLE FEMALE TOTAL 

5,930 859 6,.,.89 
7,19A 1,063 Ih,61 - 17~6 -19.2 -1.,.8 
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H 
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I 
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1978 
1977 

%ll. 

1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%6 

--1 0 ~ u/wt::k-_ 
"'IA~E FE~,,,Lr' 

G U 
11 

------1/-----_ 
MALE Ft:.i'ikLF' 

34 .3 
04 13 

+ 

TABLE 31 

LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

POSSESSION OF OTHER DRU'G (S) J .1977-19781 

---_ll/1~---­
,"1\ IF" Fi':>' 1/\ '-i' 

1 
1 

----18124----
t"AL;:- FEMALE 

48, 14 5 
LI42 113 
9.7 + 28..3 

-_--13/14_---
'~:.Ll: FE ,IALE 

12 
7 

AJLJLT flGF & 

-_--25/~4_---
v1I\LF FE"ALE 

~04 84 
306 6", 

.7 + 140.0 

SEX 

+ 

------15.--_.-
~I\LE F'EMAI E 

14 
13 

c:;U/,\I"IARy 

6 
a 

----j5/54--_-
r:. II. LE F'EMALE 

104 34 
73 ?3 

I+? S 

--.---16--.---

24 
16 

-_55 
MALE 

12 
8 

'l 

6 
q 

OVER--
FEMALE 

1 
:3 

+ 

-----TOTAL JUVFNT~E-_--
MALF r-EMALE TOTAL 

18 
20 

-----TOTAL AOIILT---_--
t"ALE FEMALE TOTAL 

939 267 1,,06 
A9:3 212 1'\015 
5.2 + 25.9 + 9,1 

****************~*********.*****.**********.*.*******************************.************************************** ••• II 
** II ** TOTAL ARRESTS I 
** ~ I' ** ;\ 
** WHITE NEGRO oTHER TOTAL Ii 

------------vLJVE1~ I LES--_---------
'(mIlE I~t:.\;>t<() OP-H~~' T'HAL 

-----------_-ADlIL T5------------_-
~~]Tl NF"GR0 nTH~R TOTAL 

** w 
<"15 <:C:: (1 107 725 44.3 1 1,169 ** 810 465 1 11 ".76 II 

J.l3 .2u 1 13 4 b89 339 0 1,028 *. 802 359 1 l' 162 I{ 
- ~4.t - 2()ol + 5.<~ + ,,0.7 + 13.7 ** + 1.0 + 29.5 + 0,8 " 

. ** i i 
.~***********.****.** •• * •• ****.***.**************.*********~******.****.* ••• ** 11 

.jUVt.N 1 LE. .) I SPUS IT IONS (I l~eLUDE5 j~ ~E 17) 

11ANIJLcii " 0: REF REF nCF 
f\ tkSu J eRr WEL AG('Y OTH Pi] e ern 

U I' LI U lJ 
0 1I ;) v 

TOTAL!! 

0 
C 

** ):~ 
** :' 
*. 
** 
** 
** *. *. 
** 
* Ii< 

991 
930 

+ 6.6 

FEMALE 

285 
232 

+ 22.8 

TOTAL 

1'~71; 
1,,62 

+ o,~ 

" ~ , 

I ; 

l 
1 

lpercent changes (%6) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 
2The Juvenile Dispost.ion Total is not required to balance to t.he Juvenile Arres'!: Total. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Inf('rmation System Division. ,. 
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"'Al.E Ft:"'AL;.- illll..- FE:MAL;.-: 

1978 1 u 19 i~ 4 (j 1? 3 1977 
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TABLE 32 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

TOTAL POSSESSION OF DRUGS) 1977-19781 

-_--13/14_--- ------i5.-__ .-iI.1f1LE FEI.1~LE. ""ALE FEMA, E 
Uv 4ti 209 33 12/\ 51 2~2 77 - 14.1 - 17.1 -

--.---16--.-__ -----TOTAL JUV~NrLE __ --MilLE' FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 
396 63 135 148 A8:5 11 5 1 117 841 248 1,,,95 12.2 - 46.2 - D.2 40.3 - lq.4 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ADULT AGE Ii SEI( 5UMMAHy 

------11-----. ----18/,!!4---_ ----25/:.'54_--- ----35/54--_-MALE Ft::i'lALF --55 Ii OVER-- --"'--TOrAL AOllL T-'1'-_"-
Ivl4Lr FEr4AL,: r"ALf. FE'1ALE t4ALE FEMALE M/lLr FEMALE MALE 1978 466 57 3, HY\ 639 1'497 22e. ~OO 70 1977 64, y~ 4,741. 69y 1'61~ J.85 265 61 %6 - ~7.4 - 4~.~ - 17.Q 8.6 7.3 + ~2.2 + 13.2 + 14.8 

HAeE SUM~ARy (AGE 17 UNDER JUVE~IL~S) 
---------M--JUVEI,j I LE!:,--_----_-__ _ 

WhiTE Nl:.uHO OTHER TOTAL -------------ADULTS ___ -.-_-____ .-
\-IHITE OTHER 

1978 1, Oi~4 
1977 ,. 1, 3"/7 

%6 - ':4.2 

1978 
1977 

%A 

HAI-jULI:.Il 
ft HLSn 

(j 

u 

1,40/, 
1 d:l3"" 

- 23.4 

JiJliENLLE i.lI5PO~IT rON~ 

KFF REF 

4·35? 
4.90\1 

-' 12.05 

2,300 
2.b25 

- t2,,+ 

(INCL.UOES "tGE 17) 

Rr:F fiEF J cnT WEL AGr:Y OTH Pll C CRT 
11 0 C • U t'l U 0 0 

34 
11 

TOTAL2 

I) 
0 

TOTAL 

6,659 
7,51l7 

- 12.2 

** 
** *. 
** 
** *. *. 
•• 
*. 

30 
15 

4 
3 

5,396 
6.337 

- 14.8 

FEMALE 

6,186 99b 
7,281 1,041 

.. 15.0 4.9 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

NEGRO 

2,662 
3,082 

.. 1~.6 

MIILF: 

6,921 
8,t28 

- 14.8 

OTHER 

FEt-1ALE 

1,144 
1,295 

_ 11.7 

1Percent changes (% A) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less th(m 50 

2The Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the J'uveni1e Arrest Total. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 

TOTAL 

7, 182 
A''II2A - 1~.8 

e'n65 
9'112:'1 

- 111.4 

TOTAL 

8'065 
9'/423 

- 14.4 
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--11) Ii UNIJt.t<-- "'--_11/1~---_ 
"IIILt f-'t.:"'AI..F- i·l,\LF FE"'ALE 

197U .. (J 2.~ ~ 

1977 '. il 1~ :5 
%A 

TABLE 33 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMr'1ARY: 

TOTAL DRUG VIOLATIONS 1 1977-19781 

-_--13/14_--- ___ ---15_---_-
r":,LE FE·',,\Lt::. ",ALE FEt-IAI E 

124 5J 227 37 
142 6.2 2A5 ~5 - 12. 7 - 11+. ~ - ;,>n.4 

r.UULT /lGE Ii SEX SuMMARy 

------10------
r41',LE' FEMALE 

434 
517 

- 16.1 

71 
i~9 

- 45.0 

Alt 
q61 

- 15.6 

166 
279 

40.5 

a77 
1,.,41) 

- 2,.~ 

------17------ ----18/24""--- -_--25/34.--- ----35/!:i4---- --55 & OVER-- -----TOTAL ADULT---_--
MALE FEI"lAlF ~·lI\LF FE~1ALE M,.,LE, FE:,~~LE HALE FEMAI E. MilLE FEMALE MALF FEMALE TOTAL 

1978 527 7':J 4,67, 792 1,928 30? 407 98 42 4 7,575 1,275 B,A50 
1977 '7!J7 H~(J 6,Ou ... 90 11 2'1\)e 25~ 425 100 37 B 9,363 1,380 10'74:'\ 
%~ - i!8.5 . 3,+.~ - l2.? - 12.0 - 10.7 + 19.8 4.2 2.0 - 19.1 7.6 - 17.6 

.* •• *** •••••• ****** •• * •• *_ •• *.** •• *****.***~******.*****.*.*.***************.*********.********************** •• **.**i~ •• 

1973 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%6 

HACE SU~1AHY (AGE 17 UNDER JUVE~ILE5) 

------------JU"EI .. ! LfS--_---------
· ... rinE I'Jc.I;)t'iU 0 fHEH 'f',)T AL 

1,io,? 
1,5b5 

- ~5.1 

~93 
!.l10 

- ~2.~ 

," 1,58:\ 
~,()97 

- 24.~ 

-----------_-ADULTS_-----------_-
WHrTf ~[GRO nTyER rOTAl 

5'379 
6'49& 

- 17.2 

2,652 
3.387 

- 15.;3 

67 
21 

8,244 
9,886 

- 16.6 

** 
** 
** 
** 
** 
** 
** 
** 
** 
** 

.* •• *.**.*.**** •• ******~ •• ***.*************~*****.****.*****************.***** 
** 

t1ANOL.Eu 
Il ~LSn 

II 
u 

J0VENILE lISPosrTION~ (INCLUoES AGE ,7) ** 

HEF REF Rr:F 
J CRr wEL AGc,( OTH PD 

01 u u 
r, .) U 

REF 
C Cfn 

0 
I.l 

TOTAL2 

0 
a 

** 
** 
** 
** *. 
** 
** 
*. 

6,566 
8,081 

- 18.7 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

8,386 
10,324 
- lS.R 

OTHER 

70 
23 

FElJIAI.E 

1,441 
1,659 

_ 13.1 

~Percent changes ('Is A) were not computed in those, instances ",here the units of comparison were less than 50" 
The Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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TABLE 34 

LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 
CURFE\~ AND/OR LOITERING 1 1977-19781 

JUVCNIl..E AGE .\ ,·m 5LX SU'1MARY 

--lCJ ~ liNUEt{-- ---_1.1/1Z---;. -."'--13/14_--- ---.... ·-15.---.- --.---1&------ -----TOTAL JUVENILE-_--
MALE FEi"'~Lt=' I"'AL~' Ft:MALE MALE FEI,~ALI::: MALE FEMALE MAL!: FEMALE MALF. FEMALE TOTAL 

1978 12 1 40 9 215 gO 225 105 367 1\8 R59 323 1·t8! 
1977 .11 j ~q 11 171 76 r.!01 73 ;?72 R4 684 247 q31 

%6 + ~5.1 + ,6.'+ + 11.9 + 43.d + ~q.q + 40.5 + 21).6 + 30.8 + 2",.0 

••••••••• **.* •• **.** •• *.*~.* ••• * •••••••••••••• * ••• *.*.*.** •• *** ••••• *.** •••••••• * •• **.* •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ADULT AGE It SEX 51)~MARY 

------17------ ----1.6/2ij---- ----25/34_--- ·----"5/54---- --55 & OVER-- -----TOTAL ADULT------
MA~E Ft::MALf- rJlALF FEr~ALE !-.1ALE: FE'flALE MALE FE~ALE M"LE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

1978 37 .. f'l 0 U 0 0 II 0 0 37 4 41 
1977 tJl 10 n 0 0 U 0 0 0 0 61 10 ." 

H %.0. 
H 
I 

VI ,.**.*.*** ••• * ••••••• ** •••••••••••••• **********.**** ••• ~.* ••• *.** ••• *.*.*.*.***.* ••• * •••••••• * •• *** •••• * •••••• _ ••••• $ •• .... 
** 

RACE SU'I,j,lARy (AGr:: 17 UNDER JUVENILES) *. TOTAL ARRESTS 
~ 1 ** I 

------------~uvENILES--_--------- -------------ADULTS------------.- *. I' j! I'JrlnE. Ut::bKU OTHE:, TOTAL WHITE NEbt<O OTHER TOTAL "'* WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 
h .* r) 
}! 1978 983 ~3M , 1.22, V li 0 U ** 983 ?38 2 1'::!23 
il 1977 8&::'+ 172 fI 1,00., () i) 0 0 •• 8~'" 172 6 1 ",,02 If 

\'1 %6 + 19.3 + 3b.~ + 22.1 *. + 19.3 + 38.4 + 2~.1 
> , *. '.1 

II c**.**.*.*.*** ••••••• ** •••••••••• *.* •••••• * •• **.* ••••••••••• ********* •• ** ••• *. 
~I ** f'; JUVt:N.lLt: f)ISPOSITrON~ (INCLUDES AGE 17 ) ** i' ** f 

HANLH.r£D HEF REF REF. pEF •• 
Ii K .. Sn J CRT "EL AGCY OTI-I PD C CRT TOTAL2 •• MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

*. 
1978 II t"l \J 0 () 0 *. 896 327 1 ':»l!3 
1977 0 n Q 0 0 0 ** 745 257 1.,,02 

%A *. + 20.3 + 27.2 + 220 1 
* ... 

.~ 
Ipercent changes (%6 ) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparis.:>n were less than 50. 

2~he Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 
~. 

i 

I 
~ , Source: Louisiana Criminal Information System Division. 0, 
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1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 
%~ 

--10 61 UNui:.~-_ 
MALE FEMALF 

!Jj 

+ 20.8 

------17-.---. 
y 

12 
1~ 
1b 

---.11"12---. 
;';11 Lr FE~"ALF 

711 
q~ 

- 17.<) 

----18/21+---_ 
l'IALr FEMAl.E:. 

n 
() n 

------------JUVENll.E~-----------_ 
WHI "fE 1~t.~Ro OTtiE!) TOTAL 

hANDLEn REF RI:,F 
Ii RL~rl J CRT tiEL AGr1 

IJ ') IJ 
0 p 

" 

TABLE 35 
LOU I S I ANA ARR.EST SUMMARY: 

RUNAWAY~ 1977~19781 

Jllllt::NrLE 110t:: 'dW St.X SU~1MI\RY 

--"'-13/1~.---
:'4I\LE FE'1I\Lt: 

507 
58~ 

- 13.~ 

----25/ .34_---
M~l.E FE'~AL£ 

(J 

o 
o 
o 

------15.---.-
FEMAlE 

----3r;ls4--.... 
1-,ALE F'EMAI E 

o 
o 

o 
o 

-------------AOULTS------~-_-___ -
WHITE NrGRO OTHER TOTAL 

RfF REF 
TvTAL2 OTH Pw C CRT 

J U 0 
Ii 0 0 

--=-~..::-16--.---

28 1 
~72 

- 24.5 

FEMALE 

--55 11 OVER .. -
MI\LE FEMALE 

** *. •• *. 
** 
** *. 
*. 

o 
o 

o 
o 

1,104 
I,M5 

- 15.4 

1,441 
1,714 

_ 1.5.9 

2'ljct5 
3'nlQ 

- lc;.7 

"---"TOTAL 1\0UI.T-.. -_-­
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

9 
12 

MALE 

1,113 
1,317 

- 15.5 

14 
16 

t::EMALE 

1,455 
1,730 

.. t5.9 

2~ 
28 

TOTAL 

2'~68 
~'n41 

- 115. 7 

lpercent changes (%6) were not computed in those 'instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 
2The Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Inforn~tion System Division. 
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1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 
%~ 

1978 
1977 

%6 

1978 
1977 

%A 

--10 Ii UNOI;.,~-- ---_'1/1~----
fVlkLf. FI:."I~LF ,·lALr FE!"'I\L r 

1,3!;)7 c!2 .. :2, ~j'l 567 
1'~b9 jl+O 2,5j, 6 5 t" - 1<+.6 - ~"ol 7.q - 1.~.6 

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

TOTAL 36 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 
TOTAL OFFENSES I 1977-19781 

Jt JVfNII.f. ,\GE ANO 5LX SU\IIMAI~y 

-_--13/14_--- ------\5.---.-
M'\L-!:: FE"1AI.E MALE ~EMAI.E 

6'3d4 2.259 5,491 1,791 
6, 5uf! 2.511 5,781 2,O~A 

2.b - li.l.U 5.0 -14.2 

--.-.-16--.---
Ml\lE" FEMALE 

(, ,,~59 1,882 
7'220 1,9QO 

~.O 5.4 

-----T()T/\L JUVF.:~ILE"'_-" 
MALF. FEMALE TOTAL 

22,421 6,723 2Q'144 
23,689 cl,585 31,;>14 

5.4 ... 11.4 ... 8 

****.****** •• ** ••• ~.* •• * ••• *.* •• ***.***************.~** •• **** •••••• *.* ••••• ~* •• * •••••• * •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

AUULT AGF. 8. SEX SUMMARy 

------11------ ----18 / 24---- ----25/ 34_--- ----35/54--_- --55 Il OVER-- -----TOTAL Arn~T------
t'IAI..E FE.MALF :Ii,~I.F FF.~'ALE rll"LE FEMALE MALE FEMAI E M,~LE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

E" "tl4 1,12d 5~,887 11'10" 38"22 7.461 31,770 S,Og1 7'1 42 824 131,915 25,607 '.63'''8~ 
/j',+o3 1 ' ~!jlj 5:>,760 10,42" 37'149 6,712 33,431 5,212 7'737 8:53 137,540 24, 313 161,Q1' 

.1 0.1 + 2.1 + u.5 + 4.2 + 11.2 ';.0 2.3 7.7 1.1 + .3 + 5.1 + ,.0 
.*.*$~* ••••• *~ ••• ~~ •• *.** •••••••••••••••• ** ••• * •• * ••• **** ••• **** •••••• ** ••••••••••••••••••••••••• * •••••••••••••••••••• i 

•• HACE SUMMARy (AGE 17 UNnER JUVENILES) 

---------~- ... IJU\lEI~ I l.E~--_--- .. -----
WHITF.: I~t:..~k(j OTHi:.~ TOTAL 

L8'o~9 
20,272 

b.a 

69 
6:> 

+ 11." 
3o,nb 
38,925 
- ,5'h 

---.-------.-AuULTS------------_-
WHITt: 

69.~59 
&8.69b 
+ 1.3 

1,267 
1,426 

- 11.2 

15&,000 
154'262 

+ 1.1 

•• •• *. •• 
$. 

•• •• •• •• • *.* •• **.* ••• ·** ••••••• * •• ~ •• *~*~.* •• ·.* .. * ••• * ••••• t •••••••••• * ••••• **~ •••••• 

HAI,ULEn 
11 r'L:)LJ 

7' ~I)y 
9'~'J1 

_ lO.j 

..JUVENILE nISpoSlTIONS (Ir~CLUlJES I\GE 17) 

21,177 
~1r1811 
+ • 'I 

REF 
WEL AGt.Y 

21~f. 
166 

+ 24.1 

RFF 
OTH PO 

1',+4~ 
937 

+ 53.~ 

~t:.F 
C CRT TOTAL. 2 

36,985 
3~,521 

4.0 

•• •• •• •• *. *. *. •• •• 

WHITE 

10~,928 
105,5132 

.6 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

NEGRO 

87,317 
87,290 
+ .0 

MALe: 

160, .~96 
161,229 

.e; 

OTHE~ 

~EMALE 

32,330 
31,958 
+ 1.2 

}percent changes (%~) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than SO. 
The Juvenile Disposition Total is not required to balance to the Juvenile Arrest Total. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 

TOTAL 

192'726 
t 9~' 1,81 

.~ 
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Louisiana 

Acadia 
Alien 
Ascension 
Assumption 
Avoye11es 
Beauregard 
Bienville 
Bossier 
Caddo 
Ca1casieu 
Caldwell 
Cameron 
Catahou1a 
Claiborne 
Concordia 
DeSoto 
East Baton Rouge 
East Carroll 
East Feliciana 
Evangeline 
FrankJ.in 
Grant 
Iberia 
Iberville 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Jefferson Davis 
Lafayette 
Lafourche 
LaSalle 
Lincoln 
Livingston 
Madison 
Morehouse 
Natchitoches 
Orleans 

TABLE 37 
COMPARISON OF LOUISIANA LAW ENFORCEMENT 

INFORMATION BY PARISH, 1978 

It of It of 
Po~u1atiol').. Offenses crime~ Officers 

3,992,798 190,032 4,759.3 9,702 

54,330 1,120 2,061. 4 114 
20,72!i 365 1,760.8 56 
44,363 1,218 2,145.5 1~6 
20,795 199 956.9 50 
39,209 436 1,111.9 59 
27,628 589 2,131.8 56 
17,226 159 923.0 18 
71,716 3,501 4,881.7 147 

242,406 15,625 6,445.7 518 
157,730 7,948 5,038.9 457 
10,247 225 2,195.7 21 

9,528 274 2,875.7 54 
11,726 302 2,575.4 20 
16,687 201 1,204.8 14 
22,237 742 3,336. "' 47 
23,704 309 1,30,1.5 25 

332,262 29,721 8,945.0 1,019 
11,654 270 2,316.8 25 
16,522 128 774.7 16 
33,320 410 1,230.4 134 
23,971 105 438.0 28 
15,151 184 1,214.4 26 
54,636 1,355 2,096.3 180 
30,788 607 1,971.5 135 
16,895 284 1,680.9 33 

427,019 27,093 6,344.6 981 
31,535 540 1,712.3 53 

134,166 6,635 4,945.3 251 
76 1 903 1,Sll 2,354.9 127 
15,242 246 1,613.9 29 
37,198 1,097 2,949.0 49 
49,931 1,210 2,423.3 98 
14,646 505 .3,448.0 40 
33,692 1,115 3,309.3 61 
36,171 501 1,385.0 67 

585,814 45,826 7,822.6 1,514 

It of It of 
Index Arrests Index Clearances 

49,601 48,896 

512 516 
107 97 
532 484 

88 85 
383 288 
194 219 
137 141 
830 887 H 

2,961 3,444 I: 

1,475 1,910 Ii 
I' 80 78 iI 

151 163 il 
Ii 

163 158 I': 
I 141 113 ,[ 

306 2'8 1'[ 

139 144 tl 
!; 5,854 5,873 
I~ 111 119 
W 94 95 

228 233 Ii 
11 90 104 r~ 

88 69 it ~ { 

121 465 ii 
304 259 

~ 108 93 r' 
5,618 4,554 t 

r 
138 144 

~ 1,367 2,116 
730 628 
204 81 JiI" • 

317 352 . ~ 
508 520 ~t 283 268 
321 239 I~ , 

I-329 310 
11 ,947 9,888 
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TABLE 37 (CONT'D) 

* of It of * of It of 
Population Offenses ---- Crime Rate Officers Index Arrests Index Clearances 

Ouachita 130,703 6,476 4,954.7 254 2,122 3,262 
Plaquemines 26,696 783 2,933.0 67 253 231 
Pointe Coupee 22,646 139 613.7 30 100 102 
Rapides 124,917 5,603 4,485.3 231 1,509 1,228 
Red Ri\'er 9,250 100 1,081.0 12 105 97 
Richland 21,5~4 378 1,756.1 23 221 275 
Sabine 20,090 353 1,757.0 38 160 129 
St. Bernard 62,261 1,609 2,584.2 N/R1 ~47 521 
St. Charles 34,715 1,271 3.661.2 104 308 291 
St. Helena 9,893 57 576.1 12 54 52 
St. James 19,940 277 1,389.1 50 154 117 
St. John 28,602 413 1,443.9 66 282 243 
St. Landry 83,178 1,328 1,596.,5 180 668 653 
St. Martin 35,987 571 1,586.6 18 276 278 
St. Mary 61,699 2,454 3,977.3 126 9!i7 983 
St. Tammany2 92,585 3,760 4,061.1 192 945 855 
Tangipahoa 76,350 2,456 3,216.7 120 784 707 
Tensas 8,375 229 2,734.3 14 8.6 111 
Terrebonne 89,438 2,812 3,l44.0 176 460 814 

, 
i 

1-1 Union 20,089 506 2,518.7 16 228 206 
1-1 
I Vermilion 46,972 740 1,575.4 112 25''9 225 

VI Vernon 45,901 1,497 3,261. 3 64 678 710 VI 

Washington 43,127 1,286 2,981.8 89 431 436 
Webster 42,068 931 2,213.0 69 453 397 
West Baton Rouge 18,090 538 2,974.0 52 282 265 
West Carroll 12,835 127 989.4 18 92 74 
West Feliciana 9,865 180 1,824.6 18 36 38 
Winn 17,230 302 1,752.7 16 192 151 

State Police 807 

1N/R Agency did not respond to the question. 

2C1earance data understated due to reporting discrepancies 1 reV\l;$ed figures are beini.~repared "', . , .. 
at a 1atet date. 

. .. . , , , .,." .lo.' • 

/. , . ;r 
• t 

• :1, .. ' L , 
Source: Louisiana Crimiqa1 J.usti~e In.f<lrmatiop System £)iv.ion~ I'" ,) 

wuisiana Conuniseion on Law Ehforcement, Law Enforc81lent Survey, 1918. 
. " 
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TABLE 38 
COMPARISON OF 1977 AND 1978 LAW ENFORCEMENT EXPENDITURES 

1977 EX2enditures 1978 EX2enditures 

Acadia 1,358,300 1,231,510 
Allen 570,322 669,067 
Ascension 1,610,300 2,020,806 
Assumption 448,099 533,000 
AvoyelleEi 780,10! 883,395 
Beauregard 924,108 960,89~ 
Bienville 336,680 369,62" 
Bossier 2,567,041 2,858,192 
Caddo 10,991,736 10.,290,383 
Calcasieu 5,499,003 6,502,725 
Caldwell N/R 360,199 
Cameron N/R 789,848 
Catahou1a 339,564 406,867 
Claiborne 261,220 N/R 
Concordia 1,067,135 922,790 
DeSoto 388,022 320,229 
East Bab:m R0.rge 14,086,073 16,721,806 
East Carroll 101,764 259,000 
East Feliciana 325,555 327,988 
Evangeline 688,627 848,215 
Franklin 354,119 453,947 
Grant 328,356 406,183 
Iberia 1,774,787 2,439,626 
Iberville 1,292,356 1,425,000 
Jackson 417,975 309,690 
Jefferson 14,716,116 16,608,929 
Jefferson Davis 766,564 1,172,97$ 
Lafayette 4,419,120 5,067,394 
Lafourche 2,425,712 2,912,173 
LaSalle 420,210 429,213 
Lincoln 741,532 835,630 
Livingston 1,1()7,779 1,539,558 
Madisoll 509,580 543,109 
Morehouse 1,236,314 1,119,057 
Natchitoches 1,1l7,231 1,214,438 
Orleans 36,475,000 37,888,833 

Percent Change 

-9.3 
17.3 
25.5 
18.9 
13.2 

4.0 
9.8 

11.3 
-6.4 
18.3 

19.8 

-13.5 
Ii -17 .5 

18.7 P 
\1 

N/A 

I 0.7 
23.2 
28.2 
23.7 Ij 
37.5 I, 

I 

10.3 I: -25.9 Ii 
12.9 ,"< 
53.0 J~ 

I' 
14.7 I 

!.' 
20.1 i~ 
2.1 1 

12.7 ~~ 
39.0 i..1'. 
6.6 ." -9.5 " \ 8.7 '~1': . 

3.9 I~ 
I:~ 
;~~" lA 

J J , 

I,l~ , 
; I' ' 

I 
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TABLE 38 (CONT/D) 

H 
H 
I 

U1 
..... 

it: 

1-

1977 EXl2enditures 1978 EXl2enditures Percent Change 

Ouachita 3,667,748 3,943,954 7.5 
Plaquemines N/R N/R 
Pointe Coupee 32P,656 394,677 20.1 
Rapides 4,161,192 4,230,048 1.7 
Red R.iver 269,559 209,347 -22.3 
Richland 453,000 547,287 20.8 
Sabine 543,050 596,326 9.8 
St. Bernard N/R N/R 
St. Charles 1,740,605 1,598,010 -8.2 
St. Helena 291,320 263,061 -9.7 
St. James 635,000 685,500 8.0 
St. John 1,032,110 1,321,729 28.1 
St. Landry 2,248,415 2,588,345 15.J. 
St. Martin 1,232,076 If2~ei745 1.4 
St. r·tary 2,544,282 2,397,185 -5.8 
St. Tammany 1 1,079,840 3,160,339 N/A 
Tangipahoa 1 2,216,417 445,000 N/A 
Tensas 

1 
229,000 254,185 11.0 

Terrebonne 688,784 3,110,484 N/A 
Union 336,305 441,314 31.2 
Vermilion 1,298,545 1,580,830 21.7 
Vernon 807,821 1,024,182 26.8 
Washington 1,847,387 1,876,756 1.6 
Webster 1,023,454 1,153,162 12.7 
West Baton Rouge 714,041 930,341 30.3 
West Carroll 239,661 263,733 10.0 
West Fe1iciana N/R 654,732 
Winn 475,353 539,706 13.5 

State Police 23,739,137 25,000,000 5.3 

State Total 164,289,159 182,101,266 10.8 

1percent change was not computed because major agencies did not respond in either 1977 or 
1978, and therefore the percent change would not be valid. 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, 
Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division, 
Law Enforcement Survey 1978. 

, ._0 
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1st Judicial District 

2nd Judicial District 

3rd Judicial District 

4th Judicial District 

5th Judicial District 

6th Judicial District 

7th Judicial District 

8th Judicial District 

9th Judicial District 

10th Judicial District 

11th Judicial District 

12th Judicial District 

13th Judicial Dis'l:rict 

14th Judicial District2 

15th Judicial District 

16th Judicial District 

17th Judicial District 

18th Judicial District 

19th Judicial District 

20th Judicial District 

21st Judicial District 

TABLE 39 
SCREENING PRACTICES AMONG LOUISIANA DISTRICT ATTORNEY'SI 1978 I,. 

Section to A.D.A. Screens Bills Filed on Screen all Cases Own Cases All Cases ~ 

X 

X 

N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 

N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 

X 

N/Rl 
X 

X 

N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 
N/Rl N/RI N/Rl N/Rl 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 
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TABLE 39 (CONT'D) 

22nd Judicial District 

23rd Judicial District 

24th Judicial District 

25th Judicial District 

26th Judicial District 

27th Judicial District 

28th Judicial District 

29th Judicial District 

3Qth Judicial District 

31st Judicial District 

32nd Judicial District 

33rd Judicial District 

34th Judicial District 

35th Judicial District 

36th Judicial District 

37th Judicial District 

Orleans 
\ 

Section to 
Screen all Cases 

N/Rl 

X 

N/Rl 

X 

N/Rl 

X 

N/R3 

N/R3 

X 

ID.A. did not respond to question. 

A.D.A. Screens 
OWn Cases 

N/Rl 

N/Rl 

N/Rl 

X 

X 

N/R3 

N/R3 

Bills Filed on 
All Cases 

N/Rl 

N/Rl 

NiRl 

N/R3 

N/R3 

X 

I 
2Misdemeanor cases are screened individually by the assistant who hears the charges. 

3The Judicial District was established by legislation, 'effective January 1, 1979. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System l 
Louisiana District Attorney's Association l 
District Attorney's Activity Report, 1978. 
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TABLE 40 

TYPES OF CASES HANDLED BY LOUISIANA DISTRICT ATTORNEYS I 1978 
CRIMINAL CASELOAD CIVIL CASELOAD 

Other 
Parish City Juvenile School Police GoverlUllsnt 

Felon:i Misdemeanor Ordinances Ordinances Offenses. Traffig Board Jurie§ Ag~D£1~1i!2 

1st JUdicial District X X X X X X X 

2nd Judicial District l N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R X X X 

3rd Judicial District X X X X X X X X 

4th Judicial District JC X X X X X X 

5 tho Judicial District X X X X X X X 

6th Judicial District X X X X X X X X X 

7th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R X X X 

8th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R " ,{ 

9th JUdicial District X X X X X X X X ~ H 
H 10th Judicial District X X X X X X X I 
CI'I ,I 

0 
11th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R 

q 
X X X X X X ' f h 

12th Judicial District X X X X X X I~ 
13th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R It 

Districtl 
I~ 

14th Judicial N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/n N/R N/R 11 f,., 

15th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
~ l 

X X X Ij 
t 16th Judicial District X X X X X X X :~ 
rt It,! 

~ 17th Judicial District 1 N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R '!, 
i, " 

~ 18th Judicial District l N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R lil 
~ 

.~ 
i~ 

~ [' ' 
i.)' 

,i t· 
~ t '~ 

f' i 
R ;I 
r 
i 
I' 
t, 
\ 

t 
~,.~'~t~~""'·· "-.:>:,t,:;~ 1tfI"-~ .,,-,.#~ fIf"';:--.;t'''. . , .. ~."...",.- ,O\~,,~,~~~~~ "".~,,.~, 1<f-,..-

"W' <rt>W'~-'''''':;-'''''5'"':Otr~' ,.'I;i7~n>_~'¢!;.~v.--~:~ '~~;;iX,l;ia{~':~~~~ ,~"~~n:....~~~ t ·, .......... f~~~~;.;.,"'4~a~.~~·--
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TABLE 40 (CONT'D) 
CRIMINAL CASELOAD CIVIL CASELOAD 

Other 
Parish City Juvenile School Police Government ,I 

Felony Misdemeanor Ordinances Ordinances Offenses Traffic Board Juries A2encies2 II 

19th Judicial District X X X X X 

20th Judicial District X X X X X X X X 

Distric~ 
" 

21st: Judicial N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R X X X II 
" 

22nd Judicial District X X X X X X X 

23rd Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 

24th Judicial District X X X X ~~ X 

25th Judicial Districtl N/a N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
, 

26th Judiciai District 
!, 

X X X X X X X X ", 
" I: 

27th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
,! 
:i 

28th Judicial District X X X X X X X X 
:1 
I H ; 

H 'I 
I 29th Judicial Dsitrict X X X X X X X ~ ; 

0\ II .... 
30th Judicial District 

\\ 
X X X X X X X ~ 

31st Juvenile District X X X X X X X X 'I 

~t 
32nd Juvenile District X X X X X X X X X 

!i 
! .i 

\ ! 
I' 

33rd Judicial District X 'X X X X X ' i , , 
, 

'I I~ /' I 34th Judicial District3 N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
~' ~I ~, 

• • 1'"'( 
:f .~ 35th Judicial District X X X X X X X X X l( 

1,( ;, : 
36th Judicial District3 N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 

l~j 
;. , ,~ ., ,~ 

t,·: .. , 37th Judicial District X X X X X X X X i,i 
"I 

.. 
k 

'. : 
Orleans X X X 

,>" .,'; 

~;~ 1 
ID.A. question. " 

"i: did not respond to It . ' 2Includes Hospitals, Levee Boards, Drainage Districts, Airport Au,thorities, etc • 1"\ 
, ( 

~ 3The Judicia.l District was established by legislation, effective January 1, 1979 • H . 
~ If 
.' . ' , 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, Lo'uisiana District Attorneys Association, District Attorneys I 4 

Activitv Report, lo.,n. !i, 
I 'j{ '-
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TABLE 41 

DIVERSION PROGRAMS IN DISTRICT ATTORNEYS' OFFICES~ 1978 

Office has Formal Returned for 
Diversion Pro9ram Number Diverted ,Pro'secution 

" 
YES NO Felony Misdemeanor 

1st Judicial District X 

2nd Judicial District X 

3rd Judicial District X 

4th Judicial District X 10 140 15 

5th Judicial District X 

6th Judicial Districtl X N/R N/R N/R 

7th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/a 

8th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
H 9th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R M/R H 
I 

aI 
10th Judicial Districtl 

+ 
IV X N/R 24 0 

11th Judicial District X 

12th Judicial District X 

13th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 

14th Judicial District X 

15th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 

16th Judicial Districtl Ill/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 

17th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 

18th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 

19th Judicial District X 265 285 61 

20th Judicial District X i' 

o 21st Judicia.! Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R I 

! "-
." 'tI 

~. 

L 
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TABLE 41 (CONT'n> 

Office has Formal 
Divers~rogram 

YES NO 
22nd Judicial District X 
23rd Judicial Districtl 

N/R N/R 
24th Judicial District X 

25th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R 
26th Judicial District X 

27th Judicia,l Districtl N/R N/R 
20th Judicial District! N/R N/R 
29th Judicial 1 

N/R N/R nistrict 

30th Judicial Districtl 
N/R N/R 

31st Judicial District X 

32nd Judicial District X 

33rd Judicial Districtl 
N/R N/R 

34th Judicial District3 N/R N/R 
35th Judicial District.l X 

36th Judicial District3 N/R N/R 
37th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R 
Orleans X 

lD.A. did not respond to question. 
2Figure is total of Felony and Misdemeanor. 
3The Judicial District was established by legislation, 

effective January 1, 1979. 

Number Diverted 

Felony Misdemeanor 

N/R N/R 

1442 

N/R N/R 

N/R N/R 

N/R N/R 

N/l< N/R 

N/R N/R 

N/R N/R 

N/R N/R 

10·,2 

N/R N/R 

N/R N/R 

201 l65 

-.>.1. 

e 

Returne,d for 
Prosec\ition 

N/R 

15 

N/R 

N/R 

N/R 

N/R 

N/R 

N/R 

N/R 

N/Il 

N/R 

N/R 

35 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, 
Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, 
Prosecution Survey Suppleme~tal, 1978. 
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1st Judicial 

2nd Judicial 

6th Judicial 

10th Judicial 

11th Judicial 

12th Judicial 

14th JudiCial 

15th Judicial 

19th Judicial 

20th Judicial 

24th Judicial 

26th Judicial 

33rd Judicial 

35th Judicial 

37th Judicial 

Orleans 

Districtl 

District 

Districtl 

Districtl 

Dietrict 

Districtl 

Districtl 

District 

District 

District 

Dis'Lrict 

Districtl 

Districtl 

Districtl 

Dis' .. .cictl 

IV 0 

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

TABLE 42 
LOUISIANA DISTRICT ATTORNEYS OFFERING 

SPECIAL PROGRAMS 1 1978 

Juvenile Counseling Program 

IV 0 

IV 0 

Shoplifting Seminar, Worthless Check Seminar 

IV 0 

IV 0 

Victim Witness Program, Non-Support Division, Law Enforcement Training 

~ 
\\ 
I' 
:J ,i 

11 

1\ 

11 
il Stop Rape Crisis Center, Victim Witness Assis tance, Pre-·Trial Intervention, Economic Crime K 

and Fraud, Car~er Criminal Bureau, Worthless CheCK Section, Child Abuse Section, Family Law II 
Section Ii 
IV 0 

Pre-Trial Intervention, Sex Crimes and Child Abuse, Child Support Enforcement, Victim Witness Assistance 

IV 0 

IV D. 

IV'D, D.A. Probation 

IV 0 

Diversionary, Release on Recognizance, Economic Crime Unit, Victim Witness Assistance 
Bureau, Child Support Enforcement, Career Criminal Bureau, Post Conviction Trading Un,it, 
District Attorney's Record Tracking System 

Ij 
II 
'\ 
11 

~ 
II 

lA program to aid children in necessitous' circumstances • 

Source: . 
Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, Louisiana District Attorneys' Association, District Attorneys! Activity Report, 1978. 

..... ,---: ~~. 
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.TABLE 43 

STAFFING LEVELS AND OPERATING E;:~jENDITURES OF LOllISIANA'S DISTRICT ATTORNEYS I 1978 

Totq1 Number Number of Admin.) 
Assistant Number of Clerical & Operating 

District Attorneys Investigators Support Personnel Expenditures 

1st Judicial District 15 0 11 $ 480,195 
2nd JUdicial District 3 0 12 55,0~O 
3rd JUdicial District 3 0 5 N/A' 
4th Judicial District 11 7 27 117,374 3 
5th Judicial District 4 N/R 3 N/R1 
6th Judicial District 4 1 5 N/A2 
7th Judicial District .2 1 3 N/A2 
8th Judicial District N/R1 N/Rl N/R1 N/Rl 
9th JUdicial District 9 1 11 402,6~6 
10th Judicial District 5 1 7 N/R 
11th Judicial District 4 1 3 N/Rl 
12th Judicial District 2 1 4 50,0~0 
13th Judicial District N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/R 
14th JUdicial District 11 3 19 485,726 
15th Judicial District 11 0 14 216,100 
16th Judicial District 11 4 14 ~43,230 
17th Judicial District N/Rl N/Ri N/Rl N/Rl 
18th Judicial District N/Rl N/R N/Rl N/Rl 
19th Judicial District 24 42 45 2,138,371 
20th Judicial District 2 1 5 45,810 
21st Judicial District 6 2 6 N/R 
22nd Judicial District 7 2 9 200,0£0 
23rd Judicial District N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/7:< 
24th Judicial District 28 12 42 900,000 
25th Judicial District N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl NI'Rl 
26th Judicial District 9 ° 8 158 1,117 
27th Judicial District N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 
28th Judicial District 1 0 3 N/Rl 
29th Judicial District 5 2 7 N/R 
30th Judicial District 3 1 4 56,739 
31st Judicial District 1 1 3 N/Rl 
32nd Judicial District 4 3 9 300,3~4 
33rd Judicial District 2 0 2 N/R4 
34th Judicial District N/R4 N/R4 N/R4 N/R 
35th Judicial District 2 0 2 64,021 
36th Judicial District N/R4 N/R4 N/R4 N/R 
37th Judicial District ° 1 '1 N/R1 
Orleans 61 10 98 2,300,000 

lD.A. did not respond to question. 
2D•A. indicated figures were not available. 
3partial eX£;lpnditures. Source: 
4The Judic~ dl ni,!'Irrir:t W;:jq p'qtablishe~ 

Louisiana Crimjna1 Justice Information System, Louisiana 
District Attorneys Association, District Attorneys Activity 

by legislation, effective January 1, 1979. Report,. 1978. 
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! TABLE 44 

I LOUISIANA DISTRICT COURTS: 
f 

I THREE YEAR TREND IN ACTIVITY 

I 
i CASES FILED 
! 

1976 1977 1978 1978 19?8 

DISTRICT PARISH TOTAL 
~ TOTAL CIVIL CRIbUNAL 

1 Caddo 
14,297 17,129 17,469 8,224 9,2 5 

DISTRICT TOTALS 14,297 17,129 17,469 8,224 9,245 
2 Bienville 

1,739 1,547 1,991 592 1,399 

Claiborne 
2,390 2,002 2,033 453 1,580 

Jackson 
1,735 1,817 1,844 664 1,180 

DISTRICT TOTALS 5,684 5,366 5,868 1,709 4,159 
3 Lincoln 

1,300 1,423 2,826 918 1,908 

Union 
1,839 1,847 2,421 825 1,596 

DISTRICT TOTALS 3,139 3,270 5,247 1,743 3,504 
4 Morehouse 

2,115 2,552 2,662 916 1,746 

H 

Ouachita 
15,405 18,264 6,683 3,894 2,789 

H 
I 

DISTRICT TOTALS 17,520 20,816 9,345 4,810 4,535 

0'\ 
0'\ 

5 
Frank1i~1 

1,395 1,302 2,436 706 1,730 

Richland 
2,305 2,676 2,664 703 1,961 

W. Carroll 
1,117 1,497 750 545 205 

DISTRICT TOTALS 4,817 5,475 5,850 1,954 3,896 
" 

6 E. Carroll 
1,300 1,203 7,385 331 7,054 

Madison 
2,842 2,294 1,668 442 1,226 

Tensas 
1,067 1,307 1,706 332 1,374 

DISTRICT TOTALS 5,209 4,804 10,759 1,105 9,654 
7 Catahou1a 

2,623 2,526 3,099 791 2,302 

Concordia 
3,118 3,342 2,286 364 1,922 

DISTRICT TOTALS 5,741' 5,868 5,385 1,155 4,230 
8 Winn 

1,862 2,027 2,167 1,025 1,142 

DISTRICT TOTALS 1,852 2,027 2,167 1,025 .l,142 
9 Rapides 

15,995 14,880 13,803 4,515 9,288 

DISTRICT TOTALS 15,995 14,880 13,803 4,515 9,288 

L 
,." ... .,. ..... " -"""~_""">i'" -----'<I<~"''''''''~'J~ .... *'"' .... '~I """"...........,' t· 
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TABLE 44 (CONT I D) 

CASES FILED 
1976 1977 1978 1978 1978 DISTRICT PARISH ~ TOTAL TOTAL £!Y!.& CRIMINAL 

10 Natchitoches 4,313 4,599 5,558 1,740 3,818 Red River 1,702 1,699 1,652 404 1,248 
DISTRICT TOTALS 6,015 6,298 7,210 2,144 5,066 

11 DeSoto 2,701 2,929 3,117 895 2,222 
Sabine 1,176 1,366 3,022 726 2,296 

DISTRICT TOTALS 3,877 4,295 6,139 1,621 4,518 

12 Avoyel1es 3,795 3,566 3,280 1,400 1,880 
DISTRICT TOTALS 3,795 3,566 3,280 1,400 1,880 

13 Evangeline 2,970 2,888 3,098 1,499 1,599 
DISTRICT TOTALS 2,970 2,888 3,098 1,499 1,599 

r: 
14 Ca1casieu 22,611 19,215 19,930 8,445 11,485 

Cameron 2,095 1,977 2,011 414 1,597 
DISTRICT TOTALS 24,706 21,192 21,941 8,859 13,082 

H 
H 

15 Acadia 3,524 , 3,079 5,630 1,855 3,775 0\ Lafayette 12,230 13,581 13,637 5,600 8,035 ~ 

Vermilion 3,216 3,122 3,487 1,626 1,861 
DISTRICT TOTALS 18,970 19,782 22,754 9,083 13,671 

16 Iberia 5,788 5,616 5,860 2,214 3,646 
St. Martin 2,860 4,434 3,854 1,272 2,582 
St. Mary 8,604 9,171 8,386 2,483 5,903 

DISTRICT TOTALS 17,252 19,221 18,100 5,969 12,131 
~, 17 Lafourche 9,072 9,009 7,539 2,167 5,3"/2 t' DISTRICT TOTALS 9,072 9,009 7,539 2,167 5,372 :: 

"1. j 18 Iberville 6,743 5,082 6,122 1,133 4,989 
~. Pointe Coupee 2,868 3,518 2,814 700 2,114 
/ ,,' w. Baton Rouge 5,334 6,550 5,277 772 4,505 ~: DISTRICT TOTALS 14,945 15,150 14,213 2,605 11,608 'I 19 19,363 21,185 21,664 12,628 9,036 't I 

E. Baton Rouge 
~ . DISTRICT TOTALS 19,363 21,185 21,664 12,628 9,036 

~t.<; 

~ 
..... : 

1,316 ,:;r, I 20 E. Feliciana 1,627 1,917 1,991 675 
w. Feliciana 1,735 1,718 1,559 328 1,231 

DISTRICT TOTALS 3,362 3,635 3,550 1,003 2,547 

I ~.e.l."'iI!'lflt" .. , 14 :I~-"-""" __ '. __ 0:" 
,~-., --..-~,.... ..... ..-,~..-.,.-- : .~ .. ~",..., r"· .-_ ~~. 

, ~ ~ ~-~..,.~ --'-'-~::-=--:::-::::::" 
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TABLE 44 (CONT'D) 

DISTRICT 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

1976 PARISH TOTAL 

Livingston 3,857 
St. Helena 462 
Tangipahoa 9,065 

DISTRICT TOTALS 13,384 

St. Tammany 9,425 
Washington 3,465 

DISTRICT TOTALS 12,890 

Ascension 6,271 
Asswnption 2,471 
St. James 1,519 

DISTRICT TOTALS 10,261 

Jefferson 15,314 
DISTRICT TOTALS 15,314 

Plaquemines 5,162 
st. Bernara 6,483 

DISTRICT TO~CALS 11,645 

Bossier 3,656 
Webster 3,530 

DISTRICT TCJTALS 7,186 

st. Landry 6,591 
DISTRICT TOTALS 6,591 

LaSalle 2,367 
DISTRICT TOTALS 2,367 

st. Charles 9,832 
St. John 8,010 

DISTRICT TOTALS 17,842 

Beaurega:cd 4,249 
vernon 7,024 

DISTRICT TOTALS 11,273 

Jefferson Davis 3,198 
DISTRICT TOTALS 3,198 

.,-\ 

CASES FILED 
1977 1978 1978 1978 

TOTAL TOTAL £!.Y!k CRIMINAL 

4,516 4,761 2,007 2,754 
458 773 341 432 

9,592 10,563- 2,876 7,687 
14,566 16,097 5,224 10,873 

10,218 9,518 3,968 5,550 
5,338 4,247 1,955 2,292 

15,556 13,765 5,923 7,842 

9,408 12,167 1,620 10,547 
2,393 2,714 586 2,128 
1,590 2,028 541 1,487 

13,391 16,909 2,747 14,162 

15,539 15,597 12,575 3,022 
15,539 15,597 12,575 3,022 

5,025 5,183 858 4,325 
7,359 6,109 2,127 3,982 

12,384 11,292 2,985 8,307 

3,932 7,848 2,358 5,490 
3,631 1,887 1,157 730 
7,563 9,735 3,515 6,220 

6,841l 4,381 2,834 1,547 
6,840 4,381 2,834 1,547 

2,303 2,559 715 1,844 
2,303 2,559 715 1,844 

11,701 10.07.5 1,299 8,776 
6,186 4,864 895 3,969 

17,887 14,939 2,194 12,745 

4,328 4,157 887 3,270 
7,542 9,844 1,174 8,670 

11,870 14 ,001 2,061 11,940 

3,045 2,703 999 1,704 
3,045 2,703 999 1,704 

-
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TABLE 44 (CONT'D> 

PISTRICT 

32 

33 

35 

37 

Orleans 

STATE TOTAL 

1976 
TOTAL PARISH 

Terrebonne 9,777 
DISTRICT TOTALS 9,777 

Allen 2,900 
DISTRICT TOTALS 2,900 

Grant 2,725 
DISTRICT TOTALS 2,725 

Caldwell 1,127 
DISTRICT TOTALS 1,127 

Civil 19,837 
Criminal 5,077 

DISTRI<;:T TOTALS 24,914 

350, 326 

1" Source: 1978 Annual Report of the Judicial Council 

1977 
TOTAL 

11,215 
11,215 

2,690 
2,690 

2,832 
2,832 

1,380 
1,380 

19,636 
4,827 

24,463 

369,379 

l 
, I 

i/ 
II 
'I 
Ii 

CASES FILED II 
II 1978 1978 1978 
Ii TOTAL £!Y!!! CRIMINAL I' 
I' 
I: 

10,585 3,501 7,084 Ii 
Ii 10,585 3,501 7,084 

II 2,589 773 1,816 
2,589 773 1,816 Ii L 

2,713 551 2,162 Ii 
2,713 551 2,162 II 
3,086 303 2,783 

/1 3,086 303 2,783 ,I 
18,882 18,882 None II 

5,327 None 5,327 

II 24,209 18,882 5,327 

229,541 
I: 

370,541 141,000 !I 
I 
i 
\ 
i 
I 

I ' 

, 
.' 
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1st Judicial District 

2nd Judicial District 

lrd Judicial District 

4th Judicial District 

5th Judicial District 

6th Judicial District 

7th Judicial District 

8th Judicial District 

9th Judicial District 

10th Judicial District 

llttl Judicial District 

12th Judicial District 

13th Judicial District 

14th Judicial District 

15th Judicial District 

16th Judicial District 

17th Judicial Dsitrict 

18th Judicial District 

19th Judicial District 

20th Judicial District 

21st Judicial District 

22nd Judicial District 

2lrd Judicial District 

24th Judicial District 

25th Judicial District 

26th Judicial District 

. , .. . ..... ~- ~-~ 

Has Own 
Juvenile Probation 

No 

No 

No 

Yes 

Yes 

No 

No 

N/Rl 

Yes 

YaEl 

No 

No 

Yes 

Yes 

No 

No 

Yes 

N/Rl 

No 

Yes 

No 

No 

N/Rl 

N/Rl 

N/Rl 

No 

TABLE 45 
LOUISIANA'S DISTRICT COURT RESOURCESJ 1978 

Has Own Makes Court Has Court Has Presentence Referrals To Access To Micro Film Investigation Drug Progra.!!L, Computer Caeacit;l 
No Yes No No 

No Yes No No 

No Yes No No 

No Yes No No 

No Yes No No 

No ~70 No Yes 

Yes No No No 

N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 

No Yes No Yes 

No Yes No No 

No Yes No No 

No No No No t 
l' 
I 

No Yes No Yes I 
r 

No Yes No No ~ 
No Yes Yes No ~ No Yes Yes No 

No Yes No Yes r N/Rl N/R1 N/Rl N/Rl 

No Yes Yes Yes ij. 
No Yes No Yes ~ ,., 

No Yes No No 

No Yes No No 

N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/R1 

No Yes Yes No 
~ 

N/R1 N/nl N/Rl N/a1 

No Yeo No No 

"-
~ '!!> '"i:- ~ ... 

-,'0..,," ":'1;:<"':',#- vf-;'th-,",,~"';:<:~'·<e~1'r'ti-'~~·1i':l'::'~#~~~"~,,\.~.,"·~<;;:u.o.;l'r"'~i;JI;_r~~~"$t -_' ....... f~~: ... "'# ''t-:t ? -., 
--
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TABLE 45 (CONT'D) 

Has Own Has Own Makes Court Has Juvenile Presentence Referrals To Access To Probation Investig:ation Drug Program .. Computer 27th Judicial District No No Yes No 28th Judicial District No No No No 29th Judicial Distz'ict Yes Yes Yes Yes 30th Judicial District No No Yes No 31st Judicial District N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 32nd Judicial District No No Yes No 33rd Judicial District No Yes Yes No 34th Judicial District N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 35th Judicial District Yes No Yes No 36th Judicial District No No No No 37th Judicial District No No No No Orleans Civil Court No No Nc No Orleans Criminal Court No Yes Yes Yes Caddo Juvenile Court Yes Yes Yes No EBR Family Court Yes Yes Yes Yes Jefferson Juvenile Court Yes Yes Yes No Orleans Juvenile Court Yes Yes Yes Yes 
State Total 14 (Yes) 8 (Yes) 30 (Yes) 8 (Yes) 

lAgency did not respond to question. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division, Judicial Planning Committee, Courts Survey, 1978 • 

Court Has 
Microfilm 
Capacit;}:: 

No 

No 

No 

No 

N/Rl 

No 

No 

N/Rl 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

8 (Yes) 

n 
~I 
1 I., 
"1 

t~ 
Ii 
I; 
i~ 
i I "". f:f 

it 
!:l 
: t 
i~ 
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TABLE 46 
RATIO OF DISTRICT JUDGES TO THEIR 

DISTRICT POPULATION., JANUARY I,' 1979 

DISTRICT PARISHES WITHIN DISTRICT 
1977 

POPULATION 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

Caddo 

Bienville, Claiborne, Jackson 

Lincoln, Union 

Morehouse, Ouachita 

Franklin, Richland, West Carroll 

East Carroll, Madison, Tensas 

Catahoula, Concordia 

Winn 

Rapides 

Natchitoches, Red River 

DeSoto, Sabine 

Avoyellcs 

Evangeline 

Calcasieu 

Acadia, Lafayette, Vermilion 

Iberia, St. Martin, St. Mary 

Lafourche 

Ibervi1le, Pointe Coupee, West Baton RCI,-,ge 

East Baton Rouge 

East Feliciana, West Feli.ciana 

Livingston, St. Helena, Tangipahoa 

st. Tammany, Washington 

Ascension, Assumption, St. James 

Jefferson 

Plaquemines 

Bossier, Webster 

st. Landry 

LaSalle 

St. Charles, St. John 

Vernon 

II-72 

238,366 

48,127 

56,119 

161,373 

57,314 

35,279 

33,950 

16,614 

124,581 

45,086 

42,067 

38,457 

32,696 

156,951 

230,741 

166,777 

77,192 

50,478 

328,685 

26,17~ 

127,231 

117,227 

87,831 

395,8n 

27,772 

107,308 

79,915 

13,736 

63,659 

46,334 

NUMBER OF 
JUDGES 

8 

3 

2 

5 

3 

2 

2 

1 

6 

2 

2 

1 

1 

6 

7 

5 

4 

3 

14 

1 

5 

5 

3 

12 

2 

4 

3 

1 

4 

2 

POPULATION 
pER JUD~ 

29,795 

16,042 

28,059 

32,274 

19,104 

17,639 

16,975 

16,614 

20,763 

22,543 

21,033 

38,457 

32,696 

26,158 

32,963 

33,355 

19,298 

16,826 

23,477 

26,174 

25,446 

23,445 

29,277 

32,985 

13,886 

26,827 

26,638 

13,736 

15,914 

23,167 

TABLE ,"6 (CONT'D) 

DISTRICT PARISHES WITHIN DISTRICT 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

Orleans 

Statewide 

Jefferson Davis 

Terrebonn.e 

Allen 

St. Bernard 

Grant 

Beauregard 

Caldwell 

Cameron 

Orleans 

Sources: 1978 Annual Report of the Judicial Council. 

1977 
POPULATION 

28,7()4 

87,752 

21,308 

57,815 

14,347 

25,336 

9,806 

9,109 

564,323 

3,852,353 

Louisiana Tech University, The Louisiana Economy. 

II-73 

NUMBER OF 
JUDGES 

1 

4 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

1 

27 

159 

-, 
< .... 'f-, ..... ~""''-'~., !: 

POPULATION 
PER JUDGE 

28,704 

21,938 

21,308 

19 ,271 

14,347 

25,336 

9,806 

9,109 

20,900 

24,228 

ii 

Ii 
, I 



TABLE 47 

LOUISIANA DISTRICT COURTS INFORf'1ATION SUMMARY I 1978 

TOTAL NUMBER OF COURT' EMPLOYEES 

1978 
Male Female Operating 

Black White " Black Wh~ Expenditures [ 

1st Judicial District 1 12 1 15 $ 372,000 
2nd Judicial District 0 3 0 3 150,000 
3rd Judicial District 0 2 0 4 23,800 
4th Judicial District 0 11 1 2 429,8P 
5th Judicial District 0 0 0 1 N/R ,::; 

6th Judicial District 0 1 0 1 51,400 
7th Judicial District 0 2 0 3 25,000 
8th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
9th Judicial District 0 8 1 7 238,978 
10th Judicial District 0 4 0 2 25,OfO THIS PAGE LEFT BLANK TO 11th Judicial District 0 1 0 2 N/R 
12th Judicial District 1 2 0 1 25,OfO , ' 
13th Judicial District 0 3 0 2 N/R ! PRESERVE TABLE SEQUENCE. 14th Judicial District Q 10 Q 16 315,638 
15th Judicial District 0 10 0 17 451,2£0 
16th Judicial District 0 6 0 10 N/R 
17th Judicial District 1 4 0 5 128,673 
18th Judicial Districtt N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
19th Jt~dicial District N/R N/R N/R N/R 1,000,000 
20th .Judicial District 2 2 0 2 N/Rl i 
21st Judicial District 0 6 0 6 275,000 
22nd Judicial District 0 12 0 9 206,000 
23rd Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
24th Judicial District 1 24 1 39 675,705 
25th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
26th Judicial District 0 4 0 6 N/Rl 
27th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
28th Judicial District 0 1 0 3 N/Rl 
29th J'udicial District 0 4 0 4 N/Rl 
30th Judicial District 0 2 0 4 40,000 
31st Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
32nd Judicial District 0 4 0 8 N/Rl 
33rd Judicial District 0 1 0 2 N/Rl 
34th Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R , N/R N/R 
35th Judicial District 0 2 0 3 41,000 
36th Judicial District 0 1 0 2 N/Rl 
37th Judicial District 0 1 0 1 56,500 
Orleans Civil Court 0 36 2 2 3,000,000 
Orleans Criminal Court 0 3 1 4 N/Rl 
Caddo Juvenile Court 10 10 10 14 531,136 
EBR Family Court 5 12 7 25 273,263 
Jefferson Juvenile Court 2 5 1 10 250,518 
Orleans Juvenile Court 16 45 17 36 1,179,858 

State Total 39 254 42 201 9,765,481 

LAgency did not respond to question. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System) " 

Judicial Planni,ng Committee I 1I-75 
Courts Survey, 1978. 

'-
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TABLE 48 
LOUISIANA CITY AND PARISH COURTS ACTIVITIES 1 1978 

1976 1977 197B 197B 
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL CIVIL 

COURT FILINGS FILINGS FILINGS FILINGS 

Abbeville 2,404 2,450 2,'iBB 237 
Alexandria 9,612 B,423 10,5i5 2,015 
Ascension Parish Court1 B,102 10,497 207 
Baker 1,BB4 2,126 1,640 142 
Bastrop 3,110 3,529 4,346 1,023 
Baton Rouge 61,794 73,13B BO,445 4,532 
Bogalusa 3,146 2,677 1 q 3BO 359 
Bossier City 9,143 7,013 7,7B9 B75 
Breaux Bridge 3,306 2,336 1,6B5 160 
Bunkie 1,BOO 2,245 2,097 BB 
Crowley 3,470 3,372 3,176 1BO 
Denham Springs 4,030 3,4B2 4,460 23B 
DeRidder 1,69B 2,269 2,119 19 
Eunice 3,B09 3,770 4,652 463 
Franklin B36 943 1,16B 3B 
Hammond 7,023 7,077 6,966 57B 
Houma 2 5,142 

H Jeanerette 1,232 1,191 1,236 129 
H Jefferson: I 
-..I First Parish Court 3B,21B 37,447 3B,751 3,B9B 0\ Second Parish Court3 17,561 25,049 

Jennings 1,189 1,437 1,61B 157 
Kaplan 1,245 1,051 1,053 136 
Lafayette 19,20B 26,635 23,334 1,207 
Lake Charles 24,435 25,652 23,415 2,008 
Leesville 3,330 4,163 5,B17 76 
Marksville 4 578 1,315 
M.inden 1,678 1,641 1,312 586 
Monroe 23,4B7 24,02B 26,737 4,099 
Morgan City 3,444 4,3B3 5,161 66 
Natchitoches 4,007 3,690 4,289 626 
New Iberia 7,595 8,655 B,091 8B3 
New Orleans: 

First City Court 26,171 26,337 24,901 24,901 
Second City Court 2,354 2,472 3,OB9 3,089 
Municipal 46,972 40,68B 45,350 0 
Traffic 146,B75 123,9B1 137,117 0 

// 

197B 197B 
CRIMINAL TRAFFIC 
FILINGS FILINGS 

577 1,602 
2,25B 5,302 

10,146 
494 941 

1,025 1,976 
9,263 64,36B 

499 333 
1,527 4,9B3 

204 1,235 
1,111 793 
1,050 1,41B 

775 3,OB4 
393 1,569 
937 3,179 
414 497 

2,114 3,B70 

361 663 

2,397 32,456 

165' 1,164 
158 672 

2,315 18,490 
2,343 1B,377 
1,760 3,917 

226 436 
11,240 10,536 

2,003 2,934 
1,373 2,096 
2,158 4,643 

0 0 
0 0 

45,350 0 
0 137,117 

197B 
JUVENILE 
FILINGS 

172 
940 
144 

63 
322 

2,2B3 
1B9 
404 

B6 
105 
52B 
363 
13B 

73 
219 
404 

B3 

0 

132 
87 

1,322 
687 

64 

64 
862 
158 
194 
407 

0 
0 
0 
0 

, 
\ 

-~ 
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TABLE 48 (CONT'D) 

1976 1977 1978 1978 1978 1978 TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL CIVIL CRnlINAL TRAFFIC ~ FILINGS FILINGS FILINGS !.!~ FILINGS FILINGS 
Oakdale 1,547 1,699 256 639 685 Opelousas 7,661 7,297 7,213 401 1,629 4,799 Pineville4 

1,844 2,027 PlaquemineS 
Port Allen 994 1,098 779 13 184 560 Rayne 1,305 1,500 1,467 255 473 590 Ruston6 

2,211 2,411 Shreveport 36,667 38,432 42,799 4,502 6,,023 32,214 Slidell7 5,077 5,143 1,074 83 98 865 Springhill 1,502 1,434 1,218 498 248 348 Sulphur 2,735 3,897 5, 1~4 514 992 3,162 Thibodaux 2,774 2,860 2,900 79 1,007 1,682 Vidalia 811 1,028 959 19 233 610 Ville Platte 1,964 1,026 1,006 350 305 132 West Monroe .5,156 6,459 5,866 1,379 1,750 2,229 H Winnfie1d7 798 839 314 4 95 211 H Winnsboro 492 624 738 110 447 181 
I Zachary 476 520 701 97 105 465 

-..J 
-..J 

State Total 564,753 570,909 570,661 61,575 118,864 377 ,443 

I 

1978 f 
1 JUVENILE :1 FILINGS 

I) 
120 I[ 

Ii 384 i/ Ij 
22 ~ 149 

I; 
0 i I 28 

1 124 
I 466 I 132 

il 
97 

219 
508 

4 II 
0 I! 34 ·1 

II 
12,779 H 

II 
d 
It 

1 Asr,l'ension Parish Court was croated in 1976 and, therefore, has no date for 1976. 
Also, Criminal and Traffic Filings are combined under Criminal Filings. 

20ata wIavailable for 1977 and 1978. 
30ata unavailable for 1978 and filings for 1977 are estimated based on actual counts for 9 months. 

!i 
') I 

11 , 
4 0ata unavailable for 19'18 ·and filings for 1977 are estimated based on actual counts for 8 months. 
5 0ata unavailable for 1976, 1977, and 1978. 
60ata unavailable for 1978. 

7Filings for 1977 are estimated based on actual counts for 9 months. 

Source: 1978 Annual Report of the Judicial Council. 
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TABLE 49 
LOUISIANA FAMILY AND JUVENILE COURTS: 

THREE YEAR TREND IN ACTIVITY~ 

'I 1 Caddo Juven~ e 

East Baton Rouge Family 

Jefferson Juvenile 

Orleans Juvenile 

State Totals 

1976-1978 

1976 -
4,767 

8,103 

4,807 

9,184 

26,861 

CASES FILED 

1977 

5,153 

8,219 

4,300 

8,545 

26,217 

1978 

6,868 

8,008 

5,197 

8,167 

28,240 

1Caddo 1977 filings were derived from new case numbers assigned 
and counts of dispositions and may not be comparable to the 
other courts. 

Source: 1978 Annual Report of Judicial Council. 
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TABLE 50 
ADULT ADMISSIONS TO THE LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT 
OF CORRECTIONS BY AGE~ RACE~ AND SEX; FISCAL 

YEARS 1976-1977~ 1977-1978 

RACE/SEX 1976-77 PERCENT 1977-78. PERCEN'l' ., 

White Male 881 34.3 808 36.1 White Female 45 1.7 58 2.6 Negro Male 1540 60.0 1298 58.1 Negro Female 99 3.9 69 3.1 Other Male 2 0.1 2 0.1 Other Female 

TOTAL 2567 100.0% 2235 100.0% 

AGE - 1976-77 PERCENT 1977-78 PERCENT 

18 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

26-30 
'31-35 
36-40 
41-45 
46-50 
51-55 
56+up 

TOTAL 

81 
171 
228 
238 
221 
170 
188 
160 
130 
463 
224 
131 

14 
43 
26 
19 

2567 

AVERAGE AGE 26.2 

3.2 
6.7 
8.9 
9.3 
8.6 
6.6 
7.3 
6.2 
5.1 

18.0 
8.7 
5.1 
2.9 
1.7 
1.0 
0.7 

100.0% 

87 3.9 
162 7.2 
186 8.3 
205 9.2 
171 7.6 
181 8.1 
151 6.8 
131 5.9 
122 5.5 
369 16.5 
197 8.8 
131 5.9 

59 2.6 
43 1.9 
25 1.1 
15 0.7 

2235 100.0% 

25.9 

SOURCE: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual 
Report, Fiscal Year 1977-1978 (DRAFT).' 
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TABLE 51 
ADMISSIONS BY OFFENSE TO THE 

LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS; 
FISCAL YEARS 1976-19771 1977-1978 

OFFENSE 1976-77 PERCENT 1977~"78 

Arson 12 0.5 15 
Assault/Battery 66 2.6 72 
Bribery 1 1 
Burglary 720 28.0 661 
Crime Against Nature 19 0.7 27 
Criminal Damage/Property 4 0.2 6 
Driving Offenses 6 0.2 10 
Drug Offenses 264 10.3 183 
Homici.de 233 9.1 231 
Kidnapping 8 0.3 8 
Offenses Affecting 

Minors 4 0.2 7 
Offenses Affecting 

Law Enforcement 20 0.8 16 
Perjury 2 0.1 
Rape 75 2.9 85 
Robbery 396 15.4 369 
Sex Offenses 

Affecting Family 1 0.0 1 
Sex Offenses 

Affecting Minors 6 0.2 21 
Theft 343 13,.4 301 
Weapon Offenses 36 1.4 48 
Other Offenses 225 8.8 173 
Unknown 126 4.9 

TOTAL 2567 100.0% 2235 

PERCENT 

0.7 
3.2 

29.6 
1.2 
0.3 
0.5 
8.2 

10.3 
0.4 

0.3 

0.7 

3.8 
16.5 

0.0 

0.9 
13.5 
2.2 
7.7 

100.0% 

SOURCE: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, 
Fiscal Year 1977-78 (DRAFT). 
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TABLE 52 
ADULT ADMISSIONS BY TYPE OF ADMISSION; 

FISCAL YEARS 1976-19771 1977-19781 

TYPE ADMISSION 1976-77 PERCENT 1977-78 

New f rOln Court 177 6.9 III 

New Commitments 
(Held in 'Parish Prison) 1868 72.8 1639 

New Commitment 
(Non La. Case) 2 

Parole Revocation 
(New Conviction) 84 3.3 41 

Parole Revocation 
(Technical Violation) 124 4.8 86 

Probation Revocation 
(New Conviction) 167 6.5 144 

Probation Revocation 
(Technical Violation) 147 5.7 167 

Return from Escape 45 

TOTAL 2567 100.0% 2235 

PERCENT 
PERCENT CHANGE 

5.0 -37.3 

73.3 -12.3 

0.1 

1.B 

3.9 -30.7 

6.4 -1~.8 

7.5 13.6 

2.0 

100.0% -12.9 

Ipercent change (%6) were not computed in those instances wh~re the units 
of cnmparison were less than 50. 

SOURCE: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Year 
1977-1978 (D.RAFT). 
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INSTITUTION 

TABLE 53 
ADULT ADMISSIONS BY INSTITUTION; 
FISCAL YEARS 1976-1977 1 1977-19781 

1976-77 ?ercent 1977-78 

Louisiana State Penitentiary 553 21. 5 407 

Louisiana Correctional 
Institute for Women 144 5.6 126 

Parish Prisons 1868 72.8 1652 

Adult Reception and 
Diagnostic Center 2 0.1 ' 50 

TOTAL 2567 100.0% 2235 

Percent 

18.2 

5.6 

73.9 

2.2 

100.0% 

Ipercent change was not computed for those instances where the units of 
comparisons were less than 50. 

Percent ~ 
11 

Change 

-26.4 ~ 
-12.5 

-11.6 

~ 
-12.9 

~ 
SOURCE: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Year 1977-1978 (DRAFT). r. 
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TABLE 54 
ADULT ADMISSIONS BY MAJOR PARISHES OF COMMITMENTj 

FISCAL YEARS 1976-19771 1977-19781 

PARISH 1976-1977 PERCENT 1977-1978 PERCENT PERCENT CHANGE 

Orleans 695 27.1 595 26.6 -14.4 

Jefferson 181 7.1 187 8.4 3.3 

Caddo 201 7.8 183 8.2 - 9.0 

East Baton Rouge 166 6.5 153 6.8 - 7.8 

Rapides 70 2.7 101 4.5 44.3 

Ouachita 100 3.9 67 3.0 -33.0 

Ca1casieu 80 3.1 63 2.8 -21.3 

Bossier 71 2.8 57 2.6 -19.7 

St. Tanunany 60 2.3 46 2.1 

Lafayette 65 2.5 40 1.8 

Other 878 34.2 743 33.2 -15.4 

TOTAL 2,567 100.0% 2,235 100.0% ... ·12.9 

1 Percent change (%~) were not computed in those instances where the units of 
comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Year 1977-1978 
(DRAFT) 
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TABLE 55 
ADULT ADMISSIONS BY LENGTH OF SENTENCE; 

FISCAL YEARS 1976-19771 1977-1978 

SENTENCE (YEARS) 1976-1977 PERCENT 1977-1978 

1 12 0.5 9 

1 192 7.5 185 

2-3 757 29.5 640 

4-5 533 20.7 524 

6-10 449 17.5 422 

11-15 137 5.3 133 

16+ 270 10.5 210 

Life 89 3.5 71 

Death 0 0.0 1 

Unknown 128 5.0 40 

TOTAL 2,567 100.0% 2,235 

AVERAGE LENGTH 8.1 7.9 

PERCENT 

0.4 

8.3 

28.6 

23.5 

18.9 

6.0 

9.4 

3.2 

0.0 

1.7 

100.0% 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections, Annual Report, Fiscal Year 1977-1978 
(DRAFT). 
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H 
H 
I 

0) 

U1 

CRIME 

Homicide 

Assault & Battery 

Sex Crimes 

Burglary 

Robbery 

Theft 

Drugs 

Habitual Felony 
Convictions 
Other 

TOTAL 

TABLE 56 
AVERAGE LENGTH OF SENTENCE OF ADULT ADMISSIONS 
BY RACE 1 SEX AND CRIME; FISCAL YEAR 1977-1978 

MALE 

12.9 

5.4 

15.2 

4.7 

13.0 

3.3 

3.6 

11.6 

7.7 

6.9 

WHITE 

FEMALE 

5.6 

4.7 

6.3 

6.9 

2.8 

3.1 

1.7 

4.5 

TOTAL 

11. 8 

5.2 

15.2 

4.7 

12.2 

3.2 

3.6 

11.6 

7.5 

6.8 

MALE 

12.7 

5.0 

16.7 

4.6 

12.4 

3.6 

5.2 

13.9 

7.0 

8.5 

NEGRO 

FEMALE 

10.9 

2.0 

1.7 

10.2 

3.6 

3.0 

9.0 

3.2 

5.2 

TOTAL 

1~.5 

4.9 

16.7 

4.6 

12.3 

3.6 

4.9 

13.9 

6.8 

&.3 

MALE 

12.8 

5.1 

16.1 

4.6 

12.5 

3.4 

4.2 

13.4 

7.4 

7.9 

AVERAGE 

FEMALE TOTAL 

8.8 12.3 

3.9 5.0 

3.7 

7.9 

3.3 

3.0 

9.0 

2.5 

4.9 

16.1 

4.6 

12.3 

3.4 

4.1 

13.4 

7.1 

7.7 

SOURCE: Louisj.ana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Year 1977-1978 (DRAFT). 
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TABLE 57 
ADULT EXITS BY RACE,,' SEX AND AGEi 

FISCAL YEAR 1977-1978 

WHITE N.EGRO OTHER/UNKNOWN TOTAL PERCENT 
AGE LEVEL MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE 

18 3 0 6 0. 0 o.. 9 0 0.5 Q.o. 
18 21 0 19 0. 0 0. 40. 0 2.1 0. 0. 
19 41 3 49 5 0. a 90. 8 4.8 6.6 
20. 52 1 87 6 a 0. 139 7 7.4 5.7 
21 71 7 89 5 0. a 160. 12 8.5 9.8 
22 58 4 86 4 a a 144 8 7.7 6.6 

;' 23 41 2 86 10 a a 127 12 6.8 9.8 
fi 24 50 3 88 9 a 0. 138 12 7.3 9.8 

H 25 46 3 76 2 a a 122 5 6.5 4.1 
H 26-30. 142 6 280. 20. 0 a 422 26 22.5 21. 3 I 
<Xl 31-35 59 6 147 7 a 0. 20.6 13 11.0. 10..7 
O't 

36-40. 57 3 67 4 a 0. 124 7 6.6 5.7 
41-45 30. 2 33 2 1 0. 64 4 3.4 3.3 
~6-5a 14 2 22 3 a 0. 36 5 1.9 4.1 
51-55 13 2 9 0. 1 0. 23 2 1.2 1.6 
56-60. 6 1 14 0. a a 20. 1 1.1 0..8 
61-65 3 0 2 0. 0. a 5 a 0..3 0..0. 
65+up 5 a 3 0. a 0. 8 0. 0..4 0..0. 

Unknown a a 0. 0 2 0. 2 0. 0..0 0.0 

TOTAL 712 45 1,163 77 4 0. 1,879 122 

PERCENT 37.9 36.9 61.9 63.1 0..2 ~-. 10.0..0.% 10.0.0% 

AVERAGE AGE: MALE 27.7 years 
AVERAGE AGE: FEMALE 27.8 years 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Year 1977-1978 (DRAFT) • 
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TABLE 58 
i ADULT EXITS BY MAJOR PARISH OF COMMITMENT AND TYPE OF 1.1 REi..-ASE; 11 

1/ FISCAL YEAR 1977-1978 'i 
11 

Ii 

" II EXP. OF COURT GOOD PARISH PAROLE DEATH SENTENCE COMM. ORDER ~ ESCAPE OTHER TOTAL -L t 
1, 
Ii ORLEANS 51 7 2 4 6 463 10 2 545 27.2 Ii 
II CADDO 43 0 0 1 1 99 11 1 156 7.8 II 
Ii E. BATON ROUGE 30 3 1 2 1 94 6 0 137 6.8 
I 

0 ! JEFFERSON 38 2 1 1 81 7 2 132 6.6 Ii H 
Ji H 

21 1 0 1 0 Ii I CALCASIEU 63 1 1 88 4.4 

~ 
co 
'-l 

RAP IDES 23 1 1 1 1 25 6 1 59 3.0 
~ OUACHITA 18 1 0 2 0 33 3 0 57 2.8 
i 

BOSSIER 19 1 1 2 0 28 3 0 54 2.7 Ii 

I LAFAYETTE 22 0 0 0 0 28 2 0 52 2.6 
" ST. TAMMANY 10 1 0 1 3 35 1 1 52 2.6 1I 
i 

TERREBONNE 13 0 0 0 0 16 2 0 31 1.6 
WASHINGTON 16 0 0 0 0 12 0 0 28 1.4 
OTHER 227 2 1 4 7 336 29 4 610 30.5 ~ TOTAL 531 19 6 19 20 1313 81 12 2001 100.0% ~ I SOURCE: Louisiana Department of CorrGctions Annual Report, Fiscal Year 1977-78 (DRAFT) • 

H 

~_'i' .IP' " '''~''':'~~'''''''''''''"''~~~~~~~Iffi:';HC.I.",*-"",- ~' . "---,...--~-~ ... ---." ... '----"~""':,,..-,-.~-''''' '--0- -""''''''=-~~'''''_~''''-",", __ .",,~~_ ~ -,... ~ ..... """,", .~-""--"'" -",~-.-......--, -~~"""""';.--..",..,. .... ~'U">'"><:W~~nfl.L\~~"-<t.""~:",e.-



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

r 

TABLE 59 
ADULT EXITS BY INSTITUTIONS AND TYPE OF RELEASE, 

FISCAL YEAR 1977-1978 

RELEASE LSP LCIS DCI ARDC CSTU HCC PARISH LCIW TOTAL PERCENT 

Parc)le 162 121 48 6 52 12 87 43 531 26.5 THIS PAGE LEFT BLANK TO 

Dea'th 11 0 3 1 0 1 3 0 19 1.0 PRESERVE TABLE SEQUENCE. 

Expiration of Sentence 2 1 0 0 0 0 3 0 6 0.3 

Commutation 11 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 19 1.0 

Pardon 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 2 0.1 

Court Order 10 2 0 1 0 0 4 3 20 1.0 
H 

Good Time 632 139 228 8 62 13 165 66 1,313 65.6 H 
I ., 

~1 
(X) l (X) Escape 26 20 2 0 6 2 21 4 81 4.0 

Other 2 3 1 0 0 0 2 2 10 0.5 

TOTAL 856 286 283 16 121 28 291 120 2,001 

PERCENT 42.8 14 • .3 14.1 0.8 6.1 1.4 14.5 6.0 100.0% 

LSP: Louisiana State penitentiary (Angola) 
LCIS: Louisiana Correctional and Industrial School (DeQuincy) 
DCI: Dixon Correctional Institute (Jackson) 
ARDC: Adult Reception and Diagnostic Center (Jackson) 
CSTU: Corrections Special Treatment Unit (New Orleans) 
HCC; Hunt Correctional Center (St. Gabriel) 
LCIW: Louisiana Correctional Institute for Women (st. Gabriel) 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Year 1977-1978 (DRAFT) 11--89 
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Average Da.:i.ly 
Population of 

Parish Prison Parish Pris~ 

Acadia 41 
Allen 9 
Ascension ' 33 
Assumption1 14 
Avoye11es 
Beauregard1 35 

Bienville 18 
Bossier 68 
Caddo 69 
Calcasie~ 121 
Cald\"e11 
Cameron 10 
Catahoula 7 
Claiborne 26 
Concordia 7.6 H 

H DeSoto 21 I East Baton Rouge1 \0 
0 East Carroll 8 

East Fe1iciana 17 
Evangeline 13 
FZ'anklin 11 
Grant 11 
Iberia 39 
Iberville 111 
Jackson 10 
Jefferson 230 
Jefferson Davis 32 
Lafayette 91 
Lafourche 78 
LaSalle 11 
Lincoln 6 
Livingston 27 
Madison2 10 
Morehouse 33 
Natchitoches 37 
Orleans5 933 

'-
Lt I 

TABLE 60 

WORKLOAD DATA FOR LOCAL CORRECTIONS FACILITIES 
IN LOUISIANA 1 1978 

(Average Daily) 
Population Total Daily 
of State Average Ratio of 

Prisioners Population ~ilers/Prisioners 

5 46 4/46 '" 1::U.5 3 12 6/12 = 1:2 
9 42 7/42 II: 1:6 1 15 -/15 '"' 0 

11 46 3/46 ,. 1:15.3 

3 21 2/21 .. 1:10.5 17 85 7/85 .. 1:12.1 4 73 25/73 '" 1:2.9 26 147 20/147 ... 1:7 

1 11 1/11 .. 1:11 3
4 10 8/10 '" 1:1. 3 

26 4/26 ... 1:6.5 "7 33 1/33 ... 1:33 3 24 5n4 III l:4.8 

3 11 4/11 ,. 1:2.8 7 24 4/24 .. 1:6 
8 21 7/21 '" 1:3 3 14 2/14 • 1:7 3 14 2/14 .. 1:7 4 43 2/43 • 1: 21. 5 1 112 13/112 .. 1:8.6 3 13 1/13 • 1:13 55 285 116/285 .. 1:2.5 7 39 4/39 .. .\:9.8 23 114 15/114 .. 1:7.6 124 90 17/90 = 1:5.3 

11 2/11 .. 1:5.5 "2 8 2/8 ,. 1:4 16 43 3/43 ,. 1:14.3 1 11 7/11 • 1:1.6 
5 38 4/38 '" 1:9.5 16 53 2/53 .. 1:26.5 20S 1,138 460/1138- 1:2.5 

Designed 
Inmate 

Capacity 

55 
52 
56 
18 
40 
40 
49 

128 
66 

256 
24 
28 
20 
32 
36 
50 

424 
30 
28 
37 
36 
32 
69 

104 
48 

303 
78 
85 
72 
26 
32 
46 
18 
65 
70 

~98 

Operating 
Above 

Capacity 

x 

x 

x 

x 

I,' 
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TABLE 60 (CONT'D) 

Parish 

Ouachita 
Plaquemines 
Pointe COl,1pee 
Red River l 
Richland 
Sabine 
St. Bernard3 
St. Charles 
St. Helena 
St. James 
St. John 
St. Landry 
St. Martin 
St. Mary 
St. Tammanyl 

Average Daily 
Population of 

Parish Prisoners 

114 
98 
21 

16 
20 

N/R 
17 

8 
8 

25 
74 
23 
82 

Tangipahoa 58 
Tensas 7 
Terrebonne 109 
Union 19 
Vermilion 28 
Vernon 40 
Washington 22 
Webster 38 
Wesc Baton Rouge 32 
West Carroll 11 
West Feliciana 16 
Winn 12 
Caddo Cor't'ectional Inst. 270 
Ouachita Multi-Parish Pris.95 
Prison District I 11 
Rapides Multi-Parish Pris.l04 
S.W. Reg. Rehabilitation 28 

Total 3,612 

(Average Daily) 
Population 
of State 

Prisioners 

16 
2 
2 

3 
6 

N/R 
24 

0 
11 
21 

5 
9 

25 
1 
4 
3 
5 

19 
10 
13 

8 
2 
3 
2 

58 
28 
50 
46 

8 

829 

Total Daily 
Average 

Population 

130 
100 

23 

19 
26 

N/R 
19 

8 
8 

36 
95 
28 
91 
61 
83 

8 
113 

22 
33 
59 
32 
51 
40 
13 
19 
14 

328 
123 

61 
150 

36 

4,502 

Ratio of 
Jailers/Prisioners 

12/130 = 1:10.8 
11/100 = 1:9.1 

1/23 = 1:23 

23/19 = 1:0.8 
1/26 = 1:26 

N/R 
9/19 = 1:2.1 
7/8 = 1:1.1 
5/8 :! 1:1.6 
5/36 .- 1:7.2 

24/95 = 1:4 
7/28 = 1:4 

14/91 = 1:6.5 
16/61 = 1:3.8 

5/83 1:16.6 
2/8 = 1:4 

121113 = 1:9.4 
1/".2 = 1:22 
6/33 = 1:5.5 
5/59 = 1: 11. 8 
9/32 = 1:3.6 
4/51 = 1:12.8 
3/40 = 1:13.3 
1/13 = 1:13 
5/19 = 1:3.8 
3/14 1:4.7 

71/328 1:4.6 
9/123 = 1:13.7 
7/61 1:8.7 

13/150 1:11.5 
16/36 = 1:2.3 

1067/4502= 1:4.2 

Designed 
Inmate 

Capacity 

156 
100 

38 
40 
28 
34 

N/R 
44 
30 
40 
70 
84 
57 

116 
77 
52 
36 
86 
24 
54 
68 
36 
72 
58 
22 

40 
408 
160 

65 
152 

97 

5,929 

Operating 
Above 

Capacity 

x 

x 

x 

9 

lQuestionaire was Incomplete. 2New Jail opened on April 18, 1978. 
from May to December, 1978. 

Averages are based on figures 

3Agency did not respond to survey. 
4Average was less than one. 

Source: Louisiana 
Louisiana 
Survey of 

Commission on Law Enforcement, 5Approximately 200 inmates are housed at the House of Detention. 
Criminal Justice Information System, 
Local Prisons, 197. 
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TABLE 61 
LOCAL CORRECnONS FACILITY POPULATION BY AGE GROUP I' 1978 

YOUNGER THAN PARISH PRISON ---------_---17 YEARS 

Acadia 
Allen 
AscenSion 
AssumPtion 
Avoyelles 
Beauregard 
Bienville 
Bossier 
Caddo 
Calcasieu 
Caldwell 
Cameron 
Catahoula 
Claiborne 
Concordia 
DeSoto 
East Baton Rouge 1 
East Carroll 
East Feliciana 
Evangeline 
Franklin 
Grant 
Iberia 
Iberville 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Jefferson Davis 
Lafayette 
Lafourche 
LaSalle 
Lincoln 
Livingston 
Madison 
Morehouse 
Natchitoches 
Orleans 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
1 
2 
1 
8 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

N/R 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

872 

17-35 YEARS 

42 
11 
26 

4 
20 
22 
14 
77 
39 

102 
2 
6 

11 
5 

17 
17 

N/R 
6 

18 
27 

7 
3 

40 
79 
12 

276 
30 
94 
78 

4 
12 
21 

9 
34 
45 

1,072 

35-50 YEARS 

3 
3 
3 
o 
4 
3 
o 
4 
8 

17 
3 
1 
o 
8 

11 
1 

N/~ 
1 
4 
2 
2 
3 
2 
3 
o 

98 
4 

26 
23 

2 
2 
4 
o 
2 

15 
133 

50 YEARS AND OVER 

1 
o 
1 
o 
3 
2 
1 
2 
3 

11 
1 
o 
o 
2 
1 
3 

N/R 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 

20 
1 
1 
3 
o 
1 
3 
o 
2 
o 

33 

TOTAL 

46 
14 
30 
4 

27 
27 
16 
85 
51 

138 
6 
7 

11 
15 
29 
21 

. N/R 
7 

22 
29 
10 

6 
42 
83 
12 

395 
35 

121 
104 

6 
15 
28 

9 
38 
60 

~,325 
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TABLE 61 (CONTVD) 

PARISH PRISON 
YOUNGER THAN 

17 YEARS 

Ouachita 0 
Plaquemines l N/R 
Pointe Coupee 0 
Red River1 N/R 
Richland 0 
Sabine 0 
St. Bernard1 N/R 
St. Charles 0 
St. Helena 0 
St. James 0 
St. John 0 
St. Landry 0 
St. Martin 0 
St. Mary , 0 
St. Tammany 1 N/R 
Tangipahoa 1 
Tensas 0 
Terrebonne 0 
Union 0 
Vermilion 0 
Vernon 0 
Washington 0 
Webster 0 
West Baton Rouge 0 
West Carroll . 0 
West Feleiciana 0 
Winn 0 
Caddo Correctional Institute 0 
Ouachita Multi-Parish Prison 0 
Prison District I 0 
Rapides Multi-Parish Prison 0 
southwest Regional Rehabilitation 

Center 0 
Orleans Central Lockup 7 
Orleans House of Dententionl N/R 

State Total 109 

, 1Agency did not respond to question. 

17 -

117 
N/R 

30 
N/R 

11 
20 

N/R 
13 

7 
9 

31 
78 
23 
75 

N/R 
12 

3 
2 

15 
27 
42 
31 
42 
41 

9 
10 

7 
285 
113 

49 
6S 

42 
0 

N/R 

3,551 

3S YEARS 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, 
Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division, 
Survey of Local Prisons, 1978. 

35 - 50 YEARS 

26 
N/R 

3 
N/R 

8 
7 

N/R 
3 
2 
0 
4 

12 
9 
7 

N/R 
6' 
0 
1 
2 
4 
4 
5 
6 
6 
5 
1 
3 

39 
15 

3 
60 

3 
0 

N/R 

639 

2Agency included 

, ! 
' ; 

50 YEARS AND OVER TOTAL :1 
II , 

8 151 Ii 
[' 

~/R N/R 1'1 
II 

0 33 :J 

'~/R N/R Ii 
3 22 L 
1 28 i: 

N/R N/R \ 
Ii 

0 16 Ii 0 9 
0 9 11 
4 39 ., 

I! 
1 91 /' 

II 
0 32 

~ 1 83 
N/R N/R 

" 3 82 II 0 3 
0 3 i 2 19 
0 31 
3 49 I 0 36 
1 49 
2 49 ~ 
0 14 

~ 2 13 
0 10 

22 346 ~ 4 132 
1 53 r: 
8 133 

1 46 
0 7 

N/R N/R 

163 4,462 

17 year o1ds in category. 
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. TABLE 62 
.. 

LOCAL CORRECTIONS FACILITY POPULATION I BY RACE AND SEX ON JANUARY 1L 19791 i 

ADUI.T JUVENILE ! 
Black White Other Black White Other ~ Prison Hale Female lolale Female Male Female Nale Female Na1e Female Nale Female 

Acadia Parish 22 1 23 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ij 
~ Allen Parish 9 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

i Ascension Parish 15 0 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Assumption Parish 9 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Avoyelles Parish 11 1 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Beauregard Parish 5 0 21 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 d Bienville Parish 9 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1\ 

i, Bossier Parish 29 1 52 1 4 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 Ii q 
Caddo Parish 19 14 14 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 11 
Calcasieu Parish 72 3 56 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 () 

I,! Caldwell Parish 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Cameron Parish 1 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I! I, Catahoula Parish 9 0 2 0 0 ,,0 0 0 0 0 0 0 , 
Claiborne Parish 10 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I! 

H Concordia Pa;d,.ah 19 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q 
DeSoto Parish 17 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 k H 

~t I East Baton Rouge Parish2 N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R I, \D I! 
1· "'" East Carroll Parish 7 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 I, 

East Feliciana Parish 19 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1'1 

t' li i! Evangeline Parish 10 1 16 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
r
i " 

J f~ Franklin Parish 8 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 It 'I Grant Parish 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Ii Iberia Parish 16 0 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I', 
~ Iberville Parish 60 l' 19 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I\~ 
~ ,I Jackson Parish 4 1 6 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I~ 
i) Jefferson Parish 181 5 199 8 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 I~ 
~ Jefferson Davis Parish 15 0 19 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

) Lafayette Parish 45 1 77 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 f 'j Lafourche Parish 33 3 64, 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 
LaSalle Parish 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 l' Lincoln Parish 12 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I' 
Livingston Parish 9 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 r 
Madison Parish 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 \. Morehouse Parish 29 0 20 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Natchitoches Parish 40 2 1S 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

\' Orleans Parish 1,041 39 219 16 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
, 
" I 
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TABLE 62 (CONT/n> 

ADULT 
Blad'; -wFilte Other Black 

Prison Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female 

Ouachita Parish 67 7 62 14 1 0 0 0 
Plaquemines Parish 14 0 40 4 1 0 0 0 
Pointe Coupee pa!ish 18 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 
Red River Parish N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
Richland Parish 10 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 
Sabine Parish 15 0 1<1 1 0 0 0 0 
St. Bernard Parish2 N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
St. Charles Parish 9 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 
St. Helena Parish 5 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 
st. James Parish 6 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 
St. John Parish 26 2 11 0 0 0 0 0 
st. Landry Parish 56 0 34 1 0 0 0 0 
st. Martin Parish 15 0 15 2 0 0 0 0 
St. Mary Parish 30 3 49 1 0 0 0 0 
St. Tammany Paris~ 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
Tangipahoa Parish 55 0 25 1 0 0 1 0 
Tensas Parish 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
Terrebonne Parish 43 2 63 0 0 0 0 0 
Union Pa:cish 11 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 
Vermilion Parish 15 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 
Vernon Parish 20 1 26 2 0 0 0 0 
Washington Parish 14 1 21 0 0 0 0 0 
Webster Parish 34 0 15 0 0 0 0 0 
West Baton Rouge Parish 31 0 17 0 0 0 0 0 
West Carroll Parish 4 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 
West Feliciana Parish 7 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 
Winn Parish 3 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 
Caddo Correctional 

Institute Parish 264 0 81 0 1 0 0 0 
Ouachita Multi-Parish 

Prison 61 0 71 0 0 0 0 0 
Prison District I 36 0 17 0 0 0 0 0 
Rapides Multi-Parish 

,Prison 74 .3 53 3 0 0 0 0 
Southwest Regional 

Rehabilitation Center 14 0 32 0 0 0 0 0 
Orleans Central Lockup 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 
Orleans House of 

Detention 88 3 178 2 0 0 0 0 

STATE TOTAL 2,849 99 1,877 85 9 0 13 0 

lTota1 may not agree with those reported on previous table due to reporting inaccuracies. 

2Agency did not respond to the question. 

0" . ..."._.-

JUVENILE 
White Other 

Male Female Male Female 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

N/R N/R N/R N/R 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

N/R N/R N/R N/R 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

] 0 0 0 

3Agency did not distinguish males by race. Reported a total of 60 males. Figures not included in state totals. 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, Survey of Local Prisons, 
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Parish Prison 

Acadia 
Allen 
Ascension 
Assumption1 
Ayoyelles 
Beauregard 
Bienville 
Bossier 
Caddo 
Ca1casieu 
Caldwell 
Cameron 
Catahou1a 
Claiborne 
Concordia 

H DeSoto H , East Baton Rouge 
It) East Carroll 0\ 

Eqst Feliciana 
~. If; 1)ge1ine 
Frarlklin 
Grant 
Iberia 
Ibiarvil1e 
Jackson 
Jeffer.sonl 
Jefferson Davis 
Lafayette 
Lafourche 
LaSalle 
Lincoln 
Livingston 
Madison 
Morehouse 
Natchitoches 
Orleans 

L' , 

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

. TABLE 63 
LOCAL CORRECTIONS FACILITY PERSONNEL AND PERSONNEL ATTRITIONJ 1978 

Number of 
Total Number of Number Hired Voluntary 
Prison Personnel in 1977 Resignations 

4 0 0 
6 2 0 
7 1 0 

N/R N/R N/R 
3 0 0 
3 0 0 
2 2 2 
7 0 0 

25 11 5 
20 8 5 
1 0 0 
1 0 0 
8 0 0 
4 1 0 
1 0 0 
5 0 0 

83 21 18 
4 1 1 
4 0 0 
7 13 4 
2 1 0 
2 1 0 
2 0 0 

13 2 0 
1 0 0 

116 25 6 
4 0 0 

15 3 4 
17 3 3 

2 0 0 
2 0 0 
3 0 0 
7 6 2 
4 0 1 
2 0 0 

460 356 260 

Number of 
Non-Voluntary 
Resignations 

0 
1 
0 

N/R 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
3 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
7 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 

54 
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TABLE 63 (CONT'D) 

Parish Prison 

Ouachita 

Total Number of 
Prison Personnel 

Plaquemines 
Pointe Cou:~e.\e 
Red River 
Richland 
Sabine 
St. Bernardl 
St. Charles 
St. Helena 
St. James 
St. John 
St. Landry 
St. Martin 
St., Mary 
St. Tammany 
'l'angipahoa 
Tensas 
Terrebonne 
Union 
Vermilion 
'lernon 
Washington 
Webf,iter 
West Baton Rouge 
West Carroll 
West Feliciana 
Winn 
Caddo Corrrectional Institute 
Ouachita Multi-Parish Prison 
Prison District I 
Rapides Multi-Parish Prison 
Southwest Reg. Rehabilitation Center 
Orleans Central Lockup 
Orleans House of Detention 

State Total 

12 
11 

1 
1 

23 
1 

N/R 
9 
7 
5 
5 

24 
7 

14 
16 

5 
2 

12 
1 
6 
5 
9 
4 
3 
1 
5 
3 

71 
9 
7 

13 
16 
67 
61 

1,283 

State Average Employee Turnover Rate D 41.8% 

1Agency did not respond to question. 

So!~rce: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, 
Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 
Survey of Local Prisons, 1978. 

Number Hired 
in 1917 

5 
4 
0 
0 
6 
1 

N/R 
3 
3 
7 
2 
0 
2 

10 
11 

2 
1 
3 
0 
1 
1 
3 
0 
0 
2 
0 
2 

72 
1 
3 
0 
4 

15 
5 

622 

. , .. v 

" 

Number of Number of ,} Voluntary Non-Voluntary 1 
..I 

~esignations Resignations i'~ 

'i , , 
3 0 I 0 0 

" ,} 

0 0 I r 0 0 11 3 1 I' 
0 0 

II N/R N/R 
1 2 II 
1 0 

r 2 3 
0 0 Ii 
0 0 I; 
0 0 I: 

5 1 
t 4 7 

1 0 j: 
0 0 I 

~ 1 3 
I: 0 0 , 

1 0 i 

0 0 I 
3 0 ~ Ij 0 0 

I: 0 0 ) 1 0 
~ 2 1 

0 0 
60 18 

1 0 
1 0 
0 0 
2 2 

10 7 
5 3 

418 118 
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Parish 
Prisons 

Acadia 
Allen 
AscenfJion 
Assumption 
Avoyelles 
Beauregard 
Bienville 
Bossier 
Caddp 
Calcasieu 
Caldwell 
Cameron 
Catahoula 
Claiborne 
Concordia 
DeSoto 
E. Baton Rouge 
E. Carroll 
E. Feliciana 
Evangeline 
Fr,ait.\Jtlin 
Grant 
Iberia 
Iberville 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Jefferson Davis 
Lafayette 
Lafourche 
LaSalle 
Lincoln 
Livingston 
Madison 
Morehouse 
Natchitoches 
Orleans 

TABLE 64 
MEETING THE INMATES' NEEDS IN LOCAL CORRECTIONS FACILITIES

J 
1978 

Classification Drug Alcohol 
Procedure Rehab. Rehab. Recreational 

x 
X 

X 

X 
X 
X 
X 

X 

X 
X 
X 
X 

X 

X 
X 
X 
X 

X 

X 
X 

x 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 
X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

X X 

X 
X X 
X 
X 

X 
X 

X X 
X 

X X 

X 

X 

X X 
X 

X X 
X X 
X X 
X 

X 

X 
X 

X 
X X 

(I 

Work 
Release 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 

X 
X 

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 
X 

Vocational 
ReleasE 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Educational 
Release 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

X 

Psychological 
£2rpaltation 

X 

X 
X 
X 
X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

X 

Psychiatric 
Consultation 

X 

X 
X 

X 

X 
X 

X 

X 
X 
X 

X 

X 

I ' 
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TABLE 64 (CONT'D) 

Parish Classification Drug Alcohol 
Prison Procedure Rehab. Rehab. Recreational 

Ouachita X X 
Plaquemines X X 
Pointe Coupee 
Red River 
Richland 
Sabine N/Rl 
St. Bernard N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 
St. Charles X X X X 
St. Helena X X X 
St. James X X X X 
St. John X X 
St. Landry X X X X 
St. Martin N/Rl X X 
St. Mary X X X X 
St. Tammany X 
Tangipahoa X 
Tensas 
Terrebonne 
Union 
Vermilion X 
Vernon X X 
t:ashington X 
Webjilter X 
W. Baton Rouge 
w. Carroll X 
w. Feliciana 
Winn 

lAgency did not respond to question. 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, 
Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, 
Survey of Local Prisons. 1978. 

, "\ 

.'~ 

, 
lY 
iff 
~ 
II 

Work Vocational Educational Psychological Psychiatric Ii 
Ii Release Release Release CO!llSultation Consul tation' I 
I 

X X X X 

X 
X 
X 
X 

N/Rl N/Rl N/Bl N/Rl N/Rl 
X X X X 

X X 
X X 

X 
X X 

X X X X 
X X X 

X 

X 

X 
X X X 

X X 
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Clerks of Court 

Acadia 
Allen 
Ascension 1 
Assumption 
Avoye11es 
Beauregard 
Bienville 
Bossier 
Caddo 
Calcasieu 
Caldwell 
Cameron 
Catahou1a 
Claiborne 
Concordia 
DeSoto 
East Baton Rouge 
East Carroll 
East :reliciana 
Evangeline 
Franklin 
Grant 
Iberia 
Iberville 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Jefferson Davis 
Lafayette 
Lafourche 
LaSalle 
Lincoln 1 
Livingston 1 
Madison 
Morehouse 
Natchitoches 
Orleans 1 

Civil 
Criminal 

TABLE 65 

SUMr1ARY DESCR I PTl ON OF LOU I S I ANA'S CLERKS OF COURT., 1978 

Nwnber of Employees 

Support Annual Starting Number of Staff 
Clerks Personnel Sa1ar~ for Clerks Receiving Training 

21 3 $28,31~ 6 
6 N/R N/R 0 

15 3 6,000 1 
N/R N/R N/R N/R 

1 11 7,200 0 
10 2 6,000 2 

5 N/Rl 7,200 0 
13 7 6,300 3 
43 6 6,000 8 
36 6 7,8~ 0 

5 1 N/ 5 
1 3 26,028 2 
1 5 6,000 0 
6 1 5,400 0 
8 2 5,400 0 

10 N/~ 6,600 2 
71 79 6,6~ 80 

1 3 N/ 0 
1 5 6,000 0 
9 2 5,000 0 
6 4 6,600 4 
4 2 6,000 0 
l' 14 6,000 4 

13 5 6,180 13 
1 6 6,000 2 

135 96 5,508 6 
10 1 6,000 0 
54 0 6,0~ N/~ 

1 28 N/ 0 
6 3 6,000 0 

N/R N/R N/R N/R 
N/R N/R N/R N/R 

f- N/~ 5,400 1 
12 0 5,772 0 

1 11 23,547 N/R 

N/R N/R N/R N/R 
72 12 6,672 0 

1978 
-":Sud2et 

$ 359,717 
90,000 

240,000 
N/R 

145,193 
147,844 

81,254 
256,876 
727,624 
562,006 

93,902 
80,363 
87,625 
83,978 

200,OQO 
170,352 

2,000'gf0 
N/ 

67,255 
174,059 
14D,OOO 

11,042 
284,625 
195,601 

80,000 
2,366,168 

141,592 
801,379 
397,853 
114,162 

~/R 
N/R' 

79,956 
J.37,311 
167,409 

N/R 
695,144 
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TABLE 65 (CONT'D) 

Clerks of Court 
Nwnber of Employees 

Support Annual Starting 
Clerks Personnel ~ary for Clerks 

Ouachita 
Plaquemines 
Pointe Coupee1 
Rapides 
Red River 
Richland 
Sabine 
St. Bernard1 
St. Charles 
St. Helena 
St. James 
St. John 
St. Landry 
St. Martin 
St. Mary1 
St. Tammany 
Tangipahoa 
Tensas 
Terrebonne 1 
Union 
Vermilion 
Vernon 
washington1 
Webster 
West Baton ~uge1 
West Carroll 
West Feliciana 
Winn I 

STATE TOTAL 

29 
5 

N/R 
1 
3 
6 
5 

N/R 
13 

4 
1 
8 

N/R 
16 
N/R 
43 
27 

1 
N/R 

4 
12 
10 
N/~ 
14 
N/R 
N/R 

1 
6 

794 

1Agency did not respond to question. 

0 
1 

N/R 
34 
1 
1 
1 

N/R 
4 
0 
4 
1 

N/R 
4 

N/R 
N/R 

5 
3 

N/R 
1 
0 
0 

N/R 
N/a! 
N/R 
N/R 

2 
1.1 

383 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, 
Judicial Planning Committee, 
Clerks of Court Survey, 1978. 

$ 6,000 
6,000 
N/R 
6,600 
7,200 
7,800 
7,200 
N/R 
.5,400 
6,600 
6,600 
6,000 
N/R 

27,450 
N/R 
N/R 
7,200 
4,800 
N/R 
N/R 
8,000 
6,000 
N/R 
6 1 240 
N/R 
N/R 
6,000 
6,000 

I "\ 

: ,f 

it 
Ii 

I Nwnber of Staff 1978 
Receiving Training Budget 

( 

0 N/R 
0 $ 117,000 

N/R N/R 
2 461,590 
0 51,000 
0 87,000 
0 107,000 

N/R N/R 
0 250,000 
2 61,504 
0 104,000 
0 155,500 

N/R N/R 
3 240,000 

N/R N/R 
8 N/R 
6 450,000 
0 40,843 

N/R N/R 
P 0 79,880 i' 

0 263,115 , 0 125,535 
N/R N/R 

0 225,000 ~ N/R N/R 

I N/a N/R 
0 41,009 
0 85,691 
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS 

ARREST: Arrest is the taking of one person into custody by another. To 
constitute arrest there must be an actual restraint of the person. The 
restraint may be imposed by force or may result from the submission of the 
person arrested to the custody of the one arresting him. 

CLEARANCE: The solution of a case; the linkage of an offense to a particular 
offender. 

COMPLETE DISPOSITION REPORTING (CDR): An information system which 
provides for the collection and automated processing and storage of ci"iminal 
history information on each offender arrested in Louisiana for the violation. of 
a state criminal statute. The CDR information system traces the movement 
of individual state offenders through the criminal justice system from arrest 
to final exit. It provides a record of the dispositions through each step of the 
criminal justice process. The major objective of the CDR System is to 
significantly improve the completeness and accuracy of criminal history 
records stored at the state's central repository. In addition, CDR significantly 
reduces the time required to process a criminal history information request. 

CRIME RATE: The number of Index Offenses Reported, within a specific geo­
graphic area, divided by the population of the area, produces a crime rate per 
capita statistic. This is then scaled to represent some standard population 
unit, such as the factor of 100,000 utilized by the FBI in scaling their national 
and regional crime statistics. Thus, "Crime Rate Per Capita" multiplied by 
100,000 produces the statistic commonly n:!ferred to as "Crime Rate Per 
100,000 Population," or more frequently, simply, "Crime Rate." Single and 
multi-jurisdictional areas can then be compared to each other, without regard 
to population variation. 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM: The President's Commission on Law Enforce­
ment, in 1967, introduced the term "Criminal Justice System" as a modeling 
device for investigating the flow of offenders from apprehension by law 
enforcement agencies to their various stages of release. It is used in 
connection with a loose grouping of independent governmental agencies which 
carry out the enforcement, prosecution, defense, adjudication, punishment, 
and rehabilitation functions with respect to penal sanctions. 

INDEX OR SERIOUS CRIME: A term devised by the International Association 
0f Chiefs of Police for use in their Uniform Crime Report Program, commonly 
referred to as UCR. It has also been adopted by th\:; Louisiana UCR Program. 
The IACP determined that law enforcement would tabulate the number of 
criminal acts as defined by the UCR Program as these acts were brought to 
the attention of law enforcement. Recognizing the problem of coping with 
mere volume, it was decided that only those criminal acts deemed "serious" 
would be counted. A criminal act is considered "serious" if it meets a set of 
criteria; namely, that the act would occur regardless of geographical location; 
that it would be an offense most likely to be reported to law enforcement, 
that it would affront the moral sensitivities of our society's rational being, and 
that it would occur with sufficient frequency to make it statistically signifi­
cant. Seven such criminal acts, or offenses, were chosen for tabulation as a 
"Crime Index," and are individually referred to as "Index Crimes." 
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These offenses and their definitions are listed below: 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

CRIMINA~ HOMICIDE: The willful (non-negligent) killing of one 
human being by another. This includes the crimes of murder and 
non-negligen~ ma~s~aughter., Excluded are attempts to kill, 
assaults to kIll, SUICIdes, aCCIdental deaths, justifiable homicides 
and manslaughter by negligence. Justifiable homicides are limited 
t~: (1) the killing of a person by a law enforcement officer in the 
line ~f ,duty; and, (2) the killing of a person in the act of 
com~Tl1ttlng a f~lony by a private citizen. Manslaughter by 
neghg~nce pertaln~ to. any d~ath which the police investigcLtion 
~st~~l1shed was panmarlly attnbutable to gross negligence of some 
indIVIdual other than the victim (not counted in this analysis). 

FO~CIB~E RAPE: . T~e carnal knowledge of a person, forcibly and 
against hIS or her wlliln the categories of rape by force, assault to 
rape, a~d ~ttempted rape. Excludes statutory offenses (no force 
used - vIctIm under age of consent). 

ROBBERY: Stealing or taking anything of value from the care 
custody, or control of a person by force, violence or by putting i~ 
fear, such as in the case of strongarm robbery, stickups, armed 
robbery, assaults to rob, and attempts to rob. 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT: Assault with intent to kiU or for the 
i)urpo~e of i~f1~cting ~cve.re bodily injury by shooting, cutting, 
stabbl~g, maIming, pOlsonlngl scalding, or by the use of acids, 
explOSIves, or other means. Excludes simple assaults. 

BURGLAR Y - (Breaking or Entering): House-breaking, safe­
~racking, or any breaking or unlawful entry of a structure with the 
Intent to commit a fel~nr ,or a theft. Includes attempted forcible 
entry. The UCR definItIon d~es not include auto burglaries, 
?urglary . of moveables, or a wIde variety of such incidents as 
Included m some statutes. 

LA~CENY -T':fEFT: (Except Motor Vehicle Theft) The unlawful 
takmg,. carrymg, leading, or riding ,3way of property from the 
P?ssesslon or constructive possession of another. Thefts of 
bIcycles, . automobile accessories, shoplifting, pocket-picking, or 
a~y steahng of property or article which is not taken by force or 
vlOlence or by fraud. Excludes embezzlement, "con" games, 
forgery, worthless checks, etc. 

g. MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT: Unlawful taking or stealing or 
attempted theft of a motor vehicle. A motor vehicle is a 
self-p~opeUed vehicle that travels on the surface but not on rails. 
SpecJf,u::aUy ~xcluded ,from this category are motor boats, con­
structIon eqUIpment, aIrplanes, and farming equipment. 

NO~-STANI?ARD METRO,POUTAN STATISTICAL AREA: The forty-eight 
par1~h~s whu;:h are not l1sted in the definition of Standard Metropolitan 
StatIstIcal areas. 
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OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS): A by-product of 
the CDR System, Offender-Based Transaction Statistics are derived from 
information concerning law enforcement, court and corrections proceedings 
recorded in such a way that the system identity of the person. subject to the 
proceedings is preserved throughout data collection and analysis. The use of 
the individual offender or alleged offender as the basic unit tracked by the 
statistical system provides the mechanism for linking events in the different 
pal'ts of the criminal justice system. The output of one agency can be linked 
to the input of another agency, and the flow of offenders (alleged a.nd actual) 
through the system can be observed over long periods of time. This capability 
permits the study of the relationship between decisions and dispositions made 
at one point with those made at another point in the criminal justice process. 
OBTS data do not include personal identifiers. 

OFFENSES REPORTED: Sometimes referred to as crime incidences, this term 
refers to actual offenses which are reported or made known to Louisiana's law 
enforcement agencies. Offenses reported, but later determined to be "un­
founded" are excluded. 

STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREA (SMSA): The U. S. Bureau 
of Census defines StanJard Metropolitan Statisticnf Area as a parish or groups 
of contigllous parishes which contain at least (me central city of 5Ci,000 
inhabitants or more, or "twin cities" with a combl1'1ed population of at least 
50~;)00. !n addition to the parish, or parishes, CClf\.t~\ining such a city or cities, 
contiguous parishes are included in a Standard Metmpolitan Statistical Area, if 
according to certain criteria they are essentially metropolitan in character 
and are socially and economically integrated with the central city. The 
following parishes and central cities are classlfied as major metropolitan 
areas: 

SMSA 

Alexandria 

Baton Rouge 

Lafayette 

Lake Charles 

Monroe 

New Orleans 

Shreveport 

PARISH 

Grant 
Rapides 

Ascension 
E. Baton Rouge 
Livingston 
W. Baton Rouge 

Lafayette 

Calcasieu 

Ouachita 

Jefferson 
Orleans 
St. Bernard 
St. Tammany 

Bossier 
Caddo 
Webster 
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Alexandria 

Baton Rouge 

Lafayette 

Lake C~arles 

Monroe 

New Orleans 

Shreveport 
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RECIDIVISM: A return to incarceration within twelve months of last release 
date, according to the Louisiana Department of Corrections usage for Fiscal 
Year 1975-1976. 

RISK POPULATION; Those individuals most likely to be arrested for 
particular offenses. 

UNIFORM CRIME REPORTING PROGRAM: The UCR Program was con­
ceived, developed, and implemented by law enforcement for the express 
purpose of serving law enforcement as a tool for operational and administra­
tive purposes. Under the auspices of the International Association of Chiefs of 
Police (IACP), the UCR Program was developed in 1930. Prior to that date, no 
comprehensive system of crime information on a national scale existed. This 
was primarily due to the fact that the criminal statutes varied so greatly from 
state to state in their use of terminology to define criminal behavior. To 
overcome this problem, a set of definitions for specific criminal acts was 
devised. It was determined that law en'forcement would tabulate the numbc=>r 
of criminal acts as defined by the UCR Program as these acts were brought to 
the attention of law enforcement. Recognizing the problem of coping with 
met'e volume, it was decided tha,t on.',y those criminal acts deemed serious 
would be counted. Since the inception of the UCR Program, the FBI has acted 
as administrator, by Congressional mandate, 01' the program. 

During that period of time WhE'fl UCR was still a concept, it was recognized 
that the individual states would aJso need crime information of particular 
interest to the state but of nc' great importance to the national view of crime. 
It was not until the latter part of the 1960's that funds became ava,Hable for 
states to consider the development of their own individual reporting systems. 

The purpose of state UCR Programs is multifaceted. First, within the 
framework of a sta ~e program, more direct and meaningful contact with 
individual contributors can be realized. Second, the ability to expand 
contributorship is enhanced through the avai.lability of state personnel to lend 
assistance. As an example, nearly every shte thus far enjoying the services of 
a state UCR Program has enacted mandates requiring law enforcement 
agencies to participate. Third, mandatory participation insures that law 
enforcement agencies will either enhance already existing records systems or 
institute systems capable of producing the needed data. Fourth, wit~" state 
p(~rsonnel reviewing information emanating from law enIorcement contnoutors 
and this information being further checked at the national level, the validity 
as well as completeness of data is further insured. Fifth, indivldtlal state 
progr.ams can address problems that are unique to the state. For example, 
numerous northern states are vitally concerned over the theft of snQwmobiles 
while this data is of little or no interest to those states in more southern 
climates. 

The state programs are expected to provide feedback to individual contribu­
tors concerning information required by the agencies for administrative and 
operational purposes. State programs are urged to maintain. cluse and direct 
contact with the contributors to insure that needs of law enforcement are 
being met. 

VIC nM: A person who has suffered death, physical or mental suffering, or 
loss of property, as the re~ult of an actual or attempted criminal offense 
committed by another person. 
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