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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE FACILITIES
OF THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
IN 1979

Vol. XIV, No. 1

This report is one of a series designed to make data available on the
inmate population of the New York State Department of Correctional Services.
The report contains selected characteristics of offenders admitted to Depart-
ment custody as court commitments during calendar year 1979. For each charac-
teristic a separate section consisting of a chart, summary table, analysis and
relevant cross tabulations is provided. The characteristics include: reason
for commitment; county of commitment; maximum and minimum sentence; education
on commitment; dangerous drug usage; prior adult criminal record; marital
status; and ethnic group.

The material in this report is based on 1nformat1on provided by the
Department's computerized inmate information file developed and ma1nta1ned
by the Division of Management Information Services.

HIGHLIGHTS
1. There were 7,571 commitments to Department facilities in calendar year
1979. 96.3% were males (7,292) and 3.7% were females (279).

2. The median age at time of commitment was 25.0 years for males and
27.3 years for females.

3. Felony commitments accounted for 94.9% of males while the remaining
5.1% were committed as Youthful Offenders. Among females, 97.1% were
felons and only 2.9% Youthful Offenders. : :

4. Dangerous érug offenses accounted for 22.9% of all female commitments
followed by robbery at 21.9%. Robbery was the largest single crime
category for males at 33 6% with burglary at 16. 27 be1ng the rext
highest.

5. Slightly over 63% of all commitments were from New York City with
an additional 12% from the suburban New York City area. Upstate
counties made up the remaining 25%.

6. Slightly over one-half of ma]e commitments (50.1%) had maximum
sentences of less than five years compared to 52.7% of female
commitments. 18.6% of females had received maximum terms of life
imprisonment while only 9.8% of males had 1ife sentences.
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7. No specified minimum term was set by the court for 31.3% of all male
commitments and for 38.7% of all female commitments. The largest
single category of minimum sentences set by the court was 12 to 29
months, accounting for 37.2% of the males and 40.9% of the females.

8. Better than seven out of ten commitments had failed to complete
high school.

9. 60.1% of all male commitments were drug users and 53.8% of all female
commitments also had a history of prior drug use

10. Slightly less than 11% of all male commitments had no prior adult
criminal record. Nearly 60% had already served previous terms
in-local or state penal institutions. Among female commitments,
23.7% had no prior adult criminal record while only s11ght1y over
40% had prior Tocal or state commitments.

11. Nearly 58% of the males were single at time of commitment. 47.3%
of the females were single.

12.  48.3% of total male commitments in 1979 were black while 32.0% were

white and 19.4% Puerto Rican. Of females committed, 53.4% were black,

- 30.1% white and 16.1% F1ierto Rican.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1979

AGE DISTRIBUTION
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS
1979

"AGE ON COMMITMENT. Data on age distribution were available for 7,571
new commitments in 1979. 7,292 of these (96.3 percent) were males and
279 (3.7 percent) were females. A little over 43 percent of male new
commitments were 21 to 29 years of age on commitment while 2,005 males
or 27.5 percent were less than 21 years of age. Thus, nearly 71 percent
were under 30 years of age on commitment (only 2.1 percent of males were
50 or over). The median age on commitment was 25.0 years, the same as
in 1978.

The age distribution of female commitments in 1979 tends to be
higher than that for males. Over 53 percent were from 21 to 29 years
of age on commitment while only about 12 percent were under 21. Thus,
nearly 66 percent of females were less than 30 years of age on commitment,
about 5 percent less than the male proportion. The median age of females
on commitment was 27.3 years or more than two years higher than that for
males. . In 1978, 61.5 percent of females were under 21 years of age on
commitment and the median age was slightly over 28 years. Thus, female
commitments in 1979 tended to be slightly younger than 1978 female commit-
ments. :

v



CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979

FILE REASON (CREATION DATE = 12/03/80) FOR COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX

I EEEEREEEEEEEEEE CROSSTABULATION 0 F I EEEEEEEEEEEEIEIEIEI
BY

SEX AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..

COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
*XXX*XXX***************XXX****X*XX******’X*X*X***X PAGE 1 OF 1
AGE
COUNT I
. T16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR 65 YR & ROW
I OVER TOTAL
1 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 5.1 10.1
SEX W mmmmmee- Jrrmmm Iremmmm——— J-mo—m—— Jemmmm——— I-—mmmt—— I-emmmmm I-mmmmmm o I-mmm——— Jommmm - I
1. 1 974 I 1031 I 1654 I 1491 1 975 1 571 1 275 1 169 1 138 1 14 1 7292
MALES I I I I 1 I I 1 1 I I 96.3
~lrmm————— I-m—m==—- I-—mmmm—— I-wmmm——— [=mmm———- Imommmm Jmmmmmmm Immm I-mmm Jmmmm—mm I
2. I 14 1 20 I 68 I 81 I 46 1 19 1 15 I 8 1 8§ 1 6 I 279
FEMALES I I I I 1 I I 1 I I I 3.7
=Ir—mm——— IJommm———— I I-memmm—— I-mmmm——— I-mmmmm—- I--ommmmm - I-mmmmmmm I--mm- I
COLUMN 988 1051 1722 1572 1021 590 290 177 146 14 7571
TOTAL 13.¢0 13.9 22.7 20.8 13.5 7.8 3.8 2.3 1.9 0.2 100.0
NUMBER OF MISSING OBSERVATIONS = 1884
1
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1979 ”
REASON FOR COMMITMENT | R
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Murder and Other Homicide 739 o
Assault 430 5%
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~“ Youthful Offenders 376
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" REASON FOR COMMITMENT. Almost 95 percent of male commitments in 1979 had

been convicted of felonies (6,919 out of 7,287). Thus, Youthful Offender
commitments, 368 in number, accounted™Tor only 5.1 percent of total male
commitments in 1979. The largest number of males had been convicted of
robbery--- 2,452 or about one-third. Other felonies which accounted for
ten percent or more male.commitments included burglary (16.2%) and danger-
ous drugs (11.2%). Only six percent of males committed in 1979 had been
convicted of homicide (434). In 1978, robbery commitments had accounted
for just 0.8% fewer male commitments while burglary commitments were only
0.5 percent higher and dangerous drug commitments very close (11.3%). Male
homicide commitments, which have been decreasing from a high of 9.0 percent
in 1976, fell only slightly from 6.3 percent in 1978 to 6.0 percent in 1979.
Youthful Offender commitments had fallen from 6.0 percent a year earlier to
5.1 percent of total niale commitments in 1979.

Slightly over 97 percent of female commitments in 1979. had been con-
victed of felonies (271 out of 279). Thus, Youthful Offenders (8) accounted
for 2.9 percent of total female commitments -- a rise from 1.5 percent in
1978. 'The largest number of female commitments in 1979 (64 or 22.9%) had
been convicted of dangerous dryds crimes while 56 or 20.1 percent had been
convicted of robbery. The third largest number of females committed in
1979 were homicide commitments (15.4%). Thus, 11.7 percent more female
commitments had been convicted of dangerous drug crimes than the proportion .
of males committed for the same offense. Conversely, the proportion of male
robbery commitments was 13.5 percent above that for females while male burglary
commitments were 9.7 percent above the proportion of females committed for
that offense. But female homicide commitments were 9.4 percent above the per-
centage of males convicted of homicide in 1979. Female commitments in 1979
were not markedly different from 1978 female commitments although=in the pre-
vious year female robbery commitments slightty exceeded drug commitments.
Thus, the trend toward increasing commitments of female robbery offenders
and decreasing commitments of female drug offenders which had accelerated in
1978 was less apparent in 1979. The proportion of female homicide commit-

ments in 1979 was nearly four percent greater than the 1978 figure, but more
in Tine with previous years.
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REASON FOR COMMITMENT BY AGE GROUP. While 70.7 percent of total male commit-
ments were under 30 years of age on commitment and 27.5 percent wetre under
21, only 53.7 percent of dangerous drug commitments were under 30 and only
4.9 percent were under 21. Only 50.6 percent of dangerous weapons commit-
ments were under 30 and only 8.4 percent were aged 16 to 20. Exactly 60
percent of assault commitments were under 30 and 16.5 percent were under 21.
Conversely, 82.2 percent of male robbery commitments were under 30 years of
age on commitment while 35.5 percent were aged 16 to 20 and nearly 76 percent
of burglary commitments were less than 30 years of age. Thus, age distribu-
tion patterns are varijed -- with dangerous drug Crimes, weapons crimes and
assault tending towards the higher age groups and the reverse true for robbery
and burglary commitments. Youthful Offenders, whose crime of conviction ust

have teen committed at age 16 through 18, fa]] mostly in the 16 to 20 year i»;%i

age groups on commitment.

While 65.6 percent of total female commitments in 1979 were under 30
years of age on commitment and 12.2 percent were under 21, only 56.3 percent
of female dangerous drug offenders were under 30 and only 7.8 percent of these
dangerous drug commitments were Tess than 21 years of age. Conversely, 76.8
percent of female robbery offenders were under 30 on commitment while 16.1
percent were aged 16 to 20. Thus, while the age distribution of female commit-

ments tends to be higher than that for males, the pattern by offense is similar.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
FILE REASON (CREATION DATE = 12~/03/80) FOR COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX

X ¥ X X K X X X X X X X N X X ¥ X CROSSTABULATTIGON 0 F o % % % % % ¥ ¥ ¥ % % ¥ X X ¥ ¥ % ¥ X
‘ BY
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FELONY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR.. :
SEX . VALUE = 1. MALES
BY COMMIT ‘ \ VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
¥R XK OH X HOFK X X N MK OH K K X X XK XK X X X X M X X X X X X X X X X X X X X ¥ X X %X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X PAGE 1 OF 1
AGE
COUNT I
I16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR 65 YR & ,
I - ‘ OVER TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 10.1
FELONY =~ =-==--e- I-—-=--mm [-~—==——= I-----—-- R I---——-mel-mmeoee I--momme I-=mm———- I--===m—m I--—=——-- I
. I 700 I 940 I 1648 I 1491 I 974 I 570 1 275 I 169 I 138 I 16 1
FELONIES 1 I 1 1 I I i i i I 11
, e Irwmem——— I--—--——- I--—-mmm- I----=--- I-——=---- R R I-—--mmm- e I
COLUMN 700 940 1648 1491 974 570 275 169 138 14
TOTAL 10.1 13.6 23.8 21.5 14.1 8.2 4.0 2.4 2.0 0.2 1
FELONY . BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE .= 2. FEMALES
BY COMMIT . VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS -
X X % ¥ X X X % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X X ¥ X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ K ¥ H X F ¥ H K X X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ % X X %X % ¥ ¥ PAGE 1 OF 1
' AGE ,
N COUNT I ‘
! I16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-3¢ YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR _ROM
TOTAL
' I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
FELONY -------—- e s EE L L L R I-=—mm—e- [mmmmieme R i I
: 1. 1 8 I 19 I 67 I 81 I 46 1 19 1 15 1 8 1 8 1 271
FELONIES i I I i I I I I I 1100.0
e I-—mmmm B I---—=——- O I-=-=mems I-mmmmmme R I--m=mmm- I z
COLUMN 8 19 67 81 46 19 15 8 8 271
TOTAL 3.0 7.0 24.7 29.9 17.0 7.0 5.5 3.0 3.0 100.0
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FILE REASON (CREATION DATE = 12/03780) FOR COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX

X ¥ % X X % % ¥ % % X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ CROSSTABULATION O F % % % % % % % ¥ X ¥ % % X % % %X % %
CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMENT " BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..

\t

SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
[ BY COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
OR X X X K K X K X X X X X R N X OH X X K X X OE M X X X H M X X X X X X X X ¥ X X X X X X X X X ¥ X PAGE 1 0F 2
; AGE ,
COUNT I g S
I116-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR 65 YR & ROW
I : OVER TOTAL
; 1 1.1 2.1 3.1 6.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 10.1
[ CRIME = ———--=—- e I-—=——=—- ) [-—=m—== I e I-——o—mmm e I-—m—m—m— e I
1. 1 28 1 27 1 52 I 51 1 39 1 31 I 111 6 1 7 1 1 I 253
MURDER I I I I I I 1 I I 1 I 3.5
! ‘ D e R I I-m—=m-me [-=—=—m== R R R I[-—=-==—mn I-=—=——m-= I
{ .1 39 1 58 I 89 I 78 1 69 I 48 I 16 1 17 1 17 1 3 1 434
! HOMICIDE I I 1 I I 1 1 I I I 1 6.0
: D e R I-————==- R I s R I-—-—=—-- L L I
| ~ 3. I 395 1 475 I 675 1 471 I 272 1 99 1 37 1 16 I 11 I 1 I 2452
: ROBBERY 1 I 1 I 1 1 I I I 1 I 33.6
L D e I-—mm———= ) CE LTt [-—m—mme O ) LT I-~m—m—- I-—m—mmmm I
€ I 130 I 175 I 304 I .:286 I 159 I 67 I 39° I 17 1 3 1 1 I 1181
BURGLARY 1 I I I I I I I I I I 16.2
e I--=——m=— I-=—-mmmm el EE R e I=-mm—mm R O I-——c———m I-——m—omm I
' 5. 1 27 1 41 I 92 I 88 1 49 I 48 1 28 1 19 I 17 I 4 I 413
L ASSAULT I I I 1 I I I I I 1 I 5.7
D I~——————- I-——--— I-—~——m- I-———m—m- [-~—=mmm- | I-——=-m—- I-—mmmm e I-=m—mm e I
6. I 5 1 21 1 21 I 47 1 33 1 2¢ 1 8 1 5 1 7 1 2 I 173
GR LARC NOT AUTO I I 1 I I 1 I I I I I 2.4
) e I-——————- O I-———m——= [~-—m———= I-——=———= I=mmm——m L I-—-==m== e I
7. I 1 I 11 51 7 1 301 ¢ I 1 I 1 1 0 I 1 I 24
GRAND LARC AUTO I 1 I I 1 I I 1 I I I 0.3
e R [-ommeome o e e e R I N B I
8. I 26 I 29 I 48 I 56 I 28 1 17 I 13 I 10 I 1 I 0 I 226
RAPE I 1 I I ‘ I I 1 1 I I I 3.1
D R I-=—-m=== I--m———m- I--————- I-—=——m—- O [--——-m e I--—-=-=-1
9. I 12 1 18 1 26 1 31 I 26 I 26 I 12 1 7 1 12 1 0 I 166"
SEX OFF EX RAPE I I I I I I 1 I 1 I I 2.3
D I-—=m—m=m R ) S e T [-=—-—e—mm I---=——m- L e I [-———mme I
10, I 10 I 30 I 196 I 20 I 171 I 100 I 46 1 32 1 28 I 0 I 814
DANGEROUS DRUGS I I I I I I I I 1 1 I 11.2
. D e I I-mmm—m— I-=——mm- I-———m--- JEEEEE TR I [--——em I-———~=—= 1
B 11. I ¢ 1 11 1 15 1 26 I 16 I 9 I 6 I 5 1 1 I 0 I 93
FORGERY I I I I I I I I I 1 I 1.3
e I-————=—=~ R D L L B I-————m=- I-——————- I--———==- I--—-=——- I--——m—— O I
COLUMN 974 1029 1653 1491 974 570 275 169 138 14 7287
TOTAL 13.4 14.1 22.7 2e.5 13.4 7.8 3.8 2.3 1.9 0.2 100.0
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
FOR COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979

FILE REASON (CREATION DATE = 12,/03/80) FOR COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX
CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMENT BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
BY COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
AGE
COUNT . I
}16—18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35~39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64% YR ROW
TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
CRIME =  =—====we- I-—emm——— Ioommme o e I~-mmm e e [ommme——— Jommmmee— oo I
1. I 0 I 0 I 3 I 3 I 2 I 1 I 6 I 0 I 0 I 9
MURDER I I I I I I I I I I 3.2
=l Jmomme e | tiat - e I I-=—mmm Jomommme ) e I
) 2. I 1 I 5 1 12 1. 8 I 8 1I 1 I 51 1 I 2 1 43
HOMICIDE I I I I I I I I I I 15.4
P I e i e Imomomee e = Jommmmme I I
3. I 4 1 5 1 18 I 16 1 10 I 2 I 0 I 1 I ¢ I 56
ROBBERY 1 I I I I I I I I I 20.1
T T--mmmmn - R I-mmmmmm T-mmmmmmm Immmmmmmm R i
4, I 0 I 2 I 5 1 9. I 1 I 0 I 0 I 1 I 0 I 18
BURGLARY I I 1 I I 1 I I I I 6.5
“l-mme———— I-mm e ) Jemommmm—— e ) it ) e | e I
1 5. 1 0 I 11 ¢ 1 7 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 0 I 1 1 17
| o ASSAULT I I 1 1 I I 1 I I I 6.1
i mlm—e———— e I-mommem— e i Jomm e J-wom - I-—m—m——- oo [ I
6. I 0 I 0 I ¢ I 7 1 3 I 2 1 ¢ I 1 I 2 I 23
GR LARC NOT AUTO I I I I I I I I I I 8.2
Bl | i e iad Iemmmm—e— R Sl Solb bt e R e I
" 8. I 0 I ¢ I 0 I T I 0 I 0 I 0 I 6 I o0 I 1
RAPE I I I 1 I I I I I I 0.4
—lm——————— g Jrmmmm e e I~ ) Immm - Rt e I
9. I 0 I 6 I 0 I 1 I 0 I 6 I 0 I 0 I 0 1 1
SEX OFF EX RAPE I I I I I I I I I I 0.4
L, Ja—— R — RS S U, T
10, I 2 1 3 1 13 I 18 I 1¢ I 5 I ¢ I 2 I 3 I @ 64
DANGEROUS DRUGS I I I I I I I I I I 22.9
S [-===mmm- [-=—===== [--=—m== [-=----=- O R [-~====m= T-mmmmmm- I
11, 1 1 I 0 1 5 1 5 I 3 1 2. I 0 I 1 I 0 I 17
¢ FORGERY I I 1 I I I I : I I I 6.1
" e G Jewmomm—- e oo Toommmmm Iemmemm—— I-=m—m——- ) I=mmmm—m—— I
L 12, I 0 I 1 I 6 I 0 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 0 I 0 I 4
‘} .DANGEROUS WEAPON I I I I I I I I I I 1.4
: e e ) it bbbl I-r=mm——e I---vm— I-memm— Iommmmm—— e i ) R I
! COLUMN 14 20 68 81 46 19 15 8 8 279
: TOTAL 5.0 7.2 24.4 29.0 16.5 6.8 5.4 2.9 2.9 100.0
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CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMENT
-CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX
- BY COMMIT,
AGE
COUNT
I
I 1.1
CRIME -~=-=-—- I I-—mm—-
13. I 0 I
ALL OTHER FELONY % : %
15,7 1 6 I
YOUTHFUL OFFENDR I %
COLUMN 14
TOTAL 5.0 7.

NUMBER OF MISSING OBSERVATIONS =

]
—
—

1

12/03780)

I 0
I16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR %0-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR ROW

.1 3.
I —————————
I 3
I
I ————————
I 1
I
I _________
68
24.4%
1889

FOR COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX
CROSSTABULATION 0F XK ¥ K X X X K X K X K X X X X X %

BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
S VALUE = 2. FEMALES
VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS

TOTAL
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o COUNTY OF COMMITMENT

55

60

65

| 50

70
Suburban ﬁew York City 1.
12%
75
Upstate
80 25%

County of Commitment

TOTAL STATE

New York City
Suburban New York Clty
Upstate -

1/

.45

1979

25

7 20

T\ (35
/‘
b -~
New York City
‘ 63%
\)
N/
15
10
\
5&
Numbexr Percent
7,566 _  100%
4,790 63%
913 123
1,863 25%

»

1/ Includes counties of Nassau, Rockland, Suffolk and

~ Westchester.

>
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o

Ly

e g

* COUNTY OF COMMITMENT.

63. 6 percent of male commitments in 1979 were
committed from New York City (4,633). The remainder, 36.4 percent or

2,654 commitments, came from upstate counties. 29.2 percent (2,131) were
committed from the larger upstate counties with™a population of 150,000

or more. A comparison with the year 1978 reveals an extremely s?1ght
decline of 0.1 percent of male commitments from New York City with a cor-
responding extremely slight increase in upstate commitments. Nevertheless,
commitments from the larger upstate counties also fell very slightly (0.1%).

., The proportion of male commitments from the large r upstate counties suburban

to New York City (Westchester, Nassau{ Suffolk and Rockland) fell from 13.3
percent in 1978 to 12.1 percent in 1948,

But, commitments from the 1arger
upstate counties not suburban to New York C1ty rose from 16.0 percent in
1978 to 17 1 percent in 1979.

While 56.3 percent of female commitments in 1979 were from New York
City (157) the remainder, 43.7 percent or 122, were committed from upstate
counties. Thus, 7.3 percent fewer female commitments came from New York -
City in 1979 than male commitments. 99 of the 122 upstate female commitments
were from the larger upstate counties (35.5% of total female commitments).
There were 33 female commitments from the larger upstate counties suburban
to New York City (11.8%). In 1978, the proportion of female commitments
from New York City (at 63.5%) was c]ose to that for males and 7.2 percent
higher than in the current year. oThus, female commitments by area in 1979

. differed substantially from both the 1979 male distribution and the 1978

female distribution.
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COUNTY OF COMMITMENT BY AGE GROUP. Male commitments by county of commitment

and age group show a diverse pattern. While 25.1 percent of New York City
commitments were under 21 years of age and 68.4 percent were less than 30,
31.7 percent of male upstate commitments were under 21 and 74.7 percent
were less than 30 years of age on commitment. Thus, 31.6 percent of New
York City male commitments were at Teast 30 on commitment while only 25.3
percent of male upstate commitments were 30 years of age or over. The
median age on commitment of males for the total state was 25.0 years while
the median age for New York City males was 25.8 years and for upstate male
commitments, 24.0 years. The age on commitment for the smaller upstate
counties and, to a slightly lesser extent, for the larger upstate counties
not in the vicinity of New York City tends to be lower than for the larger
counties in the New York City area, or "suburban" counties. For example,
39.6 percent of males committed from upstate counties of less than 150,000
population were under 2% years of age on commitment and 81.3 percent were
under 30. While 37.1 percent of commitments from Monroe County were under
21 years of age and 78.2 percent were less than 30, only 16.3 percent of
Westchester County commitments were under 21 years of age and only 62.8 per-
cent were less than thirty.

Female commitments by county of commitment and age group were distributed
thusly: 8.3 percent of New York City commitments were under 21 years of age
and 61.8 percent were less than 30 while 17.2 percent of upstate female commit-
ments were less than 21 years old and 70.5 percent were under 30. The median
age on commitment of females for the total state was 27.3 years while the
median age for New York City females was 27.9 years, and for upstate female
commitments, 26.5 years. Thus, the general trend in female commitment patterns
by areza tends to be similar to males although chance variations by county are
apparent because of the small numbers involved.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979

FILE COUNTY

‘(CREATION DATE

NYC NEW YO
CONTROLLING FOR..

SEX
BY COMMIT

RK CITY

=-10/731/780)

BY

VALUE
© VALUE

~ OF COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX

CROSSTABULATTION
AG

0F
E AGE ON COMMITMENT

£ 1. MALES -

= 1. COURT COMMITMENTS

PAGE 1 OF

. AGE I x
COUNT I L h B ‘
: %16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-2% YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40~44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR 65 YR &
. , : OVER
, , 1 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 10.1
Nre LT a0 1 sen ¥ 1o0a ¥ Tone rTeer e TV i I Tes S
) I 667 I 408 I 186 I - 110 1 92 I I
NEW YORK CITY I 1 1 I 1 I I 1 I I ! I
I ———— Immmmmm— I[-=mmmme— I R . | R I~mmmmeee | R | ET——— I
COLUMN 570 591 1006 1000 667 408 184 110 92 7
TOTAL 12.3 12.8 21.7 21.6 14.4 8.8 4.0 2.4 2.0 0.2
UPSTATE  ===m=eem | Tommmmmme [emmm———— Immmmm——— [mmmmm——— [~m=—mm=- | (T Imom e | R R I
I 606 I 438 I 649 I 6491 I - 307 I 162 I 91 - I 59 I 46 I 7 I
UPSTATE 1 I I 1 I I 1 I I 1 I
~ mlmmmm———— R Iommmmmee Iommmnm—— Trmemsmm——— [-mmmmmme I-mmmmmee Imeommeee [-mmmmmm Immmm e I
‘COLUMN 404 438 669 491 307 162 91 59 46 7 .
TOTAL 15.2 16.5 26.5 18.5 11.6 . 6.1 3.4 2.2 1.7 0.3
- LARGEUPS  =m==w=mm ] R | [mmm————— [=memmmme I-mmmmm—— Tmmmmem—— [mm e ) RaTR ) R I
1. I 293 I 362 I 526 I 398 I 269 I 141 I 76 1 47 1 35 1 6 I
€O OVER 150,000 I I 1 I I I 1 1 I I I
' I ———— Irmmmm——— e Immmmm—— e R —— | EE— Iewmmmem Immrmmm—— I-mmmmmm— I
= COLUMN 293 342 5264 398 269 141 76 47 35 6
; TOTAL 13.7 16.0 26.6 18.7 12.6 6.6 3.6 2.2 1.6 0.3
©aGE 2. FEMALES
COUNT I
I16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR nggL
I .
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 6.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
NYC —  mmmeeeee To—mme e [==mmmmmm [mmmm e Immmmmm—— I~ I-mmmm——— R Tmemmmom— R 1
1. I 2 1 11 1 39 I 45 I 29 I 11 1 8 I 5 I 7 1 157
NEW YORK CITY I i 1 I o I I I I I I 100.0
~ e T [mmmmmmm [-mmmmmee | (R R L [ommmm—ee I-—mmmmee Immmmmmem 1
COLUMN 2 11 39 45 29 11 8 5 7 157
TOTAL 1.3 7.0 $264.8 28.7 18.5 7.0 5.1 3.2 4.5 100.0
UPSTATE  =m==——m- Immmmm——— ) R I (R | R | S (U | R ) ERRETR 1
1 12 1 9 I 29 I 36 I 17 T . 8 1 7 1 31 1 I 122
UPSTATE 1 I I 1 I I I - I I I 100.0
N YRR Tommmmomn Immmmm——— [omemm——— I-mmcmmas R | L I-—memmem  FTR I
COLUMN 12 9 29 36 17 8 7 3 1 122
TOTAL 9.8 7.4 23.8 29.5 13.9 6.6 5.7 2.5 0.8 100.0
LARGEUPS  ====mwmm Immmmmmm [—mmmmm— | e Dt TP Immmem——— | R Imemm———— I=wmmm——— 1
1. 1 8 I 7 1 25 1 29 1 15 1 7 1 ¢ I 301 1 1 99
€0 OVER 150,000 I I I I I I I i I I 100.0
: o T — Imommmmm— I-wmmomm— [-mmm e [~mmmemen] e ———— I-mmemmm- e I-memmmem 1
COLUMN 8 7 25 29 15 7 4 3 1 99
TOTAL 8.1 7.1 25.3 29.3 15.2 7.1 4.0 3.0 1.0 100.0
R S Wwa~:' T T A ) R
oA AN . . ;L : T .
= t: : o L : T
= - . ‘ - - ]
LN P v - Rl
< - r’\“ v . ” SR R . )
. { ‘ S A‘ - ’g}x - F i . -
e e N

ROW
TOTAL

4633

‘100.0

4633
100.0

2654
100.0

2654
100.0

2131
100.0

2131
loo0.90
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
FILE COUNTY. (CREATION DATE = 10/31/80) OF COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX
X ¥ X X X X X X ¥ X X X X X X X X ¥ CROSSTABULATION 0F
BY = AGE

¥ oKX R OX X X X X X X X ¥ X X % X X X

COUNTY COUNTY OF COMMITMENT AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR.. ‘ )
SEX ‘ , , VALUE = 1. MALES
BY COMMIT VALUE = -1, COURT COMMITMENTS
K OX K X X X X X X N O X X ¥ X X X ¥ Xk X X ¥ X X X X ¥ X X X X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ X X X X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ PAGE 1 OF 2
AGE
COUNT I
. 116-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-4%4 YR 45-49 YR 50~64 YR 65 YR & ROW
I OVER TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 .1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 10.1
COUNTY i I-mmmem- I-momm—ee ) it J=mmmmm Imomm———e I-memmem Jommmmmme I-mm———— I-wmeomm Jrm—m——— I
1. 1 570 I 591 I 1004 I 1000 I 667 I 408 I 18¢ I 110 I g2 1 7 4633
NEW YORK CITY I I I I I I I I I I 63.6
mle-eme——— e i Jrmemmm——— Iemmrm—em Jomomem— Iremem——— I-momomes Jommmm—— I==mmm—— Iomoemm—
2, 1 41 I 36 I 46 1 21 I 17 1 12 1 10 I g 1 2 1 2 194
ALBANY I I I I I I I I I I 2.7
e N ntuindnd At ety I-emmm——e Iwwomem—— Iewoomem— I--omemem I~mmmem—= e Jwmvemen—
, 3. 1, 8 I 18 1 23 1 12 1 5 1 ¢ I 4 I 0 I 2 1 0 76
BROOME I I 1 I I I I I I I 1.0
e ——— - I--weme— Iommmmm—— I J-m—m—— Iwmmenm—— [ I=m=e———— [omrm e
4. 1 11 I 51 10 I 7 1 6 I~ 3 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 0 45
DUTCHESS | I I I I 1 I I I I 0.6
slmm———— Iomemmm e tated Iwmmmm Iowemem—- Irm=mmmm——— Jesmm e Iommmm - I=vmmme = I-momme——
1 5. 1 19 I 29 I 60 I 55 1 3¢ 1 17 1 13 I 71 6 I 1 241
> ERIE I I I I I I I I I I 3.3
1 ~I=mmm———— I-mommm—— I-~—mmmee Jomsimme— I-=~mm—=- Jmmmmm—m— I-mmmmmm Iommmmmm— I-mmm———— Irmmmmme
6. 1 45 I 40 I 50 1 44 1 29 I 12 I 2 I 3 1 ¢ I 0 229
MONROE I I I I I I I I I I 3.1
e it St ) I=mmomm—— Imommmm—— J-emmmm [=mmmm——- Ir=mm———- I=mmm I-emmmm—e N
7. 1 35 1 61 I 76 1 62 1 52 1 22 1 9 I ¢ I ¢ I 3 308
NASSAU 1 I I I I I I I I I 4.2
E St Iememmm I=—mmmmme [-=mm—— Iommm—m—— Im—mmmmm Ie—ommmrm I Iemm———m- I=mmmm e
8. I 8 1I 15 I 16 1 X6 1 10 I 3 1 0 I 0 I 1 I 0 67
NIAGARA I I I I I : I I I I I 6.9
=lememm——— Immmrememe Imemmem—— Iememmoee Immmmmee I-=mmm—- I====- o ———— ) e i Iemomeme
» 9. I 12 I 7 I 13 1 11 1 9 1 1 I G I 0 I 1 I 0 58
ONEIDA I I I 1 I I ‘ I I I I 0.8
‘ mImmmm———— I-—-mmmm Immmmmmm— Immmmmmme [=mmmmmem [~===mmm=Fommma—ae Immmmm——e [=mmmm—m Immmmmm——
10. I 63 I 43 1 5¢ 1 25 1 19 - 1 9.1 8 I 6 I 2 1 0 209
ONONDAGA I I I I I I S | 1 I I - 2.9
i S it Iommmemme Iwmmm———— Jummmmmm I-mmmm e I-wwomcm e e e ik I=momm—— Jomommem—
— 1. 1 13 I 16 1 18 I 11 I 6 I ¢ I 1 I 1 I 1 I 0 71
ORANGE I 1 I I I I I I I 1 1.0
~l-m—————— e I-mem———— - Iommmmeee 3 R St [~ e I-—mm=me e et
COLUMN 974 1029 1653 1491 974 570 275 169 138 14 7287
TOTAL 13.4 14.1 22.7 20.5 13.6 7.8 3.8 2.3 1.9 0.2 100.90
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT~1979
FILE COUNTY  (CREATION DATE =
¥ OX X X ¥ X X X ¥ X X ¥ X X %X %X X X
COUNTY . COUNTY OF COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX
® BY COMMIT
AGE
) COUNT
I
I 1.1 2.
COUNTY ==—==--- | R TU—— I===————-
4. : LI 0 I 5
N\ RENSSELAER % %
/S 13. 1 7 I 7
ROCKLAND 1 I
-I -------- I ________
14, I 9 I 8
SCHENECTADY % %
15. 1 32 1 47
SUFFOLK I I
_I ———————— I ________
16 I 10 I 25
L, WESTCHESTER I I
~ —I-mm————- I==—m=m—-
! 17. I 111 1 96
CO UNDER 150000 % %
COLUMN 974 1029
TOTAL 13.4 14.1
Y,
R R Sl -
- .
' R . .

.
L S N W e e R e R R W f e R N o R R B 3o B |

OF COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX
CROSSTABULATTION
A BY AGE

0F

6.1 7
________ [
0 I 1
I
________ I-—_-—__-
6 I 0
I
________ I--——--_-
5.1 0
I
________ I_______-
20 I 1%
I
- - o s - I____—,_-
23 . 1 9
I
________ Iu--—-—-i
21 I 15
I
________ I_-______
570, 275
7.8'% 3.8

X X X % % ¥ X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ X X X X ¥ ¥

AGE ON COMMITMENT

1. MALES
1. COURT COMMITMENTS

. .
el il el e R F e R A b R e R el e e B o ]

-

- -

-

XX K X N X K X X K X X XK N X K X X X ¥ X X X ¥ X X K X X X X N X X ¥ X X X X X X X X X X X X X ¥

.
Lk L N T R R N R R R R R e o N e R R B o

I
I16-18 YR 19-206 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR 65 YR &

OVER

9.1 10.1
-------- I-==m=—m==1
0 I 0 I
I 1
-------- I[--======]
1 1 0 I
1 1
-------- I~=======I
0 I 0 I
I I
T R I
5 1 0 I
I I
_______;I ________ I
5 I 0 I
1 I
-------- I~===-mw=]
11 I 1 I
I I
-------- e |

138 14

1.9 0.2
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
FILE COUNTY  (CREATION DATE = 10/31/80) OF COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX
X O ¥ X X X X X X X X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X % CROSSTABULATTION 0 F X X X X X ¥ X X X ¥ X X X X X X X X
COUNTY COUNTY OF COMMITMENT BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
BY COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
¥ X X X N X FH ¥ 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 ¢ ¥ K X X X X ¥ X X X PAGE 1 0F 2
AGE
COUNT I
‘ %16—18 YR 19-20 YR 21-26 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-64 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR nggL
L I 1.1 2.1 3.1 .1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
§  COUNTY =—=—==e- Jommomee I-—-mmmmm I-emmmmee I--——rme=ne I-—-=m=—= I-=—m—==- I---—=-=-- Immmmemee I I
;% 1. I 2 I 11 I 39 I 45 I 29 I 11 I 8 I 5 1 7 I 157
i NEW YORK CITY I I I 1 I I I I I I 56.3
il o I-—=m——m I--=oeme~ I-—vmmmee Immemm e IEEEEEEET I--——mm= I-—mow=m- I-~=mm——- I
i 2. 1 2 1 0 I 301 2 1 0 I 2 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 9
1 ALBANY I 1 I I I 1 I I I I 3.2
i S CE L E T R I-—mmm—e— LT I-—omem—e SRET TR I-~-—m--= J———mmm I--=———u- I
i 3. 1 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 2 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 2
i I BROOME 1 I I I I I I 1 I I 0.7
) | S C TR I===memee I--mmemee I-wermm——— I-=e——m—n GEEEE T I-=-m—me= T Iemem I
: 4., I 0 I 0 I 0 I 1 1 1 1 0 I 0 I g0 I 0 I 2
i DUTCHESS . I I I I I I I I I I 0.7
i I mem——- I--mmem—- Iemwmomn I-—vcmm—e Jememmmee I-=—eme-- I--——emm- T TR I
L 5. 1 0 I 2 I 1 1 5 1 1 1 0 I 1 I 0 I 0 1 10
it oo ERIE I I 1 I I I 1 I 1 I 3.6
%r ¢ ~lmmmmm——— e LR Tomommem I-emmmmmn Im—mmmeme I-——————- I-=—m— I
4 6. I 2 I 31 8 I 5 1 301 1 1 0 I 0 I 0 I 22
i MONROE 1 I I I 1 I I I I I 7.9
, ; e e I-—cmmmm Ie=mmmme- I-——meme I--cmmm—m JEEEE R SRR oo I 1
. 7. 1 0 I 1 I 3 1 6 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 1 1 0.1 12
NASSAU I I I I I I I I I I 4.3
LT Imommee Ie-mcmmam I-————=m= I-=————m-- I-———=m-= I-=-=omo- I-——mmm- I 1
o . , 9, 1I 0 I 1 I 1 1 2 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 1 I 0 I 5
S : ONEIDA I I I 1 1 I I I I I 1.8
- ; = O ~lmeme——ee R LT TR Ivmmmomem I-m—iemme I~--=r-—- I-=m=e-e= I-==----~ e I-=o=mme 1
T . . , 10 1 3 1 0 I 5 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 0 I 11 0 I 12
/ ’ ;o L ‘ ONONDAGA 1 I I 1 I I I I I I 4.3
ce o D I-===m—m- Tommmomee I-—=ceeee I--memme— I-—mmmen T EE LT I-=-==—=- I—-—mm—ms 1
‘ ‘ iy 11, I ¢ I 0 I 3 1 0 I 1 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I G
’ . , ‘ - - ORANGE 1 I I I I I I I I I 1.4
e S ; g e T I--———=- e Jomwoemm I-ommmmm e el e Jommmmme I-—mmm— I
— 13, 1 0 I 0 I 0 1 1 I 1 1 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 2
, ROCKLAND I I 1 I I I 1 I I I 0.7
- e I-—-=mm—— Irommemee I~-ommee I=—emee—— Iemmcmmm— I--—mmm—e I-——mm—e I-=~——m== I
S : T ' COLUMN 14 20 68 81 46 19 15 8 8 279
. ST SR ! TOTAL 5.0 7.2 24,4 29.0 16.5 6.8 5.4 2.9 2.9 100.0
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-197%
FILE ' COUNTY (CREATION DATE = 10/31/80) OF COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX
X X X % X ¥ % X %X %X % ¥ ¥ X X X % ¥ c.'ROSSTABULA'TION O/F K K X X XK X K X K K K X X X X X X

COUNTY COUNTY OF COMMITMENT , BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR.. :
SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
BY COMMIT . VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
¥ K X ¥ X X X X W ¥ X X X X X ¥ X X ¥ K X R ONX X X X K X M M X X X K X H M X X X M X ¥ X X ¥ X X *# PAGE 2 0OF 2
AGE
COUNT I
: %16-18 YR 19-28 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30~34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR ngﬂt
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 6.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 I
COUNTY memmmme e ————— Jommmm Immmemm—— Tmmmmmm—— | R Immmmm——— Im—mm———— Iemmmm——— | TR 1
15. I 1 1 0 I 1 1 5 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 0 I 1 1 11
SUFFOLK I I I I I I I I I I 3.9
] mm————— T-mmmm——— Jmmmm———— L I Immmmm e Immmmmmn Temmmmm—— Iemmmm——— I
I 0 I 6 I 0 I 31 301 1 I 1 1 0 I 0 I 8
WESTCHESTER I I 1 I I 1 I it I I 2.9
mlemm——— L Immem e | CTSTSEI Immmmm——— Jmmmm——— T I
17. I ¢ 1 2 1 ¢ I 7 1 2 1 1 I 301 0 I 0 I 23
CO UNDER 150000 I I I 1 I I I I I I 8.2
wI v e Tmmmm e Immmm———— Immemem—— Immmmmmee [T Immem———— Immm o Immmom 1
COLUMN 14 20 68 81 46 19 15 8 8 279
TOTAL 5.0 7.2 26.4 29.0 16.5 6.8 5.4 2.9 2.9 106.0
NUMBER OF MISSING OBSERVATIONS = 1889 .
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1979 - .
MAXIMUM SENTENCE . ; N

MAXIMUM SENTENCE BY CRIME ON COMMITMENT. The distribution of maximum
sentences by crime on commjtment has depended on the severity of the

. offense and the crime category (felony or Youthful Offender) and crime

. class, when the crime on conmitment is a felony. Felonies are now divided
into six classes: A-1, A-II, B,-C, D and E. Maximum sentences for Class A

- felonies have been set at Tife (except for Murder I, which carries the

g death penalty) while court-set maximum terms for a £lass B (non-vidlent)

| . felony have ranged from 3 years to 25 years; Class C (non-violent} from 3 to

- 15 years; Class D from 3 to 7 years; and Class E, 3 to 4 years. Slightly
longer terms have been set under the new Violent Felony Offender Law for

: violent felony commitments, effective for crimes committed on September 1,

s 1978 or later. For example, for a Class B violent felony, such as Burglary,
MansTlaughter 1, Rape 1, Robbery 1, etc. a court-set maximum term must be at
least 6 years and at most 25 years. Maximum terms set by the court under

. the Second Felony Offender Law (about 34 percent of male commitments) are
] “. more severe than the maximums® 1isted above which are for first felons. Maxi-
v mum terms for second violent felony offenders, again, are more severe than
N maximums set for second non-violent felony offenders. The maximum term spread
for a second violent felony offender (Class B) must be at Teast 12 and at
most 25 years; while for a second non-violent felony offender, 9 to 25 years.

‘ A Class B persistent violent felony offender (3 or more violent felonies,

@, including the present conviction) must receive a 1ife maximum tarm. This is

also true for Class €, D and E persistent violent felony offenders. In the

28% : case of persistent non-viclent felony offenders, the 1ife term is optional

11-19 Years - with the court and the second felony term inay be applied. An attempt to com-

80 , 8% Y20 mit a crime lowers that crime one class, except in the case of -the Class A-I

: h , crimes of Murder I or criminal possession or sale of a controlled substance
- N ) ‘ first degree and all A-II (controlled substance) crimes. For instance, while
4 ‘ ; . Robbery 2 is a Class C felony, Attempted Robbery 2 is a Class D felony. While
C o a crime, such as murder, may include at most only two classes, A-I and B
(attempted Murder 2) at the other extreme, dangerous drug crimes may include
all six felony classes. ATl Youthful Offender commitments must receive a
10% N maximum term of either 3 or 4 years. Thus, while 2.8 percent of total male
20 or More / o J ‘ commitments received maximum sentences of 1ife in 1979, over three-fourths.
Years 9 10 L , of murder commi@ments received 1ife maximums. While nearly 45 percent of
1% 0 e ; - ‘ total male commitments. received 3 or 4 year maximum sentences, nearly 73 per-
ALLLLL414J‘ BT 2 cent of burglary commitments received such terms and almost 96 percent of
95 i ] "5 “ male grand larceny commitments. Only slightly over 10 percent of rape commit-
0 ' , . ments received 3 or 4 year sentences while over 81 percent received sentences
: greater than 5 years. Nearly, 83 percent of male forgery commitments received
only 3 or 4 year maximum terms. While dangerous drug commitments can receijve

%0 5 Years

6%
65
6<10 Years

23%
70

75

3 Years -

85 , 15 !
‘ Life S ] , S ]

. Percent maximum sentences extending from three years to 1ife, nearly 61 percent have
Foximm Sentense ‘ et , , . received 1ife maximum terms. This portion consists predominantly of Class A
TOTAL C 7,569 100% : o "Rockefeller" drug felony commitments most of which were Class A-III drug
. . o felonsy . Effective September 1, 1979, Class A-III drug felony commitments
3 Years 2,122 28% ‘ B have been Towered from a Class A-III crime with a 1ife maximum term to a
4 Years 1,291 17% \ Class B (non-violent) felony with an upper 1imit of the maximum term set at
4 1/2 Years 385 5% : s 25 years, the new maximum for £his drug crime could be set, for first felons,
5 Years 441 6% ) A as low as 3 years.
. 6-10 Years 1,322 23% g Coty .
5 "11-19 Years 615 8% . - )
20 or More Years 230 33 - v | . .
Life N f 763  10% oL : : 4§
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48.4 percent of total female commitments received maximum sentences
of 3 or 4 years on commitment. This percentage is somewhat higher than
that for males (44.6%). But while 9.8 percent of male commitments received
life maximum terms, 18.6 percent of female commitments in 1979 received
maximum sentences of life imprisonment a difference of nearly 9 percent.
Conversely, while over 40 percent of male commitments received maximum
sentences of from 5 to 20 years or more (excluding 1ife sentences) only
28.8 percent of female commitments received such maximums. Females
received a higher percentage of 1ife maximum sentences than males because
of the larger proportion of female drug felony commitments (nearly 23% as
compared to about 11% for males) and the fact that abeut 70 percent of
female drug felony commitments in 1979 had received maximum terms of 1ife
imprisonment. While 7 of the 9 females committed for murder in 1979 had
received maximum terms of life imprisorment, sentence distributions for
other crimes were relatively less severe than male sentences. One reason
for this is that the percentage of second felony offenders is considerably
Tower for females (about 15% compared to 34%) as well as the percentage of
female violent felony offenders. While nearly 52 percent of female robbery
offenders received 3 or 4 year maximum terms, slightly less than 30 percent
of male robbery commitmerits received such maximums. Traditionally, the
courts have been more lenient with female offenders but, on the other hand,
only the most serious female offenders are admitted to the state prison

system.

In comparison with 1978 experience, the male sentencing distribution
in 1979 has tended to B&"more severe. For example, the imposition of 3 or
4 year maximum sentences has decreased 5 percent (from 49.6% in 1978 to
44.6% in 1979) and terms of from 5 to 20 years or more (excluding 1ife terms)
have increased from 38.7 percent in 1978 to 40.2 percent of male commitments
in 1979. Conversely, the imposition of 1ife maximum terms has fallen from
11.2 percent in 1978 to 9.8 percent in 1979. The principal reason for this
decrease is the change in the penal law which has changed Class A-III drug
felony commitments to Class B, with the subsequent reduction in maximum terms
from the Tife sentence formerly imposed. Maximum terms of from 49 to 59
months have increased from 0.2 percent of male commitments in 1978 to slightly
over 5 percent in 1979. This tremendous increase results from the sentencing
pattern under the new Violent Felony Offender Law. The permissible maximum
term for Class C violent felony offenders (such as Burglary 2, Robbery 2,
Assault 1, etc.) is at least 4% years and at most 15 years. Thus, an appreci-
able number of Class C violent felony offenders have received a maximum term
of 4% years in 1979 (approximately 373 males).

Female maximum terms in 1979 compared with 1978 are not more severe
although, as in the case of 1979 male commitments, changes in the penal law
have somewhat altered the sentencing patterr., While 48.0 percent of female
commitments in 1978 received 3 or 4 year maximum terms, a similar percentage
received such maximums in 1979 (48.4%). While slightly over 30 percent of
females committed in 1978 received maximums of from 5 to 20 years or more
(excluding Tife terms) nearly 29 percent received such terms in 1979. No
females received 4% year terms in 1978 while slightly over 4 percent did so
in 1979. Life terms fell from 21.5 percent in 1978 to 18.6 percent in 1979.
?gggnsedc?g?;tment rates did not differ substantially for females between
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
FILE OFFENSE (CREATION DATE = 11,05/80)  BY MAXIMUM SENTENCE AND SEX )
XXKX%**X**%***X*XX CROSSTABULATION F X*,*X*XX***X*X***X*
FELONY : BY MAXSEN MAXIMUM SENTENCE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR.. .
" SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
BY COMMIT ‘ _ VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
¥ O¥ X X X X X X ¥ F ¥ ¥ ¥ X N X X N X H¥ X X X OX_ N X X X X X X X X ¥ ¥ X X X X X X X X X X X X X% PAGE 1 OF 1
' MAXSEN ' .
COUNT I .
ROW PCT I3 YEARS 37-47 MO 4 YEARS 49-59 MO 5 YEARS 61-120 M 121-239 20 YR OR LIFE - ROW
B 0 MO MORE TOTAL
' I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
FELONY m————mem N e e T [~=--==me I-=-=—mm- I I-=rmemm=m o mm e L I======en I
I 1838 I 21 I 1051 I 373 I 628 I 1678 I 595 I 227 I 711 1 6922
FELONIES I 26,6 I 6.3 I 15.2 I 5.4 I 6.2 I 24.2 I 8.6 I 3.3 I 10.3 I 100.0
e I--=-m=m= R I-——m—mm= R I-—mmme I-=====-= N I--—=-=w=]
COLUMN 1838 21 1051 373 428 1678 595 227 711 6922
g TOTAL 26.6 0.3 15.2 5.4 6.2 26.2 8.6 3.3 10.3 100 70
|
‘ HOX K X X X X X X X K N X K ¥ X X X CROSSTABUYLATTION 0 F KX X% X X X K X K X X X K ¥ X X X %
FELONY © BY MAXSEN MAXIMUM SENTENCE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR.. v :
SEX ‘ VALUE = 2. FEMALES : ,
BY COMMIT : VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
oK K K X HK MK R XK H MK R N K O XK X OHK N M X X X X X X X X X N X X N X ¥ X X K X X X X ¥ X X ¥ X X X PAGE 1 0F 1
] "
' Y COUNT
1 ROW PCT 4 YEARS 49-59 MO 5 YEARS 61-120 M 121-239 20 YR OR LIFE ROW
- o MO MORE TOTAL
' 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
, FELONY ——————— m——teeem I-=m=m=-= I-=mm—mm- I--—r——=- I-m=mmem— e R 1
' , 39 1 12 1 13 I 46 I 20 I 3 1 52 1 271
FELONIES 1.4 I 4.4 I 4.8 % 16.2 I 7.4 I 1.1 % 19.2 I 100.0
-------- e it S e B e
COLUMN 39 12 13 44 20 3 52 271
5 TOTAL 14.4 4.4 4.8 16.2 7.4 1.1 19.2 100,0
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: CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
g i FILE OFFENSE  (CREATION DATE = 11405/8%0) BY MAXIMUM SENTENCE AND SEX &
¥ o¥H K R X X OH O R M X ¥ N X X X X ¥ CROSSTABULATION F O OH K X M K X X X X X X X ¥ X X X !
CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMENT BY MAXSEN MAXIMUM SENTENCE ON COMMITMENT !
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 1. MALES .
BY COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS .
HOH X OH R K MK X H X X ¥ M K ¥ ¥ X ¥ X X OH X X ¥ X X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ X X ¥ X ¥ X X X ¥ X X M X X X X X % PAGE 1 OF 2
MAXSEN
COUNT I ) o
=3 ROW PCT I3 YEARS 37-47 MO & YEARS 6¢9-5%9 MO 5 YEARS 61-120 M 121-23% 20 YR OR LIFE ROW 1
' I 0 MO MORE TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
CRIME =  ===re-e- I-ommmm B oo oo I~ Joommmm—— e mntnt Sttt - I !
1. I 1 I 0 I 6 I 0 I 1 I 22 1 2l I 18 I 190 I 253
MURDER I 0.4 I 0. I 0. I 0. I 0.4 I 8.7 1 8.3.1 7.1 I 75.1 1 3.5
e e [oommem—— Jemmmmme i Jommmmm——- I-mmmee [--wmmome Inemmmn—— - I {
2. 1 33 I 6 I 25 1 & I 37 1 128 1 126 1 96 1 1 I 434 f
HOMICIDE I 7.6 I 0. I 5.8 1 1.8 1 3.9 I 29%9.5 I 29.0 I 22.1 I 0.2 I 6.0 i
I e et R s Juomemm—— oo R i Sl bt Jommmmm -~ I i
3. I 439 I 5 1 293 1 284 I 192 1 885 I 290 I 56 I 16 I 2454
ROBBERY I 17.9 1 0.2 I 11.9 I 11.6 I 7.8 I 36.1 I 11.8 I 2.3 1 0.¢ I 33.7 ;
B B o Iommmmen I Jowermee v I---mmm—- Iewmemee [ I | .
y 4. I 503 I 10 1 355 1 24 I .81 . I 188 I 171 4 1 0 I 11382
} BURGLARY I 2.6 1 6.8 I 30.0 I 2.0 1 6.9 I 15.9 I 1.4 I 0.3 I 0. I 16.2
i e e Joeremm— i oo Jommsme—— I-vomem e e ket I-w-momm e I : :
'; ,5 5. 1 12¢ 1 1 1 96 I 18 1 35 1 113 I 21 1 0 I 0 I 413
: & ASSAULT I 31.2 I 0.2 I 23.2 1 4.6 I 8.5 1 +27.4 1 5.1 1 0. I 0. I 5.7
ot S Ll I~==mmmmm I—=mmom- [==mmmm—n [=mmmmmme I-m—m==—= o= omoe [~=mmm—mm R I
< i 6., I 129 1 6 I 41 I 0 I 1 I 2 I 6 I 0 I 0 I 173 ' .
i GR LARC NOT AUTO I 74#4.6 I 0. I 23.7 1 0. I 0.6 I 1.2 1 0. I 0. I 0 I 2.4
. £ : B e Ivmmmem—— I-—~=m— v e Jomomm—— oo ) i e I
* i 7. 1 11 1 0 I 8 I 0 I. ¢ I 1 1 0. I 0 I 0 I 24
’ % GRAND LARC AUTO I 45.8 I 0. I 33.3 1 0. I 16.7 1 4.2 I 0. I 0. I 0. I 6.3
i B e B I B s oo I-mmm I[-emmme—— v I :
i 8. 1 16 I 0 I 7 I 111 & 1 67 1 7¢ I 41 1 2 1 226 - ’ -
it RﬁPE I 7.1 1 0. I 3.1 I 4.9 I 3.5 1 29.6 1 32.7 I 18.1 1I 0.9 I 3.1
, [ ! , == I-ommmem- oo R Iovronm— ITormmmee Jommr——e I-sermiem I-msmm ] L
- ’ f 9. I 32 I 1 I 26 I 4 1 18 I 61 I 14 I 8 I 2 I 166 :
L ? SEX OFF EX RAPE I 19.3 1 6.6 I 15.7 1 2.4 1 10.8 I 36.7 I 8.¢ I 4.8 1 1.2 1 2.3
B } : Bl e o Ireommm e v - I IJommmm——— I[-ermem——— [ommeme= I
; = o 4 10, I 176 1 1 I 21 1 11 I 1¢ I 84 1 10 I 1 1 496 1 814 R
i 1 g DANGEROUS DRUGS I 21.6 I -0.1 I 2.6 I 1.4 1 1.7 I 10.3 I 1.2 I 0.1 I 60.9 I 1l.2 R
el v S e e e ittt Immemm——— R et Sl Ll R il Rkl bl J-mmmmee J-rorme—— I ;
LS 11, I 40 I 0 I 37 I 0 I 7 1 9 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 93 SR S
N FORGERY I 43.8 1 0. I 39.8 1 0. I 7.5 1 9.7 1 0. I 0. I 0. I 1.3 - : . o s
o : i I-————- Jomem e Imscmm [ommemm—- I-——ere R I I-~o=mm—e I : : et .
: . COLUMN 2030 21 1227 373 428 1678 595 227 711 7290 L . A P
: ) TOTAL 27.8 6.3 16.8 5.1 5.9 23.0 8.2 3.1 9.8 100.0 e R
: (CONTINUED) ) ' ' i
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMEHT*1979

i A e s

FILE OFFENSE (CREATION DATE = 11705780) BY MAXIMUM SENTENCE AND SEX
X ¥ % % % 9/( X X X % % % x ¥ ¥ X ¥ x CROS STAB Ut a TION 0F * * X % % % % x X X % % x X% %
CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMENT , BY MAXSEN MAXIMUM SENTENCE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR. .
SEX . VALUE = 1. MALES
BY ‘COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
X % X % X x x ¥ X X % % x . oX X X X % x ¥ %X %X % % % x X ¥ ¥ N x X % % % % x )6‘ X ¥ X ¥ X x X X ¥ x PAGE 2 0OF 2
MAXSEN “
COUNT I . n
ROW PCT I3 YEARS 37~47 MO 4 YEARS 49~59 MO 5 YEARS 61-120 M 121-239 20 YR OR LIFE ROW
I 0 MO MORE TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 .1
CRIME el I----w-2l O Im-eenll I--—meol I--=--mll Im-omennl I [-=mmoenl I I
o120 1 160 1 1 1 83 1 6 1 27 1 58 1 8 1 0 1 3 1 346
DANGEROUS WEAPON I 46.2 I 0.3 I 26,0 71 1.7 1 7.8 I 16.8 I 2.3 1 . I 0.9 1 4.7
~Immmmmee Immomooee I-m=moeee Imm-meee O O [-mmmsoee Immmmieee I=—=mlilo]
13. 1 169 1 2 I 59 1 7 1 23 1 60 I 14 1 3 I 7 I 344
ALL OTHER FELONY I 49,1 1 0.6 I 17.2 1 2.0 I 6.7 I 17.4 I 4.1 I 0.9 I 2.0 I 4.7
N R ST I-—-uieae Immmmaae Im=mmeme I=-—mcman I-m-moeee I-—=moeee I=mmooen I-mmmiene I .
) ; 15, 1 192 1 0 I 176 1 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 368
: YOUTHFUL OFFENDR I 52.2 I 0. I 47,8 1 0. I 0. I 0. I 0. I 0. I 0. I 5.0
. ; R S I-—mmieee I=m=oiome I=—omeee Im—mmsmee I-m—oieen Immmmimen Imommcmee Immmoieos I
{ COLUMN 2030 21 1227 373 428 1678 595 227 711 7290
: TOTAL- 27.8 0.3 16.8 5.1 5.9 23.0 8.2 3.1 9.8 100.0
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979

FILE OFFENSE

(CREATION DATE =

¥ OX R X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX

BY COMMIT

XK K K X K K X X oMK X X X X ¥ ¥ X R X X X X N X ¥ X M H X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X X X X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ PAGE 1 OF 2
MAXSEN
3 YEARS & YEARS 6G9-59 MO 5 YEARS 61-120 M 121-239 20 YR OR LIFE ROW
0 MO MORE TOTAL
1.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
-------- i St dte bt St bl K e tndeindined Sedbebeieddated Suboinbintded 914
0 I 0 I 6 I 0 I 1 I I ¢ 0 I 7 1 9
0. 1 0. 1 g. I 6. I 11.1 1 11.1 I 0. I 77.8 1 3.2
———————— et K e it S bttt Bt il B R il ¢
6 I 4 I 3 1 2 1 14 I 11 1 3 1 0 I 43
14.0 1 $.3 1 7.0 I 4.7 I 32,6 I 25.6 I 7.0 1 0. I 15.¢4
-------- ] B S R iiintntad Sadetlate St Kot S mind !
16 1 13 I 6 I 2 1 13 1 6 I 0 I 6 1 56
28.6 I 23.2 I 10.7 1 3.6 I 23.2 I 10.7 I 0. I 0. I 20.2
-------- e e e e g Sttt betddl Rttt
11 1 4 1 0 I 1 I 11 1 I 0 I 0 I 18
61.1 I 22.2 1 0. I 5.6 1 5.6 1 5.6 I 0. I 0. I 6.5
———————— R e el e e B e K il |
8 I 2 I 2 1 1 I 3 1 1 I 0 I 0 I 17
7.1 I 11.8 1 11.8 I 5.9 1 17.6 I 5.9 I 0. I 0. I 6.1
-------- e e e f e [ e J e e e e [ e e [ m e
17 I 2 1 0 I 1 I 3 1 0 I 0 I 0 I 23
73.9 1 8.7 1 0. I 4.3 1 13.0 I 0. I 0. I 0. I 8.2
-------- Y St e B B Y nteaietideted Bl dti bl
.01 0 I 0 I 0 I 11 0 I 0 I 0 I 1
0. I 0. 1 0. I 0. I100.0 I 0. I 0. I 0. I 0.4
-------- e S B B it Setadeiniettelel Blnteintefdind Bl et ¢
0 I 6 I 6 I 0 I 1 1 0 I 0 I 0 I 1
0. I 0. I 0. I 0. I 1006.0 I 0. I 0. I 0. I 0.4
-------- i Bt Bt et B B taintabal Belebat bt |
13 I ¢ I 0 I .0 1 21 0 I 0 I 45 1 64
20,3 I 6,3 I 0. I 6. I 31 I 0. I 6. I 70.3 I 22.9
-------- e St o B B S D B il Bt bttt |
9 1 6 I 0 I 2 I 0 I 0 I 6 I 0 I 17
52,9 I 35.3 1 0. I 11.8 I 0. I 0. I 0. 1 0. I 6.1
-------- et Lttt e Bt et B e |
1 1 1 I ¢ 1 2 I 0 I 0 I 6 I 0 I 4
25.0 I 25.0 I 0. I 50.0 I 0. I 0. I '0. I 0. I 1.4
-------- i Sl e e e e e e itatnt |
92 43 12 13 44 20 3 52 279
33.0 15.4 4.3 4.7 15.8 7.2 1.1 18.6 1060.0
. 3 SN e o P
- 4 4\
R : o “p -
= NEE o~ i

] COUNT I
; ROW PCT I
{ i I
t 1
[ CRIME ======—- 1
' 1. I
i MURDER 1
2 -1
I, 2. 1
¥ HOMICIDE %
iy ROBBERY I
3 -1
i 4. 1
: BURGLARY %
’ -
f ! 5. I
if N> ASSAULT ~§
H 1
5 .1
‘ GR LARC NOT AUTO I
-1
o 8., I
; RAPE I
; -1
9. I
SEX OFF EX RAPE I
-1
100 I
DANGEROUS DRUGS I
11, I
FORGERY I
-1
— 12, 1
DANGEROUS WEAPON I
COLUMN
. TOTAL
©  (CONTINUED)
" " ,,'b ;J:?:;
" ENT
;‘

11/065780)

BY MAXIMUM SENTENCE AND SEX
CROSSTABULATION

0F

BY MAXSEN

K X X ¥ X ¥ K % X X X ¥ % X ¥ X % x

MAXIMUM SENTENCE ONVQOMHITMENT

2. FEMALES
1. COURT COMMITMENTS

VALUE
VALUE
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| CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS To THE DEPARTMENT=1979
| FILE  OFFENSE (CREATION DATE = 11,05/80) By MAXIMUM SENTENCE AND SEX
1 v .
: CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMENT BY MAXSEN  MAXIMUM SENTENCE ON COMMITMENT
| CONTROLLING FOR. .
| SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
I BY comMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
}/ **x3&'*xX*xx*x**x******‘******x****Xxx*******x*x****
i MAXSEN
COUNT I ,
ROW PCT I3 YEARS 4 YEARS 49-59 MO 5 YEARS 61-120 M 121-239 20 YR OR LIFE ROW
I . 0 Mo MORE TOTAL
1 1.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 I 8.1 I
CRIME =~ —e—meeen Tmmmmmmnl Immmmmnll Tmmmmmenl Tmmmmmnll Immmmmmnl [-=mmmmnl S [mmmmmmil I
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1979
~ MINIMUM SENTENCE

60~119 Months
10%

Unspecified Term
31%

Minimum Sentence
TOTAL

12-29 Months
30~59 Months
60-112 Months
120-239 Months
20 Years or More
Unspecified Term

30-59 Months

45

TN40

17%
12-29 Months
37%
A
\ ‘“10
\ 5 =
. Number Percent
7,566 "100%
2,825 37%
1,276 17% "
724 10%
217 3%
138 2%
31%

2,386
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20
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MINIMUM SENTENCE. 31.3 percent of male commitments in 1979 did not have a
minimum sentence specified by the court on commitment while 37.2 percent
had minimum sentences of from one year to less than 2% years, specified
by the court. Thus, 31.5 percent received specified minimum terms of 2%
years or wmore. There are differences in minimum sentence distributions
between 1978 and 1979. Nearly 13 percent more of the males committed in
1978 had minimum sentences not specified by the court on commitment. The
principal reason for this is the passage of the Violent Felony Offender
Law, effective for violent crimes committed September 1, 1978 or later,
which specifies that the minimum sentence must be set by the court (at
one-third the maximum)., Approximately 60 percent of the current inmate °
population have been committed for specified violent felony offenses. In

s~addition, effective for crimes committed September 1, 1979 and later, the

court must specify the minimum sentence. This latter change, however,
probably had 1ittle effect on 1979 commitments. Nearly 10 percent fewer
male commitments in 1978 had minimums specified from one year to less than
2% years and a little over 3 percent less had specified minimums of from
2% years or more, in 1978. Thus, while a higher proportion of 1979 male
commitments had minimum sentences specified by the courts on commitment,
these minimum terms tended to be less than 2% years.

While 38.7 percent of female commitments in 1979 did not receive a
minimum term specified by the court, nearly 41 percent received specified
minimum sentences of from one to less than 2% years and only 20.4 percent
received specified minimum sentences of 2% years or more. This experience
differs from that for males. Over 7 percent more females did not receive a
specified minimum sentence on commitment while nearly 4 percent more received
minimum terms of from one year to less than 2% years and over 11 percent fewer
females than males received higher specified minimum sentences of 2% years or
more. Reasons for these differences include lower numbers of female violent
felony offenders and second felony offenders (with fixed minimum-terms of
one-third or one-half the maximum) and the traditional leniency of the courts
toward the female offender. v

MINIMUM SENTENCE BY AGE GROUP. Nearly 46 percent of male commitments with

minimum sentences not specified by the court were under the age of 21 on
commitment, while only about 19. percent of males with court-specified

minimum sentences were less than 21. One reason for the difference is that
Youthful Offender commitments, who fall in the under 21 age groups, had
received sentences of 3 or 4 years with an unspecified minimum term. In 1979,
368 males had been committed as Youthful Offenders. Longer specified minimum
terms tend to go to a s1lightly higher age group because second felony offenders,
who must have minimum terms specified by the court at one-half the maximum
term, tend to be older than first felony offenders, who could have had either
a court-fixed minimum term not greater than one-third the maximum or a minimum
not fixed by the court. On the other hand, violent felony offenders tend to
fall in Tower age groups (under 35). ‘

Female commitments by minimum sentence and age group tend to follow the
same general pattern as that shown for males. While 17.6 percent of unspeci-
fied minimum sentences were received by commitments in the 16 to 20 year age
group, only 8.8 percent of specified minimum sentences fell in this age group.
This percentage difference is not so great as for males because of a lower

proportion of Youthful Offender commitments and the percentage themselves

are 10wer because females tend to be oider than males on commitment.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-197%
FILE MINIMUM (CREATION DATE = 11/07/80) SENTENCE BY AGE AND SEX
X X X X X X % % ¥ ¥ X % ¥ ¥ % ¥ X% CROSS3TABULATION 0 F XX X X X X K K X X K K K X X K ¥ X
MINSEN ; : BY AGE
CONTROLLING FOR,.
SEX VALUE = ~ 1. MALES:
BY COMMIT . , VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS , :
KX % X % X ¥ R ¥ X N X X X X X X X X F ¥ M X X X ¥ X X ¥ X ¥ % X X ¥ X X X ¥ X X X X X ¥ X % ¥ ¥ PAGE 1 OF 1
: AGE
COUNT I .
I16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR.45-49 YR 50-64 YR o5 YR & ROW
I « : i OVER TOTAL
v I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 10.1
MINSEN  —-=-———- - e R I-——eeme - [---———- - I-—m—eee Immmm———— Jomwoee— I ,
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e I--oomee - I-—---mme -~ I--=-m==- e oo I--vee - 1
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TOTAL 13.4 14.1 22.7 20.5 13.4 7.8 3.8 2.3 1.9 -»0.2 100.0
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 CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
I
! FILE MINIMUM (CREATION DATE = 11/07/80) SENTENCE BY AGE AND SEX
xxxxxxxxxnxx‘xxxxxx ‘CROSSTABU,LATION'OF ¥ X X ¥ X K N X X X X X K X X X X X
MINSEN ‘ : ' BY AGE g
CONTROLLING FOR..
i SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
4 BY COMMIT ‘ VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
\1 X X K X K X K K OH K X X X K K ¥ X K N K X M X K X M ¥ X X X H X F M ¥ X X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ PAGE 1 OF 1
‘ AGE
COUNT I , ,
1 , %16—18 YR 19-20 YR 21-264 YR 25-29 'fR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR  ROW
: ' 5 TOTAL
, I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
MINSEN  ====—=-- R I-wm=m=—- R R I R I==mmmens el LD D I--mmmee- 1
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1979
EDUCATION ON COMMITMENT

7

Elementary or Juniormgiqh
26% ’

‘ Eaucation on Commitment

TOTAL

College v

' High School Graduate
Some High School o
Elementary or Junior High

&

=32~

" ‘Some High School
45%

25

.High School Graduate

26%
10
\
1 \‘5
College 3%
| Numbef S Percent
7,571 100%
244" 3%
© 1,964 26%
-. 3,438 © 45%
26%

1,925
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EDUCATION ON COMMITMENT. The Targest number of males committed in 1979
(3,319 or 45.5%) were high school drop-outs. A Tittle over one-fourth

of male commitments had graduated from high school but only slightly

over three percent had attended college or a special vocational school
beyond high school. About 24 percent had only an elementary or junior

high school education. The other group (1.6%) includes those who did not
attend school, attended a special school for slow Tearners or only attended
elementary school up to the third grade. The educational background of male
commitments in 1979 differed from the 1978 experience in that a higher per-
centage of high school graduates were admitted in 1979 (4.4% more) but a
lower proportion of college graduates, 3.2% compared to 7.6% in 1978.

Nearly 43 percent of female commitments in 1979 (119) were high school
drop-outs. But over one-third of female commitments (34.1%) were highv
school graduates and 5 percent had received some college training. Only
about 16 percent had merely attended elementary or junior high school.
Thus, the educational background of female cofmitments in 1979 was better
than that for males. About 8.5 percent more females were high school

commitments were high school graduates while five percent fewer females had
dropped out of high school in 1979. The educational background of females

committed in 1979, then, was more advanced than the previous female experience,
as well. X | o f
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
FILE EDUCATIO (CREATION DATE = 11/10/80) ON COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX

HOH X K K X K X X X X X X X X X X ¥ CROSSTABULATTION 0 F ¥ X X X X X X X K X X X X X X X ¥ %

EDUCAT _ EDUCATION ON COMMITMENT BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
BY COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
B OX X X X X X X X ¥ X X M X X ¥ ¥ X H X X X H X X X M OFK X X X X X X X X X ¥ X X X X X X ¥ % % ¥ ¥ PAGE 1 OF 1
AGE : .
COUNT I
I16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR 65 YR &  ROW
I ' OVER TOTAL
1 1.1 2.1 3.1 6.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 10.1
EDUCAT ~  ===—-=-= I----mm=- I-=---on- O O I--=m—so I I-—=mm=ns O e [-======= I
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
FILE EDUCATIO (CREATION DATE = 11/10/80) ON COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX

X ¥ X X K X X X X X X X X ¥ X X X ¥ CROSSTABULATION 0F X OH X X X ¥ ¥ X X X X X X ¥ ¥ X ¥ X

EDUCAT EDUCATION ON COMMITMENT BY AGE AGE QN COMMITMENT
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FOX XX X XK K XK O X O X X X M M O X H O K K K XK K K X X XK ¥ X ¥ X X X X ¥ ¥ X X X X ¥ X X X X X ¥ PAGE 1 OF 1
AGE
COUNT I
%16—18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 49-464 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR ROW
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1979
COMMITMENTS WITH PRIOR HISTORY OF DANGEROUS DRUG USAGE

60

Non=Drug Users
40%

S0

95

Commitments with Prior

Dangerous Drug Usage Number

TOTAL COMMITMENTS 7,566

Prior History of Drug Usage 4,531
Committed for Drug Law Offense (577
Committed for Other Offense (3,954)

: =

No Prior History of Drug Usage 3,035
Committed for Drug Law Offense : (301)
Committed for Other Offense , (2,734)

pRGs o

-36-

Drug Users
60s ¢

25

20

Percent

100%
60%

(8%)
(52%)

40% -

(4%)
(36%)

DANGEROUS DRUG USAGE AND VIOLATION. Male drug users committed in 1979
numbered 4,381 or 60.1 percent of total male commitments while, at 150,
female drug users were 53.8 percent of total female commitments. In 1978,
60.5 percent of total male commitments were drug users while female drug
users accounted for 55:0 percent of females committed that year. Thus,
drug use has declined slightly from 1978 to 1979 among female commitments.

Male drug iaw violator commitments in 1979 numbered 814 or 11.2 percent
of total male commitments while 64 female drug law violators (92 9 percent of
female comm1tments) were committed in 1979. The 1979 percentage of male drug
law violators is close to that for 1978 while the proportion of female drug
violator commitments has declined one percent from 1978 to 1979. In comparing
male and female drug users in 1979 with male and female drug violators, while
the percentage of male drug users was 6.3 percent above that for femaies, the
percen%age of -female drug law wviolators was 11.7 percent greater than that
for males

In 1979, 540 males were committed who were both drug users and drug

‘violators (7.4 percent of total male commitments) while 37 female drug users

and violators were comnitted (13.3 percent of total female comm1tments)

Thus, only 12.3 percent of male-drug users were also drug violators in 1979
wh11e 24,7 percent of female drug users were drug violators as well. Con-
versely, while 66.3 percent of male drug violator commitments in 1979 were
also drug users, only about 58 percent of female drug violator commitments

‘used drugs as we11

)

DANGEROUS DRUG STATUS BY AGE GROUP. Male drug users by age group show a

- higher percentage of drug users among the Tower age groups. The reverse is

true for drug law violators. The highest percentage of male drug users by
age group occurred among 19 to 20 year olds (76.9%, or 793 users out of

1,031 ccmmitments) and the “second highest was the lowest age group, the 16 to
18 year olds, at 75.9 percent of commitments. This proportion.of male drug
users by age group has decreased gradually to 18.4 percent for those aged 50
or over (28 drug users out-of 152 commitments). - Conversely, the percentage
of male drug law violators by age group has increased from a low of one per-
cent for the 16°to 18 year age group (10 drug violators out of 974 commitments)
and peaked at 20.3 percent for the 50 to 64 year age group. For male inmates
who are both drug users and drug violators, the proportion by age group to
total male commitments rises from a Tow of 0.8 percent for 16 to 18 year olds
(8 out of the 10 drug violators in this age group were also users) to from

'8 to 12 percent in the age groups of 21 years and over.

Female commitments of dangerous drug users by age group were propor-
tionately highest for the lowest age group, 16 to 18 years, at 71.4 percent.
Percentages of female drug users by age group fall gradually beginning at
age 35. Female drug violators, who averaged 22.9 percent of total female
commitments, tended to average Tess than 20 percent for age groups under

- 25 years of age and from 22 to 37 percent for age groups 25 years and over.

The highest proportion of female drug users who were also drug violators to

- total Temale comm1tments by age group occurred for the 30 to 34 year olds

(19.6%).
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
FILE DANGEROU (CREATION DATE = 11,/20/80) DRUG STATUS BY AGE AND SEX
CROSSTABULATION

oK X X X % X X X X X % %X % ¥ ¥ X X 0 F xxxx*xx,.xxxxxxxxxxx

DRUGUSE  DANGERDUS DRUG USERS BY ~AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
. CONTROLLING FOR..
; SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
[ BY COMMIT : VMALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS i
; AGE
o COUNT I
i 116718 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR ROW
] TOTAL
é I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 -
1 DRUGUSE ~ ==wme=e- Immmmmems e I Immmmmmm I--mmmwon e [-m==mmms I-memmmns I--m===en]
i I 739 1 793 1 911 1 926 I 567 I 251 I 109 I 57 I 28 & 4381
! DRUG USERS I I I I I I I I I I 100.0
! e R R R I-=m=mmee e O I--mommme O I
COLUMN 739 793 911 926 . 567 251 iog 57 28 4381
TOTAL 16.9 18.1 20.8 21.1 12.9 5.7 2.5 1.3 0.6 100.0
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DRUGUSE DANGEROUS DRUG USERS BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = . 2. FEMALES .
. 'BY COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
'xxxxx**x*xxxxxxxxx*x*xxxx**xxx*xxxxx*xxx*xxxxx*x* »
T AGE _ .
| w COUNT I
g P %16—18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-6§ YR ngﬁL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 .
DRUGUSE ~ =-===—mm I I--—mmeen O Immmmmmem I-m=monte O I-mmmmmme R Immmseeme I
I 10 I 92 I 38 1 5« [ 27 1 7 1 3 1 1 I 1 I 150
DRUG USERS I I I I I I I I I I 100.0
: “I-=mmmmae O I I--momme I R s I e R R I
) i COLUMN 10 9 38 54 27 7 3 1 1 150
v\‘} TOTAL 6.7 6.0 25.3 36.0 18.0 4.7 2.0 0.7 0.7 100.0
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i CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
? FILE DANGEROU (CREATION DATE = 11/20/30) DRUG STATUS BY AGE AND SEX
LK K X X K X K X X X K X K X X X X X CROSSTABULATION OF % X % X ¥ X% X % X ¥ % X X X % % % X
; CRIME DANGERUUS DRUG LAW VIOLATORS BY AGE AGE ON COMMITHMENT
! CONTROLLING. FOR, 3
4 SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
: ; BY COMMIT . VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
D% % % X % % X X % X X X K K X X K X X K X ¥ K ¥ XX XK X X K X K X K K K X K H X X X X X X X X X ¥,
AGE
COUNT I : ,
%16~18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR ROW
TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 6.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
CRIME = = ==-==--= Imsomemm— N e I I-————mm e I as I-—=mm——- Iommmmme Jommmmm I
. 1. I 10 I 30 I 196 1 201 1 171 I + 100 [ 46 I 32 1 28 I 814
DRUG LAW VIOLATR I I I I I I I I I I 100.0
g I-mmmme Im-omm—ee I-—m=mo—e I--=——=—- Im-msmme I-=mm—me Im-mm———- I I
COLUMN 10 30 196 201 171 100 46 32 28 814
‘ TOTAL 1.2 3.7 24.1 267 21.0 12.3 5.7 3.9 3.4 100,0
y ) DNOX K K K R N KX XX XK XXK XX CROSSTABULATION OF % ¥ %% ¥ X %X XXX XXXX XXX
g = CRIME DANGEROUS DRUG LAW VIOLATORS BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT :
CONTROLLING FOR.. )
) SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES .
BY COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
. XN X X X ¥ % X ¥ X K X O K ¥ X X X X % K ¥ X X K X X K X X X K X X XK X X K X X ¥ X X X X X X X X
p AGE
w COUNT I .
; "o I16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44% YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR ngﬁL
I “ ,
I I.I 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
CRIME ~  =-==—--- R I-=mm—me i [-m~mm——e R e [mmmmmm— [mmmmme [=mmmem—- [--memm—= I
! 1, I 21 31 13 I 18 I 14 I 5 1 4 I 2 I 3 I 646
, . DRUG LAW VIQOLATR I I I I : I I I I I I 100.0
. . “I--m-—m=- I--mmm=—- [--m==mm—- I=mmm==== I-==mm—e I-wmmm—— I e I it e et O
- hS COLUMN 2 3 13 18 14 5 4 2 3 64
TOTAL 3.1 4.7. 20.3 28.1 21.9 7.8 6.3 3.1 4.7 100.0
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éHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979 .
FILE DRUG (CREATION DATE = 11/26/80) USERS WHO ARE ALSO .DRUG VIOLATORS BY AGE AND SEX
X OH X X ¥ X K X ¥ X ¥ X X xvx X X ¥ CROSSTABULATTION 0 F X X X ¥ X X H X X K X X X X ¥ ¥ % %
SEX = BY - AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..
COMMIT VALUE = 1., COURT COMMITMENTS
XK K K X K K R K R X XX X K K K K KON K K K X N K KRN K KN KKK KKK K XK KK KKK X K
AGE
COUNT I , N
I16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 4549 YR 50-64 YR ROW
I TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.T 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
SEX = s I-=————- - I—————e I I - I I--———- I-—rm—e—- I
1. 1 8 I 24 1 136 I 137 1 120 I 56 1 27 1 19 I 13 1 540
MALES I I I I I I I I I I 93.6
=l I-—————- I-emrmm—em I-———em IJommm——=e I-—-—=—=- - - I[-wemme I
I 1 I 1 I 6 1 15 1 9 I 3 1 2 I 0 I 0 I 37
FEMALES "1 I I I I. I I I I I 6.4 -
—l—————— - [~ I-——————= I---—rm—- I--rmmm I-—m———— I Jomrmmee—— I )
COLUMN 9 25 142 152 129 59 z9 19 13 577
TOTAL 1.6 - 4.3 24.6 26.3 22.4 ig.2 5.0 3.3 2.3 100.0
NUMBER OF MISSING OBSERVATIONS = 117
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PRIOR ADULT CRIMINAL RECORD

i SURR

CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS -~ 1979

. : 50
55 ] I ; 45
60 ~ 40
.
Loocal Penal Institution Only )
65 A\, 35
32% ~
30
No Prior Institutional
Commitment , 25
30% :
State or Federal Penal
Institution
27% 20
. 15
No Prior Adult N
Criminal Record
11s
10
4
\ : 5
Prior Adult Criminal Record Number Percent
. TOTAL 7.563 100%
No Prior Adult Criminal Record 857 113
. No Prior Institutional Commitment 2,245 30%
Local Penal Institution Only 2,393 32%
State or Federal Penal Institution 2,068 27%
; ' ~ , -47-
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PRIOR ADULT CRIMIMAL RECORD. Nearly 11 percent of total male commitments

in 1979 had no prior adult record before the instant offense (no previous
arrest) while 29.4 percent had no previous incarceration but had one or
more prior arrests with or without convictions. Thus, over 40 percent of
male commitments in 1979 did not have a previous institutional commitment
while nearly 60 percent had previous local, state or federal incarcerations.
In comparison with 1978, about one percent fewer male commitments in 1979
had prior local, state or federal commitments.

Only slightly over 40 percent of female commitments in 1979 had
previous incarcerations, either state, federal or local. Thus, almost 60
percent of female commitments had either no prior adult arrest record
(23.7%) or no prior institutional commitment (36.2%). In comparison with
male commitments in 1979, nearly 20 percent fewer female commitments had
prior incarcerations. Female commitments in 1979, in addition, show a
higher proportion of those with no prior record or prior incarceration
than females committed in 1978 (almost 5% greater). The previous trend,

apparent in 1977 and in 1978, towards increasing numbers of commitments of

both males and females with prior adult incarcerations, was reversed in 1979.

PRIOR ADULT CRIMINAL RECORD. BY AGE GROUP. Male commitments in 1979 as in

previous years, show a higher proportion of commitments with no previous
adult record or institutional commitment in the lower age groups. While
27.5 percent of total male commitments are under 21 years of age on commit-
ment, 41.7 percent of those with no prior record or commitment fall in this
age group. Conversely, only 3.9 percent of those with a previous state
commitment were less than 21 years of age on admi;sion.

Female commitments by prior adult record and age group reveal that
while 18.6 percent of female commitments with no prior record oy instituticnal
commitment were under 21 years of age on commitment, no female with a prior
state or federal incarceration was less than 21 on commitment. This was also
true in prior years.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMI¥MENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979 )
FILE PRIOR (CREATION DATE = 11/12/80) ADULT CRIMINAL RECORD BY AGE AND SEX

X X K ¥ ¥ X K X X X X X X K X ¥ KX CROSSTABULATION OF XX X X X X K M X X K X X X X K X X

ADULTREC PRIOR ADULT CRIMINAL RECORD BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT B

CONTRO§LING FOR.. '
SE

VALUE = 1. MALES
BY COMMIT - VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
***x******************,**x*******X************_****”
AGE
COUNT I
116-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-6% YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR 65 YR & ROUW
I , i OVER TOTAL
1 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 ' 7.1 8.1 9.1 10.1
ADULTREC  —=-===——" - e [-~mmmer = Joomm—— Jommmm it Sdet ettt = - I
1. 1 223 1 133 1 164 1 118 I 60 .1 43 1 18 1 14 1 17 1 1 1 791
NO PRIOR ADULT R I I i I I 1 I 1 1 1 I 10.9
d Sadetabuiny itatat Salntiutabutnie I Jommm e [ - e i Jwmmm [omm————- I~mmmmm I
2. 1 458 1 411 1 526 I 340 1 19¢ I 125 1 37 1 23 1 29 1 5 I 2144
NO PRIOR INST CO I I I I 1 1 I I I I I 29.4
“l-—mm—— oo emmmmm—— Immmm - I-—wmm——- Jeommmmm—- I - - I~ I
3. 1 278 1 419 I 62¢ I 490 I 255 1 137 1 60 I 37 1 16 1 2 I 2316
LOCAL COM ONLY I I I I I I I I I I I 31.8
bl Saimbadadainteiet I S, e Sl iotant Sttt I=mm———= IJ-mrm———= - IJ-—mm———- I
6. 1 13 I 67 1 339 I 563 1 469 1 265 1 160 1 9% 1 77 1 6 1 2033
STATE OR FED COM I I I I 1 1 I I 1 I I 27.9
mlmmm———— I-===2omr o I-m————m— [=-—m——— I-wm—mm- Iwmrom—= I I-mmemm [-——m—= I
COLUMN 972 1030 1653, 1491 974 570 275 168 137 14 7284
a TOTAL 13.3 14.1 22.7 20.5 13.4 7.8 3.8 2.3 1.9 0.2 100.0
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979

| FILE PRIOR (CREATION DATE = 11/12/80) ADULT CRIMINAL RECORD BY AGE AND SEX
4 IR EEEEREEEEREEEERE RN CROSSTABULATION O F % % % % % X %X ¥ % ¥ X % # % X %X ¥ X
: ADULTREC PRIOR ADULT CRIMINAL RECORD BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
! CONTROLLING FOR.. .
: SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
BY COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
I E S EEEEEEEEEEEEREEEEEREEERSERESBEESEEEREEEEBEREEEEEREREERE SN ¥
AGE
\ COUNT I ; . .
i %16—18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR TR??L
‘ 0
| I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
ADULTREC ~ =w=====m-- I I-—-=m=-- i Im—mmmm I-=m—mm—e e it I I-omomem I=mmmem I
1. I 6 I 6 I 19 I 7 I 12 1 5 I 7 1 2 I 2 1 66
NG PRIOR ADULT R I I I I I I I I I I 23.7
=l ——— I Immom e I-mmmmmm ) ) nintale I I-——mm—m- I=mommm I
‘ 2. 1 7 1 12 I 22 1 32 I 14 I 6 I 4 I 2 1 2 1 101
; NO PRIOR INST CO I I I I I I I I I I 36.2
; I e I-mmwm——— e Satnintae [=m———me I~=memmse Imemm—mmm I-wwom——e e I-m—————- I
’ ; 3. 1 1 I 2 I 23 1 28 I 17 I 5 1 1 I 0 I 0 I 77
o LOCAL COM ONLY I I I I . I I I I I I 27.¢6
i Bt Salitlalniaiulad Setetet ittt Setatinteladade Iwmmmem— e e i Im—mmmse I-——-mm I-mmmmme I
} G, 1 0 I 0 I ¢ I 14 I 3 1 3 1 3 I ¢ I 4 1 35
i STATE OR FED COM I I I I I I I 1 I I 12.5
i It Sednbedlnbtnt I-=mmm——— I-mmmmme Tommmmms L Sl Iememm e I-m—mmme I-—mee =l ————— I
} COLUMN 14 20 68 8] 46 19 15 8 8 279
I3 TOTAL 5.0 7.2 26.4 29.0 16.5 6.8 5.4 2.9 2.9 100.0
}
i
| NUMBER OF MISSING OBSERVATIONS = 1892
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1979
ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION

55 T T T T 45

60 _<<* © N0

65

70

White ' Black
. 32% 49%

75 ’/////’4;

80

Puerto Rican
v '19%

85

90

95

Ethnic Group Number Percent

TOTAL 7,571 100%
Black 3,668 49%
White 2,414 32%
Puerto Rican 1,457 19%
Other 32 a/

a/ Less than 1%.
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ETHNIC GROUP BY REGION. In the total-'state, less than one-half of male
commitments in 1979 were black (48.3%) while 32.0 percent were white and
19.4 percent were of Puerto Rican birth or parentage. In comparison with
1978, 0.8 percent fewer blacks were admitted in 1979 and 1.3 percent more
whites. Puerto Rican admissions were similar both years. In New York City

in 1979, 54.5 percent of male commitments were black, only 16.9 percent -

were white and 28.4 percent were Puerto Rican. But, in upstate New York,

58.2 percent of male commitments in 1979 were white, only 37.4 percent were
black and a mere 3.6 percent were Puerto Rican. Thus, the racial and ethnic
composition was dissimilar ¥or these two areas. Upstate, over 41 percent
more of the male commitments were white compared to New York City male commit-
ments while there were over 17 percent fewer black commitments upstate and
nearly 25 percent fewer Puerto Ricans admitted from the upstate area. '

In comparison with 1978 commitment data, ethnic proportions of male
New York City commitments were similar in 1979 while 2.2 percent fewer
upstate blacks were admitted in 1979 and 2.5 percent more white males. Thus(}
the trend of increasing white male commitments from upstate areas and decreas=
ing black commitments which also occurred in 1978, has continued into 1979.

Total female commitments in 1979 were distributed thusly: . 53.4 percent
black, 30.1 percent white and 16.1 percent Puertc Rican. Thus, over 5 percent
more female commitments were black than the prcportion of black male commit-
ments in 1979 while nearly 2 percent fewer females were white and over 3 per-
cent Tess were Puerto Rican. In comparison with 1978 female commitment rates,
9.3 percent fewer black females were committed in 1979. Conversely, seven
percent more white females were committed in 1979 than in 1978 and nearly two- -
percent more Puerto Rican feinales. The commitment rate of black females was
unusually high, though, in 1678 (6.6% more than in 1977).- In 1979, nearly ~
55 percent of New York City female commitments were black while nearly 17
percent were white and 28 percent were Puerto Rican. While almost 52 percent
of upstate female commitments in 1979 were black, 47.5, percent were white. In
comparison with 1978, female commitments by area, black commitments were down

in 1979, especially in the upstate area and white commitments up proportionately.

upstate while New York City Puerto Rican commitments were also Tower.

In comparing 1979 male and female commitment rates by ethnic group ‘in
New York City and upstate, it is apparent that male and female rates are
very similar for New York City. But in the upstate area, black male commit-
ment rates are much Tower (37.4%) than black female commitment rates (51.6%).
Conversely, while 58.2 percent of male upstate commitments are white, only
47.5 percent of female commitments from that area are white.
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ETHNIC GROUP BY REGION AND AGE GROQU

the age distribution of New York Ci
that of upstate commitments. While
were under 21 years of age on commi
NewVYork City males were 16 to 20 y
mglg commitments. In addition, the
times varies by ethnic group within

percent of white male commitments were under

P. Male commitments in 1979 show that
ty commitments tends to be higher than
27.5 percent of total male commitments

tment, only slightly over one-fourth of

ears old and nearly 32 percent of upstate
proportion of commitments under 21 some-
region. In New York City, only 14.8

21 years of age on commitment.

while 30.7 percent of blacks were aged 16 through 20 and 20.5 percent
’ . . . of
Puerto Ricans. New York City black males and Puerto Rican ma]gs tended to

be considerably younger than whites
state New York, 33.3

committed from the same area. In up-

percent of white male commitments were under 21 while

29.6 percent of blacks were 16 to 20 years of a
: . | ge and 25.0 percent of Puerto
Ricans. Thus, while white males committed from New York Cigy tended to be

considerably older, the reverse was
This disparity was similar in 1978.

true for white upstate male commitments.

. Female commitments by ethnic group, reg%on and age grou ténded to be
older than males. Thus, because of the small numbers of femgles under 21,

the variations within the 16 to 20
areas might be attributed to chance

by ethnic group for the entire state,

year cohort by etnnic group within separate

In.comparing female commitments under 30
while 65.6 percent of the total female

cohort were under 30 years of age on commitment, only 57.1 i
) .1 percent of white
females were less than 30, 68.5 percent of black females and 71.1 percent of

Pqerto Rigan female commitments. Thus,
- City comnmitments) and black females tend

commitments in 1979.

be oider than blacks, Puerto Rican f
whites. =

Puerto Rican females (mostly New York
ed to be younger than white female

In 1978, while white femaie commitments also tended to

emale commitments tended to be older than
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1%79
; FILE ETHNIC (CREATION DATE = 11/19,80) GROUP BY AGE,AREA AND SEX
1‘ ¥R K K X X X ¥ O X X X X X X X ¥ X CROSSTABULATION _OF X XK H ¥ X X X ‘* X X X ¥ X X X X X X
ETHNIC ETHNIC GROUP BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
.~ CONTROLLING FOR.. iy
SEX VALUE =. 1. MALES :
i BY COMMIT VALUE = I.. COURT COMMITMENTS
f ¥ Oo¥ X ¥ X K X X X Xk X X K K X XX X K OH K XK X X K X X X X X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X X X ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ PAGE 1 OF 1
; AGE )
_ COUNT I ‘ ‘
; I16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR 65 YR & ROW
I ’ OVER TOTAL
, I 1.1 2,1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 10.1
ETHNIC =~ -=-—=-=- N I I-—m=mmme e ottt b [-=—m—me e I-—mo=me- R I
. I. I 29¢ I 340 1 563 1 452 1 264 1 196 I 90 I 60 I 69 I 6 I 2330
WHITE I I I I I I I I I I I 32.0
—I--=mmm—m I=-m—=——e- I-=mmmme I--m=mmme o I~===mm=- I-==mmme I-mmmmmm [wmmmm o [-mmmemme I
' 2. 1 553 1 517 1 764 I 706 I 489 I 239 1 126 1 68 I 56 I 7 I 3519
BLACK I I I I I I I I I I I 48.3
e I-—m——-m- [---=m—mn T Immmmmmee I-—-===m- [-==m—mee R I I---=--ee I
3 I 127 I 166 I 320 I 329 I 218 1 133 I 59 1 40 I 19 I 1 1 1412
PUERTG RICAN I I R I I I I I I I I 19.4
it I I-mmmmm e e [~-==—=m- [-=m—mm—e I [-—=mm e I-==m=—ms I
5. I ¢ 1 8 I 7 I ¢ L ¢ I 31 6 I 1 I 0 I 6 I 31
OTHER I I I I I I I I I I I 6.4
e O e R I-mmomoam I---=-- R I-===—mmm R I-=-=--- I
COLUMN 974 1031 1654 1491 975 571 275 169 138 14 7292
S TOTAL 13.4 14,1 22.7 20.4 13.4 7.8 3.8 2.3 1.9 6.2 1060.0
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTNENf*l979

FILE ETHNIC

(CREATION DATE =

F oM X R OH K K XK K XK N K XK X X X X ¥

ETHNIC ETHNI
CONTROLLING FOR..
~ SEX
BY COMMIT

COUNT
ETHNIC = ==—=w-—-
1.
WHITE
2.
BLACK
3
PUERTO RICAN
4.
OTHER .
A COLUMN
o TOTAL

NUMBER OF MISSING OBSERVATIONS =

¢ GROUP

117197801

GROUP BY AGE,AREA AND SEX~

CROSSTABULATTION 0F
BY AGE

VALUE
VALUE

¥ X X K X X X X X X K X X X X X % X
AGE ON COMMITMENT

2. FEMALES
1. COURT COMMITMENTS

AGE
I .
I16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35~39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR ROW
I TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
Iemmmmm—— o= I-m—m === I-wmmmm—m v e J=m—m—m I-cmm———— I
I 9 I 5 I 10 I 26 1 13 1 9 I 9 I L | 1 I 84
I I I I I 1 1 I I I 30.1
[-emmm—— Jommmem Imemm—m—— Jmm——m——— Iemme———— Iom o J-m————— - Iwrmmm I
I 5 1 13 1 41 1 43 I 26 1 8 1 ¢ I 4 I 5 1 149
I I I I I I I I I I 53.4
[ — Imsmm o Tomemmmen [N, S —— R —— e 1
I 0 I 2 1 16 I 14 1 7 1 2 I 2 I, 0 I 2 1 45
I I I I I I I I I I 16.1
I N it I e it Immmm e Jeemmmm— I | e e |
I 0 I 6 I 1 I 6 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 1
I I I I I I I I I I 0.4
[==wmme—— I-—emm——— Iommm Immmmmmee [4mmmmmm I L I[-—————— Immmmmm I
14 20 68 81 46 19 15 8 8 279
5.0 7.2 24.4 29.0 16.5 6.8 5.4 2.9 2.9 100.90
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g% CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
i? FILE ETHNIC  (CREATION DATE = 11/19/80) GROUP BY AGE,AREA AND SEX
5L ¥ OX X %X X XK X ¥ X X X X X X ¥ X X X CROSSTABULATTIGON 0 F ¥XXXX*X*****X****>€
5 ETHNIC ETHNIC GROUP BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
; CONTROLLING FOR..
i SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
il BY NYC AREA OF COMMITMENT VALUE = 1. NEW YORK CITY
i BY COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
! KO X K ¥ X H O K ONH X K OH X X F OX H X X X X X X X ¥ K X ¥ X X X ¥ X X X ¥ X H X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X X ¥ X PAGE 1 0OF 1
AGE
COUNT I
I16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-4% YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR 65 YR & ROW
I OVER TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 6.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 10.1
ETHNIC = —————-—- I-———=m—= I-me————— I-—————— I I-mm— I-———m - e I~=—===—= I-—mmm—m— I-——————= I
1. 1 47 1 69 I 17¢ I 181 I 113 I 97 I 40 I 25 I 35 I 3 I 78%
WHITE I 1 I I I 1 I I I I I 16.9
e I-=~—mm—- I~=-——=—= I-—————- I-s—mm——= B I~————ee I-=—=—m-= T-——em— I mmmm I
2. I 408 I 366 I 529 I 5106 I 351 I 182 I 87 1 47 I - 39 I ¢ I 2523
BLACK I I I I I I 1 I 1 I I 54.5
e I-—m—oeme I-————m—= I-———=—— I-———=——= I-=mmmm— J-=———mmm === I-——m—— I-—mm—— 1
3. I 114 I 155 I 297 I 308 I 202 I 127 I 57 1 37 1 18 I 0 I 1315
PUERTO RICAN I I 1 I I I I I I I I 28.6
, e I-————-== I-———=—mu I-——mm——= Im————mmm I-——==-—- I--=m———- I-==m——== I-—=-——m= I--——mm— I
h 4. I 1 I 1 I 4 I 1 1 1 1 2 1 0 I 1 I 0 I 0 I 11
. OTHER I I 1 I I I R | I I I I 0.2
L, “l——e————— Te————m- I-=——————= I-—————= I~—==—c== I-————=—- I-———m=mm I-~————== I-=m—mm—— Ivmmme - I
¥ &, COLUMN 570 . 591 1004 1000 667 408 184 110 92 7 4633
e TOTAL 12.3 12.8 21.7 21.6 14.4 3.8 4.0 2.4 2.0 0.2 100.0
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
FILE ETHNIC (CREATION DATE = 11/19/80) GROUP BY AGE,AREA AND SEX

KoM K K K X X X X ¥ X X X X X X X % CROSSTABULATIOWM 0:F KON K ¥ X X X X ¥ X X X ¥ X ¥ X X %

1

ETHNIC ETHNIC GROUP BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR.. .
SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
BY NYC AREA OF COMMITMENT VALUE = 1. NEW YORK CITY
BY COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
AGE
COUNT I .
%16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-2% YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64% YR ROW
& TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 6.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
ETHNIC =  ==——em—- oo i St oind et oo me Immommmmm e e it I Immmmmm | g §
1. I 1 I 3 1 1 1 7 I 5 I 3 I 4 I 2 I 6 I 26
WHITE I I I I I I I I I I 16.6
=l Iommmmmm | it Robe el ed Immmmm——— I~ Joomomm = I I~—mmm I
2. 1 1 I 6 I 22 1 24 1 17 I 6 1 2 1 3 1 5 1 86
BLACK I I I I I I I I I I 54.8
e —————— [-m=m———— | e i e inded e i Jmme—mm—— Jommm e e ) e I
3 I 0 I 2 I 15 I 14 I 7 1 2 I 2 I 0 I 2 I 46
PUERTO RICAN I I I I I I I I I I 28.0
=l | e - ———— e Iormm—se— R e Immmmnm— Jmmmm Iommmm e I
L | 0 I 0 I I I 0 I 0 I 6 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 1
OTHER 1 I I I I . I I I I 0.6
I ———— I-—mmmmm ) e e taad I e el bttt dd | e I
1 COLUMN 2 11 39 45 29 11 8 5 7 157
a J TOTAL 1.3 7.0 24.8 28.7 18.5 7.0 5.1 3.2 4.5 100.¢6
I 7 .
NUMBER OF MISSING OBSERVATIONS = 4665 . : -
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
(CREATION DATE =

GROUP BY AGE,AREA AND SEX

0F

¥ X X ¥ X X ¥ X X X X X H X X X X X

AGE ON COMMITMENT

1. MALES
1. UPSTATE
1. COURT COMMITMENTS

7.1

-------- 1

50 I

I

-------- I

3 I

I

-------- I

2 I

I

-------- I

6 I

I

-------- I
91
3.4

8.1

———————— I

35 1

I

———————— I

21 I

I

———————— I

301

I

-------- I

0 I

1

- o I
59
2.2

9.1
———————— I
36 I
i
———————— I
11 1
I
-------- I
11
1
———————— I
0 I
I
-------- I
46
1.7

PAGE

1 OF

OVER

T ™

- - ———

1

ROW
TOTAL

1545
58.2

993
37.6

96
3.6

20

0.8

2654
100.0

e i

Vg

KX X X X X X ¥ X X ¥ X X ¥ X X X X CROSSTABULATION
ETHNIC ETHNIC GROUP BY AGE
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE =
BY UPSTATE AREA OF COMMITMENT VALUE =
BY COMMIT VALUE =
K OX X K ¥ X X H O K X X K N ONTH X N H X X ¥ X M K X ¥ X X % X O O X F X X N X X ¥ X X X X % X ¥ ¥
AGE
COUNT I
%16—18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34%4 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR 65 YR &
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1
ETHNIC =  ====—=-= [om i ———— Immm e I [-—v———— I~m—meme e 1
1. I 243 1 271 I 389 I 271 I 150 1 99 . I
WHITE I I I I I I I
e I-mmmmm I-=~—mm— Immrmeee I-—=———- - I
2. I 145 I 149 I 234 1 196 I 138 1 57 I
BLACK I I I I I I I
—em————— I[--ermsm— I - e - I
3.1 13 I 11 I 23 1 21 1 16 I 5 I
PUERT0 RICAN I I I I I I I
“I-—————— I---—mm v I-—m==——- I I-=—=~-=- I
4, I 31 7 I 3 I 3 1 3 1 1 I
OTHER I I I R | I I I
—[=—m———— I I~—emm——- R D e I-————m I-—-=e~- I
& COLUMN 404 438 649 491 307 162
N TOTAL 15.2 16.5 26.5 18.5 11.6 6.1
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~ CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
| FILE ETHNIC (CREATION DATE = 11-/19/80) GROUP BY AGE,AREA AND SEX

oMK XK X X K X K K K X X K K X X X CROSSTABULATION 0F XX X K R K KKK KKK KX X XX X
~ ETHNIC ETHNIC GROUP BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
i CONTROLLING FOR..
i SEX « VALUE = 2.  FEMALES
| BY UPSTATE  AREA OF COMMITMENT VALUE = 1. UPSTATE
i BY cCOMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
M X M MK K KKK KK KK KX KN KKK KKK KKK KX KX X XX XK H X KKK KK XX KX XXSK XK PAGE 1 0F 1
{
i AGE
: COUNT I
; I16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR ROW
I TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 6.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 I
ETHNIC =  —=eeeeo I-—mem e I-=woeee I-—omeem L ke I-mmom—ee I-=——e——- I-wmmmemee I-m=meeee e it I
1. 1 8 I 2 I 9 1 17 1 8 1 6 I 5 1 2 I 1 I 58
WHITE I I I I I I I 1 I I 47.5
it Sttt | e I-—mm—m e ik I-=-omme I-—mem—me I-mwmoeee I I-——emee I
2, I 4 I 7 I 19 I 19 1 9 I 2 I 2 1 1 1 0 I 63
BLACK I I I I I I I I I I 51.6
e Sttt bl I it ) it I-mmemme Tommmr e f e I-——mee e e I
3. 1 0 I 6 I 1 I 0 I 0 I 6 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 1
PUERTO RICAN I I I I I I I I I I 0.8
B I I-—-oeee I-mmemeee I--==eee I-mmemme I I-—moee I-—eeeee I
COLUMN 12 9 29 36 17 8 7 3 1 122 -
TOTAL 9.8 7.4 23.8 29.5 13.9 6.6 5.7 2.5 0.8 100.0
NUMBER OF MISSING OBSERVATIONS = 6679
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENT:

MARITAL STATUS

75

widowed

pivorced
5%

i

TOTAL

. Single
Married
pivorced
Widowed
Separated
Common Law
Not Stated

s ~ 1979

.40

Single
57%

10

Not Stated - 1%

Numbe:
7,569

4,355
1,292

S 185
-
372
1,042

52

-54-~

percent

100%

57%
17%
5%
1%
5%
14%
1%

o

25

20

15

e

MARITAL STATUS.

The male percentage distribution of marital status by.
crime indicates that almost 58 percent of total males committed in 1979

were single, only 17 percent were legally married and slightly over 14

percent had a common-law marriage while about 10 percent were either
divorced, annulled, widowed or separated.

~ The marital status of males on
commitment in 1978 did not differ substantially from the above.

Slightly over 20 percent of females committed in 1979 were marvried
_while a-1ittle over 47 percent were single on commitment, only 3.6 percent
had common-law marriages and almost 27 percent were either divorced, annulled,
widowed or separated.

Thus, nearly 11 percent more males than females were
single on commitment while slightly over 3 percent more females were legally
married.

In addition, almost 11 percent more males had common-law marriades
and nearly 17 percent fewer males than females were either divorced, annulled,
widowed or separated.

One reason for these differences may be the fact that
female commitments tend to be older than males. Also, females may not be
reporting casual relationships with males as common-law marriages and it may
be that marital disruptions tend to have more of an adverse economic impact
on women.

In 1978, nearly 4 percent more female commitments were single
and over 5 percent less were legally married.
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! CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979
FILE OFFENSE (CREATION DATE = 11/13/88) BY MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT

IS

CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMEHNT BY MARITAL MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
© BY COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
MARITAL )
COUNT I
1 ROW PCT ISINGLE MARRIED DIVORCED WIDOWED SEPARAT- COMMON NOT STAT ROW
. I ANNULLE ED LAW MARR ED TOTAL
’ I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1
CRIME W -====>—= Ivrmmmeee J-mmm——— Jomme———— I-mm—e e I--—mm o I
1. I 136 1 L | 18 I ¢ I 17 I 35 1 1 I 253
MURDER I 53.0 I 17.4 1 7.1 I 1.6 I 6.7 1 13.8 1 0.4 1 3.5
I e i Ivmrmmme—— I m e I-rm—emm—— R e e e I
I 227 1 79 I 20 I 23 1 18 I 65 I 2 I 434
HOMICIDE I 52.3 I 18.2 1 4.6 1 5.3 1 4.1 I 15.0 1 0.5 I 6.0
) S et e Tmommenn Trmmatoen G it [eime e I
3 I 1645 1 300 I 65 I 4 1 77 1 348 I 15 I 2454
ROBBERY I 67.0 I 12.2 1 2.6 1 0.2 I - 3.1 I 14,2 1 0.6 I 33.7
; S SRR . -smmooni e [-mmslscn To-molZon Tommmimen 1
i I 719 1 173 1 55 1 6 I 46 I 178 1 5 I 1182
i BURGLARY I 60.8 I 14.6 I 4.7 I 0.5 1 3.9 I 15.1 1I 0.4 I 16.2
J e - I-rmmmm——— Iemmm———— I-mmmmme e I-mem———— I
Fd 5. I 201 I 79 1 31 I 9 I 36 1 52 1 5 -1 413
! o ASSAULT I 48.7 I 19.1 I 7.5 I 2.2 1 8.7 I 12.6 1 1.2 1 5.7
;! e I-=——m—— I[memmm——— oo T-womm— I-——mee I--mmme I
. : 6. I 71 1 42 I 13 I 0 I 19 I 26 1 2 I 173
GR LARC NOT AUTO I 41.0 I 24.3 I 7.5 I 0. I 11.0 I 15.0 I 1.2 1 2.4
B e [~=———— I e atnt R et I-mem——— e I
, 7. 1 .8 1 5 I 3 I 1 I 3 I 4 I 6 I 24
GRAND LARC AUTO I 33.3 I 20.8 I 1112.5 I 4.2 I 12.5 1 16.7 I 0. I 0.3
. I ——— I-vmm———— IJrommmo I Jommm o e ittt I-mommee I
B . o 8. 1 125 1 40 I 16 I 1 I 18 I 26 1 6 I 226
. K RAPE I 55.3 1 17.7 1 7.1 1 0.4 I 8.0 I 11.5 1 0. I 3.1
i e I-mmom—em Iommmmmm e e I-—mmmm Jmwom———1
. . 9. 1 94 I 34 1 18 I 1 1 8 I 11 I 6 I 166
. » KO 3 SEX OFF EX RAPE I 56.6 I 20.5 I 10.8 I 0.6 1 4.8 I 6.6 I 0. I 2.3
“Immmm e [-—=moom [-mmmoomm [memmtmmm [-mmmsmem [ [-mmmtmmm I
i l1g., I 316 1 231 I 43 I 5 I 39 1 175 1 5 1 814
f( DANGEROUS DRUGS I 38.8 I '28.4 I 5.3 I 0.6 I 4,8 I 21.5 1 0.6 I 11.2
| I Tmmmmemmm Temmmoien | S Jommmimen [-——mlilo- . 1
8 S 1. I 38 1I 21 1 ‘15 I 0 I 10 I 7 1 2 I 93
! FORGERY I 40.9 I 22.6 1 16.1 I 0. I 10.8 1 7.5 1 2.2 I 1.3
e I-m—m——m I-mmmmmm I-—mmm e I---—me I-romomm ) e it I
. o . ; COLUMN %4223 1236 357 61 335 1032 46 7296
4 ) ' o ey TOTAL 57.9 17.0 4.9 0.8 4.6 14.2 0.6 100.0
. - .- =¥t (CONTINUED)
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CHARACYERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979

FILE OFFENSE (CREATIGN DATE = 11/13780)
¥R K KON N K K K X ¥ X K X X ¥ X X

BY MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT

"CROSSTABULATION

0F
BY MARITAL MAR

e S5 bR e iy 1

IR EEEEEEEEE S X ¥ % X

CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMENT ITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
BY COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
Ko K X X K K X K K X X % % X OX % K K K K X X K ¥ ¥ % RO K K H K X X X R X X X KX X X X X X XK PAGE 2 OF 2
MARITAL
COUNT 1
ROW PCT ISINGLE MARRIED DIVORCED WIDOWED SEPARAT- COMMON NOT STAT ROW
I ANNULLE ED LAW MARR ED TOTAL
I 1.1 I I 6.1 5.1 .1 .1
CRIME =  =~—=eeee e e L I-=mommee Ireoomee Iommmomee I--omomee e it !
12. 1 129 I 92 I 23 I 1 I 23 I 73 I 5 1 346
DANGEROUS WEAPON I 37.3 % 26.6 1 6.6 % 0.3 % 6.6 % 21.1 1 1.4 % 4.7
e i T i I ————— Eabadall Bt bkl [ T L R U I ________
’ 13. 1 155 I 91 I 37 1 6 I 21 1 30 1 4 I 344
ALL OTHER FELONY I 45.1 I 26.5 I 10.8 I 1.7 1 6.1 1 8.7 1 1.2 1 4.7
o e et Immeeee I S it I-meeme I-—-eeeee I I
15, I 361 1 5 1 0 I 0 I 0 I 2 I 0 I 368
YOUTHFUL OFFENDR I .98.1 % 1.4 % 0. % 0. ’% 0. % 6.5 % 0. % 5.0
COLUMN 4223 1236 357 61 335 - 1032 46 7290
TOTAL 57.9 17.0 4.9 0.8 4.6 14,2 0.6 100.0
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979

FILE  OFFENSE

X X X X X X ¥ X ¥ K X X X X X ¥ ¥ X

CRIME
CDNT%OLLING FOR..

REASON FOR COMMITMENT

(CREATION DATE = 11/13/80)

BY MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT

CROSSTABULATTION
BY MARITAL
VALUE = 2.
VALUE = 1.

FEMALES
COURT COMMITMENTS

~

OF % % % % ¥ % % % % ¥ X % % % % X X %
MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT

PAGE 1 OF 2

e e

MARITAL
COUNT I
ROW PCT ISINGLE MARRIED DIVORCED WIDOWED SEPARAT-~ COMMON NOT STAT ROW
1 ANNULLE ED LAW MARR ED TOTAL
: I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 I 6.1 7.1
CRIME =  —===—=—- I-mmmmem— I-msmome | - I o I I
1. I 5 1 2 I 1 I 1 1 0 I 0. I 0 I 9
MURDER I 55.6 1 22.2 I 11.1 I 11.1 1 0. I 0. I 0. i 3.2
e ——— Jrmmom——e I-mimmm e I-—rm———— e I~ | e 1
I 21 1 7 I 7 I 3 1 5 1I 0 I 0 I 43
HOMICIDE I 48.8 I 16.3 I 16.3 1 7.0 ' I '11.6 1 0. I 0. I 15.4
—lmm————— I-emmmn I-—emrer e e e e 1
3. 1 32 1 9 1 3 I 0 I 7 1 3 1 2 1 56
ROBBERY I 57.1 I 16.1 1 5.4 I 0. I 12.5 1 5.¢ I 3.6 I 20.1
- I-momme— I~ - o= Je—em - I-momm——— I
I 8 1 ¢ 1 2 I 0 I 3 I 1 1 0 I 18
BURGLARY I 44,4 1 22.2 I 11.1 1 . T716.7 1 5.6 1 0. 1 6.5
“lem—————— | e e ) e ) [—m———- e[ ———— - I
s 5. 1 1% 1 2 1 0 I 0 1 4 1 0 I 0 I 17
g;ASSAULT I 64.7 1I 11.8 1 0. I 0. I 23.5 1 0. 1 0. I 6.1
i =I-mm———— I-—memme— I-mmmmoee [=rmm———— Imemm e I-memm Imemmm e 1
6. I 9 1 9 I 2 1 1 I 2 1 0 I 0 I 23
GR LARC NOT AUTO I 39.1 I 39.1 1 8.7 1 4.3 1 8.7 1 0. 1 0. I 8.2
=I-mm———— - ) R ) ) I=m o Irmwomm——— I
8. 1 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 1 I 0 I 0 I 1
RAPE 1 0. I 0. I 0. I 0. I 100.0 I 0. I 0. I 0.4
mle——————— [=mmmm—— I ) Jomeom——— Irmmmme | e it I
9. I 0 I 0 I 1 1 0 I 0 I 6 I . o0 1 1
SEX OFF EX RAPE 1 0 I c. I1100.0 I ¢. I 0. I 0. I 0. I 0.4
- ———— [-mm e | Immmmmmme Immmmme—— ) i I-mmmm—— 1
10. I 29 1 11 I I 3 I 8 1 3 I 3 I 64
DANGEROUS DRUGS I 45.3 I 17.2 I 10.9 I 4.7 I 12.5 1 4.7 1 4.7 1 22.9
B Rt I-mmmmme e s e [emmem e Ivmremm—— Immmm—— I
11. 1 5 I 6 I 0 I 0 I 5 1 0 1 1 1 17
FORGERY I 29.4 I 35.3 1 0. = I 0. I 29.4 1 0. I 5.9 I 6.1
~l-—m———— [-mmemm—— [-emmm— I-weme——— ) Iwmm o I-omse - 1
12. 1 0 I 0 I 1 I 0 I 0 I 3 I 0 I %
DANGEROUS WEAPON I 0. I 8. I 25.0 I 0. I 0. I 75.0 1 0. I 1.4
‘ I e—— - Iemmmm R oo IJom e [-emmm—— I
COLUMN 132 . 56 28 10 37 10 6 279
" TOTAL 47.3 20.1 10.0 3.6 13.3 3.6 2.2 100.0
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979%
FILE OFFENSE (CREATION DATE = 11,13780) BY MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT
K O X X X X X X X X X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ X X CROSSTABULATION 0 F X OX X % X % X % X X X ¥ X %X X X X X

i

CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMENT BY MARITAL MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR.. _ . .
SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
BY COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
xxxxxxxxx*xxxxxx*xx*x*xx**xxxx**x_xxx*xxxxxx*xx*xx PAGE 2 OF 2
MARITAL
COUNT I
ROW PCT ISINGLE MARRIED DIVORCED WIDOWED SEPARAT- COMMON NOT STAT ROW
I ANNULLE ED LAW MARR ED TOTAL
. I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 I
CRIME = ==—==-e- I Ieommm e I I-mome | I Jomommme— I
13. I 5 1 L 4 1 2 I 2 1 0 I ¢ I 138
ALL OTHER FELONY I 27.8 % 27.8 i 22.2 % 11.1 % 11.1 % ] % 0. { 6.5
15. I 7 1 1 1 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 3
YOUTHFUL OFFENDR I 87.5 1 12.5 'I 0. I 0. I 0. I 0. I 0. I 2.9
=lmm———— Iemommme R e i Tmmmomme— B e iatel ) e Imomemen I
COLUMN 132 56 28 10 37 10 6 279
TOTAL 47.3 20.1 10.0 3.6 13.3 3.6 2.2 100.0
NUMBER OF MISSING. OBSERVATIONS = 1886
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1979

FILE  OFFENSE (CREATION DATE = 11/13/80) BY MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT

IR EEEEEEEEEEEEREEEE CROSSTABULATTION
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FELONY BY MARITAL  MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR.. i
SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
BY COMMIT VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
KO XK K A I K K K M N OH MK MK X N N K I K K N MK MK MK X FH OMH K M X XN M MK X K X X X K X X X H X X X X ¥ PAGE 1 OF 1
MARITAL '
COUNT I
ROW PCT ISINGLE MARRIED DIVORCED WIDOWED SEPARAT- COMMON  NOT STAT  ROW
1 ANNULLE ED LAW MARR ED TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 6.1 5.1 6.1 7.1
FELONY =====-—= I J-mmm———— e e e [-——m—em— | I
. I 3862 I 1231 I 357 1I 61 I 335 I 1030 I 46 I 6922
FELONIES I 55.8 1 17.8 I 5.2 I 0.9 I 4.8 I 14.9 I 0.7 I 100.6
B G I--—————= I-e—————e J-——m——— I-——====- [-=—=——— R 1
COLUMN 3862 1231 357 61 335 1030 46 6922
TOTAL 55.8 17.8 5.2 0.9 4.8 14.9 0.7 120.0
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMf%MENTS T0 THE DEPARTMENT-1979 )
FILE OFFENSE  (CREATION DATE = 11/13/80) BY MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT
* oK K K K N K K X N K K N K X CROSSTABULATION 0F XM X K K K O X OX_¥ X X X X X X X X
FELONY , BY MARITAL MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR.. :
SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
BY COMMIT ~ VALUE = Y. COURT COMMITMENTS
H O O KON M N OH M N KK O X MK X X XK X X H N X X X O X K X N O N H N X X X X M ¥ X X X X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ PAGE 1 0F 1
. P . . .
MARITAL
COUNT - I
ROW PCT ISINGLE MARRIED DIVORCED WIDOWED SEPARAT- COMMOM NOT STAT ROW
i ANNULLE ED LAW MARR “ED TOTAL
<y I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 - 5.1 6.1 7.1
FELONY =~ —-—----- I-r===mmm [--=m==mn I----m--- I---——=-= I----—mo- [-—=m==—m e I
I 125 1 55 1 28 I 10 1 37 1 10 I 5 I 271
FELONIES I 46,1 I 20.3 1 10.3 1 3.7 I 13.7 1 3.7 1 2.2 I 106.0
D I G I--——-—=- O I R I
COLUMN 125 55 28 1D 37 10 6 271
‘ TOTAL 46.1 20.3 10.3 3.7 13.7 - 3.7 ¢ 2.2 100.0
NUMBER OF MISSING OBSERVATIONS = 2262
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