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California State Légi$1ature ‘ ‘
~ November 1?79

A §%§%JSTICAL DESCRIPTION OF ARRESTS AND ' !
T DISPOSITION OF ARRESTS FOR TWELVE /
~ SEX CRIMES IRVSALIFORNIA | I
PURPOSE OF THE STUDY ’

The growing incidence of sexual assault crimes in California has
raised a number of concerns regarding the adequacy of protection

offered to the public by the cfiminaT Justice system. The basic

question’is: Are sex offenders being apprehended and when' apprehended, -

are they being convicted and sent to prison? Although the qdestion is
simpIé,~the complex naturé of our criminal justice proCess does not

allow for a simple answer.

'The'purpose of this study is to describe, by use of relevant

available statistical information, how the criminal justice system jis

responding to the crimes of sexual assault. Data are not available which

‘address the issue of arrests relative to the total number of sex crimes

actually committed. Data which are available allow us to describe the

" number of arrests made for various sex offenses and the treatment of

these éhrests by the différent’segments of the criminal justice system.

To determine what happens after an arrest is made, statistical data

were obtained from the California Department of Justice,~Bureau of

‘Criminal Statistics, showing the number of arrests and subsequent dispo-

sition of these arrests for the following 12 seéx offenses for, the years

1976, 1977 and 1978:

o Forcible Rape

o Assault to Forcibly Rape

Assembly Office of; Research

NCURrs

0 Attemptkto Forcibly Rape

o Aiding or Abetting a Rape

o Forcible Sodomy‘ RN
) )
o Attempted Forcible Sodomy \¥
o Assault to Commit Forced Sodomy b

o Oral Copulation

o Lewd and Lacivious Behavior

o Annoying and Molesting a Child
o Incest |

o Indecent Exposure

There are certain limitatjons to the data presented here and caution

must be exercised when generalizing from them. Reasons for this include:

1) Limitations d% convictions data. Tables showing disposition of

arrésts were compiled on the basis of the sex offense for which an indi-
vidual was arrested. The individual may have been subsequently con-

victed of a crime other than the one cited in the arrest. There is no

way'to determine from thése data the actual crime for which a person was

convicted and any conclusions regarding convictions must bear this in

mind.

2) Inadequacies of official statistics. The crime statistics may

not correspond to the actual jncidence of crime dqe to underreporting

)

N

and to'Variatﬁons in the ways jurisdictions accumulate anq report the

, o o ; /.g"",f/
data. . ;, : B

- 3) Insufficient number of cases. Where the number of cases is
- B ) . /;/r : . ’
small, the unusual or exceptional case can predominate and skew the
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HQ@u]ts toward the abnormal, leading to incorrect conclusions regarding

what might typicgl]ydoccur.

4) Restricted geographical applicability. The data:were compi?ed

~and presented for the state as a whole. As a resu]t; no statements can

'be'made'ﬁith respect to how one particular jurisdiction may handle these

crimes.

OVERVIEW OF THE DATA
Descriptive characteritics for the 12 sex crimgg include: 1) the
total number of arrests for the years 1976 through i978, 2) disposition

of these arrests by law enforcement agencies and prosecutors offices, 3)

Tower court disposition of misdemeanors and felonies, 4) superior court

dispositioh of felonies, and 5) multiyear comparisons.

As an appendix to the report, there is a set of four tables for-

each of the 12 crimes. The first table in a set provides information on -

disposition of arrests by law enforcement and prosecutors; the second
table provides information on lower court dispositions; the third table
provides information on superior court dispositions; and the fourth

table provides a summary of all dispositions and a]so a comparison of

~ trends over the three-year period 1976, 1977 and 1978.

A review of the data on arrests shows that more persons were

arrested for forcible rape than any other felony sex offense during the

three years gxamfned. As Table A on the following page indicates, there

were re]ativeTy;few arrests for,sexué]'bffehses other than forcible rape

and lewd and lacivious behaviob. The Tower number of arrests for the

~ other crimes may be due in part to the Tower incidence of‘these\acts,

the type of evidence necessary to file such a ¢harge, or underreporting.

3

TABLE A
k FELONY ARRESTS REPORTED FOR TWELVE SEXUAL ASSAULT
‘ OFFENSES DURING 1976, 1977 AND 1978
(California)

ax% Offense 1976 1977 1978
; Forcible Rape 1401 1272 1576
4”” Attempt to Forcibly Rape 19 {“\25 14
[ | Aiding or Abetting a Rape ‘ 5 v 5 ‘ 3
Assault to Forcibly Rape 415 415 512
Forcible Sodomy 80 78 88
Attempt to Forcible Sodomy 0. 2 1
Assault to Commit Forced Sodomy 3 1 4

Oral Copulation 313 308 279

Lewd and Lacivioqs Behavior 988 1028 1131
Annoying and Molesting a Child 34 29 5

| Incest : - 30 34 39
Indecent Exposure 115 104 72

Disposition Without Trial

Much of the criminal justice process is based onkthe assumption
that criminal cases initiated by the police will be decided in a trial
by a court or jury. The limited statistical data which was analyzed

t%indiéate that with‘respect to sex‘offenses this assumption is not
Justified. Most cases are disposed of outgide the court, either by law
enforcement's decision to release, the prosecutors' decision not to |

charge, or by a plea of guilty by the accused.

Table B presents data on the total number of law enforcement
releases and prOSeCUtoriaI complaints denied for the 12'sex offenses in

"
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g 1976, 1977 and 1978. Thé déta show that for those offenses with more
than 100 arrests, anywhere from seven ‘percent (indecent exposure) to 37
_percent (rape) of the cases are dropped prior-to diébosition by thé
court. The lower bercentage of releases for indecent exposure {seven
v ‘percent) and Tewd and lacivious behavior (18 percent) may indicate that
these types of offenses are-easier to prosecute. This may be due to the
nature of the required evidence, the nature of the act itself or the
TABLE B d
PERCENT OF CASES DROPPED BY LAW ENFORCEMENT AND

PROSECUTORS PRIOR TO COURT DISPOSITION FOR TWELVE SELECTED
SEX OFFENSES DURING 1976, 1977, 1978 o

Total No. | Law Enforcement Prosecutors Percent of
Offense of Arrests Releases Complaints Denied | Cases Dropped

Forcible Rape 4,249 536 1,023 37
Assault to Forcibly Rape 1,342 140 : 284 32
Attempt to Forcibly Rape™ 58 6 12 31
Aiding or Abbetting a v . ‘

Rape 13 4 2 46
Forcible Sodomy 246" 13 62 30
Attempted Forcible Sodomy? 3 0 1 33
Assault,to Commit Forced ‘ ‘
‘Oral Copulation - 900 58 o 127 21
Lerkénd Lacivious

Behavior 3,147 , 193 363 18
Annoy1ng and MolestIng , , ‘

a Child* k 58 6 3 : 13
Incest ' ‘ 103 2 20 ‘ 21
Indeéent Exposure ~ - 291 10 10 , 7

L I . ' . N A . ‘
Due to small numbers, caution must be exercised in generalizing from these findings.

5

particular emphasis of the law enforcement and prosecutor's offices.
The most frequently cited reasons for releases prior to court review

were insufficient evidence and failure of victims to prosecute.

Convictions resulting from guilty pleas also contribute to the:
small incidence of sexual assault cases going to trial. Table C pre-

sents data, for the twelve sex offenses, on the total number of convic-

7

tions an& the)bas1s for these convictions in 1976, 1977 and 1978. The

data 1nd1cate that the number of persons convicted as a result of a

~ court or jury finding of quilt is re1at1ve1y‘sma11. For instance, 21

percent of all persons convicted, who were arrested for forcible rape,
were‘found guilty by a court or jury; only 11 percent of all persons
convicted, who were arrested for lewd and lacivious behavior, were simi-
Tarly found guilty by a court or jury. The bulk of the convictions
resulted from guilty pleas. It is significant that those involving a
change in plea (from not guilty to gui]ty) accounted for a large number
oﬁﬁthe convictions. The largest proportion of convictions of persons
arrested for rape resulted from changes 1in plea (43 percent). The term
change in plea typically implies that a plea to a lesser offense was

negotiated.

Our'ana1ysis confirms other research findings that most criminal
cases are disposed of without trial and most convictions are based on a
guilty plea, whether it be a change in plea, nolo contendere or straight

guilty plea.

Victim Cooperation

Other research has found that victims are initially reluctant to
report a sexual aSs&Ult and even when\theyvfike a report, they Often

6
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TABLE C ‘ él
THE,BASIS FOR ALL CONVICTIONS IN LOWER AND J
SUPERIOR COURT IN CALIFORNIA FOR TWELVE SELECTED '
SEX OFFENSES DURING 1976, 1977, AND 1978 COMBINED * } A
Court ' Jury
Total Number Guilty Nolo Finding of | Finding of | Change in
p Offense of Persons Plea Contendere Guilt ~_Guilt - Plea Transcript
a0 : . Convicted No. % No. % No. % | No. % No. % No. %
T _ : .
Foilcible Rape 1,768 489 281122 |- 7} 61 3324 18 | 756 431 16 1
) / | Assault to Forcibly Rape 657 298| 45| 85 13| 24 4| 66 10| 183 28 1 -
* it - ‘ :
[/\k Attempt to Forcibly Rape® 30 11 37 4 13 0 - 4 131 10 33 1 3
| Aiding or Abetting a Rape* 4 2| 50} 0 -1 o -l 1] s 1| 25) o -
Forcibie Sodomy 116 53| 46| 9 8| 8 71 15 13] 31| 27| o -
Attempted Forcible Sodomy™ 1 1| 100f 0 -1 o0 -1 0 -1 o - o -
Assault _to Commit Forced :
- Sodomy 1 0 - 1 ] 100 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - , _
» Oral Copulation 487 263| 54| 52| 11| 17 3| 36 71118 | 24| 1 - B TR
Lewd and Lacivious o o 1 et T
Behavior 1,982 8741 441230 12| 82 41144 71637 321 15 1 TR BT L
Annoying and Molesting a | o o
: Child B 46 26 57 8 17 2 4 1 2 9 20 0 - .
GO e | Incest® | | 48 5 3| 4| 8 a| 8 8| w{1| 3| of - i
it Indecent Exposure _ 227 121 53| 19| 8f 6| 3| 5| 2| 74| 33| 2 1 |
| e ~ Total : 5,367 |2153| 40533 | 10204 41604 | 11]1837| 34| 36 1
 *Due to small nuinbers,, caution must be exercised in geheraHzing from "bthese‘ﬁ’ndings.,
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do not proceed with the complaint and prosecute. OQur analysis confirms
those findings. Table D indicates that of those offenses with more than
100 1aw enforcement releases, between 19 and 41 percent of the releases °
were due to victim refusal to prosecute. Specifically, the data show
that for the crime of forcbeeirape, Taw enforcement agencies released

32 percent of the cases due to victim refusal to prosecute; for the

release.

Between 20 and 32 percent of the complaints denied by prosecutors
are due to victim refusal to prosecute, excluding those offenses with

Tess than 100 complaints denied. For the crime of forcible rape, pro-

secutors released 23 Percent of the cases because the victim was
unwilling to prosecute; for assaylt to forcibly rape, 32 percent were

released; and for Tewd and lacivious behavior, 20 percent were released.

Most of the law enforcement releases for all 12 offenses were

because of insufficient evidence, and often secondarily becayse of the

reluctance of the victim to prosecute. The third most frequently cited

reason for release was insufficient grounds for filing a complaint, which

1S reported as “further investigation® in the data.

Total Number of Convictions

,

arrested for sexua] offenses, specifically forciple rape, are later con-

victed of the crime for which they were arrested. Because of the nature

of the data used in this ana1ysis, We cannot determine the percentage of

Persons arrested and later convicted df‘a particular sex offense. Ye

can, however, examine the number of convictions (for a misdemeanor or 3

8
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TABLE D
~ THE NUMBER AND PERCENT OF VICTIMS REFUSING TO PROSECUTE AS A
b PORTION RESPECTIVELY, OF THE TOTAL NUMBER OF LAW ENFORCEMENT
‘ : ‘RELEASES AND PROSECUTOR'S COMPLAINTS DENIED FOR TWELVE SEX
OFFENSES IN CALIFORNIA DURING 1976, 1977 AND 1978
Law Enforcement : , Prosecutors '
Number of Percent of Number of | Number of Victims | Percent of
Offense Number off Victims Refusing Law Enforcement | Complaints Refusing to Prosecutor
Releases | to Prosecute Releases Denied Prosecute Releases
Forcible Rape 536 171 32 1,023 236 23
| Assault to Forcible
Rape : 140 58 41 284 91 32
Attemgt to Forcibly :
Rape 6 2 33 12 5 42
Aiding or Abetting :
a Rape 4 0 0 2 0 0
Forcible Sodomy™ 13 2 15 62 9 15
Ariempted Forcible
‘Sodomy™ 0 0 0 1 0 0
Tl Assault To Commit
YN e e Forced Sodomy 0 0 0 4 2 50
T Oral Copulation® 58 16 28 127 28 22
o ':;f;; Lewd and Lacivious '
T Behavior 193 37 19 363 71 20
S Annoying and ,
R ~ Molesting a Child*| 6 4 66 3 0 0
o Incest™ 2 0 0 20 2 10
Indecent Exposure* | . 10 1 10 10 0 0
8 L o *Due to small numbers, caUtiOn must be exercised in generaTizing from these findings.
 £; 7’72; : :
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felony) as a propdrtion of the total number ofkarrests for each of the
12 sex offenses during 1976, 1977 and 1978;k Table E examines this rela-
tionship. As the data indicate, fof the major offenses of forcible
rape, assault to forcibly rape, oral copulation, and lewd and lacivious
behavior, approximately 40 percent of the forcible rape arrests led to
conviction; approximately 49 percent of the arrests foi* assault to for-
cibly rape led to conviction; approximately 54 percent of the oral copu-
lation arregts led to conviction; and approximately 63 percenf of the
lewd and lacivious behavior arrests led to convictions. Thus, the like-

1ihood of a person being convicted of some crime is relatively high for

these sex offenses.

In terms of an analysis of the changes which have occurred between
1976 and 1978, the data indicate that for forcible rape, there was a 15
percenf increase in the number of‘convictions; for assault to forcible
rape, there was a 46 percent increase in the number of convictions; for
oral copulation, there was a six percent decrease in the number of f
convictions; and finally, for lewd and lacivious behavior, there was a

17 percent increase in the number of convictions.

Sentences

In general, a large proportion of all persons convicted in either
the lower or superior court were sentenced to a combination of probation
ﬂaﬁd jail. One exception is those cases where a person was arrested for
fércible rape and later convicted of somé offense in superior court. A

large number of those persons convicted in superior court were sent to

state prison (548 of 1,483 during 1976, 1977 and 1978).
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r 3\ TABLE E ,
: NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CONVICTIONS FOR TWELVE SELECTED SEX OFFENSES
o ‘ IN CALIFORNIA DURING 1976, 1977 AND 1978
Total Number of Arrests Number and Percent of Convictions
‘ ' ; as a Proportion of Total Arrests
Cffenses 1976 1977 1978 1976 - 1977 1978
- o Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
Forcible Rape 1,401 1,272 1,576 582 42 514 40 672 43
’ ; Assault to Forcibly | :
3 Rape ; 415 415 512 186 45 199 48 272 53
Attempt to Forc1b]y ; K _ ~
Rape 19 25 14 12 63 9 36 9 64 éll
Aiding or Abett1ng ‘ ) 4
a Rape® 5 5 3 2 40 2 40 0 0
- Forcible Sodomy 80 78 88 34 43 42 54 40 45
f ‘Attempted Forcible ‘ , ‘ :
, Sodomy 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 100
?'\ Assault to Commit |
B Forced Sodomy 3 1 4 0 0 0 0 1 25
} Oral Copulation 313 308 279 172 55 154 50 161 58
i Lewd and Lacivious ~ |
L Behavior v 988 1,028 1.131 639 65 598 - 58 745 66
3 _E Annoying_and Molest1ng | ' ,
E a Child* 34 29 5 26 76 16 - 55 4 80.
g ; - : | |
& Incest* 30 34 39 14 47 15 a4 21 54
‘Indecent Exposure 115 104 72 89 7| s | 77 58 81
Due to small numbers, caution mustkbe exercised in genera11z1ng from these findings
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Another frequently uSed form of sentence for all the sex offenses

. Was straight probation. A less frequent;sentehce imposed on persons

convicted for/a sexual offense was commitment to a state;hospital as a
mentally disordered sex foeﬁder. Three hundred or 23 percent of all
persons convicted in superior court following gn arrest for lewd and

Jacivious behavior were sentenced to the state hospital.

A detailed discussion of the disposition of arrestskfor each of the

12 sexual'offenses follows.

Forcible Rape (Tables 1A - 1D)

There were 1,401 felony arrests for forcible rape in 1976; 1,272
arrests in 1977; and 1,516 in 1978,

In 1976, less than One-ha1fﬂbf‘those arrested for,forcible rape
(41.5 percent) were convicted of some crime, not necessarily rape.
Convictions in 1977 accounted for 40.4 percent of all rape arrests and

for 42.6 percent of the arrests in 1978.

Sentences imposed on those convicted in the lower courts were most
frequently the combination of pkobation énd jail; the second and third
most frequent sentences were straight probation and jail. All Tower

court convictions were for misdemeanor crimes.

The two most frequent sentences imposed on those convicted in the .

superior courts were staﬁe‘prison and the combination of probation and

" jail. There was a relative1y_significant shift in the appliéétioq}of

" these two options between 1976 and 1978. Dufing 1976, probation and

jail was the sentence given in'54 percent'of‘the convictions while 46

12

5
i
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percent of those convicted were sentenced to stéte prison. In 1978,

‘ probation and jai]ywas impdsed‘in 47 percentkof the convictions and 53

'percent of‘those convicted were sent to state prison.

. Those arrests which did not result in convictions were disposed of

“as follows:

o,ReJeases by law enfopcementpagencies,accounted for 10.3 percent in
1976; 13.7 percent in 1977; and 13.8 percent in 1978. The most
frequently cited reason for these releases was insufficient evi-

dence followed c105e1y‘by vi¢tim refusal to cooperate.

o Complaints were denied by prosecutors in 25.8 percent of the
arrests in 1976; 24.5 percent in 1977; and 22.2 percent in 1978.
Lack of‘probab1e cause and victims' refusal to cooperate were the

two most likely reasons for denials.

o There was no conviction by either the lower or supérior courts in .
22.4 percent of all arrests in 1976; 21.4 percent in 1977; and 21.3
percent in 1978. The reason for nonconvictfon,fn over 80 percent

of the cases was court dismissal.

i<

“Assault to Forcibly Rape (Tables 2A - 2D)

There were 415 felony arrests’for assault to forcibly rape in 1976;

415 in 1977; and 512 in 1978.

In 1976, Tess than cne-half of those arrested for assault to for-

cibly rape (44.8 percent) were convicted'of”someicrime, not necessarily

assault to forcibly rape. There wefe,convictions in 1977 in 67.7 per-

“cent of all arrests and ih'53;loperceht~in 1978.

13
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o ~ Sentences imposed for those convicted in Tower court were most fre-

quently a combination of probation and jail and straight probation, with

<

the third most frequent being jail.

4 s

g | the superior courtsfwere the combination of probdfion and jail, state

The three most f’gquent sentences imposed on those convicted}in

prison, and straight’ probation. There was a 129‘peﬁcent increase (35 to
80 percent) in the use of the combination of probation and jail between

1976 and 1978.

Those arrests which did not result in convictions were disposed of

as follows:

0 Release by law enforcement agencies accounted for 10.6 percent of &
fﬁv , all arrests in 1976; 9.2 percent in 1977; and 11.3 percent in 1978.
= The most frequently cited reason for these releases was victim |

refusal to prosecute, followed closely by insufficient evidence.

o Complaints were denied by the prosecutors in 24.6 percent of all
arrests in 1976; 20 percent in 1977; and 19.3 percent in 1978,
L ' Almost an equal number of complaints were denied for victim refusal

to prosecute and lack of probable cause.

o There was no conviction by either the Tower or'superior courts in
20 percent of all arrests in 1976; 22.9 percent in 1977; and 23.4
percent in 1978. The reason for nonconvictionkin'approximate1y 85

' percent of the cases was court dismissal.

Attempt,to Forcibly Rape (Tables 3A - 3D)

There were 19 felony arrests for assau]t‘to_fdrcib]y fape in 1976,

25 in 1977, and 14 in 1978. |
. U

In 1976, more than one-half of those arrested for attempt to for-

. cibly rape (63 percent) were convicted for some crime, not necessarily

attempt to forcibly rape. Convictions in 1977 accounted for 36 percent

" of all arrests and for 64 percent in 1978.

The sentence imposed most frequently for those convicted by either
ihe lower or superiOr courts was the combination of .probation and jail.
The second most freguently imposed sentence in the lower court was jai],

and in the superior court it was state prison.

Those arrests which did not result in convictions were disposed of

as follows:

0 Releases by law enforcement agencies accounted for 21.1 percent of
all arrests in 1976; eight percént in 1977, and none in 1978, Most
were reieésed because of either victim refusal to prosecute or
insufficient grounds for filing a complaint, reported as "further

jnvestigation" in the data.

o Complaints were denied by the prosecutors 10.5 percent of all
arrests in 1976, 32 percent in 1977, and 14.3 percent ink1978.
Lack of probable cause and victim refusal to prosecute were the two

most 1ikely reasons for denial.

o There was no conviction by<either the lower or superior courts in
five percent of all arrests in 1976; 24 pekcent in 1977; and 21

peréent in 1978. The reaSon for nqnconviction in. over 80 percent

I

 of the cases was court dismissal.

Aidihg or Abetting a Rape (Tables 4A - 4D)
There‘wére:fiveffeTony arresfs for aiding or abetting é rape in
1976, five in 1977, and three in 1978;'
| | 15
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Of the seven cases disposed of in lower court over these three
years, there were two convictions. Threz of the cases’ were sent to the
superior court for final disposition, two of which resulted in convic-

tions.

" Those arrests which did not result in convictions were disposed of

as follows:

-

o There were four releases by law enforcement agencies because of L

insufficient evidence.

o Two of the prosecutors' complaints denied were for lack of probable

cause and unknown reasons.

o There was no conviction by either the Tower or superior court in 23

percent of all arrests for the three years.

Forcible Sodomy (Tables 5A - 5D)

There were 80 felony arrests for forcible sodomy in 1976, 78 in 1977
and 88 in 1978. b

In 1976, less than one-half of those arrested for forcible sodomy
(42.5 percent) were convicted of some crime, not hecessari]y forcible
sodomy. Convictions in 1977 accounted for 53.8 perceht of all arrests

and for 45.5 percent in 1978.

The sentence imposed most frequently in the lower court was

straight probation, with the second‘most frequent sentence being a com-

- bination of probation and jai].

The three most frequent sentences imposed for a conviction in
superior court were state prisdn, a combination of probation and jail;
and straight probation.

16
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Those arrests which did not result in convictions were disposed of

as follows:

0 Releases by ]aw enforcement accounted for five percent of all
arrests in 19?6; 7.7 percent in 1977; and 3,4 percent in 1978. The

, most frequently cited reason for these releases was insufficient
evidence, followed closely by insufficient grounds for filing a
complaint, reportedkas "further investigation" in the data.

i
)/(

o Complaints were denied by the prosecutor's offices in 28.8 percent
of all arrests in 1976; 17.9 percent in 1977; and 28.4 percent in
1978. Lack of probable cause and unknown reasons were the two most

frequently cited reasons for denial of complaints.

o There were no convictions by either the lower or superior courts in
23.8 percent of all arrests in 1976; 20.5 percent in 19765 and 22.7
‘percent in 1978. The reason for nonconviction in 80 percent of the

cases was court dismissat.

Attempted Forcible Sodomy (Tables 6A - 6D)

-

There were aototal of three arrests for attempted forcible sodomy
during 1976, 1977 andﬂ1978; There was one conviction with a sentence of

a combination of probation and jail.

Assault to Commit Forced Sodomy (Tab]es 76 - 1D)

There were three arrests for assault to commit forced sodomy in

1976, one in 1977, and four in 1978.

There were four cases disposed of in the Tower court, one resulted

in. a conviction and the rest resulted in no convictions.

17 .
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Complaints were denied by prosecutors in 50 percent of all arrests
during the three years. The reasons cited were victim refusal to prose-

cute, lack of probable cause and witness‘unavai1ability.

Oral Copulation (Tables 8A - 8D)

"= There were 313 felony arrests for oral copulation in 1976, 308 in

1977, and 279 in 1978,

In 1976, more than one-half of those arrested for oral copulation
(55 percent) were convicted of some crime, not necessarily oral copula-
tion. There were convictions in 1977 in 50 percent of all arrests and

57.7 percent in 1978.

Sentences imposed for those convicted in lower courts were most
frequently straight probation and a combination of probation and jail,

with the third most frequent sentence being jail.

The three most frequent sentences imposed on those convicted in
superior court were a combination of probation and jail, straight proba-
tion, and state prison, in that order. There was a 12 percent increase
in the use of state prison between 1976 and 1978 and a 64 percent

increase in the use of §£Yaight probation during this period.

Those arrests which did not result in convictions were dispdsed of

as follows:

0 Releases by law enforcement agencies acéounted‘for 6.4 percent of
all arrests in 1976, 5.5 percent'in 1977, and 7.5 percent in 1978.
The most likely reason for release was insufficﬁent evidence,

followed closely by victim refusal to prosecute.
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o Complaints were denied by the proseéutors in 12.5 percent of all
arrests in 1976; 13.3 percent in 1977; and 16.8 percent in 1978.
Lack of probable cause and victim refusal to prosecute were the two

most 1ikely reasons for. denial of complaints.

o There were no convictions by either the 10Qér or superior courts in
26.2 percent of all arrests in 1976; 31.1 perceﬁt in 19773 and 17.9
percent in 1978. The primary reason for nonconviction was court
dismissal. This occurred in 95 percent of those cases not con-

victed in 1976; 93.6 percent in 1977; and 86 percent in 1978.
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Lewd and Lacivious Behavior (Tables 9A - 9D)
There were 988 felony arrests for lewd and lacivious behavior

in 1976; 1,028 arrests in 1977; and 1,131 arrests in 1978.

In 1976, 64.7 percent of all the arrests resulted in a conviction
for some crime, not necessari]y lewd and lacivious behavior. Convictions
in 1977 accounted for 58.1 percent oj all arrests and for 65.9 percent

in 1978.

Sentences imposed for those convicted in lower court were most fre-
quently straight probation and a combination of probation and jail.
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The two most frequent sentences imposed for those convicted in

; superior court were a combination of probation and jail and stfaight

probation. of the 1,298 persons sentenced in superior court during
the three years, 23 percent were committed as mentally disordered sex

offenders.
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Those arrests which did not result in convictions were disposed of
as follows:

19

oo S e S oot o i A

i g v




L e 7

Q

o Releases by law enforcement accounted for 5.1 percent of all
arrests in 1976 8.2 percent in 19775 and 5.2 perceht in 1978. The
most likely reason for release was insufficient evidence, followed

closely by victim refusal to prosecute.

o Complaints were denied by the prosecutor in 11.1 percent ef all
arrests in 1976; 12.6 percent in 1977; and 10.9. percent in 1978.
Lack of probable cause and victim refesa1,to prosecute were the two
most likely reasons for denial of complaints, followed closely by

lack of corpus and unknown reasons.

o There were no convictions by either Tower or superior courts in
19¢f percent of all arrests in 1976; 21.0 percent in 1977; and 138
percent in 1978. The reason for nonconviction in over 85 percent

of these cases was court dismissal.

Annoying and Molesting a Child (Tables 10A - 10D)

There were 34 felony arrests for annoying and molesting a child in

1976, 29 in 1977, and five in 1978.

In 1976, more than one-half of those arrested for annoying_and
molesting a child (76.4 percent) were convicted of some crime, not
necessarily annoying and molesting a child. ' Convictions in 1977

accounted for 55.1 percent of all arrests and for 80 percent in 1978.
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Sentences most fre@uently'imposed for those convjcted in ejther the
lower or.superior courts were a combination of probation and jail and

streight probation.

Those arrests which did not result in convictions were disposed‘of
as follows:
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" 0 Releases by law enforcement accounted for hine percent of all the
‘arrests for the three-year period. The most likely reason for

release was victim refusal to prosecute.

o Of the 51 prosecutorial complaints requested during the three
years, six percent were denied because of Tlack of corpus, illegal

search, or unknown reasons.

o There were no convictions by either the lower or superior courts in

17.6 percent of all arrests in 1976; 20.7 percent in 1977; and 80

percent in 1978, The primary reason for nonconviction was court

dismissal.

‘Incest (Tables 11A - 11D)

There were 30 felony arrests for incest in 1976, 34 in 1977, and 39
in 1978.

In 1976, 46.7 percent of all arrests resulted in convi@tioh for
some crime, not necessarily incest. Ccnvictions in 1977 accounted for

44.1 percent of all arrests and for 53.8 percent in 1978.

Sentences imposed for those convicted in both lower and superior

courts were most frequently a combination of probation and jail and

straight probation.

Those arrests which did not result in ébnviction~were disposed of

as follows:

»o‘Releases by law enforcement agencies accounted for the disposition

of on]y two percent of all arrests for the three-year period.
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o Complaints were denied by the prosecutors ih 19‘percent of all
arrests during the three-year period. Lack of probable cause was

the most likely reason for denial of a complaint, followed closely

by unknown reasons.

0 Thére were no convictions by lower or superior courts in 23 percent
of all arrests in 1976; 32.3 percent in 19775 and 20.5 percent in.
1978. The primary reason for nonconviction was court dismissal.

This occurred in over 90 percent of the nonconvictions in 1976 and

1977 but in only 75 percent in 1978.

Indecent Exposure (Tables 12A - 12D)

There were a total of 115 felony arrests for indecent exposure in

1976, 104 in 1977, and 72 in 1978.

In 1976, 77.4 percent of all arrests resulted in'a conviction for
some crime, not necessarily indecent exposure. Convictions in 1977

accounted for 76.9 percent of all arrssts and for 80.6TperCentKin‘1978.

Sentences imposed for those convicted in lower court were most fre-

quently a combination of probation and jail and straight probation.

The most frequent sentences imposed for convictions'in superior
court were a combination of probation and jail and straight probation.
There was a 14.8 percent decrease in the use of a combination of proba-

‘tion and jail between 1976 and 1978.

Those arrests which did not result in conviction were disposed of

'aﬁ*fo110ws:‘
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0 Releases by Taw enforcement agencies accounted for three bercentﬁzf
all arrests during this three-year period. The most likely reason

for the release was insufficient evidence.

o Complaints were denied by the prosecutors in three percent of all
arrests during the three-year period. Lack of corpus and in the
~interest of jus;ice'were the two most likely reasons for denfa1 of

!

the complaints.

o There were no convictions by either the 1owerkor superior courts in
18.3 percent of all arrests in 1976; 13.5 percent in 1977; and 12.5
percent in 1978. The primary'feason for nonconviction was court
dismissal. This occurred in 81 percent of those cases not con-

victed in 1976; 93 percent in 1977; and 88.8 percent in 1978.
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