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- Crime Rates in South Dakota

The most comprehensive statistics on crime in South Dakota

are provided through the FBI's Uniform Crime Reports (UCR)

system'depends upon the completion of standardized crime reporting

This

forms by local law enforcement agencies throughout the United

States. The UCR program, provides fixed'definition»of crimes

an attempt to make crime reporting 1ndependent of state and .loecal

laws,
or other geographic areas in the country.r ’
UCR definitions of major crimes, those seven listed on

portion of the Uniform Crime Reports known as Part,i, are:

in

the .

(1) Criminal Homicide-murder and non-negligent manslaughter

The willful (non-negligent) killing of one human

being by another. .
Q @

(2) Forclble Rape

' The carnal knowledge of a female forcibly and
against her will/

(3) Robbery

The taking or attempting to take anything of Value

from care,
by force or threat of force or violence and/or by
putting the“victim in fear. ‘

(4) Aggravated Assault
An unlawful attack by one person upon another for
the purpose of inflicting severe or aggravated
“bodily injury. This type.of assault usually is
accompanied by the use of a weapon or by means
1likely . to produce death br great bodily harm.

-, S
N oy

(5) Burglary-Breaking or Entering i
The unlawful entry of a structure to commit a
felony or a theft. .

(6) Larceny-Theft
: The unlawful taking, carrying, leading, or riding
away of property from the possession or. construct
_ possession of another.

(7)) Motor Vehlcle Theft
The theft or attempted theft of a motor vehicle.

5 s o A et e T J—

custody, or control of a person or persons

ive

This permits crime rate comparisons to be made between states
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listed in Part I are not recorded.

~ment made by each agency to provide aocurate crime data.

‘did not participate in the reporting system,

e o i e el A e e s : . AN ~ R e e

2

)

The UCR system is not designed to measure the frequency of
every crime that occurs. When more than one type of criminal
act is performed during a single incident, only'the most .serious
crime is recorded on UCR forms; (The order of seriousness ranging
from the most to the least serious is the same order as‘the above
listing of;the Part I crimes,) Thus, while homicide is recorded
everytime thatvit is known to occur, the recording of the other
six Part I crimes is dependent upon the co~occurrence of a ‘more
serious‘crime. In addition, crimes that are not one¢ of the seven

Thus, Part I of the UCR program

_does not provide information on such crimees as vandalism, arson,

embezzlement, gambling and violations of narcotic and alcohol laws.
Even though a standardized definition of a crime is provided
as a part of the UCR package supplied to law enforcement agencies,
it cannot be assumed that all agencies code crimes in the same
manner, The coding of- a crime is in part subjective, therefore
crime recordlng is influenced by such factors as adequacy of. 5

crime records, agency policies, turnover of personnel and commit~

Recording

of crimes is also dependent upon the. willingness of the public to

report crimes to a-law enforcement agency.

G Before01976 UCR data did not provide comprehensive covezrage
of crime in South Dakota because all law enforcement agencies |
During 1976, South

Dakota 1nstituted the state UCR system in which’ UCR data are first

»submitted‘to the state Division oi Cﬂiminal Investigation before
5 o ‘ : . o
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being forwarded to the FBI. Law Enforcement agency partlclpation

Crlme rawcs L

. ( . ) R
in South Dakota may appear to increase 1n the future since the

in this new system has been‘v1rtually 100% thus far.

state UCR system involves crime reporting by more 1aw:enforcement-
agencies. ; |
For purposes of analydis the seven Part I crimes'are
divided into the categories of viplent'and property{crimes. 0
Homicide, rape, robbery and assaul%ﬁare the violent crimes and
burglary,’larceny~and automobile theft make up the property crimes.
"The analysis of'crime data~whichwfollows is based upon two
reference sources,

the United States, which contains crime data for the United States -

,certaln state agencies.,

as a whole, for each of the 50 states, and for other geographic

subdivisions of .the nation. Crime data in this report areﬂof two

basic types.:estimated crimﬁ”rates and rate of offenses known to

)

police. Estlmated crime rates are calculated values for an entire

‘geographlc area that are based on data supplied by the UCR partici-,

pating agencies in the area. Thus, estlmated crime rates are

s N\ ‘
usually based on only a subset of all law enforcement agencies.

The rate of offenses known to police includes only data from UCR

reporting agencies. No estimates .are produced for non-reporting

agencies, B : . o ,

The second major source of crime data'is the "Crime Uy‘County"

computer prlntout of UCR data supplled upon request byailp\FBI to

- of offenses{that occur 1ﬂxeach counﬁ§ and most of the cities within

the state. This printout has been updated more recently than the

Q

The FBI publishes an annual report, Crime in :ﬁf

~ This printout contalns the estimated numbel;;

Crime in the United States publication and, therefore, the two
sotirces do not always provide the same estimated“crlme retes,
- This difference in reference sources results in the table to
table differences in this report.

Availability of Crime Data

Before the state UCR program was implémented, statewide
coverage was less than perfect. As, seen in Table 1, 38 law
enforcement agencies serving 30% of South Dakota's population

did not report UCR data to the FBI. Almost one-half of the

sheriffs in theistateg(SO), representingﬂ45% of the rural popu-
‘lation, did not participate in‘the UCR program., In addition,
many reportinégagencies supplied less than 12 months of data.
Police departments in towns under 2,500 in\population should
report their crime data to the sheriff of the county. In many
cases this reporting may not occur on a regular pasis. Good

coverage was providedvin most of the larger cities and counties

in the state.

Because of its incompleteness and in most instances, its

unchecked Valldlty, the Uniform Crime Report data for South Dakota

ppresented throughout this weport shouZd be tnterpreted wtth eaution.

Crime in South Dakota

Crime rates (number of crimes per IOO 000 population)1 for
states similar to South Dz kota and the United States averagek

‘are presented 1n Table %7 In genera all of these states have

5 .
lower crime rates than the national average for each Part I crime,

e

i}

‘can only happen to a female.

@8

1The probabillty that a crime w111 occur to an individual can.
be obtained by dividing the crime rate by 100,000,
need: to be made for some crimes, such as . rape which by definition,k

Ly

Adjustments
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1975 UCR Data Base Deseéription

R Ty S
RN B\ T e X
RIS

. 3 - R ' ' - A ‘ L : ‘ -

_D/f_4 Co . : :.?f ‘ R | -~ Reporting Agenciesa' ‘ ) Non—-Reporting Agencies
/ O R N T ' Number | Population Percentage Number Population Percentage
= S of Population , , . of Population

TR st

Y i : RN TR, cities® 17 | 265,793 | 8% 8 32,044 - 11% . r | |
ORI e 8  Rural | - R R o | N , ARRARN B | R T
-]  Counties 34 - | 213,413 | . 55% . | 30 - 171,750 45% g |
< L oh Total o I | e N .

| R SR © . Population 51 479,206 70% 38 - 203,794 |- __30%

e . - o Fk S noo _ Noteoy Data:derivéd'from "Crime'by'County 1975", FBI computer printout of June 1976. .

“ aReportlng agen01es deflned as all agenc1es submlttlng 3 or more monthly reports for 1975

SR L ',i’ ”egrt’f‘ : ‘: o o bIncludes towns and 01t1es w1th a populatlon around 2,500 or more.

R

20

[ORR: Ly S i . ’ ; Ly ® : C E - ; ‘\ e : Lo N ) S (s

o :
X . “ . e . o . . . . Woa . ' L, B . . /J
» X : . [ER— N . B PR 'Y S . - 5 . ENN N . . N IR S
b o x SRR FER : : C - . : wo : . . : : . Lo o : Tt A i :
: v d D B s ’ : ; i . g : RS ot N : o ’ . : : ) .

. . ! | E : - . W B e T
Tl Censie i e o T e o | Table 2 - . “ R | TR T

S
ey

o S ST R e : e o S ’ ; : |
B RN ‘ S N e Estlmated 1975 Crlme Rates SRS N

33
P2

B NI s N A I - - . N an : 'Violent R R B S Property “Total S
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While propertyrcrimepfates in these states are relatively low,
violent crime rates éfe iess than one half the national average.
The robbery rate in each bf these states was less than one fourth
of‘the national average. In comparison to the United States as

a whole these five séates are 16w in population and population

,density, have a large proportioﬁ’of non-urban population and, a

low uvnemployedyrate.2 Thus, the low crime rates in these states

 may‘be dué in part to their socio-economic climates.

In 1975, thé citizéhs of South Dakota experiencgdylittle

-more fhan bne half the total rate of'crime of the United States.

population in general. South Dakota has the second 1owést‘tota1
crime rate of the states listed'in Table 2. (North Dakota not

only has a lower total crime rate than South Dakota but has a

lower crime rate for all seven Part I nffenses.)

Three year trend data'for five stateskand the United States
average are presented in Table 3. Except for the North Dakots,
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (Fargo and surrounds),

the’crime rate for each categOry reflects an across the board

n}ncrease.in'érime between 1973 and 1975. In most cases crime

in the five selected states is increasing at a slower rate than
the national average. Thus, it appears that crime in these
states will continue to remain below the national rate.

The largest percentagé of increase for'any category‘listed’

‘in Table 3 was experienced by the South Dakota SMSA -~ the Siouxk

v

2y.S. Bureau of the Cénsus,'StatistidaI'Abstract‘of the United
- States: 1976. ‘ ~ IR g
»ewff\_.zﬂr PR b (;
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Table 3

[

Estimated Crime Rate in States Similar to South Dakota

South Dakcta

1575

1973 1974 , Change<
SMSA 2,875 ~3,766 4,112 o 43
Other Cities 3,701 4,322~ 4,543 23% '
Rural : 1,077 1,351 1,247 16% Ia
State Total 2,176 2,671 2,739 26%. j
North Dakota -
: 1973 1974 1975 Change®
SMSA - 4,349 4,534 4,313 =1% -
Other Cities 3,761 3,756 ‘ 4,332 - - 15%
Rural 642 - .700 782 : 22%
State Total 2,078 - 2,160 2,337 12%
e Montana - ,
T 1973 1974 1975 Change®
SMSA ' 5,760 6,791 6,941 ‘ 21
Other Cities 4,493 5,629 5,412 20%
Rural =~ . - 1,434 1,712 \ 1,965 . - 37%
State Total 3,395 4,084 Sy 4,189 23%
‘ : LT ' 1
‘ Wyoming .
1973 1974 1975 ~ Change?
SMsSA , none ‘.none none " none
_ Other Cities = 4,640 5,232 5,736 : 24%
Rural o 1,714 1,672 2,188 - 28%
‘State Total 3,413 3,650 4,156 . 22%
__Idaho - ~
‘ : 1973 1974 1975 Change®
.SMSA .- 4,663 5,256 5,718 23%
Other Cities 4,646 5,602 5,417 17%
Rural i 1,209 2,127 2,231 S 17%
-State Total ~~ 3,458 a4,083 4,141 20%
: United States . E
: s 1973 , . 1974 1975 “Chan
SMSA o 4,823 5,622 6,110 o 27%
- * Other Cities : -3,349 4,027 4,437 32%
Rural 1,472 1,746 1,997 - .'36%
U.S. Total* 4,116 4,821 5,282 28%
* Note. Data derived from Crime in the United States, 11973, 1974 and

1975 Tables l and 4.
..population MSA

- Crime rates are the number of crimes ‘per 100 000
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area.

aPercent ge of 1ncrease or decrease (- ) 1973 to 1975,

e

‘ -year perlod

'prlaces

‘crime rate was 1ower in rural areas.

8

Falls area. Although the 1973 to 1975 increase in crime in

Sioux Falls was: 43% compared to the national average of 27%
South Dakota s SMSA still maintained the lowest crime rate of
any SMSA category listed in Table 3.

South,Dakota's low rural crime»rate in 1973 experienced

only a 16% increase by 1975 ~ about one ha]f the national increase

in the rural crime rate.. This figure may be deceiving because only

45% of South Dakota's rural population was covered by the UCR pro-

gram in 1975. 197s6, the year in which the state UCR program took

effect, should prov1de a more definitive analysis of the rural crime

problem in the state.

As a group, South Dakota cities\ cther than Sioux Falls

had the highest crlme rate in the state for the entire three
Between 1973 and 1975 their crime rate increased
at less than tne national average (23% vs. 32%), however, crime
in South Dakota's non-SMSA cities was still slightly higher in

1975 than the average of the nation's non—SMSA cities,

Urban verses Rural Crime

An analys1s of urban ‘and rural crimes in South Dakota is pro-

vided in Table 4, In 1975 the rural population in the state'

vaccounted for about 53% of the total populatlon but less than

25% of the total crimes. The difference in urban and rural crime

rates 1s cons1stent throughout the three year period 1973—1975

.Only in 1973 did more v1olen """

however due to the smaller urban population,,the violent

A larger urban than rural

crime rate in the state is consistent with the national crime experience.
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Table 4

. ..wwww

u&

A,

ot ; . ,‘ An Analysis of Urban and Rural? Crimes in South Dakota

I i S

143

'%

1973

1974

1975

Urban

Rural

Urban

Rural

Urban

Rural

Population

318,000

367,000

321,392

360,608

322,007

360,993 4

Violept Crimes
Rate per 100,000

o | Property Crimes
' Rate per 100,000

Total Crimes
Rate per 100,000

429

135

{710,522

3,309

10,951
3,444

440
120

3,513
957
3,953
1,077

818

255

12,526

3,897

13,344

4, 152

416

115

4,455

N 1,235

4,871
1,351

940
292

13,265
4,119

14,205 -
4 411’

462.
128

4,040
1,119

4,502
1,247 °

;Note

)

- - ) :
e - e AT PR,
e : ; »
RN PR e ¥
S A .
. G . PR

&

%

AN

Data obtained from Table 4 Crime 1n the Unlted States 1973 1974 and 1975
are expressed in terms of the number of crimes per 100,000 populatlon

aRural areas are generally cons1dered to be the unincorporated portlon of a county that does
not lie within a Standard Metropolltan Statlstlcal Area ( MSA) ,
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A more detailed analysis of urban and rural crime rates appears

in Table 5. The annﬁal FBI publication, Crime in the United States,

breaks down urban crime data into categories by city size as
indicated in the table. In the national average, with only a

few minor exéeptions, crime rates for each Part I offense increase
as population incréaSes. In the rural comparison, a rape was
slightly more likely to occur to a rural resident in South Dakota
than to the average rural resident in the nation. Each of the
other six Part I crimes, however, occurred in rural South Dakota
at lower than the national rural rate. Homicide, bufglary and
larceny all occurred at about one half the national rural rate.

Urban Crime

South Dakota cities in Group VI (pépulation under 10,000)
experienced only about one half of the total crime rate as that
in other cities of the same size. This group did egperiénce a
higher homicide rate, but, once égain the diffefence was marginal.

Group V cities (pqpulation.l0,0bO to 25,000) also had lower
than average crime rates. In fact, the crime rates for robbery,
assault, total violent crimes and burglary:were not only far
below the national average, they were also lower than the,smallér
Group VI citiés in the state. DPersons living in a Group V city
were less likely than any other South Dako?a resident to be’a
victim of a Qiolent crime. . L:

Cities in South Dakota with the highest crime rate - and
the only ones’with a‘tofal rate higher than the national average -

d

4. are those in the 25,000 to 50,600,popu1ation category (Group 1IV).

S A R i,
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and Table 6, Crime in the United States,

1975,

United States data derived from Table 14,

' J// EE *
q 2
c, @ @ ' -3 @ I 3 3
Table 5
A : . .
Rate of Offenses Known to-Police by City size® 1975

. . , Total I Total - Total
City Size "Homicide | Rape { Robbery | Assault | Violent | Burglary Larceny Auto Propfrty Crimes
Group III § » ' 7 »
South Dakota 3 31 35 68 136 1,056 3,360 345 4,761 4,898
United States 7 26 ~ 189 228 451 1,723 3,643 544 5,910 6,361

N ‘ \:\ -

Group 1V ; ' §

outh Dakota 8 26 111 607 . 7152 ‘1,466 4,676 291 6,434 7,186
United States 6 19 130 189 343 1,418 ' 3,401 430 5,248 5,591
Group V ! ; , . 3
South Dakota 3 13 8 48 72 < Bl9 2,387 190 3,096 3,168

- United States 4 14 82 168 268 1,199 2,996 /§Ql 4,496 4,764

Group VI : - v :
South Dakota 5 2 22 141 171 748 1,072 141 1,962 2,132
United States 4 12 49 167 232 | 1,038 2,634 210 3,881 4,112
Rural 5 “ )
South Dakota 3 14 17 94 128 444 624 103 1,171 1,299
United States 8 13 25 130 177 873 1,069 | 111 2,052 2,229

Note, South Dakota data derlved from, "Crime by County 1Q75" FBI computer printout of dJune,

1976

Crime in the United States, 1975 Rate of offenses are the number of crimes per 100,000 populatlon.

Group I1I c1t1es have a populatlon between 50,000 and 100,000, Group IV citiés between 25,000 and
50 000, Group V cities between 10,000 and 25,000

4

Group VI c1tles have under 10, 000 populatlon°
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Of the seven PartnI crimes, only robbery and automobile theft
rates are not hlgher in the average: South Dakota Groun IV city
than in thefnatlonal Group IV average. Assault, in particular,
is a maJor problem with a rate more than three times the average
of other cities the same s1ze ; )

The only Group EII c1ty in South Dakota—-Sioux Falls—-
has a lower than "~ average crlme rate for every Part I offense
except rape. Vlolent crlmes as a group are, however, much less
llkely to occur to a citizen of Sioux Falls than to ‘someone 11v1ng
in an average United States 01ty of the same size.

City crlme rates. “hls section and later sectlons of the report

contain UCR crime data for 1nd1v1dua1 cities in Sou*h Dakota.v
The determlnatlon of UCR crlme rates is dependent in part on
the w1111ngness of 01tlzens to report crlmes and the efficiency
of law . enforcement agen01es in recordlng crlmes.g Therefo f

crime rates and changes in crime rates in specific geographlc

areas can sometlmes be attrlbuted to factors other than crime

’ 1tse1f Crime data presented in this report'needs to'be supple-

mented with an understandlng of the 1oca1 condltlons affecting
the reportlng of crimes. o “‘
Table 6 presents Part I UCR crlme data for ‘individual
01t1es in South Dakota. It 1s apparent that the hlgh crime
rates of Group IV 01t1es seen in Table 5 are due to the excep;

tlonally hlgh crlme rate in Rapld Crty. . With a toual crlme“

'rate of 8,450, Rapld Clty has a crime rate far above the national

average and 1ndeed the hlghest crlme rate of any city in the

,state.k The hlgh crime rate in Rapid Clty largely accounts for{“
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““Table 6

Ry P _ o Rate of Offenses Known,tolPolice in South Dakota Cities 1975 -

P ' e | - "
Total

Property

4 .

[

Total
Vlolent

Total"

el o R ~ City Size Homicide Robbery | ‘Assault Burglary | Larceny Aﬁto~ Crimes
o , - | Group 111 S | | |

" Rape
4,898

. o+ . | SiouxFalls | .3 | 31| "3 | e | 136 | 1,056 | ‘3,360 345 4,761 ,
o ¥ e R s~ Average . | 3 © | 31 U 35 | 68 - 136 | 1,056 | 3,360 | 343§ 4,761 4,898
: N S T B Gnpeews T o N SR R

RN \m/

“Group IV

3
{

- Aberdeen
Rdpid City
Average

Group V
Brookings
Mitchell
Pierre
Vermillion -
Watertown .
Yankton
Average

Group VI v
Hot Sprlngs L

Lead -
‘Madison
Sisseton
Spearfish
Sturgis

~Winner

Belle Fourche

> et :
0 NSO

S ﬁ
WOoOoOOOCO=

R

_li'
35

26

S 14
14
60

.
woo

™

44

. 149
111

19

5 657

.0
31
0
57

L0

0

15

180
846
607

0
137 -
40 ¢ .
76

14

25

. 48

56
636

94
1126
L0
25
83

i
1,043

2 28
152
119
86

25

702
" 15
125
126

75
103

752

34 |
o 72

75

57

1,078
1,685

1,466

189
620
962

781
214
- 562
519

. 826
316
80

1,061 -

“2'ag3
- 208

175
537

" 3,522

5,325

4,676

1,349
2,410
3,043
1,286

2,010

4,479
2,387

1,183
995
0

- 936

1,389

2,930

.999 -

- 289

103
397
291

84
144
297
114

310
190

38
277

. 0
325
. 246

50
124

i

221

0

4,703
7,407
6,434

© 1,622
3,175

4,302

2,181
2,446
5,351
3,096

2,047
' 60

1,997
> 4,076

~3 383
1,224
- 950
1,962

4,938
8,450
7°,186

1,650

3,326
4,421
2,267
2,480

5,376

3,168

2,122
2790
75

2,122
4,203

3,440

1,298
1,054

NOO0OO0OCOOO
NHOOOOOOO

Average °2z, Q; *141' i' N 171“, , 748;.’%i1 072‘ 141 | "2~132 -

'ﬁve-gg 'f’jf'm?f"ie7el’“ee,f § R Note . Data derlved from ”Crlme by County 1975“ FBI computer prlntout Qf June 1976. Rate of
S e N offenses are the number of crlmesjper 100 OOO pOPU1at1°n IR ’ S S

populatlon between 50 OOO and 100 OOO Group IV c1t1es between 25 ,000 and »

| aGroup III cities havef
Group VIV%ltles have under 10, OOO populatlon

ST es e 60,000 Group V cities between 10,000 and 25,000,
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Districts. Crlme data for the states Plannlng Dlstrlcts can be .

14
the higher than average rate of crime for South Dakota non-SMSA
cities found in Table 3.
. Yankton is the only Group V city in the state with a total
crime rate above the national group average. This is due to

high rates of;larceny and auto theft. Cities high in violent

crimes include Brookings and Vermillion (homicide) and Pierre

(rape). Pierre also has a slightly'elevated larceny ‘rate.

Only onemcity,'SpearfiSh,“had a total crime rate above
the nationalraverage for Group VI cities in 1975 This was due
to higher than average rates of burglary and auto theft Lead
was the only city of this group with a high rate of total violent
erimes. In Lead the robbery rate wasﬂhigher than average and
the rate of assault wae far ebove both the South Dakota and.
United States'average for Group VI cities. Lead experienced 636
assaults per 100,000 population compared to the South Dakdta ave- -

rage of 141 and phe national average of 167, Other cities in

“this group with Higher than average'erime rates include Sturgis

(larceny), Wlnner (homlclde) and Belle Fourche (rape)

Plannlng Dlstrlct Crime Rates -

‘As seen in Flgure 1 South Dakota is d1v1ded 1nto six Planning
found in Table 7. Two districts (II and VI) have rates of crime
above the South Dakota average; fDistrict’II has a higher thani\

average crime rate for all three’ properuy crimes and rape. Most

‘of the populatlon of Dlstrlct 11 1lve w1th1n the Sloux Falls SMSA

and therefore 1t is not surpris1ng that this 1&rgely urban district

»a«
F

has a hlgher crlme rate than other more rural areas.of-the state.
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Estimated Numbér~of Crimes and Crime Rates in South Dakota's Planning Districtsa 1975

U.8.

Populatibn

150,281

116, 386

140,283

o>

83,000

213,124, 000

Homicides
Rat e ac

"Rapes '

Rate

Robbefiés
Rate

; Assaults

~Rate

Total Violent
Rate :

Burglaries
Rate

Larcenies
Rate

Automobiles
Rate

Total Property
Rate 0
e o

‘Total Crime -

Rate'~ ﬁ

11

11

-
;13v;
31

57

58 |

- o78
282

762

773

93

94 |

1,137

1,153

1,194

2

35
23

35
. 23

114
76

187
124

1,226
. 8186

3,141
2,090

- 341

227 |

4,708

3,133

4,895

3,257

31

9

12
13

70
74
96

418
440

1,301
. 1.368

124
130

1,934

j . 2,034

05,086
E [
*OL\  
9

91

1,843 |
1,938 |

1
L1

- 10
% : g

29
25

143
123
157
755
1,954
i.679

117
101

9,826

3,009
_2,585

183

649 |

2,428

3
4

15

18
17
21

74
90

109
132

’386
468

863
1,047

109
132

‘1,358

1,648
1,467

1,780

10
7

31
.22

103

73

617
‘ 440

761
542

1,493
1,064

3,554

2,533

363

259 |

5,410
3,856

6,171

4,399 |

19
-3

111
16

209

31

1,049
154
1,388

203

4,556
687

11,575

1,695

1,147
168

17,282
2,530

18,670
2,734

20,510
10

56,090
26

464,970
218

484,710
227

1,026, 280
482

3,252,100

" 1,526

5,977,700
2,805

1,000,500

469

10,230, 300
" 4,800

11,256,600

5,282

1,211 |

‘Note. Data derived from, "Crime by County

Crime in the United States, 1975. Crime rates’ are the Lamber of crimes per‘iO0,00Q’population;

'}akil offensés reportéd by the Soﬁth Dakota,HighwaykPatrglkhaVe'beénkexcluded;

&g

1975", FBI computer printout of June, 976 and Table 2,
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Dlstrlct VI has by far the hlghest crime rate of any Blanning . Table 8
District in the state. Each of the seven Pert I crimes oceurs and ingﬁiiéc§igi %iﬁ?jztfgigeggigg;gﬁa?ggzimes
at a higher rate in District VI than in the state as a whole. . © i | Crime Rates | Percentage Change Projection Rates
District VI w1th 1ess than 21% of the state's populatlon accounted , Crime.by .Area 1873 1972 1975 4 to 75 73 %o gsf '
for about one half of all the éﬁrders, robberies and assaults ’ / : AggfégégEe 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.0 0.0 0.0
that occurred in South Dakota during 1975 Although this district e ° gigﬁ?:il 8:8 8:8 8:8’ 8:8 . 8:8 ‘gzg 8:8 ; 8:8
encompasses a large geographic area, most of the population and g?gig gi{{é ‘g:g' ﬁii:é 12:? %gg:g legZZg ‘lglg ’lg:é zg:g
the associated high crlme rate is centered around Rapld Cltyb | ggiigi;Sh ’8:8 '(3:8y 8:8 8:8 8:8 8:8 8:8 8:8'
Planning Dlstrlct IV has a rate of criminal actlvity that v o @ C ﬁ?gﬁzgzha Co? o 'Z:g 8:8 8:8 8:8 :igg:g 8:8 8:8 g:g
closely resembLeS‘the state average. Plannlng chtricts I, TIT  J§§g2in%g%21C°' d g:g O:g ;22:3 ”377?8 zgg:g zgzg 32:% 42:2
and V all have total crime rates below the state average and with - gg;ié gggi% g:% g:g g:g 7223 : -Eg:g g:?* é:g %:g“
the exception of murder and rape ‘in District V, crime ratés lower _ﬁm | ' oy | -
than the state average for. each of the seven Part I° offenses. o A%ég%ééh o v 1 115 O:Q‘  A | e 1 g
, ' R _ " Mitchell 15 0 14 £ ~6.6 9 8 8
High Crime Areas y 'Dg Ry i  Pierre ] 20 19 59 210.5 - 195.0 72 91 111
| S Rapid City 26 17 35 | 105.9 34.6 35 39 44
} If the jurisdictiohs of law enforcemént agencies submitting. @{, gizzigfgils 1%8 %g 3% -133.3 i —igg g ;sg 48 sg
le s than three monthly UCR reports are excluded, there exist ;§Eg£%§i~ g g g’ '_108;8 ,_108 g _,8 8 8
nine geographic areas in South Dakota w%th a total crime rate giggigagincgge %g ' ég 32‘ i :gg'g ; -22'2 Sg i 68,‘ ég
above 3,000 in 1975. These nine areas together with Minnehaha ~ e gibaggc’?} yo %gk T . | Zﬁ:g o 23 o 1 | . 3o
County, the county with the largest_populéfien in the state, are S::%e Tgtzl 12 1 16. 45:4u | 33.3 17 10 21
considered high crime areas. Thello areas iﬁclude eight cities Agifﬁfgf‘ 26 7 44 | 528,6‘ 69’2 | 44 53 62
and two counties. Data for Sioux Falls and Rapid City haveibeen ‘ e %itChell . 18' g 28 —100%0“ ' log 8 ' 23 zg 33
’omitted from the Minnehaha andd?ennington County analyses. ‘ . ‘- g?gggegiggs 122 ,g? 1§g~ ‘ ?g:g : gi’é 123 122 lzg
| Table 8 presents crime data for the 10 geographic areas ‘ | C gg:?ngSh - gg , 'gg _> 58 ;éggzg : é%gg;g' 68 ng o 102
p in South Dakota with high crime rates along with data on urban - o © ‘ﬁ?nktgnh ool g 'ég) 3 2_‘ '133'32 "138°8" : 18 v‘lg | g '
rural and state crime rates. The table contains projections | g%gggnggggigé? 12% ; ,;gg 122 -gggg’> :33;2 | ~2$, ~;53 Sge
for the years 1976 to 1978 based on a straight line approximation o k~g%;%% ggg:i ég v zg é?‘k 1%%*% N éi;g %Z %Z 'ég‘
of the 1973 to 1975 data. The proaected c¢rime rates should be e 53 RS L SR .x o | o ; : w i o
, . 'if4 * | o See‘footnotes;at end of table. ;
© :
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Table 8

A

Crime Rates

Percentage Change

Projection Rates

-1 See footnotes at end of table.

27401

Crime -by Ares 1973 1974 1975 | 74 to 76 73 to 7 1976 1977 1978
LARCENY
Aberdeen 3,689 3,552 3,522 | -, 8 -4.,51 3,421 3,337 3,254
Mitchell. 2,325 2,543 2,410 ~5.2 3.61 2,511 2,554 2,596
Pierre 3,258 2,689 3,043 13.2 -6.6| 2,782 2,674 2,567
Rapid City 6,047 5,340 5,325 -.3 _11.9| 4,849 4,488 4,127
Sioux Falls 3,523 3,225 3,360 4.2 -4.61] 3,206 3,125 3 043"
Spearfish 5,220 1,189 1,389 f16.8 _37.4| 768 353 0
. Sturgis 538 ' 872 2,930 236.0 444.6 | 3,839 5,035 6 231
Yankton d 4,136 4,067 4,479 10.1 -8.31] 4,570 4,842 4, 913
Minnehaha Co~. 1,327 816 827 1.3 -37.7 490 240 0
Pennington Co-x 3,633 3,134 2,431 —22,4 -33.1| 1,864 1,263 662
Urban Total 3,295 2,890 2,932 1.4 -11.01{ 2,676 Z,494 2,313
Rural Total 1,008 707 . 598 ~-15.4 -40.7 361 156 0
State Total 2,070 1,736 1,698 -2.2 -18.0 1 1,463 1,277 1,091
AUTO THEFT ‘ T .
Aberdeen 117 128 103 -19.5 ~-11.9¢ 102 95 88
Mitchell 139 210 144 "=31.4 3.6 169 172 174
Pierre 120 226 297 31.4 147.5. 391 479 568
! Rapid City 532 380 397 4.5 - =95.4 301 233 166
Sioux Falls 197 257 345 34.2 75.1] 413 488 H62
Spearfish 240 245 325§ ~ 32.6 35.4 355 ¢ 397 .. 440
Sturgis. 139 252 246 -2.4 . 77.01 319 372 426
Yankton 348 . 324 310 -4.3 ~10. 9 289 270 250
Minnehaha Coq a0 77 ¢ 108. 40.2 20.0 110 119 128 i
Pennington CO? 854 581 446 -23.2 = ~-31.8 352 248 144 !
Urban Total 215 218 241 10.6 i2.1 251 264 277
Rural Total 83 103 102 -1.0 22.9 115 124 ., 134
State Total 144 158 168 6.3 16.7 181 193 2056
- TGTAL PROPERTY| = s ‘
Aberdeen 4,290 4,418 - 4,703 B, 4 9.6\ 4,877
Mitchell 3,152 3,166 3,175 ,ﬁfﬁ .71 3,187
Pierre 4,124 3,695 4,302 16.4 . 4.3 4,218
Rapid City 8,012 7,170 - 7,407 3.3 & ~7.5 6-925‘n¢
Sioux Falls 4,208 4,269 4,761 11.5 e 13.1.1"4,966 7"
Spearfish 37280 2,472 4,076 | ~ 64.9 9473 | 4,072 74,400 4,86
Sturgis 1,374 2,073 3,383 63.2 145.2 | 4,286 5,29 SN
"1 Yankton 4 5,220 b5,078 5,351 5.4 2.5| 5,347 5,413 5,47@%
Minnehaha Co- 1,974 1,453 - 1,576 - 8.6 -20.21| 1,270 1,071 872 "«
pennington Co® | 5,479 5,119 4,434 | -13.4 _19.1| 3,966 3,443 2,921
Urban Total ; 4,166 3,897 4,119 5.7 -1.,11{ 4,014 3,990 3,967
Rural Total 1,453 1,235 1,119 -9.,4 -22.9 935 768 601
State Total 2,712 2,490 2,534 1.8 -6.6 2,312 2,223

ol

See footnotes at end of, taple.
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7 Table 8
) | |

o : Crime. Rates Percentage Change Pro;
.Crime by Area 1973 1974 1975 |74 to 75 73~t04%% 197gjeéﬁ;;? R%ﬁ??S‘
ASSAULT-
Aberdeen 48 82 180 | 119.5 C3

o : 9. 275.0
Mitchell - 241 - 225 137 -39.1 -43.2 %g? 32% 363
g;e?gec. | 920 19 40| 110.5 -55.5 o0 0 0
Sgpl ity 188 594 846 42.4 350.0 | 17201 1,530 1,859 "
Slouxf?alls 32 53 67 26.4  109.4 |© 86 103 121
pearfish 240 . 453 126 ~72.2 ~47.5 159 10

' gtuigls go L 58 o| -100.0 -100.0 0 ‘ g 48
Yankton 1 23 8 25| 212 '

Y 4 212.5 8.7 21 29 ~
P Cooe | 28 ses  7as | Cead BN\ see 1.3 a7
P on Co r : 157.9 959 1,184 1,4
Urban Total g2 210 224 6.7 o 50

Total .7 173. :
‘Rural Total 89 93 o1 -2.2 .2,3 353 BSZ 482'
State Total 86 . 148 154 4.0 +79.1 197 231 265
TOTAIL, VIOLENT . q
Aberdeen -~ 80 100 236 136
: : _ 36.0 195.0 29
g;tchell 256 232 152 -34.5 ~40.6 102 3gg 45%
R;eyzem_ 120 38 119 213.2 .8 91 91 90
el | MI 7D LGS e aEs|ume L
_ \ \ . 67. '
’§pearflsh 420 . 528 126 -76.1 —70.g 122 '238 27%
%zgigéz lgg 77 57 -26.0 -43.0 35 14 0
Minnehaha co@e 38 *gg | 122 —3?'3 Qié g 1%2 H 213 | 0
ﬁegnlngton Co~ 460 611 874 43.0 90.0 | 1,043 1,212 1 ggg
Urban Total 138 254 202 15.0 116.3| .384 462 541
; . 128 11.3 6.7 |5 129 o
State Total 126 181 205 '13.28—— 62.7 nggg égg %gg
BURGLARY . B

Mienesy 483 788 Lo07e) 461 120.2) 1,361%1,650 1,000
u D AL 1 -9.7| 506 = 473 439
R;§§3601t | 74r: 780 262 23.3 28.8| 1,045 1,152 1,260

Fal -1,05 34 .4 116.4 | 1,345 1,629 1,9
ggﬁigiésh 820 1,323 z,ggg 13;.6 188.2 | 2,950 3,742 i'ié§°f
Sturg | ) , =78.1 -70.2 | 129 ’
Yankton 4 *.687 562 -18.2° ~23.5 488 o £
Minnehaha Co : ’ 1 S
Minnehahs Cot 58l . 64l 14.3 15.1| 870 712 . 754
Pennt %Otal o 1,404 1,557 10.9 30.5| 1,749 1,931 2,113
Drban Total 790 947 19.9 35.5( 1,060 1,184 1,308
Rural Total 1495 419 -1.4 28.9 484 531 578

. a 597" 668 11.9 34.1 758 843 028
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Table 8 )

o -Crime Rates : Percentage Change Projection. Rates
Crime by Area 1973 1974 19751 74 to 75 73 to 79 1976 1977 1978

TOTAL CRIME : . . ,
Aberdeen 4,370 4,518 4,938 9.3 13.0 57,177 . 5,461 5,745
Mitchell 3,408 3,398 3,326 -2.1 -2.4 3,395 3,254 3,213
Pierre 4,244 - 3,733 4,421 18.4 4.2 4,310 4,398 4,487
Rapid City 8,354 7,879 8,450 7.2 1.1 8,324 8,372 8,420
Sioux Falls 4,289 4,371 4,898 12.0 14.2 5,128 5,438 5,737
Spearfish 3,700 3,000 4,203 40.1 13.6 4,137 - 4,389 4,640
Sturgis 1,474 2,150 3,440 60.0 133.4 4,321 5,304 6,287
Yankton d 5,265 5,108 ~ 5,376 5.2 2.1 5,361 5,416 5,472
Minnehaha 'Co. 2,012 1,521 1,705 12.1 -15.3 1,439 1,286 1,132
Pennington Co€ | 5,939 5,730 5,309 -7.3 -10.6 5,029 4,714 4,399
Urban Total 4,290 4,152 4,411 6.2 2.8 4,405 4,466 4,526
Rural Total 1,580 1,351 1 247 -7.7 -21.1 1,060 ~ 893 727
State Total 2,838 2,671 2 739 2.5 -3.5 2,650 2,601 2,551

R}

Note.

sidered rural

//

4The rate of crlmes per 100 000 population.

Data derived from '"Crime by County",
June 1974, August 1975 and June 1976.

JFBI computer
Towns under 2,500 population con-

g

]

bPeroentage of increase or

cProjected rates are based
1973 to 1975 crime rates.

dDoesnot include data for

©Does not include data for

fImposs1b1e to determlne the. percentage change beCWuse division by zZero’
- is undefined. @

decrease.

printout’of

on a least square straight line fit of the

. [;0
Sioux Falls.

Rapid City.

&
e
g

[4)

5 N

»\‘\\‘\ N &

: rate

decreased 3 5% between 1973 and 1975

\ 1ng the ‘highest total v1olent crime rates in 1975

rate of _urban v1olenoe will contlnue

ﬁexperlenced any homlclde 1n 1975

‘hlgher in Rapld Clty than in Sloux Falls but,“

22
interpreted‘with caution hecanse they are based only on the
trend in c¢rime for the last three years. The projections do
not ‘reflect the —ffectsvor%future changes in the criminal Jjustice
system or the socio-econonic'climate of the state which impact
on crime rates. The average ‘percentages of increase or decrease
per year forhthe periods 1974 to 1975 and 1973 to 1975 are also’
contained in the table.

In 1QVH>Rap1d City had the hlghest crime rate of any 01ty
1n South Dakota. The total crime rdte in Sturgis (133.4% 1ncrease)
is an excellent example of better record keeping and 1ncreased
reportlng being responsible for an exaggerated increase in crlme

Mitchell along with Minnehaha and Pennlngton countles and

ﬁthe other rural areas of the state have experienced a decreasing

total crime rate ‘On the average, the state total crlme rate

- This fact leads to the

'optlmlstlc predlctlon that the state total crime rate will con-

tlnue to decrease through 1978,

fVlolent crlmes 1n general are'increasing at the fastest”rate’

in Mlnnehaha County, with Rapid City and Pennlngton County malntaln—

Vlolent crimes

o

;have been 1ncreas1ng more rapldly in urban than in rural areas in

~ recent years and therefore it is llkely to. expect that the hlgher‘

rate 1ncreased by an average of 62.7% between 1973 and 1975. .
/\\
Only two of the eight 01t1es, Rapid Clt )gnd Sloux Falls,ﬂ N

The homidide rate is not only =

-]

Statew1de,rthe violent cr1me~ E

R

it hasialso_increased< i




" in 1973 and the seécond highestiin 1974,

Urbar, rural,

: 1enced high rates of robbery,’espe01ally durlng 1973

at a faster rate between 1973 and 1975, If the present trend

5 -
[}

continues, the homlcide rate in Rapid City in 1978 will be more-
than tw1ce the current national average.' ‘

The hom1c1de rate in Pennington County was also higher in

1975 than the state and ‘'national averag ThlS rateshas varied

greatly durlng the past three years making an accurate prealctlon

of future homicide rates in Pennlngton County difficult. Using

jprogectlons based on the 1973 and 1975 data, the urban homicide

rate is expected to 1ncrease and the”rural and state rate ‘should

3 [\

decrease through 1978 . ‘/*y C N e

W

‘Rape rates varled greatly 1nCthe state between 1973 and 1975
of the 10 highﬂcrlme-areas %bearfash had the highest rape rate
. Surprisingly;cno rapes .
were reported in Spearf1sh durlng 1975 The rape rate gin Pierre,
‘on the other hand, 1ncreased more than 200% between 1074 and 1975
and stateﬂrape rates also increased from 1973 to
1975, | |

Although robbery rates also fluctuated widely between’1973

~and 1975 Rapld City always maintained the hlghest rate of any

c1ty in the state. Other areas in Pennlngton County also exper—r

- If the

i

present trend contlnues, robbery rates w111 1ncrease gradually..
n,South Dakota through 1978, '
Rapid Clty and Pennlngton County also had the hlghest 1975

rates of assault in the ten high crime areas.v These two areas

vfhad rates more than three times the national assault ratc in 1975..

B K o 4 o b f

&

“in any other hlgh crlme area 1n the state.

.‘~(116q4%‘.7

i‘ state.‘

: average

¢

It would be incredible if they maintained the same rapid rate of

growth through 1978, The Minnehaha'county assault rate was the
fastest'grOWing in the state betWeen 1973‘and~1975’ hbwever the
assault rate was still lower in this county than in the state as

a Whole.' Based upon data for the last three years,

&

rate in the state, especially in urban areas, can be expected

the assault

to increase for the next three years.
O In'1973,Rapid City led the state in total property crime
rates even‘though Sturgis has recently‘had the'highest rate of
grthhbpengear“ (l46.2%'incnease between 1973'and 1975) in
propertyfcrimes."Property'crimehratesiin South Dakota have
decreased 6.6% between 1973 and‘1975‘in spite of a small increase
from 1974 to 1975,
| Duringkl975,a personﬂliving in Spearfish was more likely
to have‘their residence'burglarized than-waS'someone'who lived
The higher than
average burglary rate in Spearfish in 1973 grow 188.2% by 1975.
QOther c1t1es that experienced an 1ncrease in burglary rates
between 1973 and 1975 1nc1ude Aberdeen (123 20) and Sioux Falls‘

During the three year period ‘burglary rates increased

34.1% in the state with avsomewhatwfaster increase in urban than

£ - o o

o . . a

rural areas. e i". ‘ , 3 R "-[o
In the last three years the 01t1es of Rapld Clty, Yankton

and Aberdeen have malntalned the highest larceny rates in the

Sturgis 1n 1973 had a larceny rate well below the state

however, after an.apparent 444ﬂ6% increase in twovyears.

| 3 .
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Sturgis had one of thekhighest larceny rates'invtheistate. ;a
Yankton and Mitche;l enperienced smali increases invlarcény

rates between 1673 and 1975. These three cities were the only
high crime'areas to experience an increase in’larCeny‘rates |

during the three year periOdk In fact, thefstate trend between .

e

1973 and 1975 was/an 18 Oo decrease in larceny rates.
/{»

The hlghest ratES of automobile theft in 197b are found in
the Rapid Clty—Pennlngton County area in spite of the fact that

=== there has been an overall decrease in automobile theft rates in/,/

this region between 19737and 1975, The automobile theft rate has

been increasing faster in Pierre than in any other South;Dakota

= ) city. If presentftrends continue Pierre will haveithe highest,

automoblle theft rate in the state by 1978. The automobile theft

rate 1ncreased faster in rural than urban areas while the trend

statewide was a 16.7% increase between.1973 and 1975.

[ N

Changes in crime rates of infrequent crimes can be sometimes

misleading. an increase in one or two homicides

For example,
can often mean a 100% or 200% increase in the homicide rate of
a jurisdiction with a low popuiation.” Similarly, a decrease of .

ﬁmhe numbef’

one rape may mean a 100% decrease in the rape rate@

of crlmes commltted and . the populatlon of the J“TlSd‘Ctlon should

4k

be’ cons1dered when draw1ng conclus1ons in these 01rcumstances.

The estimated number~and type of crlme coﬁmrtted in each of the &

10 hlgh crime ‘areas durlng 1975 is presented 1n Table 9,

Comparatlve Analys1s. A comparative ana1y51s of crimes

'1n South Dakota s 10 hlgh crime areas 1s presented in Table 10 f

©

<i

)

%3
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Crime by Area

Table 9

NUMBER OF CRIMES2

1974 and 1975

The Estimated Number of UCR Part I Offenses ocecurring
in South Dakota durlng 1973,

19747

1975

HOMICIDE
i} Aberdeen

- Mitchell
Pierre
Rapid City
Sioux Falls
Spearfish
Sturgis
Yankton .
Minnehaha Co.b
Pennington Co.€
Urban -
Rural
State

RAPE s
Aberdecn
Mitchell
Pierre
Rapid City

" Sioux Falls
Spearfish

- Sturgis
" Yankton
Mdnnehaha Co.
Pennington Co.
Urban
Rural
State

ROBBERY .
~ Aberdeen 7
. -~Mitchell
Pierre
Rapid City
Sioux Falls
Spearfish
Sturgis
- Yankton
- Minnehaha Co.
Pennington Co
~Urban
Rural
State
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‘See footnotes at end of Table
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‘Table 9

NUMBER OF CRIMES

Crlme by Area - "T973

1974

1975

ASSAULT R
Aberdeen 13
~Mitchell 33
Pierre P 9
Rapid City .87
Sioux Falls 15}
Spearfish 12
Sturgis 4
Yankton y 3
Minnehaha Co. 1
Pennington Co. 47
“Urban 258
Rural 329 -
State’ . B87 .

TOTAL VIOLENT
Aberdeen : 22
Mitchell ‘ 35
~ Pierre 12
Rapid City 158
Sioux Falls 63
Spearfish S .21
Sturgis. . : o 5
- Yankton b : 6
Minnehaha Co. " 8
Pennington Co. 76
Urban 419
Rural 443
State 862

BURGLARY
Aberdeen .
Mitchell ' o

Pierre
~ Rapid City L
- Sioux Falls . e
Spearfish-
‘Sturgis TS
Yankton - b 1 F
‘Minnehgha Co. -
: Pennlngton Co. c
Urban
,Rural
State_ ,

139
94

75

662

41
35
97
117
197
2,106
1,306
3,412°

23
31

2

278
41 -

24

7

- 84

,666‘>

342
1,008 .

28
32

332
79
28

14
101
802
493

1,225

207
,57
83
678
608
- 55
49

117

232

2,420

1, B52"

4, 973J

' §Seeffoo%ﬁdtés7at ehdfOf,Table- ﬂ

= S SR

49

19

409
50

28

127

S
ST

1,

gm"

2‘,
1,
,4;

31
151
904
484
388

693
356
049

i

21

2l
504
101

293

’97

- 814
783 -

181

11

155
269
890 -
670
560

o

¢

@

£y

Lol

" Yankton :
‘Minnehaha Co.

i .
G

,,,,,,
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Table 9

NUMBER OF CRIMES %

1973 1974

1975

- LARCENY : ‘ B
-~ ‘Aberdeen ““ &

Mitchell -
Plerre
Rapld City
Sioux Falls
~Spearf1sh
Sturgis

~Yankton

Minnehaha Col®
Pennington Co’
Urban

Rural

:',State

AUTOMOBILE
. Aberdeen

Mitchell

- Pierre
~Rapid City

Sioux Falls
Spearfish
Sturgis-

b
Pennington Co.

Urban
Rural

: State

TOTAL PROPERTY

Aberdeen
Mitchell
Pierre

‘Rapid City

Sioux Falls

. Spearfish =/
 Sturgis =/

. » el //bf
Minnehaha C6.

Yankton

Pennlngton Coc

Urban.
Rural
State

"See'fqotnptés atfend of'Tdbié

10,478

1008
318
327
2,794
2,730
111
27
546
279
600

997"

351

286
2,498
2,493

37010 ol
14, 179 4,719

32

13
13
43
16
96

6856

389
i 074

1,240

437

393

3,354

‘:3,300

131

107-

673
303,

| 846

12,292

4,760
16,982

]

2,490

957
334
307
2,573

77
155
. 534
200
420

9,220
; 2,374
y 000" 11:594

28
20
30
192
256
18

13

37

26

77
749
401

1,150

1, 78

440

434
3,579
3\529

226
179
638

381

766

12,859
4,445
17,304

Q
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A e N .4 Tabletlo =
Table 9,‘ . if ngh Crlme Areas in South Dakota Ranked by Crime Rate,
)  § In01dence and Growth Rate for Part I Offenses
> ' ‘ L Loy, .l :
. ,_ NUMBER OF CRIMES® © it
, §£12§I§% Area 1973 _197E lalb - 1 | Rank®
T : o ~ ; , ~ R , . 2 :
™o Aberdeen 1,194 1,268 ° 1,342 % Crime by Area ,Crlme‘Rateb Inc1dence° Growth Rated
Mitchell 466 469 461 £ HOMICIDE -
Pierre 426 -397 446 ) 4 Pennington County® 1 2 1
Rapid- City 3,860 3,686 4,083 o G Rgpld City 2 1 v P
Sioux Falls 3,324 3,379 3,630 : g S%oux Falls 3 3 -
Spearfish 185 159 233 i 8 Minnehaha County - - -
~ Sturgis ‘ 74 111 .- 182 5 ‘Aberdeen - - -
Yankton 695 677 > 64l 11 B Pierre - - _
Minnehaha CoP, 423 317 412 | R Yankton - N -
Pennington Co. ... 981 047 917 &) 4 ? ‘Mltche}lr = - -
Urban 13,667 13,024 13,763 ’ ) Spearfish - - -
Rural - 5,774 5,183 4,929 ¥ Sturgis - - -
State D 19,441 18,207 | 18, 692 RaPE |
, V e Pierre : 1 e 3.5% 1
’ L & i B - Rapid City 1 2.5% 2 5
Note. Data derived from "Crime by County'; -FBI compgi:er pg;rrlxtg;‘lgas : ! Ponnington County® 5 oe 2 8 5
of June 1974, August 1975 and June 1976. For this table ur Sioux Falls y 7 5
are all cities and towns above approximately 2,500 in population. All i Mitehell 5 6.5g 2
other areas are considered: rural ?;&mm ) % Aberdeen ,f . - .
- a SHE Minnehaha County 7 '6.5% -
o Number of -crimes is a s1mp1e count of crimes that occurred in ® e Yankton - 2 -
each Jurlsdlctlon . i ; Spearfish B - -
- S ? Sturgis - - o
bDoes not include data for Sloux Falls i : PLUrE
c | - [ S | ROBBERY ”
Does not include data for Raplg Cityf, o ¥ " Rapid City 1 1 5
‘ ' © iR ‘Pennington County -2 3 . -
e o ' ) : Sturgis " '3 : 5 o 1
' . Aberdeen . 4 U 4 ‘ 3
| I Sioux Falls o 5 2 a4
: i Pierre " -6 6 2
N 7 i Minnehaha County 7 -7 -
B X oD Mitchell - - -
o i » ; Yankton - - o
” i i Spearfish - - -
i . ASSAULT = i S .
f [ Rapid City " 1 1 2 e
. D Pennington Counfy 2 2 4 \;--
P O “H Aberdeen ‘ -3 4 3 : \ '
& Sy Mitchell 4 , 6 . e
¥ : Spearfish £ -5 ) 7 -
L Minhehaha County™ 6 * 5 21
- o e 'Sioux Falls 7 3 5
‘ € 10 Pierre 8 ' 8 ‘L g
\ i o 0 Yankton 9 °9 : 6 :
b | 5 ~Sturgis - - S
’ 1 b ,; . See footnotesfatagnd‘ofaTablef, x

£ it
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Table 10

3 \\\\

7]

Rank?

| Crime Rate

)‘b

Incidenceg

Growth Rated

TOTAL VIOLENT
Rapid City

Pennington Countye

Aberdeen

Mitchell

Sioux Falls £
Minnehaha County
Spearfish

Pierre

Sturgis

Yankton

BURGLARY
Spearfish
Rapid City
Pennington County
Aberdeen .
Sioux Falls
-Pierre £
Minnehaha County
Mitchell
Yankton
Sturgis

1}

LARCENY
Rapid City
~Yankton
Aberdeen
Sioux Falls
~Pierre
Sturgis
Pennington County
Mitchell ;
Spearfish T
"Minnehaha County™

AUTOMOBILE
. Pennington County
« Rapid City
Sioux Falls
. Spearfish
- Yankton
-Pierre
Sturgis
Mitchell
Minnehaha County
;Aberdeen :

£

QWO UIP N

=

= o
OO O~IG® U D N

=

COWOIOH U WM H

,vSee,footnotes at end of,Table&i
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. Table 10

Rank?

kCrime Rate

b

Incidence

c

d

TOTAL PROPERTY -
Rapid City
Yankton
Sioux Falls
Aberdeen ~5
Penningtoén County
Pierre
Spearfish
Sturgis ‘
Mitchell £
Minnehaha County

- TOTAL CRIME

Rapid City '~
Yankton
Pennington County
Aberdeen

Sioux Falls
Pierre

Spearfish

Sturgis
Mitchell

Minnehaha Countyf

=

o

J

bt
OO0 g W -

@

VOOV NI

‘_H
mmopﬂmmmmw

Growth Rate

IF'<N=NOo ) e

F HLQOINDR T O

Note.
printout ‘of June,

Data. derived from '"Crime by County 1975“, FBI computer
1976.

:Data for agencies that filed less than
three monthly returns was excluded, - '

aRanks were as51gned from the highest to the 1owest values with

the exception that zero's were not ranked.-

o

bThe number ‘of crimes per 100 000 population.

°a s1mp1e count of 1975 crimes.

d

Does not 1nclude data for Rapld City.
fDoes not 1ncludevdata for Sioux Fal&s. :

B gA:r'eas with tied/ranks have the same numerical values.
City and Pennington County both had. arrape rate .of 35 per 100 dOO

Since they were tied for the second and third
f rank they were both ass1gned a value of 2.5,

population in 1975,

&

N

feed

&

w

o Based on the annual percen vage of 1nerease in the crime rate
- between 1973 and 1975.

No." area with a decreas1ng crime rate or,
- a zero crime rate in 1973 was ranked ,

o

aQ

[a]

e, Papid
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13

Each area is ranked according to 1975 crime rate, number of

crimes committed in 1975 and, the 1973 to 1975 rate of growth

for each crime. ,

Rapid City, Yankton and Pennington County had the highest
crime rates in South Dakota in 1975, However, between 1973 and
19%5 the totel crime rate increased most rapidly in the cities
of Sturgis and Sioux Falls. More crimes took place in the three
largest cities in the state -~ Rapid City, Sioux Falls, andeber-
deen -‘than in any other high crime‘area. Rapid City,‘a city
less than 2/3 the size of Sioux Falls, experienced a larger
number of crimes than Sioux Falls.
City—Pennington County area has a definite crime problem even
though crime in ﬁhis area has not been increasing rapidly in
recent years. The total crime rate decreasedﬁdn Pennington
County, Mitchell and Minnehaha County'between'1973 and 1975
but apparently increased most draﬁatically in‘Sturgis.

Rapid Clty and Pennlngton County 1ead the state in violent

crime rates and 1n the number of v1olent crimes. Aberdeen ranks

third in violent crime rate and fourth in the number of vioIent

a

crimes.

Sioux Falls, the state's largest c1ty. Between 1973 and 1975

violent crime rates grew most;repidly in Minnehaha County,
,Rapid City and Aberdeeny \ '
Homlclde occurred Ain only 3 of the ten high crime areas

1n01975 Pennington County, Rapid City and, Sioux Falls(“ Rapid

City experienced’ the‘largest number of homicides and the seoond:

u T FQ

! o 7 "
el I . e . .
: % o - o ST ©

)

It is obvious that the Rapid

The third,largest number o violent crlmes occurred Ln_

o <

sy

by Aberdeen.

. 34 S
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fastest raté of growth, howeverydﬁennington County had the

3highe§% homicide rate and the festest growth rate.

Although more rapes: ocourred in Sioux Falls and Rapld

, City than “in Pierre in 1975, 'Pierre had the highest fape rate

and the fastest increase in rape rate between 1973 and 1975,
City and Pennington County were tied for the second highest rape

rate in high crime areas while Siouﬁ Fzlis and Pennington County

s experienced the *second and third highe t rates of growth in rape

rate respectively.
Rapid City, Pennington County and Sturgis lead the state
in, robbery rates while Rapid City, Sioux Falls and Penningfon

County had the largest number of robberies in the state.

(‘

Aber—
deen had the fourth highest robbery rate and, encountered the
third largest growth rate in robbery in the state. "The robbery'

rate also apparently 1ncreased rapidly in Sturgis and Plorrc

In 1975° Rapid City and Pennington County ranked first and

second'resPectively in assault rates and in the number of assaults.

The assault rate grew fastest in Minnehaha County followed by

Rapid City and Aberdeen, Aberdeen also ranks thlrd in assault

rate and fourth in the numbey of assaults. kSiouquaIls experienced

the third highest number of assaults of any high crime area in the

ﬂstate.

: Rapld City, Yankton and Sioux Falls have the highest property

crime rates in the state and, not surprisingly, the largest number

of propertyiorimes ooour in Rapid City and Sioux Falls, followed

Property trime rates are decreasing in Rapid‘City;

C L8

ik
1S
Q
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Pennington County andeinnehaha County, but, they are increasing

most rapidly in Sturgis Spearfish and Sioux Falls.

Spearfish ranks Sixth in the number of burglaries occurring

in high crime areas, but,

and growth in burglary rat

W

it ranks first in the burglary rate

€.

More burglaries occurred in Rapid

City than in any other high crime area in the state, giving

Rapid Cftyvthe second highest burglary rate.

Pennington County

experienced the third highest rate of burglary. Aberdeen'and

(s

Sioux Falls ranked second and thirdain,burglary growth . rate and

and third a9Q3Second:respectively in the number of burglaries.

The mocst common crime,

larceny, occurred more often and at

a higher rate in Rapid City than in any other high crimeharea.

@

<

Yankton ranked second in larceny rate and in the rate of increasev

of larcenies. Aberdeen ranked third in both larceny rate and"‘/(

:.numberhof larcenies, Only‘three of the 10‘highfcrime areas;-

Sturgis, Yankton and Mitchell had larceny rates thatbincreased

~ between 1973 and 1975

Pennington County, Rapid City and Sioux Falls encountered

the highest automobile theft rates in the staten These same

three areas also had the largest number of automobile thefts, -

however the rank order for number of thefts is the reverse of

u

in the c1ties in Pierre, Sturgis and Sioux Falls.

S

Fingerprint Records

oo

>the order for rates.‘ Automobile theft rates are grow1ng fastest

Bl

The South Dakota Division of Criminal Investigation (DCI)

&

receives fingerprint records of arrested persons from law enforcement‘

J~n>

g

e
o

i

v
@

o

L

)

A

;\“»\ ‘ . . . ) 36 = b

@
E <

agencies in the‘state. vTheSe recordS‘do not provide a complete list

s

of all arrests made in the state because many law enforcement agencies
do not submit fingerprint cards or submit them on an irregular basis.

Thus,‘it is difficult to use fingerprint records as 2 measure

*of the number of arrests

At least oneé straightforward conclus1on can be drawn frcm

‘;fingerprint card records, Law Enforcement agenCies did not v

fingerprint every person that they arrested in 1975 Only 6,752

[y
B

*’persons were fingerprinted in the state while 12,470 criminal

5]

' cases were possessed by the courts

‘7%only 14 fingerprint records.“ Many counti;s had.a higher total

“‘of pe sons fingerprinted than the number of Part I crime that»f'

RO o —— < et ot AV ke e B

Comparison between crime and finﬂerprint records. While no

_straightforward concluSions can be drawn from a comparison of

crime data and fingerprint rccords it is useful to analyze these" //4
! ' < 1 o ) . ' S /(
;measures on a superficial level. B A ' ,7%7&/
P

Table 11 contains population, ﬁfime and fingerprint data //
for each South Dakota county. Since fingerprint records are

submitted by police departments and sheriff offices, these two

‘soucces have been combined to produce one: total for each county."

A total of 5, 000 Part 1 crimes occurred in Penninguon County in . 5*‘}

=
o.

1975 while 771 persons were fingerprinted during thevsame period.

Law enforcement agenCies in Minnehaha County fingerprinted 1,294 -

' persons and reported 4 042 Part I crimes. oThe only other county'

R

'in which more than l 000 crimes were reported - Brown 2 submitted

‘occurred This is possible due to 1) Persons “aing fingerprinted,,

- i:for other than Part I crimeS' 2) More than~one‘person taking part‘

e ',’“‘ \,) . o E,:"'D
b B8 : ; ' Fa
2 K : it : ° ,t)
. T N »:2
a B M : i e 5
o T . B & B o .
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g Teble 11
Population, Crime and Persons Fingerprinted
# o 1n South Dakota Counties #
. @ ) UCR :Part I ’Persons
“County Coun ty-P g ulation “Total Crimes Crime Kate Fingerprinted
Aurora 4,098 - = 128 T 293% CE
‘Beadle = 21,000 R TR 3,676 158 ©
Bennett , 3,400, 35 1,029 72
Bon Homme S vbaae ® ogb 12410 7 28
Brookings ; 23,597 207 71,314 214
Browa .. 5 48,408 1,365 3,546 14
Brule Vg 8,799 155b 2, e73b 40
- Buffalo - 1,800 28 v 1112 -0
Butte . - 8,399 100, . 1,191 100
Campbell 2,800 32P 1,2310 0
 Charles Mix . 10,399 1300« - 1,250P 238
" :.Clark Tooee L BB89 3gd ¢ "g7oh 3
Clay o © % 12,508 - 264% 2,096% 0
Codington 15,597 | 379, 1,934 445 .
Corson © 5,009 155 « 2042 3
Custer . Y 5:044 ~g3b 1,238" . 85
Davison- ‘ L e17,897 512¢ 2, 861° AT 281
Day 8,809 17087 1,9108 .. ‘ 24
Deuel o 5,699 71P - 1,246P 18
Dewey - l4. . 5,804 73D 1,238 13 @
Douglas ST 4,308 652 1.3500° T4 °
Edmunds 5,599 goP - 1,232P 113
Fall River/shanwon' 17,598 ©138.. 784 208
Faulk - 3,799 Coord 1,948 50
Gran% 9,287 . o 4day o 474, @6
Gregory. 8,399 o “  go! 1,250° 56
“Haakon 2,700 8 296 8
Hamlin 5,599 81 554, 12
Hand 5,599 = e8P 1, 2a2b o
Hanson - 3,699 22 o . B985 )
~ Hardiag:: *1,700° - 22 118 1
. Hughes 12,998 494° 3,801¢ oo 2320
" Hutchinson - 9,899 1% 1112 ‘ K
Hyde - , 2,600 32b .. .1,2381P 0
Jackson/Washubaugh . 38,1007 198 613 “25
Jerauld™ 3,200 39P 1,2190 27
,Joneg 1,900 23 .. 1,210P 37:
Kingsbury 7,389 e, B8 787 17
Lake® -/ ©.10,898 o tEgy o f L 5608 s 94
‘Lawrence . “17,508 o 4770 g, 7100 496
Lincoln:' . 12,298 71530 1.244b 42
" Lyman- " 3,998 “51P 1,250 = . 0
MéCook 5 6,989 .. 860" 1,2290 43
McPherson 4,799 ' - 80P L, 2500 o
Marshall -~ .. 5,499 232 . a18% 27
Meade . . 17,798 327 7 1,804 . ° 39
Melletts . . 2,300° 19 826 7 G -
Miner | Y ¢ 4,199 53V 1,262 “ 6 :
Minnehaha ¢v98,288 S 4,042 4,112 . 1,204 .
Moody = . o Yln,899 w1642 ¢ 2,180 0 © T.25.
Pennington - e 65,591 5,000 ©7,623 771
Perkins! a 4,499 - A 822 41
Potter S 4,304 - 550 1,2500 19
Rohsrts = . >12,098 178D 1,471 ‘10
_Samborn . 4 3,400, a4lb‘: ‘ 1,20&> |
Spink ’ o 910,594 5 2297 Y 2,161 T34
-Stanley R 3,000 114° ¢ 3,800 11w
S 8ully oo e - 2,300 ¢ S 230 51,9007 1o
Tripp/Todd e 15,708 “ 198° 1,253 -1 A
“Turner ° . 09,899 - o 692 | 711 So11
“Union,. - 10,399 i “ 281 L 2,702 @ 76% ",
WalwoFth, e 7,900 © 2800 o 3,279% %233 "
‘ 17,097 779, 4,529 - 110 ‘
2,600 o Siggh 1,231 %0 i
883,000 - 18,692 2,737° 8, 024d >

)

Nofe. Pepulation and crime data obtained‘from the FBI "Crime by County" :
computer printout of June,; 1976.
Annual Fingerprint Card Report: of ‘the 'South Dakeata Division of Criminal

~Fingerprint data obtained from the 197a

printing policies.

_whatvin“questiona

»of (CR data,

Tnvestigation.f Crime ratemware the number of Part I crimes per 100, 000

SEgpimate ‘besed on ¥ to 11 monthly reports.,ﬁf Glo e
o e
Prstimate based on less than 3 monthly reports. s o ‘, T

,;_,} . B S

cEstimate based on some combination of fullareport, partial geport and no. report

el

oy

dThe number of cards submitted by sheriff offices and police departments

g RS o

38
. ) . I B
in one crime act; 3) Differences in crime reporting and finger-
A total of'18q692 Part I crimes were estimated

LO have occurred in South Dakota in 1975. For these crimes and a

"i"variety of others that are not one of the seven UCR Part I offenses,

&
6, 024 persons were flngerprinted.

Age sex and race of persons arrested Table 12 provides

2 breakdown of the age, sex and race characteristlcs of persons

that were arrested and had thelr fingerprint records subm1tted to

Flngerprint records have: been broken into the categories of

adult and Juvenile.k While 1t is clear that adults are persons 18

years of\age and over, the lower age 11m1t‘of a Juvenile is ~Some-

In practlce DCI receives v1rtually no finger-

print reports for persons under the age of 14, therefore, the pro-a
K.v @
portlon of each Juvenile age and sexncategory in Table 12 is based

on the numbcr of persons 14 to l7 years old as determined by the

1970 census.”

iﬁ“ Whlle the table prov1des an accurate descrlption of demographic

characteristics obtained from flngerprint reports it does not

i}

necessarily reflect the true proportmoQRof crimes committe@

persons in® each age sex and race %ategory.'

1ntervene to produce a dlstorted picture. For example, 1n South
Va

Dakota blacks make up far less than 1% of the total populat\ixon°

If an eye w1tness observes a black person committlng a crime the'

s

number of 11ke1y suspects in the police investigation is much less‘

than if a white person committed the crime. AS'agresultv a black

\

Iygaddition, the data

‘,'reflect arrest characteristics not the characteristics of persons

I

conv1cted of a orime.

@
R

o

~Many variablestay-' ooy

R
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z “Table 12 .
) Age, Sex and Race Characteristics of, Persons Arrested
" Felonles
, , ~Eauit T T Juveniles :
Number of - Percentage of Percentage of Number of Percentage of .Percentage of
Felonies Felonies Population Felonles Felonies ' Population
Male : . : -
White 1,491 71.4 46.9 22 78.8 48.1
Indian 376 18.0 1.8 5 17.9 2.9
Negro 40. - 1.9 D.2 o 0 .1
Female
White 122 5.8 49.2 . 0 3.6‘ 45.7
Indian 52 2.5 2,0 0 0 3.1
Negro 7 .3 .l 0 0 .1
Misdemeanors / .
: Adult ' Juveniles ‘
Number of Percentage of Percentage of |- Number of Percentage .of = Percentage of
Misdemeanors Misdemeanors Dopulation Misdemeanors Misdemeanors Population
Male ... S ~ ‘ v :
White . 2,903 71.2 46.9 15 75.0 48.1
Indian 755 18.5 1.8 5 25,0 2.9
 Negro 22 ] .2 o 0 .1
Female - . “ : ’
White 242 5.9 - 49.2 0 0 - .46.7
Indian 150 3.7 . 2.0 0 0 3.%
Negro 5 W1 & 1 0 0 .
Y : ki
% Total Crimes o
‘ “Adult T T Juveniles_
@+ Numbexr of Percentage of Percentage of Number of Percentage of Percentage of
Total Crimes Total Crimes Population Total Crimes Total Crimes Population
Male . : ~ o - : "o
White 4,394 71.3 46.9 a7 79.2 48.1
- Indian 1,131 18.3 1.8 10 20.8 : 2.9
Negro 62 1.0 .2 o -0 ,1‘j‘ .1
Female' @ . g
White - 364 5.9 49.2 . 1. 2,1 45.7
Indian 202 3.3 N 2.0 o] o 3.1
“ Negro 12 .2 o1 0 o 0 W1
Note.

Data obtained from the 1975 Annunl Fingergrint Card Regort

Division of Criminal Investigation

ok

g

cma

o

of the South bakota :

bl

2

stituted 90.6% of all adult arrests,

lremale counterparts,‘

ypopulation but only 5.9% of adult arrests.

iof Juvenile arrest data difficult

,ducted in South Dakota.

pSouth Dakota re81dents over 17 years old.\

40
1,Adult'males which make 48.9% of the adult population con-
White, Indian and Negro -~
males each accounted for‘a larger proportion of arrests than their
White femalesvmaké“up 49.2% of the adult
More white males,é
were arrested for felonieS‘and.misdemeanors in South Dakota,during
1975 than any other adult category.

. With the exception of one white female, all juveniles arrested
were white or: Indian males. White males, comprising 48 1% of the
juvenile population, accounted for 79.2% of all Juvenile fingerprint
reports. Juvenile Indian males make up 2. 9% of the juvenile popula-
tion and were fingerprinted in connection with 10 crimes.

)

crimes composed 20, 8% of all juvenile fingerprint repo“ts.

5

Theseulo
~Law

enforcepent authorities exercise cons1derab1e discretion in the

handling'Of juVenile cases, This/ makes meaningful interpretation

Akmorebcomplete analysis of

juvenile data can be found in The Juvenile Offender in South Dakota

published by the South Dakota Statistical Analysis Center,,’, "

Victimization Survey“

=0

In order to overcome some of the inadequacies of UCR data

Preliminary Results

o

»and to assessing the effect of 1mplementat10n of the state UCR

Y

’,progfam on reported crlme rates. a v1ctimization survey ‘was con-

M
The survey, carried out by the Statistical

: AnalyS1s Center (SAC) in early 1977 was mailed to a sampie of 5, 059

The sample was selected

‘from the population of persons with South Dakota driver 8 licenses.d.

o

v
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-also contribute to this diffsrence.\‘ ~ ". 'h

' the v1ctimization survey.,

‘~UCR definltion of rape to 1nclude all sexual assaults.&

These two changes accou

B

@
i
i
i
{
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.

The survey measuredvcitizens experiences as victims of crimes
and their perceptions of‘crimefand the criminal justice system

in the state for 1976.

at this time, however, some preliminary results are available., As

of April 15, 1977, 3,425 respondents had returned COmpléted surveys.

An additional 576 survéYs Were undeliverable through‘the mails.

Excluding undeliverable surveys, 8 76.4% response rate was obtained.

Victimizatlon Rates. The rates of v1ctimization in South

Dakota's Planning DiStricts and the state as a Whole are presented

in Table 13 It 1s obvious that the 1976 victimization rates found

in Table 13 are almost uniformly much higher than the 1975 UCR

crime rates found 1n Table 7 Even - when year to year changes in'

crime rates are‘taken into acCOunt victimization rates are consi=

‘derably higher than UCR Part I crime rates.//

i 3 )

©  The major reason for this difference is that many crimes are

not reported to law enforcement agencies; Several other factors,

h
I

| L
One of these factors is the perception of a crime. " A person

(%) : a h

may feel that they have been v1ct1mized however, a law enforcement

1nvest1gation may 1ndicate that no crime has been committed, i

Rl

=

UCR Part I crimes differed somewhat from those measured in
The v1ctimization survey expanded the

In addi-‘

|

tion, a measure of vandalism was added to the v1ctimization survey.

1
Eted for many victimizations that the UCR

Part’I‘program does not\attempt’to cover.

S

SETR-NEI

Analysis of the data has not beeh completed

The exclusion of homicide_,_,

A

Sexual Assault
Actual
Attempt

Robbery
Actual
‘Attempt

Assault

Actual
Attempt

Total Violent
Actual
Attempt

Burglary .
Actual - -
Attempt

’Larcenvﬁ

Actual
Attémpt

Vebicle Theft
© Actual
 Attempt

;VandalisuF

Total Property

Actual
Attempt .

Total Crimes

Actual
Attempt

o
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Table 13

‘Preliminary Anralysis of 1976 Victimization Rates

S

in South Dakota's Planning Digtricts

élanning District-

1 2 3 4 5 8 South
0 786 187 0 0 3,770 900
0 262 187 0 0 820 - 200
0 524 0 0 0 2,951 700
378 858 0 406 265 2,623 200
0 524 0 165 265 2,131 700
378 131 0 331 0 492 300
6,015 | 3,808 | 5,087 | 3,150 3,974 9,720 | 5,900
2,06¢ {1,312 | 1,493 | 1,403 2,648 2,801 | 2,200
3,040 | 2,493 | 3,545 | 1,688 1,328 6,019 | 3,800
6,391 | 5,247 |5,224 | 3,646 4,239 |18,113 7,700
2,084 | 2,008 |1,880 | 1,658 2,811 5,752 .| 3,100
4,316 | 3,148 | 3,545 | 1,980 1,328 10,382 | 4,800
4,131 | 5,263 | 4,800 | 5,137 3,733 12,151 | 6,900
2,820 |3,583 |4,315 4,308 {3,457 | 8,703 |[4¢,900
1,318 | 1,711 375 828 287 3,448 | 2,000
12;008 | 9,461 |8,082 |o,429 [10,372 12,664 [11,200
11,444 | 8,936 |7,303 |8,278 10,372 11,330 | 9,800
586 5286 749 | 1,181 0 | 1,318 {1,300
188 | 786 | 2,612 498 794 1,315 | 1,100
0 262 | 933 331 529 493 800
188 524 | 1,879 165, 265 821 600
8,023 14,436 [19,439 [13,719 38 16,474  [14,900
. ] s} o . )
24,350 20,946 [34,793 (28,781 [14,934 42,604 {34,100
[22,287 127,187 [31,990 [28,833  [14,393 37,000 - (30,200
2,089 |.2,761 | 2,803 |2 154 532 5,887 | 3,900
30,553 35,193 40,017 |32,427 |19,173 58,717 142,000
24,351  |29,285 33,670 28,291 (17,304 42,752 |33,300
16,385 | 5,809 6,348 | 4,143 1,858 15,949 8,700

~Note, ‘Data obtained from a preliminary analysis of the 1976
South Dakota Victimization Survey. y

aOnly actual occurrences of vandalism were assessed in the victimization

,\survey.
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":than are actual sexual assaults.p

43 £ a
from the Victimization survey was another’difference between the
UCR Part I crimes and victimiZations{assessed by the survey.

For the above reasons no direct comparisons will be made'
between 1975 UCR Part I crime rates and 1976 victimization rates.

With the exception of vehicle theft'and Vandalism, Planning
District VI had the highest rate of victimization in the state
for every crime measured Planning District III had the highest
victimization rates for vehicle theft and vandalism and the o
second highest Planning District. total v1ctimization rate.

Ja)

victimization rate in Planning'Distrlct I was the lowest in the

~ The

statevandglittle moretthan one half the rate oprlanning'District
VI. o “ -
.The‘frequencv ofkoccurrencepof sexual assaultkand robbery
was too low to bevadeQuatelyyassessedfin’most Planning Districts.
The rates of v1ct1mizat10n of other types of crlmes, however,,‘

should prOVide reliable measures. In 1976 a citizen of South

R
Dakota was more likely to be acvictim of vandalism than any other

‘crime. The number of v1ct1ms of larcenyﬂwas second only to ‘the

number of v1ct1ms of vandalism.r Assault was the most common'
violent crime, occurring much ‘more frequently ‘than either sexual
assault or robbery.

In the comparison of actual and. attempted crimes, property
crimes are much more likely to be actually carrned out while
violent crimes tend to number more attempts than actual occurrences.
Attempts at a sexual assault are more thanwthree times as common
Actual robbery victims, on’ the
(,other hand are more than twice as numerous as victims of attempted

B

© : o » S

DY

e i

e

“robbery.

44
\ | | | |
Somemhat‘more‘attempts‘than actual vehicle thefts
occur, however, actual burglary,and larceny victims outnumber

VictimS‘of~attempts. Only actual occurrences of vandalism were

o

assessed in the survey.

The size of the sample used in the victimization survey did

vnot provide a sufficiently large data base to assess victimization

rates 1n all 10 of the UCR high crime areas. Victimization data

for the high crime areas with the largest populations are presented

“in Table 14.

’VictimfRepOrting of Crimes.. When a respondent;to the survey -

was a victim of crime or an attempted crime they were asked to
indicate Whether or not tﬁey,reported the crime to law enforcement

officials, If the same crime occurred more than once to a victim,

'they,were”asked to indicate'if they reported the most recent inci-

dent. This data supplied the information on the percentage of

<

, v1ct1mlzat10ns reported to law enforcement agencies found in Table

15, Few (33%0 of the attempts and only 29% of the actual sexual

assaults were reported. Sexual assault was the~on1y crime which

N

vietims were more likely to report attempts than actual occurrences..

Victims reported 67% of -actual robberies, however, no attempted
robbery-victims reported~the incident to law enforcement agencies.
Assault was the crime least 1ikely to be reported.

) : ’ : : @
” ; Gl g RN

Crime on South Dakota Indian Reservations

The Bureau of Indian Affairs uses a crime reporting system

that is similar to the FBI's Uniform Crime Reports. However the

“ reporting and auditing of crime data from South Dakota Indian ‘reser-
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Table 14

‘ Minnehaha Count

) Vlctlmlzation Rates in Selected High Crime Areas

Pennington County

Sioux

Rapid

Aberdeen |l Total Falls | other®|| Total| city | otherP
Sexual Assault c 1,198 . 1,442 c 2,749.1 1,916 10,000
Actual c 399 481 c 687| 766 c
Attempt e 798 962 c 2,062 | 1,149 | 10,000
Robbery 700 098 1,202 e 3,436 | 3,448 | 3,333
Actual c 798 962 c 2,405 | 2,299 3,333
Attempt 700 200 240 ¢ 1,031 | 1,149 e
Assault 3,400 || 3,000 3,373 200 |{10,690 | 10,385 | 13,333
Actual 2,700 1,200 1,205 200 || 2,414 | 1,923 6,667
Attempt 700 1,800 2,169 . c 8,276 8,462 6,667
Total Violent 4,100 5,196 6,017 200 |[16,875 | 15,749 | 26,666
‘Actual 2,700 2,397 2,648 200 || 5,506 |* 4,988 [ 10,000
Attempt 1,400 || 2,798 3,371 ¢ . {1,369 | 10,760 | 16,667
Burglary 3, 300 8,016 9,157 2, 381 14,777 | 15,709 6,667
. Actual 2,600 5,411 6,506 9,622 9,961 | 6,687
Attempt 700 2,605 2,651 2 381h 5,155 | 5,747 e
Larceny 10,000 |[10,600 12,289 | 2,353 |j1,724 11,154 | 16,667
Actual 9,300 |{{10,200 11,807 2,353 |j10,000| 9,615 | 13,333
 Attempt 700 400 482 c |l 1,724 1,538 3,333 "
Vehicle Theft c 998 1,202 c 1,379 | 1,532 c
© -Actual c 200 240 c 690 | = 766 c
Attempt c 798 - - 962 c © 690 766 c
~ Vandalism® Ny 17,200 |}14,500 16,867 = | 3,529 |[[17,931 | 18,846 | 10,000
Total Property.| 30,500 34,214 39,515 8,263 ‘45,811 47,241 33,334 °
Actual 29,100 {|30,411 35,420 5,882 (|38,243 [ 39,188 | 30,000
Attempt 1,400 |} 3,803 4,095 2,881 || 7,569 | ‘8,051 | 3,333
Total Crime 34,600  |I39,410 45,532 8,463 (l62,686 | 62, 988 60,000
Actual 31,800 ||32,808 38,068 | 6,082 |l43,749 | 44,176 | 40,000
Attempt 2,800 6,601 7,466 | 2,381 {118,938 18,811 | 20 ,000
@ R UA if

survey

1 o
R ...> | S S

Victimization Survey.
100,000 population 0

CNo crime was reported in this" category

L

aData for Minnehaha County with Sioux Falls excluded

. bData for Pennington County with Rapid Citypexcluded.

»

==

o mipien

-

A Note. Data obtained from prelimlnary analysis of the 1976 South Dakota
‘ - Rates are the number of victimizations per

‘dOnly actual occurrences of vandalism were assessed in the victimization
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. Table 15
. : " Percentage of Victimization Reported to Law Enforcement Agencies
. b2 o) r . “ﬁ,‘ .

G

Sexual Assault

Actual
Attempt
o Robbery £
. Actual
Attempt

Assault r
Actual
Attempt

Burglary
Actual
Attempt

Larceny
Actual
"Attempt

Vehicle Theft
Actual

7z

Attempt .

Vandalism

N @ ! # .
Planning District

South

| %00

(LR
CSCwo

62
g0
0

50
49

a

opo pPep

fOwa;%‘ .. 0 :  ;V a | o

100

2 3 4
oo 100" 4
0 100 \ . a

0. a a -
2 69 : a 33
75 Loa 100

a Yoa 0

R e

@w
w
{\

lgﬂ 100

100
100

100
100

100

51

S
i -

&

38

7

Dakota

33
29
38

50
67
0

24
29
22

59
65
33

49
49
++ 40

70"
57

42

38

3]

o . ! [
. Note.
. , . Survey. .
°© o %o crimes were reported in this category.
o . ‘ ¢ & » 3
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Data bbtained from a~preliminanyﬁana1ys;s Wf the 1976 South Dakota Vicitimizatibn: '
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g “vations is handled differently thagvcrime-data from other areas P
i " in the stater Since the BIA's folrow-up procedure is not as exten- , é%
; sive as the one used by the FBI, crime data from 1ndian,reservations o
“”é contain some numerical inconsistencies. These inconsistencies and y
| the high year-to-year variability in crimes reported suggest that ;ii
~thie data may not be an accurate repreaen.,atton oj‘ erime on reser-
» vations. As with all Uniform Crime Report data for South Dakota ’
; presented in th1s report, tnterpretattons shouZﬂ be made with cautton. @&1”
| - Crime in 1974, In{19”4 and 1975 all South Dakota reservations e
except Fiandreau,used the BiA crime/reporting syStem. The rate of
offenses reported to 1aw enforcement agencies on Indian reservations - ol
in 1974 is presented 1n Table 16, In 1974 Soutthakota Indian :
= Reservations experienced an average crime rate or 5,5 oﬁvurgenSes{;
a4 per 100 000 population,‘ This was more than twice the South Dakota c.
. non—reservation crime rate. g ‘f3 R L i
’ The Lower Bruie reservation experienced a total crime rate;r . ‘?',
‘ of 22>080 per 100, 065 po;ulatlon. This was: the higbest crime ‘ ygéﬁ"
) rate experienced'by any area in South Dakota, whetherireservation :,
or non—reservationw PlneJRidge and Rosebud had the second and third T‘%
F highest reservation total crimejratgs.[ e S : o o iéﬁ
. = ;_J With total crime rates of 411 and‘692 per 100 000 population Q
_ respect vely, Standing Rock and Cheyenne River had the 1owestxreser~
; vationttotal crime rates., The crime rates for these two reservatiens
ﬂ " are well below the South Dakota non—reserrationfaverage. p . "
| , | Lower Brule Pine Ridge and Rosebud ‘als0 had the highest "ﬂa
iy . "violent,crime rates or South Dakotagreservationsr. Thesedhigh 9. ‘{3
nﬁ.i G . 5 : & : S ;x 4
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Table 16

Rate of Offenses Known to Agencies on Indlan Reservatlons in South Dakota 1974

‘Standing Rock
kYankton

f”éggnqy

Homicide

Rape

Assault

violent

Ir.

Larceny

Auto

TOtal'

Property -

Total

Crimes

Cheyenne'hiver |

Crow Creek
Lower Brule

~Pine Ridge

Rosebud
Sisseton

ol

. 82
161

142
“ 7] 308
| 146

2103 |

254

483

9,402

[ 73,738
4,418 .
1,602

226

1,895

346
644
9,544

4,112

4,577
2,177

329
1,895

Burglary

300 -

322

. 9,899

2,378
1,552

1,150
- 21
- 140

ﬂ81

o .
915
106 |
| 205

0

0 ~

0|

346
724
12,536
4,321 .

2,507

2,753

82

842

692
1,369
22,080

8,434

7,084

| 4,930

411
2,737

V,SD“Reservations'

4,179

o] 2,710

2,948

1 ,490

350

| 2,587 f

5,535

20

‘.181[1

1 735

157

2 490

A

Non-Reservationj

Note..

11

7148_

Non-reservation data obtained from Table 4, Crime in the Unlted States, 1974
are the number of crimes per 100,000 population. e '

Flandreau does not use the BIA cr1me reportlng system.

S

e

R

S

Reservation data derlved from,'"Offenses Known to Pollce” forms obtained from the BIA.
Rate of offenses

2,671

!
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violent crime rates are primarily due to an exceptionally high

rate of assault Every Indian reservation in South Dakota has

==

a higher assault rate than the average for non-reservation areas.:

-Homicide occurred only on the Pine Ridge,‘Rosebud and

Sisseton reservations.inf1974. The rates of homicide from these

three reservations produced an average homicide~rate~on reservationsk
(26 per 100,000 population) far above the South Dakota non-reserva-
tion average for 1974 (2 per 100,000 popﬁlation.)

Rape is also a»problem~on South Dakota reservations. EVery

: reservation with the exception ongankton experienced a rape rate

higher than the non-reservation average. The most serious problem

with rape wasvon the Pine Ridge’reservation whereIBSkrapes occurred
in 1974, |

Robbery occurred»on two’reservations ‘Pine Ridge and Sisseton.v
The robbery rates on these two reservations, however produced an-

'average reservation rate of robbery that was higher than the South

<E)

c" ) A . 0

'Dakota average in 1974
In the United States and 1n ‘South Dakota's non-reservaticn

areas property crimes outnumber violent crimes.  On South Dakota
O

4]

reservations the reverse is»true. The average property crime

vrate on reservations~was comparable to the non—reservation average.
Property crlmes ‘were a serious problem on fhe Lower Brule reservation

where a property ‘crime rate of 12,536 per -100, 000. population occurred,
!é

Property crime rates were also relatively high on the Pine Ridge,

P

Sisseton and Rosebud reservations. The remaining four reservations

&7

) . K m
SR experienced property crime rates below 1. OOO

ol

o i

- vations remalned higher than the non—reservation average.

- non- reservation average.

ftions experienced a total crime rate less than the South Dakota

Q‘ | 50

Larceny was the only crime which occurred at a lower rate
on South Dakota reservations that in non-reservation areas in

1974. While Lower Brule had an exoeptionally high larceny rate;

ARy

all other reservations had a rate of 1arceny close to orofa
below the non-reservation average.

The rate of burglary was highest on the Lower Brule reserva—
tiOn. Slsseton, Pine Ridgeband Rosebud also‘experienced higher
burglary rates than the average for South Dakota reservations during
1974.v'Very 10wlburg1ary rates occurred on the Cheyenne River and
Standing Rock reﬁervations. N .

: Four reserw ations (Cheyenne Rivwver, Lower Brule, Standing

Rock and Yankton) experlenced no automobile thefts in 1974

The automoblle theft rate was very high in Pine Ridge and higher ' '

~than the non—rcservatlon average in Sisseton,

iy

Crime in 197 Table 17,conta1ns the rate of offenses

known to law’enforcement agencies on South Dakota IndianPReser_

vations in 1975. The total crime'rate on eservatlons decreased 15%’

in 1975'from the 1974 rate.‘ However the total crime rate on reser-

In 1975
as in 1974, Lower Brule and Plne Ridge ‘had the highest reservation ?

total crime rates. A very 1arge 1ncrease in" orimes

SN T
v1olent crimes, gave Crow Creek the third highest reservation crime

rate.‘ The crime rate decreased by more than 50% between 1974

and 1975 on the Rosebud reservation.j

v

The remaining four reserva-

o

~

espec1a11y- : e |
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Table 17

Rate of Offenses Known to Agencies bn,fhdian Resérvations in South Dakota® 1975

RS

Agency

Homicide

Rape

Robbery

Assault

Total

Violent

Burglafy

Larceny

Auto

Total
Property

Total

Crimes

»Cheyenne River
Crow Creek
Lower Brule
Pine Ridge
Rosebud
Sisseton

Standing Rock~‘“’

0

0
0
160
166
0
19
0

7

44

70
: 531
211
190
0
- 78

0

0

3,989
10,226
. 5,345
1,807

468
70

242 1

368 |

4,059

11,155 .

5,717
2,164
368
565

286

.2,
2,

300

490

789

128
547

1
468 -

300
1,190
5,312
1,224
559
170

58 -

70

70
1,328

0
0
0
0

22

- 160

639
1,749
9,429
3,513
1,108

170

526
. 702

926
5,808
| 20,584
9,230
3,270

538
1,091

Y@nkton

A L
SI) Reservations

92

140

2,612 |

i

|

i?
70
I

632

1,

006 _

737

84

1,827

g 772

4,678

SD

Non-Reservation

4

17

31

154

668

1,698

168

2,534 H

2,739

o | - , ; T o RO B AR , ;
Note. Reservation data derived from, "Offenses/Known-to Police" forms obtained from the BIA.

Non-reservations data obtained from Table 4, Crime in the United States, 1975.

are the number of crimes per 100,000 population.

aFlandreau does'nbt~use the BIA crime_réportiﬂgAsystem;

&

wE

T et

Rate of offenses
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Violent crime rates were also the highest in the Lower Brile,

Pine Ridge and Crow Creek reservations. No other reservation had

a violent crime rate above the reservation average. The violent

crime rate in the Yankton reservation decreased dramatically

between 1974-and 1975 making 1t the only reservation with a

v1olent crime rate below ‘the South Dakota non-reservation‘average

S o ‘ . o T ‘ . in 1975,
: e , L i In 1975, as in 1974,
of violent crimes on South Dakota reservations.

rates occurred on the Lower Brule, Pine Ridge and Crowjgreek

~assaults accounted for the majority
| Very high assault

: K | g o ~
'k reservations. Every other reservation, with the exception of

Yankton, also experienced a rate of assaults higher than the South

& : . » o : X

: = . N ;
w , RS ¢ - Dakota non-reservation average.

: . ; b Rapes were reported on every reservation in the state in

J | : _ 1975 except for Sisseton andeankton.; Lower Brule, Pine Ridge

’ ; o ’ . and Rosebud had rape ‘rates above the average of other reservations

» . : ’ | ; in the state. Lower Brule and Rosebud were the only reservations

T co Uy
. ' that reported an increase in rape rates between 1974 and 1975.

»

e "u o feg”» ;*k?'j_u‘ e f‘r/ Iy e.‘ ev~7 o ST ; : ;‘ FRTAEYE ‘r"‘ ; ‘The homicide rateyfor South Dakota reservations increased
' S O T ' ' | by 254% between 1974 (26 per 100, 000 population) and 1975 (92

' Lo SR S ;"'_ S i per 100 000 population). The three reservations in which homicide

occurred (Pine Ridge, Rosebud and Standing Rock) all experienced
The rate of'houiciae

SO L . .
. . . . e B : - " .
3 . .

a higher homicide rate in 1975 than 1974.
in Slsseton dropped from 41 per 100, , 000 population in 1974 to

zero in 1975

o ; ] . .
i B . ‘{/r . N ) i
. i B - ) S R . . o i

o
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Only one South Dakotaureservation (ﬁower Brule) experienced

any robberies in 1975. This resulted in an average robbery rate

for reservations in the state that was much lower than the non-

reservation averagen

it}

The average property crime rate for South Dakota reservations

fell from 2,587 per 100, 000 population in 1974 to 1,827 per 100,000

population in 1975. Th1s decrease gave reservations in the state

a lower average property crime rate than pon.- -reservation areas for

i

@‘
A
.

‘LL‘\

1975. Among the .reservations, Lower Brule and Pine Ridge maintained G
the highest property crime rates in 1975. - All other reservations
had property crime rates below the South Dakota non-reservation
| average. Crow Creek, Cheyenne River and Standing Rock property &
crime rates increased between 1974 and 1975 The Slsseton property
crime rate dropped 94% between 1974 and 1975 giving Sisseton”the ;
lowest-property crime rate of any reservation in the. state. (1'
Burglary Was the most common property crime on South Dakota's
reservations in 1975, The average reservation burglary rate increased ,
35% in 1975 over the 1974 level. Rosebud, Sisseton and Yankton = o
were the only reservations in the state which did not experience
an 1ncrease in burglary rate. Two reservations (Lower Brule and'
5 Pine Ridge) had burglary rates above 2,000 per (100,000 population’ ¢
in 1075, C - K | ]
The average reservation larceny "rate decreased 51% from 1974
to 1975 giVing reservations a lower average larceny rate than (}:;
non—reservation areas within the state.‘ Lower Brule had the highest )
reservatlon larceny rate in- 1975 followed by Pine Ridge and Crow Creek.
~The Cheyenne River, Crow Creek and Standing Rock reservations had ;

o u 54

e lnCrease‘in larceny rates in 1975#“

Four reservations (Lower Brule, Pine Ridge,

Crow ‘
Cheyenne Riv Creek and

'ler) experienced automobile thefts in 1975,

Although
thekautomobike i
\ theft rate in Lower Brule inecreased from zero in

vation
automobile theft rate decreased 76% between 1974 and 1975,

The lar 2
gest d‘crease in automcbile thefts occurred on the Sisset
eton,

Rosebud and Pine Ridge reservations.
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‘between two variables.

. For example

55

>

Correlates of Crime in South Dakota

0 ? N

. 5 N
The purpose of this section is to examine the relationship

between crime and several socioeconomic variable in 15 South

Dakota counties. Since complete UCR data is available from

only 15 counties the results reported here should not ‘be

generalized to the entire state. This section will provide

2

an example of one of the many ways in which complete data can
o
be used when it becomes available. <1/

Correlations are used to describe the degree of relationship

&

between two variables the correlation obtained will approach
+1.0 (pos1t1ve correlation) or =1, 0 (negative correlation) A

correlation of +1, D or -1.0 indicates that a . -perfect relationship
) @

ex1sts and 1t is possible to exactly predict the value of one

Y

variable if the value on the second variable is known. A

»correlatlon of 0.0 ifidicates that no relationship exists between

L«/

the two variables.

N )

When increasing values on one variable are associated with

increasing values on the second variable a positive value :for

2

the correlation is obtainedﬁ\ A negative value for the correlation

is obtained When 1ncreas1ng values on one variable are associated

with decreasiag values on the second variable.v

& : ® . :
Tests oi statistical s1gnificance help to Qetermine if the

correlation between two variables is due to chance or to a true

relationship between the variables.‘ T s

[«

.Statistical significance 1s stated in probability (p) valuee.'

P<i 05 indicates that there 1s less than 5 chances

in 100 that the correlation obtained is due, to chance alone.

When a high degree of relationship existsﬁ 0

\

- Data Rank Ordered for South Dakota.

ﬁllst%d,ln Table 18

o e

56

HOwever, if there are 100 correlatio#s all statistically signi-

ficant at the p< .05 level, 5 of thede correlations would still

be expected due® to chance,. Aithough other significance levels

(e.g. p< Oi pA 10) are often used ;the p< .05 level is the

When a correlation is 1gn1ficant at the p< .05

S
stated with a reasonable degree of confidence

o

most common.’

v

level it\can be”

that an actual relationship ex1stshpetween the two variables.

The crime rate in any geographicrarea is related to the
r’l/ ,

Socioeconomic and demographic characteristics of the area.

°

The determination of relationship between crime rate and these .
)

‘variables can be usefull in understanding crime and in developing

plans to reduce c¢rime rates From correlational data alone it is

impossible to determine if a high crime rate is responsible for
- the s001oeconom1c characteristics of any area, 1f socioeconomic

characteristics determine the crime rate or, if some other variable

i

or variables are responsible for both. A study of the relationships

can, however, lead@to_a g%tter understanding of the crime problem.

In March of 1873 the Center for Social Research and

Development at the Un1vers1ty of Denver: published 8001oeconomic

This publlcation contains

LN

the rank ordering of South Dakota counties on~121 demographic,

[s) %

education welfare and ethnic variables U

economic, health,
These variables which- were selected for their reliability and

validity, can provide some 1ns1ght into the factors related to

2

~erime in South Dakota. A 7 | . T

In order to g;bvide the most reliable indicator of crime

e

157South Dakota counties on which complete 1975 UCR crime data

N Q

was available were selected fon analys1s These 15~counties are'
aThree additional counties also supplied

&

i
P
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Table 18 “
§ b . 15 Counties Rank Ordered on 1975 Crime Rate
i . ) B W ‘ . ;J\, . Y - L
i CR Crime ‘Part I “bPart I g 3
§ Countyf Rank ' Crime=Rate Crimes rPopulation
% Pennlngton 1° 7,623 45“5,000“ Go 591"
' Yankton ’ 2 = 4,329 779 0 17, 997
’Minnehaha " 3. 4,112, ‘;4 042 ° 08, 288
Brownf 4 3, 546 1 365 38,495
Faulk' 5 1,948 740 °3,799
Codington 6 1,934 . 379 19,597
Brookings ' 7 ‘”1;314_ 297 22,597
Sully 8 1,000 23 ' 2,300
Perkins .9 - 822 - 37 T, . 4,499
K1ng bury 10 757 o . B@ *® . 7,399,
Hanson 11 ¢ 595 E 22 3 629,
; Lake, 12 560 661 10,898
. Hamlin 13 554 31 "5,599
i Grant 14 474 4%{ 9,287
o Hdakon 15 296 8 2,700
s QNote Data derlved from FBI "Crlme bv County”fcomputerfb
pr7htout of June lg76. ° 3 y :
’[! lf " o . Oy . [§] o
I
d )
; ﬁ“QF‘ km‘ aty 5
3 & if ) '~1"~\' v ‘ o
4{‘ o ) e :
r;f | i~ &
i : s & o .
. o ) ;: o J "'ff v’ . !
;; {\? k;‘} ’ g
S, e aoE .
Ty ’v' - s L
j ‘ ! . K
: . k 1 e m o
SR e = g ® '
s ! f B L )
fee b o 8 n® s
‘ L : 5‘,*‘ O. 3 ; ] ﬂ» : | ‘ “‘ ‘UL C«T};
3 & B Tt e’ ' e kL *
a (: 5‘ !‘;( e : . @ ) | .

”county (Fall River),

"were e11m1nated from the analys1s because of missing data

- variable.

[/

complete crimevdatawfor 19%3‘ however they were ellminated

from the analy81s becaﬁse of governmental attachment to another

or the presence of Indian lands withln .

o v

the county for which comparable crlme data was not avallable;‘

_(Mellette and Bennett)

of the 121 s001oeconomic Variables under consideratlon 37

{
:%r the

3

eX1stence of"more “than three countles w1th the same rank on a

Identlcal ranks of several countles on a variable

‘".,makes intrepretatlon of the. resulting correlation difficult

“than
centage'of

A rate tends
',gnnitgﬂthat
kHighvcrime

. persons 65

The rank order of eachcounty on the remaining 84 variables,
\

was determlned. ThlS rank order on each. variable wa% then compared

to the rank"order of county“crime rates Kendall' t%nmwas used

| to compute the degree of relationship between crime rate and

each of the 84 soc1oeconom1c variables.

Of the &4 correlations, 30 were s1gn1f1cantly differentﬂ‘

zero (p< 05) The 30 varlables that correlated 51gn1ficantly

with crime rate are listed 1n Table 19 ‘q7

| Nlne demographlc varlables correlated w1th crime.v The per-~k

3

year—round hous1ng units: lacklng plumblng fac111t1es

orrelated higher With crime rate than any other demographic‘”

variable ﬂThe negatlve correlation 1ndicates that high crime o

24

Joal
llack plumbing facllltles 1n the 15 counties studied

o

rates were alsouassoclated with,a low percentage of

o

a:

.Slze of county populat1%§ and the pelcentage of Indian populatlon

,tended to 1ncreaqe as _crime’ rates 1ncrease R T AL OA‘

R <)

to be ass001ated w1th a low percentage of houSlngo LR e .

and over ando a low percentage of rural farm popula 1on.’

hal
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/‘i _ SRS R A o Table .19.. .. oo e e T - B The other demographic variables which were positively
| ' COhP.ELATIONS BETWEEN CRIME RATE AND SOCTOECONOMIC VARIABLES ' . o ‘ o A , .
! . . ‘ ‘ BRI .related to crime rate included the percentage of 1) families
‘ Correlation , : o : R , !
with Crime N ‘ . S . . 4 o . 2 . . ;
_rate <+ pemographic with children 2) the county population not living in South Dakota ;
« ' Y R b . . . ) ]
429 Population® i ~and  3) veterans of the armed forces. R, :
. 429 Percent of families with own child under 18% , O in 1965 an ) A ‘ 7
.429 Percent of families with own child under 69- s ' S - ; s N . . L, :
.429. Percent Indian population®. : I .. Ten economic variables were correlated with crime rate in the
.410 Percent in:different state of residence than in 19659' ’ . .
.410 Percent veturan of civilian males 16 and overa : : R T . 2 s 8 . . ; :
' De * . income of families was more highly correlated
-, 498 ~Percent of year-round housing units lacking plumbing facilities® 15 counties The mean nco R galy 7
. -.459 Percent of population 85 years and overd . o E : e : : . ‘ . _ .
Q. -,429 _ Perzent farm population in"places less tharr 2,500 popula.tiona , ~with crime rate than any other varlable studied. The positive
= . SR R Economi.c ' @
. £ S n correlation 1nd1cates that a hlgh mean family 1ncome was related
= 676 Mean income of families *
’ +581 . Percemt of families with income of $15,000 or more® e e . to a hlgh crime ‘rate.A high crime rate was also ‘associated w1th
.562  Tot2l county evaluationsP® . L e s S , @ E
.524 Per capita income of persons® i : I o . o
524 Median dollar value.of owner occupied housing upits® =~ . . T larger perceﬁtage of service. and household workers, and smaller - v
2’78 : Median contract rent of rgnter occupied housing unitaa g ) P R i & 3
67 Median income of families I B B
. .410° . .- Employed, 16 and over, percent gerviceé and household workers® ' PR S - ¥ percentages Of blue c°llar workers. 3 The seven Other significant
. 1=, 543 - Percent of families with Social Security income? : B P _
© -.448 . Employed, 16 and over, percent blus collar (except farmers)a \ B B R correlations b’etween crime rate and economic variables all
/_--.383 i Percent of famili‘ 2 with income below poverty levela : o RS ; : ‘ .
A £ = pealth- A o T : K %‘ suggeﬂt that high crime rate is associated ‘with material wealth.
: . N —————_ = T - : o e N - " @ »a . . . ) ) . ( 5 )
. 8 : . - ;) R $ - O™ ' : +
-~ 900 , Persons per M.D.2.° . Sy S Lo l > . R M1 five sig-nificant correlations,between crime rate and
-.'.:62 : * Persons per RiN.€ o . o o k R o1 N 2 » = :
-.486 - BRate of deaths® : - ; L N > oo : . : ,
; -.467. °  Rate of death by heart diseases® .« : : health variables were negatlve. - A higher 'numberoi’ people per
, U 429 Rate of deaths by cancerc. o , . ¢
i ki | ’ . ! iy L : . » - ‘v s
' Mo / o o © ' Edueatiom ¢ . T o S : medical doctor and reglstered nurse was related to:lower crime
: o 448 Average daily school membershipd ) ' N B 5 o > O HS e. b fme nd persons per M.D.“
R :,'2’429 Male 25 years and over, percent High School g::’aduatesaL EEE . . : ]Ej rate‘ The correla’tlon between crli{le rate an p.»; o‘ p, o
. “ : . . B § % " : ’ S et Lo e 2 . ® 3 g T ) :‘g’:, Q ' . .
S e : ' l"ﬁl_f}_l:&. SRR s H R was the only one of’the 30\\, correlations that was not based on
¥ & ' ). ) . : . . a
4819 Familiea with income less than poverty devel, percent with welfa: } mn . a .
4 .58L 7 Aid to Dependent children expenditures per: recipieut e ‘ data for all 15 countles. The reference source of the socioeconomic
A 429 - - Aid to Dependant children recipient rate®’ » g ,
’ I s , ", v o ' ’ data did-not prov1de a rank for Hanson county on the persons per
g " Note. Crime data obtalned from "Crime by COunty.. FBI computer . M D. variable, there:fore, this county was excluded from this .,
; R Br%ntgutkog guned 1974. - Demographic data obtained from Socioeconomic - N ) e
: ata Rank Ordered for South Dakota, March 1973. All rates were expressed- ‘
in terms of 1,000 population,- : Hprest analys:Ls. A high crime rate Was also associated with 1) a low | i
s : ’ g v . . . o
AL S 8'1970.09;?1.%3; S e total rate of deaths 2) a low rate o.f deaths by ‘heart disease T
_PSouth Dakota Department of Revenue Bl . ,
i p_ ot T ERUTER ‘and 3) a low rate of deaths by cancer. A i RE
~&South Dakota Department of° Health , ~ o S i R e 4 @
IR = S M R BERRNT ere si nificantl
dSouth Dakots Department of Public Instruction G o S . Only two variables related to education w &° g ’ Y
~®South Dakota Department of Welfare. ' correlated WIth crime rate. A high average daily school membership
5 , ’(which i<* directly related to population) was associated with a
2 g o =
e ° °
= . L hlgh cri,me rate. .. The- percentage of males 25 years o.nd or older
! o & - « \\ . A
RS ‘ - Sl , EP
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who were high’school graduates was also positively correlated

with crime rate.
| The three significant correlations between crime rate and
welfare were all ‘positive. A high percentage of families below the

poverty 1evel With welfare income, a high ADC expenditure rate

o

~per reCipient and a high ADC recipient rate were all associated

[+

w1th a high crime rate

These correlations suggest that several conditions are
assgciated With crime in the 15 counties studies As might be
expected high crime rates are assoc1ated~With a high population,
high~migration, low percentage of‘population over 65 and,’a,highm

welfare recipient rate.

~can be related to one variable —‘size of county population.‘ For

example, the high hegative correlation between crime rate and

personS'perfM D is probably due to\higher'concentrationsiof“

: doctors in counties With a high population

Some of correlations found raise interesting questions.~'

Why are low death rates aSSOCiated with high crime rates? Why

\/\

Q;ls a high percentage of males ‘who are high school graduates re-

J/ :
lated to a high crime rate? Since a correlation cannot indicate; -
/H,

- causal factors in a relationship, questions of this type have their

mag&r value‘in arouSing curio ity which leads to further exploration

,/
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Most of the significant correlations,founde'

The South Dakota Criminal Justice System

Untilonow,‘theknumbergof cases handled by each facet“pf the
criminal justice system in South Dakota hasinot beenfpresented in
a systematic way. Barriers to such a presentation have included
the unavailability of needed data and the questionable reliability

and validity of portions ef data that was available. The situation

has smproved enough, so that even though the same barriers exist

a rudimentary description of the system can be devised. To see

kthrough a glass darkly may be more useful than not 1ooking at all
The accompanying narrative will be more understandable if refer-

ence is now made to Figure 2, which presents the model of the criminal

4

k Justice system to be followed in displaying the data for adults

The model can“be divided into three major segments Lawv

I

fEnforcement Courts, and Corrections Law Enforcement data ‘ e

conSists of the number of offenses known to the police and the

‘number of arrests The first is obtained from the Uniform Crime

Reports mailed monthly to the FBI from many, not all, of South

’ Dakota law enforcement agencies “The latter is obtained from the

: volume of fingerprint cards submitted by arresting officers to

PR

the state DiVisrnn of Criminal Investigation.‘

]

Though, according

°g,tb South Dakota law, the fingerprints of any person arrested for‘

o

ia ielony or misdemeanor should be, forwarded to the Division many

&

’“agen01es did not comply during the years depicted

é:s Courts data 1s based entirely on circuit court caseload
: &

: 'statistics prov1ded by the South Dakota Judic1ary.” These statistics

‘include the number of preliminary hearings, guilty pleas, court
kvp}trials, and Jury trials for both feionies and misdemeanors.k:The,'

Ca
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total number of dismissals from initial appearances, prjiiminary
ir’

The numb/‘ar of

I

i

hearings, and arraignments are also included.

dJsmlssals from each of the three is not known. %
The number of 1n1tia1 appearances is obtained by summing the
total number of dismissals, court trials, jury trials, and guilty
pleas. '
The number of sentences for a given year is calculated by

adding the number of guilty pleas and the nnmbers convicted from

both court and jury trials.

The numbervarraigned for a given year, also not provided by

the caseload statlstics, should be the sum~of the number of guilty
pleas, court trlals

Jury trials, and the nqpber dismissed at

arraignment The latter is not known, hOweverJ%he7range within
which the actual number of arraignments fall can be determined.
The number of arralgnments can be no less than the number of guilty
pleas,

court trials and jury trials. eit can be no more than

. . T W) i
- the sum of those three plus the total number'of dismissals from

.-from the State Penltentiary s Annual Report.,

the initial appearance, preliminary hearing and arraignment.

Correctlons data consists mainly of information obtained
?

This inﬂludes the

‘number of inmates received from court'sentencing for a given

=

’calendar year the ayerage‘and'range of the daily number of inmates

for the year the number paroled for the year, the number of

parole v1olators returned to the penitentiary, and;the number

released from the penitentiary for the year. Probation data comes

from the State Judlciary and from the Division of Corrections,

'Department of Social Services.
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. effect found w1th thls soxrt of model

Felony data for South Dakota for calendar years 1975 and 1976
is‘inserted, in the following pages, into the model of the criminal
The presentation of the

<

felony data will be followed(by a description of misdemeanors for

justice system portrayed in Figure 2.

i
4 o

the same two years.

Felonies: 1975

‘THe number of felony cases handled by each segment of the
/'\\
system durlng calendar year 1975 is prosented in Flgure 3.

The number of crimes known to police (18,707) 1s obtained

from the FBI publication: Crime in the United States, 1975.

This number represenﬁs the number of v101ent crimes (murder, rape,
robbery, assault) and property crimes (burglary, larceny- the,t

motor vehicle theft) reported to the FBI by South Dakota law

Q

enforcement agenc1es Accordlng to the FBI about 86% of the

populatlon of South Dakota towns and 52% of the rural population
2

" were covered by actual reports.

An approx1matlon of the number‘of arrests made in the state is

obtalned by summlng the number of flngerprlnt cards recelved by
1l
the State D1v1s1on of Cr1m1na1 anestlgatlon from sherlffs police,

J o3
A

and hlghway oatrolmen. e "1

Since some agencies did not submlt flngerprlnt cards and since

wel o

there is novguarantee that submlttlng agen01es created a card for

every arrest thls sum does ‘not prov1de an accurate “arrest flpure.

o

- Though these known crlme and arrest flgures are approx1mate

- their size relatlve to each other fits the(well known funnelnng

XL\T

(Whlch is unknown) is, no doubt larger than theanumber of crimes

known Eo police. The 1atter,,according'to the«best informntion

“

” : . E heen . Q o
. . . R o . -

The‘number of crlmes committed
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available, 15\Fany tlmes larger than the number of arrests made.

_Of the 1, 751 1n1t1al appearances for felony . charges for the“

year, about 33% (576) were dlsmlssed at some point along the way.

A breakdown by 1udt a 1rﬂu1t of the percent oi initial appearancew

resulted

in a ]ury

which were dismissed,

resulted in a court trial,

trial, or were gullty pleas is presented An Table 20 Lo g

More 1n1t1al appearances for a felony charge resulted in

guilty pleas (54%) than in any other action.c About one- thlrd of

the inltlal appearances resulted in dlsmlssals. Understandlng the.

rauses of thls number of dismissals may well prov1de clues for

1ncreased pollce and court efficiency.

Differences among the Judlclal c1rcu1ts is perhaps p01nted

out most sharply in comparlng the c1rcu1t Wlth the lowest percent

of dlsmlssals with the 01rcu1t w1th the hlghest percent Circuit

-

1 had about a 17% dlsmlssal rate of initial appearances for pos51ble

felony charges in 1975. Clrcult 1 1s also one of the two clrcults

withs the hlghest percent of court trlals (about 11%) and- has a

jury trial percentage one and a half tlmes hlgher than’the c1rcu1t :

In‘other words, about 85% of

w1th the second hlghest percentage

the 1n1t1a1 appearances resulted in elther a trlal or a gullty
- o '

plea. o o

In'contrast,aCircuit‘6vhadkabout a 42% dismissal.rate. -
ﬂ v =y v

58% of the initial appearances reSulted'in eithervzwtrial or a

Only

RO

gullty ples. IR W Qp
The percent of conv1ct10ns for court and Jury trla]s are

21. The average

presented for each Jud1c1a1 circuit 1n Table

o

percent of court trlals resultlng in a conv1ctlon is 97 percont,

AN

An average of about 78 percent of Jury trlals produced i conviction;

0

b

lo

o

]

 Circuit Disposition of Initial Appearsiices:

;1975:Felonie§

JudiciaI( ; R o ' -
Circuit Number Dismissed ‘Court Trial ‘Jur§dTrial \vGuilty Plea
1 No. 197 | 33 o1 T o '
, 33, 1 41
: % | ,-100% 17% 1% 21%:. 1§§%~
2 No. 207 74
& - 0
A 100% '36%. 0% fg% 1337
U [Br¥o]
3 No: 290 97 1 :
29 ‘ 11 10 .
% 100% 33% 4% M
e 8 4% 3% " 599
4 ‘No. 147 50 " 18 5 8 5
| % ©100% - . 34% ©11% / 5% gg%
5 No. 292 101 ‘ :
| ) e . 22 ., 12
% 100% 35% 8% 4% “ag
6 “No. ‘ébs | 85 : -
o it i ateg et 8 15 95
G% 100% 42% 4% L7% -E;%
7 No. . 207 99 1 ' 73
% 100% 33% 4% 1;1% 3583'%
8  No. 118 37 73 .
| b 3 12 :
. STATE® No. 1,751 576 ‘ ‘ 94
,, ,7E q 92
8 % 100% 33%, '5% li;z 932%
\ - v
x\ﬂ/, " o - 5
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;{ﬁ : N 7 ;g : e | ) "Feloniestu 1976 5 i
e i X ' " \ ' Qf}, i T1e number of felony cases handled. by each segmentyof the
. ’ g ¢ 5 " i B system durlng‘calendar year 1076 1s presented in Eigure 4,
B e “ Q‘Df e ;(d N :” The number of crimes known to pollce during 1976 will not be
5 : 0 ;? = “{3] V{); r,gyavailable untll the FBI publishesiits report on crime in the
; i - g ‘,l e » : United States abouj August 1977 (This data lag has been solved
A : | df e ! '"n» yfor the future through 1mplementationabyythe Attorney-General of
. 5 ¢ i %€3 ; tate unlform crlue reporting system ) H
««;Tablé béi 3 . L- _;E 1 ” The approx1mate number of arrests for felony charges made 1n
| | S ‘.%1?~’_ k_J E ;Felony Prails: .1975"v‘? Trg0/“"’<q - 5; | rjthe state ‘for. ‘the year was 2 285 o figure obtained by summing
90nvi¢tibP$ py_circult for ??“rt and{'u%y'“; S e ) 6 | g%:i the number ‘of fihgerprint‘cards received by the State Division of
o | Bk ¥ . o . Criminal‘Investigationrfrom'sheriffsaJpolice, and highway patrolmen.
:v ’ — A ‘ dury Trlals »‘i ril‘f‘ ¥ :;,: Of the 1 833 1n1t1al appearances for felony charges for 1976
N .gggiﬁiil NumbegOPrtjgézivgcted;’l‘ Number B %ccnv1cted i?‘.§ ’ 0 ) about 30% (547) were dismise ed at some point along the way
i~;% ’ pzl;@:u;w L 100% ° ifé%dr}o ,{7é§; s i E7 A breakdown by Judicial circuit of the percentuof iuitial |
: '73, = ;%glg: R °  gzé flg“rtv ggé IR o ,f,fe“; ;j-;z appearances Whlch are dismissed 'result rn a court trial, result
g%f "g : i ;g@c fﬁj2100i° g Vi%;J;%‘ ‘gg%: "éak.’: f“ '#?ﬂ »in a- Jury trlal or are gullty pleas 1s presented 1n Table 22
.;:. ‘g . : :1§:' EV‘§88% o 2 rig%!;% 'f gg$, | ; e As in 1975, more 1nit1a1 appearances for a felony cnarge
‘i - 8 ‘ “3)' 'Xiloo% Lo {éiiﬁ. lr;g%;f‘ c,; : ku“‘. s lresulted 1n gullty pleas (58%) than in any. otherﬁaction.~ About 30%
;' 5 ’STATE‘i( «,;; apég‘ 1rK97% 5 ’ﬁi ; Agga%d o gj/ of the 1n1t1al appearances resulted in dismissals .
t e i e O fdi : | . ~ Once again, Circuit 1 had the lowest dismissal rate (13%) |
- ) ; . pi~ | i‘ff;‘ > o ‘ pof all JudlClal 01rcu1ts.‘ Circuit 1 also had the greatest percent |
e :ff} | . ?ﬁf‘ o fgef diof court (12%) and *jury (25%y'tr1a1s of all Judicial circults
'%‘ i B :: - h o SR %~ | "i i‘ 'lAbout 87% of the 1n1tia1 anpearances in’ Circuit 1 resulted 1n either
l y | | e /? | ‘ a. ‘trlal or . gullt<y plea‘ S , -
. . yg . “ rp:f*k E,é?f} ?,;'CYF g’n*’ The highest dismissal rate (41%) occurredin Circuit 7. AbOUt .
- i;ﬁ?ju@ i Kp‘ »p%;it - ';LAQQ %‘;bca HJ°559% of the initial“appearances in this circuitmresulted in eithel o -
hi - L e T jtl ; o ‘Bl’li 7’:~§; a trial or plea of guilty fff',kahv’d e d’bdi-inﬁfifiifﬁr_ 17
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s Table 22
: fﬁa‘ Circuif.7Disposition of Initial Appearances: 1976 Felonies
i :
f —
0 Judicial : Initial Appearances «
i Circuit Number Dismissed Court Trial Jury Trial Guilty Plea
‘ 1 No. 164 21 19 41 83
H % 100% 13% 12% 25% 537%
P 2 No. 332 123 7 29 173
| %  100% 37% 2% 9% 52%
3 No. 427 126 20 3 278
%  100% "30% "5% 1% 67%
o 4 No. 166 49 10 15 92
i % 100% 30% 6% 9% 55%
5 No. 230 39 18 5 168
% 100% 17% 8% 2% 73%
o 6 No. 115 35 3 5 22
k % 100% 30% 3% 4% 63%
i 7 No. 296 121 11 13 151
. % 106% 41% % 4% 51%
o 8 No. 103 33 2 16 52
% . 100% 32% 2% 16% 51%
| STATE  No. 1,833 547 90 127 1,069
| % 100% "30% '59% 7% 58%
;
o
,§§;4,
0 N
| | ‘/A;"\ | @
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‘ rrom the penitentiary.

73
Conviction figures for court and jury felony trials féi 1976
are preSented for each JudiOial cireuit in Tah1 HTh average
percent of court trials resultlng in a conviction 1s about 91

percent. An av\rage of about 72 percent of Jury trials produce a

conviction.

o

trials occurred in Circuit 1.

of those arraigned who elther stood trial or pled guilty
(1,286), about 83% (1,069) pled,guilty. About 7% (90) had a court
trlal R wh11e about 10% (127) had a jury trial.

- The acqulttal rate for court trials was about 9%. Eightr— ¢
two of the 90 court trlals ended in a felony convictlon “The
acquittal rate for Jury trials was about 28% with 91 of 127 ending
in a*felony oonv1ct;on “ A total of 1,2%& 2 feldny convictions, 68% of
those who- made 1nrt1al a%Pearances occurredin 1976. b

ACcordlng to dat@ﬁfrom the State Penltepuiary, 369 males and

94 females were received ag inmates from the|iourt.in calendar

year 1978.

The penltentlary s average daily count ranged, for state

prisoners, from 373 (January count) to 479 (December count) male kN

“x
inmates and from 20 to 25 female inmates. “The average daily count

for male ‘federal prlsoners ranged from 14 to 26
Durlng 1976, 94 persons were dlscharged and 151 paro]ed
Forty—six persons, not necessarily from

the 151 paroled were returned for parole v1olations. According

_to ‘“the Board of CharltleS'and Correctlons, 158 persons were under

parole superv151on in calendar year 1976.

3 :;"; P

The number of felony cases on probation in 1976 is not Jknown.

However, the total number of probationers under supervilion by

. - s S U

The lowest conv1ctlon rate for both jury and court o
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Table .:23:

Convictions by Circuit for Court and Jury Felony Trials:

1976

&

Judicial Court Trials “Jur
S < : y Trials
Clrcult Number %Convicted Number %Convicted
- 1 19 * 89% a1 8¢ |
, 1 , 0%
- vg 23 138?‘ 29 59%
"'{_:xf;” o o . : ' 2 o 3 100% &
o 4 : 10 vfi%xg 100% 15 60%
5 18 100% 5 80%
6 3 - 100% 5 80%
‘g 11 82% - 13 69%
3 2 100% 16 75%
STATE : 90 ) | . -91% 127 ' 729 ;
. : e 0 too ‘
| \ s . . \\
- 8 ¢
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\\‘ o
& ; g
€ 3
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for fiscal year 1976 was 148,

the Office of Adult Corrections

The total number of cases under supervision by the courts for
calendar yeii 1976 was 805 (717 males and 88 females).-

Misdemeanors: 1975

, known to South Dakota %olice;is not

The number of misdemggge;s
available due to a lack of"uﬁiform recording of this informatfbn."
Hopefully, the new ‘crime reporting system presently supervised
by the Division of Criminal Invesfigation, will alleviate this

condition.

3

If the number of fingerprint cards éssbciated with misdemeanor o

arrest submitted by law enforcement agenciles to the Division of

Criminal Investigation islaccepted as an apprd%imatioﬁ of the fota}
nﬁmber‘of affests, 4,077 arrests for misdemeanors werémmade du?ing
célénda; yeaqgigys. This arrest figure, however; is far below tge

number of initial appearances formhisdemeanor;charges recorded by

the judiciary (10,719). ",ﬂ <

"~ arraignment.

Of these initial‘appearances,‘about 14% (1,500) were dismissed

at either the,initial appearance, the preliminary hearing, or the

pes

A breakdown by judicial circuit of the percent of initial
appearances which'were dismissed, resulted in a court trial or
a jury.tria¥: or were guilty pleas is présented in Table 24.

Statewide, a greater percent of Eyilty_pieas (80%) and a ‘

“smaller percent of dismissals (14%) oceurred during 1975 for mis-

demeanor than for felony charges (54% and 33%, respectively).
The two circuits with the highest number of misdemeanor

appearances, circuits .2 and 7, were alsQ the circuits with ﬁhé)
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Table 24'
Cirpuit Disposjtion of Initial Appearances: H1975 Misdemeanors
Jgdiciél . RN “IhitialéAppearances
Circuit Number " Dismissed Court Trial Jury Trial Guilty Plea
1 . No. 1,049 143 74 12 820
% 100% 149 7% 1% 78%
2 No. 2,022 144 165 29 1,691
o g 100% % 8% 1% ' ga%”
.3 No. 1,466 150 38 12 1,266
% 100% 10% 3% 1% 86%
4  No. 885 110 . 51 21 703
| 100% - -12% 6% 2% 79%
5 No. 1,064 1135 g8 6 915
g '100% 13% 0.7% . 0.6% 86%
6 .. No. 1,316 237 L 37 15 1,027
. g '100% 18% 3% 1% 78%
7 " No. 2,302 499 127 10 1,666
. g T'100% -22% 6% = 0.4% 2%
8 No. <615 82° 3 8 o 523
% 100% 13% 0.5% 1% %%4& 85%
STATE = No.10,719 = 1,500 . 503 106 ' 8,610
9 xlDO% 14% 5% 1% 80%
cc ) » x,' ©
Q [n
. 3

N
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; greatest contrast in percent dismissals. Of 2, 022 appearances, T
circuit 2 had a 7 percent dismissal rate Circuit 7 had a 22% 1o g Tahle 25 ’
@ ‘ . | i\ ‘ G| g o D : o
dismissal rate with 2,302 appearances. Circuit 7 also\had a 72% v Convictions by Circuit for Court and Jury Trials: 1975 Misdemeanors ‘
Y . . = ‘ ) V ‘
guilty plea rate, the lowest of all Judic1a1 clrcuits } v R , i
The percent of convictlons for court anchury trials are - v : ~ ' N .
’ﬁg 0 fJudlcial } .Court Trials ‘ o Jury Trials !
presented for each judicial 01rcu1t in Table 25, State conviction T ‘ Circuit Total Convicted » Total Convicted |
rates for misdemeanor charges arenabout 79% for 503 court trials » 1 .No.* 74 66 192 8 ;
| . . . - // o ” = % ‘ 89% .75%‘ 1
and 63% for 106 jury trials. . : i oy ' !
: A~ _ : ' c G- o o 2 No. 165 115 22 13 !
The number of trials ana’percent of conv1ctions—varied widely ¢ % . 70% - ] 599 .
ﬁacross~circuits The number of court trials ranged from 3 in . '3 No. éS~ 22 12 i1
L ; % 58% ,
circuit 8 to° 165 in c1rcu1t 2 Court trlal conv1ction rates for ~ ' o o ' i ’ ) . 92%
/ . , o 4 No. - 51 45 21 11
mlsdemeanor charges ranged -from 54% in¢circuits 6 and 7 to 89% : g % 88% n 529
- and 100% in c1rcu1ts 1 and 8, respectlvely 5 No. 8 ks SRR . '6 ) 6
~ % 75% Y B * 100%
The number of jury trlals in 1975)for misdemeanor charges _ S “ -
| | o 1o 6 _ No. 37 20 15 9
zxranged from 6 in circuit 5 to 22 1n cirecuit 2. Conviction rates - o k “\y% ' 54% 60%
from jury trlals ranged from 30 percent (01rcuit 7) to 100 percent 7 No. 127 122 iO 3
‘ . % B  54% :
(circuit 5). e : I v ,é . 30%:
| , | o g D $i o 8 - No. 3 3 : 6.
Of those arraigned who either stood trial or pled guilty - " : % S A . 100% » K 75%:
(9,219), about 93 % (8;610) pled guilty About 5% recelved a court - STATE No. \%503 - 399 106 67 - ’ﬂ
I D 4 % i 79% :::' : . LA o
trial, \ﬁhlle ‘about 1% chose a . Jury trlal 63% :
" ‘ 0 @ -
Court‘trlal‘acqulttal rate for misdemeanors was about 21%. - ,ﬁm,c) ) : .
of the0503 court trials 399 ended 1n a mlsdemeanor conviction “ |
\"{j .
The acqulttal rate for Jury trials wascabout 37% with 67 of the 106. 0 ) \\ e
ER 4 ‘ N
JurY trials endlng in a conv1ctlon A total of 9 076 misdemeanor R €);, c P B $W'
conv1ctrons, 85% of - those who made inltial appe‘"ﬁ}ges, occurred in . ?5 ‘ la p ‘ SR !
MisdemeanorS' 21993 IERE @ R g Qf ~ o N el ‘ e . e
N TS : . : = ‘ k3 e | L
T The number of flngerprint ‘cards associated with misdemeanor e B iy S e ° ‘ b
T L oo S i J st
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~arrests Feceived by the Division of Criminal Investigation in . o R < e i I
~ _ . i *,“~D PRI - Table 26 o Ca

v %
A

1976 was 4,959. S e Lo

e ,d€§1_ 4o ‘ Clrch:lespos1t10n of Initlal Appearances 1976 Misdemeandrs

-0f the 9 532 1n1tia1 appearances for mlsdemeanor charges,

about 13% Fl 281) were dlsmlssed at either the initial appearance,'

the prellmlnarY hearlng, or the arralgnment R R R R B gud101a1 N o= - Initial Appearances
s el lo . Circuit = "Number Dismissed Court Trial _ Jury Tr
‘A breakdown by Jud101al c1rcu1t of the percent Of initial ' B I ' , A . N e e
- Lol i 1 No 1,203 170 135 26 - 962

appearances which were dlsmlssed resulted in a court or jury - _ k, ._' '1 ' el ‘ A G ;100% R 13 B 10% - 29 - 74%

ﬁﬂrlal or were guilty pleas is presented in Table -26. ~ o E lk R 2 No. 1,222 s 131 :> 93 = 22 076
‘ ¢l 1o % 100% - 1% . 8% 2% - 80%

%s in 1975 the statew1de percent of gullty pleas (79%) was ‘ T SR o 3‘ Dy o o \ ,, ‘
& e - No. = 1,301 w113 0 . b4 : 20
- % - 100% © 9% : 4% 2% 1,1;2%

SR L 4 No. 829 | 85>‘ : 60 ‘“'fig )
R v : . T - 'S i 666 :
ol do % - 100% 10% % p 2% ' ;ggo% £

Though there were about 1;20Q fewer initial appearances for e , T ‘5:'

greater and the percent of dlsmlssals (13%) smaller for mlsdemeanor

than for felony charges (58% and,SO%, respectlvely).

No. 1,392 129 19 o 1,
i ioor  Tew 1% 0.6% 805

6 + No. - 1,0
ST

misdemeanor charges in 197§ than in 1975, the disposition-percentages SR e
for. the two years are remarkably similar‘for both the state and = o ORI I S R
: s ha EERRRR : D S A

66 181 53 . 16 . 816

< 4 S . 00% ) 5% 2% ;#%
the JudlClal 01rcu1ts ‘ :‘a . ST o ’ _ ‘ T REE T o o o ‘ R o L ' Co o
| S T 7  No. - 1,699, 385 - 109 19 . 1,186

Percent of d1sm1ssa1s in 1976 ranged from about 9% in clrcults IR uk"u e % 100% ~ 23% . 8% T A “70%

3 and 5 to about 23. percent in circuit 7, which also had the e hm't 8 No. 730 g7 ap , ‘24 R

- : o o % 1008 Iz 3% 39 fﬁg@
lowest percent (70%) of gullty pleas Clrcult 5 had the 1argest R e e ' : R » . o & , = LIEB
| _ o} - V. 9 No. 9,532, © 1,281 ~ 543 154 . I
percent of gulltY pleas (89%) in the state v L DR " I ) ~ 2100%', i,;13% B 6% Qvlég% b ‘-7 ﬁgﬁ%’

The percent of conv1ct10ns for court and Jury trlals are pre- ‘ RSP S B e T
‘ G e
sented for each Judlclal clrcuit in Table 27 . State conv1ction\\&wn S 0 DR

rates for mlsdemeanor charges are about 87% (as compared to 79% SR “5_ ,-u*v>j~‘
- Sl ,“ : o SN z/] .

~in 1975) for court trlals and 53 (as compared to 63% in 1975) ’”3; T '51 I A ‘
o e 9% 30 " AR ’»a‘~9 f 

~for jury trlals A Flve hund <ed forty three court trials and 154 G e S o

S

[

f‘Jury trials for mlsdemeanor charges occurredgin 1976 each an . ° BRI (T (RN SRS s e o /7
V /

lncrease from 1975 : ‘b ) 2 ‘ i 1l&h~ 5 . S F: B hk?ht‘ vm g;;b‘ﬂvﬁ V‘}a"w o : ! : .j' . : Tk ,;ée N . : ‘ . y = :
} 3 ’ § S €§;‘ ca: ’() B L e Tl BERECE ﬁ&",4' ‘“ ) : » ::, b ey L ". v' Lo e %
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As in 1975 w1de variatlon in number of trials and- percent

B ) & SR
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\Table 27 | b
Conv1ctions by Clrcuit for Court and Jury Trials:“ e
1976 Misdemeanors ‘ R - Q)
w2 | 7 S X\f'fj L[)J : ’ E
= ,fﬁ, ‘,9 e
' Dot ._,3/)"7. ' T ’ o ‘ ’ .
Judicial Court Trials .~ = - Jury Trials . -
> Circuit _Number _GonvVicted __ Number . Convicted o
1 No. 135 26 16 '
R P 62%
-~ ,2 . YNo. 93 & 74 22 13 ek
3 No: 54 ... 33 200t 7
s % o g 61% : o 35% ’
4 No. , 60 60 18- . 9 .
: ” % 10,0% ' B 50% s B
5 No. , 19 17 N |
‘ % i 89% 11%
e No. 53 39 16 9 b
S ~ 4% | 56% 0
7 No. 109 108 @ S 19? 14 i
R R - 99% s | T4% - b
8  No. 20 L k;is T T 24 12 b
% . e T90% e d . 50% ¢
STATE ., No, 543 472 154, 81 e
% s - 87% L  53% T
o
o N n ) i
: . | 2»'5 u'(yf%;7f
a. ! e i )
i e | g o
ORI T Cw e R

L
e

o

| ?;v_<8r251), about 91% (7,554) pled gu1lty.

ranged from 9'1n circﬁit‘S to 26 1n 01rcuit 1.

K“the lowest convrction rate for Jury trials (11%)

[1154 Jury trials endlng in a conviction;

) occurred in 1976. Sy ]

kh,State Judioiary Juvenile‘Referrals

k)

- 82
in c1rcu1t 5 to 135 in circuit 1. Conviction\rates for court
trlals ranged from 61% (circuit 3) to 100% (circuit 4)

The number of Jury trials 1n 1976 for mlsdemeanor charges

‘The highest

:‘conv1ction rate (74%) occurred in circuit 7.

NNNNN

About 7% recelved a court

’ trial whlle about 2% chose a Jury trial

Court trial acqulttal rate for mlsdemeanors was about 13%

e

. Of the 543 court trials, 472 . resulted in a misdemeanor conviction

rThe acqulttal rate for jury trials ‘was about 47%, with 81 of the

A total of 8,107 mis—‘

demeanor conv1ct10ns, 8a% of those who made initial appearances,

o

. The number of Juveniles referred to the court on delinquencv

twcharges and the d1spos1tion actlons taken by the court in calendar

year 1976 are outlined for males in Table 28 and for females in

Table 29

foe

Delinquency diversions refers to those juveniles who are /@'

: d1verted from the court 1nto a program, such as counseling

from 86% (Judicralfcircuits 3 and o) to 76% (circuit 6)

kAbout 54% of the 2 790 males referred to court and 67% of the 675

females were directed 1nto such programs

The percentage of maleruveniles diverted from court ranged ¢j~

Female

7lhf3uven11es diverted ranged from 40% (circuit 3) to 86% (circuit 7))

”VOf the referrals. SO A 51»v - B lf e e

S

Circuit 5 also had

SN

or

‘su,‘
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:5 Table 28 : - _aAdJLdzcate %re?ers ‘to those juvenlles who were brought to
“&; B} ..+ Btate u'lc1ary Juvénile Ref@r‘¢» » Ab5 _WB% of the males and 30% of the females referred were
o i L . Males; Calendar Year ig7 N ‘
R ' L —brought +to court. The percent of court referrals that were actually °
! : ne ‘«forought to counf\ranged from 22% (circuit 6) to 64% (circuit 5)
g%ﬁiﬁiil ‘ Regggizlgfr ?g%versigns for males and from 12% (01rcu1t 7) to 59% (circuit 3) for females
Cirguit . Y g
:%jf : ‘ ’ n242 63% Juvenlles in the Youth Serv1ce Program are referred for place-
WA ) P . 0 s : :
:gﬁ igg‘ -50% . ment in foster homes
g f ,122' ! -Probation, Prison and Parole .1972-1976
gi ngiﬁ' ' A descrlption of changes over a five—year period in the probation,
¢ 8 127 prison, and.paro]e population in South Dakota may serve to
STATE ‘dramatize state trends and be useful in determining future policy
;J ,‘Data in this sect ion 1s presented for both calendar and fiscal | !
i . o ‘ 14
* o ' N ;years, when avallable o Ca g
; ! S - : Ci,f ;f ' Adult corrections.‘ Changes in the number of inmates (male) f
; Referral Statistics: e i o
; State Juﬁ;ﬁ;?gi Jg;ig;é:r gegr 1076 v : o at the State Penitentlary in Sioux Falls over the five—year period
H Y b Lo N
? o Q o ] Ty <y
@ - o :)\ e from calendar years 1972 to 1976 are shown in Table 30. Whether
Z‘ . v - . (R . Lo \1/5 ) . ,
f& - » - ; S Vouth o lo 'the measure by the total number of 1ndividuals 1mprisoned during
| Judieia 2 ‘Uort Diversions = Ad udicated ~ Pro-  .Service | 1 ‘ 2
} gggéﬁiil Betorbiiy. No 7 “‘Noj o - bation  Program - : ‘ the year or the average daily count for the year the same pattern
5 é ; "' : ' ’ ‘ R CL da el L ¥ ‘can be seen. The prison population declined each year until 1975 .
- ) 1 7  83% 13 16% 37 0 L o RO |
s é lgi - 29 sg% g 52 42% : a1’ 10 '« - ' when about a 30% 1ncrease occurred
: 58 23 40% 34 59% - 31 2 =7 | 10 | | |
'2 182 = 53 50% 45 43% 4 BO 7 S The number of 1nmates recelved from court sehtencing declined_
. 5 76 49 . 64% - 267 34% 27 2 R R FR ' .
) B gw 132 ¢ ‘38 fsﬂé .18 15% : 35 g 3§xg~' 4 until 1975 when a 54% 1ncrease occurred The number sentenced -
o . . - . 0 # =i . Lo . . R i S I i .
o ‘ B d : : e oL o 1 ' '“(; 12 18 5 - . i 2] o S K L B
g Zg g gg_ Qgg%f ‘ H,g '9923% R 261 0 ol L to the penitentiary continued to 1ncrease in 1976 but less dra— g T R
- ; ‘ AR i U - BRE RN X ; o . R I o e , 5 %,f
STATE 675 453 67% 205  30% - 265 29 i ma"ically (7%) ER N' | g
i | — ’ ' e s T | The same type of, data is presented in Table 31 for ffscal years o
, i A ol 1 3*11972 to 1975 Again, the inmate(ropu agipn declined until 1975 ‘,9 B
T : o o w L » S @ " ‘ . . ’ ’ o . S '; f’
S e RS S b,when a substantial increa ,ocuurred- SR S B
i 3 | B b - e T ~',"’fff T AR B e e o )
R ..c " . i | i Ly ':: . i ‘_‘ E ' ‘(_S,‘ " . »;; ' . oa‘.} v‘- | ‘.; ,:. ; .k N a} ‘ 4 : } : ~ e vl
,*.'.3\(\:;: ,: ! ::{;v | Cj @& ! ( - .J» ; . . - E . B £ . ) L" ‘
g . 7 [ = ;‘ _ : * @ : @ - : nl{[ " SRy ; X
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A revealing comparison of the growth rate of thehSouth Dakota - . &

S

Penitentiary with that of other state and federal prlsons is @ Ol

presented in Appendlx A, The number of inmates in each prison on.

January 1, 1976 and again on the same date in 1977 is given.

i

‘This inrormation comes from the results of a survey undertaken (%

py Corrections Magazine and published in their March, 1977 issue.

Over the entire United States, there was a 13% increase in

the number of inmates from 1976 to 1977
the largest percent increase in prison population of any state

except Alaska was 40%. The number of 1nmates 1ncreased from 372

on January 1, 1976 to 521 on January 1, 1977 £ I o

Thus, South Dakota' stenitentlary population has been on

the increase since 19747 Changes over the years in the pollcy

used by the courts in maklng conv1ct10n and senten01ng deCiSions . : ,,@

/;z :
may be a maJor factor here.

)

Prlson populatlon changes for South Dakota s neighboring

states were 1ncreases of 18% for North Dakota, 6% for Neoraska,v A &

3% for Mlnnesota 1 % for Iowa, 33% for Montana, and 14% for

,‘Colorado Wyoming's inmate population decreased 7 percent@

As shown 1n Table 32 the number of” 1nmates paroled increased ﬂ,» O

i o
ny substantlally from 1972 to 1973 but has remained at essentially
. y i 5

‘the same number 51nce 1973 If both the prison populatlon and

Y,

. an overcrowded prlson. S °~, L , e

,:«3

(2}
e

The number of parole violations, for which 1ndividua1s were

B

‘returned to prison

1972 to 1973 and again (22 to 46, violations) from 1975 to 1976.\

South Dakota s increase," O

- parole trends continue, no- relief w111 be offered via parole to | ‘ &

took a sharp jump (14 to 23 violations) from ,v;t‘ ';@§‘fg7b

0

o

86

The number of adult probationers under the supervision of the
Division of Corrections for each of“fiscal years:1972 to 1976,
hown in Table 31, increased across fiscal years 1973 to 1975,
1then dropped by over 50% from 1975.to 1976, when the judiciary
took over many of these cases. For calendar year 1976, the ‘total
number of probation cases under supervision by the Judiciary was 805.

Juvenile Corrections. Changes in the number of Juveniles at

the State’Training School in Plankinton over the five—year period
from fiscal year 1972 to. 1976 are presented in Table 33 ‘Though
the number of Juveniles received increased steadily until 1976

' (when there was a 15% drop), the average daily count dropped by
41 percent from 1972 to 1973. The average daily count increased in

1974, 1eveled,off for 1975, and increased again for 1976.

As shown in‘Table 34 the numberrofijuveniles residing at
the State Youth Forestry vamp remained essentially the same
(about 24 inmates on any given day) until 1276, when the effects

~of opening a second camp are seen. Though the number of juveniles
on any given day remained constant the turnover rate, according

g to.the yearly totals, iticreased across the years

i »
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Table,SQ Table 32

D) L : ; :
gg{} . o Adults Placedion Parole: 1972-1976

Number and . Percent Change of State Penitentiary } .

Inmates from Calendar Year 1972 to 1976

/
/

'fgg o ‘Calenda¥. Year = ' - “  Figeal Year
n ‘Number Percent ' -~ " Number . Percent
Year Paroled Change + Year - Paroled Change

Aﬁeasure , Calendar . ' - Number e - Percent
Year Inmates ___Change

1972 100 C ©1972 87 |
g 1973 . 149 +49% 71973 145 +67% |

2 ] 1974 138 -7% 1974 147 f +1% '
1 1975 147 +7% 1975 152 +3%
1976 151 +3% 1976 154 +1%

Yearly Total 1972 644 - "
1973 - 590 ~8%
v 1974 . 481 S -18%
o , © 1975 L , 624 +30%
| 1976 o 782 +25% <

Daily Average 1972 363
| 1973 272 °  -25%
1974 245 -10%
| o 1975 322 o +31%.
k& ' 4 1976 ’ - 451 +40%

1

Table 33,

Q

Number Received i '
: from Courts v 1972 ; o 272, S o
i 1973 255 : s -6%
1974 ‘ R 224 - -12% o
1975 - ' 344 - 7 +54%
1976 , . 369 S

e

Adults Placed on'Probatioﬁ: .Fiscal Years 1972-1976
(Division of Corrections) S ' -

¥ ;
i | | , H

& 0T ﬂ = T
‘ e - : , W

 Table 81

o , Lo ! :
Fiscal Year . Number Place@ o Percent Change ,
) X " «ik ‘ o = "‘. ‘ ) - ' “
1972 227 : ‘ e e AR
i o 1973 : , . 221 ] o ~-3% R R
i D c 0 1974 ‘ ” . 266 | . . +20%
1976 o oo148% “ -52%

e ' Number and Percent Change of State Penitentiary .
Ipmates,from Fiscal Year 1972 to 1975

o

AR : Measure Fiscal Number s Percent
Year 7 Inmates o uChange‘

Yearly Total 1972 - 652 s S
1973 o 618 . - ~5%

: a8 ' " _ w974 . { 502 ‘ - -19%

Rt R 1975 - 574 o +14%

S . 1976 - 807 . +41%

] g‘

. ? The State Judiclary took charge of many of the probation cages
o in 1976, 805 cases were under the Judicia“y'“ supervision\in .
s calendar year 1976 . ~N ”

£ : . : R ‘ g

. ° i i
@&fw S

Daily Average "o1e72 385 S P
: 1973 363 6% R

I
w
1
R
ofF
B

1974 . 239 e e e e £ T L e < f '
1975 273 o +14% ~ R RS B RS D R S R R SR | o ‘ e
1976 390 P +43% B e UL T I : i S s | 8 T

\\

i g s e 0 e kgt ety g R 8 ST i
¥ !
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State Training School Population:

B U A 2

TableQBA

o

Fisetal Years 1972-1976

“ ) e

*’ Youth Forestry Camp Population:

G

Ny .=

o

i

Average
Fiscal Daily Percent Number Percent
Year Count Change Received Change ’
1972 111 | 133 S
1973 65 -41% 141 . +6% o
1974 78 +20% 150 +6%
1975 84 +1% .- 189 +§g% 5
1976 103 +18% - 165 - .
7
. BN
Table 35

fiscal Years 1972 - 1976

a

Average , 7
'Fiscal v.Dailg Percent Number Percent
Year « Count Change ﬂecelved - Change
_}833, ° 23 -4% 45 7%
1974. 24 - N +4% 50 +11%
5 1975 24 { 0% g 59 +18%
- 1976 0 ..  +67% 94 +59%

S

n

G

&g
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“analy21ng criminal Justlce expenditures in

13
%
B

‘ requested to flll out a mail survey form.‘

“=8ystem Resources

£}

;B

Criminal Justice Expenditurescin South ﬁakota

The Natlonal Crlminal Justlce Information and Statlstlcs

Ly

Serv1ce (NCJISS) conductnran annual survey of national, state and

ExeiSngsitn] s O X
e

loca1>government agencies in order to determine criminal Jjustice

expenditures and employment in the nation, The data from these

surveys is published in the annual report Expenditunz°and Employment.

Data for the Crlmlnal Justlce Svstem. Government agen01es in South

Dakota use a varlety of accountlng systems whlch define criminal

Justlce expendltures in dlfferent ways. In addltlon, dlfferent

levels of government repdrt eriminal justlce expendltures on the
basis of dlfferent twelve montn perlods and, not all ‘local

governments submit annual expenditure report§ to the state auditor
. ” /

general. ‘In order to .avoid these prpblems of data combarabllity

as much as possible, NCJISS data for‘SouEh Dakota is used in

the state. . Fiseal

Year (FY) 1975 is the latest vear for which complete expendlture

datafex1st FY 1975 is deflneduby NCJISS as July 1 1974 to June

o

30, 1915 January 1 to .December 31 1974; 'or, the governmentgs

fiscal year which ended between July 1, 1974 and June 30, 1975

Although some problem exists in comparing data from different 12

month perlods, many of the other deflnltlonal problems are av01ded
Additlonally, the use of NCJI°S dat a.alloasg@arect cpmparlsons

to be made Between suates L P I R

Do o E i . o

NCJISS data are collected in two ways All county. governments

1

and all city governmentsuw1th a clty populatlon of 10 000 or more are

"T‘: . ’ i . ’ ‘)//-Q R : 0.

In addition,)mall surveys .

-~

. @
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are sent to a sample of all c1t1es with a populatlon under 10,000.
o
Data forSouth Dakota state government agencies, on the other hand

@

are collected by a tralned field: representatlve ©

[v]

The FY 1975 NCJISS survey was suppllmented by a s1milar
survey conducted by'the South»DakotarSAC. Six local governments
in hiéh‘crime’areaS‘Which were not covered by the NCJISS sample

were included in the SAC survey. The NCJISSdand SAC surveys ,
obtained the" same kinds Sf expenditure and*émployment information

i

and therefore data *rom these surveys have been comblned irs the
Jv Yy .

follow1ng tables.

i
§
it

State Agency Expenditures. The criminal justice‘e%pendituresf

“».0f South Dakota state agencles can be found ‘in Table Bb, The

s
total expendltures of a state agency are not necessarlly 1ncluded

in this tabieiﬁ Only;those expenditures which meet~the'NCJISSJ
deilnltlon of criminal Justlce expendltures are’ presented The %;
data for this table have been derived from the blnder used by VDQ
the NCJISS fleld representatlve : o /
\ : The Department of Publac Safety and the Department of Soclal
Serv1ces make up tbe 1é}2ést proportlon of state agency crlmlnal
Justlce expendltures.J Within these departments the hlghway patrol
and the sta(e p\nilentlary had the two single largest expendltures

The state, expended a total of $14, 073 OOO on crlmlnal JuSvlce

wr o

2

state agency functlons & :;4 - ' f : »“Qaj‘ L al‘"
SR 7 el e R O
Local Level Expenditures. All IOCal governments were not .~
B Sampled by the NCJISS mail survey However, since: the ma;l survey mkot
.response has been over 90% 1n recent years (the FY 1975 figure_,' e N
‘ el
is not yet avallable) it is meanlngfull to analyze local level sde,,f‘ :
Ty < L
' expendltures by Plannlng Dlstrlct The. crlminal Justice expenditures
o & : - o : ’ . D ‘ ' : - . .
:‘// L . 6 N
\*4:{"‘:) k ‘ : ) @ e}
S : )\ g A e e 0 .

On o A’ N ’ ) o o CD,\,. ”5
. Table 36 )
© FY 1975 STATE AGENCY EXPENDITURES A
[ ’ : . . e " ‘l A
o E o X . /\l
Q:Department of Social Services ‘
Penitentiary $2, 667,000, 00"
Training School \ 688, 000.00
Youth Forestry Camp ‘ '342,000.00
. Adult Corrections - © 867,000.00 :
- Juvenile .Corrections » 456, 000.00 = ’
Admlnlstratlon E 6,000.00 s
- : e TOTAL $4,526,000. :
; Depantment of'Public’Safety E e
- Highway Patrol | $4,161,000.00 e
D.L.E.A. , ‘ - 449,000.00
ALS, A P, —— 551,000.00 , ;
| | . TOTAL - $5,161,000. ’
Departmentkof'Health | ]
DrugnAbuse and , S ‘
: Substance Control $178,000.00 . 2
| -~ TOTAL" . $178,000. ols
‘aAttorneY'Generalk» . i “y
Criminal Investigation $418,000. 00 G
Attorney General . 1,387,000.00 L
o : S e L
L | 'TGTAL »$1,805,000. R
‘anLegislature : | L : § f -
] Legal. Serv1cewkfwﬁ : $26\060(00 ! ,LD” "I,f
R Legal Research Ooeratlon .8, OOO .00 PR
- o i i i e : | ° o
2 ; | TDTAL $a9 060. S
i 1) g
Jud1c1ary ° w F L
FEOT L Gl commt L A $550.000. 00 73\ b, -
: , o Clrcult Cqurtv e 1,702, 000 00 ' i
T yf;‘ o - To s : TOTAL $2 261 ooo q e
} Department of Manpower Affalrs w~ ugf ER ‘f?tf
S e ) SR » Retlrement SyStems~;* gt TR : SERE ;; i‘r»ﬁl
B A S dudges:~i ) ‘ T $1133000 OO‘~‘0 y os o
ST ’.,’", - R . ) N S o P R ¥ x,;xl\m &
Sl e e ff‘TOTAL $113 000 e
; R . : . N o ey
"State Agency . R L
e BB e L TOTAL $14 073”000 ,'%r
o T f.m» - £ [
o “ A < =G ‘ : s : - : f}‘t 5
- AT T & A o £
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the second. hlghest crime, rate and expendlture 1eve1

-governments on crlmlnal Justnne functlons in FY 19/5

'crlmlnal Justlce expendltures.,

o

93

8.

Qf“citiestand)counties in South Dakoté“s‘Planning Districts is

presented in Table37 The Plannlng Distriet with the hlghest

\’-“—\

also had the largest crlmlnal Justlce
" 9

crrme rate,\Dlstrlct VI,

'expendltures/~ Planning Dlstrlct IT has the largest populatlon and

Plann}ng
i o !

District V has -the lowest populatlonvand expendgture'levelvalong

oy

with the second lowest crime rate. . ,,,‘ o e L

0

A total of $15, 087 818 _was reported to be expended by local

The_largest

Dy i

proportlon of thlsv($9 112 631‘ was,expended for“pollce services.

Judicial and correctlons functlons made up the second and thlrd
N
largest categorles of expendltures. s ‘ ' .

‘o

o A o

Expendltures in- ngh Crime Areas. ,The“criminalkjustice

5

1

expendltures in South Dakota s ten high crime areas are presented

Sloux Falls, the largest 01ty 1n the state, had the'

=

1n-Table88f

a

largest, crlmlnal Justlce expendltures.‘
R

Mlnnehaha County ranked second aﬁd thlrd respectlvely oqltotal

Pennlngton County and

Rapid”Clty, the area w1th the -

o o

hlghest totar crlme rate ,ranked fourth on cr1m1na1 justice

expendltures in hlgh crlne areas.

The - South Eakota totals llsted 1n Table 88 1ncfude all

crimlnal’gustlce expendltures 1n the state.

R0l

3

P

Total crlmlnal Justice

expendltures in the state are up from “the $24 038 000 expended nrf:f

!

>

FY 1974

(l»

1n the state 1s9for pollce protectlon. Corrections and Judicial

B . = A ,%\\

( ‘ o
h=funct10ns rank second and third on- crlminal Justlce eXpenditures.;

a5

Almost one-half of the money expended on crlmrnal justlce;
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(able 37

1n Plannlng Dlstrlcts

Criminal JuStice Expendltures

D

Planning;

District

I Total |
Criminal

Police

| Judicial

, Legai‘
Services &
Prosecution

Indlgent

Defense

Correc~

Other
Criminal
Justice

O WM

Total .

iJustice

‘2,299,373
3,387,364
1, 929 413
2 224,449
3 589 603

15 087 818‘

Sy

| Protection

1,130,892
2,392,897
1,139.461

1,518,613
1,657,916 |

-999,794

1,930, 974 |

9 112 631

226,497

397,731
348,655
364,326
675,047

3;2 446 984

434,728

186,023
' 282,125
219,942
202,730
214,786
. 308,107

1,413,713

19,260

13,632
32,512
38,358
27,086

135,597

tioxns

736,701
263,982
139,467 |

' 113,638
s 51,924

« 539,878 |

1}345,590

'2,455, (

94 .

- Data derived from NCJISS and SAC .urVEYS
tures reported on the NCJISS and the SAC. surveys.

that were not sampled or dld not: respond

ji

/‘/A

: ThlS table 1acludes only direct expendl—
No estlmates are made for agenc1es

et

&
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- FY 1975 Crlmlnal Justice

o
vTabieﬁas

'637&"

~and in High Crime: Areas

<]

O

Q

Dlrect Expendltures in the Total State

0

Area

Total
Criminal
Jugtice

Police - =
Protection

Judicial

"~ Tegal

Services & °
Prosecution

Indigent

Correc-

_tions

dther
Criminal
Justice -

Aberdeen
Mitchell
Pierre
Rapid City
Sioux Falls

Spearfish
Sturgis
Yankton
Minnehaha Co.
Pennlngton Co.

South;Dakota

583,493

259,400

291,339

909, 730

1,664,000
129,873
196,693

244,384
1,009,616 |

1,146,027

29,425,000

566, 353
247,008
278,168"
764,039

1,545,000

118 , 281

189,277 4

225,221
309,761
- 375, 605

14, 637 ,000

=Y

313; 545"

4, 5295000

17,140
12,392
13,171
51,512
47,000
- 7.778
7,416
8,523 -
156,568

‘82, 696';'

2,780,000

Defense

-5, 56

OOO0,0DOOOO

>

267,000

Q«
e
N -
N
©

coooo00O

TR
LT

.f &yh,% 0 ° bg :?
, ' , T

)

6,296,000

CO0OQO0OOOCC

Note.
2 Excludes. data for Sioux Falls

b Excludes data for Rapid City

gl ;
> .
- £
- hics
4 B
*

Data derlved from NCJISS and SAC qurveys.‘
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Criminal Justice Employment in South Dakota

| Districts is presented in Table 40,

Information on criminal Jjustice employment from the NCJISS

and SAC surveys are included in the following tables. The total

: e » :
employment figures listed in these tables is a simple sum of the
full-time and part-time employment figures. Full time equivalent

statistics are not provided.

Empﬁoyment in State Agencies. The criminal juStice'employment

of state agencies in South Dakota is found in Table 39, The

/Department of Social Services which had the second largest state

expenditures in FY 1975 had the largest total employment. The

Department of Public Safety had the second largest state agency
crimipal justice employment total. Of the 1,040 people employed

/\./

!J
in.cyiminal Justice functions by state agencies, 946 are full time
and ?4 are part time.

bl . e S
¢ Employment in Planning Districts. The reported FY 1975

. criminal justice local level employment in South Dakota's Planning

More criminal justice personnel

are employed in.Planning District VI than in any other”Planning

District. This district also had the highest criminal justice

expenditures. Plahﬁing District VI with seven public defender

~employees was the only district to report publlc defender

employment in FY 1975. Plannlng District II had the second hlghest

Of the 1,396

[o

employment and criminal Justlce expenditure level.
county and 01ty criminal justice employees reporteé most (1 085)
are 1nvolved 1n pollce protectlon

Data on crlminal Justvce employment

W/

High Crlme Area Employment

1evels 1n South Dakota s ten hlgh crime areas are presented in

. Table 41, ? Only three areas- Yankton, Minnehaha County and,

-
) i
1

| S

©
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e ;  Table 39 | . ‘o o
A . , L ! ‘ ‘ s . ° 0 ’ ! TR
. . P it < ; . . . . . " . | LS I
FY 1975 Criminal Justice Employment in State Agencles , . . % _ § e
‘ £ a oD ) ¢ ; < -
Y K . . ' @ ¢ K » B s . ! f :
: . , EMPLOYMENT : N (i o I ot
. DEPARTMENT Full-time "~ Part-time “Total o . - Ao
0 i A ) o .
‘ 4 . . Y Py o &

Social Services - . . s S N
Penitentiary 116 5 121 & 7 P . & ’ v RN " @
Training School 70 2 o 72 G ; . E i o ' L
Youth Forestry Camp 24 i 22 : o y - :

Adult Corrections 23 9 S B2 S i ! el T 5 !
Juvenile Corrections 13 7 B 20 - o e S g il . .
. TOTAL 246 24 s 270 | ‘ o ‘, ‘ | <
i : i . [N & . -

o . : i ) S AR v ‘, B & i -

Public Safety 8 : ol THA SRR - ﬂ“ . e
Highway Patrol 198 0 198 ’ ) s i B ° o B
D.L.E.A. 10 1 11 . ' 1
A.SPAP.. 21 o’ - 21 - e : J

¢ , : e o “ :
TOTAL 229 v 1 230 5 - 5 = & ~ ‘ i
. : . ? a A . P ° ,g“; ° ‘ ;‘:’ T .

Health v C g ‘ . 0 A ey \ . o e

Drug Abuse and AL - | L= . St Qo i ' S
Substance Control . 8 5 13 . : \ ' o : .
: ‘ ) P ! ! ' % : ‘s o ! 1 .

Attorney General ‘ ! ” . B oo R : ) o ERE
Criminal Investigation .30 - -0 30 ® ne o® R s 7
Attorney General v 64 i 13 77 6} - ‘ % ! 7

TOTAL 94 13 107 . . o |
o ‘ : . . e ks 5o &

Legislature ; e : ’ e ) , o A

Legal Services 2 0 2" R ; i » e o - oo
Judiciary , ) o o’ ‘ ‘ S L |
Supreme Court 24 0 . > 24 o e 5 . T :

~ Circuit Court 343 51 N 394 - , R “ 1 SR

&« TOTAL 367 . 51 418 : . wl e

E . ) : & Ix] - “Q : = ,‘ ; A {‘3 o Y . ,‘.

State Agency TOTAL 946 ® 94 1;040 © “ o
. ’ ‘ v s (8] s g v = oy ‘

: - N o @ B W )
- Q . . > . . . _?iu ‘ v~() X 70? ‘}:} v \0
o \,:é _&i 2 s - - . : o - » : - ; : D
. . : :;<f  S \7 P W 3\* s

r" W \ Q ’, ;"’m, - Y v B L

‘ : S R 9 ~o . s . L

B = o : IS {‘:‘; ’ he " o ’ ‘ 2%

= Kl | ; ® @ . ﬁ‘u R ’ ? 3 5 g ~ ’ L‘i,: :Q
5 i z ‘D: oy ¢ 5 - o - : ’ ® e = R , B B
. & ; e o S & R E <
% e o | o S o

' ¢ 5 ¢ : y o N . . G ~ ' ‘c i | l:v‘ fz 1 ‘- 2 BD ' ) ‘7 ',’qc 'i‘
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) \ , T Table 40 / :
. }fcﬁ ' Reported Local Level Criminal‘Justice ' E »
; e : “ E (> Total Employment in Planning Districts 2 ,
. SR
o ’ “ ,A , “Total- | Legal | BN Other
. IS B Planning Criminal ALolice .} - E Servicés & | Indigentf . Correc- Criminal = =
O o Districts Justice Protection. Judicial Prosecution Defense |  tions Jhstice
(e, ;//%/;\ S0 A - =
K 1 | 196 Y156 ' 3 26 Q .11 0.
2 © 287 238 4 -* , 22. 0 23 0 -
== ©oe03 202 154 .3 29 0 16 - ) - o .
- 4 219 164 10 35 0 10 0
5 179 121 14 36 0 8 - 0
v “ 6 313 252 2 30 7 22 . 0
’ g o ‘ ’ ’ I % )
. v - Total 1,396 1,085 © 36 178 7 90 0 -
. : : . i o B o° ©
: - Note: This table includes only employees reported on the NCJISS and the SAC surveys. No¢ ©
¢ estimates are made for agencies that were not sampled or did not respond. - T
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@ , :'x, e - s z “J; v L S ' Criminai,Justice TotalkEmpioyment FY 1975' Fhuavf»; S R

(
L)
o}

2 . 2 e . ; . o i S : . o]

o7 R RN

& 3

u

o ,73 — ¥ Total . e ‘ Legal S R Other T L U
2 Jemeer e T ‘ 4 Criminal | Police ‘ Services. & | Indigent | Correc- [Criminal- ‘ a P L
' 5 . Area ¢ 0 Justice = [Protection . Judicial ‘Prosecutiqn Defense’. tions J-Justice SRS TR f ¢

)

S : : s Ll g T

S Pt s U | R

e s

= B .
. S

1

T 3 S - e Aberdeen .. 43 . 46 °
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% : . . y , o ‘ T Co ' = . : o Pennington County-employ personnel specifically for correctional
i . . . < 3 : R = : C ' . PR ¥ . -

L

o . B T ! v SRR lf_ﬁi@ functions. The seven Planning District VI employees in public

defense found in Table 40 are all located in Pennington County.

Q

The two counties in Table 41 are the only areas which report , | v&

judiCial employment due to the structure of the court system
o) ‘ : R . 5.

0

in the state. Sioux Falls employs more criminal justice personnel .

(/ : T p

s e . o I o f R e ‘ S ERRS s 1 than any other high crime area.

| : o | e 0
NN : ar T ST | ke The South Dakota total employment figures found in- Table 39

;1nclude all known crlmlnal justice employees in the state.

G S

A = o

SRR o ﬁ[, o S o FL , 0 _ Police protection employees include 1,492 of the total criminal

~ckfya¢: Sl  _>f‘”;"“W, iav“ B R Eg;' | ~ justice employment of 2,625 in South Dakota. _ ; o o
_ ‘ : ; s : | ‘ ,

e P e R o . S Workload -Data ‘ : o ¢ S : o
Y B LR (ES T DA L e ' ' - A : : : s S ‘

G ey e T s T o  As seen in Table 42 there was a ratio of 559 South Dakota R

LD /*‘residents per léw,enforcement employee in 1975. This ratio is

) . based on law enforcement employment data provided by NCJISS and B A
includes law enforcement employees without powerspof arrest. In
10 | 1975 an average of 15. 3 UCR Part I offenses occurred. per law e ERR S <

Bl S ' enforcement employee. Us1ng flngerprlnt records as a rough

LR measure of arrests; aQratio of 5.73 arrests per law enforcement

o 'l employee is found. . o o

A
L B ~ The Statlstlcal Analys1s Center condué;

Loy o
) 3

ed a survey of States . j".*$j;
4

'l@’ SRR N sﬁ Attorneys in South Dakota in 1975. Flfty—one of the 64 States

Attorneys offlces in the state responded to the survey. gAn

extrapolatlon of these responses to total prosecutor employment
‘1n the ‘state prgduces a ratlo of approx1ma ”1y 99 76 crimlnal SR : 7_5Q>l”
. cases per’ prosecutor. In the circuit court system in South Dasota
there was a ratro of ,311.75 criminal cases per Judge or law T R wyféi“
tralned maglstrate in 1975 . 'N'; ‘»~» — ’y L L ,k g"w Vuiofp

) \rf :
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Table 42

T T TR,

Poliée Workload inGSouth Dakdta'and Selected States

State_~@

0

2*‘:@

Populatlon per
empléyee

'Ql 'k,UCR‘Part I Crimes

per employee

. South Dakota.
- North Dakota
. Montana~ '
Wyoming
. Idaho

’Uniteﬁ States

- 559
609 -
484
377
461

&

" 383

15.3

R 14,2

20.3 7/
19.1

20.3

Note

RS

Law Enforcement employeé data is based On full-time
‘equivalent émployees obtained from Expendlture and Employment

jf

v ;,Data for the Criminal Justice System 1975
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The South Dakota state penltentlary reported 3.59 1nmates

1976

parole offlcer in FY 1975
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per unlformed qtaff in FY 1975 and 4 93 1qmates per unlformed

There was a ratlo of 25 75 parolees per
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,SUMMARYg.]‘k GRS [ T B o Lt oy o
o B _yw o : R SRR ST R size crties was 525 ‘per 10,000; Rapidk01ty's property crime rate
South Dakota does not in comparlson w1th the nation and . G o r”i!} :j, ;Was 740 per’ 10 OOO | o |
w1th neighboring states, have a-serious crlme problem. . In 1975, @ - o ,lf~'é; ”fv"‘ : h' ' Other than in Rapld City, 1975 property crime rates‘were'

" the South Dakota crime rate was a little more than half(52%) the ig - g,;t“‘l T largeSt in Yankton (535 per 10,000 people), Sioux Falls (476 per&
total rate of ‘crime of the Unlted States population ' South Dakota . '€3j1/1 ;<} - 103000), and Aberdeen (470 per 10,000). Violent crime rates,@eXT
also has the second lowest 1975 crlme rate ‘when compared with its - s "?;j\ - _i,clﬁding'ﬁapid City, were highest in Aberdeen (about 24 violent

~ nelghboring states: North Dakota Montana Wyomlng,’and Idaho S , i .li, : Hob crimes per 10,000 persons5 and Sioux Falls (about 14 per 16,000 )

OIn the next few years, With the advent of better crime R ‘CE‘,c ,' o i bﬁefsonS)."' 4 ﬁ ‘ :
0 reporting’systems, the South Dakotapcrlme rate‘may:be found to be' : | %fl*;“r : : yd Sioux Falls, the‘largest city inmSoutthakota, had a lower
higher than the present data indicate “This more reliable and valid gavérage 1975'crime.raﬁé than,other U. S c1ties 6f the size for
data of the future is not expected however to negate the premise | O ny" C}i y | .all'major'crimes'except‘rapek, The rape rate for Sioux Falls rn A975
; that South Dakota has a comparatively low overall crime rate, bk = ',;;;jfh,: W e was 3.1 per 10’000 perSons | Cities of comparable size had a rapeQ |
In rural South;Dakota all major crimes (homicide robbery, ‘, e ‘,i: ,hf . rate of 2 6 per 10 000 personsJ \Q‘V o : «'
assault burglary, 1arceny, and car theft) except rape occurred at | f€>v,lf ) Q?h ,‘?:_ _1k Violent crlmes an South Dakota have been 1ncreas1ng more
a lower rate ‘than the average of other rural areas in the United o fii!h' ‘ f.'é, rapidly 1n‘urban than/in rural. areas in recent years 1973 to’1975)

- States. The rape rate (14 reported per 10, 000 persons) was about The fastest rate of 1}crease in v1olent crimes has been taking place

fj "~ in Minnehaha County, Rap‘d City, and Aberdeen

Rapld City had the hlghest crime rate in 1975 of any c1tyw

',:, - i“;g‘j'” h h’ 1 , - An accurate picture of crime on the Indian reservations
in South Dakota : About 845 pr0perty (burglary, larceny and auto rf”f o ,rhp; ,” . ‘igét;in'SouthuDakota is not possxble from the available data. The *
. theft) and Vlolent (homicide rape robberies assault) crimes hin.al ¢>;35;?7'€§ fﬂi following:remarksware made on;thebbasistof data Whichlis‘incomplete,
* ;h Were commltted fov every 10, 000 Rapld City res1dent : :'vf"- q"‘h fai,-’”tfth"y’,~7A‘”'1ncon51stent in places and'highly variable from‘year‘toryear" |
h; (Clties of comparable size in the United States had an average 6f ‘; ,;k ;l ‘tp‘af = a,ihof EEN According to ‘this data, ‘the overall crime ‘rate for South
"h“";?~:‘d about 559 property and v1olent crimes for every 10 OOO res1dents | t, "b t}vfb,f?'¢3v3id ‘ Dakdta reservationS~in 1975 was about'41% higher:than~the overally
= Bothﬁihe v1olent and the»property crime rates. for Rapid f"h“&, ‘;q';iefh‘;é fiﬁ"kfcrime rate for the rest of South Dakota. ThlS dlfference can be
‘i, City in 1975 exceeded the average crime rate for cities of com— fi,"”'frv;i??s,«df‘ "Eﬁ‘;,’attributed to a larger vlolent 6?i;e rate on the reservations (285 ’
parable 31ze Rapld City s violent crime rate was about 104 for - ,'k‘f¢§gf€7:iigﬁ§,"i'tbp'v1olent crimes per 10,000 persons) than in the rest of the’ state e
bj every lﬂ 000 res1dents,<as compa§Ld to 34 per 10 000 for cities“ytrr1?’a”‘4i;hf;bgi;af :;l;(21 v1olent crimes per 10 OOO persons) Vlolent crimes include
, / of sEM1lar s1ze. The average property crime rate for Similar— i '“fth?i ;Vﬁirt o homicide, rape, robbery, and assault I RN
! N :

[}




3 § iJ
/ ; m
% ’ ’v | Property crimes (burglary, ‘larceny, auto theft) were generally
wlower7(183 property crimes per 10,000 persons) on reservatlons
than ‘for the rest of theystate (253 property crimes per 10 000

persons) Lower Brule and Pine Rldge were. except10ns,yw1th 943

‘and 351 property crlmes perJIO 000 persons, respectlvely

An analys1s of flngerprlnt card reports 1ndlcated that many

law enforcement agenc1es in the state are not“Torwardlng finger—

"

| prlnt records to the Division of Criminal Investlgation on a ¥

rf

regular bas1s Thls lack of complete fingerprlnt records could

seriously affect the operatlon of the proposed South. Dakota Major 2

%
- Offenders Bureau by failing to prov1de sufficlent lnformatlon

oE habltual offenders.

N

o A descrlptlon of the crlmlnal 3ustlce system in South Dakota :

T emeanor cases,ﬁf
e ) was based upon avallable data for felony. and misd

T

LI

. handled in calendar years 1975 and 1976

One of the more strlklng results from arranging the data 1nv

thls fashlon is the varlatlon in dlsmrssal rates (number of dis—

£

mlssals d1v1ded by the numher of 1n1t1al appearances) that occur

= o ; o o 5@?
across JUdlClal circuits. o i o : Fo

Dlsmlssed rates for felonies ranged from 17 to 42% of 1nit1al

appearances dlsmlssed in 1976 and from 13 to 41% in 1976 LessV

l varlatlon occurred for mlsdemeanors 7 to 22% dlsmlssals in 1975

and 9 to 28% in 1976. i
O A.related‘finding concerns the s1ze of th1s phenomenon rather

o

’than 1ts varlablllty Generally,’about one—thlrd of the felonv "

/(

cases and about 13% of the mlsdemeanor cases resulted in dlsmissal.

«

]

55

"*a_’ the numbers‘were 154 and 543,

‘L

' cerved lrom court sentencing occurred in 1975 )

En

106 | :

¥

Regardless of whether the case is-a felony or mlsdemeanol,li

e
)
=l

a person is less llkely to be conv1cted in a “jury trlal than in

a court trlal Conv1mt10n rates for jurys trylng felony cases

were 72% and 78% in 1275° and 1976. Court trials of felony cases

forxthe same years resulted in’ conv1ct10n rates of 97% and 91%.

o N

For mlsdemeanor Jury conv1c*10n rates were 63% and 53% for 1975

and_lé76._ Court conv1ct10n ratescwere 79% and 87%. Perhaps the

more certain, less ambiguousrcases are decid@d by the court.

'Forffelony°caSes,‘jury trials génerally exceeded court
,'trials “In 1975 137 jury trials occurred as'compared to 92" court
)i

tr1a1s respectively. The

In 1976 the, numbers were 127 and 90,

reverse was true for- mlsdemeanor cases. In 1975; 106 Jury trlals

and 503 court trlals were held for mlsdemeanor cases In 1976,

et

Both court and Jury trlal conv1ctlon rates generally varled

i w1dely across clrcults for both felonles and mlsdemeanors An

5

exceptlon is the small varlatlon found in conv1ct10n rates for"”

- felony court trlals (average rate,was Q7% conv1ct10ns in 1975 and

91% in 1976. ) e

El
Q

Changes over a flve~year perlod (1972 to 1976) were described

w for the South Dakota prcbatlon prlson, and parole populatlons

®

The number of. 1nmates in the State Penitentlary in Sloux Falls

8 decllned each year s1nce 1972 untll 1975 when the prlson population

.

began to increase. (A 54% 1ncrease in the number of inmates re-

7 o

The number ofi

Juvenllés placed at the State Tralning School id Planklnton or at

e the Youth Forestry Camp has also 1ncreased over the years

i~;;_TheJnumber of,lnmates,paroled Jumpadosharply (a‘49% increase)

8
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from 1972 and 1973, and then remained essentially the same

through 1976.‘ A -steady in&reaée,dn the pumbér of adults pl@ced'

on probation has occurred s
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, PRSP, APP“NDIX A ’ °
: " Number of Inmates in State and Federal Prisons. . ! ®
% : g January 1, 1976 and January 1, 1977% - =
et (T o @ L
Lo L . o 5
! State e 1j1/78 _1/1/77 __%Change S
: Alabama o, 4,420 - 3,096(2,300)° +22¢ : © ¢
P . . Alaska - < © 349 =543~ +56 o s
T ¥ Arizona 2,712 3,072 : +13 Y -
{0 « Arkansas - ) 2,338 2,445 "+ 5 ‘ » v
o ’ California 20,007 20,914 + 4 ~ w0 : v
; Coalorado S 2,039 . 2,324 : +14 o “ : Q.
o ) Coanecticut 3,060 ) 3,186 + 4 Sl
;; F . Delaware o 701 -~ i 953 oy “ +36 o R
; D.C. 2,330 . 2,617 b ° 412 , S A
s . “Florida - e -15,709 * . 18,229(373) +18¢ © : ‘:
Georgia -  ° 115067 11,423(533) 4+ sc et
Hawaii 366 2 413 413 o N -
Idaho : 593 - 728 w422 B
111linois o 8,110 lo,002 +23 : o
Indiana 4,392 . . 4,430 . R R N £y
Iowa . It 1,857 X o 1 256 ey 41 k3 | o ok
Kansas K 1,696 . 2,126 +25 B A
Kentucky 3‘, 257 3, 659 b +12 \\1\ : P
o Louisiana 4,774 . 4,895(1,714) +34¢ 3
“ \, Mainhe 643 ‘ 6‘2_2 - 3 « d » k
: Maryland . 6,606 6,860(1,070)P , +20¢ » LA
! : Massachusetts 2,278 . 2,701, +19 B no
: Michigan 10,882 ; 12,462 - °+25 N - . 3 i
”. g Minnesota 1,630 1,684 © o+ 8 . o = @ ;
i Mississippi 2,429 : 2, 135(125)b - 7¢ g ‘
. Missouri 4,150 , 4,748 +14 ° °
Montana 377 . 500 +33 .
Nebraska 1,259 1,339 ) + 6 S R
] Nevada 893 . 953 o + 7 o ¥ - ;
New Hampshire 302 297 . i1 ok 7 %
! New Jersey 5,277 5,987(200)0 - . +17¢ ’ . :
v New Mexico 1,118 ' 1,359 +22 .,
- New York o 16,056 . 17,791 ' +11 . ™ ;
North Cardlina 12,486 ° 13,261 ; L+ 8 o . !
North Dakota . 205 242 +18 b
) Ohio 11,451 12,628 +10 w o
: , Oklahoma . .'3,435 4,106 _+19 , !
P ‘ Oregon . i . 2,442 2,848 : +17 e !
i ) Pennsylvania ;e .., 7,084 7,584 + 7
i » Rhode Island e 3\>4Q0 544 : +36
; - NS ; i : g
Joth o L - South Carolina 8, 100 6,985 S #14
Lo @ South Dakota . w372 521 o +40
- : Tennessee 4,569 5,350 T
A Texas =~ 118,934 : 20,708 ° + 9
k P © Utah : '696 827 19
i ‘ Vermont ) ‘ 343 0386 +12 '
: Washington ; 3,083 ‘ 3 767 +23
P West Virginia 1,213 1,216 , -
N Wisconsin 2,992 3.340 N +12
] Wyoming ) 384 : 158 N |
@ N B T ' R A > ] N
: ‘ ., Total States and D,C. ' 225,908 247,913(7,800)2 7 +12¢
qe : »o+ U.S. Bureau of Prisons 24,134 27865 . +15
Total U.S. : 280,042 . 2755787, 69010 +13¢
; Prom Correbtibns Magezine, March 1977 « , o B
: bFlgures in parentheses represent inmates sentenced to«state prisons ;
"0‘-§ S - but currently being held in county facilities because of overcrowding.
k i °Includes the inmates sentenced to state prisons but being held v X
i in county facilities. K » & ’ 5
‘-):' i | - A 7 ERE
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