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INTRODUCTION

Arizona-has had a nistory of crime rates well

above the nationa1.avenége. In 1975, Arizona had the

highest crime rate 1qf%he'nation. The following four
years ‘saw Arizona‘é?rime rate drop to second pTacé
among the states, and in 1980, to fourth place.
Irrespective of the drop in Arizona's ranking for

crime rates,'Arizonans are undoubtedly faced with a

serious and continuing threat from criminal forces.

Many feel that an importan%ipart»of crime pre-
vention and control is community awareness and involve=-
ment. The Statistical Ana]ySis-Center and Department
of Public Safety hope that this report, by‘focusing‘

on the nature and extent of crime in Arizona, will

foster needed invd]vement by ¢1tizens an&y1égislators.

AN OVERVIEW OF CRIME IN ARIZONA is designed
for use by Arizona 1egis1ators and crimina] justice;

administrators. For Arizona citizens, it is distri-

 buted as a resource from which they may‘iearnrabOut

1

criminal activity within their state.

This overview has five sections; the first

" highlights myths and realitiés about crime in

<)

Arizona. The second discusses specific index crimes
and projects offenses to 1983. System analyses and

flow-charts are the subjects‘of sections,three and

four, dé%ailing the adult and juvenile sub-systems .

respectively. Expenditure data for the total

criminal justice system comprises section five.

Projections»of offenses are difficult to
produce given thé’numeroué‘vqriables affecting crime
trends. Forecasts baSed so]eﬁy on historical
bffenée data éan emp]oy 1ineér, exponential, power,
of-]ogarithmic regbession methods. Trends u;iﬂ?iing

T

other variab]és, such as population, call for more

advanced techniques such as multiple regression or

time series analysis.

The crime trend projections set forth in section

two of this publication are bqged'oggmultiple

regression techniques,. however, simple linear regression,

e
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logarithmic regression ‘and time series analysis were

calculated for comparative purposes. Variables

included in . the multiple regression analysisvwere

year, population and number of offenses.

1983.

‘The graphic presentations of projections differ

from offense to offense, however,

data back to 1975 were‘utiTized,in the statistical

calculations,

'Projections

°;were}made for the calendar years of‘1981, ]982,vand

in all instances,

e i, e b d U o v 5 e et

i

SECTION ONE

~ MYTHS AND REALITIES

ABOUT L

CRIME IN ARIZONA .

ity D T~

W

Pl

&)

I

A
e

Ol

N

S e s ot e



RORERN

‘ ypi:
[ERE L R

"
2

s :

v

G

Vo pmmres
R

(B

ARy

This~se¢tion70f‘An-OVerview Of"Crime in Ariibné'iS' |

,mode1ed after a 1978 Department of Justice book]et ;Qf

‘aent1t1ed Myths and Rea11t1es About Cr1me, and a 1979

pub11cat1on of the Oregon Law Enforcement Counc11

1t1t1ed Fact and F1ct1on About Cr1me 1in Oregon.,a:‘ -

%

'fIt is des1gned to d1spe1 some of the many stero-

typ1ca1 not1ons c1t1zens have regard1ng cr1me, 1ts  '~,&

3V1ct1ms, and the cr1m1na1 Just1ce system._ Spec1f1ca1]y,

\o]

‘d'dth1s sect1on 1s d1rected at present1ng clear, non-

"‘ntechn1ca1 facts to Ar1zonans 1nterested 1n our State s

;]cr1m1na1 occurrences.;;fffg ;;f;vf.;,,,::f_,:,f«

i
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;MYTH’

~ Arizona citizens are apathetic regarding the

,seriousness of the:crjmepprob1em_jn‘the State;; t

REALITY -

o
A

C1t1zen apathy does not stem from a 1ack of

s

awareness or concern. More 11ke1y, 1t stems from .
preoccupat1on w1th other soc1a1 prob]ems perce1ved
to be more pressing-and 1mmed1ate such as the economy, |

politics and energy.

L4

: A‘statewide surveyadonewin 1979? revea}ed'that:

: Near]y 80% (of those surveyed) be11eve
cr1me is on the increase 1in Ar1zona,s

'»*4'F1fteen to 20% of families "constant1y'y -
worry about being v1ct1m1zed '

0

*  Two out of three curb the1r movement to"{u" :
—avoid s1tuat1ons they fear, and P

ok N1nety pertent (90%) have ‘taken steps to
- protect themselves or their properties
from crime, Near]y a f1fth reported]y
~carry weapons. |

Y

(e}

N 1"Arizona-cr1me,&JCriminaT'JUSticeiSUrvey,"gBehavi@r g

,Research_Center,?Phoenix;pAriZOna,‘June,1979a; X

Ny

By
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1L

",;Infgéneralgrresidentstof Arizona believe‘their
~police are doing appoorjob. | |
lRE&HY,,iff N
S S L
Ar1zonans v1ew the1r cr1m1na1 Just1ce system w1th p-' | ;j
a cr1t1ca1 eye, however, 62% of those surveyed 1n ~f _yy'-“’ Gig°f“;h
"19792 gave the1r c1ty p011ce an. exce]]ent or good o g
‘rat1ng Most c1t1zens favorab]y supported the State s

-ml]aw enforcement agenc1es but he]d the be11ef that the

“court S sentenc1ng practwces were o) 1en1ert that

they encouraged rather than d1scouraged cr1m1na1

-l

,behav1or.
n
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Table 1

W

' CRIMINAL JUSTICE CATEGORY  JOB PERFORMANCE RATINGS
B IR T ~ Excellent/Good: Fa1r/Poor

| . _ Most crime reported in Arizona is of 'a violent
A o R | e |

. npature.

| Law Enforcement

City Police

629

sy
29

‘1_»;R5ALITY;

@

i Arizona Dept. of Public Safety 56 2
b ~ Sheriff's Off1ces o 50 31

o S FBI N e 45 25 »'f A]though the percentage of offenses des1gnated

, ot as v1o1ent has been 1ncreas1ng since 1976 over 907_e5"“
- Judiciary -

e PR SO 'of 1ndex cr1me for the 1ast f1ve years 1nv01ved the
Ar1zona Supreme Court o 38% 37%

’n'~property offenses of burglary, 1arceny-theft, and

Justice of the Peace Courts® - 29 . 42
| So 29 o
28

~ City Courts
County Courts

’ nnmotor veh1c1e theft

!3‘.:

Local Juvenjie Courts J,ff i 23 . F1gure I

A

 PERCENT OF VIOLENT OFFENSES f‘- el

L ,PPOSEC“t‘°" Calnema TO TOTAL INDEX OFFENSES -

éj ~° Arizona Attorney General ‘J,.l .-387,5f‘f ' v¢,f3§%_f“?
| | - County Attorneys Offices ' 32 2 39

:”1 ,,CorreCtiOns[~f'f

~ Local dails =~ . 'f~;;e‘(gﬂH;20%f ST R 58%
State Prison oo 75
~ Juvenile Probation System =~ 18 - - 57
* Adult Probation System . 17~ 49

. . — . — '

“';}]i976 1977 ]978 1979 319807}“ff .i' 'faf Vi

L i e e, S 0 gy el s S e L i e A g S S e e
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' YEAR

,‘977"
f’1978

MYTH 5

“(' E o """’\—4/ . :

More peop]e are k111ed through hom1c1de than any

other offense.

REALITY

' Deaths attrfbuted to aTcoho]‘re]ated vehicle accidents'

were 25.7% 1ghe than the number of hom1c1des in the
State for 1980 | | " |
. Table 2

“TOTAL + PERCENT
ALCOHOL RELATED +  OF ALL
__ACCIDENTS . ACCIDENTS

PERSONS
_KILLED

S
HOMICIDEJ'

1976 9,168 1348 ' 21 173

181
13.8

10,667 290 214
12,103
12,877 -

12,570

390
376

220
14.6
15.7

.1979‘»
1080

- 218
276
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34,000-'  COMPARISON OF 10

- 32, 000-

.20,000- '~ .
| 19 OOOquv
11 000- |
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8, ,000- !
3, ooo- g

MYTH'

Drunk dr1vers account for a sma]] port1on of Ar1zona S
overa]1 cr1me picture, | “

REALITY

34 514 persons were arrested for Dr1v1ng Under the :
Inf]uence in 1980. This represents a ‘shocking’ 25% of
all arrests in Arizona; oniy six arrests shy of all the
index offenses comb1ned DWI is Qy far the 1argest
single category of arrests

Figure 2
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I Most cr1me is perpetrated by m1nor1jﬂes.
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- are d1sproport1onate to their numbers 1ﬁ the State s

| general popu]at1on, CAUCASIAA comprzsed 64;8%Vof
j . total arrests™in 1980.

Figure 3
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j Wh11e arrests of wh1tes, b]acks and nat1ve Americans

A . pawIsH CAUCASIAN BLACK NN
. WeRIIAGE e
e B8 Percent of Tota] Arr'ests
J o

 Percent7of5Tota] Popu]ation j]*:

@

‘REALITY e e

o omeRs— [ 7(2.5%)

oTHER FAMILY— S/ 7\

\*;S?,\

N
MYTH £ >
Most murders are comm1tted by persons unknown to the

v1ct1m.

Anorox1mate1v f1ftv Dercent of murderens were a_mgmber T =

of the victim's family, a;friendenn;an_acquaintance;

. Lo ‘Figure4_

“MURDER VICTIM DISTRIBUTION;BY RELATIONSHIP

__HUSBAND .

1068 o e TGy

&

UNDETERMINABLE —
78 (28.3%)

___ ACQUAINTANCE
86 (31.2%)

23 (8.3%)

STRANGER
42 (15. 2%) e
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MYTH

Most offenses are committed by

juveniles.

REALITY

Juveniles are arrested for 44.3% of the Part I Crimes,

ER

however, that proportion drops to 25% when Part II

e =
&

dered.

»

mes are consi

L3

(a1l other) cr

vFiguke 5
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1980
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ARREST BY AGE GROUP

PART I OFFENSES

SECTION TWO
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ff 3 -DEFINITION-
3 'jhe‘willfu1‘(non-negligent) ki1ling bfcbne‘hhmah'béing‘
§ by another. -Includes hon-négligent mahs]aughtEt; I

f
j

Reported Offenses .@;-1 . ;”; ;‘;“. . ; .9 276
J L. 1002

Rate per 100 000 Populat1on

7] ‘“%f:’% ' :‘1‘ §¥»
Total Arrests . 51» S A L
Arrests of Adu1t5h e e e e e e e e T 1T (90%)

‘Rate per 100,000 Adu]ts‘. . ; R o 8.8 

Arrests of Juveniﬁes S e e e e e .. .20 (10%)

S

- Rate per TQ0,000 3uveni1es s R 2.6;'

+

;

o
I
R !
f
'
!
i

© .12% of all Index Crime

S

@ 1.563-0f Violent Crime

| ]
. | .
a 5 ‘ ; :
) S T P 0
? & {
77 8|
) e 3

U, S Ratr per 100 000 v i o
Pde]at'lOn Y R T T u;/’/. s e e e e ’n‘ 'o‘ : ]0.2
7 ' g ‘

- ' RN foe o
Arvzona 1s 17th 1n the Un1ted States forgmurder rates,1 ' BT

: S ) o

// 1Federa] Bureau of Invest1gat1on, "Cr1me in the Un1ted T S B e
States," 1980, pp 48-59. v Ik o
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- 69% of all reported murders were cleared through arrest.

’VfFigure 6

ToTAL MURDERS
~__AND |
RATE PER 100,000

. 69%
Clearance -, -
Rate

O

G

00095
0000

| | L | 10.5
- a5

275 -|
260 -
245 |

U. S. Clearance Rate?. . . . . e e e e 2%

Firearms were used in 55.5% of murders.

BT B

s | g e |
;*Firéarms S TR PR + e e e ... .555% 230:°

215 -

vImoxc=x

T wo-|
f;,’f - 185 e e
170 - | e

g

]
0o
Qocooo—
&7
.

*",f1976-»7§f1977;:‘>1978° .~1929 190
NUMBER 0F OFFENSES . A.'iﬂlf* i'fj' a0
ff] RATE PER 100 ooo POPULATION 1&-%?

 “Ibid. pp. 181,
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S e -DEFINITIONX Vi iy
e T o : B R e
- As def1ned in Arlzona ~ Sexual Assau1t is the 1ntent1ona1 ' L

or knowing engagement *in sexua] 1ntercourse or oral sexua1

contact with any person not his. or her spuase w1thout _ e
consent of such person R ) e e SR
Reported Offenses w7 %,,»,s, c e e e e 1 223 AR

Rgte Per 100 000 Popu]at1on .].,;;,3}_.5. | 45 0

. Figure 7

AN .

. MURDER OFFENSE PROJECTIONS

i

\, |

Arre§ts of Adu1ts .w.1..,'.[.f;j;_j;];.- 369 (87%)f*

350 -}

LIS e e T Rate P r 100 ooo Adu1ts [ .'.“;{€ §';]f 19 o an

Arrests of Juven1]es ..;....;;:,w.g,/;,.» 53 (13%)

2
=

':300, R O Rete Per,100;000=@uyen11es . ,;,e,eﬁﬁfh, i "6'814 |

CoumuZEmmmo.

Cl e ;7' | 32,_‘?76);' ll 55% of all Index Cr1me

T |l 6 94% of V1o1ent Cr1me
0| v

o 1% 181 . 1982 1983,

. Popu]at1on _.,.,..;_. e e 35 4~sf..h,“»~"“

Ar1zona is 10th in thg‘United_States*fop_Rape/_-sf1 f”},l;.
SexuaT Assault rates.;,s,g o iy

PURET S
e fﬂﬁﬂﬂ U

s g “Fﬁiksr, B
e NEARS Rl v p e i G
[ R Cenn * As def1ned by the Federal Bureau of Invest1gat1on
e ;RaEe “The carnal knowledge of a female forc1b]y
and aga1nst her will. Assau1ts or attempts: to
commit rape by force or threat of force are

included. Statutory rape (without force) and
‘other sex offenses are not 1nc1uded i

3 Ib1d pp 43 59
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1980 Phoenix Rate Per T R E
100,000 Popu]at1on.. s fse e o. . . 61.4
= L ARIZONA RANKED FOURTH AMONG SURROUNDING 1980 Tucson Rate Per e e S
TR ' C e e e e e .. .52.6 R
B | STATES FOR RATES OF RAPE m™ 1980 100,000 Papulatiof & v w i, A e e

. g
o 3 B

| 1980 Ba]ance of Arizona Rate B S IR P . S
| Per 100, OOO;PquIatION PG |- EETERT RN &

Utah

Coloradg . - 60 -

i

.>55,;N

50 - |

.. . Calfornia”™ N\ [ [ 5 |New Mexico

o

40 -

PER 100,000

& G

Rate Per ]00 OOO Populatwn4 oo

RATES OF RAPE/SEXUAL ASSAULT

A

Nevada.'°/°’ '0 ° ., ;.o ‘.v,.;‘of . F- * s -67-2

| yca'l'lfor'ma . | ‘ " ' " “'" ‘-"‘ t- ;ok .058.2 .

°'19555~ 1977 1978 1979 1980
: CCNERRS. .o

Colorado . ; ;:. {”.f{?;é;f.,;R.*;p;f;j,,5§}5 ;N,£NQf
fAr1zona ;;;N.N};g ; ;',;.:g§,"; 5"47:;;A545;2§‘fR

;jNew Mexico ;.:R; F]-j?.; ; ?7?'Jj;~:7;”.:43;3.°  =,Ph6énix1c -f 9:-,f.r.; Sy D e

?RUtah;.»” ._.5§N;NF515?.:;N.}j;f;N;él,'2757;‘,s Lo Tuscon *_*' A A T R e e

Balance of Arlzona 0——0 ,~”

Atbid. pp. 46,
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- Definition -

The taking or attempting to take anything of value EIEERNRR
from the care, custody or control of a person by o e
- force or threat of force or violence and/or by S o R
putt1ng the v1ct1m 1n fear. , ' ’

~ RAPE OFFENSE PROJECTIORS

1225

’7 _Reported Offenses Ce , , ,,,,, . . 5,257

]200’_; | Rate Per 100 000 Popu]at1on e e e .. 193.4

S s - e i
s Total Arrests-. . . .. ... ... 1,550

1150 - et e i e o i
| ‘Arrests of Adults . . . ... ,‘;‘, . 1 173 (76%)

1125 - Rate Per‘100?OdO’Adu1ts ;,.u}a; ; ;v.g__ 60.4

‘,'Arrests of Juven11es ;,.~,:; . ;75 9: . 377 (24%) f‘_'

100 - |

nmuzmmTmo

! Rate Per 100 000 Juven11es .-,';,;;;;fv 4g_5 ]

1075 - - m e
T | | 2 4% of &) Index Cr1me'  “
050 & | " } :

€> 29 8% of V1o1ent Cr1me~if%

R \\ R

: TOQSFF"f”;,."

""; u . Rate PeF 1 o oo Chmn
2 Popu]at1on .»,»,~,j, ;~,f. . 243 5

1000 -
. et o : fm !
-t R SR ) - TS

1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 ;.~1933'.°u o

"»Ar1zong 1s 17th in the Un1ted States for Robbeny
rates. | | ST |
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| ;_REPORIED_RDBBERIES ARE_Uﬁ_78A SINCE. 192§4_PROPORTION OF

ROBBERIES CLEARED THROUGH ARREST ARE DOWN BY 21%.
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Figure 10

ROBBERY ARREST RATES ARE INCREASING AMONG 16 TO 20 YEAR
OLD MALES

j550 -

1976 vs 1980 arrest rates
. —-'For young ma]es '

\» :

525
425

Ty
4

400 -
375 -1

350 - |

325 -

NP,

300 -

A -

275 - R
250 - R

225 -
200 -
175 -
'150_-f
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Z

1980

1976 A"é

Seventeen year old ma]es had a dramat1c robbery arrest ;

rate in 1980 of 545.6 arrests per 100,000 population=-
over five times as high as the tota] ma]e popu]at1on '
rate of 105 per 100,000. | = |
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ROBBERY OFFENSE PROJECTIONS

- Definition -

The unlawful attack by one person upon’another for
the purpose of inflicting severe bodily injury
usually accompanied by the use of a weapon or other
means likely to produce death or serious bodily h
harm, . T L e

&

Reported Offenses . ¢ e e Tl L L 10,884
Rate Per 100,000 Population . . . .. .  400.5

/'//‘3, e ’ s ) . ©

ool 4,168 °

Total Arrfsts™, . . . ... .. TR

i

Afrests~of Adults . . . . ... ...

Rate Per 100,000 Adults . . . . . . . . 170

Arrests of Juveniles . . . ... ... g6 (219)

£

)

Rate Per 100,000 Juvéniles . . . ... 112

® 4.9% of all Index Crime
= ® 61.7% of qument Crime

Se—

_U.S. Rate Per 100,000 Gl

Population® . . . ... .. .... 2006
Arizona 4s 8th_
AssauTthatES.

6Ibid. pp. 20.

6
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o

in the United States for Aggravated E

3,302 (79%)-

0
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T 2 b R I T T T L L e R e S e ~H e =
T Table 3
A sample of dispositions for Ag ravatéa'AssaultACase§‘- | -
first and second quarte{r,‘fJQS].9 % | ‘ ! AGGRAVAEED ASSAULT~.
L " Figure 12 , | . WEAPON USED -
Maricopa County Aggravated ‘Assaults - e ¥ |
pe T “678»§é?e§/0?arged . Firearm Knife:  Personal Other
oo - {100%) y . | - |
*4? ca | ; i 1976 . 22.8% 17.7% 35.2% 1 24.3%
R ? =R e | e k‘, | - |
290 Pled Guilty -to Lesser Charge  ° ° 1977 23.1% |, 19.0% 32.3% 25.6%
(42.8%) - @ ) : : . : } >
- . = 1176 | 25.08 | 18.5% 31.3% 25.2%
AR . . 213 Dismissed ‘ , , A ~
: : o (31.4%) . - ] ' | |
' (%Lik , o S 1979 27.3% 18.0% 30.2% 24.5%
| © 9. 159 Guilty as Charged , - | : 1 rm‘ '
| o (23.59) - 1980 - 27.14% 17.2% | 29.8% 75.8%
SR R 27 ‘v _ 2 | o | R
coL 12 Acquitted f ©
; , (1.8%)
> . 4 S l . ‘ ol .
w 4 Other ,
-« o\(Insane, Direc%ed gerdict, etc.) n
" A i ] “ Although personal weapons such as hands and fists |
St ! o p * are used in the largest percentage of Aggravated | L
| ¢ Assaults (29.8% in 1980), their use has shown a EE T (N
: ° gradual decline since 1976. oo s
7," = . : 9 ) N a ) i‘( e : . 7 . . {.,};‘: ‘ - | : LF\\Q\?Q) ‘ s
Dispositions Returned> During 1st and 2nd Quarters ! | R
. 0of 1981, For Selected Offense Categories," Maricopa i
- County Attorney's Office. . | ¥
| f e : : l
R B {
o o ; 27 “ 3 ) #\028 | i
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Figure 13 :1r-tDefinitith—gv7rvf

| "ASSAULT OFFENSE PROJECTIONS

, The un]awfu] entry of a structure to comm1t a fe]ony
or theft. The use of force to gain entry is not
: required to c1ass1fy an- offense as‘burglary S

;o

2500-) 0 L e

| Sy, 834 i ; .';'; . ,’,f.x | |
12,000 - R P IS - )' Lo T Reported Offenses | . 58 457

11,509 - e o ’3.%< - /fﬁl 70
11,000 -.

’  Rate Per 100 000 Populat1on ',~@“ 2, 150 8

‘Total rreSts i ,gi'_-;;”; ;ii.*r16§555“°‘ﬂ ;

10,500 - | e sl
10,000 - “Arrests of Adults ""f’j"'l?*f,.vS’OQZ (4?{)
9,500 - | Rate Per 100,000 Adults . . . . .. ,»158;

9,000 - 1 ;Arrestskpf Juyen1jes Cee e 3, 498 (53/)tt

8,000 -
7,500 -

[N

| o 26-4%~0f.ai1,1ndexecrime Ca
« °28.7%0f PY'OPer‘tyCmme

i

1978 1979 1980 1981 . 1932’_r119§3f€_zu “ g

W

';;u S, Rate Per 100 ooo Populatlons v .1 668 2 —

“‘4YEARS ; | ér1zong is 5th 1n the Un1ted States for Burg1ary';
S - ates'f*,“?;i e Tl e
St s ‘»'e"':ﬂ Cainn "if

| 8Federa] Bureau of Invest1gat1on, “Cr1me in the';"
Un1ted States", 1980, PP. 23 48-59 | |

B0




Figure 14 |
BURGLARY BY TYPE OF LOCATION

* 349 Unknown"*

34% during the
day
bam - 6p

6pm - 6am

49% during the

_night
6pm=-6am

g c 9% during_the
o e -...day

‘6am ~ 6pm  NON-RESIDENCE

31

32% during the night:

Burglaries were highest during the holiday month of
December and the vacation month of August. 77.3% of
all burglaries involved a forced or attempted forcible
entry. SRR /

Burglary offenses jumped”by 20% over 1979 figureé; ,
Burgiary rates increased by 16%. Although reported
offenses increased significantly over the 1976 base

| year, the rate of offenses based on‘populatiandid not

CHANGE

PERCENT

even equal that of 1976.
| ' Figure 15

e TP 5 Ll i

" 1976-1980 PERCENTAGE CHANGE FOR BURGLARY

1976 RATE = 2,432.0
1980 RATE = 2,150.8

om- | Ny R

~ : | /

" Years

B s oo

_ Reported Offenses

~x- x- -Rate of Offenses per 100,000 population

32
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Burg]a y represents a substant1a1 f1nanc1a1 1oss.' In

1980 Ari

izonans suffered losses estimated at $53,898,119.
The average dollar loss per Burglary was $922; 5% h1gher~

than the national figure. Residences accounted for 75%
of the total f1nanc1a] loss through Burg]ary :

" CLEARED

S0 -

14.0 - |

PERCENT

13.5 -

13.0 -

W~nguré_16g 

T

PERCENT OF
.. BURGLARIES CLEARED BY
ARREST HAS GRADUALLY
'DECREASED SINCE 1976.

1976

Figure 17

'67;006-
65,000- |
 f63,qoo-
- 61,000>

59,000-
© 57,000-
55,000~

omwzmTmmo

53,000~
© “51,000-]

49,000~
47,000-
45 -] 000"

BURGLARY OFFENSE PROJECTIONS

YEARS

1977 f1978; 1979 1980
YEARS'. i

»;_  ‘3{3 ;7 

g

 v 34_;ﬁ J

1978 1979 1980 1981

1982 1983




5 Sy

“The un]awful tak1ng, carry1ng, 1ead1ng or r1d1ng o
away of property from the possession or construct1ve

L. Definition'f

possession of another. Excludes embezz]ement

"con games," forgery, and motor vehicle theft ‘1f1t37“'

: Reported Offenses F . .’.». PR IS 132 407
Rate Per 100 ooo Popu1at1on R 4 871. 7

Total Arrests .f, s ;:.i;e.°, 20, 008 T
'Arrests of Adu]ts S ... 10,442 (52%)« 
 Rate Per 100,000 Adults . . . ..  537.8 :
- Arrests of Juven11es ,;.'. ,',‘;. 9 566. (484) ?ii‘f_».
- Rate Per 100 000 Juven11es “' ] 232.5 ,‘ﬂ‘

@ 59.8 % of all Index Cr1me e
il 657 of Property Cr1me f;:F.Qf* e

‘:-jr:u s Rate Per 100 ooo Popu]at1on9.. 3 156, 3

Ar1zona 1s ng 1n the Un1ted States for Larceny/

. Theft rates

 9bid. pp. 27.

| Pooketéoicking t»’v » »?45

yiPurse-snatéhingr N — // .5

:Co1n machines yto " ‘~; ,// ’

.,From motor veh1c1es o ‘:‘7/7‘e]3.2% e
I

'B1cycles
MY othar oL

| Motor vehtc]e ;

Figure 18-f ’
LARCENY/THEFT BY TYPE "

% ’
7%

_ —— e
From bu1]d1ngs S AR

15.9%

Shop11ft1nq7 T
/o9

 21.8%

Accessor'

Ar1zonans lost $31 980 502 through Larceny/Theft in
1980 - $6 747 210 (26 7/) more than in ]979 ~

SR

gf'35,_hhf‘;~.o. |




F1gure 19
LARCENY- THEFT OFFENSE PROJECTIONS - Definition -

The,theft,or aitempted theft of a motor vehicle.

=1

155,000~ | T S
: O .Reported Offenses . . « « « ¢ o « o v o« » 12,825

150,000~ | - LR Rate Per 100,000‘§gpu1ation s e e e - 471.9

145,000- | S 143,492
’ : - . | ’ /

RIS B e ,‘;’f§7,299,g5¢'~

135,000- T '» *§*‘., B /\\\\\
| paD A

131, 228

' Tota1 Arrests . . . . . . ;»; . .,. ; . ,';v 1,616
Arrests of AdUTtS . . .o w v w ... 761 (478)
‘Rate Per 100,000 Adults . . . . . . . ...  39.2

Arrests of Juven11es .,.,v;v.‘;.". ... 855 ( 53%

| Rate Per 100, 000 Juvem'les A PP A ¢ N 2 m

VMmoo

130,000~ |

125,000~ - &
C} 5. 8% of all Index Cr1me o

120,000-
ey S (} 6 3% of Property Cr1me
el 116,585 e o

I 115,000- |

A

U. S. Rate Per 100,000 Population'®. . . . . 494.6

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983

IR ~ Arizona i$;1?8h~in the United States for Motor Vehicle .
- Theft rates. | R e T T e

 101piq, pp. 33, 47-50.

38
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Figure 20
STOLEN VEHICLES BY TYPE

e o o o o o o VUTOMOBILES
® @ ® [} ® o [ J o\ 49.6%

TRUCKS & BUSES

25.8% |
MOTORCYCLES

20.7%

3;9% - OTHER VEHICLES‘

'MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT COST EVERY ADULT IN ARIZONA $23 34
IN 1980 UP FROM $19. 97 IN 1979.

39

Nationally, one out of every ]43 registered motor veh1c1es
‘was stolen in 1980. 1In Arizona, the rate was slightly
less: 1 out of every 164,

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT RATES PER ARIZONA REGISTERED VEHICLES

’Q . ‘

1976 -:1 out of 208

o ‘ 1977 - 1 out of 208

1978 - 1 out of 204
1979
1980

]
—

out of'166

]
—
o

100 @

®
®
o0
!

N\

The most common’ motor veh1c]e th1ef arrested in 1980 was
a 15 or.}6 year o]d Juven11e ma]e.,'> ‘

40

out of 164
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Figure 21 L :1’f‘ " .
0 ’ ‘ o i inition -
MOTEE/VEHICLE THEFT -OFFENSE PROJECTIONS = DeTin

P
A

. “A%y willful or ma]iCiouS burning or attémpt to
= burn, with or without intent to defraud, a
dwe111ng house, public bu11d1ng, motor vehicle,

TQKVQ or air craft, persona] property of another, etc.
el Fires of suspicious or unknown origin are
12,900~ w exc]uded . o
12,700~ | | S
. Reported Offenses . . . . . . e e s 25314
. 12,500~ ~ Rate Per 100,000 Population . . . . .. = 851
4 , | - a
F <;42,300-
E ,
S 12,100- | Total Arrests . . . ... . . . ... ,;g;uw351
VE - 12,073 \ ] © Arrests of Adults : L. s (387)“
. . ]1’900- : | | ‘ ‘ ')‘:_,’ r ¢« .o & & o 8 ‘. . ° o‘c é
- | Vo o ] Rate Per 100, OOOAdults. C.i... 6.8
TICO O : ‘i._--ar- T . : A s .
S ~ 1,700- | ]] 700. 1, 759 ]1 /83 | | Arrests of%guvennles C e e e e e ... 219 (629)
p ' ; s I Ce ) . ’ i : ) . : s . s : §
; ’ “1\ o ‘/ oy y a » 0 YIEAYS ni ol e /#T e o e Ld . . k'k’
11,500- | - i ; Rate“Pen 100,000 Jun?n11es e  § 28 2
. ' — S e | Vk T O; | ‘ 1 . . g .
1979 ~1980 1981 1982 1983 s Property damage from arson in 1980 was e§t1mated
‘ Tl - : : . at $18 525,933. |
YEARS
= Arson was added to the Index Offenses categony in
1979 making national or state comparisons meaningless
until an appropr1ate data base can be accumulated.
Yoo B | N

a .
Lo TR el S e
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Figure 22

ARSON OFFENSES BY PROPERTY TYPE

190 .

Houses barns, stores bu51nesses, etc.
Cars, trucks, airplanes, boats, ete. :
Fences s1gns, crops, t1mber, etc.

5

MOBILE S ___OTHER

© THIRD IN THE UNITED STATES FOR PROPERTY CRIME; AND
~ 9TH FOR VIOLENT CRIME.!T MR

ARIZONA IS FOURTH IN THE UNITED STATES FOR
S TOTAL INDEX CRIME

RATE

District of Columbia . Cu .. .10,236.4
Nevada . +» « « « « « » « « - « . 8,804.0
Florida « «os v » o o v v . . 8,402,0

CARIZONA « o eoe e e .vf8,143.5531"‘

' california . A 7:833?]

';‘Ar1zona is second among the Western Mounta1n Reg1on

“Jcrxme rates.II

';TaQTe;,4.;t

.« for total index crime, property cr1me, and v101ent

'IP‘PRQPERTY‘”E

CVIOLENT

| - INDEX

Nevada

7 94] 4>‘:I1:‘

Nevada

_912.6

Nevada
8 854 0

vfﬂ:T

A

Ar1zona "
7, 494 .4

1 Arizona

Wh

Ar1zona

8 143 5

Co]oradot‘a,
6 soﬁ 9t,‘;

" 649.0

6]5 0

‘I,‘;New'Mex1¢6E_f

Co]orado G

7,333.5

Utah

5,577, 3f~ "*

a 2

528 6

i Colorado ,Iw’,

'New MeXICp'iT’iﬁ‘ﬁt
f-5;97940

f °5 364. I

New Mex1co

Wyom1ng

AIII}T=Utahf

| "3H

Montana

1 e

‘ g;:; Idahoﬁ‘°;
4,801, 9 H“f' :

T‘q,k .

*313'4

| seme

"f{imﬁﬁtanaT€;@o¢
Ta,5,024,5‘*“"

Wyom1ng
3,593, 8,/”

Utah
303 3

| 4,98.4 |

-h}

Idaho a

4,468.8

Montana
222 6’-'

| -idano |
47822 -
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F1gure 23 N “.‘ W.
ARIZONA CRIME INDEX COMPARISON*

“Table 5 o
- CRINE INDEX TOTAL*

Arizona vs. United States

221,329

cia—
o —ietemems

| — 1 U5 toA]
OFFENSE | U.S. RATE | AZ.RATE | COMPARISON

176,346

otal Index

Violent- © * | ~s80:8 | e40.0 | #11.7

Property L "5;319.1-': i \7,494:¢°'!  ~‘%$0;9‘

I Mmurder | 0.2 | 102 | emeeem

Rape | - 3.4 | 450 | +23.6

g

Robbery | 2435 | 1934 | -20.6

J f%)k<‘v1'0:

PROPERTY CRIMES

| 1S &

{Assant | 2906 .| 400.5 | 3758

Burglary | " 1.668.2 | 2,150.8 | "+28.9

rarceny | 33563 | 48117 | 443 |

| vehicteThert | asa | s | a6 |

e N A S O O — .

Rates were ca]cu]ated pe: 100 OOO popu]at1on.,_~ o

Sk Exc]udes Arson

- *Excludes Arson. g |
Lt e e
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INDEX CRIME PROJECTIONS

ADULT
SYSTEM ANALYSIS
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In 1980 the Stat1st1ca1 Ana]ys1s Center |
& so11c1ted ‘the cooperat1on of researchers at the Center W%ek‘
'for;Crlminal,Just1ce,1Arizona'State Un1vers1t¥,’to,

~Mdeve10pvaufTOW+chart,eor;modéT,'Of Arizona's criminal

'n5USt{Ceﬂsystém;

After months of 1nvest1gat1on, and with contr1-'

: bUt1ons from most of the system s maJor segments, the

| hmode] presented on the fo]]oW1ng fo]d out pages was

'evolved

What does th1s mode] mean to the lay person7 Is
S ‘our cr1m1na1 Just1ce system effect1ve? Is it
> |

2 eff1c1ent? Can anyth1ng be der1ved from th1s rather

5rjcompJex and lengthy f]ow-chart? |
Data presented to th1s po1nt has 1nd1cated

| Ar1zona has a ser1ous cr1me prob]em. =ActTonoupon a

cr1me 1s norma]]y 1n1t1ated through 1nvo1vement of the L

Jfahend1ng v1o]ators of the law.,

& . ;i | ftlaw enforcement commun1ty - the po]1ce. The fundamenta]
- ’” L "“ﬂapurpose of Ar1zona s po11ce off1cers 1s cr1me pre? o
f, : ff; ;‘ a,hVent1on through 1aw enforcement but ma1nta1n1ng order
'} rc 7%* : lhrequ1r;s more of our po]1ce departments than appre-

48
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e T . MISDEMEANORS

AN e A - ettt e g ot o RS i e e 1 s e e 6yt i tresn i e g Sttt i e

MODEL OF THE
 ARIZONA CRIMINAL -
‘JUSTICE SYSTEM *

1980 ADULT - FELONIES

CRI*lES TN 1 e
A _REPORTED *« - S e
- 22]‘349 y e

CTOTAL -
CRIMES =
COMMITTED

-

CRIMES
NOT
REPORTED

L R © ARRESTS **
* ARREST ,  MADE.
84,082 136,847

- JUVENILES - ADULTS
110,122
L

- FELONIES
4 ‘x323195: o

SRR PEreEt )
R "STATION .
‘o CADJUSTMENT"

v
GRAND
JURY

K 2
* LOKER
_COURT
PRESENTMENT
28,562

R
- FELONY ;
- REQUEST
- GRANTED
17,137

2 89%6.

OU!I'

e
MISDEMEANORS
| 512

5;7]3V

e

TRAIJSFER DIS,PlflISS ‘ PLEAS - DEFERRED BOUNI}l’OVER ~ WAIVED
oo out ’ 3,372 3,101 PROSECUTION -T0 SUPERIUR PROSECUWON
o606 T T Te (SR 3,604

- ::‘" * w
~ GRAND

- PRESENTHMENT |

JURY ©
3,251°

o

b i o o S350 g e g b e i e

. —~DISMISSED

T

"»;;17 Lj[f'_.f - ;( LONER counr TERMINATIONS
*Represents Part I reported offenses only, s1nce Part II cr1mes reported

S : data are not officially. collected Part 1 crimes ran e Statew1de
' ff,é,,tg “ from 30% to 60% of all crlmes repo'ted o g

71_ **Represents arrests for both Part

and Part II offenses.‘  ¢;“15 e
ST |

SUPERIOR COUR]’

';}--WERMINATIONS'.

T 712,303

|ransFERRED

1 PLEA |
—BEFOR

o s e e
o gL-e>SET = ] e

Tt

o —VICTIM WITNESS
o REFUSAL 145
CASE

OBSTRUCTION ———1—EXTRADITION
435 - REFUSED = 4

1 | OTHER
1 LoossTRucTIONS 286
N

CONTEST-——] PAID 109
1,503

L
i

2,627 .

e | NEGOTIATED

OTHER
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689

778

107 C12
" NEW
€—SENTENCE

132

~RESTITUTION

PLEA 616

DEFERRED = s
LPROSECUTION

V{%REVOCATION =

5

" "J&—RECALLED
244 31

RE-
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- UNSHCCESSFUL——)
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55
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Police a]sodéa] wfth many situations~techn1ca11y‘k

'0utside thevsc0pe of,“crime": fam11y feuds, acc1dents,

‘natural d1sasters, and commun1ty education 1nteract1on

are- some of the areas ‘requiring the serv1ces of our -

enforcement off1cers. Inclusion of these tangent1a]
dut1es has made the- eva1uat1on ‘and measurement of

po11ce effect1veness and performance a hazy 1ssue at

«“Hbest Most departments re]y heav11y upon the number

that mJght\be.' The reported crime rate, c]earance/

rates, popu1at1on served per off1cer or per dol]ar

ﬁcexpend1ture and c1t1zen att1tudes are all suggested

performance measurement cr1ter1a for law enforcement

,0

As prev1ous]y noted Ar1zona c1t1zens are suppor- -;
'-t1ve of the1r Iaw enforcement agenc1es, but how do
S the state s p011ce compare in other areas on a

| nat1onW1de sca]e? B

-——-_..._ - e

As_presented 1n F1gure 25L_Arlzona s 1aw_enfgrceg_"
'~ment commun1ty fares s11ght1y better 1n c1earances “
_for three of the seven 1ndex offenses when compared |
,to the nat1ona1 f1gures. The state’s po]1ce c]earances

.ffgenerally compare favorably to the Un1ted States as a

A

50
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| | Figure 25 | "
whole, however, remembering that Arizona has the CRIMES CLE?ggg BY ARREST
fourth highest crime rate in the country reflects - C
even more positively on our police officers' efforts. '/ 2  73%
Put another way, we have more crime than most, but 5 \\\\:i y
are keeping level with the majority of states on - \\\\\\ :
png . d 60 - & 60
clearing the offenses. Critics might counter by - t.707 |
; , 99 T AN ) fa)
sking why Arizona's clearances aren't higher i N . .
asking why tizona e,’anc  ar h ¢ n S0 \\\\:: 499 o |59%
concert with the higher crime rate? An analysis of p 45 Eti:t: ‘ o )
comparitive data on both full-time sworn personnel E . R | ‘
i P | : %0 - x k&
and total personnel (sworn plus civilian), reveals o R | N
and total p (svorn plus civilian), res : 35_\ )
 that in both categories Arizona's two largest cities N O RN N
s 9 Lo \ & 28k
Phoenix and Tucson) are below the national and o "N o | |
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Western Mountain Regional rate of law enforcement ~* = é 20 \\\\\g Q§:§§§ » i 2,
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only are our police officers dealing with an intensive o E \ | ‘ 12% ,
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crime problem, but there are less of them to do so - \\\\\\ N\ | ”\\\\\\ ]47§
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‘;‘e'”°MotorJVeh1c1e Theft ap'uh v jj’gélg?,;~

Arrest rates support Ar1zonan s conf1dence in the1r * ;
law enforcement personne] As Tab]e 6 rew.als, . R

arrest*rates baSed'on popuTation were higher 1n‘Ariaona B TQT
for five of the e1ght 1ndex offense categor1es than . Q

for the United States in totaT R T R

TABLE 6
1980 Arrest Rates* - ..

. OFFENSE

Murder 1 -7e0 - - ‘,;~TTM

Rape/Sexua] Assau]t eihﬂ~ia>lg,1..f~ 4.15;ow‘iaj~g
‘tRobbery o ‘/; ” ,ar M;A f‘m°367.0‘/? 57, 0 ; ht~4 .
| S ;"~¢s'f23o”éi' ' *_’242;0i "?~ng:‘
*Larceny/Theft ';*fv;,}*° osme ez |

| ses

, Aggravated Assau]t | ﬁ;f};1é4;31~

Burg]ary

i

“‘rj

*Per 100,000 persons. %

Gl . ) . ' B ) G Vst

ARIZONA , o T

S

'sett1ng 1s a comp11cated process.

”arrested for feTon1es - approx1mateTy 15% of aT] cr1mes

As one can tell from the cr1m1na1 Just1ce system

e'd1agram, what happens after an - arrest w1th1n the court

The maJor1ty of

arre ts are of adults for m1sdemeanor offenses. Th1s

,system fTowchart spec1f1ca11y traces those adu]ts

;'r.

reporteda- through the court segment to sentenc1ng, ,th

o

where correct1ons then assumes contro] ‘,~f P ‘ v fﬁf‘

4 : e /

g

r:
S

=

The Jud1c1a1 branch of government in Ar1zona cons1sts :

> fof the qupreme Court Court of AppeaTs, Super1or e

’7f’the state and the power to make ru]es reTat1ve to a]ﬂ

¢~serv1ng s1x year terms of off1ce.

| Jhas adm1n1strat1ve superv1s1on over aTT the courts qf

"'lprocedural matters in ary court

{ one 1n Phoen1x and one in Tucson. ‘
;‘appeTTate Jur1sd1ct1on to determlne alT matters proper]y

.f_appeaTed from the Super1or Court.';,-g,;pfgiNTTg;f;.f

‘”Court and~dust1ce of the Peacegand‘Mun1c1pa1»Court.

The Arlzona Supreme Court cons1sts of f1ve Just1ces

The Supreme Court , “‘p.';'; fzz

= &L «r

5 e e R

The Court of Appea]s cons1sts of two d1v151ons,

. '(#

The Court has

%




At the c1ose of 1980 the Super1or Court cons1sted

of 81 Judges s1tt1ng 1n 14 count1es.r The ﬁuper1or “‘

L,

<»Court 1s a tr1a1 court of genera] Jur1sd1ct1on and

is empowered to hear cases of equ1ty and 1aw which

,1nvo]ve title to or possess1on of rea] property, c1vi1

‘.cases where the c1a1m for re11ef amount to $2 500 or

more; fe1ony prosecut1ons and m1sdemeanors not other-

wise provided for by Taws probate matters, and cases

o

1nvolv1ng d1sso]ut1on of marr1age. County probat1on3

‘(‘

'departments are aTso operated under the superv1swon ;

of theﬁSuper1or Court;

e
Fcsend

Statew1de there are 84 Just1ces of“the Peace for

: a;;an equal number of pr°c1ncts. These Judges are

N

_e]ected by the prec1nct3voters -and serve a term of

p\,

‘f'off1ce of .our years. Mun1c1pa1 Courts are mandated*

A .

’~by state Taw 1n each 1ncorporated c1ty or town. 1Thev”

74'Muntc1pa1 Courts are overseen by mun1c1pa]-qudges

yappointed by”city or town ¢OUncils.

: o
el

Just1ce of the Peace and Mun1c1pa] Courts have

| vJur1sd1ct1on to hear”class 1 2 and 3 m1sdemeanor L

f:'fcgses.‘ Just1ces of the Peace may a]so conduct S

U o55? "ﬁ

3

4

i
<
¥

]
&I

o

.aipaJ CourtS»are,empoWered»tobhear,matters arising

’az cases are d1sm1ssed typ1ca]1y due to deferred

’ transferred

'\°f88% are tr1ed by a Jury, 12% through a court tr1a1

1_fprocess.;

e

preliminary examinations on felony complaints. Munic-

' out'of violationsiofacity‘or towndordinances;~~Virtuaﬂ]y

, a]l traff1c v1o]at1on cases. are filed in the Just1ce

of the Peace or Mun1c1pa1 Courts

In ]980 Ar1zona s Super1or Courts rece1ved 12 343

fe]ony cases e1ther through Grand Jury presentment

‘_ or 1ower court remand Th1s represents approx1mate1y

6% of the tota] cr1mes reported 1n 1980 but 387 of

. the pert1nent adu]t fe]ony cases (32 195) What happens

,,,,,

'to the adult fe]ony cases that reach the Super1or

- Court ]evel? The maJor1ty (727) of them are p]ed by

the defendent before go1ng to tr1a] 214 of the

prosecut1on, a negot1ated p]ea agreement or other :

' reasons 67 of the cases. go to tr1a1, and 1% are N

Of the sma]] percentage of cases go1ng to tr1a1,;,t :

B .




“Superior Courts'1 posed sentences dh 9 448 of ? another‘BZ% eventually complete their full probation
the 9, 609 cases p1ed or tr1ed before them in 1980 C i » kuhpﬂkam'f o hSentEﬂCE§hahd éréiterminated‘-14%’undéP90 revoCation

of the1r probataon and are sentenced e1ther to the

In 161 of the cases a not gu11ty or other verd1ct

Was reached. O those 9,448 sentenced defendants, | T T Ar1zona State Pr1son or another alternative such as

=y

the vast majority (70%)'were p]aced'on'prohationQ' S | iﬂ_';‘?‘f S FederanPrisonhor County Jail. o

. {w ) "< ‘ﬁae@a%WvJ ‘ | . It 1s 1mperat1ve to remember that these data
Super1or Courts was a term in the Ar1zona Statev- e it

The second most common sentence 1mposed by the

J

represent po17t-1n t1me observat1ons and are an

4\«

est1mate of the system s response to reported cr1me.

Prison at F1orence.‘ The maJor1ty of those defendents : Q\

so sentenced rema1ned 1n pr1son unt11 the1r sentence il

r fu1f111ed Other, but 1ess often » T : i Adm1n1strat1ve pract1ces and procedures vary | i

{
S - - : : rx\

" was "maxeo out"

used, sentence a]ternat1ves 1nc1ude the County Ja11 oo w1de]y from court to court ‘throughout the state

Var1ous and d1ffer1ng forms are deve]oped by courts - ! «'*ef?

‘a stra1ght f1ne or other sentence suoh as

psych1atr1c exam1nat1on at the Ar1zona State Hosp1ta1 N e 1ndependent1y Court computer and 1nformat1on systems

i h ERE are often deve]oped on the bas1s of. un1que operat1ons

What proport1on Of the 0’191"31 adult fe]on rather than on a bas1s wh1ch perm1ts adopt1on by

1
x‘J i

R

5 . :
set do these sentences represent Almost one th1rd )ther courts."] 0perat1ons as Just descr1bed by

(29%) of those adults arrested for felony cr1mes <’ ‘ the Ar1zona Jud1c1a1 Coord1nat1ng Comm1ttee make'

in Ar1zona Were sentenced - 21% Of them to probat1on  the eva1uat1on and assessment of Ar1zona s court o

and 85 o pr1son.»*.. 'hfdsystem even more d1ff1cu1t than measurement of the

)

"fstate s 1aw enforcement effect1veness.~s

K=

Of those defendents sentenced to probat1on, 54%

are term1nated ear1y from the1r probat1onary status ]"]981‘Ar1aona Jud1cff] Ptan i Ar 0 J‘d‘ ]»C .
. ; 1z na u 1c1a oor- .
| due to favorable and rehab1]1tated behav1or, ‘ .

- fi’f d1nat1ng Comm1ttee, Just1ce W1111am A Ho1ohan,

g i i | Cha1 r-man, ‘  k 7 58 |




st .

Tf111ngs from 1979 to 1980

12,711 cases 1

'of pend1ng matters at year end

"scope of thJ

~ From the“court's'perséective the primary purpose

of measur1ng various Jud1c1a1 system act1v1t1es is to
provndeemanagemento1nformat1on, The Ar1zona Supreme
Court collects and compiles case]oad statistics fromv

the Super1or Courts as weTﬂ as, the 1ower courts, and

publtshes them annua]]y Wh11e a three year data

base has been estab11shed through th1s procedare,

. /1

there is a rea] need to 1mprove the 1nformat1on

. A
co]lect1on process and ref1ne the data co11ected to
expand 1ts use:uTness to managers within the cr1m1na1

Just1ce system and court sub-system.g-ds’

e

A cursory exam1nat1on of court stat1st1cs 1n- Nt
‘d1cates that Super1or Courts are not able to ma1nta1n i
ypace w1th the 1ncreas1ng number of cr1m1nal f111ngs. )

- StateW1de data reflect a 22% increase ‘in cr1m1na1 y,‘

ConcurrentTy, the court

i

ewas able to expand the number of term1nat1ons from

1979 to 14 490 cases (1nc1udes I

m1sdemeanors) ,n ?980 an 1ncrease of only 14%

'71<The rap1d 3ncrease 1n f111ngs has not been offset by

5 comparab]e term1nat1ons,,resu1t1ng 1n a greater number

,r‘)

Wh11e outs1de the d‘

5

qub11cat1gg c1v11 f111ngs W1th1n

l‘) )

e

- on spec1f1c law enforcement and correct1ona1 act1v1t1es,"‘t

'select1on system

the Superior Court were a]most‘doub1e‘crimina1v
fi]ings in"1980,tand 1ncreased‘by'almOSt.14%f0ver
1979 civil filings. These increases in total case
volume must certainly exert a significant impact on
the court sub-system and the rema1n1ng cr1m1na1

justice segments that must a]so dea1 w1th the add1-

t1ona1 1nf]ux. |

Qualitative measurements of Arizona's courts

present anotherfmethodfof,aSSeSSing‘their effect-

~jveness. The State Bar of Arizona and the county
~ bar associations in Maricopafand“Pima~Counties‘con—

ﬁ“duct a member po11 to prov1de the pub11c with 1nfor-j,t

&

mat1on on attorney percept1ons of the performance ofn~
,Appe]]ate and genera1 Jur1sd1ct1on (Super1or) courtv

'Judges who are appo1nted and reta1ned under the mer1t

These pol]s are conducted annua]]y

with the resu]ts pub11shed in the 1oca1 newspapers.

A]though the‘Un1form Cr1me Reports and the Nat1ona]

Prlsoner Stat1st1cs program prov1de nat1onW1de data

. no comparab]e un1form nat1onw1de system ex1sts for

the collectton and d1ssem1nat1on of state and 1oca1

60
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.Jury se]ect1on beg1ns

| 'performance assessment

judicial processing statistics. A recentvexceptton
is the State Court Case]oad Stat1st1cs series com-

p11ed by the National Center for State Courts.

The 1imited data coi]ected,by'the»National Center
for State Courts revealed that in 1977 for the 32 ﬁ

states submitting comparable data, Arizona was 12th

in felony case filings per 100,000 popuTation; 447,9

cases per ]00,000 persons. A comparison of caseS»

processed per judge for the westernyMountain“Region .
indicates (Table 7) that Ar1zona has the h1ghest

g

rate of cases processed per Judge

L ?ourts across the cont1nent usua]ly accumu]ate |

data on Jury tr1a1s us1ng one of s1x def1n1t1ons. :

In Ar1zona a Jury tr1a1 is counted as such when the

i In contrast, the state of

]M1nnesota on1y counts tr1als 1f tr1ed to a Judgement.
‘This 1ack of cons1stency again deters from the

acompllat10n of_nat1onW1deicourt'data for process and

For comparab]e courts

n‘def1n1ng Jury tr1als accord1ng to the 1n1t1at1on of

Jury se]ect1on, cr1m1na1 tr1als per: Judge ranged

from 8.7 in Kansas to 12 4 in. New Jersey. Ar1zona f'g

&

51,:

o TABLE 7
§  COMPARISON OF COURT CASE FLOWS

"

~ -1977 ADULT CRIMINAL CASES-

" BEGINNING CASES

~ CASES

ENDING PROCESSES/} =

‘Statistics Project, "State Court Caseload
fStat1st1cs Annua] Report 1977 and 1978," U.S.

crimina1 trial‘rate per judge was exactly in the middle

of the range w1th 10 5 cr1m1na1 tr1a1s per gudge 1n

1977. 2 |

v’zNat1ona1 Center for State Courts, Nat1ona1 Court Stat1st1cs

Projects, "State Court Caseload Statistics; Annua] Report

o ),s :
4 ot LR
[ / Ll e

62

.- 1977 and 1978," U.S. Dept. of Just1ce, Bureau of
Just1ce Stat1st1cs s ,

STATE ~ PENDING _ FILED  DISPOSED PENDING™ JUDGE
Arizona 5,857 13,231 13,243 5,845 181
Colorado 10,031 15,690 - 13,880 12,415 139
Utan' 894 3,352 2,999 1 zsoiﬁﬂ;{lgsﬁ
New Mexico - 25329  'n45§564} 4,178 | 2,807vk ;Tdf g
Montana  N/A ;jn/A> A g N/A NA
1 woming 687 1,288 1,32 609 104
ldaho 1,085 3,324 3,079 1,200 118
Nevada WA 1,448 _ WA ’7nlAf /A
Source: National Center for State Courts, Nat1ona1 Court | - ‘kﬁ s

i [P
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The increase in the court's criminal filings has

‘directly impacted the correctional segment of the

criminal justice system. Adult felons within“the .

‘Department of CorrectionS‘institutﬁonsfincreased by

i]% over~1979ﬂ1nmate“popu1ation totals.

Once sentenced'to the correctiona]kend of the
cr1m1na1 justice system, what happens to the adu]t
fe]on? Computat1on of an offender S "t1me" (mean1ng
time spent within a pr1son) was s1gn1f1cant1y altered

in 1978‘by,the revision of the stotefs criminal code.

One year later, the Arizona“Attohney Genera] issued

an op1n1on wh1ch changed the 1nterpretat1on of the ,

statute‘author1z1ng mandatory re]eases.

5f: eThe.heviSed Criminal code mendated*longer sentence
‘TengthS“forfcertatn offenses and eliminated the
a]ternat1ve of probat1on for others. On>theyother end
of “the spectrum, the Attorney ‘General's optn1on |
effect1ve1y reduced mandatory release e11g1b111ty

,from 51x to three months gr1or to sentence exp1rat1on.

“These‘system»changes when,couﬁ]edVWIth the;increaSed_fk

7.

number of criminal case filings and cases processed

within the courts, have combined to produce an ‘enormous

strain on the state's correctional sub-system.

only 1is the'corrections'aréa.QEtting more offenders,
but‘they are, through law, staying longer as dis~

fp]ayed_on Table 8.
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- "Arizona Correctional Statistics, 1980".

L

TABLE 8
1977-1979 ADULT ADMISSIONS:
MEAN TIME TO MANDATORY RELEASE
BY OFFENSE AND’ SEX
. (months)

1977 1978 1979

OFFENSE" M F M F M F it
» A }
Homicide 74.5  72.6| 78.3 42.7| 717 42.0 e e
Sex Assault | 85.5 N/A'| 70.0 NA | 67.6 N/A S
Sex Abuse 57.6 N/A | 61.3 N/A | 60.0 N/A -y T
Robbery .50.9 32.3| 47.7 56.7] 52.0 29.4 IR

Agg. Assault| 38.9 16.5| 35.4 18.4| 29.6 49.0 e
Other Crimes | . o

vs. People | 83.0 12.0] 80.3 WA | 56.4 56.0
| Arson 20.5 10.0) 25.4 WN/A| 20.8 N/A -
Burglary 23.7  20.5| 26.2 17.9] 26.2 35.0 e
Larceny | 27.7 21.4| 31.3 14.6] 26.7 18.4 s
Vehicle Theft] 14.4 N/A | 18.0 NA | 20.6 30.2 -
|Fraud-Forgery| 25.3 17.0] 22.4 23.7] 27.8 26.8 —p 2
Other Crimes ) | f | - §
lvs. Property | 16.1 12.0} 25.2 11.8] 22.6 <N/A i ST
Hard Drugs | 36.0 21.1| 44.2 30.0{ 45.5 46.4 B
Marijuana | 22.7 21.5| 32.8  6.5] 36.8  42.0 TR
Other Crimes | 20.6 8.2 21.5 31:3| 22.6 °15.0 -
3.2 22.8]| 37.5 27.4| 38.2 33.0 T
\=1272 _N=127 N=1226 _ N=88 N=1244 N=67 -
 “Source: 'Ar126na'StateﬁDepartment of Correctidns, %;;k%~w

To this point the description of the adult felon has
been strictly quantative in nature. The Department

of Corrections through analysis of their inmate records,

$qan prdvide us with a more vivid sketch of the typical

adult fe]on;
MALE |

He would be 28.8 years of age, white, Single, with_no

chi]dren;: His last year of schoolvwas the ninth grade,

and he hasvnot‘recéived a high s¢h001 dipToma'or

trade SCh061‘certif1cate; Work history revolves

“around short term filll=time jobs as an unskilled -

worker usually earhing slightly more thaﬁ’$4;000
annually. He has no substantié]ainvolvemeht with =

drugs or alébhol and is of averageéﬁnte1ligeﬁ¢ef

He would be serving a'five-to eleven year sentence

- ~imposed by the Maricopa County courts for robbery,

burglary, or homicide. Eleven months have been

.iwingserVed~5n Department of Corrections 1qstitutions;<with~
J;tweTVe months to go'befbre'bgpoming ejigib]egfdrf
- parole, ahd fgfteen mgnths rgmaining;un%}a mandatory
release. He is a first termer with no‘substantf51 f'

criminal involvement either as a juvenile or an adult.

o

&
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G T e e ‘Mandatory re]eases accounted for more than three out
FEMALE - e A e e g | 4
T R . o : qof Five releases 1n 1979.7 Paroles granted have
She 1s 27 7 years o]d wh1te s1ng1e, and WIth no : ~ been decreas1ng for the 1ast four years and accounted
ch11dren. Sne completed the e1ghth grade and has no | ,‘sTfor on]y one of every f1ve ma]es re1eased in 1979
i ’ “ ‘ - . kS c“
d1ploma or trade schoo] cert1f1cate. She has worked b 38 Cowm ¥ \\
Ar1zona S correct1ona1 1nst.tut1ons are- not the
pr1mar11y, if at aI], at short term c]er1ca1 or . PRE
i ¢ "'only segment stra1n1ng under the system over]oad
serv1ce occupat1ons w1th an annua1 1ncome of $3, 595 '
. . i d | Over 6 200 adults were sentenced to probat1on in.
Inte111gence 1s rated as average and no exten51ve R e
o . e — ﬁﬁ_é C 1980 In Ar1zona the probat1on department 1s a
,,,,, 1nvo]vement w1th drugs or alcoho] is noted L R
o s - . ‘J;”" e B o funct1on ofﬂeach»countycs Super10r Court In seven \\§
She is. probab]y serv;ng a 4 7 to 7 6 year sentence > '-eﬁaaatffg R c of Ar1zona S 14 count1es, there are separate depart-
for narcotics, robbery, hom1c1de or fraud/forgery,ni' - - 3 - ments for adu]t and Juven1le probat1on, the other
on a commTtment from Mar1copa County She has served ‘ qp%wiwnf S seven count1es have a s1ngle department wh1ch serves
ten months W1th twelve months remu1n1ng unt11 ,parole | | % ,'t“;," both adult and;Juveni1eEProb§t1onens.4
e11g1b111ty and’ th1rteen months to mandatorv re?ease°r ¢ oy e
’ | A rev1ew of‘the 1979)stat1st1cs of thosefeount1es
She 1s a f1rst termer w1th no pr1or adu]t or i SR e
: b , y ‘ wh1ch have separate adu]t probat1on departments X
Juven11e comm1tments and on1y one arrest 3 | i -
ol r - «;gs_e . - show that the average adu]t probat1on off1cer case-, L
1 0 S ma
As the system f]ow-chart attests to the maaor1ty 4 1oad 1s bjtween 100 and 110 cases. 0ff1cers 1" 16?99
of those adult felons’ exiting the prison. system, have | departments such.as: Mar"lcopa and Pima Count*tes, e
fu1fmed (or maxed out) thewpmson sentencf W2 may perform only one spemahzed asswgnment, e g.,
3i8‘£}*”; R 7«*“~yu,,~*? 3 ;a;“o,*;f‘\* D | ® f1e1d superv1s1on of probationers, wh11e the1r ,,ng;‘ “
s _' .- ’ 3 ‘:” ‘O oq . 4 ‘» L L . w S , : g
R G T e t] o acounterparts 1n sma11er departments prov1de f1e1d
E Y . c«‘ s e [ . e Q BN
e S e o 3 .y superv1s1on, prepare presentence reports and perform
0"‘ ’ Eé‘f‘c e r67 e m b Q 4 e RN EER T I R Y 1 kS R
| . e . Lo v A Pb1d s ; ,“*f,;f_,‘k ,4«., | NOETE T e
= (— ' ! : " 3 L) c \E\ R\ s "’~ § ‘il d ' . ‘ 68 : ' g : - < ‘1 '
E e . o L , ’ i R A e
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other related functions. The vast majority of the

'computed'caseload averages are well above the average

of 50 a\ses per officer recommended by the Amer1can

it

N
Correct1ona] Assoc1at1on.

.

Throughout this system ana]ys1s, def1c1enc1es
1n operat1ons have been de11neated a1ong w1th the
bas1s, or poss1b1e cause, of such shortcom1ngs. In‘n’
October, 1979 the Ar1zona State Justice P]ann1ng ;
Agency S Superv1sory Board recommended that a olann1ng

process be 1mp1emented wh1ch wou]d address the’ needs

of the state S cr1m1na1 Just1ce commun1ty I"

{'—' o Y

} response to that comprehens1ve system-w1de approach

O

to p]ann1ng, members of spec1a11zed task forces and

reg1ona] p]ann1ng un1ts 1dent1f1ed many state and |

local cr1m1na1 Just1ce probTems. -

A

In Apr11, 1980 part1c1pants 1n a cr1m1na1
JUSt1CE conference and work shop fbrmu1ated f1ve-*em;‘ff

year obJect1ves and work p]ans for each prob1em areaa

J 1dent1f1ed. Th1s approach perm1tted d1fferent W%fa;
5"198] Ar1zona Cr1m1na1 Just1ce Improvements P]an" RICRN I
Ar1zona State Justice Plann1nqSAgency, January, ‘ﬁ“‘;~~
1981 p 83 e s ; n
;m“”" “?tiyn : o j; o

7 X ’y o
o

| discip]ines,ustate andﬁloca1»agencies;;and‘regional

representatives to jointly address Arizona's criminal
. . . : R Lo G k@

justice problems, many of which have beenhmentjoned’

in this report. ”‘f). ,;‘ | T; L ﬁ”_

IR,

Recommendat1ons put forth by th1s representat1ve

'vgroup of cr1m1na1 Just1ce profeSSIOnaTS 1nc1uded - but

were not ]1m1ted to - the follow1ng

.

LAWTENFORCEMENT."

Priority Objectives:

ok

1. To deve]op a state W1de crlme prevent1on
| _;master p]an,t |

2;5 To deve1op better relat1ons between mass

,y ~ media and the cr1m1na1/3uven11e Just1ce

‘-system agenc1es, e
"f3;f’To encourage sa]ar1es for law enforcement

~ recruits which-are designed to attract more
L qua]1f1ed personne1 to 1aw enforcement

‘74; To prov1de support to sma]]er 1aw enforce-
*) ment agenc1es in the 1nvest1gat1on of
“‘comp?ex cr1mesv o lgﬁkp-v e

ARSI PR Grn’%‘ T R : e
’9{‘“‘5@i,TO make the Mr1zona Cr1m1na1 Just1ce e
/., . Information System (ACJIS) more respons1ve SRR
~ to the .needs of locaI cr1m1na1 justice -

| '.agenc1es, and R N N

- | SAp ’

e i & o ‘f B Ty E




o,

- _ —— T T T LT i . T
6.“To decrease the number of unreported . ‘
- crimes. 7. To organize and improve operations of the
Tower court system;
Silﬂiﬂi 8. To reduce court back]og where it exists;
Pri S 9. To 1mprove the management capab111t1es g | | "4;
riority Objectives: s of the courts on a local and statewide e
E . , = | gbas1s, L
A KO study the Tmp11Cdt1ons of various e iy e “ 10. To have all courts in Arizona housed in '_1 T 1ﬂ“
= approaches to and degrees of statewide | | | - S , | | appropr1ate fac111t1es and e | SRR
financing for Arizona's .court system - o I | - ‘ RRERERE 5
and make appropriate recommendae1ons," RS | fo TR N | 1. To further deve]op pre-serv1ce and
| , & SR | ~ in-service tra1n1ng for Judges and
2. To improve coordination and cooperat1on at R S TS ?ﬁﬁg» . , , court personne] B
~ all Tevels of the court systém and co- | | e b s Do ,
operatlon'between various criminal ‘ B B 3 ey T | o 5
Justice agenc1es and the court system, R e - CORRECTIONS . R T
3. To have the Supreme Court demonstrate ',m;' B T L e o L g
~ support for reorganization of the courts L . Pr1or1ty:0b3ect1ves.
- of limited jurisdiction; BN |
4, To address 1ncreas1ng case1oads 1n , L To prov1de pre adaud1cat1on d1vers1on
'v'eD1v1s1on One of the Court of Appeals with - “» alternatives such as release-on own |
~ the addition of a fourth panel of Judges . ; | ;recogn1zance and -deferred prosecut1on .
A ;13nd necessary support staff and to o i s | . programs for each county; :
» - determine what other methods may be e SO L S L |
; ‘fut111zed to ex edite” e T TR R ~2.*,To expand post—adaud1cat1on diversion |
ek P case proce551ng, . s+ and sentencing'alternative programsi
5. ' To attain and maintain the constitutionally | SR e
- authorized number of super1or court Judgesy : 210 develop 5tatem1de 3a11 standards,»,,,
in eac s S
e ach county, i e 4. To construct new fac111t1es and to
, 6. To cont1nue study of reorgan1zat1on of ¥ oo renoyate existing facilities to provide
’ s needed 1nst1tut1ona1 space to- a11ev1ate
c SR |
ourts of 11m1ted 3ur1sd1ct1on,., ; oo e G overcrowd1ng,_ o e T ,
O S e . : 5., To 1mprove the pr1son 1ndustr1es program |
N = s . ~ to increase its rehab111tat1on benef1ts, .
o o » ’ - 1~~and :
W o | N . | - | | o
= LR L : To develop a- stateW1de tra1n1ng and cer- -
5 T ’ Vi \ Bl ~tification system for 9etent1on and | |
o RS ¥ S X e mcorrect1onal off1cers.~ Ayl O S
Y < ° bt s B e JR e SIS Sty
e . o , e
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The information presented within this section

addresses key agencies within the juveni]e justice
| system:"1aw‘enforCement;'juveni1e courts; probation

‘departments and the State Department of Corrections.

The ana]ys1s 1nc1udes a flow chart and narrat1ve

detajling system operat1ons_and 1ntroduces soc1a1

“and behavioral issues impacting juvenile crime.

i

Juven11e Just1ce procedures vary from county

to’county, however, maJor dec151on4po1nts and bas1c

0 )/

. 1ega] funct1ons can be. co]]ect1ve1y summar1zed for

~the state as a who]e. The fo110w1ng fIOW~Ch§Pt’

B = .
represents a‘compend1um of the movement and‘serieslg

of events a Juven11e m1gh encounter w1th1n the

_cr1m1na1 Just1ce system.

BRI
=

sThchhaﬁt7graphica1]y‘andtnuﬁeriCa]]y portrays

L the f]ow of non traff1c Juveu1le arrests and referrals
"1nto the Ar1zona Juven11e Just1ce,;ystem for 1980
"fThe fo]]ow1ng d1scu551on of Juven1]e«nr1me and the

‘*performance of the Juven11e court system prov1des

stdeta11 to the f]ow chart [fj:’
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JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM
&%;
[ T T T T T A e e e e e o 1——+—~7
al wl @ s ! | !
x 'g t ’ ' =N ' 3 ES . l ‘
2 B l, 1 " “RELEASE JIEMAND. TOTAL # o ' RELEASE : |
A alal o / 200 | REMANDS i !
I £y 221 ' '
or ul =z ] &1 ! I :
'ﬂ o u':' . u | ’ o . { | ;
a : u .r , - . ;
w . . . ‘ 7] o l ' |
z 1 1 REMAND | | i
i | HEARING ] 1 %
- —— | |
v : I : .
1o | e | A
. g . ‘ SPONS SPONSORED ‘ . :
TOTAL sggcg‘.%fcse%(gl,\c‘é 4 o el , - TOTAL # FOSTERIGROUP i {
: DETAIN )
ARRESTS PARENTS ! B s -} DETAINED HOME PLAGEMENT | R
31 398, l | o o/ -9;1422 DES PLACEMENT IF DEPENDENT : : _
34,3%; - : 1 ; S 7 e , |
1 DIVERSIONARY FOSTER HOME \ DISPOSITION - TOTAL # ON PRQB“ INSTITUTIONAL ! ! j
; 1 |
11 v . PROGRAMS " PLACEMENT , - HEARING 3,914 PLAGEMENT '
o s =) 1 , PROBATION " ‘ :
PAPER REFENRAL - . - > ez
; o . : g !
7 ' L COUNTY : ADVISORY y her 1o ' e ARIZONA ! !
R on ANy ) FILEPETITION HEARING RELEASE TO PARENTS] ‘ COMMIT 70 STATE DEPT. STATE HOSPITAL :
rot '(?E""§E“ACT!°" 4 JPHYSICAL REFENNAL l : , OF CORREGTIONS -~ C:‘(;’"A’:‘;:)‘::‘ { T
5 Pl (DETENTION) " }FOUNDDEPENDENT, vioL §
IVESTIGATION a Ay 3 | “oeLnouenT oR L ! :
' ) ggyl‘!hgﬂs Vi AomiTs INCORRIGIBLE TOTAL # enoenm ! |
. “TOTAL # - omeen 11,13 selifichion Pg’g’g‘T~ ‘ Lo
U'g}quk%ifs ¥ 1 REFERRALS - : ” o ,“""‘_""’; : 4 TREATMENT =¥ :
42,653 , roogRAig |
B ’ »{ ACJUDICATION {1.E s SUBSTANGE : ;
- cviste I st |
AELEASE f‘,gigigg . . * PROJECT, |‘
, ! p ‘ NG ADOLESCENT i
et L e e - . : ,  OFFERNSE UNIT) ’ ;
SRR ‘ - o R 3 s ) N [ R t . ‘ S l ’
. | i = 3 ! i B ¥ Y S 4 R
LAW ENFORCEMENT - JUVENILE COURT R
‘ ; SRR ' . e DIAGNOSIS ATINSTITUTION ' ; |
1. # Delinquency Arrests = 27,188 , { g
# Incorrigib1e Arrests = 7,210 . . T
2. Detention may occur at time of physical P = b
. referral, and may include multiple de- ‘ e ' ] !
o MMWmOfmmmﬂd' L . CORRECTIONS P
3 © YOUTHEARING 6OARD — -
’3.>’# Delinque?ts f 838 1 | 4 ,= |
- # Incorrig bles 335 ‘ — , , — , - P
S STRUCTURAL . - |, COMMUNITY gg’\’gg&?'% RELEASE ABSOLUTE T
' ' : EATMENT i} o > viseHARGE = | :
4. May 1nclude mul tip]e comnitments Of :{:j}m\%‘om"ﬂ vnp | é’éﬁ?é?f”" - yitn :’,%S,‘,,’E"""“"”’ Rl PAROLE yun. 5 § { 1
*  same child a , HE , . |
) 0 i : \\ R ; Y, i ’ N ; . ; : :
e " : , ' ' . DISCHANGE :
o v T - ! | TOTAL # PAROLE | e |1
l o 2 W ' 5 ) ' a ‘[" | REVOCATIONS > o ’ o 2
, s o o
. kS ; N . ) . : g
> ) LU BEdinticnt Apaly-ds Cantee, Mizona Bate! Ju 15 Plapning Aaracy. 1080 v
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N D1fferences in procedures - as wel] as the .
des1re to set the Juven11e Just1ce system apart from
Q the adu]t system - have resu]tedo1n the deve1opment
of spec1a11zed term1nology for the Juven11e system.‘
For examp1e, the document upon wh1ch proceed1ngs
. are brought aga1nst a youthfu] offender does(not
| "charge" de11nquency, 1ncorr1g1b111ty,,or dependency,, _
o N 1t "a11eges" 1t Th15'documentw1s*notlan'"1nd1ctment"yy
= “‘ or "1nformat1on", but a “pet1t1on".’ The Juven11e .
g court does not "con;act"~ 1t "adJud1catES"- :Thedfﬂ?” =
. i Juven11e does not rece1ve a "sentence", but a | :
. ‘ "d1spos1t1on".: These terms and others perta1n1ng
. to the Juvena1e Just1ce system are def1ned 1n an
| addendum to th1s sect1on.‘;w gy |
e N ‘"Lawfﬁnforcementfand,Juyenije"crimefbata~~”**c
f s | Ar1zona s ]aw enforcement agenc1es madera f"")fg,
= ,ii' tota] of 34 398 Juven11e arrests dur1ng 1980 Of!k;:_
’ @:  gy that tota] arrests for de11nquent offenses_: L
< . "thdy '5c accounted for 27 188 (80%) and arrests for - o
f7" 1ncorr1g1b1e acts accouﬁted for 7 210 (20%) o ‘,ff
'f@h‘ ‘5:,“@" Ar1zona Department of Econom1c Secur1ty est1mated ""




J

the 7980 Juven11e popu]at1on to be 776 156 Based

on th1s popu]at1on est1mate, the State of Ar1zona

()

Tthas »Juven11e\arrest rate of 4, 431 9 per 100 000

Juven11es Th1s f1gure represents on]y a s]1ght
1ncrease over: the 1979 Juven11e arrest rate of

4,399, 7

o

O

Tables 9 through 5-V exhibit the frequency_of

Jjuvenile arrestsoby age,esex,sand‘offense‘ ‘Data
4 |
from previous. years is offered- for compar1t1ve °..

purposes.

B
i

Juven11e cases are not ass1gned to a part1cu1ar

law enforcement off1cer or department Cases are

,'hand]ed bv wh1chever off1cer comes 1nto contact w1th |

e

the s1tuat1on dur1ng the performance of h1s/her

;regu]ar dut1es. When confronted W1th an, a]]eged
”Juven11e offender, the po]1ce off1cer has a cho1cer»nQ
He/She may arrest and f11e a comp1a1nt may dec de:'ﬁ
"not to refer the matter to court and d1yert the | ”
;7_youth to a soc1a1 serv1ce agency, or re]ease the f:

'youth to the parents.~ Of the 34 752 Juven11e casest~r“

&

: hand]ed by Ar1zona S ]aw enforcement agenc1es dur1ng

1980 887 were referred to Juven11e court Strict

cr1ter1a govern the off1cer S hand]1ng of a- Juven11e.

‘,Generally, factors wh1ch affect a dec1s1on to arrest

1nc1ude- “the serlousness of the offense whether '

the parents are ava1]ab1e, the att1tude of the parents

Cand the youth, the ex1stence of an. outstand1ng

warrent, and’ whether it 1s a repeat offense.yi;j

\\Iable 9 1nd1cates that tota1 Juven11e arrests

for 1980 1ncreased by approx1mate1y 3% over 1079

farrests. A closer 1ook at the 1nd1v1dua1 offenses

_111ustrates that the maJor cr1mes aga1nst persons

(murder, mans]aughter by neg]1gence, forc1b1e

”rape, robbery, aggravated assau1t) comprised 4% of
all Juven11e arrests for both 1979 and 1980. Th"f‘
nmaJor property cr1mes (burg]ary, larceny/theft ;

f,motor veh1c]e theft, and arson) accounted for 42%

~of aT] Juven11e arrests for 1979 and 1986 Th'v |
’=actua1 1ncrease in JUVcn11e cr1me 1n Ar1zona, there-i? .
h”»fore,v1s ma1n1y due to the less ser1ous cr1mes as :

f1dent1f1ed under the Part II offense Category.,;”"‘\'

C’J ; w6 g e
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: Tab?e 9

'COMPARISON OF STATEWIDE JUVENTLE ARREST DATA BY OFFENSE

o 1979 - 1980

OFFENSES

Murder/Non negligent
Manslaughter

Manslaughter by Negl1gence

Forcible Rape
Robbery

Aggravated Assault
Burglary ..
Larceny/Theft
Motor Veh1c1e Theft
Arson :

1979

S 12

4
72
374
- 848
3,392
922
186

1980

1979-1980

% Change

66.7 F

Tota] Part I Cr1me f;w

- 15,052

S1mple Assau1t o
Forgery/Counterfe1t1ng

- «Fraud

Embezzlement ~
Stolen Property o
~Vandalism ~ °
VWeapons;;‘*‘
Prostitution

~ Sex Offenses

239

1,842

360

Drug V1o1at1oh-Possess1on 1,361

Drug V1olat1on Sa1es/Mfg
Gambling

';’ Offenses Aga1nst Fam11y ‘E,;v
- Driving Under Influence

Liquor Laws

~ Yagrancy .

| AT OtherfNoh-Traff1c E_
e CUY‘few/Lmtemng |

- Runaway s
;Total Part II Cr1mes |

19

260 S

21
7

2
2,498 .

1231
.30
3 ,391
L1

A
I

o "

N

1P P OWoo Ul

! : y
oo
t 4

-3,
15,

O RONUIOOOWRP—HOOICIOIO D

5
el

Jaﬁsssf;»”

Wl —Ow

;GRAND TOTAL

" 33,388

134,398

Source: Amzona Umfor;,n8 Cmme Repor't 1979-1980
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COMPARISON QF STATEWIDE JUVENILE ARREST DATA BY OFFENSE ~ “béqf',ﬂ
e, S | o

{ii;3;“ i g k“”5°:~ ,  ; ;; ,zruf;;;, %[;i_,w* 1?76‘- 1980 |  _, _ .: ! *#?f ’” 1 ~1.  7 % R " | Q;f a
S LU e e e o er . 1976-1980
“-:0FFENSES;_’(; L 198 iz 19 1979 1980 % Change . |

S 3 . . £ : R N L P . Bk

i
7

=

o Murder/Non-negi1Qent   ’71iZf€,xf5;; f S ‘ v: 5»l   'fiﬁ ; ; ‘ i . e
e ~Manslaughter *‘193'1[- .20 o167 A 0.0 A i

"iManslaughter by Negllence irig_z ff  11,’  ¢ 8‘.-,f'f43 “;l:'9 - 350.0 o ,"ﬁff 4 B S

LRI

43
% -
. 1).!' &

n

Forc1b1e Rape .1>;}'c ”ff fS], ‘f* 44 | :  49"$:?l72,'"‘_53‘;f‘ ,, 3;9: .

i @

»Agg"avated fssalt A L~

e Burglary ,{ 4, 166 3,852 3 538;‘ 13,392 3,498 16,0

O

Larceny/Theft e 9,209 19,493 9,295 9,242 9,566 37 PR R e

f;Motor Veh1c]e Theft  ,”~T9843 1 012; '],020f;,ﬂ 922i" 855 ,feTS;]ﬂsk‘

C R

e -

Total Part I CNIFE 15 448 15 529 15 176 15 052 15 4634 R

qﬁfﬁﬁ;* ,!f»Source.‘ Arizona Un1form Crzme Report, 1976 1980 ;  77‘,~7“" B

ey
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Table 9#1 (Cont.) | B
COMPARISON OF STATEWIDE. JUVENILE ARREST DATA BY OFFENSE '?
1976 - 1980 T | -
OFFENSES "1976’f‘ 1977 1978 | }g79«f1 1980 ?iPERCENT7“'
; " Simple Assault 1,055 1,169 1,358 1,300 - 1,305  23.7° |
7 : ‘Forgery/Counterfeit1ng 73 68 . 70 121 90 123.3 { S
.. Fraud . 127 164 105 118 108 - -15.0 o P N
 Embezzlement 25 16 25 19 . 36 . 44.0 por /
Stolen Property 493 484 421 . 239 288 -41.6 » b !
Vandalism 1,716 1,651 1,731 1,842 1,825 6.4 |
o Weapons 3584 344 320 360 371 3.6 5
- o - Prostitution 29 32 31 - 49 51 75,9 £ &
ey N3 Sex Offenses - | 155 137 . 164 260 261 68.4 3 !
> Drugs (Sale or-Mfg. ) 146 95+ 110 214 160 9.6 ;
‘Drugs (Possession) 2,83 2,792 1,861 1,361 1,421 ~49,9- S
© Gambling . | 6 T 2 7 . 0 _-100.0 é
Offenses Against Fam1]y 169 - 23 18 2 1 -99.4 Ll o
Driving Under Influence 534.. 563 575 596 578 8.2 (- v
. Liquor Laws 1,930 2,407 ° 2,419 2,498 2,884 49.4 =5 /
- Disorderly. Conduct SR 1,116 1,270 1,182 1,231 1,400 25.4 s S
- Vagrancy - e o9 324 30 54 -40.7 R Ve
A1l Other Non-Traffic "3,052 3,249 3,191 3,391 3,776 - 23.7 P 7/
Curfew/L01ter1ng 1,673 1, 567 1,584 1,744 1,789 6.9 g S
; Runaway g e 4,951 4,934 4,753 2,954 2,537 -48.8 T P
. ki Drunkenness o 67 M0 mmee  eoel cmew R s
- “Total Part 11 Crimes 20,601 21,008 19,961 18,336 18,935 -8.1%
~ GRAND TOTAL 36,049 36,537 35,137 33,388 34,398 -4.6% B
“ NOTE: For matters of compar1son only, Arson is indicated as a Part I Crime; however, e
" it was not- confirmed as such in the Uniform Cr1me Reports until 1979. Drunk- B A e
e a ! -enness was eliminated from UCR datd in 1978 o - : i
Zﬂf}Aj - SOURCE: Ar1zona Un1form Crime Report 1976 ]980 N oo
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By e e g e

‘of75uveni1es,arrested for rdhning away'from']979gto

Exam1n1ng the ar g“ 1 'tattStics‘?nﬂTables 9-931,

'
5

for status offenses shows a 14% decrease in the number

1980 ~Anﬁaha1ysfs of the past five. years,~1976-19&0;
d1sp1ays almost a 50% decrease in the number of
runaway arrests. However, Ar1zona has been exper1-%r
“encing a Sonsiderable probliem with out—ofes;ate'
runaWays; 'Law enforcement agencies and the juvenile
courts are attempt1ng to reso]ve th1s prob]em w1th |
spec1a11zed units and programs geared to th1s target

populat1on, these and other d1vers1onary efforts

d1rect1y 1mpact on the frequenc¥$

P PR . S . R S

E runaway youths.

~Juven11es.

Arrests for 11quor law v1olat1ons and curfew/ IQ o

1o1ter1ng have 1ncreased over the past five years._

A rajor factor contr1but1ng to the 1ncrease 1n
k

arrest frequency for both categor1es is the use’of
these v1o1at1ons by p011ce off1cers to curb Juven11e
V1o1ence and,gang act1v1ty. In 1980 one-f1fth of
the arrests 1n Ar1zona for v1o1ent offenses were. of
" The Phoen1x Pollce,Department reported
a 40% 1ncrease in gang~re1ated cr1mes from 1979&1980

Gang 1nc1dents at parks, schoo]s, and W1th1n ne1gh-
‘ 81~ e B ?“ S

i
ik
3
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. Juven11e arrests by offense type for 1980

Uborhoods'are»major”problems.

" The Juvenile Crime

vReduct1on Squad of -the Phoen1x Police Department

est1mates that 90% of aTT gang incidents involve the
use of alcohol; since p011ce off1cers utilize the

statgs offenses of curfew/To1terﬂng and T1quor\]aw '

violation as'a means to curtail youth involvement

D

in gahgcacmivity, the frequenéy of arrests for both ’

- offense categories reflect, this policy.

Table

A'totaT

of 136 847 arrests for all non- traff1c offenses ‘were

\ |
reported, 3uven1Tes comm1tted 25% of the total =

\

arrests. Juvenﬂe 'anO] vement in SEY"IOUS cmme is.

o 1TTustrated by Juven11es being arrested for 44% of

the serious, or Part I,,cr1mes. |

@

?82;

'9-11 detaiTS the frequency_of adth gngm

Table 9-11
ADULT AND JUVENILE ARRESTS BY OFFENSE
STATE OF ARIZONA 0
’ 1980 _
| | | | % OF % OF

o | ADULTS TOTAL JUVENILES TOTAL
Murder/Non-Neg : ~ , ’

Manslaughter 171 89.5 20 10.5
Manslaughter by Neg. 27 75.0 9  25.0
Forcible Rape | 369 87.4 53 12.6
Robbery | S 1,173 75.7 377 24.3
Agg. Assault , 3,302 79.2 866 20.8 o
Burglary - o, 35067  46.7 @ 3,498  '53.3 :
Larceny/Theft - 10,442 52.2 - 9,566 47.8
Motor Vehicle Theft . 761 47,1 855 - 52.9 e

“Arson | - 132, 37.6 219 62.4 i
TOTAL PART I CRIMES 19,444 55.7% 15,463 44 ,3%

- Simple Assault | - 3,89% 74.9 1,305  25.1 %
‘Forgery & Counterfe1t1ng 426 82.6 90  17.4 )
Fraud . 1,184 91.6 108 8.4
Embezzlement ~ o 190  84.1 36 15.9
Stolen Property- - 651 69,3 -~ 288 307~ !
Vandalism o 1,751 49.0- 1,825  51.0- #
Weapons 1,336  78.3 371 21.7 el

~ Prostitution & Comm. Vice. 1,266  96.1 51 3.9 |
Sex Offenses - 1,673  '86.5 261 13.5 3
Drugs (Sale or Mfg.) 1,241  88.6 160 + 11.4 |

- Drugs (Possession) | 5, T78 78.5 1,421 21.5 j
. Gambling ; - 51 100.0 0 .0 )
- Offenses Ag. Family - 224 99.6 1 .4 o

Driving Under Influence = 33,936-  98.3 578 1.7 - !
L1quor Laws 4,937 63.1 . 2,884 36.9° i

Digérderly Conduct 8,975 86.5 1,400 13.5 e
Vagrancy S 362 ¢ 87.0 54  13.0 P
A1l Other Non-Traffic - 15,740 80.7 3,776  19.3 e
Curfew & Lo1ter1ng | - N/A N/A 1,789 100.0 Lo

Runaways . NA _ N/A. 2,537 TOO 0 %;;

TOTAL PART I1 CRIMES g 83,005 81.4% 18,935 " 18.6% =

“uRAND TOTAL i | 102,449 74.9%:%},398 25.1%~ e
Source.‘ Ar1zgna Uniform Crime Report, 1980. Lot

83 y W
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Tables 9-111 through 9-1V display the breakdown

. of Juven11e arrests by offense age, and Sex. Juveni]e'

[

. ma]es were 1nvo1ved 1n 78% oft all Juven11e arrests W1th

‘the h1ghest percentage of arrests occurr1ng in the ‘7 .

16-17 age bracket Boys also accounted for a s1gn-~ .
O

1f1cant maJor1ty of 11quor 1aw v1o1at1ons and curfew

arrests, wh1ch aga1n may be ref1ect1ve of attempts ’
: es re

by some 1aw enforcement agenc1e< to contro1 gang

7

Lt

. and compr1sed more than ha]f of a11 runaway arrests

Ca
A

R

ct1V1ty.

%

1nvo1ved at an ear11er age, as 1nd1cated'an Tab1e 9-IV,‘

~for 1980

e

G1r1s h1stor1ca11y tend to become

Ly Q‘T;)‘ mi,)
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Tab]e 9- 111 “EE

JUVENILE ARRESTS BY OFFENSE FOR MALES - 1980

. d W =
B ( o N k 0
4

i

1979-1980°

% CHANGE

,'OFFENSEf,;“

Murder/Ndn-neg
Mans]aughter

Bt Aaee.

o “Manslauqhter by Mmg.

B

Forc1b1e Rape

0

Robbery *f“ﬁEguﬁ_ﬁ

Agg. Assau]t
Burglary

RS

:;“Larceny/Theft

G0

7'E-“Sour¢e:E;

Motor Veh1c]e Theft

ﬁrson

W

"“77I6TAL5PART*I?éeré5559éi7

o e

V«LESS THAN ]0 YrkIO 12 13 14

\E‘k

4

i

1 154

‘EE205?Ef1

<ot

1 394 1 3385ff':;

ip 0t 02
23 - 16 -
90 1%

203;; 153f}j,;;

N ;
R ' G

2,871

s

RRPR}

Arizona Uniform Crime Report, 1979-1980,
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Table 9-III (Cont )

JUVENILE ARRE 1S BY OFFENSE FOR MALES - 1980W

OFFENSE

N |qu THAN m ms m-l?

12 14]'

15

ﬁ‘r,

16

17'

1979- 1980’

- TOTAL
% CHANGE

o S1mp1e Assau]t
L Forgeﬁw/Counterfe1t1ng
- Fraud ™ “ ;
;E'Embezzlement :
- Stolen Property
:,;Vanda1lsm
Weapons Tt
- Prostitution - - o e
. Sex Offenses
~ Drugs (Sale or Mfg)
- Drugs (Possess1on)
j'.Gamb11ng R g
Ep,g‘Offenses Agalnst Fam11y°
- Driving‘Under: Influencer~rr'
- Liquor Laws - E
| y;,;D1sorder1y Conduci ,
. Vagrancy S
- -A11 Other (Non Traff1c) L
r,YCurfew/L01ter1ng o
r,.Runaway

aed Syt
v R B A=

TOTAL PARTEII CRIME ,; g

GRAND TOTAL

| ﬂzj1

27

E;L'Q_,s
179

w

~1#>-9caf'mv‘§u
,Q;*g

",H984

dd @

77

rulz‘ e
a4
g
',;100‘;

38 ¢

2 029

o
nﬂf7“;f
264
v _]9ry
0
]9 N o
T

211
13

Qf13,?_k
j;‘56
,r390.
- 58
4
50
15

; 142
0

g

216

- 302 !

2 343

g

155

]98E ;E
7
,7,';E"
57' »
.‘262*"

59

16

532
o321

2,638

5 214 <v4 827

 ;ESource Arlzona Un1form Cr1me Report 1979 = 1980

U B

47
g_»217v
0 i
oy
.33
373
. 200
- 562 -

26

673
341

430
259

.204
7ff

S
. 68,
C296
107
b
46
;M
~*3355
w0
f Ao =
162

290f
26

a4
H,18

;.:r76ﬂ,

5B

438
o
o ”]g
321

1,076

341 416
g
- 749

16
812
361

rv174;5;

298
"f95

.2.52
-1.47

-13.83
107.14

16;89‘!"

=18

| 1;735'

75,00

~4.95

=79 :
-19.32

-100;00)

00@
+38

]5 86

16, 75Y
]73 68
1] , 22
=29
-5, 38

.f6,48]
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Tab]e 0-1v *;,.1;"74,9e

&
(A

3

OFFENSE LESS’THAN 10 YRS

e S

,,;fJUVENILE ARRESTS BY OFFENSE FOR FEMALES * 1980] e

~,-;;‘”L”7a\’~*é.:f7 19791980
Meeiloel e o L T TOTAL.

s

10—12

17 % CHANGE

g T
o Murder/Non Neg L N
Manslaughter ,,“Ff o

o

Mans]aughter by Neg
‘Forc1b1e Rapea'

:;feRobbery '¢¥]*7“7f5f7‘ Yo

J«:ngg Assau]t  *e. e‘e@V‘k

"Motor Vehlcle Theft 9 7f'O;ee*

“fVArson

il

o o c:‘fg‘_

( TOTALPART I CRIME - o3 300 . 969 ‘693 627 522 |

6 p o

/1,,,

3 _ @2/

,,150?00

.48

2.49%
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Table 9 IV (Cont )

&

oyt

| JUVENILE ARRESTS BY OFFENSE FOR FEMALES - 1980

~ 1979-1980

TOTAL

: CHANGE'

v OEFENSE |

LESS'THAN

88

EES G

S1mp1e Assault

‘fForgery/Counterfe1t1ng‘1f
 Fraud |
~ Embezzlement
- Stolen Property.
‘Vandalism :
Weapons

Prost1tut1on
Sex Offenses .
Drugs~(Sale or Mfg) .

~ Drugs (Posse551on)
®  Gambling~ =
Offenses Against Fam11y[
Driving Under Influence
- Liquor Laws .. :

Di orderly Cgaﬁuct

- Vagrancy™ '
"~ Al1 Other (Non-Traff1c)r“

Curfew/Loitering

”]Runaway

VGRAND TOTAL

Source

= . 2=

CAB/~TOONOOCOSROCOSO A

T@TAL PART II CRIME‘

g
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0

0

0
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4

0
12
73

Ee
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shQy
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l~597 w

Ar1zona Un1form Cr1me Report 1979 1980
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1
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995
;688

1,106

17

47

14

TR

;‘19

4

16

0

6

79

« 30

~191

'946,

69

-

101“

11 61
~56 60
12.50
40.00
60.00

- -9.33

9. .130.77
-9.76

37.50
52,63
2,01

.00

7;100 0 .
-28.17

13.90
.00

0 “is1.82
m

11.82
14.04

‘~20 17

1,468

. —3 65% '
-1 11%
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Tab]er9-v is a recap1tu1at1on of the prev1ous

data for total Juven11e arrests de11nquency, and

status offenses The Counties of Coch1se and P1na1~.

both of which 1nd1cate an 1nrrease 1n the number

nf arrests for statusrofﬂenyés are part1c1pat1ng S IR
»s/ ) '

1n the Department of Econom1c Secur1ty/Juven11e e

gﬁ

W
T

X
Eg
G

Just1ce and. De11nquenqy Prevent1on Jo1nt fund1ng

effort to prov1de cr1s1s 1ntervent1on and she]ter care
serv1ces. It 1s ant1c1pated that these d1ver-

1onary efforts W11] resu]t in a s1gn1f1cant re-

ductlon in the number of status offense arrests

. ‘;a‘-fél

, w1th1n these count1es over the next few year52
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Table 9-y

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY AND STATUS OFFENDER ARRESTS
. BY COUNTY 1979 - 1980

COUNTY 1979 1980
Apache Juvenile Arrests 177 188
% % of Total Arrests 247% 34%
De11nquency Arrests 2136 164
% of Total Juv. Arr. (80%) (87%)
- Status Offender Arr. ~ 35 o4
% of Total Juv. Arr.  (20%)  (13%)
Cochise ngenfTé Arrests 1,184 1,375
= % of Total Arrests __ 34% 36%
S Delinquency Arrests ,'9441 991
% of Total Juv. Arr.  (80%)  (72%)
Status Offender Arr.. 240 384
% of Total Juv. Arr.  (20%)  (28%)
Coconino Juvenile Arrests 1,251 1,280
% of Total Arrests  16% 17%
Delinquency Arrests 742 - 862
% of Total Juv. Arr. (59%) »'(67%)
~ Status Offender Arr. 509 418
- %.of Total Juv. Arr. (4&%)~ (332)

90
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- Table 9-V/(Cont.) |
COUNTY - 1979 1980 °
gila Juvenile Arrests 359 423
' % of Total Arrests _24% 22%
. Delinquency Arrests 231 306
© %.of Total Juv. Arr. (64%)  (72%)
| Status Offender Arr. 128 17
= % of Total Juv. Arr.  (36%) (28%)
Graham iﬁﬁuvéniTeArresfs' 254 331
| . % of Total Arrests 32% 35%
~%f Delinquency Arrests 174 233
- % of Total Juv. Arr. (69%)  (70%)
_Status Offender Arr. 80 98
© % of Total Juv. Arr. (31%)  (30%)
Greenlee ,,~ﬁ Juvenile Arrests 97 , " 49
o % of Total Arrests 27% 22% .
f}De11nquency Arrests 69 .38
% _of Total Juv. Arr. (71%) (78%)
 iStatus Offender Arr. 28 R
% of Total Juv. Arr. (29%)  (22%)
Maricopa Juvenile Arrests . 17,763 18,532
(inc. DPS) ‘% of Total-Arrests  26%  23%
| ‘Delinquency Arrests 14,448 15,041
% of Total Juv. Arr. (81%)  (81%)
' Status Offender Arr. 3,315 - 3,49]
‘% _of Total Juv. Arr. (19%)  (19%)
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R
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COUNTY a

Mohave

[
P L e

Table 9-V (Cont.)

Juvenile Arrests
% of Total Arrests

1979

———m—

370
27%

1980

507

20

De11nquency Arrests

% of Tota1 Juv Arr.

266

(72%)

371
(13%6

'Status Offender Arr.

104
(28%)

136

% of Total Juv. Arr.

Y

(27%)

Navajo

~Juvenile Arrests
% of Total Arrests

by

529
18%

587
8y

~ Delinquency Arrests
% of Total Juv. Arr.

328

 (62%)

347
_(592)

StatusVOffénd;r Arr.
% of Total Juv. Arr.

201
(38%)

240

Pima

Juvenile Arrests

% of Tota1 Arrests'

_37%

7,214

333

De11nquency Arrests
% of Total Juy. Arr

5, 908‘
_(79%)

" 5,791

r

 7 Status Offender Arr

1 529

NE

1,423

“ ; % of Tota1 Juv1 Arr

ﬂ,

_(21%)~

_(20%)

JﬁYeni1e Arréq¢s'7

1,409

1,379

,(41%)v

: Juven11e ArrestS'
% of Tota1 Arrests ¥

Table 9-V (Cont.)
| i 1979

160

1980

o2

°De11nquency Arr.

of Total Juv Arr.

_20%_

155

_(97%)_

T

(100%)

‘vatatus Offender Arr

% of Tota] Juv. Arr.

: (95

g
_(00%) -

_(03%)

: ‘Juven1le Arrests :
% of Tota] Arrests

726

35%

726

303

De11nquency Arrests

% of Tota] Juv Arr.,

545

541

" Status Offender Arr.

(752)

181

(25%)

_ (75%)

185

Sy of - Total Juy. “Arr.

(25%)

. Yuma -

Juven11e Arrests =

i % of Total Arrests'

1,678

1,615

279

5 Del1nquancy“Arrests'
% of Total Juv.:Arr,

_33%

1,218
(73%)

1 243 'f
(77%)

Status Dffender Arr.

460

- 372

- %.of Total Juv. Arf.

’ ;(27%)%Q

(238)

State

 Juvenile Arrests
%-of Total Arrests

_33 3égg;

27%

’34 398

25%

v25%£3m

Pinal \ i  Totals
o “ %ﬁof7Total”Arrés;s':“ _33%  29% ' #Totals o E——

- 1l‘0911nquency Arr. ~26 192 27 188 .
e % of Tota] Juv Arr, (78%) (79%) o

'f‘f,De11nquency AqLééf 1,140 1,084 ;’;k 3 1D it
- % of Total Juv. Arr, 2(81%)  (79%) - R e

: Status Offender Arr. 269 © 295  weee— *'3_;?[SF v  §tg$u$02§Teg3Sr ﬁ::.7 1327) 7 %%g%)l.:}

 ’, i % of Tota] Juv; Arr. (19%)  (21%) S e e T A Lk ‘
A e o ‘ R ;* Inc]udgs Runaway, L1quor V1o]at1ons and Curfew

s - and Loitering -~ &
- Source Ar1zona Un1from Cr1me Report - 1979 - ]980
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~ Juvenile Court and Probation Data A R R R | EE
I e 5 . ‘-A11“comp1aintsf?eceived‘by‘the court are
As set forth'by the,ArﬁzonasRevised Statutes,di referred to a Juven11e probat1on 0ff1cer who makes a
the Superior Court has exc]us1ve or1g1na1 Jur1sd1ct1on ;Qrecord oﬁ 1t and 1nvest1gates the matter to deter- _' . ,v ; :
in a]] proceed1ngs and matters affecting dependerts, | m1ne“Whether'thé'facts, 1f true,‘are sufficient f
‘neglected 1ncorr1g1b1e,or delinquent children, or and serious enough to bring the juvenile within the 3
children accused of cr1me, under the age of - eighteen court's jurisdiction. "Iffthe7probation'officerh; ;{
; . e e s R e e ; 5 I
'years. "Juven11e Court" 1s the Juven11e d1v1s1on determineskthat the matterfshou]d‘not come under , ' an
of the Superior Court when 1t is exerc1s1ng its g the purv1ew of the court, the officer may adJust et | Qf?~'
Jur1sd1ct1on over ch11dren in any proceed1ng relat1ng ° the comp1a1nt to make the f111ng of a pet1t1on s eh ey '*fhf
%o de11nquency, dependency or 1ncorr1g1b1]1ty | e “g@i;;hu, t o iunnecessary _ P
(A-R.S. Sec. 8-201(13), 8-202(a)). Title 8 atso B
- o | In add1t1on to a wr1tten Qeferra1, a ch11d may
mandates each Juven11e court to. reta1n probat1on | ) T e e s .
= L T S , be physvca]]y referred to a detent1on or she]ter o
staff to prov1de 1nvest1gat1ve ard superv1sory ser- | PR Lt o L
. o | RS ~ 'Vﬁgl%%;1‘« R fac1]1ty. Ar1zona statutes proh1b1t the conf1nement~‘f.-fﬁ\"
vices. g B E
| &awﬁwpﬂg of any m1nor accused or conv1cted of a cr1me, in the }:>
ot | S o o
The probat1on departments w1th1n the respect1ve . f e R >same sect1on of any Ja11 1n which adu1t offenders
super1or courts are the centra1 pownts of 1ntake“for e se%fﬁ?%ﬁ%f,» R are‘held Recent 1eg1s]at1on regard1ng JU$§ﬂ1le
| Juven11es enterlng the forma] Juven11e Just1ce Jﬂﬁh.*fvof . '7,:"ufwwk IR fy”alcohol offenses w111 a1so 1mpact on the number of

system. Law enforcement agenc1es are the key sources detent1ons and 11m1t the extent of court 1nvo]vement

kel

"VOf referra]s to Juven11e court Wh1]e referra?s tThe b111 estab11shes a c1te and re1ease procedure _‘t'fkff%e'
E;may come from schoo]s soc1a1 serv1ces agenc1es and‘ - ‘for the arrest of Juven11es fdr unauthor1zed B " |
vparents 7% of the tota] referra]s 1n 1980 were i“possess1on or consumpt1on of a1coho1, and a11ows a
;imade by Taw, enforcement agenc1es. -: e s*rf1ne to. be. 1ev1ed for sa1d offanse.7u B
o : . S e G o |




o]

o

1, 1f the ch11d shou]d\be remanﬁed to aduTt court

‘1s f11ed and a court hear1ng 1s set

S
- ‘ - s ek “, R it .
: G V@ b EN 4
i b S - BNAREAT LB SR IR LY : i = “ S L
N %
»

If court serv1ces are needed ua wr1tten pet1tton

- Of the totaT
42 653 referra]s to Juven11e court 1n 1980
twenty-seven per cent resu1ted 1n a pet1t1on be1ng

flTed The fTow chart of the Juven11e Just1ce
!

system dep1cts the poss1b1e aTternat1ves to further

,ccurt_)‘nvolvement for the ch_ﬂd;. S \s\ |
After the pet1t1on is f11ed the ch1]d and the g"
parents are not1f1ed to appear before the court If'
.the ch11d den1es the aTTegat1ons at the adVTSOPy |
hear1 g, the court w1TT set the: date for an. adJudi- )
| catton hear1ng If the youth adm1ts to the J

aTTegat1ons, the court w1TT proceed w1th a d1s-

pos1t1on hearrno el e ff, {f“ | ;[, SRR

0 R o

At any t1me pr1or to an adaud1cat1on hear1ng,

the Juven11e probat1on off1cer or the county

attorney may request a transfer hear1ng to determ1ne

 The

3 court may transfer the act1on for cr1m1na1 Pro-‘”” e

| secut1on«1f 1t s determ1ned that t;lf”""f?ﬁ*:ylfrfzt
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(1) The youth is not amenab]e to treatment

i

. or rﬂhab111tat1on as a deT1nquent youth

o through available fac1i1t1es;*and,‘

'(2)[ Theuyouth is not comm1tab1e to an 1nst1t-

»\ution for the mentaTTy def1c1ent mentaTTy

N defect1ve or mentaTTy 111, and,

©(3) The ¢ iafety or 1nterest of the PUb]‘C

'requwres that the ch11d be transferred S

‘for Jr1m1na1 prosecut1on.~f

o

A totaT o’\221 Juven11es 1n 198@ were- remanded

n,

to adu]t court | |
The adJud1vat1on hear1ng 1s conducted to f .

determ1na'whethdr the ch11d 1s de11nquent ’1ncorr- |
1g1b1e or dependent The ch11d 1s asked to deny or
aff1rm the aT]eggt1ons.‘ The def1n1t1ons of a
deT1nquent and an 1ncorr1b1gTe ch1]d as set forth
by the Arlzona R#v1sed Statutes are.fs»c‘t“f~

o]

1s a ch11d who 1s

-f A."delrnquent ch11d"5
B adJud1cated

b

to have comm1tted an act wh1ch
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5'*may set a d1spos1t1ona1 hearrng

' efdnvest1gat1on and 1dent1fy any prob]ems and

'c1rcumstances of 1nterest to the court After

"1f comm1tted by an adult wou1d be a pub11c
xhvoffense, orvany actfthat wou}d const1tute a

'pub]1c offense wh1ch cou]d onTy be comm1tted

}by a chw]d 1nc1ud1ng V101at1on of any 1aw or

the fa11ure to obey any Jawful order of the |

Juven11e Court

An " "1ncorr1g1b]e ch1]d" is a ch11d adJud1cated

‘ras one who ref uses to obey the reasonab]e and |
' proper orders or d1rect1ons of h1s parent, .
“guard1an or custod1an, and who 15 beydgh,the
hcontrol of that person, or any ch11d who is

hab1tua]1y truant from schoo], or 1s a runaway

from h1s home or parent, guard1an or custod1an,f

'r‘or who hab1tua11y conducts h1mse1f in such a
'mway as to 1nJure or endanger the mora]s or

;, hea]th of h1mse1f or others.

Once a f1nd1ng is made concern1ng the ch11d

~~~~~

.the court may make a d1spos1t1on of the matter or ,'

The Juven11e fhf

'rk,probat1on off1cer may then be d1rected to make an

I o ; i

- considering the evidence, the court may enter the )
following judgements to either a de]inquent or {

an incorrigib1e child:

(1) To the care of the oht]d S parents,

re]at1ves or to a reputab]e c1tlzen, and

=

- (2) To the‘supervision~of a'probationidepartment.

In 1980, a total of 3,914 juveniles received

either,probation, probation With'reStitutiontor

'.s-continuation'Of a prior probation,disposition, Tabieg

70 iT1ustrates the dispositions of adjudicated

'y:Juven1]es, by offense, for 1980 'If‘adjudicated e

"JR de]1nquent a ch11d may be sent to the State

g%Department of Correct1nns.r Under state 1aw, ne1ther
a ch11d under the age of e1ght years nor an 1ncorr-: L
:51g1b1e ch11d may be comm1tted to a state correct1ona1

}:1nst1tut1on. An 1ncorr1g1b1e Ch11d may be awarded

'nyyto a pub]1t or pr1vate agenoy subJect to the '

'£SUperv151on of a probat1on department The -
» thepartment of Correct1ons recelved 565 comm1tments

“frdur1ng 1980 however, th1s f19ure may 1nc1ude '

*mu1t1p1e comm1tments of the same ch11d

8
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. Table 10
&

~;*aagff j;";j,' DISPOSITION OF ADJUDICATED JUVENILES BY OFFENSE - 19801

/iﬁ'Probat1on w
’;Probat1on W1th Rest1tut1on

'§; Cont1nued on Probat1on JBQ

2

';eAQainstfngainst
~ Person

;invoTves'}
Il1legal Goods

Incorr1f‘*Pub11c 2

g1b1e

L2
,O o

e
| 76 - '493’7-

,?jCommltted to State Dgpart- e e

E fsﬁuﬁ

sop S CE e i
iy . B s B L . g .

1oL

f:'No Probatlon S Prov1de -
_ gWOrk Serv1ce, Rest1tut1on,
- or Pena]ty '

“ment of Correct1ons 158,

1300

30 k}46 =
809

B

TOTAL 2, 7]5

160mm1tt1ng offense may not be most ser1ous offense.
2Included some traffic offenders.
3May 1nc1ude multip]e comm1tments of some Juvenlles.

Sourcef
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cn R . . &

207

- Property and Services

_9:_;‘

f83

17

54

370

7
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53

46

304

' Ar1zona Supreme Court Caseload F1nanc1al and Personne] Report, 1980.
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1nst1tut1ons dun1ng 1980 was 4.6 months Thds 15

“»tfor Juven11es 1n 1978

” Tab]e 11
INDIVIDUAL COUNTY JUVENILE COLLECTIONS
‘ AND PUBLIC SERVICE - 1980 ’
N o Rest1tut1on, Re1mbursement, Public Service
COUNTIES _or Pena]ty CoI1ected \$)_ Work Hrs.
“Apache DR L 131 ”;46
Cochise . 74,035 0
Coconino S 10,918 1,166
gita . 4,480 0
Graham l 5,048 0
Greenlee ;y 191 | 0
Maricopa 4 25533 0
Mohave 18,235 0
Navajo - 12, goss«w' 0
Pima 68,948 17,491
Pinal B0 A T S 0
CsamtaCruz ' 5.6 B
CYum L 26,301et"" 0
| g, 562 e85
‘*Sounce Arizona Supreme Court, CaseIoad F1nanc1a1
o " and Personne] Report, 1980 . N |
g
o

Department of CorrectionS'Data

The‘State~Department of ConrectionSIProvides«
1nst1tut1ona1 treatment and commun1ty superv1s1on o
for youths comm1tted by the Juven11e courts The

Department operates two 1nst1tut1ons and prov1de5~'

‘res1dent1a1 seryices through commun1ty treatment

}’/
i
/
& B 2
Do — v i gt 7' ¥ s o e st | it . vt o 15 e i e b A 7 e et ks . i 04

i Iﬂjuajﬂuadzmmn1tt1no offense

and 10cat1ons of al] DOC youths as of January 1 1981

,The*ma30r1ty of comm1tments were for property offenses,

and approx1mate1y 45% of a11 Juven11es under the
Department s Jur1sd1ct1on were Iocated in the two iy

1nst1tut1ons‘s The med1an length of stay in the

%

&f
sl1ght1y more than half the med1an Iength of stay

B Lie,"""

The treatment of v1o]ent Juven11e offenders 15

e betom1ng-a h1gh pr1or1ty 1ssue nat1ona11y However,

W

;1t 1s d1ff cu]t W1th1n the present Juven11e Just1ce .
ystem to ndent1fy and treat th1s youth popu]at1on n'f“
;when the comm1tt1ng offense, as recorded by the

V"?JUVEHIIE dourt, 1s not a]ways the Juven11e S most
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e
£
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more than ha1f of the1r comm1tments have extensive

serious offense on record.

An analysis of Tabﬁéfuiﬁ"indiCétéé that only

26% of the 1nst1tut1ona11zed Juven11es were‘

comm1tted for v1olent offenc.esn According to DOC,

&
histories of police involvement, including seven

or more prior court referrals.

fhe‘Department‘haS'recenfly submitted a phopoSa]
to the Office of Juvenile Just1ce and De11nquenqy
Prevent1on to deve]op a program which will address

the needs of.adJud1caLed chronic juvenile offenders

| withza;histdry of violence.‘
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Table 12

JUVENILES IN DOC INSTITUTIONS BY COMMITTING OFFENSE
as of January 1, ]981

#h

Comitting Offense -

',g.j ﬂgmggt © Percent of Total
* Crimes ageinst PeiSons | N; 66 S “M4 25.9% |
Crimes Aga1nst Property I6§; R 45 7 |
Drug Re]ated | i' h | S 1 6
Other's* - 99 26.8
~ TOTAL o 370 100.0%
;Inc1udes parole and probation viplatiOns' .
, - IS>' ; , S :
Tab1e13
LOCATION OF ALL JUVENILES UNDER DOC JURISDICTION
~as _of- Januany 1, 1981 '
CFacility . Male  femle Total
~ Adobe Mountain School 199 24 v’223
Catalina Mountain'SCHOOT*~ 47 ‘f‘:;’o : 147
~ Community Treatment Cente? 40 Q% a0
,Contracted Res1dent1a] | N ’ s O‘
Treatment . .5% 6 83
. General Commun1ty Super 312 45O” f "35}-I
- TOTAL . 758 ;-5- ;3—;

| *Formerly Ar1zona Youth Center

Source: Ar1zona Department of Cbrré&fjons -
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,, Theyprev1ous data andfanaTys1s have focused on

Juven11e arrests and subsequent 1nvoTvement with
the Juven11e JUStTCE system.‘ Ana]yz1ng aggregate
crime data and off1c1a1 %tat1st1cs, however, presents
only one s1de of the deﬂ1nquency prob]em “The" |
theory that econom1c c/nd1t1ons and educat1ona1
level may be causat1ve factors 1n the cr1m1na1
behav1or of 1nd1v1dua]s has rece1ved a great dea] of
attent1on. While it 1s not W1th1n the scope. nor |
the 1ntent of th1s sect1on to demonstrate whether a
correTat1on ex1sts between these var1ab]es and
de11nquent behav1or, 1t 1s 1nformat1ve to Took at

: youth unemp]oyment and years of schoo]1ng, espec1a11y
as the demand for those w1th reTat1ve]y Tow educat1on

decreases and severe]y restr1cts Job opportun|t1es

for those 1nd1v1duaTs W1th T1m1ted sk11]s. B “ L

"" EdUCationaT'FactOrs%and DeTtnquengy,"

Numerous stud1es have shown that an 1nverse
re]at1onsh1p ex1sts between educat1ona] TeveT and
de11nquent behav1or. The number of" years of
1 { achooT1ng,las weTT as what is actuaTTy Tearned may .,"

pTay a causat1ve ro]e in deT1nquency. afé'

. agenc1es of soc1a11zat1on an‘

e

Based on data from the Bureau of Census, the
nat1ona1 drop out rate for youths ages 14- 17 for o
the schooT year 1979 1980 1s 50. 37 per 1 000 enroTTed

students. TabTe 14 presents 1nformat1on on students

'enroTTed in secondary TeveT schoo]s in Ar1zona

The drop-out rate in the state per T ,000 enroTTed

in grades- 7 12 for 1979-1980 is 66.62. Drop-outs

S j;"f

include aTT pup1ls d1scont1nu1ng the1r stud1es =
\ PR 4

before graduat1on and‘whO\are over 14 years of age.

SchooTs have graduaTTy evo]ved into 1mportant

@

\have taken over a

s1gn1f1cant amount of soc1a1 contro] from the

,fam11y un1t. It 1S w1th1n thereducat1ona1 systen 7:T

,that the ch11d 1s cont1nua11y exfosed to conform1ng

;'or convent1ona] behav1or, aTong wmth the underly1ng

G

.the Junct1on between the end of schooT1ng and

norms and att1tudes. The 10nger the per1od of

schooTxng, the more 11ke1y the ch11d W111 not engage L

1n deT1nquent behav1or., |

AR}
. :
= Clan o

”YA?crucfa1*pdintder'yaungfpeapfév1iéa, thedbdat o

yfuTT t1me work Entry 1nto the Tabor force w11]

: be de1ayed as Tong as the ch1Td rema1ns in schoo]
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'”The gap between the end of stud1es and the start

of emp]oyment may be a t1me for cr1m1na1 act1v1ty

for a ch1]d equ1pped W1th 1ow academ1c sk111s and

/,,

@

3 demand for techn1ca1 tra1n1ng and advanced degrees

if
i

I

& e iy
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i ' : : oor . 2 & . E . n

11m1ted vocat1ona1 tra1n1ng 1n an economy w1th a h1gh

A H,x..-gt«-;*—a‘r‘,i;u‘ay,ﬂnﬁw«@' g

'ffNULTI GRADE Eh“% Noimet e e b
: SECONDARY 2 924\ L) T

f]Pub11c Sthoolskoniy.,: lf*?ﬂ

;d,employed w1th parental consent.ae,;~~

EfSource°* Annua] Report of the Super1nte

,GRADE 7l; 41 959,ﬁftti | 120;,
\ ”GRADE,Q'; f '45”5137;3,5;] EE 3,7Z2fE1ﬁi»
CGADET0 Jege aam |
E"GRADE311K_‘ 41'459 .,“ e,,gﬁ;éészl__,_ﬂ

fTotaI &rades

dzDropouts are’ those c]ass1f1ed as such

o

& Tab]e 14

wv T
?)

ENROLLMENT AND DROPOJTS?NNV»V?

-~ 1979-1980

 Total State
Enro11ment o Dro Outs

e

AN
5

2

\ N

iz 56,087 17 061

: EER

by

e

£ Dropout Rate o
Per 1 000 Enro]]ed

2 86

82 88
98 85
105 36
92 55

15-321. B4-6, 1nc1uded are; Pupils who h
grammar schoo] or are over ‘14 years of

Fve comp1etedi
age and

’;))”

Instruct1on, Ar1zona Departmen
]9819‘ »3;2;ﬁ_@ o

ndent of Pub11c

'~+3 76

bnder ans

t of Educat1on,‘,
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\’Empléyméntgand‘DelinquenCyfy1;

Jobs requ1r1ng low techn1cal sk1lls have been

-

l,unemployment rate in the'state'rOSe from 13.8 in

,l979,tol8_2 in’l9805 The economic real1ty for

teenagers;,eSpeC1ally for those W1th1n th1s category,;

- on the decl1ne as modern technology becomes more is‘not optimistjc

complex, and the demand for those 1nd1v1duals w1th e LR | | |
B omE e T haS’been argued that the frustrat1on ar1s1ng
“;,l1ttle school1ng 1s d1m1n1sh1ng The employment ‘ o L

: @fm

p1cture for the under- educated poorly traaned youth

is bleak;ﬂ

From chrOniclunenployment serves to enhance the | y‘ I R

L
i

attractiveness of cr1me as an alternat1ve.‘ Moreover9

*

"itnhaSibeennsuggested that teenage energ1es m1ght

~ The 1980 unemployment rate for teenagers between B :fcn0tlbe eXpended'1n d91lanENt act1v1ty were the youths

“y ]6 and 19 years of age is ]5 5 percent The yguth S o 7”e‘-‘~ S femployed In d1scuss1ng the nature of Juven1le o{'f‘,’ el

unemployment rate is generally 10 percentage po1nts ,}-l Ny L f"_ »,nm;,del1nquency, factors Wthh -may 1nfluence a teenager s

EE b

h1gher than the adult rate wh1ch, for l980 was 5 1 l, N "y;‘. :-‘dec1s1on to becofe 1nvolved 1n del1nquent act1v1t1es
b : : ¢ S Do o ,

for all adults 1n the U S c1v1l1an labor force. SRR o, —— t lmust be cons1dered 1n add1t1on to the off1c1al cr1me S
°, SRS G : SRl e S R e R N
g R TEh /‘ T TR LT R e e 'stat1st1cs,rto g1ve a more complete p1cture of ‘the 3 e e
A d1sturb1ng outcome of yomgh unemploymentr1s S o e gx e go;g.WijTV.,' ATtk e

P2

-»\»;\\c

extent and nature of the problem

“S~ | that many teenagers move. 1nto/ad{lt roles w1thout >,*'1? s o ys“ii -

\la]”able work TR

W o
SR . PR
5 : |

=3 .—;‘.‘,

hav1ng the opportunlty to obta1n

/I

!

exper1ence and sk1lls.

Coupled wi\h the shortage

ll

lack of

N

nzfg  of attract1ve Job opportun1t1es, th1

,;exper1ence tra1n1ng and low educatr\h\can result 1n ‘?~ LR

a cycle of unemployment Table l5 reveals that‘“ l o = .

'*~,_m1nor1ty males overwhelm1ngly have the hdghest ; a'f, 'h¥f79;>'

e o TN U

R TR

~ﬂ;; rrrates ofﬂunemployment throughout Ar1zona.“ The youth o 'gXQq7l~’




Table 15

T UNEMPLOYMENT RATES - 1980
. SR

ARIZONA - 18 2

4

| Whi te Males 16 =17 ,,_f_ oo 14,8
Nh1te Females 16 - 17 R | =

Non-White Males 16 - 17 v 276

Non- Wh1te Fema]es 16 - 17 3 ] :

PHOENIX

Wh1te Ma]es 15 - 17 i - S 17.2

~White Females 16 - 17 R

~ Non-White Males 16 - 17 -;_;, o, 3.0
~ Non-White Females 16-17 - 15,3 - = °

MARICOPA COUNTY
(Exc]ud1ng Phoen1x)

 Mhite Males 16 - 17 @%j'fkal 3
" White Females 16 -~ 17 , ;.4;:;:,’2ﬂj;11 S
~ Non-White Males 16 -17 - 27.9°°. "
~~ Non-Wnhite Females 16 - 17 - 28.0
A 77f:; Tesw
© Uhite Males 16 - 17 E' L Vf-f»14 s S
 White Females 16 - 17 R L T

- -LNon Wh1te Ma1es 16 - 17 : ;'; - '30 3,an"';,; i

—-—_—-—.—-—--—-——-——-—_—._,,_.________ :::

Tab]e 15 (Cont )

S UNEMPLOYMENT RATES - 1980 e

B %
: {fﬂ [0

PIMA COUNTY ;
(Exclud1ng Tucson) ’ 

Vi

o wh1te Males 16 - 17 f"f'»7,f§f~{;5 7.5 ww
. White Females 16 - 17 14,4
‘Non-White Males 16 - 17 . | <_N/A

Non-White Females 16 - 17 . NA

"‘_Source anr1zona Department of Econom1c Secur1ty,

‘Labor Market Informat1on Research and

Ana]ys1s.

. -
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JUVENTIF JUSTICE TERMINOIOGY | = £ . of ,CQquDity'r'esourcéS such as schools. RN
Aéjudicated - Hav{ngfbeen the subJeCt of comp]eted Correct1ona1 Inst1tut1on - A secure fac111ty @é
Juven11e proceed1ngs and foTnd to be a de11nquent,f i hav1ng custod1a] author1ty over de11nquents ;
y :
a status OffendEr’ or“asdependent; For example, and status offenders comm1tted to conf1nement ;
an ad3ud1cat1on that a Juver11e has - committed after a JUVET”]e d1SPOS1t10n hear1ng j.f
a iction « 5
8 de]1nquent act s s1m11ar to a oonv1ct e De1nst1tut1ona]1zat1on - The po]1cy of remov1ng L
,1n a C”‘m‘"aT court. g ’ youthfu] offenders from secure detent1on or o
~’Advisory~Hearing7? Avhea:ing‘that a]%ows:the [ “correctional fac1]1t1es to p]acement W1th1n 5?
i juvenile to'be informed dfothé a]iegatfbns% | ’ nonsecure fac1]1t1es such as foster homes or ;
aga1nst h1m and to prov1de an QPPOrtunity for runaway centers. . i e D T T ——
entry of 2 p]eat | DeTindUent'- A juveni1e Whorhas”been adjudicated . %
Comm1tment - The act1on of a Jud1c1a1 off1cer by a judicial officer as having comm1tted a.. - | | ;:f .
S S - yorder1ng that an adJud1tatedﬂde11nquent or .de11nquent act, wh1ch is an act for which an : T jg
. status offender be adm1tted 1nto a correctnona] '"ad”]t could be prosecuted in a criminal court : é
fac111ty Dependent - A Juven11e over whom a Juven11e 7 f%
: G | L -, ‘. | | i
s‘Community Fati]ityVOr Treatment'Center - A ' Court has assumed JUP]Sd1Ct10n because 1t has RS ST =3
e e wm s
"correct1ona1 fac111ty from wh1ch res1dents are. ’nfound h1s care by parent, guard1an, or s T
; ,fregularly perm1tted to depart unaccompan1ed “custod1an to fa]] short of a 1ega1 standard of E
| by any off1c1a1 for the purpose of da11y use proper care, by be1ng neg]ected abandoned | ;f . s %é“
| i . 'h*’if5or abused | o f‘,,ff
: ‘ e o . ) Q;
s : ,
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 Detention - The Tegally authorized holding in

conf1nement of a person subject to Juven1]e

-

.Court proceed1ngs, unt1] the po1nt of release

or comm1tment to a correc*1ona1 fac111ty

DispoSition - The decision of a’JUveni]e Court

‘that a juvenile be comm1tted to a correct1ona1

fac1]1ty, p]aced 1n a care or treatment program,

placed on probat1on, or re]eased

‘pisposition_Hearing - A hearing7conducted

after an adjudication hearing,to determine

the most appropriate placement of the juvenile. s

el - S » L\

»Group Home - A=non—conf1hing residentia}‘faci1ity

;fam11y 11fe, and at a m1n1mum, prov1d1ng access

| Incorrigib]e - A Juven11e who is found by the

“Juven11e Court to be beyond the contro] of

i

B

: and/or refuses to obey h1s parent or lega]

- for adjudicated Jjuveniles, 1ntended to reproduce

as c]ose]y as poss1b1e the c1rcumstances of

to. commun1ty act1v1t1es and resources. L

-guardian. e

g

PR e e st iy - e W

o

~jurisdiction.

duven11e - A person subJect to Juvenile court |

proceed1ngs because an event occurred while his

~age was below the1specif1ed_limitnof,original

Afthough the_age;]imit_varies

in different states, it is most often_the

;eighteenth birthday, as it is in Arizona.

Paro]e - The status of a comm1tted offender

cond1t1ona1]y re]eased from a state oF federal

.conf1nement fac111ty prior to. the expiration

&

of h1s comm1tment and ‘placed under the

supervision of a paro]e agency.- TR .

S
W

Pet1t1on - A document filed 1n Juven11e Court

"

"alleg1ng that a Juven1]e is a delinquent, a
status offender, or a dependent and asking

,that the court assume Jur1sd1ct1on over the

Juven1]e, or ask1ng that the Juven11e be )

transferred to a cr1m1na1 court for prosecut1on

e

as an adu]t

‘Probat1on - The cond1t1ona1 freedom granted
" by a Jud1C1a1 off1cer to an a]]ege offender,
or adJud1cated Juven11e as 1ong as the youth

vmeets certa1n cond1t1ons of behav1or. S RO

117
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~Referra1‘§ A request‘bylihé police, parenté, or i fan : B : ‘g;!; 

other agency or person, that a court take . %;Mlt a  ?'; “ - b e e e
appropriate action concerning a juvenile K‘ T o £ﬁ¥ ;'>’% | | el :
S ~ alleged to haveHCOmmitted'a'de]ihquen} act, | [ el

a status offense, or to be dependent, q :gﬁg,ﬁw_gl

Status Offense -»An act or conduct wh1ch is | |
dec]ared by. statute to be an o'fense, but . - e 57
only when committed or engaged |in by a - e
Jjuvenile. Typiga1'5tatus~6??én3es are violation | . o

of curfew, running away from home, truancy, . » ]

Possess1on of an a]coh011c beverage, and | | ~_mmg§ﬁf,% | j ~“‘~'CRIMINA; JUSTICE EXPE&bITUﬁES

T, jncorr1g1bility. A RET . o | e e - i SRR e
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A ” ” | s e d at

.......

Q
:

" i .
\ i ¥ -
i
N o)
) : é :
£ o .




a5,
-0

g

~1in the rest of the natwon.

'theTr'budgets-and expend1tures;

| cutbacksoand was phased out.

i
f}
G

| Doub1e digit inflation, rising unemployment
11m1tat1ons on revenue generat1on and 1ncreas1ng

crime are part of the da11y scenar1o 1n Arizona ag/f

=
e

These facts - each one
a1arm1ng unto itself - are caus1ng both the federa1
government and the states to cr1t1ca1]y exam1ne

ﬁThe Criminal

_ Justice System has’ come under increasing scrutiny

withyregards,to its success in rehaBdetatﬁng"‘

| offenders who represent an enormous cost to the o ERNRRIRE S

i,

taxpay1ng pub11c.

[ C P o R T
AL : . . S

Y
“f“%?) B

In 1967 the federal government began co11ect1ng
pub]ac expend1ture and emp]oyment data on c1v11 |

and cr1m1na1 3ust1ce act1v1t1es in the Un1ted

e T Q

States., The 1nformatqon was aggregated 1or1nun1c1-

palities, count1es states andethe_federal_nouenn___.__~_

_ment In 1979 the Expend1ture and Employment

""*"’»;

L\ e e 2

E rreport fe]l victim to the Government s budgetary :

:EffOrts are~be1ng made;

h‘eby the U S Census Bureau to compensate for the
olack of cr1m1na1 3ust1ce f1nanc1a1 data, however

'f~~the\maaor1ty'ofthe'Expend1ture and-Emp]oymgnt\to

s

SN

R

TR T

- T

sl

£
N

Rl

categories wi]T not be Captured

Accord1ng]y, the

last ava11ab1e comprehens1ve cr1m1na1 Just1ce

year 1979..

: expend1ture data for Ar1zona is for the f1sca1

L& P <o S

'During*fiscaT yeai}f??Q;'Arizona crimina1- '

justice expenditures totaled $317,295,608. The

most'co§t1y activities were po]ioelprotection,v

- corrections, and judicial services. (Figure 26)."

Neoo

F1gure Zb

ARIZONA CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURES |

~ Fiscail Year 1979

R

Tota] Cr1m1na1 Just1ce System - $317 295 609

.Coriectionsm(ZS%)yﬁdf
©$74,132,473 ™~_"

(less than 11)

$1,467,757. ‘__";;;é =
| Publlc Defense (2% ) -
$6 085 320

[

,;c

Source.

£

o

lyédg aal ft,° i ]20 p';if~.

Judicial”(11%}7 el

,$35 263,326

Legal Serv1oes and
Prosccution (7%)
\ $21,950, 343 )

8

B2 $177 396 390

u. S Department of Just1ce, LEAA = Cr1m1na1 b
Just1ce Expend1ture and Employment Survey, 1979

ft‘Pollcé grztectlon t;
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i‘ffg?Correct1ons

5~;Other Cr1m1nal
;fJust1ce

- Source:

g,

A T

R R

AR

To%al Cr1m1na1
Justlce System

O

Pollce

Protect1on

Jud1c1al

Legal Serv1ces
and Prosecutlon

Pub]1c Defense

U S,
J“I,:and Em

,,-:ﬂ . gx

h‘

'eQ;_ARIZONAfCRIMINALfqusTICETEXPEnniiuREs;‘7'

Flscal Year 1979

ARIZONA
TOTAL

317 295 616,(

Ea-E

177 396 392f

'f:%ff 6 085 3zof]q'”

g

”'-”?,éQf? 74 132 475

Departmentvjf Just1ce,
p]oyment Su;vey, 1979

f467 757}  

'q ‘ v“/TSTATET‘,_“ ekl
99,084,000
- #i.860,000
36 263 328555;ff

LEAA Cr1m1nal\g%§t1ce Expend1ture
e N

B o

i

5,475,000

1 128 ooo;?r

S e0- ;.»

COUNTIES

101 934 9663['

g

’ ; 30,7 76 966}e
25,181, 1631fﬂ
-5711$944.058§.9~,
5,885, 215°e f¥;;ef‘
28, 088 746{;ifgf3i] %

- 286939 é@qxfb

52 818

@,i1o4 755 426

4 5, 601 165

f7\%;8§9;286f

CITIES

e
[2 A

116 276 650

; \\ s

el

Q

i
B
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" As‘1n the past more than ha]f of Ar1zona s
cr;n1na1 Just1ce expend1tures were for po11ce
'protejt1on ($177 m11]1on or 56/) CorrectionS'the
second h1ghest category, accounted for $74 m1111on

- or 23%'; Th1sqcategory 1nc1udes the state pr1son
and: ‘parole system, county Jalls and detent1on centers,
and adu]t and Juven11e probat1on departments.,

A Jud1c1a1 act1v1t1es'accounted for 11% of the ex- -
pend1tures wh11e the rema1n1ng three categor1es--1ega1
serv1ces and prosecut1on, pub11c defense and other

,cr1m1na1 JUSt1CE act1v1t1es--accounted T r\ 1at1ve1y

sma11er shares. L uf,., o ',s’

Ana]yz1ng expend1ture data in tota1 tends to
,’obscure 1mportant d1fferences 1n the way the state,
as opposed to count1es and mun1c1pa11t1es, spéﬁt
:s,cr1m1na]\3ust1ce funds. The foT]ow1ng f1gures are f
‘graph1c compar1sons of the expend1ture d1str1but1onf' 

lof these three levels of government

: -e

Correct1ons expend1tures bysthe state have |

‘is1gn1f1cant1y surpassed those nor po]1ce protect1on,“"‘

icorrect1ons and other cr1m1na] Just1ce categor1es “

dffeach accounted for 1ess than ]% of the tota]

46% and 423 respectively. The balance of state

N | ,
expend1tures was distributed as fo11ows.. judicia1

'o%f 1ega1 serv1ces and prosecut1on, %, and other 8

';crimlnal JUSt1CE,‘_%. ,NO state‘funds were,spent,r

on pubTiC'defenSe.

Count1es spent the1r cr1m1na1 JUSt1CE funds

a]most equa]]y on po11ce protect1on (30%), correct1ons

'(27%), and Jud1c1a1,serv1ces (25%) Lega] serv1ces
‘h ,and prosecut1on accounted for 12% of expend1tures

hwh11e 6% was' spent on public defense. Less than ]% B

was spent on ot r1m1na1 Just1ce expenses.;,'

:'L'.?,
Po11ce protect1on dom1nated mun1c1pa1 cr1m1na1

J'fJust1ce spend1ng w1th over 90% of expend1tures "

",occurr1ng'1n th1s category", Add1t1ona1 spend1ng

was 1V1ded between 1ega1 serv1ces and prosecut1on

v ‘,

;(4%) and Jud1c1a1 serv1ces (5%) Pub11c defense,

o

mun1c1pa1 cr1m1na1 Just1ce mon1es.

.
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COMPARISON OF EXPENDITURE DISTRIBUTIONS
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| . smAtE
 $99,084,000.s L.

o

P011ce

Judicial (6%) @ |
k 0 ,Protect1on (42%)

~ Legal Services

& Prosecut1on

| (57)
fﬁ%g

: Other Cr1m1na1
Just1ce
(%)
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ieomma 3
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,s,’Public~Defense'6%“
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Figure,27-
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COMPARISON OF EXPENDITURE DISTRIBUTIONS % ,VQ/J/{EJ
. . /&F_://"'

COUNTIES Sy
=‘V$101,934,959v,]‘

Legal Services & _E,Vr” 4
Prosecution 12% . N

- dJustice (less
- than 1%)

Judicial 25% -
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. Figure 27 ' w2 ¢ Overall, mun1c1pa11t1es accounted for $116 m1]11on, g
e L e e | T or 37% of Ar1zona s cr1m1na1 Just1ce expendi tures; i
- COMPARISON OF EXPENDITURE DISTRIBUTIONS' - , w—— G
,COMPARISON OE % B UR — - e count1es $101 m1111on, or 32% and the state $99 |
Mun1c1pa11t1es T DR o m1111on or 317 When each act1v1ty is exam1ned “
. $116 276 650 » o B U L :Wﬁ“@%}; separate]y, the proport1ons of funds spent by the -
‘“ . s state, count1es, and mun1c1pa11t1es, varied accord-fag
& . - }W“ | o k
y <o 1ng to governmenta] respons1b111t1es (F1gure 27) ?'
g | ° g S : Mun1c1pa11t1es spent more on pol1ce protect1on |
Legal Serv1ces g T than the state and count1es comb1ned ref]ect1ng
' Prosecut1on-?£ C berice :"“ ; the fact that mostvof Egg¢state S popu]at1on 1s in i
| —A"Protection-96° T % ;- |
' Judicial-5% " j ':,Pr°te°t1°n"JUA NSRS M 1ncorporated c1t1es and towns. Judicial act1v1t1es,‘, iy )
| " — e 1ega1 serV1ces and prosecut1on, and pub11c defense 5
”‘Correct1ons . e*@w";y : ; were pr1mar11y supported by county governments.
. o 5
,*'gﬁﬁliccef;$2§$ Jﬁ2g1¢e' i — State andrcounty governments shared the respon-
| ()ess than,l% ea?“)*-ca-' e % s1b111ty for correct1ons--the state operat1ng the @
' o . ff;;t | pr1son and paro]e system and ‘the counties support1ngs‘
; ’ P o Ja11s and probat1on departments. ) [ | ’as?;g;*,f
¥ @ b S 5 """"’v ‘s S e : IR .
Source'* u. S Department of Just1ce LEAA-Cr1m1na1 : | 1 ST *
SO e Just1ce Expend1ture and Emp1oyment Survey ot s AT : s
e ‘-" 1978. - IS T EreE TR ‘;‘,' i i d e

@
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Figure 27 y, i e 7 Table 16-1 shows state total expenditures and
s 3 - .
4 b - . - .
i breakdowns of each category during the fiscal

PROPORTION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE FUNDS EXPENDED

AU URT VN P11V S11LE FUN n ' years 1975 to 1979. The data presented establish
BY STATE, COUNTIES, AND MUNICIPALITIES | - — .

a clear trend of upward movement in a]]'catégories

State Counties Municipalities . ~ except Other Criminal Justice Expenditures. The:
2 % ettt R e
T8 SR

Q

most significant increases are seen in Legal Services/
Total Criminal Justice |

Prosecution and Corrections spending, a.strong

14 # “i %
/o

System - $317,295,609 -
Y $317,295,% 31%  32% 37%

PPy R AR
LOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO0OO0OO
; / DOOOOCOOOOOOOO0 é
7 TelelelelelaeTe 0 0 2u 0 T0 20 0 2020 Te 20 0 2o 0 %0

4% 7% 59%

Police Protection -
$177,396,390 ', )

Judicial
$36,263,326

| 15% 69%' R
Legal Services and 2z > crm—cpp—
Prosecutiog " 32%2%%222 e DR it

$21,950,343

24% 54% - 22%

Public Defense
$6,085,320

973 - 3%

61% 8% 1%

Correc%ﬁdns
$74,132,473

Other CrfminaT
Justice
$1,467,757

77%., 4% 19%

129

corrections.

130.

M e are not taken 1nto‘acéount in this data.

by state, counties, and municipalities.

A

indication that increased spending on prosecution
wi11'SUbsequent1y produce the need for'moré

Inflation or population increases

‘Tabler16+II réfers to the same datd;broken down‘

P ‘by-Tevel of government: Criminal justice expenditures
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. CHANGE IN ARIZONA CRIMINALAJUSTICE EXPENDITURES FISCAL YEARS 1975*1979” AR : .
| - Arizona Total : | ;
- (Expend1ture amounts are g1ven in thousands of do]lars) o ;

. . ©
Bl v < . L ’ ' o

1~ Total Criminal . . e o ol g Change e
AR Justice System - 1975 . 1976 ; Jlorz 1978 - 1979 197551979 Dl

T : i

&

~© Direct Expenditures 201,958 $243,613 $257 884 5278 994 317,205
R - % Change cver - o ST g L
prev1ous year | m— - 20.6w1 | 5 9 8 2 E; ,]3,7E“ 57.1

‘ T R Police Protect1on } . L 'f‘ SN T | £ L
¥ ... s Direct Expend1tures 117 976 13a 862 1ﬂ6,508. - 157,284 177 396 ” BERR TR T L
preV1ous year T ”,--[;af EE‘L5.2f o E;7.8‘; 7.4 12 8;» 50.4

Jud1c1a] SR e £ e 331. o,
Direct Expend1tures . .21,188 38,222 . 29, 819 .. 30,169 36 263, e

_ % Change over R "F77‘ e SO

prev1ous aear ,5,@« == 804 | - 2&% ',‘ o2 ", 20 2 N.Ja

e
G

~ Legal Serv1ces and v e e e
Prosecution . oce o e
Direct Expend1tures - 10,145 12,322 15,224 18,928 - 21,950 = ¢« -
% Change Over . ° T T
prev10us year e e= 2160 0 23,5 243 16.0 1716.4

7

-
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Table ]6 I (Cont ) ‘. 5y L | |  ‘~ o l

s CHANGE IN ARIZONA CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURES FISCAL YEARS, 1975 1979
s L | " Arizona Total :: @
o : ) (Expend1ture amounts are given in thousands of do]]ars)

P - Public Defense. - - . . . I T s e T

N Direct Expenditures 3,635 4,669 5,448 5,496 6,085 |
% Change over .~ .~ L T D T et
previous'years - S e ’_s;ﬁ32.1 167 .09 0.7 7220 . i
Correct1ons TR Ch : e T e S B e e T e s
Direct Expend1tures, ,*__43;786,, 46 203f, ~ 55,551 65,885 . 74,132 i N
S T % Change over D e s e R
ETE ‘prev1ous years i "‘\rr(,,,f— ,~js;; 5 5 20,2 . 18.6  12.5 r69.3

{ - Other Cr1m1na] Justlce e o 'ﬂ}Q - e TR B e ERTE |
o - - Direct Expenditures . 5,329I“ 6,335 5 335] 1,232 1,467 - W
B S Change over j; R e S e T e T e ey
[ | prev1ous years e == 18,9 ? - 15‘ f" - -76.9 190 | -72.5

}j, :

i s Ko s s onn

2.

B
R A

e

5
o b 2

TR

2 5

&




IR
NEE ¥ e

~Direct ExpendTwWQ

prev1ous year

. pl‘evmugyea Vot

SR

TabIe 16 11

State, Count1es and Mun1c1pa11t1es

i

i CHANGE IN ARIZONA CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURES FY 1975 -

(Expend1ture amounts are gnven 1n thousands of dol]ars)

LA

:]978

1979

"%IChangev

| _1975':f“ 1976 7977
State Total e

~~~~~~

$62 803
% Change over

6 3 { 13 4

County Total | Iii~i
~Direct. Expenditures;, $83,774
% Change over | R

: . 0.1 11”49;4

e

Mun1c1pa] Total .
Direct Expend1ture5f
% r‘hange over

b i
i . E

$71,801 $88 327 $102 881

prev;ousyyear e w-—~i_‘ 23 0 f]6’5,  

o 1

3.6

$71 229ﬁ %$8 943

$89 953

o 7 4

1979

$IOI 934
13 3

$108 098 $II6 276

5 I

CN

7 6

1975-1979

CH e

5

61,9

67.7
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Data co]]ected by LEAA were suppﬂemented w1th

‘ jQ‘_ o S :

k:data from 1oca1 government budgets through 1978

The‘

N FEE
P

"f1sca1 year 1979 data presented 1n Tab]e 17 exc]udes

PRSI A

: those sma11 mun1c1pa11t1es wh1ch fa11ed to report the1r’

"d1nformat1on, or had a popu]at1on base too smal] to |

o ;@ .

be counted

The reader 1s caut1oned aga1nst mak1ng d1rect S ]
'»fjcompar1sons among countles For severa] reasons. A

Qfg]oca] government may have had 1arge cap1ta1 outlays

'fndur1ng the year that 1nf1ated the1r reported | . 'hff?g Q;’;‘ii L

a L ‘ffexpend1tures., A]so, expend1tures for Ind1an cr1m1na1 »}
. : %7 7r?13ust1ce agenc1es are exc]uded resu1t1ng 1n under e

‘7rreport1ng for some- count1es.1f;t"f§;~f,f‘v;gj_ S e
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1 R _'f Table 17 , ) S e ey

/: ' DIPFCT EXPENDITURES BY_COUNTY, FY 1979

55 : B P : . : ; f : u ‘ ' v
o s | o | | / Apache | Cochise Coconino Gi]a . Graham
i : | Total Criminal | ‘
Just1ce System

- Greenlee = Maricopa . | S

/ $671,969 $4,566,051 $4, 266, 616 $1,480,246 $762,453 $860,727 $136 337,883 - °

S

. County Gov't | 671,969 2, 851,796 2,629,653 1,480,246:‘ 498,760 860,727 47,177,000
' ° Mun1c1pa]1t1es ! N/A 1‘714 255 1,636,963 . N/A) : 263,693  N/A 89,160,851

e Police 321,685 2,771,788 2,217,328 719,251 404,841 231,778 90,443,563

County Gov't 321,685 1,238,077 794,802 719,251 169,717 231,774 10,152,000
Mun1c1pal1t1es» N/A - 1,533,711 1 422 522; ~ NA 235,124 N/A 80,291,563

GET

Jadictal :140,6027,f ©30,640 67, ;058 382,166 138,154 124,806 17,801,308

County Gov't 140,602 561,749  563,076 382,166 117,988 124,806 13,377,000
Municipalities  NA 68, 900(,? 109,982 N/A 20,166 N/A 4,424,398

Lega] Serv-'ces R ) : o s B v LT th;i;;: Betire s ese prazo.a S ) ) i : :L':%' |

Sl

Fe and Prosecution 64,549 446,534 332,312 150,191 92,125 33,040 9,970,842
= CountyGov't > 64,549 364,656 242,730 150,191 83,722 33,040 6,362,000 =
Baad i Municipalities ~ N/A - 81,978 89,582  N/A 8,403  N/A - 3,608,842

e TR




~ Public Defense

County Gov't
Mun1c1pa11t1es

DIRECT EXPENDITURES BY COUNTY; FOR YEAR 1979

Apachéf
$24,000

24,000

,‘Cochise |

Table T/ (Cont.)

$ 144,314 §
140 124

4,190

Q.\

'Coconig

114,351

99,474
14,877

Gila »

"$ 74,616

N/A
7

74, 616

’Grahamf~
4 24 000 .

24, 000
_-0- |

VR

Greenlee

0=

= N/A

-0-

Mar1copa

$ 3,007, 788 '

o 3,037,000 [
60,788

,Correcﬁidné -

. County Gov't .
- Municipalities

121,134

121,134
NA.

560,057

547,191

12,866

929,572;ﬂi

T -0-

929,572

NA

154,023

103,333

-0—,,

103,333

471,108

471,108
N/A .

14,767,082

‘14;249;000}‘
- 518,042

Other Criminal

JUStiCe

County Gov' t
Mun1c1pa11t1es

-0-
N/A

L 12,610

12 6]0

o

D 257 220 |

ot ge
257 220

- *-m.»f.' s
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 f   i | & Table 17 (Cont.) o
g S “ DIRECT EXPENDITURES BY COUNTY,' FY 1979 -

S,

o . \ sy

Navadp .. P Pinal . Santa Cruz Yavapai '
$3,291,624 $1,405,117 $47,393,136 $6,349,682

2,605,117 1,405,117
686,507 N/A

MO have Yuma . U Y B

J

5
b

Total Criminal , : | B 3
$1,352,062 $3,618,922 $5,855,144 =

Justice System

4,963,070
1,386,612

County Gov't

, . 29,469,000
Municipalities

17,924,136

3,802,064 |
2,053,080

2,628,847
990,075

- 891,585
460,477

904,981

493,794
411,187

26,302,086, 3,245,655 2,009,364
10,056,000

. 16,336,086

PoTice 2,134,141

1,509,917
624,224

570,843

570,843
N/A

309,447

3,765,007 i

1,200,749 1,279,634

g County Gov't , o
808,615 ];885,463% ;'

@ o 2,038,723
;e Municipalities

- 1,206,932

et

6.3171.287 708,930

T

Judicial

County Gov't

Municipalities

551,581

5232638

127,943

309,447
N/A

5,577,000

734,287

1,816,893

1,750,311

- 66,582

184,930
24,000

791,957
46,038

837,995

861,362

782:493. /
FTBBEY L e

“Legal Services

and Prosecution

County Gov't
Municipalities

214,328

179,988
34,340

151,108

151,104

- N/A

4,161,452

3,437,000
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