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Ari zona--has had a ~.i s to~y of cri me ra tes well 

above the nationalaver,age. .In 1975, Arizona had the 
I: 

; 

highest crime rate in/the nation. The following four 

years 'saw Arizona's crime rate drop to second place 

among the states, and in 1980, to fourth place. 

Irrespective of the drop ;n Arizona's ranking for 

crime rates, J\ri zonans a-re undoubtedly faced wi th a 
. \;. 

serious and contjQu1ng threat from criminal forces. 

Many feel that an importan1S::) part of crime pre­

vention and control is cOlnmunity awareness and involve­

ment. The Statistical Analysis-Center and Department 

of Public Safety hope that this report, by focusing 

on the nature and extent of crime in Arizona, will 
. . l' Q 

foster needed i,nvolvement by citizens and~ legislators. 

AN OVERVIEW OF CRIME IN ARIZONA is designed ", 

for use by Arizona legislators and criminal justice 

administrators. For Arizona citizens, it is distri­

buted asa resource from which they may learn about 

1 

criminal activity within their state. 

';J.\ 

Thts overview has five sections; the first 

hi ghl ights 'myths and rea'lti tf~s about crime in 

Arizona. The second discusses specifit index crimes 

and projects offenses to 1983.. System ana lyses and 

f10w-c~arts are the subjects of sections three and 
I 

I~) '-." /) 

four, detailing 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 the numerous'va,ri"ables affecting crime' 

trends. Forecasts based solely on historical 

offense data can employ linear, exponential, power, 

or 1 ogari thmi c regression methods. Trendsuj:i~rrzi ng 
-- ¢» 

other variables, such as population, calYfor more 

advanced techniques such as multiple regression or 

time series analysis. 

The crime trend projections set forth in section 

two of this publication are bae?ed o~.;multiple 
} - ,-' ;'! 

. " \~., . 
regression techniques" however, ,s!fmple linear regress10n, 

/' 
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lJ , 
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logarithmic regressionuand time series analysis were 
I) calculated for comparative purposes. Vari"ables 

included innthe multiple regression analysis were 

year, population and number of offenses. Projecti()ns 
«. 

were made for the calendar years of 1981, 1982, and 

1983. 

~( , 

The graphi c presenta t.i ons of project; ons di ffer 

from offense to offense, however, in all instances, 

data back to 1975 were utilized in the statistical 

calculations. 

o· 
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SECTION ONE 

MYTHS AND REALITIES 

ABOUT 

CRIME IN ARIZONA 
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This section of An Overview of Crime in Ari~on~ is 

modeled after a 1978 Department of .Justi ce book1 et 

,yentitled Myths and Real ities About Crime, and a 1979 

pu~lication of the Oregon Law Enforcement Council 
" 

titled Fact and Fiction ~bout Crime in Oregon.~ 

.~ 

It is designed to dispel some of the many stero-

typical notions citizens have regarding crime,lts 

victims,~ and thecriniina1 justice system. Spectfically, 

this section is dire9,ted at presenting clear, non .. 

technica1facts to Arizonans interested in our ,State's 

criminal occurrences. 
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MYTH 

Arizonacitiiens are apathetic regarding the 

seriousness of the crime pr,oblem in the State., 
. ~! '. 

REALITY 

\\~, 

Citizen apathy does not stem from a lack of 

awareness or concern. More likely, it stems from 

p~,eoccupation with other social problems perceived 
" 

to be more pressing~and" imm~piat~ such as toe economy, 

politics and energy. 
J) 

c A statewide survey",done in 1979' revealed that: 

* Nearly 80% (of those surveyed) b~lieve 
crime is on the inc~ease in Arizona; 
•. ! .. , .. : 0 

* 
n 

-Jr 

Fifteen to 20% of families "constantly" 
'worry about being victimi zed; , 

c' .,"',1 d 

if 

Two out of three curb their movement to 
avoi d s i tua ti ons they fear; .,aric:i ," 

* Ninety percent (90%) have ,taken steps to 
protect themselves or the; r properti es 
from crime.' Nearly a fi fthreportedly 
carry" weapons " " 

lllArizona Crime & Criminal Justice Survey," Behavil!lr 
Research Center, Phoenix, Arizona, June 1979!~ 

5 

·r.\ 

o 

MYTH 

In general, r~sidents of Arizona believe their 

p6lice are doing a poor job • 

REALITY 

~'7 

,Ar'izonans view their~"criminal justice, system with 

a critical eye, however, 62% of those surveyed in" 

19792 gave their city police an excellent or good 
<", P 

~r '~~i . . 

rating. Most ci ti zens favorably supported 'the State t s 
Cl :.~,~ 

t~'~ • 

law enforcement agencies but. held the beli:ef that the 

court's sentencing practices were so lenient that 

they encouraged rather than discouraged criminal 
" .~) > (> • 

behavior. 

-,;.. 

" ' 

,2Ibid~.' ": Co 
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Table 1 

PRIMINALJUSTICE CATEGORY 

Law Enforcement 

JOB PERFORMANCE RATINGS 
Exce 11 ent/Good~?:" " ~a i r/Poor 

Ci ty 'Pol ice 
Arizona Dept .. of Public Safety 
Sheriff's Offices 

62% 
56 
50 
45 

35% 
29 
31 
25 FBI· 

Judiciary 
• D . 

Arlzona Supreme Court 
Justice, of the Peace Courts" 
CiJy Courts 
County Courts 
Local Juvenile Courts 

Prosecution 

Ari zona Attorney General 
County Attorneys" Offi ces 

Q 

Corrections 

Local Jails 
State Prison 
Juvenile Probation System 
Adult·ProbationSystem 

.II 

38% 
n. 29 

29 
. . '-28, 

23 

20% 
15 
1B 
17 

IT' 

37% 
42 
51 
45 
54 

58% 
75 
57 
49 

"" 

1-:. 

,", P 
E »R 
C 
E 
N 
T 

MYTH 

() 
Most crime re~orted in Ar~zo~a is"of 6a violent 

nature. 

REALITY 

A 1 though the perccentage' of offenses des i gna ted 

as violent has been increasing since 1976, over' 90% 

of index crime for tnelast five years involved the 

property offenses of burgl ary, 1 arceny-theft; and 
{~.': ,. ' ".: '''. ." ... ,' ... 21 

motor vehi c1 e theft • 

B.O 

7.0 1 -
1 

.1 

L 

6.0 I ... 
• 
• 1 . , 

5;0 _I • 
1 ~ 

I' • 

·f .. 
1976 

Figure I 

PERCENT OF VIOLENT OFFENSES 
TO TOTAL INDEX OFFENSES 
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I' t~~;p 1i. , 
More people are Killed thr9ugh homicide than any 

other offense. 

REALITY 

Deaths attributed to alcohol-related vehicle accidents' 

were 25.7% higher. than the number of homicides in the 

State for 1980.,' 

Table 2 

======:~~~====~~~==.============ TOTAL PERCENT 
, YEAR • A.LCOHOL RELATED OF ALL 

'ACCIDENTS ,ACCIDENTS 
, .1 

'1976 9,168 13.4% 
, 
,1 ~77 10 ,6~67 

~ 

14. 1 
) " ," '~ , ' 

I' 

.'1978 , 12,103 13.8 . ( " 
,l979 12,877 14.6 , 
,1980 12,570 15.7 

9 
(I 

, 

" 

, 

PERSONS 
" KILLED 

219 

290 

390 

376 

347 

, " 

"HOMICIDES, 

173 , 

214 

220 

218 

276 

'" 

.. ".:' 

MYTH' 

Drunk dri.vers account for a small portion of Ari:zona's 
overall crime picture. 

REALITY 

34,514 persons were arrested for Drivi"ng' "Under the 
Influence in .1980: This repre~ents a '''shocki~g'~\2~?% o'f 
~ll arrests 1n Ar1zona; only SlX arrests shy of all the 
lndex offenses combined. OWl i"s by far the larges,t 
si ngl e category of arrests. 

34,000- ' . , 
33,000- • 

32,000-' , 
31,000~ 

II'\tI¥ 
21,000- ' 

" . 
.20,000- '<, ;'f 

•• 
19,OOO-~ 

/VV 
11,000- I 

I 

Ftgure 2 
COMPARISON OF 10 
LARGEST ARREST 
CATEGORIES 
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,/ Most crime is penpetrated 
, 

REALITY 
i 
Ii 

= 

i, 

Ii 

I 
by mi nori tA es • 

! 
I 

While arrests of whites, blacks and nattve Americans 

are dispropo~t,ionateto ~~eir numfiers;:.tri':',-the State I s 
~ ~i~. . ~',;~,~) t', ~>:~~ ~ '" 

general PbPulation,'tA(jc1\St~if· comp,ris~d 64.8% of 

total arrests ""i n 1980. 
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Figure 3 
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SPANISH . CAUCASIAN BLACK 
HERITAGE 

Percent' of Total Arrests 

Percent Of Total Population 
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INDIAN 
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MYTH 

Most murders are coromi, tted by persons unknown to the 

victim. 

!iBfALITY, 
.... -", _ .... _-- -- '.-- .. ---~,.- ,- ... -. --------_ .. _------

.Apor.oximat.e1y ,fifty percen.:l~urderers .wer..e~~be",-,-r_' __ 

, Figure 4 

°MURDER VICTIM DISTRIBUTIO~ BY RELATIONSHIP 

':',,' 
OTHERS _____ ----, 

, HUSBAND 
17(2.5%) 
I !I WIFE 16 (5.8%), " 

("~. ~\ ':110 -=-'<4."',' 

UNDETERMfNABLE . 
78 (28.3%) 

OTHER FAMILY __ ~ 
23 (8.3%) 

~.-:-- r" 14 (5.1%)' 

~~, ____ ACQUAINTANCE 
86 (31~2%)· 

" 

't,.. .. .J=RIEND ' (U10 (3.6%) 

.......iOo-__ STRANGER . 
4'2 (15.2%) 
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MYTH 

Most offenses are committed by juveniles. 

REALITY 

'Juvenil es are arrested for 44.3% of the Part I Crimes, 

however, that proportion drops to 25% when Part II 

(all other) crimes are considered. . ,1) 

,Fi'gure 5 

ARREST BY AGE GROUP \ . .. 1980 

PART I OFFENSES 
JUVENILE 

Murder 

Rape 

Robbery 

" AggravCited Assault 

C Burglary 

o 

Larceny-Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 52,9% 

Arson 62.4% 

TOTALS 

o 13 

ADULT 

-~;;;,..~;:'. 

<~-

89.5% 

• 

SECTION TWO 

AN OVERVIEW-

1980 INDEX OFFENSES 
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-DEFINITION ... · 

Th.e willful (non-negligent) killing of one human being 

byanoth.er. IlIncludes non-negligent manslaughter. ''0 

\1. 

Reported Offehse',~ • .". • • • " 

Ra te per ~l 00,000 I Popul a ti on . • 

I' ~ 

. 'if 

Total Arrests . • • u • • • 

Arrests of Adults~ • • • • • • • 

Rate per 100,000 Adults • • • • 

• • 

~, 

• • • 'J~276 

e, • • . .' ~ • 10.2 

• • Ii • • • .191 

• • 

· . .. . 
• 171 (90%) 

8.8 • • • 

.. . . . .. Arrests of Juveni;1 es • •• • 

Rate per lPO,OOO ~uveniles • • • ell· • • 

.• 20 (10%) 

• 2.6 • • 

o~) . ':2% of all Index Crime 
:1 

.0 f~'!56~~~{)f Violent Crime' 

U" S. Rate per 100,,000 I 

population •.••••• /' •••••••• '10.2 
. ,/' . II c 

Ari~na is 17th in' the United States Tor "murder rates. 1 
"r7/ , ' .:> 

l /:" .'. 

l /' IFederal Bureau of Investigation. "Crime in the United 
//~ =, States," 1980.P~. 48~S9.14 
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69% of all reported murders were cleared through arrest. 

69% 
Cl earance c:::,!J 

Rate 
~"':.;; '~ 
-tl"" 

u. S~ Clearance Rate2 ••• 
• • • • • • • • • • 

Fi rea rms we.re used in 55.5% of murders. 

IP 

~Ji)jearms . . .",. . . . ~ 

<::'1 

72% 

s/"'=' • • • • • • • . .. . . . 55.5% 
Knife/Cutting Instrument 

Bl unt Object • • • " • • 

• • • o 
• • • • • • • • • 

. . . . '. . . .. . . . '. 
C» 

Personal Weapon (hands, fists, etc. )/i\. 
. ~~ 

. . ~ . 
. e,c A 11 Other Weapons •• . 

• • • • • • • A • • • • 

2Ibid • pp. lBl. 

.15 

16.7% 

4.3% 

·9.0% 

• 14.5% 

MURDERS 

''::;., 

290 -

27.5 -
260 -

M 
U 245 -
:R 
! 

D 230 -
E 
R 215 -
S 

200 -

185 - • 
• 

170 - • 

1976 

, (1 .' 
IN ARIZON~UP 26,6% SINCE 

rr;9ure 6 

TOTAL MURDERS 
AND 

RATE PER 10,0,000 
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Figure 7 

MURDER OFFENSE PROJECTIONS 
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1983
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() 

, ':f -DEFINITION-* '0 

,> • ,;) 

As defined in Arizona: Sexual Assaulfis the intentional 
or' knowing ~ngagement \~i n se)(ua 1 . i. ntercour~e ,or ora lsexua 1 
con~act with' any per:son not' hi sor her speuse without . 
conslent of such person" . #",{{ $~'-. ' " 

, \\' ' 'I '.' ~ 
\ b ~, " 

Reported Offenses,,_ 0,,, "0" I.. .. .. • .. .. " .. 1,223 
\ ,'.', ,"", D 

Rate Per" 100,000 Popul at; on .. .. .".. • • 45.'0 

\ 
\

" '''(:1'''' 

... Tot~ A;rests·'--.-.-.-. -.-.c.--. -:-".-.-. -,.-. .. •• 422 

Arres~ of Adults •• • . • •. . . • . • ~369 (87% ) 

. Rate p\r 100,000 Adul ts • . • • • .• .• 19 

. .- .'. . ... . 
'v . 

Rate Per 100,000 'uuvenfles ... .~ . 

(I 

• .56% of all,. ,Index Crime 

• 6~ 94% of Violent Crime 

.: 

U. S. Rai~e Per lQO,OOO 
PopulatIon .... 

, « 
,~\ .. 

... (5 

'. .. 3'6.4 

Ar; zona ; s 'lOth; n the United States 'for Rape/ 
Sexuaf Assaul t rates. J " " . ..",' 

, * As defined by the Federal Bureau of .Invest; gation: " 
(f Rape: The carnal knowledge'ofa female forcibly 

and against her will. Assaults or attempts to ' 
cOJlllli t rape by force 'Or . threat of. force are. , ' 
included. Statutory rape (wlthout force) and 
other sex offenses are not included. ~' 

3 Ibid. Hpp. 48-59. 
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> ARIZONA RANKED FOURtH AMONG" SURROUNDING
Q 

:, 

sTArES FOR RATES-OF RAPE iN,1980. 
~. 

Nevada 

Utah 

1 6' 
3 _.' Colorado 

4 
California 5 

Arizona 

Rate Per 100,000 Popuiation4 

/ .. . Nevada .. . • • • • • . .. .. .. .. .. • • 

California o . . . .. .. . .. . . . . . .: • • 

Colorado. • • • .. . • .* 0 • • :0 .~ 

New Mexico 

67.2 

58.2 

5t'.5 . 

Arizona .. ~ .". .. .. .. • .. ... • .. .. •• .45.2 
'" New Mex i co .. .0. .. . 

Utah . ' .:;. '. . . .. 

" ,~ 

4Ib
o
id. pp.46. 

'. 0 

• • • • 

• • • • 

19 

. . ... .. .. . 
• • • • • • 

·0 

43.3 

27.7 

1980 Ph.oenix Rate Per 
100;1000 Population ................... 61.4 

1980 Tucson Rate.Per 
1DO,000 Population .. . .. .. .. ." . .,. . .. .. 52.6 

1980 Balance of Arizona Rate 
Per 100,000 Pbpulatio~ . • • • • . .. ..... 35.3 
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Figure 9 

RAPE OFFENSE PROJECTIONS' 
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- Definition -

The taking or attempting to take anything of value 
from the care, custody or control of a person by 

. force or threat of force or violence and/or by 
putting the victim in fear. 

Q r,. 

Reported Offenses • • • • • • • • • • 

Rate Per. 100,000 Population · . - . . . 

Total Arrests', • ~ 
• • • • • • • • • ,. • 

Arrests of Adults • • • ;, • '. • • • • 
'I 

Rate Per 100~OOO Adults • • • • • '. • 

Arrests of Juveni 1 es .. • • • • • • 
'0-

Rate Per 100,000 Juveniles • • • ,. • 

a 

.0 2.4% Of~, .Index Crime 

o 29.8% of Violent Crime 

• 

5,257 

193.4 

1,550 

1,173 (76%) 

60.4 

377 (24%) 

48.6 

u. s:, Ra.tf-pe~~lgo,ooo 
Populatl0n. • •• • • •• •.•• 243.5 

Arizongis 17th in the Un:ited States for Robbery 
rates. . . 

-5Ibid'~ppli 16 " 
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_.~E~p6R.iED,~R·QB.IiERi"ESj~RE: u-p -78.% .siJ~CS; .. .l9j6·; PROPORTION OF 
ROBBERIES CLEARED THROUGH ARREST ARE DOWN BY 21%. 
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Figure 10 

ROBBERY ARREST RATES ARE INCREASING ~MQNG 16 TO 20 YEAR 
OLD ~1ALES. 
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Seventeen year old males had a dramatic robbery arrest 
rate in 1980 of 545.6 arrests per 10Q,000 popu1ation::..­
over five times as high as the total male R~pulation 
rate of 105 per 100,000. ' '~' 
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Figure 11 

ROBBERY OFFENSE PROJECTIONS 
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- Definition 
o • 

o 

. . 
The unlawful attack by one person upo'1: ano ther for 
the purpose of i nfli cti ng severe bodj ly ,fnjury 
usually accompanied by the, use of a weapon or other 
means likely to produce death or serious bodily . 
ha,rm, ~ .<" ':i 

:') 

!.--<?:. Reported Offenses • • • • • . . '. . . . 
Ra te Per 1 Q&"jO Popu 1 at i',on • • • '';' 

/" ) 
2 -~-------­

Tota 1 Arl1sts'. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Arrests of Adults . . ". . II . '. . • • • • 
" Rate Per 100,000 Adults • • • • • • . ., 

Arrests of Juveniles ••• • • • • • • 

Rate Per 100,000Juv~ni1es • • . . ~ . 

• 4.9% of all Index Cr.ime 

u.s" 

• 61.7% of Violent Crime 

Cl d;J 

Rate Per 100,000 
Population6 ~ •• . . ., • • • • • • 

10',884 

40Q.5 

4,168 

o 

3,302 (79%)" 

1.70 

866 (21%) 

112 

290.6 

Ari~o~,a,;i:s 8th6 in the United, States for Aggravated 
Assaul t Rates. 

6Ibid. pp. 20. 
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A sampl eaf. di.spcsitions fd'r Ag9ravated Assaul t ~ca'ses\ -
first and second quarter, 1981. 0

0 
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~ .\ 
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,;.\ ,J Figure' 12 
Mar; copa Cqunty Aggravated "Assaul,ts 

() 

r-----------------~ __ ;~ ______________ ~--------~ 
;"b78 ~ases Charged 

.... .(1 00%) 

~; 

290 Pled Gui1ty·to Lesser Charge 
(42.8%) G 

(. \:) 

~------~,~~. ~ .. ~-------------~,~-
213 ~'Dlsmi:ssed 
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o 

(31.4%) .... 
() 

,,:' ,.1 59 !.lui 1 ty asCha rged 
(23q)~%) 

o 

I) 

l2Acqu;tted 
(1.8%) 

4 Other 
Directed verdict, 

, (.6%). 

,-, 0 

1\ 

7l1niSP~sitions Returned~, Durlng °lstand 2nd Quarters 
of 1981 ,for Selected OffE.~nse Ca tegories , II Maricopa 
COf-unty A ttorn~y IS Offi ce. " 
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1976 . 

1977 

1978 

1979 

1980 

Table 3 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 
BY 

WEAPON USED . 

Firearm Knife " 

22.8% 17.7% 
• 

ii 

23.1% !' 19.0% 
,j 

25.0% 18.5% 

, 

27 .• 3% 18 .• 0% 

27.1 % 17 • 2%~ 

Personal Other 

35~/2% '24.3% 

32.3% 25.6% 

31.3% 25.2% 

30.2% 24.5% 

\. ,,'~. \ 

29.8% 25.8% 

Although personal weapons such as hands and fists 
are used ; n the 1 argest percentage of' Aggravated 
Assaults (29.8% in 1980), their uS'e has ~)hown a 
gradual decline since 1976. ' 
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Figure 13 

ASSAULT OFFENSE PROJECTIONS o 
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o 

... Definition - . 
! 

The unlawful entry of a structure to commit a felony 
or theft. The use of force to gaOi n entryi s nClt 
required to classify an offense as burglary. 

Reported Offenses • • • ~ • • • • 
o 

. Rate Per 100,000 Pqpulation 

• 58,457 

2,150.8 • :w .• ,e 

.. 
Total Arrests • • • • • • • • . ~. ,'. 6,565 

. '.I' 

Arrests of Adults 
> (, 

~ . . . . .' . . 3,0,67 (47%) 

Rate Per 100,000 Adults . . '. . .'. .' 158 
, " 

Arrests of Juveniles .•. . . .. . 
Rate Per 10"'0,000 Juveniles . .. 

.'03,498 (53%) 

45~ • • • 

o 

o 26.4% of all Index Crime 

. 028.7% of Property Crime 

.... -, 
Ci" ; ;"'b '.,q ,~, 

\' 

u. S. Rate Per 1 '00,,000 . Popu1 a. t~ion8 • • 1 ,668.2 
:7l. 0 

Arizona is 5th in the, United States
o 

for Burglary 
Rates. 8 

;.; 

rr;O 

8Federa1 Bureau of Investi.gat;on, co c'~Crime i.n the 
"0 Un i ted Sta tes u, 1980, pp. 23, 48-59'. . 
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Figure 14 

BURGLARY BY TYPE OF LOCATION 
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Burglaries were highest during the holiday month of 
December and the vacation month of August. 77.3% of ' 
all burglari:es involved a forced or attempted forcible 
en~ry. 

Burglary offenses jumped by 20% over 1979 figures; 
Burglary rates increased by 16%. Although reported 
offenses increased significantly over the 1976 base 
year, the rate of offenses based on population did not 
even equal that of 1976. 

Figure 15 
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~::)Burglar~ "represents a substantialfi~ancial loss. In 
1980 Arizonans suffered losses estimated at $53,898,119. 
The average dollar loss per Burglary was $922; 5% higher 
than the national figure. Residences accounted for 75% 
of the total financial loss through Burglary. 
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Figure 17 

BURGLARY OFFENSE PROJECTIONS 
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, - De fin i t i on -

The unla.wful taking, ca.rrying'" leading, or riding 
away of property from the possession or constructive :%J 
possession of another. Excludes embezzlement, '.', , " , , 
II con games" II forgery, and motor vehi c 1 e theft. , 

Reported Offenses •.•••••• 132,407 
~ W 0 

Rat~ Per 100,000 Population. •• 4,871.7 

Total Arrests ..... . .. .. .' . . 
Arrests of Adults ••••• . .. . 
Rate Per 100,000 Adults .• • • ,e 

Arrests of Juveniles ••.• . .. .. 

Rate Per 100,000 Juveniles •• • • 

• 59.8 ,,% of all Index Crime 
~ I'"' , 

• ,,' 65% of Property Crime 

20,008 

10,442 (52%) 

537.8 

9,566" (48%) (" 

1,232.5 

C\ 

u.s. Rate Pe~ 100,000 Populati~n9 •• 3,156.3 

Arizonais,2§d intheOnited States for Larceny/ 
Theft rates. . ' 

9Ibid. pp.27. 
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Figure 18 

LARCENY/THEFT BY TYPE ~ 

Pocket-picku.° ~--------)~~ 

Purse-s na tch.&.J° ~-:------;;;-~1---=-~~ 
f'J " 

Co i n mach i .LJ,.&ail.-..-_____ --' 

From motor vehic ....... ___ ..., 

Bi cyc,.:..;l e::.::s~ ______ ~ 

From bui 1 d i.l.&.:' ~----J 

All oth=.,er!..:;s'--__ .......;...--' 

Sho p 1 i ft l~o n:..;;l.-. __ ---I 

.7% 

13.2% 

14.0%' 

15.9% 

19 .. ,9% 

21.8% 

o 

Arizonans lost $31:980,502 through Larceny/Theft in 
1980~~$6,747,210 (26.7%) more than)n 1979$ 
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) Figure 19 

LARCENY-THEFT OFFENSE PROJECTIONS 

155,000-

150,000-

1979 1980 " 1981 1982 

YEARS 
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1,983 
, . 

it . J () 

I 
o 0 

{J 

, 

- Definition -

c 

The theft or attempted theft of a motor vehicle. 

o · ,. . . ,. . • • 12,825 aReported Offenses . . . j. . 
Rate Per 100,000 Population 

~(oc 
• • • • . ~. . . 471.9 

Total Arrests • • • • • • • · . . .. . ~ •• 1 ,616 

Arrests of Adults ~ • . . . . , . . . . . . 
Rate Per 100,000 Adults • • • . . . . .. . . 
Arrests of Juveniles •.•• .. . . • • • • 

Rate Per 100,000 Juveniles •••••• • • • 

o ,5.8% of all Index Crime 
, , , o 6.3% of Proper,ty Crime 

. 0 ~ 

\ 

761 (47%) 

39.2 

a55 (53%) 

110.2 

U. S. Rate Per 100,000 popu1ation10• • • •• 494.6 

Arizona is'15h in the United States for Motor Vehicle (. 
Theft rates. ' 

10Ibid •. pp. 33, 47-59. 

/1 
38 

m 
:c 

r 
m 

:c 
m 
." 

-

I, 

i 

, ,\ 



--

, , 
· \ 

i 

I 
1 
r 

, i 
\ 

· ! 
: , { 

., 1 

" I 
1 

· , 
J 
I (§I, 
I 

f 
! 

/i 

Figure 20 
, 

STOLEN VEHICLES BY TYPE 

• • • • 
• • • • • • • 

• • • • • • • • 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

• • • • • • • • • • • • 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
• • • • • • • • 

TRUC KS& BUSES 

25.8% 

3.9% - OTHER VEHICLES 

49.6% 

MOTORCYCLES 

20.7% 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT COST EVERY ADULT IN ARIZONA $~3.34 
IN 1980, UP FROM $19.97 IN 1979. 

39 
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Nationally, one out of every 143 registered motor vehicles 
was stolen in 1980. In Arizona, the rate was slightly 
less: lout of every 164. 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT RATES PER ARIZONA REGISTERED VEHICLES 

• 
• • 
• • 
• • 

,-\, 

• 

• •• .. " 
• • 

19.76 -8 1 out of 208 

1977 1 out of 208 

1978 1 out of 204 

1979 - 1 out of "'166 

1980 - lout of 164 

The most cQrnmorf' motor vehicle·~tfii'e{. arrested in 1980 was 
a 15 Qr ," 1'6 year 0'1 d juveni 1 e maJ e. 
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Figure 21 

MOT~JEHICLE THEFT OFFENSE PROJECTIONS 
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12,500-
o 
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F 012,300-
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11 ,900-

'11,700-

11,500~ 

1\ 

" 12,073 

. 1979 
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11,700 ... -------, 11,783 
1 r, 769 

I I :, 

,;so 1980 1961 19,82 1983 " 

YEARS 
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n. 

" 
,~ ~ Definition ~ 

'r', " 
'1 0 • 

~ • . v 

~ ')Any willful 'or maliciOlls burning or attempt to 
.'~ burn, ~ith or without intent to Idefraud~ a 
. dwelling ho~se~ public building, motor vehicle, 

or air craft, personal property of another, etc •. 
Fires of suspicious or unknown origin are 

o 

excl uded'. 0 

Reported Offenses • • • • • 

Rate Per 109,000 Population 

• • • • 

• • • • 

• • 

• • 

<) 

2,314 

85. 1 

Total Arrests • • . ..~. •• ;Ci.C r.(;;c;351 

Arrests of Adults • • • • 
. 

Rate Per 100,000 Adul ts ". 
Q 0 

Arres ts of J;uveni les • II • 
<-:Jt' -, 

(l • 

• • .i • • 

-, 
• • • • • 

• • • • 

• • 

• • 

• • • 

I \\, 

132 (38%) 0 

6.8 

OORate Per 100,000 Juveni les • 

'219 (62%) 

8:28.2 
o 

" Property damage from arson in 1980 was es--'timated" 
at $18,525,933. 

~) 

t:. ' (j " r ~ 

Arson was added to the Index Offensesca tegory in 
1979 making na0tionalor state comparisons meaningless 
until an appropriate data base can be ~~ccum~lated. 
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Figure 22 
ARSON OFFENSES BY PROPERTY TYPE 

1980 
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500-. 
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350 .... 0 

. STRUCTURES MOBI4E ---··.·OTHER --- ~-."""~ ~ ., 

STRUCTURES:' 'Houses, barns,. store~, businesse~;, etc • 
MOBILE: Cars, trucks, airplanes,boats, etc. 
OTHER: Fences,0stgns, crops, timber, etc. 
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ARIZONA IS FOURTH IN THE UNITED STATES FOR 
TOTAL INDEX CRIME; 

RATE 

District of Columbia .• , .... 10,236.4 
Nevada ~ ............. 8,854.0 
Fl o:pi da • •• .. ". ......8,402 .. 0 . . 
ARIZONA • • • • • • • • • .. • .. . 8, 143.5 -z,: 
California ........ t' ••• 7,833.1 

THIRD' IN THE UNITED STATES FOR PROPERTY CRIME; AND 
9TH FOR VIOLENT CRIME) 1 ,.> ." 

c < 1 

Ai'i zona i s ~second among the Western Mountain Region . 
,'e for -total index crime," property crime, and violent 

crime rates. 11" . 
'. Tal),le.4 " 

, 
',. 

PROPERTY VIOLENT . INDEX· 
.) 

~, 
[, 

Nevada·· Nevada Nevad~. 
. t7~941.·4 912.6 8~854.0 , 

0 

Arizona Arizona 
\ty ,. Arizona" 

" 

7,49~.4 649.0 8,143.5 
.::q 

Colorado New Mexico Colorado 
!, ' ll: 

6,8d4~'9 615.0 7~333.5 0 

I~ • 

1/ Q 

"Utah 
, 

Colorado New Mexico 
5,577.3 528.6 5,979.0 

" 
.0' " 

• j' 

" ':'L " 

New Mexico Wyoming Utah 
r' . . 

£> 5~364. 1 392.6 .' 5~880.Q6· 
~ . 

, ot;· 
\l , 

Montana , 
Idaho Montana ~'::\'1 " , . 

4,801.9 o 313.4 5,024.5 :. ,,' ,I.', 
" 

a 
0 --~ 

Wyoming.. f'i? Utah. "WYQming' . I 
.-

4,593.8./ 303.3 '1 4-.t986 •4 i, 

ldaho'/ Montana '.':, ''Idaho ~ 

c ? -'>:;::::1; 
" 

,',), , 

4!t468.8 222.6 4~,}82.2 \' ':1 

).1.'1 bi d. 
.. " 46 <e,i:, ,J\~ " pp 
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Tabl e 5 f:.. ... : 

o CRIME INDEX TOTAL * 

Arizona YS. Un; ted Sta tes l
' 

\ \~, I; 

r I 
II 

'" 
" 

Ii 

0 

-I I 
OFFENSE u" S~ RAi:E T A~.RATE 

.. I U. S. to' AZ ... t 
COMPARISON· 

I.-

10tal Index 

Violent· 

, Property 
~ --

Murder ., 

.' 

t .. i 
c, 

" 0 

I', 

5,899.9 B,143.5 +38.00~)' -

. . 

580~8' 

-
5,319.1 

-- -
~ __ ~:-______ -ir-__ ~1~0~.2~~ __ ~~~'. 
~~ape 
'\~ a r---~~'~ -

, 36.4 

RObbery" " 243.,5 193.4 
L....... -

,;' 

", 

c. ::{1..: 290.6 
{ c' 

" 
Assauit 

. . 400.5 

Burg'lary . --='-r---':c,:,~ _J 

L.....:.,. ---:~" ~ =_"'t~lj'6 G6;8;~. 2~tZ.~~-=--.t~~:~ 'ff '2.,150". 8 

Larceny ".,' 
L..- __ "~' __ ~" h-':"?~" ~15~6~. -3.., 4 87"· .L..-

Veh" ~ ..' 1.7 L lcle Theft' +54.3" 

--:~~~IL"r' __ 4_9~4.~6~~ __ ~~ __ ~---.--.---'~ , ... J471. 9 
Rates ~r a.,' ." ",' ·1 -4 • .6 ' p 

* ' e calculate!! per 100 a '," ,,- ...! 
, Excludes A ,.00 pop.ulat,·o"n . 

.. rson. 
~ , ,'.' 

-

" . 
C' '" <l 
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Figure 23 . 0 

ARIZONA CR ' ~ IME INDEX COMPARISON* 

177,153 

> 

0~1977 

~"j. 
o 

a *Exc1 udes ArSO' . n. 

',.r\ 1979 
. II 

"'~': 

~ i '.,' 

1980 
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In ~980, the Statistical Analysis Center 

sol ici ted the cooperation of researchers at the Center 
H 

for Criminal Justice, Arizona State University, to 
,f 

d~ve10p a flow .... chart, or model, of Arizona's criminal 
,c 

justice system. 

After months of investigation, and with contri­

butions from most of the' system"s major segments, the 

model presented on the fo 11 owing fo·] d:-out pages was 
" 

evolved. 

What does this model mean to the lay person? Is 

our criminal justice system effective? Is it 

efficient? Can anything be deriyed from this rather 
o 

complex and lengthy flow-chart? 
I;; 

Data Pkesented to thi,s point, has ind-lcated 
~. . 

Arizona has a serious crime problem. Action upon a 
(i 

crime is normally initiated through involvement ?f the 

law enforcement community ... the police. The fundamental 
." 

o 

purpose of Arizona's police officers is crime pre­

vention throughla~ enforcement, bUt" maintaining order 
o 

requires more of our police departments than appre­

hending' violators:' of the law. 
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, 
. CRIMES 

.' NOT 
REPORTED 

TRAJSFER 
OUT 
606 

, ,- --- ----------

TOTAL, 
CRIMES 

COMMITTED 
I 

[ 

CR~ES - 0 

. REPORTED * e, . 

221,329 

1 

MODEL OF THE . 
ARIZONA CRUUNAL 

_ lJUSnCE SYSTEM" 
,.' ~1980.':" ADULT,:, FELONIES 

I) .~ 

ARR~TS **- " NO 
ARREST 
84,482 . 

~ ~~ii 
MADE, ' 

136,847 

I 
"STATION 

. ADJUSTI1ENlI" 
737 

.1 
MISDEMEANORS 

5,713 

DIS~ISS 
.3,372 

I 
JUVENILE:S . , 

I 
26,725 , 

. 1 ..... 
MISDEMEANORS. 

17 ,927 

"l' I, LOWER 
COURT 

PR,ESENTMENT 
28~562 

.. ~ 
FELONY 

REQUEST 
GRANTED 
17,137 

AD~T~ 
110,122 
, . I ' 

+ 
FELONIES 
32,195 

'I 

OU~ 
5,712 

\1/ 
GRANO 
JURY 

PRESENTMENT 
2,896 

PLiAS . DEflEo"BOiJN#OVEJI .. IIA~ED 
3,101 "PROSECUTION 'TO SUP'ERlOR PROSECU~ION 

.~,QI '" - GRAND 
JURY , 

3,251 ., 611 COURT' 3 ,694 
2~502 , 

-....,... ....... --------- LOWERCOVRT' TERMINATIONS ·~'''-~~~~ __ '"'''i ..... 1 

Q 

CASE 
OBSTRUCTION XTRADITION 

435 REFUSED 4 

I OTHER : l OBSTRUCTIONS 286 

DISMISSED -H •.. '.' ..... .'. 'CON~~ST p~~~IT~6~ON 
2 ,'fJ27 . 1,503 

,c NEGOTIATED 
OTHER PLEA 616 

REASONS 
689 DEFERRED 

ROSECUTION 
778 

() . 

UNSUCCESSFUL----~ 
179 

Q, 
SUCCESSFUL 

599 

:rRANSFERRED 
]07 R~vo~ro:::i.i-~ECALuD . RELEASED 

,.' NEW ~4 3~1 
SENTENCE ~ -

132 PAROLED 605 
PLEA I: 
EFORI:.------~----;....-.------a.-:---., .. 

TRIALII 
8,874

1 

" OTHER 
RELEASES 
" 335 

" JURY 
. ~TRIAL---+I~I 

649 

COURT 
TRIAL 
86 

PLACED ON 
PROBATION 

6,613 

! 
- ' 

*RepresentsPart ! r.eportedoffenses only, since Pa~t II crimes ~eported' . L I' 
data are not offlclallycollected.Part I crimes r.~ngeStatewi.de '. SUPERIOR COURt 
frpm 30% to 60~of allcrimesrepo: ted.. " -. -TERM I NAH ON S--o,....;.J 

I ~ 0 

COMPLETED EARLY REVOKED 
2,099 TERMINATION WITHOUT 

3,592 REINSTATEMENT 

. **Represents ,a~rests for bothP~rt rand~art 'II offenses. 

-',4 •. ~ 12.,343 
" .~ 

OTHER· 
716 

9~lJ 

49 

RE­
RRESTED 

;,,55 

NON.;. 
OOPERATIVE 

124 

DETAINER 
62 

SENDING 
STATE 

19 

. PROBATION 
204 

o 

OURT ORDERED 
1\35 

. , t: 

o 

-

" \t, 

o 

<$ 'i~~ 

, , . 
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Police also d"eal with many si,tuations technically 
.;.: 

outside the scope of "crime": ,family 'feud~.,- accidents, 
~ D 

natural disaster~, and cowmun'ity educCitioninter,action 

are"some of the areas requiring the services of our 

enforcement officers. Inclusion of these tangential 

duties has made the" evaluation ,and measurement of 

pol i'ce effecti'venessaod perfonnance a, hazy i ssue ~,t 
. . ~.,~ 

'. best. Most departments' rely heavily upon the numbe;' 
, ., () . 

·of arrests made however restrictively ciuanatiti!t?V;e~ 
, " '.' " ~\,. Ji 

that might be. Ther~ported crime rate, clearance 

rates,popu1ation served per officer or per Q~~llar 

'" expenditure and citi zen a ttitudes are ,all suggested 

performance measurement crit~ria'for law. enforcement. 

As, previously noted~ A,ri zona ci tizens are suppor-. _. 

tive of their law enforcem~nt,agencies, but how do 
!," 

the stat~'s police compare in other areas on a 

nationwide scale? 

" ment community faressl ight1y better~ijn clearances 

for ,three of the seven index'offenses ~hen compared' 

to the national figures. The state ' s'po1ice clearances 
• . ,,', 'I 

generally compare favorably' to the United States as a 
". . ~ 
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who.le, however, remembering that Arizona has the 

fourth highest crime rate in the country reflects 

even more positively on 6ur police officers I efforts. 

i', Put another way, we have more crime than most, but 

are keeping level with the majority of states on 

o clearing the offenses. Critics might counter by 
o 

asking why Arizona's clearances ~ren't higher in 

concert wi th the hi ghel" crime rate? An ana 1ysi s of 

comparitive data on both full-time sworn personnel 
\ 

and total personne 1 ~,sworn plus ci vi 1 ian), reveals 

that in' both 9ategories Arizona's two largest cities 

(Phoenix and Tucson) are below the national and 

Western Mountain Regional rate of law enforcement 

personnel for:' cities of compara~le population~, Not 

only are our police officers dealing with an intensive 
" 

crime problem, but there are less of them to do so 

in comparison to cities of equal size. 
,.! 
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Figure 25 

CRIMES CLEARED BY ARREST 
, 1980 
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Arrest rate~ support Arizonan's confidence in their 
:-;" 

law enforcement personnel. As Table 6 rev,eals, 
o 

o 

arrest rates based on population were higher in Arizona 
e,,' (, 

for five of the eight index offense categories than, 

for the United States in total. o 

TABLE 6 

1980 Arrest Rates* 

1\ " " D 

" 
~, 

" ~ 

" 

OFFENSE (,UNITED STATES" ARIZONA 
e, " .. " - .. 

" .. 

Murder ",,9.0 ,7,,0 
« 

" 
. ~ . ' 

'.' () 

Rape/Sexual .Assault " ,g 14,.,. 16.0 D 0 Q, I.) 

" 
~. " 

Roq,bery « 
. 67.0 57·9 q, 

'" 0 

0 
0 " . 

Aggrav,ated Ass~u] t 
, 

124.3 ~ 153,,3 
" _\, (;0 u >..' 

" ',::,:-

Burglary 0 "230· ~ 242'.0 " 0 

' " " ,. , 
" . ,::;, 

Larceny/Theft 
" 539.,8, '0 736.2 

.J' i\\\ 
" ' il~ 

'i' 
,0 

M0tor~'Vehi c1 e Theft 
j"" ,:;-; d (,';_, 

62.;3 59.5"; 
>"":- ~) .. ' ,t ... ~· , ~~\ :. \f.\\ 

I' 

" ; 

A.rson It')· 8.9 13.0;!, 
q , 

(J " " 
.0 

: 
\l' 

~ 

::: 
, 

.-

*Per lqO;OOO persons~ 

. ,~._s·· . .1.1. 
'~ '4: ':5 

53 
0" 

<::, 

c" 

o 

D 

IIl!!I'J;SJ,~ 
'~('L'!..:r.ff'!'Jr l~_,. 

~ 
;~ 

o ~t·e;;~, 
~ I: 1." .• ....;-~:~4 ,'\' 

~ 

~~.;.'~. ,,~ I,'"'' , '. J ~!) 
'~ .. ~~~':".' '~'" 

""~~ 
, .. ,~},,,,, ""~ 

~'::"'" ',,'1 , 

,e 

~;~: ~~T:! 

';1 

""!~;.,'S, .~ 

. , 
-":; Q< :"";"';'~ ~~"",.~,.,:;, 

~~":~'r·A""'~~ 
_~N~'~~~ ~; 

" 

o 

o 

As one can tell from the criminal justice system 

diagram, what happens after an·arrest within the court 
" 

setting isa complicated process •. The majority of 

arrei5ts are of adults f,9r mi sdemeanor offenses. ' This 

syst,m ~lowchart specifically, traces those adults 
" .. l:\) j"j\ 

arrested for feloni~s- ap~roximately~15% of all crimes" 
/: 

(I '~\ ,. , . u . ;f~. i/ 

.j reported co-'through" the "court segment; to ,C'sent~nci ng, 
Ii !, II 

where cor,recti ons then as'sumes control. 
Ii 

1/ 

,) " .. "/1 
Thejudic,ia 1 branch of government i nAr; zona,. consists 

.' 0 ~ {; 

(, 

of the Supreme Court, Court or Appeals, Superior 

Court and Justice of the Peac~ and Muritcipal Court. 
o 

g II:~, 

!I,) -" 

The Arizona Supreme Court; cons ists, 9't flvf('justices" 
~ I.. . ,,;;,<1 -- /) , " - :) 

, . I, 

servi n9 sjx year terms of office.. ,The Supreme' Court " 
'" 

has,administra.tive superv~ision ,overall ,the courts oJ 
". '. " c . o· " 1!'1'~ 

the stateandoo thit, power to make rules rel ative to all 

proceduraJ matt~rs. 'i n adYiycourt .. 
r) 0, 

The Court of Appeals cO.ns is ts of two ,di vi s ions; 
~ Q 

'f! 

one in Phoenix and one in Tues.on. The Court has, . 
,'_' (l 

app~lla~ejuri~d.ictiontoc determine'Cll1 matters Qprqper1y· 
" 

appealed from .the Sueerior Court • 
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At the cl~se of 1980~ the Superior Court consisted 

of 81 judges sitting in 14 counti.es: The puperior 
\ 

(, Court is a tr:ial <fourt of "general jurisdiction and 
"I !!" • 

is empowered to hear cases. of equity and law which 

involve title tp or possession of real property; civil 
co 

cases where the claim for rel ief amount to $2,500 or 
• .~.-:..;-;~~>~~~ • ' I' • " 

more; Je 1 ony prosecuti ons and m; sdemeanors nO~,othe.r-
", 

wise provided for by law; probate matters; and cases 

involving dissolutionof·marrtage." eounty probation, 
~ 4);:' 

'i /' 

departments are a l~soopera ted under" the" supervision 

of the"Super;-ior Court. 

,!Statewide there are 84 Justices of~the Peace for 
o 

,L, an equal number. of pr;~ci ncts. These judges are 
:' :..1" 1:0 

"c"., ' , " , ' "<:-;5.;1 " 

e.l ected "by·tbe",J:n:;,eci nct.~voter-sand serve a term of 
'\ ; .... 1c, .,'J! .~" .!~: 0" 1,1r::":'" ~ , ~'; 

" 
" ~ 

: Off: ce)of {our years .~o Muni 6,1, pa 1 Courts are mandated' 

by sta',\te law in each incorporated city or-~town. The 

7;,~ Mun-tcipal' Courts are overseen by municipal judges 
. \~ 

appointed by city or town councils. 

Justice of -the Peace and Municipal Courts have, ' 
,:; g 

" 
'jurisdic~,ion,to hear/oclass 1, 2 and 3 misdemeanor 

Jl 

cases. Justices of the Peace may also conduct 
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prel iminaryexaminations on felony Complaints. Mun,·c'-" 

i pal Courts a.reempowered to hear rna ttersa ri.s i og 

out of violations of city or townordinances. Virtua"lly 

all traffic.violation"casesare filed in the JUstice 

of the Peace or Municipal Courts~ 

In 1980 ,Ari ·zo.na IS' Superi or Courtsrecei ved 12,343 
, ~ .. 

J 

felony cases ei ther through Grand Jury presentment . 
, , 

or lower court remand. This represents approximately 

6% of the . to~~ 1 crimes reported in 1980,' but 38% of 

the pert; nentadu.l t felony cases (32, 195). Wha thappens 

, to the adul t' -Fe 1 ony cases that reach the Super; or 

0, 

. . 

Court l~vel? The majority (72%) of them are pled by 

the defendent before going to trial; /21% of the 
, . 

cases ,are di,smi ssed , typically due to deferred 

prosecution, a negoti~ted plea agreement, or other 

reasons; 6% of the cases go to tri a 1 ,and 1 % are ' 

transferred. .) 

, Of ,the s!llall percent.age, ofcasesgoJ,ng to tria", 

88% are tried bya jury; 12% through· a c;ourt trial 

proc~,ss. 
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Superior Courts i{?posed sentences on 9,448 of 
- " 

the 9, 609 caseS, pled or tried before them in 1980. " 

In 161 of the cases ,a :not guJl ty or other verdi ct 
., 

was reached. Of those 9,448 sentenced defendants, 

the vast majority (70%) were placed on probation. 

The second ,most common sentence imposed by the 

" Superior Courts was a term in the Arizona State 
• d •• 

:u 
Prison at Florence. The majority of those defendents 

~o sentencea remained in prison until thejr'sentehce 

was II maxed out ll or fulfilled. Other, but less often 

used, sentence alternatives includethe.County Jail, 
." . ., . 

a straight fine, or other sentence suo~ as 

psychiatric examination at the" ArizbnaState Hospital. 

,~ 

What proportion of t~~ ':ol"iginal adult felony" 
(';:! 

set do these semtences represent? A,lmost ,one third 

(29%) of those adults arrested for felony crimes 

in Arizona were sentenced: .21% of, them to probation 

and 8% to prison. 

are 

Of 'tho~,@ defendents sentenced too probation, 54'% 

terrninat~deq,r1Y from their- probationary status ,'" 
(. '" I> -c=' 

due to favorable and rehabilitated behavior; o 

r:1 "q .. 
J -
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anothef 32% ev~ntual1y complet~ their full pr6bation 

sentences and are" terminated; 14% undergo revocation 

of their probation and are sentenced either to the 
~ , 

" 

Ari~9na ~tate Pris'on or another alternative such as 

Federal Pri son or County Ja i 1. . 

It is imperative to remember that these data 

represent point-in-time observations and are an 

estimate of the system's response to reported crim~. 

IIAdmiryistrative practices and procedures vary 
,,' .~~~~~ 

• .W wldely from court to court throughout the state. 

Various and' differing forms are developed boY courts" 

(0 independently. Court computer and information systems 

are often developed on the basis of unique ope"rations 

.. rather than on a basis which permits adoption by 

__ "~thercourts. "I Operations as just described by 

( ~CObthe Arizona Judicial Coordinating Committee make 

the evaluation and assessment of Arizona's court 

system even more difficult thanmeasuremerit of the 
I' { 

state's law enforcement effectiveness. 
. , 

'0 . 

1''1981 Ari~ona JUdic1~ Plan," Arizona Judicial Coor­

dirlating'Go~ittee,JusticeWilliam A. HOl'ohan, 

Chairman. \~. 58 
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From the court I S pers:~,¢cttve, the primary purpose 

of measuring various jl~cricial system activities is to 
~. ~ 

provi de management i nfor'm~ ti on. The Ari zona Supreme 

Court collects and compiles case10ad statistics from 

the Superi or Courts as we rl as the lower courts;> and 
.~, ." • 0' (.-, /) 

publishes them annually. While a three"'year data 

base has been establish~d through thls procedhJ~e, 
c . /> . /' 

, ~, 

there is a rea 1 need to improve the i nformati'~n 
o ~ ;']\'\ 

co 11 ecti on process and refi ne the da~a co llec'te.a to 
.'-. 

" 

expand its!JS'efulness to manager:~ within ;'the criininal 

justi ce system. and court s'ub~system. ' 

A cursory exami nati on of court s:tati sti cs i n- (I ""-, 

di6ates that Superior Courts 'are not able to maintain 

pace with theinGreasing number of criminal filings. 

Sta tewi d~ da tarefl ect a 22% increase', n criminal 

filings from 1979 to 1980. Concurrently, the court 

was a~le to expand the number of terminations from 

12, 711 cas~~f ii,~ i979''t9 14,4h~O casas'~ti~~-l:i.Jaes'"="-' 
'. ,:.\ .'jt:~ . ". i >.' 

misdemeanors) in 1,980; ani,'ncrease of only 14%. 

Therapt.djr1C~ease in:c'~fiY{~gs ~as not bee'h offset' by 
, " 

comparable terminations, resulting in a greaternumbe; 
,} '. "'1.i-b . ~ 

of pending matters at year end. -While~ outside the 
/' .() ", 

scope 6f ttpg{ub1 ication,~ivil fil ingswithin C 'i: 
59' ;} 
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the Superior CO'urt were almos,t double criminal, 

filings in 1980, and increased by almost 14% over 

1979 civil filings. These increasas in total ~ase 

volume must certainly exert a ~ign;fJcant imp~ct on 

the court sub-sys,tem and the rema i ning crimi na 1 

justice segments that must also deal with,the addi­

ti ona 1 infl ux. 

Qualitative measurements of Arizona's courts 
'i 

present another method ,of assess'ing the; r effect­

iveness~ The State Bar GofArizona,' and the county 
• a 

bar associations In Maricopaand'Pima.Gount;es con-

. 'duct a member poll to prov; de the pub 1 i c wi th i nfor-
= 
m,ation onoattorne,y perceptions of the performance of 

o ' 

Appellate and gene~aljurisdiction {Superior} court. 

judges who'are appointed and retained under the merit 

selection system. These polls are conducted annually' 

with the results published in the local newspapers. 

Al though thet Uniform. Crime Reports and the National 

Prisoner Statistics program provide nationwide data 

on specific law enforqement' and correctional act;viti:es" 

nocomparable:un.1fonnnationWide ,sYstem exists for ' 

the collection aod dissemina'tionof state and local 
~ '.' . 
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judicial processing sta",tistics. A recent excepti'on 

is the State Court Caseload Statistics series com­

piled by the National Center for State Courts. 

The limited data collected by the National Center 

for State Courts revealed that in 1977 fo~ the 32 

states submitting comparable data, Arizona was 12th 

in felony case filings per 100,000 population; 447.9 
, 

cases per 100,000 persons. A comparison of cases 

processed per judge for the Western Moun~.ain' Region 

indicates (Table 7) that Arizona has the highest 
!J 

rate of cases processed per judge. 

Courts across the continent usually accumulate 
'1 11 

data onGjury trials using one of six definitions. 

In Arizona, a jury trial is counted as such when the 
, 

jury selection begins. In contrast, the ,state of 

Minnesota only counts trials if tried to a 'judgement. 

This lack of consistency again deters from!, the 
" 

comp;latibn of" nationwide court data for process and 

performance assessment. For comparable ,courts 

defining jury trials according to the initiation of ,0 " 

jury selection, crimina] trials per judge ranged 

from 8.7 in Kansas to 12.4 in New Jersey., Arizona 
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TABLE '7 
I , 

COMPARISON OF COURT CASE fLOWS 

STATE 

Arizona 

Colorado 

Utah' ' "' 

New Mexi'co 

-1977 ADULt CRIMINAL CASES~ 

" 

BEGINNING CASES 
PENDING FILED 

5,857 13,231 

1Q,Q31 15,690 , 

894 3,352 

2,329 4,656 
(;, 

CASES ENDING PROCESSES! 
DISPOSEDPENDINGo JUDGE 

13,243 

, J),§,aO' 

2,999 

4,178 

5,845 

12,415 
I. . ~" 

1,250 
'~ 

2,807 

181 

139 
, 125 

>.,.>~> .... ", .. 
, ,,' 

107 
;" 

' \ 
, , 
,,-

" 

Montana NIA N/A N/A I' N/A N/A ',! ' 
.1 

Wyoming 

Idaho 

Nevada 

Source: 

0 

687 1,284 1 ,3.52 609 104 
" 

1,055 3,324 3,179 1,200 118 

NIA' 1~448 , 
, 

N/A N/A NLA 
. n 

,Nat'lona1 Center for State Courts, National Court 
Statistics Project, "State Court Caseload 
'Sta ti sti cs: Annual Report 1977 and 1978, II U. S. 
'Dept. of Jusi:icc, ''Bureau of Jus~ice Statistics. , 

L-__________________________________ , _____ =~------~ 

criminal trial rate per judge was exactly in the middle 
. 

of the range with 10.5 criminal trials -p,~r Judge in 

", 
2National Cehter for State Court.s.~ National Court"Statistics 
Projects, 'iState Court CaseloadStatistics; Annual Report, 
]977 and 1978," u.s. Dept. of Justice,Bureau of 
Justice Stat'isti CSo. 
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The increase in the court's criminal filings has 

odirectly impacted the correctional segment of the 

criminal justice system. Adult felons ~it~5rf;the-';;' 

Department" of Corrections institutions,. increased by 

11% over 1979 "inmate'population totals. 

Once sentenced to the correctional end of the 

criminal justice system, what happens to the adult 

felon? Computation of an offen~,er'slltimell (mea:ning 

time :spent within a prison) was significantly altered 

in 1978 by the revision of the state's criminal code. 
" 0 OneOyear later, the Arizona Attorney General is"sued 

an opinion which changed the interpretation of the 
o 

stqtute" authorizing mandatory releases. 

C'~The revi sed cri mi na 1 'code manda tedl onger sentence 

lengths"fot ~ertain offenses and eliminated the 

alt,ernativ~ of probation for others. On the other end 

ofDthe spectrum, the Attorney General's 'opinion ~' 

. ' 

effectively reduced mandatory release'el igib;l ity 

fromosix to three months prior to sentence, -expira~ion. 
o 

. 0 

These system changes when coupl~d with the increased 
ftl 

number of criminal case filings and cases processed 
1\ ~," {) 

within thecour~s, have combined to produce an enormous 

63 
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strain on the state's correctional sub-system. Not 

only is the corrections ar~~getting more offenders, 

but they are, through law, staying longer as dis-

, played on Table 8. 
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TABLE 8 

1977 -1979 ADULT ADM ISSoIONS : 
MEAN TIME TO MANDATORY RELEASE 

BY OFFENSE AND" SEX 
~ 

(months) 
-

1977 1978 
M F M F 

1979 
M F , it--

42.7 
... -:.-

71 ~J7'\' 42.0 Homicide 74.5 72.6 78.3 
v 

Sex Assault 85.5 N/A- 70.0 N/A ,67.6 N/A 

Sex Abuse 57.6 N/A 
I 

61.3 N/A 60.0 N/A 

Robbery "50.9 32.3 47.7 .. 56.7 52.0 29.4 
c 

Q 

Agg. Assault 3B:9 16.5 35.4· 18.4 \ 29.6 49.0 

Other Crimes " 
vs. People 83.0 12.0 BO.3 N/A 56.4 56~O 

.' n 

Arson 20.5 10.0, 25.4 N/A 29.8 N/A 
u 

Burglary 23.7 20.5 26.2 17.9 26.2 3500 
::.:.; 

'Larceny 27.7 21.4 31.3 14.6 26.7 18.4 

Vehicle Theft 14.4 N/A 18.0 N/A 20.6 30.2 

Fraud-Forgery 25.3 17.0 22.4 23.7 ,,27.8 26.B 

Other Crimes 
vs. Property 16. 1 12.0 25.2 l1 .. B 22.6 (YN/A 

Hard Drugs 36.0 21.1 44.2 30.0, 45.5 46.4 

Marijuana 22.7 21.5 32.8 6.5, 36.8 o 42.0 
0 

Other' Crimes 20:6 8.2 21..5 31~3 27..6 015.0 ,-
36.2 22.8 37.5 ?7.4 38.2 33.0 

~=1272 N=127 N::;:1226 N=B8 N=1244 N=67 

DSource: Arizona State 'Department of Corrections 
IIAri zona Correcti ona 1 Stati sti'cs, 1980". "" ' 

0';' 

65 @ ,;) 

l\ 

- ----' ----- ,--~---~~---~-

~ 
'i 

-r::':~ f~ , 

,,:;: 

o o 

("'.' 

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, 

~.c.an provide us with a more vivid sketch of the typical 

adult felon: 

MALE 

He would be 28.8 years of age, white, single, with no 

children. His last year of school was the ninth grade, 

and he has not received a high school diploma or 

trade school certificate~ Work history revolves 

around s'hort term full-time jobs as an unski 11 ed 

worker usually earning s1 ightly more than" $4~000 

annually. He bas no substantiaf involvemen.t with 
'0 

drugs or a,lcoho1 and is of average ~intelligeri~e". 

He would be serving a'~five:to eleven year sentence 

aimposed by the Mari copa County courts for robbery, 

burglary, or homicide. Eleven months have been 
" 

Q (1 

"served in De'partment of Corrections iflstitut'ions, with 

twe lve months to go before be.comi ng eli gi b 1 en for " 
II ...,,". 

parole, and fjfteen months r~~aining unfU mandatory 

release. He is a fi.rst termer with no substantial r 
criminal involvement either as a juvenile or an adult. 

o 
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'" 
FEMALE' 

(I 

She is 27~7 years old, white, single, and with no 

children. 
i) 8, . '. r. .J 

S!ile comp" etedtJ1e' eighth" grade and ",'has no 
y ·'t· ;:; 

\) r. -, -, 

;,' ~ 'I ,~' """, ~" '(;, ,; , 

trade school certi' ft,cate. She has worked 
(, 0 

diploma or 

primarily, if at all, at shor,t term,clerica'l or 
" 1 ' • _ • 

('j 

servi ce occuPC! tiO,!lS, with"an annual income of $3,595. . '. ' , . 
r! 

Q '..I (~;.... " 

Intell igence, is t'atedas average and no extensive" 
<:'.; .. ' 0 (j D 

t'.'/ ; • J ..;-

", 

""involvement with lprugs 'or alcohol is, noted. 
r---" Y 

J , 

She is ;i:>robab~y S:~Tving a 4.7 to}.6 year'sentence 
,;: S!:? 

for, ;;n~rcoti cs, robbery, homi ci de},-r (I frqud/forgery, 
'\ : . \~~: 

on a commitment from Maricopa County. She has served 

ten months with ot\1elve months rem~;;tning until II parole 
,::) .:;;:: .' (1'~ '.: Cl -:::" :i (l' J 

eli gi bi 1 i tyo arId" th i rt,~e61 . months toma'nqa tory l~el ~ase~ 

l\ She is a C first termer wi th nO,pri or adu) t or I: 
, "" ,; 19" , Ji 

, juveni loe commitments, and' onlY' one arrest. 3 i: 

]! . 

As thesys t~m" fl ow-chart a tte$ ts to, the )naJori ty " 
\ . ", 

J .~ 0 

o~ those' adu} to,' fe 1 on~ exit; ng the prison systt~1rn,have " 
, _, ., to) (-l G1, rJ .:' ,,) ;~~~t~. 

fUlfilled ~or~} maxed out) the;)<)prison sentemcie:J 

<3 
3I15i d.'" , 

" 

II 

, n o{., . 

o 
o 

("'> 

'67,. 
c 

Q 

I) /) 0 

" C! 

~------~---~------.....---,-.~, ,~~ 

0, 

-'~'~ ..~" "1 
,..\v-.;.;, 

~!~~~~ 
',l 

''';;;''11'" 'fit"",", ' 

'~~:f':"~; r'-' 
"'r~,'_.~4~ ... ,. , 

tr-f 
~ 

~~'F1~:' 

«- ",.if;;.,;!"" """,,".' 

7':"'~ 
',I 

"""~~~~ 

:, ' .l:. 

'~;-i~ ;;~7~ 
; I') ,." , , 
.. '11);1:''''''_ 

(1 

Mandatory re le,as~~ accounted for more 'than three out 

~f ffve·releases i'n 1979. 4 Paroles granted have 

been decreasi n9' for the 1 as t four years, and a,ccounted 

~:ffor onljf ,pne oJ e,very fi:vemales"released' i'n 1979. 

""\ " " .. ", 'li1 '" () ~~ '~ ~ 

Ari zona IS correcti ona 1 i nstl~tuttons a,re not the 

only segment straining under the system overload. 

,. Over 6~,500 adul ts were s,entenced tC!probation j n" 
o 

1980. ,In Ari ~ona" the probatfon,. department is a 
o 

functi.onof!,'each co~ntyl s Superior Court~ ,In s~~en '" 

of Ari zona's 14 counti es ,,,there are s'epara,te depart-
o ,-

" ,II " ',' 

ments ,for adult andjuy:enileprobation;,the other " 

seven counties haVe a single department which serves 

both adult and juvenile prob~tioner:s. 
\J 

~ t1' 
. " Q 

Arevi'ew of the 1979~)st~tis,ti cs "Of those (~~o'unti es 

which have -separate adu1tprobat{ondepartments 
.) -,. , ~" ' , 

show tha~ihe average adu\i'probatfon officer case-
'l • 0 

'. ,. 0 ' 

1:0~d"iS b~tween IO? 'and 110' caSes. Officers in large 
c _ _', 0 

'Ii,,. qdepartments ,$uch"asoMaricopa and Pima Count"jes,' 

may perform only onespeci a 1 ized as~ ignment.'e'~g .• , 

field supervision of probationers,whil1e their· 

,0 
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other related functions. The vast majority of the 

computed caseload averages are well above the average 

of 50t~a~es per offi cer recommended by the Ameri can 
1~ 

Correctional Associationi 5 
c 

Throughout this system analysis, deficiencies 
" 

in operations have b~en delineated along with the 
" o 

basis, or possible cause, of such' shortcomings. In 

"''october, 1~79, the Ari~zona State Justice Planning 

; Agency" s Supervisory Board recommended that a planning 

" pl'ocesso b~ i~Pl emented whi ~h woul d address the" ,needs 
,: ,:~;. 

of the, S~,ate's criminal justice community. ,- In 
t:f (,(-' Q " 

respo'nse to 'that' comprehensive sys'tem-wide approach' 
o 

to planning, Illembersof specialized task forces and 
o 0 

"re9iona]gplanning un,its identified many state and 
" s' 

~\ ~l~' 

local' criqrina ljusti cecprobJ ems. 
. b ~- ~ . • 0;', 

In April ,1~80,participarlts i'n'acrtrninal'" 
C' 

justice conference and work snop ~ fonmulated 'fjve:~~~ 
,~ ~ 

"year' objec,ti yes 'and.~or;k pl ans"fore~ch, pf,'Oblemare~/-""" 

identified .. Th'i~ '?1Pproach permitted differ~liJt. l' 
o 

" II 

511 198J Art'zona Cr'iminal ,Jus,ti,ce"Improvelnents'Plan" , 
Arizona' State' Just; ce,!'lanni n~ Agency, Janu'ary, ,.,' .' 
1 981, pp. 83. l~ • c:"~) , " 
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discipli.nes,state.and local agenctes, and regional 

representatives'tojointly addres'S Ari'zona I s criminal 
C: .. .'.;'· [) 

justice problems, many of~which have been mention~d 

in this report. 
~ 

Recommendations put,forth by this representative 

Qroup of criminal justice professiona1 s· tnc1 ude.d - but 
.\~ 

were not limited to - the. "following: 

LAW ENFORCEMENT 

Priority' Objectives: 
.1) 

1. To develop a state Wide crime prevention 
master plan; C ' 

2~~ To " deVelop better're] atl0ns between mass 
. media and1:he crimi na,l / jl{venil e justice 

sys tem:a genei es; '.' . . 
1~. JI 

3 •. To~encour1:1)gesal at1"es. for law enforcement 
~ recruftswhlch are design'ed ~toattract more 

quallri eel persQnn~ 1 to 1 aweQfpl"cement "< 

agencie~; '. <;; .' t .' . \) 

4. To'provide support.tasmaller '1aw enforce­
)Jment agencies .i n theinvestigatton of" \ 
'comple~pr:itn~f; ,,~, ,,'. . ,.' 

I" (,i:.-~ .b, .. ~j /1 

5c~~ Tp m~ke "~he ,Pt~,i zonaCri l11 i nal,; JU,stfce[ 
'. ,I nforma~lon Sys tern (ACJ IS) more resp'onsi ve 

. to the "needs of }ocal'criminaljustice . 
a~encies; and, 0 0 

••. 'C<' 
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6~ To decrease the number of urireported 
crimes. 

COURTS 

Priority Objecti'ves: 

if.. ~o study the .~mpl i cfi'tlons of vari'ous' 
approaches to and d,/egrees of statewide 
financing for Ari:zona's.court system 
and make appropriate recommendations; 

2. To improve coordinati'on and ,~ooperation at 
all levels of the court system ,and co­
operation-netween various criminal 
justfce agenci'es and the .court ,system; 

3. To have the Supreme Court demonstrate' '0 

support for reorgani'zation of the courts 
of 1 imited jurisdicti.on; ~ , 

4. To/,~address i ncreas i r:ig easeloads in 
Divi s i on One of the "Court of Appea 1 s wi th 
the add i ti ~m ofa four=~b panel of judges 
and necessary support 'staff and to 
de~e~mjne what other~methods may be 

,utl11zed to expedite "case processing; 

5. (To att~in' and maintain the .cpn~titutibnal1y 
~uthorlzed number of superior court jud~es 
1n each oounty; ,,'" .'. 

Q • ~~ 

6. .To conti'rluestudy ,ofreorgani,zatfbn, of 
courts of limitedjurisdictton; 

0. 

o 

,~ 

<1 
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7. To organize and improve operations of the 
lower court system; 

8. To reduce court backlog where it exists; 

9. 
e, 

To improve the management capabilities 
of the courts on a local and statewide 
bas is; 

10. To ha~e all courts in.Arizona housed in 
appropriate facilities; and, 

11. To further develop pre-service and 
in-service training for judges and 
court personnel. ~ 

CORRECTIONS 

Priority 'Objectives 

1.. To provide pre-adjudication diversion 
in alternatives such as rel ease ,on own 

recogni zance and· deferred prosecution 
Ii " programs for each county; 

2. To.expand post-adjudic~tion diversion 
and sentencing'alternative programs; 

'. ,p; \\ 
To develop ~tatewide jail standards; 3. ' 

4. To ¢onstruct newfacil ities and to . . 
renovate existing facilities to provide 
needed institutional space to alleviate 
overcrowding; e ..•. · 1'.\ 0 .' 

r!) 
7Ibid. 

To improve 'the prisoni ndustrtes program 
to increase its r.ehabilitation benefits; 
and, . ' 

To develop a··statewicie trafnjng andcer­
ti fi cati,on system for getenti on and 
correctional officers. ,. G 
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The information presented within this section 

.addresses key .agencies within the juvenile justice 

system: law enforcement; juvenile courts; probation 

departments; and the State Depa.rtment of Correcti ons. 
" 

The analysis includes a flow chart and narrative 

detailing system operations and introduces social 

and behavioral issues impacting juvenile crime. 

. " 

Juvenile justice procedures vary from cQ:unty 

to) county; however, major: decision«points and .basic 
I) 1';/' I 

legal functlons can be .collectiyely summarized for 

the 'state as a whole. The following flow ch~rt 
. ~\ 

represents a compendium of the movement and serieso~ 
,;::: 

of events a juvenile might encounter within the 

crimi na l.justi ce system." 

f!, 

The,chartgraphically and~nufuerically portrays 
, ;. ._,'\; 

" the flow of non-traffi c juven'tTe arr'ests and 'referrals 
t) . . , 

into the,J\rizona jpvenilejusticVystem fori980. 

The ~ollowi ng dtscusston of j uveni 'I efl' cri me and, the~' 
(;1 

performance of the juvenile court system provides 
, 

detai 1 to the flow chart. I ;'r 

() 
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,""" TOTAL I I .. ~EMAND "0 1 I TO ADULT' REMANDS 
I > ~~ I & ~ 221 + 

ail m , 
wi W I Ir, OCt , 

I, n:l"n~~g I 
'---'---14 - - -' :' : 

, COURT COMMUNITY , 

TOTAL # 
ARRES S 
34,39 1 

SCHOOLS, SOCIAL " SPONSORED SPONSORED TOTAL # " 
SERVICE' AGENCIES. rOST eRIGnOUp 

PARENTS: DE)"N 09ET1 A
42

1NEO DES PLACEMENT IF DEPENDENT HoME PLACEMENT: 

~ '2' , I DiVERSIOtlARY FOSTER HOME DISPOSITiON TOTAL II ON PROBe INSTlTllTIONAl , 
,..-__ .L.. __ .... I PROGRAMS PLACEMENT HEARING 3 914' pLilCEMEIH 1 

1 ' PROBA TlON I 
PAPER REFERR~l ,I ,<~ I 

OR __ -f-ll-f 

PHYSICAL AEFEnr)Ai. 
IDr:TlWTlONi 

"(!!TOTAL # 
REFERRALS 
42,653 

D 

COUNTY ADVISOAY ~ ARIZONA I 
ATTORNEY RELEAsE TO PARENT 

(MARICOPA CO. I FILE PETITION HEARING COMMIT TO STill E IlEPT. STA T E HOSPITAL 

INTAKE 
OFFICER 

TOTAL I' 
PETITIONS 

11 ,713 

YOUTH ADMITS 
TO CHAnGE & 
. IMMEDIATE 

ADJUDICATION 
& DISPOSI.TION 

3 FOUND DEPENDENT. 
. DELINQUENT OR 

INCORRIGIBLE 

ADJUOICATION 
HEARING 

OF COnnECTIONS 

TOTAL II 
COMMIT. 
, 565 4 

VOLUNTf,ER 
PI10GRAM 

TREAlMENT' 
PI10GRAMS 

f/.E.:SUOSTAtlCE 
ABUSE pnOGRAM, 
OFFENDER wonK 
C PROJECT, 

ADOLESCENT 
OFFENSE UNIT/ 

l'IIOnATION 
ViOlATION 

LA VV EN FORCE MEN T- COURT 

1 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-I 
f 
1 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I , 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 
°'5 

(> 

1I0e11nquency Arrests = 27,188 
# Incor"1g1ble' Arrests = 7 ,21Q : 

Detention may occur at time of,physi.ca1 
referral, and may include multiple de­
tainments of same child.' 

#Oelinquents =6,838 
, Incorrig1bles = 33,S 

May jncludemllft1ple conlJiitments cif 
same chi1 d. . 

o 

YOUTII "EllRiNG (iOARO 

51 RUGTlJAAI. 
INSTITUTIONAL 
~MS,AYO II 

DIASlNOSIS AT.INSTITUTION 

CORRECTIONS 

COMMUNITY 
TAEATMEIlT 
CEtITE!l '(illl 

CONTRACT 
rLACEMr:NT 

.' FOSl erlI(WO\JP 
HOM I' Ylm 

nftFII"r: 
ON 

PAf10l F. 

AtJ$l)lIJTE 
IJlSCHAllt1E' 

I 
I 
I 
I 

1 
'\ f----..,..----f---·---- -----,-~. I 

1 
I 

" I 
I 
~ 

1 I. TOTAL' PAROLE I [\IS('lW1Clf.': 1 : I REVOCATIONS - I, . rofl!;'\U~r: ~ 
I 282 I 1 
-~ pr 1..'ltIh "l:~ _ ... .-_.,. ___ "' ... _~t_ ... ......,_......., ... --_----~ ....... - ..... __ , 
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Differences in procedures - as well as the ,-
. . .' " . 

desire to set the juveni 1 e justi ce system apa'nt from 

the adul t system - ha've resulted oin ·t~e ~development 
co 

c:Jo~ specialized terminology Jor the juvenile system. 
~ . 

, 0" j; " ," '., " 
For example, the docume~t uponwh1ch proceedi"ngps 

are brought against a youthful offender does ~t " 

lJ 

'D 

"cryarge." de l~i nquency, incorri gi hili ty, or depemdencY':1 
" G 

it II all eges U i t~ . Thi s . document; s 'flOtani'i ndi ctment" 
o 

or "info.rmationll, but'a "petition"." The juvenile 
o l7 

court does. not ~fconvict"; it "adjUdicates". The 
, l" ~, 

juvenil e does,nnot receive a }lsentenceU
, but a 

o 

, ., • ,[I • 

IIdispos'ition". These terms andoothersClperta;ning 

to the j uventi ,1 e j usti ~esys tern are clefi ned 1 n an 
. . 0 G' " 

addendum <to thi S section. , 

., 
o ,. 

, Law Enforcement and Juven i ,1 e Crime. Data 

, '. . 

At:izona's law enforcement agencies made a 
" " ' . , '. (ii, " 

total of 34,398 juvenile arrests during. 1980. Of 
o '. ": . ,.'.. ~'. 

that to. ta l,arres>ts 'for '~del tnquent ,offenses ,. . . , . . 

accounted for" 27,':188 (80.%) and arrests for 
, ',.' . '. ", _'fuif "It:, . 0 ":,' , • 0 

i n'corrigibl e a·cts' acco:a~ed for 7,,21 0 (20~l~ Th.e 
, 

o>Ari zona Department of Economic Security,. estimated 

a 
,~ 

.75 
1\' ' 

cfJ 
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the 1980 juvenile population to be 776,156. Based . ) 

on this ~opulation estimate, the State of Arizona 
.' .. I')..., 'iJ r,";\ ~.. . 

has'" a j u.ven i 1 e",a rresit ra te of 4,431.9 per 100, 000 

juveniles. This figure represents only a slight 

increase over'the 1979.juveni1e arrest rate ,of 

4,399.7. 

() 

Tab 1 es ·9 t~ro,uQh9:V-~ibit--tburequenc~of 

juvenile arrests by age, sex, and offense. Data 
~\ " from previous. years is offered forcomparitive " 

purposes;. 

Juvenile cases "are not assigned to a particular 

law enforcement officer or department. Cases are 

h.and1ed by Which.ever"officer comes into contact with 
\) 

the situation during the perJormance of his/her" 
[; 

[) 

.. regu1a~ duties. When confronted withao o a11eged "" " 

juvenile offender, .the po1ice"officer has a choice: .. 
(; tl 

He/She may arrest and file a complaint; may deci~e " 

not to refer the matter'to court and divert the 
c _ ',~ . Q 

youth to a social service agency; or release the 

youth to the parents. Of the 34,752 juvenile cases 

o 
~, ' 

: ,OJ 76 

/} .~ 

" I 

(j 

,hand1~d by Arizona I s law enforcement agencies 9!-1ring 
" .. 

" 

1~80, 88% were referred to juvenile court. Strict 
" 

criferia govern the officer's handlin~ of a juvenile. 
() 

Gener;a11y, factors which affect a decision to arrest 

i nc1 ude: t'he. serious'ness, of the offens'e ,whether '. 
:,: '\:';;'sr~ 

the parents are available, th.eattitude of th.e .pa,rents o· " . 

and the youth, the ex; stence of an outstandin.g 

warreun't, and whether' it is a repe~t offense., 

lO 'Tabl~ 9 indicates that tot~l juvenile arrests 

... 

fpr 1980 increased by approximately 3% over 1979 
" 

arrests. A closer look at the individual offenses v , 

illustrates that the majQr crimes against persons' 

(murder, manslaughter by negligence, forcible 

"rape, robbery; aggravated"-'assa~l t) CO~~~i sed 4% Of' 
" ,. D '" 

all juvenile arrests for both 1979 and 1980. The 
-:.' ({ . C~) _ 

ma«jor property crimes (burg1ary,larcenYltheft, " 
I;:" , " ~ 

il 

motor vehicle theft, ang arson) accounted for 42% 
.'.- "'"' 

of all juvenile arrests for 1979 and 1980.,., The 

actual increasei,njuvenile crime in Arizona, the~e"" . , ;:' . - . -. . , 

, " fore, is mainly du.e to the. less "seri'ous cri)11es as 
Q , '. identified 4,nder the. Part I! offense category. 

-, c., 
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Table '9 
? 

" 

COMPARISON OF STATEWIDE JUVENILE ARREST' DATA BY iTIFFENSE 

1979' - 1980 

OFFENSES 1979 
~~ 

Murder/Non-negli.gent 
Manslaughter 

Manslaughter by Negltgence 
Forcible Rape 

12 
4 

72 
374-
848 

. 3,392 
9,242 

922" 

Robbery. 
Aggravated Assault 
Burglary 
Larceny/Theft 
Motor Vehicle Theft 
Arson 

Total Part .I Crime 

186 -
15,052 

n 

1979-1980 ~ 

1980 % Change 

20 66.7 ~\ ,) 

9 125.Q 
53 -26.4 

377 .8 
866 2.1 ,' . 

3,498 3.01 
9,566 3.5 

855 -7.3 
219 17.7 

15,463 2.7 

- -.~ ---.~.~ - -.- - -.- -.- - - - ~ - - - - - -'- --
" 

Simple Assault 1,300 
Forgery/Counter:feiti ng121 " 
"Fraud' 118 
Embezzlement Q"19 
Stolen Properrty 239 
Vandc(li sm cOl ,842 
Weapons~ 360 
Prostitution 49 

Q Sex Offenses· 260 
Drug Violation-Possession 1,361 
Drug Viol ati on-Sales/Mfg,.214 
Gambling " 
Offenses Against Fami ly 2 
Dri vi og U(~der Infl uence . 596 ' 
Liquor Laws 2,498 

. , Di sorderly Conduct 1 ,231 
Vagrancy . " . .30 
,All0therNon~Traffic 3,391 
CurfewlLoit~ring, 1,744 
Runaway , .. ·2,954 
[otal Part .. ,Il Cr"imes '.J ~j,336 

1,305 
90 

108 
36 

288 
1,825 

371 
51 

261 
1,421 

16Q 
(j; 

'~, 

1 
<) 578 
2,884 
1~,400 ' • 

~tl q 

3,176' 
1,789 
2,537 

]8,935 

.4 
-25.6 

'; 

<) ~8.5 
89.5' 
20.5 
-.9 

, 3.1 
4 .. 1 

.4 
4.4 

-25.3 
, -100.0 

-'50.0 
,-3.0 
15.5 
13.7 
80.0 
11.4 
2.6 

-14~1)1 

3.~ 

~----------~-------------~-
GRAND TOTAL 33',388 34,398 ,3.03 
Source: Arizona Unifonn Crime Report,1979-1980 ' 
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"~table~"~- I 

oCOMPARISON OFSTATEWIDE~JUVENILE ARREST DATA BY'OFFENSE' 

. 19].f?} ~J .1977" 
-.!--.-

.' r ..... 
t9~8. "1979 .1980 

o v 

I , ~ ~ 

MurderI'Non-negtige~t 
" Mansl au~l1ter , " ' 12 co" ,20 

, 
/I 

" "II 
:/ 

il " 
1976-1980 

'j- • 

% Ghange 

Q.D 
Manslau,ghter- ~y Negl ience 

Forc'ible Rape, 

. ~20 

2 

51, 

311 

522 

16 

11 

17 

8 

49 

'". 4 9 350.0 
" 0 

44" 

338 

72 53' ~ 3.9 
Robbery c . 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglaryo 

LarcenY/Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

;, Arson 

577 
• (I £i 

'" 

3,852 

357 374 

604 

3638 , . , 

.' 

848 ' 866 
" 5~ 
3~3923,498 

o~~. . 

9,229, 9,493 9,2959,242 9,566 ". ,:, 

984 1 ,01.~.1 ,020 

163 186 188 

922 

186, 

855 

0219 

Total "Part I (;rim~ 15~,448 ·15,529 15,11'6' 15,05215,463 

, 
~, . Source : Ar'i zona Uni form <iCri'me Report, 1976-l'980. 
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21.2 

65~'9 

-16.0 
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Ta61e 9-1 ,,(Cont.) 
o 

c, 

, COMPARISON OF STATEWIDE,JUVENILE ARREST DATA BY OFFENSE 
J.976 .... -1980 

~- = 
~; 

~ 

OFFENSES 1976' 1977 1978 ' 1979 1980 
p 0 

" 
Simple Assault 1,055 1,169 1~358 1,300 ' 1 ,305 

, Forgery/Counterfeiting 73 68 ~ 70 121 90 
Fraud 127 164 105 118 108 
Embezzlement 25 16 25 19 '" 36 
Stolen Property 493 484 421 /) 239 288 
Vandalism 1,716 1,551 1,731 1,842 1,825 
Weapons 358' 344 320 360 371 
Prosti tuti'on 29 32 31 49 51 
Sex Offenses " 155 137 164 26;0 261 
Drugs (S;!'}l e o'r·"Mfg.) 146 95" ,,' 110 214 160 
Drugs (Possession) 2,835 2,792 ] ,861 1,361 1,421 
Gamb]ing 6 ] 2 7 0 
Offenses Against Family 169 23 ]8 2 1 
Driving Under Influence 534~"," 563 575 596 578 
Liquor Laws 1 ,930' 2 ,407 0 2,419 2,498 2,884 
Disorderly Conduct 1,]16 1,270 ],182 1,231 1,400 
Vagrancy " '~ 91 32 4'1 30 54 
AI] Other.Non-Traffic '3 052 3,249 3,,]91 3,39] 3,776 ", 
~urfewILo'l teri n9 1,673 ]~567 ],584 1,744 ],789 

c 
,0 

'. rr 
rPERCENT' 

o 

" 23.7' 
23.3 

-]5.0 
44.0 

-41.6 
6.4 lc.,. .. 

~,.6 
t5<P.9 
68.4 
9.6 'II 

-49.9: 
~ -100.0 

-99.4 
8.2 

49.4 
25..4 

-40;.7 
, 23.7 
;:)'"'6.9 

Runaway 4,951 4,934 4,7,53 
C.F0f~'f Drunkenness 67 ]10 -... -~ 

2,954 
" .Q.._'--

2,537 
---"-

o • -48.8 
(C, ----

I" Tota 1 Part II Crimes 20,601 21,008 ] 9,961 ,18 336 18,935 
c- .;'.' 

,'I , -8~ 1% 
GRAND TOTAL 36,049' 36,537 35, ]37 ' 33,388 34,398 -4.6~ 

NOTE: For matters of comparison only, Arson is indicated 'as a Part I Crime; 
it wasnot<confirmed as such in the Uniform Crime Reports urttil 1979. 

uenness was eliminated from UCR dataTi'in 1978. «" c' 

!~, 

SOURCE: Arizona Uniform.Crime Report, 1976-1980~ 
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for s ta tus offenses" shows a l4'%~ decrease to the number 
Q 

of ~juvenil es arrested for runni.ng away from ] 979 ,to 

:1980. Ananalysfs' of the past five ,years, 1976-198,0, 
N ' 

displays almost a 50% decrease in the number of 

runaway arrests. However"Arizona has been experi-" 
,. 

, encihg a cOnsidef'!able problem with out-of-state ,'" 

runaways. Law enforcement agencies and the juvenile 

cou,rtsare attempting to resolve this problem with 

specialized units and programs geared to this target 
" 

population;, these and other diversjonary efforts 
;r D " 

directly impact onthefr.equeff~~{of arrests of 
C!i., ,: 0 '.' 'to; '\~ 

runaway youths. 

Arrests for liquor law violations and curfew/ 
" ,', 

loitering have increased oyer the' pa,st five ~ears. 
", ~ '. ]/ 

,0 A major factor contributing to the increase itn 
, Ii 

, Ir 

6' arrest frequency for both categpri es is_ the ds~ of 
~~ 

these violations by police officers j;ocu'ro .Juvenile 
.1 

;;'i 

viol~nceandgang activity. In 1980, o~e;'fifth of 
o 

the arres tsi n Arizona for violent off~Jnseswere ,of 
,'j \1, ~ 

~ ;~ ~ 

juveniles~The Phoenix Police Depat'tmentreported 

a 40% increase in gang .... related crimes from 1979~1980. 
n 

" Gang incidents at parks, schools, and within nefgh-
0, 

t:- 81 
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(! 

, borhoodsare major "problems. The Juveni 1e Crime 
,I 

,Reduction squa:Ci of ,the Phoenix Pol ice Department 

estimates that 90% of ' all garig incidents involve the 

use of alcohol; since police officers utilize the 
o 

status offenses of curfew/l oi ter')j ng and 1 i quor 1 aw 
. '., \) 

',(I.:' " 

violation as "a means to ,curtail Y,out~ involvement 

~ in gang ac,ti vi ty, the frequen~y of arrests for both iJ 

offense categories reflect,this policy. 

Table' -9-11 de'tairs the frE;!-g-uen=<;:y._of ad~lt anp, 

juvenile arrests by offense type for 1980. A total 

of ~ 36 ,847 arrests ~for all no'n-traffi c offens.eswere 
\ " 

reported; juveni 1 es \:ollll1,1i tted 25% qf :'the total, ~ 
\ ~ 
Ii " 

arrests: Juvenile irl~yo1vement in serious crime is .. 
'-;-, ',:\ 

IJ .,. ~ " . 

illustrated by ~uveryi lY~s being arnested ,for 44% of 

the serious, or Part I,~ crimes. 
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Table 9-11 

ADULT AND JUVENILE ARRESTS BY OFFENSE 
STATE OF ARIZONA 

1980 
11 

% OF % OF 

(\ Murder/Non-Neg 
Manslaughter 

Manslaughter by Neg. 
Forcl'b 1 e Rape 
Robbery 
Agg. Assault 
Burglary 
Larceny /The;ft 
Motor Vehicle Theft 
Ar~on 

TOTAL PART I CRIMES 

Simple Assault 
Forgery & Counterfei'ti ng 
Fraud 
Embezzlement 
Sto len Property;::y~ , 
Vandalism 
Weapons 
Prostitution & Comm. Vice 
Sex Offenses 
Drugs (Sale or Mfg.) 
Drugs (PossessiDn) 
Gambling 
Offenses Ag. Family 
Driving Under Influence 
Liquor Laws 
Di~drder1yConduct ~ 
Vagrancy ~~qy 
All Other Non-Traffi,c 
CU17few & Loitering 
Runaways 

TOTAL PART II CRIMES 

" ~'''''iJ" ~,;;:,£vGf'{AND TOTAL 

ADULTS TOTAL JUVENILES TOTAL 

171 89.5 20 10.5 
27 75.0 9 25:0 

369 87.4 53 12.6 
1,173 75.7 377 24.3 
3,302 79.2 866 20.8 
3,067 46.7 . 3,498 '53.3 

)0,442 
761 

52.2 9,566 47.8 
4701 855 52.9 

" l"32l 37.6 219 62.4 
'" 19,444" 55.7% 15,463 44.3% 

" 

3,894 74.9 i,305 25.1 
426 82.6 90, 17.4 

'1 , 184 
190 

91.6 108 \,8.4 
84.1 36 tS.9 

651 
1,751 

69(.)3 288 3(h} , 
49.0, 1,825 51.Cy 

1,336 78.3 371 21.7 
1 ,256' 96.1 51 3.9 
1,673 '86.5 261 13.5 
1,241 
5,'178 

88.6 1 (50 11.4 
78.~ 1,421 21.5 

51 100.0 0 .0 
" 224 99.6 1 .4. 

33,936' 98.3 578 1.7 
4,937 63.1 " 2,884 36.9" 
8,975 86.5 1,400 13.5 

362 G 87.0, 54 13.0 
15,740 80.7 3,776 19.3 

:N/A N/A 1,789 100.0 
N/A N/A" 2,537 100.0 

tl':.? '{!ol 

83,005 81.4% 18,935 " 18.6% 
t7 

102,449 74.9%34,398 25.1% 
o 

Source: Arizona Uniform Crime Report, 1980. 
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Tables 9-III through 9';;'IV display the breakdown 

of juvenile arrests by offense,age:, and sex. Juvenile 

mal es .were i nvo 1 ved in 78% ofa all j uveni 1 e arrests wi th 

the 'hi ghest percentage.of arrests occurri ngi n the 

16-17 age bracket. Boys also accounted for a siglJ-
,::; \.~\, 

ifitant majority of liquor law violations an4 curfew. 

arrests, which again may be reflectiVe of attempts 
- ''\~ '. 

by some law enforcement agencies to control gang 
. ~ 

acti vi ty. Girl s hi storica lly tend to become 
4," 

involved at \Jan earlier age, as indicated in Tabl"e9-IV, 

a.nd compri sed more than' ha If of all runaway arrests· 

for 1980 .. 
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';Tabl e" 9 .. .1 I I 
~,>~' 

", o· 

JUVENI LE "ARRESTS BY 'OFFENSE FOR MALES' .. ' 1980 ' o 
" .;!l ' 

OFFENSE " ,~lESS THAN 10 Yr.l0 .. 12 ,13 .. 14' 

'Murder/Nali~rieg", ' 
Mansl aughter ' 

~ ... ...., , ~ 

__ Mapslauqhter.;.,.QY_Jtggo!~ ,,' -. 

For'cible Rape 
-' q (} 

Robbery 

Agg.As,sau1t· 

'Burglary p 

(j 

o 
o 

o 
\ 
o 
o ~. 

2 

4 

32 "132 

272 0

" 784· 

15, 16 

4 

1, ' 6 0 

I{j 
, "', 

'10. ' 23 

61,) 

t33 ' 

598 '. 
o d~, 

(:-90 

212 

742 , 
, , 

, ~ ; 

() 

1979-1980" 
TOTAL 

17-,%CHANGE 
or: . 

a 

11 72.73, 

o .200,.00? 

16 -26.39, 

135 

236 

698' 

.88 

3.38',,' 

2.44, ' 
'0 

La rcenytrheft 

143 

375 

"2 
,8'35 "1,701 1; 154·', 1,394 l,338 

!i::~ 
I,~', 

4.86 
, , 

Motor 'Vehicle Theft 
. i 

21 ,167 '206"c" 208 153-1).57 

57" 22 " ,20 17 '-" 
'J. 

" {} '~ 

TOTAL.PART I'CRIME' '596~ 1,210-· 2,87'1. 
" P () 

2,189' 

Source: "Ari zona Uniform, Crime Report, 1979 .. 1980_. 
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Table 9-Jl1 (Cont. 
:: ,.~ , 

JUVENILE ARRE:srS BY OFFENSE FOR MALES- 1980 

~""'~:lF:""':::t",;';J: .::. 

'~OFFENS'E' ,~i) lESS THAN 10 VRS.10-12 ,13-]4, 
'. . "..' ..-') 

Simple Assault ~ 
Forgen.¥/Counterfeiti n9 ", 
Fraud if" 

" 

Embezz.1 ement " 
Stolen Property 
Yanda Ii SI11 '" 
Weapons' ,,-;, , d" ,t. q 

"Prosti'tution c; 

Sex Offenses' ' " 
Drugs {Sale or M'fg) " 
Orugs (Possessi'pn) ~ 
Gambling , , 

'l Offense,$'Aga instoFami1y~ 
priving\Unde~Influence 

" [Jquor Laws ,~ 

Disorderly Conduct 
Va~'rancy, ,<) 0 

All Other {Non; Traffic) 
, Cyrfew/Lofteri ng " . 
Runaway 

,~17§. 

27 
o 
Q' 
1 
3 

179 
3 
O~ 

12 
o 
3 
o 
o 
o ." '1 

22 
1 8 

82 
11 
43 '-

. ' 77· ~,o c 211 
4 
1 
o 
7 

'264 
'19 

,) 

0;, 
19 " 
1 

12 
o 

'0 
3 

19 
44 
o 

19'7 
52 

100 

[\ 

13 
~ 3 

1 
56 

,390 
58 
4 

50 
15 

142 
o 
o 

,,°8 " 

144 
155 
IJ.", 

562 ,0 

216 
302 

" .. 

'" 

15 

198\\, 
17 
7 
2 

57 ' 
262 
59 
1 

47 
30' 

217 
'0 
o 

.33 
373 
200 
16 

532 
321 
266 

TOTAL'PART~iICRIMEQ 2;638 
.~~ ~, 

388 819 2,343 
(' :" .f!. 

GRAND,JOTAL 0984 2,029 5,214 0 4,827 

Source~ Arizona Uniform Crime 'Report, 1979 - 1980. " 

. i) 
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o I~r 

" 
tJ 

16 

204" 
7 

26 
7 

68 0 

296 
107' 

5 
46 
41 

355 
"0 
0 

162 
673 
341 

6 
749 
430 

(, 259 

3,782 

6,481 

~':\ 

1979-1980 
", TOTAL 

17 % CHANGE 

" 290' -2 52 " ,~ 

2~ -1.47 
44 -13.83 
18 .10T~ 14 
65 16.89 

298 " :;.18 
95 -1.73 
4 75.00 

76 -'~79 
5'5 -1~.32 

438 ' 4.95 
0'-100.00 
1", 1:00 

321, "I', /38 
1;076 ' 15.86 0 

416 ~.16.75 

16 173.68 
812 ll.22 
361 -.29 
174 •. -5" ·38 ---..;;; ",;';. . 

4,586 '5.55% 

7,190 4.28% 
() 
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'Tab]e9-IV 
" •.. '. . ~ 4 

JUVENILE ARRESTS BY· .OFFENSEFOR FEMALES .... 1980 . 

OFFENSE. 
- .... ..f.;-:-r,'_. 

; ", )" '",. 

. . ~ 0 

Murder/Non-Neg. 
fJJans1a4ghter 

MansJaugtlterbYNeg. 

Forc'j'ble' "Rape, 

Robbery 

Agg. -'Assault' 

a 'J' 

Burgla'ry 

Larc~ny/Theft 

Motor-Vehle] eTheft· 
J~ , 

. Arson 

D ' 

.. TOTAL PART I CRIME. '" 

o. 

." '~ .• ,- J! 

'. 6' 

o 

o 
o' 

o 

o 
o 

13' 

,olS,. 

0; 

93 

(j 

.-. T .'_ 
<I 

,-~ 

]0-]2 13~14 15 
" 

G 

o C), 0 ',' 

o () 

o 

1 

d·, 
7 

. 9,' , 19". 

35 68 

326' 837 , 
, .. 

,13' 28" 

390 d-! 969 '. 

·u 

::C,' 
~\~y. ;c; 

o 
{T- • 

,c. 

",',,4 

" 31~, 

61 

573 

,20 -

4 

693 

o 

16 

o 

o 
'0 " 

7 

24 

17 

o 

o 

1979,1980 
C", TOTAL 
% CHANGE 

~, . 

1 .00 

0-1 00 .OOc'~ 
l'i • 

0.00. -" 

14 .00 

19 -6.42 

46 ··38 12.50 

515 

33 
'Ii Q; 
if 'V~ 

443 

-4 

·0 

.33 

48.48 

"g~ 2 J 3 150.00 
~~'~-'''''''' 

'~" 1.;1 

627 522 2.49% 
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Table 9-IV ,(Cont.) 
" 

CiT,-

JUVENILE ARRESTS BY o.FFENSE Fo.R FEMALES ," - 1980 
1979-1980 

,; ~~ <',' = ~ TOTAL 
~ o.FFENSE LESS THAN ~O~YRS. '1~_:.J2:_....;;;1;..;,.4~, _,"'-..=:..15;;.,..;....,... ............ ......;;1;;..;;.6 ____ .....--:1~7-_%_C_HA_N_GE_· __ \) 

~~ "'~ "II stinpl eAssau1 t . 
yForgery /Gounterfei ti n9 
Fraud . 
EmbezZlement 
Stolen Property, e 

'Vandal ism' 
Weapons 
Prostitution 
Sex Of tenses 
Drug~~~'1(Sa1e or'Mfg) 
Drygs(Possession) 
Gambling" 

,r-

()ffenses Aged nsf" Fami 1y 
Driving Under Influence 

" L i~'or Laws,. <J . " 

, :~Df1ofgerl~Conductr. ~; ',' 'Ib,. 

"'Vagrancy"" 0 , ,~ ~ 

", All Other (Non-Traffic) 
" c), 

Curfew/toi terfn~r : 
o Runaway, " 

- , 
t,'j 

t0TALPART II CRIME @ , 

GRANDTo.TAL 

4 
0. 
-0 

1 0 
0. 

:14 
0. 

" 0 
Q 
0. 
2 

'",0. 
,: 0. 

o 
1,~ 

tJ 
, 19 

1 
,8 

,>,' ,,'-fk"'~"'''' 

o 
o 
2 

11 
1 
o 1 . -. 

~;~\~gIJ~ , 
4 
o 

6~;8o. ~ 
'~,4 t/ 

2 
J 
3 \,' 

43 
8 
1 

__ 6 
"2 

60 

o . 0. 
03 
3 78 
4"~52 

o 1 
60 208 
12,~e ';', 89 
73 431 

53 20.7 1,072 

72 
1 
2 
0. 
~ 

liB' 
1,.. 

... :po 

7 
~l 1 

3 
50. 

0. 
(f~t 
4 

- 129 
':; '50" 

0 
180. 
81 

383 

995 

~,] 46 ' 597 2,0.41 1.~.688 

Source: Arizona Uniform Crime Report,' 1979-1980. 

63 47 11 .. 61 
8 7 -56.60. 

(1 

9 14 12.50. 
2 ;;; 4 40..00 

11 7 " 60.00 
31 19 '"19.33 
7 -' .. '- ..... ~ 

~;13D.17 
13 16 -9.76 
3 0. 37.50. 
6 6 -52.63 

~59 79 2.0.1 
" 

0 0 0. 0" .00 
,:::=::'O,B 0 

': p 0. ' -10.0,.00 
'r~·. lie 30. -28.17 

.);~ 

19.6 191 
~ 

13.90. 
,,,,~I -:; ,~I "",. 

"'i43~ r.:;'lQ ''''69 .0.0. 
1 0. -81.82 

·204 171 11.82 
114 101 14.04 

" 322 176_, -20..17 

1,10.6 946 -3.65% 
r,~~ 

1,733 
(iJ 

1,468 -1.·11 % 
;/ '"rIP . '~ 

II 

Ji,4 

~; -

" 

" \ 
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Table 9-V is a recapitulation oJ the previous~ 
c 

data for total juvenile arrests, delinquency, and 
;. status offenses. The Counties of Cochise and Pinal, 

J" "J both of which indicate an inl:rease in the number 

., O:f I"l"es ts for s ta tus "0 f~,e1s. are part i ci pa ti n9 

fn the Department of Economic Security/Juvenile 
,\"<, 

Justice and Delinquency Pre?,ention joint funding 

effort to provi de cri sis i"nterventi on ~nd shelter care 

services. ~ 

It is anticipated .that these diver-

ionary efforts will result in a significant re­

ductfon in the number"of status offense arrests 
.~r 

within these counties over the next few years~ 
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I Tab1 e 9-V ,. 

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY AND STATUSOFFENDER~ARRESTS 
c (, BY COUNTY 1979 - 1980 

I} 

COUNTY 1979 1980 
\ 

Apache 
o 

Juvenile Arrests 17f 188 \ % of Total Arrests 24% 34% 

Delinquency Arrests < 136 164 \ 
% of Total Juv. Arr. (80%) (87%) \ 

\. 
>{\ 

Status Offender Arr. 35 24 
\\ 
\~. 

\ % of Total Juv. Arr. (20%) (13%) \ 
, \ 

Cochise Juvenile Arrests 1 , 184 ~ 1,375 
%"of Total Arrests 134% 36% 

Q Delinquency Arrests 944 991 
% of Total Juv.Arr. {80%} {72%} 

II 

Sta tus Offender Arr." 240 384 
% of Total Juv. Arr. {20%) {28%) 

CJ 

Coconino Juven; 1 e Arrests 1,251 1,280 
% of rota 1" Arrests 16% 17% 

:) 
De1inquenc~ Arrests 742 862 
%of Total Juv. Arr. tSg%} (67%) '10 

0 

Status Offender'Arr. 
' ~ 

509'c 418 
% -of Total Juv. Arr •. {4~%l' ('33%) 
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COUNTY' 

Gila 

Graham 

Greenlee 

Maricopa 
(inc. DPS) 

-~'~.,."--.. -,- -- ... -...•.... -.~ .,,' .,,..~ - _. , 

Table 9-V/ (Cont. ) 

1979 1980 c 

Juvenile Arrests 359 423 
% of Tota1 Arrests 24% 22% 

De1inq~ency Arrests 231 306 
% {lif Total Juv. Arr. {64%) (72%) 

I 
' -'() 

i' 
I Status Offender Arr. 128 117 
\ % of TbtalJuv.' Arr. (36%) (28%) 

J \ 

" 

.••• ~luvenile Arrests 254 331 
.' % of Total Arrests 32% 35% 

\) 

~,\ 

Delinquency Arrests 174 233 
% of Total Juv .. Arr. (69%) (70%) 

Status Offender Arr. 80 98 
%of Total Juv. Arr. {31%} (30%) 

I Juveni 1 e Arrests 97 (; 
1/ 

49 
i % of Total Arrests 27% 22% 
,I 

69 038 I Deli nquency Arres ts 
, % of Total Juv. Arr. (71%) (78%) 

. :~ 

Status Offender Arr. 28 ,11 r. 

: % of Totaf Juv. Arr. (29%) (22%) 
-? ., 

Juvenile Arrests ,17,76~ 18,532 
'% of Total ~Arrests 25% 23% 

" De 1 i, nquency 0 Arres ts 14,448 
% of Total Juv. Arr. (81%) 

1!),041 
(81%) 

status OffendetArr. 3,315 ' 3,491 
';% of Total Juv~ Arr., (1 9%J' (19%) 

',,'j 

o 
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COUNTY 

Mohave 

Navajoc 

.Pima 

Pinal 

() 
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Table 9-V (Cont.) 

Juvenile Arrests 
% of, Total Ar'rests 

De 1 i nquency ~~rres ts 
% of Total Juvo Arr. 

Status Offender Arr. 
% of Total Juv. Arr. 

Juvenile Arrests 
% of Total Arrests 

.. 
Delinquency Arrests 
% of Total Ju~. Arr. 

l' , : 

Status Offender Arr. 
%of Total Juvi!. Arr. 

370 
27% 

266 
(72%) 

104 
(28%) 

529 
18% 

328 
(62%) 

201 
(38%) 

1980 

507 
20% 

371 
(Z3f,lf) 

136 
0(27%) 

587 
18% 

347 
(59%) 

240 
. (41%) 

Juvenil~ Arrests 7,437 7,214 
% of Total Arrests 37% 33% 

Delinquency Arrests 5,908 
% of Total Juv. Arr. (79%) 

5,791 
(80%) 

Status Offendelr Arr:';~ 1,529 - 1 ,423 
% of Total Juvj~ Art£.~\ (21%) (20%) 

'II 
Juveni 1 e. Arresifts, 
! ,of Total "Arr,ests 

1,409 
33% 

" . ...... il . ' , 

Q~,l i nquency A~res t 1 , 140 
Jt df~ lota 1 Juvii. Arr. \\ (81 %) .' 

'. ." '. . II {, 

.Status Offende~ Arr. 
[, % of Total Juvll; Arr. 

" .... J 

92 

269 
(19%) 

1,379 
29% I 

1,084 ! 

(79%) o 

o 

COUNTY 

Santa 
Cruz 

Yavapai 

" Yuma 

State 
Totals 

I) D . 

,\ 

Tabl~ 9-V (Cant.) 

1979 1980 

Juven; 1 e Arrests 160 192 
" .;.;.%....;o~f.;.... ..;..To;;..;t::;::;a~1...:.A..:.:.r..:.r.=.es:::..t:::s:...-._.....!:::.:20:::.!%~ _ __=.;25~% c:" " 

Delinquency Arr. 
% of Total 'Juv. Arr.' 

Status Offende,r Arr. 
% of Total Juv. Arr. 

Juvenile Arrests 
% of Total Arrests 

Delinquency Arrests 
% of Tota 1 Juv. 0 Arr. 

Status Offender Arr. 
% of ' Total Juv.-Arr. 

155 
(97%) 

,0 5 
(03%) 

726 
35% 

545 
(75%) 

181 
(25%) 

192 
(100%) 

o 
(00%) 

726 
30% 

541 
(75%) 

185 
(25%) 

Juvenile Arrests ,1,678 1~615 
II ~ of Tota 1 Arrests 33% 2-7% 

Del i nquency., Arrests 1,218 1,243 
%; of Total Juv. "Arr. (73%) (77:%r 

'.,,, ',,\ 

Status Off.ender Arr 0, ry 460' 372'0 
%ofT~ta1 Duv. Arr. .;- (27%)..(23%) 

". 
~'f '';: 0". 

Juvenile Arrests 33,388 34,J98 
% "of Total Arrests. 27% 25% 

De 1 i nquency ,Arr 0 .26,192 27 , 188 ,~, 
% of, Tota" Juv • Arr. (78%), . (79%) 

. Status Offender Arr. 7,196'7,210 
% of "Total JUVe A~r~ , ,(22%) ,(21%) 

* 'Includes: Runaway, Liquor Vi()lations and Gurfew 
" . . and Loi teri og," ,..' " 

Source: Arizona Un ifrom Crime Report - 1979- 1980 e, 
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Juvenile Court and Probation Data 

As set forth by the Arizona Revised Statutes, 

" the Superior Court has exclusive or.iginal jurisdiction 

in all proceedings and matters aff~cting dependents, 

neglected, incorrigible or delinquent children, or 

children accused of crime, under the age of ' eighteen 

years. "Juveni 1 e Court,1 ; s the juveni le di vi s i on 

of the Superior Court when it is exercising its 

juri sdi cti on over chil dren in any proceeding re 1 ati ng 
'~1 

:to de,l i nquency, dependency or i ncorri gi bi 1 i ty. 

(A~R.S~ Sec. 8-201(13'), 8-202(a)) .• Title 8 a,lso 

mandates each juvenile court to retain probation 

staff to provide investigative and t~upervisq..ry,ser~ 

vices .. 

Thr;~ proba ti on departments wi'thinthe respecti ve 
/,'" 

superior courts are the central points 0llf intakecfQr 
'\\., 

j uveni 1 es enter; ng the'~fonna 1 . j uveni 1 e j us ti~e 
'f. 

" 

system. 
~ ~ 

Law en~orcemerit 'ag,enci esa;rethe key sources 
a 

" 

of referrals to juvenile court. Whi1ereferrals 

"may come ",from schools, social' services agencies,) and 

p~rents ,71% of the total refe~rra1s in 1~80 were" 
o .. . 

made by law~enforcement agen'cfes. 

94 
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All,c,omplaints ~eceived by the'" court are 
~' ~! -~\ 

referred to a juvenile probation~6fficer who makes a 

o record o-fi;i t andi nve's~ti ga tes the rna tter to deter­

mfnetvihether the.ly<>O facts, if true ,are sufficient 

and serious enoogh to bring the juvenile within the' 

court 1:5 juri sdi'c'ti on. If,'the probation officer 
-'/ 
~ 1.7 

determines that the mafter "should not come' under ,.:J 

~ 

the putview::of the court, the offi cer may adjust 

the complaint to make the filing of a petition 

,'. unnecessary. 

In addi ti on to a wri' tten' .r~ferral, a chi ld may 

be physically referred to a detention or shelter 

facili ty. Ari,zona statutes prbhi bi t the confi nement 
I,! 

of any minor accused or convicted of a crime, in the 

same'~section of any jail, in which adult offenders' 
• " tl .' 

are held. °Recent legislation regardi~,~ ju~~n;le' 

a 1 cOholcoffenses wi 11 also impact on the number. of 
.0 ' 

,,,1,\ 0 c\ 

detentions and limit the extent ofc:our~ involvement. 

)) The bill establishes a cite and. release procedure 

for the arre~ t ofjuven i ~ es f i\r unauthori zed 

1'~$SeSSiOn or ~onsumptio~of a~co~ol. and allows a 

floe to. be levled, for saldoff1bnsece 

95 G fJ 
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,'I 

o. If court services are', needed, "awri tten pet; ttpn 
~'; 

is fi 1 ed and a court hearing, i s~set. Of the total 

42 ~ 653 r,~ferra 1 s to j uven i 1 e court in") 1980; 

twenty-seven per cent resulted in a petition being 

fi 1 ed. ", The flow chart of the juveni 1 ejustice 
II 

" system depicts the possible alternatives to further 

court involvement for the child. 

After the peti ticn is fi 1 ed., the chi ld and the 

parents are notified to appear ,before the court. If 

:,the child denies the allegations at the advisory 
", 

he~c:i,,~9 '. the court wi 11 set the date for an ·adjudi - Ij 

catton hearing. If the youth admits to'the 
a 0 

,'allegation~, the court will pl"oceed with a dis"'! 
n 

. t· ' h .£ POSl ·10n· ear~ng. 

At any time prior to an adjudication hearing, 
" 

the jU\1eni 1 e ,prciQati on offi cer or the county 
o 

attOrnejmay request a transferheari ng'" to det~rmi ne . 

'if the child"shoul~be rema~Hed to':~d~lt c;ou~~. Theft' 
" . 

court may transfer "the action for criminal pro-
'.' ,0; . I;,; 

secutlon c~if itis detennined that: o ' 

'Cf 

96 
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c 

Q'I 

(1) Thejvouth is not amenable to treatment 
" Ii 

or: rfha b i H ta t ; on as .~ de 1 i nquen t youth 

thrall gh ava i lab Ie fact1- i ties; 'and, 
, , I " " 

I'" , ',,' 
(2) The ruth is not comm~table to an, instit-

utiOJl for the mentally defi ci ent, menta 11y. 

defellftive or mentally;ll; and, 

(3) The .'rafety, or interest 0; the public 
',1 .,;, 
requ1res that the ~hi1d be transf~rred 

for driminal prosecution. 
,\ 
. I " 

ry A tota.l O'fi'\ 221 juveniles in 1980 we,re remanded 

to adult court'l h 

" rhe adjudi,ation hearing {~ conducted to 

determ~ whethJr the child '; s deli nquent,'incorr-

i 9 i b 1 e or dependknt. The ch i1 d is a~ ked to def.y or 

aff~rm thealleg\t~ons •. T~~e. defi~~tionS of a' '. 

dellnquent and a~.lncorrlblg1e Chl1d asset forth 

by the Ariz~na Rrised Statutes are: . , , 

" A "del i~nguen:t chi Id" is a chi) d wno; s 
, " , \1 " 

adjudicatedjto have committed an act, which 
, i 

I 
I 
j" • -I. 
j 

97 

"." I 
l 
f 

I 

c 

'1 

~, 



o 

- -~-~,~\~, - ------

if ,committed by an adult would be a public 
',I 

" 
offense, or any act that would constitute a 

,,:. ..' 

. public offense which could only be committed 
.... Ii " 

'i, 

by a child including violation of any law or 
. ~ . ~ .. 

the fail u're to obey any I~ awful order of the 

Juvenile Court. 

An' "incorrigible child" is a child adjudicated 

as one who refuses to obey the reasonable 'and 

proper orders or directions of his parent, 

guardian or custodian, and who is' beycfrla the 

control of that person, or any child who is' 

habituaJ;lY truantfrom school, or is a runaway 

from his home or parent, guardian or custodian, 

or"who habitually conducts himself in such a 
,,"<;\ way as to ; nj ure or endanger the morals or ';}o 

health of himself or others. 

Once a fin?ing is made concerning the child, 
o ,:=;;;"1-

the court may make a disposition of the matter or 

"" 'may set a dispositional hearing.' 'The jLJvenile 

probation officer may then be directed 'to make an 

. investigation and identify any pr,oblems and 

circumstances of interest to, the court., After 

98 , 
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I) 

,consiqering the evidence, the court may enter the) 

following judgem~nts to either a delinquent or { 

an incorri~ible child: 

"c-

(1) To theo~are of the child's parents, 
'.:) 

re 1 ati yes or to a reputable ci tizen; and,' 

(2) To the supervision of a probation department. 

In 1980", a total of 3,914 juveniles received 

either probation, probation with restitution ,or 

. continuation of a prior pro.bation disposition. Table 

1 oj) 1 ustrite!L .. the.::~f~OSitfOns-of--'aarua,catecr 
juveniles, by offense, for 1980. If cadjudicated 

/~) delinquent,a child may De sent to the State. 
o 

',Department of Correcti o.ns. Under state 1 aw, nei ther 
.'.... 0 
a child "under the age of eig,ht years nor an incorr-

. igible child may be connni:ttedtoa state correctional 

institution. An incorrigible' chi.ld may be awarded 

to a public or private agency subject to the 

. supervision ofa probation department. The 

Department of Co.rrections'received 565 connnitments '.' - . . . ~ 

> ',) 

I ~ - • 

duri og 1980;. however', 1:h is figure may include' 

multiple conmitments of the same child. 
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Table 10 
o " 

DISPOSITION OF ADJUDICATED JUVENILES BY OFFENSE - 19801 
" .? 

lnvol yes ... 
Against Against Illegal Goods Incorri-~,P~ubiic2~ if.~ 

",,1,:-' o 

PersohProperty. and Services gible P~ace 

~ 

'Pr()bation 

? 

Probation with Restitutiono 

Conti'nued onProba ti on '" 

Conlnitted to StateD§part­
ment of Corrections 

No Prob~t~on ..; .. pr?vid~ 
Work Servlce., Restltutlon, 
or Penalty 

1= , . c, . f-:~:" 

"TOTAL 

, 

o 

458 

76 

81' 

158 I) 

30 

809 

" 

l,442 '" .. J-' 207 
,1 :.. 

'" 493 ' 9 

334 " 83 
0 '~ 

(,on' 

300 17 

146 54 

2,715 3.70 

seri ous offens'e. 
'--' - ~ 

1 COlll1li tti ngoffensemaynot, b~ most 
2Included 'some traffic offenders. 
3May include;l9u1tipleconmitmentsof some juveniles. 

" 

T93 

.3 

53 

9 

46 

304 
[~: 

rj 

t, 

232 

19 

22~ 

81 

994 

", ~~l, 551 
i' 

Source: Arizona Supreme, Court;Case10ad, Financial and Personnel Report, 1980. 
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INDIVIDUAL COUNTY JUVE~ILE COLLECTIONS 
AND PUBLIC SERVIOE .. 1980 

COUNTIES 

" Apache 

Cochise 

Coconino 

Gila 

Graham 
,~, 

Greerrlee 
Ii 

Martcopa 

Mohave 

Navajo 

Pima 

Pinal 

Santa Cruz 

Yavapai 

Yuma 

e 

~ '.-\ 

Restitution, Reimbursement, 
or Penalty' Co11ected ($} 

131 

o 4,.035 

10,918 

4,480 

5,048 

191 

~p 

,,25,533 
0 

18,235 

12,905~ 

68,948 

5,714 

u 5,624 
c 

8,49~ 0 c 

26,301 0 

$196,562 ~ 
'-:: .... -=-~'-;::<';i 

Public Service 
Work Hrs. Camp. 

46 

0 

1,166 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

17,,491 

0 

0 

122 

0 

18,825 

Source: Arizona· Supreme Court; Caseload,~"7Financial " 
and Personnel Report, 1900. 
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Department of Corrections Data 

The State ·Department of Corrections provides 

institutional treatment and community sup~rv;sion 

for youths committed by the juvenile courts. The 
" 

~ 

Department operates two institutions and provides 
c U ," 

residential se~ vices ,~hrough commu·n~1ty treatment 
I v 

centers andcont aC'Clla 1 services. 
if ' 

J 
j 

. _____ • __ ;.-.; • .,.~__ _. " 6 

Tabl'e,S r2 ,rod 13 djs.play __ th~~~ommittingOff~n~e-_ 

an? loca ti onsof 'all D.OC youths as of January 1 " 1981. 

The"-Z:!'i1ajori ty of comm; tments were for property offenses, 
o . ~ 

and approximate1j 45% of a11 juveni1e~ under the 

Department's jurisdiction were located in the two 
" 

institutions,~.~" The median length of stay in the 
··~{'.1lf " ~ 

institutions dur,ing 1980 was 4.6 months. This is 
, '" ,ri-' ~ ~ 

~ ,~ 

slightly mor'e" t~an half the median length of stay 
" , 

. Jor juven i 1 es in 1978. " "0 

"'" ' 

_ The tn)ea tment of vi 01 ent j uven i1 e offenders -"1 s 

~ec~min~a h i 9hP~i O~i ty issue nat i onii 11 y .~owey~r.~ 
1 t 1 s dlff~ ~~}t Wl thl n the present j!ye~i 1 ejustice 

system to i!identify and treat. this youth population' 
, ~';'" ' ',-

, when the ~iopunitttng()ffense,as recorded by the 
o II;',' _ " 

'jUVenile~f0tirt",""iS' not always th~juvenilers most , ~, 

II 
Ii ' 

.--------.-- - --,,-

-
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sertous ()t:fense on record. 

~"!:-.;:,;, J,..Iy •• II .. _.. .. __ 

An analysis of Tabler _12_...ind .. 1cates that only 

26% of the institutionalized juveniles were 

corrnni tte~ for vi 0"1 ent offenses 'I According to DOC, 
Ii:) 

more tha~D half of their commitments have extensive 

historlles of policl: invo,~vem(~nt, including seven 

or more prior court referrals. 

",I 

TlheDepartment has recen(tly submi tted a proposal 
Ii 

to the< Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 

Prevention to develop a program which will address 
i . 

the needs of adjudicated chronic juvenile offenders 
jl: 

with: a ,history of violTnce. 

,I 
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Table 12 

JUVENILES IN DOC INSTITUTIONS BY COMMITTING OFFENSE 
as of. January-l, 1981 

Cormni tting Offense. ~ 

8 " " Number Percent of Total 
,-

96 Crimes against Persons 25.9% 11,1: 

Crimes Against Property 169- 45.7 
~ 

\") 

Drug Related 6 1.6 
-, 

Others* 99 26.8 
~\ 

TOT~L 370 100.0% 

*Includes parole and probation violations 
(~) , 

======================\:'3.1 
·1" 

Table13'~ 

" , 

LOCATION OF ALL JUVENILES UNDER DOC JURISDICTION 
as of- January 1, 1981 

Facility Male female Total 
(:.1' 

Adobe Mountain' Schopl 199 24 223 

Catalina Mountain School· 147 0 147 
-t; 

Conununity Treatment Center 40 0 40 

Contracted Residential 
Treatment 1> 57 6 63 

:.:; 

General COJJD11unity Super. 312" ,< 45 357 - -
TOTAL 755 75 o 830 

*Fonner1y Arizona Youth Center 
Source: Arizona Departr,nent _ofCorr~ions, 

,,:! 1.) -
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The previgbs data an~ analysis have focused on 

jC1JVenile :!:':-ests a~dSUbSfquent iovo] vement with 

the juvenile justice sys1tem. Analyzing aggregate 

crime data and official Jt~tistiCS' however, presents 

on 1 y one side of the d~li n: uency problem. The, 

theory that economic 'jrndjtions and educational 

level may be causative/factors in the criminal 

behavior of individuals has received a great deal qf 
'0 

attention. While it is not within the scope nor' 

the intent of this section tooemonstrate whether a 

correlation exists between these variables and 

delinquent behavior, it is informative' to look at 

youth unemp]oymentand years of schooling, especially '.-' .- , "If , ,. " t~s' . 
. " '.::;;; " 

as .the demand for those·with relatively low education 

;;d,eereases and severely restricts job opportunities 

for thoseindivif:1uals with Jimitedskil1s. 

Educa ti ana 1 Fa9torS o and Del i'nguency 

Numerous s~udies have shown that an inverse 

re,l a ti onship exi sts between educa ti anal level and 

del inquent behavi or.o . The number of" years of 

Ii schooling, as well as what i sactual1y 1 earned,may 

pl~y a causative role.in -delinquency. 
D' 

r,) (:. 
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Based on data from the Bureau of Census, the 

na ti ona 1 drop~out rate for youths ~ges l4-17'for 

the school year 1979"'7,1980 1s'50.:37 per 1,000 enrolled 

students. Table 14 presents information on students 

enro 11 ed in secondary, 1 eve 1 schoo 1,~ in' Ari zona. 
Q 'I 

The drop-out rate in the state per 1,000 enrolled 

ingrades o 7-12 for 1979~,1980 i's 66.62. Drop-outs 
ij 

include all p~pilS discoritinuing their studies,& 
" '\' 

, \ ~ 

before graduation and who Ire over 14 years of age. 

Schools Ilave gradual ly ~volved int~ important 

agencies of socialization an~have taken over a' 

significant amount of social ~Dntrol from th~ 
family unlt~ It" is within~he \~ucattona1 system 

that the chi 1 d is' continually ex\osedto conforming 

or conven t i ana 1 behavi .or , along ~ th" the under 1 yi ng 
" 

nonns and a tti tudes. The 1 onget:~the period of 
," ;, ,) 

schooljng~ the mor~ likely the rihiJd will not engage 
,~ " in del inquent behavi or. ' 

0 

~, 

\'! 
'" 

A cruci.a1 point f~,r young peopl'e o 1ies, therl\, at 

thejunctionbetwe~n the end QfS;choo1fng and 
,;' . . 

o 

full-time work'" Entry into th.e 1 abor force. wi 11 

b,e delayed'as long as the child remains' in s:chool. 

',. 
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The gap between the end of studies and the startO 
i ',. 0 

of employment may be "a time for crimina 1 activi ty n 

• V. ).. ..,' o. 

for a child equipped with "10\1 acad~mic skills and 

limited vocatibnal '~railning in an economy wi.thCi"high " 
·r 

c 0 

demand for technical training, and advanced degrees. 
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'1979-1980 

, , 

. ,Tota lSta te 
.Enro11ment 

GRADE 7 

.' GRADE 8 

·;GRADE 9 

GRADE 10 

. GRADE 11 . 

GRADE 12 

MU~TI-GRADE 
SECONDAR¥·, 

',' 

41,969.·, 

42,002 " 

45,5'13 

44,826 

41.459 ' 

37~\394 

.\ 
~ -..".\ 

~\ 
~ ... \ 

. ~\ .. 
2,924\ 

.,' \\ 

\ 

Total G,rade's' " 
7-12 \, Z56, . .o87 o .. _ , 

;e,' ~ Co,·~ ." 

IPub1 icsbhools '~ly~' 

1 

.l) 

, 

:1120 

'158 

4,431 

4,'368 

3,461 

751 

17.;061 

11'.0..' I) ... ", I'''' . 
2Dro'pout~ '~,re"tho'se classified as such 
15-321. B4,-?;includedarei pupil swho 
granmar sct~dOJ or are over ~14 years 0 

. employeq wi1;hparental con?ent • 

:n 

Dropout Rate 
Per 1,000 Enrolled 

Q 

2.86 

3.76 

82.88 

98.85 

105.36 

92.55 

256.84 

66.62 

. ARS 
ve completed 
age and 8 

co , 
J} I) 

» 

Q . 

,r. 
Q 

1 .. . 

Source: . Anmffi1 Report of . the SUper; TCli F1l" co ... ' t ot Pubcclic' 
Instl~uction,Arizona Depa Tn't~~"'I~ of Education, 
1981.\ 
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" Employment and Delinquency 

() ~ . 

"Jobs requi ri ngl ow technical <" skill s have been 
t1 1\ 

on the decl ine' as modern' technology becomes more 

complex, and ,the demand for those individuals with 
-\ ,~ 

1 i ttl e ~choo 1 i ng is dimi nishi ng. 
'I 

Tb!g'A,,,e~pl oyment 
I~£r~ 

picture ,for the under-educated, 

is bleak. 

. e G.. . ,'~. 

poorly"tradned youth' 
q;: 

The 1980 unemployment rate for teenagers between 

16 and 19 years of age is 15.5 percent.. The. youth 
. CI 

une'mployment rate is generally 10 percentage points 
,G ' 

higher than the adult rate'which, for 1980, was 6.1 

for all adults in the U. S. civ,ilian labor force. 
~ '/.. 

() , ,~ 
q • /! 

A d ·o t b '. . . t t ~I .1) 

"5 lIr , n(l outcome of JP\th unemployment "l'l,5 

that many teenagers move into I adb ltral es Without' .? 
" J \" ~ 

ha vi ng t~e opportuni ty "to ob1a in ,\1 uab 1 e work .' 0 " 

experienc~, and skm~.· Coup~ed Wi~ the shor1:9,ge 

of a t~racti ve j ~b .o{!J!ortun ~ ~i ~~.; 'th, 1 ac~ of . 

expemnce, traln1ng and lowedll~at.1(j\;an result in 

a'cycle of ,unemploymEmt. Tpb1e _)5 J~e"iEalsthat .... , " 

minority~ales ove~whelmfngly ha.ve~i,e?\g~est ~ ,-.-
" " . 

\'l .1 G- ~ 

rates of~ unemployment, throughout Arizona" The youth. 
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,. "unemployment ra in the state rose from 13.8 in 

1979 to l8,.2 in The economic reality for 

teenagers, espet ' lly for those within this category, 

is 

It has 

from chronic u 
/) 

attractiveness 0 

I rgued that, ~he frustration arising 

1 oymen t Serves to enhance the 

crime as an alternative. Moreover~ 

it has be'en su i ted that teenage'energi es might 

not be expended ; delinquent activity were the Y0l:lths 
I 

employed. . 'In di " uss i ng the na fureofj uveni 1 e 

deli nquency, fa rs wh; ch may i nfl uence a teemlger ' s 

decision to becTTinvolved in del;nquentact;vities 

must be conside,' in addition to' the,official crime 

statistics, to .' ve a inore complete picture of the 
,0 

extent and na tu of the prob 1 em~ , 

o 

"'0:::: ':\\'~ 
, 0-" 

. i~~~ 
",'V 

111 o , 

[f 

---

.,'. 



--

o 

Table 15 

UNEMPLOYMENT RATES -°1980 

ARIZONA - 18.2 

White Males 16 ~ 17 
'White Females 1.6 ,:",17 
Nbn-White Males 16 - 17 . ", ,,'.,' 

Non-White Females 16- 17 

14.8 
14.8 
:27.5 
13.9" 

0) 

--,-----'--- --------.--.----
PHOENIX 

Wh i te Ma 1 e s 1~5 - 17 
White Females 16 -17 
Non-White Males 16 - 1.7 
Non-White Females 15-17 

MARICOPA COUNTY 
(ExcludfngPhoenix) 

White Males 16 - 17 
Whi te Femal es., 16 - 17 
Non-White Males 16 - 17 
Non-White Females 16 - 17 

17.2 
11.4 
30.0 
15.3 

,,1"1-.3 
11 .. 4~' 
27. 9'~ ~ 0 

28.0 

-----~----------------~--
TUCSON 

, 

White Males 16 - 17 ' 
White Females 16 ... "17 ' 
Non-White Males 16 - 17 
Non-Whi te Females "16' - 17 

14.8 
15.9 
30.3 

N/A 

~ - _'~.;"";" - - _H __ ~ _ ..... _._ ~ _._ ~._~"'" _ .... _.-

o ,', 112 
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Table 15 (Cont.) 

UNEMPLOYMENT RATES - 1980 

PIMA COUNTY 
(Excluding Tucsori) 

White Males 16 - 17 , 
,White Females 16 - 17 

Non-White Males 16 - 17 
Non-White F~maJ es 16 ... 17 

o 

o 

¥ , c' ~ 

-~.~~~"~~-'--~'--~!"'"'-"_',":"._~,. __ :_~ ~ f;. 

Source :-~> Au';; zona Department of EconomtcSecuri ty, 
Labor'Market Information" Research and 

. Analysi s. 
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tlIlVENI! E ,JIlSTICF TERMINOlOGY. 

,{, (1 , 

Adjudicated ~ Having been tlie Subject of comple~d ' 

juvenile proceedings and fo~nd to be a delinquent, 
< II 

a" status offender, or' a d~P\mdent. For example, 

an adjudication that
v 

a juve~ile has qormnitted 

a delinquent act is similar 'to a conviction 

in a criminal court. I 

Advisory Hearing - A hea;inJthat ~llows t~e 
I . '--

juvenile to be informed of~He all eg~~ns" 
I',' - 0 

~, 

against him and to provide ah opportunity for 
'II .) 

ii entry of a pl ea. I! 
, il 

C . t t Th' t . f \1\. d·· 1 ff . O~l men - . e ~c 10n 0 a ilJU lela .olcer 
~' 11 ., . 

. Iorderi ng tha tan adj ud; cat~fq!del i:nquentor 
II"" Q 

status offender be admitted irJ"to a a correct'jonal 

facility. 

[) 

COP,1lllunity Facility or Treatment Center .. A 
<;) 

correctional facility from which residents are 

regularlypermftted to "depart, unaccompanied 
o 

by any off; cia 1, for the pu.rposeof daily use 

114 
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" 

D 
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/; 

, 
rl", 

of commu~i. ty resources such as school s. 

Correctiona'l lnsti tution - A secure facil i ty 

havi rig cust()di a 1 authority' over del i nquents 
'I 

and _status offenders commi tted to confi nement ~.......:.~ ..... 
Q'~}:: 

after.a juvenile disposition hearing. 

Deinstitutionalization .. The policy of removing 

youthful offenders frcim secureGdetention or 

correctional facilities to placement within 

nonsecure facilities such as foster homes ot 

runaway eenters. 

Del i.nquent - A juveni 1 e who has been adjudi ca ted 

bya judicial office,r as having committed'a. 

delinquent act, whtchis an act for whi'"ch an 

"adul t coul d be j)rosec~ted ina crimina 1 court. 

Dependent - A juvenile over whom a Juvenile 
q 

Court ha'S assumed jurisdiction because it has 

found his care by parent, guardf.an, or 
'11 

custodian to fallshortofa legal ,standard of 

proper care, ,~y being neglected,abandoned, 

or'abused. 
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Detention - The legally authorized holding in 

confinement of a person subject to Juvenile 
o • 

Court proceedings, until the point of release 

or commitment to a correctional facility. 

DispO~ition - The decision of a Juvenile Court 
\\ 

that a juvenile be committed to a correctional 
'" 

facility, 'placed in a car,e or, treatment program, 

placed on probation, or released. 

Pisposition Hearing - A hearing conducted 

after an adjudication hearing to determine 

the most appropriate placement of the juvenile. 

",",", '~, 

Group Home - A non-confining residential facility 

for adjudicated juveniles, intended to reproduce 

as closely as Pos~t6le the cirCUmstances of 
s 

familyli'fe, and at a minimum, providing access 
c; ~. _. l' 

to" ,community activities and resources. 

Irycorrigible - A juvenile who is found by the n
ll 

l\Juvenile Court to b~ beyong the control oT 
a Q 
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Juvenile - A p~rson subject to juvenile court 

~roceeding$ because an event occurred while his 

,age was below the ,specified limit of original 

jUrisdiction. Although the age limit varies 
• ON "fl.. , 

~ .,. f ~ 

in differ~nt states: >It is most often,j:he 

eighteenth birthday, as it is in Arizona. 

Parole - The status of a committed offender 

condit.ionally released from a state or federal 

confinement facility. prior to the expirati9n 

of hi s., ,commi tment,' and pl aced under the 
1'1; 

supervision ofa parole agency. 

P~,ti ti on - A document fi 1 ed in Juveni 1 e Court 

alleging that a juvenile is a delinquent, a 

status offender, or a dependent, and asking 

that the court assume jurisdiction over the 
., 

juvenile, or asking that the juvenile" be" " 

transferred to a criminal court for prosecution 

as an adult. 

~ . 
Probati·on- The conditional freedom "granteet 

) 1I 

,'1 by a j ud i c i al offi s~r to an all eged offender, 

or adjudicated ~uveni1e, as long as the youth 

meets certain conditions of behavior. 
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Referral - A request by the police, parents, or 
/ 

other agency or person, that a court take 

appropriate action concerning a'juvenile 

alleged to have committed a delinquent act, 
'J 

a status offense, or to 'be dependent. 
" 

Status Offense -An act or conduct which is 
-

declared by statute to be an 1fense, but 

only when committed or engag~in by a ' 

juvenile. TypiG,al status offenses are violation 
" 

of curfew, running away from home, truancy, 

possession of an alcoholic beverage, and 

J ncorrigi bi 1 i ty. 
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Double 9i9it inflatfon, rising unemployment, 

limitations on revenue generation and i~creasing 
I; ! 

crime a,r~ pa~t of the daily scenario ih' Arizona a~!' 
in the r"es t of the na ti on. These, facts .,; each one 

alarming ,unto itself",~ "are causing both the" federal 

government and the s~p.tes to cri tica lly exami ne 

trietr budgets ~nd expenditures. -The Criminal 

9 Justi cft' System has "come under i ncreas i ng scruti.ny 

wi th regards to its success in rehabi 1 i ta_ti!19 

offenders ,who represent an enormous cost to the 
" " 

taxpayOi ng pub 1 i c. 
";';:-)-;:~! 

In 1967 the federal government began';'coll ecti ng 
.J . ~:, _ ",7) 

public expenditure and employment data on civil 
<I 

and ctiminaJ justice activities in the United 

States. The i nformat~ion was aggregated ,for muni'ci'-
" 

par!~res_·,--~oY.~~l~~.,. st~tes-~cinc;lthe:"ieder-1l1;goV;r~ ... -. -.~-'--, 
o ,., 

ment. "In 1979, th~l Expendi ture ang Employment 
Y.l ~~~ ~ " 

~~~-~ 
l\ 

~epor~ fell victim to the~Government's"budge1:;ary 

cutoacksand wa~s phas~d out. Efforts are being made 

by the U. S. Census. Bureau to compensate forthe~ 
c' 

lack of criminal justice fina·ncial data, however 

the, rpaJori:ty of the Expend; tureand"'Emp 1 o.YJ!Lent 
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categories wil~ not be captured. Accordingly, the 

last available comprehensive criminal justice 
1; 

expenditure data for Arizona is for the fiscal 
'0 

year 1979." 

" 

Duri ng f'isca 1 ye!!:Jl979", Ari zo~a crimi na 1 

justiceexpen9 i tures totaled $317,295,6Cf9. The 

most costly activities were po1iceprotection, 
9 

corrections, and judicial services" (Figure .~6[~-

Figure "2b'i~, ""', 
'~, 

ARIZONA CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURES 
v Fiscal Year 1979 , ~ 

I> 

Total Criminal Justi.ce System -$317 ,295,60~ 

Corrections (23%) 
-$ 74 ,132 , 4 73 0 

Other Criminal'; Justice 
(less than 1%) 
$1,467,757 

Public" Defense' 
o $6 , 085,3200 0 

Judicial (11%), 
$36,263,326 

Cegal Services and 
ProsccutiOJl (7%) 

'--$21,950,343 ' 

Source: U.S. nepartmf:1nt of Justice, LEAA - Criminal 
, Just; ce Eexpend i ture and Employment Survey, 1979. 
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The-distribution for:Arizona{s 
D' 

criminal justice 
c .~; 0 

expenditures for fiscal"year 1979°'is 
n . 

presented 0,; i 
f) 

Table level 16 by type of' 
,) 

activity. 
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Table 16 
",0 c:' 

I 

co ARIZONA IMINAlJUSTICE EXPENDIiURES 

<'J • 0 

fi;tal Year 1979 

J'(j 

. ; ;' " 

", ,Total. Crimi na 1 
,'Justice System 

Poiice 
,. . . Protection' 

.' "''\Judicial 
0" • ,,;.: 

. Legal ;'Servicei 
and. Prosecution ." 

,"Pub] i c Defense." .,' 

,ARIlONA& 
, TOTAL 

'317,295-,616 

177,396,392,'" 

36263328." '> ., 

C21 , 9?O ,344 

. '6,085,320 

,. ,Corrections
o ,""cr 9(4,132,475 ' 

, "-> 

Other Crimi na 1 - II 

Justice 0 ~ ~:111,ll67 ,757 ' 
. ~" ,8'" // ' • 

.' Source: U. S, Department i~" Justlce" 
• 0 • • ~d ~mpl0~ent sTey , 1979. 

if. ~ 

.~'.'." . " 

o 

" 

STATE 
Q 

y 99,084,000 

, 0 

5,475,000 

" '5,147,000 

, -0-
'f" ~ 

1,128,000 

COUNTIES 
'-"" ..::...:;...::..;..;:..::....::.,;::;...;;.. 

30t~l76,966 .' 

25, 18~,1?3, 
Ii ," 

,11 ~·944;058./ " 

C, 5 885.215' 
" "'" 

"28,088',746" • 

'T r 

LEAA~crJ.:minal·.··).l iusti ce,Expendi ture ' 
o .'" ~\lp! ... 

" ,~,.'~' , . . ,," 

:.0 ~ 

Q _\ 0. -

'D. . '" 

L· \, 

'~"," '\. 

'"", 

,t ' , .' . , ... 'r,S • 
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o· 
~, 

" 

--

o 

• V· ' 

,.859,286 

. a 

,729 ., o 

{j . 

.I ' 

. ':: 

,0 

\ ,. 

o. 



-

." 

".~ -

. ! 

, , 
~, - ; > 

._ I' 

-' 

- .. . '. 

~---~-------------~-~-.-------------------

, ~1 .:" , 

• ','" ": ' • > ' • , ' <.,..'~'- ,. 
:-~? -~~";~~.,..,:.:... .. ---~,,",,,,,,~,~,,,,,,,,~~,,, .-"' ...... ~~, .. .' .... ,}\ "" ... .:.~ ... ,~., ...... _;.... .. .:.:.. __ h~.~. __ .... ~ ... ..,:..::...,:..<~ • ...;" ... , .. ,.,...'""'-'~~~ .. ""'''''''''''''~''''''''h~,, ___ .... ,."".~""'-"-ri ....... ~ .. "·> .. _: •• n'''t<~'_,,>Y .. j\,A~.~. -"". """",,",,n .. ~,,,, .~.~ .. ~.~ .. -, ,_,.,..:._.....:..c-;:-~ ~'? ,,... -.. ,',." - _ .. ~;~.-i'""~~~'-",1>«o"~~"""'''_-'';k_~)'''':'''';''''''",,I.''''-;:''':'·;;'_';"' ~·;.~;'-.t:':""""~;:':·':';"·"~;:;;O~;j"7."':'~·~· ;~.--'-'--~_~_---:."' _'" _ .• ~~2..;..) ~"~_Jf\""'-.;~~-":~V:""";''''''''''-;:::~'':':;':;::::;:::;-~-::;:''''~:':::::':::~%,::::;''''::'::7"~~,",,;;~;;'''7''''::;':~"~';;;':''~'::~;:;"':::;=::""';::~-.:::O"""~ ... "=.~~~.=-::..--::-t"----:.-:-:~_-.;:-Fi'-:-~"~~~::-" .. '''''!. 

[) 

v 

. ,I 

As in the past, more than ha"l f of Ari zona I s 
'd 

crimtnal justi"ce expenditures were for police 

protejtion, ($177 million or 56%)~ Corrections the 

second hi ghest category," accounted for $74 mtll ion 

or 23%. This ca,~egory in1ludes the state prison 

and parole system, countyii jails and detention centers, 

and adult and juvenile probation departments. 

JUdicial activities accounted for 11% of th~ ex-

penditures while the remaining three.categories--legal 
,'J! 

services and prosecutton ,'pub]i cdefense, and other 
o 

crimi na 1 justi ce acti viti es--accounted~ for~rel ati've ly 

smaller shares. 

. Ana lyzi ng expendi ture data in tota l( tends to 
" 
" obscure .important differences in the 'way tfie state~ 

c 
e, 

as opposed tc,icounti es and muni c',:pal i ties, sperft <. 

crimi'nal justic~' funds.' The ';foll owing ;figUr~ are " 
, 

graphi c compari sons of the ~xpendi tU.re di stri buti on 
. . 

of these three levels ofgpvernment; 'll 

. , 

significantly surpassed those for pollee 'Ptotection, 
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o 

46% and 42% respecti"vely. The balance of state 
.~ 
~, 

expenditures was di'strtbuted as Jollows': judicial, 

6%;. legal services and prosecution, 5%; and otiler 

crimi'nal justice, 1%. No state funds were spent 

on public defense. 
o 

Counties spent their criminal justi'ce f4nds 

almost equally on police protection (30%), corrections 

(27%), ~nd judicial~services (25%). Legal services 

and prosecution accounted for 12% of expenditures 

while '6% was' s'penton PUblic defense. Less than 1% • a :l 

was spent on othe~"criminal justice expenses. 

o. 
Police protection dominated municipal s,riminal 

,1;';., 

justice spending with over 9'0% of expenditures {) 
,~) 

occurri n9 in thi s ca tegorY.7 Add i tiona 1 s pendi ng 
11(" Cb"" 'I, I • 

was\vided bet,ween" legal services and prosecution 

(4%) \nd judicial services (5%) .• Public defense, 

correct; ons and other crimi n.al justi ce categories 

each accounted for less than 1% of the total 
" 

municipal criminal justice monies • 
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COMPARISON OF EXPENDITURE DISTRIBUTIONS 

STATE 
$99,084,OO(biJ @ <J 

'l 

Judicial (6%) 

Legal Services 
& Prosecution 

, (5%) 
~~ 

Other Crlmi na 1 
Justice, 

(l%) 

o 
Police 

Protecti on (42%) 

{} 

{l Corrections (46%) 
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Fi gure 27 

. " 

COMPARISON OF EXPENDITURE DISTRIBUTIONS, 

COUNTIES 

$101,934,959 

Legal Services & 
Prosecution 12% 

Public Defense 
o 

, 

, Other Crimi nal 
Just; ce , (l ess 
than 1%) 

Q . Judici,a 1 25% 

/-
, ci, 

o 

Corrections 
27% 

Police 
Protection 

30% ~i; 
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Fi'gure 27 

~, ': 
COMPARISON OF EXPENDITURE DISTRIBUTIONS' 

\ 
I' 

Legal Services & 
Prdsecution-4% 

JUdicial-5% 

Corrections, 

Municipalities 

$116,276,650 

Public Defense, ahd 
Other Criminal Justice 
(less than 1% each)' 

n g {.~ \) 0 

" 

Police 
Protect; on~96% 

~ource:"' U~,S •. , Deparbrie~,t of ~,ustice", LEAA-Criminal 
. JUsti,ce ExpeJldi ture and Employment Survey, 

1979. 
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Overall, municipali.ties accounted fpr $116 million, 

or 37% of Ari zona I s crimi,na'l' justi'ce expe~di tures'; 

counties $101 million, or 32%; ~nd the state $99 
" .;; 

mill ion, or 31%.Whem each ,activity" is exa!"ined 
Q 

" 
separately, the proportions of funds spent by the 

state, cbunties, and municipalities, varied accord- ~ 

n ingto governmental responsibilities (Figure 27). 
o 

!·2) 

Municipalities spent more on police protection 
Q 

than the state and'counties combined, reflecting 

"the fact that most. of the s~tatel"s population i~ in " 
So, c'''' "," ~ , c";:; 

"' ". . 

incorporated cities and towns. Judicial activities,' 

"ega 1 servi ces and p'rosecut i on, and publ i c defense 

, were primari'ly supported by county governments. 

State and county governmeonts shared the respon­

s'; bi 1 i ty, for corrections--the state operati ng ,the 
. . ...... , ';"',' 1r . , 

',..;'/ . 

°pris~on and patol~ system and t~e counties supporting 

, \1 

2. ' 
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Figure 27 

PROPORTION d'F CRIMINAL JUSTICE \=UNDS EXPENDED 
. B'i STATE, COUNTIES, AND'MUNIGIPALITIES 

I I 

------------~-----........ -------'.----~ -----------~~~-----~ 

'" 

<,..-"~.~ ~"""""'. ~-'"" 

; 
",;~,d;;"", ~ ...... ~_",:_-. 

c\ 

T~ble 16-1 shows state total expenditures and 

breakdowns ofQeach category during the fiscal 

years 1975 to 1979. The dat~ presented establish 
"., 

State Counties Muni'ci pa 1 i, ti es 

a clear trend of upward movement in all categories 

except Other Criminal Justice Expenditures. The 

(J 

To~al Criminal Justice 
System - $317,295,609 

7,-':::. 

Police Protection 
$177,396,390 

\\ 

Judicial 
$36,263,326 

Legal 'Services and 
Prosecution 
$21,950,343 

Pub 1 i c Defense, 
$6,085,320 

Corrections 
$74,132,473 

Other Crtmina1 
Justice 

$1,467,757 

c:::;:-

· ............ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . · ............. . 
• • • • • • • • • • • 0 ••• · ........... . . 

31% 32% 37% 

· ...... . ........ · ...... . • • • • • • • • · ..... . . 
i.E: 

24% 17% 59% 

15% 69% 

24% 

.................. ' ..... . ·.·.·.·.·o·.·.~.·.·.!.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.· • 0 •••• "" •• G .... ' ............. . 
• • • • • • e' ••••••• e'. ' ••••••• 

54% " 22% 

...................................................................... " ... :.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.: •...............• : •. :.:.:.:.:.:.:.:. 

/) 

61% 

() 

77% ~,J} 
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" 97%' 3% 

. 

38% 

.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . '. 
•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ........................... :.:. 

1% 

4% 19% 

" i; 

most significant increases are seen in Legal Services/ 

Prosecution and Corrections spendtng, a.strong 

indication that increased spending on prosecution 

will subsequently produce the need for more 

corrections. Inflation or population increases 

a~e not taken into account ;n this data. -'. 

Table 16-11 refers to the same data> broken down 

',~ . 

by"levelof government: Criminal justice expenditures 

by sta~te, counties, and municipali'ties~ 
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CHANGE IN ,ARIZONA CRIMINAl, JUSTICE EXPENDITURES FISCAL YEARS, 1975-1979' 
'0 Arizona Total 

(Expenditure amounts are given in thousands of dollars) 

(~!J 

Tbta;lCrimi na 1 
Justice System 

Direct Expenditures 
% Change over 
previ OljS :yea r 

..... Police Protection" 
,~, Direct ExpenditUres 

% Change over 
previous yea''r 

Judicial 
Direct Expenditures 
% Changeover 
previoys~!,ear 

Legal Services and 
Prosecuti,on 
,Di rect Exp,endftures' 

, %oChang~ Over 
previous, year ' . 

'.--; 

o 

1975 i, I~ 1916 

117,976 

"" 
" 21,188 

" j--
" 

:' ~J:\ 

10",145 
ii' 

"'~ 

$243,613 

20.6 

13§,8fj2 
a 

15.2 

38,222 

:-;1 
80.4 

0 

0 

12,322 

'21.,5 

0' 

r 
t 
II ' 

1977 

,1.1 

,,5.9 

1;46,508 

7.8 

29,819 
~ 

2&1.0' 
,~. 

'" 

15,224 

23,,5 

$278,994 

8.2 

157,284 

1'.,4 

30,169 

1.2 

18,928 

24.{3 

""'i 
!lbl~ ~ 

. c:::: " 

\,'t 

)}-

,g 

1979 

$317,295, 

, 13 .. 7 

177,396 

12.8 

% Change 
1975;1979 

r~ r, 

I' ,,," 

c, 36~, 263 
" 

20.2 ,0 71. 1 

" 
. 21"950 

, , 
a 

16.0 116.4 

, ~, 

o 
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Table 16-1 (Cont.) 

,CHANGE IN ARIZONA? CRIMINAL JUSTICE ~XPENDITURESfISCAL YEARS, 1975-1979 
Ari zona""Total (9 

~Expenditure amounts are given in thousands of dollars) 
'(;-. 

Pub1 ic Jerfense­
Direct Expehdftures , 
% Change over ~ 
previous years 

Corrections . 
Direct Expenditures 
% Change ov.er 
previou~6years 

Other Criminal Justice 
Direct Expenditures .. 
% Change over' ~ 
previous years 

3,535 
0 

~ q 

43,,786 

5,329 
o;} 

., 

4,669 
f) 

32.1 

46,203 

5.5 
"~ 

6,335 

18.9 

5,448 

16.7. 

<? 55,551 

20.2 

5,335 
'.<' 15(tB' -

''t -, \~1, 

,'j, 

5,496 

0,.9 

65,~85 " 

J8.6 

1,232 

76.9 

, 0 

'4:, 

Q. 

i:::::~:;:::, 

::;-~ 

6,085 
'" 10.7 

74,132 

12.5 

1,467 

19.1 

{;., 'u 

c 

72.1 

" 69.3 r 
Ii .. "'; 

11 ~72. 5 . 
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Table 16-11 

CHANGE IN"ARIlONA CRIMINAL' JUSTICE EXPENDITURES FY1975" - 1979 
j \' ~'State,otounties and'lMunicipa1ities 

a 

(Expenditure, amounts are g,i yen in thousands of doll ars) 

o 

II 

, \1'" 
II County Total , 
:\1""'" 'Di ree t -.Expendftur~:s 
, %Chahge over , 
. ' • , ,I 

'.,~c'"'> P!:~Xl o~~~.,M,~~ f. ~~"":"'III, " 
-7·' ':" ~'. 0 " Ii) , 

i-( 

I, 
Munici pa 1 Total' II 

,p. 

Direct Ex:pendi tures' 
",,% Change" over 

previous year 

\ 

" 

,$92,483 

30.1 

$83,774 

-9.4 

$71,801" $88,327 $102,881 

23.0 16 .. 5 

'J 

, " '0, " 

o 

$89l953 $101, 9:t4 

7.4 

$108,098 $l16,276 
o 

5. 1 

c, 

o 
o 

o , 

0' 

7.6'61.9 

" 

o 

;(' 

I 

'-" ,.' 

c 
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Data collected bi LEAAwere supplemented with 

data from local government budgets through 1978. The 

"fiscal yearo 1979 data presented in Table ~i.7~ex.~tiJd~~ _. 
-:) , 

those sma 1 Tmuni cipal i ttes ' whi ch fai l'edtoreport their 

information,·or had a population base too small to 
'I;.) lj 

o 0 

be counted .. ', 

<:!'J' .," 

'. The reader i s~auti oned agai n~t m'aki ng dj rect 

cQmpari s~ns,among counties. ff()rsevo~ra 1 reasons. A 
>-1," . c.. Q • ~' '. C-" , 

d 

loc'll ,:government may have had large capital';outlays 

duting the year that inflated. their reported 

'expenditures. Also,. eQx,:rengitures for . Indian crtminal u", 

just,i ce agenti es.ar:e e>scl ude~, resul ti 09 in under. 

reporti ngfor somDe'· counties. 
,j 
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; .' , 
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Total Criminal 
Justice System 

Gounty Gov't 
Municipalities 

Police 
" 

Co~ntyGov't 
Municipalities 

.r- '-:::.:--; 

Judicial 

County Gov't 
" Municipalities 

Legal Services 
and Prosec,ution 

County Gov't 
Municipalities 

0, 

., 
., 

Ii J~;ble 17 
u ~~ 

I DIRECT EXPENDITURES BY COUNTY, FY 1979 

! Apache Cochi'se Coconi'no Gi,l a 
I 
I $671,969 $4,566,051 $4,266,616 $1,480,246 

1,480,246 ' I 671,969 2,851,796 2,629,653 
°Nlf\ 1,714,255 1,636,963 , NIA 

'" 

321,685 2,771,788 2,217,324 719,251 

321,~85 1,238,077 794,802 719,251 
NIA 1.~533,7l1 1,422,522 NIA 

140,602 ~.30,649 673,058, 382, 166 

140,602 561,749 563,076 382,166 
NIA 68,900 109,982 NIA 

- - ~ ;0 .:; ~ 

64,54,9 446,634 33,2,312 1'50,191 
~ 64,549 364,656 242, 730~, 150,191 

NIA 81,978 89,582 NIA 
'" 

0 

f 
0 

." .' 

''1::' 

v , 

o 

.) 

Graham 
Q ' 

Greenlee Marioopa 

$762,453 $860,727$136;337,853 

498,760 
263,693 

860,727 
NIA 

404,841 231,774 

169,717 231,774 
235,124 NIA 

47,177,000 
89,160,851 

90,443,563 

10,152,000 
80,291,563 

138,154124,806 '17,801,398 

117,988 124,80& 
20,166, N/~ 

92,125 

83,722 
8,403 

33,040 

33,040 
, N/A 

13,377,000 
4,424,398 

9,970,842 

6,362,000 
3,608,842 
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Tab1e,1f!tJ (Cont.) 
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DIRECT EXPENDITURES BY COUNTY; FOR YEAR 1979 
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Tota 1 Crimj na 1 0 

J,usti ce System 

County Gov't 
Municipalities 

Police 

County Gov't 
Municipalities 

Judicial 

County Gov't 
Municipalities 

S'lega 1 ", Servi ces 
and Prosecution 

county Gov I t 
Municipalities 

o 

Table 17 (Cont.) 

DIRECT EXPENDITURES BY COUNTY, \\ FY,1979 

Mohave Navajo Pima Pinal 
" 

? 

Santa Cr:~tz Yavapa i c ~ Yuma 

o 
q , 

$3,291,624 $1,405,117.$47,393,136 $6,349,~82 $1,352,062 $3,618,922 $5,855,144 
" .. j" , 

2,605,117 1,405,11]., 29,469,000 4,963,070 
1,386,612 686,507:' N/A 17,924,136 

2,134,141 

1,509,917 
624,224 . 

570,'843 26;'392,08~ 3,245,655 

570,843 10,056,000. 2,038,723 
N/A 16,3,36,086" 1 ,206,932 

891,585 
460,477 

, 904,981 

493,794 " 
411,187 

2,628,847 
990,075 

' 2,009,364 
0 

1,200,749 
80,8,615 

551,581 309,447 '6,311,287 1,816,893 208,930 837,995 

" fJ 

523~638 
27,943 

214,328 

179,988 
34,340 

o 

0 

0 

I' 

309,447 
N/A 

151 ,104 

151,104 
N/A 

o 

5",577,000 
734,287 

4,16,1,452 

3,.437,000 
724,452 

o ," 

1,750,311 
, 66,582 

343,961 

273,93~ 
}0,O:t7 

, I; 

"/ 

[2 184,930 
24,000 

" 113,350 

88,060 
25,290 

o 

Q 

n " 

(~i' 

791,957 
46 038 
t~} ~ ~ 

0' 

377 088 ' , , 

249,464 
127,624 

J, 

o 

II 

3,802,064 ~ 
2,,053,080 : 

3,165,097 ' 
" 

c, 

1 ,279,634 ' 
1,885,463 " 

352 368 i' ,. " 

~,\ 

263,620 
88,748, 

'j;: 
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Public Defense 

CountYGo'v't , 
Munic;jpa1itie~ 

Corrections 

Cbunty (iovlt 
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'. 

Other Crit"inalo 
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Mun i, c i pa 1ft; es 
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Table 17 (Cont.) 

DIRECT EXPENDITURES BY£COUNTY, FY 1979 
, 0 

Mohave' 0° 

$ 68.,720 0 

'··68,720 
-0-

" (: ---.. 

'322,854 
<) 

322,854 n 

..;0:-

-0;" 

.,-0'" 
'-0-

~avajo 

"0 

-0-

..:0-
N/A 

$373:?723 

373',72·3 
NIA 

Q 

-0- ~\ 
NtA 

Pi1ma '. ~$ Pinal 

$1 ,827 ,00,0<: $492,734 

1 ,707,000 
120,000 

492,484 
250 

J:, 
santa Cruz 

-o~ 

-0-
-0-

8,692,000 

8,692''',000 
-0-

450,446 q 124,802 

9,311 

-0-
9,311 

407 625" , 
42,821 

1'\ 

~o-

-D­
c -0-

124,802 
-0-

-0-

Yavapai 

-0-

0
·, - -" 

-0-

333,860 

333,860 
-0-

60,616 

52,818 
7,798 

Yuma 

$ 217,797 

217,797 
-0-

1,25ff,521 

1,258,521 
-0-

-0-

-0-
-0-
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