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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A
}
L

This report is a study of the characteristics and criminal justice
processing of 106,220 adult felony arrests which were disposed in New York
State in 1979. Data for the analyses were obtained from the Computerized
Criminal History Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (CCH/OBTS) data
system maintained by the New York State Division of Criminal Justice Services.

The analyses reflect those felony arrests for which a final 1979
disposition was reported to the Division. (It is estimated that approx-
imately 20 percent of the actual number of arrests were unavailable for
analysis due to nonreporting of dispositions.) In order to insure that
the greatest possible number of cases would be available, the analysis
was scheduled to allow for the reporting of a maximum number of delinquent
or pending dispositions. Substantial reporting delays are not uncommon.
For example, as of the end of 1981, only 56 percent of felony arrests that
occurred in 1980 had final dispositions recorded on the CCH/OBYS data base.
In addition, the Indictment Statistical System maintained by the Division
was used to provide final dispositions for approximately 3,200 arrests
that were missing from the CCH/OBTS.

An assessment of the/validity of the CCH/OBTS data used for this re-
port was made by comparing geographic, démographic and offense variables
with an arrest-based data file that represents the population of all cases
without regard to the problem of missing dispositions. There was found to
be a close comparison between the two data sets with regard to the demo-
graphic and offense (type and class) variables examined.. However, arrests
from the more urban counties had & higher probability of being included in
the OBTS analysis file than would be expected from the arrest-based data.
This may be a function of different reporting systems employed in urban and

. nonurban areas, and has the effect of overrepresenting the characteristics
of urban cases in data presented for the State as a whole.

Information is presented on system processing outcomes, the nature of
arrest offenses and the characteristics of persons arrested. These data are
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compared for three major geographic regions of the State: New Yurk City,
the six largest counties outside of New York City,a and the remaining
counties of the State.b

Criminal Justice Processing

In all regions, only a small proportion of arrests were disposed as
a result of actions by prosecutors or grand juries. The vast majority
of felony arrests were ultimately disposed in court,.particularly the
"Tower" criminal courts. These are courts having jurisdiction over mis-
demeanor or lesser offenses only. Since all offenders in the study were
arrested for at Teast one felony, it is clear that reduction in the serious-
ness of charges from arrest to disposition is relatively common throughout
New York State.

Overall, almost six out of ten felony arrests resulted in a conviction.
Conviction rates in misdemeanor courts were substantially lower than in

upper, or felony courts, and dismissal rates in the misdemeanor courts were
correspondingly higher. Most convictions were obtained by plea rather
than by trial (particularly in the lower courts), and acquittals were rare.

-- Statewide, 97.3 percent of the 106,220 arrests were disposed
by court action; 78.0 percent in the lower courts and 19.3
percent in the upper courts.

-- Almost 58 percent of felony arrests ultimately led to conviction.

-~ Among the cases processed in the lower courts, 53.0 percent led
to conviction and 46.4 percent were dismissed. Less than one
percent were acquitted.

-- Among cases processed in the felony courts, 84.5 percent were
convicted and only 9.5 percent were dismissed. Slightly over
four percent led to acquittal.

a . .
For planning purposes, these counties plus New York City are known as

"Metropolitan Planning Areas" or "MPAs". 1In the report and elsewhere in this

;gggary these counties (excluding New York City) are referred to as "Other

b . .
}n the report and in this summary these jurisdictions are referred
to as "Other Areas."

ix
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-~ Convictions by plea accounted for 89.8 percent of lower court
convictions and 75.6 percent of upper court convictions.

Persons convicted in the upper courts were most 1ikely to receive
sentences to incarceration, most of these being sentences to state prisoﬁ.
In addition, almost one-third of those convicted in the Tower courts were
sentenced to incarceration in the Tocal jails. (Lower courts are not em-
powered to sentence persons to state prison.) In total, nearly four out
of ten convictions resulted in some form of incarceration.

Probation was the most frequently imposed form of nonincarcerative
sentence in the upper courts. In the Tower courts, the use of nonin-
carcerative sentences varied by region of the State.

-~ More than 47 percent of upper court convictions received sentences
to state prison and an additional 16.3 percent were sentenced to
Tocal jail (or received "split" sentences which included some
jail). Almost 29 percent received probation. )

-- Almost 32 percent of lower court convictions received jail or
split sentences. Slightly over 26 percent received conditional
discharges; 21.3 percent were fined and 15.8 percent received

_ probation in the lower courts, statewide.

Comparison of data by region shows differences along the rural/urban
continuum, both in terms of processing patterns and in terms of the
characteristics of the cases being processed. Differences between New
York City and the rest of the State were particularly sharp. One con-
sequence of these differences 1is that global analyses of statewide data
tend to obscure upstate processing patterns, since more than 76 percent

of the felony arrests disposed in 1979 occurred in New York City.

In addition to processing substantially greater absolute numbers of
cases, New York City also processed a larger proportion of its cases
through the Tlower courts than did the other regions, and obtained pro-
portionately more convictions by plea.

Both Tower and upper court conviction rates in the City were Tower
than in the rest of the State, but incarceration rates (and particularly

sentences to state prison) were markedly higher. Probation was less
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Tikely to be used in the City, particularly for lower court convictions.

Conditional discharge was the most common form of nonincarcerative sentence -

in New York City's lower courts.

-~ Of the 106,220 felony arrests disposed in 1979 that were
ana]yzgd for this report, 80,986 (76.2 percent) were from New
York City, 15,600 (14.7 percent) were from the other Metropolitan
Planning Areas and 9,634 (9.1 percent) were from the Other Areas.

-~ Almost 81 percent of New York City arrests were processed in
the Tower courts as opposed to 71.8 percent of arrests from
the Other MPAs and 64.7 percent from the Other Areas.

-- Among cases processed in lower courts, conviction rates were
51.6 percent in New York City, 54.7 percent in the Other MPAs
and 64.9 percent in the Other Areas. More than 34 percent of
court convictions received jail (or split) sentences in New
York City, as opposed to 20.6 percent in the Other MPAs and
28.3 percent in the Other Areas.

- Approxima?ely 93 percent of New York City lower court convictions
were obtained by plea. In the Other MPAs the percentage was
78.8 percent and in the Other Areas, 80.3 percent. For upper
court convictions, the comparable figures are: New York City,
78.8 pircent; Other MPAs, 73.1 percent; and Other Areas 67.5
percent.

-~ Upper court conviction rates were 81.9 percent in New York City,
88.4 percent in the Other MPAs, and 89.4 percent in the Other
Areas. Nearly 56 percent of these convictions resulted in sen-
tences to state prison in New York City; 38.2 percent in the
Other MPAs and 28.7 percent in the Other Areas. An additional
13.4 percent upper court convictions received jail sentences in
New York City. In the MPAs and the Other Areas, the figure
was approximately 21 percent.

--  Slightly 1gss than_25 percent of upper court convictions in
New York City received probation. In the MPAs the figure was
32.0 percent and in the Other Areas, it was 39.0 percent.

-- Among qonincarcerative sentences for lower court convictions,
conditional discharge was most frequently imposed in New York
City (28.6 percent of convictions). In the MPAs, the most
frequent such sentence was probation (28.7 percent of convictions)
and in the Other Areas, fines were most common (24.7 percent).

Characteristics of Arrest Offenses

Almost one-half of the felony arrests in the analysis were for property

X3

"events from the other two regions.

.

crimes, with an additional one-third being for crimes against persons.
Drug offenses accounted for less than ten percent of all arrests, state-
wide. Arrests for the more serious offense classes were relatively rare;
more than 70 percent of all arrests were for class D and E felonies. A
(The more serious arrest offenses were generally drug or personal offenses
while the D and E offenses were most often property crimes.)

The data show that the cases to which the New York City criminal
justice system responded were qualitatively different from cases from

elsewhere in the State. For example, felony arrests in the City were

more 1ikely to involve multiple charges, were more 1ikely to be for
personal or drué crimes and were generally more serious than the arrest
Arrests for attempted crimes were
also substantially more common.

Some of these regional differences, however, may stem from differences
in police resources or practices, and not from any inherent differences
in the cases themselves. For example, increased investigative resources
may result in the detection of additional offenses with the result that
arrest events would be more likely to contain multiple charges.

-- Arrests for personal crimes constituted 37.5 percent of the
total arrests in New York City, 26.6 percent in the Other
MPAs and 20.9 percent in the Other Areas. Drug offenses
accounted for 9.8 percent of arrests in the City, but only
5.7 percent in each of the other regions. .

-- Nearly 16 percent of arrests in New York City were for
class A and B felonies. In the Other MPAs, the figure was
10.5 percent and in the Other Areas it was 6.2 percent.

-- Almost 92 percent of cases where the most serious charge was
an attempt were from New York City. Attempted offenses were
most often for personal crimes in New York City and for property
crimes outside the City.

-- Almost 76 percent of New York City arrests contained at least
two charges as opposed to 35.8 percent from the Other MPAs
and 30.0 percent from the Other Areas. Where there were
multiple charges, the accompanying charges were most Tikely
to be for misdemeanors. Such additional charges were most
1ikely to accompany arrests for personal crimes in New York
City and arrests for drug crimes elsewhere in the State.

X111
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Characteristics of Offenders

The 106,220 arrests analyzed in this report involved 86,568 different

offenders. Eighty-four percent (84 percent), or 72,857 offenders, each
accounted for only one arrest disposed in 1979. The remaining 16 percent
or 13,711, accounted for approximately 2.4 arrests per offender.

Data on these 86,568 offenders reveal that the overwhelming majority
were male, regardless of region, and the majority were under age 25. 1In
all regions of the State, offenders arrested for property crimes were
younger than offenders arrested for other types of crimes; those arrested
for the more serious felonies were generally older and more Tikely to
have a prior record than those arrested for lesser felonies. Individuals
arrested for crimes against persons were more likely to be nonwhite than
offenders arrested for other types of crime.

-~ Males outnumbered females in a ratio of about 9 to 1 in all
regions of the State. Offenders arrested for personal and
property crimes were slightly more 1ikely to be male than
those arrested for drug or "other" crimes.

-~ Almost 56 percent of offenders were under age 25 at the time
of arrest; 31.5 percent of the offenders were 16-19 years old.

-~ STightly less than 41 percent of persons arrested for property
crimes were in the 16-19 age group at the time of their arrest,
as were 29.2 percent of the personal offenders and 19.9 percent
of the drug offenders.

-- Among those arrested for class A offenses, only 15.8 percent
were 16-19 years old as compared to almost 37 percent for
those arrested for class C felonies. Class A arrestees
showed the highest proportion with prior records of felony
arrests (60.4 percent, as compared to 41.7 percent for
persons arrested for class E felonies).

-- Sixty-five percent (65 percent) of offenders arrested for
crimes against persons in New York State were nonwhite. This
compares to 51.4 percent for property offenders and 59.8 percent
for drug offenders.

Offender characteristics also differed markedly among regions. New
York City offenders were older, more 1ikely to be nonwhite and to have

Xiii
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a record of prior arrests and convictions than other offenders. Among
those with prior records, New York City offenders tended to have more
severe records. In addition, New York City offenders were more 1ikely
than their non-City counterparts to have had more than one arrest

which reached final disposition during 1979, suggesting a pattern of
fairly intensive offending among City offenders. Taken with the other
information on offenses and prior records, this depicts an offender
population in New York City with a generally more extensive criminal
background than is found outside of the City.

-- Median ages for New York City offenders were more than two
years higher than the other two regions. (Median ages:
New York City, 23.8 years; MPAs 21.5 years; Other Areas,
21.2 years.) )

-- In New York City 67.2 percent of offenders were nonwhite as
compared to 36.8 percent in the MPAs and 16.8 percent in the
Other Areas. New York City showed the only substantial re-
presentation of Hispanic offenders in the State.

-- Almost 42 percent of all offenders had no record of prior
arrests. The proportion is slightly Tower in New York City
and higher in the other regions. Nearly one-half of New York
City offenders had at least one prior felony arrest as compared
to 37.3 percent in the MPAs and 32.6 percent in the Other Areas.

-- Fifty-nine percent (59 percent) of all offenders have no record
of prior convictions. Among offenders with prior convictions
those convictions were generally for misdemeanor offenses.
Almost 12 percent of New York City offenders showed at least
one prior felony conviction. The comparable figure for the
MPAs was 7.5 percent and for the Other Areas, 6.5 percent.

These data on offenders are generally not sensitive to the kinds

of processing idiosyncrasies noted earlier which may affect the data on
offenses. Nevertheless, sharp regional differences can still be noted
and these support the general picture that serious crime is a phenomenon
acutely affecting urban areas and New York City in particular. At the
very least, the data demonstrate that the New York City justice system
deals with a unique clientele and processes its cases differently than
the various non-City jurisdictions. Further analyses will probe into the
question of whether differences in these systems are merely a function of

the different "inputs" to which each must respond, or whether the responses

are themselves inherently different, even to similar cases.
Xiv
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INTRODUCTION

This report is a study of the characteristics and criminal justice
processing of adult felony arrests which were disposed in New York State
in 1979. ‘It describes how these arrests were processed by the criminal
justice system, the nature of the arrest offenses and the characteristics
of persons arrested.

The study is essentially descriptive in nature; it depicts and ex-
plores patterns in the processing of New York State felony offenders.
It presents data about the functioning of the State's criminal justice
system, thereby providing information on possible problem areas useful
to criminal justice administrators and planners. The descriptive analyses
reported may also be used by criminal justice and other social science
researchers to identify potentially fruitful areas for future study.
The report does not address issues relating to crime causation, nor does
it seek to predict future patterns of crime.

Source data are provided which may be used by planners and administra-
tors at the county and regional levels to examine issues of local interest.
In addition, the data file on which the report is based can be accessed
to respond to requests for specific data or to conduct additioral research.

This is the second in an ongoing series of processing analyses
issued by the New York State Division of Criminal Justice Services (DCJS).
A previous report, analyzing 1978 dispositions, was produced by the
Statistical Analysis Center (SAC) of the Division. Since publication
of that report, the Center was augmented and its functions subsumed
under the Bureau of Research and Evaluation of the Office of Program
Development and Research (OPDR). This Office was created in the Division
to provide professional planning, research, evaluation and data management
functions for the State's criminal justice community.
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Data Sources

Data for these analyses were obtained from the Computerized Criminal
History/Offender-Based Transaction Statistics data system (CCH/OBTS) main-
tained by the Division of Criminal Justice Services. These are supplemented
by data from the DCJS Indictment Statistical System (ISS).

CCH/OBTS Data

The CCH/OBTS system uses data collected from police, prosecutors,
courts, and correctional agencies to track individual offenders through
the criminal justice system. By recording each contact or "transaction"
which occurs between the individual offender and the criminal justice
system, offender-based transaction statistics permit a more coherent de-
scription of system processing than is possible given more "traditional"
methods of collecting criminal justice data. Such traditional methods
generally utilize aggregate counts of cases or offenders processed in a
given time period by specific system components (e.g., local law enforce-
ment agencies, courts, corrections, etc.). Although such aggregate counts
can provide useful descriptions of the processing activities of isolated
system components, it is often impossible to relate data from one stage
of processing to another due to different units of count and other factors.
With OBTS, data on each offender are collected at each stage of the criminal
Justice process to show the paths taken by the offender as he or she is
processed through the system. Examination of processing effectiveness
is facilitated by the Tink among system components that this offender
tracking provides.

The New York State CCH/OBTS system was developed through the cooperative
efforts of the State and federal governments. The OBTS concept received
its initial impetus during the 1970's when the Law Enforcement Assistance
Administration (LEAA) initiated the Comprehensive Data System (CDS) pro-
gram, of which OBTS was a major component. The CDS program was intended
to remedy deficiencies in existing criminal justice information systems
and to provide the states with a national standard to use in refining
existing data systems and developing new ones. LEAA provided funding for

i
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the development of an OBTS system in New York State through its support
of the CDS program.

In New York State, development of OBTS was accomplished through en-
hancement of the Computerized Criminal History database which is main-
tained by DCJS in Albany. By building on the CCH database, New York State
was able to obtain both statistical and operationai data (i.e., finger-
print-based criminal history records) from a single system.

To be included in the CCH/OBTS database, a person must be arrested
and charged with committing a "fingerprintable" offense as specified in
Section 160.10 of the New York State Criminal Procedure Law. Fingerprint-
able offenses include all felonies, all misdemeanors in the New York State
Penal Law and selected misdemeanors from other laws such as the Vehicle
and Traffic Law and Tax Law. A criminal history is an individual offender's
record of contacts with the criminal justice system; it reflects significant -
actions taken by police, district attorneys, courts, probation, and correct-
ion and parole agencies concerning the offender. The criminal history re-
cords are used by criminal justice system agents in making decisions con-
cerning the handling of an offender (e.g., in the decision to grant bail
or in the determination of sentence). In the combined CCH/OBTS system,
these same data are used to assess criminal justice system processing.
Information for the CCH/O0BTS database is collected from several sources.

Arrest Data. The arrest/fingerprint card (DCJS-2) is the source of
information identifying the individual, the arrest charge(s), the arresting
agency and the date of arrest. (A copy of this form is included as Attach-
ment 1.) The arrest/fingerprint card is completed by the arresting agency
and forwarded to DCJS where its contents are coded and computerized.

Court Disposition Data. Information regarding the various court ac-
tions from arraignment to final disposition is received from the Office
of Court Administration (OCA). Information on cases heard by the New
York City courts is forwarded "on-1ine" by the courts to OCA, where it
is recorded, matched to the appropriate arrest data, electronically trans-
mitted from OCA to DCJS, and posted to the CCH/OBTS system. Courts having
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criminal Jjurisdiction outside New York City report disposition information
to OCA via the mail-in Court Disposition Reporting form (OCA-540). (A
copy is included as Attachment 2.) OCA manually processes this form,
matches it to the appropriate arrest data and forwards the information

to DCJS on computer tapes. These are used to update the CCH/OBTS data-
base.1 Reporting rates from the New York City courts (served by the auto-
mated reporting system) are higher than for the upstate counties.2

Corrections Data. For each convicted offender whose sentence specifies
some degree of criminal justice system supervision, a history of correctional
transactions is also maintained. DCJS updates the CCH/OBTS with offender-
specific data gathered from the Division of Probation, the Department of
Correcticnal Services and/or the Division of Parole. Correctional data
are not analyzed in this report however, since relatively few offenders
disposed in 1979 will have proceeded very far through the corrections
subsystem.

ISS Data

Some cases are carried on the CCH/OBTS database showing an arrest
but no final disposition. In some of these, no final disposition has act-
ually taken place either because the offender has absconded or for other
reasons. However, in many cases a disposition has occurred and its absence
on the database is due to a failure of court agencies to report the data
to DCJS. For those cases processed via indictment, it was possible to
recover some of these missing dispositions by matching disposition data
from the Indictment Statistical System with offender and arrest data from
the CCH/OBTS system.

The Indictment Statistical System has been maintained by the Division
of Criminal Justice Services since 1973. Its purpose is to supply useful

]Prior to 1977 New York City also utilized a "manual" reporting system
similar to that currently in use elsewhere in the State.

2For 1979, approximately 90 percent of New York City dispositions are
estimated to have been received by DCJS as compared to approximately 59
percent from the remaining counties of the State. A more detailed discussion
of differential disposition reporting is contained in Appendix A.
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and timely information on the processing of New York State indictments and
felony prosecutions.3 Data for this system are provided on monthly mail-
in forms from each District Attorney in the State. A copy of this form
(DCJS 1020) is included as Attachment 3.

ISS data are also transactional, but unlike O0BTS, they track only
felony prosecutions from the point of indictment through sentencing.
Approximately 3,200 conviction, acquittal and dismissal dispositions were
added to the CCH/O0BTS database from the ISS in this way, and were added
to the study population for this report.4

Study Population

The study analyzes a 1979 disposition "cohort" which consists of all
adult felony arrest events which were disposed during calendar year 1979.
(A cohort, in social science usage, is defined as a group of peoplie "who
experienced a common significant 1ife event within a period of time from one
to 10 years.”5 In this study the "significant 1ife event" is the disposition
of a felony arrest.) Cases disposed in 1979 for which no final disposition

" has been received by DCJS are not included in the cahort.

Under New York State Law, a disposition may be "sea]ed“6 when there
is a specific finding in favor of the defendant (e.g., dismissal, acquittal

3ISS data are presented in the quarterly series of reports issued by
the Division of Criminal Justice Services entitled: New York State Felony

Processing.

4The exact total was 3,195, including 532 from New York City, 1,206
from the counties of Erie, Monroe, Nassau, Onondaga, Suffolk and Westchester,
and 1,457 from the remaining counties of the State. (The lower number from
New York City reflects the better reporting of disposition data to the CCH/
OBTS system from the City than from upstate counties). Eighty-two percent
(82%) of the 3,195 were convictions.

5Norva1 D. Glenn, Cohort Analysis. Beverly Hills: Sage Publications,
1981, page 8.

6The sealing provisions in New York State law are found in CPL 160.50,
160.55, 170.56, 210.46 and 725.15.

4
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or fajlure to indict) or under other circumstances such as when there is

a Youthful Offender finding. Sealing prevents the dissemination of the
particular event as part of a criminal history record. For this study,
sealed cases were reviewed to determine the underlying disposition; those
that met the criteria for inclusion in the cohort (i.e., a 1979 disposition
of an adult felony arrest) were included in the data file for analysis.

The data include only arrest events for which at Teast one charge
was a felony offense. If an offender was arrested on multiple charges,
only the charge with the potentially most severe penalty was selected for
the ana]ysis7 (although the number of accompanying charges was recorded).
Most arrests were for New York State Penal Law offenses, but the study
population also includes some felony arrests defined by the Vehicle and
Traffic Law, Tax Law, Public Health Law, local laws and other New York
State laws. These constitute approximately 1.0 percent of the total felony
arrests in the study population.

Although all the cases included in the study cohort were disposed in
1979, the years of arrest for these cases were distributed over thirteen
years, from 1967 through 1979. In 63.3 percent of the cases statewide}
both the arrest and the disposition occurred during 1979 (see Table 1).

The following arrest events were excluded from the analysis: arrest
events involving people under age 16 at time of arrest;8 all arrest
events for which the most serious charge was a misdemeanor, violation or
infraction; federal arrests occurring in New York State, and events missing
vital information (ptace of arrest, arrest and disposition offense charges,
and court disposition). Cases missing nonvital information (e.g., age)
were included in the analysis, but were removed prior to calculations
pertaining to the variable for which the information was missing. Cases

7See Appendix B for a detailed discussion of how cases were selected
for the study.

8"Juveni1e Offenders" as defined in Articles 10 and 30 of the Penal
Law are therefore not included in the study even though some of these
offenders may have been processed as "adults" under the jurisdiction of
the <riminal courts.

-7
lacking information on the specific sentence imposed were included in
the calculations and in the graphic presentations where they are shown

in the sentence category "other."

Unit of Count

The "arrest event" is the unit of count used in most of this report.
An arrest event consists of all charges placed against an offender for a
given arrest, although only the most serious charge is counted for the
analysis (see Appendix B). The terms "case" and "arrest" are used inter-
changeably to refer to the arrest event in various narrative portions

~of the report.

The arrest event is considered the most appropriate unit of count in
examining issues of offender processing. Each arrest event evokes some
response from the justice system regafd]ess of whether one offender is
processed multiple times or multiple offenders are processed only once
during the year. The same police response (e.g., apprehension, processing
fingerprints, etc.) would be required whether ten separate arrests arose
from offenses committed by a single offender or from single offenses
committed by ten different offenders. This is also true of the responses
of other segments of the system such as evaluation of charges by the pro-
secutor, setting bail and so forth.

A single individual is counted more than once if more than one case
in which she/he was involved was disposed during 1979. In the study cohort
of 106,220 arrest events, there were a total of 86,568 individual offenders.
0f these offenders, 72,857 were counted in the cohort only once and 13,711
were counted two or more times.

The only portion of the report that is not based on the arrestf event
unit is the analysis of offender characteristics presented in Section IV,
where the unit of count is the individual offender. Section IV examines
certain legal and personal characteristics of the 86,568 offenders whose
arrest events constitute the cohort. The offender unit of count is used
in discussions of the personal characteristigs of the offenders to avoid

SN SO S
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overrepresenting characteristics of offenders who appear in the cohort
more than once.

Validity of the CCH/OBTS Data

The OBTS data file uses all cases reaching disposition in the year
1979. Unfortunately, the reporting of disposition information to DCJS
is not complete for numerous reasons, including failure of courts to report
dispositions to OCA, delays at OCA in processing manual forms coming from
upstate counties, and inadequate matching information required to link
dispositions with arrest events. This problem raises questions about the
adequacy of the OBTS file to provide accurate information about the pro-
cessing of felony arrest events through the criminal justice system.
The issue is really one of how representative the disposition based OBTS
data structure is of all felony arrest events that have in fact been
disposed of in 1979. If nonreported dispositions were substantiaily dif-
ferent from those that were reported, the OBTS data would not present a
valid picture of criminal justice processing in the State.

A brief analysis of the question of possible bias in the OBTS data
is presented in Appendix A, where the OBTS data file is compared to an
arrest-based file representing the population of all cases without regard
to missing dispositions (i.e., how the data would look if in fact, all dis-
positions were reported).

This comparison shows that, in terms of demographic characteristics
of offenders (i.e., age, sex and race), there appears to be no major dif-
ference between the two files, thus indicating that the OBTS file is re-
presentive of the Targer universe of all felony arrests in New York State
with regard to these characteristics. The nature of the offenses involved
in the arrest events captured by the OBTS file also closely resemble those
found in the Targer arrest file both in terms of the distribution of
offense classes and in the type of crime they represent. However, marked
differences were found between the OBTS file and the arrest-based file
across geographic regions. Arrest events from more urban counties had a
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higher probability of being included in the OBTS file than would be ex-
pected on the basis of the arrest file. This is explained in part by the
nature of the information systems used by the Office of Court Administration.
The effect of this geographic bias is to overrepresent the characteristics
of urban area cases in data presented for the State as a whole. Except

for this caution, however, the OBTS file appears to represent adequately

all New York State felony arrests.9

Definitions
Location
In this report, location refers to the region or county in which the
court disposing of the case is located. The three regions discussed in
the report are:
New York City. This designates the aggregation of New York City's

five counties: New York, Kings, Queens, Richmond and the Bronx. New York
City is one of seven Metropolitan Planning Areas in the State.

Other Metropolitan Planning Areas (Other MPAs). The six other Metro-
politan Planning Areas are the counties of Erie, Monroe, Nassau, Onondaga,
Suffolk, and Westchester. The Metropolitan Planning Areas are areas of
the State with similar population and crime patterns which have historically
been grouped to facilitate planning and the distribution of federal funding
resources,

Other Areas. This category includes the portijon of New York State
not included in New York City or the Other Metropolitan Planning Areas.
It encompasses the upstate suburban and rural counties, including smaller
cities such as Albany, Binghamton and Utica.

In portions of the analysis the Other MPAs and Other Areas are re-
ferred to in combination as "non-New York City" or "non-City" areas.

9The OBTS and arrest based data cannot be accurately compared with
regard to dispositions and sentences. No statements can therefore be
made concerning the validity of this particular information on the OBTS file.
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Race/Ethnicity

Categories for race/ethnicity used in this report are Black, Hispanic,
White and Other. The Other category is comprised of Asian and Pacific
IsTander, Native American, and all other races. For some analyses, the
race/ethnicity categories are combined into white and nonwhite.

Hispanics were not distinguished as a separate group in the reporting
of race/ethnicity data until mid-1978. Prior to that time, police officers
were instructed to include Hispanics in the white group.  Since most of
the OBTS population was arrested after the adoption of the new reporting
procedure, some data are available showing Hispanic ethnicity. However,
Hispanics arrested prior to mid-1978 are underrepresented in the data
relative to their true numbers since they were counted as whites.

Prior Record

For this report, prior record was evaluated in terms of both arrests
and convictions which occurred before the first arrest that led to the
offender's inclusion in the study cohort. In several analyses, prior
arrest data are presented as a general summary of prior record. The
seriousness of each offender's prior arrest and conviction history was
ranked according to the following two scales:

Prior Arrests

Low Seriousness: 1. none
2. no prior felony arrests (any
number of misdemeanors)
3. one to three prior felony arrests
(any number of misdemeanors)
High Seriousness: 4. four or more prior felony arrests

(any number of misdemeanors)
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Prior Convictions

Low Seriousness: 1. none

2. no prior felony convictions.(any
number of misdemeanors)
High Seriousness: 3. one or more prior felony convictions

(any number of misdemeanors)

Attempts

As already noted, no arrests in which a misdemeanor, violation or
infraction was the most serious charge are included in the cohort. Under
New York State law, the class of an attempted offense is generally one
class lower than that of the completed crime. Exceptions are attempts at
specified class A-I, A-II and A-III felonies. These retain their class A
designation (see PL 110.05).10 Since felonies are classified A through E,
an attempted E felony would be charged as a c¢lass A misdemeanor; attempted
E felonies are therefore not included in the cohort.

Type of Offense

In some portions of the analysis, specific arrest or disposition
offenses are divided into four categories based on the article designation
in the appropriate law. The four categories are: personal, property,
drug, and other offenses. Personal offenses are homicide, assault, sex
offenses, robbery, kidnapping, and coercion. Property offenses are
burglary, larceny, arson, criminal mischief, criminal possession of stolen
property, fraud, and unauthorized use of a motor vehicle. Drug offenses
are possession or sale of marijuana and controlied substances. All of-
fenses not listed above are included in the "other" category.

10Class A- III offenses were eliminated from the Penal Law (and article
110) effective September 1, 1979.

A




-12-

‘Prosecution

In several of the presentations, cases not prosecuted are distinguished
from those which are prosecuted. Those cases which the prosecutor has
declined to prosecute are grouped under "prosecution declined". Cases which
the grand jury failed to indict are grouped under "no true bill". The
term not prosecuted is used to refer to the total of all cases in both
the prosecution declined group and in the no true bill group.

Courts

For this study, the New York State courts have been divided into two
groups: lower courts and upper courts. Lower courts include all District,
City, Town and Village Courts, the New York City Criminal Court, as well
as occasions in which a Supreme Court judge presides over a local criminal
court, or a county judge presides over a local criminal court. Upper
courts include the Supreme Court (New York City) and any County Court
(outside of New York City).

Dispositions

Disposition alternatives include dismissal, acquittal, conviction,
and "other". The conviction category is subdivided into three groups:
cases convicted by verdict after trial, those convicted by a plea of
guiTty, and youthful offender (Y0). The YO category is a separate group
of cases which result in a youthful offender finding after a conviction
by plea or verdict (see Criminal Procedure Law, Article 720). The method
of conviction for YO cases (i.e., piea or verdict) is not available.
Since over 80 percent of convictions'in New York State in 1979 were the
result of a plea of guilty, the thirty-three cases in which method of
conviction is unknown have been included in the conviction by plea group.
The category other consists of cases that do not fall into the first
three categories, including those cases disposed by civil procedure,
those disposed by being combined with another docketed case, and those
abated by death of the defendant. As the distributions show, these dis-
positions were relatively rare.

~13-

An offender may be arrested for several different charges and each
charge may receive a different disposition. When there are two or more
types of dispositions for a single arrest event, only the most serious
disposition is counted. The dispositions are ranked according to the
following hierarchy:

Most Serious:  Conviction
Acquittal
Dismissal
Other
No True Bill

Least Serious: Prosecution Declined

In cases where two or more charges receive the most.serious disposition
type, the more serious charge is selected. The data in this analysis
thus reflect the most serijous outcome to an offender resulting from a
given arrest event. (A meore detailed explanation of how cases were
selected for the study is found in Appendix B.)

Sentences

The sentence recorded is the sentence for the most severe conviction
offense. Nine categories of sentence are specified in this analysis:
prison, jail, jail and probation, jail and fine, probation, fine, con-
ditional discharge, unconditional discharge, and other. For certain pre-
sentations, sentences were aggregated as follows: Jjail and probation,
jail and fine, and jail were collapsed into the category jail; fine, con-
ditional discharge, unconditional discharge, and "other" were collapsed
into the category Unsupervised sentence.

The sentence of jail pertains to incarceration in a local facility
for a period of up to one year; sentences to time already served prior
to conviction are coded as jail sentences. The sentence of prison refers
to incarceration in a state correctional institution for a period of one

£
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year or more. Offenders may be sentenced to a term in state prison only
upon conviction for a felony. No prison sentences may result from a
Tower court conviction since these courts do not have jurisdiction to
dispose of felonies.

The category "other" includes all sentences not included in the cate-
gories listed above, such as cases abated by the death of the defendant
or where a license was suspended or revoked. Those cases in which the
offender was convicted but the sentence is unknown are also included in
the "other" category, as are eight cases erroneously showing a prison
sentence resulting from a lower court conviction.

Missing Data

In some of the data presentations, the data do not sum to a population
of 106,220 statewide or to the appropriate regional subtotal. This incon-
sistency is due to the exclusion of thosa cases with missing data.

Magnitudes of Observed Relationships

Since this report studies a population of adult felony arrests dis-
posed in 1979 and not a sample, tests of statistical significance are not
employed in the ana1yses.11 Percents and actual frequency counts are used
to evaluate the magnitude of observed relationships. 1In evaluating re-
lattonships in the data, where a difference of 10 or more percent is
observed, that difference is designated as a "substantial" one. Adoption
of this 10 percent criterion is arbitrary, but follows a convention used
in prior population-based studies of criminal justice processing.12

lngr a discussion of the inappropriateness of using such tests with
population data see Travis Hirschi and Hanan C. Selvin, Principles of
Survey Analyses. New York: The Free Press, 1973, chapter 13.

12See, for example, Carl E. Pope, Sentencing of California Felony Of-
fenders, Analytic Report 6, Utilization of Criminal dJustice Statistics

Project, Albany, New York, Criminal Justice Research Center, 1975, page 16.

11

PROCESSING OF FELONY ARRESTS

This section presents an overview of the processing of New York State
felony arrests and serves as a general introduction to the more detailed
analyses which appear later in the report.

Data on the flow of cases through the New York State criminal justice
system are presented in the form of "tree" diagrams and a summary narrative.
Figures are presented for the State as a whole and for the three major
regions: New York City, Other Metropolitan Planning Areas, and Other
Areas of the State. For each region, and for the State as a whole, the
processing of cases disposed in 1979 is compared to the processing of
cases disposed in 1978.13 Additional processing diagrams covering major
subgroups of the 1979 study population are provided in Appendix C.

The data presented in this section (and in Appendix C) are event-
based; that is, the unit of count is the arrest event. Any offender with
multiple dispositions in 1979 is counted each time he or she was disposed.
Therefore, thesé analyses overrepresent such offenders, and should not
be considered descriptive of the population of offenders processed. (An
analysis of offender characteristics is presented in Section IV.) As
in other event-based analyses in this report, the terms '"case" or "arrest"

‘are used to refer to the individual arrest events being studied.

The following "Criminal Justice System Processing Summary" diagrams
are presented in this section:
Figure 1: New York State - 1979 Dispositions
Figure 2: New York State - 1978 Dispositions
Figure 3: New York City - 1979 Dispositions

13Add1‘t1‘ona1 data on felony arrests disposed in 1978 may be found in
the vreport: New York State Criminal Justice Processing: Felony Offenders
Disposed in 1978, March 1, 1981, Statistical Analysis Center, New York
State Division of Criminal Justice Services.
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Figure 4: New York City - 1978 Dispositions

Figure 5: Other Metropolitan Planning Areas - 1979 Dispositions
Figure 6: Other Metropolitan Planning Areas - 1978 Dispositions
Figure 7: Other Areas - 1979 Dispositions

Figure 8: Other Areas - 1978 Dispositions

The additional diagrams presented in Appendix C depict the pro-
cessing of more specific categories of arrest events disposed in 1979,
For those more detailed analyses, arrest events have been categorized
as follows: by the class of the most serious charge at arrest; by
offense type (personal, property, drug, other) of the most serious
charge at arrest; and by the age, sex, and race of the offender who
was arrested and charged. For New York State as a whole, the Appendix
includes separate processing diagrams for each offense class, offense
type, sex, race, and age group. In addition, separate diagrams are
presented for each offense class and each offense type within region.

The diagrams presented in this section are supplemented by a brief
narrative that highlights regional differences in the processing of
felony arrests, and compares the processing of felony arrests disposed
in 1979 with those disposed in 1978.

Highlights of Regional and Historical Trends14

Arrests

* The number of arrest events disposed (and reported to DCJS) increased

in all regions from 1978 to 1979.

* Non-New York City regions accounted for a greater proportion of
all cases in 1979 than in 1978. Despite this, the New York City
arrests continue to comprise the vast majority of the total arrests
statewide, and therefore the New York State figures mirror those
for the City.

14Numerica1 comparisons presented in this section are differences in
the raw percentages of cases processed along comparable branches for the
two years; they are not the percent change between the two years.

s s s i . - - - - B
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Prosecution

* Statewide, the proportion of cases prosecuted changed very little
from 1978. The highest rate of prosecution continues to be among
cases from the Other Areas.15

Lower Court Processing

* Among the three regions, New York City processed the highest
proportion of felony arrest cases through the lower courts and
Other Areas the Towest. This proportion showed a substantial
decline from 1978 in the Other Areas, whereas in New York City
it increased slightly.

* Dismissals accounted for a higher proportion of lower court actions
in New York City than in either of the other regions, with Other
Areas spowing the lowest proportion. The proportion of dismissals
among lower court dispositions in New York City increased more
than six percentage points since 1978.

* The proportion of lower court convictions (conviction rate) was
highest among cases from Other Areas and lowest for New York City
cases. Conviction rates increased from 1978 in the Other MPAs
but decreased in New York City.

* Trial cases (convictions by verdict plus acquittals) were rare in
the lower courts of all regions. More than ninety percent (90%)
of New York City lower court convictions were obtained by plea,
the highest of the three regions.l6

15For a discussion of the validity of these data, see Appendix A.

16Perta1‘ns to cases where method of conviction is known. Comparable
data for 1978 are not available.
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Figure 1
CRIMINAL JUSTIGE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

New York State
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
106,220 100.0%
]

1
Prosecutinn Declined No True Bill
2,362 2.2% 512 0.5%

Prosecuted
103,346 97.3%

|
1
Lower Court Upper Court
82,848 78.0% 20,498 19.3%

[)
Diséissedb AcquiLted Convicted Otﬂer

38,480 341 43,937 90 1,944 877 17,317 360
46.4% 0.4% 53.0% 0.1% 9,5% 4,32 84 .5% 1.8%

? Trial® 82 0.2% =-Trial® 1,490 8.6%

Plead 39,433 89.8% Plead 13,089 75.6%

YO 4,422 10.1% YO 2,738 15.87%
% Of - % Of

Convicted Convicted

- - Prison 8,154 47.1%
30.3% 13,314 Jail 1,791 10.32%
1.3% 590 Jail and Probation 987 5.7%
0.1% 53 Jail and Fine 49 0.3%
15.8% 6,925 Probation 4,957 28.6%
21.3% 9,368 Fine 334 1.9%
26.3% 11,539 Conditional Discharge 549 3.2%
2.2% 968 Unconditional Discharge 74 . 0.4%
2.7% 1,180 Other® 422 2.4%

aPercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercencages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
cPercentages of cases convicted.

dIncludes 3 cases in the Lower Court and 30 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown.

®Includes 88lcagses convicted in the Lower Court and 234 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 8 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

Figure 2
CRIMINAT, JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING
New York State
1978 Dispositions

Arrested
86,655 100.0%

SUMMARY

Prosecugion Declined
1,511 1.7%

Prosecuted
84,246 97.27%

No Trde BL1l
898 1.0%

Loweé Court
68,290 78.8%

UpperlCourt
15,956 18.4%

Dismissedd Acquftted Convikted Othér

28,543 283 39,337 127 1,630
41.87% 0.4% 57.6% 0.2% 10.2%
% of
Convicted
- - Prison
33.7% 13,243 Jail
1.0% 390 Jail and Probation
0.1% 26 Jail and Fine
14.5% 5,691 . Probation
22.7% 8,925 Fine
26.0% 10,239 Conditional Discharge
1.52 607 Unconditional Discharge
0.5% 216 Other®

aPercentages of cases processed by the Lower Courts.

bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Courts.

523 13,368 435
3.3% 83.8% 2.7%
% of
Convicted
5,673 42.4%
2,299 17.2%
457 3.4%
28 0.2%
3,850 28.8%
317 2,42
424 3.22
74 0.6%
246 1.82

“Includes 424 cases for which sentence information is unavailable, and 31 cases
showing a prison sentence erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

Dis&issedb Acqui%ted Convicted Otﬂer

—T

9




AR s At e

o

-20-

Figure 3

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

New York City
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
80,986 100.0%

Prosecu%ion NDeclined
2,346 2.9%

No True Bill
341 0.4%

Prosecuted
78,299 96.7%

Loweé Court

UpperlCcurt

65,409 80.8% - 12,890 15.9%
i l ' L
Dismigseda Acqufkted ConviL:ed Other Dis&issedb Acquitted Convicted Otﬁer
31,307 300 33,757 45 1,424 ’ 643 10,558 265
47.9% 0.5% 51.6% 0.1% 11.0% 5.0% 81.9%7 2.1%
Trial® 44 0.1% Trial® 1,044 9.9%
-Eplead 31,351 92.9% Plead 8,318 78.8%
YO 2,362  7.0% Y0 1,196 11.3%
% Of % 0Of
Convicted Convicted
= - Prison 5,858 55.5%
33.6% 11,335 Jail 1,087 10.3%
0.6% 202 Jail and Probation 285 2.77%
<0.1% 12 Jail and Fine 41 0.4%
12.9% 4,349 Probation 2,583 24.5%
21.2% 7,168 Fine 217 2.1%
28.6% 9,665 Conditional Discharge 259 2.5%
2.2z 759 Uncorditional Discharge 48 0.5%
0.8% 267 Other® 180 1.7%

aPercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.

bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

cPercentages of cases convicted.

dIncludes 2 cases in the lLower Co
conviction is unknowa.

urt and 0O cases in the Upper Court in which method of

®Includes 224 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 40 cases convicted in the Upper Court

for which type of sentence is no

t available, and 6 cases showing a prison sentence

erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure 4

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

New York City
1978 Dispositions

Arrested
70,784 100.0%

Prosecution Declinad
1,505 2.1%

No Té&e Bill
607 0.9%
Prosecuted
68,672 97.0%
|

Loweé Court
56,180 79.47%
|

1 ' 1
Dismi‘sseda Acquitted ConviL:cd Other

UpperlCourt
12,492 17.6%
|

Dismissed P Acqui%ted Convicted OtHer

23,220 235 32,646 79 1,377 476 10,277 362
41.3% 0.4% 58.17% 0.1% 11.0% 3.8% 82.3% 2.3%
% of % of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison’ 4,949 48.2%
35.3% 11,519 Jail 1,636 15.9%
0.7% 243 Jail and Probation 253 2.52
" 0.1% 6 Jail and Fine 23 0.2%
12.5% 4,902 Probation 2,660 25.9%
22.4% 7,321 - Fine 232 2.3%
27.4% 8,952 Conditional Discharge 289 2.8%
1.47 448 Unconditional Discharge 62 0.6%
0.2% 65 Other® 173 1.7

a
Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.

bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

cIncludes 222 cases for which sentence information is unavailable, and 10 cases
showing a prison sentence erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure 5
CRTMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSTNG SUMMARY
Other Metropolitan Plannihg Areas
1979 Dispositions

Arfested
15,500 100.0%
f ‘ 1
Prosecution Deulined ) No True Bill
11 0.1% 154 1.0%

Prosecuted
15,435 98.9%

Lowe# Court Uppg;jcourt
11,201 ' 71.8% 4,234 27.1%

1 ¥
Diséissedb Acquitted Convicted Otger

5,023 31 6,131 16 285 169 3,741 39
44,8% 0.3% 54.7% 0.1% 6.7% 4.0% 88.4% 0.9%
Trial® 22 0.4% TrialC 303 8.1%
Plead 4,832 78.8% Plead 2,734 73.1%
YO 1,277 20.8% YO 704 18.8%
% of Z Of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 1,430 38.2%
16.97% 1,038 Jail 372 9.9%

3.5% 212 Jail and Probation 417 11.1%

0.2% 10 Jail and Fine 3 0.1%
28.7% 1,758 Probation 1,198 32.0%
19.6% 1,199 Fine 51 1.4%
18.9% 1,158 Conditional Discharge 107 2.9%

2.82 169 “aconditional Discharge 13 0.3%

9.6% 587 Other® 150 4.0%

aPercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cagses processed by the Upper Court.

cPercentages of cases convicted.

dIncludes 1 cases in the Lower Court and 12 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown.

eIncludes359 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 123 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 2 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

E

-23-

Figure 6

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
Other Metropolitan Planning Areas

1978 Disgpositions

Arrested
10,070 100.0%

No Tr&a BLl1l
3 <0.1% 272 2.7%
Prosecuted

9,795 97.3%
i

Ptosecu{ion Declined

{
Loweé Court Upper Court
7,650 76.0% 2,145 21.3%

1
Dismissedd Acquftted Convikted Other

]
Dis&iasedb Acqui%ted Convicted Otger

3,800 38 3,794 18 164 26 1,908 47
49.7%. 0.5% 49.6% 0.2% 7.67% 1.2% 89.0% 2.2%
X Of Z of
Convicted Convicted

- - Prison 493 25.82
25.5% 969 Jail 418 21.97%
1.8% 69 Jail and Probation 139 7.3%
0.3% 12 Jail and Fine 1 0.1%
29.2% 1,106 Probation 692 36.37%
19.7% 748 Fine 55 2.92
18.12 686 Conditional Discharge 54 2.87
2.82 105 Unconditional Discharge 9 0.5%
2.6% 99 OtherS 47 2.5%

aPercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

®Includes 136 cases for which sentence information is unavailable, and 10 cases
showing a prison sentence erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure 7

CRIMINAL JUST1CE SYSTEM PROCESSTNG SUMMARY

Other Areas
1979 Dispositions

Arrested

9,634 100.0%
|

Prosecu%ion Declined
5 0.1%

No T;Je Bill
17 0.2%
Prosecuted
9,612 99.7%
|

Loweé Court
6,238 64.7%

UpperlCourt
3,374 35.0%
l

1 ]
D:I.su:tilsseda Acqui‘tted Conv:i.lcted Otll_r Disnllissedb Acquitted Convicted Otk{er

2,150 10 4,049 29 235 65 3.018 56
34.5% 0.2% 64.9% 0.5% 7.0% 1.9% 89.47 1.7%
Trial® 16 0.4% Trial® 143  4.7%
Plead 3,250 80.3% Plead 2,037 67.5%
YO 783 19.3% YO 838 27.8%
~ Of ’ % of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 866 28.7%
23.27 941 Jail 332 11.0%
4,3% 176 Jail and Probation 285 9.4%
0.8% 31 Jail and Fine 5 0.2%
20.2% 818 Probation 1,176 39.0%
24.7% 1,001 Fine 66 2.2%
17.7% 716 Conditional Discharge 183 6.17%
1.0% 40 Unconditional Discharge 13 0.47%
8.1% 326 Other® 92 3.0%

aPercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
CPercentages of cases convicted.

dInclu&as 0 cases in the Lower Court and 18 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown.

®Includes 298 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 71 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 0 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure 8
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING
Other Areas
1978 Dispositions

Arrested
5,801 100.0%

SUMMARY

Prosecu{ion Declined
3 0.1%

Présecgted
5,779 99.6%

No True Bill
19 0.3%

Lowef Court
4,460 76.9%

UpperlCourt
1,319 22.7%

Dismissed 3 Acquftted Convftted Othér

1,523 10 2,897 30 89
34.1% 0.2% 65.0% 0.7% 6.7%
% Of
Convicted
- - Prison
26.1% 755 Jail
2.7% 78 Jail and Probation

0.3% 8 Jail and Fine
17.0% 493 Probation
29.5% 856 Fine
20.772 601 Conditional Discharge
1.9% 54 Unconditional Discharge
1.82 52 Other®

aPercent:ages of cases processed by the Lower Court.

bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court,

I
Dismissed P Acquitted Convicted Otger

21 1,183 26
1.6% 89.7% 2.0%
z of
Convicted

231 19.5%

245 20.7%

65 5.5%

4 0.3%

498 42,17

30 2.5%

81 6.8%

3 0.3%

26 2.2%

®Includes 66 cases for which sentence information is unavailable, and 11 cases
showing a prison sentence erroneocusly resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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* The percentage of lower court convictions resulting in youthful
offender status was substantially lower in New York City than
in the other two regions of the State.17

W B e e PP
P oo o

| ; * Among cases convicted in the lower courts in 1979:

- New York City relied much more heavily on incarcerative
(i.e., jail) sentences than did non-City regions. The
proportion of New York City convictions receiving jail
sentences was almost twice as great as for the Other MPAs.
The proportion sentenced to jail declined in all regions
from 1978 to 1979. The decline was greatest in the Other
MPAs.18

- Probation was much more heavily utilized in the non-City
regions than in New York City.

- A1l regions utilized fines to a generally similar degree
in Tower courts (20-25% of convictions).

- The use of the conditional discharge sentence in lower
courts was much more prevalent in New York City than it
was in the other two regions of the State.

- Where split sentences were utilized for lower court convic-
tions, they were most 1ikely to be sentences combining jail
and probation rather than jail and fine. Split sentences
of any type were extremely rare in New York City. The
proportion of Tower court convictions receiving jail and
probation split sentences increased from 1978 in both non-
City regions, and almost doubled in the Other MPAs.

17Comparable data for 1978 are not available.

18

. | Excludes split sentences of jail and probation and jail and fine.
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Upper’Court Processing

There was considerable variation among the three regions in
the proportion of felony arrests processed through the upper
courts. Cases from Other Areas were more than twice as Tikely
to be disposed in these courts than were cases from New York
City.

The proportion of upper court dispositions increased in the
non-New York City regions from 1978 to 1979, with the greatest
increase occurring in Other Areas.

* The rate of dismissal in upper courts was substantially lower

than for Tower courts. This suggests that the "stronger" felony
arrest cases were retained for upper court processing. Among
the ragions, dismissal rates were highest in New York City and
lowest in the Other MPAs.

Conviction rates in the upper courts were considerably higher
than for lower courts among all regions, again suggesting that
the stronger cases are channeled to these courts. The highest
conviction rate in the upper courts was in Other Areas and the
lTowest was in New York City.

Although the vast majority of upper court convictions were obtained
by plea, the proportion of pleas was generally lower than in the
lTower courts.19 Among the three regions, New York City showed

the highest proportion of convictions by plea in both upper and
lower courts.20

19For cases where method of conviction is known.

20See footnote 17, above.
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* Trials (i.e.. acquittals plus convictions by verdict)?! were more probation was more common than any other form of sentence

in the upper courts. Overall, the use of probation dectined
in the non-City areas from 1978 to 1979,

cemmon in upper courts than in lower courts, and more commen in
. . - . 22
New York City than in either of the other regions.

| * The proportion of upper court convictions afforded youthful
offender status was almost six percentage points higher than
for the Tower courts. These dispositions were most common in
the Other Areas and least common in New York Eity.gB

- Unsupervised sentences (i.e., fine and discharges) were
rarely employed in the upper courts.

Summarx

* Among cases convicted in the upper courts in 1979: It 1s clear from reviewing these data that New York City criminal

Justice processing differed markedly from processing in the other two
regions of the State in 1979. These differences were most pronounced
in comparisons between New York City and the less urbanized Other Areas.

- Almost one-half were sentenced to state prison. New York
City showed heaviest use of this form of incarceration.
i Other Areas were Teast likely to “mpose prison sentences.
| In 1979 the overall utilization of state prisen sentences
was higher than for 1978. Substantial increases From 1978
can be seen in the pr@pbrtian of upper court convictions
sentenced to prison from the non-New York City regions.

In New York City, proportionately more felony arrest cases were
processed through the Tower courts than in the other regions. Addi-
tionally, conviction rates were lower and more convictions were obtained
by plea in New York City (in both upper and lower courts). Nevertheless,
New Yerk City made much greater use of incarcerative penalties for
convicted offenders than did the non-City regions. Among nonincarcerative
sentences, probation was less likely to be used in New York City than
elsewhere in the State.

- Jail sentences were imposed in about 10 percent of all upper
court convictions in all regions of the State.zﬁ “Straight”
Jjail sentences were imposed less frequently in 1979 than in
1978. However, split sentences, particularly jail and
probation, were imposed more frequently. This increase is

These patterns may be accounted for both by qualitative differences
observed primarily cutside of New York City.

in the New York City cases, and the need to process efficiently an
extremely high volume of cases. Some of the qualitative differences between
City and non-City cases are examined in analyses appearing in subsequent
settions of this report. However, from this analysis of processing
patterns, it would appear that in New York City the justice system was
more likely to accept pleas to lesser offenses. This would expiain the
greater veliance on the Tower courts to process offenders, and the greater
use of pleas as the mechanism of cenviction. Nevertheless, New York

City judges appeared to compensate for this qualitative reduction by
imposing harsher sentences upon those convicted. Conditional discharges
were imposed as the primary nonincarcerative penalty in the lower courts

- Probation was the most commen form of nenincarcerative sen-
tence from upper courts, and was more heavily utilized in
the non-City regicns than in New York L£ity. In Other Areas

215ee footnote 19, above.

2259e footnote 17, above.

23See‘ footrote 17, above.

24£xc]ud?ng split sentences of jail and probation and jail and fine.
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in the City, possibly te avoid additional supervision burdens upon an
already overloaded probation subsystem.25

In all regions, the use of state prison incarceration increased
between 1978 and 1979 and this is consistent with the increased over-
crowding experienced in these institutions. A general decline in the
use of jail is noted in sentences from lower courts, most notably in
the Other MPAs. At the same time, the use of split jail and probation
sentences in this region increased markedly, particularly in sentences
from upper courts. These findings would be consistent with attempts
by judges in the Other MPAs to respond to the problem of jail over-
crowding by altering sentencing practices.2

25Add1‘t1’ona1 data and research are needed to address these fissues
more conclusively.

26Add1tiona1 data and research are needed to determine, for example,
whether such split sentences are being employed with this intention and

whether those offenders receiving split sentences are those who would

otherwise have received longer "straight" terms in jail were it not for

the overcrowding.

I11

CHARACTERISTICS OF ARRESTS

From a systems analytic perspective, arrests and offenders may
be considered the "raw materials" which the criminal justice system
processes; they are the inputs to which the system responds. Regional
differences in processing, some of which were noted in the preceding
section, may be a function of different inputs to the system.

As part of the examination of processing differences, this section

focusses on the characteristics of the arrest event inputs. Several
parameters are examined: the year the arrest took place, the type and
seriousness of the most serious char‘ge,27 the total number of crimes
charged in the arrest event and whether the most serious arrest charge
was for an attempted or a completed crime. Section IV, following,
will continue the investigation of differential processing by analyzing
characteristics of offenders across the three regions of the State.

As was the case for the processing overview in Section IT, this
analysis utilizes the arrest event as the unit of count.

Year of Arrest

Although all the cases in the study were disposed in 1979, the
years of arrest for these cases span a thirteen year period, from 1967
through 1979. Delays between arrest and disposition appearing in the

data may be the result of: (1) offenders who escaped from custody
before their cases reached final disposition; (2) cases whose final

27Where an offender is charged with several offenses in the same
arrest event, only the characteristics of the most serious offense
charged are considered in analyses of the type and seriousness of the
arrest. See Appendix B.
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disposition was deferred as a result of an appeal, or; (3) problems
in reporting data to the CCH/OBTS.

Table 1 shows that almost two-thirds of all cases disposed in 1979
had been arrested in that same year, and that only about six percent
of cases resulted from arrests occurring prior to 1978 (i.e., 1977 or
earlier). Other MPAs showed a lower proportion of 1979 arrests than did
the other two regions, but a higher proportion of 1978 arrests. Among
arrests occurring prior to 1978 but not disposed until 1979, New York
City and the Other MPAs showed a higher percentage (6.6 percent and
6.1 percent respectively) than did Other Areas (2.6 percent),

Type of Offense

Figure 9 shows that among the felony arrest events disposed in
1979, property offenses were the most numerous, accounting for appoxi-
mately 45 percent of the total. Property offenses comprised about
42 percent of the New York City arrests and over one-half of the
arrests in each of the non-New York City regions. Offenses against
persons were the second most common offense type in each of the regions.
A substantially higher proportion of New York City arrests were for
personal offenses (37.5 percent) than was the case in the Other MPAs
(26.6 percent) or-in the Other Areas (20.9 percent).

Drug offenses accounted for less than 10 percent of all arrests,
statewide. Again, New York City showed a Targer proportion of these

offenses among its arrests than did the other two regions.

Class of Offense

The vast majority of the arrests in the study cohort were for the
least serious (i.e., class D and E) felony classes. Statewide, almost
one-half were for class D offenses and an additional 23 percent were for
class E offenses. Class D offenses comprised more than 50 percent of
arrests in each of the two non-New York City regions.

[
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Table 1

Arrest Events Disposed in 1979 by Year of Arrest and Region ? -
Number, Percent and Cumulative Percent i

Regiqn

Year of New York State New York City Other MPA's Other Areas

Arrest N % cum % N % cum % N % cum % N % cum %
1979 67,219 63.3 63.3 52,385 64.7 64.7 8,541 54.8 54.8 6,293 65.3 65.3 )
1978 32,487 30.6 93.9 23,291 28.8 93.4 6,107  39. 93. 3,089 32.1 97.4 T
1977 4,062 3.8 97.7 3,058 3.8 97.2 804 5. 99. 200 2.1 97.5
1976 1,081 1.0 98.7 966 1.2 98.4 89 0. 99. 26 0.3 99,73 &
1975 489 0.5 99.2 459 0.6 99.0 21 0. 99, 9 0.1 99.8 v
1974 323 0.3 99.5 300 0.4 99.3° 18 0. 99. 5 0.1 99.9

o 1973 173 0.2 99.6 162 0.2 99.5 6 <0. 99, 5 0.1 99.9

1972 137 0.1 99.8 132 0.2 99.7 2 <0. 99. 3 <0.1 100.0
1971 116 0.1  99.9 109 0.1 99.8 6 <0.1 100. 1 <0.1 100.0
1970 85 0.1 100.0 81 0.1 99.9 4 <0.1 100. 0 0.0 100.0
1969 29 <0.1 100.0 27 <0.1 100.0 0 0.0 100. 2 <0.1 100.0
1968 14 <0.1 100.0 12 <0.1 100.0 1 <0.1 100. 1 <0.1 100.0
1967 5 <0.1 100.0 4 <0.1 100.0 1 <0.1 100. 0 0.0 100.0

TOTAL 106,220 100.0 100.0 80,986 100.0 100.0 15,600 100.¢ 100. 9,634 100.0 100.0

aDetaﬂs do not add to total due to rounding.

N
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Class A offenses (the most serious offense class) constituted less -
than four percent (4 percent) of all arrests statewide; classes B and g
C accounted for about 10 percent and 15 percent of the statewide
arrests respectively. The distribution of the class of arrest offenses
by region is displayed in Figure 10.

Table 2 presents the breakdown of offense types within classes
for New York State.28
personal crimes (homicide or kidnapping), with drug offenses by far the
most prevalent in this class. Very few class A arrests were for property

Class A offenses were predominately drug or

crimes (ar‘son).29
Table 2
Type of Offense by Class of Offense:
Most Serious Charge in Arrest Event
New York State
Class Type of Offense
of
Offense Total Personal Property Drug Other
A 100.0% 23.3% 0.4% 76.3% 0.1%a
(4,174) (971) (15) (3,184) (4)
B 100.0% 84.3% 11.1% 2.9% 1.7%
(10,817) (9,118) (1,204) (312) (183)
C 100.0% 51.7% 27.0% 12.1% 9.2%
(15,652) (8,093) (4,228) (1,897) (1,434)
D 100.0% 33.3% 46.4% 6.2% 13.9%
(50,828) (17,020) (23,602) (3,145) (7,061)
E 100.0% 5.3% 76.8% 3.5% 14.5%
(24,749) (1,305) (18,995) (857) (3,592)

3cour Class A cases were missing data on offense type.

2851m11ar presentations for each of the regions are in Appendix E,
tables E-la,-1b and-lc. The regional distributions are generally similar
to those for the State as a whole. \

29Four‘ class A cases lacked data on the specific offense type and
were coded in the "other" category.
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CLASS OF MOST SERIQUS ARREST CHARGE
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FIGURE 10
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BY REGION

PERCENT OF ARREST EVENTS

10 30 50

10 30 50
| '

§§§§ 14.7

§§§§ 15.2

-
§a.¢

N\
E;;E 14.2

MR

\\\\\\\\
NN\

DR

NN

é;;5i3§ 23.3

NNEE

é;:;iss 23.1

NNES

NEH YORK STATE
(N=106.220)

NEW YORK CITY OTHER MPAS
(N=80,986) (N=15.600)
REGION

SOURCE DATA FOR THIS GRAPH ARE FOUND IN TRBLE R-6.

OTHER AREAS
(N=9,634)

l\‘



-37-

Personal offenses predominated among class B and C arrests,
accounting for over 84 percent of the class B and almost 52 percent
of the class C arrests. In addition, more than one-third of class D
arrests were for personal crimes. Property crimes were most prevalent
among the lower (D and E) offense classes, comprising more than three-
fourths of all class E arrests.

Attempts

Only 7.3 percent of the arrest offenses in the study cohort were
attempts governed under Penal Law Article 110. The vast majority of
these (almost 92 percent) were cases from New York City. In all regions,
the largest group of these offenses in the study cohort were attempts
at class D felonies (i.e., resulting in a class E attempt offense).30
In New York City most of the attempts were attempts at personal crimes;
in the other two regions most were attempts at property crimes.

Figures 11 and 12 show the regional distributions of attempts by
type and class of the offense.

Number of Charges at Arrest

As noted earlier, where an arrest event included more than one
charge, only the most serious felony charge was considered in selecting
cases for this study. Some arrest events in the study cohort contain
accompanying misdemeanor and felony charges while others do not. In
this section, arrest events are characterized on the basis of whether
such additional charges are present or not.

Table 3 shows the regional distributions of arrest events containing
only a single charge and those containing at least one other offense.

30Note that attempts at class E felonies are misdemeanors and are
not included in the OBTS data.
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ATTEMPT OFFENSES:
MOST SERIOUS CHARGE AT ARREST
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Table 3

Single and Multiple Charge
Arrest Events by Region

Type of Arrest Event

Region Total Single Charge Multiple Charge .

Events Events

New York City 100.0% 24.3% 75.7%
(80,986) (19,697) (61,289)

Other MPAs 100.0% 64.2% 35.8%
(15,600) (10,019) (5,581)

Other Areas 100.0% 70.0% 30.0%
(9,634) (6,744) (2,890)

New York State Total 100.0% 34.3% 65.7%
(106,220) (36,460) (69,760)

These data cliearly show that New York City felony arrests were
far more likely to consist of multiple charges than were arrests in
either of the other two regions of the State.

Figure 13 shows that, while the proportion of multiple charge
events was uniformly higher in New York City across all offense types,
the magnitude of the inter-region difference was lower for drug offenses
than for the remaining types. Arrests for personal crimes were most
likely to have accompanying charges in New York City. In the other
two regions, drug arrest events were most likely to have multiple
charges. With regard to class (Figure 14) New York City showed the
highest percentages of multiple charge arrests for all classes except
class A, in which the Other MPAs had the highest percentage. In New- York
City, class B arrests were most Tikely to be accompanied by other
charges; in the two non-City regions class A arrests were most Tikely
to be multiple charge events.

Within the subgroup of arrests consisting only of multiple charges,
regional differences can also be noted. Figure 15 displays the
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composition of multipie charge events by region. Multiple charge events
were divided into the following categories: those where the accompanying
charges were only misdemeanors; those with one additional felony and

31 (The latter two groups

are further subdivided into cases with no misdemeanors and with one

those with two or more additional felonies.
or more misdemeanors.)

In all regions, where arrest events involved multiple charges, the
other charges were 1ikely to be misdemeanors. The proportions of
arrest events containing one additional felony or two or more additional
felonies were generally similar across regions. However, in New York
City a single additional felony was more likely to be accompanied by
additional misdemeanors than elsewhere in the State. A similar,
though Tess pronounced, pattern exists where the arrest event contained
two or more additional felony charges. Regional differences in the
overall pattern of multiple charging were primarily due to the prevalence
in New York City of added misdemeanor charges in cases where there is
at least one additional felony.

Summary

Statewide, over 45 percent of the felony arrests in the analysis
were for property crimes and an additional 34 percent were for crimes
against persons. Less than 10 percent were for drug crimes. Arrests
for the more serious felony offense classes (i.e., A and B) were
relatively rare, accounting for less than 15 percent of all arrests.
Class D arrests were most common (48 percent of all arrests) and
class D and E arrests combined, accounted for over 70 percent of the
felony arrests in the study cohort. (These class D and E arrests were
most often for property crimes while the A and B arrests were generaily
for drug and personal crimes.)

31To these, of course, should be added the single (most serious)
arrest charge which was the basis for selection of the case into the
cohort.
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ADDITIONAL ARREST CHARGES

FIGURE 15
MULTIPLE CHARGE ARREST EVENTS:
ADDITIONAL ARREST CHARGES BY REGION
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Consistent with the Processing Summary in Section II, these data
on arrests indicate clear differences between New York City and the
remainder of the State in 1979. The New York City criminal justice
system responded not only to a substantially larger number of cases
than in the other regions, but also to qualitatively different kinds
of cases. New York City cases were more serious and contained more
individual charges than non-City cases and were more 1ikely to have
involved personal and drug offenses. Arrests for attempted offenses
were substantially more common in the City as well.

To the extent that arrests reflect the overall nature of offenses
being committed, these data support the notion that serious crime is
a phenomenon acutely affecting urban areas and New York City in particular.

In some respects, these data may reflect differences in police
resources or practices rather than differences in the nature of the
offenses themselves. For example, increased investigative resources
may result in the detection of additional offenses with the result that
arrest events would be more likely to contain multiple charges.
Additional research is necessary to more fully examine these issues.




v
CHARACTERISTICS OF OFFENDERS

As noted in the Introduction, this analysis of offender32 characteristics
differs from other analyses in this report in that it is based on the in-
dividual offender rather than the arrest event.

The data show that the 106,220 felony arrest events in the study cohort
1qvo1ved only 86,568 different offenders. Of these offenders, 72,857 or
84.2 percent, were disposed on only one felony arrest in 1979. The re-
maining 13,711 offenders (15.8 percent) were disposed multiple times in
1979. This subgroup of "multiple disposition offenders"s3 accounted for
33,363 arrest events, or approximately 2.4 arrests per offender (i.e.,
33,363 arrests#13,711 offenders = 2.43). In the various arrest-based
analyses, the characteristics of these offenders were counted once for
each appearance in the cohort.34 This is fully appropriate in analyzing
issues of system processing and describing offense-related characteristics
since each arrest may be considered a unique input to which the system
must respond. However, in examining offender-related characteristics
(e.g., sex, race, age), using the arrest event as the unit of count would
result in overrepresenting these characteristics for those persons appear-
ing more than once in the cohort. To avoid such overrepresentation in

32The term "offender" is used here to refer to all persons arrested, in
contrast to designating only those formally labelled as offenders by the fact
of conviction.

33The terms "single-" or "multiple disposition offenders" will be used
to designate the groups of offenders appearing in the cohort once and more
than once.

34Among the 13,711 offenders appearing more than once in the cohort, the
number of appearances ranged from 2 to 19. The modal number of multiple
appearances was 2 (9,825 offenders).
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this analysis of offenders, each offender was counted only once.35

This section begins with an analysis of the sex, age. race and prior
criminal histories of offenders and how they differ by region. This is
followed by a brief examination of selected offender characteristics by
the type and class of the arrest offense. The goal of this examination
is to review what the OBTS data reveal about patterns of offending among
different offender subgroups.36 The section concludes with an analysis
of differences between those offenders abpearing in the cohort only once

. and those appearing multiple times.

A11 Offenders Appearing in the Cohort

Offender Attributes

Sex of Offender. Table 4 displays the distribution of offender sex by
region. In all regions, males outnumbered femates by a ratio of about 9 to
1. This is slightly higher than the ratio observed in other data on New
York State arrests.37 The proportion of males was highest in Other Areas

35An example may serve to clarify this issue. If there were 11 offenders
in a hypothetical study cohort, 10 males and one female, the ratio of male
to female offenders would be 10:1. This statement is based upon an offender
unit of count, since each offender was counted only once. However, if each
male offender was arrested only once, but the single female offender was
arrested 10 times, there would be a total of 20 arrests (10 involving males
and 10 involving females). Using an arrest unit of count the ratio of male
to female arrests would be 1:1.

°6Among offenders appearing more than ance in the cohort, only the first
arrest event leading to a cohort disposition is considered in this analysis.
Thus, although both offender and offense characteristics are being compared,
the offender unit of count is maintained.

37Fo‘r example the 1979 New York State Uniform Crime Reports show the
following distributions:

16.6%; n=185,760
12.8%; n=809,778

83.4%; females
87.2%; females

all aduit Part I arrests: males
all adult arrests: males

W n

UCR data for previous years are generally similar. See: NYS Division of
Criminal Justice Serivces, Crime and Justice, Annual Report 1979. (cont.)
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and lowest in the Other MPAs, although differences between regions were
sTight.

Table 4
Sex of Offenders
by Region
Sex _of Offender
Region Total Male Femaie

New York City 100.0% 89.5% 10.5%
(63,499) (56,816) (6,683)
Other MPAs 100.0% 88.2% : 11.8%
(14,047) (12,396) (1,651)
Other Areas 100.0% 90.4% 9.6%
. (9,022) (8,155) (867)
New York State Total 100.0%, 89.4% 10.6%
(86,568) (77,367) {9,201)

Age at Arrest.38 Figure 16 shows that the age distributions for the
two non-City regions were very similar, and that these, in turn, differed
markedly from the New York City distribution. New York City offenders
were older than offenders from the other two regions. They were more

Tikely to appear in the over 25 age categories relative to offenders from

the non-City regions and less 1ikely to appear in the 16 to 19 category.

In all regions, a majority of offenders were under age 25. The modal
age group in the non-City areas was the youngest (16-19); the New York

37(cont.) The fact that the Uniform Crime Reports and the OBTS
system define offenses differently and use different reporting mechanisms
may explain this difference.

Note that the sex distribution for arrest events in the cohort
(which is quite similar to the distribution for offenders) compares very
closely with the distribution of all 1979 felony arrests., See Table A-2.

38rop offenders appearing in the cohort multiple times, age at arrest
is. based on the first arrest leadiny to 1979 disposition.
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FIGURE 16
OFFENDER AGE AT ARREST
BY REGION
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AGE AT ARREST
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FIGURE 16
OFFENDER AGE RT ARREST
BY REGION

PERCENT OF OFFENDERS WITHIN REGION
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City distribution was bi-modal with about 29 percent of offenders falling
into both the 16 to 19 and 25 to 30 age group.39

Race of offender. The race distributions (Figure 17) show sharp dif-
ferences between regions. Minorities, and particularly blacks, tended to
be represented among offenders in proportion to the degree of urbanization
of the region. In the primarily rural Other Areas, nonwhites comprised
less than 17 percent of the offender population. In the Other MPAs, the
proportion of nonwhite offenders was almost 37 percent, while in New York
City nonwhites comprised more than two-thirds of all offenders. New York
City was the only region with a substantial representation of Hispanic
offenders; Hispanics accounted for less than one percent of offenders in
the non-City regions.

An examination of offender age by race (Table E-9) shows white
offenders to be older than black and Hispanic offenders in New York City,
but younger than all other race groups in the two non-City regions. In
New York City, where they were most heavily represented, Hispanics were
the youngest racial group.40

Prior Arrest Record. Prior arrests are defined as those arrests

occurring before the first arrest event leading to a 1979 disposition which

39The continuous age distributions are characterized as follows:
New York State New York City Other MPAs Other Areas
mean 26.0 26.5 24.9 24.6
median 23.1 23.8 21.5 21.2
mode 16.0 16.0 16.0 17.0
range 16-83 16-83 16-80 16-74
40

Table E-9 presents median ages of the various race categories within
each region. The median is a summary measure of a distribution defined

as the value below which (and above which) half of the cases in the dis-
tribution fall. The median is used in preference to the mean in this

table (and tables E-12 and E-13) because the median is less sensitive

to extreme values in the distribution.



g e - }
Bt By i ]

raf

@

w
-

WHITE

BLACK

-52-

HISPANIC
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FIGURE 17
OFFENDER RRCE BY REGION
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41 The regional distribution shown

is included in the study cohort.
in Figure 18 reveals that more than 40 percent of offenders had no re-
cord of prior offending. This percentage was slightly higher in the

non-City areas than it was in New York City.

Among offenders who did have prior arrests, the seriousness of the
record appears to be directly associated with the Tevel of urbanization
of the region. For example, New York City had the highest percentage of
offenders with multiple felony arrests; Other Areas had the Towest per-
centage. New York City had the lowest percentage of offenders with non-
felony (i.e., misdemeanor or lesser) arrests, and Other Areas had the
highest.

Prior Conviction Record. The pattern of prior convictions shown in
figure 19 is similar to that for prior arrests: Most offenders had no
record of prior convictions. New York City offenders tended to have the
most serious conviction histories while offenders from Other Areas had
the least serious.42 Among offenders having prior convictions, those
convictions were generally for misdemeanors or lesser crimes; prior con-

victions for felonies were relatively rare.

As would be expected, age was positively associated in all regions
with the severity of prior record, for arrests and (particularly) for
convictions. This correlation arises because younger offenders have not
been at risk long enough to accrue lengthy offending histories.43 Tables

41For‘ offenders appearing multiple times in the cohort, arrests
leading to subsequent cohort dispositions would not be counted as priors.
Arrests for dispositions pending after 1979 would also not be counted.

42Prior convictions are convictions occurring before the (first)
felony arrest resuiting in a 1979 disposition.

43Note that only adult offending is considered in calculating the
indicators of prior record.
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FIGURE 19
OFFENDER PRIOR CONVICTION RECORD
BY REGION
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E-12 and E-13 show the median ages of offenders for each category of the"
prior record 1'nd1'cators.44

Among racial/ethnic groups in the two non-City regions, black of-
fenders generally had more severe arrest and conviction histories than
whites. In New York City, among offenders with prior histories, a similar
though Tess pronounced pattern existed. However, in New York City almost

identical percentages of blacks and whites had no prior record of offending

at all. Among all racial/ethnic groups, Hispanic offenders were the
least 1ikely to have prior offending histories. Tables E-14a through E-
l4c display the prior arrest record for each race category in the three
regions.

Offending Patterns

Figure 20 displays selected offender characteristics for each type
of arrest offense within the three regions. Figure 21 displays the same
offender characteristics by the class of the arrest offense within each
region.

The offender characteristics shown in these graphs are the percent
of male offenders, the percent of offenders in the 16 to 19 age group,
the percent of offenders who are nonwhite, and the percent of offenders
with at Teast one prior felony arrest.45 The graphs are arranged to show
relationships between these characteristics and the type or class of offense
as well as the region, and are intended to provide a general profile of

44Notg that in Table E~12, the median ages for the "No Felony" cate-
gory of prior arrests is slightly higher than for the "1-3 Felony" cate-
gory. Both categories can include offenders who had any number of prior
misdemeanor arrests, the only difference being that offenders in the

“No Felony" group had never been arrested for a felony. It is probable, then,

that some "No Felony" offenders actually had longer records of misdemeanor
arrests than offenders in the "1-3 Felony" group and that this accounts
for the observed difference in the median ages.

_ 45Percentages are based on the total for each offense type within re-
gion. This total is shown in the graphs.
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the offenders arrested for committing the indicated type or class of of-
fense with regard to sex, age, race and prior record.

Type of Offense. As previously shown .(Table 4), males outnumbered
females in the study population by approximately a 9:1 ratio. Figure 20
shows this to be generally true for all offense types regardiess of region.
Drug offenders, and offenders arrested for “"other" crimes, were slightly
more 1ikely to be female than were offenders arrested for personal or
property crimes. This is particularly evident for offenders from the
Other MPAs.

Age, as measured by the proportion of offenders in the 16-19 age
group, appears to be strongly associated with the type of offense. Pro-
perty offenders in all regions tended to be younger than offenders arrested
for other types of crime; drug, and to an even greater degree, "other®
offenders tended to be older.

Race is associated both with the type of offense and with region.
The largest proportion of minority offenders in the State was from New
York City (see Figure 17). Because of this, in the City, e&th offense
type showed a substantially higher proportion of nonwhite offenders
than was the case in the other two regions. About two-thirds of New York
City offenders were minorities, regardless of offense type. Differences
that do exist among offense types in the City showed personal and drug
offenders to have been slightly more 1ikely to be nonwhite than other
types. In the non-City regions where the overall proportion of minorities
was lower, the association with offense type is clearer. In these regions
personal and "other" offenders tended to be nonwhite while drug offenders

were likely to be white.

A similar pattern can be seen for offenders having at least one prior
felony arrest. In general, the proportion of offenders with such records
is higher in New York City than in the other regions. In the City, of-
fenders arrested for drug crimes were more 1likely than other offenders to
have had prior felony arrest histories. Outside of the City, personal
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FIGURE 20
PRTTERNS OF OFFENDING:
SELECTED OFFENDER CHARACTERISTICS
BY TYPE OF ARREST OFFENSE WITHIN REGION

PERCENT OF OFFENDERS BY OFFENSE TYPE WITHIN REGION
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offenders were most 1ikely, and drug offenders least 1ikely to have had
prior felony arrest records.

Class of Arrest. Figure 21 shows the selected offender character-
istics displayed by the statutory class of the most serious arrest charge
for each region.

Despite the overwhelming preponderance of males in the study cohort

there appears to be a slight association between sex and class of offense.

In all regions, offenders arrested for class B offenses were the most
Tikely to be male, followed closely by those arrested for class C and
class D offenses. Offenders arrested for class A and E felonies were
Teast likely to be male in each of the regions.

Offenders arrested for the more serious offenses (i.e., classes A

and B) tended to be older than offenders arrested for C, D and E offenses.

This was generally the case in all regions and was particularly evident
for class A arrestees. The offense class with the largest proportion
in the 16-19 age group was class C in New York City and the Other MPAs,
and class D in the Other Areas.

As noted earlier, the proportion of nonwhites was uniformly higher
among New York City offenders than among offenders from the other two
regions. This was true regardless of class. Where variation by class
was evident, it appears that offenders arrested for the most serious
(i.e., class A) offenses tended not to be minorities and those arrested
for class B and C offenses were somewhat more 1likely to be nonwhite
than other offenders. This was true in ail regions.

In the two non-City regions, offendars arrested for class B offenses
were the most 1ikely to have had a record of prior felony arrests; in
New York City, class A offenders were most 1ikely to have such records.
Offenders arrested for class E felonies were least likely to have had
prior arrests for felonies.
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REGION AND
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FIGURE 21
PATTERNS OF OFFENDING:
SELECTED OFFENDER CHRRACTERISTICS
BY CLASS 'OF ARREST OFFENSE WITHIN REGION
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in_the Cohort

This section continues the examination of offenders in the study
cohort by comparing the characteristics of the 72,857 offenders dis-
posed only once in 1979 with the remaining 13,711 disposed more than
once. Differences between the offender and arrest event counts are a
function of the characteristics and frequency of appearance of the
multiply disposed offenders.
such differences have implications for the arrest based processing
analyses appearing elsewhere in this report.

Offender Attributes

Consequently, the nature and extent of

Table 5 displays the proportion of offenders within each region
that were disposed on a felony only once in 1979 and those disposed
more than once. The proportibn of offenders appearing in the cohort
multiple times was highest for New York City and lowest for the Other
Areas. This follows the previously identified pattern for prior of-
fending in which the seriousness of the prior record was directly
associated with the degree of urbanization of the region.

Comparison of Qffenders Having a Single 1979
Disposition with Offenders Having Multiple 1979

Table 5

Dispositions by Region

Offenders

Region Total Single Disposition Multiple Disposition
Offenders Offenders
New York City 100.0% 81.3% 18.7%
(63,499) (51,643) (11,856)
Other MPAs 100.0% 90.6% 9.4%
(14,047) (12,732) (1,315)
Other Areas 100.0% 94.0% 6.0%
(9,022) (8,482) (540)
New York State Total 100.0% B4.2% 15.8%
(86,568) (72,857) (13,711)
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Table 6 refines this comparison by showing the proportion of arrest

events accounted for by single and multiple offenders. A far larger

proportion (and number) of arrest events were committed by multiple of-
fenders in New York City than in either of the other regions.

Table 6

Comparison of Arrest Events Committed
by Offenders Having Single and_
Multiple 1979 Dispositions by Region
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Table 7

Comparison of Offenders Having a Single 1979 Disposition
With Offenders Having Multiple 1979 Dispositions
By Sex Within Region

Dispositions in 1979

Arrest Events

Single Multiple
Region N % Male % Female N % Male % Female
New York City ‘ 51,643 88.5% 11.5% 11,856 93.7% 6.3%
Other MPAs 12,732 87.8% 12.2% 1,315 93.0% 7.0%
Other Areas 8,482 90.2% 9.8% 540 93.1% 6.9%
New York State Total . 72,857 B88.6% 11.4% 13,711 93.6% 6.4%

Commi tted Commi tted Average Number
by Single by Multiple per Multiple
Region Total Disposition Disposition Disposition
Offenders Offenders Offender
w York Cit 100.0% 63.8% 36.2%
e d : (80,986) (51,643) (29,343) 2.5
ther MPAs 100.0% 81.6% 18.4%
Othe (15,600) (12,732) (2,868) 2.2
Other Areas 100.0% 88.0% 12.0%
¢ (9,634) (8,482) (452) 2.1
York State Total 100.0% 68.6% 31.4%
New Yor (106,220) (72,857) (33,363) 2.4

Sex of Offenders. In all regions, males were more heavily repre-
sented among multiple offenders than among single offenders. The pro-
portion of males among multiple offenders was similar for all regions.

46

46In this and the data presentations which follow, the percentages
shown are weighted subsets of the percentages for the entire offender .
group shown in the previous section. For example, the overall proportion
of male offenders shown in Table 4 may be obtained by rewe1ght1ng the
percentages for the single and multiple groups (the weights are the pro-
portion of all offenders in the single and multiple groups), i.e., for

et co + 93.;00 - 89-5%

Age at Arrest. Both the single and the multiple offender age dis-
tributions shown in Figure 22 are similar to the distribution for all
offenders (see Figure 16). Again, differences between New York City and
the other two regions are evident: in general, the New York City dis-
tributions are bimodal while those of the non-City regions are clustered
in the 16-19 category. In ali regions, and particularly in the least
urban Other Areas, multiple disposition offenders were younger than
single offenders.47

Race of Offender. Race distributions displayed in Figure 23 show
that offenders appearing in the cohort multiple times were more Tikely
to be nonwhite than offenders appearing only once. Differences between

the single and multiple offender groups were most pronounced in the two
non-New York City regions.

Prior Record. The single/multiple offender distribution for prior
arrests are displayed in Figure 24 and the distributions for prior con-
victions in Figure 25. Both show that, in general, multiple offenders
tended to have more serious offending histories than single offenders.

47For multiple disposition offenders, age is the age of the of-
fender at the first arrest leading to a disposition included in the cohort.

i ;‘Jﬁgrp ‘
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AGE AT ARREST

A

AGE 16-19

AGE 20-24

AGE 25-34

FIGURE 22
COMPARISON OF OFFENDERS HAVING A SINGLE 1979 DISPOSITION
‘WITH OFFENDERS HAVING MULTIPLE 1979 DISPOSITIONS:
AGE AT ARREST WITHIN REGION

PERCENT OF OFFENDERS WITHIN APPERRANCE CATEGORY WITHIN REGION
10 30 50 10 30 50 10 30 50 10 30 50

1 1 | 1 i | 1 | | 1 | ) 1 1 I } ] 1 I 1
SINGLE 30.9 28.0 37 .4 38.8
MULTIPLE 36.8 (SRR 33 .4 e

eootatetes e, i)

SINGLE 23.8 123.3 24 .9 . 26 .1
MULTIPLE 26 .8 28.7 27.9 25.7
SINGLE 27.0 29.0 22 .6 21.7
MULTIPLE 27.7 28 .8 21.2 20 .4
SINGLE 18.3 19.7 15.2 14 .4
MULTIPLE 10.7 11.1 88 8.5 @ 6.1

NEWN YORK STATE NEW YORK CITY OTHER MPAS OTHER PREAS

SINGLE N=72.851° SINGLE N=51,638 SINGLE N=12,731 SINGLE N=8.482
MULT. N=13,711 MULT. N=11.856 MULT. N= 1.315 MULT. N= 540

REGION

rXCLUDES 6 OFFENDERS W1TH AGE MISSINGI 5 FROM NYC AND 1 FROM THE OTHER MPAS.
SOURCE DATA FOR THIS GRAPH ARE FOUND IN TABLES 23R AND 23B.

S




FIGURE 23
COMPARISON OF OFFENDERS HAVING A SINGLE 1979 DISPOSITION
WITH OFFENDERS HAVING MULTIPLE 1979 DISPOSITIONS:
RACE OF GFFENDER WITHIN REGION

PERCENT OF OFFENDERS WITHIN APPEARANCE CATEGORY WITHIN REGION

SOURCE

20 40 60 80

20 40 60 80

20 40 60 80

20 40 60 80

SINGLE N=72.857
MULT. N=13,711

SINGLE N=51.643
MULT. N=11.856

SINGLE N=12.732
MULT. N= 1,315

REGION

DATA FOR THIS GRAPH ARE FOUND IN TABLES 24A AND 24B.

WHITE ! | 1 1 1 | I I i | ! I | I 1 I
SINGLE 45 .3 34 .4 64 .3 83.8
L 0. .9 . %30
BLACK
SINGLE 43 .4 50.3 34 .4 15.3
MULTIPLE 54 .4 56 .7 6.1 25.0
(T1]
Q)
& HISPANIC
SINGLE :] 10.6 14.8 .8 .4
MULTIPLE 15.1 17.2 1.6 .9
OTHER
SINGLE .6 .7 .5 .5
MULTIPLE .3 .2 .6 i.1
NEH YORK STATE NEW YORK CITY OTHER MPRS OTHER AREAS
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LI b

(Among offenders with prfok'récords, dn]y the "no prior felony arrests"
category in Figure 24 shows a higher proportion of single than multiple
offenders).

s

g
b

o b

Summary

This analysis of offender characteristics is consistent with the
analyses presented earlier in this report. There were differences
among offenders along the urban/rural continuum, ir general, and sharp
differences, between New York City and the rest of the State. New York
City offenders were older, more 1ikely to be black or Hispanic and more
Tikely to have had a prior record of offending than were offenders
from the other two regions of the State. Only with regard to the sex
of the offender was there similarity among the regions.

As would be expected, older offenders tended to have more serious
prior records than younger offenders. Black offenders were likely to
be younger than whites in New York City, but older than whites in the
non-City regions. In New York City there was no difference between
blacks and whites in the proportion of offenders with no record of
prior arrests, but among those with prior records, black offenders had
more serious records than whites. In both non-City regions, blacks
were more likely than whites to have had records and those records were
likely to have been more serious. Hispanic offenders were the group
Teast 1ikely to have had a history of prior offending.

The examination of offending patterns illustrates the sharp re-
gional differences already noted, particularly with regard to race,
prior record and age. Despite this, however, some patterns emerged
that were consistent across all regions: property offenders were
uniformly younger than offenders arrested for other crime types, and
offenders arrested for "other" and drug crimes tended to be older;
personal offenders were more likely to be nonwhite than offenders
arrested for other crimes; and "other" and drug offenders were slightly

' more Tikely to be female than personal or property offenders. Offenders
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SERIOUSNESS OF PRIOR ARREST RECORD

FIGURE 24
COMPARISON OF OFFENDERS HAVING A SINGLE 1979 DISPOSITION
WITH OFFENDERS HAVING MULTIPLE 1979 DISPOSITIONS:
SERIOUSNESS OF PRIOR ARREST RECORD WITHIN REGION

PERCENT OF OFFENDERS WITHIN APPEARANCE CATEGORY WITHIN REGION

i0 30 50 10 30 50 10 30 50 10 30 50
]

NONE ] 1 | 1 I 1 1 | 1 1 | 1 | 1 |} | | ) 1
SINGLE 45.8 45 .1 47 .1 47.9
MULTIPLE 888888 25 .6 m 24 .8 8888888 30.1 88888885 31.5

NO FELONIES
SINGLE 12.3 9.8 17.3 20.6
MULTIPLE 8.7 ] 7.5 15.6 18.9

1 TO 3 FELONIES
SINGLE 29.2 30.0 28.1 26 .4
MULTIPLE 35.9 35.7 36.5 37.6

4 OR MORE FELONIES
SINGLE 12.7 15.2 ::] 7.5 :] 5.1
MULTIPLE 8§§gg§;gg 29.8 32.0 8$§§g 17.8 8§§a1z.o

NEW YORK STATE NEW YORK CITY OTHER MPAS OTHER AREAS

SINGLE N=72,857
MULT. N=13.711

SINGLE N=51.643
MULT. N=11,856

SINGLE N=12.732
MULT. N= 1,315

REGION

SOURCE DATA FOR THIS GRAPH ARE FOUND IN TABLES 25A AND 25B.
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SERIOQUSNESS OF PRIOR CONVICTION RECORD

NONE
SINGLE

MULTIPLE

NO FELONIES
SINGLE

MULTIPLE

1 OR MORE FELONIES
SINGLE

MULTIPLE

FIGURE 25
COMPARISON OF OFFENDERS HAVING A SINGLE 1979 DISPOSITION
WITH OFFENDERS HAVING MULTIPLE 1979 DISPOSITIONS:
SERIOUSNESS OF PRIOR CONVICTION RECORD WITHIN'REGION

PERCENT OF OFFENDERS WITHIN APPEARANCE CATEGORY WITHIN REGION

10 30 50 70

10 30 50 70

10 30 50 70

10 30 50 7o
LN N R Y L B

62.5 59.6 68.6 70.7
0200025
40.8 0202 %% % KL ¢ 52 .5 9.
LXK
28.0 29.8 24 .3 23.0
43.6 45.0 35.8 30.7
::] 9.5 ::] 10.6 :] 7.1 :] 6.3
15 .6 16 .3 11.7 g 9.6
NEW YORK STATE NEW YORK CITY OTHER MPRS OTHER ARERS

SINGLE N=72.857
MULT. N=13,711

SINGLE N=51,643
MULT. N=11.856

SINGLE N=12,732
MULT. N= 1.315

REGION

SOURCE DATA FOR THIS GRAPH ARE FOUND IN TABLES 26A AND 26B,

SINGLE N=8.482
MULT. N= 540
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arrested for the more serious felony offenses were generally older and
more likely to have had prior records than those arrested for lesser
felonies, regardless of region. Class A offenders also were more likely
to be white than were offenders arrested for other classes of crimes;
minorities were most heavily represented among those arrested for B and
C felonies. Both class A and E offenders were slightly Tess likely to
be male than class B, C or D offenders.

The group of offenders who appeared more than once in the study
cohort were different in several respects from those who appeared only
once. New York City had a considerably higher proportion of such multiple
disposition ofrenders than did the other two regions, with the largely
rural Other Area having the lowest. In all regions, multiple dis-
position offenders were more 1ikely to be male, to be younger, and to
be members of a racial minority than offenders disposed only once in
1979. They were also more 1ikely than single disposition offenders to
have had histories of prior felony arrests and to have been convicted
of a crime before the (first) arrest event which resulted in their
selection to the study cohort.

From data presented earlier in the report (Table 1) it is known
that almost 94 percent of arrest events disposed in 1979 occurred
in 1979 or 1978. This suggests that offenders appearing in the cohort
multiple times are 1ikely to have been arrested for their offenses with-
in that two-year span. There is thus a high Tikelihood that multiple
disposition offenders represent a particularly persistent or arrest-
prone group among the overall population of offenders.

The fact that such "persistent" offenders were more prevalent in
New York City and that City offenders hsd more serious prior criminal
histories, suggests a major qualitative difference between the regions
of the State. New York City offenders have accumulated more extensive
criminal records and, by extrapolation, they may be presumed to be more
persistent offenders than offenders from other regions. Certainly
their careers were more serious (in terms of prior arrests for felonies
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and convictions for all crimes) and more intensive (in terms of the
proportion of muitiple disposition offenders) than non-City offenders.48
These data reinforce findings presented earlier in the report:
not only did the arrest events in New Yark City involve a greater
number and more serious offenses than in the non-City regions, it is
also true that City offenders (in terms of their criminal careers) were
more "serious" as well. These factors help to explain the fact, noted
in Section II, that New York City courts make heavier use of incarcerative
penalties for convicted offenders than did the courts elsewhere in the
State. Prior offending is a factor which, in some cases, mandates an

49 and has been empirically shown to influence
50

incarcerative sanction

the decision to incarcerate even when not legally mandated. APPENDIX A

VALIDITY OF THE OBTS DATA

48Whﬂe better disposition reporting from New York City may account
for the higher proportion of City offenders with prior convictions, dif-
ferential reporting would not account for the higher preportion with prior
felony arrests. The association between age and prior record and the fact
that New York City offenders are older than offenders from other regions
ﬁ1so supports the fact that City offenders have more extensive criminal
istories.

4QSee, for example, the sentencing enhancement provisions contained
in the New York State Penal Law, Sections 70.04 and 70.06 and 70.10.

50See, for example, L. Paul Sutton, Variations in Federal Criminal
Sentences, Utilization of Criminal Justice Statistics, Analytic Report
17 (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Department of Justice, LEAA, 1978), and Vera
Institute of Justice, Felony Arrests: Their Prosecution and Disposition
in New York City's Courts, (New York City: Vera Institute of dJustice, 1977).




Appendix A

VALIDITY OF THE OBTS DATA

Because the OBTS data are disposition based it is possible that
they may have been biased by the fact that some dispositions that oc-
curred in 1979 were not reported to the CCH/OBTS database. Nonreporting
may have occurred because local courts failed to report case dispositions
to the Office of Court Administration (OCA), because of delays in pro-
cessing these data or because reports were incomplete or inaccurate,
preventing the disposition from being Tinked to the appropriate arrest
event on the CCH/OBTS. If the factors contributing to missing dispositions
operated in nonrandom ways, then a bias may exist in the data on which
the analyses in this report are based.

In an effort to address this issue, although in a Timited fashion,
distributions of some key variables in the OBTS data file were compared
with the same variables in an arrest-based file. Because arrest infor-
mation is reported to the CCH/OBTS independently of OCA, this arrest
file is not affected by the missing disposition problem. It can there-
fore be expected to provide a reasonably accurate picture of what the
OBTS data would Took Tike if all dispositions were reported.

While the arrest events contributing to the 1979 OBTS disposition
cohort came from numerous years (see Table 1), the arrest-based file
was a cohort of all adult felony arrests occurring in 1979. This cohort
was selected to compare to the OBTS data because 1979 arrests made up
the majority of the cases in the OBTS file. In addition, there appears
to be a fair degree of stability in such cohorts over recent years,
making the 1979 arrests reasonably representative of the general
spectrum of arrests covered by the OBTS data.

The variables that are examined across the two data files are

Preceding page blank
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the geographic region of the arrest event, the demographic characteristics

of the arrested populations in terms of age, race, and sex and offense
information in terms of the type and class of the arrest offense.

These comparisons should be interpreted with caution. First,

while differences or similarities may exist with regard to the variables

noted above, there is no way of knowing whether other factors that
cannot be examined are related to disposition reporting and therefore

bias the OBTS data. For example, the OBTS and arrest-based data

cannot be accurately compared with regard to dispositions and sentences.

No statements can therefore be made about the validity of this parti-

cular information in the OBTS file. Secondly, to the extent that arrest

events occurring in 1979 may differ from previous years' arrests, the
comparison of 1979 felony arrests with arrests from a number of years,
as occurs in the OBTS data set, may not be appropriate.

~'Geographic Distribution

A comparison of the regional distributions of the data files, as
shown in Table A-1, indicates that the OBTS file of arrest events is
more metropolitan than the population of felony arrests occurring in
1979 and, in particular, is influenced more by events occurring in New

York City. Whereas New York City arrest events represented approximately

68 percent of all 1979 felony arrests, New York City arrest events
included in the OBTS file constituted 76 percent of the total cohort.
Examination of the regional distributions of events occurring outside
of New York City indicate that Other Metropolitan Planning Areas make
up a greater proportion of these events in the 0BTS file than they do
in the 1979 felony arrest file when compared with events occurring in
Other Areas. These findings indicate that reliance on a disposition-
based data set for analyzing criminal justice processing for New York
State as a whole, results in findings that are unduly influenced by
the more urbanized counties in the State.

As noted in the main body of this report, disposition information
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Table A-1
Percent Distribution of 1979 Felony
Arrests and OBTS Arrests by Region

1979 1979
Region Felony Arrests 0BTS Arrests
New York City 67.7% 76.2%
Other MPAs 18.1% 14.7%
Other Areas 14.2% 9.1%
New York State Total 100.0% 100.0%
{133,271) (106,220)

for the CCH/OBTS database is provided to DCJS by the New York State
Office of Court Administration. OCA maintains two different information
systems for the reporting of such dispositions to them by the courts.

In New York City disposition information is relayed "on-1ine" from

the courts directly to the OCA computer, matched to the appropriate
arrest, and then posted by OCA to DCJS via computer-to-computer inter-
face. Counties outside of New York City use a manual form, which is then
mailed to OCA, keyed into their computer, matched to the arrest event
and forwarded to DCJS in the form of computer tapes. This bifurcated
information system may explain in large part the different geographic
distributions in the two data sets. Internal DCJS memoranda on missing
dispositions for all (i.e., felony and misdemeanor) arrest events in

the CCH/OBTS database reveal large differences in the proportion of
missing dispositions between New York City and the remaining areas of
the State. For example, as of mid-July 1981 (the time at which the OBTS
file was created), for arrests occurring in 1979, 16.7 percent of New
York City arrests did not have a final disposition posted on the CCH/
OBTS whereas 51.9 percent of arrests occurring outside of New York City
did not have a disposition posted. While some of these arrest events
may not yet have reached a final disposition some 1.5 years after the
arrest event, this is not 1ikely to be a very large percentage.
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Demographic Charécteristics

Table A-3

Sex of Offenders Arrested:
Percent Distribution of 1979 Fe]ony Arvrests
and OBTS Arrests by Region

There is Tittle reason to believe that demographic characteristics
of the persons arrested would be related to the phenomenon of missing
dispositions within the CCH/OBTS database. As such, similar distributions
on the demographic variables were expected between the two data sets. Ex-
amination of the age, sex, and racial characteristics of the two populations
confirms this expectation. No marked differences were found for any of

Sex of Qffender

i Total
Reglon Number Male Female

New York City

, : .y b 1979 Felony Arrests 90,257 89.8% 10.2%
the three variables either within the State as a whole or within levels 08TS Arres{s 80,986 90.29 0.8%
of the geographic variable. The results of the age comparisons are dis- other 1PA
er MPAs . .
played in Table A-2, while the sex and racial comparisions may be found 1979 Felony Arrests 24,061 88.6% 11.4%
i i 0BTS Arrests 15,600 88.7% 11.3%
in Table A-3 and A-4, respectively.
Other Areas ]
1979 Felony Arrests 18,953 90.6% 9.42
Table A-2 OBTS Arrests 9,634 90.6% 9.4

Age of Offenders Arrested: -New York State

Percent Distribution of 1979 Felony Arrests 1979 Felony Arrests 133,271 80.7% }8'8&
and 0BTS Arrests by Region OBTS Arrests 106,220 90.0% .
R : Age of QOffender
egion Tota -
Number 16-19 20-24 25-34 35 or older Table A-4
. Race of Offenders Arrested:
New York City s .
1979 Felony Arrests 90,257 29.8% 25.0% 29.0% 16.1% Percent g;§t5é$gtiggegzslg;9RZ§}g:y Arrests
0BTS Arrests 80,981 30.2% 24.5% 28.9% 16.4%
Other MPAs
1979 Felony Arrests 24,061 36.9% 25.5% 23.4% 14.2%
OBTS Arrests 15,599 38.4% 25.0% 22.3% . 13.9% Race of Offender
Other Areas Region Total . . . Other
1979 Felony Arrests 18,953 39.8% 25.1% 22.0% 13.1% Number White Black Hispanic
0BTS Arrests 9,634 39.9% 25.2% 21.5% 13.4% New York City 53.6% 18.1% 0.5%
New York State 1979 Felony Arrests 98,322 %Z-gé 0 7% 15 75 0.5%
1979 Felony Arrests 133,271, 32.5% 25.1% 27.0% 15.3% OBTS Arrests 80, . . .
OBTS Arrests 106,214 32.3% 24.7% 27.2% 15.7%
Other MPAs 1.4% 0.5%
1979 Felony Arrests 24,061 60.1% 38.0% 0.9% 0.5%
°si 0BTS Arrests 15.600  61.9%  36.7% . .
Six cases contained missing age data.
Other Areas
1979 Felony Arrests 18,953 83.8% 15.;2 g.ié g.éé
OBTS Arrests 9,634 82.5% 16. . .
The largest differences between the two files are found in the New York State
. . . . . ) . 1979 Felony Arrests 133,271 41.6% 45.3% 12.5% 8-2%
distribution of offenders within New York City. Here there is some 0BTS Arrests 106,220 40.2% 47.1% 12.2% .

indication that the OBTS file has more white offenders and fewer Hispanic
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offenders than would be expected if disposition reporting were complete,
although the largest difference is only 3.2 percent.

Type of Gffense and Class of Offense

Missing information on the disposition of arrest events does not
appear to be related to two variables that describe the arrest - type
of offense (using the categories person, property, drug or other offense)

and the statutory class of the offense. For both of these variables, the

distributions based on the 1979 felony arrest file and the OBTS file
are virtually identical both for the State as a whole and within each
of the three geographic regions. Table A-5 displays the results of
the type of offense distribution within regions while Table A-6 shows
the distribution of the class of offense variable with regions.

Table A-5

Type of Most Serious Charge at Arrest

Distribution of 1979 Fetony Arrests
and OBTS Arrests by Region

Type of Offense

Total
Region Number Personal Property Drug QOther
New York City
100.0% 36.2% 43.4% 10.5% 10.0%
1979 Felony Arvests (g9 987)  (32,673)  (39,147)  (9,444)  (8,988)
100.0% 37.59% 42.2% 9.8% 10.5%
OBTS Felony Arrests (g5 0g6)  (30,338)  (34,216) (7,966) (8,466)
Other MPAs
100.0% 25.8% 53.2% 6.4% 14.7%
1979 Felony Arvests (54 661)  (6,199)  (12,791) (1,545) (3,526)
100.0% 26.6% 54.0% 5.7% 13.7%
0BTS Felony Arrests (15,600) (4,155) (8,421) (883) (2,141)
Other Areas
100.0% 20.2% 56.63% 6.0% 17.1%
1979 Felony Arrests  (13953)  (3,829)  (10,736) (1,143) (3,245)
100.0% 20.9% 56.1% 5.7% 17.3%
0BTS Felony Arrests (9,634) (2,014) (5,407) (546) (1,667)

New York State Total
1979 Felony Arrests 100.0% 32.0% 47.0% 9.1? 11.8%

(133,271) (42,706) (62,674) (12,132 (15,759)

100.0% 34.4 8.8% 11.6%

3 45.2%
0BTS Felony Arrests (146 550)  (36,507)  (48,044)  (9,395)  (12,274)
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Table A-6

Class of Most Serious Charge at Arrest

Distribution of 1979 Arrests
and OBTS Arrests by Region

Total

Class of Offense

Region Number A B c D E
New York City 100.0% 5.9% 11.1% 15.2% 47.3% 20.5%
1979 Felony Arrests (g5 a87)  (5,315)  (10,026)  (13,727)  (42,660)  (18,529)
100. 0% 4.5% 11.2% 15.2% 46.1% 23.0%
0BTS Felony Arrests (g5 036  (3,680)  (9,075)  (12,319)  (37,324)  (18,588)
Other MPAs 100.0% 2.9% 8.4% 13.1% 52.8% 22.8%
1079 Felony Arrests (o4 1) (693)  (2,025)  (3,189)  (12,709)  (5,475)
100.0% 2.1% 8.49% 14.2% 52.2% 23.1%
0BTS Felony Arrests 15 600) (328)  (1,306)  (2,215)  (8,144)  (3,607)
Other Areas , .2
100.0% 2.2% 5.2% 10.8% 55. 6% 26
1979 Felony Arrests (45 g53) (415) (986)  (2,051)  (10,530)  (4,971)
100.0% 1.7% 4.5% 11.6% 55.64  26.5%
0BTS Felony Arrests (9,634) (166) (436) (1,118) (5,360) (2,554)
New York State Tota] 100. 0% 4.8% 9.8% 14.2% 49.4% 21.7%
1979 Felony Arrests (133 971)  (6,423)  (13,037)  (18,937)  (65,899)  (28,975)
: 100.0% 3.9% 10.2% 14.7% 47.9% 23.3%
0BTS Felony Arrests (105 259  (4,174)  (10,817)  (15,652)  (50,828)  (24,749)

Nonprosecution Dispositions

Nonprosecution dispositions (i.e., prosecution declined and no true

bi11) were extremely rare outside of New York City and particularly in

the Other Areas, where they accounted for less than 0.3 percent of

arrests. In addition, the county based tables in Appendix D revealed

different rates of nonprosecution among similar counties in the non-City

regions. Where nonprosecution dispositions occurred in the non-City
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in fewer cases being available for inclusion in the study cohort. The
proportion of "Prosecuted" cases as shown in the processing diagrams

in Section II and Appendix C could be expected to decline with better
reporting. The increased number of cases (i.e., arrests) would alter

the base for all branches percentaged on the number of arrests. Percent-
ages based on the number convicted would not be affected.

regions they were most 1ikely to be no true bill actions, however, in
New York City, prosecution declined actions were by far the most common.
In addition, no true bill actions showed absolute and proportional de-
clines in all regions from 1978 to 1979.

The extremely low rates of nonprosecution outside of New York
City, the discrepancies between similar counties and the declines from
1978 suggested the need to obtain additional information on the validity
of these data.

This was done by contacting court officials and District Attorneys
in a variety of counties within each of the regions of the State. They
were asked to provide data from their records as a check on the accuracy
of the OBTS data. In addition, OBTS data on no true bill action were
compared to similar data from the Indictment Statistical System (ISS).

Prosecution Declined Actions. Contacts with courts and District
Attorneys revealed that these dispositions were indeed rare (as the
0BTS data show) particularly in the non-New York City counties. This
is apparently due to the relatively infrequent use of pre-arraignment
case screening in these counties. Based on this general review, there
are no indications that prosecution declined dispositions were under-
reported or inaccurately reported to the CCH/OBTS database.

No True Bill Actions. In some counties there was a substantial
difference between the number of no true bills shown in the 1979 0BTS
data and the number reported to ISS for 1979. Many of the courts or
District Attorneys contacted revealed a lack of confidence concerning
the completeness and accuracy of their own internal records of these
dispositions. Thus, it is possible that the data on no bills reported
to CCH/0BTS were inaccurate or were of such poor quality that they
may have been rejected by the automatic computer system edits. As a
result, OBTS data on no bill dispositions may be incomplete and should
be interpreted with this qualification in mind.

Underreporting of these nonprosecution dispositions would result




e e e i g

-83-
APPENDIX B
SELECTION OF CHARGE AND DISPOSITION FOR ANALYSIS
Preceding page blank




TR T e g g ey

i

T S §

;'4\.—1 "

!

Appendix B

SELECTION OF CHARGE AND DISPOSITION FOR ANALYSIS

The following rules apply to the selection of charge and disposition
for the analysis:

- At arrest, if there was more than one charge, the most
serious charge was selected.

~ If the charges in the arrest event resulted in more than
one disposition, the most serious disposition type was
selected. (Disposition types were ranked as follows:
Conviction, Acquittal, Dismissal, Other, No True Bill,
Prosecution Declined.)

- If there was more than one charge within the selected
disposition type, the most serious charge within that
type was selected.

Charge seriousnéss was determined by the class of offense. Within
classes, specific offenses were ranked with personal crimes considered
most serious, followed by property crimes, drug offenses and "public
order" offenses (e.g., forgery, prostitution).

The following examples illustrate the selection process. Charges and
dispositions selected are underlined.
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class A misdemeanors.
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ARREST CHARGES

PL 145.05 Criminal Mischief,
3rd Degree
(E Felony)

PL 155.25 Petit Larceny
(A Misdemeanor)

PL 165.05 Unauthorized Use of
a Vehicle
(A Misdemeanor)

DISPOSITION

ACQUITTED: PL 240.20
Disorderly Conduct
(Violation)

DISMISSED: PL 155,25
Petit Larceny
(A Misdemeanor)

ACQUITTED: PL 165.05

Unauthorized Use of a

Vehicle

At arrest, the class E felony offense is selected over the
The acquittal is selected as more

serious than the dismissal, and the acquittal for the class
A misdemeanor is selected over the acquittal for the violation.

Arrest PL 130.35 Rape, lst Degree CONVICTED: PL 130.65
Event (B Felony) Sexual Abuse, 2nd
#2 Degree
(D FeTony)
PL 220.12 Possession of NO TRUE BILL: PL 220.12
Controlled Substance, Possession of Controlled
4th Degree Substance, 4th Degree
(B Felony) (B Felony)
PL 135.60 Coercion, 2nd CONVICTED: PL 135.60
Degree Coercion, 2nd Degree
(A Misdemeanor) (A Misdemeanor)
. Because it is a personal crime, the class B rape charge is

selected over the class B drug felony offense at arrest. The
convicted disposition is more serious than the No True Bill

and the felony conviction is selected over the conviction for
the misdemeanor.

-87-
ARRESTED CHARGES DISPOSITION
Arrest PL 140.30 Burglary, lst Degree DISMISSED: PL 140.30
Event (B Felony) Burglary, 1lst Degree.
#3 (B Felony)
PL 120.05 Assault, 2nd Degree CONVICTED: PL 120.00
(D Felony) Assault, 3rd Degree

(A Misdemeanor)

v

At arrest, the offense with the higher class is selected. At
disposition, the conviction offense is selected because conviction
is a more serious disposition than dismissal.

M e e s
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Figure C-1
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York State

Class A Arrest Offenses
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
4,174 100.0%

Prosecu%ion Declined No Trde Bill
48 1.1% 32 0.8%
Prosecuted
4,094 98.1%
' 1
Upper Court

Lowef Court
1,737 41.6%

2,357 56.5%

(s T 1
Dismissed® Acquitted ConviLted Other

825 2
47.5% 0.17%

z 0f
Convicted

- 37.2%
0.2z
0.1%
18.37
21.3%
19.6%

1.3%

0.22

909 1 270 121
52.3% 0.1% 11.5% 5.1%

Trial® 2 0.2%
Plead 865 95.2%

YO 42 4.6%
- Prison
338 Jail
2 Jail and Probation
1 Jail and Fine
166 Probation
194 Fine
178 Conditional Discharge
12 Unconditional Discharge
18 Other®

aPercencages of cases processed by the Lower Court.

bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

cPe‘rcentages of cases coavicted.

dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 1 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown.

®rncludes 16 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 5

962

492

92

320

13

51

1,943
82.47%

Trialc
Plead
YO

Dis&issedb Acqui&ted Convicted ‘Otﬁer

23
1.07

289 14.9%
1,575 81.1%
79 4.1%

% Of
Convicted

49.5%
25.3%
4.7%
0.0%
16.5%
0.4%
0.7%
0.3%
2.6%

cases convicted in the Upper Court

for which type of sentence is not available, and 1 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-2
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York State
Class B Arrest Offenses
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
10,817 100.0%

f
Prosecurion Declined No Trge B41l
281 2.6% 159 1.5%

Prosecuted
10,377 95.9%

Ipweg Court !
5,297 49.0% 5,080 47,0

€ i - 1 i
Dismissed® Acqgétted Conv;?;ed Oﬁ?ew Dis&iasedb Acqui%ted Convieted Otﬂer
. 1

,684 z , 518 283 4,192
69.5% 0.6% 29.8% 0.1% ) 10.2% 5.6% 85.5% 1.3;
Trial® 1 0.2% TrialC
27 504 12.0%
Plead 1 417 89.97 Plead 3,182 75.97
10 157 10.0% YO 506 12.1%
% Of
Convicted Coivgfted
- - Prison 2,915 69.5%
33.9% 535 Jail ) 202 4.8%
2.0% 31 Jail and Frobaticn 136 3.2%
0.2% 3 Jail and Fine 8 0.2%
22.47 353 Probation 789 18.8%
12.9% 204 Fine 18 0.4%
25.0% 395 Conditional Discharge ' 49 1.2%
1.8% 28 Unconditional Discharge 6 0.17%
1.8% 28 Other?® 69 1.6%

aPercent:ages of cases praocessed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
cPercentages of cases convicted.

Includes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 6 cases i
pncides 0 gases 1n th n the Upper Court in which method of

e
Includes 21, cases convicted in the Lower Court and 34 ca
ges convicted in the Upper C
for which type of sentence is not available, and2 cases showing a prison sentzgce ourE
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-3
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

New York State
Class C Arrest Offense .
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
15,652 100.0%

Proaecu%ion Declined No T:Je Bill
423 2.7% 113 0.7%

Prosecuted
15,116 96.6%

Loweé'Court Upper'Court
11,204 71.6% 3,912 25.07

[ []
Dismi.‘a-‘.seda Acqufcted ConviLted Othér Dis&issedb Acquitted Convicted Otﬁer

6,255 46 4,896 7 350 191 3,305 66
55.8% 0.4% 43.7% 0.1% 8.9% 4.9% 84,57 .1'7%
Trial® 12 0.2% Triale 237 7.22
Plea! 4,224 86.3% Plea 2,375 71.9%
Y0 660 13.5% Y0 693 21.0%
% 0¢ ’ 7 Of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 1,589 48.1%
29.7% 1,455 Jail 274 8.3%
1.3% 64 J&il and Probation 215 6.5%
0.1% 5 Jail and Fine 6 0.2%
20.4% 999 Probation 1,010 30.6%
15.9% 778 Fine 27 0.8%
27.0% 1,323 Conditional Discharge 78 2.4%
2.2% 110 Unconditional Discharge 10 0.3%
3.3% 162 Other® 96 2.9%

8porcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
b‘E’ercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

Cparcentages of cases convicted.

decludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 3 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
econviction is unknown.

®rncludes 127 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 61 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of seutence is not available, and 1 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-4
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York State
Class D Arrest Offenses
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
50,828 100.0%
]

Prosecugion Declined No Trde Bill
1,073 2.1% 158 0.3%

Prosecuted
49,597 97.6%
]

Lowagvbourt Upper'Court
42,256 83.1% 7,341 14.4%

1 1)
Dismigseda Acqufﬁted Conyikted Othér Dis&issedb Acquitted Convicted Otﬂer

19,388 208 22,604 56 637 225 6,336 143
45.9% 0.5% 53.5%2 0.1% 8.7% 3.1% 86.3% 1.9%
Trial€ 40 0.2% Trial® - 332 5.2%
Plead 19,997 88.5% Plead 4,729 74.6%
YO 2,567 11.4% YO 1,275 20.1%
% Of % Of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 2,357 37.2%
29.0% 6,549 Jail 625 9.9%
1.6% 367 Jail and Probation 436 6.9%
0.1% 32 Jail and Fine 26 0.47%
17.3% 3,908 Probation 2,248 35.5%
19.5% 4,401 Fine 146 2.3%
27.04 6,098 Conditional Discharge 282 4.5%
2.3% 521 Unconditional Discharge 41 0.6%
3.2% 728 Other® 175 2.8%

8parcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercencages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
Cperventages of cases convicted.

dIncludes 3 cases in the Lower Court and 17 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknowu.

€1ncludes 517 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 116 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 3 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-3
CRIMINAL JUSTICE 5YSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York State
Class E Arrest Offenses
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
24,749 100.0%

Prosecution Declined ‘No True Bill

537 2.2% 50 0.2%
Prosecuted
24,162 97.6%
l 1
Lowegﬁaburt Upper Court
22,354 90.3% 1,808 7.3%

r " 1 ] r T ' T 1
Disnissed® Acquitted Convicted Other Dismissed? Acquitted Comvicted Otger

8,328 53 13,951 22 169 57 1,541 41
37.3% 0.2% 62.4% 0.1% 9.3% 3.2% 85.2% 2.3%
Trial® 25  0.2% Trial® 128 8.3%
Plead 12,930 92.7% Plead 1,228 79.7%
p{Y) 996 7.1% YO 185 12.0%
% Of % of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 331 21.5%
31.8% 4,437 Jail 198 12.8%

0.9% 126 Jail and Probation 108 7.0%

0.1% 12 Jail and Fine 9 0.6%
10.7% 1,499 Probation 590 38.3%
27.2% 3,791 Fine 136 8.8%
25.4% 3,545 Conditional Discharge 127 8.2%

2.1% 297 Unconditional Discharge 11 0.7%

1.7% 244 Other® 31 2.0%

8porcentages of cases pracessed by the Lower Court.

bPercen:nges of cases processed by the Upper Court.

CPercentages of cases convicted.

dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 3 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction 1s unknown.

€rncludes 200 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 18 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 1 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Courc conviction.

-
»
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Figure C~6
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York State

Personal Crimes
1979 Dispositious

Arrested
36,507 100.0%

t
Prosecution Declined No True Bill
978 2.7% 314 0.9%
Prosecuted
35,215 96.5%
l 4
lnweéﬁéourt Upper Court
26,150 71.6% 9,065 24.8%

] [§
Dismiggéda Acquftted COnv£LCed Other Diségégedb Acﬁg%fted

e e 35 0oz 9.4% 6.3%
Trial® 38 0.4%
Plead 8,773 89.4%
Yo 999 10.2%
% Of
Convicted
- - Prison 4,614
28.1% 2,752 Jail 573
1.7% 164 Jail and Probation 321
0.1% 13 Jail and Fine 11
17.2% 1,687 Probation 1,638
17.4% 1,707 Fine _ 50
31.1% 3,052 Conditional Discharge 119
2.4% 232 Unconditional Discharge 16
2.1% 203 Other® 155

8percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercen:ages of cases processerd by the Upper Court.
Spercentages of cases convicted.

' I
Convicted Other
onvigted 0503

1

82.7%

Trial®
plead
YO

1.6%

882 11.8%
5,548 74.0%
1,067 14.2%

% of

Convicted

61.5%
7.6%
4.3%
0.1%

21.8%
0.7%
1.6%
0.2%

2.1%

drncludes 2 cases in the Lower Court and 10 cases in the Upper Court in which method of

conviction is unknown.

®Includes 162 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 80 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 3 cases ghowing a prison sentence

erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

Dismfgseda Acquftted Convfkted Otﬁgr
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Figure C-7
CRIMINAL JUSYICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York State
Property Crimes
1979 Dispositions

Arrested -
48,044 100.0%
Prosecution Declined . No Trde Bill
1,027 2.1% 123 0.3%
Prosecuted

46,894 97.6%
]

Loweé Court Ua?er'Court
6,

40,253 83.8%

41 13.8%
1

Disé%gsedb Acqui%ted

16,189 103 23,916 : 17%
40,2% 0.3% 59.47% 0.1% 7.2% 2.7%
Trial® 21 0.1%
Plead 20,814 87.0%
Y0 3,081 12.9%
% of
Convicted
- - Prison 2,280
34.9% 8,353 Jail 592
1.5% 353 Jail and Probation 407
0.1% 19 Jail and Fine 15
16.7% 3,997 Probation 1,992
14.3% 3,422 Fine 95
26.7% . 6,377 Conditional Discharge 242
2.3% 542 Unconditionzl Discharge 37
3.6% 853 Other® 190

#parcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
Cparcentages of cases convicted.

COnvicted dtgar
5,850 134

88.1% 2.0%

Trial® 312 5.3%
Plead 4,091 69.9%
YO 1,647 24.7%

% Of
Convicted

39.0%
10.1%
7.0%
0.3%
34.1%
1.6%
4.1%
0.6%
3.22

dIncludes 1 cases in the Lower Court and 13 cases in the Upper Court im which method of

conviction i3 unkuown.

€Includes 632 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 143 casea convicted in the Upper Court

for which type of sentence is not available, and 2 cases showing a
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

prison sentence

TN

(3
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re C-8

Fig?
JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

New York State
Drug Crimes
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
9,395 100.0%

Prosecu{ion Declined
137 1.5%

Prosecuted
9,235 98.3%

1

No Trde Bill

23

0.2%

Lowegrcourt
7,015 74.7%

LS
Dismissed® Acquftted ConviLted Othér
2,966 7 4,040 2

1
er Court

U
27550 23.6%

T T
DismissedP Acqui%ted Convicted Otger
275 45 1,872 28

3 y
42.3% 0.1% 57.6% <0.1% 12.4% 2.0% 84.37% 1.3%
Trial® 10 0.2% Trial® 154  8.2%
Plead 3,868 95.7% Plead 1,593 85.1%
YO 162  4.0% YO 125 6.7%
% Of % Of
Convicted Convicted
b - - Prison 685 36.6%
31.3% 1,265 Jail 438 23.4%
0.4% 16 Jail and Probation 138 7.42
0.2% 8 Jail and Fine 1 0.1%
10.9% 439 Probation 470 25.1%
33.4% 1,349 Fine 24 1.3%
21.1% 85t Conditional Discharge “42 2.2%
1.6% 64 Unconditional Discharge il 0.6%
1.2% 48 Ot:here 63 3. 4%

aPercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercencages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
CPercentages of cases convicted.

d
Includes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 1 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknoww.

e

Includes 42 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 6 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 1 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Courc conviction.

Prosecugion Declined No TrJe B1ill
220 1.8% 52 0.4%
Prosecuted
12,002 97.8%
‘ |
Lowegvaburt Upper Court

9,430 76.8%
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Figure C-9

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

New York State
Other Crimes
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
12,274 100.0%

2,572 21.0%
|

T
Dismi.(sseda Acquftted Convated Othér Dis&issedb Acquitted Convicted Other

3,220 34 6,171 15 342 82 2,098 50
34.1% 0.3% 65.4% 0.2% 13.3% 3.2% 81.6% 1.9%

Trial® 13 0.2% Trial® 142 6.8%

Plead 5,978 96.9% Plead 1,857 88.5%

3 (o] 180 2.9% YO 99  4.77
% of %Z Oof

Convicted Convicted

- - Prison 575 27 .4%
15.3% 944 Jail 188 9.0%
0.9% 57 Jail and Probation 121 5.8%
0.2% 13 Jail and Fine 22 1.0%
13.0% 802 Probation 857 40.8%
46.8% 2,890 Fine 165 7.9%
20.4% 1,259 Conditional Discharge 146 7.0%
2.1% 130 Unconditional Discharge 10 0.5%
1.2% 76 Other® 14 0.7%

X

aPercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercencages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
SPercentages of cases convicted.

Syncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 6 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction 1is unknown. :

®Includes 45 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 5 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 2 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court comviction.

ISP . -
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Figure C-10 Figure C-11
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York State
Ages 16-24
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
60,561 100.0%

onsecu%ion Declined

1,428 2.42% 283 0.5%

No Trde Bill

New York State
Age 25+
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
45,659 100.0%

No Trde Bill
229 0.5%

Prosecution Declined
934 2.0%

Prosecuted Prosecuted
58,850 97.2% 44,496 97.5%
— ' ! Lower Court ‘ Upper'Court
Lower Court Upper Court 3 3
47,120 77.8% 11,730 19.4% 35,728 78.2% 8,768 19.2%
1 ! - C lr’ T 1 r T l T 1
Dismigseda Acqufgted ccnﬁﬂkted Othér Dis&;gsedb Acquigted Convicted Otﬂer Dismissed® Acquitted Convicted Other DismissedP Acquitted Convicted Other
16,294 180 19,211 43 984 520 7,122 142
22,186 16 24,726 47 260 357 10,195 218 45.6% 0.5% 53.8%  0.1% 11.2% 5.9% 81.2%  1.6%
47.1% 0.3% 52.5%2 0.1% 8.2% 3.0% 6.9% 1.8% ©e
¢ o 1al1C e
Trial® 39 0.2% Trial® 598  5.9% Trial 43 0.2% Trial 892 12.5%
Plead 20,269 82.0% plead 6,862 67.3% 19,164 99.8% ggea 6,227 87.4%
YO 4,418 17.97% YO 2,735 26.8% 4 <0.1% 3 <0.1A'
% of %z of
% Of % of
Convicted Convicted Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 4,600 45.1% - - Prison 3,554 49.9%
27.0% 6,667 Jail 922 9.0% 34.67% 6,647 Jail 869 ;2.2%
1.8% 455 Jail and Probation 659 6.4% 0.7% 135 Jail and Probation 331 4.6%
0.1% 27 Jail and Fine 17 0.2% 0.1% 26 Jail and Fine 32 0.4%
20.2% 4,985 Probation 3,260 32.0% 10.1% 1,940 Probation 1,697 23.8%
17.3% 4,275 Fine 76 0.7% 26.5% 5,093 Fine 258 3.67
: 26.5% 6,560 Conditional Discharge 277 2.7% 25.9% 4,979 Conditional Discharge 272 3.8%
2.5% 623 Pnconditional Discharge 40 0.4% 1.82 345 Unconditional Discharge 34 0.5%
4.6% 1,134 Other® 347 3.4% 0.2% 46 Other® 75 1.1%

8percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPurcentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

CpPercentages of cases convicted.

8parcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.

bPercent:ages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

CPercentages of cases convicted.

dIncludes 3 cases in the Lower Court and 13 cases in the Upper Court in which method of

dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 17 cases in the Upper Court in which method of

conviction is unknown.

conviction is unknown.
€1ncludes 873 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 233 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 2 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

€racludes 8 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 1 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 6 cases showing a prison sentence !
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-12 Figure C-13
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY . CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York State New Yerk State
- Sex - Female
Sex - Mal
ex e 1979 Dispositiomns

1979 Dispositions
Arrested
10,577 100.0%

Arrested
95,643 100.0%

|
[ 1
Prosecution Declined No Trde Bill Prosecution Declined No True Bill
2,116 2.2% 451 0.5% 246 2.3% 61 0.6%
Progecuted Prosecuted :
93,076 97.3% 10,270 97.1% )
| l ' :
]
Lowegkaourt Upper'Court Lowex Cour& Upper Court i
73,841 77.2% 19,235 20.1% 9,007 85.2% 1,263 11.9% ‘
l ! r ‘ T T 1 r T ' T 1
9 .
Dismissed® Acquféted Canfgted Othér Disgissedb Acquikted Convicted Otger Dﬁfg&ifeda Acquitted Convicted Other DismissedP Acquitted Convicted Other
34,040 310 39,403 88 1,794 843 16,253 345 440 3} 4,53§ 2 150 34 1,064 15
46.1% 0.42 53.47 0.1% 9.3% A4 84.57 1.8% 49.3% 0.3% 50.3% <0.1% 11.9% 2.7% 84.2% 1.2%
) .
C g [
Trial® 75 0.2% Trial® 1,436 8.8% Trial .7 0.2% Trial 54 5.1%
Plead 35,245 89.4% Plead 12:208 75.1% Plead 4,188 92.40/. plead 3881 82,8:‘
10 4,083 10.4% YO 2,609 16.1% 0 339 7.5% YO 129 12.1%
% Of 7 0f % Of % of
Convicted Convicted Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 7,876 48.5% - - Prison 278 26.1%
31.0% 12,225 Jail 1,676 10.3% 24.0% 1,089 Jail 115 10.8%
1.4% 557 Jail and Probation 926 5.7% 0.7% 33 Jail and Probation 61 5.7% %
0.1% 50 Jail and Fine 46 0.3% 0.1% 3 Jail and Fine 3 0.3% X
15.6% 6,160 Probation 4,478 27.6% 16.9% 765 Probation 479 45.0% |
21.2% 8,370 Fine 325 2.0% 22.0% 998 Fine 9 0.8%
o . !
25.7% 10,124 Conditional Discharge 487 3.0% 31.2% 1,415 Conditional Discharge 62 5.8% E?
2.2% 851 Unconditional Discharge 63 0.4% 2.6% 117 Unconditional Discharge 1 1.0%
2.7% 1,066 Other® 376 2.3% 2.5% 114 Other® 46 4.3%

8parcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.

bPercen:ages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

Cpercentages of cases convicted.

dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and O cases In the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown. “

€1ncludes 86 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 16 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 2 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

aPercencages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
Cpercentages of cases convicted.

d .
Tncludes 3 cases in the Lower Court and 30 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown.

e e

Tacludes 795 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 218 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 6 cages showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-~14
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

New York State
Race -~ White
1979 Dispositdions

Arrested
42,730 100.0%

]
Prosecution Declined No True Bill
627 1.5% 174 0.4%
Prosecuted
41,929 98.1%
! 1
Loweé—ahurt Upper Court
31,621 74.0% 10,308 24.1%

1 -
I I, b 1 1
Dismissed? Acquitted Convicted Other

1
Dismiggéda Acgffﬁted Convated Other
14,027 60

17,383 51 878 390 8,853 187
44 .43 0.5% 55.0%  0.2% 8.5% 3.8% 85.9% 1.8%
Trial® 46 0.3% Trial® 665 7.5%
Plead 15,065 86.7% Plead 6,661 75.2%
Y0 2,272 13.1% Y0 1,527 17.2%
2 of % Of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison ' 3,439 38.8%
21.0% 3,656 Jail 887 10.0%

1.7% 301 Jail and Probation 649 7.3%

0.2% : 38 Jail and Fine 32 0.4%
19.5% 3,395 Probation 2,934 33.1%
25.8% 4,484 Fine 229 2.6%

i 24.8% : 4,304 Conditional Discharge 382 4.3%

2.4% 419 Unconditional Discharge 52 0.6%

4.5% 786 Other® 249 2.8%

8parcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercenCages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

CPercentages of cases convicted.
dyncludes 2 cases in the Lower Court and 26 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown.

€1ncludes 573 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 159 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of seutence is not available, and 3 cases showing 2 prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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F%ﬁFre Cc-15
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York State

Race - Black
1979 Disposition

Arrested
50,032 100.0%

| f»w

Prosecu{iOn Declined No Trde Bill
1,263 2.5% 291 0.6%
1]
Prosecuted i
48,478 96.97%
1
ane#ﬁaourt UpperICOurt
39,723 79.4% 8,755 17.5%

I | . 3
¥ T 1 PP | T }
Dismissedd Acquitted Convicted Other Dismissed? Acquitted Convicteéd Other :

18,951 150 20,589 33 915 447 7,238 155
47.7% 0.4% 51.8% 0.1% 10.5% 5.1% 82.7% 1.8%

Trial® 34 0.2% Trial® 776 10.7%

Plead 18,888 91.7% Plead 5,422 74.9%

p4] 1,667 8.1% YO 1,040 14.47%
% Of % 0f

Convicted Convicted

- - Prison 4,040 55.8%
37.6% 7,736 Jail 807 11.1%
1.2% 253 Jail and Probation 302 4.2%
0.1% 13 Jail and Fine 17 0.2%
13.7% 2,815 Probation 1,675 23.1%
17.1% 3,530 Fine 80 1.1%
26.6% 5,478 Conditional Discharge 149 2.1%
2.0% 416 Unconditional Discharge 20 0.3%
1.7% 348  Other® 148 2.0%

Bpercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercen:ages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
Cpercentages of cases convicted.
dIncludes 1 cases in the Lower Court and 4 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown. ‘

®rneludes 270 cages convicted in the Lower Court and 69 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 4 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-16

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York State
Race -~ Hispanic
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
12,920 100.0%

Prosecugion Declined
449 3.5%

Prosecuted
12,428 96.2%

No True Bill
43 0.3%

Loweg Court
11,073 85.7%

] ]
Dismi.‘sseda Acquitted ConviLted Other
238 21 8 6

5, ’
47.3% 0.2% 52.52  0.17%
Trial® 2
Plead 5,345
Yo 461
% Of
Convicted
32.6% 1,895
0.6% : 34
<0.1% 1
12.0% 695
22.5% 1,309
29.47% 1,708
2.2% 127

0.7% 39

Upper|Court
1,355 10.5%

v, b | H 1
Dis?%ﬁfEd Acquitted Convicted Other

36
9.8% 2.7%
<0.1%
92.0%
7.9%
Prison
Jail

Jail and Probation
Jail and Fine

Probation

Fine

Conditional Discharge

Unconditional Discharge

Other®

8percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.

bPercem:ages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

Cpercentages of cases convicted.

654
95
34

323

23

14

23

1,168 18
86.2% 1.3%

TrialC 47 4.0%
plead 961 82.3%
YO 160 13.7%

% Of
Convicted

56.0%
8.1%
2.9%
0.0%

27.7%
2.0%
1.27
0.2%
2.0%

dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of

conviction is unknowm.

®rhcludes 31 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 5 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 1 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-17
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York State
Race - Other
1979 Disposition

Arrested
538 100.0%

Prosechj:ion Declined

No ATrtle Bill

4.3% ’ 0.7%
Prosecuted
511 95.0%
! 1
Loweéicourt Upper Court
431 80.1% 80 14.9%
L l r : L .
r
Dismissed® Acquftted Courihted Other DismissedP Acquitted Convicted Otﬂer
264 10 157 0 18 4 58 0
61.3% 2.3% 36.4% 0.0% 22.5% 5.0% 72.5% 0.07
Trial€ 0 0.0% Trial® 2 3.4%
Plead 135 86.0% Plead 45 77.6%
Y0 22 14.0% YO 11 19.0%
% of % of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 21 . 36.2%
17.2% 27 Jail 2 3.4%
1.37 2 Jail and Probation 2 3.4%
0.6% 1 Jail and Fine 0 0.0%
12.7% 20 Probation 25 43.1%
2807% 45 Fine 2 3.4%
31.2% 49 Conditional Discharge 4 6.9%
3.8% 6 Unconditional Discharge 0 0.0%
4.5% 7 Other® 2 3.4%

8parcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.

bPetcentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

Cparcentages of cases counvicted.

drncludes O cases in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown.

©rncludes 7 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 1 cases convicted in the Upper Court

for which type of sentence is not available, and 0 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-18

CKIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

New York City
Class A Arrest Offenses
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
3,680 100,0%

Prosecugion Declined
. 48 1.3%

Prosecuted
3,603 97.9%

No Tr&e Bill
29 0.8%

Loweg—aburt
1,603 43.6%

Upper'Cour:
2,000 54.3%

1
Dismig;éda Acqufﬁted Convfcted Other
724 2 876 1 240

45.2% 0.1% 54.6% 0.1% 12.0%

Trial® 1 0.1%
Plead 836 95.4%

YO 39 4.5%
X Of
Canvicted
- - Prison
37.4% 328 Jail
0.1% 1 Jail and Probation
0.0% 0 Jail and Fine
15.2% 159 Probation
21.2% 186 Fine
19.9% 174 Conditional Discharge
1.4% 12 Unconditional Discharge
1.8% 16 Other®

8parcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

Cpercentages of cases convicted.

L]
Dis&lgéedb Acqui%ted Convicted Otﬁer

103 1,638 19
5.2% 81.9%2 1.0%

Trial® 244 14.9%
Plead 3,335 8L.5%

Y0 59  3.6%
Z of
Convicted

807 49.3%
456 27.8%
53 3.2%
0 0.0%
251 15.3%
7 0.4%

9 0.5%

6 0.47%
49 3.0%

dyncludes O cases in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court im which method of

conviction is unknown.

©rncludes 14 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 5 cases convicted in the Upper Court

for which type of sentence is not available, and 1 cases showing a prison sentence

erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-19

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

New York City

Class B Arrest Offenses

1979 Dispositions

Arrested
9,075 100.0%

Prosecu%ion Declined

No Trde Bill

281 3.1% 130 l.47
Prosecuted
8,664 95.5%
— |
Lower Court Upper'Court
4,606 50.8% 4,058 44.7%
Ly 'l T | '
5
Dismissed® Acquitted Convicted Other Dis&igsedb Acqui%ted Convicted Otder
3,175 31 1,397 3 463 217 3,301 77
68.9% 0.7% 30.3% 0.1% 11.4% 5.3% 81.3% 1.9%
Trial® 1 0.1% Trial® 377 1l.4%
Plead 1,269 90.8% Plead 2,536 76.8%
YO 127 9.17 YO0 388 11.8%
% Of %z 0of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 2,363 71.6%
35.4% 495 Jail 132 4.0%
1.3% 18 Jail and Probation 83 2.5%
0.12 2 Jail and Fine 7 0.2%
20.4% 285 Probation 617 18.7%
13.5% 188 Fine 16 0.5%
26.6% 372 Conditional Discharga 39 1.2%
1.6% 23 Unconditional Discharge 5 0.2%
1.0% 14 Othex® 39 1.2%

8parcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercencages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

Cpercentages of cases convicted.

dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of

conviction is unknown.

®rncludes 9 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 7 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 1 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

s ot
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Figure C-21
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York City
Class D Arrest Offenses
1979 Disgpositions

Figure C-20
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

New York City
Class C Arrest Offenses
1979 Dispositions

Arrested Arrested
12,319 100.0% 37,324 100.0%
| ' ! \ ‘
| ! Prosecution Declined No True Bill !
Pro tion Declined No True Bill . ) 2
Zggu 3021/ eclined 2 0.6% 1,060 2.8% 96 0.3% P
Prosecuted E

Prosecuted

11,825 96.0% 36,168 96.9%

|
Lower Court, woper i Uoger <Su5s -
: " y L r ' I ! Dismissed® A ‘ftt 4 Convicted Othe Disadssed® Acquitted c| victed Oth o
Di;amziszSeda Acqutgted Co;wgi;;:ed 0L‘h4er Disné;{éisedb A“‘“l’gié‘t"‘d Co?,vlifsted 0%1173:. 15; 65259e cqliSfb e oi\ar’ é:s ?e 3}er 539?% cq§5'6 e on’ f 5:9.3 i :/er
56.4% 0.5% 43,17 <0.1% 10.2% 5.4% 82,67  L.8% 48.1% 0.6% 51.3%  0.1% 10. 6% 4.2% 82.57  2.6%
(] o c o
i S R a0 Y B s s Plead 2,500 6007
10 437 11.0% Y0 363 17.2% 1,204 7.2% Y0 329 10.9%
. ] ‘
Cnivgited Coﬁvggted Coﬁvgited ' Coivgzted ?
- - Prison 1,154 54,62 - - Prison 1,379 45.5%
32.0% 1,277 Jail 147 7.0% 32.3% 5,381 Jail 277 5,1%
0.9% 35 Jail and Probation 74 3.5% - 0.6% 108 Jail and Probation 67 2.2% :
0.0% 0 Jail and Fine 5 0.2% <0.1% 8 Jail and Fine 22 0.7% é
18.5% 737 Probation 614 29.0% 13.8% 2,300 Probation 991 32.7%
15.5% 618 Fine 24 1.1% 19.8% 3,292 Fine 110 3.6% |
29.5% ’ 1,176 Conditional Discharge 52 2.5% 30.4% 5,059 Conditional Discharge 117 3.9%
2.2% 87 Unconditional Discharge 7 0.3% 2.3% 382 Unconditional Discharge 22 0.7% '
1.5% 59 Other® 38 1.8% 0.8% 129 Other® 45 1.5%

8parcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 8p.rcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.

bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

Cpercentages of cases convicted.

drncludes 2 cases in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction 18 unknowt. \
f

Cpercentages of cases coavicted.

dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of

conviction is unknown. e
Includeslll cases convicted in the Lower Court and 12 cases convicted in the Upper Court

for which type of sentence is not available, and 2 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

€includes 50 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 13 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is mnot available, and 1 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

e
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Figure C-22

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

New York City
Class E Arrest Offense
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
18,588 100.0%

Prasecuglbn Declined No Trde nill
537 2.9% 12 0.1%
Prosecuted
18,039 97.0%
I 1
Loweg_aaurt Upper Court

17,442 93.8%

597 3.2%
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Figure C-23
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York City
Personal Crimes
1979 Dispositions
Arrested
30,338 100.0%
" |
Prosecution Declined No Trde Bill
975 3.2% 231 0.8%
Prosecuted
29,132 96.0%
|
Loweg-Cour: Upper'Cour:
22,229 73.3% 6,903 22.8%
i 1
T ] 1 5 ¥ ! )
Dismissed® Acquitted Convicted Other Dismissed? Acquitted Convicted Other
13,910 193 8,111 708 435 5,634 126
62.8% 0.9% 36.5% 10.3% 6.3% 81.6% 1.8%
Trial® 0.3% rial® 654 11.6%
Plead 90.4% plead 4,222 74.9%
Y0 9.3% YO 758 13.5%
% Oof % Of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 3,684 65.47%
28.9% 2,348 Jail 374 6.6%
1.0% 78 Jail and Probatiom 147 r 2.6%
<0,1% 3 Jail and Fine 8 0.1%
15.6% 1,263 Probation 1,205 21.4%
16.8% 1,359 Fine 32 0.6%
34.0% 2,755 Conditional Discharge 81 1.4%
2.4% 197 Unconditional Discharge 12 0.27%
1.32 108 Other® 91 1.6%

i l .
r T T 1 (. b { .o P
Dismissed® Acquitted Convicted Other DismigssedP Acquitted Convicted Other
6,560 40 10,836 69 29 474 25
37.6% 0.2% 62.1% <0.1% 11.6% 4.9% 79.4% 4.2%
Trial® 8  0.1% Trial® 56 11.8%
Plead 10,273 94.8% Plead 361 76.2%
10 555 5.1% Y0 57 12.0%
% of % 0f
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 155 32.7%
35.6% 3,854 Jail 75 15.8%
0.47% 40 Jail and Probation 8 1.7%
<0.1% 2 Jail and Fine 7 1.5%
8.0% 868 Probation 110 23.2%
26.67% 2,884 Fine 60 12.7%
26.6% 2,884 Conditional Discharge 42 8.9%
2.4% 255 Unconditional Discharge 8 1.7%
0.5% 49 Other® 9 1.9%

8porcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

Cpercentages of cases convicted.
dIncludes 0 casea in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown.

®rncludes 40 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 3 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and L cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

2parcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercencages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

Cpercentages of cases convicted.
dIncludes 2 cases in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction 1is unknown.

®rncludes 91 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 27 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of seutence is mot available, and 2 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-24 Figure C-25
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York City New York City
Property Crimes Drug Crimes
1979 Dispositions 1979 Disposition |
Arrested Arrested f
34,216 100.0% 7,966 100.0% i
) . 1
Prosecution Declined No True Bill Prosecution Declined No True Bill
1,022 3.0% 60 0.2% 137 1.7% 19 0.2% |
Prosecuted Prosecuted ,
33,134 96.8% 7,810 98.0%
! | | |
Merr Court Upper Court Lowexg Court Upper 'Court: 3
30,243 88.4% 2,891 8.4% 6,132 77.0% 1,678 21.1% i
L ] i 1 ' ' [ & Ll 1 1 ' E
Dismissed® Acquitted Comvicted Other Dismissed? Acquitted Comvicted Other Dismissed® Acquitted Convicted Other Dismissed® Acquitted Comvicted Othef :
12,421 80 17,721 21 241 114 2,447 89 2,513 6 3,611 2 223 38 ,394 23
4i,1z 0.3% 58.6% 0.1% 8.3% 3.9% 84.6% 3.1% 41.0% 0.1% 58.9%2 <0.1% 13.3% 2.3% 83.1% 1.47%
Trial® 11 0.12 Trial® 193 7.9% Trial® 4 0.1% Trial® 124 8.97% :
Plead 16,306 92.0% Plead 1,929 78.8% Plead 3,494 96.8% Plead 1,202 86.27% ;
YO 1,404  7.9% YO 325 13.3% YO 113 3.1% Y0 68  4.97
7 of % Of % of ‘ 7 Of /
Comvicted Convicted Convicted J Convicted .
- - Prison 1,284 52.52 - - Prison 541 38.8%
40.2% 7,117 Jail 247 10.1% 33.4% 1,206 Jail 385 27.6%
0.6% 104 Jail and Probation 48 2.0% <0.1% 5 Jail and Probation 60 4.,3%
<0.1% 4 Jail and Fine 13 0.5% 0.1% 1 Jail and Fine 1 0.1%
13.2% 2,341 Probation 665 27.2% 9.4% 339 Probation 301 21.6%
13.6% 2,417 Fine 55 2.2% 32.5% 1,173 Fine 18 1.3%
29.6% 5,241 Conditional Discharge 84 3.4% 22,0% 794 Conditional Discharge 26 1.92
2.3% 403 Unconditional Discharge 23 0.9% 1.7% 60 Unconditional Discharge 7 0.5%
0.5% 94 Other® 28 1.1% 0.9% 33 Other® 55 3.9%
8I’et:«:em:ages of cases processed by the Lower Court. ai’er:c:em:ages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercem:ages of cases processed by the Upper Court. bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
Cpercentages of cases coavicted. c’?ercentages of cases convicted.
drncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and O cases in the Upper Court in which method of dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and O cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction 1s unknown. conviction is unknown.
©Includes 79 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 10 cases convicted in the Upper Court ®Includes 30 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 2 cases convicted in the Upper Court ‘
for which type of sentence is not available, and 2 cases showing a prison sentence for which type of sentence is not available, and 1 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction. erroneously resulting from a Lower Court convictionm.
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Figure C-26

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
New York City
Other Crimes
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
8,466 100.0%

Prosecugion Declined No Trde Bill
212 2.5% 31 0.4%

Prosecuted
8,223 97.1%

Lowegféourt UpperlCourt
6,805 B80.4% 1,418 16.7%
- l; T 1 L ! : H "
Dismissed® Acquitted Convicted Cther Dismissed? Acquitted Convicted Otﬂer
2,463 21 4,314 7 252 56 1,083 27
36.2% 0.3% 63.47% 0.1% 17.8% 3.9% 76.4% 1.9%
Trial® 6 0.1% Trial® 73 6.7%
Plead 4,218 97.8% plead 965 89.1%
YO 9n  2.1% ~Y0 45 4,27
% Of - % Of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 349 32.2%
15.4% 664 Jail 81 7.5%

0.3% 15 Jail and Probationm 30 2.8%

0.1% 4 Jail and Fine 19 1.8%

9.4% 406 Probation 412 38.0%
51.4% 2,219 Fine 112 10.3%
20.3% 875 Conditional Discharge 68 6.3%

2.3% 99 Unconditional Discharge 6 0.6%

0.7% 32 Other® 6 0.6%

&parcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercencages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
Cpercentages of cases convicted.

dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction 1is unknown.

®rncludes 24 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 1 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 1 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-27
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
Other MPA's :
Class A Arrest Offense
1979 Dispositions

Arrested

328 100.0% ;
‘ i

f |
Prosecuglﬁn Declined No Trde B1i1l | l
0 0.0% 3 0.9% |
Prosecuted j ‘
B \
325 99.1% i |
| '* ‘
Ipweg—aburt UpperlCourt %
84 25.6% 241 73.5% ; i
'y lu T 1 [ T ' T { |
Dismissed? Aecquitted QOnvicted Other Dismissed? Acquitted Convicted Otﬂer !
71 0 13 0 22 13 203 3. E
84.5% 0.0% 15.5% 0.0% 9.1% 5.4% 84.2% 1.2% i
|
Tr:l.alc 1 7.72 Trialc 23 11.3% ) ‘
Plead 10 76.9% Plead 164 80.8% ‘
YO 2 15.4% Y0 16 7.9%
% Of % Of v ‘
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 96 47.3%
46.2% 6 Jail 16 7.9%
0.0% 0 Jail and Probation 34 16.7% -
0.0% 0 Jail and Fine 0 0.0% l/
23.1% 3 Probation 54 26.6% ! ,
15.42 2 Fine 0 0.07%
0.0% 0 Conditional Discharge _ 1 0.5%
0.0% 0 Unconditional Discharge 0 0.02 r
15.47% 2 Other® 2 1.07%

3percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

Cpercentages of cases convicted.
dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 1 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown.

[}

€Includes 2 cases convicted in the Lower Court and O cases convicted in the Upper Court 3

for which type of sentence is not available, and 0 cases showing a prison sentence |
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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' V_ Figure C-29
X Figure C-28 CRTMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
o CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY Other MPA's
Other MPA's Class C Arrest Offense
Class B Arrest Offense 1979 Dispositions
1979 Dispositions
A ted Arrested
rreste 2,215 100.0%
1,306 100.0% ]
1
r | | Prosecution Declined No Trde Bill
Prosecution Declined No True Bill 1 0.1% 8 1.7%
0 0.0% 27 2.1%
Prosecuted
Prosecuted 2.176 98.2%
1,279 97.9% |
r L 1 Lowe# Court UpperlCourt
Lower Court Upper Court 1,351 61.0% 825 37.2%
538 41.2% 741 56.7% | 1
. t J 1 .
r |l 7 ! r T ‘ | ] Dismissed? Acquitted Convfcted Other Dis&issedb Acquitted Convicted Other
Dismissed? Acquitted Convicted Other Dismissed® Acquitted Convicted Other 780 1 570 0 52 39 723 , 11,
426 1 111 0 39 53 647 2 57.7% 0.1% 42.2% 0.0% 6.3% 4.7% 87.6% 1.3%
79.2% 0.2% 20.6% 0.0% 5.3% 7.2% 87.3% 0.3%
. Trial® 1 0.2% Trial® 42 5.8%
Trial® 1 0.9% Trial® 96 14.8% Plead 421 73.9% Plead 491 67.9%
Plead 89 80.2% Plead 459 70.9% Y0 148 26.0% Y0 190 26.3%
YO 21 18.9% YO 92 14.2%
% Of % Of
% of % of Convicted Convicted
Convicted Convicted .
- ’ - Prison 268 37.12
- - Prison 395 6l.1% ‘
16.87% . 96 Jail 63 8.7%
18.0% 20 Jail 48 7.4% ,
2.1% 12 Jail and Probation 92 12.7%
4.5% 5 Jail and Probation 39 6.0%
0.2% 1 Jail and Fine 1 0.1%
0.9% 1 Jail and Fine 0 0.0%
31.9% 182 Probation 239 33.1%
41,47 46 Probation 130 20.1%
15.3% 87 Fine 2 0.3%
9.0% 10 Fine 1 0.27%
17.2% 98 Conditional Discharge 13 1.87
12.6% 14 Conditional Discharge 9 1.4%
3.52 20 Unconditional Discharge 3 0.42
4.5% 5 Unconditional Discharge 1 0.2%
13.0% 74 Other® 42 5.8%
9.0% 10 Other® 24 3.7%

dpercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.

a
Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. bPercentnges of cases processed by the Upper Court.

b
Percentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. CPercencages of cases convicted.

“Parcentages of cases convicted. d

dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 2 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown.

®1hcludes 8 cascs convicted in the Lower Court and 22 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 1 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

Includes Ocases in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown.

®1ncludes 49 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 36 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and G cases showing a prison sentence
erroncously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

X
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Figure C~30

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSINC SUMMARY

Other MPA's

Class D Arrest Offense

1979 Dispositions

.Arrested

8,144 100.0%
|

Prosecution Declined
10 0.1%

Prosecuted

8,080 99.2%
|

Mo Trde Bill

54

0.7%

Loweggbourt
6,210 76.3%

r 1 1 1
Dismissed® Acquitted Convicted Other

2,611 20 3,565 14 126
42.0% 0.3% 57.4% 0.2% 6.7%
- Trial® 8 0.2%
Plead 2,710 76.0%
YO 847 23.8%
» Of
Convicted
- - Prison
15.6% 557 Jail
4.0% 143 Jail and Probatiomn
0.2% 6 Jail and Fine
30.8% 1,099 Probation
16.4% 585 Fine
18.9% 673 Conditional Discharge
3.1% 111 Unconditional Discharge
11.07% 391 Other®

UpperlCourt
1,870 23.0%

T T
Dis&issedb Acquitted Convicted Otder

aPercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.

bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

Cpercentages of cases convicted.

50
2.7%

568
178
198

588
15

56

67

1,679 15
89.8% 0.8%

Trial® = 97 5.8%
Plead 1,225 73.u%
Y0 357 21.3%

% of
Convicted

33.8%
10.6%
11.8%
0.1%
35.0%
0.9%
3.32
0.5%
4.0%

dIncludes 1 cases in the Lower Court and 7 cases in the Upper Court in which method of

conviction is unknown.

erncludes 217 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 54 cases convicted in the Upper Court

for which type of sentence is not available, and 1 cases showing a prison sentence
erroncously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

e
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Figure C-31

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

Other MPA's

Class E Arrest Offense

1979 Dispositions

Arrested

3,607 100.0%
|

Prosecution Declined
0 0.0%

No Trdc Bill

32 0.9%

Prosecuted

3,575 99.1%
|

Lowe% Court
3,018 83.7%

T
Dismi‘sseda Acquitted Convfcted Othgr

UpperlCourt

557

15.4%
l

1]
Disglgéedb Acqui&ted Convicted Other
8

1,135 9 1,872 2 46 14 489
37.6% 0.3% 62.0% 0.12 8.3% 2.5% 87.8%
Trial® 11 0.6% Trialt
Plead 1,602 85.6% Plead
Y0 259 13.8% YO
» Of
Convicted
- - Prison 103
19.2% 359 Jail 67
2.8% 52 Jail and Probation 54
0.12 2 Jail and Fine 1
22.9% 428 Probation 187
27.5% 515 Fine 33
19.92 373 Conditional Discharge 28
1.8% 33 Unconditional Discharge 1
5.9% 110 Other® 15

3percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.

bPercentnges of cases processed by the Upper Court.

®percentages of cases convicted.

1.47%

45  9.27%
395 80.8%
49 10.0%

% of

Convicted

21.1%
13.7%
11.0%
0.22
38.2%
6.7%
5.7%
0.2%
3.1%

dincludes O cases in the Lower Court and 2 cases in the Upper Court in which method of

conviction is unknown.

e1neludes 83 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 11 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 0 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court comviction.
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Figure C-32
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM FROCESSING SUMMARY
Uther MPA's
Personal Crimes
1979 Dispositions

Arrested

4,155 100.0%
l

Prosecu%ion Declined

2 <0.1%

Prosecuted
4,080 98.2%
l

No True Bill
73

1.8%

Lowengcurt
2,642 63.67

r T
Dismissed?® Acquitted Convfcted Otﬁér

UpperlCourt
1,438 34.67%

f ) I T
DismissedP Acquitted Convicted Otﬂer

1,619 11 1,005 7 84 107 1,236 11
61.3% 0.4% 38.0% 0.3% 5.8% 7.4% 86.0% 0.8%
Trial® 10 1.0% Tria;c 163 13.2%
Plead 840 83.6% Plead 853 69.0%
(s} 155 15.4% YO 220 17.8%
#» Of % of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 624 50.5%
18.7% 188 Jail 115 9.3%
4.6% 46 Jail and Probation 110 8.9%
0.3% 3 Jail and Fine 0 0.0%
28.8% 289 Probation 303 24.,5%
18.5% 186 Fine 8 0.6%
19.47 195 Conditional Discharge 23 1.9%
- 2.97 29 Unconditional Discharge 3 0.27%
6.9% 69 Other® 50 4.0%
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Figure C-33

JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

Other MPA's
Property Crimes
1979 Dispositions

Arrested

842 100.0%
|

Prosecu%ion Declined

4 <0.1%

Prosecuted
8,360 99.3%
|

No nge Bill

57 0.7%

Loweé_aourt
6,512 77.3%

Upperlcourt
1,848 21.92

[ 1
Dismissed® Acquitted Convf%ted Othér

2,577 18 3,912 5 116 41 1,678 13
39..6% 0.3% 60.1% 0.1% 6.37% 2.2% 90.8% 0.7% i
5 0.1% Trial® 80 4.8%
2,863 73.2% Plead 1,174 70.0%
1,044 26.7% Y0 424 25.3%
% Of %z 0f .
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison
17.5% 685
3.5% 135
0.17% 3 ;
29.0% 1,134 Probation 574 34.2% ;.
i
16.3% 637 Fine 12 0.7% {e
18.3% 717 Conditional Discharge 41 2.4% ;
3.0% 118 Unconditional Discharge 7 0.4% .
12.3% 483 Other® 88 5.2% i

[}
Diséissedb Acqui%ted Convicted OCther

3percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

“Percentages of cases convicted.

d
Includes 0 cases im the Lower Court and 3 cases in the Upper Court in which method of

couviction is unknown.

e .
Includes 49 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 43 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 1 cases showing a prison sentence

. erroneously resulting from a Lower Court cenviction.

3percentages of cases proceassed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
Cpurcentages of cases convicted.
dIncludes 1 cases in the Lower Court and 6 cases in the Upper Court in which method of !

conviction is unknown.

®ncludes 296 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 75 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of seuntence is not available, and O cascs showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting.from a Lower Court conviction.

591 35.2% ‘
Jail 175 10.4% |
Jail and Probation 189 © 11.3%
Jail and Fine 1 0.1% Lo
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Figure C-34

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
Other MPA's
Drug Crimes
1979 Dispositions

b i

1
i

Fon .
[ 25 et n TR Ty

| . Arrested

883 100.0%
|

Prosecution Declined . No True Bill
0 0.0% 4 0.5%
Prosecuted
379 99.5%
|

Loweé Court
531 60.1%
|

[ 1 1
Dismissed® Acquitted Convikted Other

Upper‘Court
348 39.47
I 1 l ' i
DismissedP Acquitted Convicted Other

| 300 0 231 35 6 304 3
‘ 56.5% 0.0% 43.5% 0.0% 10.1% 1.7% 87.4% 0.9%
Trial® 2 0.9% Trial® 19 6.3%
Plead 204 88.3% Plead . 248 81.6%
YO 25 10.8% YO 37 12.2%
% Of % Of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 84 27.6%
10.8% 25 Jail 24 7.9%
2.67% 6 Jail and Probation 60 19.7%
0.0% 0 Jail and Fine 0 0.0%
27.7% 64 Probation 116 38.2%
37.22 86 Fine 1 0.3%
16.5% 38 Conditional Discharge 10 3.3%
1.7% 4 Unconditional Discharge 3 1.0%
3.5% 8 Other® 6 2.0%

aPercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
cPercentages of cases convicted.

dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 1 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown. .

®Includes 6 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 2 casces convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is mot available, and O cases showing a prison sentence
. erroneously resulting [rom a Lower Court conviction.

ke
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Figure C-35

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SIMMARY
Other MPA's
Other Crimes
1979 Dispositions

Arrested

2,141 100.0%
|

Prosecution Declined No Trde Bill
5 0.2% 20 0.9%

Prosecuted
2,116 98.8%
]

Loweé—Court
1,516 7C.8%
|

r T
Dismissed® Aequitted Comvf%ted Othgr

UpperlCourt
600 28.0%
|

] T
Diséissedb Acqui%ted Convicted Otﬂer

527 983 50 15 523 12
34.8% 64.87% 0.3% 8.3% 2.5% 87.2% 2.0%
5 0.5% Trial® 41 7.8%
925 94.1% Plead 459 87.8%
53  5.4% YO 23 4.4%
% Of % Of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 131 25.0%
14.2% 140 Jail 58 11.1%
2.5% 25 Jail and Probation 58 11.1%
0.4% 4 Jail and Fine 2 0.4%
27.62% 271 Probation 205 39.2%
29.5% 290 Fine 30 5.7%
21.27% 208 Conditional Discharge 33 6.3%
1.8% 18 Unconditional Discharge 0 0.0%
2.7% 27 Other® 6 1.1%

3percentuges of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the lpper Court.
Cpercentages of cases convicted.

dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 2 cases in the Upper Court in whicli method of
conviction is unknown. g

Ctncludes 8§ cases convicted in the Lower Court and 3 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 1 cases showing a prison sentence
erroncously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

e
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Figure C-36

CRTMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

Other Areas
Class A Arrest Offense
1979 Dispositions

Arrested

166 100.0%
|

Prosecu%ion Declined

No Trde Bill
0 0.0%

0 0.0%
Prosecuted
166 100.0%
]
Lowegvaaurt
50 30.1%

UpperlCourt
116 69.9%
i

i
Dismilsseda Acquftted Convfcted Other
30 0 20 0 8
60.0% 0.0% 40.0% 0.0% 6.9%

rrial® O 0.0%
Plead 19 95.0%

“~Y0 1 5.0%
% of
Convicted

- - Prison

20.07 b Jail
5.0% 1 Jail and Probation
5.07% 1 Jail and Fine

20.0% 4 Probation

30.0% 6 Fine

20.0% 4 Conditional Dischatge
G¢.0% 0 Unconditional Discharge
0.0% 0 Othére

%percentages of cases processed by the Lewer Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

. ®Percentages of cases convicted.

dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of

couviction is unknown.

1 T
Diséissedb Acquitted Convicted Otger

5 102 1
4.37% 87.9% 0.9%

Trialc 22 21.6%
Plead 76 74.5%

Y0 4 3.9%
% of

Convicted
59 57.8%
20 19.6%
5 4.9%
0 0.0%
15 14.7%
0 0.0%
3 2.9%
0 0.0%
0 0.0%

€rncludes 0 cases convicted in the Lower Court and O cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and O cases showing a prison sentencc

erroncously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-37
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
Other Areas
Class B Arrest Offense
1979 Dispositions : !

Arrested.
436 100.0%
) |

Prosecu%ion Declined No Trde Bill ;
0 0.0% - 2 0.5% :
Prosecuted !
434 99.5%
|
- ‘ i
Lower Court Upper Court
153 35.1% 281 64.4%

T T 5 I 5 T T 1
Dismissed® Acquitted Convicted Other Dismissed? Acquitted Convicted Other

3parcentages of cases procéssed by the Lower Court.

bPercentaggs of cases processed by the Upper Court. - : : b
Cpercentages of cases convicted. i
dtncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 4 cases In ‘the) Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown.

@rncludes 4 ecases convicted in the Lower Court and 5 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 0 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting froi a Lower Court conviction.

s

N %

83 0 69 1 16 - 13 244 8
54.2% 0.0% 45.1% 0.7% 5.7% 4.6% 86.8% 2.8% ;
Trinl® 1 1.4% ‘ Trial® 31 12.7% 2
Plead 59 85.5% Plead 187 76.6% 5
Y0 9 13.0% 0 26 10.7% P
v of % of L
Convicted . Convicted | o

e

- - Prison 157 64.3% t
29.0% 20 Jail 22 9.0% .
11.6% 8 Jall and Probation 14 5.7% ?

0.0% 0 Jail and Fine i 0.4% . i";
31.9% 22 Probation 42 17.2% )

8.7% 6 Fine 1 Q.67
13.0% 9 Conditional Discharge ' 1 ©0.4% @:ﬁ

0.07% 0 Unconditional Discharge 0 0.0% 3‘%:

5.8% 4 Other® 6 | 2.5% |
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Figure C-38
CRIMINAL JUSYTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
Other Areas
Class C Arrest Offense
1979 Dispositions

Arrested

1,118 100.0%
|

Prosecu{ion Declined

No Tzae Bill

Upper|Court

2 0.2% 1 0.1%
Prosecuted
1,115 99.7%
]
Lowegvaburt
589 52.7%

526 47.0%
|

247 2 337 3 37 : 14
41.9% 0.3% 57.2% 0.5% 7.0% 2.7%

Trial® 0 0.0%
Plead 262 77.7%

YO 75 22.3%
% Of
Convicted

- - Prison

24.3% 82 Jail
5.0% 17 Jail and Probation
1.2% . 4 Jail and Fine

23.7% 80 Probation

21.7% 73 Fine

14.5% 49 Conditional Discharge
0.9% 3 Unconditional Discharge
8.67% 29 Other®

aPercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases procegsed by the Upper Court.
CPercentages of cases convicted.

T
Diséissedb Acquitted Convicted Other

467 8
88.8% 1.5%

Trial® 18 .3.9%
Plead 309 66.2%

YO 140 30.0%
7z 0of

Convicted

167 35.8%
64 13.7%
49 10.5%
0 0.07%
157 33.6%
1 0.2%
13 2.8%
0 0.0%
16 3.4%

dIncludas 0 cases in the Lower Court and 3 cases in the Upper Court in which method of

conviction is unknown.

®1ncludes 28 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 17 cases convicted in the Upper Court

for which type of sentence 1s not available, and 0cases showing a prison sentence

erroneously resulting from a Lower Court convistion.
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Figure C-39
CRIMINAL CUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
Other Areas
Class D Arrest Offense
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
5,360 100.0%

No True Bill
8 0.1%

Prosecu%ion Declined
3 0.1%
Prosecuted

5,349 99.8%
|

LoweéVCourt UpperlCourt
3,552 66.3% 1,797 33.5%

I
Dismi;seda Acquitted Convfcted Otgér

1,157 4 2,380 11 120 19 - 1,627
32.6% 0.1% 67.0% 0.3% 6.7% 1.17% 90.5%
Trial® 9 0.4 ' Trial®
Plead 1,855 77.9% Plead
YO 516 21.7% YO
% Of
Convicted
- - Prison 410
25.7% 611 Jail 170
4.9% 116 Jail and Probation 171
0.8% 18 Jail and Fine 3
21.47 509 Probation 669
22.0% 524 Fine ' 21
15.42 366 Conditional Discharge 109
1.22 28 Unconditional Discharge 11
8.7% 208 Other® 63

aPercent&ges of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
cPerce.ntages of cases convicted.

Ly | T
Dismissedb:Acquitted Convicted Other

31
1.7%

45  2.87%
993 61.0%
589 36.2%

%z of

Convicted

25.2%
10.4%
10.5%
0.22
41.17%
1.3%2
6.7%
0.7%
3.92

dIncludes 0 cases in the lower Court and 10 cases in the Upper Court in which method of

conviction is unknown.

€Includes 189 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 50 cases convicted in the Upper Court

for which type of sentence is not available, and 0 cases showing a prison sentence

+ erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-40
CRIMINAI, JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
Other Areas
Class E Arrest Offense
1979 Dispositions

No True Bill
6 0.2%

Arrested
2,554 100.0%
l |
Prosecution Declined
0 0.0%
Prosecuted

2,548 99.8%

LoweéﬂCourt
1,894 74.2%Z
i

| S 1 1 : 1
Dismissed? Acquitted Convicted Other

633 4 1,243 14 54 14
33.4% 0.2% 65.6% 0.7% 8.3% 2.1%
Trial® 6 0.5%
Plead 1,055 84.9%
Y0 182 14.67
%2 Of
Convicted
- - Prison 73
18.0% 224 Jail 56
2.7% 34 Jail and Probation 46
0.67% 8 Jail and Fine 1
16.3% 203 Probation 293
31.5% 392 Fine 43
T 23.2% 288 Conditional Discharge 57
0.7% 9 Unconditional Discharge 2
6.87% 85 Other® 7

UpperICourt
654 25.6%

]
Dis&issedb Acqui%ted Convicted Otﬁer

percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.

bPerc&ntages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

cPercentages of cases convicted.

dIncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 1l cases in the Upper Court in which method of

conviction is unknown.

®Includes 77 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 4 cases convicted in the Upper Court

578 8
88.4% 1.2%

Trial® 27 4.7%
Plead 472 B81.7%
YO 79 13.7%

% Of

Convicted

12.6%
9.7%
8.0%
0.27%

50.7%
7.4%
9.9%
0.32

1.22

for which type of sentence is not available, and 0 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.

N
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i Figure C-41
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
Other Areas
Personal Crimes
1979 Dispositions

Arrested
2,014 100.0%
|
Prosecugion Declined No Trde Bill
1 <0.1% 10 0.5%
Prosecuted
2,003 99.57%
]
Lower Court Upperleurt

1,279 63.5%
|

Dismilsseda Acquftted Convfkted Othgr
576 3 694 6
45.0% 0.27% 54.3% 0.5%

rrial® 5 0.7%
Plead 600 86.5%

724 35.9%
i T | T
DismissedP Acquitted Convictad Otﬂer

57 29 627 1l
7.9% 4.0% 86.6% 1.5%

TrialC 65 10.4%
Plead 473 75.4%

YO 89 12.87% YO 89 14.2%
% of % Of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 306 48.8%
31.1% 216 Jail 84 13.4%
5.8% 40 Jail and Probatiom 64 10.22
1.0% 7 Jail and Fine 3 _ 0.5%
19.5% 135 Probation 130 20.7%
23.37% 162 Fine 10 1.6%
14.7% 102 Conditional Discharge 15 2.47%
0.9% 6 Unconditional Discharge 1 0.2%
3.7% 26 Other® 14 2.2%

3porcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.

bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

Cpercentages of cases convicted.

d1ncludes O cases in the Lower Court and 7 cases in ‘the Upper Court in which method of

conviction is unknown.

erhcludes 22 cases convicted in the Lower

Court and 10 cases convicted in the Upper Court

for which type of sentence is not available, and 0 cases showing a prison sentence

erroncously resulting from a Lower Court

conviction.
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Figure C~-42 '
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
Other Areag
Property Crimes
1979 Digpositions

Arrested .

5,407 100.0%
|

1
Prosecution Declined
1 <0.1%

. No Trde Bill
6 0.17%
Progecuted
5,400 99.9%
|

Lowe{ Court UpperlCourt

3,498 64.7% 1,902 35.2%
! 4 a
X 1 i 1 i
Dismissed® Acquitted Convicted Other Disu‘xissedb Acqui%ted Convicted Otger
1,19} 5 2,283 19 121 24 1,725 32
34.0% 0.1% 65.32  0.5% 6.4% 1.37 90.7%  1.7%

Trial® 5 0.2%

Trial® 39  2.3%
Plead 1,645 72,1% [Irial® a0 23

“t-plead 988 57.3%

YO 633 27.7% Y0 698 40.5%
Co:vgﬁted Ccivggted

- - Prison 405 23.5%
24.1% 551 Jail 170 9.9%
5.0% 114 Jail and Probation 170 9.92
0.5% 12 Jail and Fine 1 0.1%
22.92' 522 Probation 753 43.72
16.1% 368 Fine 28 1.6%
18.4% 419 Conditional Discharge 117 6.8%
0.9% 21 Unconditional Discharge 7 0.4%
12.12 276 Other® 74 4.3%

:Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
Percentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.
cPercentages of cases convicted.

Includes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 7 cases in t
e gases In th : n the Upper Court in which method of

e

Includps 257 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 58 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 0 cases showing a prison sentence
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-43

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY
Other Areas

Drug Crime
1979 Dispositions

Arrested

546 100.0%
|

No Trde Bill
0 0.0%

Prosecu%ion Declined
0 0.07%
Prosecuted

546 100.0%
L.

Lowaé Court UpperlCourt
352 64.5% 194 35.5%

T 1
Dismilsseda Acquftted Convfcted Othér Disn(xissedb Acquitted Convicted Otger

153 1 168 p 17 . 1 174 2
43,5% 0.3% 56.3% 0.07% 8.8% 0.5% 89.7% 1.0%
TrialC® 4 2.0% Trialc 11 6.3%
Plead 170 85.9% plead’ 143 82.2%
(0] 24 12.1% YO 20 11.5%
% Of % Of
Convicted Couvicted
- - Prison 60 34.5%
17.2% 34 ' Jail 29 16.7%
2.5% 5 Jail and Probation 18 10.3%
3.5% 7 Jail and Fine 0 0.0%
18.2% 36 Probation 53 30.52
45.5% 90 Fine 5 2.9%
9.6% 19 Conditional Discharge 6 3.4%
0.0% 0 Unconditional Discharge 1 , 0.6%
3.5% 7 Other® 2 1.1%

%percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercem:ages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

®percentages of cases convicted.
drncludes 0 cases in the LowertCourt and 0 cases in ‘the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown. :

®Includes 6 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 2 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and 0 cases showing a prison sentence
erroncously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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Figure C-44
CRIMINAL JUSTTLE SYSTEM PROCESSTNG SUMMARY
Other Areas
Other Crimes
1979 Dispositions

I -

| Arrested
1.667 100.0%
|

Prosecugion Declined No Trde Bill
3 0.22 1 <0.1%

Prosecuted
1,663 99.8%
I

i Loweg Court Upper'Court
1,109 66.5% 554 33.27%
|
\ o
; . Dismissed? Acquftted Convikte@ Other Dismissed? Acquigted Convicted OtHer
230 1 874 4 : 40 . 11 492 11
' 20.7% 0.1% 78.8% 0.4% 7.2% 0.2% 88.8% 0.2%
Trial® 2 0.2% Trial® 28 5.7%
Plead 835 95.5% Plead 433 88.0%
YO 7 4.2% YO 31  6.3%
% Of ‘ % Of
Convicted Convicted
- - Prison 95 19.3%
A .
16.0% 140 Jail 49 10.0%
1.9% 17 Jail and Probation 33 6.7%
¢ 0.6% . 5 Jail and Fine 1 0.2%
14.3% 125 Probation 240 48,8%
43.6% - 381 Fine 23 4.7%
20.1% 176 Conditional Dischaxge 45 9.1%
1.5% 13 Unconditional Discharge 4 0.8%
1.9% 17 Other® 2 0.4%

3parcentages of cases processed by the Lower Court.
bPercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court.

®Percentages of cases convicted.

drncludes O cases in the Lower Court and 4 cases in the Upper Court in which method of
conviction is unknown.

®Includes 13 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 1 cases convicted in the Upper Court
for which type of sentence is not available, and O cases showing a prison sentence
erroncously resulting from a Lower Court conviction.
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APPENDIX D

DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE DATA BY COUNTY

L

{ COUNTY ARRESTED | NOT PROSECUTED PROSECUTED DISMISSED? ACQUITTED
&)

X OF Z OF % OF % OF

N N ARRESTED {} COURT N ARRESTED N PROSC. N  PROSC.
Bronx 17,195 449 2.6 LOWER 13,975 81.3 7,606 54.4 96 0.7
UPPER 2,771 16.1 273 9.9 162 5.8
Kings 22,346 907 4.1 LOWER 18,069 80.9 8,763 48.5 53 0.3
UPPER 3,370 15.1 426 12.6 141 4.2

New York 28,278 999 3.5 LOWER 23,077 81.6 10,430 45.2 69 0.3
UPPER 4,202 14.9 566 13.5 182 4.3

Richmond 1,519 86 5.7 LOWER 1,015 66.8 553 54.5 & 0.4
UPPER 418 27.5 73 17.5 10 2.4

Queens 11,648 246 2.1 LOWER 9,273  79.6 4,000 43.1 78 0.8
UPPER 2,129 18.3 351 16.5 148 7.0

New York 80,986 2,687 3.3 LOWER 65,409 80.8 31,352 47.9 300 0.5
City Total UPPER 12,890 15.9 1,689 13.1 643 5.0
Erie 3,471 0 0.0 LOWER 2,927 84.3 1,928 65.9 15 0.5
UPPER 544  15.7 63 1l.#% 27 5.0

Monroe 1,939 135 7.0 LOWER 1,169 60.3 611 52.3 1 0.1
UPPER 635 32.7 94 14.8 37 5.8

Nassau 3,312 0 0.0 LOWER 2,257 68.1 490 21.7 3 0.1
UPPER 1,055 31.9 28 2.7 13 1.7

Onondaga 1,083 1 0.1 LOWER 712 65.7 329 46.2 0 0.0
UPPER 370 34.2 19 5.1 8 2.2

Suffolk 4,048 18 0.4 LOWER 2,826 .- 69.8 1,216 43.0 7 0.2
UPPER 1,204  29.7 109 9.1 57 4.7

Westchester 1,747 11 0.6 LOWER 1,310 75.0 465 35.5 5 0.4
UPPER 426  24.4 11 2.6 22 5.2

Other MPAs 15,600 165 1.1 LOWER 11,201 71.8 5,039 45.0 31 0.3
Total UPPER 4,234 27.1 324 7.7 169 4.0
Albany 1,012 0 0.0 LOWER 880 87.0 301 34.2 2 0.2
UPPER 132 13.0 7 5.3 11 8.3

Allegany 69 0 0.0 LOWER 31 44.9 12 38.7 0 0.0
UPPER 38. 55.1 2 5.3 0 0.0

Broome 345 0 0.0 LOWER 83 24.1 37 44.6 0 0.0
UPPER 262 75.9 4 5.3 4 1.5

Cattaraugus 63 0 0.0 LOWER 30 47.6 6 20.0 0 0.0
UPPER 33  52.4 0 0.0 0 0.0
%Includes 479 cases Statewide with a final disposition cudes as "other." (rev.)

DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE DATA BY COUNTY ~ (continued)
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UNS RVISE
CONVICTED SEEEEXCE P PROBATION JAIL PRISON
% OF % OF % OF % OF % OF
N PROSC. N CONVICTED N CONVICTED N CONVICTED N CONVICTED
6,273 44,7 3,523  56.2 943 15.0 1,807 28.8
'Y . . ? . 0 000
2,336 84.3 133 5.7 446 19.1 333 14.3 1,424 61.0
9,253  50.9 5,271 57.0 1,642 17.7 2,337 25.3 3 0.0
2,803  83.2 221 7.9 789 28.1 234 8.3 1,559 55.6
12,578  54.3 5,746 45.7 1,050 8.3 5,779 45.9 3 0.0
3,454 82.2 194 5.6 796  23.0 577 16.7 1,887 54.6
458  44.9 241 52.6 88 19.2 129 28.2 0 0.0
335  80.1 32 9.6 118 35,2 35 10.4 150 44.8
5,195 56.0 3,072 59.1 626 12.1 1,497 28.8 0 0.0
1,630 76.6 124 7.6 434 26.6 234 14.4 838 51.4
33,757  sl.4 17,853 52.9 4,349 12.9 11,549 34.2 6 0.0
10,558 81,9 704 6.7 2,583  24.5 1,413 13.4 5,858 55.5
984  33.6 395 40.1 302 30.7 287 29.2 0 0.0
454  83.5 17 3.7 136 30.0 92 20.3 209 46.0
557  47.6 270 48.5 175  31.4 111 19.9 1 0.2
5046  79.4 60 11.9 164  32.5 100 19.8 180 35.7
1,764  78.2 876 49.7 581  32.9 307 17.4 0 0.0
1,009 95.6 106 10.5 264 26,2 241 23,9 398 39.4
383 53.8 218 56,9 78  20.4 86 22.5 1 0.3
343 92.7 34 9.9 150  43.7 30 8.7 129 37.6
1,603 56.7 994 62.0 422 26.3 187 11.7 0 0.0
1,038 86.2 98 9.4 332 32.0 259 25.0 349 33.6
840 64.1 358 42.6 200 23.8 282 33.6 0 0.0
393 92.3 6 1.5 152  38.7 70 17.8 165 42.0
6,131 54,7 3,111 50.7 1,758 28,7 1,260 20.6 2 0.0
3,741  88.4 321 8.6 1,198 32.0 792 21.2 1,430 38.2
577 65.6 195 33.8 172 29.8 210 36.4 0 0.0
114 86.4 2 1.8 16 14.0 29 25.4 67 58.8
19 . 61.3 9 47.4 6 31.6 4 21.1 0 0.0
36 94.7 5 13.9 16  44.4 10 27.8 5 13.9
46 85.4 32 69.6 5 10.9 9 19.6 0 0.0
244 93,1 51 20.9 97  39.8 39 16.0 57 23.4
24  80.0 13 54.2 6 25.0 5 20.8 0 6.0
33 100.0 1 3.0 17  51.5 7 21,2 8 24.2

binciudes 1,115 cases Statewide for which type of sentence is not available, 1,098 of
which resulted from youthful offender findings.
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DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE DATA BY COUNTY
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DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE DATA BY COUNTY ~ (continued)

COUNTY ARRESTED | NOT PROSECUTED PROSECUTED DISMISSED® ACQUITTED
% OF 2 OF % OF % OF
N N  ARRESTED!| COURT N  ARRESTED| N PROSC. | N  PROSC.
55 0 0.0 LOWER 54 98.2 7 13.0 0 0.0
Gayuga UPPER 1 1.8 0 0.0 0 0.0
Chautauqua 262 0 0.0 LOWER 105 40.1 20 19.0 0 0.0
autand UPPER 157 59.9 8 5.1 | o 0.0
h 196 0 0.0 LOWER 49 25.0 15 30.6 0 0.0
Ghemung UPPER 147 75.0 2 1.4 0 0.0
47 0 0.0 LOWER 38 80.9 7 18.4 0 0.0
Chenango UPPER 9 19.1 2 22.2 0 0.0
175 5 2.9 LOVER 56 3220 | 11 19.6 | o 0.0
Clinton UPPER 114 65.1 18 15.8 1 0.9
¢ i 141 1 0.7 LOWER 101 71.6 28 27. 0 0.0
elumbia UPPER 39 27.7 4 10.3 1 2.6
108 2 1.9 LOWER 49 45.4 19 38.8 0 0.0
Coreland UPPER 57 52.8 5 8.8 2 3.5
104 0 0.0 LOWER 76 73.1 16 21.1 0 0.0
Delavare UPPER 28 26.9 0 0.0 0 0.0
‘ 0 0.0
Dutch 657 0 0.0 LOWER 526 80.1 | 217 41.3
urehess UPPER 131 19.9 8 6.1 0.8
90 0 0.0 LOWER 66 73.3 6 9.1 0 0.0
Resex UPPER 24 26.7 3 12.5 0 0.0
i 95 0. 0.0 LOWER 55 57.9 15 . 27.3 0 0.0
Franiclin UPPER 40 42.1 5 12.5 0 0.0
Fulton 85 0 0.0 LOWER 47 55.3 11 23.4 0 0.0
UPPER 38 44.7 2 5.3 1 2.6
Genesee 93 0 0.0 LOWER 48 51.6 17 35.4 0 0.0
UPPER 45 48.4 3 6.7 2 4.4
Greene 95 2 2.1 LOWER 43 45.3 24 55.8 |0 0.0
UPPER 50 52.6 15 30 0 0.0
Hamilton 11 0 0.0 LOWER 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.
UPPER 11 100.0 1 9.1 0 0.0
Herkimer 71 0 0.0 LOWER 66 93.0 17 25.8 0 0.0
UPPER 5 7.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Jefferson 210 5 2.4 LOWER 46 21.9 5 10. 0 0.0
UPPER 159 75.7 26 16. 2 1.3
Lewis 28 0 0.0 LOWER 8 28.6 0 0.0 0 0.0
UPPER 20 714 0 0.0 0 0.0

8Includes 479 cases Statewide with a final disposition coded as "other."

UNSUPERVISED
CONVICTED SENTENCE PROBATION JATL PRISON

Z OF Z OF % OF % OF % OF

N PROSC. N CONVICTED N CONVICTED N CONVICTED N CONVICTED
47 87.0 21 44,7 10 21.3 16 34.0 0 0.0
1 100.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
85 81.0 45 52.9 21 24.7 19 22.4 0 0.0
149 94.9 33 22.1 66 44,3 23 15.4 27 18.1
34 69.4 19 55.9 7 20.6 8 23.5 0 0.0
145 98.6 9 6.2 70 48.3 26 17.9 40 27.6
31 81.6 16 51.6 7 22.6 8 25.8 0 0.0
7 77.8 0 0.0 5 71.4 2 28.6 0 0.0
45, 80.4 38 84.4 4 8.9 3 6.7 0 0.0
95 83.3 9 9.5 30 31.6 13 13.7 43 45.3
73 72.3 31 42. 17 23.3 25 34.2 0 0.0
34 87.2 8 23.5 13 38.2 9 26.5 4 11.8
30 61.2 21 70.0. 4 13.3 5 16.7 0 0.0
50 87.7 3 6.0 13 26.0 19 38.0 15 30.0
60 78.9 41 68.3 11 18.3 8 13. 0 0.0
28 100.0 5 17.9 13 46.4 8 28.6 2 7.1
309 58.7 |l127 41.1 96 31.1 86 27.8 0 0.0
122 93.1 4 3.3 30 24.6 32 26.2 56 45.9
60 90.9 57 95.0 2 3.3 1 1.7 0 0.0
21 87.5 11 52.4 4 19.0 3 14.3 3 14.3
40 72.7 30 75.0 7 17.5 3 7.5 0 0.0
35 87.5 8 22.9 21 60.0 2 5.7 4 11.4
36 76.6 17 47.2 11 30.6 8 22.2 0 0.0
35 92.1 1 2.9 13 37.1 12 34.3 9 25.7
31 64.6 10 32.3 8 25.8 13 41.9 0 0.0
40 88.9 4 10.0 17 42.5 7 17.5 12 30.0
19 44.2 11 57.9 4 21.1 4 21.1 0 0.0
35 70.0 4 11.4 22 62.9 6 17.1 3 8.6
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
10 90.9 || 4 40.0 4 40.0 1 10.0 1 10.0
49 74.2 23 46.9 10 20.4 16 32.7 0 0.0
5 100.0 1 20.0 1 20.0 2 40.0 1 20.0
41 89.1 29 70.7 7 17.1 5 12.2 0 0.0
131 82.4 21 16.0 68 51.9 22 '16.8 20 15.3
8  100.0 3 37.5 4 50.0 1 12.5 0 0.0
20 100.0 5 25.0 10 50.0 3 15.0 2 10.0

bIncludes 1,115 cases Statewide for which type of sentence is no

which resulted from youthful offender findings.

t available, 1,098 of
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COUNTY ARRESTED | NOT PROSECUTED PROSECUTED DISMISSEpa ACQUITTED
% OF % OF % OF ggggc_
N N ARRESTED || COURT N ARRESTED | N PROSC. N
Livingston 71 0 0.0 ﬁgggg 62 9?:2 é lg:; g g:g
sl IR ELRE N |- B 0 A
nal I IR A T I
B B S I A SO0 B
S I IR - SV R A SR EN
e I A | - R
i R R b E A S R
S I Y O S I 0%
e N T Ec S S S I
recee Tt e e %2 | TS0 oo
Putnam 116 0 0.0 3?223 lgg gg:; 62 62:3 g g:g
Rensselaer 307 1 0.3 ggggg 228 ig:é 92 33:3 g 2:2
el B R - F A< O
S5t. Lawrence] 194 0 0.0 ggggg lég 22:3 4;‘ ig.g | g 2:2
e S TR | - IR0 NSO
Schenectady 143 0 0.0 gggz gg gg.g 28 ig:i ?_ g.(s)
Schoharie 25 0 0.0 ggggg 1; gg:g é g:g 8 g:g
SO B R T ol I
8Includes 479 cases Statewide with a final disposition codes as “other."
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DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE DATA BY COUNTY - (continued)
UNSUPERVISEDD
CONVICTED SENTENGE PROBATION JAIL PRISON
% OF % OF % OF % OF % OF
N___ PROSC. N___ CONVICTED N CONVICTED N CONVICTED N CONVICTED
5  83.3 1 20.0 2 40.0 2 40.0 0 0.0
58  89.2 11 19.0 20 34.5 17 29.3 10 17.2
40  81.6 22 55. 7 17.5 11 27.5 0 0.0
3 83.7 5 13.9 16 44,4 9 25.0 6 16.7
27 73.0 12 b4 4 3 11.1 12 b4 4 0 0.0
13 68.4 2 15.4 3 23.1 4 30.8 4 30.8
251 58.9 148 59.0 37 14.7 66 26.3 0 0.0
96  B0.0 5 5.2 37 38.5 11 11.5 43 44.8
69  62.2 38 55.1 14 .3 17 24.6 0 0.0
331 89.0 45 13.6 144 43.5 61 18.4 81 24.5
35 89,7 24 68. 2 5.7 9 25.7 0 0.0
122 94.6 21 17 40 32.8 17 13.9 44 36.1
454 56.4 224 49.3 99 21.8 131 28.9 0 0.0
100 87.p 2 2.0 43 43.0 13 13.0 42 42.0
12 60.0 6 50.0 4 33.3 2 16.7 0 0.0
61  92.4 3 4.9 31 50.8 17 27.9 10 16.4
57 91.9 26 45,6 13 22.8 18 31.6 0 0.0
79 91.9 18 22.8 29 36.7 16 20.3 16 20.3
31 83.8 20 64.5 4 12.9 7 22.6 0 0.0
15  93.8 1 6.7 7 46.7 2 13.3 5 33.3
35 33.7 21 60.0 6 17.1 8 22.9 0 0.0
i1 91.7 2 18,2 2 18.2 5 45.5 2 18.2
148  60.2 76 51,4 33 22.3 39 26.4 0 0.0
57 95.0 6 10.5 32 56.1 9 15.8 10 17.5
131 43.0 67 51.1 26 19.8 38 29.0 0 0.0
175  98.9 3 1.7 87 49,7 36 20.6 49 28.0
99 7.8 79 79,8 7 7.1 13 13.1 0 0.0
37 77.1 10 27.0 6 16.2 15 40.5 6 16.2
189  77.1 116 61.4 16 8.5 57 30.2 0 0.0
39 79.6 2 5.1 7 17.9 9 23.1 21 53.8
59 67,8 37 62.7 10 16.9 12 20.3 0 0.0
46  82.1 6 13.0 11 23.9 11 23.9 18 39.1
16 94.1 9 56.3 1 6.3 6 37.5 0 0.0
8 100.0 1 12.5 2 25.0 2 25.0 3 37.5
21 87.5 8 38.1 6 28.6 7 33.3 0 0.0
12 80.0 0 0.0 6 50.0 3 25.0 3 25.0

bIncludes 1,115 cases Statewide for which ¢
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DISPCSITION AND SENTENGE DATA BY COUNTY
DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE DATA BY COUNTY - (continued)

gﬁ:‘:‘.: e 3 == O

COUNTY ARRESTED { NOT PROSECUTED PROSECUTED DISMISSEL ACQUILTTED UNSUPERVISED ° ‘
, CONVICTED SENTENGE PROBATION JATL PRISON
% OF % OF % OF % OF - - - -
N N ARRESTED|/ COURT N  ARRESTED | N PROSC. | N PROSC. % OF Z OF % OF % OF % OF
} N PROSC. N CONVICTED N CONVICTED N CONVICTED N CONVICTED
Seneca 58 0 0.0 LOWER 45 77.6 7 15.6 0 0.0 38 B84.4 17 44.7 11 28.9 10 26.3 0 0.0
UPPER . 13 22.4 0 0-9 0. 0.0 13 100.0 1 7.7 4 30.8 2 15.4 6 46.2
Steuben .181 0 0.0 LOWER 93 51.4 . 31 33.3 0 0.0 62 66.7 41 66.1 9 14.5 12 19.4 0 0.0
UPPER 88  48.6 12 13.6 0 0.0 76 86.4 4 5.3 26 31.6 28 36.8 20 26.3
UPPER 43 13.1 0 0.0 2 4 41 95.3 0 0.0 13 31.7 6 14.6 22 53.7 )
UPPER 23 63.9 0 0.0 1 43 22 95.7 0 0.0 9 40.9 6 27.3 7 31.8
Tompkins 130 0 0.0 LOWER 75  57.7 24 32.0 0 0.0 51 68.0 21 41.2 23 45.1 7 13.7 0 0.0
| UPPER 55  42.3 12 21.8 o 0.0 43 78.2 9 20.9 15 34.9 10 23.3 9 20.9
Ulster - 230 1 0.4 LOWER 179  77.8 63 35.2 o 0.0 116  64.8 77 66.4 9 7.8 30 25.9 0 0.0
UPPER 50 217 8 16.0 5 10.0 37 74.0 1 2.7 15 40.5 6  16.2 15 40.5
Warren 233 0 0.0 LOWER 194  83.3 48 24.7 0 0.0 146 75.3 || 63  43.2 17 11.6 66 45.2 0 0.0
UPPER 39  16.7 2 5.4 0 0.0 37 94.9 0 0.0 13 35.1 4 10.8 20 54.1
Washington 83 0 0.0 LOWER 45  54.2 9 20.0 0 0.0 36  80.0 24 66.7 2 5.6 10 27.8 0 0.0
UPPER 38 45.8 1 2.6 1 2.6 36 94.7 3 8.3 2 5.6 22 61.1 9 25.0
Wayne 64 0 0.0 LOWER 62 96.9 7 11.3 0 0.0 55 88.7 37 67.3 9 16.4 9 16.4 0 0.0 .
- UPPER 2 3.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 1
Wyoming 19 0 0.0 LOWER 1 5.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0
UPPER 18 94.7 2 1l.1 0 0.0 16 88.9 2 12.5 7 43.8 4  25.0 18.8
Yates 33 o] 0.0 LOWER 24 72.7 4 16.7 (4] 0.0 20 83.3 10 50.0 1 5.0 9 45.0 0 0.0
UPPER 9 27.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 100.0 2 22.2 4 bbb 2 22.2 1 11.1 -
Other Areas {9,634 22 0.2 LOWER 6,238 64.7 2,179  34.9 10 0.2 4,049  64.9 2,083 51.4 818 20.2 1,148 28.4 0 0.0
Total UPPER 3,374 35.0 291 8.6 65 1.9 3,018 85.4 354 11.7 1,176 39.0 622 20.6 866 28.7 {
aTnciudes 479 cases Statewide with a final disposition coded as "other." PInciudes 1,115 cases Statewlde for which type of sentence is not available, 1,098 of R
which resulted from youthful offender findings. )
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Table E-la

Type of Qffense by Class of Offense:

Most Serious Charge in

Arrest Event

New Yark City

C]gis Type of QOffense
Offense Total Personal Property Drug Other "
A 100.0% 23.4% 0.4% 76.2% 0.0%
(3,680) (862) (13) (2,805) (0)
B 100. 0% 84.9% 10.0% 3.3% 1.8%
(9,075) (7,707) (903) (299) (166)
c 100.0% 55.8% 21.6% 12.4% 10.2%
(12,319) (6,875) (2,657) (1,525) (1,262)
D 100.0% 36.,9% 43.0% 7.2% 12.8%
(37,324) (13,784) (16,057) (2,689) (4,794)
E 100.0% 6.0% 78.59% 3.5% 12.1%
(18,588) (1,110) (14,586) (648) (2,244)
Table E-1b ‘
Type of Offense by Class of Offense:
Most Serious Charge in Arrest Event
Other MPAs
Class Type of Offense f
of |
Offense Total Personal Property Drug Other 1
A 100.0% 23.2% 0.0% 76.8% 0.0%
(328) (76) (0) (252) (0)
B 100.0% 82.4% 16.2% 0.5% 0.8%
(1,306) (1,076) (212) (7) (11) ;
c 100.0% 39.5% 44.43 10.9% 5.1% o
(2,215) (875) (984) (242) (114) '
D 100.0% 24.8% 55.1% 3.3% 16.7% ;
(8,144) (2,021) (4,491) (271) (1,361)
E 100.0% 3.0% 75.8% 3.1% 18.2% h
(3,607) (107) (2,734) (111) (655) Lo

Preceding page blank
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Table E-lc

Type of Offense by Class of Offense:
Most Serious Charge in Arrest Event

Other Areas

~149-

Table E-2

Attempt Offenses:
Most Serijous Charge at Arrest
Attempt Offense Type by Region

Type of Attempt Offense

C18$s Type of Offense

Offense Total Personal Property Drug Qther
A 100.0% 19.9% 1.2% 76.5% 2. %a
(166) (33) (2) (127) (4)

B 100.0% 76.8% 20.4% 1.4% 1.4%
(436) (335) (89) (6) (6)

C 100.0% 30.7% 52.5% 11.6% 5.2%
(1,118) (343) (587) (130) (58)

D 100.0% 22.7% 57.0% 3.5% 16.9%
(5,360) (1,215) (3,054) (185) (906)

£ 100.0% 3.4% 65.6% 3.8% 27.1%
(2,554) (88) (1,675) (98) (693)

Region Total Personal Property Drug Qther
New York City 100.0%a 59.0% 40.3% 0.5% 0.2%
(7,043) (4,156) (2,840) (36) (11)

Other MPAs 100.0% 45 .5% 53.0% 0.9% 0.6%
(462) (210) (245) (4) (3)

Other Areas 100.0% 46.4% 51.6% 0.8% 1.2%
(248) (115) (128) (2) (3)

New York State Total 100.0% 57.8% 41.4% 0.5% 0.2%
(7,753) (4,481) (3,213) (42) (17)

3kour Class A cases were missing data of offense type.

ANumber of attempt offenses (i.e., most serious charge in the arrest event was an

attempt).
Table E-3
Attempt Offenses:
Most Serious Charge at Arrest
Attempt Offense Class by Region
Class of Attempt Qffense
Region Total A B C D E
New York City 100.0%a 0.0% 20.2% 14.7% 18.6% 46.5%
(7,043) (0) (1,423) (1,032) (1,312) (3,276)
Other MPAs 100.0% 0.0% 9.7% 19.3% 20.8% 50.2%
(462) (0) (45) (89) (96) (232)
Other Areas 100.0% 0.0% 12.9% 13.7% 22.2% 51.2%
(248) (0) (32) (34) (55) (127)
New York State Total 100.0% 0.0% 19.3% 14.9% 18.9% 46.9%
(7,753) (0) (1,500) (1,155) (1,463) (3,635)

dyumber of attempt offenses (i.e., most serious charge in the arrest event was an

attempt).
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Table E-4

Arrest Events
Containing Multiple Charges:
Type of Most Serious Arrest Charge
by Region

Type of Most Serious Arrest Charge

Region Total Personal Property Drug Other
New York City 75.7% 78.4%, 77.7% 59,.4% 72.9%
-(61,289) {23,783) (26,601) (4,731) (6,174)
Other MPAs 35.8% 40.8% 30.3% 51.8% 41.0%
(5,581) (1,695) (2,551) (457) (878)
Other Areas 30.0% 32.2% 27.9% 38.8% 31.3%
(2,890) (648) (1,509) (212) {521)
New York State Total 65.7% 71.6% 63.8% 57.5% 61.7%
(69,760) (26,126) (30,661) (5,400) (7,573)

3The number shown is the number of multiple charge arrest events within the specified
type and region. For example, 78.4%, or 23,783 of all the personal arrest events in
New York City contained multiple charges. The denominators on which the percentages

are based are found in Table A-5.

Table E-5

Arrest Events
Containing Multiple Charges:
Class of Most Serious Arrest Charge
by Region

Class of Most Serious Arrest Charge

Region Total A B ( D E
New York City. 75.7% 59.9% 85.2% 73.4% 76.1% 74.8%
(61,289) (2,205)a (7,734) (9,042) (28,408) (13,900)
Other MPAs 35.8% 63.4% 48.1% 43.9% 35.4% 24.7%
(5,581) (208) (628) (972) (2,881) (892)
Other Areas 30.0% 45,8% 37.4% 37.2% 31.3% 21.9%
(2,890) (76) {163) (416) (1,676) (559)
New York 65.7% 59.6% 78.8% 66.6% 64.9% 62.0%
State Total (69,760) (2,489) (8,525) (10,430) (32,965) (15,351)

3The number shown {s_the number of multiple charge arrest events within the specified
class and region. The denominators on which the percentages are based are found in

Table A-6.
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Table E-6

Single and Multiple Charge

Arrest Events

By Region

X?$a] g;gg;g Multiple Charge Arrest Events

Arrest Arrest Misdemeanor One Felony plus: 2 + Felonies plus:

Events Events Total Only 0 Misd. 1 + Misd. 0 Misd. 1+ Misd.
New 80,986 19,697 61,289 33,629 10,304 11,642 3,162 2,552
York (100.0%)  (54.9%) b (16.8%) (19.0%) (5.2%) (4.2%)
City 100.0% 24.3%3 75.7% 41.5% 12.7% 14.4% 3.9% 3.2%
Other 15,600 10,019 5,581 2,865 1,594 574 a1 137
MPA (100.0%) (51.3%) (28.6%) (10.3%) (7.4%) (2.5%)

100.0% 64.2% 35.8% 18.4% 10.2% 3.7% 2.6% 0.9%
Other 9,634 6,744 2,890 1,658 790 273 1M 58 -
Areas (100.0%) (57.4%) (27.3%) (9.4%) (3.8%) (2.0%)

100.0% 70.0% 30.0% 17.2% 8.2% 2.8% 1.2% 0.6%
New 106,220 36,460 69,760 38,152 12,688 12,489 3,684 2,747
York (100.0%) (54.7%) (18.2%) (17.9%) (5.3%) (3.9%)
Stat? 100.0% 34.6% 65.7% 35.9% 11.9% 11.8% 3.5% 2.6%
Tota

aPercentages not in parentheses are percent of all-arrest events.

Percentages in parentheses are percent of all multiple charge arrest events.
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Table E-7
Offender Age at Arrest
by Region
Age at Arrest
Region Total 16-19 20-24 25-34 35 or older
New York City 100.0% 29.0% 24.0% 28.9% 18.1%
(63,494) (18,439) (15,207) (18,376) (11,472)
Other MPAs 100.0% s 37.8% 25.2% 22.4% 14.5%
(14,046) " (5,315) (3,536) {3,152) (2,043)
Other Areas 100.0% 39.4% 25.1% 21.6% 13.9%
(9,022) {3,553) (2,266) (1,950) (1,253)
New York 100.0%a 31.5% 24.,3% 27.1% 17.1%
State Total (86,562) (27,307) (21,009) (23,478) (14,768)

35ix cases contained missing age data; five from New York City and one from the

Other MPAs"
Table E-8
Offender Race by Region
Race of Offender

Region Total White Black Hispanic Other
New York City 100.0% 32.8% 51.5% 15.1% 0.6%
(63,499) (20,851) (32,678) {9,602) {368)

Other MPAs 100.0% 63.2% 35.5% 0.8% 0.5%
(14,047) (8,871) (4,991) (117) (68)

Other Areas 100.0% 83.2% 15.9% 0.4% 0.6%
(9,022) (7,506) (1,430) (35) (51)

New York 100.0% 43.0% 45,2% 11.3% 0.6%
State Total (86,568) (37,228) (39,099) (9,754) (487)
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Table E-9

Median Age (in Years) of Offenders:
Race of Offenders

4

by Region
Al Race of Offender
) Offenders
Region Total White Black Hispanic Other
New York City 23.8 24.7 23.7 22.3 24.3
Other MPAs 21.5 20.8 22.9 22.0 23.5
Other Areas 21.2 20.9 23.5 22.8 21.0
New York State Total 23.1 22.9 23.5 22.3 23.7
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Table E-10 Table E-12

0ffender Prior Arrest Record Median Age (in Years) of Offenders:

by Region Offender Prior Arrest Record
by Region
Prior Arrest Record
No 1-3 4 or More .
Region Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies Al Prior Arvest Record
Offenders No 1-3 4 or More
New York City 100.0% 41.3% 9.3% 31.1% 18.3% Redi | . R A
(63,499) (26,221) (5,930) (19,731) (11,617) egion Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies
New York Cit, 23.8 20.3 26.1 24.6 27.1
Other MPAs 100.0% 45.5% 17.1% 28.8% 8.5% Y 4 7
(14,047) (6,393) (2,407) (4,052) (1,195) Other MPAs 21.5 18.8 23.3 23.1 26.2
Other Areas 100.0% 46.9% 20.5% » 27.1% 5.5% Other Areas 21.2 18.9 23.6 22.5 ' 26.2
(9,022) (4,230) (1,850) (2,445) (497) ‘
New York State Total 23.1 19.8 24.9 24.1 27.0
New York 100.0% 42.6% 11.8% 30.3% 15.4%
State Total (86,568) (36,844) (10,187) (26,228) (13,309)
Table E-13
Table E-11 Median Age (in Years) of Offenders:

Offender Prior Conviction Record

Offender Prior Conviction Record by Region
by Region
Prior Conviction Record Prior Conviction Record
All
No Felony 1+ Felony 0ffenders No One or More
Region Total None Convictions Convictions Region Total None Felonies Felonies
New York City 100.0% 55.7% 32.6% 11.7% New York City 23.8 21.4 25.6 27.6
(63,499) (35,362) (20,707) (7,430)
Other MPAs 21.5 19.6 24.8 27.1
Other MPAs 100.0% 67.1% 25.4% 7.5%
(14,047) (9,425) (3,566) (1,056) Other Areas 21.2 19.5 25.2 26.2
Other Areas 100.0% 70.1% 23.4% 6.5% New York State Total 23.1 20.8 25.6 27.5
(9,022) (6,320) (2,115) (587)
New York 100.0% 59.0% 30.5% 10.5%

State Total (86,568) (51,107) (26,388) (9,073)
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Table E-l4a

Prior Arrest Record by Race of Offender
New York City

Prior Arrest Record

Race
of No 1-3 4 or More
Qffender Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies
White 100.0% 37.6% 12.0% 34.0% 16.4%
(20,851) (7,841) (2,502) (7,087) (3,421)
Black 100.0% 37.9% 8.8% 32.2% 21.1%
(32,678) (12,371) (2,872) (10,538) (6,897)
Hispanic 100.0% 59.6% 5.6% 21.4% 13.4%
(9,602) (5,723) (537) (2,053) (1,289)
Other 100.0% 77.7% 5.2% 14.4% 2.7%
(368) (286) (19) (53) (10)
Table E-14b
Prior Arrest Record by Race of Offender
Other MPAs
Prior Arrest Record
Race
of No 1-3 4 or More
Offender Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies
White 100.0% 52.4% 17.7% 24.8% 5.1%
(8,871) (4,649) (1,572) (2,197) (450)
Black 100.0% 32.7% 16.3% 36.3% 14.6%
(4,991) (1,634) (813) (1,813) (731)
Hispanic 100.0% 65.8% 11.1% 16.2% 6.8%
(117) (77) (13) (19) (8)
Other '100. 0% 48.5% 8.8% 33.8% 8.8%
(68) (33) (6) (23) (6)
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Table E-14c

Prior Arrest Record by Race of Offender
Other Areas

Prior Arrest Record

Race

of No 1-3 4 or More
0ffender Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies

White 100.0% 49.4% 20.9% 25.7% 4.1%

(7,506) (3,709) (1,566) (1,927) (304)

Black 100.0% 33.4% 18.9% 34.4% 13.3%

(1,430) (478) (270) (492) (190)

Hispanic 100.0% 65.7% 14.3% 14.3% 5.7%

(35) (23) (5) (5) (2)

Other 100.0% 39.2% 17.6% 41.2% 2.0%

(61) (20) (9) (21) (1)

PR
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Table E-15a
Sex of Offender by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense
New York State
Sex of Offender
Type of
Arres¥p0ffense Total Male Female
Personal 100.0% 89.9% 10.1%
y (30,297) (27.281) (3,086)
Propert, 100.0% 90.0% 10.0%
i (38,158) (34,338) (3,620)
Dru 100.0% 88.2% 11.8%
: (7,480) (6,596) (884)
Other 100.0% 86.4% 13.6%
(10,633) (9,192) (1,441)
Table E-15b
Sex of Offender by Type of Most %erjous Arrest Offense
New York City
Sex of Offender
Type of
Arrest Offense Total Male Female
Personal 100.0% 89.7% 10.3%
(24,604) (22,070) (2,534)
Prgperty 100.0% 90.1% 9.9%
(25,688) (23,139) (2,549)
Drug 100.0% 88.6% 11.4%
(6,107) (5,411) (696)
Other 100.0% 87.3% 12,7%
(7,100) (6,196) (904)
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Table E-15¢
Sex of Offender by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense
Other MPAs
Sex of Offender
Type of
Arrest Offense Total Male Female
Personal 100.0% 90.1% 9.9%
(3,780) (3,405) (375)
Property 100.0% 89.1% 10.9%
(7,460) (6,646) (814)
Drug 100.0% 85.0% 15.0%
(847) (720) (127)
Other 100.0% 82.9% 17.1%
(1,960) (1,625) (335)
Table E-15d
Sex of Offender by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense
Other Areas
Sex of Offender
Type of
Arrest Offense Total Male Female
Personal 100.0% 92,3% 7.7%
(1,913) (1,766) (147)
Property 100.0% . 90.9% 9.1%
(5,010) (4,553) (457)
Drug XQ0.0% 88.4% 11.6%
{526) (465) (61)
Other 100.0% 87.2% 12.8%
(1,573) (1,371) (202)
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Offender Age at Arrest by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense
| New York State

Age of Offender

Type of
Arrest Offense Total 16-19 20-24 25-34 35 or older
Personal 100.0% a 29.2% 23.9% 28.0% 18,9%
‘ (30,295) (8,840) (7,255) (8,485) (5,715)
|
‘ .
| Property 100.0% b 40.8% 23,9% 23.4% 11.9%
| (38,155)° (15,570) (9,118) (8,922) (4,545)
| Drug 100.0% 19.9% 30.8% 35.6% 13.7%
(7,480) (1,486) (2,305) (2,662) (1,027)
|
| Other 100.0% ¢ 13.3% 21.9% 32.1% 32.7%
(10,632) (1,411) (2,331) (3,409) (3,481)

3xcludes two (2) offenders for whom age was not available.
bExc]udes three (3) offenders for whom age was not available.
Cexcludes one (1) offender for whom age was not available.

% Table E-16b

Offender Age at Arrest by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense
New York City

Age of Offender

Type of

Arrest Offense Total 16-19 20-24 25-34 35 or older

Personal 100.0% a 29.2% 23.9% 28.4% 19,2%

(24,602) (7,175) (5,700) (6,993) (4,738)

Property 100.0% b 35.8% 24,1% 26.6% 13.4%

(25,686) (9,203) (6,191) (6,840) (3,452)

Drug 100.0% 18.2% 29.5% 37.0% 15,3%

(6,107) {(1,109) (1,800) (2,262) (936)

Other 100.0% c 13.4% 21.4% 32.1% 33.1%

(7,099) (952) (1,516) (2,281) (2,350)

3Excludes two (2) offenders for whom age was not available.
Excludes two (2) offenders for whom age was not available .
Cexcludes one (1) offender for whom age was not available .
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. Table E-16¢
Offender Age at Arrest by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense
Other MPAs
Age of Offender
Type of

Arrest Offense Total 16-19 20-24 25-34 35 or older

Personal 100.0% 30.7% 26.9% 25.5% 16.9%

(3,780) (1,161) (1,017) (965) (637)

Property 100.0% a 49,3% 23.7% 17.9% 9.1%

(7,459) (3,675) (1.767) (1,337) (680)

Drug 100.0% 26.,0% 36.6% 30.3% 7.1%

(847) (220) (310) (257) (60)

Other 100.0% 13.2% ga.s% 30.3% 34.0%

(1,960) (259) (442) (593) (666)

3eyxcludes one {1) offender for whom age was not available.

Table E-16d

Offender Age at Arrest by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense

Other Areas

Age of Offender

Type of

Arrest Offense Total 16-19 20-24 25-34 35 or older

Personal 100.0% 26.3% 28.1% 27.5% 18.0%

(1,913) (504) (538) (527) (344)

Property 100.0% 53.7% 23.2% 14.9% 8.2%

(5,010) (2,692) (1,160) (745) (413)

Drug 100.0% 29,8% 37.1% 27.2% 5.9%

(526) - (157) (195) (143) (31)

Other 100.0% 12,7% 23.7% 34,0% 29.6%

(1,573) (200) (373) (535) (465)
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Table E-17a

Race of Offender by Type of Most Serious Current Offense
New York State .

Race of Offender

Type ¢f

Arrest Offense Total White Black Hispanic Other
Personal 100.0% 35.0% 53.4% 10.9% 0.7%
(30,297) {10,603) (16,176) (3,307) (211)

Property 100.0% 48,6% 39.0% 11.9% 0.5%
(38,158) (18,544) (14,882) (4,544) (188)

Drug 100.0% 40.2% 48.9% 10.7% 0.2%
(7,480) (3,010) (3,657) (797) (16)

Other 100.0% 47.7% 41.2% 10.4% 0.7%
(10,633) (5,071) (4,384) (1,106) (72)

Table E-17b
Race of Offender by Type of Most Serious Current Offense
New York City
Race of Offender
Type of

Arrest Offiense Total White Black Hispanic Other
Personal 100.0% 29.6% 56.5% 13,2% 0.7%
(24,604) (7,279) (13,890) (3,260) (172)

Property 100.0% 35.4% 46.,8% 17.4% 0.5%
(25,688) (9,086) (12,012) (4,467) (123)

Drug 100.0% 30.6% 56.3% 12.9% 0.2%
(6,107) (1,868) (3,440) (788) (11)

Other 100.0% 36.9% 47.0% 15.3% 0.8%
(7,100) (2,618) (3,336) (1,087) (59)
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Tabje E-17c¢
Race of Gffender by Type of Most Serious Current Offense
Other MPAs
Race of Offender
Type of ) )
Arrest Offense Total White Black Hispanic Other
Personal 100.0% 51.6% 46.8% 1.0% 0.7%
(3,780) (1,949) (1,768) (37) (26)
Property 100,0% 68.1% 30.7% 0.8% 0.4%
(7,460) (5,083) (2,288) (60) (29)
Drug 100,0% 79.8% 19.2% 0.7% 0.2%
(847) (676) (163) . . (6) (2)
Other 100.0% 59.3% 39.4% 0.7% 0.6%
(1,960) (1,163) (772) (14) (11)
Table E-17d
Race of Offender by Type of Most Serious Current Offense
Other Areas
Race of Offender
Type of :
Arres{pOfFense Total White Black Hispanic Other
Personal 100.0% 71.9% 27.1% 0.5% 0.5%
(1,913) (1,375) (518) (10) (10)
Propert, 100.0% 87.3% 11.6% 0.3% 0.7%
perty (5,010)  (4,375) (582) (17) (36)
Dru 100.0% 88.6% 10.3% 0.6% 0.6%
: (526) (466) (54) (3) (3)
Other 100.0% 82.0% 17.5% 0.3% 0.1%
(1,573) (1,290) (276) {5) (2)
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Table E-18a

Offender Prior Arrest Record by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense
New York State

Prior Arrest Record

Type of No 1-3° 4 or Mqre
Arrest Offense Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies
Personal 100.0% 40.,5% 11.6% 32.3% 15.7%

R (30,297) (12,260) (3,520) (9,774) (4,743)
Property 100.0% 45.7% 10.9% 27.7% 15.6%
P (38,158)  (17.443) (4,i64)  (10,586)  (5.965)
Drug 100.0% 37.2% 10.1% 34.0% 18.7%
(7,480) (2,782) (755) (2,543) (1,400)
Other 100.0% 41.0% 16.4% 31.3% 11.3%
(10,633) (4,359) (1,748) (3,325) (1,201)

Table E-18b

Offender Prior Arrest Record by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense
New York City

Prior Arrest Record

Type of No 1-3 4 or More
Arrest (Offense Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies
Personal 100.0% 40.5% 10.0% 32.2% 17.3%

(24,604) (9,971) (2,461) (7,914) (4,258)

Property 100.0% 43,1% 8.3% 28.7% 19.9%
{(25,688) (11,070) (2,137) (7,360) (5,121)

Drug 100.0% 33.9% 8.3% 35.9% 21.8%
(6,107) (2,071) (509) (2,193) (1,334)

Other 100.0% 43.8% 11.6% 31.9% 12.7%

(7,100) (3,109) (823) (2,264) (904)

~165-

Table E-18c

Other MPAs

Offender Prior Arrest Record by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense

Prior Arrest Record

Other Areas

Type of No 1-3 4 or More
Arrest Offense Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies
Personal 100.0% 40.1% 17.4% 33.4% 9,1%

(3,780) (1,517) (657) (1,263) (343)

Property 100.0% 50.7% 15.2% 25.9% 8.2%
(7,460) (3,781) (1,135) (1,932) (612)

Drug 100.0% 50.2% 16.8% 27.6% 5.4%
(847) (425) (142) (234) (46)

Other 100.0% 34.2% 24.1% 31.8% 9.9%
{(1,960) (670) (473) (623) {194)

Table E-18d

Offender Prior Arrest Record by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense

Prior Arrest Record

Type of No 1-3 4 or More
Arrest Offense Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies
Personal 100.0% 40,4% 21.0% 31.2% 7.4%

(1,913) (772) (402) (597) (142)

Property 100.0% 51.7% 17.8% 25.8% 4.6%
(5,010) (2,592) (892) (1,294) (232)

Drug 100.0% 54.4% 19.8% 22,1% 3.8%
(526) (286) (104) (118) (20)

Other 100.0% 36.9% 18.7% 27.8% 6.5%
(1,573) (580) (452) (438) (103)

st et S A

§




Arrest Offense

Fod

g*‘*ﬂ

Qr -166~ -167-

Ar;‘(“

4

‘ % | Tabje E-19a Table E-19¢c
e Sex of Offender by Class of Most Serious Sex of Offender by Class of Most Serious
Arrest Offense

| New York State Other MPAs
Sex of Offender
Class of Sex of Offender
Arrest Offense Total Male Female Class of
Arrest Offense Total ‘Male Female
A 100.0% 88.6% 11.4%
| (3,487) (3,089) (398) A 100.0% 86.7% 13.3%
T (308) (267) (41)
‘ B 100.0% 93.3% 6.7%
(8,630) (8,053) (577) B 100.0% 93.4% 6.6%
(1,161) (1,084) (77)
C 100.0% 90.6% 9.4%
(12,634) (11,448) (1,186) c 100.0% 91.3% 8.7%
(1,982) (1,809) (173)
| D 100.0% 89.4% 10.6%
% (41,982) (37,531) (4,451) D 100.0% 88.2% 11.8%
‘ : (7,342) (6,473) (869)
E 100.0% 86.9% 13.1%
(19,835) (17,246) (2,589) E 100.0% 84.9% 15.1%
(3,254) (2,763) (491)
Table E-19b Table E-19d
Sex of Offender by Class of Most Serijous Sex of Offender by Class of Most Serious
. Arrest Offense Arrest Offense
New York City Other Areas
Sex of Offender
Class of Sex _of Offender
Arrest Offense Total Male Female Class of
~ Arrest Offense Total Male Female
A 100.0% 88.7% 11.3%
(3,922) (2,682) (340) A 100.0% 89.2% 10.8%
(157) (140) (17)
B 100.0% 93.3% 6.7%
(7,059) (6,585) (474) B 100.0% 93.7% 6.3%
(410) (384) (26)
c 100.0% 90.5% 9.5%
(9,607) (8,692) (915) C 100.0% 90.6% 9.4%
(1,045) (947) (98)
° ( 1002107)‘ ( 5894535 (31(1)(329)6 D 100.0% 90.4% 9.6%
29,647 26,543 s . . .
’ ’ (4,993) (4,515) (478)
- - (1a36a] (128g.i§37)5 T E 100.0% 89.7% 10.3%
1 k] - . .
’ ’ (2,417) (2,169) (248)
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Table E-20a
Offender Age at Arrest by Class of Most Serious
Table E-20c

Arrest Offense

New York State
Offender Age at Arrest by Class of Most Serious

Arrest Offense

Other MPAs
Class
of Age of Offender
Arrest
Offense Total 16-19 20-24 25-34 35 or Older TTass
A 100.0% 15.8% 30.0% 35.7% 18.5% Argzst Age of Offender
(3,487) (551) (1,045) (1,246) (645) Offense Total 16-19 20-24 25-34 35 or Older
B 100.0% 29.4% 27.3% 28.8% 14.5%
(8,630) - (2,535) (2,358) (2,483) (1,254) A 100.0% 17.9% 36.7% 35.1% 10.4%
{(308) (55) (113) (108) (32)
C 100.0% 36.9% 23.3% 25.4% 14.4%
(12,634) (4,664) (2,944) (3,203) (1,823) B 100.0% 29.7% 32.0% 26.3% 12.0%
{1,161) (345) (372) (305) (139)
D 100.0%a 31.8% 23.5% 27.0% 17.7%
(41,978) (13,336) (9,872) (11,346) (7,424) C 100.0% 43.7% 24.9% 20.0% 11.4%
1,982 866 494 39 2
iO0.0%b 31.4% 24.2% 26.2% 18.3% ( ) ( ) ( ) (397) (225)
(19,833) (6,221) (4,790) (5,200) (3,622) D 100.0% 40.6% 24.1% 21.9% 13.4%
, (7,342) (2,981) (1,770) (1,606) (985)
3cxcludes four (4) offenders for whom age was not available. E 100.0%a 32.8% 264.2% 22.6% 20.4%
(3,253) {(1,068) (787) (736) (662)

bExc]udes two (2) offenders for whom age was not available.
3cxcludes one (1) offender for whom age was not available.

Table E-20b

Offender Age at Arrest by Class of Most Serious
Arrest Offense

' New York City ble E-20d
. Table E-
Offender Age at Arrest.by Class of Most Serious
Class Arrest ‘Offense ‘
of Age of Offender Other Areas
Arrest
Offense Jotal 16-19 20-24 25-34 35 or Qlder
A 100, 0% 15.7% 28.8% 35.8% 19.7% TTESS
(3,022) (475) (871) (1,081) (595) of Age of Offender
B 100.0 . . . . Arrest '
“ R o S -3 SR 15 (1o 0ffense Total 16-19 20-24 _ 25-34 35 or Older
c 100.0% 35.0% 22.6% 26.9% 15.5% A 100.0% 13.4% 38.9% 36.3% 11.5%
N (9,607) (3,361) (2,172) (2,587) (1,487) (157) (21) (61) (57) ‘ (18)
D 100.0% 27.4% 23.3% . 29.7% 19.7% B 100.0% 27.8% 27.6% 31.5% 13.2%
(29,643)%  (8,116) (6,893)  (8,793) (5,841) (410) (114) (113) (129) (54)
E 100.0%b 31.1% : 24.0% 27.3% 17.6% C 100.0% 41.8% 26.6% 21.0% 10.6%
(14,163) (4,411) (3,398) (3,866) (2,488) (1,045) (437) (278) {219) (111)
D 100.0% 44.8% 28.2% 19.0% 12.0%
3xcludes four (4) offenders for whom age was not available. (4,993) (2,239) (1,209) (947) (598)
b E 100.0% 30.7% 25.0% 24.7% 19.5%
Excludes one (1) offender for whom age was not available. (2,417) (742) (605) (598) (472)
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Table E-21a

Race of Offender by Class of Most Serious Arrest Offense
New York State

Class
of Race of Offender
Arrest
Offense Total White Black Hispanic Other
A 100.0% 41,3% 46.4% 12.2% 0.1%
(3,487) (1,441) (1,617) (426) (3)
B 100.0% 34.6% 54.3% 10.7% 0.5%
(8,630) (2,983) (4,686) {(920) (41)
C 100.0% 36.2% 52.2% 10.9% 0.5%
(12,634) (4,571) (6,627) (1,371) (65)
D 100.0% 45.7% 42.9% 10.8% 0.6%
(41,982) (19,184) (17,990) (4,540) (268)
E 100.0% 45,6% 41.2% 12.6% 0.6%
(19,835) (9,049) (8,179) (2,497) (110)
Table E-21b
Race of Offender by Class of Most Serious Arrest Offense
New York City
Class
of Race of Offender
Arrest
Offense Total White Black Hispanic Other
A 100.0% 35.4% 50.6% 14.0% 0.1%
(3,022) (1,069) (1,528) (423) (2)
B 100.0% 30.0% 56.7% 12.8% 0.5%
(7,059) (2,117) (3,999) (905) (38)
c 100.0% 27.1% 58.4% 14.0% 0.5%
(9,607) (2,600) (5,614) (1,345) (48)
D 100.0% 34.5% 49.8% 15.1% 0.7%
(29,647) (10,215) (14,753) (4,479) (200)
E 100.0% 34.2% 47.9% 17.3% 0.6%
(14,164) (4,850) (6,784) (2,450) (80)
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Table E-2lc

Race of Offender by Class of Most Serious Arrest Offense

Other MPAs

Class
of Race of Offender
Arrest
Offense Total White Black Hispanic Other
A 100.0% 78.9% 19.8% 1.0% 0.3%
(308) (243) (61) (3) (1)
B 100.0% 48.3% 50.4% 1.0% 0.3%
(1,161) (561) (585) (12) (3)
C 100.0% 58.5% 40.1% 1.0% 0.5%
(1,982) (1,160) (794) (19) (9)
D 100.0% 65.5% 33.3% 0.7% 0.5%
(7,342) (4,812) (2,442) (48) (40)
E 100.0% 64.4% 34.1% 1.1% 0.5%
(3,254) (2,095) (1,108) (35) (15)
Table E-21d
Race of Offender by Class of Most Serious Arrest Offense
Other Areas
Class
of Race of Qffender
Arrest :
Offense Total White Black Hispanic Other
A 100.0% 82.2% 17.8% 0.0% 0.0%
(157) (129) (28) (0) (0)
B 100.0% 74.4% 24.9% 0.7% 0.0%
(410) (305) (102) (3) (0)
c 100.0% 77.6% 21.0% 0.7% 0.8%
(1,045) (811) (219) (7) (8)
D 100.0% 83.3% 15.9% 0.3% 0.6%
(4,993) (4,157) - {795) (13) (28)
E 100.0% 87.1% 11.8% 0.5% 0.6%
(2,417). (2,104) (286) (12) (15)
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Table E-22a

Offender Prior Arrest Record by Class of
Most Serious Arrest Offense -
New York State
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Table E-22¢

Offender Prior Arrest Record by Class of
Most Serious Arrest QOffense
Other MPAs

| Class Prior Arrest Record
of
| Arrest No 1-3 4 or More Class Prior Arrest Record
| Offense Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies of
Arrest No 1-3 4 or More
A 100.0% 29.3% 10.4% 38.2% 22.1% Offense Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies
(3,487) (1,022) (364) (1,331) (770)
A 100.0% 46.4% 15.6% 29.9% 8.1%
B 100.0% 34.5% 10.7% 33.3% 21.5% (308) (143) (48) (92) (25)
(8,630) (2,975) (925) (2,874) (1,856)
B 100.0% 33.9% 17.1% 34.6% 14,5%
c 100.0% 42.1% 10.6% 31.7% 15.6% {(1,161) (393) {198) (402} (168)
(12,634) (5,323) (1,343) (4,001) (1,967)
C 100.0% 44.7% 16.3% 30.8% 8.2%
D 100.0% 44.2% 11.7% 29.8% 14.2% (1,982) (885) (324) (610) (163)
| (41-,982) (18,577) (4,926) (12,497) (5,982) )
D 100.0% 47.4% 16.2% 28.2% 8.2%
; E 100.0% 45.1% 13.3% 27.9% 13.8% (7,342) (3,481) (1,193) (2,067) (601)
| (19,835) (8,947) (2,629) (5,525) (2,734)
i E 100.0% 45,8% . 19.8% 27.1% 7.3%
| (3,254) (1,491) (644) (881) (238)
|
1 .
Table E-22b
Offender Prior Arrest Record by Class of
Most Serious Arrest Offense Table E-22d
New York City
\ Offender Prior Arrest Record by Class of
Most Serious Arrest Offense
Other Areas
Class Prior Arrest Record
of
Arrest No 1-3 4 or More .
Qffense Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies Clgss Prior Arrest Record
A 100.0% 26.7% 9.6% 39.6% 24.2% Arrest No 1-3 4 or More
(3,022) (806) (290) (1,196) (730) Offense Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies
B 100,03 34,31 9.2% 33.1% 23.5% A 100.0% 46.5% 16.6% 27.4% 9.6%
(7,059) (2,419) (646) (2,336) (1,658) (157) (73) (26) (43) (15)
(9,607) (3,961) (840) (3,064) (1,742) (410) (163) (81) (136) (30)
(29,647) (12,604) (2,820) (9,115) (5,108) (1,045) (477) (179) (327) (62)
. E 100, 0% 45,4% 9.4% 28.4% 16.8% D 100. 0% 49.9% 18.3% 26.3% 5.5%
. (14,164) (6,431) (1,334) (4,020) (2,379) (4,993) (2,492) (913) (1,315) (273)
: E 100.0% 42 .4% 26.9% 25.8% 4.8%
{2,417) (1,025) (651) (624) (117)
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Table E-23a

Offender Age at Arrest by Region
Offenders Having a Single 1979 Disposition

0ffender Age at Arrest

Region Total 16-19 20-24 25-34 35 or Older
New York City 100.0% 28.0% 23.3% 29.0% 19.7%
(51,638) (14,480) (12,040) (14,967) (10,151)
Other MPAs 100.0% 37.4% 24,9% 22.6% 15.2
(12,731) (4,758) (3,169) (2,873) (1,931)
Other Areas 100.0% 38.8% 25.1% 21.7% 14.4%
(8,482) (3,295) (2,127) (1,840) (1,220)
Mew York 100.0%a 30.9% 23.8% 27.0% 18.3%
State Total (72,851) (22,533) (17,336) (19,680) (13,302)

qexcludes six (6) offenders for whom age data was not available; five (5) from
New York City and one (1) from the Other MPAs.

Table E-23b

Offender Age at Arrest by Region
Offenders Having Multiple 1979 Dispositions

Offender Age at Arrest

Region Total 16-19 20-24 25-34 35 or Older
New York City 100.0% 33.4% 26.7% 28.8% 11.1%
(11,856) (3,959) (3,167) (3,409) (1,321)
Otheyr MPAs 100.0% 42 .4% 27.9% 21.2% 8.5%
(1,315) (557) (367) (279) (112)
Other Areas 100.0% 47.8% 25.7% 20.4% 6.1
(540) (258) (139) (110) (33)
New York 100.0% 34.8% 26.8% 27.7% 10.7%

State Total

(13,711) (4,774) (3,673) (3,798) (1,466)
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Table E-24a

Offender Race by Region
Offenders Having a Single 1979 Disposition

Race of Offender

Region Total White Black Hispanic Qther
New York City 100.0% 34.4% 50.3% 14.6% 0.7%
(51,643) (17,779) (25,961) (7,561) (342)
Other MPAs 100.0% 64.3% 34.4% 0.8% 0.5%
(12,732) (8,191) (4,385) (96) (60)
Other Areas 100.0% 83.8% 15.3% 0.4% 0.5%
(8,482) (7,112) (1,295) (30) (45)
New York '100.0% 45.4% 43.4% 10.6% 0.6%
State Total (72,857) (33,082) (31,641) (7,687) (447)
Table E-24b
. Offender Race by Region
Offenders Having Multiple 1979 Dispositions
Race of Offender

Region Total White Black Hispanic Other
New York City 100.0% 25.9% 56.7% 17.2% 0.2%
(11,856) (3,072) (6,717) (2,041) (26)
Other MPAs 100.0% 51.7% 46,1% 1.6% 0.6%
(1,315) (680) (606) (21) (8)
Other Areas 100.0% 73.0% 25.0% 0.9% 1.1%
(540) (394) (135) (5) (6)
Mew York 100.0% 30.2% 54.4% 15.1% 0.3%
State Total (13,711) (4,146) (7,458) (2,067) (40)
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Table E-25a

Offender Prior Arrest Record by Region
Offenders Having a Single 1979 Disposition

Prior Arrest Record

No 1-3 4 or More
Region Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies
New York City 100.0% 45,.1% 9.8% 30.0% 15.2%
(51,643) (23,276) (5,043) (15,495) (7,829)
Other MPAs 100.0% 47.1% 17.3% 28.1% 7.5%
(12,732) (5,997) (2,202) (3,572) (961)
Other Areas 100.0% 47.9% 20.6% 26.49% 5.1%
(8,482) (4,060) (1,748) (2,242) (432)
New York 100.0% 45.8% 12.3% 29.2% 12.7%
State Total (72,857) (33,333) (8,993) (21,309) (9,222)
Table E-25b
Offender Prior Arrest Record by Region
Offenders Having Multiple 1979 Dispositions
Prior Arrest Record
No 1-3 4 or More
Region Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies
New York City 100.0% 24.8% 7.5% 36.7% 32.0%
(11,856) (2,945) (887) (4,236) (3,788)
Other MPAs 100.0% 30.1% 15.6% 36.5% 17.8%
(1,315) (396) (205) (480) (234)
Other Areas 100.0% 31.5% 18.9% 37.6% 12.0%
(540) (170) (102) (203) (65)
New York 100.0% 25.6% 8.7% 35.9% 29.8%
State Total (13,711) (3,511) (1,194) (4,919) (4,087)

s
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Table E-26a

Offender Prior Conviction Record by Region
Offenders Having a Single 1979 Disposition

Prior Conviction Record

. No One or More
Region Total None Felonies Felonies
New York City 100.0% 59.6% 29.8% 10.6%

(51,643) (30,779) (15,366) (5,498)

Other MPAs 100.0% 68.6% 24.3% 7.1%
(12,732) (8,735) (3,005) (902)

Other Areas 100.0% 70.7% 23.0% 6.3%
(8,482) (5,998) (1,949) (535)

New York State Total 100.0% 62.5% 28.0% 9.5%
(72,857) (45,512) (20,410) (6,935)

Table E~26b

Offender Prior Conviction Record by Region

Offenders Having MUltiple 197

9 Dispositions

Prior Conviction Record

No One or More

Region Total None Felonies Felonies
New York City 100.0% 38.7% 45.0% 16.3%
(11,856) (4,583) (5,341) (1,932)
Other MPAs 100.0% 52.5% 35.8% 11.7%
(1,315) (690) (471) (154)
Other Areas 100.0% 59.6% 30.7% 9.6%
(540) (322) (166) (52)
New York State Total 100.0% 40.8% 43,.6% 15.6%
(13,711) (5,595) (5,978) (2,138)
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ATTACHMENTS

ARREST/FINGERPRINT CARD (DCJS-2)
N.Y.S. Division of Criminal Justice Services

CRIMINAL DISPOSITION REPORTING FORM (OCA - 540)
N.Y.S. Office of Court Administration

INDICTMENT AND PROSECUTION REPORT - ISS (DCJS - 1020)
N.Y.S. Division of Criminal Justice Services
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ATTACHMENT 1

1. NYSID No. 2, Nama (Last, Firs), Middla) 3. OBTS/Court Control No. 4. Classificaiion {Leava Blank)
45111134J
5. Sree1 No. |6, Sireet Name 7. City/ Stote Address 8.
9 Alios or Matden Nome 10. Place of Birth (State or Country} |11 12, Facimile Contral No.
13 Cale ot Bith (M7 D-Y)| 14. Age { 15. Sex |16, Race|17. Skin | 18. Hair [19.Eye | 20. Haight [21. Weight)
fr. [ 26. Contributor

22, Arrest Officar ID No., 23. Arresting Agency Noma 24. 25. Pet. & Arrest No,

27. Date of Arrast 28, Place of Arrest (City & Siole) 2. 30, Time of Arrest

35, Court of Arraignment (See instructions}

31. Oate of Crime 32, Place of Crima {City, County & State) a3, 34, Type of Arrest

ag taw | SectionNo. | Bt [ets [ @] 24 {Deg Nama of Offense Cis|  NCICCode e Pirey] ¥ Property InvoicoNo. {40,
H .

g 41, Sacial Security No. 42, FBI Number

E

8)

43, Signature of Arresiee

44, Arrosi Agancy Case No. | 45. No. of Offanders 45, No. af Victims X

1. Righy Thumb 2. Right Index 3. Right Middle 4. Right Ring 5. Right Little
6. Laft Thumb 7. loft Indax 8. Laft Middle 9. Laft Ring 10, Lafr Little

.
Laft Four Fingers Taken Simultansously Laft Thumb Right Thumb Right Four Fingers Taken Simultaneously

INITIAL COURT REPORT OF CRIMINAL CASES

Arresting Officer — Submit to ADA of

A Tear off on dotted line A

Sae back for full instructions - Please print or type

JC-501 {Rev. 1/78)
Court Case Number(s) (For Court Use

i

R i

L S PSR

tnitial Court of Arraignmaent Always complete items in Section } -
Detendani (Lost Name, First Neme) 4 5 jc‘oit-vciNi 3 ‘J
1 Date of Birth (M/0/Y}) County & Nome of Court
Facsimile Contral No. Date of Arraignment
For ADA Use — Dismissals Prior To Arraig: Date of Dismissal Initials i
i
2 D All charges against this defendant on this arrest dismissed by ADA prio to arralgnment. t
For Court Usa — Dismissals At Arraignment Judge (First Inltial, Last Name) §
3 D All charges against this defendant on this arrest dismissed by Judge gt arraignmant. ‘
al " gtarralgamant. :
T/ Retained |27 Assigned[3 TAd 4 e 157 No ¢
Counsal / etain / wn / tegel A D:;‘el:nger r"'/ Counsel Date of Dismissal Initials :
{Check Appropriate item(s)]
. . |
Preceding mage blank |-
Y
' 1]

I I N o
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ATTACHMENT 1
(Reverse)
DCJS-2(1:78) STATE OF NEW YORK
. ARREST DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES

IDENTIFICATION AND INFORMATION SERVICES
ALBANY, NEW YORK 12203

Sub

12A. Facsimile Conirol Numbar

BAF (ow | secnonNo. |38 | cis [ 9] 24 [Deg Narme of Offense Cis]  NCICCode  [maies wagar
C
H
A
R
G
13
s
47 Dote Fingerprinted 48. Signature of Parson Taking Fingarprints 49. Physical Marks and Odduties

50. Dascription of Crime

51. Addilional Information

52. Arresting Officar's Nome 53, Commond

INSTRUCTIONS — Leave shaded areas blank. Enter all dates as Mo, - Day - Y. e.g. 07-28-48.

. NYSIT) NUMBER « Formerly NYSIIS Number. Enter if known.

9 ALIAS AND/OR MAIDEN NAME - An alias 1s o complete name in which the given
and o surname 1s different than those entered in ltam 2.

10 PLACE OF BIRTH - Enter euther stata or country anly. If U.S.A., enfer state. If not
U.S.A., anter country.

}2. FACSIMILE CONTROL NO. . Enter on front and back when facsimile fransmission
sused.

15. SEX . Enter M for Male, “F" for Female, and “U” for Unknown.

16. RACE/ETHNICITY . Enter the ractal appearance code which besi describes the
person’s appearance:

C-Chinese W . White

H- Hisponic (Puerto Ricans, Mexicans, stc.) © + Other: Inciudes Asion indians,

1 » American Indian Eskimaos, Fnlnp;w‘mx Indonewnla
- Koreans, Polynesions, on

J - Japanesa other nan whites.

N - Negro

17. SKIN'+ Enter the skin tone code for the category which best describes the parson's
appearance 1 relonon to his racial oppearance, @.g. dark skinned white person,
light skinned Nagro.

L- Light M- Medium D« Dark
18. HAIR- Enter hair color code which best describes the person®s harr color.

BAL - *Bald RED - Red or Auburn

BIK - Black SOY - Sandy

BLN - Blonde or Srawberry XXX - Unknown

8RO - Brown WHI - Whoe

GRY « Gray or Paruaily Groy OIR - Qther

*Bald (BAL) 18 1o ba usad when subject has lost most of the hair an his head of 15

hourless.

19. EYES - Enter the aye color codes which best describes the person’s eye <slor.

BLK . Black HAZ - Hozet

LU - Blue MAR < Maroon
BRO - Brown PNK « Pink
GRY - Gray XXX < Unknown
GRN- Green OTH . Cther

22. ARRESTING OFFICER 1D, # . Unique permanent number usad by your agency fo
identify the arresting officer.

25, PRECINCT AND ARREST NO, OR AGENCY ID, - Number asuigned 1o identify the
individual orrested by the orresting agency.

20. TIME OF ARREST - Usa mulilary ttme such o3 0300 for 3 A.M,, 1330 for 1:30 P.M. and
23:20 for 11:20P.M,, etc.

34. TYPE OF ARREST . Will include; warrant, no worrant, TOT = Turned Over ¥

AT = Appaorance Ticket, FOA = Fugive for Other Authorily, ete.

35. COURT OF ARRAIGNMIINT - Enter ¢aurt nome and geogrophical nisdiction, ¢

Buffalo City Court. If a Yown ar Village Jusnice Court. enier the nome ond tutisd
tian, ncluding Town of Village and County of the Judge. e.g. Hon. Henry Learne
1. J. Barne. Albany Co.

36. CHARGE(S) - Enter ail charges with the most sericus fiest, as set forth in tha DC

Charge Code Monual Atleast ane of the chorges must be a fingerprintable offer
s definad 1n CPL Sechion 160.10. If more space 1s needed, enter in item 36A
LAW . Enter law obbrevianon. For example.

PL . Penallow CPL.« Crimingl Procedure Law

VIL - Vehicle & Tealfic Law

SECTION NUMBER - Enter Section Number of low

SUBDIVISION NUMBER « Enter subdivision, if any; if none, enter 00"
CLASS - Enler class of cnme < A, B, C, O, E, or U Unclassified.
OFFENSE CATEGORY - Enter leiter as follows:

F «Felony V. Violahon
M- Misdemeanar 1 « Infracnon

ATTEMPT CODE - Entar A" for attempted crimes, 0" for all other crimes.

DEGREE « Enter degree of crime, if upplicable. .

NAME OF OFFENSE - Ents: namo of affanse for which individuai 1s charged, usi
standard abbraviations whan opplicable, 8.9, CR POSS CONTROMED SUB!
ASSAULT - 2nd

COUNTS - Entar the numbar of counts for each oftense.

NCIC CODE - Enter tha ofprapnate 4 digit NCIC Undorm Offense Clossibicatio
Coda whose lileral besi describes the offense commitied.

37 /38, VICTIW'S AGE AND SEX - Enter the age ond sex of the oldest vicum an the line us.

to record chorges involving this oldest vicim. Leave the vitlim age and sax bax
blank on any line whete the charge entered does not involve the aldest vicnm
where the charge involves a law enforcement officer. When eldest victims ore «
same age but differant sex, enter the latter “0*

39 PROPERTY INVOICE NQ. - Enter when applicable.
44. CASE NUMBSER . Enter the number assigned by your agency 10 Ihe file folder us

10 hold the tnformation abaut ail vienms and offenders involved in this case

46. NUMBER OFf VICTIMS - Enter the fotal number of persons vichmized by ¢

offenders in this cose.

49. PHYSICAL MARKS & ODDITIES . Enter any omputalions, deformities, visible sco

murks of 1611003,

51 ADDITIONAL INFORMATION - Enter any miscellanesus information which may

helptul. 1t used for addinonal space for another item, please indicale the e
number 10 which you ore referning.

JC- 501, Reverse {Rev, 1/78)

A Tear off on dotied line A

INSTRUCTIONS FOR INITIAL COURT REPORT OF CRIMINAL CASES

1. Arresting Complete Section 1. Prepare: an “Initial Court Report of Criminal Cases” for each DCIS-2 arrest record completed (defandant finger
Otficer printed at arrest), regardiass of whether a charge bsequently is reduced, dropped, or changed, The JC-501 should be immediately
antached to and remain with the accusalory instrument.
2. Assistont It all charges agoinst the defandani on this arrest ore dismissed by an ADA prior 1o arraignment, check the box in Section 2, enter the date
District of dismussal, initial, and mail itie form 1o the address balow.
Attormey
3. Count When this form is submitted by the arresting officer or an ADA, check it for completaness. if all arrast charges are not dismissed at arraign.

ment, complete the form, attach it 1o the OCA-540 or 540A, Criminal Disposition Report and forward both to tha address below

1f all charges against this defendant on this arrast are dismissed by a judge at arraignment, check the box In Section 3. Complete ol
additional information in thet section, initial, and mail the form to the address below. (A Criminal Disposition Repor! will not be

necessary.)

MAILTO: Criminal Disposition Reporting Unit
State of New Yark
Office of Court Administration
270 Broadway
New York, New York 10007
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ATTACHMENT 2

LOCAL COURT CRIMINAL DISPOSITION REPORT

P N

OCA-540 10/79

1 [SsERaL# DOCKET/CASE # DEFENDANT'S NAME (LAST, FIRST, M.\)
g COURT CODE, NAME OF COURT (NAME OF T/J, V/J) ALIAS (AKA) D.0.B, or AGE
Z NYSID 7 ARREST DATE FOR OCA USE|RELEASE BAIL AT ARRAIGNMENT
CASH/S BOND
g COURT CONTROL # (FROM JC-501 CARD)]ARRAIGNMENT DATE CQUNSEL DATE TRIAL BEGAN TRIAL TYPE
L DISPOSITION JUDGE (IF DIFFERENT) ADA'S NAME ARRESTING AGENCY
o L ADJOURNED 1O REASON DEFENSZ ATTORNEY ARRESTING OFFICER/COMPLAINANT
P o
T C |moroay
\ A
A PHONE # ADDRES
O ~ |morpay ®
NV
S CODEFENDANTS
A & Imo,Day
L PHONE g
BW  « BENCH WARRANT ISSUED MIST . MISTRIAL/HUNG JURY _TRANS - SPECH f
2 INTERIM DISPOSITION ROW - RETURNED ON WARRANT 1730 - TEMPORARY ORDER oro:>tas‘s\n?vsAnccfp\f.E iy 77555"4%5?)( FY COuRD |

DISPOSITION DATE [DISPOSITION CODE |TRANSFER TO COURT DISPOSITION DATE

DISPOSITION CODE |DISPOSITION DATE  |DISPOSITION CODE

3 ARRAIGNMENT CHARGE # 1

3 ARRAIGNMENT CHARGE # 2

LAW
AW CODE SECTION # SUBSECTION # (ﬁrﬁg‘ro) # OF COUNTS LAW CODE SECTION 4 SUSSECTION ¢ (étrlgﬁ}'m # Of COUNTS
DESCRIPTION DESCRIPTION
4 FINAL DISPOSITION ON CHARGE # 1 4 FINAL DISPOSITION ON CHARGE # 2
LAW CODE SECTION # SUBSECTION # (ﬁtrlﬁlrglrm # OF COUNTS LAW CQDE SECTION # SUBSECTION # &nﬁ%ﬂm # OF COUNTS
DESCRIPTION DESCRIPTION s
SPOSIT!
DISPOSITION DATE DISPOSITION CODE ALL OTHER counts ap | | PISPOSITION DATE DISPOSITION CODE ALL OTHER COUNTS OF
L] ABOVE ARRAIGNMENY ABOVE ARRAIGNMENT
ACD DEEMED DISMISSED DATE| COVERED BY CASE ¥ CHARGE DISMISSED ACD DEEMED DISMISSED DATE| COVERED BY CASE # CHARGE DISMISSED
a O
5 SENTENCE ON CHARGE # 1 5 SENTENCE ON CHARGE # 2
SENTENCE. DATE SENTENCE CODE SENTENCE DATE SENTENCE CODE
FINE AMOUNT PROBATION TIME FINE AMOUNT PROBATION TIME
$ Ot year ] 3 yeARs $

3 1 YEAR C] 3 YEARS

NEW YORK, N.Y 10007

CUSTODY TIME INSTITUTION [CONCURRENT] CONSECUTIVE | INTERMITTENT | | CUSTODY TIME TNSTITUTION | CONCURRENT] CONSECUTIVE] INTERMITTENT |
' 0 0 0 ] | 0 |
ADJUDICATED ¥.0. CERTIFIED AGDICT T - ADJUDICATED Y.0. CERTIFIED ADDICT BRVEFS TCENsE i
SUSPENOED af REVOKED rd
(CPL§ 720200 (] a ] (CPL§ 720200 [J 0 )
6 COMPLETED BY |7 SEAL ORDER (unper crL s 16050 oNtY) |8 REMARKS
WHITE RETURN PRINTS AND PHOTOQS TO:
CCPY
YELLOW NAME
CoPY e
e ADDRESS !
CopyY CITY, STATE, 2IP !
GOLD ¢
(USE RUBBER STAMP BELOW) :
cory E
MAIL TO, !
COR UNIT ‘
OFFICE OF COURT |
ADMINISTRATION {
270 SROADWAY :

® ; SV — .
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ATTACHMENT 3

STATE

OF NEW YORK

DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES

INDICTMENT and PROSECUTION
REPORT

A. DEFENDANT/GRAND JURY INFORMATION (Read |

nstructions on Revesse Side of Form)

MALD BUSINESS FORMS. INC
PO HOX 198 SPAINGFIELD MASS 01101

CONTROL NUMBER

750067

1. COUNTY
Code Noma of County

2, NAME OF DEFENDANT (Last, First, Middle}

3, SEX 4, DATE OF BIRTH
M F Manth Doy

5. AGE
I Year

6. NYSID NUMBER

7. DATE OF ARREST
Manth | Day l Year

8. TYPE OF ACTIOM
0 o iNDICTMENT

[ ¢. DISMISSED - NO BILL

) b. SUPERIOR COURT INFORMATION

[ d. REFERRED TO LOWER COURT

9. DATE OF ACTION

L |

Day Yeor

|

10, INDICTMENT/CASE NUMBER

Law Title Saction No.

11, HIGHEST CLASS CHARGE: At Superior Court Arraignment, Dismissed, or Raferred
{Rafer 10 oction checked in Item 8}

Offense Category
! Clret. [ misd.

Attemp?

0 viel. Oves OwNo

B. PROZECUTION INFORMATION (Complete following prosecution information ONLY if item 8a or 8b is checked)

12, FINAL DISPOSITION
[0 o convicted « Verdict
] b Comided - Mea

[ = Coversd by plea o arvother
cose

] & Not Guilty by recson of
Insonity

O d Acquited - -
(3 o Oiswimad - Marit of Cone -

[T ¢ Oismissed - Other

. Aboted by Deoth of
D“wﬂ/wm

h. Disposed of by other
D CounAdimby

13, TYPE OF PROCEEDING
Ol o tre-tdal
] b Non - Jury Vrial

D & Jury Triol

14, DATE OF FINAL DISPOSITION
Month l Doy I Year
|

15. NUMBER OF HUNG/JURIES/MISTRIALS
O 1F None, Check Box

16. ADA IDENTIFIER

1 [ |

17. JUDICIAL IDENTIFIER

18. Check, if Transferred
to NYC Spec. Narcotic Part
for Prosecution

| G Yes DN,O__

Complete the following sentence information ONLY when 12a or 12b is checked.

19, DATE OF SENTENCING

20, HIGHEST CLASS CHARGE FOR WHICH CONVICTED ; :
Month Doy Yeor Law Titla Section Ne. Offense Colegory Attempi® .
| | ] l | O COmsd v | Qe [N
21, SENTENCE IMPOSED FOR CONVICTION OF CHARGE SPECIFIED IN ITEM 20,
3 o imprisonment « Store [ o imprisornont & Probation 3 & Conditionol Dischorge 3 & Othae .
[ b impeisonment « Locet O e Proboticn 1 b FneOnty Specify
[ < trermittent imprisonment [ ¢ trobotion & ODAS Commitment [+ unconditienol Dischorge
22, TERM OF SENTENCE 23, SELECTED CONDITIONS OF SENTENCE :
Mimmom Maximun
. L 5. Youthful Offender Stats b. Second Falory Offander < Persiatent-Falony Offendsr
o] Seoh b Concurrent 0 e CIne " ] v [ R o B R ™
LDM

Pleose submit Poge | “Defendont/Grand Jury information™ end Pugo 2 P tion [of
when each is completed, fo:  DCJS + Statistical Control Unit
Exscutive Pork Tower

Stuyvesont Plaza
Albany, New Yok 12203

Preceding page blank

i
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ATTACHMENT 3
(Reverse)

_INSTRUCTIONS _

A. FILING_OF REPORT
as wall as ather criminal justice agencies, 10 New York State 1o submit such

Sections 8370 and 837:b of the Executive Law contain provisions requiring every District Attorney,
e law

nformation to the Division of Criminal Justice Services as may be necessary for the Division to comply with statishcal reporting requirements of th

B. REPORTING PROCEDURES

REPOR Iy N s
1. This s a twoepart reparting system, reporting action of the Grand Jury ond infarmation ing defendont p ted in Superior Courts {County Courts and Supremse
Courts), .

a, Submit Page | “DefendantGrand Jury Information’* for each defendant acted upon by the Grand Jury or who has had a Supaeriar Court Information tiled: within

10 doys after such action.

b. Submit Page 2 "Prosecution Infarmation” for each defendant indicted or charged in a Superior Court Information filing, within 10 days after sithar of the following:

(1) Final disposition, if nat convicted.

2y P tof S it icted
. Whan "Prosecution Information” b ilable for defend indicted prior to Septembaer 1, 1973, submit Poges 1 and 2 together

d.Far coes Dismined or Referred to @ Lower Court by the Grand Jury, only Page | need be submitted. Page 2 should be destroyed for such cases.

2. The unit of count is the Defendont-Indictment. When several d:fendunn ore named in one proceeding or indictment, o separate form should be completed for each
: W nas of indi

defendant When one defendant s named in le pr g 1. o separate form should be completed for the defendant for each proceeding or
indictment
3. When an nd t Inple charg g he defendant, always report the highest class charge, as indicated in the Penal Law. |t twe or mare offenses have

t
the same clossification, refer to the following Priority Sequence of Otfenses:

10. PL ART 150

1 PL ART 125 6. PL ART 220
2. PL ART 138 In coses of multiple charges for 11, PLARY 185
controlled substances of the 12, PL ART 165
QT 130 same cl:‘:. ch:vgu far szh of a
3. PL ARY controiled tubstance take pre-
. cedence over possession of 13. PLART 143
4. PL ART 140 controlled subsionce. 14, PL ART 200°
5. PL ART 120 7. PL ART 221 15 PL ART 223 *
8. PL ART 265 16, Othar PL ART in numarical sequence. :
9, PL ART 140 17. Chorgas listed under other law titles

C. DATA REQUIREIAENTS

e e i et

ITEM NO, 1} — Enter your two digit county cede and the name of your county.

{TEM NO. 48 S - Ei'ﬂn'v'onn'w the othet of these items must be completed. The requestad age is age of defendant at time crime was cammi tted
ar attemp

ITEM NO. 6 = The NYSID No. should be reported when ever possible.

ITEM NO, 7 - \‘Vh’zg Qh; .ddoicndum is arrested ofter the indictment or Information it file 3, complate this item whan the Protecution information ({Poge 2)
i mitted,

ITEM NO.89,10& 11 o Theseitems are completed when:

— on Indiciment or Superiar Court Information it filed against the defendont or;

o= the Grand Jury dismitses the charges against the defendant and files a finding of dismissal with the court or:

= the Grand Jury directs the District At to file,in a | iminal tors i i i ¥
the Grand oy i ionr. arney 1o fite,in a local court, o P information charging the defendant with on

ITEM NO. 18 = For NYC District Attoenay Offices Only:
When cases are transfazred to the Special Narcotic Part (SNP} for p i plete as foll

{a) Complete Page 1 of the form
{b) Submit the complated Poge | to OCIS,

{c) Forward Pages 2 and 3 of the form 1o the SNP Protecutor with case popers and item 18 checked.

{d) The SNP P should late Part B P tion Information” and submit Page 2, occarding to B. 1. b. above.

P

ITEM X - i ini i H
NO, 22 Specity "h! minimum opd maximum terms of the sentence in years, months, and days. 1 the maximum term is life, enter as “Life.” For sen~
n:n: of intermittent imprisanment, enter the duration of the tarm, not the number of days to be spent in fi t, Al indi
this anly the ane sentence (singie) or whether it runs concureantly or jvaly with an othar ind: s

D. OPTIONAL DATA ELEMENTS - For use by DA Hti H i i istri s f :
reports regarding cowas ha-'n—_idw by p.m;wk,{bxmrs o,"iz;:;_ internal purposes. These items are designed for use by District Attorney Offices which desire special statisticol

ITEM NO, 16 - OA;Bim:mul code identifying individual ADA's. Th e ADA identifiar code should consist of no more than three charactars, such as 001, 027,
. A seporate code should be cisigned for each ADA in the DA's oifice. The name of the ADA should not be repcrted to DCIS,

ITEM NO, 17 —  Aninternol cods identifying the presiding judge. Should be entered and used in the some manner os ITEM 6.

»
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