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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

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. Substantia! reporting delays are not uncommon. 
For example, as of the end of 1981, only 56 percent of felony qrrests that 
occurred in 1980 had final dispositions recorded on the CCH/OB,7(S 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, demographic 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 a 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 Yr;.v'k 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 
1I1 ower ll criminal courts. These are courts having jurisdiction over mis­
demeanor or less~r offenses only. Since all offenders in the study were 
arrested for at least 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. 

aFor planning purposes, these counties plus New York City are known as 
IIMetropolitan Planning Areas ll or IIMPAs lI

• In the report and elsewhere in this 
~~~~~~y these counties (excluding New York City) are referred to as 1I0ther 

bIn the report and in this summary these jurisdictions are referred 
to as "Other Areas. II 
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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 likely to receive 
sentences to incarceration, most of these being sentences to state prison. 
In addition, almost one-third of those convicted in the lower courts were 
sentenced to incarceration in the local 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 lower courts, the use of non;n­
carcerat;ve 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 
local jail (or received IIsplitll sentences which included some 
jail). A<lmost 29 percent received probation. . 

Almost 32 percent of lower court convictions received jailor 
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 is 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 lower courts than did the other regions, and obtained pro­
portionately more convictions by plea. 

Both lower and upper court conviction rates in the City were lower 
than in the rest of the State, but incarceration rates (and particularly 
sentences to state prison) were markedly highbt. Probation was less 
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likely 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 
analyzed 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 lower 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. 

~- Approximately 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 percent; 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 less than 25 percent of upper court convictions in 
New York City received probation. In the MPAs the figure was 
32.0 percent and ;n the Other Areas, it was 39.0 percent. 

Amon~ ~oninca~cerative sentences for lower court convictions, 
C?ndltlonal dlscharge was most frequently imposed in New York 
Clty (28.6 percent of convictions). In the MPAs the most 
freq~ent such sentence wa~ probation (28.7 perce~t of convictions) 
and 1n the Other Areas, flnes were most common (24.7 percent). 

Characteristics of Arrest Offenses 

Almost one-half of the felony arrests in the analysis were for property 
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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. 
(The more serious arrest offenses were generally drug 6r 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 likely to~involve multiple charges, were more likely to be for 
personal or drug crimes and were generally more serious than the arrest 
events from the other two regions. Arrests for attempt.ed 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 likely 
to be for misdemeanors. Such additional charges were most 
likely to accompany arrests for personal crimes in New York 
City and arrests for drug crimes elsewhere in the State. 
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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. In 
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 likely 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 likely to be male than 
those arrested for drug or lIother ll 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. 

Slightly 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 15-19 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 likely to be nonwhite and to have 

xiii 

.'-

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 likely 
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 offendE~rs. 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 Ci ty 67.2 percent of offenders were nonwhi te ,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 lower 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 "inputsll to which each must respond, or whether the responses 
are themselves inherently different, even to similar cases. 
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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 area~ 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 additional 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 link 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 l 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 
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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, devel~pment 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 operational 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. Fingerpr;nt­
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 offender1s 
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/OBTS 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-line" 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 jurisdiction 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.' Reporting rates from the New York City courts (served by ~he auto­
mated reporting system) are higher than for the upstate counties. 

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 
Correcti0nal 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 

lprior 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. 

-----... --,,-"---"------'---~--- ~ \' 

-5-

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 Distri.ct Attorney in the State. A copy of this form 
(DCJS 1020) is included as Attachment 3. 

ISS data are also transactional, but unlike OBTS, they track only 
felony prosecutions from the point of indictment through sentencing. 
Approximately 3,200 conviction, ucquittal and dismissal dispositions were 
added to the CCH/OBTS database f}'om the ISS in thi sway, and were added 
to the study population for this report. 4 

Study Population 

The study analyzes a 1979 disposition "cohort II which consists of all 
adult felony arrest events which were disposed during calendar year 1979. 
(A cohort, in social s,cience usag,e, is defined as a group of people "who 
experienced a common significant life event within a period of time from one 
to 10 years. 115 In this study the "significant life event II 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 cohort. 

Under New York State Lavt, a disposition may be Isealed"6 when there 
;s a specific finding in favor of the defendant (e.g., dismissal, acquittal 

3rss 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. 

5Norval 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. 
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or failure 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 least 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 analysis7 (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 
J.979, the years of arrest for these cases were di stri buted over thi rteen 
years, from 1967 through 1979~ In 63.3 percent of the cases statewid~, 
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 (place 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. 

811Juvenile Offenders ll 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 "adultsll under the jurisdiction of 
the ~riminal courts. 
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lacking information on the specific sentence imposed were included in 
the cal~ulations and in the graphic presentations where they are shown 
in the sentence category lIother." 

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 I!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 regardless of whet~er one offender is 
proce~sed 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 disposea during 1979. In the study cohort 
of 106,220 arrest events, there were a total of 86,568 individual offenders. 
Of 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 arrest 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 <.Iffender unit of count is used 
in discussions of the personal characteristics of the offenders to avoid 
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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 substantially 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 OB1'S file is re­
presentive of the larger 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 larger 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 t 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 portion 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 
Islander, 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 9ata 
relative to their true numbers since they were counted as whites. 

Pri or 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: 

Low Seriousness: 

High Seriousness: 

Prior Arrests 

1. none 

2. no prior felony arrests (any 

number of misdemeanors) 

3. one to three prior felony arrests 

(any number of misdemeanors) 

4. four or more prior felony arrests 

(any number of misdemeanors) 

~ ____________________________________________________________ ~ __________________ .~~~~~ ___ ~~ __ ~~~ ________ ~51,. 

Low Seriousness: 

High Seriousness: 

Attempts 
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Prior Convictions 

1. none 

2. no prior felony convictions,(any 

number of misdemeanors) 

3. one or more prior felony convictions 

(any number of misdemeanors) 

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 clas~ A-I, A-II and A-III felonies. These retain their class A 
designation (see PL 110.05).10 Since felonies are olassified A through E, 
an attempted E felony would be charged as a class 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 controlled 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. 

, 
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. Prose.cuti on 

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 
guii'ty, and youthful offender (YO). 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., ple.a 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. 

1\ ~ - _ 
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An offender may be arrested for several different charges and each 
cha~ge 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 Bi 11 

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 serious outcome to an offender resulting from a 
given arrest event. (A mare 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: jail and probation, 
jail and fine, and jail were collapsed into the category jail; fine, con­
ditional discharge, unconditional dischar'ge, 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 
lower 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 those 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 analyses. 11 Percents and actual frequency counts are used 
to evaluate the magnitude of observed relationships. In evaluating re­
latlonships 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 

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

II 

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 IItree" 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, these 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 IIcase" 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 

13Additional data on felony arrests disposed in 1978 may be found in 
the report: 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 Appendi)( 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 off~nse 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 Ci ty. 

14N . 1 . t d' h . . umerlca compar1sons presen e 1n t 1S sect10n 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. 
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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 lowest. 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 showing 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. 16 

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

16pertains to cases where method of conviction is known. Comparable 
data for 1978 are not available. 
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Figure 1 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York State 
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Convicted 
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0.1% 
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Arrested 
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I 
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4.3% 84.5% 1.8% 
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15.8% 

Convicted Convicted 

Prison 

30.3% 13,314 .Jail 

1.3% 590 .Jail and Probation 

0.1% 53 .Jail and Fine 

15.8% 6,925 Probation 

21.3% 9,368 Fine 

26.3% 11,539 Conditional Discharge 

2.2% 968 Unconditional Discharge 

2.7% 1,180 Othere 

&Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 
Cpercentages of cases convicted. 

8,154 47.1% 

1,791 10.3% 

987 5.7? 

49 0.3% 

4,957 28.6% 

334 1.9% 

549 3.2% 

74 0.4% 

422 2.4% 

dlncludes 3 cases in the Lower Court and 30 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 
conviction is unknown • 

elnc1udes 881cases 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 resultins from a Lower Court conviction. 
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Figure 2 
CRINWM. JUS'l'ICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York State 
1978 Dispositions 
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5,673 

2,299 

457 

28 

3,850 

317 

424 

74 

246 

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

% Of 
Convicted 

42.4% 

17.2% 

3.4% 

0.2% 

28.81-

2.4% 

3.2% 

0.6% 

1.8% 
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Figure 3 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York City 
1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
80,986 100.0% 

I 
Prosecution Declined 

I 2,346 2.9% 

F:' Lower Court 

Prosecuted 
78,299 96.7% 

No TrJe Bill 
341 0.4% 

I Upper Court 
65,409 80.8% 12,890 15.9% 

i 
Dismisseda 

31,307 
47.9% 

I 
I 

Acquitted 
300 

0.5% 

I • 
Convicted Other DisJi'-s-s-e-d-b-A-c-q-U-i~~-t-e-d---Co~n-v-lrc-t-e-d~-O~~er 

33,757 45 1,424 643 10,558 265 
51.6% 0.1% 11.0% 5.0% 81.9% 2.1% 

lk~!:~· 31.3ii 
• [::YO 2,362 

0.1% 
92.9% 

7.0% 

1,044 9.9% 
8,318 78.8% 
1,196 11.3% 

% Of 
Convicted 

33.6% 

0.6% 

<0.1% 

12.9% 

21.2% 

28.6% 

2.2% 

0.8% 

11,335 

202 

12 

4,349 

7,168 

9,665 

759 

267 

Prison 

Jail 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Other'! 

Bpercentages of casea processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by. the Upper Court. 

<:Percentages of cases convicted. 

5,858 

1,087 

285 

41 

2,583 

217 

259 

48 

180 

%. Of 
Convicted 

55.5% 

10.3% 

2.7% 

0.4% 

24.5% 

2.1% 

2.5% 

0.5% 

1. 7% 

dlncludes 2 cases in the I.ower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 
conviction is unknown. 

clncludes 224 cases convicted 1n the Lower Court and 40 cases convicted in the Upper Court 
for which type of sentence is not available, and 6 cases showing a prison sentence 
erroneously resultins from a Lower Court conviction. 
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Figure 4 
CRnrWAf. vTUSl'ICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York City 

Prosecution Declined 

1,505 2.1% 

i Lower Court 
56,180 79.4% 

I P[ ___ -1..., • .--_____ ' .• ,..".--__ --.. 
Dismissed a Acquitted Convicted Other 

23,220 235 32,646 79 
41.3% 0.4% 58.1% 0.1% 

1978 Dispositions 

Arrested 
70,784 100.0% 

I 
Prosecuted 

68,672 97.0% 
I 

I No True Bill 

607 0.9% 

I Upper Court 
12,492 17.6% 

r b I, 
Dismissed Acquitted 

I 
i 

Convicted 
1,377 476 
11.0% 3.8% 

10,277 
82.3% 

• M:, 

OtJer 
362 
2.3% 

% Of % Of 
Convicted Convicted 

35.3% 

0.7% 

0.1% 

12.5% 

22.4% 

27.4% 

1.4% 

0.2% 

11,519 

243 

6 

4,902 

7,321 

8,952 

448 

65 

Prison 

Jail 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Otherc 

a 
Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

b 
Percentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

4,949 

1,636 

253 

23 

2,660 

232 

289 

62 

173 

c 
Includes 222 cases for which sentence information is unavailable, and 10 cases 
showing a prison sentence erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction. 

48.2% 

15.9% 

2.5% 

0.2% 

25.9% 

2.3% 

2.8% 

0.6% 

1.77. 
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Figure 5 
CHTHfNAT.. JliSTrCE SY:iTIiM PROCESSTNG StlM.'tAR,{ 

Other Metropolitan Planning Areas 
1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
15,6DO 100.0% 

r-'-'j---ProRecution De~lined 
11 0.1% 

I Lower Court 

Prosecuted 
15,435 98.9% 

I 

I 
No True Bill 

154 1.0% 

I Upper Court 
11,201 71.8% 4,234 27.1% 

[ 
Dismisseda 

5,023 
44.8% 

I 
I 

Acquitted 
31 

0.3% 

I 
Convicted 

6,131 
54.7% 

I 
Other 

16 
0.1% 

DisJissedb 
285 

6.7% 

I 
Acquitted 

169 
4.0% 

I , 
Convicted 

3,741 
88.4% 

Trialc 303 Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

22 
4,832 
1,277 

0.4% 
78.8% 
20.8% 

Plead 2.734 
YO 704 

% Of 

8.~% 
73.1% 
18.8% 

:: Of 
Convicted Convicted 

Prison 

16.9% 1,038 Jail 

3.5% 212 Jail and Probation 

0.2% 10 Jail and Fine 

28.7% 1,758 Probation 

19.6% 1,199 Fine 

18.9% 1,158 Conditional Discharge 

2.8% 169 '·Ilconditional Discharge 

9.67- 587 Othere 

6percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 
cPercentages of cases convicted. 

1,430 38.2% 

372 9.9% 

417 11.1% 

3 0.1% 

1,198 32.0% 

51 1.4% 

107 2.9% 

13 0.3% 

150 4.0% 

d 
Includes 1 cases in the Lower Court and 12 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 
convic tion is unkno'lo.'O. ' 

e 
Includes 359 cases convicted in the Lower Cour't and 123 cases convicted in the Upper Court 
for which type of sentence is not nvn:l,lnble, and 2 cases sho\dng a prison l:;c:utcnce 
erroneollsly reSUlting from a Lower Court conviction. 
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Figure 6 
CRU1WA'1~ JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

Other Metropolitan Planning Areas 
1·978 Dispositions 

Arrested 
10,070 100.0% 

Prosecution Declined 

I 3 <0.1% 

i Lower Court 
7,650 76.0% 

I 
( I 

Prosecuted 

9,795 97.3% 
I 

II \\ 

I 
No True Bill 

272 2.7% 

I Upper Court 
2,145 21.3% , 

Dismissed a Acquitted I 
Convicted 

I 
Other i b I Distidssed, Acquitted 

i 
Convicted 

3,800 38 
49.7.%, 0.5% 

3,794 
49.6% 

18 
0.2% 

164 26 
7.6% 1. 2% 

1,908 
89.0% 

% Of % Of 
Convicted Convicted 

25.5% 

1.8% 

0.3% 

29.2% 

19.7% 

18.1% 

2.8% 

2.6% 

969 

69 

12 

1,106 

748 

686 

105 

99 

Prison 

Jail 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Otherc 

a 
Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases ,processed by the Upper Court. 

493 

418 

139 

1 

692 

55 

54 

9 

47 

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

25.8% 

21.9% 

7.3% 

0.1% 

36.3% 

2.9% 

2.8% 

0.5% 

2.5% 
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Figure 7 
CRIMINAL JU~~nCE SYSTEH PROCESSTNG Str~NARY 

Other Areas 
1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

9,634 100.0% 

I 
Prosecution Declined 

I 5 0.1% 

I Lower Court 
6,238 64.7% 

( 
Dismisseda 

2,150 
34.5% 

% Of 

I 
I 

Acquitted 
10 

0.2% 

Convicted 

23.2% 

4.3% 

0.8% 

20.2% 

24.7% 

17.7% 

1.0% 

8.1% 

I 
Convicted 

4,049 
64.9% 

I 
Other 

29 
0.5% 

Trialc 16 

Prosecuted 
9,612 99.7% 

I 

0.4% 

I b Dismissed 
235 

7.0% 

Plead 3,250 80.3% 
YO 783 19.3% 

Prison 

941 Jail 

176 Jail and Probation 

31 Jail and Fine 

818 Probation 

1,001 Fine 

716 Conditional Discharge 

40 Unconditional Discharge 

326 Othere 

apercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 
cPercentages of cases convicted. 

I No True Bill 

17 0.2% 

Upper Court 
3,374 35.0% 

I 
I 

Acquitted 
I 

Convicted 
65 

1.9% 
3.018 
89.4% 

143 4.7% 
2,037 67.5% 

838 27.8% 

% Of 
Convicted 

866 28.7% 

332 11.0% 

285 9.4% 

5 0.2% 

1,176 39.0% 

66 2.2% 

183 6.1% 

13 0.4% 

92 3.0% 

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

elncludes 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 priRon sentence 
erroneously reSUlting from a Lower Court conviction. 
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Figure 8 
CRU11.NAL .JUStICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

Other Areas 

Pros~cution Declined 
3 0.1% 

i Lower Court: 
4,460 76.9% 

r -~'I~----~~----~ -, j I 
Dismissed a Acquitted Convicted Other 

1,523 10 2,897 30 
34.1% 0.2% 65.0% 0.7% 

1978 Dispositions 

Arrested 
5,801 100.0% 

I 
Prosecuted 

5,779 99.6% 

I 

I No True Bill 
19 0.3% 

I Uppel:' Court 
1,319 22.7% 

r b I Dismissed Acquitted 
I 

Convicted 
1,183 
89.7% 

89 21 
6.7% 1.6% 

% Of % Of 
Convicted Convicted 

26.1% 

2.7% 

0.3% 

17.0% 

29.5% 

20.7% 

1.9% 

1.8% 

755 

78 

8 

493 

856 

601 

54 

52 

Prison 

.Jail 

.Jail and Probation 

.Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Otherc 

Bpercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 
b Percentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

231 

245 

65 

4 

498 

30 

81 

3 

26 

cInc1udes 66 cases for. which sentence information is unavailable, and 11 cases 
showing a prison sentence erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction. 

19.5% 

20.7% 

5.5% 

0.3% 

42.1% 

2.5% 

6.8% 

0.3% 

2.2% 
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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 

* 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. 

- All regions utilized fines to a generally similar degree 
in lower 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 likely 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 lower 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. 

18Excludes 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 likely 
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 Ci~y 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 lower courts. This suggests that the "stronger" felony 
arrest cases were retained for upper court processing. Among 
the regions, 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 
lowest 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 
lower 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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( . 1 1 .. b d" ) 21 * Trials 1.S., acquitta s p us conv1ct1ons y velA lC't l1ere more 
common in upper courts than in lower courts, and more commen in 
New York City than in either of the other regions. 22 

* The proportion of upper court convictions afforded youthful 
offender status ItJas almost six percentage points higher than 

for the lower courts. These dispositions were most common in 
the Other Areas and least common in New York City.23 

* Among cases convicted in the upper courts in 1979: 

- Almost one-half It/ere sentenced to state prison. Net'.' York 
City showed heaviest use of this form of incarcelAaticn. 
Other Areas were 1east likely to -impose prison sentences. 
In 1979 the overall utilization of state prison sentences 
was higher than for 1978. SUbstantial increases from 1978 
CEin be seen in the proportion of upper court convictitllns 
sentenced to prison from the non-New York City l".egions. 

- Jail sentences \lIere imposed in about 10 percent ofaH u~~per 
court convictions ina'l regions of the State.24 fJStraight,1 

jail sentences were imposed less frequentlY in 1919 than in 
1978. I-Iowever, split sentences, particu1arlY jail ,and 

probation, were impDsed more frequentlY. This incn:ase is 
observed primarily 'Outside of New York City. 

- Probation was the most co:nmon fom of mminc,arcerative sen­
tence from upper cct.1rts~ and was more heavily utilized in 
the r:on-C'ity regitms than 1nNew VlCrk City. In 'Other A'j'\~as 

21See footnote 19., above. 

22See footnote 17., above. 

23See footnote 17., above. 

24Exc1uding split sentences of jail and probation and jail and fine. 
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probation was more common than any other form of sentence 
in the upper courts. Overall, the use of probation dec1ined 
in the non-City areas from 1978 to 1979. 

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

Summary 

It is 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. 

In New York City, proportionately more felony arrest cases were 
processed through the lower 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 York City made much greater use of incarcerative penalties for 
cOl'lvicted offenders than did the non-City regions. Among nonincarcerative 
sentences ~ probation was less likely to be used in New YOl-k City than 
elseNhere in the State. 

These patterns may be accounted for both by qualitative differences 
in the Ne\'l York City cases~ and the need to process efficiently an 
extremely high volume of cases. Some of the qualitative differences between 
tity und non-City cases are examined in analyses appearing in subs'6quent 
settions of this report. However~ from this analysis of processing 
patterns~ it would appear that in New York City the justice system trJas 
mote likely to accept pleas to lesser 'Offenses. This would explain the 
greater reliance on the 1ewel" courts to process offenders, and the greatet" 
use of pleas as the mechanism ·of conviction. Neverthetess,New York 
City judges appeared to compensat'e for this qual itative 'reduction by 
impcsing harsher sentences upon those convicted. Conditional discharges 
toJere imposed as the pY'imary non1ncarcerative penalty in the lower courts 
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in the City, possibly to avoid add"itional 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-

. l' t' t' 26 crowdlng by a terlng sen enclng prac lces. 

25Additional data and research are needed to address these issues 
more conclusively. 

26Additional 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. 

.\ 
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III 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ARRESTS 

From a systems analytic perspective, arrests and offenders may 
be considered the uraw 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 exalnination of processing diff~rences, 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 charge,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, followings 
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 II, 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) orin the Other Areas (20.9 percent). 

Drug offenses accounted for less than 10 percent of all arrests, 
statewide. Again, New York City showed a larger 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 0 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 

Region 

Year of New York State New York Cit~ Other MPA's 
Arrest 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 

1978 32,487 30.6 93.9 23,291 28.8 93.4 6,107 39.1 93.9 

1977 4,062 3.8 97.7 3,058 3.8 97.2 804 5.2 99.1 

1976 1,081 1.0 98.7 966 1.2 98.4 89 0.6 99.6a 

1975 489 0.5 99.2 459 0.6 99.0 21 0.1 99.8 

1974 323 0.3 99.5 300 0.4 99.3a 18 0.1 99.9 

1973 173 0.2 99.6a 162 0.2 99.5 6 <0.1 99.9 

1972 137 0.1 99.8 132 0.2 99.7 2 <0.1 99.9 

1971 116 0.1 99.9 109 0.1 99.8 6 <0.1 100.0 

1970 85 0.1 100.0 81 0.1 99.9 4 <0.1 100.0 

1969 29 <0.1 100.0 27 <0.1 100.0 0 0.0 100.0 

1968 14 <0.1 100.0 12 <0.1 100.0 1 <0.1 100.0 

1967 5 <0.1 100.0 4 <0.1 100.0 1 <0.1 100.0 

TOTAL 106,220 100.0 100.0 80,986 100.0 100.0 15,600 100.0 100.0 

aDetails do not add to total due to rounding. 

~_"_ • ____ ..,~ ___ . __ . __ ~ ____ ._ ... _ •• __ .• _ ~M'--"_·.· ___ '~ ____ ··V_'y ___ ~~'··_"·" ._,~ __ •• _ ••• ___ w. ____ ·_ ,,~_ ....... ____ ., 
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Other Areas 
N % cum % 

6,293 65.3 65.3 

3,089 32.1 97.4 

200 2.1 97.5 

26 0.3 99.7a I 
w 
w 

9 0.1 99.8 I 

5 0.1 99.9 () 

VI 

5 0.1 99.9 

3 <0.1 100.0 

1 <0.1 100.0 

0 0.0 100.0 0 

2 <0.1 100.0 

1 <0.1 100.0 \ 

0 0.0 100.0 

9,634 100.0 100.0 
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FIGURE 9 
TYPE OF MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE 

BY REGION 
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Class A offenses (the most serious offense class) constituted less 
than four percent (4 percent) of all arrests statewide; classes Band 
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 Class A offenses were predominately drug or 
personal crimes (homicide or kidnapping), with drug offenses by far the 
most prevalent in this class. Very few class A arrests were for property 
crimes (arson).29 

Class 
of 

Offense Total 

A 100.0% 
(4,174) 

B 100.0% 
(10,817) 

C 100.0% 
(15,652) 

D 100.0% 
(50,828) 

E 100.0% 
(24,749) 

Table 2 

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

New York State 

Type of Offense 

Personal Proeerty 

23.3% 0.4% 
(971) (15) 

84.3% 11.1% 
(9,118) (1,204 ) 

51.7% 27.0% 
(8,093) (4,228) 

33.3% 46.4% 
(17,020) (23,602) 

5.3% 76.8% 
(1,305) (18,995) 

aFour Class A cases were missing data on offense type. 

Drug Other 

76.3% 0.1%a 
(3,184) (4) 

2.9% 1. 7% 
(312) (183) 

12.1% 9.2% 
(1,897) (1,434) 

6.2% 13.9% 
(3,145) (7,061) 

3.5% 14.5% 
(857) (3,592) 

28Similar presentations for each of the regions are in Appendix E, 
tables E-la,-lb and-lc. The regional distributions are generally similar 
to those for the State as a whole. 

29 Four class A cases lacked data on the specific offense type and 
were coded in the "other" category. 
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Personal offenses predominated among class Band 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 0 
arrests were for personal crimes. Property crimes were most prevalent 
among the lower (0 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 0 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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Table 3 

Single and Multiple Charge 
Arrest Events by Region 

Type of Arrest Event 

Region Total Single Charge Multiple Charge. 
Events Events 

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

New York City 

100.0% 64.2% 35.8% 
(15,600) (10,019) (5.581) 

Other MPAs 

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

Other Areas 

100.0% 34.3% 65.7% 
(106,220) (36,460) (69,760) 

'New York State Total 

These data clearly show that New York City felony arrests were 
far mOrE! likely to consist of nlu~tiple 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 foy' the remaining types. Arrests for personal crimes were most 
likely t.o 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, cla:ss B arrests were most likely to be accompanied by other 
charges; in the two non-City reg'ions class A arrests were most likely 
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 multiple charge events by region. Multiple charge events 
were divided into the following categories: those where the accompanying 
charges were only misdemeanors; those with olle additional felony and 
those with two or more additional felonies,31 (The latter two groups 
are further subdivided into cases with no misdemeanors and with one 
or more misdemeanors.) 

In all regions, where arrest events involved multiple charges, the 
other charges were likely 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 less 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 0 arrests were most common (48 percent of all arrests) and 
class 0 and E arrests combined, accounted for over 70 percent of the 
felony arrests in the study cohort. (These class 0 and E arrests were 
most often for property crimes while the A and B arrests were generally 
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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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 likely 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. 
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IV 

CHARACTERISTICS OF OFFENDERS 

As noted in the Introduction, this analysis of offendar32 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 
i~volved 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"33 account~ed for 
33,363 arrest events, or approximately 2.4 arrests per offender (i.e., 
33,363 arreststl3,711 offenders = 2.43). In the various artest-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 ll is used he,re to refer to all persons arrested, in 
contrast to designating only those formally labelled as offenders by the fact 
of conviction. 

33The terms "single- II 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 
cr'iminal 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 appearing in the cohort only once 

. and those appearing multiple times. 

All 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 females by a ratic) 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. 

36Among offenders appearing more than once in the cohort, only the first 
arrest event leading to a cohort disposition is considered in this analysis. 
Thus ~ although both offender and offense characteri sti cs ay'e being compared, 
the offender unit of count is maintained. 

37For example the 1979 New York State Uniform Crime Reports show the 
following distributions: 

all adUlt Part I arrests: males = 83.4%; females = 16.6%; n=185,760 
all adult arrests: males = 87.2%; females = 12.8%; n=809,778 

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

slight. 

Region 

New York City 

Other MPAs 

Other Areas 

New York State Total 

TC',ble 4 

Sex of Offenders 
by Region 

Total 

100.0% 
(63,499) 

100.0% 
(14,047) 

100.0% 
(9,022) 

100.0%" 
(86,568) 

Sex 0'1' Offender 

Male Female 

89.5% 10.5% 
(56,816) (6,683) 

88.2% 11.8% 
(12,396) (1,651) 

90.4% 9.6% 
(8,155) (867) 

$9.4% 10.6% 
(77.367) (9,201) 

Age at Arrest. 38 Fi guY'e 16 shows that the age distri buti ons for the 
two non-City regions were ver~ 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 
likely to appear in the over 25 age categories relative to offenders from 
the non-City regions and less likely 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) COlTlpal"es very 
closely with the distribution of all 1979 felony arrests. See Table A-2. 

38For offenders appearing in th~ cohort multiple times, age at arrest 
is· based on the first arre$t leadin~ to 1979 disposition. 
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City distribution was bi-modal with about 29 percent of offenders falling 
39 into both the 16 to 19 and 25 to 30 age group. 

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 

40Table 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. 
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is included in the study cohort. 41 The regional distribution shown 
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 level of urbanization 
of the region. For example, New York City had the highest percentage of 
offenders with multiple felony arrests; Other Areas had the lowest 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. 

Pr~or 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 conv~ctions. 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 

41 For 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 resulting in a 1979 disposition. 

43Note that only adult offending is considered in calculating the 
indicators of prior record. 
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E-12 and E-13 show the median ages of offenders for each category of the 
prior record indicators. 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 less pronounced pattern existed. However, in New York City almost 
identical peY'centages of blacks and whites had no prior record of offending 
at all. Among all racial/ethnic groups, Hispanic offenders were the 
least likely to have prior offending histories. Tables E-14a through E-
14c display the prior arrest record for each race category in the three 
regions. 

Qffending 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 least 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 J general profile of 

44Note 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 ~ 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 FelonyJl 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 shownr(Table 4), males outnumbered 
females in the study population by approximately a 9:1 ratio. Figure20 
shows this to be generally true for all offense types regardless of region. 
Drug offenders, and offenders arrested for Ilother" crimes, were slightly 
more likely 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 Ci ty (see Fi gure 17). Because of thi s, in the Ci ty, ec.:'C'h 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 likely 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 likely than other offenders to 
have had prior felony arrest histories. Outside of the City, personal 
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offenders were most likely, and drug offenders least likely 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 
likely to be male, followed closely by those arrested for class C and 
class D offenses. Offenders arrested for class A and E felonies were 
least likely to be male in each of the regions. 

Offenders arrested for the more serious qffenses (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 Band C offenses were somewhat more likely to be nonwhite 
than other offenders. This was true in all regions. 

In the two non-City regions, offendp.rs arrested for class B offenses 
were the most likely to have had a record of prior felony arrests; in 
New York City, class A offenders were most likely to have such records. 
Offenders arrested for class E felonies were least likely to have had 
prior arrests for felonies. 
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Single vs. Multiple Appearances 

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. Consequently, the nature and extent of 
such differences have implications for the arrest based processing 
analyses appearing elsewhere in this report. 

Offender Attributes 

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 proportion 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. 

Region 

New York City 

Other ~'Pt\s 

Other Areas 

New York State Total 

Table 5 

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

Dispositions by Region 

Offenders 

Total Single Disposition Multiple Disposition 
Offenders Offenders 

100.0% 81.3% 18.7% 
(63,499) (51,643) (11 ,856) 

100.0% 90.6% 9.4% 
(14,047) (12,732) (1,315) 

100.0% 94.0% 6.0% 
(9,022) (8,482) (540) 

100.0% 84.2% 15.8% 
(86,568) (72,857) (13,711) 
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Table 6 refines this comparison by showing the proportion of arrest 
event~ 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. 

Region 

New York City 

Other MPAs 

Other Areas 

New York State Total 

Table 6 

Comparison of Arrest Events Committed 
by Offenders Hav'lng Single and 

~1ultiple 1979 Dispositions by Region 

Arrest Events 

Committed Committed 
by Single by Multiple 

Total Disposition Disposition 
Offenders Offenders 

100.0% 63.8% 36.2% 
(80,986) (51,643) (29,343) 

100.0% 81.6% 18.4% 
(15,600) (12,7'32 ) (2,868) 

100.0% 88.0% 12.0% 
(9,634) (8,482) (452) 

100.0% 68.6% 31.4% 
(106,220) (72.851) (33,363) 

Average Number 
per Multiple 
Disposition 
Offender 

2.5 

2.2 

2.1 

2.4 

Sex of Offenders. In all regions, male~ were more heavily repre­
sented among multiple offenders than among slngle offenders. The pro-

"1 f 11 " 46 portion of males among multiple offenders was S1ml ar or a regions. 

46 In this and the data presentations which follow,~t~e percentages 
shown are weighted subsets of the percentages for the entlre offender, 
group shown in the previous section. For exam~le, the ove~all.proportl0n 
of male offenders shown in Table 4 may be obtalned by ~ewelghtlng the 
percentages for the single and multiple groups ~the welghts a~e the pro­
portion of all offenders in the singl~ and multlple groups), 1.e., for 
New York City: (5 643 ~11856 1 X 88 5%) + X 93.7%) = 89.5% (63499 . 0 63499 

Region 

Ne\v York Ci ty 

Other MPAs 

Other Areas 
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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 

~ingle Multiple 

N % Male % Female N % Male 

51,643 88.5% 11.5% 11 ,856 93.7% 

12,732 87.8% 12.2% 1.315 93.0% 

8,482 90.2% 9.8% 540 93.1% 

New York State Total 72.857 88.6% 11.4% 13,711 93.6% 

% Femal e 

6.3% 

7.0% 

6.9% 

6.4% 

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 all 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 likely 
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. 
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(Among offenders with prior records, only the "no prior felony arrests" 
category in Figure 24 shows a higher proportion of single than multiple 
offenders) . 

Summary 

This analysis of offend~r characteristics is consistent with the 
analyses presented earlier in this report. There were differences 
among offenders along the urban/rural continuum, in general, and sharp 
difference~ between New York City and the rest of the State. New York 
City offenders were older, more likely to be black or Hispanic and more 
likely 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 likeJy than whites to have had records and those records were 
likely to have been more serious. Hispanic offenders were the group 
least likely 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 likel,Y to be female than personal or property offenders. Offenders 
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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 Band 
C felonies. Both class A and E offenders were slightly less 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 of)~~~ers than did the other two regions, with the largely 
rural Other Area having the lowest. In all regions, multiple dis­
position offenders were more likely to be male, to be younger, and to 
be members of a I"acial minority than offenders disposed only once in 
1979. They were also more likely 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 likely to have been arre~ted for their offenses with­
in that two-year span. There is thus a high likelihood 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 hdd 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 multiple disposition offenders) than non-City offenders.

48 

Thesa data reinforce findings presented earlier in the report: 
not only did the arrest events in New YO'rk 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 
incarcerative sanction49 and has been empirically shown to influence 
the decision to incarcerate even when not legally mandated. 50 

48While 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 praportion with prior 
felony arrests. The aS50ciation between age and prior record and the fact 
that New York City offenders are older than offenders from other regions 
also supports the fact that City offenders have more extensive criminal 
histories. 

49See , 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, Felon Arrests: Their Prosecution and Dis osition 
in New York City's C~, New York City: Vera Institute of Justice, 1977). 
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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 d'ispositions 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 linked 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 limited 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 look like 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~l"e examined across the two data files are 
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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 wit~ 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 I 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-I, 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 
inc1uded 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 OBTS 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 

Region 

New York City 

Other MPAs 

Other Areas 

New York State Total 
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Table A-1 
Percent Distribution of 1979 Felony 
Arrests and OBTS Arrests by Region 

1979 1979 
Felony Arrests OBTS Arrests 

67.7% 76.2% 

18.1 % 14.7% 

14.2% 9.1% 

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 lion-line" 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. COL'mties 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. Thi s bi furcated 
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 di'spositions 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 ar'rests 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 likely to be' a very large percentage. 
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Demographic Characteristics 

There is little reason to believe that demographic characteristics 
of the persons arrested would be related to the phenomenon of ~issing 
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 
the three variables either within the State as a whole or within levels 
of the geographic variable. The results of the age comparisons are dis­
played in Table A-2, while the sex and racial comparisions may be found 
in Table A-3 and A-4, respectively. 

Table A-2 

Age of Offenders Arrested: 
Percent Distribution of 1979 Felony Arrests 

and OBTS Arrests by Region 

Region Total 
Age of Offender 

Number 16-19 20-24 25-34 

New York City 
1979 Felony Arrests 90,257 29.8% 25.0% 29.0% 
OBTS Arrests 80,981 30.2% 24.5% 28.9% 

Other MPAs 
1979 Felony Arrests 24,061 36.9% 25.5% 23.4% 
OBTS Arrests 15,599 38.4% 25.0% 22.3% 

Other Areas 
1979 Felony Arrests 18,953 39.8% 25.1% 22.0% 
OBTS Arrests 9,634 39.9% 25.2% 21.5% 

New York State 
1979 Felony Arrests 133,271a 32.5% 25.1% 27.0% 
OBTS Arrests 106,214 32.3% 24.7% 27.2% 

aSix cases contained missing age data. 

35 or 01 del' 

16.1% 
16.4% 

14.2% 
13.9% 

13.1% 
13.4% 

15.3% 
15.7% 

The largest differences between the two files are found in the 
distribution of offenders within New York City. Here there is some 
indication that the OBTS file has more white offenders and fewer Hispanic 
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Table A-3 

Sex of Offenders Arrested: 
Percent Distribution of 1979 Felony Arrests 

and OBTS Arrests by Region 

Sex of Offender 
Region Total 

Number Male 

New York City 
90,257 89.8% 1979 Felony Arrests 

OBTS Arrests 80,986 90.2% 

Other MPAs 
88.6% 1979 Felony Arrests 24,061 

OBTS Arrests 15.600 88.7% 

Other Areas 
90.6% 1979 Felony Arrests 18,953 

OBTS Arrests 9.634 90.6% 

. New York State 
89.7% 1979 Felony Arrests 133.271 

OBTS Arrests 106.220 90.0% 

Table A-4 

Race of Offenders Arrested: 
Percent Distribution of 1979 Felony Arrests 

and OBTS Arrests by Region 

Race of Offender 
Total 

Female 

10.2% 
9.8% 

11.4% 
11.3% 

9.4% 
9.4% 

10.3% 
10.0% 

Region 
Number White Black HisEanic Other 

New York City 
90,257 27.8% 53.6% 18.1 % 0.5% 1979 Felony Arrests 

OBTS Arrests 80.986 31.0% 52.7% 15.7% 0.5% 

Other MPAs 
24.061 60.1% 38.0% 1.4% 0.5% 1979 Felony Arrests 

OBTS Arrests 15,600 61.9% 36.7% 0.9% 0.5% 

Other Areas 
83.8% 15.1 % 0.4% 0.7% 1979 Felony Arrests 18,953 

OBTS Arrests 9,634 82.5% 16.5% 0.4% 0.6% 

New York State 
133,271 41.6% 45.3% 12.5% 0,6% 1979 Felony Arrests 

OBTS Arrests 106.220 40.2% 47.1% 12.2% 0.5% 

, 
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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 Offense 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 
th~ type of offense distribution within regions while Table A-6 shows 
the distribution of the class of offense variable with regions. 

Region 

New York City 
1979 Felony Arrests 

OBTS Felony Arrests 

Other MPAs 
1979 Felony Arrests 

OBTS Felony Arrests 

Other Areas 
1979 Felony Arrests 

OBTS Felony Arrests 

New York State Total 
1979 Felony Arrests 

OBTS Felony Arrests 

Table A-5 

Type of Most Serious Charge at Arrest 
Distribution of 1979 Felony Arrests 

and OBTS Arrests by Region 

Total 
T~Qe of Offense 

Number Personal ProQert~ Drug 

100.0% 36.2% 43.4% 10.5% 
(90,257) (32,673) (39,147) (9,444) 

100.0% 37.5% 42.2% 9.8% 
(80,986) (30,338) (34,216) (7,966) 

100.0% 25.8% 53.2% 6.4% 
(24,061) (6,199) (12,791) (1,545) 

100.0% 26.6% 54.0% 5.7% 
(15,600) (4,155) (8,421) (883) 

100.0% 20.2% 56.6% 6.0% 
(18,953) (3,829) (10,736) (1; 143) 

100.0% 20.9% 56.1% 5.7% 
(9,634) (2,014) (5,407) (546) 

100.0% 32.0% 47.0% 9.1% 
(133,27l) (42,706) (62,674) (12,132) 

100.0% 34.4% 45.2% 8.8% 
(106,220) (36,507) (48,044) (9,395) 

Other 

10.0% 
(8,988) 

10.5% 
(8,466) 

14.7% 
(3,526) 

13.7% 
(2,141) 

17.1% 
(3,245) 

17.3% 
( 1,667) 

11.0% 
(15,759) 

11.6% 
(12,274) 

f) 

Region 

New York City 
1979 Felony Arrests 

OBTS Felony Arrests 

Other MPAs 
1979 Felony Arrests 

OBrS Felony Arrests 

Other Areas 
1979 Felony Arrests 

OBTS Felony Arrests 

New York State Total 
1979 Felony Arrests 

OBTS Felony Arrests. 
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Table A-6 

Class of Most Serious Charge at Arrest 
Distribution of 1979 Arrests 
and OBTS Arrests by Region 

Class of Offense 
Total 
NumbeL A B C 

100.0% 5.9% 11.1% 15.2% 
(90,aS7) (5,315) (10,026) (13,727) 

10fJ.0% 4.5% 11.2% 15.2% 
(80,986) (3,680) (9,075) (12,319) 

100.0% 2.9% 8.4% 13.1% 
(24,061) (693) (2,025) (3,159) 

100.0% 2.1% 8.4% 14.2% 
(15,600) (328) (1,306) (2,215) 

100.0% 2.2% 5.2% 10.8% 
(18,953) (415) (986) (2,051) 

100.0% 1. 7% 4.5% 11.6% 
(9,634) (166) (436) (1,118) 

100.0% 4.8% 9.8% 14.2% 
(133,271) (6,423) (13,037) (18,937) 

100.0% 3.9% 10.2% 14.7% 
(106,220) (4,174) ( 10,817) (15,652) 

Nonprosecution Dispositions 

D E 

47.3% 20.5% 
(42,660) (18,529) 

46.1% 23.0% 
(37.324) (18,588) 

52.8% 22.8% 
(12,709) (5,475) 

52.2% 23.1% 
(8,144) (3,607) 

55.6% 26.2% 
(10,,530) (4,971) 

55.6% 26.5% 
(5,360) (2,554) 

49.4% 21.7% 
(65,899) (28,975) 

47.9% 23.3% 
(50,828) (24,749) 

Nonprosecution dispositions (i.e., prosecution declined and no true 
bill) 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 noriprosecution dispositions occurred in the non-City 
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, 

-80-

regions they were most likely 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 
oaTS 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 OBTS 
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/OBTS were inaccurate or were of such poor quality that they 
may have been rejected by the automati c computer system edi t.s. As a 
result, OBTS data on no bill dispositions may be incomplete and should 
be interpreted with this qualification in mind. 

Unqerreporting of these nonprosecution dispositions would result 
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in fewer cases being available for inclusi6n 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. 

, 
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APPENDIX B 
SELECTION OF CHARGE AND DISPOSITION FOR ANALYSIS 
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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 ~ 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 seriousness was determined by the class of offense. Within 
classes, specific offenses v/ere ranked with personal crimes considered 
most serious, followed by property crimes, drug offenses and IIpublic 
order ll offenses (e.g., forgery, prostitution). 

The following examples illustrate the selection process. Charges and 
dispositions selected are underlined. 

Preceding page blank 
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Arrest 
Event 
#2 
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ARREST CHARGES 

PL 145.05 Criminal Mischief, 
3rd Degrer 
(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 
class A misdemeanors. 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. 

PL 130.35 Rape, 1st Degree 
(B Felony) 

PL 220.12 Possession of 
Controlled Substance, 
4th Dearee 
(B Felony) 

PL 135.60 Coercion, 2nd 
Degree 
(A Misdemeanor) 

CONVICTED: PL 130.65 
Sexual Abuse, 2nd 
(egree 
o Felony) 

NO TRUE BILL: PL 220.12 
Possession of Controlled 
Substance, 4th Degree 
(B Felony) 

CONVICTED: PL 135.60 
Coercion, 2nd Degree 
(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. 

Arrest 
Event 
#3 
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ARRESTED CHARGES 

PL 140.30 Burglary, 1st Degree 
(B Felony) 

PL 120.05 Assault, 2nd Degree 
(0 Felony) 

DISPOSITION 

DISMISSED: PL 140.30 
Burg1 ary" 1st Degree 
(B Felony) 

CONVICTED: PL 120.00 
Assault, 3~J·Degree 
(A Misdemeanor), 

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. 

'{'.' 
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APPENDIX C 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE PROCESSING SUMMARY DIAGRAMS 
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Figure C-l 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York State 
Class A Arrest Offenses 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
4,174 100.0% 

I 
Prosecution Declined I 48 1.1% 

i Lower Court 
1,737 41.6% 

i 
Dismi.sseda 

825 
47.5% 

I 
I 

Acquitted 
2 

0.1% 

% Of 
Convicted 

. 37.2% 

0.2% 

0.1% 

18.3% 

21.3% 

19.6% 

1.3% 

0.2% 

Prosecuted 
4,094 98.1% 

I 
Convicted 

I 
Other r b Dismissed 

909 
52.3% 

338 

2 

1 

166 

194 

176 

12 

18 

1 
0.1% 

TrialC 2 
Plead 865 
YO 42 

0.2% 
95.2% 

4.6% 

Prison 

.Jail 

270 
11.5% 

.Jail and Probation 

.Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

OtherB 

&Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

Cpercentages of cases convicted. 

I 
No True Bill 

32 0.8% 

I Upper Court 
2,357 56.5% 

I 
Acquitted 

i 
Convicted oeder 

23 
1.0% 

121 
5.1% 

962 

492 

92 

0 

320 

7 

13 

6 

51 

1,943 
82.4% 

289 14.9% 
1,575 81.1% 

79 4.1% 

:t Of 
Convicted 

49.5% 

25.3% 

4.7% 

0.0% 

16.5% 

0.4% 

0.7% 

0.3% 

2.6% 

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

elncludes 16 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-2 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York State 
Class B Arrest Offenses 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
10,817 100.0% 

prosecuti~-n--D-e-c-l-i-n-ed----------------~t--------------------N-O--T-ru~le Bill 
281 2.6% 159 1.5% 

i Lower Court 
5,297 49.0% 

I r . 

Prosecuted 
10,377 95.9% 

I Upper Court 
5,080 47.0% 

I 
Dismisseda 

3,684 
69.5% 

Acquitted 
32 

0.6% 

I 
Convicted 

1,577 
29.8% 

I 
Othell:' 

4 
0.1% 

, b I 
Dismissed Acquitted 

518 283 
I 'I 

Convicted Otlier 
4,192 87 

10.2% 5.6% 

% Of 
Convicted 

33.9% 

2.0% 

0.2% 

22.4% 

12.9% 

25.0% 

1.8% 

1.8% 

535 

31 

3 

353 

204 

395 

28 

28 

Tria1c 
Plead 
YO 

3 
1,417 

157 

.Tail 

0.2% 
89.9% 
10.0% 

Prison 

Jail 

and Probation 

J'ail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Other 

&Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

hpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 
!:Percentages of cases convicted. 

2,915 

202 

136 

8 

789 

18 

49 

6 

69 

82.5% 1.7% 

504 12.0% 
3,182 75.9% 

506 12.1% 

% Of 
Convicted 

69.5% 

4.8% 

3.2% 

0.2% 

18.8% 

0.4% 

1.2% 

0.1% 

1.6% 

d Includes 0 C;-Jses in the Lower Court and 6 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 

II 

conviction is unknown. 

Includes 21 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 34 cases convicted in the Upper Court 
for which type of sentence is not available, and2 cases showing a prison sentence 
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% 

i 
Prosecution Declined I 423 2.7% 

i Lower Court 
11,204 71.6% 

I 
I 

Dismissedt\ 
I 

Acquitted 
6,255 
55.8% 

% Of 
Convicted 

29.7% 

1.3% 

0.1% 

20.4% 

15.9% 

21.0% 

2.2% 

3.3% 

46 
0.4% 

8percentages 

hpercentages 

of 

of 

Prosecuted 
15,116 96.6% , 

I I 
Convicted Other 

r b Dismissed 
4,896 7 
43.7% 0.1% 

1,455 

64 

5 

999 

778 

1,323 

Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

110 

162 

12 0.'2% 
4,224 86.3% 

660 13.5% 

Prison 

Jail 

350 
8.9% 

J4il and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Other 

cases processed by the Lower Court. 

cases processed by the Upper COUl't. 

c~ercentages of cases convicted. 

No True Bill 
113 0.7% 

Upper Court 
3,912 25.0% 

I 
Acquitted 

I 
Convicted OtJer 

66 191 
4.9% 

1,589 

274 

215 

6 

1,010 

27 

78 

10 

96 

3,305 
84.5% 1. 7% 

237 7.2% 
2,375 71.9% 

693 21.0% 

%. Of 
Convicted 

8.3% 

6.5% 

0.2% 

30.6% 

0.8% 

2.4% 

0.3% 

2.9% 

dlncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 3 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 
~onviction is unknown. 

e1ncludes 127 cases convicted in the tower Court and 61 cases convicted in the Upper Court 
for whi~h 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-4 
CRIMINAL JUSTiCE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York State 
Class D Arrest Offenses 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
50,828 100.0% 

I 
Prosecution Declined I 1,073 2.1% 

Prosecuted 
49,597 97.6% 

I 
i Lower Court 

42,256 83.1% 

I No 'J:rue Bill 
158 0.3% 

I Upper Court 
7,341 14.4% 

L 
Dismisseda 

I , 
Acquitted 

208 

I 
Convicted 

I 
Other 

r I 
Dismissedb Acquitted 

I 
i 

Convicted Otder 
143 

1.9% 19,388 
45.9% 

22,604 
53.5% 

S6 
0.1% 

637 225 
0.5% 8.7% 3.1% 

% Of 
Convicted 

29.0% 6,549 

1.6% 367 

0.1% 32 

17.3% 3,908 

19.5% 4,401 

27.0% 6,098 

2.3% 521 

3.2% 728 

40 0.2% 
19,997 88.5% 

2,567 11.4% 

Prison 

Jail 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

o there 

&Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 
b Percentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

Cpercental;es of cases convicted. 

2,357 

625 

436 

26 

2,248 

146 

282 

41 

175 

6,336 
86.3% 

. 332 5.2% 
4,729 74.6% 
1,275 20.1% 

% Of 
Convicted 

37.2% 

9.9% 

6.9% 

35.5% 

2.3% 

4.5% 

0.6% 

2.8% 

dlnc1udes 3 cases in the Lower Court and 17 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 
conviction is unknown. 

e . 
IncludeEI 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 resultin~ from a Lower Court conviction. 
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Figure C-5 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York State 
Class E Arrest Offenses 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
24,749 100.0% 

I i 
Prosecution Declined I No 'J:rue Bill 

50 0.2% 537 2.2% 

I Lower Court 
22,354 90.3% 

L 
Dismisseda 

8,328 
37.3% 

I 
! 

Acquitted 
53 

0.2% 

I I 
Convicted Other 

13,951 22 
62.4% 0.1% 

Prosecuted 
24,162 97.6% 

I Upper Court 
1,808 7.3% 

r b I i \1 
Dismissed Acquitted Convicted Otner 

169 57 1,541 41 
9.3% 3.2% 85.2% 2.3% 

128 8.3% 25 0.2% 
12,930 92.7% 

996 7.1% 
1,228 79.7% 

% Of 
Convicted 

31.8% 

0.9% 

0.1% 

10.n.: 

27.2% 

25.4% 

2.1% 

1. 7% 

4,437 

126 

12 

1,499 

3,791 

3,545 

297 

244 

Prison 

Jail 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Other8 

185 12.0% 

% Of 
Convicted 

331 21.5% 

198 12.8% 

108 7.0% 

9 0.6% 

590 38.3% 

136 8.8% 

127 8.2% 

11 0.7% 

31 2.0% 

&Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

cPercentages of cases convicted. 
dlncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 3 cases in 

conviction is unknown. 

the Upper Court in which method of 

e Includes 200 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 18 cases convicted in the Upper Court 
for whi,ch type of sent,ence is not available, an,d 1 cases showing a prison sentence 
erroneously reSUlting from a Lower Court conviction. 
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Figure C-6 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

, 
Prosecution Declined 

978 2.7% 

I Lower Court 
26,150 71.6% 

I 

New York State 
Personal Crimes 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
36,507 100.0% 

I 
Prosecuted 

35,215 96.5% 

'-

I No True Bill 
314 0.9% 

I Upper Court 
9,065 24.8% 

I I 
Convicted Other 

r b I Dismissed Acquitted 
849571 

i 
Convicted 

7,497 
9.4% 6.3% 82.7% 9,810 28 

37.5% 0.1% 

Tria1c 38 0.4% 
Plead 8,773 89.4% 
YO 999 10.2% 

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

% Of % Of 
Convicted Convicted 

Prison 

28.1% 2,752 Jail 

1. 7% 164 Jail and Probation 

0.17. 13 Jail and Fine 

17.2% 1,687 Probation 

17.4% 1,707 Fine 

31.1% 3,052 Conditional Discharge 

2.4% 232 Unconditional Discharge 

2.1% 203 Othere 

8percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

Cpercentages of cases convicted • 

4,614 61.5% 

573 7.6% 

321 4.3% 

11 0.1% 

1,638 21.8% 

50 0.7% 

119 1.6% 

16 0.2% 

155 2.1% 

dlnc1udes 2 cases in the Lower Court and 10 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 
conviction is unknown. 

e Includes 162 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 80 cases convicted in the Upper Court 
for which type of sentence :f.s not available, and 3 cases showing a prison sentence 
erroneously resulting from 1I Lower Court conviction. 
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Figure C-7 
CRIMINAL JUS'fICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York State 

,- ' 

Prosecution Declined 
1,027 2.1% 

I Lower Court 
40,253 83.8% 

Property Crimes 
1979 Dispositions 

Arrested, 
48,044 100.0% 

I 
Prosecuted 

46,894 97.6% 

11 

No TrJe Bill 
~23 0.,3% 

I Upper Court 
6,641 13.8% 

i r I I 
Dismisseda Acquitted 

I I 
Convicted Other 

r b I Dismissed Acquitted Convicted Ot~ar 
16,189 103 23,916 45 478 179 

40,,2% 0.3% 59.4% 0.1% 7.2% 2.7% 

,% Of 
Convicted 

34.9% 

1.5% 

0.1% 

16.7% 

14.3% 

26.7% 

2.3% 

3.6% 

. 

'r1:ialc 
Plead 
YO 

8,353 

353 

19 

3,997 

3,422 

6,377 

542 

853 

21 0.1% 
20,814 87.0% 
3,081 12.9% 

Prison 

Jail 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othere 

8percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

Cpercentages of cases convicted. 

2,280 

592 

407 

15 

1,992 

95 

242 

37 

190 

5,850 134 
88.1% 2.0% 

312 5.3% 
4,091 69.9% 
1,447 '24.7% 

:t' Of 
Convicted 

39.0% 

10.1% 

7.0% 

0.3% 

34.1% 

1.6% 

4.1% 

0.6% 

3.2% 

d Includes 1 cases in the Lower Court and 13 cases in the Upper Court i~ which method of 
conviction is unknown. 

eInc1udes 632 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 143 cases convicted in the Upper Court 
for which type of sentence is not available, :lnd 2 cases showing a prison sentence 
erroneously resulting from 11 Lower Court conviction. 
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Figure C-8 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

i 
Prosecution Declined 

137 1.5% 

i Lower Court 
7,015 74.7% 

New York State 
Drug Crimes 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
9,395 100.0% 

I 
Prosecuted 

9,235 98.3% 

I No True Bill 
23 0.2% 

I Upper Court 
2,220 23.6% 

.------- ---- ---------_.-----------

t 
Dismisseda 

2,966 
I 

Acquitted 
7 

I I 
Convicted Other 

'4,040 2 
DisJissedb Acqui~ted 

275 45 

I 
Convicted 

1,872 
'I OtHer 
28 

42.3% 

% Of 
Convicted 

31.3% 

0.4% 

0.2% 

10.9% 

33.4% 

21.1% 

1.6% 

1.2% 

0.1% 57.6% <0.1% 

1,265 

16 

8 

439 

1,349 

851 

Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

64 

48 

10 
3,868 

162 

0.2% 
95.7% 

4.0% 

Prison 

Jail 

12.4% 2.0% 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othere 

Bpercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

Cpercentages of cases convicted. 

84.3% 1.3% 

154 8.2% 
1,593 85.1% 

125 6.7% 

% Of 
Convicted 

685 36.6% 

438 23.4% 

138 7.4% 

1 0.1% 

470 25.1% 

24 1.3% 

. 42 2.2% 

11 0.6% 

63 3.4% 

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

elncludes 42 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 6 cases convicted in the Upoer Court 
for which type of sentence is not available, and 1 cases showing a prison sente~ce 
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction. 
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Figure C-9 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York State 
Other Crimes 

1979 D~spositions 

Arrested 
12,274 100.0% 

I 
Prosecution Declined I 220 1.8% 

i Lower Court 
9,430 76.8% 

I 
[ 

Dismisseda I 
Acquitted 

3,220 
34.1% 

% Of 
Convicted 

15.3% 

0.9% 

0.2% 

13.0% 

46.8% 

20.4% 

2.1% 

1.2% 

34 
0.3% 

I 
Convicted 

6,171 
65.4% 

I 
Other 

15 
0.2% 

Prosecuted 
12,002 97.8% 

I b Dismissed 
342 

13.3% 

Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

13 0.2% 
5,978 96.9% 

180 2.9% 

Prison 

944 Jail 

57 Jail and Probation 

13 Jail and Fine 

802 Probation 

2,890 Fine 

1,259 Conditional Discharge 

130 Unconditional Discharge 

76 Other 

&Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

Cpercentages of cases convicted. 

I No '.true Bill 
52 0.4% 

I Upper Court 
2,572 21.0% 

I 
Acquitted convlcted OtJer 

2,098 50 82 
3.2% 81.6% 1.9% 

142 
1,857 

99 

6.8% 
88.5% 

4.7% 

% Of 
Convicted 

575 

188 

121 

22 

857 

165 

146 

10 

14 

27.4% 

9.0% 

5.8% 

1.0% 

40.8% 

7.9% 

7.0% 

0.5% 

0.7% 

Qlnc1udes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 6 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 
conviction is unknown. 

e1ncludes 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 conviction. 
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Figure C-10 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York State 

I 
P~osecution Declined 

1,428 2.4% 

I Lower Court 
47,120 77.8% 

Ages 16-24 
1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
60,561 100.0% 

\ 
Prosecuted 

58,850 97.2% 

t 
Dismisseda I 

Acquitted 
. I 

Conv"i.c ted 
I 

Other 
r b Dismissed 

22,186 
47.1% 

161 
0.3% 

24,726 
52.5% 

47 
0.1% 

Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

39 0.2% 
20,269 82.0% 

4,418 17.9% 

960 
8.2% 

I No True Bill 
283 0.5% 

i Upper Court 
11,730 19.4% 

I 
Acquitted 

357 
3.0% 

i 
Convicted 

10,195 
6.9% 

I Ot~er 
218 

1.8% 

598 
6,862 
2,735 

5.9% 
67.3% 
26.8% 

% Of 
Convicted 

% Of 
Convicted 

27.0% 6,667 

1.8% 455 

0.1% 27 

20.2% 4,985 

17.3% 4,275 

26.5% 6,560 

2 .. 5% 623 

4.6% 1,134 

Prison 

Jail 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othe~ 

4,600 

922 

659 

17 

3,260 

76 

277 

40 

347 

45.1% 

9.0% 

6.4% 

0.2% 

32.0% 

0.7% 

2.7% 

0.4% 

3.4% 

Spercenta,ges of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bPi~rcentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

cPercentages of cases convicted. 
d;Cncludes 0 cases in the Lower COUl:'t and 17 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 

conviction is unknown. 
E' 'Includes873 cases convicted in the Lowel:' Court and233 cases convicted in the Upper Court 

£Ol:' which type of sentence is not available, and 2 cases showing a prison sentence 
erroneou$ly resulting from a Lower Court cQnviction. 
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Figure C-11 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York State 
Age 25+ 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
45,659 100.0% 

prosecubioI'-I-D-e-c-l-in-e-d----------------~\~-------------------N-o-T-r~Je Bill 

934 2.0% 229 0.5% 

Prosecuted 

I Lower Court 
35,728 78.2% 

I 
( 

Dismisseda I 
Acquitted 

16,294 
45.6% 

% Of 
Convicted 

34.6% 

0.7% 

0.1% 

10.1% 

26.5% 

25.9% 

1.8% 

0.2% 

180 
0.5% 

Spercentages 

"Pel:'centages 

Cpercentages 

of 

of 

of 

44,496 97.5% 

I 
Convicted 

I 
Othel:' 

r b Dismissed 
19,211 

53.8% 

6,647 

135 

26 

1,940 

5,093 

43 
0.1% 

Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

4,979 

345 

46 

43 
19,164 

4 

0.2% 
99.8% 
<0.1% 

frison 

Jail 

984 
11.2% 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Ot.herB 

cases processed by the Lower Court. 

cases processed by the Upper Court. 

cases convicted. 

I Upper Court 
8,768 19.2% 

I 
Acquitted 

i 
Convicted 

'I 
Otlier 

520 
5.9% 

3,554 

869 

331 

32 

1,697 

258 

272 

34 

75 

7,122 
81.2% 

142 
1.6% 

892 12.5% 
6,227 87.4% 

3 <0.1% 

% Of 
Convicted 

49.9% 

12.2% 

4.6% 

0.4% 

23.8% 

3.6r. 

3.8% 

0.5% 

1.1% 

dIncludes 3 cases in the Lower Court. and 13 cases in the Uppel:' Court in which method of 

e 
convi~tion is unknown. 
Includes 8 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 1 cases convicted in the Upper Court 
for which type of sentence is not: a.vailable, and 6 cases showing a prison sentence 
erroneously resulting from a tower Court conviction. 
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Figure C-12 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York State 
Sex - Male 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
95,643 100.0% 

I 
Prosecution Declined I 2,116 2.2% 

Prosecuted 
93,076 97.3% 

i Lower Court 
73,841 77.2% 

I 

i No True Bill 
451 0.·5% 

I Upper Court 
19,235 20.1% 

[ 
Dismisseda 

, 
Acquitted 

310 
0.4% 

I 
Convicted 

I 
Other 

I b I Dismissed Acquitted 
1,794 843 

i . I 
Convicted Otlier 

16,253 345 
34,040 

46.1% 
39,403 

53.4% 
88 

0.1% 

Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

75 0.2% 
35,245 89.4% 
4,083 10.4% 

9.3% 4.4% 84.5% 1. 8% 

1,436 
12,208 

2,609 

8.8% 
75.1% 
16.1% 

% Of 
Convicted 

% Of 
Convicted 

Prison 

31.0% 12,225 Jail 

1.4% 557 Jail and Probation 

0.1% 50 Jail and Fine 

15.6% 6,160 Probation 

21.2% 8,370 Fine 

25.7% 10,124 Conditional Discharge 

2.2% 851 Unconditional Discharge 

2.7% 1,066 Other 

Spercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

Cpercentages of cases convicted. 

7,876 

1,676 

926 

46 

4,478 

325 

487 

63 

376 

48.5% 

10.3% 

5.7% 

0.3% 

27.6% 

2.0% 

3.0% 

0.4% 

2.3% 

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

eInc1udes79S cases conviceed in the Lower Court and 218 cases convicted in the Upoer Court 
for which type of sentence is not available, and 6 cases showing a prison sente~ce 
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction. 
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Figure C-13 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York State 

I 
Prosecution Declined 

246 2.3% 

I Lower Court 
9,007 85.2% 

Sex - Female 
1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
10,577 100.0% 

I 
Prosecuted 

10,270 97.1% 

[ 
Dismisseda 

4,440 
49.3% 

I 
I 

Acquitted 
I 

Convicted 
I 

Other 
r b Dismissed 

% Of 
Convicted 

24.0% 

0.7% 

0.1% 

16.9% 

22.0% 

31.2% 

2.6% 

2.5% 

31 
0.3% 

4,534 
50.3% 

1,089 

33 

3 

765 

998 

1,415 

117 

114 

2 
<0.1% 

Tria1c 
Plead 
YO 

, 7 
4,188 

339 

Jail 

0.2% 
92.4% 
7.5% 

Prison 

Jail 

150 
11.9% 

and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Other 

I No True Bill 
61 0.6% 

, 
Upper Court 
1,263 11.9% 

I 
I 

Acquitted 
i 

Convicted Otaer 
15 

1.2% 
34 

2.7% 

278 

115 

61 

3 

479 

9 

62 

11 

46 

1,064 
84.2% 

54 5.1% 
881 82.8% 
129 12.1% 

% Of 
Convicted 

26.1% 

10.8% 

5.7% 

0.3% 

45.0% 

0.8% 

5.8% 

1.0% 

4.3% 

Spercentages 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 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 

conviction is unknown. 
e Includes 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 frOID a Lower Court conviction. 
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Figure C··14 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York State 
Race - lfuite 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
42,730 100.0% 

i 
Prosecution Declined I 627 1. 5% 

r Lower Court 
31,621 74.0% 

I 
Dismisseda 

14,027 
44.4% 

, 
Acquitted 

160 
0.5% 

%0£ 
Convicted 

21.0% 

1. 7% 

0.2% 

19.5% 

25.8% 

24.8% 

2.4% 

4.5% 

I I 
Convicted Other 

17,383 51 
55.0% 0.2% 

Prosecuted 
41,929 98.1% 

r b Dislidssed 
878 

8.5% 

Tria1c 46 
Plead 15,065 
YO 2,272 

0.3% 
86.7% 
13.1% 

Prison 

3,656 Jail 

301 Jail and Probation 

38 Jail and Fine 

3,395 Probation 

4,484 Fine 

4,304 Conditional Discharge 

419 Unconditional Discharge 

786 Other'! 

I No True Bill 
174 O.li% 

I Upper Court 
10,308 24.1% 

I 
Acquitted 

I 
i 

Convicted 
, I 

OtHer 
187 

1.8% 
390 

3.8% 
8,853 
85.9% 

3,439 

887 

649 

32 

2,934 

:229 

382 

52 

249 

665 7.5% 
6,661 75.2% 
1,527 17.2% 

:t. Of 
Convicted 

38.8% 

10.0% 

7.3% 

0.4% 

33.1% 

2.6% 

4.3% 

0.6% 

2.8% 

Bpercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

Cpercentages of cases convicted. 
dlncludes 2 cases in the Lower Court and 26 cases in the Up,per Court in which method of 

conviction is unknown. 
e1ncludes 573 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 159 cases convic:ted in the Upper Court 

for which type of sentence is not available, and 3 Cllses showing ~I prison sentence 
erroneously resulting from n Lower Court conviction. . 
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Figure C-15 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York State 
Race - Black 

1979 Disposition 

Arrested 
50,032 100.0% 

i Prosecution Declined -r-1,263 2.5% 

i Lclwer Court 
39,723 79.4% 

[ 
Dismisseda 

18,951 
47.7% 

I , 
Acquitted 

150 
0.4% 

% Of 
Convicted 

37.6% 

1.2% 

0.1% 

13.7% 

17.1% 

26.6% 

2.0% 

1. 7% 

I 
Convicted 

20,589 
51.8% 

I 
Other 

'33 
0.1% 

Prosecuted 
48,478 96.9% 

r b Dismissed 
915 

10.5% 

Trialc 34 
Plead 18,888 
YO 1,667 

0.2% 
91.7% 

8.1% 

Prison 

7,736 Jail 

253 Jail and P'robation 

13 Jail and Fine 

2,815 Probation 

3,530 nne 

5,478 Conditiol!;al Discharge 

416 Unconditional Discharge 

348 Other'! 

I No True Bill 
291 0.6% 

I Upper Court 
8,755 17.5% 

f 
Acquitted 

i 
Convicted 

'I Otller 
447 

5.1% 

4,040 

807 

302 

17 

1,675 

80 

149 

20 

148 

7,238 
82.7% 

155 
1.8% 

776 
5,422 
1,040 

% Of 

10.7% 
74.9% 
14.4% 

Convicted 

55.8% 

11.1% 

4.2% 

0.2% 

23.1% 

1.1% 

2.1% 

0.3% 

2.0% 

&Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

Cpercentages of cases convicted • 
dlncludes 1 cases in the Lower Court and 4 cases in the Upper Court in which ll\ethod of 

conviction is unknown. 
e1ncludes 270 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 69 cases convicted in the Upper Court 

for which type of sentence is not available, and 4 Cllses 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 

Prosecution Declined 
449 3.5% 

i Lower Court 
11,073 85.7% 

Race - Hispanic 
1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
12,920 100.0% 

I 
Prosecuted 

12,428 96.2% 

I No True Bill 
43 0.3% 

I Upper Court 
1,355 10.5% 

l I 
Dismisseda Acquitted 

I 
Convicted 

i 
Other 

6 
0.1% 

r b I Dismissed Acquitted 
I I 

Convicted Other 
1,168 18 5,238 21 

47.3% 0.2% 

% Of 
Convicted 

32.6% 

0.6% 

<0.1% 

12.0% 

22.5% 

29.4% 

2.2% 

0.7% 

5,808 
52.5% 

1,895 

34 

1 

695 

1,309 

1,708 

127 

Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

39 

2 
5,345 

461 

Jail 

<0.1% 
92.0% 
7.9% 

Prison 

Jail 

133 36 
9.8% 2.7% 

and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othe~ 

&Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by t~B Upper Court. 

!:Percentages of cases convicted. 

86.2% 1.3% 

47 4.0% 
961 82.3% 
160 13.7% 

% Of 
Convicted 

654 56.0% 

95 8.1% 

34 2.9% 

0 0.0% 

323 27.7% 

23 2.0% 

14 1.2% 

2 0.2% 

23 2.0% 

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

e 
conviction is unknown. 
Includes 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 

Prosecution Declined 
23 4.3% 

r­Lower Court 
431 80.1% 

Race - Other 
1979 Disposition 

Arrested 
538 100.0% 

I 
Prosecuted 
511 95.0% 

, 
No True Bill 

4 0.7% 

I Upper Court 
80 14.9% 

I , 

'!l!:. ' 

[ 
Dismisseda I 

Acquitted 
I 

Couvicted 
I 

Other 
I b Distidssed 

I 
Acquitted 

4 
5.0% 

Convicted ' otJer 
58 0 264 

61.3% 
10 

2.3% 
157 

36.4% 
o 

0.0% 

Trialc 0 0.0% 
Plead +35 86.0% 
YO 22 14.0% 

18 
22.5% 72.5% 0.0% 

2 3.4% 
45 77 .6% 
11 19.0% 

% Of 
Convicted 

% Of 
Convicted 

Prison 

17.2% 27 Jail 

1.3% 2 Jail and Probation 

0.6% 1 Jail and Fine 

12.7% 20 Probation 

28.7% 45 Fine 

31.2% 49 Conditional Discharge 

3.8% 6 Unconditional Discharge 

4.5% 7 Othe~ 

&Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

!:Percentages of cases convicted. 

21 36.2% 

2 3.4% 

2 3.4% 

0 0.0% 

25 4.3.1% 

2 3.4% 

4 6.9% 

0 0.0% 

2 3.4% 

dIn~ludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 
conviction is unknown. 

eIncludes 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% 

I 
Prosecution Declined 

\ 
No TrJe Bill 

29 0.8% 
.. 48 1.3% 

I Lower Court 
1,603 43.6% 

I I 
Convicted 

87'6 
54·.6% 

I 
Other 

1 
0.1% 

Trialc 1 
Plead 836 
YO 39 

Prosecuted 
3,603 97.9% 

I I Upper Court 
2,000 54.3% 

I 
Dis!issedb Acqui~ted 

i 
Convicted 

1,638 
81.9% 

240 103 
12.0% 5.2% 

0.1% 
95.4% 

4.5% 

a tiler 
19 

1.0% 

244 ~4.9% 
81.5% 

3.6% 

% Of 
% Of Convicted 

Cmlvicted 
Prison 807 49.3% 

37.4% 328 Jail 456 27.8% 

0.1% 1 Jail and Probation 53 3.2% 

0.0% 0 Jail and Fine 0 0.0% 

• 
18.2% 159 Probation 251 15.3% 

21.2% 186 Fine 7 0.4% 

19.9% 174 Conditional Discharge 9 0.5% 

1.4% 12 Unconditional Discharge 6 0 • .4% 

1.8% 16 Othere 49 3.0% 

8percentaces of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

Cpercentages of c,ases convicted. 
d Includes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 

II 

conviction is unknown. 
eIncludes 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 11 Lower Court conviction. 

• ----_. - --- ........ >.. --_ ... _, 

-~~~-. " .... 
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Figure C-19 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York City 

Prosecution Declin~d 
281 3.1% 

I Lower Court 
4,606 50.8% 

Class B Arrest Offenses 
1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
9,075 100.0% 

\ 
Prosecuted 

8,664 95.5% 

I No True Bill 
130 1.4% 

i Upper Court 
4,058 44.7% 

t 
Dismisseda 

I , 
Acquitted 

31 
0.7% 

I I 
Convicted Other 

r b Distidssed 
I i 

Acquitted Convicted 
'I OtHer 

3,175 
68.9% 

% Of 
Cpnvicted 

35.4% 

1.3% 

0.1% 

20.4% 

13.5% 

26.6% 

1.6% 

1.0% 

1,397 3 
30.3% 0.1% 

495 

18 

2 

285 

188 

372 

23 

14 

Tria1c 
Plead 
YO 

1 0.1% 
1,269 90.8% 

127 9.1% 

Prison 

Jail 

463 
11.4% 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Dischargo 

Unconditional Discharge 

Oth~r: 

217 3,301 
5.3% 81.3% 

2,363 

132 

83 

7 

617 

16 

39 

5 

39 

77 
1.9% 

377 11.4% 
2,536 76.8% 

388 11.8% 

% Of 
Convicted 

71.6% 

4.0% 

2.5% 

0.2% 

18.7% 

0.5% 

1.2% 

0.2% 

1.2% 

8percentages of cases ~rocessed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

cPercentages of cases convicted. 
dlncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 

conviction is unknown. 
BIncludes 9 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 7 cases convicted in the Uppe~ Court 

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

, 
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Figure C-20 
CRIMINAL JUS!ICe SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

Prosecution Declined 
420 3.4% 

r Lower Court 

New York City 
Class C Arrest Offenses 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
12,319 100.0% 

Prosecll\ted 
11,825 96.0% 

i No true Bill 
74 0.6% 

i Upper Court 
2,561 20.8% 

9,264 75.2% 

I 
I 

Convicted 
-, 

Other 
4 

<0.1% 

~----------~I----,~~~.I~I--------
DisJissedb Acquitted Convicted Ot~er 

3,989 
43.1% 

261 138 2,115 47 
10.2% 5.4% 82.6% 1.8% 

!ria1c 
11 0.3'~ 

177 8.4% 

Plead 3,541 88.8% 
1,575 74.5% 

YO 437 11.0% 
363 17.2% 

% Of 
% Of Convicted 

CDnvi.cted 

Prison 1,154 54.6% 

32.0% 1,277 Jail 147 7.0% 

0.9% 35 Jail and Probation 74 3.5% 

0.0% 0 Jail and Fine 5 0.2% 

18.5% 737 Probation 614 29.0% 

15.5% 618 Fine 24 1.1% 

29.5% 1,176 Conditional Discharge 52 2.5% 

2.2% 87 Unconditional Discharge 7 0.3% 

1.5% 59 Other 38 1.8% 

&Percentages 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 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 

e 
conviction is unknown. 
Includes 50 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 13 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. 

- --------- 1-
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Figure C-21 
CRIMINAL JUST1CE SYStEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York City 
c1nss D Arrest Offenses 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
37,324 100.0% 

prosecuri-o-n--D-ec-l-i-n-e-d------------,·--~I--------------------N-o.-!-r-Je Bill 
1,060 2.8% 96 0.3% 

Prosecuted 

I Lower Court 
32,494 87.1% 

I 

36,168 96.9% 

i Upper Court 
3,674 9.8% 

L 
Dismisseda 

15,620 
48.1% 

i 
Acquitted 

184 
0.6% 

I I 
Convicted Other 

16,659 31 
51.3% 0.1% 

Dis!isse~qui~ted convIcted otJer 
391 156 3,030 97 

10.6% 4.2% 82.5% 2.6% 

% Of 
Convicted 

32.3% 

0.6% 

<0.1% 

13.8% 

19.8% 

30.4% 

2.3% 

0.8% 

5,381 

108 

'rria1c 
Plead 
YO 

8 

2,300 

3,292 

5,059 

382 

129 

23 0.1% 
15,432 92.6% 

1,204 7.2,% 

Prison 

Jail 

Jail and ~robation 

Jail and Fine 

ProbatirJn 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Other 

1,379 

277 

67 

22 

991 

110 

117 

22 

45 

190 6.3% 
2,511 82.9% 

329 10.9% 

% Of 
Convicted 

45.5% 

:9.1% 

2.2% 

0.7% 

32.7% 

3.6% 

3.9% 

0.7% 

1.5% 

&Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages 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 1~ unknown. 
eIncl udesl11 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. 

1/ _ 

\, 
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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% 

I 
Prosecution Declined 

\ 537 2.9% 

Prosecuted 
18,039 97.0% 

I Lower Court 
17,442 93.8% 

I No True Bill 
12 0.1% 

I Upper Court 
597 3.2% 

"t 

I 
I 

Convicted 
I 

Other 
6 

<0.1% 

Dis!issedb Acqui~ted C6nv!cted' OtJer 
69 29 474 25 

10,836 
62.1% 11.6% 4.9% 79.4% 4.2% 

% Of 
Convicted 

35.6% 

0.4% 

<0.1% 

8.0% 

26.6% 

26.6% 

2.4% 

0.5% 

f~~lC Plead 
YO 

3,854 

40 

2 

868 

2,884 

2,884 

255 

49 

8 0.1% 
10,273 94.8% 

555 5.1% 

Prison 

Jail 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othere 

56 11.8% 
361 76.2% 

57 12.0% 

% Of 
Convicted 

155 32.7% 

75 15.8% 

8 1. 7% 

7 1.5% 

110 23.2% 

60 12.7% 

42 8.9% 

8 1. 7% 

9 1.9% 

&Percentages of cases processed by the ~ower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

Cpercentages of cases convicted • 
Includes 0 case3 in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in which method of d 

conviction is unknown. 
e Includes 40 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 3 cases convicted in the Upoer Court 

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

.... 
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Fi!?'ure C-23 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York City 
Personal Crimes 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
30,338 100.0% 

I Prosecution Declined 
975 3.2% I 

Prosecuted 
29,132 96.0% 

J Lower Court 
22,229 73.3% 

I 

I 
No True Bill 
231 0.8% 

I Upper Court 
6,903 22.8% 

I 
Dismisseda I 

Acquitted 
I I 

Convicted Other 
r b I Dismissed Acquitted Conv!cted I Otaer 

5,634 126 
13,910 

62.8% 
193 

0.9% 
8,111 15 
36.5% 0.1% 

Tria1c 
Plead 
YO 

23 
7,333 

755 

0.3% 
90.4% 

9.3% 

708 435 
10.3% 6.3% 81.6% 1.8% 

654 
4,222 

758 

:t- Of 

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

11.6% 
74.9% 
13.5% 

% Of 
Convicted 

Convicted 

Prison 

28.9% 2,348 Jail 

1.0% 78 Jail and Probation 

<0.1% 3 Jail a'fild Fine 

15.6% 1,263 Probation 

16.8% 1,359 Fine 

34.0% 2,755 Conditional Discharge 

2.4% 197 Unconditional Discharge 

1.3% 108 Other 

&Percentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

3,684 65.4% 

374 6.6% 

147 ~i 
2.6% 

8 0.1% 

1,205 21.4% 

32 0.6% 

81 1.4% 

12 0.2% 

91 1.6% 

Cpercentages of cases convicted. 
dlncludes 2 cases in the Lower Court and 0 

conviction is unknown. 

cases in the Upper Court in which method of 

e1ncludes 91 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 27 cases convicted in the Upper 
for which type of sentence is not available, and 2 cases showing a prison sentence 
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction. 

Court 

i 
\ 

\ 
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I 
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I 
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Figure C-24 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York City 

i 
Prosecution Declined 

1,022 3.0% 

I Lower Court 
30,243 88.4% 

% Of 
COnvicted 

40.2% 

0.6% 

<0.1% 

13.2% 

13.6% 

29.6% 

2.3% 

0.5% 

I 
I 

Convicted 
17,'121 

58.6% 

7,117 

104 

4 

2,341 

2,417 

5,241 

403 

94 

Property Crimes 
1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 
34,216 100.0% 

I 
Prosecuted 

33,134 96.8% 

'1 
Other r b Dismissed 

21 
0.1% 

11 
16,306 
1,404 

0.1% 
92.0% 

7.9% 

Prison 

Jail 

241 
8.3% 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

OtherE! 

Spercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

Cpercentages of cases convicted. 

I 
No True Bill 

60 0.2% 

I Upper Court 
2,891 8.4% 

I 
Acquitted 

i 
Convicted [ Otaer 

89 
3.1% 

114 
3.9% 

1,284 

247 

48 

13 

665 

55 

84 

23 

28 

2,447 
84.6% 

193 
1,929 

325 

7.9% 
78.8% 
13.3% 

% Of 
Convicted 

52.5% 

10.1% 

2.0% 

0.5% 

27.2% 

2.2% 

3.4% 

0.9% 

1.1% 

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

elnc1udes 79 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 10 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. 
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Figure C-25 
CRIMINAL JUSTiCE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York City 
Drug Crimes 

1979 DispOSition 

Arrested 
7,966 100.0% 

I 
Prosecution Declined 

I 
I 

No True Bill 
137 1. 7% 

I 
Lower Court 

6,132 77 .0% 

I 
I i 

Dismisseda Acquitted 
2,513 6 
41.0% 0.1% 

I I 
ConvJ.cted Other 

3,611 2 
58.9% <0.1% 

Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

4 
3,494 

113 

Prosecuted 
7,810 98.0% 

19 0.2% 

I Upper Court 
1,678 21.1% 

r I I 'I Dismissedb Acquitted Convicted OtHer 
223 38 1,394 23 

0.1% 
96.8% 

3.1% 

13.3% 2.3% 83.1% 1.4% 

124 
1,202 

68 

%' Of 

8.9% 
86.2% 

4.9% 

% Of 
Convicted Convicted 

Prison 

33.4% 1,206 Jail 

<0.1% 5 Jai~ and Probation 

0.1% 1 Jail and Fine 

9.4% 339 Probation 

32.5% 1,173 Fine 

22.0% 794 Conditional Discharge 

1. 7% 60 Unconditional Discharge 

0.9% 33 Other 

Bpercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 
Cpercentages of cases conVicted. 

541 38.8% 

385 27.6% 

60 4.3% 

1 0.1% 

301 21.6% 

18 1.3% 

26 1.9% 

7 0.5% 

55 3.9% 

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

elncludes 30 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 2 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. 

I 
~ 
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Figure C-26 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY 

New York City 
Other Crimes 

1979 Dispositions 

Arre:sted 
8,466 100.0% 

I 
Prosecution Declined 

\ 212 2.5% 

Prosecuted 
8,223 97.1% 

r=: Lower Court 
6,805 80.4% 

I 

I No True Bill 
31 0.4% 

I Upper Court 
1,418 16.7% 

[ 
Dismisseda 

2,463 
36.2% 

J 
Acquitted 

I 
Convicted 

I 
Other 

r b I Dismissed Acquitted 
i 

Convicted 
1,083 
76.4% 21 

0.3% 
4,314 
63.4% 

7 
0.1% 

252 56 
17.8% 3.9% 

Ot~er 
27 

1.9% 

73 6.7% 
6 

4,218 
90 

0.1% 
97.8% 

2.1% 

965 89.1% 
45 4.2% 

,%. Of 
% Of 

Convicted 
Convicted 

Prison 349 32.2% 

81 7.5% 
15.4% 664 Jail 

30 2.8% 
0.3% 15 Jail and Probation 

19 1.8% 
0.1% 4 JaU and Fine 

412 38.0% 
9.4% 406 Probation 

51.4% 2,219 Fine 112 10.3% 

68 6.3% 
20.3% 875 Conditional Discharge 

6 0.6% 
2.3% 99 Unconditional Discharge 

6 0.6% 
0.7% 32 Othere 

&Percentages 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 0 cases in 
conviction is unknown. 

the Upper Court in which method of 

e Includes 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. 

.J, ... 
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Figure C-27 
CRUIINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SU~n-W{Y 

Other MPA's 
Class A Arrest Offense 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

328 100.0% 

I 
I 

Prosecution Declined 

\ 
No True Bill 

o 0.0% 

I Lower Court 

r 
Dismisseda 

71 
84.5% 

84 25.6% 
I 

I 
Acquitted 

o 
0.0% 

I 
Convicted 

13 
15.5% 

I 
Other 

o 
0.0% 

Tria1c 1 
Plead 10 
YO 2 

Prosecuted 

325 99.1% 
I 

3 0.9% 

I 
Upper Court 

241 73.5% 
I 

DisJissedb Acqui,hed 
i 

Convicted 
203 

84.2% 
22 13 

9.1% 5.4% 

7.7% 
76.9% 
15.4% 

I Otlier 

% 

3. 
1.2% 

11.3% 
80.8% 

7.9% 

Of 
% Of 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 0.0r. 

23.1% 3 Probation 54 26.6% 

15.4% 2 Fine 0 0.0% 

0.0% 0 Conditional Discharge 1 0.5% 

0.0% 0 Unconditional Discharge 0 0.0% 

15.4% 2 Othere 2 1.0% 

~ercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

cPercentages of cases convicted • 
dInc1udes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 1 c~ses in the Upper Court in which method of 

conviction is unknQwn. 
e
Inc

1udes 2 cases convicted in the Lm~er Court and 0 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-28 
CRUHNAL .TlISTICE SYSTEM PROCESS ING SliMNARY 

Other MFA's 
Class B Arrest Offense 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

1,306 100.0% 

Prosecution Declined 

o 0.0% 
Prosecuted 

1,279 97.9% 

, 
No True Bi.ll 

27 2.1% 

-------------------~I----------------I r , 
Lower Court Upper Court 

538 41.2% 741 56.7% 
I 

[ 
Dismisseda 

426 
79.2% 

I 
I 

Acquitted 
I 

Convicted 
I 

Other r b Dismissed 
I 

Acquitted 
i 

Convicted 

% Of 
Convicted 

18.0% 

4.5% 

0.9% 

41.4% 

9.0% 

12.6% 

4.5% 

9.0% 

1 
0.2% 

111 
20.6% 

20 

5 

1 

46 

10 

14 

5 

10 

o 
0.0% 

Trialc 1 
Plead 89 
YO 21 

0.9% 
80.2% 
18.9% 

Prison 

Jail 

39 
5.3% 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othere 

apercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercnntages of cases processed by the Upper Cour.t. 

cPercentages of cases convicted. 

53 
7.2% 

395 

48 

39 

0 

130 

1 

9 

1 

24 

647 
87.3% 

96 14.8% 
459 70.9% 

92 14.2% 

% Of 
Convicted 

61.1% 

7.4% 

6.0% 

0.07-

20.1% 

0.2% 

1.4% 

0.2% 

3.7% 

d1n('ltldes 0 cases in the I,ower Cour.t and 2 casE'S in the Upper Court in which methou of 
Cl'llV Ic tion is unknown. 

l'lIuc1uucs 8 cases convicLed in the Lower Court aud 22 cases convicted in tht> Upper Court 
for whi(,h t:yp'> of s('nten('.C! is not llvnilnblt·, nnd 1 ('uses showing n prlson fIC'nL(!IIl:'~ 
erroneollsly resll]tin~ fr.om n Lower COllrt conviction. 

(j 
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Figure C-29 
CRTHINAL JUS'rICr.: SYSTEM PROCESS ING SlOOIAR'l 

Other MFA's 
Class C Arrest Offense 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

2,215 100.0% 

I 
Prosecution Declined 

I 1 0.1% 

Prosecuted 
2,176 98.2% 

, 
No True Bi.ll 

38 1. 7% 

i~ ------------------------~I~-------------------, Lower Court Uppe'r Court 

1,351 61.0% 825 37.2% 

( 
Disrnisseda 

I 
I 

Acquitted 
I 

Convicted 
I 

Other 

I 
~I----------Ir-----~-ir-----~I· 

Dismissedb Acquitted Convicted OtHer 
780 

57.7% 
1 

0.1% 
570 

42.2% 
o 

0.0% 
52 39 723 11 . 

6.3% 4.7% 87.6% 1.3% 

% Of 
Convicted 

16.8% 

2.17-

0.27-

31.9% 

15.3% 

17.2% 

3.5% 

13.0% 

96 

12 

1 

182 

87 

98 

20 

74 

rrialc 1 
Plead 421 
YO 148 

0.2% 
73.9% 
26.0% 

Prison 

Jail 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

apercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentnges of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

cPercentages of cases convicted. 

42 5.8% 
491 67.9% 
190 26.3% 

% Of 
Convicted 

268 37.1% 

63 8.7% 

92 12.7% 

1 0.1% 

239 33.1% 

2 0.3% 

13 1.8% 

3 0.4% 

42 5.8% 

dlnc1udes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 0 cases in the Upper Court in whi.ch mathod of 
conviction is unknown. 

elncludes 49 cases convict[~d in the T.ower Court and 36 CMICS cOllvictt!d in the Upper COllrt 
for wh I dl type of Rlmtcll('(! is not IIvai lnb 11', and 0 cnUClS showing 11 p,-lSlll1 snntenc'a 
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviution. 
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Figure C-30 
CRUIINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUM}1ARY 

Other MPA's 
Class D Arrest Offense 

1979 Dispositions 

,Arrested 

8,144 100.0% 

r-,---------4t------'.;------:-1 
Prosecution Declined No True Bill 

100.1% 540.7% 

I Lower Court 

6,210 76.3% 
I 

Prosecuted 

8,080 99.2% 
I ----, 

'Upper Court 

1,870 23.0% 
I 

.l a 
Dism~ssed 

I 
Acquitted 

I 
Convicted 

""1 
Other I b Dismissed 

'- I 
Acquitted 

50 
2.7% 

I 
Convicted 

1,679 
89.8% 

2,611 
42.0% 

20 
0.3% 

3,565 
57.4% 

14 
0.2% 

Trial~~ 8 

126 
6.7% 

97 5.8% 
. Plead 2,710 

0.2% 
76.0% 
23.8% 

1,225 73.0% 

% Of 
Convicted 

15.6% 

4.0% 

0.2% 

30.8% 

16.4% 

18.9% 

3.1% 

11.0"!. 

557 

143 

6 

1,099 

585 

673 

111 

391 

YO 847 

Prison 

Jail 

J'ail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othere 

npercentages of cases processed by thl! Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by thf! Upper Court. 

cPercentages of cases convicted. 

357 21.3% 

% Of 
Convicted 

568 33.8% 

178 10.6% 

198 11.8% 

1 0.1% 

588 35.0% 

15 0.9% 

56 3.3% 

8 0.5% 

67 4.0% 

d Includes 1 cases in the Lower Court and 7 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 
conviction is unknown. 

elncludes 217 cases convicted in the 7:'ower Court and 54 cases convicted in the Upper Court 
for. which type of sente.nce is not available, and 1 cnses showing a prison sentence 
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction. 

-,_---------~------------------'-----"'----'----'---------.- -.-- '1 ',i 
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Figure C-31 
CRIMINAl, JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUHHARY 

Other MPA's 
Class E Arrest Offense 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

3,607 100.0% 

i 
Prosecution Declined 

I o 0.0% 

i Lower Court 

3,018 83.7% 
I 

Prosecuted 

3,575 99.1% 
I 

I No True Bill 

32 0.9% 

I Upper Court 

557 15.4% 
I 

I 
Dismisseda I 

Acquitted 
i 

Convicted 
":'1 

Other 
I b I Dismissed Acquitted 

i 
Convicted 

1,135 
37.6% 

1: Of 
Convicted 

19.2% 

2.8% 

0.1% 

22.9% 

27.5% 

19.9% 

1.8% 

5.9% 

9 
0.3% 

1,872 
62.0% 

359 

52 

2 

428 

515 

373 

33 

110 

2 
0.1% 

46 14 
8.3% 2.5% 

Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

11 
1,602 

259 

Jail 

0.6% 
85.6% 
13.8% 

Prison 

Jail 

and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

'Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othere 

npercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

cPercentages of cases convicted. 

103 

67 

54 

1 

187 

33 

28 

1 

15 

489 
87.8% 

Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

45 9.2% 
395 80.8% 
49 10.0% 

% Of 
Convicted 

21.1% 

13.7"!. 

11.0% 

0.2% 

38.2% 

6.7% 

5.7"!. 

0.2% 

3.1% 

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

eIncludes 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 conviction. 
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Figure C-32 
CRUIINAL JtJS'l'!CE S,{S'rC:M l!ROCESSING SUMMARY 

Uther MPA's 

Prosecution Declined 

2 <0.1% 

I Lower Court 
2,642 63.6% 

~[ ........ -----~I~I---------~I-------' 
Dismisseda Acquitted Convicted Other 

1 ,619 11 1,005 7 
61.3% 0.4% 38.0% 0.3% 

Trialc 10 
,Plead 840 
'YO 155 

% Of 
Convicted 

18.7% 188 

Personal Crimes 
1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

4,155 100.0% 

Prosecuted 
4,080 98.2% 

I 

r-' Dismissedb 

1.0% 
83.6% 
15.4% 

Prison 

Jail 

~4 
5.8% 

4.6% 46 Jail and Probation 

0.3% 3 Jail and Fine 

28.8% 289 Probation 

18.5% 186 Fine 

19.4% 195 Conditional Discharge 

2.9% 29 Unconditional Discharge 

6.9% 69 Othere 

apercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases proC'essed by the Upper Court. 

~Percentages of cases convicted. 

I No True Bill 
73 1.8% 

1 Upper Court 
1,438 34.6% 

I 
I 

Acquitted 
j 

Convicted 
1,236 
86.0% 

107 
7.47. 

624 

115 

110 

a 

303 

8 

23 

3 

50 

Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

163 13.270 
853 69.0% 
:1.20 17.8% 

% Of 
Convicted 

50.5% 

9.3% 

8.9% 

0.0% 

24.5% 

0.6% 

1.9% 

0.2% 

4.0% 

dlncludcs a cases in the Lower Court and 3 cases in the UpPO¥" Court in which method of 
conviction is unkuown. 

elncludcs 49 cases convicted jn the Lower Court and 43 cnses convicted in the Upper COlltt 
for whi('h type of SE'ntence is not nvailablC', and 1 cases showinA 11 pdson s('nt'encc 
erroneously reSUlting from a Lower Court conviction. 

u.,,' ",,"' _______________ ......... ______ .~ __ .:. ____ ~ ___ ~ ______ ~__.L.~ _______ _ 
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Figure C-33 
CRnlI~AJ. ,Jl/S'rICE SYS'L'EH PROCES8ING lWMNARY 

Other MPA's 
Property Crimes 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

842 100.0% 

I 
Prose~ution Declined -I 4 <0.1% 

I Lower Court 
6,512 77.3% 

I 
[ 

Dismissoda I 
Acquitted 

2,577 
39 •. 6% 

% Of 
Convicted 

17.5% 

3.5% 

0.1% 

29.0% 

16.3% 

18.3% 

3.0% 

12.3% 

18 
0.3% 

apercentages 

bpercentages 

of 

of 

Prosecuted 

8,360 99.3% 
I 

I 
Convicted 

I 
Other 

r b Dismissed 
3,912 
60.1% 

685 

135 

3 

1,134 

637 

717 

118 

483 

5 
0.1% 

116 
6.3% 

Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

5 0.1% 
2,86:l 73.2% 
1,044 26.7% 

Prison 

Jail 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othere 

cases proceosed by the Lower Court. 

cases processed by the Upper Court. 

CPercentages of cases convicted. 

I No True Bill 
57 0.7% 

Upper Court 
1,848 21.9% 

I 
Acquitted 

I j 

Convicted 
1,678 
90.8% 

41 
2.2% 

Tdalc 80 4.8% 
Plead 1,174 70.0% 
YO 424 25.3% 

% Of 
Convicted 

591 35.2% 

175 10 .4% 

189 11.3% 

1 0.1% 

574 34.2% 

12 0.7% 

41 2.4% 

7 0.4% 

88 5.2% 

dlncludes 1 ('nses in the Lower C,)urt nnd 6 cases in the Uppe.r Court in which mc-thod of 
convi(' tion is IInknmm. 

e1ncl udes 296 cases convict:ed in the Lower Court and 75 caMS convict~d in the Uppar Court 
for which type or sClltunc-c is not nvnilnhl(', lInll a cnSNI shmdng n prison Sl'ntcllec 
erroneously resulting· frnm a Lower Court convic:ti.lm. 
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Figure C-34 
GRHIINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM Pl{OCES~IN(J Sl!}~IARY 

Other MPA's 
Drug Crimes 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

883 100.0% 

r---------------·--------~I~-----------------~ Prosecution Declined No True Bill 
o 0.0% 4 0.5? 

I Lower Court 
531 60.1% 

Prosecuted 
~,79 99.5% 

I I Upper Court 

[ 
Dismisseda 

I 
I 

Acquitted 
I 

Convicted 
i 

Other I b Dismissed 

348 39.4% 
I 

j 

Convicted I 
Acquitted 

300 
56.5% 

% Of 
Convicted 

10.8% 

2.6% 

0.0% 

27.7% 

37.2% 

16.5% 

1.7% 

3.5% 

o 
0.0% 

231 
43.5% 

25 

6 

0 

64 

86 

38 

4 

a 

a 
0.0% 

Trialc 2 
Plead 204 
YO 25 

0.9% 
88.3% 
10.8% 

Prison 

Jail 

35 
10.1% 

Ja.il and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othera 

~ercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

cPercentages of cases convicted. 

6 
1.7% 

84 

24 

60 

0 

116 

1 

10 

3 

6 

304 
87.4% 

19 6.3% 
248 81.6% 

37 12.2% 

% Of 
Convicted 

27.6% 

7.9% 

19.7% 

0.0% 

38.2~ 

(J.3% 

3.3% 

1.0% 

2.0% 

dlncludes 0 cnses in the Lower Court and 1 cases in the UppElr Court in which method of 
conviction is unknown. 

I:1Includes 6 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 2 easelS convicted in the Upper Court 
for which type of sentcnr.e is not avnilnb1et and 0 cllses showlnr, n prison sentence 
erroneously resulting (rom a Lower COllrt r.clIlvir.tion. 

------~-----.--.--.--------------=~---. 'it.1 
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Figure C-35 
CRlHINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCE!:lStNO StThC1AIW 

Other MPA's 
Other Crimes 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

2,141 100.0% 

I 
Prosecution Declined I 5 0.2% 

r Lower Court 
1,516 70.8% 

Prosecuted 
2,116 98.8% 

I 

I No True Bill 
20 0.9% 

I Upper Court 
600 28.0% 

I 
r­

Dbmisseda 
I 

I 
Acquitted 

I 
COlllvioted 

I 
Other DisJissedb Acqui~ted 

j 

Convicted 
523 

87.2% 
.527 

34.8% 

% Of 
Convicted 

14.2% 

2.5% 

0.4% 

27.6% 

29.5% 

21.2% 

1.8% 

2.7% 

2 
0.17. 

983 
64.8% 

140 

25 

4 

271 

290 

208 

18 

27 

4 
0.3% 

Trialc 5 
Plead 925 
YO 53 

0.5% 
94.1% 

5.4% 

Prison 

Jail 

50 15 
8.3% 2.5% 

Ja:1,l and Probation 

Jdl and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othere 

apercentuges of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the tipper Court. 

cPercentages of cases convicted. 

41 7.8% 
459 87.8% 

23 4.4% 

% Of 
Convicted 

131 25.0% 

58 1l.1% 

58 11.1% 

2 0.4% 

205 39.2% 

30 5.7% 

33 6.3% 

0 0.0% 

6 1.1% 

dlncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 2 c:ases in the Upper Court in \'lhich method of 
conviction is unknown. 

elnclucles 8 cases convicted in the Lower Court aud 3 callc.!s convicted in the. Upper Court 
for which type of sentMC'e is not avnilnble t nnd 1 cnses showing a prison sentence 
erroneously resulting (rom a Lower Court convict1.on. 
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Figure C-36 
CRTNINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUl1MARY 

Other Areas 
Class A Arrest Offense 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

166 100.0% 

I Prosecution Declined I a 0.0% 

I Lower Court 
50 30.1% 

.l DismJ.sseda 
I 

i 
Acquitted 

30 
60.0% 

% Of 
Convi.cted 

20.0% 

5.0% 

5.0% 

20.0% 

30.0% 

20.0% 

0,0% 

0.0% 

a 
0.0% 

apercentages 

bpercentages 

of 

of 

I 
Convicted 

20 
40.0% 

I 
Other 

a 
0.0% 

Trialc a 
Plead 19 

. "'YO 1 

.4 

Prosecuted 
166 

0.0% 
95.0% 

5.0% 

100.0% 

I 

I 
Dismissedb 

8 
6.9% 

Prison 

Jail 

1 Jail and Pr:obation 

1 Jail and Fine 

4 Probation 

6 Fine 

4 Conditional Discha~ge 

0 Unconditional Discharge 

0 Othere 

cases processed by the Lcwer Court. 

cases processed by the Upper Court. 

"1 No True Bill 
a 0.0% 

i Upper Court 
116 69.9% 

I 
I 

Acquitted 
i 

Convicted 
5 

4.3% 
102 

87.9% 

I Otlier 
1 

0.9% 

·22 21.6% 
76 74.5% 
4 3.9% 

% Of 
Convicted 

59 57.8% 

7..0 19.6% 

5 4.9% 

a 0.0% 

15 14.7% 

a 0.0% 

3 2.9% 

0 0.0% 

a 0.0% 

cPercentages of cases convicted. 
d Jncludes a cases in the Lower Court and a c~ses in the Upper Court in which method of 

e 
cOllvict:i.on is '.mknown. 
Includes a cases convicted in the Lower Court and a cases convicted in the. Upper Court 
felr which type of sentence is not available, and a cases showing a prison sentence 
erroneously resulting from a Lo~.er Court conviction. 

" () 
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Figure C-37 
CRUtINAL JUSTICE SYSTEH PROCgSSTNC SUMMARY 

Other Areas 
Class \13 Arres,t Offense 

1979 Dispositions 

Arreste9· 
436 100.0% 

I 
Prosecution Declinad 

a 0.0% I 

No True Bill 
2 0.5% 

i Lower Court 
153 35.1% 

( 
Dismisseda 

I . 
i 

Acquitted 
83 

54.2% 

% Of 
Convicted 

29.0% 

U .6% 

0.0% 

31.9% 

8.7%' 

13.0% 

0.0% 

5.8% 

a 
0.0% 

apercentages 

bpercentag~s 
of 

of 

I 
Convicted 

69 
45.1% 

¥ 
Other 

1 
0.7% 

Tril1l c 1 
Plead 59 
YO 9 

20 

Prosecuted 
434 99.5% 

I i Upper Cour!: 
281 64.4% 

r---' ~-----rl--·--~I~I------~I Dismiss~db Acquitted Convicted Otti.er 
16 13 244 8 

5.7% 4.6% 86.8% 2.8% 

31 12.7% 
187 76.6% 

26 10.7% 

1.4% 
85.5% 
13.0% 

% Of 
Convicted 

Prison 157 64.3% 

Jail 2:a 9.0% 

B Jail and P.robat:l.on 14 5.7% 

a Jail and Fine 1 0.4% 

22 Probation 42 17.2% 

6 Fine 1 0.4% 

9 Conditional Discharge 1 0.4% 

a Unconditional Discharge a 0.0% 

4 Othere 6 2.5% 

cases proc~ssed by the Lower Court. 

cases processed by the Upper Court. 

cPercentages of cases convicted. 
dIncludes a cases ill the Lower Court and 4 cases in 'thfii Upper Court in which method of 
conviction is unknown. 

e1ncludes 4 cases 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 sent~nce 
erroneously resulting f1:''''&: a 1.ower Court conviction. 

-

,J ~,~-.",~.-.-,.-. ..,.,. ~.-
._. ,~_. _______ ", __ ,~ ___ ~"""' ____ M_'_"~_ '''1.] 

r:'o 4
n 

..-... ,.,.."' ____ ~,.~~_ ...... ~,~_, .. "~_.'""'_"_, . ..._. __ ., ____ ~ __ ,....,...,... .... '"~_'~~'._r~ ... ~-..... ""~ __ :.:.."_..:==:._..,.....,.--

IlL 

~~: 



,;1 

~(. 

" 

I,' 

-128-

Figure C-38 
CRIMINAL JUgTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUNHARY 

Other Areas 
Class C Arrest Offense 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

1,118 100.0% 

I 
Prosecution Declined 

I 2 0.2% 

I Lower Court 
589 52.7% 

I 

Prosecuted 

1,115 99.7% 
! 

I 
No True Bill 

1 0.1% 

i Upper Court 
526 47.0% 

! 
j ( 

Dismisseda r= 
Acquitted 

I 
Convicted 

1 
Other r b Dismissed 

I 
Acquitted Convicted I OtHer 

247 
41.9% 

% Of 
Convicted 

24.3% 

5.0% 

1.2% 

23.7% 

21. 7% 

14.5% 

0.9% 

8.6% 

2 
0.3% 

337 
57.2% 

82 

17 

4 

80 

73 

49 

3 

29 

3 
0.5% 

TrisIC 
Plead 
YO 

o 0.0% 
262 77.7% 

75 22.3% 

Prison 

Jail 

37 
7.0% 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Condi~ional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othere 

apercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases p~ocesaed by the Upper Court. 

cPercentages of cases convict~d. 

14 467 8 
2.7% 88.8% 1.5% 

18 ·3.9% 
309 66.2% 
140 30.0% 

% Of 
Convicted 

167 35.8% 

64 13.7% 

49 10.5% 

0 0.0% 

157 33.6% 

1 0.2% 

13 2.8% 

0 0.0% 

16 3.4%, 

dlncludes 0 cases in the Lower Court an.d' 3 cases in 
conviction is unknown. 

the Uppsr Court in which method of 

eIncl'Jdes 28 cases convicted in the Lowe:- Court and 17 cases convicted in the Upper' Court 
for which type of sentence is not <lvaj.labla. and 0 cases showing a prison sentence 
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court convi~tion. 

-129-

Figure C-39 
CRIMINAL ,7US'l'ICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SllMHARY 

Other Areas 
Class D Arrest Offense 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

5,360 100.0% 

Prosecution Declined 

3 0.1% 

r Lower Court 

3,552 66.3% 

I 

Prosecuted 

5,349 99.8% 
! 

I , 
No True Bill 

8 0.1% 

i Upper Court 

1,797 33.5% 
! 

[ 
Dismisseda I 

Acquitted 
I 

Convicted 
I 

Other I b Dismissed 
I 

Acquitted 
j -

Convicted 
1,627 
90.5% 

! Otlier 

o 

1,157 4 
32. 6~' 0.1% 

% Of 
Convicted 

25.7% 

4 •. 9% 

0.8% 

21.4% 

22.0% 

15;4% 

1.2% 

8.7% 

/lpercen t~ges of 

bpercentages of 

2,380 
67.0% 

611 

116 

18 

509 

524 

366 

28 

208 

11 
0.3% 

Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

9 
1,855 

516 

Jail 

0.4% 
77 .9% 
21.7% 

Prison 

Jail 

120 
6.7% 

and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

a there 

cases processed by the Lower Court. 

cases processed by the Upper Court. 

19 
1.1% 

410 

170 

171 

3 

669 

21 

109 

11 

63 

31 
1. 7% 

45 2.8% 
993 61.0% 
589 36.2% 

% Of 
Convicted 

25.2% 

10.4% 

10.5% 

0.2% 

41.1% 

1.3% 

6.7% 

0.7% 

3.9% 

cPercemtages of cases convicted. 
d Includes 0 cases in the Lower Court and 10 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 
conviction is unknown. 

elncludes 189 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 50 cases convicted in the Upper. Court 
for which type of sentence is not availnble. ar,\d 0 crises showing a prison sentence 
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction. 
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Figure c-40 
CRUllNAI. JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMHARY 

Other Areas 

I Prosecution Declined 

I 
Dismisseda 

633 
33.4% 

o 0.0% 

r' Lower Court 
1,894 74.2% 

I 
I 

Acquitted 
4 

0.2% 

I 
Convicted 

1,243 
65.6% 

Class E Arrest Offense 

I 
Other 

14 
0.7% 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

2,554 100.0% 

I 
Prosecuted 

2,548 99.8% 
I 

Dis!issedb 
54 

8.3% 

TrialC 6 0.5% 
Plead 1,055 84.9% 
YO 182 14.6% 

%Of 
Convicted 

Prison 

18.0% 224 Jail 

2.7% 34 Jail and Probation 

0.6% 8 Jail and Fine 

16.3% 203 Probation 

31.5% 392 Fine 

23.2% 288 Conditional Discharge 

0.7% 9 Unconditional Discharge 

6.8% 85 Othere 

apercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 
b Perc6ntages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

cPercentages of cases con,,~cted. 

I 
No True Bill 

6 0.2% 

I Upper Court 
654 25.6% 

I 
I 

Convicted I 
Acquitted 

I OUier 
14 

2.1% 

73 

56 

46 

1 

29,3 

43 

57 

2 

7 

578 
88.4% 

27 
472 

79 

8 
1.2% 

4.7% 
81.7% 
13.7% 

% Of 
Convicted 

12.6% 

9.7% 

8.0% 

0.2% 

50.7% 

7.4% 

9.9% 

0.3% 

1.2% 

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

elncludes 77 cases convicted in the Lower Court: and 4 cases convicted in the Upper Court 
for which type of sentence is not available, and 0 cases Rhowing a prison sentence 
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction. 

U.
l~I __ , __ *-________ ~ ______ ~~ __ ~' ~~ ____ ~ ____ ~ ______________ _ 
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I Figure C-41 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSJ NG SU!>t.'1ARY 

Other Areas 

Proeecution Declined 

1 <0.1% 

I Lower Court 
1,279 63.5% 

Personal Crimes 
1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

2,014 100.0% 

I 
Prosecuted 

2,003 99.5% , 

I No True Bill 

10 0.5% 

I . 
Upper Court 
724 35.9% 

I 
[ 

Disrnisseda 
576 

45.0% 

I 
I 

Acquitted 
I 

Convicted 
I 

Other Dis!issedb Acqui~ted 
I 

Convicted 

% Of 
Convicted 

31.1% 

5.8% 

1.0% 

19.5% 

23.3% 

14.7% 

0.9% 

3.7% 

3 
0.2% 

694 
54.3% 

216 

40 

7 

135 

162 

102 

6 

26 

6 
0.5% 

Trialc 5 
Plead 600 
YO 89 

0.7% 
86.5% 
12.8% 

Prison 

Jail 

57 29 
7.9% 4.0% 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othere 

apercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

Cpercentages of cases convictea. 

15 

1 

14 

627 
86.6% 

2.4% 

0.2% 

2.2% 

dlncludes 0 cases in the I.ower. Court and 7 cases in 'the Upper Court in which method of 
conviction is unknown. 

e1ncludes 22 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 10 cases convicted in the Upper. Court 
for. which type of sentE.'IlC'.C:l is not nvailnble, and 0 cnSelS showing II pd son scnten<!(.> 
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conViction. 
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Figure C-'12 
CRUUNAL JI.:STICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMNARY 

Ot;her Areas 

Prosecution Declined 

1 <0.1% 

Lower Court 

Property Crimes 
1979 Dispositions 

Arrested _ 

5,407 100.0% 

I 
Prosecuted 

5,400 99.9% 
I 

I 
No True Bill 

6 0.1% 

1 Upper Court 

-- - ~--------~-

3,498 64.7% 1,90,?' 35.2% , 
DiS1!lisseda 

1,191 
34.0% 

i 
Acquitted 1 

Convicted 
I 

Other Dis~issedb-~~ted 
I 

Co'nvic ted· OtJer 

% Of 
Convicted 

24.1% 

5.0% 

0.5% 

22.9% 

16.1% 

18.4% 

0.9% 

12.1% 

5 
0.1% 

2,283 
65.3% 

19 
0.5% 

121 24 
6.4% 1. 3% 

jTrialc 5 
Plead 1,645 
YO 633 

0.2% 
72,1% 
27.7% 

Prisot\ 

551 Jail 

114 Jail and Proba'l;ion 

12 Jail and Fine 

522 Probation 

368 Fine 

419 Conditional Discharge 

21 Unconditional Discharge 

276 Othere 

~ercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 
b Percentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 
c Percentages of cases convicted 

1,725 32. 
90.7% L 7% 

rTrialc 
H-Plead 
: I--yO 

405 

170, 

170 

1 

753 

28 

117 

7 

74 

39 2.3% 
988 57.3% 
698 40.5% 

% Of 
Convicted 

23.5% 

9.9% 

9.9% 

0.1%· 

43.7% 

1.6% 

6.8% 

0.4% 

4.3% 

d • 
Incluides

i 
0 ciases in the Lower Court and 7 cases in the Upper Court in which method of 

conv ct on s unknown. . 
e 
~nclud~s 257 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 58 cases convicted in the Upper Court 
or 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-l13 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SY.STEM PROCESSING SUNMARY 
Other Areas 

I 
Prosecution Declined 

o 0.0% 

i Lower Court 
352 64.5% 

Drug Crime 
1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

546 100.0% 

I 
Prosecuted 

546 100.0% 
I. 

r-: ~( ______ .~I~I~ _______ -rI ________ ~1 

Dismisseda Acquitted Convicted Other Dismissedb 
17 

8.8% 
153 1 198 0 

43.5% 0.3% 56.3% 0·.0% 

% Of 
Convicted 

17.2% 

2.5:t 

3.5:~ 

18.2% 

45.5% 

9.6% 

0.0% 

3.5% 

34 

5 

7 

36 

90 

19 

0 

7 

Trialc 
Plead 
YO 

4 
170 

24 

2.0% 
85.9% 
12. li~ 

Prison 

Jail 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othere 

apercentages of cases processed by the Lower Court. 

bpercentages of cases processed by the Upper Court. 

cPercel\tages of cases convicted. 

:-:-t No True Bill 

o 0.0% 

I Upper Court 
194 35.5% 

I 
A .1 d cqul.tte 

I 
Convicted 

1 
0.5% 

60 

29 

18 

0 

53 

5 

6 

1 

2 

174 
89.7% 

..... 

11 6.3% 
143 82.2% 
20 11.5% 

% Of 
Cotlvicted 

34.5% 

16.7% 

10.3% 

0.0:1-

30.5~. 

2.9% 

3.4% 

0.6% 

1.1% 

dlncludes 0 cases in the Lower"l':ourt and 0 cases in 'the Uppcr Court in which method of 
conviction is unknown. 

e1ncludes 6 cases convicted itt the Lower Court and 2 cases convict~d in the Upper Court 
for which type of sC'ntcnC'c is not availnble, and 0 CllseR showing a prison sentence 
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction. 
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Figure C-44 
CRUIINAL ,IUSTr.t:g S'{S't'gM PROCESS1NG SUMHARY 

Other Areas 
Other Crimes 

1979 Dispositions 

Arrested 

1.667 100.0% 

I 
Prosecution Declined I 3 0.2% 

, 
Lowei: Court 

1,109 66.5% 

Prosecuted 
1,663 99.8% 

I 

I No True Bill 
1 <0.1% 

1 Upper Court 
554 33.2% 

I 
r 

Dismisseda 
I 

I 
Acquitted 

. I 
Convicted 

874 . 

I 
Other DisJissedb Acqui~ted 

i 
Convicted 

230 
20.7% . 

% Of 
Convicted 

16.0% 

1.9% 

0.6% 

14.3% 

43.6% 

20.1% 

1.5% 

1.9% 

1 
0.1% 

ilpercentages 
bperccntages 

of 

of 

78.8% 

140 

17 

5 

125 

381 

176 

13 

17 

4 
0.4% 

Tria1c 2 0.2% 
Plead 835 95.5% 
YO 37 4.2% 

Priso.n 

Jail 

40 11 
7.2% 0.2% 

Jail and Probation 

Jail and Fine 

Probation 

Fine 

Conditional Discharge 

Unconditional Discharge 

Othere 

cases processed by the Lower Court. 

cases processed by the Upper Court. 

cPercentages of cases convicted. 

95 

49 

33 

1 

240 

23 

45 

'+ 
2 

492 
88.8% 

5.7% 
88.0% 

6.3% 

% Of 
Convicted 

19.3% 

10.0% 

6.7% 

0.2% 

4R.8% 

4.n; 

9.1% 

0.8% 

0.4% 

dlnc1ude$ 0 cases in the Lower Court and 4 cases in ·the Upper Court in which method of 
conviction is unknown. 

elncludes 13 cases convicted in the Lower Court and 1 CIll'lCS convicted in the Upper Court: 
for which type of sentence is not availablc, and 0 CllflCS showinr. n prison scntenCl:l 
erroneously resulting from a Lower Court conviction. 
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APPENDIX D 
DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE 

DATA BY COUNTY 
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APPENDIX D 
DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE DATA BY COUNTY 

COUNTY ARRESTED NOT PROSECUTED PROSECUTED DISMISSEDa ACQUITTED 

7. OF % OF % OF % OF 
N N ARRESTED COURT N ARRESTED N PROSC. N PROSC. 

Bronx 17,195 449 2.6 LOv-'ER 13,975 81.3 7,606 54.4 96 0.7 
UPPER 2,771 J.6.1 273 9.9 162 5.8 

Kingt. 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 Lm~R 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 4 0.4 
UPPER 418 27.5 73 17.5 10 2.4 

Quel.ms 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 11./;' 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 18 1.7 

Onondaga 1,083 1 0.1 LOWER 712 65.7 329 46.2 0 0.0 
UPPER 370 3/+.2 19 5.1 8 2.2 

Suffolk 4,048 18 0.4 LOWER 2,826 69.8 1,21.6 43.0 7 0.2 
UPPER 1,204 29.7 1CI9 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 1.1 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 27.1 321~ 7.7 169 4.0 

Albany 1,012 a 0.0 LOWER 880 87.0 301 34.2 2 0.2 
UPPER 132 13.0 7 5.3 11 8.3 

Allegany 69 a 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 a 0.0 .. UPPER 262 75.9 14 5.3 4 1.5 

Ca.ttaraugus 63 a 0.0 LOWER 30 47.6 6 20.0 0 0.0 
UPPER 33 52.4 0 0.0 a 0.0 

to a Includes 479 cases Statewide with a final disposition codes as "other." (rev. ) 

L..' I -__ ~._.~-_ .~_llL'\....~~ _____ . 
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DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE DATA BY COUNTY - (continued) 

CONVICTED 
UNSUPERVISED 

SENTENCE PROBATION JAIl., PRISON 

% OF % OF r. OF % OF r. OF 
N PROSe. N CONVICTED N CONVICTED N CONVICTED N CONVICTED 

6,273 44.7 3,523 56.2 943 15.0 1,807 28.8 
2,336 84.3 0 0.0 133' 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 2,803 0.0 
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 
3,454 82.2 194 5.6 796 23.0 

3 0.0 
577 16.7 1,887 54.6 

458 44.9 241 52.6 88 19.2 129 28.2 
335 80.1 32 9.6 118 

0 0.0 
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 51.4 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 il70 48.5 175 31.4 111 19.9 1 0.2 
504 79.4 60 11.9 164 32.S 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 55.4 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 ~5.0 5 20.8 0 0.0 
33 100.0 1 3.0 17 51.5 7 21.2 8 24.2 

blncludes 1,11.5 cases Statewide for which type of sentence is not available, 1,098 of 
which resu1tE!d from youthful offender findings. 
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DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE DATA BY COUNTY 

COm..Tl ARRESTED NOT PROSECUTED PROSECUTED DISMISSEDa 

: OF :t OF 7. OF 
N N .ARRESTED COURT N ARRESTED N PROSC. 

Cayuga 55 0 0.0 LOWER 54 98.2 7 13.0 
UPPER 1 1.8 0 0.0 

Chautauqua 262 0 0.0 LOWER 105 40.1 20 19.0 
UPPER. 157 59.9 8 5.1 

Chemung 196 0 0,0 LOt-lER 49 25.0 15 30.6 
UPPER 147 75,0 2 1.4 

Chenango 47 0 0.0 LOWER 38 80.9 7 18.4 
UPPER 9 19.1 2 22.2 

Clinton 175 5 2.9 LotmR 56 32.0 11 19.6 
UPPER. 114 65.1 18 15.8 

Columbia 141 1 0.7 LOWER 101 71.6 28 27.7 
UPPER 39 27.7 4 10.3 

Cortland 108 2 1.9 LOWER 49 45.4 19 38.8 
UPPER 57 52.8- 5 8.8 

Delaware 104 0 0.0 LOWER 76 73.1 16 21.1 
UPPER 28 26.9 0 0.0 

Dutchess 657 0 0.0 LOWER 526' 80.1 217 41.3 
UPPER 131 19.9 8 6.1 

Essex 90 0 0.0 LOWER 66 73.3 6 9.1 
UPPER 24 26.7 3 12.5 

Franklin 95 0 . 0.0 LOWER 55 57.9 15 27.3 
UPPER 40 42.1 5 12.5 

Fulton 85 0 0.0 LOWER 47 .55.3 11 23 •. 4 
UPPER 38 44.7 2 5.3' 

Genesee 93 0 0.0 LOWER 48 51.6 17 35.4 
UPPER 45 48.4 3 6.7 

Greene 95 '2 2.1 LOWER 43 45.3 24 55.8 
UPPER 50 52.6 15 30.0 

Hamilton 11 0 0.0 LOWER 0 0.0 0 0.0 
UPPER 11 100.0 1 9.1 

Herkimer 11 0 0.0 LOWER 66 93.0 17 25.8 
UPPER 5 7.0 0 0.0 

Jefferson 210 5 2.4 LOWER 46 21.9 5 10.9 
UPPER 159 75.1 26 16.4 

Lewis 28 0 0.0 Lm-lER 8 28.6 0 0.0 
UPPER 20 71.4 0 0.0 , alnc1udes 479 cases Statewide with a f1,£181 disposition coded as 'other. " 

---------._----- ----::---------'---..--------------"""""'------~ ... ------­.... 
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DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE DATA BY COUNTY - (continued) 

ACQUITTED UNSUPERVISED 

r. OF 
N PROSC. 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
1 0.9 

0 0.0 
1 2.6 

0 0.0 
2 3.5 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
1 0.8 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
1 2.6 

0 0.0 
2 4.4 

. 0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 o .,ll 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
2 1.3 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

CONVICTED SENTENCE PROBATION JAIL PRISON 
% OF % 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 42.5 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 13.3 0 0.0 28 100.0 5 17.9 13 46.4 8 28.6 2 7.1 

309 58.7 127 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 
bInc1udes 1,115 cases Statewide for which type of sentence is not available, 1,098 of 

. wh:!.ch resulted from youthful offender findings. 
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DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE DATA BY COUNTY 
j' ',' " 

-~ 
COUNTY ARRESTED NOT PROSECUTED PROSECUTED DISMISSED a 

7. OF % OF % OF 
N N ARRESTED COURT N ARRESTED N PRose. 

Livingston 71 0 0.0 LOWER 6 8.5 1 16.7 
UPPER 65 91.5 6 9.2 

Madison 92 a 0.0 LOWER 49 53.3 9 18.4 
UPPER 43 46.7 7 16.3 

Montgomery 56 0 0.0 LOl.J'ER 37 66.1 10 27.0 
UPPER 19 33.9 6 31.6 

Niagara 546 0 0.0 LOl.J'ER 426 78.0 172 40.4 
UPPER 120 22'.0 16 13.3 

Oneida 484 1 0.2 L()\.J'ER 111 22.9 42 37.8 
UPPER 372 76.9 3.2 8.6 

Ontario 168 0 0.0 LOWER 39 23.2 4 10.3 
UPPE'R 129 76.8 5 3.9 

Orange 924 4 0.4 LOWE':t 805 87.1 348 43.2 
UPPE':t 115 12.4 13 11.3 

Orleans 86 0 0.0 LOWER 20 23.3 8 40.0 
UPPER 66 7.7 5 7.6 

Oswego 148 0 0.0 LOWER 62 41.9 5 8.1 
UPPER 86 58.1 3 3.5 

Otsego 53 0 0.0 LOWE!.t 37 69.8 6 16.2 
UPPER 16 30.2 1 6.3 

Putnam 116 0 0.0 LOWER 104 89.7 69 66.3 
UPPER 12 10.3 1 8.3 

Rensselaer 307 1 0.3 LOWER 246 80.1 98 39.8 
UPPER 60 19.5 2 3.3 

Rockland 482 0 0.0 LOWER 305 63.3 173 56.7 
UPPER 177 36.7 1 0.6 

St. Lawrence 194 0 0.0 LOWER 146 75.3 47 32.2 
UPPER 48 24.7 9 18.8 

Saratoga 294 0 0-.0 LOWER 245 83.3 55 22.4 
UPPER 49 f6.7 10 20.4 

Schenectady 143 0 0.0 LOWEll 87 60.8 28 32.2 
UPPEll 56 39.2 9 16.1 

Schoharie 25 0 0.0 LOWER 17 68.0 1 5.9 
UPPER 8 32.0 0 0.0 

\ 
Schuyler 39 0 0.0 LOWER 24 61.5 3 12.5 

" UPPER 15 38.5 3 20.0 , 
e " . alnc1udes 479 cases Statewide with a fin,al disposition codes as oth r 

'----------~---------------------------.~"'~--'c_ , -'_~_, ___ ,. __ ._ 

ACQUITTED 

7. OF 
N PRose. 

0 0.0 
1 1.5 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

3 0.7 
8 6.7 

0 0.0 
9 2.4 

0 0.0 
2 1.6 

3 0.4 
2 1.7 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
4 4.7 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
1 1.7 

1 0.3 
1 0.6 

0 0.0 
2 4.2 

1 0.4 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
·1 1.8 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

'! ! 
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DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE DATA BY COUNTY _ (continued) 

CONVICTED UNSUPERVISEDb 
SENTENCE PROBATION JAIL PRISON 

% OF % OF % OF 7. OF % OF 
N PROSe. 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 55.0 7 17.5 11 27.5 0 0.0 36 83.7 5 13.9 16 44.4 9 25.0 6 16.7 27 73.0 12 44.4 3 11.1 12 44.4 0 0.0 13 158.4 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 96 160.0 5 5.2 37 38.5 11 11.5 43 44.8 69 62.2 38 55.1 14 20.3 17 24.6 0 0.0 331 89.0 45 13.6 144 4·3.5 61 18.4 81 24.5 35 89.7 24 68.6 2 5.7 9 25.7 0 0.0 122 94.6 21 17.2 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 87.0 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 11 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 67.8 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 
brncludes 1,115 cases Statewide for which type of sentence is not available, 1098 of 
which resulted from youthful offender findin~s. 
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I! DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE DATA BY COUNTY 
; j 

J : 

.N COUNTY ARRESTED NOT PROSECUTED PROSECUTED DISHISSE't'~ 
--., 

% OF. % OF % OF 
N N ARRESTED COURT N ARRESTED N PROSe. 

Seneca 58 0 0.0 LOWER 45 77,6 7 15.6 
UPPER. 13 22.4 0 0.0 

Steuben 181 0 0.0 LOWER 93 51.4 31 33.3 
UPPER 88 48.6 12 13.6 

Sullivan 327 0 0.0 Lo\ffiR 284 86.9 112 39.4 
UPPER 43 l3.1 0 0.0 

Tioga 36 0 0.0 LOt-TER 13 36.1 4 30.8 
UPPER 23 63.9 0 0.0 

Tompkins 130 0 0.0 LOWER 75 57.7 24 32.0 
UPPER 55 42.3 12 21.8 

Ulster' 230 1 0.4 LOWER 179 77 .8 63 35.2 
UPPER 50 21. 7 8 16.0 

Warren 233 0 0.0 LOWER 194 83.3 48 24.7 
UPPER 39 16.7 2 5.1 

Washington 83 0 0.0 LOWER 45 54.2 9 20.0 
UPPER 38 45.8 1 2.6 

Wayne 64 0 0.0 LOWER 62 96.9 7 11.3 
UPPER 2 3.1 0 0.0 

i~yoming 19 0 0.0 LOWER 1 5.3 0 0.0 
UPPER 18 94.7 2 11.1 

Yates 33 0 0.0 LOWER 24 72.7 4 16.7 
UPPER 9 27.3 0 0.0 

Other Areas 9,634 22 0.2 LOWER 6,238 64.7 ~,179 34.9 
Total UPPER 3,374 35.0 291 8.6 

, 
a tewide with a fina dis osition coded as "other." Includes 479 cases Sta p 

~>!,-~--------------.----------------------------------------..,.. ... ------'b:-::?~- ~ 'W: .. ',...,.-.. ~_, __ .9 

ACQUITTED 

r. OF 
N PROSC. 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
2 4.7 

0 0.0 
1 4.3 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
5 10.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
1 2.6 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

10 0.2 
65 1.9 

o , 
/ 

• \1» , ... 
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DISPOSITION AND SENTENCE DATA BY COUNTY - (continued) 

CONVICTED UNSUPERVISEIl b 
PRISON SENTENCE PROBATION JAIL 

% OF % OF % OF % OF % OF 
N PROSC. N CONVIC1:ED N CONVICTED N CONVICTED N CONVICTED 

38 84.4 17 44.7 11 28.9 10 26.3 0 0.0 
13 100.0 1 7.7 4 30.8 2 15.4 6 46.2 

62 66.7 41 66.1 9 14.5 12 19.4 0 0.0 
76 86.4 4 5.3 24 31. 6 28 36.8 20 26.3 

172 60.6 66 38.4 27 15.7 79 45.9 0 0.0 
41 95.3 0 0.0 13 31. 7 6 14.6 22 53.7 

9 69.2 5 55.6 1 11.1 3 33.3 0 0.0 
22 95.7 0 0.0 9 40.9 6 27.3 7 31.8 

51 68.0 21 41.2 23 45.1 7 13.7 0 0.0 
43 78.2 9 20.9 15 . 34.9 10 23.3 9 20.9 

116 64.8 77 66.4 9 7.8 30 25.9 0 0.0 
37 74.0 1 2.7 15 40.5 6 16.2 15 40.5 

146 75.3 63 43.2 17 11.6 66 45.2 0 0.0 
37 94.9 0 0.0 13 35.1 4 10.8 20 54.1 

36 80.0 24 66.7 2 5.6 10 27.8 0 0.0 
36 94.7 3 8.3 2 5.6 22 61.1 9 25.0 

55 88.7 37 67.3 9 16.4 9 16.4 0 0.0 
2 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.0 

1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 
16 88.9 2 12.5 7 43.8 4 25.0 3 18.8 

20 83.3 . 10 50.0 1 5.0 9 45.0 0 0.0 
9 100.0 2 22.2 4 44.4 2 22.2 1· 11.1 

4,049 64.9 2,083 51.4 818 20.2 1,148 28.4 0 0.0 
3,018 89.4 354 11. 7 1,176 39.0 622 20.6 866 28.7 

hrnc1udes 1,115 cases Statewide for which type of sentence is not available. 1,098 of 
l.;rhich resulted from youthful offender findings. 
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APPENDIX E 
SUPPLEMENTARY DATA TABLES 

I 



, 

de 

Class 
Of 

Offense Total 

A 100.0% 
(3,680) 

B 100.0% 
(9,075) 

C 100.0% 
(12,319) 

D 100.0% 
(37,324) 

E 100.0% 
(18,588) 

Class 
Of 

Offense Total 

A 100.0% 
(328) 

B 100.0% 
(1,306) 

C 100.0% 
(2,215) 

0 100.0% 
(8,144) 

E 100.0% 
(3,607) 

Preceding page blank 
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Table E-1a 

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

New York City 

TYEe of Offense 

Personal ProEert~ Drug 

23.4% 0.4% 76.2% 
(862) (13) (2,805) 

84.9% 10.0% 3.3% 
(7,707) (903) (299) 

55.8% 21.6% 12.4% 
(6,875) (2,657) (1,525) 

36.9% 43.0% 7.2% 
(13,784) (16,057) (2,689) 

6.0% 78.5% 3.5% 
(1,110) (14,586) (648) 

Table E-1b 

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

Other MPAs 

T,n~e of Offense 

Personal ProEert~ Drug 

23.2% 0.0% 76.8% 
(76) (0) (252) 

82.4% 16.2% 0.5% 
(1~076) (212) (7) 

39.5% 44.4% 10.9% 
(875) (984) (242) 

~~4.8% 55.1% 3.3% 
(2,021) (4,491) (271) 

3.0% 75.8% 3.1% 
(107) (2,734) ( 111) 

Other '{,) 

0.0% 
(0) 

1.8% 
(166 ) 

10.2% 
(1,262) 

12.8% 
(4,794) 

12.1% 
(2,244) 

. 
1 

Other 

0.0% 
(0) 

0.8% 
(11) 

5.1% 
(114) 

16.7% 
(1,361) 

\ 18.2% 
(655) 

! \ 

, , ~ 

i 
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Class 
Of 

Offense Total 

A 100.0% 
(166) 

B 100.0% 
(436) 

C 100.0% 
(1,118) 

D 100.0% 
(5,360) 

E 100.0% 
(2,554) 
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Table E-1c 

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

Other Areas 

T~~e of Offense 

Personal Pro~ert~ Drug 

19.9% 1.2% 76.5% 
(33) (2) (127) 

76.8% 20.4% 1.4% 
(335) (89) (6) 

30.7% 52.5% 11.6% 
(343) (587) ( 130) 

22.7% 57.0% 3.5% 
(1,215) (3,054) (185) 

3.4% 65.6% 3.8% 
(88) (1,675) (98) 

aFour Class A cases were missing data of offense type. 

Other 

2.4%a 
(4) 

1.4% 
(6) 

5.2% 
(58) 

16.9% 
(906) 

27.1% 
(693) 

... 

, .- r 
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Table E-2 

Attempt Offenses: 
Most Serious Charge at Arrest 

Attempt Offense Type by Region 

T~Qe of AttemQt Offense 

Region Total Pel"sonal ProEert,l Drug Othel" 

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) 

Othel" 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) 

aNumber of attempt offenses (i.e., most serious charge in the arl"est event was an 
attempt) . 

Table E-3 

Attempt Offenses: 
Most Serious Charge at Al"rest 

Attempt Offense Class by Region 

Class of AttemQt Offense 

Region Total A B C 0 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) 

aNtJmber of attempt offenses (i.e., most sel"ious charge in the arrest event \\fas an 
attempt) . 

, " . c 
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Table E-4 

Arrest Events 
Containing Multiple Charges: 

Type of Most Serious Arrest Charge 
by Region 

T~Ee of Most Serious Arrest Charge 

~ion Total Personal ProEert~ Dr~g Other 

New York City 75.7% 78.4% 77.7% 59.4% 72.9% 
(61,289) (23,783)a (26,601) (4,731) (6,174) 

Other ~lPAs 35.8% 40.8% 30.3% 51.B% 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) 

aThe 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-S. 

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 C 0 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 ) 

aThe number shown is 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 

Total Single Multiple Charge Arrest Events All Charge 
Arrest Arrest Misdemeanor One Felony ~lUS: 2 + Felonies plus: 
Events Events Total Onl~ o Aisd. + Misd. o ttlisCl. I + MisCl. 

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%a 75.7% 41.5% 12.7% 14.4% 3.9% 3.2% 

Other I 15,600 10,019 5,581 2,865 1 ,594 574 411 137 I-' 

MPA (l 00.0%) (51. 3%) (28.6%) (10.3%) (7.4%) (2.5%) U1 
I-' 

100.0% 64.2% 35.8% 18.4% 10.2% 3.7% 2.6% 0.9% I 

1), Other 9,634 6,744 2,890 1 ,658 790 273 111 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 2,74-7 
York (100.0%) (54.7%) (18.2%) (17.9%) (5.3%) (3.9%) 
State 100.0% 34.6% 65.7% 35.9% 11.9% 11.8% 3.5% 2.6% 
Total 

.-

apercentages not in parentheses are pet'cent of all -arrest events. 
\ 

bpercentages in parentheses are percent of all multiple charge arrest events. 

.. , 
<. , 

l' 
, 
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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 Ci ty 100.0% 29.0% 24.0% 28.9% 18.1% 
(63,494) (18,439) (15,207) (18,376) (11 ,472) 

Other MPAs 100.0% 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% 31.5% 24.3% 27.1% 17.1% 
State Total (86,562)a (27,307) (21,009) (23,478) (14,768) 

aSix 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 HisQanic 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) 

.fkgion 

New York City 

Other MPAs 

Other Areas 

New York State Total 
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Table E-9 

Median Age (in Years) of Offenders: 

All 

Race of Offenders 
by Region 

Offenders 
Total White 

23.8 24.7 

21.5 20.8 

21.2 20.9 

23.1 22.9 

Race of Offender 

Black HisEanic 

23.7 22.3 

22.9 22.0 

23.5 22.8 

23.5 22.3 

Other 

24.3 

23.5 

21.0 

23.7 

T7--" .------."'------.---.~.:---~-.. -"'==.=::::~==~~~:::::::::=....-:::..~=:::::.:::::::.:::::-..:::;:;::::=:::::::::..::.::::; ... ::.~:.:...::=~:- --.:..::: .. -:.::...::.:;:~:::::::::~:::-.:::::.-:..:.:::---.-
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Region 

New York City 

Other MPAs 

Other Areas 

New York 
State Total 

, 
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Table E-10 

Offender Prior Arrest Record 
by Region 

Prior Arrest Record 

No 
Total None Felonies 

100.0% 41.3% 9.3% 
(63,499) (26,221) (5,930) 

100.0% 45.5% 17.1% 
(14,047) (6,393) (2,407) 

100.0% 46.9% 20.5% 
(9,022) (4,230) (1,850) 

100.0% 42.6% 11.8% 
(86,568) (36,844) (10,187) 

Table E-11 

Offender Prior Conviction Record 
by Region 

1-3 
Felonies 

31.1% 
(19,731) 

28.8% 
(4,052) 

27.1% 
(2,445) 

30.3% 
(26,228) 

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

4 or More 
Felonies 

Region 18.3% 
(11 ,617) 

8.5% New York City 

(1,195) Other MPAs 

Other Areas 5.5% 
(497) 

15.4% New York State Total 

(13,309) 

.5 ....... • \ 
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Table E-12 

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

by Region 

Prior Arrest Record 
.11.11 

Offlenders No 
Total None Felonies 

23.8 20.3 26.1 

21.5 18.8 23.3 

21. 2 18.9 23.6 

23.1 19.8 24.9 

Table E-13 

Median Age (in Years) of Offenders: 
Offender Prior Conviction Record 

by Region 

1-3 
Felonies 

24.6 

23.1 

22.5 

24.1 

4 or More 
Felonies 

27.1 

26.2 

26.2 

27.0 

:~::::::::Jr.:::=_:::::;:::::_:;;;::::::::::::::::::;:;C-:~:::;:::l,:::=::'l:;:;::;~'::.:-:":,::,.~::.:::.:,~~h:::h'::::_,";~::,::_,:::~:::"~::::,:_:::::"'::_:_;::;:_._:::::";:;_:_:..:::.:::::':::Jt:::::::::::;;:;=::.:::~:::":::=,=::::.:'.'-;: , 



Race 
of 

Offender 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

Race 
of 

Offender 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

, 

0 

-
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Table E-14a 

Prior Arrest Record by Race of Offender 
New York City 

Prior Arrest Record 

No 1-3 
Total None Felonies Felonies 

100.0% 37.6% 12.0% 34.0% 
(20,851) (7,841) (2,502) (7.087) 

100.0% 37.9% 8.8% 32.2% 
(32,678) (12,371) (2,872) (10,538) 

100.0% 59.6% 5.6% 21.4% 
(9,602) (5,723) (537) (2,053) 

100.0% 77.7% 5.2% 14.4% 
(368) (286) (19) (53) 

Table E-14b 

Prior Arrest Record by Race of Offender 
Other MPAs 

Prior Arrest Record 

No 1-3 
Tota1 None Felonies Felonies 

100.0% 52.4% 17.7% 24.8% 
(8,871) (4,649) (1,572) (2,197) 

100.0% 32.7% 16.3% 36.3% 
(4,991) (1.634) (813) (1,813) 

100.0% 65.8% 11.1% 16.2% 
(117) (77) (13) (19) 

100.0% 48.5% 8.8% 33.8% 
~68) (33) (6) (23) 

4 or More 
Felonies 

16.4% 
(3,421) 

21.1% 
(6,897) 

13.4% 
(1,289) 

2.7% 
(10) 

4 or More 
Feionies 

5.1% 
(450) 

14.6% 
(731) 

6.8% 
(8) 

8.8% 
(6) 

-----.. ----------------,----------~~--. -
:~!' 

Race 
of 

Offender 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

.... - II 
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Table E-14c 

Prior Arrest Record by Race of Offender 
Other Areas 

Pri o,r Arrest Record 

No 1-3 
Total None Felonies Felonies 

100.0% 49.4% 20.9% 25.7% 
(7,506) (3,709) (1,566) (1,927) 

100.0% 33.4% 18.9% 34.4% 
(1,430) (478) (270) (492) 

100.0% 65.7% 14.3% 14.3% 
(35) (23) (5) (5) 

100.0% 39.2% 17.6% 41.2% 
(51) (20) (9) (21) 

4 or More 
Felonies 

4.1% 
(304) 

13.3% 
(190) 

5.7% 
(2) 

2.0% 
(1) 

, 
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Table E-1Sa 

Sex of Offender by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense 
New York State 

Sex of Offender 

Arrest Offense Total Male 

Personal 100.0% 89.9% 
(30,297) (27,241) 

Property 100.0% 90.0% 
(38,158) (34,338) 

Drug 100.0% 88.2% 
(7,480) (6,S96) 

86.4% 

Female 

10.1% 
(3,056) 

10.0% 
(3,820) 

11.8% 
(884) 

13.6% Other 100.0% 
(10,633) (9,192) (1,441) 

Type of 

Table E-15b 

Sex of Offender by Type of Most ~erious Arrest Offense 
New York City 

Sex of Offender 

Arrest Offense Total Male 

Personal 100.0% 89.7% 
(24,604) (22,070) 

ptO'.lperty 100.0% 90.1% 
(25,688) (23,139) 

Drug 100.0% 88.6% 
(6,107) (5,411) 

Other 100.0% 87.3% 
(7,100) (6,196) 

Female 

10.3% 
(2,534) 

9.9% 
(2,549) 

11.4% 
(696) 

12.7% 
(9(4) 

... 
M. ________________________________ ~ __________________________ ~ __ ==================~==========~j[~ __ ~ 

.l. .. ~.~~---~ 
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table E-1Sc 

Sex of Offender by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense 
Other MPAs 

Type of 
Sex of Offender 

Arrest Offense Total Male 

Personal 100.0% 90.1% 
(3,780) (3,405) 

Property 100.0% 89.1% 
(7,460) (6,646) 

Drug 100.0% 85.0% 
(847) (720) 

Other 100.0% 82.9% 
(1,960) (1,625) 

Table E-15d 

Sex of Offender by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense 
Other Areas 

Type of 
Sex of Offender 

Arrest Offense Total Male 

Personal 100.0% 92.3% 
(1,913) (1,766) 

Property 100.0% 90.9% 
(5,010) (4,553) 

Drug 100.0% 88.4% 
(526) (465) 

Other 100.0% 87.2% 
(1,573) (1,371) 

Female 

9.9% 
(375) 

10.9% 
(814) 

15.0% 
(127) 

17.1% 
(335) 

Female 

7.7% 
(147) 

9.1% 
(457) 

11.6% 
(61) 

12.8% 
(202) 

, 



, 
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Tabl e E-16a 

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

Type of 
Age of Offender 

Arrest Offense Total 16-19 20-24 25-34 

Personal 100.0% 29.2% 23.9% 28.0% 
(30,295)a (8,840) (7,255) (8,485) 

Property 100.0% 40.8% 23.9% 23.4% 
(38,155)b (15,570) (9,118) (8,922) 

Drug 100.0% 19.9% 30.8% 35.6% 
(7,480) (1,486) (2,305) (2,662) 

Other 100.0% 13.3% 21.9% 32.1% 
(10,632)c (1,411) (2,331) (3,409) 

aExcludes two (2) offenders for whom age was not available. 
bExcludes three (3) offenders fer whom age was not available. 
cExcludes one (1) offender for whom age was not available. 

Table E-16b 

35 or older 

18.9% 
(5,715) 

11.9% 
(4,545) 

13.7% 
(l,l}27 ) 

32.7% 
(3,481) 

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 

Personal 100.0% 29.2% 23.9% 28.4% 
(24,602)a (7,175) (5,700) (6,993) 

Property 100.0% 35.8% 24.1% 26.6% 
(25,686)b (9,203) (6,191) (6,840) 

Drug 100.0% 18.2% 29.5% 37.0% 
(6,107) 0,109) (1,800) (2,262) 

Other 100.0% c 13.4% 21.4% 32.1% 
(7,099) (952) 0,516) (2,281) 

aEXcludes two (2) offenders for whom age was not available. 
bExcludes two (2) offenders for whom age was not available. 
cExcludes one (1) offender 'for whom age was not available. 

35 or older 

19.2% 
(4,734) 

13.4% 
(3,452) 

15.3% 
(936) 

33.1% 
(2,350) 

___________________________ ,'-_______ ""--___________ "----s..lo. ___ . __ ~~~~~ ____ .~_. ______ ~~ __ 
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. Table E-16c 

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) 

9.1% Property 100.0% a 49.3% 23.7% 17.9% 
(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% 2~L6% 30.3% 34.0% 
(1,960) (259) (442) (593) (666) 

aExcludes 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 

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

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) 

0' 

, 



\ 

.'\ 

-162-

Table E-17a 

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

Type Cif 
Arrest Offense 

Personal 

Property 

Drug 

Other 

Total 

100.0% 
(30,297) 

100.0% 
(38,158) 

100.0% 
(7,480) 

100.0% 
(10,633) 

White 

35.0% 
(10,603) 

48.6% 
(18,544) 

40.2% 
(3,010) 

47.7% 
(5,071) 

Race of Offender 

Black Hispanic 

53.4% 10.9% 
(16,176) (3,307) 

39.0% 11.9% 
(14,882) (4,544) 

48.9% 10.7% 
(3,657) (797) 

41.2% 10.4% 
(4,384) (1,106) 

r.i_ 

Other 

0.7% 
(211) 

0.5% 
(188) 

0.2% 
(16) 

0.7% 
(72) 

a 
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Table E-17c 

Race of Offender by Type of Most Serious Current Offense 
Other MPAs 

Type of 
Arrest Offense 

Personal 

Property 

Drug 

Other 

Total 

100.0% 
(3,780) 

100.0% 
(7.460) 

100.0% 
(847) 

100.0% 
(1,960) 

White 

51.6% 
(1~949) 

68.1% 
(5,083) 

79.8% 
(676) 

59.3% 
(1,163) 

Race of Offender 

Black Hispanic 

46.8% 1.0% 
(1,768) (37) 

30.7% 0.8% 
(2,288) (60) 

19.2% 0.7% 
(163) (6) 

39.4% 0.7% 
(772) (14) 

Other 

0.7% " (26) 

0.4% 
(29) 

0.2% 
(2) 

0.6% 
( 11) 

; 



, 
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Table E-18a 

Offender Prior Arrest Record by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense 
New York State 

Type of 
Arrest Offense 

Prior Arrest Recore; 
No 1-3 . 4 or More 

Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies 

100.0% 40.5% 11.6% 32.3% 15.7% 
(30,297) (12,260) (3,520) (9,774) (4,743) 

Personal 

100.0% 45.7% 10.9% 27.7% 15.6% 
(38,158) (17,443) (4,164) (10,586) (5,965) 

Property 

100.0% 37.2% 10.1% 34.0% 18.7% 
(7,480) (2,782) (755) (2,543) (1,400) 

Drug 

100.0% 41.0% 16.4% 31.3% 11.3% 
(10,633) (4,359) (1,748) (3,325) (1,201) 

Other 

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) 

------~--------~-----.....--------------~-----,...,. .M: 
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Table E-18c 

Offender Prior Arrest Record by Type of Most Serious Arrest Offense 
Other MPAs 

Prior Arrest Record 
Type of 

Arrest Offense 
No 1-3 4 or More 

Total None Felonies Felonies Felonies 

Personal 100.0% 40.1% 17.4% 33.4% 9.1% 
(3,780) (1,517) (657) (1,263) (343) 

100.0% 50.7% 15.2% 25.9% 8.2% 
(7,460) (3,781) (1,135) (1,932) (612) 

Propel'"ty 

100.0% 50.2% 16.8% 27.6% 5.4% 
(847) (425) (142) (234) (46) 

Drug 

Other 100.0% 34.2% 24.1% 31.8% 9.9% 
(1,960) (670) (473) (623) (194) 

Table E-18d 

Offendel'" Prior Arrest Recol'"d by Type of Most Sel'"ious Arrest Offense 
Othel'" Areas 

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) (116) (20) 

Other 100.0% 36.9% 18.7% 27.8% 6.5% 
(1,573) (580) (452) (438) (103) 

I 



, 
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Table E-19a 

Sex of Offender by Cl ass of r~ost Seri ous 
Arrest Offense 
New York State 

Sex of Offender 
Class of 
Arrest Offense Total Male 

A 

B 

C 

0 

E 

100.0% 88.6% 
(3,487) (3,089) 

100.0% 93.3% 
(8,630) (8,053) 

100.0% 90.6% 
(12,634) ( 11,448) 

100.0% 89.4% 
(41,982) (37,531) 

100.0% 86.9% 
(19,835) (17,246) 

Table E-19b 

Sex of Offender by Class of Most Serious 
Arrest Offense 

New York City 

Female 

11.4% 
(398) 

6.7% 
(577) 

9.4% 
(1,186) 

10.6% 
(4,451) 

13.1% 
(2,589) 

Sex of Offender 
Class of 
Arrest Offense Total Male Female 

A 100.0% 88.7% 11.3% 
(3,022) (2,682) (340) 

B 100.0% 93.3% 6.7% 
(7,059) (6,585) (474) 

C 100.0% 90.5% 9.5% 
(9,607) (8,692) (915) 

0 100.0% 89.5% 10.5% 
(29,647) (26,543) (3,104) 

E 100.0% 86.9% 13.1% 
(14,164) (12,314) (1,850) 
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Table E-19c 

Sex of Offender by Class of Most Serious 
Arrest Offense 

Other MPAs 

Sex of Offender 
Class of 
Arrest Offense Total Male 

A 

B 

C 

0 

E 

100.0% 86.7% 
(308) (267) 

100'.0% 93.4% 
(1,161) (1,084) 

100.0% 91.3% 
(1,982) (1,~09) 

100.0% 88.2% 
(7,342) , (6,473) 

100.0% 84.9% 
(3,254) (2,763) 

Table E-19d 

Sex of Offender by Class of Most Seri ous 
Arrest Offense 

Other Areas 

Female 

13.3% 
(41) 

6.6% 
(77) 

8.7% 
(173) 

11.8% 
(869) 

15.1% 
(491) 

Sex of Offender 
Class of 
Arrest Offense Total Male Female 

A 100.0% 89.2% 10.8% 
(157) (140) (17) 

B 100.0% 93.7% 6.3% 
(410) (384) (26) 

C 100.0% 90.6% 9.4% 
(1,045) (947) (98) 

0 100.0% 90.4% 9.6% 
(4,993) (4,515) (478) 

E 100.0% 89.7% 10.3% 
(2,417) (2,169) (248) 

I : 
'. , 

, 
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Table E-20a 

Offender Age at Arrest by Class of Most Serious 
Arrest Offense 
New York State 

Class 
of Age of Offender 

Arrest 
Offense Total 16-19 20-24 25-34 

A 100.0% 15.8% 30.0% 35.7% 
(3,487) (551) (1,045) (1,246) 

B 100.0% 29.4% 27.3% 28.8% 
(8,630) (2,535) (2,358) (2,483) 

C 100.0% 36.9% 23.3% 25.4% 
(12,634) (4,664) (2,944) (3,203) 

0 100.0% 31.8% 23.5% 27.0% 
(41,978}a (13,336) (9,872) (11 ,346) 

E 100.0% 31.4% 24.2% 26.2% 
(19,833)b (6,221) (4,790) (5,200) 

aExcludes four (4) offenders for whom age was not available. 

bExcludes two (2) offenders for whom age was not available. 

Table E-20b 

Offender Age at Arrest by Class of Most Serious 
Arrest Offense 

New York City 

Class 
of Age of Offender 

Arrest 
Offense Total 16-19 20-24 25-34 

A 100.0% 15.7% 28.8% 35.8% 
(3,022) (475) (871) (1,081) 

B 100.0% 29.4% 26.5% 29.0% 
(7,059) (2,076) (1,873) (2.049) 

C 100.0% 35.0% 22.6% 26.9% 
(9,607) (3,361) (2,172) (2,587) 

0 100.0% 27.4% 23.3% 29.7% 
(29,643)a (8,116) (6,893) (8,793) 

E 100.0% 31.1% 24.0% 27.3% 
(14,163)b (4,411) (3,398) (3,866) 

aExcludes four (4) offenders for whom age was not available. 

bExcludes one (1) offender for whom age was not available. 

35 or Older 

18.5% 
(645) 

14.5% 
(1,254) 

14.4% 
(1,823) 

17.7% 
(7,424) 

18.3% 
(3,622) 

35 or Older 

19.7% 
(595) 

15.0% 
(1,061) 

15.5% 
(1,487) 

19.7% 
(5,841) 

17.6% 
(2,488) 



Class 
of 

Arrest 
Offense 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

Class 
of 

Arrest 
Offense 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

.. 

() f;) 
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Table E-21a 

Race of Offender by Class of Most Serious Arrest Offense 
New York State 

Race of Offender 

Total White Black HisEanic 

100.0% 41.3% 46.4% 12.2% 
(3,487) (1,441) (1,617) (426) 

100.0% 34.6% 54.3% 10.7% 
(8,630) (2,983) (4,686) (920) 

100.0% 36.2% 52.2% 10.9% 
(12,634) (4,57l) (6,627) (1,37l) 

100.0% 45.7% 42.9% 10.8% 
(41,982) (19,184) (17,990) (4,540) 

100.0% 45.6% 41.2% 12.6% 
(19,835 ) (9,049) (8,179) (2,497) 

Table E-21b 

Race of Offender by Class of Most Serious Arrest Offense 
New York City 

Race of Offender 

Total White Black HisEanic 

100.0% 35.4% 50.6% 14.0% 
(3,022) (1,069) (1,528 ) (423) 

100.0% 30.0% 56.7% 12.8% 
(7,059) (2,117) (3,999) (905) 

100.0% 27.1% 58.4% 14.0% 
(9,607) (2,600) (5,614) (1,345) 

100.0% 34.5% 49.8% 15.1% 
(29,647) (10,215) (14,753) (4,479) 

100.0% 34.2% 47.9% 17.3% 
(14,164) (4,850) (6,784) (2,450) 

Other 

0.1% 
(3) 

0.5% 
(41) 

0.5% 
(65) 

0.6% 
(268) 

0.6% 
(110) 

Other 

0.1% 
(2) 

0.5% 
(38) 

0.5% 
(48) 

0.7% 
(200) 

0.6% 
(80) 
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Table E-21c 

Race of Offender by Class of Most Serious Arrest Offense 

Class 
of 

Arrest 
Offense 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

Class 
of 

Arrest 

Other MPAs 

Race of Offender 

Total White Black Hispanic 

100.0% 78.9% 19.8% 1.0% 
(308) (243) (61) (3) 

100.0% 48.3% 50.4% 1.0% 
(1,161) (561) (585) (12) 

100.0% 58.5% 40.1% 1.0% 
(1,982 ) (1,160) (794) (19) 

100.0% 65.5% 33.3% 0.7% 
(7,342) (4,812) (2,442) (48) 

100.0% 64.4% 34.1% 1.1% 
(3,254) (2,095) (1,109) (35) 

Table E-21d 

Race of Offender by Class of Most Serious Arrest Offense 
Other Areas 

Race of Offender 

Offense Total White Black HisEanic 

A 100.0% 82.2% 17.8% 0.0% 
(157) (129) (28) (0) 

B 100.0% 74.4% 24.9% 0.7% 
(410) (305) (102) (3) 

C 100.0% 77 .6% 21.0% 0.7% 
(1,045) (811) (219) (7) 

D 100.0% 83.3% 15.9% 0.3% 
(4,993) (4,157) (795) (13) 

E 100'.0% 87.1% 11.8% 0.5% 
(2,417). (2,104) (286) (12) 

; 

(-

Other 

0.3% 
(1) 

0.3% 
(3) 

0.5% 
(9) 

0.5% 
(40) 

0.5% 
(15) 

Other 

0.0% 
(0) 

0.0% 
(0) 

0.8% 
(8) 

0.6% 
(28) 

0.6% 
(15) 

, 
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A 

B 

C 

0 

E 

Class 
of 
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A 

B 

C 

0 

E 
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Table E-22a 

Offender Prior Arrest Record by Class of 
Most Serious Arrest Offense 

New York State 

Prior Arrest Record 

No 1-3 
Total None Felonies Felonies 

100.0% 29.3% 10.4% 38.2% 
(3,487) (1,022) (364) (1,331) 

100.0% 34.5% 10.7% 33.3% 
(8,630) (2,975) (925) (2,874) 

100.0% 42.1% 10.6% 31. 7% 
(12,634) (5,323) (1.343) (4,001) 

100.0% 44.2% 11.7% 29.8% 
(41-,982) (18,577) (4,926) (12,497) 

100.0% 45.1% 13.3% 27.9% 
(19,835) (8,947) (2,629) (5,525) 

Table E-22b 

Offender Prior Arrest Record by Class of 
Most Serious Arrest Offense 

New York City 

Prior Arrest Record 

No 1-3 
Total None Felonies Felonies 

100.0% 26.7% 9.6% 39.6% 
(3,022) (806) (290) (1,196) 

100.0% 34.3% 9.2% 33.1% 
(7,059) (2,419) (646) (2,336) 

100.0% 41.2% 8.7% 31.9% 
(9,607) (3,961) (840) (3,064) 

100.0% 42.5% 9.5% 30.7% 
(29,647) (12,604) (2,820) (9,115) 

100.0% 45.4% 9.4% 28.4% 
(14,164) (6,431) (1,334) (4,020) 

4 or More 
Felonies 

22.1% 
(770) 

21.5% 
(1,856) 

15.6% 
(1,967) 

14.2% 
(5,982) 

13.8% 
(2,734) 

4 or More 
Felonies 

24.2% 
(730) 

23.5% 
(1,658) 

18.1% 
(1,742) 

17.2% 
(5,108) 

16.8% 
(2,379) 

Class 
of 

Arrest 
Offense 

A 

B 

C 

0 

E 

Class 
of 

Arrest 
Offense 

A 

B 

C 

0 

E 
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Table E-22c 

Offender Prior Arrest Record by Class of 
Most Serious Arrest Offense 

Other MPAs 

Prior Arrest Record 

No 1-3 
Total None Felonies Felonies 

100.0% 46.4% 15.6% 29.9% 
(308) (143) (48) (92) 

100.0% 33.9% 17 .1% 34.6% 
(1,161) (393) (198) (402) 

100.0% 44.7% 16.3% 30.8% 
(1,982) (885) (324) (610) 

100.0% 47.4% 16.2% 28.2% 
(7,342) (3,481) (1,193) (2,067) 

100.0% 45.8% 19.8% 27.1% 
(3,254) (1,491) (644) (881) 

Table E-22d 

Offender Prior Arrest Record by Class of 
Most Serious Arrest Offense 

Other Areas 

Prior Arrest Record 

No 1-3 
Total None Felonies Felonies 

100.0% 46.5% 16.6% 27.4% 
(157) (73) (26) (43) 

100.0% 39.8% 19.8% 33.2% 
(410) (163) (81) (136) 

100.0% 45.6% 17.1% 31.3% 
(1,045) (477) (179) (327) 

100.0% 49.9% 18.3% 26.3% 
(4,993) (2,492) (913) (1,315) 

100.0% 42.4% 26.9% 25.8% 
(2,417) (1,025) (651) (624) 
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New York City 

Other MPAs 

Other Areas 

Ne\~ York 
State Total 
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Table E-23a 

Offender Age at Arrest by Region 
Offenders Having a Single 1979 Disposition 

Offender Age at Arrest 

Total 16-19 20-24 25-34 

100.0% 28.0% 23.3% 29.0% 
(51,638) (14,480) (12,040) (14,967) 

100.0% 37.4% 24.9% 22.6% 
(12,731) (4,758) (3,169) (2,873) 

100.0% 38.8% 25.1% 21.7% 
(8,482) (3,295) (2,127) (1,840) 

100.0%a 30.9% 23.8% 27.0% 
(72,851) (22,533) (17,336) (19,680) 

35 or Older 

19.7% 
(10,151) 

15.2 
(1,931) 

14.4% 
(1,220) 

18.3% 
(13,302) 

aExcludes 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) 

Other' 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) 

Region 

New York City 

Other MPAs 

Other Areas 

New York 
State Total 

Region 

New York City 

Other MPAs 

Other Areas 

New York 
State Total 
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Table E-24a 

Offender Race by Region 
Offenders Having a Single 1979 Disposition 

Race of Offender 

Total White Black Hispanic 

100.0% 34.4% 50.3% 14.6% 
(51,643) (17,779) (25,9.61) (7,561) 

100.0% 64.3% 34.4% 0.8% 
(12,732) (8,191) (4,385) (96) 

100.0% 83.8% 15.3% 0.4% 
(8,482) (7,112) (1,295) (30) 

100.0% 45.4% 43.4% 10.6% 
(72 ,857) (33,082) (31,641) (7,687) 

Table E-24b 

Offender Race by Region 
Offender's Having Multiple 1979 Dispositions 

Race of Offender 

Total White Black Hispanic 

100.0% 25.9% 56.7% 17.2% 
(11,856) (3,()72) (6,717) (2,041) 

100.0% 51.7% 46.1% 1.6% 
(1,315) (680) (606) (21) 

100.0% 73.0% 25.0% 0.9% 
(540) (394) (135) (5) 

100.0% 30.2% 54.4% 15.1% 
(13,711) (4,146) (7,458) (2,067) 

Other 

0.7% 
(342) 

0.5% 
(60) 

0.5% 
(45) 

0.6% 
(447) 

Other 

0.2% 
(26) 

0.6% 
(8) 

1.1% 
(6) 

0.3% 
(40) 
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New York City 

Other MPAs 

Other Areas 

New York 
State Total 

Region 

New York City 

Other MPAs 

Other Areas 

New York 
State Total 
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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 
Total None Felonies Felonies 

100.0% 45.1% 9.8% 30.0% 
(51,643) (23,276) (5,043) (15,495) 

100.0% 47.1% 17.3% 28.1% 
(12,732) (5,997) (2,202) (3,572) 

100.0% 47.9% 20.6% 26.4% 
(8,482) (4,060) (1,748) (2,242) 

100.0% 45.8% 12.3% 29.2% 
(72 ,857) (33,333) (8,993) (21,309) 

Table E-25b 

Offender Prior Arrest Record by Region 
Offenders Having Multiple 1979 Dispositions 

Prior Arrest Record 

No 1-3 
Total None Felonies Felonies 

100.0% 24.8% 7.5% 35.7% 
(1l,856) (2,945) (887) (4,236) 

100.0% 30.1% 15.6% 36.5% 
(1,315) (396) (205) (480) 

100.0% 31.5% 18.9% 37.6% 
(540) (170) (102) (203) 

100.0% 25.6% 8.7% 35.9% 
(13,711) (3,511) (1,194) (4,919) 

4 or More 
Felonies 

15.2% 
(7,829) 

7.5% 
(961) 

5.1% 
(432) 

12.7% 
(9,222) 

4 or More 
Felonies 

1-

32.0% 
(3,788) 

17.8% 
(234) 

12.0% 
(65) 

29.8% 
(4,087) 

o 

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

Eegion 

New York City 

Other MPAs 

Other Areas 
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Offender Prior Conviction Record by Region 
Offenders Having a Single 1979 Disposition 

Prior Conviction Record 

No 
Total None Felonies 

100.0% 59.6% 29.8% 
(51,643) (30,779) (15,366) 

100.0% 68.6% 24.3% 
(12,732) (8,735) (3,095) 

100.0% 70.7% 23.0% 
(8,482) (5,998) (1,949) 

New York State Total 100.0% 62.5% 28.0% 
(72 ,857) (45,512) (20,410) 

lil.ble E-26b 

Offender Prior Conviction Record by Region 
Offenders Having Multiple 1979 Dispositions 

One or More 
Felonies 

10.6% 
(5,498) 

7.1% 
(902) 

6.3% 
(535) 

9.5% 
(6,935) 

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 

1. ARREST/FINGERPRINT CARD (DCJS-2) 
N.V.S. Division of Criminal Justice Services 

2. CRHHNAL DISPOSITION REPORTING FORM (DCA - 540) 
N.V.S. Office of Court Administration 

3. INDICTMENT AND PROSECUTION REPORT - ISS (DCJS - 1020) 
N.V.S. Division of Criminal Justice Services 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

I. NYSIDNa, 12. Name (la", Flnl, Mldd'.) 14°SS

1I'li'3aJ 

4. Clossiflcallon (leave Blank) 

5, S"eel No 16, Slre.' Name 17, Cily/Slale Addr ... 
1 B 

9 Ahas or ,v.atden Name 110. Place of Birth (Slale or Caunlry) II 12. Facsimile Control No. 

13 DoI •• ,B."hlM'D'., I~, AgeTI5, 50',,6. Race,,7, Skin \,e, Hair 1'9, Eye 20, Helghl 21.We.ghl 

FI, lin, 26. Contrlbufor 

22. Attest Officer 10 No. 123. Arre."ng Agency Name 24, 25. Pet. & Arrest No. 

21. Dalo of ArrOSI 2B. Place of Arre" (Cily & Siale) 29, 30. Time of Arrest 

35. Coort of Arraignment (See I"siructions) 

31. Dale of Crull., 32, Place of Crime (Cily, County & Stal.) 33. 34. Typo 01 Ano" 

36, law Secllon No. Sub CI, rg:,\ ~~ Oog Name of OffQnse CIS NCICCod. I ttm' 39 Properly Invoice No. 40. 
C 0" . . 
H 
A 
R .. ,. Social Security No. 42, FBI Number 
G 
E 

(5) 
43, Signature of Arrestee 

..... ArreS! Agency Case No. I 45, No. of Offenders .46, No. of Victims X 
I. Righi Thumb 2. Right I"dolt 3. Right Middle 4. Righi Ring 5. Right lIIII. 

6.leltThumb 7.loh Ind •• B. leh Middle 9.loh Ring 10.l.hllHle 

lQh Fout Flng_,. Taken Slmuhoneoudy lehThumb Righi Thumb Righi four Fingers Token Simuitaneousiv 

._--------... -------_ .. --------.. -_ .. -_ .... _._-_ ....... __ ~ _______ '-_____ L-. _____________ 

INInAL COURT REPORT OF CRIMINAL CASES ... Tear aff on dotted line ... JC-SOI (Rev. 1178) 

Art, •• llng Offlc.r - SubmIt to ADA or See back 'or 'ul//nstructions - PI""se print or type Court Case Number(s) (For Cour' Use 

InItial Caun of ArraIgnment Always comp/et" items in Section I 

Dolondanl (last Nam., First Name) ControlNa. 

4511113 J 

1 
Dale of Birth (MlD/Y) County & Nam. of Court 

Faalmll.Coni1O' Na. Octet of Arraignment 

For ADA U •• - DI.mlll.I. Prior To Arralllnmtllll Dal. of DI.mlual I,nlllal. 

2 o 6!! charge. agaInst this defendant on Ihls arrest dlsn,lssed by ADA er'or to arraIgnment. 

For Coun U •• - DI.mllial. At Arraignment Judge (First Inllial. last Nome) 

3 
o All charges agalnSII"ls defendant an Ihls arres! dlsmitlSed by Judge at arraignment. r Relolned r Alligned r legal Aid ~ Public ~/ "Na Counsel Defender If, Counsel Dote of Dismissal I,nllial. 

(Chack Approprlale Item(s)) 

Preceding page blank ~." 

-:......-----"-~--------------,-~---,-

,~ I 

, 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
(Reverse) 

DCJS· 2 (1"78) 
ARREST 

STATE OF NEW YORK 
DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES 

IDENTIFICATION AND INFORMATION SERVICES 
ALBANY NEW YORK 12203 

5ub Oil '" Cts NCICCod. 
, 12A. FaCSimile Control Number 

J6A \ow Secllon No, 0 .. CI. :aj Cd oeg Name of Offense J7A Age JSA Se. 

C 
H 
A 
R 
G 
E 

(5) 

47 00 •• Flng.rprln •• , 018. Slgno.ur. of P."on Tok.ng Fingerprints 149. PhYSIcal Marks and Odd,,,.s 

SQ, DeSCription of C'Ime 51. AddlHonollnformalion 

S2. Arresllng OHlcer', Name 153. Command 

INSTRUCTIONS-Leave shaded areas blank. Enter all dales as Mo .• Day· Yr. e.g. 07 ·28·48. 
t. NVSltl HUMIER. Formerly NVSIIS Number. Enter If known. 

9 ALIAS AND lOR MAIDEN NAME· An ahos IS a complete name In which the gIVen 
and/or surname IS dlfferenl than thos.e entered In Itern 2 

10 PLACE at: IIRTH ' Enler either slate or counlry only. If U.S.A., enler Slolc. If not 
U.S A, enler counlry. 

12. FACSIMILE CONTROL NO •• Enter on front and back when focllmlle jronsmlulon 
IS used. 

IS SEX Enler "M"'or Mole, ifF" for Female, and "U" for Unknown. 

16. RACE/ETtINICITY • Enter thllt raciol appearance code which besl describes the 
person's appeatance: 

C·Chlne~e 
H. HispaniC (Pue:IO RIcans! Mexu:ons, etc.) 
1 • American Indian 
J • Japanese 
N· Negro 

W.Whlle 
o ~ Other: Includes ASlon Indians, 

bluma •• FIlipinos. IndoneSIan •• 
Koreans. PCl1Vn."ans, and 
olhe, non vrrhllel. 

17 SKIN. Enter the skin tone code for the category which best deKrlbes the person's 
appearance In rolallon 10 hI!. raCial appearance. e.g. dark skinned while person. 
hght skinned N~ro. 

l.llgh. M·Mod.um O·Oork 

18. HAIR. Enrer hall color codtlwhlch best deSCribes Ihe person's holt color. 

SAL • -Bald RED ~ Red or Auburn 
B\K . Block SOY • Sandv 
BLN • Blonde or Strawberry xxx .. Unknown 
BRO. Brown WHI • While 
GRY • Gtay or Porllally Gray OTR ·01her 
-Bald (BAl) IS to be used when suble<:t has. lost most of the halt on hiS head at IS 

hOllless. 

lq EYES .. Enter the eya color codes which best descnbes Ihe person's eye color. 

B\K • Block HAl • Hoz.1 
BtU • Blue MAR • Maroon 
BRO. Brown PNI( • Pink 
GRY . Gray XXX • Unknown 
GRN. Green OTH • qther 

22. ARRESTING OFFICER 10. , • Unique permanent number uled by your agency to 
Identify the a"esllng officer. 

25. PRfCtNCT AND AIWEST NO. 01 AGENCY 10 •• Numbor assigned 10 Id.ntlfV .h. 
IndiVidual aHesled by the arresting agency. 

30. TlMEOF ARREST· Use military lime such as O'JOO for 3 A.M., 1330 for 1;'JO P.M. ond 
23:20 'or 1l:2OP.M., etc. 

.3.4, TYPE OF ARREST. Will Include: warrant, no warrant, TOT = Turned Over T 
AT = Appearance Ticket. FaA =- Fugllive for Other Authorlly. etc:, 

35, COURT OF AftitAIGNMIINT • Ertler c.outl name and geographlcallumdlcllon. e 
Buffalo CII.,. Courl If a '(own or Village Justice Court. ft"ler the nome and lumd 
lion, Including Town or Village and Counly of the Judge e,g, Hon. Henry leorn~ 
T. J, Berne. Albany Co. 

36 CHARGE(S). Enler all charges wuh Ihe most seriOUS first, as SOl forth In Ihe DC 
Chorge Code Manual Aileesl one of the charges mull bea flngerprtnlOble offer 
asdel.ned 11"1 CPLSeciion 160.10. Ir more space IS needed. enler In II em 36A 
LAW. Enler law obbrevlallon. For e"ample 

Pl • Penal law CPl· Cnmmal Procedure Law 
VTL • Vehlcht & TraffiC law 

SECTION NUMIER • Enler Sechan Number or Low 

SUBDIVISION NUMIER .. Enter subchvlslon. If any; If none. enler "00'. 
CLASS. Enler clan. of clime- A. B, C. D. E, or U-Unclaulhed, 

OffENSE CATEGORY. En •• r I.".r as follows: 
F • Felony V. Vlolallon 
Me Misdemeanor 1.lnfroclion 

ATTEMPT CODE· ErUet JON' for ollempled crimes, "ft' for all olher crimes. 

DEGREE. Enler degreo of crime. If upphcable. 

NAME OF OFFENSE. En16' nt::mG a' offense for which Individual" charged. USI 
standard abbrevlallons whon applicable. e.g., CR POSS CONTROLlED SUB~ 
ASSAULT· 2nd 

COUNTS. Enter Ihe numbO'o' of counts for each offense. 

NCIC CODE· Enler Iho ot;proptlole :, dlgll NCiC Uniform OHense CIOSSll.collO 
Code whose hleral besl descrlbeslhe offense commuted. 

'J7/38. VICTlM'S AGE AND SEX· Enler the age and se", of the oldest vlcum on Ihe hne us· 
to record charges involVing Ihll oldes' Victim, Leave the \OlcUm age and sell ba~ 
blank on any hne where the charge entered does not Involve Ihe oldest VICllm 
where the charge Involves a law enforcement officer. When eldest vlcllmS are' 
same age but different se., enler the lener "0" 

:J'I PROPERTY INVOICE NO •• En •• r ",h.n opplicobl •. 
44, CASE NUMSE •• Enter Ihe number assigned by your agency to Ihe file folder \,IS· 

10 hold tho Informollon about ollvlcllms and offcnders. Invoh,ed In Ihls case 

46. NUMIER OF VIC11MS Enler the tolal number of penons vlcllmued by I 

offenden 1M Ihls case. 

49 PHYSICAL MARKS & OOOmES • Enter any omputoIlOns., deoformllle!. VISible sca 
mbrk, or 101l00S. 

st ADOanONAL INFORMAnON ~ Enler any mlScellonea;JI information which may 
helpful. It used fat addlflonol spoce for another Ilem, pleote Indlcole Ihe lie 

number to which you are refemng. 

-jc:soi.-R;;;r~~(R~;.-lii8)------------------------------~-T;~;~fi~~-d~;;d~~;-';'---------------------------------------------------

1. Arr.stlng 
Offle •• 

2. Allillant 
Oilt.leI 
Altam.y 

3. Court 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR INITIAL COURT REPORT OF CRIMINAL CASES 

Complete Secl.on I. Prepare. an "In.llal Courl Reparl of Criminal Cases" for each DCJS·2 arresl record compleled (defendanl finger 
pnnled 01 arresl). regordl"ss of whelher a charge subsequenlly Is reduced, dropped. or changed. The JC·SOI should be Immedlolel\ 
anoched to and remain w~lh the accusatory instrument. 

If all charges against the d"lendanl on Ihls arrest are dismissed by an ADA E!!2! 10 arraignmenl, check Ihe box In Secllon 2, enler Ihe dale 
of d.sm.ssal. Inilial. and malilhe form 10 Ihe address below. 

When Ih.s form IS submilled by Ihe arresllng officer or an ADA. check it for compleleness. If.!ill orresl charges are !!2! dismISsed 01 arra.gn 
menl, complele Ihe lorm. allach II 10 Ihe 0CA·540 or 540A, Criminal Disposilion Repor! and forward bOlh 10 Ih~ address below 

If all charges agalnS! Ihls defendanl on Ihis arreS! are dismissed by a judge 01 arralgnmenl. check Ihe box InSectlon 3. Complele 01 
add."onal informal.on in Ihal seclion. Inllial, and mail Ihe form 10 Ihe address below. (A Cr.mlnal DlspoSllIon Reporl w.1I nol b. 
necessary, ) 

MAIL TO: Criminal Disposition R~ortlng Unit 
Slate of New Yo.k 
Office of Court Admlnllt.atlon 
270 Broadway 
New Yo.k, New York 10007 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

LOCAL COURT CRIMINAL DISPOSITION REPORT 

1 SERIAL ~ I DOCKET ICASE 1/ I DEFENDANT'S NAME ILAST. FIRST. M.I.) 

C COURT CODE, NAME OF COURT (NAME OF TIJ, V/J) ALIAS (AKA) t.O.B. or AGE 
A 
S NYSID ~ ARREST DATE FOR OCA USE RELEASE I BAIL AT ARRAIGNMENT 
E STATUS 

$ CASH/S BOND 
D COURT CONTROL I IFROM JC·501 CARD) ARRAIGNMENT DATE COUNSEL DATE TRIAL BEGAN ITRIAL TYPE 
A TYPE 

T DISPOSITION JUDGE (IF DIFFERENT) ADA'S NAME ARRESTING AGENCY 
A 

0 AOIOUItN!O TO It!ASON D!.!NSf ArTOIINlY AIIIIIUTIHO Of,ICEII/COMr\AINANr 

L P 0 
T C MO/DAY 

I A PHONE 1/ ADDRESS L 
0 MO/DAY 

N U CODEFENDANTS 
A 5 

MO/DAY 
L 

E PHONE 1/ 

2 INTERIM DISPOSITION BW • BENCH WARRANT ISSUED MIST 
: ~1~~':!,~~~YU~~D~~R6f01~~rVs,.Tlg~s~ ~~t~i~5~~W\ (SI'ECIFY COURT) ROW • ReTURNED ON WARRANT T730 

DISPOSITION DAT~ IDISPOSITION CODE rRAN5FER TO COURT I DISPOSITION DATE IDISPOSITION CODE I DISPOSITION DATE DISPOSITION CODE 

3 ARRAIGNMENT CHARGE # 1 3 ARRAIGNMENT CHARGE # 2 
LAW CODE I SECTION 1/ I SUBSECTION '11~TTEM"r I' O' COUNTS LAW CODE I SECTION 1/ I SUBSECTION f IIATTEMPt I' Of' COUNTS IP ARb' 10) IP\ ARId 01 

DESCRIPTION DESCRIPTION 

4 FINAL DISPOSITION ON CHARGE # 1 4 FINAL DISPOSITION ON CHARGE # 2 
LAW CODE ISECTION 1/ I SUBSECTION 'IIA TTEMPT IPI ARfjlO) I' OF COUNTS LAW CODE ISECTION H I SUBSECTION 'lfTT~MPT IP\ A tJ 0\ 

I' OF COUNTS 

DESCRIPTION DESCRIPTION 

DISPOSITION DATE DISPOSITION CODE Al\ OTHER COUNTS 0, DISPOSITION DATE DISPOSITION CODe A\\ OTHER COUNTS OF 
AIOVE ARRAIGNMENT AIOVE ARRAIGNMeNT 

... CD DEEMED DISMISSED DATE COVERED BY CASE # CHARGE DISMISSED ACD DEEMED DISMISSED 0 ... TE COVERED BY CASE H CHARGE DISMISSED 

0 0 

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 

S 01 YEAR 03 YEARS S o 1 YEAR 03 YEARS 
CUSTODY TIME - INSTITUTION CONCURRfNl CONSECUTIve IINTERM.mNT CUSTODY TIME INSTITUTION c;QfICURRfNT CONSECUTIVE IINTERM.TTENI 

0 o 0 0 o 0 
ADJUDICATED '1'.0. CERTIFIED ADDICT DIIMF5 UCIWSl 

SU$P'(NDIO Of ItfVOlClD ADJUDICATED '1'.0. CERTIFIED ADDICT OItlvtlt"S UClNSI! sum,....oe:o Of' IIEVOUO 

(CPL § 720.20) 0 0 0 (CPL § 720.20) 0 0 0 

6 COMPLETEO BY 7 SEAL ORDER (UNDER CPL § 160.50 ONLY) 8 REMARKS 
WHITE RETURN PRINTS AND PHOTOS TO. 
COpy 

YELLOW NMIE 
COPY 

PINK 
... DDRESS 

COPY CITY. ST ... TE. Zl~ 

GOLD (USE RUBBER STAMP BELOW) 
COpy 

MAIL TO. 
CDR UNIT 
OFFICE OF COURT 

ADMINISTRATION 
270 BROADWAY 
NEW YORK. N.Y 10007 

U.I) _________________________________ ....;;;~ _________ "'_ ____________ ~.....:.\L __ _"'_ ___ ~..!: ... ~_...:.... __ ~.~ ____ .. _____ ._ 

\ 

, 



____ ~, ........ ~_._ .... r~-·-·· 
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ATTACH~lENT 3 

STATE OF NEW YORK 

DIVISION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES 

INDICTMENT and PROSECUTION 

REPORT 
A. DEFENDANT/GRAND JURY INFORMAT10N (Road Instructions an Ravetso Sido of form) 
I. COUNTY 2. NAME OF DEFENDANT (La.t. First, MIddle) 

Code N ..... of COIInoy 

I , 

HA',O aU.,NC •• I'O~'" INC 

,.0 aoa I •• ''''''NQI',II.O ...... allal 

CONTROL NUMBER 

750067 

J. SEX 4. DATE OF BIRTH S. AGE 6. NYSID NUMBER 17. DATE OF ARREST 
M I' Monlh 

I 
Doy 

I 
VIO' ~'h I DiY I 

Voo, 

I I I I I 
8. TYPE OF ACTION 9. DATE Of AcnOI~ 110. INDICTMENT/CASE NUMBER 

Mono!. 

I 
Doy 

I 
V_ 

o a, INDICTMENT 
I I I o b. SUPERIOR COURT INFORMATION 'I. HIGHEST CLASS CHARGE, At Superior Court ArraIgnment, Dismiuod, or Referred 

(Relor to actIon chodced In 118m 81 

o t. DISMISSED· NO BILL 
Law Till. I Section No. Olfeme Category I Altemplf o d. REFERRED TO LOWER COURT I 0 Fat. 0 Mild. o Viol. oY .. DNa 

B PROl£CCUTION INFORMA'nON (Complete following prosacution information ONLY If Item Sa or 8b is checked) . 
, 2. FINAL DISPOSITION 1 J. TYPE OF PROCEEDING 

o .. CarMcIed· VO<dicI o i. HoI Guilty by ,..:.. of 0 f. Oi.mi1Iod. 0tI!0r 0 .. ~.Tria\ 
o b. Comided • "10 

IMGlity • 

0 od.Acquitted g. Abated by 0000It 01 0 b. Non· Jury Trial 
Dofoodant/Complainant 

O .. c:-.dbyplooto ......... o .. OiIRliIlOd· Maril 01 c- D ... h. 0itp0Md of by 0Ih0r 
Court "'=lion 0 .. Jury Trial 

14. DATE OF FINAL DISPOSITION 115. NUMBER OF HUNG/JURIES/MISTRIALS _116. ADA IDENTIFIER J7. JUDI:AL IDENTI~ER J'8. Chock, if Tranlftrrod 
Mono!. 

I 
Day 

I 
y- 10 NYC Spec. Narcotic Port 

I I 1 
o If None, Check Box I _1 

for Prostcutlon 0 
o V. Na 

Complete the following sentenc .. information ONLY when 120 or 12b Is checked. 

19. DATE OF SENTENCING 20. HIGHEST CLASS CHARGE FOR WHICH CONVICTED 
Month Day Voot LowTlIl. 

I I I I I 
I_No. I Of'-CaIogor'f 01'.1. 0 Mild. OVd·l~ DNa 

21, SENTENCE IMI'OSED FOR CONVlcnON OF CHARGE SPEC1AED IN ITEM 20. 

O··~·- Od.~&"""","", 

o b. I...,n-. LoccI D··' ...... 
o Co Intormittont ~ o f. Probotioo i. OOAS c--. 

22. '!'ERM OF SENTENCE 23. SB.ECTEO CONDITIONS OF SENT1ENCE 
Mintmum 

I 
"...... . .. Youthlvl Offaodar SkIM 

o.OS090 b.Oe-- o v. ONe 
I' 

CoDe:..-..;.. 

Pt.o. ~ i'ogt 1 ·'OtfaIdant/Gmnd Jury Iofotmation" and ~ 2 "Ptottcution InIOfmation," 
........ ooch Is conipItttd,lOI DCJS· SIatbtitoI Control Unit 

E>ctcvti .. Park TOWI' 
~Plaza 
Albany, Now 'I'ork 12203 

Preceding page blank 

o go Conditional DiadIorvo O~OtI!or 

o h. fine Only $j>acify 

o I. u.-cIi!ionaI ~ 

b. s-.d faby Of+-Iot Co ,.,..,....,..." Offoadt< .. .-
Oy~ DNa . o Y. ON.. 
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ATTACHMENT 3 
(Reverse) 

INSTRUCTIONS 

A. FILING OF REPORT 
s..:IIon, 837'0 and 837.b of ,h. ea""ull.e low con'a,n pro.",on, requ,,,ng e.ery Oi,II'C' Artorn.y. o. welf a. o,her crom,nof lu,IIu agenc,e,. 'n New York S,a'e'o .ubm",uch 
,nformo',on 'a 'he O,,"ion of C"m,nal Ju,"CO Sor.,ce. a. may bo n""enary for 'ho Oi."ion 'a comply with .'a'"hcal ropar',ng roqu"emonll of tho law 

B. REPORTING PROCEDURES 
Th" ,. a two.part report,ng 'y""'" report,ng act,on of 'ho Grand Jury and informarion concerning dofondan' pro_uted in Suporiar Court, (County Courll and Supremo 

a.Subm" Page 1 "Oofondan,/Grand Jury Informallon" for each dolondan' act.d upon by tho G,and Jury a' who ha, had a Superio, Court Informa'ian filed, wi,hin 
Court,). 

10 day, aft., luch octton. 
b.Submit Pogo 2 "P,o'ICulian Infarma',on" for each dofondan' indic'ed or charged In a Sup.rior Court Infa,mation filing, ... i,hin 10 day, akor eith., of 'he following, 

(1\ Fi",,1 di.po"tion. if not con.ictod. 

(2l PronouncHnlnt of Sent.ncl. if convict,d. 
e. When nprosecuhon Information" becomH ovnilobl. for defend on" indicted prior to September 1. 1973. submit Pag., I and 2 tOQeth.r 

d. For co ... Oi.m"~ or Referr.d to a lo .... r Court by 'he Grand Jury. only Pogo 1 need be ,ubmilted. Pogo 2 .hould b. d •• troy.d for .uch co .... 

2. Th. un,' of coun' II 'he Defondon,.indic,men'. When .... ral defendanll are named in one proceed,ng or indictmen'. a IOpara'e form .hould be completed for each 
defendan' Whon on. dofendan, .. named in mulhple proc .. ding. or indic,mon II. a "para'o form .houid bo completed for 'he dofondant for each proceeding or 

indictment 
3. When an ,nd,dmen' con'o'n' mult'ple chorg., aga,n.' 'ho dofondant. alway, repart ,h. highe .. clan chargo. a. indica,ed In 'ho Penal law If two or mar. offon,", ha .. 

the laml clanlficahon. ,.f.r to the follOWing Priority Sequence of Otf,nle1: 

1 Pl ART 12S 

2. Pl AU 135 

3. PL ART 130 

•• Pl ART 160 

5.· rL ART 120. 

C. DATA REQUIREMENTS 

ITEM 1'10. 1 

ITEM 1'10. • & S 

ITEM 1'10.6 

ITEM 1'10. 7 

ITEM 1'10.8,9,10& 11 

ITEM 1'10. 18 

ITEM 1'10. 22 

6. PL ART 220 

in co,", of multipl. chargn for 
controlled lubltoncel of the 
14fM clan, chargn for ~I, of a 
controlled IU~IIance ,ako pre· 
ced,nce 0'1" pon,,,ion of 
contt'olloHl ,ubltonc •• 

7. PI. ART 221 

8. PI. ART 265 

9. PI. ART ,.0 

10. Pl ART ISO 

II, Pl ART ISS 

12. Pl ART 165 

13. PL ART 1.45 

14, Pl ART 200' 

IS. PL ART 225 

lG. Other PL ART in numlrtcallo8quenc,. 

17. Chargn lilled under o,her !ow ti"", 

Enter your two divit county cClCio and the nom. of your county. 

Either on. or the am., of th ••• Iteft .. muat be compl.ted. The r~u •• ted 00' I. GO. of d.'..,dan' at tim. crime wal commit." 

or a'tempted. 

Th. NY51D No. "'ould be rq>Orted when .... pauible. 

When ,h. d.f.ndant i, a"n,ed ok., ,h. Indictmen' or Information i. fiI •. j, comp~ thi, i'.." ",hen tho Pro_u'lOn Information (PQge 2) 

il wbmi"ed. 

_ Th ... iterm are completed when. 

an fndictment or Superi(jf Court Information I, fll.d again,' tho defendant Of, 

the Grand Jury di .... ilMt the charlln again.t the dofendont and filet a finding of di .... iual wi,h tho court a" 

the Grand Jury direen tho Di.trict Artorney to file, in a local criminal court, a pro_u'on infarma'ion charging the d.fendant with an 

off .... other than a folony. 

For NYC Di,trict Attorney OfficII Only, 
When caMt are ""n .... nod 'a the Special Narcotic Part (SNP) lor pro_ution, campi ... a. folia,. .. 

(a) Comp~ Page I of the form 

(bl Submit the complet.d ,ag. 1 to DCJS. 

Ie) Forward'agel 2 and 3 of the form to the SNP ,roweuto, ",i,h call papen and Item 18 checked. 

(dl The SNP '_utar thould eomplote Part 8 ''Prosecution Infor_tion" and ,ubmi' Page 2, according 'a 8. I, b. abo ... 

Specify the minimum and maximum terml of the Wlttonc, in yean. monthl, and dayt. If the mo.imum tlrm il life. entlr 01 "lif.,·' For Mft­"'M" of i~.enni"ent .imp,bonment. en'" the durCltion tlf the term, not the numb.r of daYI to be 'pent if' confinement. AllO indkate 
wh.thet ttUI wntenc. tnvolYll anty I'M one .. ntencl (""QI.) 0' whether it run, concurrently or conHCutively with senteft(M on Of_' indictments. 

D. OPTIONAL OAT A ELEMENTS. For Uti by DA Qffic ... for intornal purpo .... Thew i'.m, or. dnillned for UII by Di.trid AHornoy Officn ... hich dOli .. spICial .'a'ilticol 

rq>O'" regarding COWl handled by particular ADA·~ or judgn. 

ITEM 1'10. 16 

ITEM 1'10. 17 

An internal code identifying indlvlduaf AI>A',. Th. ADA id.nrifiorcod •• hould con.i" of no more 'han ,h ... charac' .... ,uch a. 001. 027, 
078. A lOPorat. code should b. a"igned for eac" ADA in tho DA'. offic •• Tho nom. of ,h. ADA .hould nof b. rq>Orfod 'A DCJS. 

An in'_af cod. identifying tho prniding iudllo. Should be .n'ored and uted In ,ho 10m' mann", 0' fTEM 6. 
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