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IN 1981

Vol. XVI, No. 1

This report is one of a series designed to make data available on

the inmate population of the New York State Department of Correctional
Services. The report contains selected characteristics of offenders
admitted to Department custody as court commitments during calendar
year 1981. For each characteristic a separate section consisting of a
chart, summary table, analysis and relevant cross tabulations is pro-
vided. The characteristics include: reason for commitment; county of
commitment; maximum and minimum sentence; education on commitment;
dangerous drug usage; prior adult criminal record; ethnic distribution;
marital status; violent felony offenders; and second felony offenders.

The material in this report is based on information provided by the
Department's computerized inmate information file developed and maintained
by the Division of Management Information Services.

HIGHLIGHTS
There were 10,304 commitments to Department facilities in 1981.
96.1% were males (9,898) and 3.9% were females (406).

The median age at time of commitment was 25.0 years for males and
27.6 years for females.

Felony commitments accounted for 96.9% of males while the remaining
3.1% were committed as Youthful Offenders. Among females, 97.5%
were felons and only 2.5% Youthful Offenders.

Robbery was the largest single crime category for males at 36.1%
with burglary at 18.8% being the next highest. Robbery accounted
for 25.9% of all female commitments followed by dangerous drug
offenses at 17.0%.

About 67% of all commitments were from New York City with an
additional 13% from the suburban New York City area. Upstate
counties made up the remaining 20%.

Over one-half of male commitments (50.5%) had maximum sentences of
less than 5 years compared to 63.1% of female commitments. 6.2%
of females had received maximum terms of 1ife imprisonment while
5.5% of males had Tife sentences.
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Minimum terms of from 12 to 29 months were set by the court for

59.6% of male commitments while three-fourths of females received
such minimums.

Seven out of ten commitments had failed to complete high school.

57.8% of all male commitments were drug users and 51.7% of all
female commitments also had a history of prior drug use.

Nearly 13% of all male commitments had no prior adult criminal
record. Almost 60% had already served previous terms in local
or state penal institutions. Among female commitments, nearly
22% had no prior adult criminal record while 47.5% had prior
local or state commitments.

50% of total male commitments in 1981 were black while 28% were
white and 21% were Puerto Rican. Of females committed, 55%
were black, 29% white and 15% Puerto Rican.

Nearly 58% of males were single, never married, at time of commit-
ment. 45% of the females were single.

Violent felony offenses accounted for nearly 61% of male commitments
in 1981 and one-half of female commitments.

Almost 38% of male commitments were sécond felony offenders and
nearly 23% of females.
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AGE DISTRIBUTION
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS
1981

AGE ON COMMITMENT. Data on age distribution were available for 10,304
new court commitments in 1981. 9,898 of these were males (96.1%) while
406 (3.9%) were females. About 45.4 percent of male new commitments were
21 to 29 years of age on commitment while 25.9 percent were less than 21
years of age. Thus, 71.3 percent were under 30 years of age on commit-
ment, 26.6 percent were between 30 and 49 years of age and only siightly
over Z percent were aged 50 or over., The median age on commitment for
males was 25.0 years, the same as the last three years.

The age distribution of female commitments in 1981 tends to be higher
than that for males. 49.5 percent were from 21 to 29 years of age while

only 15.0 percent were under 21. Thus, 64.5 percent of females were less
than 30 years of age on commitment, 6.8 percent less than the male proportion.

The median age of females on commitment was 27.6 years or 2.6 years higher -~

than that for males. In 1980, the m

edian age of females on commitment was
slightly higher -- 27.9 years, :



CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMEHTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE REASON (CREATION DATE = 08-05-82) FOR COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX
A OK K K K X A K K X K X H X % X X X CROSSTABULATION 9 F K X % ¥ M K K X X X X M X X X X X X
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oA K K KO M OX K oK K X K K K X X X N N M X X X K K ¥ M M K X XK K X K M XK K X N X K M oM X H K NR
' AGE .
COUNT I
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TOTAL i1.8 13.6 24.0 21.4 14.3 7.0 3.8 1.7 2.1 0.1 100.0

_S-



CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS -
REASON FOR COMMITMENT
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REASON FOR COMMITMENT. 96.9 percent of male commitments in 1981 had been
convicted of felonies (9,591 out of 9,898). Thus, Youthful Offender com-

mitments, 307 in number aczounted for only 3.1 percent of total male com-
mitments in 1981. Over 36 percent of male commitments had been convicted

of robbery (3,574). Other felonies which accounted for ten percent or more

male commitments included only burglary (18.8%) while dangerous drug com-

mitments were only 9.8 percent. Only 5.1 percent of males committed in

1981 had been convicted of homicide (502). In 1980, robbery commitments

had accounted for about one-third of male commitments, nearly 3 percent

less than the current year. The proportion of burglary commitments was
similar in the previous year (18.3%) while drug commitments in 1980 were

one percent higher. The proportion of male homicide commitments fell slightly
from 5.4 percent in 1980 to 5.1 percent in 1981. The percentage of male
Youthful Offender commitments also fell from 4.0 percent in 1980 to 3.1 per-
?en¥ Eg 19?1 (307). Rape commitments fell from 237 in 1980 (3.1%) to 217 in
98 .2%).

97.5 percent of female commitments in 1981 had been convicted of felonies
(396 out of 406). Thus, Youthful Offenders (10) accounted for 2.5 percent
of total female commitments -- an increase from 1.8 percent in 1980 (5§).
The largest number of female commitments in 1981 (105 or 25.9%) had been
convicted of robbery while 69 or 17.0 percent had been convicted of dangerous
drug crimes. The third largest number of females committed in 1981 were
homicide commitments (11.6%). Thus, 7.2 percent more female commitments had
been convicted of dangerous drug crimes than the percentage of males committed
for the same offense. Conversely, the proportion of male robbery commitments
was 10.2 percent above that for females while male burglary commitments were
10.7 percent above the proportion of females committed for that offense. But
female homicide commitments were 6.5 percent above the percentage of males
convicted of homicide in 1981. Female commitments in 1981 differed from
1980 female commitments in that the proportion of homicide commitments was
down 5.5 percent in 1987 as well as the proportion of drug commitments (down
3.4%) while robbery commitments were up 3.8 percent and burglary commitments,
up 3.1 percent. .

REASON FOR COMMITMENT BY AGE GROUP. While 71.3 percent of total male commit-
ments were under 30 years of age on commitment and 25.9 percent were under
21, only 7.0 percent of dangerous drug commitments were under 21 and 55.3
percent were under 30. Only 7.5 percent of male forgery commitments were
aged 16 to 20 and only 11.7 percent of sex offenders, except rape and the
same proportion of dangerous weapons offenders were less than 21 years of
age on commitment. Conversely, 33.6 percent of male robbery commitments
were under 21 on commitment and 82.7 percent were less than 30 years of age.
Youthful QOffenders, whose crime of conviction must have been committed at
age 16 through 18, fall mostly in the 16 to 20 year age group on commitment
(98.1%). Thus, age distribution patterns are varied -- with drug crimes,
forgery, sex offenders except rape and dangerous weapons offenders tending
towards the higher age groups and the reverse true for robbery commitments.

While 64.5 percent of total female commitments in 1981 were under 30
years of age on commitment and 15.0 percent were under 21, only 51.0 per-
cent of female homicide commitments were under 30 and only 8.5 percent were
under 21. Only 5.7 percent of female drug commitments were less than 21
years of age and only 50.6 percent were under 30. Conversely, 80.0 percent
of female robbery commitments were under 30 years of age on commitment and
19.0 percent were less than 21. Thus, while the age distribution of female
commitments tends to be higher than that for males, the pattern by offense
is similar. ;
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CHARACTERISTICS OF HEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE REASON (CREATIOH DAYE = 08-05-82) FOR COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1981
COUNTY OF COMMITMENT

Suburban N.Y.C.*
13%

75

New York City
67%

55

County of Commitment Number Percent
TOTAL STATE 10,304 100%
o
New York City ?,ggg ?g%
Suburban N.Y.C.* 2:04T oo

Upstate

*Tnciudes counties of Nassau, Rockland, suffolk and Westchester.
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COUNTY OF COMMITMENT. 67.4 percent of male commitments in 1981 were
committed from New York City (6,674) while 13.1 percent were committed
from counties suburban to New York City and the remainder (19.5%) from
upstate counties. 1,324 males or 13.4 percent of male commitments in

1981 were committed from the larger upstate counties with a population of
150,000 or more. A comparison with the year 1980 reveals an increase of
3 percent in the proportion of male commitments from New York City. The
proportion of male commitments from the area suburban to New York City

did not change during the period while the proportion of upstate male com-
mitments fell 3 percent from 1980 to 1981.

While 57.6 percent of female commitments in 19871 were from New York
City (234) almost 15 percent were committed from counties suburban to New
York City and the remainder (27.6%) from upstate counties. Thus, 9.8 per-
cant fewer female commitments came from New York City in 1981 than male
commitments. 84 of the 112 upstate female commitments were from the larger
upstate counties (20.7% of total female commitments). A larger proportion
of female commitments in 1981 were from upstate counties than males (over 8% -
more) and a slightly higher proportion of females were from suburban counties
(nearly 2%).

COUNTY OF COMMITMENT BY AGE GROQUP. The general trend in commitment ages by
area is for New York City and suburban area commitments to be slightly older
than upstate commitments. For example, while the median age on commitment
of males for the total state was 25.0 years, suburban malas averaged 25.5
years of age; New York City males, 25.1 years; and upstate males only 24.6
years. Proportions of male commitments under 21 years of age ranged from
24.6 percent for the suburban area, to 25.4 percent for New York City males
up to 28.4 percent for upstate male commitments.

Female commitments by area of commitment and age group were distributed
thusly: 12.8 percent of New York City commitments were under 21 years of age
and 63.7 percent were less than 3C while 20.5 of upstate female commitments
were less than 21 and 72.3 percent were under 30. Slightly over 13 percent
of females from the area suburban to New York City were less than 21 on commit-
ment while only 53.3 percent were under 30. The median age on commitment of
females for the total state was 27.6 years while the median age for New York
City females was 27.8 years and for suburban New York City, 29.4 years, while
upstate female commitments had the lowest median age -- 26.1 years. Thus,
both male and female commitments from the area suburban to New York City
tended to be older, with New York City commitments slightly younger, and
upstate commitments tending to be from the younger age groups.

-10-



CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981

FILE COuUnTY (CREATIONR DATE = 07-30-82) OF COMMITHMENT BY AGE AND SEX

HoX # X X X ¥ X X M X ¥ K X M K XK X CROSSTABULATION 0F HOH M X X X X X X X % % ¥ X X ¥ % X
BY

HYC HEW YORK CITY AGE AGE COH COMMITMENT
COHTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
BY COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
KoK K H % M X OH X X X X X HOX K N OX N N K M K N K X XK X XK X N K K X K X H K M X X K K XK X XK X X X
AGE
COUNT I
ROW PCT I16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-94 YR 45-499 YR 50-64 YR 65 YR & RoU
1 OVER TOTAL
1 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 1 10.1
NYC emmeemee b St tututad | e i J-mmmme Jommmomm— I-—==—=e- Iowmmmme I-mmmmm— e ataln o [m=mmmm e 1
1. I 277 1 289 1 668 1 360 X 202 I 86 1 48 I, 22 1 24 1 1 I 1777
KIHGS I 15.6 I 16.3 I 26.3 I 20.3 I 11.4 1 9.8 1 2.7 1 1.2 1 1.4 1 0.1 I 26.6
el ettt I-—mmee [==mm———— | e it - | Satliadadaled Jmm=—m— oo ) e et | e e I
2. 1 209 I 257 1 551 1I 557 1 416 I 208 I 133 I 64 I 61 I 1 I 2457
HEW YORK 1 8.5 I 10.5 I 22.4 I 22.7 I 16.9 1 8.5 1 5.4 I 2.6 I 2.5 1 0.0 I 36.8
it Sadatebdoiainty | b ettt Jomm e I--m=———- J-~mmm I-m—o—m— L e [~ e I
3 I 128 I 150 I 213 I 196 I 102 I 64 I 29 I 7 1 10 I 0 I 891
QUEENS I 13.5 I 16.8 I 23.9 I 22.0 I 11.4 I 7.2 1 3.3 1 0.8 I 1.1 I 0. I 13.4
=Iem———— ) e Gt Jommm——— Joommmm—— [-=m—m—— | e i Iemmmme ) R [=m—mm——— 1
4. 1 14 I 25 I 27 1 27 1 18 1 7 1 4 1 2 1 1 I 0 I 125
RICIHMOND I 11.2 1 20,0 i 21.6 I 21.6 I 14.4 1 5.6 I 3.2 1 1.6 I 0.8 1 0. 1 1.9
e J-mmrm—— Jommmmm—— ) e I-==m===- I-ommme ) oo ) St [ I
i 5. I 187 1 165 1 366 1 298 1 212 1 94 1 57 1 23 1 15 I 2 I 1424
3 BRONX I 13.1. 1 11.6 I 25.7 I 20.9 I 14.9 I 6.6 I 4.0 I 2.0 I 1.1 1 0.1 I 21.3
' I [-~—mmme Iwormemoe oo [-==mm——— | et | | R ity oo e 1
COLUMN 807 886 1625 1438 950 459 271 123 111 4 6674
TOTAL 12.1 13.3 24.3 21.5 14.2 6.9 4.1 1.8 1.7 0.1 100.0



CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE  COUNTY (CREATION DATE = 07-30-82) OF COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX
KX K X % % X X X X ¥ X X X X X X% CROSSTABULATION OF % X % % % 3 % X X X % % % % % % % X

NYC NEW YORK CITY BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMEHNT
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
BY COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITHMENTS
oK KoK K K K XK X X K XK X M X M X X X K M K X X X X X X X X X X ¥ X X X ¥ X X X ¥ X X X X ¥ & % ¥
AGE
COUNT 1
ROW PCT %16—18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-3%4 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64% YR TR?NL
0TA
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
NYC s Immmee——— Ivmrmee Immwmm——— oo I-m—em——— Iemom e E e i [-memmm I-memmee I
1. I 3 1 4 I 9 I 6 I 7 I 9 I 0 I 0 I 1 I 34
KINGS I ¢.8 I 11.8 I 26.5 I 17.6 I 20.6 I 11.8 1 0. 1 0. I 2.9 I 14.5
il Sadadeiaiedetaded o ) e daiad I~ [-—mmo— - I-wmrmm - Irmeme——— 1
2. 1 1 I 5 1 19 I 47 1 2l 1 9 I 7 1 3 1 2 I 114
NEW YORK I 6.9 I 4.4 I 16.7 I 61.2 I 18.4 I 7.9 I 6.1 I 2.6 1 1.8 1 48.7
“lem—————— ) e it I-ommmee I--moem e )k Ior—mmme I-—emm—— ) e I
3 I 2 1 4 1 8 I 6 I 4 1 1 I 1 I 0 I 1 1 27
QUEENS I 7.4 1 14.8 I 29.6 I 22.2 I 14.8 1 3.7 1 3.7 1 0. 1 3.7 @I 1il1.5
il St ) e it I-emeem Jommmmem— ) e i Irmmmmm—— ) St Gt Iommme e [-=mmmm—— I
4. 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 2 1 1 1 6 I 0 I 0 I 7
RICHMOND I 14,3 I 14.3 1 14.3 I 14.3 I 28.6 I 14.3 1 g. 1 6. 1 0. I 3.0
lnd Sudadutatedateled I-mmmm——— Yoo Tommwm—e ) e ) tuted ) it - Iommmmee 1
i 5., 1 4 I 5 1 9 I 13 1 12 I 5 1 2 1 0 I 2 1 52
~ BRONX I 7.7 1 9.6 I 17.3 I 25.0 I 23.1 1 9.6 I 3.8 1 0. 1 3.8 I 22.2
t mlemm———— I-m—mm—- Jommmm e I-wommem Iveemmee— ) Catatad I ) e e Immmrome I
COLUMN 11 19 46 73 46 20 10 3 6 234
TOTAL 4.7 8.1 19.7 31.2 19.7 8.5 4.3 1.3 2.6 100.0



CHARACTERISTICS OF HEW COMMITMEHNTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981

FILE  COUNTY  (CREATIOH DATE = 07-30-82)  OF COMMITMENT BY AGE AND SEX ‘ E
XK KKK KXKXKKRRKKKXXX CROSSTABULATION DF X ¥ XXX XXXXKKKEKHRHKSHNH NSH KK
SUBURB SUBURBAN H Y C ‘ BY AGE AGE OH COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR.. ‘
SCX VALUE = 1. MALES
BY  COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
R R M H R R KN KKK R KK KK N KN K KK KK KKK KK K K R KK KKK KKK KKK KKK
AGE
COUNT I ‘
ROW PCT %16—18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR ggEER & - TS?NL
. A
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 10.1
SUBURB ~  ====--e- | e I-—=-==- I-mmm——— - e at I--mme ) S e et I-=—=mm==- I-=r=m==-1
1. 1 5 1 7 I 103 I 110 I 75 I 33 I 16 I 7 1 8 I 1 I 477
HASSAU I 11.3 1 14.7 I 21.6 I 23,1 I 15,7 I 6.9 I 3.4 I 1.5 I 1.7 I 0.2 I 36.8
I Sl I--mme——- [-mmm——— I-mmmm e [-omm———— iy it I--mmn=—- I-=—mmm= ) 1
I 2 1 5 1 18 I 18 I 13 1 4§ 1 1 1 0 I 1 I 0 I 62
ROCKLAND I 3.2 1 8.1 I 29.0 I 29.0 I 21.0 I 6.5 I 1.6 I 0. I 1.6 I 0. I 4.8
S Seiniaialisinte | S gate I-=—=—=- Immmm I-mmmmm I[-mmomee I-mmm———- [-=m=m=—- I-mmme—— I
I 45 I 68 I 93 I 82 I 50 I 26 I 12 I 6 I 15 1 0 I 397
SUFFOLK I 11.3 1 17.1 I 23.4 I 20,7 I 12.6 I 6.5 I 3.0 I 1.5 I 3.8 I o I 30.7
. 0 Selteitiny - I I-mmmm e I-mmm—— et [-——mem—- o L e I-mmmmm I
4. 1 35 1 39 I 88 I 85 1 56 1 36 I 13 I 5 1 8 1 0 I 359
WESTCHESTER I 9.7 T 10.9 I 24.5 I 23.7 I 15.6 I 8.4 I 3.6 I 1.4 I 2.2 I o0. 1 27.7
R Sebetltetaintes I--m=meme L i I--—————- I-mm——— I--mm———— I-—=m=—- e I-==mee—- Lt I
COLUMN 136 182 je2 295 194 93 42 18 32 1 1295 .
TOTAL 10.5 14.1 23.3 22.8 15.0 7.2 3.2 1.4 2.5 0.1 100.0
XEK KKK XK KN AKKKKKKXK CROSSTABULATION OF %% %K KKBHXKXK DH KN S S NI EEXEHHSH
., SUBURB SUBURBAH N Y C BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
WCUHTROLLING FOR..
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XOHOR KR KR K MR KK KK KK X K N NN K K KKK NN N K K K XK KN H NN KXNNHNDNDKDHNHKX
AGE
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TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
SUBURB ~  ~=--oem—- [-—mmm—ee I--wmwme [-—=mmmm I-—mmme I I-——memm I-—mm—m I-mmmme I-mmomeme I
N | 3 1 4 I 5 1 9 1 3 I 1 I 0 I 1 1 0 I 26
NASSAU I 11.5 T 15.4 I 19.2 I 34.6 I 1.5 I 3.8 I 0. I 3.8 I 0. I 433
I S I[--mmmm e [-mmm——ee I--——me I[-=m=eme e [ I-=m=— [ I
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: e St I--vmmome I-mm————- | e [-——mee [--m—mmme I--——m—— I-mm—=—e- - I
3. 1 1 I 0 I 1 1I 4 I 8§ I, 2 1 6 I 1 I 0 I 17
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B S I---mmm Iomemm e I-——m———- [~ommm—e I-—r=m—-- [-—=—— I I-—mmm—e I
4. 1 0 I ¢ I 0 I 3 1 3 1 3 1 3 I 0 I 2 1 14
WESTCHESTER I oe. 1 0. 1 0. I 21.4 I'21.4 1'21.4 I 21.4 I 6. I 14.3 I 23.3
i Satatdntiabtey i I-==wem=- I--=-mme- et Is=memm—— I-===m——- I-~===mem [--mmmme I
COLUMN 4 4 7 17 15 ' 6 3 ; 2 2 60
rovAL 6.7 6.7 11.7 28.3 25.0 10.0 5.0 3.3 3.3 180.0




CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
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CHARACTERISTICS OF HEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMEHT-1931

OF COMMITMEMT BY AGE AND SEX

07-30-82)

(CREATIOHN DATE

COUHTY

FILE

KK K K K ¥ X X % H X 5 % % X X 5 %
AGE ON COMMITMENT

0 F

BY AGE

CROSSTABULATIOHN

REST OF STATE

COHTROLLING FOR..

X ok X X A X X K X K X K K K M K K X
UPSTATE

COURT COMMITHMENTS

FEMALES

2.
1

KoX X 3 R O MO K K K X K XK K X K X N M K OH oM O K K K X K X X X ¥ H X K K N X K N K K H X X XK X K

COURT COMMITMEHTS

SEX
BY CONMIT

AGE
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1981

90

14
7004 ea"s
80

6-10 Years
26%

Maximum Sentence

TOTAL

3 Years

4 Years

43 Years

5 Years

6-10 Years

11-19 Years

20 or More Years
Life

MAXIMUM SENTENCE

o

5
10
3 Years
25%
4 Years
17%
30
35
43 Years
9%
40
45
50
Number Percent .. . ..
10,311 160%
2,599 25%
1,704 17%
9k% 9%
433 4%
2,701 26%
1,030 10%
316 3%
570 6%
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MAXIMUM SENTENCE BY CRIME ON COMMITMENT. The distribution of maximum
sentences by crime on commitment has depended on the severity of the

offense and the crime category (felony or Youthful Offender) as well as

the crime class, when the commitment crime is a felony. Feionies are naow
divided into six c¢lasses: A-I, A-II, B, C, D and E. Maximum sentences

for Class A felonies have been set at life (except for Murder 1, which
carries the death penalty) while court-set maximum terms for a Class B
(non-violent) felony have ranged from 3 years to 25 years; Class C (non-
violent) from 3 to 15 years; Class D from 3 to 7 years; and Class E, 3 to

4 years, Slightly longer terms have been set under the new Yiolent Felony
Offender Law for specified violent felony commitments (effective September 1,
1978). For example, for a Class B violent felony, such as Burglary 1, Man-
slaughter 1, Rape 1, Robbery 1, a court-set maximum term must be at least 6
years and at most 25 years. Maximum terms set by the court under the Second
Felony Offender Law (about one-third of male commitments) are more severe
that the maximums listed above which are for first felons. Maximum terms

for second violent felony offenders, again, are more severe that maximums set
for second non-violent felony offenders. The maximum term spread for a Class
B second violent felony offender must be at least 12 and at most 25 years;
while for a Class B second non-violent felony offender, 9 to 25 years. All
persistent violent felony offenders (3 or more violent felonies, including
the present conviction) must receive a 1ife maximum term, whatever the class
of felony may be. In the case of persistent non-violent felony offenders,
the 1ife term is optional with the court and the second felony term may be
applied. An attempt to commit a crime does not change the crime of conviction
but does lower the crime one class, except in the case of the Class A-I c¢rimes
of Murder 1 or either criminal possession or sale of a controlled substance
first degree and all A-II (controlled substance) crimes. In these latter
cases, an attempt to commit the crime does not Tower the crime class. For
example, while Robbery 2 is a Class C violent felony, Attempted Robbery 2 is
a Class D violent felony. While a crime,such as murder, may include at most
only two classes, A-I and B (attempted Murder 2), at the other extreme, dan-
gerous drug crimes may include all six felony classes. A1l Youthful Offender
commitments must receive a maximum term of either 3 or 4 years. Thus, while
5.5 percent of total male commitments in 1981 received maximum sentencas of
1ife, over 70 percent of murder commitments received lite maximum terms.
While over 41 percent of male commitments received 3 to 4 year maximum sen-
tences, over two-thirds of burglary commitments received such tarms and over
92 percent of male grand larceny commitments. Only 5.6 percent of rape commit-
ments received 3 or 4 year sentences while 87.5 percent received sentences

of greater than 5 years. Almost 83 percent of male forgery commitments re-
ceived only 3 or 4 year maximum terms. While dangerous drug commitments can
receive maximum sentences extending from three years to life, almost 52 per-
cent have received 3 or 4 year maximum terms, nearly 24 percent had terms of
from 5 to 20 years and nearly 23 percent were given 1ife terms. There are
relatively minor differences between maximum terms received by male commit-
ments in 1980 and in 1981. The proportion of males with 3 year maximum terms
fell 2.5 percent from 1980 to 1981 while 4 year terms were down only 0.2 per-
cent and 5 year terms were down merely 0.5 percent. Maximum terms of from
over 5 years to life rose slightly in 1981 (1.3%) despite the fact that life
terms fell from 6.0 percent in 1980 to 5.5 percent in 1981. Thus, the overall
trend in the 1981 male sentencing pattern has been to slightly more severe
maximum terms.

~17-

Slightly over one-half of total female commitments receiv i
senten;es of 3 to 4 years on commitment. This percentage is osgrmSX;ZgT
cent higher than that for male commitments in 1981. Conversely, while
nearly one-half of male commitments (49.5%) had maximum terms o% 5 years
or more, s11ght1y Tess than 37 percent of female commitments had received
such high maximum terms. There are several reasons for the fact that
female maximum sentence distributions are relatively less severe than
those for males. _One reason for this is that the percentage of second
felony offenders is considerably Tower for females (50% compared to 61%)
as we}] as the proportion of female violent felony offenders (23% compared
to §8A). While almost 64 percent of female robbery commitments received
max imum terms.of less than 5 years, only 38.2 percent of male robbery com-
mitments received such terms. Traditionally, the courts have been more
lenient with fema]e offenders but, on the other hand, only the most sarious
offenders are admitted to the state prison system, Female maximum te;ms i;
1981 compared with 1980 tended to be slightly less severe in the current
year. For examp]e,'the proportion of 3 to 4 year terms has risen from 47.3
percent in 1980 to 50.5 percent in 1981 while the proportion of life terms
has failen from 8.6 percent in 1980 to 6.2 percent in 1981. Terms of from
5 to 20 years (excluding life terms) fell from 33.5 percent in 1980 to 30.7
percent in 1981. The reason tor a relatively less severe female sentencing
pattern in 1981 was the proportionate increase in female commitments for
crimes such as burglary, forgery, and to a lesser extent, robbery coupled
with a relative decrease in female homicide commi tments. '
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CHARACTERISTICS OF HEMW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE OFFENSE (CREATION DATE = 08-11-82) BY MAXINMUM SENTENCE AND SEX

KX X K M K K M K X X X X % % % X X CROSSTABULATIOHN 0 F KK %K ¥ K M % % % % 5 % X H % ¥
FELOHY BY MAXSEN MAXIMUM SENTEHCE ON COMMITMEHT
COHTROLLING FOR..
SEX : VALUE = 1. MALES
BY COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURY COMMITMENTS
KK R K X % X K K % X K X K K % K X % % K % X X %X X % KM % % X X X % % K X % % N X X % X X X X x
MAXSEN
COUHT I
ROGW PCT I3 YEARS 37-47 MO 4 YEARS 49-59 MO 5 YEARS 61-120 M 121-239 28 YR OR LIFE ROW
1 0 MO MORE TOTAL
I 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 i | 9.1 10.1
FELONY mm—m——— I-——=mmee e I-e——e s I -~ [--emmm oo | e e 1
I 2272 1 27 1 1492 1 907 I 426 I 2610 I 3008 I 311 I 545 I 9598
FELONIES ; 23.7 % 0.3 ; 15.5 § 9.4 % 4.4 % 27.2 % 10.5 } 3.2 f 5.2 1 100.0
COLUMN 2272 27 1492 907 426 2610 1008 311 545 9598
TOTAL 23.7 0.3 15.5 9.4 4.4 27.2 16.5 3.2 5.7 100.0

B K X K K K K K % K X ¥ H X X N X CROSSTABULATION 0 F KX M X N X K X X X % X % ¥ X X K
FELONY BY MAXSEHN MAXIMUM SENTENCE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
BY COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
X)()(XXXXXXXXXKXXXNXX“*K*X“K&(*KKXXX**XX%)(KN*NXX*XX%
L MAXSEN
w0 COUNT I
! ROWU PCT I3 YEARS 37-47 MO 4 YEARS 49-59 MO 5 YEARS 61-120 M 121-239 20 YR OR LIFE ROU
I 0 MO MORE TOTAL
1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 10.1
FELONY  ——memeee ) e ) e i [-=me———e [-=mmmen e e it | I[-—wenmm S I
N | 137 1 1 I 57 1 51 I 7 1 91 1 22 1 5 1 25 I 396
FELONIES I 34.6 1 0.3 I 14.4 I 12.9 I 1.8 1 23,0 I 5.6 1 1.3 I 6.3 I 100.0
P Sttt I--=mmoem D it I----—~me I--oem—e ) e e - | e e I-—-cmmme I
COLUMN 137 1 57 51 7 91 22 5 25 396
TOTAL 34.6 6.3 14.4 12.9 1.8 23.0 5.6 1.3 6.3 i66.0
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CHARACTERISTICS OF HEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE OFFEHSE (CREATIOH DATE = 08-11-82) BY MAXIMUM SENTEHCE AHD SUX

X X ¥ O K K K K N K X X X X X X X ¥ CROSSTABULATION O F X OE X X X X % % ¥ % % X R # A X R N

CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMENT BY MAXSEN  MAXIMUM SENTENCE ON COMHITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
BY COMMIT  COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITHMEHTS
HOoH M OX M N OH K N X X K K X OH X M OH K N N K OH H K K K X X K K N X K X A X K X K K H XK X XX XX
MAXSEN
COUNT I
ROW PCT I3 YEARS 37-47 MO 4 YEARS 49-59 MO 5 YEARS 61-120 M 121-239 29 YR OR LIFE ROW
I 0 MO MORE TOTAL
I 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 10.1
CRIME ~  ——===--- e I--—mmoms [--——-=== [mmm—mcn [--——-== [--———=ms [--~m=—ms e e I
1. I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 41 I 42 I 38 I 286 I 407
MURDER 1 ¢ I o I o I e I 0. I 10.1 I 10.3 I 9.3 I 70.3 I 4.1
e R [-~-m==m- [---===m- e I--—---—- [---==mm- [--mmoomm I--mmome- I
I 22 1 1 I 15 I 23 I 5 I 156 I 195 I 84 I 2 I 503
HOMICIDE I 4.6 I 0.2 I 3.0 I 4.6 I 1.0 I 31.0 I 38.8 I 16.7 I 0.4 I 5.1
mI=mmmmmam O [---—mme e [-~-==—me I-—---—-- [-=m=m- O e I
3. 01 431 I 5 I 279 I 654 I 146 I 1421 I 519 I 105 I 18 I 3578
ROBBERY I 12,6 I 0.1 I 7.8 I 18.3 I 4.1 I 39.7 I 14.5 I 2.9 I 0.5 I 36.1
S TR [----==- [---=mee- I----==-- O R e [-—mmmmmm [---mmmme I
4, I 670 I 13 I 572 I 78 I 125 I 331 I 53 I 12 I 4 I 1858
BURGLARY I 3.1 I 0.7 I 30.8 I 4.2 I 6.7 I 17.8 I 2.9 I 0.6 I 0.2 I 18.8
o SRR [--m-m- [--~——=m I--mmm=- I---=m=- R [---=mme- I--—mo=m- I-m—mmme i
5. I 96 I 1 I 63 I 52 I 28 I 148 I 39 I 0 I 3 I 430
ASSAULT I 22,3 I 6.2 I 14.7 I 12.1 I 6.5 I 34.4 I 9.1 I 0. I 0.7 I 4.3
S e I-—-—=e- [---—mmm- [--mmm=m- I--=mmom- [-—=-m=-- [--—m==m= e [---=——e- I
.1 177 1 2 1 68 I 0 I 5 1 15 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 267
' GR LARC NOT AUTO I 66.3 I 0.7 I 25,5 I 6. I 1.9 I 5.6 I . I 6. I 0. I 2.7
n e e [-—-mme- e [----mmee [--mm e e I--mmmme I 1
i . I 28 1 o I 10 1I 0 I 0 I 2 1 0 I 0 I 0 I 40
GRAND LARC AUTO I 70.06 I 0. I 25.0 I o0. I 0. I 50 I o. I ©0. I 0. I 0.4
e I--=~mmm- I-m=oomee [--~mo o R [--====mm [--mmsmme O e I
8. 1 6 I 0 I 6 I 13 I 2 I 76 I 77 1 32 1 5 1 217
RAPE I 2.8 I o0 I 2.8 I 6.0 I 0.9 I 350 I 355 I 14.7 I 2.3 I 2.2
D [--mmmmmm O R I--—-==mm e [-—==m-- [--==m=m- [--==—m=- 1
' 9. I 31 I o I 28 I 19 I 12 I 606 I 31 I 25 I 6 I 197
SEX OFF EX RAPE I 15.7 I ©0. I 14,2 I 5.1 I 6.1 I 30.5 I 15.7 I 12.7 I 6. I 2.0
e e [--=mcmmm O O I-——===—m [-=m-==o- [-—mmm e [-—mmmmm 1
10. I 338 I 1 I 162 I 20 I 30 I 177 1 17 1 4 I 219 I 968
DANGEROUS DRUGS I 34.9 I 0.1 I 16,7 I 2.1 I 3.1 I 18.3 I 1.8 I 0.4 I 22.6 I 9.8
e e [-—=—=m- I--mmmme- O I--—mm—=- I--mmomem [-—=—m—=- 1
11. I 41 1 1 I 36 I 0 I 6 I 9 I 0 I 0 I I 93
FORGERY I 44,1 I 1.1 I 38.7 I o I 6.5 I 9.7 I 0. I 0. I 0. I 0.9
S O [-~-—=m- Immmmmme O ) St O e I
12, I 222 1 0 I 139 I 42 I 49 I 122 I 10 I 0 I 4 1 588
DANGEROUS WEAPON I 37.8 I 0. I 23.6 1 7.1 I 83 1 207 I 1.7 I 0. I 0.7 I 5.9
et T St I---=-=-- [-mmmmm I--—-=——- [-—-moee e I-mmmmmmm I
13. I 210 I 3T 14 I 15 I 18 I 52 I 25 I 11 I 4 I 452
ALL OTHER FELONY I 46.5 I 0.7 I 25,2 I 3.3 I 4.0 I 11.5 I 5.5 I 2.4 I 0.9 I 4.6
S e I---=—==m [~—=mcmmm [--=momme [-—-mmoe e I---mem O I
15. I 185 I 0 I 122 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I o I 307
YOUTHFUL OFFENDR I 60.3 I 0. I 39,7 I 0. I 0. I o. I 0. I 0. I 0. I 3.1
S I---—-=- O I-—-—==m- I--——=-m I--——m--- I--=-=mme I-~—mmemm I-mmmcmee I
COLUMN 2457 27 1614 907 426 2610 1008 311 545 9905
TOTAL 24.8 0.3 16.3 9.2 4.3 26.4 10.2 3.1 5.5  100.0



CHARAGCTERISTICS OF NEW COMAI(MENTS TO THE DEPARTMEHT-1981

FILE

OFFENSE

(CREATION DATE

038-11

X X X X K X K K K X K X K K K ¥ X X
REASOH FOR COMMITMEHNT
COHTROLLIHNG FOR..

COURT COMMITMENTS
BOR O K OK KON X M X KON O K N N K N KX N KK K K H KK X KK KKK KK KKK KKK KRN KK KD

CRIME

SEX
BY COMMIT

COUNT

I

MAXSEN

ROW PCT iS YEARS

1 2
CRIME = ==—mm—em-  CoS—
1. 1 0
MURDER { 0.
2. I 4
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS -~ 1981

MINIMUM SENTENCE
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10,304 100%
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MINIMUM SENTENCE. Nearly 60 percent of male new commitments in 1981
received specified minimum terms of from one year to less than 2%

years. Since only 3.3 percent of male commitments did not have a mini-
mum sentence specified on commitment, only 37.1 percent received speci-
fied minimum terms of 2% years or more. There are differences between
the male minimum sentence distributions of 1980 and 1981. The proportion
of minimum sentences not set by the court on commitment has fallen from
slightly under 18 percent in 1980 to a residual of a little over 3 percent
in 1981 because the law mandating court-set minimum terms was effective
for crimes committed September 1, 1979 or later. In addition, the per-
centage of specified minimum terms of less than 2% years increased from
47.4 percent in 1980 to 59.6 percent in 1981 while the proportion of
specified minimum terms of over 2% years rose slightly from 35 percent in
1980 to 37.1 percent in 1981. It appears that while about 61 percent of
the 1981 commitments were for violent felony type offenses, many of which
have court-set minimums of one-third the maximum term, the trend toward
lower specified minimum terms has continued.

Almost three-fourths of female commitments in 1981 had received
minimum sentences of from one year to less than 2% years. Since 3.4
percent of females did not have a minimum sentence specified by the court
on commitment, the residual, 21.7 percent, had received specified minimum
terms of 2% years or more. This experience differs from that for males
in that about 15 percent more females received specified minimum sentences
of from one to less than 2% years. Since the proportion of minimum terms
not specified by the court on commitment was similar for both males and
females, about 15 percent more males received specified minimum terms of
2% years or more. Thus, female commitments tended to have less severe
minimum terms because of Tower numbers of female violent felony offenders
and second felony offenders as well as the traditional leniency of the
courts towards the female offender.

MINIMUM SENTENCE BY AGE GROUP. While nearly 26 percent of male commitments
were under 2] years of age, almost 31 percent of males who received minimum
terms of from one year to less than 2% years, were in this age group. Also,
a relatively high proportion of males who received minimum terms not speci-
fied on commitment, were under 21 (36.4%). Conversely, only 17.3 percent

of those males who received minimum terms of from 2% years to 20 years or
more, were less than 21. Second felony offenders, who receive minimum

terms of one-half the maximum, tend to be older than first felony offenders.
Also, the majority of Youthful Offenders are under 21 on commitment and
receive minimum terms of one year (307 males).

Female commitments by minimum sentence and age group follow the same
general pattern as that shown for males although females tended to be older
than males on commitment.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE MINIMUM (CREATION DATE = 07-30-382) SEHTENCE BY AGE AND SEX
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CHARACTERISTICS OF HEW COMMITMENYS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE MIHTMUM (CREATICN DATE = 07-30-82) SENTENCE BY AGE AND SEX
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1981
EDUCATION ON COMMITMENT
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EDUCATION ON COMMITMENT. The largest number of males committed in 1981
(4,457 or 45.0%) were high school drop-outs. Slightly over 27 percent
of male commitments had graduated from high school (27.4%) but only 2.2
percent had attended a college or had additional vocational training
beyond high school. Slightly under 24 percent had only an elementary or
junior high school education. The other group (1.5%) includes those who
did not attend school, attended a special school for slow learners or only
attended elementary school up to the third grade. The educational back-
ground of male commitments in 19871 was slightly more advanced than in 1980
in that 1.5 percent more males had completed high school but, on the other
?gngz ? sm?11er proportion of 1981 male commitments had attended college
.8% less).

Nearly one-half of female commitments in 1981 (202) had not completed |
high school. But 32 percent were high school graduates and only 14.5 per- !
cent had merely attended elementary or junior high school. Thus, the E
educational background of female commitments in 1981 was relatively more
advanced than that for males. While about 9 percent fewer females had ]
only an elementary education, nearly 5 percent more had attended high f
school and nearly 5 percent more had graduated from high school, than
male commitments in 1981. The female educational background in 1981 was
also more advanced than the female experience in 1980. For example, about
4.4 percent more females in 1980 had only an elementary education.

EDUCATION BY AGE GROUP. The male educational level on commitment appears

to be directly related to age. For example, in the 16 to 20 year age

group, no male commitments had attended college and only 10.1 percent of
commitments aged 21 to 24 had any college experience. Conversely, while
28.7 percent of male commitments were aged 30 or over 61.8 percent of those
who had attended college fell in this age group. High school graduates also
tended to be over 21 on commitment -- only 7.0 percent of this group were
aged 16 to 20 on commitment while 25.9 percent of total male commitments
were less than 21 years of age. Higher proportions of high school drop-outs
and those with only an elementary or junior high school education were aged
16 to 20 on commitment (about 34%). But the lowest proportions of male
commitments with an elementary education fell in the 21 to 34 year age groups
{about 48%) while nearly 60 percent of male commitments were in these age
groups. While 14.6 percent of male commitments were aged 35 or over, 17.4
percent of those who had only an elementary or junior high school education
were 35 years of age or older.

While female commitments tended to be older than males, with only 15
percent under 21 on commitment, the educational level by age distribution
showed a similar pattern in that those in the lower age groups were more
apt to be less educationally advanced than those aged 25 or over.

etz
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE EDUCATIO (CREATION DATE = 07-30-82) ON COMMITMENT BY AGE AHD SEX
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CHARACTERISTICS OF HEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE EDUCATIO (CREATION DATE = 07-30-82) ON COMMITMENT BY AGE AHD SEX
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1981
COMMITMENTS WITH PRIOR HISTORY OF DANGEROUS DRUG USAGE
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DANGERQUS DRUG USAGE AND VIOLATION. Male drug users committed in 1981

numbered 5,722 or 57.8 percent of total male commitments while the 210
female drug users constituted 51.7 percent of total female commitments.
In 1980, 59.6 percent of total male commitments were drug users wnile
female drug users accounted for 49.6 percent of total female commitments.
Thus, drug use has declined nearly 2 percent for male commitments but has
risen a little over 2 percent during the same period, for female commit-
ments.

There were 967 male drug law violator commitments in 1981 or 9.8 per-
cent of total male commitments while 69 female drug law violators (17.0%
of female commitments) were admitted in 1981. The 1981 percentage of male
drug law violators is 1.0 percent below the 1980 proportion and the female
proportion has declined 3.4 percent. In comparing male and female drug
users in 1981 with male and female drug violators, it is noted that while
the percentage of male drug users was 6.1 percent above that for females,
the percentage of female drug law violators was 7.2 percent greater than
that for males.

In 1981, 657 males were committed who were both drug users and drug
violators (6.6 percent of total male commitments) while 36 female drug
users and violators were committed (8.9 percent of total female commitments).
Thus, only 11.5 percent of male drug users were also drug violators in 1981
while 17.1 percent of female drug users were drug violators as well. Con-
versely, while 67.9 percent of male drug violator commitments in 1981 were
also drug users, only about 52 percent of female drug violator commitments
used drugs as well.

DANGEROUS DRUG STATUS BY AGE GROUP. Male drug users by age group show a

higher proportion of drug users among the lower age groups. The reverse is
true for drug law violators, with very few of these violators being less
than 21 years of age on commitment. The highest proportion of male drug
users by age group occurred among 19 to 20 year olds (65.1%, or 888 users
out of 1,365 males committed at that age) while the next highest proportions
were in the 16 to 18 year age group (63.6%) and the 25 to 34 year age group
(over 63% of commitments in that age bracket). This proportion of male
drug users by age group has gradually decreased to 22.5 percent for those
aged 50 or over (47 drug users out of 209 commitments). Conversely, the
percentage of male drug law violators by age group has increased from a Tow
of 1.7 percent for the 16 to 18 year age group (13 drug violators out of
1,193 commitments) -- disregarding the age group of 65 years and over --
and peaked at slightly over 21 percent for the 40 to 44 year age group.

For male inmates who are both drug users and drug violators, the proportion
by age group to total male commitments rises from a low of 9 commitments
out of a total of 1,193 in the 16 to 18 year age group (0.8%) -- disregard-
ing the age group of 65 and over -- to a high of 56 commitinents out of 379
in the 40 to 44 year age group (14.8%).

Female commitments of dangerous drug users by age group were proportion-
ally highest for the 25 to 29 year age group -- 85 drug users out of 122
commitments that age, or 69.7 percent. There were no female drug users
over 44 years of age. Female drug violators, who were 17 percent of total
female commitments, tended to average less than 20 percent for age groups
under 30 and over 20 percent for ages 30 and over. The proportion of female
drug users who were also drug violators peaked at ages 30 to 34 (almost 19%)
but fell rapidly both for age groups under 25 and 40 and over.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981

B OH % K WO O K X X N OK M X XX KX
AGE ON COMMITMENT

1. COURT CDMMITMENIS

X

¥ oMK X X *®

TOTAL
8.1 9.1
-------- | Rttt |
32 1 37 1 967
1 I 100.0
-------- [--rmo———=]
32 37 967
3.3 3.8 100.0

FILE DRUG (CREATION DATE = 07-29-82) STATUS BY AGE AND SEX
H oA R K X X X X X X X X X X XK X X X CROSSTABULATION 0F
DRUGVIOL DRUG LAW VIOLATORS BY AGE
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
BY COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE =
HOX N M K X ¥ X X X ¥ X X KoK K 3 % X N M X X X X K M X K X X K X M N N X X M X
AGE
COUNT I
%16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30~34 YR 35-39 YR 40~-4% YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR ROW
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.
DRUGVIOL  -=—===-- == [-=mmmm e [-ommmm e e ) it [-—————— [~
1. I 13 1 55 1 202 1 265 1 174 1 109 I 86
DRUG LAW VIOLATR 1 I 1 I I I 1
i [———~—mm- [-=-m———- b [-=====-- b e ettt b R
COLUMN 13 55 202 265 174 109 80
TOTAL 1.3 5.7 20.9 27.4 18.0 11.3 8.3
KoM K OK O K MK M OX X N X M K X K X X CROSSTABULATION 0 F

B oM oM K M oM M K K M OX X X M K M X X

AGE ON COMMITMENT

2. FEMALES
1. COURT COMMITNENTS

16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-6% YR ROW

21
TOTAL 1.4 4.3 17.4 27.5 30.4

0 o Bt St b

DRUGVIOL DRUG LAW VIODLATORS BY AGE
JCONTROLLING FOR..
@ SEX VALUE =
'BY  COMMITY COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE =
HOH K O K N N K K KK K K K R K K K KON K K K M N M K MM MK K NN K KM NN KKK NN KKK KK
AGE
COUNT %
I TOTAL
1 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 8.1 9.X
DRUGVIOL  -—=-==——- I-———m—- I--m-em— e e e e Sttt ) bbbt Sabnebebobd Chobatbaldni ) i I
1. I 1 1 3 I 12 1 19 'I° 21 I 2 1 2 I 69
DRUG LAW VIOLATR I 1 1 1 I 1 1 I100.0
I----om- I-==we——- } Sedtndededninded ) S i  Gobedetetbotnint Suinbaininlialod Sodudedninininie I
COLUMN 1 3 12 19 2 2 69
2.9 2.9 100.0



CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMEHTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981

FILE DRUG (CREATION DATE = 07-30-82) USERS WHO ARE ALSO DRUG VIGLATORS BY AGE AHD SEX
HOoR K MK X K K OH K X XK X X K X X H K CROSSTABULATTION 0F ¥ X R A K X X X X ¥ H K X K X X X ¥
SEX DRUG USERS WHO ARE ALSO DRUG VIOLATORS BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..
COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = i. COURT COMMITMENTS
oK K OH 3 K K K X X K X X O X X X K X K K K H K XK H K X X X X K K X X ¥ X ¥ X X X X K ¥ X K X ¥ ¥
AGE
COUNT I
ROW PCT %16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-3% YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR ngwL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
SEX  mmmmmee- J-mmm———— I-m—em—— Jommmm it I-—-o ) e ) S e I | e e ntated 1
1. 1 9 1 49 1 119 I 194 1 121 I 75 1 56 I 18 1 16 I 657
MALES I 1.4 1 7.5 I 18.1 I 29.5 I 18.4 I 1l1.4 1 8.5 1 2.7 1 2.4 1 94.8
=l ———— - === ) it I-mmome e i - - I~ I
2. 1 ¢ I 2 I 4 1 11 I 14 1 4 I 1 I 0 1 G I 36
FEMALES I 0. I 5.6 I 11.1 I 30.6 I 38.9 I 11.1 I 2.8 1 0. 1 0. 1 5.2
=== I-=mmmme ) st I---me—e I--—=- e aad ) S Stanied I-mmmmmmm e it I
COLUMN 9 51 123 205 135 79 57 18 16 693
TOTAL 1.3 1.4 17.7 29.6 19.5 11.4 8.2 2.6 2.3 100.0

_VE..



CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1981
PRIOR ADULT CRIMINAL RECORD

h?t?T*T$T*£*>x>%>

No Prior Adult
Criminal Record
13%

A0

State of Federal

15

20

L Penal Institution
28%
5 No Prior Institutional
" Commitment
- 28%
30
70
Local Penal Institution Only
31%
35

65

o 40

55 45
50
Prior Adult Criminal Record Number Parcent
TOTAL 10,304 100%
No Prior Adult Criminal Record 1,346 13%
No Prior Institutional Commitment 2,851 28%
Local Penal Institution On]y ) 3,251 31%
State or Federal Penal Institution 2,856 28%
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PRIOR ADULT CRIMINAL RECORD. Nearly 13 percent of total male commitments

in 1981 had no prior adult record before the instant offense (no prior
arrest) while 27.5 percent had no previous incarceration but had one or

more prior arrests with or without convictions. Thus, over 40 percent of
male commitments in 1981 did not have a previous institutional commitment
while almost 60 percent did have previous incarcerations; local (31.4%)

or state (28.4%). In comparison with 1980, about 2 percent more male

1981 commitments had prior local, state or federal commitments. While
nearly 3 percent fewe: male commitments in 1981 had no previous commitment,
nearly one percent more of the 1981 males had no prior adult criminal record.

Only 47.5 percent of female commitments had previous incarcerations:
local (35.7%), state (11.8%). Thus, 52.5 percent had either no prior adult
arrest record (21.7%) or no prior institutional commitment (30.8%). In
comparison with male commitments in 1981, slightly over 12 percent fewer
female commitments had prior incarcerations. In fact, over one-fifth of the
females had no prior arrest record at all -- 9% more than the male experience.
In comparison with 1980, 7.5 percent more female commitments in 1981 had
previous incarcerations. The increase in prior Tocal commitments was about

6 percent while privs* state commitments only rose a 1ittle over one percent. . .

Thus, 7.5 percent fewer 1981 female commitments had no prior adult record
or commitment. It appears that the prior adult records of female commit-
ments in 1981 was considerably more severe than females admitted in the
previous year.

PRIOR ADULT CRIMINAL RECORD BY AGE GROUP. Male commitments in 1981, as in
prior years, show a higher proportion of commitments with no previous adult
record or institutional commitment, in the Tower age groups. While nearly

26 percent of total male commitments were under 21 years of age on commit-
ment, almost 39 percent of those with no prior record or commitment fall in
this age group. Conversely, only 3.4 percent of those with a prior state
commitment were less than 21 years of age on admission. While nearly 60 per-
cent of total male commitments had prior state or local commitments, the age
group with the highest proportion of prior institutional commitments was 30
to 34 years -- almost three-fourths or 1,041 out of 1,398 males in that age
group. Males aged 25 to 49 tended to have the highest proportions of commit-
ments with a prior incarceration record.

Female commitments by prior adult record and age group reveal that
while nearly 19 percent of female commitments with no prior record nor ,
institutional commitment were under 21 years of age on commitment, only one
female with a prior state incarceration was less than 21 on commitment. |
Among females, commitments in the age groups 25 through 44 tended to have
the highest incarceration rates. For example, 73 of the 122 female commit-
ments aged 25 to 29, almost 60 percent, had prior local, state or federal
commitments.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF HEW COMMITMENTS TGO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE PRIOPR (CREATION DATE = 07-30-82) ADULT CRIMIHAL RECORD BY AGE AHD SEX-

K X K % X X % X X X % % % % ¥ % % ¥ CROSSTABULATION 0F H oM K X oM K X X X XN K N X % % % X X%

ADULTREC PRIOR ADULT CRIMINAL RECORD BY AGE AGE ON COMHITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR. .
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ROK KON X ¥ X N K K K K K K OH K X K K K X X ¥ X N X X BN H K X X X X X X X % % % K % % % X * X X
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b X VALUE = 2. FEMALES
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X oK % X X X ¥ % oK KKK KR KK KK KKK OK X KoM X X ¥ X X X M % %X X X % % X % X ¥ Q ;NEN;SX
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COUNT T ‘
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1981
ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION

Other - 1%
[}

95 :
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Puerto Rican
21%

Ethnic Group Number Peréent
TOTAL 10,303 100%
Black 5,201 50%
White 2,900 28%
Puerto Rican 2,142 21%
Other 60 1%
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REASON FOR COMMITMENT BY ETHNIC GROUP. For all crimes, slightly over
one-half of total male commitments in 1981 were black (50.3%) while
slightly over 28 percent were white and 21 percent were of Puerto Rican
birth or parentage. In comparison with 1980, 2.3 percent fewer white

males were admitted in 1981 while 1.7 percent more blacks were committed

in the current year. The proportion of Puerto Rican commitments in 1981
only rose 0.4 percent during the period. The ethnic distribution of male
commitments for specific crimes may differ substantially. For example,.

a larger proportion of white males are committed for forgery -- 54 out of
the 93 male forgery acdmissions (58.1%) while a smaller proportion of blacks
(39.8%) and a very small proportion of Puerto Ricans (2.2%) are committed
for the same crime. Another crime for which a higher :arcentage of whites
are committed is sex offenses, except rape (53.3%) while only 37.1 percent
of commitments for this crime are black and only 9.1 percent are Puerto
Rican. Similarly, a higher proportion of whites are committed for grand
larceny, not auto (48.7%) while 45.3 percent blacks and merely 5.6 percent
Puerto Ricans are committed for this crime. Male burglary commitments in
1981 were nearly 40 percent white, only 38.8 percent black and 21.3 percent
Puerto Rican. Conversely, the ethnic distribution of commitments for other
crimes showed a higher proportion of black male commitments and/or Puerto
Ricans and lower proportions of white commitments. For example, only 16
percent of male robbery commitments were white while almost 61 percent

were black. Thus, the proportion of black robbery commitments was relatively
high, over 22 percent greater than the proportion of black burglary commit-
ments. Nearly 55 percent of male dangerous weapons commitments were black
while slightly less than 19 percent were white and nearly 26 percent Puerte
Rican. About one-fourth of murder commitments were white while nearly 54
percent were black. The proportion of Puerto Rican homicide commitments
was relatively high (nearly 30%) while proportions of white homicide commit-
ments (23.7%) and blacks (45.3%) were relatively low. A relatively low
proportion of blacks were committed for dangerous drug crimes (42%) while
proportions of whites and Puerto Ricans were higher. Thus, there are signi-
ficant ethnic differences between commitment offenses which have been pre-
determined by sociological factors inherent in our culture.

The ethnic distribution of female commitments in 1981 differs signi-
ficantly from that for males. Total females were distributed thusly:
55.4 percent bhlack, 29.1 percent white and 15.0 percent Puerto Rican.
Thus, over 5 percent more female commitments were black than male commit-
ments while 6 percent fewer females were Puerto Rican. The proportion of
female white commitments was only one percent higher than that for males.
Compared with the ethnic distribution of 1980 female commitments, nearly
2 percent fewer black females were committed in 1981 while 1.4 percent more
Puerto Rican females were admitted in the current year. Commitments of
white females were stable. The female ethnic distribution by crime tends
to vary in a pattern similar to that for males, aithough the small number
of cases in some crime categories affects the reliability for purposes of
comparison. It appears that a relatively high proportion of black females
were convicted of homicide (63.8%) and robbery (59.0%), while low proportions
of white females were committed for these two crimes: homicide (19.1%) and
robbery (18.1%). Relatively high proportions of Puerto Rican females were
committed for robbery (22.9%) and drug crimes (18.8%).
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ETHNIC GROUP BY REGION. In the total state, slightly over one-half of

male commitments were black, slightly over 28 percent were white and 21
percent were Puerto Rican. In New York City, however, over 55 percent

of male commitments were black while slightly over 15 percent were white
and nearly 29 percent Puerto Rican. New York City male commitments in

1980 showed a slightly lower proportion of blacks (53.6%) and slightly
higher proportion of whites (16.6%). Puerto Rican commitments were

similar (29.4%). In suburban New York City, nearly 49 percent of male
commitments in 1981 were white with only 44.5 percent black and 6.7 per-
cent Puerto Rican. But the highest proportion of white commitments came
from the upstate area (59.0%) while the smallest proportion of blacks
(36.5%) and of Puerto Rican males (3.4%) came from upstate counties. Thus,
nearly 44 percent more of male upstate commitments were white compared to
New York City while nearly 19 percent fewer upstate commitments were black
and 25.5 percent less were Puerto Ricans. It appears that the trend toward
increased white male upstate commitments and decreasing black upstate commit-
ments has continued in 1981. :

Total female commitments in 1981 were distributed thusly: 55.4 percent
black, 29.1 percent white and 15.0 percent Puerto Rican. In New York City,
nearly 60 percent of female commitinents were black while almost 17 percent
were white and 23.5 percent Puerto Rican. In the area suburban to New York
City, white and black female commitments were equal (46.7% each) while only
5 percent were Puerto Rican. Nearly 51 percent of upstate female commit-
ments were black while 45.5 percent were white and only 2.7 percent Puerto
Rican.

In comparing 1981 male and female commitment rates by ethnic group in
New York City, the area suburban to New York City and the rest of the state,
it is apparent that a higher proportion of black females are committed
from the New York City area (4.4%) and a Tower proportion of Puerto Rican
females (5.4%) than male proportions, but only slightly more white females
(1.5%). In the suburban area, a slightly higher proportion of female commit-
ments are black (2.2%) with a slightly lower proportion of white females
(1.9%). 1In the upstate area, over 14 percent more female commitments are
black than male commitments while 13.5 percent fewer female commitments
are white. Puerto Rican commitments are very Tow in the upstate area for
both sexes.

ETHNIC GROUP BY REGION AND AGE GROUP. Male commitments in 1981 show that
the age distribution of commitments from the area suburban to New York
City and New York City commitments tends to be higher than that of upstate
commitments. While 25.9 percent of total male commitments were under 21
years of age on commitment, only 24.6 percent of suburban area commitments
were 16 to 20 years old and 25.4 percent of New York City commitments fell
into this age group. But 28.4 percent of upstate commitments were under 21
years of age. In addition, the proportion of commitments under 21 sometimes
varies by ethnic group within region. In New York City, only 13.2 percent
of white male commitments were under Z1 years of age on commitment while
30.3 percent of blacks were aged 16 through 20 and 22.1 percent of Puerto
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Ricans. New York City black males and to a lesser extent, Puerto Rican
males, tended to be considerably younger than whites committed from the
same area. In the suburban New York City area, 21.4 percent of white
male commitments were under 21 while slightly aver 28 percent of blacks
were in that age group and almost 23 percent of Puerto Rican males. In
upstate New York, all ethnic groups tended to be younger -- slightly

over 27 percent of white males were under 21 on commitment and almost

30 percent of blacks. Thus, while white males committed from New York
City tended to be considerably older than black commitments from the same
area, white males committed from upstate areas tended to be only slightly
older than black male upstate commitments. For the total state, the
proportion of white male commitments in the 16 to 20 year age bracket was
20.8 pearcent while 30 percent of black commitments were in this age group
and 22.4 percent of Puerto Rican commitments. Thus, black male commitments
tended to be younger in all areas of the state, and white male commitments
older, especially in New York City.

Female commitments by ethnic group, region and age group tended to
be older than males. Thus, because of the small numbers of females
under 21, the variations within the 16 to 20 year cohort by ethnic group
within separate areas might be attributed to chance. In comparing female
commitments under 30 by ethnic group for the entire state, while 64.5 per-
cent of the female cohort were under 30 years of age on commitment, only
about 56 percent of female Puerto Rican commitments were under 30, about’

60 percent of white females and over 69 percent of black female commitments.
Thus black female commitments, like males, tend to be younger on commitment.

This has also been true in prior years.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF HEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTHMENT-1981

FILE REASON (CREATION DATE = 07-30-82)
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMEHTS TO THE DEPARTMENHT-1981
FILE REASON (CREATION DATE = 07-30-82) FOR COMHMITHMENT BY ETHHIC GROUP AND SEX

X OK K X X X X X X X X M X * X X % % CROSSTABULATIOH 0F X X X K N K X XK X M X K st % % X K ¥

CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMENT BY ETHNIC  ETHNIC GROUP
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
BY COMMIT  COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURT COMAITMENTS
Ko® K OX H R KON OK K K M X X O N M N N M N K K K M N K K M X O MK K X X K MK K A XX K K X X X XX
ETHNIC
COUNT_ I
ROM PCT IMHITE  BLACK  PUERTO  OTHER ROW
I RICAN ~TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1
CRIME ~ =—-=--=- [-mommmes T [---===== [-m=mmmmn I
1. I 102 I 219 I 83 I 31 407
MURDER 1 25.1 1 53.8 1 204 1 0.7 1 4.l
2. 1 119 1 228 I 150 I 6 I 503
HOMICIDE 1 23.7 1 453 1 2908 1 1.2 1 5.1
3. 01 571 I 2179 I 807 I 21 I 3578
ROBBERY I 18.0 I 60.9 I 22.6 I 0.6 I 36.1
. I 736 I 721 1 395 I 6 I 1858
BURGLARY I 39.6 1 38.8 1 213 1 0.3 I 1.8
5. I 138 I 206 I 81 I 7 1 430
ASSAULT I 32.1 I 47.4 1 18.8 I 1.6 I 4.3
S [-==mmoem [--=-=—=- [---=mmm 1
6. I 136 I 121 I 15 i 1 I 267
GR LARC NOT AUTO I 48.7 I 45.3 I 5.6 I 0.4 I 2.7
IS e O I---"o=mm I---wmee I
& 7. 1 19 1 15 I 6 I o I 40
' GRAND LARC AUTO I 47.5 I 37.5 I 150 1 0. I .
8, I 64 I 117 1 35 I 1 1 217
RAPE I 29.5 I 53.9 I 16.1 I 0.5 I 2.2
e [--=oo--- [-==m o e 1
9. I 105 I 73 1 18 1 1 I 197
SEX OFF EX RAPE I 53.3 I 37.1 I 9.1 1 0.5 1 2.0
10. I 322 I 406 I 237 1 2 I 967
DANGEROUS DRUGS I 33.3 I 42.0 I 26.5 I 0.2 I 9.8
e d SO O et ot I
1. I 5 I 37 I 2 I 0 I 93
FORGERY I 58.1 I 39.8 I 2.2 I o. I 0.9
) R [-—-=m=me [-—-mmm [--—mm=me I
12, I 110 I 321 I 152 I 5 I 588
DANGEROUS WEAPON I 18.7 I 54.6 I 25,9 I 0.9 I 5.9
13. I 216 I 182 I 52 I 2 I 452
ALL OTHER FELONY I 47.8 1 40.3 1 11,5 I 0.4 1 4.6
15. I 97 I 159 I 48 I 3 1 307
YOUTHFUL OFFENDR I 31.6 I 51.8 I 156 I 1.0 I 3.1
e et GEEE S L CET Rt I

COLUMN 2783 4982 2081 58 | 9904
TOTAL 28.1 50.3 21.0 0.6  100.0



CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW CO'NMITNERQTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE REASOH (CREATION DATE = 07-30-82) FOR COMMITMENY BY ETHNIC GROUP AMD SEX

KoM X ¥ X X K O K K X X X X X X A X CROSSTABULATTION 0 F ¥ oX X X X H X X X K ¥ kR X X X X X X

_-bll?-.

CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMENT BY ETHNIC ETHNIC GROUP
CONTROLLING FOR..
3EX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
BY COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
ETHNIC
COUNT I
ROW PCT IWHITE BLACK PUERTO  OTHER ROW
I RICAN TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1
CRIME =~ —=m===—- [~=————=- I-————m—= | I-mmmm——— I
1. I 7 1 6 I 2 1 1 I 16
MURDER I 43.8 I 37.5 I 12.5 I 6.3 I 3.9
R T | TSR I~ Immmmm——— I
2. 1 9 I 36 1 8 I 0 I 47
HOMICIDE I 19.1 I 63.8 I 17.6 I 0. I 11.6
) GL R I-——~——-- [-~m————— | G I
3. I 19 I 62 I 26 I 0 I 105
ROBBERY I 18.2 I 59.6 I 22.9 I 0. I 25.9
m e ———— | T - Immmm s I
4. I 16 1 13 1 4 I c I 33
BURGLARY 1 48.5 I 39.4 I 12.1 @I 0. I 8.1
e ——— I~ TS j T I
5. 1 301 22 1 2 I 0 I 27
ASSAULT I 11,1 I 8.5 I 7.4 I 0. I 6.7
e [remmm——— [ m——— | T 1
6. I 9 I 15 I 1 1 g I 25
GR LARC WOT AUTO I 36.0 I 60.0 I 4.0 I 0. I 4.2
I ———— j T I-mmmm—— I 1
7. I 0 I 1 1 0 I 0 I 1
GRAND LARC AUTO I 0 11066.0 I 0. I © I 0.2
e [-=—m—mmm I-mmm———— I-——mm——— I
9. 31 1 I 0 I 0 I 4
SEX OFF EX RAPE I 75.0 I 25.0 I o0, I 0. I 1.0
D T I-——=——m~ [=—m—————— [——mmm e 1
10. I 21 I 36 1 13 I 1 I 69.
DANGEROUS DRUGS % 30,4 I 49.3 I 18.8 { 1.4 I 17.0
e ———— == I~ I I
11, I 15 I 20 I 0 I 0 I 35
FORGERY I 42.9 I 57.1 I 6. I 6. I 8.6
“[mm———— I-—mm—m— | ST Imm e I
12. I 5 1 1 1 31 0 I 9
DANGEROUS WEAPON I 55.6 I 11.1 I 33.3 I ©¢. 1 2.2
—[m—mm———— I-~m—m [-=—mm——— I-m— e 1
13. I 8 I 14 1 31 0 I 25
ALL OTHER FELONY I 32.0 % $6.0 I 12.6 I 6. I 6.2
T | T [-m—mmmm I
, 15. I 301 6 I 1 I 0 I 10
YOUTHFUL OFFENDR I 30.0 % 60.0 I 10.0 I 0., I 2.5
e [ I-mmm e T 1
COLUMN 118 225 6l 2 ' 406
TOTAL 29.1 55.4 ' 15.0 0.5 100.0



CHARACTERISTICS OF HEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE ETHHIC (CREATION DATE = 07-30-82) GROUP BY AGE, AREA AND SEX

# oK X K X K K XK X K K X K X X X X X CROSSTABULATION 0 F O XK M oM K X K K oM M XK X X X X X X

ETHHIC ETHHIC GROUP BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMEHNY
CONTROLLIHG FOR..
SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
BY COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURY COMMITMENTS
FOoX K K ¥ X X O M OX X X X X X X X X K ¥ MK K X K X X X N X X R X M ¥ M X X X X X M OH X H X X X X X
AGE
COUNT 1

ROM PCT 116-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-4% YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR 65 YR & ROW
I OVER 10.1 TOTAL

I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 0.
ETHNIC —==m==-= === I[~imm——— - I [-—=mm=- I—~—em——- J-——em——- === -~ {—m————— I
1, 1 231 I 347 1 682 1 625 1 398 I 239 I 111 I 52 1 9¢ I 3 1 2782
WHITE I 8.3 I 12.5 1 24.5 I 22.5 I 14.3 1 8.6 I 4.0 I 1.9 I 3.4 1 0.1 I 28.1
~-—————— [-~~=——~- [--~——=- - J-=m————- I-——m===- - I--~=m=—- [-———=m=- [-=—m——- I
2. 1 740 1 753 I 1181 I 1005 1 6683 1 287 I 185 1 75 1 79 1 3 I 4976
BLACK I 14.9 I 15,1 I 23.7 I 20.2 I 13.4 1 5.8 1 3.7 I 1.5 1 1.6 1 6.1 I 50.3
- J-m————— J-mmmm—m— - - - J=m—=——- I-=-e=—=- | e e I
3. 1 208 1 258 1 515 1 459 I 327 1 161 1 81 1 43 1 28 1 1 I 2081
PUERTO RICAN I 10.0 I 12.4 I 24.7 ¥ 22.1 I 15.7 1 7.7 I 3.9 1 2.1 1 1.3 [ 0.9 I 2.0
el et e -~ I--—v——e- J-——=mmee I---=—e= I-ommmm - [--~=—==- I--——-==- R I
4. 1 14 1 7 1 16 1 10 I G 1 3 1 2 1 l1 I 1 I 0 I 58
OTHER I 24.1 @I 12,1 I 27.6 1 17.2 1 6.9 I 5.2 I 3.4 I 1.7 1 .7 1 6. I 6.6
—e———— -~ [--—————- [~ I - I I[--=w——- - b I
COLUMN 1193 1365 2394 2099 1397 §90 379 171 202 7 9897
TOTAL i2.1 13.8 24.2 21.2 14.1 7.0 3.8 1.7 2.0 0.1 100.0
SR EEEEEEEEEE CROSSTABULATIOH 0 F HoOM K K K K XN O X X X X X X X K X %
ETHNIC ETHNIC GROUP BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR.. )
SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
BY COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
¥ oM K N N O O H M O N X N N K X K MW K O ON M ON N K M X N OH X N O O OH K N K O ONH M OX K ¥ N X H OX X
]
= G
o COUNT 1:A £
ROW PCT %16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35%-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR ng
TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
ETHNIC —===r——- J--ommm— I---—=-—- - J-emmm [ I--———== [-—m—e—— B R ]---v=- 1
1. 1 8 I 11 I 21 I 31 1 18 I 12 1 7 1 3 I 7 X 118
WHITE I 6.8 1 9.3 I 17.8 I 26.3 I 15.3 I 10.2 1 5.9 1 2.5 1 5.9 I 29.1
—I-—————— I-----——- I-———m——- I-—————= - I-——=w=- I [-—rme——— [ i
2. 1 16 I 21 1 9 I 7% 1 36 1 19 1 2 I 3 I 3 1 225
BLACK I 7.1 1 9.3 I 19.6 & 33.3 I 16.0 1 8.4 1 3.6 1 1.3 I 1.3 I 55.4
R - e il Jomrome e I-~--—==- I-==———=- ) I~ I-—memm I
3. I 2 1 I 1 14 1 15 I 20 1 5 I 1 1 1 I 0 I 61
PUERTO RICAN I 3.3 I 4.9 I 23.0 I 24.6 I 32.8 I 8.2 I 1.6 1 1.6 1 0. I 15.0
~[--———— -~ - I-m—momem [--~-===- = o (- -~ I
4. 1 0 I 0 I 0 I I 0 I 0 I 1 I g I 0 I 2
OTHER I 0. I 0. I 0. I 50,0 1 0. I 0. I 50.0 I 6. I 0. I 0.5
- I-~v=——m- I-——=w=-- o I---——mem J-———- Im=—m———- == -~ I
CoLUMN 26 35 79 122 74 36 17 7 10 406
TOTAL 6.4 8.6 19.5 30.0 18.2 8.9 4.2 1.7 2.5 100.0



PA6E 46 BLANK!
CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981

FILE ETHNIC (CREATION DATE = 07-30-82) GROUP BY AGE, AREA AND SEX

¥ OX X OK K K K M X X X X N X K H K X CROGSSTABULATION 0 F R oX X ¥ X XK X X X X X N ¥ R K X X K

ETHNIC ETHNIC GROUP BY AGE AGE OH COMMITMENT -
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
BY SUBURB SUBURBAN N Y C VALUE = 1. SUBURBAN N Y C
BY COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
oM KON X K M K ¥ M M OX M X X X K H X OH O ¥ M M X M X XK M X ¥ ¥ ¥ R ¥ H X ¥ X ¥ X X X H X X X ¥ %
AGE
COUNT I .
ROW PCT I16-18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR 65 YR & ROW
I OVER TOTAL
1 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1 10.1
ETHNIC ~  =———=mm- ) (R R —— R G QT (R R R Jommmemll [=om—wian]
1. I 53 I 82 I I38 I 155 I 101 I 51 1 17 1 10 I 22 1 1 I 630
WHITE I 8.4 I 13.0 I 21.9 I 24.6 I 16.0 I 8.1 I 2.7 I 1.6 I 3.5 I 6.2 I 48.6
O LT U G | L | R ) Er | I
2. 1 76 1 86 I 141 I 123 I 79 I 32 1 23 1 8 I 8 I 0 I 576
BLACK I 13.2 I 14.9 I 26.5 I 21.4 I 13.7 I 5.6 I 4.0 I 1.4 I 1.4 % 0. I 4&.5
B T oo | (T | R e I-memeee | SR G-  EeTa— ) (TR, 1
3. 1 7 1 13 I 23 I 17 1 14 I 10 I 2 I 0 I 11 0 I 87
PUERTO RICAN I 8.0 I 14.9 I 26.4 I 19.5 I 16.1 I 11,5 I 2.3 I o0, I 1.1 I 6. I 6.7
B IR Jommmmcae G Toomlome I-mmmm—m | N | T | TR R [~ i
4., I 6 I 1 1 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 1 I 0 I 2
OTHER I 6. I s0.6 I ©0., I ©. I ©. I 0. I 0. I 6. I 50.0 I 9. I 0.2
B [oommmmee | (T I-——m e [ I-mmmmee | QT | (U ) G | G I
COLUMN 136 182 302 295 194 93 42 18 32 1 1295
TOTAL 10.5 14.1 23.3 22.8 15.0 . 7.2 3.2 1.4 2.5 0.1 100.0
¥ OX X X ¥ X X K X X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ %X X ¥ CROSSTABULATTIZGON 0F HoX X X X X X X X X ¥ X X X ¥ X X X
ETHNIC ETHNIC GROUP BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
COMTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
BY SUBURB SUBURBAN N Y C VALUE = 1. SUBURBAN N Y C
BY COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS YALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
K OX ¥ ¥ K R AR OX MK OHK K K M X K ¥ X K K K XN O M N X X K X X X X ¥ X X ¥ X ¥ X X X X X X ¥ X X ¥ X ?
t .
& AGE
o COUNT I
ROW PCT %16—18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR  ROW
TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
ETHNIC ~  —~——==m=- [ocmmmnn R [~ e R  CR——— | T | C— | TR I
1. I 2 I 2 I 31 7 1 8 I 31 1 I 1 I 1 1 28
WHITE I 7.1 1 7.1 1 10.7 I 25.6 I 28.6 I 10.7 I 3.6 I 3.6 I 3.6 I 46.7
R F S I--mmmmee | .  E T | I-mmm———e I-—mmmmmm | (RIS S 1
2. 1 2 1 1 I 3 I 9 I 6 I 31 2 I 1 I 1 I 28
BLACK I 7.1 I 3.6 I 10.7 I 32,1 I 21.4 I 10.7 I 7.1 I 3.6 I 3.6 I 46.7
e LT Toommmaee R R T——mmmoem  C T — | T [mrmmm——— ) S I
3. 1 0 I 1 1 1 1 0 I 1 1 0 I 6 I 0 I 0 I 3
PUERTO RICAN I 0. I 33.3 I 333 I 0. § 33.3 I 0. I 0 I 0. I 0. I 5.0
N SR Iommmm e [-mm—eem Iremmemee I-momm———  C— | R (IR I
4. 1 0 I 6 I 0 I 1 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 6 I 1
OTHER 1 o. I o0 I ©. I1100.0 I 0. I o. I 6. I 0. I 0. I 1.7
N, (S  E R ] ET—— | G | (O | | Iommm e [omermmme e I
COLUMN 4 4 7 17 15 6 .3 2 2 60
TOTAL 6.7 6.7 11.7 28.3 25.0 10.0 5.0 3.3 3.3 100.0



CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE ETHNIC (CREATION DATE = 07-30-82) G

HOX K X X H K XK K X K K X X X X H X

ETHHNIC ETHHIC
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX
BY UPSTATE RES. O

GROUP

F STATE

BY COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS
KoX X 3 % H X ¥ X X X F X K X K K X N X X X X X X X K X ¥ X X ¥ X X X X ¥ X K R X X XK X X X ¥ X

AGE
COUNT I
ROW PCT %16—18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR 65 YR &
1 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
ETHNIC ~  ———m———v |  (— L A  S—— L el | JT QT 1
1. I 138 I 171 I 301 I 203 I 135 I 87 I 42 I 21 1 40 I
WHITE I 12.1 I 15.0 I 26.4 I 17.8 I 11.9 I 7.6 I 3.7 I 1.8 I 3.5 I
i e I--==ioee L S | L [ S QR T
2., I 160 I 111 I 148 I 148 I 102 I 47 1 22 1 7 I 19 I
BLACK I 14.2 I 15.7 I 21.0 I =21.0 I 14.5 I 6.7 I 3.1 I 1.0 1 2.7 I
S TS [--==immm | S o= leme foemmllen SRS LR S fo—mmsee I
3. 1 7 1 13 1 10 1 16 I 14 I 301 2 1 2 1 0 I
PUERTO RICAN I 10.8 I 20.0 I 15.4 I 21.5 I 21.5 I 4.6 I 3.1 I 3.1 I o0. 1
B e S I--==ieem I-——=i%-- L I--=oie- I~--cinan I
6. 1 5 1 2 I 8 1 1 1 31 1 1 0 I 0 I 0 I
OTHER I 25.0 I 10.0 I 406.0 I 5.6 I 15.0 I 5.6 I 0. I o©0. I 0. I
. I--mmlmee Jummo i | L  F S I
COLUMN 250 297 467 366 254 138 66 30 59
TOTAL 13%0 15.4 26.2 19.0 13,2 7.2 3.4 1.6 3.1
¥ OH N K X X MK M K X ¥ X X X X X X X CROSSTABULATTION 0 F HOoAX XK X M X K M X H X X X
ETHNIC ETHNIC GROUP BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
BY UPSTATE REST OF STATE VALUE = 1. REST OF STATE
BY COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITMENTS
¥ O¥ ¥ X K X ¥ X XK ¥ Ok M X O K ¥ X A ¥ X X ¥ X X H X X X ¥ M X X X X ¥ X F K k X H X X X ¥ X X X X
! AGE
& COUNT I
1 ROW PCT %16—18 YR 19-20 YR 21-24 YR 25-29 YR 30-34 YR 35-39 YR 40-44 YR 45-49 YR 50-64 YR
i 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1 8.1 9.1
ETHNIC —  =m=——m—m I-m—mmmme R  E— I-———mm=l R [-mmm—mel  E R I
1. 1 5 I 7 1 8 I 16 I 5 1 6 I 2 1 1 1 1 I
WHITE I 9.8 I 13.7 I 15.7 I 31.4 I 9.8 I 11.8 I 3.9 I 2.0 1 2.0 1
N S f | A | R I-—-=imen I
2. 1 6 I 5 I 15 I 16 I 8 1 6 I 1 I 1 1 1 I
BLACK I 10.5 I 8.8 I 26.3 I 28.1 I 14.0 I 7.6 1 1.8 I 1.8 I 1.8 I
B SRS SR St To-mmliee R R [-mmmieme [-——=lne- R I
3.1 8 I 6 I 301 o I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I
PUERTG RICAN I o. 1 o. T100.0 I . I o I ©. I 6. I 0. I o©. I
B SR, S I-———cmmm S LU (R, [ommmsmee [mmmm e I
&, I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 1 1 0 I 0 I
OTHER i o I 6. I . T 0. I ©. I 6. 1100.6 I 0. I 0. I
o O I~ I--—mleme I-—ommeme S I-mmm e S I
COLUMN 11 12 26 32 13 10 4 2 2
TOTAL 9.8 10.7 23.2 28.6 11.6 8.9 3.6 1.8 1.8

CROS

ROUP BY AGE, AREA AND SEX

STABULATION 0F HoH K OK X K K X X X X X X X ¥ X X *

BY AGE AGE ON COMMITMENT
VALUE = 1. MALES
VALUE = 1. REST OF STATE

VALUE 1. COURT COMMITMENTS

OVER

ROUW
TOTAL



CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1981
MARITAL STATUS

Widowed Not Stated
of

P

Common Law Marriage
15%

759

Married
17%

70

50

Marital Status Number Percent %
10,311 100% ) %

TOTAL . i
i . 5 Y 904 , o \3
areied 1,748 17% S
Common Law 1 2% 1% 1‘
Divorced 134 4£ A
Separated £ T }
Widowed A 15 ﬁ
Not Stated |

3

|

!

%!

-49- !

o=

CRIME BY MARITAL STATUS. The male percentage distribution of marital
status by crime indicates that slightly under 58 percent of total males
committed in 1981 were single, slightly less than 17 percent were legally
married and 15.5 percent had a common-law marriage while about 9 percent
were either divorced, annulled, widowed or separated. The marital status
of males on commitment in 1980 did not differ substantially from the above.
Since marital status is dependent on age in that younger commitments are
more 1ikely to be single, higher proportions of single commitments are
noted for crimes such as robbery (65.8%) and burglary (61.8%) while the
reverse is true for crimes ordinarily committed by slightly older males.
For example, only about 40 percent of males committed for drug or danger-
ous weapon crimes or for forgery, were single. A rather high proportion
of dangerous weapon and drug commitments had common-Tlaw marriages (27% and
22%) while a high proportion of male forgery commitments were divorced
(23.7%). A relatively high proportion of grand lar:eny and murder commit-

ments were married while relatively low percentages of such commitments
were single.

S1ightly over 17 percent of females committed in 1981 were married
while about 45 percent were single, 17.5 percent had common-law marriages

-,

and 19.5 percent were either divorced, annulled, widowed . or.separated:"™

Thus, 12.7 percent more maies than females were single on commitment but
the proportion legally married was similar (17%). Over 10 percent more
females were either divorced, widowed or separated and 2 percent more had
common-law marriages. One reason for these differences is that female
commitments tend to be older than males. Also, it may be that marital
disruptions tend to have more of an adverse economic impact on women. In
1980, only 8.9 percent of female commitments reported common-law marriages
(8.6% less) while the proportion of single female commitments was the same
(45%); legally married females were over 2 percent greater in 1980 and those
females who were divorced, widowed or separated were 4.5 percent higher in
that year. Female marital distributions by crime tend to vary randomly
because of the small numbers in each category.

-50-



CHARACTERISTICS OF MNEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE OFFEHSE (CREATIOH DATE = 067-30-82) BY MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT ANHD SEX

¥ OK X X X X N X X X ¥ K M X X M X X CRDSSTABULATION 0F X X K X N M X ¥ % X ¥ K X X X X ¥ X

CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMENT BY MARITAL  MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT
CONMTROLLING FOR. .
SEX VALUE = 1. MALES
BY COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITHMENTS
K OX K X X % X X K % % X % ¥ ¥ M ¥ ® ¥ X K O M X N N M M OK M X X X M X K X X X X X X X XK KX X X X X
MARITAL _
COUNT I
ROM PCT ISINGLE MARRIED DIVORCED WIDOWED SEPARAT- COMMON  NOT STAT  ROW
I ANNUL ED ED LAW MAR  ED TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1
CRIME =~ ====———= | EREE— [mmmmmm— [mmmmm e [~mmmm——— | T [ [ I
1. I 197 1 98 I 20 1 8 I 20 1 62 I 2 1 407
MURDER I 48.4 I 26.1 I 4.9 I 2.0°1 4.9 I 15.2 I 0.5 I 4.1
B G I~-mmmme [mmmmmm I-mmm e L | GRS I
2. I 260 I 88 I 32 1 16 I 31 I 72 1 4 I 503
HOMICIDE I 1.7 I 1?.5 I 6.4 1 3.2 I 6.2 I 14.3 1 0.8 I 5.1
~fmmmm e | R | GRS | G | T (T j G 1
3. I 23561 449 I 88 I 13 I 121 I 530 I 23 1 3578
ROBBERY I 65.8 I 12.5 I 2.5 I 0.4 I 3.4 I 14.8 I 0.6 I 36.1
N e [~~~ [-mmmm——— [~ j GRS | R | ET I
4. I 1148 1 270 1 85 1 6 I 79 1 267 1 8 I 1858
BURGLARY I 61.8 I 14.5 I 4.6 I 0.3 I 4.0 I 14.4 I 0.4 I 18.8
B R R [mmmm——m [-mmmmmmm Jommmmm—— [mmmm——— | (T 1
5. I 2644 1 63 I 24 I 2 1 25 1 68 1 6 I 430
ASSAULT 1 56.7 I 14.7 I 5.6 I 0.5 I 5.8 I 15.8 I 0.9 I 4.3
Y T [-=—mmmmm [-m—mm——m | R [~=mmm——— | | LT I
6. 1 132 1 75 10 18 1 0 I 9 I 32 1 1 I 267
\ GR LARC NOT AUTO I 49.4 I 28.1 I 6.7 I 0. I 3.4 I 12,0 I 0.4 I 2.7
o B R [-mmmmm [=mmmm—— [-=mmmmmm I-mmmmmm [=mmmmm—— Jmmmm I
; .1 19 I 13 1 1 I 0 I 2 1 1 0 I 40
GRAND LARC AUTG I 47.5 % 32.5 % 2.5 % 0. % 5.0 } 12.5 } 0. i 0.4
8. I 114 I 64 1 8 1 1 I 7 I 23 1 0 I 217
RAPE I 52.5 1 29.5 I 3.7 I 8.5 I 372 I 1.6 I 0. I 2.2
: —[-mmmme— T [ - [ommm e (T [-mmmmme [ 1
9. 1 95 I 53 1 18 1 3 1 7 1 20 1 1 I 197
SEX OFF EX RAPE I 48.2 I 26.9 I 9.1 I 1.5 I 3.6 I 10.2 I 0.5 I 2.0
B e [mmmmmmmm [ Immmm TN | fmmm——— I
10. I 390 I . 235 1 66 I 6 1 50 I 215 I 10 I 96
DANGEROUS DRUGS I 40.3 I 24.3 I 6.6 I 0.4 I 5.2 I 22.2 I 1.0 I 9.8
N e J-mmmm——m | R [-mmmmm—— | GRS [-mm [-em e I
1. I 37 1 18 1 22 1 o I 9 I 6 1 1 I 93
FORGERY I 39.8 I 19.4 I 23.7 1 o6, I 9.7 I 6.5 I 1.1 I 0.9
) C R QR [-mmmm——— G [-=mmmme [rmmmmm—— | TR I
12. I 240 I 125 I 33 I 6 I 18 I 160 I 6 I 588
DAHGEROUS WEAPON { 40.8 i 21.3 % 5.6 % 1.0 % 3.1 } 27.2 % 1.0 % 5.9
13. I 188 I 124 1 36 1 1 I 25 1 75 1 3 I 452
ALL OTHER FELONY I 41.6 % 27.4 % 8.0 % 0.2 % 5.5 § 16.6 § 0.7 % 4.6
15. I 303 I 3 I 0 I 0 I 0 I 1 I o I 30
YOUTHFUL OFFENDR I 98.7 I 1.0 I o. I ©o. I o. ¥ 0.3 I 0. I 3.1
e I--——==mm I-=-=——-= [-=mmm——— | CETRUREE | R | GRS I

COoLUMN 5721 1678

4 63 9905
TOTAL 57.8 16.9 4

9 0 6
.5 0.6 4.0 .5 0.6 100.0




ok

CONTINUED

)t 2

‘ q”‘:I

e s

e

T



' ¢ - 4

CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE OFFEHSE (CREATIOH DATE = 07-30-82) BY MARITAL STATUS OH COINMITMENT AND SEX

HoOX X K X X X X M X X K X K X H X X CROSSTABULATION 0 F B OX A X X X X X H ¥ X X % K ¥ X K

CRIME REASON FOR COMMITMENT BY MARITAL  MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMEWT
CONTROLLING FOR. .
SEX VALUE = 2. FEMALES
BY COMMIT  COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITHMENTS
HOK X X K X X O X X XK X M X X X X N X 3 ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ H X H X N K M N X X M X ¥ X X X X X X X x ¥ X X X
MARITAL
COUNT I
ROW PCT ISINGLE MARRIED DIVORCED WIDOWED SEPARAT- COMHMON  NOT STAT ROW
1 ANHULED ED LAW MAR  ED TOTAL
I 1.1 2.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1
CRIME ~ —=—-=--- O R O [-~—--=== [-=-om=e [-vemmmm O I
1. 1 4 1 1 I 31 2 1 1 1 5 1 o I 16
MURDER I 25.0 I 6.3 I 18.8 I 12.5 I 6.3 I 31.3 I 0. I 3.9
e O O Jommmtoo [---—m-m- [--mmmme- [----moe- I
2. I 18 1 10 I 6 I 2 I 5 I 6 I o I 47
HOMICIDE I 38.3 I 21.3 I 12.8 I 4.3 1 10.6 I 12.8 I 0. I 11.6
S SR e I--=--=-- O j CRI I-m==o=m= O 1
3.0 I 5 I 17 I 2 I 2 I 9 I 19 I 2 I 105
ROBBERY I 51.4 I 16.2 I 1.9 1 1.9 I 8.6 I 18.1 I 1.9 I 25.9
B I----=-- e I-~-=m=mm I--=-tmem [-m=-m=ee I--=-===- I
4. 1 15 1 7 1 2 I 0o I 1 1 7 1 1 I 33
BURGLARY I 45.5 I 21.2 1 6.1 I 0. I 3.0 I 21.2 I 3.6 I 8.1
e I--—oomm- I-----=en [----"=--- [---moee- I-~-=m=w- I--—-—=- I
5. I 15 I 2 1 2 1 1 I 301 6 1 0 1 27
ASSAULT I 55.6 I 7.4 I 7.4 I 3.2 I 11.1 I 14.8 I 0. I ‘6.7
e [---mlmm- [--—msmm [--=-cm- [---mtom- e O I
. 6. I 12 I 5 1 4 I 1 1 6 I 301 6 I 25
o1 GR LARC NOT AUTO I 48.0 I 20.0 I 16.0 I 4.0 I 0. I 12.0 I 0. I 6.2
. S J-mmmmom- [--=momae [--=-i--- e [--m=lee R I
7. 1 1 1 0 I 0 I 0 I 6 I 0 I 0 I 1
GRAND LARC AUTO I 100.0 I ©¢. I . I o. I 0. I 0. I 0. I 0.2
S I--——m=me O | O I--—-=-- [----==-- I
9, I 2 I 11 0 I 0 I 1 I 06 I 0 I 4
SEX OFF EX RAPE I 50.0 I 25.0 I 0. I . I 250 I 6. I 0. I 1.0
B I--—momm e R [---=ieme J-mmeooem O I
10, I 27 I 10 I 31 1 I 9 I 19 I o I 69
DAHGEROUS DRUGS I 39.1 I 14.5 I 4.3 I 1.4 I 13.0 I 27.5 I 0. I 17.0
e R [-—--==mm [-~—momm I---mmem [~---so O I
1. I 15 1 8 I 5 1 0 I 6 I 31 0 I 35
FORGERY I 42.9 I 22.9 I 14.3 I 0. I 11.4 I 8.6 I 6. I 8.6
S I-——-oom- [--==mmme e [--===mm e [---=2~mm I
12, 1 L 2 1 1 1 o I 2 1 1 I 0 I 9
DAHGEROUS WEAPON I 33.3 I 22.2 I 1.1 I . I 22,2 I 11.1 I o. I 2.2
S [--===== I--—-omme R [--mmoem I--—m e O I
LI 71 7 I 5 1 1 1 1 I ¢ I o0 I 25
ALL OTHER FELONY I 28.0 I 28.0 I 20.0 I 4.0 I 4.0 I 16.0 I ©0. I 6.2
D [--—-—mn e O I----n—em O e I
15. 10 I 0 I 0 I o I 0 I 0 I o I 10
YOUTHFUL OFFENDR I 106.0 I 6. I 0. I 0. I 0. I 6. I 6. I 2.5
S O O I---—=—u- I-—m==mme I--m2mee e I
COLUMN 183 70 33 10 36 71 3 406
TOTAL 45.1 17.2 8.1 2.5 8.9 17.5 0.7  100.0



CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE OFFENSE (CREATION DATE = 07-30-82) BY MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENHT AMD SEX
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BY HMARITAL  MARITAL STATUS ON COMMITMENT

FELONY )
CONTROLLING FOR..
SEX ’ VALUE = 1. MALES
BY CONMIT COURT COMMITMENTS VALUE = 1. COURT COMMITNENTS
*XX)é)(XXX*XXXX*KK**XXXXXXX*XXX*XX*XXXKKK*XKXXKi()i*i(
MARITAL
COUNT 1
ROW PCT ISINGLE MARRIED DIVORCED WIDOWED SEPARAT- COMMOM NOT STAT ROW
I AHNULED ED LAW MAR ED TOTAL
I 1.1 I 3.1 4.1 5.1 6.1 7.1
FELONY —=—omeee ) ettt | | e et [-r=me—m I-weomeee e atainte L et 1
I 5418 I 1675 1 449 I 60 I 398 I 1535 I 63 I 9598
FELONIES % 56.4 % 17.5 { 4.7 % 0.6 I 4.1 % 16.0 % 0.7 I 100.0
bl Sobadabsia ikl e et t T (TR SRR, 'SV I ————————————————————————
COLUMN 5418 1675 449 60 398 1535 63 9598
TOTAL 56.4 17.5 4.7 0.6 5.1 16.0 0.7 100.¢0
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MARITAL .
COUNT I
ROW PCT ISINGLE  MARRIED DIVORCED WIDOWED SEPARAT- COMMON  NOT STAT ROW
1 ANNULED ED LAW MAR  ED TOTAL
I 1.1 I 3.1 6.1 . 6.1 7.1
FELONY = —e—eeeee [~=—=mmmm Tmomemman Tommmmmem [-—mmmme T I-~==m—e O I
I 173 1 70 1 33 1 10 1T 36 1 71 1 3 1 396
FELONIES I 43.7 1 17.7 1 83 I 2.5 1 9.1 I 17.9 I 0.3 71 100.0
D Lo S A [-=memmee [-——=—emm S Jommmmome [-mmmmmem I
COLUMN 173 70 33 10 36 71 3 396
TGTAL 43.7 17.7 8.3 2.5 9.1 17.9 0.8 100.0



CHARACTERISTICS OF ivcW COMMITMENTS - 1981
VIOLENT FELONY OFFENSES

Property/Drug
Felony Offenders

OQffense

TOTAL INMATES

Violent Felony Offenses

Other Felony Offenses
Coercive/Violent
Property/Drug

Youthful Qffenders
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Number

10,311
6,236
3,758

439
3,319

317

Violent Felony Offenders
61%

Percent

100%
61%
36%

4%
32%
3%
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VIOLENT FELONY OFFENDER STATUS. New York State enacted legislation in

1978 designating certain crimes against persons as violent felony offenses
(VFO). More severe prison terms and restrictions on plea bargaining were
provided for these violent felony offenses.. This section reports the
volume of commitments received for the specific felonies encompassed in
the VFO legislation. ‘ o .

Almost 61 percent of male commitments in 1981 were committed for
violent felony offenses (6,033 out of 9,904). Another 4.2 percent of
male felony commitments were convicted of other offenses involving violence
or coercion (419) while 31.8 percent were committed for other non-violent
felonies including property and drug crimes (3,146). Only 306 males (3.1%)
were committed as Youthful Offenders. There has been a gradual decrease in
YO commitments, perhaps due to a limitation on plea bargaining with respect
to armed felonies. In 1980, the proportion of male commitments for violent
felony offenses was about 58 percent or 3 percent lower than in 1981.

The highest proportion of male violent felony offenders were committed
for robbery 1st (29%) and robbery 2nd (26%) or 55 percent of all violent
felony commitments (3,314 cases). Male commitments for Robbery 3rd (264)
comprised 63 percent of other offenses involving violence or coercion.

Male convictions for Burglary 3rd (1,339) made up nearly 43 percent of the
non-violent crime category while drug commitments (968) comprised nearly
31 percent.

Only one-half of female commitments in 1981 were convicted of viclent
felony offenses (203) while 4.9 percent (20) were committed for other felony
offenses involving violence or coercion. Nearly 43 percent of females were
convicted of other non-violent felonies including property and drug crimes
(173). Only 10 females (2.5%) were committed as Youthful Offenders. Thus,
nearly 11 percent fewer females than males were convicted of violent felony
offenses in 1981. Conversely, the proportion of females committed for
other non-violent felonies such as property and drug crimes was nearly 11
percent higher than for males. Female violent felony offender commitments
tend to be lower proportionately than that for males because female Robbery 1
and 2 commitments are about 9 percent lower and Burglary 1 and 2 commitments
Tower as well. Female commitments for dangerous weapons crimes are much
lower and female Rape 1, Sodomy 1 and Sexual Abuse 1 commitments, non-existent.
The only femeie violent felony commitments tending to be higher proportionately
than males are those for manslaughter 1. One-half of female commitments for
other felony offenses involving violence were for manslaughter 2 while 63 per-
cent of male commitments in this same offense group were for Robbery 3.

Female commitments for non-violent felonies tend to be higher than males
because of the higher proportion of female drug, forgery and grand larceny
commitments although the proportion of burglary 3 female commitments is much
lower.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS - 1981
SECOND FELONY OFFENDERS

CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS-1981
SECOND FELONY OFFENDERS
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VIOLENT FELONY PROPERTY/DRUGS
OTHER VIOLENT YOUTHFUL OFFENDR
FIRST FELONY .
LLLLZA SECOND FELONY CRIME
CATEGORY
Type of Sentence
Offense First Felony Second Felony
TOTAL INMATES 6,465 3,846
Violent Felony Offenses 4,232 2,004
Other Felony Offenses 1,917 1,841
Coercive/Violent 228 211
Property/Drug 1,689 1,630
Youthful Offenders 316 1*

subsequent crime.
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*One YO received with an additional second felony sentence for a



SECOND FELONY OFFENDER. STATUS. Almost 38 percent of total male commitments

Th 1981 were second relony offenders with the remainder, about 62 percent,
First offenders. Thus, 59 percent of maie commitments in 1981 were first
felony offenders (62.1%,.less 3.1% v.0.'s). It appears that the highest
roportion of first felony offenders occurred for violent felony offenses
(67.2%) while the proportiorns of first felony offenders for other felony
offenses involving violence or coercion was much lower (50.8%) and the
proportion of first felony offenders was only about 50 percent (50.1%)
for non-violent felony offanses such as property and drug crimes. A1l
Youthful Offenders are first offenders. Male violent felony offenses
with the highest proportion of first felony offenders were murder (about
85%) and manslaughter first degree (about 84%) while male commitments for
burglary se
of First offenders, 55.4 and 41.4 percent, respectively. A similar pattern
appears for other violent and coercive crimes in that commitments for man-
slaughter second and negligent homicide had relatively high proportions of
first offenders (79 and 78%, respectively) while robbery and attempted
assault commitments had relatively low proportions (43 and 36%, respectively).
Proportions of male first felony offenders who were committed for non-violent
crimes ranged from almost 72 percent for drug crimes down to about 38 percent
for burglary 3rd and 33 parcent for forgery. Thus, murder, manslaughter and
drug commitments are more likely to be first offenders than burglary, rcbbery,

dangerous weapons and forgery commi tments.

Over 77 percent of to%al female commitments were first offenders, with
the remainder, almost 23 percent, second felony offenders. Thus, three-
fourths of female commitments were first felony offenders since 2.5 percent
were Youthful Offenders. In comparison with male commitments, over 15 per-
cent more females were first offenders. Almost 87 percent of female commit-
ments for violent felony offenses were first offenders while 75 percent of
females committed for other felony offenses involving violence, and about
65 percent of females convicted of non-violent felonies, were first felony
offenders. The distribution of first and second felony female commitments
tended to be similar to that for males, with the highest proportion of
second felony commitments being for non-violent felonies. Like males,
proportions of murder, manslaughter and drug commitments are more likely
to be first offenders than burglary or forgery commitments. 94 percent of
all female murder commitments and 97 percent of females convicted of man-

slaughter first degree were first offenders.
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cond and dangercus weapons crimes had relatively lower proportions »

CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1§81
FILE VIOLENT (CREATICON DATE = 08-26-82)

¥ X X X X X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ CROSS
; TABULATION
VFO VIOLENT FE oF
CONTROLLING FOR.. LONY OFFENSES -
SEX MALE FEMALE
BY COMMIT COURT COMMITMENTS 1
#OM O M O OH X M X ¥ H ¥ OH M ¥ X ¥ X M X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X X X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
SECFEL
s
Rggung %FIRST SECOND ROW Rggunr T o
coL PCT %FELONYI iFELONY TOTAL coL ;g¥ %Eéfggv
) 2.1
VFo I T3as 1 ez 1 4 R T T
. 3 07 )
MURDER I 8.8 I 15.2 I 6.7 MURDER L % 931§
% 8.5 % 3.1 I I 8.5
e e a— T ———— I “le—————
2. I 348 1 66 I 416
MANSLAUGHTER IST I 84.1 I 15.9 I 6.9 MANSLAUGHTER iér % 9732
% 8.6 % 3.3 1 I 19.9
T m—— =T —————— I elm————
I 142 I 62 I 204
RAPE 1ST I 69.6 I 30.64 I 3.4 ROBBERY 15T % 883é
I 3.5 I 3.1 I I 17.6
el T 577 I ¥ Serras
) 577 I 1758
ROBBERY 1ST I 67.2 I 32.8 I 29.1 ROBBERY 2ND % 87sg
% 29.1 % 29.2 I I 31.8
e cm e —— ] ———— I B SR
I 10699 I 457 I 1556
ROBBERY 2ND I 70.6 I 29.4 I 25.8 ASSAULT 1ST % 9013
I 27.1 I 23.1 1 I 5.7
LETRCR
47 I 190 )
ASSAULT 1ST I 75.3 I 24.7 I 3.1 ASSAULT 2ND % 75 g
I 3.5 I 2.4 I I 5.1
TR
) 6 I 166 8. I
ASSAULT 2ND I 61.0 I 39.0 I 2.7 BURGLARY 1ST I 100 é
I 2.5 I 3.2 1 I 0.6
e
) 26 I 73 .
BURGLARY 1ST I 66.4 I 35.6 I 1.2 BURGLARY 2ND ? % 66 9
I 1.2 I 1.3 1 I 4.5
0. TTzar 1 199 I N
) 199 I 446 G.
BURGLARY 2ND I 55.4 I 4%.6 1 7.4 ARSON 2ND ! % 100 3
I 6.1 I 10.1 I I 2.3
. Fa T 15 I ER
) 15 I 46 )
ARSON 2ND I 67.4 I 32.6 I 0.8 SODOMY 1ST % 100 g
I 0.8 I 0.8 I I 1.7
W T e
. 31 I 95 13. I
SODOMY 1ST I 67.¢4 I 32.6 I 1.6 DANGEROUS WEAPON I 44.2
% 1.6 % 1.6 I I 2.3
T e T e e I el mem
12. I 57 I 18 I 75 COLUMN - 176
SEXUAL ABUSE 1ST I 76.0 I 24.0 I 1.2
D 7600 1 26.0 I TOTAL 86.7
5. 1 24z I 343 I
) 3¢43 I 58
DANGEROUS WEAPON I 41.4 I 53.6 I 9.;
I 6.0 I 17.3 I
e, 1T 1 1o I
) 10 I 20
KIDNAPPING I 50.0 I 50.0 I 0.3
I "0.2 I 0.5 I
B S — T I
COLUMN 4056 1977 6033
TOTAL 67.2 32.8 100.0
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CHARACTERISTICS OF NEW COMMITMENTS TO THE DEPARTMENT-1981
FILE VIOLENT (CREATION DATE = 08-26-82) FELONY BY 1ST OR 2ND FELONY

¥ O OH F K NN X ¥ X X K X ¥ X N X% CROSSTABULATION OF %% % % % % % % % %X

OTHERVIO NON VFO COERCIVE PROPFEL NDER
CONTROLLING FOR ' OPFEL  YOUTHFUL OFFENDE
SEX MALE
BY COMMIT ‘COURT COMMITMENTS

FEMALE
COURT COMMITMENTS

xK)tX)6)()6X':63636)6*%***%**%**X*****K*******X)&***K'*K*X**‘5

o SECFEL SECFEL
COUNT I COUNT I
ROW PCT IFIRST  SECOND ROW ROW PCT IFIRST = SECOND
COL PCT IFELONY _FELONY _ TOTAL COL PCT IFELONY FELONY
Tl 1.1 2.1 I 1.1 2.1
OTHERVIO ! I I OTHERYIO i I I
15. I 52 I 14 I 66 : . I 9 I 1 1
MANSLAUGHTER 2ND I 78.8 I 21.2 I 15.8 MANSLAUGHTER 2ND I 90.0 I 10.0 I
I 24.4 I 6.8 I I 60.0 I 20.0 1I
-1 I T -1 I I
16. I 18 I 5 I 23 16, I 11 0 I
NEGLIGENT HOMICI I 78.3 I 21.7 I 5.5 NEGLIGENT HOMICI I 100.0 I 0. I
I 8.5 I 2.4 I I 6.7 I 0. I
-1 I I =1 I wee]
17. I 11 I 2 I 13 18. I & I 2 1
RAPE 2ND AND 3RD I 84.6 I 15.4 I 3.1 ROBBERY 3RD I 66.7 I 33.3 I
1 5.2 I 1.0 I I 26.7 I 46.0 I
-1 T I -1 I weme]
18. I 113. I 151 I 264 19. I 11 2 1
ROBBERY 3RD I 42.8 I 57.2 I 63.0 ATT ASSAULT 28D I 33.3 I 66.7 [
I 53.1 I 73.3 I I 6.7 I 40.0 I
~l=—— I I -I I ==
19. I 19 I 36 1 53 COLUMN 15 5
ATT ASSAULT 2ND I 35.8 I 64.2 I 12.6 TOTAL 75.0 25.90
I 8.9 I 1.5 1
-1 I 1
COLUMN 213 206 419
TOTAL 50.8 49.2 100.0
PRUPFEL : L I I PROPFEL I --1 I
26. I 504 I 835 I 1339 20, I 12 I 8 I
BURGLARY 3RD I 37.6 I 62.64 I 62.6 BURGLARY 3RD I 60.0 I 40.0 I
% 32.0 % 53.¢& % I 10.6 I 13.3 I
- -I I
21. I 131 I 176 I 307 21, I 11 I 15 %
GRAND LARCENY I 42.7 I 57.3 I 9.8 GRAND LARCENY I 42.3 I 57.7 1
% 8.3 % 11.2 % I 9.7 I 25.0 I
- -1 I
22. I 694 I 2764 I 968 22. I 61 I g %
DRUGS I 71.7 I 28.3 I 30.8 DRUGS 1 83.6 I 11.6 I
% 44.0 % 17.5 % I 54.0 I 13.3 1I
- : -1 I
23, I 31 3 62 I 93 23, I 15 I 20 %
FORGERY I 33.3 % 66.7 I 3.0 FORGERY I 42.9 I 57.1 T
% 2.0 §. 3.9 % I 13.3 I 33.2 1
- -1 I
2., I 216 I 223 I 439 26, I 14 I 9 §
ALL OTHER FELONI I 49.2 I 50.8 I 14.0 ALL OTHER FELONI I 60.9 I 39.1 I
13.7 % 14.2 % % 12.4 I 15.6 1
- -I--- 1
COLUMN 1576 1570 3146 COLUMN 113 60 I
TOTAL 50.1 49,9 100.0 TOTAL 65.3 36,7
Yo 0 A mmme———— L ————— L e L Yo
25. I 306 1 1 I 307 5. r 10 % 1g
YOUTHFUL OFFENDE I 99.7 I 6.3 I 100.0 YOUTHFUL OFFENDE I 100.0 I 100.8
% 100.0 % 100.90 % I 160.8 I :
- elmmmmm——— I
COLUMN 306 1 307 COLUMN
TOTAL 99.7 0.3 100.0 TOTAL 100%3 100%3
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