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OVERVIEW OF FELONY ARREST PROCESSING

Section 1 of this volume presents processing highlights of New York State
felony arrests. Data on both the outcomes of cases and their processing times are
presented in the form of "tree" diagrams. These displays are based on felony
arrests disposed in 1982. The report provides statewide processing information,
and information about_fe]ony arrests disposed in New York City, in QOther
Metropolitan areas, and in Non-Metropolitan areas. Additional displays show the
statewide case processing within sex, race, age, crime type, and crime class
groupings. Figures designated by the suffix "A" present summary counts and
percentages of cases by dispositional outcome; those with the "B" suffix present
elapsed time between arrest and disposition in median days. (Medians and quartiles
are summarized in a table accompanying each processing time display.) The outcome
and time displays are presentad in pairs to show the counts on which processing
time calculations were based.

As noted in Volume I, these data are event based, that is, the unit of count
is the arrest event. Any offender with multiple dispositions in 1982 is counted
each time he or she was disposed. Therefore, these analyses averrepresent such
offenders, and should not be considered descriptive of the personal characteristics
(i.e., race, age, sex) of offenders pr‘ocessed.1

l1n the study cohort of 116,552 arrest events, there were a total of 97,777
individual offenders. Of those offenders, 83,384 were counted in the cohort only
once and 14,393 were counted two or more times. Those "multiple" offenders
averaged 2.3 cohort arrests per offender.
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Criminal Justice Processing Outcomes:

Figures 1 through 21 ("A" suffix) are summary diagrams that disp1a} counts of
felony arrests disposed during 1982. These arrests occurred between 1973-1682 with
94.6% occurring during 1981-1982., These data are especially useful in identifying
patterns in the ¢riminal justice system's response to felony arrests.

The 'summary diagrams illustrate the distribution of outcomes resulting from felony
arrests rather than the temporal flow of defendants through the criminal justice
system.,

Arrests

* 0Of the 116,552 felony arrest events in the study cohort, 83,341 (71.5%)
were from New York City, 19,498 (16.7%) were from Other Metropolitan Areas,
and 13,713 (11.8%) were from Non-Metropolitan Areas.

* Arrest events involving ma]es (89.8%) were much more prevalent than those
involving females (10.2%).2

* Arrest events involving black offenders accounted for 47.5% of ali felonies
disposed in 1982; those involving whites accounted for 38.6% and those
involving Hispanics3 for 13.0% of the total4.

* The majority of arrest events involved relatively young adults. Overall,
54.3% of the events in the study population involved offenders under 25
years of age.

* Qverall 51,443 (44.1%) of the felony arrest events in the study cohort were
for property crimes, 38,446 (33.0%) were for personal crimes, and 14,439
(12.4%) were for drug crimes.

* Those arrest events involving a class A felony arrest charge accounted for
2.8% of all cases disposed in 1982; those involving a class B felony arrest
charge accounted for 16.9%, class C for 17.0%, class D for 41.0%, and class
E charges for 22.4% of all cases disposed.

2As noted in Volume I, the arrest event unit of count does not accurately
represent the distribution of personal characteristics of individual offenders.
3As noted in Volume I, Hispanic offenders were coded in the "white®
category prior to mid-1978 and Hispanics coding was disrupted after mid-1982.
Therefore, Hispanics may be undercounted relative to their actual numbers.
See Note 2 above.

‘a
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Prosecution

The overwhelming majority (96.6%) of felony arrests in the cohort were
prosecuted and disposed as a result of court action.

QOf the 3,957 cases in the cohort that were not prosecuted, the majority
(2,989 or 75.5% were disposed as the result of decisions by prosecutors not
to bring the case forward ("prosecution declined" actions) rather than by a
failure of the grand jury to indict the offender ("no true bill" actions).

Of the 968 "no true bill" actions statewide, New York City accounted for
64.5% (624), Other Metropolitan Planning Areas for 33.1% (321), and Non-
Metropolitan Areas for 2.4% (23) of these cases.

Lower Versus Upper Court Processing

*

Over two-thirds (68.0%) of felony arrests in the cohort were disposed in
the lower courts, that is, in courts with trial jurisdiction over
misdemeanor and Tesser offenses but only preliminary jurisdiction over the
processing of felonies.

New York éity processed the highest proportion (71.3%) of telony arrest
cases through the lower courts as compared with the Other Metropolitan
(58.1%) and Non-Metropolitan (62.2%) areas.

Arrest events involving males were less Tikely than thgse involving females
to be processed in the lower courts (67.1% vs. 76.6%) .~

Felony arrest events involving Hispanics were the least likely race/ethnic
group to be processed in the lower courts (63.5%). Arrests involving white
of fenders were slightly less Tikely to be disposed in Tower courts than
those involving black offenders (63.6% vs. 68.8%). There were no
substantial differences in the ratio of upper/lower court prosecution among
age group.

Arrests events involving property offenses were more likely to be processed
in the lower courts (75.5%) than those involving either personal (61.1%) or
drug (67.7%) offenses.

Over two-thirds (71.1%) of arrest events involving class A felony offenses
and almost half (49.2%) of those involving a class B felony were processed
in the upper courts, however, the majority of events involving class C
felony (58.8%), D felony (73.5%), and E felony (85.9%) offenses were
processed in the lower courts.

5See Notes 2 and 3 above.



Conviction

Overall 63.7% of felony arrests in the cohort ultimately resulted in
conviction.

Among cases disposed in upper courts, a higher proportion were convicted
(84.4%) and a lower proportion dismissed (11.5%) than among cases disposed
in the lower courts. In the lower courts only 58.3% of cases were
convicted and 41.2% were dismissed.

The proportions of both lower and upper court convictions (conviction rate)
were highest among cases from Non-Metropolitan areas and Towest for New
York City cases. In the lower courts, 56.8% of New York City versus 67.9%
of Non-Metropolitan cases were convicted; in the upper courts, 82.2% versus
89.5% of cases respectively were convicted.

Dismissals accounted for a higher proportion of lower court actions in New
York City (42.7%) than in either the Qther Metropolitan (40.7%) or the
Non-Metropolitan areas (31.2%).

Conviction rates resulting from property arrests were slightly higher than
for personal arrests in the upper courts and substantially higher in Tower
courts. In the upper courts, convictions were obtained in 88.6% of
property arrests and 81.4% of personal arrests. In the lawer courts, 66.0%
of property arrests and 43.5% of personal arrests resulted in conviction.

Arrest events irnvolving white offenders, whether disposed in upper or Tlower
courts, were slightly more likely to result in conviction than arrests
involving black offenders. In the upper courts, 86.4% of white and 82.9%
of black offenders were convicted, compared with 62.0% of white and 56.2%
of black offenders convicted in the lower courts,0

In the upper courts, arrest events involving younger offenders more often
resulted in convictions than events involving older offenders. Of the 16
to 24 year olds processed in the upper courts, 86.3% were convicted,
compared with 81.8% of offenders who were 25 and older. There was little
variation in conviction rates by age of offender among cases disposed in
Tower courts.

There were no substantial differences in conviction rates between events
involving males and females in either upper or lower courts. In the upper
courts, 84.5% of the males and 83.0% of the females were convicted,
compareg with 58.3% of the males and 58.3% of the females in Jower

courts.

6See Notes 2 anu 3 above.
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The vast majority (85.9%) of convictions following felony arrest

events were obtained through guilty pleas rather than by trials. Guilty
pleas were more prevalent among lower court convictions (90.9%) than upper
court convictions (77.6%).

Youthful Offender (Y0) findings were more common following conviction in
upper courts than they were following conviction in lower courts (13.2%
versus 8.8% of convictions respectively). They were more common following
convictions of property arrest events than they were following convictions
of arrests for crimes against persons. This was particularly true in the
upper courts.,

The percentage of convictions resulting in Youthful Offender status was
substantially Jower in New York City than in either the Other Metropolitan
or Non-Metropolitan areas.

Sentences

* Qverali, 47:6% of all convictions in the cohort resulted in some form of

incarcerative sentence, either to a state prison or a local jail (including
sentences to time already served and "split" sentences to jail and
probation). A higher percentage of convictions among New Yaork City cases
{48.2%) resulted in an incarcerative sentence, than among cases in QOther
Metropolitan (47.2%) or Non-Metropolitan (45.1%) areas.

0f all felony arrests in the cohort, 30.3% received a sentence involving
some form of incarceration. Slightly more arrests from Non-Metropolitan
areas (34.2%) than from New York City (29.2%) or Other Metropolitan areas
(32.4%) resulted in a sentence to incarceration.

For convictions in the upper courts:

*

*

Overall, 39.9% resulted in sentences to state prison. An additional 18.2%
were sentenced to local jail. A further 8.5% received “"split" sentences
involving jail and probation, and 0.8% were sentenced to time already
served.

State prison sentences were imposed at a substantially higher rate when the
processing was initiated by arrest for a personal offense (58.0% of
convictions) than when drug (36.0%) or property (29.9%) arrests were
involved.

In upper courts, "straight" jail sentences (i.e., excluding "split"
sentences) were somewhat more common for convictions following property
arrests (22.2%) than for personal (14.1%) or drug arrests (16.8%).
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* Upper court convictions involving white offenders were substantially
less likely to result in a state prison sentence (29.4% of convictions)
than those for blacks (47.3%) or Hispanics (46.7%). Blacks were slightly
more likely to receive jail sentences (18.9%) than whites (18.2%) or
Hispanics (16.5%).7

* Males were far more likely to receive prison sentences in the upper courts
than females (41.4% of convictions vs. 20.5%); they were slightly more
Tikely than females to be sentenced to jail from upper courts (18.4% of
convictions vs. 16.0%).

* Prison sentences were less frequently imposed in the upper courts for the
younger (16-24 years old) group of offenders. The pattern in jail
sentences was similar between the 16-24 and 25-older groups.

* Among non-incarcerative sentences imposed in upper courts, probation was by
far the most common, accounting for 28.8% of convictions. Almost one-third
(32.6%) of the upper court convictions of property crime arrests received
probation as compared with 31.8% of drug and 19.7% of personal offenses.
The use of fines and discharges was rare in the upper courts, accounting
for only 3.5% of the total convictions.

For convictions in the lower courts:

* QOverall, 26.3% resulted in a sentence to a local jail. In addition, 2.2%
received a split sentence to jail and probation, and 7.0% were sentenced to
time already served.

* Jail sentences were more likely to result from convictions of property
arrests (32.0%) than from convictions of drug (21.4%) or personal arrests
(22.9%).

* Arrests involving whites were less likely to result in (straight) jail
sentences (19.9% of convictions) than was the case for blacks (32.2%) or
Hispanics (26.2%). Females were less likely than males to receive jail
sentences (18.2% of convictions vs. 27.3%), and the younger age group (16~
19 year olds) was less likely to receive jail sentences than the older (25-
older) group (23.9% of convictions vs. 29.0%).

* Conditional discharges were imposed in 26.9% of all lower court
convictions, followed by fine (16.3%) and probation (15.9%).

’These data do not necessarily demonstrate discrimination in the sentencing
process. Additional information and analyses would be necessary to determine, for
example, if these sentencing patterns were due to differences in prior offending
histories or criminal behaviors of the offenders rather than race per se. See the
DCJS report, Discrimination and the Decision to Incarcerate, (May, 1983). Also,
see Notes 2 and 3 above.

: . 1 :
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Processing Time

Figures 1 through 21 ("B" suffix) are summary diagrams that display elapsed
processing times between felony arrests and various dispositions of those arrests
in New York State. For convictions, the elapsed time is calculated to the date of
sentence; for all other dispositions the time is calculated to the date of the
disposition. Thus, processing time is a measure of the maximum length of an
offender's contact with the criminal justice system up to the point of sentencing.
Data on the correctional processing of offenders are not part of this analysis.

A preliminary verification analysis of processing time revealed that there
were a small number of cases in which an incorrect disposition date was recorded on
the CCH/0BTS. In these cases the date recorded was later than the actual date of
the disposition and consequently some of the processing times may be somewhat
inflated. The exact magnitude of this bias is not known since source data were not
available to reconcile the error. However the bias is not believed to be large
since relatively few incorrect times were identified in the verification study.
While these data may slightly overestimate processing time in general, there is no
indication that the bias exists differentially among any of the specific subgroups
of the study population (i.e., offense, age, sex, or race groups).

A similar, though more pervasive problem was also noted in recording dates for
"prosecution declined" dispositions. Because this recording error appeared to
affect a substantial number of such dispositions, it was believed that presentation
of processing time statistics for this disposition would be misieading. Processing
times for "prosecution declined" dispositions were therefore excluded from the
displays. In addition, processing time statistics were omitted for all
dispositions where fewer than twenty-five (25) cases formed the basis for
computation. This was also due to the potential instability of processing times
when based on a small number of cases. (On the summary diagrams, "N/A" is used to
indicate that it was not appropriate to compute processing time).
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The presentations use the lower quartile, median, and upper quartile to
describe the distributions of processing time. These statistics are interpreted as
follows:

--The lower quartile: 25% of cases processed were disposed in less time, and
75% in more time than the lower quartile value.

--The median: 50% of cases processed were disposed in less time, and 50% in
more time than the median value.

--The upper quartile: 75% of cases processed were disposed in less time, and
25% in more time than the upper quartile value.

These median-based statistics were selected to summarize processing times
because they are less sensitive to extreme values in the distributions than the
more familiar arithmetic mean.

* The median elapsed time between a felony arrest and a final disposition in
1982 was 91 days. Cases dismissed by grand Jjury action ("no true bill")
took an average of 83 days to dispose.® Arrests culminating in dismissal
generally took less time (76 days) to process than those d1sposed as
convictions (99 days) or acquittals (275 days).

* (Cases from New York City generally took less time to dispose (77 days) than
cases from the Other Metropolitan (126 days) or Non-Metropolitan areas (98
days).

* From arrest, personal offenses took slightly longer to dispose (104 days)
than property (84 days) or drug (87 days) offenses. Overall, class A
felony arrest offenses took longer to dispose (266 days) than class B (127
days), C (99 days), D (85 days), or E (64 days) felony arrest offenses.

* (Cases processed in the upper courts took considerably Tonger to dispose
(216 days) than cases processed in the lower courts (56 days). This was
uniformly true for all offense types and across all offender subgroups.

8The term “average" is applicable to a variety of measures of central tendency
of a distribution. Throughout this discussion of processing times, "average"
refers to the median.
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* In both Tower and upper courts, acquittals and convictions by trial
were the dispositions that took the longest time to process. Acquittals
took 160 days in the Tower courts and 302 days in upper courts, while
convictions by trial took 191 days in the lower courts and 353 days in the
upper courts. As would be expected, considerably less time was required
for convictions by plea than for trial convictions in both the Tower and
upper courts (44 days and 204 days respectively for convictions by pleas).

* Dismissals took longer than convictions in both Tower and upper courts.
The median time for dismissals in lower courts was 66 days, but was 226
days in upper courts.

* (ases of younger defendants took longer to dispose than those of older
defendants. The median processing time for 16-24 year olds was 100 days,
whereas those 25 years and older were processed in an average of 78 days.

* Whites and blacks were processed more quickly than Hispanics. Overall
processing times were 87 days for whites, 81 days for blacks, and 151 days
for Hispanics. A similar pattern of processing times generally holds for
both Jower and upper court dispositions.”.

9Among other factors, these differences may be due to variations in arrest
charges, prior criminal activity, and region. Further multivariate analyses are
required to understand the impact that race and ethnicity have on processing times.
Also, see Notes 2 and 3 above.
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CRIMINAL
NEW YORK CITY
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1932
*
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(A} PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY TH
{B) PERCENYAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY TH
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.
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FIGURE 2=A
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FIGURE 2=B8
M EDTIAN DAYS 89 ETWEEN ARREST AND F1NRARL b I SPOSIT1ION

NEW YORK CITY ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982
ARRESTED
&
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i
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LOWER COURTY : 049 L4 152 * 269 bd
® '] *
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CRIMINAL

A
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FIGURE 3=A
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FIGURE 3-8

MEDTIAN DAYS AR ETWNEEHN ARRES ST AND FINAL DISPOSITI1ION
OTHER METROPOLITAN AREAS ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982
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FIGURE beA

CRIMNMNINA AL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

ALL FELONY OFFENSES
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ALL FELONY UFFENSES

FIGURE 4~B
MEDTI AN D AYS B ETWETEN ARREST AND FINAL b I SPO0STTION
NON=-METROPOLITAN AREAS
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982
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FIGURE S5=A

CRIMINAL J UsS T3 CE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

_8'[..

NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED 1IN §982 SEX OF OFFENDER:MALE
ARRESFED
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*
AR AR A AR RS AR AN A A A AR A AR A RS AR N AR AR R AN AR AACAGAGAARARDARAR
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FIGURE 5~8
MEDIAN D AYS 8 ETWEEN ARREST ANTD FINAL DI SPOSITLON

H NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFE!
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982 SEX OF OFFENDER:
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CRIMINAL JUsSTICE

NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFEN
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982 SEX OF OFFENDER:FEY
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19.7% 1047 cecseccancas PROBATION corecccsscas 925 45.8%
16.6% 777 ceemescccacan FINE ceesceccsesens 20 1.0%
3.3% 203 ceace FENE AND CONDITIONAL DESCHARGE owee. 12 0.6%
31.9% 1700 coccons CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE cveceee 69 3.5%
2.4% 127 ceceee UNCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE ceceea 7 N.4x
0.6% 31 cececccasan OTHER/UNKNOWN cococcacassnsse 12 0.6%
| .
‘ (A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT.
(8) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.

SYSTEM

FIGURE 6=A

PROCESSING SuUMMARY
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FIGURE 6=-8

MEDTIAN DAYS B ETWETEN ARREST AND FINAL 01 SPOSTITTION
NEW YORK STATE . AtL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 19382 SEX OF OFFENDER:FEMALE
ARRESTED
082 DAYS
&
AARRAARNR AR AR K AR AARRARAANAARS AR AR ARARARRRNAANRANRAR KRR AARA RN ARESR
R ® ']
PROSECUTION DECLINED : NO TR?E ILL
-
*® 087 DAYS
PROSECUTED
086 DAYS
*
®
ABARARARA DK AARR AR U AR AN R A AR AR ARRAARRARA R AR AR RN A AN S ARNARRAABARANRRARARARKSY
* -
LOHER.COURT UPPER COURT
*
061 DAYS 202 DAYS
* -
* [
* ° : ]
AAAAARARRARRARAAARAANRNARARARRARRAR AANNEARARARAARAAARLANARRANRRAANRS
* * & * * * * *
DISFMISSED ACGUITYED CONVICYED OTHER DISMISSED ACQU}ITED CONV!CTED OTeER
* * 3 » a
089 DAYS N/A DAYS OEBtDAYS N/A DAYS 188 DAYS 311 DAYS ZUZ.DAYS N/A DAYS
* *
& * i
& *=TRIAL N/A DAYS +  2=TRIAL 358 DAYS nN
waan=PlLEA 044 DAYS shknkx=PLEA 199 DAYS et
& %k=YQ 090 DAYS &  x«Y0 167 DAYS 1
ARAARAANBAANANSCRARRAAARANRRSRRRARAAAA
* SUMMARY *
RARARARARRARKEARARRRAARAARARNRAANRSR
* LOJER * *  UPPER *
* QUARTILE * MEDIAN # QUARTILE =
RECAARAARAKARARARARRRARARCAARANRNDRAR
ALL DISPOSITIONS L4 021 * Ga2 . 196 *
ARARRAR AR A RR AR AR AR R AN A AR RN AR AR AN
* x * *
NO TRUE BILL L 045 : 087 b 123 :
* *
PROSECUTED * 024 * 086 L 199 *
UPPER COURT + 124 . 202 & 326 *
LOWER COURT : 014 ': ue1l : 178 :
DISMISSAL * 027 & 100 * 210 *
UPPER COURY % 042 * 188 * 340 *
LOWER COURT * 026 : 089 * 205 *
1] * *
ACQUITTED * 151 [ 2438 * 3740 *
UPPER COURT * 213 b 31 * 394 *
LOWER COURT : N/A : N/A * N/A :
*
CONVICTED " 02¢ * 031 * 132 *
UPPER COURT * 123 L4 202 * 320 *
TRIAL * 267 * 358 * 473 *
PLEA * 125 L 199 * 314 *
Yo Ld 111 * 169 * 255 * *
LOWER COURT & 006 L 043 * §13 *
TRIAL d N/A * NZA A N/A *
PLEA * 4085 L4 044 * 111 *
Yo . 063 * 090 * 132 *
* » 3 *
OTHER * 03s- & 137 Ld 237 *
UPPER COURY * N/A . N/A * N/A .
LOWER COURT L] N/A & NZA * N/A L (N/A = NOT _APPRIPRIATE,
RAERRREARARAARRAAAAARRARCARAN AR AR RA LESS THAN 2S5 CASES)



CRIMINAL

DESPOSED EN 1982

JUSTILCE

FEGURE T=A

S YSTEM PROCESS ING S U MMARY

S

ALL FELONY OFFENSE
ITE

RACE OF OFFENDER:IHWH
ARRES[ED

464939 100.0%
*

&

RARANBARARAARARAAAADRRACNEAARRARARRAARAGARRADAAACARALRARARAKR

*
PROSECUTIO§ DECLINED
388 2.0%

KRRARARRANAANRACARARREAANAARAL AR AR

* a & *
DISFSSSED ACGUETIED CONVECIED 0T§ER (A}

* "
: NO TREE EINE
PROSECUTED 314 0.7%
6373?t 97.3%
@
*
*
UYPPER COURT
72915 26.7X

ARANRARAABANRRNRAARKARAA R AN ARG AARR

' * . #
DlSMiSSED kCQUiITED CONVECTED OiEER §3)

11510 125 19113 69 1298 265 11165 187
37.3% 0.4x 62.0% 0.2% 10.1% 2.1% 86..4% 1.4%
& *
&* "
& +«=TRIAL 56 8.3% (C) s a=TRIAL 717 6.4% (T) e
sans=PLEA 16980  83.8X sasxeplLEAR 3723  73.1% >
A =10 2082  10.9% & #=Y0 1725  15.5% )
&
*
AARARRAKERARREAR AN AR K ﬁi:tktﬁtﬁhthiikﬁtki
X of 1 OF
CONVICTED CONVICTED
0.0% i} eecevscasassess PREISON eeeescccncenane 3280 29.4%
19.9% 3803 cecacesesmssonn JAIL ecescsncacenses 2033 13.2%
5.1% 969 eecmnoosscease TIME SERVED .ecccceesscsass 32 0.7%
2.7% 523 vecssmases JALL AND PROBATION ccococesss 1255 11.2%
19.0% 3625 cesecsasense PROBATION ccsccecaases 3864 36.6%
21,72 4150 eovccmnseacen FINE eemcsmccsacaae 136 1.2%
5.1% 973 eecoe FINE AHD CONDIVIONAL DESCHARGE .oeeocw 113 1.1%
24.0% 4594 cecance CONDEVIONAL DISCHARGE ceeseon 290 2.6%
1.7% 334 cecaes UNCONDETIONMAL DISCHARGE cwcoss 42 0.4%
0.8% 147 ceecessesas OTHER/UNKNOWN ececocccceesases 65 0.6%
(A) PERCENTAGES Of CASES PROCESSED BY THE L COURT.
(B) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED 8Y THE U COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES COMVICTED.




FIGURE 7=8

MEDIAN b AYS B ET WEEHN ARREST AND FINAL DI SPOSITTION \
NEw YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES ‘
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982 RACE OF OFFENDER:WHITE

ARRESTED
DB?*DAVS
Ri&tittﬁﬁ‘tiitaltiitilaktttttttlkttﬁtﬂtkltﬁﬂtitik*i*itttttlit
* ® ®
PROSECUTION DECLINED : NO TREE alLL
L 4
* 082 DAYS
PROSECUTED
*
090 DAYS
L
*
AEARARRSABA AR KR RARARARAARBAANAARLPANARARR RN R A AR ARBS A AARAARDAARACAGRAADIA R AAR
1 *
LOWER COURT UPPER.COURT
&
BSéﬁDAYS 187.DA¥S
* &
& *
1 AAR G RARRARAARRRAANREANARRARCARARRARR RARAARARRARAR AR RAAAXAAGARCRAARA AR
* & -4 * *® % * &
DISMISSED ACQU!TTED CONV{CTED OIQER DKSHESSED ACGUiTIED CONV£CTED OVHER
&
066 DAYS 167 DAYS DSZ.DAYS 0S1 DAYS 196 DAYS 299 DAYS 183.DAYS 205 DAYS
* ®
* * ]
*  a=TRIAL 171  DAYS * 2«TRIAL 358 DAYS o
txakw=PLEA 046 DAYS adhs=PlLEA 182 DAYS w
A 2=Y0 082 DAYS *  s=Y0 145 DAYS !
ARAAKRK AR ARAERAARRARR A AR R AA A RAR R R AR
Ld SUMMARY *
AAABEANAANRASRARACARARAACAAADRARARNA
* LOWER * * UPPER *
® QUARTILE * MEDIAN & QUARTILE »
AURARARAAR AR AARNARARRRNARARRRAXRARAR
ALL DISPOSITIONS * 027 & 037 * 194 A
ARRARANRAAKCARAARNARARARGSARARRNAARAR
* * * ®
NO TRUE BILL : 038 * 082 * 123 *
&® & *
PROSECUTED * 029 " 090 * 197 "
UPPER COQURT * 113 * 187 * 307 *
LOWER COURT : 015 : 056 : 136 L
*
DISMISSAL * 021 * 075 & 206 *
UPPER COURT £ 075 * 196 * 374 *
LOWER COURT : Uiy : 0oé ] 196 *
* &
ACQUITTED L4 158 * 261 * 339 *
UPPER COURT * 200 . 299 * 427 *
LOWER COURT : 393 : 167 * 275 &
* ]
CONVICTED * 034 bd w92 * 133 *
UPPER COURT ® 114 & 183 * 296 *
TRIAL . 248 * 330 * 507 *
PLEA * 114 * 182 * 293 *
Y0 * 100 * 145 * 219 *
LOWER COURT i 013 * G52 * 103 *
TRIAL * 033 . 171 * 287 *
PLEA ~ 003 ® 046 * 1U4 *
Yo * 053 L 082 * 127 *
* & * *®
OTHER * ?7? * 156 * 303 &
UPPER COURT * 19 * 2G5 * 343 *
LOWER COURT * 009 L G51 * 141 * (N/A = NOT APPRUPRIATE,
RARRRANSAARRRANRAARRAAARAAANARANARSK LESS THAN 25 CASES)



FIGURE 8=A

CRIMINAL J USTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONMNY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982 RACE OF OFFENDER:BLACK
ARRSSTED
5533?* 100.0x
*
AREAARRARRAR A AL A AR AANRN A RN NARANARNARANRARRAIASANAANAAAAANRAEN
L] * *
PROSECUTIO? DECLINED : NO TREE gILL
1722 3.1X PROSECUTED 548 1.0%
5306?# 95.9%
&
Qtﬁiﬂ"ﬁ&t‘ﬁﬁ*tﬁﬁt&!hﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁtit.ttﬁﬁtﬂ&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘iliﬁil&ﬁ&ﬁ;&&ﬁﬁittﬁkl.t&
& %
& ' A
LOWER COURY UPPER COURT
38052. 68.8% 15015 .27.12
*® *
ARRRAARANAAADARAANRAARARKNSAARRARS ABRAARAAARACANR R ARARRANNARNRANARANANALS
* ] & & & * *® 4
DISKISSED 'ACQU£IFED CONV}CTED O'gER CAY DISMISSED ACQUETVED CONV&CIED OVrER (B)
* N &
16492 121 2137¢ 68 1890 513 12443 169
43.3% 0.3% 56;21 0.2% 12.6% 3.4% 82;91 1.1%
* *
+  «=TRIAL 60 0.3% (C) #  a=TRIAL 1451 11.7% (C) o
akat=PLER 19743 92.4% thtAaPlEA 9453 16.0% o~
: hy() 1568 7.3% : teY( 1539 12.4% ¥
®* &
RACRRRAAGANRARAA AR Ak AR RANRREARAARES
X OF X OF
CONVICTED CONVICTED
0.0% 0 wmesanscocswsmene PRISON eesncsomsecvcessse 5334 L7.3%
32-2% . 688' eacCcesfdaceeosees JAIL VOOV T OCAID SR 2550 15.91
8.7% 18‘9 sSeeossesenevee II”E SERVED BOSOCOCOREICPO NS '15 ougz
1.9% 409 seeassseuve JALL AND PROBATION asevcesnece 350 6.8%
13.7% 2918 sssssscensas PROBATION ¢ececccsessea 2944 23.7%
11,42 2428 coeascsemcsece FINE ®eavessceancas 5% 04X
§-8% 374 ceneo FINE AND CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE cevce 43 0.6%
28.5% 6099 esccces CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE seswcae 164 .32
T1.6% 352 easace UNCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE ssecss 19 0.2%
0-3! 61 Sencecocwe®s OYHERIUNKNO“N esonCconcssecens ‘3 0.11 ‘
. |
(A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY FHE LOWER COURT.
(B) PERCENYAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICYED.



MEDI AN D AYS

DISPOSED IN 1982

*
PROSECUTIO! DECLINED

B ETWETEN

ARARARS RARARRRA KA K AR R AR R ALARNARARRARNRARARA R AR RAR AR ARRARAARRAANRAARAANGNAAR

*
LOWER COURT

A
RACE

L
of

FIGURE 8-8
ARRREST ANED FINAL DI SPOSITION
ARRESTED
*
OBI'DAVS
AR AR R A AR A AR AN SR RN A R AN AN A AR AR R RAR AR R AR AR AN R A AR AR RS AR AR AR AR
* *
a NO TRUE BILL
» *®
* 083 DAYS
PROSECUTED
086 DAYS
*
%
*
UPPER COURT
*
ZSO*DAYS

*
050 DAYS
*

*

]
AAARARREAAARARRRARAARARRAARAANRAR

* * * *
DlSM}SSED ACQUITTED CONV!CTED OTQER
%

0S7?7 DAYS 160 DAYS DkS.DAYS 065 DAYS
*
%
& s=TRIAL 200 DAYS
haeawplEA 038 DAYS
% &eYQ 091 DAYS

ALL DESPOSITIONS

<o
[

(] »
[~] (o]
cx ree rem rc

Ve ODE OTET OwmMm

*

&
AERARRARAARARAA A ARRA DA aNah Akl

* * * »
DlSH!SSED ACQU{TTED CONV}CTED OTQER

229 DAYS 313 DAYS 226 DAYS 245 D

b
4
®
+ a=TRIAL
sexraPlEA
ST

ANERRANRRARARARAARRARIARRARARRADRARS

. SUMMARY s

AARERAE AR AR RRANCAA RSN ARARARR AN AR

+ LOWER  » * UPPER  #

* QUARTILE » MEDIAN ¢ QUARTILE *
RAREAAAARARARRARARARANARRANRRRANRSR
* 021 bd 081 * 208 *
ASAAKRRARARANRRR IR G RADRARANAARSRRS

* ® L ] *
: 045 : 083 : 126 *
*
* g23 . 086 * 215 *
* 134 * 230 . 364 b
* 008 * 050 * 137 »
] * * ]
* 019 * 064 * 193 *
* 078 % 229 & 392 *
: 013 : 057 : 184 ° :
* 189 * 292 * 427 *
* 214 . 313 * 442 *
: 083 % 150 * 293 :
* E 4
* 024 * 096 * 223 x
* 135 * 226 * 356 .
& 253 * 349 " 475 *
* *28 * 212 * 336 *
* 15 ® 189 * 301 *
* 005 * 043 % 112 .
. 648 * 200 * 326 *
* 04 * 038 * 106 &
: 056 : 09% : 147 :
* 065 & 186 % 339 *
* 113 * 245 * 364 2
* u32 * 065 . 161 s (N/A = NOT
RARAARRAANARAACAACRRANARARNAARAAAR LESS .THAN

AYS

b P N

Qowm s
OrQ
ovo
Py ot
€ =g =
(71737
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fFIGURE 9=A

CRIMINAL JUSTIKECE SYSTEM PROCESSIEINGEG S UM NHARY

NEWN YORK STATE ALL FELONY
FELONY ARRESYS DISPOSED IN 1982 RACE OF OFFENDER:
ARRESTED
15122. 100.0x
*
ARRACAARR R AR AARARNARARRARAR AN ARNARAARARAAARAARKRRRNSNERARAARE
* * *
PROSECUTIQ§ DECLINED : NO TREE BILL
359 2.2% PROSECUTED 20 0.6%
Iéé?}t 97.2%
&
B AR AR AR AN AR SR AR AR A AR A AR B A A AR AR KA AT RO AR A AR R AR RN AR A AR R A AR RRARARASN
o *
" »
LOWER COURT UPPER COURYT
9603 63.5% 5090 ‘53.71
&
* *
KA RARRRAAARARRACRAARNRNSARRAKARAK NEARBARARAARRRSAARANKAANANRNRAGAAAE
* * * * Iy * & ®
DISF{SSED ACQUETIED CONVICTED OTQER (A) BKSHESSED ACGUITTED [ONVECTED OYQER (3)
* s
4272 36 5231 14 588 i%l 4280 41
§4.5% g.42 55;01 0.1X 11.6% «6X 84.1% 0.8%
. *
* *
*  x=TRIAL 20 g.k! ) *  a=TRIAL 411 2.58% (O)
eaxe=PLER 4887 92.3% atanePl EA 3452 8Q0.7%
: *2=Y0 374 7.1% & 2aY0 417 97X
*
* &
ANRAARRARARSARARARA AEADRRARARARRANRNGR
1 OF X OF
CONVICTED CONVICTED
0'0! 0 LA AR E-2-N L& NN ERE] Paxso" WM IDOSHNOCOSEIBEO 1998 ‘6&71
26.2X% 1381 eesacnccesesenno JAIL eaccoasscacswmas 7U5 16.5%
fateX 391 veosscoescesnse TIME SERVED sccccccceseancaa 27 0. 6%
TeobX 3 secenssens JALL AND PROBATION cnacssanes 265 6.2%
14,1X 746 cacesessnsse PROBATION socmcsenccsn 1198 28.0x
16.2% 857 cseecasconssasn FINE ccasemvesnaone i3 0.4Y
1.5% 81 eoauws FENE AND CONDIVIONAL DISCHARGE saaes 13 0,3%
30.3% 1599 escenns CONDITEONAL DISCHARGE seesman 4% f.0X
2.6% 137 ecocms UNCONDETEONAL DISCHARGE cnesas 7 0.2%
D.3X 16 woeopeoweses OTHER/UNKNOMN svoccacsceeces S 0.1%
(4) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSE E LOWER COQURT.
{B) PERCENTACES OF CASES PRQOCESSE £ UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTE

-92_



FIGURE 9-B
MEUDGIAN DAYS 9 ET WEEN ARREST AND F I NAL DI SPOSITILION

NEW YORK STAVE ALL FELONY OQFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982 RACE OF OFFENDERsHISPANIC
ARRESTED
151 DAYS
tttttiatttﬁtttkttlitﬁttttttttttitnttttiiitkttttltitiktkttittt
PROSECUT!ON DECLINED : kO TRUE SILL
* 093 DAYS
PROSECUTED
«
157 DAYS
*
&
AERACARARERAGCARASARANARARARARA B RO RO AR NARNRARARZAANRARAAAARARAANAANR AN
* «
LOHER’COURY UPPER.COURT
089 DAYS ZSQ.DAVS
*
* «
* *
AKASRARAARAAS AP KA R AARAANAARARARS S AL AARA AR AR R A AR AN A AR R ANRKRARRSaARAN
a * * & & * * *
DISM{SSED ACQUITTED CONV{CTED OIeER DISHESSED ACQU}TYED CONV{CTED OTﬁﬁR
a
139 DAYS 160 DAY? 069 DAYS N/A DAYS 266 DAYS 235 DAYS 251 DAYS 234 DAYS
: 'Y *
% [
4 & 1
& &=TR]IAL N/A DAYS * a««TRIAL 372 DAYS N
axks=PLEA 063 DAYS dkkkaPlLEA 239 DAYS ~
*  x=Y(Q 166 DAYS & aeYQ 227 DAYS 1
ttt‘itttitlttittttittttttttttttiti
* S UMBKARY
ttoctt-tttntt.t*ttant-ncanataaattt
& LOWER * * UPPER &
* QUARTILE » EDIAN * QUARTILE »
.tiltitttt.tttiittliittttittkttttt
ALL DISPOSITIONS L4 049 ® 151 * 268 *
ARARRACGARARAANCRARNANRAGNRARRADAAN
* * * &«
NO TRUE BILL & Q42 ® 093 bl 147 *
'3 'Y I -
PROSECUTED * 053 d 157 * 272 *
UPPER COURTY L] 163 % 256 b 374 L
LOWER COURT * 028 bd Day * 203 *
x & ~ *
DISMISSAL ® 050 * 165 * 239 *
UPPER COURT * 152 * 266 * 416 *
LOWER COURT * 046 b 139 & 217 :
*® ® [
ACQUITTED * 193 * 277 * 588 *
UPPER COURT * 207 L 235 * 197 2
LOWER COURT ] 100 * 160 * 285 *
& ' & *
CONVICTED * 053 . 152 L 2R7 *
UPPER COURT b 162 & 251 * 3163 *
TRIAL * 274 * 372 * 464 *
PLEA * 154 * 239 * 352 *
Yo * 152 * 227 * 334 *
LOWER COURT * 017 * 069 * 166 *
TRIAL * N/A * N/A * N/A *
PLEA * 014 * Ce63 * 161 *
Yo * 063 % 106 & 213 ]
Y & * *
OTHER & }61 * 234 Ld 3177 L4 N
UPPER COURT b 61 & 234 * 136 *
LOWER COURY ~ N/A & N/A * NIA L] (N/A = NOT APPROPRIATE,
ARRRAREAAARRAARRAARARARRAAARARRGANG LESS THAN 25 CASES)



FIGURE 10~-A

CRIMNINAL J USTECE SYSTEM PROCESSING S UMMNARY

-82..

NEW YORK STATE . ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982 . - RACE OF OFFENDERIOTHER
ARRESTED
&
940 100.0%
&
&
AAR R AL RAA AR AR AR ARRCARRARANAANRAACANAARARRRRAANARCANAARARARNEA
E 3 & &
PAOSECUTEON DECLINED * NO rngs BILL
& *
40 4.3X PROSECUYED 11 1.2X%
889. %0 6X%
&®
SEARR AR AR P AN A AN SARKRA AR A RCAARANBRARLAARARAARARARARAAAARRARAALAARAARAAKAR
*
by .
LOWER COQURY UPPER COQURY
69 73,82 195 20.7%
L 4 ®
L &
RARAAAARACAN SARAXARAANNAXARAAAREAR ARAREARABAGEAN AR AARRNRAAAAR AR KAAR
* -] & &® & & * *
oxsnissso ACDUEYIED couvzcrsb orﬁsﬁ (A) stngsseb ACQUITTED CONVICTED orgsk {8)
] 3
327 4 363 ] 39 8 147 1
L7.1% 0.6% 52;31 0.0% 20.0X b.1X 75:41 0.5%
* L}
* *=TRIAL 1 0.3% (&) *  «=TRIAL 3 5.4% (C)
hahtopPl EA 335 92.3%X akkkaPLEA 123 83, 7¢
: 4=YQ 27 P.b% & a=Y0 16 10.9%
®
* *
AhAkbkhRARRA A bt kb AREAKRAERNEERANARNARRAK
X OF X OF
CONVICYED CONVICTED
0.0X 0 essetsonswensan PRESON sesscvacocseases 42 28.6%
19.3X% 70 csscssesssascsee JALL esecescoccessan 26 17.7X
L]
5.0% 18 essoccesessaee TIME SERVED occeseccccceases 1 D.7X%
1.7% [ ecsesconcs JAIL AND PROBATION wccoceasaes 8 S.4%
1‘&3: 52 L NN NN NN N N X N.] PROBA'[ON eosaoasaasa 59 40Q1‘
23.7X% 36 assmscocevevse FINE wmesmcococsseweso 4 2.7%
6.1% 22 vosea FINE AND CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE cace. 4 2.7%
27.0% 98 ecccaesas CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE sccesenn 3 2.0%
3.0% 11 ecocss UNCONDETIONAL DEISCHARGE cecmss t] 0.0X
0.0% 0 cessscssacs OTHER/UNKNOWN eacoccocesseans 0 0.0%
(A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER CQURT.
(B) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
{C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED,




FIGURE 10-8
M EDIAN DAY S 8 ET WEEMWMN A RREST AND F I NAL DI SPOSITYTION
NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982 RACE OF OFFENDER:OVTHER
ARRESTED
OBU.DAYS
AUARARRAARASAARANAARARNNAARCA AR AR A AR ARRARARRAAARANRRANRARSANRAAR
* * &
PROSECUTIOg OECLINED : NO TRUE BILL
*
* N/A DAYS
PROSECUTED
087 DAYS
&
&
ARRR DA A AR R AR AR AR RAARAA R AR AR R AR AN AR AN AR RARAR KRR AR ANAAR R AL A AR RARAARARAR
& *
LOWER COURT UPPER*COURT
%
059.DAYS ZZD‘DAYS
& *
* «
ARAAKAARAARDARRRARAAARRRASAARARAR AARRARNARNRRAAARAARARRARAR AN MO RER
* * * % * 'S ® *
DISMISSED ACQU{TTED CONV}CTED OTHER DISMISSED ACQUITTED CONVICTED OTHER
. * & * * *
078 DAYS N/A DAYS 048 DAYS N/A DAYS 248 DAYS N/A DAYS 207 DAYS N/A DAYS
A *
* +
* *
* 2«TRIAL N/A DAYS &+ s=«TRIAL N/A DAYS
hakrePLEA 046 DAYS saaa-PLEA 207 DAYS
& a=Y) 073 DAYS *  k=Y0 N/A DAYS
KARARARRRARAANANARCARARRRARARARAASR
* SUMMARY &
AARAAAARANSRAN AR RAARRARARAARARAARAR
& | OWER & % UPPER &
& QUARTILE * MEDIAN & QUARTILE o
AARRAARANARANRARAARAARNAAARRAGARARE
ALL DISPOSITIONS * 026 L 030 * 196 *
RENAARRARAR RN RSARAANRAARARRAAASRASR
" [ * 'S
NO TRUE BILL : N/A * N/A L d N/A *
* * *
PROSECUTED L 028 . 087 & 199 -
UPPER COURT * 128 * 220 * 316 *
LOWER COURT : 017 : 059 * 159 &
I *
DISMISSAL & 032 & 037 * 202 *
UPPER COURY ® 096 L4 248 * 366 L
LOWER COURT : (VR 1] : 078 : 196 :
ACQUITTED & N/A * N/A * N/A *
UPPER COURT * N/ A * N/A & N/A L4
LOWER COURTY : N/A : N/A * N/A :
&
CONVICTED * 021 & 033 * 130 *
UPPER COURT ® 127 & c07 bod 284 *
TRIAL bd N/A * N/A * N/A b
PLEA L 127 & 207 * 279 b
YO0 * N/A * N/A Ld N/A L
LOWER COURT & 006 * 048 * 115 *
TRIAL . N/A * N/A * N/A *
PLEA & 005 * Q46 L 114 *
YO L 045 & 073 & 147 .
. * ' ®
OTHER . N/A & N/A & N/A &
UPPER COURY L3 N/A * N/ A * N/A L
LOWER COURT & N/A Ld N/A * N/A * {N/A = NOT APPROPRIATE,
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(A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT.
(B) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.
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FIGURE 15=8
MEDIAN DAYS BETWEEN ARREST AND FINAL DISPOSILTION
NEW YORK STATE ALL DRUG OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982
ARRESTED
087 DAYS
*
AR R AN RRAAN AR A RARNARAARRARNAAREARAN AR AR RABRARRAARANANAAANAAA RS AR
& [ *
PROSECUTION DECLINED * NO TRUE BILL
*
* 063 DAYS
PROSECUTED
“089 OAYS
F 4
*
RABRRAAARARAARRANAARCAEARARARANAAARNRAR RN AR RRAANAREERAARRARANARARARANRES
* *x
LONER COURT UPPER COURT
046 DAYS 240 DAYS
& - E ]
* &®

*
AAAAREARARAAEARAAARARARARAARRARNAR

* * * u
DISHESSED ACGU{FTED CONV&CTED OTQER .
050 DAYS N/A DAYS

&
ARBIGARANRABARRCRARARRARRRAAANRAASY

" . - *
DISH!SSED lCﬂU!ITED CONV!CTED OTrER

N/A DAYS 043 DAYS 238 DAYS 338 DAYS 239 DAYS 187 DAYS
® *
® *
u *
+ s=TRIAL N/A DAYS # «=TRIAL 389, DAYS &
#xea=PLEA Q42 DAYS #hanoPLEA 234 DAYS o
+  s=Y0 079 DOAYS +  *=Y0 173 DaYS i
REAAAARAARARARAAREARRAAGAARAARIARRALS
* SUMMARY .
ERAXNKAARAARRARAREAARARARGOANARARG S
. ¢ LOWER _ * * UPPER *
* QUARTILE * MEDIAN * QUARTILE +
‘ RARNARRRRRS AR ARSARAAANANNARANRA AR .
ALL DISPOSITIONS * 024 * 087 - 224 * .
RRARRARARARERRNA ARG AR A RRANRR AR AN AN
» ® &® *
NO TRUE BILL s 038 * 063 ¢ 121 *
*
PROSECUTED * 024 * 039 & 225 *
UPPER COURY #1435, » 240 « 377 *
~ LOWER COURT ¥ 006 x 046+ 115 .
DESMISSAL * 017 » 056 « 134 .
UPPER COURT + 104 * 238 & 406 *
LOWER COURT AL s 650 '+ 140 .
ACQUITTED .« 222 * 331+ 549 *
UPPER COUKT . 224 . 338 « 575 *
LOWER COURT + N/A . N/A  +  N/A s
&
CONVICTED + 029 * 106+ 244 *
UPPER COURT . 147 * 239 « 374 *
TRIAL *+ 285 * 389 « 516 *
PLEA * 147 * 234« 3671 *
Y0 « 113 * 173 267 *
LOWER COURT + 003 * 043 « 105 *
TRIAL * N/A e N/A  +  N/A *
PLEA « 003 . 052 + 103 *
Y0 * 047 * 079 « 2% .
® * * ®
OTHER + 081 * 185+ 331 .
UPPER COURT + 106 * 137  « 334 *
LOWER COURT « N/A . NJA «  NJA * (N/A = NOT _APPROPRIATE,
KAARARSAARRARRARRARARKATAARAAAANAS S LESS THAN 25 CASES)



FIGURE 16=A

CRIMINAL J USTICE S TS TEM PROCCESSINGEG SUMMARY

NEW YORK STATE * ALL "OTHER" OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS BISPOSED IN 1982
Anngstsn
12224. 100.0%
&
RABABARARAARAARALZAARARERARAANRARKARNAGARRRRARARAANRANAARAAAGERARRA R &
& * *
PROSECUTION DECLINED * : NO TRUE BILL
-] ]
287 2.3 PROSECUTED 148 1.2%
11 39. 96.4%
&
SEARREARARIRACAAANARRRERARARAAANARRARNANSARAARARARARARAARREAALRAECAARANSAARAR
* &
| *
LOWER COURT UPPER COURTY
7166& 58.6X 4623 37.8%
*
2 &®
AARARRARANANAASRERR ARG ARAANRAARNRAAR BARBRARARA AR RNARRARRNRARAAABEANARRKANGARR
[ 3 ® * ® & & & f
DISMISSED ACQUITTED CONVICTED  OTHER CR) oxsnisseu ACQU£TTED CONVICTED  OTHER (8)
2441 17 4596 12 . 709 117 3745 52
34.1X 0.21 as;sx 0.2% 15.3% 2.5% 81;01 1.1%
* &
& s=TRIAL 15 0.3x () * #=TRIAL 240 6.4% (C) !
xtataPlEA 4609 98.1% akdaePLEA 3289 87.3% é;
L 72 1.5% . a=Y0 216 5.3% ;
* - *
RAARANRARERRAAANANA S S22 SRS R-N 8287
1 OF X OFf
CONVIETED CONMVICTED
0.0x 1} ececaccccessawe PRISON wsccesscsessans 695 18.6%
8.3! 392 "ssCcoOOSCoOeswmes JAIL .o--e-.--?..-uo 79? 21:31 .
3.6! 170 S8 SD0OCO330eDaRD Il"E SERUED LE KN N NERY X NENENREN] 18 Dosl
1.4% 64 eecasssece JAIL AND PROBATION evacesnsees 325 8.7%
9.0% 423 wcosaceassse PROBATION mecesscsmane 1563 £1.7X
55-91 2625 L. RN NN NN N W N E N FiNE LR R R R NN NNENNX NN 105 anz
65X 307 emeec FINE 3ND COMDETIOMAL DISCHARGE ..eee 39 2.4%
13.0X 610 cassano CONDITIONAL DEISCHARGE seceane i1s 3.1%
1.9% 54 eemess UNCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE easces 15 Bo4%
T.1% 51 cesmsccasse OTHER/UNKNOWN cecevcccceessasn 23 0.6%
(A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT.
{B) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.




fFIGURE 16-8B .
MEDILIAN DAY S B ET WEEHN ARREST AND F LR AL oL sePQsS LT ION

NEW YORK STATE ALL "OTHER"™ OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982
ARRESTED
086 DAYS
*
AR RANA N R ARABARR AR AR AN KA E AN AR AN AR ARRAN SR A AR ARRRAA AR AR ARANNLA
* ® *
PROSECUTIO? DECLINED * NO IR&E BILL
[
# U47 DAYS
PROSECUYED
091 DAYS
*
. «
AARRRAKARRANARNAARRNAKARRAARANAARARARRNASNAAARNANARRARARRARNR AR ASRARAANAR
* *
LOHER.COURF UFPER.COURT
OSZ.DAYS 206.DAYS
& 3
* *
ANRARRANKKRAAARSAARASRMRAAARRARANSA AARARRRARA SRR AR AARAERARRAARRANR AR
* 4 * #* « & * &
DISMESSED ACGU}TTED CONV{tTED OTQER . DlSHiSSED ACQU}TTED CONViCYGD OI§ER
(49 DAYS N/A DAYS OZktbAYS N/A DAYS 233 DAYS 265 DAYS ‘9BtDAVS 238 DAYS
* *
% *
& s=TRIAL N/A DAYS & s«TRIAL 362 DAYS
a2k awPLEA 023 DAYS assaePLEAR 191 DAYS
*  x«¥Y(0 066 OAYS % asYQ 188 DAYS
ARAARRACAANARRAANNARNAANARN ARG AR AN
* SUMMARY *
NARAARNKARRRRCEARANCANERANAAADRAAS
* LOWER * &  UPPER &
® QUARTILE & MEDIAN & QUARTILE ¢
ARAAARRAARNRARARRRARARAAAARARRRARAR
ALL DISPOSITIONS * 017 * 086 * 20% *
EhARRAARKAARRNRSARAARRCARNARAARARRK
* * * *
NO TRUE BILL : 022 : 047 L 073 : -
'
PROSECUTED L ?%8 * 091 & 210 *
UPPER COURT * 7 & 206 . 139 *
LOWER COURT : 002 : 032 : 098 :
DISMISSAL * 915 * g?l & 203 *
UPPER COURT * 133 L d 33 & 197 *
. LOWER COURT : 0oz : 049 * 151 :
*
ACQUITTED * 198 L 265 * 442 *
UPPER COURT * 198 * 265 & . 442 * M
LOWER COURT : N/A : N/A : N/A :
CONVICTED d 018 * Q?‘ & 208 *
UPPER COURTY * 125 * 98 * 325 -
TRIAL . 266 * 362 * 519 *
PLEA L4 121, * 121 b 303 *
Yo * 108 * 138 * 207 *
LOWER COURT L 001 & 024 * 030 *
TRIAL L N/A & N/A & N/A *
PLEA * 001 * 023 * 079 *
Y0 b 031 . 066 * 131 *
* & i &
OTHER * 099 & 220 * 348 .
UPPER COURT * 119 * 2;8 & 370 L
LOWER COURT & N/A * N/A L4 N/A * (N/A = NOT APPROPRIATE,
AEBRNAARERACARERAARNAANRARCR AR AANE LESS THAN 25 CASES)
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FIGURE 17=-A

CRIMINAL JUSsSTLICE S YSTEMN PROCESSTNG SUMMARY

[
L
|
' ARRESTED
|

NEW YORK STATE CLASS A ARRESY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982
.3
3220 100.0%
®
‘ AARRARNNARKARRBAANARAARARRRARNAARARAAARCARRAUNRALEONASNANAIRRIAANA
] & &
PROSECUTIO% DECLINED z RO iﬂeﬁ Ity
33 1.0x PROSECUTED 37 1.1%
SlSQt $7.8%
o -
tﬁl‘lkﬁtliitlﬂillaa.tQtiﬁ&&&&ﬁtﬁhaﬁﬁ&tt&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂtt.tﬂﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘&tﬁiiﬁtﬂi
* L3
® *
LOWER COURT UPPER COURY
860' 26.7% 2290 .Plail
& f
RAREARAAAARARNAARAAARAKRADANARANARRL NARBEARADANOAARGCARRARANKAN KA NARRS
] * * * &® & *® &
DISM}SSED A£QUEITED CONVECTED 0I§ER (A) D!SH%SSED ACQU&YTED CONV:CIE? OYQER £B)
674 2 179 5 302 160 1792 36
78.4X 0.2% 20;81 0.46X 13.2% T.0% 78;3! 1.6%
& ]
4  4=JRIAL g 9.2! €< t  x=TRIAL 543 30.3% (0) $>
ansa=PlEA 174 972X sexs=PLEA 1199 66.9% o
« +=Y0 5 2.8% £ e=¥0 50 2.8% )
&
* ®
ARAAERBAGRASRARDARR RARKARRANERRE S ARAN
X OF X OF
CONVICTED CONVICYED
0.0‘ u [ TR R Y REERE NN NEREE R PRKSON oA OOV OV"aED 1‘09 73¢6:
ZI.ZX 38 cssmevsnssescece JAIL wocepocoocoeenoa 82 446!
7.3‘ '3 LER R R LN L. NERSRZLE N J 'IHE sEﬂvED eoacsovcaevceRNECED ‘u 0-6z
1.1% 2 cewassceves JAIL AND PROBATION scacceesmo 56 3.12%
12.3% 22 ecsssosasasse PROBATION cevconecasewo 217 f2.1%
‘ig-on 3‘ I RN ER R E NN RN J Fl“E eEsesesoccoSeseSaan 3 Dﬂzx
1.7% 3 eanae FINE AND CONDITIOMAL DISCHARGE ocoeoe. 2 0.1%
33.5X% 60 simesunn CONDITIOMAL DISCHARGE ccnseen 10 0.61%
3.9X 7 essece UNCONRPEITIONAL DISCHARGE comses 2 0.1%
0.0% 0 essnsaccsss OTHER/UNKNOWN weccccocenanse 1 0.1%
(A) PERCENTAGES QOF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT.
{B) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.,
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.




FIGURE 17-8B
MEDIAN D AYS 8 ET WEEN ARREST AND FINAL DI SPOS ETION

NEW YORK STATE CLASS A ARREST OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DEISPOSED IN 1282
ARRESTED
*
266‘DA¥S
BR AR AR AR AR R AR A AR AN R A R AR AR R AN AN AR R A AR A A AR R AR RARRAAANRARRRESAES
* ® ]
PROSECUTIO§ DECLINED : NO TR?E BILL
. 084 DAYS
PROSECUTED
%
272.DAYS
.
NER R AR A AN AR AR A AR A AR RN A AR A AR AR R R A AR SR A A AN ASA AN KRR AR AR A SRR ARAAREANAARR AN
* *
LDHER.COURT UPPER.COURT
OQZ.DAYS 343.DA15
N *
s N
AAARA A AR A RARARARR A AN A AR AAAARA AR AR R RKARRRRNRR AR AR A NS AR C ARARANAR
% % * = a * * »
DlSH{SSED ACQU:IIED CONVLCTED OngR DISH}SSED ACGU}ITED CONVICTED OfeER
*
032 DAYS N/A DAYS OBS.DAVS N/A DAYS 285 DAYS 383 DAYS 367.DA¥S 268 DAYS
* ' *
* *
4 s=TRIAL N/A  DAYS + s=TRIAL 426 DAYS &~
raxkhaPLEA 083 DAYS asshePlEA 311 DAYS w
t  x=Y0 N/A DAYS &  s=Y0 282 DAYS t
AN AR A AN AR AR AR CARR RS SRR AARAARES
* S UMMARY &
SRANARR R AN AR AR RS ARARAAEARARSARNANAR
& LOWER & +  UPPER *
* QUARTILE &« MEDIAN * QUARTILE =
ARRRARARNAARASRARERARGAORANRARENAS
ALL DISPOSLTIONS . 093 * 266 L 450 *
KRN RRRRANARRAAAAAASARRRSARRRNENE
* * * &
NO TRUE BILL : 038 : G84 * 22% :
&
PROSECUTXD * 101 & 272 * 454 L4
UPPER COURTY & ° 222 L 343 * 503 *
LOWER COURT : 001 : 062 : 107 :
DISMISSAL * OO‘ * 032 & 223 &
UPPER COURY * 12 * 285 * 474 *
LOWER COURT : 000 : C32 : 081 :
ACAQUITTED 3 278 L d 38? * 557 .
UPPER COURTY * 278 L4 38 * 527 &
LOWER COURT : N/A L N/A & N/A :
& I
CONVICTED * 205 - 327 bd 500 *
UPPER COURT * 231 L4 347 % 512 * -
TRIAL * 308 * 426 . 559 -
PLEA 4 202 L 311 * 437 *
Y0 [ 195 * 282 * 529 *
LOWER COURT * 030 * 085 * 173 *
TRIAL * N/A * N/A * N/A *
PLEA * 029 . 033 . 161 *
Yo . N/A * N/A * NIA *
] | 4 ] *® k]
OTHER * 045 * 237 * 377 *
UPPER COURT * 081 & 268 « 3717 * . .
LOWER COURY * N/A ® N/A & N/A L] {(N/A = NOT APPROPRIATYE,
RERRRARANAKRARARARAGARCANMARAARARS LESS THAN 25 CASES)



CRIMNINAL
NEW YORX STATE
FELONY ARRESTS

R DISPOSED IN 19382

; *
PROSECUTION DECLINED
s
451 2.3%

*
*
OWER €
9239k

L URY
Fa1X

3
AARARBARARARAAAG RN ANRAANARRIARAAN

* . * *
DlSH!SSEb ACQU}TTED CONV}CIED DT?ER (¢}

JUSTICE

FIGURE 1B=A

SYSTERN PROCESSIEINGE S UMMARY

CLASS B ARREST OFFENSES
ARRESTED
&
39623. 100.0%

4
CARN AR R AR AANAGARAARAARANCARNAROAARARARARNRRARABAAALAANNANARAE

*
NO TREE YRS
[ 282 1.4%

AERAAARARAARARR AR RAR SN b AN RARDERASL

& * . .
DlSH:SSED ACOU{ITED CONVﬁCTED OT?ER £8)

5602 Zg 3600 17 1143 340 8076 92
60,.6% 0.2% 39;01 O.2% 11.8% 3.5% 83;72 1.0X
% *
* #=-TRIAL 11 =3% (C) & k=TRIAL 929 11.5% (CO)
tikk=PLEA 3339 - 3X dhhkaPlLEA 6363 78.8%
: t=Y0 250 -9 : *=Y0 784 9.7%
* *
AAERARRAARKANRANRRA SRAAABARGORBRARRRAA
X OF X OF
CONVICTED CONVEICTED
0.0: D I A K NN N R RENRNERZSE®SH]] PRISO" LA XN AR KN NN KR LNEN] ‘705 58-31
26-5x 953 I E R X N RERENENRNESEHNESR ] JA[L caessssenccasasss ‘DSA 12&81
10.3! 369 LA A LN K N E RN NERE N T(HE SERVED esoceseosscsEssanc ‘9 0061
1.6X 58 ecevsecnsss JAIL AND PROBATION ecseeccaome 534 6.6%
10‘0‘ 56' Swesedcsessan FXNE Sescacsessasavess 9 gﬂix
0.9% 32 oscee FINE AND COMDITXONAL DISCHARGE secoce 4 0.0%
30.9% 11 essccae CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE ccossoc &9 Q6%
1.4% 52 evensa UNCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE coewes 7 0.1x
0.2% 8 cescoessacaes OTHER/UNKNOUN cevecccococess 10 0.1%
(A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT.
(B) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURTY,
(L) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.
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FIGURE 18=8
MEDIAN D AYS 8 ET WEEN ARREST AND FINAL DI SP 0SS LT ION

NEW YORK SYATE CLASS B ARREST OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982
ARRESTED
*
127‘DA¥$
AR AMRNN RN AR R AAN A AR AR AR AR A AARARRAARRAANRAARAARRAA KRR RARAANRRANGR
* &
PROSECUIID? DECLINED : NO TRUE BILL
&
* 084 DAYS
PROSECUIED
134 DAYS
&
*
AEARAR R AN R AN AARN AR R A AR R AR AR A R AR A SRR A A RARR AR AT AN R ANARRAANNARAN KRR AR
* &
LOHER.COURT UPPER.COURT
047.DAYS 244‘0AYS
* 'Y
.
AARAAREANRANRAARAAANARARE AR AR AR AR AR titlttttittttttttt:tt)ttttttltttt
* * * « .o * * *
DISPISSED ACGU{TTED CONV{CTED OTHER DISH}SSED ACQUITTED CONV:CTED OTHER
'} * *
041 DAYS N/A DAYS 060*DAYS N/A DAYS 261 DAYS 296 DAYS 240 DAYS 239 DAYS
&
* &
* * 1
* A=TRIAL N/A DAYS & A=TRIAL 349 DAYS s
cakraPLEA 055 DAYS sxasepl EA 223 DAYS o
A Aa=YQ: 092 DAYS & x=Y0 213  DAYS [
AR RAAE AR EARARRRARA A AR AR RARRARARRR
* SUMMARY &
AARARARRARRARAARRARASRAANRARKANRKLA
& LOWER % & UPPER *
& QUARTILE = MEDIAN +« QUARTILE ¢
ANRAR AR AARNNBRAANARCRSARARCARRANARR
ALL DISPOSITIONS * 043 ® 127 * 269 *
ARAREANAARARACARAARRARARARARANRARS
* ® 'Y *
NG TRUE BILL : 042 : 084 * 131 L4
& *
PROSECUTED * ?4‘ - ;Sk & 273 *
UPPER COURT * 48 * L4 L 364 *
LOMWER COURT : 003 : 047 : 108 :
DISMISSAL & 009 * 051 & 150 *
UPPER COURT L bbk L 261 . 392 *
LOWER COURT : . [ : 041 : 092 *
&
ACQUITTED & 201 - 289 * 392 *
UPPER COURTY = 297 & 296 * 397 b
LOWER COURT L4 N/A * N/A * NZA *
- ® ® x
CONVICTED * 086 & 184 * 316 L
UPPER COURTY * 149 I 240 * 360 *
TRIAL «, 253 * 349 L £58 *
PLEA L4 142 * 223 * 345 L4
Yd * 131 * 218 * 531 L4
LCWER COURT * 016 * 060 - 126 L
TRIAL & N/A * N/A * N/A *
PLEA * 013 * 0S5 2 124 .
Yo | * 060 L 092 L 147 L
* & 'Y #
OTHER * 07% L 217 & 323 &
UPPER COURT L4 107 ) 239 L 325 *
LOWER COURT * N/A * N/A L N/A * (N/A = MOT_APPROPRIATE,
ARBAANRAANARRSRASARARNANNARS AR AANS LESS THAN 25 CASES)



CRIMINAL

DISPOSED IN 1982

JUSTICE

19?58. 100.0x

SYSTER PROCESSING

SUMMARY

CLASS C ARREST OFFENSES

ARARNARKREARA AR ARAARARRAREABABAARRERRARRARANARRAANBAQCANTARRNGARARES

*
PROSECUTION DECLINED
*

605 3.1%

ARGERARAABAXANALGRARAA AR ETAAS AT A ALY

* * * ®
OISMISSED ACGUITTEC CONVICTED  OTHER (
&
5893 39 5663 3%
S0.7% 0.3X 45:71 0, 3X
*
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]
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0.4% 22
(A) PERCENTAGES Of CASES PROCESSED BY IH
(B) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED or TH
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES LONVICTED.
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FIGURE 19=8
MEDIAN DAYS 8 ETWEEN ARREST AND FINAL pISPOSITION

NEW YORK STATE CLASS € ARRESY OFFENSES
FELGNY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982
ARRESIED
099'0AYS
tttakittittkttt&kt&ttttttthttttttttattﬁntktttt‘ttt*titiﬁkittt
& & *
PROSECUTIOQ DECLINED : ND leE arLL
bt 076 DAYS
PROSECUTED
@04.DAYS
*®
titﬁti*tltiiiiltitﬁtititltit..lttttttiiittttiiﬁilttttttitttltattiiﬁtit
* *
LOHER'COURT UPPER.COURT
0S8 DAYS 193 DAYS
* *
& &*
. *
2333222223223 3323332233233 2233 3] AEAARARANRAARRA AN ARG AR ARRR R ARA RN
* t 4 & *® * * % «
DISHESSED ACOU{TIED CONV{CIED OTQER DlSH{SSED ACQU{ITED CONV{CIED OTQER
056 DAYS 144 DAYS 0S9 BAYS 035 DAYS 191 DAYS 268 DAYS 191.DA¥S 172 DAYS
*
L 1 *
. * 1
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*  xeY( 090 DAYS A h=YD 160 DAYS I
ARARAANAAARRRASRAARARE SR CANRRAAR SN
* S UMMARY %
AR ARERERERARAARBAACAASRARARAARRANR s
* LOWER * & UPPER &
& QUARTILE = MEDIAN & QUARTILE »*
RARRAAARERRARGRERARAAARARARARAAARS
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PROSECUTED * 0;9 * 104 * 213 *
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LOWER COURY : 019 * 58 : 133 4
* ®
DESMISSAL * 021 * 062 b 185 ®
UPPER COURT * 055 * 191 * 347 *
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ACQUITTED L 185 & 250 * 383 *
UPPER COURY * 198 L4 2638 * K04 *
LOWER COUKRT : 092 * 144 : 237 :
L ]
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LOWER COURT L 017 * 039 * 124 ]
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Yo * 054 L 090 * 140 *
* - * * [ 4
OTHER 2 0r2 * 154 - 255 *
UPPER COURT + 103 s 172+ 332 » |
LOWER COURT * 213 & 033 * 193 * {NJA = NOT APPROPRIATE,
RAANAAARARRRRONERAARAANARA AR RARAA LESS THAN 25 CASES) ‘




C=2 I MINAL

1 NEW YORK STATE
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1982

JusTICE

FIGURE 20=A

SYSTEMRM PROCESSING S UMMARY

CLASS D ARREST OFFENSES
ARRESIED
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46097~ 96.5%
4
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FIGURE 21=A
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CHARACTERISTICS OF ARRESTS

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

As part of the examination of processing differences, this section focuses on
the characteristics of the arrest event inputs. Several parameters are examined:
the year the arrest took place, the type and seriousness of the most serious
charge,10 the total number of crimes charged in the arrest event, and whether the
most serious arrest charge was for an attempted or a completed crime. Section 3,
following, will continue the investigation of differential processing by analyzing
characteristics of offenders across the three regions of the State.

As was the case for the processing overview in Section 1, this analysis
utilizes the arrest event as the unit of count.

Year of Arrest

Although all the cases in the study were disposed in 1982, the years of arrest.
for these cases span a ten year period, from 1973 through 1982. Delays between
arrest and disposition appearing in the data may be the result of: (1) offenders
who escaped from custody before their cases reached final disposition, (2) cases
whose final disposition was deferred as a result of an appeal or, (3) problems in
reporting data to the CCH/O0BTS:

10yhere an offender is charged with several offenses in the same arrest event,
only the characteristics of the most serious offense charged are considered in
analyses of the type and seriousness of the arrest. See Volume I.

| Preceding page blank
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Table 1 shows that almost two-thirds of all cases disposed in 1982 had been
arrested in that same year, and that only 5.4 percent of the cases resulted from
arrests occurring prior to 1981 (i.e., 1980 or earlier). Other MPAs showed a lower
proportion of 1982 arrests than did the other two regions, but a higher proportion
of 1981 arrests. Among arrests occurring prior to 1981 but not disposed until
1982, New York City and the Other MPAs showed a higher percentage (5.8% and 5.6%
respectively) than did Non-Metropolitan Areas (2.3%).

Type of Offense

Figure 22 shows that among the felony arrest events disposed in 1982, property
offenses were the most numerous, accounting for approximately 44 percent of the
total. Property offenses comprised about 39 percent of the New York City arrests
and over one-half of the arrests in each of the non-New York City regions.

Offenses against persons were the second most common offense type in each of the
regions. A substantially higher proportion of New York City arrests were for
personal offenses (36.7%) than was the case in the Other MPAs (25.5%) or in the
Non-Metropalitan Areas (21.0%).

Drug offenses accounted for 12.4 percent of all arrests, statewide. Again,
New York City showed a larger proportion of these offenses among its arrests than

did the other two regions.

Class of Offense

The vast majority of the arrests in the study cohort were for the least
serious (i.e., class D and E) felony classes. Statewide, almost one-half were for
class D offenses and nearly an additional quarter were for class £ offenses.

Class A offenses (the most serious offense class) constituted less than three
percent (3%) of all arrests statewide; classes B and C each accounted for about 17
percent of the statewide arrests. The distribution of the class of arrest offenses
by region is displayed in Figure 23.

. \d . o
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Table 1

Arrest Events Disposed in 1982
Number, Percent, and

by Year of Zrrest and Region
Cumulative Percent

‘ Region

Year of New York State New York City Other MPAs Non-Metro Areas

Arrest N % cum % N % cum % N % cum % N % cum %
1982 74,005 63.5 63.5 53,905 64.7 64.7 11,224 57.6 57.6 8,876 64.7 64.7
1981 36,242 31.1 94.6 24,594 29.5 94,2 7,187 36.9 94.4 4,461 32.5 97.3
1980 3,982 3.4 98.0 2,894 3.5 97.7 796 4,1 98.5 292 2.1 99.4
1979 1,011 0.9 98.9 823 1.0 98.7 146 0.7 99.3 42 0.3 99.7
1978 535 0.5 99.3 423 0.5 99.2 87 0.4 99.7 25 0.2 99.9
1977 350 0.3 99.6 321 0.4 99.5 16 0.1 99.8 13 0.1 100.0
1976 190 0.2 99.8 168 0.2 99.7 20 0.1 99.9 2 <0.1 100.0
1975 107 0.1 99.9 96 0.1 99.9 10 0.1 99.9 1 <0.1 100.0
1974 80 0.1 100.0 73 0.1 99.9 6 <0.1 100.0 1 <0.1 100.0
1973 50 <0.1 100.0 44 <0.1 100.0 6 <0.1 100.0 0 0.0 100.0

TOTAL 116,552 100.0 100.0 83,341 100.0 100.0 19,498 100.0 100.0 13,713 100.0 100.0

—99_
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5 FIGURE 22
TYPE OF MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE
BY REGION

PERCENT OF ARREST EVENTS
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Table 2 preseﬁts the breakdown of offense types within classes for New York
State.ll (Class A offenses were predominately drug or personal crimes (homicide or
kidnapping), with personal offenses the more prevalent in this class. Very few
class A arrests were for property crimes (arson).12 .

Table 2

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

Type of Offense

Class of a

Arrest Offense Total Personal? Property Drug Other

A 100.0% 53.2% 1.3% 45.4% 0.2%,
(3,220) (1,712) (42) (1,461) (5)

B 100.0% 58.3% " 6.4% 33.2% 2.1%
(19,623) - (11,449) (1,248) (6,518) (408)

C 100.0% 45.0% 38.6% 9.7% 6.7%
(19,758) (8,886) (7,620) (1,922) (1,330)

0 100.0% 32.0% 49,9% 7.0% 11.2%
(47,759) (15,263) (23,831) (3,321) (5,344)

E 100.0% 4,3% 71.4% 4.6% 19.6%
(26,176) (1,120) (18,702) (1,217) (5,137)

dexcludes 16 PL125 cases for which class was not known.

brive (5) class A cases were missing data on offense type.

Usimitar presentations for each of the regions are in Volume III, tables III-
la,-1b, and -lc. The regional distributions are generally similar to those for the

State as a whole.

12Five class A cases lacked data on the specific offense type and were coded
in the "other" category.
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FIGURE 23 '
CLASS OF MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE
BY REGION
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CLASS OF MOST SERIOUS RRREST CHARGE
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Personal offenses predominated among class B and C arrests, accounting for
58.3 percent of the class B and 45 percent of the class C arrests. In addition,
almost one-third of class D arrests were for personal crimes. Property crimes were
most prevalent among the Tower (D and E) offense classes, comprising almost three-
fourths of all class E arrests. ‘

Attempts

Only 6.6 percent of the arrest offenses in the study cohort were attempts
governed under Penal Law Article 110. The vast majority of these (over 86%) were
cases from New York City. In all regions, the largest group of these offenses in
the study cohort were attempts at class D felonies (i.e., resulting in a class E
attempt offense).13 In New York City most of the attempts were attempts at
personal ¢rimes; in the other two regions most were attempts at property crimes.

Figures 24 and 25 show the regional distributions of attempts by type and
class of the offense.

Number of Charges at Arrest

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

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

13Note that attempts at class E felonies are misdemeanors and are not included
in the OBTS felony disposition report.
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FIGURE 24
ATTEMPT OFFENSES:
MOST SERIOUS CHARGE AT ARREST
ATTEMPT OFFENSE TYPE BY REGION

PERCENT OF ATTEMPT ARREST EVENTS
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ATTEMPT OFFENSE TYPE
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ANUMBER OF RTTEMPT OFFENSES (MOST SERIOUS CHARGE WRS AN ATTEMPT),
SOURCE DATA FOR THIS GRAPH ARE FOUND IN TABLE III-2.VOLUME I11.
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FIGURE 25
ATTEMPT OFFENSES:
MOST SERIOUS CHARGE AT ARREST
ATTEMPT OFFENSE CLASS BY REGION

PERCENT OF ARTTEMPT ARREST EVENTS
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Table 3

Single and Multiple Charge
Arrest Events by Region

Type of Arrest Event
Single Charge Multiple Charge

Region Total Events Events
New York City 100. 0% 21.0% 79. 0%
(83,341) (17,520) (65,821)
Other MPAs 100.0% 53.5% 46.5%
(19,498) (10,435) (9,063)
Non~Metro Areas 100.0% 61.0% 39.0%
(13,713) (8,363) (5,350)
New York State 100.0% 31.2% 68.8%
Total (116,552) (36,318) (80,234)

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

Figure 26 shows that the proportion of multiple charge events was generally
higher in New York City across offense types (excepting drug offenses), while the
magnitude of the inter-region difference was Jlower for drug offenses than for the
remaining types. Arrests for personal crimes were most likely to have accompanying
charges in New York City. In the other two regions, drug arrest events were most
1ikely to have multiple charges. With regard to class (Figure 27), New York City
showed the highest percentages of multiple charge arrests for all classes. In New
York City and the Other Metropolitan areas, class B arrests were most likely to be
accompanied by other charges; in the Non-Metropolitan areas. class A arrests were
most likely to be multiple charge events.

i I . NN
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FIGURE 26
PERCENT OF ARREST EVENTS
CONTAINING MULTIPLE CHARGES:
TYPE OF MOST SERIOUS CHARGE BY REGION

N PERCENT OF ARREST EVENTS?
20 40 60 80 20 40 60 80 20 40 60 80 20 40 60 80

1 i | ! 1 I 1 1 I I | i l ] 1 !

PERSONAL

PROPERTY

NEH YORK STATE NEW YORK CITY OTHER MPAS NON-METRO ARERS

REGION

®PERCENT OF MULTIPLE CHARGE ARREST EVENTS WITHIN SPECIFIED TYPE AND REGION.
SOURCE DATA FOR THIS GRAPH ARE FOUND IN TABLE III-4.VOLUME III.
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FIGURE 27
PERCENT OF ARREST EVENTS
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Within the subgroup of arrests consisting only of multiple charges, regional
differences can also be noted. Figure 28 displays the composition of multiple
charge events by region. Multiple charge events were divided into the following
categories: those where the accompanying charges were only misdemeanors, those
with one additional felony, and those with two or more additional felonies.l4 (The
latter two groups are further subdivided into cases with no misdemeanors and with
one or more misdemeanors.)

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

Summary

Statewide 44 percent of the felony arrests in the analysis were for property
crimes and an additional 33 percent were for crimes against persons. Only 12
percent were for drug crimes. Arrests for the more serious felony offense classes
(i.e., A and B) were relatively uncommon, accounting for about 20 percent of all
arrests. Class D arrests were most common (41% of all arrests) and class D
and E arrests combined accounted for over 63 percent of the felony arrests in the
study cohort. (These class D and E arrests were most often for property crimes
while the A and B arrests were generally for drug and personal crimes.)

1474 these, of course, should be added the single (most serious) arrest charge
which was the basis for selection of the case into the cohort.
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ADDITIONAL ARREST CHARGES

FIGURE 28
MULTIPLE CHARGE RARREST EVENTS:

ADDITIONAL ARREST CHARGES BY REGION
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Consistent with the Processing Summary in Section 1, these data on arrests
indicate clear differences between New York City and the remainder of the State in
1982. The New York City criminal justice system responded not only to a
substantially larger number of cases than in the other regions, but also to
qualitatively different kinds of cases. New York City cases were more serious and
contained more individual charges than non-New Yorx City cases and were more likely
to have involved personal and drug offenses. Arrests for attempted offenses were
substantially more common in New York City as well.

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

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

As noted in the Introduction (Volume I) this analysis of offenderl5
characteristics differs from other analyses in this report in that it is based on
the individual offender rather than the arrest event.

The data show that the 116,552 felony arrest events in the study cohort
involved only 97,777 different offenders. Of these offenders, 83,384 or 85.3
percent, were disposed on only one felony arrest in 1982. The remaining 14,393
offenders (14.7%) were disposed multiple times in 1982. This subgroup of
"multiple disposition offenders"16 accounted for 33,168 arrest events, or
approximately 2.3 arrests per offender (i.e., 33,168 arrests & 14,393 offenders =
2.3). In the various arrest-based analyses, the characteristics of these offenders
were counted once for each appearance in the cohort.l? This is fully appropriate
in analyzing issues of system processing and describing offense-related
characteristics since each arrest may be considered a unique input to which the
system must respond. However, in examining offender-related characteristics (e.g.,
sex, race, age), using the arrest event as the unit of count would result in
overrepresenting these characteristics for those persons appearing more than once

15The term "offender" is used here to refer to all persons arrested, in
contrast to designating only those formally labelled as offenders by the fact of
conviction.

16The terms "single-" or "multiple disposition offenders" will be used to
designate the groups of offenders appearing in the cohort once and more than once.

17Among the 14,393 offenders appearing more than once in the cohort, the
number of appearances ranged from 2 to 9. The modal number of multiple appearancsas
was 2 (11,082 offenders).

Preceding page blank



~70-

in the cohort. To avoid such overrepresentation in this analysis of offenders,
each offender was counted only once.18

This section begins with an analysis of the sex, age, race and prior criminal
histories of offenders and how they differ by region. This is followed by a brief
examination of selected offender characteristics by the type and class of the
arrest offense. The goal of this examination is to review what the OBTS data
reveal about patterns of offending among different offender subgroups.19 The
section concludes with an analysis of differences between those offenders appearing
in the cohort only once and those appearing multiple times.

A1l Offenders Appearing in the Cohort

Offender Attributes

Sex of Offender. Table 4 displays the distribution of offender sex by region.
In all regions, males outnumbered females by a ratio of about 9 to 1.

18n example may serve to clarify this issue. If there were 11 offenders in &
hypothetical study cohort, 10 males and one female, the ratio of male to female
offenders would be 10:1. This statement is based upon an offender unit of count,
since each offender was counted only once. However, if each male offender was
arrested only once, but the single female offender was arrested 10 times, there
would be a total of 20 arrests (10 involving males and 10 involving females).
Using an arrest unit of count the ratio of male to female arrests would be 1:1.

19Among offenders appearing more than once in the cohort, only the arrest
event Teading to the most serious 1982 cohort disposition is considered in this
analysis. Thus, although both offender and offense characteristics are being
compared, the offender unit of count is maintained. (See Volume I for selection
criteria).

[
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This is slightly higher than the ratio observed in other data on New York State
darrests.go The distribution of offender sex was similar across regions.

Table 4
Sex of Qffenders
by Region
Sex of Offender
Region Total Male Female
New York City 100.0% 89.7% 10.3%
(67,632) (60,641) (6,991)
Other MPAs 100.0% 86.7% 13.3%
(17,446) (15,131) (2,315)
Non-Metro Areas 100.0% 89.1% 10.9%
(12,699) (11,318) (1,381)
New York State Total 100.0% 89.1% 10.9%
(97,777) (87,090) (10,687)

20For example the 1982 New York State Uniform Crime Reports show the following
distributions:

17.2%; n
14.0%; n

82.8%; females
86.0%; females

178,900
1,097,845

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

[}
Hou

UCR data for previous years are generally.similar. See: NYS Division of Criminal
Justice Services, Crime and Justice, Annual Report 1982 (pp. 124-126). The fact
that the Uniform Crime Reports and the OBTS system define offenses differently and
use different reporting mechanisms may explain this difference.

Note that the sex distribution for arrest events in the cohort (which is quite
similar to the distribution for offenders) compares very closely with the
distribution of all 1982 felony arrests. See Table 2, Volume I.
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Age at Arrest.2l Figure 29 shows that the age distributions for the two Non-
New York City regions were very similar, and that these, in turn, differed markedly
from the New York City distribution. New York City offenders were older than
offenders from the other two regions. They were more likely to appear in the over
25 age categories relative to offenders from the Non-New York City regions and less
likely to appear in the 16 to 19 category. ’

In all regions, a majority of offenders were under age 25. The modal age
group in the areas outside New York City was the youngest (16-19); the modal group
in New York City was the 25-34 year old group.22

Race of offender. The race &istributions (Figure 30) show sharp differences
between regions. Minorities, and particularly blacks, tended to be represented
among offenders in proportion to the degree of urbanization of the region. In the
primarily rural Non-Metropolitan Areas, nonwhites comprised only 19.2 percent of
the offender population. In the Other MPAs, the proportion of nonwhite offenders
was 41.9 percent, while in New York City nonwhites comprised nearly three-fourths
(71.5%) of all offenders. New York City was the only region with a substantial
representation of Hispanic'offenders; Hispanics accounted for less than three
percent of offenders in the areas outside of New York City.

2lFor offenders appearing in the cohort multiple times, age at arrest is based
on the arrest event leading to the most serious 1982 cohort disposition.
22The continuous age distributions are characterized as follows:

New York State New York City Other MPAs Non-Metro Areas

mean 26.3 26.5 25.9 25.8
median 23.7 24,1 22.9 22.6
mode 17.0 16.0 17.0 17.0




FIGURE 29
OFFENDER AGE AT ARREST
8Y REGION
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FIGURE 30
OFFENDER RACE BY REGION ' -
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RACE OF OFFENDER

OTHER .9 .9 of . .8
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An examination of offender age by race (Table III-9, Volume III) shows white
offenders to be older than black and Hispanic offenders in New York City, but
younger than all other race groups in the areas outside New York City.23

Prior Arrest Record. Prior arrests are defined as those arrests occurrin,
before the date of the 1982 cohort disposition. For offenders appearing multiple
times in the cohort, priors are defined as those arrests occurring hefore the date
of the most serious 1982 cohort disposition. The regional distribution shown in
Figure 31 reveals that about one-third of offenders had no record of prior
offending. This percentage was slightly higher in Non-Metropolitan areas than in
New York City or the Other Metropolitan areas.

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

Prior Conviction Record. The pattern of prior convictions shown in Figure 32
is similar to that for prior arrests: almost half (49.8%) of offenders had no
record of prior convictions. New York City offenders tended to have the most
serious conviction histories while offenders from Non-Metropolitan Areas had the
least serious.24 Among offenders having prior convictions, those convictions were
generally for misdemeanors or lesser crimes; prior convictions for felonies were

relatively uncommon.

23Table III-9 (Volume III) presents median ages of the various race categories
within each region. The median is a summary measure of a distribution defined as
the value below which (and above which) half of the cases in the distribution fall.
The median is used in preference to the mean in this table (and Tables III-12 and
III-13) because the median is Tess sensitive to extreme values in the
distribution.

24prior convictions are convictions occurring before the date of the 1982
cohort disposition; for offenders appearing multiple times in the cohort priors are
defined as those convictions occurring before the date of the most serious 1982
cohort disposition.
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FIGURE 31
OFFENDER PRIOR ARREST RECORD
BY REGION

PERCENT OF OFFENDERS WITHIN REGIGON

10 30

10 30

ie 30

i I 1

NO FELONIES N 12 .3
N\

I I L}

AN

y

1 TO 3 FELONIES

N\

@ 16.3

N\

@23.

NN

PRIOR ARREST RECORD

&\\\ 24 .0 Q 14 .2 \ 8.8

N N

. O
4 OR MORE FELONIES :§§£§§ 20.3
N\

NEW YORK STRTE NEW YORK CITY OTHER MPRS NON-METRO ARERS
(N=S7.777) (N=67.8632) (N=17.446) (N=12.699)
REGION

SOURCE DATA FOR THIS GRAPH ARE FOUND IN TABLE I1I-10.VOLUME 11I.



. FIGURE 32
OFFENDER PRIODR CONVICTION RECORD
BY REGION
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As would be expected, age was positively associated in all regions with the
severity of prior record, for arrests and (particularly) for convictions. This
correlation arises because younger offenders have not been at risk long enough to
accrue lengthy offending histories.2® Tables III-12 and III-13 (Volume III) show
the median ages of offenders for each category of the prior record indicators, 26

Among racial/ethnic groups in the areas outside of New York City, black
offenders generally had more severe arrest and conviction histories than whites.
In New York City, among offenders with prior histories, a similar though Tess
pronounced pattern existed. In all areas, white offenders were the least likely to
have prior offending histories. Table III-14a through III-14c display the prior
arrest record for each race category in the three regions.

Offending Patterns

Figure 33 displays selected offender characteristics for each type of arrest
offense within the three regions. Figure 34 displays the same offender
characteristics by the class of the arrest offense within each region.

The offender characteristics shown in these graphs are the percent of male
offenders, the percent of offenders in the 16 to 19 age group, the percent of
offenders who are nonwhite, and the percent of offenders with at least one prior
felony arrest.2’ The graphs are arranged to show relationships between these

29Note that only adult offending is considered in calculating the indicators
of prior record.

26Note that in Table [1I-12, the median ages for the "No Felony" category of
prior arrests is slightly higher than for the "1-3 Felony" category. Both
categories can include offenders who had any number of prior misdemeanor arrests,
the only difference being that offenders in the "No Felony" group had never been
arrested for a felony. It is probable, then, that scme "No Felony" offenders
actually had longer records of misdemeanor arrests than offenders in the "1-3
Felony" group and that this accounts for the observed difference in the median
ages.

27Percentages are based on the total for each offense type within region.
This totai is shown in the graphs.
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FIGURE 33
PATTERNS OF OFFENDING:
SELECTED OFFENDER CHARACTERISTICS
BY TYPE OF ARREST OFFENSE WITHIN REGION
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FIGURE 34
PATTERNS OF OFFENDING:
SELECTED OFFENDER CHRRACTERISTICS
BY CLASS OF ARREST OFFENSE WITHIN REGION
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characteristics and the type or class of offense as well as the region, and are
intended to provide a general profile of the offenders arrested for committing the
indicated type or class of offense with regard to sex, age, race, and prior
record.

Type of Offense. As previously shown (Table 4), males outnumbered females in

the study population by approximately a 9:1 ratio. Figure 33 shows this to be
generally true for all offense types regardless of region. Drug offenders were
slightly more likely to be female than were offenders arrested for personal or
property crimes.

Age, as measured by the proportion of offenders in the 16-19 age group,
appears to be strongly associated with the type of offense. Property offenders in
areas outside New York City tended to be younger than offenders arrested for other
types of crime; drug, and to an even greater degree, "other" qoffenders tended to
be older.

Race is associated both with the type of offense and with region. The
largest proportion of minority offenders in the State was from New York City (see
Figure 30). Because of this, in New York City, each offense type showed a
substantially higher proportion of nonwhite offenders than was the case in the
other two regions. Almost three-fourths of New York City offenders were
minorities, regardless of offense type. Differences that do exist among offense
types in New York City showed personal and drug offenders to have been slightly
more likely to be nonwhite than other types. In the Non-New York City regions
where the overall proportion of minorities was lower, the association with offense
type is clearer. In these regions personal offenders tended to be nonwhite while
drug offenders were likely to be white.

A similar pattern can be seen for offenders having at Teast one prior felony
arrest. In general, the proportion of offenders with such records is higher in New
York City than in the other regions. In New York City, offenders arrested for drug
crimes were more likely than other offenders to have had prior felony arrest
histories. OQutside of New York City, personal offenders were most likely, and drug
of fenders least Tikely to have had prior felony arrest records.
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Class of Arrest. Figure 34 shows the selected offender characteristics

displayed by the statutory class of the most serious arrest charge for each
region.

Despite the overwhelming preponderance of males in the study cohort there
appears to be a slight association between sex and class of offense. In New York
City and the Other MPA's, offenders arrested for class B off#nses were the most
1ikely to be male, followed closely by those arrested for class C offenses.
Offenders arrested for class E felonies were least likely to be male in each of the
regions.

Offenders arrested for the more serious offenses (i.e., classes A and B)
tended to be older than offenders arrested for C, D and E offenses. This was
generally the case in all regions and was particularly evident for class A
arrestees. In all areas, class C arrestees had the largest proportion in the 16-19
age group.

As noted ear]iér, the proportion of nonwhites was uniformly higher among New
York City offenders than among offenders from the other two regions. This was true
regardless of class. In all areas, those arrested for class B and C offenses were
generally more likely to be nonwhite than other offenders.

In all areas, offenders arrested for class B offenses were the most likely to
have had a record of prior felony arrests. In New York City, offenders arrested
for class D felonies were least likely to have had prior arrests for felonies.
Qutside of New York City, offenders arrested for class E felonies in Other
Metropolitan areas, and class A felonies in Non-Metropolitan areas were least
1ikely to have had prior arrests for felonies.
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Single vs. Multiple Appearances
in the Cohort

This section continues the examination of offenders in the study cohort by
comparing the characteristics of the 83,384 offenders disposed only once in 1982
with the remaining 14,393 disposed more than once. Differences between the
offender and arrest event counts are a function of the characteristics and
frequency of appearance of the multiply disposed offenders. Consequently, the
nature and extent of such differences have implications for the arrest based
processing analyses appearing elsewhere in this report,

Offender Attributes

Table 5 displays the proportion of offenders within each region that were
disposed on a felony only once in 1982 and those disposed more than once. The
proportion of offenders appearing in the cohort multiple times was highest for New
York City and lowest for the Non-Metropolitan Areas. This follows the previously
identified pattern for prior offending in which the seriousness of the prior record
was directly associated with the degree of urbanization of the region.

Table 5
Comparison of Offenders Having a Single 1982

Disposition With Offender Having Multiple 1982
Dispositions by Region

Single Multiple

Disposition - Disposition

Region Total Offenders Offenders
New York City 100.0% 82.7% 17.3%
(67,632) (55,951) (11,681)
Other MPAs 100.0% 89.6% 10.4%
(17,446) (15,639) (1,807)
Non-Metro Areas 100.0% 92.9% 7.1%
(12,699) (11,794) {905)
New York State 100.0% 85.3% 14.7%
Total (97,777) (83,384) (14,393)
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Table 6 refines this comparison by showing the proportion of arrest events

accounted for by single and multiple offenders. A far Tlarger proportion (and
number) of arrest events were conmitted by multiple offenders in New York City than
in either of the other regions.

Table 6

Comparison of Arrest Events Committed
by Offenders Having Single and
Multiple 1982 Dispositions by Region

Arrest Events

Committed Committed Average Number
by Single by Multiple per Multiple
Disposition Disposition Disposition
Region Total Offenders Offenders Offenders
New York City 100.0% 67.1% 32.9% 2.3
" (83,341) (55,951) (27,390)
Other MPAs 100.0% 80.2% 19, 8% 2.1
(19,498) (15,639) (3,859)
Non-Metro Areas 100. 0% 86.0% 14,0% 2.1
(13,713) (11,794) (1,919)
New York State 100.0% 71.5% 28.5% 2.3
Total (116,552) (83,384) (33,168)

Sex of Offenders. In all regions, males were more heavily represented among

multiple offenders than among single offenders. The proportion of males among
muitiple offenders was similar for all regions.28

281n this and the data presentations which follow, the percentages shown are
weighted subsets of the percentages for the entire offender group shown in the
previous section. For example, the overall proportion of male offenders shown in
Table 4 may be obtained by reweighting the percentages for the single and multiple
groups (the weights are the proportion of all offenders in the single and multiple
groups), i.e., for New York City:
(55,951 (11,681

(67,632 * 88.8%) + (67,632 X 93.8%)= 89.7%
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Table 7

Comparison of Offenders Having a Single 1982 Disposition
With Offenders Having Multiple 1982 Dispositions
By Sex Within Region

Dispositions in 1982

Single Multiple
Region N % Male % Female N % Male % Female
New York City 55,951 88.8% 11.2% 11,681 93.8% 6.2%
Other MPA 15,639 86.3% 13.7% 1,807 90.6% 9.4%
Non-Metro Areas 11,794  88.9% 11.1% 905 91.5% 8.5%
New York State

Total 83,384 88.3% 11.7% 14,393 93.3% 6.7%

Age at Arrest. Both the single and the multiple offender age distributions
shown in Figure 35 are similar to the distributions for all offenders (see Figure
29). Again, differences between New York City and the other two regions are
evident: in general, both single and multiple disposition offenders in New York
City tended to be older than those in the Non-New York City regions. In all
regions, and particularly in the least urban Non-Metropolitan Areas, multiple

disposition offenders were younger than single offenders. 29

Race of Offender. Race distributions displayed in Figure 36 show that
offenders appearing in the cohort multiple times were more likely to be nonwhite
than offenders appearing only once. Differences between the single and multiple
offender groups were most pronounced in the two Non-New York City regions.

29For multiple disposition offenders, age is the age of the offernder at the
arrest leading to the most serious 1982 cohort disposition. -
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AGE AT ARREST

RGE 16-19
SINGLE

MULTIPLE

AGE 20-24
SINGLE

MULTIPLE

AGE 25-34
SINGLE

MULTIPLE

AGE 35+
SINGLE

MULTIPLE

FIGURE 35
COMPARISON OF OFFENDERS HAVING A SINGLE 1982 DISPOSITION
WITH OFFENDERS HAVING MULTIPLE 1982 DISPOSITIONS:
AGE AT ARREST WITHIN REGION
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FIGURE 36
COMPARISON OF OFFENDERS HAVING A SINGLE 1382 DISPOSITION
WITH OFFENDERS HAVING MULTIPLE 1982 DISPOSITIONS:
RACE OF OFFENDER WITHIN REGION
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Prior Record. The single/multiple offender distributions for prior arrests

are displayed in Figure 37 and the distributions for prior convictions in Figure
38. Both show that, in general, multiple offenders tended to have more serious
offending histories than single offenders. (Among offenders with prior records,
only the "no prior felony arrests" category in Figure 37 shows'a higher proportion
of single than multiple offenders).

Summary

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

As would be expected, older offenders tended to have more serious prior
records than younger offenders. Black offenders were likely to be younger than
whites in New York City, but older than whites in the areas outside of New York
City. Among those with prior records, black offenders had more serious records
than whites. In both non-New York City regions, blacks were more likely than
whites to have had records and those records were likely to have been more serious.
In all areas, white offenders were the group least likely to have had a history of
prior offending.

The examination of offending patterns illustrates the sharp regional
differences already noted, particularly with regard to race, prior record and age.
Despite this, however, some patterns emerged that were consistent across all
regions: property offenders outside of New York City were uniformly younger than
of fenders arrested for other crime types, and offenders statewide arrested for
"other" and drug crimes tended to be older; perscnal offenders were more likely to
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FIGURE 37
COMPARISON OF OFFENDERS HAVING A SINGLE 1982 DISPOSITION
WITH OFFENDERS HAVING MULTIPLE 1982 DISPOSITIONS:
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PERCENT OF OFFENDERS WITHIN APPERRANCE CATEGORY HITHIN REGION
a 10 30 50 16 30 50 16 30 50 10 30 50
%NONE r v v1T 1+ Vv Yy vy vV 101 +« 1 1V 17 1T ¢ 1P 1r v 7V 1§ TtV 11T 1
o SINGLE 38.2 39.0 36.2 37.1
o
~ MULTIPLE 3 2.5 g 2.5 3 2.0 a 3.6
w
w
@ NO FELONIES
T SINGLE 14 .1 10.0 20.2 25.3
o
'53 MULTIPLE g 1.6 ﬂ 1.5 g 1.8 Q 3.5
o‘ {
L 170 3 FELONIES o
o SINGLE 31.5 31.6 31.9 30.3 :
m Y
L MULTIPLE X3 198 60,23 65.2
(n NN N
-
O 4 OR MORE FELONIES .
e SINGLE 16.2 19 .4 11.7 :] 7.4
w
05070 0 0 0 0 e
MULTIPLE RSN 43.9 W 46 .4 m 36.0 27.6
' NEW YORK STATE NEW YORK CI1Y ~ OTHER MPAS T NON-METRO ARERAS
SINGLE N=83.384 SINGLE N=55.951 SINGLE N=15.639 SINGLE N=11.794
MULT. N=14.393 MULT. N=11.681 MULT. N= 1.807 MULT. N= 905
REGION

SOURCE DATA FOR THIS GRAPH ARE FOUND IN TABLES 11I-25A AND I11-25B.VOL.III.



SERIOUSNESS OF PRIOR CONVICTION RECORD

NONE

SINGLE

MULTIPLE

NO FELONIES

SINGLE

MULTIPLE

1 OR MORE FELONIES

SINGLE

MULTIPLE

FIGURE 38

WITH OFFENDERS HAVING MULTIPLE 1982 DISPOSITIONS:
SERICOUSNESS OF PRIOR CONVICTION RECORD WITHIN REGION
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be nonwhite than offenders arrested for other crimes; and drug offenders were
slightly more likely to be female than personal or property offenders. O0ffenders
arrested for the more serious felony offenses were generally older and.more likely
to have had prior records than those arrested for lesser felonies, regardless of
region, Minorities were most heavily represented among those arrested for B and C
felonies. Class E offenders were slightly less likely to be male than class B, C,
or D offenders.

The group of offenders who appeared more than once in the study cohort were
different in several respects from those who appeared only once. New York City had
a considerably higher proportion of such multiple disposition offenders than did
the other two regions, with the Non-Metropolitan Areas having the lowest. In all
regions, multiple disposition offenders were more likely to be male, to be younger,
and to be members of a racial minority than offenders disposed only once in 1982.
They were also more likely than single disposition offenders to have had histories
of prior felony arrests and to have been convicted of a crime before their most
serious 1982 cohort disposition.

From data presented earlier in the report (Table 1) it is known that almost 95
percent of arrest events disposed in 1982 occurred in 1981 or 1982. This suggests
that offenders appearing in the cohort multiple times are Tikely to have been
arrested for their offenses within that two-year span. There is thus a high
likelihood that multiple disposition offenders represent a particularly persistent
or arrest prone group among the overall population of offenders.

The fact that such "persistent" offenders were more prevalent in New York City
and that New York City offenders had more serious prior criminal histories,
suggests a major qualitative difference among the regions of the State. New York
City offenders have accumulated more extensive criminal records and, by
extrapolation, they may be presumed to be more persistent offenders than offenders
from other regions. Certainly their careers were more serious (in terms of prior
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arrests for felonies and convictions for all crimes) and more intensive (in terms
of the proportion of multiple disposition offenders) than Non-New York City
of fenders, 30 '

These data reinforce findings presented earlier in the repcrt: not only did
the arrest events in New York City involve a greater number and more serious
offenses than in the other regions, it is also true that New York City offenders
(in terms of their criminal careers) were more "serious™ as well. These factors
help tc explain the fact, noted in Section 1, that New York City courts make
heavier use of incarcerative penalties for convicted offenders than did the courts
elsewhere in the State. Prior offending is a factor which, in some cases, mandates
an incarcerative sanction3l and has been empirically shown to influence the
decision to incarcerate even when not legally mandated. 32

30while better disposition reporting from New York City may account for the
higher proportion of their offenders with prior convictions, differential reporting
would not account for the higher proportion with prior felony arrests. The
association between age and prior record and the fact that New York City offenders
are older than offenders from other regions also supports the fact that their
offenders have more extensive criminal histories.

31$ee, for example, the sentencing enhancement provisions contained in the New
York State Penal Law, Sections 70.04, 70.06, and 70.10.

3ZSee, for example, L. Paul Sutton, Variations in Federal Criminal Sentences,
Utilization of Criminal Justice Statistics, Analytic Report 17 (Washington, D.C.:

U.S. Department of Justice, LEAA, 1978), and Vera Institute of Justice, Felony
Arrests: Their Prosecution and Disposition in New York City's Courts, (New York

City: Vera Institute of Justice, 1977).
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