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.. 
CommencinG in t.he early 19Go I G) the CriminG.I \JuGtlce 

SYCtC1R operatinB in New York City was inundated with an 

increase in criminal activity unprcccrlented in the history 

of t~is country. Toward the end of thai decade the volume 

of cases so exceeded the resources allocated to deal with 

them that the entire ~ystem beGan to reflect an inability to 

cope with its responsibilities. The dearth of court rooms, 

judges, prosecutors, defense attorneys for the indiGent and 

aneilliary personnal resulted in the following manifestations 
• 

of collapse: 

(a) Delay and BacklOG: Any person arrested and 

indicted ''lithin Bronx County '.'l110 desired to litigate his case 

faced a delay of approximately two (2) years. 

(b) Recidivism and Public S~fety: A natural conse

quence of the lengthy delays and concomitant pre-trial deten

tion was the potentially dangerous uriTest of those detained. 

The fact that an accused person could remain incarcerated. f~ 

two yc.tl's or more \,lithout the issue of e;uilt or innocence 

having been determined waG repuGnant to the concept of our 

deInot,;!ratic system of justice'. Consequently., persons \'lith .. 
... !mbstanG:i.al crimlnal records ,·,ho ','le1'C charGed "11th hcJ.nous 

crir;;cs "lerc released on bailor parole pcnc1ine.; the cliGpon:Ltion 

of th(~:Lr caccs. It 'lias· not uncommon for thc[,c pel'[iOtlS to bc rc-

:'1 

,,, , 

.j 



arrested and charged with additional crimes while at liberty 

and :)ub~,equently to bp. released l1f,"p.tn bC~'p-ur.)G of the prCfjf3Ure 

exertc~ by the overwhelming backlog facinG the courLs, ThUS, 

furL"'n(;r fuel 1'10.3 added. to the soaring fir~ of criminal activity 
... 

in lie.: York City. 

(c) Ineffective Pro:::;ecution:' The probB,bJ.li ty of 

conviction and the certainty·of pu.nishment are amontj the most; 

effective dcterrents to crime. The probability of a convic-

tion after a trial which commenced two years after arrest is 

greatly diminishcd by the delay. The memories of witnesses 

d~m with the pa3sa8e of-time. Those witnesses whose memories 

do relnain relatively intact frequently relocate without trace, 

lose interest or become reluctant to testify after observing 

the accused at liberty. Delay also ~prves to deptroy the 

continu:Lty of the caGe. ·After t'\I]O yc:.ars the case vdll have 

pa[~s("d thl'ou{!,h the hands of nurnerous prosecutors. Eventually 

the matter will be tried by an Assistant District Attorney who 

will be compelled to r~construct the entire case he fore trial. 

Such a practice is inefficient Qnd wasteful of the limited 

resources available. As a consequence, trial delay works to 

the advantage of the defendant. Thc' art of criminal defc:lt1Gc 

\'101'1,- becomes tbe art of deJ.ay. 

(d) DiJ..D..!orL rrac·~i.cG J'l,y Defendants: Unable to deal 

quicl~y with pending matters, the system invited deJ..ay. Con~ 
i' . 

nequently dcfenc1cJ;ntG emploYC3d methods guaranteed to cffcc.tuo.te 
h i 

the c.t'elayn "II1Jch cnlw,ncc:d. Ulc!il' clla.nces of avoiding effective 
! 

pl'orwcutlon. MotJ.on pra-ctiee l)c;camG BO voluminous that months 
\' 
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would pass before the simplest of :1.ssues "JaG reGo] ved. '1'h(' 

re(lll':~ st for pc.ychia tric examllw. tiOtlB incro3.sed in el:1.1'CC t 

[J1'OpOl'tton to the volw:1e of crim:lnal cnneG. Prcdic ta1)J.y a 

lir.1Lted recourccs. J\. defendctnt could rcly on this strataC0.m 

for a t'.'lO or three month delay. In addition) should the 

defendant replace his atto~n8Y the entire repel'toj.re of 

delay is available again. 

(e) Plea-Dar~aining: As previously indicated) the 

pre-trial delay decreased the probabi~ity of conviction. 

Similarly the sheer volume facing the courts elit;lirw.ted the 

certainty of punishment. In order for the system to survive) 

more than ninty percent of all matters had to be disposed of 

by plea or dismissal. Experi.enccd defenqants used this pr8s-

sure to their own advantage. All of tho available delay 

factors vlOuld be utilized until "('hc "right II plea offer "laG 

made.available. It was not lonG before the public at larGe 

bece.me distrustful of the cOl)cept of plea-bo.rGaininC;J a 

process which when operating without the distortions of 

volume and pressure is a necessary and judicious tool of the 

crimin3.l justice system. 

Faced with these prohlcDs and a Genuine desire to 

reverGe the tide in favor of effective law enforcement, the 

Bronx District }\ttorney directed tho.t steps be taken to 

imp lome nt a dynar:1J.c nc,', o.pproacll to pro~~ccu tion. 

First, the variouo Federal JurigdictionB '/lhcrc bark-

. 10f~ 7'ms not a ;;crj.ouG pro'olcll1 \'lere eX8..rnlned. It \'lc':W estabJ.Lihcd 



thut in the GC Fc(lerul jur1.sc1iction~:; the United State s F:cose·· -

cutor was able to control the sizc of his cascload by limit-

inG h:l f; intD,l':"p- to Beriou;,; ca.sc;s. 'rhis type of "selective 

pronc:cu.ti.on" '-JUS therefore adopted as a ncr.cEH;o,ry part of any 

new p:roc;rflm. 

Next, a study of criminal activity in Bronx County 

indicated that a sm~ll percentage of tbe population was 

,resp:m:;ible for most of the serious crir.~es being committed. 

It war; rcnolved" therefore" that this nm-l program ,,,ould 

concentrate on selectinB recidivists who co®nit the most 

heinous crimes. It became apparent that if those persons 

who pre8ent~d the ~rentest threat to society could be 

iso1ated from the system at large and prosecuted quickly 

and .efficiently" then a truly sic;nificant :Lmpact ,COUld be 
# 

made) in the fiGht aBai.t1ct crime in Bronx County. 

'\'lith thiG in l'(linJ., rcst2al'ch began fOl~ the purpose 

of developing an efficient screening systcm that would alert 

the JJ:Lstrict Attorney ,to the appl'ehenE~:Lon of a "major 

offender" 11 a criminal recidivlst who h3.s committed another 

serious crime. Teams of researchers Nisited the offic~of 

the District Attorneys located in DetrOit, Washington, D. C., 

Brooklyn, and t~nhattan where experiments had been conducted , 
in thin area. Scores of prooecutors and technical a~viGors 

wera interviewed in order to. lay' the foundation for a screening 

GYBt~m best nquipped to the particular heeds of Bronx County. 

FlnullY,t after con:mlttn[, with the variouD court 

admin:i·Q Ll':1.tors involved in the criminal ,just:l.ce oYl3tem cOl1cern-

0. 
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ing the feas ibi11 ty of the proj ec t J a formal apr)l ica tJ.on \'lao 

made to Law Enforcement Asststancc I\r;cnc;] for a r.;rant to 

estnwlJ.sh a Ma;jor Offence nurc~au. In I\pr:Ll of 19'73 apr,roval 

"JaC, o"'~;o..Lned and on ,July 2, 19 r(3, the :t,hjor Offence J3ul'(~au 
-

began operations. On Septelobc;r 1, 1973, the Appellate Division, 

FlrstDepartment, deSiGnated two trial parto for the exclusive 

litigation of I:.~ajo:t' Offense Bureau cases. 

It is the purpose of this report to relate and review 

the operation and performance of the Major Offense Bureau 

after its first year of existanceand to determine its impact 

upon both the Criminal Justice System and the commun:L ty it 

serves. 
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II • (y;~n!\ rnZA1:ION !\nD POLICY: 

Prior to commencing op~rationG on July 2, 1973, Q 

thn"!c-month prCp.:11'D"tion period 'vEt;; completed in vlhicb the .. 
folJ.J,)ld.ng oYGo.nizn.tion and policy consldero.t:i,ons ",ere 

I_ 

1. Personnel: The Bureau consists of a Bureau Chief, 

nine (9) experienced Assistant District "Attorneys and a sup

port staff of non-legal personnel which consists of one (1) 

LeGal Secretary, one (1) Supervising Gler1\., three (3) Senior 

Clerl<s, one (1) Clerk, one (1 ) Detective Inve stiga tor, one, (1) 

Process Server, two (2) Senior Typists, and two (2) Trial 

Preparation Assistants. 

2. Selection and Prosecution of 'Cases: . All serious 

felonies, (exce~t Homicicie and Narcotics Cases), arc screened 

at the intake ?taee of Criminal Court by a trained ranking 

clerk assigned to the Major Offense nureau. By applying pre-

determined cri teri8., a ·l'o.nkir113 Gcore is reached. If a certain 

ranking figure is attained, the case is held pending review by 

the Major Offense Bureau Assistant District Attorney on duty. 

(NOTE: rrhere is a ~hjor Offense Bureau Clerh. and a Major 

Offense Bureau Assistant District Attorney on duty seven (7) 

days a week, night and day. An electronic Signal receiver ~ 

carr1 cd b;r the l<ajor Offense Bureau Assistant District Attorney 

~ .. in duby at all times to insure his immcdi.atc notificatlotl of 

any caGe meritinc; hiG attention). 

- fi -
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To date, 2,076 cases have been manually ranked 

according to the cd.teria devploped. In o.ddtt:lon, extcnDivc 

reE',e,-ll'ch t8 beinG conr1nctecl in orrler to fu:rther refine thL:; 

techtdquc. A contr.act 1111,:; been made 1,'li tll the Nation:ll Ccn~~~l' 
~ 

for P,['oGecution M2n::J.[,;c.mcnt to develop the most G.ccurate type 

ofrcrceninc; syntem. By using as a base, data obtained fro~ 

those cases alrE:ady ranked and applyinc; the results of indepth 

interviews relating to the subjective evaluation of these \ 

cases, the Center envisions the development of a system of 

ranking cases which will serve as a model for future use by 

prosecutors throughout the entire country. This new system 

is projected for implementation in October, 1974. In addition, 

a coordinated effort with the Nation Center for Prosecution 

Management has resulted in the de~elopment and d~sign of a 
.. 

series of trial preparation forms used to insure thorou~hness 

of investigation and C01!lplete reo.clln~ss for trial upon arrai8n

ment on the indictment in Supreme Court. 

In January, 1974, an agreement was reached with the 

New York City Police Department, The New York City Housing 

Authority Police Department, and The·New York City Transit 

Police Department lilhich stipulated that upon the arrest of 

personj charged \lli th committing a seri.ous crime inU:12c1iate 

notificatlon '..,ill be made to the i,19,,jor. Offense BU1'eau in Ol'~[::!l' 

to cnable1the earliest participation by an Assistant District 

~tt6rney in the investieation and preparation of the case. 

To,date, 1,028 notifications have been made and acted upon. 

- 7 -
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After reviewing the facto of the case and the crirn::.rn.L 

record of the defendant, the Assistant Dj~triet Attorney w~l]: 

deci~c whether or not·to accept the case for prosecution by 

til:; 'l'::~jor Offense Bureau. 'rhe !\!3sistant Dlstrici; Attorney. ,\,,;'11 

direct. the drafttnd of the comp1atnt and perfjonally handle 

the Crtminal Court Arratcnment. }\l'ro'nc;ements iVill [)8 made 
I 

for a presentation to the Gr~nd Jury within twenty-four (24) 

hOUl'S .. (nO'l'E: The averac;e cas.c, not prleGented by the Iviajc)r 

Offense Bureau, takes at least one (1) month to reach the Grand 

Jurs for presentation). 

The same Assis cant District Attorney \-lilJ. marshall 

therevidence and present the entire matter to the Grand Ju~y. 

Upon indictment, a short date 'will be set for the arraien:n(~'1t. 

The arraignment and every appearancc thereafter in 

the Supreme Court vJill be' handled by the same ABs'.Lstant Dis· 

trict Attorney. A. plea offer will be made at the earliest 

opportunity. , 

Guidelines for Plea-bargaininC;'were e sta'UJ.i,shed 

refJ.:ectine the policy of the District Attorney. The offen;d 

pIc .. v/ould be determined in each case at a conference betwc(;n 

the Ans istant District Attorney who .investigated and pl~epal'(>d 

the matter and the Chief of the Bureau. Depending upan val':i ous 

factora the offer will consist of either the top count of the 

ind:i!ctment or no lees tllo,n one count below. 
\ 

, \ 

until. the ~ve of trial faT disposttion, the 
I -

To deter '\'Iaiti l:g 

plcn offer is 

at th~ earlie~ opportunity and ,held 
I 

oP9n for a reasonable period of time. If not accepted withi~ 

that period of time~ the' Pl;U offer is withdrawn. Defencc 

, 
" , 



, 
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coun~Jel ';·lill be invited to partake in an open and cand:lcl 

confc~'ence concernlnc; the evldence j n the cane :Ln order to 

assist defensc cout1Gcl j n an chp()(Ht'lou[) prepal'p,(;ton fo:c 

tl'jD,l and el:Lmin'tte tlw need for moLLon przu;tice. 'the !IDsls-

tant District ~ttorney will walve formnl motion papers 

whenever possible. 

'rhe trial i'lill be conducted by the, samo 1\ ss i stant 

District Attorney except where prohibited by law, (e.B. 

the' Assj_stant District Attorney secured a statement from 

the de:;fendant and as a \vi tness could not conduct the:; trial), 

or ,prevented by illness. 

3. Trial Rcadtness: Every case is prepared 

.,initi'O.lly in great depth and l'J:ith a vie:;'V1 tOHards trial. As 

a consequence, Lhe People are actually ready at,the time of 

Arraignment. No Major Offense:; Burec..u case has ever been 

adjourned at the ~equest pf an Assistant District Attorney, 

and sllch a rcqu8f3t ~ s not anticipate¢ in the future. 

. 
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In order to. report the operations of the MaJor Offense 

DUY''e13.l1 in a manner vlhi'ch rnOGt closely reflects its ach:i..eve-

moots and efficiency, a control group was established for com-

par~tjve purposes. The control Broup consists of a random 

selection of cases that conform essen'ciully in time of conunence-

ment and decree of severity to those prosecuted by the Major 

Offense Bureau. The integrity of the comparison haG been 

maintained by determinir~ the selection of the Control 

Groupt at the inception of the case, rather than after the 

review of its final disposition. ,In addition, the results 

of C.it'y-'wide statistics" where available, have been included 

for the purpoGc of greater c01::pa1'i80n. These fi.gurcs Vlere 

obtained from the t.lanaeement PlanninG Office of the Office of 

Court Administration for the Criminal Branch of the Supr.eme 

Court, City of New York. 

A. CASE LOAD: At the completion of the first year 

of operation, the Najor Offense Bureau had accepted for prose

cution l~5L~ dl:fennants named in 309 Indictments. r:f.1he cases 
, 

ran~p.in diversity and complexity from Attempted Murder of 

a Police Off:i.cer, Armed Robbery" Hape,. Sodomy, Fe lonious 

Ass<.mlt alfld Serious BurGl[l.ry to Crimin::tl Contcl':lpt of a Grand 

_, 1 n .. 
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D. DISPOSITIon OF Df':[·'ENI)/\:!rps lW r;J,fI[3[)JFICACf;')N --- '., _._-' •... _,-----_. '" .,.-._- ... --~-- ... ,-------.-----

CO!ltl'(l} GrouT) I<:-l :i (~~ __ ..9_f fg~!:~~' _ D~E e~. u __ " _____ w~ ___ 

l"EItlIrI : C1n.s f} A: 1 
~ 

0 

B: 168 0 

C: 79 17 

D: 29 39 

E: 11' L~6 

Misdemeanor: 2 6 

Dis. by Gra.nd Jury: 0 12 

Bench Warrant: 7 25 

Acquitted after Trial: 7 111-

commtttod to ),,'ja t te'Il!3. n : 9 0 

1'ransfel'red .!-,... l?arn. ct .. : 3 1 ',(--x-vv 

D.O,H..! 3 1 

Abated by death: 1 2 

These .0 • 
. .L 1[';ure8 rcveal the f 0 Ilm'.'i nc: pel"t 'Lnc nt :lnforl.:1,·-

tion:.' Of those proseclitec1 by the t,:ajoI' Offense Bureau, 291) 

defendants involvj.ng 217 Indictments have been convicted. 201 

defendants \'Jere convicted of the top cO'Jnt of the: In(1ictme',r~ 

\'lh~.le-· not one dofcnr1ant j.n the Control G~'oup h:uJ been COllv'icted 

of either 11 Cl:.:tss "1\" or ClaGs IIB!t li'(llony ond cn1y tVla (2) 

Ner~' convi::ted of the top count, (Both Class !tE" li'elonief3). 

A C' .. o'l~~pari~.H!)n of the level of dif3pC'plt:Lon of the C[~GeG '1d:i.th'; Il 
I 

, 
~ ';(Ori1y tl'l0 cases hrouu;ht to trjal ln (!ont.coJ Group. 

-lH'Or'lc ca;;c~ prevlous] y rcd'Cl'rc)d to Faln)].Y Co'..trt \'laS 

returnod to Supreme Ccurt for prORGCutton. 

. ." 
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each "Croup 111(lic[1 tc G that th030 cases d:i.D poscd 0 f "Ii thin the 

1'-10..:1 or Offc nGe BLU'0QU arc i.n OXCC) S 8 of two grade 1cve 1s lll)ovc 

tl1C);JC of the d J G pOG it LonG \,!:Ltld n t.he :;ontrol Croup. 'Thus., 

appJ:i eo. tion of 0.. nultle l'iclll scale to (2fLC h fe lony 1 CV .. C 1. inc1 ico.te~' 

tlYT"\ '<~he avcrace l·-;ajor Offensc Bureau ('o.f:'O l~:; disposcd of as a 

Cl.:...c~ . tlnll Felony 1'711ile thc averaGc Control Group cane is dis-

p0i.le( ~of at the level of a CIao 8 "E" Fe lony . It j.G a 'continu-

, ing- policy of tile Major Offensc Bureau 'to plea-bare;<:dn at a 

level of the top count of the Indictment or one count below. 

Only in the most unusual of circumstances in which the interest 

Of justice dictate a deviation is a lesser plea accepted. 

A further analysis of those cases disposed of by the 

Majcl1 Offense Bureau reflects that the median time span from 

arrcst to final dispo31tion is 74 days. 'This is a particularly 

j.lnprrj'ss:Lve figlil'(; when it is considered that the median 

includeD those cases in \'i~lich GubstantiD,l del8,Ys haVE:! occurred 

dl<G to psyc hia tric Gxaminat:i..o'ns f.),nd, t 1me consumc;u in appl'ehend-

lnt: defendants who have jumped bail. Mor8 tban J.4·~~ of those 

defendants being prosecuted by the Major Offense Bureau have 

requested and obtained psychiatric examinations. The average 
I 

clelo.y caused by said examination ls 8.pproxirr.o..tely 60 days, 

A clear indication of the relationship beh/cen the 

speed and the quality of dlsposttion is evidenced by the. fact 

thut over 10~ of the cases handled by the Major Offense Burcau 

!1avc. reD.ched dioposltlon as agcdnst 307~ oi those C:t8CS il1 the 
-. ~ 

Control Group. rnnw , thc superior quality of disposition in 

the .1"1.0..101' Offense B~lreo.u caseD may be attributed to the fact 



that thoDc CIlG('~S arc handled in a unlfornl manner, and brouGht 

to n s pc:ec1y diD pos :!.tion by htchly C'xpc~:d,c ner; perf;ol1t1cl. 

'I<.Tl'nety-,C',cven (~)'("rl,.I)) t f 11 t 1 J. _ _' p,-.:rcc'tl ~ 0 t\, c[u:.;es procr;cu'cc 

by -:Jt.; £.1n;j or Of'fe niJC Bureau 1'c G ult(~d .L n cOllv1.ction. For .. 
the [;:!.tr.c period the conviction 1'8. te for the City of ilc1'7 Yo 1'1', 

C. THIALS, 

Beginning in September of 1973,' two trial parts in 

the Supreme Court were designated as Major Offense Bureau 

Trial Parts. Within the next 9 months, 62 cases involving 

~7 defendants were brought to trial. During the course of 

theEr trials, 48 defendants pleaded guilty to the charges. 

Of th0se remnining, 29 were found e;uilty, 7 11ere acquitted) 

2 were granted .:1 mistrial 3,S 0. resul:t of, a jury.diBo.c;:rccmenti 

and onc was in the process of trial at the time of this 

report. 

Thus, the conviction rate of those clefe ndants 

brou[;l1,t to trial is in excess of 90%. 

B;'{ \i7ay of comparison, in the very same period only 

two (2) defendants in the Control Gr0up were brought to 
. 

triBl. Of these t'v'lO, one waG acquitted and one 'vas convicted 

of a c~nrge two counts below the top count. 

*~ne defendant was subsequently retried 
and fou,nd e;utlty on D.l1 counts and the 
other plead guilty to the entire indict
ment prior to re-trial. 

, ' 



D. SEH'[,ENCEG : 

The .('ol1ovlinc 'defendants Pl'O~j0.cut;-~!cl by the f,ja,jo:r' Of' ','c '1S(>. 

BUre[lH h(LVe rec(:;ivcd the clesJcn'J.,t(~c1 sentences: 

, J'AMfS Lm~ 
,JEIWY HUGHES 
SYL\};:'~TOR SCOTT 
EDHJ\l{D SHI'rZER 
vHLLHI1>1 MIJl·lIT 
CHA BLES DaFORHO 
DAVID. HOFll'A RD 
JAMES. r:[1AYLOR 
PEr,rER FEHDICO 
RONALD l/JAS'rROVINCENZO 
tlICllJ\::!:L HIl/rON 
WILLIS SAHPLE 
FELIX CAE)'l'HO 
JAMt~S CAMPBELL 
LA mmn CE DIWOKS 
CAl~.LOS IvlEHCADO 
JOHN GREEN 
SECmNDO MATOS 
AJ.JBEHT ROSS 
CARNELO QUInONES 
JOSE RODRIGUTIL; 
FELIX COH'rEZ 
HILLJA jlj DOITDEL 
JEFFH8Y cor-IE!')' 
JOHN 1}ORYlIiAN 
MICHI\i3:IJ C)iJ:nONG 
HILL1J\f;l l·IC Dl\ trIEL 
JOSE ARANO 
SJ\I~MY ST/\RKS 
HOIv!\RD JOHNSON 
EDDl}~. COLLum 
w, UHICE IvLl\'rlrEHS 
EUGEiiE l/1c8LUH1~ 
IHLLIM1 Cj\IinIE:~11 

ULYSSES MIXON 
JOHN CH!\ HFOHD 
ALFONSO BIVINES 
IUClIA)\J) CHHISTE 

Ml\XIl·lUM 

, Life*-i:' 
25 yc:;ars 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
21 
20 
18 
18 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
1~", 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 

i~ 
13 
13 1/2" 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 

15 yearn 
12 1/2 
12 1/2 
12 1/2 
12 1/2 
8 1/3 
8 1/3 
7 
6 2/3 
6 
6 
7 1/2 
7 1/2 
7 1/2 
7 1/2 
5 
5 

'5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
3 
o 
o 
7 
6 1/2' 
4 1/2 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 

, " ,x-Period of Incarcc1:'ution that lil1J.S t be complcted 
prlor to' eliGitility for parole. 

I 

'X"x}\c1jucll3cd a PCl'aistcnt Felon Offender cJnd Sentenced 
as Class rtf\. II ii'elon. 
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" 
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------.-----Jlu'\ X IMU1,j --_._-

h 
i 

yearn ! 
.l 

II· • 
1 

il· .. 
to. 

~; 

5 ~ 

5 ~ 

5 
,. 
, . ..., 

1/3 t 
J i 

3 1/3 
, 

3 1/3 
, 

.< 

3 1/3 
. 
i 

3 1/3 
, 

3 1/3 :. 
3 1/3 
3 .1/3 

.\ 

'::> 1/3 J 'I 
3 1/3 ~. ~ 

3 1/3 
3 1/3 
3 1/3 
0 i 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

, 
~;. 

0 ~~ 

0 I 

0 I 0 
3· 
3 
3 
3 
0 
!~ 
!j. 

i 2 2/3 
2 1/2 
0 ~ 
0 [ I 

1/2 
" 

3 ~' 

3 1/~~ ! 3 1/2 
2 1/3 

~ 

J!\V:~S HJLLIM,:S 12 yellrs 
RUF~l'; IIIE,r;,;S 12 
ArTGTTG L01\EHZI 12 
VICJ:nZ MOOREHOUSE 10 
Iv: I CJf'. FL DE'U\1'!CEY 10 
ZP,C;I}\HY ORTIZ 10 
LEE f~DAMS 10 
GREt~:OHY BILLUPS 10 
ROn/ILD DO'dIfS 10 
A LF.OHS 0 GflDDY 10 
JOSS NIEVES 10 
DAVID YOUNG 10 
CHARLES JONES 10 
ODO HILKIN80N 10 
JOHn TAYLOR 10 
ROBI:r· MOODY 10 
LEON/\PJ) REALE 10 
STEPHEN UILKINS 10 
ARf·ffiHDO MARRERO 10 
CRAIG DAIUEL 10 
JOEH HEDGEPF.TH 10 
ELlI1ER KRf\NENl3ERG 10 
'IHLLIAM vII tID LEY 10 
CARLCK) AY!\IJ\ 10 
PUJ.LIP DOlmHUE 10 
DEl\"8I~ 8i\HAUW 10 
MARIO nmmimA 10 
ENHI';),UE CUILEN-HEVEHTZ 10 
Cl\BLOS i,iOEALES 10 

I 
LAmrI: PHELPS 10 
:JOJmNy. GWYNN 10 

. PAUL GLADDEN 10 
CAROill LAVORE 9 
BOYSIE LE1VIS 9 

.. I\DOIj~)HUS JAl·lES 9 
\ LE~WY pm'fS 9 

TII1~ODO:1E 81,1/\LL8 0 
./ 

SOLOl(ON \'rELIJS 8 
HYll,I-lD GIDSON 8 
J'J\I·JES JOHnSON 8 
1\1"';08' Tl\ YLC'R 8 
Al';TlI:JHY CIUSCEHTI 8 
HEHHY BHO\,rN 8 

1110. ,jE;IWr;m Gl\ RLl\ND 'r 
H013En rr Dumm 7 
CIJ\Ri<~NCE F/\ lWKLL 7 
JOHN l'mNGEL 7 

- 1 r., -. 



rrHCIJl"i\' i ;3I.lJ'J'II 
Im};l, l·m;Wl':D 
Il};(;'1'O;~ 1<CL1:r/\ 
'rEB tZY I,rYE RG 
1,lICtn.c. PEHi':Z 
S'N\::L1~Y lHLLETI 
EDDJ.j·; FJ~IJ'CIflNO 
Cf\, PoT,!).':) I,lUHPlrf 
1'JlCl.;/\S m·1ITH 

. MYW)ND CA[)flt~I\S 
1\NTHGJ:N J3ELLUOMO 
CYHIIJ CLARK 
ANGEL rUVEHJ\ 
JUAN J-lEIU;Z 
AHGEL RIVERA 
MAURICE LOCKWOOD 
BF.NJ1\HIN SEEGARS 
ROPERT canny 
nus.s:r,J.,L 1\SIITON 
KENNErrH POP.E 
MI\NUEL owrEJW 
RA PHAEL tvlfl ISOHET 
FHf\N1< nOS1\ 
Tllm·~'.\s DEHHAM 
EDl<mm CASEY 
FRED SCUDIERE 
R/\ IJPH C1\ PUT 0 
DEIf.NIS J1\ CImON 
WIJ,LTM-1 J/\CKSON 
MH1HBZ ,TESUS 
MICHAEL BLANClffiRD 
UVEI;IO NEcnON 
HENHY JOHNSON 
J\ N'rHONY TAB!, CCO 
AUNt-\· LUISA COLON 
HU"?·IN G/\ReIA 
GEOHGE l'lETW1\DO 
Hl~C'T'O!{ LUIS j.-!;\ RTINEZ 
C1\NJ1 !~.\ IUv.L!JI\f\ 
Rl\PU1\KL SO'.L'ELO 
JOi':;E l"J\ IUN 
A Ll",'}\ED HHrUKER 
JULIO 1,LI\,~1'TN}:Z 
Gm::n.Ol~IO DI';LG}\DO 

.~ l{f\ 1"]\ 1~L px;;rmz 
OUF',· HOLLOHAY 
~HCB1\EL 1\1\ VJ\NA UGH 
nl!;nWHD \vlfIT'l'ED 
J\Wf.lWNY LD.~lmllPA 

7 years 
'( 
'l 
7 
'"( 
'( 

7 
7 
7 
7 
7 
7 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
L~ 
h 
L~ 
L~ 
4 
4 
3 
3 
3 

2 1/3 Y8arfJ 
2 1/3 
2 J./3 
2 l/J 
2 1/3 
2 1/3 
2 1/3 
2 1/3 
2 1/3 
o 
o 
o 
3 
3 
3 
2 
2 
2 1/2 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
Reformatory 
Re forma ',Gory 
Reformatory 
H<::oformG.tol'Y 
Reformatory 
R<::oform9..tol'Y 
Heformatory 
R8Cormatory 
Probatj,on 
Prolw.t :i.on 
Pl'obatton 
Probation 
Probation 
Probation 
Prohn:t ton 

!h years 
11 years 
i,. years 
)~, "I ycn.rs .> 

,'( 

}j, years Ii 
U: 

4 years\ rt 
) I years) r;~ 

if 
If years) it 5 year:; 11 5 years /,1' 

5 J'cn.rs t~ 
I:. 

5 years i> 11 
5 years ~} .-
5 years it J ,- ~. 

yen.)'S '" ) ,. 



'~'hc follm·l1.nc; dc;fendantn Pl'OGccutcd i\'i.thin the Control 

Group nave received the f'0110'.-:io[,; flcnt.enCcfJ: 
'.' 

B~IrJ}\1·:3H £.i1\ YS 
GTEvT:J:; HAY;::ES 
JA1 ... :8S mmCG 
REGG IE }M Cl( 
HOBEH'l' 1 .. 1/\ TITIHEZ 
RUJHH :WDIUCUEZ 
ROBER'r Sn:l';10HS 
THor·lAS [jANDERS 
CARl, BfWHN 
Ri\ YI,jOND ESCUTEL 
JOHN rUIOMi\S 
CLEr-iENTB COLON 
IHLLIAi-1 IillRNI\ }\rDEZ 
PEDHO ROSADO 
GEORGE CRUZ 
CU1~TIS BOLDON 
HAHIUSON GH.EEN 
TEXIDOR CAT/\LIHO 
FPJHTCISCO SANTlf\GO 
LEROY H1.D3BAH.'J' 
DOHALD U\HDEN 
r:['EXI:ij:m CATALINO 
JULIe nOSA 
EUGE:iJ:O h"lmIIANDEZ 
]:,lANur;L RODHIGUJ::Z 
JOSE LOPEZ 
RICKY JONES 
l>1IGUEL.OGAHTE 
GEORGE COOKE 
MIGUEL BOBE 
JOSE CABAN 
FHAHCISCO ALBA 
JOSE ROSADO 
l·1J\HVLJ ROUSSELL 
C&'TIS LLOl'D 
CH{l.HLT~~S COLEt·:AN 
VAN J'OHNSON 
HONALD ltlILLER 
JOSE COLON 
A LL/\ IJ ,BRUCE 
DRYAtl'r DENNIS . 
ROII/\'LD inl.Li1H 
lT8r:'1'OH 1\01·11\1'; 

' .... .JES U;J ~ 11 Ii\ Z 
MELVIH HOLDER 
FHED:0I,UCK FIU\HKLIN 

9 ycarr;; 
9 
9 
G J./2 
8 
7 1/2 
'( 
6 
6 
6 
6 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
4 
4 
4 
4 
ll· 
h 
4 
).~ 

3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

3 ~l.cal':::; 

3 
o 
2 5/6 
l~ 
o 
o 
3 
3 
2 
2 
2 .1/2 
2 1/2 
1 2/3 
o 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 

.0 
o 
o 
o 
1 1/2 
1 1/2 
1 1/2 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
Rc: forr:n. ii o:cy 
Rcformator~r 
Reformatory 
HcfoJ'MJ.tory 

L~ years !
l.!. yearGl 

4 yeo..rs( 
}I. years) 

, .. 

j 
\ 

, .1 

. ' 
", 

f,l 

l~! 
)"{ 



D • SETrT}~l'I(~l~S : 

I{Cf.'t.J: ~:EcrrOH 

t,~EL1n i: FOLDER 
;~'p;·~\:rI:_t: i:: t..!CI1/\Y 
nKr~h!';~·~·l' JOHNSON 
FLOYD ·HICKS 
VIrc.EITI' CJ\ PHIOLJ\ 
,JUTll1if' LUlmS 
ST.CVj~ REID 
JAl,n':.~' lHLLJAWJ 
Hl\l.lJ,~lr.\ LUCI1\NO 
GIWnCl,' GONZ1\LES 
ROBl~H'II SMITH 
HILLLAJ.1 MASSEY 
AN'lIOHIO RODHIGUEZ 
OHEN IJ:TJI.LER 
IUClmHD CRI\vfIi'OHD 
JOHN Cl\r.JERON 
FRl\lWl.30 COLOlI 
ANGEL RODRIGUEZ 
PJ,OYD RICKS 
RIGlIA:.-'J) HEISS 
1\ RTHUE MOOSJm 
L£M HEITCE Tf1 Y I,oE 
/IJ3]1J\ ILl $"1 PETmZ 
RALPH !-1cCI,I\H 
1\Wl.lOIiIO RODHIGUF:Z 
Pi\UL REVELS 
NOm,1M'[. CLARK 
HI CIT fl };~L I,r.), V 1\ 1,LO 
DENFI;) SA l'rDERS 

TI~; fOTlli), tory 
Rei'ol'n"l, tory 
ReFol'nntory 
Proba tJon 5 YC:,ars 
Probation 5 years 
Probation 5 years 
J~obation 5 ye~rs 
Probation 5 years 
Probution 5 years 
Probation 5 years 
Probation 5 yenrs 
Probation 5 yecl,rs 
Probation 5 years 
Probation 5 years 
Probation 5 years 
Probation 5 years 
Probation 5 years 
Probation 5 years 
Probation 5 years 
Probation 5 years 
Probation 5 yearn 

'Probation 5 yearn 
Probation 5 years 
Probation 5 years 
Probation 5 yearn 
Probation 3 years 

Drug Abuse Control Commis:5ion 
Drug Abuse Control Commis!3ion 

, $100 Fine 
Unconditioned Discharge 

A comparison of the sentences imposed upon those dcfen-

dante prof.48cuted by the Hajor Offense Bureau and those defendants 

procecutec1 within the Control G"'.'Oup :r:eflects that the C::L'verase sen

tence irllposcd 18 SU1)8t~1.ntlo.1ly different. 957(, of those defe ndantsl , 

pl'Of:ie~utod by the Major Offenso Bureau, :rec01ved a sentence (if 

incarceration as opposed to 66% o~ th~se prosecuted within the 
. ' \ 

i~\-,ntl\ol Group. 1'h8 defondants p:co{Jecuted by tho Mnjor OffenDe 
I \ 
I I 

BltrCau rccc1.vod an D.vcr.:l~c qentcnce of 9 v6 years whereas those 
t , 

p~osecuted in the Control Group received an average scntence of 
! 

i 
t 
r~., 

'" 



'. t' 

" , 

2.5 years. 'rhe Court 1mposed a minimum nen tence in 62j~ of joY.e 

r';,1,;loJ' Offensc DUl'(;QU cases but did co in only 21~:' of the Cc t:l',col 

Group c<J.[;cr;.' r(,h(~ :.l.Vel'ar.:;e milriu:~ml scntc:t1cc in:po;,cd in 1·1ajor 

of lest1 than .5 yeD.l'S :in the Control Group. 'l'hu8 j the minimum 

sentence impN~ed upon [t. defendant p)'on(~cuted by the Ma,ior 

Offense Bureau exceeded the I:1a::imum :Lmpo:3cd on those prosecuted 

in· the Control Group. 

E. PENDING Cl\SES 

An examin~tion of the status qf pcnding caccs both 

in the Me.jor Offence Bureau and 1n the Control Group mUGt be 

analyzed under the following conditions: 

A substul1t:i.al number of Najor Offense Bu:ceau cases ar(~ 

Cl'i'lai.tj nr; sentence. The ,sentencing of a defendant is 8, unique 

aspect of criminal justice in itlhich the npcccl of. dif;ponition 

is totally within the control of the Court and its allied r 
s~'!rv j:ces • 

Secondly., the r,ules of the Flrst JUdicial Depo.rtmE;nt 
,', 

of th~' Supreme Court of the State of Ncw York prohibis the " 
, . 

trial bf a case within thirty days of arraiGnment without the 

defendant's consent. 

Thus, under the speediest of circumGtances, the first 

five wecks of every case must be considered its period of 

gest'ation • 
• 

IrJ,stly., it is appa.rent that vlfthj.rr the orderly context 

ofproGccut:Lon e;3tublished by the j'::l.jOI' Offense Bureau, absolutely 

- 19 -



no cw~e is merely rushed through the eyfJ tem. li'Dj.rnCGs rC<1uil.'es 

that nn accused be affol'dc!d a ).'carwno,h1e t11nc to preparc hi.s 

defemw. !\ttorneYi3 Jrlust be Civcn the time to handle other 

clients und affairs. IllncGfi, death and Ovcl"l'!ork arc hlunan ,. 

f:r-dlJ.ties that mUGt l?e CXp(;~ . .::ted. As lone; as the "c1elaytr . 

fuC!to'l'S invol VGd arc limited to the c:tlJove J the intce;r ity of 

th:~ sYfitem remains intact. 

STJ'J'ur3 OF PENDING CASES - HATUHITY: 

M.O.Bo CONTHOL GROUP ---------
J..Iesn 

Over 

Over 

Over 

Over 

Over 

Over 

than lL~ days 13 27 

Ih 

·28 

lJ.2 

56 

riO 

8'-1. 

days 22 22 

days 13 12 

days 10 10 

days }.J. 15 

days 7 7 

days 23 116 

F. LEGJ\L HEpm~SENTi\,fION OF Jv1lJOH OFI?ENSE BUREAU 
l5'EffmTD7\jffS. 

While the change of counsel ,l'emains Olle of the major 

delay'faetors in dispoGingof cased, the present status of 

rep:!'l!1'c'ntRtiotl :for the 1isJ·~ defendants beinG prosecuted by the , 
Ma;i or, Offense Bureau is as follo\'18: 

LeGal Aid Society: 186 
• 
1\ ppc llate D:LviGion Councel (18n) : 175 

Privn.tely Het.:::tined CounfJcl: 93 

'. 



. ~ 

.) 

II!. r;rmCLUSIOIi:J 

(rho prcccedtt1{~ sectlcn::.; of thi~3 l'c:port. h::Wt; denl t 
~ 

'\v:Lt~1 ~:1C most tangible -Corln:::; of a.rnlysis. 1110110'.~tng n brief 

h:t:"7.()r:: of the event:::; \·!hich lcad up to the fOI'nntion of the 

~t]0~ Dffenoc Eurcau-, a statistical an~lysis was presented. 

Th,;I3C st3. tistical results and comparisons reflect(~d a truly . , 

rem'u:1:.:tble perform':l.I1ce by the Bureau durin~ its relatively 

br:l.ef ,existence, Remarl~able as they m~'\,y be, !101'ieVer j their 

recitation reflecto only part of the impact that the Bureau 

ha2 had on the Criminal Justice System and the Community it 

serves. 

(a) Imp'~.c:t Tilithin tr:c Cri~i~2!: __ :Iustice _ Sys~em_ 

Earlier :tn this report., there 1'las a discussion 

conc::-::r:ning the various ills manifested in the Criminal Jll.stlce 

System", The decline in the ability to properly deal with the 

problenis presented hael a ·partieularly devastating effect on 

those 'who served the system itself. Interminable delays and 

inr.=:i'I':ective prosecution of serious crimes were acc(~pted as 
• 

unc'~~:1rngeable e ondi t:i.ons to be e ndul'ed, It is not su l'[Jris ing 

thr:l'('fore that the inecpt:Lon of the Najor Offense Dm'Gau \las 

met '.l'ith skepticism and resistance. Many felt that the 

arr.t,.i.c'1.J.latec.1 goals of the DUi:eau we,re at best a ruse for 
1 / I 

\ ~ I .. 

attrc.c'ting federal funding.; IIc1tJever, the pasBac;e of t:Lme . . I ! 

brQu~bt a remarkable chanGe/of attitude. In~cdiutcly upon 

the dcsle;nation of a trial part fOl' tho clispos:LtJon of 
\ 

! 
f 
f r 

, 

f '. ! 



Na.:io~ OffcncR 0urenu caGes the court 1":18 stunned l)y thE.! 

irerrcd!atc 'comm~ncem~r~ of a cane bnly two months old. A 

t~.~.: ,1~he tHo parts ho:ve been UG(;cl c):c}n:1ivcly fc)l' 1:.'"'...jo1' OfCcnse 

.c:!.t .~~ ,\'Iithout a s inc;lo day 108t to inac t 1vi ty . 

There if5 nov} D.. rcnm1cd hopc wlthirl the Court Sy.stClfl 

U~Ct', l~eflects the fact that the tasle can be aecomplis!1cd if 

glv~Lthe necessary means. The Courts were not the only . 
iu:J Lj tution affected. '.rhe Granel Jury on morc than one 

ocle:.\';::J.on cxpre s sed its pal'ticular 3atirJ Cae tion at de term:Lning 

'" ii,:->+L e ··, ~ .:." .. , I.., _.L tllat had occul~red '\ili thin the last 21!- hours. The 

J\)fl::_(! . .1.ary, long harassed by defendants because of the enclless 

de lu.;',rs prior to trial" could nOl'i offer to any Naj or Orfe nse 

Duro3.u defendant a trial at the carliest oPPo'I'tunity. Law 

enfCl'cement ag0rlCies.5 long the haven for cynics, have a 

rc""::·'I.\'cc1 cor:rr.icll~nce in the handling of l1''.ajor crimes. 

ff1~ur/nBtile .justice II Has beine; reversed. Police officers o..1'e 

n01" a~\w,r(~ that any serious matt:~r that they investigate will 

'remtIt in the highest quality prosecution to be found anyvlhere 

. iIi ,tlrts country. RecGntly J the Bronx Robbery Squad reported 

that the incidence of Supermarket Robberies had declined on 

atd tl.V:Jl'age from' 30 per month to less than five. r[1his result 

ir Gtrcctly attributable to the combined efforts of that. Squad 

al~ tbe Major Offense Bureau since' that particular crime is 
• 

e'Xtn;mcly 8eriou[; in nature and the perpetrators are mos'"!.; 

f1"~ql:C!ntly highly recicliv:lst. L.:Lstly, thc MaJor Offense 

"[lLU'cau has had a. pal'ticulal'ly sicnificant impact on the defense 

-J , 

d .. 
" 

r 



13;.1.2'. Initially G\wptical, thc!y ch(LIJ'~ngc(l the B1Xt'C'tl,H to 

J:j ::;;iJc:dtion a1'C' brou{jht about within a oyutc:m tlw.t once 

Of a far more serious nature was the total lack of 

eC:-lftdence in the Criminal Justice System th3:.t developed 

within the community. Not only W~8 there a noticeable fear 

to move about thc lucal environs but also evident was a 

reJ.~~'tD,nce tc report the OCCU1'X'CtlCe of crimes or the fact that 

a orimil1.3.l act had been'witncnsed. In addition, the H1L1copread 

pub15.city attended to thc deplorable cond.LtiQt1r. of the local 

dctE~tion facilities lcd to a public outcry for a speeding 

~~ c~·this procesD. The performance of the Major Offense 

Bureau 110,8 made considerablc inroads in this areD" Widely 

circu'J.ated reports of a 979S convlcti.on rate, tr:i '.tls being 

hc;_:~ \·well l'lithin 90 days and the r(;duction of plea barGninj.ng 

to '1 Yti.ntmum have been lo.rccly responsible for th:Ls chanGO to , 
puLl~~ confidence and optimism. The following reporto reflect 

.. . . 
(1) On 3c'ptembe!' 15, 1973 thf~ lead c<l1.to:daJ. or'the 

Nr'w. Ynrk Daily-News praised the !1,uroau':3 i'irr:t con.vict:Lon us 
- •• ' '-r-~'- --'''-- .. ,.- _.. " 

~l'dof that speedy trials (.lrc posstble wilen. tho money" manpower 
and cr)?;8.n:Lzutlon UTe avaj_l~1blc", The oditor-ial culled for a 
f.ur thcr cxpo.ns ion of' Ud.s progra.m. 

i 
f 
! 
I 
I 
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. (2) On Octobel' ;?], 19"(3 D, fcll, I;Ul'C nl'tt~l(' appc'ared on 
tll(~ front p:1p,C of Uw Llv Jnc. [)r·ct 10n of the ~.lJ.nd:ty J~(~"I'n~ vihlch 
r~Jlor l.;o II t nco !If;:L de 1'0.1> 1(~! '-a;i't:t'Il'-t:hc' ··l·)·(~~-rj\-()ri~~.:"L·llc (~-'arl(C 5:'c h i. G vcn:c 11t B 

(Ir' t\';,~ I·l,'l,jor CCf(~n~)(: .1~urc:l\.l a('t(!l' it!:,; f'l,I':;t thn:c l(l(Jotlu:; of 
cxtct.\ncc. . 

c~ ) 
['.: \,":1 Lo the 
f\ ~:;I .~~' :'lll:L'I;c., 
('). '.', 1ll8mbc l' 

On N,ovcmbcr 1, 19'(3 n'}.tiorlo.l n:cd.iD. cove1:at~C \'l<W 

C!cnviution by the ;'.::l,j01' Orfcw;e Bureau of one 
Iri.n c()nv lction of Attcmr LecJ l,;uruc:r Vl,"l.r; the firnt 

of' the notorlou.c Blacie Liucrat:Lon Army. 

(1:) On JD,nuary 0, 197}~ lZrl~I~'!-TY televtfJed an editorial 
pl":'"il:...·i.ng the forced antI (~f:t'icic:ncy of tllC l,;ajor Offence Bure<H1. 
It. C(lXlC luded that all IHst:rict. JI. ttorne;rs should have a similar 
preV'r'.:J.m and if tll(~Y did not , it lIas G ur;gG S tcd tha 1-, lit he 
LC;r.·~::t.i:,lature nIlould mai:..c the pro81'ams mandatoryll. 

(5) On Je,nuary 10, J.97}~ DiG trict Attorney HaTola 
anac"Jnced his '/lidely pr.::dsed "full disclosure II rule for all 
ca8~~ rcndlng in Bronx County. Subsequently, other 
Di8t~ict Attorneys have adopted this innovative program. 
FulJ disclosure w~s piloted and experimented within the 
prcv:iouG six months by the Major Offensc BUTeau. 

(6) On January .31 -' 1971) the pl'cstig:LoUG !.Je\,I_.r_~Jrl~.l:0\" 
,J()urn~'\.l pub1ishr;u an a:l'ticlc ,.:11icl1 rcflectcd on the J:ir8t 
s:f.;::-inonths of .:.t.ctivj.ty of the M1.jor Offcnf.ic DU:L'8[W. and 
emr:l,,':(sizcd the llieh conv:!.ction 1'<lte for serious cl'imes, the 
f3t:1('.·..:3y dJspor.d.tiol1 of CQses and cfficiency Cl.chicve(J by havinG 
OrH~' j\.'ssistant DJ.c'Grj,ct f1ttorney on Q case from its incGption 
to conclusion. 

(7) On March 24, 1974 United Press International 
distributed for national circulatj~ona-'f'ea:ture' stol~ywhic-h 
anolrzed the operation of the Major Offense Bureau and the 
imru(',:t of its success uporl thc prosecution of sGrious crimes. 
f\ff a consequcnce of this article, n.!J,mel'OU8 inquiries from 
I.e\\': ,t"nforccme Dt aGe Dcies throughout the country 'WC1'C Tecei ved 
l'eqw~8tit1g ini'ol'nw .. tiori and aGsisUtncG conc(;rninG the -
C';.>-'MlFJ.iDhmcnt of similar units in their OVln jurisdictions. 

~ 8) On f\ prll 7, ] 9'71.1 D. fcatul'e t1..l'ticle appeared in thc 
t~(~~\" \q~J~_ I'fp.l'i? __ 12.0gQ·?>:L Q§.-, als 0 1'8Ce i vil1g nat :Lonal c irculat:Lon., 
v.lh:i('j~. dealt Nlth,tbe :Lnv(~nt;:Le;ation and procecution by th'e 

(~Mt1,..,jo)· Offense Rurc.:J.u of a particulD,rly unusual and vicious 
crime ~ 'rhc al·tlcle tmdm'Gcol't?d the un:l.qnc capaci ty of the.: 
l\f~,iOJ' Offensc BUl'C~au 3y.~;tem' to deal offc;cttvely with difflcult 
prouecutions. _ 
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(9) On Junc~ 2'() 19'"(Jj tho I,[.'1,io1' Offf:-Dr:e Lu.rc[tl1 
nt,i,' ),2C!(1 Ct r.c:n't,(;nci,nc Pl'('cp.dul'f~ tllat h:1.d hc(~n v Ll'tuaJ 1y 
:unv']ll foc cle~':J.llr:[; (lOt! obf,a.Llwc1 :l f,(!tltc!t'!CC' of :U.f'e: J\lipJ'.!.GOrl
llli.!t'l.t fo), Q Y:'11.l.(f{"C'1' '.dlO h",.:! f' pell t, lL(n) t () f' 1"11.[; 1 i fl: e tW:l..I.';cd 111 
+;bc con;L1L)[)Lon oi' vJ.()1r;nt crinIC'::>. n~/ h8.v1111.': tlli.r; dc.rcnd{J.tl~ 
d -,c, '1 '3.1't"\,l r, I!r)(')'''ic'~'I'[-'-!'' l"(l]'~ll" OJ··~·'l>l'()'i'l·1I ~l" 1"'1'" ""t1tC't'1"(':1 '"'C' 

.' j \,.~u c.... ..~ ,.) ... .1 \.1 .. ,.1.\.1 ,~ .. .J I)' .J • ... l· .... t,--, Ift, .. J lJ Jo \...,.. ('llJ 

., '·'I'",r.c- "j\11 '('c'10-1 ',,),1 ""l"'l""(l Jl'l'" .l·.,'rl"'l('()nr·i1~tl+ -.J" • .' -'..;.,. • .) U 1, .1.' .. \ CJ.,.·~ l. l . (~ " f.....: • • \. ,J.il }.J .4"" "" I C. \J. ... 

(10) H(~c(~ntly, e(1:Lto:cj.'~ls have o.rpC!<'1red in 'I'h(~ 
}~n'!',l~h,c!'~t,c:~,~:Jrc~:~ nnd 11] S') :Ln r[,l~:?_ Ql~~?_}~~~:·l~:. pr:tJ Gj_nEi~T;o 
:L<l,-r O:L'Cence J.'urC!2.U aftc.t', itG fil':Jt yeo..r' of opcl'ation. 

In addition, Gcoree of Gasus h;ndlcd by the Major 

,01t~nGo Bureau have been reported throughout the media 

indicatinG the speed of dicpos:Ltion and the Geverity of 

sentence. It io reasonable to assume that the future 

orcration of the J3ureau. 1'li11 result in comn:e:1Durate proGress 

thtl.t ,,·d.ll further enhance th::: cv~1r:i.c1c~1ce 8.ncl optirnism 

c1e 1•
'
u10ped to do.te. 

In concJuGiol1 J thc ~ucceGG enjoyed durin3 tho first 

yeor of oper~t:Lon by tho' j.;ajor Offense Bu?'(~alt prOvcG c1ea:cly 

ar..J undeniably that the CTimil1al .Justice Sy::.;tem can and does 

work when suppliod with the sufficient assets and orGanized in 

a ulPanit)gful and efficient manner. This fact has beon 

dnl.L,],t:i.cally proved by the performance of thu 11'1ajor Offense . 
Bur.;:"o.u of the Bl'orL,{ County District Attorney I s Office. 






