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TO THE GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF LOUISIANA
AND THE MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATURE

Gentlemen:

The Attorney General's Annual Report of Criminal
Statistics is herewith submitted in compliance with Louisiana
Revised Statute 15.577 (12). The report, covering calender
year 1974, is compiled from data furnished individually
by the law enforcement agencies and district attorneys.

With regard to the latter, reporting was initiated on a case
by case basis, a radical departure from past years. In
addition, for the first time in the state's history, data
reporting on crime has been automated. A marked improvement
in reporting, particularly in the law enforcement sector,
has resulted with over ninety seven (97) percent of the
population being represented. In addition, the automation
factor has allowed quick and reliable data compilation and
analysis; thus enabling prompt dissemination to all members
of the criminal justice community.

This year's report provides a comprehensive
reference section of crime statistics plus analysis of
the major crimes and the overall state crime profile. In
addition, a brief overview of the state's crime fighting
resources and how they are used is furnished.

I am confident that this report will prove to be
a valuable tool to the legislature, the criminal justice
community and all interested persons for use in making
more effective legisliative, operational and managerial
decisions in the area of crime reduction.




This report was prepared by the Statistical Analysis Center
of the Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System (LCJIS)
under federal discretionary funding from the Law Enforcement
Assistance Administration (LEAA) and administered by the
Louisiana Commission of Law Enforcement (LCLE). Any queries
relating to this document should be addressed to the LCJIS
Director, 1885 Wooddale Blvd., Room 502, Baton Rouge, .
Louisiana 70806; Phone (504) 389-7411.
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ABSTRACT

Society implies the existence of social rules. These
rules are formulated from what is deemed as expected or
normal behavior for that society. Sanctions or penalties
are imposed upon a person(s) who breaches any of the rules.
These penalties range from a mild disapproval to the
severest punishment imposed by criminal law. A society
defines the sanction for any viclation of its rules.

Emile Durkheim sums it up in the following:

"...an act is criminal when it offends strong
and defined states of the collective conscience
...we must not say that an action shocks...
because it is criminal but rather that it ds
criminal because it shocks...We do not reprove
it because it is a crime, but it is a crime
because we reprove it.vl

Therefore, because criminal behavior is defined by every
society, according to what it thinks is right or wrong,
and because society will always draw this line between
acceptable and unacceptable behavior, criminal behavior
will always exist.

No one will deny that crime is a complex problem, pre-
senting many diverse challenges to society. This
tremendous complexity demands that the resources used to
fight crime be used in the most efficient and effective
manner possible. The prime ingredient for satisfying such
a requirement is information, about the characteristics
of crime, its predictive qualities, and its effects on
society. Moreover, this data must be in such a form as
to be useful to Louisiana's crime fighting forces. This
is a tremendous task, even on a state level, and requires
the understanding and patience of all Louisianians.

The reason for this is that, before information can be
obtained in a useful format two things must happen:

1. a comprehensive and valid statistical
reporting system must be organized and
functioning within the st>rte's criminal
justice community and,

2. a sufficient amount of quality data must
be accumulated before valid inferences can
be made about the crime problem we face in
Louisiana.

a

lEmile Durkheim. The Division of Labor in Society.
(George Simpson, trans.). New York: Free Press,
1933, pp. 80-81.




Both of the above requirements obviously cannot be
accomplished overnight. Several years of concerted
effort by Law Enforcement, Judiciary, and Corrections
agencies to gather this information will be needed. In
1974, . a firm step was taken toward initiating this effort.
Law Enforcement agencies began reporting directly, on a
monthly basis, to the Louisiana Criminal Justice Infor-
mation System (LCJIS), and each District Attorney initiated
a case~by-case reporting program to LCJIS, outlining the
sequential prosecutive and judicial events of each case.
Both of these systems were new. In addition, data from
these systems was automated, another first in the history
of Louisiana criminal justice. As expected, with the
simultaneous undertaking of these large programs, problems
were encountered which prevented the attainment of a
quality data base. This sacrifice in quality was deemed
acceptable in order that a positive first step be taken
to begin gathering valid crime data in Louisiana. This
report is a product of the above effort. It presents,
with the data from these two systems, a profile of crime
in Louisiana in the year 1974. The bulk of this data

is found in reference format in the Appendix. The
initial segment of the report is devoted to a review

of the data collection techniques used in the above
systems plus a summary look at reporting with acknow-
ledgements to all contributors. Next, statistical
analysis of the data is presented, first on an individual
crime level, including several crimes considered to be
of a serious nature and thus worthy of close scrutiny,
and secondly on an overall discipline level. This is
followed by a look at the resources employed by the

state to combat criminality, including an overview

of LCJIS. The Appendix follows with a list of tables

by parish and state totals intended for reference use

and to support the preceding analysis presentations.
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DATA COLLECTION TECHNIQUES AND REPORTING SUMMARY

N

Data Collection Techniques

Before any statistical analysis can be done, LCJIS must
receive data from the agencies which comprise the criminal
justice system.

Presently data is being collected from the law enforcement
agencies and district attorney offices in Louisiana on
multi-part forms. The law enforcement agencies submit
monthly summary report forms, while the district attorneys
report on a case-by-case basis, using individual forms for
each case. These report forms are completed and sent to
the LCJIS Data Collection Center in Baton Rouge. Here the
forms are examined for completeness and validity. If any
questions arise on any of the forms, a representative

of the Data Collection Center contacts the agency by phone
and/or visit.

Upon completion of the examination and subsequent approval
of the report forms, the forms are sent to the Office of
Information Services for keypunching and verification.

The keypunched cards containing the statistical data needed
by the Statistical Analysis Center (SAC) from the criminal
justice agencies are then read into a computer where the
data is stored and available for access at any time. When
needed, SAC retrieves the data from the computer at which
time the data is broken down and analyzed. The results of
these analyses are publiished in the form of reports, such
as this one, or given to specific requesting agencies.

Reporting Summary

Law Enforcement - The year 1974, for Louisiana Criminal
Justice Information System (LCJIS), marked the successful
determination of the identity and number of Louisiana Law
Enforcement agencies that are actually reporting crime data.
In addition, the time period and the number of offenses and
arrests reported within that time period by a given agency

to LCJIS were also identified. Beginning January 1, 1974,
each agency was required to send to the LCJIS Data Collection
Center monthly reports of offenses reported and arrests for
their agencies. Because this was the first year for this
procedure, problems were expected to arise, the major problem
being those agencies ordinarily working closely with the
parish sheriff's office, depending on the sheriff's office

to maintain all major paperwork, and who were now required

to establish their own record procedures and report directly
to the LCJIS.
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To the credit of all Law Enforcement agencies within the
state, this first year of reporting based on an agency by
agency format was extremely successful. Agencies known
to have reported during the course of the 1974 calendar
year comprise 97.7 percent of the state population. It
is the belief of the LCJIS staff that the year 1974 is a
guality year for reporting.

Prosecution/Courts - Beginning January 1, 1974, LCJIS in-
stituted a new method of district attorney reporting. Prior
to that date the district attorneys reported their activity
on a summary annual report. In 1974, all district attorneys
were required to report to LCJIS on a case by case basis.

The new system was implemented statewide simultaneously with
very little lead time; i.e., without much of an opportunity
on the part of the district attorneys to adjust to the
increase in workload and to train personnel on the new forms
and procedures. Besides the absence of time to prepare their
staffs for the new system requirements, many office's record-
keeping systems, though capable for immediate needs, were

not sufficient to fulfill the requirements for a project of
this magnitude.

Problems arise with the implementation of any new system,

and with a system as large as the district attorney's reporting
system the problems were magnified. However, through the
conscientious effort of the district attorney offices to

adjust to the new reporting procedures and the increased
caseload on their personnel, resporse during this first year

of reporting was very good.

Since many agencies had to reconstruct their record-keeping
procedures to meet the requirements of the new system, the
date of initial reporting varied from agency to agency.
Also some of these agencies were not able to go back and
pick up previous case actions.

Because of these problems, an estimated one-third of all

cases billed in 1974 were reported to LCJIS, based on previous
annual reports. Reporting for 1975 is expected to significantly
improve, since the district attorney agencies have now adjusted
to the system procedures and requirements.

The courts did not contribute data in 1974. A system for
the courts is presently being designed and implementation
is expected in the near future.

Corrections - Currently, the Department of Corrections has a
correctional system (CAJUN) to collect pertinent data.
Information from this system, though not received in 1974,
is anticipated in 1975.

The following parish listing denotes the district attorneys
who submitted data to LCJIS, as well as those law enforcement
zgencies who reported for the full twelve months of 1974,

Those agencies are listed below in acknowledgement and

appreciation.

Acadia-15th Judicial District
J. Nathan Stansbury-DA

Acadia Parish Sheriff

Crowley Police Department
Rayne Police Department

Allen-33rd Judical District
Alfred R. Ryder-DA

Allen Parish Sheriff
Oakdale Police Department

Ascension-23rd Judicial District
Aubert D. Talbot-DA

Ascension Parish Sheriff
Donaldsonville Police Department
Gonzales Police Department
Sorrento Police Department

Assumption-23r.d Judicial District
Aubert D. Talbot-DA .
Assumption Parish Sheriff

Avoyelles~-12th Judicial District
Jerold E. Knoll-ba

Avoyelles Parish Sheriff
Cottonport Police Department
Marksville Police Department
Simmesport Police Department

Beauregard-30th Judicial District
William C. Pegues, III-DA
Beauregard Parish Sheriff
DeRidder Police Department

Bienville-2nd Judicial District
Leon H. Whitten-DA

Arcadia Police Department
Bienville Police Department

Bossier-26th Judicial District
Charles A. Marvin-DA

Bossier Parish Sheriff

Bossier City Police Department

xi

Caddo~1lst Judicial District
John A. Richardson-pa

Caddo Parish Sheriff
Gilliam Police Department
Rodessa Police Department
Shreveport Police Department
Vivian Police Department

Calcasieu—~l4th Judicial District
Frank T. Salter, Ji.—DA
Calcasieu Parish Sheriff
DeQuincy Police Department

Lake Charles Police Department
Sulphur Police Department
Westlake Police Department

Caldwell-28th Judicial District
Speedy O. Long-DA

Caldwell Parish Sheriff
Columbia Police Department

Cameron-1id4th Judicial District
Frank T. Salter-DA

Catahoula-7th Judicial District

W. C. Falkenheiner-DA
Jonesville Police Department

Claiborne-2nd Judicial District
Leon H. Whitten-DA

Claiborne Parish Sheriff
Haynesville Police Department

Concordia-7th Judicial District
W. C. Falkenheiner-DA

Ferriday Police Department
Vidalia Police Department

DeSoto-11th Judicial District
James L. Davis-DAa

DeSoto Parish Sheriff

Grand Cane Police Department
Mansfield Police Department




E. Baton Rouge-19th Judicial District

Ossie B. Brown-DA

E. Baton Rouge Parish Sheriff
Baker Police Department

Baton Rouge Police Department

East Carroll-6th Judicial District
Thompson L. Clarke-DA
East Carroll Parish Sheriff

E. Feliciana-20th Judicial District

IL.eon A. Picou, Jr.-DA
E. Feliciana Parish Sheriff

Evangeline-13th Judicial District
J. William Pucheu-DA

Evangeline Parish Sheriff

Mamou Police Department

Pine Prairie Police Department
Turkey Creek Police Department

Franklin-5th Judicial District
Donald K. Carroll-DA

Franklin Parish Sheriff
Franklin Police Department

Grant-8th Judicial District
Charles Bradley Bice-DA
Colfax Police Department
Georgetown Police Department

Iberia-16th Judicial District
Knowles M. Tucker-DA

Iberia Parish Sheriff
Jeanerette Police Department
Loreauville Police Department
New Iberia Police Department

Iberville~18th Judicial District
Samuel C. Cashio-Da

Iberville Parish Sheriff

Grosse Tete Police Department
Maringouin Police Department
Plaguemine Police Department
Rosedale Police Department

xii

Jackson-2nd Judicial District
TLeon H. Whitten-DA
Jackson Parish Sheriff

Jefferson-24th Judicial District
John M. Mamoulides-DA

Jefferson Parish Sheriff
Harahan Police Department

Jefferson Davis-31lst Judicial
District

Bernard N. Marcantel-DA
Jefferson Davis Parish Sheriff
Jennings Police Department
Welsh Police Department

Lafayette-15th Judicial District
J. Nathan Stansbury-DA
Lafayette Parish Sheriff
Lafayette Police Department
Scott Police Department

LaFourche-17th Judicial District
Francis Dugas-DA

Lafourche Parish Sheriff

Golden Meadow Police Department
Lockport Police Department
Thikodeaux Police Department

LaSalle-28th Judicial District
Spe-dy O. Long-DA
Jena Police Department

Lincoln~-3rd Judicial District
Ragan D. Madden-DA

Lincoln Parish Sheriff

Ruston Police Department

Livingston-21st Judicial District
Leonard E. Yokum-DA
Denham Springs Police Department

Madison~-6th Judicial District
Thompson L. Clarke-DA
Madison Parish Sheriff

Delta Police Department
Tallulah Police Department

Morehouse-4th Judicial District
J. Carl Parkerson-DA

Morehouse Parish Sheriff
Bastrop Police Department

Natchitoches~10th Judicial
District

Ronald C. Martin-DA
Natchitoches Parish Sheriff
Natchitoches Police Department

Orleans
Harry Connick-DA
New Orleans Police Department

Quachita-4th Judicial District
J. Carl Parkerson-DA

Quachita Parish Sheriff

Monroe Police Department

West Monroe Police Department

Plagquemines-25th Judicial District
Leander H. Perez, Jr.-DA
Plaquemines Parish Sheriff

Pointe Coupee-18th Judicial
District ]

Samuel C. Cashio-DA

Pointe Coupee Parish Sheriff

Rapides-9th Judicial District
Edwin O. Ware-DA

Alexandria Police Department
Forrest Hill Police Department
Pineville Police Department

Red River-10th Judicial District
Ronald C. Martin-DA

Richland-5th Judicial District
Dona}d K. Carroll-DA
Rayville Police Department

Sabine-11th Judicial District
James L. Davis-DA

Sabine Parish Sheriff

Many Police Department

Noble Police Department

St. Bernard-25th Judicial District
Leander H. Perez, Jr.-DA
St. Bernard Parish Sheriff

xiii

St. Charles—-29th Judicial District
Melvin P. Barre-DA

St. Charles Parish Sheriff

St. Helena-21lst Judicial District
Leonard E. Yokum-DA
St. Helena Parish Sheriff

St. James~-23rd Judicial District
Aubert D. Talbot-DA
St. James Parish Sheriff

St. John-29th Judicial District
Melvin P. Barre-DA

St. John Parish Sheriff

St. Landry ‘

St. Landry Parish Sheriff
Eunice Police Department
Leonville Police Department
Opelousas Police Department

St. Martin-l6th Judicial District
Knowles M. Tucker-DA

St. Martin Parish Sheriff

St. Martinville Police Department

St. Mary-16th Judicial District
Knowles M. Tucker-DA

St. Mary Parish Sheriff

Baldwin Police Department
Berwick Police Department
Morgan City Police Department
Patterson Police Department

St. Tammany-22nd Judicial District
Woodrow W. Erwin-DA

St. Tammany Parish Sheriff
Covington Police Department
Slidell Police Department

Tangipahoa-21lst Judicial District
Leonard E. Yokum-DA

Tangipahoa Parish Sheriff

Hammond Police Department

Tensas~6th Judicial District
Thompson L. Clarke-DA
Tensas Parish Sheriff




Terrebonne-32nd Judicial District
Norval J. Rhodes-DA

Terrebonne Parish Sheriff

Houma Police Department

Union-3rd Judicial District
Ragan D. Madden-DA
Union Parish Sheriff

Vermilion~-15th Judicial District
J. Nathan Stansbury-DA

Vermilion Parish Sheriff
Abbeville Police Department
Erath Police Department

Kaplan Police Department

Vernon-30th Judicial District
William C. Pegues, III-DA
Vernon Parish Sheriff
Leesville Police Department

Washington-22nd Judicial District
Woodrow W. Erwin—DA

Washington Police Department
Bogalusa Police Department
Franklinton Police Department

Webster-26th Judicial District
Charles A. Marvin-DA

Webster Parish Sheriff

Dixie Inn Police Department
Dubberly Police Department
Minden Police Department
Springhill Police Department

W. Baton Rouge-18th Judicial District
Samuel C. Cashio-DA

W. Baton Rouge Parish Sheriff

Port Allen Police Department

West Carroll-5th Judicial District
Donald XK. Carroll-DA

West Carroll Parish Sheriff

Epps Police Department

West Feliciana-20th Judicial District
Leon A. Picou, Jr.-DA
West Feliciana Parish Sheriff

Winn-8th Judicial District
Charles Bradley Bice-DA
Winn Parish Sheriff
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DEFINITION OF TERMS

The following definitions of terms are presented so that

the reader may more fully understand the scope and content
of this report:

1.

2.

Adjudicate: To settle in the exercise of judicial
authority. To determine finally.

Arrests: The issuance of bookings, citations,
notifications, or other summons charging one with a
crime under the Louisiana Criminal Code (R.S. 1950,
Title 14, Chapter 1 as amended) and Uniform Controlled
Dangerous Substances Law (R.S. Title 40, Chapter 4,
Part X).

Corrections: The State Department of Corrections is
comprlsed of three adult institutions, thirteen pro-
bation and parole districts, four work release centers,

five juvenile facilities, and the Baton Rouge Headquarters.

Crime Rate: The number of serious crimes committed
per population unit (usually 100,000).

Crime Seriousness: A weighted crime measurement of
serious crimes (See table D).

Index Crime (serious crime): Index crimes include
the following crimes: Homicide, Rape, Robbery,
Aggravated Assault and Battery, Burglary and Theft.

Judiciary: The term "Judiciary", as used here, is
defined as all distridt courts, supreme court, and
district attorney cffices. The district attorney

offices are the source of court and prosecutorial

data reported to LCJIS.

Law Enforcement: All parish sheriff offices, municipal
police departments, marshals, state police, and the
Enforcement Division of the Wildlife and Fisheries
Commission are the reporting agencies which comprise

the law enforcement section of the criminal justice
system.

Offenses Reported: Incidents of crime that have been
reported to a local or state law enforcement agency.
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10. Planning Districts: Nine subdivisions of the state of
Touisiana for the purpose of program evaluation, planning
and funding of criminal justice agencies by the Louisiana

Commission on Law Enforcement. Each district has a

director and a council for evaluation and planning purpose
within the district. The director and council subnit a
district plan each year to the Louisiana Commission on
Law Enforcement for further study and future funding of

programs.

11. Property Crimes: Property crimes include Burglary and

Theft.

12. Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA) :

"Comprised of a county or group of contiguous counties

which contains at least one central city of 50,000
inhabitants or more or 'twin cities' with a combined
population of at least 50,000. 1In addition to the
county, parish or counties, containing such a city
or cities, contiguous counties are included in an
SMSA if, according to a certain criteria, they are

essentially metropolitan in character and are socially

and economically integrated with the central city."

o —
U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census,

Census of Population General Population Characteristics;
Number of Inhabitants, Louisiana.
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CORRECTION PAGE

The ingorporation of late incoming datd into the report resulted in
some mMinor errors being detected after all tabulations had been
completed. The small magnitude of the errors did not change any

of the copclusions or results determined in the statistical analysis
presentations. In the interest of complete accuracy, the following
pen and ink changes are required:

Data Item Change Page (s)
From To

I. Offenses Reported
A. State Totals

1. Theft ' 90,308 90,328 30,31 ,xxxiii (Table B)
2. Property_Crlmes 159,016 159,036 xxxiii (Table B)
3. Index Cr}mes 184,269 184,289 52 ,xxxiii(Table B)
4. Other Cr}mes 369,092 369,093 49,50 ,xxxiii (Table B)
5. Total Crimes 586,077 586,098 6,51 ,xxxiii (Table B)

B. Parish Totals
1. Morehouse

Index Cr%me Total 1,186 1,219 xvii (Table B)

Total Crimes 3,303 3,411 xvii(Table B)
2. Franklin

Index Crime Total 216 272 Xi (Table B)

Total Crimes 1,005 1,232 xi (Table B)
3. Jefferson Davis

Index Cr%me Total 387 411 Xxiv(Table B)

To@al Crimes 1,556 1,760 xiv(Table B)
4. Tangipahoa

Total Crimes 5,332 5,348 xxvii (Table B)
5. Orleans

Total Crimes 176,943 176,954 xviii(Table B)

ITI. Arrests Repoxrted
A, State Totals

%, gheft 20,867 20,871 30,31,xxxiii (Table C)
. roperty_ 29,402 29,406 xxxiii (Table C)
3. Index Cr%mes 40,693 40,697 53,x%xxiii(Table C
4, Total Crimes 217,842 217,846 6,53,xxxiii§Table C%

B. Parish Totals
1. Morehouse

Index Crime Total 314 325 xvii (Table C)

Total Crimes 1,654 1,697 xvii(Table C)
2. Jefferson Davis

Index Crime Total 151 165 xiv (Table C)

Total Crimes 829 90¢ xiv (Table C)

ITII. St. Martin Parish 1973
Population 24,068 34,068 ii(Table A)

Note lf (For Parish Totals Only) .

The revised totals for crime categories other than these noted on this
page can be obtained on request to the LCJIS Statistical Analysis Center
1885 Wecoddale Boulevard, Suite 502, Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70806. '

No?e 2: Reference Table D: Crime Rate and Seriousness: (1974 vs 1973)
Parish and State Totals.

The 1973 crime rate and seriousness figures differ from those in the

1973 annual crime report due to the use of revised population estimates.
The 1973 annual report used population totals from the 1970 census
report issued by the U.S. Bureau of the Census.




CHAPTER I. STATISTICAL ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

This chapter presents an analysis of the raw data collected
from the aforementioned law enforcement and district attorney
reporting systems. Thus, what we have here in this chapter
is no longer data, but information.

However, caution must be exercised by the reader. We have
already stated that the 1974 data gathered from the law
enforcement agencies indicate quality characteristics.

But it represents only one year's crime activity, an in-
adequate number for sophisticated analysis, allowing instead
only simple descriptive statistics for that particulan year.

Our analysis, then was simple in nature, primarily directed
toward describing the size and seriousness of criminal
activity in Louisisana for 1974.

Comparisons were made with the previous year, 1973, but any
differences attributable to an actual change in criminal
activity cannot be accurately quantified. Such a measure-
ment will be attainable when comparing 1974 to 1975 data,
assuming that the reporting quality is sustained through

1975 as expected. In addition, as the data base grows in
comprehensiveness and quality, through statistical techniques,
certain inferences or conclusions can be made. For example,
assuming an adequate data base is available, crime trends can
be predicted with a high degree of confidence.

With regard to the analysis of the judiciary data, for reasons
explained in the reporting summary on page ix, we do not

have a comprehernisive data base for 1974. Therefore, unlike
the law enforcement data, our ability to gauge the scope of
prosecutorial and judicial activity from an overall state
viewpoint is severely restricted. However, a sufficient
amount of data was collected to allow some information to be
extracted on an individual crime basis. 8ince the type of
data from this system is much more varied in content, inter-
esting analysis on several crimes was possible.

The analysis of corrections data was drawn mainly from data
provided by the Louisiana Department of Corrections (DOC).
Since 1974 also saw automation of some DOC collection and
reporting systems, the data became both comprehensive and
verifiable, although not in the same format as in previous
years. Thus, analysis here is limited to a statistical sum-
mary cof DOC with emphasis on descriptive statistics of the
inmate population.



The first part of this chapter begins with a gquick summary

of state crime followed by analysis of several crimes con-
sidered serious by FBI standards. Two additional crimes

(DWI and Drugs) deemed to be worthy of note are then examined.
In addition, a look at all crimes not previously mentioned,
summarily called "other crimes" is presented.

A discussion then follcows on a new concept of analyzing crime
data known as the Offender-Based Transaction Statistics (OBTS)
System. Results from a sample study conducted on a local
level are presented as a sample indicator of the valuable
information that is possible from such a system.

The last section of the chapter is devoted to analysis pre-
sentations on a criminal justice discipline level, i.e. Law
Enforcement, the Judiciary, and Corrections. In this respect,
as mentioned previously, analysis of the Judiciary is severely
limited.

SECTION A.

STATE AND INDIVIDUAIL CRIME PROFILES
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STATE TOTAL
(ALL CRIMES)

E

ONIT EVERY 54 SECONDS

TOTAL OFPENSES) 1978 ) 586,077
RITPOTTD 1973 428,787
TOTAL 1974 217,842 V]
ARRESTS 1973 177,760
0 150,000 300,000 450,000 600,000

One orime was reported in 1974 at least once in every
minute, To put it differently, 586,077 crimes, 36.7

percent morce than 1973, were reported. Improved reporting
by law cenforcement agencies contributed to this significant
increase,  Arrests numbered 217,842 which was a 22.5 percent
increase over 1973, In both of the above categories, all
serious orimes, based on the IFBI Crime Index definitions,
showed an increase with Theft occurring the most often.
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1974 CRIME CLOCK
(OFFENSES REPORTED)
ONE EVERY 11 HOURS

TOTAL OFFENSES}|974

REPORTED 1973
TOTAL 1974
ARKESTS 1973

HOMICIDE

1974 OFFENSES REPORTED
PERCENT OF TOTAL

840
695
731
584
4 ; t : 1
o 250 500 750 1000

Homicide is the killing of a human being by the act, procurement,
or llolgmeworthy ommission of another. The classifications of
Homicide are a) Murder and b) Manslaughter. )




Homicide

Homicide is of course, the most serious of all crimes. Public
awareness of homicides is often accentuated by extensive coverage
in the newspapers and on television. The table below indicates
that the Louisiana homicide crime rate compares unfavorably with
the nation as well as other southern states. The rate for the

CRIME RATE

(Arrests per 100,000 inhabitants)

United States Southern States Louisiana

9.3 12.9 19.4

United States and the southern states is derived from 1973 Uni-
form Crime Reports, while the Louisiana rate is the 1974 rate.
It should be noted that all crime statistics must be measured
against the quality of reporting. Viewed in this manner, and
since Loulsiana crime reporting is considered to be superior to
that of most other states, it is probably true that the crime
rates for those other states are understated.

Within Louisiana, offenses reported for homicide increased

21 percent from 1973 to 1974, and arrests for homicide increased
25 percent during the same period. Again, much of this increase
can be attributed to improved reporting.

Based on cases reported in 1974, the average sentence for all
homicide was 23 1/2 years. For computation purposes, life
sentences were equated to 99 years. Roughly two-thirds of all
persons convicted of homicide were confined to the Louisiana
State Prison.

Finally, even though homicide represents only one-tenth of
1 percent of all offenses reported, the nature of the crime
begs complete analysis. As better data becomes available
such analysis will be made.

10
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ROBBERY

T

1974 CRIME CLOCK 1974 OFFENSES REPORTED
(OFFENSES REPORTED) PERCENT OF TOTAL
ONE EVERY 45 MINUTES

TOTAL OFFENSES|1974 11,687
- - N\ o o - o
__IJ REPORTED 1973 8,574
|
. TOTAL 1974 2,549
ARRESTS 1973 2,493
- 4

I ) B
) 3000 6000 " 9000 12,000

: Robbery is the theft of anything of value from the person of

b | v anoi&her or w}‘1ich is in the immediate control of another, by use
i i of force or intimidation, while either armed or not armed with
a dangerous weapon. The classifications of ‘Robbery are a) Armed
Robbery, b) Simple Robbery and c) Attempted Robbery.

13




Robbery

Robberies were reported in Louisiana in 1974 at the rate
of one every 45 minutes. Although there was an increase
of over 3000 robberies reported in 1974 compared to 1973,
for both years robbery represented 2 percent of total
offenses reported.

The 1974 arrest rate for robberies reported is 22 percent
compared to 29 percent in 1973. It should be wunderstood
that one offender can, and frequently is, responsible for
more than one robbery incident; hence a one to one relation-
ship between robbery offenses and robbery arrests should
not be expected. It is entirely possible that the 2,549
robbery arrests reported in 1974 could have accounted for
sixty or seventy percent, or even more of all total
robberies reported.

Statistics available on robbery offenses prosecuted to a
conclusion in 1974 show that in 82 percent of the cases
disposed of, the offender entered a guilty plea prior to
trial, and 14 percent actually were formally tried. 1In
4 percent of the cases, charges were dismissed either
before or during trial for various reasons.

A breakdown of robbery convictions in 1974 reveals that
88 percent received confinement, 9 percent received
probation, and 3 percent received some combination of
fine, confinement, and/or suspended sentence. The

88 percent confinement rate is the highest of the four
index crimes considered "Violent Crimes" with homicide
second at 84 percent, followed by rape, 73 percent, and
aggravated assault and battery, 36 percent.

The average length of confinement for gobbery in 1974
was 8 years, ll months. Only two other crime categories,
homicide (23 years, 7 months), and rape (10 years)
received higher average confinement sentences.

14
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RAPE .

T

1974 CRIME CLOCK 1974 OFFENSES REPORTED
(OFFENSES REPORTED) PERCENT OF TOTAL
ONE EVERY 6 HOURS

TOTAL OFFENSES |1974 1372

REPORTED 1973 1053
———a "

TOTAL }1974 762

ARRESTS 1973 730
\- } ' 4
(1) 500 1000 1500

Rape is the act of sexual intercourse with a female person not

the wife of, or judicially separated from bed and board from, the
offender committed withoukt her lawful consent. The classifications
of Rape are: a) Aggravated Rape, b) Simple Rape and c) Attempted
Rape, .

17



Rape

Generally speaking, statistics on reported rapes can

be misleading because of the large number of rapes

that are never reported to the police. Due to the
victim's embarrassment, fear of exposure, or unwillingness
to testify in a public court as to the specific details

of the incident, many simply choose not to report the
incident. It is estimated by the FBI that two-thirds

or more of all rapes are never reported. In Louisiana

in 1973 and 1974 rape represented only two-tenths of

1 percent (.2 percent) of all reported offenses.

For rape incidents that are reported, the immediate

problem is identifying, and then locating, the alleged

offender. The problems for law enforcement agencies are .
readily apparent---in general, the victim is the only

witness, and in view of the traumatic experience, often is

not able to give an accurate description of the attacker,

or make a positive identification of apprehended suspects.

in spite of the difficulties facing the police in & reported

rape case, Louisiana law enforcement agencies werg alile

to report a 56 percent arrest rate in 1974.

Also of interest is the fact that rapes were reported at : GGRA -
the rate of one every six hours in 1974, compared to one : : [

every eight hours in 1973. While this could indicate an

increase in the number of victims willing to report such

incidents, it could also indicate an actual increase in

the number of rapes committed.

Of all rapes actually reported as charged and prosecuted g

to a conclusion in 1974, 65 percent entered guilty pleas,
and 30 percent were formally tried and a verdict received.
The remaining 5 percent exited the system via dismissal of
charges either prior to or during the trial for a variety
of reasons, including new evidence, death of the defendant,
etc..

In terms of the type and length of sentence received for

the crime of rape in 1974, the following statistics are
available. First, 73 percent of all offenders convicted of

the crime of rape received prison terms, compared to 17 percent
receiving probation. The remaining 10 percent received
sentences other than pure confinement or probation, such as
suspended or combination type sentences.

The average length of confinement received for rape offenses

in 1974 was 10 years and 4 days, making rape the second

highest penalized crime, with homicide, averaging 23 years

and 7 months being the highest. The maximum confinement sentence
received for rape in 1974 was 20 years, and the minimum, 6
months.

18
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1974 CRIME CLOCK
(OFFENSES REPORTED)
ONE EVERY 46 MINUTES

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT
gnd BATTERY

1974 OFFENSES REPORTED
PERCENT OF TOTAL

TOTAL OFFENSES ho7za | = B 11,354
REPORTED 1973 | 8,587
TOTAL 1974 ; 7,249
ARRESTS 1973 7144
h(‘)_ 3600 6000 9000 12,030

Assault is an attempt to commit a battery (i.e., to intentionally

use force or violence upon another or the intentional administra-
tion of a poison or other noxious liquid or substance to another).

Additionally,
apprehension o
Offenses class
b) Aggravated

the intentional placing of another in reasonable

ified under this category are a) Aggravated Battery,
Assault and c) Attempted Murder.

21



Aggravated Assault and Battery

Of all of the violent crimes, aggravated assault and battery
ranks second to robbery in rate of occurrence. Moreover,

in Louisiana total offenses reported for aggravated assault
and battery increased 26 percent from 1973 to 1974, while"
arrests increased 1.5 percent over the same period. As
stated in the analysis of other major crimes, part of the
seeming increase in occurrence can be attributed to

improved reporting.

The total judicial dispositions reported for aggravated
assault and battery indicate that 58 percent plead guilty
as filed, with only 4 percent of the cases being disposed
of by jury trial. Of the total convictions reported for
aggravated assault and battery, 36 percent were confined
to state or parish prisons. The average confinement
sentence in 1974 was 2 years, 1 month, and 2 days.

The FBI reports in their annual report, Crime In The

United States ~ 1973 that, "Most aggravated assaults occur
within the family unit and among neighbors or acgquaintances.
Law enforcement agencies have difficulty in obtaining
convictions based on the original charge in the aggravated
assault category. The close family or other relationship
which exists between victims and assailants accounts for
the victims' frequent unwillingness to testify for the
prosecution.™

22
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1974 CRIME CLOCK 1974 OFFENSES REPORTED
(OFFENSES REPORTED PERCENT OF TOTAL
ONE EVERY 8 MINUTES
TOTAL OFFENSES)1974 68,708
REPORTED 1973 51,785
TOTAL 1974 8535
ARRESTS 1973 (8136)
L—» } ' 4 “5
0 17,500 35,000 52,500 70,00

Burglary is the unauthorized entering of any dwelling, vehicle,
watercraft, or other Structure, movable or immovable, with the
intent to commit a felony or any theft therein. The classifi-
Cations of Burglary are a) Aggravated Burglary, b) Simple
Burglary ang c) Attempted Burglary.
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glar . . .
) ' as a Prgéeggs gﬁi;éx index crimes in Louisiana i :
sense of personal iﬁjui;though not a personal éri;eciasiified
effects the individu or threat of injur n e
al. It eff y, burglary stil
or destructi effects people i t1ll
accountedcfégnzgf2pr°perty and otherpvaﬁuzbigsthe area o? loss
loss Of-PrOperty.( gercent or 6,755,077 dOllaré ?urglarles
During the last fi 3,987,129 dollars) in Louis<'3 the total
increased from 4 252 %?grg,lthe value of PrOpert;agi in 1373.
! ' ollars i olen has
or 57.7 percent (see Table 2 beio;? 1969 to 6,755,077 in 1973

glary offenses reported to 1aw enforcement
§ from 51,785 in 1973 to 68,708 in 1974

of the 68,708 burglaries reported, approx-
t were simple purglaries. Four percent of
ported were for aggravated burglary;

4 percent were attempted burglaries

The number of bur
agencies increase
or 32.7 percent.
mately 92 percen
burglary offenses re
while the remaining
(see Table 1 below) .

Table 1
Table 2
1974 BURGLARY OFFENSES REPORTED AND ARREST SUMMARY PROPERTY VAL
UE STOLEN (IN DO
Type offenses Reported ég;est 1969 LLARS)
Aggravated Burglary 2,601 803 Burgl - 1972 1973
Simple Burglary 63,454 7,264 oy otal 4,284,650 | 6,182,415 | 5,939,001 | 5,629,36
Attempted Burglary 2,653 468 Resident - Ni i ,629,368 | 6,775,077
! ent - Night 1,144,440 | 1,486,116 | 1,503,547 | 1,2 ' ’
68,708 8,535 Resident — Da b ,259,926 | 1,802,452
Y 1,298,246 | 2,377,722 | 2,086,675 | 1,920,301 | 2,073
r ! 4 1573

TOTAL BURGLARY
there were 8,535 burglary arrests
increase of 4.9 percent over

simple burglary: as in the

above table,
This represents an

the 8,136 arres=sS made in 1973.
case of offenses reported, accounted for the majority of the

arrests (85 percent), while aggravated battery arrests com-
prised 9.5 percent and attempted burglary 5.5 percent.

As shown in the
made in 1974.

Eighty-Seven (87) percent of all burglary cases disposed of by

the court in 1974 resulted in guilty pleas while 8 percent
j udge and the remaining 5 percent

were tried before a jury O 3

disposed of in some other manner (dismissed, nolle prossed,
etc.) Of the cases resulting in guilty pleas, 90 percent
were pleas to the original charge while the other 10 percent
were guilty pleas to purglary in which burglary was a lesser

offense to the original bille the result of
bond forfeitures.

d offense OY

all burglary sentences resulted in
ecived probation sentences and
1ted in fines and other type
+ sentence was 2 to

In 1974, 58 percent of
confinements, 34 percent rec
the remaining 8 percent resu
sentences. The most frequent confinemen

5 years.

-

roughout this section were

R
3property value figures used th
1974 data is not

taken from FBI/UCR Crime in U. S. Reports.
presently available.
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Theft4

The number of thefts reported to law enforcement agencies
in Louisiana in 1974 increased 38.4 percent from 1973.
There was 90,308 offenses reported in 1974 as compared to
65,235 in 1973. As can be seen from Table 3 below, 97
percent of all thefts were classified as Thefts while 3
percent were classified as Unauthorized Use of Moveables.

Table 3

1974 THEFT OFFENSES REPORTED AND ARREST SUMMARY

Type Offenses Reported Arrests
Theft 87,688 19,799
Unauthorized Use 2,620 1,068
TOTAL THEFT 90,308 20,867

Arrests increased from 16,094 in 1973 to 20,867 in 1974

or 29.7 percent. Again the theft classification comprised
the majority of the arrests (95 percent) while unauthorized
use of moveables accounted for only 5 percent of the total
theft arrests.

For all theft cases disposed of in court, 89 percent were the
result of guilty pleas while 8 percent were tried by a judge
or jury and 3 percent were disposed of in some other manner.
Of the guilty pleas, 94 percent were to the formal charge
billed (theft) and 5 percent were pleas for a lesser charge
than billed. The remaining 1 percent were guilty as a result
of bond forfeitures.

Analyzing the sentences imposed for those offenders convicted
of a theft (either theft or unauthorized use of moveables),
approximately 37 percent were sentenced to confinement, 29
percent to probation, 11 percent were fined, and 23 percent
received some other type of sentence. The most frequent
confinement sentence given was less than 6 months.

?heft, like burglary, is considered a property crime. Theft
is also deemed to be a less serious crime than homicide, rape,
and armed robbery. As the following statistics indicate
however, its effect on the victim and society as a whole is
rather severe. In Louisiana alone in 1973, almost twenty-
four million dollars (23,987,129)4 worth of property was
stolen. Of this figure, 15,939,467 dollars or 66.5 percent
was stolen through acts of Theft.

4 o . .

Property value figures used throughout this section were taken
from FBI/UCR Crime in U. S. Reports. 1974 data is not presently
available.
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During the past five years the valiue of property stolen
thHrough theft in Louisiana has risen from 13,513,546 dollars

in 1969 to the 1973 figure of 15,939,467 dollars or 18.0 percent

{see Table 4).
Table 4

PROPERTY VALUE STOLEN FOR LOUISIANA (IN DOLLARS)

1969 1970 1971 1972 1973

Theft-Total |13,513,546| 16,287,014} 15,905,118 |15,521,335 | 15,939,467

Larceny-Total| 3,266,647 4,230,861} 4,212,472 | 4,871,574 } 4,795,964

$50 or More 2,909,844 3,829,655} 3,807,197 | 4,470,923 | 4,403,547

$5 to $50 346,346 377,043 390,550 368,047 350,017

Less than $5 10,457 24,163 14,725 32,604 42,400

Stolen Auto |{10,246,899 | 12,056,153 | 11,692,646 {10,649,761 | 11,143,503

As shown in the above table, stolen auto comprises the largest
single category of property stolen in each of the five years.

The percent of stolen autos to the total value of property
stolen ranges from 68.6 percent in 1972 to 75.8 percent in
1969 or an average over the past five years of 72.3 percent.

Although the value of autos stolen comprises over 70 percent
of all property value lost due to theft, it should be noted

that over the five year period from 1969 through 1973, an average
of 82.4 percent of the auto value, in dollars, is recovered in
Louisiana as compared to a national average over the same five
year period of approximately 75.4 percent. This figure should

stand as a tribute to Louisiana's law enforcement community.
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Driving While Intoxicated (DWI)

Operating a vehicle while intoxicated (under the influence

of alcoholic beverages OY drugs) 1is generally not classified as

a serious crime. Yet, in 1974 22,733 offenses of DWI were
reported, 22 percent more than 1973. 1In addition, 23,265 arrests
were made in 1974, 7/ percent more Than 1973. It ig interesting
to note that of all the crime reported in 1974, spanning more

than 280 offense categories, DWI's represented 4 percent of the
total, a large portion for just one type of offense.

gince not all drinking drivers stopped by the Louisiana law
enforcement officers are found to be legally DWI, the question
of just how dangerous is the "drinking driver" becomes
interesting. Table 5 below, compiled from IL,ouisiana State
police gtatistical records, reveals that 2,848 fatal accidents
were recorded from 1971 through 1973, resulting in 3,400 motor
vehicle traffic deaths. 0f these fatal accidents over 25 percent
or one-guarter involved a drinking driver. Admittedly not all
were legally DWI. However, these statistics certainly reinforce
the assumption that DWI is a serious crime and should be treated
accordingly by the criminal justice community and society as ”

Table 5

MOTOR VEHICLE TRAFFIC DEATHS DUE TO DRINKING DRIVERS

Motor Vehicle Total Fatal Fatal Accidents percent of
vear Traffic Deaths Accidents pDrinking Driver Fatal Accidents
1971 1,105 934 216 23.1

1972 1,144 964 255 26.4

1973 1,151 950 251 26.4

Total 3,400 2,848 722 25.3

NOTE: Complete 1974 statistics were not available.

From the judicial point of view, how are DWI cases processed?
pased on reported data, of the DWI cases processed by the courts,
92.5 percent pled guilty. Oof the cases brought to trial, 82.4
percent were found guilty. In summary, 97.5 percent of the total
DWI cases judicially processed resulted in a conviction.

In regards to gentences meted out for DWI conviction, refer to
Table 6. Note that for Distribution I 5 percent received
strictly confinement sentences, 3 percent received probation
sentences, 37 percent were fined and 55 percent received other
type of gsentences. Ninety-eight percent of the sentences in

the "other" category concerned a confinement OY fine altermative.

Tt is probable that the great majority of these sentences resulted

in the defendant paying the fine and thus avoiding confinement.
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Table 6

1974 DWI SENTENCE TYPE DISTRIBUTION

Percent of

- Percent of
Confinement Probation Percent of Percent of

| | Fine
grsgrlbution I 5 3 S | S
is ribution II o
Distribution III g g o5 gg
90 2
Table 7
1974 DWI SENTENCE SEVERITY
e .
O?iiﬁ;?gnt Probation Fines
. D YY-MM~DD S
age Sentence 00- )
- (OWI) 04-03 00-09-19 185
Average Sentence
| (Total Crimac) 02-07-20 01-05-22 86
.Sentence Range
(DWI) -~ Hi
L;%h 15-00-00 05~00-00
00-00~02 00-00-05 Sli
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confinement
YY~-MM~-DD
Sentence Range
(Total Crimes)
High Life
Low 00-00-01
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YY-MM-DD
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' DRUGS

1974 CRIME CLOCK 1974 OFFENSES REPORTED
(OFFENSES REPORTED) PERCENT OF TOTAL
ONE EVERY 53 MINUTES

TOTAL OFFENSES 1974 9,983
REPORTED 1973 5,826
TOTAT, 1974 16,076
\;\\\\\\\.\./ ARRESTS 1973 12,322 I
4 + ¥ f &
(o] 5000 10,000 15,000 20,000

Drugs _are'dar.lgerous Substances which possess the following
characterlstlcs; 1) possesses a potential for abuse, 2) may or
Tay not have a Currently accepted medical use in treatment in
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Drugs . .
. With regard to judicial dis

The term "drugs" as used in this analysis refers to all - S
dangerous substances as defined in Louisiana Revised ‘ 1n'both marijuana and ‘heroin cas 5
Statute Title 40, Chapter 4, Part X. Because of the guilty pleas make UP the matarrcS 35 well as tota]
. total dru : ajority of the qji ‘tal cases,
numerous types of drugs and drug groups (called schedules , g Crimes, 85,2 pPercent g : lspositions, For
in the above law), our analysis will concentrate on a involve non-jury triagls 1.8 e guilty pleas, g.s5
s : : disposition ! ~+0 Percent are -4 r 9.3 percent
few drugs of public interest such as marijuana and heroin p 'S make up 4.3 percent Jury trials ang oth
and regard the remainder as a single drug category. digg ggi?s'go to trial, only 10 % pg?erefore, a minority of iﬁe
ivi 81. . cent,
3 - . possession, 3o 1'> PSTCeNt of the judioig] il eference to
In 1974, 9,983 reports of drug offenses were received by co X ’ -1l percent pleadin X a dlspoSltlonS invol
law enforcement agencies, a 71 percent increase from 1973. Omprlsg most of the diSposltlong gullty Marijuana violatloVe
In addition, 16,076 drug arrests were made in 1974, 30.5 , ngEESSlon and manufacturing angy in ?Oth,t € activitieg of ne
percent more than 1973. 87.9 o former and 69.1 percent ofoihdlStrlbutlng' 22.1 percent
- r7 Percent of a1l dispositiong ¢ latter. Marijuana Comprises

Overall, drug offenses reported and arrests form a small
percentage of the state total in these categories, 2 percent Tabl
Table 9

‘ .
| ;|

Table 8 below indicates that the great majority of offense

reports and arrests are made for possession of the drug
rather than the manufacture and/or distribution; 70.4 percent Percent
vs. 29.6 percent for offenses reported and 62.6 percent vs. Guilt Percent Percent Perc
37.4 percent for persons arrested. Also, marijuana violations : Pleasy Jgry' Non-Jury Othent
are the crimes for which most offenses reported and arrests Mari —— zﬁiéiﬁ_ Trials Disposgi.
are made; 64.6 percent of all drug offenses reported and Magugna . 85.3 T —==£PSition
47.2 percent of all drug arrests. , Pos:essFure/Dlstribute 14-1 é.% 9.3 4.3
lon * . l O .
71.2 0.4 : .7
Table 8 . Heroin 8.3 3.6
, 75.
1974 DRUG OFFENSES AND ARRESTS REPORTEDS ggggg:g;gre/DlStribute 3806 §§'Z 2.3 0.0
) 1 ¢ - 2 3 .
36. .
Offenses  Percent | Persons Percent (orpqo, Drugs 4 2.3 0.0 8.8
Reported Of Total | Arrested Of Total MaDUfacgUre/Distrib . 862 3.7 51
: P o u e ‘37. : * .
Marijuana 6,426 64.4 7,595 47.2 , ossession 48_2 %-8 4.1 § g
Manufacture/Distribute 1,863 29.0 2,207 29.1 - Total Drugs .9 1.0 1:3
Possession 4,563 71.0 | 5,388 70.9 v Manufacture/Distrib t 85.2 1.8 8.7
o Po i ute 15, : 4.
Other Drugs 3,557 35.6 8,481 52.8 : Ssession 701 1.3 1.3 o s
Manufacture/Distribute 1,087 30.6 3,812 44.9 1 : 0.5 7.4 3'5
Possession 2,470 69.4 4,669 55.1 .
Total Drugs 9,983 100.0 16,0706 100.0
Manufacture/Distribute 2,950 29.6 6,019 37.4
Possession 7,033 70.4 10,057 62.6

5Percentage figures for Manufacture/Distribute and Possession
cetegories represent their distribution within the overall drug
category (e.g. 30.6 percent of he offenses reported for "Other
Drugs" were involved with the activity of "Manufacture/Distribute -

42 :
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Table 10 below deals with the types of sentences handed - Tables 11 and 12 ;
down for drug crimes and their distribution rates. We  involving manufacgsii with Sentence
note that 83.7 percent of the sentences were for possession ~ activities respectiveland/Or distrip
convictions. Of these possession convictions, the most categories, the averagg-segggsczhat for each of the drug
1 €Xcept fines, for :
PoOssession

frequegtligntence X@s probation w;th 39.9 iercgnt of @hi. is less severe than for manufact /
cases falling in this category. owever, heroin convictions highest average sent ure and/or distributs
ence for both dru L TR ution. The
g activitieg ;3

were highest in the manufacture and/or distribute category for the manufactu . i
with 59.5 pércent of the convictions being in this group. 4 months, and 13 g:y:nd/or distribution of heroi

Also, note that for both types of convictions, the most for all crimes 4 .
; s . r

frequent sentence for a heroin conviction was confinement. Yg confinement and

Most marijuana convictions resulted in probations (42.0

percent) and of these, "possession" was the more frequent

conviction type (36.9 percent).

Table 10

1974 DRUG SENTENCES DISTRIBUTION

but the average drug fine ig not
r

86 dollars.

Probation are le
327 dollars compar

Table 11

1974 DRUG SENTENCES
SEVERITY DISTR
(MANUFACTURE < DISTRIBUTION)IBUTION

Confinement

Percent Percent Percent Percent Probation Fines
Confinement Probation Fine Other Marijuana T
Average 02-10-

Marijuana 26.3 42.0 7.1 24.6 Range 10-17 02-05-08 $ 235
Manufacture/Distribute 5.2 5.1 0.4 High 10~00-00
Possession 21.1 36.9 6.7 23.1 Low 00-02-00 SS-OO-OO $ 500

-00-10 $ 100

Heroin 88.1 9.5 2.4 Heroin
Manufacture/Distribute 54.8 4.8 0.0 Average 39-04-13
Possession 33.3 4.7 2.4 Range 07-06-~00 $ -0-

High .

Other Drugs 45.3 43.6 1.8 Low Osfégfoo 10-00-00 $ -0~
Manufacture/Distribute 20.5 13.8 0.0 05-00-00 $ —~0=
Possession 24.8 29.8 1.8 Other Drugs

Average 05-04-

Total Drugs 29.8 41.5 6.4 Range 04-22 02-09-18 $ —0-
Manufacture/Distribute 2.3 1.6 0.0 High Life
Possession 27.5 39.9 6.4 Low 00-09-00 38‘80~00 $ -0~

-06~00 $ —0-
Total Drugs
Average -
Range . 09-00-00 02-07-14 § 235
High .
Life
Low 10~00-00
| 00-02~00 00-00-10 § fgg
Total Crimes
Average - ,
Range 02-07-20 01-05-22 $ 86
High .
Life
L 18-00~
ow 00~00-01 oo-oo—gg 215’020
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Table 12

1974 DRUG SENTENCES SEVERITY DISTRIBUTION
(POSSESSION)

Confinement Probation Fines
Marijuana
Average 00-06-27 00-08~26 $ 279
Range
High 10-00~00 05-00~00 $ 750
Low 00~-00-06 00-00~06 S 50
Heroin
Average 05-07-23 02-03-00 $ 5,000
Range
High 13-00-00 03-00~00 $ 5,000
Low 00~-G3-00 01-06-00 $ 5,000
Other Drugs
Average 01-11-12 01-08-16 $ 200
Range
High 10-00-00 07-06-00 $ 300
Low 00-03-00 00-03-00 $ 150
Total Drugs
Average 00-11-00 00-10~03 $ 327
Range
High 13-00-00 07-06-00 $ 5,000
Low 00-00-06 00-00-06 $ 50
Total Crimes
Average 02-07-20 01-05-22 s 86
Range
High Life 18-00-00 $15,000
Low 00-00-01 00-00~-02 $ 1



‘7 OTHER
CRIMES
OTHER CRIMES
1974 CRIME CLOCK 1974 oFrENsEg REPORTED
(OFFENSES REPORTED) PERCENT OF TOTATL
ONE EVERY 85 SECONDS
TOTAL OFFENSES 1974 369,092
REPORTED 1973 267,945
TOTAL 1974 137,808 I
ARRESTS 1973 108,461 I
L . ) l‘ '
o 100,000 200,000 300,000 400,000
- E’
i
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Other Crimes

category relates toO all those crimes not

mentioned previously in our analysis. A wide variety of crimes
come under the scope of this category: ranging from serious
crimes such as kidnapping and arsony o minor crimes such as

disturbing the peace.

The "Other Crimes"

38 percent more than

imes were reported,
d to 108,461

Iin 1974, 369,092 such cr
arrests were made compare

1973. In 1974, 137,808
in 1973, a 27 percent increase.

nt of the cases disposed by the
courts pleaded quilty., 10 percent went to trial, and 5 percent
received some other disposition, Eighty-seven percent of all
court dispositions resulted in a conviction.

pased on reported data 85 pexce

tion and severity, 13 percent were

placed on prchation, 50 percent
eived other sentences. Of the other

sentences 82 percent involved a confinement OY fine sentence. It
ig probable that most of these resulted in a fine being paid in
order to avoid confinement. If we assume that this happened to
all of these type sentences, then fines comprised 76 percent of
all sentences. Tf we assume half of the confinement OT fine type
sentences result:d in a fine, then fines comprised 63 percent of
all sentences. In any event, even disregarding the confinement
or fine sentences, at least half of all sentences for "Other

Crimes" were fines.

In regard to sentence distribu

confinements,
were fined and 26 percent rec

Section B. TOTAL CRIME ANALYSIS~BY AGENCY DISCIPLINE

Y

Law Enforcement System k

"7he attitudes of the i
. American
servi . ; people tow .
i Eﬁeari often inconsistent. The poliizdathe police
represen{ aiihnegded but are often feared becgi appreciated
situation comegiéz%'anghigezfg réd?CUIed in thesiozhﬁgmor of
In some cases e ! ized in police televisi
ot hatred tcwaggltﬁécal ideology dictates attitigéleE drama.
of the police servi police. Only rarely is the re i respect
uniform known, o h?e broadcast; rarely is the m al nature
is critical ,E r his true role appraised. Yet ap inside the
4ith conflicts and. day of his professional life he 15 me
frightening £ and situations that are too : e 1s met
ng for many Americans to confront painful or too
"There is no confusi | :
usion about .
tro i one point. .
uble, Americans expect quick pglice rezgggsiacei with
; ;o wnen

victimized, they w -
fessional,ﬁ vy want--and expect--the services of a pro-

How can law enfor
cement a :
What specific ai gencies best perf : -
words Eseé ;; i;gswqokthey require? Lgt'sogg ggiirtduties?
data ... the’ b }C ersham Commission in o e
in referencz giglnglng of wisdom." Withoutlzii' ~accurate
enforcement age crimes committed, where, and b Urite data
without such gazgles are severely hampered Mgrzogm' Law
crime patt Tl er,

cannot be e L p erns and crimi

stablished, and the aPPrehensionnzé gizggrni

inals

as well as the det
N . erent 3 o .
an impossibility. and prevention of crime is almost

The law enf
ey pictuggcemgnt ag?ncies alcne cannot cope with th
. ommunity understanding and cooperatioi

. . : ] ]
A S

of the statu
. s ; LoD
of crime within their community is a must

- Let's look
\ . now at the c : '
crime total ) rime picture of Louisi
s and index crimes will be discu:izgain iﬁgte
£ is

~ section. Mor :
 Table aop OFe detailed data can be found in Appendix

- Louisiana r
eported 586,077 offenses in 1974 compared to 428,7
, 787

offenses re
o . ” [
ported in 1973; an increase of 36.7 percent Let!
. . et's

- look at th
, ese i :
“igtlon' same figures considering another variable
1974 is approxi ' r POPUT
' reported Percentagz Eﬁirtwo years. Compared to thegiffzizes
ease, one can see that th
e total number

The i i
estimated population for Louisiana in 1973 and

o

6 ;
National Advi
. dvi i i
sory Commission on Criminal Justice Standards

an-d Goals O l .| C W t
b e 1 \Y4 rinctin
. . s i g

‘;i Office, 1973, p.1l.
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of offenses reported tO law enforcement officials has increased
faster than the state's population growth. These figures are
significant pecause of the fact that population and population
density is considered & factor of crime. With crime increasing
at a faster rate than the population, the chances of all citizens

becoming victims of crime are also increasing.

For many years index crimes have been used to measure crime.
Tndex crimes are used because they represent crimes which are
2 serious threat to society. In ILouisiana, index crimes are
composed of homicide, rape. aggravated assault and hattery.,

robbery . burglary, and theft.

Tn 1974 there were 184,269 index crime offenses reported to
Louisiana law enforcement agencies as compared to 136,329
offenses reported in 1973. This represents an increase of
35,2 percent. 1,00king back at the percent increase of total
crimes (36.7 gsee that index ~rimes are in-
creasing at a slightly lesser rate than total crime. It is
interesting, however, to recognize that index

crimes (serious crimes) are increasing at approximately the

same rate as the less serious crimes.

1,et's look at index crimes in respect to population OX crime

rate per 100,000 population (see definitions of terms). In

1974 the state crime rate was 4,896 index crime offenses re-
ported per 100,000 population. compared to 1973's crime rate
3,622 an increase of 35.2 percent is shown.

changes 1is the same for poth total

The pattern of the percent
i although slightly

offenses reported and index crilmes reported,
1ower for crime rates than for total index crimes.
inference 1is that crime is increasing at a much faster rate
than the state's population. Because of this, the people of
the state are more 1ikely to become victims of a gserious (index)

crime each year the crime rate increases.

Another way to 100k at index crimes is by 1ooking at crime
seriousness. Crime seriousness is a weighted measurement of
crime. The six Louisiana index crimes are weighted in regard
to their seriousness to society with the most serious index
crime (homicide) having the heaviest weight (26) . The other
index crimes and their weights are rape (11). robbery (5) .
aggravated assault and pattery (4), burglary (3), and theft (2).

Louisiana had a crime seriousness level of
shows that although the crime rate shows

the vast majority of
and thefts.

in 1973 and 1674,
2.9 percent. This
4,896 index crimes per 100,000 people,
index crimes are composed of purglaries

-~
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The important

These high percenta i
; ge 1lncrease
One reason is t s are due to :
the police incrgz:eghiizgggal number of offzxgezaiggoriagOns.
quality of re ; icantly. The ot ree to
popula{ion wagoigiggéd lCJIS believes more g?rtieason.la the
in actual, not estimated © Louisiana
, crime data

(97.7 percent of st i
ever before. ate population .n 1974 for example), th
r an

Other factora also
; played an i
in the numbe important vole i
1) the preszngfegffenaes reported. Two o? tﬂ the sharp rise
onomic conditions especiallyelie factors are:
eginning the

last couple of
years;
toward urban areas ; (2) the population trend in Louisia
. na

When offenses are
reported
they expect, a : and people becom L oti
. their communit;dtglggtgsllytﬁ?r the law enfirgg;gnﬁs of crime
* offenders. The erything possible t nt agency in
. apprehension of crimi o apprehend th
~ as arrests. T of criminals i the.
. been solved orhiﬁgﬁ arrests do not mean th;i iﬁown statistically
decided in a couri Ehe arrestee is guilty Th? offense has
of law. It does mean that t;: gii tz-be
esting

~agency has performed ;

L L their 4

or individu uty of appr : N

" question bzézdthey feel committed tﬁz igiidlng the individual

: ’ upon the evidence they haveergr Cooaes in
ceived.

. During 1974, 217
842 arr
not necessaéil ' ests were reported i :
y mean 217,842 people were aéregzég Flgure does
, as a single

B

of a year and £
or more tha
‘more than one indivi n one offense. A
individual may be arrested foisgém;?ﬁimber that
itting a

~single offense i
= Of . This figure si
‘made during the reporting periogply shows the number of arrests

‘The 217,842 a
22.5 percent rrests shown for 1974 repre
E S "
past five yeaize€h1973 arrests (177,720).en§§wan increase of
32.7 perCent Th e aVerage rate of increase .eVer, over the
. us, the increase between 197§naigrigsi is
is

less than th
" e average ar i
years. (See Table 13 belgiit increase during the last five

Table 13
“Yea LOUISIANA ARRESTS FOR 1970-19747
r
_-1970 Number of Arrests Percent Ch
. n ange
To71 82,745 g
1973 62,415 4.6
1973 113,988 BN
1971 177,760 sels
,v 217,842 5575
| 22.5
,‘7%“—__

E

'ATTORNEY
= GENERAL TO
~ THE GOVERNOR A
ND MEMBERS OF TH
E LEGISLATURE:

—

CRIME STA
_ T
2 ISTICS for the years 1970 through 1973
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in 1974 than the
corresponds to the
ted when offenses

Even though the rate of increase is less
previous two years, the rate of increase

rate of increase for total offenses repor
reported peaked in Iouisiana in 1973.
taled 40,693 in 1974 compared

15.7 percent. over the
ouisiana have increased

14 below) .

Index crime arrests in 1974 to
to 35,181 in 1973 or an increase of
past five years, however, arrests in L
an averagde of 19.4 percent (see Table

Table 14

LOUISIANA TNDEX CRIME ARRESTS FOR 1970 THRU 19748

Number Index Crime Arrests Eercent Change

Yeaxr

1970 20,674 -
1971 12,822 -38.0
1972 22,049 , 72.0
1973 35,181 59.6
1974 40,693 15.7

EAll figures taken from the STATE OF LOUISIANA REPORT OF THE
MBERS OF THE LEGISLAT

ATTORNEY GENERAL TO THE GOVERNOR AND ME
1970 through 1973.

CRIME gTATISTICS for the years
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The Judiciary

The term "Judiciary" i :
y" in this i
and court elements i . section encompa
A rt system hag;séeeHlstor%cally, data Onptizezczqtb prosecutive
iy attorneys inntigb?ltted to the Attorney Géziﬁlistf the
istics were th orm of an annual summ a y the
in writing theegtﬁznually tabulated from the:e rary report. Stat-
Governor and Memberzngz Sﬁneral‘s Annual Crime pfggitstand used
. Legislat . ST o the
ever, a new reporting s e Legislature. Beginning i
tion in a more effi g system was devised to ¢ ing in 1974, how-
more aseful inforiziignt manner, the goal beiigtﬁie more informa-
district attorneys butnéheThetieporting agencies rgmgigdgction of
summary-type method was diff € €
basis. Aggo,agggiiireport' reporting beqairggté Instead of a
onal data elements were requigzge;by;case
o be report-

ed. Finally, data £
: 3 rom each
LCJIS. report form have b
een automated b
Yy

A

As mentioned earli
: er, due to th
mentation of t ! : e problems . i
1974 is presenziynizciggigﬁlng system, thegggigazzilzgttgeflmple_
activity of the Louisi e and not represe : e or
Lo uisiana Co ntative of the t
were antic - urt System. S e total
system on ;ﬁiﬁeg'lgigzlculirly when impleigiiin;n;t;al problems
statistical tabl scale, and have be 2 reporting
have b . ‘been remedied. Al
flect. on a parien een provided in th : s0,
icial aCtiOnESJ ié;gring state basis, the Pro:eiﬁzgm-ilx Whlc}} re-
icial actions reported to LCJIS during 1974. In rial and jud-
ysis of judicial dispositions di;E;QEItSeVeral
’ ibution of

Q sentences (by t
ype) , and sentenc
e severity of confi
nement, pro-

bation, fine
s and other-t
tables would ype sentences. I
have more reference than analgsyzsugglttﬁhat Such
7 erefore,

B
C n.

- ently compreh i
LY ensive to
~ Louisiana Court System.prese\nt a representative profile of the
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Corrections

For purposes of this analysis, the term ncorrections” means
the Louisiana Department of Corrections (pOC) specifically
excluding all other correctional agencies and systems, such
as parish prisons, local jails, offender rehabilitation
centers, etc. The principal reason for this restructured
treatment oOf the broad category of corrections is the
necessity of obtaining valid and comprehensive data upon

which to base an analysis. DOC,

the only entity within Touisiana's corrections network that
can currently provide such data. All data presented in this
analysis, and much more, ig available in reference table form
in the Department of Corrections Annual gtatistical Report

for Fiscal year 1973-74.

frequently used in this analysis 1is "admissions”,
which refers to offenders admitted to DOC institutions within
a stated time period. offenders receiving probation sentences
are not included when referring to Tagmissions' .

Another term

In all of the tables presented in this analysis, the data 1is
by type of institution. A1l adult male admissions

i processed through Louisiana State Prison at

and thus are included in the category "L,SP".
admissions are sent to the Louisiana Ccorrectional
Tnstitute for Women at St. Gabriel (LCIW) , and are designated
"L,CIW" in the tables. Juvenile admissions are initially
processed +hrough the Juvenile Reception and piagnostic Center
in Baton Rouge (JRDC) . and are identified in the tables as
nJRDC". Due to differences between the type and extent of

data collected on adults and juveniles by DOC 1n fiscal year
only presented in the first two tables

Angola
Female adult

1974, juvenlle data is
in this analysis.

puring Fiscal year 1974,
(pOC) , began to automate many of its data collection and

reporting gystems, SO that for the first time,
became both comprehensive and verifiable. This fact, plus the
fact that data from previous years were not collected and/or
reported 1in the same format as is now possible, precludes any
type of valid, jongitudinal data analysis for the years pre-
ceeding fixcal year 1974. With this in mind, the following
analysis will disregard data prior to 1974,
on providing a statistical summary of the Louisiana pepartment

of Corrections as it stands today.
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as pointed out below, represents

the Louisiana Department of Corrections

and will concentrate

The first ar
ea of DOC to be presented for analysis will b
e

state-operated penal institutions

A breakdown of 1974

admissions to DOC instituti
in Table 15 below. utions by race and sex is presented

Table 15
F —
Yy 1973-74 ADMISSIONS BY RACE, SEX, AND LOCATIO
N
WM BM
Location i WF BF Total
o. Pct.}| No. Pct. | No. Pct.| No Pct N
. . o. Pct.
LSP 785 34.5 {1493 65.5| -~ -
- - 2278 100
LCIW - - -— -
- —-— 35 32.71 72 67.3] 107 100.0
435 27.9 818 52.5 |157 10.11147 9.5(1557 10
TOTAL | -
: 1220 30.9 [2311 58.6 (192 4.9)1219 5.6(13942
. . 100.0

of previous commitments

The male adult intake facility at

Angola (LSP
) shows almost a 50-50 split between new and r
epeat

commitments.

: . The pictur

and in the j : . e at the female ad i i i

: juvenile institutions (JRDC) isuigtlzitgiution (LCIW)
eak, but

even they report
ort over one~f
as repeat commitments. ourth vf their current admissions

data being collected‘t

Table 16

OFFENDER CLASS BY LOCATION

e z:rst Coméitment Repeat Commitment Total
'fLSP l\"izi = Pe?cent No. Percent | No. Percent
7 LCIW_‘ ”78 53.2 | 1067 46.8 2278 100.0‘

e " 72.9 29 27.1 _ 107 100.0
’#TOTAﬁ_ 2406 71.7 440 28.3 1557 100.0

: » ; 61.0 1536 38.9 3942 100.0
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Another method of describing penal institution admissions
is to distinguish between those individuals coming in as
parole violators, and those who are considered "regular"
admissions (i.e. those not on parole status at the time of
their crime). In Table 17, which presents data from the
adult male and adult female intake centers, it can be seen
that there was a relatively low proportion of parole
violators to regular admissions during the current period
(12 percent for males, 5 percent for females). However,
an interesting fact surfaces when looking at the male parole
violators--namely, that only one-third of adult males sent
to prison for parole violations actually committed new
felonies. The other two~-thirds were incarcerated solely
for violation of parole rules and regulations, i.e.

"technical" violations.
Table 17

TYPE OF ADMISSION BY INSTITUTION
Type Adult Male (LSP) Adult Female (LCIW)
Admigsion No. Percent No. Percent
Regular 1942 85.3 99 92.5

Parole Violation

New Felony 92 4.0 4 3.7
Technical 177 7.8 2 1.9
Transfer-Iin 0 0 0 0
Escape Returns 67 2.9 2 1.9
2278 100.0 107 100.0

TOTAL

In terms of type of crime committed by 1974 adult admissions,
some interesting facts quickly bzcome apparent. As shown

in Table 18 below, comparisons of male (LSP) and female (LCIW)
inmates reveals that the proportion of females convicted of

murder is almost 3 times higher than that of males (22.1 percent

versus 8.6 percent). This trend continues for assault and
battery convictions, where the puoportion of females to males
is about two to one. Still speaking in terms of proportions,
males outnumbered females four to one in burglary convictions
and three to one in robbery convictions, while females held the
edge_in the categories of theft (less than two to one) and
forgery/fraud (three to one), and drugs (almost two to one).
Interestingly, no females were convicted of sex crimes, whereas
almost 5 percent of the males were in this category.
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T i e

B T

th for males

: On a bPercen
. maleg Convicted of homicfg

-t

~to only 7 bercent of females
ast 10 year sent

r Whereas almoskt two—thiig
€ less than 10 years.,

Table 18

COMMITMENT CRIME
S _BY LOCAT
(PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION%Qg

Commitment
Crime LSP LCIW
Homicide 8.6

Assault ang

Battery 4.7 7.4
Sex Crime 4.9
Burglary 28.8 7.4
-
Robbery 19.3 6
] . .6
Theft 3.8 13
. .1
—_— T
Forgery & Fraud 2.7 7.4
.
Drugs 13.0 24.6
Other 9.2 11
. .5
TOTAL 100.0 100.0

Penalties, in terms of

"~ For instance th
. : e mod
1s life, 2t
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whereas for femal i i
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ge bas%s, almost one-thirg ofl:lis
€ received 1jfe Sentences
. Over two~-thirds of ail

L e

Sentence length,

Oor most frequent,

compared
males

ces (including those receiving

s of females convicted of



Table 19

OMMITMENT OFFENSE_BY SENTENCE LENGTH

COMMITMENT OFFBESR —- ———

Length of gentence in Years

Per-
Crime 1-2 2=3 3-5 5-10 10-15 15+ Life No. cent
Homicide

LSP 4 2 15 49 28 49 67 214 8.6
LCIW 1 - 5 11 6 2 2 27 22.1
Assault/Battery
LSP 16 3 28 45 18 7 1 118 4
LCIW 1 2 4 2 - - - 9 7.
Sex Crimes
LSP 10 9 17 29 12 18 26 121 4.9
LCIW - - - - - - - - -
Burglary
LSP g6 119 297 200 4 11 - 717 28.8
LCIW 1 1 3 4 - - - 9 7.4
Robbery
LSP 16 27 44 149 76 165 3 430 19.3
LCIW - - 2 5 1 - - 8 6.6
Theft f
LSP 51 63 60 44 2 - - 220 8.8
LCIW 5 3 4 4 - - - 16 13.1
Forgerz/Frand
LSP 10 9 19 25 5 - - 68 2.7
LCIW 3 2 2 2 - - - 9 7.4
Drugs
1.SP 51 77 84 91 14 5 1 323 13.0
LCIW 7 12 7 3 - - 1 30 24.6
Other
LSP 57 84 32 39 5 10 3 230 9.2
LCIW 5 5 -- 4 - - - 14 11.5
TOTAL .
LSP 301 393 596 671 7 265 101 2491 100.0
LCIW 23 25 27 35 164 2 3 122 100.0:

e

In Table 20, 1974 DOC admissions to each institution are broken
out by parish of commitment. Wwith a large proportion of the
state's population, the Parish of Orleans, as expected, prOvided
the lion's share (one—third) of all current adult admissions.
other high population density areas such as Jefferson, Caddo,

and East Baton Rouge Parishes averaged around six to seven percent.

All other parishes contributed less than
Although

of total admissions.
5 percent of the total 1974 adult commitments to pocC.
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not presented in Table 2 :
. . 0 an 1 .
distributed b : 0, juvenile admissi
y parish, with 18.3 percent co;?ingiinmgrg Sauarly
v Caddo, 11.3

percent from Orleans g o

than 7 percent. » and all other parishes contributing 1 "
less -

Table 20

ADMI :
SSIONS ?; PARISH OF COMMITMENT AND LOCAT
orcentage of Distribution) =

Parish LsSP LCTW
Orleans 32.7 240
Jefferson 7.4 9'6
Caddo 6.9 . '
East Baton Rouge . 7.5
Other Parishes 46.3 42.:
TOTAL :
abl ' 100.0 100.0
matez i; ;ii§g§ii§izltgzt23§§§ibution of male and female in- %

Inm i :
ates not included in this %

and 0.9 percent "students" (2 8
labor force" of females) and those classifigzrginfngi males
in

(5.6 per :
Members of t percent of males and 36
order to preZZE: Zaﬁiﬁgrles were excluded.érgﬁrzﬁgttgglfemales)’ ;
inmates a 3 occupational br e in - ’
ctually in the labor force at i;gszEengonéy.those
admission.

table are those classified as

Table 21

p OCCUPATIONAL BREAKDOWN
ercentage of Distribution)

chgpational Males
. egory
| In Work Force (LSP) In WorkFemales
Professional/ E—
: Mapagerial *
- Clerical/ =
» Sales »
;D:Se;vice =5
Skilled T s
- Semi~Skilled 53 z
- Unskilleqd s L
.Farm Labor 253 gg.g
: 1.2 '
© TOTAL N |
: 100.0 100
.O
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The proportion of adult inmates who are married is about the
same for males and females (25 percent), although males
classified as single (as opposed to common-law, divorced,
widowed, etc.) represent 50 percent of the LSP population
compared to 31 percent for single females at LCIW.
portionally speaking, females outrank males
being divorced and 3 to 1 in being either widowed Or separ-

(See Table 22.) :

ated.
Table 22
1974 DOC ADULT ADMISSIONS é
MARITAL STATUS E
Marital LSP LCIW
Status No. Percent No. Percent
gingle 1137 49.9 33 30.9
Married 608 26.7 27 25.2 -
Common-Law/ E“
Consort 216 9.5 8 7.5 “
Divorced 178 7.8 18 16.8
Widowed/
Separated 139 6.1 21 19.6
TCTAL 2278 100.0 107 100.0

In the area of drug abuse, there is a noticeable lack of detailed
information on the inmate population of DOC. Although a portion
of DOC intake procedures involves questioning the offender about

his drug usage history, the information obtained is neither exten-
give nor verifiable, an :

d consists strictly of the offender's .
statement as to his degree of usage, if any, of certain specific
drugs. The results of this completely subjective data gathering
process are summarized in Tables 23 and 24 for adult male and
female 1974 admissions. The figures presented in these tables
do not reflect a count of persons,

but a count of the occurrence
of drug usage, hence a single person may be counted in any

number of categories. Percentages shown reflect the distribution !
of non-addiction versus addiction occurrences for each drug type.
The only specific drug type having over a 15 percent addiction
rate for either sex was heroin, in which 72 percent of males and
52 percent of females reporting usage claimed to be addicts.

The only female reporting»amphetamine usage ad
causing an inflated 100 percent addiction rate
be considered as statistically valid.

3

that should not
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mitted to addiction:. -

Table 23

DISTRIBUTION OF DRUG

USAGE -~ LSP

brug Type Non-Addiction
= Usage Addiction Tot
. Pct. No. Pct ozl
Marijuana 465 99.5 2 0.5
= . 467
Hero
in 92 27.7 240 72.3 332
Alcohol 1106 96.9 35 3.1 1141
Barbituates 110 98.2 2 1.8
. 112
Amphetamines 76 89.4 9 ‘
. 10.6 85
Hallucinogens 98 98.0 2
. 2.0 100
Other
63 68.4 29 31.6 92
Table 24
DISTRIBUTION OF DRUG USAGE - LCIW
brug Type Non-Addiction
" Usage Addiction Tot
O. Pct. No. Pct grad
Marijuana 16 . 84.2 3 15.8
. . 19
Heroi
n 11 47.8 12 52.2 23
Al |
cohol 25 86.2 4 13.8 29
Barbituates 9 90.0 1
. 10.0 10
Amphetamines 0 0.0
. 1 100.0 1
Hallucinogens 5 100.0 0
. 0.0 5
Other
1 33.3 2 66.7 3
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Section C. OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS - A SAMPLE STUDY

The concept emerging today as the ool for measuring crime and
criminal justice activities is the Offender-Based Transaction
Statistics (OBTS) System. It is the goal of OBTS to provide

for the .collection of significant data by law enforcement, court
and correctienal agencies about every person arrested on a
serious charge (index crimes and other crimes as specified) from
arrest to final disposition. An additional goal is to utilize
this data to provide an accurate.and current statistical profile
of the state's criminal justice-system, and rapid, reliable and
secure exchange of information on positively identified indivi-
duals convicted of a serious crime. The intent of this section
is to reveal the type of information possible through the use

of OBTS. The application of OBTS is dynamic, with the actual
utilization of the system dependent upon the user agency.

The following data and analysis is the result of an OBTS study
performed by the Statistical Analysis Center of the Louisiana
Criminal Justice Information System in East Baton Rouge Parish.
One hundred armed robbery cases were tracked from the time of
arrest by the Baton Rouge City Police 40 the District Attorney's
office, 19th Judicial Court, and the correctional segment
(parish prisons and the State Department of Corrections). A
more complete analysis, including a time analysis from one action
point to another within the criminal justice system (e.g.,
arrest date to billing date), and a sentence analysis will be
available in the summer of 1975. :

Law Enforcement Segment

As stated previously, the study was conducted on 100 armed
robbery cases, selected at random, from the Baton Rouge City
Police Department. These cases were taken from 1971, 1972

and 1973 arrests. As can be seen from Table 25, three-fourths
of the arrests consisted of black males while one-fourth
consisted of white males. Notice that three=fourths of the
arrests consisted of individuals 24 years of age or less.

Table 25

o P R

ARRESTS BY RACE, SEX, AND AGE

Race/Sex Below 17 17-24 25-34 35+ Total

White Male 3 10 5 6 24

Black Male 19 44 0 3 76
64
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been formally billed.

Also, notice that no females

wer i
does not rule out the possibilit§ Fovs in
females committed armegd ’
jurisdiction.

this sample, This
Se il even .though small, that
eries during this period in this

“Another interesting trend of
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the offender, the higher i1i
: . . probability of the i
zi;tz maie.f Remember, however, that this isogifndertbelng 7
ample rfor armed robberies, ang only furtheryogfsr:23d9f
ies

. .
can ) tell U. s if in fact an age a i
i . g /r ce correlation for armed rob-

O0f the 100 cases randomi

juvenile cases and sent to tangicds 19
on}y adult offenders,
this point.

' were classified as
thté family court. Since OBTS tracks
ese 19 cases exited the system at
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Prosecution Segment

Of the remaining 81 cases sent to th i
: e distri '
gfi;geéZGgrof the cases had bills filed. géczhztggrgiils
(Aimed Btk w?—th}rds were filed on the original char eS
thined Ro be while eighteen (18) or approximatel gp—
e billed on a lesser charge. The following zggle

lists the reduced i :
occurrence formal billings and their frequency of

Table 26

REDUCED FORMAT, BILLINGS
3S ~ BY
FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF CHARGE

Formal Charge

‘ Frequency
Simple Robbery 12
Attempted Armed Robbery 2

Aggravated Battery 1
Simple Battery 1
Misdemeanor Theft 2

As cg : |
n be seen from Table 26, the most frequently used

charge is simple robbery, which occurs in

approximate] —thi
charge. Y two-thirds of the cases billed for a lesser

At the i '
(Decemb:;miggf data co;lection of the prosecution segment
aWaiting oo ), one-elghth of the cases (10) were still
nolle prossezecgtor action. Also, ten (10) cases had been
billing oy with six (6) of the nolle prosses comiﬁ bef

e four (4) cases were nolle prossed aftergbillggg

Fifteen (15)
. of the 81 case ~hi :
eXlted the System with ten ?lg?agﬁlpg Ehe prosecution Stage
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Court Segment

Of the fifty-five (55) cases billed and continued to the
court segment, forty-two (42) cases have resulted in con-
victions. The table below shows the conviction breakdown

by formal charge and by plea or jury trial.
Table 27

CONVICTION DISTRIBUTION -~ BY
PLEA AND JURY TRIAL

Conviction Charge

Conviction Formal Lesser Charge
Type Charge from Bill
Plea 18 9

Jury Trial 14 1

Included in the formal charge billed section in Table 27
are those cases billed for an offense other than the

arrested charge (Armed Robbery). This accounts for the
higher ratio of convictions, especially pleas to the formal

charge.

The following table shows the name and the frequency of the
convicted charges which were less than the formal charge
billed. Notice that simple robbery and attempted armed
robbery were the more prevalent reduced conviction charge.
2lso, the vast majority of these cases were the result of
rleas being entered by the offender on the lesser charge.

Tablie 28

DISTRIBUTION OF LESSER CONVICTED CHARGES

Charge Frequency
-‘Simple Robbery 4
Attempted Armed Robbery 3
Attempted Simple Robbery 1
Misdemeanor Theft 1
1

Accessgory After The Fact

As previously stated, forty-two (42) of the fifiy-five (55)

cases billed and continued to the court segment resulted in
However, eight (8) of these convictions were

convictions.
appealed with five (5) of the appeals being affirmed (upheld)

by the supreme court, two (2) of the cases being returned,
and one (1) case still pending as of March 1975. Also, ten

- - - -

five (5) resulting from

g rom not guilty disposits ;
sgéﬁéngrbggzgzi ?f dlsm%ssals, no%le pggz;:;onstand tive (5)
(as of March 193;?r S;;lng the course of the’tiigi' bg cos
segment. v €@ (3) cases are active in the ggiigtly

Corrections Segment

correctional segment thy i

g ough either th i i

Ogggsdgiga;:§ent of Corrections. Thir§y§§;;8?3§rlson by the

ten (10) wereepgigggdoinpi §o€§inement institutignoihE?E

‘ Obation.

he type of sentence for the forty_tgge(§§?l§f§:lgw depicts
nders.

T

Table 29
\

SENTENCE DISTRIBUTION - BY TYPE

e e

§$¥§ence Type Frequency
Confipement

ggglsh Prison %g
Probation

boc 10

TOTAL, ;;

 & As of March 1975
.+ have exit © /3, twelve (12) of the forty- 5
. prison angdfihe System with seven (7) exi{iEWOf(4z) offenders
_ ve (5) released from probation 7 NgogfgaréSh
. enders

have been
re

leased from the State Department of Correction

s

; - the fe) i .

the latest bening of this sectj

- and . . ion, the u .
;. able to crimina?oizsggézntl§%ly useful séatistiiilofoS?Tivzil
2 prov 1 . . N 7 /~ . -
i ¢ lmmensely valuable to al§18§:§iy used, this system can

14

- as you have i
| ; s . .
;_fCatlon s theeggt;nfthls secFlgn and more, produced for i
) rom pParticipating agencies become avngiél
2 e,

. Complete
L ° implementati
. 'S schequled for lateo?9$$ all state ceriminal justice agencies
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CHAPTER II. THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM - AN OVERVIEW

a system must be deve in this state and .
of information on ¢ >loped to in : the nation,

{
}V' . : . : .
INTRODUCTION ;, criminal Justice agencies., Criminals for the use of all
3. .
Criminality which we perceive daily must be controlled i~ The Comprehensive Data s
by a system which is yet only a diverse and loosely-knit series ‘. will provide the missi ystem Program described in
of agencies which include Law Enforcement, the Judiciary and . 1in our fight against 09 ingredient that ig absol this chapter
Corrections. In an effort by the state to improve the Criminal o Crime - INFORMATION ately Necessary
- Justice System, it is evident that the biggest obstacles have © - This chapter ig devoted
been the lack of information regarding its present operation. - Louisiana’s Criminal J t? the structure and functj
Specific information that is available often is neither timely | . the reader aware that Eﬁ?lce System. The intent tions of
nor in a form useful for decision making. All criminal justice . diverse functions M 1S system is very large alg to make
agencies require substantial data to function properly as a | must be made both.dai§reover’ many effective decig- has many
part of the criminal justice system. The police need information | = which can not be made Y and on a long-range basis-lons'
to prepare themselves for citizen contact. For example, before '© Jjust mentioned, without the types of informétfsg;Sloﬁs
[ we have

pulling over a suspicious vehicle, an officer ought to be able L
to learn in a matter of seconds whether the vehicle is listed .

as stolen, who the registered owner is and whether the registered £ *
owner is otherwise wanted by the police. This type of information |

is vital to the officers safety and has a direct effect on the ;

control and prevention of crime. A good example was an incident

in New Orleans where an individual was booked on a minor charge

and bonded out. A manual search of the criminal records (that

became available a few days later) revealed that he was one ;

of the FBI's ten most wanted persons. However, by the time 5

this information was received by the police, the individual had i

completely vanished. Accurate and timely information is an ?

absolute requirement to (1) the prevention of crime; (2) the

investigation of crime and; (3) the apprehension of criminals.

In support of decision-making, prosecutors and judges require
historical, environmental, and other descriptive data on the
defendant and events proceeding the Judiciary's involvement.

The more urgent, and more publicized courtroom need is for a
management information which will facilitate scheduling, allocate
resources efficiently and minimize delays. Public awareness of
jail congestion, particularly when half the inmates are awaiting
the start or the completion of the court process, has spurred the |
adoption of advanced techniques in data gathering to promote :
better court management.

Corrections encompasses all programs involving the supervision
of offenders, including pretrial detention, probation, parole,
and institutional supervision. In order to support decision-
making in the areas of management, research, offender accounting
and rapid response to ad hoc questions, accurate and timely

. information must be available.

-
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Section A. LAW ENFORCEMENT

Louisiana has 439 law enforcement agencies which are comprised
of 64 sheriffs, 15 state police troops (including Headguarters),
298 city police agencies and town marshals and 62 wildlife and

fisheries agents.

Laws Prescribing Jurisdiction and Responsibilities for the Law
Enforcement Agencies

The jurisdiction and the responsibilities for the four divisions
in the law enforcement segment are prescribed in Louisiana
statutes, the Louisiana Constitution, o ™mnicipal Charters. In
1942 Legislative Act 310 designated the Dw_ rtment of State Police
as the Division of State Police and placed the division under

the Department of Public Safety. The following is the statute
(Louisiana Revised Statute 40, Section 1379) covering their

jurisdiction and responsibilities:

"The police employees of the division (state police)
shall prevent agl detect crime, apprehend criminals,
e te criminal traffic laws of the state, and per-
torm any other related duties imposed upon it by the

legislature. '

"Police emoloyees of the division are peace officers
and have, in any part of the state, the same powers
of the law relating thereto as sheriffs, constables,
and police officers have in their respective juris-
- dictions. They have all the immunities and matters
of defense now available or hereafter made available
to sheriff's constables, and police officers in any
suit brought against them in consequence of acts
done in the course of their employment.

"Any warrant of arrest issued by any magistrate of

the state may be executed by any police employee of
the division in any part of the state according to

the tenor thereof without endorsement.”

Other paragraphs under this same statute prohibit state police
from working in duly incorporated municipalities except:

(1) by order of the governor; or (2) upon request of the chief
administrative officer of the political subdivision; or (3) when
in "hot pursuit"; or (4) when investigating narcotic cases.

The sheriffs' responsibilities and jurisdiction are prescribed
in Article V, Section 27 of the Louisiana constitution. It is

as fpllows:

Section 27. Sheriffs
In each parish a sheriff shall be elected for a

term of four years. He shall be the chief law en-
forcement officer in the parish, except as other-
wise provided by this constitution, and shall execute
court orders and process. He shall be the collector
of state and parish ad valorem taxes and such other
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d or remanded for Section B. JUDICIARY

until they are cleare

detention of arrestees
trial and keeping record of the offenses reported and arrest made.
In order to fFulfill these responsibilities, the agencies must Introduction .
perform certain functions. They are as follows: rraffic, patrol, :
criminal investigations, communications and maintaining jails. % The term "Judiciary"
: P o ry’ encom
. : . bt udi passes b .
Interfacing Between Agencies b cial elements of the Louisianaoggugiesprzsecutlve anw.
! . ystem
. P . . [ The *
a complete picture of the criminal justice v givegoggﬁieirisconczrned with deciding what th
a ; :
» and how it applies to a certainl:Ztonfa
of facts.

P

In order to provide
tion between the segme

an men g i ? i
.

system, cooperation

system 18 mandatory. FOI example, the 1aw enforce

collects the data on an offense, related arrests, and circumstances ; may result £

in which the incident occurs and submits their findings to the i governm rom a conflict between i

appropriate prosecutor. Unless a disposition of that case is L ent. private parties and the

returned to the law enforcement agency: there is little the agency iF’ Origanizati

can do to assessS the effectiveneSS‘of their arrests. The same | the patteblonally the state courts tend

sort of mutual information flow must exist between the agencies . there arerzhigethe federal court systgm gegﬁFally to follow

rections segments of the system. Improving L NUMErous group Ogeggiiisl§¥eéz of iourts: (i? gezgiriga?
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; ict

e effective-
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Justice of the Peace Courts

These courts of minor jurisdiction are a holdover from the days o
of scattered local communities and are now supplanted by city & gaa?g bonds, anq preliminary ex
courts in incorporated areas. Nevertheless, at preseut there are | 5 Jusl al cases. ~
over 450 Justice of the Peace Courts in existence, located v 2 ; : ™ en%le cases, except where the
principally in parish wards of less than 5,000 population. L J Vénlle or family court,

teé 1s a separate

Ig the city of New Orleans, the

Justice of the Peace courts have authority as committing magis- ! i
trates only; that is, they may order a person to be held in P
custody but cannot sentence an individual to hard labor on a
criminal charge. In cases not capital or punishable by hard
labor, they can allow bail or discharge the arrested person,

and they can require the posting of bonds as assurance that the
peace will be preserved. Complaints concerning alleged viola-
tions are filed with the justice of the peace in affidavit form.
Later, these affidavits are presented to the district attorney

for prosecution in the district court. o

are: (1) First City Court, (2) Secondln'the State. These courts

gguﬁzé gﬁf (4) Municipal Court. The F'Clty i (3 ciraffic
eans have civil jurisdiction only The t .

of New Orleans has duriag-
, : Jurisdictij
city while the Municipal éﬁﬁgﬁlggly o orycraffl

- Presently, there a

- re two parish

. Parish. The Fj sh oopes Courts, both residi i
Mississipps Ri;:itwiifésghCourt covers’all ter?fég;;geéthefferson
west of the Mississippi., € Second Parigh Court covers allofazge

Appeal on an action of a Justice of the Peace court is made to
the appropriate district court.

The jurisdiction
» 0f these ; .
They hav C | -€Se courts is sinj .
Y € Original Jurisdiction with th;lgisggigtcéty court.
ourt over

Mayors' Court

Today, there are approximately 250 Mayors' Courts. They were
established for incorporated areas with populations less than
5,000. Basically, they are to be found in all municipalities

that do not possess a City Court.
nt was less than $300.00 or

A mayor's jurisdiction is limited to traffic and non~traffic imprisonment under s

ordinance violations. He may conduct court and impose penalties. state Supreme CourtSlx months; Otherwise, appeal i

However, a mayor does not possess injunctive powers. The mayors' * 18 made to the

courts have original jurisdiction over all city ordinances un- £

less there is a city court. A 1970 legislative enactment speci- | = ¥amily apg Juvenile ¢ ‘

- fically removed the mayors' jurisdiction over DWI cases. Other- 5»‘—N*Nh“““““**“--~—9355§ ‘ WA

wise, mayors' courts have concurrent jurisdiction with the dis-~ ;::The Constitution Specifies that :

T at eac i 3

h parish shall have a juvenile %

‘ court, but Pres
. ently, onl -
- Jefferson possegs a §uven§1§h§o§§£13h?s of Orleans,

¥

!

poo 88 a famil

{a Y court. Juvenile Cases in the balance
i o}

- are handled by qi ,
° city courts, Y district courts Or concurrently by district d
: an

trict courts in traffic offenses.

Appeal is made to the District Court.

City/Parish Courts L
L tl8Se are courtg
City Courts are Louisiana's principal courts of limited juris- - 9inal juriSdictlogfo§§GClal Jurisdiction having exclusivy
diction and may be created in any parish ward containing the ‘ - Court handleg the follgwfertaln types of cases The Juvzngfl-
“ ng cases: ) chlle

parish seat or at least 5,000 population. Presently, there are

48 such courts. P
. R capital crimes and att

-

Outside Orleans Parish, the City Court has original jurisdiction
concurrent with the District Court over the following:
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Crimes by adults over children, unless punishable

by death or hard labor.
Desertion, non-support, and adoption of children

under 17.

2'

3.

The Family Court also has jurisdiction over the above case types
with the following two additions:

1. Uniform reciprocal enforcement of support, adoption
of all minors, and marital cases (except for property

matters).
2. Limited habeas corpus jurisdiction.

District Courts

The district court is the general trial court in Louisiana and,
as such, has broad jurisdiction. The state is divided into
thirty-three judicial districts each presided over by one dis-
trict court plus the Orleans Parish judicial district which has
two district courts, the Orleans Parish Civil District Court
and the Orleans Parish Criminal District Court. ~

In general, district courts have jurisdiction over all matters
within their territorial limits. Exceptions occur in Orleans
Parish and in the First, Nineteenth, and Twenty~Fourth Districts,
where family and juvenile courts have exclusive jurisdiction
over certain types of cases. Further, in Orleans Parish, muni-
cipal violations are tried exclusively by the Municipal and

Traffic Courts.

Basically, courts of limited jurisdiction (justice of the peace,
mayors', city) have concurrent jurisdiction with the district
court. In criminal cases, city courts exercise concurrent
jurisdiction over misdemeanor and juvenile cases.

The appellate juriédiction of a district court includes the
following cases:
All criminal cases tried by city, muﬁicipal, traffic

1.
and mayors' courts, except where a fine exceeding
$300.00 or imprisonment exceeding six months has
been imposed.

2. Orders requiring a peace bond issued by a Justice
of the Peace.

3. Orleans Criminal District Court has general super-

visory jurisdiction over the Orleans Municipal
and Traffic Courts.

e e
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Rasically: courts of

The appellate jurisdiction of a district court includes the

following cases:
ried by citys municipal, traffic
except where a fine exceeding

1. All criminal cases t
eding six months has

and mayors' courts,
$300.00 or imprisonment exce

been imposed.
2. Orders requiring

of the Peace.

3 Orleans Criminal pDistrict Court

visoxy jurisdiction over the Or
and Traffic Courts.

a peace pond issued by 2 Justice

has general super-
1eans Municipal :
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b
.
i H

er the above case types L

office Of The District Atﬁorney

The Louisiana Constituti

, N ution r :

District Atto . P QVldes for the .

pssio: pioemey in wach yutlel T clrieiel, e povers o

rovide one .or more assi r of the Legislature t an
sistant DA's i ire to create and

and the salary of the DA and his as;?sizgz(J?dicial district

s).

Basically, the District Att i

the state i -rorney 1s char i

includesetig ;?iszzzi?CUthn of all cr?;giglwzgzigepresen?ing
involves violation oflon of cases in city courts Wﬁ:. he o
state's representativeahEEZES iigigagce. The DA is zlzgetﬁzse

ury in i i i ; u idi

gat{ons 222 ;?Zizgtgitlons in the for%uigtiéilgg Eze grand.
states that the DA shZ%lthose accused. Finally Eh: gccu—' i
and commissions. act as counsel for all’parishogigiggtlon

In addition to th
e above re vy am s

control court sponsibilities, mo .
receive compla?gizetzédtaii Eart in criminal igvgiéith%l also
Although ro ! a o cases to the R ions,
process o? acedgr?s vary among the DA officZSSlStant DR's .

criminal case is generally foll§, ghe following

wed:

1. A complaina i
nt . .
the DA. signs an affidavit prepared by

2. An arr
est warrant is d
and given to th ,arawn up, signed b .
e P : 3 vy a judge
make arrest. arish Sheriff to serve ané g

3. The Sheri
riff's arrest i
The S b t report is recei
ey tVged, and a decision is made oan§gtﬁy the PR
prosecute, and on what charges oo

4. A Bill .
to be pggsigigrgation is prepared for each ca
which case ed (Exception: Capital cases 5e
grand jury)an éndlctment must be made by thé ln
: . n seri
is specified. rious charges, a bond amount

5. An Assi .
respii;igigthA is assigned to the case. He i
dates and notgiyiitttﬁg arraignment and.trialls
DA's docket Scheduge, e Clerk of Court through the

6. A wit
ness list is th
DA and ; en prepared by the Assi
necos sent to the Clerk of Courtywh JAssistant
sary subpoenas. o issues the

7. The
DA prosecutes the case at the trial

On appeals
the DA
be d must prepare
prepared to substantiatephis 2282nswer and
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R

all DA's are participating in a reporting program
d implemented by LCJIS. Both manual and automated

designed an
this program strives to identify the entire number
ecific case and

in nature,
of charges against an individual for one Sp
then to show how each of these charges are disposed of during
the prosecutive and judicial phases of the criminal justice
system. a1l of this information is supplied to L.CJIS on &
3-part, snap-out form, each part being sent in as t
passes from one judicial and prosecutive stage to another.

From the data collected, periodic reports are generated showing
summary information pertaining to each DA's office. 1In addition,
non—recurring reports, such as this one, will be produced

containing statistical analysis of the above data.

presently,
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Section C. CORRECTIONS

Introduction

The area of the criminal J i

o envict] mina .justlce system ,
gcorrectionzﬁ?n ign. vision of ofonderstzztrezeioncerned with
penal institutions ‘igﬁiiana's.system ot correCt'red ey

cegter, and state—operatedagguigvenile)’ iy wggﬂs£eié;S:tate
under the jurisdi i probation

niestne Jurisaiction'of e Touisiana hepirtninc of Corrections.
e - cer the contiol £ e Louisiana Parish Priso OF Sorrections
D they are releasedo DOC during their confine; o ave

R rovided by DOC.  In adga parole, formal supervisigntz it
probation and parole, 1 ltlog FO the parish prison syst gen?rally
o ooy ’ ocai jails, and privately- system, juvenile
Tres g. are not included within the jirgzg;aged oLgnder

iction of

Organization

The Louisiana D

. epartment of .

basic areas: X of Correcti ;

: ad . N ons 1s : .

Pasic azeas adult Lnstitueions; Juvenilc Inatitotions: and

supervision. The on, which includes probati tons; and

institutions, andrihére three adult institﬁtioztlon'and-parOle
irteen probation and paroleséifiv? juvenile

; stricts.

f}ggeCObjective - custody

K orrections to intai

;. to confinement i maintain proper custody of

#  fo ooneine paroin State ponal facilitiesy offenders sentenced

;eielther case, a mi"oproper supervision is.the ob3 :

" helping the offenéer concern is protecting the jeﬁf%ve' in
r learn to avoid future crimggallg'hWhlle

ehavior.

or in other words i
, 8ee to it that the offender (after compl
pleting

. his obligati
on to society) i
s able to avoid £
urther criminal

activity.
While this i
s the desi
"Corrections" esired result af
n X ter
s", DOC first must be concerggz gfiinder leaves
It 3 a more immedi-
is the lawful duty of the Dengtment

In the case of pro-

: ’ as a i p

o

' informati :
,kjinnovatiégz giith offender population
- Puterized informai?ed by DOC is a real-time vid '
ion system, installed in earleoigegmlnal oo
y .

2

State correct ‘l()[)a re
nee oY mo

Known as

“the Correcti
= ions And Justi
stice Unified Netw
ork (CAJUN), thi
’ 1s system

; : is one of th — -
“~able an e most modern cor: s T
1 ywhere .rreCtlonal info i
_i?y offender énggi his provided DOC the cangiiizn system avail-
e ime, displaying thé gfgongrol instantaneously aidogtliﬁating
: ‘ ender's entire DOC hi : € sane
istory file.
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Adult Tnstitutions

the three adult institutions is Louisiana state
(LSP), an all male facility located at Angola,
Louisiana. A sprawling, former sugar plantation, it is curreni-

1y the only maximum security penal facility in Louisiana. The
other twoO adult institutions are the Louisiana Correctional and
an all male minimum secur-

Tndustrial school (LCIS) at
ity facility. and the Loulsiana Correctional 1nstitute for Women
(LCIW) , & female minimum security facility jocated in St.

Gabriel; TLoulsiana.

The oldest of
Penitentiary

1,5P at Angela is by far the

In terms of gize oY capacity.
daily population of approxi-

largest., maintaining an average
mately 3,383 ipmates. 1IN comparisony the averagdge daily popu-

lations of LCIS and LCIW are 492 and 141, reSpectively. These
figures, along with the corresponding population figures pre-
sented below For juvenile institutions, were prepared by DOC and

reflect in-house populations only.

Juvenile Tnstitutions

consists of one reception
d Diagnostic Center (JRDC)
facilities called

The juvenile institutions subsystem
facility, the Juvenile Reception an
in Baton Rouge, Louisiana, and four custodial
Louisiana Training Institutes (LTI's) s which are individually
located in paton Rouge. Bridge City. Monroe, and Pineville.
Average daily population figures for these facilities are &S
follows: JRDC (129) , Baton Rouge (572) , Monroe (296) s pineville
(126) , and Bridge City (141) .
A1l juveniles are initially received and screened at the Juvenile
The screening process

Reception and Diagnostic Center
involves educational and psychological testing and evaluation,
psychiatric evaluation and counseling where needed, and physical

and dental examinations. Wwhen screening is complete.,
dual is transferred to the appropriate custodial facility

to complete his sentence.

(LTI)

Tn addition to screening all juveniles, the JRDC operates the
Adjustment center, which ig a maximum security holding facility
for male juveniles with serious behavior problems who are un~
able to adjust £o normal institutional programs.

ly funded Drug nbuse
This program is
pusers within

The third project within JRDC is the federal

Treatment Program, now in its gecond year.
designed for the treatment of jdentified drug a

the institutional population.

Headguarters5Functi0n

The pepartment of Corrections Headquarters, which includes the
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the indivi- .

a »

: bation du
‘ e to his i mi
- etc., he or criminal record i
she ¢ Seriousne
~ + Inmates of custogizlb? sentenced to a custodi(—ilo'f the offense,
.. including completi~ institutions can exit in s institution.
ng the full sentence period 2232?1 ot
’ ng a "good

behavi

; X lOr" earl

ft o Yy releas .

 occurs after the inmatg' or receiving parole.

- of Correcti
° small perce le remainder of th L
5 ntage of inmates are able tg Zg;glggi i@nﬁence.
: ight to be

placed on W
- or
paroled. k Release status up to 'six months pri
ior to being

th
. “he work release period

Lol 1 ive : :
_ thirteen ProbatiupeIVlSlon by personnel within one of t}
he

:ppcomplete a

n

pirector and Headquar
ter's staff, 4

management of s staff, is responsi .

S hOTity. Inz%idzgea§, including publzg rZigtiofor executive

of Probation and Par Ylthln.the DOC Headguarter ns and fiscal

vision of all adult gfiéngthh is responsible fgrlihzhe Division

ease status. Th  otrenders on probation super-

e division also handles ali gigfiié gr zork e

ost—-sentence

d e .

This aver- b

age is computed according to s
;
tandards established by the o

American Corr i
) ectio . .
oth cases supervi?Zé Assoglatlon, and takes int ;
and investigations perfor OdconSlderation
med.

Offender Flow (Adults)

Adult offenders
s under su Pa—
of Corrections pervision by the Louisi
district, and ng?ghfiom a variety of sourgZ;SlzgihDePartment
and federal cou ourts; out-of-state ¢ y as city,
were not of a szgioigde;nStathions- 0ffen§2§§swigd institutions;
for the protect' oug nature to wa . se crimes
; rr .
ion of the public may receiv:n;o;ngirzeﬁatlon
-custodial sent-~

ences involvin
SO
g me form of probation under the supervisi "
vision I

of the Department of Corrections

Typical offens

; es for which

include: ch an offender ma .

. Yy recelive PrObatio
n

crimes.

the crime
;, as well as th
are also factors i e offender's criminal ;
a "good risk" forln determining whether or notrigord, if any
probation, The offender can e offender is
earn release

from Superv' :

. - ision bv com : X

i S e plet ;
ncurring additional Violatiggshls probation period without

d

Parol i gibili i
has served one-third of hiSefiiig;Z;Elty B

with the requi
quirement of monthl
y supervision by the
Department
A

This t o

hold em ransitional-

Ployment i type program X v

t in the community, while riﬁi?iiigtze Eﬁmate to :
) (@] e in~ :

stitution
when off-
off-duty. gormal parole follows completio
arole, work release, and probagigﬁ

on/par i i
parole districts. Failure to successfully

simple burglar i

. v, simple

Circumstances SurrOungingrgﬁzeZzéuE?Eft' and similar i
commission of o

parole
, work release, or probation period will
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supervisory period, and in many casesS;, institutionalization.

Offender Flow (Juveniles -~ under Age 17)

ers are normally tried as juveniles within the
juvenile or district court system. Upon conviction, the
youthful offender may be placed on juvenile probation, OT if
custodial treatment is deemed appropriate, the offender can
be committed tO the care of the Department of Corrections for
placement in one of four juvenile training institutions. In
the case of a capital crime oY attempte” aggravated rape,
juvenile offenders of age 15 or 16 are tried in criminal dis-

trict courts as adults.

Juvenile offend

as mentioned earlier, does not fall under

Juvenile probation,
partment of Corrections.

the jurisdiction of the Louisiana De
Approximately 50% of all juvenile probation cases remain under
the supervision of local court systems, such as East Baton
Rouge Parish Family Court, rhe Juvenile courts of Orleans
parish, Jefferson Parish, and caddo Parish, and the l4th
Judicial District Juvenile Court. The remaining 50% are under
the control of the Division of Youth Services, a_juvenile
supervision agency established by the 197

the Department of Corrections are

All juveniles sentenced to
n and Diagnostic Center

initially sent to the Juvenile Receptio
in Baton Rouge, Louisiana, for screening, as described earlier,
and then transferred to one of the four juvenile correctional
and industrial schools. If paroled pefore completion of his
full sentence, parole supervigion is provided either by the
pDivision of Youth Services or one of the above mentioned local

court systems.
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4 Louisiana Constitution.| :

Section D. LOUISIANA C
RIMINAL JUSTICE 1
NFORMATION SYSTE
M (LCJIS)

This imposing title re
presents a .
women who u . group of high ]
N the poiicghetiatest information qatheriggliazﬁilled men and
vhich is vital éo tﬁeigugzici?d corrections with infgiiztggnpro_
by those agenci ions. This data c
°¥ dElinqugnzcéZiasgo?akiolgigdraige plans to fiﬁdtﬁﬁg 2§ozsi§use
tive co c , y the social ef s
urses of action, to improve the handlingeggsoggeiéterné-
ers in

the courts, and to mak
. ‘ e correction . .
vision and rehabilitation of offenze?gre effective in the super-

LCJIS serves many purposes, among which are:

(1) Meeting the o :
perational and informati
S ati
(2) Peoviding analytical techniques. Sostom. need of all
ytical techniques for the o
(3) hesisci “in the search for. criniratg. Colueien of
n e search for i i . :
promote the reduction of criézallStlc goals which will

(4) Permittin
2N g the speedy ex : .
Criminal Justice ageicie:%ange of information among

81 i
x operational components go into LCJIS's make up:

(1) A sta imi i
RS tgetﬁglﬁigal Ju§tlce Statistical Analysis Center
Gaaition to the in ormation needs of criminal justice laﬁ e
bty ki lpon51ble for the development and ma'pt nance.
ol procedures for data collection cenigrgnzggef
or

each component in th
e system. This i :
task of system auditing and inspectigianCh is also assigned the

"’ mine the ne th
ok ; needs of imi ' ]
' as its goal the 00112 i;lmlnal justice system, this component h
v force in law enforcemgnion of systematic data on Louisiana's woai
, courts and corr i t
ections and comp i
rehensive

' information on th i
e fommation e quantity and quality of equipment used within

- cernin
! g the adequacy of existing facilities.

Anoth i i
er important bit of data collected is that con-

(3)

Offende i
r Based Transaction Statistics System. This system

accounts for a v

: nd describ

. and agenci : ibes each encounte T
 :0ffenge??;e:nin t@e criminal justice sysieﬁetween individuals
. ry into, travel through, and exit from the criminal

7 justice s

: ystem, the ]

: : en :

‘:are discovered. tire system's effectiveness and deficiencies

By monitoring an

(4)

o Uniform Cri
 has t rime Reports System. Simply put, this component

he not-so-si
Simple task of collecting information concerning
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cvery facet of every crime committed in Louisiana. It is only
with such comprchensive information that officials will be able
v assemble long range crime prevention programs .

(,) Technical Assilstance Capability. A highly trained technical
field staff has been assembled to provide technical support to
criminal justice agencies in the state in their development and

use of the data which will be supplied to them.

(&) #*'p;;@igggﬂgpd Jus cice Unified Network. With this systemn,
onartment of Corrections has at its disposal valuable in-
formation on each person committed to its supervision SO that
o fective prison management, as well as the equitable and effi-

ciont handling of probationers and parolees is now a reality.

A1l of these components are vital to an cffective criminal justice

svsten.  The personnel of LCJI1S, working in close harmony with
nembers of law enforcement, courts and corrections, are able to
function more cfficiently and effectively as a unit and as a
member of an overall system.

when totally impiemented, the Louisiana Ccriminal Justice Informa-

pion System will be a state-wide complex of local criminal justice

(gencies reporting important data to a centralized computer, toO
pe stored for eventual feed-back anc use On the local level. The

qltimate benefactors of this complex svstem of people and machines

will be the individual citizen, the person for whom the criminal
justice system was designed to protect. rFederal Judge Irving
Faufman once said: "No machine has yet been devised that can do
justice."” While this is true even today, modern technology has
Jdvanced to wheve machines can now pe used to help man do justice
to his fellow man. This is LCJIS.
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APPENDIX

THE CONTENTS OF THIS APPENDIX WHICH DEAL

WITH 1974 PROSECUTORIAL AND JUDICIAL

TNFORMATION MUST BE USED WITH CAUTION.

N-COMPREHENSIVE NATURE OF
G TO

DUE TO THE NO THE

REPORTING, THE ENCLOSED DATA RELATIN

1.8 CANNOT PROVIDE A COMPLETE
E LOUISIANA

STATE TOTA
PROFILE OF 1974 ACTIVITIES BY TH

!
JUDICIARY. VALIDITY OF INDIVIDUAL PARISH

TOTALS VARIES WITH THE QUALITY Oor THE

REPORTING EFFORT BY THE INDIVIDUAL DISTRICT

ATTORNEY INVOLVED. THOSE DISTRICT ATTORNEYS

WHO REPORTED WELL WILL FIND THIS APPENDIX TO

BE A VALUABLE TOOL. FINALLY, INFORMATION

FOUND TN THOSE TABLES HEREIN THAT INVOLVE

ANALYSIS OF SENTENCES WITH REGARD TO FREQUENCY

IDERED USEFUL. THE REASON

AND SEVERITY IS CONS

FOR THIS IS THAT THE INFORMATION WAS BASED ON

A REPRESENTATIVE SAMPLE OF THE TOTAL ACTIVITY

OF THE LOUISIANA JUDICIARY FOR 1974.
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TABLE A

L
OUISIANA PARISH POPULATION (1960 - 1974 )

PARIS )

H 1960 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974
Acadia 46,325 52,1 ;
Allen 19,867 20:722 zibess . AS?;?SA‘
Ascension 27,927 | 37.08 1028 | 21,159 } 21,446 | 20,259
— . 086 | 38,200 | 38,213 | 38,788 | 40,001
e 17,901 | 19,654 | 19,900 | 20,215 | 20,420 '1517797
- es 32,418 | 37,751 | 38,100 38,371 | 38,788 | 37;657;
B'aur%gard 17,959 22,888 22,745 23,284 23,604 25;245

1en?111e 16,726 16,024 16,400 16,158 16,213 ié;ZdS:
io::ler 57,662 63,703 64,421 65,912 65,000 -és;ilsj
_caddo 223,859 | 230,184 | 231,442 | 234,984 | 235,500 {535’51 :
Calcasien 142,488 | 145,415 ] 146,378 | 149,033 | 147,000 :""'u&
Caldwell 9,004 9,354 9,398 9,448 9,440 11,4.8-’:,6.45
Cameron 6,909 8,194 8,700 8,364 9,oao -121;3?‘
, "
Zi:%:°“1a 11,421 | 11,769 | 11,900 } 11,953 | 12,036 5ii:j::i
iborne ; ‘
Claiporns 19,407 | 17,024 { 17,500 } 17,003 ] 17,136 | 1C}ii4'
20,467 | 22,578 | 24,100 | 22,978 | 22,575 ,,21,5553
DeSota 24,248 | 22,764 { 23,600 } 22,061 | 24,012 | 22;535
Zas: Baton Rouge 221,967 } 285,167 | 287,335 292,589 295,218 309:005
» 309,0
— Carfo%l Jl 14,433 | 12,884 | 13,330 § 13,165 | 13,032 J11[797A
- Fel.Llc;Lana 20,198 17,657 17,700 17,932 18,778 :17 154
vangeline “ 39,151 31,932 32,400 32,447 34,478 ’32"58’6'
Franklin 21 s
ceenk 131222 iz,::i 24,700 | 24,305 24,217 23,3540
o , 14,000 | 13,838 | 14,571 } 14,048
L 51,657 | 57,397 | 58,700 | 58,061 | 60,23¢ | 59,508
Jaiiv111e 29,939 30,746 | 31,300 § 31,347 | 32,221 ’ 36Jb§§~
J ffson 15,828 | 15,963 | 16,751 | 16,157 | 17,034 : ig;o37;
e erson " = »
0 191,732 | 338,229 § 340,775 | 347,755 | 362,019 ,323,20§g
= s 29,825 | 29,554 | 29,700 | 30,045 30,579 .h2§,916k
LaF:iit;e 84,656 | 111,745 | 112,600 | 114,886 | 117,100 122,076
— che 55,381 | 68,941 | 68,728 | 70,723 | 72,240 ?v7b;88§i
- alle 13,012 | 13,295 | 13,800 } 13,406 | 14,365 “14{530
incoln = ’
e 28,535 | 33,800 | 34,600 | 34,281 } 35,915 | 37,067 .
— 26,974 | 36,511 | 37,100 | 37,511 | 37,864 40,623
Ma ison 16,444 | 15,065 | 15,400 | 15,365 | 15,289 ff1§}116;
OrEh?use 33,709 32,463 | 32,900 | 32,173 | 33,144 e
Natchitoches 35,653 | 35,219 | 35,700 | 35,794 | 36,428
0
;zlea?s 627,525 | 593,471 | 590,504 | 601,177 | 591,338
achita 101,663 } 115,387) 115,737 | 118,296 | 119,750

Plaguemines

22,545

25,225

27,824

26,114

27,500 r

5




TABLE B

OFFENSES  REPORTED (1974 vs. 1973)
PARISH and STATE TOTALS
ACADIA
TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET
PERCENT
CRI. 1
Homicide
16 1 +15
= » +1500.0
Y 16 : 13 +3
g +23.1
Rape
4 3
Aggravated Assault . 222
and Battery 72 35 +37
+
TOVYAL VIOLENT CRIMES 108 g 52 o
+ 56 +107.7
. .
urglary 178 116 +62
+53.5
Theft 395"
395 167 +228 +136.5
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES © 573 283 ..
: +290
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES " 681 335 _
— + 346 +103.3
. 203 146 +57 +39
Narcotics 86 39 B
+ &7 +120.5
ot i |
. her Crimes 1,808 555 + 1,253 22
= ‘ , B +225.8
TOT ’
AL CRIMES I~ 2,778 1,075 +1,703
, ’ +158. 4

*
******************

***************

********

TABLE A LOUISIANA PARISH PQPULATION {1960 - 1974) cont.’d.
. PARISH 1960 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974
e ==
Pointe Coupee 22,488 | 22,002 | 22,578 | 22,377 { 23,408 | 21,497
Rapides 111,351 | 118,078 | 118,400 | 220,349 | 125,188 |221,382
Red River 9,978 9,226 9,500 9,338 9,133 9,017
Richland 23,824 | 21,774 | 23,720 | 22,232 | 22,985 | 21,670
Sabine 15,400 | 18,638 | 18,800 | 18,019 | 19,291 | 19,215
. S$t. Bernard 32,186 51,185 52,570 52,475 53,462 ' 57,409
St. Charles 21,219 | 29,550 | 29,961 | 30,380 | 30,78¢ | 30,984
St. Helena 9,162 9,937 | 10,200 | 10,046 9,748 9,463f
St. James 18,369 | 19,733 | 19,800 | 20,210 | 19,189 | 19,415
St. John the Baptist || 18,439 | 23,813 | 23,700 | 24,428 | 24,525 | 24,732
St. Landry 81,493 | 80,364 | 80,400 | 82,202 | 82,000 | .79,420
$t. Martin 25,760 | 32,453 | 33,400 | 33,270 | 24,068 | 34,282
S5t. Mary 45,910 60,752 61,600 62,608 63,825 | 59,846
St. Tammany 38,643 | 63,585 | 65,200 | 64,855 | 66,288 | 73,266
Tangipahoa 59,434 | 65,875 | 66,800 | 67,203 | 70,187 | 69,407
Tensas 11,796 9,732 9,900 9,841 9,543 | 8,077
Terrebonne 60,771 | 76,049 | 76,500 | 78,510 | 78,910 } 81,121
Union 17,624 | 18,447 | 18,761 | 18,626 | 19394 19,194
Vermilion 38,855 | 43,070 | 43,356 | 43,722 | 44,226 | 43,727
Vernon 18,301 | 53,794 | 54,800 | 54,241 | 56,027 | 45,647
washington 44,015 41,987 42,800 42,514 43,405 | 41,931
Webster 39,701 | 39,939 | 40,900 | 40,536 | 41,353 | 40,360
West Baton Rouge 14,796 | 16,864 | 17,200 | 17,355 | 17,444 | ‘17,522
West Carroll 14,177 | 13,028 | 13,400 | 13,243 | 13,442 | 12,664
West Feliciana 12,395 | 11,376 | 11,800 | 11,514 | 11,185 | 9,361
Winn 16,034 | 16,362 | 17,100 | 16,500 16,829 | 15,786
STATE TOTAL 3,212,566 |3,643,180]3,681,000{3,720,000|3,764,000|3,763,668

e e T
e

ALLEN TOTAL OFFEWSES REPORTED
NET P
p—— - PERCENT
ATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANG
NGE
13 CHANGE
Homiciad
a 4 1 +3 3
) +300.0
Robbery 5 7
-2 -28,6
: .
ape 1 9 -8
Aggravated Assault : =
an
Battery 47 31 +16 51.6
4 ] +51,
|__TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 57 48 ’
+
+18.8
Burglar "ot
Y 210 141 +69 +48.9
Theft . ' |
. 7 364 237 +127 +53.6
OTAL p g S |
ROPERTY CRIMES || * o, 378 + 196 +51
‘ .9
TOTAL INDEX CRIMgs 631 k 426
+ 205 +48,1
D.W.I. sp .
80 110 -30 -27.3
Narcoticg 169" k ‘
‘1575; N 20 + 147 +738.0
Other Cri e |
mes ! PR 690 + 154 +22.3
TOTAL ¢ e ‘
RIMES 1,722 1,246 + 476
+38.2
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TABLE B—— (cont, d)

ASCENSION TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 2 2 -0~ —0-
Robbery 26 7 +19 +271.4
Rape 5 11 -6 ~-54.5
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 85 57 +28 +49.1
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 118 77 +41 +53.2
Burglary 141 78 +63 +80.8
Theft 259 121 +138 +114.0
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 400 199 +201 +101.0
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 518 276 +242 +87.7
D.W.L. ’ 388 419 -31 -7.4
Narcotics 130 52 +78 +150.0
Other Crimes 1,428 856 +572 +66.8
| _TOTAIL CRIMES 2,464 1,603 +861 +53.7 _—

* Kk k k k k Kk k Kk Kk k Kk k Kk Kk k k Kk k k k k k k k Kk ¥ k

* k Kk k k kK k F k Kk k Kk Kk N

ASSUMPTION TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
=
Homicide ~0-= -0~
Robbery 7 1 +6 +600.0
Rape 4 -0~ +4
o attery ot 2 ~o0- +2
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 13 1 +12 +1200.0
Burglary 64 - 50 +14 +28.0
Theft 149 52 +90 +173.1
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 206 102 +104 +101.9
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 219 103 +116 +112.6
« D.W.I. 58 28 +30 +107.1
Narcotics 7 ~0- +7
Other Crimes 1,863 25 +1838 +7352.0
TOTAL CRIMES 2,147 156 +1991 +1276.3

-

|

|
|

TABLE B (cont.d)
AV
OYELLES TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET
! PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 i 1973 CHANGE
CHANGE
Homicide 6 1 +5 5
+500.0
Robbery 10 7
7 +3
+42.9
Rape 3 5 -2 -4
Aggravated Assault —2
and Battery 132 64 +68 +106.3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES i
151 i 77
; +74 +96.1
Burglary 214 i 57 +157 +275.4
Theft 428 188 +240 +127.7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 642 245
+397 +162.0 ¢
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 793 322 +471 +146
i .3
D.W.I.
56 133 =77 ~57.9
Narcotics 64
96 -32
-33.3
Other Crimes 3,329 1,601 1,728 +107.9
TOTAL CRIMES
4,242 2,152 +2,090 +97.1

***************

‘.\‘****************

X K ok ok ok ok k& %

BEAUREGARD TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED
NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974‘ 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 2 1 +1 +100.0
R
obbery 11 1 4 *7 +175.0
Rape 11 3 +8 +266.7
Aggravaﬁed Assault
and Battery 49 23 +26 +113.0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 73 31 +42 +135.5
Burglary 159 92 +67 +72.8
Theft
394 146 4248 +169.9
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 553 ’238 4315 +132.4
T
OTAT, INDE)F CRIMES 626 269 4357 +132.7
D.W.I,
112 23 +389 +387.0
Narcotics
;16 52 ~36 ~69.2
Othy i
er Crimes 1,724 788 +936 +118.8
TOTAL CRIMES
2,478 1,132 +1, 346 +118.9

iii
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TABLE B (cont.d) TABLE B (cont.d.)

BIENVILLE TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT CADDO IOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT

CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 15 ] mNo mEPORT ‘ Homicide ' 43_ . 52 -9 -17.3
robbery LA et " Robbery 283 196 +87 +d4.4
Rape 6 " Z Rape 68 , 48 +20 +41.6
Aggravated Assault v " Aggravated Assault ,
and Battery 21 : and Battery 634 464 +170 +36.6

TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 53 " ; TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 1,028 | 760 +268 £35.3
Burglary 4 " E Burglary 2(97,3' 7 2,175 +798 +36.6
Theft 100 ) f Theft 7,069 | 5,897 +1,072 +17.8

TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES i : ‘ “OT PROPRRIY CRUMES k:.m"IMz — 8,172 +1,870 +22.8 ¢

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES : ;19"7‘ " ; TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 21,070, : 8,932 +2,138 +23.9
D.W.I. :;.os" ' " D-w.I. 398 503 -105 -20.8
Narcotics 23 - : { farcotics - ‘ 365,’ - 240 +121 +50,4
other Crimes “512 ‘ " E Other Crimes . ;1_0,051 : 3,982 46,069 +152.4

TOTAL CRIMES ‘g3'} ! / TOTAL CRIMES 21'8,80 13,657 +8,223 +60.2

********************************

L A A

BOSSIER TOTRL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT ‘ CALCASIEU TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY - 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE CRIME CATEGORY 1974 | 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 5 8 -3 -37.5 Homicide ‘ 3L 17 +14 +82.4
Robbery 26 3 iy “23.7 Robbery 161 , 136 +25 +18.4
Rape SO 12 i 2582 Rape 106 53 +53 *100.0
and Battemy o oaule i 14" o 133 A4 10,5 :ggrg‘:zﬁzgyl\ssault S5LE 309 +263 +85.1
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES wer 188 2 ra.8 | TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 870 515 +355 +68.9
sorgtary ’ .’ 613 - B 383 +235 +61.4 I Burglary 7 1;968 R 1107 11 Ay
Theft N i'-;474"", o) 1,34 +128 +9.5 Theft l4k‘,é‘\3]“ ) 2,936 +1,895 + 64,5
COTAL PROPERTY CRIMES || "ijj,z‘,"o:éz , ‘  1,720 +1363 +21.0 TOTAL PROPERT}! crIMES || 6:,,7'99"' :,-  | 4,133 +2,666 64,5
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES i "_2,129’9; el 1,019 +372 +19.4 TOTAL INDEX CRIMBS . _’,‘77",‘669_‘,_‘: 4,645 3,021 + 5.0
. D.W.I. i164:3‘2‘: 706 -24 ~3.4 D.w.I. 1,072 566 +506 +89.4
Narcotics o 223 ; 207 +16 +7.7 Narcotics L 705 R 250 +455 +182.0
Other Crimes "3.,‘;"53'5‘;’ - 2,876 +660 *+23.9 : . _Other Crimes 16,244 ‘ 7,490 + 8,754 +116.9
COTAL CRIMES CeiTie 5,706 +1,024 +18.0 TOTAL CRIMES 250690 12,954 12736 983
: v
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TABLE ® {cont,d)
CALDWELL TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
| CRIME CATEGORY i 1974 - 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide g~ -0 _g- —g-
Robbery Ry o, i, o 0=
Rape 3 -0- +3
and pastezy UL 13 —o- +13
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 16 -0- +16
Burglary is 7 +11 +157.1
Theft 78 6 +73 +1,216.7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 97 13 + 84 +646.2
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 113 13 +100 +769.2
D.W,I. 82 51 +31 60,8
Narcotics IL 35 1 +34 +3,400.0
Other Crimes 484 120 + 364 +303.3
| TOTAL CRIMES 714 185 +529 +286.0 J|

¥ % ¥

¥ K K X X X X £ ¥ R X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ X K X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ K ¥ ¥ X ¥ F K X ¥ ¥ ¥

CAMERON TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 1 -0 +1
Robbery -0- -0- -0- -0~
Rape 1 2 -1 -50.0
ﬁiiréiiﬁiiyhssa“lt 27 18 +9 +50.0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 29 20 +9 +45.0
Burglary 35 19 +16 +84.2
Theft | 70 72 -2 -2.8
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 105 91 +14 +15.4
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 134 111 +23 +20,7
~ D.W.I. 51 93 ~42 -45.2
Narcotics 16 34 -18 -52.9 -
Other Crimes 364 548 -184 -33.6
TOTAL CRIMES 565 786 -221 -28.1
vi
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TABLE B {cont.d)
CATAHOULA TOTAL QFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide Q- 1 -1 100.0
Robbery Q- 10 -10 ~100.0
Rape 1 —0- +1
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 7 21 ~14 -66.6
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 8 32 -24 -75.0
Burglary 8 2 +6 +300.0
Theft 117 67 +50 +74.6
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 125 g9 +56 +81.1 ¢
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 113 101 +32 +31.6
D.W.I. " 38 54 -16 -29.6
Narcoticg 1.0 26 ~16 ~61.5
Other Crimes 457 252 +205 +81.3
TOTAL CRIMES 638 433 +205 +47.3

******************************************

CIAT
BORNE TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 5 2 +3 +150.0
Robbery 2 2 -0~ -0~
-
Rape 3 -0~ +3
Aggravated Assault +6.3
And Battery 17 16 +i :
__TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 27 20 +7 +35.0
Burglary 32 : 12 +20 +166.6
Theft 39 26 +13 +50.0
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 71 38 +33 +86.8
|__TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 9g 58 +40 +68.9
D.W.I. 74 69 +5 +7.2
| Narcotics 52 - 24 +28 +116.6
| Other Crimes 537 346 +191 +55.2
JL_TOTAL crImes 761 497 +264 +53.1
vii




1ABLE B8——1(cont.d.)
' CONCORDIA TQTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide g o 2 +7 +350.0
Robbery "é e 10 -1 -10.0
Rape "»345 e 7 +8 +114.3
Aggravated Assault ~ '
and Battery 67 .- ) 53 +14 +26.4
. TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 100 ‘ 72 m +28 +38.8
Burglary ‘i75‘i ] 31 ) +245 +790.3
Theft 589 146 4433 +303.4
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 865 : 177 m +688 +388.7
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 965 o 249 +716 +287.5
D.W.I. '36‘6’ - ’ | 345 -39 -11.3
Narcotics 8.1 65 +16 +24.6‘
Other Crimes l,;7b7 1,488 +219 +14.7
TOTAL CRIMES 3,059 2,147 4912 +42.5

* k k k Kk k k k Kk Kk Kk k kK Kk k k Kk k k k %k Kk Kk k Kk k k k k Kk & Kk k Kk Kk k k % %k Kk * * %

TABLE B {cont.d.)
ﬂ EAST_BAIQM_EQHQE__ “—7
b t TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET
P PERCENT
‘ TEGORY 1974 1973 CHA
v = NGE %
i Homicide 69 - =
‘ 55 +1.4
+25,
Robbery 398 555 -
-157
-28.3
Rape
. 98 122 -
ggravated Assault = 8
and Battery 1,692 1,275 +417
+32,
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 2,257 1,997 7
i +260 +1
3.0
Bur ‘
glary 7,018 7,011 +7
; +0.1
The ft
14,695 12,488 +2,207 17
: , .7
TOTAL PROPE 2
RTY CRIMES 21,;713, 19,499 +2,214 +ll‘4
TOTAL INDE ' .
X CRIMES 23,970 21,496 +2,474 +11
.5
D.W.I
. 2,803 1,176
\ +1,6
Narcotics ’ — —
1,321 732 +589 +80.5
Other Crimes 63,3 .
£ 319 49,411
+13,908 +28
’ .2
TOTAL CRIMES 91,413 72,815 418,598
' +25.5

*******
* ok ok ok % %
*********************
* ok ok ok & & % %
*

DESOTO TOTAL OFFENSES_REPORTED H NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 El CHANGE CHANGE
: +50.
N Homicide 3. 2 +1 50.0
. [
Robbexry 6 17 -11 -64.7
Rape g 3 +6 + 200.0
Aggravated Assault )
and Battery 80 . ¢ 66 + 14 4+ 21.2
TOTAL VIGLENT CRIMES 98 - o 88 +10 +11.4
Burglary 108" : 98 I + 10 +10.2
Theft 76 o 158 +18 *1l.4
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES || - 284 1 .- 256 +28 +10.9
3 . 4 >
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES Cags 344 +38 +11.1
1 o1 123 155 | +32 +20.7
Narcotics -0- +72
Other Crimes r2 618 +624 +101.0
TOTAL CRIMES 1,819 1,117 +702 +62.9
| 1

e

viii

P -
EAST CAR
ROLL TOTAL OFFENSES REPQRTED NET
p— PERCENT
ATEGORY 1974 * 1973 CHANGE
= CHANGE
Homicide 25 2 +23
+115.0
Robbery
2 -0-
+2
Rape 4 7 -3
Aggravated Assault ’ ==
and Battery 38 33 +5
v . +15.2
| __TOTAL VIOLENT CcRIMms 69 42
+27 +64.3
Bu
rglary 76 ) 35 +41 +117.1
Thef
eft 173 98 +75 +76.5
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 249 133 116
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES : - —
_ 318 175 +143 +81.7
D.W.zI. |
63 107 iy 41.1
Narcoticg 8 .
e 76 -68 -89.5
er Cri
rimes 802 927 -125 -13.5
TOTAL ¢ ‘
| RIMES 1,191 1,285 -94 =73




TABLE B (cont.d)
E. FELICIANA TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 2 2 -0~ -0-
Robbery 4 4 -0~ -0-
Rape =0~ 3 -3 ~-100.0
Aggravated Assault 29 2 +6.5
and Battery 31
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 37 38 i) -1 =2.6
Burglary 37 22 +15 +68.;'2
Theft 308 47 +61 +129.8
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 145 69 +76 +110.1
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 182 107 +75 +70.1
D.W.I. 63 62 +1 +1.6
Narcotics 10 2 +8 +400.0
Other Crimes k 502 348 +154 +44.3
l TOTAL CRIMES 757 519 u +238 +45,9

***********************************‘k******-):

EVANGELINE TOTZ}L OFFENSES REPORT NET PERCENT
" CHANGE CHANGE
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 !
-1 -25.0
Homicide 3 4
+9
Robbery 9 -0~
Rape 9 1 + 8 +800.0
ap
Aggravated Assault 60 +10 +16.7
and Battery 70
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 91 . 71 +20 +28.2
Rurglary 61 19 +42 +221.1
, 41.3
+72.1
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 191 111 +80
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 282 182 +100 +55.0
" D.W.I 373 191 +182 +95.3
+120.9
Narcotics 95 43 +52
K +603 +81.2
Qther Crimes 1,346 743
u TOTAL CRIMES 2,096 1,159 +937 +80.9

e ettt e et e e e

TABLE B~————{cont. d)

TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED

NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 4
: 4 =0~ ~0-
Robbery x P -1 ~50.0
Rape 1 1 -0- -
Aggravated Assault .
and Battery 25 31 -6 -19.4
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 31 38 -7 -18.4
Burglary 66 13 +53 +407.7
Theft 119 55 +64 +116.4
l TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 185 - 68 +117 +172.1
’L TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 216. - 106 +110 +103.8
D.W.I. 114 162 -48 ~29.6
Narcotics 27 18 +9 +50.0
Other Crimes 648 1,019 -371 -36.4
" TOTAL CRIMES 1,005 1,305 “ =300 -23.0

************************************".

* ok ok KX ok %

s
CRANT " TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY | 1974 ° 1973 CHANGE CHANGE

| Homicide =0~ . . 1 -1 ~100.0

y Robbery ” “ 0~ : -0- -0- -0-

| Rape | 1 -0- +1

' and Baveen,esault 13 16 -3 -18.7
j TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 14" o 17 -3 -17.6
Burglary . 55" - 62 +4 +6.5
Theft el 70 : 89 -19 -21,3
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES . 136007 1'51 -15 -9.9
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES i»so; o 168 -18 -10.7

| D.w.I. 280 a1 -13 -31,7

Nargotics 2 | 7 =5 =71.4
Other Crimes 148 Tk 245 e _-97 -39.5
TOTAL CRIMES | v3,2’8 : 461 ~-133 -28.8 L




TABLE B ~——{cont.d)

IBERIA TQTAL_OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE J
Homicide 6 -0~ +6
Robbery 310 7 +24 +342.9
Rape 7 3 +4 +133.3
TGTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 114 36 +78 +216.7
Burglary 347 46 +301 +654.4
Theft 470 111 +359 + 323.4
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 817 157 +660 +420,4
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 931 193 +738 4382.4
D.W.I. 397 214 +93 +43.5
Narcotics ‘84 32 +52 +162.5
Other Crimes 1,001 725 +276 +38.1
TOTAL CRIMES B! 2,32’3' 1,164 +1,159 + 99.6

* ok Kk ok ok ok K ok Kk & & ok ok K Ok X Ak K K kX kR A K kK Kk K X K k% Kk Kk Kk x

* k k & Kk K

___{EERVILLE TOTAL QFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
| Homicide 11 6 +5 +83.3
Robbery 9 17 -8 -47,1
Rape 16. 5 +11 +220,0
’QﬁngZi’éz;‘yAssa““ . 153 48 +.105 +218,8
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 189 76 +113 +148.7
Burglary 304 37 +267 +721.6
Theft 546 24 +522 +2,175.0
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 850 61 +789 +1,293.4
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 1,039 137 +902 +658.4
<« DJW.IL 161, 28 +63 +64.3
Narcotics ) 77 41 + 36 +87.8
Other Crimes 1,114 475 +639 +134.5
TOTAL CRIMES . 2:391 751 + 1,640 +218.4

xif

{cont.d.)

TABLE B

| JACKSON. 2QIAL. QFFENSES. REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 2 2 -0- ~0=
Robbery 3 3 -0- ~Q0-
Rape 7 -0- +7
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 32, 29 +3 +10.3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 4;1« 34 +10 +29.4
Burglary 32 4 +28 +700.0
Theft 110 82 +28 +34.2
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 142 86 +56 +65.1
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES lea's' 120 +66 +55.0
D.W.I. 55 38 +17 +44.7
Narcotics 2 ~0- +2
Other Crimes 526 303 +223 +73.6
TOTAL CRIMES 769 461 +308 +66.8

*******************************************

JEFI::_E-IRSON TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 - 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 38 | 21 +17 + B8l.0
Robbery 3,55,71’5‘7 848 +309 + 36.4
Rape 134 112 422 +19.6
Aggravated Assault
and Battery f:929 916 +13 |
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 2,258 1,897 +361 + 19.0
Burglary . 9:1’-)52 6,630 +3,122 + 47.1
Theft 11,399 7,543 +3,856 + 51,1
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 21,151 14,173 +6,978 + 49,2
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 23,409 16,070 +7,339 + 45.7
D.W.I. 1,974 1,284 +690 + 53,7
Narcotics ‘762 - 793 = 31 -3.9
Other Crimes 65,177 44,340 +20,837 +47.0
TOTAL CRIMES 91“,522 62,487 +28,835 +46.2
xiii



TABLE B

(cont.d)

| wwosscs |

TABLE B (cont, d)
JEFFERSON DAVIS TOTAL OFEENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homi.cide Lo -0- +2
Robbery 9 ] 4 +5 +125,0
Rape 3 1 +2 +200.0
N 25 17 8 +47.2
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 39 22 +17 +77.3
Burglary 87 - 79 +8 +10.1
Theft 261 168 +93 +55.4
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 348 : 247 +101 +40.8
TOTAL INCEX CRIMES _ 387 269 +118 +43.8
D,W.I. 112 » 143 -31 -21.6
Narcotics % 369 32 +337 +1053.1
Other Crimes 688 ‘ . 482 +206__ +42.7
{, TOTAL CRIMES 1.556 954 +632 +68.4

TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
RIME D
c CATEGORY 1974 1973 | CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 7 8 ‘
+1 -12.5
Robbery 14 18 -4 -22.2
Rape 7 4 +3 +75.0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 76 122 -46 -37.7
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES _lo4 152 -48 ~31.6
Burglary 334 169 +165 +97.6
Theft 849 436 +413 +94,7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 1,183 605 + 578 + 95‘ 5
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES
1,287 757 + 530 +70.0
D.W.I. 533 372 + 161 +43.3
Narcotics 324 150 + 174 +116.0
Other Crimes 3,980 1,720 +2,260 +131.4
TOTAL CRIMES 6,124 2,999 +3,125 +104,2
s

k k k kK k k k k ¥ k k k k k Xk Kk k *k %k Kk k k kK k k k k k k Kk k k k Kk k Kk k k %k k k k %

******************************#*************

LAFAYETTE TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 2 Y 14 =5 Z35.7
Robbery 108 128 -20 ~15.6
Rape 53 45 +8 +17.8
Aggravated Assault T ~263 -39.
and. Battery ; 397, ~~ 660 9.3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 567 847 -280 -33.1
Burglary 1,708 1,748 -40 -2.3
Theft 3,237 2,887 +350 +12.1
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 4,945 4,635 +310 + 6.7
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 5 51 5,482 +30 + 0.6
D.W.I. 5987 756 -158 -20.9
Narcotics 97 : 48 + 49 +102.1
Other Crimes 2,872 5,903 -3,031 -51.4
TOTAL CRIMES 9,079 . 12,189 JL -3,110 -25.5

Riv

xv

e i
LASALLE TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide -0~ -0- ~0- -0-
. Robbery ~0= -0- -0~ -0~
Rape 5 -0~ +5
Aggravated Assault
ard Battery -0- 13 ~13 -100.0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 5 13 ~8 -61.5
Burglary 7 33 =26 -78.8
Theft 10 87 -77 -88.5
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 17 120 ~-103 ~85.8
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 22 133 -111 -83.5
D.W.I. 15 . 39 ~24 ~61.5
Narcotics 3 k 7 -4 -57.1
_ Other Crimes 192 369 ~177 -48.0
TOTAL CRIMES 232 540 ‘ -316 -57.7 _M




TABLE B (cont.d) ) TABLE B———(cont.d)
LINCOLN TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT “' MADISON TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE | CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 4 2 +2 +100.0 fiomicide ‘ “ 6 | 4 + 2 +50.0
Robhery 12 7 5 *71-4 : Robbery -9 7 +2 +28.6
Rape 7 -0~ +7 Rape 12 . 3 +9 +300. 0
z;ggrg\;itgixp.ssault 95 34 ) +61 +179.4 : iggr;:itzi;\ssanlt 72 e o — —
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 118 43 +75 ¥l74.4 TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES | 99 72 +27 +37.5
- Burglary 253 42 +211 +502.4 Burglary l  194 v 101 +93 +92.1
Theft 562 75 +487 6493 Theft 201 94 +107 +113.8
FOTAL DROPERTY CRIMES || 815' 117 +698 +596.5 TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES || 395 195 +200 +102.6
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 933 160 +773 +483.1 TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 194 267 4227 850
D.W.I. 212 43 +169 +393.0 D-W.I. 157 ’ 196 -39 -19.9
Narcotics 86 23 +73 +317.4 | Narcotics 28 20 +8 +40.0
Other Crimes 968 : 285 1683 +239.6 | Other Crimes l,,ﬂéé - 1,318 -284 -21.6
TOTAL CRIMES 2,209 511 +1,698 +332.3 i TOTAL CRIMES 1,713 1,801 -88 -4.9
i

k ok ok ok k k k k k kK %k k Kk k k k k k k k k Kk *k k &k % *k k % *k ¥ *k k *k * *k Kk * *k * *

********************************************

LIVINGSTON TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT MOREHOUSE TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE : CRIME_CATEGORY 1974 ' 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 0= 4 -4 -100.0 Homicide ' o 4 5 -1 -20.0
Robbery 18 | 29 -1l 37:9 r Robbery o '2’5 : 22 +3 +13.6
| T :
Rape 3 3 -0 ~o- § Rape .19 2 +17 +850.0
Qggrggtzcéymsaﬂt 80 | %6 -16 S16.7 : %ﬁvmsaﬂt : '.‘99 B 27 +72 +266.6
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 101 132 -3l -23.5 | TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES | 147 : 56 +91 +162.5
Burglary 111 ' 129 -18 -14.0 Burglary S 348 144 +204 +141.6
Theft  355 o 244 +110 +46, 1 Theft - 691 2438 +443 +178.6
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 466 v 373 +93 +24.9 : TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES ||. 1,039 | 392 +647 +165.1
OTAL INDEX CRIMES 567 , 505 +62 +12.3 TOTAL INDEX CRIMES ' ‘ 13,136 . g | 448 +738 . +164.7
D.W.I. 244 256 -12 -4.7 D.W.I. . j_ Cady | 180 +62 +34.4
Na;cotics 7 ‘ 18 +53 +294.4 -Narcotics . lko‘ol . : 102 -2 -1.9
Other Crimes 1'449 _ 821 558 2.2 Other Crimes 1'775 82> 950 +115.2
TOTAL CRIMES 2,3‘31 1,670 +661 +39.6 - TOTAL CRIMES 3,303 1,555 +1748 +112.4
xvi 2 xvii




TABLE B——(cont.d)

NATCHITOCHES TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT

CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 2 1 +1 +100.0
Robbery T 27 -20 -74.1
Rape 5 - 8 -4 -44.4
Aggravated Assault ﬂ o )
and Battery 110 . 152 ~42 ~27.6

TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 124 4 189 65 ~34.4
Burglary D23 132 +91 +68.9
Theft 374 322 +52 +16.2

TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 597 454 +143 +31.5

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 721 643 +78 +12.1
D.W.I 126 +112 +88.9
Narcotics 168 ]] ~16 -9.5
Other Crimes 2,141 II +2,008 +93.8

TOTAL CRIMES 3,078 lL +2,182 +70.9

X ¥ X ¥ X R ¥ X X X F X X ¥ X ¥ K X N ¥ X ¥ K X X X ¥ K ¥ X X X X X X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X

ll ORLEANS W TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE cHA
Homicide 333 297 +36 +12.1
Robbery K‘kB-',S"‘/’;‘:s ) k 5,907 +2,636 +44.6
Rape J,_’,fj ‘371‘ B 330 +41 +12.4
’QﬁgrEZiiii‘yAs‘s“” 2,53‘92" v 2,094 4298 +14,2
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 11,639 7 8,628 +3,011 +34.9
Burglary 32,5‘05 Sl 28,673 +6,932 +27.0
FTheft 20,601 19,501 +1,100 +5.6
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES || 53,206 | 45,174 +8,032 +17.8
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES ‘64(845' ' 53,802 +11,043 +20.5
DI, Tosa2 | 3,402 ~950 -27.2 |
Narcotics =0~ 1 -1 +100.0 "
Other Crimes 109,556 - | 96,712 +12,844 +13.3 “
TOTAL CRIMES "17,6;,943 L 154,007 +22,936 +14.9 J

xviii

TABLE B (cont.d)
QUACHTTA. TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
‘ CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide ©19 3 +16 +533. 3
Robbery 67 18 +49 +272.2
Rape 49 : 14 +35 +250.0
Aggravated Assault " ’
and Battery 396 47 +349 +742.5
TOTAL VIOLYNT CRIMES 531 ' 82 +449 +547.5
Burglary 832 ) 342 +490 +143.3
Theft 4,123 405 +3,718 +918.0
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES _J# 4,955 747 +4,208 +563.‘3
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES "5?4;36 o 829 +4,657 +561.7
L D.W.I. "1,39’9 R 601 +798 +132.7
Narcotics 16086 98 +508 +518.4
Other Crimes 9,065 ; 742 +8,323 +1,121.6
TOTAL CRIMES lér,ssa ‘ 2,270 +14,286 +629.3

*******:\'*********************************

PLAQUEMINES

TOTAL _OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT

CRIME CATEGORY _1974 » 1973 CHANGE, CHANGE

Homicide ‘ 4- : Q- +4

Robbery 6 ' 2 +4 +200.0

Rape h o 1 i , -0 +1

Aggravated Assault T

and Battery 64 - 13 +51 392,13
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 75 e 15 +60 +400.0

Burglary ' 1229‘ 177 -48 =27.1

The ft :"';’.4‘031“' 411 -8 -1.9
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 532 e 588 =56 °9.5
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES : 607 603 +4 +0.7

D.W.I. vap. 1 +131 +13100.0

Narcotics 1 -0~ +105

Other Crimes 419 +641 +152.9
TOTAL CRIMES 1,023 +881 +86.1

xix
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TABLE B
POINTE COUPEE TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 2 1 41 +100.0
Robbery 2 5 -3 -60.0
Rape ‘;b,-O- s 2 ~2 -100.0
2&?:!?::?;5%11“ 54 40 +14 +35.0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 58 . 48 +10 +20.8
Burglary 28 11 + 17 +154.6
Theft © 81 38 + 43 +113.2
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES  109 : 49 + 60 +123,0
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 167 ‘ 97 + 70 +72.2
D.W.I. sy 21 +31 +147.6
Narcotics S 19 +2 ~ +10.5
Other Crimes ‘:1514 » 568 + 46 +8.1
TOTAL CRIMES 854 : 705 +149 +21.1
*x K Kk k k k k & Kk Kk k k k %k %k Kk k k X k %k Kk k Kk k k Kk Kk k *k k k k k k k k% *k k *k k *k *
RAPIDES TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 18 . 17 +¥ +5.9
Robbery 133 84 +49 +58.3
Rape 38 24 +11 +45.8
;\ggrgzztzﬁy]xssault 294 : 128 + 166 +129.7
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES ‘ 480 . 253 + 227 +89.7
Burglary : ,“1;5,4‘56 Sl 1,357 +109 +8.0
Theft k3 '_“3?528 v 2,061 +1,477 +71.2
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES ,1;,9,9;4 3,018 +1,576 +46.1
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES e 3,671 +1,803 +49.1
D,W.I. . 585 +207 +35.4
Narcotics 541 +353 +65.3
Other Crimes 2,914 43,200 +109.8
TOTAL CRIMES 1274 | 7,1 +5,563 +72.1
XX

vt iy
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TABLE B

TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY
1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide -~ -0~ -0~ 0
Robber
Y 1 ‘ -0~ + 1
Rape 1 -0~ + 1
Aggravated Assault
and Battery =0~ 2 -2 100.0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 2 2 -0~ -0~
Burglary 8 4 +4 +100.0
Theft 10+ 13 -3 -23.1
1
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 18 17 +1 +5.9
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 20 19 +1 +5.3
D.w.I. 21 47 ~26 ~55.3
Narcotics D= 3 -3 ~100.0
Other Crimes k129 131 ~2 ~1.5
TOTAL CRIMES 170 200 -30 -15.0

******************************k

* k k kK %k k k kK k Kk % *

RICHLAND

]

TOTAL OFFENSES £EPORTED NET PERCENT

CRIME CATEGORY 1974 . 2973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicicde 2 5 -3 -60.0
Robbery 4 3 +1 +33.3
Rape 1 1 -0- -0-

Aggravated Assault )
and Battery w250 38 -13 -34.2
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 39 0 47 ~15 -31.9
Burglary 53' L 86 -33 -38.4
Theft 206 207 -1 -0.5
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 259 - ' 293 -34 -11.6
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES T 340 ~49 -14.4
D.W.T. 97’ . 174 ~77 ~44.3
Narcotics : 33; o 56 ~23 -41.1
Other Crimes Sa3 1,029 ~86 -.4
|L_zoman crimes ':_-,_,_3:54‘ R 1,599 ~235 ~14.6
X% i
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TABLE B (cont.d) TABLE B {cont.d.)

SABINE TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT IL ST, CHARTES TOTAL _OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT

CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE " CRIME CRTEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 10 ' 3 +7 k +233.3 l Homicide G —0- .
Robbery , 5 3 +2 +66.7 ' l Robbery 25 75 ~50 —66.6
Rape , -3 3 -0~ -0- Rape 17 9 +8 +88.8
gggrg\;izziylxssault ' 136 " o4 +229.3 ;&ggravatedvAssault o5 . 157 50,0

TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 153 50 +103 +206.0 ~ TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 143 122 +21 +17.2
Burglary ' 149 o 38 +111 +292.1 Burglary 265 247 +18 +7.3
Theft , 1;324 B 84 +1,240 +1,476.2 Theft 688 542 +146 +26.9

TOTAL PORPERTY CRIMES 1,473 - 122 +1,351 +1,107.4 : TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 953 789 +164 +20.7

POTAL INDEX CRIMES 1,626 172 +1,454 +845.4 TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 1,096 911 +185 +20.3
D.W.I. : 219 260 -41 -15.8 D.W.I. 142 46 +96 +208.6
Narcotics 67 24 +43 ~ +179.2 Narcotics 130 4 +1.26 +3150.0
Other Crimes 1,886 970 +916 +94.4 ' Other Crimes 2,478 2,183 +295 +13.5

TOTAL CRIMES 3,798 1 1,426 +2,372 +166.3 o RIS el 3,846 3846 3,144 +702 +22.3

*******:\‘**‘.:‘.‘***********************‘k*********
* k Kk Kk k k Kk k k k k Kk Kk k% k Kk k *x k k * k k k k k k k *x k k k k k k Kk k Kk % k Kk * *

—
ST. BERNARD TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT ‘ L ST. HELENA T TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE 1 CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide , 1. 1 -0- -0- Homicide 1 5 -1 +50.0
Robbery 103 14 +89 +635.7 | Robbery _ . —o- e
rape e a1 18 -85.7 Rape g 5 +5 +250.0
i {axgcglrg\ar:tzgylkssault R 55 ;  . 64 5 14,1 . iggrg:itzg;\ssault ‘ " . i vo v s
l TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES || . - 162 100 +62 +62.0 TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 56 38 +18 +47.4
Burglary : g9 56 +33 +58.9 » Burglary 30 26 +4 +15.4
Theft Co135 5 168 -33 -19.6 Theft ' 47» 27 420 +74.1
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES ;2kz4l" 5 224 -0- -0~ TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES |[ - 77 53 + 24 +45,3
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES ' '".;486' : 324 +62 +19.1 | TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 133 91 +42 +46.2
DW.I. : 157 an 61 +106 +173.8 D.W.1I. T e 21 25 RITH]
Narcotics ”_-y.‘l(‘)Z ‘; 76 *+26 +34.2 . Narcotics’ . 6 - ) 6 -0~ -0~
Other Crimes n 792 E 1,398 +606 -43.3 . : Other Crimes . k 453 - 315 +138 +43.8
joo X
TOTAL CRIMES R L) —412 22,2 : TOTAL CRIMES 638 {433 . +205 +47.3 }
X xiii
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(cont.d)

TABLE B (cont.d) ; TABLE B
¢ .
7
. ST. JAMES TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT ST. LANDRY TOTAL QFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE ‘ CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
i Homicide : B 4 -1 25 g Homicide " 9 7 +2 +28.6
Robbery T gl 22 13 501 Robbery 45 16 + 29 +181.3
Rape B 1 20 e Rape 15 11 +4 +36.4
Aggravated Assault . i Aggravated Assault
and Battery ag oo 15 417 +113.3 £ and Battery , 178 174 +4 : +2.3

POTAL VIOLENT CRIMES |]-.- 43 0 42 " ' bo s _ TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 247 202 5 +22.3
Burgiary - oo 2 +2 +16.7 Burglary 295 82 + 213 + 259.8
Theft ey 129 +62 +48.1 Treft | 468 350 +118 3.7

TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 08 141 +64 +45,4 IOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES_H- 763 432 +331 +76.6

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 248 183 + 65 +35,5 TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 1,010 634 376 + 59,3
D.W.I. 5 34 35 -1 ~2.9 » ' D.W.I. 721 616 ] 1105 L +17.1
Narcotics g : 5 +11 S +220.0 Narcotics 322 122 +200 +163.9
Other Crimes o 8l6 o 773 +43 +5.6 Other Crimes 2,894 4,466 -1,572 -35.2

TOTAL CRIMES 1,114 996 +118 - +11.9 : TOTAL CRIMES 4,947 Al 5,828 -891 ~¥5.3 J

¥OX X X X X ¥ X X X ¥ ¥ X X K F X X X ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ F X X X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ *******************************************

§T. JOHN THE BAPTIST TOTAL OFFLNSES REPORTED NET PERCENT ST. MARTIN TOTAL OFEENSES. REPORTED NET PERCENT |

CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide : :‘ ooy T 13 -12 -92.3 Homicide 2 0 +2
Robbery : 18 - 42 -24 -57.1 ' Robbery 4 8 -4 ~50.0
Rape Y ys 10 5 +50.0 Rape 14 3 +11 +366.7
Aggravated Assault ‘ . : Aggravated Assault
and Battery By 46 +21 +45,7 and Battery . 68 » ,73 ' - +6.9

TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES T 111 -10 -9.0 TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES : 38 84 +4 +4.8
Burglary ;" 156’ - 141 +15 -10.6_ Burglary . 65 100 -35 -35.0
Theft g | 212 -163 -76.9 L Theft B 166 -92 -55.4

| TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES  ; 2205 353 -148 -41.9 TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES L1390 266 -127 -47.7
: : } :

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES L ags 464 J -158 -34.1 TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 227 350 -123 -35.1
D.W.I. ‘~ 14 ' 121 +23 +19.0 ) _ D.W.I, 1370 274 -137 -50.0
Narcotics Cea ; - 39 J +24 +61.5 Narcotics. 10 37 +33 +89.2
other Crimes Lo 1,219 1,219 ~40,5 Other Crimes 1,164 893 +271 +30.4

_ TOTAL CRIMES 1,238 S 1,843 -605 -32.8 | L._TOTAL CRIMES 1,508 1,554 +44 +2.8
xxiv XXV




TABLE B—/(cont.d.)

ST. MARY TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 8 0 +8
Robbery 42 21 421 +100.0
Rape 32 19 +13 +68.4
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 274 123 ~H151 +122.8
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 356 163 +193 +118.4
Burglary 679 295 +384 +130.2
Theft 1,521 832 +689 +82.8
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 2,200 1,127 +1,073 +95.2
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 2,556 1,290 +1,266 +98.1
D.W.I. 542 284 4258 490.9
Narcotics 258 64 +194 +303.1
Other Crimes 6,293 2,305 +3,988 +173.0
TOTAL CRIMES 9,649 3,943 +5,706 +144.7

ko ok ok ok ok k k k ok k ok kX k k k k kK k Kk k Kk k Kk Kk k k k k k Kk k k kK k k k k *k % * * %

ST. TAMMANY TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET ‘ PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 18 5 +13 +260.0
Robbery 55 26 +29 +111.5
Rape ‘26 13 +13 +100.0
Aggravated Assault ‘
and Battery ;91 197 -6 ~3.0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 290 251 +39 +15.5
Burglary 1,169 927 +242 +26.1
Theft 1,225 941 +284 +30.2
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 2,394 1,868 +526 +28.2
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 2,684 2,119 +565 +26.7
D.W.I. i 526 318 +208 +65.4
Narcotics i 191 326 -135 -41.4
Other Crimes ' 9,950 3,119 +6,831 +219.0
TOTAL CRIMES 13,351 A 5,882 +7,469 +127.0 il
xxvi
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TABLE B——(cont.d)

TANGIPAHOA IQTAL OFFENSES REEQRTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973
=CHANGE L CHANGE
Homicide
29 -6 -20.6
Robbery 40 80 -40 -50.0
Rape
1% 23 64 -41 -64.,1
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 260 276 ~16 ~-5.8
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 346 449 -103 -22.9
Burglary 484 347 +137 +39.5
. Theft 910 744 +166 +22.3
; 1
4 TOTAL P
i ROPERTY CRIMES 1,394 1,B91 +303 +27.7
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 1,740 1,540 +200 +12.9
D.W.I. 381 396 -15 -3.7
Narcotics 333 205 ¥128 162.4
Other Crimes 2,878 2,757 +121 +4,4
TOTAL CRIMES 5,332 4,898 +434 +8.8
] .

'k******************************************

TENS, TOTAL. _NFFENSEe REPORTED 1] NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 ‘ 1973 i CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 1 —~0— +1
Robbery 0 1 -1 -100.0
Rape 3 0= +3
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 7 13 = ~46.1
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 11 14 ~3 -21.4
Burglary 45 39 +6 +15.4
Theft 89 53 +38 +74.5
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 134 90 +44 +48.8
_TOTAL INDEX CRIMES JL S 345 104 +4], +39.4
D.W.I. 44 59 -15 -25.4
Narcotics 0 2 -2 -100.0
Other Crimes 208 346 -138 -39.8
TOTAL CRIMES “ 397 511 -114 -22.3
xxvii




TABLE B—— (cont.d.)

*************************************

|__TERREBONNE ﬁt:ﬁ? TOTAL_ OFFENSES REPQRTED. NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 5 15 ~10 —-66.7
Robbery 55 51 44 +7.8
Rape 20 7 13 +185.,7
gggrEZifiivAssault 131 216 —§5 -39.4
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 211 283 -78 -27.0
Burglary 813 310 +509 +164.2
Theft 1,245 372 +873 +234.7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 2,064 682 +1,382 +202.6
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 2;275 971 +1,304 +134.3
D.W.I. 1648 628 +20 +3.2
Narcotics 283 419 -136 ~32.5
Other Crimes 2,933 3,205 -272 -8.5
TOTAL CRIMES 6,139 5,223 +916 +17.5

% k k% % %

l

UNION TOTAL OFFENSES RERQRZED NET PERCENT

CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide :FF 2 3 -1 -33.3
Robbery 2 -0~ +2
Rape 6 -Q0- +6
gggrgZitzgyAssault 20 22 -2 -9.1

TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 30 25 +5 420,90
Burglary 99 . 217 +72 +266.6
Theft 176 57 +119 +208.7

TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 278 84 +191 +227.4

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 305 109 +196 +179.8
D.W.I. 7‘87" 167 -80 -47.9
Narcotics 28 11 +17, +154.5
Other Crimes 260 482 ~122 -25.3

£
TOTAL CRIMES 780 769 +11 +1.4

xxviii
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TABLE B (cont.d)
VERMILION TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 1 -0~ +1 ]
Robbery 27 3 +24 +800.0
Rape 4 =0~ +4
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 31 23 +8 +34.8
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 63 26 437 +142.3
Burglary 142 85 +57 +67.1
Theft 169 104 +65 +62.5:
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 311 189 +122 +64.6
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 374 215 +159 +74.0
D.W.I. : 147 114 +27 +23.7
Narcotics 43 2 ) +2,050.0
Other Crimes 1.771 867 +904 +104.3
TOTAL CRIMES 2#_329 1,198 ! +1,131 +94,4

X X X X X X X X X ¥ XX X X X K X K X K KX ¥ ¥ XX X FE E ¥ ¥

¥ oK X ¥ X X % ¥

*

¥

VERNON

— TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide k13 6 +12 +200.0
Robbery 41 17 +26 +152.9
Rape 36 15 +21 +140.0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery - 219 87 +132 +151.7
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 316 125 +191 +152.8
Burglary 153 106 +87 +82.1
Theft 435 233" +202 +86.7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 628 ‘ 339 +289 +85.3
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES '9;4 464 +480 +103.5
D.W.I. g 563 -91 ~-16.2
Narcotics - 2gT 187 +100 +53.5
Other Crimes 5.89% 1,855 +1,040 +56.1
TOTAL CRIMES , 4,568 3,069 +1,528 +49.8

XXiX
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TABLE B {cont.d)
WASHINGTON TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 9 10 -1 -10.0
Robbery 12 i8 -6 -33.3
Rape 11 9 +2 +22.2
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 115 100 419 +£15.0
CIAL _VIOLENT CRIMES 147 137 +10 +7.3
Burglary 347 216 +131 +60,7
Theft 179 407 +372 +91.4
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 1.126 623 +503 +£80.7
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 1.273 760 +513 +67.5
D.W.I. 119 309 ~130 -42,1
Narcotics 169 a:} 00 ~o3113.9
Other Crimes _1.811 1,014 +797 +78 .8
l- TOTAL CRIMES 3,432 2,162 +1,270 +58.7

L I A I I R R T

% X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ x

prov—— — exrroae
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'—;EBSTER IL TOTAL OFFENSES . REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1223 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 5 3 +2 +66.6
Robbery 14 3 +11 +366.6
Rape 13 1 412 +1,200.0
Aggravated Assault ‘
and Battery 58 24 +34 +141.6
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 90 31 +59 +190.3
Burglary 271 67 +210 +313.4
Theft 428 13 +355 +486.3
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 705 140 +565 +403.5
| TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 795 171 +624 +364.9
D.W.I, 225 286 -61 -21.3
Narcotics g 27 -19 -70.4
Other Crimes 1,035 372 +663 +178.2
TOTAL CRIMES 2,063 856 +1—'r‘207 +141.0
XXX
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THBLE B {cont.d)

L WEST_BATON ROUGE TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1*9_13 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
e e
Homicide 3 4 -1 -25.0
Robbery 25 21 +4 +19.0
Rape i 17 -10 -58.8
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 93 81 +14 +17.3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 130 123 +7 +5.6
Burglary 88 48 +40 +83.3
Theft 368 172 +196 +113.9
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 456 220 +236 +107.3
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 586 343 +243 +70.8
D.W.I. 515 140 +375 +267.8
Narcotics 89 35 +54 +154.3
Other Crimes 1,270 1,193 +77 +6.4
TOTAL CRIMES 2.460 1,711 +749 +43.7

**********************k*********************

WEST CARROLL TOTAL OF?ENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 1 1 =0= =0=
Robbery 2 =Q- 42
Rape 2 3 =1 -33.3
Aggravat.:d Assault
and Battery 20 i 15 +5 +33.3
TQOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 25 19 +6 +3%.5
Burglary 26 25 +1 +4.0
Theft 46 50 -4 -8.0
JOTAT, PROPERTY CRIMES 72 15 -3 -4,0
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 97 94 +3 +3.2
D.W.I. 32 21 =29 =54.9
Narcotics .38 g +29 +322.2
Other Crimes 239 204 +35 +17.2
TOTAL CRIMES 406‘ 378 +28 +7.4
XX Xi



TABLE B

{cont.d))

WEST FELICIANA TOTAL OFFENSES REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide =0~ 26 -26 ~100.0
Rnbbery =0~ 2 -2 -100.0
Rape 1 -0~ »+1
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 10 15 -5 ~33.3
TOTAL VICLENT CRIMES 11 43 ~32 —74.4
Burglary 12 16 =4 -25.0
Theft 13 7 +6 +85.7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 25 23 +2 +8.6
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 36 66 =30 -45,4
D.W.I. 66 54 +12 +22.2
Narcotics 6 6 =0~ N =0
Other Crimes 16l | 491 ~330 =671.2
TOTAL CRIMES 269 6%7 ~348 -56.4

* Kk Kk % Kk Kk Kk Kk k k Kk Kk Kk *k k k Kk k Kk *x k k k k * k * * %

* k k k k Kk *k

* %k k k k %k *

WINN TOTAL OFFENSES REPQRTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 197,5‘ 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 2 5 -4 -80.0
Robbery 8 9 -1 -11.1
Rape ‘4; 4 =0= =0
Aggravated Assault
and Batterwy 40 - 17 +23 +135.3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES ‘53 35 +18 +51 .4
Burglary 34 11 +23 +209,]
Theft 47 26 2] +30.7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES ‘8; i.‘, 37 +44 +1318.9
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES ]‘.34’ 72 +92 +86.1
DT, 83 58 +25 +43,1
Narcotics ’22 = ) +17 +340,0
Other Crimes ) 451 L 299 +172 +57.5
TOTAL CRIMES 710 434 +276 +63.5
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TABLE B cont.d.

STATE _OF LOUISIANA

TOTAT, OFFENSES. REPORTED NET PERCENT
MORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 840 695 +145 +20.9
Robbery 11.687 8,574 +3,113 +36.3
Rape ‘ 1,372 1,053 +319 +30,3
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 11,354 8.987 +2.367 +26.3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 25,253 19,309 +5,944 +30.8
Burglary 68,708 51,785 +16,923 +32.7
Theft 90,308 k 65,235 +25.073 +38.:4
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 159,016 117,020 +41,096 +35,9
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 184,269 136,329 +47,940 +35.2
D.W.T. 22,733 18,687 +4,046 +21.7
Narcotics 9,983 5,826 +4,157 +71.4
Other Crimes 369,092 267,945 +101,147 +37.8
TOTAL CRIMES 586,077 428,787 +157,29Q +36,7

ok k k k ok k k& kK Kk k k k Kk Kk k % k *k k k kK k k Kk Kk Kk kK * Kk *k *k * * % k Kk *k k k * K %k
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TABLE € ARRESTS REPORTED (1974 vs. 1973) TABLE € —— (cont.d)

PARISH and STATE TOTALS

ir Lﬁ%ﬂ TOTAL ARRES
f ACADIA TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT S_REPORTED NET PERCENT
: .. CRIME_CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHAN
! CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE GE
- N Homicide 1 3 2 6.7
Homicide 17 1 +16 +1,600.0
: Robbery 6 6 -0~ -0-
Robbery 11 6 +5 +83.3
i Rape 4 10 -6 -60.0
Rape 3 2 +1 +50.0 Aggravated Assault
Aggravated Assault] and Battery 69 57 +12 +21.1
and Battery ’ 52 17 +35 +205.8 H
TOTAI VIOLENT CRIMES 80 76 +4 +5.3
‘ ' TQTAL VIOLENT CRIMES| 83 26 +57 +219,2 {
; Burglary 76 78 -2 -2.6
Burglary 66 52 +14 +26.9 4
Theft 161 105 +56 +53.3,
Theft 92 55 +37 +67.3 :
- v TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 237 183 +54 +29.5
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 158 107 +51 +47.6
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 317 259 +58 +22.4
POTAL INDEX CRIMES ;241 133 +108 +81.2
= i D.W.I. 472 419 +53 +12.6
D.W,I, 282 137 +145 +105.8
Narcotics 98 59 +39 +66.1
Narcotics ) 99 . 35 +64 +182.8 . :
Other Crimes 1,265 388 +377 +42.5
e - X +1,044 +841,
Other Crimes 1..168 124 L ! 1.9 TOTAL CRIMES
TOTAL CRIMES 1,790 429 u +1,361 | +317.2

&
B ***************‘k***************************
I

*k***‘k*****‘k******.\************************

]
; =
i ASSUMPTION TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
ALLEN, TOTAL _ARRESTS RERORTED NET PERCENT *
: CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE - i
I3 Homicide 1 3 -2 -66.6
ici 4 . - 1 +3 +300.0
Homicid . 2
= Robbery ‘ 7 2 +5 +250.0
Robbery 6 5 +1 +20.0 ” .
) : Rape -3 -0~ +3
Rape o 5 -4 -80.0 Aggravated Assault '
Aggravated Assault ‘ and Battery 2 33 =31 -93.9
and Battery 38 27 +11 +40.7 ¢
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 13 38 -25 -65.7
TQTAL_VIOLENT CRIMES 49 38 +11 +28.9 i
: Burglary 16 21 -5 ~23.8
Burglary S 49 93 -44 -47.3 : ‘ S
' y Theft 62 21« +41 +195.2
Theft _.95 149 ~54 -36.2 B
S TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 78 ~ 42 +36 +85.7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMESH ' - 144 - 242 -98 -40.5 :
. TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 91 30 +11 +13.7
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 193 - 280 -87 -31.,1 : ;
~ ‘ g D.W.I. 77 33 +44 +133.3
D.W.T S8 114 -36 -31.5 . ;
W T - Narcotics Lo - 2 +8 +400.0
Narcotics 8l 20 +61 +305.0 : - ]
o Other Crimes 2,189 1,419 +770 +54.3
Other Crimes : 488 659 -171 -25.9 R
- ; TOTAL CRIMES 2,367 1 1,534 +833 +54,3
TOTAL CRIMES ) 840 1,073 -233 -21.7 :

T T e AR 3 Sty A, S e Aot
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TABLE € {cont.d.)
AVOYELLES TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
ME_CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 9. 1 +8 +£800.0
Robbery 30 =0 +30
Rape 1 2 -1 -50.0
1;331-;;2223\/%%““ 111 31 +80 +258 1
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 151 34 +117 +344,1
Burglary 141 35 +106 +302.8
Theft 309 131 +178 +135.8
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 450 166 +284 171,13
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 401 200 +401, ., F200.5
D.W.I. 199 89 +110 +123.5
Narcotics 121 717 +44 S #5711
Other Crimes 3,226 1,316 41,910 +145.1
TOTAL CRIMES 4,147 1,682 +2,465 +146.5

************'k******************************

BEAUREGARD TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 ___CHANGE _CHANGE____|
Homicide 2 1 41 +100.0
Robbery g 2 +5 +250.0
Rape 5. 3 +2 +66.6
B aragy e s 38 +3 +7.8
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES viss 44 +11 +25.0
Burglary 36 28 +8 +28.5
Theft 106 48 +58 +120,8
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 142 76 +66 +86.8
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 197 120 +77 +64,2

D.W.I. 116 33 +83 +251.5
Narcotics "14 i 63 -49 -77.1
Other Crimes 627 341 +286 +83.8
TOTAL CRIMES 954 557 +397 +71.3
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TABLE C (cont.d)
BIENVILLE TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE w
Homicide 18 1 +17 +1.700.0
Robbery 8 -0~ +8
Rape 4 1 +3 +300.0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 24 1 +23 +2,300.0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 54 3 +51 +1,700.0
Burglary 23 3 +20 +666.6
Theft 37 14 +23 +164.3
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES >50 17 +43 4+252,9
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 114 20 +94 +470.,0Q
D.W.I. 79 48 +31 +64.5
Narcotics 18 8 +10 +125.90
Other Crimes 340 | 168 +172 +102.4
TOTAL CRIMES 551 244 +307 +125.8 ]

* k k k k kK k k k k k k k k Kk Kk Kk Kk Kk k k k Kk *x k k k Kk k k %

* x kK % Kk % % %

*

BOSSIER TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 5 4 +1 +25.0
Robbery 16 29 ~13 -44.8
Rape  12 4 +8 +£200.0
Aggravated Assault .
and Battery 115 146 -31 ~-21.2
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 148 - 186 ~-38 -20.4
Burglary 138 » 154 ~-16 -10.4
Theft 367 385 -18 -4.6
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 505 539 -34 ~6.3
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES : 553 : 722 -69 -9.5
D.W.I. 14 706 +8 +1.1
’ Narcotics 2é3 236 +47 +19.9
Other Crimes ‘2,140 2,118 +22 +1.0
TOTAL CRIMES 3,790 3,782 +8 +0.2
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TABLE ¢ ——— (cont.d)

CADDO TQTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 29 48 1 .73 .1
Robbery 108 81 +27 +33.3
Rape 33 32 +1 +3.1
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 414 335 +79 +23.5
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 587 496 +91 +18.3
Burglary 522 560 -38 6.7
Theft 1,907 1,595 +312 +19.5
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 2,429 2,155 +274 +12.7
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 3,016 2,651 +365 +13.7
D.W.I. 34 1,380 _-~1,346 -97.5
Narcotics 498 392 +106 S #27.0
Other Crimes 8,763 9,450 687 -7.3
TOTAL CRIMES 13,360 13,873 =513 -3.6

X k% kX k ok k k Kk k k kK k k kh k kK K X k Kk * k Kk k kK k Kk Kk Kk Kk %k *k Kk * k * k k % * *

| ___CALCASIEU TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTEDR NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 21 8 +13 +162.5
Robberv 47 . 38 +9 +23.8
Rape 30 20 +10 +50.0
Agaravated Assault
ard Battery 213 138 +75 +54.3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 311 214 +97 +45.3
Burglary 254 170 +84 £49.4
Theft 1,013 638 +375 +58.7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 1,267 808 +459 +56.8
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 1,575 1,022 +556 +54.4
D.W.I. 1;631 606 +475 +78.4
Narcotics 570 284 +286 +100.,7
Other Crimes 7,710 2,644 45,066 +191.6
TOTAL CRIMES 10,939 4,556 b +6,383 +140.1

g s e
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TABLE € (cont.d)
eSS “
CALDWELL TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide -0~ ~0- -0~ | -0-
Robbery Q- -0 -0- -Q0-
Rape 2 -0~ +2
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 8 —~0= +8
TOTAL VIOLENT CF .MES 10 -0- +10
Burglary 3 6 -1 -16.6
Theft 25 6 +19 +316 46
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 30 12 +18 +150.0
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 49 12 +28 +233.3
D.W.I. 88 44 +44 +100.0
Narcotics 35 i 1 +34 +3,400.0
Other Crimes 424 102 +322 +315.6
TOTAL CRIMES 587 ; 159 +428 +269.2

*********************************

* kX Kk k k Kk Kk k % %

CAMERON TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide ) 2 -2 -100.0
Robbery ~ 0= -0- -0- -0-
Rape 1 2 -1 ~50.0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 22 . 14 +8 +57.1
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 23 18 +5 +27.8
Burglary 17 12 +5 +41.6
Theft 12 36+ -24 -66.7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 48 -19 ~33.6
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 66 -14 ~21.2
D.W.I. 50 : 94 -44 -46.8
Narcotics 16 34 -18 -52.9
Other Crimes 334 653 -319 ~48.9
TOTAL CRIMES 452 - 847 -395 -46.6
vi
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TABLE C (cont.d)
Mﬂ‘————:—_ﬂ
CATAHOULA TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY ) 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide ~ (= ~0— -0~ —Q-—
Robbery ; =0 9 -9 -100.0
Rape ﬂ 1 -0~ +1
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 8 20 -12 -60.0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 9 29 ~-20 -68.9
Burglary 6 2 +4 +200.0
Theft 68 . 18 +50 +277.7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES] 74 20 +54 +270.0
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 83 49 +34 +69.,4
D.W.I. 46 52 -6 -11,5
Narcotics 10 22 -12 S -s4,5
Other Crimes ’ 193 230 +263 +114.3
TOTAL CRIMES 632 353 +279 +79.0 :

* k K Kk & k k Kk ok k kK k Kk k Kk k Kk k k * k k ¥ Kk k k k *k k * k *k Kk k k * k x % k % %

CLATIBORNE TQTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NE'T PERCENT
CRIME, CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 3 2 +1 +50,0 -
Robbery 2 4 -2 =-50.0
Rape ~0- 2 -2 -100.0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 13 15 -2 ~13.3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 18 23 -5 -21.7
Burglary 18 12 +6 +50.0
Theft 10 . 19 -9 -47.4
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 28 31 -3 -9.6
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 46 54 . -8 ~-14.8
D.W.I. 37 74 -37 ~50.0
Narcotics Qe 24 -24 -100.0
Other Crimes 309 319 -10 ~3.1
TOTAL CRIMES 392 471 -79 -16.7
vii
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TABLE Ci— (con, d)

GONCORDIA TOTAT, ARRESTS REPORTER NET PERCENT
CRIME CA
TEGORY _1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE,
Homicide 2} 1 +7 +700,0
N Robbery 4 65 -2 33.3
R
ape 10 6 +4 +66,6
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 46 40 +6 +15.0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 68 53 +15 +28,3
2
Burglary 36 17 +19 +111.7
Theft 174 93 +81 +8711
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 210 110 +100 +90.9
... TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 278 163 +115 +70.5
D.W.I. 215 223 -8 -3.5
Narcotics 61 41 +20 +48.7
Other Crimes 792 1,066 -274 =25.7
TOTAL CRIMES u 1.346 . 1.493 =142 9,8

*******************************************

[E DESQTO

e e e e e e R i

TQTAL ARBESTS. BEPQRTED NET PERCENT
. CRIME _CATEGORY - 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 3 1 +2 +200,0
Robbery 6 3 +3 +100.0
Rape 6 2 +4 +200.0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 67 30 +37 +123.3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES ‘ 82 36 +46 +127.7
Burglary 14 15 =L ~6.8
Theft 58 36 +22 +61.1
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 72 51 +21 +41.2
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 154 87 +67 +77.0
D.W.I. 123 155 ~-32 -20.6
Narcotics 71 -0= +71
Other Crimes 811 435 +376 +86.,4
TOTAL CRIMES ; - 1;159 b7 +482 +71.2

viii
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TABLE ¢ (cont.d.)

LAST BATON ROUGE TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT

CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 174 64 +110 +171,8
Robbery 136 207 =71 -34.3
Rape 37 63 -26 -41.3
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 718 575 +143 +24.8

TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 1,065 909 +156 +17.2
Burglary 879 1,059 -180 -16.9
Theft 4,242 2,783 +1,459 +52.4

TOTAIL,_PROPERTY CRIMES 5,121 3,842 +1,279 +33.3

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 6,186 4,751" +1,435 +37.2
D.W.I. 3,091 2,360 +731 +30.9
Narcotics 1,931 853 +1,078 N +126.4
Other Crimes 12,622 15,311 -2,689 ~17.5

TOTAL CRIMES 23,820 23,275 +545 +2.3

ok ok ok ok Kk ok ok ok ok k ok k Kk k k k k k k k %k k Kk k k k Kk k k *

* k kK k k Kk Kk *

*

LEAST CARROLL TOTAI, ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
GRIME _CATEGQRY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide k 1 3 ~0— -0—
Robbery 2 -0~ +2
Rape 2 1 ..=5 ~71.4
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 35 33 +2 +6.1
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 40 41 -1 -2.4
Burglary 25 32 ~7 -21,8
Theft 41 61 -20 =32.7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRL i+ §| 66 23 =21 =29.0
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 106 134 ~-28 -20.8
D,W.I. 64 97 =33 -34.0
Narcotics 10 16 -66 -86.,8
Other Crimes 601 : 915 -314 =34.3
TOTAL CRIMES 781 1,222 ~441 -36.1
ix

TABLE  C e {cont.d.)

E. FELICIANA

TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED

e NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide =0~ 1 2 -2 -100.0
Robbery 3 4 -1 -25.0
Rape -0 1 ~1 ~100.0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 8 27 ~-19 -70.4
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 11 34 -23 -67.6
Burglary 4 49 -45 -91.8
Theft 12 28 -16 =57.1
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES ‘L 16 77 -61 -79.2
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 27 111 -84 -75.7
D.W.I. | 23 67 ~44 -65.7
Narcotics 2 1 +]1 +100.0
Other Crimes 157 205 -48 ~23.4
TOTAL CRIMES 209 384 -175 -45.6

**'k**********************************

¥ k % Kk x %

E}QANGELINE TQTAL _ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE Q___HA_;HQ__]_: _—
Homicide ' 3 . 4 H -1 -25.0
Robbery - 0= -0~ -0- -0~
Rape 6. 1 +5 +500.0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 63 60 +3 +5.0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 72 ' 65 +7 +10.7
Burglary 45 19 +26 +136.8
Theft 104 9'2 +12 +13.0
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 1438 111 +38 34,2
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 221 4 176 +45 +25,5
W I 367 193 +174 +90.2
Narcotics 95 44 +51 +115.9
Other Crimes 1,289 767 +522 +68,1
TOTAL CRIMES 1,972 . 1,180 __+j§2_______lﬁ7_£___l




TABLE €~——{(cont.d))

FRANKLIN TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
| CRTME CATEGORY. 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 1 4 -3 -75.0
Robbery 1 2 -1 -50.0
Rape 4 1 +3 +300.0
:ggrg\;zzziylkssault 17 31 -14 ~45.2
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 23 38 ~15 -39.5
Burglary 21 13 +8 £61.5
Theft 51 55 -4 -7.3
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 72 68 +4 +5.8
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 95 106 -11 -10.4
D.W.I. 122 162 ~-40 -24.6
Narcotics 21 i8 +3 ~+16.6
Other Crimes 444 1,016 -572 -56.3
TOTAL CRIMES 682 1,302 f-Zi -47.6

oo man————————
S e

'k*************‘k‘k***************************
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TABLE € emmer (cont.d.)

IBERIA TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 J..-__—-_-iz" CHANGE CHANGE:
Homicide 3 1 +2 +200.0
Robbery 23 1 +16 +228,5
Rape 4 4 -0- ~0-
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 52 16 +36 +225,0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES ¥2 28 +54 +192.8
Burglary 130 38 +92 +242.,1
Theft 204 72 +132 +183.3
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 334’ 110 +224 +203.6
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 416 138 +278 +201.4
D.W.I. 316 222 +94 +42.3
Narcotics 97 28 +69 +246.4
Other Crimes 717 397 +320 +80.6
TOTAL _CRIMES 1,546 785 +761 +96.9

k k k k k k kK k k k k *k kK k k k k k Kk k Kk k Kk Kk k *k * %k k k *k Kk *

* k k k % Kk k %

“ GRANT TQTAL ARRE NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGOE{E hl 1573 CHANGE CHANGE.
‘ Homicide =0= 1 =1 -100.0
Robbery ~0- ~0=— -0~ 0=

Rape 2 -0~ +2
A R nerazy 13 18 -5 27.7
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 15 19 -4 -21.1
Burglapy 24 20 +4 +$20.0
Theft 24 24 -0= -0-
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 48 44 +4 +9,1
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 63 63 =0~ =0
D.W.T. 37 51 -14 -27.4
Narcotics 2 15 ~13 -86.8
Other Crimes 148 253 =145 -41.5
TOTAL CRIMES n— 250 - | 382 -132 -34.5

IBERVII_;PEN TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE _CHANGE
Homicide 12 6 +6 +100.0
Robbery il 11 =4 -36.4
Rape 12 5 +7 +140.0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 137 34 +103 +302,9
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES ‘ ‘; 168 56 +112 +200.0
Burglary . 166 . 24 +142 +591.6
Theft 224 18 +206 +1,144.4
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 390 42 +348 +828.5
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 558‘_ 98 +460 +469.5
D.W.I. 153 96 +57 +59.5
.Narcotics k 73 41 +32 +78.0
Other Crimes 773 424 +349 +82.3
TOTAL CRIMES ’_vl,vi'557 L 659 +898 +136.3




TABLE € {cont.d,)

JACKSON .TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 2. 7 2 -0 —~0-
Robbery 2 ,Q 6 -4 -66.6

Rape 5 0 +5

Aggravated Assault )

and Battery 29 29 -0~ ~0-
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 38 ‘, 37 +1 +2.7

Burglary 4 4 ~0- -0~

Theft ~22  ; 82 -60 -73.2
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 26 26 =60 -69.7
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES '54, 123 -59 -47.9

D.W.I. 54 : 38 +16 +42.1

Narcotics 2 -0- +2 N _p-

Other Crimes  "389 L 304 +85 +27.9
TOTAL CRIMES 50§ 465 +44 +9.5

* ok Kk ok k k k kK k k k k k k k k kK k Kk Kk k + k k k Kk Kk Kk k Kk Kk k k Kk k Kk Kk % k % Kk %

JEFFERSON TQTAL ARRESTS. REPQRTED. NET PERCENT
CRIME _CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE. .}
Homicide 580 0 13 25 +75.7
Robbery 229 238 =9 -3.7
Rape “61 - 84 -23 -27.4
iggrgX::ZEXAssaUlt " 60§5. : 548 +61 +11.1
POTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 957 ~ 903 +54 +5.9
Burglary 761 459 +302 +65.7
Theft 1,957 1,277 +480 +37.5
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIME;ri 2;51év‘:, 1,736 +782 +45.0
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES "153;4?$U1ff 2,639 +836 +31,6
D.W,I. “‘2;631'1f* 1,997 +684 44,3
Narcotics J2;$815 " 2,492 -111 -4.5
Other Crimes ;'ie,p4élf7 13,803 +2,245 +16.3
TOTAL CRIMES : 24,585 20,93) 43,654 £17.5

xiii
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TABLE C

(cont.d.))

JEFFERSON DAVIS

TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED

NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY. 1974 1973 CIANGE CHANGE
Homicide 2 — Q0= +2 -0-
Robbery 7 -0- +7
Rape 4 1 +3 +300.0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 23 17 +6 +35.3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 36 18 +18 +100.0
Burglary 37 26 +11 +42,3
Theft 78 105 -27 -25.7¢
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 115 131 ~16 -12.2
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 151 149 +2 +1.3
D.W.I. 109 143 -34 -23.7
Narcotics 81 - 32 +49 +153.1
Other Crimes 488 477 +11. +2.3
TOTAL CRIMES 829 801 +28 +3.5

*‘****************************************

LAFAYETTE TOTAL, ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 19724 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
| _Homigide 40 11 +29 +263.6
Robbery 24 ‘ 79 ~55 -69.6
Rape .21 35 ~14 -40.,0
Aggravated Assault
and Battervy 100 . 169 ~669 -86.9
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES lésr ‘ 894 -709 -79.3
Burglary J_77 616 =439 =71.3
Theft 650 1,738 -1,088 -62.6
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES] i 827 2,354 -1,527 ~-64.8
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 1012 3,248 -2,236 -68.8
DW.I. 646 756 -110 -14.5
» Narcotics 113 ) 130 -17 -13.1
Other Crimes 925 % 4,226 -3,301 -78.1
TOTAL CRIMES 2,696 | 8360 -5,664 -67.7
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TABLE C— (cont.d) TABLE C——{cont.d.) .
LAFQURCHE “ TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT L:LINCOLN |l TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 3 4 -1 -25.0 ' Homicide 3 2 +1 £50.0
Robbery 10 12 -2 -16.6 Robbery 5 7 -2 -28.5
Rape 4 2 +2 +100.0 Rape 3 -0- +3
Aggravated Assault : Aggravated Assault '
and Battery 39 67 -28 -41.7 . and Battery 74 36 +38 +105.5
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES || 56 85 =29 ~34..1 | TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 85 ) 45 +40 +88.8
‘ Burglary ) 70 : 18 -8 -10.3 Burglary 99 42 | +57 +135.7
Theft 309 190 £119 162 6 Theft 254 53 +201 +379.2
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES|| 379 268 +111 +41.4 TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 353 95 +258 +271.5
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 435 353 +82 +23..2 TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 438 140 +298 4+212.8
D.W.I. 533 374 +159 +£42.5 D.W.I. 206 43 +163 +379.1
Narcotics 287 229 +58 425 .3 Narcotics ’ ldl : 27 +74
QOther Crines H 1,895 | 868 41,077 +118.3 | Other Crimes b . 637 272 +365
TOTAL CRIMES u 3,150 1,824 Q +1.326 +72.6 _ﬂ TOTAL CRIMES L%r 482 .

* k Kk k Kk k k kK k %k Kk k k Kk Kk k k k k k k k k k * *k Kk k Kk Kk k k k k Kk kx * Kk Kk & * % y

TOTAL ARRESTS RE: ORTED. NET PERCENT TQTAL ARRESTS. REPORTER i NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1074 1973 CHANGE CHANGE CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide L Lga ‘ 1 -1 -100.0 Homicide —0= . 4 -4 -100,0
Robbery 0= -0 -0~ -0- Robbery g 15 -11 -73.3
Rape e 5. -0- +5 Rape mpe 3 =3 -100.0
w Aggravated Assault ) B Aggravated Assault R Co

and Battery o 3 -3 -100.0 | and Battery i 2B 79 ~-51 _64.5
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES . 5 4 +1 +25.0 TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES lf - 32 : 101 -69 ~-68.3
Burglary Sa‘, 19 -14 -73.6 Burglary oo =7b' 64 6 4+9 4
i Theft 6 17 13 -64.7 Theft - ':1’9‘3]" | 12 +8] +72.3
} TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES || ’1"1‘ 36 -25 -69.4 TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES : 263 o 176 +87 +49.4
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES i 16 » : 40 -24 -60.0 TOTAL INDEX CRIMES i 295 - 277 " +18 +6.5
’ D.W.I. 15 31 -16 -51.6 D.W.I. : : 279 | 308 " =29 —9.4
‘ Narcotics L 3 5 =2 ~40,0 Narcotics - L 91 b 33 +58 +175.7
Other Crimes S 197 - 429 -232 ~54.1 | Other Crimes : f 683 : L 487 +196 +40,2

{l___TOTAL CRIMES . 231 ’ 505 i -274 -54,3 ] TOTAL CRIMES 1,105 +243 +2

xv xvi




TABLE Coew= (cont.d.)

= e

MADISON TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
e ey emerr

CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE

Homicide § 4 +2 +50.0

Robbery 9 6 $#3 +50.0

Rape 7 3 +4 +133.3
Aggravated Assault

and Battery 59 53 +4 +£11.3

TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 81 66 +15 +22.7

Burglary 67 84 -17 -20.2

Theft 97 48 +49 +102.1

TQTAL, PROPERTY CRIMES 164 132 +32 +24.2

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 245 198 +47 +23,7

D.W.I. 165 183 -18 =9.8

. ~

Narcotics 30 11 +19 +172.7

Other Crimes 1,144 1,200 =58 =4.0

TOTAL CRIMES 1,584 1,592 -3 -0.5

* K k k k kK kK k k Kk k kK Kk k Kk k k k Kk k Kk *k k k Kk k k Kk Kk k &k * Kk

* k k Kk Kk Kk Kk Kk * ¥

MOREHOUSE TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide »l ’k 5 -4 ~80.0
Robbery g = 19 -5 -41.6
Rape g 1 +7 +700.0
and Baciomy oooute 50 21 +29 +138.1
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 66 i 39 +27 +69.2
Burglary 71 108 -37 -34.3
Theft : 1717‘ 93 +84 +90.3
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 24& ” 201 +47 +23.4
POTAL INDEX CRIMES 314 309 +5 +1.6
D.W. I 3‘36 185 +51 +27.5
Narcotics ’19 106 -27 ~25.5
Other Crimes ‘,>1,025~‘  f" 534 +491 +91.9
TOTAL_ CRIMES ‘ 1}"65'4’ L 1,134 +520 +45.8

TABLE C (cont.d)
= — —q
NATCHITOCHES TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
u“ CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
l Homicide 2 1 41 +100.0
Robhery 3 27 -24 ~88.8
ﬁ Rape 4 11 -7 -63.6
Aggravated Assault AR
and Battery 108 177 69 =38.9
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES _117 216 ~99 -45.8
Burglary 95 99 -4 ~4,0
Theft ,2‘52‘ 260 ~8 -3.1
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 34‘7 ' 359 ~12 -3.3
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES '4'5’4 575 =111 =19.3
D.W.I. 238 127 +111 +87.4
Narcotics ‘ 157 168 -11 -6.5
Other Crimes 73;932 2.213 +1.719 +77.6
“ TOTAL CMR’{MES - ,'4,‘7-91‘ 3,083 +1,708 +55,4

L T T T T N N I R N S S S S v v

¥ X X X ¥ R X ¥ x o x

' ORLEANS || TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
| CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE
Homicide - ;131 . 158 =27
Robbery :‘1.31‘7 1,297 +20 +1.5
Rape Cgas o 150 +85 1566
Aggravated Assault S
and Battery = 1,4 39‘ : 1,478 -39 =2.6
TOTAL, VIOLENT CRIME : 3 122 3,083 +39 +1.3
Burglary 1,570 1,805 -235 ~13.0
Theft 1636 : 1,628 +8 +0.5 |
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES :“""3‘,2766_, . 3,433 =227 —6.6
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES o 6,516 -188 -2.8
D.W,I 3,225 -2,680 -83.1
Narcotics 3,961 +21.2 +5,4 Il
Other Crimes 8,844 +2,114 +23.9 |
TOTAL CRIMES 22,546 -542 -2.4
xviii



TABLE ¢—(cont.d)

OUACHITA TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
|- CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 14> 3 +11 1366 .6
Robbery 26 9 +17 +188.8
Rape 17 13 +4 +30.7
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 2312 51 +261 +511.7
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES ‘369 . 76 +293 +385,5
Burglary 318 139 +180 +129,5
Theft 1175 134 +1,041 +776.8
TQTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 1.494 273 +1.221 +447.3
TOTAL_ INDEX CRIMES 1.863 349 +1,514 +433,8
D.W.I. 1,400 606 +794 +131,0
. ~ '
Narcotics 623 158 +465 +294.3
Othex Crimes 16,861 B 704 +16,157 +2,295,0
TOTAL CRIMES 20,747 1,817 - +18.930 +1,043 8

***************************'****************

PLAQUEMINES TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET NET
| CRIME._CATEGORY. 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 4 k 6 ~2 -33.3
f Robbery 12 . ' 9 +3 +33.3
Rape 1 . 1 -0~ ~0-
QEErEZiﬁiiyAssa“lt 64 38 +26 +68. 4
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES gi 54 +27 +50.0
Burglary 29 ,7 - - 26 +3 +11.5
Theft 60 78 -18 -23.1
’ TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 4 L 104 -15 -14.4
L TOTAL INDEX CRIMES ”;70 i 158 +12 +7.6
D.W. I, ~§?;3§,; L ™ -62 -32.0
Narcotics "‘1'1“5 S 112 +3 +2.7
Other Crimes : l{io«r - ‘ 1,157 -53 -4.6
TOTAL CRIMES | 1}521  } ¥ 1,621 -100 -6.2 i
xix
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TABLE C (contd) .
R.
POINTE_ COUPEE — TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 4 1 +3 +300.0
Robbery —( 5 -5 ~100.0
Rape -;0— 2 -2 -100.0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 69 40 +29 +72.5
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 73 . 48 +25 +52.1
Burglary 4] 11 +30 +272.7
Theft 115 38 477 +202.%
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES "1.56 49 +107 +218.5
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 229 97 +132 +136.1
D.W.I. 76 21 +55 +261.9
Narcotics 25 19 +6 +31.5
Othexr Crimes 7v35 370 +215 +37.7
. TQTAL CRIMES 1,115 707 +408 +57.7

¥ X X ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

¥ XX ¥ K X X X ¥ X X ¥ X X X ¥ X ¥

¥ X X ¥ X X x ¥

RAPIDES TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
| __CRIME CATEGORY, 1974 1973 CHAYNGE CHANGE
. Homicide 20 14 +6 +42.8
Robbery ‘51 : 41 +10 +24 .4
Rape IR TN 51 -36 -70.5

Aggravated Assault
and Battery ‘202 v . 166 +36 +21.6
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 288 . ‘272 +16 +5,8
Burglary ,346' 177 +169 +95.5
Theft 'a4§>"jb 395 +450 +113.9
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMiS|| ,1,191'_i 572 +619 +108,2
— .. TQTAL INDEX CRIMES ;1,479 - 844 +635 +75,2
D.W.I. ;914 589 " +325 +55,2
Narcotics : TR 284 +318 +119.0

Gk i
Other Crimes 4,144 2,065 ﬁ +2.,079 +100.,6
TOTAL CRIMES "37;159' ' 3,782 +3,377 +89 3
X X




TABLE € —{cont.d.)

RED RIVER :H47 TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
___CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide =0 : 1 -1 -100.0
Robbery «—p~ 3 =3 -100.0
Rape -9 3 -1 ~-33.3
Aggravated Assault k
| and Battery 8 2 +6 +300.0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES iO i - 9 +1 +11,1
Burglaxy 5 ) 5 —0- ~0-
Theft 30 : 12 +18 150, 0.
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES ‘35 : : 17 +18 +105.8
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 45’ : 26 +19 +73.1
D.W.I. 32 48 -16 -33.3
Narcotics 2 2 -0— b -0
Other Crimes 114‘ : 106 +8 +7.5
TOTAL CRIMES ’193 182 +11 +6.0

X Kk k k k %k Kk k k k k kK k k k k k k k k Kk Kk k k k k * k k *x *k % %

* kK k k k kxk Kk * %k %

N1

l RICHTAND TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTER NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide , ‘2 5 =3 =60.0
Robbery -2 2 -0- -0-
Rape 0= -0~ | -0- -0-
233‘"‘3235231““““ - 20 36 -16 ~44.4
i TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 24 43 -19 -44.2
Burglary 15 .. 40 -25 -62.5
Theft 88" ‘1 107 -19 -17.7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES|| 103 . 147 -44 ~29.9
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 127, : 190 -63 -33.2
D.W.I. .95;‘ . 174 -15 -43.1
Narcotics 290 : 56 -27 -48.2

Other Crimes 719 - 912 -193 -21.2
| ___ToTAL CRIMES Cena 1,332 ~358 -26.8

x X i

TABLE C {cont.d) R
| SABINE TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME. CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 7 3 +4 +133.3
Robbery ‘8 3 +5 +166.6
Rape . -0~ 3 -3 -100,0

Aggravated Assault

and Battery 82 kY +44 +115,7
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 97 47 +50 +106.4
Burglary 29 : 7 +15 +214.3
Theft 61 | 52 +9 £17.3
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 83 o 59 +24 +40.6
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 180 - 106 +74 +69.8
D.W.I. : 224 : 260 =36 -13.8
Narcotics _65 24 +41 +170.8
Other Crimes 1,219 847 +372 +43.9
TOTAL CRIMES _._ 1,688 1,237 +451 +36.5

*********************************

* k ok & k% Kk * *

*

ST BERNARD TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 1 4 -3 -75.0
Robbery 126. 16 +110 +687.5
Rape 4 25 ~-21 -84.0

Aggravated Assault )
and Battery . 55 - 106 ~51 -48.1
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES i;ﬁ S 151 +35 +23.2
Burglary 108 . 141 -33 -23.4
Theft 185 193 -8 4.1
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES ’293: 334 -41 -12.3
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 479 485 -6 ~-1.2
D.W.I. 198 61 +137 +224.6
Narcotics 151 258 -107 -41.5
Other Crimes 931 B 1,336 ~405 ~30.3
TOTAL CRIMES 1,759 2,140 -381 -17.8
xxii




TABLE €— (cont.d)

ST. CHARLES

TOTAL ARRES[’I’S REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 6 9 -3 -33.3
Robbery 13 13 -0~ -0-
Rape 14 11 +3 +27.3
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 100 140 -40 -28.6
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 133 173 -40 -23.1
Burglary 58 40 +18 +45.0
Theft 66 107 -41 -38.3
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 124 147 ~-23 ~15.6
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 257 320 -63 -19.7
D.W.I. 156 220 -54 =24.5
Narcotics 275 115 +160 +439.1
Other Crimes 881 1,191 -310 -26.0
TOTAL CRIMES 1,579 1,846 ~-267 -14.5 B

Ak k kK k k kK k k Kk k k k * k Kk k k k Kk kK * k kK k k k k k k Kk Kk * kx k x Kk Kk Kk Kk & & &

ST. HELENA TOTAI,_ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE i
Homicide 0= 2 -2 -100.0
Robbery 2 : ~0=- +2
Rape 7 2 +5 +250.0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 37 33 +4 +12.1
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 46 37 +9 +24.3
Burglary 20.. 25 =5 -20.0
Theft 31 26 L5 +19.2
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 51 51 -0~ -0-
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 97 88 +9 +10.2
D.W.I. 46 20 +26 +130.0
Narcotics 5 6 =1 =16.6
Other Crimes 344 485 £59 +20,7
TOTAL CRIMES JL B 492 399 +93 +23,3

xxiii
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TABLE ¢ (cont.d) .
i
ST, JAMES TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 2 1 2 -1 =50.0
Robbery 8 5 +3 +40,0
Zlape 1 1 -0~ -Q=
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 35 28 +9 +34.68
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 45 34 +11 +32.4
Burglary g 14 -6 +42.8 il
Theft 47 43 +4 +9, ; I
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 55 57 -2 ~-3.5 l
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 100 91 +9 +9.8 E
D.W.I. 62 43 +19 |
Narcotics 16 28 -12
Cther Crimes 391 394 -3
TOTAL CRIMES 269 - 556 n +1

********'k*****,*****************************

e s ~]
| ____ST. JOHN . TOTAL_ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME_CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE_ CHANGE
Homicide 2 18 ” ~16 -88.8
Robbery 11 20 u -9 -45.0
Rape Hi 8 5 +3 +60.0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 66 52 +14 +26.9
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 87 95 -8 -8.4
Burglary, 67 37 +30 81.1
Theft 49 71 , -22 ~30.9 |
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 116 108 +8 +7.4
_TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 203 203 -0- =0~
N D.W.I. 143 152 -9 -5.9
Narcotics 70 211 ~141 =£6,.8
| Other Crimes _ 791 1,032 =241 =23.4
TQPAL CRIMES ﬁ ] Iigz 1.598 h =391 ~24.5 _H

x Xiv
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TABLE € (cont.d)
=== .
] g‘!‘, l§§ ZEX TQTAL ARRESTS REPORTEDR NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE_:
Homicide 9 7 +7 428 &
Robbery 32 16 +16 +100.0
Rape 18 ' 11 +7 +63.6
Aqgqravated Assault
and Battery 172 174 =2 ~1,1
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 231_ \ 208 +23 +11.1
Burqlary 142 ‘ 82 +60 £73.2
Theft 311 350 -39 =11.1
TOTAL PROPERTY. (‘RTuEsd 453 432 +21 - +4.8
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES a4 840 +44 +6.8
D.W.I. 712 k 616 +96 +15.5
Narcotics 319 122 4197 ~+l6el.s
Other Crimes 2,499 4,460 -1,961 =43.9
TOTAL CRIMES 4,218 5,838 ' -1,624 -27.8

*5\*******************************

k k Kk k k Kk k K

ST. MARTIN TOTAL _ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY. 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homigide 1 =Q- +1
Robbexry 3 5 -2 -40.0
Rape 11 2 +9 +450.0
f_:ggrg\;itzc;vlkssault 19 | . 50 +29 +58.0
TOTAL, VIOLENT CRIMES 94 ‘ 57 +37 +64.9
Burglary 52 . 69 =17 ~24.6
Theft 62 ; 95 -33 -34.7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES([ 114 164 -50 -30.5
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 208 . 221 -13 -5.8
D.W.I. ‘.‘.170‘ ’ 202 -32 ~-15.8
" Narcotics v' 13 31 +42 +135.5
Other Crimes 930 - 689 +291 +42.2
TOTAL CRIMES " : 1,4L : 1,143 4288 +25.2
xXxv

1 S S SRR

TABLE ¢ (cont. d)
ST. MARY TOTAL ARRESTS BEPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGQORY 1974 1973 CHANGE, CHANGE
Homicide 13 4 +9 +225,0
Robbery 33 23 +10 +43.5
Rape 25 15 +10 +66.6
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 213 142 +71 +50.0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 284 184 +100 +54.3
Burglary 147 70 +77 +110.0 Jq
Theft 581 339 +242 +71.5‘
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 728 409 +319 +77.9 !
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES l,‘012 593 +419 +70.6
D.W.I. 566 402 +164 +40.7 l
Narcotics {196 301 +195 +64.7
Other Crimes 3,706 2,496 41,210 +48.3
TOTAL CRIMES i 5,780 3,792 +1.988 +52.4,

*******************************************

R

ST. TAMMANY TOTAL ARRESTS REPQORTED NET PERCENT

CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE. . CHANGE
Homicide k 14 11 +5 +45,5
Robbery 33 17 +16 +94.1
Rape 18 13 +5 +38.5
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 185 210 -25 -11.9

TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 252 251 +1 +0.4
Burglary 532 553 -21 -3.7
Theft 577 591, ’ -14 =2.4

TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 1,109 1.144 =35 =3.1 4

TOTAL JINDEX CRIMES 1.361 . 1,395 =34 =2.4
D.W.I. ‘,5‘26 545 -19 -3.5 h
Narcotics v 196 486 =290 =59,6
Other Crimes 4,070 3,536 +534 +15.1

TOTAL CRIMES ‘é 153 5,962 +191 X P

xxvi




TABLE Com—— (cont.d)

TABLE C {cont.d)
TANGIPAHOA TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
COIME CATEGORY 1874 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
B - -25.
Homicide 20 27 7 9
Robbery ‘32 66 -34 ~51.5
Rape 17 57 -40 -70.1
it

e paciery oo 167 254 -87 _34.3
- -11.5

TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 236 404 168
Burglary 255 175 +80 +45.7
Theft " 408 489 -81 -16.5
- -0.2

TOTAL PROBERTY CRIMES 663 664 1
- -15.8

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 899 1,068 169
D.W.I. 353 389 -36 -9.3
: +117 }56.8

Narcotics 323 206

' ~22.4

Other Crimes 1,927 2,482 -555
3 -21.9

TOTAL CRIMES 3,502 4,485 -983

*
*********************************

* k Kk k Kk k k k %

TENSAS TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
» CHANGE
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE
() ()= -
Homicide =0 0
. 0o —(= ™
Robbery =0= Q
Rape 3 =0= +3
Aggravated Assault : 1 - en g
and Battery 4
—4 ~36.4
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES : 7 11
13 - =27.1
Burglary 13 18 5
Theft 24 21 +3 +14.3
-2 ~5.7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES ‘37: 39 -
44 -6 -12.0
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES ’44 50
D.WSIL. 43 52 =14 -24.5
oo - -100.0
Narcotics S “ 2
Other Crimes 267 313 " 46
‘ 51 - =16.1
TOTAL CRIMES 354 422 | 68
xxvii

i i

TERREBONE TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED
NET PERCENT
RIME_CATEGORY 1974 1973 _ CHAJIGE CHANGE
Homicide 7 15 -8 -53.3 1
Robbery 16 43 -27 -62.8
Rape & 7 -1 -14.3
Aggravated Assault ’
and Battery 103 216 ~-113 -52.3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 132‘ 281 -149 -53.0
Burglary 94 233 =139 ~59.7
Theft o 301 311 -10 -3.2
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 395 544 -149 -27.4
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 527‘ 825 -298 =361
D.W.I. 764" 628 +136 4217
Narcotics 332 419 ~-97 ~23.2
Other Crimes _2,36% | 2,881 ~514 -17.8
TOTAL CRIMES 3,980 4,753 =773 -16.3

*******************************************

TQTAT, ARRESTS. REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 2 2 -0~ -0=
Robbery ~0- -0- -0- ~0-
Rape b 2 ‘ -0- +2
iggrgZi:zgvAssault 17 13 +4 +30.7
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 21, 15 +6 +40.0
Burglary 50 20 +30 +150.0
Theft .58 K 11 +47 +427.3
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES" 108 31 +77 +248.4
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 129 46 +83 +180.4
D.W.I. ﬂ' e 150 -63 -42.0
Narcotics '5?_33 1 12 +21 +175.0
Other Crimes 247 502 =255 50,7
TOTALéggMES S 496 710 -214 230 )
xxviii




(ABLE € = (cont.d)
«  VERMILION “ TOTAL_ARRESTS REPQRTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 _ _ 913 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 2 -0 +2
Robbery 15 1 +14 4+1,400,0
Rape “ 5 2 +3 +150.0
Aggravated Assault . g
and Battery 41 11 +30 4272
163 +350.0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 63 14 +49
+72.5
Burglary 69 40 +29
Theft 130 48 +82 +170.8
‘19 +111 +126.1
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES -199 88
+160 +156.8
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 262 102
D.W.I ~ 139 107 +32 +29.9
100.0
Narcotics 66 . 33 +33
| 4245,5
Other Crimes 1,085 314 +771
) +179.1
TOTAL CRIMES 1,552 556 4996

*******************************************
|
BRNON TOTAIL ARRESTS REPORLED [ NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973
3 +216.6
Homicide 19 6 +1
' 52.9
Robb. _43 17 +26 +1
(o] ery . .
‘ 4.3
23 14 +9 +6
Rape . o
Aggravated Assault 77‘w' ! o 0 1.
and Battery - !
+38 +30.6
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 162 124
k - 45.9
Burglary g9 o 61 +28 +45
) 5 +54,7
Theft 263 ) 170 493 54
' 4
) 231 +121 +52
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 352 -
14 +44.7
- 5 +159
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 514 - 35
D.W.¥ 697 563 +134 +23.8
s +49 426 .2
Narcotics 236 i 187
37 +583 +32,5
Other Crimes '2,372 1,789 +5
: ) +925 +
TOTAL CRIMES 3,819 . 2,894
xXiK
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TABLE ¢ (cont.d.)
WASHINGTON TOTAT. ARPESTS REPQRTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE Ci) NGE

Homicide 7  9 -2 -2#-2

Robbery 13 ) 22 -9 -40,9

Rape 10 9 +1 +11,1

Aggravated Assault

and Battery 109 98 +11 +11.2
TOTAL VIQLENT CRIMES 139‘d 138 +1 +0.7

Burglary 160 129 +31 +24,0

: -

Theft 192 180 +12 +6.6
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 352 309 +43 +13,9
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 1—491 . 447 +44 +9.8

| D.W.I. >~1sj ' 323 -156 -48.3
Narcotics 1é6 L 80 +46 +57.5
Other Crimes 1,372 1,017 +355 +34.9

L__TOTAL CRIMES 24055 1867 +289 m,-__*.m.;tli*i.__J

-h«******x*x**********************************

|__WEBSTER ATBTAL ARBESTS. REPORTED JI NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY : 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide ”4”“ k 2 +2 +100.0
Robbery -fiv;‘,”‘ 2 +1 +50,0
Rape 2 ' 1 II +1 +100.90
Aggravated Assault e T " ‘
uad Battery ek D 30 +1 +3.3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES ‘40;‘ | 35 +5 +14,3
Burglary ‘:70 ~ o 46 +24 +52,2
Theft . g9 : 54 +38 +70.4
TOTAL, PROPERTY CRIMES | 'i62. ’ ‘ 100 462 - 462.0
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 203 135 +67 +49.6
D.W.I. v ‘,4” 27 +182 +674,1
Narcotics 5 286 =281 ~98,3
Other Crimes 683 322 +361 +112,1
TOTAL CRIMES 'i,oggk i 770 n +32§ +42.7

XXX




TABLE € (cont.d)
MEST BATON. ROUGE 'I TOTAL _ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY N 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 3 4 -1 =25.0
Robbery 15 . 18 -3 -16.6
Rape 5 15 =19 =668.80
Aggravated Assault
and Battery ‘93 69 +24 +34.,7
. TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 116 106 +10 +9.4
Burglary 41 17 +24 +l4}.2
Theft 208 46 +159 +345.6 TY
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 246 63 +183 +290 .5
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 362 169 +193 +114.2
D.W.I. 529 136 +393 +288.9
Narcotics 79 35 +44 £125,7
Other Crimes 1,006 880 +120 +13.6
TOTAL CRIMES 1,970 1,220 +750 f +61.5 b

* h ok kK k Kk Kk kK Kk k Kk k k * k k k k k kK Kk *k k¥ k% Kk k k k k *k k Kk *

* k% % k kx k k Kk i *

TOTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 1 1 -0 =0=
Robbery 2 —0- +32
Rape 2 1 +1 +100.0
Aggravated Assault e
and Battery 15 15 -0~ -0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 20 17 +3 +17.6
Burglary 8 21 =13 -61.9
Theft 28 37. -9 ~24.3
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES{| 35 58 -22 -37.9
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 56 75 -19 -25.3
X D.W.I; 71 ~-31 -43.6
Narcotics N 8 +30 +375.0
Other Crimes 204 -39 -19.1
| TOTAL CRIMES 358 -59 -16.5 l
<=
X xxi

U

it g N

e e

TABLE C—(cont.d)

@r FELICTANA TQTAL ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY 1974 1973 CHANGE CHANGE
Homicide 0= 26 -26 -100,0
Robbery == 2 -2 -100.0
Rape 1 -0~ +1
Aggravated Assault
e 10 15 -5 ~33.3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 11 43 =32 -~74.4
Burglary 12 14 -2 -14.3
Tﬁeft 13 5 +8 +160.0 ‘
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 25 19 +6 +31.5
H TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 36 .62 -26 -41.9
D.W.I, 66 51 +15 +29,4
Naxgotics 6 6 -0~ -0-
Other Crimes 161 460 ~299 =65.0
TOTAL CRIMES ’ 269 579 -310 -53.5 u_

******************

*******%*****************

WINN _TOTAL ARRBLSTS REPORTED NET PERCENT
CRIME CATEGORY. 1974 1973 CHANGE. CHANGE
Homicidej » -0; 8 =8 =100.0
Robbery’ 3 14 =11 ~16.5
Rape, 4 4 =0~ =0~
‘Aggravated Assault
and Batterv 38, 17 +21 +3123.5
TO_TI’:L VIOLENT CRIMES ) 4,5 . 43 +2 +4.6
Burglary 20 13 +7 +53.8
Theft 28 20 +8 +40.0
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 48 33 +18 +45 .4
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 93 76 +17 +22,4
D.W.I. 17 65 +12 +18.5
Narcotics 22 5 +17 +340.0
Other Crimes 406 261 4145 +55,5
TOTAL CRIMES sés 407 +191 +46.9
XXX

s |
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TABLE D CRIME RATE and SERIOUSNESS (1978 vs 1973)
1a8LE c— (cont.d) _ (PARISH and STATE TOTALS) .
STATE OF LOUTSTANA TOTAT, ARRESTS REPORTED NET PERCENT AL CRIME EAE _CRIME SER
CRIME CATHGORY 1974 ’ 1973 CHANGE CHANGE ﬁ PARISH 1974 1973 $ Changel 1974 1973 % Change
Homicide o ‘751‘ v 584 +147 +23.2 State Total ‘4896_0 3621.9 +35.2 f 2.9 2.9 =0-
Robbery '”‘9.549"l' i 2,403 +56 £2 2 ) ; Acadia 1290.9 623.0 +107.2 3.2 2.8 +14.3
Rape ‘ §éé  730 +£32 “ +4.4 Allen 13114‘7’ 1986.4 +56.8 2.7 2.8 -3.6
Igggrg\;iz:iy}xssault . 77M 7 144 +105 +1.5 Ascension " 1‘295.'0‘ 711.6 +82.0 2.9 3.3 -12.1
I _11;2§1j,, 160,51 +340 +3.1 Assumption _2107:2 | 5044 | wale.s 2.6 2.5 +4.0 t
I 3 >
Buralary 8,535 .| 8,136 +399 +4.,2 Avoyelles L 2104.2 830.2 +153.5 : 3.9‘ 2.9 -0
Theft 20,867 5 16,094 14,773 +29,6 Béauregard ff 24?9.7 1139.6 +117.6 ?.7 ‘ 2.7 -0~
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES || 29;462' 24,230 45,172 +21.3 Sienville "12;517‘: e — e S —
R N e 512 o Bossier 3462.1 | 2949.2 +17.4 2.6 2.5 +4.0
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 40,693 A2 ‘ caddo \ 4660.7 | 3792.8 +22.9 | 2.6 2.6 -0-
D.W,I. 94,265 21,796 1,469 bl s :
’ : “ o | I an 5 : Calcasieu 5159’.? ’ 3161.9 +63.2 2.7 2.7 -0-
Narcotics 18,008 12.322 ‘ s i caldwell  1314.6 | 137.7 | +709.4 |} 2.6 2.5 +4.0
- 7,808 . | 108,461 +29 347 + ; g ; ’
Qther Crimes i l37/: w10 08 ors ) Cameron , : A1495.2 1229.2 +21.6 }.52.9 2.7 +7.4
| TOTAL CRIMES 217,842 LRl catahoula | 1190.8 | 839.1 +41.9 2.2 ] 3.0 -26.7
e r e r A r e Claiborne ,;'~69§.gf 338.5 +79.7 4f2 1.3.7 +13.5
I LA concordia 4409.4 | 1103.0 | +299.8 | 2.8 3.1 -9.7
beSoto | 1687.7 ] 1432.6 +17.8 b 3,17 3.0 +3.3
F_a_st Baton Rouge 77572 - { 7281.4 +6.5 2.6 \ 2.6 -0~
East Carroll 2695.6 | 1342.8 |+100.7 |- 4.5 | 3.2 +40.6
East Feliciana ‘;1061.0“1 569.8 +86.2 | 2.9 3.6 -19.4
Evangeline ; 865.4~ 527.9 +63.9  § 3.4 3.3 +3.0 )
Franklin I‘1164.2’ 437.7 +166.0 35 2.9 3.8 -23.7
Grant '1067.8° | 1153.0 -7.4 b 27 | 2.7 -0-
Tberia ‘ 1564.5 ‘1 320.4 +388.3 | 2.8 2.8 -0-
Iherville © 3452.3 | 425.2 |+711.0 "3.o‘>' 4.7 -36.2
ackson 11898 | 704.5 +64.6 “a2 | s | +6.7 |
efferson i"595»3'.4 | 4439.0 +34.1 | .2;7 2.8 -3.6 ‘
Jefferson Davis 13738 | 8790.7 w56.2 b oa6 | 2.5 1 +4.0 !
Lafayette 4si5.2° |a468l.s S | 2.6 | 2.8 1 =71
- Lafourche '-Iéls.sf‘ 1047.9 +73.3 2.6 2.9 J_-10.3
LaSalle U 1s1.4 925.9 -83.6 4.4 2.4 +83.3
Lincoln z,zsli;l | 445.5 +465.0 | 2.7 3.1 -12.9
Livingston f 1355.5’7 1333.7 +4.7 | 2.6 3.1 -16.1
adison 3501.1 | 1746.4 +100.5 3.2 3.4 -5.9




H

TABLE D ———— (CONT.’D) j TABLE E PROSECUTIVE DISPOSITION SUMMARY (1974 PARISH and STATE TOTALS)
7 = R ; BY  QFFENSE CHARGED
CKINME RATE CRIME SERIOQUSNESS : Tm =
PRPISH 1974 1973 % Change | 1974 1973 % Change ACADIA I
tEis . . o - : " PRIOR CURRENT \[I)\(])LIAII‘ TCTAL TOTAL
CRIME CATE it . % i JDT= (JOT ADJIU- | THRMI- CURRENT
3805.1 1351.7 +181,5 2.8 2.9 -3.,4 o CATEGORY _J PEUDING | FILINGS CATED DICATED | NATLD p“f;;\gq(
Navoiie 1988.0 1765.1_.1 +12.6 2.8 3.0 ~5.7 Homicide 1 1 3 1 4 1
11402.5 | 9098.3 +25.3 3.1 3.1 -0= . Robbery 41 4 1 0 1 1
Gaaniea 4482.2 692.3 | +547.4 2.5 2.8 -10.7 f Rape 0 0 o 0 o .
: Aggravated Assault ] :
Plajaamines 2347.6 2192.7 +7.1 2.6 2.3 +13.0 and Battery 0 14 10 0 Y
f - - L5 13
Pointe Coupee 776.9 412.8 +88.2 3.1 3.5 -11.4 ; | _TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 2 42 20 1 "
| . - 2 2 2 23
Rapides 4508.7 2932.4 +53.8 2.6 2.7 -3.7 ; Burglary 3 23 14 0 4
5 AP » " . _ 1
Red River 221.8 208.0 +6.6 3.0 2.4 25.0 : Theft 3 114 33 43 31 16
Richland 1342.9 1479.2 -9.2 2.6 2.9 -10.3 ’ TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 6 137 1 13 95 43
Sabine 8462.1 891.6 +849.1 2.4 3.3 -27.3 { TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 3 179 67 49 116 71
St. Bernard 672.4 606.0 +11.0 3.4 3.4 ~0- : D.W.I. 0 165 103 1 104 61
~
§t, Charles 3537.3 2959.3 +19.5 2.8 2.7 +3.7 : darcotics 11 31 17 - 20
$t, Halena 1404.7 933.5 +50.5 3.6 3.7 -2.7 ; Other Crimes 2 226 151 ; 5o 91
$t. James 1277.4 953.7 +33.9 2.6 3.2 -18.8 . TOTAL CRIMES 21 601 ae3 - 17y s
8t. John Baphist 1237.3 1891.9 -34.6 3.6 3.6 -0 1
St. Lawdry 1271.7 773.2 +64.5 3.1 3.2 -3.1 ; BE KK K K ok ok K Kk ok kK k ko k K K A X % K % K % % % s o x v o+ g ou Tt ot s ow % % o
St, Martin 662.2 1027.4 ~35.5 3.7 2.8 +32.1
St Mary 4271.0 2021.2 +111.3 | 2.7 2.6 +3.8
St. Tammany 3663.4 3196.7 +14.6 2.9 2.9 -0- ‘ ALLEN oTAL
E LSS Y
s B PRIOR CURRENT | ADJUDI-
Tangipalina 2507.0 2194.1 +14.3 3.1 3.6 -13.9 CRIIE CATEGORY PEUDING | PILINGS | CATED 2t
Tensas 1615.2 1089.8 +48.2 2.8 2.7 +3.7 Homicide 0 1 0 :
Iterrebonne 2804.5 | 1230.5 | +127.9 2.7 3.4 -20.5 ] Robbery L 4 1 :
Jnion 1589.0 562.0 | +182.7 2.8 3.3 -15.2 U ﬁ Rape 0 0 5 5 ‘;
; Aggravated Assault f
Vermillion 855.3 486.1 +76.0 2.9 2.7 +7.4 and lattery g 13 5 3 . i R
Vernon 2068.0 828.2 | +149.7 3.6 3.3 ! TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES | 1 20 9 10 12 :
Washington 3035.9 1751.0 +73.4 2.7 3.0 i) ; Burglary 1 22 13 10 23 a
Webstox '1969.8 412.5 | +376.4 2.8 3.2 -12.5 ‘ Theft 1 41 26 10 1o .
West Baton Bouge 3344.4 15663 +70.1 2.8 3.5 -20.0 TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 2 63 39 20 A9 ¢
West Carroll 766.0 699.3 +9.5 3.2 3.1 +3.2 ] LOTAL INDEX CRIMES 3 a3 18 30 3 ;
Wost Feliciana 384.6 540, 1 -34,8 3.1 12.2 ~-74.6 D.W.1. 0 68 54 P S 12
Winn 848.9 427.8 +98. 4 3.5 5.2 -32.7 ; Narcotics 1 96 75 ). g 7
Other Crimes 8 192 142 >l 1o 37
¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X R OF X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ R X X X ¥ K X ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ XK N KX X R E X ¥ XK j TOTAL CRIMES 12 139 . o . 1
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TABLE E ————(cont.d.) :
e e i3 e
B —
BIENVILLE = { TorAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- JNOT ADJU~ j TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 1 1 0 1 0
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 14 0
Aggravated Assault
and Bactery Y 2 0 0 J 2
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 3 1 0 1- 2
Burglary 0 3 1 0 1 2
Theft 0 7 2 3 5 2
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 10 3 3. 6 4
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES_ 0 13 4 3 7 [+
D.W.I. 0 21 15 1 16 5
N
Narcotics 0 5 1 1 2 3.
Othexr Crimes 0 85 50 20 70 15
TOTAL CRIMES 0 124 70 25 95 29

¥~’l~’l~’i~¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥-¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥-¥¥¥¥¥¥¥-*¥»

.

e —————— L B RO s vttt}

—— == ,*__..—(_____—.._
BOSSIER TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
T PRIOR CURRENT | ADJUDI~ NOT ADJU-| TERMI~ CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICA?ED NAT%% PENDINGS
Homicide 0 3 1 0 1 2
Robbery 0 19 7 1 8 11
Rape 0 2 2 0 2 0
Aggravated Assault
- and Battery 0 56 25 10 35 21
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 80 35 11 46 34
Burglary 0 72 27 4 31 41
Theft 0 83 34 5 39 44
TOTQ&,PROPERTY CRIMIS 0 155 61 9 70 95
TOTAL _INDEX CRIMES 0 235 96 20 116 129
D.W.I. 0 344 276 12 288 56
Narcotics 0 178 82 25 109 69
Qther Crimes 0 470 305 49 354 116
TOTAL CRIMES 0 1227 759 106 867 360

TABLE E-~———(cont. d.)

CADDO
TOTAL .
covg oo | 5500 | GO | a0 ol | R | e
N
Homicide 17 9 22 2 24 —_;%
Robbery 8 23 18 6 24 7
Rape " 4 2 4 1 ] 5
Aggravated Assault *
and Battery 17 33 36 6 42 8
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 46 67 80 15 95 18
Burglary 36 71 73 14 87 20
Theft 29 133 125 15 140 22
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 65 204 198 29 227 42
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 111 271 278 44 322 60
D.W.I. 16 161 155 1 157 20
Narcotics 86 179 170 47 217 48
Other Crimes 54 396 324 63 388 62
TOTAL CRIMES 267 1007 927 155 1084 190

*******************************************

CALCASIEU b
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- |[NO
T ADJU- -
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICAng TSE?;D g;gg?ggﬁ_
Homicide 0 7 2 1 3
4
Robbery 2 30 16 2 18 14
Rape 0 15 0 5 5
Aggravated Assault -
and Battery 2 70 25 14 39 33
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 4 122 43 22 65
61
Surglary 8 135 56 37 93 50
Theft 2 » '

e 2 511 227 117 345 192
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 34 646 283 .154 438 242
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 38 768 326 176 503 303

D.W.I.

W.I : 1 454 251 10 272 183
Narcotics 8 310 140 29 1740 148
Other Crimes 14 2226 435 817 1263 977 1

TOTAL CRIMES
61 3758 1152 1032 2208 1611




TABLE & ———{cont. d)
CALDWELL TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL I
PRIGR CURRENT | ADJUDI- |NOT ADJU-: TERMI~ CURRENT

CRIME CATEGORY PENDING | FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED _| PENDINGS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 0 0 0 0 [ 0 i
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0
A ey 0 2 2 0 2 0

TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 2 2 0 2 0
Burglary 0 2 1 0 1 1
Theft 0 5 3 1 4 1

POTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 7 4 1 5 2

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 9 6 1 7 2
D.W.I. 0 24 20 0 20 4
Narcotics 0 14 3 5 8 6
Other Crimes 0 65 41 4 45 20

TOTAL_CRIMES 0 112 70 10 | 80 32

***************************

****************

pp—
| CAMERON TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- | NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide (4] 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape 0 0 0 Q 0 0
. Aggravated Assault
and Battery 1 0 1 0 1 0
POTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 1 0 1 0 1 [4]
Burglary 1 1 2 0 2 0
Theft 1 5 6 0 6 0
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 2 6 8 0 .- 8 0
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 3 6 9 0 9 0
D.W-I. 1 14 14 0 14 1
. ~ 0
Narcotics 0 1 1 0 1
other Crimes 1 190 157 5 163 28
TOTAL CRIMES 5 211 181 5 187 4%:__.“
vi

TABLE

E——— (cont.d)

CATAHOULA
DJUDI~ |NOT ADJU- | TERMI~ CURRE
| _CRIME CATEGOR] | P _FILINGS ]| CATED | DICATED PENDIggS
Homicide 0 2 2 0 2
0
Robbery 0 0 Q o) Q 0
Rape 0 1 1 ] 1 Q
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 8 7 0 i 1
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 11 10 0 10 )
| Burglary 0 31 11 10 27 4t
Theft 0 19 12 0 12 7
TQTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 50 23 10 39 1l
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 61 33 10 49 12
D.W.I. 0 43 38 0 39 4
Narcotics 0 12 8 0 8 4
Other Crimes 1 311 242 4 251 61
|_rorar criums L a27 | 321 ' | ]
1 14 347 81

k k Kk Kk k k x k Kk Kk & Kk k k k *k k k k k k k k k Kk *k k k ¥ * k ¥ X Kk *k k k kK k k k % %

CLAIBORNE : TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
| cruue carmcory pENDING | Finings | carep | proaryp | natep | pENprNes

Homicide 0 2 1 0 1 1
Robbery 0 0 0 [¢] Q 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 [¢] 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 3 0 2 2 1

TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 5 1 2 3 2
Burglary 0 20 3 0 3 17
Theft 0 31 1f 7 18 13

TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 51 14 7 21 30

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 56 15 9 24 31
D.W.I. 0 32 26 1 27 5
Narcotics 0 49 21 22 43 6
Other Crimes: 0 221 130 13 143 78

TOTAL CRIMES 0 358 192 v 45 237 L__l_zg.____J
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TABLE E «———— {cont.d} i TABLE E&~—/{cont.d)

CONCORDIA TOTAL TOTAL CORRENT I EAST BATON ROUGE
PRIOR CURRENT | ADJUDI- |NOT ADJU- R i PRIOR CURRENT CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING | FILINGS | CATED | DICATED PENDINGS CRIME CATEGORY PENDING | FILINGS PENDINGS
_ Homicide 0 2 2 0 2 0 1 Homicide 0 14
Robbery 1 L 1 0 1 1 r ; Robbery 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 : Rape 0
Aggravated Assault 0 : Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 5 5 0 3 and Battery 0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 1 8 8 0 8 1 . TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0
K
i
Burglary 0 4 2 0 2 ” : Burglary 0 127 31 0 32 95
. B
Theft 0 8 6 9 § 2 ) Theft 1 500 208 5 221 280
s
s
TOTAI, PROPERTY CRIMES | O 12 8 0 8 4 ! TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 1 627 239 6 253 375
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 1 20 16 0 8 3 : TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 1 819 299 13 322 498
D.W.I. 3 184 1158 > 123 64 D.W.I. 3 1119 516 5 522 600
antmm— A :‘
Narcotics 0 32 25 1 26 8 Narcutics 2 399 108 14 126 275
Other Crimes 10 357 271 63 334 33 ; Other Crimes 14 1631 623 48 690 955
TOTAL CRIMES 14 593 430 69 499 108 TOTAL CRIMES 20 3968 1546 80 1660 2328
e e e e T AT

PR R T T
%% F ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ F F ¥ ¥ X K K ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ; %
Yo¥ R % % ¥ X X % % i ¥ oA OF ¥ X ¥ X XK X X X X X ¥ X K X ¥ XK XX XX XK ¥ XK E XX K ¥ R XK ¥ XX

- i | S
DESOTO TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL i EAST CARROLL : TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
=4 RRENT | ADJUDI- [NOT ADJU- CURRENT L el - L
PRIOSG gngGs s O PENDINGS > PRIOR | CURRENT |ADJUDI NOT ADJU-| TERMI CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDI < sl B T T e rrrevems : . CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDING
Homicide 0 1 0 0 0 1 “ * y Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 1 7 0 0 0 8 Robbery ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape 0__ 5 2 1 3 2 i Rape _ L 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated Assault 7 4 Aggravated Assault
and Battery 1 190 3 2 “ ¥ and Battery 0 2 2 0 2 0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 2 23 7 3 10 i ‘ TOTAL _VIOLENT CRIMES 0 2 2 0 2 0
s ,
Burglary 6 11 1 2 3 1 “ ! Burglary 0 1 1 0 1 0
Cheft 1 18 4 4 .8 11 Theft 0 2 2 0 2 0
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 7 29 5 6 11 25 : TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES o 3 3 0 3 0
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 9 52 12 9 2L 40 ' TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 5 5 0 5 0 i
D.W.I. 1 14 8 0 8 i | D.W.L. 0 6 6 0 6 0 l
Narcotics 0 71 Narcotics 0 4 4 0 4 0 I
Other Crimes 12 55 : Othex Crimes 0 22 19 0 19 3
L___====,TOTAL CRIMES 22 e TOTAL CRIMES
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TABLE E——— (cont.d.)

e s LR

EAST FELICIANA TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL i
PRIOR CURRE“-N’I‘ ADJUDI- NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT 1
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED GS
Homicide 0 2 1 1 2 0
Robbery 0 6 3 0 3 3
b
Rape 0 1 1 o] 1 o] i
aggravated Assault
and Battexry Q 8 2 0 (3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES .0 17 7 1 8 9 ‘
Burglary 0 21 4 0 4 17
nr
Theft 0 22 2 [¢] 2 20
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 43 6 4] 6, 37
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 60 13 1 14 46
D.W.I. 0 30 12 1 14 16 ¢
~
Narcotics 0 5 0 0 0 5
Other Crimes 0 50 16 4 20 30
TOTAL CRIMES 0 185 41 f A8 a7

***********’k***********

********************

| TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI~- | NOT ADJU-{ TERMI- CURRENT

CFIME CATEGORY PENDING L FILINGS CATED CATED _NATED

Homicide 0 4 1 2 3 1

Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rape 0 3 0 0 0 3

Aggravated Assault

and Battery 0 24 5 2 7 17
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 31 6 4 10 21

Burglary 1 65 21 0 21 45

Theft 3 49 24 0 24 28
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 4 114 45 0 45 73
POTAL INDEX CRIMES . 4 145 51 4 55 94

D.W.I. 0 244 190 0 191 53 )

N;rcot;cs 0 63 23 4 28 35

other Crimes 1 340 195 4 200 141
TOTAL CRIMES 5 792 459 12 474 323

TABLE E~——— (cont.d)

FRANKLIN ‘
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
. PRIOR CURRENT | ADJUDI-
CRIMZ CATEGORY NOT ADJU-| TERMI- CUR
PENDING | FILINGS CATED DICATED PING
NATED PENDINGS
e m:ﬁ
Homicide 0 1 0
0 0 1
Robbery 0
2 0 0
“ 0 2
Rape 0 0 0
Aggravated Assault 2 2 n
and Battery
0 1 0
0 0 1
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 4 0 0
0 4
Burglary 0
2 0 0
Q 2 x
Theft 0 6 0 0 0 6
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 8 0 0 0
8
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 12 0 0 Q0
12
D.W.I. 0 93 3 0 3 20
Narcotics 0
18 0 0 0
18
Other Crimes 0 86 2 Q 2
84 -
| __TOTAL CRIMES 0 209 5 0 S
. s S ST —

* f ok k k k Kk Kk k k k kK Kk k k kK k k Kk K& k Kk k k Kk % Kk k kK * & Kk * kx h Kk *k k *k k k * %

b ———
GRANT N N
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI~ [MOT A
; DJU-~ -
%CRTME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED TSZ??;D ggl\l}gﬁggs
Homicide 1
2 0 1 1
Z
Robbery 0 0 9 0 0 0
Rape 0
[¢] 0
Aggravated Assault : . ;
and Battery 2 13 3 5 8
7
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 3 15 3 6 9
: 9
Burglary 3 17 15 0 15 5
Theft 0 28 12 4 16 12
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 3 45 27 4 31 17
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 6 60 30 10 40 26
D.W.I. 9 30 23 1 25 14
Narcotics 1 18
4 4 8 11
Other Crimes 1l 366 184 109 299 18 ‘
TOTAL CRIMES 27 474 241 124 372 129
x i
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TABLE E (cont. d)
IBERIA TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- [NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 1 0 1 0 1 0
Robbery 3 11 7 3 10 4
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 3 6 2 5 7 2
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 7 17 10 8 18 [
ﬁurglary 3 22 18 4 22 3
Theft 5 28 17 9 26 7
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 8 50 35 13 48 10
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 15 67 45 21 48 16
D.W.I. 10 18 58 il 69 19
Narcotics 10 43 33 15 48 . 5
Other Crimes 41 160 76 82 158 43
TOTAL CRIMES 76 348 212 129 341 83

k k ok kK k k k kK Kk ok k k kK k Kk k k k k k k Kk k k Kk Kk Kk k *k Kk % k k *k *k k * % k *k k %

- e

IBERVILLE TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
R PRIOR CURRENT | ADJUDI- |[NOT ADJU-| TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CA®EGORY PENDING | FILINGS CATED DICATED N2TED PENDINGS
liomicide 0 7 2 2 4 3
Robbery 0 8 5 0 5 3
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 4]
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 39 12 4 16 23
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 54 19 6 25 29
Burglaxy 1 29 14 3 17 13
Theft 0 59 24 4 28 31
TOTAL PROPERTY cﬁIMEs i 88 38 7 45 44
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 1 142 57 13 70 73
D.W.I. 4 50 32 2 34 20
Narcotics 3 72 32 10 42 33
Ocher Crimes 17 378 203 48 252 143
TOTAL CRIMES 25 642 324 73 398 2869
xii

TABLE E~————n (cont.d.)

JACKSON TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- ([NOT ADJU- TERMI~ CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING LISTINGS (_I_Zi’;[‘ED DIEJ&:I‘,}”EB - NATED _| PENDINGS
Homicide 0 1 0 0 Q 1
Robbery 0 8 4] (4] o] 8
Rape 0 1 0 0 0 1
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 11 0 0 0 11
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 21 0 0 0 21
Burglary 0 2 0] 0 0 2
¥
Theft 0 12 0 0 -0 12
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 14 0 0 0 14
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 35 (0] 0 Q 35
D.W.I. 0 10 Q 0 g 10
Narcotics 0 16 Q 0 Q 15,
Other Crimes 0 25 0 0 0 25
TOTAL CRIMES 0 86 4] 1] Q B34

k k k k ok ok ok ok ok ok ok k k ok k ok k k k k Kk k Kk Kk %k *k k Kk k k k k Kk k *k k *k k *k % * *

JEFFERSON . TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- |NOT ADJU-|{ TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING LISTINGS CATED DICATED NATED - PENDINGS
Homicide 0 28 10 1 11 17
Robbery 0 173 56 21 i 96
Rape 0 26 4 8 12. 14
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 2 108 17 27 45 65
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMW%S 2 335 87 522 145 192
Burglary 7 303 75 34 109 201
Theft 2 209 61 - 24 85 126
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 9 512 136 58 194 327
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 11 847 223 115 339 519
D.W.I. 0 25 12 1 13 12
Narcotics 0 895 158 130 288 607
Other Crimes 12 455 93 103 197 270
TOTAL CRIMES 23 2222 486 349 837 1408 -
xiii




TABLE E——(cont.d.)

*******************************************

JEFFERSON DAVIS TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- |NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING LISTINGS CATED DICATED NATED, PENDINGS
Homicide 0 1 1 0 1 0
Robbery 0 3 0 3 3 0
Rape ) 0 2 2 0 2 0
e Paisery o 0 10 10 0 10 0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 16 13 3 18 0
Burglary 1 17 18 0 18 0
Theft 2 42 38 4 42 2
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 3 59 56 4 69 2
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 3 75 69 i 76 2
D.W.I. 0 73 69 1 0 - 3
Narcotics 0 24 21 3 24 o
Other Crimes 1 173 141 23 164 10
TQTAL CRIMES e 4 . 345 300 _34 — Eﬁ 15

LAFAYETTE TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI~ |[NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATEDR PENDT
10
Homicide 7 9 5 1 6
Robbery 3 20 11 0 11 12
Rape 0 9 1 1 2 7
Aggravated Ar.ault
agg Battery 18 58 23 4 28 48
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 28 96 41 6 47 77
Burglary 12 100 29 3 32 80
Theft 2 165 57 7 64 103
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 14 265 86 10 96 183
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 42 361 127 16 143 260
D.W.I. 0 227 104 1 105 122
Narcotics 10 228 70 10 80 158
Other Crimes 6 362 129 32 162 206
TOTAL CRIMES 58 1178 431 £9 490 746

e
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TABLE E {cont.d)

LAFOURCIE TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT | ADJUDI-~ [NOT ADJU-|{ TERMI- [ CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING |} FILINGS CATEDR DICATED | NATED | PENDINGS
Homicide 0 2 1 Q 1 1
Robbery 0 1l 2 0 2 9
Rape 0 1 0 1 1 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 28 5 6 11 17
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 42 8 7 15 27
Burglary ; 0 20 2 1 3 17 .
Theft 0 50 12 7 19 31
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 70 14 8 22 48
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 112 22 15 37 75
D.W.I. 0 184 97 9 106 78
Narcotics 0 91 17 6 23 68
Other Crimes 1 16 42 32 74 88
| TOTAL CRIMES 1 548 178 62 240 309

* k% k k k k k ok k k *k k k k kK k Kk Kk k Kk Kk k Kk k Kk *k *k k k * k &k Kk Kk k k k Kk k % *k *k *

| LASALLE : TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- |[NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape 0 2 2 0 2 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 1 2 o 128 ™ 1 3 0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES > 4 4 1 5 0
Burglary 6 13 8 6 14 5
Theft 12 11 ll’ ] 20 3
TOTAL BROPERTY CRIMES 18 24 19 15 34 8
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 19 28 23 16 39 8
D.W.I. 10 39 39 1 40 9
_Narcotics 2 12 7 4 11 3
Other Crimes 18 172 124 45 169 21
TOTAL CRIMES 49 251 193 66 239 41
xv
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TABLE  E——— {cont, d.)
=
e DINCOLN ‘ TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI~ | NOT ADJU-] TERMI-
CRIME CATEGORY. PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED
Homicide 0 1 0 0 0
o Robhery , o__| 5 3 0 3
: Rape 0 1 0 0 0
Aggravated Assault | i
. ..and _Battery 3 0 8 3 0 3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES | 0 ' 15§ 6 0 , 6
Burglary 0 1 23 5 1 6
Theft 1 : 134 82 2 84
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 157 87 3 90
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 172 97 3 96
D.W.I. 0 109 67 6 73
Narcotics 1 95 34 53 87
Other Crimes L 228 88 37 174
&_—;TQITAL CRIMES 3 604 282 99 430

* % Kk k Kk Kk k k Kk *x Kk k k k k k k &k k k *k k k k *k * *k *k k k *k k * *k k k *k k ¥ *k % k %

e l LIVINGSTON TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- [NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 4 1 0 1 3
Robbery 0 4 4 0 4 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 Q
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 51 7 16 23 28
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES o] 59 12 16 28 31
Burglary 0 40 13 2 15 25
Theft 0 74 15 21 36 38
TCTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 114 28 23 51 63
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 173 40 39 79 54
D.W.I. 0 126 73 0 73 53
Narcotics 1 46 17 3 20 27
Other Crimes 1 370 111 133 244 127
2221_\2: gRIMES 2 715 241 175 416 301
et ———
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BLE £ e {cont, d.} 2 TABLE E—————u(cont. d.}
. TA ., d. §
| MADISON
LINCOLN ‘ TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL : POOR TOTAL
' - TERMI- RRENT TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT | ADJUDI- | NOT ADJU-| TZRMI cu ‘ PRIOR CURRENT | ADJUDI- [NOT ADJU-
" TED NATED PENDINGS); , CRIME CATEGORY TERMI -- CURRENT
» CRIME CATEGORY. PENDING | FILINGS CATED DICA | PENDING | FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 1 0 0 0 S| fomicide 0 1 0 1 1 0
. .—Bohhery 0 2 3 0 2 Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape | o ‘ 1 0 0 0 ’ Rape 0 4 0 ) R ,
Aggravated Assault Aggravated Assault
agg Battery. : 0 8 3 0 3 : and Battery 2 .28 10 11 21 7
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 ﬁ 15 F 6 Y ’ 6 i TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 33 10 14 24 9
Burglary 0 23 5 1 6 Burglary 0 20 5 4 9 1 °
Theft 1 134 82 2 84 . Iheft 0 46 19 11 30 16
e
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 157 87 3 90 L. TOTAL PROFERTY CRIMES 0 66 24 15 39 27
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 172 93 3 %6 TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 99 34 29 63 36
D.W.I. 0 109 67 6 73 D.W.I. 0 113 61 1 62 51
N
Narcotics 11 95 34 53 87 Narcotics L 111 9 11 20 92
Other Crimes 1 228 88 37 174 Other Crimes 0 226 123 31 154 72
282 99 430 TOTAIL, CRIMES 1 549
TOTAL CRIMES 3 604 227 72 299 251
=== s : —
1
*
******************************************* *****************************************
i
JO— I — .
‘ TAL TOTAL P MOREHOUSE * .
| LIVINGSTON TOTAL TO - ! o TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT | ADJUDI- |NOT AACH- TERMéD g%ﬁﬁ?ﬂgs PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- [NOT ADJU~ | TERMI- | CURRENT
LCRIME CMTEGORY PENDING | FILINGS CATED DICATED NAT ; [L_CRIME CATEGORY PENDING | FILINGS CATED | DICATED NATED | PENDTNGS
Homicide 0 4 1 9 = 2 = Homicide 0 1 1 0 1 0
Robbery 0 4 4 0 4 0 Robbery 0 3 0 1 1 2
! Rape 0 0 0 0 0 2 b Rape 0 2 0 2 2 0
A avated Assault i Aggravated Assault
aad Battery 0 51 7 16 23 28 : and Battery 0 14 g . . ]
-
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 59 12 16 28 31 7 TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 20 9 3 12 3
15 - 25 Burglar
Burglary 0 40 13 2 . glary 0 21 16 0 16 5
Theft 0 74 15 21 36 38 Theft 0 40 20 4 24 16
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 114 28 23 51 63 . TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 61 36 4 40 21
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 173 40 39 79 94 TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 81 45 7 52 29
D.W.I 0 126 73 0 73 53 D.W.I. 3 104 92 0 92 15
Narcotics 1 46 17 3 20 27 E Narcotics 0 96 4 0 4 92
! Other Crimes 1 370 111 133 244 127 : Other Crimes 4 218 185 6 193 29
TOTAI QRIMES 2 715 241 175 416. 301 : TOTAL CRIMES .7 499 326 13 341 165
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TABLE &~ (cont. d.) TABLE  E—— {cont. d.) )
NATCHITOCHES | l TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL OUACHTTA TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- [NOT ADJU~-| TERMI- CURRENT . ] " TOR CURRENT ADJUDI~ | NOT ADJU~{ TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY . PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED _ | PENDINGS i CRIME CATEGORY JING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 2 0 0 0 2 ) Homicide | 0 2 1 0 1 1
Robberxy 0 18 1 2 3 15 7 Robbery 0 15 5 1 6 9
Rape 0 3 0 0 0 3 ; Rape 0 1 1 0 1 o]
Agoravated Assault I Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 32 5 3 8 24 and Battery 0 13 4 0 4 9
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES o] 55 6 5 11 44 TOTAL VIQLENT CRIMES 0 31 11 1 12 19
Burglary 0 49 8 2 10 39 = Burglary 0 29 8 1 9 20
I - “Theft 0 67 15 5 20 47 f: Theft 0 59 30 ] 30 29‘
o TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 116 23 7 30 86 §f | TOTAL PRQPERTY CRIMES 0 88 38 1 39 49
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 171 29 12 41 130 | h: TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 119 49 2 51 68
D.W.I. 0 79 33 1 34 i 45 k b& D.W.I. 1 201 177 2 179 23
Naxcotics 0 127 29 29 57 69 t Narcotics 0 257 164 16 182 75
: Other Crimes 1 514 209 39 249 266 g Other Crimes 0 485 412 11 423 62
: TOTAL CRIMES 1 891 300 81 382 510 TOTAL CRIMES 1 1062 802 31 835 228

£ *
* Kk Kk *k Kk Kk k Kk Kk k k k *k * k k k k Kk k Kk *k Kk &k k% * Kk X
® % k Kk Kk *k k k k k *k * % *******************************************

. L
o ORLEANS TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL - % . ELAQUEMINES . TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT | ADJUDI- |NOT ADJU- TERMI- | CURRENT g PRIOR CURRENT | ADJUDI- {NOT ADJU-{ TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING | FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED | PENDINGS ’ CRIME CATEGORY PENDING | FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED | PENDINGS
Homicide 1 10 5 1 6 5 - Homicide 0 7 2 1 3 4
Robbery 7 256 121 31 152 111 i1 Robbery 0 23 4 1 5 18
Rape 2 2 2 1 3 1 = Rape 0 1 1 0 1 0
Aggravated Assault ) Aggravated Assault
and Battery 1 206 82 37 120 87 : and Battery 0 61 16 13 29 32
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 1l 474 210 70 281 204 - TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 92 23 15 38 54
; Burglary 2 307 137 22 159 150 : Burglary 0 28 2 13 15 13
: Theft 3 424 162 71 233 194 } Theft 0 67 34 3 37 30
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 5 731 299 93 392 344 OTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 95 36 1¢ 52 43
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 16 1205 509 163 673 548 3 TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 187 59 31 90 97
D-.W.Is 0 4 0 3 1 3 ‘ D.W.I. 0 130 93 1 94 36
Narcotics 4 621 171 ll7. 289 336 - : Narcotics 0 114 37 23 60 54
other Crimes 9 1228 522 210 737 500 5 Other Crimes 0 1067 557 205 762 305
TOTAL CRIMES 29 3058 1202 491 1700 1387 | ' TOTAL CRIMES 0 1498 746 260 1006 492




TABLE E———— (cont.d.)

POINT COUPEE TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- | NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY . PENDING FILINGS CATED DICAEED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 1 1 w 1 0
Robbery 0 Y 0 0 ] 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 o] 0
Aggravated Agsault
and Battery 1 19 19 1 20 0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 1 20 20 1 21 0
Burglary 0 9 9 0 9 0
Thetft 0 36 34 2 36 0
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES [¢] 45 43 2 45 0
POTAL INDEX CRIMES 1 65 63 3 66 0
D.W.I. 0 17 17 0 17 0
~N
Narcotics 0 17 17 0 17 0
Other Crimes 1 290 248 18 267 24
TOTAL CRIMES 2 389 345 21 367 24

¥¥¥x~¥¥¥¥*¥¥4-\c¥*¥¥**¥¥*¥*****4:&**

$ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥

RAPIDES TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT | ADJUDI~ [NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 20 6 0 6 14
Robbery 0 39 15 5 20 19
Rape 0 11 7 1 8 3
Aggravated Assault
and Battery o] 68 26 10 36 32
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 138 54 16 70 68
Burglary 0 160 63 12 75 85
Theft 0 148 58 7 65 83
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 308 121 19 140 168
POTAL, INDEX CRIMES 0 446 175 35 210 236
D.W.I~ 0 592 335 3 340 252
Narcotics 0 294 108 20 129 165
Other Crimes 2 1504 563 79 648 858
TOTAL CRI‘% 2 2836 1181 | 137 1327 1511
x X

ot e s

TABLE E (cont, d.)
RED RIVER
TOTAL TOTAL
comms conmeoms | vhiihe | SRR | | T | omen
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 4] 1] o] 4] 0 0
Rape 4] 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 9 0 1 1 8
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 9 0 1 1 8
Burglary 0 2 0 0 0 2
Theft 0 23 6 3 9 14
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 25 6 3 9 16
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 34 6 4 10 24
D.W.I. 0 52 19 6 25 27
Narcotics 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other Crimes 0 122 45 26 72 50
TOTAL CRIMES 0 208 70 36 107 101

* k k% k% % *
* k k Kk Kk Kk Kk Kk *x Kk k Kk * *k k %k Kk k * *k * *k k k *k k *k * k k &k Kk Kk * * k¥ *&

RICHLAND ’

PRIOR | CRRENT | ADJUDI- | NOT ADJU- TERNI-

CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED gfb’gllll; gggﬁgggs
Homicide 0 1 0 0 0 1
Robbery 0 2 1 0 1 1
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 12 3 8 11 1

TOTAL VICLENT CRIMES 0 15 4 8 12 3
Burglaxry 0 4 1 0 1 3
Theft 0 16 10 1l 11 5

TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 20 11 1 12 8

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 35 15 9 24 11
D.W.I, 0 32 28 0 28 4
Narcotics 0 10 5 0 5 5
Other Crimes 1] 221 140 13 157 A4

TOTAL_ CRIMES [¢) 298 188 24 AR 84




TABLE E—— {cont.d)
SABINE TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT | ADJUDI- |NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY. PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NWATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 4 0 Q Q 4
Robbery 0 a [¢] Q Q (0]
Rape 0 0 0 Q g 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 35 3 18 22 _13
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES G 39 3 18 22 17
Burglary 0 9 2 2 4 5
Theft 0 23 0 14 14 9 .
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 32 2 16 18 14
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 71 5 34 40 31
D.W.I. 6 i8 10 0 10 14
Narcotics 14 26 18 2 20 20
Other Crimes 33 112 18 g 56 89
TOTAL CRIMES 53 227 51 74 126 154

S,

TABLE &——{cont d.)
ST. CHARLES
ARLES TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- | NOT ADJU-| TERMI~ CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
e
Homicide 0 4 4] 0 0 4
Robbery 0 9 1 7 ’ 0 1 8
I
’)'

Rape 0 3 0 1 1 2

Aggravated Assault e

and Battery 0 ey 16 9 25 32

l‘"«”

TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES il 73 17 10 27 46
Burglary 0 13 1 1 2 11,
Theft 0 39 15 6 21 18

TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 52 16 7 22 29

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 125 33 17 49 75
D.W.TI. 0 186 86 13 99 87

_ Narcotics 2 261 92 33 126 138
- Other Crimes 1 1111 471 188 661 451
TOTAL CRIMES 3 1683 682 251 935 751

*******************************************
*******************************************
ST. BERNARD TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL ST. HELENA .
PRIOR CURRENT | ADJUDI- |NOT ADJU-| TERMI- | CURRENT EELENS PRIOR ’ ATOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
v PENDING FILINGS | CATED DICATED NATED | PENDINGS CURRENT | ADJUDI- [NOT ADJU-| TERMI~ | CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY CRIME CATEGORY PENDING | FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED | PENDINGS
Homicide 0 2 0 0 0 2 Homicide 0 3 1 1 2 1
Robbery 0 20 3 2 5 i5 Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 h) 4
Rape - 0 4 g Rape 0 1 0 1 1 )
Aggravated Assault A 1
8 14 27 ggravated Assault
and Battery 0 41 6 and Battery 0 9 5 2 7 2
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 67 9 10 19 48 TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 13 6 q 10 3
Burglary (t 76 8 i is 61 Burglary 0 2 1 0 1 1
142
Theft 1 242 79 22 101 L Theft 1 14 7 3 10 5
; A 'y 29 116 203 :
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 1 3l 8 TOTAL, PROPERTY CRIMES 1 16 8 3 11 6
5
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 1 385 96 39 135 251 TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 1 29 14 7 21 9
D.W.I 0 101 48 1 49 52 D.W.T. o 4 2 1 3 1
Narcotics 0 55 8 4 363 43 Narcotics 0 3 1 1 2 L
I 4 :
Other Crimes 1 796 215 173 32 ol : other Crimes 0 59 36 9 45 14
TOTAL CRIMES 2 1337 367 217 586 253 QDAL CRIMES 1 95 53 18 71 25
'] ;
xxii i
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TABLE E———{cont.d)

ST. JAMES TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOCR CURRENT ADJUDI~ | NOT ADJU~| TERMI~ CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY . PENDINGS| FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape [¢] 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 2 2 0 2 0
|___TQTAL VIOLENT CRIMES ¢] 2 2 ¢ 2 [¢]
Burglary 0 0 0 0 0 0
Theft 0 11 2 7 9 2
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 11 2 7 11 2
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 13 4 7 11 2
D.W.I. 0 16 14 0 14 2
Narcotics 0 4 0 2 2 2
Other Crimes o 86 62 16 78 8
TOTAL CRIMES 0 119 80 25 105 14

¥ & ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ X

* % ¥ ¥ ¥

X ¥ % £ £ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X £ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X F X

§T. JOHN TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- |NCT ADJU-~ TERMI- CURRENT

CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FPILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS

Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0

m

Robbery 0 2 1 0 1 1

Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0

Aggravated Assault

and Battery 0 44 5 6 11 33
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 46 6 6 12 34

Burglary 0 15 5 0 5 10

Theft 0 31 6 7 13 18
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 46 11 7 18 28
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 92 17 13 30 62

D.W.I.™ 0 125 71 4 75 50

Narcotics 2 3% 18 1 19 22

Other Crimes 1 383 93 110 205 179
TOTAL CRIMES 3 639 199 12%:==r 328 313 |

xXXiv

S -

TABLE & ~——-{cont.d.)

ST. LANDRY

CRIME CATEGORY

PRIOR
| RENDING

CURRENT
FILINGS

TOTAL

CATED

ADJUDI~

TOTAL
NOT ADJU-
DICATED

TOTAL *
TERMI- CURRENT
NATED PENDINGS

*
£ ¥ ¥ £ ¥ ¥ K ¥ X X X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ F X ¥ X X X X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ F ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

ST. MARTIN )
‘ PRIOR CURRENT Agggg%— Nogoiggu— ngﬁ?? CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FPILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 0 1 0 1 1 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 7 14 11 10 21 0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 7 15 1l 11 22 0
Burglary 1l 17 23 5 28 0
Theft 18 21 19 17 36 3
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 29 38 42 22 64 3
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 36 53 53 33 86 3 ‘
D.W.TI. 17 95 90 18 109 3 I
Narcotics 5 17 18 4 22 0 F
Other Crimes 132 291 258 159 417 6 1
TOTAL,_CRIMES 190 456 419 214 634 12
xXxv




TASLE E—— {cont.d.)

ST. MARY TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- | NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEQQ&Xﬁ PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 2 2 0 2 0
Robbery 0 3 0 1 1 2
Rape 0 3 2 1 3 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 61 20 31 51 10
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 69 24 33 57 12
Burglary 0 51 18 26 44 7
Theft 0 114 57 35 92 22
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 165 75 61 136 29
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 234 99 94 193 41
D.W.I. 0 227 161 8 169 58
Narcotics 0 101 38 18 56 45
Other Crimes 2 657 312 244 556 " 103
TOTAL CRIMES 2 1219 610 364 974 247

I I B B T B N
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ST. TAMANY TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI~ |NOT ADJU- TERMI~ CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 7 0 0 0 7
Robbery 0 29 9 4 13 le6
Rape 0 3 0 0 0 3
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 36 13 1 14 22
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 15 22 5 22 48
Burglary 0 114 21 26 47 67
Theft 1 81 41 4 45 37
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 1 195 62 30 92 104
TOT&L INDEX CRIMES 1 270 84 35 119 152
D.W..{. 0 449 360 2 364 85
Narcotips 0 56 18 8 26 30
Other Crimes 1 1176 599 18 618 159
TOTAL CRIMES . 2 1551 1061 63 1127 426
X xXVi

TABLE  E-~——{cont.d.)
TANGIPAHOA
PRIOR CURRENT Aggggg— ﬂogoiggu— ngﬁ?? CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED RICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 1 0 0 Q 0 1
Robbery 0 5 1 2 3 2
Rape 0 0 0 Q 0 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 7 15 0 2 2 20
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 8 20 1 4 5 23
Burglary 19 7 2 4 6 20
Theft 33 46 7 11 18 61,
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 52 53 9 15 24 81
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 60 73 10 19 30 101
D.W.I. 8 46 10 0 10 44
Narcotics 50 18 6 3 9 59
Other Crimes 49 92 19 26 45 96
TOTAL CRIMES 167 2%%EEE£E:”i§’F 48 93 303

XOE R X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X X X X X X X X X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ K ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ K X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

AP 3
TENSAS TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT { ADJUDI- |[NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 4 1 2 3 1
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 1]
Rape 0 2 0 1 1 1
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 20 5 3 8 12
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 26 6 6 12 14
Burglary 0 21 4 11 15 6
Theft 0 24 3 11 14 10
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 45 7 22 29 16
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 71 13 28 41 30
D.W.I. 0 47 34 2 36 11
Narcotics 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other Crimes 0 311 154 48 204 107
TOTAL CRIMES 0 429 201 78 281 148
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TABLE E~—~——{contd.)
TERREBONNE TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI~ [NOT ADJU- TERMI~ CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 4 2 1 3 1
Robbery 0 18 5 0 5 13
Rape 0 1 0 0 0 1
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 66 18 17 35 31
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 89 25 18 43 45
Burglary 0 67 19 8 27 40
Theft 0 158 68 22 90 68
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 225 87 30 117 108
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 314 llz 48 - 160 154
D.W.I. 0 339 192 7 199 140
Narcotics 0 209 56 26 82 127
Other Crimes 3 680 288 105 393 290
TOTAL CRIMES 3 1542 648 186 834 711

XX X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X F X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ X X X X ¥ £ F ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ X

X ¥ X A X X ¥ X ¥

UNION TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGH
Homicide 0 4 1 0 1 3
Robbexry 0 7 2 0 2 5
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 0 11 3 0 3 8
Burglary s] 24 15 0 15 9
Theft 0 76 14 6 20 56
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 100 29 6 35 65
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 111 32 6 38 73
D.W.I. 0 115 69 2 7L 44
Narcotics 0 31 17 3 20 11
Qtler Crimes 0 186 100 19 119 67
TOTAL CRIMES 0 443 218 30 248 ‘195
xxviii
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TABLE E (cont.d.)
VERMILION TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
CRINE CATEGORY . pEnDING | Frimes | oatep | oichmen | el | SURRENT
Homicide 0 1 0 0 0 1
|__._ Robbcry 1 4 0 0 0 3
Rape 0 0 0 0 o] 0
Aggraveted -Assault '
and Battery 0 15 9 0 9 6
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 1 20 9 0 9 12 ]
Burglary 0 12 4 0 4 8
Theft 1 85 27 3 30 56
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 1 97 31 3 34 64
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 2 117 40 3 43 76
’ D.W.I. 0 64 21 1 22 42
Narcotics [ 0 24 12 0 12 12
Other Crimes 1 347 104 7 111 237
. TOTAL CRIMES 3 552 177 11 188 367

X ko ok ok ok ok ok k kK k k k k k k k k %k k K Kk kK k Kk k Kk k Kk Kk k k Kk Kk k Kk Kk Kk * Kk * * * *%

JERNON TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
CRIME CATEG PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI~ |[NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
IME EGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED D
ICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 2 0 0 0 2
Robbery 1 11 6 4 10 2
Rape 0 2 0 0 0 2
Aggravated Assault
and Batterv Q 15 5 8 13 2
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMKLS 1 30 11 12 23 8
Burglary 0 11 6 4 10 1
Theft 0 35 12 12 24 11
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 46 18 16 34 12
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 1 76 29 28 57 20
D.W.I. 0 174 151 [¢] 154 20
_____ Narcotics 0 40 24 6 30 10
Other Crimes L 245 171 43 214 32
TOTAL CRIMES 2 535 375 i 55 82

x X ix



TASLE  E——{cont.d)
:WASHINGTON TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- [NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 1 13 5 1 6 g
Robbery 2 4 2 0 2 4
Rape 0 6 0 3 3 3
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 8 61 18 20 38 31
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 1l 84 25 24 49 46
Burglary 4 70 8 22 30 44
Theft 11 99 17 26 43 67
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 15 169 25 48 73 111
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 26 253 50 72 122 157
D.W.I. 4 73 49 5 54 23
Narcotics 13 145 42 37 79 79
~
Other Crimes 30 382 162 112 279 133
TOTAL CRIMES 73 853 303 226 534 392 J
| —— e —

X Kk Kk *k Kk k K Kk Kk Kk k Kk %

&k k k Kk kK kK Kk k Kk Kk % K
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WEBSTER TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- NOT ADJU{ TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING | FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDINGS
Homicide 0 2 0 0 0 2
Robbery 0 4 ] o] 0 4
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 8 2 3 5 3
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIME 0 14 2 3 5 9
Burglary [¢] 47 26 0 26 21
Theft 0 24 9 2 11 13
TPOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 71 35 2 37 34
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 85 37 5 42 43
D.W.I. 0 217 174 4 178 39
Narcotics 0 41 10 5 15 26
Other Crimes 0 210 147 23 170 40
TOTAL CRIMES 0 » 553 368 37 405 148
X X X

TABLE Ee—w—me (cont. d.)

VEST BATON ROUGE TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL

crIME caTnooRY pENDING | FIrines | CATED | bIcatep |  NATED | PENDINGS
Homicide 0 2 0 0 0 2
Robbery 14 0 7 1 8 6
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 17 33 27 10 37 13

TOTAL VIQLENT CRIMES 31 35 34 i1 45 21
Burglary 20 21 22 2 24 17
Theft 17 31 30 6 36 12

TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 37 52 52 8 60 2;

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 68 87 86 19 105 50
D.W.I. 45 265 240 8 248 62
Narcotics 10 62 38 5 43 é9
Other Crimes 107 292 273 69 342 57

%TOTAL CRIMES 230 706 637 10l 738 198

* Kk Kk
k k k k k k k k k Kk Kk k kK kK k k k k k k k% k & * k k k k Kk *k k k Kk k Kk k Kk Kk Kk *x

WEST CARROLL . TOTAL | TOTAL TOTAL

cRIME CATEGORY paNDING | FILiNGS | CATED | DIcATED | WaTED | PENDINGS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robhbery 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape 0 1 1 0 1 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 0 6 4 0 4 2

TOTAL VIQLENT CRIMES Q 7 5 Q 5 2
Burglary 0 2 2 0‘ 2 0
Theft 0 4 4 o] 4 0

TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 0 6 6 0 6 0

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 0 13 11 0 1l 2
D.W.I. 0 62 52 0 53 9
Narcotics 0 11 1 ] 1 10
Other Crimes 2 81 75 1 76 7

TOTAL CRIMES 2 167 139 1 141 28
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TABLE E~——(cont.d)

" WEST FELICIANA TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI~ | NOT ADJU- TERMI- CURRENT
CRIME CATEGORY PENDING FILINGS CATED DICATED NATED PENDING
Homicide - 0 6 3 0 3 3
Robbery 0 2 0 0 0 2
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 3 7 9 0 9 1
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 3 15 12 Q 12 6
Burglary 15 11 15 0 15 11
Theft 0 9 8 0 3 1
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 15 20 23 0 23 12
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 18 35 35 0 35 18
D.W.I. 4 58 52 0 52 10
Narcotics 2 7 7 0 7 2
<
Other Crimes 27 159 137 2 139 47
TOTAL CRIMES 51 259 231 2 233 77

* Kk k Kk k k k * Kk Kk Kk k Kk % k kK Kk Kk *k k k k k k k k Kk & *k Kk Kk Kk & *k Kk Kk *k k * & *k ¥ *

WINN TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PRIOR CURRENT ADJUDI- |NOT ADJU~| TERMI- CURRENT
SRIME CATEGORY PQ\I___D_ZE%IG EILINGS %E;D DICATED NATED PENDINGS]
Homicide 1 0 1 0 1 0
Robbery 2 5 2 1 3 4
Rape 2 0 1 0 1 1
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 3 14 8 4 12 5
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 8 19 12 5 17 10
Burglary 6 17 5 1 7 16
Theft 1 24 9 1 10 15
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 7 41 14 2 17 31
TOQTAL INDEX CRIMES 15 60 26 7 34 41
D.W.TI. 0 62 28 1 29 33
Narcotics 0 29 0 14 14 15
Other Crimes 8 551 311 59 372 187
TOTAL CRIMES 23 702 365 8l 449 276
xXXii
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TABLE E———— (cont.d.)

e e
STATE_TOTALS PRI TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
CRINE CATEGORY PENDING | Pinines| ontes | wecamey | ML | cummmr
Homicide 31 219 94 21 115 135
Robbery 47 846 331 96 427 466
Rape 8 129 35 33 68 69
Aggravated Assault
and Battery 94 1812 649 359 1013 893
TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 180 3006 1169 509 1623 1563
Burglary 174 2470 936 310 1254 1390
Theft 184 4581 1941 642 2591 2174 °
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 358 7051 2877 952 3845 3564
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 538 10057 3986 1461 5468 5127
D.W.I. 148 84456 5428 181 5685 2909
Narcotics 245 5926 2131 800 2944 3227
Other Crimes 660 24467 11950 4020 16116 9011
TOTAL CRIMES 1591 48896 23545 6462 30213 20274

¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥*-\‘¥’F¥’f~¥¥¥¥¥-\'—’(~-\‘¥4-\‘¥¥¥-¥¥¥¥-¥¥¥¥*¥¥¥
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TABLE F JUDICIAL DISPOSITION SUMMARY: (1974) BY OFFENSE TRIED PARISH and STATE TOTALS ’ TABLE F——— (cont.d) A
E ACADIA GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER oL |_ASCENSION r GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
' ' AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI- || DISPOSI-| | AS LESSER BOND poepest I propner—
CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY | TOTAL TIONS TIONS CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY, NON-JURY| TOTAL__ || TIONS | TIONS
Homicide 1 - 1 0 2 0 0 e 0 2 Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 Robbery 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 o 2
Rape 0 Q 0 9 9 0 0 0 g Rape 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
o Qgﬁiivitggtﬁ;y 5 1 1 7 0 10 10 0 17 IQgﬁfivitgitﬁZ;y 4 0 0 4 0 1 1 0 5
) : ‘ gggﬁxésvxomw ; 5 1 10 _ 10 10 0 20 gg’é‘ﬁésVIOLENT . . . ] . . . ; ,
: Burglary 14 0 0 14 0 0 0 0 . 14 Burglary 10 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 10
Theft 12 0 0 12 0 14 14 9 35 Theft 7 0 0 7 0 5 5 1 13
g%‘ﬁzspmmmy v . . g , s 14 . s gggﬁésmopmwy . . . . . ] ] . .,
: “c’?{?’ﬁésm“x 13 ) 1 36 0 24 24 9 69 gggﬁrﬁsINDEx 23 0 0 23 0 6 6 1 30
, D.W.I. 61 0 10 71 0 25 25 ] 0 96 D.W.I. 186 0 s 195 0 18 18 9 222
Narcotics 17 0 0 17 0 0 0 0 17 Narcotics 26 0 1 27 0 1 1 0 28
z
5 other Crimes 42 2 29 73 0 29 29 8 110 Other Crimes 154 0 14 168 0 14 14 24 206
TOTAL CRIMES 153 4 40 197 0 78 78 17 292 \-ZOTAL CRIMES 389 0 24 413 Q 39 39 34 486

¥¥*&¥4¥*¥*¥¥*¥¥*****¥»;:/.x-4*¥****¥****¥¥¥¥***¥*¥¥¥¥¥¥¥**¥4

PR X X OB ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ X X X F ¥ X X X ¥ P K ¥ X X N X F X ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X X ¥ X X X R X XX X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥

_" =
LLEN GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL ASSUMPTION GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL
AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI~-|| DISPOSI- AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI- | DISPOSI-
CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE_|FORFELT TOTAL JURY _ |NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY _ |NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 9 0 Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated As— Aggravated As- 7
sault & Battery 3 0 0 3 9 1 1 0 4 sauli & Battery 0 0 0 0 n £ 5 0 0
g%}i\ésvxonmw ; . o ; 0 1 1 0 8 i ggg\éSVIOLENT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Burglary 9 0 0 9 0 2 2 2 13 Burglary 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Theft 22 2 0 24 0 0 0 2 26— Theft 2 0 0 4 0 2 2 0 6
TOTAL PROPERTY " , ; 23 o 2 2 1 39 | Tomar eRopmRTY \ ] . \ . , , . ]
TOTAL INDEX T ) . 40 0 3 3 4 41 iﬁ}’ﬁgsm"“ 4 0 0 4 0 2 2 0 6
D.W.I. 34 2 5 41 0 1 1 3 45 D.W.I. 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
Narcotics 77 0 0 77 0 1 1 0 78 ‘} I Narcotics 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Other Crimes 80 3 52 135 0 14 14 S. 154 . Other Crimes 124 0 0 124 0 26 2K 0 140
TOTAL CRIMES 229 7 57 293 0 19 19 12 324 imm CRIMES 134 0 0 134 0 27 27 o 161 \"
i ] N i



TABLE  F—— (cont.d) ) BLE F (cont. )
AVOYELLES GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS CI
OTHER TOTAL i | BIENVILLE GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL D1SPOSI
as LESSER BOND . DISPOSI- |[pIspost- p .SPOSITIONS
CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY | TOTAL . TIONS TIONS ] as LESSER BONT O:J:HER TOTAL
1| _CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY___ [NON~-JURY TQTAL D;—g;gggr- Dg\?gg:l-
Homicide 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 | 1
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0
e 0 i 0 0 0 4 0 4 1 5 :
Robbhery L Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o )
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 - 2
g ape 0
Aggravated As- 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
sault & Battery 3 0 1 4 Q 2 2 0 6 : Aggravated As—
v sault & Battery 0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 0
TOTAL VIOLENT 0
|__criueg 4 0 1 5 4 2 5 1 12 o gggﬁ; VIOLENT
e 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Burglary 10 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 10 HE
i Burglary 0 [} 0 0 1 N 1 . o
= 1
heft 37 2 2 41 0 1 1 0 42 )
The L Theft 2 0 0 2 0 0 0
TOTAL PROPERTY 0 2
CRIMES 47 2 2 51 0 1 1 0 53 {i]| TOTAL PROPERTY
TOTAL INDEX ‘ | SRIMES 2 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 s
CRIMES 51 2 3 56 4 3 7 1 64 | oornr INDEX
" 2 ] 0 2 1 0 1 0 3
D.W.I. 57 0 0 57 0 1 1 0 58
el 15 0 0 15 0 0 0 0 15
2 0 0 0 28 .
Narcotics 28 0 0 8 0 Narcotics 1 0 o L . . , ]
: 1
i 19 135 0 54 54 4 193 ' )
Othexr Crimes 115 1 Other Crimes 44 0 1 45 0 6 6 0 51
TOTAL CRIMES 251 3 22 276 4 58 62 5 343 e
i| _TOTAL CRIMES 62 0 1 63 1 6 ; 0 70
* Kk Kk Kk k k Kk *k Kk k Kk Kk h K, k k Kk Kk Kk k k * X k k * k k Kk * k * *k &k * ¥ * x % &k * ¥ %k * ¥ *K x ¥ x ¥ y x y ¥ X ¥ i
v*{¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥’ﬁ¥¥*¥¥¥¥¥’f--¥~*¥~¥*¥¥’(»¥¥-*¥»¥’6¥¥¥¥¥*¥*$*¥¥¥¥¥**¥*¥
¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
| BEAUREGARD GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL BOSSTER .
s F— sonD p1SPOsI- || DISPOSI- GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER
g TOTAL
CRIME_CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE _| FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY | _TQTAL TIONS TIONS i AS LESSER BOND PISPOST- _
; CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY | TOTAL TIggg Déigggl
: Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 _
i Homicide 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
i Robbery , 1 0 0 1 9 0 o | 0 1
Robbery 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
Rape 0 o 0 o 0 0 n 9 0 N .
ape
Aggravated As- 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
aault & Dattery 0 % 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 Aggravated As-
. sault & Battery] 8 Q
TOTAL VIOLENT 9 8 0 1 1 0 9
CRIMES 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 3 TOTAL VIOLENT
~ERIMES 14 0 0 14 0 1 1 1 16
Burglary 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
Burglary 16 1 0 17 0 9 a 4 .
Theft 6 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 6 Thes
eft
TOTAL PROPERTY [~ 34 4 0 a8 1 g 1 0 39
CRIMES 8 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 8 | | gggAL PROPERTY
'L CRIMES 50 5
TOTAL INDEX 0 53 1 0 1 4 60
CRIMES 9 0 0 9 0 1 1 1 11 TOTAL INDEX
2 : CRIMES 64 5 0 69 1 1 2 5 76
5
D.W.I. 32 1 [ 39 0 0 0 0 L DR I
55 '\ D.W.I, 251 5 4 260 0 5 5 0 265
: ] 0 Q0 S % .
Narcotics " 9 0 0 9 il e Narcotics 72 3 0 75 1 . . . o3
imo 56 1 61 118 0 0 0 12 130 .
———Other _Crimes. . ] Other Crimes 219 7 93 319 2 17 19 0 338
TOTAL CRIMES 106 2 67 175 ‘ 0 1 1 13 189 4 @
i+ =IOTAL CRIMES 606 20 97 723 4 20 34 5 762

e
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) L9 TABLE F———(cont.d) .
TABLE F (cont. d .
| CALDWELL GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
TAL DISPOSITIONS 3 OTHER TOTAL
CADDO GUILTY PLEAS TR OTHER TOTAL . AS LESSER | BOND DISPOSI-|l DISPOSI-
) AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI-| DISPOSI- 4 [ .CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY  |NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
i N JURY | TOTAL TIONS TIONS
. ~ 1LED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NO o
CRIME CATEGORY E Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 0 22
s 0 18 3 1
Homicide 32 13 Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
~ [ 12 0 0 0 5 17
Robbery 6 6 Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0
Rape 0 3 0 3 1 0 1 9 4 Aggravated As-
: sault & Battery 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 a 2
Aggravated As- 1 33
sault s pattery 25 2 0 27 > 2 > J | roraL vioLENT .
CRIMES 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
OLENT
gggﬁgsu 36 24 0 60 4 6 10 6 76
Burglary 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 N 1 1
1 6 1 56
29 .. o_ .y 49 L 3
Burglary .. ... .20 4. .. .29 : Theft 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
Theft 108 15 0 123 7 12 19 1 143 4 | Toran propERTY
OTAL PROPERTY : 199 f | CRIMES 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 4
P 2
CRIMES 128 44 0 172 12 13 25 4| TOTAL INDEX
4 | CRIMES 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 1 6
gggﬁxésmumx 164 58 0 232 16 19 35 8 275
~ D.W.I. 19 0 0 19 0 0 0 0 19
D.W.I 134 1 0 135 2 17 19 1 233
A Narcotics 3 0 o] 3 0 0 0 0 3
170
; Q 134 5 22 27 2 ;
Narcotics 112 22 Other Crimes 42 0 0 42 0 0 0 0 42
7 330 2
i 18 1 271 7 45 52
Qther Crimes 232 4| ToTaL criMEs 69 0 0 69 0 0 0 1 .70
. 25 930 '
TOTAL CRIMES 662 109 1 772 30 103 133
********************************************************
L S N S IE R N B N IR IR R N R O IR I I I e I I I I R E R E I E EE EEEREER]
CAMERON GUILTY PLEAS ) TRIAL DISPOSTITIONS
, OTHER OTHER
CALCASTEY GUILTY PLEAS SRIAL DISPOSTTIONS OTHER TOTAL AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI-{| DISPOSI-
BOND DISPOSI- || DISPOSI-{| (8| CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY | TOTAL TIONS TIONS
AS LESSER _ TIONS
CRIME CATEGORY FILED | OFFENSE | FORFEIT | TOTAL JURY | NON-JURY | TOTAL LIONS
, Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0
Homicide 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 _
16 Robhery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0
Robbery 15 0 0 15 1 0 1
. Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ; Aggravated As-
= kL sault & Dattery 1 0 0 1 | 0 0 0 0 1
Aggravated As- 12 o 3 3 1 16 ! .
sault & Dattory 12 0 0 4| TOTAL VIOLENT
{1 cCrRIMES 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
TOTAL VIOLENT 2 3 5 1 34 b L
CRIMES 28 0 0 28 3
53 Burglary 2 0 0 2 0 0 [¢] 0 2
Burglary 52 0 0 52 1 0 1 0 —— -
226 Qi Theft 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 1 6
Theft 219 5 0 225 1 0 1 0 2 TOTAL PROPERTY
CRIMES 7 0 0 7 0 0 0 1 8
TOTAL PROPERTY ) o 5 0 279 —
CRIMES 271 6 0 2717 13| ToTAL INDEX
 ¥¥| CRTMES 8 0 0 8 0 0 0 1 8
TOTAL INDEX 313 o
CRIMES 299 6 0 305 4 3 7 1 ;
233 D.W.I. 12 0 2 14 0 0 0 0 14
D.W.I. 220 6 ) 226 0 7 7 0 233
N 142 # - Narcotics 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
5 § T
; 110 25 0 135 1 &
Narcotics 156 B _Other crimes 45 0 42 87 0 2 2 68 157
. 2 17 19 9. . 1
Other Crimes 442 15 1 458 :
TOTAL CRIMES 66 0 44 110 0 .2 2 69 181
TOTAL CRIMES 1071 52 1




TABLE F (cont. d) TABLE F (cont. d)
, 1 CONCORDIA
CATAHOULA GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL CUILTY PLEAS IRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL
AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI- |{ DISPOSI- AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI- || DISPOSI~

CRIME CATEGORY FILED QF PENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 Homicide 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Robbery 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Aggravated As-
Aggravated As-
sgglt & Battery 6 0 0 6 0 0 0 1 7 sault & Battery 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
4| TOTAL VIOLENT

TOTAL VIOLENT :

CRIMES 6 0 0 6 1 0 1 2 9 CRIMES 6 2 0 8 0 0 0 0 8
Burglary 7 0 0 7 0 0 0 4 11 Burglary 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 o )
Theft 8 0 3 11 0 0 0 i 12 Theft 6 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 6

POTAL PROPLRTY i1 TOTAL PROPERTY

CRIMLS 15 0 3 18 0 0 0 5 23 1| _CRIMES 8 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 '8

TOTAL INDEX 4| TOTAL INDEX

CRIMES 21 0 3 24 1 0 1 7 32 CRIMES 14 2 ) 16 0 0 0 0 16
D.W.I, 33 0 6 39 0 0 0 0 39 D.W.1 93 0 10 103 0 0 0 3 106
Narcotics 5 0 0 5 0 3 3 0 8 Narcotics 23 1 0 24 0 0 0 0 24
Other Crimes 41 1 181 223 0 4 4 19 246 Other Crimes 90 0 181 271 0 1 1 1 273

TOPAL CRIMES 100 1 190 291 1 7 8 26 325 TOTAL CRIMES 220 3 191 414 0 1 1 4 419

M LR R Ok Kk ok ok ok ok ok x ok k& .
FOX X N ¥ X X X K ¥ X X X X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X K X X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X X X X XX R R ¥ ¥ ¥R ¥ R *******************************************
CLAIBORNE GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS DESOTO GUILTY PLEAS . TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
OTHER TOTAL OTHER TOTAL
AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI~ || DISPOSI~ AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI-{| DISPOSI-~

CRLME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON~JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-~-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 9 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 | Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbeiy 0 0 0 0 Y 0 0 0 0 Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Rape 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
A . Aggravated Mg-

ggravated As- sault & Daiter
sault & Battery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ bBaltexry 0 2 0 2 0 3 3 0 5

TOTAL VIOLENT TOTAL VIOLENT

CRIMES 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 CRIMES 0 4 0 4 0 3 3 0 7
Burglary 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 | Burglary 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Theft 10 1 0 11 0 0 0 0 1l 3 Theft 2 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 4

TOTAL PROPERTY 14| TOTAL PROPERTY

CRIMES 13 1 0 14 0 0 0 0 14 [~ CRIMES 3 1 0 4 0 1 1 0 5

TOTAL INDEX

TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 3 5 0 8

CRIMES 13 1 0 14 1 0 1 0 15 | 0 4 4 0 12
D.W.I. 24 0 0 24 0 1 1 0 25 D.w.I. 7 0 0 7 0 1 1 0 8
Narcotics 16 4 0 20 0 1 1 0 21 ~-Narcotics 16 7 0 23 0 0 0 1 24
Other Crimes 128 0 0 128 0 3 3 0 131 Othér Crimes 14 0 1 15 0 7 7 3 25

TOTAL CRIMES 181 5 0 186 1 5 6 0 192 £/ TOTAL CRIMES 40 12 1 53 0 12 12 4 69

b TOTAL CRIME
vii viii




TABLE F (cant, d.)
TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
E, BATON ROUGE GUILTY PLEAS OTHER TOTAL
AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI- || DISPOST~

CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFYENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
Robbery 1 o] 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 |
Rape 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
Aggravated As- .
sault & Battery 29 0 0 29 2 20 22 2 53

TOTAL VIOLENT

CRIMES 32 1 0 33 3 20 23 2 58
Burglary 28 1 0 29 2 0 2 0 31
Theft 179 1 [ 180 3 23 26 3 209

TOTAL PROPERTY

CRIMES 207 2 0 209 5 23 28 3 240

TOTAL INDEX

CRIMBS 239 3 0 242 8 43 51 5 298
D.W.I. 461 2 0 463 3 41 44 2 509
Narcotics 92 0 0 92 2 15 17 1 110
Other Crimes 491 6 0 497 2 125 127 17 641

TOTAL CRIMES 1283 11 0 1294 15 224 239 25 1558

LR N N R R TR N R R N A 2R T T AR T B R N I S I S L N N A

PRI S m
D \ TT
LAST CARRQLL GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL
AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI-{| DISPOSI~
CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON~JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
T e
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0
Aggravated As-
sault & Battery 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
TQTAL VIOLENT
CRIMES 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
Burglaxy 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Theft 2 Q 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
TOTAL PROPERTY
CRIMES 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
TOTAL INDEX 5
CRIMES 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0
D.W.I. 6 0 0 6 "0 0 0 0 6
Narcotics 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
Cther Crimes 18 Q 0 18 1 0 1 0 19
TOTAL CRIMES " 33 0 0 33 1 0 1 0 34

1! BVANGELINE

TABLE F-— (cont.d.)

E. FELICIANA

GUILTY PLEAS

A

TRIAL DISPOSITIONS

e : ! OTHER TOTATL
AS LESSER BOND | DISPOSI~ [| DISPOSI-
CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFEXNSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
I RoLoery 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
Rape 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Aggravated As-
sault & Battery 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
TOTAL VIOLENT
CRIMES 5 1 0 6 1 0 1 0 7
Burglary 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
N u
.
Theft 2 0 S 2 0 0 0 [ 0 2
TOTAL PROPERTY -
. _CRIMES 6 0 0 6 [¢] 0 0 0 6
TOTAL INDEX
CRIMES 11 1 0 12 1 0 1 0 13
D.W.I. 14 0 0 14 0 0 0 Q 14
Narcotics ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other Crimes 12 o] 1 13 0 0 0 5 18
TOTAL CRIMES 37 1 1 39 1 0 1 5 45

THE Kk ok ok K Kk Kk Kk Kk Kk Kk Kk Kk Kk & k K * k 4

******************************'k****

GUILTY PLEAS o TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL
AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI~ji DISPOSI-
CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 [¢] 0 0 0
-Aggravated As-
l____sault & Battery 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 5
TOTAL VIOLENT =
CRIMES 3 c 0 3 1 0 1 2 6
Burglary 21 0 0 21 [¢] 0 0 o] 21
Theft 22 0 0 22 0 .0 0 2 24
TOTAL PROPERTY
CRIMES 43 . g 0 i 43 0 0 0 2 45
TOTAL INDEX
CRIMES 46 0 0 46 1 0 1 4 51
D.W.I. 8 18 163 189 0 0 4] 2 191
. Narcotics 22 0 0 22 0 0 0 2 24
Other Crimes 78 0 103 181 0 5 5 11 197
TOTAL CRIMES 154 18 266 438 1 5 6 19 463

L e
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TABLE F {cont.d.) 4 TABLE F (cont, d.)
g .
! ; 7
- < TRIAL DISPOSITIONS E IBERIA
PRANKLIN ; GUILTY PLEAS R OTHER TOTAL L. GUILTY PLE2S TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
LA i onre NON~JURY TOTAL D;&I:gggx— Dﬁgﬁii" 3 CRIME C i SoSSER BOND D?gHER oL
, CRIME CATEGORY . | IILED | OFFENSE | FORFEIT | TOTAL JURY oN~ ATEGORY FILED | OFFENSE | FORFEIT | 7o POSI~| DISPOSI-
: .ol : TAL JURY _ |NON-JURY | ToTAL TIONS _TIONS
: Homicide i 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Homicide 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
i : 1
: f . ‘
Robbery | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 g Robbery 7 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 .
' .
|
0 0 0 0 0 0 : Rape 0
| | _.Rape 9 9 0 , 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
A Aggravated As- Aggravated As-
sault & Battery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 : sault & Battervy, 2 0 0 2 0 o 0 0
v 2
E TOTAL VIOLENT : TOTAL VIOLENT
) CRIMES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 CRIMES 10 0 0 . o . . - Lo
! Burglasy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o . ‘ Burglam- 15 0 0 15 3 0 3
! : 0 18
: Theft 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 =heft 16 1 0 17 1 0 X
vl e u 3
Ly TOTAL PROPERTY :f | FO¥AL PROPERTY -
Fa | « CRIMES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 : CRIMES 31 1 0 32 4 0 4
{ = 0 36
: TOTAL INDEX TOTAL INDEX
CRIMES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 3 LRIMES. 41 1 0 42 4 0 4
: 0 46
D.W.I. 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 3 D.W.I. 53 o . 57
) 0 0 0 1 58
: Narcotics 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Narcotics 32 0 Q 32 0 0 0
- 1 33
Other Crimes 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 2 Other Crimes 60 0 4 64 1 9 10 o
; 74
TOTAL CRIMES 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 0 5 | |._TOTAL CRIMES 186 1 8 195 5 9 14 2
;- 211
ok ok ok ok ok Kk K ko k Kk ko ok X K K Kk K K K K K K K K K K K Kk Kk Kk K K Kk kK K ok K % K X k kK X % % K ok ok k ok & % % ‘¥¥¥*****"‘*‘**********************************4**¥*¥**4¥¥¥
RANT GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS IBERVILLE
G ; OTHER TOTAL ’ GUILTY PLEAS . ) TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
: B FILED | OFFENSE | FORFEIT | ToTAL || . JURY |NON-JURY TOTAL T ] ' i il DISPOSI~|| DISPOSI-
CRIME CATEGORY 1 |.__CRIME caTEGORY FILED |[OFFENSE | FORFEIT | 7TOTAL JURY | NON~-JURY | ToTAT, TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Vid ‘ Homicide 2 0 0 ) 0 0 . ,
g ,
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 & Robbery 5 0 0 5 0 o 0 o .
vape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o L— i Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated As- 4 " Aggravated As- N
sault & Rattery no o~ 0 0 0 1 2 3 1 sault g Dattery 10 0 o 10 0 ) 5 o
TOTAL VIOLENT 4| TOTAL VIOLENT 12
CRIMES 0 0 0 0 1 2 3 L 4 .} L_CRIvMES 17 0 0 17 0o | 2 2 0 19
Burglary 9 0 0 9 3 3 6 0 15 ; Burglary 14 0 0 14 0 0 0 0 14
Theft 8 0 0 8 0 3 3 1 12 Theft 24 0 0 24 0 0 0 0 24
1| ToTAL PROPERTY
TOTAL PROPERTY
CRIMES 17 __ 0 0 17 3 6 9 1 21 | ~CRIMES 38 0 0 38 0 0 0 0 38
TOTAL INDEX 8 TOTAI.: INDEX y
CRIMES 17 0 0 17 4 8 12 2 31 {1 SRIMES 55 0 0 55 0 2 2 0 57
: D.W.I. 16 0 0 16 0 8 8 0 2 D.W.I. 30 0 0 30 0 1 1 1]
& : 32
¢ Narcotics 3 0 it 3 0 1 1 0 4 Narcotics 32 0 0 32 0 0 0 0 | 32
: i
Other Crimes 160 0 5 165 1 27 28 0 193 ] Other Crimes 197 0 0 197 0 5 5 1 203
0
TQTAL CRIMES 196 0 5 201 5 44 49 0 252 TOTAL CRIMES 314 0 0 314 0 g 8 2 324
X1
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TABLE F— (cont d.) ' 1 1ABLE F—— (cont. d)
JACKSUN GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL JEFFERSON DAVIS GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
. DISPOSI-|} DISPOSI- g OTHER TOTAL
CRIME CATEGORY _ Fﬁ}ao ggf‘fxggg Fggl;‘gl'l‘ TOTAL JURY _|NON-JURY | TOTAL TIONS TIONS ’ ~ |__CRIME CATEGORY F?EED é’?gggg}: FggggIT TOTAL JURY _ |NON-JURY |  TOTAL Dﬁggp Dﬁgggl—
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 g . i Homicide 0 1 0 1 0 [t} 0 0 1
Robbery 0 . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 OﬁJ Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 ° 0| o I Rape Y 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
pgravacedne 0 0 0 0 0 o o d o f ol O SENTRES] 1 0 : 0 ) . 0 ‘
TOTAL VIOLENT . o | 0 0 0 0 0 o | 1) | _chms o : ! 0 0 0 . . 0 .
Burglary 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Burglary 13 3 0 16 0 2 2 0 18
Theft 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 A |___mhote 34 2 0 16 ; , , : . N
gﬁ?ﬁfgsm“m ' 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 e gg?ﬁELSPROPERTY 47 5 0 52 0 5 5 0 57
TOTAL INDEX TOTAL INDEX
CRIMES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 _ o 0 11 CRIMES 51 9 0 60 0 6 6 0 66
DLWLI. : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 D.W.I. 56 2 0 58 0 6 6 4 68
Narcotics 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 E 0 0 Narcotics 17 2 0 19 1 1 2 0 21
Other Crimes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 Other Crimes 131 1 3 135 0 9 9 2 146
TOTAL CRIMES | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ! 0 g TOTAL CRIMES 255 14 3 272 1 22 23 6 301
********************************‘*************¥¥*¥¥¥¥*¥*¥ :“********************************************¥¥¥*¥4¥*¥**4
1 - -
JEFFERSON GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS D‘ig?géx- ?Dgggggl_ LAFAYETTE GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL
CRIME CATEGORY F‘?EED ggggggl&: _Fggggm TOTAL JURY NON~JURY | TOQTAL TIONS  }| TIOUS -a CRIME CATEGORY FII\EED 8§§§§§E FOnggIT TOTAL SRy TNON_JURY — Déig,i’gl' Dﬁgggl_
Homicide 5 ) 1 0 6 3 .l 0 3 0 : 2 Homicide 3 0 Q 3 3 0 3 ) ‘ I
Robbery 41 2 0 43 3 9 3 : = Robbery 10 0 0 10 1 0 1 0 11
Rape 1 Q 0 | 1 3 -0 3 0 ' 4 3 Rape 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0
’vagggﬂizvitseadt&sr; . 6 0 0 6 5 0 5 2 13 « 2ggi:V:tBidt§esr-v 17 1 90 1‘; 2 0 2 0 20
TOTAL VIOLENT s 5 0 56 w0 14 3| 73 , %VIOLENT 0 . . 31 ] Y ] . -
Burglary 50 0 0 1 50 5 0 5 2 57 Burglary 24 0 0 24 1 0 1 0 25
Theft 76 2 0 78 1 0 1 2 81 Theft 60 1 0 61 0 1 1 0 62
TOTAL PROPERTY . 4| ToTAL PROPERTY
CRIMES 126 2 0 128 6 0 6 4 138 f‘; | CRIMES 84 1 0 g5 1 1 ) 0 87
gg?ﬁgs THDEX 179 5 0 184 20 0 20 7 211 A gg?ﬁgs . 114 2 0 116 i 1 8 0 124
D.W.I. 11 0 0 1n | 0 0 0 0 11 i D.W.T. 37 0 0 37 0 1 1 0 38
Narcotics 138 8 0 146 __ 4 0 4 1 151 | Narcotics 68 0 0 68 2 0 2 0 70
Other Crimes 93 6 0 99 2 L2 4 2 105 L.__Other Crimes 16 9 0 ; ‘185 0 8 8 0 193
TOTAL CRIMES 421 Y 19 | 0 | 440 25 2 28 10 478 _ TOTAL CRIMES 395 11 0 406 ) 9 10 19 0 425 |
]
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TABLE F (cont.d)
TABLE F— (cont. d.) >
LINCOLN GUILTY PLEAS IAL DISPOSITIONS
FOURCHE GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER POTAL TRIA: SPOSITIO oTHER TOTAL
= LESSER BOND pIsrosI-|l prspos:- as LESSER BOND DISPOSI-|| DTSPOST-
AS L NON-JURY | TOTAL TIONS TIONS CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON~JURY | TOTAL TIONS TIONS
; PTLE PFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY
CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFE
0 0 1 Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
Homicide 0 1
. . . o 0 0 0 0 0 Robbery 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 2
Robbery 0 .
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape Aggravated As-
Aggravated As- 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 sault & Battery 2 0 0 2 0 1 1 0 3
gault & Battery 2
TOTAL VIOLENT
TOTAL VIOLENT ) 1 0 3 0 ) 0 0 3 CRIMES 3 0 0 3 1 1 2 9 5
CRIMES
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Burglary 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
Burglary 0 0 :
12 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 12 Theft 82 0 0 82 0 2 2 1 85
Theft TOTAL PROPERTY
TOTAIL, PROPERTY 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 12 CRIMES 85 0 0 85 0 2 2 1 88
- 12 -
CRIMES ; TOTAL INDEX
o Tt TEX 14 1 0 15 0 0 0 0 - CRIMES 88 0 0 88 1 3 4 1 93
CRIMES
0 0 0 20 D.W.TI. 55 0 0 55 0 5 5 0 60
. 0 [} 20 0
D.W.I. 9
0 0 17 Narcotics 34 0 0 34 0 0 0 2 36
, 0 17 0 0
Narcotics 16 1
1 1 126 Other Crime 63 0 1 64 0 13 13 0 77
. 0 124 0 1 rimes
Other Crimes 113 1l
13 0 176 0 1 1 1 178 TOTAL CRIMES 240 0 1 241 1 21 22 3 266
TOTAL CRIMES 163

k ok k k k k k kK k k k Kk kK k *k K kK Kk k Kk k Kk x k k & k k kX k &k k * Kk Kk Kk k * * * Kk *x *x %
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XV

GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL LIVINGSTON GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL
LASALLE BOND DISPOSI~ ff DISPOSI~) AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI-|| pIsrosSI-~
AS LESSER N ury ! TOTAL TIONS TIONS CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY | TOTAL TIONS TIONS
°F FORFEIT TOTAL JURY | NON-J
CRIME CATEGORY FILED | OFFENSE
0 0 Homicide 1 o] 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
L 0 0 Q0 0 0
Homicide 0 0
0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 Robbery 2 0 o] 2 0 2 2 0 4
Robbery 0
1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 2 Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape
Agyravated Ag-
Aggravated Aa 0 0 2 2 0 ? sault & Dattory 1 0 0 1 0 5 5 0 6
sault & Baktery v 0 0 3
TOTAL VINLENT
TOTAL VIOLENT L o 0 1 1 2 3 0 4 CRIMES 4 0 0 4 0 7 7 0 il
CRIMES
Buralary p 0 0 6 0 2 2 0 8 Burglary 7 0 0 7 2 5 7 0 14
urg.la
heft 6 1 1 8 0 3 3 0 1 Theft 6 0 0 6 0 9 9 0 15
Thef
TOTAL PROPERTY
ot ORERTY 12 1 3 14 0 5 5 0 19 CRIMES 13 0 0 13 2 14 16 0 29
CRIMES
23 % TOTAL INDEX
TR LNDEX 13 1 1 15 1 7 8 ¢ CRIMES 17 0 0 17 2 21 23 0 40
CRIMES ‘
0 32 D.W.I 20 4 14 38 0 35 35 0 73
2 27 0 5 5 JW.I.
D.W.I. 25 0
N i, 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 3 Warcotics 5 1 0 6 0 11 11 0 17
argco cs
Other Crimes 111 0 3 114 0 8 8 2 124 Other Crimes 24 0 25 49 0 62 62 8 11¢
er Crimc
CRIMES 154 1 6 161 1 20 21 2 184 TOTAL CRIMES 66 5 39 110 2 129 131 8 249
TOTAL CRIME v o
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TABLE F (cont, d.) TABLE F (cont. d)
s T — .
s ATCHITOCHES
MADISON GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITION OTHER TOTAL AT S —__GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
' as LESSER BOND DISPOSI- || DISPOSI- AS LESSER BOND poTHER TOTAL
CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY | TOTAL TIONS TIONS CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY | TOTAL ﬁgggx— Déigggl-
* I\
Homicide 0 ' 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ,}f Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 0
Aggravated As- Aggravated As-
sault & Battery 1 0 6 7 0 0 Q 4 11 sault & Battery 1 0 1 2 0 2 2 0 4
TOTAL VIOLENT TOTAL VIOLENT
CRIMES 1 0 6 7 0 0 0 4 11 CRIMES 1 0 1 2 0 5 5 " .
Burglary 1 0 3 4 0 0 0 1 5 Burglary 2 0 0 2 o 1 1 3 p
Theft 11 U 5 16 0 0 0 3 19 Theft 13 1 0 14 0 1 1 1 16
TOTAL PROPERTY ; TOTAL PROPERTY
CRIMES 12 0 8 20 0 0 0 4 24 CRIMES 15 1 0 16 0 2 2 4 22
TOTAL INDEX : TOTAL INDEX
CRIMES 13 0 14 27 0 0 0 8 35 : CRIMES 1
L 6 1 1 18 0 4 4 4 26
i ' D.W.I. 2
D.W.I. 35 0 25 60 0 0 ; 0 1 61 - 1 0 7 28 0 2 2 1 31
Narcotics I o 1 7 0 0 i 0 2 9 Narcotics 15 2 1 18 0 5 5 10 33
Other Crimes 58 0 43 101 0 2 2 20 123 Other Crimes 98 1 84 183 0 21 21 i3 217
! IMES 112 0 83 195 0 2 2 31 228 TOTAL CRIMES 150 4 93 247 0 32 32 28 307

* Kk ok ok * ok Kk k k Kk k k k %k k Kk k k *k k Kk k k k k Kk k k Kk Kk k k k k k ¥k % * * k k k * k * k% %k % k k k Kk %k *k *

FER KR XX X X XX XXX XXX XX XX XXX N X ¥ XN
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* ok ok ok kx K %

: ILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS ORLEANS .
MOREHOUSE 3 GUILTY PL OTHER TOTAL SUILTY PLEAS LRLA OTHER TOTAL
AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI~ || DISPOSI- AS | LESSER BOND _
__CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE__| FORFEIT TOTAL __JURY_ | NON-JURY | TOTAL TIONS TIONS. . CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE. | FORFETT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY | _TQTAL Dﬁggg § Dﬁqpnoss -
[ . |

liomicide 0 1 0 ) 0 0 0 0 1 Homicide 4 0 0 4 2 0 2 0 6
Robbery 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 Robbery 73 6 0 79 20 5 25 0 104
Rape 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 2| Rape 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
Aggravated As-— Aggravated As~
dault & Batterv 3 0 3 6 0 1 1 0 i ; sault § Battery 48 2 0 50 3 9 12 0 62

TOTAL VIOLENT i y| TOTAL VIOLENT

CnRIMES 3 3 3 9 0 1 1 1 1. 4 | _CRIMES 127 g 0 135 25 14 39 0 174
Burglary 4 7 0 1l . 3 o 3 0 14 Burglary 92 3 0 95 10 2 12 0 107
Theft 19 1 2 22 0 1 1 0 23 Theft 153 22 o 175 6 14 20 0 195

TOTAL PROPERTY TOTAL PROPERTY

CRIMES 23 8 2 33 3 1 4 0 37 CRIMES 245 25 0 270 16 16 32 0 302

TOTAL INDEX TOTAL INDEX

CRIMES 26 11 5 42 3 2 5 1 48 CRIMES 372 33 0 405 41 30 71 0 476
D W.T. 56 2 26 84 0 5 5 3 92 D.W.I. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Narcotics 3 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 sﬁ Narcotics 151 4 0 155 6 11 17 1 173
Other Crimes 92 7 52 151 2 29 31 8 190 Other Crimes 451 22 1 474 8 64 72 6 552

TOTAL CRIMES 177 21 83 281 5 36 41 12 334 TOTAL CRIMES 974 59 1 1034 55 105 160 7 1201 J
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TABLE F——(cent. d.)
) ;
TABLE F~—(con . .
< |_PoINT C g
OUACHITA GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL : T QUPEE GUILTYﬂ_lﬂE@S TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHE
- A y R TOTAL
. AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI DISPOSI AS LESSER BOND
i CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY | TOTAL TIONS TIONS CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFETT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY| TOTAL Dggg:l- Drﬁgg?—
Homicide 0 0 9 0 0 0 9 9 0 Homicide = 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
- }
1 Robb
Robbery 1 2 0 3 2 0 2 9 5 ! obpery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
‘Rape 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated As- : Aggravated As-
sgglt & Battery 1 0 0 1 0 2 2 1 4 T sault & Battery 7 1 0 8 0 9 9 5 19
TOTAL VIOLENT :

TOTAL VIOLENT I CRIMES g 1

CRIMES 2 2 0 4 3 2 5 1 10 0 9 0 9 9 2 20
Burglary 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5 Burglary [ 0 0 9 0 0 0 R o
Theft 22 9 0 31 0 1 1 0 22 Theft 30 0 0 30 0 3 3 1 34

‘ TOTAL PROPERTY
TOTAL PROPERTY \
CRIMES 27 9 0 36 0 1 1 0 37 : CRIMES 39 0 Y 39 0 3 3 1 43
s TOTAL INDEX

TOTAL INDEX -

CRIMES 29 11 0 40 3 3 6 1 47 , CRIMES , 47 1 0 48 0 12 12 3 63
D.W.I. 165 5 1 171 0 6 6 0 177 D.W.I. 12 1 0 13 0 2 2 0 15
Narcotics 59 69 0 128 10 28 33 0 166 Narcotics i 0 0 14 0 3 3 0 17
Other Crimes 337 1 5 343 1 64 65 3 411 | Qther Crimes 199 g 0 199 0 45 45 7 251

TOTAL CRIMES 590 86 6 682 14 101 115 0 801 TOTAL CRIMES 272 2 0 274 0 62 62 10 s

»¥****&%*****¥***ac¥¥*****ap**¥***¥*¥****¥¥***¥*¥**********f**"***¥¥**¥*"***"*"****"**************J«******;******
3 * * %

PLAQUEMINES GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL RAPIDES GUILTY PLEAS N TRIAL DISPOSITIONS {1

AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI~|| DISPOSI~ b AS LESSER BOND ’ D?ggggl- Dggggg}-

CRIME_CATEGORY FILED | OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY | TOTAL TIONS TIONS . CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JurY| TOTAL STONS TTONS
Homicide 1 L a 2 0 0 0 0 2 Homicide 0 5 0 5 0 0 0 1 6
Robbery 3 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 ] Robbery 4 8 0 12 0 0 0 3 15
Rape 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 & Rape 1 5 0 6 1 0 1 0 7

Aggravated Ags-
Aggravated As- & N
sgglt & Battery 10 3 0 13 0 1 1 0 14 ] snult & Dattery 8 : 4 0 12 0 0 0 14 26

TOTAL VIOLENT 4| TOTAL VIOLRNT

CRIMES 14 6 0 20 0 1 1 0 21 | |- CRIMES 13 22 0 35 1 o 1 ' 18 54
Burglary 1 1 0 2 9 9 9 9 2 Burglary 31 19 0 50 0 0 0 13 63
Theft 29 5 0 12 0 3 3 0 37 ____ Theft 39 . 8 0 47 0 0 0 11 58

TOTAL PROPERTY % TOTAL PROPERTY

CRiMES 30 4 0 34 0 3 3 0 35 l__CRIMES 70 27 0 97 0 o o 24 121

TOTAL INDEX SOTAL INDEX

CRIMES . 44 10 0 54 0 4 4 0 58 L_CRIMES 83 49 0 132 1 0 1 42 175

D.W.I. 87 0 0 87 0 2 2 1 90 1 o D W T 176 143 0 319 0 0 0 12 331

Narcotics 26 8 0 34 0 0 0 2 36 Narcotics 79 9 0 88 0 0 0 20 108

Other Crimes 543 7 0 550 0 9 9 2 561 Other Crimes 436 15 0 451 0 o] 0 116 567

TOTAL CRIMES 700 25 0 725 Q 15 15 5 245 ZOTAL CRIMES 774 216 0 990 1 0 1 190 1181
xix xx
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TABLE F (cont. d) TABLE F {cont.d)
RED RIVER GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS -
' OTHER TOTAL SABINE GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DI
. AS - LESSER BOND DISPOSI-|| DISPOSI- AS SPOSTITIONS
CRIME CATEGORY FILED . OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON~-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS CRIME CATEGORY FILED gggggé{E FgOND DgggggI DTOTAL
A | o RFEIT TOTAL, JURY ’NON JURY - IsposSI-~-f
= TQTAL TTONS TTONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Homicide 0 0 0 N ‘
0 0 0
0 0 0
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Robbery 0 0
% ; 0 0
Y ; 0 4 0 0. 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 ¥ Rape 0 0 0
I N 0 0 0
Aggravated As- % Aggravated As- 0 0 0
sault & Battery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ sault gBattery 0 1 1 )
FOTAL VIOLENT Fl|l ToTAL VIOLENT 2 2 2 0 4
CRIMES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 CRIMES 0 1
i 1 2 0 2
| : > 4
Burglary 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I Burglary 2 0 0 2 0 0
i Y 0 2
Theft 4 0 1 5 0 1 1 u 6 Theft 0 0 0 '
0 0 0
TOTAL PROPERTY . TOTAL PROPER 0 0 0
CRIMES 4 0 1 5 0 1. 1 0 6 CRIMES o 2 0 0
TOTAL INDEX TOTAL INDEX 2 . 2 0 2 2
CRIMES 4 0 1 5 0 1 1 0 6 CRIMES 2 1 1
4 0 2
2 4 18
D.W.I. 7 0 8 15 0 1 1 1 17 D.W.I 0
JW.I. 0 0 0
0 8 8
. . 2
Narcotics 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 9 0 . Narcotics 12 0 0 12
2 Q0 2 2 4 18
Other Crimes 14 0 27 41 0 5 5 3 49 § Other Crimes 5 0 -
4 8 13 1 7
; 8 0 21
" 6 0 7 7 4 72
TOTAL CRIMES 25 0 36 1 ] TOTAL CRIMES 19 1 ) 29 1, 19
20 4 53

AP RO X % % ox ¥ ox o x v v ox g

¥R X X ¥ % % ox % ¥ oxox oy oy

%
¥¥¥¥*¥*¥¥¥4¥¥*¥***********

g RIAL DISPOSITIONS
RICHLAND GUILTY PLEAS TRIA ISPOSIT OTHER TOTAL
AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI- {| DISPOSI-
CRIME CATEGORY FILED QFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated As-
sault & Battery) 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2
TOTAL VIOLENT
CRIMES 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 3
Burglary 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 ¢} 1
Theft 6 0 2 8 0 0 0 2 10
TOTAL PROPERTY
o GRIMES 6 0 3 9 0 0 0 2 11
TOTAL INDEX
CRIMES . -7 0 3 10 0 0 0 _4 14
D:W.I. 27 0 1 28 0 0 0 0 28
Narcotics 4 0 1 5 0 0 0 0 5
v ]
Other Crimes 136 0 3 139 0 0 0 4 145
Y ]
TOTAL CRIMES 174 0 8 182 0 0 0 8 130

ST, BERNARD GUILTY PLEAS . TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
AS LESSER BOND Topcs Tomos
CR
IME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAT Dé?gggf-‘ D%‘igggI-
Homicide 0 g Q 0 4] 4] 0 Q
0
Robbery 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 2
) 3
an.
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0
Agygravated As-
1l sault & Battorxy 3 0 0 3 0
i 4-
: TOTAL VIOLEBNT ! - ) ? :
11 CRIME
4= ) 4 0 0 4 0 Q0 n 6 16
4L Burglary 5 0 0 g 0 0 0 3 8
T
heft 73 Q o} 73 1 2 3 3 79
14| TOTAL PROPERTY
4| CRIMES 78 0
0 78
TOTAL INDEX : : : : .
CRIMES 82
1] 0 82 1
2 3 12 97
D.W.I.
42 0 0 42 0 3 3 2 42
2 Narcotics 7
3 P 0 0 7 0
4l other cri ! : 8
L. er Crimes i 188 0 0
: 188 0 10 10
:' 21 219
fl TOTAL CRIMES 319
7{ % 0 0 319 1
; 16 17 4 35 371§

xxii



TABLE F (cont.d.) TABLE  §F——(contd)
4 i "
L s, (E‘HARLES GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL ST. JAMES GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
as LESSER | BOND DISPOSI-|| DISPOSI- as LESSER | BOND OTER || TOTAL
CRIME CATEGORY FILED OIFFENSE FORFELT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-~-JURY TOTAL DéigggI— Déigggl-
G
Homicide 0 : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 R‘opbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape 0 i} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
S A -
Bt acken] 4 0 : : 0 5 : 7 s | ] | sRr Rty | o : : 0 0 0 0 : .
gg%ﬁESVIOLENT 5 0 0 5 0 5 5 7 17 gggﬁI}ESVIOLENT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Burglary 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Burylary _ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Theft 7 0 1 8 0 6 6 5 19 Theft 2 0 0 P o 0 0 ¥ o )
TOTAL PROD
h_—gggagsPROPERTY ; . N 8 0 6 6 5 19 | CRIMES OPERTY . . . , ] ) . ) .
gg?ﬁgsINDEX 12 o 1 13 0 11 11 12 36 gggﬁgsINDEx 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
D.W.I. 31 0 6 37 0 8 8 9 54 D.W.I. 13 0 1 14 0 2 2 0 16
Narcotics 54 0 1 - 55 0 34 34 32 121 Narcotics 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other Crimes 349 2 39 390 0 83 83 111 584 “: Other Crimes 43 0 1 44 0 18 18 0 G2
TOTAL CRIMES 446 2 47 495 0 136 136 164 795 TOTAL CRIMES 58 ] 2 60 0 20 20 0 80

¥R R K K X ¥ R X X X X A ¥

¥ % % X ¥ ¥ X X ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥

¥ X X X ¥ R X X X X X X X X ¥ X X X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ Ny oy

¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ % 3 x
¥¥&*¥¥***¥¥¥*¥*¥**&*¥*¥*¥¥¥¥*¥¥¥*¥*¥*a;*********

ST. HELENA GUILTY PLEXS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL \ ST. JOHN GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI- || DISPOSI- \ aS LESSER BOND (ID’;‘HEI} TOTAL
CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY| TOTAL TIONS TIONS CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT | TOTAL JURY NON-JURY | TOTAL DTIgg;I‘ Dﬁgggl—
Homicide 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 Homicide 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 o u
[
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Rubbery 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1
Rape 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 Rape 0 0 0 0 o o o . .
Aqggravated As- Aggravated As-
sault & BDattery o 1 5 5 0 0 0 0 3 sault & Battery 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 3 5
TOPAL VICGLLNT TOTAL VIOLENT
CRIMES 0 1 5 6 0 0 0 0 6 CRIMES 1 0 0 1 0 2 2 3 6
Burglary 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 Burglary 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 o 5
Thaft 4 0 0 4 2 0 2 2 8 Theft 3 0 1 4 0 1 1 2 ;
TOTAL PROPERTY TOTAL PROPERTY ,
CRIMES Sy 0 0 5 0 0 2 2 9 CRIMES 8 0 1 9 0 1 1 ) 12
4| TOTAL INDEX
TOTAL INDEX
_CRIMES =5 1 5 11 2 U 2 2 15 | |_CRIMES 9 0 1 10 0 3 3 5 18
D.W.I. 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 2 ] D.W.I. 19 0 0 19 0 2 2 2 23
Narcotics 1 0 ) 1 0 0 0 0 1 : Narcotics 18 0 0 18 o 0 0 0 18
Other Crimes 15 0 9 24 0 12 12 2 38 Other Crimes 110 1 4 115 0 13 13 18 176
TOTAL CRIMES 22 1 15 38 2 12 14 4 56 : b IQTAL CRIMES 156 1 A 162 0 18 18 55 235 |
i
XX1H b XXV
S
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TABLE F——fcont. d.) TABLE F—— (cont. d.)
. ! GUILT EAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
ST. LANDRY Y PL OTHER TOTAL ST. MARY . GUILTY PL.EAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER
. . AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI-|| DISPOSI- aAs LESSER BOND DISPOSI- D;Tcggéé‘r_
CRIME CATEGORY FILED QOFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS | __CRIME CATEGQBY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS ' TIONS
r———. — i—— B o wmepmsetTrrepptomry = — |
Homicide Homicide 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2
Robbery Robbexy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated As- Aggravated As-
sault & Battery sault & Battery 11 0 2 13 0 4 4 0 17
TQTAL VIOLENT TOTAL VIOLENT
CRIMES OQ’\ CRIMES 12 0 2 14 2 4 6 1 21
Burglary O Qg/? Burglazry 13 0 0 13 0 0 0 0 13
Theft W Theft 46 0 9 a6 0 11 11 0 57 0
TOTAL PROPERTY 4 TOTAL PROPERTY
CRIMES CRIMES _ 59 0 0 59 0 11 11 0 70
TOTAL INDEX TOTAL INDEX
CRIMES CRIMES 71 0 2 73 2 15 17 1 91
D.W.I. D.W.I. 144 0 5 149 0 10 10 0 159
Narcotics B Narcotics 30 0 0 30 0 7 7 1 38 l
Other Crimes Other Crimes 199 0 41 240 82 82 2 324
TOTAL CRIMES . TOTAL CRIMES 444 a 48 492 2 114 ile6 4 612

XX ¥ X X ¥ A XX X ¥ K X K XX XK X ¥ X B X F X KK XX ERFKEKEEE KK XN KR E XK KXY XX XK¥ KKK

S

. UILTY P RIAL DISPOSITIONS
ST. MARTIN __GUILTY PLEAS T OTHER | TOTAL
as LESSER BOND DISPOSI-| DISPOSI- || |
CRIME CATEGORY FILED QFFENSE | FORFEIT | TOTAL JURY NON-JURY |*_TOTAL _TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 g 0
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape ¢} 0 0 0 0 0 0 o} 0 i
Aggravateu Ag-
sault & Battery 7 0 0 7 0 4 4 0 11 A
TOTAL VIOLENT { i
CRIIES 7 0 0 7 0 4 4 0 11 J
Burglary 16 0 0 16 0 0 [¢] 6 22
Theft 13 0 0 13 0 1 1 7 21
TOTAL PROPERTY
CRIMES 29 0 0 29 0 1 1 13 43 |
TOTAL INDEX
CRIMES . 36 0 0 36 0 5 5 i3 54
D.W.I. 49 0 1 50 0 3 3 1 54
Narcotics 14 1 0 15 0 1 1 2 18
Other Crines 133 1 117 251 0 30 30 18 299
TOTAL -CRIMES 232 2 118 352 0 39 39 34 425 ﬂ.
XXy g

* Kk Kk k k k Kk Kk & ¥ & * Kk X
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ST. TAMMANY GUILTY PLEAS ’BIW
OTHER TOTAL
AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI- {| DISPOSI~
CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NO, I
7 -
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0
Robbery 9 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 9
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0_. T‘
Aggravated As-
saldi S Battory 3 3 0 [ 0 4 4 3 13
TOTAL VIOLENT
CRIMES 12 3 0 15 0 4 4 3 22
Burglary 20 1 0 21 0 0 0 0 21
Theft 32 3 1 36 0 5 5 0 41
TOTAL PROPERTY ’
CRIMES 52 4 1 57 4] 5 5 1] 52
TOTAL INDEX
CRIMES 64 7 1 72 0 9 9 3 84
D.W.I. ﬁ 308 1 22 331 0 23 23 6 360
|
Narcotics 16 0 1 17 0 1 1 Q 18
L dther Crimes 146 1 40) 548 0 32 32 24 604
TOTAL CRIMES 534 9 425 968 0 65 65 33 J_L 1066
XXV



TABIE F— (cont.d)
TANGIPAHOA GUILTY PLE-’zis '{:fimL ﬂ_gxs?o"sxuous Dgzgggl D’i‘;}‘}ﬁgl
; i SPOSI~ I -
' _CRIME CATEGORY Fz;iED_ , ggﬁ;_gg ;-']3952;]_21, g;_&_i NON-+JURY __JOTAL IONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 0 1. 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Rape 0 0: 0 0 0 0 o] c 0
A aattery 0 0 0 0 i 0 0 0 0
ggulvagsvzor,ﬁu'r 0 1 0 1 ar 0 0 0 1 ;
Burglary 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 2 4 ‘[
Theft 5 1 1 7 0 1 9 5 7
gggﬁgsmo‘znmy 6 1 1 8 1 0 1 2 11 !
Chmms 5 2 1 > 1 0 ) > Al 1
D.W.T. 1 1 7 9 0 1 1 . 10
Narcotics 3 0 0 3 1 2 3 0 [
Other Crimes 12 1 1 14 0 5 5 2 21
TOTAL CRIMES 22 4 g 35 2 8 10 4 49

¥ X ¥ % ¥ ¥ ¥

PEETE TR R I

PR A

N X % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X X X X ¥ ¥ X ¥ ¥ X

¥ X ¥ X ¥ ¥ 5 ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ X ¥ X ¥

T =3
PENSAS _GULLIY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL
SFR | prsrosi-|l pISPOsI-
AS LESSER BOND ; '
CRIME CATEGORY FILED QFFENSE FORFELT TOTAL JURY NON-~-JURY TOTAL TLONS Tgb}_&_::
1
Homicide 1 0 0 1 0 Q 2 0
Robbery 0 0 ¢] o] 0 0 0 0 9]
Rape 0 0 0 [ 0 1] 4] 0 [¢]
Aggravated As- ) 0 5
sault & Batitery ) 0 0 2 1 2 3
TOTAL VIOLENT .
CRIMES -3 0 0 3 L 2 3 0 6
4
Burglary 4 0 0 4 g 0 0 o]
| 3
Theft 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 0
TOTAL PROPERTY 12 ,
CRIMES 4 0 0 4 0 3 3 0
TOTAL INDEX g
CRIMES . 7 0 0 7 1 5 6 0 13
D.W. L. 8 0 15 23 0 11 11 0 34
0
Narcotics 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 g
Other Crimes 59 0 52 .’L;Ll 4
2141 5
TOTAL CRIMES 74 0 67 :
XXVil
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TABLE F—{cont.d.)

TERREBONNE GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
OTHER TOTAL
AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI-{| DISPOSI~-
CRIME CATEGOY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 2
Robbery 3 0 0 3 2 0 2 0 5
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0
Aggravated As-
sault & Battery 8 0 0 8 2 4 6 0 14
TOTAL VIOLENT
CRIMES 11 0 0 11 6 4 10 0 21
Burglary 15 0 0 15 0 0 0 0 15
[l Gz 5 o] 68 1 ] 1 2 75
TOTAL PROI 527Y
CRIMES 77 6 0 83 1 [¢] 1 2 86
TOTAL INDE'X
CRIMES ! 88 6 0 94 7 4 11 2 107
D.W.I. 170 1 0 171 1 7 8 0 179
Nargotics 53 0 0 53 1 2 3 0 56
Other: Crimes 276 8 0 284 1 21 22 0 306
TOTAL CRIMES 587 15 0 602 10 34 44 2 648

[N N

HEOX % X ¥ X X ¥ ¥ % X

¥ OK ¥ X X X X X X F X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

¥ OX X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ X ¥ F X X X ¥ X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

UNION GUILTY PLEAS RIAL DISPOSIT
LS DISPO 1ONS OTHER TOTAL
AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI~ || DISPOSI~
CRIME CATEGORY FILED QFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0]
Robhery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated As-~
sault & Battervl 1 n 0 1 1 1} 1 0 2
TO%AL VIOLENT
CFEIMES 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 2
Burglary 14 0 0 14 0 0 Q 1 15
Theft 11 0 0 11 1 1 2 2 15
TOTAL PROPERTY
CRIMES 25 0 0 25 1 1 2 3 30
TOTAL INDEX
CRIMES 26 0 0 26 2 1 3 3 32
D.W.TI. L 67 0 0 67 0 0 0 1 68
Narcotics 16 1 0 17 0 0 0 0 17
Other Crimes 88 1 0 89 0 8 8 2 99
TOTAL CRIMES 197 2 [¢] 199 2 9 11 6 216

xXxXv




TABLE F—{cont, d.)

TABLE F—— (cont. d.)

% ok ok ko k kK ok ko k kX k Kk k K k& Kk k ok Kk k ok k k kK k Kk Kk Kk k k k k k k k ok * k k Kk k k k X K ¥ x ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥y ¥ ¥ ¥

et et o g b

B e S

P—— R
VERNON GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS TOTAL
DISPOSI~-} DISPOSI~
CRIME CATEGORY F?iED ggggﬁgE FggggIT TOTAL JURY NON~JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbexy 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 o] 0
;;aitvztﬁa&t tAeL;—y 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 0 5 5
gg;‘ﬁIEJ)SVIOi‘ENT 2 Q 0 2 0 0 0 5 7
Burglary 4 0 0 4 ] 0 0 2 6
Theft 13 0 0 13 0 0 0 1 14
gggggSPROPERTY 17 0 0 17 0 0 0 3 20
gg:l[‘?lgSINDEx 19 0 0 19 0 0 0 8 27
D.W.I. 98 0 7 105 0 1 1 6 112
Naxcotics 16 1 0 17 0 0 0 4 21
Other Crimes 54 4 149 207 0 1 1 10 218
TOTAL CRIMES 187 5 156 348 J 0 2 2 28 378
x xix

WASHINGTON GUILTY PLEAS
VERMILION GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISP "&&::ﬂy OTHER COTAL , TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL
: AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI- || DISPOSI- AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI- || DISPOSI-
" CRIME CATEGORY rieED | OBoBNSE | FORPRIT — JuRY —— T1ONS TIONS [ CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON~JURY | TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ; Homicide = L 0 2 1 0 1 0 3
|
Robbery 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Robbery 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 2
i3 Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 Q 0 o
Rape > 0 o 0 Aggravated As-
Aggravated As- 0 9 sault & Battery 9 1 1 11 2 ; 4 6 0 17
sault & Battery 8 4] Q 8 Q 1 1 i
TOTAL VIOLENT :
SoThL VIOLENT o 0 0 8 0 1 1 0 9 CRIMES 11 2 1 14 4 4 8 0 22
Burglary 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 j Burglary 5 0 0 5 2 1 3 0 8
L {
Theft 26 0 0 26 0 0 0 1 27 [ Theft 15 0 0 15 1 1 2 0 17
Yo, i TSR 3T
o SRV i’ TOTAL PROPERTY
égiarésmopnm 30 0 0 30 0 0 0 1 31 i CRIMES 20 0 0 20 3 2 5 g 25
DEX B TOTAL INDEX
g%ﬁgsm E 18 0 0 38 0 1 1 1 40 i CRIMES 31 2 1 34 7 _6 13 0 47
L
D.W.I 10 0 0 10 0 0 0 ~ 0 10 D.W.I. 39 0 5 44 0 3 3 1 48
Narcotics 10 2 0 12 0 0 0 9 12 l Narcotics 20 1 0 21 2 18 21 e B 42 ]
6 Other Cri.
Other Crimes 101 10 0 111 0 3 3 2 11 E er Crimes 85 3 63 151 2 16 18 7 176
TOTAL CRIMES 159 12 0 171 4] 4 4 3 178 [ TOTAL CRIMES 175 6 69 250 11 44 55 8 313

A T T T O T T I S O S v

WEBSTER GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
OTHER TOTAL
AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI~ || DISPOSI-
CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON~JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 0 L 40 0 0 |0 o___ 0. 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q
Aggravated As~
sault & Battery 2 Q 0 2 0 0 0 Q 2
TOTAL VIOLENT
CRIMES 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
Burglary 20 5 0 25 1] 0 4] 2 26
Theft 9 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 9
TOTAL PROPERTY
CRIMES 29 5 0 34 0 0 0 L 35
TOTAL INDEX
CRIMES 31 5 0 36 0 0 0 1 37
D.W.I. 163 4 1 168 0 5 5 1 174
Narcotics 10 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 10
Other Crimes 74 2 68 144 0 4 4 0 148
TOTAL CRIMES 278 11 69 358 0 9 9 2 369
XXX




TABLE F——{cont. d.)

y GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
W, BATON RQUGE OTHER TOTAL
. AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI-}} DISPOSI-
* CRIME CATEGORY FILED QFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 3 4 0 7 0 0 0 0 7
Rape 0 0 o] 0 0 b o} 0 0
Aggravated As-
sanlt & Battery 18 5 0 23 0 4 4 0 27
TOTAL VIOLENT
CRIMES 21 9 0 30 0 4 4 0 34
Buxglary 16 2 0 18 4 0 4 0 22
Theft 26 0 0 26 0 4 4 0 30
TOTAL PROPLRTY
CRIMES 42 2 0 44 4 4 8 0 52
TOTAL INDEX
. _CRIMES 63 11 0 74 4 8 12 0 86
D.W.I. 188 43 0 231 0 10 10 0 241
\]
Narcotics 32 1 0 33 2 3 5 0 38
Other Crimes 228 0 0 228 0 44 44 0 272
TOTAL CRIMES 511 55 0 566 6 65 71 0 637

R

PRI TR I T T T T T R ¥ X K ¥ X X X 4 oy ouox oy ok % XK

. ITI
WEST CARROLL GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL
AS JLESSER BOND DISPOSI~ || DISPOSI-

CRIME CATEGORY # FILED QFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-~JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbexry 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 [¢] 1 1 0 1
Aggravated As-
sault & Battery 2 0 0 2 2 0 2 0 4

TOTAL VIOLENT

CRIMES 2 0 0 2 2 1 3 0 5
Burglary 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
Theft 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4

TOTAL PROPERTY

CRIMES 6 0 0 6 Q 0 0 0 6

TOTAL INDEX

CRIMES 8. 0 0 8 2 1 3 0 11
D.W.I. 49 0 1 50 4 2 2 0 52
Narcotics 1 [ 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
other Crimes 71 0 0 71 0 4 4 0 75

TOTAL CRIMES 129 0 1 130 2 7 ] 0 139

xxxi
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TABLE F——(cont, d.)

WEST FELICIANA GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIQONS

2 OTHER TOTAL
AS LESSER BOND DISPOSI- DISPOSI~

CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 3 4] 3 0 3
Robbery 0 0 ] 0 0 0 1] [¢] 0
Rape 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated As-
sault & Battery 6 0 0 6 0 1 1 2 9

TOTAL VIOLENT

CRIMES &6 0 4] 6 3 1 4 2 12
Burglary 14 0 0 14 0 1 1 0 15
Theft 8 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 8

TOTAL PROPERTY

CRIMES 22 0 0 22 0 1 1 0 23

TOTAL INDEX

CRIMES 28 0 0 28 3 2 5 2 35
D.W.I. 50 0 0 50 0 2 2 0 52
Narcotics 6 0 0 6 0 1 1 0 7
Other Crimes 105 1 4 110 1 26 27 0 137

TQTAL CRIMES 189 1 4 194 4 31 35 2 231

*****************************

X ok ok kK X koK K Kk Kk % K Kk Kk A % x x ¥ ¥ F ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

WINN GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS
%5 LESSER BOND 5505 Top0s
DISPOSI- || BISPOSI-
CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON-JURY TOTAL TIONS TIONS
Homicide 0 0 0 0 1 G 1 0 1
Robbery 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 2
Rape 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Aggravated As-
sault & Battery 3 0 0 3 2 3 5 0 8
TOTAL VIOLENT
CRIMES 4 0 0 4 4 3 7 0 11
Burglary S 0 0 5 1 0 1 0 6
Theft 5 0 0 5 0 2 2 2 9
TOTAL PROPERTY
CRIMES 10 0 0 10 1 2 3 2 15
TOTAL INDEX
CRIMES 14 0 0 14 5 5 10 2. 26
D.W.I. 24 0 0 24 0 3 3 1 28
Narcotics 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other Crimes 264 0 15 279 0 30 30 8 317
TOTAL CRIMES 302 0 15 317 5 38 43 11 371

xxXxii



TARBLE F—— (contd,)

. TABLE G

b JUDICIAL DISPOSITION SUMMARY (1974 STATE TOTALS)
DAL GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS i BY  OFFENSE  CHARGED
STAJE TOTALS ' OTHER TOTAL .
As LESSER BOND DISPOSI- | DISPOSI~ $
CRIME CATEGORY FILED OFFENSE | FORFEIT TOTAL JURY NON~JURY | TOTAL TIONS TIONS ; STATE GUILTY PLEAS TRIAL DISPOSITIONS OTHER TOTAL
I3 ="
i As Lesser Bond Non~ DISPO- DISPO-
Homicide 31 29 0 60 24 2 26 3 89 CRIME CATEGORY _ Filed Offense Forfeiture| Total Jury Jury Total SITIONS }| SITIONS
295 ici
Robbery 207 31 0 238 36 8 44 i3 9 ‘ Homicide 32 31 o 63 25 2 27 3
Rape 6 15 0 21 3 1 10 2 33 ; Robbery 234 37 0 271 36 10 46 13
* N I8
Aggravated As-— i :
sault & Battery 322 27 21 370 23 122 145 57 572 ; Rape 'r 8 16 0 24 9 2 11 2
¥ Aggravated Assault
TOVAT. VIOLENT :
CRIMES 566 102 21 689 92 133 225 75 989 | and Battery 381 48 21 450 23 127 150 58
Burglary 634 72 4 730 44 20 64 46 840 © |TOTAL VIOLENT cmma% 655 132 21 808 93 141 234 ' 76
TheFt - 1704 93 29 1817 26 140 166 69 2052 Burglary 730 92 4 826 f} 46 20 66 | 46
TOTAL PROPERTY
CRIMES 2358 165 24 . 2547 70 160 230 4+ 115 2892 3 Theft 1,632 71 23 1,726 22 139 161 69 " 1,956
] o TOTAL
TOTAL INDEX } 7 |PROPERTY CRIMES
CRIMES 2924 267 45 3236 162 293 455 | 190 3gel 2,362 163 27 2,552 68 159 227 115 2,894
| TOTAL
D, W.I. 4055 242 378 4675 6 300 306 . 15 5056 INDEX CRIMES 3,017 295 48 3,360 161 300 461 191 4,012
Narcotics 1663 174 6 1843 38 188 226 94 2163 D.W.I. ” 4,374 301 420 5,095 6 310 316‘“ 77 5,488
Other Crimes 8584 169 2010 10763 38 1233 1271 654 12688 j Narcotics ” 1,667 176 6 1,849 38 188 226 94 2,169
TOTAL CRIMES 17226 852 2439 20517 244 2014 2258 1013 23788 Other Crimes | 8.168 80 1,965 10,213 39 1,216 1,255 651 ff 12,119
| :
TOTAL CRIMES " 17,226 852 2,439 20,517 244 2,014 2,258 1,013 || 23,788
= - ARl <
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;
TABLE H SENTENCE ANALYSIS: (1974)  BY TYPE and PLACE of CONFINEMENT . TABLE ! CONFIN ;
; EMENT
STATE TOTALS f ENT SENTENCE  ANALYSIS: (1974) BY LnGTH  (vEARS)
STALE CONFINEMENT PROBATION :
: STATE TOTALS
State | parish . GRAND BANGE. TOTAL CONFINEMENTS WITHIN TIME INTERVALS
CRIME CATEGORY Prison | Prison | Other | Total HStato | uiher | Tota FINES | OTHER | To7ar, J CRIME CATEGORY LOW HIGH |AVERAGE cmz 0 - .5].51=1,001.1-2.d2.1-5.0 18‘35' %8'%‘ 20,1~
| .51, 2.011.1-2.02.1-5. . - -93~0.Lifg
Homicide 64 19 4 87 || -o- 8 8 4 4 103 i Homicide 00-01-00| Life |28-07-25 87
‘ _ — 5 7 5 13 12 14 18 3
1 27 3 6 302 23-07-25
Robbery 204 59 3 266 26 j Ro)‘obery 00-00-10 | Life Jo08-11-07 || 266 22 19 25 82 52 39 26 1
Rape 14 6 2 22 || -0~ 5 5 -0~ 3 30 f Rape 20-00-00 |10-00-04 22 1 3 0 3 6
- ~0- 9 ~0-f 0=
Aggravated v Aggravated Assaul
Assault & Batt, 44 | 137 5 86} 6 106 112 80| 145 523 s Battery 00-00-06 | 20-00-00- | 02-01-02 || 15
TOTAL VIOLENT L J 115 10 10 32 13 6 ~0- 0
326 221 14 561 7 145 152 87 158 958 i ~9-
¥ TOTAL VIO .
CRIMES | VIOLENT CRIMEY100-00.06 | Life |09.0004 || 561 143 39 40 130 83 68 44 14
Burglary 361 123 15 499 || 31 268 299 12 57 867 i Bugal g
: _ glary 00-00-10 § 25-00-00 | 03-07-02 499 68 39 81 214 92 3 2 ",
Theft 125 541 16 682 §| 40 484 524 196 414 | 1816 } Theft
L 00-00-02 | 18-00-00 | 00-10-22 || 682 464 62 | 101 45 g I+ 1 ~0~]  -0-
SOTAL FROPERTY 486 | 664 31| 1181 T 752 823 208 | 471 | 2683 | |roTAL PROPERTY V
. ; CRIMES 00-00-02 | 26-00-00 | 02-00-12 {| 11gp 532 .
JOTAL INDEX 812 885 45 1742 f| 78 897 975 295 629 3641 . e 222 101 4 4 =l
CRIMES i
. |FOTAL INDEX CRIMES H00.00.02  Life |04-03-08 {| 1742 675 140 | 222 389 | 184 72
DVW.I. 4 251 28 283 || 10 155 165 1991 | 2930 5369 46 14
Yy
D.W.1: 00-00-02 | 15-00-00 § 00-04-08 {| 283 275 4 1
Narcotics 165 405 23 593 fi| 89 738 827 127 445 1992 2 0= 1 ~Q= =0
| Mareotics 00-00-06 § 20-00-00 | 03-00-24 593
! 378 -0
Other Crimes 214 | 1086 80 1380 §| 66 1187 1253 | s470 ] 29057 {11,060 2 A€ 20 33 12 > &
Other Crimes 00-00-01 Lifs .10-
TOTAL CRIMES 1195 | 2627 176 3998 f{243 2977 3220 7883 | 6961 22,062 : e 100-10-04 )} 1380 1057 78 114 116 13 -0~ 1 1
TOTAL CRIMES j 3
00-00-01 | Life |02-0720 )| 3005 23185 246 383 5987 232 85 47 23
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: TABLE J PROBATION SENTENCE  ANALYSIS: (1974) BY LENGTH STATE TOTALS {(MONTHS) : TABLE K FINES SENTENCE ANALYSIS: (1974) DOLLAR AMOUNT  5TATE TOTALS
G PROBATIONS WITHIN TIME INTERVALS
STATE TOTALS RANGE AVERAG :ggu STATE TOTALS RNGE Ammmmn‘l TOTAL FINES WITHIN DOITAR INTERVALS
- - ; FINES
CRIME CATEGORY LOw LHIGH LENGTH barrons] o0-6 ]6.1-12]12.1-18]18.1-2424.1-30§30.1-36B6.1-48] 48+ i CRIME CATFGORY soW | urgE | DOLLARS 0-50  |51-100 |101-250 | 251-500|501~1000 1001—30063001—500450()% up
Homicide 00-05-00 | 10-00-00 | 02-10-04 8 3 -0 1 3 -0+ 1 —o‘- 2 : Homicide 10 150 115 . L - 3 o o o o o
o} {
Robbery 00-03-01 | 18-00-00 | 08-02-12 27 5 2 1 g 0 5 1 8 I Robbery - 2 2 3 3 oo o o 0. o o N
i
Rape 01-00-00 | 09-00-00 | 02-09-18 5 -0~ 3 -0 3 -0- 0 -0 1 ;; Fape _ _ _ —0- —o- —o- ~0- -0- o4 o o -o-
Aggravated As- i i Aggravated Assault
sault & Battery | 00-00-02 | 08-02-14| 01-04-11) 112 57 9 12 15 -0 9 -0 10 g § Battery 1 500 94 80 25 82 8 5 " o] -0 .
I ==
TOTAL VIOLENT
CRIMES 00-00-02 | 18-00-00 | 01-09-26 152 65 14 15 2 -0 15 -0 21 J i TOTAL VIOLENT CRIMES 1 500 72 87 29 42 11 5 -0+ -0 -0 0=
: i
Burglary 00-02-00 { 06-00-00 | 02-06-10 299 30 30 8 62 -0 127 1 41 Burglary - 50 . - 1 -0 o o -0 -0 —o] —0-
Theft 00-00-06 { 06-00-00 | 00-08-21 524 236 82 29 114 1 39 -0 21 ’» Theft 1 250 15 196 154 33 9 -0~ _O_f -0 _.OJ ~Qe
TOTAL PROPERTY .
CRIMES 00-00-06 { 06-00-00 | 01-08-16 823 266 112 37 178 1 166 1 62 E TOTAL PROPERTY CRIMES 1 250 21 208 166 33 9 -0- -0 -0- ~04 0=
; pl
TOTAL INDEX
CRIMES 00-00-02 { 18-00-00 { 01-08-22 975 331 126 52 200 1 181 1 B3 i TOTAL INDEX CRTMES 1 550 46 205 195 75 20 5 -0 -0+ ~04 -0
i
- = e a i
n.W.I. 00-00-05 | 05-00-00 | 00-09-19 )} 165 } 112 18 2 13 2 25 2 2 | D.W.I. 1| su 185 || 1901 89 19 | 405 | a0 8 -0 -0f  -o-
!
Narcetics 00-00-10 } 10-00-00 | 01-01-08 827 431 172 63 76 1 47 1 36 | Narcotics 50 5000 324 127 2 11 52 60 1 -0 1 -0~
3
§
1 Other Crimes 00-00-05 | 10-00-00 | 01-07-18 |} 1253 637 77 24 239 1 68 -0-{ 207 3 Other Crimes 62 115000 a4 5470 4703 504 237 20 1 -0 4 1
; !
i‘ TOTAL CRIMES 00-00-02 | 18-00-00 | 01-05-22 || 3220 | 1511 393 132 530 3 311 2t 331 ) | TOTAL, CRIMES 1 |15000 86 || 7883 | 4989 709 | 1714 455 10 —0- 1
] |
!
‘
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