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. ORIME ANALYSIS 

This Section (J1ontains data accumu'lated thx>ough the DepaPtrr/ent of 

~ Enforcement Uniform. C:r>ime Reporting Program (UCR) and is swrunanaed 

on a StateuJide" RegionaZ and High-C:r>ime-Area basis. Boise City and Ada 

COW'lty aPe defined as Idaho's high-crime aPeas. Crime patterns and pro

jections are ina'ludedas wel'l as a comparison of popuZation density 

figures with reported crimes. A specific crime anaZysis is a'lso provided 

on each of the seven PCCr:'t I C:r>imes: Muz>der" Rape" Robbery" Aggrovated 

Assault" Buz>gZtZl'y" Larceny" and Auto Theft. FinaZZy" a synopsis of 

data ana'lyzed is presented which appeaPed to be noteworthy from a 

problem identification perspective" as we'll as data comparing such 

socio-economic and demographic data as unemp'loyment rates" ADC rates" 

and liquor saZes rates with PaPt I Crime rates. 
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CR.ll1E ANALYSIS 

General OvervierN' 

All data and analyses presented here are by regional jurisdiction where available. 
However, some of the data sources were not broken down by regional jurisdictions and 
included only Statewide summaries. 

There were 35,484, Part I crimes;~ reported in Idaho thro'J.gh the Uniform CDime 
Reporting (UCR) System during 1976, representing an increase o.f 1 ,'f02, or 4.1% over 
1975. No increase was recorded nationwide, as reported by the FBr. The 35,484 
figure is 1,711 less than the estimate in the F'i-77 Comprehensive Plan. 

To date, there have been no crime victimization surveys conducted in Idaho. 
However, the SPA is aware of national victimization surveys and is keeping abreast 
of their development and potential appl~2ations. 

Law enforcement agencies made 8,238 arrests in the State for Part I offenses 
during 1976, as compared to 8,180 in 1975, or a 0.7% increase. In 1976 and 1975, 
juveniles accounted for 57% of Part I arrer:ts; :in 1974, they accounted for 59%. Thet'e 
were 30,194 arrests for Part II offenses in 1976, an increase of 1,749 over 1975. All 
arrests in 1976 totaled 38,432, a 4.9% increase over 1975. 

It is not known how many offenses were cleared by arrest in the State during 1976. 
The report form used by the Reporting agencies does not break out clearances by arrest 
but includes all clearances in one category. The total number of offenses cleared in 
the State for Part I offenses dur:ing 1976 was 8,574, or 24.4% of the total. In 1975, 
23.6% of the Part I offenses were cleared and in 1974 the clearance rate was 23.9%. 

In Region I, the number of Part I reported offenses was 7,506, up 8.8% from 
6,S'Ol in 1975. ' The 8.8% figure is greater than ]xrth the 4.1% increase for the State' 
and the no change figure for the ~1ation. During 1976, 8,960 people were arrested in 
Region I, of which 3,143 (35%) were juveniles. The 1,633 Part I c"r'imes cleared in the 
Region show a slight increase over the 1975 figure of 1,558 and the 1974 figure of 
1,628. 

The 14,464 reported Part I cr:i.nes in Region II represent a 6.9% increase over 
the number reported in 1975, greater than roth the 4.1% average increase for the State 
and the no increase for the nation. There were 14,801 persons arrested for all crimes 
in the Region during 1976; of these, juveniles accounted for 6,320 (43%). The number 
of Part I crimes cleared in 1976 was 4,103, up from 3,801 CX'nnes cleared in 1975. 

The mnnber of Part I offenses reported in Region III during 1976 was 13,514, a 
1.0% decrease over 1975. The percent decrease is less than the average increase for 
the State and the no change fO:t' the nation. There were 14,671 persons arrested for 
all crimes during 1976 in Region III, with juveniles accounting for 4,836 (33%) of 
the arrests. There were 2,838 Part I crimes cleared in the Region, during 1976, up from 
2,701 cleared in 1975. 

1CPart I cr:i.rres include JIlUlXler, robbery, larceny, rape, aggravated assault, auto theft 
and burglary. 
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ThereVJere 643 rrore Part I offenses reported in Ada Cotmty during 1976 than 
dut'ing 1975, resulting in an 8.3% :L."1crease, which is higher than that for the nation, 
the State, and Region II. Law Enforcement authorities made 8 ,325 arrests for all 
offenses in the COillrty during 1976 and, of these, 4-,204- (~O%) were people under 18 
years of age. The 2,727 Part I offenses cleared in 1976 resulted in a 7.1% increase: 
but the percentage of Part I crimes cleared in 1976 (32.5%) decreased slightly from 
the 1975 figQ>;6 (32.9%) for the Cotmty. 

In 1976, the number of reported Part I crimes in Boise City was 6,258, a 4-.9% 
:increase over 1975. This increase was higher than that for the nation, but only 
slightly higher than the State increase and was less than the e·. 9% average increase 
for Region II. There were 5,999 persons arrested for all cr:ines in Boise during 1976 
with juveniles accoUnting for 3,396 (57%) of the arrests. There VJere 2,160 offenses 
clear>ed in 1976 which was 67 rrore than in 1975~ However, the percentage of Part I 
ctlimes cleared in 1976 dropped slightly from 35.1% in 1975 to 34-.5%. 

General Crime 'I'Dend Analyses 

STATEWIDE 

Table 1 below gives the Part I crimes reported in Idaho, the rate-per-100,OOO 
population foY' Idaho and the United States (1968 tlm:)Ugh 1976). As can be seen from 
the table and gr'aph, 8,092 Part I crimes were reported in 1968 as compared with 35,484-
Part I's :in 1976. The additional figures shown for 1972 reflect the change in report
ing instigated by the Federal Bureau of Investigation for larcenies under $50.00. Data 
after 1972 also includes these additional larcenies and it is this data that is used 
to estimate the total reported Part I crimes in 1977, as reflected in Figure 1, page 3. 

TABLE 1 

TOTAL PART I CRIME INDEXES AND RATES IN IDAHO, 1968-1976 
U. S . RATES, 1968-197-6 

Idaho U, S. 
Year Freguency Rate/100,000 Rate/1OO,000 
1968 8,092 1,147.8 2,234.8 
1969 10,874 1,514.5 2,476.9 
1970 12,728 1,785.1 2,740.5 
1971 14,739 2,013.5 2,906.7 
1972 16, 136 (25,858)* 2,134.4 (3,420.4) _ 3,839.5 (3,924) 
1973 26,622 3,457.4 4,116.0 
1974 32,.083 4,016.3 4,821.4 
1975 34,032 4,HB.O 5,281. 7 
1976 35,484 4,268.7 .5,266.4 

*Numbers in brackets include larcenies under $50.00. 

Sources: All data used in this table, as well as all other tables and fi~ures 
are taken from FBI, Crime in the United States, 1968-'l976j Idaho 
Department of Law Enforcement, Uniform Crime Reporting Program, 
1974-1976 Annual Report. 
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Figure 2 on page 5, shows the trend for total re:ported Part I crimes in the 
State since 1971 and the crime rate-per-100,OOO trend. The solid line reflects the 

. percentage change in re:ported frequencies using 1971 as a base figure . The number 
beyond the solid line in brackets (47. 5%) reflects an estirrate of the percent in
crease in 1977 reported frequencies since 1971 if the current trend c.bntinues. The 
average annual increase is 2,261.8., The dotted line reflects the percent change in 
the cr:ime rate since 1971. The years 1972 and 1973 wereooth below the 1971 rate, but 
a large increase is seen for 1974, tapering off in 1975 and 1976. The number beyond tre 
dotted line in brackets (27.2%) reflects an estimate of the percent increase in. the 
crirre rate since 1971 if the current trend continues. 

Crimes against persons reported in the State for 1971-1976 are shown in Table 
2 below, along with the rate-per-100,000. As can be seen from the table and from 
Figure 3 on page 6 , the frequency (914 crimes in 1971, as compared with 1,884 in 1976) 
and the.rate-per-l00;OOO population have increased at an allIDSt straight line pace 
since 1971. . The slope (average rate of increase) of the trend line for frequencies 
of personcrirnes ... li .. s 195.4, and if this trend continues through 1977, the number of 
reported persol);/e:rimes will have increased 125.7% since 1971. The slope of the trend 

. line for·th~ .. l..;ate of person crimes is 20.4, and if this trend continues through 1977, 
even cons~det>ing the population increase, the person crime rate will have increased 
96.6% s:i1{ce 1971.. . 

TABLE 2 

PERSON CRIMES REPORTED IN IDAHO 
1971 - 1976 

Rate 
Yeat' Frequency Per 100,000 
1971 
1972 
]973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

914 
1,077 
1 ,264 
1 ,466 
1 ,673 
1,884 
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Graphs A, B, and C, show person crimes by rronth for 1974, 1975, a,'1d 1976 as 
reporrted in the VCR Armual Report. fure violent crimes are reported :in 1976 for 
every rronth, with the exceptions of January and March, than were reported :l;or the sane 
months in 1975. The highest number of reported violent crimes during 1975' for one rronth 
was August with .166. However,.in 1976, July, August, September, and October, all 
exceeded the previous year's high of 166. July, with 208, had nore reported person 
crimes in 1976 th3n any other Jronth. 
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Crimes against property (reflected in Table 3 below and in Figure 4 on ~ge 
9) in Idaho have not followed the same increase as have crimes agamst persons". 
(For example, in 1971, there were 24,764 property crimes, yet in 1972-, only 24'1775 were 
reported) . 

Year 

1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

TABLE 3 

PROPERTY CRIMES REPORTED IN IDAHO 
1971 - 1976 

Frequencx 

24,764 
24,775 
25,358 
30.617 
32,409 
33.600 

Rate 
Per 100 ~OOO 

3383. 1 
3277. 1 
3293.2 
3831.9 
3952.3 
4043.3 

In number and rate, tr.e property crimes h3.ve not shown such large percentage in
creases since ~97l as occurred for crimes against persons. The slope of the trend 
lilie for the fr02quency of property crimes is 2,066.9 and an extension of this line 
yields a point estinate of 35,821, which is 44.6% greater thm the 1971 figure. The 
slope of the rate trend line is 167.6 and if this trend continues through 1977, the rate 
will ha\7e increased 24.6% over the 1971 rate-per-100,000. Although the percent in
cr'eases for property crimes are not as great as those reflected by the person crimes, it 
should be noted that property crirres are the bulk of the total Part I crimes (95% in 
1976) • 

tI'he total arrDunt of loss, type of property, and recovery as reporrted in the State 
are shown in Charts I and II, pages 10 and II, taken f:n::Jm the 1975 and 1976 A'111ual 
Uniform Cr:i.rre Reports. These figures include all Part I offenses, not just property 
offenses, and the data is presented here since it is the only infonration available 
related to recovery. B3.sed on the charts, -the recovery rate is not an appropriate 
measU!'eJllent since offenses other than property offenses are included. The value of 
property recovered is not available by type of offense ,because the UCR reporting 
foms turned :in by Hie;, . agencies do not provide for this breakdown. 

In comparing 1975 with1976 the percent of all property recovered increased by 
1.2%. The largest decreases in percent recovered were for rousehold go<X!s (-9.8%), 
office equipment (-9.0%) and livestock (-5.9%). The largest increases in recovery W?T'e 
for clothing and furs (+8.2%), consumable goods (+7.0%), and firearms (+5.7%). 
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CHART '1 

VALUE OF STOLEN AND RECOVERED PROPERTY 
1975 

Percent 
Type of Property Stolen Recovered Recovere, 

C;IlRRE:NC,{, tlOTE:S E:TC. $ 701f,t27.33 $ 93,811.21 13.3 

J~WE:LRY AND PRECIOUS METALS 11711,062.81 125,461.54 26.5 

CLOTHING AJID fURS 262,014.116 32,424.26 12.11 

LOCALL't STOLE:tI MOTOR VEHICLES 3,137,650.87 2,583,906.63 62.11 

OfFICE EQUIPMENT 121 ,205.48 26,82 11.88 22.1 

TELE:VISION, RADIOS, CAMERAS, ETC. 981,332.78 135,1115.19 13.8 

rIF.r;;"RI1s 310,579.12 43,457.18 14.0 

HOUSEHOLD GOODS ,322 ,675.76 83,868.0l 26.0 

COIISUMABLE: GOODS 121,519.55 15,038.92 12.11 

LIVC:'TOCK 62,715.18 10,707.00 17.1 

~:::S ~~A!H:Ct:S 2,aJJ,170.1~ 

i 
467,071.611 l6.5 

TOTALS $9,328,253.55 3,517,717.:8 39.e 
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CHART II 
VALUE OF STOLEN AND RECOVERED PROPERI'Y 

1976 

Type of Property Sto 1 en 

. --
CURRENCY, NOTES, ETC. IS 

I 746,352.49 S 

JEWELRY and PRECIOUS METALS 853,848.15 

CLOTHING and FURS 226,076.30 

LOCALLY STOLEN MOTOR VEHICLES 4,149,751.02 

OFFICE EQUIPMENT 87,829.70 

I:: LEV I S I ON , RADIOS, CAi~ERAS > ETC. 1,332,402.01 

FI ~EAR}IS ! 417,607.26 
I 

HCUSEHOLD GOODS 362,454.78 

CGNSUMABLE GOODS 155,104.75 

LIVESTOCK 42,149.79 

I 

~',l SCELLANEOUS 2,976,850.75 

TOTALS . . . pll ,350,427.00 
J 

'711-

Recovered 

109,166. 11 

193,743.38 

46,471 • 11 

3,327,397.41 

11 ,535.15 

193.784.88 I 
82~428.35 I 

! 
58,845.04 I 
30,093.51 I 

I 

4> 714. 00 

481-,647.06 

$4,541,826.00 

Percent 
Recovered 

14.6 

22.9 

20.6 

80.2 

13.1 

14.5 

19.7 

16.2 

19.4 

11.2 

16.2 

40 



Property offenses reported by rronth for 197'+, 1975, and 1976 are J>resented in 
the graphs below. For all three years rrore property crilres were reported the last 
six lIDnths of the year th3n were reported the first half of the year. The rronths of 
July and August cons.istently show a large number of reported property crirres; however, 
])ecernber was the highest ITK)nth in 1975 and November in 1976. 
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GRAPH D 
NON-VIOLENT CRIMES BY THE MONTH 
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REGION I 

The total Part I crimes reported in Region I since 1971 and the rate-per-lOO,OOO 
are shown in Table 1+, below. The trend of the mlJIlOOr rerorted and the rate for the 
Region are illustrated in the table, and in Figure 5 on page 14. In frequencies, 
Part I crimes rose from 5,181 in 1971 to 7,506 in 1976. The solid line:in Figure 5 
represents the percentage inc:vease using 1971 data as the rese year. The slope_ of 
the trend lir .. e (average increase) is 1+83.3, and an extension of the trend line 
yields a point estirrate of 7,916 for 1977, or a 52.8% increase in the six years. since 
1971. The rate-per-lOO,OOO, after showing only a slight increase from 1971+ to 1975, . 
jumped again in 1976 with the slope of the trend line being 181+.8~ The extension of 
t:tris line yields a point estirrate of 1+,121 for 1977, or a 32.8% increase over the last 
s~x years. 

TABLE 4 
TOTAL REPORTED PART I CRIMES FOR REGION I 

1971 - 1976 

Year 

1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

Freguency 

5,181 
5,481 
5,623 
6,654 
6,901 
7,506 

Rate 
100,000 

3,104.0 
3,171.9 
3,173.7 
3,711.3 
3,721.4 
3,960.6 

Crimes against persons in Region I decreased in 1972 as compared to 1971, but have 
srown substantial increases in the years after 1972. Table 5, page 15, soowsthe 
actual frequencies foT' the number reported and the rate-per-l00,OOO. A graphic 
presentation of the changes' is displayed in Figure 6, page 16 • With an average· 
annual increase of 1+8.3 for the number of crimes against pers~ns re:r:orted? a pomt 
estimate of 1+50 is obtained for 1977. This YX)u1d mean a 145.9% increase over the. 1971' 
figure of 183. The average increase in the rate is 23.3, yielding a point estirrate 
for 1977 of 237.1+ per 100,000, or.a 116.5% increase over the rate in 1971. 

-13-
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Year 

1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

TABLE 5 
PERSON CRIMES REPORTED IN REGION I 

1971-1976 

Frequencx 

183 
158 
273 
325 
352 
395 

Rate 
Per 100~000 

109.6 
91.4 

154. 1 
181. 3 
189.8 
208.4 

Property crirres :in Region I have not shown a large percent of increase OVer the 
last six years as was reflected by the person crirres. However, they accounted for 95% 
of the total Part I crines :in the Region in 1976. As vas seen previously, the crimes 
against persons showed a decrease :in 1972, but no such trend occurred for crirnesagainst 
property. This can l::e seen in Table 6, below, and Figure 7, page 17. The increase .:in 
the number reported from 1972 to 1973 was so slight tnat it caused a decrease in the 
rate-per-100 ,000 in 1973 and the change in the rate from 1974- and 1975 ~vas practically 
nil. The six-year average increase for the number repor:.?ed was 4-4-6.3, with a point 
estiJrate for 1977 i::>f 7,492, indicating a 52.3% increase over 1971. The estinate for 
the rate in 1977 is 3,899.3 and the slope of the trerd line equals 168.4-. 

Year 

1971 
1972' 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

TABLE 6 
PROPERTY CRIMES REPORTED IN REGION I 

1971 - 1976 

Frequency 

4,918 
5,323 
5,350 
6,329 
6,549 
7,111 

-15;.. 

Rate 
Per 100,000 

2,946.4 
3,080.4 
3,019.6 
3,530.1 
3,531.5 
3,752.2 

.. ;,'1' 
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REGION II 

The data in Table 7, below, slows that al trough the total number of reported 
Part I crimes in the Region h3.s increased every year since 1971 (from 8,934 to 14,464) 
the rate-per-100,000 decreased in 1972. Since then, rowever, the rate has increased 
annually. The slope of the trend line for the nurnl::er of reported offenses is 1,232 
and th~ point estimate for 1977 is 15,702. 'This vpuld mean an increase of 75.8% in 
the six-year period since 1971 and is shown in Figure 8 on page 19. The average in
crease :1n the rete-per-100,OOO is 307.6 and the 1977 estimate of the rate (5,337.5) is 
43. 4% greater than the 1971 rate in the Region. 

Year 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

TABLE 7 
PART I CRIHES REPORTED IN REGION II 

1971 - 1976 

Frequency 
8,934 
9,361 
9,541 

12,513 
13,526 
14,464 

Rate 
Per 100,000 

3722.1 
3681.J 
3735.6 
4611 .3 
4765.3 
5049.4 

The crimes against persons in this Region do not display the steady rate of in
crease as de.nonstrated Statewide. However, the number reported has increased 
130% since 1971 c;md the rate-per-100,000 after tapering off slightly from 1972 through 
1975 rose sharply again in 1976. The data as slown in Table 8, below, reveals tlat 
person crimes h3.ve IIDre than doubled since 1971, from 337 to 775. The percent change 
since 1971 for the number reported and the rate-per-l00,000 is shown in Figure 9, page 
20. The slope of the trend line for the number of reported offenses against persons 
is 81.8, and the 1977 point estimate is 835, or 147.8% lllcrease over the 1971 figure 
as sl'own in Figure 9. The average increase of the rate-per~100, 000 for crimes against 
persons in the Region is 23.4 and the 1977 point estinate is 286.5, a 104% increase in 
six years. 

Year 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

TABLE 8 

PERSON CRIMES REPORTED IN REGION II 
1971 - 1976 

Freguency 
337 
4M 
506 
530 
646 
775 

-l"B-

Rate 
Per 100,000 

140.4 
176.6 
198. 1 
213.7 
227.6 
270.6 
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Property crimes reported in Region II have not displayed a steady predictable 
pattern since 1971. The data in Table 9 shows that although the number re]?Orted in
creased in 1972 and 1973 (from 8,597 in 1971 to 9,035 in 1973) the change was snaIl 
enough to cause a ~al1er rate-per-lOO,OOO when conpared to the 1971. figure. However, 
a large increase occurred in 1974 for roth the number reJX)rted and the rete-per-100, 000 
as srown in Figure '.0 on page 22. The nt.nn~ reJX)rted in 1975 and 1976 also increased, 
but not at the pace of the 1974 figure, arrl resulted in a tapering effect on the rate 
for the last l:W0 year>s. The slope of the trend line for the number of reported offenses 
against property is 1,150.2 and an extension of this line yields a :rx>int estirrate pf 
14,867 for 1977. The average increase of tIe trend rate for the per-lOO,OOQ is 284.2 ' 
and the 1977 point estinate (5,051) is 41% above the 1971 rate-per-lOO,OOO. 

TABLE 9 

PROPERTY CRIMES REPORTED IN REGION II 

Year 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

1971 - 1976 

Frequency 
8,597 
8,912 
9,035 

11 ) 933 
12,880 
13,689 

-21-

Rate 
Per 100,000 

3581. 7 
3501+. 5 
3537.5 
4397.5 
4538.2 
4778 .• 8 
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REGION III 

The mnnber of total index offenses rep::>rted during 1972 (11,010) and 1973 (11,1+58) 
in the Region are roth below the nUlllbar re}X)rted iIi 1971 (11,562) as shown in Table 
10. As a result, the rate-per-lOO, 000 also dropped below the 1971 rate for the Region. 
In 1974, the number of rep::>rted offenses and the rate jumped to levels higher than the 
1971 figures and continued -the increase thrDugh 1975, but roth the number and rate 
dropped agajn in 1976 as seen in Figure 11, page 24. The point esi.:irrate for 1977:ts 
14,268, a 23.4% increase since 1971 with the average increase of the trendlirie at 
547.5. The slope of the trend line for the rate-per-lOO,OOO is 91.3 and the 1977 
po ii1t estirrate is 3, 937, a 10. 7 % increase in six years. 

TABLE 10 
PART I CRIMES REPORTED IN REGION III 

1971 - 1976 

Year 

1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

Frequency 
11 ,562 
11 ,010 
11 ,458 
12,916 
13,655 
13,514 

Rate 
Per 100,000 

3556.9 
3347.5 
3395.8 
3707.7 
3893.2 
3806.4 

Crimes against persons in the Region have increased in roth mrrn.ber of rep::>:rrted 
offenses and the rate-per-l00,OOO since 1971. However, the rate-per-100,OOO changed 
very little from 1972 (142.3) to 1973 (143.7) as shown in Table 11, beloW, and in , 
Figure 12, page 25. Figure 12 also indicates trot, during 1973-1975, the number of 
rep::>rted offenses and the rate-per-l00,000 increased at paces similar to the'1971-1972 
climb. However, this pace slowed up again in 1976. The overall average 111crease of 
the trend line for the number reported is 66.0 and the point estirrate for 1977 is 780, 
which is twice the number reported in 1971. The slope is 16.3 for the trend line of 
the rate and the 1977 p::>int estimate (217.3) is 81.1% greater than ·the 1971 rate.;..per-
100,000. 

TABLE II 
PERSON CRIMES REPORTED IN REGION II I 

1971 - 1976 

Year 

1971 
1972 
'J 973 
1974, 
1975' 
1976 

Frequency 
390 
470 ' 
485 
561 
675 
714 

-23-

Rate 
Per 100,000 

120.0 
, 42. 9 
143.7 
161.0 
192.4 
201.1 
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Property crimes in Region III exhibit a similar pattern as seen in the prior 
analysis of property crimes. A drop was experienced in 1972 (from 11,172 to 10,540) 
with an increase in 1973 to (10,973) rut WSlS still below the 1971 figure, with a 
lcll:"ger increase in 1974 and a small taperjng in 1975. }bwever, tU1like the other 
tvn Regions, Region III had a decrease in the mnnber of property crimes rep:n:ted in 
1976. The data is shown in Tab;te 12 and graphically presen-ted :in Figure 13 on page 
27. 'I'h.e 1977 estinate of the mnnJ::er of reported offenses is 13,488 and the average 
increase of the trend line is 481. 2. The 1977 estinate is 20.7% greater than the 1971 
figure. The slope of the rate-per-l00,000 trend line is 75.0 and the 1977 est:i.nate is 
3,720.2 

TABLE 12 

PROPERTY CRIMES REPORTED IN REGION III 

1971 -1976 
Rate 

Year Freguenci: Per 100,000 

1971 11,172 3436.9 
1972 10,5'l0 3204.6 
1973 10,973 3252.0 
1974 12,355 3546.7 
1975 12,980 3700.7 
1976 12,800 3605.3 

-26-
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NJA COUNTY 

The table below shows the total Part I crimes and the rate-per-100, 000 for Ada 
County from 1970 through 1976. For the number of offenses !'JeIDrted, only one year 
showed a drop from the previous year (1972) but the rate-per-l00, 000 for the years 
1972 and 1973 was lower than the 1971 figure. The slope of the trend line for the 
nUmber of reported offenses is 61~.7 with the average increase for the rate at 282.2. 
Extension of the trend line for the frequency and the rate yields 1977 point estirPates. 
These estimates, along with the percentage increases smce 1970, are plotted in Figure 
1~, page 29. 

Year 
1970 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

TARLE 13 

ADA COUNTY 

TOTAL CRIME AND RATE PER 100,000 
1970-1976 

Part I Crimes 
4,700 
5,400 
5,358 
5,735 
6,856 
7)737 
8,380 

Rate! 
100,000 
4,187.8 
4,759.6 
4,453.9 
4,653.3 
5,257.2 
5,717.6 
5,915.4 

Both the frequency of r'eIDrted offenses and the rate-per-100, 000 for crimes 
<'agqinst persons in Ada County are sporadic and do not resemble. the trends Statewide 

or :for Region II. 'I'he Statewide and Region II trends showed continual increases over 
the years but the lila County data shows drops in 1971 and 1974 as noted in Table 14, 
below, and in Figure 15, page 30. The 1977 point estirPates for the frequency and the 
!'Jate-per-100, 000 , plus the percentage .increases since 1970, are shown in Figure 15. 
The slope of the trend line for frequency is 32.2 and the slope for the rate-per-
100,000 is 15.1. 

TARLE 14 
ADA CnllNTY 

PERSON CRIMES AND RATE PER 100,000 
1970-197q 

Year Person Crimes Rate1..100,00O 

19Z0 255 227.2 
1971 228 201 .1) 
1972 270 224.4 
1973 354 287.2 
1974 284 217.8 
1975 363 268.3 
1976 461 325.4 
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FIGURE 15 
PERCENT CHANGE IN CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS SINCE 1970 
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Contrary to the Statewide and Region II trends fo~ ~eportedoffenses against 
propet'ty, the number reported in Ada County decreased in 1972 (5,088) from 1971 
( 5 ,172) • Following 1972, hov;ever '> all trend.s are similar in. thP.t they ar;e .increasing. 
The ~ate-per ... 100)000 fOJ:l property crimes in Ada County decreased, on,ly in 1972 a.lthough 
the rate for this year and the ra.te for 1973 are less tr,a,n the 1971 ra,te!l Theactual 
numbers an: rep::>rted in Table 15, below. The est:i.nE.ted figure for J:leporrted offenses 
in 1977 is 87,2% greatE:lr than the 1970 figure, and the estimated ~ate for 1977 is 
46.7% greater than the 1970 rate-per-100,OOO. These estimates and the percentage 
changes since 1970 are shown in Figure 16 on page 32. The average increase for the 
freque.'1cy trend is 582.5 and the a.verage increase fOl"' the Tate trend is 267.1 

Year 
1970 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

TAG:"E 15 
ADA COUNTY 

PROPERTY CRIME~ AND RATE PER 100,000 

1970-1976 

Property Crimes 

'4,445 
5,172 
5,088 
5,381 
6,572 
7,374 
7,919 

Rate per 100,000 
3,960.6 
4,558.6 
4;229.4 
4,366.1 . 
5,039.4 
5,449,5 
5,589.8 
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BOISE CITY 

The data in Table 16 srows tbat the reported Part . I. crimes in Boise. have ii'1creased 
each yew from 1970 through 1976. However the rete-per-l00,OOO was less in 1973 than . 
in 1970 and the rate :in 1972, 1973, and 1974 was less than the rate :in 1971. The slope 
of the trend line for the number of reported offenses is 377.4 and the average increase 
for the rate is 123..5. Thepercentage increases since 1970, including 1977 point esti
mates for the frequencyarrl rate-per-l00,000, are soovm in Figure 17, page 33. 

TABLE 16 

BOISE CTI'Y 

TarAL PARI' I CRIME AND RATE PER 100, 000 

1970-1976 

Rate! 
Year Part I Crdmes' 
.~~------------

. 100,000 

1970 3,991 
1971 ' 4,485 
1972 4,519 
1973 4,595 
1974 5,328 
1975 5,963 
1976 6,258 

5,322.0 
5,916.3 
5,360.3 
5,200.6 
5,698.8 
6,072.1 
6,258.0 

The reported frequency of offenses and. the rete-per-100 ,000 for crimes against 
persons in Boise are similar to the sporadic pattern shown previously for Pda County 
and do not resemble th2. Statewide and Region II trends where continual increases were 
shown. Table 17, 'below, shO\vs the actual figur~s. In 1974 and 19'75, the number of 
person crimes dropped below the 1973 figure rut rose aJxwe 1973 figures in 1976. The 
rete-per-100,000 continues to fluctuate with 1973 showing the highest rete of 280.7. 
Figure 18, p3.ge 35, plots the 1977 point estirrates for frequency and rate along with 
the other percentage increases since 1970. The slope of the trend line for frequency 
is 15.3 and the slope for the rate-per-lOO,OOO is 5.65. 

Year 

1970 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

TABLE 17 

BOISE CITY 

PERSON CRIMES AN:;:; RATE PER 100,000 

1970-],976 

Person Crimes 

158 
159 
165 
248 
169 
208. 
267 

-34-

Rate/ 
100,000 

210.7 
209.7 
195.7 
280.7 
180.8 
211.8 
267. a 
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The number of reported offenses against property and the rate-per-l00,00d are 
reported ~low in Table 18. Prope:rty crimes have increased every year in Boise except 
1973 when they dropped slightly. However, the 1972, 1973, and 1974 T'ate-per~100,000 
were all less than the 1971 rate. Although the 1975 and 1976 rates were greater than 
the 1971 rate, Figure 19 shows some tapering in this upwat'd trend. The slope of the 
trend line for frequency is 362.0 and thE' 'lope for the rate-per-l00, 000 is 117.9. 

Year 

1970 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

TABLE 18 
BOISE CITY 

PROPERlY CRIMES AND FATE PER 100,000 

1970-1976 

Pr?perty Crimes 

3,833 
4,326 
4,354 
4,347 
5,159 
5,755 
5,991 

.-36-

Rate! 
100,000 

S,111.3 
5,706.5 
5,164.6 
4,920.0 
5,518.0 
5,860,5 
5~99l,O 
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I FIGURE 19 
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Population Density and Crirre Patterns 

Table 19 1::elow lists the municipal population as a percentage of the total 
J.Xlpu1ation for the State and each of the three Regions. Also shown are municipal 
index crlmes as percentages of the total index crimes for the four jurisdictions. 
As is easily seen from the table, tbose a:r'6aS with larger proportions of their 
populations . living in nnmicipali ties have even greater proportions of their index 
cr.irres OCcur1:'ing in the municipalities. Thus Statewide, over 73% of the index 
c~soccurred in the municipalities during 1976, but only 56% of the population 
lived in these areas.. 

STATE 
Region I 
Region II 
Region III 

TABLE 19 

POPULAT!ON AND INDEX CRIMES :rn MUNICIPALITIES 

1976 

Municipal Population 
as % of Total 

56.0 
'+9.'+ 
6'+.8 
52.5 

Municipal Index Crimes 
as % of Total 

73.8 
62.'+ 
77.5 
76.2 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

The data presented in TC?ble'20 shows density of population, total cr.irre index, I 
person crime and property crime per square mile for each of the jurisdictions being 
analyzed. Of the three Regions, Region II bas the highest population' density, index- I 
crime density, person-crime density, and prop erty-crime density although the person-
crime density is not IInlch larger than that for the other two Regions. Of interest is 
the fact that person-crime density shows very little variation as the population I 
density changes but the property-crinE density seems to change with the population 
density. In fact, the variation of the index-crime density seems to be alnost entirely 
due to the varying of the property-crime density. In cOmpa:r'ing Tables 19 and 20, it I 
is interesting to note that Region I and Region III have almost equal population density, 
with Region III having a slightly lar'ger proportion of the population living in 
rnunicipali ties but a IID.lch larger percentage of the index crimes OCC1..lr'!'ing :in the I 
municipalities. Ada County reported 81. 5% of the total index crimes in the municipalitie 
but this figUre is only slightly larger than the 77.5% figure reported for tre Region. 

TABLE 20 

DENSI'lY OF POPUlATION, TIIDEX CRll1E, PERSON CRTI1E, AND PROPERI'Y CRIME 

1976 

. Area 

STATE 
Region I 
Region II 
Region III 
Ada: County 
Boise City 

Population Index Crdme Person Crime 
Pet; Sq •. Mile. ,. . . . Rev .Sq •. Mile .... ' Per .Sq •. Mile , 

10,05 
8.98 

13.21 
8.90 

135.8 
2,967.'+ 

.'+3 

.36 

.67 

.3'+ 
8.03 

185.70 

, 
• I 

0.02 
0.02 
0.0'+ 
0.02' 
0,4'+ 
7.92 

Property Cr:iJre 
Per . Sq. Mile 

.'+1 

.3'+ 

.63 

.32 
7.59 

177.77 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
'I 
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As Table 20 shows, the de,n,si ties in Ada. County and Boise City ro:>e much higher 
than the figures for the F,egions and i:;he State, Ada. County is definitely one of the 
large population areas in the State, and one of the laJ:1ge crdme-reportlng areas in the 
State. The Cotrrrty contams 17.0% of the State's population and only 1.3% of the 
total land area, but in 1976 reported 23.6% of the State's Part I cdmes. The City 
of Boise has also been designated as a high-crime area containing only 0.04% of the 
total land area, but 12% of the State's population and 17.6% of the total Part I crimes. 

Part I Crime Rankings by County 

Chart IlIon page 40 ranks Idaho's 44 counties both Sta.tewide and by Region on 
the following three Part I Crime measurements: frequency or index ntnnber, crime rate
per-100,000 population and average crime rate change over a four-year period (1973-
1976). Also shown is an overall rank Statewide and within each Region obtained after 
surrnning each of the first three ranks. (In the rank colunm the lower the ntnnber the 
higher the ranking. Tie scores are averaged to obtain ranking.) 

Using this same information, Chart IV lists the top ten counties for each of 
the four Statewide rankings listed above. The ten counties having the highest crime 
index for Part I crime account for 75. 9% of all Part I crime in Idaho. Column four 
which gives the overall rank Statewide has Ada and Canyon Counties tied for the 
highest ranking and funner County ranked third. These threE' counties are included 
in the -top ten of the first three rankings (index, rate and average rate change). BtJ 
comparison, eight counties, including fuise County, which ranks first in having the 
highest average rate change over four years, F.lI'e listed only once on the chart. 
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CHART IV 

TOP TEN COUNTY PART I CRIME RANKINGS 

1976 

Average Rate Overall Statewide 
Rank Index Crime Rate Change Since 1973 Ranking* 

1 Ada B1aine M : Boise 
Ad.<i & Canyon 

2 Canyon Ada Canyon 

3 Bonneville Bonneville Payette Bonner 

4 Bannock Bannock Bonner 
Kootenai & Bannock 

5 Kootenai Kootenai Bear Lake 

6 Twin Falls Vall ey Custer Payette 

7 Nez Perce Canyon Lewis Bonneville 

8 Bingham Nez Perce Ada Nez Perce 

9 Bonner Bonner Shoshone Shoshone 

10 Cassia Payette Mini doka Blaine & Minidoka 

* Rank of Sum of First Three State Rankings 

~h':The crime rate for Blaine County is based on the official population for the 
county and dOes not include the significant number of seasonal people who 
frequent the area on a year-l.-ound basis. 
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§pecific Ct:'ime Analyses 

The breakdown of crime analyses into individual crimes will be handled 
.differently from the prior analysis, in that each crime will be completely analyzed 
for the State and the three Planning Regions before moving on to the next crime. 
This is in keeping with the State Planning Agency I s approach to what crimes are 
h;ippening where; thus, each crime will be analyzed Statf!wide, then by Region, and, 
where possil;>le, by county within the Region. 

Table 21 illustrates the percentage change by index offenses (1975-1976) 
for the United States, Idaho, Regions I, II, III, the Western States, Ma Cotmty, 
and Boise City. Table 22 shows percent change in rate-per-100, 000 (1975-1976) for 
Idaho and Regions I, II, III, Ada County, and Boise City. These tables will be 
used as a frequent reference throughout the following section. 

TABLE 21 
PERCENT CHANGE BY INDEX OFFENSES 1975-76 

FOR UNITED STATES, IDAHO, AND REGIONS I, II, AND II I, 

AND WESTERN STATES ~1otor 
Agg. Vehicle 

Index Murder Rape Robbery Assault Bu rg1 a ry La rceny Theft 
United States -10.0% -10.0% - 1.0% - 5.0% + 5.0% -6. O~~ 
Idaho' +4.1% + 2.3% +17.4% - 3.5% +17.2% - 1.4% + 5.7% +4.4% 
Region I +8.8% +60.0% - 6.3% -23.9% +24.2% - 1.7% +14.5% -2.1 % 
Region II +6.9% +18.8% +35.7% +15.6% +19.3% +10.9% + 4.5% +9.2% 
Region III -1.0% -22.7% +11.4% -10.3% + 11 .6% -11.4% + 2.5% +2.8% 
Western States +1.0% - 5.0% + 5.0% - 2.0% + 5.0% - 2.0% + 3.0% 
Ada County +8.3% +100.0% +50.0% +25.9% +22.4% +15.3% + 4.4% +14.6% 
Boise City +4.9% +71. 4% + 2.7% +38.5% +12.7% + 1.6% +11. 5% 

TABLE 22 

PERCENT CHANGE IN RATE-PER-IOO,OOO 1975-76 

IDAHO AND REGIONS I, II AND III 
Motor 

Aggravated VehiCle 
Index Murder Rape Robberl Assault Burglary larcen~ Theft 

Idaho +2.7 +1. 9 +15.5 -5.0 +15.6 -2.S +4.2 +2.9 

Region I +6.4 +55.6 -8.7 -25.6 +21.5 -3.S +12.0 -4.1 

Region II +6.0 +17.9 +34.5 +14.6 +lS.2 +9.9 +3.6 +S.2 

Region III -2.2 -23.S +10.4 -ILL: +10.3 -12.4 +1.3 +1.56 

Ada County +3.5 +91.9 +43.2 +20.2 +16.9 +10.1 -0.3 +9.5 

Boise City +3.1 -2.4 +6S.2 +O.S +36.0 +10.7 -0.3 +9.5 
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MURDER 

TABLE 23 

ANALYSIS OF MURDER BY AGE, SEX AND RACE OF vIcrrn 

1976 

I NUMBER 

PfRC(Nrl SEX RACE 
DISTRI-I __ 

WHITE INDIAN CHINe:SE~SE OTHE-~ -AGE RUTION i MALE FEMALE NEGRO 

~LOWl_.'_. - - --+-'1--23"" 
I I I , 

- ---t --- - --' "-'--' 
6-17 I 5 ::l 2 ~ --£- - -........... ._---+- -- .,. .. +_ .. -
18-29 II 3 10 t I -- - -~ - -- --
30-J9 IS 3~~ _3_ 13 1 2 ---- ._ .. --- - -
~0-~9 3 S 8"" 3 l ----- _._-- -- -- -. 
50-59 5 114% 4 1 <4 I 
~- ... -~ .. ~ ---- -.-.- -- --,-,.. ... -. 
SCI-69 2 45')1. 2 2 -,- --- ._- -- -- -~ - ---- ." 
70 AND ABOVE 1 23')1. 1 1 

TOTAL 44 IOU"" 3~ 9 39 I :3 I 

The types of weapons used in committing the murders show 43% involved handguns 
and 27% involved shotguns and rifles, for' a total of 70~ forfireal'IDs,an ilx::l'e.ase 
f1."Om 6390 fOI' fireall1lS in 1975. The \-Jeapons used in the l"'elIB.ining'mUl:"ders 'I.~"e: knives 
or cutting instruments, 14%; personal weapons, 5% (down from 14% in 1975); and "other", 
11%. 

-43-

if 

,. 



" 

FIGURE 20 

MJRDER FREQUENCIES IN IDAHO 

1968 - 1976 AND 1977 ESTIMI\TE 
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law enforcement authorities cleared 93% of the JTl1.lD:iers in the State 'dllr'mg 1976, 
while only 81% were cleared in 1975. Of the. people arrested for JTII..lr'der in 1976, four 
were under 18 years of age, up frem one in this age group in 1975. A weakdown by 
race of the people arrested for murder reveals that 94% Here White, 3% Indian,. and 
3% Other. Of special interest is the facttmt 86% of the murders were committed 
by relatives or acquaintances of the victims. Breakdown by sex srows 84% of all 
persons arrested for mur>der \\ere males, constituting no change from the 83% figure 
in 1975. 

Below is a graph from the 1976 Uniform Crime Reports showing a breakdown by age 
of assailants. 
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Referring to Table 21, it is apparent that murders increased considerably in 
Regions I and II and decreased in Region III. The large percentage increase for 
Regions I and II is also reflected in the rete-per-lOO,OOO increase as shown in Table 
22. Further analysis of murders in these tVK) Regions follows. 

The number of reported :rrn.u::ders in Region I increased from five in 1975 to eight 
in 1976, still considerably less than the 14 reported in 1974 and slightly less than 
the nine reported in 1972. The number of reported murders in Region I as evidenCed 
in Appendix A has fluctuated greatly since 1971. No county :in the Region has reported 
a 1976 mcreasegr'eateJ."l than one over its 1975 figure. A plot of the data and the 
estirrate for 1977 can be seen in Figure 21, page 46 • . 

Table 21 and Table 22 indicate that murders increased less in Region II than in 
Region I, but the actual increase was three (from 16 to 19), the same as Region I. 
From Appendix A it is seen tmtmurders decreased dllr'ing 1971 through 1973 but have 
increased annually since 1973. A plot of the data and the 1977 estimate is shown in 
Figure 22 on page 47. Also Appendi"{ A showstlat tl\'O QOtmties l"-eported Substantial' . 
2~a.:lges i11 1976 as compared to 1975 JTiUT'ders •. Ala County inCJ.~easedfrom five 1:0 ten, 
while Owyhee County decreased from four in 1975 to zero ill 1976. All of -the increase 
in Ada County was reported by the Sheriff's Office while Bod.se City and the other law. 
enforcement agencies in the County reported no change. . 
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FIGURE 21 
MURDER - REGION I 

1971 - 1976 AND 1977 ESTIMl\TE 
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FIGURE 22 

MURDER - REGION II 

1971 - 1976 AND 1977 ESTIMATE 
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AGGP.AV KJ:£D ASSAULT 

The number of reported aggravated assaults in Idaho increased 17.2% during 1976 
over 1975, and follow a 15.8% increase reported in 1975. The number of reported 
aggravated assaults decreased one percent across the nation during 1976, but increased 
five percent in the Western States. Thus, the Idaho increase is considerably greater 
as compared to the N§.tion and the Western States. The data in Table 22 shows a 15.6% 
increase in the ra.te-per-lOO,OOO for 1976. This is even greater than the 13% .in
crease reported- in 1975, and rules out population increase as the cause of the· in
creases for the two years. Figure 23, page 49:1 smws a plot of the da.ta for the years 
:;;868 through 1976 vlith the trend line and the 1970 point estinate of 1,384. Notice 
that only a slight increase is projected for 1977. 

Aggravated assaults· accounted for 71.8% of all reported person crimes in the State 
and 3.8% of the total index offenses; and are only slightly higher than the same per
centages :J:'le1:orted in 1975. Of the four catego!)ies comprising aggravated assault: (1) 
gun, (2) knife or cutting instrument, (3) other dangerous weapons, or, (4) personal 
weapons, the most prevalent was personal weapons, representing 52.3% of all reported 
offenses. 
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ANALYSIS OF AGGRAVATED ASSAULT BY THE MONTH 
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Sixty-three pe:J:'lcent .of the reported aggravated assaults We:J:'le cleared by law 
enforc~nt agencies and, of the people arrested fo:J:'l this offense, persons undeTl 18 
years of age accounted for 18% of the total as compared to 15% in 1975. In 1976, 91% 
of the arrests were m3le and in 1975 JIICt1.es accounted for 94%. A breakdown by race shows 
94%We:J:'le White, 4% Indian, and 2% Negro, sIDWing vi:J:'ltually no change over the 1975 

. figu:J:'les. ' . ' 

Analysis of the data in Tables 21 and 22 shows that all three Regions reported 
,marked increases in aggravated assaults for frequencies and rate-peTl-IOO,OOO. An 
analysis of each· of the Regions follows. 
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I AGGRAVATED ASSAULT FREQUENCIES IN IDAHO 
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TPe nurribe:l:' of reported aggravated assaults in~gi6:ri. I increased from 244 in 
1975 to 303 in 1976. A plot of aggr>avated assaults ':repO!'ted :in Region I for the years 
1971 through 1976 and the 1977 estirrate is shown in Figure 24, page 51. According 
to the data .:in Appendix A, all counties except two (Kootenai and Lewis) reported. 
increases in aggre.vated assaults for 1976. 

The 532 reported aggr:avated assaults in Region II accmUlted for an increase of 
86 over the 446 reported in 1975. Figure 25, page 52, confirms that aggravated 
assaults have increased annually in the. Region since 1971. Appendix B data shows that 
two counties contributed to much of the increase in the Region: Ada County went from 
241 to 295, and Payette County increased from 27 to 47. 

Region III reported an 11.6% increase in 1976 which follows a 26.4% increase 
reported in 1975. The aggr:avatecl assaults reJX)rted in Region III since 1971 and the 
estirrate for 1977 are srown in Figure 26, page 53. The data in Appendix C shows that 
only six of the 24 counties in the Region (Bannock, Bingham, Custer, Franklin, 
Jefferson, and Twin Falls) reported increases in loth 1975 and 1976. However, Twin 
Falls County reJX)rted a tremendous increase in 1975 and another large increase in 1976. 
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AGGRAVATED ASSAUI.1r I, 
REGION II 

1971 - 1976 AND 1977 ESTIMATE 
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AGGRAVATED ASSAULT - REGION III 
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RAPE 

Refer.dng to Table 21 on page 42; the n1.11liber. of Xleported rape offenses in
cXleased 17.4% in 1976 as compa:red to no change nationwide and a five pe1'cent in
c:rease in the Western States. Table 22 definitely points out that the· inOXlease :in 
Idaho was .not solely due to popula.tion :i.ncXlease. . AnotheX' approach to the rape rate 
analysis is the Xlatio of l.-epes to the numbeX1 of fenales OVeX1 twelve years of, age. 
The da.ta foXl 1974 ~ 1975, and 1976 is soown :in Table 24 below. 

f; 
~4 

Jwisdiction 

STATE 
Region I 
Region II 
Region III 

" 

TABLE 24 

RAPE RATE-PER-I00,000 ID1ALES OVER 12 YEARS 

IDAHO 1974-1976 

75/74 
1974 1975 % Ch3,nge 

42.6 43.0 +0.9 
50.3 44.7 -11.1 
48.7 54.1 +11.1 
33.5 33.3 -0.6 

76/75 
1976 %'Ch3nge 

49.9 +16. O· 
42.4 -5.1 
71.0 +31.2. 
37.0 +11.1 

Compcirison of the above table with Tables 21 and 22, yields an agpeement aoout 
the conclusion of rape Statewide. The increases and high densities are occurring in 
Region II. 

Of the 155 foroib1e rapes reported in the State dUXlIDg 1976, 92 were rapes by 
force and 63 were attempts. The 63 a.ttempts were 40.6% of the total reported com
pared to 41. 7% for 1975. FigUX1e 27, page 55, shows a plot of rapes for the years 
1968 through 1976 and the straight line trend est;irrate for 1977 ~ 

Of the total per>son crimes reported dUXling 1976, rape accounted for 8.2%, and 
. of the total :index offenses reported, rape accounted for 0.44%. 

Forty-nine percent of the Xleported offenses were cleared Statewide. Of the 
people afilested, 30% were peroons under the age of 18, which is considerably higheX1 
than the 19.% figure for 1975. Br'eakdown by race of arrestees reveals 94% w=re White, 
3% were Indian, and 3% were NegrD. 

! 
I' J 

'I 
I 
I' 
'I 
I 
\1 

I 
I 
I 
"I 
I 
I 
I 
'I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
,I .. 
'I 
I 



------- -- ---- --;c:--~~-~, 
--- -~---~ ----- ,.--;--; -,-,--

I 
I 
I FIGURE 27 

I 
RAPE FREQUENCIES IN IDAHO 

1968 - 1976 AND 1977 ESTIMATE 

1\ 170 

I' (160) 
160 .--

I 150 

I' 140 

'I 130 

I 
I· 110 

I 100 

I 90 

I 80 , I 

I 70 

I 60 

'I 50 " " . /C ~ .. • " til • 

I 
1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

I 
I 
'I 

-56-

I !, " 



GRAPH I 

.ANALYSIS OF FORCIBLE RAPE BY 'IHE MONTH 
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Returning to the previously stated conclusion about rape in Region II, it can be 
seen fr.omFigure 28, page 57, that the mUIlber of reported rapes has more than doubled 
since 1973. The data in Appendix B shows that practically all of the increase since 
1973 can be attributed to Ada County. In fact, Ada County shows a large drop in 1973 
from 1972, but res continued to increase since then. Most of the increase in .Ada 
County 1.11 1976 can be explained by the large increase reported in Boise. The n1.1l1lber' 
of rapes reported by Boise Police r:eparbnent in 1976 was 36, up from 21 .in 1975 or a 
71. Lj. % increase. 

Region III reported five rrore rapes in 1976 than 1975, but the 1976 figu:r>e is 
still less than the numbers reported in 1972 and 1973. Only Bannock County showed 
an increase greater than one, going from 12 :in 1975 to 16 in 1976. 

-56-

I 
I 
I 
II 

I 
'I 
I 
'I 
I 
I'~ 

fl 
I 
I 
II 
I 
I 
,I' '. 

I 
I 
,I 
t 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 

"'1' 
I 
I 
I' 
'I' 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I, 
I 
I 
il 
I 

78 

74 

70 

66 

62 

58 

54 

50 

46 

42 

38 

34 

FIGURE 28 

RAPE - REGION II 

1971 - 1976 AND 1977 ESTIMATE 
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ROBBERY 

Table 21 reveals that robbery was one of tre tvp :index offenses tlB.t decreased 
.in 1976 when compared to 1975. The 3. 5 % decrease in Idaho is not as lar>ge al3 the 10% 
decre..ase experienced nationwide but is slightly Im"ger than the tW) percent decrease 
:in the ~.vestern states. The n~r of reporrted robberies in 1976 was 332 or 12 less 
th:ln i.:he·1975 figure, The 332 figure is only 13 less than the 1976 estimate and is 
not considered a significant decrease by the Statistical Analysis Center. The plot 
of the data (Figure 29, page 59) shows that a slight dip :in reported robberies occurred 
previously in 1972; and the estimate for 1977 predicts another increase. Of all p<"rson 
crimes rePJi."ted in the State, robbery accounted for 17.6% and, of all :index offenses 
reri:>rted, robbery accounted for 0.94%. 

GRAPH J 

ANALYSIS OF ROBBERY BY THE MONTH 
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law EnforcerrBnt agencies :in the State cleared 45% of the reported robberies. 
Juveniles (under 18 years of age) ac~unted for 30% of the people arrested for robbery. 
The 1976 c1ear>an.ce rate is up five percent over the 1975 figure and the percentage 
of juveniles arrested was the same for roth year>s. (The 1970 Census data indicatcs 
tret 37% of the population was under 18 year>s of age). A look at arrestees by sex 
indicates that 91% were males, and the breakdown by race shows 94% were White, 3% 
Negro, 2% Indian,and 1% Other. 

During 1975, the highest frequency of robbery offenses l<.B.S reported under the 
"Comnerc.ia1 House" category, which represented 26.2% of the total reported offenses. 
However, in 1976 the largest category Wctl3 "Highway" (streets, alleys, etc.) whiCh 
repvesented 28% of all reported robberies. The total value ofth:: property loss for 
all robbeJ:;lies was $316, 761.61 or an average of $954.10 per reported offense. This is 
att'emenddus increase over the 1975 fi.gureof $95,4-26.93 total loss and $277.4-0 

,y" 

g. verage ~;( 

Undev the robbery column in Tables 21 and 22, it is interesting to note tha·t only 
one jurisdiction shows an increase in reported robberies and rate-per-lOO,OOO. Region 
II robberies are plotted in Figure. 30, page 60, with the 1977 estirrate also shown. The 
oatain AppendixB srows that the robPerY increase in Region II occur:t;'ed in Ada County 
with a 26% inc..rease from 81 in 1975 to 102 in 1976. The big increase was reported by 
the .Ada County Sheriff's Office, ~creas:ing from five in 1974 arrl 1975 to 22 in 1976. 
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ROBBERY FREQUENCIES IN IDAHO 
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ROBBERY 
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BURGlARY 

Burglary is the other index offense that decrea.sed in 1976 (see Table 21) in 
the State. However, the percent decrea.se was .not as la.:r:ge as the national decrease 
or the western $tates decrease. From Figure 31, on page 62, it is seen that this is 
the first repor~ed decrease in burglaries since 1968 but the decrease is small and 
considered insignificant by the Statistical Analysis Center. As the trend line 
shows, an increa::.;ein predicted for 1977. 

Burglaries accOlmted for 25.6% of all property crines and 24.3% of the total 
index offenses in 1976. The VCR states that 57.3% of all burglaries were the result 
of forcible entries while 36.1% were unlawful entries with no force. The percentage 
of unlawful entries with no force is up from 31.5% reported in 1975. The renaining 
1976 entries were classified as atternptedburglaries. 

Of the r'eported burglaries, 20.3% were cleared by law enforcement agencies dUring 
1976. This is slightly grea.ter than the 20% figure reported in 1975. Of the people 
arrested for burglary, juveniles under 18 years of age accounted for 59% .:in 1976 and 
1975. Breakdown by sex of the arrestees shows 94% were nales (no change from 1975) 
while breakdown by race shows 97% were White, 2% Indian, and 1% Other. The value of 
property stolen for all reported lurglaries was $3,270,120.70, up from $3,085,124.41 
in 1975. The increase in dollar value loss and the decrease in ntnnber of reported 
offenses raises the average loss to $379.67 from $353.07 in 1975. 

As with robbery, only Region II shows an increase in M'glary frequencies and 
rates (Tables 21 and 22). Figure 32, page 63, shows the plot of burglaries ha.~ 
continually increased in that Region since 1971. According to Appendix B, mJst of 
the 1976 inct:'ease in the Region was contributed by Ada County, with Gem County and 
Wa.spington County having substantial percentage inct:'ease. All of the law enforcement 
agencies within Ada County reported burglary increa.ses, with Garden City Showing a 
150% increase, Meridian an 88% increase, Kuna a 29% increase, Bclise Police Dapartment 
a 12.7% increase, and the Sheriff's Office a 4.4% increase. 
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MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

Motor vehicle theft i..n Idaho i..ncreal3eddm>mg 1976, while the nation~experienced 
FI-decrease cmd t~ wes.tern states showed no c.hange, as seen in Table 21, page 4-2. The 
'n~ of rer.orted off~ses inc:re<?se9. 4~4% while the rate-per.,.lOO,OOO mcreased jUl3t 
undep 8% m the State, Figure 33 on the following page I3howl3 motor vehicle thefts 
pl,Qtted for the years 19.68 t:l:1:m~gh 1976 with the 1977 poi..nt el3tirrate for the State. 
Motor vehicle thefts I3till come closest to fitting a straight line tt'end of all Part 
I offenses in Idaho and consiatentl,y yie1.d the npst accurate estimates. 

The reported notor vehicle thefts dwing 1976 accounted for 5.7% of all property 
crimes .~d, 5.4% of all index' offenses. The value of the notor vehicles, including 
person('lb. property, reportt;:d stolen was $4,061,12L02~ with em average of $2,122.90 
per vehicle. Tbis figq:re compares to a national average of $1,457. 00 for 1975 emd an 
ciWEWage of $1,686!~O in Idah::> duping 1975. 

Of the <;3.uto thefts in IdarD, 27.7% were cleared during 1976., down from 30% 
in 1975. Further analysis was made, conwaring the. nUIllber of off enses-per-l 0, 000 
registered vehicles for 1974, 1975, and 1976 by cOlmty, with the results of the 
analysil3 pointed out below. 

The most significant finding of the analysis of motor vehicle theft rates-per
'10,000 registered vehicles is the inconsistent behavior of the data. Those counties 
with large increases or lal"ge decreases in 1975 tended to show just the opposite in 
1976. Only foll.!'l Counties, Blaine, Jefferson, Jerome and Lincoln (all in Region III) 
showed larger increases for roth years. Refer to Appendix D. 
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lARCENY 

The number of reported larcenies in Idaro during 1976 increased at a slightly 
greater pace than the re.tional increase and more than the western states as seen 
Ti;l.ble2l, page 42. The number reported in the State increased 5.7% as cOrrrp3I'ed to 
the national' increase of five percent and the western states increase of three per
ceht; the rate-per-lOO,OOO increased 4.2%. Due to the change in repor:ting procedures 
in 1972; it is impossible to figure a trend line using the past eight years d~ta, but 
a trend line' based on data after '1971 and the 1977 fOint estimate is seen in Figure 34, 

. page 67. I:aroenies accounted for 68.7% of all property crimes in the State and 65% 
.: of the total index offenses. The. total value of property stolen W3.S $3, 70J ,649.94 with 

an average of$16G.43 per larceny offense, $18.21 greater than the 1975 figure. 

Table 25, below, is reproduced from the Annual UCR for 1976 and gives the break
down ·,of larceny by offense and value of property stolen. 

TABLE 25 

ANALYSIS OF LARCENY BY OFFENSE AND VAllJE OF PROPERTY STOlEN 

1'376 

CLASSIFICATION 

'" 

POCKET- PICKING 

PURSE - SNATCHING 

SHOPLIFTING 

FROM MOTOfl VEHICLES 

MoTOR VEHICLE PARTS ANo ACCESSORIES 

BICYCLES 

FROM BUILDINGS 

FROM COIN OPERATED MACHINES 

ALL OTHER 

TOTAL 

NUMBER PERCENT 
OF DISTRI- TOTAL 

OFFENSES BunON VALUES 

58 0,3% $ B,548,67 

86 0.4% B,OI'.92 

3,532 153% 68,614.67 

5,3]:3 23.0% 1,0:$6 ,815 03 

3,656 160% 490,010.96 

2,711 12.0". 207,893.17 

3,313 140% 767,479.18 

213 1.0% 13,908.61 

04,132 18.0% 1,o7!1,367.73 

AVERAGE 

VALUES 

$ 147.39 

93.16 

19.43 

19669 

133.40 

7669 

231,66 

63,30 

2502:1 

23,074 100.0% $3,701,649.94 $ 150,43 

During 1976, 22.5% of the reported ] ::"'''cenies were cleared. Of the people arrested 
for larceny, juveniles accounted for 63%. Breakdo~m of arrestees by sex shOh'S 71 ~ 
were TIBles, and the ra.ce breakdown shows 96% were White, 3% Indian, and 1% all other 

,races. There is basically no ch3nge in these percentages over the 1975 figures. 

The rrain increase in the larceny rate occllT'l:'ed in Region I (see Table 21 ) with 
4,783 offenses reported. Figure 35, page 68, shows a plot of reported larcenies in 
the Region since 1971. The data has been up and down several times but the overall 
trend is i.'1creasing. Appendix A points up that all ten counties in the Region 
reported increases in larcenies for 1976. 
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FIGURE 35 

lARCENY 

REGION I 
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Crime Incidence (Victimization) 

All of the pr:>evious discussion a1::L)ut crime in Idaho las been based on the 
munber of offenses re],X)rted to law enforcement agencies. However, this is not a 
complete measure of actual CI"inlle occurring within the State since not all offenses 
are ,refOrted. LEAA national victimization surveys have shown that considerable 
crime occurs which is not !'e],X)rted. As a result it is pC)ssible for the number of 
reported offenses to increase but the number of actual offenses 'can remain the same 
or decrease. Victimization data is not available for Idaho per se; however, LEAA 
sponsored research has produced a publication, "CPiminal Victimization in the United 
States, A Comparison of 1973 and 1974 Findings", May 1976, that gives the percentage 
of various Part I offenses reported to the police in 1973 and 1974. The results are 
based on personal interviews of individuals in a representative national sample of 
up to 65,000 households and 15,000 corrnnercial firms. As an indication of the actual 
number of offenses occurring in Idaho, the percent re],X)rted to police by va.:t>ious 
Part I offenses for 1974, as given in the above-named study, 'Was applied to Idaho 
data in the table below. 

Offense 

Murder 
Rape 
Robbery 
Aggravated Assault 
Burglary 

Forcible Entry 
Unlawful Entry 

TABLE 26 

ESTIMATED NUMBER OF TIlDEX CRIMES IN IDAHO 

1976 

NUJIil:Br Reported Victim Reporting 
1976 Rate~': 

44 100. O%~h~ 
155 51.8% 
332 53.6% 

1,353 53.2% 

4,936 71.6% 
3,108 36.6% 

Attempted FOl"{:!ible Entry 569 34.9% 
Larceny 23,074- Unknown 
Motor Vehicle Theft 1,913 67.4% 

Estirrated 
Number 

4L~ 

299 
619 

2,543 

6,894 ' 
8,492 
1,630 

Unknown 
2,838 

l"CPim:inal Victimization in the United States; A Com;r:erison of 1973 and 1974 
Findings, May 1976, No. SD-NCP ... N3, A National Crime Panel Re:fOrt, U. S. 
Deparbnent of Justice; LEAA, NOJISS, page 40. 

~H~Assumed all murders were known to police. 

CPime and the Elderly 

~ 

Information about the elderly as victims of crime in Idaho is restricted t9.-? , 
local input from Regions I and II -and national victimization surVeys. Region III di<!l 
not address this issue and tre UCR gives the age of the victim for only the offense 
of murder. 
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The question, ltD;) you feel that crimes pgainst the elderly in your area are a 
problem 7", prompted the following response.s from people attending Region I I S input 
meeting: 

Nat JIUlch of a problem 22 
Very seI1ious 0 
Se~ious 5 
Undecided 9 
Not m:>re than any other 

age group 22 

The following is quoted from the Region II input meeting: 

. "When asked to identify the major crime committed agajl1st 
E3enior citi2;eI1s, the vast majority of participants listed 
fraud as the major crime. . 

IIWh,en asked directly to address the seriousness of crimes 
aga:i.:ost senior citizens, the majority of respondents stated 
tret fraud against the elderly is very sel'ious pr.irnarily .because 
the elderly are on fixed incomes so their ability to l"ecover 
financially from their losses is much rrpre difficult to 
accomplish than wouldrecoveI1Y by the average citizen. 

"To reduce fraud against senior citizens, the majority of 
the participants suggested an educational progpam to inform. the 
elderly of how confidence artists operate to defraud the senior 
citizens of their money. Such an educational program should be 
developed by lawenfo~ement and prosecution. 

"Even though crimes aga:Ll1st senior citizens are serious, 
p~icularly to the individual victim, crime against senior 
citizens' is not a major singuJ.ar> problem insofar as total volume 
of cri1nes is concerned. Furthermore, sufficient evidence is not 
available to indicate that special senior citizen crime programs 
are warranted. Crime is crime whether against senior citizens or 
any other peI1son. 

"Because of a lack of specific inforrration pertaining to 
types of cr.iJres being comnitt.ed against senior citizens and the 
quantity of those crimes within Region II, a possibility exists 
tret the Region II CAPER gr>ant should be expanded to include 
q,nalysis of this type. 'I 

The:national victimization study (source quoted on page 69) shows that for crimes 
Qf violence the rate-peI1-I.,OOO persons in each age gr'OuP was the Sit1allest for the 
elderly (65 and over). This consistently held i:r>ue for rape, robbery, assault, i;ffid 
peI1::;anal larceny. FOI' household crimes, the rates were based on per-I,OOO house.
holds and again the rates were least for heads of museholds 65 and over (source 
quoted on page 69). Housemld crimes included burglary, household larceny, and nntor 
vehicle theft • 

. other analysis and interpretations of nationp.l victimization studies indicates 
that altmugh the elderly are less apt to be victims of crime, the fear of crime J.s 
much nore serious for then than for other a,ge groups. Possible explanations offered 

. for' this are: (1) the elderlY are' IIPre <3~pt to sustaLTl serious i.'1ju....""jresulting in 
. expeIlsive medical bills; (2) they are less able to defend themselves and are aware of· 
their vu1nerability; and (3) as mentioned at the Region II meeting, they have fewer 
~conqmic :re!$O~es to recover fr;om a financial. loss. .. 
,t4~ .. ,~. 
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Juveni1~ Crime Analysis 

JUVENILE ARRESTS 

Table 27, below, illustrates the percent of juveniles arrested in 1976 foX' Part 
I and Part II crimes, and the clearance rate for Part I crimes. Juveniles nake up 
57.3% of persons arrested for Part I crimes, rowever, only 24.2% of Part I crimes were 
cleared. !t is not known if the juvenile representation w:)Uld be as high if the ages 
of persons committing the re.rraining 75.8% of the Part I offenses were known. The 
unknown ages of offenders who Here not apprehended is of particular importance for 
burglary, larceny and rotor vehicle theft where juveniles have a larger percentage 
of arrests but clearance for tnese crimes is considerably lower. 

TABLE 27 

STATEWIDE CLEARANCE RATES FOR 

PARI' I CRIMES AND PERCENTAGE' OF JUVENILES 

ARRESTED FOR PARr I .AND PARI' II CRIMES 

1976 

Cr:irre Clearance 
Juveniles as Percent 

of Total Arrests 

Murder 
Rape 
Robbery 
Aggravated Assault 
Bu:t>glary 
Larceny 
Motor Vehicle Theft 

Total Index Clearance 

Total Index Juveniles • . . . . 
Other Assaults 
Arson 
Forgery/Counterfeit 
Fraud 
Embezzlement 
Stolen Property 
Vandalism 
Weapons 
Prostitution 
Sex Offenses 
Narcotic Drugs 
Gambling 
Offense against Family & Children 
lW[ 

Liquor laws 
Drunken..T1ess 
Disorderly COnduct 
Vag.l:'ancy 
All Other Offenses 
Suspicion 
Curfew 
Runaway 

'. -71-

93.2% 
1~9. 0% 
45.5% 
63.0% 
20.3% 
22.4% 
27.7% 

24.2% 

10.5% 
29.6% 
29.8% 
18.1% 
58.6% 
62.5% 
66.7% 

57.3% 

20.4% 
58.6% 
35.0% 

8.5% 
10.0% 
34.3% 
71.8% 
30.5% 
o 

17 .8% 
33.4% 
35~7% 
19. (3~ 

3.4% 
54.1% 

5.9% 
19.7 90 

21.8% 
22.1% 
41.2% 

100.0% 
100.0% 
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Table, 28 lists the number of clearances involving only persons under 18 years as 
comPared with the total number of clearances. This table, used.:in conj unction with 
Table 27 ,shows that while juveniles accounted for 57% of Part I crime an:'ests, 41. 8% 
of the 1976 clearances for Part I crimes involved only persons llilder 18 years. 
yuveriiles represented 58.6% of the total burglary arrests" but 43.3% of burglary 
~hearance involved only persons under l~ years. This same decrease in percentages can 
be seen for robbery (29.8% juvenile arrests, 25.8% juvenile clearances), larceny 
(62.5% juvenile arrest, 46.9% juvenile clearances) and rotor vehicle theft (66.7% 
juvenile artiest, 46.5% juvenile clearances). 

TABLE 28 

JUVENILE CLEARANCES FOR PART I CRll1ES 

1974 ... 1976 

PART I INDEXES 

Total Cleared 
Juvenile Clearances 
% Juvenile 

BURGlARY 

Total Cleared 
Juvenile ClearaT).ces 
% Juvenile 

ROBBERY 

Tota1,$!leared 
Juvenile Clearances 
% Juvenile 

lARCENY 

'Total Cleared 
Juvenile .Clearances 
% Jwenile 

MOTOR VEHICLE 'IHEPr 

Total Cleared 
Juvenile Clearances 
% Juvenile 

1974 

7~654 
3,469 
45.3% 

1,502 
679 

45.2% 

123 
23 

18.7% 

4,844 
2,488 
51.4% 

461 
198 

43.0% 

-72-

1975 

8,060 
3,318 
41.2% 

1,737 
837 

48.2% 

137 
37 

24.8% 

4,784 
2,141 
44.8% 

543 
206 

37.9% 

1976 

8,574 
3,588 
41.8% 

. 1,745 
755 

1-1-3.3% 

151 
39 

25.8% 

5,179 
2,428 
46.9% 

529 
246 

L~6.5% 
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Table 28 lists the nurnJ:::er of clearances involving only persons unde:P 18 years as 
compared With the total nurnJ:::er of clearances. This table, used, in conj unction with 
Table 27, shows that while juveniles accounted for 57% of Part I crime arrests, 41. 8% 
O(.tflE! 1976 clearances for Part I crimes involved only pe:Psons under 18 years. 
JavenUes represented 58.6% of the total. burglary arrests, but 43.3% of burglary 
clearance involved only persons under l~ years. This same decrease in pe:PCentages can 
be seen for robbery (29.8% jt,lvenile arrests, 25.8% juvenile clearances), larceny 
'(62.5% juvenile arrest, 46.9% juvenile clearances) and rrotor vehicle theft (66.7% 
juvenile arrest, 46.5% juvenile clEBrances). 

TABLE 28 

JUVENILE CLEARANCES FOR PART I CRIMES 

1974 - 1976 

PART I INDEXES 

Total Cleared 
Juvenile ClearanceS 
% Juvenile 

BURGlARY 

Total Cleared 
Juvenile Clearances 
% Juvenile 

ROBBERY 

Total ~leared 
Juvenile Clearances 
96 Juvenile 

lARCENY 

Total Cleared 
JUVenile Clearances 
% Juvenile 

MOTOR VEHICLE 'lHEIT 

Total CleaL'~ll 
Juvenile Clear~mces 
% Juvenile 

1974 

7,654 
3,.469 
45.3%, 

1,502 
679 

l~5. 2% 

123 
23 

18.7% 

4,844 
2,488 
51.4% 

461 
198 

43.0% 

-72-

1975 

8,060 
3,318 
41.2% 

1,737 
837 

48.2% 

137 
37 

24.8% 

4,784 
2,141 
44.8% 

543 
206 

37.9% 

1976 

8,574 
3,588 
41.8% 

. 1,745 
755 

43.3% 

151 
39 

25.8% 

5,179 
2,428 
46.9% 

529 
246 

46.5% 
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A list of the frequency and rank of juvenile arrests by cr:i.rre is shown in. Table 
29. Juveniles were arrested TfDst for larceny (3,102), runaway (2,000), liquor laws 
(1,597) and curfew (1,528), and least for 1IlL!Y'der (4). 

TABLE 29 

JUVENILE ARRESTS BY CRJJ1E IN IDAHO 

1976 

Offense 

Murder 
Rape 
Robbery 
Aggravated Assault 
Burglary 
Larceny 
l~tor Vehicle Theft 
Other Assaults 
Arson 
Forgery/Counterfeit 
Fraud 
Embezzlement 
Stolen Property 
Vandalism 
Weapons 
Prostitution 
Sex Offenses 
Narcotic Drugs 
G3mbling 
Offenses Against Family 
:JtlI 
Liquor laws 
Drunkenness 
Disorderly Conduct 
Vagrancy 
All Other 
Suspicion 
Curfew 
Runaways 

Juvenile Arrests 

4 
2l 
57 

113 
1,067 
3,102 

354 
220 

34 
97 
68 
14 
96 

689 
67 
a 

34 
900 
10 
19 

149 
1,597 

214-3 
387 
19 

1,374 
35 

1,528 
2,000 

28 
23 
19 
14 

6 
1 

10 
12 
21.5 
15 
17 
26 
16 

8 
18 
29 
21.5 

7 
27 
24.5 
13 

3 
11 

9 
24~5 

5 
20 

4 
2 

All arrests in Idaho, by age and sex, during 1976 are srov-R1 in Graph K,page 74; 
31,263 In3.1es were CllY'ested (81%) and 7,169 fenales (19%). The 15- through 19-year
olds represented alm:::>st 37% of all In3.1es arrested with 16- and 17-year>~ldshaving 
tre single highest nurriber of arrests: 2,439 and 2,732 respec:tively. These same tw:> . 
age groups also had the highest number of rrale arrests in 1975. 
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For feTIBles, the 13- t;wough 17-yea:r-old age group accounted for over 50% of all 
feTIBles arrested. In roth 1975 and 1976 the 15- and 16-year-old feTIBles had the 
single highest number of all ferrale arTests. ArTests for robbery :in 1975 and 1976 
by age and sex are sho'l.Vfl in Graphs L and M, pages 76 and 77 respectively. The 13-
to 17-year-old males accounted for 30.6% of all 1976 male arrests for robbery and the 
17-year-old males alone accounted for 1/+.5% of all male robbery arTests. In roth 1975 
ar:d 1976, the 17-year-old male age group had IrDre arrests for robbery than any other' 
age group. 

Gr>aph N, page 78, illustrates the number of burglary arrests in 1976 by age and 
sex. For this Part I c:drre the 13 - 17-year olds accounted for 49.3% of all burglary 
arTests. Females accounted for only 6.8% of all juveniles arrested for bl.lt"glary while 
males accounted for 93. 2%. The 16- and 17 -year-old males accounted for a disproportionate 
share (41. 7%) of all juvenile hlrglary arrests with 187 and 258 arrests, respectively. 
It should also be noted that the frequency of male J:::m:>glary arrests increases for each 
age up to age 17 where it peaks at 258 arrests; thereafter, the n1..l1I'lber> of atTests by 

. age decreases. This same trend is evident for male arr'ests in 1975 (see Gr:aph 0) except 
the number of male arrests peaks out at 228 for the 16-year olds. 

The age and sex of all larceny arrests are illustrated in Gr>aphs P and Q, pages 
80 and 81. The 13- thrDugh 17-year-old males accounted for 43% of all males arrested 
for larceny. In roth 1975 and 1976, the 16-year-old males had the most single larceny 
i.lrTests with 400 and 386, respectively. For feTIBles, the 13- through 17-year-olds 
accounted for 50% of all female larceny arrests and the 15-year-old females had the 
most single arrests in 1975 and 1976. 

Motor vehicle theft arrests are shown. by age and sex in Graphs R and S, pages 
82 and 83. Sixty-three percent of all males arrested for motor vehicle theft v:e."e 
within the 13- 17-year-01d group. The 15-year-old males had the most singfe arrests 
for motor vehicle theft in roth 1975 and 1976; however, the number of 15-year-old 
TMles arrested jumped frDm 60 in 1975 to 98 in 1976. By comparison, there were 16 
feTIBle arrests for motor vehicle theft in the 15-year-01d age group in 1976, which is 
more than any other single female age group. 

Sl.UIlITlarizing arrests by age and sex, the 16- and 17-year-old males continued to 
have more arrests, Statewide, than any other single age grDup. Seventeen-year-old 
TIk~les accounted for mare robbery arrests than any other age group and the 16- and 17-
year-old males had more arrests for burglarry., The 16-year-old males also had the 
highest number of arrests for larceny. By comparison, females had considerably fewer 
arr'ests than nales, Statewide, and for all Part I crimes. By age, female arrests peaked 
out in the 15-year-old age bracket. 

An .analysis of narcotic drug arrests also shows that 17 -year-old males had the 
highest number of arrests (299) for any single age group. There were 900 juvenile 
arrests in 1976 for narcotic drugs: 701 JIEles and 199 females. Of the total 9.00 
arTests, 212 (23.6%) resulted in a YRA drug filing, .according to the 1976 Idaho 
Supreme Court Armual Report. Table 30, page 8L~, shows a comparison of jUvenile drug 
arTests and YRA filings for drugs with the total YRA filings for' each of the 44 Idaho 
counties. Statewide, th~ drug arrest rate for juveniles pe:J::'-l,OOO-population under 18 
is 3.1_ The Region-I rate is 3.8, Region II is 4.6 and Region III is 1.7. Thchighest 
nUJllber> of juvenile drug arrests in 1976 was in Ada>County (348) which reported 72 
YRA;.drug fil:ings. Nez Perce County had 106 arrests and no YRA drug filings; Bonneville 
Cotmty had 61 juvenile arrests for drugs and 67 YRA drug filings. Dur:ing 1976, ten 
counties (22.7%) had no juvenile arrests for drugs while 26 (59%) Idaho cOilllties had 
no YRA drug filings. . 
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Age and Part T Cr'ime Analysis 

Using 1975 data, a special analysis of age groups :involved in Parr!: I crimes, 
as a percentage of the population, was completed :in an effort to determine if there 
was an association between types of crimes comni tted and certain age groups. 

First, a llr'eakout of arrests for each Part r crime by age and sex msconstructed 
which showed a large clustering of arrests :in the age groups 15-24-. . To determine if 
the percentage of persons in these age groups correlated with the Part I crime rates 
for each county, statistical correlations were calculated, rut none of the results 
was significant/~ Of interest, mwever, was the negative -trend in correlations. This 
trend, although not significant, was surprising :in that it indicated the greater the 
population percentage of persons in these select age groups the lower the Part I crime 
rates. 

A further analysis of the age groups 10 to 19 was conducted for property crimes. 
This age group was selected because of the low clearance rates for property crimes 
coupled with the high percentage of juveniles a:rTested for cleared property crimes. 
Again, none of the results vas significant; however, the same negative trend in 
correlations appeared. Although not significant, the indications were the larger the 
J:X)pulation percentage for persons jn the 10 to 19 age group the lower the property 
crime rate. 

Because the negative correlations (although not significant) were not expected, 
a further study was made of the 10 to 19 age group and property c:tdJJJ.e. To determine 
if the urban and rural nature of Idaho affected the negative correlation trend ~~en 
age as a percent of total population . and property crime. rates, the laX'gest. ten G9urities 
by population density were correlated and also the ten lowest counties by population 
density were correlated. 

The test results Showed that for the lowest ten counties by population density 
there was a significant negative correlation between the 10 to 19 age group asa 
percent of the total population and property crime rates at the • 05 level. For these 
cOlmties as the percent of persons in the 10 to 19 age group increased the loweY' the 
property crime rate. However, for the ten largest counties by population density, 
none of the results vas significant. Of interest was the near significant positive 
correlation (+0. 630 where a 0.632 was necessary for significance) fov the 10 to 14 age 
group as percent of total population ,and property criJre rates. But, the 15 to 19 
age group and the 10 to 19 combined age groups roth showed a negative trend which 
blurs the urban-rural factor as an explanation for the negative trends experienced 
in regional correlations. 

Socio-Economic and Derrogre.phicrata Analysis, 

Pddi tional analysis has been corrpleted concerning correlation of reported orime: 
with other sooio-economic inforrration. A description of this inforrtation starts on 
page 169! 

"~Source: Population ani Employment Forecast-State of Idaho, July 1976. Ages were 
grouped in five-year increments. Abveakout for 18 and under was not available. 
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Regional Ranking of crime 

At the local input meetings held by. Region I and Region II, the participants were 
asked to rate various crimes (refer below). It smuld be noted that Region III did not 
submit a rating of crime. 

Crime 

BUI"gla:ry 
Robbery 
larceny 
Aggravated Assault 
MUI"der 
Felony Drug 
Rape 
Arson 
Stolen cars 

REGION I PRIORITIES 

Rank 

1 
2 
3 
1.+ 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

(A median index would be 5) 

REGION II PRIORITIES 

Cr>irre Rank 

Burglary 1 
Larceny 2 
Robbery 3 
General increase in crime 4-
Felony drug cases 5 
Rape 6 
Aggravated Assault 7 
Theft from vehicles 8 
Stolen vehicles 9 
Murder 10 
Crimes directed especially 

against senior citizens 11 

Selection of Pviority crime 

BURGIARY 

Index 
Point Avera'ff<e 

2.34 
4.06 
4.17 
4.86 
4.88 
4-.92 
5.4-2 
6.98 
7.31 

Index 
Point Averas;e 

7.04-
7.04-
6.12 
4-.97 
4.91 
4.90 
'+.5 
3.67 
3.65 
2,44-

2.1 

The crime of l:::urglary is selected as a priority crime. A1 though the number of 
burglaries reported in 1976 dropped from the 1975 figure, tte decrease was not 
significant. The slope of the trend line is still posi-tive and another increase is 
estirrated for 1977. Both Region I and Region II ranked burglary as the No.1 Grime. 

ROBBERY 

The crime of robbery is selected as a priority crime. The decrease in reported 
robberies was not large enough to be considered significant. In addition, the 
seriousness of the event, the rcp1king of robbery as No. 2 by Region I, and No. 3 by 
Region II ~re all considered by the State Commission in selecting this crime. 

RAPE 

The crime of rape has been selected as a priority crime for future study by 
the State Planning Commission. 
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SYSTEMS PERFORMANCE 

Included within this section is a comprehensive analysis of robbe~ 

and burglary cases processed through the system in 1975-1976. For pur

poses of comparison~ statistics are compiled as far back as 1968. Infor

mation is provided concerning premise by agency~ crimes per month Statewide~ 

types of crimes~ value of property taken, loss per agency~ property targets~ 

convictions and sentences~ clearance rates Statewide and subsequent arrests. 

Statistics utili2ed in this study were compiled from six areas, 

throughout the state~ that reported 65% of the adult 1975 robbery arrests 

and 45% of the adult burglary arrests. The Six-Area Study statistics were 

used in conjunction with information contained within the State's Uniform 

Crime Report. 

Also included within this s?ction is a ~eport on status offenders in 

detention. The report is broken down into categories of type of offense, 

det;~ntions by county, numbe:p of petitions filed, when petitions were filed~ 

petitions by charge and recidivism rates by offense. 

Anoth2r division within this section is an overview of the Idaho 

Criminal Justice System. This section 'includes a breakdown and description 

of each of these components and how they function. Also included is in

formation concerning expenditu1)es, employment, and caseloads of the Cx·iminal 

Justice System. 

The next category concerns itself with juenile justice and delinquency 

prevention services. These services include all programs operating within 

the Department of Health and Welfare, services offered by private organiza

tions, and services within the three components of Idaho's Criminal Justice 

System. AZso included is a description of interagency coordination~ federal 

Grant-In-Aid Programs and the LEAA Discretionary projects presently operat

ing within the State. The final section discusses data ~ystems for the 

CO flection, organization and anaZ.ysis of data and information concerning 

the efficiency of processing offenders through the System. 
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SYSTEMS PERFORMANCE 

A Survey of Robbery 

According to the Idaho Uniform Cr'irne Reports, robbery is defined as the felonious 
and forcible taking of the property of another' against his will by violence or by put
ting him in fear. The UCR divides robbery into four categories: (1) Firearm (2) Knife 
or Cutting Instrument, ( 3) Other Dangerous, Weapon, and (4) Strong Arm. 

As noted previously, the number of reported rob1:::eries decreased slightly in 
1976 over the 1975 figure. ,A plot of the rob1:::ery rate-per-lOO, 000 in Idaho looks v~ 
similar to the frequency plot, as can be seen in Figure 36, page 88. However, the 
1977 estirrate is for another increase in both the reported frequency and the rate pel" 
100,000. Table 31, below, shmvs the robbery rate in Idaho compared to the national 
robbery rate as listed in the FBI Armual Reports. Although the rate in Idaho is 
considerably less than the national and western states rates, the 1976 rate for Idaho 
is 238% greater than the 1968 Idaho figure. 

TABLE 31 

ROBBERY PER 100,000 POPULAXION, IDAHO, U.S., AND WESTERN STATES 

1968-1976 

Year Idaho U. s. ~t: Western'States* 

1968 11.8 131.8 141.0 
1969 16.7 148.4 151.8 
1970 20.5 172.1 157.5 
1971 22.3 188.0 175.7 
1972 20.6 180.7 177 .6 
1973 27.0 183.1 183.5 
1974 37.2 209.3 199.4-
1975 42.0 218.2 216.5 
1976 39.9 195.8 206.8, 

"~Cr'ime in the U.S., 1968-1976, FBI 
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OCCURRENCE 

In 1976, 332 robberies occurred in Idaho, a decrease of 3. 5% from 197 5. The 
332 offenses are graphically illustrated by month of occurrence in GJ:laph T. The 
largest number of robbery offenses was reported m January, which also ranked highest 
in 1975. The months January through May showed a stair step effect, decreasing each 
month. This pattern was also observed for January through May of 1975. January, 
February, November and December 1976, were ronths of heavy robbery activity; an 
ave:rage of at least one per day occurred durmg those four months (41% of the total). 
September increased from ranking eleventh of the twelve months in 1975 to a tie for 
fifth in 1976. 
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As shown in Table 32, s:i.m:tLar characteristics occurred in tv.K;> local studies con
ducted by LEPC. One notable variation was an increase in the month of July, 1976, in 
Ada County. 

Analysis by day of week for the two studies resulted in no significant difference 
among the days. Analysis by time of day for the U\Q studies showed that both'''areas :were 
consistent with data from other studies; the most frequent time ·of robbery oCC\lr.r;'ehce 
was between 8: 00 p.m. and 2: 00 a.m. 
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TABLE 32 

R0BBERIES PER MONTH 

PJ)A COUNTY 1974, NAMPA CITY 1975 

llinth ..Ada County % Nampa City % 

January 4 5.3 1+ 21.1 
February 7 9.2 1 5.3 
March 4 5.3 1 5.3 
April 4 5.3 1 5.3 
M3.y 5 6.6 0 
June 3 3.9 0 
July 10 13.2 1 5.3 
August 5 6.6 0 
September 6 7.9 0 
October 4 5.3 2 10.5 
Novem1:;er 17 22.4 4 21.1 
t:ecember 7 9.2 5 26.3 

Total 76 100.2% 19 100.2% 

Table 33, below, shows the type of premise reported. by the two agencies. 
target areas appeared to be convenience markets and public streets. 

TABLE 33 

ROBBERY PREMISE BY AGENCY 

PJJA COUNTY 1974, NAMPA CTI'Y 1975 

Pn=mise 

Supennarket 
Convenience market 
House 
Public street 
Hotel/Motel 
Bank/Savings & Loan 
M:>bile home 
Park 
Restaurant 
Drugstore-large 
Bar 
Apartment 
Gas station 
Parking lot (other than school) 
School (includes parking lot) 
Medical office 
Dvive-In/Take-Out 
Private road/woods 

Total 
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Ada County 

2 
30 

2 
16 

2 
1 
2 
1 
4 
2 
4 
3 
1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 

76 

Nampa City 

2 
6 
2 
5 

2 

1 
1 

19 
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ARMED VS. STRONG-ARMED ROBBERY 

One-half of all reported robberies in the State of Idaho in 1976 were committed 
with the use of a firearm. strong-a.r'JIed robberies occu.r.r:ed :in approximately 30% of 
all reported incidences (refer to Table 34 below). 

TABLE 34 

ARMED VS. STRONG-ARMED ROBBERY 

STATE OF IDAHO 

1976 

Type Prequeney' % 

Fireann 168 50.6 
Strong arm 98 29.5 
Knife 42 ;1-2.7 
Other 24 7.2 

Total 332 100.0% 

Prom the offense reports !1eviewed in Ada County and NaJ1I.PCl, a:rned (use of weapon) 
vs. strong-armed (intimidation or force only) robberies were analyzed. Weapons were 
used in 58 (76.3%) of the 76 robberies in Ada County in 1974; in 18 (23.6%) offenses, 
only threats of force occurred. In Nampa in 1975, weapons \A:.rere used in the comm:1:ssion 
of 15 offenses (78. 9%) , with strong-armed robberies occurring in four (21. 2 %) instances. 

TABLE 35 

TYPE OF WEAPON 

ADA COUNTY 1975, NAMPA CITY 1975 

Weapon Ada County Nampa City 

Handgun 35 5 
Shotgun 5 2 
Knife 11 1 
Bludgeon 3 
Explosive 1 
Other 2 1 
Unknown 1 6 

Total 58 15 

VALUE OF STOLEN GOODS 

The dollar value of property taken in tJeported robberies in the State was 
$241,078.61 in 1976, with the average loss per incident $726.l~. This value reprE.~sents 
an increase of $145,651.68 over 1975 losses due to roth the increase in. dollars and 
the decrease in incidents. The average loss per incident rose to $726.11+,. an inc:vease 
of 161. 8%. Increased losses bccurred in all' categories in Table 36, page 92 , except 
the Highway and Gas Station categories. However, one of.two significant increases is 
attributable to l:Enk robberies, up from 1 in 19T5 to 7 in 1976, with an increase in· 
total dollar loss of $64,820 (average loss greater by $7,545.71). The second notable. 
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increase over 1975 occurred .:in the Comr.rercial House category.. Robbery offenses in this 
category' decr>eased by 21 incidents; but vaJ,ue lost mcr>eased by $85,730.39, with an 

.' increase for average value lost of $1,36L47. 

PlaceofOcc~nce 

Hig1)way (streets, alleys, etc.) 
Commercial house 
.Gas station 
Chain store 
:Residence 
Bank 
Miscellaneous 

Total 

TABIB 36 

VALUE OF STOrm GOuDS 

STATE OF IDAHO 

1976 

Number 
Incidents % 

94 28.3 
69 20.8 
39 11. 7 
53 16.0 
35 10.5 

7 2.1 
35 10.5 

332 99.9 

VaJ,ue 0f 
'hope;M:y 

$ 14,944 
120,888.75 

'j',030.36 
11,958 

8,406 
66,820 
11,031.50 

$241,078.61 

Average Value 
Per Irididerit 

$ 158,98 
1,752.01 

180.27 
225.62 
240.17 

9,545.71 
315.19 

. $726.14 

. 

lpsses identified ;in the Ma County and Nampa studies are pre(Sented in Tab1e 37. 
The nost frequent losses were between $50.00 and $200.00, with 10 inoidents in which a 
$0 loss was reported. 

TABLE 37 

ROBBERY LOSS PER AGENCY 

ADA"COUNTY 197L~, NAMPA CrrY 1975 

Total Loss Ada County NanIJ?c3. Cit~ 

$ ° 7 3 
0.01- 4.99 3 1 
5.00- 19.99 5 1 

20.00-49.99 9 5 
50.00- 99.99. 16 2 

100.00-199.99 18 3 
200.00-499.99 8 2 
500.00-999.99 8 

1,000. 00 or more 4 1 
Unl<nown 3 1 

Total 76 19 

PROPERI'Y TARGETS 

. Cash was the item m::>st frequently lost by robtery victims, while the frequencies 
fOr all other types of property ranged from one to four. (Frequencies total. mo:re than 
76 and 19 for the respective studies since some robteries involved. loss of more than one 
type of property.) 
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TABLE 38 

PROPERlY 'I'ARGBI'S 

ADA COUNTY 197~" NAMPA CITY 1975 

Property Targets 

Cash 
Credit cards 
Checks 
Clo-thing, except fUI's 
Jewelry, except watches 
Watches 
other personal accessories 
illegal drugs 
Prescription drugs 
Handguns 
Auto:rrobile 

Ada County 

71 
2 
4 
1 

.1 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
2 

Nampa Cit~ 
13 

2, 
1 
1 

~ 

OFFENSES CLEARED AND PERSONS ARRESTED 

The clearance rate for robbery offenses in Idaho in 1976 was 45.5% with 191 
persons apprehended. Juveniles only were involved in one-quarter" of the 151 offenses 
cleared. The peX"Cent of cases cleared which involved juveniles only has been in
creasing over th~~ past three years, from 18.7% in 1974 to 25.8% in 1976. Although 
the percent of offenses cleared by juveniles has increased, the ratio of juveniles as 
a percent of total arTests was found to be fairly stable for· 1975-1976 at approx.ima.tely 
30%. 

TABLE 39 

ROBBERY CLEARANCES 

STATE OF II1'-\HO 

1976 
Offenses Persons 

Clearances Cleared % .Arrested Q. 
1l 

Adults 112 74.2 134 70.2 
Juveniles '39 25.8 57 28.9 

Total 151 100.0 191 100.0 

Thirty-five adult arrestees of the 38 total app:r'ehensions for robberies in Ada 
County in 1974 were analyzed as to physical cl1ar>acteristics •. Only one of the a.t'r>estees 
listed an out-of-state residence address, while one had no residence address. Of the 
rerraining, all but three were re$idents, of Ada County. Tw:>. of the three W8lne fmma 
neighboring county. Of theadul ts arrested, one was Oriental., sixwer>e Blai~k, one was 
Indian, and 27 were White. Of the known offenders, the average ,age was twe:rrty-two, 
the median age twenty •. ' Average weight of the arrestees was 165. pounds cmdaverage 
height was seventy inches. Eight had blue. eyes, eighteen brown,and four hazel; 
sixteen had brown hair, twelve black bair,one blond, and one bald. Twenty-two were , 
single, seven were married and one was ';,ctlvorced. In the Nampa. stUdy in 1975, "t'WJ m:!1~~s 
were arrrested for robbery: a White male, 38 years of age and a Mexican male, 1;9 years I of 

. age. 
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In total , 81 :rob})exli,es W6pe !1eJ?OPted. ;in Ad.a County ;i,n 1974. The poli,ce agencies 
deter:mined, that five of thesereporrted offenses were unfounded. It should be noted, 
however, that unfounded offenses should be considered :in analyzing system response because 
they require ti:rre, effort and resources by the police just as do the founded offenses. 

Of the remaining offenses, 24 were cleared by arrests, three were cleared by 
exception, and 49 were not cleared at the time of this study. The 24 offenses cleared 
by at'rest represented 29.6% of the total mnnber of reported offenses and 31. 6% of those 
founded offenses. - Offenses cleared by exception accoill1ted for 3.7% of the total reported 
offenses and 3.9% of the founded offenses. The 49 offenses not cleared were 60.5% of the 
total reported, and 64.5% of the founded offenses. In Nampa, four robberies were cleared, 
two- by aJ:!L"6st and two by exception. Fifteen (78.9%) of the 19 were not cleared as of this 
study. 

OFFENDER FLOW 

Six--Area Study 

To determine how the criminal justice syste.m in Idaho is handling adults arrested 
for robbery offenses, a study of six locations was conducted by SAC. Manual review of 
197 5 arrest dockets in Ada County, Bannock County, Bonneville County, and Cassia County, 
the prosecutOl"" files in Kootenai County (January-August), and arrests determined through 
a crime analysis study in the City of Nampa Clocatedin Canyon County) identified 83 
adults arrested for robberies. These 83 individuals represented 65.9% of adult robbery 
arrests for 1975. 

Charts V and VI on the following pages depict the flow of adult offenders by 
numbers and percentages as they proceeded through the Criminal Justice System. Chart VJ 
based on the n1.1lJlber> of persons arrested (input percentages), shows that 5L~ (65.1%) 
offende~s were prosecuted and 48 (57.8%) convicted. of the defendants convicted, nine 
ClO.8%) were corrnnitted directly to the Idaho State Correctional Institution (ISCI), and 
16 (19.2%) were corrnnitted to ISCI with the court retaining jurisdiction. Four of the 
16 were subsequently retained at ISCI after court review, while 11 were placed on pro
b:ttion. Jail sentences vvere:inJI:osed in 11 (13.3%) cases with probation also :i.Jrposed in 
eight cases; 12 (13.3%) were granted probation with no other conditions imposed by the 
court. 

Information for nearly 10% (8 of the 83 offenders arrested) could not be found 
after' examinations of court dockets and inquiries at county prosecuting attorneys' 
offices. "(Res~archeJ.."'s were of the opinion that the majority of these cases were not 
filed.) Twenty cases (nearly 25%) were dismissed by prosecutors and an additional five 
(6. 0%) were i::J.istnissed after prosecution was initiated. The 25 dismissals represent 30% 
of total persons arrested. Chart VI shows the same numbers for each category but 
percentages are based on the number entering each branch (decision point percentages). 

As . illustrated by this flow chart, the percentage of prosecutions was 72%, with 
a conviction rate of 88.9%. Twenty-three (47.9%) defendants 'Were granted probation; 12· 
(22.9.%) were placed on probation imnediately by the Courts, and 11 were released from 
ISCI and placed on probation after 120/180 court-retained jurisdiction. Twenty-five 
(52% of convictions) defendants were corrnnitted to ISCI, nine (18.8%) directly and 16 
(33.3%) with court-retained jurisdiction. The percentage of dismissals in Chart VI 

. Was 26.7% dismissed by the prosecutors and nearly 10% dismissed after prosecution 
was begun. 

...;94-

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I, 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I;; 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I, 
I" 



J 



_ .. -

I 
to 
(J1 

I 

- - - - - --.- - - - -IDPRO CRI>ill1AL .JUSTICE SYSTEM R~':ES ;·:ODEL . 

CfffiRT V 

ROBBERY 

SIX,-AREA STUDY 

INPUT PERCENTAGES 

Offenses 
Reported 

Observed 
Not Reported 

1 (1. 2%) 

to 

(24%) 
Dismissed by 
Prosec:utor 

Founded 
Offenses 

Unfounded 
Offenses 

48 (57.8%) 

Convict 

Acquit 

5 (6%) 

Dismiss 

0 

Pending 

Offenses 
not c:leared 

9 (10.8% 

16 (19.3%) 

12 (14.5%) 
11 (13.3%) 

83 

Pe~~sons 
AY'j1r~G ted 

13 (15.7%) 

Prison 

23 (27.7%) 

PY.'obaiion 

II (13.3% 

Jail 

a 

o 
~ __ ~-[ Other] 

o 
1-'-----,..---------11 Dismiss 1 

_%)- - --
No ,,+"upther 

'7' y!.foP'71ation 
22 (26.5%) 

5 (6%) 

Unknown 

3 

if a 

Suc:cess 
3 (3.6%) 

Parole 

10 (12%) [ Failure 

No Parole 

8 (9.6%) 

Probation 

3 (3.6%) 
No 

Probation 

*Onedefendant died while 
inQarcerated. 
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IDAHO CPJ:11INALJUSTICE SYSTEM RATES MODEL 

CHARI' VI 

ROBBERY 

SIX-AREA STUDY 

DECISION POINT PERCENTAGES 
Persons 

Arl~ested 

8 (9.6%) 
No fU1~ther 
information 

22 (26.5%) 

5 (6%) 

Founded Unknown 

fObserved 
Not Reported 

Offenses 

Unfounded 
Offenses 

(88.9%) 

Dismiss 

Pending 

9 

Offenses 
not cleared 

16 

12 (25%) 
11 

Prison 

23 (47.9%) 

Probation 

11 (22.9%) 

,Jail 

o 

1---..:.-------1' Other I 
o 
Dis'niss ] 

3 (27.3%) 
No 

Probation 

*One defendant dies while 
incarcerated 
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Analysis of pre-mal .~elea.se showed that 40 (48.2%) defendants were unable: to 
post l:xmd and :renamed in jail during the COlJrlse of the:irproceedings;22 (26.5%) posted 
oond; eight were released on their o;.m recognizance (OR); and five (6%) placements could 
not 1:e determined. Of the 83 :perons a.r.vested, seven (8.496) were females and 76 (91.6%) 
wer'e males. None of the fenales ren:ained in jail; one posted l:x:>Iid and six were released 
OR. 

Four (7.4%) of the 54 defendants prosecuted entered pleas of not guilty. 
Verdicts after trials resulted in one ~uittal and three convictions. 

Table 40 , below, pres.ents the mnnber and percent of cases in which a conviction ' 
was obtained on origianl or reduced charges. Thirty-two defendants, representing 38.6% 
of arrests and 66.7% of convictions, were found guilty of orig:i.na1 robbery charges; 
16, representing 19.3% of arrests and 33.3% of convictions, entered pleas of guilty on 
reduced charges. Reduced charges are listed in Table 41. 

TABLE 40 

ROBBERY CONVICTIONS 
SIX-AREA STUDY 

1975 

% of 
Number Arrests 

Number of convictions 48 

Original 32 
Reduced 16 

TABLE 41 

REDUCED ROBBERY CHARGES 
SIX-AREA STUDY 

1975 

Reduced Charge 

Grand laroeny 
Conspiracy to comnit Grand I.arceny 
Receiving stolen property 
Burglary II 
Accessory to felony 
Petit larceny 
Attempted petit larceny 
Battery 

Total 

38.6 
19.3 

,3 
3 
3 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 

16 

% of 
Convictions 

66.7 
33.3 

18.8 
18.8 
18.8 
12.5 
12.5 

6.2 . 
6.2 
6.2 

100.0 . 

Table 42, page' 98, reveals that 25 robbery cases were. dismissed. In 20, of· the 
cases prosecution was declined by the prosecutors. Of the fiVe disrnissalsafterpros
ecutionwa'J .ini tiated, tnree were upon the r'ecorrmendation of prosecutoDB and two Were ' 
dismissed by the courts (one for noprobabf.e cause and one was deferred to another 
jurisdiction). The largest majopity of cases dismissed was for lack of SUfficient 
evidence to obtam a co:iwiction.' 
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R~i~.son 

, Ins~crficient evidence 
Goo<~ cause app~ing 
Intel:lest of justice 
Witnesses not available 
Economic dismissals 
No probable cCj.use 

TABLBLJ.2 

ROBBERY DISMISSAlS 

SIX-AREA S'IUDY 

1975 

reference to anothe!1 court's jurisdiction 
Sentenced en another ch3rge 
Filed on another charge 
1<il:J.edin auto accident 

Total 

Frequency % 

11 44 
3 12 
2 8 
2 8 
2 8 
1 4 
1 4 
1 4 
1 Lf 
1 4 

25 100 

Sentences for tIe 32 defendan"ts guilty of original ch3.rges ranged from 25 years 
:in !Wison to three years probation. Fifteen cOf the 16 sentenced to prison with court
retained jurisdiotion w:er>e for original charges. As of June 1, 1977, three defendan-ts 
canrrP.tted to ISCI were paroled, tv;o red been retained afte!1 120 days cour-rt-retained 
j~isdiction and the th:i.rq was released after serving approximately 18 months of a 
three yeat'sentence. Sentences for the original ch3.rges are presented in Table 43, page 
99. 

Sentences for the 16 defendants guilty on r'Erlucedcharges are given by sentence, 
frequency and reduced charge in Table 44, page 99. One defendant was sentenced to 
ppison with the court retaining jurisdiction for 120 days. 

Of the 15 remaining defendants, all but three were placed on probation. These 
tlJree served time in jail and Tho of the three additionally paid fines. 
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Sentence 

25 years ISCI 
15 years ISCI 
10 years ISCI 

9 years ISCI 
3 years ISCI 
6 years ISCI/180 days 
5 years ISC!/180 days 

15 years ISCI/120 days 
10 years ISCI/120 days 

7 years ISCI/120 days 
6 years ISCI/120 days 
5 years ISCI/120 days 
3 years ISCI/120 days 

TABLE 43 

ROBBERY SENTENCES 

GUILTY OF ORIGINAL CHARGE 

SIX-AREA STUDY 

1975 

5 years ISCI-suspended/5 years prol:E.tion 
5 years ISCI-sus:p3nded/probation/jail 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

3 years ISCI-suspended/4 months work release/prol:E.tion remainder 
3 years ISCI-suspended/3 years prol:E.tion/jail withheld 
5 years probation/90 days jail 
4- years probation/ 90 days jail 
3 years probation 

Sentence 

:~''''.:'' 2 years/120 days (retained) 

-I"~'~' ~::: ~~~~~~~ 
2 years probation 

TABLE 44 

ROBBERY ARREST SENTENCES 

REDUCED CHARGES 

SIX-AREA SI'UDY 

1975 

Offense 

Accesso:r;y to felony 
Burglary II 
GrandI.arceny 
Accessory to felony 

Total 

I 4 years probation/l year jail 
, 2 years probation/6 months jail-susp.!fine 

1 yearprob. 16 days jail/fine 

I 30 nonthsproba.tion 

Grand larceny 
Receiving stolen property 
Battery 
Burglary II 

, .. 1 year prob3.tion/30.0ciys jail-susp. 

I 
1 year p~?=ttion/9W' days jail-70 days susp. 
90 days Ja~1-60 days suspended 

Conspiracy to corrnnit Gt"and larceny 
Receiving stolen pt'Operty, ' 
Conspiracy'tocamnit Grand la:I99~Y 
Petit larceny:' " . 

1 
3 
2 
2 
1 
3 
1 
1 
3 
3 
1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
2 
1 
1 
.1 
l' 

32 

1 
1 
2 
1 
1 
2 
1 
1 
2 
1 
1 
2 Fine!jail -----. 

I 
I 
I 
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Ada County 

In '1975,29. adults were arrested for robbery in Ada County, according to 
. the res.ults of a ID3I1ual review of the Ada O:>unty Sheriff's Office arrest dockets •. 
Ada County robbery a.rre.sts represent 23% of Statewide reported adult robbery arrests 
in 1975, or 34. 9% of all arTests fran the SAC Six-Area Robbery Study. Perusal of 
magistrate and distDict coUJ::rt dockets and files revealed that 17 (58.6%) of these 
adults were prosecuted and 15 (51. 7%),ponvicted of robbery or a. lesser charge. 

·Chart VII describes these individ1rus as· they proceeded tl":rrDughthe Criminal 
Justice System and denotes the percentages of those arTested Who reached each stage 
of legal proceedings. Chart VIII is sirnilar~ but percentage figlJ,res refer to 
the ratio· of defendants within a particular by;anch of the system. Each of these 
branches will be discussed indiVidually. 

Arrests 

Four of the 29 adults a.rrested (13.8%) were ferrales; the remaining 25 (86.2%) 
were males. The pYiosecutor declined to file charges for two males (6.9%), leaving 27 
cases (93.1%) to be considered for prosecution. 

PYie-Tvial Release 

Table 45, below, explores the custody status assigned to the 27 cases considered 
for prosecution. The official records did not reveal custody status of one case, but 
records showed tbat in 46.2% of all known cases the defendant was released on bond or 
own recognizance. None failed to appear. The :J:1emainder, 53.8%, were rerranded to jail 
:in lieu of oond. 

:Males 
Females 

Total 

·f~ R0R 
'" 'W " '% l. 

1 4.3 
3 75 

4 14.8 

TABLE 45 

PRE-TRIAL RELEASE 

PiDA COUNTY ROBBERY STUDY 

1975 

7 30.4 
1 25 

8 29.6 

Remanded 
t&-~·Jall" 

14 60.9 
a 0 

ll~ 51. 9 

UnknoWn Total 
# % # 95 

1 4.3 23 100 
a a 4 100 

1 3.7 27 100 

The. majority of male defendants (60.9%) were renanded; the majority of fe.m3.le 
defendan,ts (75%) were released on their own recognizance and their cases were later 
dismissed. 

If • 
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CHARI'VII 

Af:A <XlUNTY SYSTEM RATE STUDY 

ROBBERY 
1975 

INPUI' PERCENTPillS 

10 (34.5%) 

Dismi$sed by 
Prosecutor 

(3.4%) 

i~uitted ] 

,. 

Not filed, by 
Prosecutor 

",/ . 

1 
..( 
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CliARI' VIII 

AM. OJUN'lY SYSTEM RATE S'lWY 
ROBBERY 

1975 

IECISlOO POINTPERCENl'AGES 
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Prosecution 

Table 46 describes the results of prosecution and indicates that 22~2% of the 
robbery cases prosecuted reached dis:p:Jsition at the magisgrate level; the remaining 
77 • 8 % were toW"ld over to district court. In all, 17 persons -- 58. 6% of those 
arrested -- were prosecuted for robbery. 

TABLE 46 

ANALYSIS OF CASES PROSECUTED 

ADA COUNTY ROBBERY STUDY 

1975 

Results of Prosecution M3.gistrate Court District Court Total 

Dismissed by court 
Dismissed by prosecutor 
Acquitted by jury 
Convicted by jury - robbery 
Convicted by jUl"'.:1 - lesser crirre 
Pleaded guilty to robbery 
Pleaded guilty to lesser crime 

Total 

o 
4 
o 

N/A 
NIA 
N/A 

2 

6 (22.2%) 

Convictions 

1 1 
6 10 
1 1 
2 2 
o a 
6 6 
5 7 

21 (71.8%) 27 (100%) 

The State convicted 88.21; of the 17 individuals prosecuted for robbery. Most 
C86.7%) of the convictions resulted from guilty pleas by the defendant: 46.7% pled 
guilty to a lesser offense and 40% to the original charge of 1:"Obbery. The remaining 
13.3% were convicted of robbery by a jury. 

Convictions and dismissals are detailed by sex in Table 47. From informa.tion 
in Tables 45 &'1d 47, it can be concluded that females accounted for 13.8 % of the 
robbery aLTests in Ada County, 6.7% of the convictions and 27.3% of the dismissals. 
Males accounted for 86.2% of the arrests, 93.3% of the convictions and 72.7% of the 
dismissals. 

Sex 

# 
M 1 
F 3 

To tal 1+ 

TABLE Lr7 

CONVICI'J~)NS AND DISPOSITIONS BY SEX 

/IJJA COUNIY ROBBERY STUDY 

1975 

M3.gistrate Court District Court 
Conv. of I Conv~' of 

Dis. Lesser Ocime Dis. Acqt'_d~ Lesser Crime . 
% # % # % # 9.:: ·0 '# % 

4.3 2 8.7 7 30.4 1 4.3 4 7.4 
75.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.0 

14.8 2 7.4 7 25.9 1 3.7 5. 18.5 

-103.;; 

Conv. of 
Robbery Total 

# % I/. % 

8 34.8 23 100.0 
a 0.0 4 100.;0 

8 29.6 27 100.0 
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It is interesting to note that in burglary arI'ests pe:rcentages of females re
nained fairly consistent at about 5% thrDughout every state of the Cr'iminal Justice 
System (see page 132), whe:r'eas in robbery arrests percentages of females we..·,8 higher 
for dismissals and lower for convictions compared to the percentage arrested. 

Prom Table 47 it can be concluded that 55 •. 5% of the 27 persons considered for 
prosecution were convicted, 3.7% were acquitted, and 40.7% dismissed. 

Dismissals 

Ten cases were dismissed upon motion of the prosecution and one dismissal was 
granted by the court in deference to another court's jurisdiction. Table 48 examines 
the grounds for dismissals in detail, The largest category was Insufficient Evidence. 
These eight cases represent 72.7% of all robbery dismissals, thereby releasing 27,6% 
of those ar:rested from prosecution. In six of those cases, the State felt the 
evidence did not support a charge of robbery against the defendant; in two cases 
the 'State felt it could not successfully proceed following suppression of the 
defendants' confessions. 

The remaining three dismissals did not release the defendant from the CJ:1iminal 
Justice System, but resulted in the dismissal of robbery cha.rges on the grounds that 
the defendant was being otherwise prosecuted. These "economic dismissals" comprised 
27.3%.of all dismissals or 10.3% of all ~sts. 

I 
11

' 

I 
I' 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
'I 

When all 11 dismissals are considered, together with tv;o cases the State declined 
to file, a total of 13 cases out of 29 were eventually not prosecuted. Thus 44.8% I 
of all adult robbery arrests in Ma Co\'ll1ty were not prosecuted and 55.2% of all 
c3J:"lr'ests concluded in either convictions or acquittals of defendants. 

Dismissals: 

Order of 
Frequency 

1 

2 

3 

11 

TABLE 48 

DISMISSALS AND CASES NOT PROSECUTED 

MJA COONTY ROBBERY STUDY 

1975 

Reason 

Insufficient Evidence 
a. Insufficient Evidence - 6 
b. Suppression of Confession - 2 

Economic Dismissals by Prosecutor 
a •. POl' plea of guilty to another 

charge - 2 

Economic Dismissal by Court 
a. Defer Jurisdiction 

Chargee Not Filed: 2 

Charges not filed 
Reasons unknown 

Frequency 

8 

2 

1 

2 

Total cases not Prosecuted . . . . . . . . 13 
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Table 4-9 details sentencing alternatives chosen in robbery cases. Eight 
persons (53.3% of those convicted) v7ere convicted of the original robbery oharge, 
five (33.3%) of some other felony, anc1~ tID (13.3%) of a misdemeanor. Of four persons 
granted probation, only one was convicted of robbery~. but all had Men convicted of 
felonies. Of three persons granted probation with some jail time, mohad been 
convicted of felonies (one robbery, one grand larceny) and one of a misdemeanor 
(battery). The "Jail Only" sentence was for a misdemeanor conviction. 

TABLE 4-9 '}". 

ANALYSIS OF CONVIcrIONS AND SENTENCES IMPOSED 

ADA COUNTY ROBBERY STUDY 

1975 
Imposed by Imposed by 

Nuniber of Magistrate District Court 
Convictions cases Involved Males Females Sentence Judge' , Jud~e ' 

Robbery (F) 1 1 0 ) 4-
But"glat'y CF) 2 2 0 ) 

Probation Accessary to a ) 
Felony (F) 1 0' 1 ) 

Robbery eF) 1 1 ) 
Probation and 1 

Grand larceny (F) 1 1 ) 
Jail 1 

Battery eM) 1 1 ) 1 0 

Attempted Petit 
larceny (M) 1 1 0 Jail Only 1 0 

Robbery (F) 1 1 0 120 }By + 
1 Probation 

Robbery (F) 1 1 0 ) 120 }By + 2 
Accessory to a ) Probation 

Felony (F) 1 1 0 ) 

Robbery (F) 4 4- 0 Prison 4-

Total 15 14- 1 2 13 
(F) ::; Felony 
eM) ::; Misdemeanor 

" 

None of the four individuals sentenc\'~d to prison had left that facility as of 
June 1, 1977. In three cases i4herein the oburt retained jurisdiction for 120 oays,two 
individuals were released at the end of 120 days and one was detained to serv~a 
prison term. He is also sti1:€i\'Ian' innate. For' peroentagefigures for sentenoing" refer 
Charts VII and VIII, pages lOl~and 102. 
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Ma County Juvenile Fobbery Offenders 

. ' Nine juveniles were petitioned into juvenile. courrt for robbe:t~ies in Ada County 
~n 1975. (The Idaho UCR shows 11 robb2ry arrests In 1975. flow charts are pre
sented here, but no conclusions 'Were drawn because of the Bm3l1 number>. COurt 
hearings werehe1d in all nine cases". One case was dismissed and the remaining 
right juveniles were found within the purview of the YRA, two on original charges, 
three on reduced cha:r'ges, and three on other charges. Three juveniles were 
placed in the custody of Health and ~velfare and five were granted probation. In 
fO\.lt' "cases other conditions \-.'B1:'e also i.Jrrj;x)sed. ' 

)1 
'At the time of the 1975 robbery offense study none of the nine were on pro-

batiOh for- ap-!'ior offal1se. TJ1r>ee of the nine had a prior contact with the Juvenile 
Cr:iininal Justice System, one for a criminal offense and two on both status and 

'criminal offenses. Six had no recorD. prior to the 1975 robbery offense. 
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CHARI' IX 

Ma County Juvenile Court 

SYSTEMS RATE MODEL 

1975 ROBBERYPEl'rrrONS 

lAGES INPUr PERCENT 

r-I Transfer to Adult 
I Court o , 

i-- Dismissed. / No 
Hearing 

0 !\-_' _P_~_I'~t~_ON_S_--,~) 
I 
l-' 
o 
--J 
I 

L-- Hearing 

9 (100%) 

r- Dismissed 

1 (11.191;) 

,--

Consent Decree 
~ 0 

"'"""'-

\. Found within \ 

''- Purview I 

8 (88.9%) 

f--

-

Probation/ 
Detention 1 (11.1%) 

Probation! 
Detention/ 1 (l1.i%) 
Jail/Sus. Sent. 

Probation/ 
Detent ion/ 1 ell.l%) 
Sus. Sentence 

Original Charge f--

2 (22.2%) Probation/ 
Detention/ 1 (l1.1%) 
Credit 

Health and 

Reduced Charge Welfa;n:: 
3 (33.5%) 

I--
3 (33.3%) Plxlbation 1 (11.1%) 

,~---' I-,} 

Increased Ch3:r'ge 

0 
f--

., 
Other Ch3rge 

3 (33.3%) 
I--

It ~c 
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ABA COUN'lY JUVENIlE eOURI' 

SYSTEMS RATE MJIEL 

1975 ROBBERY P£TITIONS 

DECISION PO:mT PERCENTAGES 

Transfer to 
Adult Court 

o 

Petitions 
Pile4 

Dismissed I No 
Hearing 

i__ ·9 

~ 
o 
co 
I 

o 

Hearing 

9 (100%) 

Dismissed 
1 (11.1%) 

Consent Decree 

b 

ound within 
Purview 

8 (88.9%) 

dgfual Charge 
2 (25%) 

. RErlucedCharge 

3 ,(37.5%) 

Increased Charge 

o 

Other Charge 
3 (37.5%) 

Prubation/ 
Detention 1 (12.5%) 

ProlEtianJ 
Detention/Jail/ 
Sus. Sent. 1 (12.5t) 

Pro~tionl 
Detention/ J. (12.5%) 
Sus. Sentence . ' .... 

Prbba.tion/ 
Detention/ 
'(X1edit 

Health and 
Welfare 

?rotation 

1(12.5%) 

3 ,(37.i 5%) 
. . . 

1(12.5%) 
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SUBSEQUENT ~IST INFOPMATION 
': 

Cr>iminal histor>ies (an wer>e obtained from the J:::Bparrtment of law Enforc~t 
for> defendClIlts identified in the SAC Six-Area Study ot 1975 robbery cases. Avrests 
before and after> the 1975 arrests wer>e revie~d; however>, thi,ssection concerns only 
'subsequent felony cr>iminal activity recoroedin cd.rninal histories pr>ior> to July 1, 
1977. Whenever> available, both State (Cr>irn.1nal Identification Bureau) and National 
(Federal Bur>eau of Investigation) CH's wet'e analyzed. 

SUbsequent felony arrest inforrration is presented in Table 50,below, to 
facilitate comparison fu"1d then is discussed by individual categor>iesand types of 
arrests. 

TABLE 50 

SUBSEQUENI' FEIDNY ARRESTS OF ROBBERY OFFENDERS 

SAC SIX-AREA STUDY 

1975 

Number with NUJnberl 
Total Subsequent Felony Felony 

Disposition Number> .Arr.r>ests :Per>cent . .Arrests 

No furtber> infonnation 8 2 25 3 
Fail to appear 1 UnJmown 
Dismissed 25 9 36 24-
Acquittals 1 a a a 
FPison 9 2 22.2 3 
FTison-retained jurisdiction 16 6 37.5 6 
P.Pobation 12 2 16.7 3 
Jail-probation 8 1 12.5 2 
Jail 3 a a a 

Total 83 22 26.5 l~l 

Fail to appear: No recoros wer>e available fOX'the one offende:t:l in this 
category. 

Dismissed: Nine of 25 offenders (36%) have had 24 arrests s:ince their 1975 
robbery arrest: 

9 burglary 
3 robber>y 
4 for>gery 
2 g:vand larceny 
2 deliveI"Y of controlled substance 
1 possession stolen motor> vehicle 
1 embezzlement 
1 burgl~/arson 
1 fail to appear> 

24 Total 

Acquittals: The one defendant acquitted of robbery cha:r'ges had no known: 
arrests subsequent to tre 1975 rol:>ber>yarrest. 
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P:Vison: "'00 of the nme (22.2%) given st:r>aight prisontirre have since been 
ar,rested ,three times for the following offenses: ' , , 

1 burglary 
1 escape , , . 
1 assault and battery on a correctional officer 

3Total ' 

" 
Prison~retairtedjurisdidtion: Six of the 16 (37.5%) sentenced to prison with 

court-retained juriSdiction for 120 or 180 days are each known to have been arrested 
once after the 1975 robbery arTest: ' 

, \: 
, " 

2 felony possession of marijuana 
2 burglary 
1 burglary/assault with deadly weapon 
1 account-closed check 

TTota1 

Probation: Of the 12 defendants gr>anted proretion, two (16.7%) have had three 
subsequent ~sts: 

2 g:rend larceny 
1 burglary 

STotal 

Jail Proretion: One of the eight (12.5%) sentenced to serve time in jcU.1 and 
also placed on probation' has had two subsequent arrests: 

1 grand larceny 
1 burglary 

2Tota1 

Jail: Of the three defendants who served time in jail and had no probation 
imposed by the court, none have had any subsequent felony arTests. . 

Tweilty-two of the 83 (26.5%) offenders have had felony arrest(s) subsequent to 
the 1975 robbery arrest. The category with the highest percent of :re-arrests was 
the Prison-Retained Jurisdiction category, followed closely by the Dismissed category. 

As can be seen from the aJ:x)ve infornation, robbers re-enter the system on a 
variety of felony offenses, both Part I and Pavt II. The 41 a.rrests involved a total 
of 17 different types of offenses. 

Sixteen of the 41 (39%) offenses for which the re-arrests occur.red involved 
burglaries. Only three were re-arT8sted for robberies, and one of these three' was 
involved in a burglary. 
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The following two sUJTtlT\3.I1Y tables illustrate the robJ::;ery crime problem at the 
county and lccal leveL Table 51, below, ranks each county roth Statewide and hy 
Region on the following three measurements: index, rate-per-lOO,OOO population, and 
average crime rate change over a four-year period (1973-1976). Also shown is an 
overall rank Statewide and within each Region obtained after summing each of the 
first three ranks. Table 52, page 112 and 113, soows the index, rate per 100,000 
population and ranks each of the 94 agencies th3.t report UCR infornation on these 
two crime measurements. Also soown is the average robbery rate ch3nge. 

o 
2 
1. 
'J 

G 

"I j''\ ~ 
-'-... 

() 

35 
15 
22 
35 
S5 

15 
35 

6 
10 

1 

3 
u.s 
35 

L:! 
15 

:? 
35 
8.5 

35 

TABLE 51 
l!J1\HO COl!t,ITI Mlila:lGS fJR ROBBJ::RY BY INCIDENCE) 

RATE PER 100,rm0, P.:,TFf>:;::' RI\.TE a~l;::L sn;cr 1973, 

A1'ID !\VERA:Z RA~'E (1975) • Sum of' R-1nK: of Sum nf ~lp,.; t)f 
RCf,i 1:\ Cr'irr.c State Region Avcrap~ 3":ate P.e~ion State Sum of Re&,.:ioll ~'1Jn,of 

F .. ln;...: _...:R.:;:.'l...:;t"'::.. __ p.:.::L!l~1.'..'_. _:;'_?._-~_-<: _?a_~.;..:_e:.....;..Cr:.:.:a:~",,",p:e,,-_'" arc;;:;:..::.],..;..., -'-'?all!=k'---'Ra.t.;;:;:..::.1Y.:.::,s:...-.:S:;.:t:.::a.t;:,;;;;::,...:;R;:.::a!:..::1.\:.::·s:........:R.~'l;::.;:1~k=-s .;"..;P.Q"j :'>:". Jt,l:'l':':; 

8.'1 
4.-'> 
5 
a. ') 
a. :j 
1 

8.': 
2 
3 

9 
9 

1 
J.8. ~ 
4. ! 

18.! 

IS.S 
11.B. 

:/11• C 
1.0.t; 

50;6 
36.4 

7?!J 

42.9 
25.11 

13.1 
33.3 
'22.0 
34.5 

106.9 

:0.0 

35 
J.3 
21 
35 
35 

5 
22 
35 

3 
7 

35 
35 

6 
l~ 

35 
19 
1..' 
17 
10 

J. 
35 
13 
35 

8.5 
II 

5 
a.s 
a.s 
2 
5 
8.5 
1 
3 

1 
9 
<} 

2 
5 
3 
7 
4 
6 
3 

1.. 
19. 'j. 

o 
1.4 
3.9 
o 

-2.5 
3.9 
2.2 
o 
4.1) 
7.0 

9. 1\ 

o 
Q 

6.1 
-3.9 
-3.3 
-0.2 

6.6 
7.;i 

11.5 

1.9.7 
-5.6 

!.J.7 
-5.7 

77.5 
:19 
12.5 
27.5 

8 
6 
3.5 
8 

38 10 
12.5 35 
18 5 
.~7 • .s 
J.D. 5 

7 

8 
2 
1 

3 2 
27.5 6.5 
27.5 6.5 
8 5 

L1 10 
I..IJ 9 
35 a 

!< 3 
""'i 4 
21 

97.5 
52 
55.5 
97.5 

108.0 
n.s 
55 
97.5 
] 9.5 
211 

G 
97.5 
97.5 
17.0 
67.5 

no 
76 
29.ti 
4S 
27 

1 
L3 

1 II 
23 113 

9 3 30.5· 
24 ';111\ 

32.5 
] 6. 5 
20 
31';5 
40 

5 
19 
32.5 
4 
6 

3 
22 
41 
23 

8 
14 

7 

1 
43 

!'l 

25 
111.5 
111.5 
25, 
27 
6.5 

15.5 
25 

5 
7 

II 
211.5 
24.S 

q 
18,.S 
n 
21. 5 
1.v.o 
16.5 

9 

J 
60 
13.5 
61 

8 
1,1.5 
II :5 
fi 

In 

s' 
8 
i 
~ 

1 
S.5 
S.5 
2.5 
6 

)0 
;7 

IA~ t~'J 

5 
2 • .5 

l
:mOVille 

, tte 
';;;IS 

Cel:'ioou 

,21 
o 
o 
2 

35 
35 
17.5 

2 
la.! 
18. ! 

7. ~ 
4.~ 

18.~ 

3$.9 a 

35 
10 

G 
18.5 

3 
18.5 
16.5 

8 

-3.0 
o 
o 
2.7 
0.5 
o 

39 2l 52 
27.5 14 97.5 
i7.5 14 97.5 
2.5 
20 
27.S 
27.5 
1::l.5 

7 49.5 

44 
16.5 
32.5 
32.5 
IS 
10 
32.S 
32.5 
18 

26 
51 
51 
22.5 
15.5 
51 

1 
2.3 
2 

211 
9 

17 
:7 

? 

I ssie). 
ark 
step 

rrWd-J.in 

J
, "' , nnnt' 

,', ding 
",', tfer'soll 

Jeroma 'Ehi c:oJ-n 
150n 

11inidoka 
lei~a 
En 

/'l'IWin Falls 

" Note: 

'I,· 

10 
G 
o , .. , ... , 

I) 

o 
o 
o 
6 
o 
2 
o 

16 

B.5 
35 
35 
22 
22 
22 
22 
35 
35 
35 
35 
11 
35 
17.5 
35 
7 

IB.f 
10.5 
10.5 
10.5 
10.5 
13.5 
18.5 
18.5 
18.5, 

6 
18.5 

7.5 
18.5 

3 

12.0 
10.0 

9.2 
8.3 

34.3 

24.2 

35.3, 

Ties in ranks are averaged 

() 

:) 

35 
35 
20 
23 
211 
25 
35 
35 
35 
35 
11 
35 
15 
35 

9 

2 
18.5 
1B.S 

1') 

11 
12 
'!l ~ .1. ..... :> 
18.5 
18.5 
18.5 

5 
18.,5 

7 
18.5 

4 

o 
~.O 

-0.3 
-').11 

2.8 
-5.5 

D 
o 
o 
3.8 
G 
S .1 
o 
2.4 

-111-

932.5 
14 97 ~5 
14 97.5 

4 52.5 
36 19 81 
37 20 83 
IS 6 62 
42 22 112 
27.5 14 97.5 
27.5 14 97.5 
27.5 14 97.5 
14, 5 36 
27.5 ,14 97.5 
5 2 37.5 

27.5 14 97.5 
17 8 33.0 

24 
25 
21 
42 
32.5 
32.5 
32.S 
12 
32.5 
13 
32.5 
11 

si 
23.5 
39.5 
41.S· 
28.5 
59 
51 
51 
51 
16 
51 
16.5 
51 ' 
15 

4 
17 
17 

8 
11 
12 
10 
22 
17 
17 
17 

5 
17 

6 
17 

3 

, '.\ 



--~---"~ '-

-,.,' I 
1!\lJj ,f, 52 

I /(f 
ROBBERY INDEX, RAXEPER 100,000 POPULATION 

. AND AVERAGE RATE CHANGE BY AGENCIES 

I 1976 

Average 

'1, Index . Rate Rate 
Index Rank Fate Rank Gharlge 

REGION I I Benewah SO 0 71 0 71 0 
.Bonner SO 1 38.5 7.4- 4-7 -0.1 

I SandQoint PD 2 26.5 36.4 24 t~ .l~ 

Boundar:l SO 1 38.5 25.2 29 8.4 
Bonners ferry PD 0 71 0 71 0 

Clearwater SO 0 71 0 71 0 I Pierce PD 0 71 0 71 
. Idaho. SO 0 71 0 71 -3.5 

Grangeville PD 0 71 0 71 0 I' Kootenai SO 3 20.5 13.2 39 -1.4-
Coeur d'Alene PD 16 5.5 88.9 5 8.2 
Post FallS' PD 3 20.5 68.8 9 15.8 'I latah SO 1 38.S 8.4 46 2.8 
Moscow PD 2 26.5 11.9 It2 1.8 

lewis SO 0 71 0 71 0 ,I Nez Perce SO 0 71 0 71 0 
lewiston PD 18 4 58.1 14 2.9 

Shoshone SO 0 71 0 71 -2.4 ,I Kellogg PD 4- 15.5 110.7 3 36.9 
·Osburn PD 1 38.5 46.9 19 46.9 
Pinehurst PD 0 71 0 71 xx 

I Smelterville PD 2 26.5 244.2 1 
Wallace PD 0 71 0 71 -31.0 

I REGION II 
Ada SO 22 3 72.5 8 21.1 

Boise PD 76 1 76.0 '7 6.1 'I Giirden City PD 1 38.5 28;4 26 14.2 
KlU1a PD 0 71 0 71 0 
Heridian PD 3 20.5 46.2 20 15.4 

Adams SO 0 '71 0 71 0 I Boise SO 0 71 0 71 0 
ean:yon SO 6 12 19.1 35 O.S 

Caldwell PD 11 9 63.8 10 ... 14.4 I Nampa PD 14 7 59.4 12 2.8 
EJ.Jrore SO 1 3iL 5 8.8 45 0.1 

HOW1tain Home PD q 15.5 48.2 18 -12.6 I Gem SO 0 71 0 71 0 
lmnett PD (1 '71 (1 '71 ,..:" • 7 . 

OWyhee SO I 38.5 23.1 ~I 1.8 t, Homedale PD 0 71 . 0 i~ ~ 
Payette. SO 1 38.5 16.0 37 5.3 

FrUitland PD 0 7I 0 7I -27.7 I Ne\", PIYlIDuth ~D 1 .38.5 88.2 t:: 
J 

Pa~ette PD 3 2Q.S 55.0 15 U.S 
Valley SO 0 71 0 71 0 I; C'ascaae PD 0 71 0 71 0 

:. , 

'McCall PD 1 38.5 32.9 " 25 11.0 
, Washington SO 2 26.5 49.2 1'7 16.4 

.··.1 WeTser ' PD 1 38.S 21.'1 3d '/ • '1. 

" 
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(Robbery Index, rate per 100,000 pop., contd. ) 

I Index Rate Average (:" 

Index Rank Rate Rank 
Rate 
Chanflie 

I 
REG10N III 

Bannock SO 3 20.5 38.4· 23 2.0 

I 
Chubbuck PD 0 71 0 71 -25.4 
Pocatello PD 56 2 131.6 2 25.3 

Bear lake SO 0 71 0 71 ~9.8 

I 
.."Jiontpelier PD 0 71 0 71 0 
Bmgham. SO 3 20.5 IS.7 38 1.7 

Blackfoot PD 7 11 60.9 11 9.4 

I 
Shelley PD a 71 0 71 0 

Blaine SO 0 71 0 71 -8.0 
Hailey PD 0 71 0 71 
Ketchum PD 0 71 0 71 -13.3 

I Sun Valley PD 0 71 0 71 0 
Ponnevi11e SO 5 13.5 23.4 30 0.8 (. 

Idaho Palls PD 16 5.5 43.1 21 -4.7 ~ 

I Butte SO 0 71 0 71 0 - ,(:: 

krdo PD 0 71 0 71 0 
Camas SO 0 71 0 71 0 

I Caribou SO 1 38.5 22.3 32 -3.0 
Soda Springs PD 1 38.5 25.9 27 8.6 

Cassia SO 2 26.5 19.0 36 6.3 

I Burley PD 8 10 91.2 4 -5.0 
Clark SO 0 71 0 71 0 
Custer SO 0 71 0 71 0 

I 
Franklin SO 1 38.5 12.0 41 4.0 
F'rerrDnt SO 1 38.5 10.0 44 -0.3 
Q)ocling SO 1 38.5 12.8 40 -0.7 

I 
Q)oding PD 0 71 0 71 0 

Jefferson SO 1 38.5 10.2 43 3.4 
Rig'Qy PD 0 71 0 71 0 

I 
Jerome SO 0 71 0 71 -6.1 

Jerome PD 0 71 0 71 -5.0 
lBmhi SO 0 71 0 71 0 

I 
Sa.J..rrpn PD 0 71 0 71 0 

Lincoln SO 0 71 0 71 0 
11adison SO 0 71 0 71 0 

Rexburg PD 0 71 0 71 0 

I MIDidoka SO 5 13.5 40.0 22 5.3 
RU]2ert PD 1 38.5 20.0 :;.';Ili 0.1 v.:. .. · -

Oneida SO 0 71 0 71 0 ,,; Power SO 0 71 0 71 0 
American FallsPD 2 26.5 58.8 13 19.6 

Teton SO 0 71 0 71 0 

I 'lWin Falls SO 4- 15.5 25.5 28 8.5 .----
BuIll PD n 71 0 71 -10.2.,· 
Yillnber1y .PD 0 71 0 71 0 

I Twin :r~,ls PD 12 8 49.5 16 -1.2 
">"i 

Ties in:r.:'ank were averaged. 

'I Pinehurst failed to participate- July-December, 1976. 
Average rate>change was based on four years of da.ta (1913-1976) except: for the 
following agencies: 

I 
Bonners Ferry PD, Osburn PO, Caacade PD, and Kimberly PD, were based on two 

years of data (1975-1976). 
and Chubbu.ck " " Post Falls PD,Garden Cit.y PD~Kuna PD, Caldwell J?D, ".Fru.itland PD, 

I 
PD; were based on three years of data (1914-1976). ". 

Pierce ;PD~ Smelterville PD~ ~ew Plymouth J,lD~:aai1ey PD~ were not calculated a· 

.'\ since 1976 is the first year theyrep.orted separately. !;. 
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A Survey of B~lcWy 

The lda.h:::l UniformCr:>:ime Reports (UCR) defme bur>g;La.ry as any tmlawful entry 
or attempted forcible e.ilt'ry of astructu.re to cbrnmi t a felony or theft. In that 
publication, burglary is divided into three categories: (1) Forcible entry, (2) 
Unlawful entry~ and (3) Attempted forcible entry. 

. Repoflted burglaries decreased slightly :in 1976 over 1975.. A plot of the 
burglary :P-1te;;..per--100, 000 1.t"'l "Idaho looks very similar to the frequency plot, as can 
be seen in Figure 37, page 115. However another increase is estiJIJ.a.ted for 1977 in 
both the reported frequency and the rate/lOO,OOO. Table 53 below srows the burglary 
t'ate in Idaho compared to the n,ationalbtl:r>glary rate as listed by the FBI Annual 
Report. Not only is the burglary rate in Idam increasing, but it is rapidly 
apPl-oaching the ..tuonal rate (from 50% :in 1968 to 70% in 1975). 

TABLE 63 

BURGlARY PER 100,000 POPUIAT1:0N, IDAHO, U.S., AND WES'I'ERN STATES 

1968-1976 
Westem* 

Year Idaho U.S~ States 
1968 470.6 932."3 1,347.3 
1969 590.0 9SiJ.,1 1,437.1 
1970 673.6 1,084.9 1,541.8 
1971 741.8 1,163.5 1,653.1 
1972 754.6 1,140.8 1,687.2 
1973 848.7 1,222.5 1,766.1 
1974 988.3 1,437.7 1,929.9 
1975 1,066.0 1,525.9 2,029.4 
1976 1,036.1 1,439.4 1,962.1 

~'~(X!ime in the U.S. - 1968-1976, FBI 

Another interesting trend is the changing ratio of residential versus non
residential burglaries ill Idah::>. Table 54 shows the percentages sinqe 1974 in the 
state. 

TABLE 54 

RESIDENTIAL vs. NON-RESIDENTIAL BURGLARIES 

Year 

1974 
1975 
1976 

1974....;1976)" 

Residential 
Burglaries -

(% of Total) 
52.5 
55.0 
59.8 

Non
Resid~tial 
"J3l.ir'glaries 
(% of Total) 

47.5 
45.0 
40.2 

*Idaho UCR, 1974,1975,1976 

--114.,. 

I 
,I" 

I 
'I: 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
'I 
I 
I' 
I 
I 
I 
fl" 
:1 
I' 



~ '\ 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
'I 
I 
I 
I 
I' 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I, 
,7 

I 
I 
'I 

'I 
\~i';1 
\1 
I .' .\, 

1;200 

1,100 

1,000 

900 

800 

700 

400 

FIGURE 37 

BURGlARY RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION 

1968 - 1976 AND 1977 ESTDvJATE 
I 

STA'IE OF IDAHO 

-- '!':~ 

1,165.5 (1971 Estimate) 

~--~--~--~--~~------~~--~--~ 
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The 197s united St~tes UCR gives a national figUre of 64% for residential 
burgJ;a:bies. In Idaho the percentage: of :residentia.;L burglavies res :increased eaoh 

" yeaps:ince 1971~ to the present. Not only did the percentage of residential bur
g1clries increase during 1976, but the actual ntllnber re];X)rted increased even though 
total rep:>rt~d btrr'glaries decreased, Ttru..s, all the decre;lse was 'reported in the 
non ... residE~I):f ,_~J category. 

TIME OF OCCURRENCE 

It is very difficult to determine the t.:iJne a burglary offense was corrnnitted. 
The 1976 Idaho UCR and special burglary studies conducted by the Statistical 
Analysis Center (SAC) l.:cth re];X)rt large numbers of bJrg1a.riesror which the time of 
daYW3.suriknO'wn. This was especially true for residential bl1rlglaries since nany . 

.. . .occ1.lrt'ed while the occupant had been gone for several days. The 1976 Idaho UCR 
reported more burglaries in the residential unJmwon category than for either 
residential burglaries were reported in the unknown category and, as would be 
expecteq,J1K)st of them were r>e];X)rted as occurring at night. Special turglary 
studies by the SAC showed th3.t JIlOst of the unknown non-residential burglaries 
occtlI"r'ed on weekends or. holidays while the establishnents were closed. 

The day of the week was also difficult to determine for burglaries s:ince many 
of them occurred the prior night, bat it was not known if the offense happende be
fore or aftet'midnight. Tn two studies of 1975 burglaries (Coeur d'Alene and Nampa) 
conducted by SAC, burglaries were sorted by week for those offenses where sufficient 
informa.t";)n . was available to make a determination. The numbers from the two studies 

. were 8orril::i:ined :in order to :rrake the fi>eque..l1cies large enough in each category for 
_.ost.;ttisticalana1ysis. The table of burglaries by the week is given on the following 

page. AcPi-square goodness of fit test yieQds rejection of a uniform distribution 
hypothesis at the • 05 level. Thus, tte burglaries per week in this table do not have 
a· consistent 11. 7 average from week to week. Notice the big jump :k"l burglarieJ3 per 
week starting with week 37 (September lO-l6) and the decrease after week 47 -
(Nove.rnber 19-25). The period from the n:inth we,ek (February 26-:Maroh 4) through the 
seventeenth week (April 23-29) was a relatively low period. 

MEI'HOD OF ENTRY 

From Table 56, it can be seen that approxinately one-thin:! of the burglaries 
in Idaho for H174-1975 involved no-force entries. The percentage of no·-force entries 
increased to 36% in 1976. 

TABLE 56 

BURGLARY BY TYPE OF ENTRY~~ 

IDAHO 

1974-1976 

we . 1974 1975 

Fo!'Cible entries 62.0% 62.6% 
Unlawful entries 

no force 32.0% 31. 5% 
Attempted 6~0% 5.9% 

~'¢Idah:> DCR, 1974, 1975, 1976 

1976 

57.3% 

36.1% 
6.6% 

'I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I' 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
'I 
I 
I 
I 
I • 
I 
I,. 
1.,' ! 

I 
I 



--- ----- ----- ---

J\ ' 

I~·-
T!illL£ 0'/ 

(.;f' 

I BURGLARY BY WEEK 

NAMPA - COEUR d'AlENE 

I 1975 

Month Week # . Burglaries 

.1 ------
January 1 ~7 1 17 

8-14 2 3 

I 15- 21 3 . 5 
22-28 4 6 \/~ 

29-4 5 14 

,I February 5-11 6 14 
12-18 7 15 
19-25 8 12 

I 
26-4 9 6 

t1arch 5-11 10 7 
12-18 11 7 

I 
19-25 12 8 
26-1 13 13 

Apr; 1 2-8 14 6 

I 
9-15 15 6 

16-22 16 9 
23-29 17 8. 
30-6 18 12 

I I~ay 7-13 19 '10 
14-20 20 '10 
21-27 21 " . "l3 

I 28--3 2i 9 
June 4~10 23 13 

11-17 24 14 

I 18- 24 25 12 
25-1 26 14 

July 2-8 27 11 

I 9-15 28 11 
16-22 29 10 
23-29 30 8 

I 30-5 31 3 
August 6-12 32 10 

19-19 33 4 

I 20-26 34 11 
27-2 35 10 

September 3-9 36 7 

I' 10-16 37 17 
17-23 38 19 
24-30 39 23 

I 
October 1-7 40 11 

8 -14 41. 20 
15- 21 42 \\3 

I 
22-28 43 21 
29-4 44 18 

November 5-11 45 16 

'I 12,..18 46 21 
19-25 47 11 
26-2 48 10 

I 
December 3-9 49 16 

10-16 50 9 
17-23 () 51 ' 1S 

I 
24-31 52 

" 
18 ' 

606 
.,~. 

'··1 
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, , No-force burgla,rd,es a;J:1e one of the least reported Part I offenses, as seen' from I 
victim ):'eporting data in Table 58. In fact , the table shows that the number of actual . 
x;o-force . bJJ.rlglaries could possi~lY outnumbe~ th~ forcible en~. burglaries. Addi tiODa.1I' , 
mforr:atl.on about burglary entrl.es by locat1on 1S presented m Tables 59 through 62 on 
the following pages. 

TABLE 58 

RESIDENTXAL AND NON-R,ESIDENTJAI.. 

Entry Residential Percent Non-Residential 

No Force 
Force 
Unkno ... m 

Total 

56 
83 
41 

180 

31.1 
46.1 
22.8 

100 % 

TABLE 59 

TYPE Of ENTRY 

16 
30 
10 

56 

COEUR D'ALENE REPORTED BURGLARIES 
JANUARY-DECEMBER, 1975 

Type of EntrJ';. . Non-Residential Percl::!nt , Residential 

Leg'ill 
Illegal - no force 
III ega 1 ... force 
Attempted Illegal - no force 
Attempted III ega 1 - force 
UnknO\vn 
No Entry (not used in figuring 

percent) 
'lbtal 

6 
26 
78 
o 
4 

20 

o 
134 

4.5 
19.4 
58.2 
o 
3.0 

14.9 

100 % 

*Percentages may hot always equal 100% due to rounding. 
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1 
51 
66 
o 
3 

33 

2 
156 

Percent 

15.1 
75.5 
9.4 

100 % 

Percent 

.6 
33.1' 
42.9 
o 
1.9 

21. 4 

99.9%* 
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TABLE 60 

TIPE or ENTRY 

REPORTED BURGIARIES 

NAMPA POLICE DEPARl'MENT 

J,ANUAKi ... DECEMBEB" ;1,975 

Type of Entry Non-Residential Percent 

Illegal no force 21 16. 1 
Illegal - force 89 68.5 
Attempted Illegal - no fOl'ce 3 2.3 
fltteillpted Illegal - force 2 1.5 
Unkno\l/n 15 11. 5 
No Entry (not used in figuring %) 5 

Total 135 99.9* 

*Percentages may not always equal 100% due to rounding. 

" , ) 

TABLE 61 

TYPE OF ENTRY 

CALJ)rNELL REPORTED BURGLARIES 

1975 - 1976 

Residential/Non-Residential Burglaries 

Percent Premises Locked at Time of Burglary 
Residential 
Commercial 
Tota 1 

Entry Force For All Offenses - By Percent* 
No Force. 
Force of 000)' 
Fo)'ce of \~i ndo\~ 
Force of Other Point 
UnknO\'m if Forced 

1976 
61% 
88% 
70% 

1976 
36% 
28~ 
24~, 

4% 
8% 

Residential 

42 
67 

1 
24 
7 
0 

141 

Pel'cent 

29;8 
47.5 

.7 
17,,0 

5.0 

100.0 

1975 
660/, 
93% 
80% 

1975 
26% 
38<:: 
25~ 
3t11 

" 

Entry Force by Category in Percents* 
. Residential Commercial 

no Force 
Force of Door 
Force of Window 
Force of Other Point 
Unknown if Forced 

~:BA.sed on actual bwg1aries: 
llJ1founded. 

1976 19751976 19'75 
43~ 37~ 22% 15~ 
26% 34% 32% 43% 
24% 20% 26% 30% 
o 0 11% 5% 

.. n~ 9~ .' 9%. 7% 
do~s not include attempted burglaries nOr' 

-119,... 
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T£\BLE 62 

TYPE or ENTRY 

NN1PA· REPORTED BURGlMIES 
19,76 

Res i dent i al 
Quantity Percent 

Total Offenses 207 100% 
Forced Entry 118 57 
No Force 59 29 
Attempted 30 14 

Entry Force 

Tota1 Offenses 207 100% 
, No Force 48 23 

Force of Door 74 36 
Force of \~indO\-'J 58 28 
Force other poi nt 2 1 
Force unknown 25 12 

Non~Res i denti a 1 

Total Thefts 95 1 OO~~ 
Fo)~ced Entry 84 89 
Unl a~'/ful Entry 7 7 
Attempted 4 4 

Entry Force 

Total offenses 95 100% 
No Force 5 5 
Force of Door 44 46 
Fo)"ce of Window 34 36 
Force other point 9 10 
Force unknown 3 3 

From these tables it is appa:rentth3.t of the bu,vglary entries requiring no 
force, the, residential locations outnumber the non-residential locations by"l--wo to 
one. Since the data is from four separate locations and is for different calendar 
years, the consistency of this situation becOJreS quite certain. 

\1 
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Because of the large num]::.er of· unJenowns, few conclus;ions can be dram mm 
the following tables whLch give the ].X)ints of entry for the btJ:rlglarieS. It is the 
suspicion of the researchers that in JIaL1Y of these instances victims and . police we~e 
able to determine how entry was gained, but officers failed.. to :include this .infor
rration on offense rep::lrts. Of the known locations, doors were the most frequent 
points of entJ::ly for roth residential and ron-residential burglaries in all four 
studies thus sUPPOr'ting previous statements concerning no-force entries. for the 
Caldwell and Nampa 1976 analysis of entries, refer toTables 60 and 61, page 119~ 

Point of Entry 

Ibor 
Wino()r' 
G; "" Jr 
P. \"." _ premise 
t , ...:IllZI1t 
other 
Unknown 

Total 

TABLE 63 

pomr OF ENTRY 

LEWISTON BURGLARIES 

1974 

Residential % 

78 37.8 
42 23.3 

4 2.2 
0 0 
9 5.0 
2 1.1 

55 30.6 

180 100.0 

TABLE 64 

POINT OF ENTRY 

Non-
Residential % 

48 45.7 
33 31.4 
1 1.0 
1 1.0 
3 2.9 
3 2.9 

16 15.2 

105 100.0 

COEUR d f AlENE REPORTED BURGLARIES 

JANUARY':"DECEMBER, 1975 . 
Non-

Point of Entry Residential % . , 'l\es;iderttial ' '% 

DJor 58 43.2 68 48.6 
Window 36 26.9 29 18.6 
Garage doo):' a a 13 8.3 
Adjacent premise a 0 0 0 
Basement 2 1.5 3 1.9 
Ventilator 1 .7 0 0 
Other 5 3.7 4 2.·6 
UnknOW<1 32 23.9 37 23.7 
None '2 1.3 

Total 134 99.9 156 100.0 
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Foint of Entry 
IbOr 
WindoW 
(?arage door 
AQjacent p!lernise 
Basement 
Ventilator 
Other 
Unknown 

Tota,l 

PO:cN"T or ENI'RY 

J,ANUAR't-DECEMBER, 1975 

Non ... 
Residential % 

64 '49~2 
36 27.7 
4 3,0 
0 0.0 
1 ,8 
0 0.0 
5 3.8 

20 15.4 

130 100.0 

PROP~ TMGBI'S 

Residential' % 
65 45,1 
33 23.4 
2 1.4 
o 0,0 
4 2,8 
a 0.0 
o 0.0 

37 26.2 

141 99.9 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

By cornb:ining the. 1974 Lewiston study, the 1975 studies :in Nampa, Coe'l.JXl d 'Ale~e, I 
Cald~ll, and the 1976 Caldwell and Nam,pa studies, over 1,550 burglaries were analyzed. 
Cash 'was tp.e item most frequently taken :L'1 <;ill studies with 371 (23.8%) reported 
instances of missing rroney lnissing. Other popular targets were televisions, radios, I 
pl1onographs, stereos, and' conmercial and trade tools. Data from three studies 
(Na.mpa~ lewiston, and Coew d t Alene) indicated that in 118 incidences (13.9%) victims 
found nothingmi.ssing. I 

VALUE LOSS 

The dollar loss which resulted f+DJl1 the burgJiwies studied is listed :in the 
following tables. It is significant to note that of the 374 non.,..residential bur
glc;lries which occ~d in LBwiston~ Coe'l.JXl d'Alene, and Nampa the dollar loss 
category which srowed the highest percentage was the $0 loss category, excluding 
any c:iam,:l.ge done to the premises. The category with the greatest dollar loss for 
non"'l'6sidential b'l.JXlglaries :in these three studies was the $200.00-$499.99 cacegory. 

In ~sidential burglaries the category of greatest dollar loss was the $100.00-
$199.99 oategorry, followed by the $200.00-$499.99 category. A significant percent9.ge 
of residential burglaries also srowed $0 loss. . 

I 
I 
I 
I' 
I The average value loss in reported non-residential bJrglaries :in Caldwell res 

incrt;a.,sed in:mlendously from 1974 to 1976. In 1974, the aver9.ge non-residential loss 
~sbelowthe average for residential 1;xlt'glaries; increases through 1975 and 1976 na.ve 

. cOIl't~'ibrted to its present average loss of m:)re than double the average residential los. 
forl~76. . -. 

-.1.22 ... 
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I TABLE 66 

TarAL LOSS FOR NON-RESIDENTIAL 

I AND RESIDENTIAL BURGlARIES, LEWIS'l'ON 
1974 

I Non-
Total IDss Residential % Resident;i.al !5 

I $ 0.00 24 13.3 13 12,4 
0.01- 4 .. 99 5 2.8 7 6.7 

I 5.00- 19.99 11 6.1 14 13.3 / ,.' 
20.00- 49.99 11 6.1 13 12.4 
50.00- 99.99 20 ILl, 6 S.7 

I 100 •. 00- 199.99 33 18.3 ' 15 14.3 
200.00- 499.99 23 12.8 15 14.3 

". 

500.00- 999.99 13 7.2 8 7.6 

I 1,000.00 or more 9 5.9 3 2.9. 
Unknown 31 17.2 11 10.5 

Total 180 99.9 105 100.1 

I 
I 

TABLE 67 

toLlAR LOSS OF ALL BURGLARIES REPORTED ill COEUR d'ALENE 

I 
JANUARY-DECEMBER, 1975 

Non-
Total IDss Residential % Residential % 

I, $ 0.00 16 11.9 15 9.6 
0.01- 4.99 5 3.7 5 3 .• 2 
5 .. 00- 19.99 9 6.7 9 5.8 

I 20.00- 49.99 18 13.4 16 10.3 
50.00- 99.99 10 7.5 12 7.7 

100.00- 199.99 11 8.2 28 17.9 

I 200.00- 499.99 14 10.4 18 11.5 
500.00- 999.99 6 4.5 14- 9.0 

1,000.00 or more 10 7.5 12 7.7 

I Unknown 35 26.1 27 17.3 

Total 134 99.9 156 100.0 

I 
I 
I: 
I 
·1 
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TA.BLB 68 

OOll-AA LOSS OF ALL, REWR'l'ED lURGI..ARTES 

NAM?A POLICE DWPARJl1ENT 
JANUARY -U!C£M:BE;,R, 1975 

Non-
Iblliw AnPlmt Residenti.a.l % Rea:i.dent:i.al % 

.1 , ~ 

$ 0.00 35 25,9 26 18.4 
0.01- 4~99 5 3~7 6 4.3 
5;.00- 19~99 12 8.9 5 3.5 

20.00- 49.99 8 5.9 13 ' 9.2 
5()~ 00-' 99 ~ 99 14 10.4 22 15.6 

,109 .. 00-199.99 11 8.1 17 12.1 
209·00-4-99.9~ 26 19.3 31 22.0 
500. 00-999. 99' 7 5.2 12 8.5 

. 1, 000 or-nore 11 8.1 8 5.7 

Total 129 99.9 140 100.0 

TABJ4; 69 

PROPERl'Y VAlVE 8REAl<IX>WN 

CAUWELL REPORmD 13lJRGIARIES 
~'.,; 1974-1976 

1976 1975 1974-

Resident-ial $36,122 $21,467 $19,464-
Increase ffOm prior year 68~ 10% 
Average loss $244-.07 $233.34 $266.63 

Non~Residential $39,503 $24,674- $13,346 
Increase frOmpriOP year 61% 85% 
Average loss $493.79 $283.61 $180.35 

'lbtal Value $75,625 $46,141 $32,810 
Iric:r:tea.l:le from pr'iar. year 64% 41% 
Aver;age loss $331.69 $257.77 $223.20 

TabL~ 70 on, the fOll,owmg pa~ aga:in five$ evidence ,Of the problem Of, no-farce 
entries. Nearly 25% of the dollar losses to hlrglaries in Nampa in 1976 occt.trTed 
throughno";'forqe entires of residences, as cOrnp3I'ed to 3% of n::m-residential losses 
in the same, category. 

I I 
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TABLE 70 

DOLlAR LOSS OF BURGl.A.R:ffiS 

NAMPA'REl?ClRTED BURGLA:RIES 

1976 

Offenses Value Reporrted 
QuantiSl % Ibllars % 

Reside..Tltial 

Total offenses 207 100 $50,242 100 ' 
Forced entry 118 57 38,206 76 
No force 59 29 12,036 24 
Attempted 30 14 .... 0- 0 

Non-Residential 

Total thefts 95 100 51,460 100 
Forced entry 84 89 49,786 97 
Unlawful entry 7 7 1,674 3 
Attempted 4 4 -0- 0 

The total dollar loss in the State of Idaho :in 1976 ms $3,270,120i~73, an :in
crease of $234,996.32 over 1975. This increase is directlY ai:t:vibuted to residential 
burglaries, as non-residential burglary decreased from 1975 by approximately $53 ,000. 

it 

TABLE 71 
j' 

" 

Ii 
ANALYSIS OF BURGlARIES BY LOC'ATIOW'< 

I' 

STATE OF IDAHO i! 
, 

1976 " \: 
\ \ 

Number of Percent T\)tal Average 
Classification Offenses Distribution' , V~hue' " . , ' 'Value 

l't 
$359.84 Residence 5,146 59.7% $1,851\ 755.55 

" Day 1,129 13.1% 392\\235.51 347.42 
Night 1,916 22.2% 688V163.34 359.17 
Unknown 2,101 24.4% 771,356.70 367.14 
Non-Residence 3,467 40.3% 1,418,365.18 409.10 
IBy 260 3,0% 59,303,.55 228.09 
Night 2,604 30.2% 1,117,772.26 429.25 
Unknown 603 7.0% 241,289.34- 4-00.15 

Total 8,613 100.0% $3,270,120.73 $379.67 

-125-
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THE DISCOVERER OF BURGIARIES 

Burglary, a crime of stealth and opp::>rtunity, is comtnittE?d by someone who has 
no legal right to be on the premises; therefore, a large majority of offenses occur 
athilSht or in the absence of the occupant. For this reason few are discovered in 
progress and statistics f:i:x>m SAC studies reflect this fact. Dstta identifying the 
discoverer app:roximately 1,150 burglaries revealed the fOllowing: victims, employees, 
or :i.n.:h3.bitants discovered 75% of non-residential burglaries and 87% of residential 
b1.rr'glaries; police. officers or security guards discovered 33 non-residential and tm 
:r:'esidential J:>ul:lglaries eitrer in progress or soon after while on patrol. Alarms 
detected the breaking ahd enter:ing in 20 (4.3 %) of 465 non-residential burglaries. 
Fourteen (70%) of the 20 occurred in Nampa; at least eight of the 14 are known to 
mve occtlX.'red in Nampa at Karcher M3.l1 which might be expected to h3.ve several 
alanns because of expandable gratings used as doors. Available data from the 
Caldwell study indicated two additional alarm detections, with apprehension and 
conviction of burglars, occu.rr:ing in roth :incidences. 

Discoverer 

TABLE 72 

DISCOVERER OF BURGLARIES' 

NAMPA POUCE DEPAR'IMENT 

JANUARY;"DECEMBER, 1975 

Non-Residential 
Frequency % 

Residential 
Frequency % 

Police officer 16 11.9 0 o. a 
Victim/employee 97 71.9 118 83.7 
Relative/friend/acquaintance 3 2.2 17 12.1 
Citizen witness 8 5.9 2 1.4 
Citizenpa.ssing 3 2.2 2 1.4 
Alarm 8 5.9 0 0.0 
All other 0 1. 7 

--~----------,------------------~--
Total 135 100.0 

TABLE 73 

DISCOVERER OF BURGLARIES 

NAMPA POlJ!CE DEPARTMENT 

1976 

Discc>vet'e:r 
.-

Victim or victim's 
Near victim 
Passerby 
Police officer 
Unknown 
Alarm 

Total 

Non-Residential 

employee 84 
2 
1 
1 
1 
6 

95 

9.: o 

89 
2 
1 
1 
1 
6 

100 

141 100.0 

Residential ., 0 
"6 

185 89 
21 10 
1 1 
a 0 
a a 
a - a 

207 100 
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TABLE 74 

DISCOVERER OF NON-RESIDENTIAL AND 

RESIDENTIAL BURGlARIES 

LE.WISTON REPORl'ED BURGLARIES 

1974 

Discoverer 

Police officer 
Victim/employee! 

inhabitant 
Relative!friend! 

acquaintance 
Citizen witness 
Citizen passing 
Alarm 
All other 
Unknown 

Total 

Residential 

o 

168 

II 
3 
o 
o 
o 
o 

182 

TABLE 75 

DISCOVERER OF BURGLARIES 

COEUR D f ALENE REPORI'ED BURGlARIES 

~~ANUARY-DECEMBER, 1975 

Discoverer 

Police officer 
Other public official 
VictimJemployee 
Relative/friend/acquaintance 
Citizen witness 
Citizen passing 
Alarm 
All other 
Unknown 

Total 

Non-Residential 
frequency % 

5 3.7 
o 0 

92 68.7 
2 1.5 
4 3.0 
4 3.0 
5 3.7 
4 3.0 

18 13.4 

134 100.0% 

Non
'Residential 

11 

78 

2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
5 

101 

Residential 
, ':F:t>e9,uenc,y , 

2 
o 

126 
13 

6' 
1 
o 
o 

14 

1.3 
o 

80.8 
8.3 
o 
0.6 
a 
o 
9.0 

156 100.0%, 

BURGLARY CLEARANCES AND PERSONS ARRESTED 

Burglary offenses cleared in the State of Idaho in 1976 aJIPUnted to 1,745; the 
number of persons arrested was 1, 821. As seen from Table 76, page l2 8, llOt'le 
j1.lveniles were arrested than adults, but adult arrests clearednoreoffenses. 

, 1 



TABLE 76 

BURGLARY OFFENSES CLEARED AND PERSONS ARRESTED~" 

STATE OF ID!\HO 

1976 

Offenses Pe:r;'sons 
Cleared· % AtTested % 

Adult ArTests 990 56.7 754- 4-l.4-
Juvenile Arrests 755 43.3 1,067· 58.6 

Total 1,745 100.0% 1,821 100.0% 

;"Idaho UCR, 1976 

Burg1.a.ry clearance rates in Idaho have shown a slight increase since 1974, 
the. first year Statewide data was published by the Crd.minal Identification Bureau. 
In 197~, 19% of the burglary offenses were cleared, in 1975, 19. 9%, and in 1976, 

. >20%. There percentages are atove the national clearance rate of 18% for toth 1974-
and 1915*.HO'wever, :in Idaho :in 197'+, 1975, and 1976, all other Part I offenses 
(llll.lr'der, rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny ~ and rotor vehicle 
-theft) had higher clearance percentages t~ burglary. 

.. . Tnere are no Statewide bUl:"glary offender flow charts available for Ida.1'o. 
However, SAC has undertaken a study of bu"C'glars in the Idaho Criminal Justice 
System through an examination of 1975 burglary arrests in five Idaho counties and 
one Idaho city*~'c. These six studies were conducted in six of the State's seven 
Judicial Districts and represent 45% of all 1975 adult burglary arrests. 

To lccate and trace individuals through the entire legal system, original 
recoms were consulted. Adult burglary arrests for 1975 were extracted from 
art'est dockets of sheriffs f offices, police deparbnents, and j ails in Ada C01.mty, 
Bannock County, Bonneville County, Kootenai County, Nampa City and Twin Falls 
County. By ID3Dual review of these dockets, research analysts identified 372 
adults by name and date of birth. (The UCR reported. 826 total adult burglary arrrests 
in Idaho in 1975). County magistrate court dockets were then searched to determine 
mich individuals were dismissed, prosecuted, and/oX" adjudicated. In certain 
agencies, dockets were not routinely kept, and ffi311ual X"eview of files and court 
records was necessary. This docket and file search was X"epeated in local district 
court records, prosecuting attorneys' offices, and the X"ecords department of the 
Idaho State Co:r:rectional Institution. The results were tabulated and reproduced 
in the following illustrations, tables and narratives. 

*Cr:'tine In The United States, 1975, Uniform Cr:i.me Reports. 

"n'c,All data within this report reflects January through December 1975, arrests in all 
of Ada COunty, Bannock County, Bormevil1e (',.o\1Dty, Twin Falls County and Nr31I[>a City 
(lqcated :in Canyon County), and January through August arrests in Kootenai County. 
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Charrts XI and XII depict the flow of offenders through the Criminal Justice 
System and the percentage of persons entering vaI'ious disposi tiona]. categories. In 
Chart XI, percentages are resed on the total of persons ~sted (input percentages); 
and in ClErt XII ,percentages are resed on the number of persons enteringea.ch' 
separate branch of the Criminal Justice process (decision point percentages). For 
instance, 212 persons v.ere convicted following arrest for burglary. They represent 
57% of the 372 persons arTested (Chart Xl), and 80% of the 265 persons who ~e 
prosecuted by the State (Ch3rt XII). 

More detailed analyses of convictions and other composite data from Charts 
XI and XII will be presented along with explanatory charts and tables in the text 
of this report. 

ARRESTS 

Arrest dockets from the six study areas revealed the arrest of 16 fenales 
and 356 males for burglary with males accounting for 95.796 of all a..YTests and females 
for,1.t.3%. 

PRE-TRIAL RELEASE 

The najority of burglary defendcmts studied - 55,6% - were released fr:om 
custody while awaiting legal process, as shown in Table 77, page 130. The custody 
status of 43 (11.6%) burglary defendants was DIJt' available in the file and records. 
For 20 of these 43 persons, custody status was sirrply not apparent in the official 
records. The remaining 23 have no records because they were not introduced to the 
court system by the PlX'secutor. The latter will be disregaI'ded for the remainder of 
this report, except that trey remain in the total nurriJ:;erl of arrests and are considered 
under "Dismissals", page 136. 

Of the 329 defendants for whom custody status was known, 37.1% were rem::mded to 
jail in lieu of bond. Another 43.2% posted: bond and 19.8% were released on their 
own recognizance, for a release total of 63% of these defendants. ,Four of these 
defendants (all males; three ROR, one on bond) absconded aT'ld.failed to ClPpear fort 
further legal process. Absconders constituted 1.1% of all defei10antsr€ileased. 
In addition to formal absconder figures, two more individuals absconded 'following 
conviction, but prior to sentencing. Their cases were dismissed when it was leamed 
th3.t one had fled to Mexico and one had teen detained and sentenced for, '.;3. felony 
charge in another county. These individuals were tabulated anong "Dismissals" 
thrcughout this report. \ 

In addition to the above figures, Table 77, page 132, explores differences 
in custody status of males and females in this study. 
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CHART XI 

BURGlARY 

SIX-AREA STUDY 

INPlJI' PERCENTAGES 

Offenses 
ReDorted 

~ 

Not Observe 
I-~"" 

Not Reported 

Observed 
Not Reported 

LJ. (1.1%) 
Failw.'e to 
Appear 

.265 . 9-

~ p!~o:ecu-te .-~. 
. 80 (21. 5%) 
m:srnissed by 

Pro:JecutCt1' 

Founded 
Offenses 

Unfounded 
Offenses 

(60%) 

Convict 

Aequi.t 

(12.4%) 

Diumiss 

4 (1.1%) 

Pending 

Offenses 
not claared 

28 (7.5%) 

r
I 
I 

_J 

·9 
(2.i{,%) 

LJ.5 (12.1%) " 
Prison/ 
120 da'!J 

66 (17.7%) 
3LJ. 

(9.1%) 

372 
Persons 

A 'P'Pes ted 

37 (9.9% 

Prison 

100 (26.9%) 

Probation 

5 <1.3%) 

Other 

Z3 (6:.,2%) 

'!lo fia!thcT' 
. ..: nf onnati.on 

(38.2% 

Release 
on O. R. 

122 (32.8%) 

Remain 
in Jail 

PI'obation 

I.FB (11.6%) 
No 

Probation 
6 (1.6%) 

Unknown 

Success . r 

Failure 

*Infornation on tWo prison/120 
days OI1two prison cases is 
lacking. 

);...:" 

" ._, 
. ,' .. 

'. ~':J 
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CHART XII 

BURGLARY 

SIX-AREA STUDY 

DECISION POINT PERCENJ:AGES 

Offenses 
Reported 

Observed 
Not Reported 

4- (1.1%) 
FaiZul'e to 
Appear 

265 (75.9%) 

Founded 
Offenses 

Unfounded 
Offenses 

212 (80%) 

Convict 

3 (1.1%) 

Dismiss 

1+ (1. 5%) 

Pending 

372 

-I 

PC!2'sons 
AY'"}'I"Rted 

5 

Other 

2 (.9%) 

D7:::;mis2 
--

14-2· (38.2%) 

Post Bait 

o'~ O. R. 

122 (32.8%) 

RCT'7ain 
.in tTaiZ 

~4----------'-.-.~--~~ 

~:Infornation on .tv;q prison/120 days . 
on tw::> prison cases islaclcing. 



Sex, 

113.le 
Ferrale 

Total Known 
, tJnk:nown 

Total Arrests 

TABLE 77 

ARRESTS AND PRE-TRIAL RELEASE 

SIX-ARPA SYSTEM RATES STUDY 

'BURGlARY 1975 

Arrested 
# % 

313 
16 

100 
100 

'329 100 
43 (all males) 

372 

Released O.R. 
#% 

60 
5 

65 19.8 

ANALYSIS OF CASES PROSECUTED 

Posted Bond 
# % 

135 
7 

142 

43.1 
13.8 

43.2 

Rem:mded 
To Jail 
# % 

118 37.9 
4 25.0 

122 37.1 

As mantioned before ,the county prosecutor declined to file charges in 23 cases 
(6.2% of ~sts), and proceeded with the prosecution of 349 cases (93.8%). Four 
defendants' <1.1%), absconded, T'erTOving themselves from the system, and the prosecution 
removed 99 (does not include two dismissals after conviction) (26.6%) more through 
motions for dismissal at various stages of legal process (see Chart XI, page 130). 
The State continued to press for convictions in 246 cases, or for 66.1% of thnse 
arrested. Convictions \~~re obtained in 86.2% of these prosecutE'd casE's, c'I"r ag~1innr 
57% of all persons arrested for burglary. Table 78, 1::elow, illustrates action takc>n 
in tragi strate and district courts and tarulates dismissals, acquittals, and convictions 
for 338 cases where inforination was mown. 

TABlE 78 

Results bf Prosecution 

ANALYSIS OF CASES PROSECUTED 

SIX-AREA SYSTEM RATES STUDY 

BURGLARY 1975 

M3.gistrate 
Court 

District· 
Court Total 

Defendant absconded 
Case dismissed by court 
Case dismissed by prosecutor 
Defendant acquitted by jury 
Defendan;t convicted by jury - rurglary 
Defendant convicted by jury of lesser crime 
Defendant pled guilty to burglary 
Dafendant pled gull ty to lesser crime 
Case pending 

Total 

2 
14 
50 

N/A 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 

34 
1 

101 (29.9%) 

,Not Filed • 
.- Unknown •• 

. . . . . . . . . . . ". . . . . . . . . . . . • • • • • .. . • • • • II • & • 

GRAND TOTAL 

2 
13 
49 

3 
9 
2 

127 
28 

3 

237 (70.1%) 

, . . . . . . . . , • • .' . • • 

At t:ime of tabulation, 11 cases were excluded as "unknown" when it was dis
covered that this particulart data lEd not ~en collected. 

4 
27 
99 

3 
9 
2 

127 
63 

I.: 

338 

73 
11 

372 
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M:igistrate courts disposed of 29.9% of cases where inforrration was known, and 
district courts disIX>sed of 70.1%. (Refer to Table 78.) 

CONVIcrIONS 

There were 14 trials held resulting in three acquittals and 11 convictions. 
Cbnviction by a jury constituted 5.2% of all convictions. As outlined in Table 79. 
Eighty-four (84) persons lodged a plea of guilty to burglary upon their first 
a:rrraignnent in district court. Another 66 persons initially pled not guilty, but 
later changed their pleas to guilty. Of these, 43 pled. guilty to burglary and 23 
pled guilty to either a reduced charge or some dtheI' felony. The reduced charges are 
depicted in Table 80. Of the 66 reduced ch9.rges in Table 80*' 44 (16.5% of.-those 
prosecuted) were misdemeanor'S and 22 were reduced felony offenses. 

Order of ' 
Prequency 

1 
2. 

3 
4 

5 

I) 

7 

. 8 

TABLE 79 

METHODS OF CONVICTION 
SIX-AREA SYSTEM RATES STUDY 

BURGlARY 19.75 

Method of Conviction 

Pled guilty to burglaL~ 
Changed not guilty plea to plea. of guilty to 

burglary 
Pled guilty to a lesser crime 
Changed not gull ty plea to plea of gull ty to a 

lesser crime 
Pled gull ty to burgl ary , conditions of plea 

unavailable 
Convicted of blirglary by jury . 
Pled guilty to lesser crime, conditions of plea 

unavailable 
Convicted of lesser crime by jury 

Total pleas of guilty to burglary 
Total pleas of guilty to lesser crimes 
Total· convictions by guilty plea 
Total convictions by jury 

Total convictions • • • • • . . .. . . . . 

-133-

Percentage 
of 

Frequency Convictions 

84 39.6 

43 20.3 
39 18 •. 4 

23 10.8 

9 4.2 
9 4.2 

3 1.4 
2 .9 

136 64.2 
65 30.7 

201 94.8 
11 5.2 

212 100.0 



Order of 
F.requenc¥ 

1 
2 
3 

TABLE 80 

coNVIcrroN STATUS 

SIX-AREA. SYSTEM RATES STUDY 

BURGLARY' 1975 . 

Status of Percentage of 
. CoriViC'.!ticiri Frequency.· Corivict.:l;ons 

Burglary 146 68.9 
Misdemeanor 44 20.7 
other felony 22 10.4 

Total 212 100.0 

DISPOSITIONS 

Percentage 
of Arrests 

39.2 
11.8 

5.9 

59.6 

Following conviction, 136 (64.2% of these convicted) were incarcerated or 
ing;>risoned, 66 (31.1%) were granted probation, and five (2.4%) persons were simply 
fined Or caused to nake restitution. Three cases ~re still pending at the t:ime 
.of this report and i:W) were dismissedfo11ow:ing conviction. Table 81, page 135, 
analyzes the frequency with which various sente.l1ces were :impOS;0~" based upon type 
of conyiction and sentencing court. 

Confinement varied from one day in jail to 15 years in prison,naking it 
important to distinguish between types of detention. In addition to the 66 persons 
granted probation, another 43 were granted proretion with'service of jail time as a 
condition therefor, and 24 more were released on probation after 120-180 days re
tamed jurisdiction. Fourteen (6.6% of convictions) were sentenced to serve jail 
time only, and of these the court considered five to have served adequate time in 
jail while awaiting sentencing. 

A total of 34.4% of all convicted persons were imprisoned in the Idaho State 
Correctional Institution for either "straight timell or under the court's 120 days' 
retained jurisdiction option. 

Retained jlwisdiction was exercised in 45 cases (follow-up :infornation is lack
ing for tw:> of these cases). After 120 to 180 days, the courts reconsidered -these 
cases and released 32 on pro1:ation. Eleven were remanded back to prison to serve 
full sen-t:ence. Four of the 11 h3.ve since been paroled after serving an average of 
9.3 montl}s each, :including credit for the first 120 days. The seven renaining in 
prison had served from 10 to 24 rronths as of June 1, 1977. 

Twenty-eight persons received an original sentence to prison with terms 
. rang;ing in length from 30 JIKJI1ths to 15 years. Follow-up information is lacking for 

two oftrese cases. Of trose, eight have since been paroled after serving an 
average sentence of 14. 3rronths each. Eighteen renain in prison and had served 
f;rom14 to 27 m:>nths as of June 1, 1977. 
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I TABLE 81 

ANALYsts or CCNVICI'ICNS foND SDlTENCES IMPOSED 

SIX-AREA BURGJ..ARY STUDY 

I 1975 
Imposed by ImpOsed by 

Numl::el" of />'",:;istrete District 

I Conviction cases Involved Court Court 

PROBATION ;:; 66 

I 
Burglary (f) . 41 0>\ 41 
Receiving stolen property en t: O'~ 4 
Receiving stole.,'1 property eM) I 0 1 
Pccessory to bui'glary (n 3 0" 3 

I 
Accessory to felony eF) 1 0* 1 
Grend larceny (F) 2 0* 2 
Petit larceny (M) 9 8 1 
Malicious injury to property (M) 1 1 0 

I 
Trespassing eM) 1 0 I 
Attempted trespassing (M) 1 1 0 
Drunk in public eM) 2 2 0 

b6" ---rz- --;q-

I PROBATICN WITH JAIL;:; 43 

Burglary (F) 27 0": 27 
Gre.nd larceny (F) 3 0* 3 

I Petit larceny (11) 9 7 2 
Criminal trespassing (1",) 2 0 2 
Tampering w/nctor vehicle wlo 

CMl1er l s consent (M) 1 0 1 

I Forcible entry eM) I 1 0 
---rr3 -r ,;-

JAIL CNIX ;:; :: 4 

I Grend larceny (F) 1 0;: 1 
Receiving stolen properly (f) 1 0* I 
Receiving stolen properly (M) 1 I 0 

I 
Petit larceny (M) 9 9 0 
Malicious inj'JI'j' to property 0-1) 1 1 0 
Trespassing (M) 1 0 1 

-W- 11 -r 

I 120 DAYS = 43 

Burglary en 40 0"; 40 
Receiving stolen property (r) 2 0"; 2 

I Al1:empted gratld larceny (F) 1 0"/ I 
-43- --0- -4-3-

PRISON = 26 

I Burglary (f) 25 Ol~ 25 
Receiv:ing stolen property en I 0'\ 1 

~ -0- 26 

I aI'HER:r 5 

Burglary (F) nit 2 0* 2 
Petit larceny (M) 2 2 a 

I 
Drunk in public (M) 1 1· 0 ---s- -3- ,-
Information lacking 9 
Dismissed 2 

I 
Pend:ing Ij 

GRAND TOTAL 212 34 163 
197 dispositions wherein all infor'lll3.tion was collected. 

I 
(T) :; Felony 
eM) :; Misdemeanor 
0" ::. No rragistrate. jurisdiction in fe10nycases 
.Hr " One of these was released to the Mar:ine Corps and the other required to 

I 
seek alcoh:>l treatment. . 

I -135-
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DISMISSALS 

One hundred fifty-one cases, or 40.6% of all a.rrests, ~re either dismissed 
,or not p!'Osecuted. Far the sake of efficient discussion, the term "dismissals" 
herein will apply to all 151 of these cases. Table 82 explores the specific and 
general category bases for dismissals. Chart XIII, page 139, identifies the five 

'points at which these cases exited the Criminal Justice System. 

Pl~secuting attorneys declined to introduce 23 (6.2% of those arrested) into 
the system by not filing charges. The prosecution roved for the dismissal of 80 
.(21.5%) prior to entry into district court, and 19 (5.1%) after entry into district 
court. 'lW::l C.5%) were dismissed following conviction at the prosecutor's request 
and the courts disrr~issed the remainiiig 27 (7.3%). The dismissals can be sorted 
into two types, economic and non-economic dismissals, and are shown. in Table 82. 

TABLE 82 

BASES FOR DISMISSAL 

SIX-AREA BURGLARY STUDY 

1975 

I. Economic rQsmissals • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • . . . 40 

II. 

Defendant pled guilty to other ch.a.rges 
Defendant already sentenced on other charges 
Case consolidation 
Other charges filed 
Defer jurisdiction 
Extradition granted 
Defendant made restitution 
Defendant granted cr>edi t for time served 

23 
5 
5 
7 
2 
1 
1 
1 

Non-economic Dismissals ••••• • 11 • • • . " ., , . 
Insufficient or lost evidence 

Insufficient evidence 
Wi mess unable to testify 
Ch3.rges unfounded 
Defendant fled 
Victim fled 

In the interest of justice 
Interests of justice 
Irrmuni ty for testimony 

20 
9 
2 
1 
1 

26 
2 

33 

28 

Court dismissals 27 
No probable cause for charges 13 
Technical violations by prosecutor 11 

State not ready to proceed 5 
Charges improperly fUed 3 
Preliminary hearing not held 

wi. thin requix'ed time 2 
State's exhibit lacked 

proper identification 1 
Unknown 1 
Mental defect 1 
Dismissal witrout prejudice 1 

·Prosecuto)::' declined prosecution 23 
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ECONOMIC DISMISSALS 

'J:1l'i:! prosecution lIDved for 39 dismissals on the grounds that the defend..::mt was 
being otherwise incarcerated or prosecuted, and one lIDre case was dismissed after 
the defendant nade restitution to the victim. These 40 cases represent dismissals' 
in which the defendant was not totally excused from the CrirniriB.l' ,Tustice System. 
Thus the rerraining III dismissals resulted in the defendants ' exiting the Cr>iminal 
Justice System without f~ther consequence. 

NON-ECONOMIC DISMISSALS 

Of the III dismissals that Wf'..I'e not due to economic reasons, insufficient oX' 
lost evidence was the most frequent reascn given, as can be seen in Table 82. 
These accounted for 22% of all dismissals or 30% of the non-economic dismissals. 

The second most frequent grotIDds for non-econOIlli.c dismissals was described in 
the prosecutors' files as "in the interests of justice," and these 28 cases 
comprised 18. 5% of all dismissals, or 25.2% of non-economic dismissals. 

District and rragistrate courts dismissed 7.3% of all arrestees. fust frequently 
the court found the State's evidence offered no probable cause for binding the 
defendant over for prosecution on a charge of burglary. In 13 cases, (8.6% of all 
<iiomissals) the court found no probable cause, and in 11 cases (7.3% of all dismissals) 
the court grented the defense rrotion for dismissal on the grounds that the prosecutor 
had corrunitted a technical violation of the legal process. ' 

In Table 82, note that in 36 dismissals the reason given was lack of 
sufficient evidence (includes no probable cause, charges unfounded and without 
prejudice). These 36 cases comprise 23.8% of all dismissals or 9~ 7% of all adUlts 
arrested for rurglary. 

BURGlARY - ADA COUNTY 

In the six-area Idaho b~glary study conducted by SAC, Ada County, including 
Boise City, accounted for 3 g. 5% of the 197 5 adult burglaxyar.rests studied, ot' 17., 8~ 
of Statewide adult arrests as reported in the VCR. Chart XIII, page 138, depicts 
the flow of offenders through the Ada County CJ:liminal Justice System and indiGlates 
which v;ere relegated to a particular category; percentages are based on Dl.unber 
of persons arrested. Chart XIV is the same as Chart XIII except the percentages 
are resed on the nl.l1l1b=r entering each branch. For .instance, of 14 7 adults a:vrested 
in Ada County for the crime of burglary, 49.7%, carrpared to 60% in the six-area, 
study, were convicted, as srown in Chart XIII; these convictions represent 90%, 
compared to 80% in the six-area study, of those persons' who were prosecuted, as 
shown in Chart XIV. 

,Of the 73 persons convicted following a bJrglary arrest, 54 (78.9%)-were in
carcerated: 11(15.07%) were imprisoned, 22 (30.1%) were held in prison for 120 
days or rrore while the court retained jurisdiction, and 21(28.8%) were jailed for 
a. period of tine ranging from one day to one year .. The rerrain:ing 19. (26%) were granted 
probation. These dispositions are explored in greater detail on page 143. 
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IIW-lO CRIJ-[IlIAL JUSTl CESYSTD1 RATES l10TiEL 

ClfARl' XIn 
Af:A CCUI'T':{ BURGI..ARY STUDY 

1975 

INPUI' PERCENl'AGES 

22 (15%) 

Prison/ 
120 day 

(12.9%) 

11+5 
F'1"ison 

(( 

16 (10.9%) 

0 

{' 
SUaaeS8 

0 

II .(7.5%) ( Failure 

.No Papole 
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. CHARI' XIV 

ADACOUN'iY BURGLARY S'IUDY 

1975 

DEcrSIW POINT PERCTh'TAGES 

n (15.1% 

22 (30.1%) 
Prison/ 
120 da1{ 

(21. 9%) 17 

.. 47 (100%) 

PC1'sons 
lrY'I'Nlted 

36 

a 

(31.3%) l-r Success 
5 

1 Papole a 

I Failure 
11 (68.8%) 

No ParoZe 
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__ ~ Pre-trial release: Pretrial release figures in Table 83 ,below, show that 
62.2% of all known pre-trial placements resulted in the release of the defendant 
while awaiting legal process. The known placements, 1+6.5% were released on tond 
and 15.7% on their own recognizance (one individual released to the custody of 
his parents)._ The remaining 37.8% v;er>e remmded to the Ada Ct:unty jail in lieu 
of oond. One individual released on bond and one released O.R. to the Job Corps 
absconded and failed to appear for further legal process. 

- Sex 

113.l'8s 
Fe:rrales 

Total 

Released OR 
# % 

19 15.3% 
1 11+.3% 

20 15.3% 

TABLE 83 

PRE-TRtAL RELEASE 

!illA COUNTY BURGLARY STUDY 

1975 
Remanded 

Bonded Out to Jail 
# % # % 

51+ 1+3.5% 1+7 37.9% 
5 71.4-% 1 14-.3% 

59 1+5.0% 1+8 36.6% 

Unknown Total 
#. % # % 

1+ 3.2% 124- 100% 
0 0 7 100% 

4- 3.1%_ 131 -100% 

It is interesting to note that, on the average, 45% of all defendants posted 
bond, but breakdown by sex shows 71.4-% of all ferrales and 1+3.5% of all ITBles posted 
be.ni. Thent.mib3r of females is small, hov.'ever, tending to distort percentage com
parisons. 

The custody status of four individuals was not apparent from official files, 
and custody consideration for 16 individuals never OCCULTed because the State de
clined to file charges, thus eliminating their entry into the legal system. Those 
16 cases were therefore disregarded in Table 83 and the tables which follow. 1m 
analysis of these excluded cases is found on pages 14-1+ and 11+5 • 

. 
,Cases prosecuted: As described previously, two individuals absconded fmd the 

prosecutor declined to file charges :in 16 cases. In addition, the court g:re.nted 
the prosecutor's notion to dismiss 48 cases, or 32.7% of those arrested (see 
Dismissals, page 136). p.::usecution therefore proceeded in 81 cases, or against 55% 
of those adults arrested for burglary. From these, one acquittal, seven court dis
misslas,ano. 73 convictions l"esulted. 

Table 84 pl10vides the results of prosecution and a tabulation of disposition 
in magistrate and district CC)'lwt. MagistT'ate court disposed of 28.2% of all 
prosecuted cases and district courts handled the rema:ining 71. 8%. It is interesting 

. to note that these caseload percentages are very close to the six-area study figures. 
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TABLE 84 

ANAIXSIS OF CASES PROSE0JIED 

NJA eotJNTY BURGLARY STUDY 

1975 
. ' 

Table. as a:niIlyzes .disposition by sex.,. Note that females accE:>unted for 5.3% of 
adults arrested,S. 5% of those convicted, and 5.5% of the dismissals in Pita County. 
Males accounted for 95.2% of all a.r.rests, 94-.5% of those convicted, and 94.5% of all 
dismissals. 

TABLE 85 

DISPOSITIONS BY SEX • 

PJJA COUNTY BURGlARY STtJDY 

MAGISTRATE eOURI' 
Convicted of 

lesser 

1975 

Sex Absconded Dismissed Charge Dismissed. Pcquitted 
1.6% 

DIS'1"IUCT eOURI' 
Convicted of 

Lesser 
-'Charge 

Conv. of 
Burglary Total 

Males 2 21 16.9% 11 8.9% 31 25% 1 .8% 10 8.1%48 38.7% 124 1QO~ 
Females 0 2 28.6% 2 28.6% 1 14-.3% 0 .0% 1 14.3% 114.3% 7 100% 

~1-.5~%r-------------------------------------------------------~-------
Total 2 23 17.6% 13 9.9% 32 24.4% 1 89.:: • a D~ 8.4% 49 37.4% 131100% -, 

t,; 

Convict;:ipns: It is evident from Table 86tha:t ,'t}i~ najority of convictj,ons, 
90.4%, ~reo6tained through entry of a plea of guili;y by the defendant. Of those 
individuals convicted, 57.5% pled guilty to the original <Jha:t1ge of burglary, 32,.9% 
pled guilty to a lesser offense, and 9. 6% were convicted by a j"l.lt'Y of. the original 
charge. Eight trials were held resulting in one acquittal and seven convictions of 
burglary. 

Arrong42 pleas ofguil ty to the original charge of burglary, 11 inVOlved a 
reduction in the, chwge from first degr'Se bur>glary (IS-year TIa'·d.mum sentence) to 
second degr>ee burglary (5-year II13.x:i.mt.nn sentence), put a burglary conviction was 
still effected.- -
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Method of ConviGt~on 

COnvicted by jt:rr!y 
Pled gull ty to burglary 
Pled guilty to othe~ felony 
Pled guilty to misdemeano~ 

Total 

TABLE 86 

METHODS OF CONVICTION 

ADA coUNTY BURGLARY STUDY 

Percent 
FreSl.uertcy of Convictions 

7 9.6% 
42 57.5% 
8 11.0% 

16 21.9% 

73 100.0% of 73 

Percent PeY'Cent 
of rnsecuted of Ar;r>ests 

8.6% 4.8% 
51. 9% 28.6% 

9.9% . 5.4% 
19.8% 10.9% 

90.2% of 81 49.7% of 
147 

Sentencing - Ada Ccitmty: A specific exa.m.ina.tion of sentencing alterna.tives 
_ chosen ~J. the judges appea~s in Table 87. 

Thirteen persons were sentenced in rragiswate co1..lJ;Yt and 60 in diswict court 
follow:ing prosecution on. bUl.. .... glary charges. Of 19 peY'sons gI'anted stY'aight probation, 
12 (63.2%) had been convicted of burglary, four (21.1%) convicted of some otreY' 
felony, and thr>ee (15.8%) of a misd~anoY'. Of those 16 individuals gvanted pro~ 
retion with some jail time, however, 8 (SO%) had been convicted of a misderreanoY', 
six (37.5%) of the oY'iginal burglary char>ges and Thu(12.5%) of some otheY' felony 
(lXlth grand larceny). Of those five individuals gI'anted no protation and sen·tenced 
only to serve jail time (:from two to 30 days), all had pled guilty to the misdemeano~ 
cr:al"lges of petit larceny • 

. While 84.2% of all simple proretions were the ~esult of felony convictions, 
50% of the probation/jail sentences and 38.1% of all combined types of jail sentences 
were the result of felony convictions. This, apparently, is due to the difference 
:in sentencing practices in rragistrate and district courts. District courts granted 
18ol.1.t of 19 str.'aight protations, while rragistrate courts imposed 12 out of 21 jail 
sentences. When considering. only the Probation and Jail catego~ies, district and 
magistrate courts gvanted eight and nine, respectively, however, the simple jail 
sentences weight these figures somewhat. M:3.gistrates imposed all five straight 
jail sentences. Jail is the most punitive sentence available to the magist~ate, and 
all sentences to p~ison o~ 120 days ar>e dealt by oruy dist~ict court judges. 

Twenty-Tho individuals (30.1% of sentences) wel.""'e sentenced to the Idaho State 
CoITectional Institution while the court ~tained j~isdiction from 120 to 180 days. 

. Seventeen were :t>eleased on probation at the end of tmt time, and five were assigned 
to complete the~ sentences in p~ison. ~ee of those five are still in ~esidence 
,at ISCI and two w~e paroled after serving an average of l8 m:mths in Pt'ison. 

Of 11 defendants initially sentenced to p;pison following conviction,ten had 
been convicted of the o~iginal cffirge and one of another felony. Eight are still in 
residence at ISCI with threeothe~s ~leased on parolea.fte~ serving an ave~age 
pi'ison terrn.of 12.7 no:hths. 
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TABLE 87 

ANALYSIS OF CONVICrIONS AND SENTENCES NOSED 

fJJA COUNTY BURGlARY STUDY 

1975 

Conviction 
Imposed by 

cases Involved, M F :Magistrate Juqge 

Burglary (F) 
Accessory to bU!'glary (F) 
Reo,. stolen prop. (3F) (lM) 
Petit larceny (M) 
Attempted trespassing eM) 

Burglary (F) 
Grand larceny (F) 
Forcible entry (M) 
Tampering w/motor vehcile wlo 

owner's consent eM) 
Petit larc~ry (M) 

PROBATION ::: 19 

12 11 1 
101 
440 
110 
1 1 0 

19 17 2 

PROBl\TION AND JP,LL= 16 

660 
2 2 0 
1 1 0 

1 
6 

16 

5 
5 

1 0 
5 1 

15 1 

JAIL ONLY::: 5 

3 1 
3 1 

120 DAYS == 22 

a 
o 
o 
o 
1 
1 

o 
o 
1 

o 
6 
7 

5 
5 

~sedby 
District Judge 

12 
1 
4-
1 
0 

18 

6 
2 
0 

1 
0 
9 

21 21 0 Burglary (F) 21 
1 1 0 Attempted grand larceny (F) 1 

22 22 22 

PRISON ::: 11 

10 10 0 
1 1 1 

11 11 1 

GRAND TOTAL 73, 69 4 13 

Cases not prosecuteq~: Of 147 pevsons arrested, the prosecutor declined to 
proceed on .16 and later IIPved fot' the ,dismissal 'of an additional 48. The court,dis..,.. " 
missed another seven, for a total of 71 persons (48.3%) not prosecuted. These cases 
are detailed in Tables 88 and 89, page 144. ' 

-143-

" '. 

:'t . 



Order of 
Frequ~9Y' 

1 
2 
3 
4. 
5 
6 

Olxlev of 
Frequency 

1 

2. 

3 

4. 

5 

TABLE 88 

CASES Nor PROSECUTED 

lIDA COUNTY BtJRGlAR'i STUDY 

1975 

, " , 'Category' ' 'Freguengy 

Economic dismiss1as 
Declmed prosecution 

'Insufficient or lost evidence 
Court dismissals 
Interests of justice 
Unknown 

Total 

TABLE 89 

'27 
16 
1'+ 

7 
6 
1 

71 

BASES FOR DISMISSAL 
PillA COUNTY BURGLARY STUDY 

1975 

Sub-
Category , Totals' 

Economic DismissaJ.s 
a. Plea bargain for guilty plea to 

another charge 17 
b. To refile ch3rge as misdemeanor 3 
c. Case consolidation 5 
d. Defer jurisdiction 2 

Insufficient or Lost Evidence 
a. Insufficient evidence (In one case 

this includes a clear poilygraph.) 9 
b. Witness unable to testify (In one 

case the victim fled.) 5 

Court Disnri,ssal 
a. Court found no probable ca.use '+ 
b. Technical violations by prosecutor 3 

In the Interest of Justice 
a. "Interest of Justice" . 3 
b. Defendant rrentally defective 1 
c. Immunity for test:irrony 2 

Unknown 

Total 

... 144 ... 

Percent of 
cases not 
Prosecuted 

38.0% 
22.5% 
19.7% 

9.9% 
8.5% 
1.4% 

100.0% 

Category 
'Frequency' 

27 

14 

7 

6 

1 
55 

Percent 
of 

Arrests 

18.4% 
10.9% 
10.0% 

4.8% 
4.1% 

,.7% 

48.9% 
of Arrests 

Percent 
of 

Dismissals 

49.0% 

25.5% 

12.7% 

10.9% 

1.8% 

100.0% 
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Dismissals: The prosecution moved for 27 dismissals on the grounds that the 
defendant was being otherwise prosecuted and the defendant was therefore not entirely 
excused from the Cr.imina.l Justice System. These "economic dismissals" constituted 
I~ 9 .1% of all dismissals or 38% of all non-prosecuted cases. 

The rerraining 50.9% of dismissals resulted in release of 28 defendants from 
prosecution. In three of these cases ( 5. 5%), the court granted the defense attorney's 
rrotion to dismiss on grounds that the prosecution had committed technical violations. 

In 18 of these cases (32.7% of dismissals), either the court or prosecutor 
determined there was not sufficient evi~ence upon which to prosecute the defendarlt 
for burglary (see Table 89, page 144). In three of these cases, the defendants were 
instead charged with rape, which was determined to be the appropriat:8 charge. 

Six cases, or 10. 9%, ~vere dismissed upon the prosecutor t s rrotionthat dismissal 
was in the interest of justice, and no infornation was available for one case. 

Cases not filed: Table 90 gives the specific reasons foT' the State's decision 
not -to file charges in 16 cases. AB with dismissals, certain cases wel"e not prosecuted 
because other legal action was being taken. In three cases, the prosecutor determined 
chat burglary was not the appropriate clErge upon which to pir'OCeed. In five cases, 
one or' mOI'e other charges were filed upon the defendant, but it is not knom whether 
there were economic reasons for the prosecutor's decision not to proceed with these 
Charges. It is known, hn\Vever, that these eight defendants (50% of Not Filed category) 
were not E~ntirely excused from the Criminal Justice System. No furtherinforrration was 
availablc-! for the renaining eight individuals in this category. 

,TABLE 90 
ANALYSIS OF CASES NOT FILED BY PROSECUTOR 

fillA COUNIY BURGlARY STUDY' 
1975 

Prnsecutor determined that crime ms actually rape. 
Prosecutor determined that crime was actually gvand 

larceny. 
OtllE.~r charges filed; no other inforrration available 
fufendr.mt discmrged with credit granted for time 

a]rAady served in jail. 
Released by judge with warning. 
No further information. 

Total 

-11+5-

2 

1 
5 

1 
1 
6 

16 

Percent 
of 

Not Filed 

12.5% 

B.~% 
31.3% 

6.3% 
6.3% 

37.5% 

100.0% 

Percent 
of Not 

Prosecuted 

2.8% 

1.4% 
7.0% 

1.4% 
1.4% 
8.5% 

22.5% 



Jl.NENILE ARRESTS fOR BURGlARY 

Although the flow chart of all juveniles arrested for burglary :in Idaho is not 
a"vailable, a flow chaxrt of juveniles petitioned into juvenile court :in Ada County 
during 1975 in presented in Chart· Y:J on the following page. The UCR reports 763 
juveniles arrested for burglary in Ada County dur:ing 1975 and in Chart XV the dis
positions are given of the 200 burglary petitions that were filed :in juvenile court. 
Since the study did not start with the juvenile arrests but only with petitions filed,. 
it is possible some of the 63 burglary arrests were filed as sonEth:ing other than 
~laries. 

None of the 'J:m.,g1,ary petitions was transferred to adult court (refer to 
Chart XV), and 18.5% were dismissed without a hearing. Of those hav:ing a,hearing, 
69.3% were found within "the purview of the YRA (refeY.' to Chart: XVI) or 56.5% of the 
original 200 petitions. Those given a hearing and not found within the purview of 
the YFAwere either dismissed (2% of the original 200) or were given consent decrees 
(23% of the original 200). Thus, 20.5% of the burglary petitions filed were dismissed 
and 23% resulted in consent decrees (informll probations). Chm-rt XVI shows tha,t of 
'those f01,IDd within the purivew of the YRA, 86. '7% v;ere for the original charge of 
burglary. Approximately 12% were for a reduced charge and one was for a similar 
charge. The combination sentence Probation/I:etention/D=tention-Suspended was the 
mst mquent given by the juvenile co1.lrt: and accounted for 30% of the sentences 
originating from a burglary petition (see Chart XVI). The next rrost frequent 
sentence was the release of the child to the custody of Health and Welfare which 
accounted for 25.7% of the sentences, Notice that many of the sentences involved 
probation in combination with other conditions. Thus probation was used :in 64 (56.7%) 
of the 113 sentences. 

Table 91, page 149, shows the breakdoon of the 200 burglary petitions by type 
of probation at the time of the burglary petition. It is interesting to note that 
79% were not on probation when the burglary petition was filed. HOv-lever, Table 92, 
page 149, shows the breakdown by prior contact with the Cr:i.nrinal Justice System. 
Forty-eight percent had no prior contact with the system while 47% had prior con
tacts for criminal offenses or cr:im:inal and status offenses. 'Ihe remaining five 
percent had,contacts for status offenses only before the burglary petition was filed. 

In M3.y 1977, the SAC conducted a follow-up study of the 16- and 17 -year old 
juveniles petitioned into juve.nile court for burglary during 1975. The study con
sisted of analyzing the magistrate court docket/files for a 17-month period, from 
January 1976 - M3.y 1977, to see how many juveniles of the above-mentioned target 
group appeared in adult court. 
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mARl' Y:Y 

ADA COUNTY JUVENILE COURI' 

Petitions 
Filed 

200 

I 
I-' 
-1= 
......:J 
I 

SYSTEMS RATE MODEL 

1975 BURGLARY PETITIONS 

lliPUT PERCENTAGES 

r-
Transfer to 
Adult Court 

0 

Dismissed / No - Hearing 
37 (18.5%) 

'-- Hering 
163 (81. 5%) 

.---

'--

\ ',-

I 

Dismissed 

4 (2.0%) 

r- Original Charge 

98 (49.0%) 

Consent Decree 

46 (23.0) 
.~ 

I Reduced Charge 
i:---' 

14 (7.0) 
Found within i , 

Purview 
113 (56.5) 

'"'-
Increased Charge 

0 

'-- other Charge 

1 (;.5%) 

-' 

,.-

f . 

Work Placement/ 3 
Det./Sus.Sent (L5%) 

Prob/Det 34 (17.0%) Sus. Sent. 

Rest. /Det. / 1 ( .5%). Sus. Sent. ! 

Jail/Sus. Sent. 1 ( .5%) 

Work Placement/ I Prob/Det/Sus. 8 ( 4.0%), 
Sentence 

Frob/Det/Sus 10 ( 5.0%) Sent/Credit 

Health &. 29 (14.5%) Welfare 

Det/Jail 1 ( .5%) 

Det/Sus.Sent. . 3 ( 1. 5%) 

Probation 2 ( 1.0%) 

Rest/Frob/Det/ 
Sus. Sent. 1 ( .5%) 

-7 . Jail/Sus Sent. 2 ( 1.0%) 

'--

:.-. 

Work Placementl 
Rest/Frobl 
Det/Sus. Sent 

Detention 
ProlEtion/ 
Detention 

other 

H & W/ Det! 
Sus. Sent. 

Det/SUS .• Sent/ 
credit 

5 ( 2.5%) 

3 ( 1..5%) 

2 ( l.O%) 

4 ( 2.0%) , 

1 ( 
.. 

• 5%) 

1 ( .5%)' 

Health & Welfare2C.·.· :L. 0%) .1. 
Credit . 1 



CHARr y:yr 

ADA COUNIY JUVENILE COURT 

SYSTEMS RA'IE·MODEL 

1975 BURGIARY PBI'ITIONS. 

DECISION POJNT PERCENTAGES 

Petitions Filed 

200 

l Transfer to 
Adult Court 

o 

Dismissed / No 
~>I- Hearing 

37 (IS 5%) 

Hear:ing 

163 (81.5%) 

DisriIissed 

4 (2.5%) 

,,' .'--' .... 

Consent Decree 

46 (28.2%) 

\ Found within 
l-----\,IL- Purview 

113 (6~ R9.;) 

Work. Placement/ 
Det/Sus. Sent 

Frob/Det/ 
Sus~Sent. 

Rest/Det/ 
Sus. Sent. 

e. 

3-( 2.7%) 

34 (30.1%) 

1 ( .9%) 

Jail/Sus.Sent~ 1 ( .9%) 

Work Placement/ 
Frob/Det/Sus. 8 ( 7.1%) 
Sentence 

Frob/Det/Sus. 10 ( 
Sentencel Credit 8 • 9%) 

r- Original Charge 

98 (86.7%) 

t- . Health & 29 (25.7%) 

r-Reduced Charge 

14 (12.4%) 
-

Increased Charge 
i- I-

o 

i..- othet' Charge 

1 (.9%) I-

Welfare 

Det/Jail 

Det / Sus. Sent. 

Probation 

I ( .9%) 

3 ( 2.7%) 

2 ( 1.8%) 

Rest/Poob/Det/ l·C .• 9%) 
Sus. Sentence 

i~ Jail/Sus.Sent. 2 ( 1.8%) 

Work Placement/ 
Rest/Frob/Det/ 5 ( 4.4%) 
Sus. Sent. 

Detention 3 ( 2.7%) 

Frob/Det. 2 ( 1.8%) 

Other 4 ( 3. 5%) 

Health & Welfare/ 
Det/Sus.Sent. 1 ( .9%) 

Det/Sus. Senti 
'(!r>edit 1 ( .9%) 

Health & 
Welfare/Credit 2 ( 1.8%) 
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TABLE 91 

NUMBER OF CASES ON PROBATION 

AT T1ME OF CURRENT BURGlARY OFFENSE 

'l\JPes of Prob:l.tion 

Informal/Status 

Informal/Criminal 

Standard/Status 

Standard/ CrinDnal 

Not On Probation 

TABLE 92 

Number of Cases 

5 

8 

3 

26 

158 

NlJIVIBER OF BURGlARY CASES WITH A PRIOR RECORD 

BY STATUS CLASSIFICATION 

Type of Offense 
Classification 

Status Offense 

Criminal Offense 

St~ltus & Cr:lininal 

No Prior Record 

-149.-

Number of Cases 

10 
57 

37 

96 
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D.i;.'1ing 1975, 74 juve.rdles, ages 16.;'" and 17-yearsold, WeIle petitioned into 
juvenile q:>l.1.rl for J:x.u:1g1al:!ies. This group accounted for 90 blJXlgla:r::y petitions, 
or 45% of the 200 bwgla:r'y petitioI)s filed in Ada County dur.iJ).g 1975., As shown 
in Chart XVII, 23 of the 74 (31.1%) have since entered the adqit court system, 
resulting in 51cr.inrlnal comp:j..a;nts filed in Ada County Magistrate ColJXlt. 'rhe 
cl)3rt also shows the dispositions .of the 74 youths in juvenile court and the number 
subsequently entering adult court. In addition, the number of complaints contri
buted by each group is shown. The 31% figure of those entering adult court is an 
absolute minimum since only M.a County records were checked. If any of the other 74 
entered adult court in a neighboring county or some other state, the percentage 
would increase. . 

Of the 21 juveniles found within the plJXIivew of the XRA and placed on probation, 
ten . entered the adult criminal justice court system on 17 separate criminal com
plaints from January 1976 - May 1977. The offenses for which the 17 complaints 
were filed follows: 

Offense Number 

Illegal possession of contrblled substance 3 
Illegal consumption 3 
Larceny of property 2 
Petit laxiceny 2 
loitering 1 
Possession of stolen motor vehicle 1 
Insufficient funds 1 
'~gl~ 1 
Drunk ill public 1 
Causing minor i:"p come within the purview of YM. 1 
Illegal posse$sipp of beer 1 

Total 17 

One of the five juvenile!? found within the purivew of the YRt\ and placed on 
probation with detention l;luspended entered the adult court system during the time 
frame anaJ,yzed. One criminal compla:int was filed for Illegal Possession of a 
Controlled Substance. 

Three of the eight juveniles Who were placed in detention brought about the 
.filing of the four cr.iminal complaints listed l::elow: 

Offense . . N\..trri,ber 

Redei ving stolen property .l 
Petit larceny 1 
Causing a minor to come wi thin the purview of YM 1 
Illegal possession of a controlled substance ___ 1 ___ 

Total 4 
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Twelve juveniles, ages 16 and 17, were referred to the Deparbne.nt of Health and 
vJelfa.re as a result of a burglary offense in 1975. Seven J:'Ieappeared in the adult 
system in the a£orementioned 17-month period generating 23 crim:inal. cOJ1ij?laints. 
The offense charged on the 23 complaints were: 

Offense 

Illegal possession of controlled substance 
Illegal consumption 
Burglary 
Battery 

Number. 

4 
3 
3 
3 

Causing minor to COIIl6 within the purview of YRA 
Petit larceny 

2 
.2 

Fugitive war.t"'ant 1 
Reckless driving 1 
Grand l.arceny 1 
Assault 1 
Resisting 1 
loitering l' 

Total 23 

For the nine juveniles placed on consent decrees (informal p:robations) and the 
two juveniles in the "Other" sentence. category, none entered the adult court system 
from January 1976 to May 1977. 

Burglary petitions were dismissed in 17 cases. Twb juveniles whose petitions 
were dismissed caused the filing of six separate criminal. complaints listed below: 

Offense 

Illegal possession of controlled substance 
Petit larceny 
Resisting arrest 
Illegal consumption 
Burglary 

Total 

Number 

.2 
1 
1 
1 
1 

6 

Recurring frequencies of drug- and alcohol-related offenses were noticed during 
analysis of the 51 criminal complaints. Of the 51 criminal complaints generated by 
23 individuals, 20 compla:ints (40%) were for drug and alcbhol offenses. 

PrDm the data in Chart XVII it becomes apparent that Probation/retention and 
Health and Welfare dispositions of 16- and 17-ytJ..m'-old juveniles on burglary 
petitions did not prevent further criminal activity. 

The SAC conducted a crime &'1alysis of Part: I offenses (muroer, rape, robbery, 
burglary , assault, larceny and motor vehicle theft) that 'Were reported to the Namp3. 
Police Department in 1975. Names of individuals apprehended for these offenses were 
noted. Twenty-four juveniles were arrested for burglqries and 11 WeI1e petitioned in
to juvenile court. The procedur'e used in Ada County was also follov;ed in Canyon 
County. The magistrate court dockets were reveiwed to identify any 16- 01:'. 17-year
old juveniles arrested for burglaries who entered theadul t Criminal Justice System. 
Of the eight 16- or 17-year-old juveniles, :llone had generated any criminal complaints 
in Canyon County from January 1.976 to M3.y ·1977 • 
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CHAR.r XVII 

,Juveniles Petitioned As A Result Of A 

Burglary Offense {ages 16,17) 1975 And 

Subsequent Adult Criminal ComFlaint (1976/77) 

90 (457.) 
uvenile Burglary 

Petitions 
Ages 16-17 

74 
J uven iles -1' e ti t i'1n~e=.!d'!""" __ -I--j 
As A Result Of A 
Burglary Offense 

Consent Decree 
9 

1...-______ ..1 

Found Within 
Purview 

48 

Dismissed 
17 

Probation And 
DetenUon 

21 

Probation With 
!It.-tention 
Suspended 

5 

Detention 
8 

ealth and Welfar --
12 

Other 
2 

/'7 
Entered 

dult System 
(1976/77) 

!( 

~;--[~'-~--'-~-~~~-~~:~--'~-~~~ ',"_:,J 
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SUBSEQUENT ARREST INFORMATION 

Criminal histories (an were obtained from the ~partIrent of Law Enforcement 
for defendants identified :in the SAC six-avea study in the 1975 burglaJ:lY cases • 
.Arrests, both prior to and subsequent to the 1975 arrest, were revie\\7ed; however, 
this section concerns only subsequent. ·feldny criminal activity . recorded in 
criminal histories prior to July 1, 1977. Whenever available, both State (Criminal 
Identification Bureau) and National (Federal Bureau of Investigation) CH's were 
analyzed. 

Subsequent felony arrest information is presented in Table 93 to facilitate 
comparison and then is discussed by individual categories and types of ar.t'ests 
below: 

TABLE 93 

SUBSEQUENT FELONY ARRESTS OF BURGlARY OFFENDERS 

SAC SIX-AREA STUDY 

1975 

Number with Number 
Total Subsequent F~lony Felony 

Disposition Nt.lJllber Arrests· Percent Arrests 

Failure to appear 4 0 0% 0 
Acquittals 3 0 0% 0 
Prison 28 7 25.0% 10 
Prison/iil.etained jurisdiction '~5 14 31.1% 21 
Pending 7 1 14.3% 1 
(}ther 5 1 20.0% 1 
Conviction/dismissed 2 2 100.0% 2 
Probation 66 11 16.7% 15 
Jail/jail probation 49 12 24.5% 14 
Jail 14 3 21.4% 3 
No record/not filed 23 7 30.4% 13 
Dismissed 126 L~ 7 37.3% 67 

Failure to appea:t.l : Of the four offenders who failed to appear at some point in 
their legal proceedings', none have had any subsequent felony arrest. . 

Acquittals: Three defendants wet:!e acquitted of the burglary charges; none have 
had any subsequent felony ar>rests. 

Prison: Seven of the 28 (25%) sentenced to prison have been arrested ten tbnes 
since the 1975 burglary arrest: 

2 Burglary 
2 Receiving stolE.L'1 property 
2 Escape 
1 Possession of Heroin 
1 Possession of controlled substance by iT1ln3.te 
1 Auto theft 
1 Forgery 

10 Total 
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Prison-retained jurisdiction: Forty-five defendants wet"e sent~ced to prison 
with the court retaining jurisdiction for 120 or 180 days. Fourteen ~bf the 45 
(31~1%) have had 21 s~bsequent felony arrests: 

10 Burgla-ny (includes one attempted burgl~y) 
3 Burglary/defrauding an :innkeeper 
3 Failure to appear 
1 Kidnapping/robbery 
1 Grand larceny - auto 
1 Possession unregistered firearm 
1 Receiving stolen property 
1 Delivery of controlled substance 

21 Total 

Probation: Of the 66 defendants placed on probation by the courts, 11 (16.7%) 
have had IS subsequent felony arrests for the following offenses. 

7 Burglary 
2 Robbery 
2 Delivery of controlled substance 
2 Fraudulent use of credit card 
2 Not sufficient funds checks 

15 Total 

Jail/jail probation: Twelve of the 4-9 (24.5%) sentenced to jail and placed on 
probation had 14 subsequent felony arrests: 

8 Burglary 
2 Grand larceny 
1 Gl~d theft - auto 
1 Failure to appear 
1 Delivery of controlled substance 
1 Possession with intent to sell 

14 Total 

Jail: Of the 14 defendants sentenced to serve time in jail, three (21.4%) have 
been aPrestedthree times after the 1975 burglary offense: 

1 Receiving stolen property/possession w/intent to 
deliver 

1 Manufacturing a controlled substance 
1 Delivery of a controlled stilistance 

3 Total 

Other: Of the five defendants convicted of a 1975 burglary offense and given 
IIOther" sentences (restitution, fines, etc.), one had been subsequently a.rrested on 
a burglary charge. 

conviction/dismiss: Both defendants whose cases were dismissed after being con-
victed have had a subsequent felony arrest: 

1 Forgery 
1 Burgla.ry 

2 Total 

*Seve~ (50%) ,of the 14 who had a felony ar.rest subseql[ent to the 1975 burglary arrest 
comm:tted n1De offenses before s~tenced t9 the 120 or 180 days and seven (50%) 
cornnutted 12 offenses after release from the 120 or 180 day program. 
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Pending: Seven defendants had cases still pending at thet:imeSAC conducted 
the studies. One (lit. 3%) :nas subsequently been a:rrrested for a b..lrglary. 

Dismissed: Burglary dismissals numbered 126; 47 (37.3%) defendants have had 
67 subsequent fe:ony arrests: 

29 Burglary 
9 Delivery of controlled substance 
7 Gr>and larceny 
2 Possession stolen motor vehicle 
3 Receiving stolen property 
2 Manufacture of controlled substance 
1 Manufacture of controlled substance/burglary! 

receiving stolen property . 
1 Assault with deadly weapon 
1 Lew and lascivious conduct 
2'Receiving stolen property/possession controlled 

substance by an inrrate 
3 Forgery 
1 Robbery 
2 Failure to appear 
1 Escape 
1 Escape/issuing check w~thout funds 
2 Possession controlled substance .' " 

67 Total 

Of the 372 burglary arrests studied for 1975, 105 (28.2%) offenders have again 
been arrested for various Part I and Part II offei"1ses. Excluding the Conviction! 
Dismissed Category (although 100% were arrested since the 1975 arrests, only tID 
offenders were involved), the highest category whose offenders had subsequent arrests 
was the Dismissed Category (37.3%) followed by the Prison-Retained Jurisdi~cion 
Category. 

The 1975 burglary arrestees have since been al"Tested for many types of offenses. 
Total number of felony a:rrrests for the 105 offenders was 147 with burglary the nost 
f~equent offense, 60 (40.8%). Second highest were the narcotic offenses, 24 (16.3%). 
Four 1975 burglary arrestees have h3.d subsequent robbery arrests. 
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The fbl10wLng two s~ tqples ~l1us~te the burg1~ cr~ problem at the I 

.f. county and local level. Table ~4 ranks each county both Statewide ?Qd by Region on 
the follOwing thJ:leereasurements: :index, rate ... per ... 100,OOO IX>pulation and average crime 

I rate change over a four-yea:r' period (1973-1976). Also shown is an overall rank State-
wide and wi thin: each Region obtained after summing each of the £irst three ranks. 
Table 95, pages 156 and 157, Bhows the index,T'ate-per-100,OOO population and ranks each 

I of the 91+ agencies that report UCR inforrration on these twJ. crime measurements. Also 
shown is the average burglary rete change. 

TABLE 94 I, 
IDAHO CXJlJNl"': RANKING FOR BURGlARY BY INClDENCE, 

RATE PER 100,000, AIfERIW2 RATE OWfGE SlNCE 1973, 

I AND OVERAlL RATE 1976 

Sum or Rank of Surn of Rmk of t 
State R<?gion CrirrE State R!:g:'o!'. Average State Region State Sum of Region Sum of 

County Index Rrmk FMk Rate Rank R::::r:: Rate Change Rank Rank Ranks Statf' R:mks P.ankc Rc.r:i r}r! R.lllkf> . 
REGION I I BencwCln 57 27 9 811,3 18 f' 226.3 2 1 1~7 15 16 5:5 

Bonner 293 8 3 1,573.7 3 1 199.5 4 2 15 2 6 1 

Boundal,y e.e 23 8 800.0 20 S -120.3 38 10 81 29.5 26 10 

.C1earwa1:e!' 32 17 6 804.7 19 7 162.8 7 3 43 14 16 5.5 I Idah:> S3 19 7 609.0 28 £l -25.6 30 9 77 25.5 25 9 

Koo1:en<1:1 683 3 1 1,540.0 4 ~ ... 15.8 27 8 34 7.5 11 3 . 
L.ttah 117 15 5 1106.1 37 'n 46.5 18 7 70 21f 22 8 2.. .. , 

LeI'I:S ~6 30.5 10 1,012.5 15 ~ 58.8 17 6 62.5 20 2] 7 I }fez Perce 33'3 7 2 1,01t7.1 12 ,! 140.9 8 4 27 6 9 2 

Shosh:me 201 11 4 1',0116.6 13 t;, 7A.8 15 5 39 9.5 1.3 4 

REGION II I Ada ;',872 1 1 1,321.4 8 L. 114.0 11 4 20 4,5 9 ? 

Adams 1:1 40 10 284.8 41 IS -186.8 42 9 123 42 29 10 

B¢ise 34 33 9 1,378.7 6 
. 220.0 3 2 42 12.5 13 1\ 

Cailyon 879 ? 2 ·1,217.4 9 1 ?q. 7 9 3 20 4.[; .LU 3 I' ... 
E],?;Or'e 95 16 II 482.2 311 9 -28.3 31 8 81 29.5 21 8 

C;kin 84 18 5 760.3 22 - 29.1 21 6 61 18 17 5.5 

Owyhee 42 32 8 549.7 31 B -18.2 29 7 92 35 23 9 

I Payette 202 10 3 1,31\6.7 ? 3 238.0 1 1 18 3 7 1 

Valley 82 20.5 6 1,805.0 1 1 -228.2 43 10 6.4.5 22 17 5.5 

Washington 52 29 7 599.6 29 7 37.3 19 5 77.0 25.5 19 7 

REGION III I BannOCK 638 5 2 1,156.4 10 3 24.2 24 11 39 9.5 16 3.5 

Bear lake 46 30.5 14 707.1 25 11 95.6 14 6 69.5 23 31 10 

Bingh:im 239 9 4 716.6 24 10 32.5 20 8 53 16.5 22 6 

I Blaine 135 14 7 1,634.4 2 1 -110.2 37 20 53 16.5 28 9 

Bonneville 612 6 3 1,046.2 14 5 25.1+ 22 9 42 12.5 17 b 

Butte 15 38 19 454.0 36 13 -162.9 41 23 115 41 60 22 

carras 8 42 22 930.2 17 7 -14.9 26 13 85 32 42 Ill' 

I Cari1:ou 66 25 11 971.2 21 a 77.2 16 7 62 19 26 7.5 

Cassia 190 12 5 984.0 16 5 95.8 13 5 41 11 16 3.5 

Cla.!:'k 1 44 24 96.8 43 2J -134.4 39 21 126 If3 68 23 

Custer> 25 34 15 733.8 23 9 181.7f, 6 2 63 21 26 7.5 

I Franklin 18 36 17 215.2 42 22 -54.0 34 17 112 40 56 20.5 

Frerront 5 43 23 50.0 ll4 24 -268.3 44 24 131 44 71 2lj 

GoOOing 68 23 9.5 627.2 27 13 -16.8 28 14 78 27 36.5 11 

Jeffer-son 62 26 12 516.7 32 15 -31.0 33 16 91 31r 43 Hi.5 

I Jerome 82 20.5 8 56'/.2 30 14 -28.6 32 15 82.5 31 37 12.& 

lemhi 22 35 16 332.9 40 2l -88.3 36 19 111 39 56 20.5 

Lincoln 11 39 20 360.8 38 19 110.4 12 4 89 33 43 15.5 

lli.dison 68 23 9.S 455.5 35 17 -138.6 40 22 98 36 48.5 17 

I ~dokrJ. 188 13 6 1,074.3 li 4 li8.6 10 3 34 7.5 13 2 

Oneida 15 37 18 516.5 33 16 -56.2 35 18 105 38 52 19 

Pamr> 54 28 13 653.2 26 12 -9.8 25 12 79 28 37 12.5 

Teton 9 4.1 21 348.7 39 20 25.2 23 10 103 37 51 18 I, Twin Falls 688 4 1 1,518.8 5 2 196.4 5 1 14 1 4 1 

( 
,~ Note: Ties :.I.n ranks are avereged 

frNoReporl: 'in 1974 - average rate est:imated I 
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I TABLE 95 

I BURGLARY INDEX, FATE PER 100,000 POPUlATION 
• 

AND AVERAGE RATE CHANGE BY AGENCIES, 

I 1976 Average 
Index Rate Rate 

I 
Index Rank Rate Rank Change 

REGION I 

I Benewah SO 57 29.5 811.9 51 226.3 
Bonner SO 223 12 1651.9 11 306.3 

~ Sandpoint PD 76 22 1381.8 ' '17 ":'105.3 

:1' 
Boundary SO 43 44- 1081.5 29 -26.5 

Bonners Ferry PD 25 62.5 552.6 64- ' 95.5 
Clearwater SO 74 24- 723.2 57 135.6 

I 
Pierce PD 18 70.5 1500.0 13 

Idaho SO 4-8 39 L~83. 7 72 -82.9 
Grangeville PD 35 50 94-4-.4- 4-0 " " 125.7' 

'"'" 

I 
Kootenai SO 328 7 144-8.5 14- -13.8 

Coeur d'Alene PD 319 8 1772.8 8 18.0 
Post Falls PD 4-6 4-1. 5 1054-.6 31 61.6 

Latah SO 59 28 4S't+.2 70 65.8 

I 1"bscow PD 58 27 34-3.8 84- 33.1 
Lewis SO 46 4-1. 5 1012.5 34- 58.8 
Nez Perce SO 22 66 1598.8 12 260.1 

I Lewiston PD 317 9 1022.5 33 14-1. 7 
Shosh:me SO 53 33 4-90.6 71 -4-1. 5 

Kellogg PD 83 21 2297.3 3 34-6.2 

I 
"--

Osb~rm PD 19 69 891,,6 4-& 407.7 
pin~hurst PD 20;H, 68 .. f,~'C 10'. 

Smelterville PD 10 83 1221.0 25 

I Wallace PD 16 73 870.0 4-9 -14-4-.9 
REGION It 

I 
Ada SO 519 3 1710.4- 9 152.2 

Bo~se PD 1151 1 1151.0 26 99.3 
Ganlen city PD 50 36 1418.8 16 18.8 

I 
K'una PD 22 66 1692.3 10 '46.2 

d/ Meridian PD 130 15 2000.0 6 49.2 
, Adams SO 10 83 284.8 88 -186.8 

Boise SO 34- 52.5 1378~8 18 220.0 

I Canyon SO 347 6 1105.8 28 23.0 
Caldwell PD 228 11 1322.7 21 43.4 
Nampa. PD 30L} 10 1289~0 22 36.1 

I Elmore SO 4-5 L~3 394.7 79 36. 1+ 
Mountain Home PD 50 36 602.4- 61 -14-8.6 

Gem SO 37 4-6.5 553.1 63 -11.9 

I Emmett PD 4-7 4-0 1078.5 30 96.5 
Owyhee SO 32 54-.5 739.4- 54- 5.9 

Homedale PD 10 83 301.8 85 38.1 

I Payette SO 55 31 878.7 4-7 183.6 
Fruitland PD 29 60.5 13Lr8.8 20 369.5 
New Plymouth PD 5 92.5 4-4-0.9 77 

I Payette PD 113 20 2070.7 4- 302.3 
Valley SO 54- 32 13,533.8 2 3,393.5 

Cascade PD 16 73 14-4-8.0 15 846.3 

I 
11cCa11 PD 12 77 394-.9 78 -395.2 
Was~on SO 12 77 295.1 ' 86 ' - 28.8 

Welser PD 4-0 4-5 868~2 50 102.7 

I -157-
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Averag'..: 
I 

(Burglary index, con to. ) Pate Rate Rate I Index Rank Ram Bank Change 
REGION III 

.' 
Bannock SO 75 23 960.8 37 lL~6.6 I: 'Chubbuck PD 35 50 729.2 56 -67.1 

Pocatello PD 528 2 1240.4 24 -1.r;: , t: 
,~, 

Bear lake SO 10 83 372.6 80 94.7 

I l"JOntpelier PD 36 48 942.2 42 28.0 
BinghaJfl SO 117 18 613.5 60 -38.8 

Blackfoot PD 111.j 19 991.3 35 145.4 
Shelley PD 8 88.5 287.7 87 52.5 I, Blaine SO 5,0 36 1881.1 7 113.5 
Halley PD 22 66 956.5 39 

. ,'I_ 
Ketchtnn PD 29 60.5 91~2. 8 41 7.6 'I ' (\ 
Sun ,Valley PD 34 52.5 15, O!~4. 2 1 -2392.7 

Bonnevllle SO 186 13 870.3 48 -28.5 
Idaho Falls PD 426 5 1147.4 27 56.8 fl 

,~> Butte'S,O 7 91 355.0 82 -334.1 
Ar'CoPD 8 88.5 600.6 62 72.8 

'Camas SO 8 88.5 930.2 43 -14.9 I ' CaritXJu SO 35 50 780.6 53 -12.4 
Soda Springs PD 31 57.5 803.5 52 170.3 

Cassia SO 70 25 664,11 59 -21.7 I BUl .... ley PD 120 17 136/.8 19 236.0 
Clark SO 1 94 96.8 92 -134.4 
Guster SO 25 62.5 733.8 55 181.7 I 1:"ranl<lin SO 18 70.5 21,5.2 91 ' -5lf. 0 
PrBmont SO 5 92.5 50.0 93 -268.3 
Gooding SO 31 57.5 1033.3 32 -84.9 I G'ooding PD 37 46.5 471.8 74 155.6 
Jefferson SO 50 36 510.8 68 18.8 

Rigby PD 12 77 542.7 66 -235.2 

I Jerome SO 32 54.5 453.9 75 -93.8 
Jerome PD 50 36 675.1 58 29.9 

Lemhi SO 8 88.5 229.0 90 -lfO.3 

I Salrron PD 14 75 449.lJ: 76 -116.8 
Lincoln SO 11 79.5 360.8 81 110.ij 
Madison SO 11:': 79.5 248. rp': 89 ~': 

I Rexl:::urg PD 57 29.5 542.9 65 -171.4 
Minidoka SO 124 16 991.2 36 In.5 

Rupert PD 64 26 1282.6 23 112.9 
Oneida SO 16 73 516.5 67 -66.2 'I Power SO 23 64 473.0 73 -189.5 

American Falls PD 31 57.5 910.7 45 166.6 

'I Teton SO 9 86 348.7 83 25.2 
Twin Falls SO 150 14 958.0 38 102.8 

Buhl,PD 31 57.5 913.,6 44 ,·,204.2 
K:iJn:l::e:r.ly PD 10 83 500.0 69 100.S ,I 
Tw:in Falls PD 497 4 2049.5 5 318.9 

Ties in rank were averaged. I Madison did not report in May and June, 1976, due to Teton Dam Disaster. The average 
" 

rate change was not calculated and the index and rate are probably under reported. 
Pinehurst failed to participate July - December, 1976. " 

Average rate chang'~ was based on four years of data (1973-1976) except for the 
following agencies" 

Bonners Ferry PD, Osburn PO, Cascade 1?D, and Kimberly PD ~ere based on two t, years of data (1975-1976). 
I • ~ Post Falls PO, Garden CIty PD, Kuna PO, Caldwell PD, Frui tland PD, and Chubbuck 

PD were based on three years of data (1974-1976) • II PieJ:ce PO, Smelterville PD, New Plymouth PD, Hailey PD were not calculated since 
1976 is the first year they reported separately. 

[<I-
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Juvenile Flow 

STATUS OF~~ERS IN DETENTION ' 

Youth Services Center1:: DJring FY-76, a total of 199 youths were committed to 
the Idaho Youth Services Center - 152 toys and 4·7 girls. Of this number, 17 toys and 
29 girls had a status offense as a final adjudicated offense. It is not known at this 
time how many bad previously been adjudicated for criminal offenses. 

In February, 1977, a records check was corripleted by Health and Welfar€ to 
determine how many youth committed to YSC on charges of status offense actually had 
prior criminal convictions. It was determined ~rom that point in tirre, no boys had 
been placed at YSC on charges of status offense who had not previously been adjudicated 
on a crirru_i'1al charge. However, approxima'tely ten gll."ls residing at YSC at that time 
had, within their records, no indication of adjudication for a crimirial offense. 

City/County retention Facilities: In a monitor survey of detention facilities 
ope;,:"'ating within tt~ State, it was learned that 1,036 juveniles, were detained in these 
facilities during the period January - July, 1976, on charges of curfew violation, 
truancy, runaway, and beyond control. Detentions on these charges were broken down as 
follows: 

TABLE 96 

CITY I COUN'IY DETENTION FACILITIES 

STATUS OFFENSE DETENTIONS BY TYPE 

JAWJARY-JU~Y~ 1976 

Offense Number Percent 

Curfew 158 15.2 
Truant 42 4.1 
Runmvay 660 63.7 
Beyond Control 176 17.0 

Total 1,036 100.0 

Half of these detentions were reported from thr'ee counties - Ma,Bannock, and 
Canyon. other agenoies reporting at least thrity or more detentions for this pericxi 
included Kootenai, Nez Per'C8, Eonneville, Jerome, Minidoka, aDd Twin Falls. Ten 
counties within the State re.]?Orted no status offE.t"'1sedeten:tions. 

A complete listing of status offense.s reported by county and region is provided 
in Table 97, pages 159 and 160. 'The largest number of detentions was for runat·rclY, 
64% of the total. Beyond control detentions were. second, with 176 cases (17%) with 
cllr'few at 158 and truancy at 42. 

~':Information provided by JolID Shuler, I:e:p.3XItment of Health and Welfare 

'"---<, 
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TABLE 97 I CITY/COUNTY DETENTION FACILITIES 

STATUS OFFENSE DETENTIONS BY COUNTY I JANUARY - JULY, 1976 

Region I Beyond Total Status I 
Counties: Curfe'o'l Runah'al Truancl Control Offense De'tentions 

Benet;·:an 2 6 8 ,I, 
funnet" - I ~ 

Boundary 5 5 

Cleal'T,o:ate:::' 8 8 .. 16 ,I' 
Idai-to 4' 4 'I 
Kootenai ,23 5'1 74 , I' Latah 11 11 

l.eiyis 12 12 I 
Nez Pe..""'Ce 31 47 1 79 

I Shoshone 24 24 

64 168 1 233 I, 
Region II II 
Ada 12 102 22 121 257 

A..dams I 
Poise I 
Canyon 4 74 15 93 

Elrrore 2 7 1 3 13 I 
Ge11 3 5 1 9 I 
O,\)'hee 1 5 1 7 

'I Payette ... 20 22 '-

ValleY 2 2 I 
'\~ \:iashl.11gto!l 9 2 11 

211 221j 25 141 411~ I 
_1hn_ 1'e 



,I 
Table 97 (contd. ) 

I 
Region III 8t2yond Total Status 

I Cou.:·yties : Curfe-.. 1 Runaway Tru,1J1cy Control Offense Detentions 

2a...'mock 51 110 3 3 167 

I Bear Lake 

I tt:mtpelier 2 2 

Bingham 7 6 1 14 

I Blaine 4 4 8 

I B::mneville 20 1 9 30 

Butte 1 2 3 

I Carras 

I' Caritou 6 6 

Sx!2.. Spric.g:s 1 1 

I Cassia 
::,..-

I Clark r 
:yo 

I 
O-lster 1 1 

' . ..', 

Franklin 2 2 

.1, Fre.::cnt 8 1 9 

I; G:xJding - 1 1 

. Jefferson 10 1 1 .. 12 

I JerDme 8 16 8 2 34 

I 
u3Ihi 5 1 6 

Lincoln 

I. t·i3.dison 3 3 

I Hinidoka 29 2 1 32 

C;l~i~3. 

I' Pot .. :er 11 11 

I Teton 

Tv1iJ1 fall '3 2 32 13 117 

I' 70 288 16 35 389 

'·1 -161-
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Of the 660 ~way offenses rePOrted, 58% w~;re reported from five counties: 
B\:lnnock, 110; Ada, 102; Ccmyon, 74; Kootenai, 5.1.; and Nez Perce, 47. Ada County 
was far and above all ptner countie~ for beyond control detentions (121 or 69% of 
the total) ~ Twerrt¥"7"i:V,Jo of the LJ.2 truancies reporrted were alsq recorded by Ada 
Cqwit¥: MOqt qlll(few'Viglations were reporrted by Ba.nrl.ock (5lJ~ Nez ParDe (31) and 
l\ootei1cli E 23) cbuntie~! 

Ada County Detention~": :In 1975, a total of 761 petitions were filed :in Ada 
Coqntyfor 'chargeq'of c11J:lfeW,trLtancy, runaway" beyond control and illegal consumption. 
Of these, 284 gr 37% YieY'e dismissed without hear:ings. Of the 477 cases receiving 
a court heaping, 254 (53%) were found wi-th:in the _purview of the YM. Ninety-tID 
(36%) of the youth found within the purview were remanded to the custody of Health 
i!l.nd Welfare. Seventeen of these also received detention sentences with eleven either 
l:1eceiving credit for detention qnd/or suspended detention sentences. 

A total of 136 youth receiveq detention, credit for detention, 'suspended 
detention sentenoes, oJ') a corn.b:inq.tion of these. Only, four received stJ')aight detention 
sentences.. Whewea.s the re,m::l.inder received detention sentences in conjunction with 
otheraotions, SliGh a,s credit for detention, probation, VPrk plaoement andlor referral 
to Hea+thand 'Welf~. In total~ 63 youth received sentences involving credit for . 
d.etention and el~yen actually involved detention sentenoes witmut credit or suspension. 

The following tables provide a breakdown of infol:'1TEl.tion related to the petitioned 
status offenses ofnmaway, beyond control, truancy, and curfew. M: Table 98, below, 
illustrates a categorical hreal<down by sex. It srnuld be noted th1t 77 .1% of the 
petitioned youth placed in detention were charged with runaway or beyond control. 

Runa,way toAre-a 
RunaT,'1ay from!wea 
~yond Control 
'J):'n..l.;IDCY 
Curfew 

M 

39 
49 
93 
42 
38 

261 

TABLE 98 

ADA. COUNTY DETENTION CENI'ER 

PETITIONS FIL8D 

1975 

% of Total F % of Total 

14.9% 35 10.8% 
18.8% 137 42.490 

35.6% 97 30.0!'6 
16.H, 47 14.6% 
14. 6 \'6 7 2.2% 

100 0. 323 100 % ~o 

M G F % of Total 

74 12.7% 
186 31.996 

190 32. S°Il 
89 15.2% 
4S 7.7% 

584 100 % 

Tables 99 and 100 provide aott.J.ql n1..lJIl1,)ers and percentages of youth placed in 
detention upon appl:)ehensicm~ after apprehension prior to adjudication, and after, 
adjudication. These figu,res reveal "that the majority of runaway i3lld beyond control 
youth are 'placed in detention prior to difl:gosition" but ver:y few actually serve 
detention sentences after disposition. In addition, it can be seen that ferrales 
ape nore likely to rem-:dn in dett!iltion after) detention hearing, prior to adjudication. 

~~Tc;ken from Ada Cotmty Juvenile StUdY, oompleted by LEPC in 1976. 
'~l'(Personnel withlnthe System stat.ad that only verry rarely v;ould a youth placed :in 
detention not be petitioned. 
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Runaway to Area 
!\~.ma~·hiY from Area 
fic;yond Centrol 
'11:'\.Hncy 
CurfeVl 

RWlm<lay to At"'ea 
}'\w13i<l,1Y From 
r'0yond Control 
'I'rudrlcy 
OJl'fGH 

TABLE 99 

ADA COUNTY 

STATUS OFFENDER DETENTIONS 

NUMBER OF CASES 

1975 

Upon Apprehension Prior to Adjudication After Adjudication 

H -
39 
34 
85 

8 
14 

F -
33 

11'1 
81I 

6 
3 

Total 1'1 

72 25 
148 19 -
169 37 

14- 3-
17 3 

TABLE 100 

ADA COUNTY 

F Total 

24 49 
74 93 
41 78 

4 7 
3 

STATUS OFmIDER DETENTIONS 

PERCENT TOTAL PETITIONS BY CHARGE 

1975 

M F Total 

3 2 5 
2 1 3 

12 '+ 16 
2 1 3 

,-'.-

Upon Apprehension Prior to Adjudica:tion After Adjudication 

M F M F M F Total 

100 96 94.3% 64.1% 68. G96 

69.490 83. 2~o 38.8°.; 511.0°" 6 .l~\ 1.5"0 2.8(\" 
91.4 96 86.6 90 39.896 lf2.3% ? 'Ie> ..... ~D 1.0"" 1.1.1('" 
19 %' 12.8!'(j 7.1% 8.5~ 28.696 8.5% 18.0% 
36.8% 28.69" 7 • 990 28.6% 5.3% 28.6% 6.7% 

\\ 

It 
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Recidivism 

Runaway: In Ada County, during the f:iJ:lst six months of the year, 38 females 
and 22 males were processed by the system on runaway from the county. Of the 
females:l 52. 6% reentered the system within six m::>nths after mi tial entry) and 
51+,5% of the males reentered. Initial dispositions for those cases are presented 
in the table below : 

Pismissal 
H&W 
GrDup Home 
Probation 
Consent DeCr"ee 
Jail 
To Relatives 

Total 

TABLE 101 

ADA CO~' JUVENILE DISPOSITIONS 

INIT!AL RUNAWAY "FROM" AND REENTRY 

JANUPJ\Y - JULY, 1975 

Number Number 
Female Reentering Male Reentering Total Reentry 

14 
11 
1 
8 
4 

38 

5 
6 
1 
7 
1 

20 
(52.6%) 

7 
4· 

l.~ 

4 
2 
1 

22 

3 
4 

3 
1 
1 

12 
(54.5 fo) 

21 8 
15 10 

1 1 
12 10 

8 2 
2 1 
1 0 

60 32 
(53.3%) 

A total of 16 1lE.les and 13 females w.=re detained for runaway to the coun"ty 
during the first six months of 1975. All cases were dismissed except for one nele 
who was plF.l.ced on probation. He, and one female reentered the.Ada County System 
within six m::>nths after initial contact. 

Beyond Control: Thirty-five females and forty males were detained in Ada 
County on charges of beyond control during the first six months of 1975. Forty
three perci?";lt (42.8%) of the females and 25% of the rrales returned on additional 
violations within six m::mths. Of the 24 cases initially dismissed, eleven juveniles 
returned~ Of those 15 placed on pYlobation, six returned. Table 102 provides a 
summary of case dispositions and reentYly. 
• 
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TABLE 102 

ADA COUNTY JUVENILE DISPOSITIONS 

BEYOND CONTROL AND REENTRY 

JANUARY - JULY, 1975 

Number Number 
Ferrale Reentering Male Reentering Total Reentry 

Dismissal 21 7 13 4 34 11 
H & W 4 3 7 1 11 4 
Jail 1 1 1 1 
Probation 6 3 9 3 15 6 
Consent Decr>ee 1 1 10 1 11 2 
To Relatives 1 1 1 2 1 
Other 1 1, 

Total 35 15 40 10 75 25 
(42.8%) (25%) (33.3%) 

'TrUancy: Du:ving the first six rronths of 1975, 28 f.emales and 18 males were 
detained :in Ada County on charges of status offense. Sixteen (10 males and six 
females) reentered withirl six rronths of initial contact for the year. Six of the 
seven males placed on probation and one of the five females placed on probation 
reentered. Table 103, below, provides a sUTnmary of dispositions for truancy. 

TABLE 103 

ADA COUNTY JUVENILE DISPOSITIONS 

TRUANCf AND REENTRY 

JANUARY -JULY, 1975 

Number Number 
FerraJ.e Reentering Male Reentering Total Reentry 

Dismissal 10 3 7 3 17 6 H & vi 2 1 2 1 Probation 5 1 7 6 12 7 Consent Decree 3 2 2 5 2 
Total 18 6 18 10 36 16 (33.3%) (55.6%) (44.4%) 
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Curfew: In Ma County, 16 youth were detained on charges of curfew violation 
during the first six months of 1975. Four were females and 12 were na1es. All 
female cases were dismissed, with one reentedng the system within a six-oonth 
period. Five nales reentered after initial dispositions of dismissal, commitment 
to Health and Welfare, consent decrees, or work placement. The table below provides 
a summary of disposition and reentry. 

TABLE 104 

NJA COUNTY JUVENILE DISPOSITIONS 

CURFEW Al\TO REENTRY 

JANUARY - JULY, 1975 

Number NllIIlber 
Female Reentering M3.le Reentering Total Reen~ 

Dismissal 4 1 8 3 12 4 
H&W 1 1 1 1 
Consent Decree 2 2 
Wot'k Placement 1 1 1 1 

Total 4 1 12 5 16 6 
(25%) (41. 7%) (37.5%) 

YOUrH REHABILITATION SERVICES 

Included in Appendix E of this document is the FY-76 Youth Rehabilitation 
Services P.nnual Report compiled by the Department of Health and Welfare. It 
provides information concerning cases processed under the Youth Rehabilitation 
Act by all courts in Idaho, and cases referred to the Department of Health ahd 
Welfare from JuJ.y 1, 1975, through June 30, 1976. Information pertaining to 
characteristics of youth committed to t'he Deparbnent and types of ini"tial super
vision provided is also included. 
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DATA SYSTEMS 

Systems for the collection, organization and analysis of data and infonrr-;t4::ion 
hasrerrained relatively constant this past year. Cvim:i.nal justice administr,citors 
and planners, alike, still have limited infonnation concern:ing the efficiency of 
processing offenders through the System. They are faced with the responsibility 
of identifying and improving upon processing deficiencies with little basis for 
performance measurement. 

Law enforce:men t agencies have very little information concerning reasons for 
dismissal which might apply to the quality of investigations and arrests. More
over, there is presently no way to measure relationship of, clearances to conviction 
rates to determine processing perforrrance indicators which could assist in seeking 
rrore effective law enforcement practices. 

Adjudicatory personnel have sone knowledge of case processing periods and 
sentencing inforrration which can be w.alyzed with da:ta provided through the Supreme 
Court "ClASS" System. However, this System was not designed to compare activities 
in individual crim:inal cases by offender or by particular felony. Neither can the 
Administrative Office of the Courts presently guarantee the accuracy of the data, 
because of the error rate on data being reported to the Supreme Court by the 
District Court Clerks' Offices. 

In the field of corrections, recidivism data is not J::"eadilyavailable to 
measure rehabilitative success, because no system is operating which provides a 
complete picture of whether or not offenders return to the System after release from 
cOrTectional programs. 

Records on juveniles initially diverted or entering the System on reduced 
charges are sketchy or nonexistent, and data regarding adjudication and correctional 
or rehabilitative efforts is limited. 'The Uniform Cvime Report evCR), published by 
the Department of Law Enforcement, does provide statistics regarding juvenile 
apprehensions by offense, and infornation is available concerning the age and sex of 
the suspect apprehended. However, this data does not include an accurate picture· 
of all juveniles entering the System, as juveniles can be referred tOethe courts from 
other than the law enforcement agencies reporting to the UCR; and, as already indicated, 
records of juveniles initially diverted by law enforcerrent personnel are not always 
mrintained. There is no Statewide resource at this time which w:Juld completely 
provide this type of information. 

The Administrative Office of the Supreme Court, under the ClASS System, reports 
juvenile petitions filed and dispositions nade, but neither specific charges, nor 
adjudication disposition data related to specific charges are available through this 
System. 

The Depa:rrbnent of Health and Welfare's data system does record statistics on 
juveniles entering this part of the System, by type of offense, type of supervision 
and placement, client cha:r'acteristics, period of placement and reasons for termination •. 
Data pertaining to recidivism or revocation rates are not being maintained through 
this System at· the present time , although the Youth Services Center maintains records 
on those youth having prior institutional corrrrnitments to the center. Statewide 
inforrration of this specific type,as to youth detained in jail facilities, is 
virtually- nonexistent. The best local source of juvenile detention information is 
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the Ma County mtentien Center where dedicated efferts are being made to' maintain 
recerds to' provide a basis fer measuring process perfer.m:mce. D:l.ta included in 
the Juvenile Justice Plan provided to' LEPC by the Office ef Trial Court Mministrator 
fer the Fourth Judicial District derrDnstrates thE'~ effert being made in Ada County. 

The status effender presents another problem. Based upon input from cr:i.rninal 
justice personnel and input from meetings ef thE! Governer I s Juvenile Justice 
Advisory Council, the juvenile may enter the System en a status effense rather than 
the criminal effense he may have cemmitted. This afferds him the epportunity fer 
rehabilitative services witheut the stigma ef being charged with criminal behavier. 
The lack ef recerds to' decument decisiens by law enfercement persennel as to' such 
entry prevents ene from obtaining a true picture ef the status effander er the juvenile 
criminal effender. Consequently, IdahO', in addi tien to' many ether states, is faced 
with the dileIIID3. ef planning fer the efficient eperatien ef juvenile justice with 
little available data cencerning the flew ef particular effenders through the System. 

It is heped that Idahe T s Offender-Based Transactienal System (OBTSS) will 
begin producing offender tracking infe:rnatien en a limited scale this coming year. 
In additien, the Presecuter Manage.ment Infermatien System (PROt1IS) will be develeped 
within the State, and prosecutors will be effered funding fer the installatien ef 
terminals in this Plan. Thus to' assist in the develepment ef juvenile tracking 
data, a pilet progra"Il involving Ada County will be initiated and evaluated this 
coming year. 
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SOCIO-ECONOl1IC J\ND DEMOGRAPHIC DATA ANALYSIS 

Unemploym:!Dt Fates 

1m analysis of unemployment rates for 1976, as compared to the Part I crime 
rates, was nade for each of the 44 counties in the State. A test was conducted 
to determine if there was significant correlation between 'the two variables when 
compared for all counties in the State, but it was found there was no significant 
correlation (at the 0.05 level) between unemployment rates and Part; I crime rates, as 
reported in the counties. This sarre finding was bL\tained last year from 1975 data. 

A word of caution is necessary about: this COilclusion. Unemployment rates as 
provided by the ])e,pariJnent of Employment are based on the number of people eligible 
to draw unemployment benefits and do not include the hard-core unemployed. People 
who have never gained eligibility or who have lost their eligibility nay be unernploy
ed but they are not included in unemployment rates. Thus, the above conclusion 
applies only to people who have ID3intained unemployment benefit eligibility. 

Poverty 

Using information from the State Economic Opportunity Office on "Poverty in 
Idaho, 1975," a comparison was made of the percentage of persons below the poverty 
level for each of the 44 Idaho counties and their respective Part I crime rates. 
'The analysis found no significant correlation Statewide (at the. 05 level) between 
percentage of persons below the poverty level and Part I crime rates. 

Percent of Population Receiving Assistance 

Using the sarre document, "Poverty in Idaho, 1975," a test was nade to determine 
if there was any relationship between the percent of population receiving assistance 
for each of the 44 counties in the State and their respective Part I crime ra:tes. 
Again, as in the poverty analysis, no significant correlation (at the. as level) was 
found between these two variables. 

ADC Fates 

In 1975 a co~~ison was nade which looked at persons receiving welfare benefits 
through the Aid to ])e,pendent Children Program (ADC) as a percentage of the total 
population in the county, and the Part I crime rate in the county. This ~as done 
in order to learn if there was a correlation between a high percentage receiving 
benefits and high crime rates' when analyzed for all counties in the State. The 
number of people receiving benefits through the ADC program includes children and 
eligible relatives. It was found that there was a significant positive correlation 
between the two variables at the. 05 level. This same analysis was perfor:rred for 
ADC rates and Part I crime rates using 1976 data. Again the test yielded a signifi
cant positive corrBlation Statewide between the two variables. 
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Caution must be used in interpX'eting this r'esul t. This significant correlation 
does not reM one va:r>:l,a,ble is ca.using the other, i.e., people :receiving ADC benefitsl 
cause Part ! crimes, or vice versa. It does rean that the two variables tend to go 
up and down together and can be related to some unknown third variable that is a 
significant causal factor for both variables. 

Divorce Rates I 
A comparative analysis using 1975 data was made of divorce r'ates per 1,000 POP-I 

ulation and the following: (1) Part I crime rates, (2) arrest r'ates per 100,000 
population and (3) juvenile arrest rates per' 1,000 persons under 18 years. This 
was done to determine if there was any association between family instability and 
reported crime and arrest rates in each of the 44 counties. 

It was found that there was a significant positive correlation Statewide at 
the . 05 level for all three sets of variables tested. 

(1) divorce rates and Part I criJre rates 
(2) divorce rates and arvest rates per 100,000 population 
(3) divorce rates and juvenile arrest rates per 1,000 persons under 18. 

I 
I 
I 

Caution must also be used when interpreting these results. This does not mean I 
that divorce causes criminal behavior in adults and juveniles. It means that these 
variables tend to go up and down together. The causal factor for the correlation I 
could be some thiIu unknown variable. 

Per-Capita Liquor I 
For the second year in a r'OW a comparison was made of per-capita liquor sales 

to the Part I crime rate for all counties in the State. Again this compaI'ison I 
yielded a significant positive correlation coefficient at the .05 level. 
Caution must again be used in interpretation of this conclusion since it does not 
rean high liquor consllJT!Ption causes high Part I crime rates, or high Part I crime I 
rates cause high liquor consumption. It means the Th;Q variables tend to go up 
and down together and are dependent. The reason could be SOIre third unknown variable 
that is the causing factor. I 
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:1 APPENDIX A Gl 

I 
I 
I 
I (~ 

J. 

,I REG ION I 
TOTAL PART I'CRIME FREQUENCIES 

I 
BY COUNTY 

1971 - 1976 

I County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975' 1976 

II 
Benewah 160 110 128 124 170 205 
Bonner 348 436 463 751 840 825 
Boundary 144 61 163 137 188 205 

I 
Clearwater 99 85 181 229 221 297 
Idaho 262 235 248 124 183 276 
Kootenai 1,533 1,776 1,803 2,483 2.229 2,457 

·1' 
Latah 639 653 674 781 722 753 
Lewis 100 151 123 121 157 195 
Nez Perce 1,583 1,638 1,411 1,421 1,543 1,636 

I 
Shoshone 313 336 429 483 648 657 

Region I 5,181 5,481 5,623 6,654 6,901 7,506 \'. ~. 

Totals 

I 
I 
I 
I Q 

'-/ 

I .; 

I 
I' 
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I 
REG ION I 

Hurder I 
Count,x 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1916 

Benev/ah 0 0 0 1 1 0 I ..... 
Bonner o . 0 0 2 a 1 
80undary 0 0 0 2 () 0 I Clean/ater 1 0 0 0 1 1 
Idaho 0 0 0 1 a 0 
Kootenai 0 3 3 2 2 3 I Latah 0 2 0 0 () 0 
Lewis 0 0 0 1 () 1 
flez Petce 1 3 3 5 () 0 I Shoshone a 1 0 0 1 2 

Total 2 9 6 14 5 8 I Rape 

County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1 
Benewah 0 0 0 0 '0 0 

I Bonner 3 1 2 5 3 1 
Boundary 1 0 0 2 2 0 
Clearwater 0 0 0 1 1 1 

I Idaho 2 2 0 () 3 
, Kootenai 7 13 12 15 12 17 

Latah 0 0 a 1 1 1 

I Lelv; s 0 1 0 2 2 l 
Nez Petce 3 1 1 4 

~ 

. ~.' 10 4 
Shoshone 2 0 2 5 < __ .c' 1 2 

I Total 17 18 19 35, 32 30 

Robbery 

1976 1' County 1971 1972 1973 1974 197.~ 

SeneVlah 0 1 0 0 0 0 I Bonner 0 2 2 4 5 3 
Boundary 0 0 0 1 n 1 I C1 ear'r'/ater 2 0 0 0 () 0 
Idaho 1 1 1 0 2 0 
Kootenai 6 4 15 32 . 32 22 I Latah 0 0 1 3 :3 3 
Le\'/is 0 0 0 0 ') 0 
lIez Perce 6 4 14 3 ~'l 18 I c . 
Shoshone 3 0 3 3 Q Z ..., .. _- .. 

Total 18 12 36 51 71 54 
,I 
I 
I· 

\, -2-'" 
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I 

Regi on (cont'd) 

'? 

I Ass aul t 

County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 . 1-
Benev/ah 7 0 0 0 2 3 
Bonner 18 10 25 15 31 ·49 

I Boundary 7 1 17 19 6 13 
Clean'later 10 5 16 15 7 31 
Idaho 9 11 8 4 6. 19 

I Kootena i 33 63 101 137 123,,; 111 
Latah 13 1 6 7 5' 11 
LevJi s 3 8 5 3 18 5 

I Nez Perce 13 7 8 5 24 25 
Shoshone 37 13 26 20 22 36 

I Total 150 119 212 225 244 303 
Burg'j ary-

I County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 

I 
Benel'lah 40 23 9 29 52 57 
Bonner 140 149 167 256 350 299 

. Boundary 37 20 75 35 M 68 

I 
Clean-later 37 35 36 78 35 92 
Idaho 73 76 90 17 57 83 
Kootenai 425 429 638 769 669 693 

I' Latah 113 111 70 130 136 117 
LeI-Ii s 45 48 36 62 116 46 
lIez Perce 316 268 201 279 324 339 

I 
Shoshone 93 127 157 139 219 201 

Total 1 ,319 1,286 1,479 1,79B 2,030 1,995 

I 
Larceny 

Count~ 1971 1972 1973 1974 ]9Z5 1976 ... 

I Benel'lah 103 71 116 87 111 134 
Bonner 178 263 241 434 411 428 

I 
Boundary 93 36 63 7.3 9a 118 
Clearwater 47 44 119 125 109 167 
Idaho 167 135 133 88 100 . 158 

I 
Kootenai 1 ,011 ] ,204 937 1,410 1,290 L;492 
Latah 499 521 if 575 599 54? ,593 !, 

Le\·1i s 50 88 75 51 61 136 1 

rlez Perce 1 , 135 1 ,279 1 ,099. 1,068 1 11"(1 1,172 l 

I ' • I 

Shoshone 125 136 20B 273 313 385 

Total 3,408 3,777 

I 
3,567 4,208 4,179 ··4,783 

I 
., 

I' 
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I: 
Reg; on I (conti d) 

I 
Autd" Theft 

I Gou,nt~ 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 . 1976 

-.~ Benev/ah 10 15 3 
. 7 4 11 I Bonner 9 11 26 35 32 44 

Boundary 6 4 8 5 10 5 

I Glearvlater 2 1 10 10 18 5 
Idaho 11 10 14 14 10 13 
Kootenai 51 60 97 118 101 119 

I Latah 14 18 22 41 35 28 
. Lew; s 2 6 6' 2 8 6 

Nez Perce 109 76 85 52 91 78 

I Shoshone 53 59 33 43 21 24 

Total 267 260 304 327 340 333 I;; 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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.£ount~ 

Ada 
Adams 
Boise 
Canyon 
Elmore 
Gem 
Owyhee 
Payette 
Valley 
Washington 
Region II 
Totals 

R E 'G ION II 
TOTAL PART 1 CRIME FREQUENCIES 

BY COUNTY 
1971·- 1976 

1971 1972 1973 

5,400 5,358 5,735 
35 51 52 
25 32 37 

2,339 2,,714 2,008 
432 352 464 
195 219 336 
115 121 138 
121 284 343 

90 39 182 
182 191 246 

8,934 9,361 9,541 

-.5-

",-.'!'< 

1974 1975 1976 

6,856 7,737 8,380 
,56 23 44 . 
65 118 101 

3,243 3,;,577 3,691 
451 534 555. 
335 281 . 314 
225 259 235 
689 553 " 945 
347 190 240 
246 254 '259 

12,513 13,526 14,464 
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I 
REG ION II ,I, 

Nurder 'I 
'Coun,ty 1971 1972 J971 1974 1975 1.976 .J . 
Ada 6 3 2 5 5 10 
Adams 0 0 0 0 0 1 I. Boise 0 0 0 1 0 0 
Canyon 3 2 0 4 4 6 
Elmore 1 0 0 0 3 2 I, Gem 0 3 2 C f') 0 
Owyhee 0 0 0 0 4 0 
Payette 0 1 0 1 0 0 I Valley 0 0 0 2 0 0 

~; V Wash ; ngton 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total 10 9 4 13 16 19 I 
Rape 

County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 I 
Ada . 26 30 

;:; 

15 27 36 54 I Adams 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Boise 0 0 0 0 2 1 
Canyon 3 6 11 11 12 15 I ET~re 2 7 8 9 ,3 0 
Gem 1 1 1 0 l 0 
Owyhee 0 1 1 0 rj 2 I Payette 0 2 0 '1 2 3 
Valley 0 0 0 1 0 1 
Washington 0 1 1 0 0 0 ,I 

Total 32 48 37 49 56. 76 
Robbery I 

County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 -I 
Ada 40 49 54 73 81 102 
Adams 0 0 0 0 0 0 

" Boise 0 0 0 0 0 0 I Canyon 12 16 16 29 35 31 
Elmore 1 1 7 4 5 5 

I Gem 1 0 1 0 0 0 
Owyh.ee 0 0 1 0 0 1 
Payette 0 1 1 4 

... ., 
4 5 

Valley 0 
t, 

0 0 0 I 0 1 
. .:;::!' Washington 0 ... ] Q 3 3 ;3 

Total 54 68 80 113 128 148 I 
I;" 

I 
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I 
Region II (cont1d)· 

::\ 

I 
Assault 

Coun tot 1971 1972 )973 1974 1975 1976;) 

I, Ada 156 186 283 179 241 295 
Adams 1 2 0 2 A 1 

I Boise 1 1 2 a 10 5 
Canyon 40 97 51 114 94 107 " 

Elmore 19 12 12 18 27 30 

I Gem 5 5 12 12 8 6 
Owyhee 4 5 5 18 21 16 
Payette 8 10 11 35 27 47 

I Valley 7 3 1 18 8 15 
Wash i ngton 0 J a 9 6 '10, 

Total 241 324 385 405 446 532, 

I Burg1 ary 

I County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 

Ada 1,093 1.,074 1 ,207 1 ,364 1,624 1,872 

I Adams 10 18 26 28 9 10 
Boise 9 11 14 11 52 34 
Canyon 468 527 550 740 728 879 

·1 Elmore 99 90 107 78 132 95 
Gem 27 46 69 86 <;J 71 84 
Owyhee 22 41 44 62 72 42 

·1 Payette 36 72 85 257 212 202. '. 
Va l1ey 50 12 97 151 80 az 
Washington ]8 28 ~] !l9 43 ·52" . 

I Total 1,832 1,919 2,240 2,826 3,023 3,352 

i> Larceny 

I County 1971 1972 1973 1974 ] ~Z!2 1976 

I Ada 3,793 3,,668 3,770 4,775 5,326 5,561 
Adams 22 28 24 23 4 ' 29 
Boise 14 18 19 5,0 51 61 

I Canyon 1,719 1,925 1,261 2,226 2,536 2,474 
Elmore 298 216 293 302 331 393 .J 

Gem 157 158 229 225 188 ,214 

I O\>Jyhee 84 68 78 131 144 i 61 
Payette 72 166 232 368 288 3~r 
Vall ey 30 24 73 , 158 89. /124-

I Washington 156 ]55 ]89 lZ2 • 1°] ]~S 
, Total 6,345 6,426 6,168 8,437 9,148 9 56~ t, . 

, '{ 
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I 
Reg; on II( cant I d) I 

Auto Theft I 
County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976, 

Ada 286 348 404 433 424 486 
Adams 2 3 2 3 6 3 . 
Boise 1 2 2 3 1 17~1 Canyon 94 141 119 119 168 
Elmore 12 26 37 40 33 30

1 Gem 4 6 22 12 13 10 
Owyhee 5 6 9 14 18 13 
Payette 5 32 14 23 20 271 Valley 3 0 11 17 13 17 
Washington 8 3 7 6 11 9 

Total 420 567 627 670 709 7741 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
I REG ION III 

TOTAL PART I CRIME FREQUENCIES 

I' BY COUNTY 
1971 - 1976 

I 
County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 ]~Z6 . 

I Bannock 3,143 2,474 2,615 3,291 2,956 3,078 
Bear Lake 51 49 81 147 164 192 

I Bingham 818 807 803 779 942 984 
Blaine 193 118 452 647 523 578 
Bonneville 2,775 2,666 2,821 3,361 3,520 3,265 

I Butte 29 51 63 76 73 60 
Camas 12 12 13 0 3 11 
Caribou 114 126 111 199 267 241 '(';. 

I Cassia 562 702 592 596 745 - 756 
Clark 26 18 15 34 23 6 
Custer 43 54 27 1 74 78 

I Franklin 93 273 120 105 100 133 
Fremont 138 205 200 74 53 26 
Gooding 114 138 183 111 183 161 

I Jefferson 128 206 260 219 250 312 
Jerome 133 166 282 208 279 277 
Lemhi 60 193 68 66 146 7.5 

I Lincoln 21 3 32 51 .62 55 
t1ad; son 848 .626 399 400 541 431 
Minirloka 397 351 390 450 613 598 

I Oneida 21 51 58 80 90 65 
Power 211 177 160 194 263 268 

I 
Teton 40 43 38 7 11 13 
Twirl Falls 1,592 1,501 15 675 1,820 1,774 1,851 
Region II I 11 ,562 11 ,010 11 ,458 12,916 13,655 . 13,514 

I. Totals 

I 
I 
I , 

• • , j 
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I 
REGION III I , 

MlJr~der I 
.County 1971 1!#72 1973 19'74 1975 197'6 I 
Bannock 2 2 0). 2 7 3 ,,) 

Bear Lake 0 0 0 0 0 0 I Bingham 3 2 1 1 3 1 
Blaine 0 0 0 0 0 0 

. Bonneville o . 0 1 2 1 2 I Butte 0 0 0 0 1 0 
Camas 0 0 0 0 0 0 
'Caribou 0 0 1 0 1 0 I Cassia 2 0 0 2 2 1 
Clark 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Custer 0 0 0 0 0 0 I Fr.ankl in 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Fremont 0 0 0 1 0 1 
Gooding 0 0 0 2 1 0 I Jefferson 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Jerome 0 0 0 3 0 2 
Lemhi 0 0 0 0 0 0 I Lincoln 0 0 0 0 0 0 
I~adi son 0 1 0 0 0 0 
Ninidoka 1 2 0 1 4 0 I Oneida 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Power 1 0 0 0 0 1 
Teton 0 0 0 0 0 0 I . Ii' Twi n Fall s 3 1 1 4 2 5 'i j" 12 8 8 18 22 17 r:/,_·.-;:~· 

Total I Rape 

County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 I 
Bannock 14 14 15 13 12 16 

I Bear Lake 0 0 0 1 0 1 
Bingham 3 4 4 2 4 4 
Blaine 0 0 5 6 2 0 

I Bonneville 2 7 6 7 8 9 
Butte 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Camas 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I Caribou 0 a 1 0 0 0 
Cass.i a 2 1 '0 2 3 1 
Clark 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I Cus ter 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Franklin 0 0 0 0 0.· a 

I 
.' 

I 
... ~p- I 
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I 
I Regi on II I (cant 'd) 

I Rape (cont'd) 

I 
County 1971 . 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 

Fremont 1 2 1 1 2 0 

I 
Gooding 0 0 1 0 () 2 
Jefferson 0 2 0 2 0 0 
Jerome 1 1 1 0 0 .0 

I 
Lemhi 0 0 0 3 0 0 
Li nco 1 n 0 0 0 0 O· 0 
~1adison 0 5 0 1 O. 2 

I 
t·l; ni doka 2 5 5 2 3 3 
Oneida 0 0 1 0 2 0 
Power 0 0 1 0 2 2 

I 
Teton a 0 0 a 0 0 
TvJi n Fall s 2 8 ] ] 3 6 Z 

Total 27 50 52 43 44 49 

I Robbery 

I 
Count~ 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 

Bannock 31 21 28 63 59 54 

I Bear Lake 0 0 1 0 1 0 
Bingham 7 8 5 9 12 10 
Blaine 2 0 2 1 1 0 

I Bonnevi lle 30 20 25 32 32 21 
Butte 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Camas 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I Caribou 0 0 1 1 1 2 
Cassia 2 7 9 10 :12 10 
Clark 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I CUster a 0 0 a 1 0 
Franklin 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Fremont a 1 1 1 1 1 

I Gooding i a 1 a 5 1 
Jefferson 0 a 0 1 1 1 
Jerome 3 2 2 0 1 0 

I Lemhi 1 1 0 0 1 0 
Li ncol n 0 0 0 0 a 0 
Hadison 0 1 a 1 1 ,0 

I t·1i ni doka 1 3 4 2 4 ' 6 
Oneida 0 0 0 0 0 0 
PO'.·ler 0 0 0 0 . 1 2 

~I Teton 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Twin Falls 12 9 13 12 16 16 

I 
Total 90 74 92 , 33 145 130 

I 
I -11-
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~ I 
Region III (cont'd) I 

Assault I 
County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976'1 

Bannock 75 67 74 91 100 12~ .1 Bear Lake 1 1 2 '5 16 
Bi ngham 55 82 55 39 'i 49 65 
81 aine 13 4 l5 18 ll'~ 8~ 

I Bonneville 25 40 47 47 37 57 
Butte 1 2 5 9 '9 3 
Camas 1 0 0 0 0 0 

I Caribou ,8 5 2 8 3 10 
Cassia 7 21 20 32 29 20 

"Cl ark 1 0 1 0 2 0 

I Custer' 2 2 3 0 3 5 
Frankl; n ' 0 5 3 2 4 7 
Fremont 11 9 8 3 4 J 

I Gooding 0 4 10 7 2 3 
Jefferson 0 1 3 5 6 8 
Jerome 1 3 14 7 21 12 

I Lemhi 3 6 2 4 3 3 
. Lincoln 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Nadison :, 16 22 16 18 17 5 
~1i ni doka 12 14 21 2~ 23 1~·1 Oneida 0 2 3 1 3 
Power 9 10 5 7 7 e 
Teton 2 2 1 0 0 D·I 
Twin Falls 18 36 22 41 '112 148' 

Total 261 338 333 367 464 518 1 Burglary 

County 1971 1972 1973 1974 197~ __ 197~{ I -, 
Bannock 609 582 599 85,2 709 638 I Bear Lake 6 16 25 54 56 46 
l3i ngh am 147 229 193 158 212 239, 
Blaine '55 52 135 226 144 135 1 ' Bonnev; lle, 473 454 539 688 776 612 
Butte 5 18 29 24 24 15 . 
Camas 4 4 7 0 2 6~ I Caribou 23 35 35 51 68 
Cassia 55 101 125 151 213 190 
Clark 5 8 5 6 f) 

" Custer 15 18 .~ 6 0 28 25:"1 
Franklin 28 44 29 16 9 H~, 

'I 
!I 
~ 

tl " >' ~ 
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I 
I Reg; on III (cont'd) 

I Burglary (cont'd) 

County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 ' 

I Fremont 46 54 78 29 23 5 
Gooding 23 42 66 33 74 68 

I Jefferson 12 25 75 60 91 ' 62 
Jerome 25 35 79. 63 100 82" ' 
Lemhi 15 41 38 29· 58 22, 

I Lincoln 12 1 1 12 13. 11 
~ladison 232 209 134 93 93 68 
11inidoka 121 87 126 156 201 188 

I Oneida 8 18 22 29 1.8 16 
Power 79 61 35 49. 68 54 
Teton 14 15 7 4 . n' 9 

I Twin Falls 267 353 428 491 @6 688 

Total 2,279 2,502 2,816 3,274 3~685 3.,266 .'. 

I Larceny 

County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 ' 1976,! 

I 
; 

Bannock 2,238 .1 !o06 1,696 2,101 1,914 2,046 
Bear Lake 44 31 47 82 86 126 

I Bingham 542 439 487 520 591 592 
Blaine 110 57 269 378 338 395 
Bonneville 2.,138 2,040 2,089 29425 2,462 2,395 

I Butte 22 28 23 39 .! 37 40 
Camas 7 7 6 0 1 3 

I 
Caribou 78 83 67 123 181 ' 147 
Cassia 475 544 412 377 446 ·502 ., 
Clark 17 7 9 28 12 4 

I-
'tus ter 24 30 9 1 41 43 
Franklin 61 211 86 78 77 96 
Fremont 69 134 103 19 13 5 

I 
Good; ng 83 84 95 57· 87 76 
Jefferson 110 157 163 140 140 212 
Jerome 97 117 173 127 146 162 

I 
Lemhi 37 136 23 29 82 48, 
Lincoln 7 1 29 37 43 37 
r·ladi son 582 365 230 268 .407 337 

" 

I 
r'li ni doka 241 225 209 247 333 345, 
Oneida 13 28 29 ' 45 ,·.s8 49 
POI'Ier 119 103 113 . 123. ' 175 190 

~I 
Teton 22 24 28 2 1 . .2. 
Twin Fal1s 1,225 1,016, 1,100 __ 1 ,148 835 " "876, 

- ;:,'; .. ,' 

\\ 

8,,728 i:-.' 

I 
Total 8,361 7;473 7,495 8,394 ~,511 .,? '.' '" 
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I 
.t.~ I Region HI (cont/d) 

<0 

I Auto Jheft 

County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 19761 
. Bar~;(lbck 174 182 200 169 160 l~J Bear Lake 0 , 6 5 ., S 

II Bingham 61 43 58 50 71 73 
Blaine 13 5 26 18 24 

1~1. BonneY; 11 e 107 105 114 160 204 
Butte , 1 

., 
6 4 2 oJ 1 

Camas 0 1 0 0 0 11·-Caribou 5 3 4 16 13 
Cass i a 19 28 26 22 35 32 
C1 ark 3 3 0 0 3 ,I Custer 2 3 9 0 1 
Franklin 4 12 2 9 10 . 10 
Fremont 11 5 9 20 '10 111 Gooding 7 8 10 12 14 11 
Jefferson 6 21 18 11 12 29 
Jerome 6 8 13 8 11 ') Lemh·i 4 9 5 1 2 

,- Lincoln 2 1 1 2 6 7 
Madison 18 23 19 19 23 ~I Ni.n; doka 19 .15 25 19 40 
Oneido 0 3 3 5 9 0 

(t:;; Power 3 3 6 15 10 11 Teton 2 2 2 1 2 
Twin Falls 65 78 100 121 llZ 111 

Total 532 565 662 687 784 8061 
I' 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
APPENDIX B '::> 

I 
I PART I CRIME HAT,ES PER 100, 000 POPUIATION 

/' " ~ 

I 
1971-1976 

REGION I 

I 
INDEX 

Countl 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 

I 
Benewah 2,397.7 1,666.7 1,891.5 1,826.8 2,398.1 2,919.8 
Bonner 2,258.6 2,610.8 2,704.0 4,196.4 4,200.0 4,342.1 
Boundary 2,486.6 968.3 2,523.2 2,183.6 2,858.9 2,1+11.8 

I: Clearwater 987.9 765.8 1,590~4 1,991.3 2,194.9 2,597.7 
Idaho 2,027.5 1,835.9 1,889.7 927.4 1,407.7 2,025~O 
Kootenai 4,410.1 , 4,530.6 4,485.9 6,207.5 4,919.4 5,459.9 <\.~ 

>', 

I· 
Latah 2,515.0 2,550.8 2,567.7 2,812.5 2,593. ° 2,613 .. 9 , > .. ;\ 

lewis 2,466.1 3,595.2 2,856.5 2,869.3 3,396.1 4,292.3 
Nez Perce 4,993.7 5,216.6 4~382.7 4,500.6 4,956.3 5,053.,1 

I 
Shoshone 1,551. 3 1,777.8 2,213.7 2,427.1 3,272.7 3,421.0 

REGION I 3,104.0 3,171.9 3,173.7 3,711.3 3,721. 0 3,960.6 

I MURDER 

I: County 1971 1972 1973 1974· 1975 ' 1.976 

Benewah 14.7 14.1 
" 

I Bonner 11.2 5.3 
Boundary 31.9 
Clearwater 10.0 ... - 9.9 8.7 

I; Idaho 7.5 
Kootenai 7.7 7.5 5.0 4.4 6.7 
Latah 1.8 

"I 
Lewis 23.7 22.0 
Nez Perce 3.2 9.6 9. S ' 15.8 : .... -- --
Shoshone 5.3 5.0 10.4 

.~ 

1 REGION I 1.2 5.2 3.4 7.8 2.7 4.2 

I RAPE 

I County 1971 1972 1973 1974,' 1975 ' , ',197.6 .-_'_-"';:". __ r 

Benewah " I 

Bonner 19.5 6. {)., 11.,7 27 •. 9 15.0 5.3 

I Boundary 17.3 --. 31..9 30.4 
Clearwater "'~,- 8.7 9.9 8.7 
Idaho 7.7 15.6 15.2 22. o· 

I Kootenai 20.1 33.2 29.9 37.5 37 .. 8 
Latah -- -.- 3.6 3.5 
lewis 23.8 47.4 ,22.0 

" 

"'., 

I NezPerce 9.5 3.2 3.1 12.7 12.4- l~ < 

'Shoshone 9.9 10~3 25.1' , . 1()~4 

:1 REGION, I 10.2 10.4 10.7 19.5 ;L5.8 
':0, 

'I 
'<:', b . ~~, 

" 
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I 
'\I~ 

ROBBERY 
'..;;.-::::: 

I 
COU1).ty 1971 1972 1973 1974- 1975 1976 I 
Benewah· 15.2 
Bonner 12.0 11.7 22.4 25.0 15.8 I Boundary 15.9 11.8 
Clearwater 20.0 
IdahCf 7.7 7.8 7.6 1:5.4 ,I Kootenai 17.3 10.2 37.3 80.0 70.6 48.9 
Latah 3.8 10.8 10.8 10~4 

, lewis I Nez Perce 18.9 12.7 43.5 25.3 64.2 55.6 
Shoshone .14.9 15.5 15.1 45.5 36.4 

REGION I 10.8 6.9 20.3 28.4 38.3 28.5 I 
AOORAVPfrBD ASSAULT I 

County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 

I Beneiwah 104.9 28.2 ' 42.7 
Bonner 116.8 59.9 146.0 83.8 155.0 257.9 
Boundary 120.9 15.9 263.1 302.8 91.2 152.9 I Clearwater 99.8 45.0 140.6 130.4 69.5 271.1 
Idaho 69.6 85.9 61.0 29.9 46.2 139.4 
Kootenai 94.9 160.7 251.3 342.5 271. 5 246.7 I Latah 51.2 3.9 22.9 25.2 18.0 38.2 
lewis 74.0 190.5 116.1 71.1 389.4 110.1 
Nez Perce 41.0 22.3 24.8 15.8 77 .1 77.2 I Shoshone 183.4 68.8 134.2 100.5 111.1 187.5 

REGION I 89.9 68.9 119.7 125.5 131.6 159.9 

I 
BURGlARY 

I County 1971 1972 1973 1974 ' 1975 1976 

Benewah 599.4 348.5 132~9 427.2 733.5 811.9 I Bonner 908.6 892.2 975.3 1,430.5 £,.790.0 1,573.7 
Boundary 638.9 317.5 1,161. 0 557.9 973.2 800.0 
Clearwater 369.2 315.3 316.3 678.3 844.2 804 •. 7 I " Idaho 564.9 593.8 685.8 ' 127.1 438.5 609.0 
Koqj:enai 1,222.6 1,094.4 1,587.3 1,922.5 1,476.5 1,540.0 
Latah 44lt.7 433.G 266.7 t\-68.1 488.4 406.1 I Lewis 1,109.7 1,142.9 836.0 1,470.2 1,427.6 1,012.5 
Nez Perce 996.8 853.5 62~,,,3 883.6 *,04,0.7 1,047.1 
Shoshone 460.9 672.0 810.2 698.5 1,106~1 1,046~~ I 

REGION I 790.2 711-4.2 834.8 1,000.6 1,094.7 1,052.7 

I 
I 

-2-:- I 
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I I I' <'. .' 

I 
I lARCENY 

I County 1971 1972 1973 1974- 1975 1976 

Benewah 1,54-3.5 1,075.8 1,714-.2 1,281.7 1;565.8 1,908.6 

I Bonner 1,155.2 1, 57!J.. 9 1,407.5 2,4-25.1 2,055.0 2,252.6 
Bounda't'y 1,605.9 571.4 975.2 1,163.5 1,4-90.3 1,388.2 
Clearwater 469.0 396.4 1,045.6 l,u87.0 1,082.5 1,460.7 

I Idaho 1,292.4- 1,054.7 1,013.4 658.2 830.8 1,159.2 
Kootenai 2,908.4- 3,071.4 2,331.3 3,525.0 2,847.0 3,315.5 
latah 1,963.9 2,035.2 2,190.6 2,157.1 1,946.5 2,058.5 

I Lewis 1,233.0 2,095.2 1,765. a 1,209.4 1,362.8 2,993.6 
Nez Perce 3,580.4 4-,073.2 3,413.6 3,382.6 3,44-9.8 3,620.0 
Shoshone 619.5 719.6 1,073.3 1,371. 9 1,883.8 2,.004-.7. 

I REGION I 2,041. 8 2,185.8 2,013.2 2,34-7.1 2,253.5 2,523.8 

I MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

I 
County 1971 1972 1973 1971+ 1975 1976 

Benewah 14-9.9 227.3 44~3 103.1 56.4 156.7 
Bonner 58.4 65.9 IS1.8 195.6 160.0 231.6 

I Boundary 103.6 63.5 123.8 79.7 273.7 58.8 
Clearwater 20.0 9.0 87.9 87.0 178.8 43.7 
Idaho 85.1 78.1 106.7 104.7 76.9 95.1.~ 

I Kootenai 146.7 153.7 241.3 295.0 222.9 264.4 
Latah 55.1 70.3 83.9 14-7.6 125.7 97.2 
Lewis 49.3 14-2.9 139.3 1+7.4- 173.0 132.1 

I Nez Perce 343.8 242.1 264-.0 164-.7 292.3 240.9 
Shoshone 272.6 312.2 170.3 216.1 116.2 125.0 

I 
REGION I 160.0 150.5 171.6 182.4 183.3 175.7 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 

PART I CRIME RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION 

I 1971-1976 

. REGION II 

I 
INDEX I County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 

Ada 4,759.6 4,453.9 4,653.3 5,257.2 5,717.6 5,915.4 I Adams 1,171.4 1,700. ° 1,690.5 1,701. 6 699.5 1,253.2 
Boise 1,453.5 1,684.2 1,899.4 3,159.9 4,785.1 4,095.7 

I Canyon 3,767.4 3,962.0 3,089.2 4,589.8 4,775.7 5,112.0 
Elinore 2,282.3 1,913.0 2,459.5 2,147.6 2,483.7 2,817.2 
Gell 2,061.1 2,190.0 3,277.1 3,350.0 2,509.2 2,842.1 
Owyhee 1,761.4- 1,704.2 1,895.6 3,081.4 3,361. 0 3,075.5 I Payette 943.0 2,167.9 2,553.6 4,854.5 3,843.0 4,300.0 
Valley 2,365.9 1,026.3 4,671. 5 8,434.6 4,202.6 5,282.9 
Washington 2,213.3 2,329.3 2,925.8 2,952.8 2,978.4 2,986.3 I REGION II 3,722.1 3,681.1 3,735.6 4,611.3 4,765.8 5,049.4 

MURDER I 
CoLll1:!l 1971 1972 -' 1973 1974 1975· 1976 I 
Ada 5.3 2.5 1.6 3.8 3.7 7.1 
Adams 28.5 I Boise 48.6 
Canyon 4.8 2.9 5.7 5.3 8.3 
E1.nore 5.3 14.0 10.2 I Gem 30.0 19.5 
Owyhee 51.9 

I Payette 7.6 7.0 
Valley 48.6 
Washington I· REGION II 4.2 3.5 1.6 4.8 5.6 6.6 

RAPE I 
CoLll1!x 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 I 
Ada 22.9 24.9 12.2 20.7 26.6 38.1 .t" 

I Adams 
Boise 81.1 40.6 
Canyon 4.8 8.8 16.9 15.6 16.0 20.8 

I Elmore 10.6 38.0 42.4 42.9 14.0 I 

Gem 10.6 10.0 9.8 8.9 
Owyhee 14.1 13.7 26.2 

I Payette 15.3 7.0 13.9 20.0 
Valley 24.3 _ .. 22.0 
Washington 12.2 11.9 

I ' . 
REGlotf II 13.3 18.9 14.5 18.1 19.7 26.5 

.. 4-:... 

!'I 
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I 
\,\' 

I ROBBERY 
t,\ 

I County 1971 . 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 

I 
Ada 35.3 40.7 43.8 56.0 59.9 72~O 
Adams 
Boise 

I 
Canyon 19.3 23.4 24.6 41.0 46.7 42~9 
ElmJre 5.3 5.4 37.1 19.0 23.3 25 .• 4 
Gem 10.6 9.8 _ .... 

I 
Owyhee 13.7 -.- ·13.1 
Payett~~ 7.6 7.4 28.2 27.8 33 .• 3 
Valley 22.0 

I 
Washington 12.2 36.0 . : 35.2 34 •. 6 

REGION II 22.5 26.7 31.3 41.6 45.1 51. 7 

I AGGFAVPTED ASSAULT 

I County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 

Ada 137.5 154.6 229.6 137.3 178.1 208.2 

I 
Adams 33.5 66.7 60.8 121. 7 28.5 
Boise 58.1 52.6 102.7 405.5 202.$ 
Canyon 64.4 141.6 78.5 161.3 125.5 148.2 

I 
Elm:::ll:>e 100.4 65.2 63.6 85.7 125.6 152.3 
Gem 52.8 50.0 117.0 120.0 71.4 54.3 
Owyhee 61.3 70.4 68.7 246.5 272.5 209.4 

;. -

I 
Payette 62.3 76.3 81.9 246.6 187.6 313.3 
Valley 184.0 78.9 25.7 437.5 177 .. 0 330.2 
Washington 36.6 95.1 108~0 . 70.4 115~3 

I 
. ~} ~.; '.:; 

REGION II 100.4 127.4 150.7 149.2 157.1 185.7 

I BURGlARY 

I County 1971 :.972 1973 '1974 ' '1975: . . '1976 

Ada 963.4 892.8 979.3 1,045.9 1,200.1 1,321.4 

I 
Adams 334.7 600.0 845.2 850.8 273.7 284.8 , . 
Boise 523.3 578.9 718.7 534.8 2,108,7 1,378 •. 7 
Canyon 753.8 769.3 846 .• 2. 1,047.3 972.0 1,217 .l~ 

I 
ElmJre 523.0 489.1 567.2 37l.1+ 614.0 482.2 
Gem 285.4 460.0 673.0 860.0 634.0 760.3 

" Owyhee 337.0 577.5 604.4 849.1 934.3 549.7 ",,, ~.~ 

I 
Payette 280.5 549.6 632.8 1,810.7 1,!+?3.3. 1,346.7 
Valley 1,314.4 315.8 2,489. '} 3,670.4 1, 769~ 5 1,805. ° ' 
Washington 218.9 341.5 487.6' 588.2 '504.2' .' 599.6. 

I REGION II 763.3 754 .. 6 877.0 1.,041.4 1,065.1 1,170.2 

I 
I ; 

-5- ' '. 

I ."-.(,rtl 
... ~ 



County 1971 

Ada 3,343.2 
Adams 736.3 
Boi(3e 814.0. 
Canyon 2,768.8 
Elnore 1,574.4 
Gem 1,659.4 

'"I;:,':':';::';:;:;;~_-;C:~'-':o.,-. ··~{)wyhee 1,286.6 
, Payette 561.1 

Valley 788.6 
Washington 1 2897.1 

REGION II 2,64~.5 

County 1971 

Ma 252.1 
Adams 66.9 
Boise 58.1 
Canyon 151.4 

, Elmore 63.4 
Gem 42.3 

, Owyhee 76.6 
Payette 39.0. 
Valley 78.9 

.. Washington 97.3 

REGlON II 175.0. 

lARCENY 

"1972 1973 ' 1974 

3,0.49.0. 3,0.$8.9 3,661. 5 
933 .. 3 780..2 698.9 
947.4 975.4 2,430..7 

2,810..2 1,940..0. 3,150..5 
1,173.9 1,553.1 1,438.1 
1,580..0. 2,233.5 2,250..0. 

957.7 1,0.71.4 1,794.0. 
1,267.2 1,727.2 2,592.8 

631.6 1,873.7 3,840..5 
1,890..2 2,247~9 2;148.6 

2,526.9 2,415.0. 3,109.2 

MGrOR VEHICLE THEPr 

1972 1973 '1974 

289.3 327.8 332.0. 
100..0. 65.0. 91.2 
10.5.3 102.7 145.8 
20.5.8 183.1 168.4 
141.3 196.1 190.5 

60..0. 214.6 120..0. 
84.5 123.6 191.7 

244.3 104.2 162.1 
282.3 413.2 

36.6 83.3 72.0. 

223.0. 245.5 246.9 

-6-

'1975 

3,935.9 
121. 7 

2,068.1 
3,385.8 
1,539.5 
1,678.7 
1,868.7 
2,0.0.1.4 
1,968.6 

'2;239~7 

3,223.2 

1975 

313.3 
182.S 
121. 7 
224.3 
153.5 
116.1 
233.6 
139.0. 
287.5 
129.0. 

249.8 

1976 

3,925.5 
826.0. 

2,473.6 
3,426.5 
1,994.9 
1,937.0. 
2,10.7.1 
'2,40.6.7 
2,729.5 
2,133.1 

3,338.5 

1976 

343.1 
85.4 

247.9 
152.3 

90.5 
170..1 
180.0 
374.2 
10.3.8 

270..2 

'I' 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
,I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
~I 
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'1 
I 

J 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I' 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

"I 
I 
I 

·1 
I 

County 

Bannock 
Bear lake 
Bingham 
Blaine 
Bonneville 
Butte 
Camas 
Cari1:ou 
Cassia 
Clark 
Custer 
Franklin 
Premont 
Gooding 
Jefferson 
Jerome 
Lemhi 
Lincoln 
Madison 
Minidoka 
Oneida 
Power 
Teton 
Twin Falls 

rotal _:r 
, 

PARI' I CR1HE RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION 

1971-1976 

REGION III 

INDEX 

1971 1972 1973 1974 . 1975' 

6,026.8 4-,590.0 4-,731.7 5,84-9.8 5,212.0 
827.8 844-.8 1,362.0 2,4-64-.4- 2,752.1 

2,685.9 2,654.6 2,576.2 2,325.4- 2,874-.0 
3,199.6 1,761. 2 6,579.3 9,250.8 7,4-71. 4 
5,121.4- 4-,918.8 5,076.2 5,808.8 6~117.8 

94-8. ° 1,700.0 2,04-8.1 2,4-63.5 1,827.3 
1,536.5 1,714.3 1 5 810.6 0 355.9 
1,523.5 2,065.6 1,774-.6 2,34-8.6 3,087.4 
3,122.2 4-,011.4- 3,.299.3 3,237.4- 3,94-0.8 
3,4-34-.6 2,250.0 1,500 •. 0 4,722.2 2,798.1 
1,4-87.9 1,741. 9 849.3 ~'c 2,450.3 
1,194.5 3,64-0.0 1,560.5 1,379.6 1,280.6 
1,4-28.0 2,303.4- 2,191.8 765 •. 4- 588.9 . 
1,266.2 1,452.6 1,878.7 1,14-8.1 1,680.3 
1,101. 6 1,716.7 2,113.1 1,759.8 1,94-6.6 
1,226.6 1,406.8 2,330.8 1,600.0 2,Oll.4 
1,120.4- 3,112.9 1,069.7 1,069.5 2,354-.8 

64-0.4 90.9 94-4.5 1,549.7 1,828.9 
6,825.5 4,173.3 2,594.3 2,446.0 3,332.5 
2,250.6 2,052~6 2,224.4- 2,4-72.0 3,296 .. 2 

713.6 1,700.0 1,885.6 2,880.8 3,000.0 
4,152.7 3,540.0 3,120.7 3,929.5 5,119.7 
1,417.4 1,720.0 1,482.6 272.3 431.4 
3,565.5 3,343.0 3,638.3 3,906.4- 3,942.2 

3,556.9 3,347.5 3,395.8 3,707.7 3,893.2 

*No Report 

-7-

1976 

5,578.9 
2,951.6 
2,950.4 
6,997.6 
5,581.2 
1,816.0 
1,279.1 
2,889.0 
3,915.2 

58.0. 8 
2,289.4 
1,59Q.1 

260.0. 
1,485.0 
2,600.0 
1,916.1 
1,135.0 
1,803.9 
2,887.2 
3,417.2 
2,098.1 
3,241.8 

503.7 
4,086.1 

3,806.4-



I 
Region III I 

MURDER 

I 
COunty 1971 '1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 , Bannock 3.8 3.7 5.4 3.6 12.3 5.4 
Bear lake 

I Bingham 9.9 6.6 3.2 3.0 9.2 3.0 
Blaine ..;, 

Borineville 1.8 3.5 1.7 3.4 

I Butte 25.0 
Camas .... 
Caribou 16.0 11.6 

I Cassia 11.1 10.9 10.6 5.2 
Clark 
Custe!1 1~ 

I Franklin 12.0 
Fren;ont 10,,3 10.0 
Gooding 20.7 9.2 

I Jefferson 8.1 
JerqT~; 23.1 13.8 
lem1u. 

I LlncoJn 
Madison 6.7 
Minidoka. 5.7 11. 7 5.5 21.5 

I Oneida 
Power 19.7 12.1 
Teton 

I Twin Falls 6.7 2.2 2.2 8.6 4.4 li.O 

REGION III 3.7 2.4 2.4 5.2 6.3 4.8 

I 
"410 Report 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-8-
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I 
I Region III 

I RAPE 

I County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 

Barmock 26.8 26.0 27.1 23.1 21.2 29.0 

I Bear lake 16.8 15.4 
Bingham 9.9 13.2 12.8 6.0 12.2 12.0 
Blaine 72.8 85.8 28.6 

I 
Bonneville 3.7 12.9 10.8 12.1 13.9 15.4 
Butte 30.3 
Camas 

I Caribou 16.0 
C:lssia 11.1 5.7 10.9 15.9 5.2 il 
Clark 

I Custer 32.3 ;': -29.4 
Franklin 
Fremont 10.3 22.5 11.0 10.3 22.2 

I Gooding 10.3 18.4 
Jefferson 10.7 16.1 
Jerorre 9.2 8.5 8.3 

I 
Lemhi 48.6 
Lincoln 
Madison 33.3 6.1 13.4-

I Minidoka 11.3 29.2 28.5 11.0 16.1 17.1 
Oneida 32.5 66.7 
Power 19.5 38.9 24.2 

I Teton 
Twin Falls 4.5 17.8 23.9 6.4 13.3 15.5 

REGION III 8.3 15.2 15.4 12.3 12.5 13.8 

I ;':No Report 

I 
I, 
I 
I' 
I 
I 
I 
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fP'/ I 
Region III I 

I 
ROBBERY I 

County 1971 1972 1973 1974- 1975 1976 I 
Bannock 59.4- 39.0 50.7 112.0 95.2 106.9 I Bear L;:tk:e 16.8 16.8 
Bingham 23.0 26.3 16.0 26.9 36.6 30.0 
Blaine 33.2 29.1 14-.3 14.3 I Bonneville 55.4 36.9 45.0 55.3 55.6 35.9 
Butte 
Csmas I Caribou 16.0 11.8 11.6 24.0 
Cassia 11.1 40.0 50.2 54,~3 63.5 51.8 
C1awk I Custer 1\ 33.1 
Franklin 13.3 12.0 
Fremont 11.2 11.0 10.3 11.1 10.0 I Gooding 11.1 10.3 45.9 9.2 
Jefferson 8.0 7.8 8.3 
Jerome 27.7 16.9 16.5 7.2 I lelllhi 18.7 16.1 16.1 
Lincoln 
Madison 6.7 6.1 6.2 I Minidoka 5.7 17.5 22.8 11.0 21.5 34.3 
Oneida 
Power 19.5 24.2 I Teton 
Twin Falls 26.9 20.0 28.2 25.8 35.6 35.3 

REGION III 27.7 22.5 27.3 38.2 41.3 36.6 'I 
i~o Re:r:ort 

I 
,I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 

Region III 

I 
I AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

I County 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 

Bannock 143.8 124,3 133.9 161.8 176.3 233.8 

I 
Bear lake 16.2 17.2 33.6 83.8 268.5 123.0 
Bingham 180.6 269.7 176.5 116.4 149.5 194.9 
Blaine 215.5 59.7 218.3 257.4 200.0 96.9 

I Bonneville 46.1 73.8 84.6 81.2 64.3 97.4 
Butte 32.7 66.7 162.5 291. 7 225.3 90.8 
Carras 128.0 

I 
Ca:d.bou 106.9 82.0 32.0 94.t~ 34.7 119.9 
Cassia 38.9 120.0 111.5 173.8 153.4 103.6 
Clark 132.1 100.0 243.3 

I Custer 69.2 64.5 94.4 .'. 99.3 146.8 " 
Frariklin 66.7 39.0 26.3 51.2 83.7 
FrBITDnt 113.8 101.1 87.7 31. 0 44.4 30.0 

I Gooding 42.1 102.7 72.4 18.4 27.7 
Jefferson 8.3 24.4 40.2 46.7 66.7 
Jerome 9.2 25.4 115.7 53.8 151.4 83.0 

I Lerrihi fS.o 96.8 31.5 64.8 48.4 46.4 
L:incoln 29 .. 5 
Madison 128.8 146.7 104.0 llO.l 104.7 33.5 

I Minidoka 68.0 81. 9 119.8 126.3 123.7 91.4 
•. 1 f ),(:11 I 

Oneida 66.7 97.5 36.0 100.0 
Power 177 .1 200.0 97.5 141..8 136.3 96.8 

I' 
Teton 70.9 80.0 39.0 
Twin Falls 40.3 80.2 47.8 88.0 248.9 326.7 

I 
REGION III 80.3 102.8 98.7 105.4 132.3 145.9 

;'eNo Report 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I -11-
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I 

Region.III I 
BURGLARY I 

I 
COUNTY 1971 1972 1973 1974 1976 1975 

Barmock 1,167.8 1,079.8 1,083.8 1,514.4 :).,250.1 1,156.4 I Bear Lake 97.4 275.9 420.4 905.3 939.8 707.1 
Bingham 482.7 753.3 619.2 471.5 646.8 716.6 

I Blaine 911.8 776.1 1,965.1 3,231. 3 2,057.1 1,634.4 
Bonneville 872.9 837.6 969.9 1,189.1 1,348.7 1,046.2 
Butt!3 163.5 600.0 942.8 778.0 600.8 454.0 

I Camas 512.2 571.4 974.9 237.2 930.2 
CaT'ibou 307.4 573.8 559.6 601. 9 786.3 791.2 
Cassia 305.6 577 .1 696.7 820.2 1,153.1 984.0 

I Clark 660.5 1,000.0 500.0 833.3 729.9 96.8 
Custer 519.0 580.6 188.7 ~'c 927.2 733.8 
P.ranklin 359.6 586.7 377 .1 210.2 115.3 215.2 

I FreJlPnt 476.0 606.7 854.8 300.0 255.6 50.0 
Gooding 255.5 442.1 677.5 341.3 679.5 627.2 
Jeffel:1son 103.3 208.8 609.6 482.1 708.6 516.7 

I Jero:rre 230.6 296.6 652.9 484.6 720.9 567.2 
Lemhi 280.1 661."3 597.8 469 .. 9 935.5 332.9 
Lincoln 366.0 30.3 29.5 364.6 383.5 360.8 

I Madison 1,867.l~ 1,393.3 871.3 568.7 572.9 455.5 
Minidoka 685.9 508.8 718.6 857.0 1,080.8 1,074.3 
Oneida 271.8 600.0 715.2 1,044.3 600.0 516.5 

I Power 1,554.8 1,220.0 682.7 992.5 1,323.7 653.2 
Teton 496.1 600.0 273.1 155.6 313.7 348.7 
Twin Falls 598 .. 0 786.2 929.7 1,053.9 1,524.1.1- 1,518',8 

I REGION III 701.1 760.7 834.6 939.8 1,050.6 919.9 

1~o Report 

I 
I 
I' 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
I Region III 

I LARCENY 

I County 1971 1972 1973 1974 -1975 1976 

I Bannock 4,291. 5 2,979.6 3,068.8 3,734.5 3,374.8 3,708.4 
Bear Lake 714.2 534.5 790.3 1,374.7 1,443.2 1,937.0 
Bingham 1,779.7 1,444.1 1,562.4 1,552.3 1,803.1 1~ 775.1 

I 
Blaine 1,823.6 850.7 3,915.6 5,404.6 4,828.6 4,782.1 
Bonneville 3,945.8 3,763.8 3,759.0 4?191.1 4,279.0 4,094.0 
Butte 719.2 933.3 747.7 1,2611-.2 926.2 1,210.7 c~ 

I Camas 896.3 1,000.0 835.7 118.6 348.8 
Caribou 1,042.4 1,360.7 1,071.1 1,451. 7 2,093.0 1,762.2 
Cassia 2,638.9 3,108.6 2,296 .. 2 2,047.8 2,359.2 2,599 .• 8 

I 
Clark 2,245.7 875.0 900.0 3,888.9 1,459.9 387.2 
Custer 830.4 967.7 283.1 '41: 1,357.6 1,262.1 
Franklin 783.5 2,813.3 1,118.3 1,024.8 986. ° 1,147.8 

I FremJnt 714.0 1,505.6 1,128.8 196.5 144.4 50.0 
Gooding 921.9 884.2 975.3 589.6 798.8 701.0 
Jefferson 946.7 1,308.3 1,324.8 1,125.0 1,090.1 1,766.7 

I Jerome 894.6 991. 5 1,429.9 976.9 1,052.6 1,120.6 
Lemhi 690.9 2,193.5 361.8 469.9 1,322.6 726.4 
Lincoln 213.5 30.3 856.0 1,124.3 1,268.4 1,213.5 

I Madison 4)684.5 2,433.3 1,495.4- 1,638.8 2,507.1 2,257.5 
Minidoka 1,366.2 1,315.8 1,192,,0 1,356.8 1,817.5 1,971.4 
Oneida 441. 7 933.3 942.8 1,620.5 1,933.3 1,581.7 

I Power 2,342.1 2,060.0 2,204.0 2,491.4 3,406.7 2,298.3 
Teton 779.6 960.0 1,092.5 77 .8 39.2 77 .5 
Twm Falls 2,743.6 2,262.8 2,389.3 2,464.1 1,855.5 1,933.8 

I REGION III 2,572.1 2,272.1 2,221. 3 2,409.6 2,426.6 2,458.4 

I 
''eNo Report 

I 'I) 

I 
I 
I 
I-
I 
I 
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Region III I 
I 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFt 

I 
C01.mty 1971 1972 1973' > "1974 >1975 1976 

I Bannock 333.7 337.7 361. 9 300.4 282.1 338.9 
Bear Lake 17.2 100.9 83.8 83.9 169.1 
B:ingham 200.3 141.4 186.1 149.3 216.6 218.9 I Blaine 215.5 74.6 378.5 257.4- 342.9 484.3 
Bonneville 197.5 193.7 205.1 276.5 354.6 288.9 
Butte 32.7 100.0 195.1 129.7 50.1 30.3 I Camas 142.9 
Caribou 66.8 49 •. 2 63.9 188.8 150.3 191.8 
Cassia 105.6 160.0 144.9 119.5 185.1 165.7 I Clark 396.3 375.0 365.0 96.8 
Custer 69.2 96.8 283.1 ~'r. 33.1 117.4 
Prankl:in 51. 14- 160.0 26 .• 0 118.3 128.1 119.6 I :Fremont 113.8 56.2 98.6 206.9 111.1 110.0 
G::xxling 77.8 84.2 102.7 121+.1 128.5 101.5 
Jefferson 51.6 175.0 146.3 88.4 93.4 241. 7 I' Jerome 55.3 67.8 107.4 61.5 79.3 131.4 
Lemhi 74.7 145.2 78.7 16.2 32.3 30.3 
Lincoln 61.0 30.3 29.5 60.8 177 ~O 229.6 I' Madison 144.9 153.3 123.5 116.2 141. 7 127.3 
Minidoka 107.7 87.7 142.6 104.4 215.1 228.6 
Oneida 100.0 97.5 180.1 300.0 I Power 59.0 60.0 117.0 303.8 194.7 133.1 
Teton 70.9 80.0 78.0 38.9 78.4 77.5 
Twm Falls 145~6 173.7 . 217.2 '259.7 260.0 245.0 I REGION III 163.7 171.8 196.2 197.2 223.5 227.0 

1;No Rerort I 
I 
.1' 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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,Cotmty 

Ada. 
Canyon 
Ponnevi~Ue 
B3nnock 
Kootenai 
Twin Falls 
Nez Perce 
Bingbam 
funner 
Ccissia 
latah 

County 

Ada 
Canyon 
funneville 
Bannock 
Kootenai 
Twin Falls 
Nez Perce 
Bingham 
Ponner 
cassia 
latah 

APPENDIX C 

PERCENT OF TOI'AL AND PERCENT CHANGE BY COUNTY 

1974- - 1975 

Fate! 
Part I Percent Cumulative Percent 100,000 • ,".;1 

Crime 1975 of Total Percent Change 75/74- 1975 

7,737 22.7 22.7 12.9 5,717.6 
3,577 10.5 33.2 10.3 4-,775.7 
3,520 10.3 43.5 4-.7 ,6,117.8 
2,956 8.7 52.2 -10.2 5,212.0 
2,229 6.5 58. ~l -10.2 4,919.4 
1,774 5.2 63.9 -2.5 3,94~.2 
1,54-3 4.5 68.4 8.6 4,956.3 

94-2 2.8 71.2 20.9 2,871.J. .0 
840 2.5 73.7 11.9 4,200.0 
745 2.2 75.9 25.0 3,940.8 
722 2.1 78.0 -7.6 2,593.0 

PERCENT OF TOTAL AND PERCENT CHANGE BY COUNTY 

1975 - 1976 
Fate! 

Part I Percent Cumulative Percent 100,OQO 
Crime 1976 of Total Percent Change 74/76 1976 

8,380 23.6 23.6 8.3 5,915.4-
3,691 10.4- 34.0 3.2 5,112.0 
3,265 9.2 43.2 -7.2 5,581.2 

. 7 

3,078 8.7 51.9 4.1 5,578.9 
2,457 6.9 58.8 10.2 . 5,459.9 
1,851 5.2 64-.0 4-.3 4- ,086.1 
1,636 4-.6 68.6 6.0 5,053.1 

984 2.8 71.4- 4.5 2,950.4 
825 2.3 73.7 -l.8 4- ,.342.1 
75.6 2.1 75.8 1.5 3,915.2 
753 2.1 77.9 4.3 2,613.~ 

c 
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I' 
(,:'::., :\ PARr I CRll1E RATE PER 100,000 I 1975, 1976, AND PERCENT CHANGE 

Percent I 1975 ' 1976 Change 

Region I I' Benewah 2,398.1 2,919.8 +22 
Bonne:r 4,200.0 4,342.1 + 3 

I Boundary 2,858.9 2,411.8 -16 
C1ear'!aater 2,194.9 2,597.7 +18 
Idaho 1,407.7 2,025.0 +44 

I Kootenai 4,919.4 5,459.9 +11 
latah 2,593.0 2,613.9 + 0.8 
lewis 3,396.1 4,292.3 +26 

'I Nez Perce 4,956.3 5,053.1 + 2 
Shoshone 3,272.7 3,421.0 + 5 

Region II I Ada 5,717.6 5,91S.4 + 3 
Adams 699.5 1,253.2 +79 

I Boise 4,785.1 4,095.7 -14 
Canyon 4,775.1 5,112.0 + 7 
EJmore 2,483.7 2,817.2 +13 

I Gem 2,509.2 2,842.1 +13 
Owyhee 3,361. 0 '3,075.5 - 8 
Payette 3,843.0 14,300.0 +12 

I Valley 4,202.6 5,282.9 +26 
Washington 2,978.4 2,386.3 + 0.3 

Region III I Bannock 5,212.0 5,578.9 + 7 
Bear Lake 2,752.1 2,951.6 + 7 

I Bingham 2,874.0 2,950.4 + 3 
Blaine 7,471.4 6,997.6 - 6 
Bormevi11e 6,117.8 5,581. 2 - 9 

I Butte 1,827.3 1,816.0 - 0.6 
Carras a55.9 1,279.1 +259 

. Caribou 3,087.4 2,889.0 - 6 

I Cassia 3,940.8 3,915.2 - 0.7 
Clark 2,798.1 580.8 -79 

I"·' Custer 2,450.3 2,289.4 - 7 

I Franklin 1,280.6 J..,590.1 +24 
Fre.m::Jnt 588.9 260.0 -56 
Gooding 1,680.3 1,485.0 -12 

I Jeffe:rson 1,946.6 2,600.0 +34 
Jerorre 2,1)11.4 1,916.1 - 5 
Lemhi 2,354.8 1,135.0 -52 

I Lincoln 1,828.9 1,803.9 - 1 
Madison 3,332.5 2,887.2 -13 
Minidoka 3,296.2 3,417.2 + 4 

I Oneida 3,000.0 2,098.1 -30 
Power 5,119.7 3,241. 8 -37 
Teton 431.4 503.7 +17 I' 'I'Win Falls 3,942.2 4,086.1 + 4 

\.' 

Statewide 4,158.0 4,268.7 +27 

"':.: I 
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MOTOR VEHICLE THEFTS RATE PER 10,000 MOTOR VEHICLES REGISTERED 
75/74 

Region I 1974 1975 % Change 1976 

Benewah 
Bonner 
Boundary 
Clearwater 
Idaho 
Latah 
Lewis 
Kootenai 
Nez Perce 
Shoshone 

Regi onal Totals 

Regi on II 

Ada 
Adams 
Boise 
Canyon 
Elmore 
Gem 
Owyhee 
Payette 
Va lley 
Washington 

Regional Totals 

Regi on I II 

Bannock 
Bear Lake 
Bingham 
Blaine 
Bonnevi 11 e 
Butte 
Camas 
Clark 
Caribou 
Cassia 
Custer 
Franklin 
Fremont 
Gooding 
Jefferson 
Jerome 
Lemh/i 
Li nc<;ln 
Madison 
Minidoka 
Oneida 
PClHer 
Teton 
Twin Falls 

Regional Totals 

State.Totals 

11.4 
21.4 
9.5 

13.7 
12.9 
21.7 
5.6 

34.0 
19.4 
32. 1 
22.8 

40.5 
11. 1 
10.2 
22.6 
29.5 
14.7 
18.9 
22.7 
37.7 
9.4 

31.1 

39.7 
10. 1 
22.0 
24.4 
39.3 
14.9 

o 
o 

25.3 
14.5 

o 
14.5 
26.6 
14. 1 
11.2 
7.8 
l.B 
7.2 

21.0 
13.2 
17.4 
28.2 
4.2 

30.2 
25.3 

26.7 
. :"3-

6. 1 
20. 1 
33.6 
24.4 
9.5 

18.6 
22.2 
28.2 
33.1 
17.4 
23.5 

39.2 
22.7 
11.6 
31.6 
24.5 
15.9 
25.2 
18.8 
27.7 
17.4 
32~7 

38.0 
10.0 
31.9 
32.6 
49.5 
8.2 

o 
35.3 
19.7 
23.6 
3.8 

15.6 
13.9 
16.0 
12.5 
10.7 
3.7 

21.7 
27.0 
29.1 
32.5 
19.4 
8.5 

2B.9 
29.1 

29.0 ' 

-46.49 16.5 
-6.07 27.0 

+253.68 9.7 
+78.10 n.5 
-26.35 12.0 
-14.28 14.2 

+296.42 1 6.6 
-17.05 31 .4 
+70.61 28.1 
-45.79 1B.4 
+ .9 22.4 

-3.20 42.4 
+104.50 11.7 
+13.72 0 
+39.82 33.4 
-16.94 22.2 
+8.16 1 '1.8 

+33.33 17.8 
-17.18 25.1 
-26.52 33.3 
+B5. 10 13. B 

+5. 14 34.3 

-4.28 
-.99 

+45.0 
+:)3.60 
+25.95 
-44.96 

o 
... 22.13 
+62.75 

+7.58 
-47.74 
+13.47 
+11.60 
+37.17 

+105.55 
+201.38 
+28.57 

+120.45 
+86.78 
-31.20 

+102.38 
-4·.30 

+ 15.01 

+8.61 

41.8 
20.9 
31.3 
50.7 
38.9 
4.0 
o 

10.3 
23.9 
2'1.1 
14.8 
15.3 
14~ 3 
12.5 
29.1 
17.9 

3.5 
25.8 
20.2 
27.9 

o 
21.4 
8.7 

27.3. 
28~8 

29.2 

76/75 
% ChaMe 

+170.49 
+ 34.33 
- 71.13 
- 73.36 
+ 26.32 
- 23.66 
-25.23 
+ 11.35 
- 15.11 
+ 5.75 
- 4.68 

+ 8.16 
- 48.46 
-100.00 
+ 5.70 
- 9.39 
- 25.79 
- 29.37 
+ 33.51 
+ 20.22 
- 20.69 . 
+ 4.89 

+ 10.00 
'+109.00 
.. 1.88 
+ 55.52 
... 21.41 
-51.22 

o 
- 70.82 
+ 21.32 
- 10.59 
+289.47 
- 1.92 
+ 2.88 
- 21.88 
+132.80 . 
+ 67.29 
- 5.41 
+ l8.a9' 
-25. 19 
- 4.12 
·100. 00 
+10.31 
+ 2.35 
- 5.54 
- 1.03 

+ O.6Q 
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OFFENSES, CLEARANCES AND ARRESTS 

1976 

Reported Part I Part I 
Offenses Offenses Cleared Percent 

STATE 
Region I 
Region II 
Region III 
Ada COtmty 
Boise City 

Index 
Idaho 4,158.0 
Eegion I 3,721. 0 
Region II 4,765.8 
Region III 3,893.2 

Index 

, Ic:=ho 4,268.7 
Region I 3,960.6 
Region II 5,049.4 
Region III 3,806.4 

35,4-84- 8,574- 24-.2 
7,506 1,633 21.8 

14-,4-64- 4-,103 28.4 
13,514 2,838 21.0 

8,380 2,727 32.5 
6,258 2,160 34.5 

PART I CRIME RATES PER 100,000 POPUlATION 

IDAHO AND REGIONS 

1975 

Agg. 
Mul:'der Rape Robbery Assault: Burg1aT."'j 

5.2' 16.1 42.0 140.8 1,066.0 
2.7 17.3 38.3 131.6 1,094.7 
5.6 19.7 4-5.1 157.1 1,065.1 
6.3 12.5 41.3 132.3 1,050.6 

PART I CRIME RATES PER 100,000 POPUlATIml 

IDAHO AND REGIONS 

1976 

Agg. 
Hurder Race Robt-erv .A.s sa '.i!. :- 'Q- , ........ C'" ;::;~ ... --""'"--- \ . 

5.3 15.6 39.9 162.8 1,035.1 
4.2 15.8 28.5 , 159.9 1,052.7 
6.6 26.5 51.7 185.7 l,17tJ.2 
4.8 13.8 36.6 145.9 919.9 

-4-

Arrests for 
Part I Offenses 

Larc.eny 
2,664.3 
2,253.5 
3,223.2 
2,426.6 

~"'\,:e.;4'." 

2,7i5.S 
2,523.8 
3,32':.5 
2,458.4 

8,238 
1,646 
3,621 
2,971 
2,227 
1,730 

futor 
Vehicle 
Theft: 

223.6 
183.3 
249.8 
223.5 

~btor 
Vehicle 
~ -
!.;:-2 :-: 

::30.1 
175.7 
".., '1 " ~ .. ~ 
227. ° 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
::, 

I 

I 
I 
I-
I 
I 
I 
I-
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I" 
I 



I ,', 

I 
CURFEW AND RUNAWAY OFFENSES AS PERCENT OF JUVENILE ARRESTS 

~976 % of 
Juvenile 

I County Curfew Runaway Total ArTests Arrests 

REGION I 

,I Benewah 2 10 12 45 26.7 
Bonner 1 2 3 137 2.2 
Boundary 0 12 12 32 37.5 

I 
Clearwater 28 21 49 137 35.7 " 
Idaho 3 8 11 68 16~2 
Kootenai 106 108 214 880 24.3 

I 
latah 0 8 8 95 8.4 
Lewis 0 24 24 41 58.5 
Nez Perce 377 253 630 1,4-19 4-4.4-

I 
Shos.hone 36 64 100 289 34.6 

Region I Summary 553 510 1,063 3,143 33.8 

I REGION II 

Ma 341 458 799 4,204, 19.0 

I .Adams 0 3 3 10 80.0 
Boise 0 0 0 0 0 
canyon 144 207 351 1,223 28.7 

I Elm::lre 28 39 67 215 31.2 
Gem 2 14 16 103 15.5 
Owyhee 1 8 9 76 11.8 

I 
Payette 23 45 68 277 24.5 
Valley 7 8 15 63 23.8 
Washington 8 27 35 149 23.5 

I Region II Summary 554- 809 1,363 6,320 21.6 

I 
REGION III 

Bannock 184- 141 325 1,141 28.5 
Bear Lake 3 24 27 130 20.8 

I Bingham 56 52 108 4-72 22.9 
Blaine 17 14- 31 181 17.1 
Bonneville 4- 165 169 997 17.0 

I 
Butte 0 11 11 44 25.0 
C3mas 0 1 1 4 25.0 
Caribou 10 7 17 84 20.2 

I 
Cassia 19 15 34 210 16.2 
Clark 0 0 0 1 0.0 
Custer 4 3 7 2~ 33.3 

I 
Franklin 0 6 6 46 13.0 
Fremont 0 23 23 42 54.8 
C'ooding 7 9 16 45 35.6 

'I 
Jefferson 2 19 21 73 28.8 
Jerome 8 19 27 126 21.4 
lBmhi 0 S 5 49 10.2 

I 
Lincoln 0 0 0 3 0.0 
Madison 0 8 8 108 7.4 
Minidoka 0 28 28 116 24-.1 
Oneida 0 1 1 19 5.3 

I Power 0 13 13 73 17 .8 
Teton 0 0 0 9 0.0 
Twin Falls 107 117 224 842 26.6 

I Region III Surrmcu;y 421 681 1~lO2 4~836 22.8 

q.f--d·f"\, C'"rnm""lY<'T 1 !':,'Hl "'.onrt: -5- 0;). C;'Hl 111,"'nq ""\ . .., 
\: .' ,:1 ;1 (, 

" , 
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I 
Y • R. A. FILINGS RATE PER 1,000 JUVE;NIlES UNDE:R l8'¥EARS 

I Region I 1973 1974 12li 1976 
Benew,ah 14.0 18.8 18.:4 15.8 

:1 Bonner 14.4 17.3 23.7 .23.2 
Boundary 30.2 .30.4 .2.0 •.. 3 6.0 
Clearwater 20 .• 6 16.8 12.5 17.0 

Ii Idaho 12.3 16.4 16.,3 14.4 
Kootenai ,6.4 4.7 7.,a 8.9 
Latah 5.5 8.8 4.7 7.9 

I Lewis 14.9 9.5 18.3 12.,8 
Nez Perce 6.2 7.9 9.es 26.1 
Shoshone 16.0 14.5 "6.3 19.7 

I Reg; anal Rates 10.9 11.5 12.6 15.6 

Reg; on II I Ada 36,,2 35.8 38.6 42.1 
Adams 10 .. 9 17.8 7.1 25.3 
Boise 1.5 13 .. 0 8.6 2.2 'I Canyon 20. 1 20.7 17.9 19.9 
Elmore 19.3 10.4 9.1 10.5 
Gem 17 .1 15.8 15.9 16.1 I OWyhee 14.9 16.0 11.8 20.5 
Payette 25.9 24.8 25.9 24,6 
Valley 26.0 12.2 16. 1 46.1 I Washi ngton 24.5 27.7 20.5 26.9 

Regional Rates 27.7 26.9 26.9 30.5 I' Reg; on III 
Bannock 39.1 63.2 35.8 49.5 I Bear Lake 15.2 11.2 17.3 7.4 
Bingham 37.1 17.0 12.2 17 .3 
Blaine 39.3 27.5 14.2 7.0 I, Bonneville 50.0 34.4 40.9 46.2 
Butte 64.7 38.3 21.1 29.9 
Camas 30.5 9.9 0 6.8 I Caribou 18.6 18.5 17.7 15.7 
Cassis 18.9 26.2 32.5 19.5 
Clark 7.0 0 0 0 I, Custer 15.4 4.5 36.4 18.2 
Frank1in 25.0 17 .5 28.7 14.5 
Fremont 17.5 16.2 8.0 14.2 

I Gooding 24.9 19. 1 20.3 16.1 
Jefferson 21.9 16.6 13.8 25.3 
Jerome 22.9 19.3 14.6 16.8 
Lemhi 21.6 35.6 26.9 30.9 I Li ncoln 15.7 6.0 13.7 10.2 
Madison 25.0 5.8 37.0 10.2 

,:) Minidoka 19.3 22.7 16.6 26.7 I' Oneida 10.3 2. 1 15.0 7.0 
Power 17.5 27.3 30.4 17.9 

I Teton 5.0 6.7 6.5 8.9 
Twin Falls 20.0 29.3 23.2 23.7 

Regi O!lq 1 Rates 30.4 29.7 26.2 28.0 I: State Rates 25.2 24.8 23.5 26.2 
Source~ Supreme Court Annual Report, 1976 

I Population estimates based on U.S. 
'Cehsus Bureau! Dept. of Water 

-6- Resollrcf''' P"Plllation F<::tim!ltesand BurPillJ of Vital S ta tis t i (' <i 
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JUV11'ULE ARREST IWl'ES 

1976 

County 

REGION I 

Benewah 
Bonner 
Boundary 
Clearwater 
Idaho 
Kootenai 
Latah 
Lewis 
Nez Perce 
Shoshone 

Region I Fate 

REGION II 

Ada 
Adams 
Boise 
Canyon 
EIDore 
Gem 
Owyhee 
Payette 
Valley 
Washington 

Region II Rate 

REGION III 

Bannock. 
Bear Lake 
Bingham 
Blaine 
Bonneville 
Butte 
Camas 
Caribou 
Cassia 
Clark 
Custer 
Franklin 
Frerront 
Gooding 
Jefferson 
Jerome ' 
l.Bmhi 
Lincoln 
Madison 
Minidoka 
Oneida 
Power 
Teton 
Twin Falls 

Region III Rate 
r::t",'lrp Ri=ttp 

Juvenile Arrest Rat,:: 
1,000 Population Under 18 ' 

,...7-

18.7 
22.2 
10.7 
33.2 
14.8 
58.1 
13.2 
26.2 

132.5 
40.4-

50.7 

91.2 
8.2 

0.0 
50.7 
29.3 
27.1 
26.8 
55.9 
4-1.5 
54.1 

66.2 

60.6 
56.4-
35.1 
67.0 
43.4 
33.7 
13.6 
24.0 
28.7 
2.7 

18.2 
14.1 
11.2 
12.5 
15.3 
26.8 
21.4 
3.1 

22.5 
17.7; 
18.9 
22.9 
8.9 

57.0 
37.5 
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STATE 

State Agencies 

Ada County 

Boise City 

STATE 

AclaCounty 

Boise City 

Total Criminal 
Justice System 

$ 4-0,979,000 

18,34-8,000 

2,720,000 

2,097,000 

Total Criminal 
Justice System 

3,024-

197 

171 

$ 

IDAHO CRTI1INAL JUSTICE SYSTEM TOTAL EXPENDITURE 

FISCAL YEAR 1975 

Police Legal Services Public 
Protection Judicial And Prosecution Defense 

20,224,000 $ 5,908,000 $ 2,357,000 $ 681,000 

4,799,000 3,247,000 628,000 

606,000 512,000 185,000 78,000 

1,851,000 101,000 110,000 

TABLE 106 

IDAHO CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

EMPLDYMENT OF FULL-TIME FQUIVALENT EMPLDYEES 

October 1975 

Police 
Protection 

1,779 

73 

163 

Legal Services 
Judicial And Prosecution 

4-54-

61 

207 

20 

8 

Public 
Defense 

25 

Source: Expenditure and Employnent data for the Criminal 
Justice System, 1975 

Other 
Corrections Criminal Justice 

$10,770,000 $ 1,039,000 

7,851,000 1,823,000 

94-5,000 394,000 

35,000 

other 
Co~ections Criminal Justice 

531 

43 

28 
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I 
COi1PARATI'v'E ANALYSIS OF AGENCY EHPLO\US PER 1,000 POPULATION, 

I AND PERCENTAGE OF AGENCY CI.£AFANCE 

1975 

I Employees Percentage of 
Per 1,000 Population Part I Cases CleareJ 

Sheriff's Police Sheriff 1 s Police I Office DeEarbnent Office DeEartment 

REGION I I Benewah 1.9 11 
Bonner 1.8 15 
Sandpoint 1.8 18 'I Boundary 2.5 7 
Bonners ferry 1.1 8 

Clearwater 2.5 18 I Pierce 2.5 54 
Idaho 1.5 9 

I Grangeville 2.7 32 
Kootenai 1.6 20 

Coeur d' Alene 2.4 20 

I Post Falls 1.6 27 
latah 2.0 14 
Moscow 1.8 21 

Lewis 3.3 12 I Nez Perce 16.7 9 
Lewiston 1.7 28 

Shoshone 2.3 17 I Kellogg 2.8 38 
Osburn 0.9 25 
Pinehurst 0.9 16 I Smelterville 2.4 26 
Wallace 2.2 58 

REGION II I, 
Ada 3.0 26 

I Boise 1.8 35 
Garden City 2.0 54 
Kuna 3.8 19 
Meridian 1.2 21 Ii Adams 2.0 25 

Boise 1.2 12 
Canyon 1.8 16 I Caldwell 1.7 10 
Nampa 1.6 33 

Elmore 1.6 17 I fuuntain Home 3.0 27 
Gem 1.8 14 
Emmett 2.3 28 I Owyhee 1.8 13 
Homedale 1.2 30 

Payet-te 2.7 20 I 
i 

;:,~'C Fruitland 0.9 23 
New Plymouth 2.6 33 
Payette 2.0 31 ,If, Valley 27.6' 7 
cascade 1.8 21 
McCall 2.0 28 I Wa.shiT\gton 3,,0 J,9 

~~.,:, i r;l 't' 7. .'1 ?? 
.- .... _._- ····1 
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I 
I 
I Employees Percentage of 

Per 1,000 POEulation Part I Crimes Cleared 

Sheri.ff's Police Sheriff's Police 
1,\ 

I Office Dep3.rtment Office Department 

RemON Tn 

I Balillock. 4.2 21 
Chubbuck 1.2 17 

I 
Pocatello 1.9 26 

Bear Lake lo9 10 
Montpelier 1.6 25 

I 
Bingham 0.9 17 

Blackfoot 2.3 20 
Shelley 2.2 37 

Blaine 4.9 11 

I Hailey 2.6 30 
Ketchum 2.3 12 
Sun Valley 31.0 16 

I Bonneville 1.7 22 
Idaho Falls 1.9 21 

Butte 1.5 74-

I Areo 1..5 19 
Camas 2.3 64 
Caribou 2.2 19 

I 
Soda Springs 1.6 26 

(',a.ssia 0.7 6 
Burley 2.9 16 

I 
Clark 1.9 0 
Custer 1.5 15 
Franklin 1.4 21 

I 
Fremont 1.9 54 
Gooding 1.3 19 
Gooding 2.0 13 

I 
Jefferson 1.3 17 

Rigby 2.3 14-
Jerome 1.6 33 
Jerome 1.4 15 

I Lemhi 1.1 31 
Sc3.lmon 2.9 19 

LincoJn 1.0 11 

I Madison 2.9 39 
Rexburg 1.8 17 

Minidoka 0.9 11 

,I Rupert 2.4 14 
Oneida 1.9 ,17 
Power 1.9 12 

I' American Falls Z.l 24-
Teton 0.8 31 
Twin Fq.lls 1.5 

':,"', 

19 

I, BOOl 1.8 5 
Kimberly 2.0 44 
'I'winFalls 1.8 25 

I STATEWIDE RA'IES 1.9 24% 

I 
I 

.f.l,,· 
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I 
PROSBCUTOR TRIAL CASELO.l\D IN 

I 
MAGISTRATE AND DISTRIcr COURT I' 1976 

Felony Trials Magistrate, Distric·t ,I County Magistrate District Caseload Caseload .', 

REGION I 

I Benewah 13 3 13.0 3.0 
Bonner 36 7 12.0 2.3 
Boundary 8 2 8.0 2 I Clearwater 110 11 55.0 5.5 
Idaho 74 14 37.0 7 
Kootenai 247 56 123.5 28 I latah 261 18 208.8 14.4 
Lewis 12 1 12.0 1.0 
Nez Perce 713 23 129.6 4.2 I Shoshone 85 11 85.0 11.0 

REGION II 

I Ada 881 64 113.0 8.0 
Adams 15 0 15.0 0.0 

I Boise 21 1 21.0 1.0 
canyon 516 75 86.0 12.5 
EJ.rrore 127 12 63.5 6.0 
Gem 35 6 35.0 6.0 I Owyhee 37 3 37.0 3.0 
Payette 50 6 33.3 4.0 
Valley 35 3 17.5 1.5 I Washington 39 2 19.5 1.0 

REGION III I 
Bannock 405 17 101.3 4.3 
Bear Lake 23 1 23.0 1.0 I Bingham 97 6 48.5 3.0 
Blaine 27 5 13.5 2.5 
Bonneville 890 3 260.5 0.9 I Butte 14 1 1'+.0 1.0 
Carras 0 0 0 0 
Ca.:vibou 32 6 32' 6 

I Cassia 143 7 71.5 3.5 
Clark 0 0 0 0 
Custer 40 0 40 0 

I franklin 48 1 24 0.5 
F.rem:mt 27 0 27 0 
Gooding 60 1 30 0.5 

I Jefferson 116 6 116 6.0 
Jerome 47 3 23.5 )..5 
Lemhi 24 2 24.0 2.0 
ldncoln 2 1 2.0 1.0 I Ma.dison 63 9 31.5 4.5 
M:Jnidoka 151 2 151.0 2.0 
Oneida 3 0 3.0 0.0 ,I' Power 17 3 8.5 1.5 
Teton 19 0 19.0 0 
Twin Falls 229 19 65.4 5.4 I 

I' 
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Pi\CSECUTOR CASELO~.D 

Magistrate Division Caseload DistricL Court Caseload 
Per Prosecutor Per Prosecutor 

Jan.-Dec. 1976 (3) Jan.-Dec. 1976 

Prosecutor Cases Cases Cases Cases Cases Cases 
Region & County ProsecuTor Staff (1) Sala..vy(2) Filed Disposed Pending Filed Disposed Pending 

REGION I 

Benewah County 1 Prosecutor $ 8,250 245 240 36 37 40 2 
Bonner County 1 Prosecutor 12,000 209 192 lOS 28 20 17 

2 Deputies 
Boundary County 1 Prosecutnr 12,000 144 155 59 13 12 8 
Clearwater County 1 Prosecutor 14,000 327 326 29 40 42 5 

1 Deputy 
Idaho County 1 Prosecutor 12,000 247 259 16 32 33 10 

1 Deputy 
Kootenai County 1 Prosecutor 17,000 400 399 99 61 68 10 

4 Deputies 
latah County 1 Prosecutor 15,000 921 896 90 84 80 6 

1 fuputy (PIT 10 hr/wk) 
Lewis County 1 Prosecutor 9,000 172 170 11 14 14 1 
Nez Perce County** 1 Prosecutor 16,000 444 439 41 68 70 3 

5 Deputies 
Shoshone County 1 Prosecutor 18 ,000 671 589 350 89 88 16 

REGION II 

Ada County 1 Prosecutor 26,000 911 883 123 110 92 38 
8 Deputies (criminal) 

Adams County 1 Prosecutor 7,500 124 118 37 5 2 6 

Boise County 1 PrDsecutor 3,600' 81 96 13 9 ,9 4 
Canyon County 1 Prosecutor 20,000 675 598 201 61 59 26 

5 fuputies 
Elnore County 1 PrDsecutor 15,000 324- 343 41 43 39 11 

1 fuputy 
Gem County 1 Prosecutor 8,500 430 402 112 33 38 9 
Owyhee County 1 PrDsecutor 15,000 188 169 57 36 23 19 
Payette County~':* 1 Prosecutor 10,000 510 451 154 30 31 9 

1 Deputy 
Valley County 1 Prosecutor 7,500 115 112 17 7 9 3 

1 fuputy 
Washington County 1 Prosecutor 7,500 170 164- 31, 18 19 6 

'" 
1 Deputy -

See last page for. all footnotes 

~\, 



Region & County 

REGICN III 

Bannock County 

Bear lake County 
Bingham County 

Blaine County 

Bonneville County1~ 

Butte County 
Camas County 
Caribou County 
Cassia County 

Clark County 

Custer County 
Franklin County 

Fre:rront County 
Gooding County 

Jefferson County 
Jerome County 

Lemhi County 
Lincoln County 
M3.dison County 

Mj,nidoka County 
Oneida County 

PO'(;]er Co'unty 

----

PROSECUTOR CASELQAD 

Prosecutor 
Prosecutor Staff (1) Salary(2) 

1 Prosecutor 
3 Deputies 

1 Prosecutor 
1 Prosecutor 
1 Deputy 

1 Prosecutor 
1 Deputy 

1 Prosecutor 
3 Deputies 

1 Prosecutor 
1 Prosecutor 
1 Prosecutor 
1 Prosecutor 
1 Deputy 

1 Prosecutor 
1 Deputy~';~';1~ 

1 Prosecutor 
1 Prosecutor> 
. 1 Deputy 
1 Prosecutor 
1 Prosecutar' 

1 Deputy 
1 Prosecutor 
1 Prosecutor 
1 Deputy 

1 Prosecutor 
1 Prosecutor 
1 Prosecutor 
1 Deputy 

1 Prosecutor 
1 Prosecutor 
~ 1 Deputy*~';* 
1 Prosecutor 

1 Deputy .. '--

$ 17,500 

18,000 

12,500 

7,700 
10,000 
7,800 

15,000 

3,600 

6,000 
6,200 

10,000 
9,500 

8,700 
12,000 

7,000 
7,000 

12,000 

20,000 
5,700 

6,000 

Magistrate Division Caseload 
Per Prosecutor 

Jan.-Dec. 1976 (3) 

Cases 
Filed 

1,290 

151 
1,084 

225 

884 

:52 
14 

161 
472 

87 

121 
119 

323 
144 

411 
216 

808 
100 
427 

733 
41 

127 

Cases 
Disposed 

1,259 

160 
1,013 

250 

'884 

156 
18 

181 
499 

85 

142 
97 

829 
128 

380' 
219 

264 
78 

386 

743 
40 

112 

Cases 
Pending 

182 

9 
324 

53 

66 

24 
3 

38 
106 

10 

43 
39 

208 
45 

146 
48 

52 
39 

152 

195 
18 

32 

District Court Case1.oad 
Per Prosecutor 

Cases 
Filed 

60 

12 
34 

8 

6 
1 

22 
,86 

o 

o 
6 

4 
11 

22 
18 

4 
2 

14 

60 
3 

9 

Jan. -Dec. 19?,fS 

Cases 
Disposed 

60 

7 
30 

12 

31 

1 
4 

19 
85 

o 

1 
3 

o 
.. 11 ., 

'1:i~~i: 
'. 28 

16 

4 
2 

21 

60 
6 

8 

Cases 
Pending 

20 

8 
14 

4 

28 

14 
o 

12 
7 

o 
3 
5 

, ........ . 

25 
1 

x' .. ·'· 5 

9 

7 
o 
9 

;12 
o 

9 
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Region & County 

REGION III (contd) 

Teton County 
Twin Falls County 

" 

PROS£~u~OR CASELOAD 

Prosecutor 
Prosecutor Staff (1) Salary(2) 

1 Prosecutor 
1 Prosecutor 

3 Deputies 
(1 PIT 20 hrs/wk) 

3,500 
17,000 

M3.gistrate Division Caseload 
Per Prosecutor 

Jan.-Dec. 1976 '(3) 

Cases 
Filed 

62 
635 

Cases 
Disposed 

76 
593 

Cases 
Pending 

32 
219 

District Court Caseload 
Per Prosecutor 
Jan.-Dec. 1976 

Cases 
Filed 

3 
40 

Cases 
Disposed 

o 
35 

Cases 
Pending 

5 
15 



PROSECUTOR CASELOAD 

FOOTNOTES 

~ta obtained hy survey of Research Unit, April, 1977, regarding prosecutor staff (Prosecutor's 
Deputies) as Jf i)ecernber, 1976, and any changes in staff composition during 1976. 

2Based on l.J.3ro -Legislative Session, 1976, relating to salaries of County Prosecutors (House Bill 721). 

3Source : Idaho Courts, 1976 Annual Report 

Caseloads are 1:e.sed on the fol1ow:mg cases: 

MAGISTRATE 

Felonies - Drug 
Felonies - IWI 
Felonies - All Other 
Misdemeanors - Drug 
Misdemeanors - IWI 
Misdemeanors - All Other 
YFA Proceedings - Drug 
YRA Proceedings - rwr 
YRA Proceedings - Other 
Habeas Corpus Proceedings 

DISTRICT' 

Felonies - Drug 
Felonies - r;wr 
Felonies - All Other 
':[raffic - Othertban DWI 
Misdemeanors -. DWI 
Misdemeanors - All Other 
Misdemeanors :- Drug 
YRA Proceedings - Drug 
YRA Proceedings - DWI 
YRA Proceedings - Other 
Habeas Corpus Proceedings 
Appeals - Criminal and Special Proceedings 

* Indicates a decrease in Prosecutor 1 s Staff during 1976 
**Indicates an increase in Prosecutor IS Staff dur:ing 1976 

***Deputy Prosecutors :in Clark and Oneida County served as non-salaried backup to the Prosecutor. 
we to minimal time involved, their pesi tions were not used in calculating prosecutor caseloads. 

__ .- .. ,. __ ... ' --- - --
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JUDICIAL CASELOAD BY JUDICIAL DISTRICI' 

1976 

MAGISTRATE DIVISION 

Judicial Filings 
District Jud~es Filmgs Per Judgr~ Rank Trials 

First 9~" 25,981 2,912.7 6 2,775 
Second 6 28,828 4,804.7 1 3,295 
Third 10 29,120 2,912.0 7 3,547 
FOUl'th 13 52,347 4,026.7 2 3,546 
Fifth 11id~ 41,436 3,946.3 3 3,006 
Sixth 10 31,388 3,138.8 5 2,555 
Seventh 12 40,416 3,368.0 4- 3,886 

State Average 249,516 3,543.3 22,610 

*One Judge retired 11/30/76 
**On Judge added 7/1/76 

DISTRICT COURT 

Judicial Filings 
District Judges Filings Per Judge Rmk Trials 

First 3 987 329.0 7 210 
Second 3 1,161 387.0 6 841 
Third 3 2,570 856.7 1 345 
Fourth 51~ 1,812 402.7 5 124 
Fifth 4 2,319 579.8 2 711 
Sixth 3 1,848 616.0 4- 829 
Seventh 4 2,206 551.5 3 4-50 

State Average 12,903 526.7 3,510 

*One Judge added 7/1/76 

Source: Idaho Supre.rre Court Armual Report, 1976 

Trials Per 
Judge Rank 

311.1 It 
549.2 1 
354.7 2 
272.8 6 
286.3 5 
255.5 7 
323.8 3 

321.1 

Trials Per 
Jud~e Rank 

70.0 6 
280.3 1 " 

115.0 4-
r\ 

27.6 7 
177 .8 3 
276.3 2 
112.5 5 

143.3 



PAROLE - PROBATION CASELOADS 

BY JUDICIAL DISTRIcr 

1976 

2,852 Actual Bodies General 
Funded State 

Districts Pa:r'>61e Officers . 

1 - 286· 3 
2 - 142 2 
3 - 375 4 
4 - 704- 7 
5 - 275 3 
6 - 555 4 

County Funded 
Parole Officers , 

1 

7 - 515 4 2 

Case10ad 
Per Officer 

95 
71 
75 

100.6 
91. 7 

138.8 
85.8 --------------------------------------------------------

2,852 27 3 

Parolees 235 
Probationers - 2,617 

Felony - 1,604-
Miad. - 1,013 

95.1 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

; 
; 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
,I 
I 
~I 

A P PEN n I X E 

ANNUAL REPORT 

YOUTH REHABILITATION SERVICES 

IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE 

July I, 1975 through June 3D, 1976 
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INTRODUCTION 

Two events of the past year are expected to have a major impact on 

the juveni Ie justice area in Idaho in the futl:lre. Changes were made in 

the Youth Rehabilitation Act to emphasize the absolute right of children 

to be represented by legal counsel in proceedings under the Act, to allow 

for contracts between counties for the provision of juvenile detention, 

and to clarify some areas in VJhich existing wording was confusing or 

contradictory. A decision was made by the Law Enforcement Planning 

Commission to participate in the Federal Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 

Pr~vention Act, thus enabl jng governmental and private agencies to obtain 

federal funding in several areas including programs for diverting juve

niles from the officii;ll justice system, providing community-based 

alternatives to detentIon and institutional ization particularly for 

status offenders, and programs to prevent school dropouts and expulsions. 

Although there was an increase in the number of youths served by 

the Department of Health and Welfare, the number placed at the Idaho 

Youth Services Cbnter decreased with a continuing emphasis on providing 

family .and community-based counsel ing, treatment and supervision. It 

was recognized that there is a need to provide adequate supervision and 

control for those youths who may be a danger to themselves or others. 

There was a level ing off ;n the number of del inquent youths placed 

in foster and group homes, with an increased emphasis on working with 

youths and their famil ies in their own homes; however, Idaho still has 

a relatively high percentage of youths placed in these settings. In all 

cases the goal is to develop an individual ized treatment plan for each 

youth which \'Ji 11 prevent further delinquency and allow for improved social 

-2-
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functioning. Many other agencies assist the Oepartfnent of Health and Welfare 

in achieving these goals, including schools, law enforcement agencie~, courts, 

reI igious organizations and private youth setvlng resources. 

The information in this report has been obtained from the statistical 

information system of the Idaho Department of Health and Welfare, individual 

reports from the five counties which maintain local probation serVIces, 

records of the Idaho Youth Services Center, and the State Administrative 

Office of the courts. 

FINDINGS 

Offenses and Dispositions 

Table I summarizes information provided by the Administrative Off tee 

of the Courts regarding the total number of cases processed under the Youth 

Rehabil itation Act by all of the courts in Idaho during the past three years. 

There has been a s light decrease in the number of cases fi 1 ed each year, Clnd 

the actual number of dispositions has been nearly identical during the past 

two years. 

Jul y 
August 
Sep tembe r 
October 
November 
December 
January 
February 
March 
Apr i I 
May 
June 

TOTAL 

STATEWIDE SUMMARY OF 
July 1973~June 1974 

YR ACT 
Fi led Disposition 

399 425 
540 564 
503 611 
660 679 
701 488 
491 543 
562 673 
624 546 
684 673 
636 672 
716 650 
581 5~4 

7097 7118 

TABLE I 
FILINGS AND DISPOSITIONS BY MONTHS 

July 1974-June 1975 July 1975-June 1976 
YR ACT YR ACT 

F i 1 ed D ispo~ i t i on Fi led D i spas it ion 

555 493 504 488 
587 525 451 364 
572 543 547 498 
613 554 563 724 
492 436 486 455 
525 463 579 604 
564 623 612 639 
505 511 498 485 
708 561 612 %1 
630 633 565 533 
621 552 560 540 

\, 

452 499 678 522 

6824 6383 6655 6405 

-.3-



the fo11owing three tables contain information from the statistici;'ll 

rep.orting system bf the Department of Health and Welfare. Department 

workers provided over 4,706 pre-disposition reports to the courts during the 

fi~cal year, and over 4,000 youth~ and their families wers?rovided counsel ing 

and supervision on an extended basis. Many of these youths were on a con-

tinuatlon or ihformal probation status, and complete information regarding 

age and offense was not reported. 

Table 2 shows a breakdown by offense and the percentage committed by 

sex for the 2870 youths for whom full information was reported. The mos t 

significant change in comparing the comparable information fromthe past t\..JO 

years !s that the FY1976 percentage of offenses corrunitted by females decreased 

considBrably to near the FYl974 level, following a large increase in FY1975 

as follows: 

Percent of total offenses committed by females: 

FY1974 - 23.7% 
FYI975 - 29.5% 
FY1976 - 24.1% 

Table 3 shows the most frequent offenses for both males and females for 

the past five years. Although there have been shifts in the order and fre~ 

q~ency, the types of offenses have remained consistent. As can be seen, there 

Was a considerable increase in burglaries committed by males, and an even 

larger increase in running away violations by females~ with a noticeable 

decrease in petit larceny and liquor and drug offenses for both males and 

fema 1 es. 

Table 4 breaks down by sex and offense the initial type of supervision 

prov1ded for children referreQ or committed to the Department for services. 

These figures do not include a large n~mber of youths charged with minor 

offenses who are counselled on a limited basis and diverted from the system. 
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I TABLE 2 

I DELINQUENT CHILDREN REFERRED 'OR COMM1.TTED TO 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND Wr.LFARE 

7-1-75 through 6~30-76 

I 
I OFFENSE MALE % FEMALE % TOTAL % 

I Arson 10 .5 2 .3 12 .4 

Auto Theft 96 4.4 12 1.7 108 3.7 

I Burglary-Unlawful Entry 477 22.0 30 4.3 507 17.4 

I Disturbing the Peace 23 1.1 6 .9 29 1.0 
.::::. 

Drug Violations 163 7.5 43 6.2 206 7.2 

I Fish & Game Violations 4 .2 4 . I 

I Forgery 25 1.2 26 3.7 51 1.8 

I nj u ry to Person (Assau 1 t) 57 2.6 18 2.6 75 2.6 

I liquor Violations 186 8.6 48 6.9 234 8.2 

I Malicious Mischief 113 5.2 9 1.3 122 4.3 

Murder a 

I Other 131 6.0 33 4.7 \64 5.7 

I Robbery 2 . I 2 . I 

Sex Offense 13 .6 2 .3 15 .5 

I Steal ing-Grand Larceny 133 6. I 9 J.3 142 4.9 

I Stea ling-Pet it Larceny 310 14.3 82 11.7 392 13.5 

Traffic Violation 16 .7 6 .9 22 .7 

I Curfew Violations 51 2.3 19 2.7 70 2.4 

I Running Away 145 6.7 190 27.2 335 12.2 
;'~--:;) 

I 
Truancy 124 5.7 89 .12.7 213 7.4 

Ungovernable 92 4.2 75 10.7 167 5.8 

I TOTAL 2,171 75.6 699 24.4 2,870 100 

I 
I 
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Offense 

Liquor Vio1ations 

Burglary 

Pe t j t Larceny 

Drug Violations 

Running Away 

liquor Violations 

Petit Larceny 

Truancy 

Drug Violations 

Ungovernable 

Ch a r ac te r i s tic s 

TABLE 3 
MOST FREQUENT OFFENSES BY SEX AND YEAR 

(PERCENT OF TOTAL REPORTED OFFENSES) 

MALES 
1971"'72 1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 

% % % % 

22.5 17.7 15.0 12.9 

16.5 15.7 !6.0 17.7 

16.4 ·18.0 18.4 15. I 

3.2 6.2 9.7 8.9 

FEMALES 

30.5 27.0 19.2 16.3 

18.2 13.2 16.2 12.0 

9.5 16.9 18.7 18 .. 6 

8.4 10.4 9.6 9.9 

5.8 4.6 8.8 7.2 

8.6 9.0 8.5 7.0 

1975-76 
% 

8.6 

22.0 

14.3 

7.5 

27,2 

6.9 

11.7 

12·7 

6.2 

10.7 

The following tables indicate the characteristics of youths committing 

delinquent acts in Idaho, including age, sex, ethnic background and school 

status. As Indicated, some of the tables include information submitted by 

the countie~ which maintain county probation systems, in addition to the 

material from the Department of Health and Welfare. 

Table 5 compares the age percentages for 1975-76 with the comparable age 

percentages for the previous three years. The most significant change is 

the recent increase in average age of youths served, with a considerable 

decrease each year in those under the age of 15, and an increase in those 

-
15 ahd over. Part of this change ;s due to the development of alternative 

resources, and the practice of diversion from the jUdicial system of minor 

and first-time juvenile offenders who are frequently the youngest youths. 

-6-

I 
I 
I 
I 
·1 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
; 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
.1 
I· r:·."j 

I 



_ _,. --,--___ ----;-__ ---7-----

I 
I TABLE 4 

TYPE DF INITIAL SUPERVISION PROVIDED TO 

I 
CHILDREN REFERRED OR COMMITTED TO THE DEPARTMENT 

BY OFFENSE AND SEX - 1976 

I 
INFORMAL INTERSTATE 

OFFENSE SUPVN. PROBATION AFTERCARE COMPACT OTHER>'; . TOTAL 
M 37 392 23 17 5 ·474 

I 
Burglary F 4 25 0 I 0 30 

M 3 72 8 4 9 96 i,? 

Auto Theft F 2 7 I 2 0 12 

I 
M 76 203 7 11 8 305 

Petit Larceny F 28 51 1 2 0 82 
M 4 15 I 3 Q 23 

I 
Disturbing Peace F 0 6 0 0 0 6 

M 25 77 4 2 I 109 . 
Mal. Mischief F 2 5 I I 0 9 

I· 
M 6 19 0 0 0 25 

Forgery F 2 23 1 0 0 26 
M 9 39 2 4 3 57 

I 
Assault F 3 14 1 0 a 18 

M 1 9 1 2 a 13 
Sex Offense F 0 I 1 0 0 2 

I 
M I 8 0 0 1 10 

Arson F 0 0 1 1 0 2 
M 41 131 7 6 1 186 

I 
L j quo r V i 0 I . F 18 27 2 I 0 48 

M 2 13 I 0 0 16 
Traffic Viol. F tr 5 0 0 a 6 

I M 1 0 0 0 4 
Fi sh & Game Viol. F 0 0 0 a 0 0 

M 42 104 II 5 I 163 
Drug Viol. F 17 26 0 0 Q 

, 
43 

I M 13 100 11 9 a 133 
Grand Larceny F a 7 I 1 0 9 

I M 17 88- 5 14 9 133 
Other F 6 27 0 0 0 33 

M 9 66 7 4 I 87 

I 
Ungovernable F 4 59 5 4 2 74 

M 15 31 3 2 0 51 
Curfew Viol. F 9 10 0 0 0 19 

I M 5 \05 18 9 5 142 
Running Away F 14 157 12 5 2 190 

M 10 99 12 2 I 124 

I Truanc~ F 9 69 8 2 1 89 
M 319 1572 121 94 45 2151 

TOTAL 
% 14.8 73.1 5.6 4.4 2.1 

I F 119 519 35 20 5 698 
% lZ·0 Z4.4 5.0 2.9 ; 7 

I 
(lRAND TOTAL L~38 2091 156 114 5b 2849 

% 15.4 73.4 5.5 4.0 1.7 loa 

I 11\ nc I udes those instj,tutionall2:ed at time of first referral. 

I 
I -7~ 
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TABLE 5 
PERCENTAGE BY AGE OF YOUTHS 

REFERRED OR COMMITTED TO THE 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE 

.~ ~ ~ ~ 

Age 1973-4 1974-5 1975-6 

12 and under 10.5 8.9 4.7 

13 9.7 7.2 6.5 

14 14.6 ,13.1 15. 1 

15 19.1 20.0 20.3 

16 22.6 22.0 26.3 

17 19.8 23. I 22.6 

18 and over 3.7 5.7 4,5 

TABLE 6 
PERCENTAGE OF OFFENDERS BY AGE AND SEX - 1975-6 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & WELFARE 
ADA COUNTY - LATAH COUNTY 

12 & 
under 1 J 14 15 16 17 18 

Soys 6. J 6.2 11.4 18.8 26.7 26.6 4.2 

Girls 1.9 7. I 25,2 25.9 23.6 14. 1 2.2 

TOTAL 5.0 6.4 14.9 20.6 25.9 23.4 3.7 

Table 6 includes the percentage breakdown by age and sex of offenders 

from ~11 jurisdictions maintaining this information, including the Depart-

ment of Health and Welfare, Ada County and Latah County. The addition of 

the county statistics to the Department flgures makes very 1 ittle change 

in the overall pattern. 

Caucasian 
Negro 
Oriental 
Mexican 
,lIroe r fean I nd j an 

TABLE 7 
ETHNIC BACKGROUND 

YOUTHS REFERRED OR COMMITTED TO 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE 

1971-1976 
1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 

90.0% 
.3 
.1 

5·7 
3.6 

91 .2% 92.9% 
.4 .5 
.1 .6 

5.5 4.3 
2.5 .1.8 

-8-

93.6% 
,5 
.5 

3.2 
2.7 

1975-76 
92.6% 

.2 
• J 

4.7 
2.4 
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Table 7 shows that as in past years the percentage of non-Caucasian 

youths charged with committing delinquent acts remains very small. The per-

centage, which had declined for four years, rose very slightly in 1975-76. 

Table 8 provides a comparison for the past four years of the per-

centages of children served by the Department who are in school. The previous 

trend toward having a higher percentage of youths in school reversed slightly 

this year. 

TABLE 8 
SCHOOL STATUS OF YOUTHS SERVED BY THE 

DEPARTMENT Of HEALTH AND WELFARE 

1972-3 

Percent in School 80.5 

Percent not in School 19.1 

1973-4 

82.9 

17.0 

1974-5 

83.5 

16.5 

< i 975-6, 

82-.2 

17.8 . 

Table 9 contains information from the county courts which keep statistics 

as ~'1ell as the Department of Health and Welfare. The addition of the 1365 

county cases to the totals reported in Table 2 makes I ittle change in the 

percentages, indicating that children corrrnitting comparable offenses are 

served in both systems. Almost exactly three-fourths of the youths served 

are males. 71.5% of the offenses are of a non-status nature, or those that 

would be offenses if committed by an adult. This is a decrease from last 

year when over 75% of the reported offenses were non-status, and is indicative 

of the feel ing that services should be provided to status offenders. It 

should be noted that many of these cases were dealt with informally without 

an orficial court hearing. 

It appears particularly significant that only 11.2% of the total 

offenses were of a criminal type committed by females, particularly con-

siciering that one-fourth of the total offenses were cO{OO1ltted by females and 

consistently one-fourth of the students at the Iddho Youth Services Cente~ 

are females. Females committed almost as many status offenses as males, with 

running away being the only offense committed more frequently by girls than b6ys. 

-fJ-
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I TABLE 9 
OFFENSES COMMITTED BY YOUTHS SERVED BY ALL REPORTING AGE~CIES 

(If youth is charged with more than one offense, most serious charge is shown) I 
OFFENSE MALE % FEMALE % TOTAL iX, 

Burglary 660 15.6 33 .8 693 16.4 I 
Auto Theft 131 3.1 17 .4 148 3.5 

I Petit Larceny 457 10.8 124 2.9 581 13.7 

Grand Larceny 116 2.7 16 .4 132 3.1 I 
Forgery 36 .9 33 .8 69 1.6 

I Assault 101 2.4 23 .5 124 2.9 

Sex Offense 23 .5 3 . I 26 .6 I 
Arson 23 .5 2 .1 25 .6 

I Drug Violation 249 5.9 62 1.5 311 7.3 

Receiving Stolen Property 17 .4 17 .4 I 
Resisting Officer 18 .4 19 .4 

Robbery 15 .4 16 .4 I 
Kidnap 3 .1 0 3 . I I 
Other 154 3.6 49 4.8 1.2 203 

Disorderly Conduct 9 .2 9 .2 I 
liquor Violations 322 7.6 90 2.1 412 9.7 I 
Destruction of Property 179 4.2 14 .3 193 4.6 

Disturbing Peace 40 .9 8 .2 48 1.1 I 
SLlb-total 2,553 60.3" 476 11.2 3,029 71.5 

I Running Away 215 5. I 314 7.4 529 12.5 

Truancy 160 3.8 122 2.9 282 6.7 I 
Beyond Control 156 3.7 123 2.9 279 6.6 

I Curfew 89 2.. 1 2Z .6 116 2·Z 

Sub~tota 1 ":620 14;6 586 13.8 1 ,206 28.5 I 
GRAND TOTAL 3,173 74.9 1,062 25. I 4,235 100 

I 
I 
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Placement at the Idaho Youlh Services Center 

Placement at the Idaho Youth Services Center is part of the individualized! 
!r 

treatment plan developed for each child in the custody of the Department. 

Tho lreatment program Is designed to meet the needs of each resident in 

preparilLion for adequate social functioning in the community setting. 

Table 10 shows the major offenses commi tted by the 199 youths placed at 

lhe Youth Services Center for the first time during 1975-76. This is a 

reduction from the 286 who were placed during the previous year. Of the 

tOlu], 152 were male ~nd 47 were female. Criminal type offenses accounted 

for 76.9'X. whi Ie 23.1'70 were charged with status offenses. In addition, 50 

youlhs who had previously been at the Center were returned after having com-

mitted additional violations. The average age of the committed boys was 

15.7 years and of lhe girls 14.9 years. 

Table \ I provides c'l compClrison for the past 2 years of the types of 

orrenses committed by al I children referred for services and those placed 

at the Youth Services Center. As in past years, there is concern with the 

high percentage of girls at the Youth Services Center who have committed 

Slutu5 offenses. This percent~ge decreased from 70.8% in 1974-75 to 61.7% 

in 1975-76, and the downward trend is expected to continue with the develop-

mont of alternatives for status offenders through provisions of the Federal 

,Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974. It should be noted 

lhal this decrease occurred despite the rise from 41.2% to 55.2% in the 

percentage of females being referred for ·,.;atus offenses. 

YE/\R 

1971f-5 
1975-6 

.. 

TABLE I I 
COMPARISON OF TYPES OF OFFENSES COMMITTED BY ALL REFERRED 

CHILDREN AND THOSE PLACED AT THE YOUTH SERVICES CENTER 

REFERRED CHILDREN YOUTH SERVICE CENTER PLACEMENTS 
Status Offenses Criminal Offenses Status Offenses Criminal Offenses 
Male f:"ema 1 e Male Female Male Femal e Male Female 

\8.0 41.2 82.0 58.8 12.7 70.8 87.3 19.2 
19.5 55.2 80.5 44.8 11.2 61.7 88.8 38.3 

-11-
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TABLE 10 I COMMITMENTS BY OFFENSE AND SEX AT TIME OF INITIAL COMMITMENT 

TO IDAHO YOUTH SERVICES CENTER 

OFFENSE MALE 170 FEMAlE % TOTAL % I 
BurgI ary 52 26. \ 4 2.0 56 28.1 I 
AUlO Theft (.Joy riding) 17 8.5 .S 18 9.0 

f-
Pet i t Larceny 12 6.0 4 2.0 16 8.0 I 
Forger'y 4 2.0 3 1.5 7 3.5 I 
ASS<lul t/Bottery 3 1.5 a 0 3 1.5 

Arson 3 1.5 0 a 3 1.5 I 
Li quor Violation 8 4.2 0 0 8 4.2 

I Grand Larceny 15 7.5 0 0 15 7.5 

Drug Violation 7 3.5 3 1.5 10 5.0 I 
Robbery 6 3.0 2 1.0 8 4.0 

I Sex Offense .5 0 0 .5 

Kidnapping .5 0 a .5 I 
Destruct ion of Property .5 0 0 .5 

I Posses5io~ of Slolen Property 3 1.5 0 0 3 1.5 

InLerfering w/Police Officer .5 0 0 .5 I 
Unknown .5 .5 2. 1.0 

Running /\way 12 6.0 26 13. I 38 19.1 I 
Beyond Control 5 2.5 2 1.0 7 3·5 I 
Cur few 0 0 .5 .5 

TOTAL 152 76.4 47 23.6 199 lOa. I 
Table 12 shows the average length of placement at the Idaho Youth Services I 

Cenler for the pas t 7 years. As Can be seen, there has been little change 

during this period. I 
TABLE 12 

AVERAGE LENGTH OF PLACEMENT AT IDAHO YOUTH SERV 1 CE CENTER I 1969-70 - 6.3 months 
1970-71 7.06 months 

I 1971-72 - 7. I month 5 

\,972-73 - 7.9 months 
1973-74 - 7.5 months 

I 1974-75 - 7 months 
1975-76 - 6.8 months 

I 
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Table 13 shows the student population at the Idaho Youth Services tenter 

ror the past decade. indicates both the popUlation on July \ of each year, 

~nd the numbel" and month of the highest population. The population, which 

cl imbed in fiscal year 197!1-7S following several years at a fairly stable 

I('vel, decl ined during the past ye.i'!r clnd is at approximately the same level 

as in the period from 1971 Lo 1974. It appears that the marked increase in 

FY-74-75 was due to the short term diagnostic services provided at the 

C~nter wilich served a group not normally placed for long-term treatment. 

TABLE 13 
POPULATION AT THE IDAHO YOUTH SERVICES CENTER 

July HIGH duri ng year 

1967 155 243 Apri 1 
1968 187 240 Apri 1 
1969 197 243 Apri 1 
1970 176 231 Apri 1 
1971 117 197 February 
1972 110 163 May 
1973 115 134 May 
1974 131 165 May 
1975 180 206 May 
1976 122 145 t\p r i 1 

Summary of Children Being Served by the Department on June 30, 1976 

At the end of the fiscal year, a total of 1996 youths and their 

rami 1 ies were receiving direct services from the Department under provision 

of the Youth Rehabi 1 itation Act. There was an equivalent of 50 full-time 

c~seworkcrs providing these services, with an average caseload of 40. Table 

14 shows the status of those children on June 30, 1976. These figures do 

not include the large number of youths for whom very short term counseling or 

referral to other agencies was made during the month. 

TABLE 14 
STATUS OF CHILDREN RECEIVING YOUTH REHABILITATION SERVICES 

ON JUNE 30, 1976 

Male Female Total 

P I'oi>d lion (Own or Foster Home 1,171 455 1,626 
1\1 t(~I--C.lrc Supervision 123 46 169 
Gnlufl Horne 52 23 75 
Youth Services Cen ter 92 34 126 

TOTAL 1,438 558 1,996 
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