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Gratifying this work is not ... or should we add, at least not 
yet. Few have given the reporters of bad news more than passing 
attention. Indeed, one famous society in ancient history was reputed 
to execute those individuals who b "';.'·,ght messages of bad news. While 
this probability is slim, the simple truth remains that society bestows 
a much higher priority on individuals or programs which point to new 
solutions and unproved ways of doing things over those which remind 
us of our shortcomings. In short, most feel the problem of crime, will 
always be with us. We all l'.now this sickness exists. However, much 
as the respect which is given to physicians is rooted in their curative 
skills, we 'would much prefer for our own gratification, to prepare a 
publication which offers the reader a prescription for curing the ills 
of crime rather than confirming what the patient already knows. 

, 
While, in 1977, Louisiana cannot claim to have fashioned any 

miracle cures for crime, we can report the disease did not spread as 
fast as in previous years. In this respect, Louisiana is much lli~e the 
majority of states. Crime in Louisiana represents, however, several 
advantages for the citizen of our state which are found infrequently 
throughou t this country. 

First it represents in summary form the "tip of the iceberg" in 
terms of data our state collects and may now analyze regarding 
numerous facets of the crime problem. Increasing use of this in­
formation will undoubtedly uncover possible solutions to some portion 
of the overall problem. Second, the bonds of cooperation between 
agencies which are responsible for operations of our criminal justice 
system are growing steadily. as may be evidenced through the ex­
panding volume of shared information we have published in this docu­
ment. Systematic cooperation most certainly holds the key to reduct­
tions in crime. Third, we are on the verge of tracing the flow of 
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offenders throughout the criminal justice system and understanding 
where this system works and where it fails; what circumstances 
contribute toward more crime and what conditions fashion reductions; 
where new legislation and resources are most needed and where that 
which already exists may be wasted. All of these advances are 
significant for what they contribute to the prospects of reducing crime. 
Having noted our reservations we offer the reader this insight into our 
common problem with the fervent wish that together we as citizens ... 
or as legislator, judge, or executive, ... may continue to strive for 
better solutions and improved decisions relative to the dilemma of crime. 

Sincerely, 

JttdLw.~ 
Derald W. Smith 
Director, LCJIS 
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I N T ROD U C T ION 

The purpose of this report is to provide the reader with the 
best and most current available information on the nature. extent 
and location of crime in the state and the response of Louisiana's 
criminal justice system to crime. The information is designed to in­
crease public awareness of the complexity of crime and to increase 
public understanding of the operations of the criminal justice system's 
efforts to handle this problem. In addition, the report underscores 
the limitations of the available data and the need for more information 
on certain aspects of crime and criminal justice operations. 

Crime In Louisiana is designed as a Working tool for government 
officials and private citizens concerned with the ilnpact of crime and 
interested in developing rational and effective efforts to solve this 
problem. 
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THE LOUISIANA CRIf1INAL JUSTICE INFOR~lATION SYSTEM. • I I 

THE ADMINISTRATlor~ OF INFORMATION IN LOUISIANA 

The sound administration of criminal justice depends heavily on the 
timely and accurate collection, asSimilation, and retrieval of pertinent 
information and its dissemination to appropriate government agencies and 
the public, A major mission of the Louisiana Criminal Justice Information 
System Division has been the development, implementation, and mainte­
nance of data collection systems to provide essential information on crime 
as it occurs within the state, the offenders who are apprehended and 
enter the criminal justice system, and the manner in which the system 
responds to both offenses and individual offenders. 

Two systems for collecting, reporting, and processing information 
have been designed and implemented to provide needed information to 
the criminal justice community. The Louisiana Uniform Crime Reporting 
System gathers information on the seven Index Crimes reported to 
law enforcement agencies in order to define specific statewide crime 
patterns and problems ,1 The Complete Disposition Reporting - Offender 
Based Transaction Statistics System collects relevant information on all 
individuals entering and processed by the criminal justice system for 
violation of state criminal statutes, the nature and disposition of all 
charges and proceedings involving each offender, and the manner in 
which the system is affected by and responds to offenders it handles. 
Further information on the types of data collected and processed by the 
Louisiana Crminal Justice Information System Division is presented in the 
flow chart, I.llustration One. 

The LCJIS Division is also responsible for assuring that criminal 
justice information meets federal and state requirements and regulations 
of privacy and security. The agency developed the Louisiana Privacy 
and Security of Criminal History Records Information Regulations in le77. 
Under this plan the LCJIS Division oversees the compliance by criminal 
justice agencies to requirements that criminal history record information 
be complete, accurate, timely, and available, Monitoring and accessmg 
procedures have been developed and training sessions on Privacy ~md 
Security procedures are being conducted. LCJIS will also provide tech­
nical assistance in meeting the requirements to affect ,d agencies. 

The Center for Research and Analysis/LC.nS Division oversees the 
collection and processing of crime and criminal justice information. The 
Center performs the quality control fUnction and assures the accuracy 
and completeness of the data. The Center serves as a statewide clearing­
house for criminal justice information. It analyzes dat~ collected by the 

:\see Appendix Glossary of Terms 
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information systems, and issues regular and recurring reports. 

The Development of LCJIS 

Congress first officially recognized the need to understand more 
about the problem of crime in the United States in 1930 when it authorized 
the FBI to act as a clearinghouse for national crime statistics. In the 
same year, a voluntary national program for the uniform compilation and 
reporting of known Index Crime Offenses was launched by the 
International Association of Chiefs of Police. This voluntary reporting 
program by law enforcement agencies directly to the FBI provided 
almost all available information on crime in the nation for several decades. 

Two factors emerged which spurred efforts to improve crime informa­
tion. First, the existing system was found to be largely inadequate to 
meet state and local needs both in accurately defining problems and pro­
viding timely crime information. And, more importantly, it rapidly became 
evident that while information regarding the problem of crime was being 
gathered, no similar effort was being made to examine the problems 
associated with the volume of criminals as they were processed by 
agencies of the criminal justice system. In addition, it was becoming 
increasingly evident that while "career criminals" committed a dispro­
portionate percentage of the offenses known to law enforcement, no system 
for accurately tracing the history of criminal offenders was available. 

In response to developing needs, states began to assume the direct 
responsibility for the collection of crime statistics. Rapid improvement 
in offense reporting was noticed. Automation of manual systems effected 
ndditional improvement by eliminating lengthy delays in producing much­
needed offense statistics. 

Further improvement was promoted through efforts of the Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration, which in 1972, initiated a compre­
hensive program to help states develop systems for the collection of 
information on crime, individual offenders, and the nature of the 
processing activities of the member agencies of the criminal justice system. 
Louisiana received a series of large awards in federal funds in order to 
develop an automated information system capability. Since 1972, grant 
awards totaling nearly $6,000, 000 have been received for development 
of a complete information system. 

Because Louisiana's Uniform Crime Reporting program remained a 
voluntary effort, employing direct agency reports to the FBI, until July, 
1975, the system itself developed somewhat slowly. In July, 1974, while 
under federal supervision, crime reporting was contributed by 34 sheriffs' 
offices and 43 police departments. By December, 1977, as a state 
administered effort, participation in the Uniform Crime Reporting pro­
gram had expanded to 63 sheriffs' offices and 103 police departments. 
OVer 99 percent of Louisiana's population is encompassed by the juris­
dictional coverage of law enforcement agencies currently reporting. 

The Complete Disposition Reporting - Offender Based Transaction 
Statistics System, (originally OBTS-CCH) resulted from the widespread 
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recognition that existing data on operations of the criminal justice sy-
stem were extremely limited in extent and utility. Each component of 
the system had originated different methods of counting and measuring 
its respective workloads. Police used number of arrests, the district 
attorney used charges, the courts used cases, and corrections used 
number of offenders. As a result, a uniform system for measuring 
workload and activities of the various agencies processing offenders 
was nonexistent. No comparison existed between activities of the 
components. Similarly, no measurement could be made of the movement 
of offenders through the system, and the effect the activities of one 
component has upon the other. Further problems evolved due to the 
utilization of different ways of measuring agency and component activities. 
In addition, no method for compiling a comr.>lete record of what happened 
to individual offenders processed by various agencies existed. Because 
of the lack of individual offender records, the ability of the system to 
successfully apprehend, prosecute, sentence, and provide corrective treat­
ment to multiple offenders was weakened. Similarly, while many criminals 
escaped justice because of poor records, many individuals, arrested, but 
subsequently determined innocent, were often damaged in later activities 
because of the stigma attached an arrest record without ultimate disposi­
tion information. 

The common solution for both uniformly measuring the activities and 
performance of the several components of the criminal justice system, and 
compiling accurate records of what actions were or were not taken with 
regard to offenders processed by that system was de:ermined to be the 
development of a system for collecting and recordin£f data on individuals. 
To develop such a system, collection subsystems we~:,e first established 
for each phase of the criminal justice process. These subsystems -
FIND EX , DADR, JAMIS, CAJUN - ultimately, would be capable of trans­
lating their activities in terms of what happened in relation to individuals. 
No informatiqn would be lost, instead, the existing information was to be con­
nected and interpreted in light of the relative effect produced on or by 
individual offenders. 

In 1977, the OBTS/CCH system was redesigned and finalized as the 
Complete Disposition Reporting - Offender Based Transaction Statistics 
System (CDR/OBTS). The CDR system is designed primarily as an opera­
tional tool to aid all components at the criminal justice - law enforcement, 
prosecution, courts and corrections by providing complete, accurate and 
tjmely criminal history record information. A secondary product of this 
system will be the OBTS reports measuring offender flow and processing 
that will provide planning and management information for local, regional 
and state policy makers. The CDR implementation process was initiated 
in the latter part of 1977. The state's seven metropolitan areas were 
surveyed to determine which areas would comprise pilot phase of imple­
men tation . East Baton Rouge, Lafayette, and Rapides Parishes were 
selected on the basis of capacity to participate and interest on the part 
of the affected agencies in the program. The implementation program 
will have the seven metropolitan areas participating by the end of 1978 
with other areas phasing into the system on an ability to pariticipate 
basis. Mid-1979 is the target date for full implementation of the CDR 
system. 
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In order for LCJIS to successfully accomplish its designed tasks, 
two distinct types of operations are necessary. The first of these 
is the data collection and processing function, the second is the statis­
tical analysis function. These two tasks are graphically presented in 
Illustration Two. Although separate in the type and use of data col­
lected and processed, both LUCR and CDR share common collection 
and processing procedures as well as manpower requirements. 

The major portion of both UCR and CDR/OBTS data is collected 
through the use of manual forms. The LCJIS Field Service Section is 
charged with the responsibility of training the contributors and coordi­
nating collection and additional needed training in order to ensure that 
the data from the field are accurate. As the data collection forms con­
tinue through the processing phase, they are reviewed and accountability 
procedures are maintained by the Quality Control Section of LCJIS for 
both LUCR and CDR/OBTS. Once prepared for automation, the data 
from both systems are sent to data processing at the State Police Com­
puter Center. 

When the data are in the appropriate automated system, reports 
from the system can be obtained for analysis. The second major func­
tion of the LCJIS operation, statistical analysis, can now be shown. 
The Center for Research and Analysis is tasked to examine, analyze, 
and compare the raw data reports from the various systems and sub­
systems and from those reports, provide meaningful information for 
phmnh"1g management and operational use. Although independent of 
the operational function of LUCR and CDR/OBTS, the Center is 
dependent upon those systems for the raw data from which to con­
duct the required analyses, studies, and research. 

The Center for Research and Analysis 

The Center for Research and Analysis (formerly SAC) is the center 
for criminal justice statistics for the state. Its mission is to provide 
objective interpretive analysis of the state's criminal justice problems. 

As the information center for the entire LCJIS operation, the 
Center is constantly involved in answering requests from legislators, 
criminal justice officials and personnel, state and local agencies, and 
private citizens. In 1977, 125 information requests were filled. 
Furthermore, the Center supplies various analysis components to the 
Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement Comprehensive Plan. 

While primarily addressing state and local criminal justice in­
formation needs, the Center coordinates for the state a joint federal­
state data collection for producing a regular statistical series. One 
of the products of its series is the quarterly report derived from 
LUCR data, Crime Update. 

During the past year, the Center has expanded its role in basic 
and original research. It is presently conducting a comprehensive 
state crime analysis. The first phase of this project concentrated on 
the availability of crime-victim assistance programs. A special report 
on this topic is scheduled for release in. April, 1978. Other research 
activities include crime profile analysis. The first of these special 
analyses, a homicide report, is scheduled for release in May, 1978. 
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LOUISIANA COMPLETE DISPOSITION REPORTING SYSTEM: CDR 
AN AUTOMATED APPROACH TO CRIMINAL HISTORY RECORDS KEEPING 

Criminal history record information has always been an important tool 
of the criminal justice system.' Uses for such information include: pre­
arrest investigations by law enforcement and prosecutors; arrest and 
bail release decisions; plea negotiations; court case preparations; witness 
verification; jury selection; presentence investigations; and, corrections 
and probation parole placement decisions. Criminal history records are 
also used for such non-criminal justice purposes as security checks for 
employment and license application decisions. 

At the state level, the Louisiana State Police maintains the state 
central repository of criminal history records which presently stores over 
1 million records. A high percentage of these records are incomplete 
and/or inaccurate. Furthermore, the average process time for requests 
for criminal history records is approximately one week. Many users, 
particularly law enforcement and district attorneys with career criminal­
type programs need criminal history information within a matter of minutes 
or hours, For these agencies, the present time. delay is unacceptable. 

There are many contributing factors which bear, directly or in­
directly, on these problems. First, the data collection process by which 
criminal history dispositions are obtained has severe deficiencies. The 
process is a voluntary one with no follow·,up action on the part of the 
central repository. Second, only the final disposition, usually only the 
judicial disposition, is collected. While this may be adequate for most 
law enforcement agencies, many other criminal jUlstice agencies are 
interested in the varying types of prosecutive and correctional dispo­
sitional transactions. Third, the data collection process does not call 
for quality control checks on the accuracy of thl3 dispositional information 
transmitted to the state police. Without such checks., inaccuracies will 
continue. 

The other major factor impacting the current state criminal history 
record involves the inadequacies of the records management process 
involved. Specifically, the lack of optimum use of automation in these 
processes must be credited with causing the poor response time in 
answering most requests. Currently, all fingerprint records and dispo­
sitional information are processed and stored in a manual method. When 
dealing with massive amounts of information with a limited number of 
personnel as a further restriction, poor request response time is ine'\7i­
table. 

The Complete Disposition Reporting (CDR) System was designed by 
LCJIS to eliminate the above major factors of inadequate data collection 
methods and the improvement of current repository records management 
techniques through the optimum use of automation methods and equipment. 

CDR employs the use of a mandatory collection process which collects 
final dispositions of an offender plus all significant transactions between 
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the arrest and the final dispositon stages. Also, a final disposition in 
CDR does not limit itself to a judicial pronouncement of guilty or not 
guilty. CDR collects all major correctional status changes of an offender 
including exit from the corrections process such as parole, sentence 
completion, etc. Data quality is accounted for through the employment of 
LCJIS in-house and field personnel to verify and assure data completeness, 
accuracy and reasonableness. In addition, data audit procedures are 
employed by these personnel to assure proper reporting and record 
keeping by the involved agencies. 

Several interactive components compose CDR: 

1. FINDEX - the Louisiana State Police's automated fingerprint/ 
name index system. 

FINDEX will be modified to contain summary criminal history 
records available for immediate on line access via a terminal 
device. Cen tral repository personnel will then have the 
capability to answer requests within minutes after receiving 
them. This information can be relayed to the requestor via 
teletype or mail and eventually via on-line terminals installed 
in offices of user agencies. If a more detailed criminal history 
is requir.ed, central repository personnel will be able to have 
the CDR System print it by command from the terminal devices 
at the central repository. 

2. Arrest Component - Individual arrest disposition reports 
submitted by law enforcement agencies. 
Each time an offender is arrested for the violation of a state 
criminal code violation, a. CDR arrest form will be submitted 
to the central repository attached to the fingerprint card. The 
fo~m will contain a unique identifier which will allow the offender 
to be tracked through the criminal justice .system. The informa­
tion, after verification, will be entered into FINDEX and will 
initiate a criminal history record for a particular offender if 
this is his first arrest. Repeat offenders will ~ave their 
record modified to show this additional arrest and the beginning 
of a new path through the criminal justice system. The arresting 
agency provides a copy of the arrest form to the appropriate 
district attorney. 

3. Prosecutive-Component - Individual prosecutive and judicial 
disposition reports submitted by the district attorneys. 

Using the unique identifier supplied oy law enforcement 
agencies, each district attorney will provide prosecutive 
and court dispositional data, including sentencing information. 
This data will be processed and entered into the CDR System 
for updating the FINDEX record and for access by central 
repository personnel. 

4. CAJUN - the Louisiana Department of Corrections status 
system. 
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CAJUN will interface with the CDR system to provide the 
major status changes of an offender who is in the state 
correctional system. This data will also be used to update 
FINDEX and thus complete the criminal history record cycle 
of an offender's record in FINDEX. 

5. Local Corrections Component - A collection system to gather 
major status changes of all offenders in local correction 
facilities for violation of the state criminal code. 
This component will serve the same purpose as CAJUN on the 
local level. This data will also be reported to the central 
repository and processed into the CDR System. 

At the present time, impleme:;ltation of the CDR system has begun. A 
three-pronged implementation plan is being followed. The m~chanism 
for collecting all the necessary disposition information has been initiated 
in three test sites, East Baton Rouge, Lafayette, and Rapides Parishes. 
Once this system testing period of three to four months has been concluded, 
the remainder of the state's seven metropolitan areas will be entered 
into CDR on a sequential basis. This should be completed by early 
1979. By the end of 1979, all affected agencies will be participating, 
While the three area test period is in progress, an intensive requirements 
study will be conducted at the state repository to define the computer 
hardware, programming, personnel, and equipment needed to automate 
all criminal history records management functions. Based on the results 
of this study, the FINDEX system will be modified and records keeping 
operations will be revised accordingly. 

The CDR system will provide timely, complete and accurate criminal 
histories for use by criminal justice agencies, and will assure that 
participating agencies meet state and federal requirements and regulations 
for the priv~cy and security of such information. 
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CRIME IN LOUISIANA I r I ITS VOLUME AND LOCATION 

Introduction 

This section addresses the subject of crime in Louisiana for 
1977. The Governor's Office and the Legislature have a vital 
interest in this topic because, as the state's chief policy makers 
and res()urc~ allocation authorities, they are in the best position 
to provid~ the means for attacking the problem of crime. Certainly, 
they are the closest to being an authority over what is loosely 
termed the "Louisiana Criminal Justice System. II 

A proper response to the complex and pervasive problem of 
crime requires that effective policy decisions and appropriate alloca­
tions of scarce resources be made by the Governor arid Members of 
the Legislature. This response basically consists of four major tasks: 
Identification of the Problem; Selection of a Solution; Implementation 
of the Solution; and Monitoring and Evaluation of the Solution. This 
analysis deals only with the task of Identification of the Problem. 

Problem Identification entails three major SUb-tasks: (1) the 
determination of the present crime situation; (2) the projection of 
future crime trends; and, (3) the measurement of the criminal 
justice system capacity. The first involves the collection and eval­
uation of available crime data and its conversion into information 
about the nature, volume and location of crip1e. The second sub­
task calculates anticipated changes in crime trends and patterns. 
These projections utilize data provided by the first sub-task. The 
third sub-task collects managem€mt and administrative data on the 
operations of the component agencies of the criminal justice system 
(law enforcement, prosecution., courts and corrections) to establish 
a measure of the response of criminal justice to the challenge of crime. 
This section presents the findings of the first tw.o sub-tasks. The 
findings of sub-task three are presented in Section II of this report. 

Specifically, this section first presents a summary analysis of the 
findings about crime in Louisiana in 1977. This is followed by the 
analysis of LUCR Reported Index Offense data presenting the volume 
and location of Index crime for 1977 and the change in the rate of 
Index crime from 1976 to 1977. The next part of the analysis compares 
the inter-state and intra-state distribution of Index Offenses. Index 
Offense rates are comparen on the dimension of'metropolitan/non-metro­
politan and against the total state crime rates. This part of the report 
can be used to identify those jurisdictions with crime rates differing 
'significantly from comparable jurisdictions. The comparisons are followed 
by an arrest analysis that examines the characteristics of those arrested 
by particular offense and a separate analysis of Drug Offense arrests. 
The concluding part of this section calculates state crime rates for each 
Index Offense for 1978. These projections are on based reported data for 
the years 1972 through 1977. 
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In order to minimize misunderstandi.'r).g and misleading use of the 
information contained in this section, it is necessary to describe the 
qualifications and limitations of the data used in the analysis. 

The Louisiana Uniform Crime Reporting1 (LUCR) system provided 
the 1976 and 1977 crime data that appear in the report. Previous years 
data have been extracted froni the National F.B.r. UCR program. The 
1977 data does not include any reports received by the LCJIS Division 
after January 27, 1978. 

The crime data that are captured by the LUCR system understate 
the actual extent and volume of crime. LUCR reports only certain 
offenses known to the police: homicide, rape, robbery, aggravated 
assault, burglary, larceny-theft and motor vehicle theft - defined as 
Index Offenses. All other crimes known to the police are not included 
in the LUCR system. Obviously undetected crime whether Index or 
other cannot be included in any reporting system. Of the Index 
Offenses, homicide and motor vehicle theft are considered the most 
reliable, since these are most likely to be reported. . Nevertheless) 
there are,- no doubt, unreported and undetected homicides and motor 
vehicle thefts. National victimization surveys inidicate that the true 
crime rate may be two to three times higher than the LueR base crime 
rate. 

Other problems with LUCR data arise from peculiarities in the 
reporting and scoring requirements established by the FBI to assure 
uniformity and comparability of data. The hierarchy rule requires 
reporting only the most serious offense in a multiple offense or multiple 
charge arrests. For example, criminal activity combining homicide, rape 
and motor vehicle theft would appear in the LUCR crime report only as 
a homicide. Similarly, an arrest including assault, burglary and motor 
vehicle theft would appear in the arrest report as an arrest for assault. 
Gang rape i~ scored as one rape in the crime report regardless of the 
number of rapists involved. The LUCR arrest reports record each 
arrest for included offenses. An individual arrested five times over the 
course of a year is counted as five arrests. This is reasonable as an 
indicator of police activity but easily misinterpreted as an indicator of 
the number of offenders processed or waiting to be processed by other 
components of the criminal justice system such as courts and 
corrections. 

Furthermore, LUCR information is aggregate data, and cannot be 
used to make inferences about individual offenses or offenders. There 
is also no legitimate way to construct connections between offense and 
arrest information or to infer from these data to other processes of the 
criminal justice system. Though LUCR information pertains directly to 
the police functions it does not capture any of the non-crime and only a 
small portion of crime related police activity. Consequently, it does not 
provide an adequate indicator of police activity or effectiveness. 

1 See Glossary for a definition of Uniform Crime Reporting System. 
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Another qualification concerns the limitations of the analysis 
projecting crime rates for 1978. An inherent risk of projections 
derived from such a small data base is the possibility that the 
reality on which the projection is based may not conform to the 
assumption of linearity. If the real distribution is curvilinear, 
the projections, may have caught an upward or downward trend. 
If this is the case, the projections may be wildly off target. 

Finally, crime data are what sodal scientists call "soft data." 
Increases or decreases in particular crimes or in particular juris­
dictions mayor may not reflect actual changes in criminal activity. 
The changes may simply be an artifact of reporting, or may be a 
combination of changes in crime and changes in reporting. 

Except for parish, area and state totals crime figures 
are by agency, not by a geographic or political sub­
division. That is, crime figures for a police depart­
ment or a sheriff's office reflect that agency's activi­
ties .. Since sheriff's offices operate within city limits 
(except for New Orleans), the city police figures will 
typically understate the reported crime that occurs 
within city limits. 
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SUMf1ARY FINDINGS ABOUT CRIME IN LOUISIANA IN 1977 

Within the limitations of the data noted in the preceding, the 
crime analysis pinpoints several areas of concern with respect to 
crime in Louisiana. This information should not be viewed as con­
clusive' but rather as an indicator of troublespots or situations 
meriting further investigation. Ideally, this information should be 
coordinated with all other data relevant to the particular crime situa'" 
tion specified here. 

Violent Cdroe Summary 

Criminal Homicide 

At the state level, the rate of criminal homicide increased by 
15.9 percent over 1976, from 13.2 per 100,000 population in 1976 to 
15.3 in 1977. The increase was larger in non -metropolitan areas 
with a 25.2 percent rate increase over 1976) from 10.7 to 13.4. 
The metropolitan homicide rate also increased over 1976. The metro­
politan increase was 11.6 percent from 14.6 in 1976 to 16.3 in 1977. 
The difference between metropolitan and non-metropolitan homicide 
rates narrowed from 3.9 in 1976 to 2.9 in 1977. 

The 1976 to 1977 homicide pattern contrasts with the 3.6 percent 
decrease in the state homicide rate that occurred between 1975 and 
1976. From 1975 to 1977 J the state homicide rate increased 11.6 per­
(~ent. For the same period, the metropolitan increase was 1. 2 percent, 
the non -metropolitan increase was 39.5 percent. 

Forcible Rape 

Forcible rape increased 12.1 percent over 1976, from 27.3 per 
100,000 population in 1976 to 30.6 in 1977. The metropolitan areas ex­
perienced a 16. 3 percen t increase from 33.8 in' 1976 to 39.3 in 1977, 
In sharp contrast to the homicide pattern, the rate decreased in non­
metropolitan areas by 1.9 percent from 16.0 in 1976 to 15.7 in 1977. 

Information on 1975 was obtained from Crime In Louisiana, 1976, 
Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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The 1976 to 1977 rape pattern continues the statewide increase 
in the forcible rape rate that occurred between 1975 and 1976. From 
1975 to 1977. the state rate increased 26.9 percent. The rates per 
100, 000 population for 1975. 1976, and 1977, were 24.1, 27.2, and 30.6 
respectively. The New Orleans and Baton Rouge metropolitan areas 
reported 60.2 percent of the state1s forcible rapes in 1977. 

Robbery 

The state robbery rate reversed a three year pattern of decline 
and increased 14.0 percent over 1976, from 124.8 in 1976 to 142.3 in 1977. 
The metropolitan areas accounted for all the increase with a 15.5 percent 
rise from 179.8 in 1976 to 207.7 in 1977. However, the metropolit,m 
increase was not uniform, three metropolitan areas. experienced del~reases 
in robbery rate. The non-metropolitan areas continued the pattern of 
decline with 1.3 percent decrease, from 30.0 in 1976 to 29.6 in 1977. 
From 1975 to 1977, the state burglary rate decreased 8.6 percent. For 
the same period, the metropolitan areas decreased 7.8 percent, the 
non-metropolitan areas decreased 19.3 percent. 

The New Orleans metropolitan area accounted for 69 percent of 
the state1s reported robberies in 1975. 67 percent in 1976 and 71 percent 
in 1977. 

Aggravated Assault 

Statewide, aggravated assault increased 6.2 percent over 1976 from 
310.2 in 1976 to 329.4 in 1977. The metropolitan areas with an 11.6 
percent increase from 351.2 in 1976 to 392.1 in 1977, accounted for the 
total state increase. The non-metr()politan areas experienced a decline of 
7.7 percent from 239.6 in 1976 to :2:21.2 in 19 r/7. From 19?5 to 1977, 
aggravated assault increased 9. a percent from 302.2 per 100, 000 to 329.4. 
For the same period the metropolitan increase was 8.9 percent, the non­
metropolitan increase was 8.3 percent. 

Total Violent Crime 

Overall, the state total violent crime rate increased 8.9 percent 
over 1976 J from 517.7 in 1976 to 475.5 in 1977.' The metropolitan areas 
increased 13.1 percent from 579.6 to 655.5. The non-metropolitan areas 
decreased 5.6 percent from 295.5 to 280. O. The largest increase occurred 
in crimin.al homicide while as sault increased only 6. 2 percent. 

Aggravated assault, the most numerous violent crim(~, accounted for 
63.6 of reported violent Index Offenses in 1977 but only 11.6 percent of 
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the reported Total Index Offenses. Assault accounted for 59.8 percent 
of the violent offenses in the metropolitan areas and 79 percent in the 
non-metropolitan areas. 

Property Crime Summary 

Burglary 

At the state level, the burglary rate decreased 1.1 percent over 
1976 from 1158.9 in 1976 to 1146.7 in 1977. The metropolitan areas 
increased 0.3 percent from 1471. 7 to 1476.6. The non-metropolitan 
robbery ra.te declined 7,7 percent from 620.9 to 577.6. From 1975 to 
1977, the state robbery rate increased 1.4 percent. For the same period, 
the metropolitan increased 2.2 percent the non-metropolitan decreased 
4.6 percent. 

Larceny-Theft 

Larceny theft showed a general decrease in 1977 of 1.9 percent from 
2,478.6 in 1976 to 2,432.6 in 19'1'7, The metropolitan areas declined 1.8 
percent from 3,221.5 to 3,172.2. The non-metropolitan areas decreased 
2.2 pelrcent from 1,183.7 to 1,157'.2. The 1976 to 1977 pattern contrasts 
with the 1975/1976 pattern. In UW6, larceny theft increased 14.2 percent 
statewide, 6.2 percent non-metropolitan, and 15.4 percent metropolitan 
over the 1975 rates. From 1975 to 1977, the state larceny theft rate 
increased 12. ° percent. For the same period, the metropolitan areas 
increased 13.7 percent, the non-metropolitan areas increased 3.8 percent. 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

At the state level, motor vehicle theft increased 11.8 percent over 
1976 from 302.2 per 100,000 in 1976 to 335.4 in 1977. The metropolitan 
areas increased 11.0 percent from 434.7 to 482.7. The non-metropOlitan 
areas increased 9.7 percent from 74.2 to 81.4. 

The 1976/1977 pattern contrasts with the 4.5 percent decrease in 
the state rate that occurred between 1975 and 1977. However, from 1975 
to 1977) the state motor vehicle theft rate increased 5.9 percent. For 
the same period, the metropolitan areas increased 3.2 percent, the non-
metropolitan areas increased 36.5 percent. . 

Total Property Crime 

Overall, the state total property crime decreased from 1976 by 0.6 
percent from 3,939.8 per 100,000 in 1976 to 3,914.8 in 1977. The 
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metropolitan areas declined 0.1 percent! .om 5,13£.0 in 1976 to 5,131.6 
in 1977. The non-metropolitan areas declined 3.5 percent from 1,878.9 
to 1,816.3. Larceny-theft declined most from 2,478.6 per 100,000 in 
1976 to 2,432.6 percent in 1977 a 1.9 percent decrease. While Motor 
Vehicle Theft increased 11.0 percent from 302.2 in 1976 to 335.4 in 
1977. 

Larceny-theft the most numerous property crime accounted for 62.1 
percent of reported property Index Offenses in 1977. It is also the 
most numerous of all Index Offenses and accounted for 54.8 percent of 
the Total Index Offenses in 1977. Larceny theft accounted for 61.8 
percent of property offenses in the metropolitan areas and' 63.7 percent 
in the non-metropolitan areas. 

Crime As An Urban Problem 

Crime in Louisiana, as in other states, is predominantly an urban 
problem. .slightly more than 80 percent of reported Index Crime occurs 
in the seven metropolitan areas. The metropolitan areas reported 81.6 
percent of the Index Crimes .in 1975, 81.8 percent in 1976 and 82.6 
percent in 1977. The seven metropolitan areas take in 16 of the states 
64 parishes. 

In 1977, the parishes of Caddo, East Baton Rouge, Orleans, and 
Jefferson reported 60.9 percent of the state Total Index Offenses and 
73.7 percent of the metropolitan areas Total Index Offenses. These 
four parishes had 39.6 percent of the state population in 1977. In 
1977, these four parishes reported 51.3 percent of the state's reported 
homicides, 62.6 percent of[ rapes, 83.1 percent of robberies, 48.2 
percent of assaults, 58.9 percent of burglaries, 60.2 percent of larceny 
thefts and 79.3 percent of motor vehicle thefts. 

Arrests in Louisiana 

Total arrests increased 7.4 percent over 1976, from 179.802 h"1 1976 
to 193,187 in 1977. Total Index Offense arrests increased by the same 
percent from 46.114 in 1976 to 49,512 in 1977. Index Offense arrests 
accounted for 25.6 percent of all reported arrests in 1977. However, 
three Index crime arrest categories increased dramatically over 1976. 
Arrests for homicide rape and motor vehicle theft increased by 22.3, 
25.3 and 21.2 percent respectively. Larceny theft arrests accounted 
for slightly more than half of all Index arrests 'in 1977. 

In 1977, 29.7 percent of all those arrested for Index Offenses were 
under 17 years of age. Negro arrests accounted for 59.0 percent of all 
Index arrests. Males accounted for 78.7 percent of all Index Offense 
arrests, 
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Individuals arrested for Index Offenses tend to be male, Negro, 
and between the ages of 18 and 24. 

Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs 

In 1977 j 82.8 percent of all Drug arrests involved ll'larijuana. 
Marijuana possession alone accounted for 68.9 pEJrCent. 

Of all Drug arrests, 66.1 percent were male, 67.4 percent were 
white and 64.7 percent were between the ages of 17 and 24. 
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TOTAL INDEX OFFENSES 

TOTAL INDEX OFFENSES IS THE 'SUMMARY CATEGORY INCLUDING THE 

SEVEN OFFENSES OF CRIMINAL HOMICIDE) FORCIBLE RAPE) ROBBERY) 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT) BURGLARY) LARCENY-THEFT) AND MOTOR VEHICLE 

THEFT. 

173)817 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1977 
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Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 
Division. 
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TOTAL INDEX OFFENSES 
IN 

LOUISIANA) 
.1977 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

173,817 actual Index Offenses were reported in 1977. This is 
equivalen t to 4432.5 offenses per 100,000 population. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

82.6 percent of the total Index Offenses occurred in the seven 
major metropolitan areas while only 63.3 percent of the state's population 
resided in. these areas. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
68.1 percent of the total Index Offenses were reported in the major 

metropolitan areas surrounding Baton Rouge, New Orleans, and Shreveport. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Volume Locales 

Parish: 
Major Metropolitan Area: 

Major City: 

Orleans (39,897 Offenses) 
Orleans (69,046 Offenses) 
New Orleans (39,897 Offenses) 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Rate Locales 

Parish: Ej!st Baton Rouge (8,807.1 Offenses 
per 100) 000 'population) 

Major Metropolitan Area: ,Baton Rouge (7,240.2 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 

Major City: Baton Rouge (9817.8 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 
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CRIMINAL HOMICIDE 

CRIMINAL HOMICIDE IS DEFINED AS THE WILLFUL (NON-NEGLIGENT) 

KILLING OF ONE HUMAN BEING BY ANOTHER. 

600 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1977 
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Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information Sy 
Division 

1-32 

1 



CRIMINAL HOMICIDE 
IN 

LOUISIANA) 
1977 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

600 offenses of criniinal homicide were reported in Louisiana. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

406 or 67.7 percent, of criminal homicide occurred in the seven 
major metropolitan areas. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

47.5 percent of the criminal homicides occurred in the Shreveport 
and Orleans major metropolitan areas. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Volume Locales 

Parish: 
Major Metropolitan Area: 

Major City: 

Orleans (173 Offenses) 
Orleans (222 Offenses) 
New Orleans (173 Offenses) 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Rate Locales 

Parish: 

Major Metropolitan Area: 

Major City: 

Madison (55.4 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 

Orleans (19.5 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 

New Orleans (30.8 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 
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FORCIBLE RAPE 

FORCIBLE RAPE IS DEFINED AS THE CARNAL KNOWLEDGE OF A PERSON 

FORCIBLY AND AGAINST THEIR WILL. 

1203 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1977 
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Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 
Division 
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FORCIBLE RAPE 
IN 

LOUISIANA) 
1977 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

1,203 forcible rapes were reported, comprising 0.7 percent of the 
total Index Offenses reported in Louisiana in 1977. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Over 81 percent of the reported rapes occurred in the seven major 

metropolitan areas. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
The cities of New Orleans and Baton Rouge accounted for 40 percent 

of the rapes. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Volume Locales 

Parish: 
Major Metropolitan Area: 

Major City: 

Orleans (360 Offenses) 
Orleans (513 Offenses) 
New Orleans (360 Offenses) 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Rate Locales 

Parish: 

Major Metropolitan Area: 

Major City: 

Madison (83.1 Offenses 
per 100) 000 population) 

Baton Rouge (48.7 Offenses 
per 100) 000 population) 

New Orleans (64. i Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 
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ROBBERY 

ROBBERY IS DEFINED AS THE TAKING OR ATTEMPTING TO TAKE ANYTHING 

OF VALUE FROM THE CARE) CUSTODY OR CONTROL OF A PERSON OR PERSONS 

BY FORCE OR THREAT OF FORCE OR VIOLENCE AND/OR BY PUTTING THE 

VICTIM IN FEAR. 

5582 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1977 
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Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information Sys~em 
Division 
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ROBBERY 

IN 
LOUISIANA., 

1977 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

5) 582 robberies were reported in I.vuisiana in 1977; this is 3.2 
percent of the total Index Crime. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
92.4 percent of all reported robberies occurred in the seven major 

metropolitan areas while only 63.3 percent of the state's population resided 
in these areas. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
The city of New Orleans had 58.7 percent of the total robberies. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Volume Locales 

Parish: 
Major Metropolitan Area: 

Major City: 

Orleans (3,279 Offenses) 
Orleans (3,988 Offenses) 
New Orleans (3,279 Offenses) 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Rate Locales 

Parish: 

Major Metropolitan Ar~a: 

Major City: 

Orleans (584.3 Offenses 
per 100) 000 population) 

Orleans (351.9 Offenses . 
per 100,000 population) 

New Orleans (584'.3 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 
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AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT IS DEFINED AS AN UNLAWFUL ATTACK BY ONE 

PERSON UPON ANOTHER FOR THE PURPOSE OF INFLICTING SEVERE OR 

AGGRAVATED BODILY INJURY, THIS TYPE OF ASSAULT USUALLY IS 

ACCOMPANIED BY THE USE OF WEAPON OR BY MEANS LIKELY TO PRODUCE 

DEATH OR GREAT BODILY HARM. 

12 J 917 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1977 
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Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 
Division 
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AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 
IN 

LOUISIANA) 
.1977 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

12,917 offenses of aggravated assault were reported in 1977. comprising 
7.4 percent of all Index Offenses. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
75.4 percent of the aggravated assaults occurred in the seven major 

metropolitan areas. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
East Baton Rouge, Jefferson) and Orleans pe.rishes reported 42.9 

percent of the aggravated assaults. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Volume Locales 

Parish: 
Major Metropolitan Area: 

Major City: 

Orleans (2,135 Offenses) 
Orleans (3,943 Offenses) 
New Orleans (2,135 Offenses) 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Rate Locales 

Parish: Cameron (755.0 Offenses 
per 100 J 000 population) 

Major Metropolitan Area: Lafayette (691.5 Offenses 
per 100 ,000 population) 

Major City: Lafayette (97"/.2 bffenses 
per 100,000 population) 
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TOTAL VIOLENT OFFENSES 

TOTAL VIOLENT OFFENSES IS T~E GENERAL VIOLENT CRIME INDICATOR 

DERVIVED FROM THE SUMMATION OF CRIMINAL HOMICIDE~ FORCIBLE RAPE~ 

ROBBERY~ AND AGGRAVATED ASSAULT. 

20~302 OFFENSES REPORTED 'IN 1977 
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Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information. System 
Division 
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TOTAL VIOLENT OFFENSES 
IN 

LOU I S I,n,NA., 
.1977 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

20,302 violent offenses were reported in 1977, accounting for 11.7 
percent of the total Index Crime in Louisiana. 

* * * * * * * * ~ * 

80.2 percent of the total violent offenses were reported in the seven 
major metr.opolitan areas. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
East Baton Rouge, Jefferson, and Orleans parishes reported 10,902 

violent offenses or 53.7 percent of the state total violent offenses. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Volume Locales 

Parish: 
Major Metropolitan Area: 

Major City: 

* * 

Greatest Crime Rate Locales 

Orleans (5,947 Offenses) 
Orleans (8,666 Offenses) 
New Orleans (5,947 Offenses) 

* * * * * * * * 

Parish: Orleans (1;059.7 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 

Major Metropolitan Area: Lafayette (773.8 Offenses 
per 100,000 'population) 

Major City: Lafayette (1,092.7 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 

1-41 



BURGLARY 

BURGLARY IS DEFINED AS THE UNLAWFUL ENTRY OF A STRUCTURE TO 

COMMIT A FELONY OR A THEFT. 

Source: 

44
J
967 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1977 
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BURGLARY 
IN 

LOUISIANAJ 
1977 

-- -------~~~------

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

44,967 offenses of burglary were reported in 1977; this is equivalent 
to 1> 146.7 offenses per 100,000 population. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
81.5 percent of all burglaries were reported in the seven major 

metropolitan areas. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
East Baton Rouge, Jefferson, and Orleans parishes reported 23,069, 

or 51. 3 percent, of the total burglaries. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest prime Volume Locales 

Parish: 
Major Metropolitan Area: 

Major City: 

Orleans (8,692 Offenses) 
Orleans (16,892 Offenses) 
New Orleans (8,692 Offenses) 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Rate Locales 

Parish: East Baton Rouge (2,341.6 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 

Major Metropolitan Area: Baton Rouge (1,933.6 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 

Major City: Baton Rouge (2,549.2 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 
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LARCENY - THEFT 

LARCENY - THEFT IS DEFINED AS THE UNLAWFUL TAKING, CARRYING, 

LEADING, OR RIDING AWAY OF PROPERTY FROM THE POSSESSION OR 

CONSTRUCTIVE POSSESSION OF ANOTHER. 

95)394 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1977 
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Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 

Division. 
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LARCENY-THEFT 
IN 

LOUISIANA) 
.1977 

VPLUME AND LOCATION 

95,394 offenses of larceny-theft were reported in Louisiana. This 
one offense accounted for 54.9 percent of the total Index Crime reported. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
78,739, or 82.5 percent, of the reported larceny-thefts occurred 

in the seven major metropolitan areas. . 

* * * * * * * * * * 
East Baton Rouge, Jefferson, and Orleans parishes reported 51.8 

percent of the total larceny-thefts. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Volume Locales 

Parish: 
Major Metropolitan Area: 

Major City: 

Orleans (19,754 Offenses) 
Orleans (35,432 Offenses) 
New Orleans (19,754 Offenses) 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Rate Locales 

Parish: 

Major Metropolitan Area: 

Major City: 

East Baton Rouge (5,120.2 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 

Baton Rouge (4,186.8 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 

Baton Rouge (5,834.2 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 
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MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT IS DEFINED AS THE THEFT OR ATTEMPTED THEFT 

OF A MOTOR VEHICLE. 

13 J 154 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1977 
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Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information 
Division. 

I-46 



MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 
IN 

LOUISIANAJ 
.1977 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

13,154 offenses of motor vehicle theft were reported in 19'77. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
91.1 percent, or 11,982 incidents of motor vehicle theft were reported 

in the seven major metropolitan areas. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
East Baton Rouge, Jefferson, and Orleans parishes reported 71.5 

percent of the motor vehicle thefts. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Volume Locales 

Parish: 
Major Metropolitan Area: 

Major City: 

Orleans (5,504 Offenses) 
Orleans (8,056 Offenses) 
New Orleans (5,504 Offenses) 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Rate Locales 

Parish: 

Major Metropolitan Area: 

Major City: 

Orleans (980.8 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 

Orleans (710. 9 Ofr enses 
per 100 ~ 000 population) 

New Orleans (980.8 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 
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TOTAL PROPERTY OFFENSES 

TOTAL PROPERTY OFFENSES IS THE GENERAL 

DERIVED FROM THE SUMMATION OF BURGLARY) 

VEHICLE THEFT. 

PROPERTY CRIME INDICATOR 

LARCENY THEFT, AND MOTOR 

Source: 

153)515 OFFENSES REPORTED IN 1977 

~----:-~-J < 200 

~ 201 - 1,000 

~ 1,001 - 2,500 

Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 
Division 

I-48 



TOTAL PROPERTY OFFENSES 
IN 

LOUISIANA) 
.1977 

VOLUME AND LOCATION 

153,515 property offenses were reported in Louisiana in 1977. This 
amounts to 88.3 percent of the total Index Crime reported. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
83.0 percent of the total property offenses were reported in the 

seven major metropolitan areas. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
East Baton Rouge, Jefferson; and Orleans parishes reported 81,885 

of the total property offenses 53.3 percent. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Volume Locale 

Parish: 
Major Metropolitan Area: 

. Major City: 

Orleans (33,950 Offenses) 
Orleans (60,380 Offenses) 
New Orleans (33,950 Offenses) 

* * * * * * * * * * 

Greatest Crime Rate Locale 

Parish: East Baton Rouge (7,969.9 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 

Major Metropolitan Area: :Caton Rouge (6,524.7 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 

Major City: Baton Rouge (8,961.4 Offenses 
per 100,000 population) 
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LOUISIANA CRIME TRENDS) 1977 





PERCENT CHANGE IN LOUISIANA'S 
VIOLENT CRIME RATES J 1976 - 19771 

CRIMINAL 
HOMICIDE -----~-------------

+15.9% 

FORCIBLE 
RAPE 

ROBBERY 

AGGRAVATED 
ASSAULT 

TOTAL 
VIOLENT 
~:.' 76 £!ii77; 

2 I 1 

---------------------• 27 
" 'f - ' 

-i , ' 
• • •• " • < •• ' , 

t 
28 29 

- .. ---~- ... ------.. Jr, 

120 130 140 
~ i ,:. '~ 

, , ' 
, \ ';:: , ... ~ • 'I 

'" '\,'" " 

+6.2% 

310 320 330 

+8.9% 
J~--------r_--------~----~~ 

480 500 520 

30 

150 

2.1% 

An 8.9 percent increase in the total violent crime rate occurred 
between 1976 and the end of 1977, with all individual violent 
crimes showing increases. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Criminal homicide, up 15.9 pe~cent in crime rate over 1976, led 
all violent crime categories in terms of increased rate over 
1976. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
A 12.1 percent in the forcible rape rate continues an erratic, 
but slowly increasing trend. 

, * * * * * * * * * * 
The robbery rate was up by 14.0 percent to 142.3 offenses per 
100,000 popUlation. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Aggravated assault increased by 6.2 percent between 1976 and the 
end of 1977. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

lsee Glossary for the definition of crime rate. 
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PERCENT CHANGE IN LOUISIANA'S PROPERTY AND 
TOTAL INDEX CRIME RATES) 1976 - 19771 

The total property crime rate declined for the first time in four 
years. The number of total property crimes per 100,000 popula­
tion at the end of 1977, was 0.6 percent below that for 1976. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
44,967 burglaries reported in 1977, produced a rate of 1146.7 
offenses per 100,000 population, 1.1 percent below that of 1976. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
2432.6 larceny-thefts per 100,000 population in 1977, represent 
a 1.9 percent decrease over the rate for 1976. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Motor vehicle theft, up by 11.0 percent in rate, is the only 
specific property crime to have shown an increase. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
The total state crime rate of 4,432.5 offenses per 100,000 popu-
lation is a 0.4 percent increase over 1976, despite the overall 
decline in the total property crime rate. 

BURGLARY 

LARCENY-
THEFT 

~1OTOR VEH I CLE 
THEFT 

TOTAL 
PROPERTY 

TOTAL INDEX 
CRH1E 
.. '76 8'77 

* * * * * * * * * * 

2470 

310 320 330 

3910 3920 3930 

4 10 4 20 

lSee Glossary for the definition of crime rate. 
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1160 

2490 

+11.0% 

340 

·3940 

+0.4% 
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- ------------

PERCENT CHANGE IN VIOLENT CRIME RATES OF 
LOUISIANA'S MAJOR METROPOLITAN AREAS) 1976 - 19771 

CRIr1INAL 
Hor1I C IDE 

.... _--_ ...... _-_ ....... 
14 15 16 

FORCIBLE 
RAPE ---.. ·1IfiI ............ ;;;-__ .. ____ 1+16.3% 

, i , t 

32 34 36 38 40 

ROBBERY ... __ .. _-- ......... _IIIIIII ... IlIIIIe_ .. ' 

180 190 200 210 

AGGRAVATED 
ASSAULT 

+11.6% 
~--------r---------~---------r----~~-, 

TOT,~L 

VIOLENT 
.176[3177 

340 360 380 400 

--~------ .. ~~--------j 

575 600 625 650 

+13.1%' 

All the violent crime categories experienced uniform increases in 
crime rate of at least 10 percent. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
With an increase of 16.3 percent in crime rate over 1976, rape 
had the largest rise of all the violent crimes. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
The 655.5 violent crimes per 100,000 population living in major 
metropolitan areas in 1977 represents a-13.1 percent increase 
in the total violent crime rate since the end of 1976. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Criminal homicide increased from a rate of 14.6 to 16.3 offenses 
per 100,000 population, an increase of 11.6 percent. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Forcible rape was up from 33.8 to 39.3 offenses per 100,000 
population ih 1977. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
The robbery rate increased by 15.5 percent between 1976 and the 
end of 1977. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Between 1976 and the end of 1977, the rate of aggravated assault 
increased by 11.6 percent. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

ISee Glossary for the definitions of crime rate and major 
metropolitan area. 
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PERCENT CHANGE IN PROPERTY AND TOTAL INDEX 
CRIr1E RATES OF LOUISIANA'S MAJOR METROPOLITAN AREAS} 

1976 - 19771 

The burglary rate increased by 0.3 percent between 1976 and 
the end of 1977. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Larceny-thefts dec~eased from 3231.5 offenses per 100,000 pop­
ulation in 1976, to 3172.2 offenses per 100,000 population in 
the end of 1977, a decrease of 1.8 percent. This is the only 
category of property crime to have shown a decrease. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
482.7 motor vehicl~ thefts per 100,000 population represents 
an ll.u percent increase over 1976. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Total Index Crimes have recorded a crime rate within the major 
metropolitan areas of 5787.1 offenses per 100,000 population. 
This rate represents a 1.2 percent increase over 1976. 

BURGLARY 

LARCENY­
THEFT 

MOTOR VEHICLE 
THEFT 

TOTAL 
PROPERTY 

TOTAL INDEX 
CRIME 
11'768'77 

* * * * * * * * * * 

+0.3% 

1470 1472 1474 1476 1478 

... 1.8% 

3170 3210 3250 
~------~------~--------------------~ 

+11.0% 

51 4 51 6 51 8 

+1. 

5720 5740 5460 5480 

lSee Glossary for the definitions of crime rate and metropolitan 
area. 
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PERCENT CHANGE IN VIOLENT CRIME RATES FOR 
LOUISIANA'S NON-MAJOR METROPOLITAN AREAS) 1976 - 19771 

CRH1I NAL 
HOMICIDE 

FORCIBLE 
RAPE 

ROBBERY 

AGGRAVATED 
ASSAULT 

TOTAL 
VIOLENT 
"'76~'7 

f:; ".', ", ' 

: ;" i.' ~:, " : ,'- -',' 

--~--------~--------10 . 1 12 13 

31 

2 0 

27 30 

+25.2% 

The 280.0 reported violent crimes per 100~000 population living in 
the non-major metropolitan areas of the state in 1977, rep*esents 
a 5.6 percent decrease over the total violent crime rate for 1976. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Homicide, with an increased crime rate over 1976 of 25.2 percent, 
was the only violent crime in the non-maj or metropolitan a'''"eas 
not to show a declining crime rate. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Forcible rape decre~sed by 1.9 percent in the non-major metro­
politan areas between 1976 and the end of 1977. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Robbery was down from 30.0 to 29.6 offenses per 100,000 popula-
tion. The rate dropped 1.3 percent between 1976 and the end of 
1977. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Aggravated assault, down by 7.7 percent, decreased from 239.6 
reported offenses per 100,000 population in 1976, to a rate.of 
221.2 offenses per 100,000 popUlation at the end of 1977~ 

lSee Glossa,ry for the definitions of crime rate and non-major 
metropolitan area. 
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PERCENT CHANGE IN PROPERTY AND TOTAL INDEX CRIME 
RATES FOR LOUISIANA'S NON-MAJOR METROPOLITAN AREAS) 1976-19771 

All the specific property crimes (excluding motor vehicle theft) in 
the non-major metropolH:.an area decreased between 1976 and the end 
of 1977. The decrease from 1878.9 to 1816.3 offenses per 100,000 
population represents a 3.3 percent decrease in the total property 
crime rate. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
The burglary rate of 620.9 offenses per 100,000 population in 1976 
decreased by 7.0 percent to 577.6 offenses per 100,000 population 
by the end of 1977. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Larceny-thefts, down by 2.2 percent, occurred at the rate of 
1157.2 offenses per 100,000 population in 1977. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
Motor vehicle theft, up by 9.7 percent, showed the only increase 
in number of offenses per 100,000 populat:ion of the specific 
property crimes. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
The 2096.3 criminal offenses per 100,000 population in 1977 
represents a 3.6 percent decrease in the total crime rate of the 
non-major metropolitan part of the state. 

BURGLARY 

LARCENY­
THEFT 

MOTOR VEHICLE 
THEFT 

TOTAL 
PROPERTY 

TOTAL iNDEX 
CRIME 
.'768'77 2100 

11 0 

80 

2125 2150 2175 

ISee Glossary for the definitions of crime rate and non-major 
metropolitan area. 
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LOUISIANA INTRA-STATE AND INTER-STATE COMPARISONS" 1977 





PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF INDEX OFFENSES 
FOR NATION) SOUTH) AND LOUISIANA 19771 

NATION SOUTH 

LOUISIANA 

• Murder Burglary 

D Rape f~\~ Larceny-Theft 

m Robbery m Motor Vehicle 

••• rn . '. Aggravated Assault 

Theft 

The figures above clearly illustrate that crimes against 
property-burglary, larceny-theft and motor vehicle theft~far 
outnumbered crimes against the person. In Louisiana, the four 
violent crimes totaled 11.9 percent of its Index Offenses while 
the nation and the South totaled 9.3 and 9.7 percent, respectively. 
Property crimes were also distributed much the same among the 
three area.s. At the national level the three specific property 
offenses accounted for 90.7 percent of its Inde:lt total; in the 
South 90.3 percent, Louisiana slightly less with 88.4 percent. 

IData for both the Nation 
on preliminary figures 

and the South are rough estimates based 
from the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 
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PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION 
BY LOUISIANA'S MAJOR METROPOLITAN AND 

NON-METROPOLITAN AREAS) 1977 

Non-Metropolitan 36.7% ITill] 0" , Lake Charles 

Alexandria 3.6% - Monroe 

Baton Rouge 11.1% New Orleans 

Lafayette 3.4% c:::::~ Shreveport 

TOTAL 

4.0% 

3.3% 

.28.9% 

9.1% 

SOURCE: Louisiana Tech Uni versi ty 1 The Louisi,ana Economy 
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COMPARISON OF HOMICIDE AND RAPE IN LOUISIANAtS 
MAJOR f1ETROPOLITAN & NON-METROPOLITAN AREAS 

1977 
HOMICIDE (600 ) 

Non-Metropolitan 

Alexandria 

Baton Rouge 

Lafayette 

Lake Charles 

Monroe 

New Orleans 

C·:·:m3 Shreveport 

RAPE (1,203) 

Non-Metropolitan 18.8% 

Alexandria 3.0% 

fa •••• ..... Baton Rouge 17.6% 

[ I" Lafayette 3.0% 

Lake Charles 2.8% .. Monroe 3.6% 

New Orleans 42.6% 

~;}::~ Shreveport 8.6% 

32.3% 

3.3% 

9.8!ii 

1.711 

3.7% 

1.7% 

37.0% 

10.5% 

Nei ther homicide nor rape is evenly distribu'ced among the 
population. However homicide, often a crime of passion, is 
more evenly distributed among the pop~lation with 67.7 percent 
of the known offens~.~s occurring in the major metropolitan areas 
where 63.3 percent IDf the population resided. Rape, on th.e other 
hand, is much more an urban offense~ The seven major'metropolitan 
areas accounted fo~ 81.6 percent of the total rapes reported. 
New Orleans reportee 42.6 percent of the total rapes. Baton Rouge 
reported 17.6 percent, nearly egualing;the 18.8 percent reported 
by the entire non-meb::,ppolitan portion of the state. 

Source: Louisiana Criln~rtal Justice Information System.Division 
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COMPARISON OF ROBBERY AND AGGRAVATED ASSAULT IN 
LOUISIANA/S MAJOR METROPOLITAN AND NON-METROPOLITAN AREAS 

1977 

g.:.:.~ 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT (12,917) 

Non-Metropolitan 24.6% 

~ Alexandria 3.0% 

Baton Rouge 17.9% 

Lafayette 7.1% 

Lake Charles 4.5% 

Monroe 4.1% 

New Orleans 30.5% 

~:~~ Shreveport 8.2% 

ROBBERY (5,582) 

Non-Metr<?politan 7.6% 

Alexandria 1.9% 

Baton Rouge 9.5% 

Lafayette 1.1% 

Lake Charles 2.5% 

Monroe 0.9% 

New Orleans 71.4% 

Shreveport 4.9% 

With 28.9 percent of the statets population, the New 
Orleans metropolitan area reported 71.4 percent of the rob­
beries. In fact, over 90 percent of the total robberies for 
the state occurred in the seven major metropoli·tan areas. 
Aggravated assault, another crime of passion, is more evenly 
distributed with population. 24.6 percent we~e reported in the 
n6~-metropoli tan a.reas of the stat9 where 36.7 percent of the 
pop~lation resided. New Orleans and Baton ROUlje accounted for 
nearly half of all the aggravated assaults (48.4 percent). 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Divisi9n 
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COMPARISON OF TOTAL VIOLENT CRIME AND BURGLARY IN 
LOUISIANA'S MAJOR METROPOLITAN AND NON-METROPOLITAN AREAS 

BURGLARY (44,967) 

Non-Metropolitan 18.5% 

~ Alexandria 2.7% 

Baton Rouge 18.7% 

Lafayette 4.9% 

Lake Charles 4.9% 

Monroe 2.4% 

New Orleans 37.6% 

C·:·:·:·I Shreveport 10.4% 

The non-metropolitan part of the state was the scene of 
19.9 percent of the total violent crime. The seven major metro­
politan areas accounted for the remainder, with Alexandria 
reporting 2.7 percent and New Orleans reporting 42.7 percent-­
more than the other six metropolitan areas combined. 

The non-metropolitan part of the state accounted for 18.5 
percent of the stateis burglaries. The major metropolitan 
areas contained 63.3 percent of the state population yet 
accounted for 81.5 percent of the burglaries. 

Source: Louisiana Crinlinal Justice Information System Divis'3)on 
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COMPARISON OF LARCE~Y-THEFT AND MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 
FOR LOUISIANA'S MAJOR METROPOLITAN AND NON-METROPOLITAN AREAS 

1977 
LARCENY-THEFT (95,394) 

Non-Metropolitan 

~ Baton Rouge 

'------II Lafayette 

~~~~~U Lake Charles 

Monroe 

New Orleans ......... ~ 
E:;::::~ Shreveport 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT (~3,154) 

Non-Metropolitan 8.9% 

1.8% 

13.4% 

I--~J Lafayette 3.3% 

.2.6% 

2.2% 

61.2% 

rn Shreveport 6 • 5 % 

17.5% 

3.8% 

19.1% 

2.8% 

4.0% 

4.3% 

37.1% 

11.4% 

The major metropolitan areas with 63.3 percent. of the 
state's population reported 82.5 percent of the larceny 
thefts. The New Orleans metropolitan area accounted for 44.9 
percent of the total. Lafayette was the only metropolitan area 
to report fewer larceny-thefts than suggested by its population. 
Over 90 percent of the motor vehicle thefts occurred in the 
major metropolitan areas. New Orleans and Baton Rouge metro­
politan areas, with 40.0 percent of the population, reported 
74.6 percent of the motor vehicle thefts. 

,-~ Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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COMPARISON OF TOTAL PROPERTY AND TOTAL INDEX CRIME 
FOR LOUISIANA'S MAJOR NETROPOLITAN AND NON-METROPOLITAN AREAS 

1977 
TOTAL PROPERTY CRIME (153,515) 

Non-Metropolitan 17.0% 

E88881 Alexandria 

,---.aJ Lafayette 

E~~~~H Lake Charles 

Monroe 

~ Shre\Teport 

3.3% 

18.5% 

3.5% 

4.1% 

3.6% 

39.3% 

10.7% 

TOTAL INDEX CRIME (173,817) 

_lNon-Metropolitan 17.4% 

m Alexandria 3.3% 

18.1% 

D Lafayette 3.6% 

4.1% 

_Monroe 3.5% 

39.7% 

~:::;j Shreveport 10.3% 

The non-metropolitan part of ·the state contained 36.7 per­
cent of the state's population and accounted for only 17.0 
percent of the total property crime. New.Orleans alone reported 
39.3 percent of the property offenses--only 4 percent lower than 
all the other metropolitan areas combined. 

. Total Index Crime was not much greater than total property 
cr~me, in non-metropolitan areas--with 17.4 percent of all re­
ported index offenses occurring there. Among the metropolitan 
areas, New Orleans had the highest percentage of total index 
offenses (39.7 percent) while the other metropolitan areas 

. combined containe~ 42.9 percent. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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CRIME COMPARISONS BETWEEN LOUJSIANA AND ITS METROPOLITAN AREAS) 19771 

BELOW STATE RATE 

-51% 

HOMICIDE RATE 
LA -15.3 

METRO. AREAS 

Alexandria 

Baton Rouge 
............. .......,,IC,.od 

Lafayette 
WU:.4:...ll~~ 

.....,_-111:;.1 
Lake Charle 

Monroe 

New Orleans 

ABOVE STATE RATE 

~~ 

BELOW STATE RATE 

50 30 10 

Percent 

-16% 

-11.4% 

70 50 30 10 

Percent 

BELOW STATE RATE 

Shreveport 

RAPE RATE 
LA-30.6 

Monroe 

New Orle 

Shreveport 

ROBBERY RATE 
LA-142.3· 

METRO. AREAS 

Alexandria 

Percent 

ABOVE STATE RATE 

+59.2% 

10 30 50 70 90 

Percent 

ABOVE STATE P~TE 

.,..., .......... Baton Rouge 

r~afayette ....... ~"'" 
...,.I~~ 

Lake Charle 

Mo.uroe 

+147.3% 

Shreveport 

140 100 60 20 

Percent Percent. 

Source: Lo"isiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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AGGRAVATED ASSAULT RATE 
LA.-329.4 

BELOW STATE RATE ABOVE STATE RATE 

-10% 
f , , iii i I 

llO 90 70 50 30 10 

Percent 

METRO. AREAS 

Alexandria 

Lafayette 

ake Charle 

Shreveport 

+110% 

+24.4% 

10 30 50 70 90 110 

Percent 
TOTAL VIOLENT RATE 

LAw-517.7 
BELOW STATE RATE ABOVE STATE RATE 

METRO AREAS 

-23.5% Alexandria 

Bat~on Rouge 
~~M~" 

Lafayette +49.5% 

-3.1% Lake Charle 

-5.5% Monroe 

New Orleans +47.7% 

Shreveport 

50 30 10 10 30 50 

Percent Percent 

Examining the rate of violent crime in Louisiana ~nd in 
:i,ts major metropolitan areas one finds that most of the metro­
politan areas, with the exceptions of Alexandria and Lake 
Charles, surpass the overall state rate for violent index 
pffenses. It should also be noted that New Orleans was the only 
m~tropolitan area that was consistently above the state rate 
for each of the violent crimes. 
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BELOW STATE RATE 

-26.0% 

BURGLARY RATE 
LA-1,146.7 

METRO AREAS 

Alexandria 

New Orleans 
bo"7'r"-''-'' 

Shreveport 

ABOVE STATE RATE 

+68.6% 

+30% 

70 50 30 10 
Percent 

10 30 50 
Percent 

70 

BELOW STATE RATE 

-17% 

LARCENY-THEFT RATE 
LA-2,432.6 

METRO AREAS 

Alexandria 

Baton Roug 

ABOVE STATE RATE 

+72.1% 

-0.5% 

Lafayette 

Lake CharJe 

90 70 50 30 
Percent 

BELOW STATE RATE 

-49.0% 

-34.8% 

-32.1% 

Monroe 

New Orlean 

Shreveport 

10 

fJo'JlI7'?¥ 

10 30 50 70 
Percent 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT RATE 
LA-335.4 

90 

ABOVE STATE RATE 
METRO AREAS 

Alexand:r:ia 

Baton Rouge 

. Lafayette 

. Lake Charle 

Monroe 

New Orleans 

Shreveport 

+112.0% 

110 90 70 50 30 10 10 30 50 70 
Percent 

90 110 

Percent 
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BElLQW STATE RATE 

B;E:X.O~ ~iT~TE RATE 

-6.6 

TOTAL PROPERTY RATE 
LA.-3914.8 

METRO. AREA 

Alexandria 

Lafayette 

ake Charle 

ew Orleans 

20 10 
Percent 
TOTAL INDEX CRIME RATE 

LA.-4432.5 

TRO. AREA 

-8.6 1.exandria 

aton Rouge 

30 10 10 

ABOVE STATE RATE 

30 50 70 90 110 
Percent 

ABOVE STATE RATE 

+63·.3% 

30 50 70 90 
Per.cent Percent 

Of the seven major metropolitan areas, only Alexandria had 
a total property crime rate below (by 6.6 percent) that of the 
fftate. The others ranged from 2.2 percent above in Lafayette to 
66.7 percent above in Baton Rouge. 

Ex~mining total index crimes, all of the metropolitan areas, 
witn the excep'cion of Alexandria, maintained a rate above that 
of tl1~ state. 

~1he $tate rate is given·at the top of each bar. 
extending from the base indicate the percentages 
below the state rate for each major metropolitan 
~~e Appendix Table 10. 
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CRIME COMPARISONS BETWEEN MET~OPOLITAN AREAS AND THE MAJOR CITIESJ 19771 

HOMICIDE RATE 
METRO .... 16.3 

BELOW METROPOIiITAN RATE 

-54.6 

-38.2 

'-37.4 

70 50 30 10 

Percent 

lillOVE METROPOLI~~ RATE 
MAJOR CITIE 

Alexandria ~~Q~ +65.0 

New Orleans +89.0 
~~~C~L£~~~ 

Shreveport 

RAPE RATE 
METRO. -39.3 

ii, i • i 
10 30 50 70 90 

Percent 

BELOW METROPOLITAN RATE 
MAJOR CITIE ABOIT.E METROPOLI'rAN RATE' ... 

-77 .6 

Alexandria 

Baton Rouge 

Lafayette 
ftP"'lP"'!ll!'~""''''''JIII'"~ 

ake Char Ie 

Shreveport 
1 , i i'"T 

90 70 50 30 10 
Percent 

BELOW METROPOLITAN RATE 

ROBBE RY RATE 
METRO.- 207.7 

..... ,.". 
aton Rouge 

-72.8 

90 .70 50 30 10 

Percent 

10 30 50 70 90 
Percent 

ABOVE METROPOLITAN RATE 

+181. 3 

10 30 50' 70 90 

Percent 

; .. " 

Source: Lou~siana Criminal Justice Inforro~tion System ~ivision 
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AGGRAVATED ASSAULT RATE 
METRO.- 392.1 

BELOW METROPOLITAN RATE MAJORCITIE 

1exandria 

aton Rouge 

ABOVE METROPOLITAN RATE 

J)?I'~~"~~,." 

P'7'::i"':1?1 
-57.2 

135 105 75 45 15 
Percent 

afayette 

ake Charles 

Shreveport 

15 

TOTAL VIOLENT RATE 
METRo.-655.5 

BELOW METROPOLITAN RATE 
JOR CITIES 

Alexandria 

Baton Rouge 

t1n11"7':lJ"'7'7If"'S":Ii 
Lafayette 

-55.2 ake Charles 

-39.4 Shreveport 

45 75 105 135 
Percent 

+149.2 

ABOVE METROPOLITAN RATE 

+66.7 

+61.6 

~~rT-r~~~~--------~~~~~~~~ 
90 70 50 30 10 10 30 50 70 90 

Percent Percent 

With the exception of Lake Charles and Shreveport, all of 
the major cities maintained a rate above the metropolitan rate 
for total violent offenses. New Orleans s~owed the highest 
with 61.6 percent above the metropolitan rate. It should also 
be noted that New Orleans was the only major city with a robbery 
rate above that of the total metropolitan rate, 181.3 percent. 
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Lake Charles is the only major city with a rate below 
that of the total metropolitan rate, for both property and Index 
totals. It should also be noted that Baton Rouge maintained a 
markedly high rate, above that of the metropolitan rate, for 
burglary ( 72. 7 percent:) and larceny- theft ( 84 percent). New 
Orleans also showed a significantly high rate for motor vehicle 
theft ( 103.2 percent) above the metropolitan rate. 

1 The rate for total major-metropolitan area is given at the top 
of each bar. The bars e~tending horizontally from the base 
indicate the percentagf)·-;-above or below the major-metropolitan 
rate for each major _city. See Appendix Tables 9 and 10. 
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SUMMARY ARREST ANALYSIS 

LUCR arrest data have limitations similar to offense data. The 
arrest reports record the number of arrests made within a given time 
period. An individual may be arrested several tpnes over the course 
of a year for similar or different vic>lations. Ea<,:h separate arrest is 
counted. Therefore, LUCR arrest information cr{mnot be used as a 
measure of the number of individuals processed by law enforcement or 
other component agencies such as courts or jails. Furthermore, in the 
event an individual is arrested for several offenses, under the hierarchy 
rule, only the most serious charge is scored. Conversely, if two or more 
persons are arrested for the same offense, each arrest is counted. 
Consequently, there is no linkage in the LUCR system between offenses 
reported and arre~ts reported. The former refers to events, that may 
involve more than one person, the latter refers to the arrest process 
that may involve more than one offense. 

Within the limitations of the data, the LUCR arrest information nan 
be used as a crude indicator of law enforcement activity and workload, 
but is more useful in defining the characteristics of the risk populations, 
that is, those individuals most likely to be arrested for particular offenses. 
Arrest data combiI1ed with population characteristics can also be used to 
project future arrest and offense trends. 

Arrests and offenses can be located by geographic area. Arrests, 
however, can be further located ,,\7ithin npecific population categories. 
The following analysis describes the age, race, and sex of offenders at 
the state lev:el by total arrests and type of offense. 

y Total arrests (adult and juvenile) increased from 179> 802 in 1976 to 
193,187 in 1977 or 7.4 percent. Total Index Offense arrests increased by 
the same percentage, from 46,114 in 1976 to 49,512 in 1977. Total drug 
arrests, however, increased 10.4 percent, from 10,858 arrests in 1976 to 
11 ) 983 in 1977. 

Juvenile arrests increased 10.7 percent from 28,249 iJ.l 1976 to 31,274 
in 1977. Juveniles accounted for 15. '1 percent of all arrests in 1976 and 
16.1 percent in 1977. Similarly, female arrests increased 7,3 percent 
from 29) 780 in 1976 to 31,958 in 1977, but the percent female of total 
arrests remained at 16.5 percent of all arrests !or both years. 

Negro arrests increased 4.1 percent from 83,849 in 1976 to 87,290 
in 1977. However, the percent Negro of total arrests decreased from 
46.6 percent in 1976 to 45.1 percent in 1977. The racial categoi"Y 
including Indian, Chinese, Japanese, Vietnamese and all others increased 
552 percent from 228 arrest in 1976 to 1488 in 1977. As percent of total 

1-79 

= L .... ' 



arrests> the "Other" category increased from 0.12 percent in 1976 to 
0.77 percent in 1977. 

INDEX OFFENSE ARRESTS 

Violent Index 
Property Index 
Total Index 

1976 
10,874 
35,240 
46,114 

1977 
11,708 
.37,804 
49,512 

% CHANGE 
7.7 
7.3 
7.4 

Index arrests accounted for 25.6 percent of total arrests in both 
1976 and 1977. However, while the combined Index categories did not 
change over- the two year period, arrests for thr'ee Index Offenses in­
creased dramatically. Arrests for homicide, rape, and motor vehicle 
theft increased by 22.3, 25.3, and 21.2 percent respectively. Larceny 
theft. is the large,3t Index arrest category and accounted for slightly 
more than half the Index arrests for 1976 and 1977, 

Juvenile Index arrests increased 11.0 percent from 13,260 in 1976 to 
14,713 in 1977. Juvenile arrests accounted for 28.7 percent of Total 
Index arrests in 1976 and 29.7 percent in 1977. Fifteen and sixteen 
year olds make up approximately half of Juvenile Index arrests. As 
with adults, the most comrllon Juvenile Index arrest is larceny theft. 

Female Index arrests increased 10.0 percent from 9,599 in 1976 to 
10,559 in 1977 and accounted for slightly mvre than 20 percent of all 
Index~rrests. The largest Index arrest category for women is larceny 
theft, . with 80 percent of female Index arrests in 1976 and 1977. While 
women accounted for only 20 percent of Index arrests, one-third of 
female arrests were in this category in 1976 and 1977. In contrast, Index 
Offense arrests accountE:d for 24 percent of male arrests. 

Negro arrests accounted for 58 percent of Index arrests in 1976, 
and 59 perc<;!nt in 1977. Larceny theft was the most frequent arrest 
category. Index arrests make up 33 percent of all Negro arrests. 

Individuals arrested for Index Crimes tend to be Negro, male, and 
between 18 and 24 years old. 

DRUG OFFENSES 

Drug arrests accounted for 6.0 percent of all arrests in 1976 and 6.2 
percent ~n 1977. Arrests involving marijuana increased 20.5 percent from 
1976 to 197rl. Arrests for all other drugs decreased 21.6 percent from 
1976 to 1977. 

Marijuana related arrests accounted for 75'.8 of total drug arrests 
in 1976 and 82.8 percent in 1977. Arrests for possession of marijuana 
were 68.9 percent of all drug arrests in 1977. Female arrests for mari­
juana offenses increased 26.5 percent from 1976 to 1977 and accounted 
for 77,0 percent of female drug arrests in 1977. Juvenile marijuana 
related arrests increase'd 23.0 percent from 1976 to 1977 and accounted 
for 93.8 percent of. juvenile drug arrests in 1977. 

,-

1-80 

~ 
•• I . j 

j 



Total Drug arrests increased 10.4 percent from 1976 to 1977. Male 
arrests for drug offenses increased 10.3 percent from 1976 to 1977 and 
accounted for 86.4 percent of drug arrests in 1977. Female arrests fOl' 
drug offenses increased 11.0 percent over 1976 and accounted for 13.8 
percent of drug arrest in 1977. Whites arrested for drug violation 
increased 10.3 percent from 1976 to 1977 and accounted for 67.4 percent 
of drug arrest in 1977. 

Drug arrest statistics indicate an increase in police concentration 
on marijuana offenses over 1976. Marijuana arrests increased by 20,5 
percent from 1976 to 1977) while other drug arrests decreased by 21.6 
percent. 
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TOTAL ARREST 
PROFILE - 1977 

83.4 percent of all arrests were male. 

54.6 percent of all arrests were white. 

16.1 percent of all arrests were juveniles. 

25.6 percent of all arrests were for Index Offenses. 

6.2 percent of all arrests were for Drug Violations. 

59.3 percent of all arrests were between the ages of 
17 and 34. 

36.6 percent of all arrests were between the ages of 
17 and 24. 
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83.8 

67.9 

64.1 

INDEX OFFENSE ARREST 
PROFILE - 1977 

HOMICIDE 

percent of Homicide arrer;V.s were male. 

percent of Homicide arr~sts were Negro. 

percent of Homicide arrf.lsts were between 
ages of 17 and 34. 

36.2 percent were between 17 and 24. 

RAPE 

98.4 percent of Rape arrests were male. 

65.5 percent of Rape arrests were Negro. 

76.8 percent of Rape arrests were between the 
ages of 17 and 34. 

50.5 percent were between 17 and 24. 

ROBBERY 

94.0 percent of Robbery arrests were male. 

78.0 percent of Robbery arrests were Negro. 

th( 

70.0 percent of Robbery arrests were between the 
ages of 17 and 34. 

52.2 percent were between 17 and 24. 
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AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

84.7 percent of Aggravated Assault arrests were male. 

60.6 percent of Aggravated Assault arrests were Negro. 

62.6 percent of Aggravated Assault arrests were between 
the ages of 17 and 34. 

35.5 percent were between 17 and 24. 

BURGLARY 

95.7 percent of Burglary arrests were male. 

52.4 percent of Burglary arrests were Negro. 

56.0 percent of Burglary arrests were between 
the ages of 17 and 34. 

44 . 0 percent were between 17 and 24. 

LARCENY-THEFT 

66.8 percent of Larceny-Theft arrests were male. 

59.8 percent of Larceny-Theft arrests were Negro. 

54.0 percent of Larceny-Theft arrests were between 
the ages of 17 and 34. 

37.7 percent were between 17 and 24: 
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MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

94.0 percent of Motor Vebicle Theft arrests were male. 

52.7 percent of Motor Vehicle Theft arrests were white. 

54.4 percent of Motor Vehicle Theft arrests were between 
the ages of 17 and 34. 

39.1 percent were between 17 and 24. 
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TOTAL INDEX 

78.7 percent of all lndex Offense arrests were male. 

59.0 percent of all Index Offense arrests were Negro. 

57.1 percent of all Index Offense arrests were between 
the ages of 17 and 34. 

39.5 percent were between 17 and 24. 
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DRUG ARREST 
PROFILE - 1977 

66.1 percent of all Drug arrests were male. 

67.4 percent of all Drug arrests were white. 

82.8 percent of all Drug arrests involved marijuana. 

68.9 percent of all Drug arrests were for possesion of 
marijuana. 

66.8 percent of Marijuana arrests were between the ages 
of 17 and 24. 

64.7 percent of all Drug arrests were between the ages 
of 17 and 24. 
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JUVENILE ARREST 
PROFILE - 1977 

TOTAL JUVENILE ARRESTS 

75.7 percent of Juvenile arrests weror: male. 

54.6 percent of Juvenile arrests were 15 and 16 
years old. 

29.4 percent of Juvenile arrests were 16 years old. 

JUVENILE TOTAL INDEX ARRESTS 

47.0 percent of Juvenile arrests were for Index Offenses. 

50.5 percent of male Juvenile at'rests were for Index 
Offenses. 

36.4 percent of female Juvenile arrests were for Index 
Offenses. 

89.6 percent of Juvenile Index arrests were for Property 
Offenses. 

57. a percent of Juvenile Index arrests were for Larceny 
Theft. 

51.1 percent of Juvenile Index arrests were 15 and 16 
years old. 

26.6 percent were 16 years old. 

JUVENILE DRUG ARRESTS 

4.0 percent of Juvenile arrests were for Drug violations. 

77.5 percent of Juvenile Drug arrests were male. 

93.8 percent of Juvenile Drug arrests involved marijuana. 

81.9 percent of Juvenile Drug arrests were 15 and 16 
years old. 

52.1 percent were 16 years old. 
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STATUS OFFENSE ARRESTSI 

12.6 percent of Juvenile arrests were f(.)T' Status Offenses. 

50.4 percent of Juvenile Status Offense arrrests were male. 

56.8 percent of Juvenile runaway arrests were female. 

60.3 percent of Juvenile Status Offense Arrests were 15 
and 16 years old. 

29.5 percent were 16 years old. 

1 Curfew/Loitering and Runaways. 
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NARCOTICS AND DANGEROUS DRUG LAW 
VIOLATI~NS IN LQUISIANAJ 1977 

"".). 

Popular interest in the "drug problem" dictates that, since much 
drug use/abuse is illeg'al, some consideration be focused on drug vio­
lations, Unfortunately, drug violations are not among the UCR Index 
Crimes and the only data collected are arrests for drug law violations. 
One should be cautious - perhaps especially with drug violations - of 
trying to define the nature, extent, or location of drug law violations 
on the basis of arrest statistics. Arrests for drug law violations, 
perhaps more than for any othel." class of violations, often appear to 
reflect the emphasis of local law enforcement more than anything else. 
With this caution in mind, the interested reader is invited to note the 
following drug arrest summary. 

Between 1976 and the end of 1977, there was a 10.4 percent in­
crease in arrests for drug law violations in Louisiana - up fr()m 10 ,858 
in 1976. Juveniles accounted for 10.3 percent of the 11,983 drug 
offense arrests in 1977. Arrests of juveniles increased 10.5 percent 
over 1976-1977. 

Arrests for sale/manufacturing and possession of marijuana 
accounted fO,r 82.9 percent of the total drug arrests in 1977; for 75.9 
percent in 1976. A similar comparison of juvenile arrests indicates 93.9 
percent of the total juvenile drug arrests in 1977, were for marijuana; 
84.3 percent in 1976. Both total arrests and juvenile arrests for mari­
juana violations increased (as a percent of total arrests) over 1976-1977 -
9.2 percent and 11.4 percent, repectively. 

As indicated elsewhere in the book, some arrest information is 
available regarding sex and race of the person arrested. In absolute 
numbers, both the number of males arrested and the number of whites 
arrested increased between 1976 and the end 9f 1977 - each, by 10.3 
percent. A more detailed investigation of these two increases may 
prove interesting. 

See Summary Arrest Analysis . 
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Although male arrests for drug offenses increased 10.3 percent 
between 1976 and the end of 1977, further analysis of this relation­
ship indicates this increase may be a spurious effect of the increased 
nth"l1ber of arrests. When males as a proportion of total drug arrests 
are compared, one sees that there is no change over the two years. 

Proportion Males Arrested 

Total Drug Juvenile Drug 
Arrests Arrests 

Proportion Proportion 
Number Male Number Male 

State 1977 11,983 .86 1,240 .78 
1976 10,858 .86 1,122 .82 
%.6. 10.4 0.0 10.5 -4.9 

When juvenile arrests are separated from total drug arrests, 
a decreased proportion of male arrests over 1976-1977 becomes 
apparent. 

Focusing on race, one sees the 10.3 percent increase in 
"';olume of whites arrested as also a probable effect of the in­
creased volume of arrests. 

State 
1977 
1976 
%.6. 

Proportion Whites Arrested 

Number 

11 ,983 
10,858 
10.4 

Total Drug Arrests 

Proportion White 

.67 

.66 
1.5 

Arrests of whites, as a proportion of total drug arrests, are 
up only 1.5 percent between 1976 and the end of 1977. 

Briefly, drug arrests across the state increased over the last 
two years. Increased emphasis on marijuana violations is iridicated. 
This increase is apparently accompanied by an increased emphasis 
on posseSSion violations. 
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TOTAL DRUG ARRESTS 

DRUG ARRESTS INCLUDE ALL ARRESTS FOR VIOLATIONS OF STATE 
. 

AND LOCAL LAWS) SPECIFICALLY THOSE RELATING TO THE UNLAWFUL 

POSSESSION~ SALE) USE) GROWING J MANUFACTURING) AND MAKING 

OF NARCOTIC DRUGS. 

11 J 983 DRUG ARRESTS REPORTED IN 1977 

9J 423 ARRESTS REPORTED FOR DRUG POSSESSION 
2)560 ARRESTS REPORTED FOR DRUG SALE 

Ii~:::~ 0 TO 10 . ---:----

o 11 TO 50 . 
iii 51 TO 150 

8151 TO 500 .1 OVER 700 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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JUVENILE DRUG ARRESTS 

JUVENILE DRUG ARRESTS INCLUDE ALL ARRESTS FOR VIOLATIONS 
OF STATE AND LOCAL LAWS, SPECIALLY THOSE RELATING TO THE UN­
LAWFUL POSSESSION; SALE; USE; GROWING; MANUFACTURING; A~D 
MAKING OF NARCOTIC DRUGS FOR PERSONS UNDER THE AGE OF 1/. 

1;240 JUVENILE DRUG ARRESTS REPORTED IN 1977 

1; 095 ARRESTS REPORTED FOR DRUG POSSESS I o:~ 
145 ARRESTS REPORTED FOR DRUG SALE 

o 

D· 1 TO 5 

Em 6 TO 10 

~ 11 TO 60 

~:=t:::"=:=t=J OVER 150 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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INDEX CRIME RATE PROJECTIONSJ 1977 

Crime In Louisiana, 1976 included crime rate projections for 
1977 Index Offenses. The analysis calculated a specific rate and 
a projected range at the 90 percent confidence level for each offense. 
The range was the more important statistic. It represented the upper 
and lower crime rate limits within which the specific crime rate would 
be expected to fall. At the 90 percent confidence level, a specific rate 
ou tside the projected range could be expected only ten times out of 
a hundred. An actual crime rate outside the predicted range repre­
sents a significant change in the crime rate and warrants further 
research. 

The following table presents the projected and actual rates for 
1977: 

Range 
Index (Lowest to Highest Predicted Actual 
Crime Ex,eected Rate) 1977 Rate 1977 Rate 

Criminal Homicide 1 9.6 - 13.2 11.4 15.3 
Forcible lape 24.5 - 30.7 27.6 30.6 
Robbery 76.5 - 152.1 114.3 142.3 
Aggravated Assault 305.5 351.3 328.4 329.4 
Burglary 1,208.6 - 1,287.4 1,248.0 1,146.7 
Larceny Theft 2,734.0 - 2,861.2 2,617.6 2,432.6 
Motor Vehicle Theft 265.1 - 321.9 293.5 335.4 
Total Property 3,907.1 ... 4,410.9 4)159.0 3,914.8 
Total Violent 465.2 - 558.2 511.6 517.7 
Total Crime 4,413.0 - 4,928.2 4,670.6 4,432.5 

lTwo specific crimes, criminal homicide and robbery, have had 
modified predictions made. The original projections (using data 
from all five years) do not take into consideration that, for these 
two crimes, the rates apparently peaked in 1974, and have since 
been declining. 

The original projections for homicide and robbery for 1977 were as 
follows: 

Index 
Crime 

Criminal Homicide 
Robbery 

Range 
Lowest to Highest 

11.2 - 16.3 
115.3 - 168.2 

lCrime In Louisiana, 1976, pp. 1-46 to I-51. 
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Predicted 
1977 Rate 

13.8 
148.8 

Actual 
1977 Rate 

15.3 
142.3 
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The actual 1977 crime rates for Rape, Robbery, Aggravated 
Assault, Total Violent, Total Property and Total Index fell within 
the predicted ranges. The modified projection for Homicide in the 
1976 Report indicates Homicide increased beyond the expected range. 
However, if the original projection for Homicide is used, the 1977 
rate falls within the predicted range. Therefore only three Index 
Offenses actually deviated from the predicted range. 

The offenses that fell outside the projected ranges were pro­
perty offenses. Inspection of the actual 1977 crime rates revea1"ld 
that Motor Vehicle Theft increased and Burglary an.d Larceny T;' ~ft 
decreased in volume beyond the predicted ranges. Further re­
search utilizing all available data should be carried out to pinpoint 
possible explanations for these significant directional changes in 
property crime. Because of the diverse and numerous factors 
that must be examined before any such explanation may be offered 
such an analysis is beyond the scope of this publication. The 
Center for Research and Analysis/LCJIS Division plans to publish 
a technical report on this issue later in the year. 

I-lOa 



INDEX CRIME RATE PROJECTIONS, 1978 

Index Crime rates for 1978 have been projected from actual 
annual rates since 1972. Both a specific rate and a range within 
which the rate can be expected to fall have been calculated at the 
90 percent confidence level for each Index Offense, Total Violent, 
Total Property and Total Index Offenses. The expected range is 
more important, statistically. It represents the upper and lower 
crime rate limits within which the specific actual crime rate can be 
expected to fall. At the 90 percent confidenct level; a specific 
actual crime rate outside the projected range could be expected 
only ten times out ofa hundred. An actual 1978 crme rate outl.side 
the projected range will represent a significant change in crime· 
rate and warrant further research. 

The following graphs are the projected ranges for 1978 with 
the specific projected rates calculated with the Linear Regression 
Method at a 90 percent confidence level. The graphs also include 
the projected and actual 1977 ranges and rates for comparison, 

The following table presents a summary of the 1978 projections! 

INDEX PROJECTION RANGE 'SPECIFIC 
CRIME (Low - High Crime Rates) PROJECTED RATE ---

Criminal Homicide 12.3 - 17.0 14.6 
Forcible Rape 28.0 - 33.1 30.6 
Robbery 119.9 - 164.3 142.1 
Aggravated Assault 332.0 - 359.5 345.7 

TOT AL VIOLENT 505.0 561.5 533.2 

Burglary 1,186.2 - 1,308.3 1,247.2 
Larceny Theft 2,518.5 - 2,872.2 2,695.3 
Motor Vehicle Theft 280.3 - 339.2 309.8 

TOTAL PROPERTY 4,052.2 - 4,452.5 4,252.3 

TOTAL INDEX 4,584.5 - 4,986.7 4,785.6 
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THE LOUISIANA CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 
ITS RESPONSE TO CRIME 

Understanding more fully the problem of crime in Louisiana entails 
an appreciation of the system which exists to combat it. While the 
magnitude and severity of crime in Louisiana, as expressed in volume 
and frequency of offenses in its many jurisdictions, are useful, one 
additional facet of the problem involves understanding the complex 
processes which occur as a direct result. It is important to know 
where and when a crime is committed. It is more important still to 
learn whether an offender was apprehended and the nature of any 
official actions which followed. 

In Louisiana, in excess of 900 public agencies exist to combat the 
problem of crime. In 1977) over 400 million dollars were expended on 
their activities statewide. This vast network of related agencies is 
generally referred to as the criminal justice system. They share in 
common the objective of reducing crime and pursuing the effective 
administration of justice. What occurs within the criminal justice system 
the activities of the various agencies, their su-:;cesses and their 
failures, completes the picture of crime in Louisiana. 

This section reports on the activities of member agencies of the 
Louisiana Criminal Justice System: how each functional component 
pursues its respective mission within the system; the general processes 
involved; the resources expended; and, the results obtained. In brief, 
the system's response to crime is described using currently available 
information. 

Ideally, a full analysis and description of the response of the 
criminal justice system would involve an in-depth exploration of the 
interrelation-ships which exist between crime and offenders, the process 
used to combat crime and to handle offenders) and the results which 
are obtained. As this level of analysis is approached, solutions may be 
devised for such critical issues as the need to reduce the impact of 
career criminals, or the need to better plan correctional programs in 
order to minimize massive upheavals created with the imposition of court 
orders. 

Such analysis is possible and offers great promise for pinpointing 
methods of effectively and efficiently reduce crime and the related 
problems it creates. However, public officials in Louisiana must 
currently contend with a variety of major concerns with less than 
adequate information. A primary finding of this report is that all 
elements of Louisiana's criminal justice system, together with the state1s 
legislative and executive officials, suffer in common from the lack of 
essential information relevant to the issues with which they are 
regularly confronted. The frequency and regularity with which issues 
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are confronted with inadequate information is alarming. In lieu of 
needed information, more readily available assumptions continue 
replacing facts in decision-making. To be sure, the investment 
required to obtain needed information is not small and in large part, 
this contributes to the continued substitution of personal judgment for 
conclusive evidence in decision making. 

This section generally documents the availability of information on 
Louisiana! s criminal justice system. Major gaps in information are 
identified in an effort to clarify the nature of improvements required to 
more fully define the system response to crime. This assessment 
reveals clearly what is not currently known about the efforts of the 
staters criminal justice system, and is significant for exactly that 
reason. 

Few would argue that decisions must continue to be made with 
whatever levels of information are available, substituting personal judg­
ment where necessary. However in 1978, Louisiana must confront the 
pressing need for information about the criminal justice process 
not only because 400 million tax dollars were expended for such 
activities in the last fiscal year, but because the capability for 
providing improved information is available through the Louisiana 
Criminal Justice Information System. 

A major issue which Louisiana must resolve involves the decision to 
substitute information which can be acquired on major issues of public 
concern for personal judgement now used. Hopefully, the record of 
crime in Louisiana provides the necessary evidence to ensure that this 
issue is resolved in favor of the need to acquire essential information. 
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COMPLETE DISPOSITION REPORTING - OFFENDER 
BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS - CDR - OBTS 

Systematic programs to collect crime related statistics developed 
fairly recently. The best known and oldest efforts of the collection of 
crime statistics is FBI's Uniform Crime Reporting System. Another 
example is the federal Bureau of Prisons. In addition, almost all criminal 
justice agencies (law enforcement, prosecution, courts) and corrections) 
at all levels of government collect some statistical information and report 
summary tabulations. Typically, the data collected describe various 
incidents-arrests, processes-arrests, results-convictions, or individuals­
inmates, and reflect the interests of the collecting agency. Consequently, 
the available information is fragmented and often misleading. Criminal 
behavior is still largely an unexplored and uncharted area of human 
behavior. EVen less is known about the operations and interactions of 
the complex processes and institutions that make up the criminal justice 
system. 

However, recent developments in public policy and applications of 
computer technology to the field of criminal justice have combined to 
bring society within reach of answering fundamental questions about the 
impact of crime. Joint federal-state efforts to expand the criminal justice 
data base and to improve its quality have created information systems that 
provide data necessary for rational planning in responding to the crime 
problem. The application of systems theory and automated data processing 
to the criminal justice process permits the collection of data that link the 
offender and offense and trace the progress of each through the system. 

The CDR system developed and in the first phase of implementation 
in Louisiana, though primarily designed to produce criminal history record 
information Cl;s an operational aid to criminal justice agencies, has as a 
secondary product the capacity to generate offender based transaction 
statistics. These aggregate data will provide system flow information and 
measure time in process through the system. This will enable analysts to 
pinpoint unreasonable delays at any stage of processing and guide research 
to discover the causes. The OBTS reports will also provide information 
on the fall out points of the criminal justice system. An additional 
product of OBTS will be realistic recidivism and career criminal data. 
OBTS can also be used to examine system interaction patterns and as a 
base for projections and simulation analysis. 

The OBTS reports will provide policy makers and planners at the 
state and local level with the necessary information for rational planning 
and for evaluatbg criminal justice programs and policies. 
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LAW ENFORCEMENT . . LOUISIANA'S INITIAL 
RESPONSE TO CRIME 

The initial contact of citizens with the criminal justice system in­
volves law enforcement. The 'efforts of law enforcement mark the 
beginning of the criminal justice process. While the entire criminal 
justice system is concerned with enforcing the laws and. maintaining 
order, the law enforcement sector is delegated primary responsibility 
for performing these functions. Because this responsibility entails 
such direct and pervasive contact with all elements of the public, law 
enforcement becomes the most visible and symbolic segment of the sy­
stem. As a result, law makers and the public tend to judge the entire 
response of the criminal justice system on the basis of their opinion of 
the effectiveness or failures of law enforcement. 

To accurately assess Louisiana law enforcement activities requires a 
great amount of information. Examples of this needed information 
include the following: resource information such as manpower, 
expenditures, and training; process information such as investigation 
procedures, prevention; and result information such as arrest and 
clearance. More specifically) information needs include the following: 

Current and comparable law enforcement training information 
in order to determine the benefits of mandatory basic train­
ing for law enforcement officials and in order to determine 
whether uniformity of training impacts law enforcement 
efficiency. 

Arrest and clearance inform.ation in order to determine 
a partial view of law enforcement workload. To complete 
th!3 concept of law enforcement workload such information 
as officer time expended in community crime prevention, 
investigation, on-call witness duty, traffic and patrol, as 
well as intra-office reports must be accessible. 

Information concerning law enforcement agencies' special­
ized units and their resources in order to determine the 
impact on a law enforcment agency's response to crime. 

Manpower, facility, and expenditures in order to accurately 
determine the law enforcement's resource input into the 
response to crime. 

Crime trend information in order to determi. .. ·le the scope 
of the problem law enforcement must face and plan for. 

Career criminal information in order to determine the 
impact that repeat offenders have on the law enforcement 
component's response to crime. 

Once the information needs regarding law enforcement and its 
response to crime have been indicated, what information is deficient or 
not available must be discussed. 
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Despite the need for information regarding the specialized 
police units, little current information is available concern­
ing manpower allocation, agency investment, and results. 
In order to determine whether other such units are desir­
able, this information must be made available. 

Despite the need for complete manpower, facility, and 
expenditure data, information available is neither collected 
on a regular and systematic basis nor is it comparable. 

Despite the need for information concerning the career 
criminal and repeat offenders, no information is available 
which provides the number of times and reasons an offen­
der comes in contact with law enforcement agencies. 

While much information concerning law enforcement remains inacces­
sible, usable survey information does enable the development a partial 
analysis of the component. Usable information includes the following 
categories: 

Crime information by parish and by law enforcement agency 
is available and extensive in nature. Several metropolitan 
agencies such as Baton Rouge, Jefferson, and New Orleans 
have statistical sections which provide in-house crime reports 
reflecting concentration of crime across the agencies' juris­
dictions. 

The Peace Officers Standards and Training Council 
determined which officers have cerified basic training, 
according to the Council definition. The Council also 
certified 11 of the state's 13 training academies. Finally, 
the council a basic training curriculum has been developed 
an,d disseminated a basic training curriculum. 

Surveys by the Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement 
and Criminal Justice Information System provide general 
resource information. 

Arrest and clearance information is available through the 
LUCR program. However, individual offender profiles are 
not included in this data system. 

Surveys by the Municipal Fire and Police Civil Service Board 
and the Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement provide in­
sight into salary ranges across Louis~ana. 

Law enforcement agencies in East Baton Rouge, Lafayette, and 
Rapides Parishes are participating in the implementation of 
Complete Disposition Reporting. 

At the present time, the determination of law enforcement system's 
response can only be partial in nature. Until collection of law enforce­
ment information becomes regular and systematic, any judgment on law 
enforcement's success is fulfilling its mission of enforcing law and pre-
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serving order can not be made. 

The following analysis supplies available information as well as 
provides insight into information deficiencies. The information provided 
summarizes the law enforcement activities statewide. The analysis does not 
completely assess law enforcement in Louisiana but reflects available 
information. Because of the shortage of comparable information 1 few 
conclusions concerning law enforcement effectiveness statewide can be 
drawn. 
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LAW ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITY, 
ARRESTS IN LOUISIANA, 1977 

The following illustration provides a percentage distribution by 
offense of the number of Index Offense arrests. An arrest can be de­
fined as an issuance of booking, citation, notification or other summons 
charging one with a crime under the Louisiana Criminal Code. There 
were 49,512 In.dex Offense arrests reported in 1977. Over 75 percent 
of the arrests were for property crimes and larceny theft alone ac­
counted for 52.0 percent of all Index Offense arrests. Aggravated 
Assault accounted for 16.0 percent of all Index Offense arrests, the 
most frequently occurring violent crime. 

Arrests are primarily a measure of police activity. They are not a 
measure of the number of individuals taken into custody in a given time 
period, because the same person may be arrested more than one time 
during a given time frame. Furthermore, the LUCR system does not tie 
specific reported arrests to specific reported offenses. 

This type of data will be available when the Complete Disposition 
Reporting System becomes fully operational. This system does tie the 
offender to a specific offense. With CDR information, research into 
career criminal patterns and recidivisim will be possible. 
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LARCENY THEFT ACCOUNTED FOR OVER 50% OF THE 
TOTAL INDEX ARRESTS IN LOUISIANA) 1977 

BURGLARY 

20.5% 

T 

ASSAULT 

16.0% 

ROBBERY 

Hm~lCIDE. 
RAPE 

source: ~ouisiana crimina! Justice Information System Division 
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LAW ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITY: 
OFFENSES CLEARED BY.ARREST IN LOUISIANA) 1977 

Law Enforcement agencies clear a crime whep they identify the offen­
der, have sufficient evidence to charge him, and actually take him 
into custody. The arrest of one person may clear several crimes or 
several persons may be arrested in the process of clearing one offense. 

There were 46,466 offenses cleared by arrest in 1977. Larceny 
theft accountt::d for 51.8 percent of these clearances. By adding the 
burglary and motor vehicle theft percentages to larceny theft, the 
resulting total property crime clearances accounted for 74.7 percent 
of the number of offenses cleared by arrest. Violent crime clearances 
accounted for 25.3 percent of the total number of offenses cleared with 
19.5 percent for aggravated assault. 
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LARCENY THEFT ACCOUNTED FOR OVER 50% OF THE 
CRIME INDEX CLEARANCES (BY ARREST) IN LOUISIANA) 1977 

BURGLARY 

18.5% 
ASSAULT 

19.5% 

RAPE. 

J.~~~;;;;;~::::==0I:i HOM I C IDE 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 
Divisi.on 

II-17 

~- --~ --- --------------' 



LAW ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITY: 
CLEARANCE RATES .OF INDEX OFFENSES) 1977 

Clearance rates provide another source of information regarding 
law enforcement workload. Clearance rate is defined as the number of 
clearances divided by the number of offenses reported. The following 
illustration describes clearance rates of offenses against persons and 
offenses against property. 

The statewide clearance information provided by law enforcement, 
shows that 27 percent of the Index offenses were cleared during 1977, 
no change from 1976. Law enforcement agencies cleared 85 percent of 
homicides, 57 percent of rapes, and 70 percent of aggravated assaults 
reported. 

In the property offense classification that law enforcement cleared 
27 percent of the reported robberies, 19 percent of the burglaries, 
25 percent of the larceny thefts, and 16 percent of the motor vehicle 
thefts. In general, law enforcement is able to clear a higher percent­
age of offenses against persons than offenses against property. 
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OFFENSES CLEARED BY ARREST IN LOUISIANAJ 1977 

AGAINST THE PERSON 

NOT CLEARED CLEA D RE 

HOMICIDE 85% 

RAPE 57% 

ASSAULT 70% 

AGAINST PROPERTY 

NOT CLEARED CLEARED 

ROBBERY 27% 

BURGLARY 19% 

LARCENY 25% 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 16% 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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LAW ENFORCEMENT WORKLOAD 
NUMBER OF CALLS FOR SERVICE) 1977 

Another indication of workload is the number of calls for service 
an agency receives during a particular time frame. During 1977, the 
agencies in metropolitan parishes reported 804,383 calls for service, as 
indicated in the following illustration. The percentage of metropolitan 
law enforcement officers in each parish is also included. 

This information, number of calls, and officer ratio combined with 
arrest and clearance information provides some indication of workload. 
However) the total workload cannot be determined because of the following 
reasons: 

1. The number of sworn officers represents dispatchers, desk 
sargeants, etc., as well as the line or field officers, there­
fore, the number of officers does not actually reflect the 
actual number responding to offenses. 

2. Law enforcement has other responsiblities besides responding 
to offenses, including crime prevention, traffic, patrol, and 
investigation. 

3. This measure deals with actual calls answered and does not 
include all dispatches or response time. 

4. The LUCR system which collects the number of offenses only 
records the most serious of a series of offenses, thus, the 
nU,mber of offenses is not entirely accurate. 
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PERCENT OF SWORN OFFiCERS AND CALLS FOR SERVICE 
IN LOUISIANA'S MAJOR METROPOLITAN CIT1ES,* 1977 

45 

40 

35 

30 

25 

20 

15 

10 

5 

Baton 

Alexandria 

PERCENT OF 
SWORN 

OFFICERS 
N=4074 

o 

Rouge 

PERCENT 
TOTAL 
CALLS 

N=804,383 

New Orleans 

Charles 
Monroe 

. Shreveport 

*The numbers reflect the total of both the police depart­
ment and the sheriff's office except in the case of New 
Orleans where only the police department reports and in 
the case of total calls for Lake Charles where the Sheriff 
did not report. 
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LAW ENFORCEMENT EXPENDITURES IN LOUISIANA'S 
MAJOR METROPOLITAN CITIES*J 1977 

NEW ORLEANS 

LI7.0% 

TOTAL 

$77 J 663 J 588 

BATON ROUGE 

17.6% 

ALEXANDRIA 

5.1% 

SHREVEPORT 

13.5% 

Except in the case of New Orleans expenditure reflects 
amount reported by both the police department and the 
sheriff's office .. For example, the total for Alexandria 
Police Department as well as the amount reported by the 
Rapides Sheriff's Offi0c. 

Sourr.e: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 
Division; LCLE 
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THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY I I WHO SHOULD 
DEFEND THE PUBLIC'S INTEREST? 

Characterizing the activities of the district attorney component 
demands understanding of the various philosophies under which an 
office may operate. On one hand, the district attorney's activities 
represent the public's interest in the fair application of the laws. 
In this case, the district attorney assumes the role of "watchdog," 
concerned both with identifying those who break the public statutes 
and the administration of justice as the public would have it. 

A second philosophy restricts the prosecutorial function to one 
of prejudgment, reviewing evidence to determine whether laws 
have been violated and whether chances for conviction justify the 
expense and effort of prosecution. Such a philosophy places 
greater responsibility on each of the individual functions of the 
criminal justice process. 

A third opinion further limits the desired charb.<::ter of a 
district attorney's activities. Accordingly, the district attorney 
lacks any discretion to interpret on behalf of the public whether 
any offenses have occurred or whether the public justice would 
best be served by prosecution. Instead, advocates of this 
philosophy insist that the district attorney must prosecute every 
charge referred to his office by law enforcement. 

Depending on the particular philosophy, the nature of opera­
tion of the district attorney varies substantially from "watch-
dog" to adm:i,nistrator. Louisiana laws specify no required philosphy for 
its prosecutors, nor does it prohibit any of those previously described 
from the scope of actual practice. The character then, of the prosecutor 
in Louisiana varies, depending, most importantly, on electoral mandates 
of the public of the jurisdiction the district attorney serves. The varied 
character of prosecution. in Louisiana is most generally reflective of the 
differences in public opinion evidenced on who shOUld be responsible 
for defending the public interest. 

This diversity of public sentiment and its effect on the 
activities of the district attorney is further complicated by the 
definitions used for measuring prosecutorial activities. Units 
of measure, such as charges or bills of informa~ion, which 
seemingly allow comparison of prosecutorial activities in different 
jurisdictions > pro~re that additional diversity exists. Depending 
on the procedures used by a particular office, units of measure 
are defined differently from jurisdiction to jurisdiction, com" 
pounding difficulties in interpreting the prosecutorial fUnctioKA 
statewide. 
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Many programs have attempted to describe, compare, and evaluate 
activities of Louisiana's district attorneys. Most attempts to summarize 
prosecutorial effectiveness have erred by assuming that offices were 
uniformly comparable. The failure to account for the diversity of goals 
and activities an.d for the differences in procedures evident statewide 
almost completely voids many early studies. 

Louisiana's prosecutors recognize the need to better understand 
the nature of the activities undertaken by their respective offices. 
Through the District Attorney's Disposition Reporting System, a system 
of recording actions taken by individual offices with regard to charges 
received by the prosecutor, district attorneys in Louisiana are rapidly 
gaining a true appreciation of the diverse activities undertaken by their 
respective office'b. Because, however, few uniform practices exist 
among offices of the district attorney in Louisiana, valid comparisons 
among jurisdictions are not possible. 

While all concerned, the district attorney, the legislature, and the 
public, seek better and more complete information on the effectiveness 
of the prosecutorial function, assumptions will generally continue to 
determine which practic€s are effective and which are not. Only when 
information concerning decisions regarding individuals is available can 
this situation be altered. The range of discretion which currently 
exists within the mission of Louisiana's district attorneys cannot be 
objectively assessed. It cannot be challenged on other than assump­
tion, nor can it be defended on any other terms. Louisiana's con­
tinuing information needs contain the clue for this and other issues 
regarding the prosecutor. 

Because the status of information concerning the numerous 
processes and procedures used by the district attorney remained 
unchanged in 1977: the same types of information as were needed in 
1976 are nec.essary to determine a district attorney's success. 
Examples of this information include the following: 

Crime trend information in order to plan for future 
fluctuations in numbers of offenders for various 
offenses. 

Recidivism and career criminal information in order 
to determine what types of offenders provide the 
greatest demand on prosecutorial resources. 

Caseload information, including court docket back­
logs, length of time un til final disposition, in order 
to determine effectiveness of reSOUl'ce allocation. 

Resource information including manpower, facilities, 
and expenditures in order to determine present oper­
ating levels among district attorneys' offices. 
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Comparable procedural and program information in order 
to determine what happens as an individual is processed 
through the district attorney's office. 

The deficiencies which exist in information needed to assess 
district attorneys arl": again v~ry important and must be noted: 

Despite the need for current information regarding 
prosecutorial case flow, information regarding case 
processing time is not available. 

Despite the need for prosecutorial program in­
formation, comparable information, on a state­
wide basis is not available at the present time. 

Workload information on a comparable statewide 
basis is not availtable at the present time. 

Neither criminal nor non-criminal workload 
information is easily accessible and comparable. 

On a statewide basis, a completely accurate measure of the 
district attorney's effectiveness with respect to both civil and 
cr:i1ninal workloads performance cannot be made. However, 
an approximate measure of criminal workload will soon be possible 
with the implementation of Louisiana's Complete Disposition Report­
ing System. This system will provide a description of events which 
transpire as an offender is processed by the criminal justice system. 
Since the system is designed to track offenders, it will provide a 
method of gathering information regarding the district attorney's 
criminal workload on a uniform statewide basis. 

During ,1977 and early 1978, Louisiana'S district attorneys have 
made some progress toward providing the information needed for 
assessment. 

A contract has been let to the Louisiana District 
Attorney1s Association to develop a district 
attorney's activity report which would incorpor­
ate the diversity of prosecutorial operations. 

Three district attorneys have begun to partici­
pate in the Complete Reporting System. 

Steps are being taken to determine the impact 
of career crUninals on the activities of the 
district attorneys office. Career criminal pro­
grams are ongoing in Calcasieu, East Baton Rouge 
and Orleans Parishes. 

31 of the 35 district attorneys surveyed participated 
in the descriptive management survey jointly spon­
sored by the Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement 
and the Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System. 
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Prosecutorial oriented legislation I sponsored or supported 
by the prosecutors themselves. has been enacted by the 
state legislature. 

The analysis which follows provides summary information per­
taining to all of the state's district attorneys. Limited manpower 
and programmatic information are provided. Until such time as 
uniform and comparable information regarding workload and case 
processing is made available I no attempt to determine the district 
attorney's achievement of its mission can be made. 
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LOUISIANA DISTRICT ATTORNEYS 
INFORMATION SUMMARY) 1977 

35 district attorneys were surveyed in 1977. 

According to reported information, 206 full-time and 40 part-time 
assistant district attorneys were employed in these offices. V.'here 
the figures were supplied, minimum starting salaries were ranged from 
$11,500 to $22,000 per year. The average annual salary for assistant 
district attorneys was $17,474. 

96.3 percent of the district attorneys offices permitted assistant 
district attorneys to engage in private practice in 1977. 

46.2 percent of Louisiana's district attorneys offices granted 
juvenile probation the authority to file petitions on juveniles. 

20.7 percent of the district attorneys offices operated a screening 
section. These screening units were in Ouachita, Rapides, DeSoto, 
Sabine, East Baton Rouge, Jefferson, Bossier, and Orleans Parishes. 

16.7 percent of the district attorneys offices operated a formal 
diversion program. These programs were in Ouachita, Winn, East 
Baton Rouge" Jefferson, and Orleans Parishes. 
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SPECIALIZATION WITHIN LOUISIANA'S 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICES J 1977 

43.3 percent of the district attorneys offices operated and utilized 
specialized units. These units included narcotics, juvenile, non­
support, research and appeals, screening desk, court room, consumer 
protection , city/parish court, and career criminal/organized crime 
divisions. 

Calcasieu, East Baton Rouge, and Orleans Parishes operated 
organized crime/career criminal programs. 

Jefferson and Orleans District Attorneys were the only ag'encies 
operating consumer protection units. 

Information concerning number and type of case handled by each 
unit is not available, prohibiting any analysis regarding effectiveness 
of these units. 
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WHAT PERCEN1AGE OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS OPERATED SPECIAL UNITS IN 1977? 
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LOUISIANA'S INDIGENT DEFENSE SYSTEM 
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DEFENDING THE STATE'S INDIGENT 
CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

Recognizing the state's responsibility to protect the rights of those 
who are not financially able to afford appropriate representation, the 
1976 Legislature created the Louisiana Indigent Defender Board. This 
Board functions to coordinate and to facilitate the activities of the District 
Indigent Defender Boards. 

To insure the coordination of District Boards, the State Board acts 
as a state clearinghouse for the District Boards, gathering information on 
special problems, special methods of problem solving) experiences, and 
new'· innovations. The Board disseminates this information to District 
Boards to aid in improving performance or solving a common problem. 

Additional activities of the State Board include providing training 
seminars and conferen<:es for all attorneys interested in serving; either 
as full-time indigent defenders or as volunteers in the appointment 
system and planning for future development of the system. 

Information needed to determine future planning and evaluation of 
the present program includes the following; 

Crime trend information in order to determine the scope 
of the problem which must be faced. 

Career criminal and recidivist information to determine what 
impact the repeater has on the indigent defense system. 

Manpower, facility, expenditure, and workload information 
to determine what. input is made into the system. 

In spite of the need for the above mentioned information; certain 
deficiencies exist. 

Despite the need for accurate career criminal information 
very little is available at the present time. 

In spite of reporting requirements of 'the State Indigent Defense 
Board, several districts have failed to participate. 

While crime information is available, local crime trend in­
formation is not available for all districts. 

The Indigent Defender Board has its own information system which 
systematically collects information from ea.ch District Board. This 

11-35 



provides a central collection point where all information can be studied 
and analyzed. With the availability of this information plus future in­
formation collected by a statewide Complete Disposition Reporting System, 
the evaluation of the indigent defense program can be more easily 
accomplished. 

The information provided in this report includes only a summary of 
the cash flow of the District Boards for the period October 1, 1976 
through December 31, 1977. Any further analysis falls outside the scope 
of this report. 

Source: Louisiana Indigent Defender Board, 1978 
Annual Report to the Louisiana Legislature 
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COST OF DEFENDING THE 
INDIGENT IN LOUISIANA 

OCTOBER 1) 1976 - DECEMBER 31) 1977 

District Board No. Income(a) Expenditure':: 

1 258,230(b) 195,855 
2 26,133 25,831 
3 36,169 17,139 
4 135,182 87,624 
5 29,750 28,029 
6 34,554(c) 28,982 
7 36,880 36,521 
8 17,382(d) 13,070 
9 82,767 67,992 

10 38,838 25,952 
11 31,536(e) 27,987 
12 32,228 22,704 
13 26, 157(f) 23,819 
14 138,963 137,439 
15 257,012(g) 192,071 
16 166,072 152,042 
17 77,269 38,216 
18 105,191 85,553 
19 518,564(h) 404,560 
20 (i) 
21 143, 124(j) 117,569 
22 160,704(k) 83,300 
23 69,475 51,078 
24 199,266 176,560 
25 (m) 
26 124,453 97,332 
27 93,263(n) 75,925 
28 29,916(0) 19,932 
29 86,907(p) 74, 366(p-l) 
30 66,356 53,752 
31 26,879 14}813 
32 90,025 71,516 
33 26,900(q) 10,279 

Orleans 617,952(r) 572,615 
35 28,264 . 24,981: 

Totals Income Expenditures 

35 3,812,361(u) 3,055,524 

Surplus 

62,375 
302 

19,030 
47,557 

1,721 
5,571 

359 
4,312 

14,776 
12,886 
3,549 
9,524 
2,338 
1,524 

64,940 
14,030 
39,054 
19,637 

114,003 

25,555 
77,404 
18,397 
Z2,707(1) 

27,120 
17,338 
9,984 

12,541 
12,604 
12,066 
18,509 
16,620 
45,336(s) 
3,282 

Surplus 

756,951 

(a) Each Board received $100,000 from State appropriation in Act 563, 
1976. 
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(b) Includes $6,769 surplus ~rom pre-10/1/76 funds; Non-recurring. 
Also includes $12,986 from LEAA; Non-recurring. 

(c) Includes $6,000 appropriation from Police Jury. 

(d) No annual report filed; totals as of 6/30/77. 

(e) No annual report filed; totals as of 6/30/77. 

(f) Includes $5,968 surplus from pre-10/1/76 funds; Non-recurring. 

(g) Includes $8,151 from Federal Comprehensive Employment Train­
ing Act of 1973; funds to expire 9/78; hopeful of renewal. 
(Training investigators) 

(h) Includes $6,982 interest income on deposits. 

(i) No report filed by District 20. 

(j) Includes $32,969 Federal Grant; Possibly renewable. 

(k) Includes $38,144 Federal Grant which terminates in November, 
1978; Non-renewable. 

(1) Accoun ts payable are $27,308. 

(m) No reports filed by District 25. 

(n) Includes $14,000 surplus from pre-10/1/76 fund; Non-recurring. 

(0) Includes $3,896 surplus from pre-1O/1/76 fund; Non-recurring. 

(p) Includes $15,961 surplus from pre--10/1/76 fund; Non-recurring. 

(p-1) Includes $8,660 for court reporters; Non-recurring. 

(q) Includes $322 surplus from pre-10/1/76 funds; Non-recurring. 

(1') Includes $116,873 Federal 3rants; all Federal Grants expected 
to be exhausted by mid-1S78 and not rene'o/ed; includes $23,000 
grant from Orleans Criminal Court Fund; Non-recurring. 

(s) City of New Orleans patd Oowber, November, and December 
1976, salaries of regular employees, estimated at $70,600; 
without city payments, deficit of $32,720 would occur. No 
funds anticipated for 1977-78. 
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(t) Includes $3,811 received from Eighth Judicial District when 
Thirty-fifth Judicial District created from a division of Grant 
and Winn parishes; Non-recurrinl.g. No annual report filed; 
totals as of 6/30/77. . 

(u) $10,996 was collected from defendant reimbursement by court 
orders. La. R.S. 15:148. 

Source: Louisiana Indigent Defender Board, 1978 
Annual Report to the Louisiana Legislature 
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LOUISIANA/S COURTS 





THE COURTS I INTERPRETING THE LAWS I . SERVING JUSTICE 

All elements of the criminal justice system meet and interact in the 
courtroom. Law enforcement provides evidentiary testimony; the prose­
tor directs the case against an individual; the defense attorney 
represents the accused; and, the judge weighs the evidence from both 
sides and determines guilt or innocence. Also involved in the operation 
of a court are members of the public, as victim, as witness, or as juror. 
A final consideration is the effect that any decision made in court will 
have on state and local corrections. Thus, the very complexity of the 
activities in any single court proceeding demands a considerable inter­
change of information among the participants. 

The operations of the judicial branch of government are further 
complicated by the stratification of the types of courts. The fifty-four 
city and parish courts have the most localized jurisdictions, being 
primarily concerned with misdemeanors, parish and municipal ordinances, 
and traffic violations with some juvenile proceedings. The thirty-seven 
district courts handle state law violations, both civil and criminal, and, 
in most jurisdictions juvenile matters. Juvenile/family courts operate in 
Caddo, East Baton Rouge, Jefferson, and Orleans Parishes. Finally, 
the Supreme Court and Courts of Appeal have jurisdiction over contro­
vers:i.~? cases which are appealed from local and district courts. Clerks 
of Court maintain records for all these courts. 

Because of the great diversity exhibited by the various types 
of courts, any determination of effectiveness must be made on a court 
by court basis. In order for this assessment to be successful, a great 
dsal of information is needed. Among these are the following: 

· Crime trend information to plan for future fluctuations in numbers 
of offenders for various offenses. 

· Caseload information, including docket backlog, frequency of delays, 
length of time until final dispo;:."ition, to determine effectiveness of 
resource allocation. 

> Resource information including manpower, facilities, and expendi­
tures in order to determine present operating levels of the courts. 

· Recidivism and career criminal information in order to determine 
what types of offenders take up the great~st portion of the courts' 
time. 

· Rate of appeal to determine what types of cases tend to continue 
through the court system . 

. Number of individuals whose cases never go to trial but are 
decided at arraignment between arraignment and trial. 

· Comparable procedural and program information to determine what 
happens as an individual proceeds through the court system. 
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As in all components of' the criminal justice system certain vital 
elements of information are deficient: 

· Recidivism and career criminal information remains deficient in all 
compontmts of the judicial system. 

· While criminal and civil workload information is available, the fre­
quency of cases settled outside the cotlrtroom is not known. 

· Complete and comparable resource information is i'lot available at 
the present time. 

· Complete and comparable procedural and program information is not 
available. 

Although there are several dl3ficiences in information in the courts 
system, action is being taken to alleviate these deficiences. In fact, 
since its establishment in 1950 and funding in 1954, the Judicial Council 
of the Supreme Court of Louisiana has been charged with the responsi­
bility of monitoring and evaluating the operations and procedures of the 
judicial system of the state. 'fhrough their efforts and those of other 
agencies, the systematic collection of information pertaining to or helpful 
to courts is continuing. 

· The implementation of Complete Disposition will provide career 
criminal and recidivism information. It will also provide crucial 
offender flow information. 

· To insure a standardized procedure for recommending new judge­
ships, the Judicial Council has noted that requests for additional 
judgeships or splitting judicial districts will be considered only if 
a judici,al district regularly reports caseload figures to the Judicial 
Administration's Management Information System (JAMIS) . 

. 91.9% of the district courts participated in the descriptive manage­
ment survey conducted by the Louisiana Criminal Justice Information 
System, the Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, and the 
Judicial Planning Committee . 

. 88% of the city and parish courts responded to the management 
survey . 

. 100% of the clerks of court responded to the management survey. 

· The Judicial Planning Committee is working on programs to review 
new techniques of transcript production, to develop sentencing 
guidelines, and to develop manuals for small claims courts. These 
programs would help to systematize procedures for severa:!. affects 
of the judicial system. 

· The J AMIS individual case reporting system is being modified. 
Instead of reporting every case, district clerks of court will report 
on every tenth case. The change to a sampling system will result 
in a reduction of costs and employee time. 
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The analysis which follows is based on information collected by the 
1977 courts survey and by the Judicial Administration Management 
Information System (JAMIS). It is intended to be summary in nature, 
providing a statewide view of Louisiana's city, parish, juvenile, and 
district ccurts. 
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LOUISIANA DISTRICT COURT 
INFORMATION SUMMARY) 

CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

657 persons were employeq by district courts in 1977. 

Filings have increased from 210,234 in 1968 to 369,379 in 1977. 
To cope with this growing caseload, 21 new judgeships have been 
created or recommended in the last two years. 

63.9% of the 1977 filings were criminal cases. 
36.1% of the 1977 filings were civil cases. 

Reported expenditures for district courts totaled $10,822,414 
in 1977. 

1977 Annual Report of the Judicial Council, p. 32. 
Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System and Judicial 

Planning Committee Courts Survey, 1977 
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HOW MUCH TIME WAS REQUIRED TO DISPOSE OF 
CASES IN LOUISIANA'S DISTRICT COURTS IN 1977? 
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\-------1 
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&.-..--'""" Indicated After Filing 

Source: 1977 Annual Report of the Judicial Council 
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LOUISIANA FAMILY AND JUVENILE COURTS 
TYPE OF REFERRAL FOR DELINQUENCY CASES) 

1977 

Confinement State 
Supervised 
Probation 

Local 
Supervised 
Probation 

Community 
Resource 

Source: 1977 Annual Report of the Judicial Council 
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LOUISIANA CITY AND PARISH COURTS 
INFORMATION SUMMARY) 

CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

157 persons were employed by the city and parish courts in 
1977. 

Filings for city courts have increased 7 percent since 1972. 

19.4% of the 19'77 filings were criminal cases. 
10.9% of the 1977 filings were civil cases. 
67.1% of the 1977 filings were traffic cases. 

2.4% of the 1977 filings were juvenile cases. 

Reported expenditures for city and parish courts totaled 
$2,977,671 lli 1977. 

1977 Annual Report of the Judicial Council. 
Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System and Judicial 

Planning Committee Courts Survey, 1977 
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WHAT TYPES OF CASES WERE DISPOSED OF BY CITY 
AND PARrSH COURTS DURING 19777 

TRAFFIC LOCAL 45% 

Source: 1977 Annual Report of the JUdicial Council. 
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THE STATE JUDICIARY'S BUDGET REPRESENTS ONLY 1/2 OF 
ONE PERCENT OF THE STATE'S TOTAL EXPENDITURES DURING 
FISCAL YEAR 1977 - 1978. 

All others 
20.7% 

Dept. of Health and 
Human Resources 

29.8% 

Dept. of Education 
27.2% 

The Judiciary .5% 

Source: 1917 Annual Report of the Judicial Council 
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44.1% 
?Q~ 

39.5% 

')< 

x 
)« 

1S< 
:,« 

20 69, • 0 

.x 
,(' 

')< 

Court has 

88.2% 

67.4% 

\ 

Service 

Court Makes Court has 
Juvenile Probation 
Progr.am 

Pre-sentence Referrals to 
Investigation Drug Program 
Program 

~ City Courts ~; District Courts 

Source: Louisiana Criminnl Justice Information System 
and Judicial Planning Committee, Courts Survey, 
1977. 
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LOUISIANA ADULT CORRECTIONS 
WHAT 'HAPPENS TO SENTENCED OFFENDERS? 

In troduction 

The corrections component of the criminal justice system is at the 
end of the line in the criminal justice system and is, therefore, at the 
mercy of conditions dictated by the other components. In addition, the 
success, or lack of success, of the entire criminal justice system is most 
visibly reflected in the corrections component. Generally, corrections 
functions to provide rehabilitative service..:; for the incarcerated and to 
protect society from those who cannot be rehabilitated. The public 
imposes an additional objective on corrections, the demand for efficiency. 
In fact, in 1975, Louisiana citizens singled out Louisiana's correctional 
component as the phase of criminal justice requiring the greatest 
improvement. Ironically, in spite of the demands for effiCiency, cor­
rections has traditionally received little support from an unsympathetic 
public unwilling to spend the needed funds - perhaps because the nature 
of the corrections operations concerns convicts and criminals. 

In addition to the inherent objectives for the corrections mission, 
other goals have been imposed by court. In 1975, two federal court 
orders calling for stringent housing standards and numerous other 
mandates were placed on the Louisiana Department of Corrections. In 
1978, innovations and changes in the state corrections program are being 
realized. Now the emphasis in the corrections system seems to be shifting 
toward impro,Ving the local program, making new demands on an already 
burdened system. The great variety of correctional objectives . . . some 
imposed, some pursued willingly, and several in conflict, contributes to a 
confusing picture of progress. In this picture, few facets of any progress 
may be seen clearly. 

Ultimately, the dominant goal of corrections is its ability to prevent 
the return of the career criminal into SOciety only to commit another 
criminal act. Thus, through successful rehabilitation programs, the cor­
rections component may reduce recidivism. Unfortunately, little if any 
assessment of corrections! ability to accomplish this facet of its mission, 
can be made at this time. 

The tremendous interaction of corrections! 'varied objectives mandates 
the accessibility of accurate information concerning the extent to which 
Louisiana's correctional component is pursuing its mission. In order for 

, g~vernment officials as well as criminal justice and corrections managers 
and planners to be able to plan for future corrections popUlations J certain 
information is required. 
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Crime trend information because of the need to plan 
offender-directed classification, evaluation, and 
habilitation programs, as well as resource allocation, 
in advance. 

Inmate profiles to help determine what types of 
rehabilitation programs are needed. 

Offender tracking information in order to determine 
the number of persons arrested who actually reach 
the corrections system in order to plan for fluctua­
tion in the corrections population. 

Resource information because of the need to 
determine the effectiveness of presently existing 
manpower allocations, facilities, and expenditures. 

Rehabilitative program availability for inmates 
because of the need to know how the needs 
of the individual are met in order to increase 
his chances of societal reintegration. 

Recidivism information because of the need to 
determine the effectiveness of present cor­
rectional programs. 

Acknowledging the need for certain information only recognizes 
a portion of the problem in assessing corrections. In 1978, as in the 
previous year, deficiencies in the available information overshadow the 
information which is easily accessible and usable. 

Despite the need for in-depth information on 
th~ crimes committed by every offender, this 
information remains unavailable at the local 
level. 

Despite the need for manpower, facility, and 
expenditure information, the information is, 
at best, incomplete at the local level. 

Despite the need for information concerning 
correctional programs, the availability of 
alternatives to incarceration, diversionary 
programs, and other auxiliary services, and 
their effect on the success of corrections 
are not uniformly known. . 

Despite the need for accurate information 
concerning recidiviSm and the impact of the 
career criminal on c(')rrections, this informa­
tion is not available. At the local level, 
such information is non-existent. At the 
state level, the recidivism information is 
deficien t, lacking the following: 
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1. Number of offenders who have again 
come in contact with any branch of the 
criminal justice system; 

2. Number of times an offender has been 
returned to the Department of Corrections; 
and, 

3. Number of offenders returned to incarcer­
ation within a period of time exceeding 
twelve months from the last release date. 

In spite of the need for inmate profile information, 
profile information is very incomplete at the local 
level. 

In spite of the need for offender system exit 
information, no such information is yet available 
at either the state or local level. 

During 1977, many steps have been taken to alleviate several 
of the information deficiencies.. In addition, corrections itself 
made advancements toward COJ-nplyin,g with court orders and better 
meeting the needs of the inca.rcerated. Because of this, 1977 is 
marked with sonle degree of :recognizable progress. 

State and local correctional agencies are 
continuing to address the concept of 
offenders' rights by providing special 
programs and services. 

Salaries and working I.'!onditions for 
co~rectiol1al personnel are being improved, 
most noticeably at the~ state level. 

Actions are continuing to determine the 
state's r1ecidivism rate and the impact of 
the career criminal. . 

Additional facilities are being constructed 
at both state and loeal levels and programs 
are being updated tl:'> forward the correctional 
mission of rehabilitation and protection of 
society. 

The Louisiana Pris<)n Study Commission 
issued a draft docllment outlining future 
strategies for the Louisiana Department of 
Corrf;Jctions . 

The Complete DislJOsition Reporting System 
is being implemented in East Baton Rouge, 
Lafa.yette, and Rapides Parishes and being' 
tied into the state corr-:.ctions information. 
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system, Corrections and Justice Unified 
Network (CAJUN). 

Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement and 
the Criminal Justice Information System have 
let a contract for the purpose of performing 
a feasibility study of incorporating complete 
disposition information at the parish level into 
the Complete Disposition Reporting System. 

97.2% of the local and multi-parish prisons 
participated in the parish prison survey 
jointly sponsored by the Louisiana Criminal 
Justice Information System and the 
Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement. 
The survey was designed to collect 
specific management and resource 
information. 

This year, as in 1977, the corrections component is plagued by 
information deficiencies, especially concerning the impact of the career 
criminal on correctional efforts to achieve offender rehabilitation and 
protect society. In addition, the available information depicts a some­
what bleak situation existing within the Louisiana corrections component. 
Thus, the need for additional and more complete information remains 
evident. Without information regarding the individual offender as he 
progresses through the correctional component and the rest of the 
system, determining whether corrections is accomplishing its desired 
fUnction is practically impossible. 

The following analysis provides a summary of available information 
regarding the corrections component. Furthermore, it provides insight 
into the type of analysis which could be performed if other information 
were available. 

On the state level, resource information concerning nearly eVf:;ry 
aspect of the component is provided. In addition, the information with 
respect to admissions, probation, parole, and release is defined. On 
the local level, average daily populations and operating levels versus 
designed capacity are provided. The analysis does not encompass, by 
any means, the entire scope of the Louisiana corrections component in 
1977. Instead, it sV:mds as a reminder that the most critical commentary 
to be made about Louisiana corrections is still the lack of accurate and 
complete information. 
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OFFENDER PROCESSING 
WHAT HAPPENS TO AN OFFENDER IN THE 

!]UISIANA CORRECTIONS COMPONENT 

The accompany:ing flow diagram provides a summary of what 
happens to an offender, who comes :in contact with the adult 
corrections component of the crim:inal justice system :in Louisiana. 
Furthermore, it is not :intended to represent every possible facet 
of corrections. 

As evidenced by the diagram certain vital information is not 
available at the present time. 

Community treatment alternatives to incarceration. 
Number of actu.al admissions and releases from local facilities. 
Recidivism and career criminals at all component entrance po:ints. 
Rehabilitation rates for all component levels. 

If additional information regard:ing individual offenders were 
available, the scope of Louisiana1s recidivism problem could be deter­
mined as could the effectiveness of Louisiana corrections. 

1 The 3 J 312 :inmates reflected :in the diagram is the total average 
population of "local prisons as of December 1, 1977. 

2Average daily headcount of all state :institution, Fiscal Year 
1976-77. 

3 Average daily headcount of probatiollers, Fiscal Year 1976-77. 

4 Average daily headcoun t of parolees, Fiscal Year 1976-77. 
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HOW WERE LOUISIANA OFFENDERS PROCESSED THROUGH 
LOUISIANA CORRECTIONS DURING FISCAL YEAR" 1976-1977? 

New New 
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Other 
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Sources: Louisiana Department of Corrections, Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-1976; 1976-1977. 
Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System and Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, 
Local Prison Survey, 1977. 





RESOURCES AVAILABLE WITHIN THE LOUISIANA 
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

FISCAL YEAR 1976-1977 

PERSONNEL 

In Louisiana's state adult corrections component there are 
2,395 authorized positions. The 36.0 percent turnover rate among 
institution employees ind:i.cates the problems in acquiring and re­
taining personnel. The facility having the lowest attrition 
rate in 1977 was LCIS) with 20.2 percent, while the Corrections Special 
Treatment Unit with 45.2 percent, experienced the highest. 

As long as there is, for whatever the reason, such a steady 
turnover rate, the Department of Corrections' must continue to 
recruit new employees. New personnel automatically demand orientation 
and training. This places an additional bl~rden on monetary and 
personnel resources within the department. Until this problflm can be 
alleviated, funds will be expended in a manner which does not facilitate 
inmate rehabilitation. 

FACILITIES 

Facilities include Louisiana State Penitentiary at Angola, 
Louisiana Correctional Institute for Women, Louisiana Correctional 
and Industrial School (DeQuincy), Dixon Correctional Institute, and 
Corrections Special Treatment Unit at New Orleans. Under mandate . 
of a federal court order an extensive renovation and construction 
program continues at Angola. 

EXPENDITURES 

In Fiscal Year 1976-77, the Louisiana Department of Corrections 
spent $28,047,887. Projected expenditures for Fiscal Year 1977-78; 
indicate that expenditures will increase by 22.2%, to $34,266,389. 
Thus, since 1975-1976, state expenditures have increased by 114.5%. 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, 
Fiscal Years 1975-1976; 1976-1977 
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LOUISIANA/S CORRECTIONAL PROCESS) 
ADMISSIONS AND RELEASES 
FISCAL YEARS 1975 - 77 

Admissions 

1975-
1976 

1976-
1977 

2000 

1000 

Releases 

1,685 

1975-
1976 

Number of admissions to Department of Corrections 
decreased 2.9% in Fiscal Year 1977. At the same time, 
releases increased 2.6%. 

How many offenders were rehabilitated? 

1976-
1977 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, 
Fiscal Years 1975-76; 1976-77 
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WHICH OFFENSES ACCOUNTED FOR THE GREATEST FREQUENCY 
OF ADMISSIONS TO LOUISIANA'S DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
IN 1977? 

HOMICIDE 
9.1% 

OTHER 
18.1% 

THEFT 
13.4% 

BURGLARY AND ROBBERY COMBINEP. ACCOUNTED FOR 43.4% 
OF THE ADMISSIONS IN FISCAL YEAR 1976-77. 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, 
Fiscal Years 1975-76; 1976-77. 
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2)567 AIMISSIONS WERE RECEIVED BY 
LOUISIANA'S DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS DURING 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 - 1977 

~= PROBATION 
REVOCATION 

31 

Source: Louisiana Department of corrections Annual Report 
Fiscal Years 1975-76~ 1976-77 

II-64 



WHICH PARISHES ACCOUNTED FOR THE GREATEST FREQUENCY 
OF ADMISSIONS TO THE LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
IN 1977'7 
12 parishes accounted for 69.0% of the admissions to the 
Department of Correcticms. The remainin,g 52 parishe.s 

unted for 31. 0%. 

7.85 

Bossier 
2.8% 

Ca1casieu 
3.1% 

Ouachita 
3.9% 

Terrebonne 
2.0% 
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Rapides 
2.7% 

East Baton Rouge 
6.5% 

Jefferson 
7.1% 

Source: 

St. Tammany 
2.3% 

Orleans 
27.1% 

Louisiana Department 
of Corrections, Annual 
Report, Fiscal ~ears 
1975-76'; 1976-77. 



SINCE THE 1975 FEDERAL COURT 
ORD~R AGAINST THE LOUISIANA 

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

The number of authorized personnel positions has increased from 
1,747' to 2,395, a 37.1% increase. 

The average cost per inmate per day at Louisiana State Peniten­
tiary increased to $18.88 in Fiscal Year 1977. 

The average daily population at Louisiana State Penitentiary 
decreased by 16.7%, from 3,293 l...T1 1975-1976, to 2,743 in 1976-1977. The 
Louisiana State Penitentiary is no longer the second largest state facility 
in the nation. 

The Department of Corrections set up a full-time training academy 
in 1976 for correctional personnel. 

The Corrections Special Treatment Unit was opened in New Orleans 
to improve medical facilities. The Corrections Special Treatment Unit 
provides special services for emotionally disturbed inmates. 

The Dixon Correctional Institute was established for apprmdmately 
750 minimum and medium security prisoners. 

The Adult Reception and Diagnostic Center where incoming inmates 
are evaluated and classified for placement within the system has been 
temporarily established at Dixon Correctional Institute. Also operating 
out of the AR and DC is a Geriatric Unit. 

The local prisons, many already under threat of court order, 
continue to hold 800 state prisoners, as of the end of Fiscal Year 1977. 

Decentralization of Angola continUes through increasing the inmate 
capacity of LCIS, DeQuincy; building a 1000-man reception center/prison 
at St. Gabriel; and, constructing a 500-man medium security facility in 
Claiborne Parish. 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, 
Fiscal Years 1975-1976; 1976-1977 
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AVERAGE DAILY COST PER INMATE IN 
LOUISIANA'S ADULT INSTITUTIONS 

FISCAL YEAR 1969-70 - FISCAL YEAR 1977-78 

Cost per day per Inmate 
$5.00 $10.00 $15.00 $20.00 

I I I I 

1969-70 ...... $2.95 

1970-71 ____ $4.22 

1971-72 ... ___ $5.24 

1972-73 ____ _ $6.01 

1973-74 • ___ l1li11$7.78 

1974-75 ._IIi ____ $ 8 • 61 

1975-76 ... ___ • __ •• $11.18 

1976-77 _------------ $17.18 

1977-78 • ____________ • $16.09 

Fiscal 
Years 

*Es"timated 

Source: Louisiana Department of Co]';'rections 
Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-76; 
1976-77. 
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THE RISING COSTS OF LOUISIANA'S STATE ADULT INSTITUTIONS) 
1969 - 1978 

1969-70 

1970-71 

1971-72 

1972-73 

1973-74 

1974-75 

1975-76 

1976-77 

*1977-78* 

DOLLARS IN MILLIONS 

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 
I I I I I I I I 

$4,734,382 

$6,652,254 

$7,581,418 

$8,681,447 

~ $11,183,674 

$13,674,813 

$15,972,140 

$28,047,887 

L~3 4 , 266 , 389 

*Estimated 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections 
Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-76; 
1976-77. 
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RECIDIVISM IN THE LOUISIANA' 
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

In 1975. the Louisiana Department of Corrections was requested 
to generate a recidivism rate for the state operated adult institutions 
according to the following LEAA formula: 

Readmissions Within One Year of Release 

Releases During the Base Year 

A recidivism rate of 13.04 was the percent determined by the 
Department of Corrections. However, this definition did not accu­
rately depict the complete status of recidivism in Louisiana. Certain 
information is missing: 

Number of repeat offenders incarcerated in local prisons. 
Number of persons incarcerated who were juvenile offenders. 
Number of 1976 recidivists who were probation and/or parole 
violators. 
Number of successful placements after serving of sentence. 
Number of contacts an offender has with law enforcement. 

Because this definition is so grossly inadequate, the need for 
a complete definition remains evident. With the implementation of 
Complete Disposition Reporting in early 1978, a new dynamic recidi­
\lism definition will emerge. This recidivism rate will include every 
f.tJlrmal entry that an adult individual makes into the criminal justice 
sys.tem. While this recidivism rate will be more complete by including 
allentra.nces and exits to the system than what is available now, it 
will also be deficient since juvenile information as well as local 
P~\:,:ison inmates information will be missing. 

Until all aspects of disposition information are uniformly recorded, 
stored, and linked by an information system, recidivism information, 
and, therefore, rehabilitation rate information will be incomplete. 

See Glossary for definition of recidivism. 
Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections, Report to the Legisla­

tive Committee on Criminal Justice, April, 1977. 
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GATHERING INFORMATION 
ABOUT LOCAL CORRECTIONS 

Local corrections has, until very recently, been the part of the 
criminal justice system about which very little information exists. In 
1977, the situation has changed somewhat. Local corrections, beginning 
to face many demands already faced by the state Department of 
Corrections, finds itself in a position of great need . At the same time, 
very little comparable information is available. Thus, in 1977, 97.2 
percent of the local corrections agencies surveyed by the Louisiana 
Commission on Law Enforcement and the Criminal Justice Information 
3y stem responded. Other surveys designed to gain very specific types 
of information are, at the present time, being processed. In early 1978, 
the Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement in conjunction with the 
URBANA made on-site visits to local corrections facilities to determine 
the following: 

(1) Cost per inmate per day at the local level; 

(2) Population proj ections; and, 

(3) Overall condition of facilities. 

As of the publication of this report, results of the study have not been 
released. Another study to be carried out by the Louisiana Commission 
on Law Enforcement will determine the extent to which local facilities 
are being placed under court orders and what types of mandates are 
being placed on the facilities. 

Finally, the Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, 
through its contractors, is preparing a survey of selected facilities 
to determine the feasibility of local corrections facilities' participation 
in Complete Disposition Reporting. 

If these surveys are successfully completed, new insights into 
the operation of local correctional facilities will be gained. 
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LOCAL PRISONS INFORMATION SUMMARY) 1977 

71 local correctional facilities were surveyed. 

69 agencies responded to the survey. 

As of December 31, 1977, 1,272 corrections personnel were 
employed by local correctional facilities. The jailer to inmate ratio 
was 1056/4449 or approximately a jailer to every 4 inmates. Jailer 
to inmate ratios ranged from a high of 1 to 1.4 in Bienville Parish 
to a low of 1 to 17.7 in Livingston Parish. 

The state turnover rate of personnel for local ~orrections was 25.0%, 
less than the Department of Corrections employee turnover rate of 36.0%. 
Still, a turnover of this size causes the burden of constant replacement 
of personnel. This, of course, requires continuous employee training 
and orientation. During 1977, local correctional facilities reported that 654 
employeGs (51 percent) received either on-the-job or correctional training 
HOWeV€T, information concerning subject matter covered by the training 
courses is, at the present time, unavailable. 

Generally, local corrections facilities in all parts of the state 
are attempting to meet the needs of incarcerated offenders. Drug 
rehabilitation programs were operating in 21 agencies. Alcohol 
rehabilitation units were operating in 20 agencies. In 28 of the agencies 
who responded to th~ survey, specialized programs are enhanced by 
classification orocedures which evaluate offenders and place them 
in the approp·riate programs. . 

In 1977, $18,157,799 were spent on local corrections in Louisiana. 
While general descriptive information is available, certain types of 
information are not. The missing information include: 

(1) Local alternatives to incarceration; 
(.2) Rehabilitation/Recidivism information; and, 
(3) Complete population information needed for future planning. 

Until disposition information at the local level becomes available, determining 
local corrections I effectiveness will be impossible. 
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17-35 YEAR OLDS ACCOUNTED FOR 78.3% OF THE 
INMATES HELD IN LOCAL CORRECTIONS FACILJTIES 
DURING 1977 

17 and 
nder 0.6% 

17-35 
Years 
78.3% 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement/Criminal 
Justice Information System, Survey of Local Prisons, 
1977 (DRAFT) • 
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BLACK MALES ACCOUNTED FOR 60.0% OF THE 
INMATES HELD IN LOCAL CORRECTIONS FACILITIES 
DURING 1977 

White Males 
36.8% 

Black Males 
60.0% 

Source: Louisiana. Commission on Law Enforcement/Criminal 
Justice Information System, Survey of Local Prisons, 
1977 (DRAFT). 
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TO WHAT EXTENT ARE LOCAL PRISONS IN LOUISIANA 
OPERATING OVER THEIR DESIGNED CAPACITIES? 

PERCENTAGE OVER CAPACITY 

Acadia 22.0% 
Avoyelles 96.0% 
E. Carroll 8.6% 
Jefferson 23.0% 
Lafayette 92.9% 
Livingston 89.3% 
Orleans 27.3% 

St:. Landry 
St. Tammany 
Tangipahoa 
Vernon 
Wa.l?hington 
w. Carroll 
Rapides 

15.5% 
"9.4% 
14.0% 

8.8% 
27.8% 
13.6% 

3.9% 

(Over 
Capacity) 

l~~~~~~] (Closed) 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement 
and Criminal Justice Information System. 
Local Prison Survey, 1977. 
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Vocational 
Release 

Educational 
Release 

Psychological 
Counseling 

Recreation 

Psychiatric 
Counseling 

Work 
Release 

TO WHAT EXTENT ARE LOUISIANA'S LOCAL 
PRISONS PROVIDING TREATMENT AND REHABILITATION 
PROGRAMS TO INMATES IN 1977? 

8.7% 
. . . . . . . . 

""":-,,,-,, '-;::-:::-.::"':;:-, " .... :: ... ::: ... ::: ... " =-'!"II 21. 7 % 
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I 

20 
I 

30 50 
, I I I 

60 70 80 90 100 

Percent of 
Agencies with 
Program 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement/Criminal Justice Information 
System/Survey of Local Prisons, 1977 (DRAFT). 
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REHABILITATING THE YOUTHFUL OFFENDER 

Juvenile corrections acts to rehabilitate the youth who commits 
any offEnse other than a status offense. Status offenses refers to an 
act which would not be an offense if committed by an adult. The 
Louisiana Department of Corrections has the responsibility for juvenile 
corrections. Within the Department of Corrections, the Office of Juvenile 
Services performs the following functions: 

(1) Provides custody, evaluation, placement, and rehabilitation 
services; 

(2) Establishing and maintaming juvenile offenders' records; 

(3) Pro.viding medical, educational psychological, psychiatric, 
and social histor.ies of juvenile offenders; 

(4) Providing shelter and food services; 

(5) Providing special treatment to juvenile offenders relative 
psychological, psychiatric and medical needs in response 
to behavioral problems; and 

(6) Providing a learning environment to clarify and foster 
understanding and role differentials between parents and 
juvenile offenders. 

The most significant change to have occurred in Juvenile 
Corrections was the legislative decision to remove status offenders from 
the jurisdiction of the Department of Corrections effective July ~ 1977. 
This decision separates status offenders from juveniles adjudicated for 
criminal acts, as the adult correctional system separates the first offender 
from the mulitple offender. 

The following information outlines the operations of the Office 
of Juvenile Services within the Department of Corrections. (Since many 
offenders never come in contact with the r;partment of Corrections, the 
information provided describes only a portion of the juvenile justice 
system. Services such as probation, community-based treatment facilities, 
and other alternatives are provided by the Office of Youth Services, city 
and district courts, and local private and government organizations and 
fall outside the scope of this report.) 
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JUVENILE CORRECTIONS ADMISSIONS HAVE BEEN DECREASING 
SINCE 1974 - 75 

1500 

1200 

900 

600 

300 

-

, 

-
-

; 

l-

I-
, 

I-

--- i....- L....- L..--

70-71 71-72 72-73 73-74 74-75 75-76 76-77 

Between 1975-76 and 1976-77, admissions decreased 
11%. 

Source: Louisiana Depar'l:ment of Corrections 
Annual Report, 1975-76; 1976-77. 
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FOR WHAT CRIMES ARE JUVENILES MOST FREQUENTLY 
ADMITTED TO THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS? 

1000_ 

900_ 
878 

11173.7% 
800_ • • 

I 
iat 738 

700_ • 168 . 6% .. .. 
I I • ... 600_ I I .. • I I 

500_ • • I I • • 
400_ I I II • I I WI • 
300_ I I • WI 

257 I I 21.6% I .. 
212 • 200_ 

I I 19.7% I I • • I I I I 126 100_ I .. I • =11.7% I 56. I • 
I I -.. .. .4. '7 % • -I I -I -.. 

I .. • .. .. =: - -
1975-76 1976-77 

Violent Crimes 

Non-violent crimes 

other/Unknown 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections 
Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-76; 
1976-77. 
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THE RISING AVERAGE DAILY COST PER STUDENT IN 
THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS JUVENILE INSTITUTIONS) 

FISCAL YEARS' 1969-70 - 1977-78 

$5.00 $10.00 $15 .. 00 $20.00 $25.00 $30.00 
r----...I. • , l , , 

1969-70 .-____ n_ $9.34 

1970-71 • _____ $9.70 

1971-72 _ .. _______ $14.06 

~ 1972-73 _---------$15.46 
~ 
:>I 
~ 1973-74 ... 
C) 

$17.01 

U) 

H 
Ii; 1974-75 _-------------$21.74 

1 
1975-76 ................................ 11$26.01 

1976-77 ............................ ~ ...... 11"$28.51 

2 
1977-78 ___________ ••• _\1YIIIIZ.,.W ¥Il

n 
•• $31.2 

1Federa1 funds were received prior to 1975-76 but were 
not included in computations. 

2Estimated 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections 
Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-76; 
1976-77. 
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THE RISING COSTS OF JUVENILE INSTITUTIONS) 
1969 - 70) 1977 - 78 

DOLLARS IN MILLIONS 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
I I 1 I 

9 
T 

1969-·70 ~ ______ 3 264 546 
pill , , 

1970-71 • ___ 111111 __ 11111 4 ,241 ,458 

1971-72 
_---------- 4,875,345 

1972-73 ............... 5,395,134 

1973-74 

1974-75 •• __ 111 ________ ._ 7,262,960 

1975-76 
• __ l1lil1li ____________ 8,019,332 

1976-77~"""""""""""""""""1I8,106,160 
2 

*1977-78 ...................................... .. 
8,876,549 

1Federa1 Funds were received prior to 1975-76 but 
were not included in computations. 

2Estimated 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections 
Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-76; 
1976-77. 
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LOUISIANA'S CRIME LABORATORIES 

Crime laboratories augment the criminal justice system's response 
to crime by providing technic~l service to all of its components. 
Louisiana's crime labs are located in every part of the state, serving 
those jurisdictions in closest proximity. In effect, the laboratories 
operate on a regional basis. 

The information provided summarizes and describes manpower 
and monetary resources and workloads of the crime laboratories. 
No attempt to analyze the information has been made becausie of the 
diversity of operations among the laboratories. In addition, the 
records-l{eeping methods of each laboratory vary according to use 
within the agency: 

Before the information in the following tables can be used, 
certain items must be noted. Workload information cannot be con­
sidered accurate because the figures provided are estimates based 
on caseload. The laboratories reported that a single case may include 
several different analyses and records are not tlsually maintained on 
each separate analysis. 

The information is summary in nature and should not be con­
sidered a complete description of the crime laboratories in. Louisiana. 
Further research must be completed before the total picture of the 
facilities and their operation can be obtained. 
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RESOURCE SUMMARY OF CRIME 

LABORATORIES AS OF DECEfolBER 3L 1977 

MANAGERS/PROFESSIONALS TECHNICIANS CLERICAL/STAFF NUMBER NUMBER TERMINATED 
HIRED 

CRI!>'.E FULL PART FULL PART FULL PART IN VOLUNTARY 
LAB TIME TIME TIME TIME TIME TIME 1977 

ACADIANA 
CRIMINALISTICS 
LABORATORY 4 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

CALCASIEU 
CRIME 
LABORATORY 6 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 

JEFFERSON 
CRIME 
LABORATORY 6 0 17 0 2 0 1 0 

LOUISIANA 
STATE POLICE 
CRIME LABORATORY 20 0 4 0 6 0 0 0 

NEW ORLEANS 
CRIME LABORATORY 12 0 16 0 2 0 0 2 

NORTHWEST CRIME 
LABORATORY & 
SATELLITES 2 103 0 0 0 1 2 3 2 

IN/R Agency did not respond to questi~n. 

2The Northwest Crime Lab is located in Shreveport with ~atellites in Monroe and Alexandria. 

31 Director, 9 Criminalists 

IN-
VOLUNTARY 

\ 0 

.~ 

\, 
0 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL 

EXPENDITURES 

$140,000 

$234,277 

$338,945 

N/Rl 

$431,700 

$296,000 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, and Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement Crime Lab Survey. 



TYPES OF ANALYSES PROVIDED BY 
LOUISIANA'S CRIME LABORATORIES) 

CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

BLOOD FORENSIC TOOLMARKS/ 
ALCOHOL ANALYSIS DRUG ANALYSIS TOXICOLOGY SEROLOGY FIREAIDi EXlI.MINATION 

CRIME LAB Yes/No Number Yes/No Numbe!r Yes/No Number Yes/No Number Yes/No Number 

ACADIANA 
CRIMINALISTICS 
LABORATORY Yes 188 Yes 913 No Yes 89 Yes 107 

CALCASIEU 
CRIME LAB y~:; 1196 Yes 179 Yes 134 

JEFFERSON 
PARISH SHERIFF 
CRIME LAB Yes 54 Yes 1605 No Yes 313 Yes 389 

LOUISIANA 
STATE POLICE 

H 
CRIME LAB Yes 1203 Yes 2972 Yes 81 Yes 0 Yes 0 

H 
I NEW ORLE~S !Xl 

1.0 CRIME LAB 

NORTHWEST 
CRIME LAB & 
SATELLITES Yes 1660 Yes 660 Yes 200 Yes 600 Yes 800 

lprovided separately. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice System Division and Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement Crime Lab Survey. 



TYPES OF ANALYSES PROVIDED BY 
LOUISIANA'S CRUlE LABORATORIES, 

CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

TRACE EVIDENCE HIGHWAY COLLISION HANDWRITING DOCUMENT FINGERPRINT PSYCHIATRY 
EXAMINATION ANALYSIS ANALYSIS EXAMINATION EXAMINATION 

CRIME LAB Yes/No Number Yes/No Number Yes/No Number Yes/No Number Yes/No Number Yes/No Number 

ACADIANA 
CRIMINALISTICS, 
LABORATORY Yes 184 No No Yes 2 No No 

CALCASIEU 
CRIME LAB Yes 4<. Yes 704 

JEFFERSON 
PARISH SHERIFF 
CRIME LAB Yes 138 No No No Yes 59il. No 

LOUISIANA 
STA'.CE POLICE 
CR:ME LAB Yes 0 Yes 62 Yes 61 Yes 126 Yes 124 

H NEW ORLEANS H 
I CRIME LABl 

U> 
0 

NORTHWEST 
CRIME LAB & 
SATELLITES Yes. 2 Yes SO Yes 200 'Yes 100 

lprovided separately. 

2Trace evidence examinations are reflected under other categories of analysis. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System and Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement Crime Lab Survey. 



PATHOLOGYL 
BIOLOGY 

ODONTOLOGY 

TYPES OF ANALYSES PROVIDED BY 
LOUISIANA'S CRIME LABORATORIES, 

CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

PHYSICAL 
ANTHROPOLOGY 

JURISPRUDENCE 

CRIME LAB Yes/No Number Yes/No Number' Yes/No Number Yes/No Number 

ACADIANA 
CRIMINALISTICS 
LABORATORY 

CALCASIEU 
CRIME LAB 

JEF:t'ERSON 
PARISH SHERIFF 
CRIME Ll\B 

::: LOUISIANA 
I STATE POLICE 
~ CRIME LAB 

NEW ORLEl'..NS 
CRIME LABl 

NORTHWEST 
CRIME LAB & 
SATELLITES 

No 

No 

lprovided separately. 

No No No 

No No No 

OTHER 

Yes/No Number 

No 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

208 

Training 
100 

Students 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division and Louisiana Commission on l,aw Enforcement Crime Lab Survey. 
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LOUISIAr~A STATE POLICE CRIME LAB BREAKDO¥lN 
OF CASES BY OFFENSE 

Homicide 94 
Sex 118 
Property 36 
Persons 60 
Explosives 8 
Arson 68 
Other 346 

TOTAL 730 

ACADIANA CRIMINALISTICS LABORATORY BREAKDOWN 
OF CASES BY OFFENSE 

Homicide 
Sexual Assault 
Robbery 
Assault 
Arson 
Burglary 
Damaged Property 
Dangerous Drugs 
Marijuana 
Weapon Offenses 
Hit and Run 
DWI 
Other 

TOTAL 

72 
53 
10 
20 
20 
39 
23 

188 
829 

14 
72 

188 
7 

1,535 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System and Louisiana Commission on Law Enfotcement 
Crime Lab Survey 
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CRIMINALISTICS 

Homicide 
Rape 
Battery 
Burglary 
Hit & Run 
Narcotics 
Blood Alcohol 
Miscellaneous 

Total Cases 

Weapons Processed 
Ballistics Comparisons 
Crime Scene 

Investigations 
Imponnded Vehicle 

Examinations 

NEW ORLEANS POLICE DEPARTMENT CRINE 
LABORATORY HORKLOAD, CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

85 
191 

57 
82 
29 

1,672 
174 
105 

2,375 

2,690 
473 

52 

46 

LATENT PRINT SECTION 

Single Fingerprints - Classified & Field 
Identifications Made - Latent Prints 
Searches Made for Latent Prints 
Photos Made - Safe Jobs, etc. 
Bodies Printed in the Morgue 

Total Job Assignments 

PHOTO LAB 

Negatives Processed 
Prisoner Negatives pr0cessed 
Photos Made, Misc. 
Prisoner Photos Processed 
Microfilm 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, 
Crime Lab Survey 1977 

5,650 
170 

2,309 
2,426 

143 

9,134 

49,816 
15,309 
46,816 

22,,886 
717 
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MANAGEMENT TECHNIQUES USED BY 
LOUISIANA CRIME LABORATORIES) 1977 

CRIME LAB STATE POLICE 
CRIME LAB 

ATTORNEY PATHOLOGIST PSYCHIATRIST OTHER 

H 
H 
I 

\.0 
~ 

ACADIANA 
CRIME LAB 

CALCASIEU 
CRIME LAB 

JEFFERSON 
PARISH 
CRIME LAB 

LOUISIANA 
STATE POL!CE 

NEW ORLEANS 
CRIME LAB 

NORTHWEST 
CRIME LAB & 
SATELLITES 

x x x 

x 

x x x 

x 

x 

lCharity Hospital Department of Pathology, United States Customs Laboratory, United States 
Department of Agriculture Laboratory, University of New Orleans, Chemistry Department. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System, LO',:tisiana Commission on Law 
Enforcement Crime Lab Survey, 1977 

x 

x 

Xl 
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Louisiana 

Acadia 
Allen 
Ascension 
Assumption 
Avoye11es 
Beauregard 
Bienville 
Bossier 
Caddo 
Ca1casieu 
Caldwell 
Cameron 
Catahoula 
Claiborne 
Concordia 
DeSoto 
East Baton Rouge 
East Carroll 
East Fe1iciana 
Evangeline 
Franklin 
Grant 
Iberia 
Iberville 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Jefferson Davis 
Lafayette' 
Lafourche 
LaSalle 
Lincoln 
Livingston 
Madison 
Morehouse 
Natchitoches 
Orleans 
Ouachita 
Plaquemines 
Pointe Coupee 

TOTAL % mr 

TABLE 1 
LOUISIANA'S INDEX OFFENSES REPORTED 

BY PARISHJ 1977 

INDEX STATE. MOTOR 
OFFENSES INDEX CnnlINAL FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED TOTAL LARCENY VEHICLE TOTAL 
~_EP_OB:r_E_D 2f!_ENS_E_S !t<:?M_I_C_JD~ __ RA_P_E __ RO_B_B_E_~ ASSAULT YIOLENT ~URGL~RY . THE.!'''-':L ._':£!iEFT PROPERTY 

173,817 100.0* 

1,067 
3B4 

1,211 
209 
453 
565 
202 

3.,941 
13,151 

7,043 
222 
203 
250 
24:? 
798 
274 

28,739 
343 
205 
262 

92 
249 

1,240 
910 
324 

24,151 
515 

6,325 
1,675 

89 
1,142 
1,047 

521 
1,018 

579 
39,897 
6,118 

750 
83 

0.6 
0.2 
0.7 
0.1 
0.3 
0.3 
0.1 
2.3 
7.6 
4.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.5 
0.2 

16.5 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.7 
0.5 
0.2 

13.9 
0.3 
3.6 
1.0 
0.1 
0.7 
0.6 
0.3 
0.6 
0.3 

23.0 
3.5 
0.4 
** 

600 

5 
2 
3 
2 
4 
3 
5 
4 

50 
22 

4 
o 
2 
5 
1 
8 

46 
4 
2 
3 
o 
3 
7 
1 
7 

39 
2 

10 
13 
1 
3 
4 
8 
3 
5 

173 
10 

1 
2 

1,203 

5 
1 
B 
o 
5 
3 
6 

29 
64 
34 
o 
o 
B 
1 
8 
5 

200 
1 
4 

10 
1 
o 
6 
9 
1 

130 
6 

36 
2 
1 
6 
o 

12 
5 
4 

360 
43 
o 
2 

5,582 

9 
2 

12 
2 
3 
6 

15 
43 

225 
141 

1 
o 
1 

15 
18 

6 
500 

2 
3 
7 
o 
1 

10 
2 
3 

G37 
1 

63 
13 
o 

13 
4 
4 
7 

16 
3,279 

50 
11 

2 

12,917 

79 
5 

137 
22 
BO 
66 
23 

294 
691 
585 
12 
71 
44 
21 
75 
28 

1;986 
56 
60 
59 
18 
31 
31 
74 
40 

1,417 
12 

916 
135 
11 
91 

109 
94 
60 
66 

2,135 
530 

50 
19 

20,302 

98 
10 

160 
26 
92 
78 
49 

370 
1,030 

782 
17 
71 
55 
42 

102 
47 

2,732 
63 
69 
79 
19 
35 
54 
86 
51 

2,223 
21 

1,025 
163 
13 

113 
117 
118 

75 
91 

5,947 
633 

62 
25 

44,967 

341 
74 

407 
69 

151 
165 

5!:i 
1,035 
3,437 
2,148 

68 
17 
52 
83 

234 
77 

7,641 
107 

59 
38 
26 
71 

423 
264 
103 

6,736 
15B 

2,192 
316 

41 
278 
257 
110 
235 
185 

8,692 
1,098 

158 
39 

95,394 13,154 

595 
280 
583 
105 
202 
289 

98 
2,327 
8,054 
3,772 

136 
112 
140 
107 
428 
143 

16,708 
172 

66 
140 

45 
141 
711 
548 
160 

12,944 
32.l 

2,675 
1,119 

33 
722 
657 
270 
669 
294 

19,754 
4,092 

477 
17 

33 
20 
61 

9 
8 

33 
o 

209 
630 
341 

1 
3 
3 

10 
34 

7 
1,658 

1 
11 

5 
2 
2 

52 
12 
10 

2,248 
15 

433 
77 

2 
29 
16 
23 
39 

9 
5,504 

295 
53 

2 

153,515 

969 
3H 

1,051 
183 
361 
487 
153 

3,571 
12,121 

6,261 
'205 
132 
195 
200 
696 
227 

26,007 
280 
136 
183 

73 
214 

1,186 
824 
273 

21,928 
494 

5,300 
1,512 

76 
1,029 

930 
403 
943 
488 

:;3,950 
5,485 

688 
58 
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TABLE 1 (CONPD) 

TOTAL % OF 
INDBX STATE 

OFFENSES INDEX CRIMINAL 
REPORTED OFFENSES HOMICIDE 

Rapides 5,410 3.1 17 
Red River 8 ** 0 
Richland 329 0.2 4 
Sabine 336 0.2 3 
St. Bernard 1,431 0.8 4 
St. Charles 983 0.6 5 
St. Helena 69 ** 3 
St. James 212 0.1 0 
St. John 375 0.2 2 
St. Landry 1,337 0.8 4 
St. Martin 250 0.1 1 
St. Mary 2,234 1.3 9 
St. Tammany 3,567 2.1 
Tangipahoa 2;415 1.4 ~> 
Tensas 169 0.1 2 
Terrebonne 2,362 1.4 7 
Union 540 0.3 3 
Vermilion 660 0.4 3 
Vernon 1,199 0.7 5 
Washington 1,382 0.8 5 
Webster 854 0.5 9 
West Baton Rouge 512 0.3 6 
West Carroll 127 0.1 1 
West Feliciana 182 0.1 1 
Winn 385 0.2 Ii 

*Percent may not equal 100% due to rounding 

**N~er below 0.1 

FORCIBLE 
RAPE ROBBERY 

36 104 
0 0 
2 2 
1 0 
2 32 
8 17 
8 0 
3 2 
2 9 

16 12 
4 1 

10 29 
21 40 
20 32 

2 0 
4 49 
1 11 
4 12 

10 48 
9 22 

10 8 
4 17 
1 0 
2 4 
7 4 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 

~10TOR 
AGGRAVATED TOTAL LARCENY VEHICLE TOTAL 

ASSAULT VIOLENT BURGLARY THEFT THEFT PROPERTY 

361 518 1,154 3,501 237 4,892 
2 2 3 2 1 6 

61 69 65 183 12 260 
23 27 96 200 13 309 

110 148 382 763 138 1,283 
166 196 232 4.86 69 787 
. .'26 37 14 14 4 32 
56 61 60 82 9 151 
61 74 93 178 30 301 

181 213 286 803 35 1,124 
53 59 72 107 12 191 

221 269 717 1,078 170 1,965 
281 348 1,082 1,971 166 3,219 
180 261 538 1,535 81 2,154 

15 19 47 102 1 150 
116 176 1,017 1:056 113 2,186 

96 111 152 262 15 429 
43 62 216 366 16 598 

220 283 291 613 12 916 
127 163 327 844 48 1,219 

72 99 211 524 20 755 
78 105 110 273 24 407 
24 26 17 82 2 101 
17 24 66 83 9 158 
94 109 79 180 17 276 

\ .! 



TABLE 2 
LOUISIANA'S INDEX OFFENSES PER 

100,000 POPULATION BY PARISH, 1977 
MOTOR 

TOTAL CRIME CRIMINAL FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED TOTAL LARCENY VEHICLE TOTAL 
INDEX RATE HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT VIOLENT BURGLARY THEFT THEFT PROPERTY 

Louisiana 4,432.5 15.3 30.6 142.3 329.4 517.7 1,146.7 2,432.6 335.4 3,914.8 

Acadia 1,967.5 9.2 9.2 16.5 145.6 180.7 628.7 1,097.1 60.8 1,786.8 
Allen 1,839.8 9.5 4.7 9.5 23.9 47.9 354.5 1,341. 5 95.8 1,791.9 
Ascension 2,821.0 6.9 18.6 27.9 319.1 372.7 948.1 1,358.1 142.1 2,448.3 
Assumption 1,020.8 9.7 0.0 9.7 107.4 126.9 337.0 512.8 43.9 893.8 
Avoye11es 1,171.5 10.3 12.9 7.7 206.8 237.9 390.5 522.3 20.6 933.5 
Beauregard 2,074.0 11. 0 11.0 22.0 242.2 286.3 605.7 1,060.9 121.1 1,787.7 
Bienville 1,196.2 29.6 35.5 88.8 136.2 290.1 325.7 580.3 0.0 906.0 
Bossier 5,433.3 5.5 39.9 59.2 405.3 510.1 1,426.9 3,208.1 288.1 4,923.2 
Caddo 5,409.7 20.5 26.3 92.5 284.2 423.6 1,413.8 3,313.0 259.1 4,986.0 
Ca1casieu 4,520.6 14.1 21. 8 90.5 375.4 501. 9 1,378.7 2,421.1 218.8 4,018.7 
Caldwell 2,179.2 39.2 0.0 9.8 117.7 166.8 667.5 1,335.0 9.8 2,012.3 
Cameron 2,158.8 0.0 0.0 0:0 755.0 755.0 180.7 1,191.1 31.9 1,403.8 
Catahou1a 2,152.9 17.2 68.8 8.6 378.9 473.6 447.8 1,205.6 25.8 1,679.2 
Claiborne 1,503.3 31. 0 6.2 93.1 130.4 260.9 515.6 664.7 62.1 1,242.4 
Concordia 3,618.2 4.5 36.2 81. 6 340.0 462.4 1,060.9 1,940.6 154.1 3,155.7 

H DeSoto 1,158.3 33.8 21.1 25.3 118.3 198.6 325.5 604.5 29.5 959.6 H East Baton Rouge 8,807.1 14.0 61.2 153.2 608.6 837.2 2,341.6 5,120.2 508.0 7,969.9 H 
l East Carroll 2,902.5 33.8 8.4 16.9 473.8 533.·1 905.4 1,455.5 8.4 2,369.4 ~ 

East Feliciana 1,283.8 12.5 25.0 18.7 375.7 432.1 369.5 413.3 68.8 851. 7 
Evangeline 796.3 9.1 30.3 21.2 179.3 240.1 115.5 425.5 15.1 556.2 
Franklin 390.5 0.0 4.2 0.0 76.4 80.6 110.3 191.0 8.4 309.8 
Grant 1,675.1 20.1 0.0 6.7 208.5 235.4 477.6 948.6 13.4 1,439.7 
Iberia 1,948.7 11.0 9.4 15.7 48.7 84.8 664.7 1,117.4 81.7 1,863.9 
Iberville 2,962.4 3.2 29.2 6.5 240.9 279.9 859.4 1,783.9 39.0 2,682.4 
Jackson 1,954.0 42.2 6.0 18.0 241. 2 307.5 621.1 964.9 60.3 1,646.4 
Jefferson 5,686.8 9.1 30.6 149.9 333.6 523.4 1,586.1 3,047.9 529.3 5,163.4 
Jefferson Davis 1,645.7 6.3 19.1 3.1 38.3 67.1 504.9 1,025.7 47.9 1,578.6 
Lafayette 4,775.2 7.5 27.1 47.5 691. 5 773.8 1,654.9 2,019.5 326.9 4,001.3 
Lafourche 2,210.6 17.1 2.6 17.1 178.1 215.1 417.0 1,476.8 101.6 1,995.5 
LaSalle 598.4 6.7 6.7 0.0 73.9 87.4 275.7 221.9 13.4 511.0 
Lincoln 3,082.6 8.0 16.1 35.0 245.6 305.0 750.4 1,948.9 78.2 2,777.6 
Livingston 2,181. 2 8.3 0.0 8.3 227.0 243.7 535.4 1,368.7 33.3 1,937.4 
Madison 3,610.0 55.4 83.1 27.7 651. 3 817.6 762.1 1,870.a 159.3 2,792.4 
Morehouse 3,084.9 9.0 15.1 21.2 181. 8 227.2 712.1 2,027.3 118.1 2,857.6 
Natchitoches 1,581.0 13.6 10.9 43.6 180.2 248.4 505.1 802.7 24.5 1,3::)2.5 
Orleans 7,109.3 30.8 64.1 584.3 380.4 1,059.7 1,548.8 3,520.0 980.7 6,049.6 
Ouachita 4,727.0 7.7 33.2 38.6 409.5 489.0 848.3 3,161.6 227.9 4,237.9 
Plaquemines 2,808.0 3.7 0.0 41.1 187.2 232.1 591.5 1,785.9 198.4 2,575.9 
Pointe Coupee 381. 0 9.1 9.1 9.1 87.2 114.7 179.0 78.0 9.1 266.2 
~apides 4,333.3 13.6 28.8 83.3 289.1 414.9 924.3 2,804.2. 189.8 3,918.4 



H 
H 
H 
I 
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TABLE 2 (CONT/D) 

TOTAL CRIME CRIMINAL FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED 
INDEX RATE HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT 

Red River 83.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.9 
Richland 1,510.6 18.3 9.1 9.1 280.0 
Sabine 1,682.9 15.0 5.0 0.0 115.2 
St. Bernard 2,360.2 6.5 3.2 52.7 181.4 
St. Charles 2,873.6 14.6 23.3 49.6 485.2 
St. Helena 691. 4 30.0 80.1 0.0 260.5 
St. James 1,090.0 0.0 15.4 10.2 287.9 
st;. John 1,410.5 7 " 7.5 33.8 ... 229.4 .:J 
St. Landry 1,609.9 4.8 19.2 14.4 217.9 
St. I>lartin 705.8 2.8 11.2 2.8 149.6 
St. Mary 3,633.0 14.6 16.2 47.1 359.4 
St. Tanunany 4,118.3 6.9 24.2 46.1 324.4 
Tangipahoa 3,265.8 39.2 27.0 43.2 243.4 
Tens3.s 2,019.1 23.8 23.8 0.0 179.2 
Terrebonne 2,698.8 7.9 4.5- 55.9 132.5 
Union 2,701.8 15.0 5.0 55.0 480.3 
Vermilion 1,423.0 6.4 8.6 25.8 92.7 
Vernon 2,909.9 12.1 24.2 116.4 533.9 
Washington 3,246.9 11. 7 21.1 51.6 298.3 
Webster 2,091.6 22.0 24.4 19.5 176.3 
West Batol). Rouge 2,852.3 33.4 22.2 94.7 434.5 
West Carroll 959.2 7.5 7.5 0.0 181. 2 
West Felic:i.ana 1,809.1 9.9 19.8 39.7 168.9 
Winn 2,321. 7 24.1 42.2 24.1 566.8 

Sources: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
Louie;iana 'r'ech Uni versi ty, The Louisiana Economy 

MOorOR 
TOTAL LARCENY VEHICLE TOTAL 

VIOLENT BURGLARY THEFT THEFor PROPERTY 

20.9 31.4 20.9 10.4 62.9 
316.8 298.4 840.2 55.0 1,193.8 
135.2 480.8 1,001.7 65.1 1,547.7 
244.1 630.0 1,258.4 227.6 2,116.1 
572.9 678.2 1,420.7 201.7 2,300.6 
370.7 140.2 140.2 40.0 320.6 
313.6 308.4 421. 6 46.2 776.3 
278.3 349.8 669.5 112.8 1,132.1 
256.4 344.3 966.9 42.1 1,353.4 
166.5 203.2 302.1 33.8 539.3 
437.4 1,166.0 1,753.1 276.4 3,195,5 
401. 7 1,249.2 2,275.6 191.6 3,716.5 
352.9 727.5 2,075.7 109.5 2,912.8 
227.0 561.5 1,213.6 11.9 1,792.1 
201. 0 1,162.0 1,206.5 129.1 2,497.7 
555.3 760.5 1,310.9 75.0 2,146.5 
133.6 465.7 789.1 34.4 1,289.3 
686.8 706.2 1,487.7 29.1 2,223.0 
382.9 768.2 1~982.9 112.7 2,863.9 
242.4 516.7 1,283.4 48.9 1,849.1 
584.9 612.8 1,520.8 133.7 2,267.4 
196.3 128.3 619.3 15.1 762.8 
238.5 656.0 825.0 89.4 1,570.5 
657.3 476.4 1,085.5 102.5 1,664.4 



TABLE 3 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF INDEX OFFENSES 
REPORTED IN LOUISIANA. BY PARISH, 1977 

TOTAL 
INDEX 1-10TOR TOTAL 

OFFENSES CRIMINAL FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED TOTAL LARCENY- VEHICLE TOTAL INDEX 
REPORTED HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT VIOLENT 1 BURGLARY TliEFT THEFT PROPERTy1 OFFENSESI 

Louisiana 173,817 0.3 0.7 3.2 7.4 11. 7 25.9 54.9 7.6 88.3 100.0 

Acadia 1,067 0.5 0.5 0.8 7.4 9.2 32.0 55.8 3.1 90.8 100.0 
Allen 384 0.5 0.3 0.5 '" 1.3 2.6 19.3 72.9 5.2 97.4 100.0 
Ascension 1,211 0.2 0.7 1.0 11.3 13.2 33.6 48.1 5.0 86.8 100. O· 
Assumption 209 1.0 0.0 1.0 10.5 12.4 33.0 50.2 4.3 87.6 100.0 
Avoye11es 453 0.9 1.1 0.7 17.7 20.3 33.3 44.6 1.8 79.7 100.0 
Beauregard 565 0.5 0.5 1.1 U.7 l3.8 29.2 51.2 5.8 86.2 100.0 
Bienville 202 2.5 3.0 7.4 11.4 24.3 27.2 48.5 0.0 75.7 .100.0 
Bossier 3,941 0.1 0.7 1.1 7.5 9.4 26.3 59.0 5.3 90.6 100.0 
Caddo 13,151 0.4 0.5 1.7 5.3 7.8 26.1 61.2 4.8 92.2 100.0 
Calcasieu 7,043 0.3 0.5 2.0 8.3 lLl 30.5 53.6 4.8. 88.9 100.0 
Caldwell 222 1.8 0.0 0.5 5.4 7.7 30.6 61.3 0.5 92.3 100.0 

H Cameron 203 0.0 0.0 0.0 35.0 35.0 8.4 55.2 1.5 65.0 100.0 H 
H Catahoula 250 0.8 3.2 0.4 17.6 22.0 20.8 56.0 1.2 78.0 100.0 
I Claiborne 242 2.1 0.4 .6.2 8.7 17.4 34.3 44.2 4.1 82.6 100.0 '" Concordia 798 0.1 1.0 2.3 9.4 12.8 29.3 53.6 4.3 87.2 100.0 

DeSoto 274 2.9 1.8 2.2 10.2 17.2 28.1 52.2 2.6 82.8 100.0 
EBR 28,739 0.2 0.7 1.7 6.9 9.5 26.6 58.1 5.8 90.5 100.0 
East Carroll 343 1.2 0.3 0.6 16.3 18.4 31.2 50.1 0.3 81. 6 100.0 
East Fe1iciana 205 1.0 2.0 1.5 29.3 33.7 28.8 32.2 5.4 66.3 100.0 
Evangeline 262 1.1 3.8 2.7 22.5 30.2 14.5 53.4 1.9 6,9.8 100.0 
Franklin 9.2 0.0 1.1 0.0 19.6 20.7 28.3 48.9 2.2 79.3 100.0 
Grant 249 1.2 0.0 0.4 12.4 14.1 28.5 56.6 0.8 85.9 100.0 
Iberia 1,240 0.6 0.5 0.8 2.5 4.4 34.1 57.3 4.2 95.6 100.0 
Iberville 910 0.1 1.0 0.2 8.1 9.5 29.0 60.2 1.3 90.5 100.0 
Jackson 324 2.2 0.3 0.9 12.3 15.7 31. 8 49.4 3.1 84.3 100.0 
Jefferson 2 11,151 0.2 0.5 2.6 5.9 9.2 27.9 53.6 9.3 90.8 100.0 
Jeff. Davis 515 0.4 1.2 0.2 2.3 4.1 30.7 62'.3 2.9 95.9 100.0 
Lafayette 6,325 0.2 0.6 1.0 14.5 16.2 34.7 42.3 6.8 83.8 100.0 
Lafourche 1,675 0.8 0.1 0.8 8.1 9.7 18.9 66.8 4.6 90.3 100.0 
LaSalle 89 1.1 1.1 0.0 12.4 14.6 46.1 37.1 2.2 85.4 100.0 
Lincoln 1,142 0.3 0.5 1.1 8.0 9.9 24.3 63.2 2.5 90.1 100.0 
Livingston 1,047 0.4 0.0 0.4 10.4 11.2 24.5 62.8 1.5 88.8 100.0 
Madison 521 1.5 2.3 0.8 18.0 22.6 21.1 51.8 4.4 77.4 100.0 
Morehouse 1,018 0.3 0.5 0.7 5.9 7.4 23.1 65.7 3.8 92.6 100.0 
Natchitoches 579 0.9 0.7 2.8 11.4 15.7 32.0 50.8 1.6 84.3 100.0 
Orleans 39,897 0.4 0.9 8.2 5.4 14.9 21.8 49.5 13.8 85.1 100.0 
Ouachita 6,118 0.2 0.7 0.8 8.7 10.3 17.9 66.9 4.8 89.7 100.0 



TOTAL 
INDEX MOTOR TOTAL OFFENSES CRIMINAL FORCIBLE AGGRAVl'.TED TOTAL LARCENY- VEHICLE TOTAL INDEX REPORTED HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT VIOLENT 1 BURGLARY ~nEF'l' THEFT PROPERTy1 OFFENSES1 

Plaquemines 750 0.1 0.0 1.5 6.7 8.3 21.1 63.6 7.1 91.7 100.0 
pointe Coupee 83 2.4 2.4 2.4 22.9 30.1 47.0 20,5 2.4 69.9 100.0 
Rapides 5,410 0.3 0.7 1.9 6.7 9.6 21.3 64.7 4.4 90.4 100.0 
Red River 8 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 25.0 37.5 25.0 12.5 75.0 100.0 
Richland 329 1.2 0.6 0.6 18.5 21. 0 19.8 55.6 3.6 79.0 100.0 
Sabine 336 0.9 0.3 0.0 6.8 8.0 28.6 59.5 3.9 92.0 100.0 
st. Bernard 1,431 0.3 0.1 2.2 7.7 10.3 26.7 53.3 9.6 89.7 100.0 
st. Charles 983 0.5 0.8 1.7 16.9 19.9 23.6 49.4 7.0 80.1 100.0 
st. Helena 69 4.3 11.6 0.0 37,,7 53.6 20.3 20.3 5.8 46.4 100.0 
st. James 212 0.0 1.4 0.9 26.4 28.8 28.3 38.7 4.2 71.2 100.0 
St. John 375 0.5 0.5 2.4 16.3 19.7 24.8 47.5 8.0 80.3 100.0 H st. Landry 1,337 0.3 1.2 0.9 13.5 15.9 21.4 60.1 2.6 84.1 100.0 H 

H st. Martin ,!50 0.4 1.6 0·.4 21.2 23.6 28.8 42.8 4.8 76.4 100.0 I 
--J st. Mary 2,234 0.4 0.4 1.3 9.9 12.0 32.1 48.3 7.6 88.0 100.0 

st. Tammany 3,.567 0.2 0.6 1.1 7.9 9.8 30.3 55.3 4.7 90.2 1.00.0 
Tangipahoa 2,415 1.2 0.8 1.3 7.5 10.8 22.3 63.6 3.4 89.2 100.0 
Tensas 169 1.2 1.2 0.0 8.9 11.2 27.8 60.4 0.6 88.8 100.0 
Terrebonne iZ,362 0.3 0.2 2.1 4.9 7.5 43.1 44.7 4.8 92.5 100.0 
Union 540 0.6 0.2 2.0 17.8 20.6 28.1 49.4 2.8 79.4 100.0 
Vermilion 660 0.5 0.6 1.8 6.5 9.4 32.7 55.5 2.4 90.6 100.0 
Vernon 1,199 0.4 0.8 4.0 18.3 23.6 24.3 51.1 LO 76.4 100.0 
Washington 1,382 0.4 0.7 1.6 9.2 11. 8 23.7 61.1 3.5 88.2 100.0 
Webster 854 1.1 1.2 0.9 8.4 11.6 24.7 61.4 2.3 88.4 100.0 
WBR 512' 1.2 0.8 3.3 15.2 20.5 21.5 53.3 4.7 79.5 100.0 
West Carroll 127 0.8 0.8 0.0 IB.9 20.5 13.4 64.6 1.6 79.5 100.0 
West. Feliciana 182 0.5 1.1 2.2 9.3 13.2 36.3 45.6 4.9 B6.8 100.0 
Winn 3B5 1.0 loB 1.0 24.4 28.3 20.5 46.B 4.4 71.7 100.0 

1 
Percentages may not equal Total Violent, Total property, or Total Index Offenses 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 



pOEu1ation 
1976 

Louisiana 3,840,973 

Acadia 53,757 
Allen 20,332 
Ascension 41,103 
Assumption 20,459 
Avoyel1es 38,116 
Beauregard 26,391 
Bienville 16,758 
Bossier 70,382 
Caddo 241,592 
Ca1casieu 153,049 
Caldwell 10,185 

H 
Cameron 8,980 

H Catahou1a 11,300 
H Claiborne 16,182 I 
(Xl Concordia 21,415 

DeSoto 23,487 
EBR 316,292 
E. Carroll 11,774 
E. Feliciana 16,569 
Evangeline 32,621 
Franklin 23,454 
Grant 14,821 
Iberia 62,522 
Ibervi11e 30,211 
Jackson 16,300 
Jefferson 407,106 
Jeff Davis 30,764 
Lafayette 127,007 
Lafourc~e 74,541 
LaSalle ]A,624 
Lincoln 36,535 
Livingston 14,770 
Madison 14,496 
Morehouse 32,653 
Natchitoches 36,354 
Orleans 562,011 
Ouachita 128,597 
Plaquemines 26,16B 

T,~BLE 4 
COMPARISON OF LOUISIANA'S POPULATION J TOTAL INDEX OFFENSES) 

AND TOTAL INDEX CRIME RATES BY PARISH J 1976-19771 

% of state Total Reported % of State 
POEu1ation POEu1ation Index Crime Index Crime 

1977 % D. 1976 1977 1976 1977 %D. 1976 1977 

3,921,334 2.09 169,595 173,817 2.5 

54,231 0.88 1.4 1.4 868 1,067 22.9 0.5 0.6 
20,871 2.65 0.5 0.5 507 384 -24.3 0.3 0.2 
42,927 4.44 1.1 1.1 898 1,211 34.9 0.5 0.7 
20,473 0.07 0.5 0.5 200 209 4.5 0.1 0.1 
38,668 1.45 1.0 1.0 620 453 -26.9 0.4 0.3 
27,241 3.22 0.7 0.7 661 565 -14.5 0.4 0.3 
16,886 0.76 0.4 0.4 291 202 -30.6 0.2 0.1 
72,533 3.06 1.8 1.8 2,774 3,941 42.1 1.6 2.3 

243,097 0.62 6.3 6.2 13,034 13,151 0.9 7.7 7.6 
155,796 1. 79 4.0 4.0 7,247 7,043 - 2.8 4.3 4.1 

10,187 0.02 0.3 0.3 177 222 25.4 0.1 0.1 
9,403 4.71 0.2 0.2 210 203 - 3.3 0.1 0.1 

11,612 2.76 0.3 0.3 186 250 34.4 0.1 0.1 
16,097 -0.53 0.4 0.4 215 242 12.6 0.1 0.1 
22,055 2.99 0,6 0.6 757 798 5.4 0.4 0.5 
23,654 0.71 0.6 0.6 272 274 0.7 0.2 0.2 

326,314 3.17 8.2 8.3 28,925 28,739 - 0.6 17.1 16.5 
11,817 0.37 0.3 0.3 315 343 8.9 0.2 0.2 
15,967 -3.63 0.4 0.4 162 205 26.5 0.1 0.1 
32,900 0.86 0.8 0.8 409 262 -35.9 0.2 0.2 
2$,559 0.45 0.6 0.6 38 92 * 0.1. 
14,864 0.29 0.4 0.4 136 249 83.1 0.1 0.1 
63,629 1.77 1.6 1.6 1,051 1,240 18.0 0.6 0.7 
30,718 1.68 0.8 0.8 975 910 - 6.7 0.6 0.5 
16,581 1.72 0.4 0.4 265 324 22.3 0.2 0.2 

424,680 4.32 10.6 10.8 25,086 24,151 - 3.7 14.8 13.9 
31,293 1.72 0.8 0.8 404 515 27.5 0.2 0.3 

132,455 4.29 3.3 3.4 5,723 6,325 10.5 3.4 3.6 
75,770 1.65 1.9 1.9 1,555 1,675 7.7 0.9 1. O. 
14,871 1.69 0.4 0.4 119 89 N/A 0.1 0.1 
37,046 1.40 1.0 0.9 1,346 1,142 -15.2 0.8 0.7 
48,001 7.22 1.2 1.2 956 1,047 9.5 0.6 0.6 
14,432 -0.44 0.4 0.4 569 521 - 8.4 0.3 0.3 
32,999 1.06 0.9 0.8 954 1,01B 6.7 0.6 0.6 
36,622 0.74 0.9 0.9 523 579 10.7 0.3 0.3 

561,lB7 -0.15 14.6 14.3 37,6B1 39,897 5.9 22.2 23.0 
129,426 0.64 3.3 3.3 4,337 6,118 41.1 2.6 3.5 
26,709 2.07 0.7 0.7 696 750 7.B 0.4 0.4 

Total Index 
Crime Rate 

1976 1977 % D. 

4,415.4 4,432.5 0.4 

1,614.6 1,967.5 21.9 
2,493.6 1,839.8 -26.2 
2,184.7 2,821.0 29.1 

977 .5 1,020.8 4.4 
1,626.6 1,171.5 -28.0 
2,504.6 2,074.0 -17.2 
1,736.4 1,196.2 -31.1 
3,941.3 5,433.3 37.9 
5,395.0 5,409.7 0.3 
4,735.0 4,520.6 - 4.5 
1,737.8 2,179.2 25.4 
2,338·.5 2,158.8 -7.7 
1,646.0 2,152.9 30.8 
1,328.6 1,503.3 13.1 
3,534.9 3,618.2 2.4 
1,158.0 1,158.3 0.0 
9,145.0 8,807.1 - 3.7 
2,675.3 2,902.5 8.5 

977.7 1,283.8 31.3 
1,253.7 796.3 -36.5 

162.0 390.5 
917.6 1,675.1 82.6 

1,681.0 1,948.7 15.9 
3,227.3 2,962.4 - 8.2 
1,625.7 1,954.0 20.2 
6,162.0 5,686.8 - 7.7 
1,313.2 1,645.7 25.3 
4,506.0 4,775.2 6.0 
2,086.1 2,210.6 £.0 

813.7 598.4 N/A 
3,684.1 3,082.6 -16.3 
2,135.3 2,181.2 2.1 
3,925.2 3,610.0 - B.O 
2,921.6 3,084.9 5.6 
1,438.6 1,581.0 9.9 
6,704.6 7,109.3 6.0 
3,372.5 4,727.0 40.2 
2,659.7 2,808.0 5.6 



TABLE 4 (CDrIT'D) 

% of State Total Reported % of state Total Index P012u1ation PO)2u1ation P012u1ation Index Crime Index Crime Crime Rate 1976 1977 % f::" 1976 1977 1976 1977 % f::" 1976 1977 1976 1977 % f::" 

Pt. 
., 

21,850 21,782 - 0.31 Coupee - 0.6 0.6 144 83 N/A 0.1 * 659.0 381.0 N/A Rapides 2 122,925 124,846 1.56 3.2 3.2 5,419 5,410 - 0.2 3.2 3.1 4,408.3 4,333.3 - 1. 7 Red River 9,137 9,526 4.26 0.2 0.2 126 8 N/A 0.1 * 1,379.0 113.9 N/A Richland 22,077 21,779 - 1. 35 0.6 0.6 308 329 6.8 0.2 0.2 1,395.1 1,!nO.6 8.3 Sabine 19,1'17 19,965 1.26 0.5 0.5 418 336 -19.6 0.2 0.2 2,119.9 1,682.9 -20.6 st. Bernard 59,254 60,628 2.32 1.5 1.5 1,457 1,431 - 1. 8 0.9 0.8 2,458.9 ~!,.360.2 - 4.0 st. Charles 32,973 34,207 3.74 0.9 0.9 1,085 983 - 9.4 0.6 0.6 3,290.5 .2,873.6 -12.7 st. Helena 9,706 9,797 0.94 0.3 0.2 94 69 -26.6 0.1 * 968.4 691.4 -28.6 st. James 19,659 19,449 - 1.07 0.5 0.5 254 212 -16.5 0.1 0.1 1,292.0 1,090.0 -15.6 st. John 25,478 26,586 4.35 0.7 0.7 424 375 -11.6 0.3 0.2 1,664.1 1,410.5 -15.2 St. Landry ... 81,362 83,047 2.07 2.1 2.1 2,040 1,337 -34.5 1.2 0.8 2,507.3 1,609.9 -35.8 St. Martin"" 34,735 35,416 1.96 0.9 0.9 610 250 N/A 0.4 0.1 1,756.1 705,,8 N/A st. Mary 61,224 61,491 0.44 1.6 1.6 2,294 2,234 - 2.6 1.4 1.3 3,746.8 3,633.0 - 3.0 st. Tammany 81,323 86,613 6.50 2.1 2.2 3,704 3,567 - 3.7 2.2 2.1 4,554.6 4,118.3 - 9.6 Tangipahoa 71,905 73,948 2.84 1.9 1.9 2,219 2,415 8.8 1.3 1.4 3,086.0 3,265.8 5.8 Tensas 8,252 8,370 1.43 0.2 0.2 230 169 -26.5 0.1 0.1 2,787.2 2,019.1 -27.6 Terrebonne 85,069 87,520 2.88 2.2 2.2 2,118 2,362 11.5 1.2 1.4 2,489.7 2,698.8 8.4 Union 19,460 19,986 2.70 0.5 0.5 353 540 53.0 0.2 0.3 1,813.9 2,701.8 48.9 
H Vermilion 45,132 46,379 2.76 1.2 1.2 413 660 59.8 0.2 0.4 915.0 1,423 55.5 H Vernon 37,225 41,204 10.69 1.0 1.1 1,180 1,199 1.6 0,7 0.7 3,169:9 2,909.9 - 8.2 H 
I Washington 42,356 42,563 0.49 1.1 1.1 1,457 1,382 - 5.1 0.9 0.8 3,439.8 3,246.9 - 5.6 U) 

Webster 40,632 40,829 0.48 1.1 1.0 842 854 1.4 0.5 0.5 2,072.2 2,091.6 0.9 
WBR 17,960 17,950 - 0.06 0.5 0.5 654 512 -21.7 0.4 0.3 3,641. 4 2,852.3 -21.7 
W. Carroll 13,121 13,240 0.91 0.3 0.3 168 127 -24.4 0.1 0.1 1,280.3 959.2 -25.1 W. Feliciana 8,519 10,060 18.09 0.2 0.3 219 182 -16.9 0.1 0.1 2,570.7 1,809.1 -29.6 
Winn 16,244 16,582 2.08 0.4 0.4 223 385 72.6 0.1 0.2 1,372 .8 2,321. 7 69.1 . 

1percent changes were not computed for~those ~nstances where the units of comparisons were less than 50. 

2percent changes were not computed for those parishes where a major law enforcement agency in the parish had 
three or more months of LUCR de1iquent in 1977. 

*Numbers below 0.1 

Sources: T~ouisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
Louisiana Tech University, The Louisiana Economy 

I 



TABLE 5 

Cor~PARISOI'1 OF LOUISIANA'S INDEX VIOLENT 
CRmE INCIDENCES BY PARISH J 1976 - 1977 1 

Criminal Forcible Robbery Aggravated Total 
Homicide Rape Assault Violent 

Offenses Offenses Offenses Offenses Offenses 
Reported Reported Reported Reported Reported 

1976 1977 %8 1976 1977 %8 1976 1977 %8 1976 1977 %8 1976 1977 %8 

I.ouisiana 508 600 18.1 1,050 1,203 14.6 4,794 5,582 16.4 11,915 12,917 8.4 18,267 20,302 11.1 

Acadia ;2 5 4 5 16 9 55 79 43.6 77 98 27.3 
Allen 1 2 4 1 7 2 19 5 31 10 
Ascension 6 3 5 8 13 12 90 137 52.2 114 160 40.4 
Assumption 3 2 1 0 0 2 36 22 40 26 
Avoye11es 3 4, 3 5 2 3 83 80 -3.6 91 92 1.1 
Beauregard 3 3 3 3 9 6 83 66 -20.5 98 78 -20.4 
Bienville 2 5 2 6 4 15 43 23 51 49 
Bossier 6 4 21 29 33 43 165 294 78.2 225 370 64.4 
Caddo 32 50 66 64 - 3.0 267 225 -15.7 536 691 22.7 928 1,030 11.0 
Ca1casieu 13 22 45 34 93 141 51.6 626 585 -6.5 777 782 0.6 
Caldwell 0 4 5 0 :2 1 14 12 :h H 
Cameron 1 0 0 0 0 0 56 71 26.8 57 71 24.6 
Catahou1a 1 2 0 8 1 1 19 44 21 55 
Claiborne 4 5 0 1 0 15 22 21 26 42 H Concordia 7 1 9 8 10 18 120 75 -37.5 146 102 -30.1 H 

H DeSoto 2 8 2 5 1 6 33 28 38 47 I 
I-' EBR 33 46 161 200 24.2 463 500 8.0 1,918 1,986 3.5 2,575 2,732 6.1 0 E. Car:r.o11 2 4 0 1 4 2 19 56 25 63 

E. Feliciana 1 2 5 4 2 3 39 60 47 69 
Evangeline 0 3 7 10 3 7 110 59 -46.4 120 79 -34.2 
Franklin 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 18 3 19 
Grant 1 3 2 0 0 1 15 31 18 35 
Iberia 4 7 11 6 33 10 33 31 81 54 -33.3 
Iberville 2 1 9 9 8 2 116 74 -36.2 135 86 -36.3 
Jackson 1 7 3 1 1 3 35 40 40 51 
Jefferson 38 39 112 130 16.1 584 637 9.1 1,112 1,417 27.4 1,846 2,223 20.4 
Jeff. Davis 3 2 0 6 7 1 20 12 30 21 
Lafayette 12 10 52 36 62 63 1.6 805 916 13.8 931 1,025 10.1 
Lafourche 10 13 4 2 15 13 119 135 13.4 148 163 10.1 
LaSalle 2 0 1 NA 0 1 NA 2 0 NA 46 11 NA 48 13 NA 
Lincoln 6 3 11 6 10 13 103 91 -11. 7 130 113 -13.1 
Livingston 5 4 4 0 6 4 124 109 -12.1 139 111 -15.8 
Madison 5 8 3 12 9 4 140 94 -32.9 157 118 -24.8 
Morehouse 4 3 1 5 3 7 67 60 -10.4 75 75 0.0 
Natchitoches 2 5 3 4 16 16 107 66 -38.3 128 91 -28.9 
Orleans 170 173 1.8 264 360 36.4 2,600 3,279 26.1 1,776 2,135 20.2 4,810 5,947 23.6 
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TABLE 5 (CONT/D) 
Criminal Forcible Robbery Aggravated Total 
Homicide Rape Assault Violent 

Offenses Offenses Offenses Offenses Offenses 
Reported 

%,6, 
Reported Reported Reported Reported 

1976 1977 1976 1977 %Ll. 1976 1977 %Ll. 1976 1977 % Ll. 1976 1977 % ,6, 

Ouachita 9 10 21 43 63 50 -20.6 480 530 10.4 573 633 10.5 
Plaquemines 3 1 4 0 2 11 39 50 48 62 
Pointe Coupee 2 2 2 NA 1 2 NA 3 2 NA 39 19 NA 45 25 NA 
Rapides 12 17 33 36 94 1()4 10.6 252 361 43.3 391 518 32.5 
Red River2 0 0 NA 1 0 NA 4 0 NA 13 2 NA 18 2 NA 
Richland 1 4 0 2 3 2 34 61 38 69 
Sabine 1 3 2 1 4 0 28 23 35 27 
St. Bernard 2 4 3 2 20 32 172 110 -36.0 197 148 -24.9 
st. Charles 5 5 17 8 26 17 173 166 -4.0 221 196 -11.3 
St. Helena 0 3 3 8 0 0 33 26 36 37 
St. James 0 0 5 3 1 2 66 56 -15.2 72 61 -15.3 
St. John 2 2 5 2 7 9 104 61 -41. 3 118 74 -37.3 
St. Landry 2 7 4 12 16 24 12 159 181 13.8 202 213 5.4 
St. Martin 5 1 NA 6 4 NA 6 1 NA 112 53 NA 129 59 NA 
St. Mary 4 9 14 10 33 29 211 221 4.7 262 269 2.7 
St. Tammany 8 6 22 21 38 40 314 281 -10.5 382 348 -8.9 
Tangipahoa 24 29 16 20 17 32 . 201 180 -10.4 258 261 1.2 
Tensas 0 2 2 2 2 0 22 15 26 19 
Terrebonne 4 7 10 4 53 49 143 116 .-18.9 210 176 -16.2 
Union 5 3 3 1 0 11 66 96 45.5 74 111 50.0 
Vermilion 4 3 0 4 6 12 30 43 40 62 
Vernon 5 5 20 10 37 48 130 220 69.2 192 283 47.4 
Washington 8 5 3 9 22 22 137 127 -7.3 170 163 -4.1 
Webster 7 9 -: 4 10 7 8 46 72 64 99 54.7 
West Baton Rouge :2 6 8 4 26 17 73 78 6 .• 8 109 105 -3.7 
west Carroll 2 1 4 1 4 0 26 24 36 26 
West Feliciana 1 1 3 2 3 4 27 17 34 24 
Winn 0 4 6 7 2 4 52 94 80.B 60 109 81.7 

1Percent changes were not computed for those instances where the units of comparisons were less than 50. 

2percent changes (%6) were not computed for those parishes where a major laW enforcement agency in the parish had three or 
more months of LUCR de1iquent in 1977. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 



Criminal 
Homicide 

Crime Rate 
1976 1977 %L:-. 

Louisiana 13.2 15.3 15.9 

Acadia 3.7 9.2 
Allen 4.9 9.5 
Ascension 14.5 6.9 
Assumption 14.6 9.7 
Avoyel1es 7.8 10.3 
Beauregard 11. 3 11.0 
Bienville 11.9 29.6 
Bossier 8.5 5.5 
Caddo 13.2 20.5 
Calcasieu 8.4 14.1 
Caldwell 0.0 39.2 
Cameron 11.1 0.0 
Catahou1a 8.8 17.2 
Claiborne 24.7 31.0 

H Concordia 32.6 4.5 H 
H DeSoto 8.5 33.8 I 
!-J East Baton Rouge 10.4 14.0 
IV East Carroll 16.9 33.8 

East Feliciana 6.0 12.5 
Evangeline 0.0 9.1 
FJ:'anklin 0.0 . 0.0 
Grant 6.7 20.1 
Iberia 6.3 11.0 
Ibervil1e 6.6 3.2 
Jackson 6.1 42.2 
Jefferson 9.3 9.1 
Jefferson Davis 9.7 6.3 
Lafayette 9.4 7.5 
Lafourc11z 13.4 17.1 
LaSalle 0.0 6.7 N/A 
Lincoln 16.4 8.0 
Livingston 11.1 8.3 
Madison 34.4 55.4 
Morehouse 12.2 9.0 
Natchitoches 5.5 13.6 
Orleans 30.2 30.8 2.0 
Ouachita 6.9 7.7 
Plaquemines 11.4 3.7 

-------------------------_ .. - ---

TABLE 6 
Cor'lPARISQi'l OF LOUISIANA'S INDEX VIOLENT CRIr1E 

RATES BY PARISH) 1976 - 19771 

Forcible Aggravated 
Rape Robbery Assault 

Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate 
197 G 1977 %L:-. 1976 1977 %L:-. 1976 1977 %L:-. 

27.3 30.6 12.1 124.8 142.3 14.0 310.2 329.4 6.2 

7.4 9.2 29.7 16.5 102.3 145.6 42.3 
19.6 4.7 34.4 9.5 93.4 23.9 
12.1 18.6 31. 6 27.9 218.9 319.1 45.8 

4.8 0.0 0.0 9.7 175.9 107.4 
7.8 12.9 5.2 7.7 217.7 206.8 -5.0 

11. 3 11. 0 34.1 22.0 314.5 242.2 -23.0 
11.9 35.5 23.8 88.8 256.5 136.2 
29.8 39.9 46.8 59.2 234.4 405.3 72.9 
27.3 26.3 -3.7 110.5 92.5 -16.3 233.0 284.2 22.0 
29.4 21. 8 60.7 90.5 49.1 409.0 375.4 -8.2 
49.0 0.0 19.6 9.8 137.4 117.7 

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 623.6 755.0 21.1 
0.0 68.8 8.8 8.6 168.1 378.9 
0.0 6.2 0.0 93.1 135.9 130.4 

42.0 36.2 46.6 81.6 560.3 340.0 -39.3 
d.5 21.1 4.2 25.3 140.5 118.3 

50.9 61.2 20.2 146.3 153.2 4.7 606.4 608.6 0.4 
0.0 8.4 33.9 16.9 161. 3 473.8 

30.1 25.0 12.0 18.7 235.3 375.7 
21.4 30.3 9.1 21.2 337.2 179.3 -46.8 
0.0 4.2 4.2 0.0 8.5 76.4 

13.4 0.0 0.0 6.7 101.2 208.5 
17.5 9,4 52.7 15.7 52.7 48.7 
29.7 29.2 26.4 6.5 383.9 240.9 -37.2 
18.4 6.0 6.1 18.0 214.7 241.2 
27.5 30.6 11.3 143.4 149.9 4.5 273.1 333.6 22.2 
0.0 19.1 22.7 3.1 65.0 38.3 

40.9 27.1 48.8 47.5 -2.7 633.8 691.5 9.1 
5.3 2.6 20.1 17.1 159.6 178.1 11.6 
0.0 6.7 N/A 13.0 0.0 N/A 314.5 73.9 N/A 

30.1 16.1 27.3 35.0 281.9 245.6 -12.9 
8.9 0.0 13.4 8.3 276.9 227.0 -18.0 

20.6 83.1 62.0 27.7 965.7 651.3 -32.6 
3.0 15.1 9.1 21.2 205.1 181.8 -11.4 
8.2 10.9 44.0 43.6 294.3 180.2 -38.8 

46.9 64.1 36.7 462.6 584.2 26.3 316.0 380.4 20.4 
16.3 33.2 48.9 38.6 -21.1 373.2 409.5 9.7 
15.2 0.0 7.6 41.1 149.0 187.2 

Total 
Violent 

Crime Rate 
1976 1977 %L:-. 

475.5 517.7 8.9 

143.2 180.7 26.2 
152.4 47.9 
277.3 372.7 34.4 
195.5 126.9 
238.7 237.9 -0.3 
371.3 286.3 -22.9 
304.3 290.1 
319.6 510.1 59.6 
384.1 423.6 10.3 
507.6 ·501. 9 -1.1 
206.1 166.8 
634.7 755.0 19.0 
185.S 473.6 
160.6 260.9 
681.7 462.4 -32.2 
161. 7 198.6 
814.1 837.2 2.8 
212.3 533.1 
283.6 432.1 
367.8 240.1 -34.7 
12.7 80.6 

121.4 235.4 
129.5 84.8 -34.5 
446.8 279.9 -37.4 
245.3 307.5 
453.4 523.4 15.4 

97 .5 67.1 
733.0 773.8 5.6 
19B.5 215.1 8.4 
328.2 87.4 N/A 
355.8 305.0 -14.3 
310.4 243.7 -21.5 

1,083.0 817.6 -24.5 
229.6 227.2 -1.0 
352.0 248.4 -29.4 
855.8 1,059.7 23.8 
445.5 489.0 9.8 
1.83.4 232.1 



TABLE 6 (CONT/D) 

Criminal Forcible Aggravated Tc.,ta1 
Homicide Rape Robbery Assault Violent 

Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate 
1976 1977 %A 1976 1977 %A 1976 1977 %A 1976 1977 %A 1976 1977 %A 

Pointe Coupee 2 9.1 9.1 N/A 4.5 9.1 N/A 13.7 9.1 N/A 178.4 87.2 N/A 205.9 114.7 N/P. 
Rapides 9.7 13.6 26.8 28.8 76.4 83.3 9.0 205.0 289.1 41.0 318.0 414.9 30.5 
Red River2 0.0 0.0 N/A 10.9 0.0 N/A 43.7 0.0 N/A 142.2 20.9 N/A 197.0 20.9 N/A 
Richland 4.5 18.3 0.0 9.1 13.5 9.1 154.0 280.0 172.1 316.8 
Sabine 5.0 15.0 10.1 5.0 20.2 0.0 142.0 115.2 177.5 135.2 
St. Bernard 3.3 6.5 5.0 3.2 33.7 52.7 290.2 181.4 -37.5 332.4 244.1 -26.6 
St. Charles 15.1 14.6 51.5 23.3 78.8 49.6 524.6 485.2 -7.5 670.2 572.9 -14.5 
St. Helena 0.0 30.0 30.9 80.1 0.0 0.0 339.9 260.5 370.9 370.7 
St. James 0.0 0.0 25.4 15.4 5.0 10.2 335.7 287.9 -14.2 366.2 313.6 -14.4 
St. John 7.8 7.5 19.6 7.5 27.4 33.8 408.1 229.4 -43.8 463.1 278.3 -39.9 
st. Landry 8.6 4.8 14.7 19.2 29.4 14.4 195.4 217.9 11.5 248.2 256.4 3.3 
St.. Martl.n2 14.3 2.8 N/A 17.2 11.2 N/A 17.2 2.8 N/A 322.4 149.6 N/A 371.3 166.5 N/A 
St. Mary 6.5 14.6 22.8 16.2 53.9 47.1 344.6 359.4 4.3 427.9 .437.4 2.2 

H St. Tammany 9.8 6.9 27.0 24.2 46.7 46.1 386.1 324.4 -16.0 469.7 401.7 -14.5 
H Tangipahoa 33.3 39.2 .22.2 27.0 23.6 43.2 279.5 243.4 -12.9 358.8 352.9 -1.6 
H Tensas 0.0 23.8 24.2 23.8 24.2 0.0 266.6 179.2 315.0 227.0 I 
I-' Terrebonne 4.7 7.9 11. 7 4.5 62.3 55.9 168.0 132.5 -21.1 246.8 201.0 -18.6 w 

Union 25.6 15.0 15.4 5.0 0.0 55.0 339.1 480.3 41.6 380.2 555.3 46.1 
Vermilion 8.8 6.4 0.0 8.6 13.2 25.8 66.4 92.7 88.6 133.6 
Vernon 13.4 12.1 53.7 24.2 99.3 116.4 349.2 533.9 52.9 515.7 686.8 33.2 
Washington 18.8 11. 7 7.0 21.1 51.9 51.6 323.4 298.3 -7.8 401.3 382.9 -4.6 
Webster 17.2 22.0 9.8 24.4 17.2 19.5 113.2 176.3 157.5 242.4 53.9 
West Baton Rouge 11.1 33.4 44.5 22.2 144.7 94.7 406.5 434.5 6.9 606.9 584.9 -3.6 
West Carroll 15.2 . 7.5 30.4 7.5 30.4 0.0 198.1 181.2 274.3 196.3 
W~st Feliciana 11. 7 9.9 35.2 19.8 35.2 39.7 316.9 168.9 399.1 238.5 
Winn 0.0 24.1 36.9 42.2 12.3 24.1 320.1 566.8 77.1 369.3 657.3 78.0 

1percent changes were not computed for those inr.tances wher.e the units of comparisons were less than 50. 

2Percent changes (%~) were not computed for those parishes where a major law enforcement agency in the parish had three or 
more months of LUCR delinquent in 1977. . 

Sources: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
Louisiana Tech University, The Louisiana Economy 



TABLE 7 
COf'lPARISON OF LOUISIANA'S INDEX PROPERTY 

CRH1E INCIDENCES BY PARISIL 1976-19771 

BURGLARY LARCENY-THEFT NOTOR VEHICLE THEFT TOTAL PROPERTY 

Offenses Reported 
'I; A 

Offenses Reported 
!/;A 

Offenses Reported 
!/;A 

Offenses Reported 
%A 12:Zfi J !:In J!:I:Zfi J 92:Z _J9:Z6 '92:Z 19:Z6 1972 

Louisiana 44,515 44,967 1.0 95,205 95,394 0.2 11,608 13,154 13.3 151,328 153,515 1.4 

Acadia 231 341 47.6 539 595 10.4 21 33 791 969 22.5 
Allen 101 74 -26.7 368 280 -23.9 7 20 476 374 -21.4 
Ascension 254 407 60.2 490 583 19.0 40 61 784 1,051 34.1 
Assumption 57 69 21.1 89 105 18.0 14 9 160 183 14.4 
Avoye11es 173 151 -12.7 343 202 -41.1 13 8 529 361 -31. 8 
Beauregard 201 1.65 -17.9 332 289 -13.0 30 33 563 487 -l3.5 
Bienville 68 55 -19.1 164 98 -40.2 8 0 240 153 -36.3 
Bossier 613 1,035 68.8 1,804 2,327 29.0 132 209 58.3 2,549 3,571 40.1 
Caddo 3,038 3,437 13.1 8,554 8,054 -5.8 514 630 22.6 12,106 12,121 0.1 
Calcasieu 2,478 2,148 -13.3 3,732 3,772 1.1 260 341 31.2 6,470 6,261 -3.2 
Caldwell 34 68 117 136 16.2 5 1 156 205 31.4 
Cameron 36 17 101 112 10.9 16 3 153 132 -13.7 
Catahou1a 52 52 0.0 110 140 27.3 3 3 165 195 18.2 
Claiborne 76 83 9.2 III 107 -3.6 2 10 189 200 5.8 
Concordia 199 234 17.6 338 428 26.6 74 34 611 696 13.9 
DeSoto 91 77 -15.4 136 143 5.1 7 7 234 227 -3.0 

H East Baton Rouge 8,337 7,641 -8.3 16,485 16,708 1.4 1,528 1,658 8.5 26,350 26,007 -1.3 
H East Carroll 94 10'1 13.8 193 172 -10.9 3 1 290 280 ·'3.4 H 
I East Fe1iciana 75 59 -21. 3 31 66 9 11 115 136 18.3 t-' 

"'" Evangeline 103 38 169 140 -17.2 17 5 289 183 -36.7 
Franklin 5 26 29 45 1 2 35 73 
Grant 51 71 39.2 65 141 116.9 2 2 ,1 ';8 214 81.4 
Iberia 262 423 61.5 665 711 6.9 43 52 970 1,186 22.3 
Ibervi11e 224 264 17.9 bOO 548 -8.7 16 12 840 824 -1.9 
Jackson 89 103 15.7 126 160 27.0 10 10 225 273 21.3 
Jefferson 6,832 6,736 -1.4 14,462 12,944 -10.5 1,946 2,248 15.5 23,240 21,928 -5.6 
Jefferson Davis 113 158 39.8 253 321 26.9 8 15 374 494 32.1 
Lafayette 1,547 2,192 41.7 2,911 2,675 ",8.1 334 433 29.6 4,792 5,300 10.6 
Lafourche 327 316 -3.4 1,038 1,119 7.8 42 77 1,407 1,5?·2 7.5 
LaSalle2 43 41 N/A 25 33 N/A 3 2 N/A 71 76 N/A 
Lincoln 426 2'78 -34.7 766 722 -5.7 24 29 1,216 1,029 -15.4 
Livingston 225 257 14.2 582 657 1.2.9 10 16 817 930 13.8 
Madison 159 110 -30.8 237 270 13.9 16 23 412 403 -2.2 
Morehouse 200 235 17.5 655 669 2.1 24 39 879 943 7.3 
Natchitoches 154 185 20.1 240 294 22.5 1 9 395 488 23.5 
Orleans 8,400 8,692 3.5 19,440 19,754 1.6 5,031 5,504 9.4 32,871 33,950 3.3 
Ouachita 747 1,OS8 47.0 2,851 4,092 43.5 166 295 77.7 3,764 5,485 45.7 
Plaquemines 161 15£1 -1. 9 435 477 9.7 52 53 1.9 648 688 6.2 
Pointe Coupee2 36 39 N/A 60 17 N/A 3 2 N/A 99 58 N/A 
Rapides 1,178 1,154 -2.0 3,621 3,501 -3.3 229 237 3.5 5,028 4,892 -2.7 
Red River2 40 3 N/A 64 2 N/A 4 1 N/A 108 6 N/A 
Richland 77 65 -15.6 184 183 -0.5 9 12 270 260 -3.7 
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TABLE 7 (CONT'D) 

BURGLARY h1l.RCENY-THEFT MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT TOTAL PROPERTY 

Of tenses Repor.ted Offenses Repo:t'ted Offenses Reported Qffenses Reported 
1976 1977 %.0. 1976 1977 %.0. 1976 1977 %.0. 1976 1977 %.0. 

Sabine 119 96 -i9.3 250 200 -20.0 14 13 383 309 -19.3 
St. Bernard 385 382 -0.8 718 763 6.3 157 138 -12.1 1.260 1,283 loS 
st. Charles 192 232 20.8 605 486 -19.7 67 69 3.0 864 787 -8.9 
St. Helena 30 14 25 14 3 4 58 32 
st. James 102 60 -41.2 74 82 10.8 6 9 182 151 -17.0 
St. John 108 93 -13.9 167 3.78 6.6 31 30 306 301 -1.6 
St. Landry 604 286 -52.6 1,157 803 -30.6 77 35 1,838 1,124 -38.S 
st. Martin 2 138 72 Nfil. 309 107 N1A 34 12 Nfil. 481 191 N/A 
St. Mary 783 717 -8.4 1,140 1,078 -5.4 109 170 56.0 2,032 1,965 -3.3 
St. Tammany 1,252 1,082 -l3.6 1,929 1,971 2.2 141 166 17.7 3,322 3,219 -3.1 
Tangipahoa 704 538 -23.6 1,196 1,535 28.3 61 81 32.8 1,961 2,154 9.8 
Tensas 61 47 139 102 -26.6 4 1 204 150 -26.5 
Terrebonne 907 1,017 12.1 924 1,056 14.3 77 113 46.8 1,908 2,186 14.6 
Union 61 152 149.2 202 262 29.1 15 15 279 429 53.8 
Vermilion 161 216 34.2 204 366 79.4 8 16 373 598 60.3 
Vernon 373 291 -22.0 593 613 3.4 22 12 988 916 -7.3 
Washington 376 327 -13.0 887 844 -4.8 24 49 1,287 1,219 -5.3 
Webster 267 211 -21.0 487 524 7.6 24 20 778 755 -3.0 
West Baton Rouyc 142 110 -22.5 358 273 -23.7 45 24 545 407 -25.3 
West Carroll 31 17 99 82 -17.2 2 2 132 101 -23.5 
West Fe1iciana 55 66 20.0 123 83 -32.5 7 9 185 158 -14.6 
Winn 57 79 38.6 103 180 74.8 3 17 163 276 69.3 

1percent changes (%~) were not computed for those instances where the units of comparisons were less than 50. 

2percent changes were not computed for the parishes where a major law enforcement agency in the parish had three or more 
months of LUCR deliquent in 1977. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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TABLE 8 
COMPARISON OF LOUISIANA1S INDEX PROPERTY CRIME 

RATES) BY PARISH, 1976 - 19771 

Motor Vehicle Total 
Burglary L<l.rceny-Theft Theft Property 

Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate 
1976 1977 %.6- 1976 1977 %.6- 1976 1977 %.6- 1976 1977 %.6-

Louisiana 1,158.9 1,146.1 - 1.1 2,478.6 2,432.6 - 1. 9 302.2 335.4 11. 0 3,939.8 3,914.8 - 0.6 

Acadia 429.7 628.7 46.3 1,002.6 1,097.1 9.4 39.0 60.8 1,471.4 1,786.8 21.4 
Allen 496.7 354.5 -28.6 1,809.9 1,341. 5 -25.9 34.4 95.8 2,341.1 1,791.9 -23.5 
Ascension 617.9 948.1 53.4 1,192.1 1,358.1 13.9 97.3 142.1 1,907.4 2,448.3 28.4 
Assumption 278.6 337.0 21. 0 4.15.0 512.8 17.9 68.4 43.9 782.0 893.8 14.3 
Avoye11es 453.8 390.5 -13.9 899.8 522.3 -42.0 34.1 20.6 1,387.8 933.5 -32.7 
Beauregard 761. 6 605.7 -20.5 1,25f!s.0 1,060.9 -15.7 113.6 121.1 2,133.3 1,787.7 -16.2 
Bienville 405.7 325.7 -19.7 978.6 580.3 -40.7 47.7 0.0 1,432.1 906.0 -36.7 
Bo·ssier 870.9 1,426.9 63.8 2,563.1 3,208.1 25.2 187.5 288.1 53.7 3,621.6 4,923.2 35.9 
Caddo 1,257.4 1,413.8 12.4 3,540.6 3,313.0 - 6.4 212.7 259.1 21.8 5,010.9 4,986.0 - 0.5 
Ca1casieu 1,619.0 1,378.7 -14.8 2,438.4 2,421.1 - 0.7 169.8 218.8 28.9 4,227.4 4,018.7 - 4.9 
Caldwell 333.8 667.5 1,148.7 1,335.0 16.2 49.0 9.8 1,531.6 '2,012.3 31,4 
Cameron 400.8 180.7 1,124.7 1,191.1 5.9 178.1 31.9 1,703.7 1,403.8 -17.6 
Catahou1a 460.1 447.8 - 2.7 973.4 1,205.6 23.9 26.5 25.8 1:.,460.1 1,679.2 15.0 
Claiborne 469.6 515.6 9.8 685.9 664.7 - 3.1 12.3 62.1 l r 167.9 1,242.4 6.4 

H Concordia 929.2 1,060.9 14.2 1,578.3 1,940.6 23.0 345.5 154.1 2,853.1 3,155.7 10.6 H DeSoto 387.4 325.5 -16.0 579.0 604.5 4.4 29.8 29.5 996.2 959.6 - 3.7 H 
I EBR 2,635.8 2,341.6 -11.2 5,211.9 5,120.2 - 1. 8 483.0 508.0 5.2 8,330.9 7,96S.9 - 4.3 I-' 

en E. Carr()11 798.3 905.4 13.4 1,639.2 1,455.5 -11. 2 25.4 8.4 2,463.0 2,369.4 - 3.8 
E. Fe 1 iI:::iana 452.6 369.5 -18.4 187.0 413.3 54.3 68.8 694.0 851.7 22.7 
Evangeline 315.7 115.5 518.0 425.5 -17.9 52.1 15.1 885.9 556.2 -37.2 
Franklin 21.3 110.3 123.6 191. 0 4.2 8.4 149.2 309.8 
Grant 344.1 '477 .6 38.8 438.5 948.6 116.3 13.4 13.4 796.1 1,439.7 80.8 
Iberia 419.0 664.7 58.6 1,063.6 1,117.4 5.1 68.7 81.7 1,551.4 1,863.9 20.1 
Ibervi11e 741.4 859.4 15.9 1,986.0 1,783.9 -10.2 52.9 39.0 2,780.4 2,682.4 - 3.5 
Jack-son 546.0 621.1 13.8 773.0 964.9 24.8 61. 3 60.3 1,380.3 1,646.4 19.3 
Jefferson 1,678.1 1,586.1 - 5.5 3,552.3 3,047.9 -14.2 478.0 529.3 10.7 5,708.5 5,163.4 - 9.5 
Jeff. Davis 367.3 504.9 37.5 822.3 1,025.7 24.7 26.0 47.9 1,215.7 1,578.6 29.9 
Lafayette 1,218.0 1,654.9 35.9 2,291.9 2,019.5 -11.9 262.9 326.9 24.3 3,773.0 4,001.3 6.1 
Lafourche 438.6 417.0 - 4.9 1,392.5 1,476.8 6.1 56.3 101.6 1,S~7.5 1,995.5 5.7 
LaSalle2 294.0 275.7 NA 170.9 221.9 NA 20.5 13.4 NA 485.5 511.0 NA 
Lincoln 1,166.0 750.4 -35.6 2,096.6 1,948.9 - 7.0 65.6 78.2 3,328.3 2,777.6 -16.5 
Livingstt;;L 502.5 535.4 6.5 1,299.9 1,368.7 5.3 22.3 33.3 1,824.8 1,937.4 6.2 
.!-mdison 1,096.8 762.1 -30.5 1,634.9 1,870.8 14.4 110.3 159.3 2,842.1 2,792.4 - 1. 7 
Morehouse 612.5 712.1 16.3 2,005.9 2,027.3 1.1 73.5 118.1 2,691.9 2,857.6 6.2 
Natchitoches 423.6 505.1 19.2 660.1 802.7 21. 6 2.7 24.5 1,086.5 1,332.5 22.6 
Orleans 1,494.6 1,548.8 3.6 3,459.0 3,520.0 1.8 895.1 980.7 9.6 5,848.a 6,049.6 3.4 

,. 
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TABLE 8 (CONT/D) 

Motor Vehicle Total 
Burglary Larceny Theft Theft Property 

Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate 
1916 1977 %.6. 1976 1977 %.6. 1976 1977 %.6. 1976 1977 %.6. 

Ouachita ~g- 848.3 46.1 2,217.0 3,161.6 42.6 129.0 227.9 76.7 2,926.9 4,237.9 44.8 
Plaquemines 2 615.2 591.5 -3.2 1,662.3 1,785.9 7.4 198.7 198.4 -0.2 2,476.3 2,575.9 4.0 
Pointe Coupee 164.7 179.0 N/A 274.5 78.0 N/A 13.7 9.1 N/A 453.0 266.2 N/A 
Rapides 958.3 924.3 -3.5 2,945.6 2,804.2 -4.8 186.2 189.8 1.9 4,090.2 3,918.4 -4.2 
Red River 2 437.7 31.4 N/A 700.4 20.9 N/A 43.7 10.4 N/A 1,182.0 62.9 N/A 
Richland 348.7 298.4 -14.4 833.4 840.2 0.8 40.7 55.0 1,222.9 1,193.8 -2.4 
Sabine 603.5 480.8 -20.3 1,267.9 1,001. 7 -2LO 71.0 65.1 1,942.4 1,547.7 -20.3. 
St. Bernard 649.7 630.0 ··3.0 1,211.7 1,258.4 3.9 264.9 227.6 -14.1 2,126.4 2,116.1 -0.5 
St. Charles 582.2 678.2 16.5 1,834.8 1,420.7 -22.6 203.1 201.7 ·~o. 7 2,620.3 2,300.6 -12.2 
St. Helena 309.0 140.2 257.5 140.2 30.9 40.0 597.5 320.6 
St. James 518.8 308.4 -40.6 376.4 421.6 12.0 30.5 46.2 925.7. 776.3 -16~1 
St. John 423.8 349.8 -17.5 655.4 669.5 2.2 121.6 112.8 1,201.0 1,132.1 -5 •. 7 
St. Landry 2 742.3 344.3 -53.6 1,422.0 966.9 -32.0 94.6 42.1 2,259.0 1,353.4 -40.1 
St. Martin 397.2 203.2 N/A 889.5 302.1 N/A 97.8 33.8 N/A 1,384.7 539.3 NI1\ 
St. Mary 1,278.9 1,166.0 -8.8 1,862.0 1,753.1 -5.8 178.0 276.4 55.3 3,318.9 3,195.5 -3.7,' 
St. Tammany 1,539.5 1,249.2 -18.9 2,372.0 2,275.{; -4.1 173.3 191.6 10.6 4,084.9 3,716.5 -9.0 
Tangipahoa 979.0 727.5 ~25.7 1,663.3 2,075.7 24.8 84.8 109.5 29.1 2,727.2 2,912.8 6.8 
Tensas 739.2 561.5 1,684.4 1,218.6 -27.7 48.4 11.9 2,472.1 1,792.1 -27.5 
Ter.rebonne 1,066.1 1,162.0 9.0 1,0~6.1 1,206.5 11.1 90.5 129.1 42.7 2,242.8 2,497.7 11..4 
Union 313.4 760.5 142.7 1,OiL3.1 1,310.9 25.7 77.0 75.0 1,433.7 2,146.5 49.7 
Vermilion 356.'1 465.7 30.6 452.0 789.1 74.6 17.7 34.4 826.4 1,289.3 56.0 
Vernon 1,002.0 706.2 -29.5 1,593.0 1,4S7.7 -6.6 59.1 29.1 2,654.1 2,223.0 -16.2 
Washington 887.7 768.2 -l3.5 2,094.1 1,982.9 -5.3 56.6 112.7 3,038.5 2,863 .• 9 -5.7 
Webster 657.1 511i.7 -21.4 1,198.5 1,283.4 7.1 59.0 48.9 1,914.7 1,849.1 -3.4 
W. Baton Rouge 790.6 612.8 -22.5 1,993.3 1,520.8 -23.7 250.5 133.7 3,034.5 2,267.4 -25.3 
W. Carroll 236.2 128.3 754.5 619.3 -17.9 15.2 15.1 1,006.0 762.8 -24.2 
W. Fe1iciana 645.6 656.0 1.6 1,443.8 825.0 -42.9 82.1 89.4 ~,171.6 1,570.5 . -27.7 
Winn 350.8 476.4 35.8 634.0 ',1,085.5 71. 2 18.4 102.5 1,003.4 1,664.4 65.9 

1percent changes (%.6.) were not computed for those instances where the units of comparisons were less' than 50. 

2Perceni: changes were not computed for those parishes where 
months of LUCR delinquent in 1977. ' 

a major 

Sources~ Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
Louisiana Tech University, The Louisiana Economy 

,,------~----

law enforcement agency in the parish had three or more 



Population 

1977 
City Population 

Alexandria 52,128 
Baton Rouge 217,991 
Lafayette 81,359 
Lake Charles 79,237 
Monroe 58,552 
New Orleans 561,187 
Shreveport 193,223 

H 
H 
H 
I Robbery ..... 

co 
Offenses 

City Reported 

Alexandria 87 
Bat",n Rbuge 386 
Lafayette 59 
Lake Charles 85 
Monroe 33 
New Orleans 3,279 
Shreveport 196 

TABLE 9 
CRI~1E WITHIN LOUISIANA'S MAJOR CITIES 

COMPARED TO THE SURROUNDING METROPOLITAN AREASJ 19771 

Criminal Homicide Forcible 

% of Offenses Crime % Total Offenses 
Metropolitan Pop. Reported Rate Metro. Reported 

37.3 14 26.9 70.0 26 
50.1 28 12.8 47.5 121 
61.4 6 7.4 60.0 29 
50.9 8 10.1 36.4 7 
45.2 6 10.2 60.0 22 
49.5 173 30.8 77.9 360 
54.2 36 18.6 57.1 40 

Total 
Aggravated Assault Violent 

Crime % Total Offenses C;;:ime % Total Offenses 
Rate M.ot4"o. ReEorted Rate Metro. Reported 

166.9 82.9 258 494.9 65.8 385 
177.1 72.4 1,332 611.0 57.7 1,867 

72.5 93.7 795 977.2 86.8 889 
107.3 60.3 133 167.9 22.7 233 
56.4 66.0 382 6!Y2.4 72.1 443 

584.3 82,2 2,135 380.4 54.1 5,947 
101. 4- 71. 0 495 256.2 46.8 '767 

Rape 

Crime 
Rate 

49.9 
55.5 
35.6 
8.8 

37.6 
64.1 
20.7 

Crime 
Rate 

738.6 
856.5 

1,092.7 
294.1 
756.6 

1,059.7 
397.0 

% Total 
Metro. 

72.2 
57.1 
80.6 
20.6 
51.2 
70.2 
38.8 

% Total 
Metro. 

69.6 
60.0 
86.7 
29.8 
70.0 
68.6 
51.2 

" I, 
'i 
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TABLE 9 (CONT'D) 

Burglary Larceny-Theft Motor Vehicle Theft 

Offenses Crime % Total Offenses Crime % Total Offenses Crime % Total 
City ReEorted Rate Metro. ReI20rted Rate Metro. Reported Rate Metro. 

Alexandria 722 1,385.1 58.9 2,617 5,020.3 71.9 167 320.4 69.9 
Baton Rouge 5,557 2,549.2 66.0 12,718 5,834.2 69.8 1,260 578.0 71.6 
Lafayette 1,794 2,205.0 81. 8 2,201 2,705.3 82.3 333 409.3 76.9 
Lake Charles 1,048 1,322.6 48.8 1,910 2,410.5 50.6 182 229.7 53.4 
Monroe 742 1,267.2 67.6 2,744 4,686.4 67.1 209 356.9 70.8 
New Orleans 8,692 1,548.9 51. 5 19,754 3,520.0 55.8 5,504 980.8 68.3 
Shreveport 2.936 1,519.5 62.7 7,256 3,755.2 66.5 547 283.1 63.7 

Total Property Total Index 

Offenses Crime % Total Offenses Crime % Total Rank by Total 
City ReEorted Rate Metro. ReI20rted Rate Metro. Index Crime Rate 

Alexandria 3,506 6/725.8 68.7 3,891 '7,464.3 68.8 2 
Baton Rouge 19,535 8,961.4 68.8 21,402 9,817.8 67.9 1 
Lafayette 4,328 5,319.6 81. 7 5,217 6,412.3 82.5 5 
Lake Charles 3,140 3,962.8 50.2 3,373 4,286.8 47.9 7 
Monroe 3,695 6,310.6 67.4 4,138 7,067.2 67.6 4 
New Orleans 33,950 6,049.7 56.2 39,897 7,109.4 57.8 3 
Shreveport 10,739 5,557.8 65.3 11,506 5,954.8 64.1 6 

, 
lEach of these cities is within a major metropolitan area and the percent comparison is made to that major metropolitan area. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
Louisiana Tech University, The Louisiana Economy 



H 
H 
H 
I 

N 
0 

Major 
Metropolitan 

Area 

Alexandria 
Baton Rouge 
Lafayette 
Lake Charles 
Monroe 
New Orleans 
Shreveport 
Total ]'letro Area 
Total Non-Metro Area 
Y.ouisiana 

Alexandria 
Baton Rouge 
Lafayette 
Lake Charles 
Monroe 
New Orleans 
Shreveport 
Total Metro Area 
Total Non-Metro Area 
Louisiana 

TABLE 10 

CCJI1PARISON OF CRIME IN LOUISIANA'S 
MAJOR METROPOLITAN AREAS, 1976-771 

1976 

137,746 
420,125 
127,007 
153,049 
128,597 

1,109,694 
352,606 

2,428,824 
1,412,149 
3,840,973 

Total Reported 
Index Crime 

1976 1977 % I:J. 

5,555 5,659 1.9 
31,433 31,509 0.2 

5,123 6,325 10.5 
7,247 7,043 - 2.8 
4,337 6,118 41.1 

67,928 69,046 1.6 
16,650 17,946 7.8 

138,873 143,646 3.4 
30,722 30,171 - 1.8 

169,595 173,817 2.5 

Population 
1977 

139,710 
435,192 
132,455 
155,796 
129,426 

1,133,108 
356,459 

2,482,146 
1,439,188 
3,921,334 

%6. 

1.4 
3.6 
4.3 
1.8 
0.6 
2.1 
1.1 
2.2 
1.9 
2.1 

% of State 
Index Crime 

1976 1917 

3.3 3.3 
18.5 18.1 

3.4 3.6. 
4.3 4.1 
2.6 3.5 

40.1 39.7 
9.8 10.3 

81.9 82.6 
18.1 17.4 

100.0* 100.0 

* Total may not add to 100.0 because of rounding. 

1976 

4,032.7 
7,481.8 
4,506.0 
4,735.0 
3,372.5 
6,121. 3 
4,721.9 
5,717.7 
2,175.5 
4,415.4 

% of State 
population 

1976 1977 

3.6 
10.9 
3.3 
4.0 
3.3 

28.9 
9.2 

63.2 
36.8 

100.0 

3.6 
11.1 

3.4 
4.0 
3.3 

28.9 
9.1 

63.3 
36.7 

100.0* 

Total Index 
Crime Rate 

1977 

4,050.5 

% 6. 

0.4 
7,240.2 - 3".2 
4,775.2 6.0 
4,520.6 - 4.5 
4,727.0 40.2 
6,093.5 - 0.5 
5,034.5 6.6 
5,787.1 1.2 
2,096.3 - 3.6 
4,432.5 0.4 
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TABLE 10 (CONT/D) 

r.IAJOR 
METROPOLITAN CRIMINAL FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED TOTAL 

AREA HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT VIOLENT 
Offenses Reported Offenses ReEorted Offenses ReEorted Offenses ReEorted Offenses ReEorted 
1976 1977 !!,~ 1976 1977 %6, 1976 1977 %6, 1976 1977 %~ 1976 1977 %6, 

Alexandria 13 20 35 36 94 105 11. 7 267 392 46.S 409 553 35.2 

Baton Rouge 46 59 17S 212 19.1 50S 533 4.9 2,205 2,310 4.S 2,937 3,114 6.0 

Lafayette 12 10 52 36 62 63 1.6 805 916 13.S 931 1,025 10.1 

Lake Charles 13 22 45 34 93 141 51.6 626 585 -6.5 777 7S2 0.6 

Monroe 9 10 21 43 63 50 -20.6 4S0 530 10.4 573 633 10.!'; 

New Orleans 21S 222 1.S 401 513 27.9 3,242 3,988 23.0 3,374 3,943 16.9 7,235 S,666 19.8 

Shreveport 45 63 91 103 13.2 307 276 -10.1 774 1,057 36.6 1,217 '1,499 23.2 
H 
H Total 
H Metro Area 356 406 14.0 823 977 18.7 4,369 5,156 18.0 S,531 9,733 14.1.. 14,079 16,272 15.6 I 
N 
I-' 

Total 
Non-Metro Area 152 194 27.6 227 226 -0.4 425 426 0.2 3,384 3,184 -5.9 4,188 4,030 -3.8 

Louisiana 50S 600 lS.1 1,050 1,203 14.6 4,794 5,582 16.4 11,915 12,917 8.4 lS,267 20,302 11.1 



TABLE 10 (CONTID) 

MAJOR 
METROPOLITAN CRIMINAL FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED TOTAL 

AREA HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT VIOLENT 
Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate 

1976 1977 %6. 1976 1977 %6. 1976 1977 %6. 1976 1977 %6. 1976 1977 %6. 

Alexandria 9.4 14.3 25.4 25.7 68.2 75.1 10.1 193.8 280.5 44.7 296.9 395.8 33.3 

Baton Rouge 10.9 l3.5 42.3 48.7 IS.l 120.9 122.4 1.2 524.8 530.8 1.1 699.0 715.5 2.4 

Lafayette 9.4 7.5 40.9 27.1 48.8 47.5 -2.7 633.8 691.5 9.1 733.0 773.8 5.6 

Lake Charles 8.4 14.1 29.4 21.8 60.7 90.5 49.1 409.0 375.4 -8.2 507.6 501.9 -1.1 

Monroe 6.9 7.7 16.3 33.2 48.9 38.6 -21.1 373.2 409.5 9.7 445.5 489.0 9.8 

New Orleans 19.6 19.5 -0.5 36.1 45.2 25.2 292.1 351.9 20.5 304.0 347.9 14.4 651.9 764.7 17.3 

Shreveport 12.7 17.6 25.8 :!8.8 11. 6 87.0 77.4 -11.0 219.5 296.5 35.1 345.1 420.5 21. 8 

Total 
Metro Area 14.6 16.3 11.6 33.8 39.3 16.3 179.8 207.7 15.5 351.2 392.1 11.6 579.6 655.5 l3.1 

Total 
H Non-Metro Area 10.7 13.4 25.2 16.0 15.7 -1.9 30.0 29.6 -1. 3 239.6 221.2 -7.7 296.5 280.0 -5.6 
H 
H 
I 

N 
N Louisiana 13.2 15.3 15.9 27.3 30.6 12.1 124.8 142.3 14.0 310.2 329.4 6.2 475.5 517.7 8.9 
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TABLE 10 (CONT'D) 

MAJOR 
METROPOLITAN 

AREA BURGLARY LARCENY - THEFT MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT TOTAL PROPERTY 
Offenses Reported Offenses ReEortea Offenses ReEorted Offenses ReEorted 

1976 1977 %A 1976 1977 %A 1976 1977 %,6. 1976 1977 %A 

Alexandria 1,229 1,22~'i -0,3 3,686 3,642 -1. 2 231 239 3.5 5,146 5,106 -0.8 

Baton Rouge 8,958 8,415 -6.1 17,915 18,221 1.7 1,623 1,759 8.4 28,496 28,395 -0.4 

Lafayette 1,547 2,192 41.7 2,911 2,675 -8.1 334 433 29.6 4,792 5,300 10.6 

Lake Charles 2,478 2,148 -13.3 3,732 3,772 1.1 260 341 31.2 6,470 6,261 -3.2 

H 
Monroe 747 1,098 47.0 2,851 4,092 43.5 166 295 77.7 3,764 5,485 45.7 

H 
H New Orleans 16,869 16,892 0.1 36,549 35,432 -3.1 7,275 8,056 10.7 60,693 60,380' -0.5 I 

"" w Shreveport 3,918 4,683 19.5 10,845 10,905 0.6 670 859 28.2 15,433 16,447 6.6 

Total 
Metro Area 35,746 36, 65:~ 2.5 78,489 78,739 0.3 10,559 11,982 13.5 124,794 127,374 2.1 

Total 
Non-Metro Area 8,769 8,314 -5.2 16,716 16,655 0.4 1,049 1,172 11. 7 26,534 26,141 -1.5· 

Louisiana 44,515 44,967 1.0 95,205 95,394 0.2 11,608 13,154 13.3 151,328 153,515 1.4 
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TABLE 10 (CONT'D) 

MAJOR 
METROPOLITAN 

1'.REA BURGLARY LARCENY-THEFT MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT TQT8lJ PRQPER~Y 
Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate Crime Rate 

1976 1977 %.6- 1976 1977 %~ 1976 1977 %.6- 1976 1977 

Alexandria 891.2 876.8 -1. 7 2,675.9 2,606.8 -2.6 167.6 171.0 2.0 3,735.8 3,654.7 

Baton Rouge 2,132.2 1,933.6 -9.3 4,264.2 4,186.8 -1. 8 386.3 404.1 4.6 6,782.7 6,524.7 

Lafayette 1,218.0 1,654.9 35.9 2,2S1.9 2,019.5 -11. 9 262.9 326.9 24.3 3,773.0 4,001.3 

Lake Charles 1,619.0 1,378.7 -14.8 2,438.4 2,421.1 -0.7 169.8 218.8 28.9 4,227.4 4,018.7 

Monroe 580.8 848.3 46.1 2,217.0 3,161.6 42.6 129.0 227.9 76.7 2,926.9 4,237.9 

New Orleans 1,520.1 1,490.7 -1.9 3,293.6 3,126.9 -5.1 655.5 710.9 8.5 5,469.3 5,328.7 

Shreveport 1,111.1 1,313.7 18.2 3,075.6 3,059.2 -0.5 190.0 240.9 26.8 4,376.8 4,613.9 

Total 
Metro Area 1,471. 7 1,476.6 0.3 3,231.5 3,172.2 -1. 8 434,7 482.7 11.0 5,138.0 5,131.6 

Total 
Non-Metro Area 620.9 577.6 -7.0 1,183.7 1,157.2 -2.2 74.2 81.4 9.7 1,878.9 1,816.3 

Louisiana 1,158.9 1,146.7 -1.1 2,478.6 2,432.6 -1.9 302.2 335.4 11.0 3,939.8 3,914.8 

1percent changes were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Sources: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
Louisiana Tech University, The Louisiana Econom~ 
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Criminal Forcible 
Homicide Rape Robbery 

Nation .2 .6 3.7 

South .2 .6 3.1 

Louisiana .3 .7 3.2 

TABLE 11 
INTERSTATE COMPARISON OF PERCENT 

DISTRIBUTION OF INDEX CRIMES, 19771 

Aggravated Larceny-
Assault ~urglary Theft 

4.8 28.0 54.0 

5.8 28.5 55.1 

7.4 25.9 54.9 

Motor Vehicle Total 
Theft Violent 

8.7 9.3 

6.7 9.7 

7.6 11.6 

1 Percent distribution for both the Nation and the South were derived from frequencies which were calculated 
from preliminary statistics released by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 

Total Total 
Property Index 

90.7 100.0 

90.3 100.0 

88.4 100.0 



TABLE 12 

LOUISIANA'S DRUG ARRESTS BY PPIRISH J 1976-19771 

,-

Marijuana Total Marijuana Total Total 
possession DruSl: Possession Sale DruSl: Sale Drug Arrests %tt 1976 1977 1976 1977 1976 1977 1976 1977 1976 1977 

Louisjana 6,415 8,261 7,467 9,423 1,825 1,670 3,391 2,560 10,858 11,983 10.4 

Acadia 29 48 30 48 4 4 4 4 34 52 
Allen 2 6 2 6 3 2 3 2 5 8 
Ascension 88 176 93 183 21 18 29 19 122 202 65.6 
Assumption 17 9 18 12 2 5 2 6 20 18 
Avoyel1es 20 39 23 40 17 3 21 4 44 44 
Beauregard 21 30 26 32 4 2 6 2 32 34 
Bienville 11 15 12 17 0 8 0 8 12 25 
Bossier 102 81 124 108 50 22 65 39 189 147 -22.2 
Caddo 300 392 347 425 6 65 10 69 357 494 38.4 
Ca1casieu 263 161 300 181 55 18 69 58 369 239 -35.2 
Caldwell 15 14 16 15 6 2 6 3 22 18 
Cameron 2 3 5 3 2 0 2 0 'I. 3 

H Catahou1a 21 114 27 116 6 14 6 18 33 134 
H 
H Claiborne 6 1 6 1 3 7 3 9 9 10 
I Concordia 25 53 27 58 7 15 8 15 35 73 

N 
Cf\ DeSoto 6 5 6 5 3 11 3 11 9 16 

EBR 286 895 392 1,004 53 84 767 189 1,159 1,193 2.9 
E. Carroll 2 1 2 1 4 1 4 1 6 2 
E. Fe1iciana 10 22 14 26 0 4 0 4 14 30 
Evangeline 29 50 39 53 27 5 32 7 71 60 -15.5 
Franklin 8 20 8 20 1 0 1 1 9 21 
Grant 23 21 23 21 0 11 0 11 23 32 
Iberia 37 51 40 52 8 2 8 2 48 54 
Ibervi11e 61 100 63 100 46 20 49 20 112 120 7.1 
Jackson 4 13 4 13 7 1 7 1 11 14 
Jefferson 1,037 1,146 1,191 1,413 187 125 314 226 1,505 1,639 8.9 
Jeff Davis 31 23 32 27 2 " 2 3 2 35 29 
Lafayette 187 310 202 329 71 5 83 12 285 341 19.6 
Lafourche 98 64 101 67 58 167 67 178 168 245 45.8 
LaSalle 5 38 5 39 0 16 0 16 5 55 
Lincoln . 7 20 7 21 8 10 8 10 15 31 
Livingston 35 62 44 71 .14 9 15 11 59 82 39.0 
Madison 15 16 15 16 4 5 7 5 22 21 
Morehouse 30 62 33 63 21 23 :a 27 54 90 66.7 
Natchitoches 60 71 62 72 18 14 18 16 80 88 10.0 
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TABLE 12 (CONT'n) 

Marijuana Total f.larijuana Total 
Possession Dru2 Possession Sale Dru2 Sale 

1976 1977 1976 1977 1976 19'17 1976 1977 
Orleans 1,411 1,499 1,873 1,939 356 361 817 814 Ouachita 256 313 165 332 24 69 25 78 Plaquemines 80 137 84 149 77 12 99 15 Pointe Coupee 5 8 5 8 1 2 1 2 Rapides 432 546 471 571 156 135 192 162 Red River 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 Richland 29 10 29 10 9 26 9 28 Sabine 21 16 21 17 11 9 11 10 St. Bernard 16 106 17 119 97 51 148 73 St. Charles 150 176 162 177 58 24 59 27 St. Helena 3 1 3 1 8 2 8 2 St. James 15 20 15 26 0 26 0 26 St. John 3:- 55 37 57 0 1 0 3 St. Landry 86 161 91 194 82 15 89 26 St. Martin 59 19 59 20 20 3 27 3 St. Mary 162 224 171 231 39 11 39 12 st. Tammany 119 171 123 191 24 35 25 40 Tangipahoa 111 98 128 114 12 31 18 37 Tensas 4 0 8 0 a 2 0 2 Terrebonne 136 115 137 123 11 15 20 21 Union 4 5 4 5 4 0 5 2 Vermilion 31 23 33 24 2 14 4 15 Vernon 131 146 147 157 22 83 44 108 
Washington 77 116 85 129 58 28 65 28 
Webster 42 45 45 48 4 11 4 12 WBR SO 50 52 50 10 0 10 0 W. Carroll 11 25 11 26 12 4 12 4 
W. Fe1iciana 0 26 0 26 0 2 0 2 
Winn 44 18 SO 21 10 2 19 2 

1Due to a change in reporting procedures, comparisons between 1976 and 1977 should not be made 
for drug sale arrests and drug possession arrests. 

Total 
Dru9: Arrests 
1976 1977 

2,690 2,753 
290 410 
183 164 

6 10 
663 733 

2 0 
38 38 
32 27 

165 192 
221 204 
11 3 
15 52 
37 60 

180 220 
86 23 

210 243 
148 231 
146 151 

8 2 
157 loB 

9 7 
37 39 

191 265 
150 157 

49 60 
62 50 
23 30 

0 28 
69 23 

2percent changes (%~) were not computed for those instances where the units of comparisons were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information Syst,em Division 

%~ 

2.3 
41.4 

-10.4 

10.6 

16.4 
- 7.7 

22.2 

15.7 
5il.l 

3.4 

- 8.3 

38.7 
4.7 

-19.4 



Marijuana 
Possession 

1976 1977 

Louisiana 831 1,038 

Acadia 4 6 
Allen 0 0 
Ascension 7 22 
Assumption 5 0 
Avoye11es 0 7 
Beauregard 0 2 
Bienville 9 5 
Bossier 16 3 
Caddo 26 51 
Ca1casieu 18 19 
Caldwell 2 3 
Cameron 0 0 
Catahou1a 1 7 
Claiborne 2 0 
Concordia 1 1 

H DeSoto 0 0 
H EBR 51 144 H 
I E. Carroll 0 0 

N 
E. Fe1iciana 0 0 <Xl 

Evangeline 0 7 
Franklin 0 0 
Grant 3 7 
Iberia 16 40 
Iberville 6 11 
Jackson 0 1 
Jefferson 177 172 
Jeff Davis 6 4 
Lafa.yette 35 47 
Lafourche 14 12 
LaSalle 3 0 
Lincoln 0 3 
Livingston 7 8 
Madison 0 0 
Morehouse 6 12 
Natchitoches 0 6 

TABLE 13 

LOUISIANA'S JUVENILE DRUG ARRESTS 
BY PARISH) 1976-19771 

Total Marijuana 
Dru9: Possession Sale 
1976 1977 1976 1977 

893 1,095 115 126 

4 6 0 2 
0 0 0 0 
7 22 0 1 
5 0 0 0 
0 7 4 0 
0 2 0 1 
9 7 0 0 

16 3 1 1 
28 51 0 1 
18 20 2 0 

2 3 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
1 7 0 0 
2 0 0 0 
1 2 1 0 
0 0 0 2 

63 145 3 11 
0 0 1 0 
4 0 0 0 
2 9 4 0 
0 0 0 0 
3 7 0 0 

16 40 4 0 
6 11 2 4 
0 

, 
0 0 J. 

181 186 7 16 
7 8 0 0 

35 47 2 0 
14 12 5 26 

3 0 0 2 
0 3 0 1 
7 8 2 1 
0 0 1 0 
6 12 0 2 
0 7 0 1 

Total Total 
Drug Sale Dru9: Arrests 

1976 1977 1976 1977 %t:f. 

229 145 1,122 1,240 10.5 

0 2 4 8 
0 0 0 0 
0 1 7 23 
0 0 5 0 
6 0 6 7 
I) 1 0 3 
0 0 9 7 
1 1 17 4 
0 1 28 52 
2 0 20 20 
0 1 2 ~ 

0 0 0 U 
0 0 1 7 
0 0 2 0 
1 0 2 2 
0 2 0 2 

101 13 164 158 - 3.7 
1 0 1 0 
0 0 4 0 
4 0 6 9 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 3 7 
4 0 20 40 
2 4 8 15 
0 0 0 1 
8 22 189 208 10.1 
0 0 7 8 
2 0 37 47 
5 28 19 40 
0 2 3 2 
0 1 0 4 
2 1 9 9 
1 0 1 0 
0 2 6 14 
0 1 0 8 



TABLE 13 (CONT/D) 
Marijuana Total ~1arijuana Total Total 
Possession Drug Possession Sale DruS! Sale DruS! Arrests 

1976 1977 1976 1977 1976 1977 1976 1977 1976 1977 %A 

Orleans 235 175 244 190 10 8 12 8 256 198 -22.7 
Ouachita 19 27 21 34 1 12 1 13 22 47 
Plaquemines 3 14 3 18 7 0 7 0 10 18 
Pointe Coupee 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 
Rapides 21 30 21 30 5 4 7 4 28 34 
Red River 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Richland 2 1 2 1 0 2 0 2 2 3 
Sabine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
st. Bernard 0 3 0 4 9 0 11 0 11 4 
st. Charles 14 24 19 24 10 1 10 1 29 25 
St. He1~na, 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
St. James 7 7 7 7 0 2 0 2 7 9 
St. John 1 6 1 6 0 0 0 0 1 6 
St. Landry 7 10 9 17 10 2 10 6 19 23 
St. Martin 3 1 3 1 1 2 1 2 4 3 
St. Mary 17 16 20 16 4 0 4 1 24 17 
St. Tammany 16 24 16 24 1 1 1 1 17 25 
Tangipahoa 4 8 4 8 0 1 0 1 4 9 
Tensas 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Terrebonne 34 27 35 27 2 1 5 2 40 29 
Union 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Vermilion 3 4 3 4 0 5 0 5 3 9 

H VernO!l 4 10 10 10 2 8 6 8 16 18 , ~ Washington 14 22 18 22 9 3 9 3 27 25 H 
I Webster 4 7 4 7 1 0 1 1 5 8 

tv WBR 12 13 12 13 4 0 4 0 16 13 1.0 

W. Carroll 0 3 0 3 0 .1 0 1 0 4 
W. Fe1iciana 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Winn 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 (} 0 3 

lDue to changes in reporting procedures, comparisons between 1976 and 1977 should not be made 
for drug sale arrests and drug possession arrests. 

2percent changes 
than 50. 

(%6) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 

" 



TADLE 14 
OFFENSES REPORTED AND CRIME RATES 

BY POPULATION GROUP, 1976-19771 

CRIMINAL FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED TOTAL 
HOMICIDE RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT VIOLENT 

POPULATION '/< OF OFF. OFF. OFF. OFF. OFF. 
GROUP STATE POP. REP'T. RATE REP'T. RATE REP'T. RATE REP'T. RATE REP'T. RATE 

8,000- 1977 2.1 16 19.8 21 25.9 8 9.9 243 300.8 288 350.5 
11,999

2 
1976 2.0 5 6.4 14 17.9 16 20.5 203 260.7 238 305.7 

(N=8) %ll. 5.0 19.7 15.4 21. 0 16.6 

12,000- 1977 9.5 67 18.0 61 16.4 107 28.8 879 236.9 1,114 300.2 
24,999 1976 9.6 40 10.8 60 16.2 80 21. 6 934 253.1 1,114 301. 9 
(N=20) %.6. -1. 0 1.7 1.2 33.8 33.3 -5.9 -6.4 0.0 -0.6 

25,000- 1977 16.6 62 9.5 103 15.7 199 30.5 1,:)46 237.0 1,910 292.8 
49,999 1976 16.5 73 11.5 105 16.5 190 29.9 1,674 263.9 2,042 321. 9 
(N=18) %.6. 0.6 -15.1 -17.4 -1. 9 -4.8 4.7 2.0 -7.6 -10.2 -6.5 -9.0 

H 50,000- 1977 18.5 88 12.2 115 15.9 269 37.3 1,628 226.2 2,100 291.9 H 
H 89,999 1976 18.3 71 10.1 117 16.6 282 40.2 1,572 224.1 2,042 291.1 
I (N=10) %.6. 1.1 23.9 20.8 -1.7 -4.2 -4.6 -7.2 3.6 0.9 2.8 0.3 w 

0 

120,000- 1977 l3.8 59 10.8 149 27.4 358 65.9 2,392 440.9 2,958 545.2 
159,999 1976 13.8 46 8.6 151 28.4 312 58.6 2,163 406.9 2,672 502.6 

(N=4) %ll. 0.0 -1.3 -3.5 14.7 12.5 10.6 8.4 10.7 8.5 

Over 1977 39.7 308 19.8 754 48.4 4,641 298.4 6,229 400.5 11,932 767.1 
200,000 1976 39.8 273 17.8 603 39.4 3,914 256.3 5,369 351.6 10,159 665.2 

(N=4) %.6. . -0.3 12.8 11.2 25.0 22.8 18.6 16.4 16.0 l3.9 17.5 15.3 

Louisiana 1977 100.0 600 15.3 1,203 30.6 5,582 142.3 12,917 329.4 20,302 517.7 
(N=64) 1976 100.0 508 13.2 1,050 27.3 4,794 124.8 11,915 3l0.2 18,267 475.5 

%.6. 2.1 18.1 15.9 14.6 12.1 16.4 14.0 8.4 6.2 11.1 8.9 

bt 
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TABLE 14 (COIlT/D) 

MOTOR VEHICLE TOTAL 
BURGLARY LARCENY-THEFT THEFT TOTAL PROPERTY INDEX CRIME 

POPULATION OFF. OFF. OFF. OFF. OFF. 
GROUP REpIT. RATE REPIT. RATE REP'T. RATE REP'T. RATE REP'T. 

8,000- 1977 374 463.0 761 942,1 23 28.4 1,158 1,433.6 1,446 
11,999 1976 402 516.3 872 1,120.0 45 57.8 1,319 1,694.2 1,557 

(N=8) %ll. -7.0 -10.3 -12.7 -15.9 -12.2 -15.4 -7.1 

12,000 1977 1,620 436.6 3,J.55 850.3 224 60.3 4,999 1,347.2 6,113 
24,999 1976 1,639 444.1 3,050 826.5 250 67.7 4,939 1,338.5 6,053 

(N=20) %ll. -1. 2 -1. 7 3.4 2.9 -10.4 -10.9 1.2 0.6 1.0 

25,000- 1977 3,738 573.0 8,020 1,229.4 487 74.6 12,245 1,877 .1 14,155 
49,999 1976 3,849 606.8 8,117 1,279.8 445 70.1 12,411 1,956.9 14,453 

(N=18) %ll. -2.9 -5.6 -1.2 -3.9 9.4 6.4 -1.3 -4.1 -2.1 

50,000- 1977 6,137 853.0 11,958 1,662.1 1,074 149.2 U.l!59 2,664.5 ~1,269 

89,999 ].976 6,068 865.2 11,110 1,584.1 860 122.6 IS"OJ.S 2,571.9 20,080 
(N=10) %ll. 1.1 -1.4 7.6 4.9 24.9 21.7 lSi. J 3.6 5.9 

120,000- 1977 6,592 1,215.0 14,040 2,587.9 1,306 240.7 il.:!}313 4,043.6 24,896 
159,999 1976 5,950 1,119.3 13,115 2,467.1 989 186.0 20,~34 3,772.5 22,726 

(N=4) %ll. 10.8 8.5 7.1 4.9 32.1 29.4 9.~ 7.2 9.5 

OVer 1977 26,506 1,704.2 57,460 3,694.5 10,040 645.5 94,a06 6,044.3 105,938 
200,000 1976 26,607 1,742.4 58,941 3,859.9 9,019 590.6 94,567 6,192.9 104,726 

(N=4) %ll. -0.4 -2.2 -2.5 -4.3 11.3 9.3 -tl.15 -2.4 1.2 

Louisiana 1977 44,967 1,146.7 95,394 2,432.6 13,154 335.4 153,515 3,914.8 173,817 
(N""64 ) 1976 44,515 1,158.9 95,205 2,478.6 11,608 302.2 lSl,328 3,939.8 169,595 

%ll. 1.0 -1.1 0.2 -1.9 13.3 11. 0 1.4 -0.6 2.5 

Ipercent changes (%ll.) were not computed for those instances where the units of comparisons were less than 50. 

2Number of parishes in the population group. 

Sources: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
Louisiana Tech University, The Louisiana Economy 

RATE 

1,790.2 
1,999.9 

-10.5 

1,647.5 
1,640.4 

0.4 

2,169.9 
2,278.8 

-4.8 

2,956.4 
2,863.0 

3.3 

4,588.9 
4,275.1 

7.3 

6,811. 5 
6,858.2 

-0.7 

4,432.5 
4,415.4 
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TABLE 15 

1977 DELlI'lQUENCY REPORT BY f\1ONTH - RA FORMl 

~gency Jan. Feb. March April May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Sheriff 

Avoyelles 
Franklin X 
LaSalle X 
Morehouse X X X X X 

X Pointe Coupee 
X X X X X Red River X X X X X X X X X X X Sabine 

St. James X X 
St. Martin X X X X X Terrebonne 

X 
X X X X X 

Vernon X 
Webster X 

X X W. Carroll 
X X 

Police Dept. 
H Baskin 

X X X X .X X 
H 
H Church Point 

X 
I 

Collinston 
X X X 

W 
tv Delhi 

X X Gramercy X X X X X X X X X X X X Gretna 
X Harahan 

X X Jackson X X X X X X X X X X X X Lake Arthur X X X X X X X X X X X X Lore!!'uville 
X X Lutcher X X X X X X X X X X X X Pontchatoula 

X Richwood X X .X X St. Francisville X X X X X X X X X X X X Ville Platte 
X Waterproof 

X Winnfield 
X Zachary 
X 

1 
Reports are considered delinquent if not included in the automated system as of March 27, 1978. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 



TABLE 16 

1977 DELI NQUENCY REPORT BY r'lONTH - ASRA FORMI 

Agency Jan. Feb. March AP~il May June July Aug. sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 

Sheriff 
Avoyelles X 
Cameron X 
Franklin X 
LaSalle X X X X X 
Morehouse X 
Point Coupee X X X X X 
Red River X X X X X X X X X X X 
Sabine X X 
St. James X 
St. Martin X X X X X X X X X X 
Terrebonne X 
Vernon X 
Webster X X 
West Carroll X X 

H 
Police Department 

H Baskin X X X X X X 
H Church Point X I 
w Collinston X X X w Delhi X X 

Gramercy X X X X X X X X X X X X 
Gretna X 
Harahan X X 
Jackson X X X X X X X X X X X X 
Lake Arthur X X X X X X X X X X X X 
Loreauville X X 
Lutcher X X X X X X X X X X X X 
Morgan city X 
Oakgrove X 
Ponchatoula X 
Richwood X X X X 
St. Francisville X X X X X X X X X X X X 
Ville Platte X 
Waterproof X 
Winnfield X X 
Zachary X X 

lReports are considered delinquent if not included in the automated system as of March 27, 1978. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 



TABLE 17 
1977 DELINQUENCY REPORT BY MONTH - ASRJ FORMI 

Agency Jan. Feb. March ~ril May ~ July Aug. Sept. ~ Nov. Dec. 

Sheriff Offices 
Avoyelles X 
Cameron X 
Franklin X 
Iberville X 
LaSalle X X X X X 
Morehouse X 
Point Coupee X X X X X 
Red River X X X X X X X X X X X 
Sabine X X 
St. James X 
st. Martin X X X X X X X X X X 
Terrebonne X 
Vernon X 
Webster X X 
West Carroll X X 

Police Departments 
Baskin X X X X X X 
Church Point X 

H Collinston X X X 
H Delhi X X H 
I Gramercy X X X X X X X X X X X X w 

"'" Gretna X 
Harahan X X 
Jackson X X X X X X X X X X X X 
Lake Arthur X X X X X X X X X X X X 
Loreauville X X 
Lutcher X X X X X X X X X X X X 
oakgrove X 
Pontchatoula X 
Richwood X X X X 
st. Francisville X X X X X X X X X X X X 
Vidalia X 
Ville Platt~ X 
Waterproof X 
Winnfield X X 
Zachary 

lReports are considered delinquent if not included in the automated system as of March 27, 1978 

S~lUrce: Louisiana criminal Justice Information System Division 

,I 
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TAbl[ 18 

lOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 
CRIMINAL HOMICIDE) 1976-19771 

--111 Cl< U;;LJl:.R-- ----J.1/J.~---- ----1:3114---- ------10------ ------1b------ -----TOTAL JUVf:tULf: --__ 
IvIAL..E I-t.MALt:. ,·,ALE h:""flLt.: '<lAd:: Ft;MALC i\,,\Ll F UMLE. f<lALE FEM/ILE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

0 u 0 u 4 !J 1l 1 20 2 35 8 43 
Ii u {J u 2 Ii 0 <: 7 0 9 2 11 

Al-ULT AGE & SEX SIJ'4MARY 

------1/------ ----.1.81<::'+---- ----~5/34---- ----.)5/04---- --55 8. OVER-- -----TOTAL ADULT------
I"IAL..E. I t:.MflLt: ",ALE t= c:..;1- fiLe: :4AI..E FEMHLt: 1-,ALt: FI:.MALE MALE Ff.MALE MilLE FEMALE TOTAL 

.:.1 0 176 30l 147 28 12u 26 28 9 492 94 586 
ol4 1 163 2j 1<.8 2~ Yo 21 28 1 429 7U 499 

+ 8.0 + 14.8 + <::0.0 + 14.7 + 34.3 + 17.4 

'***.***.*************************.***.* •• ***********~*** •• *******************************************************.* •• 
** KACt:. SUMIV}AKY (AGt:. 17 uNDt:.R JUVENiLES) ** 
** 

------------JUVENILL~------------ ---------. ---ALJUL T5----,---------- ** \'InrrE. I~E(:,klJ (JI tiER I 01 AI.. ,'/HITE NE.I>Ru 011-11:.1{ T01AL ** 
** 

olo 41:l 0 b~ 11:l5 379 1 065 ** 
5 21 0 2b 143 341 0 484 ** 

+ 29.4 + 1.1. .1 + 16.7 ** 
** 

****************************+*********************************************** 
** 

JUVt:.NJ.LE IJbI-'US.LTlOI~5 (INCLUDES AGE 17) ** 
** 

HAI~uL..ED KEF tlE.F HEr Rt.F ** 
~ r<L!>U J CRT \'vEL.. AGCY 0TII i"'U C I.:HT TUTAL ** 

** 
0 0 u 0 U 0 ** u 0 1I U U 0 ** - ** 

>t.* 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

201 427 1 629 
148 362 0 510 

+ 35.8 + 18.0 + 23.3 

MALE FEMALE T01'AL 

527 102 629 
438 72 510 

+ 20.3 + 41.7 + 23.3 

1 Percent changes (%A) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 

-----------~ ------



H 
H 
H 
I 

w 
m 

1977 
1976 

%.6. 

1977 
1976 

%.6. 

1977 
1976 

%.6. 

1977 
1976 

%.6. 

--lu ()i. ul~UE.K-- ---- ... 1/1.:.----
MAL..I: Ft:f'1fILE 1',AlE rL.'lALI:. 

2 u 5 l. 

03 0 4 u 

... 

TABLE 19 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 
FORCIBLE RAPE) 1976-19771 

JUvEIHlE. Auf. Ai~D !::.I:.X SUMMAI~Y 

----13/14----
r~AL,.E Ft::Mf\ll:. 

19 e!. 

.1.6 U 

------1~----·--
t-oll\LE fEMALE 

17 
J.j 

u 
o 

------16------
I-'IAlE FEMALE 

33 
23 

o 
o 

-----TOTAL JUVENILE----
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

76 
59 

+ ,8.8 

3 
o 

79 
59 

+ 33.9 

*~~***********·***·****************·*****4***************************************************************************** 

------1/------
I',ALE. Fl:.JviALE 

u 
o 

----113/24---­
l-lALE rc.rJ.All:. 

330 
t!3y 

+ .:t13.1 

A~ULT AGE & SEX SUMMARY 

----e!.5/34---­
MALE FEMI\LI:. 

1t-5 
108 

+ 10.1 

o 
1 

----35/54---­
IV\ALE. FE-MALE 

80 
74 

+ 8.1 

1 
1 

--~5 Ii OVEk-­
MALE FEMALE 

9 
13 

o 
1 

--~--TOTAL AOULT-----­
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

649 
522 

+ 24.3 

***************************************************************~******************************************************* 
** 

HACE SUMlvlAk Y (AGt:. 17 UNDt:.R JUVENlLI:.S) ** TOTAL ARRESTS 
** 

-----·------~UVENILEs------------ -----------~-ADULTS-------------- *.* 
wHITE I.jE(,KO OIHER r 0 r AI.. wHITE NE<:'R() OTHER TOTAL ** WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

** 
'+1 74 0 110 210 403 0 613 ** 251 477 0 728 
29 54 0 83 189 0306 3 498 ** 218. 360 3 561 

+ ;.)7.0 ... 3.:s.b + 11.1 +31.7 + 23.1 ** + 15.1 + 32.5 + 25.3 
** 

**********.****************************************************************** 
** 

JUVEN.i.LE uISPuSITlONS (HKLUOES AGE 17) ** 
*~~ 

11AN[)LE.U ,<EF HEF REt- Rt:..F ** 
~ KL.SO J CRT wEI... AG('Y vTH PO C CRT TOTAL ** MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

** 
0 0 (j 0 0 0 ** 716 12 728 
0 II 0 0 0 0 ** 577 4 581 

** + 24.1 + 25.3 

1 Percent changes (%.c,,) were not ..:omputed in those .instances where the units of comparison :'Here less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Informatio:l System Division 
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TABLE 20 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

ROBBERY, 1976-19771 

JUIIE'HL..E A\>E AI~D 5c,;i SUMf-1A1~Y .. ' ~. 

--lu 1:0. u!"lUt.K-- ----.1.1/1.::---- ----13/14---- ------15------ ------16------ --'~"'~TOTAL JUVENILE----
I"IALE Fa::J"IALt:. i'iI\LE Ft.'~AL .. r·1Al..E FEMALE. MALE FEMALt:. MALE FEMALE (~ALE FEMALE TOTAL 

1977 14 .l 2e u 1.1.5 ~ 164 12 214 8 535 26 561 
1976 J." 0 44 .l 

%A 
1u9 ~ 114 14 

+ 5.5 + ,+3.9 
166 8 445 32 477 

+ 28.9 + 20.2 + 17.6 

A ... ULT AGE & SEX SU~iMARY 

··-----11------ ----.l8/2-f--~-· ----2.5/34--~- ----35/54---- --55 & OVEH-- -----TOTAL ADULT------
1'1A ... E:. Ft:i'IALt:. I-1ALE FL:.I~ALt:. MALE FEMALE r'lALE FEMALI::: MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

1977 le9 b Ir001 61 3')1 39 139 1.0 15 0 1,735 11ti 1.853 
1976 .t:J5 12 1,053 aU 395 21 90 10 4 0 1,697 103 !P800 %A + .::1 .• 9 4.9 + 1.0( 1.0 + 54.4 + 2.2 + 14.6 + 2.9 

****************** •• *******.*** •• ************************************************************************************** 

1977 
1976 

%.6. 

1977 
1976 

%.6. 

KACE. SUMMARY (AbE 17 UND .. R JUVENILES) 

------------~UVENILE~------------
wHITE Nt:.bRO OlHER IOTAL.. 

% 
d2 

+ 17.1 

b62 
561 

+ 1/l.U 

o 
1 

75tl 
04'+ 

+ 17.7 

-------------ADULTS--------------
~HI1E NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

1'<::22 
1'205 

+ 1.4 

10 
o 

1,656 
1,633 

+ 1.4 

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

.***************************************************************************** 
** 

JUVt:.N!LE UI~puSIT10NS (INCLUDES AGE 17) ** 
** 

nANDLED KEF HEF REF Rt::F ** 
/;. t<LSD J CRT hEL.. AGCY UTH r'D C CRT TOTAL ** 

** 
0 0 1.1 0 U 0 ** 
u 0 U 0 U U ** 

** 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

WHITE NEGRO OTHER 

529 1,884 10 
510 1,766 1 

+ 3.7 + 6.7 

MALE FEMALE 

2.270 144 
2,142 135 

+ 6.0 + b.7 

1 Percent changes (%A) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 

TOTAL 

2,414 
2.277 

+ 6.0 

TOTAL 

2.414 
2,2.77 

+ 6.0 
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1977 
1976 
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1977 
1976 

%6. 

1977 
1976 

%A 

1977 
1976 

%6. 

--11.1 11 vl.ut:.t\-- ----11/1 ... ----
,-,ALE. f-Li·IALf:. ",ALE, FL'''ALL 

"'I 7 ,>,7 1 .. 
... 9 2 1l<:! 2u 

+ f).1 I 

------1/------ ----J.BI2't----
I·,ALL FLr·'ALI:. "IALf;: f't..~1f\Lt:. 

1';;17 46 t!.,172 38~ 

100 3.3 2,019 .:>6b 
+ Y·4 + 7.6 + b.~ + 

TABLE 21 

LOUISIANA ARREST SU~'MARY: 
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT, 1976-19771 

----13/1'+---- --~---10----- .. 
"1A~::. rE.r~f\Lt:. j·1ALI:: F-t..I~ALE 

1bH 02 Ib(:l ,54 
1'+9 00 101 44 

12.,3 ~.t> + 4.!' 

AI..IULT AGE & SEX :'lJr"MAf{ Y 

----25/34---- ----35/54----
MALE FEMAL~ 1'1 A LI:. Ft:.MALE 

1,8,+1 .531 1,4b4 2HO 
1,7j.3 .Hu 1,.380 319 

6.2 + 0./;\ + 5.6 12.2 

------lb------ -----TOTAL JUVFNILE----
t-tALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

241 29 708 136 844 
222 47 ('53 168 821 

+ fl.6 + 11.4 - 19.0 + 2.8 

--05 8. OVE~-- -----TOTAL ADULT------
MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

344 33 6,018 1,075 7,093 
295 44 5,613 1.U72 6,685 

+ 16.6 + 7.2 + .3 + 6.1 

~***********************.****** •• **********************************************************.**************************** 
** KACt: SUMr',AkY (AGL 17 UNDf:.R JUVENILES) ** 
** 

------------uUV8.1Lt..~------------ -------------ADULTS-------------- ** .. nIlE I.I:.GKU OthER r01AL VIIi! IE NEl:>RO OTHE.R TOTAL ** 
** 

3Y3 bY2 2 L,087 2,7t:!4 4'116 46 6,800 ** 
328 7U6 0 1,u3,+ 2,4 .. 6 4,ull 15 6.472 ** + J.Y.b c..u + 001 + 11.4 + t!..6 + 0./;\ ** 

** 
~*****************************************~*********************************** 

** 
JUVCN1LE ~I~PUSIT.ONS IINLLUDI:.S AbE 17) ** 

** Itl\l~LlLE.J "EF HI.:.F KEr Rt..F ** & kL.S[) J CRT tlt:L. AGCY vTH 1"'0 C I..RT TuTAL ** 
** U 0 u 0 U 0 ** U 0 U 0 U 0 ** 
** 
** 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

3,117 4.808 48 7,937 
2,774 4,717 15 7.506 

+ 12.4 + 1.9 + 5.7 

MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

6.726 1.211 7,937 
6,266 1.240 7.506 

+ 7.3 2.3 + 5.7 

1 Percent changes (%6.) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Sources: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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1977 
1976 
%~ 

--lu (i UMJEk--
NA~.E H.MALE. 

00 8 
JIf 2 

+ .!.l.1 

------1'/------
IV,AL.E Ft.MI\Lc:. 

4'+3 54 
3"3 46 

+ 18.8 + 

----1.1/1.::-_-_ 
l"IALE Fi:i'l!\Lt:. 

120 
13u 
7.7 

1:> 
2.1. 

----18/24----
I',ALE Fi:..I,jALE 

3,679 47';1 
J,Il74 45u 

5.9 + 6.4 + 

TABLE 22 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

TOTAL VIOLENT OFFENSES J 1976-19771 

JU~Ejljh .. E A",[ Ai~LJ SEX SuMf.IAkV 

----13/14----
MAL.E FE M/-I LI:. 

+ 

b4 
64 
.0 

AUULT AGE 8: SEX 

----'-5/34----
MAL.E FEMALE 

.:,5t>/+ 404 
2,4;:'4 ":>56 

5.8 + 1,j.5 

------15------
I"IALE FEMALE 

360 
288 

+ 25.0 

SUI~MAHY 

47 
60 

----.55/54----
MALE FEMALE 

1'003 317 
1,646 351 

+ 9.5 9.7 

------16------
MALE FEMALE 

~08 

418 
+ 21.5 

--55 
MALE 

396 
340 

+ 16.5 

8: 

39 
55 

OVER--
FEMALE 

42 
46 

-----TOTAL JUVENILE----
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

1,354 
1,166 

+ 16.1 

173 
202 

- 14.4 

1,527 
1,368 

+ 11.6 

-----TOTAL ADULT------
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

8,885 1,296 10,181 
8,257 1,249 9,506 

+ 7.6 + 3.8 + 7.1 

'4*****************************************.***************************************************************************** 
** 

t{ACE SUMI4ARV (AGE. 17 uNDt.R JUVENiLES) ** TOTAL ARRESTS' 
** 

------------JUVENILt.~------------ -------------ADULTS-------------- ** 
,.,hITE I~EbkO 01HER IOTAI... IIHI1E NEbRO OTHER TOTAL ** WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

** 
5% .1.,476 2 ~'02'+ ..:),552 6,120 57 9,684 ** 4,098 7,596 59 11 ,708 
444 1,342 1 1'787 3,206 5,d63 18 9,087 ** 3,650 7,205 19 10,874 

+ ,3·0' + 1lJ.0 + 13.':;' + 10.8 + 4.4 + 6.b ** + 12.3 + 5.4 + 7.7 
** 

;****************************************************************************** 
** 

JUV~N,LE ~ISPUSIT10NS (INCLUD~S AbE 17) ** 
** 

HAI~UL.t:D KEF Ri:.F REt- RI:.F ** 
& HLSLJ J C~T \'IEL. AGe.. 'r vTH PO C CRl TOTAL ** MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

** 
0 0 0 0 0 0 ** 10,239 1,469 11,708 
0 0 u 0 0 0 ** 9,423 1,451 10,874 

** + 8.7 + 1.2 + . 7.7 
,.. 

1 Percent changes (%~) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 



H 
H 
H 
I 

"'" o 

1977 
1976 

%A 

1977 
1976 

%A 

1977 
1976 

%6. 

1977 
1976 

%6. 

TABLE 23 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

BURGLARY, 1976-19771 

.JU ~ EI~ 1 LE A\:>E AND SO SUMMARY 

--Iv ~ ul,ut:.K-- ----.l1/1c:.---- --·--13/11j.---- ------10------ ------16------ -----TOTAL JUVENILE----
i'IALE. Fc.MALE I"ALE f-t:.tl A Lt:. I't.A ... E FEMHLl i'iALE. Ft.~IALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

2'+6 27 437 3u 1,2..>4 61 t}c)9 32 1,035 35 3,A51 185 4,036 
102 3 382 1<) 1,Oj3 33 899 34 1,069 29 3,565 115 3,680 

+ .)0.2 + .1.4.4 + 19.5 + .0 3.2 + 8.0 + 60.9 + 9.7 

·*******~ •• ***************~***·**.**.*****+t**************************************************************************** 
AuULT AGE & SEX 5Ui"Ir'1AkY 

------1/------ ----1812'+---- ----~5/34---- ----35/54---- --55 & OVER-- -----TOTAL ADULT------
MAL.E t-c.MI-ILE:. ~jALE Ft:.~'ALt:. MAL.E FEMALE r'1ALE FEr4ALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

8.)6 2':1 ~,430 16~ 1,173 43 358 10 1~5 2 5,847 251 6.098 
7':J9 35 3,267 .1.30 1I Ou2 60 420 20 22 0 5,510 253 5.763 
1j..6 + 5.1 + 17.4 + 1701 - 14.8 + Eo.l • .8 + 5.S 

,*********************************************************************************************************************** 
** 

KAC~ SUM!'>'IAHY (AGE:. 17 uNDr:.R JUVENlLI:::S) ** TOTAL ARRESTS 
** 

------------.;UVEI-I I L.ES------------ -------------AWULTS-------------- ** 
I'IHlrE NEl>KO OTHER IOIAL. I'iHITE NE.I>!N OTHER TOTAL ** 

** 
2,2b3 ~,631 7 4,901 2,546 2'684 .3 5,233 ** 
C:..3j6 ~'167 3 4,b14 2,3li6 2,607 1b 4.929 ** 

301 + c:!1.4 + b.l:l + 10.1j. + 3.0 + 6.2 ** 
** 

.******************************************'********************************** 
** 

rlAr~DLE.D 
I:i KLSIJ 

o 
o 

JuVt:.IHLE uISPlJSlTlOI% (IN~LUDES AGE 17) ** 

KEF R~F REt-
J CRT ~~L. RGCY uTH ~u 

o 
o 

lJ 
u 

o 
o 

Rt:.F 
C l-RT 

o 
o 

TOTAL 

o 
o 

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

WHITE NEt;RO OTHER 

4.809 5,315 10 
4,642 4,774 19 

+ 3.6 + 11.3 

MALE FEMALE 

9,698 436 
9.075 368 

+ 6.9 + 18.5 

TOTAL 

10,134 
9,443 

+ 7.3 

TOTAL 

10,134 
9.443 

+ 7.3 

1 Percent changes (%6.) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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TABLE 24 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 
LARCENY-THEFT~ 1976-19771 

JUvENILE AGE AND ~~X SUMMAHY 

--J.oJ (). ur;uE.t\-- ----.L1/1<!---- ----13/14---- ------15------ ------16------ -----TOTAL JUVENILE----
[vtALl. f-I:.I·'I\!..E I.,ALE f-t:.I'!ALt. [viA .... !:: FEMALE. I~ALE H.M A 1..1::. MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

4db 1u1 934 ~l)u J.,9.1b clOb l,2bO 509 1,4U5 565 6,039 2,351 8,390 

4.>3 b4 1:142 ~SJ. J.,7/7 u61 1,10':1 b24 1,355 031 5,566 2,031 7,597 
+ J.2.(J ... ~·I .1) ... 10.9 ... lb.!:) ;. 8.9 ... 21.9 + 10.4 + ll.4 + 3.7 + 6.4 + ~.5 + 15.8 + 10.4 

• *****************~**+************************************************************************************************* 
AiJULTAGE & SEX SUMMAHY 

------11------ ----.I.8/2't---- ----25/3 ... --~- ----35/5'~~--- --55 & OVEH-- -----TOTAL ADULT------
iVIA .. C: Ft:.MALI::. "IALE Ft:.I·~ALt. MA .. E FEMALE. f4ALE. FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

l,U;)b 474 ~,322 2,eS':! .!,677 1,b33 1,730 1,U41 381 279 11,146 6,186 11,332 

'J't6 ':'b7 b,427 .,:,711 2,5:'8 1'420 1,641 91b 362 239 10,934 5,659 16,593 
+ 9.b + 2':1.2 1.9 ... b.!:) + 4.7 + 7.5 + ~.4 + 1j.6 + 5.2 + 16.7 + 1.9. + 9.3 + 4.5 

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

HACE SUr-1MAkY (IIGI::. 17 UND~R JUVENIL~S) ** 
** 

------------~UVE~ILEb------------ -------------ADULTS-------------- ** 
wHITf. NEGHO OlHER TOTAL wHIlE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL ** 

** 
j,5J.9 b,j72 9 9,~Ou 6,8U7 9,u05 46 15,822 ** 
j,2:)4 0,b52 2 t),91U 0,558 8,70M 14 Ib,280 ** 

+ 8.1 + 1,.7 + 11.1 + 3.8 + 3.4 + 3.5 ** 
** 

*.*************************************************************************** ** 
JUVEN1LE LJISPOSlTJ.ONS (INCLUDES AuE 17) ** 

** 
hANIJL~D t\EF fkF REI" REF ** 

II< RI..S() J CRT wEI.. AG(;Y OTH PO C CRT TOTAL ** 
** 

0 0 U 0 0 0 ** 
0 0 \J 0 U I) ** 

** 
*. 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

10,326 15,377 55 25,722 
9,812 14,360 16 24,190 

+ 5.2 + 7.1 + 6.3 

MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

17,185 8,537 25,722 
16,500 7,690 24,190 
+ 4.2 + 11.0 + 6.3 

1 Percent changes (%A) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 



H 
H 
H 
I 

"'" t-l 

1977 
1976 

%.6. 

1977 
1976 

%.6. 

1977 
1976 

%..6. 

1977 
1976 

%.6. 

--lu t. uI'IUE:.I\--

C'<IAL.!:. F!:.MALl:. 

7 0 
5 0 

------If------
MAI.!:. FI:}'IALi:. 

1'+0 16 
lub 2 

+ 32.1 

----.ll/lc:---­
hALE FL~·IALt. 

24 
22 

.L 

.L 

----18/24----
I-IALE. FU~ALL 

578 2f 
497 31 

+ .L6.3 

TABLE. 25 

LOUISIANA ARREST SUMM~.RY: 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT) 1976-19771 

JUvEldL.E Ai:iE 1\1';8 St..>. SUMMARY 

----13/14---­
MAL-E. FEf'1ALl 

1:,1 
1~5 

+ 11.,,) 

ADULT 

20 
11 

AGE & SEX 

----25/34----
t-IALr.: FEMALI:. 

2tlO Hi 
2.L3 12 

+ 31.5 

------15------
' .... ALE FEMALE 

2U9 
HI!> 

+ 13.U 

SUI',MAHY 

----35/54----
i'tALE F£MALE 

11U 7 
113 8 
2.7 

------16------
MALE FEMALE 

320 
233 

+ 37.3 

--!>5 

MALE 

12 
8 

& 

14 
8 

OVEH--
FEMALE 

0 
2 

-----TOTAL JUVENILE----
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

711 
5aO 

+ 22.6 

49 
35 

760 
615 

+ <!3.6 

-----TOTAL ADULT------
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

1,120 68 !r1S8 
937 55 992 

+ 19.5 0} 23.6 + 19.8 

****************************~******************************************************************************************* 
** 

~ACE SUt-'h-IAHY (AGE.. 17 UNDt.R JUVENILES) ** 
** 

------------vUVEI~ILE:;,------------ -------------ADULTS-------------- ** 
w~ll IE 1.t.(;,f{O o IllER lOll'll. rIH1'TE fIIEI>Ru OHlER TOTAL ** 

** 
4':i7 1+20 4 <;110 529 502 10 1,0';2 ** 378 344 1 723 407 414 :3 81:14 ** + j1.5 + 2.:.1 + 20.7 + 13.3 + 21.3 + 16.7 ** 

** 
~*************************************************************************.*** 

** 
JUVeNilE ~ISP0S1TIONS (INCLUDES A6E 17) ** 

** 
HA!~lJlE.[) t~EF IkF REI- ReF ** 

IJ. RL51J v CRT \,EL. ~G~ Y uTI; PO C torn TuTAl ** 
** 

U 0 U 0 0 0 ** 
0 0 u 0 0 0 ** 

** 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

lr026 922 14 1,948 
845 758 4 1,607 

+ 21.4 + 21.6 + 21.2 

MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

1,831 117 1,948 
1,517 90 1,607 

+ 20.7 + 30.0 + 21.2 

1 
Percent changes (%.6.) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 

........ ----------~ ~--~---'------~~--~ 
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1977 
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1976 
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1977 
1976 

%A 

1977 
1976 

%A 

--111 a. ul~L.E:.t(-- ----11/1.::----
MAL.E. Ft.~II\Lt.. .'IALE Fd';ALI:. 

7J8 l-':tl 1,390 .)~.1. 

0.:0 b7 1,':46 <!bo 
+ J.9.0 + 9J..0 + .12.0 + 1':1.0 

------1/------ ----1812'+----
MAL.E. Ft:.I~ALE:: l'iALE Ft.1-1ALI:. 

.:,0J.2 b19 9,.335 ,:,,04d 
1,8:.>1 '+04 9,191 ~,tl8U 

+ 8·7 + 2b.b + 1.6 + 5.0 
• 

TABLE 26 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

TOTAL PROPERTY OFFENSES~ 1976-19771 

JU"F.l'llLt AbE AND SE;:X !:.UMMAKY 

--•. -13/14---- ------1b------
MALE FEMALE MALE FE;MALE 

j,Sc:.ll bB7 ~,j8ci b.35 
.:.945 7Uo 2,21+3 b73 

+ 12.7 + 2b.tI + b.!) + 10.8 

.A ... UL.T AGE & SEX ~VM~AkY 

----~5/34---- ----J5/54----
MAL.E rEMALL f'tALE FEMALE 

4,130 1,b94 2,19!l 1,Ob3 
3,773 1'<+9& 2'174 ')44 

+ 9.5 + b.4 + 1.1 + 1:::.b 

------!()------
MALE FEMALE 

2,760 q,14 
2'057 568 

t 3.9 + 8.1 

--51) Ii OVER--
MALE FEr-IALE 

438 281 
392 2,41 

+ 11.7 + 16.6 

---~-TOTAL ~UVENILE----

MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

10,601 
9,711 

+ 9.2 

2,585 
2,181 

+ 18.5 

13,186 
11,892 
+ 10.9 

-----TOTAL ADULT------
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

18,113 6,505 24,618 
17,381 5,967 23,348 
+ 4.? + 9.0 + 5.4 

*********.*********.*****************.****.*************~.*******************************************.***************** 
** 

KACE SUMI-IARY (AGE. 17 vND~R JUVENILES) ** 
** 

------------JUVENILE~------------ -------------ADUL T5-------------·· ** 
wt1.IIE. I~EC:iRO OlHt.R 101 AI.. WHITE NEC,RO OTHER TOTAL ** 

** 
b,2-(9 ':1,4,3 20 10,711 9,8b2 12,J.91 09 22,087 ** 
b,908 8,163 6 llt'147 .,J,331 11,729 33 21,093 ** 

+ 5.2 + IIJ.4 . + 11.1 + 5.9 + 3.9 + 14.7 ** 
** 

*******.***********************~********************************************* ** 
JUV~NLLE Ul~PuSLT~ONS (INCLUDES A~E 17) ** 

** 
H~'I~LJl.EI) hEF REF REf RtF ** 
~ KLS[) oJ CRT \~EI.. AGe) OTH PD C t..RT TOTAl. ** ** 

0 0 0 0 0 0 ** 
0 0 u ° 0 0 ** 

** ...... 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

WHITE NEGRO ()'THER TOTAL 

16,161 21,614 79 37,804 
15,299 19,892 39 35,240 
+ 5./? + 8.7 + 7.3 

MALE FEro\ALE TOTAL 

28,714 9,090 37'804 
27,()92 8,148 35,240 
+ 6.0 + 11.6 + 7.3 

1 
Percent changes (%A) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison ",ere less than 50 .• 

·Source: Louisiana Criminal Justlce Infol."llIation System Division 

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



H 
H 
H 
I 

"" "" 

1977 
1976 

%A 

1977 
1976 

%A 

1977 
1976 

%A 

1977 
1976 

%a 

TP,BLE 27 

LOUISIANA A.~REST SUMMARY: 
TOTAL INDEX OFFENSES, 1976-19771 

JUvf.lHL.E A\:JL. AND !:lcX SU~IMAKY 

--1U CI< ut~uE:.R-- ----J. 11 1.::::---- ----13/14---- ------15------ ------16------ -----TOTAL ,JUVENILE~---
MAL.E. f-c.MJ.\Lt:. I~,ALE Ft.~IALt. MAL.E FEMJ.\LI:'.. '~'ALE Fl:'..rlllALE MALE FEMALE ,.,ALE FEMALE TOTAL 

7':Jb Db 1,:"10 .).3lJ .),6.::;6 ':151 2,74d 6d~ 3,268 653 11,955 2,758 14.713 
b/4 b ") 1 r.576 ~8':t 3,2<..1 Ib9 2,531 6,,53 3,075 623 10,877 2,383 13.260 

+ .Lfj,4 + 97.1 + 1Ll.1 + lo.j + 12.6 + 2j.7 + b.o + 7.7 + 6.3 + 4.8 + 9.9 + 15.7 + 11.0 

AuUL.T AGE 8. SEX SU~1MAf<Y " 
------1/------ ----J.81c.'t---- ----25/.34---- ----35/54---- --55 8. OVER-- -----TOTAL ADULT------

1'1 A L.E:. Ft.~1ALt:. I-,ALE Ft-t·,ALt:. r~AL.E FEMALE ~'1ALE Ft:.MALE: MALE FEMALE MALE FEIv'IALE TOTAL 

~'4:"5 :;7.3 1..5,014 .)'027 6,6';14 17998 4,001 1,380 834 .323 26,Q98 7,801 34,799 
(:.,2.:4 450 .L2,b65 .:.>,..53U btlY7 l'tl54 3,620 1,2.95 732 287 25 r 638 7,216 32.854 

+ .L0.4 + .:/.3 + 2.8 + o.Y + 8.0 + I. b + '+.7 + b.b + 13.9 + 12.5 + 5.3. + 8.1 + 5.9 

**~*************************************~******************************************************************************* 
** 

I<AC£ SUt-l",ARY (AGi:. 17 UNDc.R JUVENILES) ** 
** 

------------,JUVEI~ 1 LI::::,------------ -------------ADULTS-------------- ** 
wHITE I~E(,kO OTHER TOTAL. wHITE NEGRO OTHEK TOTAL ** 

** 
brb.::::!) 1U,u99 22 17'741 13,4j4 18'..511 116 31,771 ** 
b,4.L2 Y,!:)05 7 1:>,93'+ .L2,5':;7 17,b9c. 51 30,180 ** 

i- 6.4 + 14.7 i- ll • .) + 7.2 + 4.1 +127.5 + 5.3 ** 
** 

~********************************~********.*~********************************* 
** 

JUV~N1LE 0ISPuSIT1ONS (INLLUDES A~E 17) ** 
** 

liAl'~DLEu KEF R~F REi' RJ::F ** 
I:< KL-S{J ,J CRT wEL. AGLY uTH i-'D C CRT TOTAL ** 

** 
0 0 u 0 u 0 ** 
0 0 u 0 0 0 ** 

** .... 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

20,259 29,210 138 49.512 
18,949 27,097 58 46,114 
+ 6.9 + 7.8 +137.9 4- 7.4 

. MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

38,953 10,559 49,512 
36,515 9,599 46.114 
+ 6.7 t 10.0 + 7.4 

1 
Percent changes (%A) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division. 
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TABLE 28 

LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

SALE AND/OR MANUFACTURING OF !1ARIJUANAJ 1976-19771 

JUvEldLE Aut: AND ~c.x SUMIV\AkY 

--lu 0. VI-uE.r{-- ----J.1/1.:---- ----13114---- ------15------ ------lb------ -----TOTAL JUIlE'NILE----
f'iAL.E Ft..l"lALE ,"tALE Ff..MALl-. ~IAL.E FEMf'LE ,"i II LE:: FEfl,ALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEr.1ALE TOTAL 

G u 1 u J.j 0 .31 ~ 62 9 107 19 126 
2 u 3 u J.5 0 10 5 59 10 95 20 115 

+ 5.1 + 12.fl + 9.6 

AuULT AGE & SEX SLJ~1MAI~'( 

------1/------ ----J.8/2't---- ----<::5/34---- ----.1';5/54---- --55 & OVER-- -·----TOTAL ADULT------
MAL.E:. rt.i4ALI::. I'I;\LE FL.MALt.:. MAI..E FEMALE r'lALt; FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

70 14 873 J.2u 325 38 72 16 7 1 1,347 197 1,544 
~O 1t> 1,046 13u 3Ui.l 4.::! b2 14 3 0 1,509 201 1.710 

- :::2.2 - J.6.S 1.!.) + 5.5 + 16.1 - 10.7 2..0 9.7 

~********.***********~*********~**************************************************~************************************ 
** 

KACE SUMMARY (AGi:. 17 UNDE:.R JUVENILES) ** 
** 

------------JUVENILE~------------ -------------ADULTS-------------- ** 
IiHITE I~E"kO OlHER 101 Al. ;/HIl E NEI,;RO OTHER TOTAL ** 

** 
105 45 0 21U 1,Ou1 458 10 1,460 ** 
178 42 0 .::!20 1.126 478 1 1,605 ** 
7.3 4.0 - 11.1 4.2 9.0 ** 

** 
~****************************************~*********************************** 

** 
JUV~N,LE ~ISPUSITIONS (INCLUDES AbE 17) ** 

** 
HAI'lULI:.D kEF HEF I{Ef- Rt=.F ** 

cl KLSD J CHT v.EL AGt:Y vlH J-'O C CRT TOTAL ** 
** 

0 0 U 0 0 0 ** 
0 0 (j 0 0 0 ** 

~* 
*'" 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

11166 503 10 1,670 
1r304 52.0 1 1,825 

- 10.6 3.3 8.5 

. MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

1.454 216 1,670 
1,604 2.21 1.825 

9.4 2.3 8.5 

1 Percent changes (%~) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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TABLE 29 
LOU I S I ANA ARREST SUM~lARY: 

SALE AND/OR MANUFACTURING OF OTHER DRUG(S)J 1976-19771 

JU"ClHI..E. A"E. AHL ~LX SI.JMMAkY 

--1v (j, uhtJlK-- ----J.1/1.c---- ----13/14---- ------15------ ------16------ -----TOTAL JUVENILE----
I'IAL.E FI:.~iALE I,ALE FU~I\Lt::: MA ... C FE~lALE ~lALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

U U 0 lJ 1 b 2 :3 4 3 7 12 19 
u 0 1 lJ 16 4 i:!.3 1U 47 13 87 27 114 

***~*************.************************+***************************************************************************** 

AuULT AGE 8. SEX SIJi'IMAKY 

------1(------ ----.18/.:4---- ----25/34---- ----35/04---- --b5 & OVER-- -----TOTAL AUUlT------
i"IA ... E. F I:.i'l AU. I',ALE Ft.MALt. It,AL.E Ft::IP.ALE NALt:: FE-MALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

~5 7 3!j9 7.:; 218 29 til:! 23 15 4 135 136 871 

f4 10 710 137 340 44 97 21 13 0 1.234 218 1,452 
- 45.2 40.1 35.9 ':1.3 - 40.4. - 37.6 - 40.0 

~*********************************************************************************************************************** 
** 

KACE SUMf;)Ah Y (AGt:. .17 UND~R JuVENILES) ** 
** 

-------·,----..;l.JVEl~llES------------ -------------ADUlTS-------------- ** 
... hI IE. 1~l:.loRO OIHER fOTAL. I'IHIIE NEGRO OTHEK ToTAL ** 

** 
'*3 8 0 51 5':)5 604 0 839 ** 

106 38 0 204 80 2 000 U 1,362 ** 
- 70.U - 37.9 - 39.2 - 38.4 ** 

** 
(***************************************************************************** 

** 
JUVeNilE tJISPuS1TrONS (IN~LUDES AGE 17) ** 

** 
MANULE[) I~EF RI:.F REI- Rt:.F ** 

8. RLSl) v CRT wEL kGCY oTH I-D C CRT TOTAL ** 
** 

0 0 u 0 0 0 "'''' 0 0 u 0 U 0 ** 
** 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

578 312 0 890 
10028 538 0 1,566 

- 43.8 - 42.0 - 43.2 

MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

742 148 890 
1,321 245 1,566 

- 43.8 39.6 - 43.2 

1 
Percent changes (%.0.) were not computed in those inst.ances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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TABLE 30 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

TOTAL SALE AND/OR MANUFACTURING OF DRUGS, 1976-19771 

----.1.1/1.::---­
l'IALt: Ft..~iALt. 

1 
4 

u 
u 

----18/2 .. ----
I'IALE f'c.i"'ALt:. 

1,262 .:.01 
1,75b 267 

- .:c8.1 - 24.7 

----13/14---­
MALE. FEMIILL 

.1.4 

.. H 

A0ULT 

11 
':! 

AGE. & SEX 

----.:::5/34----
tvlALE FEMALE 

543 67 
6,+8 8b 

- 16.2 - 22.1 

------l~------

+ 

("'ALE FEMALE 

33 
39 

~UMMARY 

8 
1!:l 

----35/54----
MALE FE/II1ALE 

160 39 
Ib9 35 
.b 

------16------
MALE FEMALE 

66 
106 

37.7 

--55 
MALE 

22 
16 

& 

12 
23 

OVER--
FEMALE 

5 
0 

----~TOTAL ~UVENILE----
MALE FE~'ALE TOT AL 

114 
182 

37.4 

:u 
47 

145 
229 

36.7 

-----TOTAL AOULT------
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

2,082 333 2,415 
2,743 419 3,162 

- 24.1 - 20.5 - 23.6 

~*****************+**********+***********+***************************************************************************** 
** 

KACE SUM,~AKY (AGE 17 UNDI:.R ~UVE.N1LE.S) ** 
** 

------------vUVEr~ 1 LE~------------ -------------ADULTS-------------- ** 
wHlr!:. ,~t:"kU 0', HER 1 0'1 AI.. .mITE NEI:>RO OlliEI'( TOTAL ** 

** 
2L18 53 0 261 1,536 762. 10 2,299 ** 
344 80 0 42'+ 1,9ti8 97b 1 2,907 ** 

- j9.5 - j.3.8 - 3b.4 - 22.7 - 22..1 - 22.5 ** 
** 

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

~UVI:.IHLE uIspuSn lO'~S (IN(.LUOES AGE 17) ** 
** 

nllNDLED t-,EF Hf..F REI- KI:.F ** 
If KLSD ~ CRT wEI.. AGCY OTH PO C ('HT TOTAL ** 

** 
0 0 u 0 0 0 ** 
0 0 U 0 0 0 ** 

** 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

wHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

1,744 815 10 2,560 
2,332 1,058 1 3,391 

- 25.2 - 23.0 - 24.5 

MilLE FEf'AALE TOTAL 

2~196 364 2,560 
2,925 466 3,391 

- 24.9 - 21.9 - 24.5 

1 
Percent changes (%.6.) were not computed in those instances ,qhere the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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TABLE 31 
LOUISIANA ARREST SU~1MARY: 

POSSESSION OF MARIJUANA~ 1976-19771 

JUvE[HLE I\l>t M.C St.>. Sut"MAi~Y 

----13/14---- ------15------
t·1AI..E Ft::~'ALE 1"1 1\ Ll Ft::MALE 

1~1 '+':l 2.;9 b':l 
117 21 1';12 64 
3.4 + ;:;'1.0 + 7.8 

------16------
MALE FEMALE 

435 108 
364 54 

+ 19.5 +100.0 

-----TOTAL JUVEN1LE----
MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

1U0 
689 

+ 17.6 

228 
142 

+ 60.6 

1,038 
831 

+ 24.9 

~~*********~~****~.*~************************************************************************************************** 

AIJUL.T AGE & SEX SuMMAkY 

------1(------ ----.I.8/2't---- ----~5/34---- ----35/54---- --55 8 OVER-- -----TO'r AL ADULT ------
MAL.I:: fl:.MALE i'IALE fl:.r~ALI:. t4ALE FE.MALf:. r~IILE Ft::MALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

5/8 80 4,3U2 bUb J.,309 125 192 38 7 0 6,388 835 7,223 
410 b3 3,366 43( 9'J7 120 158 30 7 0 4,938 650 5,588 

+ ,+1.U + 3b.5 + <::7.8 + 34.1 + 31.3 + Lt.~ + 21.5 + 2q.~ + 28.5 + 29.3 

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

KACE SUMI'IAf{Y (/lik 17 UNDt:.R JUVENllES) ** 
** 

------------JUV~~lLE~------------ -------------AUULTS-------------- ** 
IIHIlt. Nf:.GRU OIHER lurAI.. .vIiI I E I'IE("RO OTHt:R T01AL ** 

** 
1,2u4 437 1 1,70G! 4,271 2'G!86 11 b,009 ** 

920 3b'l- 0 1'30,+ 3,229 1'd73 9 5,111 ** 
+ .:.7.4 + 1';.8 . + 3u.o + 32.3 + 2i:!.1 + 28.3 ** ** 
~********~****.************************************************************** 

** 
J~Vt:.N,LE uISPuS1Tl0~S (IN~.LUDES AbE 17) ** 

** 
11I\I~DL..t.u r<EF RI:.F REf- RI:.F ** 

a. f{LSD J CRT wEI.. AG~Y ufH t'D C I.Hl TOTAL ** 
** 

u 0 IJ 0 0 0 ** 
0 0 lJ 0 IJ 0 ** - ** 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

WHIlE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

5,535 2,723 12 8,261 
4,149 2,257 9 6,415 

+ 33.4 + 20,6 + 28.8 

MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

7,198 1,063 8,261 
5,625 790 6,415 

+ 28.0 + 3'1-.6 + 28.8 

1 Percent changes (%A) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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TABLE 32 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

POSSESSION OF OTHER DRUG(S)J 1976-19771 

JUvENILE AGE AND S~X SUMMARY 

----13/14----
[-tALE. FEt-1ALE. 

7 
7 

------15------
['IALI:. FEMALE 

13 
10 

8 
4 

------16--~---

MALE FEMALE 

16 
24 

9 
11 

-----TOTAL JUVENILE----
MALE FEI-lALE TOTAL 

37 
45 

20 
17 

57 
62 

8.1 

******~*************~************************************************************************************************* 
AuULT AGE I SEX SUMMAHY 

------11------ ----18/24---- ----<!5/34---- ----35/54---- --55 & OVER-- -----TOTAL ADULT------
MALE:: F!:.MALE. r~ALE Fc..fvIALL rvlAI..E FEMALE. ~lALE. Ft:MALI:. MALE FEMALE ~IALE FEMALE TOTAL 

04 13 442 11.;) 3U6 60 73 23 8 3 893 212 !fl05 
<!1 1,3 391 1.30 272 54 85 18 0 2 769 217 986 + i3.,O - 13.1 + 12.5 + 11.1 - 14.1 + 1,,).1 2.3 + 12.1 

'********************************************************************************************************************** 
** KACE SUMMARY (AGE. 17 UNDER JUVENILES) ** TOTAL ARRESTS 
** ------------JUVENILES---------_-- -------------AUULTS-------------- ** IIrlITE Nt:.GtW OTHER TOTAL wHI1E NEGRO OTHER TOTAL ** 
** 113 20 1 1~j4 6/:19 ~39 '0 1,028 ** 73 23 0 9b 510 jab 0 956 ** + 04.8 - + 3\;1.0 + 20.9 - 1~.2 + 7.5 ** 
** 

*********~********~********************************************************** 
** 

JUV~N'LE ~ISPuS1T'ONS (INCLUDES A~E 17) ** 
** HANiJLE.D kEF REF REF Rt:F ** & HLSD oJ CRT \'lEI.. AGGY uTH I"D C CRT TOTAL ** 
** 0 0 IJ 0 0 0 ** 0 0 IJ 0 0 0 ** 
** 
.. * 

WHITE NEGRO OTHER 

802 359 1 
643 409 0 

+ 2.4.7 - 12.2 

MALE FEMALE 

930 2.32 
814 238 

+ 14.3 - .::!.5 

TOTAL 

1,162 
h052 

+ 10.5 

TOTAL 

1,16C! 
1,052 

+ 10.5 

1 Percent changes (%~) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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1ABLE 33 
LOU I S I ANA ARREST SU~!MARY: 

TOTAL POSSESSION OF DRUGS) 1976-19771 

--111 0. \J!.u!:.t\-- ----.1.1/1"----- ----13114---- ------15------ ------10------ -----TOTAL ~UVENILE----
~.AL.I:. f t:.i,.HLf:. I",ALE FL.."kLc.. IMi.-1:. F01#\Lf:. i"lIILI:. FE.t-iALt:: MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

4 I.l 12 .J 1':::d 01 c:!><! 77 451 117 A47 248 1,095 
0 0 20 ~ 1.::4 2;) <:!Ut! b8 3d8 65 734 159 893 

t 3.2 + ~4.o + 13.2 + 16.2 + 811.0 + 15.4 + 56.0 + 22.6 

AuULT AGE & SEX SUMMAKY 

------.1./------ ----J.8/~'t---- ----25/34---- ----;:,5/54---- --55 8 OVER-- -----TOTAL ADULT------
l'1AL.E r- I..I'·"J/·\LE. 1',All:. FL..~:Al!:. MALE FC:MAlE "IAlE F!:.MALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

6'+2 99 4,744 09':1 1,6l.'> Id5 <:b5 61 15 3 7,281 1,047 8,328 

4..11 7b .),757 '.;6 ( 1,2b':l J.74 243 4b 7 2 5,707 867 6,574 
t '1-9.0 + ~lJ.j + ;:;6.3 + 2.).'; + 27.3 + c • .) + 9.1 + 27.6 + 20.8 + 26.7 

***************.******************************************************************************************************* 
** 

HAC~ SUMMAkY (AG!:. 17 UNDLR JUVENl.LESl ** TOTAL ARRESTS 
** 

------------.Jl.JVEI~ 1 I..E"'------------ -------------ADULTS-------------- ** 
wtl1 TE r~£bKU UIHER IOlAL. nHI'TE. i~EbRO OTHER TO'TAL ** 

** 
If;)17 457 2 J.'b3b 4.9bO 2'b25 11 7,587 ** 

993 407 0 1,40{J 3,7':19 2'259 9 0.067 ** 
+ ~8.7 + 1<:.3 ... 31.J. + 30.6 + 1b.2 + 25.1 ** 

** 
~.*****.***~******~********.************************************************* 

** 

o 
I) 

~uV~N1LE uISPuSrTLON5 (INCLUD~S AbE 171 ** 

KEF RLF KEr 
oj CRT 1,t.L. AG",Y VT,i 1"'0 

o 
o 

II 
U 

o 
o 

Rt:F 
C CRT 

o 
u 

TOTAL 

U 
U 

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

WHITE NE(;RO OTHER 

6,337 3,082 13 
4,792 2,666 9 

+ 32.2 + 15.6 

MALE FE"~ALE 

8,128 1,295 
6:439 1,028 

+ 26.2 + 26.0 

TOTAL 

9,423 
7.467 

+ 26.2 

TOTAL 

9,423 
7,467 

+ 26.2 

1 
Percent changes (%A) were not computed in those instcmces where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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TABLE 34 

LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

TOTAL DRUG VIOLATIONS, 1976-19771 

JUv8~I~E A~E AND SlX SUMMAkY 

.---13/14---- ------15------
MAL.E FEt~AL£:. NAL!:: FEMALE 

1'+2 6~ 28~ ~o 

bs 32 241 B3 
B.,+ + l.8.3 + 2.4 

------16------ -----TOTAL JUVENILE----
MALE FEMALE MI>LE FEMALE TOTAL 

517 129 %1 279 1,240 
494 88 916 206 !f122 

+ 4.7 + 40.6 + .4.9 + 35.4 + 10.5 

.******************~~*~*************+*********************************************************************************** 

AUULT AGE Ii SEX SUMMARY 

------1/------ ----18/24---~ ---2.0/34---- ----35/54---- --55 Ii OVER-- -----TOTAL ADULT------
MAi-!:. Ft::r~ALE II',ALE Ft.t-iALt. MALE FEMALe. MALE FI:.~1ALE MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

7:J7 120 6,006 'Jou <:!rl:J8 i:!52 425 100 37 8 9,363 1,380 10,743 
b':l5 107 b,513 b34 11 9 17 ,60 402 8J 23 2 8,450 1,286 9,736 

+ i:!3.9 + 1i:!.1 + 8.9 + 7.9 + 12.6 J.l + 5.7 + 20.5 + 10.a + 7.3 + 10.3 

.*********************************************************************************************************************** 

** kACE SUMlvlARY (AG£:. 17 UNDtR JUVENILES) ** 
** 

------------JUV Ei'l I l.E~------------ --··----------AOUL T5-------------- ** 
WHIlE NI:.~RO orHER TOIAL \O;H 11E NEGRO OTHER TOTAL ** 

** 
1,505 bl0 2 o:!,097 6,496 3,j87 21 9,8~6 ** 
1,3.17 '+B7 0 1,824 5,7r!J7 3,237 10 9,03Q. ** 

+ 18.5 + 4.7 + 10.0 + 12.3 + 4.0 + 9.1l- ** 
** 

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

HANtJLED 
Ii RLSD 

o 
o 

JUVaN1LE UI5PuSITION~ (INCLUDES AbE 17) 

KEF R~F REr 
v CRT ~E~ AGCY uTH PD 

o 
o 

u 
u 

o 
o 

RI:.F 
C CRT 

o 
o 

TOTAL 

o 
o 

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

TOTAL ARRESTS 

WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

8,081 3,H97 23 11,9B3 
7,124 3,724 10 10,858 

+ 13.4 + 4..6 + 10.4 

MflLE FEMALE TOTAL 

10,324 1,659 11,983 
9,364 1,494 10,858 

.... 10.3 + 11.0 + 10.4 

1 Percent chlln''':'js (%A) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System bivision 
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TABLE 35 
LOUISIANA ARREST SUMMARY: 

CURFEW AND/OR LOITERINGJ 1976-19771 

JUvEI~ILE AIJ!:. AI% St:.X SUMMARY 

----13/14---- ------15------
i~,AL.E FEMALE ~lALE FEMALE. 

1/1 76 201 73 
200 64 255 70 

14.5 + 1d.b c!1.2 + 4.3 

------lb------ -----TOTAL vUVENILE----
MALE FE.MALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

272 84 684 247 931 
360 76 881 235 1,116 

21j..4 + 10.5 22.4 + 5.1 - 16.6 

*.~*********.*****+**********.*************************************~.*************************************************** 

------1 {------
MAI-E F':'~iI~LE 

01 
,9 

1U 
5 

----.1.8/2'+---­
I"ALE FI:. 14AL I:. 

o 
o 

(J 

lJ 

AuULT AGE & SEX SUMMARY 

----25/34---­
t-1ALt:: FEMALe 

o 
o 

U 

o 

----j5/54---­
~lALE FE.MALE 

o 
o 

o 
o 

--55 & OVEt{-­
MALE FEMALE 

o 
o 

o 
o 

-----TOTAL ADULT-----­
MAL~ FEMALE TOTAL 

61 
29 

10 
5 

71 
34 

*****************************.***********************~:***********************************************************.***** 
** 

f(ACE SUMI-IARY (AGe 17 UND~R JUVENILES) ** 
** ------------vUV Et~ 1 Lt:S------------ -------------ADULTS-------------- ** 

whIlE NEIJKO OTHER TOTAL .... H11E NEGRO OTHER TOTAL ** 
** 

6c!4 1n 6 .l,OO, 0 0 0 0 ** 
9c!9 220 1 1015U 0 0 0 0 ** 

- 11.3 - 2.l.tl· - 12.':1 ** 
** 

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

JUVtNILE uISPuS1TIO~S (INCLUDES AGE 17) ** 
** 

t'1ANLJLE.U KEF Ht::.F REF R!:.F ** 
Ix HLSU J CRT wE ... I\G~ Y LITH t'D C CRT TOTAL ** 

** 
0 0 v 0 0 0 ** 
0 0 l.l 0 0 0 ** 

** 

TOTAL ARRESTS 

WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

824 172 6 1,002 
929 220 1 1,150 

- 11.3 - 21.8 - 12.S 

MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

745 257 1,002 
910 240 1,150 

18.1 + 7.1 - 12.9 

1 Percent changes (%.0.) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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W 

1977 
1976 

%A 

1977 
1976 

%A 

1977 
1976 

%A 

1977 
1976 

%Ll 

--lU 0< uNUE:.K-­
MALt. Ft:.r"'ALE 

1:) 
23 

----11/.1..::----
I',ALE Ft3.NALc. 

117 % 
84 64 

... ..)9.3 + 4b.4 + 

TABLE 36 
LOU I S I ANA ARREST Sur·1MARY: 

RUNAWAY~ 1976-19771 

JU~E~ILE AbE ANO ~E:.X SUMMARY 

----13/14---- ------15------
~'ALE FEMALE:. r<1ALE FEMALE 

,3b6 584 ,377 07;:, 
.3.!9 4b9 31.3 441 

17 • .3 + 24.0 + <::0.4 + 29.9 

------16------ -----TOTAL JUVENILE----
MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

372 447 1,305 1,714 3,019 
312 362 1,(\76 1,359 2,435 

+ 19.2 + 23.5 + 21.3 + 26.1 + 24.0 

*~.******+********.******************~********************************************************************************* 

------11------
r-tJ'IALE:. 

16 
17 

----18/24----
f"JALE FI:.MALt: 

0 u 
0 l.o 

AuULT AGE a SEX SUMf'4ARY 

----<:5/34---- ----,35/04----
MALE FEMALE tvlALE FEMALE 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

--55 & OVER-- -----TOTAL AUULT------
MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

0 0 12 16 28 
0 0 17 17 34 

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

kACE:. SUMMARY (AGE 17 UNDI:.R JUVENILES) 

------------~UV~~lLES------------
WHlrE NE:.bkO OTHER TOTAL 

t!.,6t!.7 
2,,089 

+ ;,:5.8 

415 
374 

+ 11.0 

5 
4 

j,u47 
2,469 

+ 2.1.4 

-------------AUULTS------~-------
~IITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 

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

.***************************************************************************** 
** 

JUVENiLE UISPvS1TIO~S 

t1AI~ULED KEF RE:.F 
I!< KL:,U J CRT 11EL AGC,Y 

0 0 u 
0 0 0 

(INCLUDES AGE 17) 

REF REF 
vTH PO C t:RT 

0 0 
0 0 

TOTAL 

o 
o 

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

ToTAL ARRESTS 

WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

2,627 415 5 3,047 
2,089 374 If 2,469 

+ 25.8 + 11.0 + 23.4 

MALE FEI-IALE TOTAL 

1,317 1P730 3,047 
1,093 1P376 2,469. 

+ 20.5 + 25.7 + 23.4 

1 Percent changes (%Al were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison were less than 50. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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1977 
1976 
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1976 
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%£3. 

TABLE 37 

LOU I S lANA ARREST SUM~'ARY: 

TOTAL OFFENSESJ 1976-19771 

JUVEI,ILE AbE ANI) !>lX SI.!W4ARY 

--11.1 (i. \muEk-- ----il/1.:.---- ---_13/1q---- -------15------ ------16------ -----TOTAL JUVENILE----
MALE. FLI'IALE I'IALE Fc.I·1ALL MALE Ft:MAU:: MALE F;::MALE r.-1ALE FEMALE MALE FnlALE TOTAL 

1'009 .:l4 U <!,531 050 0,5b8 2'011 0,781 2,Ot:l8 7,220 1,990 23,689 7,585 31,274 
lr 2/fb <::19 2,377 58U 5,9.:J3 2'I!-)o 0,296 1,862 6,805 1,835 21,657 6,592 28,249 

+ .:.7.5 + ':lb.3 + 6.5 + 1~.1 + 10.7 + l'.:l.!:I + 9.2 + 12.1 + 6.1 + 8.4 + 9.4 + 10.1 + 10.7 

~*****************~*******************************~.********************************************************************* 

ALULT AGE ~ SEX SUMMARY 

------1'/------ ----18/24---- ----~5/3q---- ----35/5q---- --55 8: OVER-- -----TOTAL ADULT------
MALE 1-t:.MALE ~iALE FI:.MALI:. MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE:: MALE FEMALE MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

0,403 lrl88 02,760 1u,q2b .;,7,lq9 6,712 33,431 5,212 7,737 833 1;37,540 24,373 161,913 
0,408 1,U71 q9 d5q '.:I'b71 .:J4,511 6'542 31,809 5,075 7,434 817 128,376 23,176 151,552 

+ 18.2 + 10.9 + 7.3 + 7.tl + 7.6 + '=:.6 + 5.1 + <:'.7 + 4.1 + 2.0 + 7.1' + 5.2 + 6.3 

~************************************************************************************************************************ 
** 

HACE SUMMARY IAGI:. 17 UNDER JUVENILES) ** TOTAL ARRESTS 
** 

------------JU VEI~ I LES------------ -------------ADULTS-------------- ** 
wHIlE NEGRO OIHER rOTAl WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL ** WHITE NEGRO OTHER TOTAL 

** 
,U,272 1tj,59Q 62 3tl'92~ 85,310 68,69b 1,426 154,262 ** 105,582 87,290 1,488 193,187 
J.tl,O,+7 Ib,092 26 JIH 7Stl 77,6/f9 67'157 202 145,014 ** 95,696 83,Fl49 228 179,802 
+ 12.3 + 11./f + 11.9 + 9.9 + 2.3 +605.9 + 6.4 ** + 10.3 + 4.1 +552.6 + 7.4 

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

** 
JUV~N1LE UISPOSITIoNS (INCLUDES AGE 17) ** 

** 
tlANuLED i{EF REF REF REF ** 
~ kLSD J CRT I'II::.L AGCY OTH 1-'0 C CRT TOTAL ** MALE FEMALE TOTAL 

"'* 
9,291 21,180 16b 937 6,9Q5 38,521 ** 161,229 31,958 193,187 
b,b41 20,!l82 2Dd 907 5'360 33,480 ** 150,022 29,780 179,802 

+ 39.9 + 1./f - 2u.2 2.1 + 29.6 + 15.1 ** + 7.5 + 7.3 + 7.4 ... 
1 

Percent changes (%£3.) were not computed in those instances where the units of comparison \'lere less than 50. 

Sources: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division 
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Louisiana 

Acadia 
Allen 
Ascension 
Assumption 
Avoye11es 
Beauregard 
Bienville 
Bossier 
Caddo 
Calcasieu 
Caldwell 
Cameron 
Catahoula 
Claiborne 
Concordia 
DeSoto 
EBR 
E. Carroll 

H E. Fe1iciana 
H Evangeline H 
I Franklin 

01 Grant 0'1 

Iberia 
Ibervi11e 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Jeff Davis 
Lafayette 
Lafourche 
LaSalle 
Lincoln 
Livingston 
Madison 
Morehouse 
Natchitoches 

TABLE 38 

COMPARISON OF LOUISIANA LAW ENFORCEMENT 
I NFORr~ATI ON BY PARI SH J 1977 

# of # of 
POEulation Offenses Crime Rate ,s:,fficers 

3,921,334 173,817 4,432.5 9,344 

54,231 1,058 1,950.9 lOG 
20,871 384 1,839.8 51 
42,927 1,211 2,821.0 132 
20,473 209 1,020.8 43 
38,668 440 1,137.8 61 
27,241 530 1,945.5 52 
16,886 187 1,107.4 18 
72,533 3,941 5,433.3 121 

243,097 11,837 4,869.2 511 
155,796 7,030 4,512.3 334 

10,187 222 2,179.2 22 
9,403 203 2,158.8 53 

11,612 250 2,152.9 20 
16,097 242 1,503.3 14 
22,055 785 3,559.2 43 
23,654 274 1,158.3 26 

326,314 28,676 8,787.8 997 
11,817 343 2,902.5 27 
15,967 205 1,283.8 11 
32,900 262 796.3 56 
23,559 92 390.5 30 
14,864 249 1,675.1 23 
63,629 1,240 1,948.7 174 
30,718 910 2,962.4 123 
16,581 324 1,954.0 31 

424,680 24,151 5,686.8 957 
31,293 502 1,604.1 55 

132,455 6,325 4,775.2 261 
75,770 1,672 2,206.6 144 
14,871 89 598.4 23 
37,046 1,090 2,942.2 50 
48,001 1,047 2,181.2 83 
14,432 521 3,610.0 39 
32,999 1,018 3,084.9 61 
36,622 579 1,581. 0 66 

# of # of Clearance 
Index Arrests Index Clearances Rate 

49,512 46,466 26.7 

360 404 37.9 
65 60 15.6 

674 484 40.0 
94 82 39.2 

326 26::1 58.1 
221 237 41.9 
177 170 84.2 
778 1,023 26.0 

3,147 3,170 24.2 
1,506 J.,884 26.7 

90 74 33.3 
98 100 49.3 

138 117 46.8 
126 149 G1.6 
319 341 42.7 

72 77 28.1 
6,160 5,934 20.6 

145 162 47.2 
162 125 61.0 
201 199 76.0 
111 91 98.9 
116 101 40.6 
156 398 32.1 
299 291 32.0 
107 106 32.7 

4,842 3,999 16.6 
136 161 31.3 

1,187 2,093 33.1 
780 611 36.5 

61 39 43.8 
356 406 35.6 
559 491 46.9 
204 221 42.4 
304 342 33.6 
305 290 50.1 



TABLE 38 (CONT'n) 

i of t of • of 
P012ulation Offenses Crime Rate Officers Index Arrests 

Orleans 561,187 39,897 7,109.3 1,594 12,709 
Ouachita 129,426 6,118 4,727.0 2611 2,366 
Plaquemines 26,709 750 2,flO8.0 N/R 186 
Pointe Coupee 21,782 69 ~116. 7 31 68 
Rapides 124,846 5,087 4,074.6 233 1,573 
Red River 9,526 8 83.9 11 4 
Richland 21,719 329 1,5.1.0.6 17 229 
Sabine 19,%5 336 1,682.9 42 92 
St. Bernard 60,628 1,431 2,360.2 N/R 1 544 
St. Charles 34,207 983 2,873.6 107 317 
St. Helena 9,797 69 691.4 14 69 
St. James 19,449 196 1,007.7 49 119 
St. John 26,586 374 1,406.7 53 255 
St. Landry 83,047 1,337 1,609.9 165 835 
St. Martin 35,416 250 705.8 74 117 
st. Mary 61,491 2,234 3,633.0 134 878 
st. Tammany 86,613 3,545 4,092.9 194 1,046 
Tangipahoa 73,948 2,395 3,238.7 119 854 
Tensas 8,370 169 2,019.1 13 56 

H Terrebonne 87,520 2,362 2,698.8 146 453 
H Union 19,986 540 2.701.8 18 155 H 
I Vermilion 46,379 660 1,423.0 118 210 VI Vernon 41,204 1,199 2,909.9 77 485 -..J 

Washington 42,563 1,362 3,246.9 93 597 
Webstf~r 40,829 854 2,091.6 63 369 
WBR 17,950 512 2,852.3 42 238 
W. Carroll 13,240 114 861.0 15 65 
W. Feliciana 10,060 182 1,809.1 14 57 
Winn 16,582 385 2,321. 7 30 184 

State Police 805 

IN/R Agency did not respond to the question. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division, 
Louisiana commission on Law Enforcement, Law Enforcement Survey, 1977 

• of 
Index Clearences 

9,436 
2,974 

184 
62 

1,035 
8 

184 
71 

499 
273 

63 
107 
247 
707 
110 
865 

1,042 
906 

61 
542 
166 
195 
521 
590 
340 
234 

65 
110 
166 

Clearance 
Rate 

23.7 
48.6 
24.5 
74.7 
19.1 

100.0 
55.9 
21.1 
34.9 
27.8 
91.3 
50.5 
65.9 
52.9 
44.0 
38.7 
29.2 
37.5 
36.1 
22.9 
30.7 
29.5 
43.5 
42.7 
39.8 
45.7 
51.2 
60.4 
43.1 

(\ 
~"L 



TABLE 39 
COMPARISON OF 1976 AND 1977 LA\~ ENFORCEMEN} EXPENDITURES 

1976 Expenditures 1977 Exeenditures Percent Chan9:e 

Acadia 1,358,182 1,358,300 0 
Allen 533,903 570,322 6.8 
Ascension 1,047,485 1,610,300 53.7 
Assumption 362,713 448,099 23.5 
Avoyelles 462,792 780,101 6,8.6 
Beauregard 204,957 924,108 3S0.9 
Bienville 296,000 336,680 13.7 
Bossier 2,294,692 2,567,041 11.9 
Caddo 10,044,514 10,991,736 9.4 
Ca1casieu 6,931,692 5,499,003 -20.7 
Caldwell 270,314 N/R 
Cameron 833,109 N/R 
Catahou1a 240,796 339,564 41.0 
ClaibornEl 248,463 261,220 5.1 
Concordia. 731,480 1,067,135 45.51 
DeSoto 339,437 388,022 14.3 

H EBR 14,232,439 14,086,073 - 1.0 
H E. Carroll 107,135 101,764 - 5.0 H 
I E. Felicii:ma 247,961 325,555 31.3 

VI Evange1inE~ 592,518 688,627 16.2 CD 

Franklin 324,047 354,119 9.3 
Grant 309,559 328,356 6.1 
Iberia 1,768,340 1,774,787 0.4 
Iberville 2,369,487 1,292,356 -45.5 
Jackson 406,265 417,975 2.9 
Jefferl>on 10,233,6B5 14,716,116 43.8 
Jeff Davis 675,293 766,564 13.5 
Lafayette 3,925,382 4,419,120 12.6 
Lafourche 1,319,058 2,425,712 83.9 
LaSalle 485,431 420,210 -13.4 
Lincoln 677,00Q - 741,532 9.5 
Livingston 886,369 1,107,779 25.0 
Madison 436,419 509,580 16.8 
Morehouse 912,171 1,236,314 35.5 
Na tchi toches! 471,089 1,117,231 137.2 



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

TABLE 39 (CONT/D) 

1976 Expenditures 1977 Exeenditures Percent Chan9:e 

Orleans 42,571,000 36,475,000 -14.3 
Ouachita 4,098,212 3,667,748 -10.5 
Plaquemines N/R N/R 
Pointe Coupee 263,330 328,656 24.8 
Rapides 3,084,604 4,161,192 34.9 
Red River 197,750 269,559 36.3 
Richland 3lS,OB5 453,000 42.0 
Sabine 489,736 543,050 10.9 
st. Bernard N/R N/R 
St. Charles 955,209 1,740,605 82.2 
St. Helena 267,318 291,320 9.0 
St. James 577,471 635,000 10.0 
St. John 953,007 1,032,110 8.3 
St. Landry 2,048,818 2,248,415 9.7 
St. Martin 1,034,749 1,232,076 19.1 
St. Mary. 2,140,785 2,544,282 18.9 
St. Tammany 2,441,584 1,079,840 -55.8 
Tangipahoa 2,712,546 2,216,417 -18.3 
Tensas 108,627 229,000 110.8 
Terrebonne 1,768,230 688,784 -61.0 

H 
Union 246,207 336,305 36.6-

H Vermilion 1,478.652 1,298,545 -12.2 
H Vernon 678,838 807,821 19.0 I 
VI Washington 1,515,172 1,847,387 21.9 
ID Webster 881,270 1,023,454 16.1 

WBR 751,510 714,041 - 5.0 
W. Carroll 221,471 239,661 8.2 
W. Fe1iciana 258,485 N/R 
Winn 388,203 475,353 22.4 

State Police 25,972,637 23,739,137 - 8.6 

State Total 165,004,683 164,289,159 - 0.4 

..\!<-- .. 



TABLE 40-A 

USE OF SPECIALIZED UNITS 
BY LOUISIANA1S PROSECUTORS J 

CALENDAR YEAR, 1977 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT OFFICE USES NARCOTICS JUVENILE NON RESEARCH SCREENING 
SPECIALIZED SUPPORT AND DESK 

UNITS APPEALS 

YES NO 

STATE TOTAL 13 17 4 13 20 7 16 

1st Judicial District X 

2nd Judi<:ial District X 

3rd Judicial District X 

4th Judicial District X' 2 

5th JUdicial District N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/RI . N/Rl 

6th Judicial District X 1 

7th Judicial District X 

8th Judicial District X 1 
H 
H 9th Judicial District X 1 1 1 
H 
I 

'" 10th Judicial District X 1 0 

11th Judicial District X 

12th Jp.dicial District X 

13th Judicial District N/RI N/RI N/RI N/Rl N/RI N/RI N/~l 

14th Judicial District X 1 1 1 2 

15th Judicial District X 1 1 

16th Judicial District X 1 2 

17th Judicial District X 1 

18th Judicial District N/RI N/RI N/RI N/RI N/Rl N/RI N/RI 



TABLE 40-A (CONT/D) 

.JUDICIAL DISTRICT OFFICE USES NARCOTICS JUVENILE NON RESEARCH SCREENING 
SPECIALIZED SUPPORT AND DESK 

UNITS APPEALS 

YES NO 

19th Judicial District X 1 1 2 1 

20th Judicial District X 

21st Judicial District X 

22nd Judicial District X 

23rd Judicial District X 

24th Judicial District X 2 1 2 4 

25th Judicial District N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 

26th JUdicial District X 1 2 

27th Judicial District N/~ N/R 1 N/~ N/R 1 N/R 1 N/R 1 N/R 1 

H 28th Judicial District X H 
H 
I 29th Judicial District X en 

I-' 

30th Judicial District X 

31st Judicial District X 

32nd Judicial District X 

33rd Judicial District X 

Orleans X 1 6 . 6 3 8 

35th Judicial District X 

IN/R = Agency did not respond to the question. 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement/Criminal Justice Information System 
Prosecutor's Survey, 1977. 



TABLE 40-B 
USE OF SPECIALIZED UNITS 

BY LOUISIANA'S PROSECUTORS} 
CALENDAR YEAR} 1977 

JUDICIAl, DISTRICT TRIAL OR CONSUMER CITY OR CAREER OTHER SPEICALIZED METHODS COURTROOM PROTECTION PARISH CRIMINAL/ NOT USED, ASSIGNMENT 
COURT ORGANIZED PROCEDURE USED 

CRIME 

STATE TOTAL 76 3 9 12 4 
1st Judicial District Felonies and Misdemeanors 
2nd JUdicial District By Parish in District 
3rd Judicial District Prosecutorial/Non-support 
4th Judicial District Rotates, Misdemeanors/Felony 
5th Judicial District N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 
6th Judicial District By Parish 
7th Judicial District By Parish 
8th JUdicial District 

H 
H 9th Judicial District 2 H 
I 

0'\ 10th Judicial District 3 1 IV 

11th Judicial District N/Rl 

12th JUdicial District Case by Case 
13th Judicial District N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 

14th Judicial District 1 1 1 

15th Judicial District 0 0 1 

16th JUdicial District 

17th JUdicial District 

18th Judicial District N/.Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 
19th JUdicial District 15 0 1 2 0 
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TABLE 40-B (CONT/n> 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT TRIAL OR CONSUl-1ER CITY OR CAREER 
COURTROOM PROTECTION PARISH CRIMINAL/ 

COURT ORGANIZED 
CRIME 

20th Judicial District 

21st Judicial District 

22nd JUdicial District 

23rd Judicial Diatrict 

24th JUdicial District 19 1 3 0 

25th JUdicial District N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 

26th Judicial District 6 0 2 0 

27th Judicial District N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 

28th Judicial District 

29th Judicial District 

30th .Tudicial District 

31st Judicial District 

32nd Judicial District 

33rd Judicial District 

Orleans 26 2 9 

35th Judicial District 

IN/R = Agency did not respond to the question 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement/criminal Justice Information System 
Prosecutor's Survey, 1977. 

OTHER SPECIALIZED METHODS 
NOT USED, ASSIGNMENT 
PROCEDURE USED 

N/Rl 

Divided equally 

By Parish 

N/Rl N/Rl 

0 

N/Rl N/Rl 

Divided equally 

By Plidsh 

N/Rl 

Case By Case 

Divided equally 

Divided equally 

1 

Divided equally 



TABLE 41 
SCREENING AND DIVERSION PROGRAMS 
IN DISTRICT ATTORNEYS' OFFICES, 

CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT OFFICE HAS WHO REVIEWS OFFICE lIAS NUMBER DIVERTED NUMBER 
FORMALIZED AND EVALUATES FORMAL RETURNED TO 

SECTION SCREENING DIVERSION PROGRAM PROSECUTION 
DECISIONS 

YES NO YES NO FELONY MISDEMEANOR 

STATE TOTAL 6 23 5 25 481 238 236 

1st Judicial District X District Attorney X 

2nd Judicial District X X 

3rd J'udicial District X X 

4th Judicial District X 1st Assistant 
N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl District Attorney X 

5th JUdicial District N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/R1 N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/R l 

6th Judicial 
H 

District X X 
H 
H 7th Judicial District X District Attorney X I 
0\ 
~ 8th Judicial District X District Attorney X 4 0 0 

9th Judicial District X District Attorney X 

lOth Judicial District X X 

11th JUdicial District X District Attorney X 

12th Judicial District X District Attorney X 

13th Judicial District N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/R l 

14th Judicial District X Senior Assistant X 

15th Judicial District X District Attorney X 



TABLE 41 (CONT/D) 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT OFFICE liAS WliO REVIEWS OFFICE HAS NUMBER DIVERTED NUMBER 
FORMALIZED AND EVALUATES FORMAL RETURNED TO 

SECTION SCREENING DIVERSION PROGRAM PROSECUTION 
DECISIONS 

YES NO YES NO FELONY MISDEMEANOR 

16th Judicial District X X 

17th Judicial District X Assistant 
District Attorney X 

18th Judicial District N/Rl N/RJ. N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/R1 N/Rl N/Rl 

19th Judicial District X Secretary Chief X 175 219 213 

20th JUdicial District X X 

21st Judicial District X X 

22nd Judicial District X District Attorney X 

23rd Judicial District X District Attorney X N/Rl 

24th Judicial District X Assistant 
H District Attorney X 12 19 N/R 
H 

N/R 1 N/R 1 N/R 1 N/R1 N/R 1 H 25th Judicial District N/R1 N/Rl N/R1 I 
0\ 
\J1 

26th Judicial District District Attorney X X .~ ~ 

27th Judicial District N/R~ N/R1 N/R1 N/R1 N/Rl N/R1 N/R1 N/Rl 

28th Judicial District X X 

29th Judicial District X District Attorney X 

30th Judicial District X District Attorney X 

31st Judicial District X District Attorney X 

32nd Judicial District X X 

33rd Judicial District X X 

Orleans X Chief of screening X 290 N/Rl 23 

35th Judicial District X District Attorney X 

IN/R Agency did not respond to questio!l. 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement, Criminal Justice Information system, Prosecutor's Survey, 1977 • 

_._ ..... __ • ___ id"'·, .""'_ ........ ___ .... __ ..... t _______ '--'~ ___ ~_~~~~. _________ . :....... _~_ ~ ~ _ . _ 
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TABLE 42 
LOUISIANA DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

EXPENDITURES, CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

JUDICIAL PISTRICTS TOTAL EXPENDITURES JUDICIAL DISTRICTS 

STATE TOTAL $6,761,540.87 18th Judicial District 

1st Judicial District 432,000.00 19th Judicial District 

2nd Judicial District 84,000.00l. 20th Judicial District 

3rd Judicial District 40,000.001 21st Judicial District 

4th Judicial District N/R2 22nd Judicial District 

5th Judicial District N/R2 23rd Judicial District 

6th Judicial District 85,484.95 24th Judicial District 

7th Judicial District 17,470.901 25th JUdicial District 

8th Judicial Dis~rict 28,758.18 26th Judicial District 

9th Judicial District 299,354.00 27th Judicial District 

lOth Judicial District N/R 
2 

28th Judicial District 

11th JUdicial District 26,431.001 29th Judicial District 

12th Judicial District 23,000.00 30th Judicial District 

13th Judicial District N/R 
2 

31st Judicial District 

14i.:h Judicial District 436,249.34 32nd Judicial Dil3trict 

15th Judicial District 335,424.92 33rd Judicial District 

16th Judicial District 250,000.00 Orleans 

17th Judicial District 5,944.571 35th Judicial District 

rpartial Expenditures 

2N/R = Agency did not respond to the question. 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement/ 
Criminal Justice Information System 
Prosecutor's Survey, 1977 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

N/R2 

917,180.00 

40,209.08 

N/R2 

175,715.49 

N/R2 

936,000.00 
2 

N/R 

.70,003.35 

N/R2 

58,050.57 

173,240.12 

125,950.00 

77,400.00 

200,000.00 

68,080.001 

1,800,000.00 

5b,594.40 
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TABLE 43 

LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS EMPLOYEE 

TURNOVER FOR ADULT INSTITUTIONS, FISCAL YEAR 1975-1976 

unit 

Hendquarters 
La. Correctional & Industrial School 
La. State Penitentiary 
La. Correctional Institute for Women 
Agri-Business 
Dixon Correctional Institute 

'CSTU 

TOTAL 

Authorized 
Positions 

296 
114 

1,161 
58 
58 

294 
62 

1,687 

TABLE 44 

New 
Employees 

94 
15 

763 
7 
7 

212 
37 

886 

LOUISIANA DEPARnlENT OF CORRECTIONS EMPLOYEES 

TURNOVER FOR ADULT INSTITUTIONS, FISCAL YEAR 1976-1977 

Authorized New 
Unit Positions Employees 

HeadquaI:ters 413 100 
LCIS 222 104 
LSP 1,614 999 
LCIW 58 29 
Agri-Business 64 12 
DCI 311 118 
CSTU J.26 47 

TOTAL 2,80a 1,409 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, 
Fiscal Years 1975-76; 1976-77. 

Separations 

65 
21 

511 
10 
17 
15 
15 

624 

Separations 

48 
45 

719 
18 

3 
122 

57 

1,012 

~ ......... ____ ' .... _____ *_'_t ..&<, ,liiII'·. ____ -"'t_ .. .-. ____ -.'-___ ~~ ......... ~~ ~~ _.....1..--... ________ """- _ .. 

Turnover 
Percent 

21. 9% 
18.4% 
44.0% 
17.2% 
29.3% 

0 
0 

37.0% 

Turnover 
Percent 

11.6% 
20.2% 
44.5% 
31.0% 

4.6% 
39.2% 
45.2% 

36.0% 



TABLE 45 
NUMBER OF HOURS OF 

STAFF TRAINING PROVIDED BY 
THE LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONSJ 

FISCAL YEARS 1975 - 1977 

1975-76 % 1976-77 % 

Headquarters 

Juvenile Reception and 
Diagnostic Center 

Adult Reception and 
Diagnostic Center 

Louisiana Correctional and 
Industrial School 

Louisiana Correctional 
Institute for Women 

Louisiana State Penitentiary 

Dixon Correctional Institute 

Corrections Special Treatment 
Unit (was Jackson Barracks 
in 1975-76) 

Louisiana Training Institute­
Baton Rouge 

Louisiana Training Institute­
Monroe 

Louisiana Training Institute­
Bridge City 

Louisiana Training Institute­
Ball 

Probation and Parole Districts 

504 .7 

957.5 12.8 

725.5 9.7 

837.5 11.2 

45,521 60.9 

1,880 2.5 

587 .8 

2,589 3.5 

2,792 3.7 

1,278 1.7 

1,694 2.3 

15,334 20.5' 

74,699.5 100.0 

967 .8 

921 .8 

842 .7 

1,808 1.5 

867 .7 

97,228 82.2 

5,482 ~.6 

294 .2 

465 .4 

480 .4 

705 .6 

1,257 1.1 

6,987 5.9 

118,303 100.0 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, 
1975-76; 1976-77 
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TABLE 46 
LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

j 

BUDGET AND EXPENDITURES) 
FISCAL YEAR 1975-76 

TOTAL OBLIGATED FREE BALANCE % EXPENDED 
ALL UNITS APPROVED BUDGET AND EXPENDED BUDGET AND OBLIGATED 

PERSONAL SERVICES 
Salaries 17,417,748.00 17,349,829.84 67,918.16 99.61 
Other Compensation 59,055.00 49,492.67 9,562.33 83.81 
Related Benefits 1,918,595.00 1,777,503.47 141,091.53 92.65 

TOTAL PERSONAL SERVICES 19 r 395,398.00 19,176,825.98 218,572.02 98.87 

TRAVEL 239,653.00 225,668.74 13,984.26 94.17 

OPERATING SERVICES 1,756,737.00 1,692,871. 75 63,865,,75 96.37 

SUPPLIES 5,807,750.00 5,800,758.11 6,991.89 99.88 
H 
H 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 370,163.00 303,871.50 66,291.50 82.09 H 
I 

0:\ 
1.0 OTHER CHARGES 6,;197,637.00 5,354,134.82 843,502.18 86.39 

CAP~TAL OUTLAYS 
Acquisitions 568 / 364.00 490,460.77 77,903.23 86.29 
Major Repairs 216,213.26 196,815.51 19,397.75 91. 03 

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLJ.}YS 784,577.26 687,276.28 97,300.98 87.60 

Interagency Transfers 125.00 118.56 '6.44 94.85 

TOTAL ALLOTMENTS 34,552,040.76 33,241,525.74 1,310,515.02 96.21 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-16; 1976-77 
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ALL UNITS 

PERSONAL SERVICES 
Salaries 
Other Compensation 
Related Benefits 

TOTAL PERSONAL SERVICES 

TRAVEL 

OPERATING SERVICES 

SUFPLIES 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

OTHER CHARGES 

CAPITAL OUTLAYS 
Acquisitions 
Major Repairs 

TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAYS 

Interagency Transfers 

TOTAL ALLOTMENTS 

TABLE 47 
LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

BUDGET AND EXPENDITURES J 

FISCAL YEAR 1976-77 

TOTAL OBLIGATED 
APPROVED BUDGET AND EXPENDED 

28,568,044.00 26,731,494.00 
64,375.00 50,652.00 

3,083,750.00 2,750,765.00 

31,716,169.00 29,532,911.00 

246,000.00 231,163.00 

2,891,442.00 2,693,263.00 

6,791,462.00 6,362,166.00 

723,613.00 595,594.00 

6,534,034.00 6,106,883.00 

2,055,318.00 1,905,834.00 
251,849.00 238,543.00 

2,307,167.00 2,144,377.00 

774,599.00 405,119.00 

51,984,486.00 48,071,476.00 

FREE BALANCE 
BUDGET 

1,836,550.00 
13,723.00 

332,985.00 

2,183,258.00 

14,837.00 

198,179.00 

429,296.00 

128,019.00 

427,151.00 

149,484.00 
13,306.00 

162,790.00 

369,480.00 

3,913,010.00 

% EXPENDED 
AND OBLIGATED 

93 

94 

93 

94 

82 

93 

93 

52 

92 

Source. Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-76; 1976-77 
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SOURCE: 

TABLE 48 
ADULT ADMISSIONS TO THE LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT 
OF CORRECTIONS BY AGE) RACE) AND SEX ) FISCAL 

YEARS 1975-1976; 1976-1977 

RACE/SEX 1.975-76 % 1976-77 % 

White Male 827 31. 3 881 34.3 
White Female 28 1..1 45 1.8 
Negro Male 1689 63.9 1540 60.0 
Negro Female 97 3.7 99 3.9 
Other Male 1 .0 2 .1 
Other Female 1 .0 .0 

TOTAL 2643 100.0 2567 100.0 

AGE 1975-76 % 1976-77 % 

< 18 80 3.0 81 3.2 
18 180 6.8 171 6.7 
19 232 8.8 228 8.9 
20 224 8.5 238 9.3 
21 202 7.6 221 8.6 
22 218 8.2 170 6.6 
23 137 5.2 188 7.3 
24 17~ 6.5 160 6.2 
25 137 5.2 130 5.1 

26-30 508 19.2 463 18.0 
31-35 225 8.5 224 8.7 
36-40 144 5.4 131 5.1 
41-45 84 3.2 74 2.9 
46-50 48 1.8 43 1.7 
51-55 30 1.1 26 1.0 

56+ 23 .9 19 .7 

TOTAL 2643 100.0 2567 100.0 
AVG.AGE 26.5 26.2 

Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual 
Fiscal Years 1975-76; 1976-77 
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TABLE 49 
ADMISSIONS BY OFFENSE TO THE 

LOUISIANA DEPARTMtNT OF CORRECTIONS 
FISCAL YEARS 1975-1976j 1976-1977 

OFFENSE 1975-76 % 1976-77 

Arson 8 .3 12 
Assault/Battery 51 1.9 66 
Bribery 1 .0 1 
Burglary 654 24.7 720 
Crime Against Nature 11 .4 19 
Criminal Damage to 

Property 0 .0 4 
Driving Offenses 10 .4 6 
Drug Offenses 317 12.0 264 
Homicide 195 7.4 233 
Kidnapping 5 .2 8 
Offenses Affecting 

Minors 2 .1 4 
Offenses Affecting 

Law Enforcement 29 1.1 20 
Perjury 0 .0 2 
Rape 68 2.6 75 
Robbery 399 15.1 396 
Sex Offenses 

Affecting Family 4 .2 1 
Sex Offenses 

Affecting Minors 14 .5 6 
Theft 246 9.3 343 
Trespassing 0 .0 0 
Weapon Offenses 20 .8 36 
Other Offenses' 237 9.0 225 
Unknown 372 14.1 126 

TOTAL 2643 100.0 2567 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections 

% 

.5 
2.6 

.0 
28.0 

.7 

.2 

.2 
10.3 

9.1 
. 3 

.2 

.8 

.1 
2.9 

15.4 

.0 

.2 
13.4 

.0 
1.4 
8.8 
4.9 

100.0 

Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-76; 1976-77 
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INSTITUTION 

Louisiana State penitentiary 
Louisiana Correctional 

Institute for Women 
parish Prisons 
Adult Reception & Diagnostic 

Center 
Unknown 

TOTAL 

-~--~~~~~-

TABLE 50 

ADULT ADMISSIONS BY INSTITUTIONJ 

FISCAL YEARS 1975-1976J 1976-1977 

1975-76 PERCENT 1976-77 

806 30.5 553 

126 4.8 144 
1710 64.7 1868 

2 
1 .0 

2643 100.0 2567 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, 
Fiscal' Years 1975-1976, 1976-1977 

PERCENT 

21.5 

5.6 
72.8 

.1 

100.0 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

-31.4 

14.3 
9.2 

-2.9 
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TABLE 51 
ADULT ADr-nSSIONS BY TYPE OF ADmSSION 

FISCAL YEARS 1975-1976, 1976-1977 

TYPE ADMISSION 1975-76 PERCENT 1976-77 

New from court 386 14.6 177 
Held in parish prison 1737 65.7 1868 
Transfer from another 

state (non-La. case) 16 . 6 0 
Parole Revocation-

new conviction 123 4.7 84 
Parole Revocation-

technical violation 130 4.9 124 
Probation Revocation-

new conviction 151 5.7 167 
Probation RevQcation-

technical violation 100 3.8 147 

TOTAL 2643 ioo. o· 2567 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, 
Fiscal Years 1975-1976, 1976-1977 

",'ERCENT PERCENT 
CHANGE 

6.9 -54.1 
72.8 7.5 

• 0 

3.3 -3.2 

4.8 -4.6 

6.5 10.6 

5.7 47.0 

100.0 -2.9 
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PARISH 

Orleans 
Caddo 
Jefferson 
East Baton 
Ouachita 

Rouge 

Ca1casieu 
Bossier 
Rapides 
La:liayette 
st. Tammany 
Terrebonne 
St. Landry 
Other/Unknown 

TOTAL 

TABLE 52 
ADULT ADHISSIONS BY MAJOR PARISHES OF COMMITr1ENT 

FISCAL YEARS 1975-1976 

1975-76 PERCENT 1976-77 PERCENT 

817 30.9 695 27.1 
1:80 6.8 201 7.8 
133 5.0 181 7.1 
133 5.0 166 6.5 

72 2.7 100 3.9 
89 3.4 80 3.1 
40 1.5 71 2.8 
61 2.3 70 2.7 
40 1.5 65 2.5 
39 1.5 60 2.3 
52 2.0 52 2.0 
47 1.8 30 1.2 

940 35.6 796 31.0 

2643 100.0 2567 100.0 

Source: Louisiana Department of Co~rections Annual Report, 
Fiscal Years 1975-1976, 1976-1977 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

-14.9 
11.7 
36.1 
24.8 
38.9 

-10.1 
77.5 
14.8 

0.0 

-15.3 

-2.9 

\ 

I 



TABLE 53 
ADULT EXITS BY RACE/SEX 

FISCAL YEARS 1975-1976) 1976-1977 

RACE/SEX 1975-76 PERCENT 1976-77 PERCENT PERCENT 
CHANGE 

Whi,te Male 583 34.6 625 36.1 7.2 
White Female 32 1.9 34 1.9 6.3 
Negro Male 1005 59.6 989 .57.1 -1.6 
Negro Female 66 3.9 85 4.9 28.8 

TOTAL 1686 1 100.0 1733 1 100.0 2.8 

IDiscrepancies in totals are due to deletions of incomplete records. 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, 
Fiscal Years 1975-1976, 1976-1977 

III-76 
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TABLE 54 
y 

ADUL~ EXITS BY 'AGE) 
FISCAL YEAR 1975-1976) 1976-1977 

AGE 1975-76 ~ERCENT 1976-77 PERCENT 

18 12 .7 7 .4' 
" 

t 
18 39 2.3 27 1.6 

19 85 5.1 84 4.9 

20 117 7.0 127 7.3 

'" 21 137 8.1 124 " 7.2 

22 137 8.1 129 7.4 

23 122 '7.2 131 7.6 

24 III 6.6 102 5.9 

25 87 5.2 107 6.2 

26-30 373 22.2' 372 21.5 

31-35 212 12.6' 223 12.9 

36-40 87 5.,2 127 7.3 

41-45 63 3.7 62 3.6 

46-50 48 2.9 49 2.8 

51-55 32 1.9 27 1.6 

56-60 11 .6 10 .6 

61-65 4 .2 10 .6 

66+ 7 .4 11 .6 

TOTAL 1684 100.0 1729 100.0 

AVG. AGE 27.9 28.4 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections 
Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-76, 
1976-77 

1II-77 
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TABLE 55 
ADULT EXITS BY INSTITUTION) 

FISCAL YEARS 1975-1976; 1976-1977 

INSTITUTION 1975-76 PERCENT 

Louisiana State Penitentiary 1369 81. 2 La. Correctional Institute for Women 96 5.7 La. Correctional & Industrial School 163 9.7 
Dixon Correctional Institute 55 3.3 
Adult Reception & Diagnostic Center 
Corrections Special Treatment Unit 2 .1 

TOTAL 16851 100.0 

TABLE 56 
ADULT EXITS BY TYPE OF RELEASE) 

FISCAL YEARS 1975-1976j 1976-1977 

TYPE OF RELEASE 1975-76 PERCENT 

Parole 642 38.1 
Death 22 1.3 
Expiration of Sentence 2 .1 
Communication 8 .5 
Pardon 
Court Order 16 .9 
Good Time 877 52.0 
Excape 109 6.5 
Other 11 .6 

TOTAL 16871 100.0 

1Discrepancies in totals are due to deletions of incomplete records 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, 
Fiscal Years, 1975-76, 1976-77 

1976-77 PERCEN'J.' PERCENT 
CHANGE 

921 53.3 -32.7 
121 7.0 26.0 
279 16.1 71.2 
271 15.7 392.7 

25 1.4 
112 6.5' 

17291 100.0 2.6 

1976-77 PERCENT 

549 31.7 
14 .8 

9 .5 
19 1.1 
10 .6 

4 .2 
1059 61.1 

54 3.1 
15 .9 

17331 100.0 
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TABLE 57 
LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

AVERAGE DAILY POPUL.AHONS BY INSTITUTION 
FISCAL YEARS 1975-1976 J 1976-1977 

1975-76 1976-77 
in-inst. total in-inst. total 

2743 3008!" Louisiana State Penitentiary 
La. correctional Institute for Women 
La. Correctional & Industrial School 
Dixon Correctional Institute/ 

Adult Reception & Diagnostic Center 
Corrections special Treatment Unit 

Psychiatric Unit 
Maintenance 
Work Release 

3293 ifti20 
159 183 
471 536 

192
2 

208
2 610 733 

1588 696
3 241 

36 
186 

8 

lDecrease in LSP's count due to some admissions ,being held in parish prisons 

2Increase due to the addition of Camp Beauregard as a satellite unit 

3S1ightly higher than actual population due to the inclusion in CSTU's count of 
of some people in transit from other institutions to Charity Hospital 

Source: Louisiana Department of corrections Annual Report, 
Fiscal Years 1975-19~6, 1976-1977 



TABLE 58 
WORKLOAD DATA FOR LOCAL JAILS 

IN LOUISIANA, 1977 

(Sentenced to Agency) (Average Daily) 
Average Daily Population Total Daily Designed Operating 
Population of of State Average Ratio of Inmate Above 

Parish Parish Prisoners Prisoners Population Jailers/Prisoners capacity Capacity 

Acadia 41 9 50 4/50 1:12.5 41 X 
Allen 6 5 11 4/11 1:2.8 53 
Ascension 33 10 43 5/43 J.:8.6 48 
Assumption 15 2 17 6/17 1:2.8 18 
Avoyelles 36 13 49 3/49 1:16.3 25 X 
Beauregard 20 8 28 2/28 1:14 40 
Bienville 13 0.4 13 19/13 1:1.4 49 
Bossier 61 21 82 7/82 1: 11. 7 128 
Caddo 49 3 52 22/52 1:2.4 66 
Ca1casieu 197 49 246 21/246 1: 11. 8 256 
Caldwell 12 2 14 2/14 1:7 15 
Cameron 21 2 23 2/23 1: 11. 5 28 
Catahoula 10 3 13 2/13 1:6.5 21-
C1aiborne1 N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
Concordia 20 4 24 2/24 "" 1;12 35 
DeSoto 21 2 23 5/23 1:4.6 30 
EBR1 N/R N/R N/R 63/NR 420 
E. Carroll 37 1 38 4/38 "" 1:9.5 35 X 

H E. Fe1iciana 9 9 18 4/18 1:4.5 28 
H 
H Evangeline 23 6 29 7/29 1:4 37 
I Franklin 11 5 16 1/16 J.:16 26 (X) 

0 Grant 14 2 16 3/16 ,., 1:5.3 28 
Iberia1 30 4 34 2/37 ::l 1:17 69 
Ibervi11e ,101 1 102 13/102 1:7.8 105 
Jackson 5 4 9 1/9 .. 1:9 48 
Jefferson 184 89 273 88/273 1:3.1 222 X 
Jeff. Davis 27 7 34 4/34 1:8.5 64 
Lafayette 137 27 164 12/164 1:13.7 85 X 
Lafourche 57 14 71 13/71 1:5.4 72 
LaSalle 15 3 18 3/18 1:6 26 
Lincoln 7 4 11 2/11 1:5.5 32 
Livingston 28 25 53 3/53 1:17.7 28 X 
Madison3 
Morehouse4 65 
Natchitoches 30 12 42 2/42 1:21 70 
Orleans 802 367 1169 533/1169 1:2.2 918 X 
Ouachita 112 28 140 12/140 1: 11. 7 158 
Plaquemines1 N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
Pointe coupee4 2/incomplete 50 



TABLE 58 (CONT/D) 

(Sentence to Agency) (Average Daily) 
Average Daily Population Total Daily Designed Operating 
Population of of State Average Ratio of Inmate Above 

Parish Parish Prisoners Prisoners Population Jailers/Prisoners Capacity capacity 

Red River 7 1 7 0/7 0 27 
Rich1and1 N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
Sabine 17 8 25 4/25 1:6.2 28 
St. Bernard1 N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
s·t. Charles 18 4 22 9/22 1:2.4 52 
St. Helena 14 5 19 2/19 1:9.5 30 
St. James 11 1 12 7/12 1:1. 7 40 
St. John 19 4 23 14/23 1:1.6 70 
St. Landry 76 21 97 8/97 1:12 84 X 
st. Martin 8 2 10 6/10 1:1. 7 52 
st. Mary 81 10 91 16/91 1:5.7 118 
St. Tammany 48 22 70 14/70 1:5 64 X 
Tangipahoa 67 31 98 6/98 1:16.3 86 X 
Tensas 9 5 14 2/14 1:7 36 
Terrebonne 57 29 86 10/86 1:8.6 86. 
Union 14 6 20 1/20 1:20 24 
Vermilion 23 8 31 5/31 ],:6.2 54 
Vernon 61 13 74 4/74 1:18.5 68 X 
Washington 33 13 46 8/46 1:5.8 36 X 
Webster 23 10 33 4/33 1:8.2 72 
WBR 29 10 39 6/39 1:6.5 67 
W. Carroll 18 7 25 15/25 1:1. 7 22 X 

H W. Fe1iciana 15 4 19 6/19 = 1:6.3 34 
H Winn 12 3 15 2/15 1:7.5 42 
H 
I Caddo Correctional 

0) Institute 266 103 369 73/369 1:5 408 .... 
Ouachita Mu1ti-
Parish Prison 91 30 121 6/121 1:20.2 160 
Rapides Parish 
Detention Center 111 47 158 13/158 1:12.2 152 X 

Total 3,312 1,137 4,449 1056/4449= 1:4 5,233 14 

IN/R - Agency did not respond to survey. Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement/ 
Criminal Justice Information System 

2Closed for renovation part of 1977. Survey of Local Prisons, 1977 (Draft) 
Figures based on October, November, and December, 1577. 

3Facility closed in 1977. 

4Responses Incomplete. 



Louisiana 

Acadia 
Allen 
Ascension 
Assumption 
Avoyelles 
Beauregard 
Bienville 
Bossier 
Caddo 
Calcasieu 

H Caldwell H 
H Cameron 
I Catahoula (Xl 

I>J Claiborne 
Concordia 
DeSoto 
EBR 
E. Carroll 
E. Feliciana 
Evangeline 
Franklin 
Grant 
Iberia 
Iberville 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Jeff Davis 
Lafayette 
Lafourche 
LaSalle 
Lincoln 
Livingston 
Madison 2 
Morehouse 
Natchitoches 

TABLE 59 
LOCAL PRISON PERSONNEL firm PU.SONNEL ATTRITION J 

CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

Total Number of Number Hired 
Number of 
Voluntary 

Prison Personnel in 1977 Resi~nations 

4 1 1 
4 1 0 
5 1 0 
6 6 6 
3 0 0 
2 1 1 

19 2 0 
7 1 1 

22 8 1 
21 10 2 

2 1 0 
2 0 0 
2 0 0 
6 1 0 
2 0 0 
5 0 0 

63 N/Rl N/R 1 
4 2 2 
4 2 0 
7 3 2 
1 0 0 
3 0 0 
2 1 0 

13 N/Rl N/Rl 
1 0 0 

88 39 7 
4 2 1 

12 0 0 
13 5 4 

3 0 0 
2 2 1 
3 3 0 

6 ;/Rl ;/Rl 
2 0 0 

Number of 
Non-Voluntary 
Resi~nations 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

N/R 1 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 

N/Rl 
0 
5 
1 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 

;/Rl 

0 

_J 



TABLE 59 (CONT/D) 
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Total Number of Number Hired 
Prison Personnel in 1977 

Orleans 533 333 
Ouachita 12 2 
Plaqueminesl N/Rl N/Rl 
Pointe Coupee 2 N/Rl 
Red River 0 0 
Richland 2 1 
Sabine 4 0 
St. Bernardl N/Rl N/Rl 
st. Charles 9 4 
St. Helena 2 2 
St. James 7 10 
St. John 5 4 
St. Landry 8 3 
St. Martin 6 3 
St. Mary 16 12 
st. Tammany 14 4 
Tangipahoa 6 2 
Tensas 2 0 
Terrebonne 10 3 
Union 1 0 
Vermilion 5 0 
Vernon 4 1 
Washington 8 4 
Webster 4 0 
WBR 6 2 
W. Carroll 15 2 
W. Feliciana 6 3 
Winn 2 0 
Caddo Correctional Inst. 73 34 
Ouachita Multi-Parish 

Prison 8 2 
Prison District I 6 1 
Rapides Parish Detention 

Center 13 3 
SW Rehab. Cen.ter 11 1 
Orleans Munifipal Lockup 62 22 
O.rleans ,~vuse of Detention 67 14 

,.' 

statd'Total 1,272 564 

state Average Employee Turnover Rate 

IN/R - Agency did not respond to the question. 
2Facility, closed during 1977. 

Number of Number of 
Voluntary Non-Voluntary 

Resignations Resignations 

147 18 
1 0 

N/Rl N/Rl 
N/Rl N/Rl 

0 0 
1 0 
0 0 

N/Rl N/Rl 
0 2 
0 1 
5 3 
1 1 
1 0 
2 0 
8 4 
4 0 
1 0 
0 0 
2 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 1 
0 1 
0 0 
1 1 
2 1 
1. 0 
0 0 

28 10 

1 0 
1 0 

1 0 
3 0 
4 8 
4 1 

248 61 

24.2% 

Source: Louisiana Criminal .Tusti"ce Information System Division, Louisiana Commission on Law 
Enforcement, Local Prison Survey, 1977 ~Draft) 
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TABLE 60 

LOCAL CORRECTIONS FACILITY POPULATION BY AGE GROUP) 
CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

YOUNGER THi\N 17 - 35 YEARS 35 - 50 YEARS 50 YEARS AND OVER TOTAL 
17 YEARS 

Louisiana 

Acadia Parish Prison 0 35 5 1 41 Allen Parish Prison 0 2 0 0 2 
Ascension Parish Prison 0 23 3 1 27 
Assumption Parish Prison 0 16 2 0 18 
Avoyelles Parish Prison 0 18 9 10 37 
Beauregard Parish Prison 0 17 9 2 28 
Bienville Parish Prison 0 14 1 0 15 
Bossier Parish Prison 1 55 3 1 60 
Caddo Parish Prison 0 40 10 4 54 
Calcasieu Parish Prison 0 120 14 9 143 
Caldwell Parish Prison 0 16 1 1 18 
Cameron Parish Prison 2 15 14 4 35 
Catahoula Parish Prison 0 10 1 0 11 
Claiborne Parish Prison 0 2 12 2 16 
Concordia Parish Prison 0 17 3 1 21 
DeSoto Parish Prison 0 18 5 0 23 
East Baton Rouge Parish 
Prisonl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
East Carroll Parish Prison l N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
East Feliciana Parish Prison 0 13 4 1 18 
Evangeline Parish Prison a 23 4 1 28 

H Franklin Parish Prison a 13 2 0 15 H Grant Parish Prison 0 15 3 0 18 H 
I Iberia Parish Prison a 23 2 1 26 co 

"'" Iberville Parish Prison 0 81 12 5 98 
Jackson Parish Prison a 2 3 1 6 
Jefferson Parish Prison 0 202 17 3 222 
Jeff. Davis Parish Prison a 25 4 1 30 
Lafayette Parish Prison 0 92 36 23 151 
Lafourche Parish Prison 3 61 6 2 72 
LaSalle Parish Prison a 5 9 1 15 
Lincoln Parish Prison a 8 1 0 9 
Livingston Parish Prison a 33 7 2 42 
Madison Parish Prison2 
Morehouse Parish Prison 0 28 4 1 33 
Natchitoches Parish Prison a 46 4 1 51 
Orleans Parish Prison 4 934 1223 493 1,109 
Ouachita Parish Prison 2 113 14 2 131 
Plaquemines Parish Prisonl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
Pointe Coupee Parish Prison 0 18 0 0 18 
Rapides Parish Prison 
Red River Parish Prison a 8 1 a 9 
RichlEl.l1d Parish Prison 1 12 1 a 14 
Sabine Parish Prison a 17 6 0 23 
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TABLE rO (CONT'D) 

PARISHES YOUNGER THAN 

st. Bernard Parish Prison1 N/R 
St. Charles Parish Prison 0 
St. Hel.ena Par-ish Prison 0 
St. James Parish Prison 1 
st. John Parish Prison 4 
St. Landry ?arish Prison 0 
St. Martin Parish Prison 0 
St. Mary Parish Prison 0 
St. Tammany Parish Pri~on 0 
Tangipahoa Parish Prison 0 
Tensas Parish Prison 1 
Terrebonne Parish Prison 2 
Union Parish Prison . 0 
Vermilion Parish Prison 0 
Vernon parish Prison 0 
Washington Parish Prison 0 
Webster Parish Prison 0 
West Baton Rouge Parish 
Prison 0 
West Carroll Parish Prison 0 
West Fe1iciana Parish Prison 0 
Winn Parish Pris:m 0 
Caddo Correction.:!.l 
Institute 0 
Ouachita Mu1ti-~arish 
Prison 0 
Prison District I 0 
Rapides Detention Center 3 
Southwest Regional 
Rehabilitation Center 0 
Orleans House of 
Detention 2 

State Total 26 

1N/R Agency did not respond to question 

2Facility Closed During 1977 

3Estimated Age Breakdowns 

17 - 35 YEARS 

N/R 
10 
10 

6 
19 
61 
28 
76 
39 
82 

6 
43 
11 
21 
49 
36 
24 

30 
3 

13 
9 

234 

77 
53 

104 

7 

101 

3,342 

35 - 50 YEARS 50 YEARS AND OVER TOTAL 

N/R N/R N/R 
2 0 12 
0 1 11 
0 0 7 
2 0 25 

10 4 75 
3 0 31 

11 4 91 
4 4 47 
6 2 90 
0 0 7 

23 17 85 
8 2 21 
4 1 26 
3 4 56 
6 0 42 
7 3 34 

4 1 35 
0 0 3 
3 0 IS 
1 0 10 

31 12 277 

15 6 98 
1 1 55 

52 4 163 

0 0 7 

94 61 258 

644 257 4,269 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement and Criminal Justice Information Syst~m, Local Prison S~rvey, 1977 (Draft) 
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TABLE 61 

LOCAL CORRECTION FACILITY POPULP,TIO~'I 

BY RACE AND SEX) 19771 

Adult Juvenile 

Black White Other Black White Other 
Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female 

Louisiana 

Acadia Prison 22 1 17 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Allen Prison 1 0 1 0 0 0 () 0 0 0 0 0 
Ascension Prison 17 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Assumption Prison 13 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 ( 0 0 
Avoyelles Prison 18 0 17 2 0 0 0 0 0 'J 0 0 
Beauregard Prison 8 2 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Bienville Prison 9 0 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Bossier Prison 24 3 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Caddo Prison 20 16 13 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Calcasieu Prison 66 2 67 7 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Caldwell Prison 9 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Cameron Prison 4 0 27 2 0 0 0 0 1 

, 
0 0 .L 

Catahoula Prison 5 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Claiborne Prison 14 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Concordia Prison 12 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
DeSoto Prison 15 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 o· 0 0 
East Baton Rouge 
Prison 378 0 148 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
East Carroll Prison 6 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
East Feliciana Prison 14 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Ev~~geline Prison 10 0 17 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Fra,lklin Prison 10 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Grant Prison 9 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Iberia Prison 16 1 8 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

H Iberville Prison 74 2 19 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 H 
H Jackson Prison 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I Jefferson Prison 82 0 140 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 co 
~, Jeff. Davis Prison 9 0 19 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Lafayette Prison 62 3 82 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Lafourche Prison 20 0 48 1 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 
LaSalle Prison 6 1 7 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Lincoln Prison 8 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Livingston Prison 14 0 
Madison Prison 3 

28 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Morehouse Prison 25 1 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Natchitoches Prison 37 4 9 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Orleans Prison 885 35 175 10 0 CI 3 1 0 0 0 0 
Ouachita Prison 75 3 45 6 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
Plaquemines Prison2 N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
Pointe Coupee Prison 4 II 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Red River Prison 6 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Richland 6 0 7 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
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TABLE 61 (CO;~T' D) 

Adult Juvenile 

Black White Other Black White Other 
Parish Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female 

Sabine Prison 12 1 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
St. Bernard Prison2 N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
St. Charles Prison 5 1 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
St. Helena Prison 8 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
St. James Prison 5 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
St. John Prison' 12 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 
St. Landry Prison 40 1 33 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
st. Martin Prison 12 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
St. Mary Prison 41 1 48 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
St. Tammany Prison 14 1 30 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Tangipahoa Prison 66 3 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Tens-as Prison 5 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
Terrebonne Frison 39 1 42 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 
Union Prison 12 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Vermilion Prison 9 0 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Vernon Prison 24 0 31 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Washington Prison 20 0 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Webster Prison 19 0 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
West Baton Rouge 
Prison 19 0 13 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
West Carroll Prison 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
West Fe1iciana Prison 9 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

H Winn Prison 6 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
H 'Caddo Correctional 
H 
I Institute 206 0 71 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

(Xl 
Ouachita Multi--..J 
Parish Prison 43 0 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Prison District I 41 0 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Rapides Detention 
Center 99 3 56 2 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 
Southwest Regional 
Rehabilitation Center 1 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Orleans House of 
Detention 82 3 167 4 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 

State Total 2,865 90 1,757 63 3 0 14 2 11 1 0 0 

ITotal may not agree with those reported on previous table due to reporting,inaccuracies. 

2N/R - Agency did not respond to the question. 

3Facility not in operation during 1977. 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement and Criminal Justice +nformation System Local Prison Survey, 1977 (Draft) 
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Classification 

l),ssumption Par.'ish Prison 
Sea~regard Pa~ish Prison 
Caddo Correctional Institute 
Calcasieu Parish Prison 
Claiborne Parish Prison 
East Feliciana Parish Prison 
Iberville Parish Prison 
Jefferson Parish Prison 
Lafayette Parish Prison 
Livingston Parish Prison 
Morehouse Parish Prison 
Natchitoches Parish Prison 
Orleans House of Detention 
Orleans Parish Prison 
Rapides Parish Detention Center 
Southlilest Regional Rf~habili.tation Center 
St. Charles Parish Prison 
St. John the Baptist Parish Prison 
St. Martin Parish P:r:ison 
St. Mary Parish Prison 
Tangipahoa Parish Prison 
Tensas Parish Prison 
T~)rrebonne Parish Prison 
Vermilion Parish Prison 
Vernon Parish Prison 
'Washington Parish Pr.'ison 
West Baton Rouge Parish Prison 
West Carroll Parish Prison 

TABLE 62 
MEETING THE INMATES' NEEDS IN 
LOCAL CORRECTIONS FACILITIES 

CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

Drug Rehabilitation 

Assumption Parish Prison 
Bienville Parish Prison 
Bossier Parish Prison 
Caddo Correctional Institute 
Claiborne Parish Prison 
East Baton Rouge Parish Prison 
Franklin Parish Prison 
Iberia Parish Prison 
Jefferson Davis Parish Prison 
Jeff~rson Parish Prison 
Lafayette Parish Prison 
LaFourche Parish Prison 
Natchitoches Parish Prison 
Orleans Parish Prison 
Ouachita Multi-Parish Prison 
Ouachita Parish Prison 
Rapides Parish Detention Center 
Red River Parish Prison 
Southwest Regional Rehabilitation Center 
St. Landry Parish Prison 
St. Mary Parish Prison 

Source: Louisiana Commission on Law Enforcement 
and Criminal Justice Information System, 
Local Prison Survey, 1977 (DRAFT) 

Alcohol Rehabilitation 

Allen Parish Prison 
Assumption Parish Prison 
Bienville Parish Prison 
Caddo Correctional Institute 
Claiborne Parish Prison 
East Baton Rouge Parish Prison 
Franklin Parish Prison 
Iberia Parish Prison 
Jefferson Davis Parish Prison 
Lafayette Parish Prison 
LaFourche Parish Prison 
Natchitoches Parish Prison 
Orleans Parish Prison 
Ouachita Multi-Parish Prison 
Ouachita Parish. Prison 
Rapides Parish Detention Center 
Red River Parish Prison 
Southwest Regional Rehabilitation 
st. Landry Parish Prison 
St. Mary Parish Prison 
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1975-76 

SOURCE OF FUNDING JRDC 

State Funded 
C1assJ.fJ.ed 78 
Unclassified 2 
SUBTOTAL 80 

Federally Funded 
VocatJ.onal Education 
Our House 12 
Title I 1 
Deinst & Work Adj. 2 
CRISYS 1 
Instep 10 
SUBTOTAL 26 

TOTAL 106 

TABLE 63-A 

LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

JUVENILE UNITS AUTHORIZED PERSONNEL 

FISCAL YEARS 1975-1976; 1976-1977 

LTI-HON L'I'I-BR LTI-BALL 

128 220 65 
25 33 11 

153 253 76 

3 1 

4 6 4 

7 6 5 

160 259 81 

LTI-BC TOTAL 

103 594 
11 82 

114 670 

4 
12 

3 18 
2 
1 

10 
3 47 

117 723 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-1976; 1976-1977 
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1976-'17 

SOURCE 01<' FUNDING JRDC 

State Funded 
Classified 88 
Unclassified 2 
SUBTOTAL 90 

Federally Funded 
Vocational Education 
Our House 12 
Title I 1 
Deinst & Work Adj. 2 
CRISYS 1 
Instep 10 
SUBTOTAL 26 

TOTAL 116 

TABLE 63-B 

LOUISIA;~A DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

JUVENILE UNITS AUTHORIZED PERSONNEL 

FISCAL YEARS 1975-1976j 1976-1977 

LTI-MON LTI-BR LTI-BALL 

128 210 65 
25 33 11 

153 243 76 

3 1 

4 6 4 

7 6 5 

160 249 81 

LTI-BC TOTAL 

103 594 
11 82 

114 676 

4 
12 

3 18 
2 
1 

10 
3 47 

117 723 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-1976; 1976-1977 
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INSTITUTION 1975-76 

LTI-Baton Rouge 376 
LTI-Monroe 457 
LTI-Ball 152 
LTI-Bridge City 168 
JRDC and 

Special Treatment 33 

TOTAL 1186 1 

TABLE 64 
JUVENILE ADM~SSIONS TO THE 

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS BY 
INSTITUTION AND AVERAGE AGE, 

FISCAL YEARS 1975-1976; 197G-1977 

PERCENT AVG. AGE 

31. 7 15.6 
38.5 14.8 
12.8 14.7 
14.2 13.7 

2.8 15.6 

100.0 14.9 

1Tota1s may not agree due to deletion of inco,mp1ete records. 

1976-77 PERCENT 

337 32.0 
383 36.3 
167 15.8 
132 12.5 

36 3.4 

10551 100.0 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections i.\nnua1 Report., Fiscal Years 1975-1976; 1976-1977. 

AVG. AGE 

15.6 
14.9 
14.9 
13.7 

15.6 

15.0 
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RACE/SEX 1975-76 

White Male 314 
White Female 79 
Negro Male 711 
Negro Female 84 

TOTAL 1188 1 

TABLE 65 
JUVENILE ADr1ISSIONS TO THE 

DEPARH1ENT OF CORRECTIONS BY 

RACE/SEX AND AVERAGE AGE) 

FISCAL YEARS 1975-1976; 1976-1977 

PERCENT AVG. AGE 

26.4 15.2 
6.7 14.6 

59.8 14.8 
7.1 14.6 

100.0 14.9 

lTotals may not agree due to the deletion of incomplete records. 

1976-77 PERCENT 

257 24.2 
74 7.0 

638 60.1 
92 8.7 

10611 100.0 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-1976; 1976-1977 

AVG. AGE 

15.2 
14.8 
14.9 
14.9 

15.0 
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AGE 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 

TOTAL 

AVERAGE AGE 

TABLE 66 

JUVENILE ADf11SSIONS TO THE 

DEPARTHEIH OF CORRECTIONS BY AGE) 

FISCAL YEARS 1975-1976; 1976-1S77 

1975-1976 PERCENT 1976-1977 

2 
4 .3 2 

12 l.0 10 
39 3.3 25 

113 9.5 88 
206 17.3 195 
345 29.0 312 
429 36.0 385 

42 3.5 48 
1 .1 

2 

1191 1 100."0 1069 1 

14.9 15.0 

1Totals may not agree d~0 to deletion of incomplete records. 

PERCENT 

.2 

.2 
l.C 
2.3 
8.2 

18.2 
29.2 
36.0 

4.5 

.2 

100.0 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-1976; 1976-1977 
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OFFENSE 

Burglary 
Shoplifting 
Probation or parole 

viGlation 
Robbery 
Assault/Battery 
Stolen vehicle 
Vandalism 
Disturbing peace 
Dangerous drugs 
Trespassing 
Escape 
Weapon offense 
Forgery/Fraud 
Sexual assault 
Homicide 
Sexual offense 
Stolen property 
Other/Unknown 

TOTAL 

TABLE 67 
JUVE~ILE ADMISSIONS TO THE 

DEPARTt1ENT OF CORRECTIONS BY 
OFFENSE) FISCAL YEARS 
1975-1976; 1976-1977 

1975-76 PERCENT 1976-77 

344 28.9 317 
218 18.3 211 

25 2.1 123 
99 8.3 84 
91 7.6 78 
73 6.1 78 
50 4.2 45 
89 7.5 41 
38 3.2 30 

6 .5 16 
72* 6.1 15 
19 1.6 15 
1<: 1.0 11 
10 .8 3 

7 .6 2 
2 .2 2 
5 .4 2 

31 2.6 3 

119ll 100.0 10761 

1Totals may not agree due to the deletion of incomplete records. 

*inc1udes runaways 

PERCENT 

29.4 
19.6 

11.4 
7.8 
7.3 
7.3 
4 .• ! 
3.7 
2.8 
1.5 
1.4 
1.4 
1.0 

.3 

.2 

.2 

.2 

.3 

100.0 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Year 1975-1976; 1976-1977. 
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TABLE 68 
JUVEfHLE AmlISSIONS BY I1AJOR PARISHES 

OF COMf1ITMENL FISCAL YEARS 

1975-1976; 1976-1977 

PARISHES 1975-76 PERCENT 1976-77 PERCENT 

Orleans 233 19.6 196 18.2 
Caddo 86 7.2 118 11.0 
East Baton Rouge 131 11. 0 96 8.9 
Ouachita 84 7.1 62 5.8 
Jefferson 34 2.9 51 4.7 
Ca1casieu 29 2.4 36 3.3 
Terrebonne 36 3.0 34 3.2 
St. Tammany 38 3.2 29 2.7 
Rapides 35 2.9 23 2.1 
All Others 485 40.7 431 40.1 

TOTAL l:!..911 100.0 1076 100.0 

1Tota1s may not agree due to the deletion of incomplete records. 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-1976; 1976-1977. 
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COMMITMENT 
COUNT 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

TOTAL 

TABLE 69 
JUVENILE ADMISSIONS TO THE 

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS BY 
COMMITMENT COUNT, FISCAL YEARS 

1975-1976j 1976-1977 

1975-76 PERCENT 1976-77 

852 71. 9 797 
242 20.4 197 

70 5.9 61 
20 1.7 10 

1 .1 2 

11851 100.0 10671 

PERCENT 

74.7 
18.5 

5.7 
.9 
.2 

100.0 

1Tota1s mdY not agree due to the deletion of incomplete records. 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections At"1.nua1 Report, 
Fiscal Years 1975-1976; 1976-1977 

III-96 
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INSTITUTION 1975-76 

LTI-Baton Rouge 302 
LTI-Monroe 304 
LTI-Ball 127 
LTI-Bridge City 103 
JRDC and 

Special Treatment 38 

TOTAL 874 1 

TABLE 70 
JUVEiHLE EXITS FROf1 DEPARTMENT OF 

CORRECTIONS BY INSTITUTION, AVERAGE 

AGE, AND LENGTH OF STAY, 

FISCAL YEARS 1975-1976; 1976-1977 

AVG. AVG. STAY 
PERCENT AGE IN DAYS 1976-77 

34.6 16.5 322 326 
34.8 15.5 243 416 
14.5 15.1 225 1111 
11.8 14.7 299 87 

4.3 16.2 227 4 

100.0 15.7 274 974 1 

ITotals may not agree due to the deletion of incomplete records. 

AVG. 
PERCENT AGE 

33.5 16.5 
42.7 15.5 
14.5 15.4 
8.9 14.7 

.4 17.5 

100.0 15.8 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-1976; 1976-1977 

... ---~- - _ ........ - ~ ..... ~ ----. 

AVG. STAY 
IN DAYS 

313 
245 
229 
341 

588 . 

275 
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'I TABLE 71 
I 

JUVEI~I LE EXITS FROM DEPARTMENT 
OF CORRECTIONS BY AGE) FISCAL YEARS 

1975-1976; 1976-1977 

AGE 1975--1976 PERCENT 1976-1977 PERCENT 

10 4 .4 1 .1 
11 6 .7 4 .4 12 8 .9 15 1.5 13 48 5.5 45 4.6 14 77 8.8 102 10.4 15 202 23.0 202 20.6 16 258 29.<1 277 28.2 17 235 26.8 285 29.0 H 18 34 3.9 41 4.2 H 19 5 .6 7 .7 H 

I 20 2 .2 \0 
OJ 21 1 .1 

TOTAL 877 1 100.0 9821 100.0 

AVERAGE AGE 15.7 15.7 

l Totals may not agree due to the deletion of incomplete records. 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-1976; 1976-1977 
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CRIME CATEGORY 

Robbery/Extortion 
Assault/Battery 
Burglary/Theft 
Drugs 
Other 

TOTAL 

TABLE 72 

JUVENILE EXITS FROf1 DEPARTMENT OF 
CORRECTIONS BY MAJOR CRIME AND 

LENGTH OF STAY, FISCAL YEARS 
1975-1976, 1976-1977 

AVG. STAY 
1975-76 IN DAYS 

60 353 
59 271 

414 266 
47 229 

297 275 

877 1 274 

lTota1s may not agree due to de1~tion of incomplete records. 

1976-77 

89 
67 

525 
24 

277 

9821 

AVG. STAY 
IN DAYS 

371 
223 
254 
254 
296 

274 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-1976; 1976-~977 
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TABLE 73 
JUVENILE I~STITUTIONS - AVERAGE 
DAILY POPULATIONS, FISCAL YEARS 

1975-1976i 1976-1977 

1975-1976 

La. Training Institute-Baton Rouge 
La. Training Institute-Monroe 

in-inst. 
267 
253 

81 
121 

57 
49 

total 
3§3 

La. Training Institute-Ball 
La. Training Institute-Bridge City 
Reception and Diagnostic Center 

Special Treatment Units 

285 
103 
137 

62 
57 

1976-1977 
in-inst. 

231 
249 

72 
127 

52 
42 

total 
325 

277 
99 

154 
55 
58 

Source: Louisiana Department of Corrections Annual Report, Fiscal Years 1975-1976; 1976-1977 



TABLE 74 
LOUISIANA DISTRICT COllRTS I NFORMATI ON SUr'1r~ARY CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

TOTAL NUMBER OF 
COURT EMPLOYEES 

1977 
Male female Operating 

Black White Black White Expenditures 

1st Judicial District 0 9 .l 14 $ 316,8231 
2nd Judicial District 0 6 0 0 109,000 
3rd Judicial District 0 1 0 3 14,0401 
4th Judicial District 0 5 1 4 166,684 
5th Judicial District 0 2 0 1 N/R 2 
6th J"udicial District 0 1 0 4 54,000 
7th Judicial District 0 1 0 2 20,000 1 
8th Judicial District N/R2 N/R2 N/R2 N/R2 N/R 2 
9th Judicial District 0 8 1 11 279,116 

10th Judicial District 0 2 0 0 21,0581 
11th Judicial District 0 3 0 0 N/R 2 
12th Judicial District 0 1 0 1 8,60

2
01 

13th JUdicial District 0 2 0 3 N/R 
14th Judicial District 0 7 0 17 318,739 
15th Judicial District 0 13 0 10 225,000 . 
16th Judicial District 0 4 0 0 71,264 
17th Judicial District 0 9 0 4 127,406

2 H 18th Judicial District 0 3 0 3 N/R 
H 19th Judicial Dist:r.ict 1 25 2 53 715,200

2 "'1 I 20th Judicial District 2 2 0 2 N/R I-' 21st Judicial District 0 4 0 5 218,000 0 
I-' 22nd Judicial District 0 13 0 6 192,430 

23rd Judicial District N/R 2 N/R 2 N/R 2 N/R 2 N/R 2 
24th Judicial District 1 17 0 14 940,OOO~ 
25th Judicial District N/R 2 N/R 2 N/R 2 N/R 2 N/R ;.! 

26th Judicial District 0 8 0 2 N/R 2 
27th Judicial District 0 4 0 8 223,300 
28th J"udicial District 0 1 0 2 77,150

2 29th Judicial District 3 4 1 8 N/R 1 
30th JUdicial District 0 2 0 2 17,400

2 31st Judicial District 0 1 0 2 N/R 
32nd Judicial District 0 4 0 8 l8,OOO~ 
33rd Judicial District 0 3 0 2 N/R 2 
35th Judicial District 0 3 0 l. N/R 
37th Judicial District 0 2 0 1 56,500 
Orleans Civil Court 1 35 2 11 2,663,316 
Orleans Criminal Court 5 29 4 17 1,264,075 
Caddo Juvenile Court 9 11 10 12 531,136 
EBR E'amily Court 19 21 17 24 910,880 
Jefferson Juvenile Court 1 6 1 6 212,337 
Orleans Juvenile Court 1 10 3 26 1,050,960 

STATE TOTAL 43 282 43 289 $10,822,414 

1 Partial Expenditures Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System 
2 N/R Agency did not respond to question. and Judicial Planning Committee, Courts Survey 1977 



TABLE 75 
LOUISIANA DISTRICT COURTS 

THREE YEAR TREND IN ACTIVITY, 
1975-1977 

DISTRICT PARISH 
CASES FILED 

1975 1916 1977 1977 1977 
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL CIVIL CRIMINAL 

1 Caddo 15,245 14,297 17,129 7,624 9,505 

2 Bienville 1,627 1.,739 1,547 555 992 
Claiborne 2,222 2,390 2,002 496 14 506 
Jackson 2,420 1,735 1,817 713 .1~ 104 

3 Lincoln 1,833 1,300 1,423 898 525 
Union 939 1,839 1,847 606 1,241 

4 Morehouse 1,944 2,115 2,552 790 1,762 
H Ouachita 14,139 15,405 18,264 3,972 14,292 
H 
H 
I 5 Franklin 1,421 1,395 1,302 6615 636 

I-' 
0 Richland 2,027 2,305 2,676 666 2,010 
N W. Carroll 1,159 1,117 1,497 423 1,074 

6 E. Carroll 1,087 1,300 1,203 302 901 
Madison 1,990 2,842 2,294 404 1,890 
Tensas 974 1,067 1,307 278 1,029 

7 Catahoulal 1,871 2,623 2,526 376 2,150 
Concordia 3,145 3,118 3,342 861 2,481 

8 Winn 1,932 1,862 2,027 749 1,278 

9 Rapides 16,348 15,995 14,880 4,597 10,283 

10 Natchitoches 3,723 4,313 4,599 1,483 3,116 
Red River2 1,224 1,702 1,699 362 1,337 

11 DeSoto 3,153 2,701 2,929 994 1,935 
Sabine 2,713 1,176 1,366 668 698 

12 Avoyelles 3,312 3,795 3,566 1,250 2,316 



TABLE 75 (CONT'D) 

DISTRICT PARISH 
CASES FILED 

1975 1976 1977 1977 1977 
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL CIVIL CRIMINAL 

13 Evangeline 2,405 2,970 2,888 1,410 1,478 

14 Calcasieu 18,152 22,611 19,215 6,088 13,127 

Cameron 1,244 2,095 1,977 374 1,603 

15 Acadia 3,859 3,524 3,079 1,797 1,282 
Lafayette 12,523 12,230 13,581 4,956 8,625 

Vermilion 3,304 3,216 3,122 1,466 1,656 

16 Iberia 5,116 5,788 5,616 2,128 3,488 

St. Martin 1,893 2,860 4,434 1,093 3,341 

St. Mary 8,208 8,604 9,171 2,703 6.468 

17 Lafourche 8,603 9,072 9,009 2,100 6,909 

18 Ibervil1e 3,101 6,743 5,082 1,357 3,725 

Pointe Coupee 2,857 2,868 3,518 606 2,912 

W. Baton Rouge 7,815 5,334 6,550 714 5,836 

H 
H 19 E. Baton Rouge 18,562 19,363 21,185 11,711 9,474 
H 
I 

t-' 20 E. Feliciana 1,850 1,627 1,917 696 1,221 
0 
w W. Feliciana 958 1,735 1,718 293 1,425 

21 Livingston 3,560 3,857 4,516 1,791 2,725 

St. Helena 231 462 458 299 159 

Tangipahoa 8,170 9,065 9,592 2,355 7,237 

22 St. Tammany 8,309 9,425 10,218 3,678 6,540 

Washington 3,877 3,465 5,338 1,833 3,505 

23 Ascension 6,151 6,271 9,407 1,298 8,109 

Assumption 2,214 2,471 2,393 458 1,935 

St. James 1,526 1,519 1,590 457 1,133 

24 Jefferson 14,861 15,314 15,539 12,643 2,896 

25 Plaquemines 4,849 5,162 5,025 788 4,237 
St. Bernard 7,055 6,483 7,359 1,939 5,420 



TABLE 75 (CONT/D) 

DISTRICT PARISH 
CASES FIT.ED 

1975 1976 1977 1977 1977 TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL CIVIL, CRIMINAL 
26 Bossier 8,366 3,656 3,932 2,255 1,677 Webster 3,783 3,530 3,631 1,158 2,473 
27 St. Landry3 5,900 6,591 6,840 2,667 4,173 
28 LaSalle 2,003 2,367 2,303 615 1,688 
29 St. Charles 7,082 9,832 11,701 1,195 10,506 St. John 8,573 8,010 6,186 893 5,293 
30 Beauregard 3,744 4,249 4,328 885 3,443 Vernon 7,302 7,024 7,542 1,083 6,459 
31 Jefferson Davis 2,817 3,198 3,045 1,044 2,001 
32 Terrebonne 6,494 9,777 11,215 :1,497 7,718 
33 Allen 2,057 2,900 2,690 774 1,916 H 

H 
H 35 Grant 2,028 2,725 2,832 548 2,284 I 
I-' 
0 
or:. 37 Caldwell 1,197 1,127 1,380 355 1,025 

Orleans civil 19,614 19,837 19,636 19,636 0 Criminal 6,415 5,077 4,827 0 4,827 
STATE TOTAL 335,156 350,326 369,379 133,369 236,010 

1. Catahou1a 1976 criminal filings were estimated based on actual counts for eight months. 
2. Red River 1976 criminal filings were estimated based on actual counts for f;lvt:: months. 
3. St. Landry 1976 and 1977 traffic and juvenile filings were derived by obtaining case numbers from minute book entries. 

Source: 1977 Annual Report of the Judicial Council 



T.~BLE 76 

LOUISIA:WS DISTRICT COURT RESOURCES 

CALE.iWAR YEAR 1977 

HAS OWN HAS OWN MAKES COURT HAS COURT HAS 
JUVENILE PRESENTENCE REFERRALS TO ACCESS TO MICROFILM 

PROBATION INVESTIGATION DRUG PROGRAM COMPUTER CAPACITY 

1st Judicial District Yes No Yes No Yes 
2nd Judicial District No No Yes No No 
3rd Judicial Districtl No No Yes N/R N/R 
4th Judicial District Yes Yes Yes No Yes 
5th Judicial District No No Yes No ~o 
6th Judicial District No No No No Yes 
7th Judicial District No No No N/R N/R 
Bth Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
9th Judicial District Yes No Yes No Yes 

lOth Judicial District No No Yes No Yes 
11th Judicial Districtl No No No N/R N/R 
12th Judicial District No No No No No 

H 13th Judicial Districtl Yes No Yes N/R N/R 
H 14th Judicial Districtl Yes No Yes N/R N/R H 15th Judicial Districtl Yes No Yes N/R N/R I 
I-' 16th Judicial District Yes No Yes No No 0 
\J1 17th Judicial Districtl Yes No Yes N/R N/R 

lBth Judicial Districtl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 19th Judicial District2 DNA No Yes Yes Yes 
20th Judicial Districtl Yes No Yes N/R N/R 
21st Judicial District l No No Yes N/R N/R 
22nd Judicial District No No Yes No No 
23rd Judicial District l N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
24th Judicial District! DNA Yes Yes No Yes 
25th Judicial District N/R N/R N/R N/R N.'R 
26th Judicial District l No No Yes N/R N/R 
27th Judicial Districtl No No Yes N/R N/R 
2Bth Judicial District l No No Yes N/R N/R 
29th Judicial Districtl Yes Yes Yes N/R N/R 
30th Judicial Districtl No No Yes N/R N/R 



TABLE 76 (CONT'D) 

H 
H 
H , 
I-' 
o 
Cl'I 

HAS OWN 
JUVENILE 

PROBATION 

31st Judicial District No 
32nd Judicial Districtl No 
33rd Judicial District l Yes 
35th Judicial District No 
37th Judicial District l No 
Orleans Civil Court No 
Orleans Criminal Court 1 NO 
Caddo Juvenile Court Yes 
EBR Family Court Yes 
Jefferson Juvenile Court Yes 
Orleans Juvenile Court Yes 

State Total 15 
(Yes) 

IN/R Agency did not respond to question 

20NA Category does not apply to agency 

HAS OWN 
PRESENTENCE 

INVESTIGATION 

No 
No 

Yes 
No 
No 
No 
No 

Yes 
Yes 

No 
Yes 

7 
(Yes) 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System and 

MAKES 
REFERRALS TO 
DRUG PROGRAM 

Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

No 
No 

Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

30 
(Yes) 

Judicial Planning Committee, Louisiana Courts survey, 1977 

COURT HAS COURT HM 
ACCESS TO MICROFILM 
COMPUTER CAPACITY 

No No 
N/R N/R 
N/R N/R 
Yes No 
N/R N/R 
Yes No 
N/R N/R 
No No 

Yes Yes 
No No 

Yes Yes 

5 9 
(Yes) (Yes). 





TABLE 77 
LOUISIANA FAMILY AND JUVENILE COURTS 

THREE YEAR TREND IN ACTIVITY} 
1975-1977 

CASES FILED 

1975 1976 1977 

Caddo Juveni'le l 4,444 4,767 5,153 

East Baton Rouge Family 7,280 8,103 8,219 

Jefferson Juvenile 5,799 4,807 4,300 

Orleans Juvenile 9,075 9,184 8,545 

State Totals 26,598 26,861 26,217 

lCaddo 1977 filings were derived from new case numbers assigned and 
counts of dispositions and may not be comparable to the other 
courts. 

Source: 1977 Annual Report of the JUdicial Council 

III-107 
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TABLE 73 
LOUISIANA CITY AND PARISH 

C8URT RESOUr,CES, CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

HAS OWN HAS OWN MAKES COllRT HAS COURT HAS 
JUVEN'ILE PRESENTENCE REFERRALS TO ACCESS TO MICROFILM 

CITY/PARISH PROBATION INVESTIGATION DRUG PROGRAM COMPUTER CAPACITY 

Abbeville No Yes No No No 
Alexandria !Ces No Yes No No 
Ascension No No No No No 
Baker Yes Yes Yes Yes No 
Bastrop No No No No No 
Baton Rou~e No Yes Yes Yes No 
Bogalousa N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
Bossier City No No Yes No No 
Breaux Bridge No No No No No 
BunkiE) No No No No No 
Crowley Yes Yes Yes No No 
Denham Springs No No Yes No No 
DeRidderl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
Eunice No No Yes No No 
Franklin No Yes No No No 
Hammond No No No No No 
Houmal No No No N/R N/R 

H Jeanerette No No Yes No No 
H 
H Jefferson Parish No No No Yes Yes 
I Jennings No No Yes No No 

I-' 
0 Kaplan No Yes Yes Yes No 
co 

Lafayette No Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Lake Charlesl N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 
Leesville Yes Yes Yes No No 
Marksville No No Yes No No 
Minden No No Yes No No 
Monroe No No Yes No Yes 
Morgan City Yes Yes Yes No Yes 
Natchitoches No No Yes No No 
New Iberia No No Yes No Yes 
New Orleans 

1st Court No No No No No 
2nd Court No No No No No 
Traffic2 DNA Yes Yes Yes Yes 



TABLE 78 (CONT'D) 

H 
H 
H 
I .... 

0 

'" 

CITY /PARISH HAS OWN 
JUVENILE 

PROBATION 

Oakdalel N/R 
Opelousas Yes 0 

Pineville No 
Plaquemine No 
Port tllen No 
Rayne N/R 
Ruston No 
Slidell No 
Shreveport No 
Springhilll N/R 
Sulphurl Yes 
Thibodauxl No 
Vidalial N/R 
Ville Plattel N/R 
West Monroe Yes 
Winnfield No 
Winnsborol No 
Zacharyl No 

State Total 8 

(Yes) 

1N/R Agency did not respond to question. 

2DNA - Category does not apply to agency. 

HAS ONN MAKES 
PRESENTENCE REFERRALS TO 

INVESTIGATION DRUG PROGRAM 

N/R N/R 
Yes Yes 

No Yes 
No No 

Yes Yes 
N/R N/R 
Yes No 

No Yes 
No Yes 

N/R N/R 
Yes Yes 

No Yes 
Yes Yes 
N/R N/R 
Yes Yes 
Yes Yes 

No No 
N/R N/R 

17 29 

(Yes) (Yes) 

Source: ~ouisiana Criminal Justice Information System and 
Judicial Planning Committee, Louisiana Courts Survey, 1977 

COURT HAS 
ACCESS TO 
COMPUTERS 

N/R 
No 

Yes 
No 
No 

N/R 
No 
No 
No 

N/R 
N/R 
N/R 

No 
N/R 

No 
No 

N/R 
No 

"] 

(Yes) 

______ c __ ..... ___ a-__ .... _____________ ~~~ __ ~.L.. __ ~_" __ ~~ __ .- ___ "_ 0_ 

COURT HAS 
MICROFILM 
CAPACITY 

N/R 
No 
No 
No 
No 

N/R 
No 
No 
No 

N/R 
N/R 
N/R 

No 
N/R 
Yes 

No 
N/R 

No 

7 

(Yes) 
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TABLE 79 
LOUISIANA CITY AND PARISH COURTS 

TH REE YEAR TREND I N ACT! V ITY 
1975-1977 

1975 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977 
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL CIVIL CRIM. TRAFFIC JUVENILE 

COURT FILINGS FILINGS FILINGS FILINGS FILINGS FILINGS FILINGS 

Abbeville 2,210 2,404 2,450 257 429 1,605 159 
Alexandria 

Courtl 
11,737 9,612 8,423 1,496 2,077 3,788 1,062 

Ascension Parish 8,102 153 711 6,011 131 
Baker 998 1,884 2,126 133 825 1,081 87 
Bastrop 2,854 3,110 3,529 951 746 1,605 227 
Baton Rouge 56,536 61,794 73,138 3,699 10,751 56,571 2,117 
Bogalusa 3,234 3,146 2,677 569 1,142 673 293 
Bossier City 6,654 9,143 7,0l3 892 1,644 4,145 332 
Breaux BriClge 2,628 3,306 2,336 110 243 1,888 95 
Bunkie 3,2l3 1,800 2,245 71 864 1,157 153 
Crowley 3,410 3,470 3,372 186 908 1,603 675 
Denham Springs 4,220 4,030 3,482 203 721 2,274 284 
DeRidder 1,112 1,698 2,269 18 322 1,753 176 
Eunice 4,205 3,809 3,770 416 726 2,520 108 
Franklin 961 836 943 17 322 468 136 
Hammond 6,233 7,023 7,077 663 1,474 4,519 421 
Houma2 0 5,142 0 0 0 0 0 

H Jeanerette 798 1,232 1,191 170 312 ' 609 100 
H Jefferson: H 
I First Parish Court 38,378 38,218 37,447 3,304 1,600 32,543 0 I-' 

Second Parish Court3 16,707 17,561 25,049 1,929 5,312 17,808 0 I-' 
0 Jennings 1,344 1,189 1,437 89 169 1,104 75 

Kaplan 1,077 1,245 1,051 59 271 643 78 
Lafayette 16,762 19,208 26,635 1,343 1,976 21,917 1,399 
Lake Charles 20,667 24,435 25,652 1,810 2,712 20,448 682 
Leesville 3,770 3,330 4,163 140 1,636 2,292 95 
Marksville4 923 578 1,315 199 337 750 29 
Minden 1,365 1,678 1,641 676 296 6J.4 55 
Monroe 22,213 23,487 24,028 3,557 9,880 9,542 1;049 
Morgan City 3,198 3,444 4,383 90 1,728 2,402 163 
Natchitoches 3,154 4,007 3,690 482 1,323 1,766 119 
New Ib~ria 6,575 7,595 8,655 975 2,202 5,092 386 
New Orleans: 

First city Court 25,226 26,171 26,337 26,337 0 0 0 
Second City Court 2,733 2,854 2,472 2,472 0 0 0 
Municipal 45,710 46,972 40,688 0 40,688 0 0 
Traffic 128,142 146,875 123/981 0 0 1;)3,981 0 



TABLE 79 (COiH'D) 

1975 1976 1977 1977 1977 1977 1977 
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL CIVIL CRIM. TRAFFIC JUVENILE 

COURT FILINGS FILINGS FILINGS FILINGS FILINGS FILINGS FILINGS 

Oakdale 0 0 1,547 211 570 731 35 
Opelousas 8,833 7,661 7,297 448 1,713 4,785 351 
Pineville5 1,500 1,844 2,027 327 35 1,253 412 
Plaquemine6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Port Allen 1,499 994 1,098 6 177 880 35 
Rayne 1,329 1,305 1,500 201 523 630 146 
Ruston 1,933 2,211 2,411 619 1,197 536 59 
Shreveport 33,016 36,667 38,432 4,169 6,444 27,819 0 
Slide1l7 3,907 5,077 5,143 197 521 3,693 732 
Springhill 1,354 1,502 1,434 508 276 562 88 
Sulphur 3,748 2,735 3,897 497 778 2,283 339 
Thibodaux 2,282 2,774 2,860 131 909 1,689 131 
Vidalia 740 811 1,028 0 320 626 82 
Ville Platte 2,412 1,964 1,026 222 287 285 232 
west Monr~e 5,508 5,156 6,459 ~ ,102 1,924 2,849 584 
Winnfield 0 798 839 5 220 599 15 
Winnsboro 445 492 624 137 294 . 193 0 
Zachary 486 476 520 105 86 280 49 

H 
H 
H State Total 517,939 564,753 570,909 62,351 110,621 382,865 13,976 
I 

I-' 
I-' 
1-' 

1. Ascension Parish Court was established in 1976 and, therefore, has no data for 1975 or 197£. 
Also, the criminal/traffic breakdown is estimated from the actual combined count. 

2 • Houma data was received late in 1975 and has not been received for 1977 as (. f this pr in ting • 

3. Jefferson Second Parish Court 1977 filings are estimated based on actual counts for 9 months. 

4. Marksville 1977 filings are estimated based on actual counts for 8 months. 

5. Pineville 1977 filings ar~ estimated based on actual counts for 8 months. 

6. Reports fro .. , Plaquemine have not been submitted. 

7. Slidell 1977 filings are estimated based on actual counts for 9 months. 

8. Winnfield 1977 filings are estimated based on actual counts for 9 months. 

Source: 1977 Annual Report of the Judicial Council 
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TABLE S8 

LOUISIANA CITY AND PARISH COURTS INFOR~1ATION SUMMARY 

CPLENDAR YEAR 1977 

TOTAL NUMBER OF 
COURT EMPLOYEES 

1977 
Male Female Operating 

Black White Black White Expenditures 
CITY/PARISH 

Abbeville 0 1 0 0 19,226
1 Alexandria 0 1 0 2 N/R 

Ascension 0 1 0 2 8,1422 
Baker 0 1 1 4 69,105 
Bastrop 0 1 0 0 N/R1 
Baton Rouge 1 7 0 5 247,760 
Bossier 0 , 0 0 150,00~ 
Boga1ousa N/Rl N/R1 N/R1 N/Rl N/R 
Bl:eaux Bridge 0 1 0 0 25,530 
Bunkie 0 1 0 0 10,500 
Crowley 0 3 0 2 5,0002 
Denham Springs 0 1 0 0 4,734 2 
DeRidder N/R1 N/R1 N/R1 N/R1 N/R1 
Eunice 0 1 1 3 18,747 2 
Franklin 0 1 0 0 'lO,757 
Hammond 0 2 2 2 23,680 
Houma 0 2 0 5 N/R 1 

H Jeanerette 0 1 0 1 10,663 
H Jefferson PaLLsh 0 4 0 12 336,300 H 
I Jennings 0 1 0 1 7,288

2 I-' Kaplan 0 3 0 0 I-' (! 4,359 tv Lafayette 0 1 0 2 290,000 
Lake Charles 0 2 0 0 180,000 
Leesville 0 1 0 0 35,000 
Marksville 0 1 1 0 35,9372 Minden 0 1 0 2 3,396 
Monroe 1 5 0 0 42,000 
Morgan City 1 1 0 2 15,648 
Natchitoches 0 1 0 2 6,9472 
New Iberia 0 1 0 1 59,500 
New Orleans (1st) 0 3 0 0 N/R1 
New Orleans (2nd) 0 2 0 2 N/R1 

Traffic 0 4 1 3 800,00£ 
Oakdale N/Rl N/R 1 N/R1 N/R1 N/R 
Opelousas 1 1 2 5 100 1 000 
Pineville 0 1 0 0 25,00°2 
Plaquemine 0 1 0 1 5,000

2 Port Allen 0 1 0 0 8,10r Rayne N/Rl N/R1 N/R1 N/Rl N/Rl 
Ruston 0 1 0 0 N/R 
Slidell 0 1 0 3 50,000 
Shreveport 0 3 0 3 259,80~ 
Springhill N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/R 



TABLE 80 (CmlT'D) 

1-1 
1-1 
1-1 
I 

I-' 
I-' 
tAl 

CITY/PARISH 

Sulphur 
Thibodaux 
Vidalia 
Ville Platte 
West Monroe 
Winnfield 
Winnsboro 
Zachary 

STATE TOTAL 

TOrrAL NUMBER OF 
COURrr EI~PLOYEES 

Male ~. Female 
Black Wh":te! Black White 

=:. \ 
i 

0 1 0 0 
0 1 0 4 
0 2 0 0 

N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl N/Rl 
0 1 0 1 
0 1 0 0 
0 1 0 1 
0 1 0 0 

4 7, 8 71 

1 N/R - Agency did not respond to the question. 

2 Partial Expenditures 

1977 
Operating 

Expenditures 

13,437 
19,475 

N/Rl 
N/Rl 

51,350 
6,592~ 
8,690 

N/R 1 

$2,977,671 

Sourcs: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System Division and Judicial Planning Committee Courts Survey.. 



Clerks of Court 

ALLEN 
ACADIA 
ASCENSION 
ASSUMPTION 
AVOYELLES 
BEAUREGARD 
BIENVIL.LE 
BOSSIER 
CADDO 
CALCJI.SIEU 
CALDWELl, 
CAMERON 3 
CATAHOULA 
CLAIBORNE 
CONCORDIA 
DESOTO 

H EAST BATON ROUGE H 
H EAST CARROLL I 
t-' EAST FELICIANA 
t-' EVANGELINE ,;. 

FRANKLIN 
GRANT 
IBERIA 
IBERVILLE 
JACKSON 
JEFFERSON 
JEFFERSON DAVIS 
LAFAYETTE 
LAFOURCHE 
LASALLE 
LINCOLN 
LIVINGSTON 
MADISON 
r-lOREHOUSE 
NATCHITOCHES 
ORLEANS 

CIVIL 
CRIMINAL 

Number 

Clerks 

1 
19 

TABLE 81 
SUMMARY OF DESCRIPTION OF LOUISIANA'S CLERKS OF COURT, 

CALENDAR YEAR 1977 

of Employees 
Support Annual Starting Number of 
Personnel Salary for Clerks Receiving 

6 N/R1 2 
0 5,110 5 

13 l' 2 5,100 0 
4 1 5,700 0 
6 2 6,600 1 

10 2 5,400 4 
5 0 6,00~ 1 

13 4 N/R 0 
1 44 7,200 0 
1 3 6,400 1 
1 5 20,400 5 

1 4 5,000 1 
5 2 5,400 3 
1 6 7,200 5 

10 2 6,000 4 
125 25 6,00~ 25 

1 4 N/R 0 
3 2 7,200 1 
8 ::; 6,000 0 
9 1 6,000 0 
5 2 5,400 0 

13 2 6,000 6 
13 2 6,000 12 

6 1 4,800 1 
131 100 5,400 10 

8 1 5,500 0 
51 0 4,800 6 
12 15 6,000 5 

6 1 5,400 1 
6 1 5,512 2 

16 7 7,:.WO 3 
5 0 6,000 0 

11 0 4,823 0 
12 0 4,500 0 

60 0 7,200 0 
76 15 5,772 0 

= 

Staff 1977 
Training Budget 

$ 19,235 2 

313,742 
290,000 

51,000 
115,235 
123,802 

78,057 
225,013 
642,596 
77,313 
77 ,019 

74,262 
71,732 
75,000 

141,029 
1,200,000 

59,690 
57,179 

128,569 
115,469 

68,081 
200,000 
178,657 

65,000 
190,000 
131,240 
709,500 
325,678 

90,000 
107,359

2 18,483 
N/R1 

113,510 
135,067 

563,613 
546,644 



Clerks of Court Number of Employees 
Support Annual Starting Number of Staff 1977 

Clerks Personnel Salary for Clerks Receiving Training Budget 

OUACHITA 29 2 N/R1 0 N/R1 
PLAQUEMINES 1 5 4,800 0 $ 100,000 
POINTE COCPEE 6 1 4,800 2 93,000 
RAPIDES 1 27 5,400 5 445,127 
RED RIVER 3 0 6,000 0 52,000 
RICHLAND 6 1 6,300 1 70,000 
SABINE 5 0 6,000 0 90,000 
ST. BERNARD 25 2 5,400 0 250,000 
ST. CHARLES 9 4 7,200 0 240,558 
ST. HELENA 4 0 6,000 4 48,115 
ST. JAMES 5 1 6,000 2 93,000 
ST. JOHN 8 1 7,200 2 167,600 
ST. LANDRY 1 25 6,000 0 356,631 
ST. MARTIN 1 14 4,800 0 250,OP 
ST. MARY 17 3 5,512 .0 N/R 
ST. TAMMANY 42 1 5,512 8 876,542 
TANGIPAHOA 26 3 5,400 7 375,294 

H TENSAS 1 2 22,02~ 0 67,705 H 
TERREBONNE 1 N/R1 N/Rl N/R1 N/R1 H N/R 

I UNION 3 1 5,512 1 68,561 I-' 
I-' VERMILION 12 2 8,400 2 145,000 U1 

VERNON 10 0. 5,400 0 117,864 
WASHINGTON 1 13 4,400 0 166,839 
WEBSTER 12 3 5,400 0 204,181 
WEST BATON ROUGE 6 2 6,000 0 101,484 
WEST CARROLL 5 N/A 7,200 2 71,310 
W:e:ST FELICIANA 1 2 10,800 0 42,060 
WINN 6 0 5,400 0 79,737 

STATE TOTAL 914 380 144 $ 11,951,453 

IN/R - Agency did not respond to the question. 

2partia1 total. 

3Inc1uded in Ca1casieu totals. 

Source: Louisiana Criminal Justice Information System and Judicial Planning Committee, 
Louisiana Clerks of Court Survey, 1977 
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS 

ARREST: Taking a person into custody by authority of law, 
for the purpose of charging him with a criminal offense 
or for the purpose of initiating juvenile proceedings 
terminating with the recording of a specific offense. 

CLEARANCE: The solution of a case, the linkage of an offense 
to a particular offender. 

CLEARANCE RATE: The number of case clearances divided by the 
number of offenses reported. 

COMPLETE DISPOSITION REPORTING: An information system which 
provides for the collection and automated processing and 
storage of criminal history information on each offender 
arrested in Louisiana for the violation of a state 
criminal statute. The CDR information system will trace 
the movement of individual state offenders through the 
criminal justice system, from arrest to final exit. It 
will provide a record of the dispositions through each 
step of the criminal justice process. The major objective 
of the CDR System is to significantly improve the complete­
ness and accuracy of criminal history records stored at 
the state's central repository. In addition, CDR will 
reduce t~e time required to process a criminal history 
information request. 

CRIME RATE: One traditional method of expressing crime in terms 
of a statistic that is comparable across jurisdictional 
areas is to use the number of index offenses reported 
within an area, divided by the population of the area. This 
produces a crime rate per capita statistic that is then 
scaled to represent some standard population unit, such as 
the factor of 100,000 utilized by the FBI in scaling their 
national and regional crime statistics. Thus, "Crime Rate 
Per Capita" multiplied by 100,000 produces the statistic 
commonly referred to as "Crime Rate Per 100,000 Population," 
or more frequently, simply, "Crime Rate". Single and 
multi-jurisdictional areas can then be compared to each 
other, without regard to population variation. 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM: The President's Commission on Law 
Enforcement j in 1967, introduced the term "Criminal Justice 
System" as a modeling device for investigating the flow of 
offenders from apprehension by law enforcement agencies to 
their various stages of release. It is used in connection 
with a loose grouping of independent governmental agencies 
which carry out the enforcement, prosecution, defense, 
adjudication, punishment, and rehabilitation functions vlith 
respect to penal sanctions. 

III-116 



INDEX OR SERIOUS CRIME: A term devised by the International 
Association of Chiefs of Police for use in their Uniform 
Crime Report Program, commonly referred to as UCR. It has 
also been adopted by the Louisiana UCR Program. The IACP 
determined that law enforcement would tabulate the number 
of criminal acts a,d defined by the UCR Program as these 
acts were brought to the attention of law enforcement. 
Recognizing the problem of coping with mere volume, it 
was decided that only those criminal acts deemed "serious" 
would be counted. A criminal act is considered "serious" 
if it meets a set of criteria; namely, that the act would 
occur regardless of geographical location; that it would 
be an offerc,e most likely to be reported to law enforcement, 
that it would affront the moral sensitivities of our 
society's rational being, and that it would occur with 
sufficient frequency to mak:- it statistically significant. 
This group of criminal act:. :..n referred to as "Crime Index". 
Each specific criminal act is commonly called an "Index 
Crime". 

These offenses and their definiti.ons are listed below: 

a. CRIMINAL HOMICIDE: A term which includes the'crimes 
of murder and non-negligent manslaughter. Murder is 
defined as all willful felonious homicides as distin­
gui.shed from deaths caused by negligence. It excludes 
attempts to kill, assaults to kill, suicides, acci­
dental deaths, or justifiable homicides. Justifiable 
homicides are limited to: (1) the killing of a person 
by a law enforcement officer in the line of duty; and, 
(2) the killing of a person in the act of committing 
a felony by a private citizen. Manslaughter by negli­
gence pertains to any death which the police investi­
gation established was primarily attributable to gross 
negligence of some individual other than the victim 
(not counted in this analysis). 

b. FORCIBLE RAPE: The carnal knowledge of a female, 
fo:ccibly and against he.r will in the categories of 
rape by force, assault to rape, and attempted rape. 
Excludes statutory offenses (no force used - victim 
under age of consent) • 

c. ROBBERY: Stealing or taking anything of value from the 
care, custody, or control of a person by force cr 
violence or by putting in fear, {such as strongarm 
robbery, stickups, armed robbery, assaults to rob, 
and attempts to rob. 
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d. AGGRAVATED ASSAULT: Assault with intent to kill or 
for the purpos1a of inflicting severe bodily iniury 
by shooting, cutting, stabbing, maiming, poisoning, 
scalding, or by the use of acids, explosives, or other 
means. Excludes simple assaults. 

e. BURGLARY - BREAKING OR ENTERING: Burglary, house­
breaking, safe-cracking, or any breaking or unlawful 
entry of a structure with the intent to commit a 
felony or a theft. Includes attempted forcible entry. 
The UCR definition does not include auto burglaries, 
burglary of moveables, or a wide variety of sllch 
incidents as included in some statutes. 

f. LARCENY THEFT: (Except Motor Vehicle Theft) The unlaw­
ful taking, carrying, leading, or riding away of 
property from the possession or constructive possession 
of another. Thefts of bicycles, automobile accessories, 
shoplifting, pocket-picking, or any stealing of property 
or article which is not taken by force or violence or 
by fraud. Excludes embezzlement, "con" games, forgery, 
worthless checks, etc. 

g. MOTOR vEHICLE THEFT: Unlawful taking or stealing or 
attempte:d theft of a motor vehicle. A motor vehicle 
is a self-propelled vehicle that travels on the surface 
but not on rails. Specifically excluded from this 
category are motor boats, construction equipment, air­
planes, and farming equipment. 

MAJOR METROPOLITAN AREA (MMA): Referred to as Standard Metro­
politan Statistical Area (SMSA) by the U.S. Bureau of 
Census, a major metropolitan area is a parish or groups 
of contiguous parishes which contain at least one central 
city of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or "twin cities" with 
a combined population of at least 50,000. In addition to 
the parish, or parishes, containing such a city or cities, 
contiguous parishes are included in a major metropolitan 
area, if according to certain criteria they are essentially 
metropolitan in character and are socially and economically 
integrated with the central city. The following parishes 
and central cities are classified as major metropolitan 
areas: 
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MAJOR METROPOLITAN 
AREAS 

Alexandria 

Baton Rouge 

Lafayette 

Lake Charles 

Monroe 

New Orleans 

Shreveport 

PARISH 

Grant 
Rapides 

Ascension 
E. Baton Rouge 
Livingston 
W. Baton Rouge 

Lafayett.e 

Calcasieu 

Ouachita 

Jefferson 
Orleans 
st. Bernard 
st. Tanrrnany 

Bossier 
Caddo 
Webster 

CENTRAL CITY 

Alexandria 

Baton Rouge 

Lafayette 

Lake Charles 

Monroe 

New Orleans 

Shreveport 

NON-MAJOR METROPOLITAN AREA: The forty-eight parishes which are 
not listed in the previous definition as major metropolitan 
areas. 

OFFENDER-BASED TRANSACTION STATISTICS (OBTS): A by-product of 
the CDR System, Offender Based Transaction Statistics are 
derived from information concerning law enforcement, court 
and corrections proceedings recorded in such a way that 
the system identity of the person subject to the proceedings 
is preserved throughout data collection and analysis. 
The use of the individual offender or alleged offender as 
the basic unit tracked by the statistical system provides 
the mechamism for linking events in the different parts 
of the criminal justice system. The output of one agency 
can be linked to the input of another agency, and the flow 
of alleged offenders and offenders through the system can 
be observed over long periods of time. This capability 
permits the study of the relationship between decisions and 
dispositions made at one point with those made at another 
point in the criminal justice process. OBTS data do not 
include personal identifiers. 

OFFENSES REPORTED: Sometimes referred to as crime incidences, 
this term refers to actual offenses which are reported or 
made known to Louisiana's law enforcement agen.cies. 
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RECIDIVISM: A return to incarceration within twelve months 
of last release date, according to the Louisiana Department 
of Corrections usage for Fiscal Year 1975-1976. 

RISK POPULATION: Those individuals most likely to be arrested 
for particular offenses. 

UNIFORM CRIME REPORTING PROGRAM: The UCR Program was conceived, 
developed, and implemented by law enforcement for the ex­
press purpose of serving law enforcem8nt as a tool for 
operational and administrative purposes. Under the auspices 
of the International Association of Chiefs of Police (IACP), 
the UCR Program was developed in 1930. Prior to that date, 
no comprehensive system of crime information on a national 
scale existed. This was, primarily, due to the fact that 
the criminal statutes varied so greatly from state to 
state in their use of terminology to define criminal be­
havior. To overcome this problem, a set of definitions 
for specific criminal acts was devised. It was determined 
that law enforcement would tabulate the number of criminal 
acts as defined by the nCR Program as these acts were 
brought to the attention of law enforcement. Recognizing 
the problem of coping with mere volume, it was decided that 
only those criminal acts deemed serious would be counted. 
Since the inception of the UCR Program, the FBI has acted 
as administrator, by congressional mandate, of the program. 

During that period of time when UCR was still a concept, it 
was recogniz:ed that the individual states would also need 
crime information of particular interest to the state but 
of no great importance to the national view of crime. It 
was not until the latter part of the 1960's that funds be­
came available for states to consider the development of 
their own individual reporting systems. 

The purpose of state UCR Programs is multifaceted. First, 
with personnel administering a state program, more direct 
and meaningful contact with individual contributors is 
realized. Second, the ability to expand contributorship 
exists due to state personnel readily available to lend 
assistance. Nearly every state thus far enjoying the ser­
vices of a state UCR Progrfu~ has enacted mandates requiring 
law enforcement agencies to participate. Third, mandatory 
participation insures a law enforcement agency will either 
enhance an already existent records ~ystem or will implant 
one capable of producing i:he needed data. 1!'ourth, with 
state personnel reviewing information emanating from law 
enforcement contributors and this information being checked 
at the national level, the validity as well as completeness 
of data is further insured. Fifth, individual state pro­
grams can address problems that are unique to the state. 
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For example, numerous northern states are vitally con­
cerned over the theft of snowmobiles while this data is 
of little or no interest to those states in more southern 
climates. 

The procedures utilized in data handling for state programs 
and found to be highly effective are for the state program 
to continue the collection, in summary form, of basic UCR 
data. Upon acquiring at least one year of experience of 
such collection, a state program is urged to sophisticate 
its collection efforts. There are states currently em­
barked on incident based collection programs. In these 
programs, individual law enforcement agencies provide the 
state program with a copy of an actual incident report 
which is standardized throughout the state. Under this 
concept: the individual contributor is relieved of UCR data 
compilation responsibility. With the incident reporting 
form in hand, the statistical effort can ~ddress such 
crime-related problems as stranger-to-stranger offenses, 
etc. 

The state programs are expected to feedback to individual 
contributors the necessary information required by the 
agencies for administrative and operational purposes. State 
programs are urged to maintain close and direct contact 
with the contributors to insure needs of law enforcement 
are being met. 

VICTIMIZATION: A specific criminal act as it affects a single 
victim, whether a person, household; or commercial 
establishment. 
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COMPARISON OF OFFENSES 
AS DEFINED BY THE UNIFORM CRIME REPORTING 

SYSTEM AND THE LOUISIANA CRIMINAL CODE 

For some time, members of the criminal justice community -
especially, those representing the law enforcement segment - have 
voiced various criticisms of the Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) 
program. 1perhaps the most frequently encountered is the complaint 
that the information produced by the UCR system is of little use to the 
original contributors. This notion apparently arises from the different 
definitions of criminal offenses as reported to the UCR program and 
those found in the Louisiana Criminal Code. For example, the UCR 
system collects within one category, offense information from local law 
enforcement agencies on assaults and batteries - offenses which are 
quite different according to state statute. Within the UCR 
classifications of burglary and larceny-theft there are similar' problems. 
Thus arises the above criticism that UCR information provides a 
II distorted II indication of criminal activity in Louisiana. 

This appendix represents the initial effort toward assessing this 
distortion. Two 2large urban law enforcement agencies serving slightly 
more than 25 percent of the state's population provided offense 
information (according to state statute) for this comparison to UCR 
data. 

Three of the UCR offense categories most frequently critized have 
been selected for this initial comparison. These UCR categories are 
Assault, B u.rglary, and Larceny-Theft. Together, these offenses 
accounted for 153,278 (or, 88.2 percent) of all the Index Offenses 
reported in Lou.isiana in 1977. Table 1 presents the total index 
offenses reported by the state and the two sample agencies as well as 
the percentage of Total Index Offenses accounted for by each of thes(~ 
three specific UCR offenses. . 

:!See the glossary discussion of the "Uniform Crime Reporting Pro­
gram; II also, the discussion of the term "Index Crime. II 

2comparative data were provided by the New Orleans Police Depart·~ 
ment and the Jefferson Parish Sheriff's Office - hereafter referred 
to as Agency 1 and AgeJlcy 2, respectively. 
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TABLE 1 

UCR OFFENSES REPORTED 

1 2 3 
Assault Burglary Larceny-Theft Total (1+2+3) 

Total 
Offenses/Percent Offenses/Percent Offenses/Percent Offenses/Percent Index 

of of of of Offenses 
Reported/Total Reported/Total Reported/Total Reported/Total Reported 

Agency 1 2,135/5.4 6,692/21.8 19,754/49.5 30,581/76.6 39,897 

Agency 2 830*/4.6 5,206/28.9 9,619/53.4 15,655/86.9 18,024* 

Agency 
Total 2,965/5.2 l3,898/24.0 29,373/50.7 46,236/79.8 57,921 

Percent of 
state total 
for each 
offense 

state 

23.0 30.1 30.8 30.2 33.3 

12,917/7.4 44,967/25.9 95,394/54.9 153,278/88.2 173,817 

As indicnted in Table 1, the two agencies reported 33.3 percent of 
the state's total index crime and between 23 and 31 percent of each of 
the offense categories being compared. This is considered an adequate 
sample for the following comparisons. 

Assault 

Assault is defined for UCR purposes as an unlawful attack 
by one person on another. For reporting, the data collection 
instrument breaks the assaults into five categories, according -
in the first four instances - to type of weapon used and, in the 
final category, simple assaults. Both national UCR and state reports 
such as the one to which this article is appended use the total of 
the first four categories in reporting the offense Aggravated Assault. 
Thus, offenses are scored by law enforcement agencies and later 
reported as Aggravated Assault primarily according to whether or not 
a weapon was used, regardless of whether or not the victim actually 
suffered a physical wound. The Louisiana Crnninal Code, on the 
other hand, separates assaults (offenses of attempted or threatened 
battery) from batteries (offenses of actual force or violence). Table 
2 presents assaults as reported to UCR compared to assaults and 
batteries as defined by the Louisiana Criminal Code. 

* Due to updated information, these numbers may not agree with 
information presented elsewhere in this publication. 
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TABLE 2 

Comparison of Assaults and Batteries 

Louisiana Criminal Code 

Aggravated 
UCR Aggravated Assault/Percent of 

Assa.ults UCR Assaults 

Agency 1 2,135 1,702 79.7 

Agency 2 830 285 34.3 

Agency Total 2,965 1,987 67.0 

, 

Aggravated 
Battery/Percent of 

UCR Assaults 

433 20.3 

545 65.7 

978 33.0 

Although the pattern is reversed when one considers the agencies 
individually, the combined agencies' UCR aggravated assaults included 
1,987 (67.0 percent) offenses which are assaults by state statute. 
Only 33.0 percent of the UCR aggravated a.ssaults were actual batteries 
- i. e., involved injury to the victim. 

Burglary and Larceny-Theft 

UCR defines burglary as the unlawful entry of a structure to 
commit a felony or a theft. Ofte.1- called breaking and entering, 
burglary, by state statute, is the unauthorized entry of any 
structure or vehicle to commit a felony or theft. By state law, 
the unlawful entry of an automobile to commit a theft would con­
stitute a burglary. UCR, however, includes this offense in its 
larceny ... theft category. Another source of distortion arises from the 
UCR practice of including attempted burglaries with those offenses 
actually committed. 

Since problems with the larceny-theft classification are linked 
to the problem within the burglary category, larceny-theft will be 
analyzed simultaneously. Larceny-theft is defined by UCR as the 
unlawful taking, carrying, leading, or riding away of property from 
the possession or constructive possession of another. In this case 
the problem is not primarily the difference between UCR and statute 
def:L. ... lition; rather the fact, as noted above, that burglaries from 
automobiles are scored as larceny-thefts and the fact that attempts 
are counted as actual offenses. Being likely that many attempted 
thefts go unreported, this factor should not produce much error. 

Although the distortion caused within each of these two UCR 
classifications that may be attributed to the practice of including 
attempts with actual offenses may be the least Significant of the 
two sources of error; it will have to suffice for the primary com­
parison as only one agency was able (within the given time frame) 
to separate those automobile burglaries which had been classified 
within UCR as larceny-thefts. 
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Agency 1 

Agency 2 

Agency Total 

TABLE 3 

Comparison of Attempted Burglaries 
and Atte~pted Larceny-Thefts 

Attempted/Percent Attempted/Percent 
Burglary /of Total Larceny /of Total 

Burglaries Larceny-Thefts 

84 1.0 0 0.0 

378 7.3 129 1.3 

462 3.3 129 0.4 

Table 3 indicates that 3.3 percent of the burglaries reported 
by the two sample agencies were actually attempts. If this percen­
tage is indicative of the mean error produced by all contributing 
agencies, then more than 1,450 of the 44,967 reported state burglar­
ies were not actual burglaries. The 0.4 percent of larceny-thefts 
which were attempts is relatively insignificant. 

Agency 1 was able to separate the auto burglaries which had 
been classified as larceny-thefts. There were 5,048 of these offenses 
which, if scored according to state statute, would have raised tJ.'l-J.e 
total reported burglaries 58.1 percent - from 8,692 to 13,740. Simul­
taneously, scoring these auto burglaries by state statute would have 
decreased larceny-thefts reported by Agency 1 by 25.6 percent. 

Summary and Conclusions 

Of the three offenses for which comparisons were made, the 
UCR categorization of aggravated assaults results in the most dis­
torted information. As many as 67.0 percent of those assaults re­
ported by UCR as aggravated may have actually involved no physical 
injury to the victim. Creation of a more specific instrument for 
collection of this data as well as more specific reporting of UCR 
statistics may be indicated by this analysis. 

The amount of error produced in the UCR Burglary and Larceny­
Theft categories by including attempted with actual offenses may be 
slight enough to forego any modification to the tICR system. However, 
that error produced by including auto burglaries with larceny-thefts 
may strongly indicate a necessary change in such classification. Data 
from other agencies are necessary to determine the extent of such a 
problem. 
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Between these two agencies there were 7,629 offenses which were 
erroneously (from the perspective of local law enforcement) classified 
into the UCR system. This represents 13.2 percent of the 57,921 
Total Index Offenses reported by these two agencies. Also, data for 
only three of the seven UCR index crimes were available for these 

. comparisons. Thus, one might expect that the percentage of erron­
eous classifications would :increase should data be made available to 
study each Index Offense. On the basis of this analysis, the criti­
cism that UCR provides a distorted indicator of serious criminal 
activity is credible. 
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