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Crime Rates i-rl South Dakota 

The most comprehensive statistics ,on crime in South Dak,ota 

aTe provided through the FBI's Uniform Crime Reports (UCR). This 

system depends upon the completion of standardized, crime reporting 

forms by local law enforcement agencies throughout the United 
" 

States. The UCR program" provides fixed definition of crimes in 

an attempt to make crime reporting independent of state and local 

laws. This permits crime" rate comparisons tq be made between states 
" '-..' 

or other geographic areas in the country. ,-

UCR definitions of major crimes, those seven listed on the 

portion of the Uniform Crime Reports known as
c 

Part 1) are: 

~(l) Crfminal Homicide-murder and non-negligent manslaughter 
The willful (non-negligent) killing of one human 

(2) 

( 3) 

(4) 

(5) 

belng bY another. -
\\ 

Forcible Rape 
_J • The carnal knowlegge of a female forcibly and 

again~t her will:-

Robbery 
The taking or attempting to take anything of value 
tram care, custody, or control of a person or persons 
by force or threat of force or violence and/or by 
putting the'>victim in :J:ear. 

Aggravated Assault , 
~ An unlawful attack by one person 'upon another for 

the purpose of inflicting severe or aggravated 
bodily injury. This type,-;lofassault usually is 
accompanied by the use/of a weapon or by ~eans 
likely to produce death br great bodily harm. 

Burglary-Breaking or Entering S-J \~ 

The unlawful entry of a structure to commit a 
felony or a theft~ 

a 

(6) Larceny-Theft 0 

The l,mlawful taking, carrying, l~a.ding, or riding 
away of property from the possession or~ _constructi ve 
possession of another. 

If 

(7)' Moto!" Vehicle Theft 
The the:f!t or attempted theft of a motor vehicle. 

. . ' .... 

'1' 

() 

•• 

!/ 

2 

The UCR system is not designed to measllrethe frequency of 

every crime that occurs. When more than one type of criminal 
. 

act is performed during a single incident, only the most serious 

crime is ,recorded on, UCR forms. (The order of seriousness ran'ging 
" 

from the most to the least serious is the same o'rder as the above 

list!ng of the Part I crimes.) Thus, while homicide is recorded 

every time that ,it is known to occur, the recording of the other 
I' 
iI 

six Part I c;rimes is dependent upon the CO-oc(Jurrence of a ,1more 

serious crime. In addition, crimes tbat are not one of the seven 

listed in Part I are not recorded. Thus, Pa.rt I of the, UCR program 

, does not provide information on such "crimes as vandalism, arson, 

e~bezzlement, gambling and violations of narcotic and alcohol laws. 
-

. Even though a stalldardized~~fini tion of e, crime is provided 
, !,)"-" //"--

as a part of the -aCR package supplied to law enforcement agencies, 
<'·1 

it cannot be" assumed that all agencies cbdecrimes in the same 
c· . 

': 

m~nner. The coding ofo a' crime is in pa,rt subjective, therefore 

crime recording is influenced by such-tlactors as ~dequacy ofr, 

crime recQrds, agency policies, turnovler of personnel and cOnlIni t-
~\ ' 

II 

!i 

ment made by each agency to provide a(~cv.rate crime data. Recording 

of crimes is also dependent upon the willingness of the public to 

report crimes to a law enfo,rcement agency. 

Beforeu 1976 UCR data did not provide comprehensive cove,lI~ge 
,0 

of crime in South Dakota because al~L law enforcement agencies 

did not participate in the ~eporting system. During 1976, South 
" - , \\ ~) 

Dakota instituted) the state UCR ~system in whicJ:i" UCR data are first 

submitted to the state Division oj! cJiiminal Investigation befor~ 
, I 

, 



o 

3 

being forwarded to the FBI. Law Enforcement agency participation 
I', \\' 

in this new system has b,~~n virtually 100% thus far. Crime ra\tes 

in South Dakota may appear to inerea~e in the future since the'~\ 
state UCR system involves crime reporting by more law~ enforcement 

agencies. 

For purposes of analydis the seven Part I crimes are 

divided into the categories of vtplent'~nd property :crimes. 

Homicide, rape, robbery and assauli~are the violent crimes and 

burglary, larceny and automobile theft m~ke up the property crimes. 

The analysis of crime data which fDllDWS is based upDn two 

reference sources. The FBI publishes an annual repDrt, Crime in 

the United States, wh~ch cDntains crime data fDr the United States ~ 
,F 

as a whol~, fDr each .of the 50 states, and for other geDgraphic 

subdiVisions of ,the nation. Crime data in this report are of two 

basic types s estimated cri~rates and rate of .offenses known to 

police. Estimated crime r~tes are calculated values fDr an entire 

geographic area that are based on data supplied by the UCR partici-. 
pating agencies in the area. Thus, estimated crime rates are 

'\ 

usually based ''On only a subset of all law enfDrcement agencies. 

The rate of .offenses known to I, police, includes .only data from UCR 

'" ,reporting agencies. No estimates .are produced fDr nOh-repDrting 
G 

agencies~ 0 

The secDnd major SDurce .of crime dlit~a .is the "Crime lYy County" 

\\ 

computer printout .of UCR data supplied upDn request hy-.. th~\) FBI to 

,certain state agencies o~' This printout cDntains the estimated numper~, 
Q 

of offenses (that .occur it) each cotmtfjr' and mDst .of the cities Wi th,;in 

the sta'te. This printout has been updated mor,e recently than the 
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Crime in the United States publicatio'n and, th~refDre, the two 
0' D 

sDu'rces do not always" prDvide the same estimated~ crime rates. 

,This difference in reference SDurces results in the table tD 

table differences in this repert. 

Availability of Crime' Data D 

/,,' 

:/ 
Befere the' state UCRprogram was implemented, statewide 

coverage was less than perfect. As, seen in Table 1, 38 law 

enforcement agencies serving 30% .of Seuth Daketa's population 

did not repert UCR data te the FBI\~ Almest .one-half .of the 

sheriff,s in th~.,state.{ 30), representing A5% .of the rural pepu

latien, did net participate in t~~ UCR prDgram. In additien, 

many reportin~agencies supplied less than 12 menths .of data. 

Police departments in tewns under 2,500 inpepulation sheuld 

report their crime data to the sheriff .of the ceunty. In many 

cases this reperting may not .occur en a regular basis. Goed 

ceverage was previded in mest .of th~ larger cities and ceunties 

in the state • 

Because of its inc6mplet~ness and, in mDst instances, its 

unchecked validity, th,~ Unifozam Czaime Repozat data fot' south Dakota 
fl " 

,pt'esented t~r'ough-out this X'e.por't shouZ4 be intezapzaeted with aaution. 

Crime in' 'Se'uth D'akDta 

Crimera tes (number .of "brimes per foo, 000 pDpula t iDn) 1 ~o:r 

states Similar te South D~kDta and the' United States average 

are presented in Table 2... In ~,eneral, all .of these states have 
D~! 

lewer crime rates tpan the' natienal average fDr each Part I crime. 
1\ 

"" • ., l ' •• 

l'l'he prebabili ty that a crime will, occur to an individual 'I can 
be obtained by dividing the crime 'rate ~y 100,000. Adjustments. 
need te be made.fo~, some crd.mes:, suoh as:,rape which, by definitien, 
can only happen tD a. f.emale. '" 
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Table 1 

1975 UCR Data Base Desbription 

(' 

Reporting Agenciesa \\ 
., 

Non-Reporting Agencies 
Number Population Percentage Number Population Percentage 

of Population of Population 

b .' 89% 32,'044 11% Cities 17 ~65,793 8 
(' 

,.~~ 

Rural " 
Counties 34 r", 213,413 55% 30 171,750 45% 

., , 
". c· 

Total " " 
" 'U, " 

Population 51 479,206 :' 70% 38 203,794 " 30% 

Note o Da,ta deriv€~d from "Crime by County 1975", FBI computer printout of June 1976. 

a~eport;Lng_ agenc'i;es defined a~ all "'agencies submi tting3 or more monthly reports for 1975. 

,blncludes towns and cities with a populati9n around 2,500 or more. 
" 

Table 2 

~stifuated 1975 Crime Rates 

.1':-'---' il 

Violep,t ", . \! Property ., 

d\ " Homicide Rape Robbery Assault Rate . Burglar.y ,Larcen r" Auto Rate 
South Dakota : 

4 16 31 154 205 668 1 698;: 168 2,534 .,~ 

North Dakota '" ' ., 
1 ';1 6 14 32 "53 539 (, ':1,614 '131 2,2$4 .J .:+, o;!.l 0,,;; ."j, 

Wyoming 10 /i 17 50 128 C) 204 .:>::~;, ·,863 ,. 2,811 278 3,952 If 'Monta.na 5 1,1 14 41 129 " 190 875 2,815 309 3,999 
Tdalto 

, 
:t :~ 

.' 

5 'j 16 42 140. 204 1') 063 2,651. 223 3,937 /f , 
United States 10L 

,. .-:-) 

":':'" 'J' 26 218 227 482 1,526 2,,805' 469 4,800 
• '{ Q .' 

., 
ft D '{j 

Note. bat,a obtainf,ld ::erom Table 3, Crime in the United States, 1975. 
n'u.mber of crimes per laO, 000 population. 

Crim~. rates are the~\\': 
, "". ,~ 1 

Total 
Rate 
2,7'84 
2~-'337 
4,156 
4,189 
41141 
5 282 

·ft --------- -:\- . 
;;"-" ... "--" .... ').~.r;- ... ,- .. ~ ..... --.. ,....- •• "~--'J--_"~'''~''"_''_'''_'~'''~ __ ~ ___ ' 
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While property crime rates in these states are relatively low, 

violent crime rates are less than one half the national average. 

The robbery rate in each of these states was less than one fourth 

of the national average. In comparison to the United States as 

a whole these five states are low in population and population 

density, have a large proportion of non-urban population and, a 

low unemployed rate. 2 Thus, the low crime rates in these states 

may be due in part to their soclo-economic climates. 

In 1975, the citizens of South Dakota experienc~d little 

'more than one half the total rate of crime of the United States. 

population in general. South Dakota has the second lowest total 

crime rate of the states listed in Table 2. (North Dakota not 

only has a lower total crime rate than South Dakota but has a 

lower crime rate for all seven Part I Qffenses.) 

Three year trend data for five states and the United States 

average are presented in Table 3. Except for the North Dako~~, 

Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (Fargo and surrounds), 

the crime rate for each category reflects an across the board 

,increase in crime between 1973 and 1975. In most cases crime 
.h= 

in the five selected states is increasing at a slower rate than 

" the national average. Thus, it appears that crime in these 

states will continue to remain below the national rate. 

The largest percentage of increase for any category listed 

in Table 3 was experienced by the South Dakota SMSA - the Sioux 

D 

2U. S. Bureau of the census, Sta:t'ist'i'cal'Abs'trac't of the Un! ted 
States: 1976 
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Table 3 

Estimated Crime Rate in states Similar to South Dakota 

SMSA 
Other 
Rural 
State 

SMSA 

Cit'ies 

Total 

Other Cities 
Rural 
State Total 

SMSA 
Other 
Rural 
State 

SMSA 

Cities 

Total 

Other, Cities 
Rural 
State Total 

8MSA 
. 'Other Cities 

Rural 
,', State Total - ,-!-' 

SMsA 
" ,Other Cities 

Rut'al 
,U:S. Total 0 

'1973 
2,875 
3,701 
1,077 
2,176 

1973 
4,349 
3,761 

642 
2,078 

1973 
5,760 
4,493 
1,434 
3,395 

'1973 
none 

." 4,640 
1,714 
3,413 

1973 
4,663 
4,646 
1,909 
3~458 

1973 
4,823 
3,349 
1,472 
4,116 

1974 
3,766 
4,322' 
1,351 
2,671 

1975 
4,112 ,~,< 
4,543 
1,247 
2,739 

North Dakota 
1974 
4,534 
3,756 

700 
2,160 

Montana 
1974 
6,791 
5,629 
1,712 
4,084 

Wyoming 
1974 
none 
5,232 

. 1,672 

. 3,650 

Idaho 
1974 
5,206 
5)602 
2,127 

",,4,083 

1975 
4,313 
4,332 

782 
2,337 

1975 
6,941 
5~, 412 

\\ 1,965 
\\ 4,189 

1975 
none 
5,736 
2,188 
4,156 

1975 
5,718 
5,417 
2,231 
4,141 

Un,ited States 
1974 
5,622 
4,027 
1,746 
4,821 

1975 
6,110 
4,437 
1,997 
5,282 

43 
23% 
16% 
26% 

15% 
22% 
12% 

21 . 
20% 
37% 
23% 

Change a 
none 

24% 
28% 
22% 

32% 
36% 
28% 

• 0 

" Not'e. Data derived from Crime in ~he bnited States, '1973, 1974 and 
rates are the humber of crimes per 100,000 
Metropplitan Statistical Area. 

1975,; Tables 1 and 4. Cr~me 
", popu+-ati~li';"f" S¥Sk~ =,Standard 

apercentage of increase or decrease (-) 1973 to 1975. 
c; 

-? 

(i 

. oJ'" . . " .. ~ 

, ',' ""',J,,' " , 

... ': , 

. 1 ' 

8 

Falis area. Although the 1973 to 1975 increase in crime in 

Sioux Falls was' 43% compared to the national average of 27% 

South Dakota's SMSA still maintained the lowest crime rate of 

any SMSA category listed in Table 3. 

South Dakota's low rural crime rate in 1973 experienced 

only a 16% increase by 1975 - about one half the national ,increase 

in tlle rural ~rime rate. This fi'gure may be deceiving because only 

45% of South Dakota's rural population was covered by the UCR pro

gram in 1975. 19,76, the year :tn which the state UGR program took 

~ffect, should provide a more definitive analysis of the rural crime 

problem in the state. 

As a group, South Dakota ,cities other than Sioux Falls 

had the highest c:time rate in the state for the entire three 

year period. Between 1973 and 1975, ~heir crime ratelin~reased 

at less tha.n the national average (23% vs. 32%), however, crime 

in South Dakota's ndh-SMSA cities was stil~ slightly higher in 

1975 than the average of the nation's non-SMSA Cities. 

Urban verses Rural Cr'ime 

) An analysis of urban and rural crimes in South Dakota is pro-

vided in Table '4. In 1975 the rural population in the state 

accounted for about 53% of the total population but less th~ll 

25% of the total crimes. The difference in urban and rural crime 

rates is consistent throughout the three year period 1973-1975. 

Only in 1973 did more violent' ·c·J:l.i'nies occur in rural than ill llrban 
C' 

places, however, due to the ~mafler urban popglation, the violent 
-:., 'crime rafte was lower in rijral areas. A ''larger urban than rural 

cr:J:me rate in the state is consistent with the national crime experience. 
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~able 4 

An Analysis of Urban and Rurala Crimes in South Dakota 
o 

, 

(';', 
1973 1974 

I, 

~ Urban Rural Urban Rural 
Population 318 000 367,00,0 321 392 360 608 

-
" 

Violent Crimes 429 440 818 416 
Rate per 100,000 135 120 255 115 

:" 

Property Crimes < :1'io 522, 
" , 3,513 12,526 4,455 

Rate per 100,000 3,309 957 3,897 , 1,235 

Total Crimes 10,951 3,953 ,'13,344; 4,871 
Rate per 100,000 3,444 1,077 

~ 
4,152 1,351 

1975 
Urban Rural 

322.-007 360,993 
,,' 

940 462, 
292 128 

13,265 4,040 
4,119 1,119 

14,205 , 4,502, 
4,411 1,247 

,~ 

Note. Data obtained from Table 4, Crime in the United States 1973, 1974 ~and 1975. d Alol rates 
are expressed in terms of the number of crimes per 100,000 population. 

3,Uural areas are generally considered to be the unincorporated 'portion of a county that does 
not lie within a Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area CEMSA). 
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Table 5 

,~ 

Rate of Offenses Known to Police by City Sizea 1975 

-Total ':- .:-, Total Total 
City Size /",; 

'Homicide Rape Robber-'y_ Assault Violent 13urgla~y :~arceny Auto PrqllP'rty Crimes 
GrouE III 
South Dakota 3 31 35 68 136 1,056 3,360 34.5 4,761 -;1 4,898 
United States 7 26 ':, 189 228 4.51 1,723 3,643 544 5,910 6,361 

" \' "-

GrouE IV 
South Dakota 8 26 III 607 752 1,466 4,676 291 6,434 7,186 
United States 6 19 130 189 343 1,418 3,401 430 5,248 5,591 

,.) 
Group V 
South Dakota 3 13 8 48 72 519 2,387 190 3,096 3,168 
United States 4 14 82 168 268 1,199 2,996 301 0:/- 4,496 4,764 

GrouE,VI 
South Dakota 5 2 22 141 171 748 1,072 141 1,962 2;132 
United States 4 12 49 167 232 1,038 2,634 210 3,881 4,112 

!,~) 
" 

Rural 
South Dakota 3 14 00 17 . 94 128 444 624 103 1,171 1,299 
United States 8 13 25 130 177 873 1,069 III 2,052 2,_229 

Note. South Dakota data derived from, "Crime by County 1~t75", FBI computer printout of June, 1976 
and Table 6, Crime in the United States, 1975. United States data derived from Table 14, 
Crime in the Uni't'e"d States, 19750 Rate o~ offenses are the number of crimes per 100,000 population. 

aGroup III cities have a population between 50,000 and 100,000, Group IV cities between 25,000 and 
50,000, Group V cities between 10,000 and 25,000. Group VI 'cities have under 10,000 population. 
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> Th~ only Group \iIII city in South Dakota.--Sioux Falls--
~ 

has a lower thanave~age crime rate for every Part I offense 

except rape. Violent crimes as a group are, however, much less 

likely to occur to a citizen of Sioux Falls than to Someone living 

in all ave~age Urii ted States city of the same size. 
"ii 

City crime rates. This section and later sections of th~ report 

contain UCR crime qata for ih~ividual cities in South Dakota. 

The determination of UCR crime rates is dependent in part on 

the willingness of citizens to report crimes and the efficiency 

of law enforcement agencies in recording crimes. 

crime rates and changes in crime rates, in specific gee'£raPhi,c 

a:reas can sometimes he attributed to factors other than crime 

itself. Crime data presented in this report needs to be supple-

mented with an understanding of the lqpal condition,s affecting 

the reporting of crimes. 

Table 6 presents Part IUCR, crime'data for individual 

ci ties in South, Dakota. It is apparent that the high crime . . ~ 

rates of Group IV citi~s seen in Table 5 are due to the excep-

tionally high crime rate in Rapid City. "With a total. crime 

rate of 8,450, Rapid City has a crime rate far abov& the national 

average and, indeed,the higQest crime rate of any city in the 
9 

state. The high<, crime rate in Rapid City largely' aCGounts fo+ 
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'Table 6 

Rate of Offenses Known to Police in South Dakota C.ities 1975 

" 

City Size 
Total, Total Total 

Homicide ' Rape Robbery Assault Violent Burglary Larceny Auto Property Crimes 
GrouE III 
Sioux Falls 3 31 " 35 68 '" 136 1,056 '3,360 345 4,761 4,898 

.', 
345 '-, Average 3 " 31 35 68 136 1,056 3,360 4,761 4,898 

\ j) ~;: 

\ 
0 

.) 

Group IV 0 

Aberdeen 236 
:' 

0 11 44 l80 .1,078 3,522 103 4,703 4,9~8 
Rapid City 1~ 35 ;J 149 846 1,043 1,685 5,325 397 7,407 8,450 

Average '8 26 III 607 752 1,466 4,676 291 ,6,434 1",186 
.. 

co 

Group V 
.. 

B;r:'ookings 7 14 7 0 'ii ~) 28 189 1,349 84 1,622 1,650 
", '~ , 

Mitchell 0 14 0 (;; \ "137 152 620 2;410 144 3,175 3,326 
Pi"e,rre 0 .60 20 40 '·119 962 3,04;3 2.97 4,302 4,421 
Vermillion 10 "~O 0 76 

. 
86 781 1,286 114 2,181 2,267 , 

Watertown 
-0 

0 b 21 34 221 2,446 2,480 14 214 '2,010 
Yankton 0 0 " 0 25 25 562 4,479 310 5,351 ' 5,376 

Average 3 1,3 8 48 72 519 2,387 19,0 3,096 3,168 
,", , 

Group VI \~ 

Hot Springs 0 . 0 19 56 75 826 1,183 38 2,047 2,122 
Lead " 

'. 0 0 65' 636 702 816 277 2,089' 2,790 " 995 
Madison 0 0 

,0:") 

0 15 
{J 

15 60 0 0 60 75 
Sisseton 0 0 31 94 125 1,061 ·936 0 

0 1,997 2,122 
Spearfish 0 0 y, 0 126 126 . "2; 363 1,389 325 i> 4,076 4,203 
StuTgis' 

" 

0 0 57 0 57 208 2,930 ,246 3,383 3,440 
Winner ." 50 0 0 25 75 175 999 50 1,224 1,298 

~ , 
Belle Fourche 0 21 0 83 10.3 537 '. 

2~~ 124 950 1,054 
Average 5 2 22 " " 

141 IiI 748 1,072 141 1,'962 2,132 . 
,~, " 'c 

c 
~, . \ 

Note. Data derived from "Crime by Cou~)ty, 1975", FBI computerprintou~ of June , 1976. Rate of 
offenses are the number of crimes' J>er 100,000 ,.popu1ation., 

Q ~ 

a:Group III cities haveo::? popu'latio,p; between 50,000 and iq~, 000, Gt:i:>UP IV , cities between 25,000 and 
50{OOO; Group Vcitie$ between 10,000 and 25;000,. Group V,Iv"cit.ies ... have, under 10,000 popu1ati,o'll. 
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the higher than average rate of crime for South Dakota non-SMSA 

cities found in Table 3. 

Yankton is the only Group V city in the state with a total 

crime rate above the national group average. This is due to 

)high rates of larceny and auto. theft. Cities high in violent 

crimes include Brookings a~d Vermillion (homicide) and Pierre 

(rape). Pierre also has a slightly elevated larceny 'rate. 

Only one city, Spearfish,had a total crime rate above 

the national average for G~oup VI cities in 1975. This was due 

to higher than average rates of burglary and auto theft. Lead 

was the only city of this group with a high rate of total violent 

crimes. In Lead the robbery rate was 'higher than average and 

the rate of assault was far above both the South Dakota and 

United States average for Group ~I cities. Lead experienced 636 

assaults per 100,000 population compared to the South Dakota ave

rage of 141 an~ ~he national average of 167. Other cities in 

this group with higher than average crime rates include Sturgis 

(lar~eny), Winner (homicide) and Belle Fourche (rape). , 

Planning District Crime Rates 
-

As seen in Figure 1 South Dakota is divided into six Planning 

Districts. Crime data for the states Planni:pg Districts can be. 

found in Table 7. Two dist:ricts (II and VI) have rates of crime 

above the South Dakota average. District II has a higher than " 

average crime rate for all tJ;p:'ee'property crimes and rape. Most 
~l 

of the popUlation of District II live within the Sioux Falls SMSA 

and therefore it is not surprising that this l~.rgely urban district c] ", 

has a higher crime rate than other, more rural, areas of, the state. 

!/ 

I 



,-~ .... ' 

o 

'", 

" 

Q 
o 

" f 

o , 

, ' 

" 

o '" ,..' 

'J 

l )1 

• D 

, j 
~ , 

-. ' 

o 

Y I .... 

",~ 

o o 

Table. 7 
o 

Estimated Number, of Crimes and Crime Rates in South 'Dako'ta' s Planning Districts
a 

1975 

PlanningcDis~rict 
I II III IV V VI S.D. U.S. 

Population 98,573 150,281 95,086 116,386' ~2,391 140,283 683,000 21~3 ,124 t 000 
Homicides 2 3 I:; 0 1 3 10 19 20,510 

Rate '~"" 2 2 0 ,,1 4 7 3 10 
I} 

., > 
Rapes 11 35 9 0 10 15 31 III 56,090 

Rate 
~, 

11 23 9 ii 9 18 22 16 26 
") , 

G 

Robberies 13 35 12 29 17 103 
fA; 

209 464,970 
Rate 13 23 13 25 21 73 31 218 

Assaults 31 114 70 ., 143 74 617 1,049 484,710 
Rate 31 76 74 123 90 , 440 154 227 

{ " 

Total Violent 57 187 91 183 109 761 1,388 1,02p,280 
Rate 58 124 

iii 

96 157 132 542 203 482 

Burglaries 2'(8 1,226 418 755 °386 1,493 4,556 3,,252,100 , ' tl, 

Rate 282 " 816 440 649 '~468 1,064 667 1,,526 

Larcenies 762 3,141 1,301 +,954 863 3,5..54 11,575 5,977,700 
Rate 773 2,090 1,368 1,679 1,047 2,533 1,695 2,805 

Automobiles 93 341 124 117 109 363 1,147" 1,000,500 
Rate 94 227 130 101 132 

(:-
259 168 .' 469 

0 
,. 

" 
" 

Total Property '1,137 4,708 1,843 ~,826 1,358 5,410 17,282 10,,230,300 
Rate 1,153 3, 13~3 1,938' 2,428 c. 1,648 3,8q6 2,530 4,800 

0 
" Total Crime 1,194 4,895 1,934 3,009 1,467 6,171 18,670 11,256,600 

Rate, t1 1,211 3,257 2,034 2,585 1 780 4,399 2,734 5,282 
\I 

~ 

Note. Data deri";e'~ from, "Crime by County 1975", FBL~computer printout of June, 1'976 and Table 2, 
Cr'ifmein the United States, 1975. Crime rates" are the {l,umber of crimes per <100,000 population. 

o • 
ali11 offenses reported by the South Dakota lIighway Patrol have been excluded. 
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\'CAMPBEL~ 
~ . 

~ ____ ~ _________ ~_~~/~JALWOR~H 
i? 

HARDING CORSON McPHERSON BROWN PERKINS 

EDMUNDS 

Distr.ct IV ZIEBACH DEWEY 

SUITE Distl iet V POTTER 6 FAULK SPINK 

MEADE l r- , 

MARSHALL ROBERTS 

DAY 

CLARK 

P"""
GRANT 

CODINGTOII ...-.----1 
DEUEL' 

~ ~S-U-LL-Y----~~~·Y·D-E~H-.A-N-D--~ 

I-__ -.-__ ......,J ~ ~L~ Lf . ~. 

···-.I)ist~ict VI r. HAAKON · . ~ I" K'Di~tn;ic:tROt'NG~ 

HAMLIN 

BEADLE 

LAWRENCEU 11 I ~ '~-""-""'-~"'-~.----r-..L---'r---f 
, YM ,,-~1 

PENNINGTON JQNES L AN - UFFALO JERAULD SANBOR MINER tAKE MOODY 

JACKSON ) '.1 

I _--,_ ~ ~~ 
/" SHANNON.. WASHABAUG~ MELLETTE TRIPP 

JRUlE AUROR,. DAVI- HAN- McCOOK MINNEHAHJ 

'\.Distr ct III SON !. SON" Distl ict II ..... 
, CUSTER~ 

1-----..;;..'--4 " 
FALL RIVER 

BENNETT TODD MIX ')1 COLN 
. l~RLEi~OUGLAS HUTCH,NSQI\ TURNER LlN-~ ,';' 

~REGORY . 

~----------~------~~-•.. -)~------~~--"------~----~~ .J ~g~ME Y~:- CLAY UNI~ 
D 'T .•• '\. \ " 0 -, ,-J r.e " 

~, 

Figure 1. South DaJ,:ot,,' Planning Districts ~ 
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District VI has by far the highest crime rate of any ~lanning 

District in the state. Each of the seven P~,rt I crimes occurs 

at a higher rate in District VI than in the state as a whole. 
.J ,~ 

District VI with les~ than 21% of the state's population accounted 

for about' one half of all the murders, robberies and assaults 
. f) 

that occurred in South Dakota during 1975. Although this district 

encompasses a large geographic area, most of the population and 
n 

the associated high crime rate is centered around Rapid 'City. 

Planning District IV has a rate of criminal activitY"that 

closely resembles the state average. Planning Districts I, III 

and V all have total crime rates below the state average arid, with 

the exception of murder and rape ~ in District V, crime ratefs lower 

than the state average for each of the seven Part ICoffenses. 

High Crime Areas 0-.,;; 

If the jurisdictiohs of law en,forcem,ertt agencies sll,bmi tting. 
~':'.) 

l~~~)" than three monthly UCR reports are excluded, there exist 

nine geographic areas in South Dakota with a total crime rate 
-

above 3, 0'00 in 19'75. These nine areas together with Minnehaha 

C01J,nty, the county with the largest population in the state are 
Ii ' 

considered high crime areas. The 10 areas include eight cities 

and two counties. Data for Sioux Falls and Rapid City have been 

omitted from the Minnehaha and ?ennington County ana~~ses. 

Table 8 pr~sents crim~ data for the 10 geographic areas 

~ in South Dakota with high crime ra~s along with data on urban" 

rural and state crime rates. The table contains projections 

for the years 1976 to 1978 based on a straight line approximation 

of the 1973 to 1975 data. The projected crime rates should be 

"'. ','- -. " -<. .. ' .-

) D 

o 

," () 

.() 
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Table 8 

Annual Crime Rates~ Percentage~Change~ 
and a Three YearProjectionc for Part I Crimes 

Crime Rates 
Cr1me.b .Area lQ73 1974 1975 

HOMICIDE 
Aberde~n 
Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapid City 
Sioux Falls 
.spearfish 
Sturgis 
Yankton d 0 

Minnehaha CO' e Penningto.n Co. 
Urban Total 
Rural Total 
State Total 

RAPE .~ 

Aberdeen 
. Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapid City 
Sioux ~Fa11s 
Spearfish 
Sturgi's 
Yankton d 
Minn-:ahaha Co. 
Pennington Co; 
Urban Total 
Rural Total 
State Total 

ROBBERY 
Aberdeen 
Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapid City 
Siou:x",Falls 
Sp..aarfish -
Sturgis 
Yankton d 
Minnehaha Co. 
Pennington 'Cot; 
Urban Total 
Rural Total 
S"h\at'e Total 

~, 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
4.3 
7.7 
0.0 
0.0 
7.6 
4.8 
6.0 
3.5 
4.1 
3.8 

7 
15 
20 
26 
15 

100 
o 
8 

24 
18 
16 
10 
12 

26 
o 

10 
123 

26 
80 
20 

8 
5 

151 
34 
17 
25 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
2.1 

U( 1.3 
'. 0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
b.O 
0.0 

.9 
3.0 
2.1 

11 
o 

19 
17 
17 
38 
o 
8 

10 
54 
11 
10 
11 

7 
7 
o 

96 
31 
38 
19 
15° 
24 
48 
33 

9 
20 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

12.4 
2.7 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

23.2 
., 4.3 

3.0 
3.7 

11 
14 
59 
35 
31 
o 
o 
o 
8 

35 
19 
14 
16 

44 
o 

20 
149 

35 
o 

57 
o 
4 

81 
44 
19 
31 

o See :footnotes~ at end of table. 

I~ 
o 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

490.5 
107.7 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

f 
377.8 

0.0 
76.2 

O~Q 
f:1 

210.5 
105.9 0 

82.4 
-100.0 

0.0 
-100.0 
-20.0 
-35.2 

72.7 '" 
40.0 
45.4' 

528.6 
.... 100.0 

f 
55.2 
12.9 

-100.0 
200.0 

-100.0 
_83.3 e 

68.8 
33.3 

111.1 
55.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

188.4 
-64.9 

0.0 
0.0 

-100.0 
-100.0 

286.6 
22.8 

-26.8 
-2.6 

57.1 
-6.6 

195.0 
34.6 

106.6 
-100.0 

0.0 
-100.0 
-66.6 
9~.4 
18.8 
40.0 
33.3 

69.2 
0.0 

100.0 
21.1 
34.6 

-.100.0 
185 0 0 

-100 0 0 
-20 0 0 
-~604 

29.4 
11.8 
24.0 

0.0 
,0.0 
Q.O 

.. 14.4 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

26.9 
3.7 
2.3 
3.1 

14 
9 

72 
35 
37 
o 
o 
o 
o 

··53 (I 

18 
15 
17 

44 
2 

20 
149 

40 
o 

69 
o 

10 
23 
47 
17 
31 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

18.4 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

35.4 
4.1 
1.7 
3.0 

16 
8 

91 
39 
45 
o 
o 
o 
o .~ 

61 
20 
17 
19 

53 
2 

25 
162 

44 
,(.')0 
''d7 

o 
10 
o 

'52 
18 
34 

IJ 
!f 

O 0 {I . , 

0.0 I 
0.0 ,I 

22.5 I! 
0.0 
0.0 I 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

44.0 
4.5 
1.2 
3.0" 

18 
8 

111 
44 
53 
o 
o 
o 
o 

70 
21 
19 
21 

62 
2 

30 
175 

49 
o 

106 
o 
9 
o 

57 
19 
37 

I 
I 
1 
l 

I 
l 
I 
I 

·1 
i 

I 

I 
-l 

I 
! . 

i 
j 

! 
.t 
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r I LARCENY 
jAberdeen 
I Mi tchelJ.: 
lPierre I 

I Rapid City 
I Sioux Falls 
I Spearf'ish 
; Sturgis 
, Yankton d 
Minnehaha Co. 
Pennington Co~ 
Urban Total 
Rural Total 
State Total 

AUTO THEFT 
Aberdeen 
Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapid City 
Sioux Falls 
Spearfish 
Sturgis, 
Yankton' d 
Minnehaha CO' e Pennington Co. 
Urban Total 
Rural Total 
State Total 

,TOTAL PROPERT 
Aberdeen 
Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapid City 
Sioux Falls 
Spearfish 
SturgIs 
Yankton d 
Minnehaha Co. 
Pennington Co~ 
Urban Total 
Rural Total 
State Total 

19 A 
-~) 

Table 8 

Crime Rates Percent a 
1973 1974 1975 74 to 75 

3,.,689 
2,325 
3,258 
6,047 
3,523 
2,220 

538 
4,136 
1,327 
3,633 
3,295 
1,008 
2,070 

117 
139 
120 
532 
197 
240 
139 
348 , 

90 
6.54 
215 

83 
144 

4,290 
3,152 
4,124'" 
8,012 
4,208 
3,280 
1,374 
5,220 
1,974 
5,479 
4,166 
1,453 
2,712 

3,552 3,522 
2,543 2,410 
2,689 3,043 
5,340 5,325 
3,225 3,360 
]"':J 189 1,389 
~,' 872 2,930 
4,067 4,479 

816 ,827 
3,134 2,431 
2,890 2,932 

707 (, 598 
1,736 1,698 

128 103 
210 144 
226 297 
380 397 
257 345 
245 325 
252 246 
324 310 

77 108', 
581 ·446 ' 
218 '241 
103 102 
158 168 

4,418 4,703' 
3,).66 3;175 
3,695 4,302 
7,170 7,407 
4,269 4,761 
2,472 4,076 
2,073 3,383 
5,078 5,351 
1 ,A 53 " , 1, q,76 
5,119 4,434 
3,897 4,119 
1,235 1,119 
2,490 2,534 

-.8 
-5.2 
13.2 
-.3 
4.2 

a16.8 
236.0 
10.1 
1.3 

-22.4 
1.4 

-15.4 
-2.2 

-19.5 
-31.4 

3;1.4 
'4.5 

34.2 
32.6 
-2.4 
-4.3 
40.2 

-23.2 
10.6 
-1.0 
6.3 

<6,\~ 4 
: '3 

16:4., 
3.3 

11.5 
64.9 
63.2 
5.4 
8.5 

-13.4 
5.7 

-9.4 
1.8 

if 
See footnotes at end of t.able. 

'1 " 

." 

.f 

.. -.-"'-.,,---,----,~ .. 

-4.5 
3.6 

-6.6 
-11.9 
-4.6 

-37.4 
444.6 

8.3 
-37.7 
-33.1 
-11. 0 
-40.7 
-18.0 

-11.9 
3.6 

147.J) 
-'25.4 

75.1 
35.4 
"Pl 0 \, -I:: 

-10.9 
20.0 

-31. 8 
12.1 
22.9 
16.7 

9.6 
• 7 

4.3 
--7.5 
13.L 
24-'."3 

') 1":'; 

141?2 
2.5 

-20.2 
-19.1 
-1.1 

-22.9 
-6.6 

o 

ection Rates 
1977 "1978 

3,421 3,337 3,254 
2,511 2,554 2,596 
2,782' 2,674 2,567 
4,849 4,48ft 4;127 
3,206 3,125 3,043 

768 . 353 0 
3,839 5,035 6,231 
4,570 4,842 4,913 

490 240 0 
1,864 :t.,263 662 
2,676 2,494 2,313 

361 156 0 
1,463 1,277 1,091 

102 95 88 
169 172 174 
391 479 568 
301 233 166 
413 488 ·562 
355 F) 397 440 
319 372 426 
289 270 250 
110 119 128 
352 248 144 
251 264 277 
115 124 I,. 134 
181 193 205 

4,877 5,052 5,226 
3,187 8)199 3,210 
4,218 4,~.oV 4,396 
6.925 " 6cl,~,2,'A,6, 319 
4"966 ,/f~,t:9:t~.~7);-t;5 , 519 
4 ' 072 \:~~'>'Ifl~(j.".1,. 868 

J "'% ",r 1) ~,Il,- .'-- ,(I . "290 ,6' 0""~'1 F. 4,286 5, ·f ;q~~l,l~:);l 
5 347 5,413 5,4~i\J 
1:270 1,071 872

w 

3,966 3,443 2,921 
4,014 3,990 3,967 

935 768 601 
2;401 2,312 2,223 

,0 

-~' I 'D, . 

II 
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Table 8 

Percentage Change 
,Crime by Area. 1973 1974 1975 74 to 75 73 to 7,5 

.'IB> 
" 

G 
ASSAULT- , 

Aberdeen 48 82 
Mitchell - 241 ·225 
Pierre 90 19 
Rapid City 188 594 
Sioux Falls 32 53 
Spearfish 240 r 453 
Sturgis 80 ~ 58 

,Yankton 23 8 
Minnehaha Co~ 5 34 
Pennington Cor: 285 508 
Urban Total' 82 210 
Rural rrotal 89 93 
State Total 86 

0 
148 

-TOTAL VIOLENT 
Aberdeen 80 100 
Mitchell 256 232 
Pierre 120 38 
Rapid City 342 710 
Sioux Falls 81 102 
Spearfish 420 c 528 
Sturgis 100 77 
Yankton 45 30 
Minnehaha Co~ " 38 '67 
Pennington Co~ 460 611 
Urban Total 135 254 
Rural Total 120 115 
State Total 126 181 

0 

BURGLARY 
Aberdeen 483 738 
Mitchell 687 413 
Pierre '" 747,.:,' 780 
Rapid City 1 , 4'3:a':t1. , 449 
Sioux Falls 488 '(;86 
Spearfish 820 l,Oq8 
Sturgis 697 949 

, ' 

Y~nkton d . I::' :.735 '';'-687 \ ... 
,. "./~ 557 561 Ml.nnehaha Co. i: ~' " 

Pennington Co: 'll,193 '1,404 
Urban Total /·1 )\ G99 ,J90 
Rural Total '. ":t ,'.'D ~'2-5 . ;:,42'5 I ,~\ ,'~" 

State Total ("\\cJl)498 597" .':W 
": \ >; n ' 

" 

, 

See footnotes at 
<::J 

180 11,~.5 
, 

275.0 
137 -39.1 -43.2 

40 110.5 -55.5 
846 42.4 350.0 , " 

67 26.4 109.4 
126 -72.2 -47.5 

0 -100.0 -100.0 
25 212.5 8.7 

116 241.2 2220.0 
735 44.7 157.9 
224 6.7 173.2 

91 -2.2 2.2 
154 4.0 r,;-: 79.1 

236 136.0 195.0 
152 -34.5 -40.6 
119 .213.2 -.8 

L,043 46.9 205.0 
136 ." 33.3 67.9 
126 -76.1 -70.0 

57 -26.0 -43.0 
25 -16.7 -44.4 

128 -' 91. 0 2a6.8 v 
874 4'3.0 90.0 
292 15.0 11,(:>'3 
128 >11. 3_~~J6. 7 
205 13.3""",f> 62.7 

~ , 

1,078D 46.1 123.2 
620 50.1 -9.7 
962 23.3 28.8 

1,685 16.3 17.6 
·1,056 34.4 116.4 
2,363 127.6 188.2 

208 (f -78.'1 -70.2 
562 -18.2 -23.5 

... 641 14.3 0 15.1 
1 J 5~57 10.9 30.5 

" ,947 19.9 35.5 
419 -1.4 ~a.9 
668 11. 9 34.1 

:}, 'Y.. 

Pro.iection 
1976 1977 

235 30f 
·9.7 45 

0 0 
1/201 

; >~,. , 
1,530 

0 86 103 
159 102 

0 0 
21 22 

163 218 
959'''- 1,184 
314' 385 

93 94 
197 231 

295 373 
109 57 

91 91 
1,399 1,750 

195 233 
64 0 
35 14 
13 3 

168 213 
1,043 1,212 

384 I 462 
< 129 133 

250 289 

1,361 .1,659 
506 473 

1,045' 1,152 
1,774 1,900, 
1,345 1,629 
2, .950 3,7~2c 

129 0 
488 402 

<,670 712 
1/749 1,931 
1,060 1,184 

484 531 
758 843 

Rates 
1978 

,. 

367 
0 
0 

,1,859 ' 
121 

45 
0 

23 
274 

1,409 
456 

95' 
265 

451 
5 

90 
2,100 

271 
0 
0 
0 

258 
1,382 

541 
137 
329 

1,956 
439 

1,260 
2,026 
l,913"" 
4,493 

0 
315 
754 

2,113 
1,308 

578 
',!,3.2 8 

';, 

I 
I .. 
! 
! 

11 
Ii, I 
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Table 8 

Crime Rates Percentage Change P rO.lec t' l.on 
Crime 'by Area 1973 1974 1975 74 to 75 73 to 7f. 1976 1977 

TOTAL CRIME , 

Aberdeen 4 , 370 4,518 4,938 9.3 13.0 5,1"177 ' 5,461 
Mitchell 3,408 3,398 3,326 .... 2.1 -2.4 3,395 3,254 
P:L,~;rre 4,244 3,733 4,421 18.4 4.2 4:,310 4,398 
Rapid City 8,354 7,879 8,450 7.2 1.1 8,324 8,372 
Sioux, Falls 4,289 4,371 4,898 12.0 14.2 5,128 5,433 
Spearfish 3,700 3,000 4,203 40.1 13.6 4,137 4,389 
Sturgis 1,474 2,150 ,.,J,440 60.0 133.4 4,321 5,304 
Yankt'on d 5,265 " 5,108 5,376 5.2 2.1 5,361 5,416 
Minnehaha Co. 2,012 1,521 1,.705 12.1 -15.3 1,439 1,286 
Pennington Co~ 5,939 5':1 730 5,309 -7.3 -10.6 5,029 4,714 
Urban Total 4;290 4,152 4,.41+ 6.2 2.8 4,405 4,466 
Rural Total 1,580 1,351 1,247 -7.7 -21.1 1,060 '" 893 
State Total 2, 838 c 2.671 2 739 2.5 0 -3.5 2 650 2.601 

c· 

Note. Data derived from "Crime by County", "FBI computer printout of 
June 1974, August 1975 and June 1976. Towns under 2,500 population con
s~.dered rural. 

, aThe rate of crimes per 100,000 population. 

bpercentage of increase or decrease. 

CProjected rates are based on a least square straight line fit of the 
1973 to 1975 crime rates. 0 

dDoes not include d,ata for Sioux Falls. 

eDoes not include data for Rapid City. 

R t a es 
1978 

5,745 
3,213 
4,487 
8,420 
5,737 
4,640 
6,287 
5,472 
1,132 
04,399 
4,526 

727 
2,551 

fImpossible to determi'ne the percentage change bec~use, division by zero 
is undefined. ~ 
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interpteted with caUiion because they are based only on the 

trend in crime for the last three years. 'I;,he projections do 

hot reflect the -ffects of future changes in the criminal justice-

system or the socio-economic climate of the state which impact 

on crime rates. The average~ercentages of increase or decrease 

per year for the periods 1974 to 1975 and 1973 to 1975 are also 

contained in the table. 

In 19~Ra~id City had the highest crime rate of any city 

in South Dakota. The total .crime rate in Sturgis (133.4% increase) 

is an excellent example of better record keeping and increa,$ed ," 

reporting being respohsible for an exagg~rated increase in qrime 
'/ 

rate. Mitchell along with Minnehaha and Pennington counties and 

the other rural areas of the state have experienced a decreasing 

total crime rate. On the average, the state total prime ~ate 

decreased 3.5% between 1973 and 1975. This fact leads to the 

optimistic prediction that the st'te total crime rate will con

tinue to decrease "through 1978. 
- II 

'Violent crimes in general are increising at the fastest rate 
,; 

in Minnehaha County, with Rapid City and Pennington County maintain-
11 

ing the'highest total violent crime rates in 1975. :Violent crimes 
I D 

have been in,creasing more rapidly in urban than in rural areas in 

recent years and therefore it is l;ikelyto expect that the higher 

reate of. lfrban violence will continue.
o 

Statewide, the violent crime 

rate increased by an average of 62.7% between 1973 and 1975. . ~, 

Only two of the eight cities, Rapid Gity)and Sloux Falls, 

experienced, ·any homicide in 1975'. The hcm~e:rat~ h~ nQt only 

higher .in Rapid City than in Sioux Falls; but, it has also increased 
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at a faster rate between 1973 and 1975. If th~ present trend 

continues, the homic,ide rate in Rapid cCi ty i£1 19,78 will be more 

than twice tbe current national averag~. 

The homicide rate in, penni~'gton County ,was also higher in 

1975 than the state and "national average." This rate'ihas varied 

~a's" t three years m,. aking an "accurate p~:ediction greatly during the ~ , 

of future homicide rates in Pennington County difficult. Using 

. project~~ns based on th~ 1973 and 19;5 dat'a, thb", urban homicide 
.} CO' 

d the 0rural and state rate should rate is expected to, increase an -

decrease through 1978. 
, . 

o 

II 

. t . d ,greatly in cthe sta.te between 1973 and 1975 n ,Rape iJra es varle 

Of tbe 10 high crime areas ~;~earfish had the highest rape rate 
- ~-

in 1973 and the second, highest in 1974. Surprisingly, no rap~s 
" 

•• 1 

were reported in Spearfisb,)'during 19075. The rape rate ~n Pierre" 

"on the other hand, increased more than 200% hetween 19741 and 1975. 

Urban, rural, and state rape rates also increased from 1973 to 

1975. 

Althougb rObbery rates also fluctuat'ed widely betwE?en 1973 

and 1975, Rapid City always maintained the h~ghest rate of any 

city in the state. Other areas in Pennington County also exper-

ien~ed h~gh'rates of robbery, espe~ially during 1973. If the 

present ,trendlcbntin1l9s,robbery rates will increase gradualJ,y 

A~!i1} South 'Dakota through 1978. 
i: 

also h,,~d the". hig, h,',e, st c 1975 Rap,id City and Pennington County 

o rates of assault, in the 'ten high crime' areas. These two1']areas J 

had, rates' :more than three times the hational as~a.ul t rate ;in 1975. 
o 
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It would be incredible if they ma1ntained the same rapid rate of 

growth through 1978. The Minnehaha' county assault rate was the 
G 

fas1;est growing in the state between 1973 and 1975, however, the 
" 

assault rate was still lower in this county than in the state as 

a whale. Based upon" data for the last three years,the assault 
" j 

rate in the state, especially in urban areas, can be expected 

to increase for the next three years • 

In 1975 Rapid City led the state in total property crime 

rates even though Sturgis has recently had the highest rite of 
{, 11 ' , 

growth per' year ,. (146.2% inctease betWeen 1973 and 1975) in 

J property" crimes. Property crime rates in South Dakota have 

, ) decreased 6:6% between 1973 and 1975 in spite of a small increase 

~ from 1974 to 1975. 

o 

During 1975 a person living in Spearfish was more likely 

to have their residence burglarized thap was someone who lived 

in any other high "crime" area in tbe state. The higger than 
\\ 

average burgl~ry rate in Spearfish in 1973 grow i88.2% by 1975. 
\'!. 

" , 
Other cities that experienced an increase in burglary rates 

between 1973 and 1975 include Aberdeen (123.2%) and Sioux0 Falls 

During the three year period burglary rates increased 
;:; 

:34.1% in the state with, a somewhat faster increase in urban than 

rural areas. o 

In the last three years the cities of Rapid City, Yankton 

and Aberdeen have maintained the highest larceny rates in the 

stat,e. 
\ 

Sturgis in 19\73 had a larceny rate well below the state 

aver~ge, however, after an apparent 444,.6% increase in two years. 
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Sturgis had ,pne of the highest larceny rates in the state. 
1~\ ,-.';.: 

Yankton and Mitchell experienced small increases in larceny 

rates between 1973 ~nd 1975. These three cities were the only 

high crime areas to experience an increase in larceny rates 

during the three year period. In fact, the state trend between 

1973 
/y' 

and J.975 was an 18.0% (iecreasein larceny rates. 
}:t,l ,'\ 

The high~st;'l'atres of automobile theft in 197""S".at-~ found in 

the Rapid City-Pennington County area in spite of the fact that 

there has been an overall de~rease in automot:f'ile theft rates in -=' 
~y 

this region between 1973 and 1975. The automobile theft rate has 

been increasing faster in Pierre than in any other South. Dakota 

city. If present trends continue Pierre will have the hig~est 
-\ . 

automobile theft rate in the state by 1978. The a~tomobile theft 

rate increased faster in rural than urban areas while the trend 

statewide was a 16.7% increase between 1973 and 1975. 

Changes in crime rates of infrequent crimes canobe sometimes 

misleading. For example, an increase in one or two homicides 

can often mean a 100% or 200% incr~ase in the homicide rate of 

a jurisdiction with a low population. Similarly, a decrease of 

one rape may mean a 100% decrease in the rape rate. ,~t:I;~:;-n!~berC. 

of crimes committed and t~~population of the Ju:t'isdiction should., 
c. 

. . be' considered wh~n drawi:r;Ig conclusions in these circumstances. 
':'1' 

'. r:7;:':'-.~> 

The estimated number and type of criIl)J9s comm:l1tted in each of tbe 

10 nigh crime are,as during 1975 is presented in Table 9. 

Comparative Analysis. A comparativean~lysis of crimes 

in South Dakota's 10 high crime areas is presented in Table 10. 
o 

o 
I 

c· . 

r 
'0 

, , 

Table 9 

The Estimated Number of UCR Part I Offenses occurring 
in South Dakota during 1973, 1974 and 1975 

Crime by Area 
HOMICIDE ~------~~~--------~~~,r-------~~----

Aberdeen 
Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapid City 
Sioux Falls 
Spearfish,' 
Sturgis 
Yankton 
Minnehaha Co. b 
Pennington eo. c 
Urban 
Rural 
State 

RAPE 
Aberdeeri 
Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapid City 
Sioux Falls 

I' Spearfish 
Sturgis 
Yankton b 
Minnehaha Co. ", . c Pennington Co, 
Urban 
Rural 
State 

ROBBERY 
Aberdeen ii' 

, Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapid City' 
Sioux, Fali's 
Spearfish 
Sturgis 
Yankton 
Minnehaha Co. b 
Pennington eo. c 
Urban 
Rural 
State " 

See footnotes at end of Table 
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Crime by Area 
ASSAULT 

Aberdeen 
Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapid City 
Siollx Falls 
Spearfish 
Sturgis 
Yankton b 
Minnehaha Co. c 
Pennington Co. 
Urban 
Rural 
State 

TOTAL VIOLENT 
Aberdeen 
Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapid City 
Sioux Falls 
Spearfish'" 
Sturgis 
Yankton b 
Minnehaha Co. c 
Pennington Co. 
Urban 
Rural 
State 

BURGLARY, 
Aberdeen 
Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapid City 
Sioux Falls 
Spearfish 

o Stu:t'gis 

\l 

Yankton . b 
Minnehrlha Co. 
Penning-ton Co. c 
Urban 
Rural 
State 

,;;" 
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Table 9 

"T973' 

13 
33 

9 
87 
25 
12 

4 
3 
1 

47 
258 
329 
587 

22 
35 
12 

158 
63 
21 

5 
6 
8 

76 
419 
443 
862 

132) 
94 
75 

662 
" 378 

41 
35 
97 

117 
197 

2,106 
1,306 
3,4120, 

-:,' 

NUMBER OF CRIMES a 
197,4 

23 
31 

2 
278 

41 
24 

3 
1 
7 

84 
p66 
342, 

1,008 

28 
32 

4 
332 

79 
28 

4 
4 

14 
101 
802 
423 

1,.225 

?P7 
-'57 
83 

678 
608 

55 
49 
91,. 

117 
232 

2,420 
1,662 " ,0 

4 '972;'; 
, , 

,oSee footnot'es at end ot Table. 

'f. 

------------, .. { 
l\ 

; 

10; 

19'75 

49 
19 

4 
409 

50 
7 
0 D 
3 

" 28 \1':, 

127 
.\. 
'" 

693 
356 f) 

1,049 
., 

" Q 

64 
21 
12 t) 

504 
0 

10'1 
7c 
3 
3 

31 
151 
904 
484 

1,388 

293 
86 
97 

814 
783 
131 

(.,:\ 11 
67 

155 
269 

2, 890, 
1,670 <) 

4;560 

-:~'§2~A 

'0 

~-', . 

Crime by Area 
LARCENY 

Aberdeen 
Mitchell 
Pietre 
Rapid City 
Si'ouxFiills 
Spearfish 
Sturgis '-, 
Yankton b 
Minnehaha Co. c 
Pennington Co. 
Urban 
Rural 

,; State 

AUTOMOBILE 
_ Abe,rdeen 
Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapid City 
Sioux Falls 
Spearfish 
Sturgts D 

Yankton b 
Minnehaha Co. c 
Pennington Co. 
Urban 
Rural 
State 

TOTAL PROPERTY 
Aberdeen 
Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapi~ City 
Si.oux Falls 
Spearfish . l 
Sturgis /' 
Yankton ',A; 
Minnehaha 00. c 
Pennington Co. 
Urban 
Rural 
St~te 

Table 9 

1973 

1008 
318 
327 

~J794 
2,730 

111 
27 

946 
279 
600 

10,478 
"3,701 
i4,179 

32 
1~0, 
12' . 

246 
153 

12 
a 

) i~ 

( "~~: It 324 

( ~~988 
. 1.\72 

461 

3~~ 
3;261 

164 
69 

689 
:415 
905 

'13,248 
5,331 

18 ;,579' 

NUMBER OF CRIMES a 
1974 1975 

997 
351 
286 

~,498 
2,493 

63 
45 

539 
170 
518, 

9,117 
~,719 

11,836 

36, 
29 
24 

178 
199 

13 
13 
43 
16 
96 

68C) 
389 

1,074 

1,240 
437 
39,3 

3,354 
'3,300 

131 
107 
673 
303 
846 

1.2,.222 
4,760 

16 1 982 

957 
334 
307 

2,573 
2,490 

77 
155 
534 
200 
420 

9;220 
2,374 

;11,594 

28 
20 
30 

192 
256 
18 
13 
37 
26 
77 

749 
401 

1,150 

1,'278 
440 
434 

3,579 
3",,529 
,226 
179 
638 
381 
766 

14,859 
4,446 

17,304, 

See footnotes at end of Table 
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Table 9 

NUMBER OF CRIMES a 
l " -'.; 

Crime by Area 19'/3 19'/4 19',5 

TOTAL CRIME 
Aberdeen 1,.194 1,.268 1~342 

Mitchell 466 469 461 
Pierre 426 ,397 446 
Rapid? Ci ty 3,860 3,686 4,083 
Sioux Falls 3,324 3,379 3,.630 
Spearfish 185 159 233 

... Sturgis 74 111 ,182 

Yankton 695 677 ' 641 

Minnehaha Co}J c 423 317 412 
Pennington Co. 981 947 917 
Urban 13,667 13,024 13,.763 
Rural 5,774 5·-183 4,929 , 
State 19,441 18,.207 18.) 692 

Note. Data derived from "Crime by CountY'!i,~!J: computer printout .. ' J!!; 

of""Juiie 1974, August 1975 and June 1976. ~or.tl::!.~s table urban areas 
are all cities and towns above approximately 2,500 in population. All 
other areas are qQnsiAered ;~ural.· '~ .... :>.. . 

, IJ 

""~,= ~~) aNumber of ·crimes is a simple count of crimes that occurred in 
each jurisdiction. 

-... _-. ,. 

b . 
Doss not include data for Sioux Falls. 

cDoes not include data for Rapi~ City. 
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Table '·10 
"\\ 

High Crime Areas in South Dakdta Ranked by Crime Rate, 
Incidence and Growth Rate for Part I Offenses 

a Rank 
Crime by Area Crime Rateb c Incidence Growth Rated 

... ·'·0, 

) 

: .... j 
.~ . 
t j 
1 

HOMICIDE .. 
Pennington Countye 
Rapid City 
Sioux Falls f 
Minnehaha County 
Aberdeen 
Pierre 
Yankton 
Mitchell 
Spearfish 
Sturgis 

RAPE 

: 0 

\:;j 

,0 
0 

0 

< r--·'--'''---..n<l-''~~~'''''''''o'" . .~ 

Pierre 
Rapid City 
Pennington Countye 
Sioux Falls 
Mitchell 
Aberde'en 
Minnehaha Countyf 
Yankton 
Spearfish 
.Sturgis 

ROBBERY 
Rapid City ,I 
Penni~gton ~ountye 
SturgJ.s 
Aberdeen 
Sioux Falls 
Pie.rre 
Minnehaha Countyf 
Mitcnell 
Yankton 
Spearfish 

ASSAULT 
Rapid City 

couri~ye J?enningt6n 
Aberdeen 
Mitchell 
Spearfish 
Minnehaha County f 

Sioux Falls 
Pie"rre 
Yankt"bn 
Sturgis 

oSee footnotes 
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Crime by Area 
TOTAL VIOLENT 

Rapid' City e 
P.ennington County 
Aberdeen 
Mitchell 
Sioux Falls f 
Min~ehaha County 
Spearfish 
Pierre 
Sturgis 
Yankton 

BURGLARY 
Spearfish 
Rapid City 
Penni~gton Countye 
Aberdeen 
Sioux Falls 
Pierre, f 
Minnehaha County 
Mitchell 
Yankton 
Sturgis 

LARCENY 
Rapid City 
Yankton 
Aberdeen . 
Sioux Falls 
Pierre 

" Sturgis 
Pennington Countye 
Mitchell 
Spearfish 
Minnehaha Countyf 

AUTOMOBILE 
Pennington Countye 
Rapid City 
Sioux Falls 
Spearfish 
Yankton 
·,Pierre 
Sturgis 
Mitchell 
Minnehaha Countyf 
Abe~deen 

f.\, 

31 

Table 10 

. ~'" 

Crime Rate 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

J 
2 
:3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

1 
"i 2 

3 
·4 
5 

,,6 
,\ 

'7 
8 
9 

10 

.~ ... -11. 

b . c 
Incidence 

1 
2 
4 
6 
3 
5 
8 
7 g 
9.5g 
9.5 (:; 

6 
1 
4 
3 
2 
7 
5 
8 
9 

10 

1, 
4 
3 
2 
7' 
9 
5 
6 

10 
8 

3 
2 
1 
9 
4 
5. 

10 
8 
7 
6 

See footnotes 9;t end of Table 
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Table 10 

fb 
Ranka 

Crimeoby A'rea Crime Rateb Incidencec Growth 
TOTAL PROPERTY '0 

Rapid City 1 1 
., 

-
Yankton 2 5 6 
Sioux Falls 3 0 2 3 
Aberdeen 

. 
4· " IiI 3 4 

Pennington County e 
5 " 4 , -Pierre 6 7 5 

Spearfish 7 9 2 
&turgis 8 10 1 
Mitchell :. 9 6 7 
Minnehaha County f . 10 8 

" -
0 

TOTAL CRIME 
Rapid City 'b 1 1 7 
Yankton 0 2 '::.' 5 6 
Pennington Countye :3 4 -
Aberdeen 4 3 4 
Sioux F:;j,ll,~ 5: 2 2 
Pierre 6 7 5 
Spearfish 7 9", 3 
Sturgis 8 10 

" 1 
Mit.chell 9 .' 6 

Countyf 
) -Mipnehaha 10. 8 -

" 

~ote. Data" derived from "Crime by County, 1975"; FBI computer 
pr1ntout'of June, 1976. -Data for agencies that filed less than 
three monthly returns was.excluded •. ~ 

Rated 

" 

0 

aRanks were assi~gned f!,~om the flighest to the lowest values with 
the exceptioll that zero's were not ranked.", 

bThe number of crimes per 100, 000 'population .rr 
cA simple cQunt of 1975 crimes. 
d . . (J (."~,, 
Based on the annual per9'en'tage of increase in the crime rate 

between 1973 and 1975. NCj,":a~ea with a decreasCing crime rate or, 
. a zero crime rate in 1973" was rankeod. . : 

e "' 
Does not i,nclude data for Raprd City. 

f Does not include;Oda'ta o for Sioux FalJ.s. 0" 

g . c',. . 

. Areas with tied/ranks'have the same numerical values.e. g. Eapid 
City andP'enningtpn €dunty .. both hact Evrape rate.of 35 perlOO,GbO . 
population in 1975. Since they were,tied for the second andothird 
rank they were both asSigned a value ot 2.5. N 0 
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Each area;is ranked according to 1975 crime rate, number of. 

crimes committed in 1975 and, the 1973 to 1975 rate 9f growth 

for each crime. 

Rapid City, Yankton and Pennington County had the highest 
:;, 1! 

crime rates in South Dakota in 1975. However, between 1973 and 

1975 the total crime rate increased most rapidly in the cities 

of Sturgis and Sioux Falls. More crimes took place in the three 

largest cities in the state Rapid City, Sioux Falls, and Aber-

deen - than in any other high crime ar,ea. Rapid City, a city 

less than 2/3 the size of Sioux Falls, experi'enced a larger 

number of crimes than Sioux Falls. It is obvious that the Rapid' 
(\ 

City-Pennington County area has a definite crime problem even 
.. -; ~I' 

though crime in-P-ehis area has not been increa~ing rapidly in 

recent years. The tot~l crime rate decreased ~n Pennington 

County, Mitchell and Minnehaha County' between 1973 and 1975 

but apparently increa.$ed most dramatically in Stllrgis. 
'7 ') 

Rapid City and Pennington CQun'ty lead the state in vl;olent 
T::.' 

crime rfl.~,es an~ in the number of violent cr~mes. At>erdeen-ranks . ~ 

third in violent'crime rate and fourth" in the 'number of viol~nt 

crimes. The third largest number 0o,f' violent /cl>imes occurred i1n 
~ ~ Q f~ , 1 ' 

Sioux Falls, the state';; largest c~tY. 'Between 1973 and 1975 

violent crime rates grew most :r::apidly in Minnehaha county, 

Rapid City' ;ind Aberdeen.", 

Homicdde occurred ,:,~n '·oJ1.ly 3 of the" ten high crime are'as 

:in 01979; Pen'hipgton. County, Rapid City and. Sio:ux Falls.' " Rapid 
~ Ij 

C;i. ty experiencedth~ largest nJlmber of homicides arlCi the second 

o 
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fastest rat; of growt~, however,"~~hnington Count~ had ~he 

"highest homicide rate "and the fest est growth rate. 
" Al though more rapes' o,ccurred in Sioux Falls and Rapid 

" Cii;:y than 'in Pierre in 1975,:;Pierre had the highest rape rate 

and the fastest increase ig. rape rate between 1973 and 1975. Rapid 

City and Fen!1ington County were tied for the second highest rape 

rale in high crime areas while Sioux Fa.lls and .Pennington 'County 

o experienced the "second and third highest rates of growth in rape 

rate respectively. 
o 

Rapid City, Penning,ton County and Sturgis lead the state 

in, robbery rates while Rapid City, Sioux Falls and Pennington 
, , 
" 

County had the largest number of robberies iIi t'hestate. Aber-

aean had the fourth highest robbery rate andoencountered the 
i.i, 

third largest growth rate in robbery in the st~te. 'The robbery 
~- ,-,' 

rate also apparently inGreased rapidly in Sturgis and Pierre. 

In 1975 Rapid City and Pennington County ranked first and 

second respectively in assault rates and in the number of assaults •. 
::0 c 

Th~ assault rate grew, fastest in Minnehaha County followed bi 
~;.-..:-

Rapid City anti Aberdeen. Aberd~en also ranks third in assault 

rate and fourth in the numbel' of assaults. SiouX
Q 
Falls experienced 

the third highest number of assaults of any high crime area in the 

(J Rap.id City, Yankton and Sioux Falls have the higl1est property 
o 

crime rates in the state and, notosurprisingly, the largest number 
, 0 

of property cr.;imes occlll' in Rapid qity and Sioux Fa.lls, followed 

by Aberdeen. Property crime rates are decreasing in Rapid City, 

o 

o 

':, . 

" 
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Pennington County and ~innehaha County,but, they are increasing 

most rapidly in Sturgis, Spearf~~h and Sioux Falls. 

Spearfish ranks sixth in the number of burglaries occurring 

in high crime areas, but, it ranks first in the burglary rate 

and growth in burglary rate. More burglaries occurred in Rapid 
\\ 

City than in any other high crime area in the state, giving 

Rapid City the second highest burglary rate. Pennington County 

experienced the third highest rate of burglary. Aberdeen and 

Sioux Falls ranked second and third in burglary growth.rate and 

and third an4J second respectiv~ly in the number of burglaries. 
'J 

The most common crime, larceny, occurred mor~ often'and at 
" 

a higher rate in Rapid city than in any other high crime area. 

Yankton ranked second in larceny rate and in thee rate of increase 

of larcenies. Aberdeen ranked third in both ,larceny rate and 

number of larcenies. Only 'three of the 10' higlf crime areas ;"'c 

Sturgis, Yankton and Mitchell had larceny rates that increased 

between 1973 and 1975. 

Pennington County, Rapid City and Sioux Falls encountered 
l"' 

the highestcautomobile th~+t rates in the state. These same 

':::~" three "~r~as also had the largest~:umbei:-",of ,r;jLutomobile thefts, 

however, the "rank order for.number of thefts is the reverse of 

·",the orde.r for rates. Automobile theft rates are growing fastest 

in the cities in Pierre, Stu~gis and Sioux Falls. 
~ 'iJ 

Firi'€?erprint Records, " 
\) £: 

rr:tteSouth Dakota Divis~,on of Crimina+ Investigation (DCI) 
H ~l ';.1j 

I.'.';c 

qJ' , - '-L"'-" 
10 ,- ~>~ :1') fr fI, 

receives ,fingerprintre(Jords, of arrested persons from.,lawenforcement 
-;;:, Ocf'5 "t\ . 

;:;C, li~\ 

Q .. 

" Q.,i 0 

OiL) ~ 
F:~V ':t 

" ., 
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:0 

o 
I ""0 

·0 

o 
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agencies in the state. These records do- not provide a comple'te list 
t,; 

of all arrests made in the state because many law enforcement agencies 

do not s,*mit fingerprint ~~rds or su'tlmit them on an irregular basis. 

Thus, it is difficult to use fingerprint records as a measure 
(.) ':.. 

') of the number of arrests. 
" 

At least one straightforward conclusion can be drawn frQID 

fingerprint card recq}'ds. Law EnforcemEint agenci~s did not 

fingerprint every person that they arrested in 1975. Only 6,752 

persons were finger;pr",~:nted in the stat~ :':}'hile 12,470 criminal q 

cases were possessed. by the courts. 
._-- ----- .. -_~ .. _______ . _____ , •• __ , H" '~"'_" o ....... _ ~ __ ..... ~ .. " 

o 

Comparison between crime· and fin1erprint ~ecords. While no 
'i 

straightforward ,conclusions can be drawn from' a comparison of 
, 

crime da ~a' and fingerprint recor.ds, it is useful t~ analyze these" p 
;;;/ 

measures on a superficial level. 
" ,) /' 

Table '11 contains poPula.:tion', (mille '~nd fingerprint data y7' 
~~ .... 

for eac~. South Dakotar county. SincJ' fing~rp,rint records are 

sUbmi tted by police depa~t~\ents and sheriff offices, these two 

sou:rces have been combined to produce on~ 'tot a-I fo'i eac.h'C:ou~ty.· 
.I: '" \~) '. :} 

A ~ptal of 5,000 Part '1 c::imes occurred in Pennington .County cin 0 

1975 while 771 persons were fingerprinted during tIieG,:s~me pe::;'iod. 

Law. ~nforcement'agencies in Mi'nnehaha County ~il;gerprint~d 1,294 
~ 

perosons and reporteCf 4,042 Part I crimes. o.:r'he only other ~~ounty 

• ~ h" h -l.n w.1.cmore than .1,000 crimes were reported ... Brown': submitted 

,only 14 fingerprint re9ords. Manycountll:'-;S hado a'· higp,er total" 
: ~ ~' 

of p~~§ons tingerpr:l.nt~d than the 'l}umber of Part I crime t,hat " , """,r' ;:;' .. .!' ':~.- -; (; 

oc~urred. This is P'oSSible due' \to 1) Persons!Q~;aing fingerpri~~ed 
::~~ ,0 :,.. C-, ,/ 'f) -' 

than'oneperson taking part 
'I 

for . .other .th~n Part I crimes; 2) More 

(~ 

,)' 

,'0 

" ! ,~ 

I ~) 
~ 
f -) Q> 

I 1\ 
~ o· 
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Table 11 

Popu1ati9n, Crime and Persons Fingerprinted 
In South Dakota Cotibti~s 

UCRPart I 
.. '. County Countllb Population 

, (I 0 '" Aurora. 4,099 . 

,yPersons 
Fihge!llrinted 

. , 9 

'U 

Beadle 0 21,000 
Bennet tos, 40Q .. , 

c Bon Homme "I)S99- r:, 

Brookinis 22, 59-V 
Brow.n ,,) S8.,495 
BruleS,799 
Buffalo l,SOO 
Butte'" , .. -.S,399 
Campbell 2,600 
Charles Mix 10,399 " 

, ; ,Clark 5{599 
Clay'" ,12,598 
Codington 19,597 
Corson ' 5, 099 

V Custer. 5:044 
o Davison- G17,897 

,) Day 8[899 
Deuel 5,699 
Dewey ,e- 5,894 
Douglas 4,399. 
Edmunds 59 599 :" 
Fall &i ver / Shan,r.\on, 17,598' 
Fa~lk " 3,799 ' 
Grant 9,287 
Gregory 6, 399 ': 
Haakon 2,700 
Hamlin 5, 599 
Hand 5,899 
Hanson 3, 699" 
Harding·;'; . 1, 700~ 

, Hughes , 12,998 
, . Hutchinson 9,899 
Hyde(,'. 2 , 600 
Jackson/WashtLbaugh . , 3, 10qt, 
Jerauld( 3,200 

, Jones ,) col, 90Q 

, 0 

Kingsbury 7,39~ 
Lake~' 0 10,898 

, Lawrence C 17, 59B 
Lincoln' 12,298 
l,.ymat\ '. - ,<;. 3 , 99g 
McCook 6,999 
MoPherson 4,799 
Marshllo.'ll 5, 499 

o Meade 17,798 
,Mellet.ti~ 2,300'" 

., Miner' i,l \~"" 4 ,199 
Minnehaib.a 98 ,288 
Moody-';:::: 1\" 0 7, 69.9 
Penn!bg:ton : 65, 591 ;~ 
Perkin~ 4,499 D 
Potter 4 ;394 " " 

o 

"1 Rob-arta. G" 12,098 
? ..; Ss,nborn r 3, 400~" 

, "Spink) 10,594 
, "f "Stan.ley 3 ' 000 

'I """Bu,Uy 0'. 2 ;'300 . r~, 
" ~ C "r 'l'1'1pp/Todd c 15, 7@8 

. (j 1 Q,Turnel' "'c. 0 9,699 
. ,,'Unloql" 10,399 

( Walworth",,, 'b 900 D ! Yankton 11,997 
" .1 c_' Zieb~ch -2,60'0 

'~\\ I C,' jl STATE
i
,.--,--_ 683,000 " 

o 

159 c 

72 
28 

214 
14 
40 
o 

100 
o (\ 

238 
3 
o 

445 
,3 

85 
281 

24 
18 
13 ' 
'4 ,~ 

113 
208 

5'0 
"66 

56 
8 

12 
9 
8 
1 

232 
6 
o 

"25 
27 
37: 
1'7' 
94 

496 
42 
o a 

43 
o 

27 
39 

(; 

6 
1,294 
, 25 

771 G 

41 
'19 
1e> 

1 
34 
.u 

1 
"27 

" 11 
": 76"" . ,_ 

"Y; 233 (,p '.' 

110 
D .0 

6,024d 

I"" q' ,;j') 
OJ {j ~, ,.Pqpu1at16n 'and crime dii:ta obtained "from the FBI "Crime by 'bounty" 

.1 computer ,printout of'June,o 1976. FingerprInt (lata o1:Stained£rom the 1,975 
c\ '" I (f Annual Fingerprint Car.-d ,Report otthe Sowth Dakota D.iv;1sibn at Crimtllr~l f) 

'''1 Investle;ation,o C;,;im~ ra.te&'eare~ thFl numbe'r ot, Pa.rt I c~;~mes.per 10P,OOO. 

- , I 9.'Es';imate based on :3' to 11 mo~thl¥ rl;'!po;ts. 0 <& 0, 
~1) I.~· • Q 

·0 

" 

1 " bE~,_:t1mate b~$e~'Jon1es~ than3'\~~nfj~lyre~prts. {) 

I CEst;1matebased 9,0 some combinat·ion of fu.l1~report,par~c.a1 Jepo:rt and no report 

, .~! I' c' 0 'of ~~:;:~~r of cards sUbmittad"bysfrarHt"offices 0 a,lld p£>lice depaJ;"tmeriJ;~' 

'" 

~) 

II:' 

C;. 
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in one crime ·act; 3) pi,fferences in crime reporting and finger-

printing policies. A total of 18:692 Part I crimes were e~timated 

to b"ave'occurred in South, Dakota in 1915. For these crimes and a 

'variety 'of others that are not one of the seven UCR Part I offenses, 
\:) 

6,024 persons were fingerprinted. 

Age, sex and race of persons arrested. Table 12 provides 
(, 

oa breakdown of 'the age, sex and race characteristics of persons 
D 

that were arrested and had their fingerprint t'::Scords submitted to 

DCI. ' Fingerp~i.I1t records have been broken into the categories of 
o 

I.) 

. adul.tand juvenile. While it is clear that adults are persons 18 

yeal's of 'age and over, the lower age limit 'of a juvenile is some

what )in"questiol1~cIn practi,ce DCI receives virtually no finger-
o 

print report~ for persons under the age .of 14,' therefpre, the pro-
"', .,\ (' . 

G w . 

portion of each juvenile age and sex,· category in Table 12 is b.ased 

on th"e number of persons 14 to 17 years old as determined by the 
,;), 

'1970 census. 
o 

While the table provides an accurate "description of demographip 

'characteristics obtained from fingerprint reports it does not 
" 

c 

nece .. ssarilY reflect the tru. epropoI'};tcQn of crimes;commi tteu1 by 
( ~> 

pers¢ns in each age, s~x and race G..~tegory. Many variablesma,y 
., 

(lntervene to produce a d.istortedpicture. For example, in South 
.J? 

Dakota blacks make up'1ar less than 1% of 
~j , 

I,f an eYe witness observes a black person 

the total pOPula1on. 

co~itting a crime the 

number of' likely s'dspectsin the'police investigation is much less 

than if a w~ite person committed the crime. As a,result,'a black 
.\. ~ . ' 

,'. "/ ., • • < :rr..r;'·~ f;;;;~,. , 
'- i~~. 't ~ -q"":"0 ...,:-e ';:~1.:1~(. . . 

person may 'o"e~) more likely £6 pe arr~ste~~t~ r-n~ addi tion, the da til. 
. . ~.. , 

reflect arrest characteristids not tlie "c{haracteristics' of persons 
.;, .. .'~, ... ~~: \\. I' 7r,~' \1, \~, 

con¥ictedof a crime. 

o . 
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Male 
White 
Indian 
Negro 

Female 
White 
Indian 
Negro 

Male 
White 
Indian 
Ne~ro 

Female, 
White 
Indian 
Negro 
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Table 12 

Age, Sex and Ra.ce Characteristics ot Persons Arrested 

Felonies 

. Adult I uveniles 
Number of Percentage of Percentage of umber of Percentage of 
Felonies Felonies Po ulation Felonies Felonies • 

1,491 
376 

40 

122 
52 

7 

71.4 
18.0 
1.9 

5.8 
2.5 

.3 

Adult 
Number of Percentage of 

Misdemeanors Misdemeanors 

2,903 
755 

22 

242 
150 

5 

11.2 
,18.5 

.5 

5.9 
3.7 

.1 

Adult 

46.9 
1.8 

.2 
'" 

49.2 
2.0 

.1 

.Misdemeanors 

22 
5 
o 

o 
o 
o 

Percentage of Number of 
Po u1ation Misdemeanors 

46.9 
1.8 

.2 

49.2 
2.0 

.1 

Total Crimes 

15 
5 
o 

o 
o 
o 

78.6 
17.9 
o 

3.6 
o 
o 

75.0 
25.0 
o 

o 
o 
o 

Juveni~s 
, Number of Percentage of 

Total Crimes Total Crimes 
P~rcentage of Number of Percentage of 
Population Total Crimes Total Crimes 

Male 
White 
Indian 
Negro 

Female 
White 
Indian 
Negro 

4,394 . 
1,131 

62 

364 
202 

12 
. 

71.3 
18.3 
1.0 

5.9 
3.3 

.2 

46.9 
1.8 

.2 

49.2 
2.0 

.1 

37 
10 
o 

1 
o 
o 

79.2 
20.8 
o 

2.1 
o 
o 

Percentage of 
Po ulation 

48.1 
2.9 

.1 

45.7 
3.1 

.1 

Percentage of 
Po u1ation 

48.1 
2.9 

, .1 

.45.7 
3.1 

.1 

Percentage of 
PQJ,lu1ation 

48.1 
2.9 

.1 

45.7 
3.1 

.1 

Note. Data obtained from the 1975 Annual Fingerprint Card RePort , 0t the SO\lth 'Dakota " 
DiVISion of Criminal Investigation. 
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Adult males which make 48.9% of the adult population con

stituted90:a% of all adult arrests. White, Indian and Negro 

males e::t:ch accoullted for ,a.larger proportion of arrests,th~n their 
" (l 

female counterparts. Whi te females mak~ up 49.2% of the adult 
,0 ~ 

)populat ion but only 5 .9% o~ adult arrests. (1 

More white males 

C? were arrested for felonies and misdemeanors in South Dakota during 

1975 than any other adult category. 

With the exception .of one white female, all juveniles arr~sted 

were white or 'Indian males. Whit'e males, comprising 48.1%, of the 

juvenile population, accounted for 79.2% of all juvenile fingerprint 

reports. Juv.enile Inciian male.s'make up 2.9% of the juvenile popula-
. 

tion and wer,e fing,erprinte_d in connection wi t~ 10 crimes. These 10 

crimes composed 29.8% of all juvenile fingerprint repo!:'ts. Law 

enforcement authorities exercise considerable discretion in the 

handling of juvenil,e ca[:Ses. This] makes meaningful interpretation 
".\, ,J 

I'r, 

of juvenile arrest data difficult. A more complete analysis of 

juvenile data can be found in The"Juvenile Offender in South Dakota 

published by the Squth Dakota Statistical AnalYSis Center. 

VictimizationSurvey:',.Preliminary Re'sults 
--f! ' 

(, 

In order to overcome some ot the inadequacies of UCR data 

and ,to' asse$sing the ef~ect of implementation of the state UCR 

program on reportE3d crime rates a victimization sur;veywas con-
." i\. if 

ducted in South Dako.ta. The survey, carried o.ut by the Statistj.cal 
(? . 

An~lysis Center ,( SAC) in early .. ~977, was mai.J,e~ to a sample of 5,059 

~outl1DakotaresidE3Il,ts over 17 years old. ThE3 sample was se'lected 

" , from tQ.epop~l[ttion of persons w.i th South Dakqta driver ' .. s licenses. 

i , 
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The survey measured cit.izens e~periences as victims of crimes 

and t.heir percept.ions of crime and t.he criminal just.ice system 
[, (.::., 

in t.he st.at.e for 1976. Analysis of the dat.a has not. beeh complet.ed 

at t.his time, however, some preliminary result.s are available. As 

of April l5, 1977, 3,425 respondent.s had ret.urned complet.ed surveys. 
,,' 

An additional 576 surveys were undeliverable t.hrough t.he mails. 
o 

Excluding undeliverable surv·eys, a 76.4% response rat.e was obt.ained. 
" 

i: 

Vict.imizat.ion Rates. The rat.es of vict.imization in. ,.south 
I: , 

Dakot.a's Planning Dist.rict.s ~nd t.he st.~t.e as a whole are present.ed 

in Table 13. It is obVious ~Ihat. t.he 1976 vict.imizat.ion rat.es" found 

in Table 13 a~e almost. unifor:~ly much higher t.han t.he 1975 UCR 

crime rat.es found in Table 7.' Even whel;l year t.o year ch~anges iir 

crime rat.es are taken int.o achount. victimizat.ion rat.es are oo'nsi.;.. , 

i 
derablyhigher t.han UCR Part. [ crime rat.es. 

u, 

The major reason for t.hi.$'difference is that. many crimes are 

not. report.ed t.o law enforcement agencies. 

also contribut.e t.o t.his diff~rence. 

Several other 
(I' 
I{ 

~o 
I: 

One of thesefact.ors is, the percept. ion of a cri~he. 
'i (:) !, 

may feel t.hat. t.hey have been vict.imized, howev,er, a +aw 

fact.ors 

A person 

ent~rcement. 

invest.igation may indicate t.hat. no crime has been cOI1[1IJli tted. 
" 

\ UCR Part. I crimes differed somewhat. from t.hose IT.\easured in' 

t.he vict.imizat.ion survey. '.['he vict.imizat.ion survey e~~panded the 
r; 

UCR def~ni t~on of rape ,t.o illclude all sexual assaul t.s., In addi-
, ...!! . t, ':;1 . . '';'1 

t.ioD" a measure ofvan~:alism Was added to t.he, vict.imizat.ion survey .. 
l' 

These two changes acco~:;nt.ecl for many vict.imizat.ionsthat. t.he UCR 

Part. 1 program does not.!!, at.tempt.. to cover. The exclusion of homicide 
i!, 

'7, 

-........ , 

,. 

0 '.J 
") 

\:1 

0 .t . 
(; 
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Sexual Assault 
Actual 
Attempt 

Robbery 
Actual 
Attempt 

Assault 
Actual 
Attempt 

Total Violent 
Actual 
Attempt 

Burltla.ry 
Actual· , 
Attempt 

'Larceny 
Actnal 
Attempt 

Vebicle Theft 
Actual 

'Attempt 

,Vandalisma 

Total Property 
Actual 
Attempt c 

Total Cr,imes 
, Actual 

Attempt 
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, , Table 13 

P~eliminary Analysis of 1976 Victimization Rates 
, in South Dakota's Planning ni~tricts 

\' 

Planninli Distric.t " '. 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
a 786 187 0' 0 3,770 
0 262 187 0 0 820 
0 524 0 ° 0 2,951 

376 655 0 4P.6 265 2,623 
a 524 0 w65 265 2,131 

376 131 0 331 0 492 

. 6,013 3,806 5,037 3,150 3,974 9,720 
2,064 1,312 1,493 1,493 2,646 2,801 
3,940 2,493 3,545 1,658 1,326 6,919 

/ 

6,391 5,247 5,224 3,646 4,239 '16,113 
2,064 2,098· 1,680 1,658 2,911 5,752 
4,316 3,148 3;545 1,989 1.326 10,362 

4,131 5,,263 4,690 5,137 3,733 12,151 
2,820 3,553 4,315 4,305 3,457' ,8,703 
1,316 1,711 375 828 287 3,448 

12:;9°8 9,481 8,052 9,429 10,372 12,664 
11,444 8,936 7,303 8,278 10,372 11,330 

565 526 749 1,161 0 1,318 

188 786 2,612 498 794 1,315 
0 282 933 331 529 493 

188 524 1,679 165 265 821 
0 

8,023 14,436 19,439 13,719 35 16,474 
0 

24,350 29,946 34,793 28,781 14,934 42,604 
22,287 27,187 31,990 26,633 14,393 37,000 

2,06,9 ,2,761 2,803 2,154 532 5,587 

30,553 35,193,; 140,017 32,427 1.9,173 58,tf7 
24,351 129,285 33,670 128,291 17,304 42,752 
f 6 ,385 5,909 6,3~8 4,143 1,858 15,949 

Note. Data obtained trom a,pr,eliminary analysis ot the 1976 
S,outh Dakota Victimization Survey. 

~~e~t 
900 
200 
700 

900 
700 
300 

5;900 
2,200 
3,800 

7,700 
3,100 
4,800 

6,900 
4,900 
2,000' 

11,200 
9,900 
1,300 

1,100 
500 
600 

14,9QO 

34,100 
30,200 

3,900 

42,000 
33,300 
8,700 

aanly actual occurrences of vandalism were assessed in the victimization 
I"survey. 
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from the victimization survey was another difference between the 
'~"" 

UCR Part I crimes and victimizations (assessed, by the survey. 

For the above reasons no direct comparisons will be made 

between 1975 UCR Part I crime rates and 1976 victimization rates. 

With the exception of vehicle theft and vandalism, Planning 

District VI had the highes~ rate of victimization in the state 

for every crime measured. Planning District III had the highest 

victimization rates for vehicle theft and vandalism and ~he 

second highest Planning District totai victimisation rate. The 
o 

victimization rate in Planning Distri"ct I was the lowest in the 

state and little more than one half the rate of Planning District 

VI. 

The frequency of occurrence of sexual assault and robbery 

was too low to be adequately assessed in most Planning Districts. 

The rates of victimization of other types of crimes, hpwever, ,; 

should provide reliable measures. In 1976 a citizen of South 
\l a 

Dakota was more likely to be a'~ictim of vandalism than any other 
~ . . 

crime. The ri"umber of victims Qf larceny was second only to the 

number of victims of vandalism. 
\;~ 

" Assault was the most common 
() 

violent crime, occurring much more frequently than either sexual 

assault or robbery. 

In the comparison of actual and attempted crimes, property 

crimes are much mor~ likely to "be a,.ctuallycarried out while 
,. II 

violent crimes tend toijumber more attempts than actual occurrences. 
.:i, 

Attempts at a sexual assault a:re more than .,three times as common 
}> 

than are actual sexual assaults. Actual robbery victims, o.n the 

,/ other hand are more than twice as numerous as victims of attempted. 

"' 

, I 

.. ~. '. 
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robbery. Somewhat more attempts than actual vehicle thefts 

occur, however, actual burglary and larceny victims outnumber 

victims of attempts. Only actual occurren.ces; of vandalism were 

assessed in the survey. 

'~~ The size of the sample used in.the victimization survey did. 

not provide a sufficiently large data base to assess victimization 

rates in all 10 'of the UCR high crime areas • Victimization data 

for the high crime are~s with the largest populations are presented 

in Table 14~ 
, 

Victi~ Reporting of Crimes •. When a respondent to the survey 

was a victim of crime or an attempted crime they were asked to 

indicate whether or not tliey reported the crime to law enforcement 

officials. If the same crime occurred more than once to a victim, 

t~~y were asked to indicate if they reported the most recent inci

dent. This data supplied the iniormationon the ~rcentage of 
, i:.! 

victimizations reported to law enforcement agencies found in Table 
G\ 

15. Few (33%:) of the attempts and only 29% of the actual sexual 

assaults were reported. Sexual assault was the~nly crime which 
I,> 

v.ictims were more likely to report attempts than a~tual occuri'ences. 

Victims reported 67% of·oactual robberies, however, noa ttempted 

robbe:ry victims reported the i,ncident to law enforcement agencies. 

t,~saul t was the c~ime ,least lik,IY to be reported. 
-~ ."; a 

Crime on South Dakota Indian Reservations 

The Bureau of Indian"Affairs uses a crime reporting system 

'that is simi.llar to the FBI's Uniform Grime Reports. However, the 

.reporting'··and auditing of ,crime data from South Dak.ot"a Indian reser-

" 
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Table 14 

Victimization Rates in Selected High Crime Areas 

i M nne h h C a a oun t y p enn i t ng on t oun;v 
Sioux Rapid 

Otherb Aberdeen Total Falls Othe'ra Total City 
Sexual Assault c 1,198 ,,1,442 c 2,749 1;916 10,000 

Actual c 399 481 c 687 766 c 
Attempt c 798 962 c 0 2,062 1,149 10,000 

Robbery 700 998 1,202 c 3,436 3,448 ?,333 
Actual c 798 962 c 2,405 2,299 3,333 
Attempt 700 200 240 c 1,03J. 1,149 C 

" Assault 3,400 
, 

3,000, 3,373 200 10)690 10,385 13,333 
Actual 2,700 1,200 1,205 200 2,414 1,923 6,667 
Attempt 700 1,800 2,169 " c 8,276 8,462 6,667 

Total Violent 4,100- 5,196 6,017 200 16,875 15,749 26,666 
Actual 2,700 2, 39 1

"{ 2,648 200 5,506 ,', 4,988 10,000 
Attempt 1,400 2,798 3,371 c 11,369 10,760 16,667 

,-::;-

Burglary 3,300 8,016 9,157 2,381 14,777 15,709 6,667 
c' Actual 2,600 5,411 6,506 c 9,622 9,961 6,667 

Attempt 700 2,605 2,651 2,381, 5,155 5,747 . c 

Larceny 10,000 10,600 12,289 2,353 11,724 11,154 16,667 
Actual 9,300 10',200 11,807 2,353 10',000 9,615 13,333 
Attempt 700 40'0 482 c 1,724 1,538 3,333 . 

" 
Vep.ic1e Theft c 998 1,202 c 1,379 1,532 c 

"Actual c 200 240 c ' 690 766 c 
Attempt c 798 962 c ~\ 690 766 c 

Vanda1ismd 
't;\; 17,20'0' 14,60'0' 16,867 3,529 17,931 18,846 ~O,O'O'O 

Total Property" 30',50'0' 34,214 39,515 8,263 45,811 47,241 33,334 
Actual 29,10'0 30',411 35,420' 5,882 38,243 39,188 30',0'0'0' 
Attemp.t 1,40'0' 3,80'3 4,095 2,381 7,569 8,0'51 3,333 .::--....:;:. 

" _;:;r, 

Total Crime 34,600' 39,410' 45,532 8,463 62,686 62,988 60',0'0'0' 
Actual 31,80'0' 32,80'8 38,,068 6,0'82 43,749 44,176 40',0'00' 
At~elllpt 2,800' 6,60'1 7,466 2,381 18,938 18,811 20',0'0'0 

, ' , .... , . , , . , , , ... , . 

u 

Note. Data obtained from preliminary analysis Of the 1976 South Dakota 
Victimization Survey. Rates are the number of victimizations per 
100,000 population. 0 

aData for Minnehaha County with Sioux Falls exclUded. 

bpata for Pennington County with Rapid CitY,exc1utfed. 

cNo crime was reported in this 'category. 

" dOn1y actual occurrences of vandalism were assessed in the victj,mization 
\) survey., .:," .; ,; 
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Sexual Assault 
Actual 
,Attempt 

Robbery 
, .Actual 
Attempt 

Assault 
Actual 
Attempt 

(I 

Burglary 
Actual 
Attempt 

o 

Larceny 
Actual 
'~ttempt 

Vehicle Theft 
Actual 
Attempt 

Vandalism 

o 

Table 15 

; Percenta~e of Victim~zatio;n Reported to Law,:· Enforcement Agencies 

'~, 
II 

PI ann1n D' t . t 18 r1C 
" '0 

~ 

~ 2 / 3 '~4 5 6 
<:' 

c, 

0 i\ (,' 
r.;" 

::a 0 100 
" 

Ii a 38 
a 0 100 a a . (;- 33 '-" 0" 

" 50 a a a a 
" 

cY " 

0 60 a 33 100 q6 , 
a 75 ;/ a 100 100 56 
0 a :;1 a 0 a a " 

20 32 ,:'; 8 20 I 50" = 26 
1 ~~\ 

33 43 .. 0 14 33 33 
,', 11 

c' 

0 ,.33 75 67 22 . 
62 67 5P- 65 ~ 46 

0 '" c 62 
80 75 t.;, 56 67 50 ,/ 63 , 

c' 

0 e 25 0 50 33 57 
-,', ~'f?' ~-' c;; 
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50 52 
;(~. 

42 51 54 44 
49 53 .. 4.2 c 53 54 44 

t , 
fOOg;- 0 a 0 a 

" 
50 

" 

" too 67 57 100 100 . 43 
" "100 ioo 

! 

a C\ 100 

T 
100 33 

I~~O 50·· ,,33 100 100 50, 

f ~ 
,I; 

4? C 42 56 38 51 41 

(1 , 

South 
Dakot,a 

33 
29 
38 

50 
67 

0 

24 
29 
22 

59 
65 
33 

7 ., 
", 49 

49 
~'~ 40 

, 70' 
85 
57 ',' 
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Note. 
?.J ~_~ 

Data obtained from a prelimina~y :,analysis ~ the 1976 South Dakota Vic;i.tim:ization 
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. .~ .~ 

'. vat:i.ons is hal3.dled differently tha~ crimEr data from other areas 

in the state. Since the BIA's follow-up procedure is not as exten

sive as the one used by the FBI, crime data from Indian reservations 

contain some numerical inconsistencies. These inconsistencies and 

the high year-to-year variability in crimes reported suggest that 
'I 

~ ,I 

I-.this data;,. may not be an aooupate peppesentation o'f opime on pesep-.. ' 

vations. As with all Uniform Crime Report data for South Dakota 

presented in this report, intepppetations shouZe be made. with oaution. 
u-" Co 

Crime in 1974. In .. ;;;.r974 and 1975, all South Dakota ,reservat1ons 

except Fiandreau used th,e BIA crime? reportini?: system. The rate of 

offenses reported to law ~i1forcement agencies on Indian reservations 

in 1974 is pres~nted in T~ble 16. In 1974, South Dakota Indian 
-""'-~--"-'--=':"":";""~-- ./) °0 {,L 

Reservations experienced an average -crime'rateof- 5, 535,ofi~-enses 
" 0.. " ,., <.? 

pe~ 100,006 poptilation. 
Q 

This was more than twice the South Dakota 
Q 

non-reservation crime rate. \l " ") 

The Lower Brule reservation' experienced a total' crime rate ,- r~" 

of 2~,080 per 100,'040 population. This was the highflstcrime 
- C-.-J (_ 

rate experienced by 'any area in 'South Dakota, whether i:reservati·on 
. 0 

'0 

. or non-reservatiol1,tI PineO Ridge and Rosebud had the second and third 

highest reservation 
• .". ;-;'\. G 

tot.al cri.me rat vis. " 
II 

(I 

Wi tIl tot:~l crime .rates of 411 and 692 per 100, OOOpopulatiqn 

respecti-¥ely, Standing Rbck and Cheyenn.e River had the lowest~:;)re!3er

vation total crime rates. The" crime rates for these two reservat'i'ons 
':.... 

Q are well below the South Dakota no~-reservation average. 
00 ~, " d':=: 

LoweJ; Brule, Pi'~e Ridge and Rosebu~ also'l had the highe§lt 
<,,-' 1.1 " , 

violent crime rates of S.~uth Dakota re~ervations. Tb:~s.e high 
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.Rate of Offenses Known to Agencies on Indian Reservations in South Dakotaa 1974 

Cheyenne River 
Crow' Creek 
Lower Brule 
Pine Ridge 
Rosebud 
Si·aseton 
Standing Rock 0 

Yankton 
,. 

SD.' Reservations 
~SD·· 
Non-Reservation 

Homicide 
o 
o 
o 

" '6r" 
13 
41 

'0, 
o 

26' 

2 

Rape 
92 

161 
~142 

,~ 3()5 
146 
123 
103 

o 
, 179 

11 

I~ 

" 

Robbery Assault 
o . 254 
o 483 

,.0 9,402 
'fr-'= -'~(3, 738 .. 
o 4:418 , 

411 1,602 
\0" 226 
d' 1,895 

32[0-. 

20 148 

346 
644 

.9,544 
4,112. 
4,577 
2,,177 

329 
1...t.895 

o .T8T . 

BurgTar'y . Larceny 
46 300· 

322' 322 
2,707 . 9,829..., 
1,028 2,378 

849 1,552 
1 , 397 ( 1 , 150 

62 21 
702 140 

. '747 1.490 . 

1,735 

Auto 
o 

81 
o 

915 
106 
205 

o 
o 

Total 
Property 

346 
724 

12,536 
4',321 ,I 

2,507 
2,753 

82 
.842 

350) 2.587 
( 

157 2,490" 

o 

Note." Reservat:ioh data derived from, "Offenses Known to Police" forms obtained from the BIA. 
~lon-reservation data obtained from Table 4, Crime in the United States J 1974. Rate, of offenseS 
are the number of'c~imes per 100,000 population. 1/ 

a' . 
Flandreau does not use the BIA crime reporting s;ystem. 

"- Ii '\1 
II II 

.C 

o 
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. 0 " 

Total 
Crimes 

692 
1,369 

22,080 
8 ,434 . 
.7,084 
~4J930 
.. 411 
2 737 

5 535" 

2,671 
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j' 

violent crime rates are primarily due to an exceptionally high 
(j 

rate of assault. Every Indian reservation in South Dakota has 
,~ 

a ~h'igher assault rate than the average for non-reservation areas., 

,Homicide occurred only on the Pine Ridge, Rosebud and 

Sisseton reservations 'in 1974. ThE? ratesqf homicide from these 

threeOreservations produced an average hom~cide rate on reservations 

(26 per 100,000 population) far above the South Dakota non-reserva-
h 

tion average for 1974 (2 per 100,000 popillation.) 11",',:"" ',' 
'U ~. 

" 

Rape is also a problem on South Dakota reservations. Every 

reservation with the except:ion of Yankton experienced a rape rate 

higher than the non-reservation average. The most serious problem 
,', 

with rape was on the P'1ne Ridge reservation where 35 rapes occurr~d 

in 1974,. 

Robbery occurred on two reservations, Pine Ridge and Sisseton.! 

The robbery rates on these two reservations, however: produced an' 
'" 

average reservation rate of robbery that was h'igher than the South 

Dakota average in'" 1974. o 
In the United States and in" South Dakota,I s non-reservation 

areas property crimes outnumber violent crimes. On South Dakota 
'\3 0 

reservations the reverse is~true.·The average proper~y crime 

,) rate on reser'vati9ns,"was comparable to the non-reservation average. 
" 

Property crimes,were a serious problem on the Lower Brule reservation 

where a propertyOcrime rate of 12,536 per 100,000,o,population occurred. 
II 

P t . Iv' r(,>per y crl.me rates were also relatively high on the Pine Ridg'e, 

{/ Sisseton and Rosep.ud reservations. The remaining four reservations , .' 
expe;rienced property crime rates below 1,000. 

; 1 
... 

{I 
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Larceny was the only crime which occurred at a lower rate 

on South Dakota reservations that in non-reservation areas in 

1974. While Lower Brule had an exceptionally h~gh larceny rate, 
,;:;:::-;::-:::-:=::::-..... 

all other reservations had a rate of larceny close to o:r::':.t,~:r· 

below the non-reservation average. 

The rate of, burglary was highest on the Lower Brule reserva

tion. Sisseton, l?!.ne Ridge and Rosebud also experienced higher 

burglary rates than the average for South Dakota reservations during 

1974. Very low burglary rates occurred on the Cheyenne River and 

Standing Rock re,~ervations. 

Four reservations (Cheyenne River, Lower BrUle, Standing 
'J 

Rock and Yankton) experienced no automob.ile thefts in 1974. 

The,automobil~ theft rate was very high in Pine Ridge and higher 

than the" non-r'iJservation average in Sisseton. 

~~ Crime in 197~(. Table 17 contains the rate of offenses 

known to law enfo~cement agencies on South Dakota IndianL~eser

vations in 1975. The total crime rate on (:!'eservations decreased 15% 

in 1975 from the 1974 rate. However, the total crime rate on reser

vations remained higher than the non-reservation average. In 1975, 

as in 1974, Lower Brule and Pine Ridge had the high~st, reservation Ij 

total crime'rates. A very large increase in ''crirnes, especially 
"Ii 

violent crimes, gave Crow Creek the third highest reservation crime 

rate. Th~ c~.~rnerate decreased by more than 50% 9::)etween 1974 
'-", 

and 1975 on the Rosebud reservation., The rem~anfiig :;four reserva-
o 

tion~ experienced a total crime '::rate less th'an the South Dakota 

non-reservation average. 
(J 

•• J 0 j 

I 
I 

, 
" 

, " 

, 



.- ........ 

c.> 

" 

, , 

" 

\. ~ tr ';3 

tl. 

M\:, 

,-

" 

il 

1 I , .~ 

,,<, 

Table 17' 

- a Rate of Offenses Known to Agencies on Indian Reservations in South Dakota 1975 

Total Total Total 
Agency Homicide Rape Robbery Assault Violent Burglary Larceny Auto Property Crimes 
Cheyenne River , 0 44 0 242 

H 
286 309 309 22 639 926 

Crow Creek 0 70 0 3,989 4,059 '490 1,190 70 1,749 5,808 
Lower Brule 0 531 398 10,226 · 11,155 2,789 5,312 ~,328 9,429 20,584 
Pine Ridge 160 0' 211 0 5,345 5,717 2,;J.28 1,2,24 160 3,513 9,230 
R9sebud 166 190 0 1,807 2,164 547 559 0 1,106 3,270 
S:lsseton 0 0 0 368 368 0 170 0 170 538 
S1;anding Rock 19 78 0 468 565 468 58 0 526 1,091 
YaLnkton 0 0 0 70 70 632 70 0 702 772 

H 

;\ ! 
SEI Reservations 92 140 8 2,612 2 851 1,006 737 84 1 827 4 678 
SD 
Non-Resea;-vation 4 17 31 154 205 668 1 698 168 2 534 2,739 

" 
J ' 

Note. Reservation data derived from, "OffensesflKnownto Police" forms6btained from theBIA. 
Non-reservations data obtained from Table 4, crime in the United States, 1975. Rate of offenses 
are the number of crimes per 100,000 population. 

a 0 

Flandreau does not use the BIA crime,reporting system. 
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Q Vfolent crime rates were also the highest in the Lower ) 

r;'--- " ',. Pine Ridge and Crow' Creek reservations. No other reservation had ";:<:: 

}. UI 
J 1\ 

~ 

~, a violent crime rate above the reservation average. The violent ! 
\), 

(0 I ", 

crime rate 'in the Yankton reservation decreased dramatically I 
I 

( \ 
I 

.. 4) between 1974'and 1975 making it the only reservation with a I 
() 

:1 violent crime rate below the South Dakota non-reservation'average 

in 1975. 

ab 
In 1975, as in 1974, assaults accounted for the majority 

.- I~ '!', of violent crimes on South Dakota reservations. Very high assault " J~; 
" ~;-

;1 rates occurred on the Lower Brule, Pine Ridge and Crow Creek 
.-'1 

(J 
.!.~ . 

l~ reservations. ,Every other reservation, with the exception of 
(:;-. \\ 

Yanktop., also experienced a rate of assaults higher than the South \) 

Dakota non-reservation average. 

~ ;0 Rapes were reported on every reservation in the state in 

c 1975, except for Sisseton and Yankton. Lower Brule, Pine Ridge 
,f 

~ 

and Rosebud had rape rates above the average of other reservations, 
c:r .~ \'": 

~.) , " 

"~O 1° 
in the state. Lower Brule and Rosebud were the only reservations 

.. ;\ 

that reported increase in rates between 1974 and 1975. an rape . i I 
I 

The homicide rate for South Dakota reservations increased ! 
, l 

f'.' 0 by 254% between 1974 (26 per 100,000 population) and 1975 (92 I . - 11) I 
.,0 ) 

per 100,000 population). The three reservations in which homicide t 
I 

/J 

I' '" ,~ " (Pine '0 l '\, occurred Ridge, Rosebud and Standing Rock) all experienced ~ i< 

(::J : 

u' 
,I' {.c 

f) a higher homicide rate in 1975 than 1974. The rate of homiciCle 
"" -, 

~ in Sisseton dropped from 41 per 100,000 population in 1974 to 
0 zero in 1975. 0 . 

'. (; fJ ';' 
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Only one South Dakota ,reservation (L6wer Brule) experienced 
" any robberies in 1975. This resulted in an average robbery rate 

for reservations in tlle state that was much lower than t,he non';" 

res~rvation average. 

The average property crime rate for South Dakota reservations 

fell from 2,587 per 100,000 population in 1974 to 1,827 per 100,000 

population in 1975. This decrease gave reservations in the state 

a lower average property crime rate than Jl.on,-r,eservation areas foz:' 

1975. Among the .reservations, Lower Brule and Pine Ridge maintained 

the highest property crime rates in 1975 0 • All other r.p.servations 
~, 

had property crime rates below the South Dakota non-reservation 
" ~-5) 

average. Crow Creek, Cheyenne River and Standing Rock property 

crime rates incre~sed between 1974 and 1975. The Sisseton property 

crime rate dropped 94%,between 1974 and 1975 giving S~sseto~"the 

lowest property crime rate of any reservation in th& ~tate. 

Burglary was the most common property crime on South Dakota's 

reservations in 1975. The average reservation bu'rglary ratoe increased 

35% in 1975 over the 1974 level. Rosebud, Sisseton and Yankton 

were the only reservations in the state which did not experience 

an increase in burgla,TY rate. 

Pine Ridge) had burglary rates 

in 

Two reservations (Lower 

above 2,000 per ~oo , 000 

Brule and 

population 

tl 
The average reservation larceny" rate decreas~d 51% from 1974 . .. 

" ,; 

to 1975, giving rese:rvations a lower average" larceny rate than 
, 

non-reservation areas within the state. Lower Brule had the highe~t 

reservation larceny rate in 1975 followed "by Pine Ridge and Crow Creek. 

The Cheyenne River, Crow ~reek and St~nding Rock reservation~ had 

----.- ." . , " 
. -. 

, ~ ... 
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an increase in larceny rates in 1975: 

Four·~·r(:.servat' ( , ; 10ns Lower Brule Pitle"R'd \' ,1 ge, Crow Creek and 
Cheyenne Rivfer) i . ~- exper enced automobile thefts in 1975. 
the automobi\'n.e theft rat ' Although 

1,1 e 1n Lower Brule increased from zero in 
1974 to 1 32() 

, q p~r 100,000 population in 1975 
o ' the average reser-

J J 

vation automobile theft t 
ra e decr'eased 76% between 1974 and 1975. 

The largest d,"'._, crease in ' . . automobile thefts occurred on the Sisseton , 
Rosebud and Pine .. Ridge .. reservations. 
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Correlates of Crime in South Dakota 

o " 

The purpose of this section is to examin~ the(;~elationship 
between crime and s~ve~al socioeconomic 'v~r,iable"'1n 15 S9uth 

Dakota counties.' S!nce "c0mp~et,e UCR data 'is available from 

only 15 co,!ntie's the results report,ed here should not ~be 

generalized to the entire state. This section will provid~ 
- () 

an ~xample of one of the many ways in which complete data can 
)):\ 

be used when it b~comes available. ~:J-) t 

90rre~at'ions are used to describe the degree of relationship 

between two v~riables. When a high degree of relationship exists 

between two variabl~s the correlation obtained will approach 

+1. 0 (positive correlation) 01'::;.,1. 0 (negative correr:atign). A 
-, 

correl,tion of *1.0 or -1.0 "nd" t th 't f ' ]. ].ca es a a'per ect relationship 

exist~ and it is possible toexactlypredi:~t the value of one 
!l . 

variable if the value on the second variable is known. A 

~correlation of 0.0 iiildicate-s that no relatio~ship ex]." s"ts b t o e ween' 

the two variables. 

When increasing values on one variable are associated with 

increasing values on the second variable a positive value 'for 
a, 

the correlation is obtained:~" A negative val'he fo'r th'e correlatioll 

is obtained when increasing values on one vari~ble 
I) ,~ 

are associated 

with decreasing values on the sec,ond variable. 
if 

T 
' Q 

ests of statistical significance help to determine if the 
:::' . 

o 

correlation between two variables is due to chance or to a true 

~elationship between the variables. 

St~tistical significince is stated in ',Pr9bability (p) yalues. 
c:· 

For example", P"::; . 05 indicates that there is less than 5 chances 

in 100 that the correlation obtained is d1.le" to chance alone. 

o 

l!: 

~,I 

"0 

a 

'-;;" 

= 

-I ~) 

.: 0 56 
1---" 

I' 

Ho!ever, if there are 100 c9rrelatio~S all statistically signi

ficant ~tthe p < . 05 level, 5 of the~le correlations would still 
~ 1-) I? 
ttl ·n 

be expected due"to chance. Although other significance levels 
'0 I 

(e. g.p <. .0'1, pL.. 10) are often used ithe p < .05 level is the 
" /-, 

most common. 0 When" a correlation is !,;ignificant at the p< .05 
"\~ f 

level i ~'1can" be" stated with a' reasoJable degree of" confidence 
\\ 0 r 

that a,n actual relat,ionship e~ists f';etween the two variables. 
'. II 'r;: 

The crime rate in any geograplfi'c area is related to the 
"i 

~ocioeconomic and demographic characteristids of the area. 

The dete\~mination of relationship ibetwe,en criele rate and these 
, 

'variables can be useful I in understan~ing crime and in developing 
" 
plans to reduce crime rates. From correlational data alone it is 

o 

impossible to "determine if a high crime rate 1s responsible for 
~. . 

, the socioeconomic characte~istics of any area, if socioeconomic 
, . 

characteristics determine the crime rate or, if some other variable 

~r variables are respo~~ible for both. A study of the" relationships 
li-:::/:''' 

can, howeV;,er, lea:.!l0t~ a better understanding of the cxime problem. 

In March of 1973 the Center for Social Res~arch and 
J\ d 

Development at the Uni~ler;gi ty of' Denver' published Socioeconomic 
" 

Dat·a Rank Ordered for South Dakota. This pUbli~aiiQn contains 
o 

the rQa71k, order"ing of South Dakota counties on" 121 de~~~raPhic, 
o 

economic, health, education, welfare and eth~ic~variables.~J 

These variables~ whicli'''were s~lected for their reliability and 

validity, can provide. some insight int'a t'he 'factors related to 

crime i~ South Dakota. 

b ~ In order to p~"ovide = the most reliaQle indicatq/r of crime 
11 ''':: 

15) S~~h ; Dakota COll,tities on which. C~,?lplete 1975 UCR crime data 
a 

,~:was ~v,ailable were selected f<?z:)"an~:ysi~." These ,15 counties are 
- \.) 

" list~d in Table 18,. ('0 Three ~ddi tional co'unties also supp~ied 
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'Table' 18' 

'/ 

15 Counties Rank Ordered on 1975 Crime Rate 
,~, ~ ~~ cOJ 

. \) 0 

--1 . 

a Crime Part I ,b Part I ,~ q, 

Co un t y.,.,_' ____ .;;;R;;;;;a;;;;;n;;.;;k=--__ .,-.:;;.C,;;;.r.;;:;i;;;;m;;;;;"e;...;:o:::-;,;;R,;.;a.;..;t:;..;e;..u __ 'o...,.'" .;:;.C;;:.r.;;;i;;;;;m;.;;e;.c;,s;...,.-....-.;;;._(,'...;;·p;..·o;;;.pa;;.u=I.;;.;a;.;;t.;;;i;..:;o;.;;:n;..-
jl "-'~~~ u -'. ') '.t;:" '. 

Penn i ng-eun 1 0 

7.1 623 Q "5 1 000' 65" 591 
Yankton " 2 " 4, 329 " 779 ). 7 1997 

·jMinne~laha " 3 4 1 ll2,J ,0) 4,;P4:? Q 98,288 
~ro~nf 4 3 1546 "1 1369 38;495 
Faulk 5 1 1948 74 !J CJ3, 799 
Cog.in1gton 6 1,934 379 19 1597 
Brookiings 7 -:' '1 ;-'314 (/ 2B7 22,597 
Sull~: 8 1 1 000 ' ?2?3 2, 300., 
Perkfns' 9 0 82'2' ., 37 '~' 4 1499 
Kingikbury 10 "/527 0 56' ';:, ... ' 7 , 39~" 

, Hansl~n 11 "595 22 3 j 6996 
,. Lake!! ],2 560 1)61 10,898 

( Ham~lin 13"554 31 5 1599' 
'")ii 

\ '. '7 

' . .• V r...' 
(' 

0' 

Grap
1
t,14 474 44 9,287 

Haa~t?!1::-.~7;;;..'< ___ '..::1::.::5~ ____ ..::2:.::9:..:::6~. ______ ..::8:.,..1: ___ ..::2:..1,...:,7.;;0;.:::0:...-_"" 

, cNi)te. " Data derived from FBI I ilCrime by County" computer)' 
prirb~t of June 1~76." • 

:! Ii ,j II' ' ';, 
.' (i " 

'., II 
'V;' :-- J 

o 

.i" 

rJ-? ~ 
G C (J

o '0 

o ";;. o 

/j 

(:f;, 

o 

" 

(.:)0' 

" . 

o 
\> ,-

(\ 

o 

r 

J " , il 

i 

I{) 

o 

o 

58 

() 

complet'e cr,tlne data'S fDr 1975, however, they were eliminated 
0, 'I' 'J 

: ,I '~, 

from othe analysis because of 'governmental attachment. tq anqther" 

cpunty (FalL River), or tht~ presence of -Indian lands Within 
'1)(." " 

o " 

the 'county for which comparabl'Ef crime data was not available 

(Mel~ette and Benn~tt). 

Of the 121 socioeconomic variables un,der consideraticm 37 
" 

were eliminat6e~ from :the ana~l§.'s:iS be~ause of miSsip.g' data()or the 
:1 

eXistelfce of more'tp.an three counties" with the same rank on a 

variable. Identical ranks of several counties on a variable 
" 

makes intrepretation of the resulting correlatio.n difficult. 

The r~nk or~er of each-county on the remiining~~ variables. 

w~s determined. This rank order on each "variable wa~: .. then compared 
'0" .. " ., '~~l' , 

to the rank order of county .'cr~m,e rates. Kendall's't'~~l: was used 

to compu.te the degree of relationship between cr1me. rate and ,c: ,j 

each of the 84 socioeconomic'" variables. 

Of thec84 correlation's I 30 were significantlydifferent() 
'.' (, ~ 

than zero (p..(~ 05) . The 30, variables that correIa te'd significantly 

with crinte rate, are' listed in Table 19 . (/) 
• ~' ", O';j (,.I 

a " 
Nine;' dem9gl'aphic variables dbr·re"lated with: crime. The per-

centageof year ..... roun'd housing .uni ts' lacking Plumtfi'ng facilities 

correl,ated higher with crime'rate than any otherdemograph:bc 
I, ~ 

variable. Tl1e negative correlation indicates t'hat high crime' 
'. \ c/ ''::::, 0 II 

c ':::. 6 ~ 

rate tends to be associated with. a low percentage of housingo: " 

() .,unit,~ that JaCk plUmbing facilities iIi:. tb.e 15 count:i,.esst~:lie~. 
~ (~,..J ~" -" 

r, Q 

High crime rates were a).sovassociate4 wfth a low percentage of 

'persons 65 and overoandJ a:LQW percel17taieof rural farm population. 
- 0 G 

o ., 
,Siz.e of county popul~tion and. thepei·'centagebf Indj,an' population 

o' @ 
tended to increase as crirperates increase. 

[,', 

,) 

o 
(J \) , 

, , a 

'0 

G 

o 

r
-,,:,~ 

"'. ,,'';:1.-

'. 

I , 
1(1 

! 
,,">1 
"j 

i 

o 

, 



i 

i 
'1 

1 

I 
! 

~ J 

I 

l 
1 
j 
, 

1 
1 

'II- .~... ~ --

ii 
I; 

il 
Ii 
1i 
1/ 
" 

1/ 
I I 

,," 

59 

Table 19 ~ 

CORP.ELATIONS BETWEEN CRIME RATE AND SOCIOECONOMIC VARIABLES 

Correlation 
with Crime 

rate 

.429 
'.429 
.429 
.429 
.410 
.410 

-.498 
-.459 
-.429 

.676 

.581 

.562 

.524 

.524 

.~>78 

.467 

.410 
-.543 
'-.,448 
,-.383 

-.600 
-. (~62 
-: .~\86 
-.467, c-·t9 

" 

.:448 
1429 

!i' 
/I 1/ ;; " 

i 

.619 
,581 
.429 ' 

Demograpti::rc 

Po~ulationa . . 
Percent of families with own child under 18a 
Percent of ;families with own, child under 6a 
Percent In!i!,!'l-n populationa 

,(fF ' 

Percent in: (!;!;'iferant state of res,idence than in 1965a 
Percent veteran of ciyilian 'males 16 and overa 
Percent of year-round housing units lacking ,plumbiilg facilitiesa 
Percent of population 65 years and overa " ," 
Percent farm population in "places less than; 2 , 500 popula.tiona " 

!,£.onomic 

Mean income of families a 

Percent of families with income of $15,000 or moree. 
Total county evaluationsb ' , 
Per capita income of persona a 
Median dollar va.1,ue ·,of owner occuP.ied housing units~, 
Median contract rent of renter occupied housing unitea 
Median income of familiesa '" 
Einployed, 16 and over, percent service and Ilousehold workersa 
Percent o~ families with Social Security incomea 
Employ,ed, .16 and ov~r, percent bl us collar (except· farmera )a 
Percent of f.amilfi::.'9 with income below poverty levela ' 

Persons per M.D.c 
Persons per Rt. N • ,c 
Rate of deathsC 

Health 

Rate of death by heart d1seasesc 
Rate of deaths by cancerc , 

,Education :'" 

Average daily schoo). membershipd 
Male 25 y,ears and over, percen.t High School graduates9. 

Welfare 
I, 

Families with income less than poverty "--level, percent w1th,weHarea 
Aid to Depe!l.:ient children expenditures per rec,ipie.nte " ,'~' 
Aid to Dependent ch:!.ldrenrecipient rate9 

~ Crime data obtained from "Crime b.vCounty" FBI ';~omputer 
printout of Jun,e, 1974. Demographic data obtained from Socioeconomic 
~ata Rank Ordered for South Dakota,Mar~h 1973. All rates wereexpresaed, 
l.ntel"lllS of 1 .• 000 population., . ", 

".\" a1970 Ce:ilsu8 

,J!South Dakota Department ot ~venue 
. l' 

.}?South Dakota Department of 0 Health 

(iSouthDakotaDepattment of Publi.c Instruction 

eSouth Dako.ta Department of Welfare, 
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The other demographic variables which w,ere posi ti vely 

related to crime rate included the percentage of 1) ,Jamilies 

with children 2) the county population not living in South Dakota 

in 1965 and 3) veterans ot the armed forces. 

, Ten ec6nomic variables were correlated with crime rate in the 

15 counties. The mean income of I"aQlilies was more highly correlated 

wi t,h crime rate than any other variable studied. The posi ti ve 

correlation indiCates that a high mea~ family income,was related 

to a high "crime" rate.A high crime rate was also associated with 
(j ,:' , <:' 

~,arger pe~ce(ltag?s of service, and household workers and smaller 

percentages of blue collar workers. ',' The seven othef ,signifi~ant 

correlations between crime rate and economic variables all 
". 

, . ,.~, 

sugget tha::t h~gh crime rate is associated with material wealth. 

A\l five signific~n~ correlations between crime rate and 
'::;~ 

health ~iariables were negs. t i ve . A higher' number of people per 
I', c .. 

mectica:i doctor and registered n,urse was related to ; lower crime 

rat~. The correlation 'between crime'" rate and persons per M.D Y 
:) ,~, 

;("-~ ::) 

was the only one of the 30", correlatf'Qns that was not based on 

data for all 15 counties. The reference source of the,soc:i.oeconomic 

dat~ did not provid; a rank for Hanson cpunty on the persons per 

M. D'; variable, the~efor(il I. this county was excluded from this 

analysis. A high crime rate was also associated with 1) a low 
" 

totarrat:e of deaths 2) a low .rate o.f deaths by heart disease 

and 3) a lo··{ r:.ate of deaths by cancer. 

Only tW0 va~iables related to edUcation were signific~ntly 
G:\ C\ 

~ ,\ 0 ~ 

correlat~1d Wier" crime rate. " A high average
e
, ~ailY ~chool member~hip' 
l't', i) 

(whicli i~ d;i.rectlY related to population) was associated with.a 
/ jJ:-

high cr~me rate . 
. , . \\ 

,The percentige of ma+es 25 years old or older 

" 
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who were high school graduates was also positively correlated 

with crime rate. 

The three significant correlations between crime rate and 

welfare were all positive. A high percentage of families below the 

poverty leveli: with welfare income, a high ADC expenditure rate 

c::,per recipient and, a high ADC recipient rate were all associated 

with a high crime ra.te. 
I "r 

Theseicorrelations suggest that several conditions are 
;) !t. 
\i :!._ 

assoc'iated w:i;ith cr.ime in the 15 countiesc studies. As ,;might be 
;C 

expected high crime rates are associate~th a high population, 

high migration, low percentage of population over 65 and; a high ,. 

welfare recipient rate. Most of the significant' correlations cfound 0 

'\ 
can be related to one variable - size of county population. FOT 

example, the high hegati'Ve correlation between crime rate and 

persons per :M.n. is probably due to" higher doncentrations, of 

doctors in counties with a high population. 

Som.e ~f c6J-relations found raise interesting questions. 

Why are low death rates associated with highcr:i,me rates? Why 
o::-.=~ • 

" is a high p~rcentage of males who ,~;re high school graduates re-

lated to a high crime rate? 
i 

Sinc,e a correlation cannot indicate 
I~/ 

causal fact()r~ iIi a relationsh~p, questions of this type haye' their 

maj6\1:"· val ue in arousing 
. "" which leads to furth~r exploration . 
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The South Dakota Criminal Justice System 

Until now, the number:. of cases handled by each facet ,of the 
" 

criminal justice system in South Dakota has ~\not been presented in . ~ 

a syst~matic way. Barriers to such a presentation have included 
~r " 

'::. ~ 'II 

the unavailability of '·needed data: and the questiopable reliability 

and validity of portions '0;f data that was available. The situation 
S'~fC~ 

, 

has 4mproved enough, so that even though the same barriers exist, 
i 

a rudimentary description o~ the system can be devised. To see 

through a glass darkly may be m?"re useful than not looking at all. 

The accompanyihg narrative will be more understandable it refer~ 

enye is now made to Figure 2, which presents the model of the criminal 
H '71 

justice system to be fol'ioweq,in displaying the data for adults. 

The model can\\be divided into three major segments: Law 
~--;-

Enforcement, Courts, and Corrections. 'Law Enforcement data 
~~! :~\ '-. ;£.' 

.,. i,1 

consists of the number of offenses" known to the police and the 
(\ 

number of arrests. The first is obtained from the Uniform Crime 

Reports mailed ,.monthly to the FBI from many, not all, of South 

Dakota law enforcement agencies. The latter is obtainedf.rom the 

volume of fingerprint cards submitted by arresting officers to 
\:.) 
(,' 

the state Divisi<cm of Criminal Investigation. Though, according 

~9 South Dakota ·law, the fingerprints of any person arrested for 

_"R felony or misdeme'hor should be. forwarded' to the D;i. vision, many 

agencies did not comply during the years depicted. 

" Co.urts data is based entirely on circuit court caseload 
o 

.:', 

statistics provide~'bythe South Dakota Judiciary. These statistics 

:i.nelude the num,be':r\o~L\preiiminary hearings, guilty pleas I court 

trials, and; j~~y trials; for bothfe'lonies and misdemeanors. The 
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from initial appearances, prifliminary (;1 total number of dismissals (- (}:; 

t ~ • '" I) 

f ! II () , .q) are also included. The numbf9r of .; . 'is) hearings, and arraignments 
~ 

'11,. ,. II r? 
\ (1 l,t dismIssals from each of the three is not known. )\ 1 

\~ 
Q 

! 

The number of initial is obtained by summing the 
i 

Q 
appearances 

'lr? '.~,..::.() 

1;.:;0 0, total number of dismissals' , court trials, Jury trials, and guilty 

I", pleas. 
e. :.- [) 

1
0 

The number of sentences for a given year is cal-';!ulated by 
''\ 

adding the number of guilty pleas and the numbers convicted from 
'~ 

both court and jury trials. 
~ 

The number arraigned for a given year, also not provided by 
~ 

Cl « 0 the caseload statistics, should be the sum",oi the number of guilty 
0 II 

1 
" ~-~\ 

t, -;,1 

C2 pleas, court trials, jury trials, and the number dismissed at 
i 

\) I 
~ . 

\~\t I 
arraignment. The latter is not known, boweve!). the rl;l.nge within I 

~, j 
() which the actual number of arraignments :eall can be determined. ! 

Ii :_\ The number of arraignments can be no less than the number of guilty 
.. \) .! 

Ii 
'\, pleas, court trials and jury trials. of!t can be no more than ~, 

'" ~ 

,':.J 0 the 
;l 

sum of those three plus the total number of dismissals from 

• . the initial appearance, preliminary hearing and arraignment. , 
.:.. " " . , ,- Corrections data consie;ts ma~nly of information obtained 

~ I 
r, It 

" . " 0 "from the State Penitentiary's Annual Report. This includes the , , , .. /<~ 
. 

:"";;_.J"\ 

. ' ? number of inmates received from court sentencing for a given {~(V . , 
.- ~. ,. 

calendar the average and range of the daily. number of inmates 
d 

year, 
I' 

'" () for the the number paroled :eor the the number of .. 0 "," year, Year, 
- 0 

t parole violators returned to the penitentiary, and the number 
---; 

/" P -, 
1) released from the peni tentlary forcthe year. Probation data comes ~~ 

'" 
~ ~. 0 from the State ~lldiciary and from the. Division of Corrections, ~ 

" Department of Social Services. <=' '" .' . \~ 

.D /, .. - r~) :) , 
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available, is\many times larger than the. number of arrests mad eo' 

Of the 1,751 initial appearances for felony charges for the 

year, about 33% (576) were disil1issed at some point alongothe way. 
~~~. 

,~ . '- ! .' ,. 
by judic~al circuit oithe percent ?r ihitial appearance8 A breakdown 

which were dismissed, resulted in a court trial, resulted in a jury 
(, 

trial, or were guilty pleas is presented in Table 20. 

More initial appearances jor a felony charie·resulted in 

guilty pleas (54%) than in any other action. 0 About one-third of 

the initial appearances resulted in dismissals. Understanding the 
o . 

causes of this number of dismissals may well provide ciues for 

increased polic~ and court efficiency. 

Differences among the judicial circuits is perhaps pointed 

out most sharply in comparing the circuit with' the lowest'percent 

of dismissac;:Is with the circuit with the hJghest percent. Circuit 

,) 

1 had about a 17% dismissal rate o~ initial appearances for possible 

felony charges in 197~ Circuit 1 is also orie of the two circuits 
D I"), 

with-the highest percent of court trials (about 11%) and-has a 

jury trial percentage one and a 6alf times higher tbanO~he circuit 

with the second higbest percentage. In other words, about 83% oJ 
" 

1 / 
the i~itial appearances resulted in either ~trial or a guilty 

\1 
".,;: plea. o 

In contrast, ,Circuit, 6 had about a 42% dismissal crate., Only 
II ': 

co \I ~ 
58% of the initial appearances resulted in e1 ther a ,trial or a 

g}lil ty pI ea. 1\ 

, 
The percent of convictions for court and,; jury trials are 

presented for each judicial circuit in Table 21. The average 
(i 

percent of court trials resulting in a conviction i.s 97 pore(m t. 

An average of about 78 percent of jury trials produced a eonvleti.orl. 
" 
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Cil1~ui t Disp'os.f tion of Init:lal A ',", .- ' ... ppeara.i,\~eS : 
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1975 Felonie;:; 

_

~ ____________ ~ ______ ~ ______________ ~ __ ~ i 

" .. ',.,.., ---;-------~
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Judicial 
Circui t Number Dismissed Court Trial"" ~~=~-~---!.~~:::.._~='.:!:.!~!§~~~~~::L12jj!1.._~..,~1;u~,:::-~Y[·~TIrtli!!all_"',;; Guilty ~lea 

1 No. 197 
% ~9°% 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

No. 
% 

:No ;' 
% 

No. 
.% 

.1 

207 
100% 

290 
100% 

147 
100% 

No. 292 
% 100% 

> No. 203 
% 100% 

No. 29.7 
% 100%' ., 

No. 118 
,% 100% 

No. 1,751 
% . 100% 

(~, 

~WJ-" 

.0 

33, 
17% 

74' 
36%" 

97 
3.$% 

50 
:34% 

101 
35% 

85 
42% 

99 
33% 

37 
31% 

576 
33% . 
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,0 

(, 

21 ~'" 

11% 

o 
0% 

11 
'" 4% 

16 
'11% 

22 <, 
8% 

8 
4% 

11 
4% 

3 
3% 

92 
'5'% 

41 
21%;' 

25 
12% 

10 
3% 

8 
5% 

12 
4% 

15 
7% 

14 
5%' 

12 
10% 

-137 
8% 

Q 

102 
52%' 

108 
52% 

172 
i/59% 

73 
50% 

157 
54% 

~.~" 

95 
47% 

173 
'~5'a'% _, 

66 
56% 

946 
54% 
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~rable 21 
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',' 

P., 
y, CJ.· rcuit for Court and Jury c'F.elony Trails"l 

Convictions 

Judicial 
Circuit 

1 
" 2 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

STATE 

(,' 

(~) 

Court 'Trials 
Number '~Conv'icted 

21 
o 

11 
" &16 0 

22 
8 

11, 
3° 

92 

100% ,0 

82%" 
94% 

/;;) .'/ 100% 0 

100% 
10'0% 
100% 

97% 

(/ 

"'41 
'/ 25 

10"; 
8 

12 
15;r 
14,:/ 

IJ 

c 

i.) 

() 

,,71% 
:" 76%, 
"80% 

88% 
92% 
73% 

0' 86% 
13 3% 

78% 
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"Felonies: 1976 0 

'The numper of felony cases handled" by each' segment of the 
o. 

system during calendar year 1976 .is presented' in F;t"gure 4. 
. /l" '_ V'," ;.' ),;/'~ 

" Th,e number of crimes kn,ownto police during" 197? will not be 

$) available unt iL, the FBI publishes itsr~port'on crime in the 
c~ 

United States ab9u~~ August, 1977. (This data lag has been solved 

for 'the future thro~gh impI~mentatiQ,ne .. o;/the Attorney-General of 
I., _;:;,,-

, , 

'a ~\ate uni:fo~m criine reporting sfstem.) 

(,' The approximate, number of" arrests for felony charges made in 
" 

the state 'for the year was 2,285,' a figure obtained by summing 
" 

the number'of f~hgerprint carq§ received by the State Division of 
.(I '.," 

Crlmina,l Investigation from sheriffs, police, and highway patrolmen. 

Of the 1,833 init'ial appearances for felony charges for 1976, 

about 30% (547) wer.:a diamisE'~ed at some point along the way. 
II 

A breakdown ,by judicial circuit of the percent of initial 
,~J" > 

II " ,c 
appearances wlfich are dismissed, result in a court trial ,'resul t 

\;)". :)' 

oin a jury tri'al, or are gull ty pleas is .presented in Table 22. 

As in 1975, more initial appearances for a felony "'~l1arge 
- \.;. 

re~ulted in guilty pleas ;(58%) than in any othel,'"'a.'c,ti"on. About'30% 

of the iriitial appearance~ resulted in dismissals. 
(, 

Once again, pircuit 1 had the lowest dismissal ~ate (13%) 

of all judicial circuits. 
o 

Circuit 1 also had t!le greatest p~rcent 

of co~rt~(12%,) a,nd"jury (25%Ytr~aIS of allojudicial circuits. 

Apout 87%o:t the iilitial appearances in: Circuit 1 resulted in either 

a trial or a guilJ<y plea. 

T?~ highest dismissal rate (41%) occurred in Circuit ,7,. c 4;~out 
.0 

59%. of t~e initial appearances ini;his cireui t re'sul ted. in ~lth'e:t: 
~ ~ 

a trial or plea Q,:f guilty .~"; ,( 
(> 
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Circuit Disposition of Initial Appearances: 1976 Felonies 

~" 
(-

ii 
1,1, " 

" 

<f' 
'i 1\ 

~..:.., 

" (i' C) 

\I " 10 
Judicial Initial A:E!~earances 
Circuit I:liumber Di"smissed Court Trial Jur~ Trial Guilty P,lea 

" l;';' 1 No., 164 21 19 41 83 
~;:':'7' % 100% 13% 1~% 25% q!J% 

"&,:1 
il 

~~t~~' i} 2 No. 332 123 7 2~ 173 
\::.-: 0 % 100% 37% 2% 9% 52% 

", 
3 No. 427 126 20 3 278 

:~ % 100% ~3a% ~b% 1% 67% 
(ji 

() 
4 No. 166 49 10 15 92 

<1 . % 100% 30% ~6'% 9% 55% 

1 5 No. 230 39 18 5 168 
j % '100% 17% 8% 2% 73% 

.() 6 No. 115 35 3 5 72 
0 

,-I. 

,~ , % 100% 30% 3% 4% 63% 
" ~J;-

OJ ':":J 

J' 
~(:, 7 No. 296 121 11 13 151 

/ "- "0 
~ % 100% '41:% 4% 4% 51% 

\, 

-~'c: 

G 8 No,,' 103 33 2 16 52 
'\1 

,v= 
,)(; 

0 % 100% 32% 2% 16% 51% ,':.,; 

- ~ ~;,-'- ,,", 

; .r!:";:--, STATE No. 1,833 547 90 127 1,0169 
% 100% -30% ':59% 7% 58% 
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Conviction figures for court and jury felony trials for 1976 

are presented for ea,chjudici9.1 circuit in Table 23.. The average 

percent of cou~t't trials resulting in a conviction is about 91 

percent. An av;erage of about.]2 percent of jury trials produce a 
,. 

conviction. The lowest conviction rate for both jury and court 

trials occurred in Circuit 1. 

Of those arraigned who either stood trial or pled guilty" 

(1,286), about 83% (1,0,69) pled guilty. About 7% (90) had a court 

trial) while about :1,0% (127) had a jury trial. 

The acquittal r1ate for court trials was about ,,9%. Eighty

two of the 90 court trials ended in a felony conviction. The 
o 

acquittal rate for jur~.trials was about 28%, with 91 of 127 ending 

in a:::felony convicJtl~on. \) .A total of 1,24'2 felony convictions, 68% of 
Ll ' 

those who made initial a11fearances , occurred in 1976. 

According to dat~:\ fr~~m the state Penite~:b~ary) 369 males and 

24 females were received ~l~ inmates':> from th~':':~~6~r'·t, in cale.~~ar 
year 1975. 

The penitentiary'S average daily co~nt ranged, for state 

prisoners, .from 37,3 ( .. Tanuary count) to 479 (December count) male 

inmates and from 20 to 25 female inmates .. The average daily count 

.for male "federal prisoners ranged from 14 to 26. 

During ~976, 94 persons were discharged and o 151 paroled 
~ 0 

from 'the penitentiary. Forty-six persons, not necessarily from 
J-';' 

it 

the 151 paroled, were returned for parole violations. According 

to /the Board of Chari ties and Corrections) 158 persons were under 

parole supervision in c'alendar year 1976. 

The number of felony cases on prob!;l. t ion in 1976 is not ,J~Jl;own. 

However, the total number of probationers under supervision by 
(-;:: 

. " o 
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Table . .::23 0 

Convictions by Circuit :for Court and Jury Felony Trials: 1976 
1/ 

---~~,~~~~------o---------------------------..J <) 

Judicial Court Trials Jury Trials 
~C~i~r~c~u~i~t~ _______ ~N~um~b~e~r~ ____ %~C~o~n~v=i~c~t~e~d~ ___________ Number %Convicted 

1 
2 
3 
4 , . .'(i 

5' 
6 
7 
8 

STATE 

19 
7 

20 
10 
18 

3 
11 

2 

90 

,'C) '"" 

/'89% 
43% 

100% 
100% 
100% 

c 100% 
82% 

100% 

• -91% 

(;. ,', , r· 

il 

i 
\ 
\ 

41 
29 

3 
15 

5 
5 

13 
16 

127 

80% 
59% 

100% 
60% 
80% 
80% 
69% 
75% 

72% 
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the Office of Adult Corrections fore fiscal year 1976 was 1,'48. 

" The total number of cases under supervision by the courts for 

" calendar year 1976 was 805 (717 males and 88 femal~s). 
. 

Misdemeanors: 1975 

The number of misdemeanors 
'/ 

known to South Dakota police is not 

available due to a lack of uniform recording of this il1"formati'on. 

Hopefull!!, ;;t'he new z'cr'ime reporting system presently supervised 

by the~ivision of Criminal Investigation, Will alleviate this 

condition. 

If the number of fingerprint cards as,~ociated with misdemeanor 

arrest subm~tted by law enforcement agencies to the Division of 
\'j 

Criminal Investigation is accepted as an approximation of the total 

number of arrests, 4,077 arrests for misdemeanors were made during 
" 

calendar yea~ 1975. This arrest figure, however. is. far below tJi,.e 
,~ . 

numl;>er 0+ initial appearances for misdemeanor ,charges recorded by 

the judiciary (10,719). 

Of these initial appearances, about 14% (1,500) were dismissed 

at either the ,initial appearance, the preliminary hearing, or the 

arraignment. 

A breakdown by judicial circuit of the percent of initial 

appearances which'were dismissed, resulted in a court trial or 

a jury tria~,: or were guilty pleas is presented in Table 24. 

Statewide, a greater percent of (~:uiltyple~s (,'80%) and a 

smaller percenr of dismissals (14%) occurred during 1975 ~or mis

demeanor than for felony charges (54% and 33%, respectively). 

The two circuits with the highest number of misdemeanor 

appearances, circuits ·2 and 7, were also the circuits with the' 
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Table ~4 

Cir~uit Dispos~tion of Initial Appearances: 1975 Misdemeanors 

'';, 
___________ -i;;o,~.,.,-, ______ .,..".-______ ---------------..~" 

Judicial ~ 'Initial Appearances 
~C_i_r~c~u~i~t~~--~N~u~m~b~e~r~-"~',~~~i=sm==i=s=s~e~d~~C~o~u~r~t~T~r~i~a~l~~J~u~r~y~T~r~i~a=l __ ~G~.ilty Plea 

1 

n 

,,3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

STATE 

, No.1, 049 
., % 100% 

o 

Np. 2,022 
01 100% 10 c 

No. 1,466 
% l.OO% 

No. 885 
100% 

.~ 

No. 1,064 
% 100% 

No. 1;316 
% 100% 

No.2,30a 
% .,,;LOO% 

No. ~,615 
% 100% 

No.10,719 
,% 100% 

143 
14% 

144 
7% 

150 
10% 

110 . 
~12% 

135 
13% 

" 237i};-
18% 

499 
'22% 

82.':' 
13% 

1,500 
14% 

74 
7% 

165 
8% 

38 
3% 

51 
6% 

8 
0.7% 

37 
3% 

127 
6% 

s 
0.5%: 

.. 503 
5% 

o 

1.2 
1% 

. 1:\ 

22 
,1% 

12 
1% 

21 
2'% 

6 
0.6% 

15 
1% 

10 
"'" 0.'4% 

8 
1% 

;1.06 
'1% 

820 
78% 

1,691 
84%" 

1,266 
86% 

703 
79% 

915 
86% 

1,027 
78% 

1,,666 
jY~% 

~, 522 
<~,J! c5' 85% 
'It 

8,610 
80% 

o 

! 
I 
I 
I 
I ~ 
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o greatest pontrast in percent dismissals. ~Of 2,022 appearances,~ 

circyit 2 had a 7 percent dismissal J;'ate. Circuit 7 had a 22% 

dismissal rate wi,tp 2,302 
\.", 

\. 

o \\'J Q 

appearances . Circuit 7 also \\had a 7~% 
~ 

guilty plea raie, the lowest of all judicial, circuits. ~) c"', 

The percent of convictions for court and ,,,,jury trials are 

C' 

presente~ for each judicial circuit in Table.25. State conviction: 

rates for misdemeanor charges are about 79% for 503 court trials 

and 63% for 106 jury triaGs. () 

,;,. 

The number of trials ana' percent of convictions yaried widely 

.", across, circuits. The number of court trials ranged from 3 in 

circuit 8 to ~165 j.n circuit 2. Court trial conviction rates for 
/'l 

misdemeanor 'charges ,ranged ,from 54% in(l circuits 6 and 7 to 89% '.~:' 

abd 100% in circuits 1 and 8, respectively. 
I~ 

The number of jury trials in 1975 'for misdemeano:, charges 
" 

o ranged from 6 in circuit 5 to 22 in circuit 2. Conviction rates 

frqm jury tria.ls ranged from 30 percent (circuit 7) to 100 percent 
:f 

(circuit· 5). 

.Of thOse arraigned whq either stoQd trial or pled gu'il ty 

(9,219), about 93% (8j610) pled guilty. About 5% received a court 

triaOl, While liabol.1t 1% chose .a ju~y trial. 

Court trial acquittal .rate for misdemeanors WaS about 21%. . . /'. 

o ;' I a 

Of the 503 court trials, 399 ended rin. a .p1isdemeanor conviction. 
'J;:'" 

The acquittal rate for jury trials wascu.bou] 3,7% with 67 of the 106 

jury. trials ending in a convictio,E:,. A total of 9,076 misdemeanor 
-9 

convictions, 85% of those who made initial kpP~s(:i:':::::'i}~eS, occurred in 

1975. 
'0 

Mis~eanors: '. 191;:-,\ 
'r c.:j ,. I 
The ntlmber of fingerprint cards associated with 

'J 

mi.sdemeanor 
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'{I Table 25 
D 

'"j Convictions by Ci?rcuit for Cour't and Jury Trials: 1975 Misdemeanors . -' 

Judicial 
Circuit 

'. G 2 No. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

STATE 

" 

% 

No. 
% 

No. 
% 

No. 
% 

No. 
""\ % \ 

Zlfo. 
% 

No. 
% 

o· 

.Court Txials 
Total Convicted 

74 

165 

38' 

37 

127 

3 

,~;;, 

66 
89% 

115 
70% 

22 
58% 

45 
a,8% 

6 
75% 

(\ 

20 
54% 

122 
54% 

3 
100% 

3=-9"'9' 

79% 

G 

~ .) r/ {] 

)) 

\) 

Jury Trials 
Total Convicted 

22 
(") 

12 

21 

6 

(I is 

10 

8 

106 

8 
75% 

13 
59% 

11 
92% 

1'1 
52% 

6 
100% 

9 
60% 

3 
30%' 

6", 
75% 

67 
63% 
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arrests ~eceived by the Division of Criminal Investig~tion in 

1976 was 4,959. 
, " 

Of the 9, 532.,ini tial appel:!lrances for misdemeanor charges, 

about 13%'(i,~81) were dismissed at eit'her the initial appe~,rance, 
'1 

the preli1Dinary hea.ring,· or the arraignmellt. 

A breakdown by judicial circuit of the percent of initial 
o 

appearances wh;,;ich were dismissed, resulted in a court or jury 

J}:~ial, or were guilty pleas is presented in Table -:26. 

l1\s in 1975 ,the statewide percent ()f guilty pleas (79%) was 

greater and the percent of dismissals (13%) smaller for misdemeanor 
1"/ 

than for felony charges (58% and 30%, respectively). 

Though there were about 1,200, fewE:lr initial appearances for 

misdemeanor charges in 1976 than in 1975 j th,e dispo,si tion percentages 

for,the two years are remarkably similar for both the state and 
'J 

the judicial circuits., 
"" 

Per,cent of dismissals in 1976 ranged from about 9% in circuits 

3 and 5 to about 23, percent in circuit 7, which also had the 

lowest percent (70%.) of guilty plea.s. Circuit 5 had the l~rgest 

percent of guilty pleas C~;I:3%) in the state. 
\\ 

" The percent of convictions for court and jury trials are pre-
. , \~ . 

a (~ 

sented for each judicial circuit in Table 21. fftate conviction~" 

rates for misdemeanor charges are about 87% (as compared to 79,&, 

in 1975) for court trials and 53% (as compared to 63%i:n 1975) 

~ -for jury trials. Five hundred forty-three court trials ,nd 154 

jury trials :for misdemeanor'~charges occurredb in ,l976, each an ;~ 
D 

increase from 1975. " 
(""~ '. ,", 

As in <"1975, wide variation in numb~r of trials and" percent 

conviction!!?", existed across c:tfcuits. 
d 
~, 

" 

Court trials rangeti from 19 
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Table 26 

Citfc1i;:S:;t Disposition of Initial Appearances: 1976 Misdemeanors 

JUdicial; .;.'- rJ 

Circuit' 
'NT,~~~-r~~.:~~~~ __ ~~I~nii~t~i=a7l~A~p~p~e~a~r~a~n~c~egS~~ __ ~~~~~ __ 
"~Number Dismissed. Court Trial Jury Trial Guilty Plea. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

, i) 

8 

9 " 

No 
% 

No. 
% 

No. 
,% 

No. 
% 

No. 
% 

No. 
% 

£~, 293 
100% 

1,222 
100% 

1,301 
~OO% 

829 
100% 

1,392 
.100% 

1,066 
100% 

.No. " 1,699", 
% '100% 

No. 
% 

No. 
% 

730 
100% 

9,532' 
,100% 

131 
11% 

\,~ 113 0 

-9% 

85 
10% 

129 
9% 

181 
'17% 

385 
c28.% ,/ 

87 
" 12%~ 

1,281 
13% 

135 
10% 

93 
8% 

54 
4% 

60 
7% 

19 
1% 

53 
5% 

109 
6% 

20 
3% 

543 
6% 

26 
2% 

22 
2% 

20 
. ~% 

018 
2% 

9 
0.6% 

16 
2% 

19 
1% 

24 
. 3% 

154 
2% 

962 
74% 

976 
80% 

1,114 
86% 

-.666 
,;80% 

1,235 
89% 

816 
77% 

1,186 
'70% 

599 
,.°82'% 

c. q.., c, ' 

IF) 7 ,554 
79% 

~~~-:~----~----------~~~~~--~~~-------------------------------~j----

I) 
(, 

o 

Q 

I 
r 

I 

! 

o 

I 0 

1\ 
I 

.... :1~~~ ____________ ~j. ____ ~. ________ ~ __ ~~~_*" __ "_,~p_1'1===-=-
_. ~;=t~~:<.,..... tf"''<1<-''''-~'''--~'-'''--''--~ . . 

f 



I 

01 

! 
t 
,1 

I 

I 
\ i 

I 

" 

81 

" Convictions by Circuit for Court and Jury Trials: 

Judicial 
':' .. Circuit 

1 

2 () 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

STATE 

Q 0 

.. No. 
% 

No. 
% 

No~ 
% 

No. 
% 
No. 
% 

No. 
% 

No. 
% 

No. 
% 

No. 
%' 

D 

1976 Misdemeanors: 

o 
Court 

Number 

135 

93 

5,4 

60 

19 

53 

109 

20 

543 

74 
80% 

33 
61% 

60 
100% 

17 
89% 

39 
74% 

108 
99% 

'\ 
~8 
90% 

472 
87% 

Jury.' Trials e? 

Number Convicted 

26 

22 

(f " 

2d'~ , 

18 '. 

16 

24 

i) . 

154 

<:"eP--<')'':;' 

16 
62% 

13 
59% 

7 
35% 

9 
50% 

1 
11% 

9 
56% 

14 
74% " 

12 
50% 

8"1 
53% 

o 

o 

o 

"'0 

o 

-.~ •. --''--'--~-.-.. ".--'''''.,---.''''---....--....-..:-:--_...u..l'\c-.. __ ....,._ 8--.... ' _ .. __ ._~"" " .... __ - t_r-r=i"'~fli"_"~ 
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in circuit ~ to 135 in circuit 1. Convic'C'ion"rates for court 

trials rahgedfrom 61% (circuit 3) to 100% (circuit ~). 
~ v. 

The number of jury trials in 1976 for misdemeanor' charg~.s 
o 

ranged" from 9! in circrli t5 to 26 in circuit 1. Circuit 5 also had 
o "'-"'t~; 

. the lowest cOIlvi'ctJon rate for jury ,trials (11%). The highest 

'Conviction r~te (0(74%) ogcurred in circuit 7. 
o 

Of thos~_.,arr8r,i.gned who either stood trial or pled guilty 
• J.',... 

" '. 0 ..' " 
(8,251L a,bout 91% (7,554) pled guilty. About 7% received a court 

trial, while about 2% cnose a jury trial. 

Court trial acqui,ttal rate for misdemeano~s was about 13%. 
,,~ . 

Of the 54,3 court Ji,rials,' 472, resul ted in a misdemeanor conviction. 

The acquittal rate for jury trials was about 47%, with '"81 of the 

.154 jury trials endini in a convictiOn. A total of 8,107 mis-" 

demeanor convictions, 85% of those who made initial appearances, 

occurred in 1976. 

State.Judiciary Juvenile Referrals 

'. The numben of juveniles referred to the qourt on delinquency 
(f 

charges and the disposition actions taken Py the court in calendar 
(; 

o ~ 

year 1976 are outlined for males in Table 28 and for females in " 

Table a9. c 

Delinquepcy diversions refers to those juveniles w~o are 

diverted from the cour.t :Lnto a prograro, such ascounseling~. 

About 54% of the 2 1.790 males referred to court and 067% of the 675 

females were directed into SUC,l:l programs. 

The 
,-::;' , 

, . 

percentage of male':,:)juveniles diverted fr~m court ranged. 
.' '. . . ". "" 

(j1,ldicical..,circui ts3 and 5) to 76% (circuit 6). Female " . . 
from {36% 

juveniles divertedrilnged from 40%. (circuit 3) to 86% (circuit 7), 

'Of ther'~ferrals. 

\) 
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)i 

Table ~8 

. 2,790 \'I,i'l,' 49~i;:"~4%" 1,186,-
.' ___ ..:..,;t'''~i~. ".;2\----'---...,...---

1.1 340 73 

S~a'tE) Judi'¢iary Juvenile Referral Statistics: 
F~males, Calendar Y(3ar 1976 

\ " 0 

~\,i~\~i c. (~ )) 

------_.".,'l):~-;":~;'-. --~-. -.-::---------=------------.:-----~Y;:;:O:::U~t:i:h~ 
Judicial i,1 'Co"hrt Diversions Adjudica~te4 Pro- , Service 
~C~i~r~c~·u~.i~t~_~R~e=f~e=r=r~a~l~s~ ___ ~N~o~:_.%~~~_~._,~N~6~.~ __ ~%~_··~·_G_=b=a~t~i~0~n~~P~r~0~g~r~am~ 

, 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6· D 

7 
8 

STATE 

81 
124 

58 
105 

76 
106 

85 
40 

675 

67 
69 
2~t 
53 
49 
88". 
73 
31 

453 

83% , 
56% !i 
4,0% ' 
50% 
64%, 

i~83% 

86% 
"78% 

67% 
" 

'l3. 
52 
34 
45 
26" 
16 
10 

9 

205 
() 

16% 
42% 
59% 
43% 
34% 
15% 

,,"12% 
, "23% 

37" 
41 
31 

>, 50 
27 
35 /' 
18 
26' 

265 

9 

o 
10 

2 
7 
2 
3 (, 
5 
o 

29 

o 

o 

o 

-~., .. '_,_. __ J:0'-----"-_~ ________ _=_""""".ot==< ~....",.~~"""~" ...... """""----=lJo"""""'---------------T-l 
o 

n·, 
;: 'lL:,!i 

,c?" \ 

(I 

'" 0 

o 

o. 

o. 

I) 0 

.' Adjl,Hii.cate4 refers to those I'juveniles who were brought to 
-.~ :',:_ ~~':~~~~.~~~~ _Or 

About::!,*3% of the males and 30% o·f the females referred were 
.. - , 

. COU1"~" 

rhrough,t ,to court. Th,e percent' of court referral,s that were actually 
'j ·.;..·,....,...0;· 

'hr0lt,~ht to dour/f'range~ frpm 2~% (ci:l;cui t 6) to 64% (ctrcui t 5) 

for males and fro,~ 12% (circuJt ~) to 59% (circuit 3) for females. 
ci! 

Juveniles in the Youth Servi~e Program are referred for place-

ment in foster homes. 

Probation" Prison alld"Parole: 019.72-1976 

A ~escription of changes over a five-year period in the probation, 
,.::;, 

p;":i.son, andoparoJ~~e popul~~Joh 
, ~ 

in South Dakota may serve to 
. ' 

dramatize state tr~nds and be useful in deterMining future policy . 
,. 

nata in" this sectqion is prese'Kted:for"both calendar and fiscal 

, years, when ava-lIable. 
~) 

Adult corrections. C~anges in the number of inmates (male) 
~. 0 

at the State Penitenti.ry in Sioux Falls over the five-year period 
o ' 

from cal.endar years 197? to 1976 are shown in Table ~O • Whether 

'the measure by· tIle total numper of individuals imprisoned during 
o 

tl:\e year Or the average d~ily'count for the year, the sa~e pattern ." . . . . 

can be seen. 'f~e pris~m. popt1l~tion declined each year until 1975 
o . 

wilen about a 30% increas(3 occurred.. 

c The numper of inm.~tes:received. from court sentencing declined 
() 

until 1~i5, when a 5~% iIlcr~ase occurred. 
" " 

The number sentenced 

to the penitentiary cQntinqed to increase !n~19~6, but less dra-

,~ matically (7%). 
.' , . ,~I..... • " 

'::"""'c:._ 

'The SaITle tYP(3 of\ d.a tais pres~ntect' in 'rabt~ 31 for f:Pscal ye~rs 
\\ "\ «)) 

1972 to 1975. A~~in~ t~~ in:~a~epcrp~1...~on~declill(~ld until 1975, 

when a s-q,Qstan;tial :J,IlcreJi'se 9ccurred. . 
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A revealing compari·son of the growth rate of the South Dakota 

Penitentiary with that of other state aI;tp. federal prisons is 

presented in Appendix A. 

January 1, 1976 and again on the same date in 1977 is given. 
,'./ 

'This intormation comes from the results of a survey undertaken 

by Corrections Magazine'; and published in their March, 1977 issue. 
C> 

Over the entire UD:ited States, there was a 13% increase in 
c 

the number of (nmates from 1976 to 1977. South Dakota's increase, 

the largest .percent increase in prison population of any state 

except Alaska, was 40%. The number of inmates increased from 372 

011 January 1, 1976 to 521 on January 1, 1977. 

Thus, South Dakota's Penitentiary population has been on 

the increase since 1974. Changes over the years in the policy 

used by the courts in making conviction and sentencing decisions 
/J; 

may be a major factor here. 

Prison population chang~s for South Dakota's neighboring 

states were increases of 18% for North Dakota, ~% for Nebraska, 

3% for Minnesota, 1 % for Iowa, 33% for Montana, and 14% for 

·Colorado. Wyoming's inmate population decreased 7 percent~ 

As shown :i.rf Table 32 the number of '. inmates paroled increased 
\ U • 

substantially f~~om 1972 to 1973, but has remained at ess\smtia,lly 

the same number since 1973. If both the prison population and 
'~~~ 

parole trends continue, no relief will be offered via parole to 
" 'Q 

a.n o~ercrowded prison .. "t) 

The nYmber of parole violations, for which individuals were 
-9 ,-'. " 

. returned to prison, took.a s~arp jump (14 to 23 violft,tions) from 

1972 to 1973 and ag~1~ (22 t9 46 violations) from 19i5 to 1976. ~ 

"(I 
(, 

o 

o 

o 

o 
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o· 
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The number of adult probationers under the superv;ision of the 

Division of Corrections for each of fisc~l years 1972 to 1976, , 

shown in Table 31, increased across fiscal years 1973 to 1975, 
" 

then dropped by over 50% from 1975 to 1976, V!hen t;he judiciary 

took ove.r many of these cases. For calendar year 1976, the total 
. . 

number of probation cases under supervision by the judiciary was 805. 
I • ' 

Juvenile Corrections. Changes in the number of juveniles at 

the State Training School in Plankinton over the five-year petiod 

from fiscal year 1972 to· 1976 are presented in Table ~3.Though 
n 

the number of juveniles received increased steadily until 1976 
. ~ 

(when there was a 15% drop), the average daily count dropped by 

41 percent from 1972 to 1973. Th~ average daily count increased in 

1974, leveled off for 1975, and i~creased again for 1976. 
,~, 

As "shown in Table 34 the number of juveniles residing at 

the State Youth Forestry Camp remained essentially the same 

(about: 24 inmates on any given day) until 1976, when the effects 

of opening a second camp are seen. Though the, n~ber of .juveniles 

on any given.day remained constant, the turnover rate,o;according 
.:"J 

to the yearly totals, increased ~\cross the years. 
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Table).lO 

Number and Percent Change of State Penitentiary 
, Inmates from Calendar Year 1972 to 1976 

, Measur~e 

Yearly Total 

Daily Average 

Number Received 
from Court",s 

Calendar 
YeF~"l' 

:-;;"'!; 

1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 

'J 

1976 

1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 [\ 

,i'!1972 
1973 
19·74 
1975 
1976 

II 
J/ 

Nu.'Ilber 
Inmates 

644 
59Q 
481 
624 

" 782 

363 
272 
245 
322 
451 

272> 
255 
224 
344 0 

369 

Percent 
, Change 

";'8% 
-18% 
+30% 
+25% 

-25% 
-10% 
+31% , 
+40% 

:"'6% 
-12% 
+54% " 

.,+7% 

o 

(> 

Q 

<I, 

0 

';-,.' 0 

-~\I~------~-----------------------------~~--~---------~-----------------~~--- o 

(:\ 

'rable , ~.1 

Number and Percent Change of State Penitentiary 
Inmates from Fiscal Year 1972 to 1975 

Measure Fiscal Number " 
Year Inmates 

Yearly Total 1972 652 
1973 618 
1974 ~ 502 
1975 574 
1976 807 

~!.I 

Daily Average 1972 385 
1973 363 
1974 239 
1975 273 
1976 390 

;:;,,""; 

.. ,'Ii, I, " 

"' ......... '-~'~--.-".--lr'.-'.-'r'----... A~_' --"·-·.·"(>~-~"-~~·""-'··i-~"'""-"··' ~3: •• _~ ~,~--"""--",-.~-~.-~,--.-,.~ - - "'-""'--'-. .... 

n 

~ 
Percent 

Change 
,0 

0 

~ 

-5% 
-:1.9% 
+14% 
+~l% 

\,;;," 

-6%'1 
-34% 
+14% 
+43% 

" 

-----~~~~~.-' 
C' 

~. ~- .~ .. 

: " 0, " '-

' , J 

\~' ,-, 
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Tabl~ 32 

Adults Placed~on Parole: 1972-1976 

"Ca:lenda'£. Year ,.:,:.1.- Fiscal Year 
Number Percent Number , l=>ercent 

Year Paroled Change Year Paroled 

1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

100 
149 
1.38 
147 
151 

+49% 
-7% 
+7% 
+,3% 

,:) 

Table 33, 

1972 87 
1973 145 
1974 147 
1975 152 
1976 154 

Adults Placed on Probatio~: Fiscal Years 1972-1976 
(Division of Corrections) 

-::;. 

Cnange 

+67% 
+1% 
+3% 
+1% 

Fiscal Year 
1.\ 

Number Placei! PercEmt Change 

1972 
1973 
1974 

" " ' 1975 
1976 

227 
221 
266 
307,,[,1 
14Sa 

Ii 
'l 

:1 
, II 

\1 
!\ 

(j 

.... 3% 
+20% 
+15% 
-52% .() 

o· ,0 

a The State J~diciary took charge of many of the probation cases 
in 1976'.' S05cas~s were under the :tU9Iicia:,y "E supervision ~~p, ',,, 
calendar yea,r 1976. . \!) ,) ,:, ~ .. o 'I' 0 
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Table,:3G 

State Training Schee.1 Pepulatien: Fisual Years 1972-1976 

Fiscal 
Year 

1972 
,,1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 

Average 
Daily 
Ceunt 

111 
65 
78 
84 

103 

I) 

Percent 
Change 

-41% 
+20% 

+1% 
+18% '. 

Number 
Received 

133 
141 
150 
189 
165 

----.---~-.---- ... --... ."-

Table 35 

Percent 
Change 

+6% 
+6% 
+26% 
-15% 

PVYeuth Ferestry Camp Pepulatien: Fiscal Years 1972 - 1976 

i 
j 

o 

Fiscal 
Year 

1972 
,1973 
1974. 
1975 
1976 

I 0 

Average 
.Daily 
Gaunt 

24 
23 
24·· 
24 
40 

"" 'f.-- -- '--.-----"---.-_ .. _-'-:-_-I .,.. ... 
til t. '.J' 

I 

I 
I 

o 
" 

1) 

Percent 
Change 

-4% 
";;4% 
4~ 0% 
+67% 

'.i 

c.:--: 0 

,Number 
'Received 

42 
45 
pO 
59 
94 

o 

,I 

.~.,~--" .. -.~~ ... -_ .... ,'" - -~~.-- .,--~-, , 

Percent 
Ghange_ 

+7% 
+11% 
+18% 
+59% 

(I 

o 

o 

o 

() 

o 
o 

o 

--

\ 
S ""-:"Syst em Reseurces: 

.'1 Criminal Justice Expenditures 4n Seuth Daketa 

The Natienal Criminal Justice Informatien and Statisti.cs 
~-;:.-:::;>. 

~'~ r? 

Ser'vice (NCJISS) conduct~,;. a!! annual survey ef natienal, state and 
::~~~--:::-..-.-" ::- \ I ~ Q 

lec,~l gevernmen't agencies in erder to. determine criminal justice 

expenditures and empleyment i·n the natien.. The dat,a frem these 

surveys is published in th~ arrntialrepert Expendi tur~~ ~ and EmpleymeI,it 

Data fer the Cr1iminal Justice System. Gevernment agencies in Seuth .' ; 

Da!{qlta use a varietY,ef acceunting systems which define criminal 

just'ice :expendi tures ~i.n tlifferent ways. In addi -fi-:;n, different 
~-

() c' 
leveJs ·ef gevernment rep:prt criminal justice expendi tur:,es en the "', 

basits ef different twelve:. month perieds and, not all'lecal 

gevernments Submit annual expenditure reperts to the state auditer 
... ~ .... 

general. 'In erder to. .aveid these preblems ef data cem5l.arabili ty 
t :~_ 

as much as pessible, N:,CJISS data fer Seu'th p,~keta is used in 
(j 

an~Jyzing criminal justice expenditures in the state ... Fiscal 

Year (FY) 1975 is the latest year fer which cemplete expe'hditure 

dataoexist. FY 1975 is defined%lby NCJISS as JU1'y .:1:, 1'974"te Jun~l 
30, ';1.975; January 1 to. ,·Decemger 31', 1974 ;'er, the government~ s 

j\ ,\ 

fiSCal year Which ended between July 1, 1974 ,and June 30, 1975. 

Al th:ougl1 ,seme preblemex.ists in cemparing data frem ditferent 12 
>. 0 ~ 

menth perieds, many ef the ether definitien~l ~reblems are avo~ded. 
\:' (.l 

Additienally, the use ef NC-JISS 'data allews~di.rect cemparisens 
II 

to he made lJetween st,ates. 

NCJI'SS ~data are co'llected in two. ways. All ceunty. gevernments 
') 

v 

: and,.' all city gevernments ow:i.th a city P9pulati.en ef 10, ObO er ihe,t'e are 
$ ~ D 

" 

9 ® 

reqUested to fill but a mail survey form. ~Inadditientoma:il surveys 
·0 .. ·· ,r. 0-

\'.:) 

I 
u .. 1 
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! 

I. 

"l " 
" 
j 
! 

,.f 



, ' 

, 
',·1 

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

I) 
(I 

are sent to a sample of all cities with a population under 10,000. 

Data for ~out,h Dakota state government agencies, on the other ,!land, 

are colle'cted byl) a trained fieTCi ':p,epresen-tative. G 

" .:;-'" 

The" FY' 1975 NCJISS survey was supplimented by a similar 
0, ( 

survey bonduci~d by the'South Dakota SAC. Six local governmetits 

in hi"gh crime areas which were not coy;ered by toe NC~JISS sample 

were included in the SAC survey. The NCJISS and S,,AC surveys 
... :2' 

(::;, 

obtained the) same kinds ~f expenditure and "e'Inployment information 

and therefore data :from these surveys have been combine~l ir..v'the 
H 

following tables. 

State Agency Expenditures. The criminal justice e'~pehditures 

The of South Dakota state agencies can be found ~n Table,,36. 
~' 0 
\.:,i . 

total expenditures of a state agency ar~ not necessarily included 

in this table. Only tl;ose expenditures which meet the NC,JISS ,JJ 

definition 0f ctiminal justice expenditures are· presented. The ~ 

data for this table have been derived from the binder used by Q 

the NCJISS field representative. 

The Department of ~ubl;icSafety and the DeJ>artm~ent of Social\) 
:' \~ ./' 
(\/ 

Services make up the l~}'g~st proportion 6,f state agency cr~minal 

justice expenditures ;' Within these departments the highway" patrol 

o 

" 
II 

o 

o 

" . 

Il ~';:I': 0 '" ~o, 
and ,the stat: p;~itentiuary had the two os:lngle l~r~est" ~X:~d'i tu~e~:' 0 

The sta te,,,,expended a total of $14,073,000 on cr;Lml.nal Jusvl.ce . ;, ' 
(~ 'i " '';-' "t' (l ') 

state agency functions. ~ '" 
.~ 

Local Level Expenditures. All local governn'lents Were not 

sampled by the NCJISS mail survey. o 0 
H()wever,. sinceethe ma;l.l ~/urvey 

0' 0 

response has ' been ovel:' 90% in rec"~rtt years (the FY1975 figur~ 

is not yet' 'available) it is meani'ngfull to analy:z;e 10c~n leyel 
,,~ G 

expenditures ,by Planning District. The crimin~l justiee expenditures 
,'\ 

o o 
o 

'~J, 

'i1 .,' ", 

" 0 

,,,, 
I , 

o 

,,1,1. 

o 
~~~--~~/~*----'----------------~----------------~----Q_'----~------------~~ 
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Table 36 

o 

FY 1975 STATE AGENCY EXPENDITURES 

" \\ 'Deplart~ent of Social Ser'irices 

, " 

« 

Penitentiary 
Training School 
youth Forestry Camp r) 

,Adult Corrections ' 
JuvenileCorrectiorts 
Administration;" 

Department of Public Safety 

Highway Patrol 
D.L.E.A. 
A.S.A.P. 

DBP~ftment of Health 

Drug"" Abuse and 
,! 

. Substance Co,ntrol 

Attorney General 

Cri'minal Investigation 
Attorney General 

I.Jegisla ture 

LegaLServicee _ 
Legal Resear6'hi Operation 

{.) ";;" ll" 

Judiciary 

Suprem'e Court '\ 
"Circui t Court 

$2 , 66t/ , 000. 00 
688,000.00 
'342, 000. 00 
367,000.00 
456,000.00 

6,000.00 

TOTAL $4,526,000. 

$4,161,000.00 
,0449,000. 00 
551,000.00 

TOTAL $5,161,000. 

TOTAL" , $178,000. 

" 
$418,000.0'0 

1,387)000.00 
o 

T0TAL $1,805 , 000. 

$26,000.,00 " 
" 3., 000 i,OO 

~ 

TGTAl;t 

$559 i ~OOO. 00 
1,702,000.00 

, I> 
D ~OT4L $2,261,000. ~ 

" ,Department of Ml:lnpower' Affairs ,R 
'-, "W ... "i. 

'"~ 

Retirement System~'" 
U JUdges " 

" 
, " 

TOTAL 
'':-; " 

" $113,060. 
" '" \, State Agency 0 

'" TOTAL $1~:07S~6oo. 
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qt\ cities .,and counties in South Da.kot$i" s Planning Districts 'is 

presented in Table 31. The Planning District w.ith the highest 
( ~, . 0 

~rilhe rate, ;District.\ VI, ~iso had the. largeE;t criminal justice 
'.J 

expend:i"turesr Planning District II has the largest population and 
,., 

the second highest crime, rate and expenditure level. Planning 
\'~J _, 0 

District V has,theiowest population and expenq~ture level along 

with the sec,on4 lowest crime rate. 
\\ 

A total of $15,087,818.was reported to be e~pended by local 

governments on criminal just~pt3, functions. in FY 1975~ The largest 
'\) :~~ 

ppoport ion of this::,( $9, 112 ,6ar) was expended for police services. 

Judicial and correcti'ons functi6ns made up the sec-bnd an'd 'third 
C " " 

larges~,. categories of expenditures. " 
'J '0 

!! ~ '. 

Expenditures in High Crime Areas,. The crimina~. justice 
" ':"::' ::~ 

" 0., 
expenditures in South Dakota's ten high crime areas are presented. 

. " f) 

(I I, \l . 0' '\:)' 

in Table 38 . Sioux Falls , tpe largest ' city i.n the. state, ~ had the 
o c _ q . 

largest .. criminale' justiceexpendi tures. .Pennington County and 
" ') (~ 

Minnehahoa Co'1PltY:.~hked seco~d ~rld t.hi:t'd 'respectively orltotal 
" ~\ : 

. cr~!1linal justice expengi tures. Rapid!' City, the area with., the.~ 
~ f' '" 

~ n 

highest t.otal crJme rate, J"anked fourth on criminal justice 
, .~ 0 • 

expenditures in high c'~imeare~s;-' 
o c 

" 
The,S<;>'l.,lt'h J.Yakota "tc(tals listed in Table &a i'ncrude all 

~r1m~n!'tr justice expenditures in the state. Total criminal justice 
. () --iJ' /, 

·,D 

expenditures in ~the state are up 
.' • .... . 6 

from" the $24, 038, 000 expend~d teA 
(] . 

eXIl.endeq on cr~JIl'±na~o justice 
o ~ .:; ,_i. 9,; oj" 

FY1974. Almo·st. qnel..halt ()if othe money 
I:"' 

~ ~ 

in the state is8 for police protection. 
b t? .. 

Corre,~tions" and judici al 

. functions r'ank second and 
o ~ 

thi~4c, on criminal justice expenditures .. 
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~ 
c 

, -:;' 

- =- -
Report,ed Local LeNel Criminal JUs"tice Expenditures 

ihJPlanning Districts. 

, 

~otal Legal 
Criminal, Police ~~ Services & Indigent ';1 " Protecti'bn .Justice Judicial ,Prosecu t ior Defense 

!! !i " 2 299! 373 1,130,892 226,497 186,023 19,260 
c. , , : 

3,387,364 2,392,897 434,728 282,125' 13,632 
~ 1;;;1,,929 ,1.13 1,139.461 397,731 219,942 '32,512 
Z',224,449 1,518,613 348,655 202,730 38,358 
1,657,916 999,794 364,326 214,786 27,086 

.-:; '. 

3,589,603 1,930,974 675,047 C\ 308,107 135,597 
.,' :<;',~,~ ;I),t.l._d 

15,087,8.1.8 9,112,631'" " 2,446,984 1,41,$,713 266,445 
,:.- . . ], ~.;::. , . 

t; 

? /l,><-li: 

o 

Other 
Correc- Criminal 
tiorrs Justice 

736,701 ° I () ,..':7.~' 

263,982 , ~O 

. 139,467 ° 113,638 -2,455 
!::- 51,924 ° 539,878 ° " 

1,.845,590 2,455 

Data derived frQm NGJISS a~dSAC surv~ys. This table includes only directexpendi-
tur.es reported on the NCJISS and the SAC surveys" No estimates are made for agen,eies" 
that were not sampled or did not respond . ' 
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Table" 38 
• :1 

FY 1975 Criminal Justice D~rect Expenditures in ,the Tot,al Stat~ 
and :in High Crime' Areas 

,. Legal 
Police ~ 

Protection Judicial 

() 

utner 
Cr,iminal 
Justice 

Total 
Criminal 
Justice 

Services & \', Indigent Correc
Prosecution Defense ,tions 

~---;------------

"Aberdeen 
Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapid City 
Sioux Falls 
Spearfish 
Sturgis 
Yankton 
Min.nehaha Co. a l-. 
Pen'ilington,. Co, ..... 

SouthcDakota 

583,493 
259,400 
291,339 
909,730 

1,=664,000 
129,873 
196,693 
244,384 

1,009,616 , 
1,11.46,02'7 

29.,425,000 

566,35.3 
247,008 
278,168" 
764,039 

1,545 .. 000 
113,281 
189,.277 
225,221 
309,761 
375,605 

14,637,000 
o 

o 17,140 
0,. 12,392 
o 13,171 

88,616 51,512 
72,000 47,000 

3,814 7 .. 778 
i 0 7,416 

_':'::c~-;~_ __ OD 8,523 

~~~~1:g , .. {~~: ~~~ 
4,52~,000 2,780,000 

Note. Data derived from NCJISS and SAC §\~lryeys. 

a Excludes data for Siou~ Falls?>"~ , 
bExcludes data for Rapid City 
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Criminal Justice Employment in South Dakdla 

Information on criminal justice employment from the NCJISS 
e.;.-: ~';J 

and SAC surveys are included in the following tables. The total 

employment figure~ listed in these tables is a simple sum of the 

full-time and part-time employment figures. Full time equl;valent 

statistics are not provided. 
I 

Emp,loyment in State Agencies. The criminal justice employment 

of stat~~ agencies in South Dakcrba is found in Table ",39. The 

Department of Social Services which had the second largest state 

expenditures in FY 1975 had the largest total employment. The 

Department of Public Safety had the second largest state agency 

crimilllal justice employment total. Of the 1,040 people employed 
" r ~~ 

\ inc:s'iminal justice functions by state agencies, 946 are fu!'l time 

\ and f~4 are part time. 

~ iEmployment in Planning bistricts. The reported FY 1975 

\ criminal justice local level employment in South Dakota's Planning 

\Districts is presented in Table 40. More criminal just~ce perso~nel 
are employed in Planning District VI than in any other Planning 

District. This district also had the highest criminal justice 

" expendi tures. "Planning District V
l
} wi tl). seven public defende'r 

\ 
e~?ployees was the only district to" report public defender 

employment in FY 1975. Planning District II had the second highest 

employment and criminal justice expenditure level. Of the 1,396 

county ba"nd city C'ri~inal justice employees report/& most (1,085) 

are invqlvedin police protection. 

High Crime Area Employment., 
(. ..,' {I 

Data on criminal just;(ce employment 
\j,~,! :.1 

levels in South Dakota's ten high c~i!l1e areas are preseIlted in 

Table 41. fJ Only three area~- Yankton, Minnehaha County and, 
J! j 
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FY 1975 Criminal Justice Employment in State Agencies 

DEPARTMENT 

Social Services 
Penitentiary 
Training School 
Youth Forestry Camp 
Adult Corrections 
Juvenile Corrections 

TOTAL 

Public Safety 
Highway Patrol 
D.L.E.A. 
A. S-?A;P' 

() TOTAL 

Health 
Drug Abuse and 

Substance Control 

Attorney General 
Criminal Investigation 
Attorney Generil 

TOTAL 

Legislature 
Legal Services 

Judiciary 
Supreme Court 
Circuit Court 

~'fJ TOTA~ 

State Agency TOTAL 

Full-time 

116 
70 
24 
23 
13 

246 

198 
10 
21 

229 

8 

,30 
t,,~ 64 

94 

2 

24 
343 
367 

946 

1/ 

EMPLOYMENT 
Part-time 

o 

o 

o 

5 
2 
1 
'9 
7 

24 

o 
1 
0" 
1 

5 

o 
13 
13 

o 

,,94 

o 

.f!:-

o 

Total 

121 
72 
22 
32 
20 

270 

198 
11 
21 

230 

13 

30 
77 

107 

2 

24 
394 
418 

1;040 
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Planning 
Districts 

L' 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

" 6 

Total 

Note: 

o 

\) 

196 
287 
202 
219 
179 
313 

1,396 

'\' 

o t) 'I 

'"'' ~ 

T.able 40 

Reported .. Local Level CriminalJlJustice 
o Totar Employment in Plannin,g. Districts 

156 
2:f8 
154 
164 
121 
252 

l,08,5 
r-'.~ 

3 
4 
3 

10 
14 

2 

o 36 

26 
22 
29 
35 
36 
30 

178 

(J 
\\ 

Q, 
o 
o 
o 
o 
7 

7 
o 

o 

11 
23 
16 
10 

8 
22 

90 

f" j 
\(1 

0" o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

This table includes only employees reported on the NCJISS and the SAC surveys. 
estimates are made for agencies that were' not sampled or did not :respond. 
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Table 41 
\) 

Criminal Justice Total"EmploymentFY 1975 

o 

0 
Total . 

D CrimiI;lal Police 
(j' 

Area " 0 Justice Protection , JUdicial 

" 

c· 

f) 

. 

, , 
~ 

Aberdeen 48 46 , 
" 

Mitchell 24 c' ; 23 
"cPierre 28 2.5 
Rapid City 87 83 '" 

( 1'33 Sioux Falls 136 " 

·Spearfish 15 c· ',.9c.16(1' 

Sturgis '15 15 0 ,. , 
Yankton 

,;. 26 
, 

24 !J , 

Minnehaha Go. a 71 38. 
'" 0 

Pennington Co. 1: , 74 40 
IJ , 

South Dakota 2,,625 1. ,49,2 
'l " 

'. 
co " n , . 

Note: Data derived from NCJISS 

Q 

" 
a Excludes da.:.:ta 101',. Sioux Fa,Jls 
b'Excludes data for ,)lapid City 
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~fnd SAC sui-\T~yS 
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.+ ':7 

Legal 
Services &, 
1>rosecut ion 

2 
1 , 
3 

'4 
3 
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0 
1. 
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t? \J Other 

Indigent Correc- ~riminal 
Defense tions Justice •. 

" 
" 
0 o ,~ '" 0 
0 0 '0 I b 0 0 

) 
0 0 0 

" ,,0 '0 0 
" 0 0 0 

0 0 
0 

0 = 

0 1 0 
0 22 0 
7 . 18 0 % 

7 373 
t. 
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Pennington County-employ personnel specifically for correctional 

:functions'. The seven Planning District VI employees in public 

defense found in Table 40 are all located in Pennington County. 

The two counties in Table 41 are the only areas which report 

judicial employment due to the structure of the court system 
o 

in the state. Sioux Falls employs more criminal justice personnel 

than any other high crime area. 

The South Dakota total employment figures found in Table 39 

include all ~nown criIllina'l justice employe'es in the state. 

PolIce protection employees include 1,492 of the total criminal 

justice employment of 2,625 in South Dakota. 

Workload Data 

As seen in Table 42 there was a ratio o'f 559 South Dakota 

'1..1 

residents per law enf,orcement employee in 1975. This ratio is 

based on law enforcement employment data provided by NCJISSand 

includes law enforcement employees without powers" of arrest. In 

1975 an av~~age of 15.3 VCR Part I offenses occurred per law 
;,~ . 

enforcement employee. Vs:Fng fingerprint records ~s a rough 

measure of arrests, a ratio of 5.73 arrests per law enforcement 

employee is found. I, /?~ 
, ~ 

,0 (C 
The Statistical Analysis Center condueted a survey of States 

Attorneys in South Dakota in 1975. 'Fifty.;..one of the 64, St~tes 

Attorneys" offices in the state responded to tl1e survey. :~n 
~ 

extrapolation of'these responses to"total prosecutor employment 
, , "" 

o . ~ 

"in the stat'e prp,duces a ratio of approxima,t'el:<¥ o9fJ. 76 criminal 
" ' ,/' 

cases perr l?rosecutor. In the circui"t ,court s¥,stem in South Dakota 
(:0 " ; 

there was a rati,o of.34.1. 75 crimin"al cases per judge or law 
o 

, trair\~'d magistrate in 1,975. 
o 

\' 
V. 
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Table 42 

Police Workload in South Dakota and Selected States 

State 

South Dakota 
North Dakota 
Mon"tiana 
Wyoming 
Idaho 

Unitea States 

~ 

Population per 
. emp';I:6yee 

559 
609 
484 
377 
461 

" 383 

UCR Part I Crimes 
per employee 

"r:;.". 

15.3 
',14.2 

20.3 
15.7 
19.1 

20.3 

Note: Law Enforcement employee data is based on full-time 
'equivalent employees obtained from Expenditure" and, Employment 

. Data. for the Criminal Justice System 1975." ~ 
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": 0 
The South Dakota state;; penitentiary reported 3.59 inmates 

Per uniformed staff in FY 1975 and 4 .. 93 inmates per uniformed 
" "'\~ 

staff in FY 1976. The~e was a ratio of 25.75 parqlees per 
'.' 

parole officer in FY 1975. 
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SUMMARY 

Seuth Daketa dees net, in cemparisen with the natien and 

wi th neighbering states, hav.e ao serieus crime preblem. In 1975, 

the Seuth Dakota crime rate was a little mere than half(52%) the 

total rate ef crime ef the United States pepulatien. ·Seuth Daketa, 
", 

also. has the second lewest 3,975 crime rate when cempared with its 

neighbering states: Nerth Daketa, Mentana, Wyeming, and Idaho.. 

In the next few years, with the advent of better crime 

reperting systems, the Seuth Dakota. crime rate may-be feund to' p,e 

higher than the present data indicate. This mere reliable and valid 

data ef the future is net expected, hewever, to' negate the premi!se 

that Seuth Dakota has a cemparatively lew .overall crime rate. 
\:.'. '~ -

In rural Seuth Daketa, all majer crimes (hemicide, rebber*, 

assault, burglary, larceny, and car theft) except ra~e eqcurred at 
G'.~~ 

a lewer rate than the average ef ether rural areas in the United 

states. The rape rate (14 reported per ,10,000 persens), was abeut 

the same. 

Rapid Gity had the highest crime rate in 1975 ef any city. 

in Seuth "Daketa. Abc;mt 845 preperty (burglary, larceny and auto' 
.",. " 

theIt) andvielent(hemicide ,rape, :i:ebbl.3xies, a~saul t ) crimes 
o ,:? {! 

wereoemmitted fel~1 e'Ve!,y 10, ogo Rapid City resident. 

() {rCities eI cempa'~ble si~e in the United States had an average ef 
n' 0 

abeut 559 preperty and violent crimes fer ev:.ery 10,000 residentsc
,. 

{" ,,(.1 _, 

" ;, 

Beth. /~he vielent a,nd t,ha' preperty crime rates .fer Rapid 
I.. ~ 

City in 1975 exceeded the average crline rate ferci ties of cem-
e q - . 

1 

parable s"ize. Rapid City's violent crime rate was abeut 104 for 

ev~i 000 . residents, . as com~a~d to 3t P~JL)q, 000 for cities 

ef silln,lar S1.ze. The average preperty crime rate fer sim;ilar,-

,', 
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~ 
size ci,.ties was 925 per 10,000; Rapid City's property crime rate 

was 740 per 10,000. 

Other tl?:!}n in Rapid City, 1975 preperty critne ra tea. were 

J.,argest in Yankten (535 per 10,000 peeple), Sieux Falls (47§ per 

10; 000), and Abe,rdeen (470 per 10,000). Vielent crimera tes, ""ex-;; 
_ ID 

cltJ.d"ing Rapid City, were highest in Aberdeen (abeut 24 vielent 

crimes per 10,000 persens} and Sieux Falls (abeut 14 per 10,000 

persens) . 

Sieux Falls, the largest city in_Seuth Daketa, had a lewer 
~' ;:';;;: 

"average 1975 criine 'rat:e than other U. S. cities of the sdlze fer 
II 

all majer crimes except rape0 The rape rate fer Sieux Falls in D19~5 
(> 

<:" was 3.1 per 10,000 persens. Ci ties ef comparable size had a rape" 
1) 

rate ef 2.6 perol0,OOO persens. 
o 

'Violent CrimeS)n Seuth Daketa have been increasing mere 

rap idly in" urban tbai' in ~~ral areas in recent years )1973 to 1975). 

Tbe fastest rate of J"rease in violent crimes bas b;,en ta.king place 

in Minnehaha Ceunty, ~~j~d City, and Aberdeen. 

An accurate"Pictur~of crime on tbe Indian reservati9ns 

:i,n Seuth Daketa ~s net pess ~le frem the available data. The' 

fellewiijg remarks are made en the basis ef data which. is incemplete, 
~, ;) 

inconsistent in places 1 and highly variable frem year to' year. 

Accerding to' this data, the everall crime 'rate fer Seuth 

Daketa resoervatiens in 1975 was abeut 41% higher, than the overall __ .. l~ . 

crime rate fer the restqf Seuth Daketa. This difference can be 

att:ributed t~ a larg!3r vielent eBme rate en the reservations (285 

vielent crimes per .10,000 persq,ns) than in tlie rest ef the""state 

Vie lent crimes 1nclud~ 

hemicide, rape ,:j}1;rebbery, ~nd" assault. o 
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Property crimes (burglary 1 lar'ceny 1 auto theft) were general-Iy 
'. ,? ' i" " 

lower (183 property crimes per 10,000 persons) on res~rvations 
P ,/ 

than for the rest of the'state!(253 property crimes per 10,000 
c - I, 

persons). Lower Brule and pine Ridge were exceptions, wit.h 943 

ando 351 property crimes peD) 10 , 000 persons 1 respecti v:ely . 
oJ 

~n analysis of ftngerprint card reports indicated thit mahy' 

law enforcement agencies in .the state are not °forwarding, finger

print records to the Division of Criminal Investigation on a ,! 

-
regular basis. This lack oi" pompletefinge,;rpiint records could 

seriously a::Efect the ,ope'ration of the proposed South Dakota Major" , ~ .~ 
(;: 

Offenders Bureau by failing toop:!;'ovides-ufficient information 

ot.f;h~bitual offenders. 
" 

A description of the criminal justice systJem. in' South DaKota 

was based "upon available data for felony and~mis,~emeanor cases 

handled in cale;ndall years 1975 and 1976. 
\) 

(, " 
One of the more striking results from arranging the data in 

this'fas1:;l.ion-is the variatio)1 in dism±ssal rates (number of dis-
::,. 

(, ,) missals divided by the number of initial-appearances)" tha't occur 

across jtidicial circuits. Q 

Dismissed r,ates io:r f~lonies ranged from 17 to 42% of initial 
4·-, 

Less 
, 

appearances dismissed ,in 1976 and from 13 to 41% in 1976. 
" I,t t;) 

(I 
variation occurred for misdemeanors: 7 to 22% dismissals ;in 197p 

.and 9 to 23% in 1976. 
o &a 

A,r~lated finding concern~ the size of this phenomenonratber 
,) 

than its ~ariabili ty. ,"Generally,;, about one-third of thefe16n~; 
e? 

cases an,~ about 13% of the mi.s deIlle an or cases resulted i~ dismissal. 
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~Regardless of~whether the case is'a felony or m' ~ d ~ .... s emeanor 1 .. 

a persori is less likely to be convicted" 1~n a "J'ury trial 'than in 

a court trial" Con' t' . v~(i2. ~on '. rates for J'urys t ' , ry~ng felony cases 

were 72% and 78% in 1975" and 197'6. ", Court tri9Jls o,f felony cases 

fo,r. the same yearS:' resulte'd.in·.collvict~on'· 
Q, ." \J .... rates of 97% and 91%, 

';For qlisdeJIleanol~s 1 jury convictiqn rate,s w~re 163% and 53% for 1975 

and 1976. Court cortvicti6n rates ~ere 79% and 87%. Perhaps the 

more certain, less atpbiguous cases are decidud by the court, 

For . felony 'ca,ses ,jury trials generally exceeded court 

trials, " In 1975, 137 jury trials occurred ~s compared to 9~ court 

trials. In :t'976 J th . ~j " .)11 eo numbers were 127 and 90, respectively. The 

reverse was true for'misdem~an~r cases. . In a975; 106 jury trials 

and 503 court tr,1als were 'held "for m,isdemeanor cases .. In 1976, 

th? nrlmbers were 154 and 543~ 

B\6th courtan'd jury trial :'cO~v~ctionC ra:tes generallyc:;:~aried 
widely across circuits f b th f" " o 'oro ,eloni~s and~isdemeanors. An 

exception is the small ., t' var1~ ~on foundiy.'conviction rates for u 

felpny court trials (avera.g.e t - 01 ',~ ra e was 9,7/0 convictions in 1975 and 

91% in 1976. ) 
o 

e, " 

o 

"Changes over a five-year" period (1972 "., to ~976) were d~scribed 

. '\ for the South D k t" ao, a probation, prison , and parole popUlations. 

Tne number of inmates ;n th S .... ,e tate Penitentiary in Sioux Falls 

!~ , 

declined each, year since 1972 unt",',l 1 7 ~ .~ 5 when the ~rison population 

o began to increase. , (A 54% incre~se in the number o·f i' ~ G" • nmates r~-

ce~ved fro~ court t i c sen enc ng occurred in 1975.) The number oj{ 
o • 

"fJ 

~t t~e State Training School id Pla~kinton or at juvenile,s 
1 

the Youth 

,placed 
,jl 

Forestry CalIlP hasalsp increased over the years. .1. 

The number of inmates paroled J'~ped , sharply (a 49% increase) ',> ~~'" ' Q 
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:; 

from 1972 and 1973 , and then remained essentially the same 

through 1976. A, steady 
~'l Cli' 

increase ,in 
,;,/: 

the "number of adults placed 

on probation has occurred since 1973. 
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APPENDIX A 

Number of Inmates in State and Federal Prisons: 

State 

Alabama 
Alaska" 
Arizona 
Arkausas 
California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Del'awar§ 
D.C. 

" Flbrida 

Georgia " 
Hawaii 
Ida.ho 
Illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 
Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 

January 1, 1976 and J;,al!uary 1," 1977a 

q 

1/1/76 

4,420 
349 

2,712 
2,338 

20,007 
" 2,:039 

3,060 
701 

2,330 
"15,709 . 

11;"067 
366 
593 

8,110 
4,392 
1,857 
1,696 
3,257 
4,774 

643 

1/1/77 

3,096(2,300)b 
c543c 

3,072 
.2,445 

20,914 
.2,324 
3,186 

953 0 

2,617 
18,229(373)b 

11,423(53'S)b 
413 
725 

J.O,002 
4,430 
1,956 
2,126 
3,659 
4,695(l,714)b 

622 

Maryland 6,606 6,860(l,970)b 
Massachusetts 2,278 2,701. 
Michigan 10,882 12,462 
Minnesota 1,630 1,684 ~ 
Mississippi 2,429 2,135(125)b 
Missouri 4,150 4,748 
Montana 377 500 
Nebraska 1,259 1,339 
Nevada 893 953 
New Hampshire 302 297 

%Change 

+22c 
+56 " 
+13 

. + 5 
+ 4 
+14 

"+ 4 
. +36 
°+12 

+18c 

+ 8c 
'+13 
+22 
+23 
;".1 

.. + 1 
+25 
+12 
+34c 
- 3 

+20c 
+19' 

0+25 
+ 3 _ 7c 
+14 0 

+33 
+ 6 
+ 7 
- 1 

New Jersey 5,277 5,987(200)b +17c 
New Mexico 1,118 1,359 +22 
New York 16,056 17,791 +li 
North Carolina 12,486 13,261 a + 6 
North Dakota 205 242 +18 
Ohio 11,451 12,626 +10 
Oklahoma 3,435 4,106 +19 
Oregon 2,442 2 848 +17 
Pennsyl vania _. 7, 054 7 : 584 + 7 
B~h~o~d~e~I~s=l=a=n=d ________ ~(,~~~~.4~.Q~0 ______________ ~5~4~4~ ______ ~ __ ~+~3~6 __ ___ 

't'"b~~1 
South Carolina ' ,r~" 6 1bo 6,985 +14 
South Dakota <''c' '372 521 +40 
T~nnessee . 4,569 5,350 +17 
Texa's " 18,934 20.708 . +90 

Utah 696 827 '+19 
Vermont 343 386 +12 . 92 Q b Virginia 6,0, 7,001(1,375) +l1c 
Washington 3,063 3.767 +23 
Vlest Virginia 1,21.3 1,216 
Wisconsin 2,992 3,340 
Wyoming 384 355 

.. Total states and D.C. 225,908 247.913(7,690)b 
'I U.S. Bureau of Prisons 24.134 27 665 

Total U.S. 250,042 275,s18(7,69Q)b 

+12 
- 7 

o 

aFromCorrections Maga:c:tne, March 1977 '" 

bF~~ure$ in parentheses represent inmates sentenced to ;statep-risons 
9ut currently being held in county :eaei1i ties j:)ecs,use of overcrowding.o 

cIncl~des the inmates sentenced to state prisons b~t being held 
in COUIlty facilities. (; 
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