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OVERVIEW OF FELONY ARREST PROCESSING
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Section 1 of this volume presents highlights of the processing of New York
State felony arrests. Data on both the outcomes of cases and their elapsed time

for processing through the criminal justice system are presented in the form of
"tree" diagrams. These displays are based on felony arrests disposed in 1981 and
successively reflect processing information for "all felony cases" statewide, and
for those in New York City, metropolitan areas, and non-metropolitan areas.
Additional displays show the statewide processing of cases involving various sex,
race, age, crime type, and crime class groupings. Figures designated by the suffix
"A" present summary counts and percentages of cases by digpositional outcome;
those with the "B" suffix present elapsed time between arrest and disposition in
median days. (Medians and quartiles are summarized in a table accompanying each
processing time display.) The outcome and time displays are presented in pairs to
show the counts on which processing time calculations are based.

As noted in Volume I, these data are event based, that is, the unit of count
is the arrest event. Any offender with multisle dispositions in 1981 is counted
each time he or she was disposed. Therefore, these analyses overrepresent such

“offenders, and should not be considered descriptive of the personal characteristics
(i.e., race, age, sex) of offenders processéd.1

I1n the study cohort of 113,600 arrest events, there were a total of 94,678
individual offenders. Of those offenders, 80,515 were counted in the cohort only
once and 14,163 were counted two or more times. Those "multiple" offenders
averaged 2.3 cohort arrests per offender.
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Criminal Justice Processing Qutcomes

Figures 1 through 21 ("A" suffix) are summary diagrams that display counts of
felony arrests disposed during 1981. These arrests occurred between 1972-1981 with
94.6% occurring during 1980-1981. These data are especially useful in identifying
patterns in the criminal justice system's response to felony arrests.

The summary diagrams are intended to illustrate the distribution of outcomes
resulting from felony arrests rather than the temporal flow of defendants through
the criminal justice system.

Arrests

* Of the 113,600 felony arrest events in the study cohort, 83,867 (73.8%)
were from New York City, 17,410 (15.3%) were from Other Metropolitan Areas,
and 12,323 (10.8%) were from Non-Metropolitan Areas.

* Arrest events involving males (90.1%) were much more prevalent than those
involving females (9.9%).2

* Arrest events involving black offenders accounted for 47.2% of all felonies
disposed in 1981; those involving whites accounted for 31.3% and those
involving Hispanics3 for 21.1% of the total4.

* The majority of arrest events invoived relatively young adults. Fifty-
seven percent (57%) of the events in the study population involved
offenders under 25 years of age.

* Qverall 52,547 (46.3%) of the felony arrest events in the study cohort were
for property crimes, 38,498 (33.9%) were for personal crimes, and 12,526
(11.0%) were for drug crimes.

* Those arrest events involving a class A felony arrest charge accounted for
2.6% of all cases disposed in 1981; those involving a class B felony arrest
charge accounted for 15.0%, class C for 15.2%, class D for 44.4%, and class
E charges for 22.7% of all cases disposed.

‘ 2As noted in Volume I, the arrest event unit of count does not accurately
represent the distribution of personal characteristics of individual offenders.
3As noted in Volume I, Hispanic offenders were coded in the "white"
category prior to mid-1978 and, therefore, may be undercounted relative to their
actual numbers.
4See Note 2 above.



Prosecution

* The overwhelming majority (96.9%) of felony arrests in the cohort were
prosecuted and disposed as a result of court action.

* Of the 3,541 cases in the cohort that were not prosecuted, the majority
(2,711 or 76.5% were disposed as the result of decisions by prosecutors not
to bring the case forward (“prosecution declined" actions) rather than by a
failure of the grand jury to indict the offender ("no true bill1" actions).

* (Of the 830 "no true bill" actions statewide, New York City accounted for

52.2% (433), Other Metropolitan Planning Areas for 42.2% (350), and Non-
Metropolitan Areas for 5.7% (47) of these cases.

Lower Versus Upper Court Processing

* Nearly three-quarters (71.0%) of felony arrests in the cohort were disposed
in the lower courts, that is, in courts with trial jurisdiction over
misdemeanor and Tlesser offenses but only preliminary jurisdiction over the
processing of felonies.

* New York City processed the highest proportion (73.7%) of felony arrest
cases through the Tower courts compared to the Other Metropolitan
(63.4%) and Non-Metropolitan (63.6%) areas.

* Arrest events involving males were Tess likely than thgse involving females
to be processed in the lower courts (70.1% vs. 79.5%).0

* Felony arrest events involving Hispanics were the most 1likely race/ethnic
group to be processed in the lower courts (74.8%). Arrests involving white
offenders were slightly less likely to be disposed in lower courts than
those involving black offenders (68.2% vs. 71.1%). There were no
substantial differences in the ratio of upper/lower court prosecution among
age groups.d

*  Arrests events involving property offenses were more likely to be processed
in the lower courts (78.1%) than those involving either personal (63.6%) or
drug (72.4%) offenses.

* QOver ftwo-thirds (69.3%) of arrest events involving class A felony offenses
and almost half (48.1%) of those involving a class B felony were processed
in the upper courts, however, the majority of events involving class C
felony (63.5%), D felony (75.4%), and E felony (87.9%) offenses were
processed in the lower courts.

5See Note 2 above.



Conviction

* Qverall 62.5% of felony arrests in the cohort ultimately resulted in
conviction.

* Among cases disposed in upper courts, a higher proportion were convicted
(83.5%) and a lower proportion dismissed (11.0%) than among cases disposed
in the lower courts. In the Tower courts only 57.6% of cases were
convicted and 41.8% were dismissed.

* The proportions of both lower and upper court convictions (conviction rate)
were highest among cases from Non-metropolitan areas and Towest for New
York City cases. In the Tower courts, 56.7% of New York City versus 66.1%
of Non-metropolitan cases were convicted; in the upper courts, 82.0% versus
86.9% of cases respectively were convicted.

* Dismissals accounted for a higher proportion of lower court actions in New
York City (42.7%) than in either the Other Metropolitan (42.4%) or the
Non-metropolitan areas (33.3%).

* Conviction rates resulting from property arrests were slightly higher than
for personal arrests in the upper courts and substantially higher in lower
courts. In the upper courts, convictions were obtained in 88.3% of
property arrests and 81.0% of personal arrests. In the lower courts, 65.4%
of property arrests and 43.8% of personal arrests resulted in conviction.

* Arrest events involving white offenders, whether disposed in upper or Tower
courts, were slightly more likely to result in conviction than arrests
involving black offenders. In the upper courts, 85.1% of white and 82.0%
of black offenders were convicted, compared to 60.1% of white and 56.2% of
black offenders convicted in the lower courts.

* In the upper courts, arrest events involving younger offenders more often
resulted in convictions than events involving older offenders. Of the 16
to 24 year olds processed in the upper courts, 85.6% were convicted,
compared with 80.4% of offenders who were 25 and older. There was less
variation in gonviction rates by age of offender among cases disposed in
lower courts.

* There were no substantial differences in conviction rates between events
involving males and females in either upper or lower courts. In the upper
courts, 83.5% of the males and 82.6% of the females were convicted,
compareg with 57.9% of the males and 55.5% of the females in Tower
courts.,

6See Note 2 above.
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The vast majority (84.4%) of convictions following felony arrest

events were obtained through guilty pleas rather than by trials. Guilty
pleas were more prevalent among lower court convictions (88.5%) than upper
court convictions (76.6%).

Youthful Offender (Y0) findings were more common following conviction in
upper courts than they were following conviction in lower courts (14.9%
versus 11.3% of convictions respectively). They were more commoen following
convictions of property arrest events than they were following convictions
of arrests for crimes against persons. This was particularly true in the
upper courts.

The percentage of convictions resulting in Youthful Offender status was
substantially lower in New York City than in either the Other Metropolitan
or Non-Metropolitan areas.

Sentences

Overall, 46.7% of all convictions in the cohort resulted in some form of
1ncarcerative sentence, either to a state prison or a local jail (including
sentences to time already served and "split" sentences to jail and
probation). A higher percentage of convictions among New York City cases
(47.8%) resulted in an incarcerative sentence, than among cases in Other
Metropolitan (45.0%) or Non-Metropolitan (43.4%) areas.

0f all felony arrests in the cohort, 29.2% received a sentence involving

some form of incarceration. Slightly more arrests from Non-Metropolitan

areas (31.8%) than from New York City (28.8%) or Other Metropolitan areas
(29.5%) resulted in a sentence to incarceration.

For convictions in the upper courts:

* QOverall, 41.1% resulted in sentences to state prison. An additional 19.8%

vere sentenced to local jail. A further 6.5% received "split" sentences
involving jail and probation, and 0.8% were sentenced to time already
served,

State prison sentences were imposed at a substantially higher rate when the
processing was initiated by arrest for a personal offense (58.3% of
convictions) than when drug (37.6%) or property (29.1%) arrests were
involved.

In upper courts, "straight" jail sentences (i.e., excluding "split"
sentences) were somewhat more common for convictions following property
arrests (24.1%) than for personal (14.7%) or drug arrests (17.8%).
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Upper court convictions involving white offenders were substantially

less likely to result in a state prison sentence (30.6% of convictions)
than those for blacks (47.6%) or Hispanics (47.2%). Blacks were slightly
more likely to rec;ive jail sentences (20.6%) than whites (19.6%) or
Hispanics (18.1%).

Males were far more likely to receive prison sentences in the upper courts
than females (42.5% of convictions vs. 21.6%); they were slightly more
1ikely than females to be sentenced to jail from upper courts (20.0% of
convictions vs. 17.2%).

Prison sentences were less frequently imposed in the upper courts for the
younger (16-24 years old) group of offenders. The pattern in jail
sentences was similar between the 16-24 and 25-older groups.

Among non-incarcerative sentences imposed in upper courts, prcbation was by
far the most common, accounting for 27.8% of convictions. Over one-third
(33.6%) of the upper court convictions of property crime arrests received
probation as compared to 29.3% for drug and 19.8% for personal offenses.
The use of fines and discharges was rare in the upper courts, accounting
for only 3.5% of the total convictions.

For convictions in the lower courts:

*

*

*

Overall, 25.6% resulted in a sentence to a local jail. In addition, 2.3%
received a split sentence to jail and probation, and 7.5% were sentenced to
time already served.

Jail sentences were more likely to result from convictions of property
arrests (30.1%) than from convictions of drug (20.6%) or personal arrests
(22.4%).

Arrests involving whites were less Tikely to result in (straight) jail
sentences (16.3% of convictions) than was the case for blacks (31.7%) or
Hispanics (26.4%). Females were less likely than males to receive jail
sentences (17.2% of convictions vs. 26.6%), and the younger age group (16-
19 year oldsj was less likely to receive jail sentences than the older (25-
older) group (23.4% of convictions vs. 28.4%).

Conditional discharges were imposed in 26.3% of all lower court
convictions, followed by probation (18.4%) and fine (15.1%).

/These data do not necessarily demonstrate discrimination in the sentencing

process.

Additional information and analyses would be necessary to determine, for

example, if these sentencing patterns were due to differences in prior offending
histories or criminal behaviors of the offenders rather than race per se. See the
1983Y).

DCJS report, Discrimination and the Decision to Incarcerate, (May,

Also,

see Note 2 above.

.
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Processing Time

Figures 1 through 21 ("B" suffix) are summary diagrams that display elapsed
processing times between felony arrests and various dispositions of those arrests
in New York State. For convictions, the elapsed time is calculated to the date of
sentence; for all other dispositions the time is calculated to the date of the
disposition. Thus, processing time is a measure of the maximum length of an
offender's contact with the criminal justice system up to the point of sentencing.
Data on the correctional processing of offenders are not part of this analysis.

A preliminary verification analysis of processing time revealed that there
were a small number of cases in which an incorrect disposition date was recorded on
the CCH/OBTS. In these cases the date recorded was later than the actual date of
the disposition and consequently some of the processing times may be somewhat
inflated. The exact magnitude of this bias is not known since source data were not
available to reconcile the error. However the bias is not believed to be large
since relatively few incorrect times were identified in the verification, study.
While these data may slightly overestimate processing time in general, there is no
indication that the bias exists differentially among ahy of the specific subgroups
of the study population (i.e., offense, age, sex, or race groups).

A similar, though more pervasive problem in recording dates for "prosecution
declined" dispositions was also noted. Because this recording error appeared to
affect a substantial number of such dispositions, it was believed that presentation
of processing time statistics for this disposition would be misleading. Processing
times for "prosecution declined" dispositions were therefore excluded from the
displays. In addition, processing time statistics were omitted for all
dispositions where fewer than twenty-five (25) cases formed the basis for
computation. (On the summary diagrams, "N/A" is used to indicate that it was not
appropriate to compute processing time).
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The presentations use the Tower quartile, median, and upper quartile to
describe the distributions of processing time. These statistics are interpreted as
follows:

--The lower quartile: 25% of cases processed were disposed in less time, and
75% in more time than the lower quartile value.

--The median: 50 % of cases processed were disposed in less time, and 50% in
more time than the median value.

--The upper quartile: 75% of cases processed were disposed in less time, and
25% in more time than the upper quartile value.

These median-based.statistics were selected to summarize processing times
because they are less sensitive to extreme values in the distributions than the
more familiar arithmetic mean.

* The median elapsed time between a felony arrest and a final disposition in
1981 was 93 days. Cases dismissed by grand jury action ("no true bill")
took an average of 84 days to dispose.®. Arrests culminating in conviction
generally took Tess time (93 days) to process than those disposed as
dismissals (98 days) or acquittals (261 days).

* Cases from New York City generally took less time to dispose (84 days) than
cases from the Other Metropelitan (118 days) or Non-Metropolitan areas (96
days).

* From arrest, personal offenses took slightly longer to dispose (108 days)
than property (86 days) or drug (75 days) offenses. Overall, class A
felony arrest offenses took longer to dispose (271 days) than class B (124
days), C (97 days), D (90 days), or E (65 days) felony arrest offenses.

* (Cases processed -in the upper courts took considerably longer to dispose
(207 days) than cases processed in the lower courts (61 days). This was
uniformly true for all offense types and acros¢ all offender subgroups.

8The term "average" is applicable to a variety of measures of central tendency
of a distribution. Throughout this discussion of processing times, "average"
refers to the median.

.
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* In both Tower and upper courts, acquittals and convictions by trial
were the dispositions that took the longest time to process. Acquittals
took 148 days in the lower courts and 293 days in upper courts, while
convictions by trial took 179 days in the Tower courts and 335 days in the
upper courts. As would be expected, considerably less time was required
for convictions by plea than for trial convictions in both the Tower and
upper courts (4l days and 198 days respectively for convictions by pleas).

* Dismissals took longer than convictions in both lower and upper courts.
The median time for dismissals in lower courts was 88 days, but was 223
days in upper courts.

* (Cases of younger defendants took longer to dispose than those of older
defendants. The median processing time for 16-24 year olds was 101 days,
whereas those 25 years and older were processed in an average of 80 days.

* Hispanics and blacks were processed more quickly than whites. Overall
processing times were 116 days for whites, 86 days for blacks, and 74 days
for Hispanics. A similar pattern of processing times generally holds for
both Jower and upper court dispositions.9

9Among other factors, these differences may be due to variations in arrest
charges, prior criminal activity, and region. Further multivariate analyses are
required to understand the impact that race and ethnicity have on processing times.
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& # & .1

. 030 * 0928 * 211 *

* 096 & 223 ® 381 *

* 028 & 088 * 202 *

[ 4 & x *

* 168 * 2481 & 394 %

* 214 * 293% & 424 *

* 08¢ L4 148 13 255 *

* * . * *

& 026 * 093 * 210 *

* 123 * 202 & 323 *

* 245 * 335 * 461 »

* 120 & 198 * 315 *

& 106 * 162 * 243 &

* 006 * 048 * 117 *

* 101 * 179 ® 316 *

* 003 * 041 * 109 *

* 056 * 091 & 172 *

* * * *

& 089 * 165 x 300 *

* 108 * 189 * 309 *

% 042 * 090 * 219 ® (N/A = NOT_APPROPRIATE,

AhkAR Ak RAARRAARRARACARR KAk A AN kA LESS [HAN S CASES)




FIGURE 2-A

CRIMINAL 4 USTICE SYSTEM PROCESSINSGSG SUMNARY

..2'[_

NEW YORK CITY ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1981
ARRESTED
*
83867* 100.0% '
&
AERAARRRRAANR A AR ARG RAR AR R EARRAAAEARARAASAQAACRALARRANDARRI RN ANK
% & f 3
PROSECUTION DECLENED . NO TRUE BILL
®
27111 3.2% PROSECUTED £33 0.5%
80723k 96.3%
&
ARRAREKARNARRRRAARA AR R RAARARARRARAARRAAKRAKRARAEARARAA A AR AR KR RARRARA KA XRAANLaS
& &
& &
LOWER COURT UPPER COURTY
61832* 73.7% 18891 ‘zz.sz
®
Xk EAKkAAAARAAk AR RAA A RARRA AR A A AN RL AN AEARARLERARRRAR LR AR A AARAAREARRACRRR
EX 3 . & & * #* *
DISMISSED ACQUITTED convicreo OTHER (A) DISHgSSED Acnuirrso CONVICTED orgen (B}
I} 3 &
26403 287 35045 92 2232 808 15439 362
2.7% 0.5% 56;7x 0.1x 11.8% 4.3% 82;01 1.9%
* *
* *-TRIAL 65 0.2% (c) x 4=-TRIAL 1525 9.8X (C)
axsk-PLEA 31793 * 90.7% aaxs—PLEA 12211 78.8%
& &-Y0 3187 9.1% *  &=Y0 1753 11.3%
* &
&® L
REXRAAARASAAAERE R AN Akt R kAR AR tahhak
% OF X Of
CONVICTED CONVICTED
0.0X 0 eeecsescsecsane PRISON cetecacoscscnso 7548 48.7%
27.0% 9446 cvacsmssncsnass JAIL secasensassscan 2638 i7.0%
8.9% 3118 caseancssnense TIME SERVED ecsacvencecscmes 134 0.9%
1.5% T 512 eemescsces JAIL AND PROBATION esensasase 764 4.9%
15.3% 5365 mcesancscnse PROBATION cascscscanwe 3976 25.7%
15.2% 5343 eescecsanenca FINE cnenecanessane 90 0.6%
1.1X 379 eeeee FINE ARD CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE  euaeoe 57 0.4%
28.9% 10141 ceceven COND ITIONAL DISCHARGE ceseese 232 1.5%
1.8% 640 ceacoe UNCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE acecen 38 0.2%
0.3% 101 scnesnsasas OTHER/UNKNOWN vceecuacacacens 12 0.1%
{A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT.
B) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.




e g v s o e e e s N S e r e e L e T g g e e RS IR PP AT

FIGURE 2-B ‘
MEDIAN DAYS BETHWHEEN ARREST AND FINAL DISPOSITION

NEW YORK CITY ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 198t%
ARRESTED
OBkﬁDAVS
AARAKRRA AR A R AR R AR R AN EA R AR AR A AR R R AR R AR KA A NN AR R R R R AR ARG A R
* * &
PROSECUTIO? DECLINED : NO TREE BILL
od 056 DAYS
PROSECUTED
091 DAYS
“
*
AR AR AR E AR AR R A Ak AR A A AR R A A R R AR A AR AR AR AR AN AN R A AR R R AR AR AR A RS AR A S AR RO R AR
* &
LOHER.COURT UPPER.COURT
057 DAYS 233 DAYS '
# *
& ®
* *
AAR AR ARRRE AR AR AR AR RAARRARANARRR R RN EARN AL AAARRR R AR A ARG NRRRRRORA
* * & * * & 'y &
DlSMESSED ACQUITTED CONVICTED OTHER DISHESSED ACQU}TTED CONV{CTE& OIQER
“ * &
090 DAYS 147 DAYS 038 DAYS 090 DAYS 236 DAYS 311 DAYS 229 DAYS 200 DAYS
* &
& *
* * i
& &-~TRIAL 204 DAYS & *=~TRIAL 354 DAYS [
’ kxshk=-PLEA 03G DAYS khks2~PLEA 213 DAYS w
LI 3 4] 100. DAYS & . x=Y0 195 DAYS J
AR RRANR R RA AR RGN ARLARRXINARRANA RN
& SUMMARY &
ARRRARANANKARAAARRARIRNA NSO RARERNE
* LOWER & & UPPER &
& QUARTILE « MEDIAN * QUARTILE »
AN RAARNANARA KRG ANAARARRARRRRARRS
ALL DISPOSITIONS * 019 * 084 & 210 *
ARRAREARARAKRARRARRAANARAARKAANAARRA
& * *« &
NO TRUE BILL : a9 . 056 + 905 .
PROSECUTED & 022 *® 091 * 216 *
UPPER COURT & 136 * 233 * 379 &
LOWER COURT : 008 : 0s7 : 180 :
DISMISSAL * 032 * 098 & 206 *
UPPER COURT ® 108 i 236 * 611 *
LOWER COURT : 030 : 090 : 199 :
ACQUITTED * 169 * 269 * 411 b
UPPER COURT L 227 & 311 I 448 *
LOWER COURT : 088 * 147 : 246 :
*
CONVICTED s+ 013 o+ g82 + 218 & |
UPPER COURT & 135 & 229 b 370 &
TRIAL * .261 * 354 & £87 *
PLEA * }29 * 218 & 357 *
Y0 & 20 & 195 * 307 *
LOWER COURT * 001 * 038 I 112 &
TRIAL * 138 & 204 & 335 *
PLEA * 001 ® 030 * 101 *
Yo * 060 * t00 * 239 *
* * * A
OTHER * 091 & 191 4 364 &
UPPER COURT « 117 I 200 * 379 *
LOWER COURT L 09 - 990 * 262 g {N/A = NOT_APPROPRIATE,
RARNRAGKNANRAANARDARARARRR AR REANRAER LESS THAN 25 CASES)




FIGURE 3-A

CRIMINAL J USTICE S YSTEM PROCESSI{ING

OFTHER METROPOLETAN AREAS
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1981
ARRESTED
*
17“01: 100.0%
&
AR AR R AR AR R R R A R A R AR R A AR N R R AR R A AR A AR R AR AR AR AR RA NN RR AN ARE
* ] *
PROSECUTION DECLINED : NO TRgE BILL
* .
0 0.0% PROSECUTED 350 . 2.0x
170(\0‘r 98.0%
*
BARERRR R AR R AR R AR AR AR R A R A O R R R ARG AR AR R AR R AR AR RO AGAARRANCARARRRRR
& &
& ®
LOWER COURT UPPER COURT
11031* 63.4% 6029  34.6%
*

*
AAKBAARRARRARNAKARAARNRRRA RN AR NA LR

S UMBKARY

ALL FELONY OFFENSES

ERAGAKAAEAARRARAAARARAARA KA AREARN

3 & * * # * 3 «
DISMISSED ACGU;TTED CONV{CTED OTHER (&) DISH{SSED ACQU{TTED CONVECTED OTHER (8B)
* & %
4681 43 6270 37 593 135 5157 144
42.4% 0.4X 56,8% 0.3% 9.8X 2.2% 85.5x% 2.4%
* '3
* *
& x=FTRIAL 27 0.4% (C) *  «~TRIAL 34
kxak-PLEA 5147 82.1% dhkk-PLEA 383
: *~Y0 1096 17.5% : £=-Y0 98
'3 ®
RAAARANARIRARAMNAERE ARRRREARAARRA ARG OARK
X OF X OF
CONVICTED - . CONVICTED
0.0% 0 eccescncsnaanne PRISON esessccsssssssas 1592 30.9%
20.0% 1256 cocecsvacsesacse JAIL eemssscassccnss 1266 24 ,5%
2.9% 184 sensussesanncs TIME SERVED cweccccoccccaas 24 0.5%
5.1% 317 esccesvees JAIL AND PROBATEION cassnsnses 500 9.7%
31.8% 1992 esccscacanca PROBATION wecasssemaae 1547 30.0x
9.8% 612 cesmccasesncs FINE esceccnsscnanas 34 0.7X
7.5% 468 weaes FINE AND CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE <eue.. 43 G.8%
19.2% 1202 cdvassa CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE ceacase 130 2.5X%
t.12 71 ceesas UNCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE amscee 13 0.3x
2.7% 168 cseccncccase OTHER/UNKNOWN cccmcecccennee 8 0.2Xx
(A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT.
(B) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED RY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.
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FIGURE 3-8

MEDTI AN bDAYS B ETHWEEN ARREST A ND FINAL brsSPOSITIO
OTHER METROPOLITAN AREAS
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1981
ARRESTED
118tDAVS
AR ARA AR R AR AR A A AR AN AR AR R A AR A AR AARARARAARRAARAAARNAR KN R ARA
* ® %
PROSECUVION DECLINED : NO TRQE BILL
*
Jud 112 DAYS
PROSECUFED
118 DAYS
&
%
AR R R A AR AR A AR AR E R A AR AR AR A A AR A AN AN R AR R A A AR AR AR AR AN ARAARRANO R AAAARRAR
& *
LOWER COURY UPPER COURT
K &
083 DAYS 185 DAYS
* *
* *
% *

RREAARRARAAARAA AR KARRARA AR AAROAERR

& & * *
DISHISSED ACGUETTED CONV}CTED OTﬁER

RAKRBEREARARAARAAA XA AARART RO A A AL

& % & *
DISHESSED ACQU}TTED CONVICTED OIEER
&

N
ALL FELONY OFFENSES

071 DAYS 155 DAYS 087*DAYS 091 DAYS 149 DAYS 272 DAYS 184 DAYS 169 DAYS
*
* *
* b 1
*  &-TRIAL 126 DAYS * &=-TRIAL 328 DAYS —t
Axas-PLEA 084 HAYS akkk=-PLEA 183 0DAYS m
* *-Y0 097 DAYS & «x=-Y0 157 DAYS i
AU AR R RARRXRAANRR RO AR ARAL AR REAKAK
* S UMMARY &
ARRARRARNARASRARARNREANRCEAARNRRANRA
2  LOWER ® *  UPPER &
* QUARTILE ~ MEDIAN & QUARTILE =
22 2333232223223 223232222327 227
ALL DISPOSITIONS & 055 * 118 & 225 &
kX RAEAARRRARAAQARRARORARARANCRRAN AN
] & * *
N0 TRUE BILL : 074 : 112 : 139 :
PROSECUTED & 055 * 118 L4 228 *
UPPER COURT * 114 ® 185 * 285 *
LOWER COURT * 035 : 083 * 180 * .
* & [
DISMISSAL * 619 & 081 * 228 *
UPPER COURT * 001 * 169 L 318 *
LOWER COURT : 019 & art : 216 :
«
ACQUITTED * 185 L 257 . 355 *
UPPER COURT * 201 & 272 & 358 *
LOWER COURT * 069 : 155 & 314 :
& *®
CONVICTED 4 g70 i 127 * 224 *
uUPPER COURT * 117 * 184 * 279 *
TRIAL & 256 * 328 * 431 *
PLEA * 114 * 183 ® 274 *
Y0 L 109 * 157 * 218 ®
LOWER COURT *® 048 * 087 & 154 * M
TRIAL & 082 * 126 * 294 *
PLEA ] 044 * Q84 * 155 &
Y0 * 063 * 097 * 147 *
® * & x
OTHER * 097 * 159 & 267 *
UPPER COURT * 108 i 169 * 275 *
LOWER COURT * 054 * 091 * 217 & (N/A = NOT _APPROPRIAYE,
AR ARARRRR SN ARANAARARAANRNARNRAARA NGRS LESS THAN 25 CASES)




! FIGURE 4=A

CRIMINAL J USTICE. SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

NON~-METROPOLETAN AREAS ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1981
ARRESTED
&
12323 100.0%
®
ANKRRANRRAAARARKALRRARAAAAA AR AKARRAARRIARACARARARAARENACAARAKAGL
& & #
PROSECUTIOE DECLINED : NO TREE BILL
‘0 0.0% PROSECUTED &7 0.4%
72276 99.6%
3
ARRNEEANARRAKARAARRALANCORNANLRACARRARA AAARARKRARKANGARARGASROARKGEARNRAANR
.4 ]
& *
LOWER COURTY UPPER COURT
7842 63.6% 4634 36.0%
&
ttkittiiitﬁtﬁihk:iitikiitil.ttitt EhEASRRPARAARRAA RN ANRARARAE R RO R R AL
* 2 * & & % & &
DISMESSED ACEU{TTED CONVICTED OTHER (A) DISHISSED ACQU{TTED CONV{CTED OTHER (8B)
& x E 3
2608 1 5181 42 390 98 3853 91
33.3% 0.1% 68, 1x 0.5% 8.8% 2.2% 86.9% 2.1%
& &
* LoTRIAL 17 0.3% (C) *  &=TRIAL 215 5.6% (C)
aat-PLER 4212 81.3X seax-PLEA 2721 70.6%
: x#=Y0 952  18.%X « *=Y0 919 23.8%
L 3
* & -
hEERAARARNREAAGOR AR AR AR NARNAR AR EA R A R R D =
1 OF X OF 'k
CONVICTED_ CONVICTED
0.0% 0 eececoveassasves  PRISON eemeescmaceanne 930 24.1%
23.1% 1197 ceescsceanesens JAIL ceesneccamacane 948 24,6%
‘ 31.9% 203 weeecemecseeee TIME SERVED .seeeveaccsccecas 44 1.1%
3 5.0% 261 svevevoana JAIL AND PROBATION casscavene 338 8.8%
: 23.5% 1215 ceeeccavecas PROBATION eeeeccencane 1300 33.7X
20.9% 1083 Cesesavemanas FINE ceacccemnanane 25 0.6%
LHa1X 211 eeews FINE AND CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE seeee 16 0.46%
17.5% 908 ceeaaae CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE cenanese 153 L.0%
1.0% 52 cievee UNCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE ceneee 12 0.3x
: 1.0% 51 essceenenso OTHER/UNKNOUN cuneacenvennsa 89 2.3X
3 (A; PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT.
H (8) PERCENTAGES DF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.




FIGURE A-8

M EDI AN bDAYS 8 ET WWEEN ARREST ANRD FINRAL DI SPOSITION
NON-METROPOLITAN AREAS ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED 1N 1981

ARRESTED
096‘DAVS
ARE AR AR RN R A RN N R AR AR R R AR AR R AR AN AR AR R AR AR R AN LR AR AR AR AARANNE
* “ &
PROSECUT[OE DECLINED : RO TRyE BILL
* 058 DAYS
PROSECUTED
096 DAYS
&
&
Ak AR A AR N AR AR AR AR R A R AN R A AR AR R A AR AR RA R AN RN C AR AR AR ARANO AR AR EARGOR AR
* *
LOWER COURT UPPER COURTY
' x
060 DAYS 155.0AVS
[
& *
# *
Kbk A kA RAAARRRKAKAAARANKARKRSANARARE KRR NERARANAKRRRAANNARREAG ARG R AR AN
& & * & # & & &
DlSMiSSED ACQU{TTED CONVICTED OTHER DISHESSED ACQUEFTED COHV!CTED OTEER
a *
098 DAYS N/A DAYS 052 DAYS 084 DAYS 209 DAYS 229 DAYS 152 DAYS 150 DAYS
* *
* *
* &
&  &=TRIAL N/A DAYS & &~TRIAL 229 DAYS
*hkak=PLEA 049 DAYS kxxa-PLEA 156 DAYS
*  *x=Y0 064 DAYS ¥ k=Y0 125 DOAYS
. ARKRRARRRARRRARNDANARNCRAGRARDACRANR
* SUMMARY *
RARRRAARARA RSO ARG AR BN AR AR AR bR khh
®  LOWER % % YPPER %
& QUARTILE & MEDIAN = QUARTILE =
CAARMAAhNRRAARKARARANANRAR R R AN AN AR
ALL DISPOSITIONS & 4 * & 190 *
AAKRRNARAGRCARKREARANARARRANRNAARAR
& * * &
NO TRUE BILL : 040 & 058 * 134 *
& x *
PROSECUTED ® 041 * 096 & 1920 *
UPPER COURT * 101 & 155 * 234 *
LOWER COURT * 023 : 060 : 139 *
[ ®
DISMISSAL & 029 & 119 * 241 &
UPPER COURT * 101 * 209 & 332 *
LOWER -COURT * 025 : 098 : 229 *
'Y *
ACQUITTED L 140 & 225 & 287 *
UPPER COURT & 159 4 229 L 290 &
LOWER COURT : N/A : N/A : N/A *
&
CONVICTED * 042 * 091 * 167 *
UPPER COURT * 101 b4 152 * 223 *
TRIAL * 175 * 229 * 317 *
PLEA * 105 & 156 i 230 *
YO * 085 * 125 % 178 *
LOWER COURT & 021 & 052 * 099 *
TRIAL * N/A * N/A & N/A *
PLEA & 018 L 049 * 096 *
YO * 037 * 064 L 107 *
* * & *
OTHER * 070 & 123 & 202 *
UPPER COURT * or7 * 150 * 216 *
LOWER COURT * 025 L 084 L 129 b (N/A = NOVT_APPROPRIATE,
AR KR AKKRARAAKAARRNANNRAARRA AR AR AR KR LESS THAN 2S5 CASES)

. ' - -
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FIGURE 5-A
CRIMNMINATL JUsSTI1ICE S YSTEM PROCESSING SUNMNARY

NEW YORK STATE ALL FELQ
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1931 SEX OF OFF
ARRESTED

x
102398 100.0X
L

&
AR A AR ARARAARARNEARADN ARG AR A RAAARARAAR ARD AR RARARRRAARRAOEANLDR

Y
ND

mx

* & *
PRJISECUTION DECLINED : NO TR!E BILL
L2
2432 2.4X% PROSECUTED 763 0-7%
99203 26.9%
*
&
AR AR AR AR RN R kAR KRN R AR AR AR R R R R AR AR A AR R AR AN AR AR R AR AR R AR AR R AR AR AR AR
* *
* *
LOWER COURT . UPPER COURY
71794 70.12 27409 1u26.81
x
* &

ARACANRARSENARAARASGAN O R R R ARAASALA

* & * %
DISHESSED ACQU{TTED CONV{CTED OTEER (8)

KR AkhAkRCRAAARAAAGAARARA AR CR A AAKALR

* * * *
DlSM{SSED ACQUITTED CONV}CTED OTHER (A)
®

29790 296 41553 155 2966 987 22895 561
41.5% 0.42 57;92 0.2x% 10.8% 3.6% 83.5% 2.0%
*
* *
* &-TRIAL 90 0.2% (C) *  *~TRIAL 2003 8.7%
kakk~PLEA 36595 88.1X kak&~PLEA 17460 76.3%
: *=Y0 4868 11.7X : *~Y0 3432 15.0%
* %
KERARGARASRARG AN 3 22 122
X OF : X OF
CONVICTED CONVICTED
0.0% 0 seemavsvuvecsas PRISON ectescscssasacas 9723 42.5%
26.6% 11050 esssscamnsescas JAIL csmsccacsssacce 4576 20.0%
7.5% 3106 aecsacesscccss TIME SERVED  cccccccccccnase 188 0.8%
2.4% 1003 acvsvewease ~JALL AND PROBATION conmccccas 1476 ° 6.4%
13.2% 7578 eseneccssnsns PROBATION “cesesvcvans 6089 26.6%
15.2% 6304 easscsnansmcace FINE cascesccnsenca 136 0.6%
2.2% 919 eeeea FINE AND CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE ..... 109 0.5%
25.6% 10642 cacamua COND ITIONAL DISCHARGE PR 447 2.0X%
1.6% 663 csevee UNCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE esvasw 53 0.2%
0.7% 283 sessaasccaa OTHER/UNKNOHN ccccecnsvcense 98 0.4

_8‘{-




FIGURE 5-8
MED I AN DAYS B ETWETEN ARREST AND FINAL DI SPOSITION

NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED 'IN 198% SEX 'OF OFFENDER: MALE
ARRESTED
094 DAYS
k. 4
KA MR AR ANARANRARERRRAARNRKNALZARKRAAARAARARAAARRAA NS RN A AR kAN AAKEDLSG
k3 L4 &
PROSECUTION DECLINED : NO TREE BILL
&
* 085 DAYS
PROSECUTED-
098 DAYS
2
*
ARBAARAN AR A RARRARARARAAARARR AR AR ANAA AR A RAR AR A AR AR ARSI RARANARARORNRARAR
* *
LOWER COURT UPPER*COURT
*
UéltDAYS : 207ﬁDAYS
* *
* *
(2222223 2222233223222 2 224 BARARRARCEASA AN kAR bk hd Aok
& * % *® & * * *
DISMISSED ACQUITTED CONVICTED orren n!snissen Acau{treo CONVICTED OTHER
* & & * *
085 DAYS 148 DAYS 048*DAYS 090 DAYS 227 DAYS 291 DAYS 202 DAYS 191 DAYS
+*
* &
& * 1
« #-TRIAL 175 DAYS & *=-TRIAL 334 DAYS =
kkkx-PLEA 041 DAYS Waku~-PLEA 198  DAYS Bl
& *-YD 091 DAYS &  *-Y0 161 DAYS i
AAARRAAERARAARAGARRAORAAAARRRAOERA
* SUMMARY *
Rk ARARRAAAEENARAAARAO R RIS AR R A &
* LOMER * « UPPER &
¢« QUARTILE « MEDIAN « QUARTILE »
I X232 22323333 2233323232238 222 23
ALL DISPOSITIONS * 027 # 094 * 211 *
I 2222332323222 2222223322222 2 3
& &® * *
NO TRUE BILL : 040 * 08s * 127 :
& &
PROSECUYED * 029 & 098 Ed 216 &
UPPER COURT * 123 * 207 » 335 *
LOWER COURT : 015 : 061 : 172 :
DISMISSAL * 029 1 095 * 210 & .
UPPER COURT * 097 * 2271 ] 382 *
LOWER COURT : 028 * 035 * 201 *
* & *
ACQUITTED * 170 * 262 * 397 &
UPPER COURT & 212 * 291 ® 622 *
LOWER COURT : 084 L 148 * 255 L3
% * x
CONVICTED & c28 * 096 * 214 * '
UPPER COURY * 123 * 202 * 324 *
TRIAL * 244 % 334 & 464 *
PLEA L4 120 * 198 * 316 *
Y0 * 105 * 161 & 246 *
LOWER COURT * 006 * 048 * 118 *
TRIAL ® 096 & 175 * 306 L
PLEA * 003 4 041 * }09 *
YO * 056 * 091 * 73 L]
* 3 ] *
OTHER * 090 * 167 & 303 *
UPPER COURT * 107 * 191 * 315 *
LOWER COURT * 035 * 090 * 219 * (N/A = NOT_ APPROPRIATE,
kot hRbEhAAADO kAR AANCEARARR A AR S A ARO AKX LESS THAN 25 CASES)




FIGURE 6~A

CRIMINAL JusTriIcE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 19%1 SEX OF OFFENDER: FEMALE
ARRESTED
&
11202 100.0%
L.
*
kRN RRARNAARNRRRAKERARRRARGAARRAGRAAKACCARARA S AR AR RO AR AN A DRR
*x L &
PROSECUTION DECLINED : NO TRUE BILL
279 2.5% PROSECUTED 67  0.6X%
10856  96.9%
&
*
KRR R AR R ARk AR R AR AN R AN RARR AN KAR AR KA A AR A RRRARARAAAREARARARANRANRARNAA R AN S
* *
& &
LOHER COURT UPPER COURY
8911 79.5% 1945 17.4%
*
* &
RENARARRB A AASEAARARARCARAANRERAANRR 12 2222222322223 X2
#* * & & % * * ®
DISMISSED ACGUITTED CONVICTED  OFHER (A) GISMISSED ACQUITTED CONVICTED  OTHER (8)
3907 45 4943 16 249 54 1606 36
43.8% 0.5% 55,5% 0.2% 12.8% 2.8% 82,6% 1.9%
-2 *
& &-TRIAL 19 0.4% (C) & *-TRIAL 79 £.9% (C)
axns=PLEA 4557  92.2% #xsa-PLEA 1307  B81.4%
% x-Y0 387 7.8% £ -Y0 220 13.7%
]
* * 4
[ ZSRIETEIEERSSEE SN2 [Z2 2223322222222 2} [
X OF X OF @
CONVICTED CONVICTED
0.0% 0 ceeeeeusasceess  PRISON ceossosemcssans 347 21.6%
17.2% 849 ceeeceecccnanns JAIL ceeescacessaans 276 17.2%
3.1% 399 veesssscccsaas TINE SERVED .ieeccaccacacns 14 0.9%
1.8% 87 teesceesas JAIL AND PROBATION  coeeaceaes 126 7.8
20.1% 994 cececeaccans PROBATION cerecsccaans 734 45.7%
14.8% 734 ceeveceesenan FINE cecmaececscann 13 0.8%
2.8% 139 eeees FINE AND CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE soc.. 7 0.4%
32.6% 1609 cesuneee CONDIVIONAL DISCHARGE cevecen 68 4.2%
1.9% 9t ceeans UNCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE ceeaan 10 0.6%
0.7% 37 cetescenann OTHER/UNKNOMN ceweucocecaces 11 0.7%
(A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURI.
(8) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED 8Y THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.




FIGURE 6-8
HEDI AN DAYS BETWEEN ARREST AND FINAL bl sSPOSIT O

o =z
[t
“m
-«m
mr

NEW YORK STATE A ONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESIS DISPOSED IN 1981 SEX GF O NDER: FEMALE
ARRESTED
08SﬁDAYS
AAR AR AN AR R AR A RN R R QA AR AR R AR R AR ARANA KON ORAARRALOAARAAADRARRAR
* * &
PROSECUTION DECLINED : NO FRHE BILL
*
* G87 DAYS
PROSECUTED
089 DAYS
%
®
1332232232322 2223222223223 222222 222222823222 2322222222322 224
& &
LOWER COURT UPPERQCOURT
& .
065 DAYS 203 DAYS
& *
& &
& *
AARAARARARAAANARARNARNAE A AR hthdk ARCRAEAEARAANRCChR RN NRAAKARNRR KRR
[3 & & & * ® ® &
DISMISSED ACQU{TTED CONVICYED OTHER DlSH{SSED ACQU{TTED QONVECTED OTHER
& # & ~
124 DAYS 144 DAYS 045 DAYS N/A DAYS 204 DAYS 340 DAYS 201*DAYS 152 DAYS
*
* *
& * )
. * A-~TRIAL N/A DAYS * «-~TRIAL 356 DAYS [AV)
' aakx=-PLEA 040 DAYS kaau~PLEA 201 DAYS =
L £=Y0 090 DbAYS «  k=Y0 172 DAYS 1
AN ERAARAANAAKRCRNARANRRASANGNB AR AR
*® SUMRARY a
AAKEARONROARARANKARRANKAKO RN R SRR
& LOWER & *  UPPER bod
& QUARTILE & MEDIAN & QUARTILE =
ANRANSCb AR RARARAA R AR kARA Rk
ALL DISPOSITIONS * 21 & 08 L 1 *
KA AR ARRB ARSI AARRBANR AR ARARRAARNARK
% * #* *
NO TRUE BILL : 045 * 081 * 17 :
] ®
PROSECUTED * 023 * 089 * 204 *
UPPER COURT * 122 * 203 * 322 *
LOWER COURT : 014 * 065 & 184 L
& * *
DISMISSAL * 035 4 132 & 219 *
UPPER COURT * 089 & 204 * 363 *
LOWER COURT * 034 * 126 * 214 *
* & & x
ACQUITTED * 144 * 255 L 387 *
UPPER. COURT * 255 * 340 * 466 *
L OWER COURT & 110 & 144 * 241 *
% * & &
CONVICTED + 015 % p7e + 182 *
UPPER COURT * 124 & 201 & 316 *
TRIAL * 263 * 356 * 551 *
PLEA * 122 * 201 * 315 *
YO * 112 & 172 * 231 *
LOWER COURT * 003 & 045 ® 112 *
TRIAL * NZA * N/A * N/A 4
PLEA * g02 * 040 . & 106 *
Yo % 055 & 090 & 151 *
& * * *
OTHER * 083 * 128 * 204 b
UPPER COURT * 112 & 152 & 204 b
LOWER COURT * N/A * N/A * N/A * (N/A = NOT _APPROPRIATE,
tttatttﬁttktﬁtaﬁtgttatttaktttttttt LESS THAN 25 CASES)




FIGURE 7-A

CRIMNINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1981 RACE OF OFFENDER: WHITE
ARRESTED
3
35275* 100.0%
*
GRERRARRACKANCAAKRARCAAARAKAREAAASREARCRARADRAANARASCARARNRARARCR O A ALK
A 3 1
PROSECUTION DECLENED H NO TRUE BILL
&
356 1.0% PROSECUTED 253 - 0.7%
36665  98.3%
&
#
ARARARAXNKRAKAARRRAGAARBAAARRAARARARARAARRANCKARNNKA G AR A NS AARRA A AR KA A ARLR
* 1
: 4 *
LOWER . COURY UPPER COURT
264052 68.2% 10613 *30.11
*® *
ARAK AR EANAARARKCRARANRAANEAAAR N AL N 2223222323322 X3 8238223
* & * * & * & A
DISMESSED Acnuzrrso CONVICTED OTHER (A} oxsnisseo ACQU{TTED CONVICTED OTHER (B)
& & * & *
9426 103 14445 78 1034 29% 9036 249
39.2% 0.4% 60;11 0.3% 9.7% 2.8% 85.1% 2.3%
*
E3 &
& &-TRIAL 40 0.3x (C) &« «~TRIAL 577 6.4% (C)
kakx~PLEA 12166 84.2% txsa-PLEA 6771 76.92
x x=Y0 2239  15.5% roa-Y0 1688 18.7%
* *
AAAkbkA bR hh kb hk ki ' ARk AR ARKEAN A AR ARNKRERKN
L OF X OF
CONVICTED CONVICTED
0.0% 0 ceeevecesancans PRISON cecescecsssanca 2767 30.6% )
16.3% 2349 eemcesavesasane JAIL esscccscesnasnea 1771 19.6X
L.4% 642 ecnsceenancese TIME SERVED aceecemccccaeess 54 0.6%
3.5% 504 esesseseae JAIL AND PROBATION ccesasanse 765 8.5%
24.22 3489 eesrccsasssese PROBATION emsancscvens 3085 34.1%
19.1% 2756 tescescavmcne FINE ceceancacnanas 86 1.0%
4.7% 683 eaese FINE AND CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE .eeo. 76 0.8%
24.7% 3573 ecoeses CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE cesuave 312 3.5%
1.9% 269 csemee UNCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE csiene 25 0.3%
1.2% 180 ceseevsceae OTHER/UNKNOWN cnececemvecacces 95 1.1%
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FIGURE 7-8

MEDTI AN DAY S 8B ET WEEN ARREST AND FINAL DI SPOSITIORN
NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESYS DISPOSED IN 1981 RACE OF OFFENDER: WHITE
ARRESTED
113*DAYS
ER AR AR AR R AR R A AR AR AN AN A AR TR AR R R R AR AR AR R AR AR AR A AR AR ARREAR
. 'S * &
PROSECU[IOY DECLINED : NO TREE BILL
& 097 DAYS
PROSECUTED
115 DAYS
&
'Y
AR AR AR R R AR R AR R AR AR R A A AR AN R A AR R AR R AR A AR R AR RA AN A AR AN A AR AR AR KARAAAGR O &
* *
LOWER COURT UPPER COURT
& #
079 DAYS 193 DAYS
* ®
* . *
'] *
KAANKARNAARNAKAAARKARRADNKAARAAARR AR R AR AR RN AR AN AN R R AR AR AR AR R AR
& * X 3 & * * *
DISMISSED ACQUITTED CONV{CTED OTHER : DISH{SSED ACQUITTED CONVICTED OTHER
& s R @ * &
129 DAYS 166 DAYS 066 DAYS 091 DAYS 230 DAYS 305 DAYS 18?QDAYS 165 DAYS
*
& s
% E3 [
& *x-TRIAL 248 DAYS 4« #-TRIAL 360 DAYS nN
ek a-PLEA 060 DAYS Kk &k=-PLEA 193 DAYS w
¢ £-Y0 087 DAYS &  k-Y0 145 DAYS |
B KA AR R AR R R kAR A AR ARNARRDRARK AR AR
* N SUMMNMARY &
AL RRAARR AR AR AAR AR R A SRR ARA AR AR AR AR
& LOWER 13 * UPPER &
& QUARTILE *# MEDIAN # QUARTILE #
A RARRRRARRRAARAARARARAAARKARKARER
ALL DISPOSITIONS ® * 113 b 228 &
AARARANRANARNNBRALARRARS O AR R kRO
* & & &
NO TRUE BILL : 051 : 097 : 139 :
PROSECUTED # 045 * 115 i 230 *
UPPER COURT & 118 * 193 & 320 L
LOWER COURT * 028 & 079 & 190 *
[ & & *
DEISMISSAL & D39 & 146 ® 248 &
UPPER COURT * 100 el 230 * 402 *
LOWER COURT : 036 : 129 * 236 *
& [
ACQUITTED # 172 & 268 4 420 *
UPPER COURT * 208 * 305 * £63 &
LOWER COURT : 096 : 166 : 293 b d
&
CONVICTED * 046 * 108 & 214 *
UPPER COURT # 118 * 187 * 307 &
TRIAL # 245 * 360 & 513 * .
PLEA * 120 L3 193 L 310 *
Yo * 099 # 145 * 206 *
LOWER COURT * 023 & 966 * 133 *
TRIAL & 120 & 248 * 376 &
PLEA * 019 L4 260 - 129 *
Yo * 055 & 087 L4 145 *
& * % *
OTHER * 079 * 1547 * 267 L
UPPER COURT & 090 & 165 L 283 %
LOWER COURT & 058 * a91 & 201 * (N/A = NOVT APPROPRIATE,
AE AR RRESANRRAARA AR AN ARG ARRAOAARARA R R LESS THAN 25 CASES)




FIGURE B~A '

CRIMINAL JUSTICE S YSTEM PROCESSTING SUMHMARY

NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1931 RACE OF OFFENDER: BLACK
ARRESTED
*
53200 100.0%
k4
*
KARNA Ak AR A KA RARNRAEAARRARARAAD R ANRRRRA K AR S RARARADARARNDN AR ARNKAAR
x * *
PROSECUTION DECLINED N NO rags BILL
1542  2.9% PROSECUTED 455  0.9%
51203* 96.2%
*
I 22 R 2222 2 2282222222322 32232233223 3223222322233 22223222223
& *
x E ]
LOWER COURY ) UPPER COURT
37837  71.1% 13366 .25.11
W
* [ 3
hhkhkhh ARGk AR ARARRA KA R AkARRAA L REL AV RAAAERAARARRARRAASAEDKARKRAS AN
* L3 * * 4 &* * *
DlSH{SSED Acauzrren CONVICTYED orgen (A) nlsnzssso Acauzrveo convgcveo orfen (8)
*
16330 187 21252 6% ‘SB! 561 10964 260
43.2% 0.5% 56:22 0.2% 11.8% 5,2% 82;01 1.9%
& &
# *-TRIAL 54 0.3% (C) *  a=TRIAL 1163 10.6% (C)
x4 &-PLEA 19069 89.7% dxas=PLEA 8314 - 75.8%
: *=Y0 2129 10.0X : *~Y0 1487 13.6%
& . * ]
AhkhkRR A ARk R AARE R Rkt ARAXAANAAR AR RA ™N
X OF %X OF e
CONVICTED CONVICTED !
0.0% o cesasmsaasanacns PRISON ceesscsssmcsans 5217 47.6%
31.7% 6731 “emsasnmscecnas JAIL ceavansiensssns 2256 20.6%
9.1% 1934 sessnsesvosaes TIME SERVED ciaevvavecacsas 108 1.0x
2.0% 434 eesasseses JAIL AND PROBATION .ccecweawe 606 5.5%
16.6% 3526 ecveoscenmne PROBATION coumeseninan 2543 23.2%
11.2% 2378 essarmccscsee FINE cesssmessescese 34 0.3%
1.3% 267 aeaee FINE AND CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE weea. 25 0.2%
26.2% 5573% ecavwa CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE caesene 139 1.3%
1.5% 316 ceevea UNCONDETIONAL DISCHARGE cvomee 25 0.2X
0.4% 93 cssssecncss OTHER/UNKNOHWN cuevenccacnocne 11 0.1%
(A; PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT.
(B) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURTY.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED,

H .
£ - - - : 4 d s g
! ] ‘ ] ! . : ‘
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FIGURE 8-8

M EDTILIAN D AYS 8B ETWEEN ARREST AND FINAL DLSPOSITVTION
NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1981 RACE OF OFFENDER: BLACK
ARRESTED
oss*okvs
93 2032283223 232222323 3232383228233 232233 2332322232228 2 83
* * *
PROSECUTION DECLINED * NO TRQE BILL i
& 4
& 085 DAYS . |
PROSECUTED \
*
091 DAYS \
&
E ]
AR ARARAK AR R AR A RN ARA AR R AR AU AR A KRN AANR LA QAR KRR AARAAASARKANSRERONE R NR AR i
* & .
Louenicounr UPPER&COURT
056 DAYS 221 DAYS
E 3 *
k4 *
k.4 *
kA KAk AR AKANAAABRA AL RARNGAAARN R ARG A ARAREBARRIRT AN AN NAN AR AR R Gh K
* * & * & 2 ] A -
o:snzssso Acau!rreu couvzcrso orgsn nxsnzsseo ACQU:TTED couvgcren OTHER
&
075 DAYS 130 DAYS 043 DAYS 087 DAYS 236 DAYS 292 DAYS 215 DAYS 208 DAYS
E 4 *
- L 3
& * t
*  a=TRIAL 138 DAYS * a~TRIAL 328 DAYS )
asxa~pLEA 035 DAYS sxsx~PLEA 206 DAYS 33
& x-YQ 097 DAYS & x-YQ 183 DAYS 1
EE KL RARCRANAR A AR A RACRRRARRERRA AR AN .
&« SUMMARY *
A RuhhhRARAAARANAAAARRARCAR RN KA AN
* LOWER % * UPPER * i
* QUARTILE * MEDIAN & QUARTILE =
I 2222332322222 2 3322223323222 22 ]
ALL DISPOSITIONS x 021 * 086 * 209 *
- Ak REARARARA R ANAAARAARARARAA AN A AN XN
- 4 * * *
NO TRUE BILL 041 * 085 . 126 * .
& * * * !
PROSECUTED * 024 * 091 « 215 .
UPPER COURT & 130 « 221 & 354 *
LOWER COURT * 009 * 056 * 165 *
* * *. '
DISMISSAL * 026 * 085 * 201 % .
UPPER COURT * 101 * 236 * 391 .
LOWER COURT * 025 : 07s . 190 * .
] * !
ACQUITTED & 160 * 260 * 387 *
UPPER COURT x 217 * 292 * §22 *
LOWER COURT & 078 * 130 * 239 &
& * &* *
CONVICTED * 021 * 090 * 221 *
UPPER COURT * 130 * 215 * 342 *
TRIAL # 246 * 328 * 454 *
PLEA * 123 & 206 * 327 % -
Y0 * 115 * 183 * 278 *
LOWER COURT * 003 * 043 * 115 *
TRIAL * 0%1 & 138 * 220 *
PLEA * 002 * 03s * 104 *
Yo .k 057 * 7|97 * 207 &
* 1 * * .
OTHER & 098 * 190 . 341 &
UPPER COURT & 117 « 208 & 374 *
LOJER COURT * 031 . 087 x 241 * (N/A = NOT_APPROPRIATE, . '
kA Aahhhh ko hhhkhbAb kb khhihhrk LESS THAN 25 CASES)




FIGURE 9-A

CRIMINAL J USTI1ICE SYSTEHM PROCESSTING SUMMARY

NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS vISPOSED IN 1981 RACE OF OFFENDER: HISPANMNIC
ARRESTED
&
23758 100.0%
ﬂiﬁti*t*tttttttitattkttt*ﬁtttkltttkﬁttttﬁ&tktﬁﬁtkhﬁkhtlttiﬁtﬁ
PROSECUT[ON DECLINED : NO TRUE BILL
773 3.3% PROSECUTED 113 0.5%
22872ﬁ 96.3%
&
AR B A AR AR R B LA AR AR AN A AR AN R A AR AR SRS AAKARNCARAARARSRARSAAASAGURARSOE N A
*
N .
LOWER COURT UPPER COURT
17768 74.8% 5104 .21.51
&
* *
A ARG A AR AEA KRR AR AR AAR S AA Rk ke E ANDEAARARGRANARAROAARARAAGAARRARS
x P * & % # & N
DISMISSED ACQUITTED CONU!CTED OTHER (A) DlSNESSED ACQU{ITED CONVECTED OTQER (8)
* X *
7446 46 13251 25 551 171 4299 83
41.9% 0.3% srzrx 0.1X 10.8% 3.4% SL;ZZ 1.6%
" *
* k=TRIAL 13 0.1X (C) * «-TRIAL 328 T.6X (C)
wak-PLEA 9411 91.8% akak-PLEA 3524 82.0X
: *=Y0 827 8.1% : £=YQ 447 10,42
* * ¥
EAMGRRAGANARRAARI AN KA Adk kAR hA AR AR RARR Eg
% OF. X OF 1
CONVICTED CONVICTED
0.0X 0 cecuevosascssns PRISON meuecsssssmsacne 2030 47.2%
26.4% 2r07 esesnsvassssans JAIL cevecaceaceanss 780 18.1x
8.7X% 393 eesesnscovsace TIME SERVED ececavwcocasacaa 38 0.9
14X 141 ceemasvneseee JAIL AND PROBATION eavevenansw 223 5.2X
14.46% 1480 cescscccnsce PROBATION tecansesasae 1113 25.9%
17.6% 1808 easmecccnaasa FINE cevcesssecasan 29 0.7%
1.0X ?8 weeows FINE AND CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE .ecoe 12 0.3%
28.52% 2919 ccmcnee CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE emssasse 59 1.4%
1.6% 163 esnwas UNCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE seeane 12 0.3%
0.4% 42 csseesseses OTHER/UNKNOUN caevsacsnanccas 3 0.1%
(A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT.
(B) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCiNTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.

N 2 3




FIGURE 9-8

MEDI AN DAYS' BETMWHETEN ARREST AND FIMNAL DI SPOSITION
NEW YORK STATE ' ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1981 RACE OF OFFENDER: HISPANIC
ARRESTED
076.DAYS
Ak RN AN R R AN AR A AR R AR R AR AR R AR A AR N A AR AR R AR AR AN RO AR AR AR R AR
& & *
PROSECUTION DECLINED : NO IREE BILL
*
& 052 DAYS
PROSECUTED
079 DAYS
'Y
&
AKRA AR AR R R R AR AR A AR AN R R AR A AN R AR AR AN AR SRR A AR RN AN R A AR R AR A AN RARR AR A
® *
LOWER COURT UPPER*COURT
*
051 DAYS 202 DAYS
* ']
* &
& %
Ak kARARARRNRACARKR AR SR RO RAAhAAANE AANRARRANKEARRNAENARKANIRERNRAR AL
* [ # & * * % &
DISMISSED ﬁCGUiTIED CONV&CTED GTQER DiSH{SSED ACQU!ITED CONV{CTED OTHER
& X
083 pAYS 153 DAYS USZ‘DAYS M/A DAYS 188 DAYS 289 DAYS 201 DAYS 180 DAYS
. *
& *
* &
. &~TRIAL N/A DAYS #  *k~TRIAL 314 DAYS
taxa-PLEN 025 -DAYS *xtk-PLEA 190 DAYS
k&  x-Y0 093 DAYS &  &=Y0 186 DAYS
AR AR RAR AR O RRR AN RN AR D AR A E RO N A
# ‘S U MM ®
AANBAAN Ak AREERRANRAARARAAARRARRANR AR
& LOWER & &% UPPER *
& QUARTILE & MEDIAN '~ QUARTILE =
A AR RARN AN RARAARARRARKARRCRANCANR
ALL DISPOSITIONS . & 015 * 074 & 187 *
Ak EREERAARRAKRNARAARGKANRCADAKRRA N AR
* & * *
NO TRUE BILL & 016 * 052 : 103 :
@« ®
PROSECUTED * 017 L 079 & 192 &
UPPER COURT * 118 4 202 * 320 *
LOWER COURT : 006 * 051 ® 14¢ *
‘ & [ *
DISMISSAL * 029 # 088 b 194 *»
UPPER COURT * 082 * 188 * 338 '
LOWER COURT : 028 : 083 : 137 :
ACQUITYED * 182 # 254 & 362 4
UPPER COURT * 211 * 289 * 388 2
LOWER COURT * 106 & 153 & 254 &
* * # &
CONVICTED * 007 & 071 & 185 *
UPPER COURT Il 119 * 20% * 316 *
TRIAL « 242 * 314 ' - 432 *
PLEA * 115 * }90 * 304 *
Y0 b 109 * 86 * 284 *
LOWER COURT * 001 * 032 & 098 %
TRIAL * N/A * N/A & N/A *
PLEA L 1]1B] * 025 * 089 *
Yo * 056 b 093 b 219 *
* & & *
OTHER * 088 * 157 b 272 *
UPPER COURT * 118 * 180 & 283 bod
LOWER COQURT ] N/A & N/A & N/A * (N/A = NOVT_APPROPRIATE,
AAEARARAANKARA A AR hhAAANKAAAbAR LESS THAN 25 CASES)

Il EE N E g EEEEESYTSEEESsSETY RSN
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FIGURE

CRIMINAL J UsSTI1CE SYSTEM

106-A

PROCESSING SUMMARY

NEW YORK STATE ALL FELOMY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1981 RACE OF OFFENDER: OTHER
ARRESTED
583 100.0%
&
*®
AhkRARAECARAAI A A A AR ARRAEARFRAARARENEN RGO ORONEAR ARG R ANRKNAR AR
* &* ®
PROSECUTION DECLINED : NO TR?E 3ILL
&
20 3.4% PROSECUTED 3 0.5%
560 96.1%
&
AhARNRA RN A A RN kAR R RA AR AR R E AR EAARN A RAR AR EANR AR R ARA ARG A AT AR A AR A Gk
* *
* *
LOWER COURY UPPER COURT
442 75.8% 118 20.2X
& f
* *
Ak Ak At bk b bhb AR hARAA AR XA AR A AR ARSTAARNRNEARARA AR AAA AN ECA R KA KA
% * * * & * * b 3
DISMISSED ACQUITTED CONVICTED  OTHER (A) DEISWISSED ACQUITTED cnnvzcrso OTHER (B) |
3 * * *
262 1 239 0 25 2 89 2
45.7% 0.2% 54.1% 0.0% 21.2% 1.7% 75.4% 1.7%
* &*
- *
* &-TRIAL 0 0.0% (C) * #-TRIAL 8 9.0% (C)
xxsa=-PLEA 223 93.3X waxk=PLEA 68  76.4% ‘
&«  +-Y0 16 6.7 *  #x=Y0 13 14.6% ro
3 * B
. * @ i
kbt Ak hhkdhhhbhahi A AthARkhhhhXAANAAARAR I
X OF X OF
CONVICTED CONVICTED
0.0% n cecvesssseances PRISON eccesasenmnanes 33 37.1% ‘
23.4% 56 cescmmasemnsnns JAIL cvossasasanssan 20 22.5%
7.1% 17 ecescancascnne TIME SERVED suieccaveceacane 1 1.1% |
1.7% 4 ceecemenee JAIL AND PROBATION  cevecawewes 1 1.1% i
13.8% 33 ceemsceenane PROBATION cmececcasces 31 34.8% !
15.9% 38 ceeeanceseans FINE cemcaecenaacas 0 0.0% 1
7.5% 6 weoao FINE AND CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE .u.c.. 1 1.1% \
32.6% 78 cheeaes CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE caceane 2 2.2% %
2.5% 6 evaann UNCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE cecane 0 0.0%
: 0.4% 1 eeececsnsca OTHER/UNKNOUH voucaceaeecces 0 0.0%
: (A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED 3Y THE LOWER COURT.
(B) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED ARY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED. .

4
R . ‘
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FIGURE 10-8
M EDI AN DAY S B ETWETEN ARREST ANTD FINAL DI SPOSITION
NEW YDRK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 19831 RACE OF OFFENDER: OTHER
ARRESTED
052 DAYS
*
Ak d kAR kA kA Ak kA AR R A AR AR AN AR AN R A AR R R AR AN R R EAAR R AR AR kAT
& & *
PROSECUTION DECLINED : NO TREE BILL
*
% N/A DAYS
PRDSECUTED «
055 DAYS
&
*
Ak AR AR Rk AR AR AR R R A A AR AR A R AR R AN R AN A RN AR R AN AR AR AR B AR AN A AR ARkt &
* *
LOWER COURT UPPER*COURT
®
041 DAYS 164 DAYS
* *
* *
* *
Ak Rk A RAARA AN RN R A RN A RE ARk hAR RARANEAANAREAASE N XA RRARNAKARRAKRE
* * [ * ~ & & *
DISMISSED ACQUITTED COANVICTED OTHER DISMISSED ACQUITYED CONVICTED OTHER
* * & [ & & A *
D49 DAYS N/A DAYS 030 DAYS N/A DAYS N/A DAYS N/A DAYS 182 DAYS N/A DAYS
* *
& *
* &
* «~TRIAL N/A DAYS * *=-TRIAL N/A DAYS
RAk&-DIER 027 DAYS Akt —PLEA 171 DAYS
* *~-Y0 N/A DAYS & &~Y0 N/A- DAYS
A AR AN AR EANKARE AR DR AR ARk AR kR
& S U NMA bod
ARRRAARRACOANRARRRAARRAARREA KA RN NS
*  LOWER ® * UPPER *
* QUARTILE * MEDIAN * GQUARTILE #
AR AR RAURA R AN A AR KA RARRARAKABAR AR
ALL DISPOSITIONS * & 52 * 133 L
KA RRXAANKAARARKCANRENRARARARR AR GAAL
& & * *
NO TRUE BILL & N/A & N/A * N/A &
* * * *
PROSECUTED * 014 * 055 * 137 *
UPPER COURY * 093 * 164 4 306 *
LOJER COURT * 008 * 041 * 096 *
% * * &
DISMISSAL * 022 & 254 * 164 L
UPPER COURT * NIA * N/A I N/A *
LOWER COURT : 022 & 049 & 174 *
* * *
ACRUITTED * N/A * N/A * N/A &
UPPER COURT & N/A * N/A & N/A #
LOWYER COURT : NFA & N/& L N/A *
* « *
CONVICTED u Qa7 * 057 * 130 «
UPPER COURT * 095 * 182 & 321 *
TRIAL * N/A * N/A % N/A *
PLEA * goc * 171 * 316 «
Y0 b N/A * N/A b N/A &
LOWER COURT * 003 & 030 * 078 &
FTRIAL * NZ/A * N/A * N/A *
PLEA * 002 « 027 * 078 ®
Yo * N/A * N/ b N/A *
* * [ *
OTHER * N/A * N/A& & N/A *
UPPER COURT * N/A * N/A * N/A &
LOWER COURT * N/A & N/A * N/A * (N/A = NOT_APPROPRIATE,
‘ EEAARKEARAARRARNARAA N A RANA RN RARKR NN & LESS THAN 25 CASES)

_62_




FIGURE 11-a

CRIMINAL JUsSTICE S YSTEHN PROCESSING SUMMARY

NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1981 AGE OF OFFENDER: 16-24 YEARS
ARRESTED
k3
64878 100.0% . ‘
*
#
AR RARARARARRRA R AR AARARARRNAARARRARRRGARNASAAARRARORCRADRAARARE AR
E3 & * .
PROSECUTION DECLINED . NO TRUE BILL 1
1669  2.6% PROSECUTED 560 . 0.7X
62749 6.7%
&
&
AA AR AN R AR R AR AR R A A AR R A AR O R G AR A AR AR RS A AR N AR AR LA ADROARAC AN AR CARRARANAT R A
% 13
* *
LOWER COQURT UPPER COURT
45361 "69.9% 17388 26.8X |
&* &
RRAABRAARAARRARCRAAAARRRAA RO AARARR REBERKAAARAARARRAAXRAAZA RS RERA AR AL
* & * [ & * & &k
DISMISSED ACQUITTED CONVICTED  OTHER (A) DEISMISSED ACQUITTED CONVICTED  OTHER (8)
&®
18665 157 26446 93 661 §77 14886 364
£1.1% 0.3% 58, 3% 0.2 .6% 2.7 856X 2.1%
* &
¢ #-TRIAL 44 0.2% (¢) &  *=FRIAL 390 6.0% (C)
sxhs-PLEA 21172 801X aea&—PLEA 10352  69.5%
: x=Y0 30 19.8% *  x=YQ 3644 24.5% ;
& . ‘
& * !
R3S X 322222322221 khhkdARAkRRAARARARAARD 8 ‘
X OF % OF : ;
CONVICTED CORVITTED 1
0.0% 0 eeevececeeasaee  PRISON eececeaceccanne 5460 36.7% }
23, 4% 6201 tesiacaceaseens JAIL cesceciacncenns 3175 21.3%
6.2 1647 cevessssscscss TIME SERVED aceemcccececmsses 101 0.7 |
3.3% 862 ceecceaneas JAIL AND PROBATION  eeescecees 1111 7.5%
23.8% 6302 B PROBATION cemesaceanne 4626 31.1% |
i
12.3% 3252 cececescencee FINE ecaccencaceana 29 0.2X |
212 546 ee-eo FINE AND CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE eveuo 29 0.2% :
i
26.3% 6955 vesmann COND ITIONAL DISCHARGE cveenna 228 1.5 ‘
1.8% 483 veemaa UNCONDITIGNAL DISCHARGE ceeaes 41 0.3% ‘
0.7x 198 cemeaanenen OTHER/UNKNOWN weeeeaconanaae 86 0.6
|
(A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT. oo
B) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.
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FIGURE 1t-8

MEDI AN Db AYS 8 ET MW EEN ARREST AND FINRARL DI SPO0SITION
NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1981 AGE OF OFFENDER: 16~-24 YEARS
ARRESTED
101 DAYS
«
EARRRRRKRAKNARRRARRAANA TN AR AR A A RA AR KA RA AEANGAARARNAG AN AARAIARANN
[ % * |
PROSECUTION DECLINED : NO TR?E 8ILL :
*
& 084 DAYS I
PROSECUTED
106 DAYS i
* |
& I
AR AR R AN A R AR AR AR AR AR AR AR R AR A AR ARG AR ARNA AR ANRAARNARARARABOA QA ANRARRAK |
® &
LOWER COURT UPPER‘COURT
*
071 DAYS 195.DAYS
®
* *
* 'Y
AR AR ARG R AR AR AAGRRARANRAARNRAARAR EAARRRRRANRAARACARKREGAARNARARARAR ‘
% * & & & ® # &
DISMISSED ACQU}TTED CONVICTED OTHER DISMISSED ACQUITYED CONVICTED OTHER !
% * & & * *« &
101 pAYS 121 DAYS 060 DAYS 098 DAYS 220 DAYS 283 DAYS 190 DAYS 162 DAYS
& *
* %
& *
& 2-TRIAL 168 DAYS &  s~TRIAL 330 DAYS [} 1
kxs&-PLEA 049 DAYS kaxt-PLEA 193 DAYS w
&  «=Y0 091 DAYS x  k-Y0 162 DAYS ﬁ*
132122223 2232233 3232332283333 2322232;
& SUMMARY * |
Y Y Y R e A2 IR 22322222222 2] i
* LOWER & . &  UPPER &
* QUARTILE & MEDIAN & QUARTILE = . |
A AKRARRAANRRANEARANRGARARAARRAARARNKR :
ALL DISPOSITIONS * 034 b 101 * 214 &
ARNRRAR AR RARRRNR AR ARAANORARAAANR i
& & & %
NO TRUE BILL : 044 : N84 : 127 : ‘
PROSECUTED * 038 * ;06 * 2}8 * .
UPPER COURT * 118 & 95 & 316 &
LOWER COURT : 022 : 071 : 184 :
DISMISSAL * 033 & 112 * 218 & I
UPPER COURT * 090 * 220 * 375 *
LOWER COURT : 032 : 101 : 210 # i
*
ACQUITTED 162 &« 252 & 369 & ‘
UPPER COURT g 216 * ZS% * 394 &
LOWER COURT * 061 & 12 * 230 *
% % & [
CONVICTED & 040 * }oz v 214 *
UPPER COURT * 118 d 90 L 307 &
TRIAL * 239 & 330 ® 446 L
PLEA * 118 * 193 * 309 *
YO0 & 106 * 162 # 243 *
LOWER COURY * 015 * 060 * 132 *
TRIAL & 087 * 168 * 270 *
PLEA & aar 4 049 4 120 *
YO * 056 & 091 & 172 ®
& * x ®
OTHER * 084 * 151 * 266 *
UPPER COURT * 097 * 162 * 271 *
LOWER COURT * 043 * 098 & 2038 * (N/A = NOT APPROPRIATE,
Ak kR ARRARRRANAAKRAARA R RRRRAAAAAAXL LESS THAN 25 CASES)



FIGURE 12-A

CRIMNINAL JUSTICE SYSTEH PROCESSING SuUMHMNMNARY

NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED -IN. 1981 AGE OF OFFENDER: 25 AND OLDER
ARRESTED
&
48722 100.0%
&
&
RARRA RN CARAERRRANA RS R REARNARARELAAARRAARRARAARARARGARRAKARAALA
* * %
PROSECUTION DECLINED . NO TRUE BILL
1042 2.1% PROSECUTED 370 0.8%
47310 97.1X
®
®
AARBAR KRR R AR AR B ARRR AR ARRRAGAAGC R ARARARA N RN ARCKRANRARA AR ARV N AINRARRARAARS
& &
* *
LOWER COURY UPPER COURT
35344 72.5% 11966 24.6%
& ®
ERNEARARCRKARREARKARRAR SR KA RN AARA AERARARARARAAKAARR A AR AR AADARARE
L] & * # L x & x
DISMISSED ACQUITTED CONVICTED  OTHER (A) DISHISSED ACGUITTED CONVICTED  OTHER (8)
& & & * &
15032 184 20050 78 . 1554 564 9615 233
42,5% 0.5% 56.7% 0.2% 13.0% i.7x 80.4% 1.9%
® *
*  +-TRIAL 65 g.3% (€) +  *-TRIAL 1192 12.4% (O)
kxst~PLEA 19980 99.7% aaxr-PLEA 8415  87.5X
x 4-Y0 5 o.0x *  &-Y0 8 0.1x
&
3 # 1
RAAkRkAAKAKAR AR AR kN kAt shRbnhkbhd w
X of X OF N
CONVICTED CONVICTED
0.0% 0 ceeccacescessss  PRISON cesmencnsavacna 4610 47.91
28.4% 5698 S JATIL cassceasascnens 1677 17.4%
9.3x% 1858 cvemscevencves TIME SERVED .cacucecceeeeans 101 1.1
1.1% 228 emvsseenses JAIL AND PROBATION = cccececanes 491 5.1%
11,32 2270 neavesscacsa PROBATION cesecnstnnea 2197 22.8%
18.9x 3786 ccccvmmesacns FINE . 120 1.2%
2.6% 512 weeas FINE ANMD CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE owa.. 87 0.9%
26.4% 5296 ceneann CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE ceveneso 287 3.0%
: 1.4% 280 ccaees UNCONDITTONAL DISCHARGE ceeeen 22 0.2x
0.6% 122 cecucemanen OTHER/UNKNOWN cvenceccncacans 23 0.2x
(A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY IHE LOWER COURJ.
(8) PERCENTAGES OF CRSES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.



FIGURE 12-B

MEDTI AN D AYS B ET WEEN ARREST A ND FINAL DI SPOSITION
NEW YORK STATE ALL FELONY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1981 AGE OF OFFENDER:z 25 AND OLDER
K ARRESTED
OBOQDAYS
AARCAAR R RN ARARNR RO AR ARNARASRRARNKERAARAANERARCARANA AN RACDSAAOR
3 & »
PROSECUTION DECLINED : NO ngE BILL
*®
* 034 DAYS
PROSECUTED
OBSQDAYS
®
ttkttiikkttiktiﬁkiitkkktltkttﬁﬁttﬁttttﬁtkﬁt*tittt}ttﬁktttktkﬁttkittktt
* *
LOWER COURT UPPER COURTY
L4 x
049 DAYS 226 DAYS
& E 1
& *
& L3
CRARARZARARRARRARARARR KA AR AN AR AR t&titlttk*ﬁ&tttﬁ!llkt&tkthtﬁtttki
* x * * & & u 3
DISM{SSED ACQUITTED CONVICTED 0128R DISM£SSED ACQUITTED CONVECTED OTHER
* * & &
076 DAYS 166 DAYS 032 DAYS 088 DAYS 226 DAYS 309 DAYS 221*DAYS 225 DAYS
13
% &
* ®
& *x=TRIAL 200 DAYS *  x-TRIAL 332 DAYS 1
kkc&-PLEA 032  DAYS thkxk-PLEA 203  DAYS w
*  ®=-Y0 N/A DAYS *  *=Y0 N7A DAYS %o
Ak bk kAR RERAORA AR AR AR AR AR Ak ki
* SUMHNARY *
AEAKARRARARRARAARRAER A AN A RAA A A LA AR
& L OWER L * UPPER %
& GQUARTILE * MEDIAN -« QUARTILE #
Ak hkBhxdhbhrahhoaRhh kbbb dbhdi
ALL DISPOSITIONS * 017 * 080 * 204 *
Ak ARARREARRORRERRAAAARERR AR AR AR A AAR
* * & *®
NG TRUE BILL : 03s : 084 : i2% :
PROSECUTED & 019 * G383 & 209 *
UPPER COURT * 133 & 226 * 363 *
LOWER COURT : 006 : 049 : 144 :
DISMISSAL * 027 ® a8s5 * 203 *
UPPER COURT * 103 * 226 * 387 *
LOWER COURTY * 025 * 076 : 192 *
B ® & 1]
ACQUITTED * 173 & 269 # 512 *
UPPER COURTY * 210 % 309 * 445 *
LOWER COURT * 108 * 1586 : 262 *
& * &
CONVICTED * 010 & Q7?7 * 2035 *
UPPER COURT * 132 * 221 * 351 &
TRIAL & 269 * 339 & a77 *
PLEA * 124 * 293 ® 322 &
Yo & N/A & NZA * N/A *
LOWER COURT * 001 * 232 * 097 *
TRIAL * 112 & 200 * 331 *
PLEA * 001 * 032 * 096 *
Yo * N/A * RIA & N/A *
& & & &
OTHER * 093 * 197 & 341 &
UPPER COURT * 124 & 225 b 390 L
LOWER COURT * 035 * 088 * 228 * (N/A = NOT_APPROPRIATE,
b kbbb hhbhkhrakbhbhhrhhhhhhbhbnbrka LESS THAM 25 CASES)



FIGURE 13-

CRIMINAL J UsTtTICE SYSTEMH PROCESSING SUMBMNARY

NE4 YORK STATE ALL PERSONAL OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESYS DISPOSED IN 1781
ARRESTED
*
38493 100.0%
3
&
AR Ah ARk R B R R AR AR AR AR AR N AN R EA RO AR A AR A RN N AN RO AR AR A N A AR RAAREAAR
x & &
PROSECUTION DECLINED : NO TR?E BILL
®
1166 3.0% PROSECUTED 4438 1.2%
36884. 95.8%
&
AAREE A AR AR R R AR AR AR RN A R AR kR AR RN R AN ANA AN AR R AN A AN R KRR N AR A CARRRRANRAAAERA
* *
- 'Y
LOWER COURT UPPER CQURT
24&71‘ 63.6% 12413 .32.22
* *
Kk AKkAKARARRCAKRARARRARARRAINA R AR AR BEERAAANGAO SRR AR AhRARAARRAERS
& * & * * & * &
DESMISSED ACQUIFTED CONV}CTED OTHER (A) DISNESSED ACGU{TTED CONV&CTED Otgﬁﬂ (8)
* a * .
13500 202 10719 50 1446 702 10059 206
55.2% 0.8X 43.8% 0.2% i1.6X 5.7% 81:02 1.7%
[
& &
& *-TRIAL 45 D.4% (C) & a=~TRIAL 1289 12.8X (¢C)
ke k=PLEA 9379 87.5X kxka-PLEA 7441 74.0%
: 2=-Y0 1295 12.1% *  x-Y0 1329 13.2%
%
& & .
Y3223 323333323323121) EARAARARRKARRAN L& AR
X OF X OF
CONVICTED CONVICTED
0.0X% [ csecesssscsessa PRISON ceeasassameensa 5869 58.3X
22.4% 2404 csecsesmsasnanasn JAIL csoseuscasasasae 1482 14,7
7.3% 783 csesccsncavcsanna TIME SERVED cceeacecccccecxn 76 0.8%
2.8% 300 eescasawss JAIL AND PROBATION asmccsanas §82 L.3X
20.0% 2144 emesecesssss PROBATION “sasescsseccs 1995 19.8%
11.0X 1177 csecseceniasn FINE scesessssccane i3 0.12
2.1% 227 easae FINE AND CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE ccewuw 12 0.1%
31.7% 3403 ceesanse CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE cewcasas 103 1.0X
2.1% 224 eresaa UNCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE cssces 19 0.2X%
0.5% 57 meewecansea OTHER/UNKNOWN wccecwcenccesana 8 0.1x
(A) PERCENJAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COQURT.
(d) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.
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FIGURE 13-8 .
MEDTI AN D AYS B ETHETEN ARREST A ND FINAL bfIsSsPOSITION
E ALL PERSONAL OFFENSES
S DISPOSED IN 1981
ARRESTED

108 DAYS
&

AR A AAKRRARARARANKAAANAL AN ARRRAAANRRAREAGRARANARRACKRRER R AR kAR

& & *
PROSECUTION DECLINED : NO TREE 3ILL
*
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x
A kAR AR R AR RARARAANA KRR ANRARAEARRARRAANAA AR R AR A AR ARG A RAANR AR RALAAARSY

&
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066 DAYS
&

#

&
AARARAERAAARAAARKKA RO ERARER A ARAANR

& E x &
DISMISSED ACQUITTED CONVICTED  OTHER
071 DAYS 150 DAYS 059 DAYS 074 DAYS
*
*
&
*  a-TRIAL 200 DAYS
sxax-PLEA 052 DAYS
£ *-Y0 102  DAYS

ALL DISPOSITIONS

NO TRUE BILL

PROSECUTED
UPPER COURY
LOWER COURT
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‘ LOWER COURT
; ACQUITTED
UPPER COURT
LOWER COURT
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*
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*
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FIGURE - 14-A

CRIMINAL JUSTICE S$YS TEM PROCESSINSGEG S

DISPOSED IN 1981
ARRESTED
*

52547 100.0X%
&
*

AR N AAARAA AR R AR AN E A AR R AR AN RN AR R AN AR R R AR CARR NS AR R kA AREAR AR
* *

PROSECUTION DECLINED : NO TR
«
1149 2.2% PROSECUTED 224
51174 97.42%

%

. &
Ak R R R ARk R R R AR A A AN A A A A AR R A A A S R AR R AR A AR ARG A A AN A AR AR AN AR AR RS
* *
Y *
LOWER COURT UPPER C
43046 78.1X% 10128 *1

®

* &

ARG EARAEARARNN XA NAE Rk

* *
DISMISSED ACQU{TTED co
2

AAARAAAKRANARRKARCAAXARNANARANT A kR

.k & x &
DISMISSED ACQUITTED CONV&CTED OffER (a)
* *

13979 118 26858 91 (244 150
35.12% 0.3X 65;41 0.2% 7.7% 1.5%
*
# *~TRIAL 51 0.2X (C)
kkka-PLEA 23191 86.3%
*  %x=Y0 3616 13.5%
*
*
Ahkbhkhhhhhbhbbhkhht
X OF
CONVICTED
0.0% ‘0 c«esseccascsnsnan PRISON esccenesucacnna
30.13x 8076 cesscesnsnnsnve JAIL cmesscsccsscsan
7.0x 1882 wesmcvaccscace TIME SERVED cevccecveucvencce
2.6% 692 sseeesaseceas JAIL AND PROBATION essscsesse
19.9% 5335 cvesvmmcnnns PROBATION cseneascvesas
10.1% 2721 csacesnessese FINE seesscinvsamas
2.2% 583 eecee FINE AND CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE eveaw
25.8% 6931 aeveacs CONDIVIONAL DISCHARGE cecesaa
1.6% 432 cacesn UNCONDIVIONAL DISCHARGE csesene
0.8% 206 cssanesnans OTHER/UNKNOWN cccacevasannas
(A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT.
(B) PERCENYAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.
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UHMARY

ALL PROPERTY OFFENSES

3
&

EE BILL
0.4%

ktkdkhhhhhkhi

® *
NV£CTED OTHER (B)

&
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88.3% 2.5%
'
*
&  «=TRIAL 44
kk&x-PLEA 651
*  k=-YQ 199
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*
ARER AR AR AR RA R Ak hR
% OF
CONVICTED
2607 29.1%
2159 241X
B4 0.9x
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3009 33.6%
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FIGURE 14-B
M EDTIAN DAYS BETWEEN ARREST AND FINAL bIsSPO0S I TION

NEW YORK STATE ALL PROPERYY OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1931
ARRESTED
DBéﬁDAYS
Ak AR AR AR AR AR R AR AR A AR A KA R R A AR AR AR A AR AN R A SR N AR AR AR AL RO bR
x * &
PROSECUYION DECLINED * NO TRUE BILL
& & x
* 109 oAYS
PROSECUTED
089.DAYS
*
KA AR R AR AR AR AR R AR R A R A R AR A A R AR AR R R A AR A AR R A A AR A AR R AR A AR R AR RAARRANRAROR SR
& *
LOWER COURT UPPER*COURT
*
067 DAYS 163 DAYS
* *
* *
* - s
Ah kA RRARARRAARRARRAKARNARAARRRAASR AAAKERARAANARRSARARAAARRARARRRRAGR
* x N & & * * &
DISMISSED ACQU}TTED CONV}CTED OTQER DISH{SSED ACQUETTED CONVICTED OTHER
x * &
163 DAYS 139 DAYS 049*DAYS 109 DAYS 179 DAYS 290 DAYS 167 DAYS 165 DAYS
. *
" &
* & i
k- «=-TRIAL 151 DAYS & *=JRIAL 300 DAYS w
Aeai-pPLEA 041 DAYS kakk~PLEA %70 DAYS byl
* &=Y0 088 DAYS % a-Y0 42 DAYS ;
A ANKR AR AR A AR R RANRARR GG AN RARRARS
* SUNAMARY %
A AN AR AR AR AR RN AR AR R R AR
* LOWER & &  UPPER *
* QUARTILE » MEODIAN +« QUARTILE =
AR RARRAARKARARRARASRRRARNRIARARAARR
ALL DISPOSITIONS * 023 & 086 * 195 *
ARRARNCARNANARA RGN AR ARRA AR CARNRARE
x * . * &
NO TRUE BILL * 066 * 109 * 131 &
* & * &
PROSECUTED * 025 L3 089 * 198 #
UPPER COURY * 104 * 168 * 273 *
LOWER COURT * 015 & 067 * 183 4
* * * &
DISMISSAL * 041 * 164 * 226 *
UPPER COURT * 048 * }79 * 353 *
LOWER COURT : 041 L 63 : 223 &
& &
ACQUITTED i 126 & 227 * 345 *
UPPER COURT * 200 * 290 L] 395 *
LOWER COURT * 072 * 139 A 240 &
& * * *
CONVICTED * 019 i 076 * 170 *
UPPER COURT * 105 ® 167 * 267 *
TRIAL * 230 * 300 * 447 *
PLEA * 105 * 170 * 274 *
Yo * 096 * 142 * 200 *
LOWER COURT * 006 * 049 * 118 *
TRIAL * 082 * 151 * 278 *
PLEA * 003 3 041 * 110 .
Yo & 054 * 088 * 161 *
* P * &
OTHER * 078 * 150 & 251 *
UPPER COURT b 100 * 165 * 255 *
LOJER COURY * 048 * 109 # 230 * (N/A = NOV_APPROPRIATE,
AR AN RKAAAARGANARR AR AR ROARARKAS AR RS LESS THAN 25 CASES)




FIGURE 15-A

CRIMINAL JUsSTICE S'YSTEM PROCESSING S UMMA

NEW YORK ST

AT
FELONY ARREST

E
S DISPOSED IN 1981
ARRESTED
&

12526 100.0%
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£2.9% 0.1% S8.8% 0.2% 12,22 1.7 83, 8%
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1 3 *
ARk hAR A AN RA R A AN RGAE btk AR
L Of
CONVICTED
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0.9% 47 teceesssne. JAIL AND PROBATION  cnueucesea ' 283
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2.0% 104 wae-s FINE AND CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE oua.. 13
22.8% 1173 cneeane CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE ceennea 60
1.5% 79 ceeena UNCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE ceeae
0.4X 19 cadeassmeue OTHER/UNKNOWN ceeeceavasccennc
; (A) PERCENYTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COQURT.
(3) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED 8Y THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTYED.
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FIGURE 15-B
MEDTIAN D AYS BETWETEN ARREST AND FINAL DI SPOSITION

NEW YORK STATE ALL DRUG OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1981
ARRESTED
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DISPOSED IN 1931

JUSTICE

FIGURE 16~A

SYSTEH PROCESSING SUMMARY
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FIGURE 16-8

M EDTITAN b AYS B ETWEEN ARREST AND FINAL pISPOSITIO

DISPOSED IN 1981
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«
*
BRAR AU R AR R AR R A AR A AR A AR R A AR AR A AR AR R A R AR R A AR AR AR A AR AR AR AR A AN AL A RO R
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& ®
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AR RARERANGR R ARARA AR AR ARARORONARAK
* & & &
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& * L] *
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& & * *
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*
ACQUITTED * 191 * 267 bd 339 &
UPPER COURT * 197 * 280 b 398 *
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TRIAL * 226 * 328 * 437 L
PLEA & :32 * 199 * 303 *
Yo * 25 * 209 * 307 *
LOWER COURT & 001 * 030 & 090 *
TRIAL L N/A * N/A * N/A &
PLEA * 001 & 028 * 085 &
Yo * 063 * 127 & 642 *
* & % &
OTHER + 102 % 196 &« 345 *
UPPER COURT & 107 * 225 * 345 *
LOWER COURT * N/A * N/A * N/A ® (N/A = NOT_AP
AARAERRRRAA AR AR AR A RNARARNALARARR N LESS THAN 25

N

ALL “OTHER' OFFENSES
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FIGURE 17-A

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

_ZV -

NEW YORK STATE CLASS A ARREST OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1981
ARRESTED
%
3020 100.0X
*
*
AR AR R AR AR R R R AR AR A AR R AN AR AN AN R R R R AR AR AR AN R AR R R AR AN AN R R AR
* * &
pROSECUTlOQ DECLINED : NO TR?E BILL
86 2.9%% PROSECUTED 27 0.92%
2907 96.3% B
*
&
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* &
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* &
* ®
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LS '] 11 5.3% *  &-Y0 40 2.4%
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* ‘ &
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X OF X OF
CONVICTED . CONVICTED
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(A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT.
(8) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.
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FIGURE 17-8
M EDI AN DAY S R ET WETEN ARREST AND FINAL DI SPOSITTION

NEW YORK STATE CLASS A ARREST OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DRISPOSED IN 1931
ARRESTED
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PLEA * 052 & 116 * 401 *
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* * * *
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FIGURE - 18-

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

TE CLASS B ARREST OFFENSES
TS DISPOSED IN 1981
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PROSECUTION DECLINED
*
410 2.4%
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%
* 'S
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iA) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED 8Y THE LOWER COURT.
B) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.
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FIGURE 18-8B
M EDI AN DAYS B ETMWEEN ARREST AND FINAL DI SPOSITION

NEW YORK STATE CLASS B8 ARREST OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1981
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FIGURE 19-A

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM PROCESSING SUMMARY

NEW YORK STATE CLASS C ARREST OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN 1931
ARRESTED
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(A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT.
() PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.
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FIGURE 19-B
MEDI AN DAY S B ETWETEN ARREST AND FINAL DI SPOSIT
NEW YORK STATE
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED IN- 1981
ARRESIED
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CLASS € ARREST OFFENSES
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FIGURE 20-A
CRIMINAL JUSTICE S YSTEHM PROCESSING SUMMKARY

NEW YORK ST
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TE CLASS O ARREST OFFENSES
FELONY ARS TS

DISPOSED IN 1981
ARRESTED
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& L3 &
PROSECUTION DECLINED . NO TRUE BILL
*
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*
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RAKRARARARE AR R AAARAAAAANARN R AN RN A AR GRRBARAAAAAREARERARAKARAAAAN AR AR
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: 3 &
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(A) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED BY THE LOWER COURT.
(8) PERCENTAGES OF CASES PROCESSED AY THE UPPER COURT.
(C) PERCENTAGES OF CASES CONVICTED.
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FIGURE 20-8
MEDIAN DAY S B ET HWEEN ARREST AND FINAL DI SPODSITION

NEW YORK STATE CLASS D ARREST OFFENSES
FELONY ARRESTS DISPOSED 1IN 1981
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CHARACTERISTICS OF ARRESTS

From a systems analytic perspective, arrests and offenders may be considered
the "raw materials" which the criminal justice system processes; they are the
inputs to which the system responds. Regional differences in processing, some of
which were noted in the preceding section, may be a function of different inputs to
the system.

As part of the examination of processing differences, this section focuses on
the characteristics of the arrest event inputs. Several parameters are examined:
the year the arrest took place, the type and seriousness of the most serious
charge,10 the total number of crimes charged in the arrest event and whether the
most serious arrest charge was for an attempted or a completed crime. Section 3,
following, will continue the investigation of differential processing by analyzing
characteristics of offenders across the three regions of the State.

As was the case for the processing overview in Section 1, this analysis
utilizes the arrest event as the unit of count.

Year of Arrest

Although all the cases in the study were disposed in 1981, the years of arrest
for these cases span a ten year period, from 1972 through 1981. Delays between
arrest and disposition appearing in the data may be the result of: (1) offenders
who escaped from custody before their cases reached final disposition, (2) cases
whose final disposition was deferred as a result of an appeal or, (3) problems in
reporting data to the CCH/OBTS.

10yhere an offender is charged with several offenses in the same arrest event,
only the characteristics of the most serious offense charged are considered in
analyses of the type and seriousness of the arrest. See Volume I.

Preceding page blani;
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Table 1 shows that almost two-thirds of all cases disposed in 1981 had been
arrested in that same year, and that only 5.4 percent of the cases resulted from

arrests occurring prior to 1980 (i.e., 1979 or earlier). Other MPAs showed a lower .

proportion of 1981 arrests than did the other two regions, but a higher proportion
of 1980 arrests. Among arrests occurring prior to 1980 but not disposed until
1981, New York City and the Other MPAs showed a higher percentage (6.2% and 3.8%
respectively) than did Non-Metropolitan Areas (2.3%).

Type of Offense

Figure 22 shows that among the felony arrest events disposed in 1981, property
offenses were the most numerous, accounting for approximately 46 percent of the
total. Property offenses comprised about 41 percent of the New York City arrests
and over one-half of the arrests in each of the non-New York City regions.

Offenses against persons were the second most common offense type in each of the
regions. A substantially higher proportion of New York City arrests were for
personal offenses (37.6%) than was the case in the Other MPAs (25.0%) or in the
Non-Metropolitan Areas (21.4%).

Drug offenses accounted for 1l percent of all arrests, statewide. Again, New
York City showed a larger proportion of these offenses among its arrests than did
the other two regions.

Class of Offense

The vast majority of the arrests in the study cohort were for the least
serious (i.e., class D and E) felony classes. Statewide, almost one-half were for
class D offenses and nearly an additional quarter were for class E offenses. Class
D offenses comprised more than half of the arrests in the Non-Metropolitan Areas.

Class A offenses (the most serious offense class) constituted less than three
percent (3%) of all arrests statewide; classes B and C each accounted for about 15
percent of the statewide arrests. The distribution of the class of arrest offenses
by region is displayed in Figure 23. ‘
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Table 1

Arrest Events Disposed in 1981 by Year of Arrest and Region
Number, Percent, and Cumulative Percent

Region

Year of New York State New York City Other MPAs Non-Metro Areas

Arrest N F4 cum % N % cum % N % cum % N % cum %
1981 72,655 64.0 64.0 54,563 65.1 65.1 10,140 58.2 58.2 7,952 64.5 64.5
1980 34,827 30.7 94.6 24,130 28.8 93.8 _ 6,608 38.0 96.2 4,089 33.2 '97.7
1979 3,927 3.5 .98.1 3,197 3.8 97.6 509 2.9 99.1 221 1.8 99.5
1978 1,029 0.9 99.0 875 1.0 98.7 112 0.6 99.8 42 0.3 99.8
1977 530 0.5 99.4 493 0.6 99.3 26 0.1  99.9 11 0.1 99.9 éﬂ
1976 263 0.2 99.7 251 0.3 99.6 9 0.1 100.0 3 <0.1 100.0
1975 161 0.1 99.8 155 0.2 99.8 3 <0.1 100.0 3 <0.1 100.0
1974 113 0.1 99.9 111 0.1 = 99.9 2 <0.1 100.0 60 0.0 100.0
1973 59 0.1 100.0 57 0.1 100.0 1 <0.1 100.0 1 <0.1 100.0
1972 36 <0.1 100.0 35 <0.1 100.0 0 0.0 100.0 1 <0.1 100.0
TOTAL 113,600 100.0 100.0 83,867 100.0 100,0 17,410 100.0 100.0 12,323 100.0 100.0
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FIGURE 22 .
TYPE OF MOST SERIOUS ARRREST CHARGE
BY REGION
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Table 2 presents the breakdown of offense types within classes for New York
State.ll (Class A offenses were predominately drug or personal crimes (homicide or

kidnappfng), with personal offenses the more prevalent in this class. Very few

class A arrests were for property crimes (arson) .12

Type of Offense by Class of Offense:
Most Serious Charge in Arrest Event

Table 2

New York State

Type of Qffense

Class of

Arrest Offense Total Personal? Property Drug Other
A 100.0% 52.0% 1.0% 46.9% 0.1%P
(3,020) (1,571) (31) (1,415) (3)

B 100.0% 65.8% 6.1% 26.0% 2.0%
(17,026) (11,205) (1,041) (4,434) (346)

C 100.0% 52.7% 28.5% 11.7% 7.1%
(17,229) (9,083) (4,905) (2,024) (1,217)

D 100.0% 30.7% 53.3% 7.0% 9.0%
(50,464) (15,496) (26,887) (3,515) (4,566)

E 100.0% 4,3% 76.2% 4.4% 15.1%
(25,833) (1,115) (19,683) (1,138) (3,897)

3excludes 28 PL125 cases for which class was not known.

brhree (3) class A cases were missing data on offense type.

11simitar presentations for each of the regions are in Volume III, tables III-
la,-1b, and -lc. The regional distributions are generally similar to those for the

State as a whole.

12Three class A cases lacked data on the specific offense type and were coded

in the "other" category.
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FIGURE 23
CLASS OF MOST SERIOUS ARREST CHARGE
BY REGION
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Personal offenses predominated among class B and C arrests, accounting for
almost 66 percent of the class B and almost 53 percent of the class C arrests. In
addition, almost one-third of class D arrests were for personal crimes. Property
crimes were most prevalent among the lower (D and E) offense classes, comprising
more than three-fourths of all class E arrests.

Attempts

Only 7.3 percent of the arrest offenses in the study cohort were attempts
governed under Penal Law Article 110. The vast majority of these (over 88%) were
cases from New York City. In all regions, the Targest group of these offenses in

- the study cohort were attempts at class D felonies (i.e., resulting in a class E

attempt offense).13 In New York City most of the attempts were attempts at
personal crimes; in the other two regions most were attempts at property crimes.

Figures 24 and 25 show the regional distributions of attempts by type and
class of the offense.

Number of Charges at Arrest

As noted earlier, where an arrest event included more than one charge, only
the most serious felony charge was considered in selecting cases for this study.
Some arrest events in the study cohort contain accompanying misdemeanor and felony
charges while others do not. In this section, arrest events are characterized on
the basis of whether such additional charges are present or not.

Table 3 shows the regional distributions of arrest events containing only a
single charge and those containing at least one other offense.

13Note that attempts at class E felonies are misdemeanors and are not included
in the 0BTS data.



FIGURE 24
ATTEMPT OFFENSES:
MOST SERIOUS CHARGE AT ARREST
ATTEMPT OFFENSE TYPE BY REGION

PERCENT OF RTTEMPT ARREST EVENTS

10 30 50 10 30 50 19 30 50 10 30 50
VTt v T or T T T T T T

il

o

>—

i—.

w N N \00\ \500
: 3 PROPERTY N 40 .4 N 38.3 57 3
3 i NN NN
©0 ulﬂ_ N\ N
! e

(w]

—

% ]

= DRUG .5 .3 3 1.8 1.2

'—

l_..

a

OTHER 1 1 1.1 .0
NEW YORK STATE NEW YORK CITY OTHER TPAS ~NON-TIETRO AREAS.
(N=8,275)2 (N=7.297) (N=632) (N=346 )
REGION

dNUMBER OF ATTEMPT OFFENSES (MOST SERIOUS CHARGE WAS AN ATTEMPT).
SOURCE DATA FOR THIS GRAPH ARE FOUND IN TABLE III-2.VOLUME I1I.



ATTEMPT OFFENSE CLASS

FIGURE 25
ATTEMPT OFFENSES:
MOST SERIOUS CHARGE AT ARREST
ATTEMPT OFFENSE CLASS BY REGION
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Table 3

' Single and Multiple Charge
Arrest Events by Region

Type of Arrest Event
Single Charge Multiple Charge

Region Total Events Events
New York City 100.0% -20.9% 79.1%
(83,867) (17,562) (66,305)
Other MPSs 100.0% 57.0% 43.0%
(17,410) (9,922) (7,488)
Non-Metro Areas 100.0% 62.5% 37.5%
(12,323) (7,707) (4,616)
New York State 100.0% 31.0% 69.0%
Total (113,600) (35,191) (78,409)

These data clearly show that New York City felony arrests were far more 1ikely
to consist of multiple charges than were arrests in either of the other two regions
of the State.

Figure 26 shows that, while the proportion of multiple charge events was
uniformly higher in New York City across a&ll offense types, the magnitude of the
inter-region difference was lower for drug offenses than for the remaining types.
Arrests for personal crimes were most Tikely to have accompanying charges in New
York City. In the other two regions, drug arrest events were most 1ikely to have
multiple charges. With regard to class (Figure 27), New York City showed the
highest percentages of multiple charge arrests for all classes. In New York City,
class B arrests were most likely to be accompanied by other charges; in the two
Non-New York City regions class A arrests were most 1ikely to be multiple charge
events.



FIGURE 26
PERCENT OF ARREST EVENTS
CONTAINING MULTIPLE CHARGES:
TYPE OF MOST SERIOUS CHARGE BY REGION

PERCENT OF ARREST EVENTS?®

20 49 60 80 20 40 60 80 20 40 60 80 20 40 60 80
i 1 ] { { i ) i i I l 1 1 ] i §

NEW YORK STATE NEW YORK CITY OTHER MPAS NON-METRO AREAS

_89...

TYPE OF
MOST SERIOUS RARREST CHRRGE

REGION

PERCENT OF MULTIPLE CHARGE ARREST EVENTS WITHIN SPECIFIED TYPE AND REGION.
SOURCE DATA FOR THIS GRAPH ARE FOUND IN TABLE Iil-4,VOLUME III.




FIGURE ¢7
PERCENT OF ARREST EVENTS
CONTARINING MULTIPLE CHARGES:
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Within the subgroup of arrests consisting only of multiple charges, regional
differences can also be noted. Figure 28 displays the composition of multiple
charge events by region. Multiple charge events were divided into the following
categories: those where the accompanying charges were only misdemeanors, those
with one additional felony, and those with two or more additional felonies.14 (The
latter two groups are further subdivided into cases with no misdemeanors and with
one or more misdemeanors.)

In all regions, where arrest events involved multiple charges, the other
charges were likely to be misdemeanors. The proportions of arrest events
containing one additional felony or two or more additional felonies were generally
similar across regions. However, in New York City a single additional felony was
more likely to be accompanied by additional misdemeanors than elsewhere in the
State. Regional differences in the overall pattern of multipie charging were
primarily due to the prevalence in New York City of added misdemeanor charges in
cases where there is at least one additional felony.

Summary

Statewide 46 percent of the felony arrests in the analysis were for property
crimes and an additional 34 percent were for crimes against persons. Only 11
percent were for drug crimes. Arrests for the more serious felony offense classes
(i.e., A and B) were relatively uncommon, accounting for about 18 percent of all
arrests. Class D arrests were most common (44% of all arrests) and class D
and E arrests combined accounted for over 67 percent of the felony arrests in the
study cohort. (These class D and E arrests were most often for property crimes
while the A and B arrests were generally for drug and personal crimes.)

41 these, of course, should be added the single (most serious) arrest charge
which was the basis for selection of the case into the cohort.



FIGURE 28
MULTIPLE CHARGE ARREST EVENTS:
ADDITIONAL ARREST CHARGES BY REGION
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Consistent with the Processing Summary in Section 1, these data on arrests
indicate clear differences between New York City and the remainder of the State in
1981. The New York City criminal justice system responded not only to a
substantially larger number of cases than in the other regions, but also to
qualitatively different kinds of cases. New York City cases were more serious and
contained more individual charges than non-New York City cases and were more likely
to have involved personal and drug offenses. Arrests for attempted offenses were
substantially more common in New York City as well.

To the extent that arrests reflect the overall nature of offenses being
committed, these data support the notion that serious crime is a phenomenon acutely
affecting urban areas and New York City in particular.

In some respects, these data may reflect differences in police resources or
practices rather than differences in the nature of the offenses themselves. For
example, increased investigative resources may result in the detection of
additional offenses with the result that arrest events would be more Tikely to
contain multiple charges. Additional research is necessary to more fully examine
these issues.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF OFFENDERS

As noted in the Introduction (Volume I) this analysis of offenderld
characteristics differs from other analyses in this report in that it is based on
the individual offender rather than the arrest event.

The data show that the 113,600 felony arrest events in the study cohort
involved only 94,678 different offenders. Of these offenders, 80,515 or 85.0
percent, were disposed on only one felony arrest in 198l. The remaining 14,163
offenders (15.0%) were disposed multiple times in 198l.  This subgroup of
"multiple disposition offenders"16 accounted for 33,085 arrest events, or
approximétely 2.3 arrests per offender (i.e., 33,085 arrests : 14,163 offenders =
2.3). In the various arrest-based analyses, the characteristics of these offenders
were counted once for each appearance in the cohort.17 This is fully appropriate
in analyzing issues of system processing and describing offense-related
characteristics since each arrest may be considered a unique input to which the
system must respond. However, in examining offender-related characteristics (e.g.,
sex, race, age), using the arrest event as the unit of count would result in
overrepresenting these characteristics for those persons appearing more than once

15The term "offender" is used here to refer to all persons arrested, in
contrast to designating only those formally labelled as offenders by the fact of
conviction.

16The terms "single-" or "multiple disposition offenders” will be used to
designate the groups of offenders appearing in the cchort once and more than once.

17Among the 14,163 offenders appearing more than once in the cohort, the
number of appearances ranged from 2 to 10. The modal number of multiple
appearances was 2 (10,707 offenders).

Preceding pags biank
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in the cohort. To avoid such overrepresentation in this analysis of offenders,
each offender was counted only once.18

This section begins with an analysis of the sex, age, race and prior criminal
histories of offenders and how they differ by region. This is followed by a brief
examination of selected offender characteristics by the type and class of the
arrest offense. The goal of this examination is to review what the OBTS data
reveal about patterns of offending among different offender subgroups.19 The
section concludes with an analysis of differences between those offenders appearing
in the cohort only once and those appearing multiple times.

A11 Offenders Appearing in the Cohort

Offender Attributes

Sex of Offender. Table 4 displays the distribution of offender sex by region.

In all regions, males outnumbered females by a ratio of about 9 to 1.

18an example may serve to clarify this issue. I¥ there were 11 offenders in a
hypothetical study cohort, 10 males and cne female, the ratio of male to female
offenders would be 10:1. This statement is based upon an offender unit of count,
since each offender was counted only once. However, if each male offender was
arrested only once, but the single female offender was arrested 10 times, there
would be a total of 20 arrests (10 involving males and 10 involving females).

Using an arrest unit of count the ratio of male to female arrests would be 1:1.

19Among offenders appearing more than once in the cohort, only the arrest
event leading to the most serious 1981 cohort disposition is considered in this
analysis. Thus, although both offender and offense characteristics are being
compared, the offender unit of count is maintained. (See Volume I for selection
criteria).
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This is slightly higher than the ratio observed in other data on New York State
arrests.20 The distribution of offender sex was similar across regions.

Table 4
Sex of Offenders
by Region
Sex of Offender
Region Total Male Female
New York City 100.0% 89.8% 10.2%
(67,650) (60,727) (6,923)
Other MPAs 100.0% 87.7% 12.3%
(15,562) (13,649) (1,913)
Non-Metro Areas 100.0% 89.8% 10.2%
(11,466) (10,294) (1,172)
New York State Total ~100.0% 89.4% 10.6%
(94,678) (84,670) (10,008)

20For example the 1981 New York State Uniform Crime Reports show the following
distributions:

all adult Part I arrests: males
all adult arrests: males

83.3%; females
85.4%; females

16.7%; n
14.6%; n

181,767
883,164

nn
B

UCR data for previous years are generally similar., See: NYS Division of Criminal
Justice Services, Crime and Justice, Annual Report 1981 (pp. 126-128). The fact
that the Uniform Crime Reports and the OBTS system define offenses differently and
use different reporting mechanisms may explain this difference.

Hote that the sex distribution for arrest events in the cohort (which is quite
similar to the distribution for offenders) compares very closely with the
distribution of all 1981 felony arrests. See Table 2, Volume I.
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Age at Arrest.2l Figure 29 shows that the age distributions for the two Non-
New York City regions were very similar, and that these, in turn, differed markedly
from the New York City distribution. New York City offenders were older than
of fenders from the other two regions. They were more likely to appear in the over
25 age categories relative to offenders from the Non-New York City regions and less
Tikely to appear in the 16 to 19 category.

-

In all regions, a majority of offenders were under age 25. The modal age
group in the areas outside New York City was the youngest (16-19); the New York
City distribution was bimodal with about 29 percent of offenders falling into the
16 to 19 group and about 30 percent in the 25 to 34 age group.22

Race of offender. The race distributions (Figure 30) show sharp differences
between regions. Minorities, and particularly blacks, tended tn be represented

among offenders in proportion to the degree of urbanization of the region. In the
primarily rural Non-Metropolitan Areas, nonwhites comprised orly 19.1 percent of
the offender population. In the Other MPAs, the proportion of nonwhite offenders
was 41 percent, while in New York City nonwhites comprised two-thirds of all
offenders. New York City was the only region with a substantial representation of
Hispanic offenders; Hispanics accounted for less than three percent of offenders in
the areas outside of New York City.

2lFor offenders appearing in the cohort multiple times, age at arrest is based
on the arrest event Teading to the most serious 1981 cohort disposition.

22The continuous age distributions are characterized as follows:

New York State New York City QOther MPAs Non-Metro Areas

mean 25.8 26.0 25.3 25.5
median 23.2 23.5 22.4 22.2
mode 16.0 16.0 17.0 17.0
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FIGURE 29
OFFENDER AGE AT ARREST
BY REGION

PERCENT OF OFFENDERS WITHIN REGION
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FIGURE 30
OFFENDER RACE BY REGION

PERCENT OF OFFENDERS WITHIN REGION
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RACE OF OFFENDER

OTHER .5 .5 .5 .6

NEH YORK STATE NEW YORK CITY OTHER MPRS NON-METRO ARERS
(N=94.030)2 (N=67.054%) (N=15.539) (N=11.,437)
REGION

4EXCLUDES 648 OFFENDERS WITH RACE MISSING.
SOURCE DATA FOR THIS GRAPH ARE FOUND IN TABLE III-8.VOLUME III.
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An examination of offender age by race (Table III-9, Volume III) shows white
offenders to be older than black and Hispanic offenders in New York City, but
younger than all other race groups in the areas outside New York City.Z23

Prior Arrest Record. Prior arrests are defined as those arrests occurring
before the date of the 1981 cohort disposition. For offenders appearing multiple
times in the cohort, priors are defined as those arrests occurring before the date
of the most serious 1981 cohort disposition. The regional distribution shown in
Figure 31 reveals that about one-third of offenders had no record of prior
offending. This percentage was slightly higher in the areas outside of New York
City than it was in New York City.

Among offenders who did have prior arrests, the seriousness of the record
appears to be directly associated with the level of urbanization of the region.
For example, New York City had the highest percentage of offenders with multiple
felony arrests; Non-Metropolitan Areas had the lowest percentage. New York City
had the lowest percentage of offenders with non-felony (i.e., misdemeanor or
lesser) arrests, and Non-Metropolitan Areas had the highest.

Prior Conviction Record. The pattern of prior convictions shown in Figure 32
is similar to that for prior arrests: most offenders had no record of prior
convictions. New York City offenders tended to have the most seriocus conviction
histories while offenders from Non-Metropolitan Areas had the Teast serious.24
Among offenders having prior convicticns, those convictions were generally for
misdemeanors or Tlesser crimes; prior convictions for felonies were relatively
rare.

23Table III-9 (Volume III) presents median ages of the various race categories
within each region. The median is a summary measure of a distribution defined as
the value below which (and above which) half of the cases in the distribution fall.
The median is used in preference to the mean in this table (and Tables III-12 and
III-13) because the median is less sensitive to extreme values in the
distribution.

24prior convictions are convictions occurring before the date of the 1981
cohort disposition; for offenders appearing multiple times in the cohort priors are
defined as those convictions occurring before the date of the most serious 1981
cohort disposition.
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PRIOR ARREST RECORD

FIGURE 31
OFFENDER PRIOR ARREST RECORD
BY REGION
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FIGURE 32
OFFENDER PRIOR CONVICTION RECORD
BY REGION

PERCENT OF OFFENDERS WITHIN REGION
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As would be expected, age was positively associated in all regions with the
severity of prior record, for arrests and (particularly) for convictions. This
correlation arises because younger offenders have not been at risk Tong enough to
accrue lengthy offending histories.25 Tables III-12 and II1I-13 (Volume III) show
the median ages of offenders for each category of the prior record indicators.Z6

Among racial/ethnic groups in the areas outside of New York City, black
offenders generally had more severe arrest and conviction histories than whites.
In New York City, among offenders with prior histories, a similar though less
pronounced pattern existed. In all areas, white offenders were the least likely to
have prior offending histories. Table III-14a through III-1l4c display the prior
arrest record for each race category in the three regions.

QOffending Patterns

Figure 33 displays selected offender characteristics for each type of arrest
offense within the three regions. Figure 34 displays the same offender
characteristics by the class of the arrest offense within each region.

The offender characteristics shown in these graphs are the percent of male
offenders, the percent of offenders in the 16 to 19 age group, the percent of
offenders who are nonwhite, and the percent of offenders with at least one prior
felony arrest.2/ The graphs are arranged to show relationships between these

25Note that only adult offending is considered in calculating the indicators
of prior record.

26Note ‘that in Table III-12, the median ages for the "No Felony" category of
prior arrests is slightly higher than for the "1-3 Felony" category. Both
categories can include offenders who had any number of prior misdemeanor arrests,
the only difference being that offenders in the "No Felony" group had never been
arrested for a felony. It is probable, then, that some "No Felony" offenders
actually had longer records of misdemeanor arrests than offenders in the "1-3
Felony" group and that this accounts for the observed difference in the median
ages.

27percentages are based on the total for each offense type within region.
This total is shown in the graphs.
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FIGURE 33
PATTERNS OF OFFENDING:
SELECTED OFFENDER CHARACTERISTICS
BY TYPE OF ARREST OFFENSE WITHIN REGION
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FIGURE 34
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characteristics and the type or class of offense as well as the region, and are
intended to provide a general profile of the offenders arrested for committing the
indicated type or class of offense with regard to sex, age, race, and prior
record.

Type of Offense. As previously shown (Table 4), males outnumbered females in
the study population by approximately a 9:1 ratio. Fiqure 33 shows this to be
generally true for all offense types regardless of region. Drug offenders were
slightly more 1ikely to be female than were offenders arrested for personal or
property crimes.

Age, as measured by the proportion of offenders in the 16-19 age group,
appears to be strongly associated with the type of offense. Property offenders in
all regions tended to be younger than offenders arrested for other types of crime;
drug, and to an even greater degree, "other" offenders tended to be older.

Race is associated both with the type of offense and with region. The
largest proportion of minority offenders in the State was from New York City (see
Figure 30). Because of this, in New York City, each offense type showed a
substantially higher proportion of nonwhite offenders than was the case in the
other two regions. Over three-fourths of New York City offenders were minorities,
regardless of offense type. Differences that do exist among offense types in New
York City showed personal and drug offenders to have been slightly more 1ikely to
be nonwhite than other types. In the Non-New York City regions where the overall
proportion of minorities was lower, the association with offense type is clearer.
In these regions personal offenders tended to be nonwhite while drug offenders were
1ikely to be white.

A similar patté}n can be seen for offenders having at least one prior felony
arrest. In general, the proportion of offenders with such records is higher in New
York City than in the other regions. 1In New York City, offenders arrested for drug
crimes were more likely than other offenders to have had prior felony arrest
histories. OQutside of New York City, personal offenders were most likely, and drug
offenders least likely to have -had prior felony arrest records.
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Class of Arrest. Figure 34 shows the selected offender characteristics
displaved by the statutory class of the most serious arrest charge for each

region.

Despite the overwhelming preponderance of males in the study cohort there
appears to be a slight association between sex and class of offense. In New York
City and the Other MPA's, offenders arrested for class B offenses were the most
Tikely to be male, followed closely by those arrested for class C offenses.
Offenders arrested for class E felonies were least likely to be male in each of the
regions.

Offenders arrested for the more serious offenses (i.e., classes A and B)
tended to be older than offenders arrested for C, D and E offenses. This was
generally the case in all regions and was particularly evident for class A
arrestees. In all areas, class C arrestees had the largest proportion in the 16-19
age group. '

As noted earlier, the proportion of nonwhites was uniformly higher among New
York City offenders than among offenders from the other two regions. This was true
regardless of class. In all areas, those arrested for class B and C offenses were
somewhat more likely to be nonwhite than other offenders.

In all areas, offenders arrested for class B offenses were the most likely to
have had a record of prior felony arrests. Offenders arrested for class E felonies
were least likely to have had prior arrests for felonies.

K 3| E I
1 . i ¢ : B ¢
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Single vs. Multiple Appearances
in the Cohort

This section continues the examination of offenders in the study cohort by
comparing the characteristics of the 80,515 offenders disposed only once in 1981
with the remaining 14,163 disposed more than once. Differences between the
offender and arrest event counts are a function of the characteristics and
frequency of appearance of the multiply disposed offenders. Consequently, the
nature and extent of such differences have 1mp11cati6ns for the arrest based
processing analyses appearing elsewhere in this report.

Offender Attributes

Table 5 displays the proportion of offenders within each region that were
disposed on a felony only once in 1981 and those disposed more than once. The
proportion of offenders appearing in the cohort multiple times was highest for Hew
York City and lowest for the Non-Metropolitan Areas. This follows the previously
identified pattern for prior offending in which the seriousness of the prior record
was directly associated with the degree of urbanization of the region.

Table 5
Comparison of Offenders Having a Single 1981

Disposition With Offender Having Multiple 1981
Dispositions by Region

" Single Multiple

W Disposition Disposition

Region Total Offenders Offenders
New York City 100.0% 82.5% 17.5%
(67,650) (55,828) (11,822)
Other MPAs 100.0% 90.0% 10.0%
(15,562) (14,005) (1,557)
Non-Metro Areas 100.0% 93.2% 6.8%
(11,466) (10,682) (784)
New York State . 100.0% 85.0% 15,0%
Total (94,678) (80,515) (14,163)
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Table 6 refines this comparison hy showing the proportion of arrest events
accounted for by single and multiple offénders. A far larger proportion (and
number) of arrest events were committed by multiple offenders in New York City than
in either of the other regions.

Table 6

Comparison of Arrest Events Committed
by Offenders Having Single and
Multiple 1981 Dispositions by Region

Arrest Events

Committed Commi tted Average Number
by Single by Multiple per Multiple
Disposition Disposition Disposition
Region Total Offenders Offenders Of fenders
New York City 100.0% 66.6% 33.4% 2.4
(83,867) (55,828) (28,039)
Other MPAs 100.0% 80.4% 19.6% 2.2
(17,410) (14,005) (3,405)
Non-Metro Areas 100.0% 86.7% 13.3% 2.1
(12,323) (10,682) (1,641)
New York State 100.0% 70.9% 29.1% 2.3
Total (113,600) (80,515) (33,085)

Sex of Offenders. 1In all regions, males were more heavily represented among
multiple offenders than among single offenders. The proportion of males among
multiple offenders was similar for all regions.28

281p this and the data presentations which follow, the percentages shown are
weighted subsets of the percentages for the entire offender group shown in the
previous section. For example, the overall proportion of male offenders shown in
Table 4 may be obtained by reweighting the percentages for the single and multiple
groups (the weights are the proportion of all offenders in the single and multiple
groups), i.e., for New York City:

Eg;ggg x 83.8%) + %_g.% x 94.3%) = 89.8%

N = e -
* RS N
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Table 7

Comparison of Offenders Having a Single 1981 Disposition
With Offenders Having Multiple 1981 Dispositions
By Sex Within Region

Dispositions in 1981

Single Multiple
Region N % Male % Female N. % Male % Female
New York City 55,828 88.8% 11.2% 11,822 94.3% 5.7%
Other MPA 14,005 87.3% 12.7% 1,557 91.1% 8.9%
Non-Metro Areas 10,682  89.6% 10. 4% 784 92.5% 7.5%
New York State
Total 80,515 88.7% 11.3% 14,163 93.8% 6.2%

el

Age at Arrest. Both the single and the multiple offender age distributions
shown in Figure 35 are similar to the distributions for all offenders (see Figure
29). Again, differences between New York City and the other two regions are
evident: 1in general, the New York City distributions are bimodal while those of
the Non-New York City regions are clustered in the 16-19 category. In all regions,
and particularly in the least urban Non-Metropolitan Areas, multiple disposition
offenders were younger than single offenders.29

Race of Offender. Race distributions displayed in Figure 36 show that

offenders appearing in the cohort multiple times were more likely to be nonwhite
than offenders appearing only once. Differences between the single and multiple
offender groups were most pronounced in the two Non-New York City regions.

29For multiple disposition offenders, age is the age of the offender at the
arrest leading to the most serious 1981 cohort disposition.
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AGE AT ARREST
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FIGURE 35
COMPARISON OF OFFENDERS HAVING A SINGLE 1981 DISPOSITION
WITH OFFENDERS HAVING MULTIPLE 13981 DISPOSITIONS:
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FIGURE 36
COMPARISON OF OFFENDERS HAVING A SINGLE 1381 DISPOSITION
WITH OFFENDERS HAVING MULTIPLE 1981 DISPOSITIONS:
RACE OF OFFENDER WITHIN REGION

PERCENT OF OFFENDERS WITHIN APPEARANCE CATEGORY WITHIN REGION

20 40 60 80 20 40 60 80 20 40 60 80 20 46 60 80
WHITE i ] I } i 1 1 { C | i 1 1 ] 1 i 1
SINGLE 35.2 20.0 §0.0 81.6
MULTIPLE 8§;g 22.5 8§; 15.5 50.5 71.9
BLACK
SINGLE g 4 51.6 36.7 16 .6
MULTIPLE 53.4 56.1 46 .6 25.8 ,
m . . N N
&) A
< HISPANIC .
SINGLE 19.8 27.8 ] 2.8 1.1
MULTIPLE 23.8 3 28.1 %'z.s 1.7
OTHER
SINGLE .6 .6 .5 | .6
MULTIPLE .3 .3 .2 .6
NEW YORK STATE NEW YORK CITY OTHER MPAS NON-METRO AREAS

SINGLE N=73.952 SINGLE N=85.315 SINGLE N=13.884 SINGLE N=10.8653
MULT. N=14.078 MULT. N=11.739 MULT. N= 1.555 MULT. N= 784

.REGION

SOURCE DATA FOR THIS GRAPH ARE FOUND IN TABLES IIi-24A AND III-24B.VOL.III.




-88-

Prior Record. The single/multiple offender distributions for prior arrests

are displayed in Figure 37 and the distributions for prior convictions in Figure
38. Both show that, in general, muitiple offenders tended to have more serious
offending histories than single offenders. (Among offenders with prior records,
only the "no prior felony arrests" category in Figure 37 shows a higher proportion
of single than multiple offenders).

Summary -

This analysis of offender characteristics is consistent with the analyses
presented earlier in this report. There were differences among offenders along the
urban/rural continuum, in general, and sharp differences between New York City and
the rest of the State. New York City offenders were older, more likely to be black
or Hispanic and.more likely to have had a prior record of offending than were
offenders from the other two regions of the State. Only with regard to the sex of
the offender was there similarity among the regions.

As would be expected, older offenders tended to have more serious prior
records than younger offenders. Black offenders were likely to be younger than
whites in New York City, but older than whites in the areas outside of New York
City. Among those with prior records, black offenders had more serious records
than whites. In both non-New York City regions, blacks were more 1likely than
whites to have had records and those records were likely to have been more serious.
In all areas, white offenders were the group Teast 1ikely to have had a history of
prior offending. '

The examination of offending patterns illustrates the sharp regional
differences already noted, particularly with regard to race, prior record and age.
Despite this, however, some patterns emerged that were consistent across all
regions: property offenders were uniformly younger than offenders arrested for
other crime types, and offenders arrested for "other" and drug crimes tended to be
older; persona® offenders were more likely to be nonwhite than offenders arrested
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FIGURE 38
COMPARISON OF OFFENDERS HAVING R SINGLE 1981 DISPOSITION
WITH OFFENDERS HAVING MULTIPLE 1981 DISPOSITIONS:
SERTOUSNESS OF PRIOR CONVICTION RECORD WITHIN REGION

PERCENT OF OFFENDERS WITHIN APPEARANCE CATEGORY WITHIN REGION
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for other crimes; and drug offenders were slightly more Tikely to be female than
personal or property offenders. Offenders arrested for the more serious felony
offenses were generally older and more likely to have had prior records than those
arrested for lesser felonies, regardless of region. Minorities were most heavily
represented among those arrested for B and C felonies. Class E offenders were
slightly less likely to be male than class B, C, or D offenders.

The group of offenders who appeared more than once in the study cohort were
different in several respects from those who appeared only once. New York City had
a considerably higher proportion of such multiple disposition offenders than did
the other two regions, with the Non-Metropolitan Areas having the lowest. In all
regions, multiple disposition offenders were more 1ikely to be male, to be younger,
and to be members of a racial minority tha offenders disposed only once in 1981.
They were also more likely than single disposition offenders to have had histories
of prior felony arrests and to have been convicted of a crime before their most
serious 1981 cohort disposition.

From data presented earlier in the report (Table 1) it is known that aimost 95
percent of arrest events disposed in 1981 occurred in 1980 or 1981. This suggests
that offenders appearing in the cohort muitiple times are likely to have been
arrested for their offenses within that two-year span. There is thus a high
1ikelihood that multiple disposition offenders represent a particularly persistent
or arrest prone group among the overall population of offenders.

The fact that such "persistent" offenders were more prevalent in New York City
and that New York City offenders had more serious prior criminal histories,
suggests a major qualitative difference among the regions of the State. New York
City offenders have accumulated more extensive criminal records and, by
extrapolation, they may be presumed to be more persistent offenders than offenders
from other regions. Certainly their careers were more serious (in terms of prior
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arrests for felonies and convictions for all crimes) and more intensive (in terms
of the proportion of multiple disposition offenders) than Non-New York City
offenders.30

These data reinforce findings presented earlier in the report: not only did
the arrest events in New York City involve a greater number and more serious
offenses than in the other regions, it is also true that New York City offenders
(in terms of their criminal careers) were more "serious" as well. These factors
help to explain the fact, notca in Section 1, that New York City courts make
heavier use of incarcerative penalties fur convicted offenders than did the courts
elsewhere in the State. Prior offending is a factor which, in some cases, mandates
an incarcerative sanction3l and-has been empirically shown to influence the
decision to incarcerate even when not legally mandated.32

3Owhile better disposition reporting from New York City may account for the
higher proportion of their offenders with prior convictions, differential reporting
would not account for the higher proportion with prior felony arrests. The
association between age and prior record and the fact that New York City offenders
are older than offenders from other regions also supports the fact that their
of fenders have more extensive criminal histories.

315ee, for example, the sentencing enhancement provisions contained in the New
York State Penal Law, Sections 70.04, 70.06, and 70.10.

325ee, for example, L. Paul Sutton, Variations in Federal Criminal Sentences,
Utilization of Criminal Justice Statistics, Analytic Report 17 (Washington, D.C.:
U.S. Department of Justice, LEAA, 1978), and Vera Institute of Justice, Felony
Arrests: Their Prosecution and Disposition in New York City's Courts, (New York
City: Vera Institute of Justice, 1977).






